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[bookmark: _Toc36635809]I Justice System 

The European Commission for the Efficiency of Justice (CEPEJ) regularly collects data on judicial systems. These data concern in particular the “quality of justice” (B part below), “efficiency of justice systems” (C part below) and also some aspects of “independence” (A part below). 
The 2023 data have not been collected and quality checked in 2023. Nevertheless, CEPEJ published in 2023 country profiles for each EU country, based on 2021 data, and prepared in the framework of CEPEJ Study for the 2023 EU Justice Scoreboard CEPEJ Country fiche - Scoreboard - Luxembourg
The 2022 data have been collected, quality checked and sent to DG-JUST in the framework of the 2024 EU Justice Scoreboard. The publication of the country profiles based on 2022 data will depend on final acceptation of the CEPEJ Study by DG-JUST. The CEPEJ Secretariat (christel.schurrer@coe.int)  remains at the disposal of European Commission for any question related to these data. 


Execution of judgments in Luxembourg 

-Accessibility of courts
Foyer assurances S.A. (35245/18) (STAND) concerning excessive formalism of the Court of cassation.
Presentation on Hudoc.exec: Foyer Assurances S.A
Latest decisions: n/a
Latest information: DH-DD(2022)749

-Whistleblower protection
Halet (21884/18) (STAND): violation of freedom of expression due to the criminal conviction in 2017 of the applicant as a whistleblower.
Presentation on Hudoc.exec: Halet
Latest decisions: n/a
Latest information : DH-DD(2023)1088
[bookmark: _Toc36635832]II Anti-corruption framework 

GRECO (6 December 2023)
Addendum to the Second compliance Report
4th round: Second interim compliance report corruption prevention in respect of MPs, judges and prosecutors

[bookmark: _Toc36635845]III Media pluralism 

CASE OF HALET v. LUXEMBOURG
The case concerned a criminally convicted whistle-blower who had come forward in relation to the tax practices of multinational companies. The Luxembourg Court of Appeal had found that the public interest in disclosure was insufficient to justify the damage suffered by the employer, which was reaffirmed by the ECtHR at first instance. The ECtHR Grand Chamber found that the public interest in disclosure did outweigh the damage arising from it given the public interest in tax practices of large multinationals. Therefore, the interference with the applicant’s right to impart information had not been necessary in a democratic society. 
Violation of Article 10 ECHR. 
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