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Introduction

1. Commitment to European values

The Republic of Serbia is fully committed to the procesEwopean integration and aware that this procegairessubstantial and
fundamental changes in the judiciary, the -@otiruption system and the protection of fundamental rights, both at the normative and the
implementation level. In this sense, in the process of developing the reform steps in Chapter 23veSegobimarily guided by the EU
acquis In areas where there is aoquisor it does not cover the whole aréze established standards and best comparative practices were
used as a guide for creating reformarticularly considering the legal heritaafehe Republic of Serbia, as well as seeamnomic factors
conditioning the applicability of the solutions that provide good results in other legal systems.

We have attempted to be completely objective in assessing the current situation in ak#wesnambitious but also realistin setting
the goals, estimating the optimal balance between the needs reflected in the achievements of European standardsleaftindsght
institutional and administrative capacity and limited financial ressurc

In the process of drafting the Action Plan, it was helpful that priorities and courses of action were previously defighdtbevies of
strategic documents in the areas such as the judiciaryc@ntiption, antidiscrimination, Roma rights, medfreedomand the like. The
Action Plan for Chapter 23 follows the course mapped out in these strategic documents, but also advances the proasgsbjgdiefies

and activities for which the subsequeekd arose or it was necessary to identify ndetailed evaluation. In this sense, the Action Plan
for Chapter 23 represents the overarching strategic document with which all the other strategic documents shall beraligragapupval.

This shall enable precise definition of the public policyhis area, whereas implementation, coordination, timing and funding of the
reforms shall be significantly improved.

The development of the Action Plan is a ldegm process, due to the nature of the consultative process. Given that the extent of
implemenétion of the reforms may somewhat differ at its beginning and finalization, it is important to note that the interséotion of
situation in all areas is given as of 1 September 2014. The activities are planned accordingly, whereas any subseastinlaraged

in the column displaying the implementation status of the activities, pursuant to the methodology presented in Annex I.



2. Methodology of drafting the Action Plan

In the process of drafting the Action Plan, the negotiating Group for Ch2aptéollowed the principles of full transparency and
inclusiveness. In accordance with these principles, the work proceeded in two tracks. The first track involved thecaativibaso all
three subchapters, while the second track included work omdhedual parts of the Plan on the judiciary, the fight against corruption
and fundamental rights.

When it comes to activities common to the entire chapter, they included preparatory workshops in the field of methodictiong of
strategic documents, gsultative meetings and workshops with the representatives of the negotiating groups of the countries in the region,
as well as training in the methodology of budgeting action plans. In addition, the mechanism of the consultative prebassoeidty
organizations has been created at the level of the entire chapter. Therefore, already in the period preceding therdelaiteyalcsil

society organizations were involved in making presentatioradignmentof the legal system of the Republic ofrBia with theacquis

All civil society organizations/ere invited to take part in the negotiation process, through a public call launched through the website of
the Office for Cooperation with Civil Society and the Ministry of Justice. Immediately @oeipt of the official version of the screening

report, the Ministry of Justice published it at the website, along with the translation into Serbian language.

In accordance with the recommendations of TAIEX experts and the Guidelines for the inclusidisofiety organizations in the process

of adopting regulations, adopted by the Government of the Republic of Serbia, civil society organizations were invigadmnsng

the aforementioned methodology, to give their suggestions on the contemiattion Plan, and subsequently a significant portion of their
suggestions was adopted and implemented in the form of activities. The first draft of the Action Plan was publishedositelod the
Ministry of Justice in Serbian and English languaggth the support of GIZ, a round table for 150 representatives of civil society
organizations was organized, focusing on the discussion on the role of civil society in the design of reform stepotratimmergcess
Simultaneously, the third call wvil society organizations to provide comments on the first draft of the Action Plan was published. The
comments have been included in the content of the activities, whereas the negotiating group prepared and publishedbthéhReport
involvement of ciyl society organizations in the process of negotiations for Chapter 23 on the website of the Ministry of Justice and the
Office for Cooperation with Civil Society, indicating the extent and manner of adopting the suggestions of civil sosiellyaagte

whole course and modalities of the consultation prodésssame mechanism has been repeated in the process of finalization of the third
Action plan draft, parallel with direct consultative process of meetings with representatives of civil sociapatogen

The Action Plan shall bander the scrutiny of the Parliamedte to its key role in adoption procedure of the strategic documents. The
parliamentary control shall entail two levels: first, consultations with members of parliamentary ConunEe®pean integration in the
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phase of developing the text of the Action plan and second, the adoption process including parliamentary debate driitbeAteidro
Plan (general and specific parts of the text) with the possibility to intervenetextheith amendments.

This ultimately means that the final Action Plan shall be the result of the highest possible level of consensus difrati¢heseof power
i.e. the executive, the independent regulatory bodies and civil society organizatiomstivethonstitutional and legal competences of
these stakeholders.

With regard to the methodology of drafting the text of the Action Plan in certain areas, the approach of plenary ahddntatkasive
meetings, as well as daily online consultati@a by coordinators of the subchapters has been used.

For the field of the judiciary, in the process of developing several drafts of the Action Plan, thesewesydenary and & bilateral

meetings that included representatives of the High Judicialclpthre State Prosecutors Council, Ministry of Justice, Supreme Court of
Cassation, t he Republic Public Prosecutor's Office,cortuptien Pr osec
Agency. Online consultations performed on a dbdgis had an important role in the development of the plan, allowing for significant
refinement of the activities.

For the field of the fight against corruptiamore thar20 consultative meetings were held with representatives of numerous institutions in
the field of health, education, customs, includingAhé&-corruption Agency and Council for fight against corruption.

In the field of fundamental rights, due to the nawiréhe subchapter encompassing a number of areas, a method of bilaterahtieasult
meetings and online consultations wasligpop In the process of developing the first draft of the Action Riger 40 bilateral meetings

were held as well as daily ondirconsultations. The representatives of the following institutions were actively involved in the process: the
Ministry of Justice, Ministry of Labor, Employment, Veterans and Social Affairs, the Ministry of Culture and Inforrla@partment of
Information, Ministry of Interior, the Ministry of State Administration and Local $&tfvernment, Ministry of Education, Science and
Technological Development, the Office of Human and Minority rights, the Republic Public Prosecutor's Office, the Suprewfe Cour
Cassation, the Commissariat for Refugees and Migration, the Administration for Enforcement of Criminal Sanctions, thea&idminist

for Cooperation with Churches and Religious Communities, the Team for Social Inclusion and Poverty Reduction, the Ontbedsman,
Commissioner for Information of Public Importance and Personal Data Protection, the Provincial Ombudsman and UNICEF.

With regard to the methodological and technical approach to the Action Plan development, efforts were made to defuiteethan acti
manner that provides a clear, chronological overview of the necessary legislative changes, the institutional framewark tlhs need

to strengthen administrative capaatiwith the highest possible level of accurayrently available, sincd¢ implementation of some

of the activities is planrmkin four or five years. Concurrently, a precise definition of activities whose content is determined by the previous
performanceof specific analyses or assessments, had to be postponed for a perisdaftassessments are performed and their results
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are available as a starting point for thevelopmentf further reform steps. Consequently, periodical review and updating of the Action
plan may be required.

A significant contribution to the qualityf the activities in the subhapters Judiciary and Fundamental Rights was provided by the results

of theJudicial Functional Reviewm the Republic of Serbia conducted by the World Bank during 2014. Through intensive and constructive
dialogue with the Wod Bank experts, the recommendations from the Judicial Functional Review have been incorporated into the content
of the activities of the Action Plaio the greatest exteritearing in mind the level of generality of recommendations, as well as the scope

of the recommendations and the Screening report. Detailed overview of relation between these two documents is given imAanex II.
rest of recommendatisregoing to be included, to the most possible extension, in the Action Plan for implementation of the NJRS 2013
2018through the process of its revision and alignment with AP Ch. 23.

In determining the authorities in charge for implementation of the plaawiadgties, the maximum level of specification was necessary to
allow the establishment of an effective system of accouittainilthe implementation of the Action Plan.

A major challenge was the assessment of sufficiently ambitious yet realistialilesttaking into account both the logical flow of the
reforms that needs to be respected, as well as the institutionahistdative and budgetary burden per each year. It was particularly taken
into account that the Action Plamvisages amendmentsti@ Constitution by the end of 20Qwhich brings the need for harmonization

of the entire normative framework with the adsptchanges, and therefore the period immediately following potential constitutional
changes isnaximally unloaded from other adcitites.

Special attention was given to the determination of the indicators to provide mechanisms to measure the impact ofkbe aciiétias
i.e. enabling insight into the degree of the desired results achievement. It was insisted on theHadnhtheators, particularly those of a
guantitative character are set for all the activities (or parts thereof) in which it was possible to do so.

One of the imperatives of the plan development was its financial sustainability. In this regard, particular attentiocates ttegenerate

only minimum additional budgetary burden and maximally exploit, reorganize and coordinate utilization ofeaxeslalrcesThe costs

of implementing the planned activities are expressed with great precision, using a uniform methodology developed foséseoburp

Chapter 23 and 24, in cooperation with international financial expeatsng into account thatégh Act i on pl an i s a ki n
periodicallyupdated document, the methodology is desigaedlow for any subsequent updates and changes to the Actionnd?esult

in a very precise expression of the financial effactéine with the principle indicated in Annex I



One of the important factors in establishing relationships between activities, timelines and funding sources, was the afytimemic
planning and implementation of projects financed from IPA funds.

For a more complete picture thfe reform roadmap the Action Plan, along with the aforementioned annexes incorporated into the Action
Plan, several comprehensive documents are made publicly available through their publication on the webpage of the Mtisty of

a) Uniform budgetingnethodology

b) Summary of the costs of the Action Planés i mplementation;

c) Report on CSO involvement in n&gation process for Chapter 23.

3. Mechanisms for implementation of the Action Plan

3.1. Subjects responsible for monitoring the implementation of the é&ion Plan

The responsibility for monitoring the implementation of the activities envisaged in the Action Plan will be shared atetl@¢otthe
Councilfor implementation of the Action Plan for Chapter 23 (hereina@teuncil), The Head of the Negotiag team for Negotiations
for accession of the Republic of Serbia to European UnienNegotiating Group for Chapter Baded by the Presidédead of the
negotiation groupthe Coordination body for the process of accession of the Republic of ®etftéaEuropean Unidnconstituted by the
Decision on Establishment of the Coordination Body for the Process of Accession of the Republic of Serbia to the Eump&an Uni
September 2013 by the Government of the Republic of Serbia, which shgilarohe most important issues and guide the operations
within the scope of the public administration in the process of accession of the Republic of Serbia to the Europearetédmaitech

IThe structure of the Coordination Body shall include: 1) Government President; 2) Government FiPse¥ident; 3) Government Videresident and Minister of
Labor, Employment, and Social Policy; 4) Government \Rcesident and Minister of External aimernal Trade and Telecommunications; 5) Minister in charge of
foreign affairs; 6) Minister in charge of the European integrations; 7) Minister in charge of finance; 8) Minister intharigelture, forestry, and water management;

9) Minister in chage of environment. The European Integration Office Director and Head of the Negotiating Team for Accession of the R&arbii tof the
European Union shall participate in activities of the Coordination Body. The Coordination Body activities stzalbigedrby the Government President, and he shall
be replaced by the Coordination Body member assigned by the Government President. Other Government members, Diregiablé tBedretariat for Legislation

and the Government SecretadBgneral, and thé&lational Bank of Serbia Governor may participate in the Coordination Body activities if the topics within their
jurisdiction are discussed.
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Coordination body). Coordination body Counéikhall perform the ogrations regarding current issues within the process of accession of
the Republic of Serbia to the European Union, in accordance with guidelines gitren®gordination Body. Expert and administrative
technical support to the Coordination Body gt®nshall be provided bthe European Integration Office

The Government of the Republic of Serbia shall make a decision on the establishmer@mirtbtié as a special working body of the
Government for the expert support to the Negotiating Group for €hagtaccompanied withhe adoption of the Action Plaihe
Government of the Republic of Serbia shadbointthe members of th€ouncif upon the proposal of the President of the Negotiating
Group for Chapter 23or a five-year term with a possibilitgf mandate extensidn a case of negotiation process prolonged duraliba
method of the work of th€ouncilshall be precisely regulated by the Rule®dcedure.

TheCouncilfor the implementation of the Action Plan for the negotiations for Chaptein&@l monitor the implementation of the actiti
envisaged in the Action Plan on a daily basis, anticipate and instigate early warning mechanism in case of delaysrabbttoteén the
implementation of the Action Plaandcoordinate the reportingrocessThe Councilshall submit monthly reports on the implementation

of the Action Plan to the Head of the Negotiating team for negotiations for accession of the Republic of Serbia to Eumpdznesident

of the Negotiating Group on Chapter 23 @nel Coordination Body Councitthe Councilshall payparticularly attentiono ensuringhat
monthly reports encompass conclusions and recommendations from relevant bodies which monitor the implementation tbtedgicnal s
documents (Commissidior the Implementation of the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 28 Coordination body

for implementationof the National AntiCorruption Strategy, as well as numerous bodies that supervise implementation of strategic
documents in the fieldf fundamental right8) Bearing in mincheterogeneity of matter and the number of monitoring bodies in the area
of Fundamental Rights, the special attention will be paid when it comes to the implementation of the activities witlbolthptes.

2 The structure of the Coordination Body Council shall include: the member of the Government responsible fanEotegeation, who is also a chairman of the
Council of the Coordination body, the Director of the Office for European Integration, Head of the Negotiating Teamstbereggdiating groups, state secretaries

of the ministries whose representativesnit lead the negotiating groups, a representative of the National Bank of Serbia, Deputy Director and Coordinator for EU
funds in the EU Integration Office and the representative of the Republic Secretariat for Legislation. In the event time@Grenber in charge of European
Integration is unavailable, he shall be replaced by the Director of the Office for European Integration and Head ofigti@gdN€gam for negotiations on accession

of the Republic of Serbia to the European Union, dependintbeotopic discussed. A representative of the Office for Cooperation with Civil Society shall participate

in the work of the Council of Coordination Body.

3 President of the Negotiating Group proposes members @dhacilfrom among the ranks of civil seants and consultants who have already been engaged in the
activities connected to the process of accession to the EU

“Council for improvement of the position of Roma and iheGhild€ouaci foranoritarimg of dec ad
and improvement ofvork of criminal proceedingand of enforcement of criminal sanctions towards minors; Coordination body for gender equality; Action team for
the development and implementatiorttod Strategy for fight against vience and inappropriate behavior on sport events;
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In coqoeration with the Office for European Integration, @&uncil shall submit quarterly reports on the implementation of the Action
Plan to the Coordination Body and the Committee for European Integration of the National As6amdithly reports will betdomitted

to the European Commissiaas well as an annual report examined and approvéuehyationalAssembly.Quarterlyand annuateports
shall bepublished on the web page of the Ministry of Justice and owebhg@ortal dedicated to negotiations wiHJ.

In cooperation with the European Integration Office,Goencilshall ensure the coordination of the reporting process, attempting to avoid
overlaps or gaps due to the parallel monitoring of the same or related activities foreseen in the Actod R&tonal strategies and
action plans in specific areas, for the purpose of the rational use of resources. Within this acti@oynieshall establish ongoing
communication with the bodies responsible for monitoring the implementation of nati@iagic documents.

In order to fully rationalize and coordinate the process of reporting on various strategic docGmemts shall develop a joint calendar
for reporting, in cooperation with the Secretary of the Negotiating Group, European lote@fiice and aforementioned bodies which
monitor implementation of national strategic documetasisideringpther reporting requirements from the EU

Expertsupport provided by th€ouncilto the Negotiating Group for Chapter 23, includes:

1. Adoptionof reports on the implementation of the Action Plan;

2. Submission of an iniciativr the update of the Action Plao the President of the Negotiation group for Chapter 23

3. Coordination with representatives of other bodies responsible for the implementattavaht strategies and action plans;

4. Anaysis of ollected and compid statistical data necessary for making strategic decisions, as well as other data determined as
indicators for the implementation of the Action Plan;

5. Initiates ollection, compilationprocessing and analysis of data from all bodies determined as responsible authorities for specific
activities set in the Action Plafor the purpose of preparing reports on implementation of the Action plan

Given the fact that the Council is a temporary working body of the Government, whose members do not receive any cofigpensation
their wor k, and that it doesndt h atheMinistyefJustce assasdimatpr ofdhgé mi ni st r a
Negotiation group for Chapter 23, shall provide the necessimnistrative and tehnicalipport to the Council

Council for monitoringoverthe implementation of recommendations of UN mechanisms for human; i@ghacil for monitoringof implementation of the Action
Plan for the implementation of the Strategy myention and protection against discriminati@ouncil for national minoritiesCouncil for Persons with Disabilities
9



Aimed at achiving the best possible results in the implementation of the Action Plan, above described mechanism i gobyjgdbdb
annual assessment and reconsideration.

3.2. Role of civil society in implementatiorof the Action plan

Taking into account that mechanisms of cooperation with civil society, established during the screening process arss thiedpadiieg

the Action plan,have given excellent resultthe Negotiating Group for Chapter 23 shall continue to use them during the process of
implementation of thé\ction plan.This mechanism will be implemented through an announcement of a public call, in cooperation with
Office for cooperation with civil societypr submission of proposals and commentgonnection to implementation of the activities
envisaged in théction plan. Reports shall be made on the received comments and proposals which shall be published on the web page of
the Ministry of Justice anthe webportal dedicated to negotiations with the EU. Those reports shall also be enclosed to perpmtisal re

on implementation of théction plan, submitted to the bodies in charge of monitoring the implementation, and subsequently shall be taken
into consideration and implemented in the process of updating the Action plan.

In addition, the Negotiating Group for Gftar 23 shalbrganize biannual meetingsith the National Convent for accession to EU in
order to review current problems and methods to improve the implementation of the Action plan activities

3.3.Early warning mechanism in case of delays in implementation of the Action Plan

In the case of perceived delays, setbacks or other problems in the implementation of the Action Plan, in additionlto teeoegghe
Councilmay issue a warninghichis also delivered to the Head of the Negotiating Team for Accession of the Repubdihat to the
European Union, President of the Negotiating Group on Chapter 23 and the Coordination Body Council. Depending on théheature o
problems and the respsibilities for their elimination, these bodies shall undertake further measures towards the responsible authorities
with a view to remedy the problems in the implementation. In the event that delays or problems in the implementatitie®pactist,
the Head of the Negotiating Team for Accession of the Republic of Serbia to the European Union, the President of tiregNagogmat
and the Coordination body Council shall so inform the Coordination Body and the Committee for European IntegratiNatmfnile
Assembly, which shall, within its jurisdiction, take further measures towards the subjects foreseen in the Action Piamsklees
authorities for undertaking activities whose implementation is delayed or there are other problemsniplgr@entationHowever, in
case that despite all the aforementioned measures, the entities that are responsible for the implementation of ¢ersenh thetiiction
Plan, do not act in line with the Action plan, Coordination Body and the National Alysgmalentitled to initiate proceedjs to determine
liability of those entities, in accordance with applicable regulations governing the operation of the aforementioned entities
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OF ACTION PLAN FOR CHAPTER 23
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RESPONSIBLE
AUTHORITIES




1. JUDICIARY

CURRENT STATE OF PLAY (on September #2014)

The legislative framework regulating judiciary in Serbia encompasses:

National Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 2@038 ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 57/13); Action plan for the implementation of the National Judicial Reform Stnatbgy
period 20132018 ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 71/13 and 55/T4) Constitution of the Republic of Serbia ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 98/06); Law on the Constitutiong
("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 109/07 and 99/11); Law on the High Judicial Council ("Official Gazette of the RS",/N®, 106/1088/11 and 106/15); Law on Judges ("Official Gazg
of the RS", No. 116/08, 58/09decision of the Constitutional court, 104/09, 101/10, 8/H&cision of Constitutional court, 121/12, 101/13, and 106/15); Law on Organization of (
("Official Gazetteof the RS", No. 116/08, 104/09, 101/10, 31/14tate law, 78/11 state law, 101/11, 101/13 and 106/15); Law on the State Prosecutorial Council ("Official Gazett
RS", No. 116/08, 101/10, 88/ 11 and OfichalGhZete;of RE"hNo. 116408; 104/09, 11/10,| 78/ ElatePaw,0181£L t, 887 TIiddecision otxtie)
Constitutional court, 121/12, 101/13 and 106/15); Law on the Seats and Territorial Jurisdictions of Courts and Public®®mosedu Of f i czete of the RS, No. £0i1/43); LaG €
the Judicial Academy ("Official Gazette of RS", No. 104/09, No. 32/Tcision of Constitutional court and 106/15); Criminal Procedure Code ("Official Gazette of the RS", No.
101/11, 121/12, 32/13, 45/13 ab8/14); Civil Procedure Law ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 72/11 49/#l&cision of Constitutional court, 74/13decision of Constitutional cour
55/14); Law on NorContentious Proceedings ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 25/82 and 48/88 anddid¥azette of the RS", No. 46/95state law, 18/0% state law, 85/12, 45/1i3
state law and 55/14); Law on Enforcement and Security ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 106/15); Law on Public Notédies G&fette of the RS", No. 31/11, 85/12, 1®4nd 55/14

state law and 106/15); Law on Mediation ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 55/14); Law on the Bar Exam ("Official GahetfeS)f, No. 16/97); Law on Misdemeanors ("Official Gaz
of the RS", No. 65/13 and 13/16); Law on the Public Attyrs Office ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 55/14); Court Rules of Procedure ("Official Gazette of RS", No. 110/Q9,9/02],
89/13, 96/15, 104/15 and 113/15); Rules of Procedure of the High Judicial Council ("Official Gazette of the RS",INemn@4/16); Rules of Procedure of the State Prosecutorial C¢
("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 55/09, 43/15 and 4/16); Rules on the Administration in Public Prosecution ("Officitd GfahetRS", No. 77/04, 52/07, 2/08, 11/09 and 44/09); Coq
Ethics of Judges ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 96/10), Code of Ethics of Public Prosecutors and Deputy Public Brob#duaiteepublic of Serbia ("Official Gazette of the RS",

87/13); Code of Ethics for members of the State Prosecutorial T¢ldfficial Gazette of the RS ", No. 60/14); Rules of procedure on disciplinary procedure and disciplinary accou
of judges ("Official Gazette of the RS ", No. 71/10); Rules on disciplinary procedure and disciplinary accountabilitic gfrpsdalutors and deputy public prosecutors ("Official Gazett
the RS ", No. 64/12, 109/13 and 58/14); Rulebook on the criteria for transfer of a judge to another court in the cabeliiothef the substantial part of the jurisdiction of the cour
which he was elected ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 105/13); Rules of Procedure on the criteria and standards forqeesfmpragsal of public prosecutors and deputy public proseg
("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 58/14Rules of Procedureaeex per i ment al ly i mpl emented in 18 public prosecutor s
completion of the experimental implementation, the State Prosecutorial Council will analyze and compile report on thetatipteshthe Rules of Procedure, stating whether it is neces
to amend it; Rulebook on the criteria, standards, process and bodies for performance evaluation of judges and cosr{('[DéfsiddrBazette of the RS", No. 81/14, 142/14, 41/15

7/16);Uniform backlog reduction program in the Republic of Serbia, which has been in implementation since January 1st 2014 (Supoéi@as3ation Court adopted Uniform progr
on December 25th 2013); Rules of Procedure on public notary exam ("Official Gd2b&dr$", No. 71/11, 81/11, 3/12, 78/12 and 31/13); Initial training program for candidates for e

of the profession of public notaries for 2014 (adopted on April 7th 2014); Rules of Procedure on temporary number af public h e s 6 pecafficial deatsnopuldionndtariestat
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public notariesd positions for which a competit i othneR®T Nd 31M2kandbi/M)y Rulelmoekdn determininglthe nu
of bailifffenforcement dfcers ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 61/14).

The institutional framework encompass: Constitutional Court, the High Judicial Council, the State Prosecutorial Cowstcyl, dfiistice, Judicial Academy, Supreme Court of Cassa
four appellatecourts, 25 higher courts, 66 basic courts with 25 court units, Misdemeanor court of appeal with three departmentsnddnonistiairts, Commercial Court of Appe
16commercial courts, Administrative Court with three departments, the Republic Paubkcéc ut or 6 s Of fi ce, four appellate public
58 basic public prosecutorsé offices.

The judicial system in the Republic of Serbia, as of Septenit@®14, encompass@800judges,90 public proseaurs and 741 deputy public prosecutors

National Assembly of the Republic of Serbia enacted the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the per®d18048 July ¥ 2013, which has determined priorities, strategic goals
strategic guidelines of reformeasures. The Government of the Republic of Serbia adopted an Action plan for implementation of the National JudiciatrBiefgyrfor the period 2013
2018 on July3*which envisages concrete measures and activities for implementation of strategitivebj defines the deadlines and competent authorities for its implementati
financial sources. National Judicial Reform Strategy for the period-2018 envisages mechanism to monitor the implementation of reform measures, in the form of Conifaris
Implementation of the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the period-2018, with the composition of 15 members who are representatives of all relevant stakeholders in th
process.

The Strategy envisages independence, impartiality, eiemze, accountability and efficiency of the judiciary, as five basic principles and defined priorities, strategic objetttegegia
guidelines of reform measures.

Concerning independence of judiciatlye National Judicial Reform Strategy for theriod 20132018 has identified the need of amending the Constitution in the part which deals w
interference of legislative and executive powers in the process of appointment and dismissal of judges, court presid@ntsguuitors and deputylplic prosecutors, elected members
the High Judicial Council and State Prosecutorial Council, and the need for précising the role and status of Judicial @catErhgnism for entry to judiciary. In addition, due to ler
and complexity of amendintpe Constitution, a series of interim measures are provided aimed at strengthening the independence of the judiciamdmemehts to the judicial law
within the provisions of the Constitution of the Republic of Serbia. The High Judicial Coun@ktatedProsecutorial Council, in accordance with the strategic objectives, should bec
key institutions of the judiciary with full capacities of their competencies and with precisely defined system of trapspat@ccountability.

In the first yar of implementation of the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 208 set of judicial laws has been amended and judicial independence has been stre
with these interim measures, within the framework of the current Constitutione Aatme time, work has commenced, on an analysis of the provisions of the Constitution of the Re
Serbia and on the identification of necessary amendments in the part relating to the judiciary. Presidents of thelclewatsdfave been appued. The High Judicial Council and Stz
Prosecutorial Council adopted criteria and standards for the performance appraisal of judges, presidents of courtsseuutbicspand deputy public prosecutors and the Councils
commenced preparing the teria and standards for appointment to judicial offices. i@dramendments to the Law on the High Judicial Council and State Prosecutorial Coun
significantly improve transparency in the work of the Councils. Introduction of program budgets masrmad and capacities of the administrative offices of the High Judicial Counc
State Prosecutorial Council have been strengthened. Taking into account the constantly extending scope of competedaenail§ tlieis still evident the need for estigthening the
capacities in the fields of finance, analytics and strategic planning.
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TheNational Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 2@D3.8 stipulates implementation of measures aimed at improvement of impatrtiality, ethics and integrijtydaditi@ffice holders
as well as at the alignment and complete accessibility to the case law and the full realization of the right to thedgatuirakpis regardhe State Prosecutorial Council has establishe
Board of Ethics, and the same aittivs underway irthe High Judicial Council.

The same strategic document also stipultitesstablishment of a system of appointment and promotion of judges and public prosecutors according to clear, objecévia dietecrnined
in advance. Followig measures in the reform of Judicial Academy are set forth as the strategic approach:
| mproving initial and continuously training of | udddersds welladofrepedehtatives ghlpmfessians, lang vsit
the system of development of a comprehensive annual training programs and assessment of attendees.

Improvement of operation of disciplinary bodies of the High Judicial Council and State Prosecutorial Council is sethieNhational Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 2@0338.
Despite commencement of operation of those disciplinary bodies, their work has to be much more efficient.

Taking into account the fact that inefficiency has been the greatesstamgdingoroblem of the Republic of Serbia judiciary, the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the perie2Q0&]1
has envisaged a series of measures aimed at improving efficiency, commencing from improving of procedural laws, eatabiissticg system,sawell as the monitoring and correcti
of the functioning of the judicial network. Alleviation of the workload of courts is also envisioned through the introdiatsystem of enforcement agents, notaries and mediation in dig
resolution, which wald, along with the swift resolution of case backlog and infrastructure investments achieve shorter duration of courgsaoeeidhprove access to justice.

From January$12014anew judicial network has entered into forcevathi ncr eased number of courts and public prosecut g
access to justice. There have been considerable investments in infrastructure that already, by the end of 2014, sguptwsadsigrifiant increase in the number of courtrooms, espec
in Belgrade, where this problem has existed for decades. Improvement of Information and Communication Technology id coprts énl i ¢ pr osecutorsdé of
is still a problenwith the parallel operation of multiple incompatible systems, making it difficult to monitor the statistical parametticsabEfficiency, the exchange of information betwe
courts and public prosecut or s &he oabef asavellsas thearationiolepsobeedingssThig status of mformatidn tared Centmarticatisn Technol
negative impact also on the reach of the automatic case management, which improvements also caused by the need tctitimeaht&razhse vghting system. The Supreme Court
Cassation has adopted a Uniform backieduction program in the Republic of Serbia in December 2013 that stipulates gradual reduction of backlogvith &$eésy 2018. Furthermore
significant steps have been madeards the relief of courts by using the system of bailifffenforcement officers. From September 1st 2014 public naaresrhauaced working, and fro
January 12015, upon the enactment of the Law on mediation, legislative framework for the opefdtiersystem of mediation has been created.

FromOctober¥2 013 t he i mpl ementation of the Criminal Procedur e Coad generaljwisdictdr) which hasirgrodact
prosecutorial inveggiation as the most important novelty. Despite initial obstacles in implementation, there has been a significant inbeepsecentage of proceedings completed
applying the principle of opportunity in criminal prosecution and plea bargain.

Consideing that National Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 22088 (priorities and defined goals in the Strategy correspond to recommendations from screening report)
developed as a result of general consent of all relevant subjects in thaf fielitiary, during the process of drawing up the Strategy particular attention was given to take into accour
activities envisaged in the Action plan for the implementation of the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the per@2@1B801:13 th way, higher degree of coherence between these
documents is achieved and supervision over reform implementation is facilitated. In addition, activities envisagesiinahe Agg | an f or negoti ations r
Action plan br the implementation of the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the periodZIEincludes broader scope of detail activjteasd will be amended so as to include to
maximum extent the recommendations from the Functional ReWrearder to active complete cohesion of two documents (particularly concerning deadlines), revision of Action |
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the implementation of the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the periodZmBwill be conducted after adoption of Action plan for negotiatiorfanétional analysis of judiciary in th
Republic of Serbia was conducted with the support of the World Bank, with the aim of objective consideration of overtadtaie e play, as of July'2014, in the judiciary in the Republ
of Serbia, as welhs concerning the degree of implementation of the measures provided in the Action Plan for implementation of the Nafrdeflueh Strategy for the period 201
2018. Conclusions and guidelines from the Draft of this document were used as a ptantiigr defining further reform activities, all in the context of recommendations encompas
Report from screening.

WAR CRIMES

The legal framework in Serbia encompdsaw on Organization and Jurisdiction of Government Authorities in War Critneseedings (RS Official Gazette, Nos. 67/03, 135/04, 61
101/07, 104/09, 101/11 oth.law and 6/15.) establishing the institutional framework for the prosecution of war crimesonnt@dadé mentioned law, the currently applicable norma
framewok in the area of prosecution and punishment of those accused of war crimes in the Republic of Serbia includes: theo@ariR&[3ficial Gazette, No. 85/05, 88/@brr, 107/05
corr., 72/09, 111/09, 121/ 12,104 /13 and 108/14); the Criminal Proc€ddee (RS Official Gazette, Nos. 72/11, 101/11, 121/12, 32/13, 45/13 and 55/14); the Law on Mutual Assig
Criminal Matters (RS Official Gazette, No. 20/09); the Law on the Protection Programme for Participants in Criminal Ryoe&ddfficial Gaette, No. 85/05); the Law on Cooperati
with the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia (FRY Official Gazette, No. 18/02 and SaM Official G#&£@8g,Law on Migration Management (RS Official Gaze
no. 107/2012); Decision on thestablishment of the Commission for Missing Persons of the Government of the Republic of Serbia on 8 June 2006 (R%£efttiejdN&s. 49/06, 73/0
116/06, 53/10 and 108/12); Memoranda of Understanding concluded between the competent authoeitiRepoitiiic of Serbia and the competent authorities of the countries in the
(Croatia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro) and the Protocol on Cooperation with EULEX, which are aimed at establisicimgpeiration and more efficient exchange fafrmation
on war crimes and their perpetratadsrisdiction for War Crimes in Serbia: 1) Criminal offences from art. 370 through 386 of the Criminal Code; 2) Seridossvioldhternationa
Humanitarian Law committed in the territory of the former Wsigvia since January'11991 stipulated in the Statute of the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugosla
Criminal offence from Art. 333 of the Criminal Codassistance to the perpetrator after the commission of crime, if committeldtion to criminal offences from point 1) and 2) of t
Article.

Institutional framework1) Ministry of the Interior, War Crimes Investigation Service: Head of Service, Deputy Head, two department heads,dowhgefsti 43 members of the Seryi
2) Ministry of the Interior, the Protection Unit; the Section for Assistance and Support to Victims and Witnesses: thefrempdeyees three 3) Office of the War Crimes Prosecutor:
Prosecutor, six Deputy Prosecutors, two Advisors, three tAssss 4) Higher Court in Belgrade, War Crimes Department: six judges, one preliminary proceedings judge; 5) Court
in Belgrade, War Crimes Department; 6) Service for Assistance and Support to Victims and Witnesses: the number of ethpdey@@sCommissariat for Refugees and Migration,
Sector for Reception, Accommodation and Sheltering, Readmission and Durable Solutions, Department for Missing Persdmistfasvadamd technical support to the Commission
Missing Persons): theumber of employeesthreelt was recognized on the international level that the judicial and prosecutorial resources need to be adequate. Tiisretipedigtht of
the number of evidence/cases that are being transferred from the ICTY and regmmap er at i on. War Crimes Prosecutordés Of fi
document s, as wel|l as a | arge number of photo al bums thRerafdrentetionadnireneased ovi of evidende lare th
wor kl oad, War Crimes Prosecutords Office shoul d at tibnelWpsntthe bompldtiah oftmarelate of TeitzupakircthetHag
the responsibility for the prosecution of waimes is fully transferred to the Republic of Serbia, which must demonstrate that its institutions are dedicated amchtadetyirble to
responsibly process all remaining war crimes suspects and to contribute to the process of transitional justice.

During the cooperation with the ICTY, Serbia hanadeer 46 suspects to International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY). Serbia has daily cooperation @iy 'tk
prosecutords office. 1t shoul dICT¢pursuanttetde Compketion Strategy dRtbesCTH)starled frietiontngam 9 2P 13 ard fthat tehntan problen
arose with transferring evidence from the |1 CTY t o t hretoinvestatosS ofthel€TYRare eranserredtbut distlgsure
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witness identity to the Serbian War Cri me Pr os e c udcavesGcrcdOnumberofestatensentd om a &aserby case Gasis
without the mes that could identify the perpetrators. Statements by those witnesses would open several war crime cases againsttemrgashparamilitary formations and high officig
and solution of this problem will be the main incentive for cases againskevigiperpetrators.

Statistics of war crime proceedings have changed since the Screening refor23oThrough domestic trials, at the moment 435 persons were processed, currently there is 14 ongc
in 1stinstance (against 40 defendants) amparison to 10 cases against 34 defendants in the screening report. As regards regional cooperation, Serbia at this A&hemhanges
information and evidence related to 131 cases with Croatia, 42 with Bosnia and Herzegovina, 9 with Montdr@yvwith EULEX and th&nited Nations Interim Administration Mission
Kosovo(UNMIK).

The rew Criminal Procedure Code (CPC) was introduced in War Crime proceedings since Jafi2@y218nd has enabled prosecution control/administration over the investigative
of the proceedings and has introduced new relations with State authorities and their duties in criminal proceedings. tAcuand@P C the prosecutor office is leading preinvestigation
proceedings (not investigative judge) and conducting investigation (possibility to conduct investigation against unkoeown) pers Pr osecut or 6s of fi ce h
conduct certain measures while policehao bl i gati on to act and to inform prosecutor és of f énéneollectng evidend
during the investigation and elevated responsibility for the legality in obtaining of evidence. lehasgithely agreed by the international observes and organizationkehadurts processe
cases more efficiently and the judges perform better under new procedural rules.

INDEPENDENCE

Analysis of the provisions of the Constitution of the Republic of Senhialation to the questions of principles (the first phase of the analysis) is completed. By the end of the (201
is expected to be the full completion with concrete proposals regarding the amendment on the concrete articles.

The National Assembly appointéide remaining court presidents at the proposal of the High Judicial Council. It remains to finalize the election ofrd rebicieurts, out of the total 0
91 basic and higher couTtse appointmen procedure for the rest positions is currently omgsinmber of vacancies on Junf2015 is: 306 for judges, 52 for public prosecutors and 7§
deputy public prosecutors.

High Judicial Council hamtroducedprogram budgeih accordance with thieaw on the Budgetary System of the Republic of Setti@tprescribes that transfer to program budget will §
from 2015. Program budget establishes system that displays clear connection between: policies of government e.g. ptegramsdrop the government, objectives and results of t
programs, on e hand, and means necessary for their fulfillment, on the other ®@asid. of functioning of budgetary beneficiaries are displayed through concrete programs and a|
Introduction ofprogram budget have changed methodology of budgetary planningpoding on implementation of budget whereas it did not influence independence of High J
Council in regards to management of courtsdé budget s.

High Judicial Council adopted a training plan for all employees in the Administrative office in tHedaarter of 2014. Right now, in progress are planning of the activities aimed at b
capacity within théPA 2013,strengthening the strategic and administrative capacities of HJC and SPC and Twinning contract.
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The High Judicial Council monitarthe results of implementation of judicial latgt are currently on the force as well as future judicial laws that is going to be adopted after const
changesThe working group within the State Prosecutorial Council for monitoring the impletioentd the judicial lawss operational since January 13th 2@hdl prepares quarterly repo
on implementation of judicial laws.

The State Prosecutorial Council has adoptedRtiles on the criteria and standards for the evaluation of qualificabompetence and worthiness of candidates for election process of h
of prosecutorial office (Criteria for electionto office)n i t sd sessi"@x5 held on May 14

Program budget in the State Prosecutorial Budget was introduced on January 1Bi2i@sof State Prosecutorial Courmiedivided in two activitiesactivities of the Council (profession
services of Council's members) and activities of Administr&diffece. Those two activities are funded in program budsiginificant strengthening of the capacity of the Administrative of
of State Prosecutorial Counci/l in accordance with exine0iswthdthesuppop @ IPA 2013F Wwianingprofeat wh
includes a number of activities aimed at strengthening the capacity of the Administrative office in the field of finance.

IMPARTIALITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY

The Bord of Ethichs of the State Progtgial Council has been established and Draft of its Rules of procedure has been completed. Its adoption is expectedtdubere.
Training program for judicial office holders on integrity rules and ethics is developed in IV quarter of 2014

High Judiciary Council adopted on 8 May 2(R8les on procedure for determining disciplinary responsibility of judges and court prebiglesiich the existence of a doulitack procedure
for Aordinaryo and fAserioustddisciplinary offences has been el i mina

PROFESSIONALISM/COMPETENCE/EFFICIENCY

Functional anal ysis of Judici al Academyds needs whi oobsnesdsamd agicansnm@fendsdneatcardance with theorg
of the analysis was condted in the end of 2014 and recommendations published in February 2015.

The new, improved Anual curriculum of training that covers all areas of law (including EU law and human hgstseen adopted by HIJC on ApriFf2D15 and SPC on May 12015
andits is being successfully implemented.

Activity regarding the development of monitoring system concerning quality of initial, continuous and specialized trainmgligns bidirectional evaluation system that would allow
assessment of the resuttktraining or degree of advancement of knowledge of the participants, as well as the assessment of the quality ofrtrengdrtygiaers has being successfi
implementedCooperation with the Institute for quality assurance of education only assertéélief that it is necessary to well determine strategic planning. Both initial and cont
educations are conducted at the Judicial Academy since its establishment. At initial education, candidates are evatnatesl dnydnat the end of eduoatthey are passing the final exa
simulation of trial, evaluated by the commission. Continuous education is being evaluated through standard questi@inaiieg tlee following aspects, quality of lecturers and condit
of work. Implementation ofhe activities was initiated by the establishment of the Program group for improving the evaluation of training withditigdeGloup, consists of two judges
SCC, two judges from Court of Appeal, one judge from Higher Courtdepety public prosetor from Republic Public Prosecutor's Office and two university profesors speciali
pedagogy and andragogyhis group vill be administered by thélead of Department for monitoring and evaluation of the Judicial AcadEm®y.group will work on enhaiement of
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continuous and initial training, enhancement of mentor and lecturer work, as well as on enhancement of educationalSystgraro$ progress monitoring after seminars, at the lev
knowledge of judges and prosecutors shall be introducemigh testing.Monitoring and evaluation enhancement shall be achieved through introductiteaofieg system, enabling mo
precise and complex measurement of different aspects of education process.

Adequate building for permanent accommodation ofltigticial Academy was obtained of April 2015by Serbian Governement decisiand a preliminary design of tmeconstruction of
the buildingand bill of quantities are prepared.

Implementation of the Uniform Backlog Reduction Program

Although theenvisaged goal of 20% backlog reduction which was prescribed in Uniform BRL Program has not been achieved duringn2@e4sérig to point out that new courts netw
has been established as of Janu&rgd14, and this slowed down the work of couttsing January and February of 2014. It was necessary to establishfoewdd courts and transfe
respective cases to them. Furthermore, following the decision of the Bar Chamber of Serbia, attorneys did not pacicipdtéain for at least founonths (SeptembérDecember 2014
and several days during June 2014).

Those were objective circumstances that prevented courts from working in full capacity. These arguments are confirfiaet thatlgpellate courts reduced number of old cas25%y
the Administrative Court by 52.38%, the Commercial Appellate Court by 78.75% (cases pending for more than 10 yearg faorinfilad act) and by 81.77% (cases pending for more
five years from filing an initial act) while there are no caskeer than two years. Furthermore, the Misdemeanor Appellate Court received 2,198 oldwddisbsresulted from change
jurisdiction that became effective on March2D14, and closed 93% of those cases. Listed courts suffered the least impact frometjo sparticipation in trials. The presented trend W
the very intention of the National BLR Program, and it was not reached because of the mentioned objective reasonsciiieadepats were not met in basic and higher courts since
workis fl i nkedd to the attorneysd participation i n tgeoaf@sessolved onanertsiindghigherscourtsdséigh6e%e which
represents 1.40% increase compared to 2013 which leadsadtoothec | usi on t hat <courts worked on solving fAold cases?@
to 2013, and such trend of reduction of unsolved cases is present also in the courts of special jurisdiction whichfi®obaimaxly presented statistical data.

Teams in charge of reduction of backlogged cases were established in allAbthtscourts in Republic of Serbia adopted backlog reduction programs by which they envisaged for
the backlog reduction teamBhese teams are specialized for analyzing causes of long trail durations and finding adequate solutions for tackiugntifigiassues. This practice h
yielded very good results in 10 pilot courts that cooperated with USAID Separation of Powerg P a m. Based on courtsd reports, these
contribute to solving systemati c, as wel | as concrete problems relating to co

Numerous memoranda of cooperation wagmned between the presidents of courts of all levels and authorized representatives of the relevant departmentsamsddastigi®014T his
should contribute to better intarstitutional communication and more effective coordination of activiietgveen various institutions that participate or contribute to court proceedir
some way, such as for example better service of process through police and post office. The memoranda prescribe numrnamdscfonthe parties with the aim to increasourt
efficiency. This practice has yielded very good results in 10 pilot courts that cooperated with USAID Separation of Bgreens Pr

To prevent future blocade of the judiciary the furtligming of the normative framework of the Republic of Serlwaich governs the area of advocacy with thed€quis in particular with
General Services DirectiveDirective 2006/123 / EC of the European Parliament and the Council of 12 December 2006 on services in the interr@umaikeirective 77/24%EEC of 22

March 1977o facilitate theeffectiveexercise byawyersof freedomto provide servicesDirective 98/5/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 16 February 1998 to fa
practice of the profession of lawyer on a permanent basisMember State other than that in which the qualification was obtdhesttive 2005/36 / EC of the European Parliament

the Council of 7 September 2005 on the recognition of professional qualific&&ecsmmendation of the European Commission(Ret3) 8179/2 on the right to legal aid to defendant
criminal proceedings, which would, inter alia, preventifa blockade of the judiciary, is needed.
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The intensive reform activitie®lated tgudicial professions system$iave being conducted dugithe period of drafting the Action Plan.

Pursuant to the Law on the Notariat, the first 93 notaries were introduced into the Serbian legal system as of 1 Septefobte2@rritory of 32 basic court$he Founding Assembly g
the Notary Chamber of Serbia was held on 15 August 2014, on which occasion the Chamber enacted legislation necesstary dbrthieeprofession. The Chamber and the Ministr
Justice have subsequently enacted other necessarywhich are unaffected by the amendments to the laws from 21 January 2015. The establishment of a high qualitpteffisgatem
which will be able to prevent and reduce the excessive workload in the courts through preventive justice anwktadirigrther competences requires a sf@fictioning professional bod
which will monitor and control the work of its members, set professional standards and discipline when necessary, Easehifiirther work on these acts is necessary.

Based oran analysis of the application of the laam 5 November 2014 A Of f i ci al Ga z et t anemment®Ra&hd supplements tad thelLav2dd thd Notariat and Law o
Estate Conveyance have been enacted, which ended thedmtb long exclusivity ohotaries to conclude contracts on the transfer of real estate through a notary record. Ldeztaiise
provisions of the Notarial Tariff were amended and certain fees reuie®f f i ci al Gazette of )RMroughafwther ahdy8af idflemdntaton af thell8n8, a
upon conducted negotiations with the Bar Association of Serbia, an agreement was signed, based on which amendmentsriadi@eNiodaviat, the Law on Real Estate Conveyance
Law of Succession, Family Law arfaetLaw on NorContentious Proceedings were adopted on 21 January(2616f f i ci a l Ga z e t, teducing tthe MuBkier, of légal matté
which must be concluded in the form of notary record while increasing cases of solemnisation, introduehetailed procedures for solemnization as well as judicial protection in the
in which a notary issues a decision on the refusal of performing notarial acts.

The Rulebook on the Number of Notariesd Positi ons dchadPublib@all V@bt AnmaurcétOficmleGazette offthe
RS", No. 31/12 and 57/14)rovides for371 notary positions to betablished.On 15 June 201%here are 132 notaries working in Serbia while riesahave not yet been appointed for
territory of 14 basic courtdwo public calls have beesmnounced by the Notary Chamber of Serthia:first was completed on 16 Mar2f15, when 49 notaries have been appointed
second waannounced on 24 April 2015 for 27 new notarial positions and is currently being conducted

Ad hocseminars and workshops in cooperation with GIZ Program for Legal and Judicial Reform and the Foundation for Continemtal ¢@wituously been implemented. To ensure
sustainability of training of notaries, a working group comprising of the Mingdtdustice, the Judicial Academy and Chamber of Notaries was established to develop the programs
and continuous training and a Professional Council has been established on 9 February 2015, consisting of profesgioisgdeufiierrce and juciary with the aim of harmonising practic
and a tendency to be transformed into a Notary Academy. In the intermediary period, a Memorandum on Cooperation withitAealleliny has been signed in order to provide train
Moreover, a Memorandum on @peration with the High Notarial Council of France was concluded on 7 November 2014 while GIZ has adopted a Plan adiS2Qiimeifmed at providin
continuous trainings for notaries during 2015.

The Ministry of Justice has issued in Il quarter of 2@lfew Bylaw on internal organization and jobs which envisages an increase in the number of persons employed in the bBie
Judicial Professionsom one to threevho deal with the notary system to three jobs systematized for this task. These employees have participated in réteyamrkstiops for notarie
and in study visits.

For the purpose of promotion of the notary system, various activities were ceshdiniuding broadcasting of a promo spot and jingle in September 2014 on television and rg
distributing of brochures on activities of notaries along with the daily press, with the support of GIZ Program for LégdiciaddReform. All relevannhformation and infographics are al
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published on the websites of the Ministry of Justice and Chamber of Notaries, while representatives of the Ministrg ahduStiamber of Notaries continue to appear in numerous
programs. Further promotionadtavities need to be conducted in order to familiarise citizens and other legal professionals with the benefits of thesteotary

The Law on Mediation in Dispute Resolution has become applicable on 1 January 20h8& afidistry of Justice has passaitiby-laws necessary for the implementation of the law in
period from December 2014 to April 2015. A novelty of the Law on Mediation in Dispute Resolution is licensing of medidteepary a register of mediators as a public central elect
daabase. On 6 February 2015 the Ministry of Justice announced a public call for granting licenses for mediation andhedstpebbgjister on its website on 15 May 2015. Conclu
with 15 June 2015, 114 mediators have been appointed and registeréaly Bieo envisages establishing an effective system of training for mediators. Two organizations have bee
status of accredited institutions responsible for the implementation of basic training. One of these organisationsibast@dgsograns for four types of specialized trainings for whick
has received approval. All relevant information on the establishment of the system of mediation is published on thd thebditesiry.

For the purpose of improvement of efficiency of the enfitreent system, the Ministry of Justiceds Law on Enforce
draft law, supported by the Rule of Law and Enforcement PrdjaailtE; IPA 2013/324223), with the delivery of its Report and O Assessment of the Enforcement Regime of Ci
Claims, as well as with expert advice. The analysis itself has shown a need for a comprehensive reform of the prodedtinglitderaccount the national legal and institutional framewqg
the EUacqus, international standards and best practice. On 18 December 2014, in order to improve the efficiency of the procedwideaimd) ¢ha findings and recommendatior
contained in the Assessment Report, amendments to the Law were enacted which projidsdiétion of the enforcement agents according to residence or seat of the enforcements
as well as relating to the need for a more uniform distribution of utility and similar cases to enforcement agentshth@hgmiver of Enforcement Agelft®©fficial Gazette of RS", no.
139 from 18 December 2014urther, alemorandum on Cooperation was signed between the Judicial Academy and the Chamber of Enforcement Agents for the @impusefof
enforcement agents at the First Annual ConsultatafrEnforcement Agents held on-22 March 2015.

When it comes to the measures undertakémpmve ejustice system the comprehensive analysis of hardware and software supported by USAID and the Ministry of Justice is con
of February 2015, anbly the end of 2015 it is planned to implement a detailed analysis of the technical and human resources as well asahdagaalitthe system, conducted by
Ministry of justice ICT Sector.

Regarding thémprovement of court practice uniformity, the first phase of the Analysis of the normative framework which regulates: the issue of binding of jurisprudence, ggh
remedy and jurisdiction for deciding on legal remedy; publishing judicial decisions and judicial reasoning taking intotlaeacdens of the Venice Commission is completed. The se
phase of the analysis of the constitutional provisions is in progress, and subsequently, with the support of exper&jaroosig@ential changes of the constitutional and legal frame
will be possible.

Regarding the improvingccesgo regulations and case law, through establishment and promotion of comprehensive and widely available electronic flegibkdesand case law th
Official Gazette, in accordance with the Law, adafiuary 1, 2014, that is as of the establishment of a-iefgaimation system of the Republic of Serbia, has made available the follo|
free of charge to all Internet users: unofficial consolidated versions of existing regulations at the natiptiaé lesiginal official publications in PDF format which involve the basic text
regulations and official gazettes in which their amendments are published. Hence in this way it enabled free accesyptetthbasis of all daily updated and consaikd regulations g
the republic level. In addition, as of January 1, 2014, the Official Gazette made case law database available fre€imfoctiardge fulfill this obligation 496 free access codes were ¢
with over 4,800 access session).

The Suprene Court of Cassation is continually working to complement the database of the court decisions. Regardig capacity rstremgthemirovement of efficiency of operation
departments for jurisprudence in Supreme Court of Cassation some steps wewkendertl activity is being successfully implemented. In20iti4, capacities were strengthened by
engagement of one judge and an advisor in the field of practice and protection of the right to trial within a reason&itedirhtarch 2015 a consuttain the field of jurisprudence i
engaged.
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Beside earlier mentioned activities,this moment, the Supreme Court of Cassation carries ontitheroudollowing activitiesaimed at unufication of court practice

- Supervises implementation oftheJot t i vi ty Pl an of Appellate Courts on Organi zat i on ,meélingspitaolpcts
and systematizes disputed legal issues, legal standpoints and conclusions of appellate courts; distussesthe t s depart mentsé sessions;

- Harmonizes caskaw in the area of protection of the right to a trial within reasonable time; organizes meetings and conferences ofabdatartérin order to secure unifig
applicatonot he Law on Courtsé Organizati on, E u rlaavpfeEaropeaB@ Gaurt fer RlumaroRights; i regdlarignuiblishBsilegath derg
from this area of law and distributes them to all judges who deal with this type of cases.

- Harmonizes castaw in the area of enforcement: by answering disputed legal questions; initiating different forums for experience extlexcharage of disputed issues betw
basic and commercial courts, as well as between the courts and enforcememnt agen

- Organizes training for legal advisors and assistants of-lsteeé and appellate courts which are related to organization oflmasdepartments in these courts, nomenclatur
decisions, techniques of decision registering, and operations of #yemerdents.

In line with the recommendation of the National Judicial Reform Strategyehmgitation Commission 202918 the task of the Commission fapnitoring the implementation of Criminz
Procedure Code has been renewed and it assumes the role of a unifiedstitwitional mechanism for supervision over the implementation of the Criminal Procedure Code.

INCLUSION OF THE PROFESSIONAL ORGANIZATIOS AND CSOs INTHE PROCESS OF PLANNING AND MONITORING OF THE REFORM ACTIVITIES

The significant progress in the field of the inclusion of the CSOs in process of planning a reform activities duringrtefitaé Action Plan Ch. 23. Ministry of Justicedathe Office for
Cooperation with civil society has organized several cycles of public calls for submitting suggestions and commentpenitiri|EQ of 2014 to [IQ of 2015 during which civil socie
organizations have submitted their proposals réggrtthe development of the reform steps in the Action Plan for Ch. 23. The report has been made on the extent of inoplefmeatsl
of the received comments and published at the website of the Ministry. Beside of that the representatives of ttiegNegmijafor Chapter 23 regularly meet with representatives o
National Convent, as well as individual organizations, with the aim of collecting as precise information as possiblenengdjqitatnprojects. More priviledged status have professi
organisations (Association of judges, Association of Misdeminour judges and Association of Public Proaedubmputy Public Prosecutotiiat, beside written commnts and meetir
with representatives of the Negotiation Group for Ch. 23 havdiéalbed permanent representaties in the Judicial Reform Strategy Commission as the highest monitoring body in t
judiciary, since its has been established in 2013.

WAR CRIMES

The working group for drafting the National Strategy for the investigatiwh prosecution of war crimes, consists of representatives of Higher and Appelate Court, WCP, WPU
Ministry of Justice, professional organizatipBar Associatiorand academicommunityis established on March 23rd 2015. And held several meetings. Regading the developme
Draft Prosecutorial Strategy for investigation and prosecution of war crimes in Serbia in the light of the Completiondtifa¢elCTY and Draft National Sttegy for investigation an
prosecution of war crimes, with the involvement and support of the ICTY, MICT, ICC, Regional prosecutors and NGOs, WedPfstfmaft of Prosecutorial Strategy for investigat
and prosecution of war crimes in Serhiaddelivered it to the Working groufor drafting the National Strategy for the investigation and prosecution of war ¢rvitesdea of achieving
alignementith Draft National Strategy for investigation and prosecution of war crimes as soon as it isghrepar
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1.1.INDEPENDENCE

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

|l

=a =4

1.1.1. With the support of external experts, Serbia should make a thoroug
analysis of the existing solutions/possible amendments to the Constitutic
bearing in mind the Venice Commission recommendations and Europea|
standards, ensuring independence and aountability of the judiciary.
Changes should include, inter alia, the following points:

The system for the recruitment, selection, appointment, transfer anc
termination of judgeds office,
should be independent of pdlical influence and remain of the
responsibility of the High Judicial and State Prosecutorial Councils
Entry in the judiciary shall be based on meritbased objective criteria,
fair in selection procedures, open to all suitably qualified candidates an
transparent in terms of public scrutiny. The High Judicial Council and
the Prosecutorial Council should be empowered with leadership and th
power to manage the judicial system, including when it comes t
immunities. They should have a pluralistic compositin, without
involvement of the National Assembly (unless solely declaratory), wit
at least 50% of members stemming from the judiciary, representing
different levels of jurisdiction. Their elected members should be selecte
by their peers;

Legal or executve authorities should not have the power to supervise o
monitor operations of the judiciary;

Reconsider the probation period of three years for candidate judges an
deputy prosecutors;

Clarify the grounds for the dismissal of judges;

Clarify the rules for terminating the mandate of Judges of the
Constitutional Court;

Adopted new Constitution and judicii
laws aligned with new Constitutio
which, taking into account th
recommendations of the  Venic
Commission and European standar
ensures the indepeadce of the judiciary
from political influence, maximally
restricting influence of legislative an

executive powers in the process
recruitment, selection, appointmer
transfer and term

office, presidents of the courts, al
(depuy) public prosecutors, which mu
be based on precise criteria. Constitut
and judicial laws guarantees entrance
the judiciary based on meiitased
objective criteria, fair in selectiol
procedures, open to all suitably qualifi
candidates and trangeat in terms of
public scrutiny. The role of High Judicit
Council and State Prosecutorial Coun
in terms of the management of t
judiciary, as well as in the supervision a
control of the judiciary has bee
strengthened; their compositid
encompasseat least 50% of member;
selected by their peers, from the ranks
judges and public prosecutors, stemm
from different levels of jurisdiction (th¢
role of the National Assembly is sole

declaratory). The Constitution clarifig

The judiciary in the Republic of Serbia is complet
independent which is confirmed in the positive opin
of the Venice Commission on the new Constitut
and the legal provisions relating to fliciary;

Judges and prosecutors are elected on the basis o
expertise and merit, which has an overall posi
impact on the quality and efficiency of the judiciary

The High Judicial Council and the State Prosecutd
Council (established in aoodance with Europea
standards) successfully manage the judiciary
adequate financial resources, personnel elected w
clear mandate, while respecting the principles
transparency and accountability;

All of the above is confirmed in the positivennual
report of the European Commission's on the prog
of the Republic of Serbia, including the improvem
of the provisions of the Constitution.
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the rules for terminatig the mandate g
the judges of the Constitutional Court.

TIMEFRAM
RESPONSIBLE FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATIO N
SIS AUTHORITY E/DE'EDLIN RESOURCES N2l STATUS
Analysis conducted and repd Activity is fully
1.1.1.1. | Conduct analysis of provisions of th -Commission for thg IV quarter of - Budgeted in activity | on the results of the analys| implemented.
Constitution and proposin| reform  of  judiciary 2015. 1.1.1.3.(Budget of the | g,pmitted to the Governme
gmendments to the_ Qonstltutlon ta_kl (Worklng group for Republic of Serbia of the Republic of Serbia an
into account opinion of Venic( conducting analysisof 560.543 ) to the National A bl
Commission and European standardy amending constitutiong 0 the National Assembly.
framework) -TAIEX-2 . 250
In 2015.
1.1.1.2. | Initiating the process of amending t| -Authorized  proposing Il quarter of Budgeted in activity | A proposal to amend th
Constitution and the adoption of | authorities according t 2016. 1.1.1.3.(Budget of the | Constitution adopted in th
proposal in the National Assembly | Article 203 of the Republic of Serbia National Assembly.
amend the Constitution. Constitution  of  the 560.543 )
Republic of Serbia
-National Assembly
1.1.1.3. | Preparing the draft of the Constituti¢ -Working group for| IV quarter of | Budget of the Republic | Conducted public  deba

and conducting the public debate.

preparing the draft of th
Constitution

-National Assembly

-Government of thq

Republic of Serbia

2016.

of Serbia560.543
In 2016.
*Total budgeted costs

include the costs of
activities that are relateq

concernng the draft of th

Constitution.
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to the Constitution, and
presented in the period
from 20152017 year
individually.

1.1.1.4.

Submitting the Draft of the Constitutig
to the Venice Commission on opinion

-Government  of
Republic of Serbia

the

| quarter of
2017.

Budgeted in activity
1.1.1.3.(Budget of the
Republic of Serbia
560.543 )

Venice Commission

the Constitution.

issue
Opinion on proposal to amer

1.1.1.5.

Adoption of the new Constitution.

-National Assembly

IV quarter of
2017.

Budget of the Republic

of Serbia- the costs of

the referendum aneother
associated costs,
currently unknown

New Constitution adopted.

1.1.1.6.

Adoption of the Constitutional law.

-National Assembly

IV quarter of
2017.

Budgeted in activity
1.1.1.3.(Budget of the
Republic of Serbia
560.543 )

Constitutional lawadopted.

1.1.1.7.

Alignment of judicial laws with new
constitutional provisions (Law o
Organization of Courts, Law on Seg
and territorial Jurisdiction of Courts ar|
Publ ic Prosecuto

Judges, Law on F

-Ministry of Justice

-Government  of
Republic of Serbia

-National Assembly

the

IV quarter of
2018.

Budget of the Republic
of SerbiaandTAIEX

Adopted judicial laws aligneg
constitutiona

with new
provisions.
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Office, Law onHigh Judicial Council,

Law on State Prosecutorial Cound Calculation per law from
Law on Judicial Academy) normative framework
1.1.1.8. | Alignment of bylaws with amendeq - Ministry of Justice Il quarter of | Budget of the Republic | By-laws in the field of
judicial laws 2019. of Serbia judiciary aligned with
-High Judicial Council amended judicial laws.
Calculation per law from
-State Prosecutorig normative framework
Council

-Supreme  Court 0
Cassation

-Republic Public
Prosecutor o

-Judicial Academy

1.1.2. Ensure permanent appointment of remaining Court presidents (i Court presidents of remaining basic &

particular of Basic and High Courts); higher courts appointed. 1. Courts are managed by appointed cpresidents.

The National Assembly appoints th -High Judicial| IV quarter of | Budget of Republic of | Remaining court presiden

remaining court presidents at the proposal Council 2016. Serbia of basic and higher courts a
the High Judicial Council. appointed.
-National Assembly Activity requiring
insignificant costs




RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OWERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.1.3. A fair and transparent system of promotion of judges and prosecutor
needs to be established, together with a periodical professional assessm
of judges and prosecutors' performance. A system to monitor and evaluat
the application of those standeds in practice should be established. Thg

Councils should bear the responsibility for taking decisions on promotion

Established fair and transparent system
which Councils are accountable for decis
making for promotion, deation and
dismissal of judges and public prosecutg
based on periodical professional assessn

1.

Serbia has a comprehensive career advancement s
for judges and public prosecutors, including the elec
and dismissal of judges, performance evaluat
promotion, disciplinary responsibility, demotio
dismissal, etc.in a way that guarantees the indepeno
(internal and external) and the impartiality of the en
judicial system;

Evaluation of the wdke of judges, public prosecutors,
well as judicial and prosecutorial assistants is regul
conducted, and promotion is based on competence
merit, which has an overall positive effect on the qua
and efficiency of justice which is confirmed inet

demotion or dismissal- of judgeséo and positive evaluation issued by European Commissio
' performance. Annual Progress Report on Serbia;
3. Positive evaluation stated in the Report of High Judi
Council 6s Wor ki ng group
judicial 1l awsd i mpl ement
4. Positive evaluation statedn the Report of Statg
Prosecutori al Council 6s
results of judicial | aws
TIMEFRAM
RESPONSIBLE FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATIO N
GRS AUTHORITY E/DEADLIN RESOURCES =SSO STATUS
1.1.3.1. | Adoption of the Rules oncriteria and| -High Judcial | Il quarter of - Budget of the Adopted Rules on criterig Activity is fully
standards for evaluation of qualificatio] Council 2016. Republic of Serbia and standards for evaluatiq implemented.

competence and worthiness for election
judges and court presidents, in line w|
current amendments to the Law on Jesl

(Criteria for election to office).

8.6474)

TAIEX- 2.2501

of qualification, competenc
and worthiness for electio
process of judges and coy

presidents.
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(Link with activity 1.3.14.)

-IPA 2013
Strengthening the
strategic and
administrative capacitieg

of HJC and SE,
Twinning contract
2.000.00

In2015410 .
In20168 0 0 .

89
00
INn2017800. 00

1.1.3.2.

Adoption of the Rules on criteria, standal
and procedures for evaluation of judici
assistants.

-High
Council

Judicial

Il quarter of
2016.

Budgeted in activity

1.1.3.1. (-Budget of

the Republic of Serbia
8.6421

- TAIEX- 2.25Q]

-1PA 2013
Strengthening the
strategic and
administrative capacities
of HIC and SPC,
Twinning contract
2.000.00

Rules on criteria, standar
and procedures f
evaluation of  judicial
assistants adopted.

1.1.3.3.

Council makes decisions onelection
promotion and dismissal of holders ¢
judicial offices, according to the new criter
from:

a) Rules on criteria and standards 1
evaluation of qualification, competen

and worthiness for election of judg

-High
Council

Judicial

Commencing
from | quarter
of 2016.

Budget of the Republic
of Serbia

Activity requiring
insignificant costs

decides o]
promotion, election and
dismissal of holders o
judicial offices according t
the new criteria.

Council

availab
the

Judges  have
information on
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and court for
election)

b) Rules on criteria, standards a
procedures for evaluation of judici
assistants

c) The Rulebook for evaluation of judgs

and court presidentappraisal rules)

presidents (Rules

asan interim approach until amending th
Constitution and alignment of laws and-b
laws to new Constitutional provisions.

The High Judicial Council is publishin
detailed information on its website and
forwarding it to all courts, takes care of t
promotim of the importance of evaluation
the work of judges and its impact on carg
development.

importance of evaluation
the performance of judg
and its impact on care
development at the websi
of the High Judicial Guncil
and in their courts.

1.1.3.4. | The High Judicial Council monitors th{ -High Judicial| Continuously, | Budget of the Republic | -The High Judicial Council
results of implementation of judicial lawsat | Council commencing of Serbia3 0 . 8 7 § efficiently and continuousl
are currently on the force as well as futy from Il quater monitors the results
judicial laws that is going to be adopted af of 2015. implementation of judicia
constitutional changes laws
20152018 7.7190 per
year -Number of analyses wiv
were conducted by Hig
Judicial Council:
-Number of initiave
submitted to compete
ministry for law amadments
and supplements.
1.1.35. | Council makes decisions onelection | -State Prosecutorig Commencing | Budget of the Republic | The State  Prosecutori
promotionanddismissal of holders of publii Council from Il quarter of Serbia Council decides, accordin
of 2015. to new criteria, o0
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prosecutionoffices, according to the ne
criteria from

a) Rules on criteria and standards 1
evaluation of gualification
competence and worthiness f
proposing and selection (¢
candi dat es to
office (the ruks for election);

b) Rules on criteria, standards a
procedures for evaluation glblic
prosecutors and deputy pub
prosecutorsgppraisal rules)

as an interim approach until amendin
the Constitution and alignment of b
laws to new Constitutional provisions.

The State Prosecutorial Council is publish
detailed information on its website and

forwarding it to allpublic prosecutor's office
takes care of the promotion of the importar,
of evaluation of the work of publi
prosecutors and deputy public prosecut
and its impact on career development.

Activity requiring
insignificant costs

promotion, selection an
dismissal of holders of th
public prose

Holders of public
pr os e c wffice r lbage
available information on th
importance of evaluation

the work of  public
prosecutors and depu
public prosecutors and i
impact on caree

development at the websi
of the State Prosecutori
Council and their courts.

1.1.36.

Efficient operation of working group dhe
State Prosecutorial Council for monitorif
the implementation of the judicial lawbat
are currently on the force as well as futl
judicial laws that is going to be adopted af
constitutional changes

-State Prosecutorig
Council

Continuously,

commencing

from Il quarter
of 2015.

Budget of the Republic
of Serbia30.878&

20152018 7 . 7 peF U
year

The working group ofthe
State Prosecutorial Coun
for the monitoring of
implementation of judicia
laws works efficiently.
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RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.1.4. Sufficient administrative capacities and financial authority over their
own budget needs to be ensured to allow the High Judicial and the Sta|
Prosecutorial Councils to effectively perform their tasks. Their work should
be governed by transparency and institutional accountability;

The High Judicial Council and the St3
Prosecutorial Council (established

accordance with European standar
successfully manage the judiciary wi
adequate financial resources, persor
elected with a clear mandate, whi
respecting the principles of transparer
and accountability.

1.

Increased  structure and number of employees
Administrative office of High Judicial Council accordir
to new systematization based on the needs
strengthemg the analytical, statistical and manage
capacities in accordance with extending High Judi
Council 6s competencies;

Increased  structure and number of employees
Administrative office of State Prosecutorial Coun
according to new systematizat based on the needs
strengthening the analytical, statistical and manag
capacities in accordance with extending of Si
Prosecutori al Council 6s

High Judicial Council
executes judicial budget;

independently proposes 4

StateProsecutorial Council independently proposes
executes budget of publi

Sessions of High Judicial Council and State Prosecut
Council are, as a rule, open to the public;
Decisions of High Judicial Council and Stg
Prosecutoadl Council are reasoned;

Reports on work of High Judicial Council and St
Prosecutorial Council are published at the website
these bodies;

Clear procedures for institutional responsibility of Hi
Judicial Council and State Prosecutorial Counci
established.
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1.1.4.1.

Adoption of Law on amendments ali
supplements to Law on the High Judic
Council which, within current Constitutions
provisions introducing principle ofthe
broadest transpar ef
work, envisaging the following:

- Public sessions fothe High Judicial
Council;

- Reasoned decisions;

-Publication of the decisions and the report
work at the website of the High Judici
Councll;

While pursuant to the opinion of Venig
Commission the amendments on:

- improving procedure of election dfligh
Judicial Council &s
strengthening judicial independence,

-introducing mechanisms of institution
liability of High Judicial Council which will
be covered by the new law that shall
adopted upon the amendments to
Constiution.

-Ministry of Justice

-Government of the
Republic of Serbia

-National Assembly

Il quarter of
2015.

Budget of the Republic
of Serbia71.136

In 2015.

Work of the High Judicial
Councilis fully transparent.
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1.14.2.

Adoption of Law on amendments ali
supplements to the Law on the St
Prosecutorial Council which, within curre
Constitutional provisions introducin
principle ofthe broadest transparency of tf
i nstitut incudings wor k

- Public sessions of the State Prosecuto
Council;

- Reasoned decisions;

-Publication of the decisions and the reporf
work at the website of the State Prosecutqg
Council;

While pursuant to the opinion of Venig
Commission the amendments on:

-improving proedure of election of Stat
Prosecutori al Counc
context of strengthening judicia
independence.

-introducing mechanisms of institution
liability of State Prosecutorial Council whig
will be covered by the new law that shall
adopged upon the amendments to

Constitution.

-Ministry of Justice

-Government of the
republic of Serbia

-National Assembly

Il quarter of
2015.

Budget of the Republic
of Serbia71.136

In 2015.

Work  of the State
Prosecutorial Councis fully
transparent
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Activity is fully

1.1.4.3. | Amending the Rules of proceduretbéHigh | -High Judicial| IV quarter of - Budgeted in activity | Rules of procedure of Higl implemented.
Judicial Council in accordance with amend Council 2015. 1.1.4.1.(Budget of the | Judicial Council amended i
Law on the High Judicial Council. (Activit Republic of Serbia accordance with amende
1.1.41) 71. 136 U Law on the High Judicia
Council.
- Budgetedn activity
1.1.31.(IPA 2013-
Strengthening the
strategic and
administrative capacities
of HIC and SPC,
Twinning contract
2.000.00
1.1.4.4. | Complete transfer of budgetary competend -Ministry of Justice | quarter of Budget of the Republic | Budgetary competencie
from Ministry of Justice to High Judicig 2017. of Serbia transferred from Ministry of
Council pursuant to Articl82 Para3 of the | -High Judicial Justice to High Judicid
Law on Courts. Council Council.
Activity requiring
insignificant costs
1.1.45. Strengthening the capacities -High Judicial| Continuously, Budgeted in activity | Capacities of Administrativg Activity is beingsuccessfully
Administrative office ofthe High Judicial| Council commencing | 1.1.31. (-Budget of | Office of High Judicial| implemented.
Council in the field of the analytica from | quarter | the Republic of Serbia | Council strengthened in th
statistical and managerial capacities, of 2015. 8.64240 field of the analytical,
accordance with extended scope of H statistical and manageri
Judici al Council 6s -TAIEX-2 . 2 5 0 | capacities in accordance wi
extended scope of Hig
- IPA 2013- Judici al

Strengthening the

strategic and

competencies.
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administrative capacities
of HIC and SPC,
Twinning contract
2.000.00

Activity is fully

1.1.46. | Amending Rules of Procedure of Stg -State Prosecutorig |V quarter of Budgeted in activity | Amended Rules of Procedu| implemented.

Prosecutorial Council according to ameng Council 2015. 1.1.4.2.(Budget of the | of  State Prosecutorie

Law on State Prosecutorial Council. (Activi Republic of Serbia Council according tg

1.1.4.2) 71. 136 0 amended Law on Stat

Prosecutorial Council.

1.1.47. Complete transfer of budgetary competend -Ministry of Justice | quarter of Budget of the Republic | Budgetary competencie

from the Ministry of Justice tothe State 2017. of Serbia transferred from Ministry of

Prosecutorial Council. -State Prosecutorig Justice to State Prosecutor

Council Activity requiring Council.
insignificant costs

1.1.48. Strengthening the capacities -State Prosecutorig Continuously, Budgeted in activity | Capacities of Administrativg Activity is being successfully

Administrative office of State Prosecutori
Council in the field of analytical, statistic
and managerial capacities, in accorda
with extended scope of Stafrosecutorial
Council s competenc

Council

commencing
from | quarter
of 2015.

1.1.31.
(-Budget of the
Republic of Serbia-

8.64210
-TAIEX- 2. 250
- IPA 2013
Strengthening the

strategic and
administrative capacities

of HJC and SPC,

office of State Prosecutorid
Council strengthened in th
field of the analytical,
statistical and manageri
capacitiesn accordance with
extended scope of Sta
Prosecutori al
competencies.

implemented.
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Twinning contract
2.000.

00

1.1.5. Establish a clear procedure for both Councils teeact publicly in cases
of political interference in the judiciary and prosecution;

High  Judicial Council and Staf
Prosecutorial Council react according
clear and iradvance established procedu
in case of political interference in th
judiciary.

1. Essentially reduced perception of political interferenc
the work of judicial instances, both among judicial offic
and the citizens;

2. Improved transparency of the High Judicial Council
the State Prosecutors Council and their cooperatidm tivét
media.

Amending Rules of Procedure of Hig Judicial
Judicial Council to define clear procedure
public reacting in cases of politic
interference in the judiciary which include
regular/periodic, as well as extraording
public reacting of High Judicial Counci
concerning the political interference in t

judiciary and its effective implementation.

-High
Council

- Budgeted in activity

1.1.4.1(Budget of the

Republic of Serbia-
71.13@1 )

Il quarter of
2016.

- Budgeted in activity
1.1.3.1(IPA 2013
Strengthening the

strategic and
administrative capacitieg
of HIC and SPC,
Twinning contract

2.000.00

High Judicial Coucil acts in
line with amended Rules
procedure which stipulat
clear procedures for publi
reacting in cases of politic
interference in the judiciary.
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1.1.5.2. | Amending Rules of Procedure of Sta
Prosecutorial Council to define clear
procedure for public reacting in cases
political interference in the operation

publ ic prosecutor 03
regular/periodic, as well as extraording
public address of State Prosecutorial Cour

concerning the politida interference in

-State Prosecutorig
Council

operation of public
effective implementation..

[l quarter of
2016.

- Budgeted in activity

1.1.4.2(Budget of the

Republic of Serbia-
71.136

- Budgetedn activity
1.1.3.2 (IPA 2013
Strengthening the
strategic and
administrative capacities
of HIC and SE,
Twinning contract
2.000.00@ )

State Prosecutorial Coung
acts in line with amende
Rules of procedure whic
stipulates clear procedurg
for public reacting in cases (
political interference in
operation of public
prosecutoros

Activity is almost completely
implemented.

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.1.6. Ensure the full respect of court decisions including byaising the
awareness that criticizing decisions, in particular by politicians puts the
independence at risk;

Judicial decisions are fully respect
whereas awareness, that criticizi
decisions puts the independence at risk,
been improved.

1.

Increased percentage ofmembers of executive an
legislative branclwho claim that are knowledgeable
European standards concerning restrictions of criticiz
judicial decisions;

Increased percentage of judges and public prosec
who claim that ar&nowledgeable of European standa
concerning restrictions of criticizing judicial decisions

Increased percentage of journalists who claim that
knowledgeable of European standards and internal n
concerning reporting on court proceedings;

Decreaed percentage of judges and public prosecy
who consider that their independence has been put a
by public criticizing judicial decisions;

Number of petitions for initiating misdemean
proceedings concerning violation of the presumptior
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6. Number

innocence and the unauthorized disclosure of informa
in relation to criminal proceedings;

and

presumption of
disclosure of
proceedings.

structure  of
misdemeanor proceedings concerning violation of
innocence and
informatin in

decisions finalizi

the unauthori
relation to crimina

TIMEFRAM
RESPONSIBLE FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATIO N
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY £/DEADLIN | REsouRrcEs RESULT STATUS
1.1.6.1. | Adoption and effective implementation of tf -National Assembly| Continuously, | Budget of the Republic | Code of conduct fol Activity is almost completely
Code of conduct for Members of Parliamg commencing of Serbia-17.285i Members of Parliamen implemented.
(MPs) whichregulates commenting judicig from lllquarter (MPs)  which  regulate
decisions and procedures. of 2016. commenting judicial
decisions and procedurg
In 2016. adopted and effectivel
implemented.
1.1.6.2. | Adoption and effective implementation { -Government of thg Continuously, | Budget of the Republic | Code of conduct fol Activity is being successfully
Code of conduct for Members of th Republic of Serbia | commencing of Serbia-17.28%I Members of the Governmel implemented.
Government of the Republic of Serbia, whi from IV of the Republic of Serbig
regulates coimenting judicial decisions an quarter of which regulates commentin
procedures. 2015. judicial  decisions  and
In 2015. procedures adopted ar
effectively implemented.
1.1.6.3. | Amendments and effective implementati| -Government of thg Continwusly, | Budget of the Republic | Amended Code of ethics i| Activity is partially
of the Code of ethics in Police in part whi{ Republic of Serbig commencing of Serbia Police in part which deall implemented
deals with liability of police officers for| at the proposal o] from Il quarter with  liability of police
unauthorized publication to the media | Ministry of Interior of 2016. officers for unauthorizec

information concerning current or plann
criminal investigations (link with activity
3.5.2.11)

(Budgeted in activity
3.5.2.11 link with
Chapter 24.)

publication to themedia of
information concerning
current or planned criming
investigations and effectivel

implemented.
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1.1.6.4. | Drawing up electronic brochure on the lim| - Ministry of Justice| Il quarter of | Budget of the Republic | Drawn up electronig Activity is fully
of permissible commenting judicial decisio| with  support  of 2016. of Serbia-8.642i brochure on the limits of implemented.
and proceduregor political office holders| High Judicial permissible commentin
and its publication on the web pages of | Council and Statg judicial  decisions  and
National Assembly and the Government| Prosecutorial procedures for politica
the Republic of Serbia. Council In 2016. office holders and publicize
on the web pages of th
National Assembly and th
Governmenbf the Republic
of Serbia.
1.1.65. Introduction of European standards relatj - Judicial Academy| Continuously, Budgeted in activity | Periodically organized Activity is being successfully
to respect of judicial decisions and limits commencing | 1.3.1.7.(Budget of the | training on Europear| implemented.
permissible critique of judicial decisioasid | -High Judicial| from Il and Republic of Serbia- standards relating to respe
proceduresin the context of respect q Council, Public| IV quarter of 4. 076. 50/(of judicial decisions ang
judiciaryo6s i ndepen Relations Service 2016. limits of permissible critique
the Judicial Academy and th of judicial decisions and
implementation of such training program | -State Prosecutorig proceduresn the context of
this area. Council, Public respect of
Relations Service independence.
-Partners
1.1.66. Organizing workshops for journalists in ord -High Judicial| Continuously, Budgeted in activity | Organized workshops fg Activity is being successfully
to adopt European standards and natig Council, Public| commencing 1.1.3.1(IPA 2013 journalists in order to adop implemented.
regulations concerning respect for judic| Relations Service from 11l and Strengthening the European standards al
decisions and concerning respect of repor IV quarter of strategic and national regulation
on court proceedings. -State Prosecutorial 2016. administrative capacitiey concerning  respect  fo

Council, Public
Relations Service

- PressCouncil

of HIC and SPC,
Twinning contract
2.000.00

judicial decisions and limitg
of permissible crigue of
judicial  decisions and

proceduresn the context of
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-Partners
(associations 0
journalists and civil
society
organizations)

respecting
independence.

1.1.67. More dficient processing ofmisdeminour| -Ministry of
cases of public violations of presumption| Information, Sector
innocence (art. 73 from Law Publig for information and
information and Mediaand tracking record] media

concerning this type of proceedings.
-Public pr
offices

-Misdemeanor
courts

-Republic  Public
Prosecuto

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

1.1.7. Ensure the involvementf civil society and professional organizations
in defining further steps in the reform process and in monitoring the
implementation of the action plans;

Continuously, | Budget of the Republic
commencing of Serbia 42.55@
from | quarter

of 2015. 201520181 0 . 6p8r8
year

Civil society and professional organizatio
are involved in defining the further steps
the reformprocess and in monitoring th
implementation of action plans.

Cases of public violations
presumption of innocenc
efficiently processed at th
motion of Ministry of
Information wherea
Supreme Court of Cassati
tracks  precise  recor
concerning this type 0
proceedings.

Suggestions and comments of civil society and professi
organizations related to defining the further steps in
reform process are regularly discussed at meetings o
body responsibléor monitoring the implementation of actig
plans (Commission for the Implementation of the Natig
Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 262@18).
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Quarterly publication of public call to civ

- Ministry of Justice

Quarterly,

Budget of the Republic

Ministry  of Justice in

society and professional organizations | in cooperation with commencing of Serbia-21.275 cooperation with the Offic
submit suggestions and comments | the Office for from IV for Cooperation with Civil
defining further steps in the reform proces| Cooperation  with|  quarter of 20142018 4.2551per | Society quarterly publish
civil society 2014. year public call to civil society
and i
organizations to
suggestions and comme
relating to defining furthe
steps in the reform process
1.1.7.2. | Submitting publishingand consideration o - Ministry of Justice|  Quarterly, Budget of the Republic | The Ministry of Justiceand
quarterly reports on comments a commencing of Serbia-17.02a Council for monitoring of th
suggestions of civil society organizations | -Council for | from Il quarter AP Ch. 23 implementation
defining further steps in reform process. | monitoring of the of 2015. 20152018 4.2551per | (after establishingjuarterly
AP Ch. 23 year submit reportghatbodesin
implementation charge of monitoring o
action plans
-Strategy (Strategy  Implementatio
Implementation Commission) takes int
Commission consideration when defins
further steps in refor
process.
1.1.7.3. | Periodically organizing roundtables tg -Ministry of Justice | Continuously, - Budget of the Ministry of justice and
discuss achieved goalshortcommingsand commencing Republic of Serbia- Negotiating  Group fo
possibilities of improving cooperation i - Negotiding Group| from Il quarter 2.00Qi Chapter 23in cooperation
creating and implementing reform stey for Chapter 23 of 2015. with Office for Cooperatio
following the good practice of providing th ) with Civil Society
motivated feedback |-Office for -Bi | at e-rTlel | periodically organize
Cooperation  with good governance fond g roundtables to  discu
Civil Society the United Kingdom | achieved goals an

possiblities of improving
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* Agreements regarding
thevalue of the project
are in progress

20152018 5000 per

cooperation in creating a
implementing reform steps.

year

1.1.7.4. | Improving other types of cooperation wi| -Negotiating Group Continuously, - Budget d the Improved cooperation wit
civil society (jointly organized workshopg for Chapter 23 (thg commencing Republic of Serbia- civil society in the process

common publications, researches and rai§ Chair) from IlI 13.265) defining reform steps, i

awareness campaignes) the process o quarter of accordance with: a

defining reform steps, in accordance with:| -Ministry of Justice 2014. - TAIEX- 2.250Q] Guidelines (prepared wit

Guidelines (prepared with the support
experts from TAIEX) for cooperation
between institutins (which participate i
Chapter 23) and civil society and
Guidelines for inclusion of civil society i
legislative process.

-Bi | at e-rThkel
good governance fond @
the United Kingdom

* Agreements regarding
the value of the project
are in progress

In 2014-2 . 553
In2015-5. 05 3
In2016-2 . 8 0 3
In2017-2 . 55 3
In 2018-2 . 553

the support of experts fro
TAIEX) for cooperation
between institutions (whic
participate in Chapter 2
ard civil society and b
Guidelines for inclusion o
civil society in legislative
process.
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RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.1.8. Ensure the enactment of a specibdgislation with regards to Serbian
judicial institutions with jurisdiction in Kosovo, consistent with Serbian
obligations under the First Agreement of 19th April 2013.

Adopted special regulation with regards
judicial institutions in the Republic g
Sebia in accordance with obligations of t
Republic of Serbia arising from Fir
agreement of April 19th 2013.

Adopted special regulation with regards to judig
institutions in the Republic of Serbia in accordance
obligations of the Republic of Saebarising from the Firs
agreement of April 19th 2013.

RESPONSIBLE

ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY

RESULT

IMPLEMENTATION
STATUS

1.1.8.1. | Defining the activites necessary f{ -Ministry of Justice
implementation of this recommendation,
well asdeadlines for its implementation, wi -Government of the
be performed through the negotiatio Republic of Serbia
bet ween Bel grade an

-National Assembly|

D ErnaN | FINANCIAL

E RESOURCES
Deadline will| Budget of the Republic
be defined of Serbia

during

negotiations Costs currently unknowr
between
Belgrade and

Prigt i na

1.2.IMPARTIALITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY

and State Prosecutorial Council.

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT OVERALL RESULT IMPACT INDICATOR
1. All cases areandomly allocated in courts and prosecut
offices;
e e e o o cheee] 2. Number of define and rmoved requares concer
system.gEnsure? that theg system is not open to manipulation and r%ake consistently, regular inspgction Q ;:gﬂerrgeg:?gﬁguogws; ogor;m%om ?1”333;[::?; 8232
subject to regular inspection by the body authorized for monitoring within | their implementation is carried out & P P y y 9
the High Judicial Council and the State Prosecdwrial Council ; Inspectorate of High Judicial Coung ) . . .
3. Number of defined and removeuddgularities concernin

implementation of rules on random allocation of cas
from report of supervisory body in State Prosecuto

Council.
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1.2.1.1. | Conduct analysis of current Information a| -Ministry of justice Il quarter of - Budget of the Conducted  analysis
Communication Technology systems 2016. Republic of Serbia- current Information an
terms of hardware, software the curr¢ -Expert team 12. 8970 | Communication Technolog
quality of data as well as human resource{ USAID in systems, in terms
courts, public prosecutors offices a| cooperation  with -MDTF/WB-1 7 . 5 9 hardware, software th
prisons, with focus on urgentbut also| relevant current quality of data as w
medium and longterm changes, with stakeholders tha -USAID-1 3 7 . 0 (¢ as human resources in cour
recommendations for their improvement. | provides them public prosecutors office
information --IPA 2012 (Judicial | and prisons, with focus o
(The same activity 1.3.6.and 1.3.8.2.) Infrastructure urgent changes, with
Assessment)2.000.00@ | recommendations for the
improvements.
In 20161.167.49%
In 2017 1.000.00@
*Complementary
activities of the project
that do not lead to doubl
funding
1.2.1.2. | Drawing up Guidelines which determine t| -Working group| During Il quarter| -Budget of the Republic | Developed Guidelineghich
directions of ICT system development | which includes of 2016. of Serbia-1 7 . 2 8 | determine directions of IC
Serbia (conceptual model) and which incly participation of system development i
data on infrastructure of Information al representatives of -TAIEX-2 . 2 5 0 | Serbia Guidelines are bas
Communication Technology and costs of on the results of Judici
maintenance, software and human resou| Ministry of Justice, In 2016. Functional  review  an

(the same activity 1.3.6.7 and 1.3.8.3
Guidelines will be based on the results
Judicial Functional review and Analysis

High Judicial
Council, State
Prosecutorial

Council, Supreme

Analysis of current state
play (activity 1.2.1.1, 1.3.8.
and 1.3.8.2.) and whic
include data on infrastructu
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current state of play (activity 1.2.1.1, 1.3.6
and 1.3.8.2.).

Court of Cassatior
and Republic Publig
Prosecuto

of Information and
Communication Technolog
and costs of its maintenancd

software and huma
resources.
1.2.1.3. | Institutionalization of coordination an| -Working group| Continuously, | Budget of the Republic | Coordination and Activity is being
management of ICT system through publ which includes| commencing of Serbia-1 7 . 2 8 | management of ICT systel successfully implemented
private or publiepublic partnership, participation of| from llquarter of institutionalized through
particularly focusing on the elimination of th representatives 0 2016. In 2016. public-private and public
risks of corruption. Ministry of Justice, public partnership in a wa
High Judicial that maximally limits the
(The same activity 1.3.8.and 1.3.8.4.) Council, State risks of corruption.
Prosecutorial
Council, Supreme
Court of Cassatior
and Republic Publig
Prosecuto
1.2.1.4. | Developing activities and preparation | -Ministry of Justice Il quarter ¢ IPA 2012 ( Judicial Plan of the activities an( Activity is almost
appropriate methodological instructions f 2016. Efficiency)-4 . 0 0 0 .| methodological instruction{ completely implemented.
“"cleaning” of existing data in accordanq -Supreme Court o for the process of "cleaning
with the recommendations of the previg Cassation the data in the ICT systel
analyses, for the implementation IN20161. 50 0 . | defined on the basis ¢
methodological instructions for "cleaning In20171 . 50 0. ( recommendations fron
the data. INn2018 1. 0 0 O . { previously implemented
analyses of ICT systems.
(Same activity 1.3.6.%nd 1.3.8.5.
1.2.1.5. | Organization of focused training of enders| Judicial Academy| During Il and llI Budgeted in activity | Clean data in ICT system. | Activity is almost
of existing platforms for the use (¢ Ministry of Justice,| quarter of 2016. 1.2.1.4. completely implemented.
methodological instructions for "cleaning¢ High Judicial (1PA 2012 Judicial
the data, the implementation of "cleanin{ Council, State Efficiency-4. 0 0 0 . (

and addition to the information in the 1Q
system.

Prosecutorial
Council, courts ang
public prosecutorg
6 oided
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(Same activity 1.3.6.10, and 1.3.8.6.)

Activity is almost
completely implemented

1.2.1.6. | Drawing up protocol on input and exchan| -Working group| Il quarter of - Budget of the Defined training program
of data in ICT system (and scanning ¢ which includes 2016. Republic of Serbia- for staff in the judiciary with
documents) with the purpose of unification| participation of 17. 2850 |the aim of unifying their
conduct in entire judicial system and traini| representatives 0o actions in entering an
programs for staff in the judiciary with th Ministry of Justice, -TAIEX-2 . 2 5 0 | processing data in the IC
aim of improving the quality of the existin High Judicial system, in accordance with
ICT platforms. Council, State - Budgeted in activity | unique Protocol.
Prosecutorial 1.2.1.4(1PA 2012
(The same activity 1.3.611and 13.8.7.) Council, Supreme JudicialEfficiency -
Court of Cassatior 4.000.00@ )
and Republic Publig
Prosecuto In 2016
1.2.1.7. | Conducting trainings under the Program| -Judicial Academy Trainings: Budgeted in activity | After conducted training
activities 1.2.1.6. with the aim to initiaf Ministry of Justice, during IV 1.2.1.4. input and exchange of data
uniform acting in input and exchangedzta | High Judicial| quarter of 2016 (1IPA 2012 Judicial ICT system is carried out i
in ICT system. Council, State| and | quarter of | Efficiency-4 . 0 0 O . | accordance to Protocol and
Prosecutorial 2017. periodically assessed.
Uniform acting is periodically verifieq Council, all courts
pursuant to institutional solutions related| and public| Supervision over
ICT management system referred to | prosecutors offices| uniformity of
activity 1.2.1.3. acting:
periodically,
(Same activity 1.3.621 and 1.3.8.8.) commencing
from | quarter of
2017.
1.2.18. Maximize the use of casenanagemen| -all courts | quarter of -MDTF (efillings and | Improved case manageme Activity is
systems through:electronic scheduling o 2016 IV quarter statisticalcapacity)
the hearings; of 2018. of the ICT system b

being
within the existing capacity successfully implemented

undertaking measures su
as:
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-data collection on the adjournments and
reasons for them;

-requirement that judges schedule n
hearing in standardized timeframe alres
when postponing the previous hearings.

(Sameactivity under 1.3.63and 1.3.8.9.)

Agreements regarding
the value of the project
are in progress

- Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.4(1PA 2012
JudicialEfficiency-

4.000.00

*Complementary
activities of the project
that do not lead to doubl

-electronic scheduling of th
hearings;

- data collection on the
adjournment and the reaso
for them;

-requirement that judge
schedule next hearing i
standardized timefram
already when postponing th

funding previous hearings.
1.2.1.9. | Develop an assessment dhe current| - Ministry of Justice During IV - Budget of the Established standards al
situation and determine the standards quarter2016 Republic of Serbia- methods for data exchan
methods for data exchange between bo( - Expert team 17. 2850 | between bodies within th
within the judicial system (interoperability ¢ judicial system.
existing ICT systems within the judiciary) - Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.4. [PA 2012
(Same activity under 1.3.6.1dnd 1.3.81L0.) JudicialEffeciency -
4. 000. 000
In 2016.
1.2.1.10. | Further improvement of ICT systems throu| -Ministry of Justice | Continuously, | P 3016 Measures aimed
considerable investment in infrastructu commencing establishing a unified IC
software and improvement of hum{ -Supreme Court of | from IV quarter -Budget currently system in theentire judicial
resources, with the aim of establishing uniq Cassation of 2017. unknown. system, of the Republic o
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ICT system throughout the entijedicial
system, and in accordance with
Guidelines that define the directions
development (conceptual model) of IQ
system in the justice system of the Repul
of Serbia.

(Same activity undet.3.6. 5. d 1. 3

Republic Public
Prosecuto

-State Prosecutoria
Council

-Apply for 1 P 8016

Serbia are constantly beir]
implemented througk
considerable investment i
infrastructure, improvemen
of software and huma
resources.

1.2.1.11.

Preparing and adoption of the Program
weighing of caseghat provides gradually

-Working  group,
established by High

During 1l and
IV quarter of

-Budget of the Republic
of Serbia-30. 87

Prepared and adopted t
Program for weighing o

approach in the introduction of case weighi Judicial  Council 2016. cases, which introduced t
systenas one of the criteria for its allocatio| including: Supreme -Budgeted in activity | complexity of the case as o
Cout of Cassation 1.2.1.4(1PA 2012 of the criteria for its
and State Judicial Efficiency allocation.
Prosecutorial 4. 000. 000
Council which
encompass In 2016
representatives 0
all instances of
courts and publig
prosecuto
and Ministry of
Justice
1.2.1.12. | Amendments to the Law on judges in p| -Ministry of Justice | quarter of Budget of the Republic | Amended Law on judges i
which deals with allocation of cases 2017. of Serbia55.697 part which deals with

chance, aiming at implementation of Progr
for weighing of cases.

-Government of thq
republic of Serbia

-National Assembly

In 2017.

allocation of cases by chanc
aiming at implementation o
Program for weighing o

cases.
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1.2.1.13.

Adoption of amendments to the Law

-Ministry of Justice

IV quarter of

Budget of the Republic

Adopted amendments to t

Publ i ¢ P Office & order to endus 2016. ofSerbia55. 6 97Law on Publi
transfer of copetencies for adoption ¢ -Govermrment of the Office  which  ensure
Rules on administration in the publ Republic of Serbia transfer of competencies f
prosecution and transfer of supervision o adoption of Rules o
its implementation from Ministry of Justiq -National assembly In 2016. administration in the publi
to State Prosecutorial Council. prosecution and transfer
supervision over it
implementation fro
Ministry of Justice to Stat
Prosecutorial Council.
1.2.1.14. | Adopt amendments to the Court Rules| -High Judicial During IV - Budget of the Rules concerning rando
Procedure in order tarify rules concerning Council quarter of 2016 Republic of Serbia allocation of case
random allocation of cases (by chang and | quarter of 30. 8780 | (allocation of cases b
which will take into account complexity @ 2017. chance) have been clarifi
cases as one of criteria for case allocation In 2017. upon adoption 0
line with Program for weighing of caséisat amendments to the Co
provides gradually approach in ti - Budgeted in activity | Rules of Procedure.
introduction of cas weighing systemas one 1.2.1.4(1PA 2012
of the criteria for its allocation Activity Judicial Efficiency-
1.2.1.11) 4. 000. 000
1.2.1.15. | Adopt amendments to theRules on| -State Prosecutoris During IV -Budget of the Republic | Rules concerning randor Activity is partially
administration in public prosecutors offic{ Council quarter of 2016. of Serbia-30. 8 7 8 { allocation of casey implemented.
in order to clarify rules of random allocatiq and | quarter of (allocation of cases b
of cases (by chance), which will take in 2017. In 2017. chance) have been clarifie

account complexity of cases as one of critg
for case assignmefin line with Program for
weighing of caseghat provides gradually
approach in the introduction of case weigh
systemas one of the criteria for its allocatio

Activity 1.2.1.11.)

-Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.4(1PA 2012
Judicial Efficiency-

4. 000. 000

upon adoption of
amendments to the Rules
administration in public
prosecution.
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1.2.1.16. | Establishing preparatory departments | -High Judicial| During | and | Budgeted in activity | Preparatory departments
courts, which are in charge of, inter al| Council quarter of 2017. 1.2.1.4. courts have bee
weighing of cases. (1PA 2012 Judicial established.
Efficiency-4. 0 0 0 . (
1.2.1.17. | Establishing preparatory departments | -State Prosecutorial During | and | Budgeted in activity | Preparatory departments
publ ic prosecut or s { Council quarter of 2017. 1.2.1.4. publ i c prose
charge of, inter alia, weighing of cases. (IPA 2012 Judicial | have been established.
Efficiency-4. 0 0 0 . (
1.2.1.18. | Preparing the program of trainifigr work in | -Judicial Academy | During | and | | -Budget of the Republic| Conducted  training o
preparatory departments for weighing quarter of 2017. of Serbia-1 7 . 2 8 | judicial and prosecutoria
cases and carrying out training of judicial g -High Judicial assistants for work ir
prosecutorial assistants for work Council In 2017. preparatorydepartments o

preparatory departments for weighing
cases.

-State Prosecutoriz
Council

-Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.4(1PA 2012
Judicial Efficiency-

4. 000. 000

courts and publig
prosecutorsbod

1.2.1.19.

Commencement of the implementation
provisions of Law on organization of th
courts that regulates jurisdiction for th
performance of duties of judiciarn
administration in order to transfer jurisdictiq
of Ministry of Justice in the field of following
duties: supervision over the work of cour
supervision over the results of the work
courts, collecting of statistical data a

-Ministry of Justice

-High Judicial

Council

Commencing
from | quarter of
2017.

-Budget of the Republic
of Serbia-3 0. 87

In 2017.

-Budgeted in
activity1.1.3.1.(PA 2013
Strengthening the
strategic and

administrative capacitie

Commenced

implementatbn of
provisions of Law on
organization of the court
that regulates jurisdictio
for the performance o
duties of judiciary
administration in order tc
transfer  jurisdiction  of

Ministry of Justice in theg
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analysis of statistical data from Ministry
Justice to High Judicial Council.

of HIC and SPC,
Twinning contract
2.000.00

field of following duties:
supervision over the woidkf
courts, supervision over th
results of the work of courts
collecting of statistical dat
and analysis of statistice

data from Ministry of
Justice to High Judicia

Council.
1.2.1.20 | Coherent implementation of amended rul -all courts Continuously, | Budget of the Republic | Rules on random allocatio
on random allocation afases in courts witl commencing of Serbia of cases in courts ar
regular supervision of their implementati from Il quarter coherently implemented an
by the High Judicial Council. of 2017. regular supervision of thei
-High Judicial implementation is carrie
Council Part of regular activities| out by the High Judicia

without special costs | Council.

(ICT system)

1.2.1.21. | Coherent implementation of amended ru -all courts Continuously, | Budget of the Republic | Rules on random allocatio
on randomallocation of cases in publi commencing of Serbia of  cases in public
prosecutorsd of fi ce -Republic Publici from Il quarter prosecutors  offices ar|
of their implementation by the StajlPr osecut o of 2017. consistently  implemente

Prosecutorial Council.

-State Prosecutorig
Council

Part of regular activities
without special costs
(ICT system)

and regular supervision ¢
their implementation i<
caried out by the Statg
Prosecutorial Council.

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.2.2. Strengthen the accountability of judges and prosecutors through
strict application of all legal and disciplinary means, including through :

1 Ensuring the effective implementation of "conflict of interest" rules

and amending them if need be;

The accountability of judges and pub
prosecutors strengthened through a st
application of all legal and disciplinarn
means, including through the effecti
implementation of "conflict of interest" rule
effective verification and crosshecking of

asset declarations; effective monitoring

1. Regular opinion polls confirm that there has bee
decrease in the perception of corruption among citiz
regarding the manner in which judges and pu
prosecutors respect the rules of ethics and values,
is confirmed in the positive assessmentsifioe
evaluation by European Commission concerning
system of accountability of judges and pub
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1 Ensuring the effective verification of asset declarations and crosy compliance with the code of ethics a prosecutors stated in the Annual Progress Repor
checking with other relevant information; carrying out trainings for judges and pub Serbia;
prosecutors in the field of ethics; effecti
| Effective monitoring of compliance with the code of ethics anq implementation of rules on disciplinaj2. The system of asset declaration and verificatior
carrying out further evaluation activities and training of judges and | accountability, functional immunity| actively used as a tool for the preventiand detectior
prosecutors in ethical behavior; dismissal procedures and accountability of illicit enrichment of judges and public prosecutors
judges and public prosecutors. The respec 3. Increased number of judges and prosecutors whd
1 Review where necessary and effectively implement rules d Councils have both an inspection capac covered by training in the field of ethics, results

disciplinary and dismissal procedures; based on clear rules and bestowed Vv raising awareness of the need to respect ethical val
powers allowing them to aeix officioor on|4. Results of the evahiion of judges and publi
1 Reassessingthe system of functional immunity ensuring full | Signals from citizens, state bodies or ot prosecutors included in ethics training; _
accountability of judges and prosecutors under criminal law. legal entities related tinter alia questions of 5. Positive evaluation on the degree of compliance \
integrity or professional failure. the code of ethics from the reports of ethics commit
of the High Judicial Council and State Prosecuto
Council;

6. Data on the nmber of disciplinary charges ar
disciplinary proceedings against judges and pu
prosecutors from the reports of the disciplinary boc
of the High Judicial Council and State Prosecuto
Council;

7. Data on criminal charges and criminal proceedi
against judges and public prosecutors.

TIMEFRAM
RESPONSIBLE FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATIO N

GRS AUTHORITY E/DEADLIN RESOURCES RSSRL STATUS
1.2.2.1. | Amending the Law on the An€orruption | -Ministry of Justice | 1ll quarter of | -Budget of the Republic | Amendments to the Law o| Activity is almost

Agency in order to strengthen competenc 2016. of Serbia 7 1 . 1 3 € the AntiCorruption Agency| completely implemented.

entrusted to Agencyn relation to monitoring -Anti-Corruption adopted  which have

of implementation of the provision Agency -5 0| EX. 250 ( strengthened the contr

concerning: conflicts of interests, verificatic mechanism of the Agency i

and crosshecking of information fron -Government of the In 2016. the implementation of th

assets declaration which have been delive Republic of Serbia provisions on conflicts o

by the judicial office holders. (Connecte interests, as well a

activity 2.2.1.1.) -National Assembly verification and  cross
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checking information from
assets declaration of th
judicial office holders.

1.2.2.2. | Regular notification by institutions to th - gourts and pblic | Continuously, | Budget of the Republic of| Cours and Publici Activity is being
Anti-Corruption Agency concerning takir| prosecutors commencing Serbia Prosecutors officed successfully implemented.
the judicial office and concerning terminati from 11l regularly submit
of the judicial offices in order to, in mor -Anti-Corruption quarter of Part of regular activities, | notifications concerning
efficient manner, check the existence | Agency 2015. without special costs | taking the judicial offices
conflict of interests. and their terminationthat
enables ACA regularly
updating lists of judicia
offices holders.
1.2.2.3. | Regular notifications to the High Judici| -Presidents of thg Continuously, | Budget of the Republic of| Presidents of the cour{ Activity is being
Council on submitted notices to Anf courts commencing Serbia regularly  notify  High| successfully implemented.
Corruption Agency on undertaking th from 1l Judicial Council on
judicial offices and their termination. -High Judicial quarter of submitted notices to th
Council 2015 Anti-Corruption Agency on
Part of regular activities, | undertaking the judicial
without special costs | office and their termination
1.2.2.4. | Regular notifications to the State| -Public Prosecutors| Continuously, | Budget of theRepublic of | Public prosecutors regularl| Activity is being
Prosecutorial Council on submitted notices commencing Serbia notifies State Prosecutorij successfully implemented.
the AntiCorruption Agency on undertakin -State Prosecutorig from 111 Council on  submitteg
the prosecutorial office and its termination| Council quarter of notices to the Anti
2015. Corruption  Agency on
Part of regular activities, | undertaking the
without special costs | prosecutorial office and it
termination.
1.2.2.5. | Improvement of cooperation between Hi( -Judicial office| Continuously, | Budget of the Republic of | Judicial office  holderq Activity is being
Judicial Council and State Prosecutorl holders commencing Serbia regularly submit assetl successfully implemented.
Council on the one side and As@brruption from IlI declaration to the Anmti
Agency through regular meetings a quarter of Part of regular activities, | Corruption Agency.
consideration of problems on the other sidg 2015. without special costs | Improved cooperatiof
order to coherently and timely impleme| between High Judicia
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duties of submitting reports on assets a|
incomes (assets declaration) of judicial offi
holders.

Council and State
Prosecutorial Council on th
one side and Ani

Corruption Agency on thg
other side.

1.2.2.6. | Analysis and amending normatiy -Working group| IV quarter of | -Budget of the Republic | Requirements for dismissq Activity is almost
framework which regulates: established by 20151V of Serbiaa3 0. 8 7 § of judges are specifieq completely implenented.
Minister of Justice quarter of provisions that regulat
-requirements for dismissal of judges with 1 2016. -u ¢ | EX. 25 0 ( jurisdiction of Disciplinary
aim of specifying the requirements; -Ministry of Justice commission and statute
limitations for disciplinary
-statute of limitations for disciplinar] -Government of the In 2015 2.25Q1 misdemeanor are specifig
misdemeanagr Republic of Serbia In 2016 3 0 . 8 7 8| and redefined.
-sanctioning regime argractice -National Assembly|
1.2.2.7. | Analysis, and in case the results of { -Working group| IV quarter of Budgeted in activity Pursuanto the results of thq Activity is almost
analysis indicate the need, amend| established by 20151V 1.2.2.6. analysis, requirements fq completely implemented.
normative framework which regulates: Minister of Justice quarter of (-Budget of the Republic | dismissal of public
2016. of Serbia-3 0 . 8 7 § prosecutors are specified
-requirements for dismissal of publ -Ministry of Justice the determined exten
prosecutords office -ud |l EX. 250 ( provisions that regulat
specifying the requirements; -Government of the jurisdiction of Disciplinary
Republic of Serbia commission and statute
-jurisdiction for conducting disciplinar limitations for disciplinary
procedure and decision making, with the g -National Assembly misdemeanor are specifie
of examination of double jurisdiction ¢ and redefined.
disciplinary commission;
-statute of limitations for disciplinar
misdemeanqr
-sanctioning regime and practice
1.2.2.8. | Amending Rules of Procedure of Hig -High Judicial| IV quarter of Budgeted in activity Adopted amended Rules ¢ Activity is fully
Judicial Council which envisage Council 2015. 1.1.4.1. Procedure of High Judicig implemented.
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establishment of Board of Ethics of Hig
Judicial Council as a permanent worki
body.

(Budget of the Republic
of Serbia71. 136

Council which provides
establishment of Board ¢
Ethics of High Judicia
Council.

1.2.2.9. | Analysis and in case the results of 1 -High Judicial| 1V quarter of | - Budget of the Republic | Determined whether there | Activity is partially
analysis indicate the need, amending Cod{ Council 201511 quarter of Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 | a need to amend Code | implemented.
Ethics for Judges in order to clari of 2016. Ethics for Judges with
provisions which define disciplinary liabilit - Budgeted in activity | clarified provisions which
of judges for norcompliance with Code o 1.1.3.1(IPA 2013 stipulate disciplinary
Ethics for Judges. Strengthening the strategi liability of judges for non
and administrative compliance with Code o
capacities of HIC and | Ethics for Judges.
SPC, Twinning contract
2.000.00Q¢(
In 2015
1.2.2.10. | Analysis and in case the results of ti -State Prosecutorig 1V quarter of | - Budget of the Republic | Determined whether there | Activity is being

analysis indicate the need, amending Cod
Ethics for public prosecutors and depy

public prosecutors in order to clarif
provisions which stipulate disciplinarn
l'iability of public

for noncomgiance with Code of Ethics.

Council

201511 quarter
of 2016.

of Serbia8 . 6 4 2

In 2015.

- Budgeted in activity
1.1.3.1(IPA 2013
Strengthening the strateg
and administrative
capacities of HJ@nd
SPC, Twinning contract
2.000.000¢(

a need to amend Code
Ethics for public
prosecutors and depu
public prosecutors  with
clarified provisions which
stipulate disciplinary
liability of public
prosecutorséo
for noncompliance with
Code of Ethics for public
prosecutors and depu
public prosecutors.

successfully implemented.
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1.2.2.11. | Adoption of Rules of Procedure of Board | -High Judicial| IV quarter of | Budget of the Republic of | Rules ofProcedure of Boar
Ethics of High Judicial Council which wil Council 2015. Serbia of Ethics of High Judicia
regulate monitoring afompliance with Code Council adopted whic
of Ethics for Judges and conducting activit regulates monitoring 0
of evaluation and training of judges on ethi compliance with Code 0
Part of regular activities, | Ethics for Judges an
without special costs | conducting activities o
evaluation and training
judges on ethics.
1.2.2.2. | Organizing seminars for judicial offic| -Judicial Academy | Continuously, Budgeted in activity Seminars for judicial offic
holders on integrity rules and ethics. commencing 1.1.3.1. holders on integrity rule
-High Judicial| from I quarter | (IPA 2013Strengthening | and ethics are regularl
Council of 2015. the strategic and organized.
administrative capacities
-State Prosecutorig of HJC and SPC,
Council Twinning contract
2.000.000¢(
1.2.2.8. | Drawing up brochure for judges for| -High Judicial| IV quarter of | -Budget of the Republic | Brochure encompassi
i ncreasing awar ene| Council 2015. of Serbia-8.642u ethicsd rul e
containing examples g examples 0
permissible/impermissible condu In 2015 permissible/impermissible

Publishing brochure on the website of Hi
Judicial Council.

-Budgeted in activity
1.1.3.1.(IPA 2013
Strengthening the strateg
and administrative
capacities of HIC and
SPC, Twinning contract
2.000.00Q¢(

conductis drawn up an
available on the website
High Judicial Council.
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1.2.2.4. | Drawing up brochure for public prosecutq -State Prosecutorig |V quarter of | Budget of the Republic of | Brochure encompassin Activity is being
for increasing awareness on rules of etl Council 2015. Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 et hicsé r u | | successfully implemented.
containing examples q examples of
permissible/impermissible conduct. In 2015 permissible/impermissible
conduct is drawn up an
Publishing brochure on the website of St available on the website ¢
Prosecutorial Council. State Prosecutorial Counci
1.2.2.5. | Proactive approachof judges and High -High Judicial| Continuously | Budget of the Republic of| Judges and members o] Activity is being
judicial councilin creation ananonitoring of | Council Serbia- 22.9351 High  Judicial  Council| successfullymplemented.
Codeof Ethics for Judges. proactive participate in
In 2015 creating and montorin@f
Ethics for Judges.
1.2.2.6. | Amending Rules of Procedure (¢ -State Prosecutorig |V quarter of | Budget of the Republic of| Adopted amended Rules ¢ Activity is being
disciplinary proceedings and disciplina] Council 2015. Serbia8 . 6 4 2 Procedure on disciplinar] successfully implemented.
liability of public prosecutors and depu proceedings ang
public prosecutors with the purpose In 2015 disciplinary liability  of
introducing proactive approach public  prosecutors an
disciplinary bodies in monitoring ¢ deputy public prosecutor
compliance with Code of Ethics for publ which stipulates proactiv
prosecutors and deputy public prosecutorg approach of disciplinary
bodies in monitoring of
compliance with Code o
Ethics for public
prosecutors and depu
public prosecutors adopteq
Activity is being
1.2.2.77. | Effective implementation of Rules (¢ -High Judicial| Continuously | Budget of the Republic of | Disciplinary bodies of High successfully implemented
Procedure on disciplinary proceedings g Council, Serbia Judicial Council effectively

disciplinary liability of judges.

disciplinary bodies

Part ofregular activities,
without special costs

implement Rules o]
Procedure on disciplinar

proceedings an(
disciplinary liability  of
judges.
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1.2.2.8. | Effective implementation of Rules (¢ -State Prosecutorig Continuously | Budget of the Republic of| Disciplinary bodies of Stat{ Activity is being
Procedure on disciplinary proceedings g Council, Serbia Prosecutorial Counci| successfully implemented.
disciplinary liability of public prosecutor{ disciplinary bodies effectively implement Rule
and deputy public prosecutors. of Procedure on disciplinar
proceedings an(
Part of regular activities, | disciplinary liability  of
without special costs | public  prosecutors  an
deputy public prosecutors.
1.2.2.19 | Conduct analysis of provisions that regul{ -Working  group,| |l quarter of | -Budget of the Republic | Conducted analysis g Activity is partially
functional immunity of judicial office| established by 2016. of Serbial 5 . 4 3 9| provisions that regulat{ implemented.
holders. Minister of Justice, functional immunity of
whose members ar TAIEX-2 . 250 { judicial office holders.
representatives ¢
Ministry of Justice,
High Judicial
Council ar_1d State In 2016.
Prosecutorial
Council
1.2.2.2. | Implementation of measures in accordal -Ministry of Justice | Il quarter of | Budget of the Republic of| Implemented measures
with conducted analysis. 2016. Serbia accordance with conducte
-High Judicial analysis.
Council
-State Prosecutorig Costs will bedetermined
Council upon the analysis.
1.3.PROFESSIONALISM/COMPETENCE/EFFICIENCY:
RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT OVERALL RESULT IMPACT INDICATOR
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1.3.1. Develop the Judicial Academy as a center for continuously and initi
training of judges and prosecutors in line with the rulings of the
Constitutional Court on the provisions of the laws on the public prosecutior

and the Judicial Academy, includirg through:

1 introducing a yearly curriculum covering all areas of law, including

EU law;

9 allocating sufficient resources and introduce a quality control

system for initial and specialized training;

The Judicial Academy has been improved
a centerfor continuous and initial training 0
judges and public prosecutors in line with {
rulings of the Constitutional Court on th
provisions of the laws on the Publ
prosecutor ds of fic
Academy. Trainings are held according
annual curiculum covering all areas of lav]
including EU law and are subject to regu

1.

2.

Improved quality of continuous and initial training th
is implemented on the basis of the annual trair
program;

Judicial Academy operates with  adequ
infrastructure, equipment and staff in relation to train
needs;

Programs of continuous, specialized and ini
trainings are subject to regular control of quality and
improved according to the results of control;

control. 4. Needs for training and educatidor judicial office
holders are determined as part of their ann
evaluation, and in accordance with the real needs o
system.
ACTIVITIES RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAM FINANCIAL RESULT IMPLEMENTATIO N
AUTHORITY E/DEADLIN RESOURCES STATUS
E
Adoption of the Law on amendments ai Activity is fully
1.3.1.1. | supplements ahe Law on Judicial Academ| -Ministry of Justice | Il quarter of | Budget of the Republic of| The amended Law of implemented.
thatprovides inits Article 5 that the Law o] 2015 Serbia- 8.642] Judicial Academy respond
Judicial academy shall be amended in off -Government of the to need for education @
Republic of Serbia In 2015 judicial professions holders

to enable to the Judicial academy to perfq
programs of professional development
public notaies and baliliffs, based o0
agreement with both Chamber of Pub
notaries and Chamber of Bailiffs.

The amendmentss going to be
made to the Article 16 of the Law on Judic
academy by increasing the number
members of Program Councily order to
enable participation of the representative
the Initial training candidates in the work
the Program Council.

-National Assembly|

provides adequate scope

Program  Council  ang
précising cases whe
continuous  training g
mandatory
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The amendment has been drafteq
the Article 43, paragraph 2. of the Law
Judicial academy which specifies cases wl
continuous training is mandatory.

Activity is fully

1.3.1.2. | Adoption of the Law on amendments a| -Ministry of Justice | Ill quarter of | Budget of the Republic of| Amended Law on judge| implemented.

supplements of the Lajudgesin a way that 2015 Serbia- 8.642) prescribes clear rules for th

proscribes specific rules in order to determ| -Government of the first election on judicial

qualification and competence of th Republic of Serbia In 2015 function in line with

candidates for the first electioon judicial Constitutional Court

function and provides th#te candidates wh{ -National Assembly| decision.

finished the Initial training at the Judici

academy are exempted from taking 1

specialized exam which is organized by Hi

Judicial Council, and also, the final graq

from the Initial training at the Judicial

academy is equalized with the grade from {

specialized exam.

Activity is fully

1.3.1.3. | Adoption of the Law on amendments a| -Ministry of Justice | Il1 quarter of | Budget of the Republic of| Amended Law on Publi¢ implemented.

supplements of the Lawon Public 2015 Serbia- 8.6421 Prosecutiorprescribes clea

Proscutionin a way that proscribes speciff -Government of the rules for the first election o

rules in order to determine qualification a| Republic of Serbia In 2015 prosecutorial function i

competence of the candidates for the f
election of the Deputy Public Prosecutor
holding the function of the Deputy Publ
Prosecutor in First Instance Pub
Prosecuto 6 s Of f i ce, wh €
who finished the Initial training at the Judici
academy are exempted from taking 1
specialized exam which is organized by St
Prosecutorial Council, and also, the fin
grade from the Initial training at the Judici
academy is equalized with the grade from {

specialized exam.

-National Assembly|

line with Constitutional
Court decision.

65




1.3.14. Adoption ofthe rules for electionRules on| -High Judicial| Il quarter of Budgeted in activity Adopted Rules on th{¢ Activity is fully
the Criteria and Standards for the Evaluat| Council 2016. 1.1.3.1. Criteria and Standards fq implemented.

of the Qualification, Competence af (Budget of the Republic | the Evaluation of the
Worthiness of Candidates for election

judges and presidents of coQrtswhich
reflects amendments of the Law on judg
that the candidates who finished the Init
training at the Judicial academy are exemp
from taking the specialized exam which
organized by HiglJudicialCouncil, and also
the final grade from the Initial training at t
Judicial academy is equalized with the grg
from that specialized exam.

(Linked with activity 1.1.3.1and 1.3.1.9.

of Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 ( Qualification, Competenc

and Worthiness 0
Candidates for electiomf
judges and presidents

courtsreflects amendment|
of the Law on judges théte
candidates who finished th
Initial training at the Judicial
academy are exempted fro
taking the specialized exa
which is organized by Higt
Judicial Council, and also

the final grade from the
Initial training at the Judicia|
academy is equalized wit
the grade from tha
specialized exam.

1.3.1.5. | Number of attendees of initial training | -Judicial Academy | Continuously Budgeted in activity Number of attendees q Activity is partially

determined taking into account conclusig commencing 1.3.1.7. initial training reflects real implemented.
and recommendations from Strategy | -High Judicial from IV (Budget of the Republic | necessities  of  judicia
Human Resources for Judiciary (activi Council quarter of of Serbiaz4 . 07 6. § network and is in
1.3.4.2) 2016. accordance with
-State Prosecutorig conclusions and
Council recommendations fron

Strategy of Humar
Resources for Judiciary.

1.3.16. Implementation of measures f¢ -Judicial Academy | Continuously, -Budgeted in activity | Program of  Judicial | Activity is being
improvement of program of Judici commencing 1.3.1.7.(Budget of the | Academy is significantly | successfully implemented.
Academy in accordance with the results| -Ministry of Justice | from | quarter Republic of Serbia improved in line withthe
Functional Analyses of Judicial Acadey of 2015. 4. 076. 500 results of  Functiona
needssuch as:
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-Improvement of the entrance exam |
students of initial training;

-Improvement © initial and continuous
training programthroughthe drawing up and
adoption of annual curriculum of training th
covers all areas of law (including Halw and
human rights) and skillseckessary for work
in judiciary, which include the practics
skills, along with all areas of law, dependi
on the category of the specific student ang
particular usage of ICT system, leg
analysis, methodology and meth of
decision drafting. Annual training curriculu
has to encompass education in the field
management intended for court manag
court pesidents and public prosecutors

-Improving continuous training through
wider range of participantspotentially
through prescribing the minimum number
training days per holder of judicial offic
annually, whereby the training must inclu
not only judicial officials but also president
secretaries and managers, judicial ¢
prosecutorial assistantagdministrative staff
and persons engaged in judicial professio

-Improvement of transparency of elections
shortterm trainers;

-Improvement of methods of teachir
through workshops, simulations and t
introduction of distance learning;

-Improvement bthe final exam;

-High Judicial
Council

-State Prosecutorig
Council

-IPA 2013 (Strergthening
a consistent judicial
system of the Republic of
Serbia through
improvement of uniform
application of the law and
improve the educational
activities of the Judicial
Academy2 . 100. O

In 2016 1.000.000
In 2017 1.100.000

Analyses of
Academy needs.

Judicia
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1.3.1.7 Development of monitoring  systel -Judicial Academy| Continuously, | -Budget of the Republic | Bidirectional system foil Activity is being
concerning quality of initial, continuous an Group for educatioy commencing of Serbia4 . 0 7 6 . | monitoring of quality of| succesfully implemented.
specalized training that implies bidirectiong and evaluation o] from | quarter initial,  continuous  ang
evaluation system that would allow th mentors, lecturer of 2015. -Apply for IPA 2015(for | specialized training that
assessment of the results of training or de¢ and educatior improvement ofludicial | allows the assessment of t
of advancement of knowledge of th progams Academyinfrastructurg | results of training or degre
participants, as well as the assessment of of advancement 0
quality of the program and traine| -High Judicial knowledge of the
incoopeation with the Institute for quality Council participants, as well as th
assurance of education and wkhaculty of 20152018 1 . 0 1 9pen| assessment of the quality
Philosophyi Department for pedagogy ar| -State Prosecutorig year the program and traineras
andragogy The system assumes that initf Council been developed and bei
training candidates are evaluated by men implemented
and at the end of education they are pas
the final exam, simulation of trial, evaluatg
by the commission. Continuous educatior|
being evaluated through standg
guestionnaires, evaluating the followif
aspects, quality of lecturers and conditiong * Within dynamics of the
work. The further monitoring and evaluatig distribution of funds, there
enhancement shall be achieved throl are several activites that
introduction of elearning system, enablin are going to be
more precise and complex measuremen implementedrom |
different aspects of education process. quarter of 2015 to IV
quarter of 2018
1.3.1.8. | Implementation of measures ft -Judicial Academy | Continuously, | - Budget of the Republic | Theorganization of work of Activity is being

improvement organization of work ¢
Judicial Academy in accordance with t
results of Functionalanalyses of Judicig

Academy needsuch as

commencing
from | quarter
of 2015.

of Serbia6 5. 0 0 O

- USAID- 365.00@

the Judicial Academy as
well as its administrative
capacities are improveth
accordance with the resul

successfily implemented.
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-An introduction of the Center fo
Documentatiorand Research;

-Increase in the number of employees
accordance with the planned progral
organizational changesthrough direct aid
program of USAID, engagg 12 new
employees aimed at strengtheimg inner
capacities of the Academy in order to ex
the  training development, furthe
development of criteria for the determinati
of lecturers and mentors, the traini
evaluation, as well as the communicatig
and promotions(The Academy, when th
project is done, is planning to sign t
contract on permanent employment wit
engaged persons, and to deliver their wa|
from regular budget income of the Academ

- Budgetedn activity
1.3.1.7(IPA 2013
Strengthening a consister
judicial system of the
Republic of Serbia throug
improvement of uniform
application of the law and
improve the educational
activities of the Judicial
Academy2 . 100. 0O

In 2015 247.50@
In2016182. 50
From 20172018.-IPA
2013 Strengthening a
consistent judicial system
of the Republic of Serbia
through improvement of
uniform application of the
law and improve the
educational activities of
the Judicial Academy

*Complementary activities
of theproject that do not
lead to double funding

of Functional analyses o
Judicial Academy needs.
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1.3.1.9.

Ensuring adequate infrastructur
preconditions for the work of the Judici
Academy with increased capacity, throu
the adaptation and equipping of thgequate
building in line with the decision of th
Republic of SerbiaGovernment, from th
session held on April 9, 2015 on allocation
the building that is located in centre o
Belgrade and has 2800 m2, with currg
market value of 3 million euro

-Judicial Academy

-Ministry of Justice

Continuously,

commencing

from | quater
of 2015.

Apply for IPA 2015(for
improvement ofludicial
Academyinfrastructurg

From its own budge
resources, the Judicig
Academy  has  take
responsibility to finance
design of the Preliminary
project design, which wal
finished on May 2, 2015
The Preliminary projec
design was submitted fq
procedure of obtaining
necessary permits ne
licences in line with the
Republic of Serbia law
The Academy has take
responsibility to finance
from its own budget
resources expenses relaf
to drafting final project,
conducted upon adoptig
of the Preliminary projec
design, expenses of perm
ard appliances for utilities
(water, electricity, heating
etc.). These expenses &
estimated td.80.0000. By
October, the Academ
shall have all necessa
permits and projects fo
initiation of works. During
the first half of May 2015
the Preliminary pract

design, estimation an

Judicial
propertly
equipped.

Academy
placed

[
an
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preliminary estimate o
costs of works will be
submitted to the EU
Delegation in order tg
provide resources from th
IPA 2015 funds.

1.3.110. | Preparing assessment of budgetary I{ -Judicial Academy| IV quarter of Budgeted in activity Assessed future budgeta
which includes several years transition pli in cooperation with 2015. 1.31.7. load due to complet
due to complete transfer of Judicial Acade| Ministry of Finance, (Budget of the Republic | transfer of Judicial
to financing at the expense of the budgel Ministry of justice, of Serbia4 . 0 7 6 . § Academy to financing at th
the Republic of Serbia. High judicial expense of the budget,

Council and Statg accordance with sever
Prosecutorial years transition plan.
Council

1.3.1.1. | Develop the cooperation of the Judic| - Ministry of Justice| Continiously IPA 2016 The Judicial Academy tak
Academy with its EU counterparts in th from 2015, part in EJTN activities.
European Judicialraining Network (EJTN) - Judicial Academy until a - Budget currently
and ensure participation of judges 4 Memorandum unknown Judges and prosecutors t
prosecutors in EJTN's activities: of part in training seminars a

understanding Apply for IPA 2016 exchanges of the EJTN a
- by inserting the financial support of the is concluded. its members.

activities in the annual national IP

programme;

- And by preparing the adoption of
Memorandum of understandingith DG
Justice to take part in the Justice prograni
(and enable the costs of participation
EJTN's activities to be covered by t
operating grant that the EJTN receives fr

DG Justice)
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1. Developed system of

training attendance;

evaluation and appraisal

2. High Judicial Council and State Prosecutorial Cou
The assessment of training needs is part o refer judges and public prosecutors to continu
1.3.2. Develop a system that allonsssessing training needs as part of th . . training based on the results of their performa
i i i performance appraisal of judges and pul .
overall evaluation of performance of judges and prosecutors; prosecutors appraisal, and based on the results of the evalua
' from previous trainings;

3. Annual curriculums of trainings for judges and pub
prosecutors are proposed and adopted taking alsg
account performance appraisal results of judges
public prosecutors.

TIMEFRAM
RESPONSIBLE FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATIO N
SIS AUTHORITY E/DEADLIN RESOURCES MBS STATUS
1.3.2.1. | Defining criteria for referring judges t| -High Judicial Defining -Budgeted in activity High Judicial Council referg
additional training based on the performar Council criteria | 1.3.1.7. Budget of the | judges to additiona
appraisal results, and based on the result quarter of Republic of Serbia trainings (wlhch are
the evaluations from previous trainings. -Judicial Academy 2017. 4. 076. 500 implemented by Judicia
Academy), according t
Referring judges to additional trainin - Budgeted in activity | criteria set in advance i
according to the results of performan 1.1.3.1 (PA 2013 accordance to th
appraisal; implementation of training. Strengthening the strategi performance appraisé
and administrative results and in accordance
Referring: capacities of HIC and | the results from the
Continuously, | SPC, Twinning contract | evaluations from previou
commencing 2. 000. 00 (Q trainings.
from Il quarter
of 2017.
1.3.2.2. | Defining criteria for referring public | -State Prosecutorig Defining -Budgeted in activity | State Prosecutorial Coung
prosecutor ds of f i c( Council criteria | 1.3.1.7.Budgetofthe |r ef er s publ i
trainings based on performance appra quarter of Republic of Serbia- office holders to additiona
results, and based on the results | -Judicial Academy 2017. 4. 076. 500 trainings which are

evaluations from previous trainings.

implemented by Judicia
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Referring
to additional trainings.

public pr

Referring
Continuously,
commencing
from 1l quarter
of 2017.

- Budgeted in activity
1.3.1.6. ([PA 2013
Strengthening a consiste
judicial system of the
Republic of Serbia throug
improvement of uniform
application of the law and
improve the educational
activities of the Judicial

Academy2 . 100. O

Academy based on th
criteria for referring public
prosecutor 6s
to additional training base
on performance apprais
results, and based on ti
results of evaluations dm
previous trainings defined.

1.3.2.3. | Annual curriculums for training for judgg -High Judicial| Continuously, -Budgeted in activity | Annual curriculums  for| Activity is being
are proposed and adopted taking also | Council commencing 1.3.1.7. Budget of the | training for judges arg successfully implemented.
account performance appraisal results from Il quarter Republic of Serbia- proposed and adopte
judges. -Judicial Academy of 2016. 4. 076. 500 taking also into accoun
performance appraisa
(Linked activity 1.1.3.3.) - Budgeted in activity | results of judges.
1.3.1.6. [PA 2013
Strengthening a consister
judicial system of the
Republic of Serbia throug
improvement of uniform
application of the law and
improve the educational
activities of the Judicial
Academy2 . 100. Q
1.3.2.4. | Annual curriculums for trainings for publil -State Prosecutorig Continuously, -Budgeted in activity | Annual curriculums  for| Activity is being
prosecutords of fi c e Council commencing 1.3.1.7. Budget of the | trainings for public| successfully implemented.

adopted taking also into account performal
appraisal results of public prosecutors

deputy publigprosecutors.

-Judicial Academy

from Il quarter
of 2016.

Republic of Serbia-
4.076.500

prosecutor ds
are proposed and adopt

taking also into accoun
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(Linked activity 1.1.3.5.)

- Budgeted in activity
1.3.1.6. (PA 2013
Strengthening a consiste
judicial system of the
Republic of Serbia throug
improvement of uniform
application of the law and
improve the educational
activities of the Judicial

Academy2 . 100. O

performance appraisz
results of public
prosecutor ds

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.3.3. Conduct a comprehensive analysis prior to taking further steps in th
reform of the court network, including in terms of cost, efficiency and acces
to justice;

Aomprehensive analysis of the cog
efficiency and access to justice as
foundation for considering whethefurther
stepsare neededn the reform of the cour
network.

1. Regular monitoring of data using clear, previou
defined methodology:

- numberof courts and public prosecutors offices per 1
000 inhabitants;

- number of judges and public prosecutors per 100
inhabitants;

- average and maximum distances of courts and p
prosecutors offices from settlements on the territory of
courtorpubl i c prosecutorés o
- the conditions and scope of the exercise of the right to
legal aid;

- the conditions and scope of the exercise of the right
legal remedy;

-the amount of court fees;

-the number of cases per
office;

- the number of cases per judge and per public prosecl
- the costs of operation of the judicial network;

- duration of court proceedings (according to the matter
average;
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- numberof backlogged cases;

- number of old cases;

-number of admitted applications before the Europ
Court of Human Rights relating to the violation of the ri
to trial within a reasonable time.

TIMEFRAM
RESPONSIBLE FINANCIA L IMPLEMENTATIO N
M= AUTHORITY E/DEADLIN RESOURCES MESCEIT STATUS
1.3.3.1. | Production of a nd-term situation| -Working group| During Il and | -Budget of the Republic | Mid-term situation| Activity is almost
assessment taking into account conclusi| established by 1l quarter of of Serbia-61.756i assessment produced taki| completely implemented.
and recommendations from Functiorl Strategy 2016. into account conclusion
review, on the following: Implementation In 2016. and recommendations fro
Commission Functional review on thg
-judicial network in terms of costs, curre - Budgeted in activity | following:

state of play ofnfrastructure, efficiency an
access to justice;

-needs and scope of workload; workload
judges and public prosecutors especiq
taking into account human, materi
technical resources and possible furt
changes in structure of courts, recruitm
and education of staff.

(The same activity 1.3.4.1. and 1.3.5.1.)

1.2.1.1.(PA 2012 Judicial

Infrastructure Assessmen

Service Contraet
2.000.00@)

-Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.4.(IPA 2012
Judicial Efficiency--

4. 000. 000

-Budgeted in activity
1.1.3.1(IPA 2013
Strengthening the strateg
and administrative
capacities of HlJ@nd
SPC, Twinning contract

2.000.00Q¢

-judicial network in terms o
costs, current state of play
infrastructure, efficiency
and access to justice;

-needs
workload;

and scope

workload  of
judges and publig
prosecutors especiall
taking into account humar
material, technical resourcg
and possile further change
in structure of courts
election and education d
staff.
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*Complementary activitieg
of the project that do not
lead to double funding

1.3.3.2. | Further improving thénfrastructure judiciall -Ministry of Justice | Continuously, | Budget of the Republic of| Undertaken reform steps ¢
network, improvement of infrastructure a commencing Serbia, correction of infrastructuré
internal procedures, according to results| -High Judicial| from | quarter of the judicial network,
mid-term assessment from the activiti Council of 2017. Donations improvement of
1.3.3.1,1.3.4.1. and 1.3.5.1. infrastructure and interng
-State Prosecutoriz Costs currently unknown| procedures, according {
Council results of assessment
judicial network
-Supreme Court o
Cassation
-Republic  Public
Prosecuto
1.3.3.3. | Comprehensiveanalysisof implementation| -Expert team withl  During IV IPA 2016 Through a comprehensiv

of reform ofjudiciary with a view to examing
the impact of the reforms implemented afj
FunctionalReview of 2014.

the participation and
support of
representatives fron
following

institutions:  High
Judicial  Council,
State Prosecutorig
Council, Ministry of
Justice, Judicia|
Academy, Supremg
Court of Cassatiorn
and Republic Publig

Prosecuto

quarter 2017
and | quarter
of 2018.

- Budget currently
unknown

Apply for IPA 2016

analysis of the reform of
judiciary the impact of the
reforms implemented afteg
the 2014 Functional reviey
assessed.
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RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.3.4. Establish and implement a mediurterm human resource strategy for
the judiciary, based on an analysis of needs and workload, and bearing
mind possible further changes in the structure of courts, recruitment and

A mid-term human resoae strategy for the
judiciary, based on an analysis of needs
workload, and bearing in mind possih
further changes in the structure of cou

Clear staffing situation in the reformed judicia
establshed, the needs are defined and adequz
provided and it is taken care to the greatest ex

training; recruitment and training adopted a possible, that the workload is evenly distributed thro
. the system.
implemented.
TIMEFRAM
RESPONSIBLE FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATION
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY £/DEADLIN | REsouRCES RESULT STATUS
1.3.4.1. | Production of a mediusterm situation| -Working group| During Il and - Budgeted in activity | Mid-term situation| Activity is almost
assessment taking into account conclusi| formed by Strategy [l quarter of 1.3.3.1. Budget of the | assessment produced taki| completely implemented.
and recommendations from Functior] Implementation 2016. Republic of Serbia- into account conclusion

review on the following:

-judicial network in terms of costs, curre
state of play of infrastructurefficiency and
access to justice;

-needs and scope of workload; workload
judges and public prosecutors especis
taking into account human, materi
technical resources and possible furt
changes in structure of courts, election &
education of sté

(The same activity 1.3.3.1. and 1.3.5.1.)

Commission

61.7560)

- Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.1.(PA 2012 Judicial
Infrastructure Assessmen

Service Contraet
2.000.00@)

-Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.4(IPA 2012
Judicial Efficiency--

4. 000. 000

- Budgeted in activity
1.1.3.1(IPA 2013
Strengthening the strateg
and administrative
capacities of HIC and

and recommendations fron
Functional review on the
following:

-judicial network in terms o
costs, current state of play
infrastructure,  efficiency
and access to justice;

-needs
workload;

and scope

workload  of
judges and publig
prosecutors especiall
taking into account human
material, technical resourcg
and possible further chang
in structure of courts
election and education (
staff.
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SPC, Twinning contraet
2.000.000¢(

*Complementary activitieg
of the project that do not
lead to double funding

1.3.4.2. | In accordance with the results of t| -Working group| During Il and | -Budget of theRepublic | Midterm Strategy on huma
assessment from theactivities 1.3.3.1| established by IV quarter of of Serbia-3 0. 8 7 § resources in judiciary
1.3.4.1. and 1.35.1,, draw up and ad| Strategy 2016. prepared and adopted| Activity is partially
midterm Strategy on human resources| Implementation In 2016. addressing inter alia, th implemented.
judiciary which will, inter alia, address tff Commission following questions:
following questions: - Budgeted in activity
1.1.3.1 (PA 2013 -The number and structui
-The number and structure of judges g Strengthening the strategi of judges and prosecutors;
prosecutors; and administrative
capacities of HIC and | - Status, number an
-Status, number and structure of ifidl SPC, Twinning contract | structure of judicial
assistants and prosecutorial assistants; 2. 000. 00 @ assistants and prosecutor
assistants;
-Management, number and professio
structure of administrative staff in th -Management, number ar
judiciary. professional structure @
administratie staff in the
judiciary.
1.3.4.3. | Implementation of miderm Strategy or -High Judicial| Continuously, | Budget of the Republic of | Efficient implementation of
human resources in judiciary. Council commencing Serbia midterm Strategy on huma

-State Prosecutorig
Council

-Ministry of Justice

from | quarter
of 2017 IV
quarter of
20109.

Costs currently unknown,

resources in judiciary.
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RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.3.5. Ensure herewith a sustainable solution for workload imbalances;

Established efficient system for balancing {
workload for judges and public prosecutors

1. Number of cases per court;

2. Number of

3. Number of caseper judge;

4. Number of cases per public prosecutor or deputy py

cases

per pub

prosecutor.
TIMEFRAM
RESPONSIBLE FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATIO N
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY | £/DEAPLIN RESOURCES RESULT STATUS
1.3.5.1. | Production of a nd-term situation| -Working group| During Il and - Budgeted in activity | Mid-term situation| Activity is almost

assessment taking intaccount conclusion{ established by Il quarter of 1.3.3.1. Budget of the | assessment produced taki| completely implemented.
and recommendations from Functior] Strategy 2016. Republic of Serbia into account conclusion
review, on the following: Implemenation 61. 756 0| and recommendations fro

Commission Functional review on thg

-judicial network in terms of costs, curre
state of play of infrastructure, efficiency a
access to justice;

-needs and scope of workload; workload
judges and public psecutors especiall
taking into account human, materi
technical resources and possible furt
changes in structure of courts, selection
education of staff.

(The same activity 1.3.3.1. and 1.3.4.1))

- Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.1.(PA 2012 Judicial
Infrastructure Assessmen

Service Contraet
2.000.00@ )

-Budgeted iractivity
1.2.1.4(IPA 2012
Judicial Efficiency--

4. 000. 000

- Budgeted in activity
1.1.3.1 (PA 2013
Strengthening the strateg
and administrative
capacities of HIC and

following:

-judicial network in terms o
costs, current state of play
infrastructure,  efficiency
and access to justice;

-needs
workload;

and scope

workload  of
judges and publig
prosecutors especiall
taking into account humar
material, technical resourcg
andpossible further change
in structure of courts
election and education (¢
staff.
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SPC, Twinning contraet
2.000.000¢(

*Complementary activities
of the project thatlo not
lead to double funding

1.3.5.2.

Implementation of measures aimed
balancing the number of cases per judge
public prosecutor/deputy publiprosecutor
according to the results of the assessn
(e.g. encouraging voluntary mobility ¢
judicial office holders with adequat

compensation).

1.3.6. Implement the backlog reduction program, including introducing
alternative dispute resolution tools;

-High Judicial

Council

-State Prosecutorig
Council

-Ministry of Justice

Continuously,

commencing

from | quarter
of 2017.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia

Costs currently unknown,

Coherent implementation of the backl
reduction program and efficiently introduce
alternativedispute resolution tools.

Measures for balancing th
number of cases per judg
and public
prosecutor/deputy  publi
prosecutor are implemente
according to the results ¢
assessment.

2. Sustainable trend of reducing the total number
backloggedin particular old) cases;

3. Number of disputes resolved before mediator in

year,;

4. Number of transactions concluded via public notari

Sustainable trend of reducing the average duratio
court proceedings (per matter);
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1.3.61. AmendingOCivil Procedure Code in order { -Ministry of Justice | Amendments | Budget of the Republic of| AmendingOCivil Procedure| Activity is partially
improve efficiency particularly in part whic of legislationi Serbiaa7 1. 1 3 6| Code, whose provision| implemented.
deals with: service of documents, hearin{ -Supreme Court o] |V quarter of encourage efficiency, an
recording and discipline during th Cassation 2016. particularly in the pari
proceedings, particularly taking into accol relating to service of
EU standards and practices of thetHR and Quarterly In 2016. documents, recording d
the Constitutional Court and regul reporting on hearings and procedur
reporting to the Commission for thg the impact of discipling, aligned with EU
Implementation of the National Judici legislative standards and practices
Reform Strategy for the period 202818 on amendments the EGQGHR and the
the results of the implementation of t commencing Constitutional Court.
amended law. from | quarter

of 2017. Supreme Court 0
Cassation regularly repor
to the Commission for th
Implementation of the
National Judicial Reform
Strategy for the perio
20132018 on the results @
the implementation of th
amended law

1.3.62. | Amending Criminal Procedure Code in ord -Ministry of Justice | Amendments | Budget of the Republic of| Adopted new Crimina
to improve efficiency of the proceedings to the CPG | Serbia-7 1 . 1 3 6| Procedure Cogl which
particular in part dealing wittservice of | -Commission  for| quarter of provisions improve
documents, trial recording and disciplil monitoring the 2017. efficiency, particularly in
during the proceedings taking into accol implementation of part dealing withserviceof
EU standards, jurisprudence of the ECth the Criminal|  Quarterly In 2017. documents, trial recordin

and the Constitutional Court, as well
regular reporting to the Commission for t
Implementation of the National Judici
Reform Strategy for the period 262818. on
the results of the implementation of t
amended law (related activity 1.3.10.1.)

Procedure Code

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

-Republic  Public
Prosecuto

reporting on
the impact of
legislative
changes
commencing
from Il quarter
of 2017.

and discipline during thg
proceedings aligned wit
EU standards, jurisprudeng
of the ECtHR and the

Constitutional Court ang
regular reporting to th¢
Commission for the

Implementation of the
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National Judicial Reforn
Strategy for the period
20132018. on the results ¢
the implementation of th
amended law.

1.3.63. | Adoption of Law on Enforcement an( -Ministry of Justice | Amendments | -Budget ofthe Republic | Law on Enforcement an{ Activity is being
Security in order to improve efficiency ( to the law- 111 of Serbia7 1 . 1 3 6 Security adopted in order t successfully implemented.
enforcement procedure in accordance V| -Supreme Court o] quarter of improve  efficiency  of
RoOLE Project Report and erall | Cassation 2015. -Budgeted in activity | enforcement procedure i
Assessment of thEnforcementRegime of 1.3.7.1. [PA 2012-Efficient | accordance with g
Civil Claims in the Republic of Serbii -Chamber of bailiffs enforcement of court | comprehensive analysis
(Activity 1.3.7.1.) and regular reporting to tf decisions Service the enforcement system
Commission for the Implementation of tk Quarterly Contract 2.| theRepublic of Serbia.

National Judicial Reform Strategy for t reporting on

period 20132018 on the results of th the impact of Ministry of Justice
implementation of the amended law. legislative Chamber of Bailiffs and
changes In 2015. Supreme Court of Cassatid
commencing regularly report to the
starting from | Commission for the
quarter of Implementation  of the
2016. National Judicial Reforn
Strategy for the perio(
20132018. on the results @
the implementation of th

amended law.

1.3.64. | Amending Court Rules of Procedure in orq -Ministry of Justice | 1l quarter of | Budget of the Republic off Amended Court Rules @ L
to facilitate implementation of Uniforn 2015. Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 G Procedure in order t{ ACtVityis fully
BacklogReductionProgram. -Supreme Court o facilitate implementation o] implemented.

Cassation Uniform BacklogReduction
Program.
In 2015.
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1.3.65. | Amending Uniform backlog reductio| -Working Group for| Il quarter of | Budget of the Republic off Amended and advanc
program in accordance with initial results | the implementation 2016. Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 U Uniform BacklogReduction
implementation and the conclusions of { of the Uniform Program in accordance wit|
regular meetings of the Working Group f| Backlog Reduction initial results of
the implementation of thelniform Backlog| Programé® the implementation and th
Reduction Program Supreme Court 0 In 2016. conclusions of the regul

Cassation meetings of the Workin
Group for the
implementation of th
Uniform Backlog Reductio
Program

1.3.66. | Conduct analysis of cume Information and| -Ministry of Justice | |l quarter of Budgeted imactivity Analysis of  current
Communication Technology systems i 2016. 1.2.1.1. Information
regards to hardware, software, the currl -Expert team of Communication
data quality and human resources in cod USAID in (-Budget of the Republic Technology system
public prosecut or s |cooperation with of Serbia-1 2 . 8 9 7 conducted in regard t
focusing on urgentbut also medium an( relevant hardware, software, th
long-term necessity of changes|oag with | stakeholders  tha _MDTE/WB-1 7 . 5 g | current data quality an
identifying recommendations  for  if provides them human resources in cour
improvement. information .WUSAID-137. 00 |PU blic prose

and prisons, focusing o
- IPA 2012(Judicial urgent necessity of .chang
Infrastructure with recommendations of

(The same activity as 1.2.1.1. and 1.3.8.2,

AssessmentP.000.00a)

*Complementary activities
of the project that do not
lead to double funding

its improvement.
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1.3.67. Drawing up Guidelines which determirny -Working group that 1l quarter of Budgeted in activity Drawn up Guidelines whicl .
directions of ICT system development | includes 2016. 1.2.1.2. determine directions of ICT AC“V'W is fully
Serbia (conceptual model) and which incld participation of system development i| Implemented.
data on 'infr'astructure of Information a repregentatives fron (-Budget of the Republic Serbia angl which includ
Communication Technology arabsts of its| following of Serbia-1 7 . 2 g8 4 data on infrastructure o
maintenance, software and human resou| institutions: Information and
(the same activity 1.2.1.2. and 1.3.8.3 Ministry of Justice, TAEX-2 . 2500 Communication
Guidelines will be based on the results| High Judicial Technology and costs of it
Functional analysis of judiciary and Analyq Council, State maintenance, software ar
of current state of play (activity 1.2.1.| Prosecutorial human resources (the sar
1.3.6.6. and 1.3.8.2.). Council, Suprems activity 1.2.1.1.). Guideline

Court of Cassatior are based on the results

and Republic Publig Functional analysis o

Prosecuto judiciary and Analysis of
current state of play.

1.3.68. Institutionalization of coordination an -Working group| Commencing Budgeted in activity Coordination and Activity is being
management of ICT system through publ which includes| from Il quarter 1.2.1.3. management of ICT systel| successfully implemented.
private or  publiepublic  partnership| participation of of 2016. (Budget of the Republic | institutionalized  through
particularly taking into account th representatives O of Serbia-17.2&%0 ) public-private and public
elimination of the risks of corruption. Ministry of Justice, public partnership

High Judicial particularly  taking into

Council, Suprems account the elimination ¢

Court of Cassatior the risks of corruption.
(The same activity 1.2.3.and 1.3.8.6.) and Republic Publiq

Prosecuto

1.3.69. Developing activities and preparation | -Ministry of Justice | Il quarter of Budgeted in activity Plan of the activities an( Activity is almost
appropriate methodological instructions f 2016. 1.2.1.4. methodological instructioni completely implemented.

"cleaning" of existing data in accordan
with the recommendations of the previg
analyses, for the implementation

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

(IPA 2012 Judicial
Efficiency-4. 000 . 0O

for the process of "cleaning
the data in the ICT systel
defined on the basis ¢
recommendations fron
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methodological instructions for "cleaning
the data.

(Same activity 1.2.1.4, and 1.3.8.5.)

previously implemented
analyses of ICT systems.

1.3.610. | Organization of focused training of enders| -Judicial Academy, During Il and Budgeted in activity Cleandata in ICT system. | Activity is almost
of existing platforms for the use Ministry of Justice,| Ill quarter of 1.2.1.4. completely implemented.
methodological instructions for "cleanin¢ High Judicial 2016. (IPA 2012 Judicial
the data, the implementation of "cleanin Council, State Efficiency-4. 000 . O
and addition to the information in the 1Q Prosecutorial
system. Council, courts ang

public p I
offices
(Same activity 1.2.1.5, and 1836.)

1.3.6.1. | Drawing up protocol on input and exchan| -Working group| Il quarter of Budgeted in activity Defined training programy Activity is almost
of data (including scanning of documents)| which includes 2016. 1.2.1.6. for employees of thg completely implemermd.
ICT system with the aim of unification q participation of judiciary with the aim of
conduct in entire judicial systeas well as| representatives ¢ (-Budget of the Republic unifying theirconduct durin
training programs for employees of t| Ministry of Justice, of Serbia- 1 7 . 2 8 5 data input and processing
judiciary with the aim of improving th¢ High Judicial data in the ICT system, i
quality of the existing ICT platforms. Council, Suprems - Budgetedn activity accordance with aunified

Court of Cassatior 1.2.1.4( -IPA 2012 protocol.
(The same activity 1.2.1.6. and 1.3.8.7.) | and Republic Publig Judicial Efficiency-
Prosecuto 4 000. 000
-TAIEX-2 . 2500
Conducting trainings in accordance with {

1.3.6.02. | program definedthrough activity 13.6.11. | -Judical Academy, Conduct Budgeted in activity After conducted training
with the purpose of unification of conduct | Ministry of Justice, trainings: 1.2.1.4. input and exchange of da
input and exchange of data in ICT system| High Judicial| Commencing (IPA 2012 Judicial in ICT system is carried o

Council, State from IV Efficiency--4. 0 0 0 . ( in accordance to Protoc
Conduct periodic audits of case managen| Prosecutorial quarter of 2016 and is periodically adited
system entries to ensure accuracy, uniforn Council, all courts| and | quarter to ensure accuracy a
and consistency and compliance w| and public of 2017. consistency.

prosecutors offices
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institutional  solutions related to IC
management system of activities 1.316.1

(The same activity 1.2.1.7. and 1.3.8.8.)

Periodic audits
over
uniformity of
acting-
periodically,
commencing
from | quarter

of 2017.
1.3.6.8. | Maximize the use of case managem| -all courts I quarter of | Budget of the Republic of| Improvedcase managemet
systems through:electronic scheduling o 2016 IV Serbia-Regular activity | within the existing capacity
the hearings; quarter of of the ICT system by
2018. undertaking measures su

- data collection on the reasons of nq as:

maintenance of the hearings;

-electronic scheduling 0

- scheduling next hearing in standardiz the hearings;

time periods already when postponing 1

previous hearings. -data collection on thg
reasons of nomaintenance
of the hearings;

(Same activity under 1.2.1.8. and 1.3.8.9.) -scheduling next hearing i
standardized time peris
already when postponin
the previous hearings.

1.3.6.4. | Develop an assessment of the curr - Ministry of Justice| IV quarter of - Budgeted in activity | Established standards a

situation and determine the standards
methods for data exchange between bo
within the judicial systenfinteroperability of

existing ICT systems within the judiciary).

- Expert team

2016.

1.2.1.9. Budget of the
Republic of Serbia-
17.2850)

methods for data exchan
between bodies within th
judicial system.

Activity is
successfullymplemented

being
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(Same activity undet.2.1.9. and 1.3.80.)

- Budgetedn activity
1.2.1.4. [PA 2012- IPA
2012 Judicial Efficiency-

-4. 000.000
1.3.6.5. | Further improvement of ICT systems throu| - Ministry of Justice| Continuously, | P 3016 Measures aimed g
considerable investment in infrastructu commencing establishing a unified IC1
software and improvement of humg - Supreme Court of from IV Budget currently unknowr| system in theentire judicial
resources, with the aim of establishi| Cassation quarter of system,of the Republic of
uniform ICT system throughout the enti 2017. Apply for1 P 8016 Serbia are constantly beir
judicial system, and in accordance with § -Republic Public implemented througt
Guidelines that define the directions |Pr osecut o considerable investment i
development (conceptual model) of I( infrastructure, improvemen
system in the justice system of the Repul - State Prosecutoria of software and huma
of Serbia. Council resources.
(Same activity undet.2.1.10. and 1.3.8.11
1.3.6.6. | Amending Rules of Procedure on interrj -Ministry of Justice | Continuously, | Budget of theRepublic of | Rules of Procedure o| Activity is being
organization and systematization of jobs commencing Serbia-7 2 . 4 6 7| internal organization an( successfully implemented.
Ministry of Justice and employment of | from | quarter systematization of jobs i
experts in accordance with ne of 2016. In20162 9 . 9 1 7| Ministry of Justice amende
systematization. IN20172 1. 2 7 5| and IT experts employed i
In20182 1 . 2 7 5| accordance  with  ney
systematization.
1.3.6.77. | Amending Rules of Procedure on intery -Supreme Court o] Continuously, | Budget of the Republic of| Rules of Procedure o| Activity is partially
organization and systematization of jobs| Cassation commencing Serbia-7 2 . 4 6 7| internal organization an{ implemented.
Supreme Court of Cassation and employm from | quarter systematization of jobs i
of IT experts in accordance with ne of 2016. Supreme Court of Cassatic
systematization. INn20162 9 . 9 1 7| adopted and IT experts
INn20172 0 1 8 2 per | employed in accordanc
year with new systematization.
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1.3.618. | Formingand efficient work of théeams in| -Presidents of al| Continuously, | Budget of the Republic of| Established teams in cour| Activity is being
courts in charge of reduction of backlogg| Courts commencing Serbia-3 6 8 . 7 3 {in charge of reduction o successfully implemented.
cases. from IV backlogged cases.

quarter of 2014
and | quarter
of 2015. 20152018 92.1841 p ¢
year

1.3.619. | Signing of Memoranda on Cooperatig -Court Presidents § Continuously, | Budget of the Republic of| Memoranda on Cooperatig Activity is being
between courts and other relevant instituti¢ all levels commencing Serbia between courts and oth¢ successfully implemented.
and services (e.g. the Post office), with from IV relevant institutions, with
aim of efficient resolution of backloggg -Authorized persony  quarter of the aim of efficient
cases. representing 2014. resolution of backlogge

institutions ~ with Activity requiring cases signed.
whom ourts insignificant costs
cooperate  during
implementation  of
Uniform  backlog
reduction program
1.3.6.D. | Analyseand, if necessargdopt amendment{ -Ministry of Justice | Peiodically, - Budget of the Republic | Competences of notaries a Activity is being

to Law on Notaries and the set
accompanying laws, in accordance with {
standards, with the support of experts ¢
based on the results of implementation.

-Government of the
Republic of Serbia

-National Assembly|

commencing
from | quarter
of 2016.

of Serbia-7 1 . 1 3§
- GIZ Program for legal
and judicial reforms-

10.500.00

In 2015- 1.491.13@

periodically refined ang
amended, in line with result
of analyses;

Quality control system i
improved.

successfully implemented.
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In 20161 680.00@

* GIZ Program for Legal

and Judicial Reform has ¢

totalvalueofL 0. 5 m
starting in 2011.

1.3.6.2.. | Drawing up and adoptinggmainingby-laws | -Minister of Justice | Il quarter of Budgeted in activity By-laws envisaged in La
and Chamber regulations envisaged in L 2016. 1.3.6.D. on Notaries adopted.
on Notariesuch as: -Chamber of Publig
Notaries (-Budget of the Republic
- the Code of ProfessionBthics, of Serbia-7 1 . 1@&5 |
Program for legal and
- bylaws on monitoring and control by the judicial reforms
Ministry of Justice, 2.100.00@)
- training programs.
1.3.6.2. | Conducting of notary state exam an -Chamber of Publig Continuaisly, Costs are borne by | - Number of candidates f
appointment of additional number ¢ Notaries commencing | applicants for notarie exar notaries increased
notaries in accordance with the Law on tf from 11l and notarie position
Notariat and wlebook on the number off - Ministry of Justice|  quarter of - Increased number of
no t a rposegian® and thefficial seatsof 2015. notaries.
notaries.
- Notaries for the territory
of all basic courts
appointed
1.3.6.8. | Strengthening the capacity of the Ministry| -Ministry of Justice | Continuously, | -Budget of theRepublic | Capacities of th#linistry of

Justicedepartemenin charge of supervisio
of notary system.

commencing
from 11l
quarter of
2015.

of Serbia- 68.080I
-Budgetin activity
1.3.6.20(GIZ Program for

Justicedepartmenin charge
of supervision of work o
notary system strengthene




legal and judicial reforms
2.100.00@)

In 2015 5.1061
201620181 20.9911 per
year

Number of employees i
charge of supervision
notary system increased.

1.3.6.2. | Promotion of notay system -Ministry of Justice,| Continuously | Budget of the Republic of | Benefits of notary syste
Public Relationg Serbia-5.1060 and results of work o
Service notaries periodicall
presented.
-Chamber of Publiq In 2014 1.0180
Notaries 20152018 1.0224 per
year
1.3.6.5. | Further mplementation of trainings fg -Judicial Academy | Continuously | Budget of the Republic of| Trainings for notaries ar
notaries. Serbiai 21.00a organized regularly.
-Chamber of Publig
Notaries 20152018 5.25Q1 per
year
*Continuous training of
notaries is organized by
the Chamber, with costs
borne bynotaries
1.3.6.5. | Adoption of program for training of | -Ministry of Justice | Continuously, | Budget of the Republic of| Prograns for specialised
mediators and its implementation. commencing Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 4| training of mediators

-Judicial Academy
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-Other

organizations

accrediteq
an(

institutions

from lllquarter
of 2015.

In 2015.

*| mplementationcosts are
to be borne by mediators
and mediator candidates

adopted by relevan
organisations.

Basic and specialise
training of  mediatorg

regularly conducted.

Ministry of Justice keep
updated records of all issue
certificates on complete
training.

1.3.627. | Continuous updating of Registry of | -Ministry of Justice | Continuously, | Budget of the Republicof | Registry  of Mediators| Activity is being
Mediators and improvement ofaccess td commencing Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 0| continuously updatedand | successfully implemented.
information on licensed mediatorand from Il access to information o
accredited training institutions quarter of In 2015. licensed mediators and

2015. accredited training
institutionsimproved.
Activity is fully

1.3.628. | Establishment of the Commission for t| -Ministry of Justice | [V quarter of | Budget of the Republic of| Commission for thg implemented.
revocation of the license for mediation by { 2015. Serbia=2 0 4 . 2 4 ( revocation ofthe license for
Minister of Justice and systematization of mediation established an
adequate number of jobs in the Ministry systematization of a
Justice to conduct professional @ adequate number of jobs
administrative tasks for the Commissioms 201520185 1 . OO | the Ministry of Justice
well as keep of the Register of Mediators ¢ year performed.
monitor over the implementation of th
training programs.

Activity is being
1.3.629. | Raising public awareness of mediation g -Ministry of Justice,| Continuously, | -Budget of the Republic | Information on mediatior] successfully implemented.

improvement of promotion of alternatiy
dispute resolution through the activities su
as:

-Publishing information on the website;

Public
Service

Relations

commencing
from 111
quarter of
2014.

of Serbia-2.5530

-Bi | at e-rTlzelgood
governance fond of the
United Kingdom

system is easily and widel
accessable.
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* Agreements regarding

-Publication of informative brochures ar the value of the project ar

public service announcements; in progress

-Informing the media; In.2014509
20152018 5110 per year

-Designing infographics

-Organizing round tables and workshops

1. Trend of reduction of the number of backlogged cg
in enforcement;

1.3.7. Strengthen the enforcement of judgments, in particular in civil caseg Improved efficiency of enforcement

judgments in particular in civil law cases.

2. Reducechverage duration of enforcement proceedi

Adoption of new Law on Enforcement an( -Ministry of Justice | |V quarter of | -Budget of the Republic | Law on Enforcement ang

Security  considering results an 2015. of Serbia7 1 . 1 3 € Security adopted,
recommendations containeith the ROLE| -Government of the considering

Project Report and ¥&rall Assessment of th| Republic of Serbia - IPA 20127 Efficient recommendations containe
EnforcementRegime ofCivil Claimsin the enforcement of court | i the ROLE Assessme
Republic of Serbia, providing for, il -National Assembly decisbnsi Service Report, in particular:
particular:

contract2.000.00@
- Scope of competences

- Broadening o_f scc?pe of competences In 20141.000.00G enforcemer.1t officers

enforcement officers; broadened;
In2015891. 13

- Transferal of old utility cases int In 2016 until Jun

competence of enforcement officers a 180.00@
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regulation of expenses and fees in th
proceedings;

- Introduction of mandatory initial trainin
for enforcement officer candidates.

- Old  utility cases
transferred into competend
of enforcement officers;

- Mandatory initial training
for enforcement office
candidates introduced.

1.3.7.2. | Enacting of byaws and Chambe - Ministry of [l quarter of | -Budget of the Republic | Necessary bjaws and| Activity is fully
regulations necessary for implementation| Justice 2016. of Serbia- 17.284i Chamber regulation{ implemented.
Law on Enforcement and Security, enacted,;
particular for: - Chamber of -Budgeted in1.3.7.1.(PA
Enforcement 20127 Efficient Initial and  continuous
- Establishingclearly defined professiong Officers enforcement of court | training  program  and
standards and reporting criten decisions Service materials enacted.
(substantive and financial), profession - Judicial Academy contract2 . 000). O
ethics, disciplinary proceedings, a
system of monitoring and control by tk In 2016
Ministry of Justice and the Chamber, fo
functional and transparent sgst of
accountability of enforcement officers;
- Conducting initial and continuous trainir
programs.
1.3.7.3. | Regular nonitoring and control of thg -Ministry of Justice | Continuously, | Budget of the Republic of| Regular monitoringof the | Activity is being

implementation of theystemof enforcement
officers by the Chamber of Enforcement]
Officers and Ministry of Justice, 4
prescribed by the Law on Enforcement 3
Security and relevant bBaws,

Regular reporting totgategy Implement&in

Commission and undertaking ofecessary

-Chamber of bailiffs

-Strategy
Implementation
Commission

commencing
from Il
quarter of
2015.

Serbiaa1 0. 212

20152018 2.553] per year

guality andefficiency of he
system through:

- Statistical reports on wor
of enforcement officers;

swceessfully implemented.
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measures in ordeto solve problems an
improve quality of work and efficiency

- Regular reports by th
Chamber of Enforcement
Officers;

- Number of performe
inspections in enforceme
of ficerso6 of

- Number of disciplinar
proceedings initiated an

completed, includin
number of impose
sanctions.

Necessary measur
undertaken, whe
necessary.

1.3.7.4.

Improvement othe efficiency ofthe system
of enforcemenbfficersin accordance with
the results contained in the RoLE Proje
Report and ®@erall Assessment of th
EnforcementRegime of Civil Claims the
Law on Enforcement and Security a
problemsnotedin the course afmonitoring of
functioning of the system throug
implementation of measures such as:

- Establishment ofa special departmen

internal panel of the Chamber
Enforcement Agents to monitor and
determine  fulflment of professiong

standards by rdorcement officers and
process complaints against them

-Ministry of Justice

-Chamber of
Bailiffs/Enforceme
nt agents

- Judicial Academy

Continuously,
commencing
from IV
quarter of
2015.

-Budgeted in activity

1.3.7.1(IPA 20127
Efficient enforcement of
court decishnsi Service

contract2.000.00@ )

-Budget of the Republic
of Serbiai currently
unknown

Efficiency and standards o
performanceof system of
enforcement officer
improved, visible through:

- statistical reports on wor
of enforcement officers;

- number
oversight
of ficerso

of performe
in enforceme
of
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- Administrative capacity building fo
employees of Ministry of Justice charg
with oversight of work of enforcemer
agents;

- Regularlyconducting continuous training ¢
enforcement officers, includingorrective
training as gossiblesanction forestablished
irregularities in the work of enforceme
officers;

-Disseminate information oprocedurefor
complaint against enforcement agents.

1.3.7.5.

Improvement of efficiency of judicial
enforcement in line with the results of t
RoLE Project Report and \erall
Assessmerthrough enacting of theaw on
Enforcement andSecurity, in particular,
through:

- more precise procedural provisions whi
shall eliminate present ambiguities caus
excessive delay in proceedings;

- detailed and unambiguous provisions
enforcement opecuniary claims against re
property as most valuable assets;

- more precise provisions on division

competences between courts &
enforcement agents;
- harmonising of caslaw through

introduction of right to appeal (jurisdiction (

higher courts);

-Ministry of Justice

-Supreme Court 0
Cassation

-Basic and
Commercial courts

-Judicial Academy

Continuously,

commencing

from | quarter
of 2016.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbiai currently
unknown

* Pending theenactment of
the Law on Enforcement
and Security.

Improvement ofefficiency
of judicial enforcement i
line with the results of th
RoOLE Project Report an
Overall Assessment, th
Law on Enforcement an
Security and the Strategy
and the accompanyin
Action Plan for the
improvement of the judici
systemof enforcement, wit
resultsvisible through:

-Decrease in duration
enforcement proceedings;

-Decrease in number
backlogged cases.
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- increasing of the scope of competenoéq
enforcement officers thereby reducin
excessive workload of the courts

-training  of enforceme
proceedings;

judges on

-application of therelevant parts of thg
Strategy and the accompanying Action P
for the Improvement of thadudicial System
of Enforcementincluding Special set off
measures for solving the backlog

enforcement cases in the courts Sarbia
20152018 adopted on 18 November 2014

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.3.8. Gradually develop ane-Justice system as a means to improve th
efficiency, transparency and consistency of the judicial process, building o
the existing automated case management system. Ensure the visibility
reliable and consistent judicial statistics and introduce a sysm to monitor
the length of trials;

Developed an-gustice system as a means
improve the efficiency, transparency a
consistency of the judicial process, buildi
on the existing automated case managen
system. Ensured the visibility of reliableda
consistent judicial statistics and introduce
system to monitor the length of trials.

1.

Increased number of statistical parameters of efficie
of judiciary that can be monitored by means
Information and Communication Technology;

Possibility of atual monitoring of length of cour
proceedings by introducing the uniform case numbe

Perception of transparency of the court proceed
through availability of data via Information arn
Communication Technology (judicial office holde
attorneys, cizens);

Perception of data transparency, in relation to
efficiency of the judiciary, through availability of da
via Information and Communication Technolo
(judicial office holders, attorneys, citizens).

96



1.3.8.1. | Amending Court Rules of Procedure in p| -Working group of| Continuously, Item 1- Budget of the Amended Court Rules
dealing with: Ministry of Justice] commencing Republic of Serbia Procedure in part related
in charge off from Il quarter 30.878i criteria for defining input o
1. Criteria for defining input of dat{ defining data input of 2015. data based on a previou
based on a previously defined list defined list of data whic
data, the input of which is necessary| -Ministry of Justice input is necessary to monit
monitor the statistical parameters In 2015. the statisticaparameters o
efficiency of judiciary by using -Supreme Court o judiciaryos
Information and Communicatio| Cassation using Information an
Technology, and in particular of leng Communication
of proceedings. -High Judicial ltem 2 Costs currently | Technology.
Counsil unknown
Activity linked with items 2.3.4.1., 2.3.4.2.
2. Introduction of a system that envisag
assignment of uniform number to court ¢4
file, which is retained until conclusion ¢
legal remedies proceedings (linked w
activities insubchapter Il, anttorruption)
1.3.8.2. | Conduct analysis of current Information a| -Ministry of Justice | |l quarter of Budgeted in activity Analysis of curren
Communication 2016. 1.2.1.1. Information

Technology systems in regards to hardwg
software, thecurrent data quality and humg
resources in court
offices and prisons, focusing on urgebtit
also medium and lonterm changes, alon(
with recommendations for their
improvement.

-Expert team of
USAID in
cooperation  with
relevant
stakeholders  tha
provides them
information

(-Budget of the Republic

of Serhiaa12. 897
-MDTF/WB-17 . 595
-USAID-137. 000

Communication

Technology system
conducted in regard t
hardware, software, th

current data quality an
human resources in cour
publ i c prose
and prisons, focusing o
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(The same activity as 1.2.1.1. and 1.3.8.2,

-IPA 2012- Judicial
Infrastructure Assessmen
2.000.00@)

urgent necessity of change
with recommendations fo
its improvement.

1.3.8.3. | Drawing up Guidelines which determirl -Working group| Il quarter of Budgeted in activity Drawn up Guidelines whicl -
directions of ICT system development | which includes 2016. 1.2.1.2. determine directions of IC Activity is fully
Serbia (conceptual model) and which incly paticipation of system development i| Implemented.
data on infrastructure of Information al representatives of (-Budget of the Republic | Serbia (conceptual mode
Communication Technology and costs of of Serbia-1 7 . 2 8 5§ and which include data o
maintenance, softwand human resource| Ministry of Justice, infrastructure of
Guidelines will be based on the results| High Judicial -TAIEX-2 . 2 5 0 (] Information and
Functional analysis of judiciary and Analyq Council, State Communication
of current state of play (activity 1.2.1.| Prosecutorial Technology and costs of it
1.3.6.6. and 1.3.8.2.). Council, Suprems maintenance, software ar|
Court of Cassatior human resourceg
and Republic Publig Guidelines are based on t
Prosecuto *Complementary activities results of Functiona
(The same activity 1.2.2.and 1.3.6.7.). of the project that do not| analysis of judiciary ang
lead to double funding | Analysis of current state g
play (activity 1.2.1.1,
1.3.6.6. and 1.3.8.2.).
1.3.8.4. | Institutionalization of coordination an| -Working group| Commencing Budgeted in activity Coordination and Activity is being
management of ICT system through publ which includes| from Il quarter 1.2.1.3. management of ICT systel successfully implemented.
private  or publiepublic  partnershig participation of of 2016. (Budget of the Republic | institutionalized through
particularly taking into account th representatives O of Serbial 7 . 2 8 5| public-private and public
elimination of the risks of corruption. Ministry of Justice, public partnership
High Judicial particularly  taking into
Council, State account the eliminatiorof
Prosecutorial the risks of corruption.
(The samectivity 1.2.1.3. and 1.3.8.) Council, Supremg

Court of Cassatior
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and Republic Publig
Prosecuto

1.3.8.5. | Developing activities and preparation | -Ministry of Justice | |l quarter of Budgeted in activity Plan of the activities anq Activity is almost
appropriate methodological instructions f{ 2016. 1.2.1.4. methodological instructionj compketely implemented.
"cleaning” of existing data in accordan| -Supreme Court 0 (IPA 2012 Judicial for the process of "cleaning
with the recommendations of the previg Cassation Efficiency-4. 0 0 0 . 0| the data in the ICT syste
analyses, for the implementation defined on the basis ¢
methodological instructions for "cleaning recommendations fron
the data. previously implemente
analyses of ICT systems.
(Same activity 1.2.1.4, and 1.36.
1.3.8.6. | Organization of focused training of emders| Judicial Academy| During Il and Budgeted in activity Clean data in ICT system. | Activity is almost
of existing platforms for the wuse ¢ Ministry of Justice,| Il quarter of 1.2.1.4. completely implemented.
methodological instructions for "cleaning High Judicial 2016. (IPA 2012 Judicial
the data, the implementation of "cleanin Council, State Efficiency-4. 000 . O
and addition to the information in the 1Q Prosecutorial
system. Council, courts ang
publ i c p 1
offices
(Sameactivity 1.2.1.5, and 1.3.60])
1.3.8.7. | Drawing up protocol on input and exchan| -Working group| Il quarter of Budgeted in activity Defined training programy Activity is almost
of data (including scanning of documents)| which includes 2016. 1.2.1.6. for staff in the judiciary with| completely implemented.
ICT system with the aim of unification q participation of the aim of unifying their

conduct in entirgudicial system and trainin
programs for staff in the judiciary with th
aim of improving the quality of the existin
ICT platforms.

representatives ¢
Ministry of Justice,

High Judicial
Council, State
Prosecutorial

Council, Supreme

Court of Cassatior

(-Budget of the Republic
of Serbia-17 . 2 8§

- IPA 2012 Judicial
Efficiency-4 . 000 .

-TAIEX-2 . 250

actions in entering an
processing data in the IC
system, iraccordance with
unique protocol.
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(The same activity 1.2.1.6. and 1.35)1

and Republic Publig
Prosecuto

Conductingof trainings in accordance wit

1.3.8.8. | the pogram defined in activity 3.8.7. with | -Judicial Academy Conduct Budgeted in activity After conducted training
the purpose of unification of conduct of inp Ministry of Justice,| trainings: 1.2.1.4. input and exchange of da;
and exchange of data in IGstem. High Judicial| Commencing (IPA 2012 Judicial in ICT system is carried o
Council, State from IV Efficiency-4. 0 0 0 . 0| in accordance to Protoc
Uniformity of acting and periodicg Prosecutorial quarter of and is periodically verified.
verification of compliance with institutiong Council, all courts 2016.
solutions related to ICT management syst and public
of activities 1.3.8.4. prosecutors offices
(The same activity 1.2.1.7. and 1.38)1 Supervision
over
uniformity of
acting-
periodically,
commencing
from | quarter
of 2017.
1.3.8.9. | Maximize the use of casenanagemen| -all courts | quarter of Regular activity Improved case manageme
systems through: 2016 IV within the existing capacity
quarter of of the ICT system by
-electronic scheduling of the hearings; 2018. undertaking measures su

-data collection on the reasons of Rq
maintenance of the hearings;

-scheduling next hearing in standardized ti

periods already when postponing t
previous hearings.

(Same activity uner 1.2.1.8. and 1.3.63])

as:

-electronic scheduling o
the hearings;

-data collection on the
reasons of nomaintenance
of the hearings;

-scheduling next hearing i
standardized time perioc

Activity is
successfully implemented.

being
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already when postponin
the previous hearings.

1.3.8.10. | Develop an assessment of the currl - Ministry of Justice| IV quarter of Budgeted in activity Established standards and
situation and determine the standards 2016. 1.2.1.9. methods for data exchang
methods for data exchange between | - Expert team between the bodies within
bodies within the judicial syster (-Budget of the Republic | the judicial system.
(interoperability of existing ICT systen of Serbia-17 . 2 8§
within the judiciary).

- IPA 2012 Judicial
Efficiency-4. 000 . O

(Same activity 1.2.1.9. and 1.3.6)1

1.3.8.11 | Further improvement of ICT systems throu| - Ministry of Justice| Continuously, | P3016 Measures aimed g
considerable investment in infrastructu commencing establishing unified ICT|
software and improvement of hum¢ -Supreme Court of from IV -Budget currently systems in the justice syste
resources, with the aim of establishing uniq Cassation quarter of unknown. of theRepublic of Serbia ar
ICT system throughout the entire judic 2017. constantly being
system, and in accordance with th¢ Republic Public -Apply for | P 8016 implemented through

Guidelines that define the directions
development (conceptual model) of IQ
system in the justice system of the Repul
of Serbia.

(Same activity undet.2.1.D. and 1.3.6.%.)

Prosecuto

- State Prosecutorig
Council

considerable investment i
infrastructure, improvemen
of software and huma
resources.

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR
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1.3.9. Improve consistency of jurisprudence through judicial means
(consider simplification of the court system by abolishing courts of mixeq
jurisdiction and possibility to file an appeal before the Supreme Court of
Cassation based on legal grounds against any final decision) and msaring
complete electronic access to court decisions and motivations and the

publication within a reasonable amount of time;

Improved consistency ofifisprudence in al
areas of law; judicial decisions and judic
motivations are timely published
available electronic data bases.

in ¢

Established uniform and comprehensive electrg
database of jurisprudence available to everyone, w
is in complance with regulations governing dg
confidentiality and protection of personal data result
in a greater uniformity of jurisprudence;

Number of accepted aplications againt Republic
Serbia because violation of Article 6 paragraph
European Convenan for Human Rights befor
ECHR;.

Numberof accepted Constitutional complaint beca
violation of Article 32 of Constitution of thr Republ
of Serbia before Constitutional Court of Republic
Serbia based on inconsistent jurisprudence;

Positive opinion from European Commission, state
Annual Progress Report on Serbia, concerning prog
achieved in the field of uniformity and availability
jurisprudence.

TIMEFRAM

RESPONSIBLE FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATIO N
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY | E/DEADLIN RESOURCES RESULT STATUS
1.3.9.1. | Conduct analysis of the normati\ -Working group forf Commencing | -Budget of the Republic | Conducted analysis g Activity is partially
framework which regulates: the issue | legal analysis of from Il quarer of Serbia-3 0 . 8 7 § normative framework whicl implemented.
binding of jurisprudence, right to leg{ constitutional of 2014 11 regulates: the issue (¢
remedy and jurisdiction for deciding on leqg framework on quarter of -TAIEX-2 . 250 | binding of jurisprudence
remedy; publishing judicial decisions al judiciary in the 2016. right to legal remedy an

judicial reasoningtaking into account thg¢
views of the Venice Commission.

Republic of Serbia

-Working  group,
established by
Minister of Justice,
for analysis of lawg
and bylaws which
regulae issues of

-Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.4(IPA 2012

Judicial Efficiency-
4. 000. 000
In 2015.

jurisdiction for deciding on

legal remedy; publishing
judicial  decisions  anc
judicial reasoning taking

into account the views of th
Venice Commission.
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binding of
jurisprudence  ang
principled positions
and publishing of
judicial  decisions
and rationale

-Working group for
analysis of
availability of right
to legal remedy ang

jurisdiction for
deciding on lega
remedies
1.3.9.2. | Defining rules which regulat¢ -Ministry of Justice | Il quarter of -Budget of the Republic | Judicial  decisions are | Activity is almost
anonymization of judicial decisionsin 2016. of Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 | anonimized prior to their| completely implemented.
different areas of lawprior to their| -Supreme Court o announcement, i
announcement in accordance to rules| Cassation -Budgeted in activity | accordance to rules ¢
European Court for Human Rights. 1.2.1.4.(IPA 2012 European Court for Huma
Judicial Efficiency-- Rights.
4. 000. 000
In 2016.
1.3.9.3. | Amending normative framework whic| -Supreme Court o] Commencing | -Budget of the Republic | Normative frameworl] Activity is partially
regulates: the issue of binding Cassation from 111 of Serbia-7 1 . 1 3 g which regulates: the issue { implemented

jurisprudence; right to legal remedy a
jurisdiction for deciding on legal remed
publishing judicial decisions and judici
reasoning.

-Ministry of Justice

-Government of the
Republic of Serbia

-National Assembly|

quarter of
2016.

-Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.4( IPA 2012

JudicialEfficiency -
4. 000. 000
In 2016.

binding of jurisprudence
right to legal remedy an
jurisdiction for deciding on
legal remedy; publishing
judicial  decisions  anc
judicial reasonings in line
with EU stamlards and the

best practice
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1.3.9.4. | Improving access to regulations and case | -Public Enterprisg Continuously, Establishment of Comprehensive electroni Activity is being
through establishment and promotion | A Of f i c ieadl | commencing electronic databases databases and  widel successfully implemented.

comprehensive and widely availal from IlI Budgeted in activity available electronig

electronic databases of legislation and c¢| -Supreme Court o] quarter of 1.2.1.4(IPA 2012 databases of legislation ar

law, with respecto the provisions governin{ Cassation 2014. Judicial Efficiency-- case law, with respect to th

data confidentiality and personal dg 4. 000 . 00 0] provisions governig data

protection, and bearing in mind th - Judicial academy confidentiality and persong

provisions of the Law on publishing laws a Implementation of data protection, and bearir

other regulations, the Law on Judic electronic databases in mind the provisions of th

Academy and the Law on Courts. Budget of the Republic of| Law on publishing laws an

Serbia’i currently other regulations, the La

unknown, as of 2017. | on Judicial Academy an

the Law on Courtg

established and regular

updated and improved.
1.3.9.5. | Capacity strengthening and improvement| -Supreme Court o] Continuously | -Budget of the Republic | Capacities and efficiency ¢

efficiency of operation of departments f
jurisprudence in Supreme Court of Cassati
courts on Republic level and appella
courts.

Cassation

-Administrative
Court

-Commercial
Appellate Court

-Misdemenaur

Appellate Court

commencing
from Il quarter
of 2015.

of Serbia- Cost currently
unknown.
-MDTF/WB-5 2. 7 8

In 2015.

operation of department fg

jurisprudence in the
Supreme Court o]
Cassation  courts on

Republic level and appellat
courts are continuously
improved.

Activity is being
successfully implemented.
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and take corrective measures where needed.

1.3.10.1. | Commission for monitoring th
implementation of the Criminal Procedu
Code reports quarterly and annually to
Strategy  Implementation  Commissio
whereby it provides an overview 0O
deficiencies in the implementation of tl
Criminal Procedure Code and sugge
potential measures to remedy identifi
problems, particularly given the impact of t
introduction of the prosecutoria
investigation on the backlog.

-Appellate courts o
general jurisdiction

1.3.10. Monitor the implementation of the new Criminal Procedure Code¢

-Commission  for
monitoring the
implementation of
Criminal Procedurg
Code

-Strategy
Implementation
Commission

Established efficient system for monitori
the implementation of the new Crimin
Procedure Code and measures impleme
for improvement of the Code and i

implementation.

Continuously,

commencing

from | quarter
of 2015.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia-6 1. 755

20152018 15.4391
year

P ¢

Commission for monitorin
the implementation of th
Criminal
reports
annually to the Strateg
Implementation
Commission
provides an overview o
deficiencies in

implementation  of
Criminal

sggests
measures to
identified
particularly  given

impact of the introduction o

Opinion concerning efficiency of the implementation
Criminal Procedure Code stated by the Commissior
monitoring the implementation of Criminal Procedt
Cock in its quarterly and annual reports to the Strat
Implementation Commission;

Positive opinion by European Commission
efficiency of implementation of Criminal Procedu
Code stated in Annual Progress Report on Serbia.

Procedure Cod
quarterly  an

whereby

Procedure Cod
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the
investigation
backlog.

Implementation Commissionecommended
implementation of corrective measure
quarterly report to the  Strateg
Implementation  Commission on th
implementation of recommended measure

Prosecuto

-Supreme Court 0
Cassation
-High Judicial
Council

-State Proscutorial
Council

-Ministry of Justice
-Strategy

Implementation
Commission

commencing
from Il quarter
of 2015.

Serbia-1 0 .

20152018 2.5531
year

212

p €

1.3.10.2. | Strategy Implementation Commission, on { -Strategy Continuously, -Budgeted in activity | Strategy  Implementatio
basis of the report of the Commission { Implementation commencing | 1.3.10.1. Budget of the | Commission, on the basis
monitoring the implementation of th Commission from Il quarter Republic of Serbia the report of th
Criminal Procedure Code, recommer of 2015. 61. 755 0) | Commission for monitorin
undertaking measures to compet the implementation ofthe
institutions aimed at eliminating identifie -TAIEX 2 . 250 | Criminal Procedure Cod
problems. recommends  undertaki
In 2015. measures to compete
institutions aimed a
eliminating identified

problems.
1.3.10.3. | Competent institutions to which Strate( -Republic ~ Public| Continuously, | Budget of the Republic of| Competent institutions t

which
Implementation
Commission recommend
implementation
corrective
quarterly

Strateg

report to
Strategy  Implementatio
Commission on
implementation of
measures.
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1.3.11. Conduct a midterm review at the end of 2015 as well as an impa
assessment in 2018 of the results generated by the 2013 Strategy and
revised action plan. Define on that basis and where needed measures

cover the remaining period up until acession.

A mid-term review assessed the impact of
reform of judiciary for period up until 201
and an impact assessment on that basis se
to define measures for period after 2018

until accession.

1. Data from analysis

of miterm results of

implementation of reform in 2015;

2. Data from impact assessment for the period up

2018;

3. Measures planned for period from 2018 up u
accession, based on an analysis of thetsrich results
and projection for period until 2018.

TIMEFRAM

RESPONSIBLE FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATIO N
ASUIAISS AUTHORITY E/DEADLIN RESOURCES NESELY STATUS
Activity is fully
1.3.11.1. | Conduct a migerm review or analysis, as { -Ministry of Justice | 1V quarter of | -Budget of the Republic | The Action Plan for| implemented.
2015, of implementation of National Judici 2015. of Serbiaa 6 1 . 7 5 § implementation of Nationa
Reform Strategy for the period 202818 | -Strategy Judicial Reform Strategy fo
and updating the Action Plan fq Implementation -TAIEX-2 . 250 |the period 2012018
implementation of National Judicial Refor] Commission updated in line witta mid
Strategy for the period 2013018. tem review or analysiof
In 2015 17.689 implementation  of the
20162018 15.4391 p ¢ National Judicial Reform
year Strategy for le period
20132018.
1.3.11.2. | Within  Comprehensive  analysis -Expert team withi  During IV IPA 2016 An impact assessment
implementation of reform of judiciary the participation ang quarter of 2017, implementation, in  the
conduct an impact assessment | support of| and | quarter -Budget currently period until 2018, of: a
implementation, in the period until 2018, ¢ representatives fron of 2018. unknown. National Judicial Reforn
a) National Judicial Reform Strategy for t| following Strategy for the perio
period 20132018 and b)Action Plan for| institutions: High -Apply for IPA2016 20132018 and b) Action
implementation of National Judicial Refor| Judicial  Council, Plan for implementation o

Strategy for the period 2013018.

(Connected activity 1.3.3.3.)

State Prosedorial
Council, Ministry of
Justice, Judicia
Academy, Supremg
Court of Cassatior

the  National Judicial
Reform Strategy for thg¢
period 20132018 has been
conducted vithin Functional

analysis of judiciary
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and Republic Publig
Prosecuto

1.3.11.3. | Proposing measures which will cover peri -Ministry of Justice | During Il and | Budget of the Republic of| Proposal isBased on ar

remaining up until accession. Proposal v [l quarters of Serbia impact  assessment

be based on an impact assessment| -Strategy 2018. implementation in  the
implementation in the period until 2018 of:| Implementation Currently unknown period until 2018 of: a
National Judicial Reform Strategfpr the | Commission National Judicial Reforn
period 20132018 and b) Action Plan fo Strategy for the perio
implementation of National Judicial Refor 20132018 and b) Action
Strategy for the period 2013018. Plan for implementation o

National Judicial Reform
Strategy for the pard
20132018 measures whicli
cover period remaining u
until accessiomre defined.

1.4WAR CRIMES

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT | OVERALL RESULT IMPACT INDICATOR

1. New prioritized and serious allegatio
prosecuted in line with prosecutori
strategy;

All priority and serious allegations in accordance W 5
1.4.1 Ensure that all allegations are properly investigated and subsequent g;czjsgﬁuttrg;gl f(f:r\?vt;rgz:/ri?r?gse h?/inbgreonpig)r/n;)?\eﬁsc?g\
prosecuted and tried; full and accurate implementation of internatior
standards concerning the support of victims ali
witnesses and their protection.

Number of proceedings completed with fir
judgment;

3. Positive reports to the Security Coun
stbmitted by the Chief Prosecutor a
President of the International Tribunal for t
Prosecution of Persons Responsible
Serious Violations of Internationg
Humanitarian Law Committed in th
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Territory of the Former Yugoslavia sing
1991;

other relevan
negovernmental

Positive repdas from
governmental and
organizations;

Publ ic Opinion Su
perceptions whether the suspects for
crimes are properly investigated a
punished;

Duration of the proceedings (efficie
investigative and qg-investigative actions);

Quiality of proceedings and judgments 1
war crimes in comparison to internation
standards.

ACTIVITIES

RESPONSIBLE
AUTHORITY

TIMEFRAME/DEADL
INE

FINANCIAL
RESOURCES

IMPLEMENTATIO

RIESLLY N STATUS

1.4.1.1.

Adoption and effectivémplementation of the
National Strategy for investigation ar
prosecution of war crimes.

-Drafting, public debate and adoption of t
Strategy

- Implementation of National Strategy

(The same activity 1.4.3.1.)

-Working group
established by
Minister of Justice,
comprised of
representatives of
the institutions
with jurisdiction in
war crimes and
academic
community

-Experts and civil
society

| quarter of 208. (for
adoption)

Continuously,
commencing from |
quarterof 2016. (for

implementation)

Budget of the Republic of

Serbiaa7 1. 6 2 2

In 20152 O .
In 20161 6 .
In 20171 6 .
In 20181 6 .

© © ©~
NENENN )

A DMO

National Strategy fo
investigation and

Activity is being
successfully
implemented.

prosecution of wa
crimes adopted an
being effectively
implemented.
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- Government of
the Republic of
Serbia

1.4.1.2.

Considering  austerity measures 4
procedures prescribed by Government of
Republic of Serbia, as well as transfer
cases dynamics, gradually strengthening
capacities of WaOfficeC
(WCP) through electing: deputy publ
prosecutor and hiring/transfer
prosecutorial assistants:

-two deputies special prosecutor Il quar
one assistant/advisor during Il quarter
2015;

-two deputies special prosecutor and th
assistants/advisors during | quarter of 201

-one deputy special prosecutor and t
assistants/advisors during | quarter of 201

one deputy special prosecutor during
quarter 2018;

one deputy special prosecutor and (
assistant/advisor during IV quarter 2018;

Potential recruitment of military experts
line with prosecutorial strategy (1 quart
2016)

-State Prosecutorig
Council

-War Crime
Prosecutor Office

-Ministry of Justce

Continuously,
commencing froni |
quarter 206.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbiael . 342 . 7

In20156 8 .

In20163 33 . 131
IN2017431. 94
INn2018509. 49

172

Strengthened
capacities of Wal
Cri mes Pr
Office through
electing specia
posecut or d
and
employment/transfer
of pros
assistants.
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1.4.1.3.

Developing the Draft Prosecutorial Strate
for investigation and prosecution of w
crimes in Serbia in the light of th
Completion Strategy of the ICTY and Drg
National Strategy for investigation ar
prosecution of war crimes, with th
involvement and support of the ICTY, MIC]
ICC, Regional prosecutors and NG(
establishing:

-the criteria for the selection of war crin
cases and creation of the list of priority a
more important war crime cases that must
resolved in order to fulfill obligation that a|
allegations are properly investigated and t
all priority and important cases a
subsequently prosecuted anddrie

The Strategy shall be based on the follow|
principles:

- maintaining autonomy of the WCH
through, inter alia, provision of adequg
staffing;

crimin

-focused investigations and

prosecutions;
- investigating and prosecuting the m
responsible perpetrators of the crim
irrespective of their rank;

- focusing on the victim during investigatiq

and the proceedings;

-Wa r Cr
Prosecuto

| quarter of 206.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbiadl 8. 285

In 2016.

Developed draft
Prosecutorial Strateg

directed towards
maintaining the)
autonomy of the WCP

focused investigation
that take into accoun
the  protection  of
victims and witnesseg
as well as full
cooperation with othe
competent authoritieg
establishing the
criteria for the
selection of war crimg
cases and creation ¢
the list of priorities ang
important war crime
cases that must b
resolved.

Activity  is
successfully
implemented.

being
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-paying particular attention to the protecti
of witnesses;

- strengthening the cooperation amon
various stakeholders;

Prerequisite for the development of ¢
Strategy is to determine:

-which allegations of war crimes have be
investigated by WCP in accordance w|
international standards;

-which viable invstigations are pendin
before the WCP;

-which viable investigations are pendi
before the Police;

-which viable investigations need to
prioritized over other based on identifi¢
criteria (category 1 3 cases);
-what timeline is envisaged for th

investigation and prosecution of all categg
17 3 cases.

(support obtained from ICTY and MICT)

(The same activity 1.4.3.2)

1.4.1.4. | Discussing the prosecutorial strategy | -War Crimes Continuously, Budget of the Republic of | Prosecutorial strateg
expert meeting with the participation oflog Pr o s ec ut ol commencing fromll Serbiasl 7 . 2 8 5 | presented at the exp
judges, members of the police and lawy| quarter of 206. meeting, with th
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involved in war crime proceedings al
representatives of the ICTY, MICT, IC(
regional prosecutors and NGOs.

Adoption and sta of implementation of the
Prosecutorial strategy, aligned with t
relevant suggestions from the expe
meeting.

(The same activity 1.4.3.3.)

In 2016.

Implementation of
Prosecutorial strategy
regular activities

participation of local
judges, members of th
police and lawyer
involved in war crime
proceedings an
representatives of th
ICTY and MICT, ICC,
the regional
prosecutor's  office
and nongovernmental
organizations.

Relevant comment
included in the final
text of the Strategy
which is adopted an
implementation i
initiated.

Complete insight and research
International Criminal Tribunal for forme
Yugoslavia (ICTY) and Residual Mechanig
(MICT) archives (about war crimes on t
territory of former Yugoslavia includin
documents not only from Serbia but also fr
BiH and RH, as well as general and spec
allegations  already investigated
independent prosecutors of ICTY), analy
of the discovered documents through
established liaison officers based on
project that will ensure that all priority an
seriots allegations or war crimes are prope|
investigated and subsequently prosecuted
tried in line with prosecutorial strategy.

Continuously
commencing from lll
quarter of 2015.

Prosecutor Office

concrete case
-ldentifying ICTY/MICT materials ang developed ang
evidence which are relevant to the ca implemented.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia-6 9 .

In20151 7 .
In20161 7 .
INn2017#1 7 .
In 20181 7 .

NN
® 0 0
g oo,

Complete research d Activity is being
the ICTY and MICT| successfully

archives. implemented.
Evidence transfe

completed.

Knowledge and

experience  of the
ICTY is applied in
investigation and
prosecution of wal
crimes in Serbia.

Strategy related g
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identified as a priority under activity 1.4.1
above and transfer of identified docume
and evidence from the ICTY and MICT to t
War Crime Prosecutor Office (suppd
obtained and memorandum of understand
signed).

-Transferring the ICTY knovhow through:

1 Cooperation of the WCP with th
ICTY/MICT on concrete cases i
which the evidence was transferr,
in order to also obtain general a
case specific knowledge, experti
and strategies from the ICTY an
MICT investigators/prosecutor
(transparency is  ensured
information and expertise ra
obtained from independent expert

1 Cooperation of the WCP with th
ICTY/MICT on concrete cases i
which the evidence was transferr,
in orderto share the strategy and
transfer knowledge and practice
on jurisprudence relating to
crimes and types of reponsibility
that will be used as allegation in
concrete casggransparency s
ensured as information arn
expertise are obtained fro
independent experts)

Presence of the WCP advisor in t

| CTY and MICT p
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on ad hoc basis related to coster
national cases, analyzing ICT
prosecutords c
developing a strategy for concre
cases that will be prosecuted by t
WCP before the High Court i
Belgrade.
1.4.1.6. | Establishing a system of trainin@nd | -Judicial Academy Continuously, -Budget of the Republic | Trainings in the field
education in the field of internation commencing from of Serbia9 . 84 2 | of international
criminal law for the related group of judgq -War Crime IVquarter of 2015. criminal law are hel
and prosecutors: Prosecuto continuously
In20158 . 6 4 2 | according to
- induction training for the newly appointg -Supreme Court o INn20164 0 0 U | previously  adopte
members of state bodies dealing with v Cassation IN20174 00 G | program for othe
crimes; INn20184 0 0 U | judges and prosetus
-Higher Court in on as needed basis.
Belgrade
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- continuous education training for judg
and prosecuts in line with National strateg
and prosecutorial strategy

(ensuring that the latest IHL developme
are included).

-Appellate Court in
Belgrade
-High Judicial
Council

-State Prosecutorig
Council

-IPA 2015 Direct
agreement with OSCGE
500.0000

* The dynamic of IPA
2015 (Direct agreement
with OSCE) depends on
the moment of signing

finance agreement.

1.4.1.7.

Preparation of analysis (report) of legislati
and factual status and needs of the V
Crimes Investigation Service of the Minist
of Interior (WCIS) in order to determin
needs for its reform.

Special emphasis on issues:

- whether the WCIS should be moved un
the fiGener al Police

- whether the process of hiring staff shol
be changed, taking into account poten
impact of possible previous participatioh
the candidates in armed conflict in form

Yugoslavia);

-Ministry of Interior

-War Crime
Prosecuto

Il quarter of 208.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia8 . 6 4 2

In 2016.

Prepared analysis

legislative status
structure and needs
the War Crimes

Investigation Servic
of the Ministry of
Interior in order to
determine the nee
for itss reform.
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-whether incentives should be introduced
attract competent staff;

-whether the office has sufficie
investigators and analysts and pro
methodology;

- establishment of joint investigatiieams
and working procedures between the W
and WCIS.

1.4.1.8. | Implementation of measures to improve { -Ministry of Interior Continuously, Budget of the Republic of| Measures to improv
status and capacity of the War Crim commencing fromll Serbia, the status of the W
Investigation Service of the Ministry ol -Ministry of Justice quarter of 206. Crimes Investigatio
Interior in accordance with the results of Costs will bespecified | Service of the Ministr
analysis (report) under 1.4.1.7 after conducting the of Interior are bein
analysis continuously
implemented in
accordance with th
results of the analysi
(report).
1.4.1.9. | Enhancement of the WCP wslie to enablg -War Crime Continuously, Budget of the Republic of| Enhanced WCH Activity is being
the public to monitor what activities ar] Prosecutor Office commencingrom Il Serbia3 . 404 website which| successfully
when have been performed by the WCH quarter of 2015. provides an| implemented.
relation to specific criminal charges. -Ministry of Justice opportunity for the
public to  monitor
which activities have
In 2015- been performed by th

WCP n relation to
specific criminal
charges.
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-War Crimes
Prosecuto

1.4.1.10. | Preparation of a report by the War Crim
Prosecutordéds Office
to the public indicating what has been dong
respect of all criminatharges since 2005, {
determine and to represent whether
allegations of war crimes are investigat

appropriately.

(the same activity 1.4.3.5.)

[l quarter of 208.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia8. 6420

In 2016

Report of War Crimeg
Prosecutor
published, including
activities related to al
criminal charges sinc
2005, focusing or
cases of highly ranke
officers.

Activity

is almost
completely
implemented.

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.4.2. Ensure proportionality of sentences;

Imposed sentences are proportional to criminal offe

in accordance with the international standards.

1. Level of sentences imposed in comparig
to the jurisprudence of internation
tribunals;

2. Positive evaluation from analysis and repg

of international

and
organizations concerning proportionality

negovernmental

sentences;
3. Implementation of international criteri
(including aggravating and mitigatin
circumstances) in impositioof sentences if
war crimes cases.
RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATIO
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES RESULT N STATUS
Activity is fully
1.4.2.1. | Organizing the Expert meeting/Conferen -Higher Court in [l quarter of 2015. Budget of theRepublic of | The expert] implemented.
on the subject @TyyBelgrade, War Serbia1 0 0 0 0 | meeting/Conference

and establishing the criteria applied in the | Crime Chamber
crime cases before the ICTY, and natio

jurisdictions in Croatia, Serbia and BiH, wi

In 2015.

organized and held.
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the participation of judges, presutors and
attorneys that are dealing with war crimes
Serbia.

-Appellate Court in
Belgrade

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

-War Crime
Prosecutor Office

-Ministry of Justice

1.4.2.2. | Publishing and follow up the conclusiol -Higher Court in| Commencing from IV | Budget of the Republic of | Published ang Activity is almost
from the Conference. Belgrade, War quarter of 2015. Serbia implemented completely
Crime Chamber conclusions from thq implemented.
Conference.
-Appellate Court in
Belgrade Activity requiring
insignificant costs.
-Supreme Court o
Cassation
-Ministry of Justice
1.4.2.3. | Preparation, publication and distribution | -Higher Court in| | and Illquarter of 2016. | Budget of the Republic of| Printed and distribute{ Activity is partially
Reports on the HigheAppellate Courtand | Belgrade, War Serbiaa5 0 0 U | report of the Highel implemented.

Supreme Court of Cassation case law
sentencing policies in war crime proceedir|
for judgesdé prosecu

Crime Chamber

-Appellate Court in
Belgrade

- Supreme Court 0
Cassation

-Ministry of Justice

In 2016.

Appellate Court ang
Supreme Court of
Cassation

jurisprudence or
sentencing in  wa
crime proceedings fo
judgesbo6 ¢
and lawyers.
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Adoption and effective implementation of tf
National Strategy for investigation and

prosecution of war crimes

-Drafting, public debate and adoption of t

Strategy

-Implementation of the National Strategy.

(The same activity 1.4.1.1.)

1.4.3. Ensure equal treatment of suspects, including in cases of high le
officers allegedly involved in war crimes;

-Working group
established by
Minister of Justice,
comprised of
representatives of
the institutions
with jurisdiction in
war crimes and
academic
community

-Experts and civil
society

- Government of
the Republic of
Serbia

Suspect$ irrespactive of their (former) rank or grade
current occupancy are treated equally before the co
both in terms of entencing as well as in terms of t
speed of bringing their cases forward.

| quarter of 2086. (for

adoption)

Continuously

commencing from |
quarter of 206 (for

implementation)

Budgeted in activity

(Budget of the Republic
of Serbia7 1 .

1. The number of new cases against high le
officials;

2. The number of resolved cases against |
level officials;

3. Positive evaluation in the report of the ICT|
Chief Prosecutorand President to th
Security Council;

4. Positive evaluation in the reports fro
relevant international and nggovernmental
organizations.

National Strategy fo
investigation an
prosecution of wa
crimes adopted an
being effectively
implemented.
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1.4.3.2.

Developing the DrafProsecutorial Strateg
for investigation and prosecution of w
crimes in Serbiain the light of the
Completion Strategy of the ICTY and Drg
National Strategy for investigation ar
prosecution of war crimes, with th
involvement and support of the ICTY, MIC]
ICC, Regional prosecutors and NG(
establishing:

-the criteria for the edection of war crime
cases and creation of the list of priorities &
important war crime cases that must
resolved in order to fulfill obligation that &
allegations are properly investigated and t
all priority and important cases a
subsequentlprosecuted and tried.

The Strategy shall be based on the follow|
principles:

- maintaining autonomy of the WCP, thoug
inter alia, provision of adequate staffing;

-focused investigations and prosecutions;

- investigating and prosecuting the m(
responsible perpetrators of the crim

irrespective of their rank;

-War Cr
Prosecuto

| quarter of 206.

Budgeted in activity
1.4.1.3.

(Budget of the Republic
of Serbial 8. 285

In 2016.

Developed draft
Prosecutorial Strateg
directed towards
maintaining the
autonomy of the
WCP, focused
investigations that
take into account the
protection of victims
and witnesses, as we
as full cooperation
with other competent
authorities,
establishinghe
criteria for the
selection of war crim
cases and creation o
the list of priorities
and important war
crime cases that mu
be resolved.
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- focusing on the victim during investigatid
and the proceedings;

-paying particular attention to the protecti
of witnesses;

-strengthening the cooperation amongq
various stakeholders.

Prerequisite for the development of t
Strategy is to determine:

-which allegations of war crimes have be
investigated by WCP in accordance w|
international standards;

-which viable investigations are pendi
before the WCP;

-which viable investigations are pendi
before the Police;

-which viable investigations need to
prioritized over other based on identifig
criteria (category 1 3 cases);

-what timeline is envisaged for th
investigation and prosetion of all category
17 3 cases.

(support obtained from ICTY and MICT)

(The same activity 1.4.1.3.)
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1.4.3.3. | Discussing the prosecutorial strategy | -War Crimes Continuously, Budgeted in activity Prosecutorial strateg
expert meeting with the participation oflog Pr o s e c ut of commencing from I 1.4.1.4. presented at the exp
judges, members of the police and lawy| quarter of 2016 (Budget of the Republic | meeting, with th
involved in war crime proceedings al of Serbial 7 . 2 8 5| participation of local
representatives of the ICTY, MICT, IC( judges, members of th
regional prosecutors and NGOs. police and lawyer
involved in war crime
Adoption and sta of implementation of the In 2015. proceedings an
Prosecutorial strategy, aligned with t representatives of th
relevant suggestions from the expert meet ICTY and MICT, ICC,
the regional
prosecutor's  office
and nongovernmental
organizations.
(The same activity 1.4.1.4.) Relevant  comment
included in the final
text of the Strategy,
which is adopted an
implementation i
initiated.
Cooperatioron individual cases between t
1.4.3.4. | WCP and the ICTY and MICT on sharing t| -War Crimes Continuously Budget of the Republic of| Sharing the knowledgy Activity is  being
strategy in cases of high level officers § Pr os ec ut ol commencing from Il Serbia3 4 . 5 6 9 | on judicial practice or successfully
transferring the knowledge on judici quarter of 2015. crimes and types o implemented.
practice relevant for types of responsibil| -Ministry of Justice responsibility in the
and crimes (command responsibility; crim In2015-8 . 6 4 2 | cases of high leve
against hmanity; specific direction of aidin In2016-8 . 6 4 2 | officers.
and abetting). In2017-8 . 64 2
In2018-8 . 6 4 2
1.4.3.5. | Preparation of a report by the War Crim -War Crimes Il quarter of 206. Budgeted in activity Report of War Crimeg Activity is almost
Prosecutords OfficegProsecuto 1.4.1.10. Prosecut or|completely
to the public indicating what has been dong published, including implemented.
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respect of all criminal charges since 2005
determine and to represent whether
allegations of war crimes are invigstted
appropriately.

(The same activity 1.4.1.10.)

(Budget of the Republic
of Serbia8 . 6 4 2 (

In 2016.

activities related to al
criminal charges sinc
2005, focusing or
cases of highly ranke

officers.

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.4.4. Step up security of withesses and informants and improve witness a
informant support services;

Security of withnesses and informants has been ste
up and support services for witnesses and inform
have been improved.

1.

The number of witnessesn witness
protection program and increased numbe
witnesses willing to appear in the war crir
cases without protection;

Positive Annual progress report on t
Republic of Serbia issued by the Europg
Commission concerning the level of secur
of witnesses and informants and concern
functioning of support services for witness
and informants;

3. Decreasing number of instances w
witnesses status and information about th
is put in jeopardy or publicly revealed,;

4. Positive evaluation in thereports from
relevant international and nongovernmer
organizations.

RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATIO
SCUL= AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES R=SES N STATUS
1.4.4.1. | Analysis of current practice in th Working group, Il quarter 206. Budget of the Republic of| Prepared analysis q Activity is almost
implementation of Article 102, paragraph| established by thg Serbias1 7 . 2 8 5 | current practice in th¢ completely
of the Criminal Procedure Code in order| Minister of Jusice, implementation ofl implemented.
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identify existing needs for amending tl which encompas Article 102, paragrap
Article and better protection of witnesses. | representatives ¢ In 2016. 5 of the Criminal
following Procedure Code i
institutions: order to identify
Ministry of Justice, existing needs fo
War Crimes amending Article ang
Prosecuto better protection o
Higher Court in witnesses.
BelgradeWPU,
Ministry of Interior
1.4.4.2 | Conduct an independent and impar{ - Commission for Continuously, For the assessment: | Measures forn Activity is being
assessment of conduct and work of | implementation off commencing from IV | Budget of the Republic of | implementation of the successfully
Mi ni stry of I nt er i | withess protection quarter of 2015. Serbiaa8. 64 2 reform of the Witnesy implemented.
Unita (WPU) i n or deg Programme Protection Unit are
needs for Unités re In 2015. implemented in
measures, particularly focusing on: accordance with thq
results of the)
- whether the process of hiring staff sho performance

be improved (whether possible previg
participation of the candidates in arm
conflict in former Yugoslavia should be ¢
obstacle in the selection process);

- concrete working methodology, content a
procedues i n the WPUObGs

- materiattechnical capacities

-establishment of joint working teams a
procedures between the WCP and WPU.

Link with activities- Chapter 24 6.2.11.1. an
6.2.11.2.

Other costs will be
specified after the
assessment.

assessment.
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1.4.4.3. | Activities aimed at establishing ar -Ministry of Justice Continuously, -Budgeted in activity | The service for the
improvement of theservice for the suppol commencing from | 3.7.1.21. Budget of the | support and assistang
and assistance to witnesses and vict| -High Judicial quarter of 2016. Republic of Serbia to  witnesses an
nationalwide network, based on results of t| Council Currently unknowh victims national wide
previous analyses, and taking into acco network, establishe
already established services for the supj -State Prosecutoris -IPA 2016Budget and being improved
and assistance to victims in courts and pu| Council currently unknown. based on results of th
prosecutords office previous analyses, an
-Supreme Court 0 Apply for IPA2016 taking into account
(AP Ch. 24: 6.2.11.8, 6.2.11.10. and AP ( Cassation already  establishe
23:3.7.1.21) -MDTE services for the suppo
-Republic  Public and assistance
Prosecuto * Agreements regarding | Witnesses and victim
the value of the project ar| in courts and publig
-WPO in progress prosecutor
-Prosecut d
for Organized
Crime
1.4.4.4. | Changing the systematization of WC -War Crimes Continuously, Budget of the The systematizatio
introducing employment of the psychologi§ Pr o s e c ut o] commencing fromll Republic of changed and employ
that will deal with victims and witnesses ( quarter of 206. Serbia4 9 . 4 9 0 | psychologists whavill
line with prosecutorial strategy) -Ministry of Justice deal with witnesse
and victims.
INn201518. 854
In20161 0. 212
IN201710. 212
In20181 0. 212

Activity s
successfully
implemented.
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1.4.45 | Adopt adequate implementing laws | - Ministry of Justice| IV quarter 0f2015.1 IV Budgeting of this activity | Relevant laws need
effectively implement the change of ident| and all relevant stat quarter of 2016. will be a part of the to implement th
as protective measure for witnesses { organs that have an activities in Chapters 23| change of identity as
development of a Protocol on mandatq jurisdiction over the and 24 where adoption o| witness protectio
provision ofinformation to victims about al issue amendments of the measure amended
aspects of the trial that are of interest to relevant laws is stipulated
victims, (decision, the release of the accu| - War  Crimes Protocol on
from detention, serving of sentence by Pr osecut o mandatory provisio
convicted, etc.) in accordance with Article of information to
of the Directive 2012/29 / EU. In cooperation with victims ~ about  all

the Service for the aspects of the trial th

support to victims are of interest to th

and witnesses victims, (decision, th

Link with activity Chapter 246.2.11.11. release of the accus

from detention,
serving of sentence b
a convicted, etc.) i
accordance with
Article 26 of the
Directive 2012/29 / E
developed..

- Ministry of - On-going until

1.4.4.6. | Improving administrative capacities of tlf Interior Witness 1.1.2016 Budget of Republic of | Improved Activity is partially
Ministry of | nt er i| Protection Unit Serbia administrative implemented.
Unit through training. through ) through capacities of  the

EU Project on Ministry ¢
Witness Protectior

(Link with activity Chapter 246..2.11.5).

Cooperation in
Criminal Justice:
Witness protection
in the fight against

serious crime and
corruption
(WINPRO II)

implemented with

- Continuous as of
2016

Budgeting inChapter 24,
activity 6.2.11.3

Unit through training.
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NI-CO (Northern
Ireland)

-Ministry of Interior
Administration for
education, training
specialisation  anc
science for
continuous training

-War Crimes
Prosecuto

-Ministry of Justice
-Higher Court in

Belgrade, War
Crime Chamber

1.4.4.7.

On the basis of previously performg
analysis, amend the Rulebook on inter
systematization and job classification in {
Ministry of Interior which refers to thg
activities and organization of the Unit fi
witness protection and implement measy
in line with the amended Rulebook.

(Link with activity Chapter 24 6.2.11.3.)

-Ministry of Interior

| quarter of 2016.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia

Budgeting inChapter 24,
activity 6.2.11.2

Amended Rulebook o
internal
systematization  an
job classification in th
Ministry of Interior
which refers to th
activities

organization of
Protection Unit an
measures effectivel
implemented.
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1.4.5. Ensure confidentiality of the investigation including witness ang

informant testimony.

Investigations are confidential including witness

informant testimony.

1. Positive reports to the Security Coun

g

submitted by the Chief Prosecutor al
President of the International Tribunal for t
Prosecution of Persons Responsible
Serious Violations of Internationg
Humanitarian Law Committed in th
Territory of the Fomer Yugoslavia since
1991;

2. Positive evaluation issued in Annu
progress report on the Republic of Serbial
European Commission concerni
i mprovement of Consg
RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATIO
SIS AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES SRy N STATUS
1.4.5.1. | Organizing round tables and lectures for | -War Crimes Continuously, Budget of the Republic of| Round tableq Activity is partially
members of Ministry of Interior (War Crim| Pr o s ec ut o| commencing from Il Serbia-1 0 0 0 U | organized and lecturd implemented.
investigative Service and Witness protect quarter of 206. delivered.
Unit) on the subj ec|-Ministryof Interior
with medi ahf.
In 2016
(Budget of the Republic
1.45.2. | In line with the provisions of the Nationy -War Crimes Cortinuously, of Serbia-Currently Confidentality  rules
Strategy (activiti 14.1.1) assessProsecuto commencing from | unknowr) and control over thei
confidentiality rules and their respect with quarter of 2016. implementation

relevant institutions, amend them whe
needed and strengthen control o
implementation

iproved in line with the
provisions of the
National Strategy fro
activity 1.4.1.1.
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2. FIGHT AGAINST CORRUPTION

2.1. IMPLEMENTATION OF ANTI -CORRUPTION MEASURES

CURRENT STATE OF PLAY:

The legislative framework requlating agtrruption in Serbia encompasses:

National AntiCorruption Strategy for the peri@132 018 (A Of f i ci al Gazette f
theperiod2012 018 (AOfficial Gazette of RSA, No. 71/ ,
Agency (AOfficial Gazett eCCHT/I3B SN 8/1BI@C) ; 9 TF D B n /
111/09,121/12, 104/13); Law dAir ee Access to I nformation of P lic
Procurement (AOfficial Gazette of RSA, No. 12 12)I; Rraoa eodhu rPer i Groadt e z(aft @ fofni
101/2121, 121/12, 32/13, 45/13 and 55/ 14); Law on Sei z,No&2/13)hadv orCatifichtionghe &N Conventid

agai nst Corial Gazette af erbig and® Mdnieregiont er nat i onal contractshf, No. 12/ 2005) .

RShA, No. 5 7 / 1 3Gorruptibre Strategyfo
5 R/STH 4 ) ;N o laad\®3/1d; alvbiAbiQorcuptiong
Code66f 1BFerbia (AOfficia

0
13
&8
ub | mportance (AOf f i oniPablic
4/

In the Republic of Serbia there is developed consciousness and political will to eliminate corruption to the fullesh extisitto achieve economic, social and democr
development of the country. The consequences of corruption are mostly linked to the impoverishment of society anthiherststie, decline in trust in democratic institutio
as well as uncertainty and instability of the economic system. The ReptiBlerbia is committed to achieving significant progress in the fight against corruption, with resy
democratic values, the rule of law and protection of fundamental human rights and freedoms.

The Republic of Serbia has ratified all major ingional instruments in the fight against corruption. Generally, laws and regulations are partly compatible with acceptezhiit
standards. To identify deficiencies in the legislative solutions, the representatives of the Republic of Serbielgrénactired in the compatibility assessment conductec
European and international organizations, such as the evaluation by the Group of States against Corruption (GRECO) @ffetéherl.Dugs and Crime. Plan to harmonize
internal legal system ithh the EUacquisfor the period 201-2018, has been determined in the National Program for the Adoption A€tjugs Basic guidelines for planning th
necessary legislative changes used to represent the measures previously identified in the AétiothBl&ational AntiCorruption Strategy for the period 202818.

In addition to these priority reforms established by the Action Plan for Chapter 23, subchapter fight against corrupéipabtizeof Serbia is on a sound course of a comprehe
fight against corruption identified in the National AGorruption Strategy in the Republic of Serbia for the period ZDNB (Strategy) and accompanying Action Plan. The al
strategic documents envisage extensive field for the fight against corrugtainas political activities, public finance, privatization and pyflieate partnerships, the judiciar
the police, planning and construction, the media, as well as prevention of corruption. Implementation of these medserkarmitinized with thEuropean Commission
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recommendations and measures of priority reforms following the adoption of the Action Plan for Chapter 23.

The Strategy and the accompanying Action Plan also provide a range of concrete measures against corruption in thexredsesableas: health care, taxes, education, p
customs and local seffovernment. Practical implementation of planned measures shall represent an indicator of progress in the fight agéiostirceinege particularly high
risk areas. Thereford,is necessary to collect relevant data on the extent and manner of implementation of the measures envisaged, iteondaetthdi effect and anticipal
next steps for continuing the fight against corruption in fiigk areas. A large part of tiecessary reforms is related to the establishment of an appropriate legal, institutio
administrative framework. Upon the establishment of the above key foundations for the fight against corruptierisk aighs, relevant indicator of progreg be consistent
implementation of the established mechanisms in practice.

IMPLEMENTATION OF ANTI-CORRUPTION MEASURES

The institutional design in implementation of andirruption measures encompassesordination body for the implementationtbe Action plan for the Implementation of t
National AntiCorruption Strategy in the period 262818 (Coordination Body), AntCorruption Agency (ACA), AntiCorruption Council (Council).

The system for coordination and monitoring the implementati@nticorruption documents has been established for effective implementation of strategic documents in
of anti-corruption.

Coordination of measures from antrruption strategies shall be performed by the Coordination body. The Ministry icEJ0J) shall provide administrative support to
Coordination body through the Group for Coordination (the Group).
The Council and MOJ shall participate in the process of coordination.

As the fight against corruption represents one of the key pemrihe Government of the Republic of Serbia adopted the Decision on the establishment of the Coordina
on August 7th 2014. The head of the Coordination Body is the Prime Minister. Members of this body are: ministers in jclérigeyoind firance and one member of the An
Corruption Council. Ergo, coordination is performed at the highest political level. The Prime Minister as a personluéghautigprity in the country shall resolve all the problg
that arise in the implementation oktlstrategic documents and direct the implementation otantiiption measures and strategic documents. The Prime Minister holds mg¢
at least once in six months. Competencies of the Coordination body shall be extended by amending the Decigstablistireent of the Coordination Body to also include
implementation of the Action Plan for Chapter 23, subchapter fight against corruption.

On the politicaltechnical level, the State Secretary in charge foramtuption (at the MOJ) shall paiipate in the work of the Coordination body through coordination of the
bodies. Each state body responsible for the implementation of the Action plan shall determine one contact person fiaurtfeattomwith the State Secretary in charge of A
corruption at the MOJ. Also, Office for Cooperation with civil society shall determine one contact person for the conumwvitbatie State Secretary in charge of Arttiruption
at the MOJ. State Secretary in charge of-aatruption, with the suppodf the Group, shall maintain bilateral and multilateral meetings with other state authorities, stakehg
the Strategy and Action Plan. State Secretary in charge fec@mtiption at the MOJ shall hold quarterly meetings with all stakeholdere &tthtegy and Action Plan. The St
Secretary in charge for argorruption at the MOJ and the Group shall represent a link between all state authstidtieholders of the Strategy and Coordination body.
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Monitoring the implementation of artiorrugion measures is performed by the independent state bodygdmtiption Agency (ACA). ACA shall monitor the implementation
anti-corruption strategic documents, pursuant to the law governing the establishment and jurisdiction of ACA. The compei€igisadifbe extended by amending the Law
Anti-Corruption Agency to also include the implementation of the Action Plan for Chapter 23, subchapter fight against cémropdiento foster fight against corruption, AC
and MOJ are achieving full coepation.

PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION

The legislative framework reqgulating prevention of aniruption in Serbia encompasses:

Law on Financing Political Act iand 8/ldelawon A@GC 6 T cupt | Gaz AtCaecy t e ROfif iIRESIda | NEC,]
67/13CC, and 8/18CC) ; Law on Free Access to Information of Public | mport @i leaw ¢gnfPalic
Procurement (AOffi iddll12Ggz dtatwe omf PRSiv,atNaoe.atl on (AOfficial Gazette of RSH,

The most important bodies representing institutional framework in this matter areCdntiption Council (Council), AriCorruption Agency (ACA), Commissioner fg
Information of Publidmportance and Personal Data Protection (the Commissioner), State Audit Institution (SAI). The key issues in the figdtioihpoé corruption involve
conflicts of interest, financing political activities, access to information of public importank; procurement, protection of whistleblowers, professionalization and integr,
public administration.

The key measure for prevention of corruption in the Action Plan for chapter 23 is the adoption of new LawGoriiption Agency. This Law shaegulate the field of preventio
of corruption in a comprehensive manner.

The task of the Antcorruption Council is to: review the activities in the field of fight against corruption, to propose to the Governmergsiiedseitaken in order to effaely
fight against corruption, monitor their implementation, and take initiatives for the adoption of regulations, progranigraaaisoand measures in this field. As an advisory k
of executive power, AntCorruption Council used to regularly peep and submit reports and initiatives to the Government on the phenomena of corruption, systemic cq
but there was lack of interactive relation between the two bodies. The envisaged measures are presented below anchémationpleill ensurehat the Government an
competent state authorities systematically review reports and initiatives e€émtiption Council in implementing measures in the field of fight against corruption.

The AntiCorruption Agency (ACA) is an independent state arty, which reports to the National Assembly for its operation. Law on the ACA provides a wide ral
responsibilities of the Agency relating to resolving the incompatibility of public offices and conflict of interest, cunttwl assets of publidfaials and keeping a register ¢
public officials, property and gifts; controlling the financing of political subjects, addressing the complaints of @timeatpn, supervision over the implementation of the strat
framework, the analysis of relgtions, and so on.

The adoption of the Law on Financing Political Activities the Republic of Serbia has significantly improved the legal fkameths area and fully implemented t
recommendations of GRECO. The Atorruption Agency, on May 31st 28, presented the First report on the contrdinancingof political entities- the election campaign afte
the elections in 2012. Implementation of the Law indicated that the changes of certain legal provisions would |leaiirpl®ettertation in @ctice, and in particular the provisio
concerning thanechanisms for control of financial reportdligationto deliver financial reports and sanctionirp far, not even one external audit of political entities w
performed, because they were eawisaged by law as compulsory subjects of the audit of the State Audit Institution (SAI). An additional problem in ihitharkeaek of the
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necessary capacity of authorities responsible for the control of fuidimgon amendments and supplementsétfe Law on Financing Politic
No. 123/14) introduced certain novelties in this area: political parties now have the opportunity to buy real estatdfrdgetiseurces with condition that real estate is used
for purposes of performing political activitiemnnual financial reports are now submitted to the -@utiruption Agency instead to the Official Gazzette; sources for financir
regular activities of political subjects are now used also for financisig ©b election campaign.

Mechanisms for the prevention and elimination of conflicts of interest in Serbia have been improved by adopting thed A®@Amvthich governs the issue of conflicts of inter

that applies only to officials performing public functions. Legal provisipreventing conflicts of interest do not exist or only partially exist for other employees in state bog
organizations. Inconsistency of legislation in this area is described as the main obstacle in the annual report @dheigtith Agency irr013. The lack of a coherent leg
framework that would create the same mechanisms for the prevention and elimination of conflicts of interest for all @mpiieyeaslic sector is hampering the fight against
phenomenon. Consequently, awarendgfi® concept of conflict of interest and methods for its prevention are not sufficiently developed at all levels. Asiltie &eperbia
ratified international instruments which, inter alia, regulate the issue of conflict of interest, it is necessalgrtake measures in order to harmonize legislation and imple
international standards.

The UN Convention against Corruption recommends Member States to consider introducing a crime "lllicit enrichment"iif @osasdance with the Constituti@md the
fundamental principles of the national legal system. The criminal legislation of the Republic of Serbia still does rothEalidged offense, given that it may be contrary tg
fundamental principles of criminal law and the principleshdividual responsibility of the offender. On the other hand, the-@artiuption agency has the authority to monitor ¢
control the reporting of assets and revenue of officials, and in the case of possible irregularities identified, theleaametmanisms for sanctioning. Control of assets and inc
is particularly important from the aspect of implementation of financial investigations and tracing criminal proceedal Natig@orruption strategy for period 2013018,
identified the need for @omprehensive analysis of the institutional and legal framework for finding effective solutions for cases of illicit entrithenehapter on criminal offens
against the economy of the Criminal Code of Serbia) is harmonized to a great extent wiimthal Caw Convention on Corruption, the UN Convention against corruption
Convention on the fight against corruption of foreign officials in international transactions and other internationatinstrtsn. The GRECO r epor t the
recommendations analyzed the criminal offenses of corruption in the third round of evaluation and offered five recommémdatipnovement. Additional report o
implementation has been sent to GRECO SecretaR&CO concluded that Serbia has inmpémted satisfactorily fourteen of the fifteen reccomendations contained in the|
Round Evaluation Report. By that, the third round compliance procedure in respect of Serbia has beenHowshed, there is a need to fully align the chapter on oah
offenses against the economy of the Criminal Code with international instruments. In addition, new methods of perforommg&@aoes require modernization and improvem
of criminalization in national legislation. This need has been recognizbé iNational AntiCorruption Strategy for the period from 2013 to 2018, and the accompanying 4
Plan, providing for the improvement of economic and corruption offenses in the Criminal Code.

The right of citizens to access information of public importahas been established by the Law on Free Access to Information of Public Importance. Despite the fact that
law is based on high international standards of exercising the rights from the perspective of methods for the proftectightgfauthorities coverage, the number and natur
exceptions to the principle of free access to information and similar criterigyedmeld practice of application of this law shows that improvements are necessary. All improV

willbe doneinaccatance with Conclusion of National Assembly issued by mewakdanthd exeicse g
the right of access to information, it is important that the Government, on the initiative of the Gmmatisdetermined the liability of public authorities to obtain the opinio
competent institutions in the process of adopting r e g ndeaabledothe savaitaliility @funtaterials

information to the public through the amendment of the Rules of the obligation of public debate in drafting laws. ﬂ
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The Republic of Serbia has a legal framework that guarantees a wide range of public access to information of publiejmictaisca fundameaitright in a democratic society
The implementation of regulations in this area, in connection with the respect of the right to personal data proteb@qresudription of innocence, still represents a challe
Exposure of the details of investigais based on anonymous sources of information that was "leaked" from police action or criminal prosecution, may jeepaveitigtion,
undermine the presumption of innocence and violate the right to privacy. In such cases, the absence of agegsatega&inst persons who have exposed sensitive and confi
information from the investigation is notable. The aim of the regulations on personal data protection is the protestiamefital human rights, which requires that the informa
canonly be obtained in accordance with the launder strict conditions and for the purposes defined by law. Therefore, it is necessary to strengthen internal contisrhe
and sanctioning to prevent the disclosure of confidential information to thie.med

One of the main goals of the previous Public Administration Reform Strategy (PAR Strategy) for the period@®as the professionalization andpebditicization of public
administration. Little progress was made in this field a, which isethgon why Public Administration Reform Strategy in Serbia, adopted in February 2014, provides a con
of the ongoing reform activities and extends them with the system of state administration in the public administratiomlsysteorkey objecties of the new strategy relating
the depoliticization of public administration were the establishment of a harmonized public service system based on merit sod pfdmman resource management, and
strengthening of transparency, ethics and aetability in the performance of public administration. Government of the Republic of Serbia adopted accompanying Adtior|
the implementation of PAR Strategy on March 19, 2015, which further regulates numeruous activities for realizatioated ggait. It is planned to achieve the results in
area by introducing civil service system based on the principlesdldiization, professionalization, as well as a model of progress and reward according to merit (merit
Special attentin is given to clearly and precisely define the requirements and criteria for candidate selection and promotion, espiecicdisel of managerial jobs, i.e. positi
In the area of control mechanisms, regulations on internal audit and financial managed control are aligned with international standards, Central Harmonization Unit cof
to direct the technical activities, in particular training and certification of internal audit.

Positive legal framework of the Republic of Serbia now doesige adequate protection for persons reporting suspicions of corruption or any other illegal actions (whistle
as they may suffer some consequences and often the ones that affect their employment status. In accordance with ptevioubeqpgress of the Republic of Serbia in t
process of European integration, while keeping in mind the United Nations Convention against Corruption, in responisedcsperteomings of the existing system of protect
the National AntiCorruption Stratgy for the period 20132018, and the related Action Plan stipulated the obligatory enactment of a comprehensive law to regulate the ig
protection of whistleblowers. The Law on protection of whistleblowers is adopted by the National Asseibiyeorber 2014, and entered into force on June 2015.The mai
of the law is to establish an efficient and effective protection of whistleblowers. In addition to establishing an adgajutterlework, a series of measures for the effeq
implementaibn of regulations in practice and awareness raising about the importance and methods to protect whistleblowers areFemvisaigedrpose, official trainers hire
by Judicial Academy, conducted nearly 50 professional trainings for judges of alt balvs, for the territory of four Appelate courts in Serbia. In domain ofcantuption
legislation, Serbia still lacks a law which would regulate lobbying activity, although the adoption of this law is idestfiecial in the fight against econiorand political bribery.

The Law on Public Procurement (as follows: PPL) provided a series of measures to strengthen control and supervisioplareeitgation. There are special provisions on
prevention of corruption and conflict of intereas well as greater transparency in public procurement procedures. The Public Procurement Office (PPQO) and thg¢
Commission for the Protection of Rights in Public Procurement Procedures (RC), were given new powers and greater R@supgnise the implementation of the Law ¢
Public Procurement. In order to preventreasoned implementation of the negotiation procedure without a prior public call, an obligation to obtain the prior biigi®P®
was introduced. It is introduced that the® and the State Audit institution (DRI) monitor procurement plans and the merits of changes to public procurement A& dotgets
statute of limitations for violations of Public Procurement (3 years) is prescribed. PPO has received authorizatiatirfgmhisdemeanor proceedings, while the RC is respon
for prosecution in the first degree. Both institutions are responsible for initiating the procedure for the determinaiibpuiifiic procurement contract. RC in cases prescribe
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