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This document contains a selection of
graphs with quantitative data from the /b BEET

2017 EU Justice Scoreboard. SCOREBOARD

(The figure numbers correspond to those of the
original publication).
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Developments in caseload

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

Source: CEPEJ study
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DK SI |AT |PL HR EE | LT |CZ SK HU| FI NL|RO EL IT |IE | PT BG| ES LV| FR|CY|SE MT BE DE LU UK
2010 |47./43.|42. 24./25./5.7|9.2/15./]11. 68|7.2/87 82 4969 55/54/53/58 35/38/21 1.2
2013 41./44. 39. 25. 10./16./12./11./195/74/80 7.0 49 38 35 2110
2014 |40. 42. 26./22./18./10.9.1/11. 86/81|75|7.3 6.6 54 44|46 36 34|28 20 16
m 2015 45./38.|37. 21.18./11./10./199/9.2/81|74 73 57|53 5048 48/36/34 251916



http://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/just/document.cfm?action=display&doc_id=43918
http://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/just/document.cfm?action=display&doc_id=43918
http://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/just/document.cfm?action=display&doc_id=43918
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Developments in caseload

GETITE] Number of incoming civil and commercial litigious cases (1 instance/per 100 inhabitants)
Source: CEPEJ study
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2010/5.0 6.3 3333 446221 30 32/28/4.023/23 4023201219 16|13 0411 0.7/0.2
2013 /4.2 6.7 454845 3.6 3142 31/27/27/00206.2301809/18 1312 0.8/0.8 0.7/0.2
201469 6.7 3946 4.0/3.2 3.1/29 2626222322 2818/1518/13/11 1009 0.7/0.7 0.2
m2015/6.8 6.8 3.8/38 36 3.1 30 28/26/25/23/2221/21/1816/1.712/1.01.00.8/0.7 0.6/0.2

Length of proceedings

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

Source: CEPEJ study
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2010 27 120 43 54 49 79 67 154 68 140 29 70 256|395 866 510|1,09 545
2013 18 53 | 53 78 |111 91 | 97 | 146 129 128|167 76 235 274|369 789
2014 19 33 54 55 63 78 |102 | 91 103|133 134 148|179 157 |242|231 304 377|558 903

m2015 17 39 50 | 53 59 | 78 82 | 87 111 126|132 154 161|164 238 240|304 393 447 710 1085
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Length of proceedings

GETIEE] Time needed to resolve litigious civil and commercial cases (1 instance/in days)
Source: CEPEJ study

900

800

700

500 . R

300 o M H L H

200 1 F -t rLH L

= o R R e

LU |BE | LT |[NL | AT EE SE RO HU DK DE PL LV | SI |PT | ES | Fl |[FR EL HR|SK MT | IT CY | BG IE UK
2010 200 55 129215187 217 128 160182 184 180 315 315 417 314 259 279 190 462 364 849493 513
2013 |53 94 135130171 187187 169164 192 247 301 386 288 308 407 386 505 750 608 638
2014 103 97 132130125157 146|163 144177 198 203 255 270 318 289348 330 380 524 536 532

m 2015 86 |87 96 115131136152 154159159174 190 234277 315325 332 346 378 391 401 445 527

m Time needed to resolve administrative cases (1% instance/in days)
Source: CEPEJ study
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SE HU EE BG Sl PL NL RO LU Lv MT EL IT cy DK IE AT UK
2010| 190 | 202 | 146 | 113 | 139 | 121 K 159 | 269 | 172 | 439 | 160 | 238 | 338 825 2,758 2,003 1,037 1,340
2013| 126 | 115 | 139 | 110 | 126 164 | 106 203 | 290 | 277 | 284 0 357 | 746 | 493 2,036 1,148 1,043 775
2014| 114 | 148 | 141 | 124 | 112 | 139 | 171 | 179 155 | 310 | 280 | 305 | 361 K 367 | 397 | 426 | 415 625 1,408 984 |1,775
m2015 105 | 110 | 117 | 122 | 122 168 | 170 197 | 236 | 271 | 313 | 317 | 349 | 374 | 413 | 437 K 444 | 495 | 964 K 989 |1,008 1,391
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earance rate

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

Source: CEPEJ study
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2014 | 98% 109%  102% |104%  111%) 100% 102% 103%)| 97% 102% 103%) 103% 99% | 99% 100% 101%|102%|102% 95% | 88% | 73%

2015 140% |124%|112% 111% 107% |106% | 106% 105% 103% 102% 102%) 101% 101%|100% 100%) 100% 100% 99% | 99% | 98% | 86% | 77%
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Figure 8
Rate of resolving litigious civil and commercial cases (1% instance/in %)
Source: CEPEJ study
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Clearance rate

X Rate of resolving administrative cases (1 instance/in %)

Source: CEPEJ study
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2010| 29% | 80% |316% 71% 102%| 74% | 101% 103%| 96% | 91% | 88% | 107% 96% | 99% | 114% 83% | 98% | 107%| 95% | 108% 93%
2013 | 40% |153% 190% 130% 85% | 58% 163%|104%  91% |101%) 100% 100% | 95% |102% 65% | 109% 104% 64% 94%
2014 |149% 156% |161%  125% 103%  113% 88% |144% 92% | 90% | 103% 99% |100% | 97% 103% 89% |101% 96% | 97% | 86% | 91% | 94%
2015 /411% |183% |142%  133%  124% 120% |117% 117% | 107% 105% 105%) 104% 103% 103% 102% 101% 100% | 99% | 98% 93% | 92% | 91% | 80%

GETIZET] Number of other pending civil, commercial and administrative cases (1* instance/per 100 inhabitants)
Source: CEPEJ study
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2010/10/10|16 |12 /21|16 |37 25 19 21 24 40 32 32 45 64 48 55 81 54 102186 147

2013/ 08 | 1.0 14 /18|18 20 23| 25 26 3.1 33 58 75 75 92 138

2014/08|10|/15|/16 /18|18 |21 25 23 /16 27 31 /33 40 38 6.1 73 74 84 (12.2
m2015 07 10 15 15 17 18 21|22 |24 27 28|31 33 49 55 65 68|69 79 93 120
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m Number of pending litigious civil and commercial cases (1% instance/per 100 inhabitants)
Source: CEPEJ study
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FI |LU SE |NL DK|AT | EE HU DE|LT LV BE PL|CZ ES MT|SI EL FR|SK RO|PT HR|IT |CY BG|IE UK
2010/0.1/0.3/03 0.6 050909101017 101618252817 212327 34436339
2013/0.2/0.2/03 0.4/0.4/0.508/090915 2.10.0/2.1 26562234 243451 536.1
2014/0.2/0.2/0.30.4/0.4 040508101016 18211823 23232437 3.0 4.6/4.5

m 2015 /0.2/0.2/0.3/0.3 0404 040809101516 1820212222 24/3.03.031 4444

o

I T ¥Y Number of pending administrative cases (1 instance/per 100 inhabitants)

Source: CEPEJ study
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2013 0.1/0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2/0.1/0.4/0.2/04 0.3 0.4 0304 0.3/0.5 0.8/0.9/3.1
2014 0.101/010.1010.1020.1030.203030.3030304040404 0.8/0.9
m 2015 0.1/0.1 0.1 0.10.1/0.1010.20.2030.30.30.304040404 0407080924
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Efficiency in

Competition

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

Average
2013 2014 . 2015 ¢ 2013 - 2015

Source: European Commission with the European Competition Network
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Electronic communications

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

3% Average
2013 2014 . 2015 2013 - 2015

Source: European Commission with the Communications Committee
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Efficiency in specific areas of EU law

m EU trademark: Average length of EU trademark infringement cases (1% instance/in days)

% Average
2013 2014 . 2015 2013 - 2015

Source: European Commission with the European Observatory on infringements of intellectual property rights
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G Consumer protection: Average length of judicial review (1 instance/in days)

% Average
2013 2014 . 2015 2013 - 2015

Source: : European Commission with the Consumer Protection Cooperation Network
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Efficiency in specific areas of EU law

ST B WA Consumer protection: Average length of administrative decisions by consumer protection
authorities (1° instance/in days)

Source: European Commission with the Consumer Protection Cooperation Network
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. Electronic —5¢ Weighted
EU trademark communications average

Source: European Commission with the European Observatory on infringements of intellectual property rights and the Communications Committee
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Efficiency in specific areas of EU law

Money laundering

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

2014 . 2015

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

Exchanges between courts and lawyers

m Use of ICT between courts and lawyers

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

Source: CCBE survey
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Quality of justice systems

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

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

Source: CCBE survey
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[GITZXX] Consumer complaints channels outside companies

. Consumer NGOs Public authorities ADR bodies Courts

Source: Survey on retailers attitudes towards cross border trade and consumer protection 2016
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Quality of justice systems

ST {-:33 8 Number of consumer complaints to the ODR platform (per 100 000 inhabitants)

. National Cross-border
Source: ODR platform — extracted 24 March 2017
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Resources

GIMEL] General government total expenditure on law courts (in EUR per inhabitant)

Source: Eurostat
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Resources

[GETITEE] General government total expenditure on law courts (as a percentage of GDP)

Source: Eurostat
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GIMZEE] Number of judges (per 100 000 inhabitants)
Source: CEPEJ study
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Resources

m Proportion of female professional judges at 1%t and 2™ instance and Supreme Courts

1%t instance (2015) 2 instance (2015) Supreme courts (2016)

Source: European Commission (Supreme Courts) and CEPEJ study (1 and 2™ instance)
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Developments in the proportion of female professional judges at 1*t and 2™ instance 2010-2015,
at Supreme Courts 2010-2016 (difference in percentage points)

1%t instance 2" instance Supreme courts

Source: European Commission (Supreme Courts) and CEPEJ study (1% and 2™ instance)
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Resources

T[T {:31:3 Number of lawyers (per 100 000 inhabitants)
Source: : CEPEJ study
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ETEE D] Judges participating in continuous training activities in EU law or in the law of another Member
State (as a percentage of total number of judges)

Source: European Commission, European judicial training report 2016
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Resources | Training

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

Judgecraft IT skills . Court management Judicial ethics

Source: European Commission
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Independence

Perceived judicial independence

m Perceived independence of courts and judges among the general public (light colours: 2016, dark colours: 2017)

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

Source: Eurobarometer
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Independence | Perceived judicial independence

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

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

Source: Eurobarometer
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m Perceived independence of courts and judges among companies (light colours: 2016, dark colours: 2017)

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

Source: Eurobarometer
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Independence

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

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

Source: Eurobarometer
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3% | 3% | 2% |15%) 4% |20%) 17% 11% 13%) 19%) 23%)11%|34% 20% 38% 19%) 7% 31%)25%) 30% 38%)29% 48%) 50% 57% 53% 43% 55%

GIMEEE] WEF: businesses’ perception of judicial independence (perception — higher value means better perception)

2010-12 2013-14 2014-15 . 2015-16

Source: World Economic Forum
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