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Roky zmien a novych vyziev

ravi sa, ze mimovladna organizacia je silnd a stabilna vtedy, ked dokaze|
prekonat vnutorné zmeny a nadalej pritom napliiat svoje poslanie a ciele. Rok
2008 a 2009 boli pre VIA IURIS zatazkdvacou skuskou. Mnohé sa u nas menilo,

Pavol Zilin¢ik, jeden zo zakladatelov a dlhoro¢ny riaditel organizacie, sa rozhodol
ukoncit svoje posobenie. Spolu s clenmi zdruzenia ma oslovili, aby som nastupila
na jeho funkciu. Nebolo lahké prevziat Zezlo po niekom, kto Zil organizaciou
akmer 20 rokov a doviedol ju na poziciu jednej z najprofesionalnejsichi

mimovlddnych organizdcii na Slovensku.

tychto rokoch sme tiez obnovovali tim nasich stalych spolupracovnikov.
Niektorym z nds sa rozrastli rodiny a na isty cas sa rozhodli uprednostnit
rodic¢ovstvo pred pracou. Taky je beh Zivota. Ziskali sme ale novych ludi s novymi
skusenostami, ktoré nds obohatili. Okrem povodnej kanceldrie v Banskej Bystrici

sme otvorili novu v Pezinku.,

Zacali sme doslednejsie napliiat nase dlhodobejsie predsavzatie - viac

a kvalitnejsie komunikovat s verejnostou. Aktivity VIA IURIS sa uz nesustreduju
iba na uzky okruh profesionalov, ale rovnako aj na laicku a odbornu verejnost;,
ktoru sa snazime oslovovat cez média, socidlne siete, ako aj priamo cez nase
ebové stranky.

Pokracujeme v snahach o finan¢nu stabilitu. Aj ked nadalej hlavnym zdrojom

nancovania ostdvaju granty, uzatvarame Uspesné partnerstva s komerénym
sektorom, hladdme tieZz nové moznosti ziskavania podpory od ob¢anoy, ktorym

nie su l[ahostajné nase témy,

Setky tieto zmeny, verime, nas posilnili. Pokra¢ovali sme v naplhani nasich
cielov, dosiahli sme niekolko vyznamnych zmien v legislative ¢i jej uplatiiovani,
uskutocnili sme aktivity, ktoré posunuli diskusiu o prave a spravodlivosti na
Slovensku dalej. Avsak nie vSetko, ¢o sme chceli, sa vydarilo. V nasledujicich
rokoch budeme zdolavat dalSie vyzvy, spojené najma s problémami

slovenskom sudnictve. Budeme tejto téme venovat este viac energie ako
doteraz, pretoze sme presvedceni, Zze bez skutocne nezdvislého a fungujiceho
systému spravodlivosti je ohrozend nielen pravna istota obc¢anov a ochrana ich
ludskych prav, ale aj ekonomicka a socialna stabilita spolo¢nosti,

Chcem Vam co najsrdecnejsie podakovat za priazen, ktord ste nam v uplynulych
rokoch preukazali. Vazime si kazdu formu podpory, ¢i uz je to dar, dobrovolna
praca, zlava za sluzby ¢i tovar, Vasa Ucast na podujati alebo len milé slovo
uznania ¢i dobre mienend rada. Vasu déveru nesklameme,

v

Zuzana Aimag-Fialova
a tim VIA IURIS

v




Years of Changes and New Challenges

it is believed that a non-governmental organisation (NGO) is strong and stable when it is able to overcome internal changes
hile continuing to fulfil its mission and goals. Years 2008 and 2009 were a test of this assumption for VIA IURIS. Our organisation

saw many changes. Pavol Zilingik, one of the founders and the director of the organisation for many years decided to quit his
presence in the organisation. He approached me, along with the members of the organisation, to replace him in his office. It was

not easy to take up office after someone who was deeply involved in the organisation for almost 20 years and made it one|
of the most professional NGOs in Slovakia.

In this period, we also had to find replacement for some of our permanent team members and partners. The families of some]

of us grew and they decided to give preference to parenthood instead of professional life for some time. Such is the course of
life. However, we were able to find new people with new experience that enriched us. In addition to our existing office in Banska

Bystrica we opened a new office in Pezinok.

e started applying a more thorough approach to pursuing our long-term vision - to engage in more and better communication
ith the public. The activities of VIA IURIS do no longer focus just on a narrow range of professionals, however, we also include

lay and expert public that we try to approach through media, social networks, as well as directly via our website.|

e keep trying to ensure financial sustainability.. Although grants still remain the major source of our funding, we are entering
into successful partnerships with the commercial sector, we also search for new ways of raising support from citizens who care

about our topics.

e believe all these changes made us grow stronger. We continued pursuing our goals, we achieved several major changes
in legislation or its application, we carried out activities that moved the debate on law and justice in Slovakia ahead. However, we
did not succeed in everything we wished. In the years to come, we will face more challenges, connected in particular with
he problems in the Slovakian judicial system. We will invest even more energy than ever into this topic, because we are

convinced that the lack of a really independent and functioning justice system poses a threat not only to legal certaint

of citizens and to protection of their human rights, but also to economic and social stability of the society.

| wish to say a big Thank You to you for the support you gave us in the previous years. We appreciate any kind of support,
be it a donation, voluntary work, discount on services or goods, your participation at an event, or just kind words of recognition

or well-meant advice. We will not let your trust down.

Zuzana Aimagq-Fialova
and the VIA IURIS team

R
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O NAS

... Nasa vizia, poslanie, ciele)

IA IURIS (z lat.,,cesta prava“) je mimovlddna neziskova organizacia

presadzujuca pristup k spravodlivosti a Siroku ucast verejnosti na rozhodovani o veciach verejnych.

Nasou viziou je spolo¢nost, v ktorej

Blloravny systém umoziuje ludom Gcinne realizovat svoje préva,

Bllludia poznaju svoje prava aj sposoby, akymi sa ich domahat,

s idy a iné Statne organy rozhoduju nielen v sulade s textom zadkona, ale aj s jeho zmyslom a dodrziavaju

pri tom ludské prava a principy prdvneho statu.

Poslanim VIA IURIS je pomoc ob¢anom a obcianskym organizaciam pri ochrane verejného zaujmu
@ pri obrane pred nedemokratickym a netransparentnym rozhodovanim.

Nasim cielom je presadzovat systémové zmeny pradvneho systému tak, aby garantoval transparentnost
a Ucast verejnosti na rozhodovani o veciach verejnych a zéroven poskytoval ob¢anom Gcinné nastroje

na kontrolu moci, ako aj pristup k spravodlivosti.

ento ciel dlhodobo dosahujeme prostrednictvom riesenia prelomovych kauz, ako aj organizovanim
konferencii, vydavanim publikacii, ¢i tiez legislativnymi aktivitami a komunikdaciou s verejnostou

prostrednictvom médii

... nase prvé sidlo - Ponicka Huta / ... our first office - Ponicka Huta



ABOUT US

... Our Vision, Mission, Goals

IA IURIS (Latin: “the way of law”) is a non-governmental, non

profit organisation promoting access to justice and broad public

participation in decision-making about public issues,|

‘

ur vision is a society, in which
he legal system enables people to effectively exercise their

.
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eople know their rights as well as the ways of claiming them,
ourts and other state authorities decide not only in accordance
ith the wording of a law, but also in line with its spirit,
respecting human rights and the principles of the rule of law.

t is the mission of VIA IURIS to support citizens and civic
organisations in protecting the public interest and in their defence|
@gainst non-democratic and non-transparent decision-making.

t is our goal to promote systemic changes in the legal system

0 ensure it guarantees transparency and public participation|

in decision-making on publicissues, and to ensure it at the same
ime gives citizens effective tools to control power as well
as access to justice,

\We ‘ve been successful in achieving this goal over many years via
engaging in breakthrough legal cases (strategic litigation),

as well as via organising conferences, issuing publications,

or also through legislative activities and via communication

with the public through the media
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COMU SA VENUJEME

... nase programové oblasti
EREJNA KONTROLA MOCI A ODSTRANOVANIE KORUPCIE|

podpora ob¢ianskej kontroly rozhodovania, vratane rozhodnuti

orgdnov Uzemnej samospravy (obecného zastupitelstva, starostu,
primatora)

ochrana tych, ktori na konkrétne korupéné spravanie poukazuju

SUDNICTVO A PRISTUP K SPRAVODLIVOSTI

spristupnovanie sudnych rozhodnuti
presadzovanie konzistentnosti rozhodovania sidov a odstranovanie

: ;

svojvolnosti v rozhodnutiach

zasadzovanie sa za korektnost disciplindrnych konani v pravnickych
povolaniach

zvySovanie povedomia o [udskych pravach u studentov pravnickych

PRAVO NA INFORMACIE, UCAST VEREJNOSTI NA ROZHODOVANI

podpora Sirokého pristupu verejnosti k informacidm o cinnosti

a rozhodovani orgdnov verejnej moci

presadzovanie skuto¢nej tGicasti obcanov na rozhodovani o veciach
verejnych
pomoc pri Ucasti ob¢anov v povolovacich konaniach tykajucich

sa budovatelskych projektov s vplyvom na zZivotné prostredie

SLOBODA PREJAVU

ochrana slobody (kritického) prejavu v pripadoch, ktoré sa tykaju
verejného zaujmu
ochrana tych, ktori su za uplatriovanie slobody prejavu postihovani




WHAT WE ENGAGE IN

PUBLIC CONTROL OF POWER AND ELIMINATION OF CORRUPTION
BSupporting public control of decision-making, including decisions of local self-governments (municipal

councils, mayors of villages and towns);
;
;

P ublic control over managing municipal property and other public resources
Bl dentifying and ensuring recourse of corruption cases
BlProtecting those who reveal corruption behaviour.

UDICIARY AND ACCESS TO JUSTICE
BlF nsuring access to court rulings;

romoting consistency of court rulings and elimination of arbitrariness in court rulings;

BlPromoting correctness of disciplinary prosecutions in legal professions;

Human rights awareness raising in law students

RIGHT TO ACCESS INFORMATION, PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN DECISION-MAKING

glSupporting broad public access to information on activities and decision-making of public authorities;
BlPromoting actual participation of citizens in decision-making on public issues;

BlSupporting participation of citizens in permit issuance procedures concerning development projects with

lenvironmental impact,

FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION
BlProtecting freedom of (critical) expression in cases related to public interest issues;
BlProtecting those who are prosecuted for exercising freedom of expression.

)(VIA IURIS
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NASI LUDIA / OUR PEOPLE

SPRAVNA RADA VIA IURIS / VIA IURIS MANAGEMENT BOARD

OMAS KAMENEC

v

Attorney, Dedak & Partners|

MARIAN LESKO
ublicista, novinar
olumnist, journalist

MAREK SULI
strihac a rezisér v slobodnom povolani
reelance film editor and director

OZEF VOZAR
ravnik, Slovenska akadémia vied
awyer, Slovak Academy of Sciences|
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UZANA WIENK;
riaditelka Aliancie Fair-play
air-play Alliance Director]

NORBERT BRAZDA, BARBORA CERNUSAKOVA, SAWKAT CHOUDHURY A JURAJ ZAMKOVSKY

TIM VIA TURIS / THE VIA TURIS TEAM

ZUZANA AIMAQ-FIALOVA|
LENKA KOMPISOVA
educa kancelarie, Banska Bystrica
Banska Bystrica Office Manage
SPOLUPRACUJUCI PRAVNICI A ADVOKATI /
HARA LYONS COOPERATING LAWYERS AND ATTORNEYS
medialna poradkyna
, ,
MERIEN eI KRISTINA BABIAKOVA
: ,
MIL/,“\.] SAGA r” - ZUZANA CAPUTOVA
educi kanceldrie, Pezinok| ‘
Pezinok Office Manage EVA KOVACECHOVA
ZDENKA TESAROVA
DANA MAREKOVA
MARTIN STOFFA
IMRICH VOZAR

PETER WILFLING
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NASE AKTIVITY

RIESENIE PRELOMOVYCH KAUZ

predovsetkym pravnou cestou. Zmyslom je dosiahnut také

rozhodnutia stdov &i Statnych rozhodovacich orgénov,

ktoré ovplyvnia vyklad prava, ¢i sposob jeho uplathovania,

dj v inych podobnych pripadoch.

RieSenim prelomovych kduz sa snazime zabezpecit|

aby sa prava ludi dostali z Ustavy, zakonov, medzindrodnych
dohovorov alebo predpisov EU do kazdodennej rozhodovacej
praxe sudov a inych statnych orgdnov. Chceme, aby prava

obcanov neboli obmedzené formalistickym rozhodovanim

Ci restriktivnym vykladom zakona, ktory neberie ohlad na jeho

rokoch 2008 - 2009 poméahalo VIA IURIS - Centrum pre prava
obcana svojim klientom vo vyse 40 kauzdch.! Za toto obdobie
sme ziskali 18 doleZitych rozhodnuti sudov réznych stupnov
a Statnych organov, ktoré ovplyvnili vyklad zdkonov &i prax ich

uplatfiovania a stali sa tiez predmetom verejnej diskusie. (NizZSie

uvadzame niektoré z najzaujimavejsich.)

! Presné ¢islo je zlozité urcit, kedze v mnohych
pripadoch jedna,kauza” obsahuje viacero
,pribehov’, pricom v kazdom z nich méze byt
iniciovanych aj niekolko konani na sidoch
¢i uradoch verejnej spravy. Pozri napr. kauzu
Pezinska skladka.

PEZINSKA SKLADKA

kampan, ktord zapaja tisicky ludi, vratane vyznamnych
osobnosti verejného zivota. Formou peticii, verejnych

vystupeni, demonstrécii, pochodov, happeningov sa snazia

upozornit kompetentnych, aby konali v sulade so zékonom
@ neporusovali Ustavu a ludské prdva. Kauza je pritom pod
drobnohladom médii, ako aj medzindrodnych organizacii
a zahrani¢nych zastupitelstiev na Slovensku.

Napriek tomu sa dnes sklddka intenzivne zavaza novym
lodpadom. Hoci pravny titul prevddzkovatela sklddky k tejto

Cinnosti je pochybny, deju sa tak neodvratné skody nielen

=P
na zivotnom prostredi, ale aj na zdkladoch pravneho statu

v Slovenskej republike.|

Sklddka odpadu, tzv.,nova jama" sa nachddza v tesnej

blizkosti ,starej jamy"’, ktord je uz zaplnend tisickami ton
odpadu, vratane nebezpe¢ného, a nesplha ekologické | !
parametre. Pritom je len 280 m od obytnych domov, & & *

jej rozloha zodpoveda velkosti 11,5 futbalovych ihrisk ;,_
a hibka $tvorposchodovému panelaku. Mesto Pezinok | .y
a Bratislavsky samospravny kraj pritom novu skladku 3
lodpadu odmietaju. ]

- = ':
Vystavba skladky bola v r. 2007 povolena v rozpore
s platnymi predpismi, predovsetkym s platnym Gzemnym
planom mesta Pezinok.[ &8 I THE



OUR ACTIVITIES

INVOLVEMENT IN BREAKTHROUGH CASES

VIA IURIS attempts to promote systemic change in particular through legal ways. The goal is to achieve such decisions

of courts or state decision-making authorities that will influence the interpretation of law or the manner of its application

in other similar cases as well,

Our goal in the involvement in breakthrough cases is to bring the rights of people from a position of “declarations’
in the Constitution, laws, international covenants and European directives to day-to-day decision-making of courts and
other public authorities. We want that the rights of citizens are not restrained by formalistic decision-making or restrictive

interpretation of laws disregarding their spirit.

In 2008 - 2009 VIA IURIS - Center for Public Advocacy supported its clients in more than 40 cases.] In this period we got

18 important rulings of courts of different instances and of state authorities that influenced the interpretation of laws
or the practice of their application and also became the subject of public debate. (Please find below some of the most

important examples).

PEZINOK LANDFILL CASE

A case, which today is considered to be the most profound manifestation
of civic protest against caprice and corruption of public officials in the
recent history of Slovakia has lasted for more than 10 years. VIA IURIS

has been helping the citizens of Pezinok in addressing the issue through
legal ways for as long as 8 years. The Skladka nepatri do mesta (A landfill

: Mldoes not belong to the town) civic initiative has at the same time been
organising a massive civic campaign involving thousands of people,
Samseincluding renowned personalities of public life. They have used petitions,

'bub_l_ic speeches, demonstrations, marches, happenings to try and make

-
E - = —

S competent officials act in line with the law and not breach the Constitution

i M and human rights. At the same time, the case has been closely followed by

P media as well as by international organizations .an.d embassies of foreign

't is difficult to give an accurate number, as often
one,case” contains several ,stories”, where even
several lawsuits or administrative procedures can be
pending in each of them. Please refer for instance
to the Pezinok Landfill case.

)(VIA IURIS
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Obcania Pezinka i samosprava boli protiprdvne vyluceni z povolovacieho konania. Navyse,
v ¢ase povolovania skladky bol na ¢ele zodpovedného uradu (Krajsky stavebny Urad) nominant

najsilnejsej vliddnej politickej strany, ktory bol zarover spolumajitelom pozemku pod sklddkou,
o ktorej Urad rozhodoval. Napriek prebiehajicim odvolaniam a sidnym procesom

dostalo aZ na Uroven Ministerstva Zivotného prostredia SR. Ani to vSak nepodniklo nevyhnutné
kroky k pozastaveniu nelegalnej stavby.

septembri 2008 Pezincania podali Zalobu na sud, aby presetril zdkonnost povolenia
skladky. Na jar 2009 bola stavebnym uradom skladka, napriek zavaznym technologickym

a bezpecnostnym nedostatkom, skolaudovana. V aprili 2009 Najvyssi sud predbeznym

opatrenim pozastavil prevadzku skladky, toto opatrenie vSak prevadzkovatelia nerespektovali,
a to az do zasahu policie vyvolaného obcianskymi protestmi.

Dra 28. maja 2009 vydal Najvyssi sud SR rozhodnutie, ktorym zrusil doteraz vydané povolenia
na sklddku. Oznacil povolovaci proces skladky za nezékonny, porusujlci prava mesta

a obyvatelov ako ucastnikov konania, odvoldvajuc sa aj na medzindrodny dohovor (Aarhusky
dohovor). Sud nariadil iradom zacat konanie odznova, tento raz s reSpektovanim prava.

itazstvo ob&anov a pravneho $tatu viak netrvalo dlho. Na jeseri 2009 Ustavny stid SR
pozastavil vykonatelnost rozhodnutia Najvyssieho sidu SR, kvéli preskimaniu staznosti
majitelov sklddky na porusenie ich Ustavnych prav. Na zéklade tohto predbezného rozhodnutia
acali skladku masivne zapifiat odpadom. Toto rozhodnutie najvy3sieho orgénu sudnej moci
Slovenskej republike, ktoré ovplyvnilo Zivoty desiatok tisicov ludi, viak Ustavny sud utajil
s odovodnenim, Ze ide len o procesné rozhodnutie a verejnost ani mesto nar nemaju pravo.
ento postoj si sud zachoval aj napriek odvolaniam a apelom verejnosti.




espite all this, the landfill is intensively being filled by new waste
at present. Although the legal title of the landfill operator for this activit

is doubtful, his action causes irreparable damage not only to the environment,

ut also to the fundamentals of the rule of law in the Slovak Repubilic,

he landfill, also referred to as the “new pit”is located in close vicinit:
of the “old pit", which is already filled with thousands of tons of waste, including

|w)

(3

n 2007 the construction of the landfill was permitted contrary to valid
regulations, in particular contrary to the valid municipal plan of the
municipality of Pezinok. Contrary to the law, both the citizens of Pezinok

as well as the self-government were excluded from the permit procedure.
Moreover, at the time of the landfill permit procedure, the competent

authority (Regional Construction Authority) was headed by a nominee
bof the strongest government political party, who was at the same time a co
owner of the plot of land under the landfill that the Authority was to decide
about. Despite filed and pending appeals and lawsuits,
ithe construction of the landfill went on and competent authorities did not

of the landfill, however, this injunction was disregarded by the operators

O
<
o

until a police intervention induced by civic protests.

)

n 28 May 2009 the Supreme Court issued a decision cancelling the landfill
ermits issued by then. The Court ruled that the landfill permit process was
nlawful, violating the rights of the town and its citizens that should have
een parties to the procedure, also referring to an international convention

the Aarhus Convention). The Court ordered the authorities to re-run

he procedure from the beginning, this time in compliance with the law.

owever, the victory of the citizens and of the rule of law did not last long.
n autumn 2009 the Constitutional Court of the Slovak Republic suspended
he enforceability of the decision of the Supreme Court of the Slovak
epublic on the grounds of examination of the complaint filed

y the landfill owners claiming a breach of their constitutional rights.
ollowing this preliminary ruling, the operators started massively filling
he landfill with waste. However, this decision of the supreme judicial
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on a justification that this was only a procedural decision and neithe
he public nor the town had a right to it. The Court kept insisting
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t present, 8 procedures connected with the landfill are pending before

ities. For the time being, the Constitutional
ourt did not take a decision on the complaint filed by the landfill owners.
he landfill is still being filled with waste and the decision allegedly allowing
his was not seen by anybody except for the landfill owners
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UCAST VEREJNOSTI NA ROZHODOVANI O POVOLOVANI
PROJEKTOV S DOPADOM NA ZIVOTNE PROSTREDIE

. P v

Slovenské urady velmi ¢asto obmedzuju alebo priamo

porusuju pravo obcanov a mimovladnych organizacii

efektivne sa zicastfovat na povolovacich konaniach. Casto

je tieZ porusované pravo obcanov na pristup k informaciam

o projektovych zdmeroch, ktoré maju vplyv na zdravie

@ Zivotné prostredie. Sudna ochrana tychto prdv sa nie vzd

ak je tomu aj v dvoch pripadoch obéanoy, ktori v r. 2007

podali Zaloby na sudy pre porusenie ich prava zdcastnit
Pezinka sa usilovali o to, aby sa mohli zucastnit konania,

Ucastnikmi konania. Inymi slovami - stavebny urad rozhodol,

7e sklddka sa netyka Pezin¢anov.

Sudy ani v jednom pripade dodnes pravoplatne nerozhodli

davno ukoncené (pozri vyssie). Ak by vsak sud rozhodol
v prospech obéanov a ich prav, mohli by to vyuzit v novom
povolovacom procese.

IA IURIS sa snaZi presadzovat dodrZiavanie prava
na ucast v rozhodovani. Tak je tomu aj v pripade
rebisovskej tepelnej elektrarne, ktora ma byt jednou
z najvacsich v krajine napriek tomu, ze Ministerstvo B
hospodarstva SR s lou nerata v ramci slovenského &
Plenergetického systému. Posudzovanie vplyvoy
na zivotné prostredie prebehlo len formalne. Vyse
S 3500 obcanov protestovalo nielen proti elektrarni,
¥ lale aj priamo pripomienkovalo elektrarer v izemnom
konani. Podobne ako v pripade Pezinka, museli byt pravne
kroky podporené obcianskou kamparou. Zaciatkom roka
2010 Krajsky stavebny Urad v Kosiciach elektraren zamietol.
o ravne sluZby si v znacnej Casti platili sami Trebié:ialvéanial.I
V pripade povolovacieho procesu tazby Strkopieskov
= Cakanoch boli obec aj ob¢ania vylu¢eni z izemného
B 0zhodovania Krajskym stavebnym tradom v Trnave. |
-

L =Blpreto rozhodnutie o vyuZiti dzemia na sude. Hlavny Bansky
- ——— - = v :
Slirad ale potom vyhovel odvolaniu obcanov a vratil konanie

0 povoleni na taZzbu na prvy stupen rozhodovania (obvodny
bansky urad). Jednym z vyznamnych dévodov bolo prave
vylucenie samosprdvy a obce z konania o vyuziti Uzemia,

VIA IURIS podporuje aktivnych ob¢anoy,
ktori sa chcu branit investicidm skodlivym pre zdravie
ludi a Zivotné prostredie. Aktivisti zo Smolenic,
ktori nesuhlasili s vystavbou spalovne odpadu dostali
lodbornl pomoc pocas celého procesu posudzovania
vplyvov na Zivotné prostredie (EIA). Vedeli, ako ziskat
potrebné informacie ¢i tiez ako ziskat expertny
posudok, ktory sa Ministerstvo Zivotného prostredia
pokusalo utajit. Je mozné, Ze pripad bude mat sudnu
dohru, nakolko aktivni obcania su presvedceni,

e7e ministerstvo neuskutocnilo nezavislu, nestrannu

@ objektivnu EIA|

Ob¢ianskym aktivistom zo Senkvic poskytujeme
pomoc, ako sa branit zameru vybudovania spalovne

bude zakaz spalovne a ochrana obce
ale aj Martinského lesa, ktory je chranenym tizemim

eurépskeho vyznamu. S8

b i

Jedinym Ucastnikom bol investor. Obec a obcania napadli [J§s=
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN DECISION-MAKING

ON PERMITTING PROJECTS WITH ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACTIES W

..l. ™

Slovakian authorities very frequently restrict or directly
violate the right of citizens and NGOs to effectively
participate in permit procedures. Often, the citizens’
right to access information on the project objectives

having health and environmental impacts is also

E

but they directly submitted comments concerning
the power plant in the municipal planning procedure.

violated. Judicial protection of these rights does not — - . :
: o Similarly as in the Pezinok case, legal action had
always prove to be effective. ‘ L I —y

This is true also in two cases of citizens who filed
complaints with courts in 2007 on the grounds of
violation of their right to participate in the Pezinok
landfill permit procedure. The citizens of Pezinok L
attempted to be allowed to participate in the procedure,
in which the construction authority was deciding on
the location of the landfill in a particular territory. The
Regional Construction Authority decided that no right
of those Pezinok citizens could be infringed by the
landfill location and therefore they could not be parties
to the procedure. In other words - the Construction
Authority decided that the landfill did not concern

the citizens of Pezinok.

The courts have not issued any legally effective ruling
so far in any of the cases, and one case did not even
make it to setting a date for the first hearing. Not
to mention that the permit procedure concerning
the landfill location had long been concluded (see
above). However, if the court ruled in favour
of the citizens and their rights they could exercise their
rights in a new permit procedure.

| -
VIA IURIS attempts to promote compliance with the right
to participate in decision-making. This is also true
for the case of the TrebiSov thermal power plant,
which is to be one of the largest power plants of its kind
in the country, although the Ministry of the Economy
of the Slovak Republic does not include it as part
of the Slovakian power system. The environmental
impact assessment only took place formally. More than
3,500 citizens protested not only against the power plant

“to be supported by a civic campaign. In early 2010
the Kosice Regional Construction Authority rejected
the power plant. The citizens of TrebiSov paid most
of the fees for legal services out of their O\A_/_n-plockets.

In the case of the permit procedure concerning

the gravel-sand extraction in Cakany, both the
municipality and the citizens were excluded from
municipal planning decision-making by the Regional

" Construction Authority in Trnava. The investor was

"-.th_esole party to the permit procedure. Therefore,
the municipality and the citizens challenged
the decision on the use of the territory before
the court. However, the Supreme Mining Authority
then upheld the citizens” appeal and referred
the extraction permit procedure back to the first
decision-making instance (District Mining Authority).
One of the major grounds for such decision was
specifically the exclusion of the self-government
and of the municipality from the land use decision-
making procedure.

VIA 1URIS supports active citizens who want to defend
themselves against investments compromising|
the health of people and the environment. Activists
from Smolenice, who did not agree with
the construction of a waste incineration plant
received professional assistance throughout the entire
environmental impact assessment (EIA) process. They
new how to get the required information or also how
0 get access to the expert opinion that the Ministryj]
of the Environment tried to conceal. It is possible that
he case will end up before the court, as the active
citizens are convinced that the Ministry did not carry
out an independent, unbiased and objective EIA.

We provide assistance to civic activists from Senkvice
in their defense against the intention to construct]
an incineration plant in their municipality.

n the basis of our recommendations they were able
o change the opinion of the municipal council that

decided on changes to the municipal plan. This will

—

CEN‘TRUM PI{E PR‘VA O\CANA
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NAKLADANIE S VEREJNYM MAJETKOM

KedZe tejto téme sa VIA IURIS venovalo aj analyticky, chceli sme otestovat moznost napadnutia
nehospoddrneho nakladania s majetkom obci. Nakolko vnutrostatne kontrolné mechanizmy

sa ukdzali ako neucinné, v dvoch pripadoch - obce Banka a mesta Bratislava, kedy samospravy
predali nehnutelny majetok,hlboko pod cenu’, podali sme staznosti na Eurd

pre podozrenie z nedovolenej $tatnej pomoci poskytnutej nadobudatelom tychto nehnutelnosti. §
Hoci mechanizmus vybavovania staznosti sa ukazal ako byrokraticky a tazkopadny a stale ¢akame
na vysledok z presetrovania staznosti, oba pripady prispeli k tomu, Ze Ministerstvo financii SR

sa aktivne podielalo na zosuladeni slovenskej legislativy v oblasti nakladania s majetkom obci

s eurdpskou Upravou.

obci Liptovské Vlachy obcania nespokojni s tym, ako starosta netransparentne a nehospodérne -"' ;
nakladd s obecnym majetkom, porusujuc pri tom viacero zakonov, ako aj pravo ob¢anov na pristup &
k informaciam, podali staznost na prokuraturu. Prokurdtor zistil viacndsobné porusenia zakonov 15
a ziadal vyjasnenia. KedZe starosta odmietal spolupracovat a zmenit svoje postupy, obcania iniciovali 8
referendum o vysloveni nedévery. Pod tlakom verejnosti sa starosta rozhodol odstupit z funkcie. -

k informaciam je pripad Slovenské telekomunlkaue ktory VIA IURIS realizovalo v spolupraCI b
so zdruzenim Obc¢an a demokracia. Ministerstvo dopravy, post a telekomunlkacu odmietlo
sprlstupnlt zmluvu o predaji Jedneho z najvacsich Statnych podnlkov a oznaC|IOJu za,prisne § 8
ajnu” ‘s odd odovodnenlm zeide o medzmarodnu zmluvu (iSlo o predaj zahranlcnej sukromneJ - ':% "“""'i.m
). \ n sp zaujmom -
a transparentnostou nakladanla s verejnymi financiami. V novembrl 2009 Najvy3si sud SR potvrdil
rozsudok krajského sudu, ktory rozhodol, Ze zmluva bola utajend protizakonne. Potvrdil tiez,§ =
ze prlvatlzacna zquva nesplna znaky medzmarodneJ zquvy, nakolko to nie je zmluva medZI statml ¥

podohospodarstva SR, ktoré odmietlo spristupnit |nformaC|e o nakladam s verejnymi financiami
@ o vyjednavaniach s Eurépskou komisiou. Sud oznaéil rozhodnutie ministerstva za nezakonné.
Uviedol tiez, ze vyhladavanie a zozbieranie roznych ciastkovych informacii a idajov neznamena
vytvorenie novej informécie. Naopak, zozbieranie informdcii pri vybavovani Ziadosti, tiez patri

k povinnostiam statnych organov vyplyvajucich so zdkona o slobodnom pristupe k informaciam.

PRAVO NA PRISTUP K INFORMACIAM - OD SAMOSPRAV

VIA [URIS pomaha aktivnym obcanom na lokalnej trovni doméct sa svojho prava na pristup

k informéciam. Snazime sa presadit niektoré zésady do beznej praxe samosprav, ktoré sa ¢asto
vyhybaju reSpektovaniu zdkona o pristupe k informdacidm, niekedy z dévodu neznalosti, inokedy pre
nechut podrobit sa kontrole verejnosti.

e
Napriklad na jeser 2009 sme dosiahli rozhodnutie Najvyssieho sudu SR, ktoré uklada mestu
Bratislava povinnost spristupnit na Ziadost obc¢ana zapisnicu zo zasadnutia mestskej rady. Mesto totiZ
tvrdilo, Ze zapisnicu spristupnit nemusi.

pripade obce Jazernica samosprava ignorovala Ziadosti ob¢anov o informacie o hospodareni
s majetkom a inych c¢innostiach. Stid rozhodol, Ze tento postup je nelegélny. Pozitivne je, Ze po tomto
rozsudku obec skuto¢ne zacala dodrZiavat zékon a prestala obc¢anov ignorovat.

pripade Hlohovca zasa samosprava svojvolne oznacila zasadania mestského zastupitelstva za
neverejné, ¢o je v rozpore so zakonom, ako to potvrdil aj sud.




DISPOSALS OF PUBLIC PROPERTY]

As VIA IURIS also approached this topic from an analytical perspective, we wanted to test the possibility of challenging

non-economical disposals of municipal property. As internal government controls proved to be inefficient, in two cases
below the market price’, we filed complaints with the European Commission on the grounds of a suspicion|

of unauthorised state aid provided to the buyers of those properties. Although the complaint processing mechanism
proved to be bureaucratic and cumbersome, and we are still waiting for the outcome from the complaint examinations,
both cases contributed to the action by the Ministry of Finance of the Slovak Republic that got actively involved

in bringing Slovakian legislation governing the disposals of municipal property into line with European regulations.

In the municipality of Liptovské Vlachy, citizens that were unhappy with how the mayor disposed of municipal propert

in a non-transparent and uneconomical manner, violating several laws in doing so, as well as breaching the citizens’ right]
0 access information, filed a complaint with the prosecutor’s office. The prosecutor found multiple breaches|

of laws and requested explanations. As the mayor refused to cooperate and to change his procedures, the citizens initiated

a municipal referendum on the vote of no confidence. Public pressure made the mayor decide to resign from office.

Rt D

:-. E I_HTTO ACCESS INFORMATION — FROM STATE AUTHORITIES

h':‘li‘!ﬂ —[’.,
he case of Slovak Telecom, which VIA IURIS pursued in cooperation with the Ob¢an a demokracia (Citizen and
Democracy) civic association was one of the breakthrough cases influencing the application of the law on free access
“to information. The Ministry of Transport, Posts and Telecommunication refused to publicly disclose the agreement
% Efor the sale of one of the largest state-owned enterprises and referred to it as “strictly confidential” with reasoning that
it was an international contract (the sale concerned was to a foreign private company). In the lawsuit that lasted
for several years, our arguments were based on the public interest and on the transparency of management of public
“’funds. In November 2009 the Supreme Court of the Slovak Republic upheld the ruling of the Regional Court that ruled
““‘that the agreement was kept confidential contrary to the law. The Court also confirmed that the privatization agreement
did not meet the distinctive characteristics of an international agreement, as it was not a treaty between states, and thus
it could not be a state secret. The Court also stated that information on the management of public funds had to be made
accessible to the public. Following this decision, the contract was disclosed to the media and to the public

What was also an interesting ruling was the judgment in the case of Slovenskd ornitologicka spolo¢nost (Slovak
Ornitological Society) - Birdlife against the Ministry of Agriculture of the Slovak Republic that refused to disclose
information on the management of public funds and on negotiations with the European Commission. The Court ruled
that the decision of the Ministry was unlawful. The Court also stated that searching for and collection of various pieces|

. of partial information and data does not mean the creation of a new piece of information. On the other hand, the
collection of information when processing a complaint is also one of the duties of state authorities set forth in the la
on free access to information.,

RIGHT TO ACCESS INFORMATION - FROM SELF-GOVERNMENTS

IA IURIS helps active citizens on a local level to exercise their right to access information. We try to put through some
principles into common practice of self-governments, which often try to avoid complying with the law on free access

o information, sometimes out of ignorance, sometimes out of their reluctance to be under public control,

For instance, in autumn 2009 we achieved a ruling of the Supreme Court of the Slovak Republic stating a duty for the city
of Bratislava to disclose the minutes from the municipal council session on a citizen request. The city namely maintained

hat it was not obliged to disclose the minutes.

In the case of the municipality of Jazernica the self-government ignored the citizens’ requests for information|
on property disposals and on other activities. The Court ruled that such procedure was illegal. What is positive about this

case is that after this judgment the municipality really started complying with the law and stopped ignoring the citizens.

In the case of Hlohovec the self-government again capriciously claimed that the municipal council sessions were closed

o the public, which is contrary to the law, as also confirmed by the court.

)(VIA IURIS

CENTRUM PRE PRAVA OBCANA
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ZODPOVEDNOST VEREJNYCH CINITELOV - STAROSTO

VV niekolkych pripadoch sa snazime pomoct ob¢anom, ktori sa chcu branit pred nedemokratickym
a protizakonnym sprdvanim sa starostov malych obci, ktori neberd ohlad na svoju komunitu a brania
samosprave v plneni jej normalnych funkcii (napr. nezvolavanim zastupitelstiev, nepreberanim post

od obc¢anoy, a pod.).

V obci Maly Slivnik starosta vylucil viacerych poslancov z obecného zastupitelstva a zamedzoval im vo vykone
ich mandatov napriklad tym, Ze im na rokovani zastupitelstva znemozroval hlasovat. Stid zakazal starostovi

porusovat ich prava.

pripade starostu Zemianskej Ol¢e exekutor nariadil starostovi, ze musi zaplatit pokutu, ktord mu ulozilo
astupitelstvo za poruSovanie zdkona a konanie v rozpore so zdujmami obce. Pravdou vsak je, Ze pravne
yvodzovanie akejkolvek osobnej zodpovednosti verejnych Cinitelov je v slovenskom pravnom systéme velmi

malo uc¢inné

Efektivnu cestu si nasli obyvatelia obce Vistuk, ktori s pomocou VIA IURIS iniciovali referendum a Uspesne
odvolali starostu, ktory dlhodobo konal v rozpore so zaujmami obce a jej obyvatelov.

ZVEREJNOVANIE SUDNYCH ROZHODNUTI

Pristup k rozhodnutiam sudov je, podla nds, jednou zo zakladnych podmienok pravneho $tatu, pravnej istot
lobcanov, ako aj rozvoja pravnej kultiry. Rozhodovanie sidov ma byt nezavislé a jedinou formou kontroly ma
byt odborna i laicka verejna diskusia o vysledkoch ich prace - teda o ich rozhodnutiach. Tato forma kontroly
je vSak moznd iba za podmienky, Ze rozhodnutia sudov su pristupné nielen strandm sudneho konania,

ale aj Sirokej verejnosti.

1A IURIS sa snazi aj sudnou cestou docielit, aby slovenské sudy respektovali zakon o slobodnom pristupe
k informaciam a spristupriovali na Ziadost celé rozhodnutia, vratane ich odévodneni.V sicasnosti nie je
na sudoch ustdlend prax a rozhodnutia o spristupneni ¢i nespristupneni zavisia od toho, o ktory sud ide
(predsedovia sudov nemaju na vec jednotny nazor), aké je to rozhodnutie (tazsie je doméct sa rozhodnutia
nejakej znamej kauze), ¢i kto on ziada (beznému obcanovi skor odmietnu jeho ziadost, nez napr. zndmej

mimovladnej organizacii).

Inym problémom je nezverejfiovanie procesnych rozhodnuti, a to aj Ustavnym stidom SR. Tieto rozhodnutia,
hoci nie su kone¢nymi rozhodnutiami vo veci, niekedy ovplyvnuju zivoty mnohych ludi (ako v pripade
Pezinskej skladky). Preto nevidime zakonny dovod na to, aby tieto rozhodnutia boli utajované pred

erejnostou,

SLOBODA PREJAVU

niekolkych pripadoch sa nam podarilo dosiahnut rozhodnutia stidov, ktoré posunuli vnimanie zékladnych

demokratickych slobod v nasej krajine.

pripade Novinarky M. V. proti byvalému ministrovi hospoddrstva sud rozhodol, Ze minister nema pravo
neuzivat slobodu prejavu na hanobenie novinara, ktory si dovoli ho kritizovat.

Zaujimavy bol tieZ pripad novindra odsudeného za hanobenie viery len preto, Ze napisal kriticky ¢
na tému osoby arcibiskupa. Eurépsky sud pre ludské prava ochrdnil slobodu slova novinéra uznajlc,

e arcibiskup je verejnou osobou a kritika jeho osoby nie je hanobenim viery. Avsak trvalo vela mesiacov,
pokym slovenské sudy a prokuratura uznali zavaznost rozhodnutia ESLP a novinara skuto¢ne oslobodili.




LIABILITY OF PUBLIC OFFICIALS - MAYORS

In several cases we try and help citizens wanting to defend themselves against non-democratic and unlawful conduct

of mayors of small villages who disregard their community and prevent the self-government from exercising its normal
unctions (e.g. by failing to convene municipal council meetings, not taking over mail from citizens, etc.).

In the municipality Maly Slivnik the mayor expelled several members of the municipal council from the municipal
council session and restricted them in exercising their mandates for instance by preventing them to vote in municipal

council sessions. The court forbid the mayor to violate their rights.

In the case of the mayor of Zemianska Ol¢a the distrainor ordered the mayor to pay a fine imposed upon him by
he municipal council for breaking the law and for acting contrary to the interests of the municipality. However,

it is true that legal taking of any public official to account has very little efficiency in the Slovakian legal system.

he citizens of the municipality of Vistuk found an efficient way. With the help of VIA IURIS they initiated a municipal
referendum and succeeded in removing the mayor from office who's long-term conduct was contrary to the interests|

of the municipality and its citizens.

DISCLOSURE OF COURT RULINGS

We believe that access to court rulings is one of the cornerstones of the rule of law, of legal certainty of citizens, as well
as of the development of a legal culture. Decision-making of courts has to be independent, and the only form of control
should be expert as well as lay public debate about the results of their work — i.e. about their decisions. However, this

orm of control is only possible when court decisions are accessible not only to the parties of a judicial procedure, but

also to the general public.

IA IURIS also tries pursuing legal action to make Slovak courts respect the law on free access to information
and to make them disclose entire rulings on request, including the statement of legal grounds. At present,

here is no steady practice in courts, and the decisions to disclose or not to disclose depend on the court in question
(presiding judges at courts don 't share the same opinion on the matter), on the kind of the ruling (it is more difficult
o claim disclosure of a ruling in a known case), or on who requests it (it is more probable that a request by an ordinary

citizen will be rejected rather than that of a renowned NGO).

Another issue is the non-disclosure of procedural decisions, namely also by the Constitutional Court of the Slovak

Republic. These decisions, although not being final rulings in the matter, sometimes influence the lives of many people
(as in the Pezinok Landfill case). Therefore, we see no statutory ground to keep such rulings secret from the public.

FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION

In several cases we were able to achieve court decisions that facilitated the perception of fundamental democratic

reedom in our country.

In the case of M. V., a journalist, against the former Minister of the Economy the court ruled that the Minister was|

not entitled to abuse the freedom of expression to insult a journalist who took the liberty to criticise him.
& - | 3 =

An interesting case was also the case of a journalist convicted of defamation of religion only because he wrote a critical

article on the person of the archbishop. The European Court forrleJ_man Rights protected the freedom of speechl§

of the journalist acknowledging that the archbishop was a public personality and the criticism of his person was

not a defamation of religion. However, it took many months before Slovak courts and the prosecutor’s office accepted
he materiality of the ruling issued by the European Court for Human Rights and actually acquitted the journalist. |

Y
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ANALYZY A LEGISLATIVNA CINNOST

IA IURIS sa snaZi o skvalitnenie zdkonnej ochrany ludskych prav i verejného zadujmu. Robi to aj prostrednictvom analyz existujucich
pravnych noriem, pripomienkovania navrhov zdkonov ¢i ich novelizacii, ako aj vlastnych autorskych legislativnych névrhov.

am, kde v niektorej z nasich programovych oblasti slovenska legislativa nezodpovedd eurépskym standardom, alebo dokonca

priamo protireci eurépskym prdvnym normam zdvaznym pre SR, VIA IURIS upozornuje na problémy, otvara verejnu diskusiu,

adle aj priamo komunikuje s poslancami NR SR v rdmci legislativheho procesu

Niekedy tiez vyuzivame moznost podat staznosti, na zaklade ktorych Eurépska komisia za¢ne konanie voci statu, ak je slovenské
pravo v priamom rozpore so zavaznou eurépskou legislativou. Vtedy je to ndsledne priamo Eurépska komisia, ktora vyvija tla

na nasu vladu a parlament, aby uskutocnili zmeny nevyhnutné pre stlad pravnych noriem.

RANSPARENTNE A HOSPODARNE NAKLADANIE
S MAJETKOM OBCI A VUC

roku 2007 pripravilo VIA IURIS pravnu analyzu o kontrole verejnej
moci so zameranim na nakladanie s verejnym majetkom. Na nu,
na sklonku roka 2007, nadviazala expertna konferencia VIA IURIS

s ndzvom: Verejna kontrola verejnej moci. Jednym z vystupov

konferencie bolo, Ze slovensky pravny systém neposkytuje

dostatocne ucinné mechanizmy verejnej kontroly hospodarnosti

a transparentnosti nakladania s majetkom samosprav a vyssich

Uzemnych celkov. Majetok bol ¢asto predavany za cenu nizsiu

ako aktudlna trhova cena, o predajoch nebola verejnost dostatocne

vopred informovana, nevyhodné predaje nemohli obcania tcinne

Po skonceni konferencie skupina odbornikov pripravila ndvrh noviel
zakonov o majetku obci a o majetku VUC. Nasledne bol tento navrh
konzultovany so Sirokou skupinou expertov z oblasti samospravy

i nakladania s verejnymi financiami, ako aj z mimovladnych
organizacii. Pri jeho dopracovani, ako aj presadzovani v rdmci

legislativneho procesu, VIA IURIS Uspesne spolupracovalo

s Ministerstvom financii SR, ktoré vitalo skutocnost, Ze dané novely
legislativneho navrhu bola zorganizovana verejna kampan, v rdmci
ktorej navrh podporili desiatky mimovladnych organizicii i vyse
dvesto obcanov . Navrh sme ponukli poslancom NR SR, clenom troch

yborov, ktoré posudzovali dané novely (Vybor pre verejnu spravu,

Ustavnopréavny vybor, Vybor pre financie). Uskuto¢nili sme stretnutia

s poslancami, na ktorych sme vysvetlovali zamery i zmysel daného

ndvrhu. Parlament schvdlil novelu zakonov v aprili 2009. Néasledne)
po vrdteni prezidentom, a vypusteni jednej vety, ju parlament schvalil
opdtovne v juni 2009. Novela je Gcinna od 1. 7. 2009.

Novela zdkonov prindsa zavedenie sutaznych podmienok pri

nakladani s majetkom obci a vyssich izemnych celkov (verejnou

obchodnou sutazou, drazbou). Takisto zavizuje obce a VUC vopred

informovat verejnost o svojich zémeroch pri nakladani s majetkom.
aroven tiez posiliiuje postavenie obcana tak, aby mohol nezékonny

prevod majetku spochybnit na sude,

PRAVO NA INFORMACIE A UCAST NA ROZHODOVANI

O PROJEKTOCH S VPLYVOM NA ZIVOTNE PROSTREDIE

Na Slovensku sa o projektoch s vyraznym dopadom na zdravie

a Zivotné prostredie rozhodovalo bez nélezitej Ucasti verejnosti.
garantovana pravom EU, ktoré je pre Slovensko zavizné.V decembri
mimovladnych organizécii byt ucastnikmi povolovacich konani.

S Ucinnostou od septembra 2009 sa sice opat mohli stat ucastnikmi
konani, avsak mnohym fyzickym a pravnickym osobam bolo stale

oto pravo odopreté,

Nasim hlavnym cielom je zabezpecit verejnosti poziciu Ucastnika
najma v konaniach s vyraznym dopadom na zdravie a Zivotné

prostredie. Chceme, aby zakon umoznil fyzickym osobam,

pravnickym osobam (najma obciam) a environmentdlnym
mimovladnym organizécidam Ucast na rozhodovani a moznost Ziadat

sud o preskiimanie rozhodnuti.

januadri 2008 mimovladne organizacie VIA IURIS a Ob¢an

la demokracia podali staznost na nesulad zakona o EIA s predpismi

EU. Na zéklade tejto staznosti zaslala Eurépska komisia oficialny

najma pravo fyzickych osob zucastnit sa na povolovani. Zarover im

priznala pravo pristupu k sidul|
Legislativne aktivity VIA IURIS teda prispeli k vyraznému zlepseniu

pozicie mimovladnych organizécii pri rozhodovani, rozsireniu prav
v.,0bcianskej iniciativy’, ako aj k zlepseniu postavenia fyzickych

a pravnickych oséb.

Zakon vsak, aj po schvéleni, stale obsahuje niektoré nedostatky.
Navyse poslanci do zékona na poslednt chvilu pripojili aj novelu
dkona o slobode informécii a atdmového zakona, ktorou utajili
jadrového materialu. Schvélend novela hovori, ze vietky informacie
obsiahnuté v dokumentacii o povolovani jadrovych zariadeni su tajné,

IA IURIS pripravuje doplnenie informacii o poslednom legislativnom

yvoji pre Eurépsku komisiu. Novela je totiz v rozpore so zmyslom

prijimanych zmien, nakolko tcast na rozhodovani je bez pristupu

k informaciam len formalitou.




ANALYSES AND LEGISLATIVE ACTIVITIES

IA IURIS tries to enhance the quality of legal protection
of human rights as well as of the public interest. It also does
so via analyses of existing legal standards, via raising comments
on draft laws or their draft amendments, as well as throug
its own legislative proposals drawn up by its authors.

he amendments to the laws introduce tender conditions into
isposals of the property of municipalities and self-governing regions
through public tender, auction). They also require municipalities
and self-governing regions to inform the public in advance of their
intentions concerning asset disposals. They also strengthen
he citizen’s position by allowing them to challenge an unlawfu
t

I

n those instances where in some of our program areas the
lovakian legislation is not in line with European standards,

or where it even directly contradicts European legal standards
inding for the Slovak Republic, VIA IURIS highlights|

he problems, initiates public debate, as well as communicates
irectly with the MPs of the Slovakian Parliament in the course

of the legislative process.

IGHT TO INFORMATION AND PARTICIPATION IN DECISION-
MAKING ON PROJECTS WITH ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT]

n Slovakia, decisions on projects with major health
and environmental impacts were made without adequate public
articipation, although public participation in decision-makin:
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ometimes we also take advantage of the possibility to file
complaints, on the basis of which the European Commission
initiates action against the State, if Slovakian law is in direc
contradiction with binding European legislation. In such case
it is in turn directly the European Commission which exerts he Slovak Parliament passed an amendment to the EIA law, which

ressure on our Government and Parliament to make changes abolished the right of NGOs to participate in permit procedures.
necessary to ensure compliance of the legal standards,| Although they could again become parties to the procedures with
egal effect as of September 2009, this right has still been refused
0 many individuals and legal entities.
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RANSPARENT AND ECONOMICAL DISPOSAL]|
F THE PROPERTY OF MUNICIPALITIES
ND SELF-GOVERNING REGIONS

ur main goal is to ensure that the public can be a party in particular

—

>

e want the law to allow individuals, legal entities (especially

ities) and environmental NGOs to participate in decision-
n 2007 VIA IURIS drew up a legal analysis on the control of public ) v particpate =

officials with focus on public property disposals. At 2007 year end this

analysis was followed by an expert VIA IURIS conference with the title:
ublic Control of Public Power. One of the conclusions

of the conference was that the Slovak legal system did not provide

sufficiently efficient public controls of adherence to the value-for-

money principle and transparency of management / disposals

of the property of self-governing municipalities and self-governin

regions. Assets were often sold at prices lower than current

market prices, the public had not been informed about the sales

sufficiently in advance, citizens were not able to efficiently challenge

unfavourable sales

n January 2008 VIA IURIS and Ob¢an a demokracia NGOs filed
a complaint concerning non-compliance of the EIA law with EU

an official letter to the Slovak Government, pointing to the threat]
of suspending EU Funds, unless the legislation is brought in line with
U law. This resulted in adoption of the amendment to EIA la
d

rocedure. At the same time, it recognized their right of court access,
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hus, the legislative activities of VIA IURIS contributed to a significant
9,

0 broadening of rights of “civic initiative’, as well as to improved
osition of individuals and legal entities.

1

amendments to laws on the property of municipalities
and on the property of self-governing regions. In turn, these drafts
ere consulted with a broad group of experts from the fields of se
overnments, as well as management of public funds, as we
as with NGOs. Upon their completion, as well as upon promotion
ithin the legislative process, VIA IURIS had a successful cooperation
ith the Ministry of Finance of the Slovak Republic, which
appreciated the fact that the amendments in question would brin
he respective laws into line with European standards. A public
campaign was organized to support the draft pieces of legislation,
herein the draft amendments were supported by dozens of NGOs
as well as by more than two hundred citizens. We offered the drafts
0 MPs of the Slovak Parliament, to members of three committees
hat assessed the respective amendments (Committee for Public
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owever, even upon passing, the law still contains some weaknesses.
, the amendment to the law on free
access to information and to the nuclear law into|
he amended law in the last instance, whereby they imposed secrecy
on information concerning permitting of nuclear power stations,
concerning permitting of construction of radioactive waste storage
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he passed amendment sets forth that all information containe

lequipment is secret,
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or Finance). We organized meetings with MPs, on which
e explained the goals and meaning of the respective draft
amendments. The Parliament passed the amendments to the laws
in April 2009. Subsequently, upon being returned by the President
and upon omitting one sentence, the Parliament repeatedly passed
hem in June 2009. The amendments have been in force since
he 1st of July 2009.

IA IURIS is preparing supplementation of information
on the recent legislative development for the European Commission.
he amendment is also in conflict with the spirit of the changes
o be adopted through it, as participation in decision-making
ithout having access to information is only a formality.
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STAVEBNY ZAKON

V roku 2009 vldda SR navrhla novelizéciu stavebného zakona. Tento zédkon
je velmi doélezity pre svoj silny dopad na préva obcanov zicastriovat
sa na povolovacich konaniach a na ich moznost chranit svoje zdravie,

sukromie a Zivotné prostredie. Navrh novely zakona vyznamne oslaboval
Ucastnicke prava ob¢anov aj mimovladnych organizacii v povolovacich

konaniach. Navrh navyse znovu umozioval stavat stavby bez toho, aby

mali obcania, byvajuci v okoli, Gi¢innd moznost dozvediet sa o nich.

Potom, ako mnohi experti, mimovladne organizacie a tiez politici vyjadrili
mnozstvo kritickych pripomienok, Ministerstvo vystavby a regionalneho

rozvoja SR v novembri 2009 ndvrh novely stavebného zékona
z parlamentu stiahlo

ODPOVEDNOST VEREJNYCH CINITELO

VIA IURIS pripravuje hlbkovu prdvnu analyzu na tému zodpovednosti
verejnych cinitelov. Tuto analyzu planuje publikovat a je pravdepodobné,

Ze na zaklade jej vysledkov bude pripraveny legislativny ndvrh.V analyze

sU obsahovo rozpracovavané predovsetkym casti o trestnopravnej
zodpovednosti, priestupkovej zodpovednosti, disciplindrnej

zodpovednosti verejnych ¢initelov a zaroven o uplatriovani zodpovednosti
za Skodu sposobent verejnym cinitelom pri vykone pravomoci.

V praxi su obc¢ania konfrontovani s nezdkonnym vykonom pravomoci
volenych predstavitelov, ako aj statnych uradnikov, s obrovskymi
akejkolvek zodpovednosti voci verejnému Cinitelovi, ktory nasledok
sposobil. Napriklad v kauze Interblue o predaji emisii uz v roku 2008 prislo
Eurépska komisia neuhradi 11 mil. EUR, ktoré vyplatilo Ministerstvo
vystavby firme Zamedia (blizkej koali¢cnym politikom), vitazovi

netransparentného tendra. Tieto vydavky bude musiet uhradit $tatny

O neucinnosti prdvnych mechanizmov na vyvodzovanie zodpovednosti
verejnych cinitelov svedcia aj nové statistiky o pocte odstdenych

za vybrané trestné ciny: V roku 2008 bol odsudeny 1 verejnych ¢initel

za nedbanlivostny trestny ¢in marenie Ulohy verejnym cinitelom a 8 os6b
odsudenych za Umyselny trestny ¢in zneuzivanie prdvomoci verejnym

Cinitelom.

Zistenia o neefektivnej trestnoprdvnej Uprave, neexistujucej (vypustenej)

disciplindrnej zodpovednosti, neuplatriovanej priestupkovej
zodpovednosti, doplriame v sicasnosti o prieskum vymahania ndhrady

Skody od verejnych ¢initelov, ktoru spésobili a ktoru zakon predpoklada.

Zaroven realizujeme analyzu pravnej Upravy a aplika¢nej praxe
lobdobnych institutov v Nemecku, Rakusku, USA a dalSich krajinach.

Zaverom analyzy budu ndmety na legislativnhe zmeny,




wiisIANYOMNA
STAFETA

CONSTRUCTION LAW,

In 2009 the Government of the Slovak Republic proposed an amendment to the construction law. This law is very important
or its strong impact on the rights of citizens to participate in permit procedures and on their possibilities to protect their
health, privacy and environment. The draft amendment to the law substantially weakened the rights of citizens and NGOs

0 participate in permit procedures. Moreover, the draft amendment re-introduced the possibility to construct buildings

and structures without allowing the citizens living in the vicinity to effectively learn about them. Some provisions
of the amendment were even contrary to the international convention on public participation in decision-making (the Aarhus

onvention).

IA IURIS prepared an analysis of this amendment. We formulated comments and proposed changes aimed
at modifying this amendment. These proposals were sent to the Members of Parliament. We got support for them

by 20 environmental NGOs. We also informed the public and the media about serious weaknesses of the governmental

draft amendment.

After many experts, NGOs as well as politicians raised a number of critical comments, the Ministry of Construction

and Regional Development of the Slovak Republic withdrew the draft amendment to the construction lawi

rom the Parliament in November 2009.

LIABILITY OF PUBLIC OFFICIALS

1A IURIS is preparing a thorough analysis on the topic of accountability / liability of public officials. The plan
is to publish this analysis and it is probable that a legislative proposal will be drawn up on the basis of its results.

he analysis provides an elaboration in particular on the sections on criminal liability, liability for delicts, disciplinary liability|
of public officials, as well as on claiming liability for damage caused by a public official in the exercise of their powers.

In practice, citizens face unlawful interpretation of powers of elected representatives as well as of civil servants, having

immense consequences, e.g. in the form of damages incurred, without making the public official who caused

lost some 75 million EUR as early as in 2008. In the case of the “Notice board tender’, the European Commission will
not pay 11 million EUR that the Ministry of Construction paid to the company Zamedia (with close ties to coalition
politicians) that won the non-transparent tender. These expenses will have to be covered from the state budget.

he lack of effect of legal mechanisms to bring public officials to account is also proven by new statistics

on the numbers of public officials convicted of selected criminal offences: In 2008 one public official was convicted
of a crime of negligence - interfering with a task by a public official, and 8 persons were convicted of a deliberate crime
of abuse of power of a public official.

he findings pointing to the ineffective criminal-law regulation, lack of (deliberate omitting of) disciplinary liability,
ailure to enforce delict liability, are currently supplemented by a survey concerning claiming damages from public

officials who caused the same as foreseen by the law. At the same time we are analyzing legal regulations

and application practice of similar institutes in Germany, Austria, USA and other countries. The conclusions

of the analysis will contain legislative amendment ideas and recommendations.
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KONFERENCIE - PRISTUP K SPRAVODLIVOSTT:
BARIERY A VYCHODISKA

V novembri 2009 sa uskutoc¢nila dalSia zo série pravidelnych konferencii zameranych na odbornu
diskusiu o vybranych pravnych problémoch, ktoré VIA IURIS organizuje od r. 1999. Konferencia niesla
nazov: Presvedcivost a transparentnost rozhodovania stidov. Témou bol vztah verejnosti (ako pévodcu
moci) a sudov (ako strdzcov uplatiiovania zakladnych prav ob¢anov). Hoci su obcania zdrojom

moci, nemézu priamo ovplyviovat vykon sudnictva a nemézu voci sidom a sudcom vyvodzovat
zodpovednost. Sudnictvo sa teda vyznacuje uréitym demokratickym deficitom. Autorita a legitimita
sudnictva preto zavisi od toho, ¢i sudy svoje rozhodnutia podporia presvedcivymi a raciondlnymi
@rgumentmi, ktoré su akceptovatelné. Neoddelitelnou strankou nezavislosti sidov a sudnictva je totiz

ich zodpovednost voci obéanom.

\Vychddzali sme z predpokladu, Ze pre progresivne smerovanie a vyvoj rozhodovania sudov je
nevyhnutna spatna vazba zo strany verejnosti. Verejnost ma napriklad pravo ztcastnit sa sidnych
pojednavani, z ktorych si m6Ze vyhotovovat zvukové zaznamy. M6Ze sa tiez oboznamit s textom

sudnych rozhodnuti, diskutovat o nich a pripadne ich aj kritizovat. Aby rozhodnutie siidu obstalo|
vo verejnej diskusii a kritike, musi byt presvedcivé, jasné a dostato¢ne zrozumitelné. Diskusia verejnosti
o sudnictve sa pritom moze tykat nielen rozhodnuti, ale aj sprévania sa sudcov a celkového stavu

@ smerovania justicie.

Na konferencii sa zicastnilo vySe 60 Spickovych pravnikov ré6znych profesii nielen zo Slovenska,

ale aj z Ceskej republiky. Na jej zavery chceme nadviazat v dal3ich aktivitach VIA IURIS smerujlcich

k zlepseniu fungovania slovenského stdnictva.

INTERNETOVY PORTAL OTVORENE PRA

| _ =
Portal www.otvorenepravo.sk bol oficidlne spusteny v oktébri 2009. Poskytuje priestor pre odbornu
diskusiu o sucasnych pravnych problémoch, ako je napriklad - dodrZiavanie fudskych prav v praxi; %
poslanie a praca sudcov, advokatov, prokuratoroy, €i vysokoskolskych pedagogov”tr@r@rentnost arre™,
rozhodovania a zodpovednost sudcov; zverejiiovanie sudnych rozhodnuti a iné témy. Ide o unikatny .
tematicky diskusny portal, ktory planujeme rozvijat a obohacoyat 0 nové clanky i sprievodné aktivity. |
Chceme vytvarat prestiZny a zaroven otvoreny priestor na publikovanie ¢lankov a priestor na diskusiu

pre tych, ktori sa zaujimaju o prévo, Jeho dopady na zwoty Iud| a o vykon spravodlivosti na Slovensku



CONFERENCES - ACCESS TO JUST¢ -
BARRIERS AND SOLUTIONS ZI
November 2009 saw the next of a series of regular VIA IURIS conferences
organized since 1999 and providing room for expert discussion’zg
on selected legal issues. The title of the conference was: Persuasiveness
and Transparency of Court Rulings. The topic was the relation between
he public (as the initiator of power) and the courts (as watchdogs &
of observance of fundamental human rights). Though citizens are|
he source of power, they cannot directly influence the exercise o
he judiciary and they cannot bring courts and judges to account. Thus,
he judiciary is characterized by a certain democratic deficit. Therefore,
duthority and legitimacy of the judiciary depends on whether courts are
able to support their decisions by convincing and reasonable arguments
hat are acceptable. As a matter of fact, the accountability of courts|
o citizens is an integral part of their independence and of the

ur assumption was that feedback from the public was essential
0 a progressive direction and development of court decision-making,
or instance, the public has the right to participate in court hearings and

he texts of court rulings, discuss them and also criticise them, as the case
may be. For a court ruling to stand up to public discussion and criticism)
he ruling has to be persuasive, clear and sufficiently comprehensible.

ublic debate on the judiciary can at the same time relate not on
o the rulings, but also to the behaviour of judges and to the overall state

—+

he conference was attended by more than 60 top lawyers of differen
rofessions both from Slovakia and from the Czech Republic. We wan
o follow up on its conclusions in further activities of VIA IURIS aimed
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“OTVORENE PRAVO” OPEN LAW WEB PORTAL

he www.otvorenepravo.sk web portal was officially launched in October
009. It provides room for expert discussion on current legal issues, such
as — observance of human rights in practice; mission and work of judges,
attorneys, prosecutors, or university pedagogues; transparency of decision-|
making and accountability of judges; publishing of court rulings, and other
topics. It is a unique special-topic discussion web portal that we plan
to develop and enrich by new articles and accompanying activities. We
want to create prestigious and at the same time open room for publishing
of articles and a room for discussion for those interested in law, its impacts
on the lives of people and in justice enforcement in Slovakia|
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BIELA VRANA

Biela vrana je ocenenim a podakovanim vzacnym ludom, ktori sa snazia
zmenit spolo¢nost k lepSiemu. Prejavuju pritom odvahu, nadstandardny cit pre
spravodlivost, ¢i verejné dobro a vytrvalu vieru v principy. Prekonavaju prekazky

a podstupuju osobné riziko.

Sme presvedceni, Ze takito ludia hraju nezastupitelnu dlohu v pozitivnom vyvoji
spoloc¢nosti, zaslizia si verejné ocenenie a podporu. Tymto ocenenim chceme
vyjadrit vieru v spolo¢ensku zodpovednost jednotlivcov a skupin obéanov, ktori

posuvaju spolo¢nost dopredu.

Bielu vranu udeluje VIA IURIS spolu s Alianciou Fair-play. Nulty ro¢nik sa uskuto¢nil
lete 2008 na festivale Pohoda. Ocenenia ziskali sudca Alexander Mojs a aktivisti
Pezinka bojujuci proti sklddke odpadu. Prvy ro¢nik bol velkolepou udalostou

17. novembra 2009 v ramci festivalu Koncert pre v§imavych. Ocenenia ziskali:

Skupina pracovnikov NAPANT, ktori si napriek tlaku vedenia stali za svojim

odbornym nézorom, skupina sudcov verejne vystupujucich za zlepsenie pomerov

justicii, ako aj advokat Roman Kvasnica s psychiatrom Jozefom Hastom

a profesionalnu a nezistnu obhajobu Studentky Hedvigy Malinovej




“BIELA VRANA” WHITE CROW

e believe such people play a key role in a positive
evelopment of the society, and they deserve public

for,

recognition and support. Through this award, we want]
o express our belief in social responsibility of individuals
and groups of citizens who move the society ahead

he “Biela vrana” award is awarded by VIA IURIS together with
in summer 2008 at the Pohoda music festival. The awards

ere given to Alexander Moj$, the judge, and to activists from
Pezinok fighting against the landfill. The first official year was
a grand event on the 17th of November 2009
as part of the Koncert pre viimavych (Concert for those who
care) music festival. The awards went to: the team of NAPANT
staff members, who insisted on their expert opinion despite
pressure from their management, a group of judges publicly
standing up for improvement of the situation in the judiciary,
as well as to Roman Kvasnica, the attorney, and Jozef Hasto,

he psychiatrist, for their professional and gratuitous defence
of the student Hedviga Malinova.
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PODAKOVANIE / ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

... za Vasu podporu
... Thank You for Your Support|

DONOROM / DONORS

Asia-Europe Foundation, Singapur / Asia-Europe Foundation, Singapore

Eurépska Komisia so sidlom v Bruseli / European Commission in Brussels

European Roma Rights Center so sidlom v Budapesti / European Roma Rights Center in Budapest

Ministerie van VROM, Holandsko / Ministerie van VROM, the Netherlands

Nadacia otvorenej spoloc¢nosti, Slovensko //Open Society Foundation, Slovakia

Open Society Institute so sidlom v Budapesti / Open Society Institute in Budapest

rust for Civil Society in Central and Eastern Europe so sidlom vo Varsave /Trust for Civil Society

in Central and Eastern Europe in Warsa

Velvyslanectvo Kanady v Prahe / Canadian Embassy in Prague|

Velvyslanectvo Spojeného kralovstva v Bratislave / UK Embassy in Bratislava

Velvyslanectvo Spojenych Statov americkych v Bratislave /US Embassy in Bratislava

FIREMNYM DARCOM
A PARTNEROM / CORPORATE
DONORS AND PARTNERS

Hotel Dolphin, Slovensko / Slovakia
Renesans, spol. s r.o., Slovensko / Slovakia
SCR graphics, spol. s r.o., Slovensko / Slovakia

SITA, a.s., Slovensko / Slovakia
Verlag Dashofer, spol. s r.o., Slovensko / Slovakia

IURA Edition, spol. s r.0., Slovensko / Slovakia
\ AT

INDIVIDUALNYM DARCOM
A DOBROVOLNIKOM /
INDIVIDUAL DONORS AND
VOLUNTEERS
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ozef Krivosik, Pezino

avel Lacko, Liptovsky Hrado
amila Mizerakova, Pezino
adimir Mizerak, Pezino
va Pavlovicova, Pezinok|
aroslav Pavlovi¢, Pezino
omas Pavlovi¢, Pezino
etra Pitoriakova, Pezino
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ozefina Sipodova, Pezino
uzana Sipo3ova, Pezino
atarina Strapakova, Pezinok|
tefan Strapak, Pezino
arian Svagerko, Spissky Stvrto
ndrej Svetlosak, Bratislava
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NASE ZDROJE / OUR RESOURCES

PRIJMY V ROKU 2008 / INCOME IN 2008

Grant OSI Budapest 2007

Grant by OSI Budapest 2007

Grant OSI Budapest 2008

Grant by OSI Budapest 2008

Grant Asia-Europe Foundation

Grant by Asia-Europe Foundation

Kontrakt ETC - EU Fundamental
Rights Agency

ETC Contract - EU Fundamental
Rights Agency

Grant US Disbursing Office

Grant by US Disbursing Office

Grant Eurépska komisia 2007

Grant by European Commission 2007

Grant European Roma
Rights Center

Grant by European Roma
Rights Center

Danovy urad - vratenie preplatku
na dani z prijmov PO

Tax Authority — refund
of the corporate income tax rebate

Prijmy z prendjmu kancelarskych
priestorov a sluzieb
s tym spojenych

Revenue from the lease of office
premises and related services

Prijaté uroky

Interest income

Dary sukromnych oséb

Donations by private individuals

Prijata asignovana dar (2%)

Assigned tax income (2%)

Total

VYDAVKY V ROKU 2008 / EXPENSES IN 2008

Kauzy, strategicka litigacia

Advokdcia a legislativna ¢innost

Analyzy

Iné programové ¢innosti
(Biela vrana):
Administrativne naklady

Subgranty a prispevky
do medzinarodnych organizacii

Category

Prijmy v EUR/ Informativny prepocet SKK/
Income in EUR Convenience conversion to SKK
24 858,00 EUR 748 872,00 SKK
40 330,03 EUR 1214 982,42 SKK
965,34 EUR 29 081,73 SKK
12 967,69 EUR 390 664,73 SKK
6 853,88 EUR 206 480,00 SKK
26 360,28 EUR 794 129,91 SKK
3847,01 EUR 115 895,00 SKK
4089,72 EUR 123 207,00 SKK
1 544,28 EUR 46 523,00 SKK
1279,14 EUR 38 535,24 SKK
165,97 EUR 5000,00 SKK
1910,81 EUR 57 565,00 SKK
125172,14 EUR 3770936,03 SKK
Priame vydavky v EUR / Informativny prepocet SKK/
Direct expenses in EUR Convenience conversion to SKK
72 975,78 EUR 2198 468,35 SKK

r

23 149,19 EUR

697 392,50 SKK

Attorney services and legislative
activities

17 175,26 EUR

517 421,88 SKK

Analyses
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Conferences

Other program activities
(White Crow):

Administrative costs

Subgrants and contributions
to international organisations

3 888,00 EUR 117 129,89 SKK
152,04 EUR 4 580,36 SKK
5118,86 EUR 154 210,78 SKK

13 073,75 EUR 393 859,79 SKK
135532,88 EUR 4083 063,54 SKK

Total

vysvetlivky / explanatory notes: *peniaze, ktoré boli donorom priamo vyplatené na projektové aktivity VI, ale neboli vyplatené na ucet VI, **dary vo forme
vybavenia ¢i sluzieb na zaklade zmluvy, ktora obsahuje ich finan¢ni hodnotu / *funds paid by the donor directly to project activities VI, but which have not
been paid to account VI, **donations in the form of equipment or services based on a contract stipulating their financial value




PRIJMY V ROKU 2009 / INCOME IN 2009

Priameprijmy/ | Nepriameprijmy* | Nefinannéprijmy** | SPOLU prijmy /
Directincome /Indirectincome* | /Benefitsinkind** | TOTAL income
Grant OSI Budapest 2008 39635,35 EUR 39635,35 EUR Grant by OSI Budapest 2008
Grant OSI Budapest 2009 39 174,00 EUR 39 174,00 EUR Grant by OSI Budapest 2009
Grant OSF Bratislava 2 820,00 EUR 2 820,00 EUR Grant by OSF Bratislava
Grant CEE TRUST 65 590,38 EUR 65 590,38 EUR Grant by CEE TRUST
Grant Velvyslanectva USA 7 048,80 EUR 7 048,80 EUR Grant by the US Embassy
Grant Velvyslanectva Spojeného
4700,00 EUR 4700,00 EUR Grant by the UK Embassy
Grant Velvyslanectva Kanady 220,00 EUR pYUNOISVEE  Grant by the Canadian Embassy
Grant z projektov v spolupréaci Grant from projects in cooperation
1300,00 EUR 1300,00 EUR with Justice and Environment
Grant European Roma Grant by European Roma
Rights Center 748,62 EUR 748,62 EUR Rights Center
Kontrakt DOLCETA spotrebitelské DOLCETA Contract — online
Kontrakt ETC - EU Fundamental ETC Contract - EU Fundamental
Rights Agency 10 320,20 EUR 10 320,20 EUR Rights Agency
Gevmret n Refund of the excess payment
Vrétenie preplatku za elektrinu 229,27 EUR 229,27 EUR for electricity supply
Darovy Urad - vratenie preplatku Tax Authority — refund
na dani z prijmov PO 103458 EUR 103458 EUR JreaTes corporate income tax rebate
Prijmy z prendjmu kancelarskych R f
: o the lease of office
priestorov a sluzieb 3428,19 EUR 3428,19 EUR CVENUE TFOM :
s tym spojenych premises and related services
Prijaté troky 144,69 EUR 144,69 EUR
Dary sukromnych oséb 10258,52 EUR IPEEEYASE Donations by private individuals
Prijata asignovana dar (2%) 2633,11 EUR 2633,11 EUR Assigned tax income (2%)
Sponzoring lura Edition 1500,00 EUR | 1500,00 EUR Sponsoring - lura Edition
Sponzoring SCR Graphics 1600,00 EUR | 1600,00 EUR Sponsoring - SCR Graphics
Sponzoring Verlag Dashofer 82,00 EUR 82,00 EUR Sponsorship - Verlag Dashofer
Sponzoring Hotel Dolphin 1 680,00 EUR | 1680,00 EUR Sponsorship - Hotel Dolphin
19716571EUR | 4 120,00 EUR | 4862,00EUR | 206147,71EUR
VYDAVKY V ROKU 2009 / EXPENSES IN 2009
Nepriame vydavky Nefinanéné SPOLU
aq Priame vydavky / finanéné*/ vydavky** / vydavky /
Kategoria Direct expenses Indirect financial Non-financial TOTAL Category
expenses* expenses** expenses
Riesenie prelomovych kduz 96 043,90 EUR EIIZER WISV Involvement in breakthrough cases
R Tl 10 769,13 EUR EPCERERNCY Attomey services and legisiative
Analyzy 21937,83EUR | 1300,00 EUR 23237,83 EUR
10 652,99 EUR 10 652,99 EUR Other program activities:
0,00 EUR Biela Vrana (White Crow)
Web-portél Otvorené pravo, “Open Law” web portal,
Administrativne naklady 25479,37 EUR 1082,00 EUR | 26 561,37 EUR
Subgranty a prispevky Subgrants and contributions
do medzinarodnych organizacif 28792,77 EUR 28792,77 EUR to international organisations

VIA TURIS
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SPRAVA NEZAVISLEHO
AUDITORA

pre zhromaZdenie ¢lenov VIA IURIS|
- CENTRUM PRE PRAVA OBCANA

Uskutocnili sme audit priloZzenych finan¢nych vykazov

obcianskeho zdruZenia VIA IURIS - CENTRUM PRE PRAVA

OBCANA, ktoré obsahuju sivahu k 31. decembru 2008, vykaz

iskov a strat a pozndmky za rok konciaci k tomuto datumu,

ako aj prehlad vyznamnych uc¢tovnych zasad a uctovnych metéd

@ dalsich vysvetlujucich pozndmok.

NAZOR

Podla nasho nazoru G¢tovna zavierka vyjadruje objektivne
vo vSetkych vyznamnych suvislostiach finan¢nu situaciu
obcianskeho zdruzenia k 31. decembru 2008, vysledky jeho

hospodarenia za rok konciaci k danému datumu v stlade
so Zakonom o uctovnictve,
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INDEPENDENT
AUDITOR’S REPORT

o the Member’s Assembly of VIA IURIS
CENTER FOR PUBLIC ADVOCAC

e have audited the financial statements of the civic association
IA IURIS — CENTER FOR PUBLIC ADVOCACY, which comprise
he balance sheet as at 31 December 2008, the income
for the year then ended, and also

methods and other explanatory notes.
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PINION

n our opinion, the financial statements give a true and fair view of
he financial position of the civic association
as of 31 December 2008 and of its financial performance

or the year then ended in accordance with the Act on Accounting.
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- CENTRUM PRE PRAVA OBCANA

Uskutocnili sme audit priloZzenych finan¢nych vykazov

obcianskeho zdruZenia VIA IURIS - CENTRUM PRE PRAVA

OBCANA, ktoré obsahuju stivahu k 31. decembru 2009, vykaz

iskov a strat a pozndmky za rok konciaci k tomuto datumu,

ako aj prehlad vyznamnych uc¢tovnych zasad a uctovnych metéd
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NAZOR

Podla ndsho nazoru U¢tovna zavierka vyjadruje objektivne
vo vSetkych vyznamnych suvislostiach finan¢nu situaciu
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hospodarenia za rok konciaci k danému datumu v stlade
so Zakonom o uctovnictve,
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VIA TURIS v médiach

roku 2008 uverejnilo 31 médii 216 neplatenych prispevkov so zmienkou o aktivitach VIA IURIS. Najvacsi
podiel mali na nich celoslovenské denniky a ich online verzie, ktoré o nas pisali 108-krat, agenturne
spravodajstvo zverejnilo o VIA [URIS v tomto obdobi 59 prispevkov a radia a televizie 49 prispevkov.,

roku 2009 publikovalo 46 médii spolu 463 neplatenych prispevkov o VIA IURIS. 259-krdt o nas napisali
celoslovenské denniky (spolu s ich online verziami), 133 zmienok priniesli informacné agentury, 47-krat
ystupili nasi experti v rddiach a 24-krat v slovenskych televiziach.

nasich programovych oblasti sa média najviac venovali nasledovnym: Verejnd kontrola moci a jej
rozhodnutia, pristup k informdaciam, sidnictvo a pristup k spravodlivosti, transparentné nakladanie
s verejnymi zdrojmi a majetkom. Najsledovanejsimi témami boli: Pezinska skladka, pripady obmedzovania
spristupriovania informdcii verejnosti, podpora sudcov presadzujltcich nezdvislost a transparentnost
rozhodovania nasich sudov, ndvrhy zmien zédkonov a kritika rozhodnuti verejnych ¢initelov, ktoré boli

protiklade s verejnym zdujmom,

roku 2009 patrilo VIA IURIS v médiach k najcitovanejSim

mimovladnym organizacidm.




VIA IURIS in the Media

In 2008, 31 media published 216 non-commmercial (unpaid) broadcasts / articles

In 2009, 46 media published a total of 463 non-commmercial (unpaid) broadcasts /

articles on VIA IURIS. Slovakia-wide daily newspapers (including their online versions)

wrote about us 259 times, 133 reports were by information / news agencies,
our experts appeared 47 times in radios and 24 times in Slovak TV channels.

Out of our program areas, the media paid most attention to the following: public
control of power and its decision-making, access to information, judiciary and access
to justice, transparent management of public resources and property. The most
closely followed topics included: the Pezinok landfill, cases of restricting public access
to information, support of judges promoting independence and transparencyj

of decision-making of our courts, legislative amendment proposals and criticism
of decisions made by public officials that were contrary to the public interest,

In 2009 VIA IURIS was one of the most quoted NGOs in the media.
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