


















2 14 A. Uzelac 

(co nl i nued) 

Total number Siti ing in civil ca$eS 

Professional judges sining. None None 
i n courts on an occasional 
basis and paid as such 

Non-professional judges judgcs-jurors- about4.776 Nonc 
(including lay-judges) who arc listed but they act only 
are not remunerated but occasionally 
who can receive a 
dcfmyal of costs 

Non-judge staff working in 484 court counsel N/A 
the courts (full time 156 interns 
equivalent and pcm1anent 

5,211 others 

misdcmeonou.r cour1s not 
included. 

RechtspjleJ.II'r 202 202'1 

The performance and workload of tbc courts 

7. Total number ot' civil cases in the courts (litigious and non-litigious): 

Municipal County Administrative 

Litigious 153.415 Civil appeals 73.359 Adm. Sui ts 13.276 

Inheritance 12.748 Other 244 

Enforcement 171.209 Commercial 

Non-contcntious 108.998 Litigious 27.560 

registry 473.774 Enforct:ment 18.691 

rOTAL Munic. 920.144 Bankruptcy 4.879 

Com. appeals 9.002 

47St:niorcourt counsel who independently deal with land registry cases (source: 20 11 ). 

••source: Minis try of Justice Statistical Survey for 20 11,20. 
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8. Litigious civil cases and administrative law cases in the courts 

Civil cases by category 
Litigious civi l cases in (e.g. small claims. 
general family, etc.) 

Total number of Pending cases on l 183.975 
first-instance January of the year N/A N/A N/A 
cascsJ9 of reference (2009) 

Pending cases on 175.906 
31 December of the N/A N/A N/A 
year of ref .:renee 

Incoming cases 120.455 N/A N/A N/A 

Decisions on the 66,328 
N/A N/A N/A 

merits 

Average length of first-instance Official dato not available. 
proceedingsSI' According to an esti mate. 

the average length at the 
Municipal Court in Zagreb 
in 2000 was 29.2 months 
{2.43 year). 

Source: NCSC Report. 

Appendix 2: Data on Civil Cases in a Selected Court or Courts 
to Be Answered by a Judge or Judges of T/za t Court 

Municipal Coun in Varaždin. 2006s' 

l. What types of civil cases does your court decide? Please include a brief defini­
tion of the types of cases 

J9Source: Ministry of Statistical Report for 2009, at 4/2 (in latt:r reports data on decisions 
on the merits is not included). 

lQThe average length of the procccdings refers to the awragr.: tin1e taken by 1111 action from the date 
of commencement to the date of trini nl the Court of First Instance. 

SATURN Centre questionnairc on common case timcframes and delays, 
replies by Pilot Courts, CEPEJ-SATURN (2007)3, doc. of 22 November 2007 (ref. year: 2000). 
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Type oJ cases 

CRIMINAL CASES: 

A. Uzelac 

Decidjng on criminal proceedings of authorised prosecutors on whether the 
accused is guilty of the criminal act or not. In connection to that. proccdures and 
decisions on security measures for the appearance of the accused at the main hear­
ing and on the revocation of conditional sentences, as well giving opi nions or 
making proposals on extraordinary legal remedies. 

CTVIL CASES: 

l . Disputes between physical enti ties. and between physical and legal enti ties 
in connection to damage compensation, rights in rem. labour law and 
fami ly law; 

2. Non-contentious proceedings regarrung boundary disputes concerning plots of 
land. cancellation of joint ownership. settlement of co-ownership relations, 
securing evidence. etc. 

ENFORCEMENT CASES: 
Cases in which certain obligations are executed based on the enforcement/execu­
tion of authentic documents which the enforcement debtors did not comply with 
out of their own free will within the set time frame. 

2. What is the volume of cases and their proportion to the caseload that your court 
decides on an annual hasi s? Reference year 2006 

Casdoad of th.: court 

Common case Cases Incoming Decisions Pending Percentage of 
categories pending on cases cases on cases pending 

01-01-2006 3 1- 12- for over 3 
2006 yen rs 

Ci\'illaw cases (total 2 112 12117 12180 2049 7.05 % 
num her) 

l . S111all claims 26 158 161 23 13.W 'K 

2. Contmct 31 15 19 27 18.5 1% 

3. Tori (esp. car 226 92 132 186 15.05% 
accidents, medical 
liability, liability of 
other profcssionals) 

(contmued) 
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(continued) 

Casdoad of the court 

Common case Cases Incoming Decisions Pending Percentage of 
categories pending on cases cases on cases pending 

Ol-0 1-2006 :H - 12- for over 3 
2006 years 

4. Inheritance 18 D 17 14 

5. Labour 155 177 186 146 1.36% 

6. Litigious employ- 47 70 79 38 2.63% 
ment dismissal 

7. Land registry 51 9.228 9.055 224 7.14% 

8. Enforcement of 1.501 2.098 2.332 1.267 6.78% 
judgments and other 
enforceable ti ties 

9. Divorcc 28 161 98 9 1 0.15 % 

10. Child custody l 60 52 9 -

ll . Actions for support 28 45 49 24 -
and maintenance 

3. Do you consider some of the types of cases as complex cases'! lf yes, please 
indicate which cases arc regarded as complex. in terms of time and efforLc; 
needed. 

No. 

4. Do you consider ~ome oi' the types of cases as urgent cases? If yes, please indi­
cate which cases ure regarded as urgent, and how this does affect the time of 
processing. 

Small cases, labour cases (especially litigious employment dismissal cases). 
family cases (especially when children are concerned). 

5. Do you have information on the average or mcdian duration of particular types 
of civil cases? If yes, please provide jnformatjon on average/median duration of' 
these cases. 

No average/median, only percentage of cases decided within a g iven period. 
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6. Are there targets in respect of the time needed to proccss cach type of case in ""· ..,; o "' -o "' C"i ..,. ..,. o 
1\ -your court? If yes, please define how these targets are established (e. g. minimum 

and maximum time; average or mean time: percentage of cases completed within v 
a cert<\ in period of time, etc.). ~ e; 

<J. * ~ >;§{ ~ ~ ~ '!§!. .... 
ln family cases. there are legislative targets, but they are mostly ignored (e. g. A tt. "' ..". \0 0\ oo ("": ll') ..". O\ Q) 

»'- QC) ~ o oq ~ 1": o \() 

265 Family Act: first hearing must take place within 15 days from submission of the N g ~ "; .,., ..,. N ui 
ll >. 

statement of claim; Art. 266: appeals have to be decided and decisions dispatched 
fl} within 60 days from the time of lodging the appeal). 
"O 
e 

7. Do you discuss the timetable and the expected duration of the proccedings wiU1 
d '!§!. ~ tl< tl< ~ &! tl: & ~ '-

"' oo -::: ..". N ~ ..". oo ll} 

proceedings? If yes, 
... the parties and other participants in the please give >,:... "' M oo \0 q "! o ""': ·~ ~ N -o N r..:. N -<i on 

cxamplcs. i\ " N <"l N M ,.... » 

No. ~ 
"' 

8. Do you monitor cases that are considered to last excessively long? If yes, please ~ <J. tf; tl( t'< tl< ~ e>< ~ ~ ~ ~ č a 
explain which cases are considered to bc excessively lcngthy (e.g. cases pending 

o ... 1"1 o o ~ 
Ir) G oo "' "' N 

E » "": -q q .,.., ...... \0 M oo 

more than 3/4/5 years), what their proportion is in your caseload, and which \0 - r-. ff) r-i -i r- r-: ~ r"i lf'i tfS t'i 
ll v - N ""' C"' ..". ...... N -

measmes have been introduced for speeding up these cases. ..;..; "O 
e o " "' Cases pending over three years arc considered urgent, as they are categorized as 

"O ..0 .e .g e E 'e'< tl< tl< ~ * t'< ~ tl< * Đ"' '!§!. 

'o ld' cases. They are being monitorcd by the Supreme Court. For figures. see table ou o o ..... O' oo ...... N N tr) 1.0 0\ "<t ..... Q. E E V) N ...... "' "1 ,_, '<l; 0\ 1"1 

below. -- - \0 'Xi N "' ....: ,.., ""· -i- "' oo -o ...: 
.s 1\ v M M N M -t .,.., 'd' N 

-5 
9. Do you monitor the duration of the proceedings in rhe following terms? Tf yes. ·~ 

please providc data. If you have a different way of monitoring, please give infor-
"O -§ o t'< ~ t>: ti< tl< ~ ~ !>'< ~ 'O 

§ 
mmion on the categories used. '(j 0\ Ir) o N 1.0 \0 "<t oo "<t u :::: oe N \0 N \0 ~ ~ 

..,. \C 'O ~ "' d d ...: -,i ....: 
<l) v V') 

u <'1 ("l M M M 1"1 
V> 

"' "' u » 
Q) ,g 
Oil 

"' ~o ·~ ' E .., d-z:: 
~ 

.... e!) 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ < ~ ~ < .., ~ ~ -. -. 
0.. < - z z z z z 7: z z z z 

u 
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"' .~ 
o. 
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< ~ o o o o o o o o o o o 

~ 
] Q) 

.&> e ·:;: i g 
"' = '(j 
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l O. Do you collect and analyse information un the duration of the particular stages 
in the proceedings? Ir yes, give some examples regarding the duration of par­
ticular stages of the proceeclings. ldeally, give us information on the ideal/aver­
age/mean duration or the preparatory stage (from the commencement to the 
first oral hearing on the merits). the trial stage (from the lirst oral hearing. to 
closure or the proceedings) and the post-hearing stage (from the closure of the 
proceedings to judgment). If you cannot give data, but have another way of 
monitoring. please give information in terms of the categories used. 

The data collected only deals with first instance proceedings, starting with the 
day of receiving the writ or act initiating the proceedings. and ending with the day 
of clispatching the wrillcn coutt decision (first instance judgmenl). 
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