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Kopsavilkums!

2022. gada pirmaja ceturksni jau ceturto reizi tika veikta Eiropas tiesnesu aptauja par vinu neatkaribu. Kopuma aptauja piedalijas 15
821 tiesnesis no 29 tiesu iestadem 27 valstis. Aptauja tika noteikts 20 % lidzdalibas mérkis, ko lielaka da)a tiesu iestazu (viegli) sasniedza.
Personisko un profesionalo Tpasibu analize saistiba ar neatkaribas uztveri liecina, ka katra tiesu sistéma tiesnesiem ir |oti lidzigi uzskati.

Galvenie secinajumi ir sadi:

1. Tiesnedi kopuma pozitivi vérté savu neatkaribu. Desmit ballu skala tiesnesi savas valsts tiesne$u neatkaribu vérté vidéji no
7,01idz 9,8 ballem. Savu personigo neatkaribu vini vérté vel augstak - no 7,5 lidz 9,9 ballem. Jaatzimé, ka aptauja nepiedalijas
Polija un Rumanija. Atbilstosi pozitivajam neatkaribas novértéjumam tikai nedaudzi tiesnesi zino par neatbilstosu spiedienu,
lai ietekmétu tiesas lEmumus.

2. Kops 2015. gada, kad notika pirmais apsekojums, neatkariba pakapeniski uzlabojas vidéji visas tiesu iestadés kopa.
Pamatojoties uz to tiesnesu pieredzi, kuri strada jau daudzus gadus, ar1 ilgaka laika posma neatkariba ir uzlabojusies.

3. Tas nenozimé, ka visas tiesu iestadés neatkariba ir uzlabojusies. Jo Tpasi Centraleiropa ir vérojamas lielas svarstibas. Nesen
neatkariba pasliktinajas Slovakija un Melnkalng, bet ilgaka laika posma - Ungarija, Lietuva un Slovakija. Ta ka Slovakija atbilzu
skaits bija zems, rezultati par So valsti jaizmanto piesardzigi.

4. Tiesnesi vidaji katra valstT novérté padomju neatkaribu ar 2,7 Iidz 9,6 ballém. Spanijas, Bulgarijas un Slovakijas padomes
sanem Joti zemus vértéjumus. Ar padomes pastavésanu nepietiek, lai garantétu tiesu sistémas neatkaribu kopuma. Tas liela
meéra ir atkarigs no kartibas, pieméram, attieciba uz padomes loceklu iecelSanu.

5. Korupcija ir probléma vairakas tiesu iestadés. Pla3aka tiesu iestazu loka tiek uzskatits, ka tiesu iestades nedara pietiekami
daudz, lai noveérstu tiesu iestazu amatparkapumus un korupciju.

6. Daudzas tiesu iestadés tiesnesi, tapat ka ieprieks, kritiski vérté cilvékresursu lémumus attieciba uz tiesne$iem un jo Tpasi
attieciba uz iecel$anu amata un paaugstina$anu amata. Respondenti uzskata, ka iecel$ana amata Augstakaja tiesa/Kasacijas
tiesa joprojam ir problematiska dazadas valstis.

7. Lielakaja dala tiesu iestazu tiesnesi izjit nepiemérotu spiedienu no (socialajiem) plagsazinas lidzekliem lietu liment. Daudzi
no viniem uzskata, ka (socialie) plassazinas lidzek]i neievéro vinu neatkaribu.

8. Tiesu vadiba, tostarp tiesu priekésédétaji, parasti necensas ietekmét tiesas lemumu saturu. Tomér daZi tiesnesi izjit tiesu
vadibas nepienacigu spiedienu ievérot savlaiciguma standartus, un vél vairak tiesnesu izjat nepienacigu spiedienu, ko rada
razoSanas mérki. Daudzas valstis ar to ir saistitas problémas, kas saistitas ar tiesu noslodzi un tiesu resursiem.

9. Daudzas tiesu sistémas tiesu iestazu mijiedarbiba ar citam valsts varas iestadém ir problematiska. Apsekojuma izceltas dazas
no Sim problémam: 1) valdiba bieZi vien nepietiekami isteno tiesas [IEmumus, kas ir pretruna ar valdibas interesém,
(2) daudzas valstis trikst cienas pret tiesu neatkaribu no valdibas un parlamenta puses.

180 zinojumu sagatavoja Frans van Dijk (ENCJ, Niderlandes Tieslietu padome un Utrehtas Universitate), Bart Diephuis (Niderlandes Tieslietu padome)
un Kamil Jonski (Lodzas Universitate).
Tehnisko atbalstu sniedza Belgijas Tieslietu padome; Kevin Verhoeyen. Visparéju atbalstu sniedza ENCJ birojs.



Péc respondentu domam, liela probléma, un (3) valdibas sniegto resursu nepietiekamiba ietekmé neatkaribu.

Lielaka da)a tiesnesu Eiropa pozitivi vérté savu neatkaribu, tomér vini joprojam norada uz problémam, kas negativi ietekmé vinu
neatkaribu. DaZas no tam ir lietu limeni, citas - sistémas limeni, pieméram, iecelSsana amata. Aptauja sniedz daudz ieskatu par tiesu
sistémas darbibu valsts limeni. Tieslietu padomém un citam parvaldes struktliram ir jaanalizé rezultati attieciba uz savam tiesu
iestadém un jarisina jautajumi, kurus izvirzijusi respondenti. Lai gan padomes ir atkarigas no citam valsts varas iestadém likumdosanas
uzlabo$anas un atbilstosu resursu nodrosinasanas, tiesu iestades un jo Tpasi padomes daudzas problémas var risinat pasas.

ENCJ mudina padomes uzsakt pozitivu parmainu procesu. Aptaujas rezultati uzsver, cik svarigi ir saskanoti centieni s$adu parmainu
uzsaksanai. Lielaka dala aptauja izvirzito jautajumu nav jauni, un to risinasanai ir vajadziga augstaka prioritate. Turklat ir jameklé vai
jaturpina dialogs ar citam valsts varam un ari ar plassazinas Ilidzekliem, lai veicinatu labaku izpratni par tiesu neatkaribas nozimi
sabiedribas un tas ekonomikas funkcionésana. Aptaujas datu kopa ir pieejama péc pieprasijuma.



1. levads

EKTK misijas centra ir neatkarigu un atbildigu tiesu iestazu stiprinasana Eiropas Savieniba, lai garantétu piek|uvi taisnigam, neatkarigam
un objektivam tiesam. Saja noliika ENCJ sistematiski strad3, lai izstradatu standartus un pamatnostadnes tiesu sistémas parvaldibai un
tadu batisku funkciju veikSanai ka tiesneSu iecelSana. Lai novértétu, cik liela méra tiek i1stenoti standarti un pamatnostadnes, ir
izstradats un ieviests neatkaribas un atbildibas raditaju kopums. Sie raditaji attiecas, no vienas puses, uz oficialajam garantijam un
mehanismiem, kas aizsarga tiesu neatkaribu un nodrosina parskatatbildibu, un, no otras puses, uz to, ka sabiedriba uztver neatkaribu.
Tiesnesi, protams, ir svarigi dalibnieki $aja joma. Vinu viedok|i ir Tpasi interesanti, jo vairak tapéc, ka vini reti izsaka viedokli. Eiropas
Savieniba iedzivotaju un uznémumu priek$status par tiesu neatkaribu katru gadu apseko Eirobarometrs. So aptauju dati ir ieklauti
neatkaribas un atbildibas raditajos. TiesneSu uzskati par neatkaribu nav iek|auti Sajos Eirobarometra apsekojumos, un ENCJ ir
uznémusies regulari veikt tiesnesu aptauju.

2022. gada pirmaja ceturksni 31 aptauja tika veikta ceturto reizi. Aptauja tiesneSiem tika IGgts sniegt visparéju vértéjumu par savu
neatkaribu un noveértét virkni aspektu, kas ietekmé neatkaribu. Papildus mehanismu, kuriem bitu jagaranté neatkariba, faktiskajai
darbibai aptauja tiesneSiem tika jautats, vai, vinuprat, tiesnesa neatkaribu respekté dazadas tiesu varas ieinteresétas puses, sakot ar
tiesu varas parvaldes iestadém, procesualajam pusém un to lajiem, ka ari abam paréjam valsts varam un (socialajiem) plassazinas
lidzekliem. Aptauja arT piesardzigi uzsvérta tiesu varas parskatatbildiba.

Aptauja piedalijas tiesnesi no 29 tiesu iestadém 27 valstis, kopa 15 821 tiesnesis. Jaatzimé, ka, tapat ka iepriekséja aptauja, aptauja
nepiedalijas Polija, jo tas Tieslietu padome tika izslégta no ENCJ. Lai gan aptauja nepiedalijas arf Rumanija, taja piedalijas rekordliels
tiesu iestazu un tiesnesu skaits.

Apsekojuma rezultati ir atspoguloti skaitlos un tabulas. Aptaujas 2. iedala ir aprakstita aptaujas metode un saturs, un 3. iedala ir sniegts
atbilZu Tpatsvars un respondentu raksturojums. Apsekojuma rezultati skaitJu veida ir sniegti 4.-11. ieda)a. Pielikuma 3 sniegti rezultati
tabulas.



2. Aptaujas metode un saturs
Vispirms ir aprakstita apsekojuma metode, un péc tam ir sniegts apsekojuma uzdoto jautajumu izklasts.

2.1 Metode

Tapat ka iepriekséjas aptaujas kartas, aptauja tika aicinati piedalities visi iesaistito tiesu iestazu tiesnesi. Aptaujas metodologija tika
parskatita 2021. gada, un tika secinats, ka ta ir vislabaka pieeja, nemot véra vajadzibu garantét, ka visiem tiesnesu viedokliem ir
vienlidzigas iespéjas tikt paustiem, pat nelabvéligos apstaklos attieciba uz neatkaribu- ?Lai parbauditu (pa$)atlases ietekmi,
respondentiem tika jautats ne tikai par personiskajam ipasibam (dzimums, tiesnesa pieredze), bet ari par tiesas veidu, kura vini
(galvenokart) strada, un lietu veidu, ko vini galvenokart izskata, ka arT par vinu dalibu tiesnesu asociacija.

Attieciba uz apsekojuma isteno$anu visi ENCJ locekli un novérotaji (t. i., tiesu iestazu padomes un, ja tadu nav, citas tiesu iestazu
vadibas struktiras, pieméram, Tieslietu ministrijas) tika aicinati piedalities aptauja. Bosnijas un Hercegovinas Augstaka tiesnesu un
prokuroru padome, kas nav ENCJ locekle vai novérotaja, lidza iespéju piedalities, un tai tika dota piekrisana. lesaistitas parvaldes
iestades izplatija visiem tiesneSiem, kas ietilpst to jurisdikcija, iepazistinajuma véstuli un ENCJ priek$sédétaja ieteikumu. Véstulé bija
iek|auta saite uz ENCJ timekJa vietni. Vadosas iestades tulkoja aptauju savas valodas, un katrai valodai tika izveidota veidlapa, kas bija
pieejama ENCJ interneta vietné (tika izmantota Surveymonkey platforma). Respondenti aptauju tieSsaisté varéja aizpildit anonimi.
Viniem bija janorada tikai valsts, kura vini strada par tiesnesiem. Tiesnesi aptauju varéja aizpildit jebkura valoda, kura aptauja bija
tulkota.

Lielaka dala padomju izplatija uzaicinajuma véstuli tiesi tiesneSiem. Ta ka nebija centralizétu tiesnesu kontaktpersonu sarakstu, citam
padomém véstule bija janosuta tiesas priekSsédétajam, kurs savukart to izplatija savas tiesas tiesneSiem. Dazas padomes nodrosinaja
savu valstu tiesneSu asociaciju apstiprinajumu un (praktisku) atbalstu. Aptauja bija adreséta tikai profesionaliem tiesneSiem, nevis
neprofesionaliem tiesnesSiem. Neprofesionalo tiesnesu aptauja tika veikta atseviski 2018. gada.

Aptauja ir atkariga no tiesneSu padomju un citu parvaldibas struktlru vélmes un spé&jas sadarboties. Kopuma aptauja piedalijas 29
tiesu iestades no 27 valstim (Apvienotaja Karalisté tiek izdalitas Anglijas un Velsas, Ziemelirijas un Skotijas tiesu iestades).

2.2 Aptaujas jautajumi

Aptauja ir veidota ta, ka taja tiesneSiem tiek lTgts sniegt visparéju vértéjumu par vinu neatkaribu, ka vini to uztver, lai iegltu datus
attiecigajam neatkaribas raditajam (113)3) .bet taja ari padzilinati tiek pétiti dazadi neatkaribas aspekti. Turklat respondentiem tiek
jautats par dazam personiskajam Tpasibam (dzimums un pieredze) un vinu darbu (tiesas veids un tiesibu joma), ka ari pirmo reizi par
vinu dalibu tiesnesu asociacija. Batiskie jautajumi batiba ir tadi pasi ka iepriek$éjas aptaujas, tacu dazi jautajumi tika papildinati un
viens jautajums tika svitrots. Jaunie jautajumi attiecas uz tiesu iestazu padomju neatkaribu, kas Iidz Sim nebija pietiekami aptverta, un
uz Eiropas Savienibas ietekmi uz tiesu varu.

2ENCJ (2021). Zinojums 2020-2021 par tiesu sistémas neatkaribu, parskatatbildibu un kvalitati, raditaju un apsekojumu uzlabosana. www.encj.eu.
3SkatTt ENCJ (2020). Zinojums 2019-2020. Tiesu iestazu neatkariba, parskatatbildiba un kvalitate: Mérijumi uzlabosanai. www.encj.eu.



neatkariba. Jautajumi par darba apstakju ietekmi uz neatkaribu tika parstrukturéti un paplasinati, ieklaujot darba laiku un digitalizaciju,
kas ir paatrinajusies pandémijas déJ, ka ari uzvedibu darb3, tostarp seksualo uzmaksanos un diskriminaciju. Attieciba uz neatbilstosu
spiedienu, ko tiesas vadiba var izdarit uz tiesnesiem, ka kategorija tika pievienots spiediens sasniegt razoSanas mérkus. Jautajums par
tiesnesu parcelSanu uz citu tiesu pret vinu gribu tika svitrots, jo bija neskaidribas par to, kas ir situacija, kura bltu piemérojams "pret
vinu gribu", un 81 paradiba ir Joti reti sastopama.

Lielaka dala jautajumu tika uzdoti priekslikumu forma. Ja vien nav noradits citadi, atbilZzu kategorijas bija Sadas: Kategoriju atbildes bija:
pilnigi nepiekritu, nepiekritu, neesmu parliecinats, piekritu un pilnigi piekritu. Rezultatu izklasta kategorijas pilnigi nepiekritu un
nepiekritu, ka ari pilnigi piekritu un piekritu ir apkopotas, lai attéli un tabulas bitu labak salasamas. Lai novértétu neatkaribu, tika
izmantota skala no 0 lidz 10. Jaatzimg, ka aptauja ir apvienoti jautajumi par savu pieredzi un par prieksstatiem. Izvéle par pasu pieredzi
vai uztveri ir atkariga no konkrétas paradibas rakstura: ja tieSas pieredzes nav vai ta nav iesp&jama, nozime ir tikai uztverei. Ari tad, ja
nevar sagaidit godigu atbildi uz personisku jautajumu, var uzdot visparigaku jautajumu. Attieciba uz neatkaribas novértéjumu izmanto
gan pieredzi, gan uztveri. Vajadzibas gadijuma aptauja respondentiem tiek ligts nemt véra pédéjos tris gadus kops ieprieksgjas
aptaujas 2019. gada.

Saja aptauja tika izmantoti $adi jautajumi/izteikumi logiska seciba (aptauja seciba nebija sistematiska).

Neatkariba

Visparéja neatkaribas uztvere

1. Novértéjiet profesionalo tiesne$u neatkaribu sava valsti skala no 0 [idz 10 (kur O nozimé "vispar nav neatkarigs", bet 10 -
"visaugstaka iespéjama neatkaribas pakape").

2. Novértéjiet savu ka tiesne$a neatkaribu skald no 0 lidz 10 (kur 0 nozimé "vispar nav neatkarigs", bet 10 - "visaugstaka iespéjama
neatkaribas pakape").

3. Kop$ esmu sacis stradat par tiesnesi, mana neatkariba ir daudz uzlabojusies, nedaudz uzlabojusies, palikusi tada pati, nedaudz
pasliktinajusies vai Joti pasliktinajusies.

4. Novértéjiet Tieslietu padomes neatkaribu skala no 0 Iidz 10 (kur 0 nozimé "vispar nav neatkarigs", bet 10 - "visaugstaka iespéjama
neatkaribas pakape").

5. Es uzskatu, ka mana valsti Tieslietu padomei ir piemé&roti mehanismi un procediiras, lai efektivi aizstavétu tiesu
neatkaribu.

Neatkaribas aspekti: spriedumu izpilde

6. Es uzskatu, ka p&déjo tris gadu laika mana valsti parasti tika izpildTti/izpilditi spriedumi, kas bija pretruna ar valdibas interesém.

Neatkaribas aspekti: Eiropas Savienibas ietekme

7. Es uzskatu, ka tiesu varas neatkaribu man3 valsti stiprina daliba Eiropas Savienib3, izredzes k|t par Eiropas Savienibas
dalibvalsti vai daliba EEZ.



Neatkaribas aspekti: nepiemérots spiediens kopuma

8. Pédéjo tris gadu laika uz mani ir izdarits neatbilstoss spiediens, lai es pienemtu Iémumu kada lieta vai lietas dala noteikta veida. Ja
jas piekritat vai pilnigi piekritat, vai tas notika Joti reti, reiz€ém vai regulari un kas to darija: Konstitucionala tiesa, Tieslietu padome,
Tiesu vadiba, valdiba, plassazinas lidzekli, citi tiesnesi (tostarp tiesnesu asociacija), parlaments, puses un to advokati, prokuratdra,
socialie plassazinas lidzek|i vai Augstaka tiesa/Kasacijas tiesa.

Neatkaribas aspekti: ar lietu saistits aréjs spiediens

9. Es uzskatu, ka mana valsti péd&jo tris gadu laika atseviski tiesnesi ir pienémusi kukulus (sanémusi naudu) vai iesaistijusies citos
korupcijas veidos (pienémusi nemonetaras davanas vai labvélibu) ka pamudinajumu pienemt Iemumu lieta(-as) noteikta veida. Ja jis
piekritat vai pilnigi piekritat, vai tas notika Joti reti, reti vai regulari.

10. Es uzskatu, ka pédéjo tris gadu laika lietas tiesnediem ir bijusas sadalitas citadi neka saskana ar noteiktajiem noteikumiem vai
procediram, lai ietekmétu konkrétas lietas iznakumu.

11. Pédéjo tris gadu laika manus IEmumus vai darbibas ir tie$i ietekmé&jusi prasiba vai prasibas draudi par personisko atbildibu.

12. Es uzskatu, ka mana valsti atsevisku tiesne$u Iémumus vai ricibu pédéjo tris gadu laika ir neatbilstosi ietekmé&jusi plagsazinas
lidzeklu (t. i., preses, televizijas vai radio) faktiska vai paredzama riciba.

13. Uzskatu, ka mana valsti pédéjo tris gadu laika atsevisku tiesne$u Iémumus vai ricibu ir neatbilstosi ietekméjusi aktuali vai
paredzami ieraksti socialajos tiklos (pieméram, Facebook, Twitter vai LinkedIn).

Neatkaribas aspekti: ar lietu saistits iekséjais spiediens

14. pédéjo tris gadu laika mani ir ietekmé&jusi draudi vai faktiski disciplinarsodi vai citi oficiali pasakumi, kas saistiti ar to, ka es esmu
izlemis kadu lietu.

15. Pédéjo tris gadu laika manas tiesas vadiba ir izdarijusi spiedienu, lai es izlemtu atsevi$kas lietas noteikta veida.
16. P&déjo tris gadu laika manas tiesas vadiba ir izdarijusi nepiemérotu spiedienu, lai es izlemtu atsevikas lietas noteikta laika.

17. P&déjo tris gadu laika manas tiesas vadiba ir izdarijusi uz mani nepiemérotu spiedienu, lai sasniegtu razo$anas mérkus
(izskattto lietu skaits).

18. Pédéjo tris gadu laika man ir nicies pienemt Iémumus saskana ar vadlinijam, ko tiesne$i izstradajusi pret&ji manam
profesionalajam viedoklim (vadlinijas nav ietverts pienakums ievérot precedentu).

Neatkaribas aspekti: tiesnesu iecelSana un paaugstinasana amata

19. Es uzskatu, ka tiesne$i mana valsti pedéjo tris gadu laika ir stajusies tiesne$a amata, pirmo reizi iecelot amata, nevis tikai
pamatojoties uz spéjam un pieredzi.



20. Es uzskatu, ka tiesnesi mana valsti padéjo tris gadu laika ir iecelti amata Augstakaja tiesd/Kasacijas tiesnesi, pamatojoties ne tikai
uz spéjam un pieredzi.

21. Es uzskatu, ka tiesne$i mana valsti pirmas instances un apelcijas tiesas pédéjo tris gadu laika ir paaugstinati amata/iecelti cita
amata, pamatojoties ne tikai uz spéjam un pieredzi. (Pieredze var ietvert darba stazu).

Neatkaribas aspekti: darba apstakli

22. Pédéjo tris gadu laikd manos darba apstaklos ir notikusas izmainas, kas negativi ietekméjusas manu neatkaribu. Lidzu, noradiet
pa kategorijam: atalgojums/pensija/pensijas vecums, darba laiks, lietu slodze, tiesu resursi, digitalizacija un uzvediba darba, tostarp
seksuala uzmaksanas un diskriminacija.

Atbildiba

23. Es uzskatu, ka mana valsti tiesnesi ievéro augstus &tikas standartus.

24. Es uzskatu, ka mana valsti tiesu iestades efektivi vérias pret tiesne$u parkapumiem.
25. Mana valsti tiesu iestades efektivi vérsas pret korupciju tiesne$os.

TiesneSu neatkaribas ievéroSana

26. Esuzskatu, ka pédéjo tris gadu laikd manu ka tiesne$a neatkaribu ir ievérojusi: Tiesne$u asociacija, Konstitucionala tiesa, Tieslietu
padome, Tiesu vadiba, tostarp tiesas priek3sédétajs, valdiba, advokati, plassazinas lidzekli (t.i., prese, televizija vai radio), parlaments,
procesa dalibnieki, prokuratira, socialie plassazinas idzekli (piem&ram, Facebook, Twitter vai LinkedIn) un Augstaka tiesa/Kasacija.

Personiskas un profesionalas ipasibas

27. Dzimums

28. Tiesne$u darba pieredze (tiesne$a amata nostradatie gadi) pa gadiem

29. Galvena darba vieta (padreizéja): Pirmas instances tiesa, Apelacijas tiesa vai Augstaka tiesa/Kasacijas tiesa.

30. Galvena darba joma (pasreizéja): kriminallietas, administrativas lietas, civillietas (tostarp gimenes lietas) vai visas $is jomas vienadi.

31. Daliba tiesne$u asociacija



3. Respondentu atsauciba un respondentu raksturojums

Aptauja piedalijas tiesneSi no 29 tiesu iestadém 27 valstis, kopa 15 821 tiesnesis, kas ir rekordliels tiesu iestazu un tiesneSu skaits
(iepriekséja aptauja piedalijas 27 tiesu iestades un 11 335 tiesnesi). AbsolGtais respondentu skaits ir noradits 1. attéla. diagramma
sniegts atbilZu Tpatsvars pa valstim. 2. attéla sniegts atbilZu Tpatsvars pa valstim. Tika izvirzits vérienigs mérkis - 20 % atbildéjuso
tiesnesu (iepriek$gja apsekojuma mérkis bija 15 %). Sis mérkis netika sasniegts se$as valstis. Tomér absolitais respondentu skaits tiek
uzskatits par pietiekamu, lai rezultatus ieklautu visas valstis, un tikai Slovakijas un Italijas rezultati ir jauzskata par Tpasi piesardzigiem.
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Piezime: tiesnesu skaits ir balstits uz CEPEJ datiem par profesionalo tiesnesu kopskaitu 2018. gada, un to aktualizé
Tieslietu padomes un citas parvaldes iestades.

attéls Atsaucibas raditajs
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3.1 Respondentu raksturojums
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Piezime: 10 respondenti atbild&ja ar atbildi "noradit citadi" un 175 ar atbildi "nevélos atbildét uz So jautajumu".

attéls Respondentu dzimums
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attéls 4. attéls Respondentu tiesnesa darba stazs
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leprieks minétie attéli liecina, ka starp tiesneSiem pastav atskiribas respondentu grupu lidzdalibas raditajos. Visspilgtakas atSkiribas
vérojamas izskatamo lietu veidos (6. attéls), kas skaidrojamas ar sistematiskam atskiribam specializacijas pakapé tiesibu jomas. Danija
un Norvégija gandriz visi tiesnesi izskata visu veidu lietas, bet arf Somija, Zviedrija, Griekija, Trija, Trija un dazas Apvienotas Karalistes
dalas daudzi tiesnesi ir visparéji lietpratéji, savukart paréjas tiesu sistémas lielaka dala tiesnesu izskata viena veida lietas. Valstis atskiras
ari péc tiesnesu asociaciju lomas.

Tas, vai ir pievienota vértiba sniegt rezultatus pa raksturlielumu kategorijam, nevis kopsummas, un/vai svért kopsummas ar kategoriju
lidzdalibas raditajiem, ir atkarigs no atskiribam starp raksturlielumu kategoriju rezultatiem. Pielikuma ir sniegti rezultati pa
raksturlielumiem attieciba uz personiskas neatkaribas un tiesnesu neatkaribas vértéjumiem kopuma. Tabulas redzams, ka atskiribas ir
nelielas. lepriekseja apsekojuma tas ari tika apspriests un tika sniegti statistisko testu rezultati. Tapat ka tagad, tika konstatétas nelielas
atskiribas, kas kopuma nebija batiskas, un tika sniegti tikai nesvérti rezultati visiem tiesnesiem kopa. Saja zinojuma ir izmantota tada

pati pieeja. Statistikas testi nav iek|auti, bet péc pieprasijuma ir pieejami ENCJ biroja.
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4. Visparéjais priek3stats par neatkaribu

Saja iedala neatkaribas raditaji ir aplikoti attieciba uz tiesnediem un tiesu iestazu padomém. iedala ir aplikoti pareizéjas
situacijas rezultati, bet 4.1. iedala ir apllkoti pasreizéjas situacijas rezultati.

4.2. ir aplUkota attistiba laika gaita, salidzinot Cetru aptauju, kas veiktas kop$ 2015. gada, rezultatus un $aja aptauja -
atbildes uz jautajumu par pieredzéto neatkaribas pieaugumu vai samazinasanos kopa ar tiesnesa darba stazu.

4.1 pasreizéjais neatkaribas stavoklis

10 ballu skala respondenti vid&ji novérté tiesnesu neatkaribu sava tiesu sistéma ar 7,0-9,8 ballém. Cetram valstim - Bosnijai
un Hercegovinai, Bulgarijai, Latvijai, Latvijai un Slovakijai - ir 7,2 punkti vai zemaks vertéjums. Astonu valstu vértéjums ir
no 9 lidz 10 ballém. Sis valstis ir Kipra, Cehija, Danija, Somija, Irija, Trija, Niderlande, Norvégija un Apvienota Karaliste
(Anglija un Velsa, Ziemelirija un Skotija). Sk. 8. attélu, kura papildus katras valsts vértéjumam sniegts (nesvérto) valstu
vidéjais vértéjums (sarkana linija). Respondentiem tika lligts arf novértét savu personigo neatkaribu (9. attéls). Sie
vértéjumi kopuma ir ievérojami augstaki neka vértéjumi par tiesnesiem kopuma (vidgji 0,6 punkti), un atskiriba palielinas,
samazinoties visu tiesnesu vértéjumam. Lai gan abi jautajumi kvalitativi atSkiras (respondenti visu tiesnesu neatkaribu var
vértét no plasakas perspektivas neka vinu personigo neatkaribu, pieméram, nemot véra tiesnesu atlasi), iesp&jams, ka
zinamu lomu spélé ari pasmeérkigs aizspriedums.
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8. attéls Tiesnesu neatkariba kopuma, skala 0 -10, kur 0 nozimé "vispar nav neatkarigs" un 10 - "visaugstaka iespéjama neatkaribas
pakape".
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attéls Tiesnesu personigd neatkariba, skala 0 -10 ka ieprieks.

Tiesnesi Tieslietu padomes neatkaribu vérté zemak neka savu vai visu tiesnesu neatkaribu, lai gan vidéjais vértéjums joprojam ir
pozitivs (6,9). Sk. 10. attélu. Tris tiesu iestades sanem Joti zemu novértéjumu: Spanija (2,7), Slovakija (3,6) un Bulgarija (3,8).
Visaugstakie raditaji ir Apvienotaja Karalisté, kur padomes ir padomdevéjas iestades. Lielaka dala padomju ar lielam pilnvaram,
pieméram, Danijas un Niderlandes padomes, ieguvusas no 7,0 lidz 8,0 punktiem. Augstakus raditajus uzrada nesen izveidotas padomes
Somija un Trija. Jaatzimé, ka padomju neesamibas gadijuma bieZi vien Tieslietu ministrijas pilniba vai da&ji pilda padomes uzdevumus
(skatit ENCJ raditajus, 2. neatkaribas raditaju "Tiesu iestdZu organizatoriska autonomija’® ). Tieslietu ministrijas, protams, péc
definicijas nav neatkarigas. Tomér nav Saubu, ka pati Tieslietu padomes pastavésana negaranté tiesu varas neatkaribu. Tas liela méra
ir atkarigs no faktiskas kartibas, pieméram, attieciba uz padomes locek|u iecelSanu. Taja pasa laika padomes, kuru kompetencé ir tiesu
sistémas parvaldiba, tostarp budzets, nevar bat pilniba neatkarigas no citam valsts varam.

Tapéc ar to saistits jautajums ir par to, vai padomém ir pieméroti mehanismi tiesu neatkaribas aizsardzibai. Sk. 11. attélu. Uzzinai $1un
katra nakama attéla virsraksta ir noradits aptauja uzdotais jautajums (apgalvojums). Daudzi respondenti par to nav parliecinati (vidé&ji
visas valstis 31 % atbild, ka nav parliecinati) vai atbild negativi (23 %), tadéjadi 46 % respondentu uzskata, ka padomém ir atbilstosi
mehanismi.

4ENCJ (2020). Neatkariba, atbildiba un tiesu sistémas kvalitate; mérijumi uzlabojumiem, ENCJ zinojums 2019-2020.
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10. attéls Tieslietu padomes neatkariba, skala 0 -10, kur 0 nozimé "vispar nav neatkariga" un 10 - "visaugstaka iespéjama neatkaribas
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attéls 11. attels Tieslietu padomju mehanismi, lai aizstavétu tiesu neatkaribu

Slgaunijas Tieslietu ministrija ir Tpasi lagusi ieklaut Igauniju $aja tabula, ka ari 10. un 43. tabula. ENCJ vél nav sanémusi ligumu par dalibu tikla.
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4.2 Tiesu neatkaribas izmainas laika gaita

Ta ka apsekojums ir veikts Cetras reizes, kop$ 2015. gada var salidzinat tiesu neatkaribu laika gaita. 12. attéla kreisaja pusé paradits
vidéjais raditajs visas valstis, kas piedalijas aptauja, savukart 12. attéla labaja pusé vidéjais raditajs aprobezojas ar tiesu iestadém, kas
piedalijas 2017. gada un 2022. gada. Apsekojuma 2015. gada bija zemaka lidzdaliba (tiesu iestazu skaits un tiesnesu skaits) neka
turpmakajos apsekojumos. Tadéjadi 12. attéla labaja pusé sniegts precizaks ieskats. Abos skaitlos redzama ta pati pakapeniski
augsupejosa tendence.

10.0 10.0
9.5 9.5
9.0 9.0
85 8.5
8.0 8.0
75 7.5
7.0 7.0
6.5 6.5
6.0 6.0
515 53
5.0 5.0
2015 2017 2019 2022 2015 2017 2019 2022
All participating judiciaries Judicaries that participated at least in 2017 and 2022

12. attéls Visu tiesnesu neatkariba (oranza) un personiska neatkariba (zila), skala 0-10, vidéjais tiesnesu skaits.

attéla 13. attéla sniegti neatkaribas raditaji pa tiesu iestadém. Ta ka ne visas valstis piedalijas katra aptauja, datos ir nepilnibas.
Rezultati parada atskirigus mode|us. Dazam tiesu iestadém, pieméram, Danijai, ir stabils (augsts) neatkaribas limenis, savukart citam
ir daudz lielakas svarstibas, kas, iespéjams, atspogulo politiskas norises.
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13. attéls Visu tiesnesu neatkariba (oranza krasa) un personiska neatkariba (zila krasa), skala 0 - 10, vidéji katrai tiesu sistémai
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LITHUANIA MONTENEGRO NETHERLANDS
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*) For 2017 the United Kingdom total value is used for England & Wales, Northern Ireland and Scotland

attéls Visu tiesnesu neatkariba (oranza krasa) un personiska neatkariba (zila krasa), skala 0 - 10, vidéji katrai tiesu sistémai

Raugoties no ilgakas perspektivas, aptauja tiesneSiem tika jautats, vai vinu neatkariba ir palielinajusies vai samazinajusies,
kop3 vini ir sakusi stradat par tiesnediem. Sis atbildes var jégpilni apvienot ar tiesnedu pieredzes gadiem (sk. ieprieks 4.
attélu). Rezultati par visiem tiesnesSiem kopa paraditi 14. attéld. Taja paradita to respondentu procentuala dala, kuri
pieredzéjusi lielu savas neatkaribas uzlabosanos vai lielu samazinasanos, iedalot péc pieredzes gadiem. Tas nozimé, ka $aja
attéla nav redzami respondenti, kas piedzivojusi nelielas izmainas vai nav piedzivojusi nekadas izmainas. Neatkaribas
pakapeniska uzlabosanas kops 2015. gada ir redzama to tiesnesu pieredzé, kuri iecelti pédéjo desmit gadu laika. Tiesnesi,
kuri amata stajusies pirms vairak neka 25 gadiem, zino par (neto) spécigu neatkaribas uzlabosanos. To tiesnesu pieredze,
kuri iecelti amata starpposma, liecina, ka neatkaribas progresésana nav lineara.
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0-5 years
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11-15 years
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21-35 years

More than 25 years

Total

-b% -4% -2% 0% 2% 4% 6% B% 10% 12%

14. attéls Neatkaribas izmainas kops stasands tiesnesa amatd atkariba no tiesnesa darba pieredzes gadiem;
vidéjais raditajs no visam tiesu iestadém. To respondentu procentuald daja, kuri norada, ka vinu neatkariba
ir uzlabojusies vai ievérojami samazindajusies.

15. attéla sniegti rezultati katrai valstij atseviski. Valsts tiesu iestazu liment lielakaja dala valstu ir vérojami vislielakie
uzlabojumi gan attieciba uz tiesneSiem ar ilgako, gan isako pieredzi. levérojamam skaitam tiesu iestazu rezultati atskiras
no iepriekséja apsekojuma rezultatiem. Pédéja apsekojuma gandriz visas Centraleiropas valstis tika konstatéts, ka pédéejo 25
gadu laika ir vérojami ievérojami uzlabojumi, bieZi uzsverot agrakos periodus. Eiropas dienvidu, rietumu un ziemelu dalas
attistiba bija saméra neviennozimiga. Tagad 31 tendence ir mainijusies - kopuma pozitivas tendences vérojamas pédéjas
Eiropas dalas, bet Centraleiropas tiesu sistémas rezultati ir divdomigaki. Lai gan lielaka dala So tiesu iestazu joprojam zino
par pozitivam parmainam, Ungarijas un Slovakijas tiesnesi negativi vérté neatkaribas izmainas, bet Igaunija, Lietuva un
Slovénija pozitiva un negativa pieredze ir lidzsvarota.

Atskiribas starp $o un iepriek$éjo aptauju liecina, ka respondentu vértéjumu liela méra ietekmé nesena pieredze. Jo 1pasi
tas attiecas uz Slovakiju. Tas, vai nesen gita pieredze nav parak uzsvérta, ir jautajums turpmakai izpétei, jo Tpasi valsts
liment.



AUSTRIA BELGIUM BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA
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BULGARIA CROATIA CYPRUS
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CZECH REPUBLIC DENMARK ESTONIA
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4% % 0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 12% 8% 6% 4% 2% 0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 12% 4% 2% 0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 1%
GREECE HUNGARY IRELAND
0-5years | 0-5 years | 0-5 years |
6-10 years I 6-10 years I 6-10 years ——
11-15years I 1115 years I 1115 years [
16-20years | 16-20years I 16-20 years I
21-25years | 21-25years I 21-25 years |
More than 25 years D More than 25 years I More than 25 years ]
Total | Total I Total |
6% 4% 2% 0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 12% 20%  -15% -10% 5% 0% 5%  10% 15% 20%  -15% -10% 5% 0% 5%  10%  15%
ITALY LATVIA LITHUANIA
0-5years | 0-5 years | 0-5 years |
6-10 years I 6-10 years ] 6-10 years —
11-15years I 11-15years I 11-15years
16-20years I 16-20years I 16-20years I
21-25years | 21-25years I 21-25 years I
More than 25 years ] More than 25 years I More than 25 years I
Total | Total | Total I
8% 6% -4% 2% 0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 12% A5%  -10% 5% 0% 5% 10%  15% 25% -20% -15% -10% -5% 0% 5% 10% 15%

attéls Neatkaribas izmainas kops tiesnesa amata uzsaksanas atkariba no tiesnesa darba pieredzes gadiem katrad tiesu iestade, procentuald daja
respondentu, kas norada, ka vinu neatkariba ir uzlabojusies vai ievérojami samazindjusies.
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MONTENEGRO

0-5 years
6-10 years
11-15years
16-20years
21-25years

More than 25 years

Total

-20% -15% -10% 5% 0% 5%  10%

PORTUGAL

0-5years ]

6-10 years [ ]
11-15years ]
16-20years ]
21-25years I

More than 25 years . ]
Total I

-15%  -10% 5% 0% 5% 10%

0-5 years

6-10 years
11-15years
16-20years
21-25years

More than 25 years

Total

20% -15% -10% 5% 0% 5%  10%

UNITED KINGDOM: NORTHERN IRELAND
05 years
6-10 years
11-15years
16-20years

|
]
]
L]
21-25years
More than 25 years - [ —
|

Total

attéls Neatkaribas izmainas kops tiesnesa amata sakSanas atkariba no pieredzes gadiem katra tiesu iestadé, procentuala daja

0-5years

6-10 years
11-15years

16-20 years
21-25years

More than 25 years
Total

15% -4%

0-5years

6-10 years
11-15years

16-20 years
21-25years

More than 25 years

Total

15% -40%

0-5 years

6-10 years

11-15 years

16-20 years

21-25 years

More than 25 years

Total

15% 8% 6% 4% 2% 0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10% 12%

NETHERLANDS

2% 0% 2% 4% 6% 8%

SLOVAKIA

30%  -20%  -10% 0% 10%

SWEDEN

UNITED KINGDOM: SCOTLAND

0-5years

6-10 years
11-15years

16-20 years
21-25years

More than 25 years
Total

12% -15%

-10% 5% 0% 5% 10%

respondentu, kas norada, ka vinu neatkariba ir uzlabojusies vai ievérojami samazindjusies.

10% 12%

0-5years

6-10 years
11-15years
16-20years
21-25years

More than 25 years

Total

-4%

0-5 years

6-10 years

11-15 years

16-20 years

21-25 years

More than 25 years

Total

-15%

UNITED KINGDOM: ENGLAND AND WALES

0-5 years

6-10 years

11-15 years

16-20 years

21-25 years

More than 25 years

Total

NORWAY

% 0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10%
SLOVENIA
]
I
I
I
I
I
I
0% 5% 0% S 10%

I
I
I
]
I
I
]
2% 0% 2% 4% 6% 8% 10%

12%

15%

12%



5. Tiesu Iemumu isteno$ana

Ka uzsverts zinojuma par iepriek$&jo apsekojumu, neatkaribu nevar noskirt no tiesne$a varas®la tiesas lemumi netiek Tstenoti,
neatkaribu var garantét visos aspektos, lai varétu pienemt objektivus spriedumus, tacu tai nav praktiskas nozimes: neatkariba paredz,
ka vara ir tiesnesa rokas. Tapéc tiesas Iémumu istenoSanu var uzskatit par svarigu neatkaribas dimensiju. Jo Tpasi valdibam ir iespéja
ignorét tiesu Ilemumus vai vismaz aizkavét to izpildi. Aptauja tiesnesiem tika lugts sniegt savu vértéjumu par to, ka valdiba isteno tiesas
lemumus, kas ir pretruna $is valdibas interesém. Ka liecina lielais Tpatsvars atbilzu "nav parliecinats" (vidéji visas valstis 30 %), uz So
jautajumu ir grati atbildét. Vidéji visas valstis 51 % tiesnesu piekrit apgalvojumam, ka spriedumi, kas ir pretruna valdibas interesém,
parasti tiek izpilditi (16. attels). Atskiribas starp valstim ir |oti lielas. Procentualais Tpatsvars svarstas no niecigajiem 18 % Lietuva lidz 83
% Trija. Kipra 47 % un Italija 44 % respondentu patie$am uzskata, ka $adi spriedumi parasti netiek izpilditi.

In the last three years, | believe judgements that went against the interests of the government were usually
implemented/enforced in my country.
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B Disagree - Strongly disagree m Notsure M Agree - Strongly agree

attéls Valdibas spriedumu pret valdibas interesém istenosana

(6)), Rios-Figueroa un J.K. Stanton (2012), An evaluation of cross-national measures of judicial independence, Journal of Law, Economics and
Organization 30/1, 104-137 Ipp.
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https://academic-oup-com.proxy.library.uu.nl/jleo/article/30/1/104/801368

5.1 Neatkaribas uztvere un [émumu istenosana

Ja tiesu neatkariba un valdibas veikta tiesu lemumu TstenoSana kopa nosaka tiesu sistémas stavokli trias politica, ir
interesanti, ka $is divas dimensijas ir saistitas. Neatkaribas raditajs (visi tiesnesi) 17. attéld ir uz horizontalas ass, bet
valdibas veikta tiesu IEmumu istenosana - uz vertikalas ass. Abu dimensiju korelacija ir spéciga (korelacijas koeficients ir
0,75), tacu dazas valstis ir atskirigas kombinacijas. Pieméram, Kipra ir ekstréms gadijums, bet Italijai un Danijai ir
(salidzinosi) augsti raditaji neatkaribas joma, bet salidzinosi zemi raditaji istenosanas joma.
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Score judicial independence

atteéls Tiesu neatkariba salidzinajuma ar valdibas veikto tiesu lEmumu
IstenoSanul(?)-

10.0

7Austrija: Austrija (Austrija), Belgija: BE, Bosnija un Hercegovina: BA, Bulgarija: BG, Horvatija: HR, Cehija: CZ, Denmark: DK, Germany: Vacija: DE, Anglija
un Velsa: Vacija: DE, Anglija un Velsa: Vacija: DE, Anglija un Velsa: Vacija: DE, Anglija un Velsa: Vacija: DE: Griekija: Anglija: EW, Lielbritanija: EW,
Griekija: EW: EL, Finland: FI, Ungarija: HU, Trija: IE, Italy: IT, Latvia: LV, Lithuania: Melnkalne: Latvija: Latvija: LT, Melnkalne: Latvija: LT, Melnkalne:
Latvija: LT, Melnkalne: Latvija: LT, Melnkalne: LT, Melnkalne: LT: ME, Northern Ireland: NI, Netherlands: Niderlande: NL, Norvégija: Niderlande: NL,
Norvégija: Niderlande: NL, Norvégija: NL, Norvégija: NL: NO, Portugal: PT, Scotland: Slovakija: Skotija: Portugale: SC, Slovakija: SC, Skotija: Sk: SK,
Slovénija: Slovakija: SK, Slovénija: SK, Slovénija: SK: Slovénija: SI, Spanija: SI, Spanija: S, Slovénija: SI, Slovénija: SI, Spanija: SI: ES, Sweden: ZVIEDRUJA:

SE.
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6. Neatkariba saistiba ar Eiropas savienibu

Aptauja ieklauts jauns jautajums par Eiropas Savienibas un Eiropas Ekonomiskas asociacijas ietekmi Norvégijas gadijuma uz tiesu varas
neatkaribu. Sis jautajums vairs neattiecas uz Apvienoto Karalisti, un rezultati par $§im tiesu iestadém nav sniegti. Visas tiesu iestadés 61
% respondentu uzskata, ka to neatkariba ir nostiprinajusies, pateicoties dalibai ES (un EEZ) vai izredzém klat par ES dalibvalsti.
Salidzinosi zemi raditaji ir Zieme)valstis, kur tiesnesi vairak neka citas tiesu sistémas nav parliecinati par ES ietekmi. Acimredzot $ajas

tiesu sistémas nav daudz ko uzlabot attieciba uz neatkaribu, tacu nozime var bat ari citiem faktoriem.
@ b

| believe that the independence of the judiciary in my country is strengthened by being part of the European Union,
the prospect of becoming part of the European Union or being part of the EEA
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attéls Eiropas Savienibas ietekme uz tiesu neatkaribu
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7. Neatkaribas aspekti: ar lietu saistits

Lielaka dala tiesnesu Eiropa nepiedzivo nepiemérotu spiedienu, lai ietekmétu vinu lEmumus tiesas procesos (19. attéls). Visas valstis 5
% tiesnesu zino par neatbilstosu spiedienu, un mazak neka 1 % norada, ka tas notiek regulari. Nenoteiktibai Seit nav nozimes (tikai 3 %
atbild, ka nav parliecinati). Procentuali 10 % un vairak ir Slovakija (16 %) un Latvija (16 %). Tas, ka uz tiesneSiem tiek izdarits neatbilstoss
spiediens, protams, nenozimé, ka vini $im spiedienam paklaujas. Kad tiesnesi izjat neatbilstosu spiedienu, visbiezak sniegtas atbildes -
visas valstis - par to, kas izdara So spiedienu, ir tiesas vadiba un puses un to advokati. Savukart Slovakija un Latvija tie ir (socialie)
plassazinas lidzekli un valdiba.

During the last three years | have been under inappropriate pressure to take a decisionin a case or part of a caseina
specific way. If you agree or strongly agree, how frequently did this occur
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B Regularly B Occasionally Veryrarely B MNotsure M Disagree

attéls Neatbilstoss spiediens uz tiesnesiem

7.1 Aréjais spiediens

Pievérsoties aréjam spiedienam, 20. attéls attiecas uz korupcijas izpausmém tiesu sistéma, koncentréjoties uz centieniem ietekmét
tiesas lietu iznakumu. Jautajums attiecas uz korupcijas izplatibu tiesu sistéma, nevis uz personigo pieredzi. Lai gan 10 % respondentu
uzskata, ka korupcija vidéji notiek visas tiesu iestadés, tikai 1 % uzskata, ka ta notiek regulari, un 4 % uzskata, ka ta notiek neregulari.
Atlikusie 5 % atbild "|oti reti". Tapat ka iepriek$éjas aptaujas, var izdalit tris valstu kategorijas: 1) tiesu sistémas, kuras gandriz visi
tiesnesi (96 % vai vairak) ir parliecinati, ka korupcija nepastav. Sis valstis ir Kipra, Danija, Somija, Trija, Trija, Niderlande, Norvégija,
Zviedrija un tris Apvienotas Karalistes tiesu iestades. (2) Tiesu sistémas, kuras neliela dala tiesnesu (5% vai mazak) uzskata, ka korupcija
notiek, un 8% - 15% nav parliecinati. Saja kategorija ietilpst Austrija, Belgija, Francija un Vacija. Un (3) tiesu sistémas, kuras lielaks
procentualais Tpatsvars uzskata, ka korupcija notiek (6 % - 36 %), un vairak neka 15 % (lidz 51 %) nav parliecinati. Fakts, ka tiesnesi nav
parliecinati par korupcijas sastopamibu, pats par sevi ir slikta zime. Pozitivi ir tas, ka, ja tiesnesi uzskata, ka korupcija notiek, vini reti
uzskata, ka ta notiek regulari. Italija ir ekstréms gadijums: 41 % uzskata, ka korupcija notiek, bet 26 % (% punkts) uzskata, ka ta notiek
|oti reti. Valstis, par kuram visvairak tiesnesu zino, ka
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korupcija notiek regulari vai reizém ir: Bosnija un Hercegovina (16%), Bulgarija (16%), Italija (15%), Horvatija (14%), Lietuva (13%) un
Slovénija (11%).

In my country | believe that during the last three years individual judges have accepted bribes (receiving money) or
have engaged in other forms of corruption (accepted non-monetary gifts or favours) as an inducement to decide
case(s) in a specific way.
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attéls Korupcija tiesu sistéma

| believe during the last three years cases have been allocated to judges other than in accordance with established

rules or procedures in order to influence the outcome of the particular case
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attéls Lietu sadale tiesnesiem
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Lietu iznakumu var ietekmét lietu sadale. Konkrétu lietu pieskirSana konkrétiem tiesneSiem, ja pieSkirSanas mehanisms pielau;j,
pieméram, tiesas vadibas diskrecionarus Iemumus, var paredzama veida noteikt So lietu iznakumu. To var izraisit aréjs spiediens, un
tas ir potencials korupcijas célonis. Jo Tpasi daudzi tiesnesi Portugalé (27 %) un Spanija (26 %) uzskata, ka tas notiek vinu tiesu sistémas,
bet Iidzigs procentualais Tpatsvars par to nav parliecinats (21. attéls). Tacu skiet, ka ST paradiba ir plasaka, jo Ungarija, Bosnija un
Hercegovina, Horvatija, Francija, Francija un Griekija procentualais Tpatsvars parsniedz 10 %.

Aréjais spiediens var izpausties ari ka prasibas par personisko atbildibu. No 22. attéla redzams, ka, lai gan prasibas nav
nenozimigas, respondentu skatjjuma tas nav liela probléma.

The last three years, my decisions or actions have been directly affected by a claim, or a threat of a claim, for personal

liabilty
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attéls Personiska atbildiba

Svarigaki aréjas ietekmes avoti uz Iemumiem ir plassazinas lidzekli un socialie mediji. Daudzi tiesnesi saskata neatbilstoSu ietekmi uz
tiesu lemumiem. Kas ir jasaprot ar nepiemérotu, aptauja ir atstats atklats. Lielakaja dala valstu plassazinas lidzek|u ietekme uz tiesnesu
[Emumiem ir liela. Ziemelvalstis (Skandinavija un Somija), Kipra, Cehijas Republika, Niderlandé, Trija un Apvienotaja Karalisté $adu
ietekmi uzskata mazak neka 10 % tiesnesu. Visaugstakais procentualais patsvars ir Slovakija (60 %), Horvatija (53 %), Portugalé (40 %),
Bulgarija (36 %), Latvija (35 %) un Lietuva (35 %). Socialo plassazinas lidzek|u ietekmi par neatbilstosu uzskata mazak respondentu, bet
joprojam 51 % Slovakija, 37 % Horvatija un 22 % Portugalé. Attiecibas ar (socialajiem) plassazinas lidzekliem sikak aplikotas turpmak.
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| believe that in my country decisions or actions of individual judges have, during the last three years, been
inappropriately influenced by the actual, or anticipated, actions of the media (i.e. press, television or radio)
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attéls Plassazinas lidzek|u ietekme uz tiesas lémumiem

| believe that in my country decisions or actions of individual judges have, during the last three years, been
inappropriately influenced by actual, or anticipated, social media postings (for example, Facebook, Twitter or Linkedin)

100%
S0%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%

(,6 o &

& ¢
o

¢ @ L o S @ e Lo e @ &
i IS é‘& F S LI F L LR \,@* & & o
o" \1} \Q: o -h? @ & @ 6<° & QQ’ B & & e d‘ ~!5 &
o @g,% s (-"\Qg? e é‘ BN TS .}6‘ d‘ &° S o\@ &
< & W T
Ié‘b ¢ & ®
2 ¥

B Agree - Strongly agree B Notsure M Disagree - Strongly disagree

atteéls Socialo plassazinas lidzek|u ietekme uz tiesas lémumiem

29



7.2 |ekséjais spiediens

Pieversoties iek$&jam spiedienam, 25. attéla paradits spiediens, ko tiesnesi izjat, lemjot lietas, disciplinarprocesa (draudu) dél.

lielakaja dala tiesu iestazu dazi respondenti So spiedienu izjuta personigi. Spiediens Tpasi bieZi ir sastopams Latvija (17 %) un
Slovakija (15 %), bet devinas valstis $adu pieredzi izjat vairak neka 5 % respondentu.

During the last three years | have been affected by a threat of, or actual, disciplinary or other action because of how |
decided a case
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attéls Disciplinarlietas

leprieks tika apspriests neatbilstoss spiediens uz tiesnesiem no vairakiem avotiem, tostarp no tiesu vadibas. 26., 27. un 28. attéla ir
diferencéta tiesu vadibas ietekme, atseviski aplikojot vienmér neatbilstoSu ietekmi uz tiesas IEmumu saturu, neatbilstosu ietekmi uz
[emumu savlaicigumu un neatbilstosu ietekmi, lai sasniegtu razosanas mérkus. letekme uz [émumu saturu ir reta. Tikai Bosnija un
Hercegovina, Latvija un Melnkalné vairak neka 5 % respondentu faktiski zino, ka $ads spiediens ir izdarits uz viniem personigi. Attieciba
uz savlaicigumu daudz biezak tiek izdarits spiediens, kas tiek uzskatits par neatbilstoSu. Divpadsmit tiesu iestadés to tiesnesu ipatsvars,
kuri izjat neatbilstou spiedienu, ir krietni virs 10 %. Sis tiesu iestades ir dazadas. Pieméram, gan Portugalé, gan lgaunija par $adu
spiedienu zino 15 % respondentu. Spiediens, ko respondenti uzskata par neatbilstosu, ir vél lielaks attieciba uz razoSanas mérkiem.
Visas tiesu iestadés Sadu spiedienu izjat vismaz 5 % respondentu, bet 15 tiesu iestadés - vairak neka 15 %. Visaugstakais procentualais
Tpatsvars ir Francija (34 %) un Spanija (35 %), bet viszemakais Bulgarija (6 %), Danija (6 %), Irija (5 %), Niderlandé (7 %) un Norvégija (8
%). Vidéjais raditajs visas tiesu iestadés svarstas no 3 % attieciba uz tiesas vadibas neatbilstosu ietekmi uz IeEmumiem lidz 10 % attieciba

uz savlaicigumu un 16 % attieciba uz razosanas mérkiem.

M Not sure

M Disagree - Strongly disagree
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During the last three years the management of my court has exerted pressure on me to decide individual casesin a
particular way
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26. attéls Neatbilstoss tiesas vadibas spiediens: lemumu saturs

During the last three years the management of my court has exerted inappropriate pressure on me
to decide individual cases within a particular time
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attéls Neatbilstoss tiesas vadibas spiediens: savlaicigums

31



During the last three years the management of my court has exerted inappropriate pressure on me to reach production
targets (number of adjudicated cases)
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attéls Neatbilstoss tiesas vadibas spiediens: izpildes mérki

letekme, kas tiek uzskatita par neatbilstosu, var bat ari pasu tiesnesu vidl. Apsekojuma tas ir ietverts jautajuma par tiesnesu izstradato
pamatnostadnu ietekmi. Janem véra, ka $adas vadlinijas neietver pienakumu ievérot precedentu. Pamatnostadnes, kas veicina
(procesualo) tiesibu vienotu interpretaciju, var bit pretruna atsevisku tiesnesu profesionalajam viedoklim, bet vini tomér var justies
spiesti tas ievérot. No neatkaribas viedok]a tas nav vélams. No 29. attéla redzams, ka 31 spriedze faktiski ir plasi izplatita Centraleiropa,
bet t3 pastav ari, pieméram, Anglija un Velsa un Italija. Skiet, ka lielakaja dala citu tiesu iestazu pastav lielaka vienpratiba attieciba uz
pamatnostadném.

During the lastthree years | have had to take decisions in accordance with guidelines developed by judges of my rank
contrary to my professional opinion
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attéls Pamatnostadnu ietekme uz neatkaribu
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7.3 lek3éjais un aré&jais spiediens uz nolemumu pienemsanu

30. attéla apvienots ieksgjais un ar&jais spiediens. Neatbilstoss spiediens, lai sasniegtu razosanas mérkus, tiek
izmantots ka raditajs iek$€jam spiedienam, bet neatbilstosa plassazinas lidzek|u ietekme - aréjam spiedienam. skiet, ka
tiesu sistéma, kas ir neaizsargata pret aréjo spiedienu, parasti ir arT iek3&ji neaizsargata. Un otradi - zemu aréjo
spiedienu pavada zems iekséjais spiediens. Korelacija ir salidzinosi augsta (0,65).
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No inappropriate pressureto reach production targets

puses) pret aréjas ietekmes neesamibu uz lietu izskatiSanu (nav neatbilstosas plassazinas
lidzekju ietekmes).
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8. Neatkaribas aspekti: tiesnesu iecel3ana un paaugstinadana amata

Cilvékresursu [emumi par tiesnesiem ir viena no galvenajam neatkaribas jomam, un bieZi vien ir viens no galvenajiem Tieslietu padomes
uzdevumiem. Apsekojuma ir noskirta pirma iecelSana pirmas un otras instances tiesas, iecelS8ana Augstakaja tiesa / Kasacijas tiesa un
paaugstinasana amata citos amatos pirmas un otras instances tiesas, jo iecelSanas procediras parasti ir |oti atskirigas. Rezultati paraditi
31.,32. un 33. attéla. attéls attiecas uz pirmo iecelSanu tiesnesu amata, un taja aplikots jautajums par to, vai iecelSana ir balstita tikai
uz spéjam un pieredzi. Tikai dazas tiesu sistémas vairak neka 90 % respondentu uzskata, ka tas ta ir (Danija, Niderlandé un Ziemelirija),
un tikai dazi respondenti nav parliecinati. Citas tiesu sistémas Sada parlieciba nepastav, un Bosnija un Hercegovina ta uzskata ne vairak
ka 35 %, Horvatija - 39 %, Ungarija - 42 % un Bulgarija - 32 %, turklat daudzi respondenti nav parliecinati.

Attieciba uz iecelSanu amata Augstakaja tiesa/ Kasacijas tiesa daudzas tiesu sistémas procentualie raditaji ir sliktaki. Spanija 65 % un
Ungarija 52 % respondentu pauz viedokli, ka iecelSana amata nav balstita tikai uz sp&jam un pieredzi, bet, pieméram, ari Vacija (34 %),
Italija (36 %) un Portugalé (38 %) procentualais raditajs ir augsts.

Ar1 tiesnesu paaugstinasana amata pirmas instances un apelacijas tiesas sanem vairak negativu atbilZzu neka pirmas iecelS8anas amata
(33. attels). Tikai Danija $aja jautajuma guvusi |oti pozitivu vértéjumu, tai seko Ziemelirija un Niderlande. Rezultati liecina, ka
paaugstinasanu amata ir grati organizét ta, lai ta batu balstita tikai uz sp&jam un pieredzi un lai tiesnesi to faktiski atzitu par tadu.
leprieks$éjo aptauju komentaros ir noradits, ka negativos viedok|us par paaugstinaSanu amata var dominét vai pastiprinat tiesnesi, kuri
nav izvéléti paaugstinasanai amata. Lai gan neapmierinatai atbildei var blt nozime, ta, visticamak, ir batiska jo Tpasi gadijumos, kad
proceddiras netiek uzskatitas par parredzamam un objektivam, un tadéjadi ta nemazina atbilzu nozimigumu.

lecelSana amata un paaugstinasana amata joprojam ir galvenie jautajumi, kas jarisina gandriz visas tiesu sistémas.
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| believe judges in my country have entered the judiciary on first appointment other than solely on the basis of ability

and experience during the last three years
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attéls Tiesnesu pirmd iecelSana amata

| believe judges in my country have been appointed to the Supreme Court/ Court of Cassation other than solely on the
basis of ability and experience during the last three years
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| believe judges in my country have been promoted or appointed other than on the basis of ability and experience
during the last three years
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9. Neatkaribas aspekti: darba apstakli

Tas, ka tiesnesi spéj izskatit lietas, var bt atkarigs ar no vinu darba apstakliem. Tiesnesi var bat pilnigi neatkarigi ieprieks aprakstitajos
aspektos, bet, ja viniem, pieméram, trikst resursu, lai veiktu proceduras ta, ka vini uzskata par nepiecieSamu taisnigai tiesvedibai,
neatkariba ir veltiga. Tapéc aptauja respondentiem tika lGgts izteikt savu viedokli par vairakiem aspektiem, kas saistiti ar iespéjamam
izmainam vinu darba apstak|os. Turpmakajos skait]os aplikoti sesi aspekti: (1) atalgojums, pensijas un pensionésanas vecums, (2) darba
laiks, (3) lietu slodze, (4) tiesu resursi, (5) digitalizacija un (6) uzvediba darb3, tostarp seksuala uzmaksanas un diskriminacija.

Atalgojums, pensijas un pensionésanas vecums atskiras péc nozimiguma, sakot no jautdjuma, kas vispar nav aktuals (Danija,
Niderlande), lidz svarigam jautajumam. Lietuva ir ekstréems gadijums, kur 61 % respondentu to uzskata par faktoru, kas ietekmé vinu
neatkaribu. Darba laiks ir mazak svarigs jautajums, bet |oti svarigs Spanija (47 %), Francija (37 %) un Lietuva (33 %).

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

| believe that changes which occured in my working conditions in relation to the following domain negatively

influenced my independence: pay, pensions and retirement age
& @

@ @ @ F S g& & © @

B2 0 € 0 0 S & 'a° o~ g Q:‘ \)-Q? 3 & &
N3 g & o & & @ @? & _.\& & \ o'a & & & q\ e}
Vet o C C ‘{B’Q R & T \?&“ & <& o c}§ f-i‘ 5

N & SO ob 6\,&

s ¢ &
& <

M Agree - Strongly agree ® Notsure M Disagree - Strongly disagree
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| believe that changes which occured in my working conditions in relation to the following domain negatively
influenced my independence: working hours
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attéls Darba apstakju izmainu ietekme: darba laiks

Slodze ir saistita ar darba laiku, un Spanija (54 %), Francija (46 %) un Lietuva (47 %) rezultati atkal ir Joti augsti. Slodze ir probléma visas
valstTs, iznemot Cehiju (3 %), Daniju (5 %), Niderlandi (6 %) un Norvégiju (7 %). Tiesu resursi atkal ir saistTts jautdjums. Septinpadsmit
tiesu sistéemas vairak neka 20 % respondentu uzskata, ka tiesu neatkaribu negativi ietekmé tiesas resursu trikums. Vismazak
ietekmétas ir Cehijas, Danijas, Niderlandes un Ziemelirijas tiesu sistémas.

| believe that changes which occured in my working conditions in relation to the following domain negatively

influenced my independence: caseload
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attéls Darba apstakju izmainu ietekme: lietu skaits
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| believe that changes which occured in my working conditions in relation to the following domain negatively
influenced my independence: court resources
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attéls Darba apstakju izmainu ietekme: tiesas resursi

Digitalizacija, kas tika pievienota, reagéjot uz Kovid 19 pandémiju, ir mazak aktuala, bet joprojam svariga probléma. Vienpadsmit tiesu
iestadés vairak neka 15 % respondentu uzskata, ka dat digitalizacija ietekmé vinu neatkaribu.

Visbeidzot, daudzi tiesnesi neatzist uzvedibu darba (tostarp seksuadlu uzmaksanos un diskriminaciju) par neatkaribu ietekméjosu
faktoru. Tomér tas tiek pieminéts, un dazas tiesu iestadés tas ir svarigs jautajums. Horvatija izcelas ar 30 % aptaujato, bet vairak neka
10 % aptaujato ir Ungarija (11 %), Francija (12 %), Latvija (13 %) un Slovénija (13 %).

To sesu faktoru relativo nozimigumu, kas veido izmainas darba apstaklos, var apkopot, nemot véra vidéjo raditaju attieciba uz visiem
juidiciatiem. Tas Jauj izveidot $adu secinajumu: 22 % respondentu uzskata, ka lietu slodze un tiesu resursi ietekmé vinu neatkaribu, 17
% - atalgojumu, pensijas un pensionésanas vecumu, 15 % - digitalizaciju, 13 % - darba laiku un 7 % - uzvedibu darba. No aptaujas nav
skaidrs, vai un ka Sie aspekti var akumuléties.
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| believe that changes which occured in my working conditions in relation to the following domain negatively
influenced my independence: digitalization
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attéls Darba apstakju izmainu ietekme: digitalizacija

| believe that changes which occured in my working conditions in relation to the following domain negatively influeced
my independence: conduct at work, including sexual harassment and discrimination
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attéls Darba apstaklu izmainu ietekme: uzvediba darba, tostarp seksuala uzmaksands un diskriminacija
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10. Atbildiba

40., 41. un 42. attéla aplikoti dazi svarigi tiesu iestazu atbildibas aspekti. Apsekojuma iek|autie jautajumi ir tiesnesu étikas standartu

ievéro3ana un tas, cik liela méra tiesu iestades risina tiesneSu amatparkapumu un tiesnesu korupcijas problémas.

Attieciba uz tiesnesu uzvedibu atskiribas starp tiesu iestadém ir salidzinosi nelielas. Vid&ji visas valstis kopa tikai 5 % respondentu
nepiekrit apgalvojumam, ka tiesnesi ievéro augstus étikas standartus, bet Italija (15 %) un Griekija (14 %) Sis raditajs ir augsts. Salidzinosi

maz respondentu (13 %) par to nav parliecinati.

Attieciba uz tiesu iestazu darbibu rezultati ir negativaki, un tie ir daudz atskirigaki tiesu iestazu vida. Attieciba uz tiesu iestazu
parkapumiem vidgji visas tiesu iestadés 11 % respondentu uzskata, ka tiesu iestades nav efektivas 3T jautajuma risinasana, bet daudz

vairak respondentu nav parliecinati (24 %). Attieciba uz korupciju vidéjie raditaji ir 7 % un 25 %.

Slovakija (30 %), Spanija (29 %), Francija (29 %), Slovénija (20 %) un Bosnija un Hercegovina (20 %) 20 % vai vairak respondentu uzskata,
ka tiesu iestades nerikojas efektivi, lai risinatu tiesu iestazu parkapumus. Attieciba uz korupcijas apkarosanas politikas efektivitati

vissliktakie rezultati ir Bosnija un Hercegovina (30 %), Horvatija (22 %), Bulgarija (21 %) un Slovakija (21 %).

In my country, | believe judges adhere to high ethical standards
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In my country, | believe judicial misconduct is effectively adressed by the judicial authorities
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attéls Tiesu iestazu riciba saistiba ar tiesnesu parkapumiem

In my country judicial corruption is effectively adressed by the judicial authorities
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42. attéls Tiesu iestazu riciba saistiba ar korupciju tieslietu joma
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11. Uzskatama ciena pret tiesu neatkaribu

Tiesne$u neatkariba ir svarigs priek$noteikums demokratijai, kuras pamata ir tiesiskums. Sadas sistémas darbiba ir |oti atkariga no
efektivas visu tris valsts varu mijiedarbibas un jo Tpasi no to savstarpéjas cienas. Attieciba uz tiesu varu ta pirmam kartam ir tiesu varas
neatkaribas ievérosana. Valsts varu mijiedarbibu nevar noskirt no pilsonu viedokla, jo vini ir ne tikai vélétaji, bet ari tiesas procesa
dalibnieki. Ja pilsoni augstu vérté tiesas, parlamenta un valdibas interesés ir attiecigi rikoties un, pieméram, Tstenot tiesas Iemumus,
kas ir pretruna ar valdibas interesém-3Nevar atstat novarta ari plassazinas lidzek|u un aizvien vairak ari socialo mediju lomu ka tiesu
un pilsonu starpnieku. Saja sadala ir sniegti rezultati, kas iegiti, atbildot uz jautajumiem par tiesnesu uztveri par tiesu neatkaribas
jevérosanu no dazadu ieintereséto personu puses. Sie prieksstati ir balstiti uz tiesne$u tiedu pieredzi tiesas vai, ja tie$a pieredze ir giita,
uz ieintereséto personu uzvedibas novéro$anu arpus tiesas. Seit tiek izdalitas $3das ieinteresétas personas: tiesu iestades, procesa
puses un to juridiskie parstaviji, ka ari citas valsts varas iestades un (socialie) plassazinas lidzekli. Skaitli liecina, ka tiesnesi jatas visvairak
cieniti no tiesu iestazu puses un péc tam no tiesu lietotaju puses. Vismazak pozitivi tiesnesi vérté citas valsts varas iestades un (socialos)
plassazinas lidzek|us. Sis iedalljums kategorijas sikak aplkots 1. izcéluma.

11.1 Tiesu iestades

Tiesu iestades Seit ir definétas ka tiesu parvaldes iestades, pieméram, tiesu vadiba, tostarp tiesu priekSsédétaji, Tieslietu padomes un
augstakas tiesas, ko veido Augstaka tiesa un konstitucionalas tiesas. Ir iekJautas ari tiesnesu apvienibas. -47. attéla sniegti rezultati.
Tiesnesu pieredze attieciba uz neatkaribu kopuma ir augsta. Tas jo 1pasi attiecas uz augstakajam tiesam un mazaka meéra uz parvaldes
iestadém. Tieslietu padomes tiek uzskatitas par mazak atbalstoS$am neka paréjas struktiras, tacu starp tiesu iestadém ir lielas
atskiribas, kas norada uz to, ka padomes darbojas atskirigos veidos. Lai gan vairakas tiesu iestadés aptuveni 20 % respondentu uzskata,
ka padomes neievéro neatkaribu, citas tiesu iestadés tas nav tik aktuals jautajums. Vidéji tiesnesu pieredze ar tiesu vadibu ir vienada,
bet tiesu iestazu vidd ta ir mazaka neka padomiju vidd. Zimigi, ka visas iestadés Ungarija izcelas ka neatkaribu mazak respektéjosa
valsts.

8SkatTt, pieméram, J. N. Krehbiel (2021), Public awareness and the behavior of unpopular courts. British Journal of Political Science 51, 1601-1619.
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During the last three years | believe that my independence as a judge has been respected by the Council for the

Judiciary
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43. attéls Tiesu neatkaribas ievérosSana tiesu iestaZzu padomés

During the last three years | believe that my independence as a judge has been respected by Court Management
(including court president)
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44. attéls Tiesu neatkaribas ievérosana tiesu vadiba
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During the last three years | believe that my independence as a judge has been respected by the Association of Judges
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45. attéls Tiesnesu neatkaribas ievérosana tiesnesu asocidcijas

During the last three years | believe that my independence as a judge has been respected by the Surpreme Court/
Court of Cassation
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attéls Tiesu neatkaribas ievérosana augstakaja tiesa/kasdcijas tiesa
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During the last three years | believe that my independence as a judge has been respected by the Constitutional Court
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attéls Tiesu neatkaribas ievérosana konstitucionalaja tiesa

11.2 Procediiru puses

Saja kategorija ir ieklautas tiesvedibas puses, vinu advokati un kriminalprocesa gadijuma - prokurori (48., 49. un 50. attéls). Vid&jais
raditajs visas tiesu iestadés ir augstaks pusém neka advokatiem un prokuroriem. Attieciba uz pédéjiem rezultati ir |oti ITdzigi tiesu
iestazu rezultatiem. Attieciba uz pusu neatkaribas ievérosanu vairakas tiesu iestades uzrada nelabvéligus rezultatus: Latvija 30 % un
Slovénija 26 % tiesnesu uzskata, ka vinu neatkariba netiek ievérota, savukart Horvatija (18 %), Italija (17 %), Lietuva (17 %), Lietuva (17
%) un Ziemelirija (15 %) Sie raditaji ir 15 % un vairak. Apvienojuma ar augstiem nedrosu atbilZzu procentiem tas nozimé, ka Latvija tikai
25% un Lietuva 46% tiesnesu jatas ievéroti, salidzinot ar vidéji 72%. Juristi un, ka jau minéts, prokurori tiek uzskatiti par cienosakiem
attieciba uz neatkaribu neka puses.
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During the last three years | believe that my independence as a judge has been respected by parties
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attéls TiesnesSu neatkaribas ievérosana no pusu puses procediras

During the last three years | believe that my independence as a judge has been respected by lawyers
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attéls Advokatu ciena pret tiesu neatkaribu
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During the last three years | believe that my independence as a judge has been respected by prosecutors

100%
90%
80%
70%
60
50%
40%
30
20%
10%

0%
(‘

2 w2 ol 2
R O

ES

ES

]

P S O IS
‘7\1}6‘%09 @?’ @ ‘0’5\&'@&6‘0@?02@?’ F &
Wt o o Tl e o & ST F e T T
R & 2 D

& d NS

@ ¥
&
<

M Disagree - Strongly disagree M Not sure B Agree - Strongly agree

atteéls Prokuroru ciena pret tiesu neatkaribu

11.3 citas valsts varas iestades un (sociilie) plasazinas lidzek|i

Nakamie Cetri skaitli (51.-54. attéls) sniedz rezultatus par valdibu, parlamentu, plassazinas lidzekliem un socialajiem plassazinas
lidzekliem. Tiesnesi ir daudz mazak pozitivi noskanoti attieciba uz 3o dalibnieku neatkaribas ievérosanu. Vidéji visas valstis 56 %
respondentu atbild, ka valdiba respekté vinu neatkaribu, un 25 % - ka ne. Sie rezultati slépj |oti lielu dazadibu starp tiesu iestadém.
Skaitli runa pasi par sevi. Zemais neatkaribas respektésanas limenis nav raksturigs tikai kadam konkrétam regionam. Pieméram,
Francija tikai 29 % un Lietuva tikai 26 % respondentu uzskata, ka valdiba respekté vinu neatkaribu. Austrija ta uzskata 39 %, bet Anglija
un Velsa - 40 % iedzivotaju. Rezultati attieciba uz Parlamentu ir Joti lidzigi, savukart attieciba uz plassazinas lidzekliem tie ir negativaki
gan vidgji visas valstis, gan konkrétas valstis. Lietuva 10 % tiesneSu un Slovakija 18 % tiesnesu, minot visneatbilstosakos rezultatus,
uzskata, ka plassazinas lidzekli respekté vinu neatkaribu. Cita spektra gala ir Norvégija un Danija.

Attieciba uz socialajiem plassazinas lidzekliem daudz vairak respondentu nav parliecinati par to ietekmi uz neatkaribu. Procentualais
Tpatsvars, kas uzskata, ka socialie plassazinas lidzek|i neievéro vinu neatkaribu (27 %), ir gandriz tads pats ka vidgji visas valstis attieciba
uz plassazinas idzekliem (28 %). Rezultata vél mazak respondentu izjat atbalstu no socialajiem plassazinas lidzekliem (36 %) neka no
plassazinas lidzekliem (49 %).

11.4 Atskiribas starp kategorijam

Respondentu skatijuma visaugstaka neatkaribas ievérosana ir tiesu iestazu vida, tam seko puses un to parstavji un ar lielu atstatumu -
citas valsts varas iestades un (socialie) plassazinas lidzekli. Pienemot, ka minéts ieprieks, ka demokratiska valsti parlamenta un valdibas
attieksmi nosaka vai vismaz ietekmé tautas griba, teorétiski varétu sagaidit, ka partiju ciena pret neatkaribu procediras daudz
neatskirsies no parlamenta un valdibas cienas. Tomér bieZi vien starp tam ir |oti liela atskiriba, vismaz tiesneSu uztveré. Piemérs tiesu
sistémai, kura atskiribas ir nelielas, ir Norvégija.
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(93 % aptaujato uzskata, ka puses respekté procesualas puses, un 90 % - valdiba), un paréjas Ziemelvalstis ir lidziga situacija. Pretéja
kontinuitates gala Latvija ir lidzigi rezultati abas kategorijas (34 %, 26 %). Lidzigi rezultati ir arT vairakas citas valstis, pieméram, Vacija
(83 %, 79 %) un Bosnija un Hercegovina (64 %, 69 %).

Citas tiesu sistemas vérojamas lielas atskiribas. Pieméram, Francija (72%, 29%) un Ungarija (77%, 46%), Slovakija (60%, 26%) un Anglija
un Velsa (75%, 40%). Seit nav vietas, lai pétitu $o at8kiribu célonus, tacu $kiet drosi secinat, ka tiesu un politiskas "arénas" ir diezgan
atskirigas un ka tas ir jasaskano. Ja pilsoni ka procesu dalibnieki ievéro tiesu varas neatkaribu, tad atsaucigai valdibai bitu jadara tas
pats.

During the last three years | believe that my independence as a judge has been respected by the Government
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attéls Tiesu neatkaribas ievérosana no valdibas puses
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During the last three years | believe that my independence as a judge has been respected by Parliament
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attéls Parlamenta ciena pret tiesu neatkaribu

During the last three years | believe that my independence as a judge has been respected by the media
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attéls Tiesu neatkaribas ievérosana plassazinas lidzekjos
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During the last three years | believe that my independence as a judge has been respected by social media
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attéls Tiesu neatkaribas ievérosana socidlajos plassazinas lidzeklos
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IELIKT GROZA: Tiesu iestazu neatkaribas "cienas" kartésana

Apsekojums sniedz bagatigus datus par to, ka tiesnesi uztver to, ka dazadas ieinteresétas personas (grupas un iestades) valstis, kuras
tika veikts pétijums, "respekté" vinu neatkaribu-°Var izmantot datu dimensiju samazinasanas metodi, ko sauc par galveno komponentu
analizi (PCA), lai izveidotu "kartes", kuras ieinteresétas personas sagrupétas atbilstosi atbildéjuso tiesnesu uztverei.

Ta ka PCA ir tikai metode, kuras mérkis ir atklat datu modejus, iegltie rezultati ir jainterpreté, kas varétu bat vairak maksla neka
zinatne. Tomeér ta sniedz svarigas un ieprieks neizpétitas zinasanas par tiesu neatkaribas respektésanas un izaicinajumu avotiem.

Saja ielikuma ir sniegts ieskats $aja analizé, izmantojot se$u valstu pieméru. Sis valstis ir izvél&tas, nemot véra i) ievérojamu atbilzu
skaitu, ko var iekJaut PSN, ii) dazadu institucionalo struktdiru aptvérumu un iii) iespéjamos draudus tiesu neatkaribai.

Rezultati ir apkopoti ka "kartes", kuras attélotas dazadas aptauja iek|autas ieinteresétas personas. Katras ieinteresétas personas
atrasanas vieta tika noteikta, veicot PCA analizi (stkaku informaciju skatit 2. pielikuma).

leinteresétas puses, kuras lielaka dala tiesnesu uzskata par tadam, kas "respekté" tiesnesu neatkaribu, ir attélotas ar zaliem burbuliem
(burbula lielums apzimé to tiesnesu Tpatsvaru, kuri uzskata, ka attieciga iestade "respekté" vinu neatkaribu). leinteresétas puses, kuras
lielaka daja tiesnesu uzskata par tadam, kas "neievéro" tiesnesu neatkaribu, ir attélotas ar sarkaniem burbuliem (burbula lielums
apzimé to tiesnesu dalu, kuri uzskata, ka iestade "neievéro" neatkaribu).

9Konkréti, attiecigais apgalvojums ir formuléts $adi: "Pédeéjo tris gadu laika es uzskatu, ka manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir respektéjusas", ar 12
ieintereséto personu bazes sarakstu: Tiesnesu asocidcija; Konstitucionala tiesa; Tieslietu padome; Tiesu vadiba, tostarp tiesas priekSsédétajs; valdiba;
juristi; plassazinas lidzekli (t.i., prese, televizija vai radio); parlaments; partijas; prokuratdra; socialie mediji (pieméram, Facebook, Twitter vai LinkedIn);
Augstaka tiesa.
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Tiesnesu
asociacija

Puses N
Advokati Augstaka tiesa
Konstitucionala
Socialie tiesa
lassazinas
Edzsekji ’ Prokuratira
Plassazinas
Tiesu vadiba
lidzekli
Parlaments
NCJ
Valdiba
Valdiba
Parlaments

Plassazinas
lidzekli
Konstitucionala Socialie
tiesa plassazinas
NKI [idzekli
Augstaka tiesa
Tiesnesu
asociacija
Tiesu vadiba
Prokuratira
Advokati
Puses
Augstaka
Puses Prokuratara tiesa
juristi
Tiesnesu
asociacija
Plassazina
s lidzekli
Socialie Konstitucionala tiesa
plassazi
nas ) Parlaments Tiesu vadiba
lidzekli
Valdiba
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Bulgarija:

"Karté" ir iezimétas atseviskas ieintereséto personu grupas.
Pirmkart, privatpersonas, kas piedalas tiesas zalé (puses un
advokati, bet ne apstdziba), un lielaka dala tiesnesu uzskata, ka
tas ievéro savu neatkaribu. Otrkart, politiskas un plassazinas
lidzek|u iestades (plassazinas lidzekli, parlaments un valdiba), un
lielaka dala tiesnesu uzskata, ka tas neievéro to neatkaribu.
Treskart, ar tiesu varu saistitie institucionalie dalibnieki
(Augstaka un Konstitucionala tiesa, prokuratira, tiesu vadiba un
Tieslietu padome). Tiesnesu asociacija atrodas zinama attaluma.
Raksturigi, ka lielaka dala tiesnesu uzskata, ka $is iestades ievéro
vinu neatkaribu, bet viedok|i par Bulgarijas NTP atskiras.

Francija:

Arl Francijas gadijuma "karte" atklaj skaidrus grupé&jumus.
Tomér grupéSana nedaudz atSkiras. Pirmkart, privatas
ieinteresétas personas, kas atrodas tiesas zalé (puses un
advokati), ir tuvak prokuratrai, kas atrodas pa vidu starp tam
un tiesu iestadém (Konstitucionala tiesa, Augstaka tiesa, Ntiesa,
Tiesnesu asociacija). Lielaka dala tiesnesu uzskata, ka tas ievéro
savu neatkaribu, un visvairak skeptiski izturas pret
privatpersonam. Tresa grupa, kuru lielaka dala tiesnesu uzskata
par tadu, kas neievéro to neatkaribu, ir politiskas un plassazinas
lidzek|u iestades.

Vacija:

Karte" attélo atskirigu ieintereséto personu grupu konstelaciju.
Lidzigi ka Francija, tiesas zalé uzstajas personas var klasificét ka
grupu, kura prokurattra atrodas starp pusém un advokatiem un
tiesu iestadem. Svarigi ir tas, ka lielaka daa tiesnesu visas tas
verté ka respektéjosas savu neatkaribu. Politiskie dalibnieki
(parlaments un valdiba) ir diezgan attalinati no plassazinas
lidzekliem. Jaatzimé, ka lielaka dala tiesnesu ari So iestazu grupu
verté ka tadu, kas ievéro savu neatkaribu (ar lielako Tpatsvaru
no visiem tiesnesiem).

pesimistiski noskanoti socialie plassazinas lidzek]i).



Tiesnesu
Tiesu vadiba asociacija
Augstaka tiesa NCJ
Konstitucionala tiesa
Prokurattra
Puses Juristi
Sociala vietne
Parlaments Pladsazi
Valdiba nas
[idzekli
Plassazi
nas
lidzek|i
Juristi Apsudzibas Augstaka
puses tiesa
Tiesnesu
asociacija
Plassazin Tiesu vadiba
as
[idzekli
Socialie NCJ
plassazi
nas
lidzek| Valdiba
Parlaments
Puses
Advokati
Prokuratdra
Socilie Augstak
plassazinas tiesa
lidzek|i
- Tiesnesu
Plassazinas asociacia
fidzeklu Tiesu vadiba
parlaments
Valdiba Konstitucionala tiesa

NCJ
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Ungarija:

Ungarijas tiesnesu atbildés izveidota "karte" atskiras no citam
"kartém", jo ar tiesu varu saistitie dalibnieki ir sadaliti. No vienas
puses, tiesu vadiba, Augstaka tiesa, Konstitucionala tiesa un
prokuratdra atrodas politisko iestazu (parlamenta un valdibas)
tuvuma. TiesneSu asociacija un Nacionala tiesneSu padome
atrodas atseviski. So modeli var izskaidrot ar sadursmi starp
"neliberalismu" un iepriek$gjo, liberalo konstitucionalo
identitati. Juristi un partijas nonaca lidzas plassazinas lidzekliem,
kas paradijas neparasta attaluma no politiskajam instittcijam.
Tiesnesu viedok|i par cienu no politiskajam institdcijam (nedaudz
dominéja optimisti) un plassazinas lidzekliem (nedaudz domingja
pesimisti) dalijas.

Niderlande:

"Karte" vispirms tika sagrupéti dalibnieki, kas paradas tiesas
zalé (partijas, advokati un prokurattra), otrkart, Augstaka tiesa
un TiesneSu asociacija, treskart, Tiesu vadiba un Tieslietu
padome (to var izskaidrot ar Tieslietu padomes centralo lomu
Niderlandes tiesu sistémas parvaldiba) un, ceturtkart,
plassazinas lidzek|i un politiskas iestades. Tapat ka Vacijas
gadijuma, lielaka dala tiesneSu visas ieinteresétas personas
vérté ka respektéjosas attieciba uz vinu neatkaribu, bet
vislielako skepsi izrada pret socialajiem plassazinas lidzekliem.
Valdiba no parlamenta atrodas ievérojama attaluma. Turklat tas
ciena pret tiesnesu neatkaribu tika vértéta ka lielaka neka
attieciba uz valdibu.

Parlaments.

Spanija:

"Karte" iezimétas tris atskirigas ieintereséto personu grupas:
tiesas zalé klatesosie (puses, advokati, prokuratdra),

institucionalie dalibnieki, kas saistiti ar tiesu varu, ka ieprieks, ka
ari publiskas sféras iestades (parlaments, valdiba un plassazinas
lidzekli). Attieciba uz pédéjo grupu tiesnesi dalijas vértéjumos
par to, vai vini ievéro vai neievéro savu neatkaribu (tikai
attieciba uz plassazinas lidzekliem pesimistu bija vairak neka
optimistu). Lai gan lielaka dala tiesneSu uzskata, ka tiesas zalé
klatesosas ieinteresétas personas un lielaka dala tiesu iestazu
respekté vinu neatkaribu, vairak skepticisma ir attieciba uz NKI.



12. Secinajumi un Diskusija

Aptauja tika veikta veiksmigi: taja piedalijas daudzi tiesnesi un Joti daudzi tiesnesi. Nemot véra tiesu sistémas decentralizéto raksturu,
ir japieliek pdles, lai aptauja nonaktu visu tiesnesu uzmanibas loka. Tas, cik veiksmigi tas izdodas, liela méra ietekmé atbilzu skaitu.
Lielaka dala tiesu iestazu bija gatavas piedaltties, un tam Joti veiksmigi izdevas sasniegt tiesnesus. Rezultata gandriz visas tiesu iestadés
atbilzu skaits palielingjas. Z&l, ka $oreiz aptauja nepiedalijas Rumanija un ka Itdlija un Slovakija atpaliek no centieniem popularizét
aptauju. Ta rezultata Sajas tiesu iestadés ievérojami samazinajas atbilZu skaits. Neatkarigi no ta aptauja sniedz padzilinatu ieskatu par
to, ka visu iesaistito tiesu iestazu tiesnesi uztver savu neatkaribu, pamatojoties uz bieZi vien ilgstosu pieredzi. Jaatzimé, ka katra tiesu
iestadé respondentu viedokli ir lidzigi neatkarigi no vinu personiskajam un profesionalajam ipasibam.

Zinojuma ir sniegti aptaujas rezultati bez turpmakas kvantitativas analizes. Iznémums ir tiesneSu uzskati par to, ka dazadas iestades
ievéro neatkaribu. | ielikuma sniegta So iestazu "attaluma" analize.

Galvenie secinajumi ir sadi:

1. Tiesnesi kopuma pozitivi vérté savu neatkaribu. Desmit ballu skala tiesnesi savas valsts tiesne$u neatkaribu vérté vidéji no
7,0 Iidz 9,8 ballem. Savu personigo neatkaribu vini vérté vél augstak - no 7,5 lidz 9,9. JaatzZimé, ka aptauja nepiedalijas Polija
un Rumanija. Atbilstosi pozitivajam neatkaribas novértéjumam tikai nedaudzi tiesnesi zino par neatbilstosu spiedienu, lai
ietekmétu tiesas [Emumus.

2. Kops 2015. gada, kad tika veikts pirmais apsekojums, neatkariba pakapeniski uzlabojas vid&ji visas tiesu iestadés kopa.
Pamatojoties uz to tiesnesu pieredzi, kuri strada jau daudzus gadus, ari ilgaka laika posma neatkariba ir uzlabojusies.

3. Tas nenozimé, ka visas tiesu iestadés neatkariba ir uzlabojusies. Jo Tpasi Centraleiropa ir vérojamas lielas svarstibas. Nesen
neatkariba pasliktinajas Slovakija un Melnkalné, bet ilgaka laika posma - Ungarija, Lietuva un Slovakija. Ta ka Slovakija atbilzu
skaits bija zems, rezultati par So valsti jaizmanto piesardzigi.

4. Tiesnesi vidaji katra valsti novérté padomju neatkaribu ar 2,7 Iidz 9,6 ballém. Spanijas, Bulgarijas un Slovakijas padomes
sanem Joti zemus vértéjumus. Ar padomes pastavésanu nepietiek, lai garantétu tiesu sistémas neatkaribu kopuma. Tas liela
meéra ir atkarigs no kartibas, pieméram, attieciba uz padomes loceklu iecelSanu.

5. Korupcija ir probléma vairakas tiesu iestadés. Pla3aka tiesu iestazu loka tiek uzskatits, ka tiesu iestades nedara pietiekami
daudz, lai novérstu tiesu iestazu amatparkapumus un korupciju.

6. Daudzas tiesu iestadés tiesnesi, tapat ka ieprieks, kritiski vérté cilvékresursu lémumus attieciba uz tiesne$iem un jo Tpasi
attieciba uz iecelSanu amata un paaugstinasanu amata. Respondenti uzskata, ka iecelSana amata Augstakaja tiesa/Kasacijas
tiesa joprojam ir problematiska dazadas valstis.

7. Lielakaja dala tiesu iestazu tiesnesi izjit nepiemérotu spiedienu no (socialajiem) plassazinas lidzekliem lietu liment. Daudzi
no viniem uzskata, ka (socialie) plassazinas lidzekli neievéro vinu neatkaribu.

8. Tiesu vadiba, tostarp tiesu priekisédataji, parasti necensas ietekmét tiesu Iémumu saturu. Tomér daZi tiesnesi izjat tiesu
vadibas nepiemérotu spiedienu ievérot savlaiciguma standartus, un vél vairak tiesnesu izjat nepiemeérotu spiedienu, ko rada
razoSanas mérki. Daudzas valstis ar to ir saistitas problémas, kas saistitas ar tiesu noslodzi un tiesu resursiem.

9. Daudzas tiesu sistémas tiesu varas mijiedarbiba ar citdm valsts varam ir problematiska. Apsekojuma izceltas daZas no §im
problémam: (1) tiesas Iemumu, kas ir pretruna ar valdibas interesém, istenoSana no valdibas puses bieZi vien nav adekvata,
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(2) saskana ar respondentu viedokli daudzas valstis liela probléma ir tas, ka valdiba un parlaments neievéro tiesu neatkaribu,
un (3) valdibas pieskirto resursu nepietiekamiba ietekmé neatkaribu.

Lielaka dala tiesnesu Eiropa pozitivi vérté savu neatkaribu, tacu vini norada uz problémam, kas negativi ietekmé vinu neatkaribu. DaZas
no $im problémam ir lietu limeni, citas - sistémas limeni, pieméram, iecelSsana amata. Aptauja sniedz daudz ieskatu par tiesu sistémas
darbibu valsts limeni. Tieslietu padomém un citam parvaldes struktiram ir jaanalizé rezultati attieciba uz savam tiesu iestadém un
jarisina jautajumi, kurus izvirzijusi respondenti. Lai gan padomes ir atkarigas no citam valsts varas iestadém likumdosanas uzlabosanas
un atbilstoSu resursu nodrosinasanas, tiesu iestades un jo Tpasi padomes daudzas problémas var risinat pasas.

ENCJ veicina padomju darbibu, lai uzsaktu pozitivu parmainu procesu. Aptaujas rezultati uzsver, cik svarigi ir saskanoti centieni sadu
parmainu uzsaksanai. Lielaka dala aptauja izvirzito jautajumu nav jauni, un to risinasanai ir vajadziga augstaka prioritate. Turklat ir
jameklé vai jaturpina dialogs ar citam valsts varam un ari ar plassazinas lidzekliem, lai veicinatu labaku izpratni par tiesu neatkaribas
nozimi sabiedribas un tas ekonomikas funkcionésana. Aptaujas datu kopa ir pieejama péc pieprasijuma.
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pielikums Tiesu neatkaribas "ievérosanas" kartésana

$a pielikuma mérkis ir izklastit metodologiju, kas ir ielikuma sniegto "kar$u" pamata: kartésana
tiesu neatkaribas "ievérosana”.

Dati

Sakumpunkts ir datu apraksts. Dati sastav no individuala limena atbildém uz pazinojumu: "Es uzskatu, ka pédéjo tris gadu laika manu
ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir respektéjusi:". Respondentiem tika sniegts 12 ieintereséto pusu pamatsaraksts: tostarp valsts iestades (gan
tiesu iestades, pieméram, Augstaka tiesa un Konstitucionald tiesa, gan arpustiesas iestades, pieméram, prokuratlra, parlaments un
valdiba), plassazinas lidzek|i (tradicionalie un sabiedriskie) un tadas grupas ka partijas un advokati, kas uzstajas tiesas'°Lai nemtu véra
atskiribas Apsekojuma iekJauto valstu institucionalaja uzblve, tika pievienota atbilde "nav" (pieméram, Tieslietu padome Vacija vai
Satversmes tiesa Niderlandé). Nemot véra ticamas atskiribas uztveré starp Augstakas tiesas tiesnesiem un parasto tiesu tiesnesiem, ka
ari sakara ar nelielo atbilZzu skaitu no pirmas instances tiesneSiem, analizé galvena uzmaniba tika pievérsta pirmas instances un
apelacijas tiesu tiesnesu uztverei. Atbildes tika parveidotas skaitliska skala, piekrisanu kodéjot ka pozitivas vértibas, nepiekrisanu - ka
negativas vértibas, bet "nezinu" - ka neitralu vértibu. *Diemzél, nemot véra PCA datu prasibas (varéja piemérot tikai atbildes, kas
aptver visas ieinteresétas personas), ievérojams novérojumus skaits tika izslégts. Rezultata analize tika veikta tikai valstim ar pietiekami
lielu izmantojamu novérojumu skaitu (sk. tabulu turpmak). To tiesneSu procentualais ipatsvars, kuri uzskata, ka konkrétas ieinteresétas
personas "ievéro" vai "neievéro" savu neatkaribu, visa izlasé un apaksizlase, kas tika izmantota PCA, izradijas aptuveni vienads. Tadéjadi
zaudétie novérojumi neieviesa sistémisku neobjektivitati.

tabula: PCA analizei izmantoto novérojumu skaits
Valsts Kopéjais atbilZu skaits Izmantojamie novérojumi PCA

Bulgarija 424 343

Francija 1583 909

Vacija 3140 2369

Ungarija 788 741

Niderlande 775 458

Spanija 1191 855

Avots: Pasu apkopojums

Metode

Principal Components Analysis (PCA) sintezé informaciju no liela mainigo kopuma mazaka ta saukto galveno komponentu kopuma.
Tadéjadi ta samazina lieko informaciju (pieméram, lidzigi uztvertu iestazu individualo novértéjumu secibu tikai viena kopsumma) vai
atklaj kadu nenovérojamu (latentu) faktoru (pieméram, personibas iezimi, kas atklajas no personibas testa jautajumu baterijas). To
darot, PCA algoritms aprékina ta sauktas faktoru slodzes. Tas norada, ka konkrétais mainigais?2ietekmé turpmakos galvenos
komponentus (jo lielaka ir slodzes absoluta vértiba, jo lielaku mainiga variacijas dalu izskaidro konkrétais komponents). Izmantojot
faktoru slodzes divas izvélétajas komponentés, var attélot analizéjamos mainigos telpa.

10pilnaja saraksta - originalaja pasttijuma - ir: Tiesnesu asocidcija; Konstitucionald tiesa; Tieslietu padome; Tiesu vadiba, t.sk. tiesas priekssédétajs;
valdiba; juristi; plassazinas lidzekli (t.i., prese, televizija vai radio); parlaments; partijas; prokuratdra; socialie mediji (pieméram, Facebook, Twitter vai
LinkedIn); Augstaka tiesa.

(A1 Ti-pilnigi piekrit (+2), piekrit (+1), nav parliecinats (0), nepiekrit (-1), pilnigi nepiekrit (-2).

12No sakotnéja liela datu kopuma.
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(t. i., komponenti nosaka vertikalo un horizontalo asi, un mainigie lielumi ir attéloti ka punkti izkliedes diagramma).

Ta ka PCA ir tikai datu dimensionalitates samazinasanas metode, iegltas komponentes (un faktoru slodzes) neatspogulo neko vairak
ka tikai no datiem atgitos modelus. Lai komponentiem pieskirtu jégu (pieskirtu vertikalajai un horizontalajai asij apziméjumus), tie ir
jainterpreté, kas dazkart ir sarezgiti un rada zinamu subjektivitati.

Rezultati

Visas izvélétajas valstis, veicot atbilZzu uz apgalvojumu®3analizi, atklajas, ka pirma galvena komponente izskaidro gandriz pusi no kopéjas
dispersijas, un visam ieinteresétajam personam bija lidzigas slodzes. Tas, savukart, norada uz to, ka pastav kada nenovérojama
individuala limena 1pasiba, kas saistita ar to, ka konkrétais respondents kopuma uztver "cienu" pret savu neatkaribu.

Tomeér otrais un tresais komponents, kas kopa izskaidro vél vienu ceturtdalu no kopéjas dispersijas, |ava skaidri diferencét ieinteresétas
personas. Tadéjadi tika piemérotas attiecigas faktoru slodzes, lai uzzimétu "kartes", kas attélotas ielikuma.

tabula: Pirmas tris galvends komponentes (PK) izskaidroto kopéjas dispersijas procentuala dala.

PC1 PC2 PC3

(horizontala ass uz (vertikala ass uz
"kartes") "kartes")

Bulgarija 48% 16% 8%
Francija 48% 20% 7%
Vacija 53% 12% 7%
Ungarija 45% 19% 9%
Niderlande 42% 16% 10%
Spanija 52% 14% 8%
Avots: Pasu apkopojums

Interpretacija

Viens no veidiem, ka interpretét PCA rezultatus, ir izpétit dazadu ieintereséto personu faktoru slodzes turpmakajos galvenajos
komponentos. Zinot, kurs mainigais dod vislielako ieguldijumu konkrétaja komponenté (ar pozitivu vai negativu zimi), var méginat
jegpilni apzimét komponenti. Tad divas komponentes varétu izmantot ka asis uz iesniegtajam "kartém". Pieméram, horizontalo asi
varétu interpretét ka ieintereséto pusu sakartosanu no politiskas dzives uz juridisko jomu, savukart vertikalo asi varétu interpretét ka
virzibu no tiesas zales uz naciju kopuma. Tomér $ads stastijums joprojam ir vairak maksla neka zinatne. Pirmkart, tas ievie$ butisku
subjektivitati. Otrkart, ta ka analize tiek veikta katrai valstij atseviski, ari ieglitie apziméjumi dazadas valstis varétu atskirties.

Seit més apzinati atturéjamies no asu interpretacijas un marké$anas (vai pat attélo$anas) uz iesniegtajam kartém. Ta vieta més
koncentréjamies tikai uz konkrétu ieintereséto personu izvietojumu un novértéjumu - to attalumu vai tuvumu un to, vai tas veido
kopas, ko varétu izskaidrot, izmantojot valstij raksturigas zinasanas.

B3Citiem vardiem sakot, 12 mainigie lielumi, no kuriem katrs atspogulo individualas tiesnesu atbildes, novértéjot konkrétas ieinteresétas personas
"cienu" pret savu neatkaribu, ar individualam atbildém, kas kodétas +2,+1,0,-1,-2 skala. Ja konkréta valstT konkréta institlcija nepastav (pieméram,
Tieslietu padome Vacija), tika analizéts mazaks mainigo skaits.
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pielikums Aptaujas rezultati tabulas

Kopé&jais neatkaribas uzskats

1. Profesionalo tiesne$u neatkariba mana valsti tiek vértéta skala no 0 lidz 10 (kur 0 nozimé "vispar nav neatkarigs", bet 10 - "visaugstaka iespéjama neatkaribas
pakape"):

Respons Av 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Austria 740 8.8 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 5% 22% 42% 28%
Belgium 457 8.7 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 2% 7% 23% 42% 24%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 7.0 3% 1% 1% 2% 3% 15% 5% 21% 24% 14% 10%
Bulgaria 424 7.2 0% 0% 1% 2% 4% 14% 8% 21% 25% 14% 10%
Croatia 525 7.4 1% 0% 2% 2% 2% 12% 5% 17% 26% 16% 15%
Cyprus 60 9.5 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 10% 25% 63%
Czech Republic 378 9.1 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 3% 18% 35% 42%
Denmark 211 9.8 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 9% 89%
Estonia 67 8.8 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 1% 4% 4% 21% 30% 37%
Finland 227 9.3 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 2% 8% 37% 51%
France 1.583 8.3 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 4% 14% 31% 35% 14%
Germany 3,140 8.9 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 2% 6% 19% 41% 31%
Greece 826 8.2 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 3% 5% 17% 30% 26% 18%
Hungary 788 8.1 0% 0% 1% 2% 2% 7% 5% 12% 20% 19% 31%
Ireland 115 9.4 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 2% 0% 11% 27% 59%
Italy 423 8.2 0% 0% 1% 0% 1% 5% 4% 11% 25% 30% 20%
Latvia 200 7.2 1% 1% 1% 2% 3% 14% 7% 20% 28% 22% 3%
Lithuania 181 7.5 1% 1% 3% 2% 2% 10% 4% 15% 29% 22% 12%
Montenegro 100 7.8 1% 2% 0% 2% 1% 8% 9% 10% 31% 9% 27%
Netherlands 775 9.2 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 1% 48% 39%
Norway 315 9.3 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 3% 11% 29% 55%
Portugal 494 8.3 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 3% 4% 12% 28% 32% 19%
Slovakia 67 71 1% 1% 3% 1% 3% 13% 6% 10% 33% 21% 6%
Slovenia 193 7.5 1% 2% 1% 2% 2% 8% 6% 17% 29% 23% 11%
Spain 1,191 8.0 1% 0% 0% 1% 1% 5% 5% 15% 29% 28% 14%
Sweden 599 8.8 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 5% 17% 35% 37%
England and Wales 1.273 9.5 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 8% 25% 64%
Northern Ireland 27 9.7 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 4% 0% 0% 19% 78%
Scotland 104 9.4 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 13% 29% 57%
Total/Average 15,821 8.5 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 4% 3% 9% 20% 27% 33%

2. Es ka tiesnesis esmu iekjauts skala no 0 Iidz 10 (kur 0 nozimé "vispar nav neatkarigs”, bet 10 - "visaugstaka iespéjama neatkaribas pakape"):

Respons Av 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Austria 740 9.3 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 3% 11% 27% 57%
Belgium 457 9.3 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 4% 8% 30% 55%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 8.6 2% 1% 1% 1% 1% 3% 2% 9% 12% 18% 50%
Bulgaria 424 8.9 1% 0% 0% 1% 1% 4% 3% 5% 11% 25% 51%
Croatia 525 8.8 0% 0% 2% 1% 1% 6% 2% 4% 9% 17% 58%
Cyprus 60 9.8 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 3% 3% 8% 85%
Czech Republic 378 9.5 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 2% 6% 22% 69%
Denmark 211 9.9 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 6% 91%
Estonia 67 9.2 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 1% 4% 0% 10% 19% 63%
Finland 227 9.5 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 6% 26% 66%
France 1,583 9.0 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 7% 16% 31% 43%
Germany 3,140 9.1 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 4% 14% 32% 47%
Greece 826 9.1 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 6% 14% 28% 49%
Hungary 788 9.1 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 3% 2% 5% 9% 18% 61%
Ireland 115 9.7 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 1% 0% 4% 15% 79%
Italy 423 9.1 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 2% 3% 2% 9% 23% 59%
Latvia 200 7.8 0% 1% 1% 2% 1% 11% 7% 16% 19% 28% 18%
Lithuania 181 8.0 1% 1% 2% 2% 2% 7% 3% 7% 23% 23% 29%
Montenegro 100 8.8 1% 1% 0% 1% 2% 6% 2% 3% 8% 17% 59%
Netherlands 775 9.4 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 9% 36% 52%
Norway 315 9.5 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% 1% 0% 1% 6% 24% 67%
Portugal 494 9.0 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 2% 2% 6% 14% 24% 51%
Slovakia 67 8.3 1% 1% 1% 0% 1% 12% 0% 3% 10% 31% 3%
Slovenia 193 8.3 0% 1% 2% 2% 1% 5% 4% 9% 16% 27% 33%
Spain 1,191 9.1 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 2% 3% 4% 10% 24% 55%
Sweden 599 9.4 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 2% 10% 26% 60%
England and Wales 1,273 9.6 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 6% 18% 73%
Northern Ireland 27 9.6 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 4% 0% 4% 0% 1% 81%
Scotland 104 9.5 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 2% 11% 21% 65%
Average 15,821 9.1 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 3% 2% 4% 10% 23% 57%
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3. Kops es saku stradat par tiesnesi, mana neatkariba ir uzlabojusies daudz, nedaudz uzlabojusies, palikusi tada pati, nedaudz pasliktinajusies vai Joti
pasliktinajusies.

Total Respons Deteriorated | Deteriorated Stayed the | Improveda| Improved
much a little same little much
Austria 740 1% 12% 75% 6% 6%
Belgium 457 2% 16% 75% 3% 4%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 338 2% 7% 67% 10% 15%
Bulgaria 424 3% 8% 60% 12% 18%
Croatia 525 3% 7% 71% 8% 1%
Cyprus 60 0% 0% 80% 3% 17%
Czech Republic 378 0% 4% 69% 1% 16%
Denmark 211 0% 8% 89% 1% 1%
Estonia 67 7% 15% 64% 6% 7%
Finland 227 0% 7% 71% 14% 7%
France 1,583 4% 21% 87% 7% 2%
Germany 3,140 2% 9% 72% 1% 7%
Greece 826 2% 7% 76% 6% 10%
Hungary 788 10% 16% 58% 6% 10%
Ireland 115 2% 7% 83% 4% 4%
Italy 423 3% 16% 70% 3% 8%
Latvia 200 4% 13% 46% 25% 13%
Lithuania 181 9% 20% 54% 10% 7%
Montenegro 100 4% 5% 74% 7% 10%
Netherlands 775 1% 13% 78% 6% 2%
Norway 315 1% 10% 84% 5% 0%
Portugal 494 7% 28% 53% 7% 4%
Slovakia 67 13% 22% 48% 7% 9%
Slovenia 193 6% 22% 65% 6% 2%
Spain 1,191 11% 23% 60% 4% 2%
Sweden 599 3% 15% 68% 10% 5%
England and Wales 1,273 1% 7% 83% 5% 4%
Nerthern Ireland 27 0% 7% 89% 0% 4%
Scotland 104 3% 13% 80% 1% 3%
Average 15,821 4% 12% 70% 7% 7%
0-5years Respons Deteriorate | Deteriorate | Stayed the | Improved a| Improved
d much d a little same little much
Austria 78 0% 3% 77% 8% 13%
Belgium 120 0% 3% 87% 5% 5%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 0% 1% 1% 1% 1%
Bulgaria 40 0% 5% 68% 3% 25%
Croatia 38 0% 5% 61% 13% 21%
Cyprus 22 0% 0% 73% 9% 18%
Czech Republic 70 0% 6% 81% 1% 11%
Denmark 50 0% 2% 92% 4% 2%
Estonia 7 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%
Finland 76 0% 3% 74% 13% 11%
France 358 1% 11% 83% 4% 1%
Germany 542 0% 4% 71% 13% 12%
Greece 147 0% 7% 78% 5% 10%
Hungary 91 0% 9% 74% 5% 12%
Ireland 45 0% 7% 80% 7% 7%
Italy 92 0% 10% 75% 0% 15%
Latvia 22 0% 9% 59% 27% 5%
Lithuania 32 0% 9% 81% 6% 3%
Montenegro 17 6% 6% 71% 6% 12%
Netherlands 143 0% 2% 84% 10% 3%
Norway 94 0% 4% 91% 3% 1%
Portugal 46 0% 13% 65% 13% 9%
Slovakia 26 12% 23% 50% 8% 8%
Slovenia 21 0% 10% 76% 10% 5%
Spain 95 1% 11% 81% 2% 5%
Sweden 136 1% 7% 75% 11% 7%
England and Wales 358 0% 1% 80% 10% 8%
Northern Ireland 6 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%
Scotland 23 0% 9% 87% 0% 4%
Average 3,133 1% 6% 75% 7% 8%
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6 - 10 years Respons Deteriorate | Deteriorate | Stayed the | Improved a| Improved
d much d a little same little much
Austria 137 1% 12% 73% 9% 6%
Belgium 86 1% 9% 85% 0% 5%
Boshia and Herzegoving 338 0% 1% 9% 1% 4%
Bulgaria 37 3% 8% 73% 11% 5%
Croatia 49 2% 10% 78% 4% 6%
Cyprus 11 0% 0% 91% 0% 9%
Czech Republic 42 2% 7% 76% 14% 0%
Denmark 29 0% 3% 97% 0% 0%
Estonia 16 6% 25% 63% 0% 6%
Finland 52 2% 2% 75% 13% 8%
France 204 5% 21% 67% 6% 1%
Germany 347 1% 8% 67% 16% 8%
Greece 232 1% 5% 79% 6% 9%
Hungary 98 4% 14% 66% 8% 7%
Ireland 41 2% 2% 88% 5% 2%
Italy 42 0% 26% 67% 2% 5%
Latvia 27 0% 19% 70% 7% 4%
Lithuania 37 3% 14% 73% 8% 3%
Montenegro 22 5% 5% 82% 5% 5%
Netherlands 97 0% 8% 86% 5% 1%
Norway 63 3% 10% 84% 3% 0%
Portugal 27 4% 30% 63% 4% 0%
Slovakia 8 38% 25% 25% 0% 13%
Slovenia 11 0% 36% 55% 0% 9%
Spain 113 10% 27% 58% 4% 3%
Sweden 113 2% 11% 7% 9% 2%
England and Wales 233 1% 5% 87% 3% 3%
Northern Ireland 8 0% 13% 75% 0% 13%
Scotland 25 0% 16% 84% 0% 0%
Average 2,545 3% 13% 1% 5% 5%
11 - 15 years Respons Deteriorate | Deteriorate | Stayed the | Improved a| Improved
d much d a little same little much
Austria 84 1% 19% 67% 8% 5%
Belgium 73 4% 22% 71% 3% 0%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 338 0% 1% 16% 2% 2%
Bulgaria 64 2% 6% 75% 6% 11%
Croatia 75 8% 12% 65% 7% 8%
Cyprus 9 0% 0% 78% 0% 22%
Czech Republic 36 0% 8% 72% 11% 8%
Denmark 57 0% 11% 88% 0% 2%
Estonia 8 13% 0% 88% 0% 0%
Finland 35 0% 14% 66% 17% 3%
France 188 5% 29% 59% 7% 1%
Germany 463 2% 10% 72% 11% 6%
Greece 113 3% 8% 73% 7% 9%
Hungary 127 15% 17% 54% 6% 8%
Ireland 17 0% 12% 88% 0% 0%
Italy 33 3% 12% 67% 6% 12%
Latvia 36 6% 11% 36% 31% 17%
Lithuania 26 23% 23% 38% 12% 4%
Montenegro 19 0% 5% 89% 5% 0%
Netherlands 148 0% 14% 78% 7% 1%
Norway 60 2% 15% 82% 2% 0%
Portugal 72 7% 36% 49% 4% 4%
Slovakia 5 20% 0% 80% 0% 0%
Slovenia 36 8% 28% 56% 8% 0%
Spain 163 10% 26% 58% 4% 1%
Sweden 161 2% 25% 60% 7% 5%
England and Wales 275 1% 9% 86% 3% 1%
Northern Ireland 3 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%
Scotland 21 5% 19% 67% 5% 5%
Average 2,745 5% 14% 68% 6% 5%
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16 - 20 years Respons Deteriorate | Deteriorate | Stayed the | Improved a| Improved
d much d a little same little much
Austria 108 0% 17% 69% 6% 8%
Belgium 57 2% 35% 58% 4% 2%
Boshia and Herzegoving 338 0% 1% 7% 1% 2%
Bulgaria 59 3% 8% 59% 15% 14%
Croatia 66 5% 5% 76% 6% 9%
Cyprus 8 0% 0% 88% 0% 13%
Czech Republic 71 0% 3% 70% 14% 13%
Denmark 33 0% 12% 88% 0% 0%
Estonia 16 6% 19% 50% 13% 13%
Finland 17 0% 6% 76% 12% 6%
France 230 7% 28% 59% 7% 0%
Germany 406 1% 10% 1% 10% 7%
Greece 113 4% 10% 69% 7% 10%
Hungary 128 10% 23% 47% 5% 15%
Ireland 6 17% 17% 67% 0% 0%
Italy 26 0% 35% 54% 4% 8%
Latvia 44 9% 18% 43% 20% 9%
Lithuania 30 7% 23% 37% 17% 17%
Montenegro 16 6% 6% 50% 25% 13%
Netherlands 130 2% 18% 74% 3% 3%
Norway 41 2% 15% 76% 7% 0%
Portugal 83 11% 30% 52% 2% 5%
Slovakia 11 9% 36% 45% 9% 0%
Slovenia 37 5% 22% 70% 3% 0%
Spain 159 9% 31% 58% 1% 1%
Sweden 90 3% 13% 70% 7% 7%
England and Wales 188 0% 14% 78% 5% 3%
Northern Ireland 3 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%
Scotland 18 11% 6% 78% 0% 6%
Average 2,532 5% 16% 63% 7% 6%
21 - 25 years Respons Deteriorate | Deteriorate | Stayed the | Improveda| Improved
d much d a little same little much
Austria 110 0% 10% 83% 5% 3%
Belgium 67 0% 24% 69% 6% 1%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 338 0% 1% 9% 1% 2%
Bulgaria 118 5% 8% 55% 13% 19%
Croatia 119 3% 8% 71% 6% 12%
Cyprus 8 0% 0% 88% 0% 13%
Czech Republic 62 0% 3% 69% 1% 16%
Denmark 25 0% 12% 88% 0% 0%
Estonia 7 14% 43% 43% 0% 0%
Finland 16 0% 13% 63% 13% 13%
France 175 2% 25% 85% 7% 1%
Germany 433 2% 10% 73% 9% 6%
Greece 119 3% 10% 77% 4% 6%
Hungary 138 12% 17% 52% 6% 12%
Ireland 3 0% 0% 67% 0% 33%
Italy 40 5% 10% 80% 3% 3%
Latvia 25 4% 16% 36% 16% 28%
Lithuania 28 18% 18% 50% 11% 4%
Montenegro 7 14% 0% 71% 0% 14%
Netherlands 118 2% 21% 69% 6% 2%
Norway 27 0% 1% 85% 4% 0%
Portugal 101 12% 36% 45% 7% 1%
Slovakia 8 13% 25% 50% 13% 0%
Slovenia 33 3% 24% 64% 6% 3%
Spain 202 14% 25% 58% 2% 0%
Sweden 39 3% 13% 69% 13% 3%
England and Wales 131 2% 1% 84% 2% 2%
Northern Ireland 3 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%
Scotland 9 0% 33% 67% 0% 0%
Average 2,509 4% 15% 66% 6% 7%
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Qver 25 years Respons Deteriorate | Deteriorate | Stayed the | Improved a| Improved
d much d a little same little much

Austria 223 1% 13% 7% 5% 4%
Belgium 54 6% 17% 69% 2% 7%
Boshia and Herzegoving 338 1% 1% 15% 3% 4%
Bulgaria 106 1% 9% 50% 15% 25%
Croatia 178 1% 6% 2% 10% 12%
Cyprus 2 0% 0% 50% 0% 50%
Czech Republic 97 0% 3% 53% 12% 32%
Denmark 17 0% 12% 76% 6% 6%
Estonia 13 8% 0% 62% 15% 15%
Finland 31 0% 13% 68% 16% 3%
France 428 4% 19% 62% 10% 5%
Germany 949 3% 10% 74% 8% 5%
Greece 102 1% 3% 73% 8% 16%
Hungary 206 13% 14% 61% 4% 7%
Ireland 3 0% 33% 67% 0% 0%
Italy 190 6% 17% 68% 4% 6%
Latvia 46 2% 4% 41% 37% 15%
Lithuania 28 7% 36% 36% 7% 14%
Montenegro 19 0% 5% 74% 0% 21%
Netherlands 139 2% 16% 76% 6% 1%
Norway 30 0% 7% 7% 17% 0%
Portugal 165 5% 22% 57% 10% 5%
Slovakia 9 0% 11% 44% 11% 33%
Slovenia 55 9% 18% 65% 5% 2%
Spain 459 12% 21% 59% 5% 3%
Sweden 60 7% 20% 50% 18% 5%
England and Wales 88 2% 14% 82% 1% 1%
Northern Ireland 4 0% 25% 75% 0% 0%
Scotland 8 0% 0% 100% 0% 0%
Average 4,047 3% 13% 63% 8% 10%

4. Atbildiet tikai tad, ja jasu valstT darbojas Tieslietu padome: Vai atbildiet uz jautajumu, vai esat atbild&jusi, vai esat atbild&jusi, vai esat atbild&jusi, vai esat
atbild&jusi, vai esat atbild&jusi, vai esat atbild&jusi, vai esat atbildé&jusi, vai esat atbildéjusi, vai esat atbild&jusi, vai esat atbild&jusi, vai esat atbild&jusi, vai esat
atbildé&jusi, vai esat atbildéjusi. Tieslietu padome mana valsti ir:

Respons Av 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Austria * - - - - - - - - - - - -
Belgium 449 6.8 3% 2% 2% 3% 3% 16% 12% 18% 19% 15%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 273 57 7% 4% 7% 4% 7% 21% 6% 14% 10% 8%
Bulgaria 410 3.8 15% 14% 10% 1% 8% 17% 5% 5% 5% 3%
Croatia 514 6.2 8% 4% 5% 5% 3% 13% 8% 13% 13% 10%
Cyprus * - - - - - - - - - - - -
Czech Republic * - - - - - - - - - - - -
Denmark 203 7.3 2% 0% 2% 3% 2% 16% 7% 12% 20% 10%
Estonia * - - - - - - - - - - - -
Finland 224 8.3 1% 0% 0% 1% 0% 7% 3% 8% 26% 29%
France 1,571 7.8 1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 8% 7% 15% 22% 24%
Germany * - - - - - - - - - - - -
Greece 824 79 1% 0% 1% 1% 2% 8% 7% 15% 21% 22%
Hungary 786 7.1 7% 5% 3% 2% 2% 7% 5% 7% 13% 15%
Ireland 110 9.0 0% 0% 0% 0% 2% 3% 1% 1% 10% 15%
Italy 420 598 5% 2% 4% 4% 6% 18% 19% 16% 14% 7%
Latvia 200 7.0 1% 1% 3% 5% 2% 11% 9% 20% 28% 15%
Lithuania 180 7.0 3% 4% 3% 1% 3% 9% 9% 12% 23% 17%
Montenegro 99 6.6 4% 2% 3% 6% 6% 16% 7% 10% 17% 7%
Netherlands 771 7.2 0% 1% 2% 2% 3% 9% 12% 24% 26% 14%
Norway 310 74 1% 1% 3% 1% 3% 12% 5% 14% 23% 16%
Portugal 488 6.5 2% 3% 2% 3% 6% 15% 14% 17% 19% 10%
Slovakia 66 3.6 21% 11% 8% 12% 6% 14% 11% 9% 8% 0%
Slovenia 190 6.2 1% 5% 5% 5% 6% 18% 11% 8% 22% 13%
Spain 1,181 27 28% 15% 12% 9% 9% 14% 5% 3% 2% 1%
Sweden * - - - - - - - - - - - -
England and Wales 471 9.2 1% 0% 1% 0% 1% 1% 2% 3% 9% 16%
Northern Ireland 25 9.6 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 8% 0% 12%
Scotland 41 9.3 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 12% 7% 17%
Total/Average 9,806 6.9 5% 3% 3% 4% 4% 1% 7% 12% 16% 13%

*) country has no Council for the Judicary
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5. Atbildiet tikai tad, ja jlsu valsti ir Tieslietu padome: Es uzskatu, ka mana valsti Tieslietu padomei ir
pieméroti mehanismi un proceddras, lai efektivi aizstavétu tiesu neatkaribu.

Respons Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria * - - - -
Belgium 453 42% 39% 20%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 295 40% 40% 20%
Bulgaria 419 32% 35% 34%
Croatia 519 49% 31% 20%
Cyprus * - - - -
Czech Republic * - - - -
Denmark 210 50% 35% 15%
Estonia * - - - -
Finland 224 59% 25% 16%
France 1,576 44% 24% 32%
Germany * - - - -
Greece 825 57% 33% 10%
Hungary 788 35% 27% 39%
Ireland 110 61% 31% 8%
Italy 423 46% 15% 39%
Latvia 200 32% 43% 26%
Lithuania 180 35% 34% 31%
Montenegro 99 60% 25% 15%
Netherlands 772 44% 41% 15%
Norway 314 75% 18% 7%
Portugal 493 46% 19% 35%
Slovakia 67 21% 40% 39%
Slovenia 193 32% 48% 23%
Spain 1,189 19% 18% 63%
Sweden * - - - -
England and Wales 569 56% 36% 9%
Northern Ireland 25 68% 24% 8%
Scotland 44 50% 34% 16%
Total/Average 9,987 46% 31% 23%

*) country has no Council for the Judicary

Neatkaribas aspekti: spriedumu izpilde
6. Es uzskatu, ka pédéjo tris gadu laika spriedumi, kas bija pretruna ar

valdibas interesém, mana valsti parasti tika izpilditi/izpilditi.

Respons Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 75% 17% 8%

Belgium 457 55% 27% 18%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 338 28% 47% 25%
Bulgaria 424 25% 58% 16%
Croatia 525 47% 35% 18%
Cyprus 60 25% 28% 47%
Czech Republic 378 58% 31% 11%
Denmark 211 57% 26% 17%
Estonia 67 72% 15% 13%
Finland 227 72% 17% 11%
France 1,583 51% 32% 18%
Germany 3,140 78% 12% 10%
Greece 826 31% 37% 32%
Hungary 788 46% 32% 22%
Ireland 115 83% 5% 11%
Italy 423 21% 35% 44%
Latvia 200 27% 57% 17%
Lithuania 181 18% 48% 34%
Montenegro 100 34% 42% 24%
Netherlands 775 79% 14% 7%

Norway 315 82% 8% 10%
Portugal 494 40% 39% 21%
Slovakia 67 30% 57% 13%
Slovenia 193 19% 54% 26%
Spain 1,191 35% 26% 39%
Sweden 599 76% 13% 12%
England and Wales 1,273 70% 15% 15%
Northern Ireland 27 63% 15% 22%
Scotland 104 73% 16% 11%
Total/Average 15,821 51% 30% 20%
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Neatkaribas aspekti: Eiropas Savienibas ietekme

7. Es uzskatu, ka tiesu varas neatkaribu mana valsti stiprina daliba Eiropas Savieniba, izredzes klit par Eiropas Savienibas vai
EEZ dalibvalsti.

7 Respons Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 63% 27% 11%

Belgium 457 61% 31% 8%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 324 50% 36% 14%

Bulgaria 422 51% 31% 18%

Croatia 524 63% 24% 13%

Cyprus 60 73% 15% 12%

Czech Republic 378 68% 24% 8%

Denmark 21 35% 46% 18%

Estonia 67 75% 22% 3%

Finland 226 46% 40% 14%

France 1,580 66% 22% 13%

Germany 3,138 52% 31% 18%

Greece 825 68% 24% 8%

Hungary 787 56% 30% 14%

Ireland 115 83% 10% 7%

Italy 422 60% 20% 19%

Latvia 200 71% 24% 6%

Lithuania 181 74% 18% 8%

Montenegro 100 69% 20% 11%

Netherlands 774 66% 24% 10%

Norway 314 35% 41% 24%

Portugal 494 80% 16% 5%

Slovakia 67 64% 21% 15%

Slovenia 193 53% 34% 13%

Spain 1,191 75% 16% 9%

Sweden 599 42% 46% 12%

England and Wales - - - -

Northern Ireland - - - -

Scotland - - - -

Total/Average 14,389 61% 27% 12%

Neatkaribas aspekti: ar lietu saistits aréjais spiediens
8a. Pédéjo tris gadu laika uz mani ir izdarits neatbilstoss spiediens, lai pienemtu [émumu kada lieta
vai lietas dala noteikta veida.

8a Respons Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 2% 2% 96%
Belgium 457 5% 4% 91%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 338 7% 3% 90%
Bulgaria 424 5% 4% 92%
Croatia 525 8% 2% 90%
Cyprus 60 0% 0% 100%
Czech Republic 378 2% 1% 97%
Denmark 21 0% 1% 99%
Estonia 67 6% 0% 94%
Finland 227 7% 1% 92%
France 1,583 8% 3% 89%
Germany 3,140 3% 2% 95%
Greece 826 6% 2% 92%
Hungary 788 4% 3% 93%
Ireland 115 4% 0% 96%
Italy 423 6% 1% 92%
Latvia 200 16% 16% 68%
Lithuania 181 8% 10% 82%
Montenegro 100 6% 4% 90%
Netherlands 775 1% 1% 98%
Norway 315 3% 1% 97%
Portugal 494 6% 2% 92%
Slovakia 67 16% 4% 79%
Slovenia 193 8% 4% 88%
Spain 1,191 8% 3% 89%
Sweden 599 5% 2% 93%
England and Wales 1,273 3% 1% 96%
Northern Ireland 27 4% 0% 96%
Scotland 104 1% 2% 97%
Total/Average 15,821 5% 3% 92%
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8b. Pédeéjo tris gadu laika uz mani ir izdarits neatbilstoss spiediens, lai pienemtu Iemumu kada lieta vai lietas dala Tpasa veida. Ja jus piekritat vai pilnigi piekritat,
vai tas notika Joti reti, dazkart vai regulari.

8b Response Regularly Occasionally Very rarely | Not sure Disagree
Austria 740 0% 1% 1% 2% 96%
Belgium 457 0% 1% 3% 4% 91%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 338 0% 5% 2% 3% 90%
Bulgaria 424 0% 2% 3% 4% 92%
Croatia 525 2% 3% 3% 2% 90%
Cyprus 60 0% 0% 0% 0% 100%
Czech Republic 378 0% 0% 2% 1% 97%
Denmark 21 0% 0% 0% 1% 99%
Estonia 67 1% 3% 1% 0% 94%
Finland 227 0% 0% 7% 1% 92%
France 1,583 0% 3% 5% 3% 89%
Germany 3,140 1% 1% 1% 2% 95%
Greece 826 0% 2% 3% 2% 92%
Hungary 788 0% 2% 2% 3% 93%
Ireland 115 1% 2% 2% 0% 96%
Italy 423 0% 3% 3% 1% 92%
Latvia 200 2% 9% 5% 16% 68%
Lithuania 181 1% 2% 5% 10% 82%
Montenegro 100 0% 3% 3% 4% 90%
Netherlands 775 0% 0% 1% 1% 98%
Norway 315 0% 1% 1% 1% 97%
Portugal 494 0% 2% 4% 2% 92%
Slovakia 67 3% 6% 7% 4% 79%
Slovenia 193 0% 3% 5% 4% 88%
Spain 1,191 1% 4% 3% 3% 89%
Sweden 599 0% 2% 3% 2% 93%
England and Wales 1,274 0% 1% 2% 1% 96%
Northern Ireland 27 0% 0% 4% 0% 96%
Scotland 104 0% 1% 0% 2% 97%
Total/Average 15,822 1% 2% 3% 3% 92%

9a. Es uzskatu, ka mana valsti pédéjo tris gadu laika atseviski tiesnesi ir pienémusi kukulus (sanémusi naudu) vai
iesaistijusies cita veida korupcija.
(pienéma nemonetaras davanas vai labvélibu) ka pamudinajumu pienemt |Emumu lieta(-as) konkréta(-as) veida

9a Response Agree - Not sure - Disagree -
Strongly Not Strongly
agree applicable disagree

Austria 740 3% 14% 83%
Belgium 457 2% 11% 87%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 338 22% 51% 28%
Bulgaria 424 21% 48% 31%
Croatia 525 30% 47% 23%
Cyprus 60 0% 2% 98%
Czech Republic 378 16% 35% 49%
Denmark 211 0% 0% 100%
Estonia 67 6% 15% 79%
Finland 227 0% 4% 96%
France 1,583 5% 7% 89%
Germany 3,140 3% 9% 88%
Greece 826 14% 39% 46%
Hungary 788 15% 24% 61%
Ireland 115 0% 3% 97%
Italy 423 36% 32% 31%
Latvia 200 6% 42% 53%
Lithuania 181 26% 48% 27%
Montenegro 100 9% 24% 67%
Netherlands 775 0% 2% 98%
Norway 315 0.6% 3% 96%
Portugal 494 26% 15% 58%
Slovakia 67 16% 49% 34%
Slovenia 193 8% 28% 64%
Spain 1,191 1% 17% 2%
Sweden 599 0.7% 4% 95%
England and Wales 1,273 0% 1% 98%
Northern Ireland 27 0% 0% 100%
Scotland 104 0% 1% 99%
Total/Average 15,821 10% 20% 1%
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9b. Es uzskatu, ka mana valsti pédéjo tris gadu laika atseviski tiesnesi ir pienémusi kukulus (sanémusi naudu) vai iesaistijusies citos korupcijas veidos (pienémusi
nemonetaras davanas vai labvélibu) ka pamudinajumu, lai izlemtu lietu(-as) noteikta veida. Ja jis piekritat vai pilnigi piekritat, vai tas notika |oti reti, reti vai regulari?

9b Response Regularly QOccasionally Very rarely | Not sure Disagree
Austria 740 0% 1% 2% 14% 83%
Belgium 457 0% 1% 1% 11% 87%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 4% 12% 6% 51% 28%
Bulgaria 425 3% 13% 5% 48% 31%
Croatia 526 2% 12% 16% 47% 23%
Cyprus 60 0% 0% 0% 2% 98%
Czech Republic 378 0% 2% 14% 35% 49%
Denmark 211 0% 0% 0% 0% 100%
Estonia 67 0% 3% 3% 15% 79%
Finland 227 0% 0% 0% 4% 96%
France 1,583 0% 1% 3% 7% 89%
Germany 3,141 0% 1% 2% 9% 88%
Greece 826 1% 8% 5% 39% 46%
Hungary 789 1% 7% 6% 24% 61%
Ireland 115 0% 0% 0% 3% 97%
Italy 423 1% 14% 21% 32% 31%
Latvia 200 1% 3% 2% 42% 53%
Lithuania 181 1% 12% 13% 48% 27%
Montenegro 100 0% 8% 1% 24% 67%
Netherlands 775 0% 0% 0% 2% 98%
Norway 315 0% 1% 0% 3% 96%
Portugal 495 1% 6% 19% 15% 59%
Slovakia 68 1% 10% 6% 49% 34%
Slovenia 193 1% 4% 3% 28% 64%
Spain 1,192 2% 7% 2% 17% 72%
Sweden 599 0% 0% 0% 4% 95%
England and Wales 1,274 0% 0% 0% 1% 98%
Northern Ireland 27 0% 0% 0% 0% 100%
Scotland 104 0% 0% 0% 1% 99%
Total/Average 15,829 1% 4% 5% 20% 1%

10. Es uzskatu, ka pédéjo tris gadu laika lietas tiesnesiem ir tikugas sadalitas citadi, nevis saskana ar noteiktajiem noteikumiem
vai procediram, lai ietekmétu konkrétas lietas iznakumu.

10 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 3% 8% 89%

Belgium 457 4% 11% 85%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 12% 28% 60%

Bulgaria 424 9% 26% 65%

Croatia 525 10% 21% 69%

Cyprus 60 0% 2% 98%

Czech Republic 378 2% 9% 89%

Denmark 211 0% 0% 100%

Estonia 67 7% 10% 82%

Finland 227 4% 4% 93%

France 1,583 1% 13% 76%

Germany 3,140 2% 5% 93%

Greece 826 12% 26% 62%

Hungary 788 19% 16% 65%

Ireland 115 2% 2% 97%

Italy 423 8% 15% 77%

Latvia 200 8% 28% 65%

Lithuania 181 8% 28% 64%

Montenegro 100 3% 14% 83%

Netherlands 775 2% 6% 93%

Norway 315 3% 4% 93%

Portugal 494 27% 21% 52%

Slovakia 67 1% 18% 81%

Slovenia 193 7% 16% 78%

Spain 1,191 26% 25% 49%

Sweden 599 4% 5% 91%

England and Wales 1,273 1% 4% 94%

Northern Ireland 27 0% 4% 96%

Scotland 104 2% 4% 94%

Total/Average 15821 I 7% F 13% F 80%
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11. pédéjo tris gadu laika manus lémumus vai ricibu ir tiedi ietekméjusi prasiba vai prasibas
draudi par personisko atbildibu.

1 Response Agree - Not sure - Disagree
Strongly Not
agree applicable

Austria 740 6% 4% 91%
Belgium 457 1% 1% 98%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 9% 5% 86%
Bulgaria 424 4% 7% 89%
Croatia 525 9% 5% 86%
Cyprus 60 0% 0% 100%
Czech Republic 378 3% 2% 96%
Denmark 211 0% 0% 100%
Estonia 67 3% 3% 94%
Finland 227 4% 0% 96%
France 1,583 4% 2% 94%
Germany 3,140 2% 2% 96%
Greece 826 1% 1% 98%
Hungary 788 13% 3% 84%
Ireland 115 2% 0% 98%
Italy 423 9% 7% 84%
Latvia 200 10% 9% 82%
Lithuania 181 1% 4% 96%
Montenegro 100 5% 2% 93%
Netherlands 775 0% 0% 100%
Norway 315 1% 1% 98%
Portugal 494 1% 3% 96%
Slovakia 67 15% 3% 82%
Slovenia 193 4% 2% 94%
Spain 1,191 9% 6% 85%
Sweden 599 1% 2% 97%
England and Wales 1,273 0% 0% 99%
Northern Ireland 27 0% 0% 100%
Scotland 104 1% 1% 98%
Total/Average 15,821 4% 3% 93%

12. Es uzskatu, ka mana valsti atsevigku tiesnesu [émumus vai ricibu pédéjo divu gadu laika ir
neatbilstosi ietekméjusi faktiska,

plassazinas lidzeklu (t. i., preses, televizijas vai radio) darbibas vai paredzamas darbibas.

12 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 17% 25% 58%

Belgium 457 12% 27% 61%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 30% 40% 30%

Bulgaria 424 36% 34% 30%

Croatia 525 53% 25% 22%

Cyprus 60 0% 23% 7%

Czech Republic 378 9% 19% 72%

Denmark 211 3% 6% 91%

Estonia 67 15% 19% 66%

Finland 227 8% 10% 82%

France 1,583 23% 22% 54%

Germany 3,140 13% 28% 59%

Greece 826 24% 32% 44%

Hungary 788 271% 30% 43%

Ireland 115 8% 8% 84%

Italy 423 31% 24% 45%

Latvia 200 35% 37% 29%

Lithuania 181 35% 40% 24%

Montenegro 100 17% 39% 44%

Netherlands 775 3% 15% 83%

Norway 315 4% 10% 86%

Portugal 494 40% 24% 35%

Slovakia 67 60% 24% 16%

Slovenia 193 16% 40% 44%

Spain 1,191 19% 23% 58%

Sweden 599 5% 17% 78%

England and Wales 1,273 4% 11% 85%

Northern Ireland 27 4% 7% 89%

Scotland 104 3% 9% 88%

Total/Average 15,821 19% 23% 58%
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13. Uzskatu, ka mana valsti pédéjo tris gadu laika atsevisku tiesne$u Iémumus vai ricibu ir
neatbilstosi ietekméjusi faktiskie vai paredzamie ieraksti socialajos plassazinas lidzek|os (pieméram,
Facebook, Twitter vai LinkedIn).

13 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 11% 26% 63%

Belgium 457 8% 28% 63%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 20% 46% 34%

Bulgaria 424 21% 42% 37%

Croatia 525 37% 31% 32%

Cyprus 60 0% 20% 80%

Czech Republic 378 2% 17% 81%

Denmark 21 1% 5% 93%

Estonia 67 6% 25% 69%

Finland 227 4% 17% 80%

France 1,583 13% 22% 65%

Germany 3,140 7% 26% 67%

Greece 826 15% 33% 53%

Hungary 788 17% 28% 55%

Ireland 115 4% 11% 84%

Italy 423 15% 28% 57%

Latvia 200 17% 37% 46%

Lithuania 181 10% 47% 43%

Montenegro 100 11% 36% 53%

Netherlands 775 2% 16% 82%

Norway 315 3% 10% 88%

Portugal 494 22% 29% 49%

Slovakia 67 51% 21% 28%

Slovenia 193 6% 35% 59%

Spain 1,191 13% 24% 63%

Sweden 599 3% 19% 78%

England and Wales 1,273 2% 8% 90%

Northern Ireland 27 4% 7% 89%

Scotland 104 1% 9% 90%

Total/Average 15,821 11% 24% 65%

Neatkaribas aspekti: ar lietu saistits iek$€jais spiediens

14. pédajo tris gadu laika man ir bijusi draudi, ka pret mani tiks vérsta disciplinarsods vai cita
oficiala riciba, vai ari ta ir bijusi vérsta, jo es esmu izlémis kadu lietu.

14 Response Agree - Not sure - Disagree
Strongly Not
agree applicable

Austria 740 2% 2% 96%
Belgium 457 2% 2% 96%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 338 7% 4% 89%
Bulgaria 424 6% 4% 89%
Croatia 525 4% 3% 93%
Cyprus 60 0% 2% 98%
Czech Republic 378 1% 0% 99%
Denmark 21 0% 0% 100%
Estonia 67 7% 1% 91%
Finland 227 2% 0% 97%
France 1,583 4% 2% 94%
Germany 3,140 1% 1% 98%
Greece 826 6% 3% 91%
Hungary 788 2% 1% 97%
Ireland 115 4% 1% 95%
Italy 423 6% 2% 92%
Latvia 200 17% 12% 72%
Lithuania 181 9% 6% 85%
Montenegro 100 6% 1% 93%
Netherlands 775 0% 0% 100%
Norway 315 2% 1% 97%
Portugal 494 6% 2% 92%
Slovakia 67 15% 6% 79%
Slovenia 193 4% 1% 95%
Spain 1,191 6% 3% 90%
Sweden 599 2% 2% 96%
England and Wales 1,273 1% 1% 98%
Northern Ireland 27 0% 4% 96%
Scotland 104 4% 1% 95%
Total/Average 15,821 4% 2% 93%

71



15. pédéjo tris gadu laika manas tiesas vadiba ir izdarijusi spiedienu, lai es izlemtu atseviskas
lietas noteikta veida.

15 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 1% 1% 98%

Belgium 457 4% 3% 93%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 6% 4% 90%

Bulgaria 424 4% 3% 93%

Croatia 525 5% 3% 92%

Cyprus 60 0% 0% 100%

Czech Republic 378 1% 1% 98%

Denmark 211 0% 0% 100%

Estonia 67 1% 1% 97%

Finland 227 2% 1% 97%

France 1,583 4% 3% 93%

Germany 3,140 2% 1% 97%

Greece 826 4% 3% 93%

Hungary 788 3% 4% 93%

Ireland 115 3% 0% 97%

Italy 423 4% 3% 93%

Latvia 200 7% 9% 85%

Lithuania 181 4% 3% 92%

Montenegro 100 6% 7% 87%

Netherlands 775 2% 1% 98%

Norway 315 2% 2% 96%

Portugal 494 3% 2% 95%

Slovakia 67 1% 1% 97%

Slovenia 193 2% 2% 96%

Spain 1,191 3% 3% 94%

Sweden 599 2% 2% 96%

England and Wales 1,273 3% 2% 95%

Northern Ireland 27 0% 0% 100%

Scotland 104 4% 2% 94%

Total/Average 15,821 3% 2% 95%

16. Pédéjo divu gadu laika manas tiesas vadiba ir izdarijusi uz mani nepiemérotu spiedienu, lai es
izlemtu atseviskas lietas noteikta termina.

16 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 16% 8% 76%

Belgium 457 5% 3% 92%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 9% 8% 83%

Bulgaria 424 4% 3% 93%

Croatia 525 18% 8% 74%

Cyprus 60 5% 3% 92%

Czech Republic 378 6% 3% 91%

Denmark 21 2% 2% 95%

Estonia 67 15% 3% 82%

Finland 227 7% 5% 88%

France 1,583 12% 4% 84%

Germany 3,140 7% 7% 86%

Greece 826 8% 5% 87%

Hungary 788 13% 5% 82%

Ireland 115 8% 3% 89%

Italy 423 13% 3% 83%

Latvia 200 19% 16% 66%

Lithuania 181 14% 4% 81%

Montenegro 100 8% 3% 89%

Netherlands 775 4% 3% 93%

Norway 315 8% 5% 87%

Portugal 494 15% 10% 75%

Slovakia 67 13% 12% 75%

Slovenia 193 15% 11% 75%

Spain 1,191 9% 4% 88%

Sweden 599 9% 4% 87%

England and Wales 1,273 12% 5% 83%

Northern Ireland 27 7% 0% 93%

Scotland 104 7% 4% 89%

Total/Average 15,821 10% 5% 85%
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17. pé&déjo tris gadu laika manas tiesas vadiba ir veikusi
neatbilstosu spiedienu uz mani, lai sasniegtu razosanas mérkus (izskatito lietu skaits).

17 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 21% 10% 69%

Belgium 457 16% 9% 76%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 18% 9% 72%

Bulgaria 424 6% 6% 88%

Croatia 525 25% 7% 68%

Cyprus 60 12% 12% 7%

Czech Republic 378 12% 7% 81%

Denmark 211 6% 6% 88%

Estonia 67 21% 7% 72%

Finland 227 10% 5% 85%

France 1,583 34% 10% 56%

Germany 3,140 10% 9% 80%

Greece 826 17% 10% 74%

Hungary 788 24% 9% 67%

Ireland 115 5% 3% 92%

Italy 423 25% 4% 71%

Latvia 200 18% 16% 67%

Lithuania 181 24% 10% 66%

Montenegro 100 15% 6% 79%

Netherlands 775 7% 8% 85%

Norway 315 8% 10% 82%

Portugal 494 27% 15% 59%

Slovakia 67 24% 7% 69%

Slovenia 193 20% 13% 66%

Spain 1,191 35% 9% 56%

Sweden 599 10% 6% 85%

England and Wales 1,273 1% 8% 82%

Northern Ireland 27 7% 7% 85%

Scotland 104 6% 2% 92%

Total/Average 15,821 16% 8% 75%

18. Pédéjo divu gadu laikd man ir nacies pienemt Iémumus saskana ar vadlinijam, ko tiesnesi
izstradajusi pretéji manam profesionalajam viedoklim.

18 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 6% 4% 91%

Belgium 457 7% 4% 89%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 13% 9% 78%

Bulgaria 424 22% 16% 62%

Croatia 525 21% 12% 67%

Cyprus 60 0% 0% 100%

Czech Republic 378 9% 6% 85%

Denmark 211 1% 0% 99%

Estonia 67 9% 1% 90%

Finland 227 4% 1% 95%

France 1,583 10% 6% 84%

Germany 3,140 4% 4% 92%

Greece 826 6% 4% 91%

Hungary 788 1% 8% 81%

Ireland 115 10% 10% 80%

Italy 423 1% 9% 80%

Latvia 200 21% 19% 61%

Lithuania 181 14% 14% 72%

Montenegro 100 25% 12% 63%

Netherlands 775 6% 5% 89%

Norway 315 2% 3% 95%

Portugal 494 5% 5% 90%

Slovakia 67 19% 9% 72%

Slovenia 193 6% 12% 82%

Spain 1,191 10% 5% 85%

Sweden 599 6% 3% 91%

England and Wales 1,273 1% 4% 85%

Northern Ireland 27 4% 0% 96%

Scotland 104 10% 5% 86%

Total/Average 15,821 10% 7% 84%
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Neatkaribas aspekti: tiesneSu iecelSana un paaugstinaSana amata

19. Es uzskatu, ka tiesnesi mana valstT ir stajusies tiesne$a amata, pirmo reizi iecelot amata, nevis tikai
pamatojoties uz spé&jam un pieredzi pédéjo tris gadu laika.

19 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 14% 24% 63%

Belgium 457 12% 20% 68%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 35% 41% 25%

Bulgaria 424 32% 37% 31%

Croatia 525 39% 32% 29%

Cyprus 60 2% 20% 78%

Czech Republic 378 10% 28% 63%

Denmark 211 1% 1% 98%

Estonia 67 19% 13% 67%

Finland 227 13% 6% 81%

France 1,583 5% 7% 88%

Germany 3,140 8% 13% 79%

Greece 826 13% 20% 67%

Hungary 788 42% 18% 40%

Ireland 115 22% 17% 61%

Italy 423 9% 12% 79%

Latvia 200 24% 20% 57%

Lithuania 181 28% 45% 27%

Montenegro 100 20% 24% 56%

Netherlands 775 3% 5% 92%

Norway 315 9% 9% 82%

Portugal 494 14% 20% 66%

Slovakia 67 13% 30% 57%

Slovenia 193 28% 32% 40%

Spain 1,191 15% 16% 69%

Sweden 599 14% 15% 71%

England and Wales 1,273 9% 10% 81%

Northern Ireland 27 0% 7% 93%

Scotland 104 9% 13% 79%

Total/Average 15,821 16% 19% 65%

20. Es uzskatu, ka tiesne$i mana valsti pédéjo tris gadu laika ir iecelti amata Augstakaja tiesa/kasacijas amata,
pamatojoties ne tikai uz sp&jam un pieredzi.

20 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 33% 34% 33%

Belgium 457 4% 21% 75%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 30% 47% 22%

Bulgaria 424 34% 36% 30%

Croatia 525 27% 37% 35%

Cyprus 60 7% 10% 83%

Czech Republic 378 10% 37% 53%

Denmark 211 1% 2% 97%

Estonia 67 27% 21% 52%

Finland 227 11% 13% 76%

France 1,583 9% 17% 74%

Germany 3,140 34% 32% 34%

Greece 826 20% 30% 50%

Hungary 788 52% 17% 31%

Ireland 115 22% 17% 62%

Italy 423 36% 30% 33%

Latvia 200 22% 34% 45%

Lithuania 181 22% 41% 37%

Montenegro 100 10% 27% 63%

Netherlands 775 1% 4% 96%

Norway 315 3% 7% 90%

Portugal 494 38% 25% 37%

Slovakia 67 24% 46% 30%

Slovenia 193 30% 38% 33%

Spain 1,191 65% 20% 16%

Sweden 599 5% 18% 77%

England and Wales 1,273 2% 12% 86%

Northern Ireland 27 4% 0% 96%

Scotland 104 5% 16% 79%

Total/Average 15,821 20% 24% 56%
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21. Es uzskatu, ka tiesnesi mana valsti pirmas instances un apelacijas tiesas ir paaugstinati
amata/iecelti citd amata, pamatojoties ne tikai uz spéjam.

un pieredzes pédéjo tris gadu laika (Piezime: pieredze var ietvert darba stazu).

21 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 20% 26% 54%

Belgium 457 12% 25% 63%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 36% 41% 22%

Bulgaria 424 32% 37% 31%

Croatia 525 39% 31% 30%

Cyprus 60 3% 25% 72%

Czech Republic 378 12% 29% 59%

Denmark 21 1% 2% 97%

Estonia 67 28% 13% 58%

Finland 227 11% 11% 78%

France 1,583 25% 20% 55%

Germany 3,140 24% 23% 54%

Greece 826 19% 27% 54%

Hungary 788 44% 17% 38%

Ireland 115 19% 14% 67%

Italy 423 41% 18% 41%

Latvia 200 23% 33% 45%

Lithuania 181 30% 42% 28%

Montenegro 100 18% 20% 62%

Netherlands 775 5% 11% 85%

Norway 315 9% 10% 82%

Portugal 494 37% 21% 42%

Slovakia 67 9% 45% 46%

Slovenia 193 32% 31% 37%

Spain 1,191 36% 16% 48%

Sweden 599 14% 17% 69%

England and Wales 1,273 7% 13% 80%

Northern Ireland 27 4% 4% 93%

Scotland 104 10% 14% 76%

Total/Average 15,821 21% 22% 57%

Neatkaribas aspekti: darba apstakli
22a. Pedéjo tris gadu laika manos darba apstakjos ir notikusas izmainas, kas negativi ietekmé&ja manu neatkaribu. Lidzu, noradiet
katru kategoriju: Atalgojums, pensijas, pensionésanas vecums

22a Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree
Austria 739 7% 5% 88%
Belgium 457 21% 9% 70%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 329 12% 10% 78%
Bulgaria 417 1% 1% 79%
Croatia 517 19% 9% 72%
Cyprus 60 17% 2% 82%
Czech Republic 378 22% 1% 67%
Denmark 210 1% 1% 98%
Estonia 67 24% 0% 76%
Finland 227 4% 7% 90%
France 1,571 17% 9% 74%
Germany 3,131 11% 7% 82%
Greece 823 1% 7% 82%
Hungary 786 9% 8% 83%
Ireland 115 6% 4% 90%
Italy 415 6% 6% 88%
Latvia 200 24% 15% 62%
Lithuania 179 61% 1% 28%
Montenegro 100 28% 10% 62%
Netherlands 774 2% 2% 96%
Norway 314 4% 4% 93%
Portugal 490 19% 14% 67%
Slovakia 67 31% 10% 58%
Slovenia 192 39% 15% 46%
Spain 1,181 41% 12% 47%
Sweden 598 10% 6% 84%
England and Wales 1,271 12% 6% 82%
Naorthern Ireland 27 11% 7% 81%
Scotland 104 17% 6% 77%
Total/Average 15,739 17% 8% 75%
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22b. Pédéjo tris gadu laikda manos darba apstak|os ir notikusas izmainas, kas negativi ietekmé&ja manu neatkaribu. Lidzu, noradiet
katru kategoriju: Darba laiks

22b Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree
Austria 738 13% 6% 81%
Belgium 452 18% 7% 75%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 326 8% 10% 83%
Bulgaria 418 7% 7% 86%
Croatia 516 13% 6% 81%
Cyprus 60 3% 3% 93%
Czech Republic 375 2% 3% 94%
Denmark 210 3% 1% 96%
Estonia 67 21% 7% 72%
Finland 226 8% 6% 86%
France 1,571 37% 10% 53%
Germany 3,120 13% 7% 79%
Greece 824 17% 8% 74%
Hungary 785 8% 5% 88%
Ireland 115 12% 3% 84%
Italy 413 14% 4% 81%
Latvia 200 8% 1% 82%
Lithuania 180 33% 13% 53%
Montenegro 98 15% 7% 78%
Netherlands 770 4% 3% 93%
Norway 312 6% 5% 89%
Portugal 491 25% 14% 60%
Slovakia 66 6% 9% 85%
Slovenia 192 6% 7% 87%
Spain 1,183 47% 10% 42%
Sweden 599 9% 5% 86%
England and Wales 1,270 10% 5% 85%
Northern Ireland 27 7% 7% 85%
Scotland 104 8% 3% 89%
Total/Average 15,708 13% 7% 80%

22c. Pédéjo tris gadu laika manos darba apstak|os ir notikusas izmainas, kas negativi ietekméja manu neatkaribu.
Ladzu, noradiet katru kategoriju: Darba slodze

22c Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree
Austria 738 23% 13% 64%
Belgium 457 28% 7% 65%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 333 24% 8% 68%
Bulgaria 418 26% 12% 62%
Croatia 518 37% 8% 55%
Cyprus 60 13% 7% 80%
Czech Republic 375 3% 5% 93%
Denmark 209 5% 1% 94%
Estonia 67 31% 6% 63%
Finland 227 15% 8% 7%
France 1,574 46% 10% 44%
Germany 3,121 22% 14% 64%
Greece 821 25% 9% 66%
Hungary 784 18% 8% 74%
Ireland 115 16% 3% 82%
Italy 418 29% 5% 67%
Latvia 200 24% 15% 62%
Lithuania 179 47% 14% 39%
Montenegro 99 15% 10% 75%
Netherlands 775 6% 6% 88%
Norway 313 7% 8% 85%
Portugal 491 29% 15% 56%
Slovakia 67 31% 10% 58%
Slovenia 190 11% 16% 73%
Spain 1,185 54% 9% 37%
Sweden 596 15% 5% 80%
England and Wales 1,265 12% 5% 83%
Northern Ireland 27 7% 7% 85%
Scotland 103 9% 2% 89%
Total/Average 15,725 22% 9% 70%
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22d. Pédegjo tris gadu laika manos darba apstak|os ir notikusas izmainas, kas negativi ietekmé&ja manu neatkaribu.
Ladzu, noradiet pa kategorijam: Tiesu resursi

22d Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree
Austria 739 23% 14% 64%
Belgium 457 34% 12% 54%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 331 21% 10% 70%
Bulgaria 418 19% 15% 66%
Croatia 521 38% 9% 53%
Cyprus 60 13% 12% 75%
Czech Republic 377 8% 1% 80%
Denmark 210 8% 1% 91%
Estonia 67 34% 7% 58%
Finland 227 21% 7% 71%
France 1,573 42% 12% 47%
Germany 3,128 21% 13% 67%
Greece 821 21% 12% 67%
Hungary 787 19% 15% 67%
Ireland 115 16% 12% 72%
Italy 419 33% 6% 60%
Latvia 200 26% 21% 54%
Lithuania 179 52% 14% 34%
Montenegro 98 20% 10% 69%
Netherlands 774 8% 11% 81%
Norway 314 1% 14% 75%
Portugal 490 21% 14% 65%
Slovakia 66 26% 18% 56%
Slovenia 191 34% 15% 52%
Spain 1,172 20% 13% 66%
Sweden 596 14% 10% 76%
England and Wales 1,268 18% 7% 75%
Northern Ireland 27 7% 22% 70%
Scotland 102 12% 4% 84%
Total/Average 15,727 22% 12% 66%

22e. Pédéjo tris gadu laika manos darba apstak|os ir notikusas izmainas, kas negativi ietekméja manu neatkaribu.
Ladzu, noradiet pa kategorijam: Digitalizacija

22e Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree
Austria 738 13% 12% 75%
Belgium 454 23% 14% 62%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 328 12% 9% 78%
Bulgaria 417 23% 15% 63%
Croatia 518 18% 12% 70%
Cyprus 60 10% 5% 85%
Czech Republic 378 5% 12% 83%
Denmark 210 3% 2% 94%
Estonia 67 15% 10% 75%
Finland 227 10% 9% 81%
France 1,569 22% 17% 61%
Germany 3,130 19% 14% 67%
Greece 821 8% 8% 84%
Hungary 784 13% 12% 75%
Ireland 115 8% 14% 78%
Italy 416 16% 11% 73%
Latvia 199 38% 24% 38%
Lithuania 177 22% 18% 60%
Montenegro 99 14% 15% 1%
Netherlands 775 5% 7% 88%
Norway 312 6% 7% 87%
Portugal 490 22% 13% 65%
Slovakia 67 22% 27% 51%
Slovenia 192 11% 18% 70%
Spain 1,173 29% 12% 58%
Sweden 597 9% 7% 84%
England and Wales 1,269 12% 8% 81%
Northern Ireland 27 7% 11% 81%
Scotland 102 11% 6% 83%
Total/Average 15,711 15% 12% 73%
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22f. Peédeéjo tris gadu laika manos darba apstak|os notika izmainas, kas negativi ietekméja manu neatkaribu. Ladzu,
noradiet katru kategoriju:

Uzvediba darba (tostarp seksuala uzmak$anas un diskriminacija)

22f Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 4% 4% 91%

Belgium 456 5% 4% 91%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 330 6% 8% 86%

Bulgaria 419 5% 5% 90%

Croatia 521 30% 9% 61%

Cyprus 60 2% 2% 97%

Czech Republic 378 2% 2% 95%

Denmark 209 1% 1% 98%

Estonia 67 10% 3% 87%

Finland 227 4% 4% 91%

France 1,572 12% 7% 81%

Germany 3,133 4% 4% 92%

Greece 822 7% 6% 87%

Hungary 786 11% 7% 81%

Ireland 115 3% 6% 91%

Italy 417 7% 5% 88%

Latvia 200 13% 13% 75%

Lithuania 180 7% 11% 82%

Montenegro 98 5% 6% 89%

Netherlands 774 3% 1% 96%

Norway 311 3% 2% 95%

Portugal 488 7% 7% 86%

Slovakia 66 8% 8% 85%

Slovenia 191 13% 9% 78%

Spain 1,182 7% 8% 86%

Sweden 598 3% 3% 93%

England and Wales 1,271 3% 5% 92%

Northern Ireland 27 0% 4% 96%

Scotland 103 6% 3% 91%

Total/Average 15,741 7% 5% 88%

Atbildiba
23. Es uzskatu, ka mana valsti tiesnesi ievéro augstus étikas standartus.

23 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 84% 12% 4%

Belgium 457 93% 6% 2%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 56% 35% 9%

Bulgaria 424 63% 31% 6%

Croatia 525 64% 30% 6%

Cyprus 60 90% 7% 3%

Czech Republic 378 75% 22% 2%

Denmark 21 98% 0% 2%

Estonia 67 90% 6% 4%

Finland 227 93% 3% 4%

France 1,583 89% 6% 5%

Germany 3,140 87% 10% 4%

Greece 826 54% 32% 14%

Hungary 788 71% 22% 7%

Ireland 115 97% 1% 3%

Italy 423 72% 13% 15%

Latvia 200 72% 25% 3%

Lithuania 181 79% 15% 6%

Montenegro 100 80% 18% 2%

Netherlands 775 95% 4% 1%

Norway 315 94% 3% 3%

Portugal 494 86% 11% 3%

Slovakia 67 64% 34% 1%

Slovenia 193 66% 26% 8%

Spain 1,191 81% 14% 5%

Sweden 599 96% 3% 1%

England and Wales 1,273 95% 1% 4%

Northern Ireland 27 96% 0% 4%

Scotland 104 96% 1% 3%

Total/Average 15,821 82% 13% 5%
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24, Es uzskatu, ka mana valstT tiesu iestades efektivi vérsas pret tiesne$u amatparkapumiem.

24 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 59% 30% 1%

Belgium 457 59% 29% 12%

Bosnia and Herzegoving 338 38% 42% 20%

Bulgaria 424 36% 46% 19%

Croatia 525 42% 38% 19%

Cyprus 60 82% 10% 8%

Czech Republic 378 85% 14% 1%

Denmark 211 93% 6% 1%

Estonia 67 81% 12% 7%

Finland 227 83% 12% 4%

France 1,583 45% 26% 29%

Germany 3,140 66% 26% 8%

Greece 826 51% 33% 16%

Hungary 788 62% 28% 9%

Ireland 115 51% 38% 10%

Italy 423 77% 9% 14%

Latvia 200 73% 24% 3%

Lithuania 181 66% 27% 8%

Montenegro 100 57% 35% 8%

Netherlands 775 80% 18% 2%

Norway 315 88% 10% 2%

Portugal 494 66% 20% 15%

Slovakia 67 33% 37% 30%

Slovenia 193 43% 37% 20%

Spain 1,191 35% 36% 29%

Sweden 599 83% 13% 4%

England and Wales 1,273 79% 16% 5%

Northern Ireland 27 89% 7% 4%

Scotland 104 70% 24% 6%

Total/Average 15,821 65% 24% 11%

25. Mana valsti tiesu iestades efektivi véras pret korupciju tiesnedos
25 Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 740 69% 26% 5%

Belgium 457 67% 28% 5%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 25% 45% 30%

Bulgaria 424 27% 52% 21%

Croatia 525 35% 43% 22%

Cyprus 60 83% 17% 0%

Czech Republic 378 87% 11% 1%

Denmark 211 86% 14% 0%

Estonia 67 85% 9% 6%

Finland 227 69% 30% 2%

France 1,583 75% 17% 8%

Germany 3,140 81% 16% 3%

Greece 826 55% 34% 11%

Hungary 788 2% 22% 6%

Ireland 115 67% 30% 3%

Italy 423 79% 10% 10%

Latvia 200 66% 31% 4%

Lithuania 181 66% 28% 6%

Montenegro 100 52% 42% 6%

Netherlands 775 78% 21% 1%

Norway 315 93% 6% 1%

Portugal 494 66% 21% 12%

Slovakia 67 36% 43% 21%

Slovenia 193 46% 43% 11%

Spain 1,191 68% 23% 9%

Sweden 599 80% 18% 2%

England and Wales 1,273 85% 13% 2%

Northern Ireland 27 93% 7% 0%

Scotland 104 85% 15% 0%

Total/Average 15,821 68% 25% 7%
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Tiesnesu neatkaribas ievérosana

26a. Es uzskatu, ka pédéjo tris gadu laika manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir

ievérojusi:

Association of judges| Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 733 97% 2% 1%

Belgium 404 94% 5% 1%

Bosnia and Herzegoving 328 85% 11% 4%

Bulgaria 402 67% 25% 7%

Croatia 488 87% 9% 5%

Cyprus 57 95% 0% 5%

Czech Republic 337 96% 1% 3%

Denmark 208 98% 0% 1%

Estonia 67 84% 12% 4%

Finland 226 96% 3% 1%

France 1,270 93% 3% 4%

Germany 3,007 96% 2% 1%

Greece 816 92% 6% 3%

Hungary 785 82% 5% 13%

Ireland 114 96% 0% 4%

Italy 403 80% 7% 12%

Latvia 198 89% 8% 3%

Lithuania 181 81% 13% 7%

Montenegro 95 84% 8% 7%

Netherlands 720 98% 1% 0%

Norway 292 97% 1% 2%

Portugal 492 89% 5% 6%

Slovakia 63 89% 8% 3%

Slovenia 160 93% 5% 3%

Spain 1,095 91% 4% 5%

Sweden 555 90% 7% 2%

England and Wales 1,088 88% 10% 2%

Northern Ireland 23 96% 4% 0%

Scotland 80 93% 6% 1%

Total/Average 14,687 90% 6% 4%

26b. Es uzskatu, ka pédéjo tris gadu laika manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir
leverojusi:

Constitutional Court Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 725 96% 2% 2%

Belgium 412 93% 5% 2%

Bosnia and Herzegoving 330 89% 9% 2%

Bulgaria 407 79% 18% 2%

Croatia 509 84% 11% 5%

Cyprus *) - - - -

Czech Republic 353 94% 3% 4%

Denmark *) - - - -

Estonia *) - - - -

Finland *) - - - -

France 1,241 90% 5% 4%

Germany 3,085 94% 4% 3%

Greece 342 91% 6% 3%

Hungary 788 68% 18% 14%

Ireland *) - - - -

Italy 379 86% 8% 6%

Latvia 199 89% 8% 3%

Lithuania 181 88% 9% 3%

Montenegro *) - - - -

Netherlands *) - - - -

Norway - - - -

Portugal 489 86% 1% 3%

Slovakia 65 91% 3% 6%

Slovenia 166 87% 10% 2%

Spain 1,032 86% 8% 6%

Sweden *) - - - -

England and Wales *) - - - -

Northern Ireland *) - - - -

Scotland *) - - - -

Total/Average 10,701 88% 8% 4%

*) country has no Constitutional Court
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26¢. Pédéjo tris gadu laika es uzskatu, ka manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir

respektéjusi:

Council for the Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -

Judiciary Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria * - - - -

Belgium 426 86% 8% 6%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 319 85% 12% 3%

Bulgaria 418 53% 25% 22%

Croatia 502 84% 10% 6%

Cyprus * - - - -

Czech Republic * - - - -

Denmark 204 93% 3% 4%

Estonia * - - - -

Finland 226 92% 5% 4%

France 1,463 94% 3% 3%

Germany * - - - -

Greece 809 90% 8% 2%

Hungary 785 7% 8% 16%

Ireland 113 88% 7% 5%

Italy 408 74% 10% 16%

Latvia 199 80% 13% 7%

Lithuania 181 74% 17% 9%

Montenegro 99 85% 10% 5%

Netherlands 756 86% 10% 4%

Norway 304 84% 9% 7%

Portugal 492 74% 12% 15%

Slovakia 65 52% 25% 23%

Slovenia 180 76% 19% 5%

Spain 1,143 63% 16% 21%

Sweden * 594 78% 13% 9%

England and Wales 790 80% 18% 2%

Northern Ireland 24 96% 4% 0%

Scotland 61 79% 16% 5%

Total/Average 10,561 80% 12% 8%

*) country has no Council for the Judiciary

26d. Pédéjo tris gadu laika es uzskatu, ka manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir
respektéjusi:

Court Management Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 735 84% 8% 8%

Belgium 454 88% 5% 7%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 336 85% 7% 9%

Bulgaria 420 81% 11% 7%

Croatia 519 83% 8% 8%

Cyprus 55 98% 0% 2%

Czech Republic 372 92% 4% 4%

Denmark 203 98% 1% 1%

Estonia 67 88% 4% 7%

Finland 227 93% 2% 5%

France 1,558 84% 8% 8%

Germany 3,122 88% 6% 6%

Greece 822 88% 6% 5%

Hungary 785 79% 7% 14%

Ireland 113 88% 6% 6%

Italy 419 80% 7% 13%

Latvia 200 73% 16% 12%

Lithuania 181 75% 14% 12%

Montenegro 100 83% 11% 6%

Netherlands 766 92% 5% 4%

Norway 304 95% 2% 4%

Portugal 486 73% 13% 14%

Slovakia 66 88% 8% 5%

Slovenia 189 80% 11% 10%

Spain 1,158 78% 10% 12%

Sweden 592 89% 4% 7%

England and Wales 1,206 88% 7% 5%

Northern Ireland 25 88% 8% 4%

Scotland 99 84% 8% 8%

Total/Average 15,579 86% 7% 7%
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26d. Pédéjo tris gadu laika es uzskatu, ka manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir

respektéjusi:

Valdiba Atbilde: Piekritu - Nav parliecinats nepiekritu -
pilnigi pilnigi nepiekritul
piekritu

Austrija 720 39% 28% 33%

Belgija 437 57% 22% 22%

Bosnija un Hercegovina 315 69% 20% 1%

Bulgarija 409 22% 32% 45%

Horvatija 485 68% 19% 13%

Kipra 53 79% 13% 8%

Cehija 327 52% 22% 26%

Danija 205 91% 5% 4%

Igaunija 67 58% 25% 16%

Somija 227 89% 6% 5%

Francija 1,433 29% 22% 49%

Vacija 3,104 79% 13% 7%

Griekija 795 62% 21% 17%

Ungarija 788 46% 17% 38%

Trija 115 84% 9% %

Italja 39 51% 17% 32%

Latvija 199 34% 31% 35%

Lietuva 179 25% 32% 43%

Melnkalne 95 64% 20% 16%

Niderlande 756 74% 17% 10%

Norvegija 285 90% 7% 3%

Portugale 486 57% 21% 22%

Slovakija 62 26% 27% 47%

Slovénija 168 23% 23% 54%

Spanija 1,112 44% 12% 45%

Zviedrija 584 85% 9% 6%

Anglija un Velsa 1,265 40% 18% 42%

Ziemelirija 27 41% 26% 33%

Skotija 103 48% 18% 34%

Kopalvidejais raditajs 15,197 56% 19% 25%

26e. Es uzskatu, ka pédgjo tris gadu laika manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir
respektéjusi:

Lawyers Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 738 82% 12% 6%

Belgium 449 84% 10% 6%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 336 72% 18% 10%

Bulgaria 418 55% 28% 17%

Croatia 515 74% 16% 10%

Cyprus 58 74% 17% 9%

Czech Republic 347 79% 17% 4%

Denmark 208 97% 1% 2%

Estonia 67 81% 18% 1%

Finland 227 93% 4% 4%

France 1,550 70% 15% 15%

Germany 3,127 85% 11% 5%

Greece 822 71% 17% 13%

Hungary 787 76% 13% 10%

Ireland 115 96% 1% 3%

Italy 414 63% 14% 23%

Latvia 197 60% 29% 1%

Lithuania 181 46% 38% 16%

Montenegro 96 7% 16% 7%

Netherlands 771 91% 7% 2%

Norway 31 96% 3% 1%

Portugal 493 69% 18% 13%

Slovakia 67 58% 22% 19%

Slovenia 188 69% 19% 12%

Spain 1,158 72% 14% 14%

Sweden 595 89% 6% 5%

England and Wales 1,267 91% 5% 4%

Northern Ireland 27 85% 11% 4%

Scotland 103 94% 2% 4%

Total/Average 15,632 78% 14% 9%
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26f. Pédéjo tris gadu laika es uzskatu, ka manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir
respektéjusi:

Media Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 727 49% 27% 24%

Belgium 424 59% 23% 18%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 329 55% 27% 18%

Bulgaria 412 24% 33% 43%

Croatia 495 47% 22% 31%

Cyprus 53 53% 23% 25%

Czech Republic 333 56% 27% 17%

Denmark 208 87% 6% 7%

Estonia 67 61% 19% 19%

Finland 227 82% 9% 9%

France 1,451 30% 24% 47%

Germany 3,083 57% 28% 16%

Greece 791 50% 25% 25%

Hungary 787 34% 19% 47%

Ireland 115 74% 12% 14%

Italy 410 36% 14% 50%

Latvia 197 24% 41% 36%

Lithuania 181 10% 40% 49%

Montenegro 94 46% 33% 21%

Netherlands 755 65% 23% 12%

Norway 300 93% 6% 1%

Portugal 484 40% 23% 37%

Slovakia 62 18% 26% 56%

Slovenia 175 31% 30% 38%

Spain 1,137 39% 15% 46%

Sweden 593 7% 13% 9%

England and Wales 1,264 36% 24% 40%

Northern Ireland 27 44% 33% 22%

Scotland 103 46% 22% 32%

Total/Average 15,284 49% 23% 28%

26g. Pedéjo tris gadu laika es uzskatu, ka manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir
respektéjusi:

Parliament Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 721 54% 28% 18%

Belgium 423 63% 20% 16%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 31 63% 24% 12%

Bulgaria 408 24% 34% 42%

Croatia 480 62% 21% 17%

Cyprus 51 63% 14% 24%

Czech Republic 326 55% 20% 25%

Denmark 206 86% 5% 9%

Estonia 67 63% 30% 7%

Finland 226 87% 8% 5%

France 1,393 37% 24% 39%

Germany 3,085 79% 14% 7%

Greece 784 60% 23% 17%

Hungary 787 51% 17% 32%

Ireland 115 82% 9% 10%

Italy 396 47% 17% 36%

Latvia 198 33% 37% 30%

Lithuania 181 17% 31% 52%

Montenegro 92 60% 23% 17%

Netherlands 750 56% 27% 18%

Norway 278 90% 8% 3%

Portugal 483 54% 24% 22%

Slovakia 62 27% 21% 52%

Slovenia 161 35% 29% 36%

Spain 1,059 45% 13% 43%

Sweden 581 88% 8% 5%

England and Wales 1,262 46% 23% 31%

Northern Ireland 27 44% 33% 22%

Scotland 103 41% 25% 34%

Total/Average 15,016 56% 21% 23%
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26h. Pédéjo tris gadu laika es uzskatu, ka manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir

respektéjusi:

Parties in procedures | Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 736 83% 12% 5%

Belgium 450 78% 12% 10%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 329 64% 23% 13%

Bulgaria 419 58% 28% 14%

Croatia 517 61% 21% 18%

Cyprus 56 75% 14% 1%

Czech Republic 375 77% 16% 7%

Denmark 209 96% 2% 2%

Estonia 67 81% 9% 10%

Finland 227 86% 6% 8%

France 1,525 72% 15% 13%

Germany 3,120 83% 13% 4%

Greece 821 75% 18% 7%

Hungary 787 7% 13% 10%

Ireland 115 81% 9% 10%

Italy 417 68% 15% 17%

Latvia 196 26% 44% 30%

Lithuania 181 46% 36% 17%

Montenegro 96 74% 19% 7%

Netherlands 769 88% 9% 4%

Norway 311 93% 6% 1%

Portugal 492 67% 21% 12%

Slovakia 67 60% 25% 15%

Slovenia 183 49% 25% 26%

Spain 1,152 77% 12% 11%

Sweden 595 84% 8% 8%

England and Wales 1,261 75% 14% 11%

Northern Ireland 26 65% 19% 15%

Scotland 103 77% 17% 7%

Total/Average 15,602 72% 17% 1%

26i. Pédgjo tris gadu laika es uzskatu, ka manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir
respektéjusi:

Prosecution Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 629 90% 8% 2%

Belgium 434 90% 6% 4%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 330 81% 16% 3%

Bulgaria 418 66% 24% 10%

Croatia 497 84% 12% 4%

Cyprus 55 89% 5% 5%

Czech Republic 335 92% 4% 4%

Denmark 208 98% 0% 1%

Estonia 49 69% 24% 6%

Finland 198 86% 11% 3%

France 1,519 86% 7% 8%

Germany 2,685 93% 5% 2%

Greece 729 90% 8% 2%

Hungary 781 81% 13% 6%

Ireland 115 93% 3% 3%

Italy 381 79% 12% 9%

Latvia 194 7% 18% 5%

Lithuania 169 71% 22% 7%

Montenegro 93 84% 13% 3%

Netherlands 542 96% 4% 1%

Norway 304 97% 2% 1%

Portugal 489 85% 9% 6%

Slovakia 64 84% 8% 8%

Slovenia 166 88% 10% 2%

Spain 1,123 89% 6% 6%

Sweden 476 93% 3% 3%

England and Wales 1,031 76% 21% 3%

Northern Ireland 23 83% 9% 9%

Scotland 83 82% 11% 7%

Total/Average 14,120 85% 10% 5%
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26j. Es uzskatu, ka pédéjo tris gadu laikd manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir ievérojusi:

Social media Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Strongly Strongly
agree disagree

Austria 686 25% 39% 36%

Belgium 406 51% 30% 19%

Bosnia and Herzegovina 304 50% 32% 17%

Bulgaria 398 19% 44% 37%

Croatia 477 42% 31% 27%

Cyprus 51 47% 27% 25%

Czech Republic 291 38% 48% 13%

Denmark 178 61% 30% 9%

Estonia 66 39% 38% 23%

Finland 223 57% 29% 14%

France 1,305 25% 29% 45%

Germany 2,956 34% 40% 25%

Greece 763 47% 32% 21%

Hungary 784 33% 27% 40%

Ireland 115 34% 41% 25%

Italy 395 32% 29% 38%

Latvia 192 27% 45% 28%

Lithuania 177 12% 51% 37%

Montenegro 88 48% 34% 18%

Netherlands 708 35% 36% 28%

Norway 258 66% 31% 2%

Portugal 477 35% 31% 33%

Slovakia 61 18% 39% 43%

Slovenia 147 19% 30% 51%

Spain 1,082 38% 23% 39%

Sweden 574 54% 31% 15%

England and Wales 1,243 19% 45% 36%

Northern Ireland 26 23% 54% 23%

Scotland 103 22% 52% 25%

Total/Average 14,534 36% 36% 27%

26k. Pédéjo tris gadu laika es uzskatu, ka manu ka tiesnesa neatkaribu ir
respektéjusi:

Supreme Court / Response Agree - Not sure Disagree -
Court of Cassation Strongly Strongly
agree disagree
Austria 721 95% 3% 2%
Belgium 420 95% 3% 1%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 327 89% 9% 2%
Bulgaria 417 79% 18% 3%
Croatia 516 87% 10% 3%
Cyprus 56 95% 2% 4%
Czech Republic 349 94% 3% 4%
Denmark 198 98% 1% 2%
Estonia 66 83% 8% 9%
Finland 224 95% 3% 2%
France 1,415 94% 2% 3%
Germany 3,042 93% 4% 2%
Greece 800 86% 11% 3%
Hungary 783 76% 11% 12%
Ireland 114 96% 0% 4%
Italy 385 82% 11% 7%
Latvia 199 81% 12% 7%
Lithuania 180 89% 9% 2%
Montenegro 96 89% 7% 4%
Netherlands 71 99% 1% 1%
Norway 297 98% 1% 1%
Portugal 485 86% 10% 5%
Slovakia 65 83% 14% 3%
Slovenia 182 82% 15% 3%
Spain 1,084 85% 9% 7%
Sweden 584 95% 2% 2%
England and Wales 1,229 90% 8% 3%
Northern Ireland 26 7% 15% 8%
Scotland 101 91% 7% 2%
Total/Average 15,072 89% 7% 4%
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Respondentu personiskas un profesionalas ipasibas

27. Dzimums

Gender Response Did not Male Female

answer /

Identify

differently
Austria 730 1% 48% 52%
Belgium 451 1% 45% 55%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 0% 35% 65%
Bulgaria 422 0% 36% 64%
Croatia 524 0% 27% 73%
Cyprus 60 0% 48% 52%
Czech Republic 377 0% 50% 50%
Denmark 210 0% 51% 49%
Estonia 66 1% 33% 67%
Finland 221 3% 43% 57%
France 1,564 1% 33% 67%
Germany 3,119 1% 55% 45%
Greece 816 1% 29% 71%
Hungary 745 5% 38% 62%
Ireland 115 0% 57% 43%
Italy 421 0% 53% 47%
Latvia 198 1% 19% 81%
Lithuania 180 1% 37% 63%
Montenegro 96 4% 31% 69%
Netherlands 771 1% 45% 55%
Norway 315 0% 56% 44%
Portugal 491 1% 38% 62%
Slovakia 66 1% 56% 44%
Slovenia 192 1% 19% 81%
Spain 1,170 2% 53% 47%
Sweden 597 0% 48% 52%
England and Wales 1,251 2% 63% 37%
Northern Ireland 27 0% 81% 19%
Scotland 103 1% 63% 37%
Total/Average 15,636 1% 45% 55%

28. Tiesnesa darba pieredze
Judicial experience Response 0-5 years 6-10 years | 11-15 16-20 21-25 Over 25
years years years years

Austria 740 11% 19% 11% 15% 15% 30%
Belgium 457 26% 19% 16% 12% 15% 12%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 13% 16% 22% 12% 14% 24%
Bulgaria 424 9% 9% 15% 14% 28% 25%
Croatia 525 7% 9% 14% 13% 23% 34%
Cyprus 60 37% 18% 15% 13% 13% 3%
Czech Republic 378 19% 11% 10% 19% 16% 26%
Denmark 21 24% 14% 27% 16% 12% 8%
Estonia 67 10% 24% 12% 24% 10% 19%
Finland 227 33% 23% 15% 7% 7% 14%
France 1,583 23% 13% 12% 15% 11% 27%
Germany 3,140 17% 11% 15% 13% 14% 30%
Greece 826 18% 28% 14% 14% 14% 12%
Hungary 788 12% 12% 16% 16% 18% 26%
Ireland 115 39% 36% 15% 5% 3% 3%
Italy 423 22% 10% 8% 6% 9% 45%
Latvia 200 11% 14% 18% 22% 13% 23%
Lithuania 181 18% 20% 14% 17% 15% 15%
Montenegro 100 17% 22% 19% 16% 7% 19%
Netherlands 775 18% 13% 19% 17% 15% 18%
Norway 315 30% 20% 19% 13% 9% 10%
Portugal 494 9% 5% 15% 17% 20% 33%
Slovakia 67 39% 12% 7% 16% 12% 13%
Slovenia 193 11% 6% 19% 19% 17% 28%
Spain 1,191 8% 9% 14% 13% 17% 39%
Sweden 599 23% 19% 27% 15% 7% 10%
England and Wales 1,273 28% 18% 22% 15% 10% 7%
Northern Ireland 27 22% 30% 11% 11% 11% 15%
Scotland 104 22% 24% 20% 17% 9% 8%
Total/Average 15,821 20% 17% 16% 15% 13% 20%
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29. Galvena darba vieta

Type of court Respons Court of Appeal Supreme

first court Court/

instance Court of

Cassation
Austria 740 64% 31% 5%
Belgium 457 84% 16% 0%
Bosnia and Herzegovina 338 73% 23% 4%
Bulgaria 424 75% 17% 8%
Croatia 525 67% 31% 2%
Cyprus 60 100% 0% 0%
Czech Republic 378 72% 21% 7%
Denmark 211 69% 26% 5%
Estonia 67 69% 21% 10%
Finland 227 58% 37% 5%
France 1,583 75% 21% 3%
Germany 3,140 76% 20% 4%
Greece 826 75% 19% 7%
Hungary 788 71% 25% 4%
Ireland 115 82% 12% 6%
Italy 423 82% 17% 1%
Latvia 200 68% 24% 9%
Lithuania 181 60% 32% 8%
Montenegro 100 89% 9% 2%
Netherlands 775 76% 23% 0%
Norway 315 64% 33% 3%
Portugal 494 75% 22% 3%
Slovakia 67 69% 27% 4%
Slovenia 193 80% 18% 2%
Spain 1,191 68% 30% 2%
Sweden 599 66% 31% 3%
England and Wales 1,273 94% 6% 0%
Northern Ireland 27 96% 4% 0%
Scotland 104 88% 12% 0%
Total/Average 15,821 75% 21% 4%
30. Galvena darba joma

Type of cases Response administrative civil criminal civil and criminal | civil, administrative

cases (including cases cases in equal and criminal cases in

family) measure equal measure
cases

Austria 740 22% 61% 13% 3% 1%
Belgium 457 2% 58% 27% 11% 2%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 338 5% 58% 23% 10% 4%
Bulgaria 424 18% 42% 26% 6% 7%
Croatia 525 7% 66% 27% 0% 0%
Cyprus 60 8% 17% 15% 60% 0%
Czech Republic 378 8% 65% 27% 0% 0%
Denmark 211 1% 3% 9% 52% 36%
Estonia 67 25% 45% 27% 3% 0%
Finland 227 31% 19% 15% 34% 1%
France 1,583 2% 48% 34% 14% 2%
Germany 3,140 28% 46% 21% 4% 0%
Greece 826 62% 11% 3% 24% 0%
Hungary 788 8% 52% 38% 1% 0%
Ireland 115 4% 37% 30% 14% 15%
Italy 423 10% 41% 46% 2% 0%
Latvia 200 15% 51% 31% 3% 1%
Lithuania 181 8% 44% 27% 3% 18%
Montenegro 100 6% 45% 36% 12% 1%
Netherlands 775 22% 42% 30% 5% 1%
Norway 315 0% 4% 2% 77% 18%
Portugal 494 5% 47% 35% 13% 1%
Slovakia 67 13% 60% 27% 0% 0%
Slovenia 193 5% 67% 24% 4% 1%
Spain 1,191 11% 38% 29% 21% 1%
Sweden 599 41% 9% 19% 29% 2%
England and Wales 1,273 20% 53% 22% 3% 3%
Northern Ireland 27 11% 44% 26% 7% 11%
Scotland 104 16% 26% 18% 31% 9%
Total/Average 15,821 14% 41% 24% 15% 5%
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31. Daliba tiesnesu asociacija

Member of a judges Response yes no
association

Austria 740 96% 4%
Belgium 457 36% 64%
Bosnia and Herzegoving 338 76% 24%
Bulgaria 424 33% 67%
Croatia 525 65% 35%
Cyprus 60 92% 8%
Czech Republic 378 32% 68%
Denmark 211 100% 0%
Estonia 67 81% 19%
Finland 227 62% 38%
France 1,583 46% 54%
Germany 3,140 70% 30%
Greece 826 97% 3%
Hungary 788 46% 54%
Ireland 115 97% 3%
Italy 423 91% 9%
Latvia 200 51% 49%
Lithuania 181 62% 38%
Montenegro 100 69% 31%
Netherlands 775 84% 36%
Norway 315 92% 8%
Portugal 494 88% 12%
Slovakia 67 42% 58%
Slovenia 193 87% 33%
Spain 1,191 64% 36%
Sweden 599 29% 71%
England and Wales 1,273 59% 41%
Northern Ireland 27 89% 11%
Scotland 104 63% 37%
Total/Average 15,821 68% 32%
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