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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 - Germany
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. 

The European Commission for Democracy through Law – Venice Commission
CDL-AD(2023)020   
Germany - Joint Opinion of the Venice Commission and OSCE/ODIHR on the amendments of the German Federal Election Act, approved by the Council for Democratic Elections at its 77th meeting (8 June 2023) and adopted by the Venice Commission at its 135th Plenary Session (Venice, 9-10 June 2023)
 

Execution of judgments in Germany 
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GRECO (16 March 2023)
Compliance Report 
5th round: Preventing corruption and promoting integrity in central governments (top executive functions) and law enforcement agencies
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CASE OF BILD GMBH & CO. KG v. GERMANY 
The ECtHR ruled that a court order requiring a publisher to cease the publication of CCTV footage of a police arrest without blurring the officer's face violated Article 10 as it led to the possibility of banning future publication on matters of interest. The ECHR emphasised the need for a balance between freedom of expression and an individual's right to privacy, highlighting the importance of public interest in discussions on the use of force by state agents. The ECtHR noted that the domestic courts insufficiently evaluated the potential contributions to public debate of future unedited CCTV footage publications. The ECtHR concluded that the injunction was not necessary in a democratic society and thus violated Article 10. 
Violation of Article 10 ECHR

CASE OF SAURE v. GERMANY (No. 2)
The application concerned the refusal to allow the applicant, a journalist, physical access and consultation of the files held by the German Foreign Intelligence Service on the former GDR Security Service judges’ history and their current personal information. The domestic courts refused the application as they held that the judges’ rights to their reputation/potential negative effects outweighed the right to freedom of expression. 
The ECtHR agreed with the domestic courts but held that one of the journalists’ requests, with respect to military service and informant status of the judges in general, had not been properly dealt with as the information could have been anonymised. 
Partial violation of Article 10 ECHR

CASE OF AXEL SPRINGER SE v. GERMANY
A publishing house published an article in a national newspaper implicating K., the executive director of a political party, as a former Stasi agent involved in the disappearance of assets belonging to the East German Communist Party. K. sought a right of reply, initially refused by Axel Springer. After legal proceedings in Germany, the Berlin Court of Appeal ordered the publication of the reply, leading Axel Springer to claim a violation of Article 10. The ECtHR upheld the Berlin Court of Appeal's decision, emphasising the equal importance of Articles 8 and 10, and underscoring the press's duty to report in good faith. The ECtHR concluded that the Court of Appeal appropriately balanced the right to respect for private life and freedom of expression, finding no violation of Article 10.
No violation of Article 10 ECHR
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