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AUSTRIA REVIEW
I. Justice System 
B. Quality of justice 
11. Accessibility of courts (e.g. court fees, legal aid, language) 
In April 2021, the Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers in his report on “The coronavirus disease (COVID-19) pandemic: impact and challenges for independent justice” indicated that Austria had introduced a system of “traffic light” to reduce the number of hearings held in person (A/HRC/47/35, para. 46).
14. Digitalization (e.g. use of digital technology, particularly electronic communication tools, within the justice system and with court users, including resilience of justice systems in COVID-19 pandemic)[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  Factual information presented in Commission Staff Working Document of 2 December 2020, SWD(2020) 540 final, accompanying the Communication on Digitalisation of justice in the European Union, COM(2020) 710 final, does not need to be repeated] 

In April 2021, the Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers in his report on “The coronavirus disease (COVID-19) pandemic: impact and challenges for independent justice” noted that the judiciary was granted discretionary power to decide how to ensure a fair trial using technological means in Austria (A/HRC/47/35, para. 92).

C. Efficiency of the justice system 
Other – please specify 
Consistency of counter-terrorism legislation with international law - In August 2021, several Special Procedure mandate-holders entered into a dialogue with Austria about the recently enacted Anti-Terrorism Act, which implemented a new electronic surveillance system for individuals on conditional release. To the Rapporteurs, this new instrument might contradict Austria's international and human rights obligations. The new tool could risk serious interferences with the privacy, liberty, reputation and freedom of movement of individuals. The major concern was the lack of a monitoring system, the need for a permanent address, and the disproportionality of the access to private information by Austrian authorities. The Rapporteurs called upon Austria to comply with international obligations, human rights standards and build a rule of law-informed guidance (OL AUT 2/2021, further details: https://spcommreports.ohchr.org/Tmsearch/TMDocuments).
Conditions of detention - In the 2021 Universal Periodic Review, Austria supported several recommendations related to conditions of detention in Austria’s prisons, namely to address the problems of overcrowding, understaffing and the access to legal rights within prisons (A/HRC/47/12/Add.1, 139.79-82, 84-85). 

III. Media pluralism 
B. Transparency of media ownership and government interference 
33.	Safeguards against state / political interference, in particular:
-	safeguards to ensure editorial independence of media (private and public)
-	specific safeguards for the independence of governing bodies of public service media governance (e.g. related to appointment, dismissal) and safeguards for their operational independence (e.g. related to reporting obligations),
-	procedures for the concession/renewal/termination of operating licenses 
-	information on specific legal provisions for companies in the media sector (other than licensing), including as regards company operation, capital entry requirements and corporate governance

In the 2021 Universal Periodic Review, Austria supported the recommendation to fully guarantee the independence and pluralism of the media (A/HRC/47/12/Add.1, 139.90). 
C. Framework for journalists' protection 
Other – please specify 
Minority media - In the 2021 Universal Periodic Review, Austria supported the recommendation to secure adequate resources for minority media and improve access to public media (A/HRC/47/12/Add.1, 140.32). 
IV. Other institutional issues related to checks and balances 
B. Independent authorities 
43. Independence, capacity and powers of national human rights institutions (‘NHRIs’), of ombudsman institutions if different from NHRIs, of equality bodies if different from NHRIs and of supreme audit institutions
In the 2021 Universal Periodic Review Austria supported the recommendation to strengthen their national human rights institution (A/HRC/47/12/Add.1, 139.8-20). 
D. The enabling framework for civil society 
46.	Rules and practices guaranteeing the effective operation of civil society organizations and rights defenders
[bookmark: _GoBack]In August 2021, several Special Procedure mandate-holders entered into a dialogue with Austria on the recently enacted Anti-Terrorism Act, introducing "religiously motivated extremist association" as a basis for criminalization. To the Rapporteurs, this new instrument might contradict Austria's international and human rights obligations. It might result in an infringement of the rights to the freedom of thought, conscience, religion, belief, opinion, expression and association. The vague definition of "religiously motivated extremist association", according to the Rapporteurs, may even be used as a tool to silence legitimate religious actors and could be used to discriminately target adherents of a particular faith on the basis that they are predisposed to violent extremism. Furthermore, the Rapporteurs underlined that it would not be proportionate to criminalize a founder or leader of an association whose member commit a serious illegal act motivated by religious extremism without any consideration of imputability and highlighted the problematic practice of attribution solely by association. The new act could deter individuals from founding, leading, and supporting a religious association, or even deter them from practicing their faith altogether. The impact would mainly concern minority religious groups. The Rapporteurs reminded Austria that the legitimate interest to ensure national security should not be used to silence or deter critical voices (OL AUT 2/2021, further details: https://spcommreports.ohchr.org/Tmsearch/TMDocuments).
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