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FOREWORD FROM THE PRESIDENT

Dear All,

Itis my pleasure to present the Annual Report of the High Judicial and
Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina for 2010. | trust that the
Report shall continue to serve as a useful source for gathering information
on the performance of the HIPC and of the judiciary in general.

Our dedication to the reform of the judiciary has the objective of
maintaining and further developing the HJPC and the judiciary as the
provider of security and justice. The establishment of greater efficiency
in the performance of judicial institutions is of supreme importance
to the HJPC and our dedication to the continued strengthening of an
independent judiciary is beyond doubt.

Drawing closer to European standards represents one of the strategic priorities of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. The HJPC being the independent accountable institution of BiH will continue leading
and coordinating the BiH judiciary towards European integration.

However, the global financial crisis together with an unfavourable political climate have by and
large determined the direction of our efforts. We have had to invest major efforts in establishing
better communication with the legislative and executive branches, which in itself represents a
strategic objective and commitment of the HJPC in its future work.

One thing that is very important to us and needs to be underlined is that during 2010 on a number
of occasions the international community showed comprehensive and strong support for the HIPC
and for the independence of the judiciary. The support received from our professional community
also means a lot to us as does the support of all judge and prosecutor associations in BiH.

Throughout 2010, the practice of maintaining regular contact with the representatives of the
executive branch was continued as we attempted to better the financial positions of the courts and
prosecutors’ offices. We have, in part also as a result of these meetings, stopped the trend for
reductions in the majority of judicial budgets, meaning that the full judicial budgets for 2010 have
either increased slightly compared with the previous year or remained the same. The approved
funds are still though insufficient considering the actual needs of the courts and prosecutors’ offices.
The HJPC will, in accordance with its legal powers continue with its attempts to enhance cooperation
with the representatives of the executive and legislative branches and to the extent possible try to
effect sufficient funding for the uninhibited operations of the courts and prosecutors’ offices.

The HJPC has, as a priority for the past years, given special attention towards putting
forward an initiative for the adoption of a Law on Amendments to the Law on Salaries and Other
Compensation on Judicial and Prosecutorial Institutions on All Levels in BiH. The basic objective
being the introduction of various expenses payments for judicial position holders in order to ensure
better status, maintain ethnic balance and territorial representation at all judicial institutions.

The European Commission published its Progress Report for BiH in 2010, in which they
concluded that advancements were made in the judiciary. The Report served as confirmation of
our own reform related activities. Still though, we must continue with efforts to implement relevant
strategic documents. The amount of unresolved cases represents a problem that we continue to
face. Much effort has been made to resolve the issue and some results have been achieved. The
results serve as confirmation of the unwavering commitment of the HJPC and the judiciary in
general. We can and should be proud of our achievements, though at the same time need to
be aware that the road still before us is a long and arduous one — one with the ultimate aim of
establishing European standards.

We are, however, aware that any reform based activities for many areas within the judiciary
require quality coordination between the HJPC, the courts and prosecutors’ offices, executive
and legislative branches and the professional associations.
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During 2010 major efforts were made to increase the efficiency of the Office of the Disciplinary
Counsel. Accordingly, throughout the year the ODC effected the largest reduction of ongoing
cases since its establishment, while the number of instigated disciplinary procedures is higher that
in previous years.

Successful cooperation with donors has helped in reducing the effects of the economic crisis
and in ensuring proper funding for the day to day operations of the HIPC and the judiciary. The EU
and the Government of the Kingdom of Norway have been our most substantial donors this year
as well, and we have received assurances for their continued assistance in the years to come.

We have started two major projects in cooperation with donors. The “Support for the Judiciary of
BiH Project — Strengthening the Capacities of the Prosecutors’ Offices within the Criminal Justice
System” which is financed by the Swiss government through the Swiss Agency for Development
and Cooperation began operating on October 1, 2010. The underlying aim of the Project is the
advancement of operations of the judicial system by strengthening the capacities of prosecutors
in conducting criminal investigations in accordance with international standards and the provision
of support to the HJPC in its role of supervision and monitoring. The “Support for the BiH Judiciary
— IPA 2009” Project which is financed by the EU started operating in December 2010 and is
aimed at strengthening the capacities of judicial institutions in order to create the conditions for the
achievement of greater efficiency and effectiveness at work. Through the implementation of the
Project judicial institutions in charge of processing war crimes will, among other things, possess
the required physical and technical conditions for the protection of witnesses in war crimes cases.

Furthermore, thanks to donor funding, in 2010 the HJPC aimed its efforts at resolving the
case backlogs issue. Major successes were achieved in the field of electronic processing of
utilities cases, and has once again placed BiH amongst the pioneers in the introduction of modern
information-communication technology in the judiciary. Two working groups involving all interested
parties have finished with their work which resulted in recommendations for required amendments
to legislation, which the HJPC endorsed and forwarded to the relevant ministries for adoption. We
expect the executive and legislative branches to do all within their powers so as to contribute to
the successful resolution of the issue.

The HJPC has also recognized that regional cooperation is a key element in the stabilisation
and accession process as well as greatly contributing to the reform processes within the judicial
systems in our region. Accordingly, regional cooperation has been set up with other judicial
systems i.e. judicial councils of Serbia and Montenegro with expectations that such cooperation
will provide for far better exchange of experiences in reform related matters. Cooperation has
also been elevated through regional conferences for regulatory judicial institutions of the Western
Balkans.

We wish to extend our sincerest gratitude to the representatives of the international community
and to all friends of the BiH judiciary such as the EU, USA, the Kingdom of Norway, Sweden, the
Netherlands, United Kingdom, Switzerland, Spain and to all other donors.

We appreciate their assistance and their commitment as our partners and friends to supporting
our reform processes.

I would like to give special mention to all of our colleagues in the judicial community and in the
HJPC for their efforts towards the establishment of an efficient and effective judiciary and for their
trust and understanding.

We owe a debt of gratitude also to our friends and partners within the executive and legislative
branches and to the non-governmental sector who have recognised the importance of the judiciary
and assisted us in removing any obstacles and flaws.

President of the High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina

Milorad Novkovic
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PRIMARY ACTIVITIES OF THE PRESIDENT AND THE
HJPC PRESIDENCY IN 2010

Brief overview of the competences of the HJPC President
and Vice-Presidents

Inaccordance with the law, the HJPC President prepares the agenda for the HJPC sessions,
convenes sessions and presides over the sessions of the HJPC, as well as overseeing the
overall operations of the HJPC and the Secretariat. The President legally and generally
represents the HIPC towards third persons and performs other duties in accordance with the
Rules of Procedure on the Work of the HJIPC. The Vice-Presidents assist the President in the
performance of duties in the interest of efficiency of the HJPC operations. One of the Vice-
Presidents, in accordance with the Rules of Procedure on the Work of the HIPC, stands in for
the President during his absence. Other duties that Vice-Presidents have are regulated with
the Rules of Procedure on the Work of the HIPC.

The Rules of Procedure of the HIJPC define that the President represents the HJPC
before third parties as determined in Article 11, paragraph 5 of the Law and Article 14 of
the Rules of Procedure. The HJPC President has the following duties and authorities: to
oversee the overall operations of the HJPC, including that of Standing Committees and the
Secretariat, convene the HIJPC sessions, determine session agendas and preside over the
HJPC sessions, convene sessions of the Presidency and the Collegium, prepare agendas
for the said meetings and preside over them, maintain and lead active dialogue with the
representatives of the judiciary and with other the HJPC partners within and outside of the
judiciary, ensure that the work of the HJPC is carried out in accordance with the Law and the
Rules of Procedure, authorise attorneys to represent the HJPC in proceedings before courts
or other bodies, unless stipulated by law that public defender representation is mandatory,
sign requests for leave of absence and keep records on leave of absence concerning the
Director, Deputy Director, Chief Disciplinary Counsel and members of the HIPC who work
at the HJPC premises full-time, as well as to on behalf of the HIPC perform other duties
or functions as determined with the Law, other regulations, the Rules of Procedure or other
internal the HJPC regulations.

In accordance with the HIPC Rules of Procedure, the HJIPC Presidency consists of the
President, two Vice-Presidents and other the HIPC members who are employed at the HIPC
full-time. The President also chairs the HJPC Presidency which was established in order
to oversee all Secretariat activities, implement the HIPC decisions, implement the HJPC
Strategic Plan, monitor working conditions and the working environment within the Secretariat
and ODC, establish a system for analysing the HIPC budget proposals, budget execution and
the execution of donor funds in an efficient manner.

The practice of considering all current issues, proposals and documents at Presidency
sessions first and then at the HJIPC sessions was continued in 2010.

Priorities and an overview of activities in 2010

The Presidency precisely defined the priorities for 2010.

Advancement of the performance and the efficiency of the courts and prosecutors’ offices,
as well as the preparation of documents that serve to establish the preconditions for the
advancement of the process for the appointment of judges and prosecutors were at the forefront
of activities for the Presidency and the HIPC. The Presidency continued with the realisation of its
priorities as defined in 2009 as well. The afore defined priorities referred to further development
of performance and efficiency for courts and prosecutors’ offices, advancing cooperation
between the HJPC and the other government branches, seeking full constitutional protections
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for the judiciary and the HJPC in any negotiations held on constitutional changes in BiH. In
the meantime, the Presidency expanded on its priorities meaning the that focus of Presidency
efforts and that of the HJPC President was on preparing proposal for amendments to the Law
on the HJPC in the event that a legal initiative occurs, the preparation of a Book of Rules on
Ethnic Representation in the Courts and Prosecutors’ offices, the preparation of documents
and the bases for the advancement of the appointment process for judges and prosecutors,
ensuring appropriate budget funding for all judicial institutions as well as the implementation of
relevant strategies, programs and the 2010 the HIPC Work Plan.

Once again 2010 saw implementation of the National Strategy for Processing War Crimes'’
as an additional activity undertaken by President Milorad Novkovic who is the Chairperson of
the Steering Board that monitors the implementation of the Strategy.

The Vice-Presidents and the International member of the HJPC continued regular activities
regarding overseeing projects underway within the HJPC and those that are carried out in
cooperation with donors.

Overseeing the implementation of the USAID Justice Sector Development Project Il (JSDP
II) was entrusted to the HIPC Vice-President Gorana Zlatkovic. Vice-President Zlatkovic was
also appointed through a Council decision to a Joint Policy Unit within the Project of the HJPC
of BiH and the Ministry of Justice of BiH.

Furthermore, Vice-President Danijela Mikic was appointed as a member of the Civil
Society Network in the Justice Sector within the framework of the JSDP Il Project and
accordingly followed the work of the Network where all judge and prosecutor associations
in BiH participate, as well as other non-governmental associations. Presidency member
Zijad Kadric was also involved in the work of the Civil Society Network in the Justice Sector.
Vice-President Danijela Mikic also continued to oversee the implementation of the Project for
the Reduction of the Number of Unresolved Cases in the Courts as well as the work of the
Working Group for Utilities Cases.

Furthermore, the Presidency was directly involved in overseeing the project proposal for the
Project for Strengthening the Capacities of the Prosecutors’ offices within the Criminal Justice
System which is financed by the Swiss Government. Based on the tasks of the Presidency
and in line with the decision of the Council, Vice-President Gorana Zlatkovic was tasked with
overseeing the said Project and involvement in the preparation of project documentation as
well as giving suggestions and proposals.

Reactions to the EU Progress Report for Bosnia and Herzegovina?

Regarding the publication of the Report, President Novkovic decided that it was important
for the HJPC, being the responsible State institution, to issue a statement regarding the
Report. Thus far, only the HIPC has specifically and responsibly offered a determination as
to all of the assertions of the Report which are either directly or indirectly linked to the BiH
judiciary.

The press release stated that the HIPC gave serious consideration to the EC BiH Progress
Report and its statements regarding certain advancements in judicial reform and also
identifies problems the judiciary faces. The reform of the judiciary, established the grounds for
ambitious expectations and good results. The establishment and the work of an independent
High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of BiH as well as current reform processes in the BiH
judiciary aimed at ensuring and independent and impartial judiciary in BiH represent major
undertakings and solid grounds for continued efforts.

From the Report a statement can be drawn in that the HJPC and the judiciary as a whole
are working towards further developing their credibility while no periods of stagnation have

1 Detailed information on the implementation of the National Strategy for Processing War Crimes is provided in Chapter 10
“Processing War Crimes in BiH”.
2 The part of the Report dealing with the judiciary can be found in full further on in this Report under the heading “Others On Us”.
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been noted. The HJPC shares the opinion as stated in the Report regarding certain negative
tendencies in connection with the judiciary and judicial reform in BiH.

The Report clearly recognizes deficiencies due to which the judicial system in BiH suffers:
a divided judicial system, political influences, the lack of a Supreme Court of BiH, financial
dependence of the judiciary regarding the executive branch, new variations of influence
exerted against the judiciary and other matters. The HJPC has spoken of these matters on
a number of occasions, both with the media and in open dialogue with relevant national and
international entities.

The HJPC is fully aware of the gravity of the issue of efficacy of judicial performance
and the battle against corruption and organised crime just as is stated in the Report. The
release also states that we are clear that a more stringent policy must be initiated when
fighting corruption and organised crime since these occurrences are threatening to reach
alarming proportions in Bosnia and Herzegovina. The Council fully recognises these matters
as priorities and will initiate professional dialogue and work on planning matters as well as
determining priorities for all courts and prosecutors’ offices aimed at resolving these matters

Furthermore, the release stated that the HIPC has started the process of capacity building
for prosecutors’ offices in BiH, both through the implementation of projects supported by the
US and Swiss governments and through the realisation of the HJPC plans. Chief prosecutors
and court presidents will be asked to provide specific plans of action and primarily results and
responsibility.

We find ourselves at a defining time in the battle against organised crime and corruption, which
requires the cooperation of all BiH institutions as well as institutions in the region. Organised
crime and corruption are especially difficult in our region and could jeopardise stability and the
integration of Bosnia and Herzegovina into the EU, reads the press release given by the HJPC.

In the release we stressed that we are aware of the fact that Bosnia and Herzegovina lags
behind in the region in many issues, though also that the judicial reform has established a good
foundation based on which certain advancements have been made when compared to other
countries in the region.

“In the upcoming period we expect judges and prosecutors to achieve better results and to
show more dedication to reforms, agreed upon activities and plans, while we expect professional
cooperation from the executive and legislative branches as well as a more determined approach
to the battle against corruption and organised crime in our country”, states the closing statement
of the press release.

Itis important to mention that the Report states that “The State-level prosecutor’s office faced
cases of internal corruption and frequent leaks of information”. At the time, the Chief Disciplinary
Counsel of the HIPC sent a letter to Mr. Boris larochevich, Acting Head of the Delegation of
the EU to BiH, asking for specific information based on which the aforesaid allegations were
stated. Subsequently, a meeting was held with the relevant representatives of the Delegation
of the EU to BiH and the European Commission. At the meeting, regret was shown for the
misunderstanding that was caused through the disclosure of such information as well as the
misunderstanding that was created with the interpretation of such claims from the Report.

According to the representatives of the European Commission, it was obvious that the
claims were not disclosed with the intention of undermining the work of the Prosecutors Office
of BiH rather to draw context on the ever greater political pressures on the judiciary which
continues against the HJPC, the Court of BiH and the Prosecutors Office of BiH. The European
Commission unequivocally expressed its regret that the statements presented in the Report
gave rise to misunderstanding.

The HJPC expressed its satisfaction with the clarifications received from the relevant
representatives of the Delegation of the European Commission and welcomed their stand that
the efforts of the Prosecutors Office of BiH must be supported in adequate measures.
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Ensuring Adequate Budget Funds for the Optimal Functioning of Judicial
Institutions

The economic recession has greatly constrained budgets for judicial institutions on
all levels in BiH. The President and other members of the HIPC Presidency oversaw the
execution and status of judicial institution budgets and analysed the basic financial problems
judicial institutions are faced with in BiH.

In constant contacts with the relevant governments, prime ministers and ministers of
justice and finance on the various levels?, the HJPC attempted to avoid any possible financial
problems through cooperation and advocacy and to create optimal conditions for the proper
functioning of judicial institutions. This is especially significant regarding the expansion of
systematisations for the number of judicial office posts and securing additional budget funds
to finance the expansion in the courts in BiH as well as to ensure an ethnic balance in judicial
institutions along with the introduction of certain remuneration for judges and prosecutors.

In the first half of 2010, the Presidency initiated budget guidelines for 2011. The draft
budget guidelines for the courts and prosecutors’ offices proposed assumptions for drafting
were approved by the Presidency and sent to the Council for adoption.

Development of the Appointment Process, Improving the Material Status
of Judges and Prosecutors and Ensuring Ethnic Representation in Judicial
Institutions

Initiation of the procedure for the adoption of the Law on Amendments to the Law
on Salaries and Other Compensation in Judicial and Prosecutorial Institutions on the
Level of BiH, Entity Levels and the Brcko District of BiH.

Ensuring and maintaining proper ethnic balance in all courts and prosecutors’ offices, as well
as improving the status of judicial office holders falls under the basic priorities for the HJPC.
Accordingly, in 2010, the HJPC President held numerous dialogues with the representatives of
the executive branch, i.e. with the entity prime ministers and relevant ministers of justice and
finance on State, entity and cantonal levels in BiH. One of the main topics of discussion were
the HJPC initiative to promptly propose relevant amendments to the laws covering salaries and
other remuneration for judges and prosecutors in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Keeping in mind the current difficult economic situation in the country, a conclusion was
reached that the HJPC will not advocate for salary increases for judicial office holders even
though their salaries have remained the same since 2005, though the Council insisted on the
introduction of separated living and transportation expenses to and from the workplace, in
accordance with the aforesaid priorities.

Back in 2009 the HJPC received support for an initiative to amend the said laws and so
submitted draft amendments to the laws to the relevant ministries of justice first in January,
2010, and again in July that same year.

After receiving the opinion of the Ministry of Finance and the Treasury of BiH, on July 13, 2010,
the HJPC submitted to the relevant ministries of justice of BiH an amended draft proposal of the
Law on Amendments to the Law on Salaries and Other Compensation in Judicial Institutions.

In the proposed draft of the law, various remunerations were introduced as provided for
with the Law on Salaries and Other Compensation in Institution of BiH (“Official Gazette of
BiH”, no: 50/08 & 35/09) for which a determination was reached that they were required in
order to achieve the principle of appropriate ethnic representation of judicial office holders in
BiH, and for the more efficient filling of vacancies in the systematisation and the appointment
of the best personnel.

3  See more on these meetings in the section “Cooperation with the Executive and Legislative Branches*”

12 page



High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina ANNUAL REPORT 2010

Appointment of Judges to the Constitutional Court of FBiH

As the HJPC has a major interest in filling all vacant positions at the Constitutional Court of
FBiH so that the Court may operate unhindered throughout 2010 the Presidency was involved
in discussions regarding the appointment of judges to the Constitutional Court of FBiH.

Considering that since 2008 three positions with the Constitutional Court of FBiH needed
to be filled as well as the fact that the Constitutional Court of FBiH has been working while
incomplete, , the general information on the issue was again delivered to the Speaker of
the House of Representatives of the Parliament of FBiH in October 2010 in order to move
the process forward so that it may benefit all partners in FBiH. This included information
on the actions of the Council in accordance with the Constitution of FBiH, as well as with
the competences from Article 17, item 3 of the Law on the HIPC as well as suggestions
for overcoming the situation that has evolved due to the non-adherence with constitutional
procedures by the President of FBiH which requires that only candidates from the HJPC
proposal list may be proposed for candidates to judge positions with the Constitutional Court

The HJPC President spoke with the presidents of the various houses of parliament in BiH
on the issue regarding the hold up in the appointment process for judges to the Constitutional
Court of FBiH.

Appointment Scheduling of Judges and Prosecutors, Enhancement of the
Appointment Process and Ensuring Ethnic Balance

At a meeting of the Presidency on March 3, 2010, the Presidents of the Sub-Councils for
Conducting Interviews and Nominating Candidates were invited in order to point out the need
to conduct interviews for vacant positions in judicial institutions as soon as possible during the
month of March 2010.

Being aware that the appointment of judicial office holders is a fundamental competence
of the HJPC, the President and the Presidency spoke with the Presidents of the Sub-Councils
regarding the Book of Rules on the Procedure for the Selection and Appointment of Candidates
to Judicial Positions in BiH, with special accent on Articles 5 and 13 of the Book of Rules. This
was preparation for the discussion at the HIPC session.

At its sessions, the Presidency also established priorities for election and appointment
to judicial office on a number of occasions in line with the current needs of the courts and
prosecutors’ offices.

Activities Aimed at Preserving Ethnic Balance

On December 13, 2010, based on a decision of the Council, the Presidency prepared
a paper titled Information on Various Tendencies and Problems in Ensuring Proportionate
Ethnic Balance of Judicial Office Holders in Accordance with the 1991 Census and sent it to
the Parliamentary Assembly of BiH, the Parliament of BiH, the National Assembly of RS and
the cantonal assemblies.

The paper states that this represents a major issue for the HIJPC, considering that the
Council fulfils this duty through its own efforts even though this is a duty prescribed with
constitutional regulations on all levels in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

On the other hand, in fulfilling these duties, the HIPC must ensure an independent and
efficient judiciary. However, these efforts more and more result in a constant inability to fill
certain positions in courts and prosecutors’ offices with quality professionals.

Among other things, it is quite obvious that one of the basic reasons for this is financial i.e.
the material status of judicial office holders. Specifically, in order to satisfy the constitutional
requirement for an ethnic balance, the HJPC is regularly faced with a situation whereby
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candidates who would ensure proper ethnic balance if appointed do not apply for competitions
for judicial office. The reasons for this are in the fact that such candidates are generally
permanently residing in an area that is tens and even hundreds of kilometers away from
the relevant court or prosecutors office which requires them to either travel every day or
find appropriate accommodation in the location. Judges and prosecutors, according to the
current legal framework do not have the right to reimbursement for travel expenses to the
workplace, remuneration of accommodation expenses at the place of work nor separated
living expenses.

Such an arrangement is a disincentive for potential candidates, so the HJPC has initiated
amendments with the competent authorities of the laws on salaries and other compensation,
which would provide for such remunerations for judges and prosecutors. Such legal stipulations
would be fully in accord with the principles of the system of salaries and other compensation
for the whole of the State administration and would not represent any type of exception.

Joint Stance of the HIPC and the Professional Associations regarding the Status
and Position of Judicial Office Holders in BiH

At a joint meeting between President Milorad Novkovic and the presidents of the
professional associations of judges and prosecutors in BiH held on November 11, 2010, it was
found that the situation of judicial office holders in Bosnia and Herzegovina is very complex
and difficult.

In spite of all of the extended efforts by the HJPC and the associations, the executive and
legislative branches have still to resolve the issues regarding separated living expenses, travel
costs and other expenditures judges and prosecutors have in BiH which as a consequence
makes it impossible to adhere to the Constitution regarding ethnic balance for judicial office
holders in the courts and prosecutors’ offices of BiH.

Aside from that it is evident that judges and prosecutors are receiving threats, there are
attacks to judicial buildings and against judicial office holders with an example being the
recent fire that was set off in the Banja Luka Basic Court Building and the armed attack at the
family home of the Chief Cantonal Prosecutor in Orasje.

Itis also a fact that no country in the region has to deal with such difficult and complex legal
cases as does Bosnia and Herzegovina, especially the large number of complex war crimes
cases. The European Commission 2010 Progress Report clearly states that Bosnia and
Herzegovina is one of the leading countries when it comes to organised crime and corruption.
This is why judicial institutions and primarily prosecutors’ offices are expected to raise their
efforts regarding the discovery and processing of such cases. However, keeping in mind
the current number of prosecutors in office and their status, concern was expressed for the
efficient processing of these cases.

In light of the above factors and in accordance with the conclusion of the 6" Conference of
Court Presidents in BiH, the HIPC and the judge and prosecutor associations in BiH, planned
a conference in December 2010 on the position of judges and prosecutors in society and on
maintaining independence of the judiciary. A conclusion was reached that the presence of the
representatives of the executive and legislative branches of government on State, Entity and
cantonal levels was required. Considering that up to the time of convening the conference the
legislative and executive governments were not constituted in accordance with the elections
held in October 2010, the Conference was pushed back for February 2011.

Upcoming Constitutional Reform in BiH
Keeping in mind the announcement on upcoming negotiations on constitutional changes in

BiH, the Presidency decided to send out a letter to the relevant political sides and international
institutions where it would reiterate its positions on the matter. The letter was sent to the
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Collegium of the House of Representatives as well as the Collegium of the House of Peoples
of the Parliamentary Assembly of BiH, the Council of Ministers of BiH, the US Embassy, OHR
and the SREC and to the Delegation of the EU in BiH.

In the letter it was highlighted that the HJPC, being an independent, autonomous authority
tasked with maintaining an independent, impartial and professional judiciary and representing
the third pillar of power in Bosnia and Herzegovina, has on a number of occasions asked to
be involved in future discussions on constitutional changes. Also, it was stressed that the
independence of the judiciary and the position and role of the HIPC need to be a part of future
discussions on constitutional changes in BiH.

Activities of the HJPC President in the Working Group for the Preparation of
Proposals for Necessary Amendments to the Law on the HJPC

On May 25, 2010, a meeting was held of the HIPC Working Group for Amendments to
the Law on the HJPC. On behalf of the Working Group were Milorad Novkovic, Slavica Curic,
Sven Marius Urke, Zijad Kadric, Nedzad Popovac and Zlatko Knezevic. The meeting was
attended by representatives of OHR, the US Embassy, OSCE and the Delegation of the EU
in BiH in the capacity of observers.

At the meeting a conclusion was made that any division of the HIPC would represent a
step backwards for the functioning of such a major institution and that radical changes to the
Law on the HJPC are not needed at this moment in time. The Working Group proposed to the
HJPC to begin with further development of current internal regulations in order to advance
appointment procedures and disciplinary procedures.

Considering that it was also concluded that the opinions of the judge and prosecutor
associations, the entity ministries of justice, the Ministry of Justice of BiH and the
representatives of the international community were relevant, meetings were first held with
the representatives of the judge and prosecutor associations in BiH and with the Minister
of Justice of BiH, Mr. Barisa Colak. Then at the Council session of September 1 — 2, 2010
in Banja Luka a new working group for the preparation of amendments to the Law on the
HJPC was established which included representatives of OHR/EUSR, as well as members
of the judicial community who are not members of the Council. The working group members
were: Milorad Novkovic, the HIPC President, Amir Jaganjac, President of the Supreme Court
FBiH, Zelimir Baric, President of the Supreme Court RS, Amor Bukic, Chief Prosecutor of
the Republic Prosecutors Office of RS, Zdravko Knezevic, Chief Prosecutor of the Federal
Prosecutors Office of FBiH and the HIPC member, Asim Crnalic, the HIPC member, attorney
Zijad Kovac, the HJPC member, Zijad Kadric, judge of the Appellate Court of the Brcko
District BiH, Nedzad Popovac, the HIPC member and judge of the Court of BiH, Sven Marius
Urke, the HJPC International member, and Lucio Valerio Sarandrea, EUSR representative.

During the reporting period the Working Group held two meetings in November and
December of 2010.

Judge Paul Gilligan, member of the Executive Board of the European Network of Councils
for the Judiciary (ENCJ) attended the first meeting and in cooperation with Lord Justice
John Thomas, President of the European Network of Councils for the Judiciary, presented
the European standards that refer to the composition of councils and gave a brief overview
of other issues in connection with the judicial councils. The key points of judge Gilligan’s
presentation can be summarised as follows:

The importance of the successful functioning of judicial councils cannot be overstated in
the context of a contemporary, democratic European country under the rule of law. A council
must have a broad membership concept and needs to include members who are not judges,
though the majority of them should be judges. Members should be elected in an objective and
transparent way. Members should not be active politicians or members of the executive or
legislative branches of government.
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Monitoring the Performance and the Efficiency of Courts and Prosecutors’
offices in Bosnia and Herzegovina including Other Issues in Connection
with the Operations of Judicial Institutions

VI BiH Court President Conference

The 6% Conference of BiH Court Presidents was organised by the HJPC and held on May
12 — 13, 2010 in the “Terme” hotel in llidzi.

Along with court presidents, the conference was attended by members of the HJPC,
representatives of the Ministry of Justice FBiH, the Ministry of Justice and Administration of
the Sarajevo Canton, the judge and prosecutor associations, the judicial and prosecutorial
training centres, the Judicial Commission of the Brcko District BiH and representatives of the
international community in BiH.

Open, comprehensive, professional, and objective discourse was held on the issue of the
inefficiency of the judiciary of BiH with the objective of initiating processes for the determination
of all effective measures for the establishment of courts that are up to date with their workload
in the near future. A presentation was made on the analysis of the performance of courts in
2009 which also reviewed the matter of unresolved cases from past years, problems in court
performance as well as problems regarding the harmonization of case law.

The following conclusions were passed:

1. the HJPC should be included in negotiations on the future constitutional reform process for
purposes of attaining constitutional protection for the HIPC;

2. raising the level of activities for the establishment of prerequisites for the creation of a
single system of financing the judicial institutions in BiH;

3. court presidents need to undertake any measures necessary to ensure greater efficiency,
promptness and quality of court performance especially regarding the resolution of old
cases and the prevention of the statute of limitations coming into effect in criminal and
minor offence cases and in the enforcement of criminal sanctions.

4. organise a conference on the position and role of judicial office holders in BiH.

5. initiate amendments to appropriate laws in order to achieve greater efficiency of court
performance and to improve the material status of judges.

6. strengthen activities at harmonizing case law in BiH.

VI Chief Prosecutor Conference in BiH

The 6" Chief Prosecutor Conference in BiH as organised by the HIPC was held on 16 & 17
June, 2010, in the “Neum” Hotel in Neum.

Apart from chief prosecutors and their deputies, the Conference was attended by the
HJPC members, a representative from the Ministry of Justice of BiH, representatives of the
trade associations, representatives of the judicial and prosecutorial training centres as well as
representatives of the international community in BiH.

The Conference covered the HJPC Annual Report and the performances of the prosecutors’
offices in 2009, proposals for efficiency of work of the prosecutors’ offices in BiH, war crimes
processing, experiences in gathering evidence in organised crime cases, the role and status
of prosecutors in BiH, the performance report of the Office of the Disciplinary Counsel for the
past year and the coordination of projects that are of interest to the prosecutors’ offices of BiH.

The following conclusion were rendered at the Conference:

1. the HJPC needs to continue its activities regarding future constitutional changes in order
to ensure that the HJPC becomes a constitutional category and to ensure a common
constitutional position for prosecutors in BiH.
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2. organised a separate conference in order to analyse the current material/legal position of
judicial office holders.

3. initiate amendments to current legislation whereby the HJPC performs the election of judicial
associates and trainees for prosecutors’ offices, which would contribute to developing the
election and appointment pool of future prosecutors.

4. intensify efforts at the creation of preconditions for the establishment of a common system
for financing judicial institutions in BiH with the priority to initiate the discussion process in the
Federation of BiH.

5. chief prosecutors need to examine the reasons for prosecutors office investigations taking
longer than six months, draft a plan for the resolution of old cases with special attention
on war crime cases and commercial crime, and submit to the HIPC information regarding
cases where statute of limitations regarding criminal prosecution has occurred, together with
reasons and causes and a proposal for measures to reduce these types of cases.

6. continue and complete activities regarding the drafting of an analysis of the current
systematisation of the prosecutors’ offices which would serve for the development of a
proposal for enhancing prosecutorial staffing capacities.

7. consider the option of an initiative for amendments to current legislation in that powers are
given to judicial associates in the prosecutors’ offices to independently act in cases where it
is possible to issue a sentencing warrant, also to perform an analysis on the application of
plea bargains in practice and accordingly compile conclusions and recommendations that
would be sent out to all prosecutors’ offices in the entities and to the HJPC.

Meeting of THE HJPC President with the President of the Court of BiH, the
Presidents of the Entity Supreme courts and the President of the Appellate Court
of the Brcko District BiH

The practice of holding regular meetings with the President of the Court of BiH and the
Presidents of the Entity Supreme Courts, as well as the President of the Appellate Court of the
Brcko District was continued in 2010.

On January 29, 2010, President Novkovic held a regular meeting with the President of the
Court of BiH and the Presidents of the Entity Supreme Courts at the premises of the Supreme
Court of RS. Discussions covered various topics relevant for the functioning of the judiciary in
BiH, including the harmonization of case law by the Supreme courts and by the Court of BiH
and the resolution of old cases.

The following was concluded at the meeting:

1. ensuring that courts be current with caseloads needs to be the main priority for court
presidents.

2. not to test the time measurements in the entity Supreme courts or in the court of BiH at this
moment in time. Rather, testing should begin in pilot courts on municipal/basic level and
cantonal/district level;

3. a program needs to be defined for backlogs in the supreme courts and in the Court of
BiH and consideration needs to be given to possible testing of time measurements in the
administrative and civil departments of the Court of BiH.

4. special attention should be devoted to the resolution of war crimes.

5. the presidents of all of the courts of BiH need to begin with analyses of the performances of
all judges.

Resolution of Old Cases

In 2010, the Presidency was ongoing in its treatment of the issue concerning old cases
and accordingly, at one of the Presidency sessions, it was decided that the matter regarding
the resolution of old cases would be monitored monthly.
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On June 10, 2010, a meeting was held by the HJIPC President with the presidents of the
second instance courts and the Supreme courts in BiH and the Court of BiH regarding the
resolution of old cases. At the meeting it was concluded that the Council renders a decision
requiring the courts to, in 2011, resolve 10% more cases than in 2010. In the meantime,
courts are invited to increase activities aimed at the resolution of old and unresolved cases.

Furthermore, a conclusion was reached that it was necessary to draft amendments to the
Instructions for analyzing the situation and developing a plan for the resolution of old and
backlogged cases in Bosnia and Herzegovina no: VSTV-07-0872-07092005 dated August
30, 2005. Amendments to the Instructions should, foremost, offer instructions for courts
regarding the drafting of operational plans for the resolution of old cases and the manner of
their implementation. Accordingly, a working group was established by the HIPC comprised
of: Amir Jaganjac, President of the Supreme Court FBiH and chairperson of the working
group, Radomir Aleksic, President of the District Court in Bijeljina, Mladen Jurisic, President
of the Cantonal Court in Mostar and Muhamed Tulumovic, Director of the HJPC Secretariat.

In line with the aforesaid conclusion, it was decided that the presidents of the cantonal and
district courts hold a meeting with the presidents of the basic and municipal courts, where
they would introduce them to the conclusions from the meeting of the HIPC President with
the presidents of the second instance courts and the Supreme courts and the Court of BiH
regarding the resolution of old cases.

The Council adopted the proposed conclusions from the meeting of June 10, 2010 and
rendered a decision whereby the courts are required to resolve 10% more cases in 2011 than
they did in 2010.

Drafting an Analysis on the Business Entity Register in BiH and on Criminal Policy
of the BiH Judiciary

In accordance with the letter from the Ministry of Justice of BiH regarding the initiative from
delegates for the drafting of an analysis of the situation regarding business entity registration
in BiH as well as for the state of the judiciary, with special attention to criminal policy, The
Presidency nominated the HJPC Vice-President Gorana Zlatkovic and Council member Zijad
Kadric as members of the working group that would prepare the said analysis.

In accordance with assignments, the Chief of Cabinet of the HJPC, in relation to the letter
from the House of Representatives of Parliamentary Assembly BiH, prepared a comprehensive
analysis of the registration of business entities in BiH, which was sent to the Parliamentary
Assembly of BiH. At the session of the House of Representatives of the Parliamentary
Assembly of BiH, the analysis was considered very useful and the HJPC was thanked for it.

Establishment of new courts in FBiH

The Parliament of FBiH adopted the Law on Amendments to the Law on Courts* establishing
four new municipal courts in the FBiH; in Banovici, Citluk, Jajce and Lukavac. According to
the new Law, the new municipal courts will begin work when the HJPC concludes that the
requirements for the courts exist, meaning that the application of the Law will begin with the
day the mandates of the judges appointed by the HJPC begins.

Since the evaluation of required working conditions for courts is an extensive and demanding
process, the Presidency passed a decision on defining an accountability and activity plan for
the HJPC and for other relevant executive and judicial powers which according to the law
have responsibilities for rendering various relevant decisions.

In accordance with this decision, the Chief of Cabinet of the Presidency drafted an
Activities Plan for drafting a Logistics plan that would be based on past experiences in the

4 “Official Gazette of the Federation BiH”, no: 38/05, 22/06 & 63/10
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implementation of the previous court restructuring and minor offence reform in BiH. It is a
proposal and instruction for the HIPC on how to prepare and implement the process for the
establishment of new courts in a planned and organised way and to properly evaluate all
requirements so that the new courts can operate.

The logistics plan will be presented to all Council members so that it may be adopted and
subsequently presented to the relevant judicial and executive powers.

Analysis of the Current Court Network in BiH

After the adoption of the Law on Amendments to the Law on Courts in FBiH, the Parliament
of FBiH rendered a conclusion at the same session whereby the Ministry of Justice and the
HJPC will, within a six month period, prepare an analysis of the current court network in
FBiH. The analysis should provide justification for the current court network as well as for the
establishment of new courts if required. The HJPC Presidency considered the conclusion and
decided that the HJPC Secretariat should prepare a proposal for criteria to draft an analysis
as well as for the justification of the current network.

Court Visits and Meetings with Court Presidents

In recognizing the need and the significance of direct contact with court presidents, the
HJPC President Milorad Novkovic, together with associates, continued with visits to the courts
in 2010.

In 2010 visits were made to the municipal courts in Zivinice, Kiseljak, Gorazde, Zavidovici,
Zepce, Bugojno and Sanski Most and to the basic courts in Bosanski Novi/Novi Grad, Prijedor
and Mrkonjic Grad.

As part of the visits meetings were held with the acting President of the District Court Banja
Luka and with the presidents of all basic courts that fall under the district of Banja Luka.

Immediately upon the establishment of the commercial courts in RS, the HIPC President
met with all of their presidents.

Security Issues for Courts and for Employees of the Judiciary

The Presidency looked into the issue regarding arson at the Basic Court in Banja Luka
and decided to, as a matter of urgency, issue a press release condemning the act of arson.

In the press release, it was stressed that the HJPC strongly condemns any attacks against
judicial office holders and attacks to judicial buildings and expects the relevant authorities to
offer appropriate protection for judges and prosecutors in BiH. The attack to the Basic Court
in Banja Luka represents an attack against the judicial powers and the HJIPC wants to clearly
state that despite any pressures and attacks the judiciary will not succumb in the battle for
justice and the rule of law. At the same time, the HJPC encourages all judicial institutions
and judges and prosecutors in BiH to persist in the defence of judicial independence since
this is the only guarantee for the legal safety of the citizens. The HJPC is committed to fully
supporting judicial institutions and their employees stressing that it will do all in its powers to
ensure adequate protection.

Upon hearing of the fire, the HJPC President, Milorad Novkovic immediately contacted
the management of the Basic Court in Banja Luka and they informed him of the details and of
activities they had undertaken.

On Friday November 12, 2010, President Novkovic visited the court and met with the
President of the Supreme Court of Republika Srpska, the President of the Basic Court Banja
Luka and all of its judges and employees and the Commander-in-Chief of the RS Court
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Police. During the meeting, the participants concluded that court police capacities must be
strengthened as soon as possible in order to afford them a realistic possibility to exercise
their legal duty of protecting the court and its employees, and preventing cases like the arson
case of the Banja Luka court being repeated in future. In order to realize this objective, a joint
effort must be made by all institutions. The participants at the meeting offered encouragement
to all of the judges of the Basic Court in Banja Luka to persist in the defence of judicial
independence and the consistent application of the law since they are the only guarantee for
the legal protection of citizens.

Furthermore, upon receiving the information about the attacks to the family home and
property of Luka Dabic, Chief Prosecutor of the Cantonal Prosecutors Office in Orasje, the
Presidency also discussed. Accordingly, a press release was announced condemning the
attack. Such act and any other possible forms of threatening behaviour against judicial office
holders represents an attack against the very principles of the judiciary — independence,
impartiality and professionalism. In defence of the high moral standing and professional
standards of the judges and prosecutors, the HIPC expressed a conviction that judicial office
holders will continue to exercise their duties in an equally effective and efficient manner in
adherence with all standards of their trade. Vice-President Gorana Zlatkovic visited Chief
Prosecutor Luka Dabic and his family.

Establishment of a Working Group on Judicial Building Security

At a regular meeting of the HJPC President with the President of the Court of BiH, the
Presidents of the Entity Supreme Courts, and the President of the Appellate Court of the
Brcko District BiH, consideration was given to the safety matters concerning judicial office
holders and judicial buildings.

On the initiative of the President of the Supreme Court of the Federation BiH, in light of
the recent events in the country which have brought into focus security issues regarding court
buildings and judicial office holders, discussion was held on the issue of court and prosecutor
office security and that of the judges and prosecutors and all employees of the judiciary.

An ICITAP representative attended the said meeting and participated in discussions
analyzing and assuming certain negative repercussions if the security situation remains on
the same level. The ICITAP representative accordingly promised any assistance that the
organization is able to provide.

Based on discussions with the Chief Commanders of the Court Police in BiH, who were
also at the meeting and who offered their own evaluations of the situation, a preliminary
determination was made that a large number of judicial buildings lack minimum security
standards for adequate protection of buildings and personnel and that the court police do not
have sufficient staff, funding or appropriate technical capacities to deal with the issue.

Keeping in mind the request of the court police commanders and the President of the
Court of BiH, the Entity Supreme Courts and the President of the Appellate Court of the Brcko
District, the HJPC was asked to act immediately and to set up a working group that would
as soon as possible provide an analysis of the situation and propose appropriate measures.

Security-wise almost all judicial buildings, courts and prosecutors’ offices in BiH, especially
on lower levels, covering Entity Supreme Courts, cantonal courts, district courts, municipal
and basic courts lack adequate working conditions and are not secured properly. This together
with the existing technical and physical security measures that are in place in the buildings
means that they can easily be subject to terrorist or other attacks which may impede the work
of the institution.

Also, regarding judge and prosecutor security outside of working hours, a conclusion was
reached that no actions or measures were undertaken in the past aimed at the protection of
judges and prosecutors who are under threat, which when considering the number of cases
that are being processed and that are linked to war crimes, possible increases in organised
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crime activities, the number of psychologically ill people and all other facts, may influence
judge or prosecutor objectivity and impede their work and that of the judicial institutions of
BiH.

The reasons for not undertaking appropriate measures and actions to protect judges and
prosecutors on Entity levels and in the Brcko District are inadequate regulations that cover
this issue, and particularly insufficient staffing and material/technical capacities, whereas
on State level they are due to insufficient communication with the relevant institutions and
possibly their attempts to avoid the undertaking of measures for the protection of judges and
prosecutors.

In order to remove these flaws, a conclusion was reached that a working group should
be proposed at the next Council session to work on drafting a strategy that would define the
objectives and the method for resolving these issues and any other issues that may arise
which from the perspective of security may impede the work of the judicial institutions of BiH.

The working group would need to operate within the framework of the HJPC and be chaired
by a person appointed by the HJPC President.

The said strategy would then serve as a basis to undertake appropriate measures for the
technical and physical protection of court and prosecutor office buildings in BiH and to protect
the judges and prosecutors, something that would definitely require additional funding.

Judicial institutions, including court police on all levels would based on the strategic
objectives have a basis for planning and requesting additional funds from the budget on
all levels as well as the basis for possible application for donor funds with international
organizations and other organizations.

Cooperation with the Executive and Legislative Branches

Presentation of the HIPC 2009 Annual Report before the relevant parliaments in
BiH

The HJPC 2009 Annual Report was presented to the members of the Constitutional-Legal
Committee of the House of Representatives of the Parliamentary Assembly of BiH on May
19, 2010, to the members of the Justice and General Administration Board of the House of
Representatives of the Parliament of FBiH on May 20, 2010, to the House of Representatives
of FBiH on June 30, 2010, to the National Assembly of Republika Srpska on September 7,
2010, and to the House of the Peoples of the Parliamentary Assembly of BiH on July 13, 2010.

The Constitutional-Legal Committee of the House of Representatives of the Parliamentary
Assembly of BiH acknowledged the HJPC 2009 Annual Report and supported all the HJPC
recommendations.

The Justice and General Administration Board of the House of Representatives of the
Parliamentary Assembly of BiH rendered a conclusion acknowledging the HJPC 2010 Annual
Report.

The House of Representatives of the Parliamentary Assembly of BiH acknowledged the
2009 Annual Report along with recommendations for greater efficiency in the work of the
HJPC in the future.

The delegates of the National Assembly of Republika Srpska acknowledged the HJPC
2009 Annual Report with a conclusion that when appointing persons to judicial institutions that
ethnic representation must be ensured.
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Meeting with the Prime Minister of the Government, the Minister of Finance and
the Minister of Justice of the Livho Canton

On December 22, 2010, the HJPC President Milorad Novkovic and his associates held a
meeting with the Prime Minister of the Government of the Livho Canton. The meeting was also
attended by the Minister of Finance and the Assistant Minister of Justice of the Canton, as well
as the presidents of the municipal and cantonal courts in Livno and the Chief Prosecutor of
the Cantonal Prosecutors Office in Livno.

Meeting topics covered issues regarding salaries for judges and prosecutors, the 2011
budget, expanding systematisations in the courts of the Canton and an initiative for legislative
amendments to introduce certain remunerations for judges and prosecutors.

At the meeting a conclusion was reached that vacant judicial posts in the Municipal Court
Livno need to be filled urgently and the Prime Minister of the Canton Government supported
the efforts by the HJPC regarding the introduction of additional remuneration for judges and
prosecutors as well as the plan to expand systematisations in the courts and prosecutors’
offices in accordance with available funds.

Meeting with the Prime Minister of the Government, the Minister of Finance and
the Minister of Justice of the Herzegovina-Neretva Canton

On December 23, 2010, the HJPC President Milorad Novkovic and his associates held a
meeting with the Prime Minister of the Government of the Herzegovina-Neretva Canton. The
meeting was also attended by the Minister of Finance and the Assistant Minister of Justice
of the Canton, as well as the presidents of the municipal courts in the Canton except for the
President of the Municipal Court Konjic, the President of the Cantonal Court Mostar and the
Chief Prosecutor of the Cantonal Prosecutors Office.

At the meeting issues regarding salaries for judges and prosecutors, the 2011 budget,
expanding systematisations in the courts of the Canton and an initiative for legislative
amendments to introduce certain remunerations for judges and prosecutors were discussed.

At the Mostar meeting, the HJPC efforts were supported regarding remunerations for
judges and prosecutors and mention was made of the good cooperation between all three
branches of power in the Canton. The meeting participants supported the reform processes
of the judiciary and gave full support to the process for expanding systematisations in the
courts of the Canton which should be coordinated with the executive branch. Furthermore,
a conclusion was reached that a quick reaction was required from the President of the
Municipal Court Mostar and the Minister of Justice of the Canton regarding advancements to
the operations of the land registry office of the Court.

Meeting with the Prime Minister of the Government, the Minister of Finance and
the Minister of Justice of the Bosnia-Podrinja Canton

On January 13, 2010, the HJPC President Milorad Novkovic and his associates visited the
Government of the Bosnia-Podrinja Canton and the Municipal Court Gorazde. At a meeting
with the Prime Minister of the Bosnia-Podrinja Canton and the ministers of finance and justice;
on behalf of the judicial institution, the presidents of the municipal and cantonal courts in
Gorazde were in attendance.

At the meeting it was stressed that the cooperation between the heads of the judicial
institutions and the executive branch of the Canton is very good.

Regarding the financial situation it was stressed that despite of the modest finances at
its disposal that the Cantonal Government meets with its financial duties towards the courts
and prosecutors’ offices and that the 2009 budget has been fully effected. Also, the required
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funding for the judicial institutions of the Canton has been secured for 2010. The total budget
for all judicial institutions is 2.7% higher compared to the 2009 budget rebalance. President
Novkovic expressed his satisfaction for the 2010 approved budget and underlined that the level
of promptness of case processing of the judiciary of the Canton is high and that we can expect
good performance results for the judicial institutions of the Canton this year, as well.

President Novkovic concluded his visit to the Bosnia-Podrinja Canton by meeting with the
judges of the Municipal Court Gorazde at which time he expressed his satisfaction with their
performances.

Meeting with the Prime Minister of the Government, the Minister of Finance and
the Minister of Justice of the Sarajevo Canton

On January 18, 2010, the HJPC President visited the Government of the Sarajevo Canton.

The meeting was attended by the Prime Minister of the Sarajevo Canton, the Minister
of Justice and Administration, the Minister of Finance, the President of the Cantonal Court
Sarajevo, the Chief Cantonal Prosecutor of the Cantonal Prosecutors Office, the President
of the Municipal Court Sarajevo, the Director of the HIPC Secretariat, the Secretary to the
Cantonal Court Sarajevo, the Chief of Cabinet of the HIPC Presidency and the Chief of
Cabinet of the Prime Minister of the Sarajevo Canton.

Topics discussed at the meeting were financing the courts and prosecutors’ offices in the
Sarajevo Canton, expanding systematisations and the introduction of certain remunerations
for judges and prosecutors.

Support was offered by the Prime Minister and the ministers of justice and finance for the
HJPC initiative for the introduction of certain remunerations for judges and prosecutors as
well as for securing the required budget funds for the courts and prosecutors’ offices of the
Sarajevo Canton.

Support in principle was offered for the expansion of the systematisations of the courts and
prosecutors office which will depend on budget funds.

Meeting with the Prime Minister of the Posavina Canton and the President of the
Judicial Commission of the Brcko District BiH

On February 8 & 9, 2010, the HJPC President Milorad Novkovic met with the President
of the Judicial Commission of the Brcko District BiH and the Prime Minister of the Posavina
Canton.

Along with President Novkovic, on behalf of the HIPC also present were Zijad Kadriv, the
HJPC Presidency member and Admir Suljagic, Chief of Cabinet.

At the meetings discussions were held on the 2010 budget, expanding systematisations
in the courts and the initiative for amendments to introduce certain remunerations for judges
and prosecutors.

Generally, the representatives of the executive branch offered firm assurances that the
courts and prosecutors’ offices would have sufficient funds for undisturbed operations and
they supported the efforts by the HIPC for amendments to legislation in order to establish the
right to remunerations just like those of other state institution employees.

Also, the representatives of the executive branch supported the proposed expansion of
systematisations noting that filling such positions would proceed in line with budget possibilities.
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Meetings with the Prime Minister of the Government and the Minister of Justice of
the Una-Sana Canton

Between March 23 and 26, 2010, President Novkovic paid an emergency visit to the Una-
Sana Canton and did so again on July 28, 2010.

The reason for the first visit was the non-adoption of the budget for the institutions of the
Canton and the proposal Draft Budget for judicial institutions that was reduced by around 4.5
million KM compared to the budget proposals of the courts and prosecutors office.

The Prime Minister gave assurances that the Government of the Una-Sana Canton would
reconsider the proposal budget for the judiciary and the remarks and proposals of all judicial
institutions as well as the HJPC.

As part of the second visit to the Una-Sana Canton, President Novkovic held a meeting
with the Prime Minister of the Government of the Una-Sana Canton which was also attended
by the Minister of Justice and the Deputy Minister of Finance of the Canton.

The topics covered included a budget rebalance for the Una-Sana Canton and financing the
cantonal judiciary, and especially financing the filling of positions in the systematisation in the
municipal courts in Velika Kladusa and Cazin, financing the procurement of vehicles for the municipal
courts in Sanski Most and Velika Kladusa and financing the moving out of the branch office of the
Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office of USC from the building of the Municipal Court in Sanski Most.

The Prime Minister gave strong assurances that funds would be secured by November
1 for the vacancies in the courts in Cazin and Velika Kladusa (three reserve judges and one
regular judge), and also gave full support for the moving out of the branch office of the Cantonal
Prosecutor’s Office of USC from the building of the Municipal Court in Sanski Most.

It was also agreed that certain funds would be secured soon to finish the renovation of the
land registry office in the Municipal Court in Bihac and the relevant inspection office in Bihac
will be informed of this, also that funds would be secured in 2011 for new vehicles in the courts
in Velika Kladusa and Sanski Most, while in the meantime vehicles from the USC government
fleet would be used. The reassignment of the budget will allow for the financing of debts that
judicial institutions owe to attorneys, postal and telecom services and other debts successively.

Meetings with the Minister of Justice and the Minister of Finance of BiH

On August 25, 2010, President Milorad Novkovic held a meeting with the Minister of
Justice Mr. Barisa Colak and with Minister of Finance Mr. Dragan Vrankic in connection with
the Law on Amendments to the Law on Salaries for Judges and Prosecutors on State Level
and regarding amendments to the Law on the HJPC.

Ministers Colak and Vrankic gave their full support to the adoption of the Law on
Amendments to the Law on Salaries of Judges and Prosecutors on State Level. Regarding
the Law on Amendments to the Law on the HJPC an agreement was reached that the Ministry
of Justice of BiH would, within 7 days, send an initiative to the HJPC for the adoption of the
Law on Amendments to the Law on the HJPC with proposed amendments so that the matter
can be discussed at the session of the Council on September 1 & 2, 2010.

On October 5, 2010, a meeting was held between the HJPC President and Minister
Barisa Colak. The meeting was held on the initiative of President Novkovic, acting based on a
conclusion by the HJPC and in connection with a the HJPC initiative for the rendering of the Law
on Amendments to the Law on Salaries and other Compensation in Judicial and Prosecutorial
Institutions of BiH Level as well as on the future processes for the preparation of a revised Law
on the HJPC.

Minister Colak affirmed the support of the Ministry of Justice of BiH for the rendering of
a Law on Amendments to the Law on Salaries and Other Compensation as well as for the
preparation of legislative amendments towards the development of the HJPC operations.
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Meeting with the Minister of Justice of the Tuzla Canton and Associates

On December 3, 2010, the HJPC President Milorad Novkovic held a meeting with the
Minister of Justice of the Tuzla Canton, Mrs. Jasminka Mijatovic and her associates. The
meeting’s purpose was filling the vacant judge posts in line with the expanded systematisation.

A conclusion was reached that it would be possible to bring in judges in 2011, as follows:

- Cantonal Court Tuzla, three (3) regular judges;
- Municipal Court Tuzla, three (3) regular judges;
- Municipal Court Zivinice, one (1) reserve judge;
- Municipal Court Gradacac, one (1) regular judge, &
- Municipal Court Gracanica, one (1) regular judge and one (1) reserve judge.
It was also said that funds were secured for additional administrative staff in line with the
prescribed judge-to-staff ratios.

Aside from this, a conclusion was also reached that the ten (10) land registry officers
who were hired on a temporary basis achieved exceptional results in 2010 and that their
employment should be extended in 2011. Funds for this purpose have been secured.

Meetings with the Ministers of Justice of the West Herzegovina Canton and
Canton 10

Between December 7 and 9, 2010, President Novkovic held discussions with the ministers
of justice of the West Herzegovina Canton and Canton 10.

At the meeting discussions were held over the financing of the judicial institutions of the
cantons for 2011 and the status regarding the adoption of the budgets in the cantons as based
on the proposals of the presidents of the courts and the chief prosecutors.

The Minister of Justice of the West Herzegovina Canton confirmed that he would support
the requests of the courts and prosecutors’ offices regarding funding for next year and
especially for financing:

- One regular and one reserve judge position in the Municipal Court Siroki Brijeg;
- One prosecutor position in the Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Siroki Brijeg;
- Enforcement positions and an accountant in the Municipal Court Ljubuski;
The Minister of Justice expressed the opinion that activities must be intensified towards
bettering the status of judicial associates i.e. increasing their salaries.

The Minister of Justice of the Canton 10 Government gave his full support to the budgeting
requests of the court presidents and chief prosecutors for 2011 and especially

- Areserve judge position in the Cantonal Court Livno while the court presidents is required
to seek the opinion of the HJPC regarding this position which has not been foreseen with
the current systematisation, keeping in mind the justification for introducing it (medical
condition of one of the judges and not knowing when he will be back at work);

- Two regular judge positions in the Municipal Court Livno;
- Two court enforcement officer positions in the Municipal Court Livno;
- Funding the purchase of one automobile for the Municipal Court Livno.

President Novkovic took the opportunity to hold brief meetings with the judges and the
court presidents in Ljubuski, Siroki Brijeg and Livno.

At these meetings President Novkovic informed the judges on the HJPC activities aimed
at enhancing their status and also informing them of the status of the HJPC initiative for
passing amendments to the relevant laws on salaries for judges and prosecutors along with
the introduction of certain reimbursements. At these meetings the judges expressed their
interest in these activities.
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EVENTS THAT HAVE MARKED 2010

CEREMONY MARKING THE RENOVATION OF THE SARAJEVO PALACE OF
JUSTICE

The ceremony marking the renovation of the Sarajevo Palace of Justice, as initiated by
the HJPC and financed by the European Commission, the Governments of Norway, Sweden
and the Sarajevo Canton, was held on January 22, 2010 in the Palace of Justice. The building
houses the seats of the Cantonal and Municipal Courts in Sarajevo. The renovation project cost
4,205,394 EUR, of which the European Commission gave 2,073,173 EUR, the Government
of the Kingdom of Norway 1,014,155 EUR, the Government of the Sarajevo Canton 818,066
EUR, and the Government of the Kingdom of Sweden 300,000 EUR.
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Images 1 & 2. The ceremony marking the renovation of the Palace of Justice

CONFERENCE “ASSESSING THE LEGACY OF THE INTERNATIONAL
CRIMINAL TRIBUNAL FOR THE FORMER YUGOSLAVIA”

The HJPC President Milorad Novkovic and Secretariat Director Muhamed Tulumovic,
together with the presidents and chief prosecutors of judicial institutions from Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Serbia and Croatia who process war crimes attended a two-day conference
entitled “Assessing the Legacy of the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia
(ICTY)” which was convened in The Hague on 23-24 February, 2010.

At the Conference ICTY staff and relevant interested parties shared their views regarding
the legacy of the Tribunal and the best ways to utilise its legal and institutional legacy.

BiH OMBUDSMEN VISIT TO THE HJPC

BiH Ombudsmen Jasminka Dzumhur, Ljubomir Sandic & Nives Jukic visited the HIPC on
March 3, 2010 and met with the President, Milorad Novkovic. Many issues were covered during
the meeting regarding the operations of the BiH judicial system, such as the duration of court
proceedings, harmonization of case law, the right of damaged parties in court proceedings,
the application of international documents and standards in court proceedings.

The participants agreed that continued close cooperation is required between the Institution
of the Ombudsmen for Human Rights in BiH and the HJPC.
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MEETING WITH THE REPRESENTATIVES OF EUPM

On March 3, 2010, the HJPC President held a meeting with the representatives of the
Unit for Cooperation with Authorities and Judicial Institutions of the EU Police Mission in BiH
(EUPM) Mr. Timo Saarinenn, Mr. Volodymyr Zhminkm and
Mr. Vladimir Radojevic. The subject of the meeting was the
case management system in the prosecutors’ offices in BiH
(acronym TCMS) and cooperation between the prosecution
and the police agencies in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

EUPM representatives were also interested in the
projects aimed at advancing cooperation between the
prosecution and the police agencies in BiH and President
Novkovic informed them of the results that have been
achieved in this field. A conclusion was reached at the
meeting in that close cooperation is required between
EUPM and the HJPC.

Image 3. THE HJPC President with
EUPM representative

DELEGATION OF THE PARLIAMENTARY ASSEMBLY OF THE COUNCIL OF
EUROPE VISIT

A delegation of the Council of Europe headed by Jean-Charles S. Gardett, member of
the Parliamentary Assembly and Isild Huertin, Deputy Secretary to the Committee on Legal
Affairs and Human Rights, visited the HJPC on March 10, 2010 in reference to the preparation
of the Report on Witness Protection in the Balkans. The representatives of the Council of
Europe were greeted by Biljana Simeunovic, prosecutor and the HJIPC member. The meeting
was also attended by Vesna Budimir, Deputy Chief Prosecutor of the Prosecutor’s Office of
BiH and Head on the War Crimes Section of the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH.

Mr. Jean-Charles Gardetto, member of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of
Europe stressed that this was a regional activity part of which visits were organised to all
countries of the former Yugoslavia and that the objective of the visit was to familiarise with the
witness protection system of BiH and to define possible areas that could be further developed,
at the same time underlining the role of the witnesses in war crimes and organised crime.

WORKING CONFERENCE “COOPERATION BETWEEN THE POLICE AND
THE PROSECUTION IN BiH”

The judicial and prosecutorial training centres of FBiH and RS, the Judicial Commission of
the Brcko District, and the HJPC organised a Working Conference on Cooperation between
the Police and the Prosecution was held on March 10 — 11 in Sarajevo.

The Conference was attended by the President
Milorad Novkovic, Raffi Gregorian, Envoy to the High
Representative in BiH, Trim Vernelle representative of
the US Embassy in BiH, the chief prosecutors of BiH,
representatives of SIPA, the prosecutors’ offices, the police
and other interested institutions. An analysis was presented
of the Project - “Establishment of Better Mechanisms of
Cooperation between the Police and the Prosecution in
BiH” and achievements in the field, while other topics were
also covered such as cooperation between police and the

. . . ) . . Image 4. Working Conference
prosecution in combating organised crime, corruption and  «cooperation between the Police and

terrorism, institutional organization, the capacities of law the Prosecution of BiH”
enforcement agencies and other issues.
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MEETING WITH REPRESENTATIVES OF THE SECRETARIAT OF THE
COUNCIL OF EUROPE

On March 23, President Milorad Novkovic met with the representatives of the Secretariat
of the Council of Europe who were, at the time, on a regular annual monitoring visit in BiH on
March 22 — 25, 2010.

The delegation of the Council of Europe were Claudia Luciani, Director for Political Advise
and Cooperation, Adrian Evtuhovici, political advisor and Besa Dume, Monitoring Coordinator
and Caroline Ravaud, Special Representative of the Secretary General of the Council of
Europe in BiH, met with the most senior representatives of the executive, legislative and judicial
branches on state and entity levels in order to gather as
much information as possible based on which a separate
Progress Report for BiH would be compiled regarding
the realisation of European standards. This report will be
delivered to the Committee of Ministers of the Council of
Europe and based on it, apart from offering insight to the
situation, will evaluate the problems and needs of BiH for
the achievement of European standards.

The meeting with the HIPC President was held in order

Image 5. Meeting of the HJPC to acquire insight to the state of the BiH judiciary since
President with representatives of the this is one of the most significant areas covered by the
Secretariat of the Council of Europe monitoring effort.

PRESENTATION OF THE PROPOSED BOOK OF RULES ON FRAMEWORK
MEASUREMENTS FOR THE PERFORMANCE OF JUDGES, JUDICIAL
ASSOCIATES AND OTHER EMPLOYEES OF REGULAR COURTS IN BIH TO
THE PRESIDENTS OF THE PILOT COURTS

On March 25, 2010, Secretariat Director Muhamed Tulumovic and Mladen Jurisic,

Chairperson of the Working Group tasked with the preparation the Proposal Book of Rules on

s s Framework Measurements for the Performance of Judges,

Judicial Associates and Other Employees of Regular

Courts in BiH, presented the Proposed Book of Rules

. to the presidents of the selected pilot courts in order to
introduce them to the content.

Testing the application of the Proposal Book of Rules
was carried out during the period April 1 — October 31,
2010 in 7 pilot courts in BiH. The Courts where testing was
¥ carried out were the Appellate Court of the Brcko District
Image 6. The HJPC Secretariat Director BiH, the Cantonal Court Zenica, the District Court Trebinje,
and Working Group Chairperson with the Municipal Court Mostar, the Municipal Court Orasje,
the representatives of the pilot courts  the Basic Court Prijedor and the Basic Court Doboj.

CONFERENCE, “NATIONAL STRATEGY FOR PROCESSING WAR CRIMES:
STRATEGY IMPLEMENTATION AND FUTURE TASKS”

The HJPC President Milorad Novkovic and Council members participated in the Conference
titled “National Strategy for Processing War Crimes: Strategy Implementation and Future
Steps”, which was held on April 9, 2010 in Teslic as organised by the training centres of FBiH,
RS and the Judicial Commission of the Brcko District BiH.
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At the conference, there was talk on the significance of the National Strategy for
Processing War Crimes, due to the scope of violations to international humanitarian law that
were committed, the number of responsible persons still to be punished, large numbers of
unresolved cases, as well as due to the problems faced by the BiH Judiciary up until the
adoption of the Strategy such as the lack of a comprehensive method for the resolution of
these issues. Many other related topics were also discussed including criminal offences
against humanity and values protected by international law, efficiency in processing war
crimes as part of which the HIJPC Vice-President Gorana Zlatkovic presented the Project
“Establishment of a Database on Ongoing War Crime Cases”. President Novkovic presented
on the topic of” Overseeing the Implementation of the Strategy”.

MONTENEGRO DELEGATION VISIT

A delegation from Montenegro consisting of five judges and members of the OSCE Mission
in Montenegro, as part of its three day visit to the BiH judiciary, visited the HJPC on April 27,
2010. The visit reinforced the many years of cooperation between the BiH and Montenegrin
judiciary, while the specific reason for the visit was to introduce the Montenegrin judges to the
way judicial institutions in BiH operate, as well as to discuss the practices of our courts and
prosecutors’ offices regarding plea bargain procedures.

UNDP CONFERENCE, “WITNESS SUPPORT IN BIH”

A conference titled “Witness Support in BiH” was held on April 28 and 29, 2010 in Sarajevo.
The conference was organised by UNDP together with its partners the HIPC and the Ministry
of Justice of BiH and with donations from the Government of Spain through its Spanish Agency
for International Development Cooperation.

The conference gathered representatives of local and international judicial communities
and the topics covered were evaluations for witness/victim support requirements in BiH and
witness support during trials according to the experiences of international court, as well as the
courts of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Serbia and Croatia.

MEETING WITH THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE EUROPEAN
COMMISSION

ON May 11, 2010, the HJPC President received a delegation of the European Commission
from Brussels, headed by Giulio Venneri who was in charge of legal matters, security and
freedoms for BiH while the other members were Jens Woelk and Frank Schuermans.
Along with this delegation, the meeting was also attended by the representatives of the EU
Delegation in BIH.

The Delegation insisted on identifying issues that the EC could act on through the IPA
programs or by way of other assistance. This is in fact the general mission of the delegation
for BiH. The Delegation has a vast mission which covers major issues such as reform strategy,
war crimes processing, judicial independence and efficiency as well as other issues relevant
for the functioning of the judiciary. The delegation visit and the consideration of various issues
and the perceptions gathered regarding the current situation in BiH will be also be utilized in
preparing the EC 2010 Progress Report for BiH.

29 page



High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina ANNUAL REPORT 2010

SUPPORT TO THE CAPACITY BUILDING EFFORTS OF THE MONTENEGRO
JUDICIARY

As part of the total support to the development of an independent and efficient judiciary
in Montenegro, the HJPC secured the support of experts for the Ministry of Justice of
Montenegro in drafting the Information-Communication (ICT) strategy for the Judiciary.

Through the project — “Strengthening the Judiciary of
kT e Montenegro” which is financed by the Government of
" l f'l“l lT“ A Norway, the representatives of the Council participated at a

L — round table which was held in Podgorica on May 11, 2010
with the support of the International Management Group
(IMG). The round table was organised in order to finalise
the draft of the ICT strategy for the Montenegro judiciary,
which would ensure the development of a modern judiciary
in Montenegro through the establishment of a modern
information system. The meeting was also attended by Mr.
Olav Bertg Aesen, representative of the Norwegian Court
Administration.

Image 7. Round table discussions

SIXTH CONFERENCE OF COURT PRESIDENTS IN BiH

The 6™ Conference of Court Presidents in BiH as organised by the HIPC was held on May
12 & 13,2010 in Sarajevo. The Conference was attended by the Council members, the Deputy
Minister of Justice of FBiH, a representative of the Ministry of Justice and Administration of the
Sarajevo Canton, representatives of the professional associations, the training centres, the
Judicial Commission of the Brcko District BiH as well as representatives of the international
community in BiH as well as from the court presidents,.
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Images 8 & 9. BiH Court President Conference

At the Conference, open, objective and constructive discussion was held on the issue of
the promptness of the BiH judiciary in resolving cases, with the aim of initiating a process to
determine all relevant and effective measures for the establishment of courts that are up to
date with their caseloads in the near future. In light of this, presentations were made of the
performances of the courts in 2009 with reflection on unresolved cases from previous years,
problems the courts faced, and the issue of case law harmonization.

MEETING WITH THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE US STATE DEPARTMENT
On May 13, 2010, President Novkovic held a meeting with a delegation of the Office

for Regional Cooperation of the US State Department with Christopher Merill, Steven Page,
Linda Toth & Paul Saupe.
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The Washington delegation was interested in hearing about the state of the BiH judiciary
and the challenges it faces. Special attention was given to the implementation of the War
Crimes Strategy as well as on the establishment of a Supreme Court of BiH, constitutional
reform and the request that the HIPC and the judiciary as a whole receive constitutional
protections. At the meeting consideration was also given to disciplinary issues involving
judicial office holders, performance evaluation for judges and prosecutors and to their training.

CASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM IMPLEMENTED IN THE COMMERCIAL
COURTS OF RS

By the end of May, 2010, implementation was completed of the case management system
(CMS) in the commercial courts of the Republika Srpska, thus ensuring that these courts had
also fully transferred to an automated system. This success represents the result of a joint
effort from the Information/Communication Technology Department of THE HJPC, the ICT/
CMS Project staff and the presidents of the commercial courts.

The aim of the CMS is the full automation of work processes in the courts and prosecutors’
offices which would allow for greater efficiency and transparency in the operations of the
judicial institutions as well as for following statistical data and reporting processes.

CONFERENCE - “SERVICE OF COURT WRITS”

As organised by the HJPC, on May 31, 2010, a conference was held in Sarajevo titled
“Service of Court Writs — practical problems and possible enhancements through legislative
amendments”. The conference had many participants — representatives of various judicial
institutions of BiH.

Participants worked in two panels discussing the issues regarding service of court writs in
civil proceedings as well as the practical aspects of service and problems identified.

ARBEN MURTEZIC APPOINTED CHIEF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

At its regular session held on June 14, 2010, the Council passed a decision
on the appointment of Arben Murtezic to the office of Chief Disciplinary Counsel
of the Office of the Disciplinary Counsel (ODC). Mr. Murtezic took up office on
July 1, 2010.

SIXTH CONFERENCE OF CHIEF PROSECUTORS IN BiH

The 6" Conference of chief prosecutors of BiH was organised by the HJPC on June
16 & 17, 2010 in Neum. The Conference covered the HIPC 2009 Annual Report and the
performances of the prosecutors’ offices in 2009, possible proposals for efficiency of BiH
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prosecutors’ offices, processing war crimes, experiences in gathering evidence in organised
crime cases, the role and status of prosecutors in BiH, the Performance Report of the Office
of the Disciplinary Counsel for 2009, and the coordination of projects of interest for the BiH
prosecutors’ offices.

RENOVATION OF THE BASIC COURT MODRICA

On June 16, 2010 at the Ministry of Justice of the RS in Banja Luka, a meeting was
held regarding the project for the renovation of the Basic Court Modrica. The plan is for
the HJPC to implement the project with the financial support of the Government of Norway
and the Government of Republika Srpska. The meeting was attended by H.E. Jan Braathu,
Ambassador of the Kingdom of Norway to BiH, Dzerard Selman, Minister of Justice of the RS
and Sven Marius Urke, International Council member.

It was jointly stated that the creating good working conditions for judges represents a
prerequisite to increasing efficiency in case resolution. It was agreed that the building of the
Modrica Basic Court was basically inadequate and that renovation was required.

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING ON THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A
JOINT POLICY FORUM

On June 29, 2010, President Novkovic and Deputy Minister of Justice of BiH Srdjan Arnaut,
signed a Memorandum of Understanding between the Ministry of Justice of BiH and the HIPC
on the establishment of a joint policy forum.

The ceremony was attended by Allam Reed, Director of the USAID Mission as the US
Government will be ensuring financial and technical
support for the operating of the forum through the USAID
Justice Sector Reform Project (JSDP II).

At the occasion, President Novkovic underlined that
the establishment of the Forum has both a political and
practical character to it. The Ministry of Justice of BiH
as the umbrella institution of the executive powers in the
domain of the judiciary and the HJPC as the overseer of
the judiciary, will direct their energy together through the
Forum to analyse proposals for policies that are required
in order to overcome obstacles in the realisation of the

Image 12. The signing of the
: ; Memorandum for cooperation in the
Justice Sector Reform Strategy for BiH. establishment of a Joint Policy Forum

COMPLETION OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE WEB SERVICE
“ACCESS TO COURT CASES VIA THE INTERNET”

As of July 1, 2010, all regular courts in BiH have access to the web service “Access to
Court Cases via the Internet” which allows parties in proceedings, their legal representatives
and proxies insight to their case via the internet, except for criminal cases. This way service
users can be immediately informed of events and changes to their case. Implementation of
the web service was carried out in three phases between May and July when it was set up in
all courts.
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MANDATE EXTENTIONS FOR THE HJPC MEMBERS MILORAD NOVKOVIC,
ZDRAVKO KNEZEVIC & ZLATKO KNEZEVIC

At the session of July 7, 2010, the members of the Council were informed of the selection
of Zdravko Knezevic and Milorad Novkovic to a second successive mandate of four years.
According to the Law on the HJPC, Zdravko Knezevic is the Council member on behalf of
the Federal Prosecutor’s Office of FBiH and was elected by the prosecutors of that office,
while Milorad Novkovic is the Council member from the district and basic court levels of
Republika Srpska who is selected by the district and basic courts of Republika Srpska through
a ballot organised by the President of the Supreme Court of Republika Srpska. Considering
that Milorad Novkovic has been holding the office of Council President since June 8, 2008
and with a four year mandate, the Council adopted a conclusion whereby the selection to
a second successive mandate does not terminate the office of president and that Milorad
Novkovic’s mandate as President of the Council shall continue until the lapsing of the period
determined by the decision on the election of the President of the Council.

At the Council session held on September 1 & 2, 2010, the Council members were
informed on the election of Zlatko Knezevic to a second successive mandate of four years.
According to the Law on the HJPC, Zlatko Knezevic is the Council member on behalf of the
RS Bar Association and was selected by the Bar Association in accordance with the Book of
Rules on the Election of Council Members.

Council member mandates according to the law last four years and a member may have
no more than two successive mandates.

MEETING WITH US AMBASSADOR FOR WAR CRIMES

Mr. Steven Rapp, the US War Crimes Ambassador and his associates met with the HIPC
President and Chairperson of the Steering Board for Monitoring the Implementation of the
War Crimes Strategy on July 12, 2010, Minister of Justice of BiH Barisa Colak and Secretary
to the Ministry of Justice of BiH and Deputy Chairperson of the Steering Board for Monitoring
the Implementation of the War Crimes Strategy Jusuf Halilagic.

The main topic of the meeting was Strategy implementation, results thus far and issues
including regional cooperation with Serbia, Montenegro and Croatia with reference to
processing perpetrators of war crimes as well as crime in general.

Ambassador Rapp expressed his support for the establishment of appropriate capacities
and the willingness to process war crimes on entity levels and underlined his full support for
the implementation of the Strategy.

MEETING WITH REPRESENTATIVES OF OSCE IN BiH

On September 13, 2010, the President of the HJIPC held a meeting in Sarajevo with
Richard Williams, Head of the Human Rights Dimension Department of OSCE BiH and with
Francesco DeSancits, legal advisor for issues of war crimes of the Judicial Reform Section
and Legislation of the OSCE Mission in BiH.

The meeting topics were the independence of the BiH judiciary through the HJPC
participation in the process for the amendment of the Constitution of BiH, the establishment
of the HIPC as a constitutional category, amendments to the Law on the HJPC, and
implementation of the National War Crimes Strategy. On such occasion Richard Williams said
that “from OSCE’s position the HJPC represents the backbone of the whole judicial system
of BiH”, and a conclusion was made at the meeting whereby amendments to the Law on the
HJPC should be based on the premise of maintaining the independence of the judiciary of
BiH.
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At the meeting an arrangement was made for the President of the HJPC to meet with
Ambassador Gary D. Robbins, Head of OSCE Mission in BiH regarding the inclusion of the
HJPC into the Constitution of Bosnia and Herzegovina and amendments to the Law on the
HJPC.

A conclusion was reached that there was a need to continue the cooperation between the
HJPC and the OSCE Mission on matters concerning the judiciary.

MEETING WITH THE RESIDENT LEGAL ADVISOR TO THE US EMBASSY IN
BiH

On September 13, 2010 the HJPC president met with Naitan Peterson, resident legal
advisor for the Embassy of the United States of America to BiH to introduce Mr. Peterson to
the training programs in place for prosecutors in BiH, especially regarding the development of
investigations in criminal proceedings.

CONTINUATION OF COOPERATION BETWEEN THE HJPC & THE KINGDOM
OF NORWAY

At the HJPC, on 24 September, 2010, a meeting was organised with a senior delegation
of the Government of the Kingdom of Norway headed by H.E. Jan Braathu, Ambassador of
the Kingdom of Norway in BiH, Eikeland Christina Ovestad, First Secertary to the Embassy
and Ingrid Busterud, Embassy representative, as well as representatives of the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs of Norway, Kjetil Kober and Bain Jannicke, President of the Norwegian Court
Administration - Supreme Court Judge Utgard Karl Arne and Judge Anne Vinje of the Oslo
Court.

The meeting served to continue the cooperation in the judicial reform of Bosnia and
Herzegovina, the determination of modalities for partnership and cooperation as well as
identifying priority areas for the Kingdom of Norway to support in the next three year period.
Both sides agreed that more attention should be focused on presenting the achievements
of the justice sector reform, especially to the general public and international partners. The
Council committed to drafting a three-year project proposal for cooperation with Norwegian
partners, while the representatives of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Norway expressed
their willingness for the continuation of assistance for the reform of the judiciary of BiH. At
the meeting the Norwegian delegation was introduced to the strategic framework of the BiH
Justice Sector as well as to project activities on the resolution of backlogs, judicial efficiency,
court mediation and renovation of courts.

Images 13 & 14. The HJPC representatives with the delegation of the Kingdom of Norway
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CONFERENCE “STATUS, ROLE, TRAINING AND WORKING CONDITIONS
OF COURT BAILIFFS - EUROPEAN STANDARDS AND REFORM PATHS”

The Conference on “Status, Role, Training and Working Conditions for Court Bailiffs —
European Standards and Reform Paths” was held in Banja Luka on September 28, 2010
under the organization of the HJPC, the Ministry of Justice of Bosnia and Herzegovina and
the Balkans Enforcement Reform Project (BERP) which receives technical assistance in BiH
from the German Agency for Technical Cooperation (GTZ).

At the conference, they discussed the status, role, training and working conditions of court
bailiffs in BiH especially regarding their powers and responsibilities in the performance of their
duties.

STUDY TRIP TO SWEDEN AND NORWAY

A delegation of the Working Group for the Advancement of Enforcement Procedures
consisting of Danijela Mikic, Vice-President of the HIPC, and other relevant representatives of
executive and judicial government visited judicial institutions and other authorities in Norway
and the Sweden between October 4 and 8, 2010.

In Norway visits were made to the City and District courts of Oslo, the Oslo Region
Enforcement Office, while in Stockholm they visited the Enforcement Office (Kronofogden).
While visiting the City and District courts of Oslo the delegation met with the representatives
of the court, the Agency for the Collection of Debts and the Agency for Personal Data
Security. We take the opportunity to underline the great level of assistance and support in the
organisation of the study trip by Judge Anne Vinje of the District Court Oslo, who was also a
member of the HIPC Backlog Reduction Project.

V INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE OF REGULATORY JUDICIAL
AUTHORITIES OF THE BALKAN AREA

The HJPC President Milorad Novkovic attended the 5" international conference of
regulatory judicial authorities of the Balkans which was held in Siofok, Hungary between 17
and 20 October, 2010. The conference was attended by more or less all of the presidents
of the regulatory authorities in the Balkans, including Mr. Miguel Carmona Ruano, member
of the Judicial Council of Spain and President of the European Network of Judicial Councils
(since 2011).

President Novkovic participated in the preparation of the conference and on his proposal
discussion was held on the topic of member selection to regulatory authorities. Other topics
were judicial careers and the appointment of judges and prosecutors. Presentations on the
topics were given by the representatives of Albania, Hungary, Bulgaria, Croatia, Italy, Kosovo,
Moldova, Montenegro, Serbia and Slovenia.

In his address, President Novkovic discussed the issue of judge and prosecutor
appointments in BiH, the interview process, methods of proposal and appointment, as well as
the issue of Council member election.

Towards the end of the event, participants gave consideration to a conference declaration
that will be adopted at the next conference which will be held in Bulgaria.
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PRINCIPAL DEPUTY HIGH REPRESENTATIVE FOR BiH VISITS THE STATE
LEVEL JUDICIAL INSTITUTIONS

The HJPC President, the President of the Court of
BiH and the Chief Prosecutor of the Prosecutor’s Office
of BiH held a meeting with the Principal Deputy High
Representative for BiH, Ambassador Roderick Moore
and his associates. The meeting was held in the HIPC
premises on October 21, 2010.

This was the first visit by Ambassador Moore to the BiH
judicial institutions and had the aim of meeting the leaders
imaae 15. Princival Hiah of the institutions and familiarizing with the mandates,

. Frincipal [l T . . . .
Repgesentative ngeets%/ith activities and plans of the institutions and it was agreed

representatives of the BiH judicial that such meetings should be continued in future.
institutions

EUROPEAN DAY OF CIVIL JUSTICE

Under the organization of the Basic Court in Teslic and
the HJPC, the central event marking the European Day of
Civil Justice was held on October 26, 2010 at the Basic
Court Teslic.

The event started in the early morning hours with visits
by pupils from primary and high schools while the event
also had two round tables covering topics “Advancing the

W | Relations between the Courts and the Public — Experiences

l i of the Courts Located on the Territory of the District Court

Image 16. European Day of Civil Doboj and CEPEJ Standards” and “Managing Court Time —
Justice — Teslic Experiences of the Judges from the Territory of the District

Court Doboj and CEPEJ Standards”.
SECOND CONFERENCE FOR COURT AND PROSECUTORS OFFICE CASE
MANAGEMENT SYSTEM USERS

The 2™ conference for court and prosecutors office case management system users in BiH
was organised by the HIPC on 28 & 29 October in Sarajevo.

The conference was attended by CMS and T-CMS users from courts and prosecutors’
offices throughout BiH, the HJPC members, and information technology experts from the
HJPC.

o

Images 17 & 18. Second CMS user conference
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The general objective of the conference was aimed at jointly analyzing and passing a
proposal for enhancements to CMS/T-CMS functionalities which could be developed and
implemented in the future. The conference represented one of the most efficient ways to
include system users in the process for continued system development.

PRESS CONFERENCE WITH RESIDENT DIRECTOR OF THE WORLD
BANK IN BiH — RESULTS OF THE REGISTRATION OF OWNERSHIP AND
BUSINESS ENTITIES IN BiH

On November 4, 2010 the World Bank gave a presentation on the results of the registration
of ownership and business entities in BiH. The presentation was attended by the HJPC
President Milorad Novkovic. It was stated that major progress was achieved by BiH in the
field of property registration for which the judicial system and its efficiency deserve credit.

BiH is 110" out of 183 economies covered with the report, while the report itself states
significant achievements in the field of property registration being one of nine indicators
measured in the report. Thanks to major increases in efficiency of court administration, the
time required for the registration of property in BiH was reduced from 84 to 33 days which
in turn elevated BiH'’s ranking by 36 places from 139 to 103 based on the indicator used.
According to the report it is evident that the BiH judiciary is making clear advancements
towards improving the business climate of the country.

AGREEMENT FOR THE PROJECT “SUPPORT TO THE BiH JUDICIARY
- STRENTHENING THE ROLE OF PROSECUTORS IN THE CRIMINAL
JUSTICE SYSTEM”

An Agreement was signed at the HJPC on November 9, 2010 between the HIPC and the
Swiss Confederation represented by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs acting through the Swiss
Agency for Development and Cooperation, the Office for Cooperation in BiH/Sarajevo in
reference to the Project “Support to the BiH Judiciary — Strengthening the Role of Prosecutors
in the Criminal Justice System”.

The Project will allow for reforms aimed at advancing the performances of prosecutors
and increasing effectiveness and efficiency of prosecutors offices. The whole project will be
implemented between October 1, 2010 and March 31, 2014 with a total value of 3.1 million
KM.

l S o -
Images 19 & 20. Signing of the Agreement between THE HJPC and the Swiss Confederation
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SECOND VISIT BY PRINCIPAL DEPUTY HIGH REPRESENTATIVE FOR BiH
TO THE STATE JUDICIAL INSTITUTIONS

OnNovember 10,2010, President Milorad Novkovic held a second meeting with the Principal
Deputy High Representative for BiH, Ambassador Roderick Moore and his associates. The
meeting was also attended by Milorad Barasin, Chief Prosecutor of the Prosecutors Office of
BiH.

The reason for the meeting was the issue of war crimes processing in BiH and informing the
Principal Deputy High Representative on the experiences of the judiciary in the implementation
of the War Crimes Strategy.

MEETING WITH DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE FOR WAR CRIMES
ISSUES OF THE US GOVERNMENT

On November 19, 2010 at the HJPC, President Novkovic held a meeting with Mrs. Diane
Erentlicher, Deputy Director of the Office for War Crimes Issues of the US Government.

At the meeting they discussed the issue of processing war crimes in BiH, the capacities
of the judiciary to process the cases as well as possible support from the US Government
through training efforts for judicial office holders.

OSCE MISSION IN BiH EXPRESSES ITS
FULL SUPPORT FOR THE HJPC AND THE
INDEPENDENCE OF THE JUDICIARY

At a media conference that was held at the HJPC
on November 22, 2010 where the OSCE Mission in BiH
expressed its support for the HJPC, a conclusion was
reached that the strengthening of an independent and
financially sustainable judiciary including the continued
Image 21. Press conference organised Strengthening of all JUdICIal institutions in BiH were key
where the OSCE Mission in BiH states  areas where the OSCE Mission in BiH supported the work
its support of the HJPC.

END OF MANDATE FOR GORANA ZLATKOVIC

The Council passed a Decision on the Termination of the mandate of Gorana Zlatkovic at
the position of prosecutor at the District Prosecutors Office in Doboj on December 29, 2010.
The Decision was passed in accordance with a letter of resignation from Gorana Zlatkovic for
reasons of taking up a new office.

Gorana Zlatkovic also resigned her positions as both Vice-President and member of the
HJPC.

THE HJPC REACTS TO ATTACKS AGAINST JUDGES AND PROSECUTORS
IN BiH

On a number of occasions throughout 2010, the HJPC condemned the attacks against
judicial office holders and judicial institutions. Armed attacks of the family homes of judicial
office holders were condemned, including the fire that was ignited in the Basic Court Banja
Luka. The Council assessed that the two acts as well as other possible threatening actions
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against judicial office holders represent attempts to attack the basic principles of the judiciary
— independence, impartiality and professionalism.

Apart from this, the Council gave an opinion to the media in June regarding threats to the
independence of judges and prosecutors where it was found that frequently the media itself
does not respect the rules of its own profession, which in turn results in unfavourable reporting.
On the other hand, the Council is aware that in accordance with European standards judges
have the right to participate in general debates that are led by society and that there are clear
reasons why it is not desirable to exclude judges from public dialogue since by and large they
have important issues to present. However, keeping in mind the current political climate and
the media, the Council recommended that judges and prosecutors refrain from further public
addresses.
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MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL

Milorad Novkovic, the HIPC President

Mandate: July 2010 — July 2014

The judges of the district and basic courts in Republika Srpska selected judge Milorad
Novkovic to be a member of the HJPC in July 2006.

He was elected President of the HJPC for the first time in June 2008 at the inaugural
session of the HJPC. Considering that since June 3, 2008 Milorad Novkovic has held the
office of Council President with a four year mandate, the Council adopted a conclusion
whereby his election to a second successive mandate his office as President does not
end. Thus the mandate of Milorad Novkovic as President of the Council will continue until
the end of the period as determined with the decision on the election of the President of
the Council.

In the judiciary, he holds the office of President of the District Court in Banja Luka.

Danijela Mikic, the HJPC Vice-President

Mandate: June 2008 — June 2012

The judges of the cantonal and municipal courts in the Federation BiH selected judge
Danijela Mikic to be a member of the HJPC in June 2008. In the judiciary, she holds the
office of judge in the Municipal Court Sarajevo.

Gorana Zlatkovic, the HJPC Vice-President

Mandate: June 2008 until the end of December 2010

The prosecutors of the district prosecutors’ offices in Republika Srpska selected prosecutor
Gorana Zlatkovic to be a member of the HJPC in June 2008. In the judiciary, she holds the
office of prosecutor in the District Prosecutors Office in Dobo;.

The Council passed a Decision on the Termination of the Mandate of Gorana Zlatkovic
at the position of prosecutor at the District Prosecutors Office in Doboj on December 29,
2010. The Decision was passed in accordance with a letter of resignation from Gorana
Zlatkovic for reasons of taking up a new office.

Zdravko Knezevic

Mandate: July 2010 — July 2014

The prosecutors of the Prosecutors Office of the Federation BiH selected prosecutor
Zdravko Knezevic to be a member of the HJPC in July 2010. In the judiciary, he holds the
office of Chief Prosecutor of the Prosecutors Office of the Federation BiH.

Zlatko Knezevic

Mandate: August 2010 — August 2014

The Bar Association of Republika Srpska selected attorney Zlatko Knezevic to be a
member of the HIPC in August 2010. He is the President of the Executive Board of the
Bar Association of the Republika Srpska.

Obren Buzanin

Mandate: September 2007 — September 2011

Judges of the Supreme Court of Republika Srpska selected judge Obren Buzanin to be a
member of the HJPC in September 2007. In the judiciary, he holds the office of judge of
the Supreme Court of Republika Srpska.

Enisa Adrovic

Mandate: June 2008 — June 2012

The prosecutors of the cantonal prosecutors’ offices of the Federation BiH selected
prosecutor Enisa Adrovic to be a member of the HJPC in June 2008. In the judiciary, she
holds the office of prosecutor of the Cantonal Prosecutors Office of the Zenica-Doboj
Canton.
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Nedzad Popovac

Mandate: June 2008 — June 2012

The judges of the Court of BiH selected judge Nedzad Popovac to be a member of the
HJPC in June 2008. In the judiciary, he holds the office of judge of the Court of BiH.

Slavica Curic

Mandate: June 2008 — June 2012

The judges of the Supreme Court of the Federation BiH selected judge Slavica Curic to be
a member of the HJPC in June 2008. In the judiciary, she holds the office of judge of the
Supreme Court of the Federation BiH.

Svetlana Brkovic

Mandate: June 2008 — June 2012

The prosecutors of the Republic Prosecutors Office of Republika Srpska selected
prosecutor Svetlana Brkovic to be a member of the HJPC in June 2008. In the judiciary,
she holds the office of prosecutor of the Republic Prosecutors Office of Republika Srpska.

Zahid Kovac

Mandate: July 2008 — July 2012

The House of Representatives of the Parliamentary Assembly of BiH selected attorney
Zahid Kovac to be a member of the HJPC in July 2008. He is an attorney of the Bar
Association of Zenica.

Zdravko Rajic

Mandate: July 2008 — July 2012

The Council of Ministers of BiH selected attorney Zdravko Rajic to be a member of the
HJPC in July 2008. He is an attorney of an Attorney Law Office in Mostar.

Biljana Simeunovic

Mandate: November 2008 — November 2012

The Prosecutors of the Prosecutors Office of BiH selected prosecutor Biljana Simeunovic
to be a member of the HJPC in November 2008. In the judiciary, she holds the office of
prosecutor of the Prosecutors Office of BiH.

Asim Crnalic

Mandate: January 2009 — January 2013

The Steering Board of the Bar Association of the Federation BiH selected attorney Asim
Crnalic to be a member of the HJPC in December 2008.

Zijad Kadric

Mandate: April 2009 — April 2013

The Judicial Commission of the Brcko District BiH selected judge Zijad Kadric to be
member of the HJPC on March 31, 2009. In the judiciary, he holds the office of judge of

the Appellate Court of the Brcko District BiH.

Sven Marius Urke

Mandate: December 2009 — December 2012

The mandate of Mr. Sven Marius Urke, international member of the HJPC and attorney from
Norway, was extended to December 31, 2012, through a decision of High Representative
Valentin Inzko on December 14, 2009.
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Ethnic Breakdown of Council Members
" International
Bosniacs Croats Serbs Others Member
Gorana Zlatkovic Danijela Mikic Milorad Novkovic Nedzad Popovac Sven Marius Urke

Enisa Adrovic

Svetlana Brkovic

Zdravko Knezevic

Slavica Curic Zdravko Rajic Zlatko Knezevic
Zahid Kovac Obren Buzanin
Asim Crnalic Biljana Simeunovic
Zijad Kadric
6 3 5 1 1

The HJPC Organisational Structure
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On December 31, 2010, the HJIPC had 132 employees of which 82° are financed out of
the HJPC budget, while 50 are employed for the realisation of the HIPC project activities and

are financed out of donor funds.

5 The Book of Rules on Internal Organisation and Systematisation of Posts in THE HJPC provides for 90 posts. As at December

31, 2010, there were 82 posts that were occupied based on employment contracts.
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THE HJPC BUDGET

The HJPC finances a part of its activities from funds approved in the budget of BiH
institutions and part from donor funds.

Funding the HJPC Activities from the Budget of BiH institutions

In accordance with the Law on the Budget of Institutions of BiH and International Obligations
of BiH¢, in 2010, the HIPC was approved a budget amounting to 6,496,000 KM. Of that figure,
96% of the approved budget was executed. The following table shows the execution of the
budget as per item:

Budget Item A Bidgst Repalanco  Exccution Incex
Gross Employee Salaries 2,952,000 2,772,000 2,762,226 100%
Compensation for Employee Expenditures 338,000 423,000 415,015 98%
Travel Expenses 166,000 226,000 225,906 100%
Telephone and Postal Services 146,000 96,000 95,780 100%
Electricity and Utilities 104,000 104,000 97,160 93%
Procurement of Supplies 44,000 44,000 40,849 93%
Transportation and Fuel 44,000 54,000 50,478 93%
Leasing 0 0 0 0
Ongoing Maintenance Expenses 479,000 459,000 420,547 92%
Insurance and Domestic Payment Transactions 9,000 9,000 8,314 92%
Contractual Services 214,000 309,000 248,513 80%
Procurement of Equipment 2,000,000 2,000,000 1,879,900 94%
Total: 6,496,000 6,496,000 6,244,688 96%

Audit

In December 2010, the Office for the Audit of Institutions of Bosnia and Herzegovina carried
out a preliminary audit for 2010 covering up to October 31, 2010 and based on sampling
major items of current and capital expenditures, donations received, and public procurements
performed.

During the preliminary audit, no weaknesses were found that could have a significant
effect on the financial statements or on regularity of operations seeing as the weaknesses
were linked to the internal controls system.

The Office for the Audit of BiH institutions will conduct a final audit after the annual financial
statements has been compiled and by reviewing the comprehensive operations of THE HJPC
for 2010.

Financing the HJPC Activities from Donor Funds

Throughout 2010, the HJPC realised 9 donor projects.
Implementation of the projects is regulated by:

- Article 15, paragraph 9 of the Law on the HJPC of BiH” which states: “The Council may
receive donations from international donors to its operational budget and for special judicial

6  Official Gazette BiH, no: 109/09
7  Official Gazette BiH, no: 25/04, 93/05, 48/07 & 15/08
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reform projects outside the operational budget of the Council. Such funds shall be transferred
to a special purpose account with the Central Bank of BiH. The funds shall be spent upon
the order of the Director of the Secretariat in accordance with regulations for the execution
of donor funds issued by the Council and in accordance with the conditions of the grant
agreement with the donor.”

The Kingdom of Norway is the most significant partner in financing various judicial reform
projects with 50.78% participation in the total sum of donor funds. The Netherlands and
Sweden, as part of a joint financing project, are the most significant partners in the project for
the informatisation of the judiciary participating at 37.81% of the total sum of donor funds in
this area. In realizing various projects for the informatisation of the judiciary significant funds
were provided by Spain, The United Kingdom, Switzerland, the European Commission, and
the OSCE.

All donor funds are executed via the Financial Management Information System (ISFU) of
the Ministry of Finance and the Treasury of BiH along with donor sub-accounts opened in the
Central Bank of BiH.

The following table shows data on donors and specific projects that were realized
throughout 2010:

Financial source and project description Total amount deposited (KM) Project implementation period
1. Spanish Agency for Cooperation Grant

Support for Judicial Documentation Centre 47,983 October 2006 — ongoing
2. Holland & Sweden Grant

ICT/CMS Project 3,474,018  January 2010 — December 2010
3. UK Grant

Project: Establishment of Advanced Mechanisms of

Cooperation between the Police and Prosecutors’ offices 70,233 April 2008 — June 2010
4. Norwegian Grant

Judicial Reform Support 4,666,455 July 2008 — June 2011
5. European Commission Grant

ICT/CMS Project 105,677 January 2009 — January 2010
6. Swedish International Development Agency

Renovation of the Municipal/Cantonal Courts in Sarajevo 46,637 August 2009 — March 2010

7. Swiss Grant

Initial Project Phase: Support for the BiH Judiciary —
Strengthening Prosecutorial Capacities in the Criminal 50,000 April 2010 — September 2010
Justice System

8. Swiss Grant

Support for the BiH Judiciary — Strengthening the Role of

Prosecutors in the Criminal Justice System 700,000 October 2010 — March 2014

9. Organisation for Security and Cooperation in Europe Grant (OSCE)

Project for Support to the Judiciary in Processing War

Crimes in BiH 28,266 July 2010 — October 2011
Audits

The majority of donors seek the opinion of an independent auditor which is attached to the
final report on the realisation of the project and the financial statement on the execution of
funds. In 2010, independent auditors audited the following grants:
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- European Commission Grant for the ICT/CMS Project,
- The Netherlands and Sweden Grant for the ICT/CMS Project,

- Swedish International Development Agency Grant for the renovation of the Municipal/

Cantonal Courts in Sarajevo.

The reports from the independent auditors for 2010, confirming that the projects were
implemented in accordance with donor agreements with budget funds being expended
according to project proposal requirements, were as in the past sent to the Office for the Audit
of Institutions of BiH and the Ministry of Finance and the Treasury of BiH.

Public Procurement

Throughout 2010, the HJPC conducted 65 tenders with 127 lots which represents an
realisation rate of 98% of the procurement plan (only one tender was not realized, which was
concluded in 2011), as follows:

- open procedure — 34 tenders;
- competition procedure — 18 tenders &
- negotiation procedure — 13 tenders.
There was a total of 346 bidders whose qualifications were checked and bids evaluated
within the tenders conducted (not accounting for direct agreements).

It must be said that in 2010 the HJPC received only six objections, of which five were
dismissed as unfounded.
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1. CHAPTER: APPOINTMENTS

1.1. Introduction

One of the basic tasks the HJPC has is to ensure an independent, impartial and
professional judiciary in which the public has confidence. The standards for an “independent
and impartial” court were developed by the European Court of Human Rights through their
practices and are implemented by the judges. the HJPC as the institution with competences
for the selection and appointment of judges and prosecutors has the huge responsibility of
ensuring the appointment of the most qualified and best candidates to judicial office, who will
render impartial and lawful decisions.

The Law on the HJPC, the Rules of Procedure of the HJPC, the Book of Rules on the
Procedure for the Selection and Appointment of Candidates to Judicial Office prescribe the
procedure for the selection and appointment of judges and prosecutors and the HJPC is
continuously developing the procedure.

Within the scope of appointment to judicial office, the Council has competences to appoint:

- Judges, including court presidents, lay judges and reserve judges for all courts on state,
entity, cantonal, district, basic and municipal level in BiH, including the Brcko District BiH
and with the exception of the constitutional courts of the entities of BiH,

- Chief prosecutors, deputy chief prosecutors and prosecutors in all prosecutors’ offices on
state, entity, cantonal and district level in BiH, including the Brcko District BiH,

- Judicial associates in the courts on basic/municipal level, in district courts in Republika
Srpska and senior judicial associates of the Supreme Court of the RS,

- International judges and prosecutors in the Court of BiH and the Prosecutors Office of BiH,

- Give proposals to competent authorities regarding the proposal and election of judges
to the Constitutional Court of the RS and the appointment of judges to the Constitutional
Court of the FBiH.

As part of the procedure for appointments and for passing other decisions that regulate
the status of judicial office holders, the HJPC receives the support of the Appointments
Department of the HIPC Secretariat.

1.2. Activities and Achievements in 2010

In 2010, the HJPC announced 9 competitions for a total of 378 vacancies in the judiciary.
Of that number, two competitions were announced for international prosecutor positions in the
Prosecutors Office of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

A total of 1560 candidates applied to the competitions. the HJPC members, as members
of the interview panels interviewed 880 applicants throughout 2010.

The HJPC rendered 322 decisions on appointment with which 235 judges, prosecutors,
court presidents, chief prosecutors and deputy chief prosecutors were appointed, together
with 34 reserve judges and 53 judicial associates.

In 2009, the HIPC extended the mandates of 10 court presidents, 1 chief prosecutor and
5 deputy chief prosecutors. Another 19 decisions were passed on mandate extensions for
reserve judges.

Itis evident that selection and appointment procedures are too protracted since the procedure
prescribed by the Law on the HJPC is a very complex one. The HJPC is investing maximum
efforts to expedite all phases of the procedure to the extent objectively possible: things such
as numerous candidate applications, including that the majority of candidates apply for multiple
competitions at the same time. Also, another problem for the HJPC is the inability to fill positions
in accordance with the constitutional provision regulating equal rights and representation of
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constituent peoples and Others. The Council is faced with a situation where certain positions
had to be re-announced a number of times, which hampered the efficiency of the judiciary as a
whole, considering that such positions remained vacant for longer periods of time.

1.2.1. State of the Judiciary as on January 1, 2010

Of 1,466 positions for judges prosecutors and judicial associates in BiH, on January 1,
2011, 1,281 positions were filled (87.3%).

Table 1.1: Judge, prosecutors and judicial associates as at January 1, 2010

l:’um_b_er 2l Positions Filled Vacant % of positions filled
ositions

Judges 973 858 115 88.1%
Prosecutors 310 297 13 95.8%
Judicial Associates 183 126 57 68.8%
TOTAL 1,466 1,281 185 87.3%

1.2.2. Changes in 2010
1.2.2.1. Judges and Prosecutors

In 2010, a total of 251 judges, prosecutors, court presidents, chief prosecutors and deputy
chief prosecutors were appointed?.

Resignations were filed by 13 judges and prosecutors® while the Council passed 9
decisions on mandate terminations'® for judges based on either mandatory retirement age
provisions or invalidity based retirement.

In 2010, the HJPC appointed 4 international judges and extended the mandates of four
international judges and one prosecutor.

In accordance with its competences the HIPC may temporarily transfer a judge or a
reserve judge to another court of the same or lower level™. In 2010, the HJPC passed one
such decision'? due to an identified need to assist in the resolution of unresolved cases.

In accordance with its competences and criteria for the determination of the optimum
number of judicial office holders the HJPC passed decisions on increases to the required

number of judges and prosecutors for the relevant courts and prosecutors’ offices, as follows:

Table 1.2: Increases to the number of judges and prosecutors

Court/Prosecutor’s Office Prex:::c:‘:::':)?s?tfi il:‘(igel Increase in 2010 Total positions

Prosecutor’s Office of BiH 29 5 34
Court of BiH 44 9 53
District Court Banja Luka 30 3 33
Cantonal Court Mostar 15 2 17
Municipal Court Orasje 8 1 9
Municipal Court Mostar 23 5 28
Municipal Court Livno 10 2 12
Cantonal Court Sarajevo 29 5 34

8  The list of judges, prosecutors, court presidents, chief prosecutors and deputy chief prosecutors who have been appointed can
be found in attachment 1.

9 The list of judges ands prosecutors who handed in their resignations can be found in attachment 1.

10 The list of judges ands prosecutors whose mandates have ceased due to retirement can be found in attachment 1.

11 Article 50 of the Law on the HJPC.

12 The name of the judge who was temporarily transferred to another court can be found in attachment 1.
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Ethnic Breakdown of Judges and Prosecutors

Even with the best efforts to appoint the best candidates for judicial office and at the same
time meet with the constitutional provision on equal representation of the constituent peoples and
Others, the HJIPC was unable to find the appropriate methods to resolve this acute issue in 2010.

Candidates who apply first time, more or less apply for positions that are vacant either in
their place of residence or near by. Also, judges and prosecutors who have spent a specific
period of time in office outside their place of residence subsequently reapply for judicial
positions in their place of residence or near by. In the event that, after a protracted period of
time, they are not reappointed in the places of residence, judges and prosecutors frequently
resign their offices due to be separated from their families and other difficulties, which causes
an additional problem in even retaining the achieved balance.

Table 1.3: Ethnic Breakdown of Judges and Prosecutors as per Level of Judicial
Power and Institution

Level Type of Institution Bosniacs Croats Serbs Undecided Others Total
38 (44.71%) | 15(17.65%) | 28(32.94%) 1(1.18%) 3(3.53%) 85
BiH Court 23(45.1%) 9(17.65%) 17(33.33%) 1(1.96%) 1(1.96%) 51
Prosecutors Office 15(44.12%) 6(17.65%) 11(32.35%) 0(0%) 2(5.88%) 34
13(40%) 6(20%) 15(40%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 34
Breko Apell. Court 2(25%) 3(37.5%) 3(37.5%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 8
dist. Prosecutors Office 4(40%) 1(10%) 5(50%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 10
Basic Court 7(43.75%) 2(12.5%) 7(43.75%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 16
21(60%) 8(22.86%) 5(14.29%) 0(0%) 1(2.86%) 35
FBiH Court 17(65.38%) 5(19.23%) 4(15.38%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 26
Prosecutors Office 4(44.44%) 3(33.33%) 1(11.11%) 0(0%) 1(11.11%) 9
5(17.24%) 4(13.79%) 18(62.07%) 0(0%) 2(6.9%) 29
RS Court 5(20%) 3(12%) 16(64%) 0(0%) 1(4%) 25
Prosecutors Office 0(0%) 1(25%) 2(50%) 0(0%) 1(25%) 4
165(56.7%) 63(21.65%) 49(16.84%) 3(1.03%) 11(3.78%) 291
Cantonal Court 67(54.47%) | 29(23.58%) 23(18.7%) 1(.81%) 3(2.44%) 123
Prosecutors Office | 98(58.33%) | 34(20.24%) | 26(15.48%) 2(1.19%) 8(4.76%) 168
37(21.59%) 15(8.52%) 115(65.34%) 2(1.14%) 6(3.41%) 175
District Court 22(23.91%) 8(8.7%) 58(63.04%) 0(0%) 4(4.35%) 92
Prosecutors Office | 15(19.05%) 7(8.33%) 57(67.86%) 2(2.38%) 2(2.38%) 83
Municipal Court 226(56.93%) | 90(22.67%) | 63(15.87%) 4(1.01%) 14(3.53%) 397
Basic Court 49(24.62%) 14(7.04%) 127(63.82%) 3(1.51%) 6(3.02%) 199

49 page



High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina ANNUAL REPORT 2010

Diagram 1.1: Ethnic Breakdown of the Court of BiH and the Prosecutors Office of BiH
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Diagram 1.3: Ethnic Breakdown in the Courts and Prosecutors’ offices of Republika Srpska
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Diagram 1.4: Ethnic Breakdown in the Judicial Institutions of the Brcko District BiH
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Table 1.4: Ethnic Breakdown of the Court Presidents and Chief Prosecutors as per

Level of Judicial Institution

Bréko judges
B Briko proseculors

Court of BiH and Entity Supreme Courts Court President 2 1

Higher Commercial Court Banja Luka Court President 1

Cantonal Courts Court President 6 4

District Courts and District Comm. Court Court President 3 6
Municipal Courts Court President 13 10 4
Basic Courts Court President 6 1 10
Appellate Court and Basic Court of the Brcko District BiH Court President 1 1

Prosecutors Office of BiH Chief Prosecutor 1

Prosecutors’ offices of FBiH & RS Chief Prosecutor 1

Cantonal Prosecutors’ offices Chief Prosecutor 5 4 1

District Prosecutors’ offices & Special PO Banja Luka Chief Prosecutor 1 5

Prosecutors Office of the Brcko District BiH Chief Prosecutor 1

UKUPNO 37 21 30
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Gender Breakdown for Judges and Prosecutors

Table 1.5: Gender Breakdown for Judges and Prosecutors as per Level and Judicial
Institution

45 (52.94%) 40 (47.06%) 85
BiH Court 29 (56.86%) 22 (43.14%) 51
Prosecutors Office 16 (47.06%) 18 (52.94%) 34
15 (44.12%) 19 (55.88%) 34
Appellate Court 4 (50%) 4 (50%) 8
Brcko District BiH
Prosecutors Office 5 (50%) 5 (50%) 10
Basic Court 6 (37.5%) 10 (62.5%) 16
16 (45.71%) 19 (54.29) 35
FBiH Court 11 (42.31%) 15 (57.69%) 26
Prosecutors Office 5 (55.56%) 4 (44.44%) 9
15 (51.72%) 14 (48.28%) 29
RS Court 13 (52%) 12(48%) 25
Prosecutors Office 2 (50%) 2 (50%) 4
131 (45.02%) 160 (54.98%) 291
Cantonal Court 42 (34.15%) 81 (65.85%) 123
Prosecutors Office 89 (52.98%) 79 (47.02%) 168
81 (46.29%) 94 (53.71%) 175
District Court 36 (39.13%) 56 (60.87%) 92
Prosecutors Office 45 (54.22%) 38 (45.78%) 83
Municipal Court 129 (32.49%) 268 (67.51%) 397
Basic Court 75 (37.69%) 124 (62.31%) 199
Courts 345 592
Total 1,245
Prosecutors’ offices 162 146

Diagram 1.5: Gender Breakdown for Judges and Prosecutors in Bosnia and
Herzegovina

Prosacutor's Offices
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Table 1.6: Gender Breakdown of the Court Presidents and Chief Prosecutors as per

Level of Judicial Institution

Institution Position Men Women Total
Court of BiH Court President 0 1 1
Supreme Courts Court President 2 0 2
Higher Commercial Court Banja Luka Court President 1 0 1
Cantonal Courts Court President 2 8 10
District Courts & District Commercial Courts Court President 6 4 10
Appellate Court of the Brcko District BiH Court President 1 0 1
Municipal Courts Court President 14 14 28
Basic Courts Court President 13 4 17
Basic Court of the Brcko District BiH Court President 1 0 1
Prosecutor’s Office of BiH Chief Prosecutor 1 0 1
Federal Prosecutors Office of FBiH Chief Prosecutor 1 0 1
Republic Prosecutor’s Office of RS Chief Prosecutor 1 0 1
Cantonal Prosecutors’ offices Chief Prosecutor 7 3 10
District Prosecutors’ offices & Special PO Banja Luka Chief Prosecutor 5 1 6
Prosecutors Office of the Brcko District BiH Chief Prosecutor 1 0 1
TOTAL 56 35 91

1.2.2.2. Reserve Judges

In accordance with the Law on the HJPC, the Council has powers to appoint persons to
the office of reserve judges in order to provide support for reducing the number of unresolved
cases or in the event of the protracted leave of a judge in a certain court. Even though the Law
does not stipulate the duration of the mandate for reserve judges, based on current HIPC
practices, reserve judges are usually appointed for a period of at most two years, in that their
mandate may be extended if the prescribed terms have been met with (elaborated proposal
of the court president and proof of secured funding).

There were 113 reserve judges in office as at December 31, 2010. In 2010 34 reserve
judges were appointed, one reserve judge resigned while the mandates for 19 reserve judges

were extended™s,

Throughout 2010, the HJPC passed decisions on an increase to the number of reserve

judges in 6 courts.

Table 1.7: Increases in Number of Reserve Judges

Court il Sl Approved in 2010 Total positions
number
Cantonal Court Mostar 0 2 2
Municipal Court Mostar 4 11 15
Cantonal Court Livho 0 1 1
Municipal Court Livho 1 3 4
Cantonal Court Sarajevo 7 25 32
Municipal Court Sarajevo 1 25 36

13 Lists of reserve judges who have been appointed, who have resigned and whiose mandates have been extended are provided

in attachment 1.
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Age Breakdown for Reserve Judges' as per Level of Judicial Institution

Table 1.8: Overview of Age Breakdown for Reserve Judges as per Level of Judicial
Institution

Institution Level Number of Reserve Judges Average Age
Court of BiH
Supreme Court FBiH & Supreme Court RS 10 62
Cantonal & District Courts 20 54
Municipal and Basic Courts 80 43

1.2.2.3. Judicial Associates

In 2010 53 judicial associates were appointed while 7 judicial associates resigned’s.

At its session held in July 2010, the HJPC passed a decision on the determination of the
number of judicial associates in commercial courts in Republika Srpska as follows:

- Higher Commercial Court Banja Luka — one (1) judicial associate,

- District Commercial Court Banja Luka — four (4) judicial associate,

- District Commercial Court Bijeljina — one (1) judicial associate,

- District Commercial Court Doboj — one (1) judicial associate,

- District Commercial Court East Sarajevo — one(1) judicial associate,
- District Commercial Court Trebinje — one (1) judicial associate.

1.2.2.4. Judges of the Entity Constitutional Courts

Regarding judges of the constitutional courts, the HJPC has competences’® to give
proposals to the relevant authorities regarding the proposal and selection of judges of the
Constitutional Court of the RS and the appointment of judges to the Constitutional Court of
the FBiH.

No competitions were announced in 2010 for judges of entity constitutional courts since no
such procedures were initiated by the relevant institutions.

In March 2010 a proposal list was sent to the President of the FBiH for the appointment
of two judges to the Constitutional Court of the FBiH in line with a procedure that was carried
outin 2009. The HJPC had not received any information by the end of 2010 as to whether the
procedure had been completed by the relevant institution.

1.2.3. Situation as at 31.12.2010

Of the 1,508 envisaged positions in Bosnia and Herzegovina for judges, prosecutors and
judicial associates, at year-end 2010 a total of 1,383 (91.7%) positions were filled. Table
1.9 provides an overview of the number of judicial office holders appointed in BiH including
judicial associates compared to number of total positions.

14 In accordance with Article 33, paragraph 2 of the Law on the HJPC, retired judges and prosecutors may be appointed as
reserve judges until they reach the age of 72 years.

15 Lists of judicial associates who have been appointed and who have resigned are provided in attachment 1.

16 Article 17. (3) of the Law on the HJPC.
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Table 1.9: Judges, Prosecutors and Judicial Associates as at 31.12.2010

Judges 1,000 937 63 93.7%
Prosecutors 315 308 7 97.7%
Judicial Associates 193 138 55 71.5%
TOTAL 1,508 1,383 125 91.7%

Diagram 1.6: Judges, Prosecutors and Judicial associates (Overview of Capacities)

Prosecutors

T

[183

Number of Posts
Number fo Posts Filled
|55 | Number of Pasts Unfilied

Judicial Associates | 138

Of the 937 judges appointed at year-end 2010, 51 were appointed in the Court of BiH, 546
in FBiH, 316 in RS and 24 in the Brcko District BiH.

Table 1.10: Judges (Overview of Capacities)

Court of BiH 53 51 2 96%
FBiH 592 546 46 92%
RS 329 316 13 96%
Brcko District BiH 26 24 2 92%
TOTAL 1,000 937 63 94%

page




High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina ANNUAL REPORT 2010

Diagram 1.7: Judges (Overview of Capacities)
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Of the 308 prosecutors appointed by year-end 2010, 34 were appointed in the Prosecutors
Office of BiH, 177 in FBiH, 87 in RS and 10 in the Brcko District BiH.

Table 1.11: Prosecutors (Overview of Capacities)

Prosecutors Office of BiH 34 34 0 100%
FBiH 182 177 5 97%
RS 89 87 2 98%
Brcko District BiH 10 10 0 100%
TOTAL 315 308 7 98%

Diagram 1.8: Prosecutors (Overview of Capacities)
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Table 1.12: Judicial Associates (Overview of Capacities)
Total Positions Positions Filled Vacancies Capacity as %
FBiH 1M 101 10 91%
RS 82 37 45 45%
TOTAL 193 138 55 72%

Diagram 1.9: Judicial Associates (Overview of Capacities)
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1.2.4. Advancement of the Appointment Procedure for Judicial Office
Holders

Advancement of the candidate interviewing process represents one of the strategic
programs of the HJPC Strategic Plan for 2010-2013. Accordingly, activities have been
launched towards exchanging experiences with countries in the region and looking into
various options that have been put in place in the region and which could be significant in
advancing the interview procedure for candidates to judicial office in BiH.

Also, one of the most important preconditions for the selection of the best candidates for
judicial office is the determination of criteria and establishing the most objective evaluation
process for candidates who have been interviewed. Accordingly, the HJPC has adopted
standard candidate evaluation forms which will be implemented in 2011.

As provided for in the HJPC Strategic Plan, in 2011 the Council will increase its activities
towards establishing rules for written tests for first-time candidates for judicial office as well
as designing the form and method for conducting the testing which will, together with all else,
expedite the selection process.
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1.3. Recommendation

Arecommendation is given to the relevant authorities of legislative and executive power to
provide the HJPC with adequate support in the resolution of the issue regarding appropriate
ethnic balance for judicial office holders as well as for ensuring the best staff for the judiciary
throughout BiH.

Specifically, Article 43 of the Law on the HIJPC Prescribes the criteria the HJPC utilizes
when appointing judges and prosecutors. Aside from the prescribed criteria, the HJPC also
applies the relevant constitutional provisions covering equal rights and representation of
constituent peoples and Others. In accordance with the provisions of the entity constitutions,
when appointing judges in district, cantonal, basic, and municipal courts the HJPC needs to
ensure ethnic balance in accordance with the 1991 census.

Even though a satisfactory ethnic balance has been achieved in the judicial institutions of
BiH, maintaining the balance is becoming increasingly more difficult. One of the basic reasons
for this is the status of the judicial office holders. Particularly, under the current legal framework
judges and prosecutors do not have the right to seek compensation for travel expenses to and
from work, accommodation expenses at the place of work or for separated living expenses.
Since such an arrangement does not act as a stimulant for potential candidates, the HJPC
has in the past few years constantly sought to instigate amendments to the Law on Salaries
and Other Compensation for Judges and Prosecutors with the relevant State authorities with
the objective of providing the aforesaid payments for judges and prosecutors. Such legal
stipulations would be in line with the principles of the salary and compensations system used
for the State administration.
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2. CHAPTER: DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS AND
DISCIPLINARY SANCTIONING

2.1. Introduction

The Office of the Disciplinary Counsel (ODC) is an autonomous Office within the framework
of the High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina. The ODC takes
action either based on complaints that have been filed or on its own initiative and is responsible
for the assessment of complaints and their legal validity, investigating allegations against
judges and prosecutors regarding any violation of office as well as for initiating disciplinary
proceedings and matters of representation in disciplinary cases before the disciplinary panels
of the HJPC. Complaints may be filed in any form including anonymously as well as by any
other means such as information from newspaper articles.

The ODC has competences regarding the disciplinary accountability of all judges,
prosecutors, reserve judges and lay judges, including court presidents, chief prosecutors and
their deputies as well as judicial associates. The ODC has no competences regarding judge
of the State and entity constitutional courts.

In 2010, the ODC continued with its transparent work and efforts towards building
confidence with the public within the framework permitted with the Law on the HJPC and the
decision of the Council. Public interest has increased in connection with the actions of judicial
office holders and any irregularities as well as for ex officio investigations based on such
actions. Throughout 2010, the ODC has held numerous presentations for various interested
groups. The ODC has also cooperated with many national and international organizations
that have expressed an interest in the development of standards and practices in the field of
disciplinary accountability as well as for the promotion of human rights.

2.2. Activities and Achievements in 2010

Throughout 2010, the ODC was faced with major staffing changes due to resignations
handed in by both the Chief Disciplinary Counsel (CDC) and his deputy at the beginning of
the year. The CDC position was filled in March 2010, while two disciplinary counsel positions
remained unfilled throughout the whole year. Regardless of the changes to management
and the undersized staff, the ODC employees showed a high level of professionalism and
motivation and, keeping in mind various objective limitations, achieved results that were
above expectations in the year. Just as for past years, the number of complaints received
and processed by the ODC as per employee continued to exceed the performances of similar
offices in other democracies.

2.2.1. Complaints

The following is general information as to the complaints that were received during 2010:

The number of complaints received has been stabilised. On average 90.4 complaints
were received per month or 1,085 in total for the year. Compared to last year this represents a
drop of only 0.5% meaning that this was the first time in five years that the influx of complaints
has been stabilized seeing as it has been going down continuously since 2006. The bulk of
the complaints received during the year dealt with judges (79%) while smaller figures were
recorded for prosecutors (20%), along with a small number of judicial associates involved
(less than 2%). Certain complaints covered multiple judicial office holders.

The total number of open complaints was reduced by 18%. the ODC has achieved its
greatest success since its inception in this area. The downward trend for unresolved cases has
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continued meaning that by the end of 2010 the number of open complaints was 1,024, which
is 231 cases less than for 2009. Generally, at year-end 2009 the total number of unresolved
cases was reduced by 7% compared to the previous year. The basic reason for the continued
drop in the number of open cases was down to the huge efforts of the employees of the ODC
together with the Office practices developed for processing complaints and disciplinary cases.

Increase in the number of ex officio investigations. In accordance with available
resources, the ODC attempts to have a proactive role in the establishment of public confidence
in the judiciary. This specifically means that the ODC attempts not only to act on complaints but
also ex officio, especially for cases when the media finds out of certain actions and conduct
by judicial office holders that have features of possible disciplinary violations. Thus, in 2010,
investigations were initiated ex officio in 83 cases, which represented an increase of 36% from
2009, when 61 such cases were opened. The ODC also achieved major advancements in the
resolution of ex officio investigations. Accordingly, disciplinary proceedings were initiated in 4
such cases compared to zero for the previous year.

The Number of disciplinary complaints filed is up from 15 in 2009 to 17 in 2010.
Even with a reduced staff and a relative decrease in the number of complaints filed, in 2010
the ODC continue its focus on quality of work and on increased investigations. In 2010 the
ODC processed 1,319 complaints of which in 17 cases disciplinary proceedings were initiated
with one procedure for the suspension from office effected. Considering the experiences
acquired regarding methodology and standards of disciplinary sanctioning, good results can
be expected regarding the quality processing of complaints during the upcoming period under
the condition that the ODC does not incur major staffing changes.

Diagram 1 provides a comparative overview of resolved complaints for the period 2006 —
2010.

Diagram 1: Number of Resolved Complaints for 2006 — 2010
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2009
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At year-end 2010, there were 1,024 unresolved complaints for which verification and
investigation processes were underway, which is the lowest figure since 2005.

Diagram 2 shows comparative data on the number of unresolved complaints since 2006,
where it is visible that there was an 18% reduction in the total number of opened complaints
in 2010 .
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Diagram 2: Number of Unresolved Complaints at the End of Each Year for 2006 — 2010
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A significant number of complaints resolved in 2010 were dismissed due to unawareness
of the ODC subject matter jurisdiction. Neither the ODC nor the HJPC are appellate instances
and cannot replace a court/prosecutor decision nor can they offer legal advice to individuals
or intervene in a case on anyone’s behalf. Even though the ODC continued its public
awareness campaign o regarding its presence and competences and even though the results
of the campaign are visible from the fact that complaints filed have gone down in the past
three years, it is obvious that there is still a strong need for continued efforts towards public
awareness on the issue.

2.2.2. Disciplinary Proceedings

Disciplinary proceedings are initiated by the ODC filing a disciplinary complaint and there
were 17 disciplinary complaints filed in 2010"” A disciplinary proceedings initiated before the
HJPC may be concluded in one of the following ways:

- The rendering of a legally binding decision by the HJPC disciplinary panel upon the holding
of a hearing,®

- The acceptance of a joint consent agreement on the determination of disciplinary
accountability,

- The discontinuance of a proceedings upon accepting the resignation of a judge/prosecutor
by the HJPC" or due to the mandate termination of the relevant judge/prosecutor through
other means,

- The legally binding denial of a disciplinary complaint by the HJPC disciplinary panel and

- The withdrawal of a disciplinary complaint by the ODC.

Throughout 2010 there were 10 disciplinary proceedings that ended with a decision
rendered by the disciplinary panel and one proceedings ending with the withdrawal of the
disciplinary complaint by ODC. Of the 10 concluded disciplinary proceedings, three were
initiated in 2009 and seven in 2010.

17  Disciplinary proceedings are initiated by ODC through the filing of a disciplinary complaint which is delivered to the first in-
stance disciplinary panel of the HIPC.

18 In the event that a judge/prosecutor is removed from office through a final HIPC decision, then such judge/prosecutor has the
option of seeking reconsideration of the decision by initiating a procedure before the Court of BiH.

19 If a judge/prosecutor hands in their resignation either prior to or after the initiation of a disciplinary proceedings, the proceed-
ings will be discontinued and the HIPC competences will cease regarding the determination of any possible disciplinary account-
ability of the judge/prosecutor in question.
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Table 1: Proceedings Initiated and Concluded with Legal Finality in 2010

Proceedings initiated in 2010

Proceedings concluded with legal
finality in 2010

Judges

13

10

Court Presidents

2

0

Prosecutors

3

0

Total

18

10

In 2010 there was a noted increase in proceedings against judges and prosecutors of
cantonal and district level. Of 18 disciplinary proceedings initiated in 2010, 11 were against
municipal and basic level judges i.e. 61%, which is significantly less than in 2009 when the
percentage was 86%. During the year, one disciplinary complaint was denied with finality by
the HJPC disciplinary panel. Between 2006 — 2010 seven disciplinary complaints in total were
denied which represents less than 10% of all disciplinary complaints.

During 2010, there were 12 disciplinary measures pronounced i.e. four written warnings,
four public reprimands and four salary reductions. Of the 12 measures, three are not final.
Some proceedings can be concluded through discontinuance while in other proceedings
the disciplinary panel may pronounce more than one measure meaning that the number of
disciplinary measures pronounced does generally have to be the same as the number of
disciplinary proceedings concluded.

Table 2: Disciplinary Measures and Resignations for 2006 — 2010

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Written Warnings 7 3 3 2 4
Public Reprimand 4 10 3 9 4
Salary Reduction 4 9 4 4 4
Reassignment 0 0 0 0 0
Demotion 0 0 0 0 0
Removal 0 1 2 0 0
Special Measures 0 0 0 1 0
Total®® 15 23 12 16 12
Resignations 4 3 0 2 0

20

Also, as at December 31, 2010, there were nine disciplinary proceedings before the
Council which is triple that of last year.

It is also important to stress that two cases of repeat disciplinary offenders were
recorded. In both cases the charged judges had disciplinary measures pronounced in new
disciplinary proceedings.

It is also worth noting that in 2010 close to 1% of judicial office holders were sanctioned
through disciplinary proceedings.

Aside from determining disciplinary accountability, the ODC investigates and represents
cases before the HJPC that deal with the physical, emotional, mental or any other incapacitation
a judge or prosecutor may have, which requires either permanent or temporary removal from
office or the termination of mandate. Appropriate experience for these types of cases is still
lacking and there is also ambiguity regarding the application of the proper provisions of the
Law.

20 lako ostavke ne predstavijaju disciplinske mjere, navode se u tabelama za potrebe ovog IzvjeStaja
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2.2.3. Disciplinary Offences Leading to Disciplinary Measures

Disciplinary offences for judges/prosecutors provided for in articles 56 & 57 of the Law
on the HJPC. Based on data from the HJPC disciplinary decisions in 2010 and keeping in
mind that the majority of decisions found judicial office holders accountable on more than one
count, disciplinary offences can be classified as follows:

- Article 56, item 8: neglect or careless exercise of official duties (six cases),

- Article 56, item 10: unjustified delays in issuing decisions or any other act related to the
exercise of judicial functions (six cases),

- Article 56, item 9: issuing decisions in patent violation of the law or persistent and unjustified
violation of procedural rules (five cases),

- Article 56, item 3: a patent violation of the obligation of proper behaviour towards parties
in a proceeding, their legal representatives, witnesses, or other individuals (one case),

- Article 56, item 13: interfering in the jurisdictional activity of a judge or prosecutor with the
intention of obstructing their activities or demeaning them (one case),

- Article 56, item 23: behaviour that represents a serious breach of official duties or that
compromises the public confidence in the impartiality or credibility of the judiciary (one
case),

- Article 57, item 8: neglect or careless exercise of official duties (one case),

- Article 57, item 22: behaviour inside or outside the court or office that demeans the dignity
of the prosecutor (one case).

2.2.4. The ODC and Public Relations

The law stipulates that all procedures and actions dealing with allegations as to violations
of office or incapacity to hold office and that are undertaken before the ODC files a disciplinary
complaint shall be considered as confidential and secret. In accordance with the provisions of
the Law, the ODC maintains contact with the public in numerous ways which do not jeopardise
the principles of confidentiality and secrecy, while at the same time the public are given the
opportunity to better understand the disciplinary system and the ODC competences.

All relevant information regarding ODC’s operations and the disciplinary system can be
found on the HIPC’s website (www.hjpc.ba). Filing complaints against judges and prosecutors
with ODC is also possible through the HJPC website. In 2007 a practice was introduced in
which summaries of disciplinary complaints were disclosed on the HJIPC website as well as
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all the HJPC disciplinary panel decisions except for decisions pronouncing written warnings
that are not publicly disclosed. Through its decision of September 2009, the Council has
limited the disclosure of information on disciplinary proceedings to the announcement of
disciplinary panel decisions. The announcement of disciplinary panel decisions has proven to
be a relevant information source for the public, the media and for the judicial office holders.

On a number of occasions ODC representatives gave statements to the media with the
objective of better acquainting the public with the disciplinary system and the role of the ODC.
The ODC also communicates with the media by other means. The Office of the Disciplinary
Counselregularly distributes brochures that were printed in 2009, this being an updated version
of the 2006 version. The brochure uses a clear uncomplicated style to explain the way the
disciplinary system works in BiH and also offers clarifications for all phases in the processing
of complaints from the moment they are filed all the way through to the possible initiation of
disciplinary proceedings. A copy of the ODC brochure is sent to every complainant together
with a letter confirming the receipt and recording of their complaint. The complainant is always
informed of the conclusions the ODC reaches regarding the grounds of the complaint filed.

Also, new brochures earmarked for complaints can be found in the public access areas
of all courts and prosecutors’ offices and are available to everyone who visits. Specifically,
in 2009, the ODC worked on a new design for their poster in cooperation with the judicial
community and the executive branch to replace the old poster and a new brochure was
prepared for future complainants.

In 2010, the ODC held many presentations on the topic of the BiH disciplinary system at
numerous gatherings, including meetings with judge and prosecutor associations, seminars
dedicated to ethical standards as well as holding presentations for foreign delegations. Along
with this, the ODC also cooperated with the representatives of the governmental and non-
governmental national and international organization throughout the year towards further
developing the system for disciplinary accountability and exchanging experiences, all with the
aim of human rights adherence and the continued development of the rule of law.

The ODC delivers its quarterly reports to the Council, as well as annual reports and regular
separate reports. Separate ODC reports are delivered to the HJPC in the event that the ODC
in its work identifies certain anomalies or specific situations that require the Council to form
a decision but also on the request of the Council or any of its working groups/committees.
The main feature of these separate reports is that, in them, the ODC gives the Council
recommendations as to possible actions to be taken to overcome the obstacles that have
been identified.
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2.3. Recommendations

» Awareness needs to be further developed for all judicial office holders regarding professional
and ethical standards. In order to do so the following recommendations are given:

- Court presidents and chief prosecutors need to instigate discussion within their institutions
on issues concerning ethical and professional standards. This could contribute towards
advancing the standards of conduct both professional and otherwise for all members of
the professional community.

- The entity judicial and prosecutorial training centres should, in cooperation with the HIPC
and ODC, prepare and implement training programs for judges and prosecutors in the
fields of ethical and professional standards so that every judicial office holder is included
in the process of training at least once in two years.

* More attention needs to be given to training ODC staff regarding complaints processing,
especially covering administrative tasks and the representation of disciplinary cases.
Therefore the recommendation is for the Civil Service Agency of BiH to ensure adequate
training for ODC employees. Training for ODC staff should:

- Enhance the skills regarding administrative and functional support for tasks that fall within
general ODC jurisdiction,

- Advance the individual skills required to investigate complaints,

- Advance the individual skills required to represent disciplinary complaints,

- Advance internal procedures and mechanisms used by ODC.

* The executive and legislative branches need to secure appropriate funding for capacity
building for the ODC and for public outreach programs to inform the public about the HIPC
and the ODC and their mandates.

The application of the recommendations would contribute towards strengthening the rule
of law and human rights adherence in BiH. This would also simplify the holding of formal
disciplinary proceedings and make them more efficient. The ultimate effect would be the
strengthening of public confidence in the performance of judicial office holders and the HIPC
disciplinary bodies.
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3. CHAPTER: JUDICIAL STRATEGY AND
LEGISLATION

3.1. Introduction

The HJPC jurisdiction in the field of judicial strategy and legislation is defined within Article
17, paragraph 28 of the Law on the HJPC and consists of giving opinions to draft laws and
regulations, initiating procedures for the adoption of laws and regulations, giving opinions
on maijor issues that could influence the judiciary and providing guidelines for courts and
prosecutors’ offices from within their competences. Support to the Council in the field of
judicial strategy and legislation is provided by the Standing Committee for Legislation of the
HJPC and the Department for Legal Issues of the HIPC Secretariat.

In 2010, the HJPC activities were generally directed at the implementation of strategic
programs and activities as determined with the Justice Sector Reform Strategy in BiH for the
period 2009 — 2013 (JSRS) and the Action Plan for its implementation (Action Plan).

Detailed information on advancements in the realisation of particular strategic programs and
activities within the HIPC competences are covered in the respective chapters of this Report.
Thus, this chapter, apart from general information and statistical data on the implementation
of JSRS in 2010 (from the perspective of the HJPC involvement), offers detailed information
on activities aimed at amending, harmonizing and developing the legal framework regulating
strategically important issues, with special accent on dealing with unresolved cases such
as utilities claims and RTV subscription fees as well as cases that are under enforcement
procedure.

Also, an overview is provided of regulations the HIPC has reviewed and issues that the
Council has addressed in 2010.

3.2. Activities and Achievements in 2010
3.2.1. Implementation of the Justice Sector Reform Strategy in BiH

The Justice Sector Reform Strategy for BiH was adopted by the Council of Ministers of
BiH, the Government of the Federation BiH, the Government of Republika Srpska and the
Judicial Commission of the Brcko District BiH in June 2008. The document represented a
common framework for the development and reform of the justice sector for the period up to
2013 and has incorporated a whole range of strategic programs that are divided into five key
pillars of reform:

Pillar 1: Judiciary

Pillar 2: Enforcement of Criminal Sanctions

Pillar 3: Access to Justice

Pillar 4: Support for Economic Growth

Pillar 5: A Coordinated, Well Managed and Accountable Sector.

The adoption of the Action Plan for the implementation of the JSRS at the first Conference of
ministers of justice, the HIPC President and the Judicial Commission of the Brcko District BiH
(Ministerial Conference), which was held on December 17, 2008, created the preconditions
for the successful implementation of the JSRS which began in 2009. During 2010, the Action
Plan was revised twice — at the 4" Ministerial Conference held on June 30 and at the 5"
Ministerial Conference held on October 22.
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According to data from the JSRS Implementation Report and from the 2010 Action Plan
that was adopted at the 5" Ministerial Conference, of the 242 activities that were planned for
2010:

» 125 (52%) were either fully realized or are ongoing without any problems,
» 72 (30%) were either realized in part or are ongoing without any major setbacks, while

* 45 (18%) were either not realized within the stipulated deadlines or their realisation had
come with major difficulties involved.

Of the 242 activities planned for 2010, the HJPC had either exclusive or shared
responsibility for the realisation of 116 (48%) of them, as follows:

* 81 (70%) were either fully realized or are ongoing without any problems,
» 30 (26%) were either realized in part or are ongoing without any major setbacks, while

* 5 (4%) were either not realized within the stipulated deadlines or their realisation had
come with major difficulties involved.

Even though the HJPC activities were of major significance for the reform processes of
the justice sector, the biggest contribution the HIPC, being the leading institution of the BiH
judiciary, recorded was within pillar 1 (judiciary), where the HJPC activities and initiatives were
paramount to the realisation of the majority of strategic programs. Within this Pillar, of the 69
activities that were planned for 2010, the HJPC had either exclusive or shared responsibility
for the realisation of 54 (78%), as follows:

» 36 (67%) activities were either fully realized or are ongoing without any problems,

* 14 (26%) activities were either realized in part or are ongoing without any major
setbacks, while

* 4 (7%) activities were not realisation within the stipulated deadlines.

Of the 4 activities that were not realized within the given deadlines, two activities were not
realized exclusively due to a lack of funds, while the realisation of the other two activities dealt
with the reform of judicial exams in BiH where the HIPC has a secondary role.

At the 5" Ministerial Conference, just as previously, numerous corrective measures
were adopted that respective institutions had to undertake during the upcoming period so
as to realize activities that were either deemed problematic or that were not developing as
scheduled.

It must be said that the HJPC also has an active role in Pillar 3 (access to justice), and that
the HJPC activities on the realisation of certain strategic programs within the framework of this
Pillar had resulted from the passing of the PR Strategy of 63 courts and 1 prosecutors’ offices,
the appointment of PR officers in 64 courts and 16 prosecutors’ offices, the appointment of
contact persons matters dealing with international legal aid and cooperation in 67 courts and
12 prosecutors’ offices, and the continued implementation of the Court User Strategy in BiH”
in all BiH courts.

Activities realized within Pillar 5 (well managed and coordinated sector), sub-area 5.3
(donor coordination), among other things, resulted in the establishment of a Donor Assistance
Coordination Forum, comprised of assistance coordinators of BiH justice sector institutions
The Forum was set up in order to ensure the systematic approach to the monitoring of efficacy
of donor assistance in the BiH justice sector. A plan was designed in 2010 for the establishment
and methodology of operation of a Technical Secretariat of the JSRS BiH Implementation
Fund, with a Memorandum of Understanding dealing with its establishment signed.

Further on in the report mention is made of activities from the JSRS aimed at amending,
harmonizing and developing the legal framework regulating issues of strategic importance.
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3.2.2. Analysis of the Status of Judicial Associates and Trainees in the
Courts of Bosnia and Herzegovina

In line with the obligations as stipulated in the JSSRS?', the HJPC activities regarding the
consideration and definition of the status and role of judicial associates and trainees in the
courts and prosecutors’ offices of BiH were realized through the efforts of the working group
established by the HJPC towards the end of 2009.

The working group consisting of the HJPC representatives, as well as representatives
of state and entity ministries of justice, the Judicial Commission of the Brcko District BiH
and representatives of the associations of judicial associates and advisors in the courts
and prosecutors’ offices of BiH, carried out a comprehensive analysis of the current legal
framework, status and position of judicial associates and trainees and offered relevant
recommendations for harmonizing and developing the current state. The activities resulted
in the drafting of a document titled “Analysis of the position of Trainees, Trainee-Volunteers
and Judicial Associates in the Judicial System of Bosnia and Herzegovina”, which lays out the
current status and rights held by judicial associates, trainees and trainee-volunteers based
on level of appointment and employment, differences in their current status and rights as well
as offering recommendations for changes regarding the establishment of a common method
with terms for selection, employment, salary levels and other compensation. The document
together with Working Group recommendations was sent to the Standing Committee for
Legislation for an opinion and will subsequently be sent to the Council for consideration.

In order to expedite procedures for the harmonization of existing regulations on the
establishment of equal status for all judicial associates and advisors in BiH until such time that
the final proposal of the HIPC Working Group is sent for consideration and adoption, in July 2010
the HJPC sent an initiative to the relevant authorities for amendments to the laws on courts of the
Federation BiH and the Brcko District BiH so that they could be harmonised with the provisions
of the Law on Courts of the Republika Srpska so that all judicial associates and advisors were
selected and appointed by the HJPC to a limited mandate and that way they would be exempt
from the category of officials and staff of the courts who are employed based on other regulations.

3.2.3. Law on Prosecutors’ offices in FBiH

Passing a single law together with other relevant regulations on prosecutors’ offices on
FBiH level is provided for with strategic program 1.1.5 JSRS.

As was stressed in the last annual Report by the HJPC, a working group set up by the
Council prepared a draft Law on Prosecutors’ offices in FBiH which was forwarded to the
Ministry of Justice FBIH for further processing. At the same time a procedure was initiated for
the drafting of regulations covering internal operations (Book of Rules on Internal Operations
of Prosecutors’ offices in FBiH), as well as the organization and systematisation of posts in the
prosecutors’ offices of FBiH (Book of Rules on Internal Organisation of Prosecutors’ offices
in FBiH).

Even though the passing of a single law regulating the prosecutorial system of FBiH has
for some time now been advocated as a strategic priority of the judiciary sector, expectations
that a single Law on Prosecutors’ offices be adopted were not achieved in 2010 nor was one
sent on for parliamentary procedure as was stipulated in the Action Plan.

According to the Report on the Implementation of the Strategic Program 1.1.5 which the
Ministry of Justice FBiH presented at the 3 Ministerial Conference, the draft Law was sent to
the cantonal ministries of justice for opinion and proposal thus efforts are currently underway
on the drafting of a final version of the draft Law.

Keeping in mind that the drafting process of the Law is still ongoing, for the time being,
activities on the preparation of a draft Book of Rules on Internal Operations and a Book of

21 Strategic programs 1.2.7A & 1.2.7 B.
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Rules on Internal Organisation have been temporarily stopped considering that the content of
the documents depends of the stipulations that are found in the Law.

3.2.4. Unresolved Cases — Claims for the Utilities Services Performed
and RTV Subscription Fees and Unresolved Cases under Enforcement
Procedure

Within JSRS?? there was a provision to perform an analyse of required legislative
amendments with the objective of reducing the number of backlogs in enforcement that are
based on authentic documents, as well as the proposal of appropriate measures. The HIPC
strategic Plan?® for the period 2010 — 2013 prescribes the reduction of unresolved cases in
the courts of BiH.

In cooperation with other projects and organizations and especially the BERP Project
(Balkans Enforcement Reform Project), GTZ (German Agency for Technical Cooperation)
and IRZ (German Foundation for International Legal Cooperation) the realisation of activities
from the said strategic document were again implemented by the HJPC through the Project
for the Reduction of Backlogs which is funded by the Government of Norway.

This year we have recorded a reduction in the number of unresolved enforcement cases
in connection with utilities claims and RTV subscription fee claims by around 3% which is
the result of the application and use of various information technology possibilities in the
Municipal Court Sarajevo®. Statistical data is presented in Attachment 2 to this Report.

The following is an overview of the activities of the HIPC working groups, whose basic
tasks were to advance the enforcement procedure and reduce utilities cases in BiH, as well
as an overview of the HJPC activities aimed at strengthening the role of court bailiffs and the
advancement of the service of court writs.

3.2.4.1. HJPC Working Groups

The Working Group for the Resolution of Utilities Cases, which included representatives of
all interested parties,?® completed its work on 30.6.2010. In 2010 the Working Group included
representatives of the Ombudsmen for Consumer Protection in BiH and the Agency for Personal
Data Security in BiH, who from their own perspectives gave comments and suggestions to
the Working Group recommendations that were adopted by the Council in October 2009. In
September 2010, the Council adopted a final version for the recommendations.

The maijor problems as identified by the Working Group were:

1. incomplete evidence and utilities service users databases maintained by the utilities
companies (old records including deceased persons, old addresses), which results in
the inability to serve writs or to conduct enforcement,

2. various users are recorded year-in year-out as non-payers of various utilities services
and subsequently as debtors which leads to doubled up figures,

3. the non-existence of a mechanism to encourage utilities service payers,

4. cases in which the respondent is an indigent social category who is unable to pay for
utilities services due to an extremely low financial standing, represent major expenses
for the courts and the utilities companies that are required to pay VAT in advance even
if they are unable to collect payments for services provided.

22 Strategic Program 1.2.1 “Implementation of Appropriate Measures Aimed at Reducing the Backlogs in Enforcement Proce-
dures’.

23 Strategic Objective 1 “Increasing the Efficiency of Courts and Prosecutors’ offices in BiH”, Strategic Program 1.1.

24  Detailed information can be found in Chapter 5 “Establishment of an E-Judiciary”.

25 Représentatives of the judicial community, public utilities companies, RTV public broadcasting service and the consumer as-
sociations.
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In order to resolve the said problem, the Working Group proposed amendments to the
laws on utilities services?. Specifically, they refer to the establishment of a single system
for the collection of utilities services for all public utilities on local level. The system would
include a Register of Utilities Service Users and the law would detail what type of data would
be collected and how it would be updated. This would, in turn, allow for the introduction of a
single utilities payment order with an option for discounts for an orderly payment history.

The Working Group stressed that regarding efficient enforcement it is very important for
public utilities companies and public RTV broadcasters, being the enforcement seekers, to
have the possibility to freely collect data on earnings, salaries and pensions for debtors who
are physical persons. In such an event there would be many more motions for enforcement
targeting seizures of salaries, pensions and automobiles.

The recommendations of the Working Group regarding amendments to Article 29 of the Law
on Enforcement Procedure, whereby definitions would be expanded for authentic documents
and for excerpts from business books of the public RTV broadcasters, were realized in the RS
with amendments to the Law on Enforcement Procedure of the RS in April 20107,

The recommendations of the Working Group regarding the automation and electronic
processing of utilities cases in the courts resulted in activities that are elaborated in Chapter
5 of the Report. Receiving new cases and filings electronically and the entry of data from old
cases into an e-system will, along with sufficient numbers of bailiffs for all judgment debtors
for whom the most effective means of enforcement represents seizure and sale of movables,
allow for the ultimate resolution of the issues regarding utilities backlogs in the courts.

The mandate of the Working Group for the Advancement of Enforcement Procedures
was extended through a decision of the Council on December 31, 2010. Together with expert
teams, proposals were compiled for amendments to the laws on enforcement procedures.
The objectives behind the amendments proposed are:

- to increase efficacy of enforcement procedures, especially regarding the sale of seized
items,

- to remove contradicting elements, flaws and ambiguities from the laws &
- to rationalize the reallocation of competences between judges and bailiffs.

Also, the Working Group drafted proposals for two books of rules that would regulate
work methodology, the position, organization, education and access to the bailiff service. The
Council will give consideration to the proposals at the beginning of 2011.

A study trip consisting of members of the HJPC and selected working group members to
Norway and Sweden was an opportunity for the participants to familiarize themselves with
examples of contemporary, effective systems of enforcement. All Working Group proposals,
including activities aimed at strengthening the role, independence and training levels of bailiffs
can be considered to be compatible to any possible future autonomy for bailiffs regarding the
set up and establishment of a separate agency/service.

3.2.4.2. Bailiffs

Throughout 2010, numerous activities were realized with the aim of advancing the status,
working conditions, training, and role of bailiffs being a specific non-judicial staffing category
that is crucial to the enforcement of legally final court decisions.

Thus, for the first time, a number of training programs and seminars for bailiffs have
been included in the curricula for professional advancement training and induction training
of the entity judicial and prosecutorial training centres. All training programs and seminars
held during the year were organised with the financial support of the BERP Project of the

26 Laws on utilities services have been passed in RS, Brcko District BiH and in certain cantons, while in others the Law dating
back to SR BiH is still in effect (“Official Gazette SRBiH”, no. 20/90).
27 Law on Amendments to the Law on Enforcement Procedure “Official Gazette of Republika Srpska” no. 29/10.
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Netherlands. Participant reactions were positive and so activities regarding training for bailiffs
will continue throughout the next two years with the financial assistance of the EU through the
realisation of the IPA 2009 Project and BERP.

Through the coordination of activities between the HJIPC, BERP and GTZ, in the second
half of 2010, a program was effected on the exchange of bailiffs between municipal and basic
courts in BiH which had the objective of having bailiffs gain insight into the operations and
practices of bailiffs in other courts by exchanging experiences and with field visits. As part
of the program, 11 visits were successfully organised in 10 municipal and basic courts in
BiH, which represented a major step towards the establishment of better communications,
relations and information exchanges between bailiffs in BiH.

Thanks to the cooperation with the IRZ foundation in July and October 2010, with the
participation of experts from Germany and with judges and experts from the constitutional
courts in BiH, workshops were organised on the topic of bailiff operations with a critical
reflection on the possibilities of reallocating tasks from judges to non-judicial staff both from
the viewpoint of constitutionality and that of the European Convention on Human Rights.

In the context of putting forward an initiative by the relevant authorities for the better status,
working conditions and role of bailiffs in the judiciary of BiH, on September 29, 2010 under the
organization of the HJPC, the Ministry of Justice of BiH and the BERP Project, a conference
was held in Banja Luka on the topic “Status, Role, Training and Working Conditions of Bailiffs
— European Standards and Reforms Paths”. The basic objective of the conference was to
create the prerequisites for the establishment of an efficient, motivated, professional, qualified
bailiff service. The conference was attended by over a hundred participants, representatives
of the executive branch, judicial institutions and authorities, international organizations and
other guests. The Conference also defined and produced a number of conclusions® which
will serve as general guidelines for the realisation of the aforesaid objective.

Support to the bailiffs will be provided by the HJPC also in 2011 through the IPA 2009
Project which, among other things, foresees the procurement of vehicles for bailiff use in their
work.

3.2.4.3. Service of Writs

Problems regarding the service of writs, especially by postal operators in BiH was also
present this year. In coordination with the relevant institutions and authorities, the HJPC
undertook certain actions aimed at resolving and overcoming this matter.

Consultations were performed regarding the proposal titled Instructions for the Transfer
and Delivery of Court Writs through Public Postal Operators, prepared by representatives of
the Agency for Postal Trading of Bosnia and Herzegovina, public postal operators in BiH (BH
Poste, HP Mostar and Poste Srpske), the Ministry of Justice of FBiH, and judicial institutions.
Consultations were open for all courts and prosecutors’ offices in BiH, the relevant ministries
of justice, the Judicial Commission of the Brcko District BiH and other relevant institutions and
bodies. After these consultations were held, a finalized version of the Instructions was made
which will be delivered to the Agency for Postal Trading of BiH.

The problems of service are especially apparent in the RS because of the rendering of
the Law on Postal Services of the RS?® according to which the service of court writs and
documents pertaining to administrative and minor offence procedures can only be carried out
by the Postal Office.

An important step towards harmonizing practices regarding the work of couriers in the field
and the practical application of the relevant provisions of the laws on civil procedure is the
preparation of manuals for court couriers which is in its final phase of development. Printing
and distribution is expected for the beginning of 2011.

28  http://www.the HJPC.ba/pr/preleases/1/?cid=4858,2,1
29 “Official Gazette RS” no: 30/10
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3.2.5. Overview of Regulations Considered/Initiated by the HJPC

The draft Book of Rules on Storing and Destroying Confiscated Narcotics, Psychotropic
Items, Plants from which Narcotics can be Acquired was delivered to the HIJPC by the
Commission for Suppressing the Abuse of Narcotics that operates within the Council of
Ministers of BiH. The Council gave its support to passing this Book of Rules in its proposed
form at the Council session of January 27.

At the January 27 session, the Council passed a Book of Rules on Amendments to the
Book of Rules on Internal Court Operations.

A Proposal Decree on Amendments to the Decree on Permanent Court Interpreters was
sent to the HJPC by the Federal Ministry of Justice. At its February 27 session, the Council
gave an opinion to this regulation in which it particularly referred to the terms for working as a
court interpreter (level of education, experience and other requirements), issues on the need
for hiring court interpreters, composition of the Panel for the Appointment of Court Interpreters,
court interpreter mandates, disciplinary accountability and other relevant issues.

The Draft Law on Amendments to the Criminal Code of the Federation BiH was sent to the
HJPC by the Federal Ministry of Justice. At its meeting on May 11, the Standing Committee for
Legislation of the HIPC considered the said draft law and gave an opinion in which it generally
supported the introduction of house arrest with electronic surveillance as an alternative to the
enforcement of jail terms up to one year in duration, together with the proposal that limitations
to this approach for crimes pertaining to marriage, family and youth are broadened to include
perpetrators of crimes who live in a common household with the damaged party and also to
account for other circumstances that may influence a convicted person to repeat a criminal
offence.

Regarding the Draft Law on Amendments to the Law on the Enforcement of Criminal
Sanctions in the FBiH that was sent by the Federal Ministry of Justice. At its session on May 11
the Standing Committee for Legislation of the HIPC considered it and gave an opinion noting
that the expanded composition of the Parole Commission representatives of the Judiciary are
at a higher ratio to that of members who are appointed by the Federal Minister of Justice from
other institutions. The Standing Committee also proposed the stipulation of a longer deadline
after which a convicted person would again have the right to file a request for parole, with a
period no shorter than six months from the time of the last decision of the Parole Commission.
Aside from this, it was also proposed that when allowing for a repeated request for parole that
consideration must be given to the remaining duration of the convicted persons sentence.

At its session on July 8, in order to harmonise regulations by defining the method of
selection, the mandate and status of judicial associates and judicial advisors, the Council also
sent an initiative to the Federal Ministry of Justice and the Judicial Commission of the Brcko
District BiH for amendments to the laws on courts in the FBiH and the Brcko District BiH.

At its session held on September 23, the Council adopted recommendations of the Working
Group for the Resolution of Utilities Cases, regarding amendments to the laws on utilities
activities which would contribute towards efficacy in processing such cases. Amendments
referred to issues regarding data contained in the Utilities Service User Register in connection
with the founding of a public holding company and the criteria that public holdings must
adhere to when providing public services, activities of a single collection entity, utilities service
payers, the calculation of claims, the possibility of founding an authorized body for alternative
dispute resolution between the service provider and the end user, as well as regarding criminal
sanction provisions.
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3.3. Recommendations

Keeping in mind the deadlines for the realisation of activities in the implementation of
the JSRS, the recommendation is that in 2011 the Ministry of Justice of FBiH intensifies
activities on the adoption of a draft Law on Prosecutors’ offices in the FBiH and initiates
an appropriate procedure so that such law may be adopted in 2011.

The competent state, entity and cantonal executive and legislative authorities should
adopt the recommendations of the Working Group for the Resolution of Ultilities
Cases® that the Council adopted and which refer to seeking and providing information
of debtors, the automation and electronic processing of utilities cases in the courts,
amendments to the laws on utilities activities, amendments to the Law on the Public
RTV Broadcasting System of BiH, and on amendments to Article 29 of the Law on

Enforcement Procedure of FBiH.

The relevant ministries of justice and the legislative authorities of the FBiH and the RS
should adopt amendments to the laws on enforcement procedure and the relevant
regulation in the document adopted by the Council, and with the objective of increasing
enforcement procedure efficiency and advancing the position held by bailiffs in the
judicial system of BiH.

Relevant ministries of justice should secure sufficient bailiffs, even on a fixed term
basis, until such time that enforcement backlogs are reduced to an acceptable figure.

Relevant state and entity executive and legislative authorities should begin revising
regulations that cover the postal service of BiH and their harmonization with EU
directives that cover postal traffic in the part that refers to the service of writs.

Amendments are proposed to the laws on courts in the Federation BiH and the Brcko
District BiH and their harmonization with the provisions of the Law on Courts of the
Republika Srpska, so that judicial associates and advisors are selected and appointed
by the HJPC to a mandate of limited duration and thus are exempt from the category of
officials and staff who are appointed pursuant to separate regulations.

30 Recommendations of the Working Group for the Resolution of Issues on Ultilities Cases are available at http://the HIPC/
pr/?cid=4478,2,1
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4. CHAPTER: JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION

4.1. Introduction

Key HJPC competences within the field of judicial administration are:

- Determination of the number of judicial office holders and the determination of the number
of judges, prosecutors and judicial associates in the courts and prosecutors’ offices,

- Participation in the drafting and approval of books of rules on internal operations of the
courts and prosecutors’ offices,

- Determination of the criteria for court and prosecutor office performance,

- Supervision and provision of advice to the courts and prosecutors’ offices regarding
management related techniques and procedures and the initiation of appropriate training
programs,

- Determination of the criteria for the evaluation of judge and prosecutor performance,

- Collation and analysis of performance reports of the courts and prosecutors’ offices in
order to gather relevant data to elevate efficiency of performance.

The HJPC carries out the aforesaid competences and realizes other activities aimed at
increasing the performance efficiency of the courts and prosecutors’ offices, together with the
support of the Standing Committee for Judicial Administration and the Judicial Administration
Department of the HJPC Secretariat.

4.2. Activities and Achievements in 2010
4.2.1. Reporting on Court and Prosecutor Office Performance

The HJPC regularly gathers statistical data on the performance of courts and prosecutor
offices. Comprehensive data is gathered annually which, among other things, includes data of
the flow-through of all types of cases, the age breakdown of unresolved cases, quality of court
performance, types of court judgments rendered and statute of limitations issues. Regarding
prosecutors’ offices, data is regularly gathered on the processing of all types of crime through
all phases of criminal process. In accordance with Article 20, item 3 of the Law on the HJPC,
the Council discloses data on the performances of the courts and prosecutors’ offices in the
attachments to the annual HJPC reports and in doing so offers insight into the state of affairs
of the courts and prosecutors’ offices.

In 2010 the HJPC continued its efforts in gathering statistical data for the preparation
of semi-annual reports of court and prosecutor office performance. In order to prepare the
semi-annual report, required data was gathered from all judicial institutions for monitoring
the realisation of HJPC policies and objectives, including data on the number of unresolved
cases, age breakdowns of the unresolved cases and the number of cases in which statute of
limitations came into effect.

Aside from the aforesaid regular reporting activities, the HJPC also gathers data and prepares
specific reports in accordance with its internal requirements, the requests of other BiH institutions
and international institutions like the European Commission and the Council of Europe.

It needs to be said that after the successful implementation of the case management
system(CMS) in the courts, the pre-conditions were created for major advancements in
reporting processes on court performances such as in speed of reporting and the scope
and quality of available data. Accordingly, as of 2011 the HJPC decided that data on the
performance of courts be taken directly from the CMS database. Statistical data gathered
this way is considered as official data and will be presented in all internal and external reports
dealing with court performance.
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All data on court and prosecutor office performance that the Council has at its disposal is
presented in its annual reports.

4.2.2. Analysis of the Court Network of the Federation of BiH

The current court network is established within the framework of the reform of the BiH
judicial system, which was carried out after extensive analyses and proposals stemming
from the Independent Judicial Commission Report that was presented on August 15, 2002.
Through the reform, the number of courts was significantly reduced when compared to the
pre-reform state of the judiciary.

The Law on Courts in the Federation of BiH3!, which came into effect on July 12, 2005
established a restructured court network together with branch offices, all in accordance with
the analysis and proposal of the Independent Judicial Commission.

In July 2010, the legislative powers of the Federation BiH initiated a process to redefine
the court network in the Federation BiH. Proposal amendments to the Law on Courts in the
Federation BiH provided for the founding of five new municipal courts, the transformation
of four existing branch offices into separate municipal courts and the establishment of one
branch office.

The HJPC conducted an analysis on the justification for founding new courts and branch
offices based on the following criteria:

- The number of cases and the case influx has to be sufficient in order to justify the presence
of five judges,

- The territory under the jurisdiction of a court should have a population of at least 55,000,

- The new court should be at least 45 kilometers from the neighbouring court.

Even though in its opinion, which was based on an analysis performed in accordance with
the aforesaid criteria, the HIPC proposed that the Parliament FBiH does not accept the initial
proposal for a major increase in the number of courts in FBiH, in September 2010 the Law
on Amendments to the Law on Courts in the Federation BiH was adopted??. The amendments
to the Law on Courts in the Federation BiH established four new municipal courts: Lukavac,
Banovici, Citluk and Jajce (where there actually is a branch office of the Bugojno Municipal
Court), in that a conclusion was adopted whereby the HJPC and the Federal Ministry of
Justice are to conduct a comprehensive analysis of the current court network in the Federation
BiH. The objective of the analysis is to evaluate whether there is justification for the current
municipal courts that are set up and regarding the possible establishment of new municipal
courts.

The HJPC will continue cooperating with the relevant executive authorities in BiH in order
to find an optimal solution for the determination of the number of courts and branch offices.

4.2.3. Systematisation of Judicial Office Positions

According to Article 17, paragraph 25 of the Law on the HJPC, the Council has, subsequent
to an agreement with the court president or chief prosecutor and the relevant ministries of
justice and finance, competences to determine the number of judicial office holders (judges,
reserve judges, prosecutors and deputy chief prosecutors, senior judicial associates, judicial
associates in municipal and basic courts). The determination of the optimum number of
judicial office holders is also one of the strategic issues as defined within the Justice Sector
Reform Strategy 2009 to 2013, as well as being one of the strategic priorities of the HIPC
Strategic Plan for 2010 — 2013. Accordingly, the HJPC rendered a decision on May 8, 2008

31 “Official Gazette FBiH", no: 38/05.
32 “Official Gazette FBiH”, no: 63/10.
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on the establishment of a Working Group for the Systematisation of the Number of Judicial
Office Holders with a task of compiling criteria which would allow for the determination of the
optimal number of judicial office holders in the BiH judiciary®:.

4.2.3.1. Expanded Systematisation for Judicial Office Holders in the Courts
In 2010, 18 or 8.5% judges positions were filled, while 194 or 91.5% of the judge positions
as determined with the expanded systematisation remained vacant.

As a reminder, in the process that was completed at the beginning of 2010, in accordance
with Article 17, paragraph 25 of the Law on the HIPC, the Council expanded the systematisation
for judges in BiH as follows:

Table 4.1: Changes to the Number of Judicial Office Holders in the Courts

2004 Systematisation Sysli:;aar:?s:(:ion Increase in Judge positions
Sud Regular Reserve Regular Reserve Regular Reserve Total

Judges Judges Judges Judges Judges Judges Increase
| Il []] v V=111-l VI=IV-I VII=V+VI
Supreme Court FBiH 22 14 28 19 6 5 1
Supreme Court RS 17 5 19 6 2 1 3
Appellate Court BDBiH 7 0 8 1 1 1 2
Cantonal Courts 113 18 131 63 18 45 63
District Courts 63 7 64 12 1 5 6
Municipal Courts 363 57 385 133 22 76 98
Basic Courts 168 28 170 55 2 27 29
TOTAL 753 129 805 289 52 160 212

4.2.3.2. Expanded Systematisation for Judicial Office Holders in the Prosecutors’
offices

The Working Group estimated the required number of prosecutors for all prosecutors’
offices® on the basis of analysis of the inflow of criminal cases between 2006 and 2009, the
number of unresolved cases as on December 31, 2009 and based on required resources for
the implementation of the National War Crimes Strategy. Establishing the objective whereby
the systematisation of each prosecutor’s office should allow for the resolution of the full current
case inflow, all existing unresolved cases as on December 31, 2009 within a period of five
years and the efficient processing of war crimes, the Working Group proposed an increase in
the number of prosecutor positions as follows:

33 Except for the Court of BiH.
34 Except for the Prosecutors Office of BiH.
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Table 4.2: Changes to the Number of Judicial Office Holders in the Prosecutors’
offices

2004 Systematisation SysEt);g'laar;idsZt:ion Increase in prosecutors
| ] n=1-1
Federal Prosecutors Office of FBiH 9 1 2
Republic Prosecutors Office of RS 4 6 2
Prosecutors Office of BD BiH 10 10 0
Cantonal Prosecutors Offices 173 208 35
District Prosecutors’ offices 77 102 25
TOTAL 273 336 64

Atits session held on December 15, 2010, the Council adopted a proposal for the expansion
of the systematisation and informed the relevant government of this and started a consultation
process in accordance with the Law on the HJPC after which the ultimate adoption of the new
systematisation will take place.

4.2.4. Requests for the Appointment of Reserve Judges

On the basis of Article 48 of the Law on the HJPC, the Council may temporarily appoint
individuals to perform the duties of reserve judges in order to provide assistance to courts
in reducing their backlogs or if due to the protracted absence of a judge there is a need for
reserve judges in the relevant court. The HJPC may appoint reserve judges on the request
of the court president, under the condition that the request also has attached proof of the
need for the appointment of a reserve judge as well as there being funds available for such
an appointment.

In 2010, the HJPC considered 11 requests for the extension of 15 reserve judge mandates.
After determining whether the legal prerequisites were met with, the HIPC passed decisions
extending the said mandates.

Apart from the above, the HJPC also considered and adopted one request for the
temporary transfer of a judge to another court to assist in reducing backlogs.

4.2.5. Criteria for Evaluating Judicial Office Holders

When considering the performance results of the judges and prosecutors and how up-
to-date the BiH judiciary is, the HJPC concluded that there was room to further develop the
existing criteria for assessing the performance results of judicial office holders.

Accordingly, the HJPC carried out a comparative analysis of the evaluation criteria in BiH
with that of other countries in the region and within EU, had consultations with experts from the
judicial community and subsequently decided to enhance the existing criteria by accentuating
the importance of objective, quantitative parameters when evaluating the performance results
of judicial office holders.

Keeping in mind the significance of such activities, the development of new criteria for the
evaluation of judicial office holders represents one of the major priorities in the operations of
the HJPC within the field of judicial administration for next year.
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4.2.6. Evaluation of Judge and Prosecutor Performance

On the basis of Article 17, item 22 of the Law on the HJPC, the Council determines the
criteria for the evaluation of judge and prosecutor performance. Based on such criteria, court
presidents and chief prosecutors perform annual evaluations of judicial office holders in
the courts and prosecutors’ offices. The criteria includes a number of elements based on
which assessments are made on quantity (in relation to orientational quotas) and quality of
performance, professionalism, promptness, attitude at work and other. Adding up the scores
received for each of the elements offers a general annual performance evaluation. The criteria
for the evaluation of judges is applied, by analogy, to the evaluation of the performance of
judicial associates in the courts who act independently in cases. Apart from this, the presidents
of higher courts evaluate the presidents of the lower level courts based on criteria established
by the HJPC. The criteria covers various aspects of court performance for which the president
is accountable (i.e. collective quota levels, and quality of court performance, processing old
cases etc.).

Prosecutors are evaluated according to evaluation elements, set criteria, which includes
job performance capacity and other skills.

Any objection that judicial office holders may have regarding the evaluation of their
performance is reviewed by the HJPC on the proposal of the Standing Committee for judicial
Administration.

The following tables show an overview of the average performance evaluations received
by judicial office holders for 2009 (lowest score is 1 and highest is 5). The evaluation of judicial
office holders performances for 2009 were conducted at the beginning of 2010.

Tabela 4.3: Performance of Court Table 4.4: Judge Performances
Presidents
Courts General Score Courts General Score
Cantonal Courts 5.00 Appellate Court BD BiH 5.00
District Courts 5.00 Cantonal Courts 4.76
Municipal Courts 4.89 District Courts 4.50
Basic Courts 4.68 Municipal Courts 4.66
Basic Court BD BiH 5.00 Basic Courts 4.35
Basic Court BD BiH 4.66
Table 4.5: Performance of Judicial Table 4.6: Prosecutor Performance
Associates in Courts
Courts General Score Prosecutors’ offices General Score
Municipal Courts 4.58 Prosecutors Office of BiH 4.88
Basic Courts 4.19 Prosecutors Office of BD BiH 413
Cantonal Prosecutors’ offices 4.72
District Prosecutors’ offices 4.61

4.2.7. Time Measurements for Judge Performance

Measuring the quantity of judge performance is importantin order to evaluate their efficiency
and that of the courts and the judiciary as a whole. The current system for measuring the
quantity of judge performance in BiH is based on an obsolete concept called orientational
quotas (defined in the 1980’s). They are based on the simple recording of the number of cases
a judge completes in a given period of time. Consideration is not granted to the complexity of
the cases or to the methodology used in its completion (merits or procedural).
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Considering the above, the HJPC initiated activities in 2005 within the framework of
the Justice Sector Development Project (JSDP ) funded by US Agency for International
Development (USAID), with the objective of replacing the obsolete unreliable system with
a new method for the evaluation of judge performance efficiency, which would be based
on the time a judge effectively spent on the undertaking of various procedural actions and
the ultimate resolution of the case. Assessments regarding time spent would be based on
predefined normatives (hereinafter: time measurements®), and the average time necessary
for the completion of each procedural action so that ultimately one gets the total time required
for the resolution of a given case. The time measurements are expected to allow for a more
objective review of the effects of all judges and at the same time further motivate them to
process the more demanding cases, which would surely reduce the backlogs.

The realisation of this significant task for the judiciary of BiH resulted in the adoption of
the proposed Book of Rules on Framework Measurements for the Performance of Judges,
Judicial Associates and Other Employees of Regular Courts in BiH. at the end of 2009. Upon
the adoption of the proposed Book of Rules and consultations with the courts, a decision was
made to test them in a number of courts. As per the decisions of the HJPC Presidency from
February and March, 2010, seven courts of various levels were chosen: the Appellate Court
of the Brcko District BiH, the Cantonal Court Zenica, the District Court Trebinje, the Municipal
Courts in Mostar and Orasje and the basic courts in Prijedor and Dobo;.

Pilot testing was carried out between April 1 and October 31, 2010.

A summary of the total effects of the pilot testing of the Book of Rules on Framework
Measurements was performed in November and December, 2010 and the HJPC will, at the
beginning of 2011, review information and proposals in order to pass a decision regarding the
start to the application of the new time measurements in all courts in BiH.

4.2.8. Land Registry Offices

An analysis of the performance of the courts found that the number of unresolved land
registry cases in certain courts was unacceptably high. Therefore, the HIPC set up a Working
Group for Consideration of Issues regarding Land Registry Offices of the Municipal and Basic
Courts in order to prepare proposals to overcome the current situation.

The working group determined that the tardiness by the land registry offices in the municipal
and basic courts was mainly due to lost equipment (lack of offices, computer equipment etc.)
and vacant posts and an insufficient number of land registry officers and assistants.

Based on the working group report, the Council passed a conclusion asking that the
relevant authorities, in accordance with available funds, better equip the land registry offices
and fill vacant staff posts, while the courts are asked to create a plan for the resolution of
backlogged land registry cases.

The HJPC will continue to monitor the situation in the land registry offices in the future and
effect measures within its competences, as necessary.

4.2.9. Instructions on the Resolution of Old, Backlogged Cases?¢

One consequence of the insufficient number of judicial office holders is that the resolution
of a certain number of cases is unacceptably protracted. As at December 31, 2010 there were
8,818 unresolved cases in the courts of BiH that were over ten years old.

Therefore, the HIPC set up a Working Group for the Drafting of Amendments to the
Instructions for Situation Analysis and the Development of a Plan for the Resolution of Old,

35 The introduction of time measurements in the courts represents a stategic issue that is defined in the Justice Sector Reform
Strategy of BiH for 2009 — 2013, as well as in the Action Plan for European Partnership with Bosnia and Herzegovina.
36 More details on the HJPC activities on the resolution of old, backlogged cases can be found in sections 3.2.4, 5.3.5 & 11.4.
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Backlogged Cases in the Courts in 2005. The Working Group proposed stricter obligations
for drafting plans and reporting on the realisation of the plans for the resolution of old cases
as well as the mandatory involvement of all judges and court presidents in the resolution of
old cases.

At its session on December 1, 2010, the Council adopted new Instructions for the Drafting
of Plan for the Resolution of Old Cases Based on the Date of the Initial Filing Document
which was prepared by the Working Group. Also, a Standing Committee was established to
follow the implementation of the Instructions for the drafting of a plan for the resolution of old
cases and for the efficiency of the judiciary.

4.2.10. Book of Rules on Internal Court Operations

In June 2010, the HJPC established a Working Group for the Drafting of the Book of Rules
on Internal Court Operations with the task of:

Looking into amending the legal framework for the application of the case management
system in the courts,

Consider further developing certain stipulations in the current Book of Rules,

Analyse the need for the regulation of issues in the field of internal court operations that
haven’t been covered thus far,

Propose to the Council a stand regarding the rendering of a single Book of Rules for all

courts in BiH or three books of rules — for the courts in the RS, the FBIH and for the Brcko
District BiH.

Opinions were sought from all courts in the afore stated issues, while the Working Group
had, by year-end, reviewed most of the received proposals for amendments to the Book of
Rules.

The plan is for the Working Group to finish its work and submit its proposals for Council
consideration by the end of the first half of 2011.

4.2.11. Council of Europe Commission for the Efficiency of Justice

The board of Ministers of the Council of Europe founded a Commission for the Efficiency
of Justice in September 2002 (CEPEJ) with the task of preparing concrete solutions that are
applicable in member States of the Council of Europe to:

- Promote the implementation of existing guidelines of the Council of Europe in connection
with the organization of the judiciary,

- Ensure that public policy regarding the courts gives consideration to the needs of judicial
system service users,

- Contribute to the reduction of case influxes at the European Court of Human Rights by
offering efficient solutions for preventing violations to Article 6 of the European Convention
on Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms.

The HJPC had appointed its representatives to CEPEJ i.e. one member and one national
correspondent, who directly participate in CEPEJ activities. The Cantonal Court Novi Travnik
has also for a number of years now participated in the activities of the CEPEJ pilot court
network.

After finishing preparations for the Report on European Judicial Systems — 2010 issue,
CEPEJ published the Report in October 2010. The Report is based on both quantitative and
qualitative indicators from 2008 regarding the state of the judicial systems of member States
of the Council of Europe. The HJPC passed a decision whereby, in 2011 a analysis be carried
out of the Report in order to determine policies through which the judicial system of BiH would
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continue in adopting various CEPEJ instruments aimed at increasing efficiency and quality of
performance of the judicial institutions. Furthermore, the HJPC passed a decision to analyse
a number of CEPEJ documents throughout 2011 that deal with quality management of court
performance and testing public confidence in the courts with the objective of applying them
appropriately in BiH.

Under the auspices of the Council of Europe and the European Commission, every year
all member States of the Council of Europe mark the European Day of Civil Justice. The
central event marking the European Day of Civil Justice in BiH was held on October 26,
2010 in the Basic Court in Teslic under the organization of the Court and the HJPC. As part
of the event, the court organised an open doors day and a professional advisory session on
CEPEJ standards in the field of time management and court public relations. European Day
of Civil Justice was also marked in the Cantonal Court Novi Travnik where a round table was
organised and detailed information was shared with the local community regarding the court
and its performance.

4.3. Recommendations

* In accordance with legal procedure, the HJPC expanded the systematisation of judicial
office holders that was adopted in 2004. Filling the expanded systematisation is
exceptionally slow due to insufficient budget funds. Considering that filling the vacant
judicial office positions is a prerequisite to achieving that all cases are up-to-date and
that all crimes are duly processed, a recommendation is given to the ministries of
justice and the ministries of finance on all levels and to the Judicial Commission of
the Brcko District BiH to secure budget funds that would allow for filling the expanded
systematisations as soon as possible.

* Arecommendation is given to the entity and cantonal ministries of justice to fully equip
the land registry offices both materially/technically and staffing-wise, to work on current
unresolved cases and finish them as soon as possible as well as to deal with the day-
to-day caseloads within a reasonable period of time. This primarily means to fill current
systematisations and also to hire staff on a temporary basis for the expedited resolution
of existing unresolved cases if there is a need.

* A recommendation is sent to the court presidents and chief prosecutors to exert
maximum effort towards the application of organisational and other internal measures
that would contribute to greater efficiency in the utilization of existing human and
material resources.
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5. CHAPTER: ESTABLISHMENT OF AN E-JUDICIARY

5.1. Introduction

In accordance with its competences pursuant to Article 17, paragraph (24) of the Law on
the HJPC, a process was initiated in 2004 for the establishment of an e-judiciary in BiH.

The primary objective in establishing an e-judiciary was to enhance the efficiency of
all courts and prosecutors’ offices through the application of information-communication
technology in order to be able to, among other things, significantly reduce the huge backlogs
while dealing with day-to-day-inflows within deadlines.

The most significant result of the process was the introduction of the Case Management
System in all courts (CMS) and prosecutors’ offices (T-CMS) in BiH. Aside from this, judicial
institutions were linked through a joint wide area network. A judicial portal was set up which
contains the websites of the judicial institutions thus allowing citizens access to court cases
through the internet.

Thanks to activities taken thus far on the establishment of an e-judiciary, work processes
have been advanced in the courts and prosecutors’ offices and transparency has been
increased. Through the application of information-communication technology the flow-through
and exchange of information has been expedited and the technical preconditions have been
achieved for the exchange of information between court and prosecutor office registries on
one hand and electronic registers that are maintained by other State institutions on the other.

Since the achievements of this process justified the investments in information-
communication technology, the Justice Sector Reform Strategy of BiH for 2009 — 2013
(JSRS)®* has prescribed the continuation of activities in this field. Informatisation of the
judiciary has been incorporated as an obligation in the Action Plan for Implementation of the
European Partnership with BiH.

The ultimate objective regarding the informatisation of the BiH judiciary is “an electronic or
e-judiciary”. Such objective is fully in line with the objectives put forward by the EU regarding the
establishment of a technical platform that would allow access to current and future information
systems on national, community, and international level for all fields of the judiciary.

5.2. Financing

In 2010, significant capital investments were approved in the budgets of the institutions
of BiH for the informatisation of the courts and prosecutors’ offices. The capital investments
are part of a multiple-year process of capital investments in the Project on Informatisation
and Strengthening the Capacities of Judicial Institutions in BiH for the period 2010 — 2012.
In 2010, 555,000 KM was allocated from the budget of the institutions of BiH for regular
maintenance expenses of the information system.

Support for the Project through significant funding in 2010 was provided by the EU and the
governments of Sweden, Holland and Norway.

In 2010, a delegation of the EU in BiH approved significant funds for the implementation of
the EU Project for Support to the Judiciary of BiH — IPA 2009%.

Implementation of the Project was, in accordance with the Joint Funding Agreement signed
by the governments of Sweden and Holland, finalized on December 31, 2010. The duration of
the Project without additional expenditures was extended up to April 30, 2011 in order to finish
public procurement procedures that were initiated and financed with Project funds.

37 Strategic Program 1,2.5 “Fully implement measures on the informatisation of the judiciary as provided for with the HJPC
Strategic Plan”.
38 Detailed information on the Project can be found in Chapter 11 “Donor Support and International/Regional Cooperation”.
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Funds Available for the Informatisation of the

ATl Judiciary in 2010 (KM)

State Budget 2,855,655.00

European Commission 2,738,162.00

Government of the

Kingdom of Norway 880,124.00

Governments of the
Kingdoms of Sweden and
Holland

(Joint Financing Agree-
ment — JFA)

3,554,720.00

Total 10,028,661.00

Within the segment on the establishment of an e-judiciary the following activities have

been defined for the upcoming period:

84

Development and implementation of a module for scanning requests and for the electronic
delivery of mail to parties involved in proceedings,

Development and implementation of modules allowing for the electronic exchange of data
between the CMS and police records,

Further development of CMS reporting functions,
Continued development of the judicial web portal,

Implementation of the network and system infrastructure required for the utilization of
digital signatures in the judiciary,

Application of ISO security standards in the information system of the judiciary,
Optimization and consolidation of the ICT system in the Data Processing Centre,
Equipping courtrooms with audio and video equipment which would allow for the
implementation of the laws on the protection of withesses who are under threat and
endangered witnesses in order to process war crimes more effectively,

Application of contemporary ICT elements (video conferencing) in order to advance work
at court hearings,

Development of an electronic system for filing and managing small value disputes/utilities
cases.
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5.3. Activities and Achievements in 2010
5.3.1. Development of an ICT Infrastructure in the Judiciary

Information-communication technologies are subject to continued changes as well as
major changes. New software technologies are being introduced that require more hardware.
Such software technologies are being introduced more and more in information systems as
standard items. These technologies must be adopted in order to allow for the exchange of data
with external information systems that already have them. In order for the judicial information
system to be compatible with outside information systems, in 2010 efforts began on procuring
the necessary hardware, software and networking equipment harmonised with the needs
for the continued development of the e-judiciary in the future. Together with this, a process
was initiated to renew current computers, printers and servers in the courts and prosecutors’
offices that, due to their age or any faults, are unable to respond to system requirements.

The capacity of the primary HJPC data processing and archiving centre was increased by
expanding on the processing capacities of the existing database servers and the installation
of disc expansions. A new upgradeable system for large scale data archiving was procured
which would satisfy the current and mid-term needs of the judiciary for electronic archiving.

The primary data processing and archiving centre undertook an upgrade on the network
infrastructure with the installation of a high-capacity load balancer and the installation of other
equipment that evenly distributes electronic traffic to CMS application servers.

Efforts continued in 2010 on replacing the old servers in the courts and prosecutors’ offices,
with the delivery and installation of 22 new servers. This included the delivery and installation
of 935 desk top computers, 55 lap-tops, 299 stand alone printers and 55 network printers in
the courts and prosecutors’ offices throughout BiH.

Courts and prosecutors’ offices received the first contingent of scanners that are to be
used for implementing CMS modules for scanning incoming documents in the courts and
prosecutors’ offices.

Information desks were bought which will be installed in 2011 in all courts in BiH. The
desks will allow citizens to review electronically cases in which they are a party.

Two courtrooms of the District Court Banja Luka and the courtroom of the Supreme Court
of the Federation BiH were equipped with audio and video equipment thus advancing the
processes in criminal procedure that are held before these courts.

In accordance with the legal provisions on intellectual property, missing licenses for system
and application software were procured during the reporting period.

Table 5.1 shows information equipment that was delivered to the HJPC, the courts and the
prosecutors’ offices by the end of 2010.

Table 5.1: Equipment Delivered to the HJPC, the Courts and the Prosecutors’ Offices
by 31/12/2010

2010 Total (2005 — 2010)

Source of Funding

Work Stations Servers Printers Work Stations Servers Printers
European Commission 565 31 300 2,670 139 1,036
ICITAP 755 30 695
THE HJPC Budget 425 22 1,445 72 340
Kingdom of Holland 35 80 1 235
Kingdom of Norway 2 15 2 15
GTz 270 50
CIDA 10
Total 990 55 350 5,230 294 2,321
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In 2010, required information infrastructure was set up in the newly established commercial
courts of Republika Srpska as well as in the branch offices of the courts and prosecutors’
offices. This was a precondition for the successful implementation of the CMS.

In accordance with the HJPC decision of December 16, 2009, activities began on
introducing internet access for the users of the judicial information system. By the end of
2010, over 2000 users from 28 courts and prosecutors’ offices had internet access through
access points in the primarym HJPC data processing and archiving centre. Other users in the
courts and prosecutors’ offices will gain internet access after equipment upgrades are carried
out and a new access point set up in the reserve data processing and archiving centre in
Banja Luka.

Also, as part of the EU Project for Support to the BiH Judiciary — IPA 2009, there are plans
to procure and install the following ICT equipment:

- Sophisticated audio and video technology so as to be able to execute measures regarding
witness protection, which primarily means protecting the identity of a witness through
picture and sound distortion during a trial (distorting the voice and face of a person giving
testimony before the court). As to the broad possibilities of the technology, courts will be
able to hear witnesses from separate localities e.g. from another court building. This will
contribute to a safer environment for withesses who do not have to physically be presentin
the courtroom of the trial and through video conferencing can give testimony from another
location where they may feel much safer,

- Servers with sufficient capacity to implement CMS modules for scanning incoming
documents and modules for the electronic exchange of documents via e-mail,

- Equipment required for establishing appropriate network and system infrastructure for the
implementation of digital signatures in the BiH judiciary,

- Video conference equipment in order to advance court hearing procedures,

- Equipment for the optimisation and consolidation of ICT resources in the HJPC data
processing centres,

- Equipment for the establishment of systems for the electronic filing and management of
small value disputes/utilities cases.

Keeping in mind the number of users and the diversity of services that are supported,
an e-judiciary represents one of the biggest information systems in BiH. All segments of the
system must function without any interferences so that users in the courts and prosecutors’
offices can properly execute their daily tasks. This cannot be achieved without continued
investment in new technologies and solutions.

5.3.2. Development and Implementation of Court and Prosecutor Office
Case Management Systems (CMS & T-CMS)

Activities that ICT/CMS?®*® Project carried out in 2010 were aimed at the implementation of
CMS in all courts and T-CMS in all prosecutors’ offices in BiH. One of the objectives was to
conduct activities regarding additional training in all courts and prosecutors’ offices and the
performance of full training in the Court of BiH and the Prosecutors Office of BiH.

The HJPC continued its efforts on the development and advancement of CMS/T-CMS
applications. A new CMS module was developed and introduced on the registration and
issuance of certificates for physical and legal persons serving as proof that there are no
criminal proceedings ongoing against them. Instructions were prepared for using the module
which were sent out to all courts in BiH in order to ensure its full implementation.

Implementation of the system in the Court of BiH and the Prosecutors Office of BiH was
a particular challenge since it required special preparation and added effort. Accordingly, an

39 The ICT/CMS Project began in 2007 and had the objective of increasing efficiency, efficacy and transparency of the work of
Jjudicial institutions through the use of information and communication technology.
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analysis was made of the work processes and system adjustment requirements in order to
meet with the needs of the said institutions, based on which additional adjustments to the
system were made. A module was developed for setting hearings and reserving courtrooms
and other adjustments were made regarding reporting and cases assignment to the permanent
panels.

Implementation in the Prosecutors Office of BiH was carried out between March — June
2010, while implementation in the Court of BiH was carried out in two phases between May
— July (Section |) and September — December 2010 (Sections Il & 1l). User training was, just
like with T-CMS implementation in other prosecutors’ offices, realized in two phases:

- Collective training for all users, &
- Individual support for users during implementation.
Resulting from the said activities was the full implementation of CMS in the Court of BiH

and T-CMS in the Prosecutors Office of BiH, which covers the entry of new cases in the
CMS/T-CMS and the entry of old unfinished cases.

Table 5.2: Overview of Cases Entered in CMS/T-CMS and the Number of Trained Users
in Institutions where CMS/T-CMS was Implemented in 2010

Institution Number of Cases Entered izl Numl?er G amtenet Judg_esl

Trained Prosecutors Trained
Court of BiH 4,933 189 53
Prosecutors Office of BiH 789 184 37
Total 5,722 373 90

During the year, five district commercial courts and one higher commercial court were
established in the Republika Srpska. ICT/CMS Project carried out technical preparations and
the transfer of all commercial cases from the basic and district courts to the newly established
institutions, including full training required for CMS operability on the new courts. These
activities resulted in all commercial courts working with CMS where all cases were transferred
without any additional data copying.

Table 5.3: Overview of the Number of Cases Entered in the CMS and the Number of
Users Trained in the Commercial Courts

Institution Number of Cases Entered Total lerr;?s;gf Users Number of Judges Trained
District Comm. Court Banja Luka 18,892 46 14
District Comm. Court Trebinje 1,444 10 2
District Comm. Court E. Sarajevo 2,613 18 3
District Comm. Court Doboj 2,792 16 4
District Comm. Court Bijeljina 2,146 14 4
Higher Comm. Court Banja Luka 907 17 6
Total 28,794 121 33

During the year testing was carried out on the system users in the courts and prosecutors
and an analysis was prepared of the current situation with the aim of planning additional
training for all users. Based on analysis, a plan was made for additional training in the
prosecutors’ offices which was realized between February-April and September-November,
2010. Between September-November additional training was organised also for the system
users of the commercial courts in the Republica Srpska.

In order to finalise activities on the introduction of the CMS in all courts, CMS teams in
cooperation with local CMS administrators continued activities on the introduction of CMS
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in the minor offence departments in all courts in BiH. Throughout the year implementation
included the minor offence departments of the first instance courts in Banja Luka, Zenica,
Mostar, Zivinice, Konjic, East Sarajevo, Tesanj, Bijeljina, Sanski Most, Gradiska, Prijedor and
Bosanski Petrovac. Implementation also included separate offices of the prosecutors’ offices
i.e. in Visegrad, Vlasenica, Prijedor, Mrkonjic Grad, Srebrenica, and Sanski Most.

Table 5.4: Overview of the Number of Cases Entered in the CMS and the Number of
Users Trained in the Minor Offence Departments of the Courts

Institution Number of Cases Entered LELE N".'r';?:;gf DS Number of Judges Trained
MC Zenica 3,043 12 4
MC Zivinice 1,057 9 3
MC Mostar 2,759 12 4
MC Konjic 1,374 24 8
MC Sanski Most 1,368 15 5
MC Biha¢ 1,616 6 2
MC Bihac PO Bosanski Petrovac 454 3 1
MC Banja Luka 9,787 27 9
MC Gradiska 4,993 18 6
BC Prijedor 3,861 27 9
BC Bijeljina 1,786 9 3
BC Sokolac 1,052 9 3
Total 33,150 171 57

Table 5.5: Overview of the Number of Cases Entered in the T-CMS and the Number of
Users Trained in the Branch Offices of the Prosecutors’ offices

Institution Numtéer of Cases Total Numl?er of Users Number of Judges/
ntered Trained Prosecutors
DPO East Sarajevo - Vlasenica Office 332 8 1
DPO East Sarajevo - ViSegrad Office 301 9 2
CPO Bihac Sanski Most - Office 705 9 3
DPO Bijeljina Srebrenica - Office 137 17 1
DPO Banja Luka - Mrkonjic Grad Office 218 6 2
DPO Banja Luka — Prijedor Office 1,051 12 4
Total 2,744 61 23

The module for scanning incoming documents was integrated in the CMS application and
tested in the second half of the year in two pilot courts: the Basic Court Derventa and the
Municipal Court Gorazde. Testing results were good and it is worth mentioning that scanned
documents can be accessed via the internet by using the web access to court cases module.
After testing, a Book of Rules was drafted for use of the module by all users.

Parallel to the said testing, a feasibility study was also developed on the large-scale
implementation of the scanning module where problems that could present themselves
in the process were identified, changes were proposed to the initial pilot court processes
and an estimate was made of hardware infrastructure for the implementation of the module
in all courts and prosecutors’ offices. Even though the ICT/CMS Implementation Team
continuously collected and recorded user proposals and suggestions for removing errors
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and for the development of new solutions to the CMS/T-CMS, they still visited certain courts
and prosecutors’ offices in BiH in order to directly gather user suggestions/requests for the
continued development of the CMS/T-CMS applications, to remove any system errors and to
assess the effects of the training programs in the institutions.

User comments and proposals were analysed and deliberated at a two-day conference
of CMS/T-CMS application users held in Sarajevo on October 28-29, 2010. The conference
was attended by over 100 users, among them, court presidents, judges, prosecutors, ICT
technicians and administrative staff. Discussions resulted in the establishment of a list of
changes that will be incorporated into the current CMS/T-CMS modules in 2011, as well as
proposals for the development of new CMS/T-CMS modules, such as:

- Archiving court cases,

- Monitoring processes for the selection of defence counsels ex officio,

- Recording court expenses and fees, &

- Expanding and enhancing the groups of reports available through the CMS/T-CMS.

In 2010, the HJPC set up a pilot project of the new time measurements system for the
evaluation of judges’ performance. At the same time, changes were made to the CMS
application in order to allow for following new time measurements after they are accepted and
approved by the Council.

In coordination with the Working Group for Planning and the Strategic Development of
CMS/T-CMS, which was established through a Council decision and which had judges,
prosecutors and representatives of administrative staff from the courts and prosecutors’
offices, activities were initiated towards the development and adoption of a legal framework
for CMS/T-CMS for new technical solutions to the system, including:

- Book of Rules on the Case Management System in the Courts,
- Book of Rules on the Case Management System in the Prosecutors’ offices, &
- Book of Rules on ICT Department Communications.

During the year, the ICT/CMS Project coordinated and monitored the entry of all backlogs
in the courts and prosecutors’ offices into the CMS/T-CMS.

Based on data gathered from the courts, the entry of cases was fully completed in 54 courts
(74% of the courts). The total number of old cases entered between March 1 — December 15,
2010 was 98,261, while the number of cases that remained un-entered was 29,913.

Based on data gathered from the prosecutors’ offices, the entry of cases into the T-CMS
was fully completed in 10 prosecutors’ offices (53% of the prosecutors’ offices). The total
number of old cases entered between April 1 — December 15, 2010 was 20,219, while the
number of cases that remained un-entered was 6,079. Data does not include KTN and KTA
cases.

The end implementation of the CMS/T-CMS in all courts and prosecutors’ offices provided
the following statistical data on the total number of trained users in the courts and prosecutors
and the number of cases entered:

Table 5.6: Overview of Cases Entered in CMS/T-CMS and the Total Number of Users
Trained in the Courts and Prosecutors’ offices

Institution

Number of Cases

Total Number of Registered
Users

Number of Judges/Pros-
ecutors

All Courts 1,506,604 3,886 1,016
All Prosecutors’ offices 62,637 858 290
Total 1,569,241 4,744 1,306
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The ICT/CMS Project carried out an analysis of the work processes of the Office of
the Disciplinary Counsel of the HIPC (ODC) with the objective of developing a proposal
for changes and adjustments to the CMS in line with ODC requirements. The system was
modified and individual user training carried out. Full implementation of the CMS in the ODC
is planned for 2011.

Parallel to activities aimed at the continued development of CMS/T-CMS functionalities
within the framework of the EU Project for Support to the BiH Judiciary — IPA 20094, in
December 2010, with the financial support of the United Kingdom, the HJPC initiated the
Project titled “Support for the BiH Judiciary in Processing War Crimes”™'. The Project envisages
the development of a separate T-CMS module for access to the BiH war crimes database.
This way all prosecutors from entity, canton and district prosecutors’ offices will have access
to information and documents on war crimes for the whole of BiH.

5.3.3. Development and Establishment of a Judicial Web Portal

Since 2008, the HJPC has been working on the establishment and development of a
judicial web portal as a central access point for information from all judicial institutions in BiH.

Activities in 2010 were focused on raising transparency levels regarding the performance of
judicial institutions and included the development and adjustment of web portal functionalities
to meet citizens’ needs, among other things with the application of new information services
for parties in court proceedings, as well as the development of web pages for as many courts
and prosecutors’ offices as possible.

In cooperation with the judicial institutions, the HJPC developed web pages for 23 courts
and 12 prosecutors’ offices, and in doing so increased the number other institutions and
organizations web pages on the judicial web portal to 75. During the reporting period, the
HJPC provided judicial institutions with the requisite training, coordination and technical
support throughout the process of preparation and determination of the content for disclosure
on official web pages, as well as in the phase of maintaining all web pages within the judicial
web portal. Also, within the EU Project for Support to the BiH Judiciary — IPA 2009 the plan is
to develop web pages for the remaining judicial institutions in the future.

In order to achieve greater transparency of the courts for the public and to facilitate easier
access to information for parties during court proceedings, in February, 2010, a pilot phase
was initiated regarding the service “Access to Court Cases Via the Internet” in 7 courts in
BiH, which lasted until the end of April. This service allows parties in court proceedings to
be regularly informed via the internet on court proceedings for which they have access in
accordance with the law. Parties realize the option of access to a court case by verbally
requesting a unique access code with the competent court. With this code and the court case
number, parties have the option to access information on the court case through the judicial
web portal at their leisure, using any locality with internet access. Apart from training and
support for the courts in the implementation of the service, the HIPC established a separate
e-mail address for the purposes of communication and support to the users of the service
“Access to Court Cases via the Internet”. During 2010, parties, attorneys and other authorized
persons were issued 6,015 access certificates with unique access codes.

40 New CMS modules for scanning incoming documents, electronic exchange of documents via e-mail and the exchange of data
between prosecutors and the police, as well as the creation of new reports within CMS.
41 Detailed information on the Project can be found in Chapter 11 “Donor Support and International/Regional Cooperation”
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Diagram 5.1: Trends regarding the Issuance of Unique Access Codes and the Start of
Service Use in the Courts throughout 2010
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Diagram 5.2: Number of Successful User System Registrations and the Number of
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In October, 2010, new functionalities were implemented for the judicial web portal, including
a new design of homepages, the possibility to enter and show web content in a number of
languages and a system for nominating information for publication within the portal of BiH
judicial institutions, which is accessible to the public since December through this link — www.
pravosudje.ba. New functionalities and web page designs within the judicial web portal have
made possible the placement of content on the homepages of the institutions in line with
current needs.

42  The transfer of data and the review of documents is carried out subsequent to the user successfully registering with the sys-
tem.
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Image 5.1. New look for homepages of the courts Image 5.2. New look for homepages of the prosecutors’
offices

The development and establishment of a system for nominating information for publication
on a central page has created the preconditions for the establishment of a Portal for the Judicial
Institutions of BiH which is accessible through the link — www.pravosudje.ba. This allows for a
centralized overview, editing and disclosure of information from the BiH judiciary, whose source
are the web pages of the courts and prosecutors’ offices. Apart from this, the Portal for the
Judicial Institutions of BiH collates the most important information published on the web pages
of the judicial institutions, as well as necessary information and links to available web services.

Continued development of the web portal functionalities is also planned in future. As part
of the EU Project for Support to the BiH Judiciary — IPA 2009, there are plans to develop and
implement a module to serve as a web directory for court interpreters and expert witnesses, a
module as an electronic notice board and a module for centralized access to information for the
public that covers the whole of the judiciary.

In order to continuously maintain and update the web pages of the judicial institutions and
to achieve the standardized design and presentation of web content within the judicial web
portal, the HIPC has adopted a Book of Rules on the Maintenance of the Web Pages of the
Judicial Institutions within the Judicial Web Portal. The Book of Rules defines the organizational
structure of the web pages, minimum content, and necessary procedures and standards.

5.3.4. ICT Training

Training for the IT staff in the judicial institutions continued in 2010. A total of 57 ICT
officers from the courts and prosecutors’ offices attended official Microsoft courses in Windows
Network Infrastructure Management. The HJPC staff also attended various courses from the
official training curricula of Microsoft and Oracle.

During 2010 training was carried out for staff in the courts and prosecutors’ offices on
the preparation and administration of web content. ICT officials from 23 courts and 12
prosecutors’ offices were trained in administering web pages of the judicial institutions within
the judicial web portal. Aside from that, training was held in the same institutions for staff on
the preparation and design of content for publication of web pages, including basic writing for
the web.
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5.3.5. Electronic Processing of Utilities Cases

Information technologies that are being used more and more in the courts of BiH have
contributed to reductions in the number of unresolved cases regarding enforcement based
on authentic documents and regarding RTV subscription collections in 2010. The Municipal
Court Sarajevo saw a reduction in the number of cases in enforcement procedure thanks
to the KODIFEL Project*®, while throughout the year development was carried out of a pilot
project system called SOKOP# in the Municipal Court Zenica and the Basic Court Dobo;.

Electronic processing allows for quicker procedures, rationalization of time for case
processing, savings in material and human resources and, most importantly, this creates the
preconditions for the reduction and ultimate elimination of backlogs.

In 2010, after the Enforcement Department for Operations Based on Authentic Documents
of the Municipal Court Sarajevo moved into its new offices in the suburb of Grbavica, The
KODIFEL system continued operating at full capacity. For the first time it was possible to see
the total value of court claims for utilities services in the Sarajevo Canton, which amounted to
115 million KM.

The system makes it possible to print enforcement decisions, delivery slips, daily orders
and case file covers for all scanned cases. Issuance started on decisions for old cases
that were scanned as well as for all new cases received during the year. Application of the
KODIFEL system has recorded significant results. While around 70,000 “utilities” cases were
resolved annually between 2006 — 2008, since June 2008, to this day around 400,000 cases
have been resolved through the system and with this the court has achieved major saving to
its budget.

Aside from active case processing, in the Department parties can view their cases and,
on request, receive a completed payment slip in the amount of the main debt including
enforcement costs in order to settle their debts.

The objective of the pilot application of the SOKOP system is to test radical changes in
the processing of utilities cases, together with full utilization of the possibilities available with
information technology.

As part of the framework of the system, public broadcasters and public utilities companies
file motions for enforcement and send other filings electronically, via e-mail. The e-mail is
electronically signed through a qualified electronic certificate of confirmation in accordance
with the Law*® and includes other necessary attachments in the exact stipulated manner and
with corresponding content.

Within the pilot application of the SOKOP system it is possible to:

- Receive, record and issue enforcement orders and deliver them electronically together
with an instruction to pay the fees, all within at most 30 minutes for 1,000 cases,

- Carry out service to debtors through court couriers more efficiently by minimizing the
number of visits to the same locality, street or building,
- Reduce the time between various actions,

- Maximize the efficiency of time use by judges or judicial associate who are in charge of the
proceedings.

The SOKOP system has 17,107 cases from three judgment creditors with total claims
amounting to around 4.5 million KM. The courts have, with minimum use of resources, created
46,073 writs.

The system helps the person who is in charge of proceedings by calculating the deadlines
regarding the legal finality of the decisions as well as motioning writs that must be created
based on:

43 Conversion to digital format and the electronic processing of backlogged utilities cases in the Municipal Court Sarajevo.
44  System for the Electronic Processing of Utilities Cases.
45 Law on Electronic Signature (“Official Gazette BiH, no: 91/06).
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- Service outcome,

- Outcome of bailiff actions,

- Party filings,

- Deadlines given to parties in previous court writs.

The proposed writs are completed including all required information, leaving the person in
charge of proceedings only to pass a decision and explain it or if this is not required, then only
to create the proposed writs in group-like form.

All writs that are created by the person in charge of proceedings are dispatched at the
same place. Writs, envelopes and delivery slips are printed together for groups of cases that
will be dispatched on that day. If courier delivery is determined for a certain street or place,
the system will recognize which courier covers such region. Similarly, based on an address,
conclusions are printed for bailiffs, the day before they take to the field. Such an approach
makes it possible to avoid surplus actions. Also, immediately after a creditor withdraws a
motion, the processing of that case is discontinued.

The entry of data on all old cases*® in the pilot courts will allow for simultaneous work on all
cases that have the same debtor, while the citizens will receive access to information on any
“active” cases i.e. cases that are still being processed.

The ultimate objective is the integration of the SOKOP system and the KODIFEL system
into one fully functional system.

Regarding continued informatisation, the EU Project for Support to the BiH Judiciary — IPA
2009, provides for the development of an application of processing small value disputes. This
application will be developed based on SOKOP while legal amendments will be worked on at
the same time which would make it possible to simplify the process of electronic exchange of
data. The application will also allow for the electronic sending and processing of civil cases
dealing with small value disputes.

5.4. Recommendations

With the support of the relevant executive authorities, we need to ensure that the budgets
of the courts and prosecutors’ offices secure greater funding for capital investments to procure
missing computers and software, all for the continued development of the information system
of the judiciary, maintenance of existing equipment and software licences and for training IT
staff and other staff in the judiciary.

The legislative, executive and judicial powers need to monitor the new work methodology
in the judiciary and undertake steps to amend legislation as required in order to allow for and
enhance the operations of judicial institutions in an e-environment.

The relevant legislative and executive powers need to pass appropriate regulations and
set up institutional capacities that would allow for the full application of the Law on Electronic
Signatures and the Law on Electronic Operations in the information system of the judiciary
as well, which would allow for submissions to be filed with the court electronically with a
domestically qualified digital certificate, as well as the service of court decisions electronically.

46 Entry of data on all old cases is provided for within the EU Project for Support to the BiH Judiciary — IPA 2009.
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6. CHAPTER: COURT & PROSECUTOR OFFICE
BUDGETS

6.1. Introduction

Apart from representing one of the most important conditions for the unimpeded
performance of court and prosecutor activities, as well as for implementing judicial reform,
adequate funding is also one of the mid-term priorities of the European Partnership with
Bosnia and Herzegovina*’. All expenditures by judicial institutions are financed from the
budgets that are within the competences of the relevant legislative and executive branches,
with an exemption where a small part of this is financed from donor funds earmarked for a
variety of reform projects.

The courts and prosecutors’ offices in BiH are financed from 14 different sources. Funds
for the Court of BiH and the Prosecutors Office of BiH are approved within the budget of
common institutions of BiH. Judicial institutions in the RS are financed out of the RS budget.
Funds for the Supreme Court of the Federation BiH and the Federal Prosecutors Office FBiH
are secured with the budget of the Federation BiH, while the other judicial institutions in the
Federation BiH are funded from cantonal budgets. Financing the judicial institutions of the
Brcko District BiH is with the executive and legislative branches of the District government.

The Law on the HJPC* stipulates for the HJPC “Participating, at the Council’s discretion,
in the drafting process of annual budgets for the courts and prosecutors’ offices”, while the
entity laws on courts*® explicitly state:

- All courts shall submit their budget requests to the HJIPC, while any comments that the
HJPC may have shall be delivered to the relevant ministry of justice together with the
budget requests,

- If the relevant ministry of justice does not concur with the proposed court budget, it shall
inform the HJPC accordingly, and

- The relevant ministry of finance and the government shall, prior to amending a proposal
court budget, consult with the HJPC.

The HJPC also applies the same procedures for prosecutors’ offices as based on
competences prescribed with the Law on the HJPC.

Within the process for the adoption of budgets for courts and prosecutors’ offices, the
HJPC has the powers to:

- Give proposals, according to their own assessment, regarding the annual budget proposed
by the State authorities and/or governments for the courts and prosecutors’ offices,

- Give and offer, according to their own assessment, proposals for the amendment of budgets
proposed by State authorities and/or governments and/or the Judicial Commission of the
Brcko District BiH to the relevant legislative authorities.

In accordance with the Action Plan for the Implementation of the Justice Sector Reform
Strategy in BiH, the HJPC has initiated activities aimed at strengthening the role of the
HJPC in the process for the preparation, adoption and execution of budgets, and for greater
independence of judicial institutions regarding financing issues. Also, with the support of the
JSDP Il Project, activities have been initiated aimed at reducing the level of fragmentation of
the financing of judicial institutions and the reduction of the number of funding sources.

The HJPC has a Standing Committee for Judicial and Prosecutorial Budgets that considers
issues relating to the budgets of courts and prosecutors’ offices and according proposes to the

47 Decision of the Council of the EU no: 2008/211/EC.

48 Article 17, paragraphs 15 & 16 of the Law on the HJPC (,Official Gazette BiH, no: 25/04, 93/05, 48/07 & 15/08).

49 The Law on Courts of the Federation BiH (“Official Gazette FBiH”, no: 38/05 & 22/06) and the Law on Courts of Republika
Srpska (“Official Gazette RS”, no: 111/04, 109/05, 37/06, 17/08, 119/08 & 58/09).
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Council the rendering of relevant decisions. Support for the Standing Committee for Judicial
and Prosecutorial Budgets and for the HJPC for any issues within the domain of court and
prosecutors office budgets is provided by the Budget Department of the HIPC Secretariat.

6.2. Activities and Achievements in 2010
6.2.1. Budget Execution for 2009

In 2010, data was gathered and analysed on budget execution for all courts and
prosecutors’ offices in BiH in 2009, except for the constitutional courts. Data was gathered
from the annual financial statements of the courts and prosecutors’ offices, while in certain
cases supplementary reports were used as well — “Gross Analytical Balances” — that offer a
detailed overview of expenditures as per analytical item/account. The data gathered serves
as a basis for carrying out various comparative analyses on national and international levels,
which are then presented to the local public and to the Council of Europe.

6.2.1.1. Breakdown of Expenditures in 2009
The total expenditure of the courts and prosecutors’ offices in 2009 was 185,793,691

KM, which is 2.4% less than for 2008, when total expenditure was 190,360,221 KM. The
breakdown of total expenditures is as follows:

Gross salaries and employee payments 147,904,316 79.6%
Material and service expenses 36,007,374 19.4%
Capital investments 1,882,001 1.0%
TOTAL 185,793,691 100%

There is a noticeable reduction in capital investments within the total amount (from 3.3%
in 2008 to 1.% in 2009).

Table 6.1. shows data on the major expenses within material and service expenditures.

Table 6.1: Major Expenses within Material and Service Expenditures in KM*

o . §
Type of Expense 2009 Expenses 6 M;;::ra‘:j;:(:eiemce

Postal and Telephone Services 8,074,483 22.4%

Expert Witnessing, Witnesses and Lay Judge Expenses 2,413,950 6.7%

Attorney Expensgs in Mandatory Defence Cases and 10,597,597 29.4%

Expenses for Indigent Defendants

TOTAL 21,086,030 58.5%

These expenses make up 58.5% of the total material and services expenditures, which
stand at around 36 million KM. It must be said that these expenses are mainly generated
through the provisions of the laws on criminal and civil procedures, meaning that the
management of the judicial institutions has limited possibility to influence these expenses.

50 Considering that expenses for attorneys, expert witnesses account for all levels of government in BiH, an assessment was
carried out for the judicial institutiosn of the West Herzegovina Canton, the Court of BiH and the Prosecutors Office of BiH.
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6.2.2. Expenses per Financing Source and Category of Institution

Of the total expenditure of the courts and prosecutors’ offices:

- 59.3% refers to expenses created in the judicial institutions of FBiH,
- 29.4% for judicial institutions in RS,
- 2.7% for the courts and prosecutors office in Brcko District BiH, while

- 8.6% of the said expenditures was generated by the Court of BiH and the Prosecutors
Office of BiH.

Diagram 6.1: Budget Expenditures for 2009
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Close to 4/5™s (79.5% or 147.8 million KM) of budget expenditure went on the courts and
the rest (20.5% or 38 million KM) went on prosecutors’ offices.

Diagram 6.2: Court and Prosecutors Office Expenditures According to Institution
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Of the total expenditures of the courts in BiH, the first instance courts (municipal courts in
FBiH and Basic courts in RS and the Brcko District BiH®') accounted for 67.9% of the expenses,
the second instance courts accounted for 20.7%, 6.5% fell under the Court of BiH, while the
remaining 4.9% was for the two entity Supreme courts.

Of the total expenditures of the prosecutors’ offices in BiH, the cantonal prosecutors’ offices in
FBiH, the district prosecutors’ offices in RS and the Prosecutor’s Office of the Brcko District BiH
expended 78.9% of the total expenditures of the prosecutors’ offices. The Prosecutor’s Office of
BiH accounted for 16.6%, while 4.5% of the expenses referred to the entity prosecutors’ offices.

6.2.2.1. Revenue from Court Fees Collected
In 2010, the HJPC gathered data on revenue recorded on the economic account codes

through the single treasury system in 2009, that were based on various activities of the judicial
institutions.

Table 6.2: Revenue from Court Fees between 2007 — 2009 in KM

covernment Level Court Fees 2007 | Court Fees 2008 | Court Fees 2009 o s
1 ] [} V=1
BiH level 325,093 177,872 125,739 -29.31%
Republika Srpska 20,831,999 20,020,077 17,830,624 -10.94%
Federation BiH 145,116 121,318 68,782 -43.30%
Una — Sana Canton 4,523,049 4,655,877 3,952,107 -15.12%
Posavina Canton 404,851 393,191 453,674 15.38%
Tuzla Canton 4,904,195 4,518,187 5,473,096 21.13%
Zenica — Doboj Canton 3,366,880 3,201,246 3,674,149 14.77%
Bosnia-Podrinja Canton 59,523 91,448 71,185 -22.16%
Central Bosnia Canton 1,974,596 1,901,562 1,824,045 -4.08%
Herzegovina — Neretva Canton 2,554,303 2,300,882 2,727,392 18.54%
West Herzegovina Canton 1,299,924 1,591,088 1,402,252 -11.87%
Sarajevo Canton 7,191,112 6,732,166 8,403,862 24.83%
Canton 10 316,940 630,185 663,853 5.34%
FBiH - Total 26,740,489 26,137,150 28,714,397 9.86%
Brcko District BiH 1,537,840 1,308,176 1,525,098 16.58%
TOTAL 49,435,421 47,643,275 48,195,858 1.16%

In 2009 revenue generated from the collection of court fees rose compared to 2008 by
1.16% or 550,000 KM.

Particularly significant changes occurred in revenue amounts from court fees in the cantons
where new laws on court fees were adopted based on the HIPC recommendations. In the
West Herzegovina Canton the Law came into effect in 2008. After a rise in revenue for 2008,
in 2009 the canton saw a drop of 11.9% compared to 2008, although the revenue generated
from court fees was still higher than in 2007 by 7.8%. In all other cantons that adopted this
law, an increase was recorded when compared to 2008 figures, as follows: Posavina Canton
15.1%, Tuzla Canton 21.1%, Zenica — Doboj Canton 14.8% and Sarajevo Canton 24.8%.

It must be stressed though, the increase in revenue was not the primary objective for the
adoption of the laws and that the reasons for the increase may, apart from the adoption of the
new laws, also be due to an increase in the number of cases processed by the courts.

51 Financial statements for 2009 do not separate the expenditures of the Basic and Appellate courts of the Brcko District BiH. The
assessment of the expenditures in the courts of the Brcko District BiH was carried out based on the number of judge positions filled.
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6.2.3. Court and Prosecutors Office Budgets Adopted for 2010

Within its regular activities and in accordance with its powers as determined with the Law
on the HJPC, the Council sent out guidelines to the courts and prosecutors’ offices for the
drafting of budget proposals for 2010. Just as in the past, guidelines were not prepared for
the Court of BiH or the Prosecutors Office of BiH due to the specifics of the two institutions or
for the basic and appellate courts of the Brcko District BiH due to specific budget processes
involved in the Brcko District BiH. Also, due to the specificity of cases and the inability to
conduct a comparative analysis of the material expenses with other prosecutors’ offices,
guidelines were also not prepared for the Special Prosecutor’s Office of RS.

The HJPC guidelines for the drafting of budgets helps the judicial institutions to prepare
budget requests in accordance with the HIPC decisions on the number of judicial office
holders and other relevant decisions and regulations. The guidelines also shows a Council
estimate on the minimum budget funds required for the smooth functioning of the institution.

Key preconditions that were used for the preparation of guidelines are:

- The number of judicial offices according to the systematisation that was in effect at the
time of preparing the guidelines;

- The number of support staff determined according to the maximum approved number in
line with the entity books of rules on the determination of the criteria for the determination
of the number of employees in the courts;

- The number of support staff in the prosecutors’ offices as determined based on the number
provided for with current books of rules on internal organisation and the systematisation
of posts in the prosecutors’ offices that are approved by the HIJPC within its regular
procedures;

- Salaries and compensation planned in accordance with current laws that regulate the
salaries and compensation of judges and prosecutors and based on data on average
salaries and compensation for support staff for each court and prosecutors office that were
available when preparing the guidelines;

- Toassess material and service related expenditures, data from the past two years was used
(2007 & 2008), 2009 approved budgets, assessments of required funds for information
systems maintenance and the number of resolved cases during the past year;

- Considering the minimum outlays for capital investments in the past, the guidelines included
funds for construction, renovation and investment maintenance of buildings, as well as
the procurement of equipment at 5% of the planned budget for salaries, compensation,
and expenses for material and service expenditures. Funds for capital investments also
covered funds for the procurement of IT equipment.

Tables 6.3 and 6.4 show comparisons regarding the HJPC guidelines and adopted budgets
of the judicial institutions to which the HIPC sent the budget guidelines.
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Table 6.3: THE HJPC Budget Guidelines and Adopted Budgets for 2010 in KM

THE HJPC Initial Budgets Budget Rebalance iitalApproved Rebalance/THE
Guidelines for 2010 d for 2010 for 2010 Budget/THE HIPC | ) j5c Guideli
Institution uidelines Ttor approved tor or Guidelines uidelines
I I i 1 i
Republika Srpska

Supreme Court 3,247,495 2,547,000 2,547,000 -21.6% -21.6%
Prosecutor’s Office 606,857 618,000 618,000 1.8% 1.8%
of RS

District Courts 10,248,150 8,429,000 8,429,000 17.8% 17.8%
District Prosecutors’ 8,601,242 7,628,000 7,628,000 A1.3% 11.3%
offices

Basic Courts 34,474,052 28,239,000 28,239,000 18.1% -18.1%
Total RS 57,177,796 47,461,000 47,461,000 A7.0% 17.0%

Federation BiH

Supreme Court 6,198,314 4,896,737 4,896,737 -21.0% -21.0%
E’g’i;ecutor s Office 1,472,191 1,186,682 1,263,882 -19.4% 14.1%
Cantonal Courts 22,457,387 19,627,455 19,426,100 12.6% 13.5%
Cantonal Prosecutors 21,157,638 19,030,931 18,825,564 10.1% 11.0%
offices

Municipal Courts 78,901,109 67,612,807 68,200,513 -14.3% 13.4%
Total FBiH 130,186,639 112,354,612 112,702,796 A13.7% 13.4%

Table 6.4: THE HJPC Budget Guidelines and Budgets Adopted for 2010 according to
Type of Expenditure Expressed in KM

THE HJPC Initial Budgets Budget Rebalance B'::'ae'ﬂ‘}ﬂg‘;‘l’jgc Rebalance/THE
Guidelines for 2010 approved for 2010 for 2010 get/1H HJPC Guidelines
Item Guidelines
| ] mn 1] mm
Republika Srpska
Salaries and
Compensation, Taxes 41,800,779 39,290,400 39,290,400 -6.0% -6.0%
and Contributions
Expenditures for 12,654,263 8,097,300 8,097,300 -36.0% -36.0%
Material and Services
Capital Expenditures 2,722,754 73,300 73,300 -97.3% -97.3%
Total RS 57,177,796 47,461,000 47,461,000 -17.0% -17.0%
Federation BiH
Salaries and
Compensation, Taxes 96,916,869 91,268,547 91,362,331 -5.8% -5.7%
and Contributions
Expenditures for 27,070,408 19,733,756 20,039,816 -27.1% -26.0%
Material and Services
Capital Expenditures 6,199,366 1,352,309 1,300,649 -78.2% -79.0%
Total FBiH 130,186,643 112,354,612 112,702,796 -13.7% -13.4%

A generally unfavourable financial situation has also influenced the budgets of the courts
and prosecutors’ offices in BiH. Thus, the initially approved budgets in FBiH are lower than
13.7% compared to the HJPC guidelines. Rebalances of the budgets of the courts and
prosecutors’ offices were approved in slightly higher amounts compared to the initial budget
that was approved, meaning that the difference compared to the guidelines is somewhat
lower (-13.4%). The biggest deviation in relative amounts was recorded for items that referred
to capital expenditures. This is, foremost, a consequence of the decisions of the executive
and legislative branches to, while in the midst of recession to set such expenditures at a bare
minimum. The difference for item material and services expenditures is -27.1% to that of the
initially approved budget and -26% to the rebalanced budget. Even though we cannot say
that we have recorded cases of full shutdowns in the operations of the judicial institutions,
such negative figures for approved funds do not allow for unimpeded work of the judicial
institutions. Regarding items for gross salaries and compensation the difference was -5.8%
of that initially approved or -5.7% compared to the rebalanced budget, largely due to unfilled
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judge and prosecutor positions and the inability to hire an appropriate number of support staff
according to the approved systematisations.

In the RS, the initial approved budget was 17% lower than that of the HIPC guidelines.
Capital investments in the budgets of the courts and prosecutors office where the HJIPC
guidelines were set were also reduced to a minimum in the RS (73,300KM). The difference in
the items for material and services expenditures compared to HIPV guidelines was at -36%.
Gross salaries and compensation had approved funds 6% lower that that of the guidelines
due to unfilled judge and prosecutor positions and due to the inability to fill support staff
positions that are provided for with the book of rules on systematisation as well as due to
salary reductions of the support staff after the guidelines were prepared. We should stress
that in 2010 funds were approved for the set up of commercial courts though this was not
covered with the overview.

Table 6.5: Approved Budgets for 2009 and 2010 for the Court of BiH and the
Prosecutors Office of BiH Expressed in KM

2009 Approved Budget 2010 Approved Budget App;g::;:lzgt;.lgdget
Institution / Item
| [} i
BiH Level — According to Institution
Court of BiH 10,520,000 12,220,000 16.2%
Prosecutors Office of BiH 8,015,000 8,246,000 2.9%
Total BiH Level 18,535,000 20,466,000 10.4%
BiH Level — According to Type of Expenditure
Salaries and Compensation, taxes and contributions 14,966,000 16,804,000 12.3%
Expenditures for Material and Services 3,431,000 3,524,000 2.7%
Capital Investments 138,000 138,000 0.0%
Total BiH Level 18,535,000 20,466,000 10.4%

Table 6.6: Approved Budgets for 2009 and 2010 for the Courts and the Prosecutor’s
Office of the Brcko District BiH Expressed in KM

L Initial Approved Budget Initial Approved | oo\ jance 2010/
o Sdosl) Budget 2010 | Rebalance 2010 | ,Budget2010/ | o o\ ed 2000
Institution / Item Rebalance 2009 Approved 2009
I I n 1 nn
Brcko District BiH — as per Institution
Appellate and Basic Court 4,230,407 4,885,546 4,838,046 15.5% 14.4%
Prosecutors Office 1,295,855 1,452,800 1,417,000 12.1% 9.3%
Total 5,526,262 6,338,346 6,255,046 14.7% 13.2%
Brcko District BiH — as per Type of Expenditure
ffﬁff.fﬁtinn‘i Compensation, taxes and 3,996,401 4,914,346 4,831,046 23.0% 20.9%
Expenditures for Material and Services 1,352,500 1,194,000 1,194,000 -11.7% -11.7%
Capital Investments 177,361 230,000 230,000 29.7% 29.7%
Total 5,526,262 6,338,346 6,255,046 14.7% 13.2%
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The budgets of the Court of BiH and the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH and the judicial
institutions of the Brcko District BiH were increased compared to last year.

The total increase in the budgets for the Court of BiH and the Prosecutors Office of BiH
was 10.4%. The increase is primarily the result of funds that were approved for salaries and
compensation for domestic judges and prosecutors who replaced the international judges
and prosecutors, as well as for relevant administrative staff. Minor increases were noted for
material and service expenditure, while capital investments had funds approved in the same
amount as for the previous year.

Judicial institutions of the Brcko District BiH has the initially approved budgets for 2010
significantly higher to that of the 2009 rebalanced budget (14.7% increase). Funds were
increased for items under salaries and compensation, as well as for capital investments, while
funding was reduced for items under material and service expenditures (-11.7%). The 2010
rebalanced budget has minor reductions for items under gross salaries and compensation
(1.7%).

6.2.4. Budget Trends

After a significant decrease in the funds approved in 2009, the trend of reduced funding
for courts and prosecutors’ offices was halted in 2010. Thus, the 2010 rebalanced budgets
for courts and prosecutors’ offices amounted to BAM 192,806,842, which is an increase by
3.5% compared to 2009, when the budgets for courts and prosecutors’ offices totaled BAM
186,348,522. It should be noted that in 2010, the funds approved for six newly-established
judicial institutions in Republika Srpska (the High Commercial Court and five district commercial
courts) amounted to BAM 3,842,000, which is one of the reasons for the budget increase.
Still, the total approved funding for courts and prosecutors’ offices was still significantly lower
compared to 2008, when the total approved funds amounted to 197,516,467, which was 2.4%
more than in 2010.

By the end of 2010, the National Assembly of the RS passed the 2011 budget. The budget
allocation for courts and prosecutors’ offices amounts to BAM 53,353,000, which is a slight
decrease of 0.1% as compared to 2010. Given the fact that the overall budget of the RS
remained unchanged as compared to the previous year (BAM 1.6 billion), the share of courts
and prosecutors’ offices in the total budget also remained at the same level, that is at 3.3%.
However, it should be noted that the approved budget funds intended for commercial courts
have been increased by about BAM 900,000 as compared to 2010, while approximately the
same amount was deducted for other courts and prosecutors’ offices in Republika Srpska.

By the time of drafting the HJPC 2010 Annual Report, the budgets of other levels of
government were not adopted.

The following illustration shows the total budgets of courts and prosecutors’ offices from
2004 t0 2011. The 2011 data covers only the adopted budgets of courts and prosecutors’ offices
in Republika Srpska since, as mentioned above, the budgets at most levels of government
were not adopted by the time of drafting the HJPC 2010 Annual Report.
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Diagram 6.3: Budget trends (in million of BAM)*?
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6.3. Recommendations

Itis recommended that the legislative and executive authorities reduce fragmented funding
of judicial institutions by relying on fewer funding sources. This would create prerequisites for
funding of the entire judicial system based on uniform principles and clearly set strategic
directions and, consequently, ensuring equal access to justice for all citizens, in accordance
with international standards. Fragmented funding impedes the implementation of the state-
level strategic activities. In the BiH Justice Sector Reform Strategy, this problem is cited as
one of the key unresolved issues.

It is recommended that the legislative and executive authorities support activities related to
legislative changes which would strengthen the role of the HJPC in the preparation, adoption
and execution of budgets in relation to executive and legislative authorities, as foreseen by
the Implementation Action Plan of the BiH Justice Sector Reform Strategy.

It is recommended that the executive authorities continue and formalise the practice of
harmonising the courts’ and prosecutors’ budgets among the HJPC, the ministries of justice
and the ministries of finance in the budget proposal phase, as foreseen by the Implementation
Action Plan of the BiH Justice Sector Reform Strategy.

Itis recommended that the legislative and executive authorities provide adequate budgetary
resources for courts and prosecutors’ offices, and not less than an amount deemed by the
HJPC minimum required for smooth operation and development of judicial institutions.

52 For the purpose of this compatarive review, the data includes the budgets of minor offence courts, which ceased to exist in
2006, the budget of the Special Prosecutor’s Office of Republika Srpska, which was established in 2006, as well as the budgets of
commercial courts in Republika Srpska, the funding for which has been approved for 2010 and 2011.
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7. CHAPTER: TRAINING AND JUDICIAL
DOCUMENTATION CENTRE

7.1. Introduction

Dynamism and development of the judicial system presents a challenge for the institutions
dealing with professional development of judicial staff in BiH. Through the reform, the Entity
Judicial and Prosecutorial Training Centres (JPTCs) have been entrusted with this role, and
they organise and carry out the training for judicial office holders, as well as for those intending
to do this kind of job, and to the HIPC which has an advisory and supervisory role in the
overall process. The training of judges and prosecutors in Brcko District has been entrusted
to the Judicial Commission of Brcko District (JCBD).

In addition to institutionalised training provided by these institutions, the HJPC, with the
financial support of the Spanish Agency for International Development Cooperation and
of the European Commission, has established the Judicial Documentation Centre to deal
with collecting and publishing selected caselaw in BiH, which, in addition to contributing to
harmonisation of caselaw, has an important role in professional development of judges and
prosecutors individually.

In 2010, the HJPC worked towards fulfilling the obligations arising from the Implementation
Action Plan of the BiH Justice Sector Reform Strategy, covering the period 2009 — 2013,
which relate to training and publication of caselaw, while emphasizing the importance of
training and its further development. Training, as a right and obligation, is one of fundamental
principles set out in the Magna Chart of European Judges, adopted at 11™ plenary session
of the Consultative Council of European Judges, held in November 2010 in Strasbourg. This
principle, inter alia, emphasizes that the training is an important element for the preservation
of judicial independence and the quality and efficient judicial system.

7.2. Activities and results achieved in 2010 in the field of
education

7.2.1. Professional development and induction training

New skills and knowledge, which judges and prosecutors need to master, require a planned
and long-term approach to designing training programme, whilst leaving sufficient room for ad
hoc activities. Past experience has shown that it is impossible to foresee all training activities
in the training design phase, and that during their practical implementation there might be
a need to introduce new topics. Such an approach poses a continuing challenge for the
two Entity Judicial and Prosecutorial Training Centres and the Judicial Commission of Brcko
District, whose work programmes are designed in cooperation with the HJPC for a period of
one year.

The HJPC, within the framework of its legal competencies, oversees the implementation
of training programmes by approving annual reports, analysing quarterly reports, as well as
the problems and challenges faced by the JPTCs and JCBD. In this regard, the Council, at its
session held on 15 June 2010, approved annual reports on implementation of the professional
development and induction training programmes of the JPTCs and JCBD for 2009.

Based on the analysis of quarterly reports, the HIPC Standing Committee for Education
found that the training was implemented in accordance with the 2010 training programme.
Thus, for example, the training for managerial staff in BiH judicial institutions was implemented,
as well as the joint training programme for police and prosecutors, as foreseen in the Justice
Sector Reform Strategy. It was also found that the induction training programme entered the
final year of its implementation for the first generation of trainees.
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In response to information of the FBiH Judicial and Prosecutorial Training Centre with
regard to cooperation with international organisations dealing with judicial training, the
Council concluded that the training events not involving the JPTCs may not be counted as
mandatory training days. It is recommended that international organisations providing training
for judges and prosecutors in BiH coordinate their activities with the JPTCs already during the
preparation of annual work programmes. This standpoint taken by the Council contributed to
improved coordination of international organisations.

At its session held on 16 December 2010, the Council approved the 2011 JPTCs Annual
Work Programmes, noting that the Programmes were made taking into account the existing
strategies and proposals received from the professional community in BiH, including the
proposals of the HIPC. The Council at the aforementioned session also noted the need for
comprehensive evaluation of implemented training, as well as the need for its continuous
improvement.

These findings pose new challenges for the HJPC and the JPTC, reiterating the necessity
of having close cooperation between the Standing Committee for Education, a working body
of the HJPC, and the Judicial Documentation Centre, an HJPC department providing support
to the Standing Committee for Education.

7.2.2. Mid-term Strategy for Induction Training and Professional
Development

In developing and implementing the work programmes, there are various issues which are
not covered by the existing legal framework, therefore requiring that judicial training providers
address these issues through the development of a Mid-term Strategy for Induction Training
and Professional Development for the period 2011-2014. The development of this strategy is
also foreseen under the Justice Sector Reform Strategy.

In view of that, the HJPC has undertaken a number of activities to achieve this objective.
Already in August 2009, the implementation of strategic directions contained in the previous
strategy was analyzed, while in 2010 the implementation of the remaining measures was
supervised, and several meetings with the directors of the JPTCs held.

Following the strategy drafting process, draft strategies were discussed and adopted by
the Steering Boards of the JPTCs, and subsequently submitted for consideration to the HIPC
Standing Committee for Education in the form of separate proposals.

At the meeting held in December 2010, the Directors of the JPTCs presented the
proposals of the Strategy to the members of the Standing Committee. The Standing
Committee welcomed constructive ideas contained in the proposals and recommended that
the proposals be discussed and agreed by a common Steering Board of the Entity Judicial
and Prosecutorial Training Centres and the Judicial Commission of Brcko District BiH, after
which a single document would be presented to the Council.

7.2.3. Support to the Judicial and Prosecutorial Training Centres

In 2010, various capacity-building efforts were undertaken within the framework of support
to the Entity Judicial and Prosecutorial Training Centres. Upon the initiative of the Director of
the FBiH Judicial and Prosecutorial Training Centre and with the support of the HJPC, the
FBiH Government approved the funding for the partial expansion of systematisation of the
Centre.

Within the framework of the project implemented by the HJPC in cooperation with the
OSCE Mission to BiH “The Heritage of the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former
Yugoslavia”, the staff has been employed to work in the JPTCs on a temporary basis. Further
to this, the CMS trainers will continue their engagement as trainers in the JPTCs. Certain
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technical assistance (computers, laptops, servers, printers, scanners, etc.) has been provided
from the IPA 2008 funds to the JPTCs. Also, the support to the JPTCs has been foreseen
under the IPA 2010 with a view to establishing an improved and structured training system
for judges and prosecutors, improving methodology and quality of education programmes,
building human capacity, as well as developing and implementing distance-learning software
solutions as an important self-learning tool for judicial office holders.

7.3. Activities and achievements of the Judicial
Documentation Centre in 2010

7.3.1. Database of court decisions
The database of court decisions is available at www.pravosudije.ba/csd. It has great

practical value since it contains a comprehensive electronic collection of caselaw in BiH with
approximately 6,000 selected court decisions.

Recognising customers’s demands for access to the database of the most current caselaw
of the highest judicial instances, in 2010 the database was supplemented with decisions
of partner courts®, as well as with the decisions of lower instance courts rendered in the
respective cases. Although caselaw in BiH is not a formal source of law, since the court
decisions do not have the force of precedence in Anglo-Saxon law, the arguments presented in
the court decisions, through their power and authority of the court, influence the interpretation
and application of specific regulations.

In 2010, approximately 2000 new decisions were added to the database. The database
also contains dozens of sentences from the Caselaw Bulletin of the FBiH Supreme Court,
which are related to specific legal stands taken in some of the decisions rendered by this
Court.

As in previous years, court presidents and judges of the partner courts selected the
decisions which, due to their current relevance and importance for interpretation and
application of law, should be made available via the database of the Judicial Documentation
Centre. The importance of judicial interpretation of regulations and legal stands that the courts
have taken in their respective decisions are particularly important in case of legal gaps, or in
case of incomplete, unclear or mutually conflicting regulations.

Database search options have also been improved in a way that the search is enabled
through defined legal terms in criminal, civil and administrative law. Specifically, efforts were
made over the year that all decisions be indexed by legal terms from the introductory part
of the decision, and some 800 decisions were further indexed by terms from the operative
part of the decision. The HJPC has been making continued efforts to further improve court
decisions. These efforts will continue in 2011, as the introduction of search option by applicable
regulations is of great value to end users.

Only judges, prosecutors, judicial associates and advisors in courts and prosecutors
offices are allowed access to the database. The database usage analyses, which were made
in 2010, show a slight, but constant increase in the number of users and multiple users.

53 Partner courts are the Court of BiH, FBiH Supreme Court, RS Supreme Court and the Appelate Court of Brcko
District BiH.
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Diagram 7.1: Growing trend of users of court decisions database
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Availability of information regarding the resolution of certain legal issues via this type of
database provides insight into the current caselaw in specific fields of law, which cretainly is
the prerequisite for harmonisation of caselaw.

7.3.2. Cooperation with the users of the JDC services

In 2010, the JDC continued its cooperation with the users of the JDC services through
the promotion of the court decisions database within the judicial community and by providing
continuous technical assistance to the database users. The staff of the JDC, ICT officers
in courts and prosecutors’ offices, and, to a certain extent, the CMS trainers in courts and
prosecutors offices were involved in these activities.

Several presentations were held within the framework of seminars organised by the
Judicial and Prosecutorial Training Centres. The cooperation with these institutions will
continue in 2011 in the framework of training on the use of IT as a distance-learning tool.
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Promotional activities were implemented in a number of judicial institutions® in
accordance with the promotion plan approved by the HIPC Standing Committee for the
Judicial Documentation Centre. In addition to presentations, some of these also organised the
meetings with multiple users who provided comments on the usefulness of the database and
presented the requests for its further improvement. Some of the requests were successfully
accommodated during the year.

7.3.3. JDC web page

In 2010, the content and quality of web page information was significantly improved, where
new features were introduced mainly on the request of the users. The new features include:

- the bulletins of the FBiH Supreme Court
- legal interpretations of the supreme courts’ civil departments, and general legal opinions,
- information about the new decisions of the European Court of Human Rights,

- information about the sessions of the Constitutional Court of BiH, as well as the summary
of conclusions of decisions on the merits,

- information about the newly adopted legislation at the state and entity level,

- publications of the Human Rights Centre of Sarajevo University and of the Constitutional
Court of BiH, various reports and other,

- information about current activities of the JDC.

According to the statistics, the number of web page visits in 2010 was approximately ten
times higher than in 2009. Of the total number of visits, even 90.36% of them were multiple
visitors, which is a significant increase compared to 2009, when this percent was 69.61%.

7.3.4. Cooperation with the institutions in the region

In early December 2010, the Delegation of the Judicial Documentation Centre visited
the Supreme Court and the Judicial Academy of the Republic of Croatia. The visit is the
continuation of efforts to establish cooperation with the institutions in the region dealing
with the collection and publishing of caselaw and the purpose of the visit was to exchange
experience and information. During the visit the delegation of the JDC was informed about
the activities of the Court Practice Centre of the Supreme Court of the Republic of Croatia
(SuPra), the manner in which the Centre supported the Croatian courts, as well as about the
implementation of the new project titled “Harmonisation and Publication of Caselaw”.

The representatives of the Judicial Academy presented the development of the Academy,
the methodology for the development of the training programme, the training material, the
evaluation of training programmes and cooperation with trainers, lecturers and trainees, etc.

Although both institutions apply specific solutions reflecting their status and structure, the
JDC will certainly benefit from their experiences in determining its future development and
activities.

54 In Sarajevo, Mostar, Zenica, Bihac, Gorazde, Livno and Trebinje.
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7.4. Recommendations

» It is recommended that the Steering Board of the JPTCs and the JCBD agree on a
single Mid-term Strategy for Induction Training and Professional Development for the
period 2011-2014 and submit it to the Council for consideration.

» It is recommended that the JPTCs evaluate all training events carried out since their
establishment.

» ltisrecommended thatthe users of the database submit the proposals for its improvement
to the Judicial Documentation Centre.

110 | page



High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina ANNUAL REPORT 2010

8. CHAPTER: PROSECUTORIAL CAPACITY
BUILDING

8.1. Introduction

Prosecutorial capacity building has been foreseen under the 2010-2013 HJPC Strategic
Plan®. Also, the Implementation Action Plan of the Justice Sector Reform Strategy of BiH
for the period 2009 — 2013 identified a number of activities aimed at greater efficiency and
effectiveness of the work of prosecutors’ offices.

Under the existing constitutional framework, the prosecutorial service in BiH is organised
at the state, entity, cantonal/district and Brcko District level, with prosecutors’ offices operating
separately, without any solid and functional interconnections. Prosecutors work on the basis
of one out of four applicable Criminal Procedure Codes, and the work of prosecutors’ offices is
governed by different laws on prosecutors’ offices. A special Law Against Organised Crime and
Most Severe Forms of Economic Crime foresaw the establishment of a Special Department
for Combating Organised Crime and Most Severe Forms of Economic Crime with the District
Prosecutor’s Office in Banja Luka — the Special Prosecutor’s Office.

Under the existing legal framework, prosecutors are responsible for conducting
investigations. The police, however, is responsible for a number of investigative actions
requiring close cooperation and coordination between the police and prosecutors in the
investigation phase. The competencies and responsibilities of the police and prosecutors’
offices in connection with investigations very often are not clearly defined within a complex
institutional and legislative framework. This situation may lead to inadequate communication
and coordination between the police and prosecutors, and ultimately adversely affect the
efficiency of investigations and public confidence in the effectiveness of the prosecutorial
service.

In April 2008, with the support of the United Kingdom, the HJPC began implementing
the project “Establishment of Enhanced Coordination Mechanisms between the Police and
Prosecutors’ Offices in BiH“, which was completed in March 2010.

To build on the results of the project, in 2010 the HJPC launched a new project in this
field, with a long-term perspective and more ambitious goals. The Project titled “Support
to the Judiciary in BiH — Strengthening the capacity of prosecutors in the criminal justice
system”, is funded by the Swiss Government through the Swiss Agency for Development and
Cooperation (SDC), and lasts until March 2014.

8.2. Activities and achievements in 2010

8.2.1. Activities for the launching of a Project titled “Support to the
Judiciary in Bosnia and Herzegovina — Strengthening the capacity of
prosecutors in the criminal justice system”

The project titled “Support to the Judiciary in BiH — Strengthening the capacity of prosecutors
in the criminal justice system” officially started on October 1, 2010 upon signing of the Grant
Agreement between the HIPC and the SDC for the first year of the project.

In the period preceding the signing of the Grant Agreement, during the preparation of the
project documentation®, in May 2010, the HJPC organised a series of interactive workshops
with representatives of potential project partners® with the aim of establishing a partnership

55 Strategic Programme 1.7.

56 The project documentation is available at http.//www.hjpc.ba/projects/tuzbih/?cid=4722,2,1

57 Them being: chief prosecutors, law enforcement agencies, ministries of justice, entity judicial and prosecutorial training cen-
tres, police academies — for police training, NGO'’s, media representatives, USAID/JSDP Il Project and EUPM.
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as early as in the process of gathering information on urgent needs of prosecutors and the
definition of proposed joint activities, which would be implemented under the project.

The workshops resulted in a joint proposal of the priority areas of the project activities, as
follows:

1. Improving working methods and the skills of prosecutors

In response to the need for additional support in developing systems and managing
mechanisms in the prosecutors’ offices, and with respect to the initiatives already undertaken
by the HJPC to improve the operational efficiency of prosecutors’ offices (especially in relation
to the introduction of electronic case management system - T-CMS), this priority area will
focus on creating a better professional environment within prosecutors’ offices across the
country and on creating conditions for a long-term and sustainable basis for the development
of prosecutorial practices in the country in accordance with international standards. A
series of activities aimed at strengthening the capacity of individual prosecutors and the
overall management of prosecutors’ offices have been envisaged in this area, including the
establishment of good management practices, modernised and advanced training programs,
basic technical support for equipping and furnishing offices, as well as the unique rules of
standard operating procedures in the management of prosecutors’ offices.

2. Communication between the prosecutors and the police

In response to the need of further strengthening the cooperation between the two main
actors in the criminal investigations and on the basis of results achieved under the project
titled “Establishing better cooperation mechanisms between the police and prosecutors’
offices in BiH”, this priority area will focus on developing appropriate solutions to establish
communication and cooperation channels between the police and prosecutors’ offices and,
with the aim of successfully conducting criminal investigations and the establishment of long-
term and functional mechanisms that would help overcoming the fragmented and disintegrated
systems within which they work. Practical tools such as exchange of experience and training
at the workplace, combined with agreed common training programs, would result in specific,
usable techniques and skills that would directly improve the quality and reduce the duration of
a criminal investigation. In addition, established coordination mechanisms will be formalised
by signing a memorandum of understanding among the authorized representatives of relevant
institutions, chief prosecutors and police agencies.

3. Communication and public information

In response to the need to improve the public perceptions on the work of prosecutors /
prosecutors’ offices, this priority area will focus, on the one hand, on the introduction of new
dimension of the work of prosecutors - their willingness to provide information and services
and to cooperate with citizens and the public, while on the other hand, on sensitising the wider
public to the role of prosecutors in criminal investigations. Intensive communication with civil
society organisations that are active in the justice sector, as well as with representatives of
various interest groups will also be in the focus of this project area. In addition, the scheme
of small grants will be made available to the qualified non-governmental organisations so
they could implement small projects regarding the assessment of public satisfaction with the
work of prosecutors, an improved image of the public towards the court staff and increased
capacity of civil society actors in order to support citizens’ access to justice at all levels.

4. HJPC'’s institutional capacities to monitor and support
In response to the need of the HIJPC to develop their own capacities and relationships

with prosecutors, this priority area is dedicated to developing a strong internal structure of the
HJPC, to provide a viable support system for prosecutors’ offices in the future.
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In the first three months of the project the emphasis was given on the recruitment of
project staff, establishment of project monitoring mechanisms, the establishment of the
Steering Committee and the Commission consisting of three Council members responsible
for monitoring and providing advice on the strategic level, and drafting some detailed planning
documents for the first year of the project and reporting mechanisms.

Given that nearly all preliminary steps necessary to launch and implement the project
were completed, the project implementation activities were foreseen to start in early 2011,
and conducted in cooperation with project partners and with the support of the Swiss experts.

8.2.2. Project activities on “Establishment of Enhanced Coordination
Mechanisms between the Police and Prosecutors’ Offices in Bosnia and
Herzegovina”*

The project “Establishment of Enhanced Coordination Mechanisms between the Police
and Prosecutors’ Offices in BiH” was completed in March 2010. The last quarter of the project
implementation was devoted to joint training of the police and prosecutors. The HJPC, in
cooperation with Entity Judicial and Prosecutorial Training Centers, organised an educational
conference “Better cooperation between the police and prosecutors,” which was held in
Sarajevo from March 11-12, 2010. The conference was attended by more than 140 participants.
The conference was based on three training modules developed under the project:

- A comparison of how the prosecutors and police conduct the investigation process,

- Practice and criteria in terms of the existence of risks due to delays in the process of
undertaking actions aimed at obtaining evidence,

- Undertaking actions aimed at obtaining evidence in an investigation under the supervision
of the prosecutor and the legality of evidence obtained.

High-ranked officials of the BiH prosecutors’ offices and police agencies were among the
speakers and presenters at the Conference.

Also, in accordance with the implementation of the JSRS Action Plan®® and Agreement
on the establishment of a system for the electronic exchange of data from the records of
the police and prosecutors’ offices that was signed, the HJPC adopted necessary by-laws in
January, 2010, to facilitate electronic data exchange between the police and prosecutors — the
Book of Rules on the Content and Method of Keeping Prosecutorial Records, the Procedure
for Obtaining Access to Prosecutorial Records, and Instructions regarding the Exchange of
Data from Records that are the Subject of the Agreement.

8.3. Recommendation

It is recommended that prosecutors and other project partners in BiH continue to actively
participate in the implementation of all activities planned under the Project and provide all
necessary support for its successful implementation

58 More information on the Project is presented in Chapter 11 “Donors’ support and international/regional cooperation“
59 Strategic program 1.3.6.
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9. CHAPTER: RECONSTRUCTION OF JUDICIAL
INSTITUTIONS BUILDINGS

9.1. Introduction

In recent years, the HIPC has participated in the implementation of projects related to
improving the physical conditions of judicial institutions, such as the reconstruction of the East
Sarajevo District Court and the Branch Office of Sokolac Basic Court, and the reconstruction
of the Sarajevo Palace of Justice, that houses the seats of the Cantonal and Municipal Courts.
Since its establishment, the HIPC has continuously worked on ensuring donor funds for these
purposes, as well as on preparing and implementing projects in this area, given that a large
number of existing judicial buildings was built according to standards that do not correspond
to current court organisation and needs and given the fact that there have been no significant
investments as to their reconstruction in a long period of time.

In order for the judiciary in BiH to be efficient and effective, it is necessary to provide basic
physical conditions for their work. Reconstruction of courthouses in BiH is therefore listed as
a priority in the Strategic Plan of the HIPC (JSRS) for 2009 — 2013, and the HJPC Strategic
Plan for 2010 - 2013.

One of the main problems is the lack of courtrooms. Many courts, regardless of the
number of judges, have only one courtroom available. Thus, judges are forced to conduct
almost all court hearings in their small offices. Most courts in BiH are not in compliance with
basic standards regarding security for judges and staff, functionality of courtrooms, witness
protection, rooms for lawyers and their clients, access for disabled persons, registries and
archives.

A comprehensive technical and functional assessment of all courthouses in BiH
was conducted in the course of 2005. This assessment concluded that approximately 15
million Euros would be needed to upgrade all courthouses to a satisfactory standard. The
assessment includes detailed drawings and technical specifications for the reconstruction of
each courthouse in the country and can be used to initiate tenders for necessary works.

The United States Government funded the development of the aforesaid assessment
and the High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council (HJPC) is the owner of this documentation.
Since the situation regarding the state courts has changed since 2005, the existing situation
needs to be updated and adapted to the current state, which is envisaged by the Action Plan
regarding the implementation of the JSRS. Also, an assessment of the prosecutors’ offices in
BiH is envisaged by the Action Plan for the implementation of the Strategy. Both assessments
will be used as a starting base for the realisation of future projects in this area.

9.2. Activities and results achieved in 2010

9.2.1. Ceremony marking the completion of the reconstruction of the
Palace of Justice in Sarajevo®

After two years of reconstruction of the Sarajevo Palace of Justice, where two biggest
courts in BiH, Sarajevo Cantonal and Municipal Courts are located, the HJPC initiated and
organised a ceremony on 22 January 2010, marking the completion of the reconstruction.

In addition to the representatives of institutions which contributed to the successful
implementation of the reconstruction the Sarajevo Palace of Justice (Milorad Novkovic, HIPC
President, Dimitris Kourkoulas, Head of EU Delegation to BiH, Jan Braathu, Ambassador of
the Kingdom of Norway, Bosse Hedberg, Ambassador of Sweden to BiH, Besim Mehmedic,

60 Detailed information on the reconstruction project of the Sarasjevo Palace of Justice are presented in Chapter 11 titled ,Donors
support and international/regional cooperation
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Images 9.1 and 9.2: From the ceremony marking the completion of the reconstruction of the Sarajevo Palace of
Justice

Image 9.3: One of the renovated courtrooms in the Sarajevo
Palace of Justice

Prime Minister of the Sarajevo Canton, Begzada Gavrankapetanovic Salihagic, Sarajevo
Cantonal Court President and Goran Salihovic, of Sarajevo Municipal Court President), the
ceremony was attended by many senior officials of BiH authorities, international community,
judicial community and other important guests.

During the ceremony, a brochure was presented to all participants, and a short film about
the reconstruction process of the Sarajevo Palace of Justice was shown. The courthouse was
also toured by all guests.

9.2.2. Reconstruction of the Modrica Basic Court

The Modrica Basic Court was built in1963 and is in a rather difficult situation because
there have been no major renovation works. The ceiling structure was damaged due to the
influence of moisture as a result of old roofing that is covered with asbestos tiles. Interior and
exterior woodwork and parquet flooring have become rundown. The courtrooms and offices
were totally unsuitable for work, while the toilets on both floors of the building were in poor
condition with worn out plumbing installations.

Bearing in mind the construction year and its current state, aimed at creating optimal
conditions for the functioning of the court, the HJPC, in mid-2010, launched a reconstruction
project including the expansion of the court building. Thus, at the initiative of the HJPC, in
June 2010, a meeting was held in the RS Ministry of Justice, attended by H.E Ambassador of
the Kingdom of Norway, Jan Braathu, RS Justice Minister, Dzerard Selman and international
Council member, Sven Marius Urke. A joint financing of the reconstruction of the Modrica
Basic Court was agreed by the funds of the Government of Norway and the Government of
Republika Srpska. The Project implementation will be carried out by the HJPC.
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In order to implement the Project, the HIPC took necessary actions and completed a tender
procedure for selection of a contractor for the development of the project documentation. The
completion of the project documentation is scheduled for January 2011; after that date, tender
offers regarding the construction works will be announced.

9.2.3. Other activities related to the improvement of judicial buildings

9.2.3.1. Reconstruction for the purposes of the implementation of the CMS and
TCMS in the courts and prosecutors’ offices

For the purpose of successful implementation of the CMS and the TCMS, the HJPC
during the 2010 initiated the process of public procurement for works on reconstruction of
the registries and storage for the cases in the Court of BiH Zenica, Cantonal Prosecutor’s
Office, Tuzla Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office, Banja Luka District Prosecutor’s Office, Doboj
District Prosecutor’s Office, Bihac Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office of the Una-Sana Canton, as
well as the reconstruction of the server room at the Bihac Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office of
the Una-Sana Canton. Also, the procedure for the procurement of construction works for the
local computer network in the Branch Olffice of Bugojno Municipal Court in Jajce, Zavidovici
Municipal Court in Maglaj and the Special Prosecutor’s Office of Republika Srpska. The total
estimated value of works amounts to BAM 171,110.

9.2.3.2. Courts reconstruction under Component 1 of the EU Project titled: Support
to the BiH judiciary - IPA 2009

The main objective of the European Union Project Component 1, support to the BiH
judiciary - IPA 2009, is to improve the physical and technical conditions in at least 10 cantonal
and district courts, as well as in the Brcko District Basic Court , in order measures for witness
protection in war crimes cases could be executed. This includes the reconstruction of
courtrooms and provision of appropriate premises for witness protection during trials, and
appropriate equipment and facilities necessary to execute measures for witness protection.

Although the project officially began in mid-December 2010, the HJPC launched a
preliminary activity in September and adopted standards of witness protection in war crimes
cases and initiated an analysis and evaluation of existing technical and physical conditions
for the processing of cases in these courts. Based on this analysis, the needs regarding the
reconstruction and equipping of the courts were defined. Relevant technical documentation
was developed that included architectural drawings with preliminary designs and technical
specifications of audio and video equipment for the witness protection from separate locations
and via videoconferencing to support court proceedings in the judiciary of BiH.
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9.3. Recommendation

The Ministry of Justice of BiH, of the RS and of the FBiH and the HJPC should intensify
cooperation aimed at providing funds for the implementation of activities identified in the
JSRS Implementation Action Plan in part related to the improvement of buildings that house
judicial institutions in BiH. Funding of these activities should be provided by combining loans of
relevant international organizations and institutions, such as the World Bank or the European
Bank for Reconstruction and Development, funds provided under the EU pre-accession
assistance (IPA), and funds provided by bilateral donors and local governments.
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10. CHAPTER: PROSECUTION OF WAR CRIMES
CASES IN BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

10.1. Introduction

No country in the region has faced so difficult and complex cases as BiH, particularly in
relation to a large number of war crimes cases. The Council of Ministers, at its 71t session
held on December 29, 2008, adopted the National War Crimes Strategy (hereinafter the:
Strategy) aimed at resolving a large number of war crimes cases within a short time period.

In line with the implementation of measures stipulated in the Strategy, the Council of
Ministers rendered a Decision on the establishment of a Supervisory body on March 19,
2009, that would monitor the implementation of the Strategy (hereinafter the: Supervisory
body). This body is tasked to monitor and direct the work of all institutions responsible for the
implementation of measures envisaged in the Strategy. In the course of 2010, the Supervisory
Body, chaired by the HJPC President, held ten meetings based on which a number of important
conclusions for the efficient prosecution of war crimes cases in BiH was adopted.

With respect to the issue and within its competences, the HJPC has taken certain actions.
An extraordinary session on the implementation of the National War Crimes Strategy was held
on December 21, 2010, at which 13 conclusions relevant for future work on the implementation
of the Strategy were adopted.

In addition, the HJPC has carried out three specific project activities focused on the
strengthening of capacities of the Strategy implementing bodies.

10.2. Activities and Achievements in 2010

10.2.1. Implementation of the National War Crimes Strategy

The Strategy is focused on increasing efficiency of criminal proceedings, harmonizing
court practice, strengthening the capacities of the police and judiciary, achieving effective
cooperation with judicial institutions on regional level, as well as providing protection and
support to victims and witnesses in the war crimes proceedings.

Since its establishment and the beginning of operation, the Supervisory Body has set
an objective for courts and prosecutors’ offices in BiH as well as for all others involved in
processing of war crimes cases, on the basis of which they should without delay continue their
work on the processing of war crimes cases in accordance with applicable laws, material-
technical and personnel conditions and staffing level of courts and prosecutors’ offices.
During 2010, the Supervisory Body insisted on continuous work of judicial institutions and
better efficency as regards the processing of war crimes cases.

Chief prosecutors in BiH submitted a report on the status of resolved/processed war crimes
cases in the past three years. The report contained a total number of received cases, number
of resolved cases during the year, number of prosecutors dealing with the cases, reasons
and recommendations that would lead to more efficient processing of war crimes. The courts
submitted their report as well. The Supervisory Body has also dealt with the analysis of
previously processed war crimes cases.
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10.2.1.1. Supervisory Body Meetings

The 8th meeting of the Supervisory Body held on January 19, 2010 in Sarajevo

The performance analysis of the Working meeting of chief prosecutors in relation to
the processing of war crimes cases, 2009 Supervisory Body performance report, 2010
Supervisory Body Action Plan and statistical data on the unresolved war crimes cases were
issues discussed at the Supervisory Body meeting,

The following conclusions were adopted:

1. Prosecutors’ offices are required to submit monthly performance reports to the
Supervisory Body on the processing of war crimes cases.

2. Prosecutors’ offices are required to deal with cases in a chronological order, meaning
that prosecutors’ offices should deal with cases received by 2003, whereas cases
received after March 1, 2002, should be submitted to the Chief Prosecutor of the State
Prosecutor’s Office who would decide on a relevant prosecutor’s office to deal with the
cases.

3. The Annual Report on the performance of the Supervisory Body is to be drafted and
submitted to the Council of Ministers.

The Supervisory Body Action Plan for 2010 is to be prepared.

A decision is made on the basis of which the Chief Prosecutor of the State Prosecutor’s
Office is tasked to establish teams and, based on statistics, carry out an analysis,
submitting to the Supervisory Body a complete report on the status and number of war
crimes cases by April 1, 2010, at the latest.

The 9" meeting of the Supervisory Body held on March 2, 2010 in Sarajevo

The Report on the processing of war crimes cases in 2009 at the level of the Prosecutor’s
Office of BiH, Prosecutor’s Office of Republika Srpska, Prosecutor’s Office of the Federation
and Prosecutor’s Office of the Brcko District of BiH as well as issues regarding efficiency in
processing war crimes cases were discussed at the meeting.

After detailed discussions on the aforesaid topics, it was agreed that a meeting of the
prosecutors should be scheduled before the session of the Supervisory Body in April.

The 10t meeting of the Supervisory Body held on April 13, 2010 in Mostar

The Report on the status, number and structure of cases in all prosecutors’ offices, implemented
strategic objectives stipulated in the Strategy and quarterly reports submitted by the courts and
prosecutor’s office responsible for prosecution of war crimes were discussed at the meeting.

The 11t meeting of the Supervisory Body held on May 18, 2010 in Mostar

A report on the status of resolved/processed war crimes cases in the past three years
in the Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office in Mostar and District Prosecutor’s Office in Doboj was
discussed at the meeting as well as reports of courts and prosecutors’ offices responsible
for prosecution of war crimes for the first three months of 2010 and implemented strategic
objectives stipulated in the Strategy.

The atendees agreed that chief prosecutors should develop reports containing the number
and types of war crimes cases, classification of cases, case resolution plan, deadlines
and assessment as to the number of prosecutors required for processing of war crimes
cases, recommended measures that would be submitted, along with the information on the
implementation of the Strategy, to the Council of Ministers of BiH.
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The 12" meeting of the Supervisory Body held on June 7 and 8, 2010 in Bijeljina

A report on the status of resolved/processed war crimes cases in the past three years
in the cantonal prosecutors’ offices and district prosecutors’ offices in BiH, to be submitted
by the chief cantonal and district prosecutors, was discussed at the meeting as well as the
development of the Supervisory Body performance report for the first half of 2010. All chief
prosecutors and their deputies in BiH attended the meeting.

The following conclusions were adopted:

1. As regards the processing of war crimes cases, the Criminal Procedure Code should be
applied taking into account the subject matter jurisdiction. Chief prosecutors are tasked
to review all cases, to identify those that do not fall under their subject matter jurisdiction
and to refer them to the relevant prosecutors’ offices by July 5, 2007.

2. All chief prosecutors are required to submit to the High Judicial and Prosecutorial
Council of BiH:

- data on the number of cases relating to the war crimes cases referred to the relevant
prosecutors’ offices by July 15, 2010 at the latest.

- Proposal for the expansion of the systematisation of posts by July 30, 2010 at the latest.

3. The Prosecutor’s Office of BiH should, within 30 days, evaluate all cases sent by the
cantonal and district prosecutors’ offices and inform the prosecutors’ offices accordingly,
while the Chief Prosecutor of the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH should inform the Supervisory
Body.

4. Reports on prosecutors’ offices performance with reference to the war crimes cases
should be integrated and should be delivered to the Supervisory Body every three
months. Forms for the reports have been designed by Mr Zdravko Knezevic, Chief
Federal Prosecutor, who is obliged to deliver them to all prosecutors who would use the
forms for the development of their future reports.

5. Itis necessary to scrutinize a letter sent by Ms Meddzida of June 4, 2010 and together
with the prosecutors dealing with the war crimes cases formulate a common opinion
and reach a common conclusion

6. After collecting data from the prosecutors’ offices, the Supervisory Body shall draft a
report for the first six months of 2010 and inform the Council of Minister of BiH about it.

The 13t meeting of the Supervisory Body held on August 31, 2010 in Sarajevo

Reports of the President of the Court of BiH, supreme courts of the BiH Federation and RS
and Appellate Court of the Brcko District, chief prosecutors of the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH,
prosecutors’ offices in the Federation of BiH, in Republika Srpska and in the Brcko District of
BiH on carried activities regarding the implementation of the Strategy, as well as on iassues
regarding the harmonisation of caselaw in prosecution of war crimes at the level of the BiH
and Entity judiciary.

The following conclusions were adopted:

1. Itis necessary that all institutions (entity and state ministries of justice, finance, security,
law enforcement agencies, prosecutors’ offices and courts) tasked to implement
the Strategy, be more efficient in implementing obligations and adhereing deadlines
envisaged by the Strategy.

2. All courts responsible for the processing of war crimes cases shall, every three months
and no later than the end of the third month, deliver reports to the Court of BiH regarding
the pending cases (reports on confirmed indictments, rendered first instance and second
instance decisions, etc.) in their respective courts. It will be done in such a way that
Entity Supreme Courts and the Appellate Court of the Brcko District of BiH shall collect
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all data from the lower instance courts and cumulative reports will then be submitted to
the Court of BiH, while the Court of BiH shall deliver the summary reports for the whole
BiH to the Supervisory Body.

3. All prosecutors’ offices will in the same way submit reports to the Prosecutor’s Office
of BiH. Entity chief prosecutors will collect all data from the cantonal and district
prosecutors’ offices and deliver cumulative reports to the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH,
which would forward them to the Supervisory Body. Reports will be submitted pursuant
to the methodology and manner determined at the Supervisory Body meeting held in
Bijeljina on June 7 and 8, 2010.

4. Itis recommended that the Court of BiH, the Entity supreme courts and the Brcko District
Appellate Court find way to maintain a regular session, in order to take common position
regarding harmonisation of caselaw, exclusively for the war crimes cases.

5. It is necessary that all prosecutors’ offices in BiH and HJPC follow the conclusions of
the extraordinary conference of chief prosecutors held on November 23 and 24, 2009,
as well as conclusions of the Supervisory Body, in particular conclusions reached at the
meeting held on June 7 and 8, 2010 in Bijeljina.

6. The Supervisory Body shall notify all parties involved in the implementation of the
Strategy about all conclusions reached and shall publish them on the HIPC web site.

The 14" meeting of the Supervisory Body held on September 30, 2010 in Sarajevo

The conclusions reached at the 13 meeting of the Supervisory Body were verified
and priorities in the processing of most complex war crimes cases before the Prosecutor’s
Office of BiH and Court of BiH were discussed, as well as capacities of the judiciary and law
enforcement agencies throughout BiH for the prosecution of war crimes. In addition to the
items of the agenda, the attendees at the meeting had the opportunity to see the presentation
of the War Crimes Database (HJPC, OSCE and Prosecutor’s Office of BiH).

The following conclusions were adopted:

1. to proceed with the establishment of the Database for the war crimes cases and its
modification;

2. HJPC, at its next session, should discuss all aspects of the database development;

3. to request from the Court of BiH and Prosecutor’s Office of BiH to inform, within 60
days, the Supervisory Body on the most complex war crimes cases as well as those
of highest priority, and to assess whether they could be processed within the deadline
envisaged in the Strategy.

The 15" meeting of the Supervisory Body held on October 12, 2010 in Banja Luka

The capacities of the law enforcement agencies regarding the war crimes substantiation
were discussed at the 15" meeting of the Supervisory Body, previous work on the cases and
obligations of the law enforcement agencies stipulated in the Strategy.

All police commissioners were invited to the meeting, but most of them did not attend, their
deputies attended instead. However, the Supervisory Body members decided to hold the meeting.

Based on the presentations of Mr. Sead Liska regarding the capacities of the law
enforcement agencies in detecting and documenting war crimes cases, previous work on the
cases and tasks of law enforcement agencies arising from the Strategy, and based on the
discussion that followed, the following conclusions were adopted:

1. Directors of police administrations and of SIPA to be asked to make an analysis of
material, personnel and financial capacities, the needs and proposal of measures and
required budget projection for its implementation at annual level.
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2. Greater attention should be paid to training in the field of investigation and processing
of war crimes cases.

3. Better coordination is needed among all law enforcement agencies that deal with
detecting and prosecuting war crimes.

The 16" meeting of the Supervisory Body held on November 10, 2010 in Sarajevo

The material-technical and personnel issues in the implementation of the Strategy were
discussed at the 16" meeting of the Supervisory Body. In addition to the topic envisaged by
the Agenda, non-attendance of some Supervisory Body members was discussed as well as
the war crimes database. The following conclusions were adopted:

1. A letter to institutions which members do not attend meetings should be sent in order
to inform them about their non-attendance and in case the Supervisory Body is not
informed, a letter to be sent to the Council of Ministers of BiH notifying it of the issue in
question.

2. The Supervisory Body should address the Prosecutor’s Office and Court of BiH in order
to obtain information on implemented activities upon a decision rendered by the Council
of Minister of BiH regarding the dislocation of the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH into the
building housing the Special Police.

The 17" meeting of the Supervisory Body held on December 21, 2010 in Sarajevo

The establishment of adepartment forwar crimes in certain districtand cantonal prosecutors’
offices and courts was discussed at the 17the meeting of the Supervisory Body, as well as an
ability to create favourable material and technical conditions for work; conclusions from the
previous meetings of the Supervisory Body and HJPC regarding the implementation of the
Strategy were also discussed. The following conclusions were adopted:

1. For more effective prosecution of war crimes and implementation of the Strategy within
set deadlines, the Ministry of Justice, the Ministry of Justice of the entities and cantons,
and the Judicial Commission of the Brcko District of BiH, should consider possible
expansion of systematisation, as well as provision of adequate space and material
technical conditions in some courts and prosecutors’ offices.

2. The Supervisory Body expresses its concern that the largest number of ministers of
justice has not attended the 17th meeting of the Supervisory Body.

3. The Supervisory body fully accepts the conclusions reached at the HJIPC extraordinary
session dated December 1 and 2, 2010, because they are identical as those adopted
so far by the Supervisory Body.

The Supervisory Body requires from all parties involved in the implementation of the
Strategy to act upon the conclusions of the Supervisory Body and to adhere to the deadlines
adopted in the reached conclusions.

4. The Council of Ministers of BiH is required to provide professional support to the
Supervisory Body.

5. It is necessary to get back to the implementation of conclusions reached at the
Supervisory Body meeting held on April 13, 2010, which refers to the Decision on
remuneration for the members of the Supervisory Body. Mr. Jusuf Halilagic is tasked to
implement this activity.

Two working groups have been established to develop a report of the Supervisory Body
for the Council of Ministers and to prepare 2011 Action Plan.
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10.2.2. HJPC activities regarding implementation of the National War
Crimes Strategy

10.2.2.1. HJPC extraordinary session on the National War Crimes Strategy

Recommended by the HIPC Presidency, an extraordinary session was held in Mostar on
December 1 and 2, at which the National War Crimes Strategy was discussed.

After Chief Prosecutor of the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH Milorad Barasin, Chief Prosecutor
of Republika Srpska Amor Bukic, Chief Prosecutor of the Federal Prosecutor’s Office of FBiH
Zdravko Knezevic, Chief Prosecutor of the Brcko District, Zekerija Mujkanovic, President
of the Court of BiH Medzida Kreso, President of the Supreme Court of the Federation of
BiH Amir Jaganjac, President of the Supreme Court of Republika Srpska Zelimir Baric, and
Vice President of the Appellate Court of the Brcko District Iljo Klaic, submitted reports on the
prosecution of war crimes, the Council members took an active part in the debate on this
very important issue for the judiciary of BiH. It was noted that prosecutors’ offices and courts,
within the existing staffing levels and available financial, material and technical conditions
and environment in which war crimes cases were processed, achieved results that are not so
negligible.

However, when it comes to further work on the prosecution of war crimes and the
implementation of the National War Crimes Strategy, the Council adopted the following
conclusions:

1. HJPC expressed its concern over the still large number of unresolved war crimes cases
and especially in the prosecutors’ offices at all levels responsible for the prosecution of
war crimes.

2. Since the establishment of the centralized and updated records has been slowly
developed and that they are still not complete, it is necessary that the Prosecutor’s
Office of BiH and the Court of BiH effectively centralize and update records of all war
crimes cases pending before the BiH judiciary, and that courts and prosecutors’ offices
of the entities and the Brcko District of BiH , without delay, submit all required information
and provide necessary and requested assistance for the establishment of such records.

3. Every 6 months, the Court and Prosecutor’s Office of BiH will notify the HJPC on the
records of war crimes cases.

4. ltis necessary that the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH and the Court of BiH, as well as other
courts and prosecutors’ offices dealing with the war crimes cases, without delay, classify
most complex and less complex cases.

5. ltis necessary to process, as a priority, the most complex cases and the most responsible
perpetrators of crimes, bearing in mind that cases should be resolved in chronological
order as well as to more efficiently decide on referral of cases to the Entity judiciary.

6. It is necessary that the relevant prosecutors prove a far greater efficiency and
determination when rendering prosecutorial decisions, with special emphasis on the
length of investigations. Chief prosecutors are obliged to continue with intensified
supervision of the prosecution of war crimes.

7. It is necessary to provide strong logistical support to courts and prosecutors’ offices
dealing with the war crimes cases at the Entity level.

8. The courts and prosecutors’ offices, particularly at the Entity level, need to urgently
inform the HJPC on the need for establishing a department for war crimes or expansion
of systematisation and all other (financial, material-technical and other) needs for
efficient prosecution of war crimes.

9. The Council of Ministers of BiH, the governments of the Entities and the Brcko District
of BiH shall be obliged, in accordance with the commitments envisaged by the Strategy,
to provide financial and material-technical means and other necessary conditions for

124 | page



High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina ANNUAL REPORT 2010

smooth and efficient operation of courts and prosecutors’ offices in the prosecution of
war crimes.

10. It is necessary that all institutions involved in implementation of the Strategy — the
Ministry of Justice, HJPC, finance ministries, courts, police agencies and the Ministry
of Security / Interior and others, demonstrate greater commitment and interest in the
prosecution of war crimes within the timeframe stipulated in the Strategy.

11. It is necessary that the State Prosecutor’s Office, Prosecutor’s Office of the Federation
of BiH, RS Prosecutor’s Office, Prosecutor’s Office of the Brcko District, and all district
and cantonal prosecutors’ offices submit data on the number of filed indictments for the
perpetrators of war crimes and the type of crimes and number of persons involved in the
indictments for 2009 and 2010, by January 15, 2011. The Court of BiH, Entity supreme
courts and all cantonal and district courts and courts of Brcko District of BiH, should
provide information on the number of confirmed and modified indictments, imposed first
instance and second instance judgments, types of crimes and number of persons for
2009 and 2010.

12. It is the opinion of the HJPC that it is necessary to continue with specialised training of
judges and prosecutors, in particular at Entity level.

10.2.2.2. Project activities of the HJPC in the area of war crimes®'

The “Support for the BiH Judiciary —IPA 2009” Project, financed by the European Union,
is a continuation of the HJPC activities aimed at strengthening the capacities of courts and
prosecutors’ offices in order to create the conditions for the achievement of greater efficiency
and effectiveness at work. Within the component 1 of the Project activities the improvement
of physical and technical conditions was envisaged in cantonal and district courts (minimum
10 courts) as well as in the Brcko District Basic Court and also the application of measures
for the protection of witnesses in war crimes cases. This includes the reconstruction of the
courtrooms and premises for protected witnesses, and provision of the appropriate court
equipment necessary to implement technical measures for the protection of witnesses.

In order for the physical and technical conditions for the implementation of measures for
the protection of witnesses before courts in BiH to be optimally used, the HIPC has been
implementing simultaneously, a three-month project funded by the British Embassy titled
“Support to the BiH judiciary in processing war crimes” aimed at establishing an efficient,
effective and sustainable system for the prosecution of war crimes cases before all courts
and prosecutors’ offices in BiH, in line with the War Crimes Strategy. Within this project, the
development of regulations and manuals for the implementation of protection of witnesses in
the courts of BiH is foreseen, and the development of a TCMS functionality that will allow the
use of the war crimes database in BiH through the TCMS database.

The project titled “Establishment of the war crimes database” aimed at facilitating
the records on all pending war crimes cases in BiHa at the state, cantonal and district level,
and obtaining the accurate, reliable, qualitative and quantitative data on the number and
status of war crimes, and information on jurisdictions, witnesses and victims, as well as on
their needs with regard to assistance and protection, the type and severity of the alleged
crimes; information on weather and geographical data pertaining to committed crimes and the
number, rank and status of suspects.

The project is funded from the resources provided by the government of Norway, and
was initiated in accordance with the Memorandum of Understanding, signed on January 28,
2008, by the HJPC, Prosecutor’s Office of BiH, the Norwegian Embassy in BiH, the OSCE
Mission to BiH and the Office of the Registrar for Section | and Section Il of the Criminal and
Appellate Divisions of the Court of BiH and the Office of the Registrar for specific departments

61 More detailed information on projects in the area of war crimes is presented in Chapter 11 titled ,Support by donors and inter-
national/regional cooperation
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of the Prosecutor’s Office, with the primary aim of improving the efficiency of processing war
crimes cases at state, district and cantonal level, through the establishment of a war crimes
database. The Memorandum stipulates the obligation to implement the Project, whereas the
HJPC and the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH have major responsibility for its implementation.

To that end, in the course of 2010, the HJPC continued with the activities regarding the
establishment of the war crimes database.

During 2010, the Project Team worked on the data entry and processing of data from the
KT-KTA-RZ and RZ cases in the cantonal and district prosecutors’ offices and the Prosecutor’s
Office of the Brcko District, updated already enetered data from the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH
and responded to the daily requests of prosecutors of the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH for specific
information. Since some district and cantonal prosecutors’ offices were not able to respond to
the request of the HJPC and deliver a review of KT-RZ cases, the Project Team visited these
prosecutors’ offices and provided support and assistance in entering this category of cases.
The war crimes database currently contains all the KT-RZ casesof the Prosecutor’s Office
of BiH, the district and cantonal prosecutors’ offices and the Prosecutor’s Office of the Brcko
District, and most of the KTA-RZ cases of the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH.

In November 2010, the HIJPC sent a memo to all district and cantonal prosecutors’ offices
with a request to provide information on the KTA-RZ and RZ-KTN cases. By the end of 2010,
the data was collected from most prosecutors’ offices.

In order to rationalise resources necessary to update and provide information, in early
December 2010, the HJPC initiated a merger of the war crimes database and TCMS and
provided necessary funds from the UK Embassy for this purpose.

A project to support the transfer of knowledge and documentation of an international
court for war crimes in former Yugoslavia, to the national judiciary in cases of war crimes,
including training and training capacity building in the region, easier access to information,
expertise and materials from the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia,
the strengthening of capacities in the field of analysis, research and case management and
strengthening the capacity of defense lawyers in the war crimes cases. Within the project,
the OSCE / ODIHR and HJPC signed a Memorandum of Understanding on 27 July 2010,
to increase the institutional capacity of the project beneficiaries (Entity CESTs, cantonal and
district prosecutors’ offices) in dealing with the complex war crimes cases by the engagement
of key staff in support to these institutions through the HJPC.

The HJPC has established cooperation with the UNDP in implementing the project titled
“Capacity building of the cantonal and district courts in the prosecution of war crimes
in Bosnia and Herzegovina”, which is currently being implemented at the Cantonal Court in
Sarajevo and the District Court in Banja Luka, as two largest courts, with the largest number of
war crimes cases. Psychologists have been employed by both courts to pay special attention
to the treatment of witnesses.
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10.2.3. Data on war crimes cases

The number of received reports on war crimes increased by 100% compared to 2009,
while the number of persons against whom the indictments were filed tripled. In 2010, courts
and prosecutors’ offices in BiH intensified work on the processing of war crimes cases, and
the number of initiated investigations compared to 2009 almost quadrupled, and the number
of initiated indictments increased by 50%. The number of pronounced verdicts in war crimes
cases increased by 30% compared to 2009. Statistics presented below gives an overview
of the achieved results on the processing of war crimes cases by certain stages of criminal
proceedings (received reports, initiated investigations, issued indictments and pronounced
verdicts):

- Received reports on war crimes in 2010:

« 242 reports were received against 1.462 persons.
- Initiated investigations in war crimes cases in 2010:

» 185 investigations were initiated by prosecutors’ offices against 1.036 persons.
- Issued indictments in war crimes cases in 2010:

+ 53 indictments were issued as per number of cases, or 82 indictments were issued as
per number of persons

- Verdicts pronounced in war crimes cases in 2010:
* 61 verdicts were pronounced

10.3. Recommendations

- The Prosecutor’s Office of BiH and the Court of BiH are recommended to efficiently
centralize and update records of all war crimes cases pending before the BiH judiciary,
whereas the courts and prosecutors’ offices of the BH Entities and Brcko District to submit,
without delay, all required information and provide necessary and requested assistance in
establishing such records.

- The Prosecutor’s Office of BiH and the Court of BiH are recommended as well as other
courts and prosecutors’ offices that process war crimes cases to immediately classify the
cases to the most complex and less complex ones.

- State judicial institutions are recommended to process the most complex cases as priority
cases and the most responsible perpetrators of crimes taking into account a chronological
order for resolution of cases; they are also recommended to more efficiently decide on
referral of cases to the Entity judiciary.

- It is necessary for the relevant prosecutors to prove a far greater efficiency and
determination when rendering prosecutorial decisions, with special emphasis on the length
of investigations. Chief prosecutors are required to continue with intensified supervision of
the prosecution of war crimes.

- It is necessary to provide, at the entity level, a strong logistic support to courts and
prosecutors’ offices dealing with war crimes cases.

- Courts and prosecutors’ offices, particularly at the entity level, are required to urgently
inform theHJPC on the need to establish a War Crimes Department or on expansion of
systematisation of all the other needs (financial, material-technical and others) for effective
prosecution of war crimes.

- Provides recommendations to the Council of Ministers, entity governments and the Brcko
District of BiH, in accordance with the commitments envisaged by the Strategy, to provide
financial and material-technical means and other necessary conditions for smooth and
efficient operation of courts and prosecutors in the prosecution of war crime.
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It is necessary that all the institutions involved in implementation of the Strategy - Ministry
of Justice, Ministry of Finance, the courts, prosecutors’ offices, police agencies and the
Ministry of Security / Interior and others, demonstrate greater commitment and interest in
the prosecution of war crimes within the timeframe stipulated in the Strategy.

It is necessary that the State Prosecutor’s Office, Prosecutor’s Office of the Federation
of BiH, RS Prosecutor’s Office, Prosecutor’s Office of the Brcko District, and all district
and cantonal prosecutors’ offices submit data on the number of filed indictments for the
perpetrators of war crimes and the type of crimes and number of persons involved in the
indictments for 2009 and 2010, by January 15, 2011. The Court of BiH, Entity supreme
courts and all cantonal and district courts and courts of Brcko District of BiH, should provide
information on the number of confirmed and modified indictments, imposed first instance
and second instance judgments, types of crimes and number of persons for 2009 and
2010.

It is necessary to continue with specialised training of judges and prosecutors, in particular
at the Entity level.
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11. CHAPTER: DONORS SUPPORT AND
INTERNATIONAL/REGIONAL COOPERATION

11.1. ICT/CMS Project —Sweden, the Netherlands and the EU

The ICT/CMS Project, totalling more than 4,5 million Euros, was jointly financed by
the governments of Sweden, the Netherlands, the EU and the HJPC.

The Project will be completed in April 2011.

The ICT / CMS Project was initiated in June 2007, pursuant to the Joint Financing
Agreement signed by the Government of Sweden, the Government of the Netherlands and
the HJPC.

In 2010, the Project was funded by the European Union totaling around BAM 100,000.

The overarching goal of this Project was to improve the efficiency of courts and prosecutors’
offices in BiH, so to contribute, inter alia, to reducing the backlog in courts and ensure timely
resolution of new cases.

The specific objective of the Project was to make available the information and
communication technology to judges, prosecutors and administrative staff, and also to enable
them to learn it and use it successfully.

The overall achievements of the Projects are as follows®;

- the judicial information system is established, one of the largest information systems in
the area of e-governments in the region, taking into account the number of users and its
complexity.

- Employees in all courts and prosecutors’ offices use computers and other necessary
computer equipment in their daily work.

- All courts and prosecutors’ offices are linked into a single wide area network that enables
the exchange of information among judicial institutions and the exchange of information
among judicial authorities and other law enforcement agencies and other state institutions.
More than 5,000 employees in the justice system have access to e-mail.

- Case Management System (CMS) for courts and prosecutors has been upgraded. The
application of the CMS has introduced significant organisational and procedural changes
in the courts and prosecutors’ offices (a new way of office work, random assignment of
cases to judges, on-line access to the files).

- More than 5,000 users are trained to use the CMS. A training methodology is developed
for the introduction of the ICT in the judicial institutions.

- Register of fines is fully developed and implemented in all state institutions covered by the
Entity laws on minor offenses.

- The BiH judicial institutions employ around 100 IT officers.

- The users support structurehas been established, that consists of 20 professionals
employed at the HJPC and about 100 IT officers in courts and prosecutors’ offices.
- The HJPC continuously conducts training of IT staff employed in the judiciary of BiH.

- The web managing system has been developed and implemented that allows courts and
prosecutors’ offices to develop and “host” web sites at no cost. The judicial web portal was
established as a central place to access information from the national judiciary.

- Since 2008, the capital investments and maintenance of judicial information system have
been funded from the state budget, totaling $ 9 million.

62 Detailed information on the achievements in 2010 are provided in Chapter 5 “Establishment on an E-Judiciary”
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Having completed this Project, the HIPC has established the judicial information system,
which is one of the largest information systems in the public sector. The system has over
5,000 users trained to use specific applications such as the CMS, electronic mail, the Internet,
office applications etc.

11.2. HJPC Support Project - ICT equipment for the judicial institutions in
BiH (IPA 2008) - The European Union

The European Union funded the purchase of the ICT equipment for the judicial
institutions through the IPA 2008 program in the total amount of EUR 1.4 million.

The project was finalised in late 2010.

The Project procurement of the ICT equipment for the judicial institutions in BiH - IPA
2008, was initiated as a logical continuation of the project titled “Enhancing the efficiency of
the judiciary through the establishment of the Case Management System in the courts and
prosecutors’ offices” - IPA 2007, which is also financed by the European Union.

The ICT / CMS project fully supplemented the aforesaid project, which has been
simultaneously implemented by the HJPC.

Procured and delivered equipment®® included extra computers for all staff employed
by the prosecutors’ offices and the court branch offices, as well as additional printers,
additional servers, additional equipment for the back-up systems, software licenses for the
full implementation of the CMS in the prosecutors’ offices and court branches and necessary
network equipment.

In addition to the equipment provided to courts and prosecutors’ offices, the equipment
and software licenses have been purchased through this project for the establishment of a
data backup and restore center where the copies of the judicial database information system
(CMS, TCMS, web ...) are being stored. The databases located in the data backup center
enable the functioning of the judicial information system in case of any disaster (fire, flood,
earthquake...) that could affect the primary data processing center located in the HJPC
building in Sarajevo.

11.3. Project titled “Strengthening the capacity of prosecutors’ in the
criminal justice system of BiH®” — Swiss Government

The Swiss government funded a project for strengthening prosecutorial capacities
in the criminal justice system in an amount of BAM 3.1 million.

The Project started on October 1, 2010 and is scheduled to last until March 31, 2014.

In 2009, the Swiss government, through the representatives of the Swiss Agency for
Development and Cooperation (SDC), addressed the HJPC regarding the possibility of
providing funds for the judicial reform project in BiH. The HJPC advised the SDC to focus its
support on prosecutorial system.

Due to the long experience in successful implementation of judicial reform projects, the
HJPC was selected as a partner in the preparation and implementation of the project. In 2010,
the project documentation was completed and all preparatory activities for the launch of the
project for strengthening the capacities of prosecutors’ offices in the criminal-justice system
were carried out. The Project officially started in October, by signing the Grant Agreement
between the HIPC and the SDC for the first project year.

63 Detailed information on ICT equipment delivered is provided in Chapter 5 “Establishment of an E-Judiciary”.
64 Detailde information on the Project on strengthening the capacity of prosecutors is provided in Chapter 8 “Prosecutorial Ca-
pacity Building”
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The overarching objective was to achieve better performance results and greater credibility
of the prosecutorial system in BiH, in accordance with the Justice Sector Reform Strategy in
BiH.

Specific project objectives are as follows:

- To achieve better performance results of prosecutors and operational efficiency of
prosecutors’ offices in order to comply with international standards in conducting criminal
investigations more effectively.

- To strengthen cooperation and coordination between the prosecutors’ offices and the
police in conducting investigations.

- To professionalise the prosecutors’ information and communication policies and raise
public awareness about the role of prosecutors.

- To strengthen the HIPC mandate to oversee and support prosecutorial system and
manage relevant reform processes.

11.4. Reconstruction of the Palace of Justice in Sarajevo- EU, the
Kingdoms of Norway and Sweden

The EU, the Kingdoms of Norway, and Sweden, together with the Government of the
Sarajevo Canton, have funded the reconstruction of the Sarajevo Palace of Justice in
the amount of EUR 4.2 million.

The project was completed by a ceremony marking the completion in January 2010.

For the Project implementation a total of EUR 4,205,394 were spent, of which the EU has
allocated EUR 2,073,173, the Government of Norway, EUR 1,014,155, the Government of the
Sarajevo Canton, EUR 818,066 and the Government of Sweden, EUR 300,000.

The main achievements of the project are:

- The number of courtrooms increased from 3 to 15;

- Numerous registries which were located at various locations in the building were merged
into two registries established on the ground floor (one for each court), thereby significantly
reducing the unnecessary movement through the building, and thus the disruption of work;

- By lifting the roof on the central and north wing of the building an additional space of 1240
m? was established;

- The new premises in the attic house offices for judges and other staff, as well as a library
and the staff cafeteria;

- Alarge conference room was built on the first floor that will be shared by both courts;

- A new modern archive was established in the basement of the building, to be shared by
both courts;

- Afire protection system is upgraded by installing fire-resistant doors and floors;
- All offices, except those on the third floor, have been fully renovated;

- An access to the court premises has been improved by installing lifts for handicapped
persons;

- Rundown infrastructure (sewerage, electrical, heating and IT installations, etc.) has been
replaced or upgraded.

The main lobby and main entrance, which are of historical significance, were renovated,
upgraded to meet modern requirements and were brought back to their original state.
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11.5. Reduction of case backlogs in courts — Kingdom of Norway

The Government of the Kingdom of Norway, as part of a long-standing support to
the HJPC, has funded a backlog reduction project in courts in an amount of around
EUR 1.25 million.

The Project began in 2008 and is scheduled to last until mid 2011.
Norway provides a long-term support to the HJPC.

Around EUR 1.25 million have been allocated for the Backlog Reduction Project in courts.
The Project began in February 2008 and is scheduled to last until mid-2011.

The Project aims to identify mechanisms to reduce the backlog in the first instance courts,
with a focus on the enforcement procedure and so called “utility” cases or cases relating
to the collection of unpaid utility bills and subscription fees for public radio and television
broadcasters (i.e. RTV fees)

The project, thus far, has achieved the following significant results®:

- Afinal report and consolidated recommendations of the Working Group to deal with utility
cases are developed.

- Working group for the upgrading of the enforcement procedure completed, at the end of
2010, draft amendments to the entity laws on enforcement procedures, draft books of
rules on the status, activities, responsibilities and costs of field work for the court bailiffs
and the Book of Rules on the requirements necessary for the work of court bailiffs and
heads of court bailiffs department.

- With the aim of identifying effective ways to access data on the enforcement debtors by
the enforcement creditors, the appropriate cooperation with the Personal Data Protection
Agency has been established. The Agency has accepted the proposal that public utility
companies and public RTV providers use the existing mechanisms of continuous data
access provided by the Agency for Identification Documents, Data Registers and Data
Exchange (IDDEEA)®.

- With the aim of restructuring the utility cases processing with maximum effective use of
information technology, a pilot system for electronic processing of utility cases — SOKOP-
has been successfully tested, which will be the basis for an electronic system for small
value disputes that will be developed during 2011, within the IPA 2009 program.

- The continuation of the KODIFEL project is supported within the Enforcement Department
based on the authentic document of the Sarajevo Municipal Court, which enables a drastic
reduction of the backlog of cases in this court.

- Thanks to the financial support of the Balkans Enforcement Reform Project (BERP) and
cooperation with the Entity Judicial and Prosecutorial Training Centers, the court bailiffs,
together with judges dealing with enforcement cases and judicial associates, are being
involved in a comprehensive program of training in the area of the enforcement procedure.

- The court bailiffs exchange program was implemented in the first instance courts in BiH
through the coordination of activities between the Project and the BERP and with technical
support of the German Technical Cooperation (GTZ), in the second half of 2010. This
program’s aim was to enable the court bailiffs to become familiar with the way of work and
practices of court bailiffs working in other courts by the joint field visits and exchange of
experience.

- The cooperation with the BiH Postal Traffic Agency and three postal operators with a view
to adopting the single Instruction for the transfer and delivery of court letters through the
public postal operators has also been established. An illustrated manual for the training of
court and postal couriers is in the final stage of preparation, which will be the basis for the
training of court and postal couriers (following the adoption of the Instruction).

65 Detailed information on the activities and the achievements of the Project in 2010 is provided in Chapter 3 “Judicial Strategy
and Legislation and in Chapter 5 “Establishment of an E-Judiciary”
66 Book of Rules on Access to Records and the exchange OF Information, “Official Gazette of BiH”, no. 35/09.
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- A model Book of Rules on court couriers, which could be adopted by the courts and
prosecutors’ offices, has been developed. The intention is to encourage the recruitment
of a higher number of court couriers in order to ensure cost-effective and safer delivery.
Suggestions were collected from 23 courts regarding the amendments to the Law on Civil
Procedure, which would improve the delivery of court submissions.

- In order for the court submissions to be effectively and legally delivered by the court and
postal couriers, several training courses have been organised by the Project in Doboj and
Zenica with respect to these staff categories.

- The support to the Bijeljina Basic Court has been provided refarding the establishment of
a court depot for the storage and sale of items seized during the enforcement procedure.
The establishment of court depots for the storage and sale of items seized during the
enforcement procedure for six courts in BiH is underway.

- Funds have been provided for the reconstruction of the branch office for small value
disputes of the Sarajevo Municipal Court in llidza.

- During 2010, two conferences titled: “The delivery of court documents - the problems
identified in practice and possibilities for improvement” and “Status, role, training and
working conditions of court bailiffs - European standards and ways of reform”, were
organized, as well as two workshops titled: “Aspects of the enforcement procedure in the
SR of Germany and the possibility of improving the system in BiH “and “ the Constitutionality
of the requirements of the ECHR concerning the delegation of tasks from judges to non-
judicial staff - a comparative perspective of Germany and BiH”, and study tours to Norway
and Sweden.

11.6. Support to the BiH Judiciary Project (IPA 2009) — European Union

The European Union funded the support to the BiH judiciary project in the amount
of EUR 4 million.

The Project started on December 15, 2010.

Taking into account a long-term cooperation with the HJPC, being an institution that
has played a leading role in the strengthening of the BiH justice sector, the EU, through
the 2009 Instrument for Pre-Accession Assistance, provided funding in the amount of EUR
4 million for the implementation of the project titled the’Support to the BiH Judiciary.” The
Project represents a continuation of the HJPC activities to strengthen the capacity of judicial
institutions with the aim of creating conditions for achieving a greater degree of efficiency and
effectiveness in their work.

Activities on the implementation of this project officially began by signing the Grant
Agreement between the HJIPC and the European Union Delegation in BiH in December 2010.

The Project includes three components:

Component 1 - Strengthening the technical and physical capacities of the BiH courts
to implement measures for witness protection.

The objective of the Component 1 of the IPA 2009 project is to improve the physical and
technical conditions in the cantonal and district courts (at least 10), as well as in the Brcko
District Basic Court, in order measures for witness protection in war crimes cases could be
executed. Thisincludes the reconstruction of courtrooms and provision of appropriate premises
for witness protection during trials, and appropriate equipment and facilities necessary to
execute measures for witness protection.

Even before the official start of the Project in December 2010, the HJIPC conducted
an analysis of the existing situation. Furthermore, relevant technical documentation was
developed that included architectural drawings with preliminary designs and technical
specifications of audio and video equipment for the witness protection from separate locations
and via videoconferencing to support court proceedings in the judiciary of BiH.
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Component 2 — Further development and standardisation of work process in BiH
courts and prosecutors’ offices

The development of the new CMS functionalities and generally the automation of
work processes in the judiciary of BiH will continue through the Component 2 of the
IPA 2009, with a special focus on developing a scanning module for the incoming
documents in courts / prosecutors’ offices, a module for the exchange of data between
the police and prosecutors’ offices, a module for the use of electronic signatures in the
judiciary and the new reporting module from the CMS database. Within this component
the new functionalities of the judicial web site will be developed, and websites will
be introduced in those courts and prosecutors’ offices which do not yet have them.
Even before the official start of the implementation of the IPA 2009, a test scanning module
for incoming documents has been developed. Derventa Basic Court and Gorazde Municipal
Court are selected as the pilot courts to test the quality of the modules, due to their size, the
number of judges and staff and proven experience in testing the CMS functionality.

Component 3 - Backlog reduction through the establishment of an automated
system for processing enforcement cases and small value disputes by strengthening
the capacity of court bailiffs

The aim of the IPA 2009 Project, which will be implemented through the component 3,
is to introduce electronic processing of small value disputes and cases under enforcement
procedure, which will positively influence the efficiency and effectiveness in prosecuting
these types of cases, which usually represent a large burden on the court's workload. At
the same time, that would improve the services of court bailiffs, through additional training
and procurement of vehicles, which will greatly facilitate their daily work and organisation of
business process.

11.7. Supporting Justice in the prosecution of war crimes — OSCE/ODIHR®

OSCE/ODIHR funded an increased capacity of the institutions that are project
beneficiaries (Entity CESTs, district prosecutors’ offices in Republika Srpska and
cantonal prosecutors’ offices in the BiH Federation), during the period July 2010 - 31
October, 2011, in the total amount of EUR 163,200.

The OSCE / ODIHR have launched a project to support the transfer of knowledge and
documentation from the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia to the
national judiciary in war crimes cases, conducted in partnership with the International Criminal
Tribunal and the United Nations Interregional Crimes and Justice Research Institute (UNICRI).

Within the Project, the OSCE /ODIHR representatives and the HIPC, signed a Memorandum
of Understanding, on 27 July 2010, in order to increase the institutional capacity of project
beneficiaries (Entity CESTSs, district prosecutors’ offices in the Republika Srpska and the
cantonal prosecutors’ offices in the BiH Federation), in dealing with complex war crime cases
through the involvement of key staff support to these institutions through the HJPC.

67 Organisation for Security and Co-operation in Europe/Office for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights
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11.8. The establishment of a war crimes database —the Kingdom of Norway

The Government of Norway, as part of a long-standing support to the HJPC, has
funded a project for the establishment of a war crimes database in an amount of around
EUR 84,765.

The Project is scheduled to last until mid 2011.

The project regarding the establishment of a war crimes database was initiated following
the Memorandum of Understanding that was signed on 28 January 2008, by the HJPC,
Prosecutor’s Office of BiH, the Embassy of Norway in BiH, the OSCE Mission to BiH and
the Registry for Section | and Section Il of the Criminal and Appellate Divisions of the Court
of BiH and the Registry for the special departments of the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH. The
Memorandum stipulates the obligation for the project implementation, with the HJPC and
Prosecutor’s Office of BiH having the primary responsibility for implementing this project. The
project is funded from the resources provided by the Government of Norway. The HJPC, during
2010, continued with the activities regarding the establishment of the war crimes database,
and the Embassy of Norway has provided donor funds for the project implementation by June
2011.

The Project’s main objective is to improve the efficiency of processing war crimes cases at
the state, district and cantonal levels, through the establishment of the war crimes database,
thus providing an overview of all war crimes cases, facilitating the identification of priority
cases and preventing duplication of cases. The review of all cases is significant from the point
of obtaining accurate qualitative and quantitative data on the number of cases, the phase of
processing of each case, withesses and their needs related to the support and protection of
war crimes victims, the nature and severity degree of the crime, the number of suspects and
their role during the war, as well as other pertinent information related to the case in question,
because it provided access to reliable data on the number of pending war crimes cases; also
a possibility is given to merge those cases that are based on the same facts and locations.

The database facilitates the grouping of cases according to set criteria (case status, the
suspect, municipality, location, etc.) so one can easily identify the perpetrators of crimes,
which also facilitates the investigation, the search for witnesses, accomplices etc.

11.9. Support to the BiH judiciary in the prosecution of war crimes —United
Kingdom

The British Embassy in BiH funded a three-month project in the amount of £ 58,590.
The project will last until March 2011.

British Embassy in BiH allocated £ 58,590 for the project “Support to the BiH judiciary in
the prosecution of war crimes” and the planned duration of the project is three months, i.e.
until March 2011.

In addition to the fact that the project is fully complementary to the IPA 2009 project
aimed, inter alia, at capacity building for the witness protection®® and further development of
the CMS®°, the HJPC will, by implementing this project, contribute to the implementation of
National War Crimes Strategy, according to which a significant number of war crimes cases
is expected to be transfered from the Court of BiH to the entity, cantonal and district courts.

The purpose of the project titled “Support to the BiH judiciary in the prosecution of war
crimes” is to establish an efficient, effective and sustainable system for processing war crimes
cases before all courts and prosecutors’ offices in BiH in line with the War Crimes Strategy .

68 IPA 2009 — Component 1
69 IPA 2009 — Component 2
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The Project includes two components:

Component 1—- Development of books of rules and guidelines for the application of
witness protection before the BiH courts and prosecutors’ offices

In order facilities, established through the Component 1of the IPA 2009, were fully
functional and optimally used, it is necessary to establish a quality and sustainable system
for implementing witness protection measures. Therefore, this project is to support the courts
and prosecutors’ offices responsible for the prosecution of war crimes in terms of developing
books of rules for the implementation of witness protection measures and manuals that will
serve as guidelines for the implementation of various witnesses protection measures that are
available to the court, with the aim of establishing a uniform system in all courts in BiH

Component 2— Development of a module for war crimes database in BiH within the
Case Management system in prosecutors’ offices (T-CMS)

In order to improve efficiency in the prosecution of war crimes and the implementation
of activities identified in the Strategy to deal with war crimes cases, through the project
Component 2 or the development of T-CMS module for the access to the war crimes cases
database, the prosecutors working in the Entity, cantonal and district prosecutors’ offices will
have access to all information and documents relating to war crimes.

11.10. Project: Establishment of Advanced Mechanisms of Cooperation
between the Police and Prosecutors’ Offices - United Kingdom

The United Kingdom has funded a project regarding the establishment of advanced
mechanisms of cooperation between the police and prosecutors in the amount of €
283,500.

The project was completed in March 2010.

In April 2008, the HJPC, with financial support from the United Kingdom, began
implementing the project titled the “ Establishment of Enhanced Coordination Mechanisms
between the Police and Prosecutors’ Offices in BiH “. The project titled the “Establishment
of advanced mechanisms of cooperation between the police and prosecutors’ offices in BiH”
was completed in March 2010.

Up to March 2010, when the project was completed, the following results were achieved:

- AnInstruction is developed regarding the procedure and cooperation of authorised officials
(police officers) and prosecutors in conducting proof procedure during the investigation
and 14 forms that make an integral part of the Instruction,

- aformal cooperation is established between the judicial and prosecutorial training centers
and institutions involved in the police training, with regard to the implementation of the
permanent joint training of the police and prosecutors,

- 11 joint training sessions are conducted,

- 20 police forms are made uniform and harmonised, as well as an official report on committed
crimes, the appearance and content of the Criminal Register and a feasibility study for the
establishment of criminal and other records to which the police and prosecutors in BiH
would have access.
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11.11. Support to the Judicial Documentation Center — Spanish Agency
FIIAPP

Since October 2006, the Spanish Agency FIIAPP has been supporting the
establishment of the Judicial Documentation Centre and training of staff in the total
amount of EUR 28,000.

Since 2006, within the support of the Spanish Agency FIIAPP, Judicial Documentation
Center has been established, staff training is carried out, legal books for the Center library are
purchased and the regular server updating of the court decisions database is being performed.

11.12. Cooperation with the UNDP in regard to the implementation of the
project titled “Capacity building of the cantonal and district courts in BiH
in prosecution of war crimes”

The HJPC has established cooperation with the UNDP in implementing a project
titled “Capacity building of the cantonal and district courts in Bosnia and Herzegovina
in prosecution of war crimes “

The UNDP implements the project titled“ Capacity building of the cantonal and district
courts in Bosnia and Herzegovina in prosecution of war crimes”. The Government of Spain
funds the project in the amount of USD 1,278,925, and the project is expected to run from
2008 to 2011.

Project Component 1 relates to the establishment of effective mechanisms for the support
and protection of war crimes witnesses / victims and is fully complementary with the activities
carried out by the HJPC in regard to the implementation of the War Crimes Strategy.

In order to implement the UNDP Project Component 1, as well as recommendations from
the Report “Assessment of the needs of cantonal/district courts and prosecutors’ offices in
the field of support and protection of war crimes witnesses/ victims in BiH"”°, an appropriate
cooperation between the HIPC and the UNDP has been established.

In this regard, the Council has made a Decision on the selection of pilot courts within the
pilot project, based on which the Sarajevo Cantonal Court and Banja Luka District Court are
selected according to information on the number of war crimes cases, the number of relevant
filed indictments and the existence of basic infrastructure. Also, during the implementation
of the Pilot Project, support to witnesses/victims will be provided to the Sarajevo Cantonal
Prosecutor’s Office and Banja Luka District Prosecutor’s Office. In this regard, a Memorandum
of Understanding is signed between the relevant institutions for the implementation of this
project.

An office for psychologists has been established thus far, which is to provide psychological
support to witnesses in the pilot courts and prosecutors’ offices under the jurisdiction of these
courts. The implementation of the project activities is carefully coordinated between the HJPC
and the UNDP, and the cooperation will continue.

In support of the aforesaid, the HJPC received a letter, on November 10, 2010, from
Yuri Afanasiev, UNDP Resident Representative and permanent UN Resident Coordinator in
BiH, in which the appreciation for the past successful cooperation was highlighted as well as
willingness of the UNDP to continue achieving common goals.

70 Resulting from the assessment of the situation regarding witness/victim asupport and protection in BiH, within the scope of
activities for 2010, UNDP published its Report “Needs Assessment in the Field of Witness/Victim Support in BiH”, which presents a
range of recommendations aimed at improving the field.

137 page



High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina ANNUAL REPORT 2010

11.12. Support from the USAID / JSDP Il Project to the HIPC

HJPC has achieved cooperation with the USAID Justice Sector Development Project
(JSDP II).

In accordance with the Memorandum of Understanding. signed by the HJPC and the
American Organisation for International Development (USAID) acting through the Justice
Sector Development Project (JSDP Il project) on December 8,2009, the HJPC has teamed
with the JSDP Il Project, which aims to strengthen the independence of the accountability
and efficiency of the justice sector in BiH. The cooperation is implemented in a way that the
HJPC uses its institutional capacities to achieve the planned results, while the JSDP Il Project
provides additional resources, that is, the expertise, funds and organisation of working groups
meetings, and implements and funds some specific activities.

The total value of the JSDP Il Project, funded by the USAID, is USD 4.9 million, with the
possible increase of funds and Project extension. In addition to support rendered to the HIPC,
the JSDP Il Project provides also its support to the Ministry of Justice, courts and prosecutors,
civil society organisations and to professional organisations. It is envisaged that the Project
lasts three years, from 2009 to 2012, with a possible Project extension for another two years.
The JSDP Il Project represents the continuation of the JSDP | Project, which was a successful
project implemented in the period 2004-2009.

Objectives of the JSDP Il Project are as follows:

- To improve the independence and accountability of the judiciary by improving the
appointment procedures and career advancement,

- To increase the efficiency of the judiciary, through the improved management and
upgrading of judicial and prosecutorial administration, and

- to increase the independence and efficiency of the judiciary in BiH through the improved
budget procedures.

In order to achieve these goals during 2010, and based on the decision of the Council, the
following working groups were established to continue their work in the future:

- Working Group for the upgrading of the HIJPC test procedures for judicial and prosecutorial
positions;

- Working Group for the establishment of the framework measurements for the performance
of prosecutors in BiH;

- Working Group for the implementation of the model prosecutors’ offices initiative and for
the establishment of the Matrix standards for model prosecutors’ offices in BiH;

- Working Group for the establishment of case processing timeframes for the courts and
prosecutors’ offices in BiH.

In addition to the Council members, a significant number of representatives from the
judicial community is assigned to the working groups. The working groups, with technical and
expert assistance of the JSDP Il Project, commenced activity in 2010, considered relevant
questions and set directions for future activities. Given the complexity of these issues and
planned a three-year project duration, more significant results and specific recommendations
that would lead to the realisation of the objectives are expected in the future.

In addition to supporting working groups, the Project provides technical and expert support
to the HJPC in its efforts to improve budget projection of courts and prosecutors’ offices, and
to increase the independence of judicial institutions in the preparation, adoption and execution
of the budget for courts and prosecutors’ offices in BiH. Activities within the JSDP Il Project
are focused on reducing the fragmented funding of courts and prosecutors’ offices in BiH, as
one of the major shortcomings of the current system of financing judicial institutions in BiH.

Specific activities to improve civil and criminal reference manual for judges are carried
out, which are developed in the course of the JSDP | Project. The review of these manuals is
planned to be performed in the future.
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During 2010, a model prosecutor’s office initiative was established, being the continuation
of the successful model courts initiatives within the JSDP | Project. In January 2010, the
Council adopted a decision on the selection of the first six (6) model prosecutors’ offices.
Change management teams were established in each of these prosecutors’ offices, which
adopted a package of reform activities from the Intervention Plan of the model prosecutor’s
office initiative tailored to their specific circumstances. Also, the IT and office equipment for
the 6 model prosecutors’ offices was purchased in the amount of USD 150,000.

Further, during 2010, the assessments of needs in 18 prosecutors’ offices in BiH were
made in the area of managing prosecutors’ offices. The assessment regarding the state of
premises in all prosecutors’ offices was performed, which gave a clear picture of the needs for
renovation and reconstruction of buildings which house prosecutors’ offices in order to meet
the minimum requirements for their normal functioning.

Based on the incentive and support of the JSDP Il Project, the Ministry of Justice and HIPC
signed a Memorandum of Understanding on the establishment of a Joint Policy Forum™. The
Forum aims to establish better coordination and greater unity of the judicial system to be ready
for the EU accession, and capacity building of the policy department of the Ministry of Justice
and of the HJPC regarding policy analysis and policy proposals. In 2010, two meetings of the
Joint Policy Forum were held, on 25 August and 7 October, at which the Work Rules and the
Action Plan for the first year were discussed, as well as training topics and projection of future
costs for the Ministry of Justice and HJPC in regard to the Forum activities. Both documents
relating to the work methodology and dynamics of activities in the first year were adopted.

11.14. Regional cooperation in support of an independent and efficient
judiciary in Montenegro” Project - the Kingdom of Norway

Under the auspices of the Kingdom of Norway, regional cooperation between BiH
and Montenegro in support of an independent and efficient judiciary in Montenegro
was established.

Implementation of the project titled “Regional Cooperation in Support of an Independent
and Efficient Judiciary in Montenegro” is based on regional cooperation. The project began in
January, 2009, and is financed by the Government of the Kingdom of Norway.

The overall project goal is to promote cooperation between the judiciary of BiH and
Montenegro, through the transfer of knowledge and positive experiences of the HJPC
in relation to the establishment of the Council and the Secretariat and in relation to the
implementation of a comprehensive minor offense reform. Originally, the deadline for the
completion of the Project was July 2009, that was subsequently extended to April 2010. The
International Management Group (IMG) is an implementing partner in Podgorica that provides
administrative, logistical and financial assistance and support.

During the Project implementation, the Government of Norway has adopted a proposal
for a new three-year project, aimed at strengthening the judiciary in Montenegro. Project
implementation began in September 2009. The Memorandum of Understanding for the
implementation of the project was signed in September 2009 in Budva, Montenegro, by the
President of the HJPC, the President of the Judicial Council of Montenegro, the Minister of
Justice of Montenegro and the General Manager of the IMG.

The Project relies on successful regional cooperation of the judiciary of BiHand Montenegro.
In addition to the existing activities related to the reform of the minor offense system of
Montenegro, based on the Montenegro Minor Offense Reform Strategy, which was the result
of a project initiated in 2008, and adopted by the Government of Montenegro in December
2008, the novelty of the project is reflected in the additional component titled “The introduction
of information and communication technology in the courts of Montenegro”.

71 Forum members are: Mr Srdjan Arnaut, Deputy Justice Minister of BiH, Mr Niko Grubesic, Assistant BiH Justice Minister, Mrs
Gorana Zlatkovic, HJPC Vice-President and Mr Muhamed Tulumovic, Director of the HIPC Secretariat
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Achieved cooperation between Montenegro and BiH in the field of judiciary, as well
as concrete and practical results arising from the implementation of this joint project, has
proved that future assistance should be structured in a similar manner. Cooperation between
Montenegro and BiH, contribute to a better understanding of the problems faced by these two
countries in the process of taking steps to improve the independence and efficiency of their
respective judicial systems.

Besides the results of project activities, one of the success indicators of this form of
cooperation is the interest of the representatives of the judiciary from the region to join this
and similar projects.

11.14.1. Support to the Ministry of Justice of Montenegro and the Judicial
Council of Montenegro

11.14.1.1. Law on Minor Offenses

The key and initial steps in the reform of the minor offense system in Montenegro were
activities initiated on the development of the new Law on Minor Offenses in November 2008.
Activities on the draft law were carried out with the support of the IMG Office in Podgorica and
in close cooperation with experts from BiH. As part of this activity, 14 meetings of the Working
Group for drafting the law were organised, attended by experts from BiH, which resulted in the
drafting of the Law in October 2009.

The Council of Europe experts have given a positive opinion on the draft Law on Minor
Offenses and developed some comments that were incorporated into a working version of
the document.

With a view to informing the professional and general public on the proposed solutions of
the Law, the Ministry of Justice of Montenegro, with the support of IMG Office in Podgorica,
organised a round table, and a two-day conference aimed at reviewing the Law in light of the
requirements of the European Convention on Human Rights.

The proposed draft Law on Minor Offenses was approved by the Government of
Montenegro at its session held in October 2010, and the Parliament of Montenegro adopted
it in December 2010. The entry into force of the law is delayed for nine months, therefore it is
expected to be applied from September 2011.

11.14.1.2. Register for fines and minor offence records

After a “Report on feasibility of the development and implementation of the Register for
fines and minor offence records in Montenegro (RoFMOR)” has been developed by the HIPC
experts, as well as recommendations on further activities, an Action Plan with a detailed
overview of the activities necessary for the successful establishment of the Register for fines
and minor offense records in Montenegro (RoFMOR) has also been drafted with professional
assistance of the HJPC representatives. The Action Plan stipulates the establishment of
working bodies: the Coordinating Committee and the Operations Team, which has regular
meetings with a view to implementing, monitoring and coordinating the activities envisaged
by the Action Plan.

In the spirit of mutual cooperation and support, the HIPC has decided to cede the RoFMOR
software application to Montenegro and thereby significantly reduce costs and simplify the
procedure of its development for the needs of Montenegro. To this end, the HIJPC team stayed
in Podgorica and provided necessary training to the IT expert engaged in the project by the
IMG Office in Podgorica to be able to carry out necessary training of future administrators for
the ROFMOR system.
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In December 2010, the new team member of the IMG Office in Podgorica, an IT officer,
visited the HJPC for detailed familiarisation with the fines collection system, including the
technical infrastructure necessary for the functioning of the system, history of development,
as well as basic statistics regarding the reasons for introducing the system. An important
aspect of his visit was to get acquainted with the work of the Registry in the period following
the implementation. Among other things, users of the system presented concrete examples of
the procedure for entering and tracking the status of a minor offense warrant in the Registry.
Finally, the transferred experience related to the problems and solutions to the problems
during the development and implementation of the ROFMOR system in BiH.

Upon the completion of the first phase of training, test utilisation of the existing application
commenced at several locations in Montenegro, aimed at starting the procedure for changing
and adapting the existing application to the needs of the minor offense system in Montenegro,
based on obtained suggestions and proposals from the system users.

11.14.1.3. Reform of the judicial bodies network

Assisted by experts from BiH, an analysis of rationalising the court network was

developed and adopted by the government of Montenegro in December 2009. This
analysis serves as the basis for future reorganisation of the court network in Montenegro, and
will include minor offense bodies and define their future status.

In this respect, the regional conference was held in Budva, in November 2010, where
lessons learnt were exchanged with representatives of countries from the region. The
conference was attended by the President of the HJIPC, Milorad Novkovic and international
member of the HJIPC, Sven Marius Urke. It is now the task of the Ministry of Justice of
Montenegro to develop the Strategy for the reform of the judicial bodies network, which is to
be adopted by the Government of Montenegro.

11.14.1.4. Development of the draft ICT Strategy

In line with the Strategy for the development of information society in Montenegro for the
period 2009-2013, there was a need to regulate the establishment of adequate ICT systems in
the judiciary. Accordingly, the Ministry of Justice of Montenegro in December 2009, established
a working group to develop a strategy for information and communication technology in the
justice system of Montenegro. In addition to representatives of the relevant institutions in
Montenegro, the representatives of the HIPC were also invited as members of the Working
Group, as well as experts from Norway and experts from Serbia. Through a continuous and
coordinated work of the Working Group a draft ICT strategy for the judiciary was developed,
which adoption is expected in early 2011.

In parallel with the development of the Strategy, the Working Group was developing an
Action Plan for the implementation of the Strategy. It is expected that both documents would
be adopted and approved, and that following the adoption their implementation would take
place.

141 page



High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina ANNUAL REPORT 2010

11.14.1.5. Cooperation with the Judicial Council of Montenegro

Several study visits paid to the HIPC and to the courts in BiH have enabled experts from
Montenegro to be directly informed on the results of the reforms, which, in recent years, have
transformed the judiciary in BiH.

Study visits paid to the HJPC have been crucial in establishing direct communication
between the Council members and the Judicial Council and their secretariats, which resulted
in better cooperation and mutual understanding. A very good cooperation has also been
established between the Office of the Disciplinary Counsel and colleagues from Montenegro.

In line with continued cooperation and support, that has been provided to the Judicial
Council since its establishment, the IMG Office in Podgorica also supports preparations for
the Conference to be organised by the Judicial Council of Montenegro in February 2011.
The conference will focus on establishing criteria for evaluation of judges, determining their
accountability and requirements for career advancement. The conference is one of the
activities undertaken in the spirit of regional cooperation, which will be attended by the HIPC
representatives and representatives of the Judicial Council of Serbia.
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WHAT OTHERS THINK OF US

THE WORLD BANK REPORT DOING BUSINESS 2011
REPORT

The ranking of BiH is improved by the efficiency of the courts

In the Doing Business 2011 Report - How to stimulate entrepreneurship (Doing Business),
published by the International Finance Corporation (IFC) and the World Bank, there has been
significant progress of BiH in the field of property registration thanks to the efficiency of courts.

Namely, BiH is ranked 110th of 183 economies covered by the Report. The Report notes
the significant achievements in the field of property registration, one of the nine indicators
measured in this Report. Thanks to the great improvement of the efficiency of court
administration, the time to register property in BiH was reduced from 84 to 33 days, which,
according to this indicator, improved ranking of BiH for 36 positions, bringing BiH to 103rd
position from the139th.

EUROPEAN COMMISSION’ S BiH 2010 PROGRESS
REPORT

Judicial system

Limited progress has been made in the area of judicial reform.

The HJPC of BiH supervised the establishment of a country-wide court information
technology (CIT) system. Atime management system for prosecutors and a case management
system now exist in all courts and all prosecutors’ offices. This facilitates distribution,
management and monitoring of cases. The HJPC also supervised additional development
of the Judicial Documentation Centre. Users now have online access to over 3,600 court
decisions and many legal opinions.

The reconstruction of the Sarajevo Municipal Court, the largest in the country, was
completed in December 2009, thus increasing its efficiency and effectiveness. Republika
Srpska also renovated several courts. In the Federation, a review of the court system and of
the number of court branches is ongoing.

The Parliament of BiH adopted amendments to the Criminal Procedure Code, which is
expected to facilitate the transfer of war crime proceedings from State to Entity-level. The
board overseeing implementation of the national War Crimes Strategy proved an effective
monitoring system.

However, the complexities arising from the four separate judicial systems (State-level,
Republika Srpska, Federation and Brcko District) pose serious challenges to the functioning
of the judicial system. There is no single body comparable to a supreme court that can
guarantee uniform application of the law. The presence of 14 budgetary authorities affects the
independence of the judiciary. In addition, budgetary measures have led to posts in state-level
judicial institutions being frozen for two years.

Political pressure on the judiciary continued. The authority of the HJPC, the State Court
and the Prosecutor’s Office have often been questioned by political leaders. The role of the
HJPC in appointing new judges was also challenged when the President of the Federation
delayed three appointments to the Entity Constitutional Court, thus undermining the proper
functioning of the court. The state-level Prosecutor’s Office faced cases of internal corruption
and frequent leaks of information (See page 10 of the Report).
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The impartiality of courts is not always guaranteed.

The backlog of cases remained one of the most acute problems facing the judiciary and
court proceedings are generally lengthy. The HJPC took several measures to reduce the
backlog, including quarterly reporting by all courts, a new quota system for judges, more
judges in critical courts, new specialised software and training for bailiffs. Despite these
reforms, the backlog still stands at over 2.1 million cases country-wide. Many of these are
claims for unpaid utility bills.

A general lack of political will meant that few steps were taken to implement the Justice
Sector Reform Strategy for 2009-13. In particular, authorities at Entity and Cantonal levels failed
to integrate the strategy into their work plans. Limited human resources and poor coordination
hampered implementation. The work of the five working groups for implementation of the
strategy has been undermined by the lack of a quorum.

Specialisation within courts and prosecution services has started on administrative and
commercial cases, but without strategic planning or harmonised measures. To speed up case
adjudication in commercial disputes and to facilitate business registration, Republika Srpska
established six new commercial courts, including a second instance commercial court. In the
Federation, a system of commercial courts has not yet been established.

The physical condition of a number of courts and prosecutors’ offices throughout the
country remains inadequate. A comprehensive country-wide approach to improving courts
and prosecutors’ offices is lacking. The two Entity-level judicial and prosecutorial training
centres continue to face staffing problems. Further specialised staff are needed. International
cooperation needs to be improved. The state-level Law on international legal assistance in
criminal matters is implemented unevenly.

Little progress was made in the area of juvenile justice. The state-level juvenile offense
strategy is under review. Implementation of the strategy remained uneven due to a lack of
resources. Republika Srpska adopted a new law which includes alternative sanctions. A new
Department for Juveniles was opened in the Federation’s Ministry of Justice.

Implementation of the national war crimes strategy was severely delayed and remained
minimal. A caseload database outlining the types, numbers and perpetrators of cases was
compiled after a delay of 18 months. A comprehensive approach to implementation of
the strategy is needed. Prosecution of war crimes by the State Court has continued to be
satisfactory. In December 2009, the High Representative decided to extend the mandate of
international judges and prosecutors dealing with war crimes at the state-level court and in
the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH, after Parliament failed to adopt the related legislation. Delays
to those appointments had repercussions for the planning of operations in both the Court and
the Prosecutor’s Office and for the processing of cases.

War crimes trials at Cantonal and District courts advanced slowly. Progress was hindered
by a lack of capacity in the prosecutors’ offices, inadequate facilities and a lack of appropriate
witness protection and support services. BiH has signed bilateral agreements with Croatia,
Serbia and Montenegro on mutual recognition and enforcement of court rulings in criminal
matters to prevent people with dual citizenship convicted of a crime in one country avoiding
prison by fleeing to the other.

The number of prosecuted war crimes involving cases of sexual violence remained low.

Sustained efforts are needed to guarantee successful investigations and prosecution, as
well as adequate witness protection and psychological support for victims.

Overall, development of an independent and effective judiciary in line with European
standards remains at an early stage. Significant efforts are needed to ensure implementation
of the justice sector reform strategy and of the national war crimes strategy, including by
securing adequate financial resources. The fragmented legal framework across the country
and the absence of a single budget restrict effectiveness. The backlog of cases and political
pressure on the judicial system continue to be causes for concern.
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With regard to the Anti-corruption policy and with reference to the judiciary in BiH,
the Report states that limited progress has been made in tackling corruption, which is
widespread throughout the public and private sectors, affecting the judiciary, tax and customs
administrations, public procurement, and privatization.

There is no effective investigation, prosecution and conviction of high-level corruption.
Corruption is mainly prosecuted under the rules on abuse of office and at Entity-level. A
number of high-level cases involving senior politicians and civil servants are at the prosecution
stage. One high-level case of abuse of office resulted in an acquittal. The judicial follow-up of
cases of corruption remains slow and although special investigative measures are available to
police and prosecutors, they are rarely used in corruption cases. Staff working on corruption
are insufficiently trained to conduct financial investigations. Cooperation between police and
prosecutors needs to be improved in order to make the investigation of corruption cases more
effective.

Speaking of Civil and political rights, some progress was made on access to justice in
civil and criminal trials. However, the adoption of the framework Law on free legal aid needed
to comply with the ECHR is still pending. Equality before the law is formally guaranteed. In
practice the presumption of innocence and equal treatment are not always ensured during
legal proceedings. Republika Srpska has legal aid centres in five locations. The Federation
has no comprehensive system of legal aid, but three of the ten Cantons have established
offices. The Brcko District Judicial Commission also operates a legal aid office. Legal aid in
civil cases continues to be provided on a mainly ad hoc basis by privately funded NGOs.

UNDP BiH - E-Readiness Assessment Report 2009 (published in 2010)

In short, we might say that judicial sector, being one of the three segments of government
(executive, legislative and judicial), has achieved the best e-readiness results. This rating is
given based on the data that unambiguously show, by percentages, that judicial sector has
achieved the greatest progress in using information and communication technology (ICT),
as well as in implemented projects based on the following documents: Information Society
Development Policy, Information Society Strategy and Action Plan for Information Society
Development. In the coming years it is expected that the knowledge of employees about
the technologies that are implemented for the purpose of judicial sector will evolve and that
citizens will have better sense of efforts invested in the implementation of ICT.

In addition to raw data presented in this Report, there are also projects that have been
implemented for the purpose of the judiciary. It is believed that these projects are catalysts of
all changes that have led to good results.
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FREEDOM HOUSE ANNUAL ASSESSMENT OF NATIONS-
IN-TRANSIT DEMOCRATIZATION

Assessments for BiH

Judicial framework and independence

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
550 525 500 450 425 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00

The existence of 14 different ministries of justice, each with its own budget, continue
to adversely affect the independence of the judiciary in BiH. When it comes to delays and
backlogs in the operation of courts, the situation has not significantly improved, while political
interference remains a concern. However, the War Crimes Chamber of the Court of BiH
and the Special Department for War Crimes of the BiH Prosecutor’s Office have functioned
effectively. Local authorities have not extended the mandate of international judges and
prosecutors involved in the cases of organized crime and corruption, which can seriously
impair the capacity of the state court and the status of pending cases. Due to the continuing
lack of effort and willingness to reform the judiciary and to improve its performance, the
evaluation of judicial framework of BiH.
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ANNEX 1 RECOMMENDATIONS
RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE EXECUTIVE AUTHORITIES

CHAPTER 3 - JUDICIAL STRATEGY AND LEGISLATION

Bearing in mind the deadlines for activities regarding implementation of the SRSP, it is
recommended that FBiH Ministry of Justice intensify activities in connection with the
adoption of the draft Federation Law on Prosecutors’ offices in 2011 and to initiate the
appropriate procedure for adopting the law in 2011.

It is recommended that ministries of justice provide a sufficient number of court
employees, even for a fixed time period, until the backlog in the enforcement procedure
is reduced to an acceptable number.

CHAPTER 4 - JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION

In accordance with legal procedure, the HJPC has extended systematization for
judicial office holders, which was adopted in 2004. Filling of vacancies in the extended
systematization is a very slow process due to the lack of budget funds. Since the filling of
vacant positions for judicial office holders is a prerequisite for achieving high clearance
ratio in resolving cases and prosecuting all types of crime, it is recommended that the
ministries of justice and finance at all levels and Judicial Commission of Brcko District
provide budget funds that would ensure filling of vacant positions in the extended
systematization, as soon as possible.

It is recommended that Entity and cantonal ministries of justice fully equip land registry
offices, at both a material/technical and personnel level, resolve the existing backlog as
soon as possible and address the current influx of cases in a reasonable time period.
This primarily means filling of vacant positions in the current systematization and hiring
of temporary staff to quickly resolve the existing backlog of cases, where they are
needed.

CHAPTER 5 - ESTABLISHMENT OF E-JUDICIARY

With the support of the relevant executive authorities, it is necessary to ensure that
the budgets of the courts provide significant funds for capital investments, that is, the
purchase of the missing computer equipment and software for the further development
of information system in the judiciary, for the maintenance of existing equipment and
software licenses, as well as for the training of IT and other personnel in the judiciary.

CHAPTER 6 - BUDGETS OF COURTS AND PROSECUTORS’ OFFICES

It is recommended to the executive authorities to continue with and formalize the
practice of adjusting the amount of judicial and prosecutorial budgets at the proposing
stage among the HJPC, ministries of justice and ministries of finance, as proposed in
the Action Plan for the implementation of the BiH Justice Sector Reform Strategy.
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RECOMMENDATIONS TO JUDICIAL AUTHORITIES

CHAPTER 2 - DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS AND DISCIPLINARY
SANCTIONS

The awareness of professional and ethical standards should be promoted by all judicial
office holders. To achieve this goal, it is recommended that:

presidents and chief prosecutors, within their courts, should lead discussions regarding
the ethical and professional standards. This can contribute to improving standards of
conduct or behavior of any member of professional community.

Entity judicial and prosecutorial training centers, in cooperation with the HJPC and the
ODC, should prepare and implement training programs for judges and prosecutors in
the field of ethical and professional standards, so that each judicial office holder attends
this training at least once every two years.

The implementation of these recommendations would contribute to strengthening the rule
of law and respect for human rights of citizens in BiH. It would also simplify the conduct
of formal disciplinary proceedings and make it more efficient. The final effects would be to
strengthen the public confidence in the work of judicial office holders and disciplinary bodies
of the HJPC.

CHAPTER 4 - JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION

It is recommended that presidents of courts and prosecutors’ offices put in maximum
efforts to implement organizational and other internal measures that would contribute to
more efficient use of existing human and material resources.

CHAPTER 7 - TRAINING AND JUDICIAL DOCUMENTATION CENTER

It is recommended that the Training Centers’ Steering Board and Judicial Commission
of Brcko District harmonize a single document of mid-term Strategy for induction and
continuous training for 2011-2014 and forward it to the Council for consideration.

Itis recommended that Training Centers carry out evaluation of training conducted since
the establishment of Training Centers to date.

It is recommended that users of the database of court decisions send their proposals as
to its improvement to the Judicial Documentation Center.

RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE
AND JUDICIAL AUTHORITIES

CHAPTER 5 - ESTABLISHMENT OF E-JUDICIARY

148

Legislative, executive and judicial power should follow a new way of work in the judiciary
and take necessary steps to amend laws that would enable or improve the work of
judicial institutions in the e-environment.
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RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE LEGISLATIVE AND
EXECUTIVE AUTHORITIES

CHAPTER 1- APPOINTMENTS

» Itis recommended that the competent authorities of the legislative and executive power
provide adequate support to the HJPC in resolving issues in relation to the provision of
ethnical structure of judicial office holders as well as the most quality personnel in the
judiciary throughout BiH.

Specifically, Article 43 of the HJPC Law prescribes criteria based on which the HJPC
appoints judges and prosecutors. In addition to the prescribed criteria, the HJPC applies
the appropriate constitutional provisions governing the rights and equal representation of
constituent peoples and Others. In accordance with the provisions of the Entity Constitutions,
the HJPC in appointing judges to the district, cantonal, municipal courts should provide
ethnical representation on the basis of 1991 Census.

While there has been a satisfactory level of ethnical representation in the judicial institutions
of BiH, the maintenance of this balance is increasingly difficult. One of the main reasons is
the status of the judicial office holders. Specifically, judges and prosecutors are not entitled,
under the current legal framework, to reimbursements for transportation costs to the place
of work, compensation for the costs of accommodation nor the compensation for the double
houshold. Given the fact that the situation has been disincentive for potential candidates,
the HJPC been continuously trying to initiate amendments to the law on salaries and other
compensations of judges and prosecutors with the competent national authorities in the past
few years, in order to provide this kind of compensation for judges and prosecutors. Such
legal provisions would be in accordance with the principles of the system of salaries and other
compensations for the whole state administration.

CHAPTER 2 - DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS AND DISCIPLINARY
SANCTIONS

+ Executive and legislative authorities should provide adequate funding for the ODC
staffing and adequate information to citizens about the mandate of the HJPC and the
ODC.

CHAPTER 3 - JUDICIAL STRATEGY AND LEGISLATION

+ It is recommended that relevant state, entity and cantonal executive and legislative
bodies adopt recommendations of the Working Group for resolving issues related to
utility cases’?, that have already been adopted by the Council, and which relate to
seeking and providing information on debtors, automation and electronic processing of
utility cases in the courts, amendments to laws on utility activities, amendments to the
Law on BiH Public Radio and TV Broadcasting System and the amendment of Article 29
to the Federation Law on Enforcement Procedure.

» Itis recommended that ministries of justice and legislative authorities in the Federation
of BiH and Republika Srpska recommend and then to adopt amendments to the Law
on Enforcement Procedure and relevant by-laws, identical to the text adopted by the
HJPC, with a view to improving efficiency of the enforcement procedure and improving
the status of court employees in the judicial system in BiH.

+ Itis recommended that relevant government and Entity executive and legislative bodies
review regulations governing postal activity in BiH and their harmonization with EU

72 Recommendations of the Working Group for resolving issues related to utility cases are available at the following link: http./
www.the HJPC.ba/pr/?cid=4478.2.1
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directives that regulate the postal traffic in the part related to the subpoena of court
submittals.

It is recommended to change laws on courts of the Federation of BiH and of Brcko
District of BiH and to achieve their compliance with the provisions of the Law on Courts
of Republika Srpska, in a way that judicial associates and advisers are selected and
appointed by the HJPC for a fixed time period and thus excluded from the category of
employees or court staff to be employed under special regulations.

CHAPTER 5 - ESTABLISHMENT OF E-JUDICIARY

The relevant legislative and executive branches of government should adopt appropriate
bylaws and establish institutional capacities to enable full implementation of the Law
on Electronic Signature and the Law on Electronic Operations also in the information
system of the judiciary, which is reflected in the possibility of filing court submissions
electronically, based on the national qualified digital certificates, as well as the electronic
delivery of court decisions.

CHAPTER 6 - BUDGETS OF COURTS AND PROSECUTORS’ OFFICES

It is recommended that legislative and executive authorities reduce fragmented funding
of judicial institutions, that is, to enable funding of judicial institutions from fewer
sources. This would create preconditions for financing the development of the entire
judicial system on the unique principles and clearly defined strategic directions and,
similarly, ensure equal access to justice for all citizens, in accordance with international
standards. Fragmented funding prevents the implementation of strategic activities that
are being implemented at the state level. This problem is highlighted as one of the key
unresolved strategic issues within the Justice Sector Development Strategy.

It is recommended that legislative and executive authorities provide support for
activities related to legislative changes which would strengthen the role of the HJPC in
the preparation, adoption and execution of the budget in relation to the legislative and
executive authorities, as foreseen in the Action Plan for the implementation of the BiH
Justice Sector Reform Strategy.

It is recommended that the executive and legislative authorities provide adequate
budget funds for courts and prosecutors’ offices, in an amount not less than the minimum
required according to the assessment of the HJPC and for the smooth operation and
development of judicial institutions.

CHAPTER 9 - RECONSTRUCTION OF BUILDINGS THAT HOUSE JUDICIAL
INSTITUTIONS
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The Ministry of Justice of BiH of the RS and of the FBiH and the HJPC should intensify
cooperation aimed at providing funds for the implementation of activities identified in
the JSRS Implementation Action Plan in part related to the improvement of buildings
that house judicial institutions in BiH. Funding of these activities should be provided by
combining loans of relevant international organizations and institutions, such as the
World Bank or the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development, funds provided
under the EU pre-accession assistance (IPA), and funds provided by bilateral donors
and local governments.
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RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE JUDICIAL AUTHORITIES
AND DONORS

CHAPTER 8 - STRENGTHENING OF PROSECUTORIAL CAPACITIES

Itis recommended that prosecutors and other project partners in BiH continue to actively
participate in the implementation of all activities planned under the project “Support to
the judiciary in BiH - Strengthening the role of prosecutors in the criminal justice system”
and provide all necessary support to its successful implementation.

RECOMMENDATIONS TO ALL BiH INSTITUTIONS IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NATIONAL WAR CRIMES
STRATEGY

CHAPTER 10 - PROSECUTION OF WAR CRIME CASES IN BiH

It is recommended that the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH and the Court of BiH efficiently
centralize and update records on all war crimes cases that are in the judiciary in BiH,
whereas the courts and prosecutors’ offices in the entities and Brcko District of BiH to
submit, without delay, all required information and provide them with necessary and
requested assistance for the establishment of such records.

It is recommended that the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH and the Court of BiH and other
courts and prosecutors’ offices processing war crimes cases, immediately perform
classification of cases to the most complex and less complex cases

It is recommended that national judicial institutions prosecute as a priority the most
complex cases and the most responsible perpetrators of crimes taking into account
sequence in resolving cases and more efficient decision-making as to the referral of
cases to the Entity judiciary.

It is necessary that relevant prosecutors show greater efficiency and determination
when rendering prosecutorial decisions, with special emphasis on the duration of
investigations. Chief prosecutors are obliged to continue with the intensification of due
control over the prosecution of war crimes.

It is necessary that, at the entity level, to provide a strong logistical support for courts
and prosecutors’ offices in processing war crimes cases.

The courts and prosecutors’ offices, particularly at the entity level, should urgently inform

the HJPC on the need for the establishment of war crimes departments or expansion of
systematization of posts and all other needs (financial, material-technical and others) for the
effective prosecution of war crimes.

It is recommended that the Council of Ministers, entity governments and the Brcko
District of BiH, in accordance with the commitments provided for in the Strategy, provide
financial, material and technical means and other necessary conditions for smooth and
efficient operation of courts and prosecutors in the prosecution of war crimes cases.

It is necessary that all institutions involved in the Strategy implementation - Ministry of
Justice, Ministry of Finance, courts, police agencies and the Ministry of Security/Interior
and others, demonstrate greater involvement and interest in the prosecution of war
crimes within the timeframe stipulated in the Strategy.

It is necessary that the State Prosecutor’s Office, Prosecutor’s Office of the Federation
of BiH, RS Prosecutor’s Office, Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District, and all district and
cantonal prosecutors’ offices submit data on the number of filed indictments for the

151 page



High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina ANNUAL REPORT 2010

perpetrators of war crimes and the type of crimes and number of persons involved in the
indictments for 2009 and 2010, by January 15, 2011. The Court of BiH, Entity supreme
courts and all cantonal and district courts and courts of Brcko District of BiH, should
provide information on the number of confirmed and modified indictments, imposed first
instance and second instance judgments, types of crimes and number of persons for
2009 and 2010. It is necessary to continue with training of judges and prosecutors, in
particular at Entity level.

RECOMMENDATION TO THE BIH CIVIL SERVICE AGENCY

CHAPTER 2 - DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS AND DISCIPLINARY
SANCTIONS

Additional attention should be paid to the training of employees in the ODC in regard
to proper dealing with appeals, especially including dealing with administrative tasks and
handling disciplinary cases. Therefore, it is recommended that the BiH Civil Service Agency
provide adequate training of the ODC employees. The training should include the following:

+ Upgrading of administrative and functional capacity for supporting activities stemming
from the basic competence of the ODC,

* Upgrading of individual skills needed for investigation of complaints,
» Upgrading of individual skills needed for representation of disciplinary complaints,

* Upgrading of internal procedures and mechanisms used by the ODC.
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ANNEX 2 APPOINTMENTS AND TERMINATION OF

MANDATE

9.1.1.1. JUDGES AND PROSECUTORS

Appointment of judges and prosecutors who, at the time of appointment, did not
hold a judicial office (alphabetically)

No. Surname and Name Appointed to Start of mandate

1. Ahmetspahic Amir Cantonal Court Gorazde 4.1.2011.
2. Alibegovic Amel Municipal Court Travnik 1.11.2010.
3. Badrov Oliver Municipal Court Livho 1.7.2010.
4. Bakic-Solbic Sejla Municipal Court Visoko 1.11.2010.
5. Berbic Adis Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Zenica 1.12.2010.
6. Blagojevic Dragan Municipal Court Cazin 1.11.2010.
7. Bosovic Veltekin Basic Court Sokolac 15.4.2010.
8. Boskailo Mediha Municipal Court Mostar 1.7.2010.
9. Bungur Meliha Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Sarajevo 1.3.2010.
10. Cuplov Naida Basic Court Foca 15.4.2010.
11. Catovi¢ Sefket Basic Court Sokolac 15.4.2010.
12. Cosic Jasmina Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.12.2010.
13. Cosic Mediha Basic Court Bijeljina 15.4.2010.
14. Dalipagic-Rizvanovic Daniela Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Mostar 1.7.2010.
15. Drmac Katarina Municipal Court Konjic 1.12.2010.
16. Drpljanin Sejla Prosecutor's Office of Brcko District 1.7.2010.
17. Dzihanovi¢ Sahbaz Court of BiH 4.1.2011.
18. Djajic Radmila Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.9.2010.
19. Djeric-Cerovic Dragana Municipal Court Velika Kladu$a 1.3.2010.
20. Djuric Milica Municipal Court Gracanica 1.7.2010.
21. Gacanovic Ermin Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Sarajevo 1.11.2010.
22. Galic Boris Municipal Court Siroki Brijeg 1.3.2010.
23. Glusac Dragica Prosecutor's Office of BiH 1.6.2010.
24. Golijanin Biljana Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Sarajevo 1.3.2010.
25. Graovac Vladana Basic Court Banja Luka 4.1.2011.
26. Grubacic-Jankovic Tanja District Commercial Court Banja Luka 1.5.2010.
27. Hadziselimovic Alma Basic Court Kotor Varos 1.9.2010.
28. Hakalovic Haris District Prosecutor's Office Trebinje 1.7.2010.
29. Hukeljic Mirza District Prosecutor's Office 1.12.2010.
30. llic Sanja East Sarajevo 1.5.2010.
31. Ivanovic Radmilo District Commercial Court Banja Luka 1.4.210.
32. Jerkic Snjezana Prosecutor's Office of Brcko District 1.7.2010.
33. Jovanovic Sasa Municipal Court Siroki Brijeg 1.11.2010.
34. Jukic Branimir Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Sarajevo 4.1.2011.
35. Junuzovic Jasmin Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010.
36. Konijic Lejla Basic Court Doboj 15.4.2010.
37. Korda Ermin Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.9.2010.
38. Kosovic Tatjana Basic Court Foca 1.7.2010.
39. Kovacevic Bisera Court of BiH 4.1.2011.
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No. Surname and Name Appointed to Start of mandate

40. Kulas Mato District Commercial Doboj 1.7.2010
41. Latifovic Faruk Basic Court of Brcko District 1.11.2010
42. Lipovaca Dzevad High Commercial Court Banja Luka 1.7.2010
43. Makivic Nina Municipal Court Zenica 1.3.2010
44, Martinovic Martin Municipal Court Ljubuski 1.7.2010
45, Martinovic Zlatna Basic Court Bijeljina 15.4.2010
46. Medic Damir Municipal Court Mostar 4.1.20M1
47, Mitrovic Miaden ggigalfk(: of the District Prosecutor's Office 1.12.2010
48. Muhic Sadeta Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Bihac 1.7.2010
49. Mulabdic Damirka Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Bihac 1.7.2010
50. Mustafic Nesib Municipal Court Konjic 1.7.2010
51. Novakovic Bozanka Municipal Court Bosanska Krupa 1.11.2010
52. Osmancausevic Midhad Municipal Court Livno 1.7.2010
53. Papovic-Mujan Ajla Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.9.2010
54. Pejic Maja Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.12.2010
55. Plasto Sefkija Basic Court Sokolac 4.1.2011
56. Radic Jelena Basic Court of Brcko District 1.7.2010
57. Radulovic Biljana Basic Court Kotor Varos 1.9.2010
58. Rajkovic Ljilja Basic Court Bijeljina 4.1.2011
59. Rakic Goran District Prosecutor's Office Banja Luka 1.12.2010
60. Ratkovic Milos Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Sarajevo 1.11.2010
61. Ruzdic Amina Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Sarajevo 1.3.2010
62. Sinanovic Senad Municipal Court Zepce 1.7.2010
63. Stanic lvanka Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Orasje 1.3.2010
64. Susic Bosko District Prosecutor's Office Doboj 1.12.2010
65. Skobic Gordan Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Siroki Brijeg 1.12.2010
66. Tomanic Tanja Basic Court Doboj 1.9.2010
67. Tomic Stasa District Commercial Court Banja Luka 1.5.2010
68. Tomic-Ignjatic Ana District Commercial Court Banja Luka 1.5.2010
69. Topalovic Aida Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Sarajevo 1.11.2010
70. Vukalic Midho District Commercial Court Banja Luka 1.5.2010
71. Zoric Sanja Sgigaifk(: of the District Prosecutor's Office 1.12.2010
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Appointment of judges and prosecutors who, at the time of appointment, held other
positions in the judiciary (alphabetically)

No. S T T i Position anc! institution Position and irlstitution of new Start of
preappointment appointment mandate
1. Akova Samra I\R/Iii?gl:a{uggjr’t Kakanj District Commercial Court East Sajr:?g\z 154.2010
2 Arsenic Nada jl\ljl(\jjﬁi:’ipal Court Gracanica District Commercial Courtjll)“tjngl:;f)j1 154.2010
8. Bajraktarevic Zijad jg:gii,Coun Doboj Municipal Court %’2223 154.2010
4 Bajrovic Aida Egls:nsli;ilrj:r?wz Court FBiH Supremejlé%%i 1.2.2011
5. Bakula lvana f(l;l:elfljj( associates, Municipal Court Municipal Court Kiitljjgi 1.7.2010
6. Balotic Mileva jl\ljlﬂa?c,ipal Court Visoko Basic Court ZJ::r%?k 1.11.2010
7. Barucija Adnan ;ii?g;a{uggit Zenica Municipal Court ;;[rj\?cea 1.12.2010
8. Basic Jesenka jI\Lljlttjjgliez:’ipal Court Mostar Kantonalni sud l\j/lu:sgt:} 15.4.2010
9. | Besic Taana Basic Cout Bana Luka Basic Cowt Bara Lus | 192010
10. Batotic Damir #ﬁ;?é?;;sézﬁi:t;rajevo Municipal (‘[f)i?trvseajr:?s\z 1.9.2010
11. | Begic Redzib "F‘;gggapreme Court Cou HL”fdgi‘:i 1.7.2010
12. Begovic Smaji jg:gii’Court Trebinje District Commercia?%‘:)tr“)tr?rsei?)ier:}g 1.4.2010
13. Bikic Maida jl\ljli?]i:,ipal Court Sarajevo Court joufdlgi‘le-i 1.7.2010
14. Boroveanin Dragan jl\l/JI(LjJ?]i:’ipal Court Sarajevo District Commercial Court Sajr:?é;\z; 154.2010
15. Bosnic Sinisa jBu:Sii’Coun Kotor Varos District Commercial Court Banj;ulfjflg 154.2010
16. Boskovic Natasa jg:gii‘Court Banja Luka District Commercial Court Banjaj;ulfjl?lg 15.4.2010
17. Bozic Jelena jéje"zjsgii’Court Banja Luka District Commercial Court Banjej;ulfjl?lg 15.4.2010
18. Bozovic Mirko ]I:L)Jg?ﬁct Court East Sarajevo Court joufdlgiii 4.1.201
19. Bradaric Seka Il'\jts;:’c\:lizéllidcgoedn Zenica Municipal Court Zavgclijg\?ii} 154.2010
20. | Brnic Valentina Judicial associate, . judge, 15.4.2010
Municipal Court Livno Municipal Court Livno
21. | Bulugic Halida Jg:sgii’Coun Bijeljina Municipraelsggijertj L'Jl'igfa 1.3.2010
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Position and institution Position and institution of new Start of
No. Surname and name i n
preappointment appointment mandate
i Rt Judicial associate judge,
22 Cerovic-Bojovic Jelena Basic Court Sokolac Basic Court Sokolac 154.2010
Deputy Chief Prosecutor, Chief prosecutor
23. Cavar Vesna Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Siroki § N p R 1.3.2010
Brijeg Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Siroki Brijeg
prosecutor, prosecutor,
24. Cavka Oleg Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Sarajevo Prosecutor’s Office BiH 154.2010
. . Judge, Prosecutor,
25. Cejvanovic Dzevad Basic Court Bijeljina District Prosecutor’s Office Bijeljina 1.12.2010
) . Prosecutor, Reserve judge
26. Citakovic Dzenana Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Tuzla FBiH Supreme Court 15.4.2010
. Prosecutor, Prosecutor,
2r. Corlija Dragan Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Sarajevo Prosecutor’s Office of BiH 15.4.2010
" . Judge, Judge,
28. Cupeljic Edina District Court Banja Luka RS Supreme Court 1.12.2010
. . judge Reserve judge,
29. Cosic Efraim Basic Court Sokolac Cantonal Court Sarajevo 4.1.201
- Judge, Judge,
30. Cukovic Biljana Basic Court Sokolac Court of BiH 1.7.2010
. Reserve judge, judge
31. Dabic Igor Basic Court Banja Luka District Commercial Court Banja Luka 15.4.2010
S Judicial associate, Reserve judge,
32. Dedic Miralem Municipal Court Visoko Municipal Court Zenica 15.4.2010
. Prosecutor, Deputy Chief Prosecutor
33. Delic Redzo Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Zenica Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Zenica 322010
34 Derling Vera judge, judge, 4.1.2011
: 9 Municipal Court Zenica Cantonal Court Novi Travnik o
35. | Devic Mirjana judge, judge, 1.2.2011
. ! Cantonal Sarajevo FBiH Supreme Court o
36. | Dosenovic Mira Judge, ) - judge, 1.12.2010
’ Basic Court Banja Luka District Court Banja Luka T
37 Dupovac Nejra judge, . jque‘ 15.4.2010
: Basic Court Sokolac Municipal Court Sarajevo o
. judicial associate, reserve judge,
38. Duric Amela Municipal Court Tuzla Municipal Court Tuzla 1.3.2010
- . reserve judge, judge,
39. Dzinic Adisa Basic Court Doboj District Commercial Court Doboj 1.5.2010
. o judicial associate, reserve judge,
40. Djekanovi¢ Milena Basic Court Teslic Basic Court Teslic 15.4.2010
- prosecutor, court president
41. Djuric Goran District Prosecutor’s Office Doboj Basic Court Doboj 1.9.2010
. i " . . reserve judge, judge,
42. Fadilpasic-Konjhodzic Lejla Municipal Court Sarajevo Municipal Court Sarajevo 15.4.2010
43 Felic Jusuf judicial associate, judge, 15.4.2010
. Municipal Court Cazin Municipal Court Cazin o
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No. e D Position and institution Position and institution of new Start of
: preappointment appointment mandate
S judge, judge,
44. Filipovic Azra Cantonal Court Sarajevo FBiH Supreme Court 1.2:201
S judge, court president,
45. Filipovic Zdenka Municipal Court Capljina Municipal Court Capljina 1.3.2010
" judge, court president,
46. Gajic Bogdan District Court Banja Luka High Commercial Court Banja Luka 1.4.2010
47 Galic Boris judicial associate, judge, 1.3.2010
. Municipal Court Siroki Brijeg Municipal Court Siroki Brijeg -
. prosecutor, judge,
48. Gavric Pane Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Bihac Basic Court Prijedor 1.3.2010
T, " Judicial associate, judge,
49. Gavrilovic-Trivic Adrijana Municipal Court Banja Luka Municipal Court Banja Luka 4.1.201
. Reserve judge, judge,
50. Guzvic Bozana Municipal Court Bijeljina District Commercial Court Bijeljina 1.12.2010
) . . judge, judge,
51. Hadziomerovic Enida Municipal Court Zenica Court of BiH 4.1.2011
- reserve judge, judge,
52. Halilovic Nusret Cantonal Court Zenica Cantonal Court Zenica 1.11.2010
o . judicial associate, reserve judge,
53. Hedzic-Hadzic Amra Municipal Court Zenica Municipal Court Zenica 1.9.2010
. . prosecutor, Deputy Chief Prosecutor
54. Hodzic Sanja Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Travnik Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Travnik 15.4.2010
. prosecutor, prosecutor,
55. Hodzic Sead Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Bijeljina Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Tuzla 1.9.2010
. judge, judge,
56. Huskic Amela Municipal Court Sarajevo Court of BiH 1.7.2010
Deputy chief prosecutor, resident
57. Ibrahimefendic Senaid District Prosecutor’s Office East . p - 15.4.2010
. District Court East Sarajevo
Sarajevo
. . judge, reserve judge,
58. Imamovic Fatima Cantonal Court Zenica FBiH Supreme Court 154.2010
. judge, judge,
59. Islamovic Alma Municipal Court Travnik Cantonal Court Novi Travnik 1.9.2010
. . Judicial associates, judge,
60. Ivanovic Veselinka Basic Court Sokolac Basic Court Sokolac 1.7.2010
61 Jakupovic Elvir judg_e,_ . - jque’ 15.4.2010
. Municipal Court Cazin Municipal Court Bihac .
. president, president,
62. Jovanovic Jovanka Basic Court Doboj District Commercial Court Doboj 1.4.2010
. Judicial associate, judge,
63. Jukic [smar Basic Court Zepce Municipal Court Kakanj 154.2010
) . judge, prosecutor,
64. Jusuthodzic Namik Basic Court Banja Luka Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Bihac 1.3.2010
. prosecutor, Chief prosecutor,
65. Kaknjo Vesna Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Zenica Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Zenica 1.3.2010
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. : judge, judge,
66. Kapic Albisa Municipal Court Zenica Cantonal Court Zenica 1.11.2010
. judge, judge,
67. Karadza Ramiza Municipal Court Konjic Municipal Court Mostar 1.7.2010
P Reserve judge, judge,
68. Kokotovic Mirjana Basic Court Trebinje District Commercial Court Trebinje 1.7.2010
. Lo judge, judge,
69. Komljenovic Ljubica Basic Court Banja Luka District Commercial Court Banja Luka 154.2010
. ) judicial associate, reserve judge,
70. Kordic Dalibor Basic Court Banja Luka Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
7 Koricic Asmir Judicial associate, judge, 1.12.2010
’ Municipal Court Bihac District Commercial Court Banja Luci o
72 Koricic Sanela judicial associate, judge, 4.1.2011
’ Municipal Court Bihac Basic Court Banja Luka o
73 Korousic Josipa Judicial associate, judge, 1.12.2010
’ P Municipal Court Mostar Municipal Court Siroki Brijeg o
’ . judge, Court president,
74. Kosic Lejla Basic Court Banja Luka District Commercial Court Banja Luka 1.4.201.
. judicial associate, judge,
75. Kovac Neira Municipal Court Sarajevo Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.9.201
. . reserve judge, judge,
76. Kovacevic Monika Basic Court Banja Luka Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
. Judicial associate, reserve judge,
. Kovacevic Stela Basic Court Banja Luka Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
. judge, court president
78. Kragulj Branka Municipal Court Sanski Most Municipal Court Sanski Most 4.7.2010
. judge, judge,
7. Krstic Slobodana Basic Court Bijeljina District Commercial Court Bijeljina 154.2010
" prosecutor, deputy chief prosecutor,
80. Krulj Slavko District Prosecutor’s Office Doboj District Prosecutor’s Office Doboj 1.7.2010
81 Krzeli lvana judicial associate, judge, 15.4.2010
’ ! Municipal Court Sarajevo Municipal Court Sarajevo o
" ) judge, judge,
82. Lagumdzija Halil Cantonal Court Gorazde Court of BiH 1.7.2010
o\ Reserve judge, judge,
83. Lovric Vjekoslav FBiH Supreme Court FBiH Supreme Court 1.2.201
L judicial associate, judge,
84. Matisic lvan Municipal Court Travnik Municipal Court Travnik 1.9.2010
. . reserve judge, judge,
85. Medakovic Radmila Basic Court Banja Luka Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
. judicial associate, judge,
86. | MesicDijana Municipal Court Biha¢ Municipal Court Biha¢ 1.7.2010
S . judge, judge,
87. Miljevic Nedeljko Basic Court Banja Luka District Commercial Court Banja Luka 15.4.2010
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T . reserve judge, judge,
88. Miljevic Dragomir RS Supreme Court RS Supreme Court 1.12.2010
aliovin. judge, judge,
89. Mirosljevic-Zdral Aleksandra Municipal Court Banja Luka District Commercial Court Banja Luka 154.2010
" reserve judge, reserve judge,
90. Mitric Nevenka Basic Court Banja Luka District Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
TR reserve judge, judge,
91. Mitrovic Miroljub District Court Bijeljina District Commercial Court Bijeljina 1.4.2010
i . . judge, judge,
92. | Nadj-Madjarac Alida Basic Court Bijeljina District Commercial Court Bijeljina 15.4.2010
. . judge, judge,
93. Nedic Srdjan Basic Court of Brcko District Appelatte Court of Brcko District 1.7.2010
prosecutor, deputy chief prosecutor,
94. Neletilic Ljiljianko Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Siroki P P yff. P i Brii ’ 1.9.2010
Brijeg Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Siroki Brijeg
. judge, prosecutor,
95. Neskovic Ozrenka Basic Court Bijeljina Prosecutor’s Office of BiH 15.4.2010
. . judge, court president,
96. | Ninkovic Dusko District Court Doboj District Court Doboj 15.4.2010
. . L reserve judge, judge,
9. Ninkovic Velimir District Court Banja Luka High Commercial Court Banja Luka 1.12.2010
. prosecutor, prosecutor,
98. Omerovic Dika Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Sarajevo Prosecutor’s Office of BiH 154.2010
99. | OrucAlmina Judge, - ! judge, 15.4.2010
Basic Court Foca District Commercial Court East Sarajevo
. reserve judge, judge,
100. Papic Vesna Basic Court Banja Luka Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
- . judge, judge,
101. Pasic-Balic Indira Municipal Court Travnik Cantonal Court Zenica 1.11.2010
. . reserve judge, judge,
102. Pejovic Nebojsa Basic Court, Banja Luka Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
. judicial associate, reserve judge,
103. Pezer Aida Municipal Court Zenica Municipal Court Zenica 1.9.2010
. judge, judge,
104. Popovic Vesna Basic Court Mrkonjic Grad Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
I, reserve judge, judge,
105 Raosavijevic Mirjana District Court Banja Luka High Commercial Court Banja Luka 15.4.2010
. . judge, judge,
106. Romcevic Snjezana District Court Banja Luka High Commercial Court Banja Luka 154.2010
L prosecutor, prosecutor,
107. Sarajlié Sasa Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Zenica Prosecutor’s Office of BiH 15.4.2010
prosecutor, iudge
108. Savi¢ Slavko Special Prosecutor’s Office Banja . Judge, 1.11.2010
Basic Court Zvornik
Luka
judge, judge,
109. Skoko Branka Basic Court Banja Luka High Commercial Court Banja Luka 15.4.2010
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I " prosecutor, prosecutor,
110. Smailagic Remzija District Prosecutor’s Office Banja Luka Prosecutor’s Office of BiH 154.2010
. judicial associate, judge,
. Sotirov Ana Municipal Court Sarajevo Municipal Court Visoko 1.7.2010.
. reserve judge, judge,
2. Stamenic Darko Basic Court Banja Luka Basic Court Banja Luka 4.1.201
. " deputy chief prosecutor, judge,
3. Stancic Radmila District Prosecutor’s Office Doboj District Court Doboj 154.2010
. . judicial associate, reserve judge,
4. Stankovic Dragica Basic Court Prijedor Basic Court Prijedor 1.7.2010
- judicial associate, judge,
115. Stankovic-Seksan Vesna Basic Court Banja Luka District Commercial Court Banja Luka 15.4.2010
i . ) judge, judge,
116. Stojkovic-Kvaternik Brankica Basic Court Doboj District Commercial Court Doboj 15.4.2010
judge, judge,
. Stupar Braco Municipal Court Sarajevo Cantonal Court Sarajevo 1.9.2010
o . judicial associate, judge,
118. Subasic Binamir Municipal Court Gradacac Basic Court Bijeljina 15.4.2010
. . . reserve judge, judge,
119. Sujoldzic Emira Municipal Court Zenica Municipal Court Travnik 1.9.2010
. prosecutor, deputy chief prosecutor,
120. Svetlana Brkovic RS Prosecutor’s Office RS Prosecutor’s Office 1.8.2010
. sVl - reserve judge, judge,
121. Svjetlana Milisic-Velickoviski Cantonal Court Sarajevo Cantonal Court Sarajevo 1.9.2010
122. | Sabic Erdin Judicial associate, judge, 15.4.2010
. Municipal Court Zavidovi¢i Municipal Court Zivinice o
L Judicial associate, judge,
123. Sabic Nina Municipal Court Sarajevo Municipal Court Kakanj 1.7.2010
L judge, court president,
124. Sain Aida Basic Court Sokolac District Commercial Court East Sarajevo 1.4.2010
) prosecutor, deputy chief prosecutor,
125. Salvarica Gordana District Prosecutor’s Office Trebinje District Prosecutor’s Office Trebinje 15.4.2010
reserve judge, judge,
126. Satara Jasna District Prosecutor’s Office Banja Luka District Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
. judicial associate, Reserve judge,
121. Sljuka Nedzad Municipal Court Kakanj Municipal Court Kakanj 1.7.2010
prosector, deputy chief prosecutor,
128. Sose Jasmin District Prosecutor’s Office, East i ) puty P S 1.7.2010
. District Prosecutor’s Office East Sarajevo
Sarajevo
. judge, judge,
128. Sunje Azra Municipal Court Mostar Cantonal Court Mostar 4.1.20m
. . prosecutor, judge,
130. Tesnjak Nermin Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Zenica Cantonal Court Zenica 1.11.2010
131. | Tojcic Stojan judge, ) judge, 15.4.2010
Municipal Court Sarajevo Cantonal Court Sarajevo
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132. | Turkec Drago Judge, judge, 15.4.2010
) 9 District Court Banja Luka High Commercial Court Banja Luka o
. judicial associate, reserve judge,
133. Ulemic Azer Municipal Court Travnik Municipal Court Travnik 1.9.2010
. . judicial assocate, reserve judge,
134. Veladzic Edis Municipal Court Velika Kladusa Municipal Court Velika Kladusa 1.11.2010
e reserve judge, judge,
135. Vjestica Rada Basic Court Banja Luka Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
T . judicial assocate, judge,
136. Vojinovic Danica Basic Court Trebinje District Commercial Court Trebinje 15.4.2010
. judicial assocate, judge,
137. Vrbanjac Amela Municipal Court Tuzla Basic Court Banja Luka 4.1.201
138. | Vucetic Biljana judge, judge, 1.9.2010
. Municipal Court Bosanska Krupa Basic Court Banja Luka e
. reserve judge, judge,
139. Vulic Bozana District Court Banja Luka District Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
140. | Zekic Miadenka Judge, Judge, 1.7.2010
. Municipal Court Visoko Basic Court Vlasenica o
141. | Zeljko Mile Judge, Judge, 1.7.2010
. ) Municipal Court Siroki Brijeg Cantonal Court Siroki Brijeg o
. reserve judge, judge,
142. | Zlotrg Nidzara FBIH Supreme Court FBiH Supreme Court 1.2:201
143. | Zivkovic Zeljko Judge, judge, 1.12.2010
. ) Basic Court Brcko District Municipal Court Orasje o
144. | Zuparic Darko Judicial assocate, judge, 1.3.2010
. P Municipal Court Orasje Municipal Court Orasje e
Appointed presidents, chief prosecutors and deputy chief prosecutors
(alphabetically)
. Start of Reapp_omted
No. Surname and name Appointed to or first
mandate
mandate
. . court president, .
1. | Aleksic Radomir District Court Bijeljina 8.3.2010 reappointed
2. | Alihodzic Zijada court president, 30.3.2010|  reappointed
Cantonal Court Zenica
. . court president, X
3. | Begovic Smajil District Commercial Court Trebinje 1.4.2010 first mandate
. . deputy chief prosecutor, .
4. | Bjelosevic Vesna r e . 3.2.2010 reappointed
4 Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Zenica PP
. deputy chief prosecutor, )
5. | Brkovic Svetlana puty P , - 1.8.2010 first mandate
RS Prosecutor’s Office
6. Cavar Vesna chief prosecutor, 1.3.2010 first mandate
: Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Siroki Brijeg e
. deputy chief prosecutor,
7. | Delic Redzo puty P e ~Nee . 1.3.2010 first mandate
Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Zenica
8. | Djuric Goran °°“Tt president, . 1.9.2010 first mandate
Basic Court Doboj

161

page



High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina

ANNUAL REPORT 2010

Reappointed
No. Surname and name Appointed to AL or first
mandate
mandate
- . court president,
9. Filipovic Zdenka Municipal Court Capljina 1.3.2010 first mandate
10. | Gajic Bogdan court president, 1.4.2010| first mandate
: High Commercial Court Banja Luka o
Gavrankapetanovic-Sali- | court president, .
n. hagic Begzada Cantonal Court Sarajevo 14.6.2010 reappointed
. court president, .
12. | Grcevic Jadranko Breko District Basic Court 14.10.2010 reappointed
. . . court president, .
13. | Hadzimehmedovic Indira Cantonal Court Tuzla 14.6.2010. reappointed
. . deputy chief prosecutor, X
14. | Hodzic Sanja Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Travnik 15.4.2010 first mandate
. . . court president, X
15. | Ibrahimefendic Senaid District Court East Sarajevo 15.4.2010 first mandate
16. | Jovanovic Jovanka court president, 1.4.2010 first mandate
. District Commercial Court Doboj o
17. | Jurisic Miaden court president, 30.3.2010  reappointed
) Cantonal Court Mostar " PP
. chief prosecutor, X
18. | Kaknjo Vesna Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Zenica 1.3.2010 first mandate
. deputy chief prosecutor, .
19. | Kamenica Enes Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Sarajevo 3.2.2010 reappointed
20. | Kosic Lejla court president, 1.4.2010| first mandate
) g District Commercial Court Banja Luka o
21. | Kragulj Branka court president, 4.7.2010| first mandate
) qull Municipal Court Sanski Most o
. deputy chief prosecutor, X
22. | Krulj Slavko District Prosecutor’s Office Doboj 1.7.2010 first mandate
. deputy chief prosecutor, .
23. |Lakic Slavo Prosecutor’s Office Breko District 3.2.2010 reappointed
24. | Majinovic Nada court president, 1.7.2010| first mandate
: ! District Commercial Court Bijeljini o
25. | Naletilic Ljiljanko deputy chief prosecutor, 1.9.2010| first mandate
: b Cantonal Prosecutor’s Office Siroki brijeg .
. . court president, .
26. | Ninkovic Dusko District Court Doboj 15.4.2010 first mandate
27. | Novkovic Milorad court president, 30.3.2010  reappointed
' District Court Banja Luka " PP
28. | Radovic Zeljka deputy chief prosecutor, 14.6.2010|  reappointed
: District Prosecutor’s Office Doboj e
. . court president, .
29. | Salihovic Goran Municipal Court Sarajevo 3.2.2010 reappointed
- chief prosecutor, .
30. | Soldat Vitomir District Prosecutor’s Office Banja Luka 3.02.2010 reappointed
31. | Stevic Bojan court president, 29.3.2010|  reappointed
' District Court Trebinje -
32. |SainAida court president, 1.4.2010| first mandate
: District Commercial Court East Sarajevo o
33. | Salvarica Gordana deputy chief prosecutor, 15.4.2010 first mandate
' District Prosecutor’s Office Trebinje o
- . court president, .
34. | Simic Dragica Cantonal Court Siroki Brijeg 30.3.2010 reappointed
. deputy chief prosecutor, .
35. | Sose Jasmin District Prosecutor’s Office East Sarajevo 1.7.2010 first mandate
. deputy chief prosecutor, .
36. | Zeric Sead District Prosecutor’s Office Banja Luka 3.2.2010 reappointed
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Resignations handed in by judges and prosecutors (alphabetically)

No Surname and name Court/ Prosecutor's Office Mandate termination date

1. | Aleksic Dragojla Basic Court Prijedor 11.1.2010
2. | Alic Damir Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Tuzla 31.10.2010
3. | Blagojevic Milan Municipal Court Travnik 14.6.2010
4. | Elazar Nina Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Sarajevo 30.6.2010
5. | Kahric Suada Municipal Court Travnik 30.11.2010
6. | Kusturica Senada BiH Brcko District Prosecutor's Office 31.3.2010
7. | Maksumic Esad Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Mostar 31.10.2010
8. | PeharIrena Municipal Court Mostar 31.8.2010
9. | Pizovic Safet Brcko District Basic Court 24.10.2010
10. | Suljic Alma Municipal CourtTuzla 30.11.2010
11. | Topalovic Zaim Basic Court Kotor Varos 30.4.2010
12. | Vjekoslav Vavra Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Travnik 21.6.2010
13. | Zlatkovic Gorana District Prosecutor's Office Doboj 29.12.2010

Temporary reassignment of judges to other courts

No.

Surname and Name

Original Court

Temporary reassignment

1.

Rahmanovic Osman

Basic Court Visegrad

Basic Court Teslic

Termination of mandate of judges and prosecutors due to the old age retirement

No. Surname and Name Court Mandate termination date
1. | Colakovic Jasmina Cantonal Court Zenica 31.3.2010
2. | Dakic Rajko District Prosecutor's Office Banja Luka 11.6.2010
3. | Gudic Enes Municipal Court Bugojno 9.9.2010
4. | Indjic Rajko Municipal Court Sanski Most 3.7.2010
5. | Orasanin Goran FBiH Supreme Court 15.12.2010
6. | Spahic Faik Cantonal Court Zenica 25.7.2010
7. | Stokic Zoran Cantonal Prosecutor's Office Travnik 14.6.2010
8. | Sator Mehmed Court of BiH 3.7.2010
9. | Siric-Ljuboje Ljiljana Cantonal Court Sarajevo 9.6.2010

RESERVE JUDGES
Reserve judges appointments in 2010 (alphabetically)

No. Surname and Name Court Start of mandate
1. | Ademovic Amina Cantonal Court Sarajevo 1.3.2010
2. | Avlijas Sonja Basic Court Sokolac 15.4.2010
3. | Bajic Svetozar Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
4. | Basic Tatjana Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
5. | Batotic Damir Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.9.2010
6. | Buljugic Halida Municipal Court Tuzla 1.3.2010
7. | Cepic Snjezana Basic Court Prijedor 1.7.2010
8. | Citakovic Dzenana Supreme Court FBiH 15.4.2010
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9. | Cosic Efraim Cantonal Court Sarajevo 4.1.2011
10. | Dedic Miralem Municipal Court Zenica 15.4.2010
11. | Dosenovic Mira District Court Banja Luka 1.12.2010
12. | Duric Amela Municipal Court Tuzla 1.3.2010
13. | Djekanovic Milena Basic Court Tesli¢ 15.4.2010
14. | Hedzic-Hadzic Amra Municipal Court Zenica 1.9.2010
15. | Imamovic Fatima Supreme Court FBiH 15.4.2010
16. | Ivanovic Dragutin Municipal Court Orasje 1.3.2010
17. | Kapic Adnan Municipal Court Velika KladuSa 1.11.2010
18. | Kordic Dalibor Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
19. | KovaCevic Stela Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
20. | Malenica Zdenka Municipal Court Kiseljak 1.12.2010
21. | Misic Sasa Municipal Court Tuzla 1.7.2010
22. | Mitric Nevenka District Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
23. | Omazic Nermina Municipal Court Tuzla 1.3.2010
24. | Pezer Aida Municipal Court Zenica 1.9.2010
25. | Radojcic Radmila Basic Court Doboj 4.1.2011
26. | Savic Nebojsa Brcko District Basic Court 1.7.2010
27. | Spasojevic Brankica Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
28. | Stankovic Dragica Basic Court Prijedor 1.7.2010
29. | Stupar Tatjana District Court Banja Luka 1.12.2010
30. | Sljuka Nedzad Municipal Court Kakanj 1.7.2010
31. | Tomic David Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
32. | Ulemic Azer Municipal Court Travnik 1.9.2010
33. | Veladzic Edis Municipal Court Velika Kladusa 1.11.2010
34. | Zlatic Fuad Brcko District Basic Court 1.11.2010

Reserve judges with mandate extensions (alphabetically)

No. Surname and Name Court End of mandate
1. | Ajanovic-Selimovic Amela FBiH Supreme Court 28.4.2012
2. | Danilovic Edina Cantonal Court Sarajevo 1.2.2012
3. | Dzendzo Izeta Municipal Court Livno 15.5.2012
4. | Hadzic Nedzida Cantonal Court Sarajevo 17.6.2012
5. | Hajdarevic Muhidin Cantonal Court Sarajevo 1.12.2012
6. | Jevtovic Marela Basic Court Banja Luka 1.10.2012
7. | Kalaba Dragan Basic Court Banja Luka 3.5.2012
8. | Kasum Suada Cantonal Court Biha¢ 1.10.2012
9. | Kovacevic Melisa Municipal Court Zenica 15.4.2012
10. | Kovac-Grabonjic Sanela Cantonal Court Sarajevo 1.12.2012
11. | Krnjic Nijaz Cantonal Court Novi Travnik 1.12.2012
12. | Mandic Violeta Basic Court Banja Luka 15.4.2012
13. | Markic Jasna Municipal Court Mostar 5.5.2012
14. | Milojkovic Sladana Cantonal Court Tuzla 1.2.2013
15. | Mitrovic Dragan Basic Court Brcko District 1.7.2012
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16. | Pupic Milena FBiH Supreme Court 29.7.2011
17. | Sekulic Cvijeta Basic Court Bijeljina 1.5.2012
18. | Skakic Dragana Basic Court Bosanska Gradiska 15.5.2012
19. | Skrobo Amela Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.12.2012

Resignations handed in by reserve judges

No. Surname and Name Court/Prosecutor's Office Resignation date

1. Suljic Aima Municipal Court Tuzla 30.11.2010

JUDICIAL ASSOCIATES
Appointments of judicial associates in 2010 (alphabetically)

No. Surname and name Appointed to Start of mandate

1. | Abdagic Jasmina Municipal Court Cazin 1.2.2011
2. | Alibasic Ismet Municipal Court Velika Kladusa 1.7.2010
3. | Alidzanovic Vedran Municipal Court Gracanica 1.9.2010
4. | Babic Jurica Municipal Court Livho 1.9.2010
5. | Balic Amela Municipal Court Zenica 15.4.2010
6. | Barakovic Damir Municipal Court Orasje 1.2.2011
7. | Basic Mihada Municipal Court Gradacac 15.4.2010
8. | Belovic Minja Municipal Court Mostar 1.7.2010
9. | Bogdanovic Milica Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.9.2010
10. | Dedic Amra Municipal Court Bihac 15.4.2010
11. | Dragicevic Ljubisa Basic Court Banja Luka 3.5.2010
12. | Fajic Vildana Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.9.2010
13. | Fisic Azra Municipal Court Konjic 15.4.2010.
14. | Hodzic Kenan Municipal Court Kakanj 1.2.2011
15. | Hrustanovic Dina Municipal Court Zivinice 15.4.2010
16. | Hukic Sabina Municipal Court Tuzla 15.4.2010
17. | Jakic Haris Municipal Court Ljubuski 15.4.2010
18. | Jovanovic Ivana Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.9.2010
19. | Jusufbasic Tina Municipal Court Gradacac 1.9.2010
20. | Jusufovic Dijana Municipal Court Sarajevo 15.4.2010
21. | Karic Asmir Municipal Court Zivinice 15.4.2010
22. | Kevo Mirjana Municipal Court Siroki Brijeg 15.4.2010
23. | Knezevic Jasminka Municipal Court Orasje 1.7.2010
24. | Kokic Edvin Municipal Court Zenica 15.4.2010
25. | Kovacic Stojanka Municipal Court Travnik 1.2.2011
26. | Krslak Edina Basic Court Sokolac 1.9.2010
27. | Lazarevic Sinisa Basic Court Banja Luka 3.5.2010
28. | Malohodzic Mirna Municipal Court Sarajevo 15.4.2010
29. | Marin Miran Basic Court B. Novi/ Novi Grad 1.9.2010
30. | Mehinovic Adis Basic Court Teslic 1.9.2010
31. | Milosavljevic Dusica Municipal Court Sarajevo 15.4.2010
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32. | Mott Ivana Municipal Court Zivinice 15.4.2010
33. | Murtic Senad Municipal Court Zavidovici 15.4.2010
34. | Muslic Dino Basic Court Banja Luka 3.5.2010
35. | Musinovic Armina Municipal Court Zenica 1.2.2011
36. | Nikolic Slavisa Basic Court Vlasenica 3.5.2010
37. | Nuhanovic-Kapic Belma Municipal Court Cazin 15.4.2010
38. | Omanovic Mahir Municipal Court Kiseljak 1.2.2011
39. | Omanovic Sedina Municipal Court Travnik 1.2.2011
40. | Peco-Salihovic Selma Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.10.2010
41. | Perkovic Bojana Basic Court Bijeljina 3.5.2010
42. | Prelo Maja Basic Court Trebinje 1.7.2010
43. | Rojevic Dunja Municipal Court Zenica 1.2.2011
44. | Salkic Selma Municipal Court Gracanica 15.4.2010
45. | Sivac Vlajko Basic Court Srebrenica 3.5.2010
46. | Smajlovic Ejub Municipal Court Zepce 1.9.2010
47. | Sabic Alen Municipal Court Zavidovici 1.9.2010
48. | Sacirovic Edin Municipal Court Visoko 1.9.2010
49. | Sanjevic Boris Basic Court Trebinje 1.7.2010
50. | Saravanja Filip Municipal Court Ljubuski 15.4.2010
51. | Skaljic Sanela Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.9.2010
52. | Uzicanin Alma Municipal Court Tuzla 1.9.2010
53. | Vrbanjac Sanela Municipal Court Sarajevo 15.4.2010

Resignations handed in by judicial associates in 2010

No. Surname and name Appointed to Date of resignation
1. | Miran Marin Basic Court Banja Luka 31.1.2010
2. | Lazarevic Brankica Basic Court Bijeljina 17.3.2010
3. | Kaknjo Kanita Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.9.2010
4. | Kudric Mirjana Basic Court Banja Luka 1.9.2010
5. | Herenda Bahrudin Municipal Court Sarajevo 1.10.2010
6. | Petrovic Snjezana Basic Court Derventa 1.10.2010
7. | Sucic Verenko Municipal Court Livho 31.12.2010
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ANNEX 3

PERFORMANCE REPORT FOR THE REGULAR
COURTS COVERING THE PERIOD

january 1, 2010 - december 31, 2010

The High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council, pursuant to its legal obligation to present the
state in the judiciary, collects, processes and publishes statistical data on the performance of
judicial institutions in BiH.

A report on the work of courts is structured in accordance with the organization of the
judicial system of BiH:

- The Court of BiH;

- The Supreme Court of the FBiH and the Supreme Court of the RS;
- The Appellate Court of Brcko District of BiH;

- Cantonal and district courts;

- Commercial courts;

- Municipal and basic courts; and

- Municipal Court of Brcko District of BiH.

The work of the courts in 2010 is presented through four aspects: the case flow (number of
unresolved cases at the beginning of the reporting period, the number of cases received, the
total number of pending cases, the number of resolved cases and the number of unresolved
cases at the end of the reporting period), the courts performance quality, the age structure
of the unresolved cases, the statute of limitation in criminal and minor offense cases and the
statute of limitation in the execution of criminal and minor offense sanctions. The report does
not include the work of the courts on the so-called “utility” cases - cases as to the collection
of claims for utility services and cases as to the collection of fees where creditors are public
broadcasting services. Statistical data on the courts work in relation to the utility cases are
specifically presented in this Annex in tables 71 and 72.

The 2010 Report, for the first time, presents data on the work of the High Commercial
Court and district commercial courts, which started working as of May 1, 2010, after they
were previously established by the Law on Amendments to the Law on Courts of Republika
Srpska™. As of that date, the commercial courts have taken cases under their jurisdiction
from the Basic and District courts.

Annex 2 - Report on the performance of courts consists of two parts:

a) Part I: Review of statistical data on the work of courts in which certain trends recorded
in the courts during the reporting period are presented textually;

b) Second part: Statistical reports in the form of tables and accompanying charts in details
show statistics on the performance of courts.

73 ,Official Gazette of Republika Srpska“, no. 119/08
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REVIEW OF STATISTICAL DATA ON THE PERFORMANCE
OF THE REGULAR COURTS

COLLATED PERFORMANCE REPORT FOR REGULAR COURTS
Case flow

The case flow report provides insight into the number of received and resolved cases and
shows changes to the number of unresolved cases during the reporting period. The case flow
in the 73 regular courts in BiH is presented in Table 1 (per level), Table 3 (per Canton, District
and for the Brcko District BiH) and Table 5 (per case type).

In 2010, regular courts in BiH received 974,320 and resolved 967,552 cases. The total
number of unresolved cases slightly rose from 498,568 to 504,900 cases. The reduction in the
number of cases was recorded in the Supreme Courts, Municipal Courts and the Appellate
Court of the Brcko District BiH, while at other court levels there was an increase in the number
of unresolved cases.

The bulk of unresolved cases in the judiciary of BiH are found in the municipal and
basic courts, which have subject matter jurisdiction over the first instance cases in different
proceedings and which perform tasks related to the land-registry cases. Of the total number of
unresolved cases, approximately 89%, which was 504,900 on December 31, 2010, are found
in the municipal and basic courts; 59% of the unresolved cases are located in 28 municipal
courts in the Federation of BiH, 26% in 19 basic courts in RS and 3% in the Municipal Court
of Brcko District BiH. Furthermore, the commercial courts, that started working on May 1,
2010, recorded 16,009 cases at the end of the reporting period, or 3% of the total number of
unresolved cases.

When viewed based on case type, the largest number of unresolved cases are civil cases
(civil and commercial cases), which stood at 169,856 on December 31, 2010, or 34% of the total
number. Next are enforcement cases with the figure being 136,859 or 27%, then minor offense
cases (11%), non-litigation (11%), land registry (9%), criminal (5%) and administrative cases (3%).

The total number of unresolved civil and criminal cases in 2010 was reduced by 1% and
2%. The number of unresolved minor offense cases was reduced by 5% and the number of
unresolved land registry cases has significantly gone down by 27%. On the other hand, the
number of unresolved enforcement, administrative and non-litigation cases rose in 2010.

The number of enforcement cases has significantly gone down, by 27,414 cases or 25%.

Table 2 shows the figures for received, resolved and unresolved cases for all court levels
with orientation coefficients regarding the number of years required to deal with the unresolved
cases. The coefficient shows how many years would be required for the courts to resolve all
cases that are unresolved as at December 31, 2010, under the assumption that the dynamics
and the speed of case resolution were the same as in 2010, and that the 2011 case inflow is
not processed before cases designated as unresolved on December 31, 2010 are finished.

Quantity and quality of performance of the courts

The quantity of the performance of the courts is expressed through the collective quota
realised throughout one calendar year, in that the HJPC establishes the criteria for its
calculation. Generally, the achieved collective quota of the courts will be calculated so that the
aggregate of the realised quotas for each judge, court president (in case the court employs
less than 13 judges), and judicial associates of municipal courts, as a percentage, is divided
by the number of judges and judicial associates appointed for each given court.

Table 7 shows the realised collective quota for all court levels for which the HIPC BiH set
criteria based on which the indicator of their performance is calculated by the courts.
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In accordance with the HJPC decision, the quality of the court performance is expressed
as the number of upheld and modified decisions compared to the total number of decisions
made by the higher instance court or by the appellate panel of the same court for cases
where legal remedies have been filed. The quality is expressed as a percentage of upheld
and modified decisions compared to the total number of decisions that have been appealed.
In other words, quality is the figure out of 100 minus the percentage of reversed decisions
by a higher instance court’™. Performance quality as per court levels is presented in Table 7.

The average quality of the regular courts in BiH is 88%, which means that 12% of the
decisions courts have rendered were reversed in 2010. The highest quality (91%) was
achieved by the cantonal courts, whereas the lowest level of quality (80%) was achieved by
the district commercial courts.

Age of cases

The HJPC started collecting and analyzing data regarding the year in which unresolved
cases were initiated, while for cases on higher court instances, also the year the appealed
cases were received. Stemming from the data collected, we can determine that of the total
number of unresolved cases as on December 31, 2010, 49,3% or 248,916 cases were initiated
in 2010, 20,7% or 104,514 in 2009, 11,5 % or 58,064 in 2008, 6,3% or 31,809 in 2007, 3,4%
or 17,167 in 2006, with the remaining 8,8% or 44,431 falling under 2005 and earlier.

The cases initiated in 2005 or earlier were enforcement cases, with the highest percentage,
(26,8% or 11,907), then non-litigation (14,2% or 6,309) and (9,8% or 4,354 cases).

The Constitutional Court of BiH, in processing appeals, for 140 cases determined violations
to the rights of the parties for a fair trial due to the duration of the proceedings before the
courts, which are protected with the Constitution of BiH and with Article 6 of the European
Convention on the Preservation of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms.

The age breakdown of the unresolved cases in the courts up to December 31, 2010 is
presented in Table 8.

Statute of limitations for criminal and minor offense cases

Criminal prosecution cannot be effected with the elapsing of the legally determined
deadlines as of the commitment of the criminal offense (relative statute of limitations), in that
statute of limitations will, in any event, come into effect with the elapsing of twice the time
stipulated with the law for statute of limitations for criminal prosecution (absolute statute of
limitations). Collated information on criminal and minor offense cases in the courts for which
statute of limitations have come into effect regarding criminal prosecution or the conducting or
initiating of a minor offense procedure in 2010 are shown in tables 9 and 10.

Accordingly, during 2010, statute of limitations for criminal prosecution came into effect
in 329 criminal cases. In connection with this, relative statute of limitations occurred in 19
criminal cases, while absolute statute of limitations for criminal prosecution came into effect
in 310 criminal cases. Stemming from the data, we found that the most common causes for
the occurrence of statute of limitations in the courts was defendant absence and other legally
stipulated procedural reasons. Specifically, these reasons have lead to 262 criminal cases in
which statute of limitations have come into effect.

Statute of limitations regarding the holding of a minor offense procedure, whether absolute
or relative, come into effect with the elapsing of the legally determined deadline from the
day the minor offense was committed. During the reporting period, statute of limitations for
the initiation or conducting of proceedings came into effect in 1,024 minor offense cases

74 The Court of BiH expresses its quality of performance in relation to the number of appeals filed with the Appellate Department
of the Court of BiH

169 page



High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina ANNUAL REPORT 2010

before the courts. Of the said number, absolute statute of limitations came into effect in 833
cases, while relative statute of limitations came into effect in 191 cases. When looking into
the reasons for statute of limitations and for the initiation or conducting of minor offense
procedures as well as for the criminal cases, in which statute of limitations came about due to
inaccessible defendants (604), as well as there being a large number of cases (210), which
the courts received only after statute of limitations came into effect regarding the initiating and
conducting of a minor offense procedure.

In 2010, statute of limitations came into effect in 83 cases for the enforcement of criminal
sanctions (55 in municipal courts, 26 in basic courts and 2 in the Basic Court of the Brcko
District BiH). Statute of limitations regarding the enforcement of criminal sanctions came
into effect in 4,875 cases (4,593 in municipal courts, 282 in basic courts, while in the Basic
Court of the Brcko District BiH there has been no statute of limitations). Figures on cases
covering statute of limitations for the enforcement of criminal and minor offencs sanctions are
presented in tables 52, 55 and 69.

Decisions of the Constitutional Court of Bosnia and Herzegovina

Pursuant to Article IV, item 3, paragraph b) of the Constitution of BiH it is regulated that
the Constitutional Court shall have “the appellate jurisdiction over matters as provided in
the Constitution, once they become the matter of dispute due to the decision rendered by
a court of Bosnia and Herzegovina”. Based on the said constitutional prerogatives of the
Constitutional Court, a party that believes that the proceedings before the regular courts of
BiHviolated his/her rights guaranteed by the Constitution of BiH and international documents
that are an integral part of the Constitution, may lodge an appeal to the Constitutional Court.

The HJPC BiH has decided to collect and present, as part of regular reporting on the
courts performance, statistical data on the Constitutional Court decisions rendered on the
basis of appeals or in connection with proceedings before the regular courts.

Stemming from the data provided by the courts, it is to be noted that the largest number
of decisions were decisions to deny appeals, or a total of 422 decisions. Of this number, the
Constitutional Court rendered 285 decisions to dismiss appeals, one decision to suspend the
proceedings before the Constitutional Court, while the appeals were denied in 136 decisions.

The Constitutional Court rendered 184 decisions to uphold appeals as follows: 29
decisions to modify court decisions, 58 to revoke court decisions and 97 other decisions to
uphold appeals. Appeals have usually been upheld for the violation of the rights to a fair trial,
in 140 cases, then for the violation of the right to an effective legal remedy, in 18 cases, for the
violation of property rights, in 17 cases, for the infringement on personal freedom, in 4 cases,
for the compensation violation due to wrong decision, in 1 case, and for the violation of other
rights, in 4 cases.

The Constitutional Court ordered courts to without delay process 83 cases filed due to
the violations of the right to render a decision within reasonable time. Of this number, the
Constitutional Court found that the delay in the proceedings was caused in 63 cases by the
firstinstance courts, in 16 cases by the second-instance courts, whereas in 4 cases by a court
that renders decisions on the basis of filed extraordinary remedy.

The Constitutional Court rendered decisions in 69 cases for failing to try within a reasonable
timeframe and ordered payment in the amount of KM 127,100 to the appellants for non-
material damage.
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PERFORMANCE REPORT FOR THE COURT OF BOSNIA
AND HERZEGOVINA

Information on the caseflow as per departments of the Court of BiH is presented in Table
11. In 2010, the Court of BiH had a total of 8,641 cases. A total of 3,013 unresolved cases
were carried over from 2009, while 5,628 cases were received during 2010. Since 4,975
cases were resolved during the year, 3,666 cases will be carried over to 2011.

The caseflow coefficient of the Court of BiH, representing the ratio between the number of
resolved cases and received cases during the reporting period is 88%, which means that the
Court resolved 12% less cases that it had received during the year.

There is still an increasing tendency of the caseflow. The total caseflow for 2009 has
increased by 7% compared to 2010 when the caseflow increased by another 15%.

During 2010, legal remedies were filed in 972 cases, while the Appellate Division of the
Court of BiH rendered 846 decisions to which legal remedies were filed. Decisions in 77% of
cases were upheld, in 18% of the cases were modified and in 5% of the cases were reversed.

Information on the percentages regarding upheld, modified and reversed decisions are
presented in table 7.

Detailed data on the caseflow as per case type and department is presented in table 13.

The Administrative Department of the Court of BiH leads the way regarding case figures
with 5,348 cases being processed or 62% of the total number of cases. In 2010, the inflow
of cases to the Administrative Department significantly rose. The Administrative Department
received 858 or 41% more cases compared to 2009. With 2,315 cases resolved during the
year, 3,033 cases were carried over with most of these cases being administrative disputes
(U) and civil cases (P).

At the start of 2010, the Criminal Division of the Court of BiH had 342 unresolved cases
while it also received 1,810 new cases during the reporting period. With 1,518 cases resolved
at the end of the year, that meant that 486 cases remained unresolved, which is 42% more
cases than at the beginning of the reporting period.

The Criminal Division of the Court of BiH has three sections as follows, Section | for War
Crimes, Section Il for Organised Crime, Commercial Crime and Corruption and Section Il for
General Crime. Among other things, in 2010, 368 decisions were rendered of which 14 war
crimes cases, 63 cases dealing with organised crime, commercial crime and corruption and
161 general crime cases.

At the end of 2010, the Appellate Division had 147 unresolved cases, which was 47%
Lower than at the start of the year. The bulk of the unresolved cases were revision cases
(Rev).

Areview of the age breakdown of the unresolved cases (Table 15) shows that on December
31, 2010 the Court of BiH had a relatively low number of cases that required long periods in
order to be resolved. The majority of the unresolved cases were initiated in 2010 (62%) and in
2009 (24%).The oldest administrative case was initiated in 2003, and the oldest criminal case
was initiated in 2004, while the oldest appellate case dates back to 2006.
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PERFORMANCE REPORT OF THE SUPREME COURTS

The total caseflows of the Supreme Court of FBiH and the Supreme Court of RS are
presented in Table 16. In 2010, the supreme courts in BiH had a total of 13,346 cases that
were being processed. There were 6,467 cases that were carried over from 2009, while 6,879
cases were filed during 2010. Seeing as 6,156 cases were resolved during the year, 5,190
cases were carried over to 2011.

The Supreme Court of Republika Srpska had a total of 3,858 cases that were being
processed. A total of 1,659 unresolved cases were carried over from 2009, while 2,199 new
cases were received in 2010. Seeing as 2,384 cases were resolved during the year, 1,474
cases were carried over to the next year, which represents 11% less than at the beginning of
the reporting period.

The Supreme Court of FBiH had a total of 9,488 cases that were being processed. A total
of 4,808 unresolved cases were carried over from 2009, while 4,680 new cases were received
in 2010. Seeing as 5,772 cases were resolved during the year, 3,716 cases were carried
over to the next year, which represents 23% or 1,902 cases less than at the beginning of the
reporting period.

The caseflow coefficient of the supreme courts representing the ratio between the number
of resolved and received cases during the reporting period is 119% which means that the
supreme courts resolved 19% more cases than was the annual case influx.

The total case inflow for 2010 was 6% higher (or 391 cases) than in 2009.
Detailed data on caseflow per types and departments is presented in Table 17.

Generally, the civil departments recorded the highest inflow of new cases, above all revision
cases (Rev) with 4,284 cases received in 2010. After resolving 5,348 cases during the year,
3,437 cases were carried over to the next year which is 17% less than at the end of 2009.

The criminal departments of the supreme courts resolved 1,189 cases in 2010, while 178
cases remained unresolved, which is 21% more than at the end of 2009. As for the breakdown,
the bulk of unresolved cases were second instance criminal cases (Kz).

In 2010, the supreme courts resolved 14 cases where the charges were filed for war
crimes. The Supreme Court of FBiH resolved 9 such cases while the Supreme Court of RS
resolved 5 war crime cases.

It was only the administrative departments of the supreme courts that were able to reduce
the backlogs from the previous year. At the end of 2010, the number of unresolved cases
was 28% lower that at the end of 2009. Of 1,575 unresolved cases, 1,554 cases were
administrative disputes that were filed for extraordinary reconsideration (Uvp).

With respect to the age breakdown of the unresolved cases as presented in Table 19, the
supreme courts in BiH have a certain number of cases that are ongoing, primarily revision
cases, for which a greater period of time is required for their resolution. We should stress that
the year of initiation of the case is considered the year in which the case was first filed with
the first instance court and not the year in which the Supreme Court of FBiH or the Supreme
Court of RS received the case through legal remedy. All revision cases which were presented
as unresolved as at December 31, 2010, were received by both supreme courts in 2009 and
2010. Therefore the age breakdown as presented shows the ultimate duration of the case
processing and not the duration before the supreme courts.
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PERFORMANCE REPORT OF THE CANTONAL AND
DISTRICT COURTS

The total caseflow for the cantonal and district courts is presented in table 24. In 2010, the
said courts had a total of 80,527 cases that were being processed. A total of 30,399 cases
were carried over from 2009, while 50,128 cases were received in 2010, which was 8% less
than compared to 2009. Since 47,417 cases were resolved during the year and 495 cases
that were transferred to the High Commercial Court in Banja Luka, 32,615 cases were carried
over to 2010 which meant that the number of unresolved cases rose by 7% or 2,216 cases
compared to 2009 figures.

The cantonal courts in the Federation BiH had a total of 60,865 cases that were ongoing.

A total of 27,134 cases were carried over from 2009, while 33,731 cases were received
in 2010. Seeing as 32,359 cases were resolved during the year, 28,506 cases were carried
over to the next year which represents 5% more than at the beginning of the reporting period.

The five district courts in Republika Srpska had a total of 19,662 cases that were ongoing.

A total of 3,265 cases were carried over from 2009, while 16,397 cases were received
in 2010. Seeing as 15,058 cases were resolved during the year and 495 cases that were
transferred to the High Commercial Court in Banja Luka, 4,109 cases were carried over to the
next year which represents 26% more than at the beginning of the reporting period.

As visible in Table 7, during 2010 the quality of the cantonal and district courts was as
follows: 82% of cantonal court decisions and 71% of district court decisions were upheld, 12%
and 15% were modified while 6% of the cantonal and 14% of the district court decisions were
reversed. The average performance quality as expressed in the quantitative collective court
quota was 145% for cantonal courts and 140% for district courts.

Detailed data on the caseflow of the cantonal and district courts as per case type and
department is presented in Table 25. At the end of the reporting period, the most noticeable
backlog was seen in the civil field at 22,994 cases regardless of the fact that during the
reporting period civil cases were the most resolved cases (26,355). In the civil departments,
during 2010, with reference to received cases and unresolved cases the highest numbers
were that of second instance civil procedure cases (Gz). The number of unresolved Gz cases
in 2010 increased by 5% or 595 cases.

The percentage-wise reduction of unresolved cases was seen in criminal/minor offense
cases, with a 5% reduction in the number of unresolved cases or 96 cases. A total of 13,569
of the said cases were resolved of which predominantly second instance minor offense cases
(Pzp), at 5,096 cases.

Regarding unresolved cases that were carried over from 2009, in the criminal/minor
offense departments, the bulk of the unresolved cases were second instance minor offense
cases (Pzp). Pzp backlog cases for the end of 2009 compared to the end of 2010 rose from
675 to 688 cases, while the number of second-instance criminal cases (Kz) fell from 499 to
487 cases.

The number of resolved first instance criminal cases (K) was higher than the number of
received like cases. In 2010, the courts were fairly prompt in the resolution of preliminary
procedure cases (Kpp), preliminary hearings (Kps) and cases presided by non-litigation
panels (Kv) which may be seen through the low number of unresolved cases of this type at
the end of the reporting period.

In 2010, cantonal and district courts resolved 14 cases in which persons were prosecuted
for war crimes (RZ) with 20 cases remaining unresolved at the end of the reporting period.

In their work, the administrative departments almost exclusively dealt with administrative
disputes (U) with small numbers of other case types. An increased inflow of these cases
continued in 2010. A total of 8,764 more cases or 12% were received compared to 2009. A
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significant rise in the inflow of administrative cases and the reduction in the number of cases
that were resolved in 2009 led to an increase in the number of unresolved administrative cases
by 24%. In 2010, the cantonal and district courts rendered 5,788 decisions in procedures
pursuant to regular legal remedies, of which 79% were upheld, 13% modified and 8% reversed
decisions. Diagram 15 shows the age breakdown of cases rendered in procedures pursuant
to regular legal remedies before the cantonal and district courts.

Alook at the age breakdown of the unresolved cases as can be seen in Table 31, indicates
thatat December 31, 2010, there was a certain number of cases which required a longer period
of time for resolution in the cantonal and district courts. Accordingly, 65% of the unresolved
cases were initiated between 2008 — 2010, 33% between 2001 — 2007 and 2% were initiated
before 2000 and earlier. It should be said that the year of initiation of a case is deemed the
year the case was initiated at a municipal or basic court and not when the case was received
by the cantonal or district court. Therefore, the age breakdown as presented indicates the
total duration for the resolution of a case and not the duration the case spends at the cantonal
or district court which is, in itself, much shorter.

Data on cases with the cantonal and district courts in which statute of limitations have
come into effect regarding criminal prosecution or the holding of a minor offense procedure
are presented in tables 32 — 35. Absolute statute of limitations regarding criminal prosecution
or the holding of a minor offense procedure came into effect in 72 minor offense cases and 5
criminal cases, while relative statute of limitations came into effect in 8 minor offense cases
and 1 criminal case. Statute of limitations mainly came around due to the cantonal and district
courts receiving the cases after statute of limitations had already come into effect.

Data on caseflow, number of judges, quality and quantity of performance for each cantonal
and district court is presented in Tables 36/1-15.

PERFORMANCE REPORT OF THE COMMERCIAL COURTS

The total caseflow for the commercial courts is presented in table 37. In 2010, the
commercial courts had a total of 26,237 cases that were being processed. A total of 13,743
cases were carried over from the basic and district courts. Also, from May 1, 2010 to the end
of 2010 the commercial courts received 12,494 cases. Since 10,228 cases were resolved in
2011, 16,009 cases remained unresolved which increased the number of unresolved cases
under the jurisdiction of the commercial courts by 16% compared to the start date of their work
, that is, May 1, 2010.

The High Commercial Court in Banja Luka, had a total of 993 cases being processed. The
district courts have taken 487 cases and received 506 cases in 2010. Seeing as 689 cases
were resolved, 304 cases were transferred to the next year which was 40% less than at the
beginning of the reporting period.

Five district commercial courts in the RS had a total of 25,244 cases that were being
processed. 13,256 cases have been taken from the basic courts and 11,988 cases were
received by the end of 2010. Seeing as 9,539 cases were resolved, 15,705 cases were
transferred to the next year, which is 18% higher than at the beginning of the reporting
period with the case increase relating primarily to the commercial disputes and small value
commercial disputes.

As visible in Table 7, during 2010, the quality of the commercial courts was as follows: 69%
decisions of the district commercial courts and 75 decisions of the High Commercial Court
were upheld, 12% decisions of the district commercial courts were modified (no decision
rendered by the High Commercial Court was modified), while 19% decisions of the district
courts and 25% decisions of the High Commercial Court were reversed. The High Commercial
Court achieved quantitative quota of 116%, whereas the average quantitative quota of district
commercial courts was 166%.
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Detailed data on the caseflow in the district commercial courts, by case types and
departments are presented in table 38. At the end of the reporting period, the highest backlog
in these courts was recorded in the commercial department with 15,029 cases, of which
number the major part relates to the commercial disputes (6,506) and small value commercial
disputes (7,822). Regarding the registration of business entities there were 510 unresolved
cases as at December 31, 2010.

A look at the age breakdown of the unresolved cases, as presented in Table 40 indicates
that as at December 31, 2010, there was a certain number of cases in the High Commercial
Court that were initiated several years ago. Many cases were initiated in 2007 through 2009,
while 56 cases or 18% of the total number of unresolved cases were initiated five years ago,
that is, before 2006. It should be said that the year of initiation of a case is deemed the year
the case was initiated at a basic or district commercial court and not when the case was
received by the High Commercial Court. Therefore, the age breakdown of unresolved cases
at the district commercial courts indicates that the majority of cases or 65% were initiated
between 2009-2010, 12% were initiated in 2008, 8% in 2007, 6% in 2006, while the remaining
9% or 1,306 cases even earlier.

Data on caseflow, number of judges, quality and quantity of performance for the High
Commercial Court are presented in Table 41/1-6.

PERFORMANCE REPORT OF THE BASIC AND MUNICIPAL
COURTS

The total caseflow for the municipal and basic courts is presented in Table 42. In 2010, the
municipal and basic courts had a total of 1,309,971 cases that were being processed. A total
of 441,789 cases were carried over from 2009, while 868,182 cases were received in 2010.

A total number of unresolved cases in 2010 was reduced by 3% or 11.828 cases.

As visible in Table 7, during 2010 the quality of the municipal and basic courts was as
follows: 76% of municipal court decisions and 72% of basic court decisions were upheld, 12%
were modified at the municipal and basic courts, while 12% of the municipal and 16% of the
basic court decisions were reversed. The average performance quality as expressed in the
quantitative collective court quota of all courts for 2010 was 161% for municipal courts and
158% for basic courts.

Regarding the breakdown of the cases received, land registry cases, or around 55% of the
total influx of cases, were the most common. A significant influx was also visible in the civil,
criminal land registry and minor offense departments. The biggest reduction in the number of
unresolved cases at 29% or 16,220 cases was recorded at the land registry departments of
the municipal and basic courts. Also, a significant reduction of unresolved cases was recorded
at 4% or 4,900 cases at the civil department. On the other hand, the number of unresolved
enforcement cases rose in 2010. Detailed data on the flow of the different case types are
presented in Table 43 (collated for municipal and basic courts), Table 45 (municipal courts)
and Table 47 (basic courts).

As regards criminal cases, the municipal and basic courts rendered 15,062 verdicts in 2010
of which 14,043 were convicting verdicts, 674 acquitals and 345 verdicts in which the charges
were dropped. A total of 39% verdicts were pronounced upon the main trial, of which 32%
verdicts upon warrants, 19% upon plea bargain and 11% according to the plea agreements.
The breakdown of criminal cases in the municipal and basic courts is presented in Diagrams
22 and 23.

Regarding the verdicts rendered in 2010 within the civil and commercial departments of
the municipal and basic courts, 79,570 verdicts and other decisions were rendered on the
resolution of cases of which 42% related to the verdicts on merits and 58% related to the
verdicts due to failure to act. The breakdown of the decisions is presented in Diagram 24.
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A look at the age breakdown of the unresolved cases (Table 49), indicates that at the end
of 2010, there was a certain number of cases in the municipal and basic courts which required
a longer period of time for resolution. Accordingly, 83% of the unresolved cases were initiated
between 2008 — 2010, 15% between 2001 — 2007, while 7,757 cases or less than 2% of the
total number of unresolved cases as at December 31, 2010 were initiated before 2001. The
aforesaid data compared to the age breakdown of the unresolved acses as at December 31,
2019 it stems out that in 2010, the municipal and basic courts resolved 7,372 cases that were
initiated before 2001 and that the number of these cases was reduced by 49%. The Municipal
Court in Tuzla should be given credit for the success, since by resolving 4,447 very old land
registry cases it became current with the caseload at the Land Registry Department.

Data on cases with the municipal and basic courts in which statute of limitations came
into effect regarding criminal prosecution or the holding of a minor offence procedure are
presented in tables 50, 51, 53 and 54. Absolute statute of limitations came into effect in
683 minor offense cases, while relative statute of limitations came into effect in 183 minor
offense cases. Regarding criminal cases, absolute statute of limitations came into effect
in 302 cases while relative statute of limitations accounted for 18 cases. The reasons for
statute of limitations coming into effect for criminal prosecution and for initiating minor offence
procedures are mainly the fact that the cases were received with statute of limitations already
in effect or due to inaccessibility of the individuals.

Data on cases regarding the enforcement of criminal sanctions and minor offense sanctions
in which statute of limitations came into effect are presented in tables 52 and 55. In 2010,
absolute statute of limitations for the enforcement of criminal sanctions came into effect in 61
cases (60 prison sentences and one drive-ban sentence) while relative statute of limitations
came about in 20 cases (13 prison sentences, 4 fines, one sentence of mandatory psychiatric
treatment, one drive ban-sentence and one forfeiture of items). Absolute statute of limitations
regarding the enforcement of minor offense sanctions came into effect in 4,771 cases (4,653
fines, 117 drive ban-sentences and one seizure of items), while relative statute of limitations
came into effect in 104 cases.

Data on unresolved cases regarding the enforcement of criminal sanctions is presented in
tables 56 and 57. On December 31, 2010, there were 2,179 unresolved cases in the municipal
courts, with 594 unresolved cases in the basic courts for the enforcement of criminal sanctions.
The bulk of the cases referred to the enforcement of imprisonments (1,827 cases in municipal
courts and 448 cases in basic courts). The most frequent reasons for the non-enforcement
of imprisonments were inaccessibility of the person convicted (373 cases in municipal courts
and 180 cases in basic courts) and the impossibility of accommodating convicted persons
in the correctional facilities or other institutions as stipulated with the law (659 cases only in
municipal courts).

Data on the flow of cases, the number of judicial office holders, quality and quantity of
performance of the municipal and basic courts is presented separately in tables 58/1 — 47.

176 | page



High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina ANNUAL REPORT 2010

PERFORMANCE REPORT FOR THE COURTS OF THE
BRCKO DISTRICT BiH

Appellate Court of the Brcko District BiH

Data on the flow of cases in the Appellate Court of the Brcko District BiH is presented in
Table 59. At the beginning of 2010, the court had a total of 246 unresolved cases, of which
208 cases were presented as unresolved civil cases.

The Appellate Court of the Brcko District BiH received a total of 1,924. Seeing as 1,940
cases were resolved, the number of unresolved cases was reduced to 230 cases during the
reporting period.

The number of unresolved cases in 2010 at the civil department was reduced by 15%,
while the number of unresolved cases at the criminal department increased significantly from
25, at the beginning of 2010, to 33 at the end of 2010.

The civil department has also recorded an increase in the number of unresolved cases
from 13 to 21 cases.

A review of the age breakdown of the unresolved cases (Table 61), indicates that the
Appellate Court of Basic Court of BD has a certain number of older cases, mainly second
instance civil cases (Gz). Two cases in the civil department were initiated before 1992, the
oldest criminal case of the basic court was initiated in 2007, while the oldest administrative
case dates back in 2002. Just as with the cantonal/district and supreme courts, we stress that
the year of a cases initiation is considered as the year when the case was initially started at
the Basic Court of the Brcko District BiH and not when the case was received by the Appellate
Court of the Brcko District BiH. Therefore, the age breakdown as it’'s presented indicates the
total duration of a case during its resolution and not the time the case stays with the Appellate
Court of the Brcko District BiH, which is generally much shorter.

Data on cases in which statute of limitations have come into effect for criminal prosecution
or for initiating minor offense procedures is presented in tables 62-63. In 2010 there were no
recorded cases of statute of limitations at the Appellate Court of the Brcko District BiH.

Basic Court of the Brcko District BiH

Data on the caseflow of the Basic Court of the Brcko District BiH is presented in table 64.
During 2010, the court had a total of 45,739 that were being processed. 16,654 unresolved
cases were carried over from 2009, while 29,085 cases were received during the reporting
period. Seeing as 28,510 cases were resolved, 17,229 cases were carried over in 2011

The quality of the decisions rendered by the Basic Court of the Brcko District BiH is
presented as follows: 76% of the decisions were upheld, 10% modified and 14% reversed.
The Basic Court of the Brcko District BiH realised a collective quota of 260%.

An increase in the number of unresolved cases was recored within the commercial,
enforcement and non-litigation departments as well as in the cases relating to the registration
of business entities. The reduction in the number of unresolved cases was recorded within
the civil, administrative, minor offense and land-registry departments. A total number of
unresolved cases rose by 3%.

A review of the age breakdown of the unresolved cases, as can be seen in Table 66,
indicates that the Basic Court of the Brcko District BiH has a certain number of cases in
which the initial filing document dates back a number of years. The oldest case in the civil
department of the Basic Court of the Brcko District BiH was initiated in 1982, with the oldest
criminal case being filed initially in 1996, while 27 non-litigation cases were initiated before
1992.
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Data on cases in which statute of limitations have come into effect regarding criminal
prosecution and the holding of a minor offense procedures is presented in tables 67-68.
Absolute statute of limitations have come into effect in 3 criminal cases and 78 minor offense
cases due to the inaccessibility of the accused persons or due to other procedural reasons.
Statute of limitations regarding the enforcement of criminal sanctions came into effect only
once, whereas there were no recorded cases of statute of limitations coming into effect
regarding the enforcement of minor offene sanctions.

Data on cases dealing with the enforcement of criminal sanctions is presented in Table
70. As at December 31, 2010, the Basic Court of the Brcko District BiH had 79 unresolved
cases on the enforcement of criminal sanctions with all of them pertaining to imprisonment
sanctions.

UTILITY CASES

Data on the caseflow of utility cases in the Basic Court of the Brcko District BiH, the
municipal courts and the basic courts is presented in Table 71. In 2010, the municipal and
basic courts in BiH, in total, had 1,914,962 utility cases that were being processed. The trend
regarding the reduction in the influx of utility cases continued in 2010. After the influx has been
reduced by 22% in 2010, the influx of utility cases was reduced by 23% in 2010.

A total of 1,580,468 were carried over from 2009, while 334,494 cases were received in
2010. Seeing as 382,022 cases were resolved, 1,531,224 unresolved cases remained which
was 3% less than compared with the last reporting period. Of the total number of unresolved
utility cases, 500,844 or 33% are cases regarding the collection of subscription fees for public
radio and television broadcasters (i.e. RTV fees), as presented in Table 72.

In 2010, the municipal courts reduced a total number of unresolved utility cases by 9% or
110,624 cases and carried over a total of 1,136,891 cases to next year.

In 2010, the Municipal Court Sarajevo had 991,396 utility cases ongoing and while
resolving 209,581 cases, still 781,815 cases were carried over to next year, which represents
a 12% reduction in unresolved cases for 2010.

During 2010, the basic courts had a total of 420,617 utility cases. Since 58,586 cases were
resolved and 1,716 cases which were carried over to the commercial courts, 360,315 cases
were carried over to next year which is 20% more than at the beginning of 2010.

In 2010, the Basic Court of the Brcko District BiH had a total of 38,698 utility cases. Since
6,626 cases were resolved, 32,072 cases were carried over to next year, which is 1% or 317
cases compared to the beginning of the reporting period.
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STATISTICAL REPORTS

COLLATED REPORTS
Table 1: Caseflow for the 73 regular courts in BiH in 2010 - Per court level

Number of
No. of Total no. of X No. of
No. of cases No. of cases | cases carried
unresolved + ) cases ) unresolved
Court received in . resolved in over to
cases as at 2010 processed in 2010 commercial | €3¢S @S of
1Jan.2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010
courts

1 Il nm=1+1 v v vi=Ill-IvV-v
Court of BiH Sarajevo 3,013 5,628 8,641 4,975 0 3,666
Supreme Court FBiH 4,808 4,680 9,488 5,772 0 3,716
Supreme Court RS 1,659 2,199 3,858 2,384 0 1,474
10 cantonal courts 27,134 33,731 60,865 32,359 0 28,506
5 district courts 3,265 16,397 19,662 15,058 495 4,109
28 municipal courts 302,360 608,879 911,239 611,188 0 300,051
19 basic courts 139,429 259,303 398,732 255,138 13,684 129,910
High Commercial Court 506 993 689 0 304
5 district commercial courts 11,988 25,244 9,539 0 15,705
Basic Court Brcko District BiH 16,654 29,085 45,739 28,510 0 17,229
gi;)lfellate Court Brcko District 246 1,924 2170 1,940 0 230
Total 498,568 974,320 1,486,631 967,552 14,179 504,900

Table 2: Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved cases in the

courts of BiH
: _Ye_ars required to
ot Status change |n* Flow coefficient*™ eliminate un:zsolved
unresolved cases cases
| [} 1

Court of BiH 21,67% 88,40% 0,7
Supreme Court FBiH -22,711% 123,33% 0,6
Supreme Court RS -11,15% 108,41% 0,6
10 cantonal courts 5,06% 95,93% 0,9
5 district courts 25,85% 91,83% 0,3
28 municipal courts -0,76% 100,38% 0,5
19 basic courts -6,83% 98,39% 0,5
High Commercial Court -38,59% 136,17% 0,4
5 district commercial courts 14,77% 79,57% 1,6
Basic Court Brcko District BiH 3,45% 98,02% 0,6
Appellate Court Brcko District BiH -6,50% 100,83% 0,1
TOTAL 1,27% 99,31% 0,5

*The coefficient of change regarding the status of unresolved cases (VI/I-1) represents
the relative change in the number of unresolved cases in 2010. A positive percentage
value indicates that an increase was recorded in the number of unresolved cases in 2010.
Accordingly, a negative percentage value indicates a reduction in the number of unresolved
cases during the same period.
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** The flow coefficient column (IV/Il) represents the number of resolved cases compared
to the number of received cases in 2010. A flow coefficient that is above 100% indicates that
the number of resolved cases is higher than the number of cases received in 2010. At the
same time, a flow coefficient that is below 100% indicates that the number of resolved cases
is lower than the case inflow for the same period.

*** The coefficient for the number of years required to eliminate unresolved cases (VI/IV)
represents ratio between the number of unresolved cases as at December 31, 2010 and the
number of resolved cases in 2010. The orientational coefficient indicates how many years
would be needed to resolve all unresolved cases as recorded on December 31, 2010, under
the assumption that the rate of case resolution was identical to the 2010 rate, and that the
2011 case inflow was not processed before efforts aimed at finishing the cases that were
identified as unresolved on December 31, 20010 were completed.

Diagram 1: Breakdown of unresolved cases in BiH on January 1, 2010 and December
31, 2010 - as per case type
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Diagram 2: Breakdown of cases received during 2010 in BiH — as per case type
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Diagram 3: Breakdown of cases received during 2010 in BiH — territorial overview
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Diagram 4: Breakdown of cases received during 2009 in BiH — as per canton, district
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Table 3: Aggregate data on caseflows in the courts of BiH for each canton, district
and for the Brcko District BiH in 2010

No. of cases
No. of Total no. of X No. of
e No. of cases No. of cases carried
Canton/District/Brcko unresolved . ; cases . unresolved
L received in . resolved in over to
District cases as at 2010 processed in 2010 e cases as of
1 Jan.2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010
courts
| ] m=1+1n v \" vVi=ll-IvV-V
Una-Sana Canton 35,423 61,412 96,835 61,044 0 35,791
1 cantonal & 5 municipal courts
Posavina Canton
- 3,540 9,935 13,475 9,072 0 4,403
1 cantonal & 1 municipal courts
Tuzla Canton . 71,828 112,364 184,192 121,935 0 62,257
1 cantonal & 5 municipal courts
Zenica-Doboj Canton 50,192 99,534 149,726 99,517 0 50,209
1 cantonal & 6 municipal courts
Bosnia-Podrinja Canton 1,412 5,098 6,510 5,221 0 1,289
1 cantonal & 1 municipal court
Central Bosnia Canton 24,562 66,864 91,426 58,120 0 33,306
1 cantonal & 3 municipal courts
Herzegovina-Neretva Canton 45,479 70,742 116,221 66,897 0 49,324
1 cantonal & 3 municipal courts
West Herzegovina Canton 7,384 20,498 27,882 19,994 0 7,888
1 cantonal & 2 municipal courts
Sarajevo Canton 81,410 179,112 260,522 184,314 0 76,208
1 cantonal & 1 municipal courts
Sarajevo Canton 8,264 17,051 25,315 17,433 0 7,882
1 cantonal & 1 municipal courts
Banja Luka District 1 district & 7
basic courts 1 high commercial 88,558 141,839 241,263 142,852 10,821 87,590
and 1 district commercial court
Bijeljina District
1 district & 3 basic courts 15,682 41,297 57,446 39,135 688 17,623
1 district commercial court
Doboj District
1 district & 4 basic courts 19,082 46,256 66,503 44,390 1,420 20,693
1 district commercial court
East Sarajevo District
1 district & 3 basic courts 10,528 35,144 46,404 30,977 701 14,726
1 district commercial court
Trebinje District
1 district & 2 basic courts 8,844 23,658 33,015 23,070 549 9,396
1 district commercial court
Brcko District BiH . 16,900 31,009 47,909 30,450 0 17,459
1 appellate and 1 basic court
TOTAL 489,088 961,813 1,464,644 954,421 14,179 496,044
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Table 4: Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved cases within
the cantons, district and the Brcko District BiH expressed as a percentage

L. o Status change in unre- L _Ye_ars i i
Canton/District/ Brcko District B P Flow coefficient eliminate unresolved
cases™**
| ] ]
Una-Sana Canton 1.04% 99.40% 0.6
1 cantonal & 5 municipal courts
Posavina Canton 24.38% 91.31% 05
1 cantonal & 1 municipal courts
Tuzla Canton } o o
1 cantonal & 5 municipal courts 13.32% 108.52% 0.5
Zenica-Doboj Canton 0.03% 99.98% 0.5
1 cantonal & 6 municipal courts
Bosnia-Podrinja Canton -8.71% 102.41% 0.2
1 cantonal & 1 municipal court
Central Bosnia Can_to_n 35.60% 86.92% 06
1 cantonal & 3 municipal courts
Herzegowna—Neret\{g Canton 8.45% 94.56% 07
1 cantonal & 3 municipal courts
West Herzegovina (.Z:efmton 6.83% 97.54% 04
1 cantonal & 2 municipal courts
Sarajevo Ganton -6.39% 102.90% 0.4
1 cantonal & 1 municipal courts
Sarajevo Canton -4.62% 102.24% 0.5
1 cantonal & 1 municipal courts
Banja Luka District
1 district & 7 basic courts 1 high com- -1.09% 100.71% 0.6
mercial and 1 district commercial court
Bijeljina District
1 district & 3 basic courts 12.38% 94.76% 0.5
1 district commercial court
Doboj District
1 district & 4 basic courts 8.44% 95.97% 0.5
1 district commercial court
East Sarajevo District
1 district & 3 basic courts 39.87% 88.14% 0.5
1 district commercial court
Trebinje District
1 district & 2 basic courts 6.24% 97.51% 0.4
1 district commercial court
Brcko District BiH o o
1 appellate and 1 basic court 3.31% 98.20% 0.6
TOTAL 1.42% 99.23% 0.5
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Table 5: Caseflows in the courts of BiH in 2010 — as per case type

No. of cases
No. of Total no. . No. of
No. of cases No. of cases carried
unresolved N ; of cases ; unresolved
Case types received in resolved in over to
cases as at 2010 processed 2010 ] cases as of
1 Jan. 2010 In 2010 31 Dec. 2010
courts
| [} m=1+1 \% v Vi=ll-IvV-Vv
Civil 172,235 124,822 310,482 127,106 13,520 169,856
Criminal 27,638 73,807 101,445 74,236 0 27,209
Administrative 11,141 13,105 24,246 11,559 0 12,687
Enforcement 109,445 84,650 194,096 57,235 2 136,859
Non-litigation 54,637 62,580 117,234 62,143 0 55,091
ZK (Land Registry) 61,449 496,055 557,504 512,753 0 44,751
Business entity registration 2,212 41,496 44,008 41,745 657 1,606
Minor offence 59,802 77,796 137,598 80,759 0 56,839
Other 9 9 18 16 0 2
TOTAL 498,568 974,320 1,486,631 967,552 14,179 504,900

Table 6: Caseflow coefficient in the courts of BiH In 2010 — as per case type

Case type coefficient
Civil 101.83%
Criminal 100.58%
Administrative 88.20%
Enforcement 67.61%
Non-litigation 99.30%
ZK (Land Registry) 103.37%
Business entity registration 100.60%
Minor offence 103.81%
Other 177.78%
TOTAL 99.31%
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Table 7: Percentage of upheld, modified and reversed decisions in the courts in BiH

in 2010

Cantonal 81.73% 12.17% 6.10% 145.2%
Municipal 75.84% 12.51% 11.65% 160.6%
FBiH Total 76.86% 12.45% 10.69% 156.5%
District 71.04% 15.16% 13.80% 139.5%
High Commercial 75.00% 0.00% 25.00% 116.2%
District commercial 68.50% 12.50% 19.00% 165.7%
Basic 71.62% 12.63% 15.75% 158.1%
RS Total 71.49% 12.98% 15.54% 154.9%
Basic Court Brcko District BiH 76.03% 10.07% 13.90% 260.0%
Brcko District BiH Total 76.03% 10.07% 13.90% 260.0%
Court of BiH 76.48% 18.20% 5.32%

BIH TOTAL 75.19% 12.66% 12.16% 157.3%

Diagram 5: Unresolved cases in BiH as at December 31, 2010 — according to canton,

district and Brcko District BiH
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Table 8: Age breakdown of cases in the regular courts in BiH based on initial filing

year

Year case was initiated

unresolved cases as at 31 Dec.

Total number of

Percentage of the total amount
of unresolved cases as at 31

2010 Dec. 2010
2010 248,916 49.30%
2009 104,514 20.70%
2008 58,064 11.50%
2007 31,809 6.30%
2006 17,167 3.40%
2005 11,108 2.20%
2004 9,593 1.90%
2003 7,069 1.40%
2002 5,049 1.00%
2001 3,534 0.70%
2000 2,525 0.50%
1999 and earlier 5,654 1.10%
Total 504,900 100%

Table 9: Relative statute of limitations for initiating and conducting criminal and

minor offence procedures in the courts in BiH in 2010

No. of cases in which relative statute of limitations came into effect,during the reporting
period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offence procedure

Case received after

Inaccessibility of

G statute of limitations acused or other Other reasons TOTAL
came into effect procedural reasons
| I 1 IV=I+11+111
K 1 12 5 18
Kz 1 0 0 1
Km 0 0 0 0
Kmz 0 0 0 0
Kzk 0 0 0 0
Kzz 0 0 0 0
Total — criminal 2 12 5 19
Pr 78 54 51 183
Pzp 7 0 0 7
Pzp Il 0 0 1 1
Total — minor offense 85 54 52 191
TOTAL 87 66 57 210
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Table 10: Absolute statute of limitations for conducting criminal or minor offense
procedures before the courts in BiH for 2010

No. of cases in which absolute statute of limitations came into effect,during the reporting
period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offence procedure
Case type Case rece!ve_d a_fter Inaccessibility of
statute of limitations acused or other Other reasons TOTAL
came into effect procedural reasons
| I 1 IV=1+11+11
K 9 207 33 249
Kz 2 0 0 2
Km 0 43 16 59
Kmz 0 0 0 0
Kzk 0 0 0 0
Kzz 0 0 0 0
Total — criminal 1" 250 49 310
Pr 54 550 157 761
Pzp 71 0 1 72
Pzp Il 0 0 0 0
Total — minor offense 125 550 158 833
TOTAL 136 800 207 1,143
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COURT OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

Table 11: Caseflow for the Court of BiH in 2010 — as per division

m=1+1 v=Ill-1v
Criminal 342 1,810 2,152 1,666 486
Administrative 2,393 2,955 5,348 2,315 3,033
Appellate 278 863 1,141 994 147
TOTAL 3,013 5,628 8,641 4,975 3,666

Table 12: : Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved
cases in the Court of BiH

1] mn
Criminal 42. 1% 92.04% 0.3
Administrative 26.74% 78.34% 1.3
Appellate -47.12% 115.18% 0.1
TOTAL 21.67% 88.40% 0.7

Diagram 6: Caseflow in the Court of BiH in 2010 — per departments

Administrative
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_] Number of unresolved cases as of 1/1/2010

_I Number of received cases during 2010
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Table 13: Caseflow in the Court of BiH in 2010 — as per case type

No. of o GRS Total no. of cases NN . No. of unresolved
Casetype | ‘zaat1van 2010 | recevedin20to | POGERII | resaiveainzoto | JE T
1 ] m=1+n \" v=Iil-Iv
Criminal Division Sections I, Il & 11l
K 71 251 322 238 84
Kpp 43 344 387 261 126
Kps 98 224 322 233 89
Kv 1 538 539 532 7
Ex 0 53 53 49 4
lks 129 374 503 329 174
Km 0 13 13 13
Z7S
KiP
KrN
Kp 0 4 4 4
Other 0 9 9 7 2
Total 342 1,810 2,152 1,666 486
Administrative
U 1,274 1,205 2,479 782 1,697
Ur 48 77 125 115 10
R 0 88 88 87 1
| 108 952 1,060 789 271
P 938 434 1,372 450 922
Zi 25 191 216 88 128
Other 0 8 8 4 4
Total 2,393 2,955 5,348 2,315 3,033
Appellate
Iz 3 129 132 128 4
Uvl 94 98 192 159 33
Gz 102 178 280 254 26
Gvl 13 1 14 14
Gvlz 0 5 5 5
Siz 5 30 35 33 2
Pz 7 6 13 10 3
Rev 12 107 119 80 39
Kz 35 297 332 301 31
Kzk 6 1 17 8 9
Kzz 1 1 2 2
Other
Total 278 863 1,141 994 147
TOTAL 3,013 5,628 8,641 4,975 3,666
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Table 14: Case flow in the criminal division of the Court of BiH in 2010 — as per

section
No. of o GRS Total no. of cases o GG No. of unresolved
Casetype | ‘zaat1uan 200 | recevedin20to | PRI | resaiveainzoto | JC T
1 ] m=i1+1n \" v=Iil-Iv
Section | — War Crimes
K 15 21 36 14 22
Kpp 17 106 123 83 40
Kps 23 32 55 34 21
Kv 0 198 198 194 4
Ex
lks 1 48 49 43 6
Z7ZS
KiP
KrN
Kp
Other
Total 56 405 461 368 93
Section Il — Organised Crime and Corruption
K 33 54 87 63 24
Kpp 26 106 132 68 64
Kps 15 56 71 48 23
Kv 0 226 226 224 2
Ex
Iks 15 148 163 57 106
Other
Total 89 590 679 460 219
Section Ill — General Crime
K 23 176 199 161 38
Kpp 0 132 132 110 22
Kps 60 136 196 151 45
Kv 1 114 115 114 1
Ex 0 53 53 49 4
Iks 113 178 291 229 62
Km 0 13 13 13
778
KiP
KrN
Kp 0 4 4 4
Other 0 9 9 7 2
Total 197 815 1,012 838 174
TOTAL 342 1,810 2,152 1,666 486
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Table 15: Age breakdown of cases in the Court of BiH based on initial filing year

Year case was initiated Percentage of the total amount of
unresolved cases on 31 Dec. 2010
2010 62.2%
2009 24.3%
2008 10.9%
2007 1.2%
2006 1.0%
2005 0.4%
2004 0.1%
2003 0.0%
2002 0.0%
2001 0.0%
2000 0.0%
1999 and earlier 0.0%
Total 100%
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SUPREME COURTS IN BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

Table 16: Case flow in the Supreme Courts in 2010 — as per court

Supreme Court FBiH 4,808 4,680 9,488 5,772 3,716
Supreme Court RS 1,659 2,199 3,858 2,384 1,474
TOTAL 6,467 6,879 13,346 8,156 5,190

Diagram 7: Breakdown of unresolved cases in the supreme courts in 2010 — as per
department

Administrative -

" Number of unresolved cases as of 1/1/2010
] Mumber of recaived cases during 2010

| Mumber of resolved cases during 2010
| Number of unresolved cases as of 31/12/2010

Criminal;

Table 17: Case flow in the supreme courts in 2010 — as per case type

Civil department

Rev 4,087 4,284 8,371 4,951 3,420
Gr 4 85 89 84 5
Gvl 1 22 23 22 1
Other* 47 255 302 291 1"
Total 4,139 4,646 8,785 5,348 3,437

Criminal department

Kz 96 964 1,060 935 125
Kzk 20 18 38 18 20
Kzz 10 69 79 58 21
Kvl 0 0 0 0 0
Kvlz 14 49 63 55 8
Kzs 0 0 0 0 0
Kv 0 53 53 50 3
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Other* 7 67 74 73 1
Total 147 1,220 1,367 1,189 178
Administrative department

u 3 3 3

Ur 2 42 44 43 1
Uz 2 1 3 3

Uvl 16 20 36 17 19
Uvp 2,153 909 3,062 1,508 1,554
Other* 8 38 46 45 1
Total 2,181 1,013 3,194 1,619 1,575
TOTAL 6,467 6,879 13,346 8,156 5,190

Table 18: Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved cases in
the supreme courts expressed as percentages

Civil -16.96% 115.11% 0.6
Criminal 21.09% 97.46% 0.1
Administrative -27.79% 159.82% 1.0
TOTAL -19.75% 118.56% 0.6

Diagram 8: Types of decisions rendered by the supreme courts in procedures
pursuant to regular legal remedies in 2010

Upheld

Modified

Reversed
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Table 19: Age breakdown of the cases before the supreme courts in BiH according to
the year the case was initiated with the lower court

Percentage of the total amount | Percentage of the total amount
Year case was initiated before of unresolved cases before of unresolved cases before
the low instance courts the Supreme Court FBiH on the Supreme Court RS on 31
31.Dec 2010 Dec. 2010
2010 7.2% 11.4%
2009 11.2% 20.8%
2008 21.3% 12.9%
2007 18.6% 12.8%
2006 13.2% 10.7%
2005 9.5% 7.2%
2004 4.7% 6.9%
2003 4.5% 4.6%
2002 2.6% 3.5%
2001 2.1% 3.0%
2000 1.6% 2.2%
1999 and earlier 3.4% 4.2%
Total 100.0% 100.0%

Supreme Court of the Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina

Table 20: Case flow in the Supreme Court of Federation BiH in 2010 — as per case

type
No. of unresolved e, G GRS Total no. of cases Mo GiGas No. of unresolved
Court ‘1:35:: ;g 1a ; received in 2010 proc;: f ; din resolved in 2010 3‘:13;2?:.31?0%
1 ] m=1+1n \" v=Il-Iv
Civil
Rev 2,809 3,149 5,958 3,595 2,363
Gvl 1 22 23 22 1
Other* 47 238 285 274 11
Total 2,857 3,409 6,266 3,891 2,375
Criminal
Kz 71 645 716 621 95
Kzk 10 9 19 6 13
Kzz 7 13 20 12 8
Kvl
Kzs
Kv 35 35 33 2
Other* 6 17 23 22 1
Total 94 719 813 694 119
Administrative
u
Uz
Uvl 14 16 30 12 18
Uvp 1,836 498 2,334 1,131 1,203
Other* 7 38 45 44 1
Total 1,857 552 2,409 1,187 1,222
TOTAL 4,808 4,680 9,488 5,772 3,716
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Table 21: Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved cases in
the Supreme Court FBiH expressed as a percentage

Department

Status change in unre-
solved cases*

Flow coefficient**

Years required to eliminate
unresolved cases***

Civil Department -16.87% 114.14% 0.6
Criminal Department 26.60% 96.52% 0.2
Administrative Department -34.19% 215.04% 1.0
TOTAL -22.71% 123.33% 0.6

Supreme Court of Republika Srpska

Table 22: Case flow in the Supreme Court of Republika Srpska in 2009 — as per case type

No. of unresolved Total no. of cases No. of unresolved
No. of cases ; No. of cases
CEEED EDEL received in 2010 preezsr resolved in 2010 EEED B ]
Court 1 Jan. 2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010
| ] m=i+1 v v=Ill-Iv
Civil
Rev 1,278 1,135 2,413 1,356 1,057
Gr 4 85 89 84 5
Other* 17 17 17
Total 1,282 1,237 2,519 1,457 1,062
Criminal
Kz 25 319 344 314 30
Kzk 10 9 19 12 7
Kzz 3 56 59 46 13
Kvlz 14 49 63 55 8
Kv 18 18 17 1
Other* 1 50 51 51
Total 53 501 554 495 59
Administrative

U 3 3 3
Ur 2 42 44 43 1
Uz 2 1 3 3
Uvl 2 4 6 5 1
Uvp 317 411 728 377 351
Other* 1 1 1
Total 324 461 785 432 353
TOTAL 1,659 2,199 3,858 2,384 1,474

Table 23: Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved cases in
the Supreme Court of Republika Srpska expressed as a percentage

Department

Status change in
unresolved cases*

Flow coefficient**

Years required to eliminate
unresolved cases***

Civil Department -17.16% 117.78% 0.7
Criminal Department 11.32% 98.80% 0.1
Administrative Department 8.95% 93.71% 0.8
TOTAL -11.15% 108.41% 0.6
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CANTONAL AND DISTRICT COURTS

Table 24: Case flow in the cantonal and district courts in 2010 — as per Entity

Federation BiH 27,134 33,731 60,865 32,359 0 28,506
Republika 3,265 16,397 19,662 15,058 495 4,109
Srpska

TOTAL 30,399 50,128 80,527 47,417 495 32,615

Diagram 9: Case flow in the cantonal and district courts in 2010 — as per departments

22,203
{27,541
| 26,850

Administrative

1 | Mumber of unresolved cases as of 1112010
_— [ Mumber of received casas during 2010
Criminal 113,569 [" Mumber of resolved caces during 2010
— Number of unresolved cases as of 311272010
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Table 25: Case flow in the cantonal and district courts in 2010 — as per case type

No. of N Total no. of No. of cases No. of

unresolved r(e);::ifv:isiens cases pro- l‘ll':;glfv(;zsi(:‘s carried ove'r unresolved

Casetype | {0 010 2010 in 2010 2010 | QTN | 37 Dee200

1 Il m=1+1n v \' VI =11l -IV-V

Civil departments
Gz 13,102 18,081 31,183 17,486 13,697
Pz 2,846 3,206 6,052 2,599 495 2,958
Rsz 5,951 3,875 9,826 3,861 5,965
Gvl 89 249 338 245 93
Gvlz 30 68 98 69 29
\ 177 1,581 1,758 1,516 242
Other 8 581 589 579 10
Total 22,203 27,641 49,844 26,355 495 22,994
Criminal departments
K 259 444 703 450 253
RZ 18 16 34 14 20
Kz 499 2,798 3,297 2,810 487
Kzk 78 185 263 187 76
Kv 89 1,553 1,642 1,550 92
Kvl 7 50 57 52 5
Kpp 74 1,347 1,421 1,372 49
Kps 82 390 472 399 73
Kp 16 201 217 209 8
Kzs 0 4 4 3 1
Kbs 4 68 72 69 3
Kmz 7 58 65 60 5
lksz 4 347 351 351 0
Pzp 675 5,109 5,784 5,096 688
Pzp Il 17 75 92 82 10
Pom 57 227 284 268 16
Other 15 601 616 597 19
Total 1,901 13,473 15,374 13,569 0 1,805
Administrative departments
u 6,233 8,764 14,997 7,282 7,715
Uvl 27 60 87 43 44
Uviz 0 1 1 1 0
Uz 5 74 79 73 6
Uvp 30 59 89 41 48
Other 0 56 56 53 3
Total 6,295 9,014 15,309 7,493 0 7,816
TOTAL 30,399 50,128 80,527 47,417 495 32,615
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Table 26: Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved cases in
the cantonal and district courts expressed as a percentage

Civil department 3.56% 95.35% 0.9
Criminal department -5.05% 100.71% 0.1
Administrative department 24.16% 83.13% 1.0
TOTAL 7.29% 94.59% 0.7

Diagram 10: Comparison of upheld, modified and reversed decisions in the cantonal
and district courts

Modified

Reversed

Table 27: Case flow in the 10 cantonal courts in the Federation BiH in 2010 — as per
case type

Civil department

Gz 11,678 12,031 23,709 11,611 12,098
Pz 2,446 2,742 5,188 2,245 2,943
Rsz 5,858 3,167 9,025 3,272 5,753
Gvl 72 153 225 152 73
Gvlz 20 35 55 33 22
\ 90 1,092 1,182 1,076 106
Other 3 313 316 310 6
Total 20,167 19,533 39,700 18,699 21,001
Criminal department
K 206 241 447 261 186
Rz 14 8 22 9 13
Kz 388 1,792 2,180 1,763 417
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No. of unresolved o GRS Total no. of cases NN - No. of unresolved
Case type fl:zs:: ;3 1a ; received in 2010 proc;: ,f : din resolved in 2010 3?;2?:250‘:1’{)
1 ] m=1+n v=Il-Iv
Kzk 36 104 140 107 33
Kv 74 1,088 1,162 1,091 71
Kvl 5 25 30 26 4
Kpp 48 714 762 720 42
Kps 50 231 281 233 48
Kp 10 134 144 142 2
Kzs 0 1 1 1 0
Kbs 3 56 59 56 3
Kmz 7 48 55 52 3
lksz 2 241 243 243 0
Pzp 539 2,927 3,466 3,026 440
Pom 55 189 244 229 15
Other 14 451 465 448 17
Total 1,451 8,250 9,701 8,407 1,294
Administrative department

u 5,459 5,758 11,217 5,094 6,123
Uvl 23 42 65 31 34
Uvlz 0 0 0 0
Uz 64 68 65
Uvp 30 59 89 41 48
Other 0 25 25 22 3
Total 5,516 5,948 11,464 5,253 6,211
TOTAL 27,134 33,731 60,865 32,359 28,506

Table 28: Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved cases in
the cantonal courts expressed as a percentage

Department

Status change in
unresolved cases*

Flow coefficient**

Years required to eliminate
unresolved cases***

Civil department 4.14% 95.73% 1.1
Criminal department -10.82% 101.90% 0.2
Administrative department 12.60% 88.32% 1.2
TOTAL 5.06% 95.93% 0.9
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Table 29: Case flow in the 5 district courts in Republika Srpska in 2010 — as per case

type.

No. of N Total no. of No. of cases No. of
unresolved o- o.f cases cases pro- e cases carried over unresolved
cases as at L DL L cessed GO to commercial cases as of

Case type 1Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 courts 31 Dec.2010
1 ] m=1+n v Vv VI =1l -IV-V
Civil department
Gz 1,424 6,050 7,474 5,875 1,599
Pz 400 464 864 354 495 15
Rsz 93 708 801 589 212
Gvl 17 96 113 93 20
Gvlz 10 33 43 36 7
\Y 87 489 576 440 136
Other 5 268 273 269 4
Total 2,036 8,108 10,144 7,656 495 1,993
Criminal department
K 53 203 256 189 67
RZ 4 8 12 5 7
Kz 1M1 1,006 1,117 1,047 70
Kzk 42 81 123 80 43
Kv 15 465 480 459 21
Kvl 2 25 27 26 1
Kpp 26 633 659 652 7
Kps 32 159 191 166 25
Kp 6 67 73 67 6
Kzs 0 3 3 2 1
Kbs 1 12 13 13 0
Kmz 0 10 10 8 2
Iksz 2 106 108 108 0
Pzp 136 2,182 2,318 2,070 248
Pzp Il 17 75 92 82 10
Pom 2 38 40 39 1
Other 1 150 151 149 2
Total 450 5,223 5,673 5,162 0 511
Administrative department
u 774 3,006 3,780 2,188 1,592
Uvl 4 18 22 12 10
Uviz 0 1 1 1 0
Uz 1 10 11 8 3
Uvp 0 0 0 0 0
Other 0 31 31 31 0
Total 779 3,066 3,845 2,240 0 1,605
TOTAL 3,265 16,397 19,662 15,058 495 4,109
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Table 30: Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved cases in
the district courts expressed as a percentage

Status change in

unresolved cases*

Flow coefficient**

Years required to eliminate
unresolved cases***

Department
| Il n
Civil department -2.11% 94.43% 0.3
Criminal department 13.56% 98.83% 0.1
Administrative department 106.03% 73.06% 0.7
TOTAL 25.85% 91.83% 0.3

Table 31: Age breakdown of cases in the cantonal and district courts in BiH based on
the year of initial filing before the first instance court

Percentage of the total amount of Percentage of the total amount of
Year case was initiated unresolved cases before the cantonal unresolved cases before the
courts on 31 Dec. 2010 district courts on 31 Dec. 2010
2010 21.9% 55.5%
2009 16.9% 18.0%
2008 24.1% 8.3%
2007 13.0% 4.7%
2006 7.9% 3.0%
2005 6.6% 2.8%
2004 3.3% 1.8%
2003 2.3% 1.6%
2002 1.3% 1.0%
2001 1.0% 1.0%
2000 0.6% 0.7%
1999 and earlier 1.2% 1.8%
Total 100.0% 100.0%

Table 32: Relative statute of limitations regarding the initiation and conducting of
criminal and minor offense procedures in the 10 cantonal courts in the Federation

BiH in 2010
No. of cases in which relative statute of limitations came into effect, during the reporting
period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offense procedure
Case type Case rece!ve_d a_fter Inaccessibility of
statute of limitations accused or other Other reasons TOTAL
came into effect procedural reasons
1 ] mn IV=I+1+11

K 0 0 0 0
Kz 1 0 0 1
Kmz 0 0 0 0
Kzk 0 0 0 0
Total - criminal 1 0 0 1
Pzp 2 0 0 2
Total — minor offense 2 0 0 2
TOTAL 3 0 0 3
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Table 33: Absolute statute of limitations regarding the initiation and conducting of
criminal and minor offense procedures in the 10 cantonal courts in the Federation

BiH in 2010
No. of cases in which absolute statute of limitations came into effect, during the reporting
period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offense procedure
Case type Case recei_ve_d a_fter Inaccessibility of
statute of limitations accused or other Other reasons TOTAL
came into effect procedural reasons
1 ] n IV=1+11+11

K 0 1 2 3
Kz 0 0 0 0
Kmz 0 0 0 0
Kzk 0 0 0 0
Total — criminal 0 1 2 3
Pzp 35 0 0 35
Total — minor offense 35 0 0 35
TOTAL 35 1 2 38

Table 34: Relative statute of limitations regarding the initiation and conducting of criminal
and minor offense procedures in the 5 district courts in Republika Srpska in 2010.

Case type

No. of cases in which relative statute of limitations came into effect, during the reporting
period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offense procedure

Case received after
statute of limitations
came into effect

Inaccessibility of
accused or other
procedural reasons

Other reasons

TOTAL

IV=I+11+11

K

Kz

Kmz

Kzk

Total — criminal

Pzp

Pzp Il

Total — minor offense

TOTAL

aaja|jlojoujo|jlo]|j]oc]o | O

o|jlo|lo|o]|]o|]o|J]o|lo|o

Bl BN Bl K= K= E=X =2 E=2 K=)

olo|~Jlojlo|J]Oo|Oo|O|O

Table 35: Absolute statute of limitations regarding the initiation and conducting of criminal
and minor offense procedures in the 5 district courts in Republika Srpska in 2010

No. of cases in which absolute statute of limitations came into effect, during the reporting
period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offense procedure

Case received after

Inaccessibility of

SED TS statute of limitations accused or other Other reasons TOTAL
came into effect procedural reasons
1 ] mn IV=1+11+11
K 0 0 0 0
Kz 2 0 0 2
Kmz 0 0 0 0
Kzk 0 0 0 0
Total — criminal 2 0 0 2
Pzp 36 0 1 37
Pzp Il 0 0 0 0
Total — minor offense 36 0 1 37
TOTAL 38 0 1 39
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Performance Reports for Each Cantonal Court

Table 36/1-15: Case flow in the cantonal and district courts in 2010

CANTONAL COURT BIHAC

Regular judges: 13
Reserve judges: 3

No. of Total no. No. of

unresolved No. of cases of cases No. of cases unresolved

Department cases as at received in 2010 processed in resolved in 2010 cases as of

1 Jan. 2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010

1 [} m=1+1 v v=Il-Iv

Civil department 3,466 2,037 5,503 2,695 2,808
Criminal department 124 885 1,009 880 129
Administrative department 545 580 1,125 397 728
TOTAL 4,135 3,502 7,637 3,972 3,665

Collective quota of the court: 142.7%

Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 68%, modified decisions 13%, reversed decisions 19%

CANTONAL COURT GORAZDE

Regular judges: 3
Reserve judges: 0

No. of Total no. No. of

unresolved No. of cases of cases No. of cases unresolved

Department cases as at received in 2010 | processed in | resolved in 2010 cases as of

1 Jan. 2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010

| Il =i+l 1\ v=Ill-Iv

Civil department 3 187 190 184 6
Criminal department 3 60 63 62 1
Administrative department 2 80 82 69 13
TOTAL 8 327 335 315 20

Collective quota of the court: 140.0%

Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 77%, modified decisions 15%, reversed decisions 8%

CANTONAL COURT LIVNO

Regular judges: 5
Reserve judges: 0

No. of Total no. No. of

unresolved No. of cases of cases No. of cases unresolved

Department cases as at received in 2010 | processed in | resolved in 2010 cases as of

1 Jan. 2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010

| 1l =i+l 1\ v=Ill-1v

Civil department 408 600 1.008 619 389
Criminal department 24 178 202 183 19
Administrative department 97 287 384 192 192
TOTAL 529 1,065 1,594 994 600

Collective quota of the court: 124.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 85%, modified decisions 6%, reversed decisions 9%
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CANTONAL COURT MOSTAR

Regular judges: 15
Reserve judges: 0

No. of Total no. No. of

unresolved No. of cases of cases No. of cases unresolved

Department cases as at received in 2010 processed in resolved in 2010 cases as of

1 Jan. 2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010

| [} m=1+1 v v=Il-Iv

Civil department 1,345 2,441 3,786 1,661 2,125
Criminal department 88 691 779 681 98
Administrative department 581 788 1,369 1,000 369
TOTAL 2,014 3,920 5,934 3,342 2,592

Collective quota of the court: 148.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 78%, modified decisions 16%, reversed decisions 6%

CANTONAL COURT ODZAK

Regular judges: 4
Reserve judges: 0

No. of Total no. No. of

unresolved No. of cases of cases No. of cases unresolved

Department cases as at received in 2010 | processed in | resolved in 2010 cases as of

1 Jan. 2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010

1 Il m=i+l 1\ v=Ill-1v

Civil department 0 184 184 183 1
Criminal department 5 157 162 155 7
Administrative department 4 55 59 52 7
TOTAL 9 396 405 390 15

Collective quota of the court: 132.9%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 72%, modified decisions 21%, reversed decisions 7%

CANTONAL COURT SARAJEVO

Regular judges: 29
Reserve judges: 6

No. of Total no. No. of

unresolved No. of cases of cases No. of cases unresolved

Department cases as at received in 2010 processed in resolved in 2010 cases as of

1 Jan. 2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010

| [} m=1+1 v v=Il-Iv

Civil department 9,965 5,948 15,913 4,913 11,000
Criminal department 489 1,724 2,213 1,803 410
Administrative department 3,022 1,553 4,575 1,394 3,181
TOTAL 13,476 9,225 22,701 8,110 14,591

Collective quota of the court: 145.7%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 86%, modified decisions 12%, reversed decisions 2%
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CANTONAL COURT SIROKI BRIJEG

Regular judges: 5
Reserve judges: 0
No. of Total no. No. of
unresolved No. of cases of cases No. of cases unresolved
Department cases as at received in 2010 processed in resolved in 2010 cases as of
1 Jan. 2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010
1 ] m=1+1u v v=Il-Iv
Civil department 127 652 779 703 76
Criminal department 21 220 241 195 46
Administrative department 35 475 510 316 194
TOTAL 183 1,347 1,530 1,214 316

Collective quota of the court: 169.6%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 82%, modified decisions 3%, reversed decisions 15%

CANTONAL COURT NOVI TRAVNIK

Regular judges: 11
Reserve judges: 2
No. of Total no. No. of
unresolved No. of cases of cases No. of cases unresolved
Department cases as at received in 2010 processed in resolved in 2010 cases as of
1 Jan. 2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010
1 ] m=1+1u v vV=Il-Iv
Civil department 678 1,420 2,098 1,567 531
Criminal department 122 900 1,022 841 181
Administrative department 235 656 891 583 308
TOTAL 1,035 2,976 4,011 2,991 1,020

Collective quota of the court: 152.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 72%, modified decisions 14%, reversed decisions 14%

CANTONAL COURT TUZLA
Regular judges: 20
Reserve judges: 2
No. of Total no. No. of
unresolved No. of cases of cases No. of cases unresolved
Department cases as at received in 2010 | processed in | resolved in 2010 cases as of
1 Jan. 2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010
| ] m=1+l v v=Ill-Iv
Civil department 2,410 3,644 6,054 3,529 2,525
Criminal department 398 2,061 2,459 2,245 214
Administrative department 835 781 1,616 696 920
TOTAL 3,643 6,486 10,129 6,470 3,659

Collective quota of the court: 152.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 78%, modified decisions 14%, reversed decisions 8%
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CANTONAL COURT ZENICA

Regular judges: 18
Reserve judges: 1

No. of Total no. No. of

unresolved No. of cases of cases No. of cases unresolved

Department cases as at received in 2010 processed in resolved in 2010 cases as of

1 Jan. 2010 2010 31 Dec. 2010

| Il =i+l 1\ v=Ill-IVv

Civil department 1,765 2,420 4,185 2,645 1,540
Criminal department 177 1,374 1,551 1,362 189
Administrative department 160 693 853 554 299
TOTAL 2,102 4,487 6,589 4,561 2,028

Collective quota of the court: 145.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 85%, modified decisions 8%, reversed decisions 7%

Performance Reports for Each District Court

DISTRICT COURT BANJA LUKA

Regular judges: 28
Reserve judges: 3

No. of cases
No. of Total no. ) No. of
No. of cases No. of cases carried
unresolved + ) of cases ) unresolved
Department cases as at G processed REEEE T over to_ cases as of
1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 commercial | 34 hoc 2010
courts
| [} =1+ v \' VI =1lI-IV-V
Civil department 633 4,402 5,035 3,807 159 1,069
Criminal department 181 2,856 3,037 2,757 0 280
Administrative department 523 1,822 2,345 1,244 0 1,101
TOTAL 1,337 9,080 10,417 7,808 159 2,450

Collective quota of the court: 163.4%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 74%, modified decisions 15%, reversed decisions 11%

DISTRICT COURT BIJELJINA

Regular judges: 11
Reserve judges: 1

No. of cases
No. of Total no. . No. of
No. of cases No. of cases carried
unresolved + ) of cases ) unresolved
Department cases as at D processed REE over to_ cases as of
1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 commercial | 534 hoc 2010
courts
1 [} nm=1+1 v \' VI =1lI-IV-V
Civil department 633 4,402 5,035 3,807 159 1,069
Criminal department 181 2,856 3,037 2,757 0 280
Administrative department 523 1,822 2,345 1,244 0 1,101
TOTAL 1,337 9,080 10,417 7,808 159 2,450

Collective quota of the court: 131.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 63%, modified decisions 18%, reversed decisions 19
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DISTRICT COURT DOBOJ

Regular judges: 10
Reserve judges: 0

No. of Total no. e i f:ases No. of
No. of cases No. of cases carried
unresolved + ) of cases ) unresolved
b —— received in processed resolved in over to ————
epartment .
P 1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 °°’::j‘:t’:'a' 31 Dec. 2010
| ] m=1+1 \% \' VI = lI-IV-V
Civil department 415 1,060 1,475 1,198 97 180
Criminal department 50 748 798 728 0 70
Administrative department 74 310 384 21 0 173
TOTAL 539 2,118 2,657 2,137 97 423

Collective quota of the court: 148.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 71%, modified decisions 14%, reversed decisions 15%

DISTRICT COURT EAST SARAJEVO

Regular judges: 7
Reserve judges: 1

No. of cases
No. of Total no. . No. of
No. of cases No. of cases carried
unresolved + ) of cases ) unresolved
b B —— received in processed resolved in over to ————
epartment .
P 1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 commercial | 31 Dec. 2010
| ] m=1+1n \% \'} VI =1lI-IV-V
Civil department 244 731 975 686 63 226
Criminal department 44 403 447 400 0 47
Administrative department 61 354 415 277 0 138
TOTAL 349 1,488 1,837 1,363 63 411

Collective quota of the court: 135.1%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 67%, modified decisions 15%, reversed decisions 18%

DISTRICT COURT TREBINJE

Regular judges: 5
Reserve judges: 0

No. of cases
No. of Total no. 3 No. of
No. of cases No. of cases carried
unresolved + ) of cases ) unresolved
b ——— received in processed resolved in over to r———
epartment .
P 1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 commercial | 31 ec. 2010
| ] m=1+1n \% \'} VI = lI-IV-V
Civil department 206 681 887 532 23 332
Criminal department 44 305 349 320 0 29
Administrative department 71 229 300 203 0 97
TOTAL 321 1,215 1,536 1,055 23 458

Collective quota of the court: 120.1%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 70%, modified decisions 12%, reversed decisions 18%
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COMMERCIAL COURTS
Table 37: Case flow in the commercial courts in 2010
No. of cases No. of cases I?t:;:; No. of cases unic;.;l)\te d
- taken on 1 received in processed in resolved in s e (O]
nti
y May, 2010 2010 2010 2010 Dec. 2010
1 1] =1+l v v=Ill-Iv
High Commercial Court Banja Luka 487 506 993 689 304
5 district commercial courts 13,256 11,988 25,244 9,539 15,705
TOTAL 13,743 12,494 26,237 10,228 16,009

Table 38: Case flow in the district commercial courts in 2010 — as per case type

No. of cases N — Total no. of cases No. of cases No. of unresolved
Case type ] ;0n101 5 received in 2010 procze: 15 : 2 resolved in 2010 ca;‘:iz%:;“
1 1] m=1+n \" v=Il-Iv
Civil
P 2 0 2 1 1
Total 2 0 2 1 1
Commercial
Ps 5,760 2,628 8,388 1,882 6,506
Mals 6,493 3,389 9,882 2,060 7,822
L 367 189 556 224 332
Ls 0 0 0 0 0
St 316 196 512 144 368
Other* 0 1 1 0 1
Total 12,936 6,403 19,339 4,310 15,029
Enforcement
Ip 1 268 269 153 116
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
Total 1 268 269 153 116
Non-litigation
\Y 17 65 82 39 43
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
Total 17 65 82 39 43
Business entity registration
Reg 297 3027 3324 2814 510
Regz 0 2171 2171 2171 0
F1 0 0 0 0 0
Other* 3 54 57 51 6
Total 300 5,252 5,552 5,036 516
TOTAL 13,256 11,988 25,244 9,539 15,705
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Table 39: Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved cases in
the municipal and basic courts expressed as a percentage

Civil

Commercial 16% 67% 3.5
Enforcement 57% 0.8
Non-litigation 153% 60% 1.1
Business entity registration 72% 96% 0.1
TOTAL 18.47% 79.57% 1.6

Table 40: Breakdown of the age of cases in commercial courts by the years of
opening of cases

2010 8.9% 45.4%
2009 20.7% 20.4%
2008 22.4% 12.2%
2007 16.8% 8.1%
2006 12.8% 5.6%
2005 7.6% 3.3%
2004 5.6% 3.4%
2003 3.0% 0.6%
2002 0.7% 0.3%
2001 1.0% 0.2%
2000 0.3% 0.1%
1999 and earlier 0.3% 0.5%
Total 100.0% 100.0%

Diagram 11: Case flow in the district commercial courts in 2010 — as per case type

12,238

Commercial |

Business Registry

| Number of unresolved cases as of 1/5/2010
[] Mumber of received cases during 2010

| Number of resolved cases during 2010

| Number of unresolved cases as of 31122010
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Performance Reports for Each Commercial Court

Table 41/1-6: Case flow in the commercial courts in 2010

HIGH COMMERCIAL COURT BANJA LUKA

Regular judges: 7
Reserve judges: 0
No. of cases Total no. of cases No. of unresolved
taken on 1 May, LRI processed in 2 GG cases as of 31
! received in 2010 resolved in 2010
Case type 2010 2010 Dec. 2010
| ] m=1+1 \" vV=Il-Iv
Pz 487 506 993 689 304
Other 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 487 506 993 689 304

Collective quota of the court: 116%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 75%, modified decisions 0%, reversed decisions 25%

DISTRICT COMMERCIAL COURT BANJA LUKA

Regular judges: 15
Reserve judges: 0
No. of cases No. o_f cases I(f)t;::e(: No. of cases un:‘:otl)\fle d
Case type t:nkaeyn ;0"'1 01 rec;:;qeod in processed in resg:)v;;d in cases as of 31
? 2010 Dec. 2010
1 ] m=1+n v v=Il-Iv
Civil 0 0 0 0 0
Commercial 10,172 3,867 14,039 2,183 11,856
Enforcement 0 89 89 46 43
Non-litigation 0 31 31 24 7
Business entity registration 207 1,786 1,993 1,567 426
TOTAL 10,379 5,773 16,152 3,820 12,332

Collective quota of the court: 200%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 72%, modified decisions 10%, reversed decisions 18%

DISTRICT COMMERCIAL COURT BIJELJINA

Regular judges: 5
Reserve judges: 0

No. of cases No. o_f cases z?f;:eos' No. of cases un:‘:;.ocl,:e d
taken on 1 received in . resolved in
Case type May, 2010 2010 ”’°°;:f:d n 2010 “3‘:";0%31
| [} m=1+1 v v=Ill-Iv
Civil 0 0 0 0 0
Commercial 409 790 1,199 389 810
Enforcement 0 40 40 32 8
Non-litigation 0 2 2 1 1
Business entity registration 58 1362 1,420 1357 63
TOTAL 467 2,194 2,661 1,779 882

Collective quota of the court: 139%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 50%, modified decisions 17%, reversed decisions 33%
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DISTRICT COMMERCIAL COURT DOBOJ
Regular judges: 5
Reserve judges: 0
No. of cases No. o_f cases I‘f)t:al:ec; No. of cases unic;o‘l)\fle d
taken on 1 received in " resolved in
Case type May, 2010 2010 p’°°;os1s§d n 2010 °asD:i.a§0‘:g31
1 I} m=1+1 \" v=Il-1v
Civil 0 0 0 0 0
Commercial 1133 712 1,845 710 1,135
Enforcement 0 20 20 2 18
Non-litigation 0 12 12 9 3
Business entity registration 32 1034 1,066 1054 12
TOTAL 1,165 1,778 2,943 1,775 1,168

Collective quota of the court: 134%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 73%, modified decisions 18%, reversed decisions 9%

DISTRICT COMMERCIAL COURT EAST SARAJEVO

Regular judges: 4
Reserve judges: 0

No. of cases No. of cases Zcf)t;:snec; No. of cases un:c;'o?:e d
. t taken on 1 received in processed In resolved in s e (0]
ase type
yp May, 2010 2010 2010 2010 Dec. 2010
| I} m=1+1 v v=Il-Iv

Civil 2 0 2 1 1
Commercial 709 683 1,392 644 748
Enforcement 1 86 87 49 38
Non-litigation 17 13 30 4 26
Business entity registration 3 695 698 683 15
TOTAL 732 1,477 2,209 1,381 828

Collective quota of the court: 211%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 75%, modified decisions 0%, reversed decisions 25%

DISTRICT COMMERCIAL COURT TREBINJE

Regular judges: 3
Reserve judges: 0

No. of cases No. o_f cases Z(f,?z—::et: No. of cases unic;'o?:e d
taken on 1 received in . resolved in
Case type May, 2010 2010 p’°°;:1‘°’:d n 2010 . .350‘1’:)31
| || m=1+1 \" v=Ill-Iv
Civil 0 0 0 0 0
Commercial 513 351 864 384 480
Enforcement 0 33 33 24 9
Non-litigation 0 7 7 1 6
Business entity registration 0 375 375 375 0
TOTAL 513 766 1,279 784 495

Collective quota of the court: 144%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 47%, modified decisions 27%, reversed decisions 27%
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MUNICIPAL AND BASIC COURTS

Table 42: Case flow in the municipal and basic courts in 2010 — as per entity

Federation BiH 266,001 557,702 823,703 559,203 0 264,500
Republika Srpska 118,051 234,342 352,393 228,415 13,684 110,294
TOTAL 384,052 792,044 1,176,096 787,618 13,684 374,794

Minor offense departments

Federation BiH 36,359 51,177 87,536 51,985 0 35,551
Republika Srpska 21,378 24,961 46,339 26,723 0 19,616
TOTAL 57,737 76,138 133,875 78,708 0 55,167
Federation BiH 302,360 608,879 911,239 611,188 0 300,051
Republika Srpska 139,429 259,303 398,732 255,138 13,684 129,910
TOTAL 441,789 868,182 1,309,971 866,326 13,684 429,961

Diagram 12: Breakdown of unresolved cases in the municipal and basic courts as at
January 1, 2010 and on December 31, 2010 — as per case type
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Diagram 13: Breakdown of received and resolved cases in the municipal and basic
courts in 2010 — as per case type
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Table 43: Case flow in the municipal and basic courts in 2010 — as per case type

Civil departments
P 58,812 31,897 90,709 37,874 53 52,782
Mal 38,022 21,277 59,299 21,067 0 38,232
Labor disputes 17,977 11,052 29,029 11,453 25 17,551
Pom 278 1,234 1,512 1,239 0 273
Other* 346 1,481 1,827 130 0 1,697
Total 115,435 66,941 182,376 71,763 78 110,535
Commercial
Ps 13,894 7,076 20,970 7,576 5,650 7,744
Mals 11,590 5,636 17,226 5,085 6,631 5,510
L 1,479 983 2,462 1,024 366 1,072
Ls 2 20 22 19 3 0
St 592 259 851 236 297 318
Other* 4 0 4 4 0 0
Total 27,561 13,974 41,535 13,944 12,947 14,644
Criminal
K 15,942 16,619 32,561 17,539 0 15,022
Kpp 443 9,019 9,462 9,007 0 455
Kps 3,477 7,760 11,237 7,800 0 3,437
Kzs 7 129 136 118 0 18
Kbs 43 440 483 392 0 91
Km 1,162 1,305 2,467 1,409 0 1,058
Kv 1,039 7,308 8,347 7,072 0 1,275
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No. of N Total no. et cases No. of
unresolved o o.f cases of cases No. of cases carried unresolved
Case type cases as at rec;g/:bd n processed resg:)\{leod n co?r:,:r:?:ial cases as of
1 Jan. 2010 in 2010 . 31 Dec. 2010
| ] m=1+1n v Vv VI = llI-V-V
Kvl 0 207 207 207 0 0
Kp 13 109 122 99 0 23
lks 2,535 4,659 7,194 4,536 0 2,658
Pom 26 2,073 2,099 2,076 0 23
Other* 108 5,950 6,058 5,937 0 121
Total 24,795 55,578 80,373 56,192 0 24,181
Enforcement
| 93,415 62,986 156,401 46,492 0 109,909
Ip 10,373 9,215 19,588 9,836 2 9,750
Other* 194 10,787 10,981 291 0 10,690
Total 103,982 82,988 186,970 56,619 2 130,349
Non-litigation
\% 12,711 14,551 27,262 16,095 0 11,167
(6] 40,669 46,157 86,826 44,432 0 42,394
Other* 91 549 640 572 0 68
Total 53,471 61,257 114,728 61,099 0 53,629
Business entity registration
Reg 1,634 13,678 15,312 13,913 657 742
Regz 461 18,149 18,610 18,399 0 211
F1 74 478 552 458 0 94
F2 1 2 3 3 0 0
F3 1 0 1 1 0 0
Other* 1 0 1 1 0 0
Total 2,172 32,307 34,479 32,775 657 1,047
Land Registry cases
Dn 45,928 130,951 176,879 145,894 0 30,985
Nar 19 293,618 293,637 293,637 0 0
Rz 1,075 43,213 44,288 41,957 0 2,331
Kpu 9,598 7,738 17,336 10,300 0 7,036
Other* 7 3,470 3,477 3,422 0 55
Total 56,627 478,990 535,617 495,210 0 40,407
Minor offense
Pr 57,716 75,128 132,844 77,692 0 55,152
Prz 19 77 796 783 0 13
Pvip 0 8 8 6 0 2
Kv-l 2 225 227 227 0 0
Other* 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 57,737 76,138 133,875 78,708 0 55,167
Mediation 9 9 18 16 0 2
TOTAL 441,789 868,182 1,309,971 866,326 13,684 429,961
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Table 44: Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved cases in
the municipal and basic courts

Civil -4.24% 107.20% 1.5
Commercial -46.87% 99.79% 0.5
Criminal -2.48% 101.10% 0.4
Enforcement 25.36% 68.23% 23
Non-litigation 0.30% 99.74% 0.9
Business entity registration -51.80% 101.45% 0.0
Land registry cases -28.64% 103.39% 0.1
Minor offense -4.45% 103.38% 0.7
Mediation -77.78% 177.78% 0.1
TOTAL -2.68% 99.79% 0.5

Diagram 14: Overview of acquittals, dismissals and convictions in the municipal and
basic courts

Convictions

Aquittals

Dismissals

Diagram 15: Criminal case judgments of the municipal and basic courts
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Diagram 16: Breakdown of judgments, on merits or procedural, as rendered within
the civil and commercial departments of the municipal and basic courts

Judgmuanta in merita
33,445 or 42%

Default judgmants
46,125 or 58%

Table 45: Case flow in the 28 municipal courts in the Federation BiH in 2010 — as per

case type
No. of Total no. N No. of
unresolved No_. of cases of cases . r::sglf" ::lsie: unresolved
Case type cases as at 1 received in 2010 processed in 2010 cases as of 31
Jan. 2010 2010 Dec. 2010
| Il m=ir+1 v v=Il-Iv
Civil
P 34,762 21,804 56,566 24,628 31,938
Mal 28,128 14,697 42,825 15,148 27,677
Labor disputes 14,451 8,871 23,322 8,261 15,061
Pom 229 880 1,109 879 230
Other* 335 1,439 1,774 80 1,694
Total 77,905 47,691 125,596 48,996 76,600
Commercial
Ps 8,229 5,826 14,055 6,316 7,739
Mals 5,897 4,030 9,927 4,428 5,499
L 1,110 875 1,985 913 1,072
Ls 0 0 0 0 0
St 303 198 501 183 318
Other* 4 0 4 4 0
Total 15,543 10,929 26,472 11,844 14,628
Criminal
K 10,785 11,542 22,327 11,708 10,619
Kpp 291 5,733 6,024 5,695 329
Kps 2,469 5,735 8,204 5,741 2,463
Kzs 0 0 0 0 0
Kbs 28 271 299 245 54
Km 891 928 1,819 1,004 815
Kv 760 5,088 5,848 5,036 812
Kvl 0 207 207 207 0
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No. of Total no. N No. of
unresolved No. of cases of cases 2 cases unresolved
Case type cases as at 1 received in 2010 processed in resg:)\;eod in cases as of 31
Jan. 2010 2010 Dec. 2010
1 1} m=1+1 v v=Il-1v
Kp 7 49 56 42 14
lks 1,986 3,067 5,053 2,874 2,179
Pom 26 103 129 106 23
Other* 0 3,283 3,283 3,283 0
Total 17,243 36,006 53,249 35,941 17,308
Enforcement
| 68,853 42,822 111,675 33,767 77,908
Ip 6,297 5,924 12,221 7,587 4,634
Other* 182 10,091 10,273 190 10,083
Total 75,332 58,837 134,169 41,544 92,625
Non-litigation
\Y 7,553 9,331 16,884 10,244 6,640
(0] 21,919 26,904 48,823 25,716 23,107
Other* 59 273 332 284 48
Total 29,531 36,508 66,039 36,244 29,795
Business entity registration
Reg 1,015 11,516 12,531 11,789 742
Regz 461 17,136 17,597 17,386 211
F1 22 16 38 36 2
F2 0 0 0 0 0
F3 0 0 0 0 0
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
Total 1,498 28,668 30,166 29,211 955
Land registry
Dn 38,512 86,281 124,793 101,143 23,650
Nar 19 217,787 217,806 217,806 0
Rz 816 25,130 25,946 24,098 1,848
Kpu 9,598 7,738 17,336 10,300 7,036
Other* 4 2,127 2,131 2,076 55
Total 48,949 339,063 388,012 355,423 32,589
Minor offense
Pr 36,341 50,196 86,537 50,996 35,541
Prz 16 760 776 766 10
Pvip 0 0 0 0 0
Kv-l 2 221 223 223 0
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
Total 36,359 51,177 87,536 51,985 35,551
Mediation 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 302,360 608,879 911,239 611,188 300,051
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Table 46: Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved cases in
the municipal courts

Status change in e Years required to eliminate
" Flow coefficient ek
Case type unresolved cases unresolved cases
1 l 1]

Civil -1.68% 102.74% 1.6
Commercial -5.89% 108.37% 1.2
Criminal 0.38% 99.82% 0.5
Enforcement 22.96% 70.61% 22
Non-litigation 0.89% 99.28% 0.8
Business entity registration -36.25% 101.89% 0.0
Land registry cases -33.42% 104.83% 0.1
Minor offense -2.22% 101.58% 0.7
TOTAL -0.76% 100.38% 0.5

Table 47: Case flow in the 19 basic courts in Republika Srpska in 2010 — as per case

type
No. of N Total no. No. of Broj

unresolved o °.f cases of cases 2 C5 Gy cases unresolved nerijeSenih

Case type cases as at rec;g{leod n pr_ocessed resg:)\%d n cases as of predmeta sa

1 Jan. 2010 in 2010 31 Dec. 2010 31.12.2010.

1 I m=1+1 1\ V=Il-Iv VI =1lI-IV-V

Civil
P 24,050 10,093 34,143 13,246 53 20,844
Mal 9,894 6,580 16,474 5,919 0 10,555
Labor disputes 3,526 2,181 5,707 3,192 25 2,490
Pom 49 354 403 360 0 43
Other* 11 42 53 50 0 3
Total 37,530 19,250 56,780 22,767 78 33,935
Commercial
Ps 5,665 1,250 6,915 1,260 5,650 5
Mals 5,693 1,606 7,299 657 6,631 1
L 369 108 477 M 366 0
Ls 2 20 22 19 3 0
St 289 61 350 53 297 0
Other* 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 12,018 3,045 15,063 2,100 12,947 16
Criminal
K 5,157 5,077 10,234 5,831 0 4,403
Kpp 152 3,286 3,438 3,312 0 126
Kps 1,008 2,025 3,033 2,059 0 974
Kzs 7 129 136 118 0 18
Kbs 15 169 184 147 0 37
Km 271 377 648 405 0 243
Kv 279 2,220 2,499 2,036 0 463
Kvl 0 0 0 0 0 0
Kp 6 60 66 57 0 9
lks 549 1,592 2,141 1,662 0 479
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No. of N Total no. No. of Broj
unresolved o °.f cases of cases 22 &5 cases unresolved nerijeSenih
Case type cases as at recgg{leod n pr_ocessed resg:)\%d n cases as of predmeta sa
1 Jan. 2010 in 2010 31 Dec. 2010 31.12.2010.
| Il m=1+1 v v=Iil-1v Vi = I-IV-V
Pom 0 1,970 1,970 1,970 0 0
Other* 108 2,667 2,775 2,654 0 121
Total 7,552 19,572 27,124 20,251 0 6,873
Enforcement
| 24,562 20,164 44,726 12,725 0 32,001
Ip 4,076 3,291 7,367 2,249 2 5,116
Other* 12 696 708 101 0 607
Total 28,650 24,151 52,801 15,075 2 37,724
Non-litigation
\ 5,158 5,220 10,378 5,851 0 4,527
o 18,750 19,253 38,003 18,716 0 19,287
Other* 32 276 308 288 0 20
Total 23,940 24,749 48,689 24,855 0 23,834
Business entity registration
Reg 619 2,162 2,781 2,124 657 0
Regz 0 1,013 1,013 1,013 0 0
F1 52 462 514 422 0 92
F2 1 2 3 3 0 0
F3 1 0 1 1 0 0
Other* 1 0 1 1 0 0
Total 674 3,639 4,313 3,564 657 92
Land registry
Dn 7,416 44,670 52,086 44,751 0 7,335
Nar 0 75,831 75,831 75,831 0 0
Rz 259 18,083 18,342 17,859 0 483
Kpu 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other* 3 1,343 1,346 1,346 0 0
Total 7,678 139,927 147,605 139,787 0 7,818
Minor offense
Pr 21,375 24,932 46,307 26,696 0 19,611
Prz 3 17 20 17 0 3
Pvip 0 8 8 6 0 2
Kv-I 0 4 4 4 0 0
Other* 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 21,378 24,961 46,339 26,723 0 19,616
Mediation 9 9 18 16 0 2
TOTAL 139,429 259,303 398,732 255,138 13,684 129,910
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Table 48: Ratio between the number of received, resolved and unresolved cases in
the municipal courts expressed as a percentage

DU B in* Flow coefficient** elxﬁlr:t;eg:::ilt:ed
Department unresolved cases cases*
1 Il []]
Civil -9.58% 118.27% 1.5
Commercial -99.87% 68.97% 0.0
Criminal -8.99% 103.47% 0.3
Enforcement 31.67% 62.42% 25
Non-litigation -0.44% 100.43% 1.0
Business entity registration -86.35% 97.94% 0.0
Land registry cases 1.82% 99.90% 0.1
Minor offense -8.24% 107.06% 0.7
Mediation -77.78% 177.78% 0.1
TOTAL -6.83% 98.39% 0.5

Table 49: Age breakdown of cases in the municipal and basic courts in BiH based on

the opening of cases by years

Percentage of a total number Percentage of a total number
Opening of cases by years of unre_sPIved cases in of !.mresolved cases in the
the municipal courts as of basic courts as of December
December 31, 2010. 31, 2010.
2010 50.6% 52.2%
2009 21.8% 19.5%
2008 10.0% 11.9%
2007 5.1% 7.3%
2006 3.2% 2.5%
2005 1.8% 2.0%
2004 1.9% 1.3%
2003 1.5% 1.0%
2002 1.2% 0.7%
2001 0.9% 0.4%
2000 0.7% 0.3%
1999 and earlier 1.3% 1.0%
Total 100.0% 100.0%
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Table 50: Relative statute of limitations for initiating and conducting criminal and
minor offense procedures in the municipal courts in BiH in 2010

Case types

No. of cases in which relative statute of limitations came into effect,during the reporting
period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offense procedure

Case received
after statute of

Inaccessibility
of accused or

N Other reasons TOTAL
limitations came other procedural
into effect reasons
| ] n IV=1+11+11
K 1 9 5 15
Km 0 0 0 0
Total - criminal 1 9 5 15
Pr 44 47 48 139
TOTAL 45 56 53 154
Table 51: Absolute statute of limitations for conducting criminal or minor offense
procedures before the municipal courts in BiH for 2010
No. of cases in which absolute statute of limitations came into effect,during the
reporting period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offense
procedure
Case types Case received Inaccessibility
after statute of of accused or
NN Other reasons TOTAL
limitations came other procedural
into effect reasons
| ] 1] IV=I+11+11
K 6 182 26 214
Km 0 43 16 59
Total - criminal 6 225 42 273
Pr 41 329 137 507
TOTAL 47 554 179 780
Table 52: Statute of limitations as to the enforcement of criminal and minor offense
sanctions in municipal courts in 2010
Number of cases that Number of cases that
have fallen under have fallen under
Case type the relative statute the absolute statute TOTAL
of limitations for the of limitations for the
enforcement of sanctions enforcement of sanctions
Criminal cases -lks 20 35 55
Minor offense cases-Ips 76 4,517 4,593
TOTAL 96 4,552 4,648
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Table 53: Relative statute of limitations for initiating and conducting criminal and
minor offense procedures in the basic courts in BiH in 2010

Case types

No. of cases in which relative statute of limitations came into effect,during the reporting
period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offense procedure

Case received
after statute of

Inaccessibility
of accused or

N Other reasons TOTAL
limitations came other procedural
into effect reasons
| ] []] IV=I+11+111
K 0 3 0 3
Km 0 0 0 0
Total- criminal 0 3 0 3
Pr 34 7 3 44
TOTAL 34 10 3 47
Table 54: Absolute statute of limitations for conducting criminal or minor offense
procedures before the municipal courts in BiH for 2010
No. of cases in which absolute statute of limitations came into effect,during the
reporting period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offense
procedure
Case types Case received Inaccessibility
after statute of of accused or
s Other reasons TOTAL
limitations came other procedural
into effect reasons
| Il []] IV=I+11+11
K 3 21 5 29
Km 0 0 0 0
Total- criminal 3 21 5 29
Pr 13 143 20 176
TOTAL 16 164 25 205
Table 55: Statute of limitations as to the enforcement of criminal and minor offense
sanctions in the basic courts in 2010
Number of cases that Number of cases that
have fallen under have fallen under
Case type the relative statute the absolute statute TOTAL
of limitations for the of limitations for the
enforcement of sanctions enforcement of sanctions
Criminal cases -lks 0 26 26
Minor offense cases-Ips 28 254 282
TOTAL 28 280 308
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Table 56: Breakdown of unresolved cases as to the enforcement of criminal sanctions
in municipal courts

Reasons why the work on cases has not been finished
Total o
number of Inlab|!|ty o
Ived pacing a Issued warrant
ur;;essec; in person in a Person
Types of courts Postponed °;::$'t?::l Person is ser_vmgl Ostali
sanctions Dei: I:L o enforcement e unavailable prounounced razlozi
312010 |nst|tu_t|on Central Intern. imprisonment
’ prescribed
by law
1 [} mn v \' A\l Vil Vil

Enforcement of
prescribed 1827 291 659 373 272 58 124 380
imprisonment
Enforcement of
juvenile 2 0 2 0 1 0 0 0
imprisonment
Enforcement of
security measures
— mandatory 26 0 1 0 0 0 0 25
psychiatric
treatment
Disciplinary
measure juvenile 5 1 2 0 0 0 0 2
imprisonment
Institutional 25 0 5 0 0 0 0 20
measures
Enforcement of
punishment of fines 180 29 29 P 3 0 > 118
(pronounced as a
main punishment)
Other sanctions 114 6 0 0 0 0 0 108
TOTAL 2179 327 698 375 276 58 126 653
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Table 57: Breakdown of unresolved cases as to the enforcement of criminal sanctions
in basic courts

Reasons why the work on cases has not been finished
nu:;:: of Inability of
placing a
ur;;essec;l\il:d person in a Issued warrant Person
Types of courts Postponed co rre:chc_)nal Person is serving Ostali
tions as of enforcement S niEn unavailable [EENEY razlozi
S31C December or other prounounced
31. 2010 ;‘:_:;'::tl;‘:; Central Intern. imprisonment
’ i
by law
| [} mn v \' Vi Vil Vil

Enforcement of
prescribed 448 39 0 180 90 103 19 210
imprisonment
Enforcement of
juvenile 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
imprisonment
Enforcement of
security measures
— mandatory 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
psychiatric
treatment
Disciplinary
measure juvenile 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
imprisonment
Institutional 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
measures
Enforcement of
punishment of fines 142 13 0 4 0 0 0 125
(pronounced as a
main punishment)
Other sanctions 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 594 52 1 185 20 103 19 337
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Reports on the performance of municipal courts
Table 58/1-47: Flow of cases in certain municipal and basic courts during 2010
MUNICIPAL COURT IN BIHAC

Regular judges: 23

Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 2

No. of No. of Total no. No. of DI Gl
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

; . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| ] m=1+1n \" v=Il-Iv
Civil 4,302 1,965 6,267 2,677 3,590
Commercial 1,305 1,421 2,726 1,260 1,466
Criminal 573 1,234 1,807 1,267 540
Enforcement 518 2,738 3,256 1,454 1,802
Non-litigation 1,124 1,111 2,235 1,026 1,209
Business entity registration 25 1,829 1,854 1,835 19
Land registry cases 130 9,335 9,465 9,161 304
Minor offense 1,047 1,892 2,939 1,819 1,120
TOTAL 9,024 21,525 30,549 20,499 10,050

Collective quota of the court: 153%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 67%, modified decisions 18%, reversed decisions 15%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN BOSANSKA KRUPA

Regular judges: 8
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 0

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o i
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

X . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| I m=1+1 v v=Il-Iv
Civil 1,234 446 1,680 1,064 616
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 161 669 830 681 149
Enforcement 569 1,061 1,630 871 759
Non-litigation 315 424 739 440 299
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 16 4,169 4,185 4,180 5
Minor offense 216 753 969 840 129
TOTAL 2,511 7,522 10,033 8,076 1,957

Collective quota of the court: 134.6%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 72%, modified decisions 13%, reversed decisions 15%
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MUNICIPAL COURT IN BUGOJNO

Regular judges: 12
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 2

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o s
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

. . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 :

2010

| L} m=1+1u v v=Il-1v
Civil 1,616 3,467 5,083 3,302 1,781
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 652 991 1,643 984 659
Enforcement 2,184 11,881 14,065 6,731 7,334
Non-litigation 987 2,237 3,224 2,385 839
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 134 4,314 4,448 4,395 53
Minor offense 1,554 4,425 5,979 3,594 2,385
TOTAL 7,127 27,315 34,442 21,391 13,051

Collective quota of the court: 194%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 75%, modified decisions 11%, reversed decisions 14%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN CAPLJINA

Regular judges: 9
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 1
No. of No. of Total no. No. of e
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases
. . . cases as
Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec
1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :
| ] =1+l v v=Il-Iv
Civil 668 1.465 2.133 1.580 553
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 135 341 476 337 139
Enforcement 454 668 1.122 545 577
Non-litigation 252 742 994 709 285
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 2,955 10,530 13,485 7,111 6,374
Minor offense 199 839 1,038 798 240
TOTAL 4,663 14,585 19,248 11,080 8,168

Collective quota of the court: 129.3%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 82%, modified decisions 4%, reversed decisions 14%

226 | page



High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of Bosnia and Herzegovina

ANNUAL REPORT 2010

MUNICIPAL COURT IN CAZIN

Regular judges: 8
Reserve judges: 1
Judicial associates: 1

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o i
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

X . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| I =1+l v v=Il-1Iv
Civil 1,986 979 2,965 697 2,268
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 396 525 921 558 363
Enforcement 1,309 1,254 2,563 1,122 1,441
Non-litigation 1,173 568 1,741 383 1,358
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 936 5,329 6,265 5773 492
Minor offense 1,293 1,160 2,453 1,508 945
TOTAL 7,093 9,815 16,908 10,041 6,867

Collective quota of the court: 164.2%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 77%, modified decisions 11%, reversed decisions 12%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN GORAZDE

Regular judges: 7
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 1

No. of No. of Total no. No. of paacl
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

. . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

1 Il m=1+1 v v=Il-1v
Civil 461 848 1,309 964 345
Commercial 45 155 200 124 76
Criminal 40 243 283 237 46
Enforcement 515 396 911 440 471
Non-litigation 159 964 1,123 992 131
Business entity registration 25 193 218 21 7
Land registry cases 14 1,516 1,530 1,521 9
Minor offense 145 456 601 417 184
TOTAL 1,404 4,771 6,175 4,906 1,269

Collective quota of the court: 113.9%

Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 80%, modified decisions 10%, reversed decisions 10%
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MUNICIPAL COURT IN GRACANICA

Regular judges: 5
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 2

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o s
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

. . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| L} m=1+1u v v=Il-1v
Civil 320 451 771 363 408
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 351 685 1,036 604 432
Enforcement 1,446 838 2,284 577 1,707
Non-litigation 277 531 808 561 247
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 1,537 8,491 10,028 10,006 22
Minor offense 496 754 1,250 630 620
TOTAL 4,427 11,750 16,177 12,741 3,436

Collective quota of the court: 173.9%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 69%, modified decisions 9%, reversed decisions 22%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN GRADACAC

Regular judges: 8
Reserve judges: 2
Judicial associates: 3
No. of No. of Total no. No. of e
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases
. . . cases as
Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec
1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :
| ] =1+l v v=Il-Iv
Civil 1,433 739 2,172 566 1,606
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 953 1,028 1,981 966 1,015
Enforcement 2,151 2,031 4,182 539 3,643
Non-litigation 1,353 1,374 2,727 1,290 1,437
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 0 11,149 11,149 11,149 0
Minor offense 173 1,749 1,922 1,595 327
TOTAL 6,063 18,070 24,133 16,105 8,028

Collective quota of the court: 168.5%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 82%, modified decisions 7%, reversed decisions 11%
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MUNICIPAL COURT IN KAKANJ

Regular judges: 6
Reserve judges: 1
Judicial associates: 0

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o i
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

X . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 :

2010

| I =1+l v v=Il-1Iv
Civil 1,572 411 1,983 1,175 808
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 188 2,063 2,251 2,104 147
Enforcement 446 201 647 141 506
Non-litigation 606 639 1,245 543 702
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 1,001 7,097 8,098 6,765 1,333
Minor offense 836 926 1,762 1,056 706
TOTAL 4,649 11,337 15,986 11,784 4,202

Collective quota of the court: 184.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 84%, modified decisions 10%, reversed decisions 6%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN KALESIJA

Regular judges: 5
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 1
No. of No. of Total no. No. of paacl
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases
; . . cases as
Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec
1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :
| [} =1+l v v=Il-Iv
Civil 417 624 1,041 575 466
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 310 701 1,011 685 326
Enforcement 344 559 903 508 395
Non-litigation 210 577 787 569 218
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 1 3,353 3,354 3,350 4
Minor offense 348 658 1,006 736 270
TOTAL 1,630 6,472 8,102 6,423 1,679

Collective quota of the court: 198.0%

Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 67%, modified decisions 19%, reversed decisions 14%
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MUNICIPAL COURT IN KISELJAK

Regular judges: 7
Reserve judges: 1
Judicial associates: 1

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o s
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

. . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| L} m=1+1u v v=Il-1v
Civil 451 520 971 496 475
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 396 537 933 541 392
Enforcement 446 1,062 1,508 204 1,304
Non-litigation 347 496 843 458 385
usiness entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 0 5,008 5,008 5,008 0
Minor offense 484 691 1,175 920 255
TOTAL 2,124 8,314 10,438 7,627 2,811

Collective quota of the court: 122.2%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 75%, modified decisions 12%, reversed decisions 13%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN KONJIC

Regular judges: 9
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 2
No. of No. of Total no. No. of e
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases
. . . cases as
Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec
1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :
| ] =1+l v v=Il-Iv
Civil 762 622 1,384 625 759
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 230 1,134 1,364 1,075 289
Enforcement 984 1,186 2,170 438 1,732
Non-litigation 382 898 1,280 1,044 236
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 245 8,895 9,140 9,046 94
Minor offense 446 1,438 1,884 1,228 656
TOTAL 3,049 14,173 17,222 13,456 3,766

Collective quota of the court: 142.6%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 75%, modified decisions 9%, reversed decisions 16%
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MUNICIPAL COURT IN LIVNO

Regular judges: 11
Reserve judges: 1
Judicial associates: 3

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o i
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

X . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 :

2010

| I =1+l v v=Il-1Iv
Civil 1,700 1,059 2,759 977 1,782
Commercial 323 303 626 268 358
Criminal 786 965 1,751 1,067 684
Enforcement 2,013 870 2,883 917 1,966
Non-litigation 1,953 1,494 3,447 1,585 1,862
Business entity registration 3 632 635 624 1
Land registry cases 699 9,235 9,934 9,522 412
Minor offense 258 1,428 1,686 1,479 207
TOTAL 7,735 15,986 23,721 16,439 7,282

Collective quota of the court: 137.8%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 57%, modified decisions 22%, reversed decisions 21%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN LJUBUSKI

Regular judges: 6
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 4

No. of No. of Total no. No. of paacl
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

. . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| ] =1+l 1\ v=Ill-Iv
Civil 432 857 1,289 679 610
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 168 459 627 421 206
Enforcement 747 683 1,430 477 953
Non-litigation 262 800 1,062 763 299
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 24 5,011 5,035 5,010 25
Minor offense 922 815 1,737 1,302 435
TOTAL 2,555 8,625 11,180 8,652 2,528

Collective quota of the court: 167.4%

Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 86%, modified decisions 5%, reversed decisions 9%
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MUNICIPAL COURT IN MOSTAR

Regular judges: 22
Reserve judges: 2
Judicial associates: 6

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o s
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

. . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 :

2010

| L} m=1+1u v v=Il-1v
Civil 11,062 4,301 15,363 3,362 12,001
Commercial 1,915 1,061 2,976 1,244 1,732
Criminal 617 1,403 2,020 1,505 515
Enforcement 5,155 2,430 7,585 142 7,443
Non-litigation 2,530 1,715 4,245 2,178 2,067
Business entity registration 105 1,081 1,186 1,073 13
Land registry cases 12,290 23,837 36,127 26,766 9,361
Minor offense 2,079 2,236 4,315 2,749 1,566
TOTAL 35,753 38,064 73,817 39,019 34,798

Collective quota of the court: 139.4%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 80%, modified decisions 14%, reversed decisions 6%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN ORASJE

Regular judges: 9
Reserve judges: 1
Judicial associates: 1
No. of No. of Total no. No. of e
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases
. . . cases as
Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec
1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :
| ] m=i+1 v v=Ill-Iv
Civil 438 556 994 338 656
Commercial 131 154 285 94 191
Criminal 556 775 1,331 839 492
Enforcement 692 478 1,170 360 810
Non-litigation 468 804 1,272 751 521
Business entity registration 9 666 675 674 1
Land registry cases 64 4,506 4,570 4,471 99
Minor offense 1,173 1,600 2,773 1,155 1,618
TOTAL 3,531 9,539 13,070 8,682 4,388

Collective quota of the court: 182.5%

Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 70%, modified decisions 14%, reversed decisions 16%
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MUNICIPAL COURT IN SANSKI MOST

Regular judges: 6
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 1

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o i
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

X . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| I =1+l v v=Il-1Iv
Civil 1,739 859 2,598 924 1,674
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 162 501 663 467 196
Enforcement 1,399 1,217 2,616 659 1,957
Non-litigation 411 637 1,048 553 495
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 22 8,128 8,150 8,120 30
Minor offense 207 670 877 571 306
TOTAL 3,940 12,012 15,952 11,294 4,658

Collective quota of the court: 154.5%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 67%, modified decisions 7%, reversed decisions 26%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN SARAJEVO

Regular judges: 100
Reserve judges: 11
Judicial associates: 29

No. of No. of Total no. No. of paacl
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

; . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| ] m=1+10 \" v=Il-Iv
Civil 23,799 9,198 32,997 12,335 20,662
Commercial 2,832 2,440 5,272 2,511 2,761
Criminal 2,937 7,168 10,105 7,583 2,522
Enforcement 22,676 11,089 33,765 12,451 21,314
Non-litigation 3,861 7,921 11,782 7,397 4,385
Business entity registration 880 10,121 11,001 10,555 446
Land registry cases 985 110,435 111,420 111,093 327
Minor offense 9,964 11,515 21,479 12,279 9,200
TOTAL 67,934 169,887 237,821 176,204 61,617

Collective quota of the court: 191.3%

Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 72%, modified decisions 20%, reversed decisions 8%
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MUNICIPAL COURT IN SIROKI BRIJEG

Regular judges: 7
Reserve judges: 1
Judicial associates: 3
No. of No. of Total no. No. of o s
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases
. . . cases as
Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec
1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :
| L} m=1+1u v v=Il-1v
Civil 758 606 1,364 673 691
Commercial 348 374 722 379 343
Criminal 121 399 520 382 138
Enforcement 673 583 1,256 144 1,112
Non-litigation 836 690 1,526 997 529
Business entity registration 23 2,378 2,401 2,369 32
Land registry cases 1,008 4,052 5,060 4,046 1,014
Minor offense 879 1,444 2,323 1,138 1,185
TOTAL 4,646 10,526 15,172 10,128 5,044

Collective quota of the court: 219.6%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 76%, modified decisions 7%, reversed decisions 17%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN TESANJ

Regular judges: 6
Reserve judges: 1
Judicial associates: 3
No. of No. of Total no. No. of e
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases
. . . cases as
Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec
1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :
| ] =1+l v v=Il-Iv
Civil 515 295 810 490 320
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 208 2,120 2,328 2,042 286
Enforcement 3,125 444 3,569 1,569 2,000
Non-litigation 427 730 1,157 737 420
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 22 4,288 4,310 4,280 30
Minor offense 447 1,199 1,646 961 685
TOTAL 4,744 9,076 13,820 10,079 3,741

Collective quota of the court: 145.2%

Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 84%, modified decisions 3%, reversed decisions 13%
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MUNICIPAL COURT IN TRAVNIK

Regular judges: 18
Reserve judges: 5
Judicial associates: 2

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o i
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

X . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| I =1+l v v=Il-1Iv
Civil 3,107 3,332 6,439 3,389 3,050
Commercial 1,114 875 1,989 1,214 775
Criminal 1,370 1,305 2,675 1,397 1,278
Enforcement 4,355 5,585 9,940 1,962 7,978
Non-litigation 755 1,992 2,747 2,109 638
Business entity registration 105 2,087 2,192 2,101 91
Land registry cases 462 10,800 11,262 11,027 235
Minor offense 3,008 2,283 5,291 2,912 2,379
TOTAL 14,276 28,259 42,535 26,11 16,424

Collective quota of the court: 156.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 84%, modified decisions 4%, reversed decisions 12%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN TUZLA

Regular judges: 35
Reserve judges: 13
Judicial associates: 9

No. of No. of Total no. No. of paacl
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

; . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| ] m=1+10 \" v=Il-Iv
Civil 8,747 6,120 14,867 4,998 9,869
Commercial 4,933 2,218 7,151 2,854 4,297
Criminal 2,340 4,533 6,873 4,071 2,802
Enforcement 10,367 4,532 14,899 2,861 12,038
Non-litigation 5,320 3,079 8,399 2,965 5,434
Business entity registration 231 5,655 5,886 5,699 187
Land registry cases 13,856 22,732 36,588 35,789 799
Minor offense 2,965 2,926 5,891 3,901 1,990
TOTAL 48,759 51,795 100,554 63,138 37,416

Collective quota of the court: 128.2%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 82%, modified decisions 6%, reversed decisions 12%
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MUNICIPAL COURT IN VELIKA KLADUSA

Regular judges: 7
Reserve judges: 2
Judicial associates: 1

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o s
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

. . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| L} m=1+1u v v=Il-1v
Civil 2,618 654 3,272 944 2,328
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 841 717 1,558 703 855
Enforcement 1,672 534 2,206 575 1,631
Non-litigation 851 497 1,348 516 832
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 1,736 3,953 5,689 3,919 1,770
Minor offense 1,002 681 1,683 505 1,178
TOTAL 8,720 7,036 15,756 7,162 8,594

Collective quota of the court: 151.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 76%, modified decisions 5%, reversed decisions 19%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN VISOKO

Regular judges: 13
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 4

No. of No. of Total no. No. of e
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

. . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

1 [} m=1+1 v v=Il-1v
Civil 1,057 1,505 2,562 1,054 1,508
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 310 823 1,133 824 309
Enforcement 1,236 1,415 2,651 1,012 1,639
Non-litigation 927 1,266 2,193 1,067 1,126
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 3,450 18,784 22,234 16,919 5,315
Minor offense 852 1,438 2,290 1,615 675
TOTAL 7,832 25,231 33,063 22,491 10,572

Collective quota of the court: 221.1%

Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 81%, modified decisions 8%, reversed decisions 11%
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MUNICIPAL COURT IN ZAVIDOVICI

Regular judges: 7
Reserve judges: 1
Judicial associates: 3

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o i
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

X . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| I =1+l v v=Il-1Iv
Civil 1,018 866 1,884 1,007 877
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 376 560 936 543 393
Enforcement 1,820 1,180 3,000 451 2,549
Non-litigation 385 938 1,323 914 409
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 57 4,673 4,730 4,673 57
Minor offense 1,996 1,632 3,628 1,444 2,184
TOTAL 5,652 9,849 15,501 9,032 6,469

Collective quota of the court: 161.2%

Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 79%, modified decisions 10%, reversed decisions 11%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN ZENICA

Regular judges: 25
Reserve judges: 6
Judicial associates: 5

No. of No. of Total no. No. of paacl
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

. . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| ] =1+l 1\ v=Ill-Iv
Civil 3,635 3,190 6,825 2,427 4,398
Commercial 2,597 1,928 4,525 1,896 2,629
Criminal 850 1,979 2,829 2,164 665
Enforcement 5,387 2,321 7,708 3,010 4,698
Non-litigation 2,461 1,971 4,432 2,105 2,327
Business entity registration 92 4,026 4,118 4,070 48
Land registry cases 6,597 17,962 24,559 20,620 3,939
Minor offense 1,104 3,134 4,238 2,463 1,775
TOTAL 22,723 36,511 59,234 38,755 20,479

Collective quota of the court: 163.0%

Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 85%, modified decisions 5%, reversed decisions 10%
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MUNICIPAL COURT IN ZEPCE

Regular judges: 5
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 1

No. of No. of Total no. No. of o s
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

. . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| L} m=1+1u v v=Il-1v
Civil 595 114 709 190 519
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 90 303 393 274 119
Enforcement 716 1 7 107 610
Non-litigation 111 449 560 381 179
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 110 1,352 1,462 1,373 89
Minor offense 868 824 1,692 490 1,202
TOTAL 2,490 3,043 5,533 2,815 2,718

Collective quota of the court: 154.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 70%, modified decisions 12%, reversed decisions 18%

MUNICIPAL COURT IN ZIVINICE

Regular judges: 15
Reserve judges: 2
Judicial associates: 4

No. of No. of Total no. No. of pagel
unresolved
unresolved cases of cases cases

. . . cases as

Case type cases as at received in processed resolved in of 31 Dec

1 Jan. 2010 2010 in 2010 2010 2010 :

| ] m=i+1 1\ v=Iil-Iv
Civil 1,463 1,642 3,105 1,125 1,980
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 1,126 1,845 2,971 1,620 1,351
Enforcement 1,933 1,600 3,533 1,277 2,256
Non-litigation 788 964 1,752 826 926
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 598 10,129 10,727 10,330 397
Minor offense 1,398 1,611 3,009 1,880 1,129
TOTAL 7,306 17,791 25,097 17,058 8,039

Collective quota of the court: 144.1%

Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 79%, modified decisions 11%, reversed decisions 10%
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Performance reports for each basic courts
BASIC COURT IN BANJA LUKA
Regular judges: 38

Reserve judges: 17
Judicial associates: 10

No. of No. of No. of
No. of Total no. No. of
unresolved P . o cases unresolved
cases as ived i d Ived i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;qeo n p?:‘cze:f oe resgo\% n commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
| I} m=1+1 v \' VI = lll-IV-V
Civil 22,382 6,475 28,857 8,667 0 20,190
Commercial 9,471 1,668 11,139 1,108 10,031 0
Criminal 2,135 3,910 6,045 4,065 0 1,980
Enforcement 3,334 6,556 9,890 5,321 0 4,569
Non-litigation 6,576 3,569 10,145 5118 0 5,027
Business entity registration 552 882 1,434 824 560 50
Land registry cases 3,037 41,903 44,940 43,264 0 1,676
Minor offense 9,660 6,642 16,302 7,206 0 9,096
Mediation 5 9 14 12 0 2
TOTAL 57,152 71,614 128,766 75,585 10,591 42,590

Collective quota of the court: 200.1%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 74%, modified decisions 16%, reversed decisions 10%

BASIC COURT IN BIJELJINA

Regular judges: 22
Reserve judges: 1
Judicial associates: 4

No. of No. of Total no. No. of No. of No. of
unresolved cas.es of cases. cas.es cases unresolved
cases as ived i d Ived i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;qeo n pr;t:‘czeos“s oe resgo\% n commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
| I} m=1+1 v \' VI = lll-IV-V
Civil 1,741 1,435 3,176 1,882 0 1,294
Commercial 448 351 799 321 478 0
Criminal 1,008 1,663 2,671 1,885 0 786
Enforcement 3,001 1,638 4,639 1,332 0 3,307
Non-litigation 2,341 3,062 5,403 2,108 0 3,295
Business entity registration 68 585 653 561 57 35
Land registry cases 744 13,123 13,867 12,307 0 1,560
Minor offense 753 2,426 3,179 2,781 0 398
TOTAL 10,104 24,283 34,387 23,177 535 10,675

Collective quota of the court: 120.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 66%, modified decisions 13%, reversed decisions 21%
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BASIC COURT IN GRADISKA

Regular judges: 10
Reserve judges: 1
Judicial associates: 1

No. of No. of No. of
No. of Total no. No. of
unresolved p— e ——— — cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec::;lro in pritr)lczeos: oe resgovﬁ) in commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
| [} =1+l v \" VI = lll-IV-V
Civil 1,005 1,323 2,328 707 0 1,621
Commercial 4 35 39 1 24 14
Criminal 389 786 1,175 815 0 360
Enforcement 1,433 1,800 3,233 449 0 2,784
Non-litigation 1,142 1,422 2,564 1,222 0 1,342
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 601 4,954 5,555 4,475 0 1,080
Minor offense 1,075 1,877 2,952 2,199 0 753
TOTAL 5,649 12,197 17,846 9,868 24 7,954

Collective quota of the court: 172.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 72%, modified decisions 11%, reversed decisions 17%

BASIC COURT IN DERVENTA

Regular judges: 8
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 1
I &y No. of Total no. No. of DI &ff D &
unresolved p— o —— — cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;l‘leo in pri&:lcze:: oe resgov1e0 in commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
1 I m=1+1 v v VI = llI-IV-V
Civil 409 426 835 501 0 334
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 159 357 516 432 0 84
Enforcement 518 555 1,073 294 0 779
Non-litigation 112 1,176 1,288 1,202 0 86
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 112 4,617 4,729 4,618 0 1M1
Minor offense 51 582 633 582 0 51
TOTAL 1,361 7,713 9,074 7,629 0 1,445

Collective quota of the court: 171.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 68%, modified decisions 18%, reversed decisions 14%
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BASIC COURT IN DOBOJ

Regular judges: 13

Reserve judges:
Judicial associates:

No. of No. of No. of
No. of Total no. No. of
unresolved p— e — cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;qeo in pri?lczeos1s : resg(;lﬁ) in commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
| || =1+l v \") VI = lll-IV-V
Civil 1,089 1,106 2,195 1,198 0 997
Commercial 1,117 372 1,489 253 1,236 0
Criminal 433 1,677 2,110 1,512 0 598
Enforcement 2,829 2,192 5,021 717 0 4,304
Non-litigation 930 1,442 2,372 1,443 0 929
Business entity registration 32 254 286 247 32 7
Land registry cases 893 7,023 7,916 7,105 0 811
Minor offense 770 1,584 2,354 912 0 1,442
TOTAL 8,093 15,650 23,743 13,387 1,268 9,088

Collective quota of the court: 147.3%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 78%, modified decisions 12%, reversed decisions 10%

BASIC COURT IN FOCA

Regular judges: 6
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 0
No. of No. of No. of
unresolved E:s.:sf I‘f)t:;:; :::s':sf cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;qeo in pritr)lczeos: Oe resgov1eo n commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
1 I} m=1+1 v \' VI = lI-IV-V
Civil 582 449 1,031 830 0 201
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 69 1,400 1,469 1,397 0 72
Enforcement 864 173 1,037 90 0 947
Non-litigation 163 699 862 703 0 159
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 784 1,809 2,593 1,522 0 1,071
Minor offense 74 363 437 318 0 119
TOTAL 2,536 4,893 7,429 4,860 0 2,569

Collective quota of the court: 137.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 86%, modified decisions 6%, reversed decisions 8%
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BASIC COURT IN KOTOR VAROS

Regular judges: 6
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 1

e i No. of Total no. No. of o b i

unresolved p— e ——— — cases unresolved

cases as R . given to cases as

Case type at 210‘1]:"- recg:;tﬁ)d n pritr)lczeos: oe < resg:)\%d n cor::llj::ial of :;; 1II())ec.
1 ] m=1+1 1\ \'} VI = I-IV-V
Civil 474 415 889 379 0 510
Commercial 1 15 26 0 26 0
Criminal 160 339 499 328 0 171
Enforcement 850 239 1,089 259 0 830
Non-litigation 988 714 1,702 795 0 907
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 39 2,592 2,631 2,588 0 43
Minor offense 494 1,028 1,622 836 0 686
TOTAL 3,016 5,342 8,358 5,185 26 3,147

Collective quota of the court: 147.3%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 73%, modified decisions 10%, reversed decisions 17%

BASIC COURT IN MODRICA

Regular judges: 8
Reserve judges: 2
Judicial associates: 1
I &y No. of Total no. No. of DI &ff D &
unresolved p— o —— — cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;l‘leo in pri&:lcze:: oe resgov1e0 in commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
1 I m=1+1 v v VI = llI-IV-V
Civil 1,149 596 1,745 728 28 989
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 508 607 1,115 696 0 419
Enforcement 1,441 1,253 2,694 184 0 2,510
Non-litigation 1,187 1,133 2,320 1,463 0 857
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 0 6,153 6,153 6,153 0 0
Minor offense 1,134 770 1,904 1,202 0 702
TOTAL 5,419 10,512 15,931 10,426 28 5,477

Collective quota of the court: 153.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 68%, modified decisions 12%, reversed decisions 10%
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BASIC COURT IN MRKONJIC GRAD

Regular judges: 6
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 0

No. of No. of No. of
No. of Total no. No. of
unresolved p— e — cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;qeo in pri?lczeos1s : resg(;lﬁ) in commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
| || =1+l v \") VI = lll-IV-V
Civil 769 632 1,401 783 0 618
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 200 196 396 278 0 118
Enforcement 753 348 1,101 225 0 876
Non-litigation 982 819 1,801 725 0 1,076
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 36 1,123 1,159 1,110 0 49
Minor offense 412 928 1,340 580 0 760
TOTAL 3,152 4,046 7,198 3,701 0 3,497

Collective quota of the court: 151.6%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 65%, modified decisions 12%, reversed decisions 23%

BASIC COURT IN NOVI GRAD

Regular judges: 5
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 1
poacy No. of Total no. No. of D, i s &
unresolved — . — cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;qeo in pritr)lczeos: Oe resgov1eo n commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
1 I} m=1+1 v \' VI = lI-IV-V
Civil 227 302 529 348 0 181
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 174 308 482 396 0 86
Enforcement 385 431 816 134 0 682
Non-litigation 649 803 1,452 917 0 535
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 110 5,317 5,427 5,253 0 174
Minor offense 459 395 854 554 0 300
Mediation 4 0 4 4 0 0
TOTAL 2,008 7,556 9,564 7,606 0 1,958

Collective quota of the court: 141.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 66%, modified decisions 12%, reversed decisions 13%
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BASIC COURT IN PRIJEDOR

Regular judges: 13
Reserve judges: 3
Judicial associates: 1

e i No. of Total no No. of o b i
unresolved cas-es of cases. cas.es cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec::;lro in pritr)lczeos: oe resgovﬁ) in commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
1 Il m=1+1 v v VI = llI-IV-V
Civil 2,192 1,142 3,334 1,627 0 1,707
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 212 3,053 3,265 2,999 0 266
Enforcement 5,880 599 6,479 2,623 0 3,856
Non-litigation 2,910 2,748 5,658 2,227 0 3,431
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 168 8,271 8,439 8,274 0 165
Minor offense 1,238 1,299 2,537 1,798 0 739
TOTAL 12,600 17,112 29,712 19,548 0 10,164

Collective quota of the court: 146.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 75%, modified decisions 12%, reversed decisions 13%

BASIC COURT IN PRNJAVOR

Regular judges: 6
Reserve judges: 1
Judicial associates: 1
I &y No. of Total no. No. of DI &ff D &
unresolved p— o —— — cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;l‘leo in pri&:lcze:: oe resgov1e0 in commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
1 I m=1+1 v v VI = llI-IV-V
Civil 887 565 1,452 720 0 732
Commercial 0 23 23 0 21 2
Criminal 99 268 367 251 0 116
Enforcement 241 297 538 277 0 261
Non-litigation 1,449 858 2,307 658 0 1,649
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 281 5,904 6,185 6,111 0 74
Minor offense 687 698 1,385 1,025 0 360
TOTAL 3,644 8,613 12,257 9,042 21 3,194

Collective quota of the court: 150.1%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 72%, modified decisions 14%, reversed decisions 14%
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BASIC COURT IN SOKOLAC

Regular judges: 13

Reserve judges:
Judicial associates:

No. of No. of No. of
No. of Total no. No. of
unresolved p— e — cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;qeo in pri?lczeos1s : resg(;lﬁ) in commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
| || =1+l v \") VI = lll-IV-V
Civil 836 1,045 1,881 850 0 1,031
Commercial 510 372 882 254 628 0
Criminal 468 1,073 1,541 1,077 0 464
Enforcement 1,823 1,246 3,069 712 0 2,357
Non-litigation 875 1,263 2,138 1,552 0 586
Business entity registration 18 1,680 1,698 1,690 8 0
Land registry cases 203 6,838 7,041 6,661 0 380
Minor offense 923 1,936 2,859 1,827 0 1,032
TOTAL 5,656 15,453 21,109 14,623 636 5,850

Collective quota of the court: 152.9%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 74%, modified decisions 8%, reversed decisions 18%

BASIC COURT IN SREBRENICA

Regular judges: 5
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 1
No. of No. of No. of
unresolved E:s.:sf I‘f)t:;:; :::s':sf cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;qeo in pritr)lczeos: Oe resgov1eo n commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
1 I} m=1+1 v \' VI = lI-IV-V
Civil 400 537 937 560 0 377
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 197 318 515 373 0 142
Enforcement 0 502 502 72 0 430
Non-litigation 553 489 1,042 504 0 538
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 1 2,171 2,172 2,171 0 1
Minor offense 392 426 818 580 0 238
TOTAL 1,543 4,443 5,986 4,260 0 1,726

Collective quota of the court: 146.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 75%, modified decisions 12%, reversed decisions 13%
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BASIC COURT IN TESLIC

Regular judges: 5
Reserve judges: 2
Judicial associates: 1

e i No. of Total no. No. of o b i

unresolved p— e ——— — cases unresolved

cases as R . given to cases as

Case type at 210‘1]:"- recg:;tﬁ)d n pritr)lczeos: oe < resg:)\%d n cor::llj::ial of :;; 1II())ec.
1 ] m=1+1 1\ \'} VI = I-IV-V

Civil 878 361 1,239 553 25 661
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 381 291 672 381 0 291
Enforcement 370 286 656 236 2 418
Non-litigation 1,295 662 1,957 975 0 982
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 94 6,307 6,401 6,205 0 196
Minor offense 652 578 1,230 686 0 544
TOTAL 3,670 8,485 12,155 9,036 27 3,092

Collective quota of the court: 194.4%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 74%, modified decisions 11%, reversed decisions 15%

BASIC COURT IN TREBINJE

Regular judges: 8
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 4

No. of No. of No. of
No. of Total no. No. of
unresolved p— o —— — cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;l‘leo in pri&:lcze:: oe resgov1e0 in commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
| [} =1+l v \" VI = lll-IV-V
Civil 1.227 761 1,988 967 23 998
Commercial 457 209 666 163 503 0
Criminal 225 900 1,125 946 0 179
Enforcement 1.641 942 2,583 697 0 1,886
Non-litigation 816 1,730 2,546 1,353 0 1,193
Business entity registration 4 238 242 242 0 0
Land registry cases 296 10,050 10,346 10,071 0 275
Minor offense 1.321 1,954 3,275 1,932 0 1,343
TOTAL 5.987 16,784 22,771 16,371 526 5,874

Collective quota of the court: 170.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 76%, modified decisions 9%, reversed decisions 15%
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BASIC COURT IN VISEGRAD

Regular judges: 6
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 1

I G No. of Total no. No. of Mo i e G
unresolved cas.es of cases. cas.es cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;qeo in pri?lczeos1s : resg(;lﬁ) in commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
| I} m=1+1 v \' VI = lI-IV-V
Civil 138 373 511 347 2 162
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 81 1.295 1.376 1.273 0 103
Enforcement 786 3.372 4.158 702 0 3.456
Non-litigation 169 861 1.030 873 0 157
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 194 3.872 4.066 3.953 0 113
Minor offense 126 188 314 220 0 94
TOTAL 1.494 9.961 11.455 7.368 2 4.085

Collective quota of the court: 138.0%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 73%, modified decisions 4%, reversed decisions 23%

BASIC COURT IN VLASENICA

Regular judges: 6
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 1
poacy No. of Total no. No. of D, i s &
unresolved — " — cases unresolved
cases as ived i d lved i given to cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. rec;:;qeo in pritr)lczeos: Oe resgov1eo in commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
1 I} m=1+1 v \' VI = lI-IV-V
Civil 516 674 1,190 757 0 433
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 255 436 691 436 0 255
Enforcement 1,224 899 2,123 369 0 1,754
Non-litigation 242 586 828 541 0 287
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 42 3,534 3,576 3,571 0 5
Minor offense 750 636 1,386 568 0 818
TOTAL 3,029 6,765 9,794 6,242 1] 3,552

Collective quota of the court: 149.3%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 62%, modified decisions 8%, reversed decisions 30%
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BASIC COURT IN ZVORNIK

Regular judges: 7
Reserve judges: 0
Judicial associates: 1

No. of No. of No. of
No. of Total no. No. of
unresolved cases unresolved
cases of cases cases X
cases as received in processed resolved in EEm S cases as
Case type at 1 Jan. 2010 in 2010 2010 commercial of 31 Dec.
2010 courts 2010
| 1] =1+l v \" VI = lll-IV-V
Civil 629 633 1,262 363 0 899
Commercial 0 0 0 0 0 0
Criminal 399 695 1,094 Al 0 383
Enforcement 1,277 823 2,100 382 0 1,718
Non-litigation 561 713 1,274 476 0 798
Business entity registration 0 0 0 0 0 0
Land registry cases 43 4,366 4,409 4,375 0 34
Minor offense 407 651 1,058 917 0 141
TOTAL 3,316 7,881 11,197 7,224 0 3,973

Collective quota of the court: 170.2%
Quality of court performance: upheld decisions 73%, modified decisions 13%, reversed decisions 14%
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COURTS OF BRCKO DISTRICT OF BIH

Appellate Court of Brcko District of BiH

Table 59: Flow of cases in the Appellate Court during 2010 — by the types of cases

No. of Total no. No. of
unresolved No.. of cases of cases : '::'S:va zzs;‘s unresolved
Case type caJsaens. ;3 1a; 1 received in 2010 proc;()sf(led in 2010 ca;t: .azotzg 31
| ] m=1+n \" v=Iil-1v
Civil
Rev 10 14 24 17 7
Gz 164 1,334 1,498 1,357 141
Pz 26 229 255 231 24
Rsz 0 3 3 3 0
Gvl 1 7 8 8 0
Gvlz 0 1 1 0 1
Other* 7 0 7 4 3
Total 208 1,588 1,796 1,620 176
Criminal
Kz 15 155 170 142 28
Kmz 0 3 3 3 0
Kzk 3 3 6 4 2
lksz 0 12 12 12 0
Pzp* 7 114 121 119 2
Other* 0 4 4 3 1
Total 25 291 316 283 33
Administrative
Uz 13 39 52 35 17
Uzz 0 0 0 0 0
uvl 0 1 1 1 0
Uvp 0 0 0 0 0
Other* 0 5 5 1 4
Total 13 45 58 37 21
TOTAL 246 1,924 2,170 1,940 230

Table 60: Percentage ratio between the received, resolved and unresolved cases in
the Appellate Court of Brcko District of BiH

Change in the status of
unresolved cases *

Flow coefficient**

Number of years needed
to eliminate unresolved

Department cases***
1 [} 1]
Civil -15.38% 102.02% 0.1
Criminal 32.00% 97.25% 0.1
Administrative 61.54% 82.22% 0.6
TOTAL -6.50% 100.83% 0.1
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Diagram 17: Flow of cases in the Appellate Court of Brcko District of BiH in 2010 — by
departments

Criminal

| Humber of unresolved cases as of 1/1/2010
| Mumber of received cases during 2010
| Number of resolved cases during 2010
_I Mumber of unresolved cases as of 31/12/2010

Administrative

Table 61: Breakdown of the age of cases at the BiH Brcko District Appellate Court by
the years of opening of cases at the first instance courts

2010 27.8%
2009 37.0%
2008 21.3%
2007 7.4%
2006 3.5%
2005 0.9%
2004 0.9%
2003 0.0%
2002 0.4%
2001 0.0%
2000 0.0%
1999 and earlier 0.9%
Total 100.0%

Table 62: Relative statute of limitations in initiating and conducting criminal and
minor offense proceedings in the Brcko District Appellate Court in 2010

Kz

Kmz
Kzk

Total - criminal

Pzp

Total — minor offense
TOTAL

o|lo|o|o|o|o|o
o|lo|o|o|o|o|o
o|lo|o|o|o|o|o
o|lo|o|o|o|o|o
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Table 63: Absolute statute of limitations in initiating and conducting criminal and

minor offense proceedings in the Brcko District Appellate Court in 2010

No. of cases in which apsolute statute of limitations came into effect,during the reporting
period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offense procedure

Case received

Inaccessibility

Case types after statute of of accused or Ot - TOTAL
limitations came other procedural
into effect reasons
| ] mn IV=I+11+11
Kz
Kmz
Kzk

Total - criminal

Pzp

Total — minor offense

TOTAL

o|lo|jlo|lo|o|o|o

o|lo|jo|lo|o|o|o

o|lo|Jlo|lo|o|o|o

o|lo|Jlo|lo|o|o|o

Basic Court of Brcko District of BiH

Table 64: Flow of cases in the Appellate Court during 2010 — as per case types

:‘::é:sf ::':s: L\;e: Nq. of cases Total no. of_ cases No. of cases No.c:fs::raess?fv ed
Case type 2010 received in 2010 processed in 2010 resolved in 2010 Dec.31,2010
| L} =1+ v v=Ill-1Iv
Civil
P 1,435 588 2,023 872 1,151
Mal 816 783 1,599 660 939
Labor disputes 14 19 33 14 19
Pom 3 33 36 36 0
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
Total 2,268 1,423 3,691 1,582 2,109
Commercial
Ps 65 490 555 267 288
Mals 65 340 405 225 180
L 5 1 6 3 3
Ls 0 0 0 0 0
St 8 6 14 5 9
Pp 0 0 0 0 0
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
Total 143 837 980 500 480
Criminal
K 201 547 748 461 287
RZ 2 2 4 1 3
Kpp 12 310 322 296 26
Kps 94 274 368 285 83
Kzs 0 0 0 0 0
Kbs 9 20 29 12 17
Km 24 25 49 28 21
Kv 20 19 39 30 9
Kvl 0 0 0 0 0
Kp 5 12 17 16 1
lks 61 226 287 208 79
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
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podefunieschied No. of cases Total no. of cases No. of cases Relofuniesoived
Case type cases ;::; land received in 2010 processed in 2010 resolved in 2010 3::?1?;07;
I [} =1+l v v=Ill-Iv
Total 428 1,435 1,863 1,337 526
Enforcement
I 4,772 1,049 5,821 267 5,554
Ip 691 345 1,036 196 840
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
Total 5,463 1,394 6,857 463 6,394
Administrative
u 259 78 337 95 242
Uz 0 0 0 0 0
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
Total 259 78 337 95 242
Non-litigation
\Y 130 234 364 228 136
o 1,036 1,024 2,060 777 1,283
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
Total 1,166 1,258 2,424 1,005 1,419
Business entity registration
Reg 35 1,315 1,350 1,315 35
RegZ 0 2,561 2,561 2,561 0
F1 5 60 65 57 8
F2 0 1 1 1 0
F3 0 0 0 0 0
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
Total 40 3,937 3,977 3,934 43
Land registry
Dn 3,978 4,015 7,993 4,307 3,686
Nar 0 9,225 9,225 9,225 0
Rz 328 3,436 3,764 3,214 550
Kpu 516 389 905 797 108
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
Total 4,822 17,065 21,887 17,543 4,344
Minor offense
Pr 2,048 1,653 3,701 2,050 1,651
Prz 0 0 0 0 0
Pvip 0 0 0 0 0
Kv-l 17 5 22 1 21
Other* 0 0 0 0 0
Total 2,065 1,658 3,723 2,051 1,672
Mediation 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 16,654 29,085 45,739 28,510 17,229

Table 65: Percentage ratio between the received, resolved and unresolved cases at
the Basic Court of Brcko District of BiH

Change in the status of Number of years needed
unresolved cases * Flow coefficient** to eliminate unresolved
Department cases***
1 Il 1
Civil -7.01% 111.17% 1.3
Commercial 235.66% 59.74% 1.0
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Criminal 22.90% 93.17% 0.4
Enforcement 17.04% 33.21% 13.8
Administrative -6.56% 121.79% 25
Non-litigation 21.70% 79.89% 1.4
Business entity registration 7.50% 99.92% 0.0
Land registry cases -9.91% 102.80% 0.2
Minor offense -19.03% 123.70% 0.8
TOTAL 3.45% 98.02% 0.6

Diagram 18: Breakdown of unresolved cases at the Basic Court of Brcko District of
BiH as of January 1, 2010 and December 31, 2010 — by case types

11,168
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: 428
CI‘II‘I‘IlHaI -525

|143
Commercial '-4“

January 1, 2010
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Administrative g 24 B December 31, 2010

: . 40
Business Registry j43

Diagram 19: Breakdown of unresolved cases at the Basic Court of Brcko District of
BiH as of January 1, 2010 and December 31, 2010 — by departments
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Table 66: Breakdown of the age of cases at the Basic Court of Brcko District of BiH by
the years of opening of cases

Opening of cases by years Percentage of a total number of
unresolved cases as of December 31, 2010

2010 58.7%
2009 20.5%
2008 9.9%
2007 4.8%
2006 2.5%
2005 1.3%
2004 0.9%
2003 0.5%
2002 0.3%
2001 0.2%
2000 0.1%

1999 and earlier 0.3%
Total 100.0%

Table 67: Relative statute of limitations in initiating and conducting criminal and
minor offense proceedings at the Basic Court of Brcko District of BiH in 2010

No. of cases in which relative statute of limitations came into effect,during the reporting
period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offense procedure

Case received

Inaccessibility

et imitations came | othor procedural |  Other reasons S
into effect reasons
1 ] mn IV=1+11+11
K 0 0 0 0
Km 0 0 0 0
Total - criminal 0 0 0 0
Pr 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 0 0 0 0

Table 68: Absolute statute of limitations in initiating and conducting criminal and
minor offense proceedings at the Basic Court of Brcko District of BiH in 2010

No. of cases in which absolute statute of limitations came into effect,during the reporting
period, regarding criminal prosecution and conducting minor offense procedure

Case received

Inaccessibility

Case types
imitations came | othor procedural |  Other reasons o
into effect reasons
1 ] mn IV=1+11+11
K 0 3 0 3
Km 0 0 0 0
Total - criminal 0 3 0 3
Pr 0 78 0 78
TOTAL 0 81 0 81
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Table 69: statute of limitations in initiating and conducting criminal and minor offense
proceedings at the Basic Court of Brcko District of BiH in 2010

Number of cases that
have fallen under

Number of cases that
have fallen under

Case type the relative statute the absolute statute TOTAL
of limitations for the of limitations for the
enforcement of sanctions enforcement of sanctions
Criminal - Iks 0 2 2
Minor offense - Ips 0 0 0
TOTAL 0 2 2

Table 70: Breakdown of unresolved cases as to the enforcement of criminal sanctions
in the Basic Court of Brcko District of BiH

Reasons why the work on cases has not been finished
Total Inability of
number of placing a Issued warrant
unresolved person in a POTeOT e Tin
cases in Postponed corpectional Person is reviousl ¢ Other
Types of sanctions courts as of p P ¢ institution ilabl P! Y d
December enforcemen or other unavailable i::ll‘orlil()u::]ent reasons
31, 2010 institution Centr Intern. R
prescribed
by law
1 n m \% \Y vi Vil Vi

Enforcement
of prescribed 79 5 10 32 9 16 2 30
imprisonment
Enforcement
of juvenile 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
imprisonment
Enforcement of
security measures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
— mandatory
psychiatric treatment
Disciplinary
measure juvenile 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
imprisonment
Institutional 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
measures
Enforcement of
punishment of fines 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(pronounced as a
main punishment)
Other sanctions 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 79 5 10 32 9 16 2 30
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UTILITY CASES

Table 66: Flow of utility cases in municipal and basic courts in 2010 and flow
coefficient

Number of N Total No.of cases Number of
unresolved e number of carried unresolved
Court cases as of of cases resolved over to cases as of Flow
January 1, d::i‘:::vzeo‘i 0 <_:ases commercial December SR
2010 during 2010 courts 31,2010
Municipal courts in the Federation of BiH
Bihac 3,245 10,569 9,970 0 3,844 0.9
Bosanska Krupa 656 1,492 1,205 0 943 0.8
Bugojno 4,291 2,373 476 0 6,188 0.2
Capljina 2,154 4,175 5,661 0 668 1.4
Cazin 7,522 4,780 5,818 0 6,484 1.2
Gorazde 559 1,043 1,077 0 525 1.0
Gracanica 5,662 1,886 1,722 0 5,826 0.9
Gradacac 10,419 2,293 2,820 0 9,892 1.2
Kakanj 4,805 2,998 3,308 0 4,495 1.1
Kalesija 699 1,918 1,749 0 868 0.9
Kiseljak 14,684 520 2,859 0 12,345 5.5
Konjic 4,737 1,700 2,975 0 3,462 1.8
Livno 17,606 1,750 3,373 0 15,983 1.9
Ljubuski 13,969 1,828 6,894 0 8,903 3.8
Mostar 14,826 2,925 3,480 0 14,271 1.2
Orasje 5,165 357 1,910 0 3,612 5.4
Sanski Most 3,543 490 892 0 3,141 1.8
Sarajevo 891,075 100,321 209,581 0 781,815 2.1
Siroki Brijeg 21,744 1,746 11,646 0 11,844 6.7
Tesanj 6,800 1,158 1,627 0 6,331 1.4
Travnik 1,690 804 1,111 0 1,383 1.4
Tuzla 67,025 16,700 3,814 0 79,91 0.2
Velika Kladusa 12,149 506 3,396 0 9,259 6.7
Visoko 20,724 7,805 5,745 0 22,784 0.7
Zavidovici 14,370 2,054 3,465 0 12,959 1.7
Zenica 77,086 27,129 10,757 0 93,458 0.4
Zepce 8,744 584 1,338 0 7,990 2.3
Zivinice 11,566 3,784 7,643 0 7,707 2.0
I:’Jf"lg’;;hfozf’t': 1,247,515 205,688 316,312 0 1,136,891 15
Basic courts in RS

Banja Luka 40,178 23,384 8,573 975 54,014 0.4
Bijeljina 62,522 23,121 24,097 57 61,489 1.0
Derventa 1,460 3,190 2,036 0 2,614 0.6
Doboj 10,326 4,312 1,592 350 12,696 0.4
Foca 3,892 2,074 1,297 0 4,669 0.6
Gradiska 18,919 6,779 1,436 " 24,251 0.2
Kotor Varo$ 13,073 6,447 775 0 18,745 0.1
Modrica 15,863 5,970 2,105 0 19,728 0.4
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Number of Total No.of cases Number of
Number .
unresolved number of carried unresolved
of cases Flow
Court cases as of . resolved over to cases as of .
received . coefficient
January 1, during 2010 cases commercial December
2010 9 during 2010 courts 31, 2010
Mrkonjic Grad 7,687 2,081 2,752 0 7,016 1.3
Novi Grad 4,048 2,076 1,155 0 4,969 0.6
Prijedor 26,220 7,770 1,298 0 32,692 0.2
Prnjavor 6,705 3,225 778 28 9,124 0.2
Sokolac 16,016 5,503 2,149 269 19,101 0.4
Srebrenica 5,839 5,622 379 0 10,982 0.1
Tesli¢ 7,251 2,328 2,884 0 6,695 1.2
Trebinje 7,800 838 612 26 8,000 0.7
Visegrad 7,766 1,841 1,198 0 8,409 0.7
Vlasenica 8,672 2,949 2,851 0 8,770 1.0
Zvornik 35,298 11,672 619 0 46,351 0.1
Total for the RS basic 299,535 121,082 58,586 1,716 360,315 0.5
courts
District commercial courts in R
Banja Luka 818 112 30 0 900 0.3
Bijeljina 127 136 55 0 208 0.4
Doboj 452 216 225 0 443 1.0
Trebinje 42 87 54 0 75 0.6
East Sarajevo 224 230 134 0 320 0.6
Total for the RS 1,663 781 498 0 1,946 0.6
commercial courts
Breko District basic 31,755 6,943 6,626 0 32,072 1.0
courts
Total for BiH 1,580,468 334,494 382,022 1,716 1,531,224 1.1
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Table 67: Flow of cases relating to the collection of TV subscription and other utility
services in municipal and basic courts in 2010

Number of Number Total n:::’::” No.of cases Number of
unresolved of cases ] T carried unresolved Flow
Court cases as of received di rked over to cases as of fficient
January 1, during pending ‘"‘; °I cial | Decemb coefficien
2010 2010 cases 010 courts 31,2010
Cases relating to collection of utility services
Municipal courts in the 1,028,218 195,400 | 1,223,618 242,981 0 980,637 1.2
Federation of BiH
Basic courts in RS 29,671 25,759 55,430 14,997 1,716 38,717 0.6
Basic courts of Brcko 10,750 3,346 14,096 3,070 0 11,026 0.9
District of BiH
TOTAL 1,068,639 224,505 1,293,144 261,048 1,716 1,030,380 1.2
Predmeti za naplatu RTV takse

Municipal courts in the 219,297 10,288 229,585 73,331 0 156,254 7.1
Federation of BiH
Basic courts in RS 271,527 96,104 367,631 44,087 0 323,544 0.5
Basic courts of Brcko 21,005 3,507 24,602 3,556 0 21,046 1.0
District of BiH
TOTAL 511,829 109,989 621,818 120,974 0 500,844 1.1
GRAND TOTAL 1,580,468 334,494 | 1,914,962 382,022 1,716 | 1,531,224 11

Diagram 20: Number of unresolved utility cases as of December 31, 2010, compared
to the total number of other unresolved cases in all courts of BiH.

y

A

A5 Uity cases
= - 1531224 or 15%
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ANNEX 4

PROSECUTORS’ OFFICES PERFORMANCE REPORT FOR THE PERIOD
FROM JANUARY 1, 2010 TO DECEMBER 31,2010

High Judicial and Prosecutorial Council of BiH, in accordance with its legal obligation
to present information regarding the state of the judiciary, regularly collects and processes
statistics on the performance of judicial institutions.

The report on performance of prosecutors’ offices is arranged in accordance with the
prosecutorial system of BiH:

- Prosecutor’s Office of BiH;

- Federal Prosecutor’s Office of the Federation of BiH and Republic Prosecutor’s Office of
Republika Srpska;

- Cantonal and district prosecutors’ offices and
- Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District of BiH.

The performance of prosecutors in 2009 is presented through reports on criminal reports,
investigations, filed indictments, plea agreements, the prosecution of minors, work on other
caes (KTAand Ktn) and cases of prosecutors’ offices where the statute of limitations of criminal
prosecution has run out prior to filing an indictment. All reports are presented by cases.

Annex 3 - Report on the performance of prosecutors’ offices consists of two parts:

a) First part:
Breakdown of statistics as to the performance of prosecutors in which the trends noted in
the work of prosecutors during the reporting period have been shown in a textual form;

b) Second part:

Breakdown of statistical data on the performance of prosecutors in which the trends noted
in the work of prosecutors during the reporting period have been shown in the form of tables
and diagrams;

REVIEW OF STATISTICAL DATA ON THE PERFORMANCE
OF PROSECUTORS’ OFFICES

CUMULATIVE REPORT ON THE PERFORMANCE OF PROSECUTORS’
OFFICES

Table 1 depicts the flow of criminal reports in the prosecutors’ offices in BiH. In 2010,
prosecutors’ offices received a total of 23,438 criminal reports of which 62% were received
by the cantonal prosecutors’ offices, 33% by the district prosecutors’ offices, 3% by the
Prosecutor’s Office of BiH and 2% by the Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District. During 2010,
a total of 22,717 reports were resolved or 3% less than the inflow.

Cummulative results as to the outcome of investigations are presented in Table 2. In 2010,
a total of 7.913 unresolved investigations were carried over, while during 2010, a total number
of 18,656 investigations were ordered. The total number of resolved investigation during
2010 exceeded the ordered investigations by 3%, thus reducing the number of uncompleted
investigations during 2009, from 7,913 to 7,398 investigations. Similarly to criminal charges,
63% of investigations were launched by the cantonal prosecutors’ offices, 32% by the district
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prosecutors’ offices, the remaining investigations were initiated by the Prosecutor’s Office of
BiH and the Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District.

Table 3 shows investigations by the types of crime or more specifically by general crimes,
economic crimes or war crimes. As regards the breakdown of ordered investigations,
dominating are those investigations conducted in the area of criminal offenses of general
crime, or 93% of the total number of ordered investigations.

The age breakdown of unresolved investigations is presented in Table 4. The biggest
number of investigations (47%) was initiated in 2010, whereas 21% of investigations were
initiated in 2006 or earlier.

Data regarding the indictments are presented in Table 5. In 2010, prosecutors’ offices
filed 15,410 indictments, while in the same period the courts confirmed a total of 14,340
indictments. The cantonal prosecutors’ offices filed 66 % of the indictments, district prosecutors’
offices filed 29%, while the remaining 5% were filed by the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH and the
Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District.

Information related to the plea agreements are presented in Table 6. In 2010, a total of
1,548 plea agreements were proposed by the prosecutors’ offices, while only 5 agreements
were dismissed in the same period.

Case inflow of reports filed by the law enforcement agencies (Kta) is presented in Table 7.

There were 26,515 of unresolved Kta cases at the beginning of the year. During 2010, a
total of 15,208 cases were received and 14,925 cases were resolved of which number, 3,379
cases were carried over to the Kt register or to the case register of known perpetrators who
have committed specific criminal offenses.

Data on cases with unknown perpetrators of criminal offenses (Ktn) are presented in Table
8. During 2010, prosecutors’ offices carried over a total of 161,421 Ktn cases. During 2010, a
total of 24,055 cases were received and in the same period a total of 18,718 Ktn cases were
resolved while the statute of limitations has run out for 9,151 cases, while 5,663 were carried
over to the Kt register.

Table 9 shows the data on the Kt and Ktm cases in which the statute of limitations of
criminal prosecution has run out prior to filing an indictment. The statute of limitations of
criminal prosecution has run out for 618 Kt cases, while 3 Ktm cases have fallen under the
statute of limitations of criminal prosecution.

PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

During 2010, the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH, resolved a total of 737 Kt reports, thus
reducing the number of unresolved reports from 854, at the beginning of the year, to 712
at the end of the year. A detailed flow of criminal reports in the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH is
shown in Table 10.

Information regarding the investigations carried out in 2010 are presented in Table 11. In
2010, the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH resolved 411 investigations. Given the fact that during 2010,
there were less investigations ordered than completed, the number of unresolved investigations
decreased from 597 to 579. As regards the breakdown of unresolved investigations, most
investigations have been initiated in 2010 or 27%, followed by investigations that have been
initiated in 2009 or 23%, whereas the unresolved investigations initiated in the period from
2006 to 2007 reached 26% of the total number of unresolved investigations.

During the reporting period, the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH filed 255 indictments, out of
which 152 indictments or 20% were filed along with a warrant. It should also be noted that the
Prosecutor’s Office had 153 unresolved confirmed indictments as at January 1, 2010, carried
over from the previous years, in which judicial decisions had not not been rendered. Table 12
shows data on indictments.
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If we consider the structure of the indictments in 2010, we come to the conclusion that the
focus of the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH in 2010 slightly moved towards the prosecution of general
crime cases.Thus, unlike in 2009, when the number of filed indictments relating to the economic
and organized crimes was 53% of the total number of filed indictments, 106 indictments were
filed or 42% of the total number of filed indictments during 2010 for the same cases.

In 2010, the majority of indictments were filed for general crimes, that is 120 indictments
or 47% of the total number of indictments.

As far as the structure of prosecuted criminal offenses is concerned, the majority of
indictments were filed for criminal offenses of money counterfeiting or 27% of the total number
of indictments, followed by the unauthorized use of copyrights (19%) and trafficking (7%).

The breakdown of convicting decisions rendered by the Court of BiH, as to the cases of
the Prosecutor’s Office of BiH, is as follows: 63% of suspended sentences, 30% of prison
sentences and 7% of fines.

There was a decrease in the backlog of reports filed by the law enforcement agencies
(Kta), and reports related to the unknown perpetrators (Ktn) during the reporting period. The
Prosecutor’s Office of BiH resolved 1.224 of these cases during the reporting period, reducing
the number of unresolved cases of the type from 2.259 at the beginning of the year, to 2,133
at the end of the yea.r Table 14 shows the flow of the Kta and KTtn cases.

During 2010, there was no statute of limitations of criminal prosecution in the cases of the
Prosecutor’s Office of BiH (Table 9).

FEDERAL PROSECUTOR'’S OFFICE OF THE FEDERATION OF BOSNIA AND
HERZEGOVINA AND REPUBLIC PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF REPUBLIKA
SRPSKA

Republic Prosecutor’s Office of Republika Srpska

During 2010, and in accordance with legally prescribed subject matter jurisdiction, the
Republic Prosecutor’s Office of Republika Srpska processed 147 appeals (Ktz) before the
Republika Srpska Supreme Court. Out of the number, 137 cases were resolved, 124 at the
panel’s session and 13 cases upon the opening of a trial. As of December 31, 2010, a total of
10 appeals from Ktz cases remained unresolved.

During the reporting period, the Republic Prosecutor’s Office Republika Srpska worked on
112 Kta cases, of which number, 890 cases have been resolved.

During 2010, and in addition to the above cases, the Republic Prosecutor’s Office
Republika Srpska received 44 and completed 38 Ktz cases (extraordinary legal remedy in
criminal proceedings), as well as 597 received and 595 resolved A cases (administrative
cases).

Federal Prosecutor’s Office of the Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina

In accordance with the legally prescribed competences regarding the processing of criminal
cases, during 2010, the Federal Prosecutor’s Office of the Federation of BiH processed 203
(Ktz) appealed cases before the Supreme Court of the Federation of BiH, out of which a total
of 201 cases were completely resolved.

The Federal Prosecutor’s Office processed 327 Kta cases during the reporting period, of
which number 325 cases have been resolved and 2 are still pending.

Besides, the Prosecutor’s Office received and completed 7 Kitz-K cases and 9 Kitz-Kz
cases during 2010.
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Also, during 2010, the cases in the proceedings conducted by extraordinary legal remedies
in the criminal (3 Ktz cases), administrative and minor offense sphere (1 Ut case) and in the
reopened proceedings (25 Pkp cases) were resolved.

In the reporting period, the Federal Prosecutor’s Office resolved all cases labelled ,Secret"
and “Confidential” (2 cases) as well as all administrative cases (461 A cases).

CANTONAL AND DISTRICT PROSECUTORS’ OFFICES AND
PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF BRCKO DISTRICT OF BiH

Cantonal prosecutors’ offices

In 2010, the cantonal prosecutors’ offices resolved 14,149 Kt reports. Nevertheless, there

was an increase in the number of unresolved criminal reports from 13,421 at the beginning
of the year to 13.702 at the end of the year. Table 15 shows data on criminal reports.

Also, as presented in Tables 22 and 23, the number of unresolved Kta cases increased
from 19,266 to 19,785, while the number of Ktn cases increased from 107,547 to 114,349
cases.

The opposite trend was noted in the prosecution of criminal investigations, of which
12,172 have been resolved, thus reducing the backlog by 470 cases and 3,716 is a total
number of unresolved investigations. Of the total number of unresolved investigations, 11% of
investigations were initiated in 2006 or earlier. Table 16 shows information on investigations.

Table 17 shows that during 2010, the cantonal prosecutors’ offices filed 10,209 indictments.
Of the total number of filed indictments, 41% were filed along with a warrant, and 4% with the
proposed plea agreement.

Concerning the types of crimes, 9,894 indictments were filed for the committed criminal
offenses of general crime, 302 of economic crime, and 13 indictments for criminal offenses
of war crimes.

With reference to prosecution of certain criminal offenses, most indictments were filed for
grand larceny, or 14% of the total number of indictments, followed by theft (11%), forest theft
(7%) and possessing and enabling the consummation of narcotic drugs (7%).

Table 19 shows that by processing the Kitm cases, the cantonal prosecutors’ offices
initiated 839 preparatory proceedings, and made 10 correctional recommendations.

Table 21 shows data on court decisions regarding the Ktm cases. The municipal courts,
by acting in juvenile cases initiated by the cantonal prosecutors’ offices, pronounced 299
noninstitutional and 21 institutional-correctional measures, as well as 5 juvenile imprisonment
punishments.

The following percentages show the breakdown of convicting verdicts rendered by the
courts of the FBiH, in the cases of cantonal prosecutors’ offices: 73% of suspended sentences,
15% prison sentences and 11% of fines.

Table 9 shows that during 2010, the statute of limitations of criminal prosecution has run
out for a total of 556 Kt cases of the cantonal prosecutors’ offices prior to the filing of an
indictment. During the same period, there were 3 Ktm cases that had fallen under the statute
of limitations prior to the filing of an indictment.
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District prosecutors’ offices

During 2010, district prosecutors’ offices resolved 7,230 Kt reports. Given that the number
of resolved criminal reports was lower than the inflow, the number of unresolved criminal
reports increased in 2010 from 4,017 at the beginning of the year to 4,634 cases at the end of
the year. Detailed information on the flow of criminal reports can be seen in Table 15.

Contrary to the increasing trend of criminal reports, the number of unresolved Kta cases
was reduced while the number of unresolved Ktn cases increased in 2010. As shown in Table
22, at the beginning of 2010, district prosecutors’ offices had a total of 5,102 of unresolved
Kta cases. With a total of 4,553 received cases and a total of 4,800 resolved cases, district
prosecutors’ offices ended the year with a total of 4,855 of unresolved Kta cases. Also, the
number of the Ktn cases increased from 45,733 to 46,691 cases. The flow of Ktn cases is
shown in Table 23.

As shown in Table 16, during 2010, district prosecutors’ offices ordered 5,960 investigations
and completed 6.036 investigations, which led to a reduction in the number of uncompleted
investigations from 2,878 to 2,802 investigations.

In 2010, district prosecutors’ offices filed a total of 4,477 indictments or 44% indictments
with a warrant, and 2% with the proposed plea agreements. Out of this number, 4,207
indictments were filed for the criminal offenses of general crime, 262 of economic crime, and
8 of war crimes. Data on the indictments are presented in Table 17.

Concerning the breakdown of individual offenses prosecuted, the majority of the indictments
were raised for the criminal offenses of body injuries, or 12% of the total number of indictments,
followed by endangering public traffic with 10%, larceny (8%) as well as counterfeiting (6%).

As regards the Ktm cases, district prosecutors’ offices initiated 333 preparatory proceedings,
and rendered 15 correctional recommendations. Acting in juvenile cases that were initiated
by the district prosecutors’ offices, the basic courts imposed 207 non-institutional and 11
institutional correctional measures. Information on the Ktm cases are presented in Tables 19,
20 and 21.

Table 9 shows that during 2010, the statute of limitations of criminal prosecution has run
out for a total of 55 Kt cases of the cantonal prosecutors’ offices prior to filing an indictment. At
the same time, no Ktm cases have fallen under the statute of limitations of criminal

Special Prosecutor’s Office for combating organised crime and most severe forms
of economic crime (hereinafter referred to as: the Special Prosecutor’s Office of
Republika Srpska)

In early 2010, Special Prosecutor’s Office had no unresolved Kt reports, while 30 received
reports were resolved during the year.

In 2010, the Kta and Ktn backlog cases dropped from 38 to 20 unresolved cases. During
the reporting period, 216 Kta and 2 Ktn cases have been resolved.

Also, a total of 31 criminal investigations have been completed and the backlog dropped
from 25 unresolved investigations at the beginning of the year to 24 at the end of the year.

The Special Prosecutor’s Office of RS filed 12 indictments last year, of which number, 5
indictments were raised with the proposed plea agreements. Of the total number of indictments,
the highest number or 67% were in connection to the criminal offense of organised crime.
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Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District of BiH

In 2010, the Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District of BiH completed 601 Kt reports. During
2010, the number of unresolved criminal reports was reduced from 73 to 38. Information on
criminal reports are shown in Table 15.

During the past year, the Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District of BiH filed 469 indictments,
of which number, 149 indictments were with a warrant and 4 indictments with proposed plea
agreements . Information on indictments are presented in Table 17.

The largest number of processed cases as regards the structure of indictments, in the
reporting period, relates to the general crime sphere with 458 indictments filed, while 8
indictments have been raised in connection to economic crimes, and 3 in connection to war
crimes.

With reference to the prosecution of certain criminal offenses, the largest number of
indictments have been filed in connection to the criminal offenses of theft (18.2% of the total
number of indictments), followed by minor physical injuries 12.3%, grand larceny (9.9%) and
family violence (8.8%).

The Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District initiated 21 preparatory proceedings in juvenile
crime cases (Ktm) and rendered 15 correctional recommendations. Information on proceedings
against juveniles are shown in Table 19.

Information on court decisions in the KTM cases are presented in Table 21. Acting in
juvenile cases that were initiated by the Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District, the Basic Court
of Brcko District of BiHa pronounced 15 non-institutional measures.

The breakdown of convicting verdicts imposed by the courts of Brcko District of BiH, as
to the cases of the Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District, is as follows: 53% of suspended
sentences, 33% of prison sentences and 14% of fines.

The number of Kta and Ktn reports has been slightly changed during 2010. The Prosecutor’s
Office of Brcko District of BiH received 367 and resolved 271 Kta cases, which led to an
increase in the number of unresolved Kta cases from 211 to 307. Contrary to that, the number
of Ktn cases with 700 received and 3.082 resolved cases, decreased from 7,818 cases at
the beginning of the year to 5,436 unresolved cases that remained at the end of the year.
Information on the flow of Kta and Ktn cases are presented in Tables 22 and 23.

As one can see from Table 9, in 2010, the Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District had 4 Kt
cases in which the statute of limitations of criminal prosecution has run out prior to filing an
indictment, while there were no Ktm cases in which statute of limitation came into effect.
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STATISTICAL REPORTS

CUMULATIVE REPORTS

Table 1: Flow of criminal reports in the prosecutors’ offices in Bosnia and
Herzegovina in 2010

Unresolved Partl Unresolved
reports as Received Total in Resolved resolvlt-lz d reports as
Prosecutor’s offices at January reports work reports ——— of Dec. 31,
1, 2010 P 2010
| ] m=i+l \% Vv Vi=1I-Iv
BIH 854 595 1,449 737 39 712
FBIH 13,421 14,430 27,851 14,149 0 13,702
RS 4,017 7,847 11,864 7,230 0 4,634
Brcko District BiH 73 566 639 601 1 38
TOTAL 18,365 23,438 41,803 22,717 40 19,086
Table 2: Resolving investigations in the prosecutors’ offices in Bosnia and
Herzegovina in 2010
Unresolved Partl Unresolved
investigations Ordered . Resolved Y investigations
as at January 1, | investigations fetalinircth investigations LN as of Dec. 31
Prosecutor’s offices ’ i igati S
2010 investigations 2010
| ] =i+l 1\ \' Vi=1I-1Iv
BIH 597 393 990 41 29 579
FBIH 4,186 11,702 15,888 12,172 0 3,716
RS 2,878 5,960 8,838 6,036 0 2,802
Brcko District BiH 252 601 853 552 0 301
TOTAL 7,913 18,656 26,569 19,171 29 7,398

Table 3: Resolving investigations in the prosecutors’ offices in BiH in 2010-as per

case types

Unresolved Partl Unresolved

investigations Ordered Total in work Resolved resolvi d investigations

Prosecutor’s as at January 1, | investigations investigations | . ions | @s of Dec. 31,

offices 2010 9 2010
| I} m=1r+l1 v \" Vi=Iil-1v
General crimes 6,068 17,347 23,415 17,774 12 5,641
Commercial crimes 880 1,124 2,004 1,065 8 939
War crimes 965 185 1,150 332 9 818
TOTAL 7,913 18,656 26,569 19,171 29 7,398
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Diagram 1: Breakdown of pending investigations in the prosecutors’ offices in Bosnia
and Herzegovina in 2010 — by the types of crime

General Crime

Commercial Crime

War Crime

Diagram 2: Breakdown of ordered and resolved investigations in the prosecutors’
offices in Bosnia and Herzegovina in 2010 — by the case types

General Crime

B

Commoercial Crime
I

| 185
: Investigations initiated in 2010
XayCrime I;m. B [nvestigations completed in 2010

Table 4: Age breakdown of unresolved investigations in prosecutors’ offices in
Bosnia and Herzegovina in 2010

BIH 67 82 136 64 76 154
FBIH 601 231 289 313 466 1,816
RS 397 130 195 357 353 1,370
Brcko District of BiH 45 12 1" 12 47 174
TOTAL 1,110 455 631 746 942 3,514
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Table 5: Indictments before the courts in Bosnia and Herzegovina during 2010

Number of Number of
Number of indictments raised, but
y Total number Total number . . ) .
Prosecutors " indictments withdrawn prior unconfirmed
" of filed of confirmed . . N o
offices P s with rejected to passing the indictments
indictments indictments " . -
confirmation decision on before courts as
confirmation of Dec. 31,2010
BIH 255 258 0 0 8
FBIH 10.209 9.409 27 2 1.339
RS 4.477 4.226 17 11 654
Brcko District of BiH 469 467 0 0 3
TOTAL 15.410 14.360 44 13 2.004

Table 6: Plea agreements concluded in 2010

. Convicting judgments Number of proposed plea
Prosecutors’ offices Rumbeoipopo=Eclplaa umberolre st iplaz upon the plea bargaining agreements the courts
agreements agreements A
agreement have not decided
BIH 126 0 115 13
FBIH 745 2 612 131
RS 626 3 585 41
Brcko District of BiH 51 0 50 2
TOTAL 1,548 5 1,362 187

Table 7: Flow of the Kta cases in the prosecutors’ offices in Bosnia and Herzegovina

during 2010
Unresolved Resolved during the year Total "
o nresolved
cases as Recei Total in number of
eceived as of Dec.
Prosecutors’ offices of Jan.1, work Due to Transferred Other resolved 31,2010
2010 statute of into the KT cases ’ :
N . method
limitations Registry
| ] =1+ v \' \Y| VII=IV+V+VI Vii=ni-vi
BIH 1936 932 2,868 0 130 887 1,017 1,851
FBIH 19,266 9,356 28,622 156 2,034 6,647 8,837 19,785
RS 5,102 4,553 9,655 16 1,107 3,677 4,800 4,855
Brcko District of BiH 21 367 578 0 108 163 271 307
TOTAL 26,515 15,208 41,723 172 3,379 11,374 14,925 26,798

Table 8: Flow of the Ktn cases in the prosecutors’ offices in Bosnia and Herzegovina

during 2010
Unresolved Resolved during the year Total v
n n nresolved
cases as Received TOtalli“ —_— S . i :f as of Dec.
3 Aff of Jan.1, worl ue to ransferre resolve :
RIS ClilsCE 2010 statute of | into the KT ey cases S A
N . method
limitations Registry
| ] =1+ v \" Vi VII=IV+V+VI Vii=hi-vi
BIH 323 166 489 0 10 197 207 282
FBIH 107,547 17,969 125,516 4,022 4,082 3,063 11,167 114,349
RS 45,733 5,220 50,953 2,272 1,381 609 4,262 46,691
Brcko District of BiH 7818 700 8,518 2857 190 35 3,082 5,436
TOTAL 161,421 24,055 185,476 9,151 5,663 3,904 18,718 166,758
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Table 9: Information on the Kt and Ktm cases in the prosecutors’ offices in which the
statute of limitations has run out during 2010

Number of cases where | Number of cases where
absolute statute of relative statute of
limitations of criminal limitations of criminal
Prosecutors’ offices WP ELIG EEED prosecution has run prosecution has run ROlES
out prior to filing an out prior to filing an
indictment indictment
| [} =1+
Kt 0 0
Prosecutor’s Office
of BiH Kim 0 0
Total 0 0 0
Kt 155 401 556
Cantonal . Ktm 0 3 3
prosecutors’ offices
Total 155 404 559
Kt 31 24 55
Dis_trict prosecutors’ Ktm 0 0 0
offices
Total 31 24 55
Kt 3 1 4
Tuzilastvo Bréko Ktm 0 0 0
Total
Total 3 1 4
GRAND TOTAL 189 429 618
PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA
Table 10: Flow of criminal reports in the Prosecutor’s Office of Bosnia and
Herzegovina during 2010
No. of No. of
unresolved unresolved
investigations . orge":.d Total in work . Reio Ivsd F_'artly reso.lved investigations
Case types as of Jan.1, investigations investigations gation as of Dec. 31,
2010 2010.
| [} m=1+1u v v vi=lil-Iv
General crime 196 237 433 249 8 184
Economic crime 350 271 621 387 14 234
War crimes 308 87 395 101 17 294
TOTAL 854 595 1,449 737 39 712
Table 11: Resolving investigations in the Prosecutor’s Office of Bosnia and
Herzegovina in 2010
No. of No. of
unresolved unresolved
investigations . Orgerc-:_d Total in work . Reio Ivfd F_’artly‘l_'esglved investigations
Case types as of Jan.1, investigations investigations | investigation as of Dec. 31,
2010 2010.
1 [} m=1+1u v v vi=Iil-Iv
General crime 125 153 278 161 12 117
Economic crime 179 168 347 173 8 174
War crimes 293 72 365 77 9 288
TOTAL 597 393 990 41 29 579
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Diagram 3: Breakdown of ordered investigations in the Prosecutor’s Office of Bosnia
and Herzegovina in 2010

Commercial Crime

General Grhnul

Table 12: Resolving upon filed indictments in the Prosecutor’s Office of Bosnia and
Herzegovina in 2010

Number of raised,

Number of but unconfirmed
Total number of filed Total number Number of indict t: indi ts before
Case types indictments in of confirmed indictments with withdrawn prior to the Court of Bosnia
2010 indi rejected confir i passing the decision and
on confirmation Herzegovina as
of Dec. 31, 2010
General crime 120 118 0 0 3
Economic crime 106 114 0 0 2
War crimes 29 26 0 0 3
TOTAL 255 258 0 0 8
Table 13: Plea agreements in 2010
N q Numb q Number of proposed

of prop

of rej

Convicting verdicts on

CEERGTES plea agreements plea agreen;ents plea agreements c;l:?tasaaa;e;:i:t::g;e
General crime 53 0 48 5
Economic crime 68 0 62 8
War crimes 5 0 5 0
TOTAL 126 0 115 13

Table 14: Flow of other cases in the Prosecutor’s Office of Bosnia and Herzegovina in 2010

Resolved during the year Total

Unresolved N oLa Unresolved

caseslasiof Rbceied T:vt::lln Due to Transferred resolven‘:f asiofiDecy

Cesclvpes T, Th A statute of | intothe kT [ Other cases il A0

limitations Registry

| ] =1+ v \" Vi VII=IV+V+VIE | V=TV

Kta 1,936 932 2,868 0 130 887 1,017 1,851
Ktn 323 166 489 0 10 197 207 282
Total 2,259 1,098 3,357 0 140 1,084 1,224 2,133
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Diagram 4: Breakdown of received cases by the Prosecutor’s Office of Bosnia and
Herzegovina in 2010 — by registers

CANTONAL, DISTRICT AND PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF BRCKO
DISTRICT OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

Table 15: Resolving criminal reports in cantonal and district prosecutors’ offices and
the Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District of BiH in 2010

Number of Number of
, unresolved . unresolved
Pro:;i‘:::rs Case types reports as Received T::s:lln Resolved reF:)T\:(ye d reports as
of Jan.1, of Dec. 31,
2010 2010
General crime 11,927 1,435 25,362 13,137 0 12,225
Economic crime 1396 887 2,283 831 0 1,452
Cantonal
War crimes 98 108 206 181 0 25
TOTAL 13,421 14,430 27,851 14,149 0 13,702
General crime 3505 7132 10,637 6547 0 4,090
Economic crime 477 673 1,150 638 0 512
District
War crimes 35 42 77 45 0 32
TOTAL 4,017 7,847 11,864 7,230 0 4,634
General crime 57 533 590 563 0 27
Brcko Economic crime 16 28 44 33 1 1
District of
BiH War crimes 0 5 5 5 0 0
TOTAL 73 566 639 601 1 38
General crime 15,489 21,100 36,589 20,247 0 16,342
Economic crime 1,889 1,588 3,477 1,502 1 1,975
TOTAL
War crimes 133 155 288 231 0 57
TOTAL 17,511 22,843 40,354 21,980 1 18,374
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Tabela 16. Rgations in cantonal and district prosecutors’ offices and the Prosecutor’s
Office of Brcko District of Bosnia and Herzegovina in 2010

General crime 3,572 11,120 14,692 11,557 0 3,135
Economic crime 350 526 876 484 0 392
Cantonal
War crimes 264 56 320 131 0 189
TOTAL 4,186 11,702 15,888 12,172 [1} 3,716
General crime 2,191 5,511 7,702 5,627 0 2,175
Economic crime 302 397 699 391 0 308
District
War crimes 385 52 437 118 0 319
TOTAL 2,878 5,960 8,838 6,036 [1} 2,802
General crime 180 563 743 529 0 214
Brcko Economic crime 49 33 82 17 0 65
District of
BiH War crimes 23 5 28 6 0 22
TOTAL 252 601 853 552 0 301
General crime 5,943 17,194 23,137 17,613 0 5,524
Economic crime 701 956 1,657 892 0 765
TOTAL
War crimes 672 113 785 255 0 530
TOTAL 7,316 18,263 25,579 18,760 [1} 6,819

Diagram 5: Breakdown of ordered and resolved investigations in cantonal, district
prosecutors’ offices and the Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District of Bosnia and
Herzegovina in 2010 — by the type of crime

| |1?,1'34
General Crime
17.613

| {956

Commoercial Crime
n-

| 113
War Cri . Investigations initiated in 2010
bl Imr, B Investigations completed in 2010
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Table 17: Resolving upon filed indictments before the courts in Bosnia and
Herzegovina in 2010

Number of
Total Total Number of mw?tlﬁ:ir:‘:;:ns Number of
Prosecutors’ Case types number number of indictments . raised, but
offices P of filed confirmed with rejected pric unconfirmed
) s " " passing the .
indictments indictments confirmation . indictments
decision on
confirmation
General crime 9,894 9,134 27 2 1,282
Economic crime 302 267 0 0 54
Cantonal
War crimes 13 8 0 0 3
TOTAL 10,209 9,409 27 2 1,339
General crime 4,207 3,966 16 10 611
Economic crime 262 252 1 1 37
District
War crimes 8 8 0 0 6
TOTAL 4,477 4,226 17 1" 654
General crime 458 457 0 0 2
Brcko Economic crime 8 8 0 0 0
District of
BiH War crimes 3 2 0 0 1
TOTAL 469 467 0 0 3
General crime 14,559 13,557 43 12 1,895
Economic crime 572 527 1 1 91
TOTAL
War crimes 24 18 0 0 10
TOTAL 15,155 14,102 44 13 1,996
Table 18: Plea agreements in 2010
Plea agreements
s Convicting Number of
Prosecutors Case types Number of Number of judgments proposed plea
offices proposed plea rejected plea upon the plea agreements the
agreements agreements bargaining courts are yet
agreement to decide
General crime 704 2 573 129
Economic crime 40 0 38 2
Cantonal
War crimes 1 0 1 0
TOTAL 745 2 612 131
General crime 564 2 530 32
Economic crime 62 1 55 9
District
War crimes 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 626 3 585 l
General crime 50 0 49 2
Brcko District Economic crime 1 0 1 0
of BiH War crimes 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 51 0 50 2
General crime 1,318 4 1,152 163
Economic crime 103 1 94 1
TOTAL
War crimes 1 0 1 0
TOTAL 1,422 5 1,247 174
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Diagram 6: Acceptance of proposed plea agreements

Plea bargalns proposed - 1,422

clions under plea bargains - 1,247

Piea bargalns denled - 5

Table 19: Criminal reports and preparatory proceedings in the procedure against
juveniles in Bosnia and Herzegovina in 2010

Preparatory proceedings

Unresolved Total in ’;z:::ie;nzf Prosecutor’s

Prosecutors’ offices | reports as at | Received g correctional Unresolved Initiated
work not to initiate A ;
Jan.1, 2010 T recommendations | as at Dec.31, during Total
P 9 2010 the year

Cantonal 300 1,146 1,446 311 6 763 839 1,602
District 250 595 845 278 15 280 333 613
Brcko District of BiH 7 40 47 13 15 13 21 34
TOTAL 557 1,781 2,338 602 36 1,056 1,193 2,249

Table 20: Breakdown of motions to impose correctional measure/juvenile
imprisonment during 2010

Number of proposals to impose correctional measure/imprisonment
Prosecutors’ offices Nu"t‘: ?,:,:LZ?&:“IS
Institutional Non-institutional Total sentence of juvenile
imprisonment

Cantonal 27 363 390 8
District 11 207 218 1
Brcko District of BiH 0 15 15

TOTAL 38 585 623 9
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Table 21: Court decisions in proceedings against juveniles in 2010

Resolved in courts Unresolved

Prosecutors’ Correctional measures Juvenile preparatory
offices imprisonment proceedings as
Institutional Non-institutional Total sentence at Dec. 31, 2010
Cantonal 21 299 320 5 742
District 9 165 174 1 274
Brcko District of BiH 0 15 15 0 17
TOTAL 30 479 509 6 1,033

Table 22: Flow of Kta cases processed in cantonal and district prosecutor offices,
and in the Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District of Bosnia and Herzegovina during
2010

Prosecutors’ DALEEC T Received Resolved Ul o
offices cases as at — Total in work . unresolved cases
Jan.1, 2010 as at Dec.31, 2010

Cantonal 19,266 9,356 28,622 8,837 19,785

District 5,102 4,553 9,655 4,800 4,855

Brcko District of BiH 211 367 578 271 307

TOTAL 24,579 14,276 38,855 13,908 24,947

Table 23: Flow of Ktn cases processed in cantonal and district prosecutor offices,
and in the Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District of Bosnia and Herzegovina during
2010

s Unresolved ., Total number of
Prosecutors Received . Resolved

offices cases as at - Total in work P unresolved cases
Jan.1, 2010 as at Dec.31, 2010

Cantonal 107,547 17,969 125,516 11,167 114,349

District 45,733 5,220 50,953 4,262 46,691

Brcko District of BiH 7,818 700 8,518 3,082 5,436

TOTAL 161,098 23,889 184,987 18,511 166,476

Diagram 7: Breakdown of received cases in cantonal and district prosecutors’ offices
and the Prosecutor’s Office of Brcko District of Bosnia and Herzegovina in 2010 — by
registers
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INDIVIDUAL REPORTS ON THE PERFORMANCE OF PROSECUTORS’

OFFICES

CANTONAL PROSECUTOR'’S OFFICE OF THE UNA-SANA CANTON

Number of prosecutors: 22

REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
T £ th Number of Total Total
ype of the case Total in Rocoied Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indict its | indict its
General crimes 3,477 2,080 1,998 1,796 0 202 1,616 1,612
Commercial crimes 383 100 95 61 0 34 33 33
War crimes 24 23 82 25 0 57 5 5
TOTAL 3,884 2,203 2,175 1,882 0 293 1,654 1,650
CANTONAL PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF THE POSAVINA CANTON
Number of prosecutors: 4
REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
Number of Total Total
Type of the case Total in R Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work v work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indictments | indictments
General crimes 474 395 459 370 0 89 342 368
Commercial crimes 26 13 19 6 0 13 4 4
War crimes 42 41 3 0 0 3 0 0
TOTAL 542 449 481 376 0 105 346 372
CANTONAL PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF THE TUZLA CANTON
Number of prosecutors: 35
REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
Number of Total Total
Type of the case Total in Resolved Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work esolve! work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indictments | indictments
General crimes 4,243 2,772 3,627 2,702 0 825 2,455 1,936
Commercial crimes 244 104 122 66 0 56 55 47
War crimes 16 10 36 28 0 8 3 1
TOTAL 4,503 2,886 3,685 2,796 0 889 2,513 1,984
CANTONAL PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF THE ZENICA-DOBOJ CANTON
Number of prosecutors: 25
REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
£ Number of Total Total
[ypelohthelcase Total in Resolved Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work esolve work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indictments | indictments
General crimes 2,760 1,891 1,803 1,643 0 160 1,504 1,512
Commercial crimes 261 107 106 75 0 31 52 55
War crimes 1 1 15 5 0 10 2 0
TOTAL 3,022 1,999 1,924 1,723 0 201 1,558 1,567
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CANTONAL PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF THE BOSNIA-PODRINJE CANTON

Number of prosecutors: 2

REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS

Number of Total Total
Type of the case Total in —— Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work esolve! work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indicti its | indi its
General crimes 108 105 95 93 0 2 85 85
Commercial crimes 9 7 2 2 0 0 1 1
War crimes 2 2 1 0 0 1 0 0
TOTAL 119 114 98 95 0 3 86 86

CANTONAL PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF THE CENTRAL BOSNIA CANTON
Number of prosecutors: 15
REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS

T £ th Number of Total Total
ype of the case Total in Roed Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indictments | indictments
General crimes 1,314 1,185 1,496 1,173 0 323 1,023 947
Commercial crimes 1M1 86 1M 49 0 62 20 19
War crimes 20 20 21 9 0 12 1 0
TOTAL 1,445 1,291 1,628 1,231 0 397 1,044 966

CANTONAL PROSECUTOR'’S OFFICE OF THE HERZEGOVINA-NERETVA CANTON

Number of prosecutors: 20

REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
Number of Total Total
Type of the case Total in Resolved Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed

end indicti its | indict its
General crimes 1,019 854 877 721 0 156 627 601
Commercial crimes 169 104 120 64 0 56 28 16
War crimes 55 38 70 22 0 48 2 2
TOTAL 1,243 996 1,067 807 0 260 657 619

CANTONAL PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF THE WEST HERZEGOVINA CANTON

Number of prosecutors: 4

REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
Number of Total Total
Type of the case Total in R Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work v work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed

end indicti its | indict its
General crimes 429 363 370 292 0 78 281 278
Commercial crimes 66 48 55 19 0 36 13 13
War crimes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 495 41 425 31 0 114 294 291
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CANTONAL PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF THE SARAJEVO CANTON

Number of prosecutors: 41

REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
T £ th Number of Total Total
ypelofitheicase Total in — Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indictments | indictments
General crimes 11,146 3,118 3,708 2,429 0 1,279 1,634 1,468
Commercial crimes 965 229 203 117 0 86 76 59
War crimes 37 39 73 37 0 36 0 0
TOTAL 12,148 3,386 3,984 2,583 0 1,401 1,710 1,527
CANTONAL PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF THE CANTON 10
Number of prosecutors: 5
REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
T £ th Number of Total Total
ype of the case Total in Rocoed Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indictments | indictments
General crimes 392 374 359 338 0 21 327 327
Commercial crimes 49 33 43 25 0 18 20 20
War crimes 9 7 19 5 0 14 0 0
TOTAL 450 414 421 368 0 53 347 347
DISTRICT PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE IN BANJA LUKA
Number of prosecutors: 35
REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
T £ th Number of Total Total
ype of the case Total in Resolved Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indictments | indictments
General crimes 5,039 3,455 3,985 3,001 0 984 1,798 1,777
Commercial crimes 590 386 252 183 0 69 130 124
War crimes 10 8 21 5 0 16 4 4
TOTAL 5,639 3,849 4,258 3,189 1] 1,069 1,932 1,905
DISTRICT PROSECUTOR'’S OFFICE IN BIJELJINA
Number of prosecutors: 12
REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
T £ th Number of Total Total
ype of the case Total in R Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indictments | indictments
General crimes 1,091 1,067 1,171 928 0 243 803 597
Commercial crimes 104 97 138 90 0 48 44 45
War crimes 9 9 37 5 0 32 3 3
TOTAL 1,204 1,173 1,346 1,023 0 323 850 645
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DISTRICT PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE IN DOBOJ

Number of prosecutors: 15

REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
= oo Number of Total Total
ypelof theicase Total in —— Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indicti its | indi its
General crimes 2,570 729 1,223 569 0 654 690 689
Commercial crimes 223 60 179 37 0 142 36 32
War crimes 5 1 261 79 0 182 1 1
TOTAL 2,798 790 1,663 685 (1] 978 727 722
DISTRICT PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE IN EAST SARAJEVO
Number of prosecutors: 10
REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
T £ th Number of Total Total
ype of the case Total in Roed Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indictments | indictments
General crimes 1,083 850 830 649 0 181 582 562
Commercial crimes 104 52 58 38 0 20 31 31
War crimes 36 25 63 21 0 42 0 0
TOTAL 1,223 927 951 708 0 243 613 593
DISTRICT PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE IN TREBINJE
Number of prosecutors: 5
REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
T £ th Number of Total Total
ype of the case Total in Resolved Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indicti its | indict its
General crimes 846 438 481 373 0 108 332 339
Commercial crimes 107 21 29 19 0 10 1 10
War crimes 17 2 55 8 0 47 0 0
TOTAL 970 461 565 400 0 165 343 349
PROSECUTOR'’S OFFICE IN BRCKO DISTRICT OF BiH
Number of prosecutors: 10
REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
T £ th Number of Total Total
ype of the case Total in R Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indicti its | indict its
General crimes 590 563 743 529 0 214 458 457
Commercial crimes 44 33 82 17 0 65 8 8
War crimes 5 5 28 6 0 22 3 2
TOTAL 639 601 853 552 0 301 469 467
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SPECIAL PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT PROSECUTOR’S OFFICE IN

BANJA LUKA

Number of prosecutors: 8

REPORTS INVESTIGATIONS INDICTMENTS
T £ th Number of Total Total
EEloHticlcase Total in Roed Total in Total Partly unresolved number number of
work work resolved resolved at the year of filed confirmed
end indi its | indicti t
General crimes 8 8 12 7 0 5 2 2
Commercial crimes 22 22 43 24 0 19 10 10
War crimes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 30 30 55 31 0 24 12 12
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