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To introduce the rationale and objectives of the peer reviews, I shall provide first a short overview of the EU enlargement process, from the perspective of judicial reforms, trying to share at once the political and legal/technical criteria, while at the same time, trying to limit this presentation to the foreseen time and avoid indulging into an extensive list of standards.

I will therefore limit myself to re-affirming  that an independent, efficient, professional and accountable judiciary  is key in any functioning democratic society, and that the benchmark against which those criteria are measured are  part of the relevant EU Acquis  – French expression indicating the whole body of laws, bylaws and treaties regulating the functioning of the joint EU house-.
Those joint standards aim at ensuring that the judiciary, in any part of the EU, responds evenly to citizens; legal persons; and institutions' call for justice, ensuring their rights to be respected, and their life to be conducted within the safe framework of the rule of law. It also means that jurisdictions throughout EU have trust in each other's system and that may be relied upon. This is why there is a "European Space of Justice", to which all EU Member States, but also aspirant countries, are striving.  
In the EU perspective, this is fundamental, not least, because of the basic principles of free movement of goods and persons, pursuant to which it is necessary to ensure that: all EU citizens, anywhere in the union, are ensured equal rights, predictable standards, and judicial protection; those principles are the roof of the Union; while member states are the pillars holding it in place; the work of each of the elements is necessary for a joint and safe life.

In this regard the process of accession, and the instruments of technical assistance made available to the candidate countries, meaning BiH, have the purpose to facilitate this process, helping candidate countries to find solutions complying with the joint standards, and yet best fitting their traditions, cultures, and specific challenges; solutions which nonetheless are in the hands of the candidate country to implement and put in place.

In the course of last few years, many of you have become familiar with instruments such as IPA assistance for instance; this is one of the tools used to concretely support this process; you should know that over 19 million € in IPA support have been invested since 2004 to help BiH judiciary alone to improve its standards of efficiency, professionalism, independence and responsibility, financing (re)construction of 20 judicial and prosecutorial premises to improve their efficiency, working environment and security, and support the adaptation and equipping of eleven courts in line with EU and International witness protection standards. 
Through direct funding provided to HJPC, the EU has supported the development of a modern BiH judiciary with a focus on the use of information and communication technologies and performance management, for a better, faster and more transparent service to citizens.
Finally, the EU has also provided a dedicated funding of 15 million € to enhance the judiciary’s capacity for processing war crimes cases throughout the country. 
Another instrument largely used is TAIEX, which is the Technical Assistance and Information Exchange instrument of the European Commission, and through its support, technical exchange of experiences with EU experts was ensured on different aspects of the judicial processes such as, among others, fighting organized crimes, corruption and terrorism, improving witness protection and court security; improving communication and relation between judiciary and the media; redressing of victims of criminal offences, or execution at large. 
Without entering more into details, this is an example of how the EU accession process assists BiH institutions to provide a better service to its citizens today, and satisfy the EU standards for accession, tomorrow. The partnership between the Delegation of the European Union to BiH and the HJPC remains a vital part of the efforts for betterment of the BiH judiciary and its ability to fulfil the requirements for EU accession in the coming years, and assistance is already being planned for the future. 
A key moment in this process took place on 15 February 2016, when BiH requested to join the EU; request which led the EU Council on 20 September, to solicit the European Commission to provide an analytical opinion about the BiH application. In its opinion, the EC shall compare BiH existing standards against the political criteria for accession the EU has defined in Copenhagen in 1993 and in Madrid in 1995. For this purpose, in December last year, the questionnaire was delivered, and in parallel  numerous peer review missions started in order to complement this massive analytical work. 
This leads me to the key point of this presentation: the EU peer review missions. Peer review missions are an instrument of support, facilitated by TAIEX, which consists of exchange of best praxis between public administration, including the judiciary of Bosnia Herzegovina, and peers from different EU countries. But difference between classical TAIEX seminars and Peer Review missions, is that the latter have a specific objective, which in this concrete case consist of helping the European Commission to better assess the situation in BiH on particular issues on one side, and BiH authorities to better understand the reasons for alignment with the relevant  EU practices on the other.  
In the specific case of the judiciary: judges, prosecutors and other professionals from different countries, members of the European Union have visited, and will continue visiting BiH for the purpose to review some key areas of the judiciary. Following those reviews, the EU experts prepare dedicated reports, with specific recommendations, which are meant, as I said, to assist the EC to assess the concrete status in BiH, and BiH institutions to further promote reform, in line with the EU standards which are reflected in the expert's recommendations. At the end of this stage, EU will accompany its analytical opinion with "key priorities", in other words, conditions for passing to the next stage – candidate status and accession negotiations on Chapters 23 and 24, the first ones to be opened. 
The HJPC has first asked the EC to start its peer reviews in the most sensitive areas of its jurisdiction, and dedicated peer review missions have already been conducted with regard to: 

Independence - Workbook/rules of procedure of the judicial and prosecutorial council:

This was the first dedicated peer review, and it reviewed the mechanism regulating the decision making processes within the high judicial and prosecutorial council. The EU expert provided several recommendations, focusing among other on the democracy of the decision making process, its transparency, and the processes of internal control. 
Appointments of judges and prosecutors:   
The EU expert recommendations delivered following the Peer Review on appointments last year in September suggested you ensure that career management of judges and prosecutors become more transparent, efficient and professional. 
As a follow up to this peer review a dedicated peer review on appraisal and evaluation and its impact on career advancement and professional responsibility was conducted last April, involving several of you who have kindly and readily ensured your availability to the EU experts;
Integrity and accountability: 

A peer review on the disciplinary proceedings was also conducted in September last year, and  this review noted a need to increase the effectiveness and credibility of the disciplinary system; and take further measures to improve accountability and integrity of judicial and prosecutorial office holders. 

Also with regard to integrity, a dedicated peer review on financial declaration of judges and prosecutors and its control was held in April, and we are looking forward to its recommendations which will surely further assist the HJPC in its attempt to enhance the functionality of an instruments- financial declarations- which even though existing since the creation of the HJPC, has not yet ensured its full functionality as an instrument for ensuring transparency and integrity; 

Professionalism 

While professionalism has already been covered  in part by all the previously conducted peer review missions, a specific peer review on continuing legal education is planned for the last week of May. The three EU experts selected for this peer review will have the opportunity to discuss with some of you: judges, prosecutors, directors of judicial training centres and the judicial commission of the District of Brcko, to identify areas where judicial education may be improved to ensure the highest standards of professionalism; in particular on the multiannual training programmes for judges and prosecutors, as well as initial education of newly appointed judges and prosecutors  and in service training to address shortcomings which through the daily work of individual office holders may be identified. 
Finally, a dedicated peer review mission on fighting organized crime, corruption and terrorism is also planned for this year; since the fight against corruption and organised crime is a transversal matter, this peer review will include, in addition to the judiciary, also law enforcement and relevant stakeholders from the executive branch (Agencies, Offices etc.); once more, you will be part of the process, and you will be the key interlocutor of the EU experts to help the process to identify areas and path, to move further the improvement in fighting this odious crimes. 

The peer review will accompany us throughout the whole process of accession; their recommendations will help us identify concrete specifications of the EU Acquis applicable to the BiH judicial system, but neither peer review missions, nor any other instruments available in the toolkit of the EU may replace your genuine commitment and support.

The commitment of all judicial office holders and professionals of the judiciary, court presidents, chief prosecutors and, of course, the HJPC, is conditio sine qua non. It is up to BiH professionals to continue engaging, improving, committing and of course, reforming the existing praxis.

Through the peer reviews, we will learn from one another, we will better understand the daily challenges you face, which very frequently will be complementary with the challenges BiH citizens face; and while we expect the EU toolkit to remain open and available in the way defined by the reform agenda, by the HJPC-EUSR joint annual conferences, the HJPC action plans, the Justice Sector Reform Strategy, and all  other documents sublimating this country vision for the future, the transfer of this commitment into concrete actions is in your hands; before anything else, we owe it to those listening to us inside, and outside of this room but foremost to all the Citizens of BiH who are waiting for a brighter and better future for this country and its children.
