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Austria

. : Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation
Economic and demographic data 2010 2012 2013 2014 2016 20171 2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017

Population 8387742 8451860 8485300 8584926 8700471 8739806 8795073 | 4,9% 0,4% 1,2% 1,3% 0,5% 0,6%
GDP per capita 34120€ 36430€ 36930€ 38540€ 39300€ 40420€ 42010€ | 231% | 14% | 44% 2,2% 26% 1 3.9%
Eﬁf;ﬁ”fé GG EIAZ e NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP
L e
Amount granted for all courts per capita NA NA
?;ci’t‘;”t granted for judicial system per 84,6 91,2 98,6 95,9 97,5 107,3 116,2 I 37,3% 8,1% 2,7% 1,7% i 10,0% 8,4%
Professional judges per 100 000 inhab. 17,8 18,3 18,4 18,9 18,6 27,4 28,2 I 58,5% 0,8% 2,3% -1,3% I 47,2% 2,7%
Non-judge staff per 100 000 inhab. 55,3 54,8 55,4 54,8 54,4 63,4 63,0 I 13,9% 1,0% -1,0% -0,7% I 16,6% -0,6%
IT Equipment Rate (/10) 9,8 9,5 9,0 9,0 -3,2% 5,3% 0,0%

Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation

Firstinstance incoming cases per 100 inhab. 2012 2013 2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017
Litigious civil (and commercial) cases 1,344 1,235 1,192 1,111 1,047 0,969 0,963 -28,4% -3,5% -6,8% -5,8% -7,4% -0,6%
Non-litigious civil (and commercial) cases 22,341 21,002 20,953 20,287 19,781 19,116 18,695 -16,3% -0,2% -3,2% -2,5% -3,4% -2,2%
Non-litigious land registry cases 8,1 8,2 7,6 7,6 7,9 7,8 7,2 -11,4% -7,0% -0,3% 4,2% -0,6% -7,9%
Non-litigious business registry cases 3,2 4,0 3,6 3,3 3,2 3,3 3,3 4,7% -8,7% -8,2% -3,8% 2,4% 0,9%
Administrative law cases NA NAP NAP NA NAP 0,647 0,844 NA NAP NAP NA NAP I 30,4%

Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation
2010 2013 2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017
(in points) | (in points) | (in points) | (in points) | (in points) | (in points)

First instance

performance indicators (Clearence Rate)

CR litigious civil (and commercial) cases 100% 101% 101% 103% 102% 102% 99% -1,16 0,43 1,93 -0,93 -0,03 -3,06
CR non-litigious civil (and commercial) cases 100% 101% 100% 101% 101% 100% 102% 1,81 -0,40 0,29 0,39 -0,60 1,98
CR non-litigious land registry cases 100% 96% 103% 97% 99% 101% 100% 0,60 6,34 -6,17 2,38 2,40 -1,10
CR non-litigious business cases NA 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 98% NA 0,00 -0,14 -0,09 0,32 -1,69
CR administrative law cases NA NAP NAP NA NAP 91% 80% NA NAP NAP NA NAP -11,30

First instance Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation
performance indicators (Disposition Time) 2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017

-20,0%:

(I?j‘lz;}lli;i)gious civil (and commercial) cases 9.9% 0.0% 3.7% 0.2% 21% 6.0%
az;;”"i“gious civil (and commercial) cases 80 79 78 78 75 76 70 11,7% -0,9% -0,7% -3,5% 2,0% -7,9%
DT non-litigious land registry cases (days) 10 23 13 13 15 10 10 -1,4% -43,4% -1,4% 20,7% -35,8% -3,0%
DT non-litigious business cases (days) NA NA - 5 6 5 32 NA NA 20,7% -13,7% -
DT administrative law cases (days) NA NAP NAP NA NAP 380 446 NA NAP NAP NA NAP 17,5%
I e e
Litigious civil (and commercial) cases 0,5 0,5 0,4 0,4 0,4 0,4 0,4 -22.2% -3,0% -8,5% -6,5% -5,5% 2.2%
Non-litigious civil (and commercial) cases 49 4.6 45 4,3 4,1 4,0 3,7 -24,8% -1,6% -3,6% -5,6% -2,0% -8,2%
Non-litigious land registry cases 0,2 0,5 0,3 0,3 0,3 0,2 0,2 -12,2% -43,9% -7,6% I 28,8% -34,6% -11,6%
Non-litigious business cases NA NA 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,3 NA NA 16,1% -11,4% -
Administrative law cases NA NAP NAP NA NAP 0,6 0,8 NA NAP NAP NA NAP I 34,1%

il 20,0%5

. +20% max
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1. Presentation of the functioning of the judicial system

In 2017, as in previous 3 years, in Austria there are 129 District courts and 20 Regional courts acting as first
instance courts of general jurisdiction.

District courts have competence to decide civil law cases which value does not exceed certain legal threshold,
as well as to rule on certain types of cases (irrespective of the amount in dispute, mainly family and rent law
cases). The gradual decrease of their number since 2012 is a result of a national policy consisting in merging
tribunals with a final aim of 115 District courts.

Small district courts merged in 2013 and 2014 in three Austrian states in order to create a more efficient court
structure and improve the quality of judicial services. Plans for mergers of district courts in the remaining states
exis but they did not get the necessary approval of state governments so far.

Regional courts are responsible for first-instance rulings on all legal matters not reserved to District courts.

Courts which have competence in second instance are the 20 Regional courts (appeals against District courts
decisions) and 4 Higher Regional Courts (all civil and criminal law cases).

The Supreme Court is the highest instance in civil and criminal law cases.

Number of First instance
courts
(geographic
locations)

First instance general
jurisdiction
(legal entities)

specialised
jurisdiction
(legal entities)

180

160 == Number of courts
140 (geographic locations)
120
100
== [irst instance general jurisdiction
80 (legal entities)
60
40
20 First instance specialised jurisdiction

(legal entities)

2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

The 19 first instance specialised courts refer to: 2 commercial courts, 1 labour court, 2 enforcement of criminal
sanctions courts, 11 administrative courts, 1 insurance and/or social welfare courts and two other specialised
first instance courts. The other specialized first instance courts are 2 criminal courts and 2 civil law courts (in
Vienna and Graz). The sum of the numbers in the categories exceeds the total number of specialised courts
because the labour and social court in Vienna is one court that is competent for labour and (some) social
welfare cases. From January 1st, 2014 there are 11 newly found courts for administrative law in Austria, namely
9 regional administrative courts, 1 Federal administrative court and 1 Federal Tax Court.
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e Approved budget allocated to the whole justice system: 1 606 636 201 €

The higher figure of the implemented budget compared to the approved budget is mainly a result of an increase in costs for health care and hospitalization in the prison
system, interpretation, drug rehabilitation, medical or therapeutic follow-up care for former prisoners on probation. In addition, there was also an increase in costs for

interpreters and experts in court proceedings.

This budget includes the following budgetary elements:

o Court budget

o Legal aid budget

> Public prosecution services budget
° Prison system

o Probation services

> Enforcement services

> Functioning of the Ministry of Justice
o Other services

The budget of the whole justice system also includes state funding concerning guardianship (EUR 38.030.000 approved and
implemented) and grants to victim assistance facilities (EUR 7.943.000 approved/ EUR 7.482.514,83 implemented).

e Human resources

> Judges

Number of
professional
judges
(males)

Total number of

2017 . .
professional judges

1st instance courts

2nd instance courts 326 181
Supreme courts 133 92
Total 2478 1260

2017
1st instance courts 78,8% 48,1%
2nd instance courts 13,2% 55,5%
Supreme courts 5,4% 69,2%

Number of
professional
judges
(females)

1013
145
41
1218

% / total nb of
) ) MEES ICIEIES
professional judges

51,9%
44,5%
30,8%

Supreme courts 69,2%

2nd instance
courts 55,5% ‘

1st instance
courts

mmales
females

48,1%

0,0% 20,0 40,000 60,0% 80,0% 100,0%

According to 2017 data, the total number of professional judges sitting in courts (all instances) in Austria is 2 478 which is 3,4% more than in 2016.

More precisely, in Austria, in 2017 there are 28,5 judges per 100 000 inhabitants (this figure is above the EU median of 23,9 judges per 100 000 inhabitants) and

about 2,2 non-judge staff per judge (in 2016, this ratio was at 2,3 non-judge staff per judge).

The total number of female professional judges (all instances), in 2017, is 1 218 which represents 49,2% of the total number of judges.

The total number of judges is distributed among the different judicial instances in the following way: 1 952 are sitting in first instance courts (among which 1 013
are female) ; 326 are sitting in second instance courts (among which 145 are female) and 133 are sitting in Supreme Court (among which 41 are female).

As regards the methodology of presentation of data in respect of the number of judges, it should be noticed that the data also include those of administrative

courts.

For the all exercises, data have been provided in full time equivalent.

As regards the distribution of the number of judges among the different judicial instances, it should be pointed out that the first instance judges sit in District and

partly regional courts. The second instance judges sit in partly regional courts and Courts of appeal.

In Austria, training of judges is broken down as follows:

o Initial training: Compulsory
o General in-service training: Optional
o In-service training for specialised judicial functions: Optional

o In-service training for management functions of the court: Optional
o In-service training for the use of computer facilities in courts: Optional

> Non-judge staff

Rechtspfleger or
equiv.

Non-judge
staff assisting
the judge

Staff in
agx;gi’set?;i Technical staff Other

ve tasks

0

3381

3 445

3439

3 456

3475

3 366
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In Austria, in 2017, there are 5 544 non-judge staff (among which 3 921 females). Analysis of the 2016-2017 period reveals a stable rate of 0,0%.
In 2017, the non-judge staff is broken down as follows:

> 857 Rechtspfleger (or similar bodies) with judicial or quasi-judicial tasks having autonomous competence and whose decisions could be subject to appeal
(among which 523 are women);

> 406 non-judge staff whose task is to assist the judges such as registrars (among which 323 are women);

> 783 staff in charge of different administrative tasks and of the court management (among which 525 are women);
> 57 technical staff (among which 26 are women);

> 3 366 other staff, such as court interpreters, (among which 2 474 are women);

In the light of the data relevant for the judges, it is possible to notice that in 2017, the number of non-judge staff per 100 000 inhabitants has decreased (from 64,6
in 2016 to 63,7 in 2017).

During the same period, the number of judges per 100 000 inhabitants evolves from 27,6 judges per 100 000 inhabitants in 2016 to 28,4 in 2017.

The category “other non-judge staff’ includes Kanzlei responsible for handling of case files.

The data also include those of administrative courts.

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
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3. Efficiency and quality of the judicial system

e Access to justice
° Legal aid
The total annual approved public budget to legal aid is 19 500 000 € (2,2 € per capita).
The distribution of the total annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid per categories is not available.

The indicated sum includes only the lump sum paid to the bar for representation of parties 'pro bono'. It does not include court fees or fees for translation or
experts, which are also covered by legal aid, but not isolated within the budget. Accordingly, no figures can be provided as regards the whole regime of legal
aid.

The amount of 19.500.000/18.860.000 Euro is already included in the specified total annual budget allocated to all courts, the public prosecutions services and
legal aid together (Q 7).

The implemented public budget for payment to the bar for “pro bono” representation of parties is € 18860000 Mio. The difference between the approved and the
implemented budget is mainly due to advance payments to the bar for “pro bono” representation in overlong cases.

In Austria legal aid can be granted for fees related to enforcement of judicial decisions as fees for enforcement agents.

Legal aid according to 8 64 of the Austrian Civil Procedure Order (Zivilprozessordnung, ZPO) extends to enforcement proceedings. If legal aid is granted in the
main proceeding, the same also applies to the enforcement proceeding. According to the Austrian Civil Procedure Order, the requirements for granting legal aid
have only to be re-examined, if the enforcement proceeding will be opened one year after the main proceeding has been closed. This does not apply for the
Austrian Supreme Administrative Court.

Legal aid can not be granted for other costs

In civil matters, the Austrian Civil Procedure Order provides for that legal aid may cover not only the (provisional) exemption from court fees but also the
exemption from fees for witnesses, experts, interpreters and guardians, costs of the necessary announcements and the cash expenditure of guardians or
lawyers, representation by a court official or — if necessary — a lawyer. If the personal presence of the parties at a hearing is ordered by the court, their
necessary travel expenses are also replaced. In criminal matters, there are no costs to bear for the parties, until the court has taken a final decision, which also
encompasses a decision on the costs. In case of an acquittal, the State has to bear all the costs. The Public Prosecutor does not have to bear any costs in any
case. The Code of Criminal Procedure pinpoints only one exception to this rule, if a person, different from the Public Prosecutor, i.e. “Privatanklager” holds the
accusation and loses the case because of an acquittal. In this case, the so called Privatanklager (private prosecutor) has to bear the costs. In case of a false
accusation, the person who knowingly accused the (acquitted) perpetrator would have to bear the costs of the trial.

Individuals are not free to chose their lawyers in the frame of legal aid system

> Court fees
Litigants have to pay taxes to start a proceeding in other than criminal matters.

The duty to pay court fees arises from the starting of the civil procedure at the court, but the proceedings itself are not dependent on the payment of this fee.
The most important (at least preliminary) exemption from court fees is the attribution of legal aid to the claimant according to the respective provisions of the
civil procedure code (Zivilprozessordnung — ZPO, in particular §§ 63 and 64) and §§ 8 and 9 of the court fee act (Gerichtsgeblhrengesetz - GGG). Detailed
information can be derived from the legal aid factsheet on the website of the European Network for Civil and Commercial Matters
(http://ec.europa.eu/civiljustice/legal_aid/legal_aid_aus_en.htm). Other exemptions are laid down in various other provisions as listed in § 10, § 13 and Art. VI
Nr. 28 GGG.

According to the Civil Procedure Code, court fees related to civil and commercial litigation depend mostly on the value under dispute between the parties of the
proceedings. The amount is laid down in a list of tariff contented in the Court Fee Act. The latter also specifies the correct way of calculating these costs (in
particular the calculation of the assessment basis for the value under dispute).

As a rule, court fees for civil lawsuits are lump sums which cover all costs of the given instance in the case irrespective of its complexity and the concrete
amount of expenditure. They are calculated on the average costs and expenditures necessary to maintain the court and its personnel, taking also into account

the risk of State liability in such cases under the given value of the dispute and social considerations (to allow effective access to justice also for small claims).
In Austria, courts have to be maintained by court fees and not by means of general taxation.

The amount of court fees to commence an action for 3000€ debt recovery is 171€.

e Other professionals of justice

o Lawyers

73,0 1

Louvers - Per 100 000 72,0 -
v inhab. 710 -

2010 5518 65,8 70,0
69,0 -
2012 5 756 68,1 68.0 -
2013 5801 68,4 67.0 -
2014 5940 69,2 66,0 -
2015 6138 70,5 228 1
2016 6132 70,2 63.0 -
2017 6 325 71,9 62,0 - T . . . . .

2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

In Austria, in 2017, there are 6 325 lawyers, which is 3,1% more than in 2016.
This data represents 71,9 lawyers per 100 000 inhabitants in 2017 and is lower than the EU median of 114,2 lawyers per 100 000 inhabitants.
Statistics from the Austrian Bar (Osterreichischer Rechtsanwaltskammertag) of 31st December 2017 (available at www.rechtsanwaelte.at).

The data only includes lawyers registered in the list of Austrian lawyers (6.238), lawyers registered in the list of established European lawyers (87) registered by
31st of December 2017. It does not include solicitors nor legal advisors as such professions/types of service providers do not exist in Austria.

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
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e Court performance
o Clearance Rate (CR) and Disposition Time (DT)
The Clearance Rate shows the capacity of a judicial system to deal with the incoming cases. A Clearance Rate of 100% and higher does not generate backlog.
The Disposition Time determines the maximum estimated number of days necessary for a pending case to be solved in a court.

At the outset, it should be mentioned that there is no overall distinction between litigious and non-litigious proceedings in the statistics. Accordingly, the
numbers are sums of certain kinds of proceedings mentioned in the corresponding comments. As litigious are counted all proceedings in the categories related
to civil matters, labour and social security cases at first instance courts, which are marked as being litigious in the court register (i.e. from the second court
hearing on).

o Total other than criminal cases

120%
Q'[I:‘IBI’ than CR (%) DINCEYD)) CR (%)
criminal cases 100%
0
2010 100,2% 54
2012 99,6% 54 80%
2013 100,8% 53 60%
2014 NA NA
2015 100,2% 53
2016 100,4% 57 20%

2017 100,6% 59

70

DT (days)

60

50
40
30
40% 20

10

0% 0
2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 20172010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

With a Clearance Rate calculated at 100,6% in 2017, Austria seems to be able to deal with its other than criminal cases.
Between 2016 and 2017, the Clearance Rate has increased for 0,2 points.
In Austria, in 2017, other than criminal cases are solved in a maximum of 59 days.

Analysis of the 2016 - 2017 period reveals a 4,0% increase of the Disposition Time.

o Civil (and commercial) litigious cases

144 +

0,
Civil (and 104% CR (%) 142 ]
commercial) CR (%) DT (days) 103% 140 -
litigious cases 102% 138 -

2010 100,1% 129

| 2010 | o 136 |
2012 100,6% 135 134 -
2013 101,0% 135~ 100% 132 |
2014 103,0% 130 99% izg |
2015 102,0% 131 98% 16
2016 102,0% 133 — 124

2017 98,9% 141 96% 122
2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

With a Clearance Rate calculated at 98,9% in 2017, Austria seems not capable to deal with its civil and commercial litigious cases.
Between 2016 and 2017, the Clearance Rate has decreased for -3,1 points.
In Austria, in 2017, the civil and commercial litigious cases are solved in a maximum of 141 days.

Analysis of the 2016 - 2017 period reveals a 6,0% increase of the Disposition Time.

In Austria, there are 4 358 civil and commerial litigious cases older than 2 years. This is 13,4% of the total number of pending cases at the end of the year.

o Administrative cases

——— 100% - 500 -
BT | CROY %) oTays)
cases )
80% - 400
2010 NA NA o ] 350 -
2012 NAP NAP 60% - 300 -
2013 NAP NAP 50% - 250 -
2014 NA NA  40% - 200 1
] 150 -
2015 NAP NAP 30% 100 4
2016 90,8% 380 20% 1
o7 10% - 50 1
2017 79,5% 446 0% , , , , 0 : : : ;
2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 | 2017

With a Clearance Rate calculated at 79,5% in 2017, Austria seems to face difficulties to deal with its administrative cases.
Between 2016 and 2017, the Clearance Rate has decreased for -11,3 points.

In Austria, in 2017, the administrative cases are solved in a maximum of 446 days.

Analysis of the 2016 - 2017 period reveals a 17,5% increase of the Disposition Time.

In Austria, there are 17 082 administrative law cases older than 2 years. This is 23,7% of the total number of pending cases at the end of the year.

In respect of administartive law cases it should be mentioned that ending cases at the begin of 2017 are not corresponding to those of the end of 2016 because
of subsequent protocollina/loaaing of old files.

> Insolvency

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
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Err NN . CR(H il DT(@ays)

2010 102% 160
101% 155
100% 150

2012 100,7% 157
0,

2013 102,1 OA) 186 o 145

2014 102,8% 151 o 140

2015 100,1% 152 g, 135

2016 102,6% 144 96% 130
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The Clearance Rate was calculated at 98,3% in 2017 for insolvency cases, Austria seems to face difficulties to deal with its insolvency cases.
Between 2016 and 2017, the Clearance Rate has decreased for -4,2 points.

In Austria, in 2017, insolvency cases are solved in a maximum of 164 days.

Analysis of the 2016 - 2017 period reveals a 13,9% increase of the Disposition Time.

e Systems for measuring and evaluating the court performance
In Austria, individual courts are required to prepare an annual activity report.

> The reporting is more frequent than annual

A regular monitoring system of court activities is in place concerning:

o Number of incoming cases

> Number of decisions delivered

o Number of postponed cases

o Lenght of proceedings (timeframes)
> Age of cases

o Other court activities

The category "other" encompasses for example certain kinds of decisions, clearance rate (annually).

In Austria, there is a system to evaluate regularly the activity of each court.

An operational information system (BIS) carries out a regular evaluation of the activity of each court by means of periodic checklists (on October 1st of every
year).

A system to evaluate regurlarly the activity of each court (in terms of performance and output) exists and performance and quality indicators are defined at the
court level.

The evaluation of the court activity is used for the later allocation of means in this court.

Quiality standards are not determined for the judicial system.

eAlternative dispute resolutions

The judicial system in Austria provides for judicial mediation.

In the field of family law, especially in proceedings regarding custody or the right of personal contact to children, the Court has the possibility to organize a first
conversation about mediation or about an arbitration procedure.

In the field of family law, especially in proceedings regarding custody or the right of personal contact to children, the Court has the possibility to mandate the
participation in a first conversation about mediation or about an arbitration procedure (§ 107 Abs 3 of the Non litigious Procedure Code).

Judicial mediation: in this type of mediation, there is always the intervention of a judge or a public prosecutor who facilitates, advises on, decides on or/and
approves the procedure. For example, in civil disputes or divorce cases, judges may refer parties to a mediator if they believe that more satisfactory results can
be achieved for both parties. In criminal law cases, a judge can propose that he/she mediates a case between an offender and a victim to establish a
compensation agreement. In the course of an offer for a diversion an out-of court compensation can be ordered by a judge (or a public prosecutor in the
preliminary proceedings).

35,0 1

Mediators Total Pe_r 100000 30,0 -
inhab.
NA

2010 NA 25,0 -

2012 2 400 28,4 20,0 -

2013 2 400 28,3 150 |

2014 2 456 28,6

2015 2313 26,6 10.01

2016 2 562 29,3 5,0 1

2017 2234 25,6 0,0 ; ; . ; ; .

2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

In Austria, in 2017, there are 2 234 accredited or registered mediators who practise judicial mediation which represent 25,6 accredited or registered mediators
per 100 000 inhabitants.

The variation between 2016 and 2017 is about -12,8%.

oThe ICT tools of courts and for court users

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
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The use of ICT in courts had been evaluated in 3 fields in 2017 (graphic on the left below):
o Direct assistance to judges and court clerks (blue bars below);

> Administration and management (orange bars);
o Communication between court and users (green bars).

In 2017, the evaluation has been focused on the administration and management tools (graphic on the right below, orange bars) and the communication
between courts and users (green bars). Hence, the bars for direct assistance facilities are now shown in grey and the global IT evaluation is about
administration and communication tools.

According to the answers communicated to the CEPEJ in 2017, the global IT equipment rate of Austria has been evaluated at 9,0 points on 10. The EU median
is 6,9 points.

The break-down of this result by field may be summarized in these graphics, where each field has been evaluated from 0 to 4 points.

2014 2015 2016 2017

0 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Il Il Il Il ] 1 1 1 4
Basic facilities
Centralised national case law database
Writing assistance tools
Case management systems
Tools of producing courts activity statistics
Possibility to submit a case to courts by
electronic means
Possibility to monitor the stages of an online
judicial proceeding
Electronic communication between courts and
lawyers
Electronic signature of documents
Videoconferencing with users

1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4
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4. National data collection system

In Austria, the centralised institution responsible for collecting statistical data regarding the functioning of the courts
and the judiciary is the Federal Computing Centre of Austria (Bundesrechenzentrum GmbH) acting on behalf of the
Federal Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Austria.

This institution publishes statistics of each court only on an intranet website.

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
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5. Reforms

1. (Comprehensive) reform plans

Ongoing implementation of centralized service units (“Justiz-Servicecenter”), providing information
and speeding up customer service;

Consequently speeding up justice;

Raising the effectiveness of electronic communication between courts and experts/translators and in
regard of civil enforcement;

Establishment of a system of quality-management according to “customer-expectations” with
measurable indicators;

Digitalization of records of court-hearings (planned)

ICT support within the field of economic criminal proceedings (investigation of data which are
available on confiscated electronic storage media by intelligent software — planned)

Optimising the public services by the enhanced use of IT-supported tools

2. Budget

/

3. Courts and public prosecution services

Small district courts have been merged in 2013, 2014, 2017 and 2018 in six Austrian states to create
a more efficient court structure and improve quality of judicial services. There are plans to merge
three small district courts in 2019.

3.1. Access to justice and legal aid

A possible adjustment of the legal aid system in criminal cases is required due to the necessary
implementation of the Directive (EU) 2016/1919 on legal aid for suspects and accused persons in
criminal proceedings and for requested persons in European arrest warrant proceedings.

4. High Judicial Council

/
5. Legal professionals (judges, public prosecutors, lawyers, notaries, enforcement agents,
etc.): organisation, education and training, etc.

Currently there are no plans to reform the organisation or the education of judges or public
prosecutors.

As regards the profession of lawyers, amendments on the provisions on the temporary substitute of a
lawyer are currently in preparation. Furthermore, the Directive (EU) 2015/849 requires amendments
of the Lawyers” Act and the Notarial Code by enlarging the risk assessment and risk management as
well as by introducing more detailed provisions on the duties of care in the framework of combating
money laundering and financing of terrorism. Also some Articles of the Directive (EU) 2013/55 have
to be transposed into the Austrian professional regulations governing lawyers.

6. Reforms regarding civil, criminal and administrative laws, international conventions and
cooperation activities

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
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The Directive 2014/104/EU was transposed into national law by the Cartel and Competition Law
Amendment Act 2017. On this occasion a follow-up of the latest reform of cartel and competition law
was arranged to further strengthen competition (e.g. increasing transparency through stricter
publication obligations of rulings, adaption of the limitation periods, extension of access to electronic
files by the investigation authority, broadening of merger control).

The European Regulation (EU) 650/2012 on jurisdiction, applicable law, recognition and enforcement
of decisions and acceptance and enforcement of authentic instruments in matters of succession and
on the creation of a European Certificate of Succession, which entered into force on 17.8.2015
required some adaptions of provisions on jurisdiction of courts in succession matters, on the choice
of law- rules and of provisions on the procedure in succession matters. These provisions — part of the
law on the revision of succession law 2015 (law gazette | 87/2015) are in force since 17.8.2015.

The ratification of the 1965 Hague Convention on the Service Abroad of Judicial and Extrajudicial
Documents in Civil or Commercial Matters and of the Budapest Convention on the Contract for the
Carriage of Goods by Inland Waterway (CMNI) is envisaged.

Concerning civil procedure the Austrian parliament passed a bill in 2016 (“Anderung des
Rechtspflegergesetzes”, law gazette | 98/2016) that shift further competent jurisdiction in specific
matters from judges to so called “Rechtspfleger” (judicial officers).

With the “Strafprozessrechtsédnderungsgesetz | 20167, law gazette No. | 26/2016 primarily the
Directive (EU) 29/2012 establishing minimum standards on the rights, support and protection of
victims of crime, and replacing Council Framework Decision 2001/220/JHA was implemented into
national law. This has led to an improvement of the procedural position of victims in criminal
proceedings. The new provisions came into force recently on 1. Nov. 2016. With the
“Strafprozessrechtsanderungsgesetz Il 2016”, law gazette No. | 121/2016 primarily the Directive (EU)
48/2013 on the right of access to a lawyer in criminal proceedings and in European arrest warrant
proceedings, and on the right to have a third party informed upon deprivation of liberty and to
communicate with third persons and with consular authorities while deprived of liberty was fully
implemented into national law. Furthermore there were adaptions concerning the principal withess
regulation to make this instrument more effective. The new provisions came into force on 1. Jan.
2017.

As regards the professional law of lawyers (Lawyers”™ Act) and civil law notaries (Notarial Code),
several amendments have recently been implemented with the law “Berufsrechts-Anderungsgesetz
2016”, which mainly entered into force at the beginning of 2017. A significant part of this law relates
to obligations due to the implementation of the Fourth Anti-Money Laundering Directive (EU)
2015/849.The provisions provide for various due diligence measures for lawyers and civil law
notaries. They aim at preventing and further reducing criminal activities in the field of money
laundering and terrorist financing. In addition the provisions concerning the representation of a lawyer
in case his entitlement to practise as a lawyer lapses or he is absent for a longer period of time were
updated. Further amendments to the Lawyers” Act and the Notarial Code as part of the above-
mentioned approved law improve reconciliation of professional and family life for these professionals.
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Since 2010 child legal advocates (“Kinderbeistand”) are intended to assist the child as contact and
confidential persons and to be the "voice of the child", inasmuch as the child can or will not articulate
itself.

2013 a new body was established to assist the Court. The Family Court Assistance
(,Familiengerichtshilfe“) helps the judges in taking evidence, providing information to the parties and
encouraging amicable solutions. In Contact Cases they may also act as a Visitation Mediator
(,Besuchsmittler”). In addition orders for mandatory participation of he parent(s) in Family, Parents or
Care Counselling, first information meetings about Mediation or Conciliation or Anger Management
Courses are possible.

With the "Insolvenzrechtsanderungsgesetz 2017 - IRAG 2017", law gazette | 122/2017, the
Regulation (EU) 2015/848 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 20 May 2015 on
insolvency proceedings was implemented into national law. Furthermore, with the IRAG 2017 the
Austrian private bankruptcy law was amended in order to make debts relief easier (e.g. debt relief
after a 5-years absorption procedure without a minimum-quota).

7. Enforcement of court decisions

In discussion is the revision of the law of enforcement ("Exekutionsordnung"), including the
improvement of seizing claims of the debtor.

According to the discussed reform plans applicants should file for salary and chattel executions in a
first step (execution package 1), while bailiffs are responsible for the implementation ex officio. In a
second step they should file for other executions (execution package 2), while so called
administrators collect depts ex officio. The administrator should find assets by studying the
documents of the debtor and should have access to the assets immediately, instead of gathering this
information (too late) of the inventory of property delivered by the debtor.

8. Mediation and other ADR
Concerning the criminal procedure there are no plans for further reforms.

9. Fight against crime
/
9.1. Prison system
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a.) In addition to the Family Court Assistance (,Familiengerichtshilfe®), the Juvenile Court Assistance
(~Jugendgerichtshilfe“) was established to assist the court. Since 1 December 2015 the support is
now available nationwide all over Austria. The Juvenile Court Assistance can be utilized as a source
of information. They can also take measures to eliminate harm and danger for the upbringing or
health of the child or give recommendations to the court or the youth welfare office. This measure
was part of a couple of actions taken with the aim to avoid imprisonment of juveniles as far as
possible and as statistics show the last few years the number of juvenile offenders in prisons has
actually been on the decrease.

b.) Following the recommendations of the group of experts for the evaluation of the forensic detention
as a first step a pilot project aimed on the installation of a special department system for severely
mentally ill offenders was initiated in 2016. After a operation period of one year the results of this pilot
project have been evaluated and found as positive. Therefore these special departments are being
established since 2017 as the new structure dealing with mentally ill offenders. As a further step it is
intended to develop a new category of institions wthin in the prison system, the so called forensic
therapeutic centres. These institutions should be aligned by their personal and organisational
structures especially on the treatment of mentally ill offenders.

c.). The terrorist attacks in Europe from 2015 to 2016 brought the topic "Violent Extremism and
Radicalisation" back to the agenda. All European States were called to reinforce their actions to
prevent all types of extremism that leads to violence. In the relevant debates prisons are often
described as "breeding grounds" for radicalization and violent extremism. This is not surprising as
prisons are "places of vulnerability”, which offer nearly optimum conditions for the prospering of
radical often religiously orientated ideologies.

Hence the Austrian Prison administration established a series of training programs and tools for all
prison staff, in order to respond appropriately to potential vulnerable individuals at risk of
radicalisation. To be prepared for the challenges linked with the new situation a “Task Force De-
Radicalisation in Prisons” was formed in Austria. Its tasks are the development and efficient
implementation of necessary prevention and deradicalisation as well as training measures and to
providing information between the stakeholders involved as well as to ensure good cooperation
within the service and with other relevant Ministries, the Probation Service and non-governmental
organisations on national and international level, e.g. EuroPris, the Middle Europe Corrections
Roundtable (MECR), the Radicalisation Awareness Network (RAN) and on international level the
International Corrections and Prisons Association (ICPA).

A comprehensive package of measures for the prevention of extremism and for de-radicalisation in
prisons has been developed and a number of measures, in particular in the areas of security, care,
training and further education have already been implemented. Some of the most essential measures
are as follows:
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- Development of practical instructions on how to proceed with recognizable radical tendencies (e.g.
reporting to the prison management, internal relocation, restriction of opportunities to contact other
inmates, involvement of specialized services).

- Establishing Liaison Services between Prisons and Regional Security Services of the Ministry of
Interior: in each prison, two selected prison staff members trained as experts form the respective
communication interface with the terrorism experts at the regional Security Service offices.

- Guidelines for designing Mandatory Sentence Plans: It is mandatory to set forth an individual
sentence plan for all persons detained - on remand or sentenced - for terrorist or attempted terrorist
acts, "hate-crimes” etc. at the very beginning of their detention. For this purpose a multi-professional
team developed detailed process designs, promoting professional individual sentence and support
plans for the inmates of the target group.

- Special Dialogue Offers by the organisation DERAD: Through specially developed dialogue and
discussion formats prisoners who are committed to an extremist ideology based on religion and
glorifying violence and/or are ready to promote such ideology are being approached. In the
subsequent discussions, ideological goals, construed enemy stereotypes and the espousal of
violence are being critically examined. As a rule, one mandatory orientation interview must be
conducted, further intervention interviews shall follow, if needed; also group discussions are being
offered.

- Risk Assessment Screening: Work is underway on a screening process adapted for the purposes of
the prison service, which is oriented towards international risk assessment tools (ERG 22 and
VERA).

- Establishing a De-Radicalisation Programme: The existing anti-violence training has being
expanded by specific de-radicalisation modules (such as ethics/value system, political education,
etc.) in using a similar concept of the Violence Prevention Network (VPN) in Germany; already 20
Austrian psychologists and social workers got the training on the new programme.

9.2 Child friendly justice

The Family Court Assistance (,Familiengerichtshilfe®) was established as a new body to assist the
Court. It shall help the judges in taking evidence, providing information to the parties and
encouraging amicable solutions. In Contact Cases they may also act as a Visitation Mediator
(,Besuchsmittler).

Child legal advocates (“Kinderbeistadnde”) are intended to assist the child as contact and confidential
persons and to be the "voice of the child", inasmuch as the child can or will not articulate itself.

9.3.Violence against partners
/
10. New information and communication technologies
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Strategic Justice 3.0 initiative

The initiative aims to find the best possible IT support for all the different user groups up to all-
electronic handling of cases in the light of current technical trends and possibilities. The overall report
concluding phase 1 of Justice 3.0 was published and communicated in June 2014.

Based on that report and the implementation plan contained therein, phase 2 of Justiz 3.0 was
started, with several parallel projects running to establish and optimise the bases of digital file
management. Among other things, the prerequisites for a viable Austria-wide scanning process and
text recognition, a file document management and workflow system are being created.

By the end of 2016 a pilot project for completely digital file management was started in four
Regional Courts, which will provide the basis for more upgrading and enhancement steps.

After implementing significant technological and functional improvements another pilot run started in
May 2018 at the Commercial Court of Vienna.

According to our financial leeway roll-out of justice 3.0 hard- and software will proceed to additional
courts and types of proceeding.

An information video highlighting the strategic approach as well as soft- and hardware developments

is available at www.justiz.gv.at (E-Government » Justiz 3.0).

11. Other
/
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Austria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Q1 Number of inhabitants 8 387 742 8 451 860 8 485 300 8 584 926 8 700 471 8 739 806 8 795 073 4,9% 0,8% 0,4% 1,2% 1,3% 0,5%
Q.3 GDP Per capita (in €) in current prices 34 120 36 430 36 930 38 540 39 390 40 420 42 010 6,8% 1,4% 4,4% 2,2% 2,6%
Q5. Exchange rate of Nat currency to € on 1 Jan NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

Indicator 1: The budget and resources of courts and the justice system

Tables 1.1.1 to 1.1.6 Public budget allocated to courts, legal aid and public prosecution, in € (Q6, Q7 Q12, Q12-1, Q13)

Table 1.2.1 Variations of the public budget allocated to courts, legal aid and public prosecution in € (Q1, Q5, Q6, Q12, Q13)

Table 1.2.1Cost of approved budget of judicial system* in absolute value and per capita in € (Q1, Q5, Q6, Q7, Q12, Q13)

Table 1.2.3 Variation of approved budget of the judicial system* in € (Q1, Q5, Q6, Q7, Q12, Q13)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 8 387 742 8 451 860 8 485 300 8 584 926 8 700 471 8 739 806 8 795 073 4,2% 0,8% 0,5%
Q.3 GDP Per capita (in €) in current prices 34 120 36 430 36 930 38 540 39 390 40 420 42 010 23,1% 6,8% 1,4% 4,4% 2.2% 2,6%
Q6. Annual implemented budget allocated to all courts budget - - - - - NA NA - - - - - -

Q12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) 18 400 000 19 000 000 19 000 000 19 000 000 19 000 000 19 500 000 19 500 000 6,0% 3,3% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 2,6%
2)12-1 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in i ) ) 21 070 101 20 800 000 19 700 000 18 860 000 ) ) ) ) 1,3% -5.,3%
Q13. TOta-.l annua! appr_oved public budget allocated to the public NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
prosecution services (in €)

Q13..Total annu_al |mple_ment(_ad public budget allocated to the i ) ) NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1

public prosecution services (in €)

Q7 Combined approved budget of court and public prosecution NA NA ) ) )
(auxiliary question)

Q7 Combined implemented budget of court and public prosecution NA NA ) ) )
(auxiliary question)

Q7 Combined approved budget of court and legal aid (auxiliary NA NA ) ) )
question)

Q7 Combined implemented budget of court and legal aid (auxiliary NA NA ) ) )

question)

Q7 Combined approved budget of courts, prosecution and legal aid

L . 937 499 939 1022 390 201 - - -
(auxiliary question)

Q7 Combined implemented budget of courts, prosecution and legal

. . . 1033578 643 1061 762 886 - - -
aid (auxiliary question)

Approved amount granted for judicial system per capita 84,6 91,2 98,6 95,9 97,5 107,3 116,2 37,3% 7,7% 8,1% -2,7% 1,7% 10,0%

Implemented amount granted for judicial system per capita = = = = 110,1 118,3 120,7 = - - - 7,4%

6.1.1 Approved budget of all courts - Total annual budget - - - - - NA NA - - - - |
6.1.2 Approved budget of all courts - Gross salaries - - - - - NA NA - - - - |
6.1.3 Approved budget of all courts - Computerisation - - - - - NA NA - - - - |
6.1.4 Approved budget of all courts - Justice expenses - - - - - NA NA - - - - |
6.1.5 Approved budget of all courts - Court buildings - - - - - NA NA - - - - |
6.1.6 Approved budget of all courts - New court buildings - - - - - NA NA - > - - |
6.1.7 Approved budget of all courts - Training - - - - o NA NA - - - - |
6.1.8 Approved budget of all courts - Other - - - - - NA NA - > - - |

Table 1.3.1 Annual approved and implemented budgets allocated to the whole justice system and the judicial system in € (Q6, Q12, Q13, Q15.1, Q15.2), Q15.3

Table 1.3.2 Budgetary elements of the budget allocated to the whole justice system (Q15.2, Q15-3)

15-1.1.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to the whole 1174830000 1276420000 1289150000 1298519000 1309132000 1462689939 1606 636 201 TR0 8,6% 1,0% 0,7% 08%  11,7%
justice system, in €
15-2.1.1 Court budget (Q6) included in whole justice system budget Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes True _ _ ) ) |
(Q15-1)
15-2.1.2 Legal aid budget (Q12) included in whole justice system Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes True _ _ ) ) |
budget (Q15-1)
.15—2..1.3 Public prosecution services budget (Q12) included in whole Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes True _ _ ) ) |
justice system budget (Q15-1)
15-3.1.1 Prison system included in whole justice system budget Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes True _ _ ) ) |
(Q15-1)
15-3.1.2 Probation services included in whole justice system budget Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes True _ _ ) ) |
(Q15-1)
15-3.1.3 Council of the judiciary included in whole justice system NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) |
budget (Q15-1)
15-3.1.4 Constitutional court included in whole justice system

- N N N N N Fal - - - - - -
budget (Q15-1) © Y 0 0 0 alse
15-3.1.5 Judicial management body included in whole justice i NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) |
system budget (Q15-1)
15-3.1.6 State advocacy included in whole justice system budget i NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) |
(Q15-1)
15-3.1.7 Enforcement services included in whole justice system i Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes True ) ) ) ) |

budget (Q15-1)
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Austria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic
data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013-
2017 2012 PAONRS 2014

15-3.1.8 Notariat included in whole justice system budget (Q15-1) - No No No No No False - - - - - -

15-3.1.9 Forensic services included in whole justice system budget

- N N N N N Fal - - - - |
(Q15-1) 0 0 0 0 0 alse
15-3.1.10 Judicial protection of juveniles included in whole justice Yes No No No No No False . . . . 1
system budget (Q15-1)
.15-3..1.11 Functioning of the Ministry of Justice included in whole Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes True . . . . 1
justice system budget (Q15-1)
.15-23.1.12 Refugees and asylum seekers service included in whole No No No No No No False . . . . 1
justice system budget (Q15-1)
15-3.1.13 Immigration services - - - - - No False - - - - - -
15-3.1.14 Some police services included in whole justice system
budget (Q15-1) No No No False
15-3.1.15 Other services included in whole justice system budget No No No No No Yes True . . . . .

(Q15-1)

Figure 1.4 Correlation between the GDP per capita and the total approved budget of judicial system (Q1, Q3, Q6, Q12, Q13)

Table 1.5 ICT: Computerisation budget as part of the total approved budget allocated to the courts* (Q6, Q7)

Table 1.6 (EC) Budget for courts and judicial system* in €, per capita (Q1, Q6, Q7, Q12, Q13)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 8 387 742 8 451 860 8 485 300 8 584 926 8700471 8 739 806 8 795 073 4,9% 0,8% 0,4% 1,2% 1,3% 0,5%

Q.3 GDP Per capita (in €) in current prices 34 120 36 430 36 930 38 540 39 390 40 420 42 010 23,1% 6,8% 1,4% 4,4% 2,2% 2,6%

6.1.1 Approved budget of all courts - Total annual budget = = = = = NA NA

6.1.3 Approved budget of all courts - Computerisation - - - - - NA NA

Approved amount granted for judicial system per capita 85 91 99 96 98 107 116 37,3% 7,7% 8,1% -2,7% 1,7% 10,0%

Implemented amount granted for judicial system per capita - - - - 110 118 121 - - - - 7,4%

Figure 1.7 Evolution of revenues from court taxes and fees in 2010, 2012,and 2015 in € (Q1, Q9)

Figure 1.8 Participation of the court taxes and fees in the budget of the judicial system for 2010 2012,and 2015 in € (Q1, Q6, Q9)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 8 387 742 8 451 860 8 485 300 8 584 926 8 700 471 8 739 806 8 795 073 4,9% 0,8% 0,4% 1,2% 1,3% 0,5%
Approved amount granted for judicial system 709 980 000 770 790 000 836 500 000 823 053 000 848 507 000 937 499 939 1 022 390 201 44,0% 8,6% 8,5% -1,6% 3,1% 10,5%
Q9. Annual income of court taxes or fees received by the state 779 840 000 834 870 000 - 915 619 924 1 036 336 100 1099 812 161 1 055 137 551 35,3% 7,1% - - 13,2% 6,1%

Figure 1.9 Methodologies to calculate court fees and taxes (Q8-1, Q8-2)

Q8-2. Amount of court fees to commence an action for 3000 Euro
debt recovery

Indicator 2: The judicial organisation

Table 2.1 Number of first instance courts (general and specialised) as legal entities and number of all courts (first, appeal and high courts) as geographic locations (Q42)

- - - - - 163 171 - - - - E

Table 2.2 Number of (legal entities) first instance courts specialised courts (Q43)

Table 2.3 (EC) Variation of the absolute number of all courts (geographic locations) (Q42)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 8 387 742 8 451 860 8 485 300 8 584 926 8 700 471 8 739 806 8 795 073 4,9% 0,8% 0,4% 1,2% 1,3% 0,5%

42.1.1 First instance courts of general jurisdiction 154 154 132 129 129 129 129 -16,2% 0,0% -14,3% -2,3% 0,0% 0,0%

42.1.2 Specialised first instance courts 7 7 7 18 18 18 18 157,1% 0,0% 0,0% 157,1% 0,0% 0,0%

42.1.3 All the courts (geographic locations) 149 149 135 103 103 103 103 -30,9% 0,0% -9,4% -23,7% 0,0% 0,0%

Table 2.2 Number of (legal entities) first instance specialised courts and its break-down

43.1.1 Total Nr of first instance specialised courts 7 7 7 19 19 19 19 171,4% 0,0% 0,0% 171,4% 0,0% 0,0%

43.1.2 Number of commercial courts 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
43.1.3 Number of insolvency courts - 0 0 NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - SE

43.1.4 Number of labour courts 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
43.1.5 Number of family courts NA 0 0 NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

43.1.6 Number of rent and tenancies courts NA 0 0 NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - |

43.1.7 Number of enforcement of criminal sanctions courts 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
43.1.8 Numt.)er of courts fight against terrorism, organised crime i 0 0 NAP NAP NAP NAP . _ _ _ |

and corruption

43.1.9 Number of internet related disputes = 0 0 NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
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Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1,

43.1.10 Number of administrative courts

Q3, Q5)

43.1.11 Number of insurance and social welfare courts

43.1.12 Number of military courts

43.1.13 Number of other specialised 1st instance courts

NA

NA

NA

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

NAP

NAP

11

NAP

11

NAP

11

NAP

Austria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

2010-

2010- 2012- 2013- 2014- 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
0

11 - - : - 0,0% ,0%

1 : : 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
NAP - - - - - -

2 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%

Tables 3.1.1.1to 3.1.1.4 (all years) and 3.1.1.5 First instance courts: Number of other than criminal cases (Q91)

91.1.1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.1.2 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
commercial) litigious cases

91.1.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.1.4 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
commercial) non-litigious cases

91.1.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.1.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
registry cases

91.1.7 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
business registry cases

91.1.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

91.1.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
cases

91.1.10 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

cases

91.1.11 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

insolvency registry cases)

Total of other than

Civil (and

Non litigious cases

General civil (and

Registry cases

Non litigious land

Non-litigious

Other registry cases

Other non-litigious

Administrative law

Other cases (e.g.

91.2.1 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal

law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.2.2 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial)

litigious cases

91.2.3 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litig
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.2.4 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_General
commercial) non-litigious cases

ious cases

civil (and

91.2.5 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry cases

(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.2.6 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious land registry

cases

91.2.7 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business

registry cases

91.2.8 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases

91.2.9 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases

91.2.10 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases

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

insolvency registry cases)

91.3.1 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal

law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.3.2 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial)

litigious cases

91.3.3 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases

(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.3.4 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_General civil (and

commercial) non-litigious cases

91.3.5 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

cases

91.3.6 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry

cases

91.3.7 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business

registry cases

91.3.8 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases

91.3.9 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases

91.3.10 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases

91.3.11 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (e.g.

insolvency registry cases)

91.4.1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.4.2 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

commercial) litigious cases

91.4.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.4.4 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

commercial) non-litigious cases

91.4.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.4.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

registry cases

91.4.7 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

business registry cases

91.4.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

cases

. Total of other than

Civil (and

Non litigious cases

General civil (and

Registry cases

Non litigious land

Non-litigious

Other registry
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544 991

39 860

420 452

16 235

NA

NA

48 835

3 600 472

112 772

1873 908

682 554

265 326

NA

605 186

3607 341

112 870

1883 227

680 712

NA

NA

604 261

538 122

39 762

411 133

18 077

NA

504 481

39 530

397 948

17 205

NA

NAP

49 798

3 489 286

104 365

1775 035

689 005

335 857

NAP

585 024

3476 472

104 977

1786 647

664 726

335 857

NAP

584 265

517 295

38 918

386 336

41 484

NA

517 264

38 918

386 305

41 484

NAP

50 557

3386 071

101 157

1777 887

643 064

307 976

NAP

565 987

3411 960

102 190

1782 384

661 192

307 976

NAP

558 218

491 375

37 885

381 808

23 356

NA

37 885

NA

381 808

NA

23 356

3223

NA

NA

NA

48 324

NA

95 412

NA

1741 644

NA

648 601

285 996

NA

NA

NA

513 877

NA

98 229

NA

1751110

NA

626 850

285 594

NA

NA

NA

512 284

NA

35 068

NA

372 342

NA

21 827

3625

NA

482 779

35 068

397 794

372 342

25452

21 827

3625

NAP

NAP

NAP

49 917

3 287 147

91 057

2 684 699

1721024

963 675

684 737

278 938

NAP

NAP

NAP

511 391

3293774

92 903

2693 376

1737 005

956 371

678 073

278 298

NAP

NAP

NAP

507 495

476 152

33 222

389 117

356 361

32 756

28 491

4 265

NAP

524 240

33 222

388 908

356 361

32 556

28 491

4 056

NAP

NAP

48 297

53 813

3284 414

84 708

2641124

1670674

970 450

683 624

286 826

NAP

NAP

56 583

501 999

3298 090

86 398

2 656 631

1676 141

980 490

693 404

287 086

NAP

NAP

51 395

503 666

510 564

31532

373 401

350 894

22 507

18 711

3796

NAP

530 969 -2,6% -7,4% 2,5% = =

31532 -0,8% -1,5% -2,7% -7,4%
390 281 - - = . -
350 894 -16,5% -5,4% -2,9% -1,2% -2,5%

39 387 = = = = = 27,9%

8,6%

-5,3%

-2,2%

-4,3%

18 711 15,3% 6,0% -6,5% 30,5%
20 676 = = = = 12,5% 11,9%

NAP = = = = |

NAP = = = = |

57 010 = = = = HE
52 146 6,8% 2,0% 1,5% -4,4% 3,3% 7,8%
3 229 560 -10,3% -3,1% -3,0% = = -0,1%
84716 -7,5% -3,1% -5,7% -4,6% -7,0%
2 569 287 = = = = = -1,6%
1644 273 -12,3% -5,3% 0,2% -2,0% -1,2% -2,9%
925 014 = = = = = 0,7%
633 837 -7,1% 0,9% -6,7% 0,9% 5,6% -0,2%
291 177 9,7% -8,3% -7,1% -2,5% 2,8%

NAP = = - - -1

NAP - = = = |-

74 227 - - - = |-
501 330 -17,2% -3,3% -5,0% -7,6% -0,5% -1,8%
3 248 636 -9,9% -3,6% -1,9% - - 0,1%
83 811 -7,0% -2,7% -3,9% -5,4% -7,0%
2 604 602 - - - = - -1,4%
1682 179 -10,7% -5,1% -0,2% -1,8% -0,8% -3,5%
922 423 = = = = = 2,5%
635 904 -6,6% -2,3% -0,5% -5,2% 8,2% 2,3%
286 519 = = -8,3% -7,3% -2,6% 3,2%

NAP - = = = |

NAP - = = = |

59 035 - - - = |
501 188 -17,1% -3,3% -4,5% -8,2% -0,9% -0,8%
523 071 -2,8% -3,9% -5,0% = = 7,2%
32 437 -18,4% -2,1% -2,7% -7,4% -5,3% -5,1%
366 144 - - - = - -4,0%
324 166 -6,0% -1,2% -2,5% -4,3% -1,5%
41 978 - - - - - -31,3%
25334 = = - - 17,7% -11,0%

NAP = = = = e
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Austria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2014- | 2015-
2015 2016

91.4.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other non-litigious

- ; ; NA NAP NAP NAP - - - - |
cases
91.4.10 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Administrative NA NAP NAP NA NAP 53 485 72 202 ) ) ) ) 1
law cases
AL disiE sl @il [Peneing EEees o Sl DRe. OIer EHEes (G40 49 760 50 557 48 326 49 917 53 813 52 146 52 288 5,1% 1,6% -4,4% 3,3% 7,8% -3,1%

insolvency registry cases)

Table 3.2.1.1to 3.2.1.1 (all years) First instance courts: Clearance rate and disposition time in different type of other than criminal cases (Q91)

Table 3.2.2.1 to 3.2.2.4 First instance courts: Variation of clearance rate and disposition time in different type of other than criminal cases (Q91)

Table 3.10.1 to 3.10.12 First instance courts: Disposition time and clearance rate for other than criminal cases, litigious civil and commercial cases and administrative cases (Q91)

CR Total of other than criminal law cases 100,2% 99,6% 100,8% NA 100,2% 100,4% 100,6% 0,4% -0,6% 1,1% - - 0,2%
CR Civil (and commercial) litigious cases 100,1% 100,6% 101,0% 103,0% 102,0% 102,0% 98,9% -1,2% 0,5% 0,4% 1,9% -0,9% 0,0%
CR Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) - - - NA 100,3% 100,6% 101,4% - - - - - 0,3%
CR General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases 100,5% 100,7% 100,3% 100,5% 100,9% 100,3% 102,3% 1,8% 0,2% -0,4% 0,3% 0,4% -0,6%
CR Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) - - - NA 99,2% 101,0% 99,7% - - - - - 1,8%
CR Non litigious land registry cases 99,7% 96,5% 102,8% 96,6% 99,0% 101,4% 100,3% 0,6% -3,3% 6,6% -6,0% 2,5% 2,4%
CR Non-litigious business registry cases NA 100,0% 100,0% 99,9% 99,8% 100,1% 98,4% - - 0,0% -0,1% -0,1% 0,3%
CR Other registry cases - - - NA NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

CR Other non-litigious cases = = = NA NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

CR Administrative law cases NA NAP NAP NA NAP 90,8% 79,5% - - - - - -

CR Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) 99,8% 99,9% 100,4% 99,7% 99,2% 100,3% 100,0% 0,1% 0,0% 0,5% -0,7% -0,5% 1,1%
DT Total of other than criminal law cases 54 54 53 NA 53 57 59 7,9% -0,3% -3,2% - - 7,1%
DT Civil (and commercial) litigious cases 129 135 135 130 131 133 141 9,9% 5,2% 0,0% -3,7% 0,2% 2,1%
DT Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) = = = NA 53 51 51 = - - - - -2,7%
DT General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases 80 79 78 78 75 76 70 -11,7% -1,0% -0,9% -0,7% -3,5% 2,0%

DT Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) = = = NA 13 8 17 = - - - - -33,0%
DT Non litigious land registry cases 10 23 13 13 15 10 10 -1,4% 135,0% -43,4% -1,4% 20,7% -35,8%
DT Non-litigious business registry cases NA NA 0 5 6 5 32 = - - - 20,7% -13,7%

DT Other registry cases - - - NA NAP NAP NAP - = - - |
DT Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NAP NAP NAP - - - - -
DT Administrative law cases NA NAP NAP NA NAP 380 446 - - - - -
DT Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) 30 32 32 36 39 38 38 5,1% 0,0% 12,6% 8,8% -2,4%

Table 3.3.1 (all years) First instance courts, number of cases for specific case categories i(litigious divorce, employment dismissal and insolvency cases) (Q101)

101.1.1 Pending cases on 1 Jan. Litigious divorce case 3054 2 920 2 830 3004 2872 2 765 2 617 -14,3% -4,4% -3,1% 6,1% -4,4% -3, 7%
101.1.2 Pending cases on 1 Jan. Employment dismissal case NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
101.1.3 Pending cases on 1 Jan. Insolvency = 11 557 11 365 10 841 10 179 10 150 9 548 - - -1,7% -4,6% -6,1% -0,3%
101.2.1 Incoming cases_Litigious divorce case 6 852 6 354 6 237 6214 5992 5782 5767 -15,8% -7,3% -1,8% -0,4% -3,6% -3,5%
101.2.2 Incoming cases_Employment dismissal case NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
101.2.3 Incoming cases_Insolvency - 26 152 24 861 23 944 24 365 23 556 22 406 - - -4,9% -3,7% 1,8% -3,3%
101.3.1 Resolved cases_Litigious divorce case 6917 6 444 6 063 6 346 6 099 5930 5684 -17,8% -6,8% -5,9% 4,7% -3,9% -2,8%
101.3.2 Resolved cases_Employment dismissal case NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
101.3.3 Resolved cases_Insolvency - 26 344 25 385 24 606 24 394 24 158 22 032 - - -3,6% -3,1% -0,9% -1,0%
101.4.1 Pending cases on 31 Dec. Litigious divorce case 2 989 2 830 3004 2872 2 765 2617 2 700 -9,7% -5,3% 6,1% -4,4% -3, 7% -5,4%
101.4.2 Pending cases on 31 Dec. Employment dismissal case NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
101.4.3 Pending cases on 31 Dec. Insolvency - 11 365 10 841 10 179 10 150 9548 9922 - - -4,6% -6,1% -0,3% -5,9%

Table 3.4.1 (all years) First instance courts: Clearance rate and disposition time (litigious divorce, employment dismissal and insolvency cases) (Q101)

Table 3.4.2 and 3.4.3 First instance courts: Variation of clearance rate and disposition time between 2010 and 2013 (litigious divorce, employment dismissal and insolvency cases) (Q101)

CR Litigious divorce cases 100,9% 101,4% 97,2% 102,1% 101,8% 102,6% 98,6% -2,4% 0,5% -4,1% 5,1% -0,3% 0,8%

CR Employment dismissal cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - = 1

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
in the EU Member States 20/769



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

Variations

2010- 2010- 2012- 2013- 2014- 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
0 2

Austria (2010-2017) data tables

CR Insolvency cases - 100,7% 102,1% 102,8% 100,1% 102,6% 98,3% - - 1,4% ,6% -2,6% 4%
DT Litigious divorce cases 158 160 181 165 165 161 173 9,9% 1,6% 12,8% -8,7% 0,2% -2,7%
DT Employment dismissal cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - -

DT Insolvency cases - 157 156 151 152 144 164 - - -1,0% -3,1% 0,6% -5,0%

Table 3.5.1.1 to 3.5.1.4 Second instance courts: Number of other than criminal cases (Q97)

97..1..1 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Total of other than 6 362 6 284 5 614 5312 5 180 5 248 5001 -21.4% -1.2% -10,7% -5.4% -2.5% 1,3%
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

97.1.2 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Civil (and

) . NA NA NA NA NA NA NA = = = = |
commercial) litigious cases
97.1.3 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious cases i _ ) NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ |
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
97.1.4 2nq inst cou_r_ts__Pendlng cases on 1 Jan. General civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ |
commercial) non-litigious cases
97.1.5 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Registry cases

- - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - |

(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
97.;.6 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious land i ) _ NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ |
registry cases
97.1_.7 2nd |n§t courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non-litigious NA NA NA NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ |
business registry cases
97.1.8 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other registry NA NA NA NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ |
cases
97.1.9 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other non-litigious i ) ) NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ |
cases
97.1.10 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Administrative law NA NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP _ _ _ _ |
cases
97.1.11 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other cases (e.g. NA NA NA NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ |

insolvency registry cases)

97.2.1 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal 33111 29 919 29 144 28 328 27 818 27 320 26 398 -20.3% -9.6% -2.6% -2.8% -1,8% -1,8%
law cases (1+2+3+4)

97.2.2 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial)

L NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
litigious cases
97.2.3 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious cases

= = - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
97.2.4 2nq inst cou_r_ts._lncomlng cases_General civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
97.2.5 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry cases

= = - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
97.2.6 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious land registry i ) ) NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
cases
97.?.7 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
registry cases
97.2.8 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
97.2.9 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases = = = NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
97.2.10 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases NA NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP - - - - - -
97.2.11 2nd |ns_t courts_Incoming cases_Other cases (e.g. NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
insolvency registry cases)
97.3.1 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal 32 884 30 589 29 446 28 460 27 750 27 567 26 396 119.7% 7.0% -3.7% -3.3% -2.5% -0.7%
law cases (1+2+3+4)
9732 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial) NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
litigious cases
97.3.3 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases

- - - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
97.3.4 2nq inst cou'r'ts._Resolved cases_General civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
97.3.5 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry cases

- - - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
97.3.6 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry i ) ) NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
cases
97.3.7 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
registry cases
97.3.8 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
97.3.9 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
97.3.10 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases NA NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP - - - - - |-
97.3.11 2nd |ns't courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (e.g. NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
insolvency registry cases)
97..4..1 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Total of other than 6 589 5614 5312 5180 5 248 5001 5003 24.1% 14.8% 5.4% 2.5% 1,3% 4.7%
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)
97.4.2 2nq |ns't .cc?urts_Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. Civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
commercial) litigious cases
97.4.3 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious i ) ) NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)
97.4.4 2nq inst cou.r.ts._Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. General civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
97.4.5 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Registry cases

- - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
97.4.“6 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious land i ) ) NA NA NA NA : : : : 1
registry cases
97.4..7 2nd |n§t courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non-litigious NA NA NA NA NA NA NA : : : : 1
business registry cases
97.4.8 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other registry NA NA NA NA NA NA NA : : : : 1
cases
97.4.9 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other non- i ) ) NA NA NA NA : : : : 1

litigious cases
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Austria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015-
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

97.4.10 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Administrative

NA NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP - - - - - -
law cases

97.4.11 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other cases (e.g.

; . NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - = = |
insolvency registry cases)

Table 3.6.1: Second instance courts, clearance rate (in %) in different types of other than criminal law cases (Q97)

Table 3.6.2: Second instance courts, disposition time (in days) in different types of other than criminal law cases (Q97)

CR Total of other than criminal law cases 99,3% 102,2% 101,0% 100,5% 99,8% 100,9% 100,0% 0,7% 2,9% -1,2% -0,6% -0,7% 1,2%
CR Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - = = o |
CR Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) - - - NA NA NA NA - = = o |
CR General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - |
CR Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) - - - NA NA NA NA - - - = |
CR Non litigious land registry cases - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
CR Non-litigious business registry cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - = =B
CR Other registry cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - = =B
CR Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NA NA NA - o = - |
CR Administrative law cases NA NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP - - - - o=
CR Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - o=
DT Total of other than criminal law cases 73 67 66 66 69 66 69 -5,4% -8,4% -1,7% 0,9% 3,9% -4,1%
DT Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - o=
DT Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
DT General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
DT Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - =]=
DT Non litigious land registry cases = = = NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
DT Non-litigious business registry cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - = =]=
DT Other registry cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
DT Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - 15
DT Administrative law cases NA NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP - - - - -
DT Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-

Table 3.7.1.1to 3.1.1.4: Supreme courts, number of other than criminal law cases (Q99)

99_.1._1 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Total of other than 770 693 ) 730 889 2935 2621 240,4%
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.1.2 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Civil (and

AR NA NA = NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
commercial) litigious cases
99.1.3 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious : _ _ NA NA NA NA : , : : |-
cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)
99.1.4 ng'h inst co'u.rtg_Pendlng cases on 1 Jan. General civil (and NA NA _ NA NA NA NA : : . : |-
commercial) non-litigious cases
99.1.5 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Registry cases

- - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -

(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
99.;.6 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious land : _ _ NA NA NA NA : : . : |-
registry cases
99.1..7 High mst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non-litigious NA NA _ NA NA NA NA : , : : |-
business registry cases
99.1.8 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other registry NA NA _ NA NA NA NA : , : : |-
cases
99.1.9 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other non-litigious i _ _ NA NA NA NA ) ) , : |-
cases
99.1.10 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Administrative NA NA _ NA NA 2148 1834 ) , , : |-
law cases
99.1.11 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other cases (e.g. NA NA _ NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ |

insolvency registry cases)
99.2.1 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal 2 489 2483 ) 2396 2516 6703 8 233 230,8% -0.2% ) ) 5.0% 166,4%
law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.2.2 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial)

L NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
litigious cases
99.2.3 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious cases i ) ) NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) |
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
99.2.4 ng.h inst co.u.rt.s_lncommg cases_General civil (and NA NA ) NA NA NA NA : : : : 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
99.2.5 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry cases

- - - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
99.2.6 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious land registry i ) ) NA NA NA NA : : : : 1
cases
99.?.7 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business NA NA ) NA NA NA NA : : : : 1
registry cases
99.2.8 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
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Variations
Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015

99.2.9 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - |

99.2.10 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases NA NA - NA NA 4 250 5780 - - - - - -

99.2.11 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Other cases (e.g.
insolvency registry cases)

99.3.1 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal 2470 2249 i 2937 2618 7 152 7933 221 2% 8.9% . . 17.0% 173,2%
law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.3.2 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial)

NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -

L NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - = S E
litigious cases
99.3.3 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases i ) ) NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) |
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
99.3.4 ng.h inst co.u.rt.s_ResoIved cases_General civil (and NA NA ) NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) |
commercial) non-litigious cases
99.3.5 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry cases

= = - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - o
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
99.3.6 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry i ) ) NA NA NA NA ) _ _ _ |
cases
99.:_3.7 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business NA NA ) NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ |
registry cases
99.3.8 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
99.3.9 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases = = - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
99.3.10 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases NA NA - NA NA 4 642 5423 - - - = |
99.3.11 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (e.g. NA NA ) NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ |

insolvency registry cases)

99.4.1 ng_h inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Total of other 789 882 ) 889 787 2486 2921 270,2% 11,8% ) ) 11.5% 215,9%
than criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.4.2 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Civil (and

A NA NA = NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
commercial) litigious cases
99.4.3 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious i _ ) NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ 1
cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)
99.4.4 ng_h inst co_u_rt_s_Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. General civil (and NA NA ) NA NA NA NA : : . ; |
commercial) non-litigious cases
99.4.5 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Registry cases

- - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -

(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
99.4.6 Hl_gh inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious i _ _ NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ 1
land registry cases
99.4_.7 High |r?st courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non-litigious NA NA _ NA NA NA NA . ) , ; |
business registry cases
99.4.8 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other registry NA NA _ NA NA NA NA . ) , ; |
cases
9949 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other non- i _ _ NA NA NA NA . ) ; ; |
litigious cases
99.4.10 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Administrative NA NA _ NA NA 1756 2191 . . , ; |
law cases
99.4.11 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other cases NA NA _ NA NA NA NA . ) , ; |

(e.g. insolvency registry cases)

Table 3.8.1: Supreme courts, clearance rate (in %) in different types of other than criminal law cases (Q97)

Table 3.8.2: Supreme courts, disposition time (in days) in different types of other than criminal law cases (Q97)

CR Total of other than criminal law cases 99,2% 90,6% - 93,4% 104,1% 106,7% 96,4% -2,9% -8,7% - - 11,4% 2,5%
CR Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - - -1
CR Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) = = = NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
CR General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
CR Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - SE
CR Non litigious land registry cases - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
CR Non-litigious business registry cases NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - - SE
CR Other registry cases NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - - SE
CR Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - |
CR Administrative law cases NA NA - NA NA 109,2% 93,8% - - - - -
CR Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
DT Total of other than criminal law cases 117 143 - 145 110 127 134 15,3% - - 15,6%
DT Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
DT Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - SE
DT General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - - SE
DT Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
DT Non litigious land registry cases - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
DT Non-litigious business registry cases NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
DT Other registry cases NA NA - NA NA NA NA - - - = |
DT Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NA NA NA = o - - |
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Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1,

Q3, Q5)

Austria (2010-2017) data tables

2010-
2017

Variations

DT Administrative law cases

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

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

138

NA

147 -

NA -

2010- 2012- 2013- 2014- 2015-
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Table 3.9.1 to 3.9.10 Fist instance courts: Caseload in the EU of other than criminal cases pe 100 inhabitants (Q1, Q91)

Table 3.9.9 to 3.9.10 Fist instance courts: Variation of caseload in the EU of other than criminal cases pe 100 inhabitants (Q1, Q91)

Q1. Number of inhabitants
91.1.1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.1.2 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
commercial) litigious cases

91.1.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.1.4 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
commercial) non-litigious cases

91.1.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.1.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
registry cases

91.1.7 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
business registry cases

91.1.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

91.1.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
cases

91.1.10 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

cases

91.1.11 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

insolvency registry cases)

Total of other than

Civil (and

Non litigious cases

General civil (and

Registry cases

Non litigious land

Non-litigious

Other registry cases

Other non-litigious

Administrative law

Other cases (e.g.

91.2.1 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal

law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.2.2 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial)

litigious cases

91.2.3 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litig
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.2.4 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_General
commercial) non-litigious cases

91.2.5 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.2.6 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litig
cases

ious cases

civil (and

cases

ious land registry

91.2.7 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business

registry cases

91.2.8 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases

91.2.9 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases

91.2.10 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases

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

insolvency registry cases)

91.3.1 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal

law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.3.2 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial)

litigious cases

91.3.3 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases

(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.3.4 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_General civil (and

commercial) non-litigious cases

91.3.5 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

cases

91.3.6 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry

cases

91.3.7 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litig
registry cases

ious business

91.3.8 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases

91.3.9 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases

91.3.10 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases

91.3.11 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other ¢
insolvency registry cases)

ases (e.g.

91.4.1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. ‘14_Total of other

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

91.4.2 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

commercial) litigious cases

91.4.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.4.4 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

(and commercial) non-litigious cases

91.4.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.4.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

land registry cases

91.4.7 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

business registry cases

91.4.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

cases

91.4.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

litigious cases

‘14_Civil (and

‘“14_Non litigious

‘“14_General civil

‘14_Registry cases

‘14_Non litigious

‘14_Non-litigious

‘“14_Other registry

‘14_Other non-
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8 387 742

544 991

39 860

420 452

16 235

NA

NA

48 835

3 600 472

112772

1873 908

682 554

265 326

NA

605 186

3607 341

112 870

1883 227

680 712

NA

NA

604 261

538 122

39 762

411 133

18 077

NA

8 451 860

504 481

39 530

397 948

17 205

NA

NAP

49 798

3 489 286

104 365

1775035

689 005

335 857

NAP

585 024

3476 472

104 977

1786 647

664 726

335 857

NAP

584 265

517 295

38 918

386 336

41 484

NA

8 485 300

517 264

38 918

386 305

41 484

NAP

50 557

3386 071

101 157

1777 887

643 064

307 976

NAP

565 987

3411 960

102 190

1782 384

661 192

307 976

NAP

558 218

491 375

37 885

381 808

23 356

8 584 926

NA

37 885

NA

381 808

NA

23 356

3223

NA

NA

NA

48 324

NA

95 412

NA

1741 644

NA

648 601

285 996

NA

NA

NA

513 877

NA

98 229

NA

1751110

NA

626 850

285 594

NA

NA

NA

512 284

NA

35 068

NA

372 342

NA

21827

3625

NA

NA

8 700 471

482 779

35 068

397 794

372 342

25452

21 827

3625

NAP

NAP

NAP

49 917

3 287 147

91 057

2 684 699

1721024

963 675

684 737

278 938

NAP

NAP

NAP

511 391

3293774

92 903

2693 376

1737 005

956 371

678 073

278 298

NAP

NAP

NAP

507 495

476 152

33 222

389 117

356 361

32 756

28 491

4 265

NAP

NAP

8 739 806

524 240

33 222

388 908

356 361

32 556

28 491

4 056

NAP

NAP

48 297

53 813

3284 414

84 708

2641124

1670674

970 450

683 624

286 826

NAP

NAP

56 583

501 999

3298 090

86 398

2 656 631

1676 141

980 490

693 404

287 086

NAP

NAP

51 395

503 666

510 564

31532

373 401

350 894

22 507

18 711

3796

NAP

NAP

8 795 073 4,9%
530 969 -2,6%
31532
390 281 .
350894  -16,5%
39 387 .
18711  153%
20 676 -
NAP :

NAP :

57 010 :
52 146 6,8%
3229560  -10,3%
84 716
2569 287 :
1644273  -12,3%
925 014 :
633 837 -7,1%
291 177 9,7%
NAP :

NAP -

74 227 -
501330  -17,2%
3248 636 -9,9%
83 811

2 604 602 -
1682179  -10,7%
922 423 -
635 904 -6,6%
286 519 -
NAP -

NAP -

59 035 -
501188  -17,1%
523 071 -2,8%
32437 -18,4%
366 144 -
324 166
41 978 -

16 644 SR 1295%|  -43,7%

25 334 -

NAP -

NAP -

0,8% 0,4%
-7,4% 2,5%
-0,8% -1,5%
-5,4% -2,9%

6,0% 141,1% -43,7%

2,0% 1,5%
-3,1% -3,0%
-7,5% -3,1%
-5,3% 0,2%

0,9% -6,7%
26,6% -8,3%
-3,3% -5,0%
-3,6% -1,9%
-7,0% -2,7%
-5,1% -0,2%
-2,3% -0,5%

= -8,3%
-3,3% -4,5%
-3,9% -5,0%
-2,1% -2,7%
-6,0% -1,2%

1,2%

-2,7%

-1,2%

-4,4%

-5,7%

-2,0%

0,9%

-7,1%

-7,6%

-3,9%

-1,8%

-5,2%

-7,3%

-8,2%

-7,4%

-2,5%

1,3%

-7,4%

-2,5%

-6,5%

12,5%

3,3%

-4,6%

-1,2%

5,6%

-2,5%

-0,5%

-5,4%

-0,8%

8,2%

-2,6%

-0,9%

-5,3%

0,5%
8,6%
-5,3%
-2,2%
-4,3%

11,9%

7,8%
-0,1%
-7,0%
-1,6%
-2,9%

0,7%
-0,2%

2,8%

-1,8%
0,1%
-7,0%
-1,4%
-3,5%
2,5%
2,3%

3,2%

-0,8%

7,2%

-5,1%

-6,5% 30,5% -34,3%

17,7%

-11,0%
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Austria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015

91.4.10 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

‘14_Administrative law cases NA NAP NAP NA NAP 53 485 72202 : : : : |

91.4.11 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. ‘14_Other cases

. ; 49 760 50 557 48 326 49 917 53 813 52 146 52 288 5,1% 1,6% -4,4% 3,3% 7,8% -3,1%
(e.g. insolvency registry cases)

Indicator 4: Systems for measuring and evaluating the performance of courts

Table 4.1: Modalities of monitoring systems (Q81, Q70)

81 Are individual courts required to prepare an annual activity

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - - -
report?
70.1.1 Nr_Incoming cases Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - - -
70.1.2 Nr_Decisions delivered Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - -||-
70.1.3 Nr_Postponed cases Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - -||-
70.1.4 Length of proceedings (timeframes) Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - - |-
70.1.5 Age of cases - - - Yes Yes Yes Yes - o = - e
70.1.6 Other Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - -|-

Table 4.2: Performance and evaluation of the judicial systems (Q77, Q73, Q73.1, Q66, Q67)

66 Qlty standards formulated_jud system No No No No No No No - - - - o=
67 Specialised court staff entrusted_qlty standards No No No No No No No - - - - o=
73 Regular system_evaluation_performance_each court Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - o=
73.1 Is this evaluation of the court activity used for the later

. . . = = = Yes Yes Yes Yes = = = = |-
allocation of means to this court? (new question)
77 Perf and quality indicators of court activities Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - o=

Indicator 5: Legal aid

Table 5.1: Type of legal aid (other than criminal cases) (Q16)

16.1.1 Legal aid applies to representation in court (criminal cases) Yes Yes - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - - -

16.1.2 Legal aid applies to legal advice (criminal cases) Yes Yes - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - = =]=

16.2.1 Legal aid applies to representation in court (other than
criminal cases)

16.2.2 Legal aid applies to legal advice (other than criminal cases) Yes Yes - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - - -

Table 5.2: Legal aid coverage (Q17)

17 Legal aid included the coverage of or the exemption from court
fees

Table 5.3.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid by type (Q12)

12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) -

Yes Yes - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - - -

18 400 000 19 000 000 19 000 000 19 000 000 19 000 000 19 500 000 19 500 000 6,0% 3,3% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 2,6%
Total (12.1 + 12.2)
12.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i na NA NA NA NA NA . . : : 1
cases brought to court - Total
12.2 Apl'!ual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i na NA NA NA NA NA . . : : 1
non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total
12 Annqal'approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - NA ) ) NA NA NA NA . . : : 1
Total criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2)
12.1 Annual approved public bqugt allocated to legal aid (in €) for i na NA NA NA NA NA . . : : 1
cases brought to court - Total criminal cases
12.2 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) tor
non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total criminal - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
[aF= 21
12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - ) )
Total other than criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2) NA NA NA NA NA
12.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i na NA NA NA NA NA . . . . 1

cases brought to court - Total other than criminal cases

12.2 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) tor

non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total other than - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
criminal caces

12 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) -

- - - - - - - - 0, - 0,
Total (12.1 + 12.2) 21 070 101 20 800 000 19 700 000 18 860 000 1,3% 5,3%
12.1 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) i ) ) NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) |
for cases brought to court - Total
12.2 Ann.u.al.lmplemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) i ) ) NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) |
for non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total
12 Anmfal.lmplemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - i ) ) NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) |
Total criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2)
12.1 Annual implemented public bqugt allocated to legal aid (in €) i ) ) NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) |
for cases brought to court - Total criminal cases
12.2 Annual Implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
for non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total criminal - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -

fAases|
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Austria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2012- | 2013- | 2014-
2013 2014 2015

12 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) -
Total criminal other than criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
for cases brought to court - Total other than criminal cases

12.2 Annual Implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
for non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total other - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
than eriminal caces

Q1. Number of inhabitants 8 387 742 8 451 860 8 485 300 8 584 926 8 700 471 8 739 806 - - 0,8% 0,4% 1,2% 1,3% 0,5%
12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - 18400000 19000000 19000000 19 000 000 19 000 000 19 500 000 - - 3,3% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 2,6%
Total (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i na NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) ) |

cases brought to court - Total

12.2 I_\r_m_ual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i na NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) ) |
non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total

12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - ) ) _ ) ) ) ) |

Total criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2) NA NA NA NA

12.1 Annual approved public bu@ggt allocated to legal aid (in €) for i na NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) ) |

cases brought to court - Total criminal cases

12.2 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) tor

non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total criminal - - - NA NA NA - - - - = |

[a= LY 21N

12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - ) ) ) ) ) ) ) |

Total other than criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2) NA NA NA NA

12.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i na NA NA NA NA _ ) ) ) ) |

cases brought to court - Total other than criminal cases

12.2 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) tor

non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total other than - - - NA NA NA - - - - - - -
criminal caces

8.1.1 Have litigants to pay taxes to start a proceeding - Criminal
cases

No No - No No No No - - - - =]=

8.1.2 Have litigants to pay taxes to start a proceeding - Other cases Yes Yes - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - o=

Table 5.7 (EC): Coverage of legal aid (other than criminal cases) (Q16, Q17, Q18, Q19)

16.1.1 Legal aid applies to representation in court (criminal cases) Yes Yes - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - 15
16.1.2 Legal aid applies to legal advice (criminal cases) Yes Yes - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - = =]=
iﬁ.;.ilrl;fgzésigi applies to representation in court (other than Yes Yes i Yes Yes Yes Yes _ _ _ _ |
16.2.2 Legal aid applies to legal advice (other than criminal cases) Yes Yes - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - 15
17 Legal aid included the coverage of or the exemption from court 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 _ _ _ _ |

fees

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

Table 6.1 (EC) Centralised databases for decision support (Q62.4)

62.4 Is there a centralised national case law database? - - - = o - - - - - - |-

62.4.1.1 Is there a centralised national case law database? - - - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - -1
62.4.2.1 All matters - Equipment rate - - - 100% 100% 100% 100% - - - - 0,0% 0,0%
62.4.2.2 All matters - Link to ECHR case law - - - No No No No - - - - - |-
62.4.2.3 All matters - Name(s) of the database(s) - - - ww.ris.bka.gv.at onssystem, JUDOK inzdokumentation) inzdokumentation) - - - - -

62.4.3.1 Civil - Equipment rate - - - = = o - - - - - |

62.4.3.2 Civil - Link to ECHR case law - - - o o - - - - - - |

62.4.3.3 Civil - Name(s) of the database(s) - - - - = . - - - - - |

62.4.5.1 Administrative - Equipment rate - - - - - - = - - - - |

62.4.5.2 Administrative - Link to ECHR case law - - - = . - - - - - - |

62.4.5.3 Administrative - Name(s) of the database(s) - - - - - - = = = - - |

62.4.6.1 Other - Equipment rate - - - - = = - - - - - |

62.4.6.2 Other - Link to ECHR case law - - - . o - - - - - - |

62.4.6.3 Other - Name(s) of the database(s) - - - - = . - - - - - |

63.1 Is there a case management system? - - - - - . - - - - - |

63.1.1.1 Is there a case management system? - - - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - - -

63.1.2.1 All matters - Equipment rate - - - 100% 100% 100% 100% - - - - 0,0% 0,0%
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Austria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations
Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

63.1.2.2 All matters - Centralised database = = = Yes Yes NR NR - - - - - -
63.1.2.3 All matters - Early warning signals = = = Yes Yes NR NR - - - - - -
63.1.2.4 All matters - Name(s) of the system(s) = = - ation Justiz (VJ) tomation Justiz (VJ) mation Justiz (VJ) mation Justiz (VJ) - - - - - -

63.1.3.1 Civil - Equipment rate - - - = 5 - - - - - - |

63.1.3.2 Civil - Centralised database - - = o - - - - - - . 1

63.1.3.3 Civil - Early warning signals - - - = 5 - - - - - - |

63.1.3.4 Civil - Name(s) of the system(s) - - - = 5 - - - - - - |

63.1.5.1 Administrative - Equipment rate - - - = = 5 - - - - - |

63.1.5.2 Administrative - Centralised database - - = o = - - - - - - |

63.1.5.3 Administrative - Early warning signals - - - - = = 5 - - - - |

63.1.5.4 Administrative - Name(s) of the system(s) - - - - - = 5 . - - - |

63.1.6.1 Other - EQuipment rate - - - = = o o - - - - |

63.1.6.2 Other - Centralised database - - = = = - - - - - - |

63.1.6.3 Other - Early warning signals - - - - = = = = - - - |

63.1.6.4 Other - Name(s) of the system(s) - - - = . - - - - - - |

63.3.1.1 Are there tools of producing courts activity statistics? - - - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - = =]=

, professionals and/or court users (Q64.2

64.2 Is there a possibility to submit a case to courts by electronic

= = = Yes Yes Yes Yes = = = = - -
means?
64.2.2.1 All matters - Equipment rate = = = 100% 100% 100% 100% - - - - 0,0% 0,0%
64.2.2.2 All matters - Submission of cases in paper form remains i ) ) No NR No No ) ) ) ) 1
mandatory
64.2.2.3 All matters - Specific legislative framework authorising the i ) ) Yes Yes Yes Yes ) ) ) ) 1

submission of a case

64.2.2.4 All matters - Name(s) of the software dealing with online

e e = = = - scher Rechtsverkehr OpenDocument  OpenDocument - - - - - |-

64.2.3.1 Civil - Equipment rate - - - - - NR NR - = = - 1
64.2.3.2 Civil - Submission of cases in paper form remains
mandatory

64.2.3.3 Civil - Specific legislative framework authorising the
submission of a case

64.2.3.4 Civil - Name(s) of the software dealing with online

submission of cases

64.2.5.1 Administrative - EqQuipment rate = = = = = NR NR - - - - - |-
64.2.5.2 Administrative - Submission of cases in paper form

remains mandatory

64.2.5.3 Administrative - Specific legislative framework authorising
the submission of a case

64.2.5.4 Administrative - Name(s) of the software dealing with

online submission of cases

64.2.6.1 Other - EQuipment rate - - - - - NR NR - - - - - |-
64.2.6.2 Other - Submission of cases in paper form remains

mandatory

64.2.6.3 Other - Specific legislative framework authorising the
submission of a case

64.2.6.4 Other - Name(s) of the software dealing with online
submission of cases

64.5 Is it possible to monitor the stages of an online judicial

. = = = Yes Yes No No - - - - -
proceeding?
64.5.2.1 All matters - Equipment rate - - - 50-99% 50-99% - - - - - - - |-
64.5.2.2 All matters - Monitoring linked to the case management
- - - Yes Yes - - - - - - - -
system
64.5.2.3 All matters - Monitoring including the publication of an
. . = = = Yes Yes - - - - - - |-
online decision
64.5.2.4 All matters - Do court users have to pay? - - - No No - - - - - - |-

64.5.2.5 All matters - Name of the software used for the online

- - - - -1ische Akteneinsicht - - - - - = |
monitoring

64.5.3.1 Civil - Equipment rate - - - - - . - - - - - |

64.5.3.2 Civil - Monitoring linked to the case management system - - - - - = = = - - - |

64.5.3.3 Civil - Monitoring including the publication of an online
decision

64.5.3.4 Civil - Do court users have to pay? - - - - - . - - - - - |

64.5.3.5 Civil - Name of the software used for the online monitoring - - - - - - = = = = - |

64.5.5.1 Administrative - Equipment rate - - - - - - . - - - - |

64.5.5.2 Administrative - Monitoring linked to the case management
system
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Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010

64.5.5.3 Administrative - Monitoring including the publication of an
online decision

64.5.5.4 Administrative - Do court users have to pay?

64.5.5.5 Administrative - Name of the software used for the online
monitoring

64.5.6.1 Other - Equipment rate

64.5.6.2 Other - Monitoring linked to the case management system

64.5.6.3 Other - Monitoring including the publication of an online
decision

64.5.6.4 Other - Do court users have to pay?

64.5.6.5 Other - Name of the software used for the online monitoring

64.6.1.1 Are there possibilities of electronic communication
between courts and lawyers?

64.6.2.1 All matters - Equipment rate
64.6.2.2 All matters - Submission of a case to a court

64.6.2.3 All matters - Pre-hearing phases

64.6.2.4 All matters - Schedule of hearings and/or appeals
management

64.6.2.5 All matters - Transmission of courts decisions
64.6.2.6 All matters - E-mail

64.6.2.7 All matters - Specific computer application
64.6.2.8 All matters - Other

64.6.2.9 All matters - Specific legal framework

64.6.3.1 Civil - Equipment rate

64.6.3.2 Civil - Submission of a case to a court

64.6.3.3 Civil - Pre-hearing phases

64.6.3.4 Civil - Schedule of hearings and/or appeals management
64.6.3.5 Civil - Transmission of courts decisions

64.6.3.6 Civil - E-mail

64.6.3.7 Civil - Specific computer application

64.6.3.8 Civil - Other

64.6.3.9 Civil - Specific legal framework

64.6.5.1 Administrative - Equipment rate

64.6.5.2 Administrative - Submission of a case to a court

64.6.5.3 Administrative - Pre-hearing phases

64.6.5.4 Administrative - Schedule of hearings and/or appeals
management

64.6.5.5 Administrative - Transmission of courts decisions
64.6.5.6 Administrative - E-mail

64.6.5.7 Administrative - Specific computer application
64.6.5.8 Administrative - Other

64.6.5.9 Administrative - Specific legal framework

64.6.6.1 Other - EQuipment rate

64.6.6.2 Other - Submission of a case to a court

64.6.6.3 Other - Pre-hearing phases

64.6.6.4 Other - Schedule of hearings and/or appeals management
64.6.6.5 Other - Transmission of courts decisions

64.6.6.6 Other - E-mail

64.6.6.7 Other - Specific computer application

64.6.6.8 Other - Other

64.6.6.9 Other - Specific legal framework

64.8.1.1 Is there a device for electronic signatures of documents
between courts, users and/or professionals?

64.8.2.1 All matters - Equipment rate

64.8.2.2 All matters - Conclusions exchanged between lawyers
aimed at a court
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Yes
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Yes
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Yes
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Yes

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

100%

Yes

2016

Yes

100%

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes
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NR

Yes

100%
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Austria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations
Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015

64.8.2.3 All matters - Judicial administration deeds - - - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - 1
64.8.2.4 All matters - Decisions of other courts - - - Yes Yes No No - - - - 1
64.8.2.5 All matters - Other - - - Yes Yes No No = o o - |
64.8.2.6 All matters - Signature mandatory on a paper original - - - No No No No - - - - - -
64.8.2.7 All matters - Specific legal framework - - - Yes Yes Yes Yes - o o - |
64.8.3.1 Civil - Equipment rate - - - - - NR NR - = o - |

64.8.3.2 Civil - Conclusions exchanged between lawyers aimed at a
court

64.8.3.3 Civil - Judicial administration deeds - - - = o - - - - - - 1

64.8.3.4 Civil - Decisions of other courts - - = o = - - - - - - |

64.8.3.5 Civil - Other - = o = - - - - - - . oE

64.8.3.6 Civil - Signature mandatory on a paper original - - - - = 5 - - - - - |

64.8.3.7 Civil - Specific legal framework - - - - = 5 - - - - - |

64.8.5.1 Administrative - EQuipment rate - - - - - NR NR - = = - |

64.8.5.2 Administrative - Conclusions exchanged between lawyers
aimed at a court

64.8.5.3 Administrative - Judicial administration deeds - = = = = = - - - - - |

64.8.5.4 Administrative - Decisions of other courts - - = = o = - - - - - |

64.8.5.5 Administrative - Other - = = o = - - - - - - |

64.8.5.6 Administrative - Signature mandatory on a paper original - - - - = = - - - - - |

64.8.5.7 Administrative - Specific legal framework - - - - = = = = = - - |

64.8.6.1 Other - EqQuipment rate = = = = = NR NR - = = = |

64.8.6.2 Other - Conclusions exchanged between lawyers aimed at a
court

64.8.6.3 Other - Judicial administration deeds - - = = o = - - - - - |

64.8.6.4 Other - Decisions of other courts - - = = o = - - - - - |

64.8.6.5 Other - Other - = = o = - - - - - - |

64.8.6.6 Other - Signature mandatory on a paper original - - - - - = = - - - - |

64.8.6.7 Other - Specific legal framework - - - - - = - - - - - |-

65-4 Measurment of actual benefits resulting from one or several

. . = = = Yes Yes No No = = = = |-
components of your information system
65-5 Global securlty'pollcy regarding the information system based i ) ) Yes Yes Yes Yes ) ) ) ) 1
on independent audits or other
65-6 A law guarantee the protection of personal data handled by i ) ) Yes Yes Yes Yes ) ) ) ) 1

courts

Indicator 7: Career and status of judges

Table 7.1 (EC): Trainings for judges (Q127)

127.1.1 Judges training: Initial Tr Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory - - - - - |-
127.1.2 Judges training: Gen in-service Tr Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional - - - - - -
127.1.3 Judges training: In serv Tr_jud_funct Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional - - - - -
127.1.4 Judges training: In serv Tr_management Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional - - - - - -
127.1.5 Judges training: In serv Tr_use of computer Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional - - - - - -

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

Table 8.1 Number of accredited or registered mediators (absolute values and per 100 000 inhabitants) in 2012, 2013 and(Q1, Q166)

166 Number of accredited or registered mediators who practice

judicial mediation: NA 2400 2400 2 456 2313 2562 2234 = = 0,0% 2,3% -5,8% 10,8%

Table 8.2 and 8.3 (EC): Availability of alternative dispute methods in (Q163, Q168)

163-1.1 Provision of mandatory mediation procedures_before going
to court!

163-1.2 Provision of mandatory mediation procedures_ordered by a

; . . - Yes - Yes - Yes Yes - - - - - -
judge in a course of jud. proc.!
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Austria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic
data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 AONRSS 2016

Indicator 9: Professionals of justice

Table 9.1.1 and 9.1.2 Number of professional judges (absolute number, per 100 000 inhabitants and variations) (Q1, Q46)

Table 9.1.3 and 9.1.3b Distribution of professional judges by instances and per 100 000 inhabitants (Q46)
Table 9.1.4 to 9.1.7 Distribution of male and female professional judges within the total number of professional judges in first instance in 2010 and 2012 (Q46)
Table 9.5.1 (EC) Number of professional judges sitting in courts per 100 000 inhabitants (Q1, Q46)
Table 9.2.1to 9.2.3 Total number of non-judge staff (absolute number and per 100 000 inhabitants) and its distribution per category (Q1, Q52)

Table 9.2.4 Number of non-judge staff vs professional judges (values per 100 000 inhabitants) (Q1, Q46, Q52)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 8 387 742 8 451 860 8 485 300 8 584 926 8700 471 8 739 806 8 795 073 4,9% 0,8% 0,4% 1,2% 1,3% 0,5%

46.1.1 Total Number of professional judges 1491 1547 1565 1620 1621 2397 2478 66,2% 3,7% 1,2% 3,5% 0,1% 47,9%

46.1.2 Number of 1st inst professional judges 1263 1325 1341 1224 1223 1935 1952 54,6% 4,9% 1,3% -8,7% -0,1% 58,2%

46.1.3 Number of 2nd inst professional judges 173 157 160 330 331 328 326 88,4% -9,2% 1,8% 106,4% 0,3% -0,9%

46.1.4 Number of Supreme court professional judges 55 65 63 66 67 134 133 141,8% 18,0% -2,2% 4,0% 1,5% 100,0%

46.2.1 Number of professional judges_males 773 791 784 790 791 1215 1 260 63,0% 2,4% -1,0% 0,8% 0,1% 53,6%

46.2.2 Number of 1st instance professional judges_males 624 653 647 556 559 938 939 50,5% 4,6% -0,9% -14,1% 0,5% 67,8%

N
3
3

46.2.3 Number of 2nd instance professional judges_males 108 94 94 191 188 183 181 67,6% -13,4% 0,2% 103,9% -1,6%

46.2.4 Number of Supreme court professional judges_males 41 45 43 43 44 94 92 124,4% 9,9% -5,0% 0,5% 2,3%
46.3.1 Number of professional judges_females 718 755 781 830 830 1182 1218 69,6% 5,2% 3,4% 6,3% 0,0%
46.3.2 Number of 1st inst professional judges_females 639 672 694 668 664 997 1013 58,5% 5,1% 3,3% -3,8% -0,6%
46.3.3 Number of 2nd inst professional judges_females 65 64 66 139 143 145 145 123,1% -2,1% 4,1% 2,9% 1,4%
46.3.4 Number of Supreme court professional judges_females 14 20 21 23 23 40 41 192,9% 4,0% 11,3% 0,0% 73,9%
52.1.1 Total Number of non judge staff who are working in courts 4642 4631 4 698 4 705 4735 5544 5544 19,4% -0,2% 1,4% 0,1% 0,6% 17,1%
52.1.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger) 757 760 771 785 798 837 857 13,2% 0,4% 1,4% 1,8% 1,7% 4,9%
52.1.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges 26 20 20 19 19 494 406 0,0% -5,0% 0,0%
52.1.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks NA 437 434 439 440 686 783 - - -0,7% 1,2% 0,2%
52.1.5 Number of Technical staff 43 33 28 23 22 52 57 -15,2% -17,9% -4,3%
52.1.6 Number of Other non judge staff 0 3381 3 445 3439 3 456 3475 3 366 - - 1,9% -0,2% 0,5% 0,5%
(S:CZ)L]Zr.tlsz'ncq)';ar:)Number of non judge staff who are working in i ) ) 1388 1 408 1623 1623 ) ) ) ) 1.4% 15,3%
52.2.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger)(men) = = = 320 332 335 334 = - - - 3,8% 0,9%
52.2.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges(men) = = = 1 1 98 83 = - - - 0,0%
52.2.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks(men) = = = 160 156 241 258 - - - - -2,5%
52.2.5 Number of Technical staff(men) = = = 10 10 28 31 - - - - 0,0%
52.2.6 Number of Other non judge staff(men) - - - 897 909 921 892 - - - - 1,3% 1,3%
iif{tix;ig:)mber of non judge staff who are working in - 3256 3313 3317 3327 3921 3921 - - 1,8% 0,1% 03%  17,9%
52.3.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger)(women) - 441 447 465 466 502 523 - - 1,4% 4,0% 0,2% 7,7%
52.3.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges(women) - 19 19 18 18 396 323 - - 0,0% -5,3% 0,0%
52.3.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks(women) - 277 276 279 284 445 525 - - -0,4% 1,1% 1,8%
52.3.5 Number of Technical staff(women) - 24 19 13 12 24 26 - - -7,7%
52.3.6 Number of Other non judge staff(women) - 2 495 2551 2542 2547 2554 2474 - - 2,2% -0,4% 0,2% 0,3%

Table 9.3.1 Number of lawyers* (absolute number, per 100 000 inhabitants and variations) (Q1, Q146, Q147)

Table 9.5.2 (EC) Number of lawyers per 100 000 inhabitants (Q1, Q146)

Table 9.3.3 Number of lawyers vs professional judges (values per 100 000 inhabitants) (Q1, Q146, Q52)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 8 387 742 8 451 860 8 485 300 8 584 926 8 700 471 8 739 806 8 795 073 4,9% 0,8% 0,4% 1,2% 1,3% 0,5%

146 Total number of lawyers practising in your country. 5518 5 756 5801 5940 6 138 6132 6 325 14,6% 4,3% 0,8% 2,4% 3,3% -0,1%
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Austria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic
data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015-
2017 2012 PAONRS 2014 AONRSS 2016

147 Does this figure include “legal advisors” who cannot represent
their clients in court (for example, some solicitors or in-house No No - No No No No - - - - - -
counsellors)?

52.1.1 Total Number of non judge staff who are working in courts 4 642 4631 4 698 4 705 4735 5544 5544 19,4% -0,2% 1,4% 0,1% 0,6% 17,1%

52.1.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger) 757 760 771 785 798 837 857 13,2% 0,4% 1,4% 1,8% 1,7% 4,9%

52.1.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges 26 20 20 19 19 494 406 [ HMZ -23,1% 0,0% -5,0% (DL 2500,0%

52.1.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks NA 437 434 439 440 686 783 -0,7% 1,2% 0,2% 55,9%
52.1.5 Number of Technical staff 43 33 28 23 22 52 57 -15,2% -17,9% -4,3% 136,4%
52.1.6 Number of Other non judge staff 0 3381 3 445 3439 3 456 3475 3 366 - - 1,9% -0,2% 0,5% 0,5%
iifr.Jtls;rrztea:)Number of non judge staff who are working in i i i 1388 1408 1623 1623 : : . . 1,4% 15,3%
52.2.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger)(men) = - - 320 332 335 334 - - - - 3,8% 0,9%
52.2.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges(men) = = = 1 1 98 83 - - - - N4 9700,0%
52.2.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks(men) - - - 160 156 241 258 - - - - -2,5% 54,5%
52.2.5 Number of Technical staff(men) = = = 10 10 28 31 - - - - 0,0% 180,0%
52.2.6 Number of Other non judge staff(men) - - - 897 909 921 892 - - - - 1,3% 1,3%
iifrtls(TvS;ig:)mber of non judge staff who are working in - 3 256 3313 3317 3327 3921 3921 - - 1,8% 0,1% 03%  17.9%
52.3.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger)(women) = 441 447 465 466 502 523 = - 1,4% 4,0% 0,2% 7,7%
52.3.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges(women) = 19 19 18 18 396 323 = = 0,0% -5,3% NN  2100,0%
52.3.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks(women) = 277 276 279 284 445 525 = - -0,4% 1,1% 1,8% 56,7%
52.3.5 Number of Technical staff(women) = 24 19 13 12 24 26 = - -7,7% 100,0%
52.3.6 Number of Other non judge staff(women) = 2495 2551 2542 2547 2554 2474 - - 2,2% -0,4% 0,2% 0,3%

Indicator 10: The methods, sources and efficiency of national data collection

Table 10.1: Centralised institution responsible for collecting statistical data regarding the functioning of the courts and judiciary (Q80)

80.1 Centralised instit resp_collecting data_func_C&J Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - - |-

Table 10.2: Publication of statistics on the functioning of each court on the internet (Q80.1)

80-1 Published statistics on the functioning of each court - only on intranet only on intranet only on intranet No, only on intranet d, only on intranet 3, only on intranet - - - - - |-

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

: . Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation
Economic and demographic data 2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 9010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017

Population 10839905 11 161 642 11 150516 11 209 044 11 267 910 11 322088 11 376 070 4,4% -O,i% 0,%% 0,4% 0,4% 0,4%
GDP per capita 32400€ 34000€ 34500€ 36000€ 36500€ 37407€ 38500¢€ 18,' 1,%% 4,1% 1,4’% 2,1% 2,Sl%
Exchange rate (local currency needed to

. NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP
obtain 1€)

Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation

2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017
Amount granted for all courts per capita 8,6 NA NA
Amount granted for judicial system per i i ) '
sarit 86,2 89,4 86,8 77,9 78,6 82,3 85,6 -0,‘{% -2,&?% -10,2% 0,9% 4,7% 4,0%
Professional judges per 100 000 inhab. 14,8 14,3 14,4 14,3 14,3 14,1 13,8 71% 0,5% -0,6% 0,3% -1,3% -2,6%
Non-judge staff per 100 000 inhab. 52,0 48,9 47,6 47,2 46,2 44,6 43,4 -16,4% -2,1% -0,8% -2,1% -3,3% -2,1%
IT Equipment Rate (/10) 4,4 4,2 3,4 4,0 -6,3% -19,6%

Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation
2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017

First instance incoming cases per 100 inhab.

Litigious civil (and commercial) cases 6,3 6,8 6,7 6,7 6,8 6,4 19 -70,%% -2,(5?% 0,4{% 1,4% -5,15% -70,(153%
Non-litigious civil (and commercial) cases NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP
Non-litigious land registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP
Non-litigious business registry cases NAP NAP NAP NA 2,1 2,2 2,2 NAP NAP NAP NA 1,(!% 3,(’%
Administrative law cases NA NA NA 0,224 0,200 0,172 0,174 NA NA NA -10,5?% -14,:%% 1,%%

Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation | Variation
2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017
(in points) | (in points) | (in points) | (in points) | (in points) | (in points)

First instance

performance indicators (Clearence Rate)

CR litigious civil (and commercial) cases NA NA NA 98% 99% 102% 112% NA NA NA 1,07 3,53 9,85
CR non-litigious civil (and commercial) cases NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP
CR non-litigious land registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP
CR non-litigious business cases NAP NAP NAP NA 100% 100% 100% NAP NAP NAP NA 0,00 0,00
CR administrative law cases NA NA NA 88% 117% 121% 101% NA NA NA 28,60 4,08 -20,15

First instance Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation
performance indicators (Disposition Time) 2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017

DT litigious civil (and commercial) cases

(days) NA NA
az;so)” litigious civil (and commercial) cases NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP
DT non-litigious land registry cases (days) NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP
DT non-litigious business cases (days) NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NAP
DT administrative law cases (days) NA NA NA 625 444 429 497 NA NA NA -28,5%% -3,45% 15,’
Litigious civil (and commercial) cases 1,6 NA NA
Non-litigious civil (and commercial) cases NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP
Non-litigious land registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP
Non-litigious business cases NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NAP
Administrative law cases NA NA NA 0,3 0,3 0,2 0,2 NA NA NA -15,5?3% -14,3?% -1,8%%
i 20,(l§
| . +20% max
L -20 @%'
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1. Presentation of the functioning of the judicial system

According to 2017 data, Belgium has 13 first instance courts of general jurisdiction and 200
specialised first instance courts, including 9 Commercial courts, 9 Labour courts, 5 Administrative
courts and 177 other specialised courts, namely justices of the peace and police courts. According
to the law, military courts could be established in the event of war.

The administrative justice constitutes an autonomous branch which is not encompassed within the
ambit of the Federal Public Service of Justice.

It should be recalled that the law of 1st December 2013 introduced the reform related to judiciary
districts consisting in reducing their number from 27 to 13 and revising the Code on the Judiciary.
Aimed at the improvement of the mobility of the judicial staff, together with the law of 19 July 2012
reforming the judiciary district of Brussels, this reform resulted in an essential modification of the
number of courts starting from 1 April 2014. Accordingly, the following decreases are observed
between 2013 and 2014: 13 first instance courts of general jurisdiction instead of 27; 9 Labour
tribunals instead of 27; 9 Commercial courts instead of 27; 15 Police tribunals instead of 27.

The law of 25 December 2017 amended the number of cantons of justices of the peace from 187 to
162. The implementation of this reform will take place until 2019.

In second instance, the courts of appeal have competence to deal with civil, criminal and
commercial matters. The “Cours de Travail” are specific appeal courts for social law cases coming
from the lower Labour tribunals.

Finally, the “Cour de Cassation” is the highest appeal level, dealing only with issues of law.

Number of First instance | First instance
courts general specialised
(geographic jurisdiction jurisdiction

locations) (legal entities) | (legal entities)

350
=== Number of courts
300 (geographic locations)
250
200 = [irst instance general
jurisdiction
150 (legal entities)
100
50 First instance specialised
— Jurlsdlctlo_n_
(O . ; ; y — . , (legal entities)

2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
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As mentioned above, in Belgium, in 2017 there are 200 first instance specialised courts among
which: 9 Commercial courts, 9 Family courts, 5 Administrative courts and 177 other specialised first
instance courts including 162 justices of the peace and 15 police courts. The law of 25 December
2017 amended the number of cantons of justices of the peace from 187 to 162.

The administrative courts are: the Council of State, the Aliens Litigation Council, th eRaad voor
Vergunningsbetwistingen, het Milieuhandhavingscollege en de Raad voor Verkiezingsbetwistingen.

Five courts of first instance have specialized chambers for the enforcement of sentences. Despite
the term used in their respect - "court for the enforcement of sentences", those are specialised
chambers.

All courts of first instance (13) have a specialised family and youth section. The term "family court”
is used, but these are also specialised sections.
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2. Resources of justice and courts framework

e Approved budget allocated to the functioning of the courts

The total annual approved public budget allocated to all courts is not available for 2017. Moreover, detailed data on the different components of the approved public

budget allocated to all courts is not available.

In fact, currently, there are no separate budgets for the courts and public prosecution services.

The annual public budget allocated to both Courts and Prosecution Services for 2017 is 882 196 204 Euros (approved budget) and 875844830 Euros (implemented

budget).

e Approved budget allocated to the judicial system (courts, prosecution services and legal aid)

o Total annual approved public budget allocated to the judicial system: 974 089 204 €
o Total annual approved public budget allocated to the judicial system per capita: 85,6 €

The budget per capita (85,6 €) is higher than the EU average (68,1 €) and above the EU median (57,5 €). Belgium belongs to the group of European States with higher

degree of investments allocated to the judicial system.

Between 2016 and 2017, the approved judicial system budget has increased by 4,0%.

e Approved budget allocated to the whole justice system: 1 886 178 364 €

Budget dedicated to investments and/or rentals of buildings is part of the budget of the "Régie des batiments", the body responsible for the federal authority's housing

stock, and not part of the Justice budget.

This budget includes the following budgetary elements:

> Court budget

o Legal aid budget

> Public prosecution services budget
° Prison system

o Judicial management body

> Forensic services

> Functioning of the Ministry of Justice
o Other services

The category "other" refers to specialised commissions: e.g. Information Centre on Harmful Sectarian Organisations, Bioethics
Commission and Euthanasia Commission, Victims' Assistance Commission, Gaming Commission, Arbitration - Disputes -
Construction and Rental, National Commission on the Rights of the Child, Federal Mediation Commission, State Security, Cults and
Secularism. The budget for staff responsible for the transfer of prisoners and prisoners security in the court is included in the budget
of the prison system.

e Human resources

o Judges

Number of Number of
Total number of professional professional
professional judges judges judges

((MEED)] (females) Supreme courts
1st instance courts 1226

546 680

2nd instance courts 310 156 154
20 21 0

2nd instance
Total 1566 723 843 o
courts 50,3%
0 i
2017 oL IS 119 o) males females = males
professional judges ) females
1st instance 1

0,
78.3% R oo 5%

2nd instance courts 19,8% 50,3% 49,7%

2017

Supreme courts 1,9% 70,0% 30,0% 00%  20,0% 40,0% 60,0%  80,0% 100,0%

According to 2017 data, the total number of professional judges sitting in courts (all instances) in Belgium is 1 566 which is -2,1% less than in 2016.

More precisely, in Belgium, in 2017 there are 13,9 judges per 100 000 inhabitants (this figure is below the EU median of 23,9 judges per 100 000 inhabitants) and

about 3,2 non-judge staff per judge (in 2016, this ratio was at 3,2 non-judge staff per judge).

The total number of female professional judges (all instances), in 2017, is 843 which represents 53,8% of the total number of judges.

The total number of judges is distributed among the different judicial instances in the following way: 1 226 are sitting in first instance courts (among which 680 are

female) ; 310 are sitting in second instance courts (among which 154 are female) and 30 are sitting in Supreme Court (among which 9 are female).

In Belgium, training of judges is broken down as follows:

> [nitial training: Compulsory

> General in-service training: Optional

> In-service training for specialised judicial functions: Compulsory and Optional
> In-service training for management functions of the court: Optional

o In-service training for the use of computer facilities in courts: Optional

In order to be appointed to certain functions or specialised chambers (e. g. youth judge, amicable settlement chamber) a judge must have undergone a
specialised training. These training courses are also open on an optional basis to other judges (who do not wish to be appointed to these specific functions).
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> Non-judge staff

Staff in
charge of
administrati
ve tasks

Non-judge
staff assisting
the judge

Rechtspfleger or
equiv.

Technical staff

In Belgium, in 2017, there are 4 940 non-judge staff (among which 3 629 females). Analysis of the 2016-2017 period reveals a decrease of -2,3%.
In 2017, the non-judge staff is broken down as follows:

> 1 692 non-judge staff whose task is to assist the judges such as registrars (among which 1 224 are women);

o 2 484 staff in charge of different administrative tasks and of the court management (among which 1 822 are women);

> 764 technical staff (among which 583 are women);

In the light of the data relevant for the judges, it is possible to notice that in 2017, the number of non-judge staff per 100 000 inhabitants has decreased (from 45,1
in 2016 to 43,8 in 2017).

During the same period, the number of judges per 100 000 inhabitants evolves from 14,2 judges per 100 000 inhabitants in 2016 to 13,8 in 2017.
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The judicial system in Belgium provides for judicial mediation.

18,0 -

inhab. 14.0 -

2010 1099 10,1 12,0 -

2012 1134 10,2 10,0 -

2013 1157 10,4 8.0

2014 1352 12,1 6.0 -

2015 1457 12,9 40 -

2016 1454 12,8 2,0 -
2017 1744 15,4 0,0 - : . . . . .

2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

In Belgium, in 2017, there are 1 744 accredited or registered mediators who practise judicial mediation which represent 15,4 accredited or registered mediators
per 100 000 inhabitants.

The variation between 2016 and 2017 is about 19,9%.
Information on mediation: http://www.mediation-justice.be
oeThe ICT tools of courts and for court users
The use of ICT in courts had been evaluated in 3 fields in 2017 (graphic on the left below):
o Direct assistance to judges and court clerks (blue bars below);

> Administration and management (orange bars);
o Communication between court and users (green bars).

In 2017, the evaluation has been focused on the administration and management tools (graphic on the right below, orange bars) and the communication
between courts and users (green bars). Hence, the bars for direct assistance facilities are now shown in grey and the global IT evaluation is about
administration and communication tools.

According to the answers communicated to the CEPEJ in 2017, the global IT equipment rate of Belgium has been evaluated at 4,0 points on 10. The EU
median is 6,9 points.

The break-down of this result by field may be summarized in these graphics, where each field has been evaluated from 0 to 4 points.

2014 2015 2016

0 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2

Basic facilities

Centralised national case law database

Writing assistance tools

Case management systems

Tools of producing courts activity statistics

Possibility to submit a case to courts by
electronic means

Possibility to monitor the stages of an online
judicial proceeding

Electronic communication between courts and
lawyers

Electronic signature of documents .

Videoconferencing with users ‘
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4. National data collection system

In Belgium, the centralised institution that is responsible for collecting statiscal data regarding the functioning of the
courts and judiciary is the support service of the College of Courts and Tribunals. It is responsible for collecting
statistical data from courts and tribunals and its publication.

Satisfaction surveys are carried out in Belgium by the Permanent Bureau of Statistics and measure of workload.
http://vbsw-bpsm.just.fgov.be/fr

This institution publishes statistics of each court on internet.
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5. Reforms

1. (Comprehensive) reform plans

Draft law in preparation for the autonomous management of courts and tribunals. In the first phase,
the transfer of jurisdiction to the College of Courts and Tribunals concerns the management of
judicial and judicial staff.

2. Budget

In the context of autonomous management, legal frameworks will be abolished and resources for
courts will be allocated on the basis of an objective allocation method that takes into account the
workload and output of cases.

3. Courts and public prosecution services

Modification of the commercial court into a company court (with a broader definition of the concept of
company) and therefore a broader scope of application;

A project to improve the recruitment and functioning of judges and deputy judges and in particular
with a view to strengthening the training obligations of these lay judges, following the
recommendations made by Greco in the context of the fourth evaluation round.

Implementation of the reform of the cantons of justice of the peace;

The development of professional management of justice buildings;

The creation of borough legal expenses offices to better control and manage legal expenses;

The modernisation of tariffs relating to legal costs in criminal matters, in particular for bailiffs,
translators-interpreters and forensic psychiatrists.

3.1. Access to justice and legal aid

A bill for general legal protection insurance, among other things to cover risks that are difficult to
insure today;
a single point of contact at the federal prosecutor's office for victims of terrorist acts.

4. High Judicial Council

Draft law to strengthen the instruments of the High Council of Justice for the execution of its
competences.

5. Legal professionals (judges, public prosecutors, lawyers, notaries, enforcement agents,
etc.): organisation, education and training, etc.

In order to better control and manage legal expenses, borough legal expenses offices will be created
in 2019. Modernization of tariffs relating to legal costs in criminal matters for bailiffs, translators-
interpreters and forensic psychiatrists.

Modernisation of the lawyer's profession and for the other regulated legal professions, namely those
of balliff, notary and company lawyer. (planned)

6. Reforms regarding civil, criminal and administrative laws, international conventions and
cooperation activities
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Reform of the Civil Code, in particular in the fields of the law of obligations, evidence law, property
law, liability law;

Reform of property law in the case of legal cohabitation; recognition of the stillborn child; social
parenting; in-depth reform of the right of filiation (envisaged)

A new Code of Companies and Associations; implementation of the new company law;
Implementation of the new insolvency law;

Obijectification of alimony payments;

7. Enforcement of court decisions
Creation of a Penal Enforcement Code

8. Mediation and other ADR

Execution of the law of 18 June 2018 with a view to promoting alternative forms of dispute resolution
and giving mediation and other alternative methods of dispute resolution an equivalent place in
judicial law.

9. Fight against crime

A new Penal Code and a new Penal Enforcement Code;

Extension of the obligation for the financial sector to cooperate with the public prosecutor's office;
Legal framework for civilian infiltrators and repentant persons;

The fight against the financing of terrorism (adaptation of the anti-money laundering law);
Creation of a common database of radicalised entities;

9.1. Prison system

A bill for guaranteed service to prisoners; establishment of an independent Central Prison
Supervision Council; expansion of the capacity of penitentiary institutions; opening of forensic
psychiatric centers and increase in capacity for the care of internees; expansion of the number of
halfway houses to support prisoners in their return to society; better monitoring of radicalised
detainees, better monitoring of persons released under conditions.

9.2 Child friendly justice

9.3.Violence against partners
Modification and simplification of the procedure for the prohibition of residence for the perpetrator of
domestic violence with a view to a broader application of this instrument.

10. New information and communication technologies

Through the implementation of various projects such as e-Deposit, e-Signification, e-Request

as well as the electronic signature and issuance of judgments and rulings, the digital file and the
digital civil channel will be carried out for both ordinary procedures and for specific administrative and
collective settlement procedures of debt.

The deployment of a criminal case management application in public prosecutors' offices and
criminal court registries to complete the digital criminal chain;

Computerization of the civil status
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Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5)

Belgium (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

2010- | 2010-

Q1 Number of inhabitants

Q.3 GDP Per capita (in €) in current prices

Q5. Exchange rate of Nat currency to € on 1 Jan

10 839 905

32 400

NAP

11 161 642

34 000

NAP

11 150 516

34 500

NAP

11 209 044

36 000

NAP

11 267 910

36 500

NAP

11 322 088

37 407

NAP

11 376 070 4,9% 3,0% -0,1% 0,5% 0,5%
38500  18,8% 4,9% 1,5% 4,3% 1,4%
NAP - - - - |-

Indicator 1: The budget and resources of courts and the justice system

Tables 1.1.1 to 1.1.6 Public budget allocated to courts, legal aid and public prosecution, in € (Q6, Q7 Q12, Q12-1, Q13)

Table 1.2.1 Variations of the public budget allocated to courts, legal aid and public prosecution in € (Q1, Q5, Q6, Q12, Q13)

Table 1.2.1Cost of approved budget of judicial system* in absolute value and per capita in € (Q1, Q5, Q6, Q7, Q12, Q13)

Table 1.2.3 Variation of approved budget of the judicial system* in € (Q1, Q5, Q6, Q7, Q12, Q13)

2012- 2013- 2014- 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

0,5%

2,5%

Q1. Number of inhabitants

Q.3 GDP Per capita (in €) in current prices

Q6. Annual implemented budget allocated to all courts budget

Q12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
Q12-1 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in
€)

Q13. Total annual approved public budget allocated to the public
prosecution services (in €)

Q13. Total annual implemented public budget allocated to the
public prosecution services (in €)

Q7 Combined approved budget of court and public prosecution
(auxiliary question)

Q7 Combined implemented budget of court and public prosecution
(auxiliary question)

Q7 Combined approved budget of court and legal aid (auxiliary
question)

Q7 Combined implemented budget of court and legal aid (auxiliary
question)

Q7 Combined approved budget of courts, prosecution and legal aid
(auxiliary question)

Q7 Combined implemented budget of courts, prosecution and legal
aid (auxiliary question)

Approved amount granted for judicial system per capita

Implemented amount granted for judicial system per capita

10 839 905

32 400

75 326 000

NA

86,2

11 161 642

34 000

87 024 000

NA

89,4

11 150 516

34 500

85 241 000

NA

86,8

11 209 044

36 000

84 628 000

91 998 158

NA

NA

77,9

77,9

11 267 910

36 500

77 891 000

81 734 000

NA

NA

78,6

82,0

11 322 088

37 407

NA

82 869 725

82 832 591

NA

NA

848 965 124

845 278 465

NA

NA

931 834 849

928 111 056

82,3

82,0

11 376 070 4,4% 3,0%
38 500 18,8% 4,9% 1,5% 4,3% 1,4%
NA - - - - - -

o1 893 000

88 269 746 = = = =

15,5% -2,0% -0,7% -8,0%

-11,2%

NA : : - - |

NA : : - - |

882 196 204 = = =

854 963 997 = = =

NA : : -

NA : : -

974 089 204 = = =

943 233 744 - = )

85,6 -0,7% 3,7% -2,9%

-10,2% 0,9%

82,9 : : - -

0,5%

2,5%

6,4%

1,3%

4,7%

-0,1%

6.1.1 Approved budget of all courts - Total annual budget

6.1.2 Approved budget of all courts - Gross salaries

6.1.3 Approved budget of all courts - Computerisation

6.1.4 Approved budget of all courts - Justice expenses

6.1.5 Approved budget of all courts - Court buildings

6.1.6 Approved budget of all courts - New court buildings

6.1.7 Approved budget of all courts - Training

6.1.8 Approved budget of all courts - Other

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA - - - - E

NA - - - - E

NA - - - - E

NA - - - - E

NA - - - - E

NA - - - - |

NA - - - - |

NA - - - - |

Table 1.3.1 Annual approved and implemented budgets allocated to the whole justice system and the judicial system in € (Q6, Q12, Q13, Q15.1, Q15.2), Q15.3

Table 1.3.2 Budgetary elements of the budget allocated to the whole justice system (Q15.2, Q15-3)

15-1.1.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to the whole
justice system, in €

15-2.1.1 Court budget (Q6) included in whole justice system budget
(Q15-1)

15-2.1.2 Legal aid budget (Q12) included in whole justice system
budget (Q15-1)

15-2.1.3 Public prosecution services budget (Q12) included in whole
justice system budget (Q15-1)

15-3.1.1 Prison system included in whole justice system budget
(Q15-1)

15-3.1.2 Probation services included in whole justice system budget
(Q15-1)

15-3.1.3 Council of the judiciary included in whole justice system
budget (Q15-1)

15-3.1.4 Constitutional court included in whole justice system
budget (Q15-1)

15-3.1.5 Judicial management body included in whole justice
system budget (Q15-1)

15-3.1.6 State advocacy included in whole justice system budget
(Q15-1)

15-3.1.7 Enforcement services included in whole justice system
budget (Q15-1)
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Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

NAP

NAP

No

1802 642 657 1 855485000 1892691000 1906 878 000

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

NAP

NAP

No

1833 778 000

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

Yes

NAP

No

1 860 812 456

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

Yes

No

No

1886 178 364 4,6% 2,9% 2,0% 0,7% -3,8%

True - - - - - -

True - - - - - -

True - - - - - -

True - - - - - -

False - - - - - |-

False - - - - - |-

False - - - - - -

True - - - - - -

False - - - - - -

False - - - - - |-

1,5%
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Belgium (2010-2017) data tables

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

2010- 2010- 2012- 2013- 2014-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015

15-3.1.8 Notariat included in whole justice system budget (Q15-1) - No No No No No False - - - - - -
15-3.1.9 Forensic services included in whole justice system budget i Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes True . . . . 1
(Q15-1)

15-3.1.10 Judicial protection of juveniles included in whole justice No No No No No No False . . . . 1
system budget (Q15-1)

.15-3..1.11 Functioning of the Ministry of Justice included in whole Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes True . . . . 1
justice system budget (Q15-1)

.15-23.1.12 Refugees and asylum seekers service included in whole No No No No No No False . . . . 1
justice system budget (Q15-1)

15-3.1.13 Immigration services - - - - - No False - - - - - -
15-3.1.14 Some police services included in whole justice system

budget (Q15-1) No NAP NAP NAP

15-3.1.15 Other services included in whole justice system budget No No No No No Yes True . . . . .

(Q15-1)

Figure 1.4 Correlation between the GDP per capita and the total approved budget of judicial system (Q1, Q3, Q6, Q12, Q13)

Table 1.5 ICT: Computerisation budget as part of the total approved budget allocated to the courts* (Q6, Q7)

Table 1.6 (EC) Budget for courts and judicial system* in €, per capita (Q1, Q6, Q7, Q12, Q13)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 10 839 905 11 161 642 11 150 516 11 209 044 11 267 910 11 322 088 11 376 070 4,9% 3,0% -0,1% 0,5% 0,5% 0,5%
Q.3 GDP Per capita (in €) in current prices 32 400 34 000 34 500 36 000 36 500 37 407 38 500 18,8% 4,9% 1,5% 4,3% 1,4% 2,5%
6.1.1 Approved budget of all courts - Total annual budget = = = = = NA NA = = = = |-
6.1.3 Approved budget of all courts - Computerisation - - - - - NA NA - - - - - -
Approved amount granted for judicial system per capita 86 89 87 78 79 82 86 -0,7% 3,7% -2,9% -10,2% 0,9% 4,7%
Implemented amount granted for judicial system per capita - - - 78 82 82 83 - - - - 5,2% -0,1%

Figure 1.7 Evolution of revenues from court taxes and fees in 2010, 2012,and 2015 in € (Q1, Q9)

Figure 1.8 Participation of the court taxes and fees in the budget of the judicial system for 2010 2012,and 2015 in € (Q1, Q6, Q9)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 10 839 905 11 161 642 11 150 516 11 209 044 11 267 910 11 322 088 11 376 070 4,9% 3,0% -0,1% 0,5% 0,5% 0,5%
Approved amount granted for judicial system 934 837 000 998 125 000 968 018 000 873 740 000 886 055 000 931 834 849 974 089 204 4,2% 6,8% -3,0% -9,7% 1,4% 5,2%
Q9. Annual income of court taxes or fees received by the state 34 408 250 34 917 000 - 35 781 147 40 931 536 46 522 120 39692 111 15,4% 1,5% - - 14,4% 13,7%

Figure 1.9 Methodologies to calculate court fees and taxes (Q8-1, Q8-2)

Q8-2. Amount of court fees to commence an action for 3000 Euro
debt recovery

Indicator 2: The judicial organisation

Table 2.1 Number of first instance courts (general and specialised) as legal entities and number of all courts (first, appeal and high courts) as geographic locations (Q42)

- - - - - NAP 100 - - - - E

Table 2.2 Number of (legal entities) first instance courts specialised courts (Q43)

Table 2.3 (EC) Variation of the absolute number of all courts (geographic locations) (Q42)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 10 839 905 11 161 642 11 150 516 11 209 044 11 267 910 11 322 088 11 376 070 4,9% 3,0% -0,1% 0,5% 0,5% 0,5%
42.1.1 First instance courts of general jurisdiction 27 27 27 13 13 13 13 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
42.1.2 Specialised first instance courts 262 262 262 225 225 225 200 0,0% 0,0% -14,1% 0,0% 0,0%
42.1.3 All the courts (geographic locations) 288 288 288 288 288 267 264 -8,3% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% -7,3%

Table 2.2 Number of (legal entities) first instance specialised courts and its break-down

43.1.1 Total Nr of first instance specialised courts 263 262 262 225 225 225 200 -0,4% 0,0% -14,1% 0,0% 0,0%
43.1.2 Number of commercial courts 23 23 23 9 9 9 9 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
43.1.3 Number of insolvency courts - NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - SE

43.1.4 Number of labour courts 21 21 21 9 9 9 9 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
43.1.5 Number of family courts NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

43.1.6 Number of rent and tenancies courts NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

43.1.7 Number of enforcement of criminal sanctions courts NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

43.1.8 Numt.)er of courts fight against terrorism, organised crime i NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP . _ _ _ |

and corruption

43.1.9 Number of internet related disputes - NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
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Belgium (2010-2017) data tables

Variations
Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
0

43.1.10 Number of administrative courts

NA

NA

NAP

5 - - - = 0,0%

,0%

43.1.11 Number of insurance and social welfare courts NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - -
43.1.12 Number of military courts NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - -
43.1.13 Number of other specialised 1st instance courts 219 218 218 202 202 202 177 -19,2% -0,5% 0,0% -7,3% 0,0% 0,0%

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

Tables 3.1.1.1to 3.1.1.4 (all years) and 3.1.1.5 First instance courts: Number of other than criminal cases (Q91)

91.1.1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

Total of other than

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - -

criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)
91.1.2 1st_|nst_c_oyrts_Pend|ng cases on 1 Jan. Civil (and NA NA NA NA 180 894 NA NA ) ) ) ) )
commercial) litigious cases
91.1.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious cases i ) ) NA NA NA NAP ) ) ) ) )
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
91.1.4 1st_|nst court_s_.Pendlng cases on 1 Jan. General civil (and NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP NAP ) ) ) ) )
commercial) non-litigious cases
91.1.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Registry cases

- - - - NA NA NA NAP - - - - -
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
91.;.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious land NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) )
registry cases
91.1_.7 1st |ns_t courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non-litigious NAP NAP NAP NA NA NA NAP ) ) ) ) )
business registry cases
91.1.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other registry cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - -
91.1.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other non-litigious i ) ) NA NA NAP NAP ) ) ) ) )
cases
g;.sle.io 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Administrative law NA NA NA 32 255 37 624 32 080 27 615 ) ) ) ) 16.6% 14.7%
91.1.11 1st |nst_ courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other cases (e.g. NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA ) ) ) ) 1
insolvency registry cases)
91.2.1 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal NA NA NA NA NA 990 337 498 495 ) ) ) ) 1
law cases (1+2+3+4)
91.2.2 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial) 687 056 762 164 745 883 752 769 767 875 727 238 214533 TS 109%  -2,1% 0,9% 20%  -53%
litigious cases
91.2.3 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious cases i ) ) NA NA 263 653 253 629 ) ) ) ) |
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
91.24 1st_|nst court_s__lncomlng cases_General civil (and NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
91.2.5 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry cases

- - - - - NA 240 044 243 653 253 629 - - - - - 1,5%
(2.2.142.2.2+2.2.3) °
91.2.6 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious land registry NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) |
cases
91.?.7 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business NAP NAP NAP NA 240 044 243 653 253 629 ) ) ) ) ) 1,5%
registry cases
91.2.8 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases = = = NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
91.2.9 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases = = = NA NA NAP NAP - - - - - |-
91.2.10 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases NA NA NA 25092 22 577 19 446 19 835 - - - - -10,0% -13,9%
_91.2.11 1st mst_ courts_Incoming cases_Other cases (e.g. NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP 10 498 ) ) ) ) |
insolvency registry cases)
91.3.1 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal NA NA NA NA NA 1012 332 NA ) ) ) ) 1
law cases (1+2+3+4)
9132 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial) NA NA NA 736 693 759 712 745 166 240 963 ) ) ) ) 3.1% 1,9%
litigious cases
91.3.3 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases i ) ) NA NA 263 653 253 629 ) ) ) ) 1
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
91.34 1st'|nst court.s_.ResoIved cases_General civil (and NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
91.3.5 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry cases

- - - - - NA 240 044 243 653 253 629 - - - - - 1,5%
(2.2.142.2.2+2.2.3) °
91.3.6 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
cases
91.:.3.7 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business NAP NAP NAP NA 240 044 243 653 253 629 ) ) ) ) ) 1,5%
registry cases
91.3.8 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
91.3.9 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NA NAP NAP - - - - - |-
91.3.10 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases NA NA NA 22 139 26 377 23513 19 986 - - - - 19,1% -10,9%
91.3.11 1st |nst. courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (e.g. NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA ) ) ) ) 1
insolvency registry cases)
91..4..1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Total of other than NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)
91.4.2 1st.|nst.ctoyrts_Pend|ng cases on 31 Dec. Civil (and NA NA NA NA 180 480 NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
commercial) litigious cases
91.4.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious cases i ) ) NA NA NA NAP ) ) ) ) |
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
91.4.4 1st.|nst court.s_.Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. General civil (and NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP NAP : : : : 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
91.4.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Registry cases

= - - - NA NA NA NAP - - - - - -
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
91.%1.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious land NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP : : : : 1
registry cases
91.4..7 1st mslt courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non-litigious NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NA NAP : : : : 1
business registry cases
91.4.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other registry i ) ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1

cases
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Belgium (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015-
2013 2014 2015 2016

91.4.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other non-litigious

- - - NA NA NAP NAP - - - - |
cases

91.4.10 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Administrative NA NA NA 37 880 32 080 27 615 27 213 ) ) ) ) -15.3% -13,9%
law cases

91.4.11 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other cases (e.g. NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA . . . . 1

insolvency registry cases)

Table 3.2.1.1to 3.2.1.1 (all years) First instance courts: Clearance rate and disposition time in different type of other than criminal cases (Q91)

Table 3.2.2.1 to 3.2.2.4 First instance courts: Variation of clearance rate and disposition time in different type of other than criminal cases (Q91)

Table 3.10.1 to 3.10.12 First instance courts: Disposition time and clearance rate for other than criminal cases, litigious civil and commercial cases and administrative cases (Q91)

CR Total of other than criminal law cases NA NA NA NA NA 102,2% NA - - - - - -
CR Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA NA 97,9% 98,9% 102,5% 112,3% - - - - 1,1% 3,6%
CR Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) - - - NA NA 100,0% 100,0% - - - - - |-
CR General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP NAP - - = = |
CR Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) - - - NA 100,0% 100,0% 100,0% - - - - - 0,0%
CR Non litigious land registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = =B
CR Non-litigious business registry cases NAP NAP NAP NA 100,0% 100,0% 100,0% - - - - - 0,0%
CR Other registry cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - = = - oE
CR Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NA NAP NAP - = = - |
CR Administrative law cases NA NA NA 88,2% 116,8% 120,9% 100,8% - - - - 3,5%
CR Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA - - - - - |-
DT Total of other than criminal law cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - = =]=
DT Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA NA NA 87 NA NA - - - = =]=
DT Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) - - - NA NA NA NAP - - - - 15
DT General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP NAP - - - - - |-
DT Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) - - - NA NA NA NAP - - - - =]=
DT Non litigious land registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = =]=
DT Non-litigious business registry cases NAP NAP NAP NA NAP NA NAP - - - = =]=
DT Other registry cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - -1
DT Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NA NAP NAP - - - - -
DT Administrative law cases NA NA NA 625 444 429 497 - - - - -3,4%
DT Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NA - - - - - |-

101.1.1 Pending cases on 1 Jan. Litigious divorce case NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - |-
101.1.2 Pending cases on 1 Jan. Employment dismissal case NA NA NA 15 744 15 039 14 905 14 984 - - - -4,5% -0,9%
101.1.3 Pending cases on 1 Jan. Insolvency - NA NA 82 398 74 483 NA NA - - - -9,6%

101.2.1 Incoming cases_Litigious divorce case 40 229 37 497 34 588 33 396 29 656 14 332 9727 -75,8% -6,8% -7,8% -3,4% -11,2% -51,7%

101.2.2 Incoming cases_Employment dismissal case NA NA NA 7762 7 756 7 535 6 769

101.2.3 Incoming cases_lInsolvency = NA NA 15 023 10 881 68 681 60 207 - - - - -27,6% 531,2%

= = = -0,1% -2,8%

101.3.1 Resolved cases_Litigious divorce case 40 153 37 635 33 355 32173 33 317 15111 11 947 -70,2% -6,3% -11,4% -3,5% 3,6%
101.3.2 Resolved cases_Employment dismissal case NA NA NA 8 523 8 052 7 497 7 100 - - - -5,5% -6,9%
101.3.3 Resolved cases_Insolvency - NA NA 10 530 12 021 NA NA - - - 14,2% -
101.4.1 Pending cases on 31 Dec. Litigious divorce case NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - |-
101.4.2 Pending cases on 31 Dec. Employment dismissal case NA NA NA 14 983 14 743 14 943 14 653 - - - -1,6% 1,4%
101.4.3 Pending cases on 31 Dec. Insolvency - NA NA 86 891 76 381 NA NA - - - -12,1% -

Table 3.4.1 (all years) First instance courts: Clearance rate and disposition time (litigious divorce, employment dismissal and insolvency cases) (Q101)

Table 3.4.2 and 3.4.3 First instance courts: Variation of clearance rate and disposition time between 2010 and 2013 (litigious divorce, employment dismissal and insolvency cases) (Q101)

CR Litigious divorce cases 99,8% 100,4% 96,4% 96,3% 112,3% 105,4% 122,8% 23,1% 0,6% -3,9% -0,1% 16,6% -6,2%

CR Employment dismissal cases NA NA NA 109,8% 103,8% 99,5% 104,9% = = = = -5,5% -4,2%
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Table General Data: Economic and
data, in absolute values (Q1,

demographic

Q3, Q5)

Belgium (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

CR Insolvency cases

DT Litigious divorce cases

DT Employment dismissal cases

DT Insolvency cases

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

70,1%

NA

642

3012

110,5%

NA

668

2319

NA

NA

728

NA

NA

NA

753

NA

2010- 2010- 2012- 2013- 2014- 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Table 3.5.1.1 to 3.5.1.4 Second instance courts: Number of other than criminal cases (Q97)

- 57,6%

4,2%

8,9%

97.1.1 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

97.1.2 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
commercial) litigious cases

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

97.1.4 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
commercial) non-litigious cases

97.1.5 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

97.1.6 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
registry cases

97.1.7 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
business registry cases

97.1.8 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
cases

97.1.9 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
cases

97.1.10 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

cases

97.1.11 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

insolvency registry cases)

Total of other than

Civil (and

Non litigious cases

General civil (and

Registry cases

Non litigious land

Non-litigious

Other registry

Other non-litigious

Administrative law

Other cases (e.g.

97.2.1 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal

law cases (1+2+3+4)

97.2.2 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial)

litigious cases

97.2.3 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious cases

(2.1+2.2+2.3)

97.2.4 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_General civil (and

commercial) non-litigious cases

97.2.5 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry cases

(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

97.2.6 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious land registry

cases

97.2.7 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business

registry cases

97.2.8 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases

97.2.9 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases

97.2.10 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases

97.2.11 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Other cases (e.g.

insolvency registry cases)

97.3.1 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal

law cases (1+2+3+4)

97.3.2 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial)

litigious cases

97.3.3 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases

(2.1+2.2+2.3)

97.3.4 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_General civil (and

commercial) non-litigious cases

97.3.5 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry cases

(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

97.3.6 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry

cases

97.3.7 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business

registry cases

97.3.8 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases

97.3.9 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases

97.3.10 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases

97.3.11 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (e.g.

insolvency registry cases)

97.4.1 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

97.4.2 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

commercial) litigious cases

97.4.3 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)

97.4.4 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

commercial) non-litigious cases

97.4.5 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

97.4.6 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

registry cases

97.4.7 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

business registry cases

97.4.8 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

cases

97.4.9 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

litigious cases

. Total of other than

Civil (and

Non litigious

General civil (and

Registry cases

Non litigious land

Non-litigious

Other registry

Other non-
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NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

31 745

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

30 598

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

29 337

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

28 319

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

29 106

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

44 140

44 140

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

27 784

27784

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

29 283

29 283

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

43 390

43 390

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

25 697

25 697

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

28 286

28 286

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

23 435

23 435 AA ) -3,6%

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

25784

25784

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

-4,1%

-3,5%

-1,9%

0,6%

-7,5%

-7,5%

-3,4%

-3,4%
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Belgium (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

97.4.10 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Administrative

NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
law cases

97.4.11 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other cases (e.g.

; . NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - = = |
insolvency registry cases)

Table 3.6.1: Second instance courts, clearance rate (in %) in different types of other than criminal law cases (Q97)

Table 3.6.2: Second instance courts, disposition time (in days) in different types of other than criminal law cases (Q97)

CR Total of other than criminal law cases NA NA NA NA 105,4% 110,1% 110,0% - - - - - 4,4%
CR Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA NA 102,8% 105,4% 110,1% 110,0% - - - - 2,5% 4,4%
CR Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = 1
CR General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - = = |
CR Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - -||-
CR Non litigious land registry cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = |
CR Non-litigious business registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = =B
CR Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
CR Other non-litigious cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - = = - |
CR Administrative law cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - o=
CR Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
DT Total of other than criminal law cases NA NA NA NA 541 NA NA - - - = =]=
DT Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA NA NA 541 NA NA - - - - o=
DT Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - o=
DT General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = =]=
DT Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) = = = NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
DT Non litigious land registry cases = = = NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
DT Non-litigious business registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = =]=
DT Other registry cases NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - 15
DT Other non-litigious cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - 15
DT Administrative law cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - -
DT Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-

Table 3.7.1.1to 3.1.1.4: Supreme courts, number of other than criminal law cases (Q99)

99_.1._1 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Total of other than 1144 1272 ) NA 1624 1554 1429 24,9% 11,2% ) ) ) -4.3%
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.1.2 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Civil (and

AP NA NA - 1367 1304 1243 1151 - - - - -4,6% -4, 7%
commercial) litigious cases
99.1.3 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious i ) ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)
99.1.4 ng'h inst co'u.rtg_Pendlng cases on 1 Jan. General civil (and NAP NAP ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
99.1.5 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Registry cases
- - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
99.;.6 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious land i ) ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
registry cases
99.1..7 High mst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non-litigious NAP NAP ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
business registry cases
99.1.8 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other registry NAP NAP ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
cases
99.1.9 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other non-litigious i ) ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
cases
99.1.10 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Administrative NA NA ) 345 320 311 278 ) ) ) ) 7.2% -2.8%
law cases
99.1.11 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other cases (e.g. 0 NA ) NA NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1

insolvency registry cases)

99.2.1 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal 1108 1272 ) NA 1593 1350 1369 23.6% 14.8% ) ) ) 15.3%
law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.2.2 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial)

L NA NA - 931 881 812 970 - - - - -5,4% -7,8%
litigious cases
99.2.3 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious cases i ) ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) |
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
99.2.4 ng.h inst co.u.rt.s_lncommg cases_General civil (and NAP NAP ) NAP NAP NAP NAP : : : : 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
99.2.5 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry cases

- - - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
99.2.6 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious land registry i ) ) NAP NAP NAP NAP : : : : 1
cases
99.?.7 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business NAP NAP ) NAP NAP NAP NAP : : : : 1
registry cases
99.2.8 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases NAP NAP - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
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Belgium (2010-2017) data tables

Variations
Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

99.2.9 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - -l

99.2.10 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases NA NA - 698 712 538 399 - - - - 2,0% -24,4%

99.2.11 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Other cases (e.g.

: . 1 NA - NA NAP NAP NAP - - = = |
insolvency registry cases)

99.3.1 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal 1015 1141 i 1781 1658 1483 1429 40,8% 12.4% . . 6.9% 110.6%
law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.3.2 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial)

L NA NA - 992 942 905 994 - - - - -5,0% -3,9%
litigious cases
99.3.3 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases i i i NAP NAP NAP NAP . . . . 1
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
99.3.4 ng.h inst co.u.rt.s_ResoIved cases_General civil (and NAP NAP i NAP NAP NAP NAP . . . . 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
99.3.5 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry cases

= = - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - o
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
99.3.6 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry i ) ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) |
cases
99.:_3.7 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business NAP NAP ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) |
registry cases
99.3.8 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases NAP NAP - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
99.3.9 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
99.3.10 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases NA NA - 789 716 578 435 - - - - -9,3% -19,3%
99.3.11 High |n_5t courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (e.g. 1 NA ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
insolvency registry cases)
99.4.1 ng_h inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Total of other 1237 1403 ) NA 1554 1428 1359 9.9% 13,4% ) ) ) -8.1%
than criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)
99.4.2 ng_h |n_st_ c_ourts_Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. Civil (and NA NA ) 1305 1243 1150 1127 ) ) ) ) -4.8% -7.5%
commercial) litigious cases
99.4.3 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious i ) ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)
99.4.4 ng_h inst co_u_rt_s_Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. General civil (and NAP NAP ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
99.4.5 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Registry cases

- - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
99.4.6 Hl_gh inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious i ) ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
land registry cases
99.4_.7 High |r?st courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non-litigious NAP NAP ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
business registry cases
99.4.8 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other registry NAP NAP ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
cases
9949 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other non- i ) ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
litigious cases
99.4.10 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Administrative NA NA ) 320 311 278 232 ) ) ) ) -2.8% -10,6%
law cases
99.4.11 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other cases 0 NA ) NA NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1

(e.g. insolvency registry cases)

Table 3.8.1: Supreme courts, clearance rate (in %) in different types of other than criminal law cases (Q97)

Table 3.8.2: Supreme courts, disposition time (in days) in different types of other than criminal law cases (Q97)

CR Total of other than criminal law cases 91,6% 89,7% - NA 104,1% 109,9% 104,4% 13,9% -2,1% - - - 5,5%
CR Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA = 106,6% 106,9% 111,5% 102,5% - - - - 0,3% 4,2%
CR Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - -
CR General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NAP NAP - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - SE
CR Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
CR Non litigious land registry cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - -
CR Non-litigious business registry cases NAP NAP - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - SE
CR Other registry cases NAP NAP - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - SE
CR Other non-litigious cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - > - - |
CR Administrative law cases NA NA - 113,0% 100,6% 107,4% 109,0% - - - - -11,0% 6,8%
CR Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) 100,0% NA - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
DT Total of other than criminal law cases 445 449 - NA 342 351 347 0,9% - - - 2,7%
DT Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA - 480 482 464 414 - - - - 0,3% -3,7%
DT Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - SE
DT General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NAP NAP - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - SE
DT Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - -
DT Non litigious land registry cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = |
DT Non-litigious business registry cases NAP NAP - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - |
DT Other registry cases NAP NAP - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = |
DT Other non-litigious cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP = o - - |
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Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1,

DT Administrative law cases

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

Q3, Q5)

NA

NA

NA

148

NA

159

NAP

176

NAP

Belgium (2010-2017) data tables

Variations
SEEEE
2017 2012 2013 2014 AONRSS

195 - - - - 7.1%
NAP - - - - - -

Table 3.9.1 to 3.9.10 Fist instance courts: Caseload in the EU of other than criminal cases pe 100 inhabitants (Q1, Q91)

Table 3.9.9 to 3.9.10 Fist instance courts: Variation of caseload in the EU of other than criminal cases pe 100 inhabitants (Q1, Q91)

2015-
2016

10,7%

Q1. Number of inhabitants
91.1.1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.1.2 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
commercial) litigious cases

91.1.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.1.4 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
commercial) non-litigious cases

91.1.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.1.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
registry cases

91.1.7 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
business registry cases

91.1.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

91.1.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
cases

91.1.10 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

cases

91.1.11 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.

insolvency registry cases)

Total of other than

Civil (and

Non litigious cases

General civil (and

Registry cases

Non litigious land

Non-litigious

Other registry cases

Other non-litigious

Administrative law

Other cases (e.g.

91.2.1 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal

law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.2.2 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial)

litigious cases

91.2.3 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litig
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

ious cases

91.2.4 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_General civil (and

commercial) non-litigious cases

91.2.5 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.2.6 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litig
cases

cases

ious land registry

91.2.7 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business

registry cases

91.2.8 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases

91.2.9 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases

91.2.10 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases

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

insolvency registry cases)

91.3.1 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal

law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.3.2 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial)

litigious cases

91.3.3 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases

(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.3.4 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_General civil (and

commercial) non-litigious cases

91.3.5 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

cases

91.3.6 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry

cases

91.3.7 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litig
registry cases

ious business

91.3.8 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases

91.3.9 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases

91.3.10 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases

91.3.11 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (e.g.

insolvency registry cases)

91.4.1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. ‘14_Total of other

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

91.4.2 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

commercial) litigious cases

91.4.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.4.4 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

(and commercial) non-litigious cases

91.4.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.4.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

land registry cases

91.4.7 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

business registry cases

91.4.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

cases

91.4.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

litigious cases

‘14_Civil (and

‘“14_Non litigious

‘“14_General civil

‘14_Registry cases

‘14_Non litigious

‘14_Non-litigious

‘“14_Other registry

‘14_Other non-
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10 839 905

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

687 056

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

11 161 642

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

762 164

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

11 150 516

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

745 883

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

11 209 044

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

32 255

NAP

NA

752 769

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

25 092

NAP

NA

736 693

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

22 139

NAP

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

11 267 910

NA

180 894

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

37 624

NAP

NA

767 875

NA

NA

240 044

NAP

240 044

NAP

NA

22 577

NAP

NA

759 712

NA

NA

240 044

NAP

240 044

NAP

NA

26 377

NAP

NA

180 480

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

11 322 088

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

32 080

NAP

990 337

727 238

263 653

NAP

243 653

NAP

243 653

NAP

NAP

19 446

NAP

1012 332

745 166

263 653

NAP

243 653

NAP

243 653

NAP

NAP

23513

NAP

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

11 376 070 4,9% 3,0% -0,1% 0,5% 0,5%
NA - - - - |
NA - - - - |

NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
27 615 - - - - 16,6%
NA - - - - Sk
498 495 - - - - |

214 533 -68,8% 10,9%

253 629 = = = = |-

-2,1% 0,9% 2,0%

NAP : : - - |

253 629 = = = = =

NAP : : - - |

253 629 = = = = =

NAP : : - - |

NAP - - - - E

19 835 = = = =

-10,0%

10 498 - - - - E

NA - - - - E

240 963 = = = = 3,1%

253 629 = = = = |-

NAP - - - - |

253 629 = = = = =

NAP - - - - |

253 629 = = = = =

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

19 986 = = = =

19,1%

NA - - - - |

NA - - - - |

NA - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

0,5%

-14,7%

-5,3%

1,5%

1,5%

-13,9%

-1,9%

1,5%

1,5%

-10,9%
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Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5)

91.4.10 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.
‘14_Administrative law cases

91.4.11 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. ‘14_Other cases
(e.g. insolvency registry cases)

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

37 880

NAP

32 080

NAP

27 615

NAP

Table 4.1: Modalities of monitoring systems (Q81, Q70)

Belgium (2010-2017) data tables

Variations
EEEEE
2017 2012 PAONRS 2014 AONRSS
27213 - - - - -153%
NA - - - - |

Indicator 4: Systems for measuring and evaluating the performance of courts

2015-
2016

-13,9%

81 Are individual courts required to prepare an annual activity
report?

70.1.1 Nr_Incoming cases

70.1.2 Nr_Decisions delivered

70.1.3 Nr_Postponed cases

70.1.4 Length of proceedings (timeframes)

70.1.5 Age of cases

70.1.6 Other

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

Yes : : : : e

Yes - - - - - -

Yes : : : : e

Yes - - - - - -

Yes - - - - - -

No : : : : oe

Table 4.2: Performance and evaluation of the judicial systems (Q77, Q73, Q73.1, Q66, Q67)

66 Qlty standards formulated_jud system

67 Specialised court staff entrusted_qlty standards

73 Regular system_evaluation_performance_each court

73.1 Is this evaluation of the court activity used for the later
allocation of means to this court? (new question)

77 Perf and quality indicators of court activities

Indicator 5: Legal aid

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Table 5.1: Type of legal aid (other than criminal cases) (Q16)

No - - - - |

No - - - - |

16.1.1 Legal aid applies to representation in court (criminal cases)

16.1.2 Legal aid applies to legal advice (criminal cases)

16.2.1 Legal aid applies to representation in court (other than
criminal cases)

16.2.2 Legal aid applies to legal advice (other than criminal cases)

Table 5.2: Legal aid coverage (Q17)

17 Legal aid included the coverage of or the exemption from court
fees

Yes

Yes

Yes

Table 5.3.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid by type (Q12)

12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) -
Total (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for
cases brought to court - Total

12.2 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for
non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total

12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) -
Total criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for
cases brought to court - Total criminal cases

12.2 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) tor
non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total criminal
[aF= 21

12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) -
Total other than criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for
cases brought to court - Total other than criminal cases

12.2 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) tor
non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total other than
criminal caces

75 326 000

NA

NA

87 024 000

NA

NA

NA

NA

85 241 000

NA

NA

NA

NA

84 628 000

76 938 000

7 690 000

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

77 891 000

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

82 869 725

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

91 893 000 22,0% 15,5% -2,0% -0,7% -8,0%

NA - - - o |
NA - - - o |
NA - - - o |
NA - - - o |
NA - - - o |
NA - - - o |
NA - - - o |

NA - - - - |

6,4%

12 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) -
Total (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
for cases brought to court - Total

12.2 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
for non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total

12 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) -
Total criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
for cases brought to court - Total criminal cases

12.2 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
for non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total criminal
(o= I 21N
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91 998 158

84 326 000

7 672 158

NA

NA

NA

81 734 000

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

82 832 591

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

88 269 746 = = = = -11,2%

NA - - - - |

NA - - - - |

NA - - - - |

NA - - - - |

1,3%

49 /769



Belgium (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2012- | 2013- | 2014-
2013 2014 2015

12 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) -
Total criminal other than criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
for cases brought to court - Total other than criminal cases

12.2 Annual Implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
for non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total other - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
than eriminal caces

Q1. Number of inhabitants 10 839 905 11 161 642 11 150 516 11 209 044 11 267 910 11 322 088 - - 3,0% -0,1% 0,5% 0,5% 0,5%
12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - 75326000 87024000 85241000 84 628 000 77 891 000 82 869 725 - - 155%  -20%  -07%  -8,0% 6,4%
Total (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i NA NA 76 938 000 NA NA ) ) ) ) ) |

cases brought to court - Total

12.2 I_\r_m_ual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i NA NA 7 690 000 NA NA ) ) ) ) ) |
non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total

12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - ) ) _ ) ) ) ) |

Total criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2) NA NA NA NA

12.1 Annual approved public bu@ggt allocated to legal aid (in €) for i NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) ) |

cases brought to court - Total criminal cases

12.2 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) tor

non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total criminal - - - NA NA NA - - - - = |

[a= LY 21N

12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - ) ) ) ) ) ) ) |

Total other than criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2) NA NA NA NA

12.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i NA NA NA NA NA _ ) ) ) ) |

cases brought to court - Total other than criminal cases

12.2 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) tor

non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total other than - - - NA NA NA - - - - - - -
criminal caces

8.1.1 Have litigants to pay taxes to start a proceeding - Criminal
cases

Yes No - No No No No - - - - =]=

8.1.2 Have litigants to pay taxes to start a proceeding - Other cases Yes Yes - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - o=

Table 5.7 (EC): Coverage of legal aid (other than criminal cases) (Q16, Q17, Q18, Q19)

16.1.1 Legal aid applies to representation in court (criminal cases) Yes Yes - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - 15
16.1.2 Legal aid applies to legal advice (criminal cases) Yes Yes - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - = =]=
iﬁ.;.ilrl;fgzésigi applies to representation in court (other than Yes Yes i Yes Yes Yes Yes _ _ _ _ |
16.2.2 Legal aid applies to legal advice (other than criminal cases) Yes Yes - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - 15
17 Legal aid included the coverage of or the exemption from court 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 _ _ _ _ |

fees

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

Table 6.1 (EC) Centralised databases for decision support (Q62.4)

62.4 Is there a centralised national case law database? - - - = o - - - - - - |-

62.4.1.1 Is there a centralised national case law database? - - - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - -

62.4.2.1 All matters - EQuipment rate = = = 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) NR = - - - - -

62.4.2.2 All matters - Link to ECHR case law - - - = o - - - - - - |

62.4.2.3 All matters - Name(s) of the database(s) - - - - - = . . - - - |-

62.4.3.1 Civil - Equipment rate - - - 100% 100% 100% 100% - - - - 0,0% 0,0%
62.4.3.2 Civil - Link to ECHR case law - - - No No No No - - - - SE
62.4.3.3 Civil - Name(s) of the database(s) - - - idat.just.fgov.be juridat - dat.fgov.be; Justel - - - - SE
62.4.5.1 Administrative - Equipment rate - - - 100% 100% 100% 100% - - - - 0,0% 0,0%
62.4.5.2 Administrative - Link to ECHR case law - - - No No No No - - - - SE

62.4.5.3 Administrative - Name(s) of the database(s) - -

ngsbetwistingen vww.conseildetat.be vw.conseildetat.be 1advst-consetat.be - - - - - -

62.4.6.1 Other - EQuipment rate - - - 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) NR NR - - - - SE

62.4.6.2 Other - Link to ECHR case law - - - . o - - - - - - |

62.4.6.3 Other - Name(s) of the database(s) - - - - = . - - - - - |

63.1 Is there a case management system? - - - - - . - - - - - |

63.1.1.1 Is there a case management system? - - - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - - -

63.1.2.1 All matters - Equipment rate = = = 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) NR NR - - - - - -
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Belgium (2010-2017) data tables

Variations
Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

63.1.2.2 All matters - Centralised database - - = = = - - - - - - |

63.1.2.3 All matters - Early warning signals - - - - - . - - - - - |

63.1.2.4 All matters - Name(s) of the system(s) - - - - - g . . - - - |

63.1.3.1 Civil - Equipment rate - - - 100% 100% 100% 100% - - - - 0,0% 0,0%
63.1.3.2 Civil - Centralised database - - - No No No Yes = o - - |
63.1.3.3 Civil - Early warning signals - - - No No Yes Yes - = = o |

63.1.3.4 Civil - Name(s) of the system(s) = = = =

‘KH, HBCA, CTAH :KH, HBCA, CTAH - - - - - -

63.1.5.1 Administrative - Equipment rate - - - NA 50-99% 50-99% 100% - o o - |
63.1.5.2 Administrative - Centralised database - - - No Yes Yes Yes - - - - -|-
63.1.5.3 Administrative - Early warning signals - - - No Yes Yes Yes - - - - -||-

63.1.5.4 Administrative - Name(s) of the system(s) - - - - - = 5 . - - - |

63.1.6.1 Other - Equipment rate - = - 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) - - - - - -

63.1.6.2 Other - Centralised database - - = = = - - - - - - |

63.1.6.3 Other - Early warning signals - - - - = = = = - - - |

63.1.6.4 Other - Name(s) of the system(s) - - - = . - - - - - - |

63.3.1.1 Are there tools of producing courts activity statistics? - - - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - = =]=

, professionals and/or court users (Q64.2

64.2 Is there a possibility to submit a case to courts by electronic

- - - Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - - -
means?

64.2.2.1 All matters - Equipment rate - - - 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) NR - - - - - -
64.2.2.2 All matters - Submission of cases in paper form remains
mandatory

64.2.2.3 All matters - Specific legislative framework authorising the
submission of a case

64.2.2.4 All matters - Name(s) of the software dealing with online
submission of cases

64.2.3.1 Civil - Equipment rate = = = 1-9% 1-9% 1-9% 10-49% - - - - - -

64.2.3.2 Civil - Submission of cases in paper form remains

- - - - NR No No - - - - - -
mandatory

64.2.3.3 Civil - Specific legislative framework authorising the

.. - - - - NR Yes Yes - - - - - -
submission of a case

64.2.3.4 Civil - Name(s) of the software dealing with online

. = = = = = = e-deposit - - - - - -
submission of cases

64.2.5.1 Administrative - EqQuipment rate = = = 0% (NAP) 50-99% 50-99% 50-99% - - - - - |-

64.2.5.2 Administrative - Submission of cases in paper form

: - - - - No No NR - - - - E
remains mandatory

64.2.5.3 Administrative - Specific legislative framework authorising

L. - - - - Yes Yes Yes - - - - - -
the submission of a case

64.2.5.4 Administrative - Name(s) of the software dealing with

. L - - - - e-ProAdmin - e-ProAdmin - - - - - -
online submission of cases

64.2.6.1 Other - EQuipment rate - - - 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) - - - - - -
64.2.6.2 Other - Submission of cases in paper form remains
mandatory

64.2.6.3 Other - Specific legislative framework authorising the
submission of a case

64.2.6.4 Other - Name(s) of the software dealing with online
submission of cases

64.5 Is |t. possible to monitor the stages of an online judicial : _ _ No Vi Yes Yes : , : : |-
proceeding?
64.5.2.1 All matters - Equipment rate - - = s 0% (NAP) NR NR - - - - 1

64.5.2.2 All matters - Monitoring linked to the case management
system

64.5.2.3 All matters - Monitoring including the publication of an
online decision

64.5.2.4 All matters - Do court users have to pay? - - - = . . - - - - - |

64.5.2.5 All matters - Name of the software used for the online
monitoring

64.5.3.1 Civil - Equipment rate - - - - 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) 1-9% - - - - - -

64.5.3.2 Civil - Monitoring linked to the case management system - - - - = o No - - - _ |

64.5.3.3 Civil - Monitoring including the publication of an online

o - - - - - - No - - - - - -
decision

64.5.3.4 Civil - Do court users have to pay? - - - - - - Yes - = = - |

64.5.3.5 Civil - Name of the software used for the online monitoring - - - - = = Regsol - - - - |

64.5.5.1 Administrative - Equipment rate - - - - 50-99% 50-99% 50-99% - - - - - |-

64.5.5.2 Administrative - Monitoring linked to the case management
system

- - - - Yes Yes Yes - - - - - -
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Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013-
2017 2012 2013 2014

64.5.5.3 Administrative - Monitoring including the publication of an

. . - - - - Yes Yes
online decision
64.5.5.4 Administrative - Do court users have to pay? - - - - No No No ----
64.5.5.5 Administrative - Name of the software used for the online ~ . ~ . .

N - - - - 5 arréts sur site web arréts sur site web e-ProAdmin

monitoring
64.5.6.1 Other - Equipment rate - - - - 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) NR ----
64.5.6.2 Other - Monitoring linked to the case management system - - - - - - --

64.5.6.3 Other - Monitoring including the publication of an online i i i i i i i
decision
64.5.6.5 Other - Name of the software used for the online monitoring - - - - - - - ------

64.6.1.1 Are there possibilities of electronic communication
between courts and lawyers?

64.6.2.1 All matters - Equipment rate - - - 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) NR NR ------
64.6.2.2 All matters - Submission of a case to a court - - B B ; i i ------
64.6.2.3 All matters - Pre-hearing phases - B ) ; i i - ------
64.6.2.4 All matters - Schedule of hearings and/or appeals _ - - - - - . ------
management

64.6.2.5 All matters - Transmission of courts decisions - - B B ; ) i ------
64.6.2.6 All matters - E-mail ; ; : ) i _ _ ------
64.6.2.7 All matters - Specific computer application - - B B : ) i ------
64.6.2.8 All matters - Other ; ; : ) i _ _ ------
64.6.2.9 All matters - Specific legal framework - - B B ; i
64.6.3.1 Civil - Equipment rate - - - 1-9% 10-49% 1-9% 10-49% ------
64.6.3.2 Civil - Submission of a case to a court = = = No No No Yes ------
64.6.3.3 Civil - Pre-hearing phases - - - Yes Yes Yes Yes ------
64.6.3.4 Civil - Schedule of hearings and/or appeals management - - - No No e No ------
64.6.3.5 Civil - Transmission of courts decisions - - : No g No No ------
64.6.3.7 Civil - Specific computer application - - - No Yes Yes Yes ------
64.6.3.9 Civil - Specific legal framework = = = No No Yes Yes ------
64.6.5.1 Administrative - Equipment rate - - - NA 50-99% 50-99% 50-99% ------

64.6.5.2 Administrative - Submission of a case to a court - - - No Yes No

- - - Yes Yes Yes Yes

64.6.5.3 Administrative - Pre-hearing phases = = = No Yes No Yes

64.6.5.4 Administrative - Schedule of hearings and/or appeals ) ) ) No No No No ------
management
64.6.5.5 Administrative - Transmission of courts decisions = - - No Yes No No ------

64.6.5.7 Administrative - Specific computer application - - - No Yes Yes Yes

64.6.5.8 Administrative - Other - - B e No No No ------
64.6.5.9 Administrative - Specific legal framework - - B No VES Yes ves
64.6.6.1 Other - EQuipment rate - - - 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) 0% (NAP) NR ------
64.6.6.2 Other - Submission of a case to a court - - B ; ) i _ ------
64.6.6.3 Other - Pre-hearing phases - B B : i i _ ------
64.6.6.4 Other - Schedule of hearings and/or appeals management - - - B . ) i ------

64.6.6.5 Other - Transmission of courts decisions - - > - - - -

64.6.6.6 Other - E-mail - > - - - - -

64.6.6.7 Other - Specific computer application - - - . - -

64.6.6.8 Other - Other = o - - - -

64.6.6.9 Other - Specific legal framework - - = o - -

64.8.1.1 Is there a device for electronic signatures of documents

. - - - No Yes No Yes
between courts, users and/or professionals?

zZ
Py

64.8.2.1 All matters - Equipment rate - - - - 0% (NAP) -

64.8.2.2 All matters - Conclusions exchanged between lawyers
aimed at a court
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2017 2012 2013 2014 2015

64.8.2.3 All matters - Judicial administration deeds - - = = = - - - - - - |

64.8.2.4 All matters - Decisions of other courts - - = o = - - - - - - |

64.8.2.5 All matters - Other - = = o - - - - - . . |

64.8.2.6 All matters - Signature mandatory on a paper original - - - - g . - - - - - |

64.8.2.7 All matters - Specific legal framework - - - = = 5 - - - - - |

64.8.3.1 Civil - Equipment rate - - - - 0% (NAP) - NR = o - - |

64.8.3.2 Civil - Conclusions exchanged between lawyers aimed at a
court

64.8.3.3 Civil - Judicial administration deeds - - - = o - - - - - - 1

64.8.3.4 Civil - Decisions of other courts - - = o = - - - - - - |

64.8.3.5 Civil - Other - = o = - - - - - - . oE

64.8.3.6 Civil - Signature mandatory on a paper original - - - - = 5 - - - - - |

64.8.3.7 Civil - Specific legal framework - - - - = 5 - - - - - |

64.8.5.1 Administrative - EQuipment rate = = - - 10-49% = 10-49% - - = = 1
64.8.5.2 Administrative - Conclusions exchanged between lawyers

. = = = = Yes = Yes = = = = |-
aimed at a court
64.8.5.3 Administrative - Judicial administration deeds - - - - Yes - No - o = - |
64.8.5.4 Administrative - Decisions of other courts - - - - Yes - No - o = - |
64.8.5.5 Administrative - Other - - - - No - No - = = - oE
64.8.5.6 Administrative - Signature mandatory on a paper original = - - - - - No = = - - |
64.8.5.7 Administrative - Specific legal framework - - - - - = Yes - = = - |
64.8.6.1 Other - EqQuipment rate - - - - 0% (NAP) - NR 5 - - - |

64.8.6.2 Other - Conclusions exchanged between lawyers aimed at a
court

64.8.6.3 Other - Judicial administration deeds - - = = o = - - - - - |

64.8.6.4 Other - Decisions of other courts - - = = o = - - - - - |

64.8.6.5 Other - Other - = = o = - - - - - - |

64.8.6.6 Other - Signature mandatory on a paper original - - - - - = = - - - - |

64.8.6.7 Other - Specific legal framework - - - - - = - - - - - |-

65-4 Measurment of actual benefits resulting from one or several

. . = = = No No Yes Yes = = = = |-
components of your information system
65-5 Global securlty'pollcy regarding the information system based i ) ) Yes Yes Yes Yes ) ) ) ) 1
on independent audits or other
65-6 A law guarantee the protection of personal data handled by i ) ) Yes Yes Yes Yes ) ) ) ) 1

courts

Indicator 7: Career and status of judges

Table 7.1 (EC): Trainings for judges (Q127)

127.1.1 Judges training: Initial Tr Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory - - - - - |-
127.1.2 Judges training: Gen in-service Tr Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional - - - - - -
127.1.3 Judges training: In serv Tr_jud_funct Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory Compulsory npulsory Optional npulsory Optional - - - - - -
127.1.4 Judges training: In serv Tr_management Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional - - - - - -
127.1.5 Judges training: In serv Tr_use of computer Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional Optional - - - - - -

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

Table 8.1 Number of accredited or registered mediators (absolute values and per 100 000 inhabitants) in 2012, 2013 and(Q1, Q166)

166 Number of accredited or registered mediators who practice

judicial mediation: 1099 1134 1157 1352 1457 1454 1744 58,7% 3,2% 2,0% 16,9% 7,8% -0,2%

Table 8.2 and 8.3 (EC): Availability of alternative dispute methods in (Q163, Q168)

163-1.1 Provision of mandatory mediation procedures_before going
to court!

163-1.2 Provision of mandatory mediation procedures_ordered by a

; . . - Yes - Yes - Yes Yes - - - - - -
judge in a course of jud. proc.!
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Table General Data: Economic and demographic
data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015-
2017 2012 PAONRS 2014 AONRSS 2016

Indicator 9: Professionals of justice

Table 9.1.1 and 9.1.2 Number of professional judges (absolute number, per 100 000 inhabitants and variations) (Q1, Q46)

Table 9.1.3 and 9.1.3b Distribution of professional judges by instances and per 100 000 inhabitants (Q46)
Table 9.1.4 to 9.1.7 Distribution of male and female professional judges within the total number of professional judges in first instance in 2010 and 2012 (Q46)
Table 9.5.1 (EC) Number of professional judges sitting in courts per 100 000 inhabitants (Q1, Q46)
Table 9.2.1to 9.2.3 Total number of non-judge staff (absolute number and per 100 000 inhabitants) and its distribution per category (Q1, Q52)

Table 9.2.4 Number of non-judge staff vs professional judges (values per 100 000 inhabitants) (Q1, Q46, Q52)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 10 839 905 11 161 642 11 150 516 11 209 044 11 267 910 11 322 088 11 376 070 4,9% 3,0% -0,1% 0,5% 0,5% 0,5%
46.1.1 Total Number of professional judges 1 607 1598 1 604 1 602 1614 1 600 1 566 -2,6% -0,6% 0,4% -0,1% 0,7% -0,9%
46.1.2 Number of 1st inst professional judges 1275 1293 1271 1271 1284 1274 1226 -3,8% 1,4% -1,7% 0,0% 1,0% -0,8%
46.1.3 Number of 2nd inst professional judges 305 305 305 302 303 297 310 1,6% 0,0% 0,0% -1,0% 0,3% -2,0%
46.1.4 Number of Supreme court professional judges 27 30 28 29 27 29 30 11,1% 11,1% -6,7% 3,6% -6,9% 7,4%
46.2.1 Number of professional judges_males 859 819 806 776 768 752 723 -15,8% -4,7% -1,6% -3,7% -1,0% -2,1%
46.2.2 Number of 1st instance professional judges_males 657 622 616 592 595 582 546 -16,9% -5,3% -1,0% -3,9% 0,5% -2,2%
46.2.3 Number of 2nd instance professional judges_males 180 173 168 161 152 149 156 -13,3% -3,9% -2,9% -4,2% -5,6% -2,0%
46.2.4 Number of Supreme court professional judges_males 22 24 22 23 21 21 21 -4,5% 9,1% -8,3% 4,5% -8,7% 0,0%
46.3.1 Number of professional judges_females 748 779 798 826 846 848 843 12, 7% 4,1% 2,4% 3,5% 2,4% 0,2%
46.3.2 Number of 1st inst professional judges_females 618 641 655 679 689 692 680 10,0% 3, 7% 2,2% 3, 7% 1,5% 0,4%
46.3.3 Number of 2nd inst professional judges_females 125 132 137 141 151 148 154 WA 5,6% 3,8% 2,9% 7,1% -2,0%
46.3.4 Number of Supreme court professional judges_females 5 6 6 6 6 8 9 80,0% 20,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
52.1.1 Total Number of non judge staff who are working in courts 5632 5458 5307 5290 5204 5 054 4940 -12,3% -3,1% -2,8% -0,3% -1,6% -2,9%
52.1.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

52.1.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges 1768 1708 1752 1928 1881 1946 1692 -4,3% -3,4% 2,6% 10,1% -2,4% 3,5%
52.1.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks 2921 2 766 2 700 2 474 2 408 2 335 2 484 -15,0% -5,3% -2,4% -8,4% -2, 7% -3,0%
52.1.5 Number of Technical staff 943 984 855 889 915 773 764 -19,0% 4,3% -13,1% 4,0% 2,9% -15,5%
52.1.6 Number of Other non judge staff NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-

(S:CZ)L]Zr.tlsz'ncq)'Zir:)Number of non judge staff who are working in i ) ) 1 466 1540 1413 1311 ) ) ) ) 5.0% -8.2%
52.2.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger)(men) = = = NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-

52.2.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges(men) = = = 585 562 557 468 = - - - -3,9% -0,9%
52.2.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks(men) = = = 634 689 620 662 = = - - 8,7% -10,0%
52.2.5 Number of Technical staff(men) - - - 248 289 236 181 - - - - 16,5% -18,3%
52.2.6 Number of Other non judge staff(men) - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-

iifftls,xgilqg:)mber of non judge staff who are working in - 3930 3839 3824 3664 3641 3629 - - 23%  -04%  -42%  -0,6%
52.3.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger)(women) - NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-

52.3.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges(women) - 1167 1213 1343 1319 1389 1224 - - 4,0% 10,8% -1,8% 5,3%
52.3.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks(women) - 2076 2032 1840 1719 1715 1822 - - -2,1% -9,4% -6,6% -0,2%
52.3.5 Number of Technical staff(women) - 688 595 641 626 537 583 - - -13,5% 7,7% -2,3% -14,2%
52.3.6 Number of Other non judge staff(women) - NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-

Table 9.3.1 Number of lawyers* (absolute number, per 100 000 inhabitants and variations) (Q1, Q146, Q147)

Table 9.5.2 (EC) Number of lawyers per 100 000 inhabitants (Q1, Q146)

Table 9.3.3 Number of lawyers vs professional judges (values per 100 000 inhabitants) (Q1, Q146, Q52)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 10 839 905 11 161 642 11 150 516 11 209 044 11 267 910 11 322 088 11 376 070 4,9% 3,0% -0,1% 0,5% 0,5% 0,5%

146 Total number of lawyers practising in your country. 16 517 17 336 17 795 18 134 18 402 18 532 18 604 12,6% 5,0% 2,6% 1,9% 1,5% 0,7%
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2012 2013

Table General Data: Economic and demographic
data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- [ 2012- | 2013-
2014

147 Does this figure include “legal advisors” who cannot represent
their clients in court (for example, some solicitors or in-house No No - No No No No - - - - - -
counsellors)?

52.1.1 Total Number of non judge staff who are working in courts 5632 5458 5 307 5290 5204 5 054 4 940 -12,3% -3,1% -2,8% -0,3% -1,6% -2,9%
52.1.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger) NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
52.1.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges 1768 1708 1752 1928 1881 1946 1692 -4,3% -3,4% 2,6% 10,1% -2,4% 3,5%
52.1.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks 2921 2 766 2 700 2 474 2 408 2 335 2 484 -15,0% -5,3% -2,4% -8,4% -2, 7% -3,0%
52.1.5 Number of Technical staff 943 984 855 889 915 773 764 -19,0% 4,3% -13,1% 4,0% 2,9% -15,5%
52.1.6 Number of Other non judge staff NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

52.2.1 Total Number of non judge staff who are working in

OUTSED) - - - 1466 1540 1413 1311 - - - - 5,0% -8,2%
52.2.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger)(men) - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-

52.2.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges(men) = = = 585 562 557 468 = - - - -3,9% -0,9%
52.2.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks(men) - - - 634 689 620 662 - - - - 8,7% -10,0%
52.2.5 Number of Technical staff(men) = = = 248 289 236 181 = - - - 16,5% -18,3%
52.2.6 Number of Other non judge staff(men) - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

52.3.1 Total Number of non judge staff who are working in i 3930 3839 3824 3664 3641 3629 ) ) -2.3% -0,4% 4.2% -0,6%
courts(women)

52.3.2 Number of Non judge staff (Rechtspfleger)(women) = NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

52.3.3 Number of Non-judge staff assisting the judges(women) = 1167 1213 1343 1319 1389 1224 - - 4,0% 10,8% -1,8% 5,3%
52.3.4 Number of Staff in charge of administrative tasks(women) = 2076 2032 1840 1719 1715 1822 - - -2,1% -9,4% -6,6% -0,2%
52.3.5 Number of Technical staff(women) = 688 595 641 626 537 583 = - -13,5% 7,7% -2,3% -14,2%
52.3.6 Number of Other non judge staff(women) = NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-

Indicator 10: The methods, sources and efficiency of national data collection

Table 10.1: Centralised institution responsible for collecting statistical data regarding the functioning of the courts and judiciary (Q80)

80.1 Centralised instit resp_collecting data_func_C&J Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes - - - - - |-

Table 10.2: Publication of statistics on the functioning of each court on the internet (Q80.1)

80-1 Published statistics on the functioning of each court - Yes Yes Yes, on internet Yes, on internet  Yes on Internet ~ Yes on Internet - - - - - |-

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

: . Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation
Economic and demographic data 2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017

Population 7364570 7284552 7245677 7202198 7153784 7101859 7050034 -4,3% -0,5% -0,6% -0,7% -0,7% -0,7%

GDP per capita 4789 € 5436 € 5493 € 5808 € 6 152 € 6 645 € 7099 € 1,0% I 5,7% I 5,9% I 8,0% I 6,8%

Exchange rate (local currency needed to

obtain 1€) 1,95583 1,95583 1,95583 1,95583 1,95583 1,95583 1,95583 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation
AU AU AU AULE, AU AU AU 2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017
Amount granted for all courts per capita 5,2 7,1 7,9 8,9 9,2 1,8 4,1 4,6% 5,6% 1,6% 13 4% 10 5%
Amount granted for judicial system per . : '
capita 26,5 28,8 30,0 32,5 33,3 37,0 40,6 4,4% 8,3% 2.2% 11,2% 9,9%
Professional judges per 100 000 inhab. 30,0 30,7 30,2 30,8 31,1 31,8 31,7 I 5,5% -1,6% I 1,9% 0,9% 2,1% -0,2%
Non-judge staff per 100 000 inhab. 79,7 82,6 82,2 83,5 85,9 86,9 88,1 I 10,6% -0,4% | 1,5% i 2,8% 1,2% 1,4%
I\ S ImEE (REWS (A0 5,3 6.3 6.3 6.3 l8,4% 0,0% 0,0%

Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation
2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017

First instance incoming cases per 100 inhab.

Litigious civil (and commercial) cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Non-litigious civil (and commercial) cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Non-litigious land registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP
Non-litigious business registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NAP NAP NAP

-4,6% ',9%

Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation
2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017
(in points) | (in points) | (in points) | (in points) | (in points) | (in points)

-5,8% ! 7,7%

Administrative law cases 0,370 0,4 0,4 0,344 0,370 0,353 0,444 -7,5%

First instance

performance indicators (Clearence Rate)

CR litigious civil (and commercial) cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
CR non-litigious civil (and commercial) cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
CR non-litigious land registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP
CR non-litigious business cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP
CR administrative law cases 98% 92% 109% 101% 99% 104% 95% -3,16 16,53 -7,85 -1,84 5,21 -9,49

First instance Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation
performance indicators (Disposition Time) 2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | 2016-2017

DT litigious civil (and commercial) cases

) NA NA
DT non-litigious civil (and commercial) cases

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
(days)
DT non-litigious land registry cases (days) NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP
DT non-litigious business cases (days) NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP
DT administrative law cases (days) 113 150 110 124 122 108 116 I 2,4% | -27,0% I12,7% Poi1,4% | -11,4% I 7,4%

First instance pending cases per 100 inhab. Variation Variation Variation Variation Variation

2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 | 5010-2017 | 2012-2013 | 2013-2014 | 2014-2015 | 2015-2016 | /2" 1aHON 20
Litigious civil (and commercial) cases NA NA
Non-litigious civil (and commercial) cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Non-litigious land registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP
Non-litigious business cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP
Administrative law cases 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0,1 0.1 0,1 l9,0% i 204% | -1,5% I 42% i -11,1% .2,9%
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1. Presentation of the functioning of the judicial system

Bulgaria is endowed with a three-tier judicial system. According to 2017 data, in Bulgaria, there are
113 first instance courts of general jurisdiction (Regional courts) and 32 first instance specialised
courts.

Regional Courts intervene in first instance and their decisions are subject to appeal before the
relevant District court.

For the second instance, the competence is granted to:

- 28 District courts acting as first and second instance courts (in first instance, they examine
specific categories of cases involving significant sums or substantial societal interest, while in
second instance they review decisions of the Regional courts);

- 5 Courts of appeal which consider appeals against first-instance decisions adopted by District
courts within their territorial jurisdictions;

- 1 Military court of appeal,

- 1 Specialised Criminal Court of appeal.

There are 1 Supreme Court of Cassation and 1 Supreme Administrative Court.
There are in total 182 courts as geographic locations.

Besides the ordinary court system, the judiciary of the Republic of Bulgaria consists also of the
Constitutional Court of Bulgaria.

Number of First instance | First instance
courts general specialised
(geographic jurisdiction jurisdiction

locations) (legal entities) | (legal entities)

== Number of courts
(geographic locations)

= [irst instance general
jurisdiction
(legal entities)

First instance specialised
jurisdiction
(legal entities)

2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
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The 32 first instance specialized courts are the 28 administrative courts, the 3 military courts and
the Specialized Criminal Court of Republic of Bulgaria. The latter was established in 2011 in Sofia
and is treated as a District Court. Its jurisdiction covers criminal cases of a general nature for
crimes carried out throughout the Republic of Bulgaria. Its competence is determined on the basis
of the subject of the case and not the quality of the perpetrator. The Criminal Procedure Code
exhaustively enumerates cases within the competence of this Court, namely crimes committed by
organized criminal groups, or on behalf of them and following their decision.
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2. Resources of justice and courts framework

e Approved budget allocated to the functioning of the courts

Total annual approved public budget allocated to all courts: 169 977 302 €
Total annual approved public budget allocated to all courts per capita: 24,1 €

The three most important categories of annual public budget are :

o Gross Salaries (135128 473 €)
o Court buildings (11 881 456 €)
> Other (19165912 €)

In respect of the annual public budget allocated to computerisation and for columns Approved budget and Implemented budget the amount of 691350 euro has been
included, which is used for purchase of computers for the courts which was paid from the budget of the Supreme Judicial Council. Also are included 369823 euros,
which were used for computerization of a new building for the needs of the Sofia Regional Court. The increase of funds is due not only to the purchased equipment for
the needs of Sofia Regional Court but also to the replacement of amortised and obsolete computer equipment for the needs of the courts. In 2016, the approved budget
for computerization was considerably higher - 2 251 935 euros but only 1 031 772 euros was spent, due to unfinished procedures under the Public Procurement Act.
The increase in the implemented annual public budget allocated to court buildings compared to 2016 is due not only to the rise in prices of electricity, heat, fuel, services
but also to the entry into service and the payment of maintenance costs of the new building of the largest court - Sofia Regional Court.

In section Annual public budget allocated to investments in new court buildings, column Approved Budget, the stated amount has not been absorbed due to the
implementation of procedures and activities under the Spatial Development Act and other co-ordination procedures with competent authorities related to the acquisition
of buildings. In 2017 no expenditure on investment in new buildings was made.

The category "Other" encompasses the amounts for compensations under the Labor Code and the Judiciary System Act, costs for apparel, social and cultural services
and payments paid for sickness absence paid at the expense of the employer, as well as the amounts for major repairs of court buildings - 491241 euro, including 348
971 euros used for courts at the expense of the budget of the Supreme Judicial Council in column Implemented budget, and 2 946 331 euros in the column Approved
budget.

The data in section Other, column Approved budget, is 27,5% higher than the indicator for the reference year 2016 due to the planning and payment of 591000 euros
more than the previous period as compensations under the Labor Code and the Judiciary System Act, as well as of the envisaged funds amounting to over 2 500 000
EUR more than the previous period for major repairs. The difference between the Approved and the Implemented Budget in section Other is due to the under-execution
of the envisaged funds for major repairs because of unfinished procedures under the Public Procurement Act and the implementation of procedures and activities under
the Spatial Development Act and other co-ordination procedures with competent authorities. This is also the reason why there is a significant difference between the
total approved and the implemented annual budget.

Total annual . .
. Computer- Justice _— Investment in new
approved budget | Gross salaries . Court buildings o
for courts isation expenses buildings

Approved budget 169 977 302 € 135128 473 € 1317 581 € 2005000 € 11 881 456 € 443 290 € 35590€ 19165912€
Implemented budget 166 759 166 € 135230 121 € 1305340€ 1919345€ 11578 761 € 0€ 34799€ 16690800 €

2017 Approved budget 2017 Implemented budget

m Gross salaries m Gross salaries

u F:or_nputer— = Computer-
isation isation
\~ m Justice expenses \ m Justice expenses

m Court buildings

® [nvestment in new buildings

= Training

Other

= Court buildings

® [nvestment in new buildings

= Training

Other

e Approved budget allocated to the judicial system (courts, prosecution services and legal aid)

o Total annual approved public budget allocated to the judicial system: 286 464 547 €
o Total annual approved public budget allocated to the judicial system per capita: 40,6 €

The budget per capita (40,6 €) is lower than the EU average (68,1 €) and below the EU median (57,5 €). Bulgaria belongs to the group of European States with low
degree of investments allocated to the judicial system.

Between 2016 and 2017, the approved judicial system budget has increased by 9,9%.

e Approved budget allocated to the whole justice system: 415 527 301 €

The budget allocated for the whole justice system includes the budget for the Judiciary (budgets of the courts, Prosecutor’s office of the Republic of Bulgaria, Supreme
Judicial Council, The Inspectorate at the Supreme Judicial Council and the National Institute of Justice. The budget of courts includes the costs for forensic services,
state enforcement services), Legal Aid, Registry agency (property register, commercial register, BULSTAD register and Register of the Property Relations between
Spouses), General Directorate Execution of Sanctions (includes the costs for probation services), General Directorate Security (security of the judicial system bodies),
Central administration of the Ministry of Justice, Constitutional court.

This budget includes the following budgetary elements:

> Court budget
o Legal aid budget
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> Public prosecution services budget
o Prison system

> Probation services

o Council of the judiciary

o Constitutionnal court

o Enforcement services

> Forensic services

> Functioning of the Ministry of Justice
> Some police services

o Other services

e Human resources

> Judges
Number of Number of
Total number of professional professional
2017 . . . :
professional judges judges judges
(WEIES) (females) Supreme courts |
299 NA NA
101 NA NA
2235 NA N 2ndinsiance
courts
0,
2017 ol t(_)tal np of males females
professional judges )
Istinstance |
13,4% NA NA
8.5% NA NA o0

20,0%

40,0% 60,0%  80,0%

mmales
females

According to 2017 data, the total number of professional judges sitting in courts (all instances) in Bulgaria is 2 235 which is -0,9% less than in 2016.

More precisely, in Bulgaria, in 2017 there are 31,2 judges per 100 000 inhabitants (this figure is above the EU median of 23,9 judges per 100 000 inhabitants)
and about 2,8 non-judge staff per judge (in 2016, this ratio was at 2,7 non-judge staff per judge).

The number of female professional judges (all instances) is not available for 2017.

The total number of judges is distributed among the different judicial instances in the following way: 1 745 are sitting in first instance courts ; 299 are sitting in

second instance courts and 191 are sitting in Supreme Couirt.

As regards the distribution of the number of judges among the different judicial instances, Bulgaria presents some peculiarities which should be mentioned.
Namely, starting from 2013, the number of first instance professional judges encompasses not only judges of the first instance courts (113 regional courts, 28

administrative courts and 5 (3 since 2014) military courts) but also judges working in the first instance departments of District courts (who were previously counted

as second instance judges).
Put differently:

- the number of first instance professional judges consists of judges in 27 Regional courts within regional centres; 86 out of regional centres; 28 Administrative
courts; 1 Specialized Criminal Court; 3 Military courts; and the number of the first instance judges in District courts has been added to them;

- the number of second instance professional judges consists of judges in 27 District courts; Sofia City Court; 5 Courts of Appeal; 1 Military court of appeal and 1
Appealate Specialized Criminal Court. This number does not include the second instance judges who have adjudicated in first instance pannels;

- the number of Supreme Court professional judges refers to working judges in the Supreme Court of Cassation and Supreme Administrative Court at

31.12.2017.

In Bulgaria, training of judges is broken down as follows:

o Initial training: Compulsory

> General in-service training: Optional

o In-service training for specialised judicial functions: Optional

° In-service training for management functions of the court: Optional

o In-service training for the use of computer facilities in courts: No training offered

> Non-judge staff

Non-udge Staff in

Rechtspfleger or e charge of
equiv. statl::‘ea§5|st|ng administrati

judge ve tasks

5 866

6 014 NAP 4479 1480
5958 NAP 4 445 1458
6 014 NAP 4 468 1491
6 143 NAP 4 395 1191
6174 NAP 4478 1162
6212 NAP 4492 1118

Technical staff

NA
NA
NA
502
481
568

Other

120
55
55
55
55
53
34

In Bulgaria, in 2017, there are 6 212 non-judge staff. Analysis of the 2016-2017 period reveals an increase of 0,6%.

In 2017, the non-judge staff is broken down as follows:

> 4 492 non-judge staff whose task is to assist the judges such as registrars;

> 1 118 staff in charge of different administrative tasks and of the court management;

> 568 technical staff;
o 34 other staff, such as court interpreters;

In the light of the data relevant for the judges, it is possible to notice that in 2017, the number of non-judge staff per 100 000 inhabitants has increased (from 85,7

in 2016 to 86,8 in 2017).
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During the same period, the number of judges per 100 000 inhabitants evolves from 31,5 judges per 100 000 inhabitants in 2016 to 31,5 in 2017.

The category other refers to the staff employed in the recreational establishments of the Supreme Administrative Court and the Supreme Court of Cassation such
as: manager of the training center, chefs, worker in the kitchen, bartender, waiter, tendant.
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3. Efficiency and quality of the judicial system

e Access to justice
° Legal aid
The total annual approved public budget to legal aid is 4 785 010 € (0,7 € per capita).

No distinction can be carried out between cases brought to court and cases not brought to court, as well as between criminal law cases and other than criminal
law cases.

The annual budget for legal aid in the Republic of Bulgaria is not granted by type of cases and type of legal aid. Legal aid can be provided for all types of civil
cases including non-litigious cases. The budget is common to all types of legal aid — consultation (pre-litigation advice for which the Law on legal aid strictly
defines the categories of persons amenable to be granted with) with the purpose to achieve a settlement before initiation of court proceedings or filing a case,
preparation of documents for filing a case, litigation, and litigation in event of detainment by the bodies of the Ministry of Interior and the Customs Act. By
contrast, the annual budget for legal aid does not include means of alternative dispute resolution (ADR). The annual budget for legal aid is common to all types
of criminal, civil and administrative cases. It includes remuneration of the attorneys providing legal aid, remuneration of the Bar Councils for the work carried out
by the administration of legal aid, funds for necessary expenses to visit the places of detention or retention and protection in another village. The National Legal
Aid Bureau is an independent State authority, a legal entity and a second grade disposer of budget credits to the Minister of Justice. Its competence consists in
preparing a draft budget of legal aid and disposing the funds in the budget of legal aid. The Ministry of Justice supervises the planning and reporting of funds in
respect of the budget of legal aid. The annual budget of legal aid is part of the budget of the Ministry of Justice — Chapter 'Policy of Justice'.

In Bulgaria legal aid can not be cranted for fees related to enforcement of judicial decisions as fees for enforcement agents

Legal aid can also be granted for other costs.

The travel expenses of an official defense counsel are covered by the budget for legal aid administering.

Individuals are free to chose their lawyers in the frame of legal aid system.
> Court fees
Litigants have to pay taxes to start a proceeding in other than criminal matters.

According to the Civil Procedure Code, court fees and court costs are collected upon conduct of the case. Where the action is unappraisable, the amount of the
court fees is determined by the court. Where the subject matter of the case is a right of ownership or other rights in rem to an immovable, the amount of the
court fees is determined on one fourth of the cost of action. In the ambit of the law, a waiver is granted: to plaintiffs who are factory or office workers or
cooperative members in respect of any actions arising from employment relationships; to plaintiffs in respect of any actions for maintenance obligations; for any
actions brought by a prosecutor; to plaintiffs in respect of any actions for damages sustained as a result of a tort or delict, for which a sentence has entered into
effect; to the ad hoc representatives of the party whose address is unknown, appointed by the court. Natural persons found by the court to lack sufficient means
to pay the court fees and costs are exempted of paying them. The court considers the petition for waiver in the light of various criteria such as incomes,
property status, family situation, health status, employment status, age, etc. Payment of court fees but not of court costs will be waived for: the State and the
government institutions, except in actions for private State receivables and rights to corporeal things constituting private State property; the Bulgarian Red
Cross; the municipalities, except in actions for private municipal receivables and rights to corporeal things constituting private municipal property. Finally, the
Stamp Duty Act enumerates in detail categories of situations, persons and actions in respect of which an exemption from stamp duties should be granted.

Pursuant to article 2, para. 1 of the Stamp Duty Act, there shall be simple and proportionate stamp duties. The said are determined by Tariff 1 to the Stamp
Duty Act for the fees collected by the courts, prosecutor’s office, investigation services and the Ministry of Justice adopted by a decree of the Council of
Ministers 167/28.08.1992 (it contains the denomination from 05.07.1999) and the Tariff for the fees collected by the courts under the Civil Procedure Code,
adopted by a decree of the Council of Ministers 38/27.02.2008.

The amount of court fees to commence an action for 3000€ debt recovery is 120€.

The amount of 120 Euros presents 4% of the value of the claim.

e Other professionals of justice

o Lawyers

250,0 ~

Per 100 000
Lawyers Total .
inhab. 200,0 -

2010 11825 160,6

2012 12010 164,9 150,0

2013 12010 165,8

2014 12 696 176,3 100.0 1

2015 13013 181,9 500 |

2016 13500 190,1

2017 13720 194,6 0.0 - . . . . . .

2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

In Bulgaria, in 2017, there are 13 720 lawyers, which is 1,6% more than in 2016.

This data represents 194,6 lawyers per 100 000 inhabitants in 2017 and is higher than the EU median of 114,2 lawyers per 100 000 inhabitants.

e Court performance

o Clearance Rate (CR) and Disposition Time (DT)
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The Clearance Rate shows the capacity of a judicial system to deal with the incoming cases. A Clearance Rate of 100% and higher does not generate backlog.
The Disposition Time determines the maximum estimated number of days necessary for a pending case to be solved in a court.

At the outset it should be pointed out that the division by types of cases in the statistical forms published by the Supreme Judicial Council of Bulgaria is quite
different from the CEPEJ categorisation and for that reason breakdown cannot be made. Only administrative cases are possible to differentiate due to
existence of administrative courts. Furthermore, in Bulgaria registry cases are not resolved by courts. They are under the competence of the Registry agency
where is the property register, the commercial register, the BULSTAD register and the Register of the Property Relations between spouses.

Since there is no centralised Case Management System, the information on number of cases in different instances was summed up on the bases of the data
collected from different courts and some mistakes are possible due to non-existence of control mechanism to check all the incoming courts data and spot
eventual anomalies. Accordingly, some discrepancies can appear between data communicated for different cycles.

o Total other than criminal cases

103% 90
it cuss w
2010 99,0% 67 101% 0
2012 98,9% 74 100% °0
2013 100,9% 78 99% jg
2014 102,0% 78 gg0 %
2015 99,0% 78 20
2016 98,8% 84

10

0,
2017 97,4% 83 05% 0
2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 20172010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

97%
96%

With a Clearance Rate calculated at 97,4% in 2017, Bulgaria seems to face some difficulties to deal with its other than criminal cases.
Between 2016 and 2017, the Clearance Rate has decreased for -1,4 points.
In Bulgaria, in 2017, other than criminal cases are solved in a maximum of 83 days.

Analysis of the 2016 - 2017 period reveals a -1,4% decrease of the Disposition Time.

o Civil (and commercial) litigious cases
The Clearance Rate and the Disposition Time cannot be calculated in respect of the civil and commercial litigious cases.
The number of civil and commercial litigious cases older than 2 years is not avaiable.

o Administrative cases

— : 110% 160
cases 105%

2010 97,8% 113 120
2012 92,1% 150 100
2013 108,6% 110 95% 80
2014 100,8% 124 60
2015 99,0% 122 40
2016 104,2% 108 85% 20

2017 94,7% 116 80% 0
2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2010 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

100%

90%

With a Clearance Rate calculated at 94,7% in 2017, Bulgaria seems to face difficulties to deal with its administrative cases.
Between 2016 and 2017, the Clearance Rate has decreased for -9,5 points.
In Bulgaria, in 2017, the administrative cases are solved in a maximum of 116 days.

Analysis of the 2016 - 2017 period reveals a 7,4% increase of the Disposition Time.

The number of administrative law cases older than 2 years is not avaiable

No specific reason has been indicated for the increase in the number of incoming administrative law cases between 2016 and 2017. During this period there
was an increase in the number of cases before the administrative courts (mainly claims under the Administrative Procedure Code, Management of Resources
from the European Structural and Investment Funds Act, Tax and Social Insurance Procedure Code, Competition Protection Act, etc.).

° Insolvency

120% 330
Insolvency cases 9 DT (days

2010 80% 310

2012 82,8% 323 300
60%

2013 99,8% 282 290

2014 112,9% 304 40% 280

2015 110,1% 282 20% 270

2016 95,2% 308 0% 260

I 110,2% 283 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

The Clearance Rate was calculated at 110,2% in 2017 for insolvency cases, Bulgaria seems to be able to deal with its insolvency cases.
Between 2016 and 2017, the Clearance Rate has increased for 15,1 points.

In Bulgaria, in 2017, insolvency cases are solved in a maximum of 283 days.

Analysis of the 2016 - 2017 period reveals a -8,1% decrease of the Disposition Time.
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e Systems for measuring and evaluating the court performance

In Bulgaria, individual courts are required to prepare an annual activity report.

> The frequency of the reporting is annual

A regular monitoring system of court activities is in place concerning:
o Number of incoming cases
> Number of decisions delivered

o Number of postponed cases
o Lenght of proceedings (timeframes)

In Bulgaria, there is a system to evaluate regularly the activity of each court.

A system to evaluate regurlarly the activity of each court (in terms of performance and output) exists and performance and quality indicators are defined at the
court level.

Among such indicators are: incoming cases; duration of proceedings /deadlines/; completed cases; pending cases; result of appealed and protested cases.

The evaluation of the court activity is not used for the later allocation of means in this court.

Quality standards are not determined for the judicial system.

eAlternative dispute resolutions

The judicial system in Bulgaria provides judicial mediation. However, there is no mandatory judicial mediation.

In Bulgaria, the number of accredited or registered mediators who practise judicial mediation is not available for 2017. In fact, there is no differentiation between
mediators who practice judicial mediation and others.

oeThe ICT tools of courts and for court users
The use of ICT in courts had been evaluated in 3 fields in 2017 (graphic on the left below):
o Direct assistance to judges and court clerks (blue bars below);

> Administration and management (orange bars);
o Communication between court and users (green bars).

In 2017, the evaluation has been focused on the administration and management tools (graphic on the right below, orange bars) and the communication
between courts and users (green bars). Hence, the bars for direct assistance facilities are now shown in grey and the global IT evaluation is about
administration and communication tools.

According to the answers communicated to the CEPEJ in 2017, the global IT equipment rate of Bulgaria has been evaluated at 6,3 points on 10. The EU
median is 6,9 points.

The break-down of this result by field may be summarized in these graphics, where each field has been evaluated from 0 to 4 points.

2014 2015 2016 2017

0 1 2 3 4 1 3 4 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4

Basic facilities

Centralised national case law database

Writing assistance tools

Case management systems

Tools of producing courts activity statistics

Possibility to submit a case to courts by
electronic means

Possibility to monitor the stages of an online
judicial proceeding

Electronic communication between courts and
lawyers

Electronic signature of documents

Videoconferencing with users
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4. National data collection system

In Bulgaria, the centralised institution that is responsible for collecting statiscal data regarding the functioning of the
courts and judiciary is the Supreme Judicial Council of the Republic of Bulgaria.

This institution publishes statistics of each court on internet.

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems

in the EU Member States 65 /769



5. Reforms

1. (Comprehensive) reform plans

On 20 December 2016, the Ministry of Justice received the Independent technical analysis of the
structural and functional model of the Prosecutor’s Office of the Republic of Bulgaria from the
European Commission.

In this regard and in line with the Action Plan for the implementation of the recommendations from
the European Commission report of January 2017 under the Cooperation and Verification
Mechanism as well as in view of continuing the judicial reform, the Ministry of Justice, together with
the Prosecutor’s Office of the Republic of Bulgaria, prepared a Roadmap under Measure No. 13 of
the 2017 Action plan for implementation of the recommendations of the Independent analysis of the
structural and functional model of the Prosecutor’s Office and the analysis of its independence.

In performance of the measures envisaged in the Roadmap, the Ministry of Justice set up the
following working groups:

1. For the preparation of a Bill to Amend the Criminal Code in order to improve the regulatory
framework of the criminal prosecution of high-level corruption and grave organized crime;

2. For proposals to amend the Criminal Procedure Code;

3. For proposals for amendments concerning investigations against the presidents of the Supreme
Court of Cassation and the Supreme Administrative Court and the Prosecutor General in line with the
effective constitutional provisions;

4. For the preparation of a Bill to Amend the Judicial System Act;

5. For proposals for amendments in relation to matters concerning expert witnesses.

A large part of the measures in the Roadmap which are within the competence of the Ministry of
Justice have been implemented and the implementation of the rest is well advanced.

2. Budget

NA
3. Courts and public prosecution services

Regarding powers, organization, structural changes:

Legislative amendments have been initiated, aiming at an even distribution of the workload between
the different courts; reform of military justice; a proposal to amend the boundaries of the judicial
districts. Under the project "Creation of a Model for the Optimization of the Judicial Map of the
Bulgarian Courts and Prosecutors' Offices and Development of a Unified Information System of the
Courts" under the Operational Program "Good Governance" the following results are envisaged:
preparation of an analysis of the state of the courts of regional, district and appellate level in terms of
their effectiveness and efficiency, and the selection of pilot structures; proposals for merging judicial
structures (regional courts); drawing up a road map for the reorganization of judicial structures at the
district and appellate levels.

With regard to information technology: Staged replacement of computer equipment used in the
bodies of the judiciary.

With regard to the renovation and construction of new buildings in 2017 three main construction
works were completed and put into operation. In 2017 started works included in the investment policy
of the Supreme Judicial Council.

3.1. Access to justice and legal aid
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On 15 December 2017, the Ministry of Justice and the Managing Authority of the Good Governance
Operational Programme 2014-2020 concluded a grant agreement for the implementation of the
project “Effective access to justice”. A partner for the project implementation is the Supreme Judicial
Council. The main purpose of the project is to contribute to the improvement of citizens’ access to
justice by building an evaluation and monitoring mechanism for the effectiveness, independence and
transparency of the judiciary. The Specific project objectives are:

- Preparation of a monitoring mechanism for the effectiveness and independence of the judiciary,
including via public opinion polls;

- Creation of a model of access to justice;

- Creation of a standing mechanism to assess the application of the Civil Procedure Code, the
Criminal Procedure Code and the Administrative Procedure Code in order to guarantee effective and
fair justice.

The activities envisaged in the project are underway.

In August 2018, the Council of Ministers approved a Bill to Amend the Legal Aid Act. The Bill
proposes the elimination of the requirement for citizens to submit hard-copy documents evidencing
the grounds for legal aid to be provided issued by the Social Assistance Agency, the National Social
Security Institute, the National Revenue Agency, the Employment Agency and the Registry Agency.
The Bill also envisages the introduction of the principle of non-replacement of the attorneys from
advice to procedural representation in a case. The purpose of the amendments is to ensure that an
attorney who is familiar with the legal problem will continue to represent the person in the case
initiated before the court as well. The proposed amendments to the Legal Aid Act will create
prerequisites for a more comprehensive defence of the citizens who need legal aid because they will
lead to a faster and easier obtaining of legal aid and a much greater effectiveness of the procedure
for its provision. The Ministry of Justice will also initiate amendments to the Ordinance on Payment
for Legal Aid, which will concern an increase in the maximum amounts of the remuneration laid down
in the Ordinance by up to 20% without changing the minimums. Such an approach is appropriate
because it will result in expanding the scope of setting the attorney remuneration in a specific case
following an assessment of the attorney’s work based on established criteria and standards for the
legal aid provided.

4. High Judicial Council

The members of the newly composed Supreme Judicial Council took office in October 2017.

5. Legal professionals (judges, public prosecutors, lawyers, notaries, enforcement agents,
etc.): organisation, education and training, etc.

Article 249 of the Act to Amend the Judicial System Act (promulgated, State Gazette, issue 49 of
2018) provides for the obligatory initial training of judges, prosecutors and investigators upon initial
appointment to judicial authorities and upon election of jurors for a first term of office.

A working group at the Ministry of Justice with the participation of the Chamber of Private
Enforcement Agents is preparing amendments to effective provisions about the activities of private
enforcement agents, including obligatory insurance, annual reports, official archive and interest in
special accounts. The package of provisions aims to improve the quality and effectiveness of the
work of private enforcement agents.

At present, the Ministry of Justice is working towards amendments to the Ordinance on acquiring
legal capacity to ensure its compliance with the amendments to the Judicial System Act.

6. Reforms regarding civil, criminal and administrative laws, international conventions and
cooperation activities
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The Ministry of Justice is preparing a Bill to Amend the Civil Procedure Code upon proposals from
courts put forward via the Supreme Judicial Council. The Bill aims to improve the effectiveness of
justice by ensuring conditions for a more even distribution of court proceedings on the territory of the
entire country.

The Act to Amend the Civil Procedure Code (promulgated, State Gazette, issue 65 of 2018) has the
same goal; it introduces a change in the jurisdiction of claims from or against consumers as well as
claims for compensation of insured persons against insurers, the Guarantee Fund and the National
Office of the Bulgarian Automobile Insurers.

Activity 4 of the project “Effective access to justice” envisages the introduction of a methodology to
assess the application of the Civil Procedure Code, the Criminal Procedure Code and the
Administrative Procedure Code. The methodology will include consideration of at least the following
criteria: obstacles to the speed of proceedings (objective circumstances), possibilities for the parties
to delay the development of a case (subjective circumstances), requirements for a high level of
evidence, adequacy of the evidentiary means, applicability of the tools for international cooperation
as well as criteria which are specific to each of the three codes. There will also be an examination of
the degree to which the relevant norms of European Union law are included in the provisions of the
three codes. After the methodology is approved by the Minister of Justice, a pilot analysis of the
application of the three codes will be prepared with specific conclusions and recommendations. The
pilot analysis will examine the speed of justice in the application of the three codes identifying the
objective and subjective factors for the duration of the proceedings and grading their impact. The
pilot analysis and the methodology developed will be discussed with at least 100 representatives of
magistrates, non-governmental and professional organisations, businesses and members of the
Council on the Application of the Updated Strategy to Continue the Judicial Reform (“the Council”).
The results of the activity will be tabled for discussed as part of the Council’s agenda. As a standing
mechanism to assess the effect of the application of the procedural codes, the methodology will be
introduced by means of an order of the Minister of Justice.

The Ministry of Justice has taken steps aimed at the development of a new Concept Paper for
Criminal Policy which will be prepared on the basis of a study of the current criminogenic
environment and the trends in it as well as on the basis of an assessment of the implementation of
the Concept Paper for Criminal Policy 2010 — 2014 and an analysis of the application of the Criminal
Code.

The Concept Paper for Criminal Policy 2010 — 2014 outlined the challenges with regard to combating
crime as of a previous period. No analysis was made after that to report for its strengths and
weaknesses, as well as the challenges it was unable to address. This is related to the need for an
informed formulation of a new and unified strategic vision of the State, which will contribute to
achieving a greater effectiveness in combating crime and improving the quality of justice.

The pursuit of a modern and effective criminal policy requires an analysis on a larger scale and
defining the overall current picture of the criminogenic environment as well as assessing the
application of the current Criminal Code in order to identify its weaknesses and strengths as well as
its compliance with the European trends and the requirements of EU law. This will also guarantee
stability of the regulatory framework of criminal policy and respond to the new challenges in dealing
with crime such as, for example, combating terrorism, radicalization, illegal migration, etc.

The need to update specific concepts and provisions of the Criminal Code or to develop the
respective bill for its amendment will be assessed in the light of the new concept for criminal policy.

7. Enforcement of court decisions
NA
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8. Mediation and other ADR

NA

9. Fight against crime

The amendments proposed to the Commercial Act aim for the Bulgarian legislation to introduce a
high standard of transparency and exchange of information for tax purposes in relation to the
commercial companies, which have issued bearer shares. This will guarantee that all participants in
commercial transactions will observe the rules that will benefit the Bulgarian businesses as a whole,
inasmuch as the investment climate in the country depends on the reputation of the Republic of
Bulgaria as a transparent tax jurisdiction. This will also be to the benefit of all Bulgarian citizens
inasmuch as everyone’s welfare depends on the investment climate and the economic situation. The
proposed Bill to Amend the Commercial Act envisages the removal of the possibility for joint-stock
companies and limited companies with shares to issues bearer shares in the future. All bearer shares
issued before the entry into force of the act will be replaced by registered shares.

The Bill applies Article 10 (2) of Directive (EU) 2015/849 of the European Parliament and of the
Council of 20 May 2015 on the prevention of the use of the financial system for the purposes of
money laundering or terrorist financing, amending Regulation (EU) No 648/2012 of the European
Parliament and of the Council, and repealing Directive 2005/60/EC of the European Parliament and
of the Council and Commission Directive 2006/70/EC, which envisages that Member States need to
take measures to prevent the abuse of bearer shares and bearer share warrants.

The Bill passed the first plenary vote on 12 September 2018 and the second vote in the Legal Affairs
Committee of the National Assembly on 26 September 2018.

9.1. Prison system

The Ministry of Justice set up a team to conduct a follow-up impact assessment of the Execution of
Punishments and Detention in Custody Act (EPDCA) and develop a Bill to Amend the EPDCA.

The purpose is to consider the results of the application and the degree to which the goals envisaged
by the EPDCA have been achieved; to assess the quality, effectiveness, benefit and removal of
possible problems found in the application of the law.

The team for the follow-up impact assessment published a consultation document for which opinions
are currently being received from the civil society and the professional community.

9.2 Child friendly justice
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An interdepartmental group at the Ministry of Justice prepared a Bill for an Avoidance of Criminal
Proceedings and Imposition of Correctional Measures on Minors Act; in 2016, the bill was
coordinated interdepartmentally before the entry into force of the changes in the Statutory
Instruments Act.

The bill aims to encourage the law-abiding behaviour of minors who are at conflict with the law and
for them to obtain support for their integration in society through correctional measures and their
inclusion in appropriate educational programmes. In accordance with the international standards, a
new system of measures is provided for to guarantee the secondary and tertiary prevention of
juvenile crime. It envisages the creation of a new regulatory framework to prevent and counter the
behaviour of children at conflict with the law. The Bill for an Avoidance of Criminal Proceedings and
Imposition of Correctional Measures on Minors Act envisages the repealing of the Combating Minors’
Anti-Social Behaviour Act. The Transitional and Final Provisions of the bill propose changes in the
General Part of the Criminal Code related to the special regime of criminal liability of minors who are
incapable of bearing criminal liability and its implementation. Amendments to the Criminal Procedure
Code are envisaged to transpose patrtially Directive (EU) 2016/800 of the European Parliament and
of the Council of 11 May 2016 on procedural safeguards for children who are suspects or accused
persons in criminal proceedings.

In relation to the amendments to the Statutory Instruments Act (promulgated, State Gazette, issue 34
of 3 May 2016, in force as of 4 November 2016) a decision was taken on 19 December 2017 at a
meeting of the Council on the Implementation of the Updated Strategy to Continue the Judicial
Reform to prepare a comprehensive initial impact assessment of the bill. The following issues
emerged in the course of the work on its preparation: should the minors who have committed an anti-
social act with the characteristics of a crime be included in the scope of this law or should these legal
relations be provided for via amendments to other laws; which authorities should impose correctional
measures; should a National Service for Correctional Support be set up with the Minister of Justice or
should it be set up with another authority. As regards the points of discussion identified, it was
decided to conduct a comparative legal study of the regulatory framework in other EU Member
States. Currently, the working group continues its work on the bill with a view to the timely completion
of the work on it.

9.3.Violence against partners

A Bill to Amend the Criminal Procedure Code is being prepared in relation to the need to guarantee
an adequate and comprehensive criminal legal defence against any acts of violence against women,
including domestic violence. The proposed amendments aim to improve the Bulgarian regulatory
framework in view of preventing and countering such forms of criminal behaviour. The measures
proposed in the bill are necessary to counter the anti-social phenomenon identified. Inasmuch as this
concerns infringements upon the most important social values — a person’s life and health, it is
proposed that all forms of violence be criminalised, respectively intervention with regard to the
perpetrators by means of the strictest form of state coercion, namely punishment.[

10. New information and communication technologies
NA

11. Other
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The Combating Corruption and lllegal Assets Forfeiture Act was adopted fully on 12 January 2018
(promulgated, State Gazette, issue 7/19 January 2018) and entered into force on 23 January 2018.
On 8 March 2018, following a transparent and public procedure, the National Assembly elected Mr.
Plamen Georgiev as the chairperson of the Combating Corruption and lllegal Assets Forfeiture
Commission (CCIAFC) for a term of office of 6 years. The election was held in line with the
procedural rules adopted by the National Assembly for the terms and procedure of nominating
candidates, presenting and publicly disclosing the documents, hearing the candidates and electing
CCIAFC chairperson. Upon a proposal of the CCIAFC chairperson and following hearings of the
candidates nominated with a presentation of their concept papers for their work on the Commission,
responses to a number of questions, including from NGOs, the National Assembly elected a deputy
chairperson and three members of the CCIAFC on 26 April 2018. The Commission has begun
working and has reported actual results.

Pursuant to § 67, para 1 of the Transitional and Final Provisions of the Combating Corruption and
lllegal Assets Forfeiture Act, the Council of Ministers is to adopt an Ordinance on the organization
and procedure for the performance of inspections of the declarations and establishing conflicts of
interest for the officials from the state and local administrations and other persons listed exhaustively
in the law who do not fall within the category of “persons occupying high public positions” within the
meaning of the Combating Corruption and lllegal Assets Forfeiture Act.

By virtue of an order of the Prime Minister of 13 February 2018, an interdepartmental working group
was set up (involving representatives of the central executive and local authorities) which developed
a Bill of an Ordinance on the organization and procedure to perform the inspection of declarations
and establishing conflicts of interest. The Ordinance was adopted by the Council of Ministers and
was promulgated in the State Gazette, issue 81 of 2018.
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Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5)

Q1 Number of inhabitants

Q.3 GDP Per capita (in €) in current prices

Q5. Exchange rate of Nat currency to € on 1 Jan

7 364 570

4789

1,96

7 284 552

5 436

1,96

7245 677

5493

1,96

7 202 198

5 808

1,96

7 153 784

6 152

1,96

7 101 859

6 645

1,96

Bulgaria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations
2010- 2010- 2012- 2014-
2017 2012 2013 AONRSS
7 050 034 -4,3% -1,1% -0,5% -0,6% -0,7%
7099 13,5% 1,0% 5,7% 5,9%
1,96 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%

Indicator 1: The budget and resources of courts and the justice system

Tables 1.1.1 to 1.1.6 Public budget allocated to courts, legal aid and public prosecution, in € (Q6, Q7 Q12, Q12-1, Q13)

Table 1.2.1 Variations of the public budget allocated to courts, legal aid and public prosecution in € (Q1, Q5, Q6, Q12, Q13)

Table 1.2.1Cost of approved budget of judicial system* in absolute value and per capita in € (Q1, Q5, Q6, Q7, Q12, Q13)

Table 1.2.3 Variation of approved budget of the judicial system* in € (Q1, Q5, Q6, Q7, Q12, Q13)

2015-
2016

-0,7%

8,0%

0,0%

Q1. Number of inhabitants

Q.3 GDP Per capita (in €) in current prices

Q6. Annual implemented budget allocated to all courts budget

Q12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
Q12-1 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in
€)

Q13. Total annual approved public budget allocated to the public
prosecution services (in €)

Q13. Total annual implemented public budget allocated to the
public prosecution services (in €)

Q7 Combined approved budget of court and public prosecution
(auxiliary question)

Q7 Combined implemented budget of court and public prosecution
(auxiliary question)

Q7 Combined approved budget of court and legal aid (auxiliary
question)

Q7 Combined implemented budget of court and legal aid (auxiliary
question)

Q7 Combined approved budget of courts, prosecution and legal aid
(auxiliary question)

Q7 Combined implemented budget of courts, prosecution and legal
aid (auxiliary question)

Approved amount granted for judicial system per capita

Implemented amount granted for judicial system per capita

7 364 570

4789

3867 730

79 203 203

26,5

7 284 552

5 436

3579 030

81 248 370

28,8

7 245 677

5493

4 588 828

83 191 279

30,0

7 202 198

5 808

4 306 647

4796 175

93 698 490

93 356 800

32,5

32,4

7 153 784

6 152

4785 010

4 660 132

95 590 817

94 966 603

33,3

33,1

7 101 859

6 645

150 207 650

4 202 804

4197 520

103 474 815

102 876 460

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

37,0

36,2

7 050 034

-3,6%

-1,1%

7 099 48,2% 13,5% 1,0% 5,7% 5,9%

166 759 166

-7,5% 28,2%

4785 010 23,7% -6,1% 11,1%

4 377 135 -2,8%

111 702 235 41,0% 2,6% 2,4% 12,6% 2,0%

110 387 845

= = = 1,7%

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

40,6 53,2% 8,6% 4,4% 8,3% 2,2%

39,9

-0,7%

8,0%

-12,2%

-9,9%

8,2%

8,3%

11,2%

9,5%

Table 1.2.4 Approved public budget allocated to courts* (in €) by components (Q6, Q7)

6.1.1 Approved budget of all courts - Total annual budget

6.1.2 Approved budget of all courts - Gross salaries

6.1.3 Approved budget of all courts - Computerisation

6.1.4 Approved budget of all courts - Justice expenses

6.1.5 Approved budget of all courts - Court buildings

6.1.6 Approved budget of all courts - New court buildings

6.1.7 Approved budget of all courts - Training

6.1.8 Approved budget of all courts - Other

154 970 220

124 012 010

2251935

1810 000

11 834 293

NAP

35231

15 026 751

169 977 302 = = = = |-

135128 473 = = = = |-

1317 581 = = = = |-

2 005 000 = = = = |-

11 881 456 = = = = |-

443 290 - - - - |

35 590 - - - - |

19 165 912 = = = = -k

Table 1.3.1 Annual approved and implemented budgets allocated to the whole justice system and the judicial system in € (Q6, Q12, Q13, Q15.1, Q15.2), Q15.3

Table 1.3.2 Budgetary elements of the budget allocated to the whole justice system (Q15.2, Q15-3)

15-1.1.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to the whole
justice system, in €

15-2.1.1 Court budget (Q6) included in whole justice system budget
(Q15-1)

15-2.1.2 Legal aid budget (Q12) included in whole justice system
budget (Q15-1)

15-2.1.3 Public prosecution services budget (Q12) included in whole
justice system budget (Q15-1)

15-3.1.1 Prison system included in whole justice system budget
(Q15-1)

15-3.1.2 Probation services included in whole justice system budget
(Q15-1)

15-3.1.3 Council of the judiciary included in whole justice system
budget (Q15-1)

15-3.1.4 Constitutional court included in whole justice system
budget (Q15-1)

15-3.1.5 Judicial management body included in whole justice
system budget (Q15-1)

15-3.1.6 State advocacy included in whole justice system budget
(Q15-1)

15-3.1.7 Enforcement services included in whole justice system
budget (Q15-1)
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224 069 853

Yes

No

Yes

No

No

Yes

NA

NA

No

No

No

No

No

No

NAP

NAP

NAP

324 060 309

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

NA

Yes

Yes

NAP

NAP

NA

337 780 586

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

NAP

NAP

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

NAP

NAP

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

NAP

NAP

Yes

359 649 592 377 099 680 415 527 301 85,4% = = 4,2% 6,5%

Yes

True - - - - |-

True - - - - - -

True - - - - |-

True - - - - - -

True - - - - |-

True - - - - - -

True - - - - - -

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

True - - - - - -

4,9%
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Bulgaria (2010-2017) data tables

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

2010- 2010- 2012- 2013-
2017 2012 2013 2014

15-3.1.8 Notariat included in whole justice system budget (Q15-1) - NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
15-3.1.9 Forensic services included in whole justice system budget i No NA Yes Yes Yes True . . . . 1
(Q15-1)

15-3.1.10 Judicial protection of juveniles included in whole justice No No NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP . . . . 1
system budget (Q15-1)

.15-3..1.11 Functioning of the Ministry of Justice included in whole No No Yes Yes Yes Yes True . . . . 1
justice system budget (Q15-1)

.15-23.1.12 Refugees and asylum seekers service included in whole No NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP . . . . 1
justice system budget (Q15-1)

15-3.1.13 Immigration services = = - - - NAP NAP - - - - - |-
15-3.1.14 Some police services included in whole justice system

budget (Q15-1) Yes Yes Yes True

15-3.1.15 Other services included in whole justice system budget No No Yes Yes Yes Yes True . . . . .

(Q15-1)

Figure 1.4 Correlation between the GDP per capita and the total approved budget of judicial system (Q1, Q3, Q6, Q12, Q13)

Table 1.5 ICT: Computerisation budget as part of the total approved budget allocated to the courts* (Q6, Q7)

Table 1.6 (EC) Budget for courts and judicial system* in €, per capita (Q1, Q6, Q7, Q12, Q13)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 7 364 570 7 284 552 7 245 677 7 202 198 7 153 784 7 101 859 7 050 034 -4,3% -1,1% -0,5% -0,6% -0,7% -0,7%
Q.3 GDP Per capita (in €) in current prices 4789 5436 5493 5808 6 152 6 645 7 099 13,5% 1,0% 5,7% 5,9% 8,0%
6.1.1 Approved budget of all courts - Total annual budget = = = = = 154 970 220 169 977 302 - - - - -
6.1.3 Approved budget of all courts - Computerisation - - - - - 2 251 935 1317 581 - - - - -
Approved amount granted for judicial system per capita 27 29 30 33 33 37 41 8,6% 4,4% 8,3% 2,2% 11,2%
Implemented amount granted for judicial system per capita - - - 32 33 36 40 - - - - 2,0% 9,5%

Figure 1.7 Evolution of revenues from court taxes and fees in 2010, 2012,and 2015 in € (Q1, Q9)

Figure 1.8 Participation of the court taxes and fees in the budget of the judicial system for 2010 2012,and 2015 in € (Q1, Q6, Q9)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 7 364 570 7 284 552 7 245 677 7 202 198 7 153 784 7 101 859 7 050 034 -4,3% -1,1% -0,5% -0,6% -0,7% -0,7%
Approved amount granted for judicial system 195 282 117 209 739 354 217 711 162 234 412 470 238 018 334 262 647 839 286 464 547 46,7% 7,4% 3,8% 7,7% 1,5% 10,3%
Q9. Annual income of court taxes or fees received by the state 58 354 136 61 595 758 - 53 967 580 51 616 390 49 902 118 50 399 948 -13,6% 5,6% - - -4,4% -3,3%

Figure 1.9 Methodologies to calculate court fees and taxes (Q8-1, Q8-2)

Q8-2. Amount of court fees to commence an action for 3000 Euro
debt recovery

Indicator 2: The judicial organisation

Table 2.1 Number of first instance courts (general and specialised) as legal entities and number of all courts (first, appeal and high courts) as geographic locations (Q42)

= = = = = 120 120 =

Table 2.2 Number of (legal entities) first instance courts specialised courts (Q43)

Table 2.3 (EC) Variation of the absolute number of all courts (geographic locations) (Q42)

Q1. Number of inhabitants 7 364 570 7 284 552 7 245 677 7 202 198 7 153 784 7 101 859 7 050 034 -4,3% -1,1% -0,5% -0,6% -0,7% -0,7%
42.1.1 First instance courts of general jurisdiction NA 113 113 113 113 113 113 - - 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
42.1.2 Specialised first instance courts 34 34 34 32 32 32 32 -5,9% 0,0% 0,0% -5,9% 0,0% 0,0%
42.1.3 All the courts (geographic locations) 184 170 170 168 175 182 182 -1,1% -7,6% 0,0% -1,2% 4,2% 4,0%

Table 2.2 Number of (legal entities) first instance specialised courts and its break-down

43.1.1 Total Nr of first instance specialised courts 34 34 34 32 32 32 32 -5,9% 0,0% 0,0% -5,9% 0,0% 0,0%
43.1.2 Number of commercial courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - SE

43.1.3 Number of insolvency courts - NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - SE

43.1.4 Number of labour courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - SE

43.1.5 Number of family courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

43.1.6 Number of rent and tenancies courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - |

43.1.7 Number of enforcement of criminal sanctions courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

43.1.8 Numt.)er of courts fight against terrorism, organised crime i NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP . _ _ _ |

and corruption

43.1.9 Number of internet related disputes - NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
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Bulgaria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

2014- 2015-
2015 2016
0 0

Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- | 2013-
2017 2012 2013 2014
0

43.1.10 Number of administrative courts 28 28 28 28 28 28 28 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% ,0% ,0% ,0%
43.1.11 Number of insurance and social welfare courts NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -

43.1.12 Number of military courts 5 5 5 3 3 3 3 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%
43.1.13 Number of other specialised 1st instance courts 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0% 0,0%

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

Tables 3.1.1.1to 3.1.1.4 (all years) and 3.1.1.5 First instance courts: Number of other than criminal cases (Q91)

91.1.1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Total of other than

. 67 929 74 505 79 157 76 155 69 865 73 159 77 396 13,9% 9,7% 6,2% -3,8% -8,3% 4,7%

criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)
91.1.2 1st_|nst_c_oyrts_Pend|ng cases on 1 Jan. Civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) _ _ _ |
commercial) litigious cases
91.1.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious cases i _ _ NA NA NA NA _ _ _ _ |
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
91.1.4 1st_|nst court_s_.Pendlng cases on 1 Jan. General civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) _ _ _ |
commercial) non-litigious cases
91.1.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Registry cases

- - = = NAP NAP NAP NAP = = = = |
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
91.;.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious land NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP ) _ _ _ |
registry cases
91.1_.7 1st |ns_t courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non-litigious NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP _ _ _ _ |
business registry cases
91.1.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other registry cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
91.1.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other non-litigious i ) ) NA NA NA NAP _ _ _ _ |

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

cases 7671 8 622 10 909 8 642 8 460 8 759 7743 0,9% 12,4% 26,5% -20,8% -2,1% 3,5%

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

. . 60 258 65 883 68 248 NA NA NA NA - 9,3% 3,6% - - -
insolvency registry cases)
91.2.11stinst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal 394 840 392 320 353 415 319 414 345 327 340 272 397 399 06%  -06%  -99%  -96% 81%  -15%
law cases (1+2+3+4)
91_.2_.2 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial) NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
litigious cases
91.2.3 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious cases

- - - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
91.24 1st_|nst court_s__lncomlng cases_General civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
91.2.5 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry cases

- - - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
91.2.6 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious land registry NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) |
cases
91.?.7 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) |
registry cases
91.2.8 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases = = = NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
91.2.9 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases = = = NA NA NA NAP - - - - - -
91.2.10 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases 27 265 28 726 26 441 24 757 26 472 25072 31 333 14,9% 5,4% -8,0% -6,4% 6,9% -5,3%
91.2.11 1st |nst_ courts_Incoming cases_Other cases (e.g. 367 575 363 594 326 974 NA NA NA NA ) 1.1% -10,1% ) |
insolvency registry cases)
91.3.1 st inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal 390 965 387 832 356 677 325 754 341 715 336 056 386923  -10%  -08%  -80%  -8,7% 49%  -1,7%
law cases (1+2+3+4)
9132 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial) NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
litigious cases
91.3.3 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases

- - - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
91.34 1st'|nst court.s_.ResoIved cases_General civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
91.3.5 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry cases

- - - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
91.3.6 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
cases
91.:.3.7 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1
registry cases
91.3.8 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
91.3.9 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NA NA NAP - - - - - |-
91.3.10 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases 26 675 26 462 28 727 24 955 26 196 26 117 29 666 11,2% -0,8% 8,6% -13,1% 5,0% -0,3%
91.3.11 1st |nst. courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (e.g. 364 290 361 370 327 950 NA NA NA NA ) -0.8% -9.2% ) 1
insolvency registry cases)
91.4.1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Total of other than 71 804 78 993 75 895 69 815 73 477 77 375 57872 PY¥TY  100%  -39%  -80%  52%  53%
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)
91.4.2 1st.|nst'ctoyrts_Pend|ng cases on 31 Dec. Civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) 1
commercial) litigious cases
91.4.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious cases i ) ) NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) |
(2.1+2.2+2.3)
91.4.4 1st.|nst court.s_.Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. General civil (and NA NA NA NA NA NA NA : : : : 1
commercial) non-litigious cases
91.4.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Registry cases

- - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - -
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)
91.%1.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious land NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP : : : : 1
registry cases
91.4..7 1st mslt courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non-litigious NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP : : : : 1
business registry cases
91.4.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other registry i ) ) NAP NAP NAP NAP ) ) ) ) 1

cases
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Bulgaria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic
data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2010- | 2010- | 2012- 2014- | 2015-
2017 2012 2013 AONRSS 2016

91.4.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other non-litigious

- - - NA NA NA NAP - - - - |-
cases
f’:v-v“(-;iizt 06535 G [PANEHITE) TR (Ol &AL (D, /Sl ES 8 261 10 886 8 623 8 444 8736 7714 9410  13,9% TR  21%  35%  -117%
91.4.11 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other cases (e.g. 63 543 68 107 67 272 NA NA NA NA : 7.2% -1,2% , |

insolvency registry cases)

Table 3.2.1.1to 3.2.1.1 (all years) First instance courts: Clearance rate and disposition time in different type of other than criminal cases (Q91)

Table 3.2.2.1 to 3.2.2.4 First instance courts: Variation of clearance rate and disposition time in different type of other than criminal cases (Q91)

Table 3.10.1 to 3.10.12 First instance courts: Disposition time and clearance rate for other than criminal cases, litigious civil and commercial cases and administrative cases (Q91)

CR Total of other than criminal law cases 99,0% 98,9% 100,9% 102,0% 99,0% 98,8% 97,4% -1,7% -0,2% 2,1% 1,1% -3,0% -0,2%
CR Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - = =B
CR Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
CR General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - |
CR Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
CR Non litigious land registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = =B
CR Non-litigious business registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = =]=
CR Other registry cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - = = - oE
CR Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NA NA NAP - = = - |
CR Administrative law cases 97,8% 92,1% 108,6% 100,8% 99,0% 104,2% 94,7% -3,2% -5,8% 17,9% -7,2% -1,8% 5,3%
CR Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) 99,1% 99,4% 100,3% NA NA NA NA - 0,3% 0,9% - - -
DT Total of other than criminal law cases 67 74 78 78 78 84 83 10,9% 4,5% 0,7% 0,3% 7,1%
DT Civil (and commercial) litigious cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - = =]=
DT Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3) = = = NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
DT General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases NA NA NA NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
DT Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3) = = = NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - - |-
DT Non litigious land registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = =]=
DT Non-litigious business registry cases NA NA NA NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - = =]=
DT Other registry cases - - - NAP NAP NAP NAP - - - - -1
DT Other non-litigious cases - - - NA NA NA NAP - - - - -
DT Administrative law cases 113 150 110 124 122 108 116 2,4% 12,7% -1,4% -11,4%
DT Other cases (e.g. insolvency registry cases) 64 69 75 NA NA NA NA - 8,0% 8,8% - - -

Table 3.3.1 (all years) First instance courts, number of cases for specific case categories i(litigious divorce, employment dismissal and insolvency cases) (Q101)

101.1.1 Pending cases on 1 Jan. Litigious divorce case 3 009 2378 2 463 2 280 2252 2332 2 346 -22,0% -21,0% 3,6% -7,4% -1,2% 3,6%

101.1.2 Pending cases on 1 Jan. Employment dismissal case 1076 936 1032 871 731 661 737 -13,0% 10,3% -15,6% -16,1% -9,6%
101.1.3 Pending cases on 1 Jan. Insolvency - 887 1173 1227 1087 967 1087 - - 4,6% -11,4% -11,0%
101.2.1 Incoming cases_Litigious divorce case 6 221 6 239 6 032 5822 5729 5663 5393 -13,3% 0,3% -3,3% -3,5% -1,6% -1,2%
101.2.2 Incoming cases_Employment dismissal case 2491 2331 1741 1551 1 364 1604 1202 -6,4% -10,9% -12,1% 17,6%
101.2.3 Incoming cases_lInsolvency = 1583 1523 1146 1143 1281 1135 - - -3,8% -0,3% 12,1%
101.3.1 Resolved cases_Litigious divorce case 6 632 6 151 6 210 5 848 5795 5622 5343 -19,4% -7,3% 1,0% -5,8% -0,9% -3,0%
101.3.2 Resolved cases_Employment dismissal case 2 489 2242 1908 1693 1483 1527 1281 -9,9% -14,9% -11,3% -12,4% 3,0%
101.3.3 Resolved cases_Insolvency = 1311 1520 1294 1258 1219 1251 - - 15,9% -14,9% -2,8% -3,1%
101.4.1 Pending cases on 31 Dec. Litigious divorce case 2 598 2 466 2 285 2 254 2 186 2 373 2 396 -7,8% -5,1% -7,3% -1,4% -3,0% 8,6%
101.4.2 Pending cases on 31 Dec. Employment dismissal case 1078 1025 865 729 612 738 658 -4,9% -15,6% -15,7% -16,0%
101.4.3 Pending cases on 31 Dec. Insolvency - 1159 1176 1079 972 1029 971 - - 1,5% -8,2% -9,9% 5,9%

Table 3.4.1 (all years) First instance courts: Clearance rate and disposition time (litigious divorce, employment dismissal and insolvency cases) (Q101)

Table 3.4.2 and 3.4.3 First instance courts: Variation of clearance rate and disposition time between 2010 and 2013 (litigious divorce, employment dismissal and insolvency cases) (Q101)

CR Litigious divorce cases 106,6% 98,6% 103,0% 100,4% 101,2% 99,3% 99,1% -7,1% -7,5% 4,4% -2,4% 0,7% -1,9%

CR Employment dismissal cases 99,9% 96,2% 109,6% 109,2% 108,7% 95,2% 106,6% 6,7% -3,7% 13,9% -0,4% -0,4% -12,4%
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Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5)

Bulgaria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

CR Insolvency cases - 82,8% 99,8% 112,9%
DT Litigious divorce cases 143 146 134 141
DT Employment dismissal cases 158 167 165 157
DT Insolvency cases - 323 282 304

110,1%

138

151

282

95,2%

154

176

308

2010- 2010- 2012- 2013- 2014- 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

110,2% - - 13,1% -2,5%
164 14,5% 2,3% -8,2% 4,7% -2,1%
187 18,6% 5,6% -0,8% -5,0% -4,2%
283 = = -12,5% 7,8% -7,3%

Table 3.5.1.1 to 3.5.1.4 Second instance courts: Number of other than criminal cases (Q97)

-13,5%

11,9%

17,1%

9,3%

97.1.1 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Total of other than

. 11 647 154 15 407 16 261
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4) 6 5436 540 626
97.1.2 2nq |ns_t _co_urts_Pendlng cases on 1 Jan. Civil (and NA NA NA NA
commercial) litigious cases
97.1.3 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious cases i ) ) NA
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

97.1.4 2nq inst cou_r_ts__Pendlng cases on 1 Jan. General civil (and NA NA NA NA
commercial) non-litigious cases

97.1.5 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Registry cases i ) ) NAP
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

97.1.6 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious land i ) ) NAP
registry cases

97.1_.7 2nd |n§t courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non-litigious NA NA NA NAP
business registry cases

97.1.8 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other registry NA NA NA NAP
cases

97.1.9 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other non-litigious i ) ) NA
cases

97.1.10 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Administrative law 1772 3643 3628 3972
cases

97.1.11 2nd |ns_t courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other cases (e.g. 9875 11 793 11 779 NA
insolvency registry cases)

97.2.1 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal 53 090 66 182 68 120 64 305
law cases (1+2+3+4)

97_.2_.2 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial) NA NA NA NA
litigious cases

97.2.3 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious cases i ) ) NA
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

97.2.4 2nq inst cou_r_ts._lncomlng cases_General civil (and NA NA NA NA
commercial) non-litigious cases

97.2.5 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry cases i ) ) NAP
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

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

97.?.7 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business NA NA NA NAP
registry cases

97.2.8 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases NA NA NA NAP
97.2.9 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases = = = NA
97.2.10 2nd inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases 12 245 18 188 20 115 17 598
97.2.11 2nd |ns_t courts_Incoming cases_Other cases (e.g. 40 845 47 994 48 005 NA
insolvency registry cases)

97.3.1 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal 52 102 66 226 67 214 65 730
law cases (1+2+3+4)

9732 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial) NA NA NA NA
litigious cases

97.3.3 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases i ) ) NA
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

97.3.4 2nq inst cou'r'ts._Resolved cases_General civil (and NA NA NA NA
commercial) non-litigious cases

97.3.5 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry cases i ) ) NAP
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

97.3.6 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry i ) ) NAP
cases

97.3.7 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business NA NA NA NAP
registry cases

97.3.8 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases NA NA NA NAP
97.3.9 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases - - - NA
97.3.10 2nd inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases 11 524 18 204 19 770 18 330
97.3.11 2nd |ns't courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (e.g. 40578 48 022 47 444 NA
insolvency registry cases)

97..4..1 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Total of other than 12 635 15 392 16 313 14 836
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

97.4.2 2nq |ns't .cc?urts_Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. Civil (and NA NA NA NA
commercial) litigious cases

97.4.3 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious i ) ) NA
cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)

97.4.4 2nq inst cou.r.ts._Pendlng cases on 31 Dec. General civil (and NA NA NA NA
commercial) non-litigious cases

97.4.5 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Registry cases i ) ) NAP
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

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

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

97.4.8 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other registry NA NA NA NAP
cases

97.4.9 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other non- i ) ) NA

litigious cases
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14 841

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

3239

NA

60 271

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

14 979

NA

61 852

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

15 286

NA

13 260

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

12 788

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

2932

NA

59 309

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

15481

NA

59 636

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

15724

NA

12 461

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

12 457 7,0% 32,5% -0,2% 5,5% -8,7%

NA - - - - |

NA - . - - |

NA - . - - |
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -

NA - - - - |

2688 51,7% 105,6% -0,4% 9,5% -18,5%

NA = 19,4% -0,1% = SE

58 503 10,2% 24, 7% 2,9% -5,6% -6,3%

NA : : - - |

NA - . - : |
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -

NA - : - _ |

14 793 20,8% 48,5% 10,6% -12,5% -14,9%

NA - 175% 0,0% - |
58446  12,2% 1,5% -2,2% -5,9%
NA - : - _ |
NA - : - _ |
NA - - - _ |
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NA - - - _ |

14 954 29,8% 58,0% 8,6% -7,3% -16,6%

NA = 18,3% -1,2% = -k

12 514 -1,0% 21,8% 6,0% -9,1% -10,6%

NA - - - - |

NA - . - - |
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -

NA - - - - |

-13,8%

-9,5%

-1,6%

3,4%

-3,6%

2,9%

-6,0%

76 /769



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

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

97.4.11 2nd inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other cases (e.g.
insolvency registry cases)

Table 3.6.1: Second instance courts, clearance rate (in %) in different types of other than criminal law cases (Q97)

2493

10 142

3627

11 765

3973

12 340

3240

NA

2932

NA

2 689

NA

2527

NA -

2010- 2010-
2017 2012
1

4% 45,5%

16,0%

Table 3.6.2: Second instance courts, disposition time (in days) in different types of other than criminal law cases (Q97)

Variations

2013- 2014-
2014 2015

2012-
2013
9,5%

4,9%

-18,4%

Bulgaria (2010-2017) data tables

-9,5%

-8,3%

CR Total of other than criminal law cases

CR Civil (and commercial) litigious cases

CR Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)

CR General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases

CR Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

CR Non litigious land registry cases

CR Non-litigious business registry cases

CR Other registry cases

CR Other non-litigious cases

CR Administrative law cases

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

DT Total of other than criminal law cases

DT Civil (and commercial) litigious cases

DT Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)

DT General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases

DT Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

DT Non litigious land registry cases

DT Non-litigious business registry cases

DT Other registry cases

DT Other non-litigious cases

DT Administrative law cases

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

98,1%

NA

NA

NA

NA

94,1%

99,3%

89

NA

NA

NA

NA

79

91

100,1%

NA

NA

NA

NA

100,1%

100,1%

85

NA

NA

NA

NA

73

89

98,7%

NA

NA

NA

NA

98,3%

98,8%

89

NA

NA

NA

NA

73

95

102,2%

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

104,2%

NA

82

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

65

NA

102,6%

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

102,0%

NA

78

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

70

NA

100,6%

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

101,6%

NA

76

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

62

NA

99,9% 1,8%
NA -
NA -
NA -

NAP -
NAP -
NAP -
NAP -
NA :
101,1% 7,4%
NA :
78 -11,7%
NA :
NA :
NA 2
NAP 2
NAP 2
NAP 2

NAP =

62 -21,9%

NA =

Table 3.7.1.1to 3.1.1.4: Supreme courts, number of other than criminal law cases (Q99)

2,0%

6,3%

0,7%

-4,2%

-7,9%

-2,0%

-1,4%

-1,8%

-1,2%

4,4%

0,9%

6,2%

3,6%

6,0%

-7,0%

-12,0%

0,4%

-2,0%

-5,0%

8,5%

-2,0%

-0,5%

-2,5%

-10,8%

99.1.1 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Total of other than
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.1.2 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Civil (and
commercial) litigious cases

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

99.1.4 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. General civil (and
commercial) non-litigious cases

99.1.5 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Registry cases
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

99.1.6 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non litigious land
registry cases

99.1.7 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Non-litigious
business registry cases

99.1.8 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other registry
cases

99.1.9 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other non-litigious
cases

99.1.10 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Administrative
law cases

99.1.11 High inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan. Other cases (e.g.
insolvency registry cases)

99.2.1 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal
law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.2.2 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial)
litigious cases

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

99.2.4 High inst courts_Incoming cases_General civil (and
commercial) non-litigious cases

99.2.5 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry cases
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

99.2.6 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious land registry
cases

99.2.7 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litigious business
registry cases

99.2.8 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases
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11 657

NA

NA

NA

NA

5418

6 239

30 768

NA

NA

NA

NA

11 322

NA

NA

NA

NA

5338

5984

31 905

NA

NA

NA

NA

8 796

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

4788

NA

27 476

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

9 462

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

5590

NA

25012

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

9 956

3736

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

6220

NAP

23 443

8 605

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

10912 -6,4%

3 940

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

6972 28,7%

NAP

23479

-23,7%

8 441

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

-2,9%

-1,5%

-4,1%

3,7%

7,6%

16,8%

-9,0%

5,2%

11,3%

-6,3%

771769



Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5)

Bulgaria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

99.2.9 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Other non-litigious cases

99.2.10 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases
99.2.11 High inst courts_Incoming cases_Other cases (e.g.
insolvency registry cases)

99.3.1 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal
law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.3.2 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial)
litigious cases

99.3.3 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious cases
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

99.3.4 High inst courts_Resolved cases_General civil (and
commercial) non-litigious cases

99.3.5 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry cases
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

99.3.6 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigious land registry
cases

99.3.7 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business
registry cases

99.3.8 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases

99.3.9 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Other non-litigious cases

99.3.10 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases
99.3.11 High inst courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (e.g.
insolvency registry cases)

99.4.1 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Total of other
than criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

99.4.2 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Civil (and
commercial) litigious cases

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

99.4.4 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. General civil (and
commercial) non-litigious cases

99.4.5 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Registry cases
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

99.4.6 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non litigious
land registry cases

99.4.7 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Non-litigious
business registry cases

99.4.8 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other registry
cases

99.4.9 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other non-
litigious cases

99.4.10 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Administrative
law cases

99.4.11 High inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. Other cases
(e.g. insolvency registry cases)

16 859

13 909

30 849

NA

NA

NA

NA

16 554

14 295

11 576

NA

NA

NA

NA

5723

5 853

15718

16 187

34 630

NA

NA

NA

NA

16 282

18 348

8 597

NA

NA

NA

NA

4774

3 823

NA

16 149

NA

26 662

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

15 351

NA

9610

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

5 586

NA

NA

14 931

NA

24 571

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

14 301

NA

9903

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

6220

NA

NAP

14 838

NAP

22 474

8 388

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

14 086

NAP

10 925

3 953

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

6972

NAP

2010- 2010- 2012- 2013- 2014- 2015-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

NAP - - - - |
15038  -10,8% -6,8% - - -7,5%

NAP 16,4% = = 1

24 297 12,3% - - -7,8%
8 485 -
NAP :
NAP :
NAP :
NAP -
NAP -
NAP -
NAP -
15 812 -4,5% -1,6% : : -6,8%
NAP -
9934  -14.2% : : 3,0%
3735 -
NAP -
NAP -
NAP -
NAP -

NAP =

NAP =

NAP =

6199 8,3% -16,6% = = 11,3%

NAP

Table 3.8.1: Supreme courts, clearance rate (in %) in different types of other than criminal law cases (Q97)

Table 3.8.2: Supreme courts, disposition time (in days) in different types of other than criminal law cases (Q97)

-0,6%

-8,5%

-1,5%

10,3%

12,1%

CR Total of other than criminal law cases

CR Civil (and commercial) litigious cases

CR Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)

CR General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases

CR Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

CR Non litigious land registry cases

CR Non-litigious business registry cases

CR Other registry cases

CR Other non-litigious cases

CR Administrative law cases

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

DT Total of other than criminal law cases

DT Civil (and commercial) litigious cases

DT Non litigious cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)

DT General civil (and commercial) non-litigious cases

DT Registry cases (2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

DT Non litigious land registry cases

DT Non-litigious business registry cases

DT Other registry cases

DT Other non-litigious cases

CEPEJ study on the functioning of judicial systems
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100,3%

NA

NA

NA

NA

98,2%

102,8%

137

NA

NA

NA

NA

108,5%

NA

NA

NA

NA

103,6%

113,4%

91

NA

NA

NA

NA

97,0%

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

95,1%

NA

132

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

98,2%

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

95,8%

NA

147

NA

NAP

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

95,9%

97,5%

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

94,9%

NAP

177

172

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

103,5% 3,2% 8,3% = = 1,2%

100,5% - - - - E

NAP - - - - E

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

105,1% 7,1% 5,5% = = 0,8%

NAP = 10,3% = = -k

-2,4%

-0,9%

149 9,0% -33,8% = = 11,8% 20,6%

161 - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |
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Table General Data: Economic and
data, in absolute values (Q1,

demographic

Q3, Q5)

Bulgaria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

DT Administrative law cases

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

126

149

107

76

133

NA

159

NA

181

NAP

2010- 2010- 2012- 2013- 2014-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015

143 13,4%

NAP 3 -49,1% : - - -

-15,2% = = 19,5%

Table 3.9.1 to 3.9.10 Fist instance courts: Caseload in the EU of other than criminal cases pe 100 inhabitants (Q1, Q91)

Table 3.9.9 to 3.9.10 Fist instance courts: Variation of caseload in the EU of other than criminal cases pe 100 inhabitants (Q1, Q91)

13,8%

Q1. Number of inhabitants
91.1.1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.1.2 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
commercial) litigious cases

91.1.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.1.4 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
commercial) non-litigious cases

91.1.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.1.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
registry cases

91.1.7 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
business registry cases

91.1.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
91.1.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
cases

91.1.10 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
cases

91.1.11 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 1 Jan.
insolvency registry cases)

Total of other than

Civil (and

Non litigious cases

General civil (and

Registry cases

Non litigious land

Non-litigious

Other registry cases

Other non-litigious

Administrative law

Other cases (e.g.

91.2.1 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Total of other than criminal

law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.2.2 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Civil (and commercial)

litigious cases

91.2.3 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious cases

(2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.2.4 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_General civil (and

commercial) non-litigious cases

91.2.5 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Registry
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

cases

91.2.6 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non litigious land registry

cases

91.2.7 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Non-litig
registry cases

ious business

91.2.8 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other registry cases

91.2.9 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Other no

n-litigious cases

91.2.10 1st inst courts_Incoming cases_Administrative law cases

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

insolvency registry cases)

91.3.1 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Total of other than criminal

law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.3.2 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Civil (and commercial)

litigious cases

91.3.3 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigi
(2.1+2.2+2.3)

ous cases

91.3.4 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_General civil (and

commercial) non-litigious cases

91.3.5 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Registry
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.3.6 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non litigi
cases

cases

ous land registry

91.3.7 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Non-litigious business

registry cases

91.3.8 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other registry cases

91.3.9 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other no

n-litigious cases

91.3.10 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Administrative law cases

91.3.11 1st inst courts_Resolved cases_Other cases (e.g.

insolvency registry cases)

91.4.1 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.
than criminal law cases (1+2+3+4)

91.4.2 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.
commercial) litigious cases

91.4.3 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.
cases (2.1+2.2+2.3)

91.4.4 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.
(and commercial) non-litigious cases

91.4.5 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.
(2.2.1+2.2.2+2.2.3)

91.4.6 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.
land registry cases

91.4.7 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.
business registry cases

91.4.8 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.
cases

91.4.9 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.
litigious cases

‘14_Total of other

‘14_Civil (and

‘“14_Non litigious

‘“14_General civil

‘14_Registry cases

‘14_Non litigious

‘14_Non-litigious

‘“14_Other registry

‘14_Other non-
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7 364 570

67 929

NA

NA

NA

NA

7671

60 258

394 840

NA

NA

NA

NA

27 265

367 575

390 965

NA

NA

NA

NA

26 675

364 290

71 804

NA

NA

NA

NA

7 284 552

74 505

NA

NA

NA

NA

8 622

65 883

392 320

NA

NA

NA

NA

28 726

363 594

387 832

NA

NA

NA

NA

26 462

361 370

78 993

NA

NA

NA

NA

7 245 677

79 157

NA

NA

NA

NA

10 909

68 248

353 415

NA

NA

NA

NA

26 441

326 974

356 677

NA

NA

NA

NA

28 727

327 950

75 895

NA

NA

NA

NA

7 202 198

76 155

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

8 642

NA

319 414

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

24 757

NA

325 754

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

24 955

NA

69 815

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

7 153 784

69 865

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

8 460

NA

345 327

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

26 472

NA

341 715

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

26 196

NA

73 477

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

7 101 859

73 159

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

8 759

NA

340 272

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

25072

NA

336 056

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

26 117

NA

77 375

NA

NA

NA

NAP

NAP

NAP

NAP

NA

7 050 034 -4,3% -1,1% -0,5% -0,6% -0,7%
77396 13,9% 9,7% 6,2% -3,8% -8,3%
NA - - - - |
NA - . - - |
NA - . - - |
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - |-
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -

12,4% 26,5% -20,8% -2,1%

NA = 9,3% 3,6% = SE

7743 0,9%

397 399 0,6% -0,6% -9,9% -9,6% 8,1%
NA - . - . |
NA - . - : |
NA - . - : |
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -

31333 14,9% 5,4% -8,0% -6,4% 6,9%
NA - -11%  -10,1% - oE

386 923 -1,0% -0,8% -8,0% -8,7% 4,9%
NA - : - _ |
NA - : - _ |
NA - - - _ |
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
29666  11,2% -0,8% 8,6%  -13,1% 5,0%
NA - -0,8% -9,2% - -

87 872 10,0% -3,9% -8,0% 5,2%
NA - - - - -
NA - . - _ |
NA - . - _ |
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -
NAP - - - - - -

NAP - - - - |

NAP - - - - |

-0,7%

4,7%

3,5%

-1,5%

-5,3%

-1,7%

-0,3%

5,3%
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Bulgaria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

2010- 2010- 2012- 2013- 2014-
2017 2012 2013 2014 2015

Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5)

91.4.10 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec.

L e T e e e 8 261 10 886 8 623 8 444 8 736 7714

91.4.11 1st inst courts_Pending cases on 31 Dec. ‘14_Other cases

. . 63 543 68 107 67 272 NA NA NA
(e.g. insolvency registry cases)

Indicator 4: Systems for measuring and evaluating the performance of courts

Table 4.1: Modalities of monitoring systems (Q81, Q70)

2015-
2016

9410 13,9% 31,8% -20,8% -2,1% 3,5% -11,7%

NA

7,2%

-1,2%

81 Are individual courts required to prepare an annual activity

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
report?
70.1.1 Nr_Incoming cases Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
70.1.2 Nr_Decisions delivered Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
70.1.3 Nr_Postponed cases Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
70.1.4 Length of proceedings (timeframes) Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
70.1.5 Age of cases - - - No No No
70.1.6 Other No No No No No No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

Table 4.2: Performance and evaluation of the judicial systems (Q77, Q73, Q73.1, Q66, Q67)

66 Qlty standards formulated_jud system No No No No No No
67 Specialised court staff entrusted_qlty standards No No No No No No
73 Regular system_evaluation_performance_each court No No No No No No
73.1 Is this evaluation of the court activity used for the later

. . . - - - No No No
allocation of means to this court? (new question)
77 Perf and quality indicators of court activities Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

No

No

Yes

No

Yes

Indicator 5: Legal aid

Table 5.1: Type of legal aid (other than criminal cases) (Q16)

16.1.1 Legal aid applies to representation in court (criminal cases) Yes Yes = Yes Yes Yes

16.1.2 Legal aid applies to legal advice (criminal cases) Yes Yes = Yes Yes Yes

16.2.1 Legal aid applies to representation in court (other than
criminal cases)

16.2.2 Legal aid applies to legal advice (other than criminal cases) Yes Yes = Yes Yes Yes

Table 5.2: Legal aid coverage (Q17)

17 Legal aid included the coverage of or the exemption from court

No No - No No No
fees

No

Table 5.3.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid by type (Q12)
3867 730 3579 030 4588 828 4 306 647 4785010 4 202 804 4785010 23,7% -7,5% 28,2% -6,1% 11,1%  -12,2%
Total (12.1 + 12.2)

12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) -

12.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for

- NA NA NA NA NA
cases brought to court - Total
12.2 Apl'!ual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i NA NA NA NA NA
non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total
12 Annqal'approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - 3094 184 ) ) NA NA NA
Total criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2)
12.1 Annual approved public bqugt allocated to legal aid (in €) for i NA NA NA NA NA
cases brought to court - Total criminal cases
12.2 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) tor
non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total criminal - - - NA NA NA
[aF= 21
12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - ) )
Total other than criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2) 773546,05 NA NA NA
12.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i NA NA NA NA NA

cases brought to court - Total other than criminal cases

12.2 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) tor

non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total other than - - - NA NA NA
criminal caces

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

12 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) -

Total (12.1 + 12.2) - - - 4796 175 4 660 132 4197 520 4377 135
12.1 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) i ) ) NA NA NA NA
for cases brought to court - Total

12.2 Ann.u.al.lmplemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) i ) ) NA NA NA NA
for non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total

12 Anmfal.lmplemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - i ) ) NA NA NA NA
Total criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual implemented public bqugt allocated to legal aid (in €) i ) ) NA NA NA NA
for cases brought to court - Total criminal cases

12.2 Annual Implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)

for non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total criminal - - - NA NA NA NA

fAases|
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-2,8%

-9,9%
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Bulgaria (2010-2017) data tables

Variations

Table General Data: Economic and demographic

data, in absolute values (Q1, Q3, Q5) 2012- | 2013- | 2014- | 2015-
2013 2014 2015 2016

12 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) -

. S = = = NA NA NA NA - - - - - -
Total criminal other than criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
for cases brought to court - Total other than criminal cases

12.2 Annual Implemented public budget allocated to legal aid (in €)
for non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total other - - - NA NA NA NA - - - - - |-
than eriminal caces

Q1. Number of inhabitants 7 364 570 7 284 552 7 245 677 7 202 198 7 153 784 7 101 859 - - -1,1% -0,5% -0,6% -0,7% -0,7%
12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - 3867 730 3579 030 4588 828 4 306 647 4785 010 4202 804 - - 75% IR 61% 111%  -12.2%
Total (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) ) |

cases brought to court - Total

12.2 I_\r_m_ual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) for i NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) ) |
non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total

12 AnnL!aI .approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - 3094 184 ) ) NA NA NA _ ) ) ) ) |

Total criminal cases (12.1 + 12.2)

12.1 Annual approved public bu@ggt allocated to legal aid (in €) for i NA NA NA NA NA ) ) ) ) ) |

cases brought to court - Total criminal cases

12.2 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) tor

non-litigious cases or cases not brought to court - Total criminal - - - NA NA NA - - - - = |

[a= LY 21N

12 Annual approved public budget allocated to legal aid (in €) - ) ) ) ) ) ) ) |

Total other t<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>