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List of abbreviations

Abbreviation
in English

Full name/title in English

Full name/title in original language

Annual Implementation Report Eves végrehajtasi jelentés

AP Action Plan Akcidterv

AWP Annual Work Programme Eves munkaprogram

CCHOP Competitive Central Hungary | Versenyképes Kozép-Magyarorszag
Operational Programme Operativ Program

EAOP Electronic Public ~ Administration | Elektronikus Kozigazgatds Operativ
Operational Programme Program

EC European Commission Eurdpai Bizottsag

ERDF European Regional and Development | Eurdpai Regionalis Fejlesztési Alap
Fund

ESF European Social Fund Eurdpai Szocialis Alap

EU European Union Eurdpai Unid

1P Investment Priority Beruhazasi prioritas

MC Monitoring Committee Monitoring Bizottsag

NOJ National Office for the Judiciary Orszagos Biroi Hivatal

NSRF National Strategy Reference | Nemzeti Stratégiai Referencia Keret
Framework

oP Operational Programme operativ program

PA Partnership Agreement Partnerségi Megallapodas

PADOP Public Administration and Civil Service | Kézigazgatas- és Kozszolgaltatas
Development Operational Programme | Fejlesztés Operativ Program

SROP State Reform Operational Programme | Allamreform Operativ Program

TOP Territorial and settlement | Terilet- és Telepulésfejlesztési
Development Operational Programme | Operativ Program
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Document checklist:

Document Title in English Title in original language Does the Did the Does the Is it Is it
type document exist? researcher have document reviewed included in
access to the refer to and the
document? the justice n summarised summary
system? in the MS table?
chapter in
the relevant
period(s)?
2007- 2014- | 2007- 2014-
2013 2020 2013 2020
National THE NEW HUNGARY Uj Magyarorszag Fejlesztési | Yes = Yes = Yes Yes Yes
Strategic DEVELOPMENT PLAN Terv — Magyarorszag Nemzeti
Reference National Strategic Reference | Stratégiai Referenciakerete
Framework Framework of Hungary 2007-2013
(NSRF) 2007-2013
Partnership Partnership Agreement for | Magyarorszag Partnerségi | - Yes = Yes Yes Yes Yes
Agreement Hungary for 2014-2020 Megallapodasa a 2014-2020-as
(PA) fejlesztési id6szazakra
Operational State Reform Operational | Allamreform Operativ Program | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
Programme Programme
(OP)
Electronic Administration | Elektronikus Kozigazgatas | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
Operational Programme Operativ Program
Social Renewal Operational | Tarsadalmi Megujulas Operativ | Yes No Yes No No Yes, to explain | Yes, as
Programme Program it does not | excluded in
refer to justice | the ISS
Social Infrastructure | Tarsadalmi Infrastruktura | Yes No Yes No No Yes, to explain | Yes, as
Operational Programme Operativ Program it does not | excluded in
refer to justice | the ISS
Central Hungary Operational | K&6zép-Magyarorszag Operativ | Yes No Yes No No Yes, to explain | Yes, as
Programme Program it does not | excluded in
refer to justice | the ISS
Public Administration and Civil | K6zigazgatas- és | No Yes No Yes No Yes, to explain | Yes, as
Service Development | Kozszolgaltatas-fejlesztés it does not | excluded in
Operational Programme Operativ Program refer to justice | ISS
Competitive Central Hungary | Versenyképes K6zép- | No Yes No Yes Yes Yes, to explain | Yes, as
Operational Programme Magyarorszag Operativ it does not | excluded in
Program refer to justice | the ISS
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Document Title in English Title in original language Does the Did the Does the Is it Is it
type document exist? researcher have document reviewed included in
access to the refer to and the
document? the justice = summarised summary
system? in the MS table?
chapter in
the relevant
period(s)?
2007- 2014- | 2007- 2014-
2013 2020 2013 2020
Economic Development and | Gazdasagfejlesztési és | No Yes No Yes No Yes, to explain | Yes, as
Innovation OP Innovacios Operativ Program it does not | excluded in
refer to justice | the ISS
Territorial and  Settlement | Terllet- és teleplilésfejlesztési | No Yes No Yes No No Yes, as
Development OP Operativ Program excluded in
the ISS
South Great Plain OP Dél-alféldi Operativ Program Yes No Yes No No No Yes, as
excluded in
the ISS
South Transdanubia OP Dél.Dunantul OP Yes No Yes No No No Yes, as
excluded in
the ISS
The North Great Plain OP Eszak-Alfold OP Yes No Yes No No No Yes, as
excluded in
the ISS
North Hungary OP Eszal-Magyarorszag OP Yes No Yes No No No Yes, as
excluded in
the ISS
Central Transdanubia OP K6zép-Dunantul OP Yes No Yes No No No Yes, as
excluded in
the ISS
West Pannon OP Nyugat-Dunantul OP Yes No Yes No No No Yes, as
excluded in
the ISS
Needs N/A N/A Don‘t Don‘t No No N/A No No
assessments know know
Country COUNCIL RECOMMENDATION A TANACS AJANLASA | Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Specific on the | Magyarorszag
Recommendat | 2011/2012/2013/2014/2015/2 | 2012/2013/2014/2015/2016/2
ions 016 National Reform | 017. évi nemzeti
Programme of Hungary nd | reformprogramjardl, amelyben
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Document Title in English Title in original language Does the Did the Does the Is it Is it
type document exist? researcher have document reviewed included in
access to the refer to and the
document? the justice = summarised summary
system? in the MS table?
chapter in
the relevant
period(s)?
2007- 2014- | 2007- 2014-
2013 2020 2013 2020

delivering a Council Opinion on | véleményezi Magyarorszag
the updated convergence | 2016. évi
programme of Hungary konvergenciaprogramjat

Action Plans Action Plan of the Social | Tarsadalmi MegUjulds Operativ | Yes No Yes No No No Yes, as
Renewal oP for 2007- | Program 2007-2008/2009- excluded in
2008/2009-2010/2011-2013 2010/2011-2013. évi the ISS

akcioterve
Action Plan of the Social | Tarsadalmi Infrastruktira | Yes No Yes No No No Yes, as
Infrastructure OP for the years | Operativ Program 2007- excluded in
2007-2008/2009-2010/2011- | 2008/2009-2010/2011-2013. the ISS
2013 évi akcidterve
Action Plan of the Central | A K6zép-Magyarorszag | Yes No Yes No No No Yes, as
Hungary OP, 2007- | Operativ Program 2007- excluded in
2008/2009-2010/2011-2013 2008/2009-2010/2011-2013. the ISS
évi akcidterv

Action Plan of the Electronic | Elektronikus Ko6zigazgatas | Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes
Administration OP for the years | Operativ Program 2007-
2007-2008/2009-2010/2011- | 2008/2009-2010/2011-2013.
2013 évi felllvizsgalt akcidterve
Action Plan of the State Reform | Allamreform Operativ Program | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
OP for 2007-2008/2009- | 2007-2008/2009-2010/2011-
2010/2011-2013 2013. évi akcioterve
Annual development | A Versenyképes K6zép- | No Yes No Yes No No Yes, as
framework of the Competitive | Magyarorszag Operativ excluded in
Central Hungary OP for | Program éves fejlesztési the ISS
2016/2017 kerete, 2016/2017
Annual Development | A Tertlet- és | No Yes No Yes No No Yes, as
Framework of Territorial and | Telepulésfejlesztési  Operativ excluded in
Settlement Development OP for | Program éves fejlesztési kerete the ISS
2016/2017 2016/2017
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Document Title in English Title in original language Does the Did the Does the Is it Is it
type document exist? researcher have document reviewed included in
access to the refer to and the
document? the justice summarised summary
system? in the MS table?
chapter in
the relevant
period(s)?
2007- 2014- | 2007- 2014-
2013 2020 2013 2020
Annual Development | A Gazdasagdfejlesztési és | No Yes No Yes No No Yes, as
Framework of Economic | Innovaciés Operativ Program excluded in
Development and Innovation | éves fejlesztési kerete the ISS
OP for 2016/2017 2016/2017
Annual Development | A Koézigazgatas- és | No Yes No Yes No Yes Yes
Framework for the Public | Kézszolgaltatds-fejlesztés
Administration and Civil Service | Operativ Program éves
Development OP for 2016/2017 | fejlesztési kerete 2016/2017
Evaluation Evaluation Plan for 2010-2012 | Ertékelési Terv 2010-2012 / | Yes No Yes No Yes No Yes, as
plan / Evaluation Plan for 2011- | Ertékelésiterv 2011-2013 excluded in
2013 the ISS
Evaluation Plan for 2014-2020 | Ertékelési terv 2014-2020 No Yes No Yes No No Yes, as
excluded in
the ISS
Ex-ante Ex-Ante evaluation of the | K6zép-Magyarorszagi Operativ | Yes No Yes No No No Yes, as
evaluation Central Hungary Operational | Program Ex-Ante értékelése excluded in
Programme the ISS
Ex-Ante Evaluation of the State | Az Allamreform Operativ | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
Reform Operational Programme | Program ex-ante értékelése
Ex-Ante Evaluation of the | Elektronikus Koézigazgatas | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
Electronic Administration OP Operativ.  Program  Ex-Ante
értékelés
Ex-Ante Evaluation of the Public | KOZIGAZGATAS -ES | No Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Administration and Civil Service | KOZSZOLGALTATAS-
Development OP FEJLESZTES OPERATIV
PROGRAM ex-ante értékelése
Ex-post Impact assessment of the State | Allamreform Operativ Program | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
evaluation Reform Operational Programme | hatasértékelése
Impact assessment of the | Az Elektronikus Ko&zigazgatas | Yes No Yes No No No Yes, as
Electronic Administration | Operativ Program excluded in
Operational Programme hatasértékelése the ISS
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Document Title in English Title in original language Does the Did the Does the Is it Is it
type document exist? researcher have document reviewed included in
access to the refer to and the
document? the justice = summarised summary
system? in the MS table?
chapter in
the relevant
period(s)?
2007- 2014- | 2007- 2014-
2013 2020 2013 2020
The impact analysis and the use | A magyarorszagi eurdpai uniés | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
of EU funds in Hungary in the | forrdsok felhasznaldsanak és
programming period 2007- | hatdsainak elemzése a 2007-
2013 2013-as programozasi idészak
vo-natkozasaban
Interim N/A N/A
evaluation
Annual
Implementatio
n Reports
(AIR)
2007 Annual Implementation Report | Eves jelentés az Allamreform | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
of the State Reform OP for 2007 | Operativ. Program 2007. évi
el6rehaladasarol
2008 Annual Implementation Report | Eves jelentés az Allamreform | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
of the State Reform OP for 2008 | Operativ Program 2008. évi
el6rehaladasarol
2009 Annual Implementation report | Eves jelentés az Allamreform | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
of the State Reform OP for 2009 | Operativ. Program 2009. évi
el6rehaladasarol
2010 Annual Implementation report | Eves jelentés az Allamreform | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
of the State Reform OP for 2010 | operativ program 2010. évi
el6rehaladasarol
2011 Annual Implementation report | Eves jelentés az Allamreform | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
of the State Reform OP for 2011 | operativ program 2011. évi
el6rehaladasarol
2012 Annual Implementation report | Eves jelentés az Allamreform | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
of the State Reform OP for 2012 | operativ program 2012. évi
el6rehaladasarol
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Document Title in English Title in original language Does the Did the Does the Is it Is it
type document exist? researcher have document reviewed included in
access to the refer to and the
document? the justice = summarised summary
system? in the MS table?
chapter in
the relevant
period(s)?
2007- 2014- | 2007- 2014-
2013 2020 2013 2020
2013 Annual Implementation report | Eves jelentés az Allamreform | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
of the State Reform OP for 2013 | operativ program 2013. évi
el6rehaladasarol
2014 Annual Implementation report | Eves jelentés az Allamreform | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
of the State Reform OP for 2014 | operativ program 2014. évi
el6rehaladasarol
2015 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
2016 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
2017 Final Implementation Report on | Zard Végrehajtasi Jelentés Az | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
the implementation of the State | Allamreform Operativ Program
Reform OP (2007-2013) (2007-2013) megvaldsitasarol
2017 Final Implementation Report on | Zaré Végrehajtasi Jelentés Az | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
the implementation of the | Elektronikus Ko6zigazgatas
Electronic Administration OP | Operativ Program (2007-2013)
(2007-2013) megvalositasardl
2015 Annual implementation report | A KOFOP 2015. évi éves | No Yes No Yes Yes No Yes, as
of the Public Administration and | végrehajtasi jelentése excluded in
Civil Service Development OP ISS
for 2015
2016 Annual Implementation Report | Eves jelentés a Kézigazgatds- | No Yes No Yes No No Yes, as
of the Public Administration and | és  Kozszolgaltatas-fejlesztés excluded in
Civil Service Development OP | Operativ Program Operativ ISS
for 2016 Program 2016. évi
el6rehaladasarol
2015 Annual Implementation Report | Eves jelentés a Versenyképes | No Yes No Yes No No Yes, as
of the Competitive Central | K6zép-Magyarorszag Operativ excluded in
Hungary OP for 2015 Program 2015. évi the ISS
el6rehaladasarol
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Document Title in English Title in original language Does the Did the Does the Is it Is it
type document exist? researcher have document reviewed included in
access to the refer to and the
document? the justice = summarised summary
system? in the MS table?
chapter in
the relevant
period(s)?
2007- 2014- | 2007- 2014-
2013 2020 2013 2020
2016 Annual Implementation Report | Eves jelentés a Versenyképes | No Yes No Yes No No Yes, as
of the Competitive Central | K6zép-Magyarorszag Operativ excluded in
Hungary OP for 2016 Program 2016. évi the ISS
el6rehaladasarol
Annual N/A N/A Yes Yes No No N/A No No
Progress
Reports
Annual Work | N/A N/A Yes Yes No No N/A No No
Programme
(AWP)
Any other | N/A N/A Yes Yes N/A N/A N/A No No
evaluation
Any other | N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A No No
relevant study
previously
undertaken
Calls for
proposals
EAOP- N/A A cégbirésagi rendszerek | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
2007/1.1.1 korszerlsitése cim( kiemelt
projekt tdmogataséara
EAOP-1.1.16 N/A ‘A birésagi szervezetrendszert | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
érintd
jogszazabalyivaltozasokbdl
eredé fejlesztések a Birdsagi
IntegraltInformatikai
Rendszerben és a Vezetdi
Informaciés Rendszerben’
EAOP-1.A.1 N/A Kozigazgatasi  szolgaltatédsok | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
elektronizalasa
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Document Title in English Title in original language Does the Did the Does the Is it Is it
type document exist? researcher have document reviewed included in
access to the refer to and the
document? the justice = summarised summary
system? in the MS table?
chapter in
the relevant
period(s)?
2007- 2014- | 2007- 2014-
2013 2020 2013 2020
EAOP-1.A.2 N/A ‘Agazazati palyazazat a | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes, as
k6zigazgatasi szolgaltatasok excluded in
bels6folyamatainak the ISS
megujitasara’
EAOP-2.1.6 N/A Kozponti szazabalysértési | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
nyilvantartds megvalositdsa
EAOP-1.A.3 N/A Kimutathatd  megtakaritassal | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
jaro6  koézponti  elektronikus
szolgaltatasok hasznalatara
torténd attérés
EAOP-2.1.11 N/A Elektronikus tgysegédi | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
rendszer kialakitasa
SROP-1.1.21 N/A ‘Korrupcié megel6zése és a | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
kozigazgatas attekintése’
SROP- N/A az Egyes  allamigazgatasi | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
2007/1.2.1/B intézmények szervezet-
fejlesztése elnevezésli
tamogatasi konstrukcid
részeként a Blintetés-
végrehajtasi intézetek
szervezetfejlesztése
SROP-2011- N/A ‘Jogszabalyok és folyamatok | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
1.2.6/A egyszerUsitése’
SROP-2011- N/A ‘Jogszabalyok és folyamatok | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
1.2.6 egyszerUsitésének
koordinacidja’
SROP- N/A ‘Szervezetfejlesztési program | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
1.2.18/A-2013 allamigazgatasi és
igazsagszolgaltatasi  szervek
szamara’
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Document Title in English Title in original language Does the Did the Does the Is it Is it
type document exist? researcher have document reviewed included in
access to the refer to and the
document? the justice = summarised summary
system? in the MS table?
chapter in
the relevant
period(s)?
2007- 2014- | 2007- 2014-
2013 2020 2013 2020

SROP- N/A Tudasalapu Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
2007/2.2.4 igazsagszolgaltatas-fejlesztés

cim( kiemelt projekt

tamogatasara
SROP-2.2.16 N/A ‘Jogalkalmazas javitasa’ Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
SROP-229/A- N/A ‘Romak foglalkoztatasa a | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
2010 and kézigazgatasban és az
SROP-229/B- igazsagszolgaltatasban’
2010 and
SROP-
2010/229/C
SROP- N/A az Egyes allamigazgatasi | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
2009/1.2.1/C intézmények szervezet-

fejlesztése elnevezésl

tamogatasi konstrukcid

részeként az Igazsaglgyi és

Rendészeti Minisztérium

szervezetfejlesztése
EAOP- N/A Tervezés és jogalkotas | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
1.2.21/2011 informatikai tdmogatasa
SROP- N/A Hatasvizsgalatok és stratégidk | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
1.1.19/2012 elkészitése
PADOP_1.0.0/ | N/A Integralt Jogalkotasi Rendszer No Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes
2017
Consultation N/A N/A Possibly Possibl | No No N/A No No
of y
stakeholders
Monitoring N/A N/A Yes Yes Yes Partly, No No No
Committee when
(MC) — Minute
Decision s are
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Document Title in English Title in original language Does the Did the Does the Is it Is it
type document exist? researcher have document reviewed included in
access to the refer to and the
document? the justice = summarised summary
system? in the MS table?
chapter in
the relevant
period(s)?
2007- 2014- | 2007- 2014-
2013 2020 2013 2020

availab

le, but

for

TOP,

CCHOP

and

PADOP

it is not

availab

le
Monitoring N/A N/A Yes Yes Yes Partly No No No
Committee for
(MC) = some
Minutes OPs,

but for

TOP,

CCHOP

and

PACOP

it is not

availab

le
Monitoring N/A N/A N/A Yes N/A yes No (for | No No
Committee 2014-2020)
(MC) - Other
Monitoring N/A N/A N/A Yes N/A Yes No (for | No No
Committee 2014-2020)
(MC) - Report
National National Reform Programmes | Magyarorszag 2014-2016. évi | No Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Reform 2014-2016 of Hungary Nemzeti Reform Programja
Programme (Only 2016 NRP is relevant)
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Document Title in English Title in original language Does the Did the Does the Is it Is it
type document exist? researcher have document reviewed included in
access to the refer to and the
document? the justice = summarised summary
system? in the MS table?
chapter in
the relevant
period(s)?
2007- 2014- | 2007- 2014-
2013 2020 2013 2020
National National Reform Programme | Magyarorszag 2011-2012. évi | Yes No Yes No No No Yes, as
Reform 2011-2012 of Hungary Nemzeti Reform Programja excluded in
Programme the ISS
Other N/A N/A
implementatio
n reports
Other - please | Magyary Programme Magyary Zoltan Koézigazgatads- | Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
specify fejlesztési Program
Synthesis of the mid-term | Az operativ programok félidei | Yes No Yes No No Yes Yes
evaluation of the operational | értékelésének szintézise
programmes
The impact analysis and the use | A magyarorszagi eurdpai unios | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
of EU funds in Hungary in the | forrasok felhasznalasanak és
programming period 2007- | hatdsainak elemzése a 2007-
2013 2013-as programozasi
id6szazak vo-natkozasaban
Evaluation report on the | Ertékelési  zardjelentés az | Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
organisation development | Allamreform Operativ Program
programmes from the State | 2007-2010 kozott
Reform OP between 2007 and | megvaldsitott
2010 szervezetfejlesztési célu
fejlesztéseirdl
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Study on ESF and ERDF support to justice systems - Member State Chapter for Hungary

Introduction

Member State \

Country Expert Name Gabor Balas

Data Collection Period Task 1 Between 30 March and 8 April, 2017

Data Collection Period Task 2 July-November, 2017

Number of regions/OPs covered Projects supporting the justice system are

funded under:
2007-2013 period:
e State Reform OP, 10 projects

e Electronic Public Administration OP, 7
projects

2014-2020 period:
e  Public Administration and Civil Service
Development OP and Competitive
Central-Hungary OP, 3 projects

Availability of documents

In  Hungary, the programming documents are available on the website
http://palyazat.gov.hu in Hungarian, with some of them also in English. This website
contains almost all of the programming documents such as OPs, the Partnership
Agreement, National Strategic Reference Framework, project documentation, etc. Ex-ante,
interim, and ex-post evaluations are available by programming periods in two different
languages. However, these documents are mostly not relevant to the justice system.

Whilst it is hard to find project-level data and information about the project indicators, it
is possible to check funded projects for each operational programme and the annual
development frameworks and the implementation reports which were sent by the
Managing Authority. Information regarding the budget spent broken down by activities and
the fulfilment of the indicators has been requested from the beneficiaries.

Regarding the Monitoring Committee documents, they are only available for the
programming period 2014-2020 and only in Hungarian through the SSO of the website
http://palyazat.gov.hu.

None of the needs assessments are publicly available and the justice system has not been
specified in the ex-ante evaluation of the OPs. The Annual Implementation Reports (AIRs)
are only publicly available for the programming period 2014-2020. In the case of EAOP
and SROP they were available for the previous programming period until 2010; however
unfortunately these old documents disappeared from the website of the MA in the
development of the website in 2016.

In summary, in Hungary the strategic documentation regarding the ESF and the ERDF in
the two programming periods is mostly publicly available, but documents on
implementation are only available by request.

Intervention logic

There was no explicit intention by the government to support justice reform through the
ERDF or ESF in the period 2007-2013. However, it was possible to support the justice
system institutions if relevant project proposals were put forward. Nevertheless, the NSRF,
State Reform OP and Electronic Public Administration OP made references to the justice
system and supported specific objectives of the field.

According to the examined documents the main needs of the Hungarian justice system for
the period 2007-2013 were the following: improving the efficiency of operation by speeding
up the processes in the public administration as well as in the judicial system;
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organisational development and the modernisation of the IT systems, as these problems
were seen as limiting the efficient functioning of the justice system (as well as of the public
administration).

The planned activities of the two relevant OPs reflected these issues: the SROP was
supposed to carry out organisational developments, organise training for - among others
- the stakeholders of the judicial system, and enhance the implementation of rights. Within
the framework of EAOP IT development measures that improve data security were
intended. The 17 projects of the SROP and the EAOP that were carried out covered 4 main
objectives: human resource development in all areas, development and implementation of
IT systems of the courts (or any other offices of the public administration or the justice
system), and the organisational development of these institutions, including the
penitentiary system, and as a result they increased the quality of legislation.

No discrepancies between the programme and project levels in the period 2007-2013 have
been found and the developments carried out were in accordance with the needs of the
OPs.

During the period 2014-2020, the explicit objective of the government was not to finance
justice system developments from EU funds, but rather to spend national sources in this
field. As a result, support to the justice system does not appear directly or indirectly in the
Operational Programmes funded under ESF and ERDF in the 2014-2020 period (and it
appears only marginally in the Partnership Agreement), and none of the institutions of the
justice system are mentioned as a target group in any OP.

However, the first version of the ex-ante evaluation of PADOP suggested the further
strengthening of development directions concerning the prevention of corruption, as well
as the procurement competition and the justice system in the OP. Following this proposal,
a new intervention was built in the OP’s first priority (organisation and process
development). According to the authors of the ex-ante evaluation version 2.0 this
intervention might be able to provide a proper environment for the fulfilment of the goals
mentioned above. However, the justice system is still not named in the OP.

Furthermore, although PADOP focuses on executive institutions instead of justice, following
a legislative change, second instance administrative cases have been moved to the regional
courts (the public administration lawsuits on second instance formerly took place in the
court of appeals. The modification is expected to accelerate the judgment in these cases).
According to an interview with a representative of the MA, a consequence of this change
will be a modification of the OP so that judges and courts appear as potential beneficiaries
or final recipients, meaning that the digitalisation of the judicial processes can continue
during the current funding period as a continuation of the previous programming period.
This OP modification is expected to be implemented in the coming months.

Up until November 2017, three relevant projects have been identified, but their results and
impacts are not yet known. The projects concern 1) the development of an Integrated
Legislative Framework by developing an electronic data transmission system 2) the
development of digital infrastructure to enable video communication for remote hearings,
and 3) access to official documentation and information on decisions of the courts. The aim
is to reduce the administrative burdens on the target groups: travel costs and
administration time of citizens, companies and public administration.

Table 1: Overview of the justice system
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Institutions and bodies of the judiciary!

English

Court system

- Kuria (the Supreme Court)
- Regional Courts of
Appeal

- Regional Courts?

- District Courts
andAdministrative and
Labour Courts

Original language

Birésagi rendszer
- Kdria

- [tél6tablak

- Torvényszékek

- Jarasbirésagok/ kerileti
birosagok(Kozigazgatasi és
munkatgyi birésagok)

Other institutions and bodies that are part of or
supporting the justice system?

English

Office of the Public
Prosecutor

- Office of the Prosecutor
General

- appellate chief
prosecutor’s offices

-chief prosecutor’s offices
- district  prosecutor’s
offices

- National Institute of
Criminology for scientific
and research body,* the
Hungarian State school for
Prosecutors

Original language

Magyarorszag Ugyészsége
- Legfébb Ugyészség

- Fellebviteli féugyészségek

- F6ligészségek

- Kerilleti és megyei
félugyészségek

- Orszdgos kriminoldgiai
Intézet, Blin6zéskutatasi és
Elemzési Tudomanyos
Osztaly, Magyar

Ugyészképzd Kdzpont

National Judicial Council
-National Office for the
Judiciary (NOJ)

-The Hungarian
Academy of Justice®

Orszagos Birdi Tanéacs®

- Orszagos Birdsagi Hivatal
- Magyar Igazsaglgyi
Akadémia

Ministry of Justice

- Company Information and
Electronic Company
Registration Service

Igazsagligyi  Minisztérium
-Orszagos Céginformacids
és Cégnyilvantartasi
Rendszer

Ministry of Justice

Igazsagligyi Minisztérium

Ministry of the Interior
- Hungarian Prison Service

Bellgyminisztérium
- Blintetés-végrehajtasi
Szervezet

Ministry of Rural
Development

- Hungarian Land Register &
Land Offices

Vidékfejlesztési
Minisztérium
- Foldhivatal

Hungarian Bar Association

Magyar Ugyvédi Kamara

Notaries’ Association

Kozjegyz6i Kamara

Hungarian National
Chamber of Notaries

Magyar Orszagos KozjegyzGi
Kamara

Hungarian Court Bailiffs’ | Magyar Birdsagi Végrehajtoi
Chamber Kamara

Court of Arbitration at the | Magyar Kereskedelmi és
Hungarian  Chamber of | Iparkamara

Commerce Valasztottbirdsaga
Mediation and Legal | Budapesti Kereskedelmi és
Coordination Department | Iparkamara Medidciés és

of the Budapest Chamber of
Commerce

Jogi Koordinacids Osztdlya

National Mediation

Association

Orszagos Mediacids

Egyesiilet

! j.e. the judiciary as defined in the national legal framework and following the definition used for the purpose of

this study.

2 i.e. justice system as defined for the purpose of this study.

3 The 20 regional courts keep the business registers in their capacity as courts of registration.

“The tasks of this academic research and training centre of Hungary’s Prosecution Service include researching
crime, developing the theory and the practice of criminology, forensics and the disciplines of penal law as
well as facilitating the exploitation of the research findings.

5 The Hungarian Academy of Justice is an NOJ external unit and its main goal is to support the functioning of the
courts with a scientific and educational centre of European standards as well as to work to further strengthen
the Hungarian justice system.

6 The National Judicial Council (OBT) is the supervisory organ - as a body - of the central administration of courts.
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Table 2: Stakeholders contacted for Task 2

Name of institution in
English

Name of institution in
original language

Relevance to
the study (MA,
IB, beneficiary,
part of target
group, other)

Position (if known)

Former head of strategic

Method of
information
request (email
exchange/phone
call, etc.)

Did you hear
back from the
stakeholder?

(y/n)

Date of conversation/email exchange

Administrative Programmes

Iranyité Hatdsaga

Programme Management

planning unit interview yes
6 July 2017
(Former head of strategic (interview) (yes)
department)
Ministry of Justice Igazsagligyi Minisztérium Beneficiary -
Member of the office of the h
data request by | Yes (on phone)
State secretary Pomp—— g 13 November 2017 (by phone) and 15
P November by email
Member of the office of the A ek B
State secretary responsible el a Y . 15 November by email
for data protection no by e-mail
Ministry of Interior Belligyminisztérium Beneficiary Head of department g;t:” gz Ly no 14 November
National Judicial Council Orszagos Birdi Tanacs Beneficiary - g;t:” g Ly no 13 November
partly (they ask for 14 November
National Office for the 2 o Deputy Head of | data request by e- aielelidls vl
Wk Orszagos Birdsagi Hivatal Beneficiary e — o—— information on my 17 November (clarification)
Y P position in  the
project) 4 December (reminder)
Regional courts torvényszékek Beneficiary phone no =
Managing Authority for . L.
Administrative Reform Komgazgatask g Relzfolrm MA Former Deputy Head of MA interview yes 4 July 2017
p Programok Iranyité Hatosaga
rogrammes
Prime Minister’'s Office - | Miniszterelntkség Head of the Unit for
Managing Authority for | Kozigazgatasi Programok | MA interview yes 19 July 2017
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Funding Period 2007-2013

2.1.

2.2.

The needs of the Member State relating to the national justice system

Needs assessments regarding the 2007—-2013 programming period are not available
publicly, and the ex-ante evaluations of the State Reform OP and Electronic Public
Administration OP have a weak link to the justice system, as demonstrated below.

These two OPs covered the relevant EU priority themes (13 - Services and applications for
the citizen and 81 - Mechanisms for improving good policy and programme design,
monitoring and evaluation at national, regional and local level, capacity building in the
delivery of policies and programmes) and included interventions supporting the justice
system.

The ex-ante evaluation of the State Reform OP states that ‘among the measures required
for the rationalisation of judicial processes, it is necessary to train judges, lawyers and
their administrative staff through professional chambers. It would be appropriate to expand
the range of potential beneficiaries to these organisations’.””

Furthermore, the evaluation states that ‘businesses have to deal not only with the general
public bureaucracy, but the courts as well. In the field of enforcement of rights at courts,
overly long proceedings have become a central problem for Hungarian justice; therefore
several measures have been taken to reduce the time taken and to clear the backlog of
cases.’®

The ex-ante evaluation of the Electronic Public Administration OP also refers to the justice
system and its need for IT modernisation, skills upgrade and organisational development
in connection with the State Reform OP.

The 2013 European Council Country Specific Recommendations® for Hungary stated that
“the developments in Hungary in 2012 and 2013 have increased concerns about the
judiciary’s independence” in the recitals and therefore included the recommendation to
“strengthen further the judiciary”.

The reviewed ex-ante evaluations and the operational programmes outline the problems
of the national justice system. These include the amount of time it takes for procedures to
be carried out in the public administration and justice system, the outdated organisation
of the justice system and the outdated IT systems of the justice system and public
administration. These problems were seen as limiting the efficient functioning of the justice
system (as well as of the public administration). The main development needs were
therefore reported to be: reducing the time taken for procedures in the public
administration as well as in the justice system; organisational development; and the
modernisation of the IT systems.

No other documents exist that discuss the needs of the justice area. According to the
interviews, needs assessments of the SROP were made in 2005, 2007 and 2009, but they
were focused only on the administrative burden of the public administration, rather than
the justice system.

Planning stage: The extent to which the Member State programmed support to the
justice system through ESF and ERDF

The objectives relating to the support of the judicial system cover three key areas: human
resource development in all areas, the development and implementation of IT systems of

7 Ex Ante Consulting, 2007, The Ex-ante Evaluation of the State Reform OP

8 Government of the Republic of Hungary, 2011, State Reform Operational Programme

° Council Recommendation of 9 July 2013 on the National Reform Programme 2013 of Hungary and delivering a
Council opinion on the Convergence Programme of Hungary, 2012-2016
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the courts (or any other offices of the public administration or the justice system), and the
organisational development of these institutions, including the penitentiary system.

According to the interviews undertaken as part of Task 2, in Hungary, it is the government
which develops the OPs, without necessarily consulting the justice system. Moreover, the
justice system generally did not apply for funding from the government before 2006 and
at that time there was no development plan for the justice system that could be considered
by the government in the planning.

The Ministry of Justice did launch a planning procedure in 2006 to design a justice
development plan, but it was not approved by the Minister of Justice. As a result, there
was no national strategy on justice which could be built into the NSRF or the OPs.
Therefore, the authorities responsible for developing the NSRF and OPs kept the language
in these documents quite general, so that projects supporting justice could still be funded
under these programming documents.

Moreover, a development office was established in the National Office for the Judiciary
(NO3J), which successfully defined projects supporting justice to be financed under the
SROP and EAOP during the implementation phase and also helped and encouraged the
regional courts to apply for this funding.

High-level objectives related to justice set in the programming documents

During the 2007-2013 programming period, Hungary did not set specific strategic priorities
within its NSRF.1® The most important reference to justice was in the wider context of
providing quality legislation which is the responsibility of Ministry of Justice, which in turn
reduces administrative burdens. Specifically, the document states that ‘The regulatory
environment based on quality legislation reduces the number of urgent legislative
modifications, and makes task implementation more efficient, quicker and simpler with
reduced legislative difficulties. A high priority task is the reduction of administrative
burdens arising from laws.’!! The other reference to the justice system is the following: ‘In
order to improve judicial services, the service character of judicial work has to be
strengthened, electronic access to courts established, and for the sake of a client-oriented
environment in the courts there is a need to develop the level of equipment regarding info-
communication tools for the internal processes and services of judicial organisations. With
these developments, the time required for justice can be reduced.’?

The main objectives related to the Hungarian justice system were defined by the NSRF’s
(the New Hungary Development Plan) 6th priority, related to state reform. The
interventions formulated by the 6th priority of the NSRF are accomplished by two separate
Operational Programmes (the State Reform OP and the Electronic Public Administration
OP).

Regarding the Funding Period 2007-2013, five OPs were reviewed: 1) State Reform OP,
2) Electronic Public Administration OP, 3) Social Renewal OP, 4) Social Infrastructure OP,
and 5) Central Hungary OP. However, only two of them were relevant for the justice
system: the State Reform OP and the Electronic Public Administration OP.

Moreover, during the 2007-2013 period, and in contrast to the current programming
period, all NUTS2 regions of Hungary had different regional OPs that also cover the relevant
priorities 13 and 81. However, these regional OPs did not include any objectives or
priorities related to the justice system since, with some exceptions, it is addressed centrally
(see above).

Initially, the content of the Electronic Public Administration OP and of the State Reform OP
was combined under Renewal of the Administration System OP. This was divided into two

10 National Development Agency, 2007, National Strategic Reference Framework of Hungary 2007-2013

11 National Development Agency, 2007, National Strategic Reference Framework of Hungary 2007-2013

2 National Development Agency, 2007, National Strategic Reference Framework of Hungary 2007-2013
(http://www.terport.hu/webfm_send/142)
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OPs after a Government decision in July 2006: The State Reform Operational Programme
was funded by the ESF under priority theme 81, while the Electronic Public Administration
OP was funded by the ERDF under priority theme 13. These two OPs mainly focused on
reform of the public administration, and contained elements relating to judicial reforms.

Since the interventions of the two OPs are complementary, the planning process was also
coordinated. This explains the fact that the two OPs have a joint Managing Authority and
a joint Operational Programme Inter-Ministerial Committee (OPIMC).

State reform OP - ESF

OP name in English State Reform OP!3
CCI number 2007HUO5UPO002
Relevant funds for the OP ESF
Total OP budget EUR 172,435,891
PA1 Renewal of processes and organisational EUR 93,670,934
development

PA2 Improvement of the quality of human EUR 24,809,884
resources

PA3 Developments to be attained in the Central EUR 50,282,188
Hungarian Region

The overall objective of the State Reform Operational Programme was to improve the
performance of public administration. More specifically, the aim of the State Reform OP
was to increase the quality of the administrative and judicial case-handling procedures and
to increase the efficiency and cost-effectiveness of the public administration. As the State
Reform OP specified: ‘businesses have to deal not only with the general public bureaucracy,
but the courts as well. In the field of enforcement of rights at courts, overly long
proceedings have become a central problem for Hungarian justice; therefore several
measures have been taken to reduce the time taken and to clear the backlog of cases.’**

As explained in greater detail in section 2.3.2 (Task 2), most of the projects supporting the
justice system were financed from the priority axis 1 of the State Reform OP. These
projects mainly financed organisational developments of different institutions of the justice
system or supported training of the judges after the changes in the main legal acts (e.g.
the civil code) in 2011-12. Therefore, this priority axis is summarised below.

axis 1: Renewal of processes and organisational development
Objective Higher performance of the public administration

Sub-priority 1.2 Renewal of procedures and work processes as well as
organisation development

Objective streamline government procedures, by simplification and by enabling
the procedures to be carried out online, and to contribute to a more
effective operation of administration with the tools of organisational
development

1.2.1 Transformation of the case handling administration procedures

Planned a) simplify the procedures mostly used by citizens, carry out a legal
activities revision of these procedures and simultaneously make it possible to
related to carry them out digitally, in line with the Electronic Administration OP.

justice f) review and rationalisation of court procedures (e.g. registration of

companies and other organisations, the issuance of collection orders,
labour disputes and certain types of civil court procedures), through
standardisation, consequent digitisation (to be implemented through the
Electronic Administration OP) and simultaneous acceleration and
simplification of the procedures.

13 Government of the Republic of Hungary, 2011, State Reform Operational Programme
14 Government of the Republic of Hungary, 2011, State Reform Operational Programme
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Capacity building and enhancement of the special knowledge and
competencies of judges and their staff.

g) improve and encourage the use of alternative means of self-
regulation and dispute settlement within the business sector through
education and information campaigns.

1.2.2 Develo

pment of efficient and cost-effective organisations

Planned The justice system is not explicitly mentioned, but since it is among the
activities potential beneficiaries, the following activities may be relevant:

related to a) strengthening of the implementation function, which covers control,
justice monitoring and feedback;

b) renewal of the financial management and control of the institutions;

C) increasing cost-efficiency through a common system for financial,
personnel, purchase and other similar functions;

d) providing trainings for knowledge and quality management;

e) creation and operation of institutional models;

f) increasing the innovative capacities of the public administration;

g) ensure the collection and processing of public administration related
statistical data and their presentation to the managers and the public
through information documents, research papers and the
organisation of events, and establishing institutionalised relations
with different scientific and analytic workshops, university and
business institutions.

Expected Not specified

outputs

related to

justice

Expected Not specified

results

related to

justice

Expected More efficient judicial system
impacts

related to

justice

Proposed Court, prosecution, defence bodies
beneficiaries

Proposed Citizens, companies

target

groups

Ob]ectlve

Increase in individual performance as well as improvement of the ethos

of the staff.

Sub-priority 2.2. Performance-based career pathways

Objective

modernisation of the instruments for human resources management, and
within them especially the elaboration and scheduled introduction of the
life path-career management system based on competence principles
and performance

Activities
related to
justice

b) continued training for public servants and the organisation of courses.
‘In the case of bodies performing defence functions the training must be
proportional to the administration-related task performed. As an example
can be mentioned the training and satisfaction of the demands of judges
and the judiciary employees as well as the information service provided
for the user circles outside the courts.’

Expected
outputs
related to
justice

Not specified
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Expected
results
related to
justice
Expected
impacts
related to
justice
Proposed
beneficiaries
Proposed
target
groups

Not specified

Not specified

Court, prosecution, defence bodies

Not specified

SROP: Priority axis 3: Developments to be attained in the Central Hungarian

Region
Central Hungary region is the only region under the Competitiveness and Employment
Objective and is thus programmed in a separate axis. Therefore, Priority Axis 3 covers
exactly the same activities as PA 1 and PA 2, but only covers the Central Hungary region,
where the majority of national institutions are situated, and includes:

h) Sub-priority 3.1. Renewal of the processes and organisational development

i) Sub-priority 3.2. The improvement of the quality of human resources

Electronic Public Administration OP - ERDF

Electronic Public Administration OP
2007HU16UPO001

ERDF

EUR 421,700,133

EUR 150,665,925

OP name in English

CCI number

Relevant funds for the OP

Total OP budget

PA1 Renewal of the internal procedures
and the services of public administration
PA2 Developments aimed at improving
access to public services (delivering the
services to clients)

EUR 175,153,079

The objective of the Electronic Public Administration OP (in the version from 20111%°) is to
make the government more efficient and cost-effective so it provides the same number of
services, but with fewer resources. The OP encompasses the modernisation of the
operation, procedures, processes and services of public administration and justice system
by utilising ICT, as well as interventions to identify citizens as a common element of public
service through all info-communication tools.

EAOP: Priority axis 1: Renewal of the internal procedures and the services of

public admini

Objective

stration

increase efficiency in the functioning of the state administration on
national, regional and local level though the reorganisation of
administrative processes with the support of IT systems

Sub-priority

1.1 Electronisation of the processes of public administration

services

Objective Electronisation of public administration services and to raise the level of
transactions

Activities b) The renewal of the procedures and IT support of judicial system and

related to | the registry court. The court procedures need to be rationalised, and IT

justice

developments need to be carried out to support the new procedures in
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order to reduce the time for resolution taking and judgment (the task of
the State Reform OP).

Expected Not specified
outputs
related to
justice

Expected Not specified
results
related to
justice

Expected Not specified
impacts
related to
justice

Proposed Court, prosecution, defence bodies
beneficiaries

Proposed Not specified
target

groups

EAOP: Priority axis 3: Preferential Developments

Central Hungary region is the only region under the Competitiveness and Employment
Objective. Therefore, Priority Axis 3 covers exactly the same activities as PA 1 and PA 2,
but only covers the Central Hungary region, where the majority of national institutions
are situated. Courts prosecution and defence bodies are listed as beneficiaries of sub-
priority 3.1 Renewal and digitisation of administrative procedures, which includes the
same activities listed in Priority Axis 1.

Regarding the programming period 2007-2013, two evaluation plans are publicly
available: the evaluation plan of 2010-2012 and the evaluation plan of 2011-2013.
However, these evaluation plans do not make explicit reference to the justice system. The
planned evaluations focused on the effectiveness of the governmental human resource
developments and mainly on the ICT systems (in connection with the Electronic
Administration OP).1®

The Monitoring Committee documents for the State Reform OP and Electronic Public
Administration OP are publicly available but do not include information on justice. Action
plans are described in section 2.2.2.

Planned projects listed in the programming documents aiming to the support justice

The action plans of both OPs include the following types of activities:

State Reform OP:

2007-2008"7: Training courses, IT development, organisation development
2009-2010'8: Organisation development, training courses, developing the
implementation of rights, skills development of the judiciary

2011-2013"°: Organisation development, developing the implementation of rights.

Specific projects relevant to justice:

6 Government of Hungary, Evaluation plan 2010-2012 and Evaluation plan 2011-2013
17 Action Plan of the State Reform OP for 2007-2008
18 Action Plan of the State Reform OP for 2009-2010
19 Action Plan of the State Reform OP for 2011-2013

10
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Knowledge-based development of the judiciary
Skills development in justice system
Modernisation of registration of civil society organisations.

Electronic Public Administration OP:

2007-
2009-
2011-

20082°: IT Development, organisation development, data security
20102!: IT Development, organisation development, data security
20132%2: IT Development, organisation development, data security.

Specific projects relevant to justice:

IT development of the registry courts
Security of legal transactions
Organisational development of the judiciary and public administration bodies.

The action plans do not include information on expected outputs, results and impacts, or

on the

specific beneficiaries or target groups. Calls for proposals are publicly available

and have been reviewed in Task 2.

Implementation stage: Support to the justice system through ESF and ERDF

Support to the justice system: reported at programme level

The project selection criteria?® for both OPs (State Reform OP and Electronic Public
Administration OP) for high-priority projects were the following:

AN

®Now

0.

10.
11.

12.
13.

the objectives of the project fit into the strategic environment (including the OP);
the goals of the project are clear and measurable;

the project offers a solution to the identified problem;

the project proposal is financially viable, with the specified funding, the planned
costs are realistic for the implementation of the activities;

the project is proportional;

the project proposal is financially sustainable;

the project proposal is organisationally sustainable;

the project promoter meets the environmental sustainability requirements of the
guide;

the project promoter complies with the guidelines on ensuring equality of
opportunity;

the project proposal is socially sustainable;

the project can be realised on the basis of the timetable indicated in the proposal
and the build-up of each activity;

the duration of the project complies with the terms of the guide;

the project promoter has the appropriate personal and other non-financial resources
to implement the project.

State Reform OP

The final report of the State Reform OP stated that the final recipients of activities financed
under both priority axes were regional courts, the Kuria (Supreme Court), penitentiaries
(through the Ministry of the Interior), the Ministry of Justice, National Office for the
Judiciary, and prosecutor’s offices.?*

The ex-post evaluation of the State Reform OP confirmed that the institutions of the justice
system only received HUF 1 billion (about EUR 3.1 million) in the whole period. The projects

20 Action
21 Action
22 Action
23 Action

Plan of the EAOP for the years 2007-2008
Plan of the EAOP for the years 2009-2010
Plan of the EAOP for the years 2011-2013
Plan of the EAOP for the years 2007-2008

24 Government of Hungary, 2017, Final Implementation Report of the State Reform OP

11
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mostly covered HR and organisation development in the justice system. There had been a
change in paradigm back in 2010. Before 2010 the organisational development projects
had the bigger weight, but after 2010 the new government shifted towards individual
training for the staff of the justice system.?>

The Monitoring Committee documents for the State Reform OP are publicly available but
do not include information on justice.

The developments of SROP were funded by ESF, but there was a possibility to use ERDF
sources for ERDF-type activities to a maximum 10% of the eligible costs.

Electronic Public Administration OP

The 2017 Final Implementation Report of the Electronic Administration OP reports on the
modernisation of the processes, procedures and services in the justice system. It also
states that judicial bodies were among the main beneficiaries besides central and local
public administration bodies.

The Monitoring Committee documents for the Electronic Public Administration OP are
publicly available, but do not include information related to support to justice. The ex-
post evaluation (impact assessment of Electronic Administration OP) is also available but
does not include information specifically related to support to justice.

The developments of EAOP were funded by ERDF sources.

Support to the justice system: reported at project level (Task 2)

At project level, 17 projects connected to the justice system have been identified, though
there were no specific project selection criteria. Nine of them directly targeted the justice
system; the rest were supposed to develop the whole public administration and the justice
system within it. The projects were implemented within the framework of the two OPs
(State Reform OP and Electronic Administration OP) and had a combined allocated budget
of approximately EUR 62 million. The implemented projects were in accordance with the
programming documents. None of the projects fell outside of the scope of the programming
documents and no projects were funded under OPs not identified in Task 1.

As stated earlier, whilst the two relevant OPs had generally weak links with the justice
system, the ex-ante evaluation of these two relevant OPs found that training of the judges,
lawyers and their administration was necessary and also stated that the judicial processes
take too long and IT systems are obsolete. Therefore, the planning documents state that
the developments should aim to achieve improvement in these areas via skills upgrade
and organisational developments, and renewing IT systems. In view of the above it can be
concluded that the projects carried out are in line with the documents of the planning
stage.

The developments carried out within the framework of the Electronic Administration OP
(ERDF) aimed to accelerate the processes of the registry court, improve data protection
and digitalisation, and improve the internal processes of the administrative bodies. The
beneficiaries were entitled to organise training for their employees, develop IT systems,
and purchase equipment and immaterial assets (e.g. software) and to request expert
advice. The projects were connected to Priority Axes 1 and 2 of the OP and they facilitated
the work of those who work in the justice system, but also aimed to establish easily
accessible information systems. These activities were mostly financed by the ERDF, but in
a few cases ESF sources for ESF-type activities (for example for the arrangements of the
training) could be used to a certain extent (maximum 3% of the eligible costs) of the
budget.

25 Collective - Prime Minister’s Office, 2016, The Ex-Post evaluation of the State Reform OP
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The most relevant calls within the framework of Electronic Administration OP were
EAOP/1.1.1 and 1.1.16.2% In these projects, the Ministry of Justice and National Office for
the Judiciary were the beneficiaries and therefore most of the employees of the justice
system were involved.

EAOP 1.1.16 was a specific project for the justice system; the only beneficiary was the
National Office for the Judiciary and they were granted EUR 935,483 (HUF 290 million) for
IT developments arising from legislative changes. The call stipulated that only the National
Office for the Judiciary (or a consortium led by them) was entitled to apply.

The support granted for the development of registry courts (EAOP 1.1.1) was EUR 2.87
million (HUF 800 million), and EUR 935,483 (HUF 290 million) (for the development of the
courts’ IT systems, which became necessary due to the changes in the national legal
system (EAOP 1.1.16).

The other relevant OP was the State Reform OP (ESF); within this OP, 10 calls for tender
have been identified concerning the judicial system. These developments were connected
to priority axes 1 and 2 of the OP.

One of the support schemes (SROP 1.1.21.) aimed to discourage public servants from
corruption by creating a safe reporting systems that is able to protect the reporter and
keep their integrity.?” Organisational development of the Ministry of Justice, judicial bodies
and penitentiary institutions has also taken place, as well as the simplification of certain
laws, rules and legal processes and the improvement of the application of the law.

The grant assistance of SROP 2.2.4 allocated EUR 664,516 (HUF 206 million) for
knowledge-based improvement of jurisdiction.?® The National Office for the Judiciary was
the single beneficiary and the sole body that was entitled to apply, and it aimed to improve
the language, communication, IT and leadership skills of the judges and other judicial
employees.

Eighteen different courts and tribunals successfully applied for and implemented
organisational developments within the frame of call SROP 1.2.18/A.2° Regional courts, the
Supreme Court and the National Office for the Judiciary were among the beneficiaries.

Among the beneficiaries of SROP 1.1.19,30 five stakeholders of the justice system can be
found, including the Office of the Prosecutor General, the Kuria (supreme court)and the
National Office for the Judiciary (Hungarian Academy of Justice), as well as one regional
court from the Eastern part of the country (Miskolc). Call 1.1.19 aimed to create
organisational strategies and impact assessments, and it allocated EUR 206,451 for the
bodies of the justice system. The source of the tender was divided into two parts; the other
part was available for the ministries and the Ministry of Justice successfully applied and
received aid in amount of approximately EUR 351,000.

One of the calls (SROP 2.2.9.) aimed to boost the integration process by employing staff
of Roma origin in public administration and courts; the budget of this tender was EUR 3.1
million (HUF 1 billion) in total.

The developments of SROP were mostly funded by ESF but there was one case (SROP
1.2.18.) where ERDF sources for ERDF-type activities could be used as well, up to a
maximum 10% of the eligible costs.

26 Source: palyazat.gov.hu

27 Source: palyazat.gov.hu

28 Source: palyazat.gov.hu

29 https://www.palyazat.gov.hu/tamogatott_projektkereso

30 Source: https://www.palyazat.gov.hu/tamogatott_projektkereso
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Table 3: Overview of projects supporting justice 2007-20133!

Project name (in EN and HU)*

Study on ESF and ERDF support to justice systems - Member State Chapter for Hungary

Project
status

Start of
project
(year)

Electronic Public Administration OP — 2007HU16UPO001 (ERDF)

End of
project
(year)

Budget
Duration allocated
of the in
project thousand
EUR

Budget
spent in
thousand
EUR

Actual EU
contribution
in thousand

EUR

Summary of activities undertaken

Modernisation of the systems of commercial
register

A cégbirdsdgi rendszerek korszeriisitése

Closed

2008

2011

3| 2,870.97

2581.86

N/A

The aim of the project was to promote the
digitalisation of registry courts and hence
accelerate procedures. As a result of the project
the system of registry courts has been extended
to regional courts, meaning that they are able to
maintain the case managing processes on
second instance too.

Digitalisation of Public Administration Services

Kézigazgatdsi Szolgdltatdsok Elektronizdldsa

Closed

2008

2012

4129,032.26

17,237.59

N/A

Digitalisation of  public  administration
procedures; content development (creation and
development of websites in order to provide
electronic information and services). In line with
the ‘e-judiciary’ concept, the possibilities for
electronic communication of those who take
part in judicial processes were extended in order
to accelerate the processes.

31 Source of the data and the tables: www.palyazat.gov.hu
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Project name (in EN and HU)*

Realisation of central register of regulatory
offences

Project
status

Start of
project
(year)

End of
project
(year)

of the
project

Budget

Duration allocated

in
thousand
EUR

Budget
spent in
thousand
EUR

Actual EU
contribution
in thousand

EUR

Summary of activities undertaken

The main project activity was the development
of an electronic database of misdemeanours,
with the goal of allowing all relevant authorities

Closed 2009 2010 1| 5161.29| 4,129.03 | N/A (courts, ~ prosecutors'  offices, = police, - the
Kézponti szabdlvsértési nvilvéntartds authorities responsible for the offences, the
2 oy z v investigative authorities and the National
megvaldsitdsa . . .
Security Service) to follow up and receive
information on offences.
The aim of the project was to improve the
. . . interaction between citizen and public
Creation of electronic assistance for . . .
administrative affairs authorities through electronic services.
Closed 2010 2011 1 130.64 130.62 | N/A The project activity revolved around the

Elektronikus (igysegédi rendszer kialakitdsa

creation of an electronic information system,
which helps citizens to understand and access
official documents and forms.
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Project name (in EN and HU)*

IT support for planning and legislation

Project
status

Start of
project
(year)

End of
project
(year)

Budget

Duration allocated

in

thousand

EUR

Budget
spent in
thousand

EUR

Actual EU
contribution
in thousand

EUR

Summary of activities undertaken

The project aimed to support the creation and
amendments of a large number of laws through
the use of an IT tool that can track new laws, and
in particular their changing content. The project

Closed 2012 2013 2,258.06 N/A | N/A . .
Tervezés és jogalkotds informatikai tdmogatdsa IRy ieieel i GRS - El
Jog g introduction of IT systems and applications that
facilitate knowledge sharing and cooperation
among public servants.
D
evelopment of the Integrated IT ?ystems of the e el 6 (G i ves & Al e
Courts and Management Information System L . . .
resulting from the changes in the judicial system CLIMSEEIVE UTEED G Ve 97 USRI
& & J ¥ ICT systems which are continuous and flexible.
Closed 2013 2014 935.48 935.41 | N/A Activities include creating new court units,

A birdsdgi szervezetrendszert érinté jogszabalyi
valtozdsokbdl eredé fejlesztések a Birdsdgi
Integrdlt Informatikai Rendszerben és a Vezetdi
Informdcids Rendszerben

modification of login menus and statistical
boards via ‘BIR-O’ and ‘VIR” apps.

16



Study on ESF and ERDF support to justice systems - Member State Chapter for [Hungary]

Project name (in EN and HU)*

Switch to electronic services that generate
quantifiable savings

Project
status

Start of
project
(year)

End of
project
(year)

Budget

Duration allocated

in

thousand

EUR

Budget

spent in
thousand

EUR

Actual EU

contribution

in thousand
EUR

Summary of activities undertaken

The aim of the project was to reduce operating
costs (faster internal processes, lower financial
cost) by integrating functional governmental
services into a central ICT system. The
integration into the central ICT system would

Tuddsalapu igazsdgszolgdltatds-fejlesztés

201 201 1,290.32 | 1,282. . .

Kimutathato megtakaritdssal jaro kézponti (et 013 015 2903 B2 b allow the following activities: analysis of the
elektronikus szolgdltatdsok haszndlatdra térténé current operation, re-examination of contracts,
dattérés elaboration of new contract templates,

implementation of CAFM/monitoring system,

and assessment of properties.
State Reform OP 2007HUO05UPO002 (ESF)

The aim of the project was to improve the

functioning and cooperation of the judiciary by
Knowledge-based development of the judicial improving judges' conflict management skills,
sector Closed 2007 2011 664.52 627.75 | N/A ability to negotiate, and communication skills.

The activities include training of judges and
court staff (language, communication IT and
leadership skills) and building an integrated
knowledge base.
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Project name (in EN and HU)*

Organisational development in penitentiary
institutions

Biintetés-végrehajtdsi intézetek
szervezetfejlesztése

Project
status

Closed

Start of
project
(year)

2008

End of
project
(year)

2010

of the
project

Budget

Duration allocated

in
thousand
EUR

322.58

Budget
spent in
thousand
EUR

269.17

Actual EU
contribution
in thousand

EUR

N/A

Summary of activities undertaken

The aim of the project was to improve the
penitentiary institutions' efficiency of operation
and quality of service delivery, and it covered
organisational structure, internal processes and
management analysis.
The project activities were a) reviewing the
activities and the renewal of the planning and
management systems of the penitentiary
institutions according to the results of the
examination; b) switching to task-based
financing, by analysing upcoming tasks
(functions, working units, processes) in order to
determine the necessary financial sources.

Organisational development in the Ministry of
Justice

lgazsdgligyi és Rendészeti Minisztérium
szervezetfejlesztése

Closed

2009

2010

387.10

461.90

N/A

Project  activities  were: review  and
standardisation of working processes at the
Ministry of Justice (comparing actual activities
vs. activities according to the law); examination
of the working conditions of the employees of
the ministry; organisational development
activities (analysis of the internal functioning,
creating proposals to enhance the efficiency of
the work and the adaptability of the employees);
training of public servants working at the
Ministry of Justice.

18



Study on ESF and ERDF support to justice systems - Member State Chapter for [Hungary]

Project name (in EN and HU)*

Employment of Roma people in public
administration and judicial sector

Romdk foglalkoztatdsa a kézigazgatdsban és az
igazsdgszolgadltatdasban

Project
status

Closed

Start of
project
(year)

2010

End of
project
(year)

2011

of the
project

Budget

Duration allocated

in
thousand
EUR

3,225.81

Budget
spent in
thousand
EUR

1,193.85

Actual EU
contribution
in thousand

EUR

N/A

Summary of activities undertaken

The project was implemented within the wider
government policy on the integration of the
Roma people by involving them in public affairs.
The project therefore supported the
employment of Roma people (as their activity
rate is lower than that of the majority
population and they are underrepresented in
the public sector) in public administration and
the judicial sector, provided they successfully
pass the necessary exam.

Coordination of the simplification of regulations
and legal processes

Jogszabdlyok és folyamatok egyszerdiisitésének
koordindcidja

Closed

2011

2013

564.52

562.09

N/A

The aim of the project was to reduce the
administrative burden on citizens, increase their
confidence in public administration and make
Hungary more competitive. This was achieved
by the simplification of approximately 228
specific regulations (their processes and
language).
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Budget
Budget Actual EU
Start of End of Duration allocated . ge. ; lfa .
spentin contribution

project project of the in Summary of activities undertaken

h inth
(year) (year) project thousand UnCESIE | DUUCTEE T
EUR EUR EUR

Project
status

Project name (in EN and HU)*

The basis of this project was Government
Decision no. 1304/2011, which states that a
simplification programme has to be launched in
order to reduce the administrative burden on
citizens.

The project involved the simplification of
procedures through the abolition and
aggregation of different processes, a reduction
in case management time, development of
communication between the client and the
offices, a reduction in the number of people who
take part in the process, an increase in
digitalisation, and a reduction in the amount of
documentation.

Simplification of regulations and legal processes
Closed 2011 2013 2| 6,209.68| 3,645.22 | N/A
Jogszabdlyok és folyamatok egyszeriisitése

Organising trainings in the National Office for
the judiciary and in the Ministry of Justice in
Enhancing the application of the law order to help with the application of the new
Closed 2012 2014 2| 2,064.52| 1,884.01|N/A Civil Code. The training included the
Jogalkalmazds javitdsa presentation of the regulatory environment of
the Civil Code (which was introduced in 2013),
and the aims it is supposed to serve.
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Project name (in EN and HU)*

Creating impact assessments and strategies

Hatdsvizsgdlatok és stratégidk elkészitése

Project
status

Closed

Start of
project
(year)

2012

End of
project
(year)

2014

of the
project

Budget

Duration allocated

in
thousand
EUR

206.45

Budget
spent in
thousand
EUR

283.83

Actual EU
contribution
in thousand

EUR

N/A

Summary of activities undertaken

The project was developed in the context of the
wider government plan to modernise public
administration and  judicial institutions,
launched in 2010.
The main project activity related to the
participation of judicial experts (judges,
prosecutors, Mol staff) in the elaboration of
strategic planning and impact assessments
when new draft legislation and the strategic and
planning documents are being developed (which
are included in 38/2012. gov. resolution).

Prevention of corruption and a review of the
public administration

Korrupcio megel6zése és a kbézigazgatds
dttekintése

Closed

2012

2015

2,193.55

2,193.59

N/A

The aim of the project was to enhance public
confidence in and transparency of public
authorities by promoting anti-corruption
measures.

Project activities included: creating a safe
system for those who report corruption;
developing suggestions for the civil service code
of ethics; preventing corruption; and training
public servants working at the Ministry of
Justice. The eligible activities are in line with
Government Decision no. 1104/2012.
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Project name (in EN and HU)*

Organisational development programme for
public administration and judicial bodies

Szervezetfejlesztési program dllamigazgatdsi és
igazsdgszolgdltatdsi szervek szamdra

Project
status

Closed

Start of
project
(year)

2013

End of
project
(year)

2014

Budget

Duration allocated

in

thousand

EUR

4,516.13

Budget

spent in
thousand

EUR

4,428.97

Actual EU

contribution

in thousand
EUR

N/A

Summary of activities undertaken

The aim of the project was to improve the
internal operation and efficiency of central
administrative and judicial organisations. This
improvement covered performance
management by improving on key indicators;
process optimisation of internal process;
knowledge sharing by introducing new methods
for individual and organisational knowledge
sharing; quality management through a self-
assessment report based on CAF2013 model;
and change management by organising one
change management workshop.

All of the identified projects are closed. Beneficiaries did not provide information regarding the discrepancy between allocated and spent budgets.
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Table 4: Number and budget spent (in thousand EUR) of projects supporting
justice, funded by ESF and ERDF in the programming period 2007-2013

Number of projects Budget allocated in Budget spent in Actual EU contribution
supporting justice thousand EUR thousand EUR in thousand EUR
ESF 10 20,354.84 15,550.32 N/A
ERDF 7 41,679.03 26,297.09 N/A
Both
TOTAL 17 62,033.86 41,847.40

In the programming period of 2007-2013, approximately EUR 41.85 million were spent on
justice support through 17 projects. The ERDF had the bigger share, as 63% of the
allocated budget was financed by this fund. On the other hand, more projects were
supported by the ESF (10 projects) than the ERDF (7 projects), but these projects usually
included activities that involved lower costs.
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Project beneficiaries

Seven of the projects have multiple beneficiaries. Among the main beneficiary categories are ‘Relevant ministries’, and ‘Specialised governance
bodies of the judiciary’, followed by ‘Courts and tribunals’, ‘National prosecutor’s offices’ and ‘Registry offices’, which is in line with the proposed
beneficiaries identified at OP level.

Table 5: Number of times the following entities were the beneficiary of a project supporting justice, by Fund

. Professional Specialised Specialised
National o - e No
Relevant Courts and X association of . . EGLE]] training or governance . .
. ) prosecution ) Registry offices o . . Others information
ministries tribunals magistrates and administration research bodies of the available
bar associations institutions judiciary

ESF 6 2 1 0 2 1 0 4 1 0 17
ERDF 4 1 2 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 10
Both 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 10 3 3 0 3 1 0 6 1 0 27

Project activities undertaken related to support to justice

Projects financed by the ERDF usually fell under the activity category ‘Purchase of ICT systems’ and ‘Digitalisation of court services’, while under
ESF-financed projects the main activities fell under the categories ‘Training’ and ‘Evaluations and studies’. Four projects were identified where
multiple activities were undertaken; they were financed by the ESF. Activities related to the simplification of administrative processes for end-users

and improving processes within the penitentiary institutions are classified under the category ‘other’.

Table 6: Number of times a type of activity was undertaken as part of a project supporting justice, by Fund

o w own Q ) -_—
- n - c " o — ~ - -ct; E T o
2 \25 ~ X 2 c s S = o wn 'Gm'a Wm:g S o = = .gm S
£ £ 0 T s 2 e 19 c @ =239 O c @ .2 " o H K] 2 o g
o0 T g’g‘-’ téo QS © [ o.g - T © E"’:‘agw Eu—w e 03 £ = 4‘.‘.0
= < - 'E_EDE;'G c £ s 2 ° & 3 2 W5 0% S g °93 = =S o~ g2
c [ o = @O V== c o © 1} c S S ce® c S o o5 15} ©
= = S wan S5 wyT =S w a9 u,f,%' Es58cE3 I = 2= w S 2
£ g 3s9 gggEos 5O St a3 Yo EEES o8 O g tE 5% 28
Ll =] 0 ) Q o = 5} = 'S = © S o 'c £
s a8 Aa2g8s BE ® 3 Sgoe £E&a8gEz2 ¢35 % s a = ol 5 °
2 B S SEQ* ©oF 3 ° A 558§ 32 2 > 2 0 E z
B o = S =] a 2 a o © A5 [T} ] o £
< S5 o < (7 L2 =)
ESF 6 2 1 4 15
ERDF 4 3 7
Both
TOTAL 6 2 4 4 4 22
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Project final recipient related to support to justice

‘Relevant ministries’ was the main beneficiary category selected for both, ESF and ERDF projects. Institutions falling under these categories were
also those that were selected as final recipients, as well as the category ‘Courts and tribunals’. Other categories included ‘Registry offices’, ‘Regional
administration’, ‘Specialised governance bodies of the judiciary’ and ‘Others’, which included the National Security Service. The planning documents
included the courts, the prosecution and justice bodies as proposed target groups, which is in accordance with the final recipients of the projects
during the first programming period.

Table 7: Number of times the following entities were the final recipient of a project supporting justice, by Fund

Professional

National iali N
Courts and Relevant Registry Regional atlonzf\ association of S LEIE . - o .
. L . w . prosecution . governance bodies Others information Total
Tribunals ministries offices administration . magistrates and bar e .
offices . of the judiciary available
associations
ESF 3 6 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 14
ERDF 5 2 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 10
Both 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 8 8 1 1 3 0 1 2 0 24
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Project outputs, results and impacts related to support to justice

Regarding the results of the projects, the main sources were the Final
Implementation Reports of the two OPs published by the Monitoring Committees.
These documents include general information concerning the projects, but focus
mainly on the aim of the projects and do not contain information about the fulfilment
and the real outcome of the projects.

There is not much publicly available information concerning the fulfilment of the
indicators3? but it is known that, on account of the developments, the president of
the National Office for the Judiciary completed 470 electronically recorded acts
(having previously completed 0), and the number of registered judicial bodies
increased from 157 to 303. Thousands of staff were trained within the scope of the
two OPs, but the number of them working in the judiciary is unknown. An electronic
crime register was also developed which contained 200 crime categories in 2014.

The planning documents did not include specified expected outputs or results
regarding the justice system and so they cannot be compared with the outcome of
the projects.

Table 8: Project output indicators and data

Aggregate indicator Unit of Baseline, if Target, if Reported

measurement available available value, if
EVETET] [

Electronic Public Administration OP
PA1 (Renewal of the internal procedures and the services of public)
Subpriority 1 (Digitalisation of the processes in the public administration)

No. of staff participating in training | Number of people | 0 I 700 | 700
Subpriority 2 (Creation of electronic services which are necessary for the efficient work of public administration)
No. of staff participating in training | Number of people | 0 | 100 | N/A

State Reform OP
PA1 (Renewal of processes and organisational development)
Subpriority 1 (Improving the quality of governance and legislation)

No. of staff participating in training | Number of people | 0 | 8,350 N/A

Subpriority 2 (Renewal of procedures and working processes, organisational development)

No. of staff participating in training Number of people | O 430 N/A

No. of evaluations undertaken Number of 0 231 N/A
evaluations

PA2 (Improvement of the quality of human resources)
Subpriority 2 (Performance-based career pathways)
No. of judges, prosecutors and non- Number of people | 0 965/2017 N/A
judge court staff participating in
training related to quality or
efficiency or independence of justice
No. of staff participating in training Number of people | 0 586 N/A

Six additional indicators were identified and the most frequent indicator was the one that measures
the number of people participating in training. The indicators do not overlap. Several projects were
found where the indicators were supposed to quantify the purchased ICT systems (software and
hardware) and the quantity of the newly registered data, but these indicators did not fit with the
added categories.

Table 9: Result/ impact indicators and data

Aggregate indicator Unit of Baseline, if Target, if Reported value,

measurement available available if available

32 Source: Final Implementation Report on the implementation of the Electronic Administration OP (2007-2013);
Final Implementation Report on the implementation of the State Reform OP (2007-2013), received from the MA.
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Electronic Public Administration OP

PA 1 (Renewal of the internal procedures and the services of public administration)

Subpriority 1 (Digitalisation of the processes in the public administration))

Number of digitalised registers for which

partial/full online access is provided CEY L JeEp L

Number of newly developed/upgraded

% 100 90 N/A
systems to access case law

Subpriority 2 (Creation of electronic services which are necessary for the efficient work of public administration)

Number of reform initiatives supported % 0 50 N/A

Number of digitalised registers for which

0,
partial/full online access is provided i 0 100 L

PA2 (Developments helping the access to public administration services)

Subpriority 1 (Ensuring service platforms for the clients)

Number of digitalised registers for which e N/A 3 N/A

partial/full online access is provided

Relevant programme output and result indicators

Programme indicators

Within the two relevant OPs, 30 indicators were identified; eight in EAOP and 22 in SROP.
The indicators of SROP are supposed to measure the number of trained staff in the first
three axes, and this was the most frequently used indicator. It is difficult to arrange the
rest of the indicators in groups; however, the indicators of SROP usually measure the
number of affected administrative bodies and regulations. The indicators of EAOP focus on
services rather than persons, and usually measure the penetration of the newly developed
procedures.

Table 10: Summary table programme indicators

Relevant justice Indicator Unit of measurement OP it relates to (ICC)
Number of trained staff in priority persons State Reform OP
axis 1

Number of laws amended as a Number of laws State Reform OP
result of the programme

Number of administrative bodies Number of administrative State Reform OP
affected by the organisational bodies

development measures

Number of reviewed case-handling Number of reviewed case- State Reform OP
processes handling processes

Number of reviewed laws Number of reviewed laws State Reform OP
Ratio of draft laws to be discussed % State Reform OP

by the Government for which
regulatory impact assessment has
been carried out

Average time of processing of minutes State Reform OP
certain processes managed by the
administrative common service

centres

Number of trained staff in priority persons State Reform OP
axis 2

Ratio of the persons that have % State Reform OP

become civil servants within the
central administration in the current
year as a result of an open call for
proposal in relation to those newly
employed

Number of jobs modified according Number of jobs State Reform OP
to analyses based on the job
requirements
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Relevant justice Indicator Unit of measurement ‘ OP it relates to (ICC)

Rate of civil servants with individual | % State Reform OP
performance assessment

The extent of commitment of the State Reform OP
civil servants in the state
administration

Number of trained staff in priority persons State Reform OP
axis 3

Number of laws reviewed Number of laws State Reform OP
Number of laws amended as a Number of laws State Reform OP
result of the programme

Number of administrative bodies Number of administrative State Reform OP
affected by the organisational bodies

development measures in the CHR

Number of reviewed case-handling Number of reviewed case- State Reform OP
processes handling processes

Number of jobs modified according Number of jobs State Reform OP

to the analyses based on the job
requirements in the CHR

Ratio of draft laws to be discussed % State Reform OP
by the Government for which
regulatory impact assessment has
been carried out

Average time of processing of minutes State Reform OP
certain processes managed by the
administrative common service
centres in the CHR

Rate of civil servants with individual | % State Reform OP
performance assessment in the CHR

The extent of commitment of the State Reform OP
civil servants in the state
administrative bodies in the CHR

Online public administration pieces Electronic Public Administration OP
services as a result of the

programme

The average time of case processing | hours Electronic Public Administration OP

for certain procedures of the state
administration

Rate of state administrative bodies % Electronic Public Administration OP
with case-handling authority
providing online (third level)

services

Rate of EU 20 services available % Electronic Public Administration OP
online

Proportion of persons having persons Electronic Public Administration OP

intelligent identifiers in the CHR

The average time of case processing | hours Electronic Public Administration OP
for certain procedures in the state
administration in the CHR

Rate of state administrative bodies % Electronic Public Administration OP
with case-handling authority in the
CHR providing online services

Proportion of citizens and % Electronic Public Administration OP
businesses making online payments
to state administrative bodies in the
CHR

2.4.2. Annex XXIII data
Table 11: Annex XXIII output indicators and data
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Annex XXXIII output  Project (or OP) Priority axis Reported value

indicator indicator relates to indicator relates to

Total number of
participants

Employed participants

Participants with tertiary
education (ISCED 5 and
6)

Annex XXIII is not available for Hungary as there was no priority axis specific to justice.

Budget information

Overall budget information for projects supporting the justice system funded through the
ESF and ERDF was generally available. However, there is no universally accepted taxonomy
for project budget owners to classify budgets according to type of activity or final recipient.
Moreover, many projects involve multiple activities and/or multiple final recipients.
Whether and how budgets for these complex projects are analysed by activity or final
recipient varies across project owners and countries. This militates against using reported
data to make meaningful comparisons between projects and Member States.

For the purpose of this study, the researchers have therefore created a high-level
taxonomy in order to enable an analysis of budget allocations for activities and final
recipients of the identified projects funded through the ESF and ERDF supporting the justice
system. Information from interviews and documents has been used to apply this taxonomy
and allocate budgets based on the main focus of the projects as well as the final recipients.

In cases where it has not been possible to determine budget allocations for projects with
multiple final recipients, these have been classified as ‘multiples’ (further details and
explanations have been provided in the text below). Where a project had multiple
activities and/or included activities which did not fall under one of the focus categories,
the categorisation of that project reflects its aim and not necessarily all individual activities
undertaken in the context of this project. This approach is further explained in the Final
Report.
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Table 12: Budget spent in thousand EUR by project focus category undertaken

Project Name Improving Digitalisation & ICT Training & Raising awareness  Research and Activities Upgrading No information
internal processes evaluation related to physical available
ADR/ODR infrastructure
ESF 10,536.90 4,167.49 845.92
ERDF 26,297.09
Both
TOTAL 10,536.90 26,297.09 4,167.49 845.92

The vast majority of the spent budget in Hungary went towards digitalisation activities financed under the ERDF. Project activities under the ESF
were more spread out and covered improving internal process, training and research and evaluation activities.

Table 13. Budget spent in thousand EUR by final recipient category

. Professional Specialised
. . National . No
Courts and Relevant Registry Regional . association of governance . . .
. o . w . prosecution ) . Others information Multiple
Tribunals ministries offices  administration . magistrates and bodies of the :
offices e e available
bar associations judiciary

ESF 627.75 8,056.59 269.17 6,596.81
ERDF 20,754.86 1,413.19 4,129.03
Both
TOTAL 21,382.61 9,469.78 269.17 10,725.84

Courts and tribunals are the main final recipients and received funding primarily through the ERDF. Under the ESF, the biggest final recipient was
the Ministry of Justice. Each of the two funds provided a total of about EUR 10 million for seven projects with multiple final recipients. Both the ERDF
and ESF funded projects with two or three final recipients each. For both funds, these were mostly Ministry of Justice officials, judges and prosecutors.

30



Study on ESF and ERDF support to justice systems - Member State Chapter for Hungary

Funding Period 2014-2020

3.1.

3.2.

3.2.1.

In 2014, the Government decided that the further development of the justice system would
be financed from national sources, and thus the justice system does not appear directly or
indirectly in the operational programmes, and the institutions of the justice system are not
mentioned as proposed final recipients in any OP. The intention was that the limited ESIF
sources would focus on public administration instead. On the other hand there are some
references in the documents which open some space for projects financed from ESIF, but
these references were not really taken into consideration by the Government. After three
years of implementation it has become apparent that for some reason (e.g. as the appeal
against the decision of public administration was delegated to the regional courts in 2015,
when previously it belonged to the Court of Appeal) a window has opened for the justice
system to apply for development funding from ESIF.

The needs of the Member State relating to the national justice system

The needs assessment of this programming period is not publicly available, apart from the
ex-ante evaluation of the Public Administration Development OP, which does not make
explicit reference to the justice system.

Although the main development need for Hungary according to the Council’s
Recommendation of 2013 is to reduce the administrative burden in all areas, one of the
recommendations was to “strengthen further the judiciary”.3?

Hungary’s Partnership Agreement3* drew attention to the following development needs
in the area of justice:

o Administrative burdens should be further reduced and transparency should be
increased. In the case of public procurement, it is particularly important to
increase transparency. Rationalisation and simplification of the judicial
procedures, jurisdiction and planning system

. Development of the administrative infrastructure of customer service, judicial
procedures, jurisdiction
o Strengthening the transparency and self-management of the judiciary. An

increase in the effectiveness of civil procedure, extension of the possibilities of
mediation and other dispute resolution procedures.

Planning stage: The extent to which the Member State programmed support to the
justice system through ESF and ERDF

High-level objectives related to justice set in the programming documents

In 2014, the Government decided that the further development of the justice system would
be financed through national sources. As a result support to the justice system does not
appear directly or indirectly in the Operational Programmes funded under ESF and ERDF in
the 2014-2020 period (and appears only marginally in the Partnership Agreement), and
none of the institutions of the justice system are mentioned as a target group in any OP.
Instead, the intention was that the limited ESIF sources would be focusing on public
administration.3

Although the programming documents include reference to ‘public administration’, which
could allow for justice projects to be financed from ESIF, interviews confirmed this was not
the intention of the government. However, after three years of implementation it seems
that for different reasons (e.g. the appeal against the decision of public administration was

33 European Council, 2013, Recommendation for a Council Recommendation on Hungary’s 2013 National Reform
Programme and delivering a Council opinion on Hungary’s convergence programme for 2012-2016

34 Ministry of National Economy, 2013, Hungarian Partnership Agreement for the 2014-2020 programme period

35 Information comes from interviews.
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delegated to the courts), there are opportunities for the judiciary to apply for development
funding from ESIF.

As a result, in relation to the programming period 2014-2020, the Partnership Agreement
only includes one explicit reference to justice, and this is the ‘Modernisation of Justice and
Judicial infrastructure and task management’, which relates to PADOP’s 2nd Priority. The
main development focus is to reduce the administrative burden of companies, in line with
the Government’s focus on the competitiveness of Hungary. It follows that the public
administration and the justice system need to be modernised in terms of task
management, organisation development and IT. The aim is to reduce the length of
proceedings and to make the functioning of courts more efficient and cost-effective. These
development needs are connected to thematic objective 11, which explains the need for
the renewal of the whole public administration. Neither the Public Administration and Civil
Service Development OP, Economic Development and Innovation OP, nor the Competitive
Central Hungary OP explicitly refer to the justice system, or have a relevant priority axis
regarding the judicial system. Based on further research for Task 2, it appears that
Competitive Central Hungary OP (which covers TO2 and TO 11), priority axis 9 may have
funded projects on e-procurement and e-justice, addressing the Council Recommendations
in this field.?®* However, Competitive Central Hungary OP does not have an explicit reference
to the justice system, instead referring to public administration as a whole. Similarly,
according to further research undertaken as part of Task 2, even though the Public
Administration Development OP does not make explicit reference to the justice system
(instead referring to public administration as a whole), it appears to have funded a training
project for the judiciary. Therefore, in Task 2, further research will be undertaken into the
projects funded by Competitive Central Hungary OP and the Public Administration
Development OP, in case justice received support.

OPs that do not explicitly mention justice, but under which projects supporting
the justice system were funded:

OP name in English Public Administration
Development OP37
CCI number 2014HUO5M30P001
Relevant funds for the OP ESF and CF
Total OP budget EUR 794,773,905
PA1 Reducing administrative burden EUR 399,939,244
PA2 Strengthening the service attitude and ethical EUR 201,385,532
behaviour in the public service
PA3 Technical assistance EUR 193,449,129
OP name in English Competitive Central
Hungary OP
CCI number 2014HU16M20P
Relevant funds for the OP Both
Total OP budget EUR 927,406,878.00

Projects with objectives to support justice

The programming documents do not include information on projects supporting justice.
There are no calls for proposals targeting justice.

36 European Council, 2013, Recommendation for a Council Recommendation on Hungary’s 2013 National Reform
Programme and delivering a Council opinion on Hungary’s convergence programme for 2012-2016
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Implementation stage: Support to the justice system through ESF and ERDF

Support to the justice system: reported at programme level

No specific selection criteria were defined with regard to projects of the justice system.

According to the 2015 Annual Implementation Report for Public Administration
Development OP, in 2014-2015, EUR 50 million was allocated to capacity-building to detect
and prevent corruption cases on a larger scale, to obtaining transparency in the use of
public funds, and to a general government data warehouse. However, these projects do
not explicitly target the justice system and therefore are not included in the scope of the
study.

The 2015 AIR for the OP Competitive Central Hungary OP does not include any reference
to justice.

Monitoring Committee documents are not publicly available for the Competitive Central
Hungary OP or for the Public Administration and Civil Service Development OP. No interim
evaluation or any other evaluation was undertaken in the context of the implementation of
this OP.

Support to the justice system: reported at project level (Task 2)

A common framework call for proposals (KOFOP-1.0.0-VEKOP-15) was published in
September 2015, within the scope of the Széchenyi 2020 programme (financed by ESF
and national funds). During the current programming period, three relevant projects have
been identified within this call:

1) The development of electronic solutions to improve the work organisation and
communication of public administration in different geographical locations was defined
by Government Decree 1561/2015 (VIII. 12.) on the Annual Development Framework
of PADOP of 2015.

The beneficiary of the project is NISZ National Infocommunications Services Company
Limited and the amount of support is EUR 9.67 million (HUF 3.0 billion). National
Infocommunications Services Ltd. is not directly a part of justice system; this company
provides ICT services for the state administration and for judicial bodies (within the frame
of this project courtrooms were equipped with tools that make them capable of remote
hearings and provide safe connection with international bodies).

The project started in October 2015.
The aim of the project is to:

1. provide a centrally operated, uniformly accessible and flexibly expandable
integrated platform of video presence for fragmented systems and consolidated
licence management of video communication

2. provide a swifter, cheaper and more efficient governmental operation by improving
and speeding up the flow of information and reducing the number of paths

3. reduce the high costs of secure data service by modern and efficient
videocommunication-enabled witness presence.

2) Government Decree 1004/2016. (I.18.) on the Annual Development Framework of
PADOP of 2016 has defined the project of “Integrated Legislative System (ILS)”3® and
the beneficiary was defined as the consortium led by the Ministry of Justice. The
amount of support is EUR 12.2 million (HUF 3.8 billion).

38 http://www.kormany.hu/hu/igazsagugyi-miniszterium/kozigazgatasi-allamtitkarsag/hirek/sajtokozlemeny-az-
integralt-jogalkotasi-rendszer-cimu-projekt-indulasarol
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The project was not directly named in the OP, but the OP interprets the development of
public administration widely and the Partnership Agreement also includes the reduction of
administrative burdens, and therefore the project is within the scope of the programming
documents and it also appeared in the Annual Development Framework.

The project started in February 2016, initially with EUR 9.68 million of funding, but later
the amount was increased to EUR 12.2 million. The aim of the project is to better serve
the legislative processes. As a result of the project, a system will be set up that harmonises
the structured archival of legislation at least on the data exchange level, and combines the
publication process with the legislative process supporting bodies and the Parliamentary
Office.

According to the objectives of the project, there are four fields where improvement could
be achieved:

e Firstly, the digitalisation of legislative background processes could result in great
progress in efficiency and quality. The digitalisation provides for a structural
database of laws, and for systematically connected pre-validation, publication and
legislation processes via a synchronised electronic system. With IT support, a
general pattern could be designed for the structure of laws and for a single reference
framework, and also a modern search engine could be developed for legal
databases.

e Beyond inner system innovations, improvements will be made to front-office
processes. The project aims to have a client-orientated quality service through
offering personalised administration, thematic access to laws, and standard
opportunity for social involvement and civil feedback at all cases.

e Thirdly, the project highlights the goal to support quality legislation processes. New
tools and services - such as legal editor programmes and communication systems
- contribute to a well-organised, integrated legislative system that can save time
and resources for state officials and for clients.

e Finally, a more general aim is to achieve completely transformed, modern and
transparent administrative procedures. This would mean enhanced accessibility, a
high level of social involvement and related changes in regularisation. There is no
information available concerning the fulfilment of the project indicators. The PADOP
Annual Implementation Report has been published, and it does not contain any
information concerning the fulfilment of the indicators.

3) “Additional digitisation of the administration of courts (Digital Court)” was defined by
Government Decree 1004/2016. (I. 18.) on the Annual Development Framework of
PADOP of 2016.

The beneficiary of the project is the National Office for the Judiciary and the amount
of support is EUR 8.7 million (HUF 2.7 billion).
The project started in May 2017.

The aim of the project is to enable clients of the court to obtain relevant information
regarding the decision of courts electronically and improve the accessibility of
memos/records (currently paper-based) for those personally involved in court cases,
through:

- publication and anonymisation of court decisions

- online accessibility of client documents and rights management
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Table 64: Overview of projects supporting justice 2014-20203°

. Budget
End of 2 T allocated

in
thousand

Budget Actual EU
spent in contribution

thousand in thousand Summary of activities undertaken

Project name t project

(vear) | (vear/s) EUR EUR EUR

project

Competitive Central Hungary OP — Public Administration and Development OP (CCI: 2014HU16M20P - 2014HUO5M30P001), ESF

The development of
electronic solutions for
the development of work
organisation and
communication of public
administration in
different geographical
locations

The aim of the project is to:

- provide a centrally operated, uniformly accessible and flexibly expandable
integrated platform of video presence for fragmented systems and consolidated
licence management of video communication;

Integralt Jogalkotasi
Rendszer

Elektronikus megoldéas az 2015 2018 } e - provide a more efficient, swifter and cheaper governmental operation by

eltérd foldrajzi improving and speeding up the flow of information and reducing the number of

helyszineken térténé paths;

koézigazgatasi (igyintézés

munkaszervezeésenek €s - reduce the high costs of secure data service by modern and efficient video

kommunikaciojanak communication-enabled witness presence;

fejlesztésére

Integrated Legislative The main objective of the project is to establish the Integrated Legislative

System Framework in order to support the public service provider's capacity to provide
2015 2018 3 12,200 high-quality services to citizens and businesses. This is being achieved through

the creation of an electronic data transmission system, which is supposed to
change the internal (backend) processes of public administration institutions.

39 Source of the data and the tables: www.palyazat.gov.hu
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Project name

Additional digitisation of
the administration of
courts (Digital Court)

A birésagi igazgatas
tovabbi elektronizalasa
(Digitélis Birésag)

2015

project

2018

Duration
of
project
(year/s)

Budget
allocated
in
thousand
EUR

8700

Budget
spent in
thousand
EUR

Actual EU
contribution
in thousand
EUR

Summary of activities undertaken

The aim of the project is to enable clients of the court to obtain relevant

0 information regarding the decision of courts electronically and improve the
accessibility of memos/records (currently paper-based) for those personally
involved in court cases.
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Table 75: Number and budget allocated (in thousand EUR) of projects supporting
justice, funded by ESF and ERDF in the programming period 2014-2020

Project Number of projects Budget allocated in thousand Actual EU contribution in
Name supporting justice EUR thousand EUR

ESF 3 30,570.00 0

ERDF 0 0.00 0.00

Both 0 0.00 0.00

TOTAL 3 30,570.00 0

Project beneficiaries

In September 2016, the Ministry of Justice was granted EUR 12.2 million (HUF 3.8 billion)
for the implementation of the Integrated Legislative System project. Besides that, 32 other
administrative organisations were granted funding within this call of the OP, but they have
not been part of the justice system. Most of the projects aim at reducing the administrative
burden of citizens and businesses and IT developments of public administration.

Table 86: Number of times the following entities were the beneficiary of a project
supporting justice, by Fund
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ESF 1 2 1 4
ERDF
Both
TOTAL 1 1 2 4

Activities of projects in tendering process and of ongoing projects related
to support to justice

No project activities have been implemented yet. However, the available information
indicates that they will relate to the purchase of ICT systems, digitalisation of court
services, and putting in place/ upgrading the cooperation and communication within the
judiciaries.

Under the category of ‘Purchase of ICT systems’, the main planned activities of the projects
are:

e Developing an expert system, a codification workflow framework that allows a
substantial part of the preparatory work of legislation and modification to be carried
out within a closed system.

e The creation of a constitutionality, coherence and legal structural checking system
of legislative drafts will be created as a separate, priority module.

e A workflow system based on the municipalities” ASP systems is being developed,
which offers extra functions of the codification process.

e A Legal Data Warehouse will be established, which can serve as a basis for the
provision of state functions.
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Development of a compatible intelligent decision-search algorithm and system. The
system will be able to use the most up-to-date tools of text browsing, validating
legal and professional considerations.

An intelligent legal analysis system will be developed that fits into an intelligent
search system and logic.

The scope and functionality of GovLex will be expanded and the mobile application
use will be developed.

An extended multi-level matrix-based function will be designed for multi-platform
visualisation (including development of a mobile optimised version).

Development will be carried out targeting the National Data Protection and
Information Authority: integrated, multilingual, intelligent administrator and
decision preparation module and data protection incident reporting system will be
fully developed and IT, IT security and organisational implementations will be also
followed.
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Table 17: Number of times a type of activity is foreseen/ongoing as part of a project supporting justice, by Fund
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ESF 1 2 1 4
ERDF
Both
TOTAL 1 3 1 4

Project final recipient related to support to justice

The final recipient of the projects are the Ministry of Justice and the courts, which can now use the tools that were acquired within the frame of the
project.

Table 18: Number of times the following entities were the final recipient of a project supporting justice, by Fund

. . . National Professional association of | Specialised . .
Project Courtsand Relevant Registry Regional . ) . No information
. S " .. . prosecution magistrates and bar governance bodies of Others . Total
Name Tribunals ministries offices administration . e L EVETE] [
offices associations the judiciary
ESF 2 1 1 4
ERDF
Both
TOTAL 2 1 1 4
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Project outputs, results and impacts related to support to justice

The project has four output indicators and three result indicators, all of them linked to
priority axis 1. They measure the efficiency of the organisational developments through
the number of involved organisations, number of reorganised processes, the decrease in
administrative time, and the number of processes that can be initiated electronically.
However, none of them fit in the categories identified for this study as they are related to
internal organisation processes, so the tables below report the indicators, rather than
indicator groups. No evaluation or follow-on report has been carried out so far, as the
project started recently.

Table 19: Project output indicators and data

. Unit of Baseline, if Target, if Reported value,
Indicator Group y 2 . . N=
measurement available available if available

Public Administration Development OP

Priority Axis: 1 — Reducing administrative burdens
Sub-priority Axis:

Number of digitised registers supported no information
) Number of - 1 .
for development/improvement available

Table 20: Result/ impact indicators and data

Aggregate indicator Unit of Baseline, if Target, if Reported

measurement available available value, if
available

Public Administration Development OP

Not relevant I | I [ o

Relevant programme output and result indicators

Programme indicators

The Competitive Central Hungary OP and the Public Administration Development OP do not
include any indicators specifically referring to justice.

Budget information

Overall budget information for projects supporting the justice system funded through the
ESF and ERDF was generally available. However, there is no universally accepted taxonomy
for project budget owners to classify budgets according to type of activity or final recipient.
Moreover, many projects involve multiple activities and/or multiple final recipients.
Whether and how budgets for these complex projects are analysed by activity or final
recipient varies across project owners and countries. This militates against using reported
data to make meaningful comparisons between projects and Member States.

For the purpose of this study, the researchers have therefore created a high-level
taxonomy in order to enable an analysis of budget allocations for activities and final
recipients for projects funded through the ESF and ERDF supporting the justice system.
Information from interviews and documents has been used to apply this taxonomy and
allocate budgets based on the main focus of the projects as well as the final recipients.

In cases where it has not been possible to determine budget allocations for projects with
multiple final recipients, these have been classified as ‘multiples’ (further details and
explanations have been provided in the text below). Where a project had multiple
activities and/or included activities which did not fall under one of the focus categories,
the categorisation of that project reflects its aim and not necessarily all individual activities
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undertaken in the context of this project. This approach is further explained in the Final
Report.

For the 2014-2020 programming period it is also important to note that the majority of
projects are still ongoing. The tables below therefore only provide an overview of the
budget allocated for project activities and final recipients.
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Table 21: Budget allocated in thousand EUR by project focus category foreseen

Project Improving internal Digitalisation & Education & Raising Research and Activities related to Upgrading physical No information Multiple
Name processes ICT awareness evaluation ADR/ODR infrastructure available

ESF 30,570.00

ERDF

Both

TOTAL 30,570.00

The allocated budget of the projects will go towards digitalisation activities as described above.

Table 92: Budget allocated in thousand EUR by final recipient targeted

Professional

. Specialised
. association
Courtsand  Relevant | Registr L] National of governance No
Project Name ! e g B g.. . prosecution . bodies of  Others information Multiple
Tribunals ministries | offices administration . magistrates .
offices the available
and bar judiciar
associations ) v
ESF 18,370.00 12,200.00
ERDF
Both
TOTAL 18,370.00 12,200.00

The Ministry of Justice, the National Office for the Judiciary and National Infocommunication Services Ltd. are the final recipients of the allocated

budget during the current period.
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Overview of existing national and regional data and
documentation related to the ESF and ERDF

4.1.

4.2,

4.3.

4.4,

Ex-ante evaluations and needs assessments

During our work, three ex-ante evaluations were viewed regarding three different OPs:
Central Hungary OP, Electronic Administration OP and the State Reform OP.

HU_2007_ExAnte_ CHOPExAnte_2007_HU
HU_2007_ExAnte_EAOPExAnte_05_2007_HU

HU_2007_ExAnte_SROPExAnte_05_2007_HU

Programming documents

The Chapter on Hungary is based on 17 programming documents. Among them nine OPs
can be found, as well as the annual National Reform Programmes, the National Strategic
Framework and the Partnership Agreement. Magyary Programme is also part of the
analysis.

HU_2007_NOP_CentralHunOP_EN
HU_2007_NOP_ElectronicAdminOP_11_2011_HU
HU_2007_NOP_SociallnfrastructureOP_2007_HU
HU_2007_NOP_SocialRenewalOP_2007_HU
HU_2007_NOP_StateReformOP_08_2007_EN
HU_2007_NRP_NRP2011_04_2011_En
HU_2007_NRP_NRP2012_04_2012_En
HU_2007_NSRF_NSRF7_13_05_2007_HU
HU_2014_Other_MagyaryPorgramme_12_2012_HU
HU_2014_NOP_CCHOP_HU
HU_2014_NOP_EDIOP_HU
HU_2014_PA_PartnershipAgreement_2013_EN
HU_2014_NOP_PADOP_07_2015_HU
HU_2014_NOP_TOP_HU
HU_2014_NRP_NRP2014_04_2014_En
HU_2014_NRP_NRP2015_04_2015_En

HU_2014_NRP_NRP2016_04_2016_En

Implementation reports
Interim and ex-post evaluations

Two ex-post and two interim evaluations were used for this chapter. Two evaluations were
written by KPMG; one of them concludes the half-time experiences of the funding period
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of 2007-2013, and the second one analyses the use and the impact of EU funds, broken
down by policy field.

The chapter contains the results of the two relevant OPs, obtained from the Final
Implementation Reports that were published by the Monitoring Committees.

HU_2007_ExPost_UseOfEUFunds_03_2017_HU
HU_2007_InterimE_OPsInterimEvaluation_05_2011_Hu
HU_2007_AIR_SROP_11_2012_HU

HU_AIR_EAOP_2017_HU

Other non-project level documents

As far as the other non-project level documents are concerned, the annual development
frameworks of the OPs were reviewed, as well as Country Specific Recommendations for
Hungary. However, not all of these documents contained relevant information.

HU_2007_AP_CHOP2011_13_09_2012_HU
HU_2007_AP_EAOP2007_08_HU
HU_2007_AP_EAOP2009_10_HU
HU_2007_AP_EAOP2011_13_HU
HU_2007_AP_SROP07_08_HU
HU_2007_AP_SROP09_10_HU
HU_2007_AP_SROP2011_13_HU
Hu_2007_CSR_CSR2011Hungary_2011_EN
Hu_2007_CSR_CSR2012Hungary_2012_EN
Hu_2007_CSR_CSR2013Hungary_2013_EN
HU_2007_EP_EP2010_12_2009_HU
HU_2007_EP_EP2011_13_2010_HU
HU_2014_AP_PADOP_2016_HU
Hu_2014_CSR_CSR2014Hungary_2014_EN
Hu_2014_CSR_CSR2015Hungary_2015_EN
Hu_2014_CSR_CSR2016Hungary_2016_EN
HU_2014_AP_CCHOP_2017_HU
HU_2014_AP_EDIOP_2016_HU
HU_2014_AP_EDIOP_2017_HU
HU_2014_AP_TOP_2016_HU

HU_2014_AP_TOP_2017_HU
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Project-level data sources

Eighteen calls for proposal were selected in accordance with the guide, but eventually one
of them had to be deleted, as no justice-related beneficiary was found among the
beneficiaries of the project. The main information about these calls is included in the MS
table.

HU_2007_Call_EAOP_1.1.1_2007_HU
HU_2007_Call_EAOP_1.1.16_2014_HU
HU_2007_Call_EAOP_1.A.1_2014_HU
HU_2007_Call_EAOP_1.A.2_2014_HU
HU_2007_Call_EAOP_1.A.3_2014_HU
HU_2007_Call_EAOP_2.1.6_2009_HU
HU_2007_Call_EAOP_2.1.11_2011_HU
HU_2007_Call_SROP_1.1.21_2015_HU
HU_2007_Call_SROP_1.2.6.A_2013_HU
HU_2007_Call_SROP_1.2.6_2013_HU
HU_2007_Call_SROP_1.2.18_2015_HU
HU_2008_Call_SROP_2.2.4_2010_HU
HU_2007_Call_SROP_229_a_b_2010_HU; HU_2007_Call_SROP_229_c_2010_HU
HU_2007_Call_SROP_2009_1.2.1.C_2009_HU
HU_2007_Call_EAOP_1.2.21_2011_HU
HU_2007_Call_SROP_2.2.16_2015_HU
HU_2007_Call_SROP_1.2.1.b_2010_HU

HU_2014_Call_PADOP_1.0.0_2017_HU
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Getting in touch with the EU
In person

All over the European Union there are hundreds of Europe Direct information centres. You can find the address
of the centre nearest you at: https://europa.eu/european-union/contact_en

On the phone or by email

Europe Direct is a service that answers your questions about the European Union. You can contact this service:
- by freephone: 00 800 6 7 8 9 10 11 (certain operators may charge for these calls),

- at the following standard number: +32 22999696 or

- by email via: https://europa.eu/european-union/contact_en

Finding information about the EU
Online

Information about the European Union in all the official languages of the EU is available on the Europa website
at: https://europa.eu/european-union/index_en

EU publications

You can download or order free and priced EU publications at: https://publications.europa.eu/en/publications.
Multiple copies of free publications may be obtained by contacting Europe Direct or your local information
centre (see https://europa.eu/european-union/contact_en).

EU law and related documents

For access to legal information from the EU, including all EU law since 1952 in all the official language versions,
go to EUR-Lex at: http://eur-lex.europa.eu

Open data from the EU

The EU Open Data Portal (http://data.europa.eu/euodp/en) provides access to datasets from the EU. Data can be
downloaded and reused for free, for both commercial and non-commercial purposes.
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