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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 procegaires substantial 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 pr@cess of developing the reform steps in Chapter 23, Serbia was primarily guided by the EU
acquis In areas where there is aoquisor it does not cover the whole aréfae established standards and best comparative practices were
used as a guide foraating reformgsparticularly considering the legal heritage of the Republic of Serbia, as well agsonmmic factors
conditioning the applicability of the solutions that provide good results in other legal systems.

We have attempted to be completaljective in assessing the current situation in all three areaapatious 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 resources.

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 gugj@nticorruption, antidiscrimination, Roma rights, media freedamd 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 theubsequemnteed arose or it was necessary to identify more detailed 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 policy in this area, whereas implementation, coordination, timing agdfuhei
reforms shall be significantly improved.

The development of the Action Plan is a ldegm process, due to the naturetloé consultative process. Given that the extent of
implementation of the reforms may somewhat differ at its beginning and finalization, it is important to note that tletiontefsine
situation in all areas is given as of 1 September 2014. The iestiare planned accordingly, whereas any subsequent changes are indicated
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 oflrafting the Action Plan, the negotiating Group for Chapter 23 followed 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 on the individual parts of the Plan on the judiciary, the fighbagpirst c

and fundamental rights.

When it comes to activities common to the entire chapter, they included preparatory workshepeld of methodology of drafting
strategic documents, consultative meetings and workshops with the representatives of the negotiating groups of the twureges,

as well as training in the methodology of budgeting action plans. In addit®mechanism of the consultative process with civil society
organizations has been created at the level of the entire chapter. Therefore, already in the period preceding therdelaiteyalcsil

society organizations were involved in making predenta onalignmentof the legal system of the Republic of Serbia withdbguis

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 withi@l Society and the Ministry of Justice. Immediately upon receipt 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 recommendasiaf TAIEX experts and the Guidelines for the inclusion of civil society organizations in the process
of adopting regulations, adopted by the Government of the Republic of Serbia, civil society organizations were invigadnnseng

the aforementioremethodology, to give their suggestions on the content of the Action 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 publishedositelttinge
Ministry of Justice in Serbian and English languagkth 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 reforrthstepgatiation process
Simultaneously, the third call to civil society organizations to provide comments on the first draft of the Action Plahlistasd The
comments have been included in the content of the activities, whereas the negotiatingrepargd and published the Report on the
involvement of civil society organizations in the process of negotiations for Chapter 23 on the website of the Ministigecdrdai the

Office for Cooperation with Civil Society, indicating the extent and maohadopting the suggestions of civil society, as well as the
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 consultatipeocess of meetings with representatives of civil society organizations.

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 levedisst, consultations with members of parliamentary Committee for European 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 specijparts of the text) with the possibility to intervene in the text with 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 indendent regulatory bodies and civil society organizations, within the constitutional 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 ahddnaiketive
meetings, as well as daily online consultations led 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, thesewes@enary and & bilateral

meetings that included representatives of the High Judicial Council, the State Prosecutors Council, Ministry of Justiee Couptref
Cassation, t he Republic Public Prosecutor's Off i cet-cortuptien Pr os e c |
Agency. Online consultations performed on a daily basis had an important role in the development of the plan, allogmifictort i

refinement of the activities.

For the field of the fight against corruptiamore tharR0 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 online consultations. The representatives of the following institutions were actively intiodvprboess: the
Ministry of Justice, Ministry of Labor, Employment, Veterans and Social Affairs, the Mirms@ylture and InformationDepartment of
Information, Ministry of Interior, the Ministry of State Administration and Local -&afernment, Ministry of Education, Science and
Technological Development, the Office of Human and Minority rights, the RepBhblic Prosecutor's Office, the Supreme Court of
Cassation, the Commissariat for Refugees and Migration, the Administration for Enforcement of Criminal Sanctions, theadidminis
for Cooperation with Churches and Religious Communities, the Team ¢al $aclusion and Poverty Reduction, the Ombudsman, the
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 Planmleeal, efforts were made to define the activities in a
manner that provides a clear, chronological overview of the necessary legislative changes, the institutional framewark tlhs need
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to strengthen administrative capaatieith the highest pgsible level of accuracgurrently available, since the implementation of some

of the activities is planmkin four or five years. Concurrently, a precise definition of activities whose content is determined by the previous
performanceof specific analysesr assessments, had to be postponed for a period after such assessments are performed and their results
are available as a starting point for thevelopmenof further reform steps. Consequently, periodical review and updating of the Action

plan may beequired.

A significant contribution to the quality of the activities in the-sblpters Judiciary and Fundamental Rights was provided by the results
of theJudicial Functional Reviewm the Republic of Serbia conducted by the World Bank during 2014ug@hriatensive and constructive
dialogue with the World Bank experts, the recommendations from the Judicial Functional Review have been incorporateontgntthe

of the activities of the Action Plaio the greatest extertiearing in mind the level ofegerality of recommendations, as well as the scope
of the recommendations and the Screening report. Detailed overview of relation between these two documents is givelh iTA@nex
rest of recommendatigrregoing to be included, to the most poss#stéension, 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 planned activities, the maximum level of specifisahecessary 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 realistic timetables, taking into account both tflewogidake
reforms that needs to be respected, as well as the institutionahjstdative and budgetary burden per each year. It was particularly taken
into account that the Action Plamvisages amendments to the Constitution by the end of 20iah brings the need for harmonization

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

Special attention was given to thetermination of the indicators to provide mechanisms to measure the impact of the undertaken activities
i.e. enabling insight into the degree of the desired results achievement. It was insisted on the fact that the indicatary; trose of a
guanttative 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 attentiocated ttegenerate
only minmum additional budgetary burden and maximally exploit, reorganize and coordinate utilization of available rédoei@ess
of implementing the planned activities are expressed with great precision, using a uniform methodology developed foséh®fpurp

Chapter 23 and 24, in cooperation with international financial expert§ a ki ng i nt o account that the Act



periodicallyupdated document, the methodology is desigaedlow for any subsequent updates and changes tA¢tien Planto result
in a very precise expression of the financial efféatéine with the principles indicated in Annex.lll

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

For a more complete picture of treform roadmap the Action Plan, along with the aforementioned annexes incorporated into the Action
Plan, several comprehensive documents are manlely available through their publication on the webpage of the Ministry of Justice

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 Action Plan

The responsibility for monitoring the implementation of the activities envisaged in the Action Plan will be shared atwil ¢ntting
Secretariat for implementation of the Action Plan for Chapter 23 (hereinafter: SecrefdratHead of the Negotiating team for
Negotiations for accession of the Republic of Serbia to European WmeoNegotiating Group for Chapter Badedy the Presideftiead

of the negotiation groyphe Coordination body for the process of accession of the Republic of Serbia to the Europegrcamsttuted

by the Decision on Establishment of the Coordination Body for the Process of Accessioneagubédof Serbia to the European Union

in September 2013 by the Government of the Republic of Serbia, which steatlexaime most important issues and guide the operations

The structure of the Coordination Body shall include: 1) Government President; 2) Government FiPsegident; 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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within the scope of the public administration in the process of accession Républic of Serbia to the European Union (hereinafter:
Coordination body). Coordination body Counéikhall perform the operations regarding current issues within the process of accession of
the Republic of Serbia to the European Union, in accordartbegmdelines given bthe Coordination Body. Expert and administrative
technical support to the Coordination Body i@ti®n shall be provided iye European Integration Office

The Government of the Republic of Serbia shall make a decision on the establishment of the Secretariat, as a spetiatiywoiking
Government for the expert and administratieehnical support to the Negotiating Group for Chaptea28pmpanied wi the adoption
of the Action PlanThe Government of the Republic of Serbia shajpointthe members of the Secretatiapon the proposal of the
President of the Negotiating Group for ChapterfaBa five-year term with a possibility of mandate extensn a case of negotiation
process prolonged duratiohhe method of the work of the Secretariat shall be precisely regulated by the RRieseafure.

The Secretariat for the implementation of the Action Plan for the negotiations for Chapter 23csti@lt the implementation of the
activities envisaged in the Action Plan on a daily basis, anticipate and instigate early warning mechanism in case of delays and othe
problems in the implementation of the Action Plan, coordinate the reporting procga®wadé administrative and technical supgort

the Negotiating Group for the Chapter 23.

The Secretariat shall submit monthly reports on the implementation of the Action Plan to the Head of the Negotiatingdgatiafmms

for accession of the Republic of Serbia to European Union, President of the Negotiating Group on Chapter 23ardinhgdd Body
Council. The Secretariashall payparticularly attentiorio ensuringhat monthly reports encompass conclusions and recommendations
from relevant bodies which monitor the implementation of national strategic documents (Comiaissi@implementation of the
National Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 2@038, Coordination body for implementatiofn the National AntiCorruption

2 The structure of the Coordination Body Council shall include: the member of the Government responsible fanEotegetion, 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 representativesndt 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 timee@Grrenber in charge of European
Integration is unavailable, he shall be replaced by the Director of the Office for European Integration and Head ofistiedN€gatn for negotiations on accession

of the Republic of Serbia to the European Union, dependinigeotopic 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 of the Secretariat from among the rankseofanit$ and consultants who have already been engaged in
the activities connected to the process of accession to the EU



Strategy, as well as numerous bodies that supervise implementation of strategic documents in tifienfitsichental right$) Bearing in
mind heterogeneity of matter and the number of monitoring bodies in the area of Fundamental Rights, the special attentpdwill be
when it comes to the implementation of the activities within that subchapter.

In cooperation with the Office for European Integration, the Secretariat shall submit quarterly reports on the implementat#aion the
Plan to the Coordination Body and the Committee for European Integration of the National As6aentithly reports will b submitted
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 owebg@ortal dedicated to negotiationstvEU.

In cooperation with the European Integration Office, the Secretariat shall ensure the coordination of the reportingtprogessy to
avoid overlaps or gaps due to the parallel monitoring of the same or related activities foreseen imthl#ciand national strategies
and action plans in specific areas, for the purpose of the rational use of resources. Within this activity, the Skalietatatilssh ongoing
communication with the bodies responsible for monitoring the implementstimational strategic documents.

In order to fully rationalize and coordinate the process of reporting on various strategic documents, Secretariatghaljoieveblendar
for reporting, in cooperation with the Secretary of the Negotiating GrouppEan Integration Office and aforementioned bodies which
monitor implementation of national strategic documetdsisideringpther reporting requirements from the EU

Administrative, professional and technical support provided by the SecretariatNegbtating Group for Chapter 23, includes:

Preparation of reports on the implementation of the Action Plan;

Preparation of proposals for the update of the Action Plan;

Coordination with representatives of other bodies responsible for the implementattevaht strategies and action plans;
Review of projects financed from international sources;

Cost assessment of the activities envisaged by the Action Plan;

Collection and compilation of statistical data necessary for making strategic decisions gaotvedt data determined as indicators
for the implementation of the Action Plan;

ouahwnE

“Council for improvement of the position of Roma and ihergilld; €onaciforanoritamimgy 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 implementatiortlud Strategy for fight againstiolence and inappropriate behavior on sport events; Body for monitoring implementation of the
Action plan for implementation of the Strategy for prevention and protection against discrimination; Body for monitorngeintglion ofhe Action plan forthe
exercise of the rights of national minorities
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7. Collection, compilation, processing and analysis of data from all bodies determined as responsible authorities foctspgesic a
set in the Action Plan;
8. Preparation ofiraft decisions and documents for the Negotiating Group on the basis of the collected and analyzed data.

Aimed at achiving the best possible results in the implementation of the Action Plan, above described mechanism i€ goibjg¢o df
annual assesnent 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,havegiven excellent resulighe 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 caoperation with civil societyfor submission of proposals and commeantgonnection 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 thA&ction 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 Grpufor Chapter 23 shatirganize 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 delaysiimplementation of the Action Plan

In the case of perceived delays, setbacks or other problems in the implementation of the Action Plan, in additionlto teeoegghe
Secretariat may issue a warniwgich is also delivered to the Head of the Negotiating Team for Accession of the Rep&lglibiafto the
European Union, President of the Negotiating Group on Chapter 23 and the Coordination Body Council. Depending on ththeature o
problems and theesponsibilities 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 implementatibie®pasist,

the Head of the Negotiating Team for Accession of the Republic of Serbia to the European Union, the President of tivegN&gofmat

and the Coordination body Council shall so inform the Coordination Body and the Committee for European Intégragidiational
Assembly, which shall, within its jurisdiction, take further measures towards the subjects foreseen in the Action Piamsllees
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authorities for undertaking activities whose implementation is delayed or there are other problemsmplgr@entationHowever, in

case that despite all the aforementioned measures, the entities that are responsible for the implementation of ¢ersanh thetikiction

Plan, do not act in line with the Action plan, Coordination Body and the Na#Assambly are entitled to initiate proceegs to determine
liability of those entities, in accordance with applicable regulations governing the operation of the aforementioned entities
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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 Statbe)
period 20132018 ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 71/13 and 55/14); The Constitution of the Republic of Serbia ("Official Gazetie ®f, tNo. 98/06); Law on the Constitutional Co
("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 109/07 and 99/11); Law on tlghHudicial Council ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 116/08, 101/10 and 88/11); Law on Judges ("Official Gazett
RS", No. 116/08, 58/08 decision of the Constitutional court, 104/09, 101/10, 8/&i2cision of Constitutional court, 121/12 andLiAB); Law on Organization of Courts ("Official Gaze
of the RS", No. 116/08, 104/09, 101/10, 31ildtate law, 78/11 state law, 101/11 and 101/13); Law on the State Prosecutorial Council ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 116/08, 1(
88/11); he Law on Public Prosecutoroés Office (" Ofistateilaw, 10141 2842 deatsionoof the RCBrstitutioNab court, 1121612 4
101/13); Law on the Seats and Territorial Jurisdictions of Courts and Puble Brc ut or s 6 Of fi ces (" Of fici al Gazette of the

of RS", No. 104/09 and decision of Constitutional court No. 32/14); Criminal Procedure Code ("Official Gazette of the RE1ING®01/11, 1212, 32/13, 45/13 and 55/14); Civil Procedt
Law ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 72/11 49/18ecision of Constitutional court, 74/13lecision of Constitutional court, 55/14); Law on NGontentious Proceedings ("Official Gaze
of the RS", No. 25/8 and 48/88 and "Official Gazette of the RS", No. 46/%%ate law, 18/0% state law, 85/12, 45/13 state law and 55/14); Law on Enforcement and Security ("Off
Gazette of the RS", No. 31/11, 99/il tate law, 109/18 decision of Constitutional emt and 55/14); Law on Public Notaries ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 31/11, 85/12, 19/13 anc
I state law); Law on Mediation ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 55/14); Law on the Bar Exam ("Official Gazette of the RB5/9M)y Law on Misdemewmrs ("Official Gazette of thg
RS", No. 65/13); Law on the Public Attorney's Office ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 55/14); Court Rules of Procedigial(&fzette of RS", No. 110/09, 70/11, 19/12 and 89/
Rules of Procedure of the High Judici@buncil ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 29/13); Rules of Procedure of the State Prosecutorial Council ("Official GalzetieSY, No. 55/09)
Rules on the Administration in Public Prosecution ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 77/04, 52/07, 2008rid A4/09); Code of Ethics for Judges ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 9
Code of Ethics of Public Prosecutors and Deputy Public Prosecutors of the Republic of Serbia ("Official Gazette of the8RA'3)NCode of Ethics for members of that&tProsecutoria
Council ("Official Gazette of the RS ", No. 60/14); Rules of procedure on disciplinary procedure and disciplinary acitpurditalities ("Official Gazette of the RS ", No. 71/10);Rules
disciplinary procedure and disciplinary accability of public prosecutors and deputy public prosecutors ("Official Gazette of the RS ", No. 64/12, 58/14); Rulelh@okriberia for
transfer of a judge to another court in the case of the abolition of the substantial part of the jurisdicéaofttto which he was elected ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 105/13);
of Procedure on the criteria and standards for performance appraisal of public prosecutors and deputy public prosdiciabGaz€tte of the RS", No. 58/1#Rules of Pocedure are
experimentally implemented in 18 pu BuntiDecepberd%28id.wpoa cosmmetion bf thé expersmentatimplementatios, thé State Pfosed
Council will analyze and compile report on the implementation of the Rules of Procedure, stating whether it is necersay itdRaulebook on the criteria, standardspqass and bodie
for performance evaluation of judges and court presidents ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. /14);Uniform backlog rechgtion m the Republic of Serbia, which has beer
implementation since Januar§2D14(Supreme Court of CassatiGourt adopted Uniform program on Decembéf 2613);Rules of Procedure on public notary exam ("Official Gazett
the RS", No. 71/11, 81/11, 3/12, 78/12 and 31/13); Initial training program for candidates for exercise of the profestitim mftares for 2014 (adopted on April"2014); Rules of
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Procedure on temporary number of public notar i es posifonssor whichbancempetitiod wilt bh @&noariced forcthe dirbt
public notaies ("Official Gazette of the RS", No. 31/12 and 57/14);Rulebook on determining the number of bailifffenforcement 'tftieia Gazette of the RS", No. 61/14).

The institutional framework encompass: Constitutional Court, the High Judicial Cabrac8tate Prosecutorial Council, Ministry of Justice, Judicial Academy, Supreme Court of Ca;
four appellate courts, 25 higher courts, 66 basic courts with 25 court units, Misdemeanor court of appeal with threntepittmisdemeanor cour@mmercial Court of Appea
l16commerci al courts, Administrative Court with threed ide pparotsneecnuttso,r stdh eo fRd pcuebsl, i
58 basic public prosecutorsé offices.

The judicial system in the Republic of Serbia, as of Septenit@d14, encompass@800judges,90 public prosecutors and 741 deputy public prosecutors

National Assembly of the Republic of Serbia enacted the National Judicial Reform Strategy foiathe2@£32018 on July ¥ 2013, which has determined priorities, strategic goals
strategic guidelines of reform measures. The Government of the Republic of Serbia adopted an Action plan for implerhématatianal Judicial Reform Strategy ftvetperiod 2013
2018 on July3*which envisages concrete measures and activities for implementation of strategic objectives, defines the deadlines and cthopgésnfoalts implementation an
financial sources. National Judicial Reform Strategytfiar period 2012018 envisages mechanism to monitor the implementation of reform measures, in the form of Commis
Implementation of the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the period-2018, with the composition of 15 members who are repraess of all relevant stakeholders in the refg
process.

The Strategy envisages independence, impartiality, competence, accountability and efficiency of the judiciary, as fivedijslsis anich defined priorities, strategic objectives and stra
guidelines of reform measures.

Concerning independence of judiciatlye National Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 2@038 has identified the need of amending the Constitution in the part which deals w
interference of legislative and exd¢ime powers in the process of appointment and dismissal of judges, court presidents, public prosecutors and deputyquuitticspedected members
the High Judicial Council and State Prosecutorial Council, and the need for précising the roleuaraf stadicial Academy, as mechanism for entry to judiciary. In addition, due to |
and complexity of amending the Constitution, a series of interim measures are provided aimed at strengthening the iedefpiredgnliciary through amendments he fudicial laws
within the provisions of the Constitution of the Republic of Serbia. The High Judicial Council and State Prosecutorigli€aaocrdance with the strategic objectives, should becom
key institutions of the judiciary with full capaies of their competencies and with precisely defined system of transparency and accountability.

In the first year of implementation of the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the perioe2Q@&3Fet of judicial laws has been amended and judidapiendence has been strengthe
with these interim measures, within the framework of the current Constitution. At the same time, work has commencedlysisaf tre provisions of the Constitution of the Republi
Serbia and on the identificatiorf mecessary amendments in the part relating to the judiciary. Presidents of the courts of all levels have been app#iigiedutif@al Council and Stat
Prosecutorial Council adopted criteria and standards for the performance appraisal of judigestgrscourts, public prosecutors and deputy public prosecutors and the Counci
commenced preparing the criteria and standards for appointment to judicial officeeedPéamendments to the Law on the High Judicial Council and State ProsedDtanmil will
significantly improve transparency in the work of the Councils. Introduction of program budgets has commenced and chipecaidsinistrative offices of the High Judicial Council &
State Prosecutorial Council have been strengthenednd ako account the constantly extending scope of competences of the Councils, it is still evident the need for stgetingt
capacities in the fields of finance, analytics and strategic planning.
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TheNational Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 2@D38 stipulates implementation of measures aimed at improvement of impartiality, ethics and integrity of the judidial déiis
as well as at the alignment and complete accessibility to the sasadathe full realization of the right to the natural judge. In this reglae&Gtate Prosecutorial Council has establishe
Board of Ethics, and the same activity is underwaph@High Judicial Council.

The same strategic document also stipulttesstablishment of a system of appointment and promotion of judges and public prosecutors according to clear, objecévia detecrnined
in advance. Following measures in the reform of Judicial Academy are set forth as the strategic approach:

Impro ng i nitial and continuously training of |judgesd raasdel pswotrdpiesentgivesos|egal profassions)aloag
the system of development of a comprehensive annual trainingapre@nd assessment of attendees.

Improvement of operation of disciplinary bodies of the High Judicial Council and State Prosecutorial Council is sethieftational Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 22038.
Despite commencement of operatiof those disciplinary bodies, their work has to be much more efficient.

Taking into account the fact that inefficiency has been the greatesstangding problem of the Republic of Serbia judiciary, the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the2p&B02018
has envisaged a series of measures aimed at improving efficiency, commencing from improving of procedural laws, eatabliissiicg system, as well as the monitoring and correqg
of the functioning of the judicial network. Alleviation tife workload of courts is also envisioned through the introduction of a system of enforcement agents, notaries andmuisipaties
resolution, which would, along with the swift resolution of case backlog and infrastructure investments achiaveushbtde of court proceedings and improve access to justice.

From January$12014anew judicial network has entered into forcevathi ncr eased number of courts and public prosecut (
acacess to justice. There have been considerable investments in infrastructure that already, by the end of 2014, sugbtwsadignifiaant increase in the number of courtrooms, espe
in Belgrade, where this problem has existed for decades. lmpro¥¢. nt of | nf or mati on and Communication Technol ogy i
is still a problem with the parallel operation of multiple incompatible systems, making it difficult to monitor the atatéstienedrs of judicial efficiency, the exchange of information betw
courts and public prosecutorsd offices, parti esd iThssstatgshof Infarnmation antl Goenmumicatian Technaldgy h
negdive impact also on the reach of the automatic case management, which improvements also caused by the need for the @fteodasé weighting system. The Supreme Cou
Cassation has adopted a Uniform backieduction program in the Republic ofrBm in December 2013 that stipulates gradual reduction of backlog ofvaiis&9% by 2018. Furthermore
significant steps have been made towards the relief of courts by using the system of bailiff/fenforcement officers. Frdrer3ap014 public naties have commenced working, and fr
January 12015, upon the enactment of the Law on mediation, legislative framework for the operation of the system of mediatiorieatdnken

From October $2013 the implementation of the Criminal Procedurd@ f r om 2011 has commenced in al/l courts and publ
prosecutorial investigation as the most important novelty. Despite initial obstacles in implementation, there has bifear isigease in the percentage of proceedings complete
applying the principle of opportunity in criminal prosecution and plea bargain.

Considering that National Judicial Reform Strategy for the period-2018 (priorities and defined goals in the Strategyespond to recommendations from screening report) has
developed as a result of general consent of all relevant subjects in the field of judiciary, during the process of ditmBteatggy particular attention was given to take into accounakr
activities envisaged in the Action plan for the implementation of the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the per2@1801:3 this way, higher degree of coherence between thes
documents is achieved and supervision over reform implementation f aci | i t at ed. I'n addition, activities envisages

Action plan for the implementation of the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the perioeR@83ncludes broader scope otalkactivities and will be amended so as to include to
maximum extent the recommendations from the Functional ReWtrearder to achieve complete cohesion of two documents (particularly concerning deadlines), revision of Action
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theimplementation of the National Judicial Reform Strategy for the period-2018 will be conducted after adoption of Action plan for negotiations. A functional analysis of judiciary
Republic of Serbia was conducted with the support of the World,Bettkthe aim of objective consideration of overall current state of play, as of*J2044, in the judiciary in the Republ
of Serbia, as well as concerning the degree of implementation of the measures provided in the Action Plan for impleshérgatlational Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 20
2018. Conclusions and guidelines from the Draft of this document were used as a starting point for defining furthertirgf@snaltin the context of recommendations encompasse
Report fom screening.

WAR CRIMES

The | egal framework in Serbia encompass: Cri minal Codeal nGatéecial olGaR8OtHOoOTf 7

and 55/14); Law on Mutual Legal Assistaricem Cr i mi n al Matters (AOfficial Gazette of RSO No. 20/ 20 0&ines
Proceedings (AOfficial Gazette of the RSA No. 67/ 03ceddidd @D O0OAOT fLiaawi aln ®a Dmd tet
Cooperation with the I CTY (AOfficial Gazette of the S Rahdiprokoolsonlc@peRatiod @ncludea direcify Odtw
Serbian war éme prosecutors office and countries in the region and foreign judicial institutions with the purpose of direct coopedatiame efficient exchange of information regard
war crimes and perpetrators (Croatia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, MontenegroxXEUUEsdiction for War Crimes in Serbia: 1) Criminal offences from art. 370 through 386 of the Cr
Code; 2) Serious violations of International Humanitarian Law committed in the territory of the former Yugoslavia singel3d@®d stipulated ithe Statute of the International Crimin
Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia; 3) Criminal offence from Art. 333 of the Criminal €adsistance to the perpetrator after the commission of crime, if committed in relation to ¢
offences from point 1and 2) of this Article.

Institutional frameworkWar Cr i me s P r Prasecutar,t6 ®epdty Proddcdtorsc2eAdvisers, 3 Assistdigber Court, War Crime Departme@tiudges, 1 Judge for the pi
trial; Ministry of the Interior, War Crimes Imstigation Servicedead of the Service, Deputy Head, 2 Chiefs of the Departments, 4 Sections Chiefs, 43 member of th&/Beéstigaf the
Interior, Witness protection unit; Victims and Witnesses assistance and support Section: 3 employees;dgmasdemn the international level that the judicial and prosecutorial resa

need to be adequate. This especially, in the light of the number of evidence/cases that are being transferred fromnhe ICTY¥a i on a l cooper at i offite hasy
received, in the recent months, tens of thousands documents, as well as a large number of photo albums and documeRts foomm¢he ut or 6 s Of fi ce of
aforementioned increased inflow of evidence and the workload, War@e s Pr osecutords Office should at | east build t

the completion of mandate of Tribunal in the Hague, the responsibility for the prosecution of war crimes is fully trangferf@@ublic of Serbia, which must demonstrate that its institut
are dedicated and administratively able to responsibly process all remaining war crimes suspects and to contributeess thietiznasitional justice.
During the cooperation with the ICTY, Serbia hanadegr 46 suspects to International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY). Serbia has daily cooperation @iy 'tk

prosecutoros office. |t shoul dICTépursuant tettde Corhpketion Strategy dRteed GTH) starled fivietionmgam Y EP A3 ard fthat celntain problen
arose with transferring evidence from the | CTY to t hraoinestiato ofithekTYRare transferredtbut distlesure
witness identity to the Serbian War Cri me Pr os e c uecavessrceurberofstatensentd ce e &aserby case Gasis

without the mes that could identify the perpetrators. Statements by those withesses would open several war crime cases againsttergashparamilitary formations and high officig
and solution of this problem will be the main incentive for cases againskevigihperpetrators.

Statistics of war crime proceedings have changed since the Screening refpbt23oThrough domestic trials, at the moment 435 persons were processed, currently there is 14 ongc
in 1%instance (against 40 defendants) @amparison to 10 cases against 34 defendants in the screening report. As regards regional cooperation, Serbia at tlis A@hemhanges
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information and evidence related to 131 cases with Croatia, 42 with Bosnia and Herzegovina, 9 with Momtdr8yvath EULEX and th&nited Nations Interim Administration Mission
Kosovo(UNMIK).

The rew Criminal Procedure Code (CPC) was introduced in War Crime proceedings since Jafiz@ry218nd 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. tAcard@P C the prosecutor office is leadimg preinvestigation

proceedings (not investigative judge) and conducting investigation (possibility to conduct investigation against unkeowr) pers Pr osecut or 6s of fi ce h
conduct certain measures while policehao bl i gati on to act and to inform prosecutor ds of f ondneollectng evidendy
during the investigation and elevated responsibility for the legality in obtaining of evidence. lehasithely agreed by the international observes and organizationbeteiurts 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 Sénkialation 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 joresicieurts, out of the total o
91 basic and higher couftise appointmen procedure for the rest positions is currently omgsiimber of vacancies on JunfM2015 is: 306 for judges, 52 for public prosecutors and 7§
deputy public prosecutors.

High Judicial Council hamtroducedprogram budgeih accordance with theaw 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. ptegramesdry 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 planningpoiding on implementation of budget whereas it did not influence independence of High J
Counci |l in regards to management of courtsé budgets.

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.

The High Judicial Council monitarthe results of implementation of judicial latsat 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 impletioendd the judicial lawss operational since January 13th 2@hd prepares quarterly repo
on implementation of judicial laws.
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The State Prosecutorial Council has adoptedRtiles on the criteria and standards for the evaluation of qualification, competence and worthiness of candidates fmoekssionholder
of prosecutorial office (Criteria for electionto office)n i t s®6 sessi"@8x5 hel d on May 14

Program budget in the State Prosecutorial Budget was introduced on January 1Bi2i@sof State Prosecutorial Courmikdivided in two activitiesactivities of the Council (profession
services of Council's members) and activities of Administradiffice. Those two activities are funded in program budsiginificant strengthening of the capacity of the Administrative of
of State Prosecutorial Council in accordance with exiné0iswtldthesuppop & IPA 2013Fwianingprofect 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 expectedtduere.
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(R&les on procedure for determining disciplinary responsibility of judges and court prebigerish 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 agicansns@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 tigstdeen adopted by HIC on ApriF2015 and SPC on May #2015
andits is being successfully implemented.

Activity regarding the development of monitoring system concerning quality of initial, continuous and specialized trainingligs bidirectional evaluation system that would allow
assessment of the resutitraining or degree of advancement of knowledge of the participants, as well as the assessment of the quality ofrtrengrivgiaers has being successfl
implementedCooperation with the Institute for quality assurance of education only asserteelief 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@inaiies 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 wittditigdeGloup, consists of two judges
SCC, two judges from Court of Appeal, one judge from Higher Courtdepety public prosecutor from Republic Public Prosecutor's Office and two university profesors specie
pedagogy and andragogyhis group vill be administered by thélead of Department for monitoring and evaluation of the Judicial Académg.growp will work on enhancement ¢
continuous and initial training, enhancement of mentor and lecturer work, as well as on enhancement of educationalSystgrams.progress monitoring after seminars, at the ley|
knowledge of judges and prosecutorslidha introduced, through testing/lonitoring and evaluation enhancement shall be achieved through introductideaohieg system, enabling mo
precise and complex measurement of different aspects of education process.
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Adequate building for permaneatcommodation of the Judicial Academy was obtained"ofpeil 2015 by Serbian Governement decisiand a preliminary design of tmeconstruction of
the buildingand bill of quantities are prepared.

Implementation of the Uniform Backlog Reduction Program

Although the envisaged goal of 20% backlog reduction which was prescribed in Uniform BRL Program has not been achie28d4jutiisghecessary to point out that new courts nety
has been established as of Janu&rg2d14, and this slowed down teork of courts during January and February of 2014. It was necessary to establistionesty courts and transfe
respective cases to them. Furthermore, following the decision of the Bar Chamber of Serbia, attorneys did not pacticigatéais forat least four months (SeptembieDecember 2014
and several days during June 2014).

Those were objective circumstances that prevented courts from working in full capacity. These arguments are confirfiaet! thyatlppellate courts reduced numberld cases by 25%
the Administrative Court by 52.38%, the Commercial Appellate Court by 78.75% (cases pending for more than 10 yearg faorinftlad act) and by 81.77% (cases pending for more
five years from filing an initial act) while there no cases older than two years. Furthermore, the Misdemeanor Appellate Court received 2,198-okhicdsessulted from change
jurisdiction that became effective on March2D14, and closed 93% of those cases. Listed courts suffered the jeastdimt  f r o m godrticipation i@ trias6 Thenpresented trend W
the very intention of the National BLR Program, and it was not reached because of the mentioned objective reasonsciileedepats were not met in basic and higher courte shwair
work is filinkedd to the attorneysd partici pat i oaentdgaofdases salved ontmeritsan highergdursssthighaoeogwhieh
represents 1.40% increase compared to 2013whit eads t o t he conclusion that courts wor ked on s 03.06% cogparid
to 2013, and such trend of reduction of unsolved cases is present also in the courts of special jurisdictismhdarsifrom already 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 teams. These teams are specialized for analyzing causes of long trail durations and finding kdieqsafer sackling althe identified issues. This practice h
yielded very good results in 10 pilot courts that c s, thgseteams aedcurnerntly workikgAall the cobires aral act
contribute to solving y st emat i c, as wel |l as concrete problems relating to courtsodé efficiern

Numerous memoranda of cooperation were signed between the presidents of courts of all levels and authorized représbatetlegart departments andtingions during 2014This

should contribute to better intarstitutional communication and more effective coordination of activities between various institutions that participateboaitecdo court proceedings

some way, such as for example be#ervice of process through police and post office. The memoranda prescribe numerous commitments for the parties withitioeeaise cour|
efficiency. This practice has yielded very good results in 10 pilot courts that cooperated with USAID SepBPatiwars Program.

To prevent future blocade of the judiciary the furtli@ming of the normative framework of the Republic of Serbia, which governs the area of advocacy withatguiEgn particular with
General Services DirectiveDirective2006/123 / EC of the European Parliament and the Council of 12 December 2006 on services in the intern@bonackBliyective 77/2429EECof 22
March 1977to facilitate theeffectiveexercise byawyersof freedomto provide servicesDirective 98/5/ECof the European Parliament and of the Council of 16 February 1998 to fag
practice of the profession of lawyer on a permanent basis in a Member State other than that in which the qualificatiaimechBioective 2005/36 / EC of the European IRament and
the Council of 7 September 2005 on the recognition of professional qualificd&ecsmmendation of the European Commission Rec (2013) 8179/2 on the right to legal aid to defe
criminal proceedings, which would, inter alia, preventifa blockade of the judiciary, is needed.

The intensive reform activitieglated tgudicial professions system$ave being conducted during the period of drafting the Action Plan.
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Pursuant to the Law on the Notariat, the first 93 notaries iwe@uced into the Serbian legal system as of 1 September 201He ferritory of 32 basic court$he Founding Assembly g
the Notary Chamber of Serbia was held on 15 August 2014, on which occasion the Chamber enacted legislation necesstatydbthlagrofession. The Chamber and the Ministry
Justice have subsequently enacted other necessary acts, which are unaffected by the amendments to the laws from 28. Jareiasfdtlishment of a high quality, efficient notary sys
which will be able to prevent and reduce the excessive workload in the courts through preventive justice and taking over of futidwreregeires a wellinctioning professional bod
which will monitor and control the work of its members, set professionalatandnd discipline when necessary, for which reason further work on these acts is necessary.

Based on an analysis of the application of the w5 November 2014 A Of f i ci al Ga z et t anemlment®a&hd supplements tad thellLav2dd thd Notariat and Law o
Estate Conveyance have been enacted, which ended tiadmtb long exclusivity of notaries to conclude contracts on the transfer of real estate through a notary record. ¢ekeinis
provisions of the Notarial Tariff were amended and certain fees reuie®@f f i ci al Gazette of )RM®roughatfwther abhdysis oRipleentation of thelaBvs,
upon conducted negotiations with the Bar Association of Seahiagreement was signed, based on which amendments to the Law on the Notariat, the Law on Real Estate Cony
Law of Succession, Family Law and the Law on Newntentious Proceedings were adopted on 21 January(2616f f i ci al G a 2#5) teducing the Mukier, of |@égal matté
which must be concluded in the form of notary record while increasing cases of solemnisation, introducing more detdileespiacsolemnization as well as judicial protection in the ¢
in which a notarydsues a decision on the refusal of performing notarial acts.

The Rulebook on the Number of Notariesd Positi ons dchadPublib@all v@fbe AnndurcédOficmleGazette offthe
RS", N0.31/12 and 57/14)provides for371 notary positions to be establish€h 15 June 201%here are 132 notaries working in Serbia while rietahave not yet been appointed for
territory of 14 basic courtdwo public calls have beesmnounced by the dary Chamber of Serbishe first was completed on 16 March 2015, when 49 notaries have been appoin
second waannounced on 24 April 2015 for 27 new notarial positions and is currently being conducted

Ad hocseminars and workshops in coopenatiith GIZ Program for Legal and Judicial Reform and the Foundation for Continental Law have continuously been implemensedle The
sustainability of training of notaries, a working group comprising of the Ministry of Justice, the Judicial Acade@tyaanmber of Notaries was established to develop the programs of
and continuous training and a Professional Council has been established on 9 February 2015, consisting of professioisdaufiente and judiciary with the aim of harmonisingctice
and a tendency to be transformed into a Notary Academy. In the intermediary period, a Memorandum on Cooperation withitAealletliny has been signed in order to provide train
Moreover, a Memorandum on Cooperation with the High Notarial €ibahFrance was concluded on 7 November 2014 while GIZ has adopted a Plan of Support for 2015 aimed at
continuous trainings for notaries during 2015.

The Ministry of Justice has issued in Ill quarter of 2014 a new Bylaw on internal organemadigobs which envisages an increase in the number of persons employed in the Depalr
Judicial Professionsom one to threevho deal with the notary system to three jobs systematized for this task. These employees have participated in reteyardricsiops for notarie
and in study visits.

For the purpose of promotion of the notary system, various activities were conducted, including broadcasting of a peordgisglat in September 2014 on television and radio
distributing of brochureen activities of notaries along with the daily press, with the support of GIZ Program for Legal and Judicial Reformuafit nelermation and infographics are al
published on the websites of the Ministry of Justice and Chamber of Notaries, whileergptives of the Ministry of Justice and Chamber of Notaries continue to appear in numero
programs. Further promotional activities need to be conducted in order to familiarise citizens and other legal profetisittrealsenefits of the notasystem.

The Law on Mediation in Dispute Resolution has become applicable on 1 January 20h& afidistry of Justice has passed alllaws necessary for the implementation of the law in
period from December 2014 to April 2015. A novelty of the lawMediation in Dispute Resolution is licensing of mediators and keeping a register of mediators as a public cential
database. On 6 February 2015 the Ministry of Justice announced a public call for granting licenses for mediation amshbddhmibtgister on its website on 15 May 2015. Conclu
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with 15 June 2015, 114 mediators have been appointed and registered. The law also envisages establishing an effeatitraiaysgeior mediators. Two organizations have been gra
status ofaccredited institutions responsible for the implementation of basic training. One of these organisations has also sagraittedqy four types of specialized trainings for whic
has received approval. All relevant information on the establishofi¢hé system of mediation is published on the website of the Ministry.

For the purpose of i mprovement of efficiency of the etynWodkingGromehascontinges toevonk on théntext o
draft law, supported by the Rule of Law and Enforcement Prdraiti; IPA 2013/32423), with the delivery of its Report and Overall Assessment of the Enforcement Regime of
Claims, as well as with expert advice. The analysis itself has shown tonaembmprehensive reform of the procedural law, taking into account the national legal and institutional fran
the EUacquis international standards and best practice. On 18 December 2014, in order to improve the efficiency of the procedwideaimt) ¢ba 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@gmiver 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 undertakempove 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 themprovement 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 intotlrecdews 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&jaronsidaential 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 tlefgiskgesand case law th
Official Gazette, in accordance with the Law, adafiuary 1, 2014, that is as of the establishment of a{igfgamation 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 natipiia 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 sty emgtheamrovement of efficiency of operation
departments for jurisprudence in Supreme Court of Cassation some steps werkendertl 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&@iteditarch 2015 a consuitan the field of jurisprudence i
engaged.

Beside earlier mentioned activities,this moment, the Supreme Court of Cassation carries oautheroudollowing activitiesaimed at unufication of court practice

- Supervises implementation oftheJont t i vi ty Pl an of Appell ate Courts on Organi zat i on  meéefingsitaoltcts
and systematizes disputed legal issues, legal standpoints and conclusions of appellate courts; distussesthe t s depart ment sé sessions;
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- 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 Courtsd Organizati on, Eu rlavpfEaropead Gaurtfer MumaroRights; it regdlarlgnaublish&silegah sersts
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 enforcement agen

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

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 raleifiéc multiinstitutional mechanism for supervision over the implementation of the Criminal Procedure Code.

INCLUSION OF THE PROFESSIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND CSOs INHE PROCESS OF PLANNING AND MONITORING OF THE REFORM ACTIVITIES

The significant progressithe field of the inclusion of the CSOs in process of planning a reform activities during the drafting of the Action R&arMitistry of Justice and the Office f
Cooperation with civil society has organized several cycles of public calls for smgnsiiggestions and comments within a period 11Q of 2014 to 1IQ of 2015 during which civil s
organizations have submitted their proposals regarding the development of the reform steps in the Action Plan for Qlepd8t fdebeen made on theéemt of implementation of eac
of the received comments and published at the website of the Ministry. Beside of that the representatives of the NegutaforgChapter 23 regularly meet with representatives o
National Convent, as well as indilial organizations, with the aim of collecting as precise information as possible and planning joint projects. Moreepristtgdg have profession
organisations (Association of judges, Association of Misdeminour judges and Association of PubtatBreaad Deputy Public Prosecutotsiat, beside written commnts and meetil
with representatives of the Negotiation Group for Ch. 23 havdlédfed permanent representaties in the Judicial Reform Strategy Commission as the highest monitorinhebtelgiof
judiciary, since its has been established in 2013.

WAR CRIMES

The working group for drafting the National Strategy for the investigation and prosecution of war crimes, consists ofatypgesef Higher and Appelate Court, WCP, WPU, W(
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, WedPfystfzmaft 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

1.1.INDEPENDENCE
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RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

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:

il

=a =4

The system for the recruitment, selection, appointment, transfer ang
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 execuive 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  Veniq
Commission and European standar
ensures the indepeandce 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 metiased
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 rules for terminatig the mandate g
the judges of the Constitutional Court.

1. 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 flueliciary;

2. 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

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

4. 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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ACTIVITIES

RESPONSIBLE

TIMEFRAME/DEADL

FINANCIAL RESOURCES

RESULT

AUTHORITY INE
1.1.1.1. ggzgttijtcutt?gr?ly&s (;fngrowsmnrso OCESE?]: ;gfcg)?mmlssgn 'ﬁ)(;icie:re IV quarter of 2015. - Budgeted in activity 1.1.1.3. Analysis conducted gnd rep.ort on t
amendments to the Constit pt'orFl) taki| (Workin roJ fo)? (Budget of the Republic of results of the analysis submitted to 1
. - Itut K Ing —group Serbia560.543 ) Government of the Republic &erbia and
into account opinion of Venic{ conducting analysis o to the National A bl
Commission and European standard¢ amending cortgutional . 0 the National Assembly.
-TAIEX-2 . 25010
framework)
In 2015.
1.1.1.2. | Initiating the process of amending t| -Authorized  proposing IV quarter of 2015. Budgeted in activity 1.1.1.3. | A proposal to amend the Constituti
Constitution and the adoption of | authorities according t (Budget of the Republic of | adopted in the National Assembly.
proposal in the National Assembly | Article 203 of the Serbia-560.5431 )
amend the Constitution. Constitution  of  the
Republic of Serbia
-National Assembly
1.1.1.3. | Preparing the draft athe Constitution -Working group  for 11l quarter of 2016. Budget of the Republic of Conducted public debate concerning

and conducting the public debate.

preparing the draft of th
Constitution

-National Assembly

-Government of thq

Republic of Serbia

Serbia-560.543
In 2016.

*Total budgetectosts include
the costs of activities that are
related to the Constitution, ang
presented in the period from
20152017 year individually.

draft of the Constitution.
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1.1.1.4. | Submitting the Draft of the Constitutig -Government  of  the 11l quarter of 2016. Budgeted in activity 1.1.1.3. | Venice Commission issued Opinion
to the Venice Commission on opinion Republic of Serbia (Budget of the Republic of | proposal to amend the Constitution.
Serbia-560.543 )
1.1.1.5. | Adoption of the new Constitution. -National Assembly IV quarter of 2017. Budget of the Republic of New Constitution adopted.
Serbia- the costs of the
referendum and other associat
costs, currently unknown
1.1.1.6. | Adoption of the Constitutional law. -National Assembly IV quarter of 2017. Budgeted in activity 1.1.1.3. | Constitutional law adopted.
(Budget of the Republic of
Serbia-560.5431 )
1.1.1.7. | Alignment of judicial laws with new -Ministry of Justice IV quarter of 2018. Budget of the Republic of Adopted judicial laws aligned with ne
constitutional provisions (Law ol SerbiaandTAIEX constitutional provisions.
Organization of Courts, Law o8eats| -Government of Hhe
and territorial Jurisdiction of Courts ar Republic of Serbia
Publ ic Prosecut o]
Judges, Law on F -National Assembly Calculation per law from
Office, Law on High Judicial Council normative framework
Law on State Prosecutorial Coung
Law on Judicial Academy)
1.1.1.8. | Alignment of bylaws with amended - Ministry of Justice Il quarter of 2019. Budget of the Republic of By-laws in the field of judiciary aligne

judicial laws

-High Judicial Council

Serbia

Calculation per lavirom

normative framework

with amended judicial laws.
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-State Prosecutorig
Council

-Supreme  Court 0
Cassation

-Republic Public

Prosecutor6

-Judicial Academy

1.1.2. Ensure permanent appointment of remaining Court presidents (i Court presidents of remaining basic and higher cg 1. Courts are managed by appointed c
particular of Basic and High Courts); appointed. presidents.

The National Assembly appoints the -High Judicial Il quarter of 2015. Budget of Republic of Serbia | Remaining court presidents of basic g
remaining court presidents at the proposa Council higher courts are appointed.
the High Judicial Council. Activity requiring insignificant

-National Assembly costs
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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. The
Councils should bear the responsibility for taking decisions on promotion
demotion or dismissal;

Established fair and transparent system, in which Council
accountable for decision making for promotion, déon and
dismissal of judges and public prosecutors, based
periodical professional a
prosecutorso6 performance.

1. Serbia has a comprehensive car

2. Evaluation of the wde of judges, public

3. Positive evaluation stated in the Rep

4. Positive evaluation stated the Report

advancement system for judges 3
public prosecutors, including th
election and dismissal of judges
performance evaluation, promotio
disciplinary responsibility, demotior|
dismissal, etc.in a way that guarant
the independence (internal a
external) and the impartiality of th
entire judicial system;

prosecutors, as well as judicial a
prosecutorial assistants is regula
conducted, and promotion is based
competence and merit, which has
overall positive effect on the qualit
and efficiency of justice which i
confirmed in tke positive evaluatior
issued by European Commission
Annual Progress Report on Serbia;

of Hi gh Judici al
group for monitoring results of judicig
l awsd6 i mpl ementat

of State Proseg
Working group for monitoring result
of judicial | aws¢
RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY INE FINANCIAL RESOURCES RESULT
1.1.3.1. | Adoption of the Rules on criteria an -High Judicial IV quarter of 2015. - Budget of the Republic of | Adopted Rules on criteria and standards

standards for evaluation of qualificatio

competence and worthiness for election

Council

Serbia- 8.642)

evaluation of qualification, competence a
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judges and court presidents, in line w|
current amendments to the Law on desl
(Criteria for election to office).

(Link with activity 1.3.14.)

- TAIEX- 2.25Q]

- IPA 2013 Strengthening the
strategic and administrative
capacities of HIC and &P

Twinning contrac2 . 0 0 0 .

INn2015410. 892
INn2016800. 000
INn201#/800. 000

worthiness for election process of judg
and court presidents.

1.1.3.2.

Adoption of the Rules on criteria, standai
and proceduredor evaluation of judicial
assistants.

-High
Council

Judicial

IV quarter of 2015.

Budgeted in activityl.1.3.1.
(-Budget of the Republic of
Serbia-8.642]

- TAIEX- 2.25Q]

- IPA 2013 Strengthening the
strategic and administrative
capacities of HJIC and SPC,

Twinning contract2 . 0 0 0).

Rules on criteria, standards and procedd
for evaluation of judicial assistants adopt

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
and court presidents(Rules for
election)

b) Rules on critdn, standards an
procedures for evaluation of judici
assistants

-High
Council

Judicial

Commencing from |
quarter of 2016.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia.

Activity requiring insignificant
costs

Council decides on promotioalection and
dismissal of holders of judicial office
according to the new criteria.

Judges have available information on f{
importance  of evaluation of th
performance of judges and its impact
career development at the website of
High Judicial Caincil and in their courts.
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¢) The Rulebook for evaluation of judge
and court presidentappraisal rules)

as an interim approach until amending tH
Constitution and alignment of laws and-H
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
promotia of the importance of evaluation
the work of judges and its impact on carg
development.

1.1.3.4. | The High Judicial Council monitors th{ -High Judicial Continuously, Budget of the Republic of -The High Judicial Councikfficiently and
results of implementation of judicial lawsat | Council commencing from Serbia3 0. 8 7 8 ( continuously monitors the results o
are currently on the force as well as futy quater of 2015. implementation of judicial laws
judicial laws that is going to be adopted afi
constitutional changes -Number ofanalyses wivh were conductg
20152018 7.7190 per year | by High Judicial Council:
-Number of initiaves submitted t
competent ministry for law amendmer
and supplements.
1.1.35. | Council makes decisions onelection | -State Prosecutorig Commencing from Il Budget of the Republic of | The State Prosecutorial Council decidé

promotionanddismissal of holders of publi
prosecutionoffices, according to the ne
criteria from

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

Council

quarter of 2015.

Serbia

Activity requiring insignificant
costs

according to new criteria, on promotio
selection and dismissalf holders of the
public prosecutord

Hol ders of public
available information on the importance
evaluation of the work of public prosecutg
and deputy public prosecutors and
impact on career development at {
webste of the State Prosecutorial Coun
and their courts.
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b) Rules on criteria,standards an
procedures for evaluation giublic
prosecutors and deputy pub
prosecutorsdppraisal rules)

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

The State Prosecutorial Counisilpublishing
detailed information on its website and

forwarding it to all public 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 careeedelopment.

1.1.36.

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

-State Prosecutoriz
Council

Continuously,
commencing fromll
quarter of 2015.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia-30.878i

20152018 7 . 7 eI year

The working group of the State
Prosecutorial Council for the monitoring
implementation of judicial laws work
efficiently.

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR
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1.1.4. Sufficientadministrative 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 institutionabccountability;

The High Judicial Council and the State Prosecutorial Col
(established in accordance with European standa
successfully manage the judiciary with adequate finan
resources, personnel elected with a clear mandate,

respectinghe principles of transparency and accountabilit

Increased  structure and number
employees in Administrative office ¢
High Judicial Council according to ne
systematization based on the needg
strengthening the analytical, statistic
and managesl capacities in
accordance with extending Hig
Judicial Council ¢

Increased structure and number
employees in Administrative office
State Prosecutorial Council accordi
to new systematization based on

needs of strengthening tranalytical,
statistical and managerial capacities
accordance with extending of Stg
Prosecutori al Co (|

High Judicial Council independent
proposes and executes judicial budg

State Prosecutorial Coung
independently proposeand executes
budget of public

Sessions of High Judicial Council af
State Prosecutorial Council are, as
rule, open to the public;

Decisions of High Judicial Council an
State  Prosecutorial Council &
reasoned;

Reports on work of High Judicie
Council and State Prosecutor
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8. Clear

Council are published at the websites
these bodies;

procedures for institution
responsibility of High Judicial Counc
and State Prosecutorial Council &
established.

RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY INE FINANCIAL RESOURCES RESULT
1.1.4.1. | Adoption of Law on amendments ar -Ministry of Justice [ quarter of 2015. Budget of the Republic of | Work of the High Judicial Councib fully

supplements to Law on the High Judic
Council which, within current Constitutiong
provisions introducing principle ofthe
broadestt r ansparency of
work, envisaging the following:

- Public sessions of the High Judic
Council;

- Reasoned decisions;
-Publication of the decisions and the reporf
work at the website of the High Judici

Council;

While pursuant to he opinion of Venice
Commission the amendments on:

- improving procedure of election of Hig
Judici al Council 6s
strengthening judicial independence,

-introducing mechanisms of institution

liability of High Judicial Council whictwill

-Government of the
Republic of Serbia

-National Assembly|

Serbia-71.1361

In 2015.

transparent.
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be covered by the new law that shall
adopted upon the amendments to

Constitution.
1.1.4.2. | Adoption of Law on amendments ar -Ministry of Justice Il quarter of 2015. Budget of the Republic of | Work of the Sate Prosecutorial Coundd
supplements to the Law on the St Serbia-71.136 fully transparent

Prosecutorial Council which, within curre| -Government of the
Constitutional provisions introducin| republic of Serbia

principle ofthe broadest transparencytbis
institutinotudings wor k | -National Assembly In 2015.

- Public sessions of the State Prosecutd
Council;

- Reasoned decisions;
-Publication of the decisions and the report
work at the website of the State Prosecuto

Council;

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

-improving procedure of election of Sta

Prosecutori al Councg
context of strengthening judicia
independence.

-introducing mechanisms of institution
liability of State Prosecutorial Council whig
will be covered by the new law that shall
adopted upon the amendments to
Constitution.
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1.1.4.3. | Amending the Rules of proceduretbéHigh | -High Judicial IV quarter of 2015. - Budgetedn activity 1.1.4.1. | Rules of procedure of High Judictabuncil
Judicial Council in accordance with amend Council (Budget of the Republic of | amended in accordance with amended L
Law on the High Judicial Council. (Activit Serbia7 1 . 1 3 6 ( onthe High Judicial Council.
1.1.41)
- Budgetedn activity 1.1.31.
(IPA 2013-Strengthening the
strategic and administrative
capacities of HIC and SPC,
Twinning contract2 . 0 0 O .
1.1.4.4. | Complete transfer of budgetary competend -Ministry of Justice Il quarter of 2016. Budget of the Republic of Budgetary competencies transferred fr
from Ministry of Justice to High Judicig Serbia Ministry of Justice to High Judicig
Council pursuant to Articl@2 Para3 of the | -High Judicial Council.
Law on Courts. Council
Activity requiring insignificant
costs
1.1.45. Strengthening the capacities -High Judicial Continuously, Budgeted in activity 1.1.3. Capacities of Administrative Office of Hig
Administrative office ofthe High Judicial| Council commencing from | (-Budget of the Republic of | Judicial Council strengthened in the field

Council in the field of the analytica
statistical and managerial capacities,
accordance with extended scope of H
Judicial Council 6s

quarter of 2015.

Serbia8 . 6 42 0

-TAIEX-2 . 250 0

- IPA 2013-Strengthening the
strategic and administrative
capacities of HIC and SPC,

Twinning contract2.000.00@ )

the analytical, statistical and managel
capacities in accordance with exteno
scope of Hi gh J
competencies.
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1.1.46. Amending Rules ofProcedure of Stat( -State Prosecutorig IV quarter of 2015. Budgeted in activity 1.1.4.2. | Amended Rules of Procedure of Sta
Prosecutorial Council according to ameng Council (Budget of the Republic of | Prosecutorial Council according
Law on State Prosecutorial Council. (Activi Serbia7 1. 136 (amended Law on State Prosecuto
1.1.4.2) Council.

1.1.47. Complete transfer of budgetary competend -Ministry of Justice Il quarter of 2016. Budget of the Republic of Budgetary competencies transferred fr
from the Ministry of Justice tothe State Serbia Ministry of Justice to State Prosecutor
Prosecutorial Council. -State Prosecutorial Council.

Council Activity requiring insignificant
costs
1.1.48. Strengthening the capacities -State Prosecutorig Continuously, Budgeted in activity 1.1.3. Capacities oAdministrative office of State

Administrative office of State Prosecutori
Council in the field of analytical, statistic
and managerial capacities, in accorda
with extended scope of State Prosecutg
Council 6s competenc

Council

commencingrom |
quarter of 2015.

(-Budget of the Republic of

Serbia-8 . 64210
-TAIEX- 2. 250

- IPA 2013 Strengthening the

strategic and administrative

capacities of HJIC and SPC,
Twinning contract2 . 0 0 O .

U

Prosecutorial Council strengthened in {
field of the analytical, statistical an
managerial capacities in accordance W
extended scope of State Prosecuto
Council 6s competen

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR
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1.1.5. Establish a clear procedure for both Councils to react publicly in case
of political interference in the judiciary and prosecution;

High Judicial Council and State Prosecutorial Council r¢
according toclear and iradvance established procedureg
case of political interference in the judiciary.

1. Essentially reduced perception
political interference in the work of judicia
instances, both among judicial officers a
the citizens;

2. Improved trasparency of the Higl
Judicial Council and the State Prosecut
Council and their cooperation with tk
media.

ACTIVITIES

RESPONSIBLE

TIMEFRAME/DEADL

FINANCIAL RESOURCES

RESULT

AUTHORITY INE
1.1.5.1. | Amending Rules of Procedure of Hig -High Judicial IV quarter of 2015. - Budgeted in activity 1.1.4.1 | High Judicial Council acts in line wit
Judicial Councito define clear procedure f¢ Council (Budget of the Republic of | amended Rules of procedure whi

public reacting in cases of politic
interference in the judiciary which includg
regular/periodic, as well as extraording
public reacting of High Judicial Counci
concerning the political interference in t
judiciary andits effective implementation.

Serbia-71.1361 )

- Budgeted in activity 1.1.3.1
(IPA 2013 Strengthening the
strategic and administrative
capacities of Hl@nd SPC,
Twinning contract2 . 0 0 0 .

stipulate clear procedures for pub
reacting in cases of political interference
the judiciary.

1.1.5.2.

Amending Rules of Procedure oftate
Prosecutorial Council to define cle
procedure for public reacting in cases
political interference in the operation
publ i c prosecutor 03
regular/periodic, as well as extraording
public address of State Prosecutorial Gnlin
concerning the political interference
operation of public

effective implementation..

-State Prosecutorig
Council

IV quarter of 2015.

- Budgeted in activity 1.1.4.2
(Budget of the Republic of
Serbia-71. 136 |

- Budgetedn activity 1.1.3.1
(IPA 2013 Strengthening the
strategic and administrative

capacities of HIC and &P
Twinning contract2.000.00@ )

State Prosecutorial Council acts in line w
amended Rules of procedure whi
stipulates clear procedurefor public
reacting in cases of political interference
operation of publi
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RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

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

Judicial decisions are fully respected whereas awarenesy
criticizing decisions puts the independence at risk, has
improved.

1.

Increased percentagef onembers of
executive and legislative branakho
claim that are knowledgeable
European standards concerni
restrictions of criticizing judicia
decisions;

Increased percentage of judges ¢
public prosecutors who claim that @
knowledgeable of Eurggan standard
concerning restrictions of criticizin
judicial decisions;

Increased percentage of journalists w
claim that are knowledgeable
European standards and internal nof
concerning  reporting on cou
proceedings;

Decreased percentage gfdges and
public prosecutors who consider th
their independence has been put at
by public criticizing judicial decisions

Number of petitions for initiating
misdemeanor proceedings concern
violation of the presumption 0
innocence and the unduatized
disclosure of information in relation t
criminal proceedings;

Number and structure of decisio
finalizing misdemeanor proceedin
concerning violation of the
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presumption of innocence and t
unauthorized disclosure of informatic
in relation tocriminal proceedings.

ACTIVITIES

RESPONSIBLE
AUTHORITY

TIMEFRAME/DEADL
INE

FINANCIAL RESOURCES

RESULT

1.1.6.1.

Adoption and effective implementation of tf
Code of conduct for Members of Parliame
(MPs) which regulates commenting judic
decisions angrocedures.

-National Assembly|

Continuously,
commencing from
IVquarter of 2015.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia-17.285i

In 2015.

Code of conduct for Members of Parliame
(MPs) which regulates commenting judic
decisions and procedures adopted
effectively implemented.

1.1.6.2. | Adoption and effective implementation { -Government of the Continuously, Budget of the Republic of Code of conduct for Members of tk
Code of conduct for Members of th Republic of Serbia commencing from IV Serbia-17.284] Government of the Republic of Serb
Government of the Republic of Serbia, whi quarter of 2015. which regulates commenting judici
regulates commenting judicial decisions g decisions and procedures adopted
procedures. effectively implemented.

In 2015.

1.1.6.3. | Amendments and effective implementati| -Government of the Continuously, Budget of the Republic of Amended Code of ethics in Police in p
of the Code of ethics in Police in part whi{ Republic of Serbig = commencingrom Il Serbia which deals with liability of police officer
deals with liability of police officers fol at the proposal o quarter of 206. for unauthorized publication to the media
unauthorized publication to the media | Ministry of Interior information concerning current or plann
information concerning current or plann criminal investigations and effective
criminal investigations (link with activity| (Budgeted in activity 3.5.2.11| implemented.
3.5.2.11) link with Chapter 24.)

1.1.6.4. | Drawing up electronic brochure on the lim| -Republic IV quarter of 2015. Budget of the Republic of Drawn up electronic brochure on the lim
of permissible commenting judicial decisio| Secetariat for Serbia-8.6421 of permissible commenting judicial
and procedures for political office holdeg Legislature with the decisions and procedures for political offi
and its publication on the web pages of | support of Ministry holders and publicized on the web pages
National Assembly and the Government| of Justice, High the National Assembly and the Governm
the Republic of Serbia. Judicial Council ang In 2015 of the Republic of Serbia.
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State Prosecutorig
Council

1.1.65. Introduction of European standards relat| - Judicial Academy Continuously, Budgeted in activity 1.3.1.7. | Periodically organized training o
to respect of judicial dgsions and limits of commencing from Il and  (Budget of the Republic of | European standards relating to respec
permissible critique of judicial decisiomasid | -High Judicial IV quarter of 2016. Serbia-4 . 0 7 6 . 5 0] judicial decisions and limits of permissib
proceduresin the context of respect q Council, Public critique of judicial decisions and
judiciaryos i ndepen Relations Service proceduresin the context of respect ¢
the Judicial Academy and th judiciaryés indepe
implementation of such training program | -State Prosecutorig
this area. Council, Public

Relations Service
-Partners

1.1.66. Organizing workshops fgournalists in ordel -High Judicial Continuously, Budgeted in activity 1.1.3.1 | Organized workshops for journalists
to adopt European standards and natig Council, Public| commencing from Il and (IPA 2013 Strengthening the | order to adopt European standards
regulations concerning respect for judic| Relations Service IV quarter of 2016. strategic anédministrative | national regulation concerning respect
decisions and concerning respect of repor capacities of HIC and SPC, | judicial decisions and limits of permissib,
on court proceedings. -State Prosecutorig Twinning contract2 . 0 0 O .| critique of judical decisions and

Council, Public proceduresin the context of respectin
Relations Service judiciarybés indepe
- PressCouncil
-Partners
(associations o]
journalists and civil
society
organizations)
1.1.67. More dficient processing ofmisdeminour| -Ministry of Continuously, Budget of the Republic of Cases of public violations of presumpti

cases of public violations of presumption
innocence (art. 73 from Law Publig
information and Mediaand trackingeecords
concerning this type of proceedings.

Information, Sector
for information and
media

commencing from |
quater of 2015.

Serbia- 42.5501

20152018 1 0 . 6per§ear

of innocence efficiently processed at t
motion of Ministry of Information wherea
Supreme Court of Cassation tracks prec
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-Public pr
offices

-Misdemeanor
courts

-Republic ~ Public
Prosecuto

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

records  concerning  this
proceedings.

type

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.1.7. Ensure the involvement of civil society and professional organizatiof
in defining further steps in the reform process and inmonitoring the

implementation of the action plans;

Civil society and professional organizations are involve
defining the further steps in the reform process ang

monitoring the implementation of action plans.

Suggestions and comments of civil sogi
and professional organizations related
defining the further steps in the refor
process are regularly discussed at meet
of the body responsible for monitoring t
implementation of action plan
(Commission for the Implementation of tf
National Judlicial Reform Strategy for th
period 20132018).

RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY INE FINANCIAL RESOURCES RESULT
1.1.7.1. | Quarterly publication of public call to civi - Ministry of Justice| Quarterly, commencing Budget of the Republic of Ministry of Justice in cooperation with th

society and professional organizations
submit suggestions andcomments for|
defining further steps in the reform proces

in cooperation with
the Office for
Cooperation  with
civil society

from IV quarter of 2014.

Serbia-21.277I

20142018 4.255] per year

Office for Cooperation with Civil Societ
quarterly publishes public call to civ
society and professional organizations
submit suggestions and comments relat
to defining further steps in theeform
process.
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1.1.7.2. | Submitting publishingand consideration o - Ministry of Justice| Quarterly, commencing Budget of the Republic of | The Ministry of Justiceind Secretatiat fo
quarterly reports on comments a from Il quarter of 2015. Serbia-17.020i monitoring of the AP Ch. 2]
suggestions of civil society organizations | -Secretatiat for implementation (afte
defining further steps in reform process. | monitoring of the 20152018 4.2551per year | establishingyuarterly submit reportshat
AP Ch. 23 bodes in charge of monitoring of actio
implementation pl ansd i mpl ement
Implementation Commission) takes in
-Strategy consideratiorwhen defins further steps in
Implementation reform process.
Commission
1.1.7.3. | Periodically organizing roundtables -Ministry of Justice Continuously, - Budget of the Republic of | Ministry of justice andNegotiating Group
discuss achieved goalshortcommingsand commencing from Serbia-2.00Q] for Chapter 23n cooperation withOffice
possibilities of improving cooperation i - Negotiating Group quarter of 2015. for Cooperation with Civil Society
creating and implementing reform ste for Chapter 23 ) _ | periodically organizes roundtables
following the good practice of providing th -Bi | at e-rTlaelgood i | discuss aehieved goals and possibilities
motivated feedback |-Office for governance fond of the Uniteq improving cooperation in creating ar
Cooperation  with Kingdom implementing reform steps.
Civil Society
* Agreements regarding the
value of the project are in
progress
20152018 5001 per year
1.1.7.4. | Improving other types of cooperation wi| -Negotiating Group Continuously, - Budget of the Republic of | Improved cooperation with civil society i

civil society (jointly organized workshops
common publications, researches and rais
awareness campaignes) the process o
defining reform steps, in accordance with:

Guidelines (prepared with the support

for Chapter 23 (thg
Chair)

-Ministry of Justice

commencing from Ill
quarter of 2014.

Serbia-13.2615I

- TAIEX- 2.250]

the process of defining reform steps,
accordance with: a) Guidelines (prepal
with the support of experts fromAIEX) for
cooperation between institutions (whi
participate in Chater 23) and civil society
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experts from TAIEX) for cooperation
between institutions (which participate i
Chapter 23) and civil society and
Guidelines for inclusion of civil society i
legislative process.

-Bi | at e-rmhelgood i

governance fond of the Uniteg

Kingdom

* Agreements regardirtipe
value of the project are in
progress

In 2014-2 .
In 2015-5 .
In 2016- 2 .
In2017-2 .
In 2018-2 .

o1 01 00 © U
o1 01 O O1 O
wWwwwww

(e = = =

and b) Guidelines for inclusion of civ
society in legislative process.

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

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

Adopted special regulation with regards to judicial instituti
in the Republic of Serbia in accordance with obligatimiithie
Republic of Serbia arising from First agreement of April 1

Adopted special regulation with regards
judicial institutions in the Republic @
Serbia in accordance with obligations of t
Republic of Serbia arising from the Fir

2013. agreemenof April 19th 2013.
RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY INE FINANCIAL RESOURCES RESULT
1.1.8.1. | Defining the activities necessary f{ -Ministry of Justice | Deadline will be defineq  Budget of the Republic of

implementation of this recommendation,
well as deadlines for its implementation, w
be performed through the negotiation
bet ween Bel grade an

-Government of the
Republic of Serbia

-National Assembly|

during negotiationg
between Belgrade an
Prigtina

Serbia

Costs currenyl unknown
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1.2.IMPARTIALITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.2.1. Clarify and implement the rules for random allocation of caseg
including through finding technical solutions to avoid circumventing the
system. Ensure that the system is not open to manipulation and make
subject to regular inspection by the body authorized for monitoring within
the High Judicial Council and the State Prosecutorial Council ;

Rules for random allocatioof cases
are clarified and are implementé
regular inspection (
their implementation is carried out &
Inspectorate of High Judicial Coung
and State Prosecutorial Council.

consistently,

offices

1. All cases are randomly allocated in courts and prosecl

2. Number of defined and removed irregularities concerr
implementation of rules on random allocation of ca
from report of supervisory body in High Judicial Coun

3. Number of defined and removed irregularities concerr
implementation of rules orandom allocation of case
from report of supervisory body in State Prosecuto

Communication Technologysystems in
terms of hardware, software the currg
quality of data as well as human resource
courts, public prosecutors offices a
prisons, with focus on urgentbut also
medium and longerm changes, with
recommendations for their improvement.

(Thesame activity 1.3.6. and 1.3.8.2.)

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

of Serbia-1 2. 8 9 1

-MDTF/WB-17. 59

-USAID-137. 00
- - IPA 2012 (Judicial
Infrastructure
Assessment)2.000.00

In 20161.167.497
In 2017 1.000.00@

Council.
RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
SIS AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES RELlbr
1.2.1.1. | Conduct analysis of current Information a| -Ministry of justice | quarter of 2086. - Budget of the Republic | Conducted analysis of current Information g

Communication Technologgystems, interms @
hardware, software the current quality of date
well as human resources in courts, puk
prosecutors offices and prisons, with focus
urgent changes, with recommendations for t
improvements.
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*Complementary activitieg
of the project that do not
lead to double funding

1.2.1.2. | Drawing up Guidelinesvhich determine thq -Working group During IV quarter of -Budget of the Republic | Developed  Guidelines  which  determi
directions of ICT system development | which includes 2015. of Serbia-1 7 . 2 8 § directions of ICT system development in Ser
Serbia (conceptual model) and which incly participation of Guidelines are based on the results of Jud
data on infrastructure of Information al representatives of -TAIEX-2 . 2 5 0 (I Functional review and Analysis of current st
Communication Technology and costs of of play (activity 1.2.1.1, 1.3.8.and 1.3.8.2.) an
maintenance, software and human resou| Ministry of Justice, In 2015 which include data on infrastructure
(the same activity 1.3.6.7and 1.3.8.3.)] High Judicial Information and Communication Technolog
Guidelines will be based on the results| Council, State and costs of its maintenance, software and hu
Judicial Functional review and Analysis | Prosecutorial resources.
current state of play (activity 1.2.1.1, 1.3.6| Council, Supreme
and 1.3.8.2.). Court of Cassatiorn
and Republic Publiq
Prosecuto
1.2.1.3. | Institutionalization of coordination an| -Working group Continuously, Budget of the Republic of| Coordination and management of ICT syst
management of ICT system through publ which includes| commencing from Il Serbia-1 7 . 2 8 5] institutionalized through publiprivate and
private or publiepublic  partnership] participation of quarter of 2015. publicpublic partnership in a way thg
particularly focusing on the eliminatiafthe | representatives o In 2015. maximally limits the risks of corruption.

risks of corruption.

(The same activity 1.3.8.and 1.3.8.4.)

Ministry of Justice,
High Judicial

Council, State
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Prosecutorial
Council, Suprems
Court of Cassatior
and Republic Publig
Prosecuto

1.2.1.4. | Developing activities and preparation | -Ministry of Justice Il quarter of 2016. IPA 2012 ( Judicial Plan of the activities and methodologic
appropriate methodological instructions f{ Efficiency)-4 . 0 0 0 . | instructions for the process of "cleaning” the d
"cleaning” of existing data in accordan| -Supreme Court 0 in the ICT system defined on the basis
with the recommendations of the previg Cassation recommendations from previously implemen
analyses, for the implementation INn20161 . 50 0. @ analyses of ICT systems.
methodological instructions for "cleaning In20171 . 500. O
the data. INn20181. 000 .
(Same activity 1.3.6.%nd 1.3.8.5.

1.2.1.5. | Organization of focusetlaining of endusers| Judicial Academy,| During Il and IIl quarter Budgeted in activity Clean data in ICT system.
of existing platforms for the use (¢ Ministry of Justice, of 2016. 1.2.1.4.
methodological instructions for “"cleaning¢ High Judicial (1PA 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 prosecutorg
6offices

(Same activity 1.3.6.10, and 1.3.8.6.)

1.2.1.6. | Drawing up protocol on input and exchan| -Working group 11l quarter of 2016. - Budget of the Republic | Defined training programs for staff in th
of data in ICT system (and scanning | which includes of Serbia-1 7 . 2 8 § judiciary with theaim of unifying their actions ir
documents) with the purpose of unification| participation of entering and processing data in the ICT syst
conduct in entire judicial system and traini| representatives 0 -TAIEX-2 . 2 5 0 | inaccordance with a unique Protocol.

programs for staff in the judiciary with th
aim of improving the qualityf the existing
ICT platforms.

(The same activity 1.3.611and 1.3.8.7.)

Ministry of Justice,

High Judicial
Council, State
Prosecutorial

Council, Supreme

Court of Cassatior

- Budgeted in activity

1.2.1.4,(1PA 2012
JudicialEfficiency -
4.000.00@1 )
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and Republic Palic
Prosecuto

In 2016

1.2.1.7. | Conducting trainings under the Program| -Judicial Academy, Trainings: during IV Budgeted in activity After conducted trainings, input and exchange
activities 1.2.1.6. with the aim to initiaj Ministry of Justice,l] quarter of 2016 and | 1.2.1.4. data in ICT system is carried out in accordal
uniform acting in input and exchangedsta| High Judicial quarter of 2017. (IPA 2012 Judicial to Protocol and is periodically assessed.
in ICT system. Council, State Efficiency-4 . 000 .
Prosecutorial Supervision over
Uniform acting is periodically verifieq Council, all courts  uniformity of acting:
pursuant to institutional solutions related| and public periodically,
ICT management system referred to | prosecutors offices commencing from I
activity 1.2.1.3. quarter of 2017.
(Same activity 1.3.62 and 1.3.8.8.)
1.2.18. Maximize the use of case managem| -all courts | quarter of 20161V -MDTF (e-fillings and Improved case management within the exist
systemsthrough: -electronic scheduling o quarter of 2018. statisticalcapacity) capacity of the ICT system by undertaki

the hearings;

-data collection on the adjournments and
reasons for them;

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

(Same activity undet.3.6.83and 1.3.8.9.)

Agreements regarding th
value of the project are in
progress

- Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.4(1PA 2012
Judicial Efficiency

4.000.00Q1 )

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

measures such as:
-electronic scheduling of the hearings;

- data collection on thedjournment and th
reasons for them;

-requirement that judges schedule next hearin
standardized timeframe already when postpor
the previous hearings.
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1.2.1.9. | Develop an assessment of the currl - Ministry of Justice| DuringlV quarter2016 | - Budget of the Republic | Established standards and methods for
situation and determine the standards and Iquarter of 207T. of Serbia-1 7 . 2 8 § exchange between bodies within the judic
methodsfor data exchange between bod| - Expert team system.
within the judicial system (interoperability ¢ - Budgeted in activity
existing ICT systems within the judiciary) 1.2.1.4. [PA 2012

JudicialEffeciency -
(Same activity under 1.3.6.1dnd 1.3.810.) 4 000. 000
In 2016.

1.2.1.10. | Further improvemerdf ICT systems througlf -Ministry of Justice Continuously, | P 2016 Measures aimed at establishing a unified |
considerable investment in infrastructu commencing fromV system in theentire judicial systemof the
software and improvement of hum{ -Supreme Court of quarter of 2017. -Budget currently Republic of Serbia are constantly itg
resources, with the aim of establishing uniq Cassation unknown. implemented through considerable investmen
ICT system throughout the entire judic infrastructure, improvement of software al
system, and in accordance with t Republic Public -Apply for1 P 8016 human resources.
Guidelines that define the datons of| Pr osecut o
development (conceptual model) of I(
system in the justice system of the Repul -StateProsecutorial
of Serbia. Council
(Same activity undet.3.6. 5. d 1. 3

1.2.1.11. | Preparing and adoption of the Program | -Working  group,| During Illl and IV quarter| -Budget of the Republic | Prepared and adopted the Program for weig}

weighing of caseghat provides gradually
approach in the introduction of case weigh
systemas one of the criteria for its allocatio

established by High
Judicial  Council
enccopmasis of

of 2016.

of Serbia-3 0 .

878

of cases, which introduced the complexity of
case as one of the criteria for its allocation.
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Supreme Court o
Cassation and Stat
Prosecutorial
Council
encompass
representatives ¢
all instances of
courts and publig
prosecuto
and Ministry of
Justice

which

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

4000000 )

In 2016

1.2.1.12.

Amendments to the Law on judges in p
which deals with allocation of cases
chance, aiming at implementation of Progr
for weighing of cases.

-Ministry of Justice

-Government of the
republic of Serbia

-National Assembly|

Il quarter of 2016.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia-55.697

In 2016

Amended Law on judges in part whidhals with
allocation of cases by chance, aiming
implementation of Program for weighing
cases.

1.2.1.13.

Adoption of amendments to the Law

Public Prosecutoroés
transfer of cepetencies for adoption (
Rules on administration in the publig
prosecution and transfer of supervision o
its implementation from Ministry of Justig
to State Prosecutorial Council.

-Ministry of Justice

-Government of the
Republic of Serbia

-National assembly

IV quarter of 2015.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia55. 697

In 2015

Adopted amendments to the Law on Pul
Prosecutords Office

competencies for adoption of Rules

administration in the public prosecution a
transfer of supervision over its implematibn
from Ministry of Justice to State Prosecutor
Council.

1.2.1.14.

Adopt amendments to the Court Rules
Procedure in order to clarify rules concerni
random allocation of cases (by chang
which will take into account complexity ¢
cases as ongf criteria for case allocatiofin

line with Program for weighing of casdéisat
provides gradually approach in ti
introduction of case weighing systeas one

-High Judicial

Council

During IV quarte of
2016 and | quarter of
2017.

- Budget of the Republic
of Serbia3 0. 87 8

In 2016
- Budgeted in activity

1.2.1.4(1PA 2012
Judicial Efficiency-

4. 000. 000

Rules concerning random allocation of ca
(allocation of cases by chance) have b
clarified upon adoption of amendments to
Court Rules of Procedure.
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of the criteria for its allocation Activity
1.2.1.11)

1.2.1.15.

Adopt amendments to the Rules
administration in public prosecutors offic
in order to clarify rules of random allocatiq
of cases (by chance), which will take in
accoum complexity of cases as one of crite
for case assignmef(in line with Program for
weighing of caseghat provides gradually
approach in the introduction of case weigh
systermas one of the criteria for its allocatio
Activity 1.2.1.11.).

-State Posecutorial
Council

During IV quarter of
2016. and | quarter of
2017.

-Budget of the Republic
of Serbia-30. 87 8

In 2016

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

4. 000. 000

Rules concerning random allocation of ca
(allocation of cases by chance) have be
clarified upon adoption of amendments to
Rules on administration in public prosecution

1.2.1.16.

Establishing preparatory departments
courts, which are in charge of, inter al
weighing of cases.

-High Judicial

Coundl

During IV quarter of
2016 and | quarter of
2017.

Budgeted in activity
1.2.14.
(IPA 2012 Judicial
Efficiency-4. 000 . O

Preparatory departments in courts have b
established.

1.2.1.17.

Establishing preparatory departments
public pr osecut or so of
charge of, inter alia, weighing of cases.

-State Prosecutoriz
Council

During IV quarter of
2016 and | quarter of
2017.

Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.4.
(IPA 2012 Judicial
Efficiency-4. 000 . O

Preparatory departmentsn
offices have been established.

publ i c

1.2.1.18.

Preparing the program of training for work
preparatory departments for weighing
cases and carrying out training of judicial a
prosecutorial assistants for work
preparatory departments for weighing d@
cases.

-Judicial Academy

-High Judicial

Council

-State Prosecutorig
Council

During IV quarter of
2016 and | quarter of
2017.

-Budget of the Republic
of Serbia-1 7. 2 8 §

In 2016

-Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.4(1PA 2012
JudicialEfficiency -

4. 000. 000

Conducted training of judicial and prosecuto
assistants for work in preparatory department
courts and public pr
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1.2.1.19. | Commencement of the implementation | -Ministry of Justice Commencing from Il -Budget of the Republic | Commenced implementation of provisions
provisions of Law on organization of th quarter of 2016. of Serbia-3 0 . 8 7 § Law on organization of the courts that regula
courts that regulates jurisdiction for ti -High Judicial jurisdiction for the performance of duties
performance of duties of judician Council In 2016 judiciary administration in order to transf
administration in order to transfer jurisdictiq jurisdiction of Ministry of Justice in the field ¢
of Ministry of Justice in the field of following -Budgeted in following duties: suprvision over the work o
duties: supervision over the work of cour activity1.1.3.1.(PA 2013 | courts, supervision over the results of the worl
supervision over the results of the work Strengthening the strategi courts, collecting of statistical data and analy
courts, collecting of statistical data a and administrative of statistical data from Ministry of Justice
analysis of statistical data from Ministry capacities of HIC and | High Judicial Council.
Justice to High Judicial Council. SPC, Twinning contract

2.000.000¢(

1.2.1.20 | Coherent implementation of amended rul -all courts Continuously, Budget of the Republic of| Rules on random allocation of cases in courts
onrandom allocation of cases in courts w commencing from Serbia coherently implemented and regular supervis
regular supervision of their implementati quarter of 2017. of their implementation is carried out by the Hi
by the High Judicial Council. Judicial Council.

-High Judicial
Council Part of regulaactivities,
without special costs (ICT|
system)

1.2.1.21. | Coherent implementation of amesdl rules| -all courts Continuously, Budget of the Republic of| Rules on random allocation of cases in pul
on random allocation of cases in pub commencing from | Serbia prosecutors offices are consistently implemen
prosecutorsod of fi ce -Republic Public quarter of 2017. and regular supervision olfi¢ir implementation

of their implementation by the Sta
Prosecutorial Council.

Prosecuto

-State Prosecutorig
Council

Part of regular activities,
without special costs (ICT|

system)

is carried out by the State Prosecutorial Coun
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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 :

|l

Ensuring the effective implementation of "conflict of interest" rules
and amending them if need be;

Ensuring the effective verification of asset declarations and crosg
checking with other relevant information;

Effective monitoring of compliance with the code of ethics ang
carrying out further evaluation activities and training of judges and
prosecutors in ethical behavior;

Review where necessary and effectively implement rules ¢
disciplinary and dismissal proedures;

Re-assessing the system of functional immunity ensuring fu
accountability of judges and prosecutors under criminal law.

The accountability of judges and public prosecut
strengthened through a strict application of all legal
disciplinary means, including through the effect
implementation of "conflict of interest” rules; effecti
verification and crosshecking ofasset declarationg
effective monitoring of compliance with the code
ethics and carrying out trainings for judges and pu

prosecutors in the field of ethics; effecti
implementation of rules on disciplinary accountabili
functional immunity, disnssal procedures an

accountability of judges and public prosecutors.
respective Councils have both an inspection capg
based on clear rules and bestowed with powers allo
them to actex officioor on signals from citizens, sta
bodies or otherlegal entities related tanter alia
questions of integrity or professional failure.

1.

2.

4.

5.

Regular opinion polls confirm that there h
been a decrease in the perception
corruption among citizens regarding t
manner in which judges and pub
prosecutors rggect the rules of ethics an
values, which is confirmed in the positi
assessment positive evaluation by Europ
Commission concerning the system

accountability of judges and publ
prosecutors stated in the Annual Progr
Report on Serbia;

The sysem of asset declaration ar
verification is actively used as a tool for t
prevention and detection of illicit enrichme|
of judges and public prosecutors;
Increased number of judges and prosecu
who are covered by training in the field
ethics, reslts in raising awareness of tf
need to respect ethical values;

Results of the evaluation of judges and put
prosecutors included in ethics training;
Positive evaluation on the degree
compliance with the code of ethics from
reports of ethics comittees of the High
Judicial Council and State Prosecutof
Council;

Data on the number of disciplinary charg
and disciplinary proceedings against judg
and public prosecutors from the reports of
disciplinary bodies of the High Judici
Council aml State Prosecutorial Council;
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7. Data on criminal charges and crimin
proceedings against judges and pul

prosecutors.
RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
SIS AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES NESUEr
1.2.2.1. | Amending the Law on the AnCorruption| -Ministry of Justice IV quarter of 2015. -Budget of the Republic | Amendments to the Law on the A@iorruption

Agency in order to strengthen competenc
entrusted to Agency, in relation to monitori
of implementation of the provision
concerning: conflicts of interests, verificatiq
and crosshecking of information fronj
assets declaration which have been dedige
by the judicial office holders. (Connectg
activity 2.2.1.1.)

-Anti-Corruption
Agency

-Government of the
Republic of Serbia

-National Assembly|

of Serbiaa7 1. 1 3 6
vl EX. 250 (

In 2015

Agency adopted which have strengthened
control mechanism of the Agency in t
implementation of the provisions on conflicts
interests, as well as verification and cro
checking information from assedclaration of
the judicial office holders.

1.2.2.2. | Regular notification by institutions to th - gourts andpublic Continuously, Budget of the Republic of | Cours and Public Prosecutors officesgularly
Anti-Corruption Agency concerning takin prosecutors commencing from llI Serbia submit notifications concerningtaking the
the judicial office and concerning terminati quarter of 2015. judicial offices and their terminatidhat enables
of the judicial offices in order to, in mor -Anti-Corruption Part of regular activities, | ACA regularly updating lists of judicial office
efficient manner, check the existence | Agency without special costs | holders.
conflict of interests.

1.2.2.3. | Regular notifications to the High Judici{ -Presidents of thgq Continuously, Budget of the Republic of | Presidents of the courts regularly notify Hi
Council on submitted notices to Anf courts commencing from Il Serbia Judicial Council on submitted notices to t
Corruption Agency on undertaking th quarter of 2015 Anti-Corruption Agency on undertaking tk
judicial offices and their termination. -High Judicial judicial office and their termination.

Council
Part of regular activities,
without special costs
1.2.2.4. | Regular notifications to the Stal -Public Prosecutors Continuously, Budget of the Republic of| Public prosecutors regularly notifies Ste

Prosecutorial Council on submitted noticeg

commencing from Ill
quater of 2015.

Serbia

Prosecutorial Council on submitted notices to
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the AntiCorruption Agency on undertakin
the prosecutorial office and its termination

-State Prosecutorig
Council

Part of regular activities,
without special costs

Anti-Corruption Agency on undertaking tk
prosecutorial officeand its termination.

1.2.2.5. | Improvement of cooperation between Hi( -Judicial office Continuously, Budget of the Republic of | Judicial office holders regularly submit ass
Judicial Council and State Prosecutor holders commencing from Ill Serbia declaration to the AntCorruption Agency.
Council on the one side and As@rruption quarter of 2015. Improved cooperation between High Judig
Agency through regular meetings a Part of regulaactivities, | Council and State Prosecutorial Council on
consideration of problems on the other sidg without special costs | one side and AmCorruption Agency on #
order to coherefyt and timely implement other side.
duties of submitting reports on assets g
incomes (assets declaration) of judicial offi
holders.

1.2.2.6. | Analysis and amending normatiy -Working group| IV quarter of 20151V -Budget of the Republic | Requirements for dismissal of judges ¢
framework which regulates: established by quarter of 206. of Serbia= 3 0 . 8 7 § specified; provisions that regulate jurisdiction

Minister of Justice Disciplinary commission and statute

-requirements for dismissal of judges with { -ud | EX. 250 ( limtations for disciplinary misdemeanor a
aim of specifying the requirements; -Ministry of Justice specified and redefined.
-statute of limitations for disciplinar] -Government of the In 2015 2.25Q1
misdemeanqr Republic of Serbia InN2016 30. 878
-sanctioning regime and practice -National Assembly|

1.2.2.7. | Analysis, and in case the results the | -Working group| IV quarter of 2018V Budgeted in activity Pursuant to the results of the analys

analysis indicate the need, amend
normative framework which regulates:

dismissal of
of fi

-requirements  for
prosecutor ds
specifying the requirements;

publ
C €

-jurisdiction for conducting disciplinar

procedure and decisianaking, with the aim

established by
Minister of Justice

-Ministry of Justice

-Governnent of the
Republic of Serbia

-National Assembly|

quarter of 206.

1.2.2.6.
(-Budget of the Republic
of Serbia-30. 87 8

ol EX. 2500

requirements for dismissal pfiblic prosecutorg
are specified to the determined extent; provisi
that regulate jurisdiction of Disciplinar,
commission and statute of limitations f
disciplinary misdemeanor are specified g
redefined.
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of examination of double jurisdiction d
disciplinary commission;

-statute of limitations for
misdemeanqr

disciplinar

-sanctioning regime and practice

1.2.2.8. | Amending Rules of Procedure of Hig -High Judicial IV quarter of 2015. Budgeted in activity Adopted amendedRules of Procedure of Hig
Judicial Council  which  envisagq Council 1.1.4.1. Judicial Council which provides establishment
establishment of Board of Ethics of Hig (Budget of the Republic | Board of Ethics of High Judicial Council.
Judicial Council as a permanent worki of Serbia7 1. 136
body.
1.2.2.9. | Analysis and in case the results of 1 -High Judicial IV quarter of 2018l - Budget of the Republic | Determined whether there is a need to am
analysis indicate the need, amending Cod{ Council quarter of 206. of Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 | Code of Ethics for Judges with clarifie
Ethics for Judges in order to clari provisions which stipulate disciplinary liabilit
provisions which define disciplinary liabilit - Budgeted in activity | of judges for norcompliance with Code o
of judges for norcompliance with Code o 1.1.3.1(IPA 2013 Ethics for Judges.
Ethics for Judges. Strengthening the strateg
and administrative
capacities of HIC and
SPC, Twinning contract
2.000.000
In 2015
1.2.2.10. | Analysis and in case the results of { -State Prosecutorig |V quarter of 20158l - Budget of the Republic | Determined whether there is a need to am

analysis indicate the need, amending Cod
Ethics for public prosecutors and depl
public prosecutors in order to clarif

provisions which stipulate disciplinan

Council

quarter of 206.

of Serbia8 . 6 4 2

In 2015.

Code of Ethics for public prosecutors and dep
public prosecutors with clarified provisior
which stipulate disciplinary liability of publi
prosecutor sé o f-doinpliaace
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l'iability of public
for non-compliance with Code of Ethics.

- Budgeted in activity
1.1.3.1(IPA 2013
Strengthening the strateg
and administrative
capacitief HIC and
SPC, Twinning contract
2.000.000¢(

with Code of Ethics fo public prosecutors an
deputy public prosecutors.

1.2.2.11. | Adoption of Rules of Procedure of Board | -High Judicial IV quarter of 2015. Budget of the Republic of| Rules of Procedure of Board of Ethics of Hi
Ethics of High Judicial Council which wil| Council Serbia Judicial Council adopted which regulat
regulate monitoring of compliance with Co monitoring of compliance with Code of Ethic
of Ethics for Judges and conducting activit for Judges and conducting activities
of evaluation ad training of judges on ethic evaluation and training of judges on ethics.
Part of regular activities,
without special costs
1.2.2.2. | Organizing seminars for judicial offic| -Judicial Academy Continuously, Budgeted in activity Seminars for judicial office Hders on integrity
holders on integrity rules and ethics. commencing from | 1.1.3.1. rules and ethics are regularly organized.
-High Judicial quarter of 2015. (IPA 2013 Strengthening
Council the strategic and
administrative capacities
-State Prosecutorig of HJC and SPC, Twinnin
Council contract2 . 0 0 0). O
1.2.2.8. | Drawing up brochure for judges fq -High Judicial IV quarter of 2015. -Budget of the Republic | Br oc hur e encompassif
i ncreasing awar e ne| Council of Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 | containing examples o
containing examples g permissible/impermissible conduct is drawn
permissible/impermissible condu In 2015 and available on the website of High Judic

Publishing brochure on the website of Hi
JudicialCouncil.

-Budgeted in activity
1.1.3.1.(IPA 2013

Strengthening the strateg

Council.
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and administrative
capacities of HJC and
SPC, Twinning contract
2.000.00Q¢(

1.2.2.14. | Drawing up brochure for public prosecutq -State Prosecutorig IV quarter of 2015. Budget of the Republic of| Brochure encompassirgt hi cs & r u
for increasing awareness on rulesathics| Council Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 examples of permissible/impermissible cond
containing examples g is drawn up and available on the website of S
permissible/impermissible conduct. In 2015 Prosecutorial Council.

Publishing brochure on the website of St
Prosecutorial Council.

1.2.2.5. | Proactive approachof judges and High -High Judicial Continuously Budget of the Republic of| Judgesand members of High Judicial Coun
judicial councilin creation andnonitoring of | Council Serbia- 22.935] proactive participate in creating and montorir
Code of Ethicdgor Judges. of Ethics for Judges.

In 2015

1.2.2.6. | Amending Rules of Procedureon | -State Prosecutoris IV quarter of 2015. Budget of the Republic of| Adopted amended Rules of Procedure
disciplinary proceedings and disciplina] Council Serbia8 . 6 4 2 disciplinary proceedings and disciplina
liability of public prosecutors and depu liability of public prosecutors and deputy pub
public prosecutors with the purpose In 2015 prosecutors which stipulates proactive appro
introducing  proactive  approach of disciplinary bodies in monitoring o
disciplinary bodies in monitoring 0 compliance with Code of Ethics for publ
compliance with Code of Ethics for publ prosecutors and deputy public prosecut
prosecutors andeputy public prosecutors. adopted.

1.2.2.77. | Effective implementation of Rules (¢ -High Judicial Continuously Budget of the Republic of | Disciplinary bodies of High Judicial Coung
Procedure on disciplinarproceedings an¢ Council, Serbia effectively implement Rules of Procedure

disciplinary liability of judges.

disciplinary bodies

Part of regular activities,

without special costs

disciplinary  proceedings
liability of judges.

and disciplina
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with conducted analysis.

-High Judicial

Council

-State Prosecutorig
Council

1.2.2.8. | Effective implementation of Rules (¢ -State Prosecutorig Continuously Budget of the Republic of | Disciplinary bodies of State Prosecutor
Procedure on disciplinary proceedings g Council, Serbia Council effectively implement Rules ¢
disciplinary liability of public prosecutor{ disciplinary bodies Procedure ondisciplinary proceedings an
and deputy public prosears. disciplinary liability of public prosecutors an
deputy public prosecutors.
Part of regular activities,
without special costs
1.2.2.19 | Conduct analysis of provisions that regul{ -Working  group, IV quarter of 2015. -Budget of the Republic | Conducted analysis of provisions thagulate
functional immunity of judicial office| established by of Serbia1l 5 . 4 3 9| functional immunity of judicial office holders.
holders. Minister of Justice,
whose members ar TAIEX-2 . 250
representatives ¢
Ministry of Justice,
High Judicial
Council ar_1d State In 2015
Prosecutorial
Council
1.2.2.D. | Implementation of measures in accordal -Ministry of Justice Il quarter of 2016. Budget of the Republic of | Implemented measures in accordance

Serbia

Costs will be determined
upon the analysis.

conducted 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 as a cénntg
continuous and initial training of judges and puk
prosecutors in line with the rulings of the Constitutio
Court on the provisions of the laws on the Pul
prosecutords Office and
are held according to annual cetium covering all
areas of law, including EU law and are subject to reg
control.

1. Improved quality of continuous and initi
training that is implemented on the basis
the annual training program;

2. Judicial Academy operates with adequ
infrastructue, equipment and staff in relatig
to training needs;

3. Programs of continuous, specialized ¢
initial trainings are subject to regular contt
of quality and are improved according to t
results of control;

4. Needs for training and education for judic
office holders are determined as part of th
annual evaluation, and in accordance W
the real needs of the system.

ACTIVITIES RESPONSIBLE
AUTHORITY

TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
INE RESOURCES

RESULT

Adoption of the Law on amendments a
1.3.1.1. | supplements ahe Law on Judicial Academ| -Ministry of Justice
thatprovides inits Article 5 that the Law or
Judicial academy shall be amended in o -Government of the
to enable to the Judicial academy to perfq Republic of Serbia
programs of professional development .
public notaries and bailiffs, based ¢ “National Assembly,
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 Council, in order

enable participation of the representative

Il quarter of 2015 Budget of the Republic of
Serbia- 8.642]

In 2015

The amended Law on Judicial Acader
responds to need for education of judic
professions holders, provides adequate scop
Program Council and précisingases wher
continuous training is mandatory
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the Initial training candidates in the work
the Program Council.

Theamendment has been drafted
the Article 43, paragraph 2. of the Law
Judicial academy which specifies cases w|
continuous training is mandatory.

1.3.1.2.

Adoption of the Law on amendments a
supplements of the Lajdgesin a way that
proscribes specific rules in order to determ
qualification and competence of t
candidates for the first electioon judicial
function and provides th#étte candidates whq
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 Judicig
academy is equalized withalyrade from tha
specialized exam.

-Ministry of Justice

-Government of the
Republic of Serbia

-National Assembly|

Il quarter of 2015

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia- 8.6421

In 2015

Amended Law on judges prescribes clear ry
for the first election orudicial function in line
with Constitutional Court decision.

1.3.1.3.

Adoption of the Law on amendments a
supplements of the Lawon Public
Proscutionin a way that proscribes specif
rules in order to determine qualification a
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 fi 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

-Ministry of Justice

-Government of the
Republic of Serbia

-National Assembly|

Il quarter of 2015

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia- 8.6421

In 2015

Amended Law on Public Prosecutiprescribes|
clear rules for the first election on prosecuto
function in line with Constitutional Coul
decision.
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academy is equalized with the grade from {
specialized exam.

1.3.14. | Adoption ofthe rules for electionRules on| -High Judicial II1 quarter of 2015 Budgeted in activity Adopted Rules on the Criteria and Standards
the Criteria and Standards for the Evaluat| Council 1.1.3.1. the Evaluation of the Qualification, Competen
of the Qualification, Competence al (Budget of the Republic | and Worthiness of Candidates for election
Worthiness of Candidates for election of Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 ( judges and presidentsof courts reflects
judges and presidents of coQrtswhich amendments of the Law on judges tthe
reflects amendments of the Law on judg candidates who finished the Initial training at {
that the candidates who finished the Init Judicial academy are exempted from taking
training at the Judicial academy are exemp specialized exam which is organized by Hi
from taking the specialized exam which Judicial Council, and also, the final grade fro
organized by HiglludicialCouncil, and also the Initial training at the Judicial academy
the final grade from the Initial training at t equalized with the grade from that specializ
Judicial academy is equalized with the grg exam.
from that specialized exam.

(Linked with activity 1.1.3.1and 1.3.1.2.

1.3.1.5. | Number of attendees of initial training | -Judicial Academy Continuously Budgeted in activity Number of attendees of initial training refleg
determined taking into account conclusig commencing from IV 1.3.1.7. real necessities of judicial network and is
and recommendations from Strategy | -High Judicial quarter of 2016. (Budget of the Republic | accordance with conclusions a
Human Resources for Judiciary (activi Council of Serbiaz4 . 07 6 . § recommendations from Strategy of Hum
1.34.2) Resources for Judiciary.

-State Prosecutorig
Council
1.3.16. Implementation of measures ft -Judicial Academy Continuously, -Budgeted in activity | Program of Judicial Academyis significantly

improvement of program of Judici
Academy in accordance with the results
Functional Analyses of Judicial Academ
needssuch as:

-Improvement of th entrance exam fg

students of initial training;

-Ministry of Justice

-High Judicial

Council

commencing from |
quarter of 2015.

1.3.1.7.(Budget of the
Republic of Serbia
4.076.500

-IPA 2013 (Strengthening
a consistent judicial syste

of the Republic of Serbia

improved in line withthe results of Functiong
Analyses of Judicial Academy needs.
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-Improvement © initial and continuous
training programthroughthedrawing up and
adoption of annual curriculum of training th
covers all areas of law (including EU law a
human rights) and skillsecesary for work
in judiciary, which include the practics
skills, along with all areas of law, dependi
on the category of the specific student anc
particular usage of ICT system, leg
analysis, methodology and method
decision drafting. Annual traing curriculum
has to encompass education in the field
management intended for court manag
court pesidents and public prosecutors

-Improving continuous training through
wider range of participants, potential
through prescribing the minimum nuebof
training days per holder of judicial offic
annually, whereby the training must inclu
not only judicial officials but also president
secretaries and managers, judicial g
prosecutorial assistants, administrative s
and persons engaged in jcidl professions;

-Improvement of transparency of elections|
shortterm trainers;

-Improvement of methods of teachi
through workshops, simulations and f{
introduction of distance learning;

-Improvement of the final exam;

-State Prosecutorig
Council

through improvement of
uniform application of the
law and improve the
educational activities of
the Judicial Academy
2.100.000

In 2016 1.000.00@
In 2017 1.100.00@

68




1.3.1.7 Development of monitoring  systel -Judicial Academy Continuously, -Budget of the Republic | Bidirectional system for monitoring of quality ¢
concerning quality of initial, continuous ar Group for educatiof  commencing from | of Serbia4 . 0 7 6 . | initial, continuous and specialized training tk
specialized training that implies bidirection and evaluation o quarter of 2015. allows the assessment of the results of trainin
evaluation system that would allow th mentors, lecturer -Apply for IPA 2015(for | degree of advancement of knowledge of
assessment of the results of training or de¢ and educatior improvement ofludicial | participants, as well as the assessment of
of advancement of knowledge of th programs Academyinfrastructurg | quality of the program and trainefss been
participants, as well as the assessment of developed and being implemented
quality of the program and traine| -High Judicial
incooperation with the Institute for qualil Council
assuance of education and withaculty of 20152018 1 . 0 1 9pen
Philosophyi Department for pedagogy ar -State Prosecutorial year
andragogy The system assumes that initf Council
training candidates are evaluated by men
and at the end of education they are pas
the final exam, simulation of trial, evaleat
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 | The organization of work ofthe Judicial

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 0

- USAID- 365.00a

Academyas well as its administrative capaciti
are improvedn accordance with the results
Functionalanalyses ofudicial Academy needs
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-An introduction of the Center fo
Documentation and Research;

-Increase in the umber of employees i
accordance with the planned progra
organizational changesthrough direct aid
program of USAID, engagg 12 new
employees aimed at strengtheing 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 communicatiq
and promotions(The Academy, when th
project is done, is planning to sign th
contract on permanent employment wi
engaged persons, and to deliver their wa|
from regular budget income of the Academ

- Budgeted in 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. O

In 2015 247.50@

INn2016182. 50

From 20172018.-IPA
2013 Strengthening a
consistent judicial systen
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 the project that do not
lead to double funding
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1.3.1.9. | Ensuring adequate infrastructur -Judicial Academy Continuously, Apply for IPA 2015(for | Judicial Academy is propertly placed a

preconditions for the work of the Judici commencing fro | improvement ofludicial | equipped.
Academy with increased capacity, throu| -Ministry of Justice quarter of 2015. Academyinfrastructurég

the adaptation and equipping of theéequate

building in line with the decision of th From its own budge

Republic of Serbia Government, from ¢h resources, the Judicig

session held on April 9, 2015 on allocation Academy  has  take

the building that is located in centre o responsibility to finance

Belgrade and has 2800 m2, with currg design of the Preliminar

market value of 3 million euro project design, which wal

finished on May 2, 2015
The Preliminary projec
design was submitted fg
procedure of obtaining
necessary permits nd
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 adoptio
of the Preliminary projec
design, expenses of perm
ard appliances for utilities
(water, electricity, heating
etc.). These expenses &
estimated td80.000u. By
October, the Academy shg
have all necessary permi
and projects for initiation o
works. During the first half
of May 2015 the
Preliminary progct design,
estimation and preliminar
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estimate of costs of work
will be submitted to the EU

Delegation in order tq
provide resources from th
IPA 2015 funds.

1.3.110. | Preparing assessment of budgetdoad | -Judicial Academy IV quarter of 2015. Budgeted in activity Assessed future budgetary load due to comg
which includes several years transition pli in cooperation with 1.3.1.7. transfer of Judicial Academy to financing at t
due to complete transfer of Judicial Acade| Ministry of Finance, (Budget of the Republic | expense of thbudget, in accordance with seve
to financing at the expense of the budge{ Ministry of justice, of Serbiz4 . 0 7 6 . 4 Years transition plan.
the Republic of Serbia. High judical

Council and State
Prosecutorial
Council
1.3.1.1. | Develop the cooperation of the Judic| - Ministry of Justice| Continiously from2015, IPA 2016 The Judicial Academy takes part in EJ]

Academy with its EU counterparts in th
European Judicial Training Network (EJT]
and ensure participation of judges 4
prosecutors in EJTN's aetiies:

- by inserting the financial support of the
activities in the annual national IP
programme;

- And by preparing the adoption of
Memorandum of understanding with D
Justice to take part in the Justice progran
(and enable the costs gfarticipation in
EJTN's activities to be covered by t
operating grant that the EJTN receives fr
DG Justice)

- Judicial Academy

until a Memorandum of
understanding is
concluded.

- Budget currently
unknown

Apply for IPA 2016

activities.

Judges and prosecutors take part in trair
seminars and exchanges of the EJTN and
members.

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR
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1.3.2. Develop a system that allows assessing training needs as part of
overall evaluation of performance of judges and prosecutors;

The assessment of training needs is part of
performance appraisal of judges and public prosecu

1. Developed sstem of evaluation an
appraisal of training attendance;
2. High Judicial Council and Stat

3. Annual curriculums of trainings for judge

Prosecutorial Council refer judges and pul]
prosecutors to continuous training based
the results of their performance apprais
and based on the results of thealuations
from previous trainings;

and public prosecutors are proposed

adopted taking also into accou
performance appraisal results of judges
public prosecutors.

RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES RESULT
1.3.2.1. | Defining criteria for referring judges t| -High Judicial Defining criteria lll -Budgeted iractivity High Judicial Council refers judges to adlolital
additional training based on the performar Council quarter of 2016 1.3.1.7. Budget of the | trainings (which are implemented by Judic

appraisal results, and based on the result
the evaluations from previous trainings.

Referring judges toadditional training
according to the results of performan
appraisal; implementation of training.

-Judicial Academy

Referring: Continuously,
commencing fromV
quarter of 2016

Republic of Serbia
4.076.500

- Budgeted in activity
1.1.3.1 (PA 2013
Strengthening the strateg
and administrative
capacities of HJC and
SPC, Twinning contract

2.000.000¢

Academy), according to criteria set in advancg
accordance to the performance appraisal res
and in accordance to the results from
evaluations from previous trainings.

1.3.2.2.

Defining criteria for referring public
prosecutor ds of fic
trainings based on performance appra

-State Prosecutorial
Council

-Judicial Academy

Defining criteria Il
quarter of 2016

-Budgeted in activity
1.3.1.7. Budget of the
Republic of Serbia-

4. 076.500

State Prosecutorial Council refers pub
prose ut or 6s office hol
which are implemented by Judicial Acader
based on the criteria for referring pub
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results, and based on the results
evaluations from previous trainings.

Referring
to additional trainings.

public pr

Referring Continuously,
commencing fromV
quarter of 2016

- Budgeted in activity
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. O

prosecutorods office

based on performance appraisal results,
based on the results of evations from previoug
trainings defined.

1.3.2.3.

Annual curriculums for training for judge
are proposed and adopted taking also
account performance appraisal results
judges.

(Linked activity 1.1.3.3.)

-High Judicial

Council

-Judicial Academy

Continuously,
commencing from
quarter of 2016.

-Budgeted in activity
1.3.1.7. Budget of the
Republic of Serbia-
4. 076.500

- Budgeted in activity
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 . 1 00. O

Annual curriculums for training for judges a|
proposed and adopted taking also into accc
performance appraisal results of judges.

1.3.2.4.

Annual curriculums for trainings for publi
prosecutords of fice
adopted taking also into account performal
appraisal results of public prosecutors
deputy public prosecutors.

-State Prosecutorial
Council

-Judicial Academy

Continuously,
commencing from
quarter of 2016.

-Budgeted in activity
1.3.1.7. Budget of the
Republic of Serbia-
4.076.500

Annual curriculums for trainings for publi
prosecutor ds of fice
adopted tking also into account performan
appraisal results of
holders.
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(Linked activity 1.1.3.5.)

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

Academy2 . 100. O

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 costs, efficiency
access to justice as the foundatifor considering
whetherfurther stepsare neededn the reform of the

court network.

1. Regular monitoring of data using clez
previously defined methodology:

- number of courts and public prosecutors offi
per 100 000 inhabitants;

- number of judgesnd public prosecutors pg¢
100 000 inhabitants;

- average and maximum distances of courts
public prosecutors offices from settlements
the territory of tha
office;

- the conditions and scope of the exercise of
right to free legal aid;

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

-the amount of court fees;

- the number of cases per court and pu
prosecutords office;
- the numberof cases per judge and per pul
prosecutor;

- the costs of operation of the judicial network
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- duration of court proceedings (according to
matter) on average;

- number of backlogged cases;

- number of old cases;

-number of admitted applicatienbefore the
European Court of Human Rights relating to
violation of the right to trial within a reasonab
time.

RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES RESULT
1.3.3.1. | Production of a nd-term situation| -Working group| During Il and Il quarter | -Budget of the Republic | Mid-term situation assessment produced tak

assessmertiking into account conclusior
and recommendations from Functior
review, on the following:

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

-needs and scope of workload; workload
judges ad public prosecutors especia
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.)

established
Strakgy
Implementation
Commission

by

of 2016.

of Serbia-61.756i
In 2016.

- 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
SPC, Twinning contract

2.000.000¢

into account conclusions and recommendati
from Functional review on the following:

-judicial network in terms of costs, current stq
of play of infrastructure, &tiency and access t
justice;

-needs and scope of workload; workload
judges and public prosecutors especially tak
into account human, material, technig
resources and possible further changes
structure of courts, election and education
staff.
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*Complementary activitieg
of theproject 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 on correctioof
network, improvement of infrastructure al commencing from | Serbia, infrastructure  of the judicial network
internal procedures, according to results| -High Judicial quarter of 2017. improvement of infrastructure and intern
mid-term assessment from the activiti Council Donations procedures, according to results of assessme
1.3.3.1,1.3.4.1. and 1.3.5.1. judicial network.
-State Prosecutorig Costs currently unknown
Council
-Supreme Court o
Cassation
-Republic  Public
Prosecuto
1.3.3.3. | Conducting comprehensive  Functior] -Expert team with| During IV quarter 2017 IPA 2016 Through the performance of a comprehens

Review of judiciary with a view to examin
the impact 6the reforms implemented aftg
FunctionalReview of 2014.

the participation and
support of
representatives fron
following

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

Prosecuto

and | quarter of 2018.

- Budget currently
unknown

Apply for IPA 2016

Functional review of judiciary the impact of tk
reforms implemented after the 2014 Functio
review 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 and workload, and be
in mind possible further changes in the structure

1. Clear staffing situation in the reforme
judiciary estabkhed, the needs are defin
and adequately provided and it is taken ¢
to the greatest extent possible, that

training; courts,  recruitment and training adopted & workload is evenly distributed through tl
implemented.
system.
RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES RESULT
1.3.4.1. | Production of a mediusterm situation| -Working group| During Il and Il quarter - Budgeted in activity | Mid-term situation assessment produced tak

assessment taking into account conclusi
and recommendations from Functior
review on the following:

-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 prosecutors especis
taking into account human, materi
technical resources and possible furt
changes in structure of courts, election &
education of staff.

(The same activity 1.3.3.1. add3.5.1.)

formed by Strategy
Implementation
Commission

of 2016. 1.3.3.1. Budget of the

Republic of Serbia-
61.7560)

- Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.1.[PA 2012 Judicial
InfrastructureAssessment

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 strategi
and administrative
capacities of HIC and
SPC, Twinningcontract

2.000.000¢0

into account conclusions and recommendati
from Functional review on the following:

-judicial network in terra of costs, current stat
of play of infrastructure, efficiency and access
justice;

-needs and scope of workload; workload
judges and public prosecutors especially tak
into account human, material, technig
resources and possible further changes
structure of courts, election and education
staff.
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*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 lll and IV quarter| -Budget of the Republic | Midterm Strategy on human resources
assessment from the activities 1.3.3 established by of 2016. of Serbia-3 0 . 8 7 § judiciary prepared and adopted addressing i
1.3.4.1. and 1.35.1,, draw up and ad| Strategy alia, the following questions:
midterm Strategy on human resources| Implementation In 2016.
judiciary which will, interalia, address thy Commission -The number and structure of judges &
following questions: - Budgeted in activity | prosecutors;

1.1.3.1 (PA 2013
-The number and structure of judges & Strengthening the strategi -Status, number and stture of judicial
prosecutors; and administrative assistants and prosecutorial assistants;
capacities of HJC and

-Status, number and structure of judic SPC, Twinning contract | -Management, number and professional struc
assistants and prosecutorial assistants; 2. 000. 00 (Q of administrative staff in the judiciary.
-Management, number and professio
structure of administrative staff in th
judiciary.

1.3.4.3. | Implementation of miderm Strategy on -High Judicial Continuously, Budget of the Republic of | Efficient implementation of midterm Strategy
human resources in judiciary. Council commencing from | Serbia human resources in judiciary.

-State Prosecutorig
Council

-Ministry of Justice

quarter of 20171V
quarter of 2019.

Costs currently unknown,
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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 the workl
for judges and public prosecutors.

1. Number of caseper court;

2. Number
office;

of cases

P €

3. Number of cases per judge;

4. Number of cases per public prosecutor
deputy public prosecutor.

RESPONSIBLE | TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY | INE RESOURCES RESULT
1.3.5.1. | Production of a nd-term situation| -Working group| During Il and Il quarter - Budgeted in activity | Mid-term situation assessment produced tak
assessment taking into account conclusi| established by of 2016. 1.3.3.1. Budget of the | into account conclusions and recommendati
and recommendations from Functiorl Strategy Republic of Serbia from Functional review on the following:
review, on the following: Implementation 61. 756 U
Commission -judicial network in terms of costspurrent state

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

-neals 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, selection
education of staff.

(The same activity 1.3.3.1. and314.1.)

- Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.1.[PA 2012 Judicial
InfrastructureAssessment

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 (PA 2013
Strengthening the strategi
and administrative

capacities of HIC and

of play of infrastructure, efficiency and access
justice;

-needs and scope of workload; workload
judges and public prosecutors especially tak
into account human, material, technig
resources and possible further changes
structure of courts, election and education
staff.
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SPC, Twinning contraet
200 . 0000)

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

1.3.5.2.

Implementation of measures aimed
balancing the number of cases per judge
public prosecutor/deputy public prosecu
according to the results of the assessn
(e.g. encouraging voluntarymobility of
judicial office holders with adequat
compensation).

-High Judicial

Council

-State Prosecutorig
Council

-Ministry of Justice

Continuously,
commencing from |
quarter of 2017.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia

Costs currently unknown,

Measuredor balancing the number of cases {
judge and public prosecutor/deputy pub
prosecutor are implemented according to
results of assessment.

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.3.6. Implement the backlogreduction program, including introducing

alternative dispute resolution tools;

Coherent implementation of the backlog reduct
program and efficiently introduced alternative disp

resolution tools.

1. Sustainable trend of reducing the aver:
duration of ourt proceedings (per matter);

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

3. Number of disputes resolved before medizc
in one year;

4. Number of transactions concluded \
public notaries.
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ACTIVITIES

RESPONSIBLE
AUTHORITY

TIMEFRAME/DEADL
INE

FINANCIAL
RESOURCES

RESULT

1.3.61

AmendingOCivil Procedure Code in order {
improve efficiency particularly in part whic
deals with: service of documents, hearin
recording and discipline during th
proceedings, particularly taking into accol
EU standards and practices of thetHR and
the Constitutional Court and regul
reporting to the Commission for the
Implementation of the National Jigdhl
Reform Strategy for the period 202818 on
the results of the implementation of t
amended law.

-Ministry of Justice

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

Amendments of
legislationi 1V quarter of
2016.

Quarterly reporting on
the impact of legislative
amendment$
commencing from |
quarter of 2017.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbiaa71. 136

In 2016.

Amending © Civil Procedure Code, whos
provisions encourage efficiency, and particulg
in the part relating toservice of documentg
recording ofhearings and procedural disciplin
aligned with EU standards and practices of
ECtHR and the Constitutional Court.

Supreme Court of Cassation regularly report
the Commission for the Implementation of t
National Judicial Reform Strategy for therjod
20132018 on the results of the implementati
of the amended law

1.3.62.

Amending Criminal Procedure Code in org
to improve efficiency of the proceedings
particular in part dealing wittservice of
documents, trial recording and discipli
during the proceedings taking into acco
EU standards, jurisprudence of the ECt}
and the Constitutional Court, as well

regular reporting to the Commission for t
Implementation of the National Judici
Reform Strategy for the period 202818. on
the results of the implementation of t
amended law (related activity 1.3.10.1.)

-Ministry of Justice

-Commission  for,
monitoring the
implementation of
the Criminal
Procedure Code

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

-Republic  Public
Prosecuto

Amendments to the CP(
- | quarter of 2016.

Quarterly reporting on
the impact of legislative
change$ commencing
from 1l quarter of 2016.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia-71. 136

In 2016.

Adopted new Criminal Procedure Code, wh
provisions improve efficiency, particularly i
part dealing withservice of documents, tria
recording and disciplinewting the proceeding
aligned with EU standards, jurisprudence of
ECtHR and the Constitutional Court and regu
reporting to the Commission for th
Implementation of the National Judicial Refo
Strategy for the period 204318. on the result
of theimplementation of the amended law.

1.3.63.

Adoption of Law on Enforcement an
Security in order to improve efficiency (¢
enforcement procedure in accordance W
RoLE Project Report and \erall
Assessment of thEnforcementRegime of

Civil Claims in the Republic of Serbi

-Ministry of Justice

-Supreme Court of
Cassation

-Chamber of bailiffs

Amendments to the law
[l quarter of 2015.

-Budget of the Republic
of Serbia7 1. 136

-Budgeted in activity
1.3.7.1. [PA 2012-Efficient

enforcement of court

Law on Enforcement and Security adopted
order to improve efficiency of enforceme
procedure in accordance with a comprehen
analysis of the enforcement system in
Republic of Serbia.
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(Activity 1.3.7.1.) and regular reporting to tk
Commission for the Implementation of tl
National Judicial Reform Strategy for t
period 20132018 on the results of th
implementation of the amended law.

Quarterly reporting on
the impact of legislative
changes$ commencing
starting from | quarter of]

decisions-Service
Contract 2 .

Ministry of Justice Chamber of Bailiffsand
Supreme Court of Cassation regularly repor
the Commission for the Implementation of t
National Judicial Reform Strategy for the peri

2016. In 2015. 20132018. on the results of the implementati
of the amended law.

1.3.64. | Amending Court Rules of Procedure in orq -Ministry of Justice 11l quarter of 2015. Budget of the Republic of| Amended Court Rules of Procedure in orde
to facilitate implementation of Uniforn Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 (] facilitate implementation of UnifornBacklog
BacklogReductionProgram. -Supreme Court o ReductionProgram.

Cassation
In 2015.

1.3.65. | Amending Uniform backlog reductio| -Working Group for Il quarter of 208. Budget of the Republic of| Amended and advanced UnifornBacklog
program in accordance with initial results | the implematation Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 (] Reduction Program in accordance with initig
implementation and the conclusions of { of the Uniform results of implementation and the conclusions
regular meetings of the Working Group f| Backlog Reduction the regular meetings of the Working Group
the implementation of th&niform Backlog| Programé the the implementation of thdJniform Backlog
Reduction Program Supreme Court o In 2016. Reduction Program

Cassation
1.3.66. Conduct analysis of current Information a| -Ministry of Justice | quarter of 2086. Budgeted in activity Analysis of current Informatio@ommunication

Communicatio

Technology systems in regards to hardwg
software, the current data quality and huni
resources in court
offices and prisons, focusing on urgehtit
also medium and loAgerm necessity of
changes, along with identifyin

recommendtions for its improvement.

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

1.2.1.1.

(-Budget of the Republic

of Serbia-1 2. 8 9 7
-MDTF/WB-17 . 59
-USAID-137. 00

Technology systems conducted in regard
hardware, software, the current data quality
human resources in c
offices and prisons, focusing on urgent neces
of changes, with recommendations for

improvement.
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(The same activity as 1.2.1.1. and 1.3.8.2,

- IPA 2012(Judicial
Infrastructure
Assessment2.000.00)

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

1.3.67. Drawing up Guidelines which determin -Working group that IV quarter of 2015. Budgeted in activity Drawn up Guidelines which determine directio
directions of ICT system development | includes 1.2.1.2. of ICT system development in Serbia and wh
Serbia (conceptual model) and which incly participation of include data on infrastructure of Information a
data on infrastructure of Information ai representatives fron (-Budget of theRepublic Communication Technology and costs of
Communication Technology and costs of | following of Serbia-1 7 . 2 8 § Maintenance, software ahdman resources (th
maintenance, software and humasourceg institutions: same activity 1.2.1.1.). Guidelines are based
(the same activity 1.2.1.2. and 1.3.8.3 Ministry of Justice, TAIEX-2 . 2 5 0 | the results of Functional analysis of judiciary &
Guidelines will be based on the results| High Judicial Analysis of current state of play.
Functional analysis of judiciary and Analys Council, State
of current state of play (activity 1.2.1.| Prosecutorial
1.3.6.6. and 1.3.8.2.). Council, Supreme
Court of Cassatior
and Republic Publig
Prosecuto
1.3.68. Institutionalization of coordination an| -Working group| Commencing from Ill Budgeted in activity Coordination and management of ICT syst
management of ICT system through publ which includes quarter of 2015. 1.2.1.3. institutionalized through publiprivate and
private or publiepublic  partnership] participation of (Budget of the Republic | public-public partnership particularly taking int

representatives ¢

of Serbia -17.2&0 )

account the elimination of the risks of corruptic
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particularly taking into account th
elimination of the risks of corruption.

(The same activity 1.2.3.and 1.3.8.6.)

Ministry of Justice,
High Judicial
Council, Suprems

Court of Cassatior
and Republic Publig
Prosecuto

1.3.69. Developing activities and preparatioof | -Ministry of Justice Il quarter of 2016. Budgeted in activity Plan of the activities and methodologid
appropriate methodological instructions f 1.2.1.4. instructions for the process of "cleaning" the d
"cleaning” of existing data in accordan| -Supreme Court 0 (IPA 2012 Judicial in the ICT system defined on the basis
with the recommendations of the previg Cassation Efficiency-4. 0 0 0 . 0| recommendations from previously implement
analyses, for the implementation analyses of ICT systems.
methodological instructions for "cleaning
the data.

(Same activity 1.2.1.4, and 1.3.8.5.)

1.3.610. | Organization of focused training of emders| -Judicial Academy, During | and Il quarter of Budgeted in activity Clean data in ICT system.
of existing platforms for the wuse (¢ Ministry of Justice, 2016. 1.2.1.4.
methodological instructions for "cleaning¢ High Judicial (IPA 2012 Judicial
the data, thamplementation of "cleaning] Council, State Efficiency-4. 000 . O
and addition to the information in the 1Q Prosecutorial
system. Council, courts ang

publ i c p I
offices
(Same activity 1.2.1.5, and 1.3.8.6.)

1.3.6.1. | Drawing up protocol on input and exchan| -Working group 11l quarter of 2016. Budgeted in activity Defined training programs for employees of t
of data (including scanning of documents)| which includes 1.2.1.6. judiciary with the aim of unifying theiconduct
ICT system with the aim of unification ¢ participation of durin data inputand processing data in the IC

conduct in entire judicial systeas well as
training programs for employees of t
judiciary with the aim of improving thg
qudity of the existing ICT platforms.

(The same activity 1.2.1.6. and 1.3.8.7.)

representatives ¢
Ministry of Justice,
High Judicial
Council, Supreme
Court of Cassatior

(-Budget of the Republic
of Serbiad1 7. 285

- Budgetedn activity
1.2.1.4(-IPA 2012

system, in accordance withuaified protocol.
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and Republic Publig
Prosecuto

Judicial Efficiency-
4. 000. 000

-TAIEX-2 . 2500

Conducting trainings in accordance with {

1.3.6.2. | program definedthrough activity 13.6.11. | -Judicial Academy Conduct trainings: Budgeted in activity After conducted trainings, input and exchange
with the purpose of unification of conduct | Ministry of Justice,, Commencing from IV 1.2.1.4. data in ICT system is carried out in accorda
input and exchange of data in ICT system| High Judicial| quarter of 2016 and | (1IPA 2012 Judicial to Protocol and is periodically audited to ens
Council, State quarter of 2017. Efficiency--4. 0 0 0 . ( accuracy and consistency.
Conduct periodic audits of case managen]| Prosecutorial
system entries to ensure accuracy, uniforn Council, all courts
and consistency and compliance w| and public
institutional solutions related to IC| prosecutors offices Periodic audits over
management system of activities 1.316.1 uniformity of acting-
periodically,
commencing from
quarter of 2017.
(The same activity 1.2.1.7. and 1.3.8.8.)
1.3.6.8B. | Maximize the use of case managem| -all courts | quarter 0f2016 IV Budget of the Republic of | Improved case management within the exist
systems through:electronic scheduling o quarter of 2018. Serbia-Regular activity | capacity of the ICT system by undertaki
the hearings; measures such as:
- data collection on the reasons of R -electronic scheduling of the hearings;
maintenance of the hearings;
-data collection on the reasonsf oon
- scheduling next hearing in standardiz maintenance of the hearings;
time periods already when postponing 1
previous hearings. -scheduling next hearing in standardized ti
periods already when postponing the previ
hearings.
(Same activity under 1.2.1.8. and 1.3.8.9.)
1.3.6.4. | Develop an assessment of the curr - Ministry of Justice| Duringll and lll quarter - Budgeted in activity | Established standards and methods for dg

situation and determine the standards

methods for data exchange between bo

of 2017.

1.2.1.9. Budget of the

exchange between bodies within the judic
system.
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within the judicial system (interoperability ¢
existing ICT systems within the judiciary).

(Same activity undet.2.1.9. and 1.3.80.)

- Expert team

Republic of Serbia-
17.2850)

- Budgeted in 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, | P3016 Measures aimed at establishing a unified |
considerable investment in infrastructu commencing fromV system in theentire judicial systemof the
software and improvement of humg - Supreme Court of quarter of 2017. Budget currently unknowr| Republic of Serbia are constantly bei
resources, with the aim of establishi| Cassation implemented through considerable investmen
uniform ICT system throughout the enti Apply for| P 3016 infrastructure, improvement of software a
judicial system, and in accordance with { -Republic Public human resources.
Guidelines that define the directions |Pr osecut o
development (conceptual model) of I(
system in the justice system of the Repul - State Prosecutoria
of Serbia. Council
(Same activity undet.2.1.10. and .B.8.11.)
1.3.6.56. | Amending Rules of Procedure on interrj -Ministry of Justice Continuously, Budget of theRepublic of | Rules of Procedure on internal organization
organization and systematization of jobs commencing from | Serbia-7 2 . 4 6 7| systematization of jobs in Ministry of Justi
Ministry of Justice and employment of | quarter of 2016. amended and IT experts employed in accordg
experts in  accordance with ne In20162 9 . 9 1 7| with new systematization.
systematization. IN20172 1. 275
In20182 1. 275
1.3.6.7. | Amending Rules of Procedure on inter -Supreme Court 0 Continuously, Budget of the Republic of| Rules of Procedure on internal organization

organization and systematization of jobs
Supreme Court of Cassation and employm
of IT experts in accordance with ne
systematization.

Cassation

commencing from |
quarter of 206.

Serbia-72. 467

In20162 9. 917

systematization of jobs in Supreme Court
Cassation adopted and IT experts employe
accordance with newystematization.
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INn20172 0 1 8
year

2 fer

1.3.618. | Formingand efficient work of theéeams in| -Presidents of al Continuously, Budget of the Republic of | Established teams in courts in charge
courts in charge of reduction of backlogg| Courts commencing from IV Serbia-3 6 8 . 7 3 | reduction of backlogged cases.
cases. quarter of 2014 and |
quarter of 2015.
20152018 92.1841 p ¢
year
1.3.619. | Signing of Memoranda on Cooperati{ -Court Presidents g Continuously, Budget of the Republic of| Memoranda on Cooperation between courts
between courts and other relevant instituti¢ all levels commencing from IV Serbia other relevant institutions, with the aim
and services (e.g. the Post office), with quarter 02014. efficient resolution of backlogged cases signe
aim of efficient resolution of backlogge| -Authorized persons
cases. representing
institutions with Activity requiring
whom courts insignificant costs
cooperate  during
implementation  of
Uniform  backlog
reduction program
1.3.6.D. | Analyseand, if necessargdopt amendment{ -Ministry of Justice Periodically, - Budget of the Republic | Competences of notaries are periodically refir
to Law on Notaries and the set commencing from | of Serbia-7 1 . 1 3 § and amended, in line with results of analyses
accompanying laws, in accordance with | -Government of the quarter of 206.

standards, with the support of experts ¢
based on the results of implementation.

Republic of Serbia

-National Assembly|

- GIZ Program for legal
and judicial reforms-

10.500. 00

Quality control system is improved.
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In 2015- 1.491.136
In 20167 680.00@

* GIZ Program for Legal

and Judicial Reform has §

total valueo f 10. 5
starting in 2011.

1.3.6.2.. | Drawing up and adoptinggmainingby-laws | -Minister of Justice | quarter of 2086. Budgeted in activity By-laws envisaged in Law on Notaries adopte
and Chamber regulations envisaged_aw 1.3.6.D.
on Notariesuch as: -Chamber of Publig
Notaries (-Budget of the Republic
- the Code of Professiongthics, 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 a| -Chamber of Publiq Continuously, Costs are borne by - Number of candidates for notaries increasec
appointment of additional number (¢ Notaries commencing from Ill | applicants fonotarie exam
notaries in accordancevith the Law on the quarter of 205. and notarie position - Increased number of notaries.
Notariat and wlebook on the number of - Ministry of Justice
no t a rposttian® and thefficial seatsof - Notaries for the territory of all basic courts
notaries. appointed
1.3.6.38. | Strengthening the capacity of the Ministry| -Ministry of Justice Continuously, -Budget of the Republic | Capacities of thMinistry of Justicedepartment

Justicedepartemenin charge of supervisio
of notary system.

commencing from Ill
quarter of 20%.

of Serbia- 68.080I
-Budgetin activity
1.3.6.20(GIZ Program for
legal and judicial reforms

2.100.000)

in charge of supervision of work of noyasystem
strengthened:
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In 2015 5.106]
201620181 20.9911 per
year

Number of employees in charge of supervisior

notary system increased.

1.3.6.2. | Promotion of notay system -Ministry of Justice, Continuously Budget of the Republic of | Benefits of notary system and results of work
Public Relations Serbia-5.1060 notaries periodicallpresented.
Service
-Chamber of Publig 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 are organized regularly
notaries. Serbiai 21.00ai
-Chamber of Publig
Notaries 20152018 5.25Q] per
year
*Continuous training of
notaries is organized by
the Chamber, with costs
borne by notaries
1.3.6.5. | Adoption of program for training of | -Ministry of Justice Continuously, Budget of the Republic of | Prograns for specialisedtraining of mediators

mediators and its implementation.

-Judicial Academy

commencing from

[l quarter of 2015.

Serbia-8. 64240

In 2015.

adopted by relevant organisations.

Basic and specialised training of mediat

regularly conducted.
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-Other
organizations
institutions

accrediteq
an(

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

Ministry of Justice keeps updated records of
issued certificates on completed training.

1.3.627. | Continuous updating of Registry of | -Ministry of Justice Continuously, Budget of the Republic of | Registry ofMediatorscontinuously updatednd
Mediators and improvement ofaccess tg commencing fronll Serbia-8 . 6 4 2 U| access to information on licensed mediatomd
information on licensed mediatorand quarter of 2015. accredited training institutiorimproved.
accredited training institutions In 2015.

1.3.628. | Establishment of the Commission for t| -Ministry of Justice IV quarter of 2015. Budget of the Republic of| Commission for the revocation tife license for
revocation of the license for mediation by t Serbia=2 0 4 . 2 4 ( mediation established and systematization o
Minister of Justice and systematization of adequate number of jobs in the Ministry
adequate number of jobs in the Ministry Justice performed.

Justice to conduct professional @
administrative tasks for the Commissios 201520185 1 . 00
well as keep of the Register of Mediators & year
monitor over the implementation of th
training programs.
1.3.629. | Raising public awareness of mediation g -Ministry of Justice, Continuously, -Budget of the Republic | Information on mediation system is easily a

improvement of promotion of alternatiy
dispute resolution through the actigs such
as:

-Publishing information on the website;

-Publication of informative brochures ai
public service announcements;

-Informing the media;

-Designing infographics

-Organizing round tables and workshops

Public
Service

Relations

commencing from Ill
quarter of 2014.

of Serbia-2.5530

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

* Agreements regarding
the value of the project ar
in progress

In.2014509 0
20152018 5114 per year

widely accessable.
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RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

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

Improved efficiency of enforcement of judgments
particular in civil law cases.

2. Reduced average dumati of enforcemen

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

proceedings.

RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES RESULT
1.3.71. | Adoption of new Law on Enforcement an( -Ministry of Justice IV quarter of 2015. -Budget of theRepublic | Law on Enforcement and Securitgdopted,

Security  considering results an
recommendations contained in the Ro
Project Report and w&rall Assessment of th
EnforcementRegime ofCivil Claimsin the
Republic of Serbia, providing for, i
particular:

- Broadening of scope of competences
enforcement officers;

- Transferal of old utility cases int
competence of enforcement officers 4
regulation of expenses and fees in th
proceedings;

- Introduction of mandatory initial trainin
for enforcement officer candidates.

-Government of the
Republic of Serbia

-National Assembly|

of Serbiaa7 1. 1 3 6

- IPA 201271 Efficient
enforcement of court
decisbnsi Service
contract2.000.00@

In 20141.000.000
In20158 91 .
In 2016 until Jun

180.00@

13

considering recommendations contained in
RoOLE Assessment Report, in particular:

- Scope of competences of enforcement offig
broadened;

- Old utility cases transferred into competence
enforcement officers;

- Mandatory initial training for enforecaent
officer candidates introduced.

1.3.7.2.

Enacting of bylaws and Chambe
regulations necessary for implementation

- Ministry of
Justice

[l quarter of 206.

-Budget of the Republic
of Serbia 17.284i

Necessary bjyaws and Chamber regulatio
enacted,;
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- Establishing clearly defined profession

- Conductinginitial and continuous training

Law on Enforcement and Security,
particular for:

standards  and reporting criter
(substantive and financial), professior
ethics, disciplinary proceedings, a
system of monitoring and control by th
Ministry of Justice and the Chamber, fo
functional and transparent system

accountability of enforcement officers;

programs.

- Chamber of
Enforcement
Officers

- Judicial Academy

-Budgeted in 1.3.7.1IPA
201271 Efficient
enforcement of court
decisions Service
contract2 . 000). O

In 2016

Initial and continuous training programand
materials enacted.

1.3.7.3.

Regular nonitoring and control of the
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 bBiaws,

Regular reporting to Strategy Implemeinat
Commission and undertaking ofecessary
measure in orde to solve problems an
improve quality of work and efficiency

-Ministry of Justice
-Chamber of bailiffs
-Strategy

Implementation
Commission

Continuously,
commencing from
Il1quarter of 2015.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbiaa1 0. 212

20152018 2.5531 per year

Regular monitoringf the quality ancaefficiency
of the system through:

- Statistical reports on work of enforcemeg
officers;

- Regular reports by théhamber oEnforcement
Officers;

- Number of performed
enforcementoffi er s 6

inspections
of fices;

- Number of disciplinary proceedings initiate
and completed, including number of impog
sanctions.

measures

Necessary undertaken, w

necessary.
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1.3.7.4.

Improvement othe efficiency ofthe system
of enforcemenbfficers in 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
problemaotedin the course afnonitoring of
functioning of the system throud
implementation of measures such as:

- Establishment ofa special departmen
internal panel of the Chamber
Enforcement Agents to monitor and
determine  fulfilment of professiong
standards by rdorcement officers and
process complaints against them

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

- Regularly conducting continuous training
enforcement officers, includingorrective
training as gossiblesanction forestablisied
irregularities in the work of enforceme
officers;

-Disseminate information oprocedurefor
complaint against enforcement agents.

-Ministry of Justice
-Chamber of
Bailiffs/Enforceme
nt agents

- Judicial Academy

Continuously,
commencing from IV
quarterof 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 of performancef
system ofnforcement officers iproved, visible
through:

- statistical reports on work of enforceme
officers;

- number of performed oversight in enforcem
of ficersé offices;

1.3.7.5.

Improvement of efficiency of judicial
enforcement in line with the results of t
RoOLE Project Report and @erall
Assessmerthrough enacting of theaw on

-Ministry of Justice

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

Continuously,
commencing from |
quarter of 2016.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbiai currently
unknown

Improvement of efficiency of judicial
enforcement in line with the results of tReLE
Project Report and &rall Assessment, theaw
on Enforcement andsecurity and the Strategy
and the accompanying Action Plan for t
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Enforcement andSecurity, in particular, improvement of the judicial systemof

through: -Basic and * Pending theenactment off enforcement, with results visible through:
Commercial courts the Law on Enforcement

- more precise procedural provisions whi and Security. -Decrease in duration of enforceme

shall eliminate present ambiguities caus| -Judicial Academy proceedings;

excessive delay in proceedings;
Decrease in number of backlogged cases.
- detailed and unambiguoysrovisions on
enforcement of pecuniary claims against r
property as most valuable assets;

- more precise provisions on division
competences between courts g
enforcement agents;

- harmonising of cas@aw through
introduction of right to appeal (jisdiction of
higher courts);

- increasing of the scope of competenoég
enforcement officers thereby reducin
excessive workload of the courts

-training of judges on enforceme
proceedings;

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

enforcement cases in the courts Sarbia
20152018 adopted on 18 November 2014
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RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.3.8. Gradually develop an €lustice system asa means to improve the

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 system to monito
the length of trials;

Developed an-dustice system as a means to improve|
efficiency, transparency and consistency of the judi
process, building on the existing automated ¢
management system. Ensured the visibility of relig
and consistent judiciatatistics and introduced a syste

to monitor the length of trials.

1.

3.

Increased number of statistical paramet
of efficiency of judiciary that can b
monitored by means of Information a
Communication Technology;

Possibility of actual monitoring oehgth of
court proceedings by introducing the unifo
case number;

Perception of transparency of the co
proceedings through availability of data \
Information and Communicatio
Technology (judicial office  holders
attorneys, citizens);

Perceptiorof data transparency, in relation
the efficiency of the judiciary, throug
availability of data via Information an
Communication Technology (judicial offic
holders, attorneys, citizens).

ACTIVITIES

RESPONSIBLE
AUTHORITY

TIMEFRAME/DEADL
INE

FINANCIAL
RESOURCES

RESULT

1.3.8.1.

Amending Court Rules of Procedure in p
dealing with:

1. Criteria for defining input of dati
based on a previously defined list
data, the input of which is necessary
monitor the statistical parameters
efficiency of judiciary by using
Information and Communicatio
Technology, and in particular of leng

of proceedings.

-Working group of
Ministry of Justice
in charge of
defining data input

-Ministry of Justice

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

Continuously,
commencing from Il
quarter of 2015.

Item 1- Budget of the
Republic of Serbia-
30.87&

In 2015.

Amended Court Rules of Procedure in p
related to criteria for defining input of data bas
on a previously defined list of data which input
necessary to monitor the statistical paramegér
judiciaryos
Communication Technology.

ef ficien
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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 in subbapter II, anticorruption)

-High Judicial

Counsil

Item 2 Costs currently
unknown

1.3.8.2. | Conduct analysis of current Information a| -Ministry of Justice IV quarter of 2015. Budgeted in activity Analysis of current Information Communicatig
Communication 1.2.1.1.
-Expert team of Technology systems conducted in regard
Technology systems in regards to hardwg USAID in (-Budget of the Republic hardware, software, the current data quality
software, the current data quality and hun| cooperation  with ofSerbiaz12 . gg97|human resources in ¢
resources in courtspubl i c p 1 relevant offices and prisons, focusing on urgent neces
offices and prisons, focusing on urgehtt | stakeholders  tha _MDTE/WB-1 7 . 5 9 5| of changes, with recomendations for itg
also medium and lonterm changes, along provides them improvement.
with recommendations for their | information _USAID-137. 000
improvement.
-IPA 2012- Judicial
Infrastructure Assessmen
2.000.00@)
(The same activity as 1.2.1.1. and 1.3.8.2,
1.3.8.3. | Drawing up Guidelines which determir -Working group IV quarter of 2015. Budgeted in activity Drawn up Guidelines which determine directio
directions of ICT system development | which includes 1.2.1.2. of ICT system development in Serb
Serbia (conceptual model) and which incly participation of (conceptual model) and which include data
data on infrastructure of Information an representativesf (-Budget of the Republic | infrastructure of Information an

Communication Technology and costs of
maintenance, software and human resour
Guidelines will be based on the results

Ministry of Justice,

High Judicial

of Serbia-1 7. 2 8 5

-TAIEX-2. 250040

Communication Technology and costs of
maintenance, software and human resour
Guidelines are based on the results of Functio
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Functional analysis of judiciary and Analys
of current state of play (activity 1.2.1.
1.3.6.6. and 1.3.8.2.).

(The same activity 1.2.2.and 1.3.6.7.).

Council, State
Prosecutorial
Council, Suprems

Court of Cassatior
and Republic Publig
Prosecuto

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

analysis of judiciary and Analysis of current st
of 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 from Il Budgeted in activity Coordination and management of ICT syst
management of ICT system through publ which includes quarter of 2015. 1.21.3. institutionalized through publiprivate and
private  or publicpublic  partnershig participation of (Budget of the Republic | public-public partnership particularly taking int
particularly taking into account th representatives O of Serbial 7 . 2 8 5| account the elimination of the risks of corruptic
elimination of the risks of corruption. Ministry of Justice,
High Judicial
Council, State
Prosecutorial
(The same activity 1.2.1.3. and 1.3.5. Council, Supremeg
Court of Cassatior
and Republic Publiq
Prosecuto
1.3.8.5. | Developing activities and preparation | -Ministry of Justice Il quarterof 2016. Budgeted in activity Plan of the activities and methodologic

appropriate methodological instructions f
“cleaning" of existing data in accordand
with the recommendations of the previg
analyses, for the implementation
methodological instructions for "cleaning
the data.

(Same activity 1.2.1.4, and 1.36.

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

1.2.1.4.
(IPA 2012 Judicial
Efficiency-4. 000 . O

instructions for the process of "cleaning" the d
in the ICT system defined on the basis
recommendations from previousipplemented
analyses of ICT systems.
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1.3.8.6. | Organization of focused training of enders| Judicial Academy, During Il and Il quarter Budgeted in activity Clean data in ICT system.
of existing platforms for the use Ministry of Justice, of 2016. 1.2.1.4.
methodological instructions for "cleaning High Judicial (IPA 2012 Judicial
the data, the implementation of "cleanin Council, State Efficiency-4. 000 . O
and addition to the information in tHET | Prosecutorial
system. Council, courts ang
public p I
offices
(Same activity 1.2.1.5, and 1.3.6.1L
1.3.8.7. | Drawing up protocol on input and exchan| -Working group 11l quarter of 2016. Budgeted in activity Defined training programs for staff in th
of data (including scanning of documents)| which includes 1.2.1.6. judiciary with the aim of unifying their actions i
ICT system with the aim of unification ¢ participation of entering and processing data in the ICT syst
conduct in entire judicial system and traini| representatives ¢ (-Budget of the Republic | in accordance with a unique protocol.
programs for staff in the judiciary with th Ministry of Justice, of Serbia-1 7. 2 8§
aim of improving the quality of the existin High Judicial
ICT platforms. Councl, State - IPA 2012 Judicial
Prosecutorial Efficiency-4 . 00 O .
Council, Suprems
Court of Cassatior -TAIEX-2 . 250
(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 iractivity 1.3.8.7. with | -Judicial Academy Conduct trainings: Budgeted in activity After conducted trainings, input and exchange

the purpose of unification of conduct of inp
and exchange of data in ICT system.

Uniformity of acting and periodicd
verification of compliance with institutiong
solutions related to ICT management syst
of activities 1.3.8.4.

(The same activity 1.2.1.7. and 1.35)1

Ministry of Justice,
High Judicial
Council, State
Prosecutorial

Council, all courts
and public
prosecutors offices

Commencing from IV
quarter of 2016 to |
quarter of 2017.

Supervision over
uniformity of acting-
periodically,
commencing from
quarter of 2017.

1.2.14.
(IPA 2012 Judicial
Efficiency-4. 000 . O

data in ICT system is carried out @aecordance
to Protocol and is periodically verified.
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1.3.8.9. | Maximize the use of case managem| -all courts I quarter of 20161V Regular activity Improved case management within the exist
systems through: quarter of 2018. capacity of the ICTsystem by undertakin
measures such as:
-electronic scheduling of the hearings;
-electronic scheduling of the hearings;
-data collection on the reasons of Rg
maintenance of the hearings; -data collection on the reasons of Rc
maintenance of the hearings;
-scheduling next hearing gtandardized time
periods already when postponing t -scheduling next hearing in standardized ti
previous hearings. periods already when postponing the previ
hearings.
(Same activity under 1.2.1.8. and 1.3%)1
1.3.8.10. | Develop an assessment of the curr - Ministry of Justice| Duringll and Il quarter Budgeted in activity Established standards and methods for data
situation and determine the standards of 2017. 1.2.1.9. exchangéetween the bodies within the judicié
methods for data exchange between | - Expert team system.
bodies within the judicial syste (-Budget of the Republic
(interoperability of existing ICT system of Serbia-1 7. 2 8§
within the judiciary).
- IPA 2012 Judicial
Efficiency-4. 000 . O
(Same activity 1.2.1.9. and3.6.14).
1.3.8.11 | Further improvement of ICT systems throu| - Ministry of Justice Continuously, | P 3016 Measures aimed at establishing unified |

considerable investment in infrastructu
software and improvement of hum
resources, with the aim of establishing unig
ICT system throughout the entire judic
system, and in accordance with
Guidelines hat define the directions ¢

development (conceptual model) of IQ

-Supreme Court of
Cassation

Republic Public
Prosecuto

commencing fromV
quarter of 2017.

-Budget currently
unknown.

-Apply for1 P 8016

systems in the justice system of the Republig
Serbia are constantheing implemented throug
considerable investment in infrastructu
improvement of software and human resourct
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system in the justice system of the Repul
of Serbia. - State Prosecutorig
Council

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

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.3.9. Improve consistency of jurisprudence through judicial mean
(consider simplification of the court system by abolishing courts of mixeg
jurisdiction and possibility to file an appeal before the Supreme Court of
Cassation based on legal grounds against any final decision) and by ensuri
complete electronic accessot court decisions and motivations and thein
publication within a reasonable amount of time;

Improved consistency ofufisprudence in all areas

law; judicial decisions and judicial motivations ¢

timely published in all available electronic data base

1.

Established uniform and comprehens
electronic database of jurispruden
available to everyone, which s
compliance with regulations governing dg
confidentiality and protection of person
data resulting in a greater uniformity
jurisprudence;

Number of accepted aplications aga
Republic of Serbia because violation
Article 6 paragraph 1 Europe&onvenction
for Human Rights before ECHR,;.

Number of accepted Constitutiong
complaint because violation of Article 32
Constitution of thr Republic of Serbia befo
Constitutional Court of Republic of Serb
based on inconsistent jurisprudence;

4. Positve opinion from Europeatr
Commission, stated in Annual Progre
Report on Serbia, concerning progre
achieved in the field of uniformity an
availability of jurisprudence.
RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES RESULT

101



1.3.9.1.

Conduct analysis of the normati
framework which regulates: the issue
binding of jurisprudence, right to leg
remedy and jurisdiction for deciding on leg
remedy; publishing judicial decisions al
judicial reasoning taking into account t
views of the Venice Commission.

-Working group for
legal analysis of
constitutional

framework on
judiciary in the
Republic of Serbia

-Working  group,
established by
Minister of Justice,
for analysis of lawg
and bylaws which
regulate issues ¢
binding of
jurisprudence  ang
principled positiong
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

Commencing from Il
quarter of 20141 quarter
of 2016.

-Budget of the Republic
of Serbia-30. 8 7 §

-TAIEX-2 . 250

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

4. 000. 000

In 2015.

Conducted analysis of normative framewd
which regulates: the issue of binding
jurisprudence; rightto legal remedy an
jurisdiction for deciding on legal remed
publishing judicial decisions and judici
reasoning taking into account the views of
Venice Commission.

1.3.9.2.

Defining rules which regulat
anonymization of judicial decisionsin
different areas of lawprior to their
announcement in accordance to rules
European Court for Human Rights.

-Ministry of Justice

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

Il quarter of 2016.

-Budget of the Republic
of Serbia-8 . 6 4 2

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

4. 000. 000

Judicial decisionsare anonimizegrior to their
announcement, in accordance to rules
European Court for Human Rights.
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In 2016.

1.3.9.3. | Amending normative framework whicl -Supreme Court o] Commencingrom Il -Budget of the Republic | Normative framework which regulates: the iss
regulates: the issue of binding Cassation quarter of 2016. of Serbia-7 1 . 1 3 § of binding of jurisprudence; right to legal reme
jurisprudence; right to legal remedy a and jurisdiction for deciding on legal remed
jurisdiction for deciding on legal remed] -Ministry of Justice -Budgeted in activity | publishing judicial decisions and judici
publishing judicial decisions and judici 1.2.1.4( IPA 2012 reasonings in line with EU standards and tt
reasoning. -Government of the Judicial Efficiency- best practice
Republic of Serbia 4. 000. 000
-National Assembly| In 2016.
1.3.9.4. | Improving access to regulations and case || -Public Enterprise Continuously, Establishment of Comprehensive electronic databases and wi

through establishment and promotion
comprehensive and widely availal
electronic databases of legislation and ¢
law, with respect to the provisions governi
data confidentiality and personal dg
protection, and bearing in mind th
provisions of the Law on publishing laws a
other reglations, the Law on Judicig
Academy and the Law on Courts.

AOofficial

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

- Judicial academy

commencing from Ill
quarter of 2014.

electronic databases
Budgeted in activity
1.2.1.4.(IPA 2012
Judicial Efficiency--
4 000. 000

Implementation of
electronic databases
Budget of the Republic of
Serbiai currently
unknown, as of 2017.

available electroniclatabases of legislation ar
case law, with respect to the provisio
governing data confidentiality and personal d
protection, and bearing in mind the provisions
the Law on publishing laws and oth
regulations, the Law on Judicial Academy g
the Law on Courts established and regulg
updated and improved.
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1.3.9.5. | Capacity strengthening and improvement| -Supreme Court 0 Continuously -Budget of the Republic | Capacities and efficiency of operation

efficiency of operation of departments f| Cassation commencing from Il of Serbia- Cost currently | department for jurisprudence in the Supre
jurisprudence in Supreme Court of Cassati quarter of 2015. unknown. Court of Cassatigrcourts on Republic level an
courts on Republic level and appell§ -Administrative appellate courtsare continuously improved.
courts. Court -MDTF/WB-52 . 7 8

-Commercial In 2015.

Appellate Court

-Misdemenaur
Appellate Court

-Appellate courts of
general jurisdiction

1. Opinion concerning efficiency of th
implementation of Criminal Procedure Co
stated by the Commission for monitoring t
implementation of Criminal Procedure Go
in its quarterly and annual reports to f
Strategy Implementation Commission;

Established efficient system for monitoring t
implementation of the new CriminBfocedure Code an
measures implemented for improvement of the Code|
its implementation.

1.3.10. Monitor the implementation of the new Criminal Procedure Code
and take corrective measures where needed.

2. Positive opinion by European Commissi

on efficiency of implementation of Criming
Procedure Code stated in Annual Progr
Report on Serbia.
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1.3.10.1. | Commission for monitoring th¢ -Commission  for Continuously, Budget of the Republic of| Commission for monitoring the implementati
implementation of the Criminal Procedu monitoring the commencing from | Serbia-6 1 . 7 5 5| ofthe Criminal Procedure Code reports quartg
Code reports quarterly and annually to { implementation of quarter of 2015. and annually to the Strategy Implementat
Strategy  Implementation = Commissio Criminal Procedurg Commission whereby it provides an overview,
whereby it provides an overview Code deficiencies in the implementation of ti
deficiencies in the implementation of tl 20152018 15.4391 p ¢ Criminal Procedure Code and suggests pote
Criminal Procedure Code and sugge -Strategy year measures to remedy identified roplems,
potential measures to remedy identifi Implementation particularly given the impact of the introductic
problems, particularly given the impact of tf Commission of the prosecutorial investigation on the backl
introduction of the prosecutorig
investigation on the backlog.

1.3.10.2. | Strategy Implementation Commission, on { -Strategy Continuously, -Budgeted in activity | Strategy Implementation Commission, on 1
basis of the report of the Commission { Implementation commencing from I 1.3.10.1. Budget of the | basis of the report of the Commission f{
monitoring the implementation of th Commission quarter of 2015. Republic of Serbia monitoring the implementation of the Crimin
Criminal Proedure Code, recommeng 61. 755 0)| Procedure Code, recommends undertak
undertaking measures to compet measures tocompetent institutions aimed
institutions aimed at eliminating identifig -TAIEX 2 . 2 5 0 | eliminating identified problems.
problems.

In 2015.
1.3.10.3. | Competent institutions to which Strate( -Republic ~ Public Continuously, Budget of the Republic of| Competent institutions to which Strate

Implementation Commission recommend
implementation of corrective measurg
quarterly  report to the  Strateg
Implementation  Commission  on the
implementation of recommended measure

Prosecuto

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

-High
Council

Judicial

-State Prosecutorig

Council

commencing from Il
quarter of 2015.

Serbiaa1 0. 212

20152018 2.553]
year

p €

Implementation Commission recommend
implementation of corrective measures, quarte
report to the Strategy Implementati
Commission on the implementation of the
measures.
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-Ministry of Justice

-Strategy
Implementation
Commission

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.3.11. Conduct a midterm review at the end of 2015 as well as an impag
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 the reforr
judiciary for period up until 2018 and an impg
assessment on that basis served to define measur

1.

2.

Data from analysis of miterm results of
implementation of reform in 2015;

Data from impact assessment for the per
up until 2018;

period after 2018 up until accession. 3. Measures planned for period from 2018
until accession, based on an analysis of
mid-term results and projection for periq
until 2018.

RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
GRS AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES =SS

1.3.11.1.

Conduct a migterm review or analysis, as

2015, of implementation of National Judici
Reform Strategy for the period 202818
and updating the Action Plan fq
implementation of National Judicial Refor
Strategy for the period 2013018.

-Ministry of Justice

-Strategy
Implementation
Commission

IV quarter of 2015.

-Budget of the Republic
of Serbia6 1. 75§

-TAIEX-2 . 250

In 2015 17.6849
20162018 15.4341
year

P ¢

The Action Plan for implementation of Nation
Judicial Reform Strategy for the period 201
2018updated in line witta midtem review or
analysis of implementation ofthe National
Judicial Reform Strategy fothé¢ period 2013
2018.
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1.3.11.2.

Within Functional analysis of judiciary
conduct an impact assessment
implementation, in the period until 2018, ¢
a) National Judicial Reform Strategy for t
period 20132018 and b) Action Plan fo
implementation of National Judicial Refor
Strategyfor the period 2012018.

(Connected activity 1.3.3.3.)

-Expert team with
the participation ang
support of
representatives fron
following

institutions:  High
Judicial  Council,
State Prosecutorig
Council, Ministry of
Justice, Judiciaj
Academy, Supremg
Court of Cassatior
and Republic Publig
Prosecuto

During IV quarter of
2017 and | quarter of
2018.

IPA 2016

-Budget currently
unknown.

-Apply for IPA2016

An impact assessment of implementation, in
period until 2018, of: a) National Judicial Refor
Strategy for the period 2013018 and b) Action
Plan for implementation dhe National Judicial
Reform Strategy for the period 202818 has
been conducted wiin Functional analysis o
judiciary.

1.3.11.3.

Proposing measures which will cover peri
remaining up until accession. Proposal |
be based on an impact assessment
implementation in the period until 2018 of:
National Judicial Reform Strategfpr the
period 20132018 and b) Action Plan fo
implementation of National Judicial Refor

Strategy for the period 2013018.

-Ministry of Justice

-Strategy
Implementation
Commission

During Il and 11l quarters
of 2018.

Budget of the Republic of

Serbia

Currently unknown

Proposal isBased on an impact assessmen
implementation in the period until 2018 of:
National Judicial Reform Strategy for the peri
20132018 and b) Action Plan fo
implementation of National Judicial Refor
Strategy for the pé&d 20132018 measures
which cover period remaining up until access
are defined.

1.4WAR CRIMES

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR
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1.4.1 Ensure that all allegations are properly investigated and subsequent

prosecuted and tried;

All priority and serious allegations in accordance w
prosecutorial strategy have been properly investig
and all trials for war crimes have been completed, \
full and accurate implementation of internatiof
standards concerning the support of victims ai
witnesses and their protection.

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

2. Number of proceedings completed with fir]
judgment;

3. Positive reports to the Security Coun
submitted 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
Territory of the Former Yugoslavia sing
1991;

4. Positive repdas from other relevan
governmental and negovernmental
organizations;

5. Publ i c Opinion Su
perceptions whether the suspects for
crimes are properly investigated a
punished;

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

7. Quality of proceedings and judgments f{
war crimes in comparison to internatior
standards.

ACTIVITIES

RESPONSIBLE
AUTHORITY

TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
INE RESOURCES

RESULT

1.4.1.1. | Adoption and effective implementation of tl
National Strategy for investigation ar

prosecution of war crimes.

-Working group
established by
Minister of Justice,

IV quarter of 2015. (for | Budget of the Republic of
adoption) Serbia7 1. 622

National Strategy for investigation ar
prosecution of war crimes adopted and be
effectively implemented.
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-Drafting, public debate and adoption of t
Strategy

- Implementation of National Strategy

(The same activity 1.4.3.1.)

comprised of

representatives of
the institutions
with jurisdiction in
war crimes and

academic
community

-Experts and civil

society

- Government of
the Republic of

Serbia

Continuously,
commencing from IV
quarter of 2015. (for

implementation)

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

© © ©~
NENENN
NN Yo}

Considering austerity measures  ar
procedures prescribed by Government of
Republic of Serbia, as well as transfer
cases dynamics, gradually strengthening
capacities of War (
(WCP) through electing: deputy publ
prosecutor and Hing/transfer of
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 prosgor and two

assistants/advisors during | quarter of 201

-State Prosecutoriz

Council

-War

Prosecutor Office

-Ministry of Justice

Continuously,

commencing froni 1l

quarter 2015.

Budget of the Republic of

In20156 8 .

In 20163 3 3 .
INn2017-4 3 1.
In20185 0 9 .

Strengthened capacities
Prosecutords
prosecutor 6s
of prosecuto

of War Crim
Oof fice
deputi e
ros assi
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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 proseutorial strategy (1 quarte
2016)

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 prosetars and NGOs
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 dhdt
all priority and important cases a
subsequently prosecuted and tried.

The Strategy shall be based on the follow|
principles:

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

staffing;

-Wa r Cr
Prosecuto

Il quarter of 2015.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbiadl 8. 285

In 2015.

Developed drafProsecutorial Strategy directe
towards maintaining the autonomy of the W(
focused investigations that take into account
protection of victims and witnesses, as well
full cooperation with other compete
authorities, establishing the criteria fdhe
selection of war crime cases and creation of
list of priorities and important war crime cas
that must be resolved.
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-focused investigations and ciimal
prosecutions;

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

- focusing on the victim during investigatid
and the proceedings;

-paying particular attention to the protecti
of witnesses;

- strengthening the cooperation amon
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 invstigations are pendin
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 prosecution of all categc
17 3 cases.
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(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 | Prosecutorialstrategy presented at the exp
expert meeting with the participationoflog Pr o s e c ut ol commencing from IV Serbial 7 . 2 8 5 | meeting, with the participation of local judge
judges, members of the jx# and lawyers quarter of 2015. members of the police and lawyers involved
involved in war crime proceedings al In 2015. war crimes proceedings and representative
representatives of the ICTY, MICT, IC( the ICTY and MICT, ICC, the regiong
regional prosecutors and NGOs. Implementation of prosecutor's offices and ngovernmental

Prosecutorial strategy | organizations.

Adoption and start of implementation of t regular activities
Prosecutorial strategy, aligned with t Relevant comments included in the final text
relevant suggestions from the expe the Strategy, which is adopted a
meeting. implementation is initiated.
(The same activity 1.4.3.3.)
Complete insight and research -War Crime Continuously Budget of the Republic of| Complete research of the ICTY and MIC
International Criminal Tribunal for forme Prosecutor Office commencing from Ill Serbia6 9 . 1 3 8 | archives.

1.4.1.5. | Yugoslavia (ICTY) and Residual Mechanig quarter of 2015.
(MICT) archives (about war crimes on t Evidence transfer completed.
territory of former Yugoslavia includin INn201517. 285
documents not only from Serbia but also fr INn20161 7 . 2 8 5| Knowledge and experience of the ICTY
BiH and RH,as well as general and speci INn20171 7 . 2 8 5| applied in investigation and prosecution of w
allegations  already investigated In20181 7 . 2 8 5| crimes in Serbia.

independent prosecutors of ICTY), analy|
of the discovered documents through
established liaison officers based on
project that will ensure that all priority an
serious allegatios or war crimes are proper

Strategy related to concrete cases developed
implemented.
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investigated and subsequently prosecuted
tried in line with prosecutorial strategy.

-ldentifying ICTY/MICT materials andg
evidence which are relevant to the ca
identified as a priority under activity 1.4.1
above andransfer of identified document
and evidence from the ICTY and MICT to t
War Crime Prosecutor Office (suppq
obtained and memorandum of understand
signed).

-Transferring the ICTY knovhow through:
1 Cooperation of the WCP with th
ICTY/MICT on concete 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/prosecuto
(transparency is ensured
information and expertise at
obtained fronindependent experts

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 responsibility
that will be used as allegation in
concrete  casggransparency s
ensured as information an
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expertise are obtained fro
independent experts)

1 Presence of the WCP advisor in t
I CTY and MICT p
on ad hoc basis related to concr
national casg analyzing ICTY
prosecutor ds 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 training ai -Judicial Academy Continuously, -Budget of the Republic | Trainings in the field of international crimin
education in the field of internation commencing from of Serbiaz9 . 84 2 | law are held continuously according
criminal law for the related group of judgq -War Crime IVquarter of 2015. previously adopted program for other judges
and prosecutors: Prosecuto prosecutors on as needed basis.

INn20158 . 642
INn20164 00 U
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- induction training for the newly appointg
members of state bodies dealing with v
crimes;

- continuous education training for judg
and prosecutors in line with National strate
and prosecutoriatsategy

(ensuring that the latest IHL developme
are included).

-Supreme Court o
Cassation
-Higher Court in
Belgrade

-Appellate Court in
Belgrade
-High Judicial
Council

-State Prosecutoriz
Council

In201#4 0 0
In20184 0 0

N N

-IPA 2015 Direct
agreement with OSCE
500.0000

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

the moment of signing

finance agreement.

1.4.1.7.

Preparation oinalysis (report) of legislativ
and factual status and needs of the
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
t hee meG al Pol i ce Di

- whether the process of hiring staff sho
be changed, taking into account poten
impact of possible previous participation
the candidates in armed conflict in form
Yugoslavia);

-Ministry of Interior

-War Crime
Prosecuto

-WCIS

Il quarter of 2015.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia8 . 6 4 2

In 2015.

Prepared analysis of legislative status, struc
and needs of the War Crimes Investigat
Service of the Ministry of Interior in order f{
determine thB needs for itss reform.
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-whether incentives should be introgédcto
attract competent staff;

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

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

1.4.1.8.

Implementation of measures to improve {
status and capacity of the War Crim
Investigation Service of the Ministry (
Interior in accordance with the results of t
analysis (report) under 1.4.1.7

-Ministry of Interior

-Ministry of Justice

Continuously,
commencing from IV
quarter of 2015.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia,

Costs will be specified
after conducting the
analysis

Measures to improve the status of the V
Crimes Investigation Service tfie Ministry of
Interior are being continuously implemented
accordance with the results of the analy
(report).

1.4.1.9.

Enhancement of the WCP wslie to enable
the public to monitor what activities ar
when have been performed by the WCP
relation to specific criminal charges.

-War Crime
Prosecutor Office

-Ministry of Justice

Continuously,
commencing from Il
quarter of 2015.

Budget of the Republic of

Serbiaa3 . 40 4
In2015-8 51 U
In2016-8 51 U
In2017-8 51 0
In2018-8 51 U

Enhanced WCPwebsite which provides a
opportunity for the public to monitor whic
activities have been performed by the WCP
relation to specific criminal charges.
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1.4.1.10.

Preparation of a report by the War Crim
Prosecutords Office
tothe public indicating what has been dong
respect of all criminal charges since 2005
determine and to represent whether
allegations of war crimes are investigat
appropriately.

(the same activity 1.4.3.5.)

-War Crimes
Prosecuto

Il and IV quarter of | Budget of the Republic of
2015. Serbia8. 6420
In 2015

Repor't
published, including activities related to
criminal charges since 2005, focusing on caseg
highly ranked officers.

of Wa r Cri me

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.4.2. Ensure proportionality of sentences;

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

2. Positive evaluation from analysis and repc

Imposed sentences are proportional to criminal offe of international and negovernmental

in accordance with the international standards.

organizations concerning proportionality
sentences;

3. Implementation of international criter
(including aggravating and mitigay
circumstances) in imposition of sentences
war crimes cases.
RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES RESULT
1.4.2.1. | Organizing the Expert meeting/Conferer -Higher Court in [l quarter of 2015. Budget of the Republic of | The expert meeting/Conference organized
on the subject fTyyBelgrade, War Serbial 0 0 0 0 | held.

and establishing the criteria applied in the \
crime cases before the ICTY, and natio
jurisdictions in Croatia, Serbia and BiH, wi

the participation of judges, presutors and

Crime Chamber

-Appellate Court in

Belgrade

In 2015.
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attorneys that are dealing with war crimes

Serbia. -Supreme Court o
Cassation
-War Crime

Prosecutor Office

-Ministry of Justice

1.4.2.2. | Publishing and follow up the conclusiol -Higher Court in
from the Conference. Belgrade, War
Crime Chamber

-Appellate Court in
Belgrade

-Supreme Court o
Cassation

-Ministry of Justice

Commencing from IV
quarter of 2015.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbia

Activity requiring
insignificant costs.

Published and implemented conclusions from
Conference.

1.4.2.3. | Preparation, publication and distribution | -Higher Court in
Reports on the HigheAppellate Courtand | Belgrade, War
Supreme Court of Cassation case law| Crime Chamber
sentencing policies in war crime proceedirn
for judgesd pr osec ul-Appellate Court in
Belgrade

- Supreme Courbf
Cassation

-Ministry of Justice

IV quarter of 2015 and |
quarter of 2016.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbiaa500 0

In 2016.

Printed and distributed report of the High
Appellate Court and Supreme Court of Cassa
jurisprudence on sentencing in warinoe
proceedings for judg

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

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

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

1. The number of new cases against high l¢g

2. The number of resolved cases against |

3. Positive evaluation in the report of the ICT|

4. Positive evaluation in the reports fro

officials;

level officials;

Chief Prosecutor and President to |

Security Council;

relevant international angon-governmental
organizations.

RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
SIS AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES RELlbr
1.4.3.1. | Adoption and effective implementation of tf -Working group IV quarter of 2015. (for Budgeted in activity National Strategy for investigation ar

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.)

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

adoption)

Continuously,
commencing from IV
quarter of 2015 (for
implementation)

141.1.
(Budget of the Repubic
of Serbia7 1. 6 2 2

prosecution of war crimes adopted and be
effectively implemented.
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1.4.3.2.

Developing the Draft Prosecutorial
Strategy for investigation and prosecution
of war crimes in Serbiain the light of the
Completion Strategy of the ICTY and Dra
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 g
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
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 mg
respasible perpetrators of the crimg

irrespective of their rank;

- focusing on the victim during investigatiq
and the proceedings;

-Wa r Cr
Prosecuto

Il quarter of 2015.

Budgeted in activity
1.4.1.3.

(Budget of the Republic
of Serbial 8. 285

In 2015.

Developed draft Prosecutorial Stratedjyected
towards maintaining the autonomy of the W(
focused investigations that take into account
protection of victims and witnesses, as well
full  cooperation with other compete
authorities, establishing the criteria for t
selection of war éme cases and creation of t
list of priorities and important war crime cas
that must be resolved.
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-paying particular attention to the protecti
of witnesses;

-strengthening the cooperation amon
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 investigiions are pending
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 prosecution of all categq
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 strategy presented at the ex
expert meeting with the participationoflog Pr o s e c ut ol commencing from IV 1.4.1.4. meeting, with the participation of local judge
judges, members of the police and lawy| quarter of 2015. (Budget of the Republic | members of the police and lawyers involved
involved in war crime proceedings al of Serbial 7 . 2 8 5| war crimes proceedings and representative
representatives of the ICTY, MICT, IC( the ICTY and MICT, ICC, the regiona
regional prosecutors and NGOs. prosecutor's offices and ngovernmental

organizations.
Adoption and std of implementation of the In 2015.
Prosecutorial strategy, aligned with t Relevant comments included in the final text
relevant suggestions from the expert meet the Strategy, which is adopted a
implementation is initiated.

(The same activity 1.4.1.4.)
Cooperation on individual cases between

1.4.3.4. | WCP and the ICTY and MICT on sharing t| -War Crimes Continuously Budget of the Republic of| Sharing theknowledge on judicial practice o
strategy in cases of high level officers § Pr os ec ut ol commencing from Il Serbia=3 4 . 5 6 9 | crimes and types of responsibility in the case
transferring the knowledge on judici quarter of 2015. high level officers.
practice relevant for types of responsibil| -Ministry of Justice
and crimes (command responsibility; crim In2015-8 . 6 4 2
against humanity; specific direction otlaig In2016-8 . 6 4 2
and abetting). In2017-8 . 6 4 2

In2018-8 . 6 4 2
1.4.3.5. | Preparation of a report by the War Crim -War Crimes| During Il and IV quarter Budgeted imctivity Report of Wa r Cri me

Prosecutoroés Of fice

to the public indicating what has been dong

Prosecuto

of 2015.

1.4.1.10.

published, including activities related to
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respect of all criminal charges since 2005
determine and to represent whether
allegations of war crimes are investigat
appropriately.

(The same activity 1.4.1.10.)

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

In 2015

criminal charges since 2005, focusing on caseg
highly ranked 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 witnesses and informants has been ste
up and support services for witnesses andrinémts

have been improved.

2. Positive Annual progress report on t

3. Decreasing number of instances w

4. Positive evaluation in the reports fro

1. The number of witnesses in withe
protection program and increased numbe
witnesses willing to appear in the war crir
cases without protection;

Republic of Serbia issued by tiropean
Commission concerning the level of secur
of witnesses and informants and concern
functioning of support services for witness
and informants;

witnesses status and information about th
is put in jeopady or publicly revealed;

relevant international and nongovernmer
organizations.

ACTIVITIES

RESPONSIBLE
AUTHORITY

TIMEFRAME/DEADL
INE

FINANCIAL
RESOURCES

RESULT

1.4.4.1.

Analysis of current practice in th
implementation of Article 102, paragraph
of the Criminal Procedure Code in order

Working group,
established by thg

Minister of Jusice,

IV quarter 2015.

Budget of the Republic of
Serbiadl 7. 285

Prepared analysis of current practice in
implementation of Article 102, paragraph 5
the Criminal Procedure Code in order to ident
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identify existing needs for amending t
Article and better protection of witnesses.

which  encompas
representatives ¢
following
institutions:
Ministry of Justice,
War Crimes
Prosecuto
Higher Court in
BelgradeWPU,

Ministry of Interior

In 2015.

existing needs for amending Article and bet

protection of witnesses.

1.4.4.2

Conduct an independent and impair
assessment of conduct and work of
Mi ni stry of Il nteri
Unita (WPU) in orde
needs for Unitodés re

measures, particularly focusing on:

- whether the process of hiring staff st
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
procedures in the W

- materiattechnicalcapacities

-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.

- Commission for
implementation  of
witness protectior
Programme

Continuously,
commencing from IV
quarter 02015.

For the assessment:
Budget of the Republic of
642

Serbia- 8 .

In 2015.

Other costs will be

specified after the
assessment.

Measures for implementation of the reform of
Witness Protection Unit are implemented
accordance with the results tfe performance

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 support and assistance
improvement of theservice for the suppol commencing from 3.7.1.21. Budget of the | witnesses and victims national wide netwo
and assistance to witnesses and vict| -High Judicial Iquarter of 2016. Republic of Serbia established and being improved, based on re
national wide network, based on results of | Council Currently unknowh of theprevious analyses, and taking into acco
previous analyses, and taking into acco already established services for the support
already established services for the supj -State Prosecutoris -IPA 2016Budget assistance to witnesses and victims in courts
and assistance to victims in courts and pu| Council currently unknown. public prosecutoros
prosecutords office
-Supreme Court of Apply for IPA2016
(AP Ch. 24: 6.2.11.8, 6.2.11.10. and AP ( Cassation
23:3.7.1.21) -MDTE
-Republic  Public
Prosecuto * Agreements regarding
the value of the project ar
-WPO in progress
-Prosecut ¢
for Organized
Crime
1.4.4.4. | Changing the systematization of WC -War Crimes Continuously, Budget of the The systematization changed and emplo
introducing employment of the psychologiy Pr o s e c ut o commencing from IV Republic of psychologists who will deal with withesses a
that will deal with victims and witnesses ( quater of 2015. Serbia4 9 . 4 9 0 | victims.
line with prosecutorial strategy) -Ministry of Justice
INn201518. 854
INn20161 0. 212
IN201710. 212
INn20181 0. 212
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1.4.45

Adopt adequate implementing laws tg
effectively implement the change of ident
as protective measure for witnesses
development of a Protocol on mandatq
provision of information to victims about &
aspects of the trial that are of interest to
victims, (decisbn, the release of the accus
from detention, serving of sentence by
convicted, etc.) in accordance with Article
of the Directive 2012/29 / EU.

Link with activity Chapter 246.2.11.11.

- Ministry of Justice
and all relevant stat
organs that have an
jurisdiction over the
issue

- War Crimes
Prosecuto

In cooperation with
the Service for the
support to victims
and witnesses

IV quarter of 20151 IV

quarter of 2016.

Budgeting ofthis activity
will be a part of the
activities in Chapters 23
and 24 where adoption o
amendments of the
relevant laws is stipulated

Relevant laws needed to implement the cha
of identity as a witness protection meas
amended.

Protocol on mandatongrovision of information
to victims about all aspects of the trial that are
interest to the victims, (decision, the release
the accused from detention, serving of sente
by a convicted, etc.) in accordance with Arti
26 of the Directive 2012/28EU developed.

1.4.4.6.

Improving administrative capacities of t
Mi ni stry of Il nter
Unit through training.

(Link with activity Chapter 24 6..2.11.5).

- Ministry of
Interior Witness
Protection Unit
through ) through
EU Project on
Cooperation in
Criminal Justice:
Witness protection
in the fight against

serious crime and
corruption
(WINPRO 1)
implemented with
NI-CO (Northern
Ireland)

-Ministry of Interior
Administration for

- On-going until
1.1.2016

- Continuous as of
2016

Budget of Republic of
Serbia

Budgeting inChapter 24,
activity 6.2.11.3

Improved administrative capacities of t
Mi nistry of I nterior
through training.

126



education, training
specialisation and
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 clafsation in the
Ministry of Interior which refers to thg
activities and organization of the Unit fi
witness protection and implement measu
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 on internal systematizat
and job classification in the Ministry of Interig
which refers to the activities and organization
the Protedbn Unit and measures effective
implemented..

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

1.4.5. Ensure confidentiality of the investigation including witness ang

informant testimony.

Investigations are confidentiahcluding witness and

informant testimony.

1.

Positive reports to the Security Coun
submitted by the Chief Prosecutor a
President of the International Tribunal for t
Prosecution of Persons Responsible
Serious Violations of Internation:
Humanitaran Law Committed in the¢
Territory of the Former Yugoslavia sinc
1991;

Positive evaluation issued in Annu
progress report on the Republic of Serbia|
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concerni
Cons

European Commission
i mprovement of

RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAME/DEADL FINANCIAL
ACTIVITIES AUTHORITY INE RESOURCES RESULT
1.4.5.1. | Organizing round tables and lectures for | -War Crimes Continuously, Budget of the Republic of| Round tables organized and lectures delivere

members of Ministry of Interior (War Crim
investigative Service and Witness protect
Unit) on the subjec
with medi af.

Prosecuto

-Ministry of Interior

commencing from I
quarter of 2015.

Serbia-1 00000

In 2015

1.45.2.

In line with the provisions of the Nation
Strategy (activiti 1.4.1.1.) assesq
confidentiality rules and their respect with
relevant institutions, amend them whe
needed and strengthen control ©

implementation

-War Crimes
Prosecuto

Continuously,
commencing from |
quarter of 2016.

(Budget of the Republic
of Serbia-Currently
unknown

Confidentality rules and control over the
implementation iproved in line with th
provisions of the National Strategy from activi
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 regulating agtbrruption in Serbia encompasses:

National AntiCorruption Strategy for the period 20230 1 8 ( A Of fafci R$ A ,GaNe.t t®7/ 13); Acti on pl an-Cdrroption Stiategy fo
the period2012 018 (AOfficial Gazette of RSA, No. 71/13, 55/ 14); /1l)alaew om Ati-CorruptiomAgenny,
(nofficial Gazette of RSA, No. 97/08, 53/10, 66/ 11 88/@5d10®@0B,/7209,)111/0C121/1&i10%/43); Lo\
Free Access to InformatabnGatePtubl bt RBportdonceleORODdi 54/ 2007, 104/ 200
No. 124/ 12); Law on Privatization (AOfficial Gazett &o. 3211, R1314,121/1N82/13, 8583 dnhdl55/1
Law on Seizure and Confiscation of the Proceeds fr omnGQreinmhea o(nfi @fgfaii cnisal C®a z
Serbia and Montenegrdnternationalcoh r act s i, No. 12/ 2005) .

In the Republic of Serbia there is developed consciousness and political will to eliminate corruption to the fullesh extisitto achieve economic, social and democi
development of the country. The consequences of caorupte mostly linked to the impoverishment of society and the state, the drastic decline in trust in democratic ing
as well as uncertainty and instability of the economic system. The Republic of Serbia is committed to achieving sigodfieastipthe fight against corruption, with respect
democratic values, the rule of law and protection of fundamental human rights and freedoms.

The Republic of Serbia has ratified all major international instruments in the fight against corruption. Generally,legudatiwhs are partly compatible with accepted internati
standards. To identify deficiencies in the legislative solutiores répresentatives of the Republic of Serbia are actively involved in the compatibility assessment cond
European and international organizations, such as the evaluation by the Group of States against Corruption (GRECO) @ffatéherl.Diugs an€rime. Plan to harmonize th
internal legal system with the Eatquisfor the period 2012018, has been determined in the National Program for the Adoption Attfués Basic guidelines for planning th
necessary legislative changes used to represemhéasures previously identified in the Action Plan for the National@ariuption Strategy for the period 202818.

In addition to these priority reforms established by the Action Plan for Chapter 23, subchapter fight against corrupépuabtivef Serbia is on a sound course of a comprehen
fight against corruption identified in the National A@orruption Strategy in the Republic of Serbia for the period 2013 (Strategy) and accompanying Action Plan. The af
strategic documents engige extensive field for the fight against corruption, such as political activities, public finance, privatization andrpmaltéiqpartnerships, the judiciar
the police, planning and construction, the media, as well as prevention of corruption. Imptémneof these measures will be harmonized with the European Commis
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 rangaaréte measures against corruption in the vulnerable areas such as: health care, taxes, educat
customs and local seffovernment. Practical implementation of planned measures shall represent an indicator of progress in the fight agéimsticdinese particularly high
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risk areas. Therefore, it is necessary to collect relevant data on the extent and manner of implementation of the wisageresrearder to determine their effect and anticiy
next steps for continuing the fight agst corruption in higkrisk areas. A large part of the necessary reforms is related to the establishment of an appropriate legal, instity
administrative framework. Upon the establishment of the above key foundations for the fight againsonarringhrisk areas, relevant indicator of progress will be consis
implementation of the established mechanisms in practice.

This introduction represents an intersection of the activities on Septefhbet 4.

IMPLEMENTATION OF ANTI-CORRUPTIONMEASURES

The institutional design in implementation of acdirruption measures encompassesordination body for the implementation of the Action plan for the Implementation ¢
National AntiCorruption Strategy in the period 282818 (CoordinatiofBody), Anti-Corruption Agency (ACA), AntiCorruption Council (Council).

The system for coordination and monitoring the implementation ofcantiption documents has been established for effective implementation of strategic documents in
of ant-corruption.

Coordination of measures from aotrruption strategies shall be performed by the Coordination body. The Ministry of Justice (MOJ) shall provide admisigbatiteo the
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 priorities, the Government of the Republic of Serbia adoptisibtherDine establishment of the Coordination B
on August 7th 2014. The head of the Coordination Body is the Prime Minister. Members of this body are: ministers in clticgeyobjud finance and one member of the A
Corruption Council. Ergo, coordination is performed at the highest political IEvelPrime Minister as a person of the highest authority in the country shall resolve all the pi
that arise in the implementation of the strategic documents and direct the implementatioc@fraption measures and strategic documents. The Primistét holds meeting
at least once in six months. Competencies of the Coordination body shall be extended by amending the Decision onhime tstdilthie Coordination Body to also include

implementation of the Action Plan for Chapter 23, subtdrafight against corruption.

On the politicaltechnical level, the State Secretary in charge foramtiuption (at the MOJ) shall participate in the work of the Coordination body through coordination of th
bodies. Each state body responsibletii®@ implementation of the Action plan shall determine one contact person for the communication with the State SebiatgeyohAnt

corruption at the MOJ. Also, Office for Cooperation with civil society shall determine one contact person forthenaation with the State Secretary in charge of-8atruption
at the MOJ. State Secretary in charge of-aotruption, with the support of the Group, shall maintain bilateral and multilateral meetings with other state auttakétiesders of
the Strategy and Action Plan. State Secretary in charge fecamtiption at the MOJ shall hold quarterly meetings with all stakeholders of the Strategy and Action Plan. T|
Secretary in charge for artorruption at the MOJ and the Group shall repneadink between all state authoritiestakeholders of the Strategy and Coordination body.

Monitoring the implementation of artiorruption measures is performed by the independent state bodgotniption Agency (ACA). ACA shall monitor the implentation of
anti-corruption strategic documents, pursuant to the law governing the establishment and jurisdiction of ACA. The competé@wishalf be extended by amending the L
on Anti-Corruption Agency to also include the implementation of the Acitan for Chapter 23, subchapter fight against corruption. In order to foster fight against cor
ACA and MOJ are achieving full cooperation.

130



PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION

The legislative framework regulating prevention of artiruption in Serbia emenpasses:

Law on Financ
on Free Acces
RSAH, No. 124/

ing Political Acti vitiesCo(rirQipftiicoinalAgGanzceyt t(eft @fff iRSfa,| N3a.z edt3t/el
s to I nformation BSAPuUNOLDIi cl2mmpP2004ancB4[(B00T7T|j cllali/ sa@aet ardosBE
12); Law on Privatization (AOfficial Gazette of RSH, No. 83/
The most important bodies representing institutional framework in this nagerAntiCorruption Council (Council), AntCorruption Agency (ACA), Commissioner fg
Information of Public Importance and Personal Data Protection (the Commissioner), State Audit Institution (SAI). Thekéy fheufield of prevention of corruptiamvolve:
conflicts of interest, financing political activities, access to information of public importance, public procurementipprofeghistleblowers, professionalization and integrity
public administration.

The key measure for prevention of corruption in the Action Plan for chapter 23 is the adoption of new LawGorription Agency. This Law shall regulate the field of preven
of corruption in a comprehensive manner.

The task of the Antcorruption @uncil is to: review the activities in the field of fight against corruption, to propose to the Government measurestoibetdkr to effectively
fight against corruption, monitor their implementation, and take initiatives for the adoption ofimmjlptograms, and other acts and measures in this field. As an advisor
of executive power, AtCorruption Council used to regularly prepare and submit reports and initiatives to the Government on the phenomen#aof sgsteptic corruption
but there was lack of interactive relation between the two bodies. The envisaged measures are presented below and démationpleithensure that the Government g
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 authority, which reports to the National Assembly for its operation. h&vA®A provides a wide range (
resposibilities of the Agency relating to resolving the incompatibility of public offices and conflict of interest, controdimgdbts of public officials and keeping a registe
public officials, property and gifts; controlling the financing of politisabjects, addressing the complaints of citizens, education, supervision over the implementation of the|
framework, the analysis of regulations, and so on.

The adoption of the Law on Financing Political Activities the Republic of Serbiasipafficantly improved the legal framework in this area and fully implemented
recommendations of GRECO. The A@orruption Agency, on May 31st 2013, presented the First report on the control of costs of political éimtitedsction campaign afttre
elections in 2012. Implementation of the Law indicated that the changes of certain legal provisions would lead to leettentation in practice, and in particular the provisi
concerning the obligation of the authorities responsible for theat@ftpolitical actors. So far, noéven one external audit of political entities was performed, because they
not envisaged by law as compulsory subjects of the audit of the State Audit Institution (SAI). An additional problearéa fhithdack of the necessary capacity of authorit
responsible for the control of funding.aw on amendments and supplements of the Law on Fi na medicentgn
novelties in this area: politicglarties now have the opportunity to buy real estate from the budget sources with condition that real estate is uspdrpokefoof performin
political activities annual financial reports are now submitted to the-@atiruption Agency instead the Official Gazzette; sources for financing of regular activities of poli
subjects are now used also for financing costs of election campaign.
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Mechanisms for the prevention and elimination of conflicts of interest in Serbia have been improdeptingahe Law on the ACA which governs the issue of conflicts of int

that applies only to officials performing public functions. Legal provisions preventing conflicts of interest do not @xigtoartially exist for other employees in state lesdand
organizations. Inconsistency of legislation in this area is described as the main obstacle in the annual report @ahmi@titth Agency in 2013. The lack of a coherent I
framework that would create the same mechanisms for the preventi@tirmmation of conflicts of interest for all employees in the public sector is hampering the fight agai
phenomenon. Consequently, awareness of the concept of conflict of interest and methods for its prevention are not deffidligoeld at hlevels. As the Republic of Serb
ratified international instruments which, inter alia, regulate the issue of conflict of interest, it is necessary toeundzrsakes in order to harmonize legislation and implel
international standards.

The UN Camvention against Corruption recommends Member States to consider introducing a crime "lllicit enrichment” if it was anezapitth the Constitution and th
fundamental principles of the national legal system. The criminal legislation of the Repubdidbcd still does not provide the alleged offense, given that it may be contrary
fundamental principles of criminal law and the principles of individual responsibility of the offender. On the otheréhAmdti;¢brruption agency has the authotisymonitor and
control the reporting of assets and revenue of officials, and in the case of possible irregularities identified, theske@renechanisms for sanctioning. Control of assets
income is particularly important from the aspect of immamation of financial investigations and tracing criminal proceeds. NationalCamntuption strategy for period 201
2018, identified the need for a comprehensive analysis of the institutional and legal framework for finding effectives $olutasesf illicit enrichment. The chapter on crimin
offenses against the economy of the Criminal Code of Serbia) is harmonized to a great extent with the Criminal Law Gon@entigtion, the UN Convention against corrupti
the Convention on the fighgainst corruption of foreign officials in international transactions and other international instruments. The GRECO &portbni a6 s c o
the recommendations analyzed the criminal offenses of corruption in the third round of evaluatioresedl fivié recommendations for improvement. Additional repor
implementation has been sent to GRECO Secretariat and the report on the implementation of recommendations is expectedbgthé. However, there is a need to fi
align the chapter oariminal offenses against the economy of the Criminal Code with international instruments. In addition, new methodsnifigpedonomic crimes requi
modernization and improvement of criminalization in national legislation. This need has been egtoythiz National AntCorruption Strategy for the period from 2013 to 20
and the accompanying Action Plan, providing for the improvement of economic and corruption offenses in the Criminal Code.

The right of citizens to access information of pubiiportance has been established by the Law on Free Access to Information of Public Importance. Despite the fact timat
law is based on high international standards of exercising the rights from the perspective of methods for the prokeaiigmsfauthorities coverage, the number and natui
exceptions to the principle of free access to information and similar criteriayegmeld practice of application of this law shows that improvements are necessary. All improv

willbedoneinaccordance with Conclusion of National Assembl y i ssue tfratneworifaer the erdrdisy a
the right of access to information, it is important that the Government, on the initiative@dtimissioner, determined the liability of public authorities to obtain the opiniq
competent institutions in the process of adopting r e g ndeaabledothe savailability @funtaterials &

information to the public through the amendment of the Rules of the obligation of public debate in drafting laws.

The Republic of Serbia has a legal framework that guarantees a wide range of public access to information of publiejwhicteisca fudamental right in a democratic socie
The implementation of regulations in this area, in connection with the respect of the right to personal data protelstgresuhiption of innocence, still represents a challe
Exposure of the details of inw@gations based on anonymous sources of information that was "leaked" from police action or criminal prosecution, mag jbeparestigation
undermine the presumption of innocence and violate the right to privacy. In such cases, the absenc®fesi@mse against persons who have exposed sensitive and conf
information from the investigation is notable. The aim of the regulations on personal data protection is the protestiamefital human rights, which requires that the informg
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can only be obtained in accordance with the fammder strict conditions and for the purposes defined by law. Therefore, it is necessary to strengthen internal contisshm
and sanctioning to prevent the disclosure of confidential informatidretmedia.

One of the main goals of the previous Public Administration Reform Strategy (PAR Strategy) for the period®B4as the professionalization andpdditicization of public
administration. Little progress was made in this field a, which is the redspRublic Administration Reform Strategy in Serbia, adopted in February 2014, provides a conti
of the ongoing reform activities and extends them with the system of state administration in the public administratiomtsystemkey objectives dhe new strategy relating t
the depoliticization of public administration were the establishment of a harmonized public service system based on merit Hod pfémaman resource management, and
strengthening of transparency, ethics and accolityaibi the performance of public administration. Government of the Republic of Serbia adopted accompanying Action
the implementation of PAR Strategy on March 19, 2015, which further regulates numeruous activities for realizatioatetiggi@ld. It is planned to achieve the results in
area by introducing civil service system based on the principlesmdldiization, professionalization, as well as a model of progress and reward according to merit (merit §
Special attention igiven to clearly and precisely define the requirements and criteria for candidate selection and promotion, especidbeimtmeanagerial jobs, i.e. positig
In the area of control mechanisms, regulations on internal audit and financial managehwemtteol are aligned with international standards, Central Harmonization Unit con
to direct the technical activities, in particular training and certification of internal audit.

Positive legal framework of the Republic of Serbia now does praddquate protection for persons reporting suspicions of corruption or any other illegal actions (whistlet
as they may suffer some consequences and often the ones that affect their employment status. In accordance with ptevinubegpogresof the Republic of Serbia in th
process of European integration, while keeping in mind the United Nations Convention against Corruption, in responisedspertemings of the existing system of protect
the National AntiCorruption Strategy fothe 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 Assembly obé{@@&i1, and entered into force on June 2015.The mair
of the law is to establish an efficient and effective protection of whistleblowers. In addition to establishing an adgglufiteriework, a series of measures for the effeq
implementation ofegulations in practice and awareness raising about the importance and methods to protect whistleblowers are envisstgaatpeset official trainers hirg
by Judicial Academy, conducted nearly 50 professional trainings for judges of all highes; émuthe territory of four Appelate courts in Serbia. In domain of@ortiuption
legislation, Serbia still lacks a law which would regulate lobbying activity, although the adoption of this law is idestifiedial in the fight against economic gatitical bribery.

The Law on Public Procurement (as follows: PPL) provided a series of measures to strengthen control and supervisioplareeitsation. There are special provisions on
prevention of corruption and conflict of interest, aslves greater transparency in public procurement procedures. The Public Procurement Office (PPO) and the
Commission for the Protection of Rights in Public Procurement Procedures (RC), were given new powers and greater B@tsujigrises thenplementation of the Law o
Public Procurement. In order to preventr@asoned implementation of the negotiation procedure without a prior public call, an obligation to obtain the prior biiai®PQ
was introduced. It is introduced that the PPO thedState Audit institution (DRI) monitor procurement plans and the merits of changes to public procurement contracs.
statute of limitations for violations of Public Procurement (3 years) is prescribed. PPO has received authorizatiatinfgmiistiiemeanor proceedings, while the RC is respon
for prosecution in the first degree. Both institutions are responsible for initiating the procedure for the determinaiibpulflic procurement contract. RC in cases prescribe
law terminatepublic procurement contract, impose fines and decides on prohibition of misusage of right to petition for protectioghtf &eay problem during the past ye
of implementing the new system of supervision and control of the implementation ofatenlRublic Procurement is the limited administrative capacity of PPO, above all in
of personnel. It is also necessary to analyze the effects of all mechanisms of supervision and control, and in accbrttendiedinigs of the analysis make chasghrough
amendments to the Public Procurement Law, as well as make recommendations in respect of other legislation. Cooperattbe bettivtagons in the system of supervision &
control is significantly improved from the beginning of implemewtanf the Law on Public Procurement on April 1st 2013, but it is necessary to work on its further impro
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Privatization process in Serbia has proved to be one of the most critical areas of corruption. The report eCdreufstion Council and marother indicators point to a numb
of irregularities that have occurred due to a series of inaccuracies afichngparency of the privatization legislation. Such vagueness of regulations has created n
opportunities for abuse. In addition, marfytlee privatization contracts contain violations of the equivalence of benefits, which was enabled by inadequate doiirtedyinstof
performance of the contract, and in the exercise of powers of the Director of the Privatization Agency. The A#ti@wiruption Strategy in the period from 2013 to 2(
provides a number of measures to prevent corruption in the privatization process. They can be grouped into two catemesesf e corruptive provisions of the rules
improvement of the catuct of the competent authorities in the detection and prosecution of criminal offenses in the privatization process. dieRrivatization ("Official
Gazette of RS" No. 83/2014) was adopted in order to improve the legal provisions of the privatizatgss and eliminate the deficiencies that have led to numerous abus
adoption of the new law represents the beginning of implementation of the Action Plan for implementation of the Strategyovithes a number of other measures to impi
thes areas.

Article 55 of the Constitution guarantees freedom of political, union or any other association and the right to stayycagsafczations, and associations are established wi
prior approval, by registration in the register kept by tla¢esauthority in accordance with the law. In this regard, in January 2011, the Government established the

Cooperation with Civil Society Organizations (Office) to support the development of civil dialogue between governmeiariastiid civi society organizations in the proce
of the reform of the institutions and society in general. The importance and the role of the Office are reflected, intdreaatablishment of clear standards and procedurg
the involvement of civil socigtat all levels of decisiomaking. In recent years, civil society has been very active in monitoring and evaluating the work of public authoiti
field, through public hearings, conferences, round tables and debates organized by variousativibigamizations and government institutions. In terms of the developmg
the National AntiCorruption Strategy from 2013 to 2018, and the accompanying Action Plan, representatives of civil society organizationslwvegten all phases of th
aforementioned acts, which have been contributed by their comments, suggestions and proposals. This has resulted in tigredsipétaygic objectives relating to the creat
of conditions for active participation of civil society in the fight againstuption.

REPRESSION OF CORRUPTION

The legislative framework requlating repression of corruption in Serbia encompasses:

Criminal Procedure Code (AOfficial Gazette of RSH, Nofiscair@h 1af tBhé&/ Pdocéaed
Gazette of RSH, No 32/ 13);Criminal Code of Serbia ( A 018)ilInstitutidnal remessive apgaratast conk
of: police (detection of corruptiorffenses), public prosecutors (prosecution of corruption), courts (sanctioning corruption).

The key measure in the field of repression of corruption is the adoption of the Financial Investigations Strategy.egyissSratntegrative document for tlaegest number o
anti-corruption repressive measures. Responsible authorities for the implementation of this Strategy are Ministry of Justibkc dPbgecutor's Office. The Financi
Investigations Strategy from 2015 through 2016, along with theLraswon ACA (in the prevention field) represent the pillars of the Action Plan for Chapter 23, subchapt
against corruption.

Established efficient and proactive action in detecting and prosecuting corruption and organized crime representd the bgsisssive action against these phenomena. Th
prerequisites for effective acting involve independent competent instig thidequate staffing, effective horizontal and vertical cooperation established and exchange of inf]
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between the police, public prosecutors, courts and other state bodies and institlitierfsnancial Investigations Strategy from 2015 through62prescribes specialization

economic crime matters in police, prosecution offices and four appellate @ulwasiced trainings cooperation with the Judicial Acaderof/judicial officers (in four Appellate
courts) who handle financial investigatigrestablishment of task forcesmprised of police officers and officers of other relevant government authorities, appointment of
of ficers for contact with the prosecutorés of f i cdtofmandal drilmes. Regartiirgtoductionnof &rersig
accounting offices within Public Prosecuiosffices,t he Pr osecutor 6s Office for Organized Crime should

hi gher p rffcessshouldhave @isimum of one forensic accountaritrensic accountant should be able to identify criminal activity from the financial standpoint,

should also be familiar with investigation and evidentiary techniques. Forensic accountarntsassigt public prosecutors in finding answers that they cannot provide becg
the complexity of the case. In a domain of repression of corruption, proper implementatienFifiancial Investigations Strategy activities will represent key cortibfdr

reformation of repression system, prioritization of the work on 24 controversial privatization cases from current phigsfastarg resolution in line with ArtCorruption Council
recommendations. Also, implementatiohthe Financial Investitions Strategy will represent adequate tool for resolving financial criminal cases in future. When it com
controversial privatization cases, Republic of Serbia is demonstrating strong will to resolve all cases, and the gtetesfplawsone case is in prEvestigationproceedings
nine cases are in investigatiproceedingsmain trials are in process for seven cases, one case is adjudicatieerewedre no grounds for initiating criminal proceedings in resy
in four cases.

Theneed for cooperation with national and European institutions and organizations, as well as other international org&nimgjtish<OLAF, GRECO, OECD, etc.) is particula
emphasized. With the entry into force of the new Criminal Procedure Codé, inplubl i ¢ prosecutorsdé offices, of gener
leading role in obtaining evidence and their presentation in court. Certain results have been achieved in practicefuhibwepeogress is necessarytpaularly in cases of high
level corruption. Improving financial investigations is one of the prerequisites for achieving significant results ia,preatidition to strengthening the independence and m
information exchange between relevant atitles. (See further Chapter 24, subchapter fight against organized crime.)

In the Republic of Serbia, the police, prosecution and courts use different systems for monitoring criminal casese|rspcaciin approach creates a number of problems
police keeps statistical records according to the number of reported crimes; the prosecution according to the numtest pérepos; whereas the court statistics is kept acco
to the number of cases. Such record keeping is not suitable for megaberprogress and the level of efficiency of the criminal justice system, neither for setting up crimina
The goal of establishing a unique records keeping system or an electronic record for criminal offenses with elememiiosf isprinteralia, the precise systematization a
classification of data as well as regular control and information exchange. One of the tasks this information systenrdssotaddo is to establish a uniform system of repor
on corruption and organized crim&y achieving this goal, the Ministry of Justice shall have the ability to produce reliable annual report on casesemitd @learruption, whic
contain all the relevant information about the course of the investigation, the progress of the prongedings and their outcome. Mutually compatible forms in the police, @
and prosecutors6é offices should also include the posssofthe Agentyy StatefAudih stituttorg
Administration, and Administration for public procurement, etc.

The legal framework foconducting financial investigations and tracing criminal proceedsgyulated by the Law on Seizure and Confiscation of the Proceeds from Crime ("
Gazette of RS",m 32/2013). Also, the Criminal Procedure Code ("Official Gazette of RS", no. 72/2011, 101/2011, 121/2012, 32/2013, AbE282814) provides for speci
investigative techniques that are used to facilitate tracking of the proceeds from crime. Cowngtbi@nity for the implementation of financial investigation is the Finar
Investigation Unit, responsible for financial investigation at the Ministry of Interior, while the Directorate for AdrtimistriaSeized Assets is responsible for the manage of
seized assets within the Ministry of Justice. National AntiCorruption Strategyor the period of 2012018, provides for measures to improve the implementation of fina|
investigations and management of seized assets. It is necessaslianterimprove the efficiency of relevant institutions, records keeping and information exchange at the
and international level.
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Pursuant to the Constitution of the Republic of Serbia, the following categories of persons shall enjoy imnRsjitheNPresident of the Republic, the President and memb
the Government, the judges of the Constitutional Court, judges, public prosecutors and deputy public prosecutors, thei@mizumdksers of the High Judicial Council and S
Prosecutorial Cancil. Parliamentary immunity includes substantive immunity (immunity from liability and the procedural immunity. A judgetba&ydetained in proceedin
instituted for a criminal offense committed in the performance of judicial functions withoutghavapof the High Judicial Council. Member of High Judicial Council shall e
immunity as a judge. A public prosecutor and deputy public prosecutor cannot be held responsible for the opinions expeeegettise of prosecutorial functions, unlessa
criminal offense of violating the law by the public prosecutor or deputy public prosecutor. A public prosecutor and d#joupygsecutor may not be deprived of liberty
proceedings instituted for a criminal offense committed in the exer€ipeosecutorial function or service, without the approval of the competent committee of the N
Assembly. Member of the State Prosecutorial Council shall enjoy immunity as a prosecutor. A judge of the Constituticsted|Gmjay immunity as a dafy. The Constitutiona
Court decides on his/her immunity.

IMPLEMENTATION STATUS

During the drafting of Action Plan for CH 23, Subchapter Fight against corruption, several important activities wereuyamregaftially implemented. Thregctivities have
been successfully implemented, concerning introducing program budgeting and adoption of Financial Investigations Str&e@$ froough 2016 and implementation of
Law on whistleblowers started from Jun&3015. Three activitidsave been partially implemented. As a follow up of implementation of the Law on whiistlers, in cooperatiol
with the Judicial Academa training prograns organized for judges in four appellate courts. Other activity which is partially implemengéatésl to adoption of the new Law
Anti-Corruption Agency through establishing the working group for drafting the Law on ACA, which holds meetings on weekl\dmsisgadrding the adoption of the Law
Amendments and Supplements to the Law on $eiand Confiscation of the Proceeds from Crime in accordance with the previously conducted analysis aimed at imprg
efficiency in line with the 2014/42/EC Directiveprking group is established and holds regular meetings. In addition to aboweredrdctivities, the working group for dratftir
amendments and supplements on Criminal Code done new draft of Criminal Code, and the working group for drafting ameddmeplsnaents obaw on organization an
jurisdiction of government authorities @ombating organized crime, corruption and other severe cigretablished. Analysis with the aim to establish a system of regulg
mandatory coordination between the AGtrruption Council, Agency for Privatization and appropriate government agearuiestate authorities for the purpose of establis
proactive approach in retention of risk of corruption in the field has been conducted. Finally, significant efforts henaglbdewards conceptualization of task force methodol
and for that pysose several advanced trainings have been conducted.

2.1.IMPLEMENTATION OF ANTI -CORRUPTION MEASURES

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT OVERALL RESULT IMPACT INDICATOR
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2.1.1. Broaden the political and institutionalownership, including high level

coordination, of the fight against corruption and identify clear high level

Coordination of implementation ¢
anti-corruption measures establishg
at the highest political level, alon

1. Positive opinion of European Canission
stated in Annual Progress Report on Ser

institutional leadership in the implementation of the anticorruption strategy with poll'tllcal and !nstltunonal 2. Extent of implementation of measures an

; ; . accountability of  high leve . :

in particular; institutional _ leadershi for th activities from the Action Plans, based or
. . P the report of the AntCorruption Agency.
implementation of strategic measur,
in the fight against corruption.

ACTIVITIES RESPONSIBLE E%Eligﬁm FINANCIAL NSECET
AUTHORITY E RESOURCES
2.1.1.1. | Amending the Decision which established { -Governmenbf the IV quarter of Budget of the Decision on extension of competencies

Coordination Body for the implementation
the Action Plan for the Implementation of t
National AntiCorruption Strategy in th
Republic of Serbia in the period 2013018 by
extending the competencies of th
Government 6s Coord
coordination of implementation of this Actig
Plan for Chapter 23, Subchapter fight agai
corruption.

Republic of Serbia

-Ministry of Justice
(State secretary in
charge ofanti
corruption)

2015.

Republic of Serbia

Activity requiring
insignificant costs

*For this activity is
necessary to work §
working days,
which is
insignificant cost.

Coordination Bdy for implementation of Nationg
Anti-Corruption Strategy adopted.

The Coordination Body holds meetings and sol
identified problems and takes measures
fulfillment the Action Plan.

2.1.1.2.

Organizing regular bannual meetings of th
Coordination Body, presided by the Prin
Minister (political level), quarterly and bilater
meetings, presided by the State Secretary o1
Ministry of Justice (political and technical levg
Group for coordiation of the implementation ¢

the National AntiCorruption Strategy) in orde

-Ministry of Justice
(State secretary in
charge of anti
corruption)

-Group for
Coordination of the

Continuously

Budget of the
Republic of

Serbiaa3 0. 87

Publishing of reports from meetings of t
Coordination Body on the website of Ministry
Justice.

Reports of AntiCorruption Agency on thg
monitoring the implementation of the National An
corruption Strategy for period 202918 reviewed.
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Corruption Council ensured;

to monitor implementation of the obligatiof implementation of 20147 2018
stipulated in the Action plans. the National Anti 6. 1760 p| The Coordination Body solves problems arising i
Corruption Strategy fulfillment of the Action Plan.

Meetings of the coordination bodies are oper

the public and participation of civil socie| -Anti-Corruption

orgarizations. Council

2.1.1.3. | Strengthening of capacities of the Group | -Ministry of Justice | IV quarter of Budget of the Necessary staff capacities, technical equipment g
coordination of the implementation of th (State secretaryin 2015. Republic of require trainings for the Group are identified in

National  AntiCorruption  Strategy, i charge of anti Serbia3 1 . 9 1| Needs Assessment.

accordance withpreviously prepared Need corruption)

Assessment. In accordance with Needs Assessment, capaciti¢
the Group for coordination of the implementation
the National Anti Corruption Strategy strengtheneg

20167 2018
10.6380
1. Number of reviewed recommendation:
2.1.2. izzlfgorsr)lljsptgg:]agg ucr(])cr;ls.|derat|0n of the recommendations of th Systematic consi deration of tH mélcg:\z\ﬁ rt])q(:;r; Z:lnkgr:) hr:’:;)r ccoonmng:t;arﬂ[og
’ recommendations of the Ant

authorities during implementation ¢
measures in the field of fight again
corruption stated in Annual report on wo
of Anti-Corruption Council.
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2.1.2.1. | Amend the Rules of Procedure of t| -Governmenbfthe | Continuously Budget of the The Government considered the report ofGoencil
Government prescribing that the Governm({ Republic of Serbia Republic of Serbia | and adopted the conclusion on further act
includes all reports of the Anr@orruption For accordance with the findings and recommendati
Council in its agenda, within three montfhem amendments | Activity requiring | of the Council.
the date of submission of the report, 3 tothe Rules| insignificant costs
prescribe obligation for relevant authorities of Procedure:
the public administration to give prior opinig
on the report and recommendations of IV quarter of
Council. 2015.
The Council is invited on the Governme
session to presertté main findings.
2.1.2.2. | Inclusion of AntiCorruption Council in| -Bodies authorized | Continuously. Budget of the The Council timely receives information abd
legislative procedure concerning regulatiq as proponents of Republic of legislative actiities and members of the Council ta
whi c h, according to |[laws For Serbia- 4 3 . 2 1 active participation in legislative procedure.
a risk of corruption. amendments
to the Rules of
Members of the Council are required to tg Procedure: 20141 2018
active participation in the operation of workir 8.6420 p
groups. IV quarter of
2015.
2.1.2.3. | Amend the Decision which established 1 - Governmenbfthe | IV quarter of Budget of the Decision which established the Coordination b

Coordination body in order to prescril
guarterly meetings between Deputy Presiden
Coordination body and members dinti-
Corruption Council with the aim of qualitatiy
analysis of Council reports.

Republic of Serbia

-Anti-Corruption
Council

2015

Republic of Serbia

Activity requiring
insignificant costs

amended. Regular quarterly meeting are held.
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2.1.2.4. | The Republic Public Prosecutor's Office dra -The Republic Continuously. Budget of the The Republic Public Prosecutor's Office dravmn
up annual reports on implementation |Publ i ¢ Pr Republic of annual reports on implementation of activities
activities in compliance with reports of Ant Office Serbia3 4 . 5 6| compliance with reports of ArtCorruption Council
Corruption Counciland submits reports to th and submitted reports to the Government.
Government. -Government of the

Republic of Serbia 201571 2018
8.6420 p

2.1.2.5. | Strengthening budgetary and staff capacities| -Governmenbf the IV quarter of Budget of the Government issued decree on appointment

Anti-Corruption Council in accordance with | Republic of Serbia 2015. Republic of members of AntiCorruption Council.

preliminary analysis.

Government appoints members of the Coung
who are missing.

Serbia=1 27 . 6

201571 2018
31.913410

Higher degree of administrative support of Geng
Secretariat of the Government.

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR

2.1.3. Ensure legal alignment with the EU Acquis - including as regards the

definitions of active and passive corruptioni and with the UN Convention

against Corruption (UNCAC);

Ensured legal alignment with the E
Acquis and UNCAC in field of fight
against corruption including as regar
the definitions of active and passi

1. Positive opinion of European Commissi
stated in annual progress report on Serb

2. GRECO eports on evaluation;

3. Reports of UN Office on Drugs and Crin
on compatibility with UNCAC,;

corruption. 4. Improved ranking of Serbia in internation
anti-corruption indexes.
TIMEFRAM
RESPONSIBLE FINANCIAL RESULT
ACTIVITIES autHoRITY | F/PEAPUIN | pesouRcEs
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2.1.3.1. | Conduct comprehensive analysis -Ministry of Justice | quarter of Budget of the Analysis conducted.
compatibility of anticorruption legislation with (State secretary in 2016. Republic of
EU Acquis and international standards in ord charge of anti Serbia-3 0 . 8 7| The analysis determined the need for a chang
to identify deficiencies of legal framework ¢ corruption) legal framework of the Republic of Serbia with t
fight against corruption, taking int IPA 2013 Project of | law of EU and international standards.
consideration previously conducted bysés. prevention and fight
against corruption,
Service contraet
4.000.00@
In2015230. 8
In 2016
1.900.0
In 2017
1.900.0
2.1.3.2. | Adopt amendments and supplements to l¢ -Ministry of Justice | IV quarter of -Budget of the Amendments and supplements to the law adopte
framework of fight against corruption in lin (State secretary in 2016. Republic of

with  the  comprehensive  analysis
compatibility of anticorruption legislation with
EU Acquis and international standards in org
to identify deficiencies of legaramework of
fight against corruption from item 2.1.3.1. and
line with identified deficiencies.

Provide trainingi where relevant to foster
understanding of UNCAC provision.

charge of anti
corruption)

- other ninistries in
accordance with
their responsibilities

-National Assembly

Serbia=31. 47

-TAIEX-2 . 25

In 2016.

Training provided.

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT

OVERALL RESULT

IMPACT INDICATOR
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2.1.4. Clarify the ceordination and co-operation between the different actors
in charge of implementing and monitoring the action plan

Different

factors in

charge o

implementation and monitoring of th
implementation of the Action pla
comprehend their role in relation
implementation and monitoring (¢
implementation of the Action plan.

1. Positive opinion of European Commissi
statedm Annual Progress Report on Serh

2. Degree of implementation of measures &
activities from Action plans, based on t
report of the AntiCorruption Agency.

ACTIVITIES RESPONSIBLE TIMEFRAM FINANCIAL RESULT
AUTHORITY E/DEADLIN RESOURCES
E
2.1.4.1. | Adoption of amendments and supplementg -Ministry of Justice | IV quarter of Budget of the Adopted Law on amendments and supplements t
the Law on the National Assembly in order| (State secretary in 2015. Republic of Law on National Assembly.
introduce obligation of the Government | charge of anti Serbiac4 8. 65
submit (at least once a year) report | corruption
i mpl ementati on of
conclusions which have been adopted u| - National Assembly
taking nto consideration of the reports of t In 2015.
Agency.
Government is required to submit t
aforementioned reports within 6 mont
following the adoption of the aforemention
conclusions by National Assembly wherg
National Assembly is required to review t
Government ds report &
2.1.4.2. | Adopt amendments and supplements to Law -Ministry of Justice | IV quarter of Budget of the Adopted Law on amending Law on Asiorruption
Anti-Corruption  Agency introducing th| (State secretary in 2015. Republic of Agency.
following: charge of anti Serbia4 8. 65
corruption)
- report on implementation of the Strategy ha In 2015.

be submitted to National Assembly separat
from annual report on work of thigency;

- National Assembly

*The amount

includes labor costs
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debate at the

- determine deadline for the submission of Government of the
report on implementation of the Strategy; Republic of Serbia,
work of secretariat
- amend the obligation to submit quarte for legislation and
reports to the obligation to submit-dnhnual adoption procedure
reports; in the National
Assembly of the
-introduce obligation to submit evidence alo Republic of Serbia
with the repat; in accordance with
thestandard
- introduce obligation for responsible entities methodology of
positively correspond to the invitation of tf expressing unit
Agency to be present at meetings where pu costs.

is allowed to attend;

-proscribe as misdemeanor the situation
stakeholders do not submit report or dot
correspond to the invitation of the Agency;

- entitlement of Agency with the right to subni
its opinion on implementation of the activities
responsible stakeholders or state authority
elected or appointed manager of the stakeho
whereby tle stakeholder must consider th
opinion within 60 days and should infor
Agency and the public about the reach
conclusions.

2.2. PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE SCREENING REPORT OVERALL RESULT IMPACT INDICATOR
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Improved efficiency of Anticorruption

2.2.1. Clarify the mandate of ACA ensuring that its staffing level Agency in exergiing its competencie
e ke o Pl St orve % iough an amended Iogal bay 1. Postueoprionof Euopean Commiss
administrative capacity, allowing it to better perform its strengthen its administrative capac stateq i AnnualProgress Report
coordinating role inter alia by ensuring that it is better connected, anq ensured. bett%r tc?nne?rt]lvrgi( ) Serbia;
including through databases, to various agencies and that it various agencies and state authoritieq 2 Annual report on work of AnCorruntion
reports, complaints and recommendations receive an adequa ' Agenc P P
follow up; ensure effective and operational monitoring gency.
mechanisms

TIMEFRAM
RESPONSIBLE FINANCIAL RESULT
ACHIIES AUTHORITY E/DEAEDLIN RESOURCES
2.2.1.1. | Adopt new Law on Antcorruption Agency in| -Ministry of Justice | 1V quarter of | Budgeted in activity | Adopted Law orAnti-Corruption Agency.

order to completely regulate the field
prevention of corruption and nsur e
efficiency in order to:

(State secretary in
charge of anti
corruption)

-oblige managers of public authorities to allg
the Agency perform unimpeded insight, obt
copies and directly access to existing databg
documents and information;

-Anti-Corruption
Agency (Director)

- National Assembly|

-create conditions for more effectigentrol of
assets and incomeslgtermine obligation fo
public officials to submit their asset and inco
declarations in electronic form (with electron
signature),determine the right to immediate &
unimpeded access to the official records and
documents of public authorities and oth
entities which are of importance for tk
proceedings ACA is conducting,define

obligation for the National Bank of Serbi

2015.

1.2.2.1
(-Budget of the
Republic of Serbia
71. 136

w1 EX 250

144







