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24022006 Senata Administrativo lietu departaments atcel
iekslietu ministra [Emumu ieklaut Latvijai nevélamo personu saraksta 2004.
gada no Latvijas izraidito krievu kopienas aktivistu Aleksandru Kazakovu.
Pienemot Iémumu, nebija apsvérti Kazakova privatas dzives ierobezojumi.

22032006 Kriminallietu tiesu palata par 38 sieviesu nogalinasanu
apstdzétajam Kasparam Petrovam atstaj spéka Rigas apgabaltiesas
piespriesto muza ieslodzijumu. Vins uzdevies par gazes skaititaju
parbauditaju un ta iekluvis sirmgalvju dzivoklos. Petrovs palatas spriedumu
parstdzéja, tacu Senats atteica ierosinat kasacijas tiesvedibu.

1 1 042006 Senata Administrativo lietu departaments noraida
krievu skolu aizstavibas Staba aktivista Jurija Petropavlovska stdzibu par
tiesvedibas izbeigsanu atteikuma vinam pieskirt Latvijas pilsonibu. Tiesa
uzskatija, ka apstridétais valdibas Iemums uzskatams nevis par
administrativo aktu, bet par politisku Iémumu. Petropavlovskis
iesniedza sadzibu Eiropas Cilvéktiesibu tiesa.

29052006 Senata Kriminallietu departaments noraida ,Aldara”
marketinga direktores Laimas Priedites slepkaviba apsudzéta nepilngadiga
Pavela Gaponova kasacijas sudzibu un atstaj negrozitu tiesas spriedumu,
ar kuru vinam piespriests 15 gadu cietumsods. Jaunas sievietes mirstigas
atliekas ar vairak neka 20 durtam bracém tika atrastas uz autocela Tukuma
rajona. Péc slepkavibas Gaponovs nolaupija Priedites telefonu, naudas
maku un ,Aldarim” piederoso automasinu.

01 062006 Senata Administrativo lietu departaments noraida
Lielbritanijas kompanijas Kempmayer Media Ltd. un tas meitas uznémuma
Kempmayer Media Latvia pieteikumus par Konkurences padomes Iémuma
atcel$sanu. Padome par neatbilstosu Konkurences likumam atzina starp
Kempmayer Media Ltd. un Digitalo Latvijas radio un televizijas centru
noslégta liguma sadalu par ciparu televizijas uztvéréju piegadi un
izplatisanu. Par digitalas televizijas ievieSanas projekta, kura kopéjas
izmaksas Iéstas aptuveni 150 miljonos ASV dolaru, tapsanu un gaitu ierosi-
nata kriminallieta par dienesta pilnvaru parsniegsanu, valsts amatpersonas
bezdarbibu, krdpsanu un noziedzigi iegutu lidzek|u legalizaciju.

22062006 Senats atstaj spéka spriedumu, ar kuru apmierinats
Enesas Saburovas pieteikums un par prettiesisku atzita Rigas pilsétas bav-
valdes SIA,N&J"izdota bavatlauja vairakstavu nama bavniecibai Brivibas
gatve 352/358. Par prettiesisku atzita gan bavatlauja, gan paréjie uz tas
pamata pienemtie [Emumi.

21 092006 Civillietu tiesu palata piedzen no Tieslietu ministrijas
morala kaitéjuma atlidzibu kadreizéja picériju tikla Lolo Group

ipasniekiem - Polijas pilsonim Karolam Lesinskim un latvietei Zannai
Maksimovai — 5000 latu kompensaciju katram. Prasiba celta saistiba ar
nepamatotam apstdzibam méginajuma dedzinat pasiem piederosos
restoranus, lai sanemtu apdrosinasanas atlidzibu. Picériju ipasnieki pusotru
ménesi pavadija apcietinajuma, bet péc tam vinus pilniba attaisnoja.
Cietusie no Tieslietu ministrijas prasija 50 000 latu atlidzibu katrs.

Par lemumu piedzit mazaku kompensaciju vini sniedza kasacijas sudzibu,
bet Senats atteica uzsakt kasacijas tiesvedibu.

18.04.2006.

Kriminallietu tiesu palatas tiesnesis
Péteris Opincans lasa spriedumu
bijusa Saeimas deputata Imanta
Burvja un lidztiesajamo - toreizéja
Saeimas priekssédétaja biedra Gun-
dara Bojara paligu Aigara Parmas
un Mara Dinduna - kriminallieta.
Vini tika apsudzéti par Latvijas So-
cialdemokratiskajai Stradnieku par-
tijai paredzéto lidzek|u iztérésanu
savam vajadzibam. Palata uz pusi
samazinaja Burvim apgabaltiesas
piespriesto sodu — 6 gadu nosacitu
brivibas atnemsanu, savukart Par-
mu un Dindunu attaisnoja. Senats
palatas spriedumu ir atcélis un
nodevis lietu jaunai izskatisanai cita
tiesas sastava.
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27022006 Kriminallietu tiesu palatas tiesnese Ludmila
Polakova tiesas sédé izskata apstdzéta, agrak jau septinas reizes
tiesata Sergeja Sniedzina kriminallietu. Palata nemainija apgabaltiesas
noteikto sodu - brivibas atnemsanu uz 9,5 gadiem, mantas
konfiskaciju, ka ari policijas kontroli uz 3 gadiem. Sniedzins bija
apstdzéts par personu grupa izdaritu laupisanu liela apméra,
kas saistita ar vardarbibas piedraudéjumu. Palatas spriedums tika
parsudzéts, bet Senats to atstaja negrozitu.

30.10.2000.
Apsudzétie - bijusais policijas Mobila
pulka darbinieks Zintis Atauga un ieprieks
ar organizéto noziedzibu saistitais Muhar-
begs Jandijevs — pirms slégtas tiesas sédes,
kura par laupisanu un smagu miesas boja-
jumu nodarisanu apstdzéti Cetri viriesi, tai
skaita ari bijusais Drosibas policijas darbi-
nieks lvo Liparts. Kriminallietu tiesu palata
bijusajam Drosibas policijas darbiniekam
pieméroja mediciniska rakstura piespie-
du lidzekli - ievietosanu psihiatriskaja
slimnica, nodrosinot apsardzi, paréjiem
apsudzétajiem apgabaltiesas piespriesto
sodu samazinaja. Spriedums stajies spéka.

26.04.2006.

Senata Administrativo lietu departamenta priekssédétajs Valerijans Jonikans un
senatore Jautrite Briede tiesas sédé izskata Krievijas vajata uznéméja Platona
Elenina (Borisa Berezovska) stdzibu par iekslietu ministra lemumu ieklaut vinu
Latvijai nevélamo personu saraksta. Senats noraidija pieteikumu un atzina, ka
liegums Eleninam iecelot Latvija ka personai, kas var radit draudus valsts drosibai,
pamatots uz tiesisku Drosibas policijas atzinumu, un ar $o aizliegumu nav
parkaptas pieteicéja cilvéktiesibas.

03.11.2006.

Senatores Dace Mita, Veronika Krimina un Jautrite Briede Administrativo lietu departa-
menta tiesas sédé izskata partiju,Jaunie demokrati’,,Msu zeme”, ,Tevzemes savieniba”
un Sociala taisniguma partijas stdzibu, kura apstridéti 9. Saeimas vélésanu rezultati.

Tiesa atzina, ka vélésanu procesa ir pielauti parkapumi, tacu tie nav novedusi pie tik batis-
ka vélétaju gribas izkroplojuma, ka to rezultata Centralas vélésanu komisijas [Emums batu
atzistams par prettiesisku. Vienlaikus pienemts blakus Iemums, vérSot Ministru kabineta
uzmanibu uz nepiecieSamibu izveidot skaidru un efektivu modernai demokratiskai valstij
atbilstosu vélésanu norises, tostarp prieksvélésanu kampanas, tiesiskuma kontroles meha-
nismu, lai nodrosinatu Satversmé noteikto vélésanu principu ievérosanu.

18.12.2000.

Kriminallietu tiesu palata slegta sédé izskata kriminallietu, kura bijusais Ekonomikas
policijas prieksnieka vietnieks Mihails Belkins apstdzéts par izspiesanu, dienesta stavokla
launpratigu izmanto$anu un draudiem nogalinat uznémeéju, ASV pilsoni Avrutinu.
Kriminallietai tika pievienoti vél citi Drosibas policija sanemtie iesniegumi par apstdzéta
iespéjamam nelikumibam. Apgabaltiesa Belkinu attaisnoja, savukart tiesu palata atzina
apsudzéta vainu un piesprieda brivibas atnemsanu uz 5 gadiem, arestéjot tiesas zalé.
Kriminallieta iesniegta kasacijas stidziba un Generalprokuraturas kasacijas protests.
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10 1 02006 Senata Administrativo lietu departaments aptur
tiesvedibu pieteikuma par Valsts ienémumu dienesta (VID) generaldirektora
Iémumu un prasa Satversmes tiesai izvértét, vai Satversmei atbilst likuma
par iedzivotaju ienakuma nodokli ietvertais ierobezojums péc VID noteikta
termina iesniegt nodokla samaksu apliecinosus dokumentus. Senats no-
rada, ka apstridéta norma ierobezo apstridésanas iestadi un tiesu pienemt
pieradijumus, tadéjadi ir ierobezotas Satversmé garantétas tiesibas uz
taisnigu tiesu. Satversmes tiesa atzina, ka likuma, Par iedzivotaju ienakuma
nodokli” 22. panta 4. dalas otrais teikums neatbilst Satversmes 92. pantam
un ir spéka neesoss no 2007. gada 1. oktobra.

19 102006 Kriminallietu tiesu palata atstaj spéka Rigas apgabaltie-
sas piespriesto muza ieslodzijumu par 14 gadus veca pusaudza nolaupisanu
un slepkavibu apstdzétajam bijusajam policistam Sergejam Danilinam, par
slepkavibas atbalstisanu un kilnieka sagrabsanu apstdzétajam Jurijam Saba-
linam piespriesto brivibas atnemsanu uz 18 gadiem un par nezino$anu apsa-
dzétajam Aleksejam Nefjodorovam piespriesto 3 gadu ieslodzijumu. Nolau-
pito pusaudzi noziedznieki nogadaja garaza un zaloja ar dimedrola tabletém.
Vecakiem prasita izpirkuma maksa 50 000 latu. Vél dzivam bérnam nogrieza
pirkstu, kas bija domats ka pieradijums draudu nopietnibai. Zénu nogalinaja,
bet jau péc slepkavibas par vina atbrivosanu vecakiem pieprasija 70 000 latu.
Spriedumu apstdzétie parstdzéja, tacu Senats to atstaja negrozitu.

27 102006 Augstakas tiesas tris tiesnesu kolegials sastavs atstaj
negrozitus lemumus par drosibas lidzekla - apcietinajuma uz 30 dienam —
piemérosanu Rigas Vidzemes priekspilsétas tiesas priekssédétajai Irénai
Polikarpovai un Sis tiesas tiesnesei Beatrisei Talerei. Vinas aizturéja Korup-
cijas novérsanas un apkarosanas birojs aizdomas par kukulnemsanu. Pret
tiesnesém sakta kriminalvajasana. Pirmoreiz pie kriminalatbildibas tiek
sauktas tiesneses, kuras pirms tam nav atceltas vai atstajusas amatu.

O 1.1 12006 Senats noraida bijusa Valsts ienémumu dienesta gene-
raldirektora Andreja Soncika kasacijas sudzibu kriminallieta, kura Sonciks
un bijusais galvenas muitas parvaldes prieksnieka vietnieks Andrejs Runcis
vainoti par valsts interesém pretéju ricibu ta dévétaja SIA Dinaz nafta lieta,
kad valsts kasei secen gaja gandriz miljons latu $a uznémuma nesamaksatu
nodoklu. Sonc¢ikam piespriests naudas sods 150 minimalo ménesalgu,
Runcim 40 minimalo ménesalgu apméra.

05 1 22006 Civillietu tiesu palata noraida Latvijas Pareizticigo
baznicas Sinodes prasibu atzit ipaSumtiesibas uz Pétera un Pavila baznicas
éku jeb koncertzali Ave Sol. leprieks apgabaltiesa bija noteikusi, ka Ave Sol
éka nododama Sinodes valdijuma. Rigas domei labvéligo Iémumu Sinode
parstdzéja, tacu Senats spriedumu atstaja negrozitu.

08 1 22006 Kriminallietu tiesu palata daléji atce| Vidzemes
apgabaltiesas spriedumu kriminallieta par pusaudza noslicinasanu Gauja.
Diviem apstdzétajiem tiesa samazinaja brivibas atnemsanas terminu uz
10 un 10,5 gadiem. Paréjiem diviem piespriestie 15 un 14,5 gadi atstati
negroziti. 2005. gada tragiskie notikumi risinajas Valmiera, kur, atriebjoties
par to, ka cietusais agrak zinojis par vina piekausanu, apstdzétie vinam
uzbruka, sita un spardija, péc tam sasista kermeni noripinaja pa Gaujas
krastu un ar kaju pagrada zem ledus.
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24.02.2006. The Senate Department of Adminis-
trative Cases revokes the decision of the Minister of
the Interior declaring Aleksadrs Kazakovs, an active
member of the Russian community expelled from
Latvia in 2004, persona non grata. On taking the deci-
sion the circumstances of the private life of Aleksandrs
Kazakovs had not been taken into consideration.

27.02.2006. Justice of the Chamber of Criminal
Cases Ludmila Polakova presiding over the case of
Sergejs Sniedzins who has a record of seven prior
convictions. The Chamber upheld the decision of the
Regional Court requiring deprivation of liberty for nine
and a half years, confiscation of property and police
surveillance for three years. Sniedzins was prosecuted
for major gang robbery, including threatening of
violence. The ruling of the Chamber was appealed, but
the Senate upheld it.

22.03.2006. The Chamber of Criminal Cases upholds
the life-long imprisonment sentence imposed by the
Riga Regional Court on Kaspars Petrovs tried for the
manslaughter of 38 women. Appearing to be an em-
ployee of the gas company, he had managed to enter
the apartments of senior citizens. Kaspars Petrovs
appealed the ruling of the Chamber, but the Senate
turned down the request for a cassation proceeding.

11.04.2006. The Senate Department of Adminis-
trative Cases turns down the complaint of Jurijs
Petropavloskis, a representative of the Russian School
Defence Staff, about closing proceedings on the
refusal of granting to him Latvian citizenship. The
Court considered the government decision which was
the subject of the appeal to be a political rather than
an administrative decision. Jurijs Petropavlovskis has
further lodged a complaint to the European Court of
Human Rights.

18.04.2006. Peteris Opincans, Justice of the
Chamber of Criminal Cases, is reading out the
verdict in the criminal case of the former Parliamant
(Saeima) member Imants Burvis and the co-defen-
dants - assistants to the former Deputy Chairperson
of the Parliament (Saeima) Gundars Bojars - Aigars
Parma and Maris Dindun . They were tried for having
spent the assets of the Latvian Social Democratic
Workers'Party for their private needs. The Chamber
had reduced the 6 years'suspended sentence passed
by the Regional Court for Burvis, whereas Parma and
Dinduns had been acquitted. The Senate revoked the
decision of the Chamber and handed over the case
to a differently constituted bench.

26.04.2006. \/alerijans Jonikans, Chair of the
Department of Administrative Cases of the Senate,
and Senator Jautrite Briede examining the complaint
lodged by the businessman Platon Elenin (Boriss
Berezovsky) persecuted by Russia about the decision
of the Minister of the Interior declaring him persona
non grata. The Senate turned down the complaint
and acknowledged that denial of entrance to Elenin
into Latvia due to the threat he poses to State security
is based on a legitimate opinion of the Security police
and does not represent an infringement of the human
rights of the applicant.

29.05.2006. The Senate Department of Criminal Ca-
ses turns down the cassation complaint of the minor
Pavels Gaponovs accused of the homicide of Laima
Priedite, the marketing manager of the company
“Aldaris”and upholds the court decision sentencing
him to 15 years of imprisonment. The body of the
young woman with more than 20 puncture wounds
was found on the motor road to Tukums. Having
murdered the woman, Pavels Gaponovs robbed her of
the mobile phone, purse and the vehicle - property of
the company “Aldaris".

01.06.2006. The Senate Department of Adminis-
trative Cases turns down the applications of the UK
company “Kempmayer Media Ltd!"and its daughter
company “Kempmayer Media Latvia” with the request
to revoke the decision of the Competition Council.
The Council had considered that the part of the Agre-
ement concluded between “Kempmayer Media Ltd""
and the “Digital Latvian Radio and Television Centre”
about the supply and the sales of digital TV recording
equipment does not comply with the Competition
Law. Criminal proceedings were initiated for exce-
eding official authority, the failure of a public official to
act, fraud and money laundering related to the digital
television project worth 150 million US dollars.

22,06.2006. The Senate upholds the ruling satisfying
the application of Enesa Saburova on declaring illegal
the building permit issued by the Riga Municipal
Building Office to the limited company “N&J" for the
construction of a multi-storey building on 352/358
Brivibas Street. The building permit itself and other
decisions based on it have been declared illegal.

21.09.2006. The Chamber of Civil Cases recovers
from the Ministry of Justice damages for the non-
material injury caused to the former owners of a chain
of pizza shops - Karol Lesinsky, citizen of Poland, and
Zanna Maksimova, citizen of Latvia; the damages
amounted to 5 000 Ls for each plaintiff. The claim

was lodged for ungrounded accusations against the
plaintiffs about attempting arson with regard to their
own property in order to receive insurance compensa-
tion. The owners of the pizza shops spent one and a
half months in prison, whereas later they were fully
acquitted. They demanded a compensation of 50
000Ls each from the Ministry of Justice. Later they
lodged a cassation complaint against reduction of
the amount to be compensated; the Senate, however,
refused to initiate a cassation proceeding.

10.10.2006. The Senate Department of Administra-
tive Cases stops the proceedings on the complaint
lodged against the decision of the General Director

of the State Revenue Service (SRS) and commissions
the Constitutional Court to examine whether the pro-
vision of the Law on Individual Income Tax restricting
submission of the proof for the payment of taxes after
the deadline set down by the State Revenue Service is
in compliance with the Constitution (Satversme). The
Senate indicated that the disputable provision restricts
the Appeal institution and the ability of the Court to
accept evidence, thus restricting the Constitutional
right to a fair trial. The Constitutional Court found

that the second sentence of Section 22 Part 4 of the
Law on Individual Income Tax does not comply with
Section 92 of the Constitution and declared it null and
void as from October1st, 2007.

19.10.2006. The Chamber of Criminal Cases upholds
the life-long imprisonment sentence imposed by

the Riga Regional Court on the former police officer
Sergejs Danilins who was tried for kidnapping an
adolescent aged 14 years and subsequent homicide,
the 18 years imprisonment sentence for Jurijs Sabalins
for supporting homicide and hostage taking and the 3
years imprisonment sentence for Aleksejs Nefjodorovs
for failure to inform the police. The kidnapped minor
was held in a garage and drugged with dimedrol.

The ransom demanded from the parents was 50 000
Ls. When the boy was still alive, one of his fingers

was cut off to be used as proof of the intentions of
the criminals. The boy was eventually murdered,
nevertheless the criminals demanded an even higher
ransom of 70 000Ls from the parents for releasing the
boy. An appeal was lodged against the sentence, but
the Senate upheld the initial sentence.

27.10.2006. The collegial body of three Justices of
the Supreme Court upholds the decision to detain
Chief Judge of the Riga Vidzeme District Court Irena
Polikarpova and Judge Beatrise Talere for 30 days. The
Judges were detained by the Corruption Prevention
and Combating Bureau on suspected bribery. Criminal
prosecution has been initiated. It is the first time when
a Judge has been prosecuted for a criminal offence
prior to being dismissed from office or without leaving
office on his/her own accord.

30.10.2006. The prosecuted Zintis Atauga, a former
employee of the Mobile Regiment, and Muharbegs
Jandijevs with a prior record of involvement in
organised crime waiting for a closed court hearing of
a the case involving four men, including the former
Security police officer Ivo Liparts, prosecuted for rob-
bery and causing serious bodily injury. The Chamber
of Criminal Cases applied a medical coercive measure
to the former Security police officer placing him at a
psychiatric hospital and providing security guard; for
the other accused parties the sentence was mitiga-
ted. The sentence has entered into force.

01.11.2006. The Senate declines the cassation com-
plaint of the former Director General of the State Reve-
nue Service Andrejs Sonciks concerning the criminal
case against Sonciks and the former Deputy Head of
the Chief Customs Office Andrejs Runcis for acting
against State interest in the so called “Dinaz nafta, SIA"
case, when the State Treasury lost almost one million
lats in tax payments. A penalty charge amounting to
150 minimum monthly wages was imposed on Son-
ciks, whereas the penalty charge imposed on Runcis
was 40 minimum monthly wages.

03.11.2006. The Senators Dace Mita, Veronika
Krumina and Jautrite Briede at a hearing held by the
Department of Administrative Cases examine the
complaint of the political parties “New Democrats

“ (Jaunie demokrati), “Our Land” (Musu zeme), “The
Fatherland Union” (Tevzemes savieniba) and the
Party for Social Justice (Sociala taisniguma partija)
questioning the validity of the results of the 9™
election of the Parliament (Saeima). The Court ackno-
wledged that there had been some irregularities in
the election process, however such irregularities had
not led to an essential distortion of the electors'will
casting doubt on the legitimacy of the decisions of
the Central Election Committee. An ancillary decision
was taken, focussing the attention of the Cabinet on
the need for a clear and effective control mechanism
over the election process, including the pre-election
campaign, to ensure that the election principles

set by the Parliament (Saeima) are duly observed as
appropriate for a modern democracy.

05.12.2006. The Chamber of Civil Cases declines the
claim of the Synod of the Latvian Orthodox Church
on recognising its ownership rights of the building of
the St.Peter and St.Paul’s Church (the Ave Sol concert
hall). In a previous decision by the Regional Court the
Synod had been granted possession of the Ave Sol
building. The Synod lodged an appeal against the
decision in favour of the Riga Municipality, however
the decision was upheld.

08.12.2006. The Chamber of Criminal Cases partly re-
voked the sentence imposed by the Vidzeme Regional
Court in the criminal case involving drowning of an
adolescent in the river Gauja. For two of the accused
persons the term of imprisonment was reduced to ten
and ten and a half years. For the two other accused
persons the term of imprisonment was left unchan-
ged - fifteen and fourteen and a half years respectively.
The tragic events took place in Valmiera where in an
act of revenge (the victim had earlier reported on
being beaten up) the accused persons had attacked
the adolescent, beaten him and kicked him with their
feet, and afterwards trundled the body down the river
bank of the river Gauja kicking it down under the ice.

18.12.2006. The Chamber of Criminal Cases at a clo-
sed hearing is examining the criminal case against the
former Deputy Chief of the Economic Police Mihails
Belkins accused of extortion, misuse of official position
and threatening to kill the businessman Avrutin,
citizen of the USA. Other applications submitted to
the Security Police involving offences which might
have been committed by the accused Belkins were
added to the criminal case. The Regional Court had
previously acquitted Belkins, however, the Chamber
found him guilty and sentenced him to 5 years of
imprisonment taking the offender in custody in the
courtroom. A cassation complaint and the Prosecutor
General's cassation protest has been lodged.
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AUGSTAKAS TIESAS DARBIBAS PAMATS,
STRUKTURA, AKTUALITATES UN STRATEGIJA

Latvijas Republikas Augstaka tiesa ir valsts institdcija un neatkarigas
tiesu sistémas sastavdala. Latvijas trispakapju tiesu sistéma ta ir
tresas jeb augstakas pakapes tiesa, Senata nolémumi ir galigi un
neparstdzami. Augstaka tiesa ir ari vienotas tiesu prakses veicinataja,
juridiskas domas un nacionalo tiesibu attistitaja. Augstakas tiesas
darbibas pamats ir noteikts Latvijas Republikas Satversmé, likuma
,Par tiesu varu”un procesualajos likumos.

Kaut arl Augstaka tiesa ir neatkariga sava darbiba un politiski neitrala
jestade, ta nav pilniba izoléta no sabiedribas un valsti notiekosa.
2006. gads bija Latvijas Republikas Saeimas vélésanu gads, un
vélésanu atskanas nonaca ari Augstakaja tiesa, skatot lietu, kura

bija apsaubita vélésanu norises likumiba. Aizvaditaja gada sadar-
bojamies ar tris tieslietu ministriem, ar tas norada uz mainigumu
tieslietu sistéma. Diskusijas sabiedriba raisija Satversmes tiesas
tiesnesu kandidatru virzisana, jatamu satricinajumu tiesu sistéma
radija Vidzemes priekspilsétas tiesnesu apcietinasana un skandals
par tiesnesu sankcionéto telefonsarunu noklausisanos.

Augstaka tiesa ir saméra konservativa iestade un batiskas izmai-

nas to 2006. gada neskara. Tacu tapat ka visiem ar tiesu sistému
saistitajiem, ieprieks minétie un citi notikumi lika nopietnak domat
par étikas problémam profesionalaja darbiba. Augstaka tiesa deva
nozimigu ieguldijumu 3o jautajumu aktualizésana, kopa ar Amerikas
Tiesu advokatu padomi organizéjot starptautisku konferenci,Tiesne-
$i un advokati profesiju saskarsmé”.

Tapat Augstaka tiesa radijusi pieméru, veidojot tiesu par sabiedribai
atvertu, saprotamu un uzticamu iestadi. Te nozimigs bija 2006. gada
sadarbiba ar Spanijas Juridisko macibu centru uzsaktais projekts par
Augstakas tiesas kapacitates paaugstinasanu, uzlabojot dokumentu
parvaldibu un personalvadibu.

Tacu visvairak 2006. gads Augstakas tiesas vésturé paliks ar [oti batis-
ku darba apjoma pieaugumu, izskatot rekordlielu lietu skaitu. Aug-
stakas tiesas senatori, tiesnesi un darbinieki stradajusi |oti saspringta
darba rezima. Gada parskata plénuma, kura parskatu par padarito
sniedza visu struktdrvienibu vaditaji, pozitivi tika novértéts visa tiesas
kolektiva darbs, pasi uzsverot Civillietu tiesu palatas lielo darba apjo-
mu, Administrativo lietu departamenta jaunradi un augsto kvalitates

The fundamental principles of the Supreme Court, its structure, key issues and strategy

prasibu [imeni, Judikatras nodalas ieguldijumu Tiesu informativas
sistémas JudikatUras datubazes izveidosana, ka ari Administracijas
meérktiecigo darbu Augstakas tiesas darba apstak|u uzlabosana un
darba efektivizésana.

2006. gada beigas tika izveidota darba grupa, kas izstrada Aug-
stakas tiesas darbibas stratégiju 2007. — 2010. gadam. Stratégiskie
meérki noteikti ¢etras darbibas jomas: profesionala un taisniga tiesas
spriesana; vienveidigas tiesu prakses veidosana valsti; sabiedribas
izpratnes par tiesu varu veicinasana un labas parvaldibas principu
nostiprinasana iestades vadiba. Pamatveértibas, kam javieno Augsta-
kaja tiesa stradajosos, ir tiesiskums, godigums, profesionalitate un
atbildiba, un ikdienas darbam jabalstas uz tadiem passaprotamiem
principiem ka taisnigums, atklatiba, neatkariba un nepartraukta
pilnveidosanas. Tas arl bas 2007. gada darbibas pamata.

Publiskaja gada parskata piedavajam iepazities ar Augstakas tiesas
struktrvienibu vaditaju zinojumiem par 2006. gada darbu, ka ari
statistikas datiem. Plasu un aktualu informaciju par Augstakas tiesas
darbu var iegUt ar majaslapa www.at.gov.lv

The Supreme Court of the Republic of Latvia is a
State institution forming part of the independent
judicial system. It is the third or the highest level
court in the three-tiered court system of Latvia;
the decisions of the Senate are final and may not
be appealed. The Supreme Court is a facilitator of
harmonious court practices and it also furthers
legal ideas and the national legal principles. The
basis of the Supreme Court's authority is the Con-
stitution (Satversme) of the Republic of Latvia, the
Law “On Judicial Power"and procedural legislation.
Even though the Supreme Court acts indepen-
dently and is a politically impartial institution,

itis not isolated from the State or the events
happening in the State. The year 2006 was the
year of Parliamentary (Saeima) elections and the
repercussions of the elections reached also the Su-
preme Court where a matter concerning the legal

validity of the election procedure was heard. In the
course of the previous year we co-operated with
three Ministers of Justice, which points to certain
variability in the system of justice. The promotion
of candidates for the offices of Justices of the Con-
stitutional Court called forth a public discussion,
the Court System was considerably shaken by the
arrest of the judges of the Vidzeme District Court
and the scandal about tapping telephone conver-
sations upon the authorisation of judges.

The Supreme Court is a relatively conservative
institution and there have been no essential
changes during the year 2006. However, the
abovementioned and other events have led

us, alongside with other parties involved in the
judicial system, to consider professional problems
of ethical nature as a more serious matter. The
Supreme Court has significantly contributed

to highlighting these issues by organizing an
international conference Judges and attorneys in
interaction”together with the American Board of
Trial Advocates.

The Supreme Court has also set an example by
opening the Court to the public and promoting
understanding and trust. In this aspect it is impor-
tant to note the project “Strengthening of adminis-
trative capacity of the Supreme Court for creating
an effective system of docketing, record-keeping
and personnel management”started in 2006 toge-
ther with the Spanish Law School Centre.

The year 2006 will pass into the history of the
Supreme Court as the year of a significant increase
in the workload and a record number of cases. The
Senators, the Justices and the rest of the Supreme
Court staff have worked intensely. In the Plenary
Session devoted to the Annual report, where the

Heads of all the structural units of the Supreme
Court reported on their performance results, ap-
preciation for the work performed by all the Court
staff was expressed, whereas particular emphasis
was given to the scope of work carried out by the
Chamber of Civil Cases, the innovatory and high
quality work of the Department of Administrative
Cases, the contribution of the Division of Case-law
to the formation of the case-law data base of the
Court Information System, as well as the activities
of the Administration focused on improving the
work conditions and the effectiveness of the
Supreme Court.

At the end of 2006 a work group was formed to
develop the strategy of Supreme Court for the
years 2007 — 2010. The strategic objectives have
been set in four fields of activity: professional and
just adjudication, harmonious court practices,

promotion of public awareness of the judicial
power and strengthening the principles of good
administration in the management of the insti-
tution. The basic values common to all the staff
members of the Supreme Court are compliance
with the rule of law, honesty, professionalism and
responsibility; routine work shall be based on

the self-evident principles of fairness, openness,
independence and continuous self-improvement.
These will remain the basic principles also for the
year 2007.

In the Annual report released to the public we
offer the overviews presented by the Heads of
the structural units of the Supreme Court on the
performance results of 2006, as well as statistical
data. Extensive and updated information on the
work of the Supreme Court may be found in the
Supreme Court webpage www.at.gov.lv
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AUGSTAKAS TIESAS
PRIEKSSEDETAJA ZINOJUMS

Augstakas tiesas ka augstakas tiesu instances pamatuzdevums ir
izskatit tiesas lietas kasacijas un apelacijas instancé, ievérojot liku-
mibas un taisniguma principus, lietu izskatisanas savlaicigumu, ka
art veicinat vienotu tiesu praksi valsti.

Augstaka tiesa ir arf judikattras datu bazes veidotaja. 2006. gada
junija Augstakaja tiesa atklata Tiesu informativas sistémas judika-
tdras datubaze, kura izstradata saskana ar likumu Par tiesu varu,
kas nosaka, ka Augstaka tiesa veido $o datubazi, bet ieklaujamas
informacijas atlases un apstrades kartilbu péc saskanosanas

ar Tieslietu ministriju nosaka Augstakas tiesas priekssédéetajs.
Judikataras datubaze tiks ieklauti visu limenu tiesu nolémumi, kas
varétu bat pirmais solis vienotas tiesu prakses veidosanai. Paslaik
si datubaze pieejama tikai Tiesu informativas sistémas lietota-
jiem, tacu planots, ka péc gada ar to varés stradat ikviens Latvijas
iedzivotajs.

Pamatojoties uz Operativas darbibas likumu, Augstakas tiesas
tiesnesi parbauda seviska veida veicamo operativo pasakumu
likumibu un pamatotibu.

Bez tam Augstaka tiesa ir arf pédéja instance, kurai daudzi valsts

iedzivotaji raksta savus iesniegumus un stdzibas, l0dzot par-
baudit visdazadakos ar tiesu lietam saistitus jautajumus, kuru
izvértésana prasa laiku un cilvéku resursus.

Vairaki Augstakas tiesas tiesnesi [idzas tieso pienakumu veiksanai
ir eksperti un padomdevéji likumprojektu izstrades darba grupas
un macibu programmas.

Tie ir galvenie virzieni Augstakas tiesas darbiba 2006. gada.

TIESNESI UN DARBINIEKI. 2006. gada Augstakaja tiesa stradaja
45 tiesnesi un 109 tiesas darbinieki, no tiem 37 tiesnesu paligi.
No 2006. gada 6. februara Senata Administrativo lietu departa-
menta strada jauna senatore Dace Mita, bet no 28. decembra
Civillietu tiesu palata jauna tiesnese Anita Cernavska. 2006. gada
29. decembri, sasniedzot tiesnesa amata pildisanas maksimalo
vecumu, no tiesnesa amata atbrivots Senata Civillietu departa-
menta senators Imants Fridrihsons.

56 % no Augstakas tiesas darbiniekiem ir augstaka izglitiba.

30% studé. 20 darbiniekiem ir magistra grads. Senatore Jautrite
Briede 2006. gada ieguva tiesibu zinatnu doktora gradu.

BUTISKS LIETU SKAITA PIEAUGUMS. 2006. gads lietu
izskatisanas zina Augstakajai tiesai bijis smags, un paveikts ir liels
darba apjoms. Lietu skaits tiesa ar katru gadu pieaug. 2006. gadu
sakot, atlikuma bija 1139 lietas, gada laika tiesa sanéma lidz sim
lielako lietu skaitu — 4518, ari izskatito lietu skaits tiesa 2006. gada
ir bijis vislielakais — 4311 lietas jeb 76% no izskatamo lietu skaita.
Diemzél arf nepabeigto lietu atlikums ir pieaudzis un gada beigas
tas bija lielakais — 1346. Sesu gadu laika Augstakaja tiesa sanemto
lietu skaits ir pieaudzis par 85%. Tiesnesu skaits taja pasa laika ir
pieaudzis tikai par 18%.

Darba apjoma bdatisko pieaugumu Augstaka tiesa izjut gan
skaitliski, gan fiziski un emocionali. Sads batisks lietu pieaugums
apdraud normalu Augstakas tiesas darbu, jo Augstakas tiesas
uzdevums nav izskatit péc iespéjas vairak lietu, bet stradat kvalita-
tivi, sekméjot vienotu tiesu praksi valsti un veidojot judikataru.
Bez tam, palielinoties tendencei pieaugt Augstakaja tiesa izskata-
mo lietu skaitam, lietu atlikums var k|at vél lielaks, apdraudot jau
ta ilgstoso lietu izskatisanu. Personu tiesibas uz savlaicigu lietas iz-
skatisanu ir noteiktas gan Latvijas likumos, gan Latvijai saistosajos

starptautiskajos ligumos, tostarp Cilvéktiesibu un pamatbrivibu
aizsardzibas konvencija.

Lai situaciju mainttu, nepietiek tikai ar tiesnesu skaita palielinasa-
nu. Lietu izskatisanas tempus ietekmé gan procesualas likum-
dosanas problémas, gan tiesnesu un darbinieku profesionalisms
un nodrosinajums ar nepieciesamajiem resursiem, gan citu tiesu
varai piederosu profesiju, piemeéram, advokatu, riciba. Tas nozimé,
ka risinajums jarod valstiska limen.

Pirmkart, ir jabat skaidram mérkim, ko isti vélamies sasniegt valsts
tiesu politikas joma: vai turpinat veidot lielu tiesu iestadi ar lielu
tiesnesu un darbinieku skaitu, plasu kompetenci apelacijas un
kasacijas joma, vai koncentréties uz mazaku darba apjomu, vairak
uzmanibas veltot tiesu praksei nozimigu problému risinasanai,
judikataras veidosanai, Tpasi kasacijas instancé. Tas nav tikai Aug-
stakas tiesas interesu jautajums un kompetence.

Pienemot jauno Tiesu iekdrtas likumprojektu, uz So jautajumu
pamatvilcienos tiks atbildéts. Tapéc mums, ikvienam Augstakas
tiesas tiesnesim, jabut parliecibai un pamatojumam nepieciesa-

Statement by the Chief Justice

of the Supreme Court

The Supreme Court is the highest court in Latvia. It
hears cases in accordance with appellate and cassation
procedures. We work in accordance with the principles
of lawfulness, justice and the timely examination of
cases, and we seek to promote uniform court practices
in Latvia.

The Supreme Court also forms a database on case

law. The database was established in June 2006 as
part of the Latvian Judicial Information System, and it
was developed in accordance with the Latvian law “On
Judicial Power’, which ordered the Supreme Court to
establish the database and the Chief Justice to work

with the Ministry of Justice in selecting and proces-

sing the relevant information. The case law database
includes adjudications from courts at all levels, and it is
a step forward in establishing unified court practice. At
this writing, the database is only available to users of the
Judicial Information System, but the plan is to provide
universal access to the database within one year's time.
In accordance with Latvia's Investigatory Operations
Law, the justices of the Supreme Court are charged with
examining the lawfulness and validity of investigatory
measures which have been pursued in accordance with
special procedures.

The Supreme Court is also the final instance and
addressee for applications and petitions from residents

of Latvia who ask the court to review a wide variety of
judicial matters. This is a process which requires a lot of
time and human resources.

Several Supreme Court justices also serve as experts
and advisors in the drafting of laws and educational
programmes.

These have been the main areas of Supreme Court
activities in 2006.

JUSTICES AND EMPLOYEES
In 2006, the Supreme Court employed 45 justices and

109 court employees, including 37 assistants to justices.

A new member of the Department of Administrative
Cases of the Supreme Court Senate, as of February 6,

2006, is Dace Mita. On December 28, Anita Cernavska
became a justice in the Chamber of Civil Cases. On the
next day, December 29, Senator Imants Fridrihsons of
the Senate’s Department of Civil Cases retired because
he reached the mandatory retirement age for Supreme
Court justices.

56% of Supreme Court employees have a higher edu-
cation, while 30% are still students. A master's degree
is possessed by 20 employees. Senator Jautrite Briede
earned her doctorate in law in 2006.

A SUBSTANTIAL INCREASE IN CASE NUMBERS
2006 was a difficult year for the Supreme Court, as it had
an enormous number of cases to consider. The number

of cases has increased year by year — 1,139 pending
cases at the beginning of 2006, with 4,518 cases
accepted by the Court over the course of the year. This
was more cases than had ever been accepted in a single
year before. During the course of the year, the Supreme
Court heard 4,311 cases, or 76% of the total number.
The number of cases left over for the next year was also
higher than before — 1,346 pending cases. Over the
course of six years, the number of cases reaching the
Supreme Court has increased by 85%, while the number
of justices has increased only by 18%.

The Supreme Court has experienced this substantial
increase in its workload in numerical, physical and
emotional terms. The normal operations of the Court

are under threat. It is the Court’s duty to work at a high
level of quality and to promote uniform court practice
in Latvia. The Court’s aim is to establish case law, not to
hear as many cases as is humanly possible.

As the number of cases filed with the Supreme Court
increases, the proportion of pending cases may increase,
and that means that the already long duration of many
cases may become even longer. The right to a speedy
trial is defined in Latvian law and in international treaties
to which Latvia is party. The Framework Convention

for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms is one of those treaties.

Increasing the number of judges will not be sufficient to
change the situation. The pace at which the Supreme
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majam parmainam, un savu — Augstakas tiesas — viedokli likum-
projekta apspriesanas gaita jabut gataviem paust, iespéjams, ar
plénuma starpniecibu.

Otrkart, tas ir procesualas likumdosanas sakartosanas jeb piln-
veidosanas jautajums, ar mérki Augstakas tiesas tiesnesu darbu
izmantot daudz efektivak, ipasi kasacijas instancé. Manuprat,
pozitivs piemérs ir jaunais Kriminalprocesa likums taja dala, kas
senatoriem atvieglo kasacijas tiesvedibas procediras uzsaksanu,
ka ari dod tiesibas skatit lietu rakstveida procesa.

Administrativa procesa likums ir gajis vél talak, pieskirot sena-
toriem tiesibas atteikt ierosinat kasacijas tiesvedibu, ja nerodas
saubas par apelacijas instances tiesas sprieduma tiesiskumu un
izskatamajai lietai nav nozimes judikatlras veidosana, ka ari, ja
jau ir Senata Administrativo lietu departamenta judikatdra lidziga
lieta. So normu mérkis ir atbrivot tiesnesi no maznozimiga darba
un dot laiku koncentréties nozimigu tiesas lietu apstak|u analizei.
Civilprocesa likums pagaidam ir aprobezojies tikai ar vienu
risinajumu, proti, atlauju blakus sudzibas izskatit rakstveida
procesa. Tas lidz Sim ir vienigais piedavajums, ka procesuala cela

samazinat lielo neizskatito lietu skaitu. Domaju, saja joma vél visas
iespéjas nav izsmeltas, tadé| aicinu visus tiesnesus, Tpasi Civillietu
departamenta senatorus un priekssédétaju sagatavot konkrétus
priekslikumus procesualaja likuma, kas kasacijas instances darbu
padaritu efektivaku.

Treskart, tas ir lietu piekritibas parskatisanas jautajums, pakape-
niski lietas no apgabaltiesas ka pirmas instances tiesas nododot
rajonu tiesam un Augstakas tiesas apelacijas instanci atstajot tikai
atsevisku lietu kategoriju izskatisanai. Piemérs tam ir jauna Krimi-
nalprocesa likuma pienemsana, kas Augstakas tiesas Kriminallietu
tiesu palata sanemto lietu skaitu samazinajis par 25%, bet izskatito
lietu skaitu palielinajis no 56% 2005. gada lidz 63% 2006. gada.

Batiski pieaugot darba apjomam, Augstaka tiesa darba efektivize-
sanai 2006. gada par prioritaru izvirzija personalpolitikas pilnvei-
dosanu, izstradajot un istenojot darbinieku talakizglitibas planu.
Tiesnesu un tiesas darbinieku kvalifikacijas celsana un starptautis-
ka sadarbiba bija 2006. gada budzeta atbalstitas prioritates.
Pirmkart, tiesnesu un citu tiesas darbinieku skaita palielinasana.

2006. gada salidzinajuma ar iepriekséjo gadu, nedaudz pieaudzis
kopéjais tiesnesu un tiesas darbinieku skaits. 2006. gada finan-
séjums pieskirts 47 Augstakas tiesas tiesnesiem. Telpu trakuma
dé| gada beigas stradaja tikai 45 tiesnesi. Lai situaciju uzlabotu,
Saeima gada beigas palielindja noteikto kopéjo Augstakas tiesas
tiesnesu skaitu, un tagad finanséjums ir 53 tiesnesiem. Tacu

2006. gada pats nozimigakais bija tas, ka izdevas butiski palielinat
tiesne$u un senatoru paligu skaitu. Saja zina visvairak ir ieguvusas
abas tiesu palatas. Salidzinajuma ar iepriekséjo gadu kopéjais ties-
nesu paligu skaits ir pieaudzis par 11 un Sobrid ir 37. Uz tiesnesu
paligu vakantajam vietam ir izveidojusies pat neliela konkurence,
tas liecina par $Tamata prestiza pieaugumu un dod iespéjas
kandidatu atlasé izvirzit augstakas prasibas.

Diemzél nav atrisinats jautajums par nepieciesamo telpu nodro-
sinajumu Augstakajai tiesai, lidz ar to joprojam nav iespéjams
paredzét piemérotus darba apstak|us vajadzigajam tiesnesu un
tiesas darbinieku skaitam.

Otrkart, atalgojums un motivacija. Svarigakais, ka ir izdevies pa-
augstinat atalgojumu tiesas darbiniekiem, Tpasi tiesnesu un sena-

toru paligiem. 2005. gada Augstakaja tiesa stradajoso vidéja darba
alga bija tikai 190 lati, 2006. gada — 324 lati. Protams, joprojam ta
nav adekvata veicamajam darba apjomam un atbildibai, tomér
attistibas tendences dod ceribu raudzities nakotné optimistiski.
Raugoties ilgtermina, ir jaizstrada tiesu darbinieku atalgojuma
sistéma, balstoties uz inflacijas limeni un samaksu darba tirga.
Vienlaikus jaizvirza ari augstakas prasibas un kritériji, ipasi tiesnesu
paligiem, stimuléjot un diferencéti atalgojot tos, kas darbu veic
kvalitativak, pilnveido savas profesionalas spéjas.

Treskart, macibas. Ir izstradata kartiba un Augstakas tiesas budzeta
paredzéti lidzekli tiesnesu un tiesas darbinieku profesionalajai
pilnveidei un talakizglitibas stimulésanai. Tiesnesi un darbinieki ir
apguvusi gan specialas zinasanas dazadas tiesibu nozarés, gan vis-
paréjas prasmes un iemanas. Ipasi populari ir anglu valodas kursi.
14 tiesnesi un 10 darbinieki 2006. gada devusies kopuma

19 macibu braucienos un darba komandéjumos arpus Latvijas.
Ceturtkart, materiali tehniskais nodrosinajums. Augstakas tiesas
budzeta pieaudzis finanséjums nepieciesamo prec¢u un pakal-
pojumu nodrosinasanai un batiski izmainTjies tiesnesu un tiesas

Court hears cases is affected by problems with procedu-
ral law, by the professionalism of justices and their em-
ployees, by the availability of necessary resources, and
by the things which are done by people who are part of
the judicial system — attorneys, for instance. This means
that the solution must be sought at the state level.
First of all, there must be a clear goal as to what we wish
to achieve in the area of court policy in this country. Is
our aim to continue the establishment of a large court
institution with many justices and employees and with
vast competence in appellation and cassation, or is our
aim to focus on a lesser amount of work, devoting more
attention to important aspects of judicial practice and to
the establishment of case law, particularly at the level of

cassation? This is not exclusively a mater of the interests
and competences of the Supreme Court.

A new draft law on the court system is pending at

this time, and the text of that law does provide basic
answers to the aforementioned question. Each justice
of the Supreme Court must be convinced of the justifi-
cation for the changes that are needed. We must all be
prepared to express the views of the Supreme Court as
this draft law is considered. Itis possible that we should
do this in plenary session.

Second, this is an issue related to improvements to
procedural law. The work of Supreme Court justices
must be put to much more effective use, particularly at
the cassation level. The new law on criminal procedure

is, as far as | am concerned, a positive example of what
needs to be done. The law makes it easier for Senators
to launch cassation proceedings, and it also allows us to
examine cases in writing.

The law on administrative procedure goes even further.
Senators have the right to refuse a cassation case if
they have no doubts about the legality of the relevant
appellate ruling and if the case is not of importance in
the shaping of case law. The same is true if the Senate’s
Department of Administrative Cases already included

a similar case in its case law. The aim of these norms is
to liberate justices from work that is of little importance,
allowing them instead to concentrate on significant
court cases and their circumstances.

The law on civil procedure has, for the time being,
provided only one solution — authorisation to review
ancillary complaints in writing. That is the only proposal
as to how procedure can be used to reduce the large
number of pending cases. | think that there are other
opportunities here, and | would call on all justices, parti-
cularly Senators from the Department of Civil Cases and
the chairman of that department, to prepare specific
proposal as to the law on procedure so as to make
cassation work more efficient.

Third, there is the issue of case jurisdiction. Cases
should gradually be moved from regional courts as the
courts of first instance to district courts. The Supreme
Court, as an appellate instance, should hear cases only

related to specific categories of issues. The new law on
criminal procedure, for instance, ahs reduced the num-
ber of cases received by the Chamber of Criminal Cases
by 25%. The proportion of cases heard thus increased
from 56% in 2005 to 63% in 2006.

Because of the substantial increase in the Supreme
Court’s workload, the Court decided that improve-
ments to personnel policy would be a priority in 2006.
A plan for the ongoing education of employees was
designed and implemented. Budget priorities in 2006
included increasing the qualification of justices and
court employees, as well as engaging in international
co-operation.

First of all, there was an increase in the number of justi-

ces and other court employees in 2006. Financing was
provided for 47 justices of the Supreme Court, but a lack
of facilities meant that only 45 were actually working at
year's end. Atthe end of the year, Latvia’s Parliament,
the Saeima, increased the total number of Supreme
Court justices — now there is financing for 53 of them.
The most important result in 2006, however, was that
the number of assistants to justices and senators was
increased substantially during the course of the year.
Both court chambers experienced the greatest benefits
as a result of this. The number of assistances to justices
increased by 11 between 2005 and 2006 — now there
are 37 assistants in all. There was even a bit of compe-
tition for vacancies in this area, and that shows that the
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15.02.20006.

ANDRIS
GULANS

17.02.20041

15.02.2006. Augstakas tiesas prieksséde-
tajs Andris Gulans sveic Civillietu tiesu pa-
latas tiesnesi Aivu Zarinu, sanemot Tieslietu
ministrijas augstako apbalvojumu — pirmas
pakapes Atzinibas rakstu un zelta spalvu.
A. Zarina par tiesnesi strada 40 gadus,
Augstakaja tiesa — kops 1995. gada.

(hief Justice of the Supreme Court Andris Gulans congratu-
lates the Justice of the Chamber of Civil Cases Aiva Zarina on
receiving the highest award of the Ministry of Justice —

a certificate of honour of the first degree and the golden
quill. Aiva Zarina has been Judge for 40 years, since 1995
she has been working at the Supreme Court.

17.02.2006. Tieslietu ministre Solvita
Aboltina, Augstakas tiesas priekssedétajs
Andris Gulans un ieklietu ministrs Dzintars
Jaundzeikars piedalas virsprokuroru
sanaksme.

The Minister of Justice Solvita Aboltina, Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court Andris Gulans and the Minister of the Interior
Dzintars Jaundzeikars at the Chief Prosecutors' meeting.

12.05.2006. Augstakas tiesas prieksséde-
tajs Andris Gulans, generalprokurors Janis
Maizitis un Satversmes tiesas priekssédétajs
Aivars Endzin$ piedalas gadskartéja Latvijas
tiesnesu konferencé. Augstakas tiesas
prieksseédétajs konferencé uzsvéra nepie-
cieSamibu izstradat Latvijas tiesu sistémas
attistibas koncepciju.

(hief Justice of the Supreme Court Andris Gulans, Prosecutor
General Janis Maizitis and Chief Justice of the Constitutional
Court Aivars Endzins at the Annual Conference of Judges.
The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court stresses the need for
a development concept of the judicial system of Latvia.

17.08.2006. Augstakas tiesas prieksséde-
tajs Andris Gulans un Civillietu tiesu palatas
prieksseédétajs Gunars Aigars piedalas
tieslietu ministra rikotaja diskusija par tiesu
varai aktualiem jautajumiem, kura vienojas
turpmak kopigi risinat tieslietu sistémas un
tai piederigo profesiju étikas jautajumus.
(hief Justice of the Supreme Court Andris Gulans and Chair
of the Chamber of Civil Cases Gunars Aigars participating
in the discussion held by the Ministry of Justice on topical
issues of the judicial power; they agree about combining
efforts for dealing with the ethical issues of the judicial
system and related professions.

darbinieku nodrosinajums ar datortehniku. legadata TV un DVD
aparatdra, batiski uzlabojot Augstakaja tiesa notiekoso konferen-
¢u un seminaru norisi.

AUGSTAKAS TIESAS PRESTIZS. So jautajumu ir loti grati
izvértét, un ripigi japardoma, pirms runat par to. Tomeér ikvienam
Augstakas tiesas senatoram, tiesnesim un tiesas darbiniekam par
to vajadzétu domat sava ikdienas darba.

Pirmkart, ta ir attieksme pret lietu izskatisanu tiesas sédés, attiek-
sme pret kolégiem un procesa dalibniekiem. To redz, novérté

un informaciju talak izplata procesa dalibnieki. Vini vérté, cik
uzmanigi tiesnesi ieklausas un darbojas sédes gaita, cik rGpigi ir
iepazinusies ar lietas materialiem, cik korekti izturas pret procesa
dalibniekiem. Tas viss veido Augstakas tiesas télu.

Otrkart, spriedumu un Iémumu sagatavosana. Nolémumu sagata-
vosana ir kolegials darbs, kura vienlidz aktivi japiedalas visam tiesas

sastavam. Tas mazina kladu iespéjamibu un veicina nolémumu
kvalitati. Veiksmiga pieredze $aja zina izveidojusies Administrativo
lietu departamenta un Kriminallietu departamenta.

Treskart, statistika par atceltajiem spriedumiem. Ar zinamu dalu
augstakaja tiesu instance atceltu spriedumu, protams, jarékinas,
tacu raditajs — 26,7% atceltu Civillietu tiesu palatas [Emumu
blakus stdzibas — nav iepriecinoss. Risinajums viens — tiesnesiem
ir jaatrod laiks macibam, tas ir tiesnesu pienakums.

Ceturtkart, lidzdaliba tiesu prakses apkopojumu veidosana un
apspriesana, dalisanas pieredzé apgabaltiesu tiesnesu seminaros.
Tas ir ikviena Augstakas tiesas senatora un tiesnesa, ikvienas Aug-
stakas tiesas struktarvienibas pienakums un goda lieta.

2007. gada paredzéts turpinat uzsakto Augstakas tiesas struktdras
optimizaciju, izveidojot jaunu atsevisku struktdrvienibu — Stdzibu
izskatisanas nodalu. Gada sakuma izveidota darba grupa Aug-
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stakas tiesas darbibas stratégijas 2007. — 2009. gadam izstradei.
Cerams, ka sada kopéja darbibas stratégija, kura bis noteiktas
konkrétas prioritates un to sasniegsanas celi, palidzés gan uz
rezultatu orientéta budzeta sastadisana, gan personala izvélé, un
tadéjadi palielinas tiesas darba efektivitati kopuma.

Augstakas tiesas priekssedétajs
Andris Gulans

job is increasingly becoming prestigious. This me-
ans that the Court can make stricter requirements
vis-a-vis job applicants.

Sadly, the issue of Court premises has not yet been
resolved, and it is not possible for us to provide
appropriate work conditions for the number of
justices and Court employees that we need.
Second, there is the issue of wages and motiva-
tions. The main thing is that we have ensured

a raise for court employees, and particularly for
assistants to justices and senators. In 2005, the
average monthly wage of Supreme Court em-
ployees was just LVL 190, in 2006 it was LVL 324.
That remains an inadequate wage for the amount
of work that is to be done and the responsibilities
that are to be handled, but these are hopeful
trends which allow us to look into the future with
optimism. A long-term need is to design a system
of compensation for court employees which is ba-
sed on inflation and average wages in the labour
market. There must also be higher demands and
criteria, particularly for assistants to justices. Moti-
vation can be based on differentiated wages, with

higher salaries for those who do their work at a
higher level of quality and who seek opportunities
for professional development.

Third, we must focus on training. We need to
elaborate procedures and find funding in the
Supreme Court’s budget to ensure professional
growth, as well as motivation for the further edu-
cation of justices and court personnel. Justices
and employees have already acquired special
knowledge and general skills and abilities, and
English language courses have been particularly
important.

During the course of 2006, 14 justices and 10
employees went on a total of 19 study trips and
business trips abroad.

Fourth, there is the issue of material and technical
provisions for the Supreme Court. The budget of
the Court has been increased so as to purchase
the necessary products and services, and the
availability of computer technologies for justices
and court employees has improved to a signifi-
cant degree. Television and DVD equipment has
also been procured, and that has fundamentally

improved the quality of conferences and seminars
that are held at the Court.

THE PRESTIGE OF THE SUPREME COURT
Itis very hard to assess the prestige of the Supre-
me Court, and careful thought is needed before
the issue is discussed. At the same time, however,
each Supreme Court senator, justice and court
employee should think about this prestige on an
everyday basis.

First of all, this has to do with attitudes vis-a-vis
case hearings, colleagues and participants in the
relevant processes. This is seen and assessed by
participants in the processes, and they dissemi-
nate their thoughts to a broader public. They
think about how careful justices have been in
listening to the evidence, what kind of work they
have done during sessions of the Court, how ca-
refully they have studied case materials, and how
properly they treat participants in the process.

All of this shapes the image of the Supreme Court.

Second, there is the preparation of rulings and
judgments. This is group work, and the entire

Court must take an active part therein. This re-
duces the possibility of mistakes, and it enhances
the quality of the rulings that are handed down.
The Department of Administrative Cases and the
Department of Criminal Cases have successful
experience in this regard.

Third, there are statistics about overturned rulings.
Itis certainly true that we must anticipate the over-
turning of some rulings at the highest level of the
judicial system, but right now the fact is that 26.7%
of rulings handed down by the Chamber of Civil
Cases with respect to ancillary complaints have
been overturned, and that is not very gratifying at
all. The bottom line here is that justices must find
time to study — that is their duty.

Fourth, there is participation in establishing and
considering surveys of court practice. Experience
is shared at seminars for judges from Latvia's
regional courts. This, too, is a matter of duty and
honour for every Supreme Court senator, justice
and division.

Our plan in 2007 is to continue work that has been
started in optimising the structure of the Supreme

Court and in establishing a new division for the
examination of petitions. A working group was
established at the beginning of the year to draft
an operating strategy for the Supreme Court for
the period between 2007 and 2009. | hope that
this strategy, which will define specific priorities
and ways of achieving goals, will help the Court in
preparing a goal-oriented budget and in selecting
personnel so as to enhance the effectiveness of
court operations.

Chief Justice Andris Gulans
Supreme Court of the Republic of Latvia
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2006. gada izskatitas 966 lietas
Number of adjudicated cases in 2006: 966

Departamenta priekssédétajs|Martins Dudelis |

Departamenta senatori Imants Fridrihsons,

SENATA CIVILLIETU
DEPARTAMENTS

Augstakas tiesas Senata Civillietu departaments 2006. gada
darbojas saskana ar Latvijas Republikas Satversmi, likumu Par
tiesu varu, Civilprocesa likumu un citiem likumiem, kas garan-

té katra Latvijas iedzivotaja tiesibas uz taisnigu tiesu. Civillietu
departamenta izskatitas civillietas kasacijas kartiba, Civilprocesa
likuma 484. panta kartiba iesniegtie protesti, iesniegumi par lietu
jaunu izskatisanu sakara ar jaunatklatiem apstakliem un likuma
noteiktajos gadijumos blakus stidzibas par apelacijas instances
tiesu [émumiem.

Departamenta darbibas prioritates 2006. gada bija savlaiciga un
likumdosanai atbilstosa lietu izskatisana kasacijas kartiba,

péc protestiem, blakus stdzibam vai iesniegumiem. Svariga vieta
ieradita judikattras bazes veidosanai, lai nodrosinatu vienveidigu
likumu iztulkosanu un piemérosanu visu instancu tiesu praksé.
Sis darbs jaturpina nakamajos gados.

Civillietu departamenta strada 10 senatori. Kaut gan butiski palie-
linajies darba apjoms, sis skaits nav mainijies kops 1992. gada, kad
tika izveidota trispakapju tiesu sistéma. 2006. gada senatora piena-

kumus beidza pildit Imants Fridrihsons. Visiem senatoriem pieskirta
pirma kvalifikacijas klase un visiem ir nepieciesamas zinasanas un
liela praktiska darba pieredze.

Katram Civillietu departamenta senatoram ir paligs. Vienigi
senators Roberts Namatévs strada bez paliga. Visiem senatoru
paligiem ir augstaka juridiska izglitiba, vini ir spéjigi un centigi un
vinu darbs véertéjams pozitivi. Loti sekmigi strada senatoru paligi
Skaidrite Bérzina, Vaira Avotina, Zinaida Indrana, Lauris Leja,
Linda Mitre, Linda Vigante, Inese Tenberga. Atzinigus vardus pel-
nijusi Senata kancelejas darbinieki Anda Eglite, Janis Straubergs
un Zenta Reca, kas ar savu apzinigo darbu veicina pareizu un
savlaicigu lietu tehnisko noformésanu, nepieciesamo dokumen-
tu sagatavosanu, nosatisanu lietas dalibniekiem.

Augstakas tiesas plénuma pagajusaja gada, apspriezot

2005. gada darba rezultatus, ipasa vériba tika veltita departamen-
ta nodrosinajumam ar nepieciesamo senatoru skaitu. Tiesnesu
skaita palielinajums apelacijas instances tiesas neparprotami lieci-

naja, ka batiski pieaugs kasacijas kartiba izskatamo civillietu skaits
Senata. Ta art ir noticis, bet, ta ka senatoru skaits nav palielingjies,
tagad jau jaruna par to, vai Civillietu departaments var nodrosinat
savlaicigu un kvalitativu lietu izskatisanu kasacijas kartiba. Neiz-
skatito lietu atlikums lidz gada sakumam pieaudzis par 100 lietam
un 2006. gada beigas bija 229 - lielakais, kads lidz sim bijis. Lietas
izskatisana gaida 4 — 6 ménesus agrako 2 — 3 vieta.

Civillietu departamenta senatoru darba slodzi raksturo sadi raditaji:
Kasacijas kartiba un ar blakus sidzibam sanemtas un izskatitas

lietas:
Gads Sanemtas lietas Izskatitas lietas Atlikuma lietas
2003. 871 770 101
2004. 1007 848 159
2005. 1017 887 130
2006. 1195 966 229

Péc lietu kategorijam kasacijas kartiba skatitas lietas raksturo Sadi
skaitli:

« No saistibu tiesibam izrietosas lietas — 352

o Lietas par tiesibam uz nekustamo Tpasumu — 164

o Lietas, kas izriet no telpu Tres ligumiskajam attiecibam - 85
o Lietas, kas izriet no darba ligumiskajam attiecibam - 75
o Lietas, kas izriet no gimenes tiesiskajam attieclbam — 42

Pieaudzis lietu skaits, kas Civillietu departamenta ienakusas ar
blakus sadzibam. 2005. gada tika sanemtas 72 blakus sudzi-

bas, 2006. gada — 133. Blakus stdzibu skaita pieaugums daléji
izskaidrojams ar to, ka zemako instancu tiesu tiesnesi pielauj
procesualo tiesibu normu parkapumus, par ko tiek sanemtas
pamatotas stdzibas. Parkapumi saistiti ar terminu neieverosanu,
kurus nolémumu pilna teksta sastadisanai noteikusi pati tiesa,
neprecizi aprékinot likuma noteiktos terminus, laikus nenosatot
lietas dalibniekiem tiesas nolémuma norakstu, nepamatoti atsta-
jot stdzibas bez virzibas, un citi.

2006. gada izskatitas 46 lietas, kuras protestu par pirmas instan-
ces tiesas noléemumu Civilprocesa likuma 484. panta kartiba
iesniedzis Civillietu departamenta priek$sédétajs (39 lietas) un
Generalprokurors (18 lietas). 2006. gada beigas neizskatiti palika
23 protesti. Protestéto tiesu noléemumu skaits pédéjos gados nav
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M Senata Civillietu departamenta sanemto,
izskatito un nepabeigto lietu skaits

2005. un 2006. gada

Cases Received, Adjudicated and Pending at
the Department of Civil Cases, 2005 and 2006

2005

Pavisam sanemtas 1017 lietas, ieskaitot nepabeigto lietu
atlikumu gada sakuma

1,017 cases received, including cases pending at

the beginning of the year

Nepabeigto Izskatito lietu
lietu atlikums skaits (887
gada beigas lietas); 87%
(130 lietas); 13% 887 cases
130 cases adjudicated
pending at year’s (87%)

end (13%)

2006

Pavisam sanemtas 1195 lietas, ieskaitot nepabeigto lietu
atlikumu gada sakuma
1,195 cases received, including cases pending at

llgars Zigfrids Septeris, Ruta Zake, Rita Saulite, Marite Zagere, the beginning of the year

Ojars Druks-Jaunzemis, Roberts Guntis Namatévs,

Zigmants Gencs, Edite Vernusa

Chairman:|Martins Dudelis

Senators: Imants Fridrihsons, llgars Zigfrids Septeris, Ruta Zake, Rita Saulite, Marite Zagere,
Qjars Druks-Jaunzemis, Roberts Guntis Namatévs, Zigmants Gencs, Edite Vernusa

The Department of Civil Cases of the Supreme
Court Senate

In 2006, the Department of Civil Cases of the Supreme
Court Senate did its work in accordance wit the Latvian
Constitution, the law “On Judicial Power’, the Civil Pro-
cedure Law, and other laws which guarantee the rights
of every resident of Latvia, including the right to a fair
trial. The Department of Civil Cases handled civil cases in
accordance with cassation procedures and protests filed
in line with the requirements of Section 484 of the Civil
Procedure Law. The department also examined applica-
tions for the rehearing of cases in accordance with newly
discovered evidence. It also considered ancillary claims
related to rulings handed down by appellate courts, as
required by law.

The department’s priorities in 2006 were to make sure
that cassation cases are handled in a timely way and in ac-
cordance with the law after protests, ancillary complaints
or petitions. The development of case law has also been
of importance so as to ensure unified interpretation of the
law and unified application of those interpretations in the
practice of courts at all levels. This is work which must be
continued in future years, too.

Ten senators work for the Department of Civil Cases.
Their numbers have not changed since 1992, when the
three-level court system was established in Latvia, and
that remains true despite the fact that the workload
has expanded substantially. In 2006, Imants Fridrihsons
retired as a senator. All senators have first-class quali-
fications, the necessary knowledge and an extensive

amount of practical experience.

Each senator in the Department of Civil Cases has his
or her own assistant. Only Senator Roberts Nama-

tévs works without an assistant. All of the assistants
have a higher education in the law. They are capable
and hard-working, and there is reason to praise their
work. Successful assistants include Skaidrite Bérzina,
Vaira Avotina, Zinaida Indrdna, Lauris Leja, Linda Mitre,
Linda Vigante and Inese Tenberga. Praise is deserved,
too, by the Senate’s office workers — Anda Eglite, Janis
Straubergs and Zenta Raca. Their diligent work ensures
that cases are prepared in a proper and timely way, that
the necessary documents are prepared and sent out to
participants in the case, etc.

When the Supreme Court met in plenary session last

year to discuss the results of its work in 2005, particular
attention was devoted to the necessary number of se-
nators. An increased number of judges at the appellate
level clearly showed that the number of cassation cases
filed before the Senate would increase substantially,

as well. That is what has happened, and the number

of senators has not increased. There is reason now to
ask whether the Department of Civil Cases can ensure
the timely and high-quality review of cassation cases.
The number of cases held over at the end of the year
increased by 100 cases to 229 cases at the end of 2006
- more than ever before. Where it used to take two or
three months to hear a case, the term now is four to six
months long.

The workload of senators in the Department of Civil Cases

can be seen in the following numbers:

Cases received and adjudicated in accordance with
cassation procedure and ancillary complaints

Year Received cases Adjggslggted Pecr;dér;g
2003 871 770 101
2004 1,007 848 159
2005 1,017 887 130
2006 1,195 966 229

In terms of the kinds of cases that have been adjudicated
in accordance with cassation procedure, the break-down
is as follows:

+ 352 cases arising from obligations;

- 164 cases related to property rights;

« 85 cases related to leasing agreements of premises;

- 75 cases related to employment relations;

«42 cases related to family issues.

The number of cases received by the Department of Civil
Cases with ancillary complaints has increased. In 2005,
72 ancillary complaints were received, but in 2006, that
number increased to 133. This is partly because judges
at lower courts permit violations of procedural rights, and
justified complaints are filed in response to this. Violations
have to do with the failure of judges to observe deadlines
for the preparation of full texts of rulings — deadlines
which the courts themselves have set. There have been
cases in which deadlines that have been defined by law
have been calculated incorrectly in terms of sending out

Nepabeigto lietu Izskatito lietu
atlikums gada skaits (966
beigas (229 lietas); 81%
lietas); 19% 966 cases
229 cases adjudicated
pending at year’s (81)%

end (19%)




PUBLISKAIS PARSKATS

Par Latvijas Republikas Augstakas tiesas darbu

2006. gada

M Senata Civillietu departamenta kasacijas

kartiba izskatito lietu struktura

2006. gada (spriedumi un lémumi)
Structure of Cases Adjudicated by the Department of
Civil Cases in Accordance with Cassation Procedures,

2006 (Judgments, Decisions)

Lietu skaits procentos
Number of cases, %

Lietu kategorijas / Case categories:

‘ 1. Lietas, kuras ir strids
par nekustama
ipasuma tiesibam
Cases concerning
property rights

. 2. Lietas, kas izriet no
darba liguma attiecibam
Cases concerning
employment relations

3. Prasibas, kas izriet no
telpuires attiecibam
Cases concerning lease
agreements

.4. Lietas, kas izriet no

saistibu tiesibam
Cases concerning
obligations law

. 5. Lietas, kas izriet no

gimenes tiesiskajam
attiecibam
Cases concerning family
law

6. Paréjas lietas
Other cases

batiski mainijies. levérojama dala iesniegto protestu ir par tiesas
nolémumiem par izpildu rakstu izsniegsanu skiréjtiesu spriedu-
mu piespiedu izpildei.

Izskatiti 12 pieteikumi par lietu jaunu izskatisanu sakara ar jaunat-
klatiem apstakliem. Apmierinats 1 pieteikums, noraiditi 11.
Diemzél sada rakstura pieteikumu iesniegsanas un izskatisanas
process nav detalizéti un pardomati noreguléts. Tiesas spiestas té-
rét |oti daudz laika, lai tiesas sedés kolegiali izskatitu pieteikumus,
kas nesatur nekadus jaunatklatus apstak|us likuma izpratneé.

Tapat senatori spiesti daudz laika patérét, iepazistoties ar
loti bieziem lietu séjumiem, kuros iesttajiem materialiem
lielai dalai nav nekadas vertibas lietas izskatisana un izlem-
sana. Biezie lietu séjumi diemzeél biezi ir vienkarsi butaforija.
Probléma ir ari ta, ka apelacijas tiesas nereti aiziet no apela-
cijas batibas, lietas skatot ne péc butibas, bet atsaucoties uz
pirmas instances tiesas materialiem. Vai ari otra galéjiba, kad
apelacijas instances tiesa pienémusi pilnigi pretéju lemumu

pirmajai instancei, bet Senatam nakas secinat, ka taisniba
bijusi pirmajai tiesai.

Nozimiga vieta Civillietu departamenta darba ir personu stdzibu
un iesniegumu izskatisana un izlemsana. 2006. gada depar-
tamentam izlemsanai nodotas 234 stdzibas un iesniegumi.
Izprasot tiesu lietas, parbauditas 199 stidzibas, bez lietu izprasisa-
nas — 35 stdzibas. Uz visam sddzibam un iesniegumiem sniegtas
motivétas atbildes, bet 35 lietas noprotestéti pirmas instances tie-
sas nolémumi. Lielako daju — 89 stdzibas un iesniegumus — par-
baudijusi un noforméjusi Vaira Avotina, 32 stidzibas parbaudijusi
Skaidrite Bérzina. Atseviskas stdzibas un iesniegumi parbaudei
nodoti ari departamenta senatoriem vai vinu paligiem.

2006. gada Senata Civillietu departamenta senatori, vinu paligi un
ari citi darbinieki paaugstinaja savu kvalifikaciju, piedaloties da-
7adas nodarbibas, seminaros, apmeklégjot lekcijas un citos veidos.
Senatori un senatoru paligi noklausijas lekciju kursu komerctie-
sibas, par intelektuala pasuma aizsardzibu un citiem tematiem.

2007. gada jaturpina macibas par izmainam likumdosana un par
jautajumiem, kas bus aktuali tiesu praksei.

Civillietu departaments 2006. gada piedalijas Judikattras nodalas
organizétajos tiesu prakses visparinajumos par servitltu tiesibu
piemérosanu tiesu praksé un par tiesu praksi, izskatot blakus sd-
dzibas. Senatori ar zinojumiem piedalijas pirmas un apelacijas in-
stances tiesas tiesneSiem organizétajos seminaros. Departamenta
senatori regulari lasa lekcijas Tiesnesu macibu centra, augstskolas,
ir sagatavojusi Senata nolémumus publicésanai Augstakas tiesas
majaslapa, ,Latvijas Vestnesa” pielikuma,Jurista vards’, ikgadéja
Senata nolémumu apkopojuma un citur.

Galvenie darbibas virzieni 2007. gada bas nodrosinat Civillietu de-
partamenta ienakuso lietu izskatisanu atbilstosi likumu prasibam,
judikatdras bazes paplasinasana, civilprocesualo tiesiou normu
pilnveidosana un stingraku prasibu izvirzisana visu instancu
tiesam $0 normu piemérosana. Sai noltka jaizpéta tiesu prakse
civilprocesualo tiesibu normu piemérosana un jasniedz prieksli-

kumi Civilprocesa likuma normu izmainam un pilnveidosanai, lai
panaktu atraku un efektivaku civillietu procesualo virzibu.

Senata Civillietu departamenta
priekssédétajs
/30.10.1939. - 28.06.2007/

copies of rulings to participants in cases, of refusing to
consider complaints, etc.

In 2006, 46 cases were reviewed in which protests
against rulings handed down by the lowest level of
courts were filed in accordance with Article 484 of the
Civil Procedure Law by the chairman of the Department
of Civil Cases (39 cases) or by the prosecutor-general (18
cases). At the end of 2006, there were still 23 pending
protests which had not been considered. The number of
court rulings with respect to which protests have been
filed has not changed substantially over the last several
years. Many of the protests which are filed have to do
with rulings related to the issuance of writs of execution
for the compulsory execution of rulings handed down by
arbitration courts.

The department considered 12 requests for a new trial
in accordance with newly discovered circumstances, but
only one of these requests was upheld - the other

11 were rejected. The way in which applications of this
kind are submitted and reviewed, alas, has not been
regulated in detail or with thorough consideration.
Courts are forced to spend a great amount of time on
collegial review of applications which really do not
contain any newly discovered evidence insofar as the law
is concerned.

Senators are also forced to spend a great deal of time in
studying massive case files in which much of the con-
tained information is of no value in reviewing cases and
then ruling upon them. Often the documents in such
case files are there for no other reason than decoration.

Another problem is that appellate courts have often mo-
ved away from the essence of cases, hearing cases not on
the basis of the question at hand, but instead making re-
ference to materials from the lower court. There are also
cases in which appellate courts overturn a lower court
ruling, while the Senate ends up reversing and upholding
the original judgment — that is the opposite extreme.
Much of the work of the Department of Civil Cases has

to do with complaints and petitions filed by individuals.
In 2006, the department received 234 complaints and
petitions. Of these, 199 involved a request for case files,
while in 35 cases, that was not necessary. Motivated res-
ponses were filed for all of the complaints and petitions,
while rulings from the lowest level courts were protested
in 35 cases. Most of the petitions and complaints — 89 in

all — were investigated and handled by Vaira Avotina, 32
were investigated by Skaidrite Bérzina. Some complaints
and petitions were handed over to senators in the
department or their assistants.

In 2006, senators, assistants and other employees of the
Department of Civil Cases enhanced their qualifications
by taking part in various activities, seminars, lectures, etc.
Senators and assistants attended a course of lectures on
the subject of commercial law, focusing on protection of
intellectual property rights and other subjects. In 2007,
there will be further training on amendments to the law
and on other issues that will be of importance in court
practice. Also in 2006, the Department of Civil Cases
took part in surveys of court practice organised by the
Division of Case Law. These focused on the application

of easement rights in court practice, as well as on court
practice in handling ancillary complaints. Senators also
delivered reports at seminars organised for judges from
lower and appellate courts. Senators regularly deliver
lectures at the Judicial Training Centre and at universities.
Rulings are prepared for publication on the Internet
homepage of the Supreme Court, in the “Jurista vards"
(Lawyer's Word) supplement to the official government
newspaper Latvijas Véstnesis, in annual collections of
Senate rulings, and elsewhere.

The main areas of activity in 2007 will involve making
sure that cases which are received by the Department
of Civil Cases are reviewed in accordance with the
law. We shall seek to expand our base of case law,

to improve norms related to civil process rights, and

to issue stricter demands vis-a-vis courts at all levels
insofar as application of these norms is concerned. We
must study court practice in the application of the civil
process norms which are in force, and we must draft
proposals on amending and improving those norms so
as to ensure that the handling of civil cases becomes
faster and more effective.

Marting Dudelis, Jchairman

Senate Department of Civil Cases
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M Senata Civillietu departamenta kasacijas

kartiba izskatito lietu rezultati
Results of Cases Adjudicated by the Department of Civil
Cases in Accordance with Cassation Procedures, 2006

Lietu skaits / Number of cases

323 322

5 3
1 2 3 4 5

Spriedumu izskatisanas rezultati / Case categories:

1. Spriedums atstats negrozits 4.Tiesvediba izbeigta sakara ar
(41,4%) kasacijas suidzibas (protesta)
Judgment upheld (41.4%) atsauksanu (0,4%)

2. Spriedums atcelts (16,3%) Proceedings terminated because
Judgment reversed (16.3%) of withdrawal of the cassation

3. Spriedums grozits dala par complaint (protest) (0.4%)
prasibas apméru (0,6%) 5. Kasacijas tiesvediba izbeigta
Judgment amended with regard to ricibas sedé (41,3%)
the claimed amount (0.6%) Cassation proceedings terminated

at assignments hearing (41.3%)

Pavisam izskatitas 780 lietas /A total of 780 adjudicated cases

M Senata Civillietu departamenta kasacijas

kartiba izskatito lietu struktara (lemumi)
Structure of Cases Adjudicated by the Department of Civil Cases in
Accordance with Cassation Procedures, 2006 (Judgments)

1 1. Lémums atstats negrozits (84 lietas) 72%.
Judment upheld (84 cases), 72%

2. Lémums atcelts pilnigi vai daléji, nododot lietu
jaunai izskatisanai (18 lietas) 16%.
Judgment fully or partly reversed, case forwarded
for retrial (18 cases), 16%

3. Lemums atcelts pilnigi vai daléji un jautajums
izlemts péc batibas (14 lietas) 12%.
Judgment fully or partly reversed, matter adjudicated
on its merits (14 cases), 12%

4. Lémums grozits (0 lieta).
Judgment amended (0 cases)

Pavisam izskatitas 116 lietas / A total of 116 cases adjudicated
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2006. gada izskatitas 758 lietas
Number of adjudicated cases in 2006: 758

Departamenta priekssedeétajs Pavels Gruzins
Departamenta senatori Artars Freibergs, Valda Eilande,
Vilnis Vietnieks, Voldemars Cizevskis, Péteris Dzalbe
Chairman: Pavels Gruzins

Senators: Artdrs Freibergs, Valda Eilande, Vilnis Vietnieks, Voldemars Cizevskis,
Péteris Dzalbe

SENATA KRIMINALLIETU
DEPARTAMENTS

Senata Kriminallietu departaments ka kasacijas tiesas instance
kasacijas kartiba izskata spéka nestajusos apelacijas instances
tiesas nolémumus un spéka nestajusos pirmas instances tiesas
nolémumus, kas pienemti vienosanas procesa.

Atbilstosi Krimindlprocesa likumam, Senata Kriminallietu
departaments izskata ari no jauna spéka stajusos tiesas nolemu-
mus sakara ar materialo vai procesualo likuma normu batisku
parkapumu.

2006. gada Kriminallietu departamenta stradaja 6 senatori, kuru
vidéjais darba stazs Augstakaja tiesa ir 14 gadi, un 4 senatoru
paligi, kuru vidéjais darba stazs Augstakaja tiesa ir 7 gadi.

Departamenta sanemto lietu skaits 2006. gada palielingjas par
52 lietam, salidzinot ar 2005. gadu. Viena senatora slodze bija
133 lietas gada, salidzinosi 2005. gada — 119 lietas.

Kad spéka bija Latvijas Kriminalprocesa kodekss, pirmas instances
tiesas nolémums, attieciba uz kuru procesa dalibnieki saskatija

kasacijas motivus, bija uzreiz kasacijas kartiba parstdzams Senata.

Savukart Kriminalprocesa likuma noteikts, ka pirmas instances
nolémums, jebkadu iemeslu péc, sakotnéji ir parsidzams apela-
cijas kartiba apelacijas instances tiesai, bet kasacijas parstdzibai
paklauti tikai apelacijas instances tiesu nolémumi. Iznémums ir
nolémumi vienosanas procesa.

Tas nozimé, ka kriminaltiesibu un kriminalprocesualo tiesibu nor-
mu parkapumu izvértésana, savu atzinumu izteiksana par tiesibu
normu skaidrojumu piekritiga ari apelacijas instances tiesai. Tacu
Augstakas tiesas Senata Kriminallietu departaments ka kasacijas
instances tiesa un ka tiesa, kuras teiktais vards nav parsadzams,
joprojam saglaba vadoso lomu judikattras veidosana.

No 800 Senata Kriminallietu departamenta sanemtajam lietam
izskatiti 95% lietu. Katra kasacijas sidziba vai protests prasa lietas
parbaudisanu un izvértésanu, lai saskana ar Krimindlprocesa liku-
mu pienemtu atbilstosu lemumu: atteiktu parbaudit nolémuma
tiesiskumu kasacijas kartiba saskana ar Kriminalprocesa likuma
573. pantu; skatitu lietu rakstveida procesa atbilstosi Kriminal-
procesa likuma 585. pantam vai skatitu lietu mutvardu procesa

saskana ar Krimindlprocesa likuma 586. pantu.

lepazistoties ar katru konkréto lietu un taja iesniegtajam kasacijas
stdzibam, nolémuma tiesiskumu parbaude kasacijas kartiba
atteikta 54% no visam sanemtajam lietam.

44% lietu tika izskatitas rakstveida procesa, bet mutvardu procesa
izskatitas piecas kriminallietas.

Visvairak lietu Senats sanémis no Rigas apgabaltiesas —

36% - un no Kriminallietu tiesu palatas — 28%.

No parstdzétajiem spriedumiem Senats atstajis spéka 74% no-
lEmumus, kas ir par daziem procentiem mazak neka 2005. gada.
Nolémumu kvalitati ietekmé jaunais Kriminalprocesa likums, kas
prasa daudzu procesualo normu interpretaciju un pareizu pie-
mérosanu. Senata Kriminallietu departamentam turpinajas laba
sadarbiba ar Judikatdras nodalu. Veiksmigs bija pétijums par tiesu
praksi lietas par nelikumigam darbibam ar finansu instrumentiem
un maksasanas lidzekliem. Tas apspriests un akceptéts Kriminallie-
tu departamenta un Kriminallietu tiesu palatas tiesnesu kopsédé,
pienemot kopéju lémumu.

Kriminallietu departamenta senatori bijusi aktivi arpus tiesajiem
darba pienakumiem. Ir gatavoti atzinumi par dazadiem likumu
projektiem, daudz laika panem atzinumu gatavosana Tiesu admi-
nistracijai par konkrétu tiesnesu kvalifikaciju un karjeras iespéjam.
Senatori piedalijusies dazadas darba grupas, ka ari Saeimas komi-
sijas. Visi senatori bijusi iesaistTti Latvijas Tiesnesu macibu centra
organizétajos seminaros gan ka lektori, gan ka klausitaji. Vairaki
senatori piedalijusies starptautiskas konferencés un seminaros.
2006. gads bija pirmais jauna Kriminalprocesa likuma darbibas
gads, un tas paradijis gan likuma plusus, gan minusus. Atzistams,
ka tas ir veicinajis cilvéktiesibu ieverosanu kriminalprocesa. Kopu-
ma valstT paatrinajusies lietu izskatisana tiesas. Dodot senatoriem
iespéju rezollcijas veida pienemt lEmumu par atteiksanos virzit
lietas izskatisanu kasacijas instancé, tiesnesi atbrivoti no liela
apjoma lémumu rakstisanas.

Tacu palielinajies dazadu studzibu skaits. Liekas, ka neveiksmiga
izradijusies Kriminalprocesa likuma 24. nodala,Stdzibas” To
izmanto visi, kas vélas stdzéties, un par visu ko, lai gan likuma ir

The Department of Criminal Cases of
the Supreme Court Senate

The Senate’s Department of Criminal Cases acts as the
cassation court when reviewing appellate court rulings
that have not taken effect, as well as lower court rulings
that have not taken effect and have been accepted on the
basis of agreement.

In accordance with the Criminal Procedure Law, the
Department of Criminal Cases also reviews court rulings
that have taken effect if there are questions about funda-
mental violations of material or procedural norms.

In 2006, the Department of Criminal Cases had six
senators with an average term on the Supreme Court of
14 years. There were also four assistants to senators, with

an average length of seven years of employment at the
Supreme Court.

In 2006, the department received 52 cases more than

in 2005. Each senator handled an average of 133 cases
during the year, as compared to 119 cases in 2005.

When the Latvian Criminal Process Code was in effect,
lower court rulings with respect to which process
participants felt that there were reasons for a cassation
complaint could immediately be appealed before the
Senate. The new Criminal Procedure Law, however, says
that lower court rulings must first be appealed before the
appellate courts, irrespective of the reason for the appeal.
Only appellate rulings are subject to cassation procedures.
The only exception applies to rulings that have been
reached by agreement.

This means that appellate courts, too, are responsible

for evaluating violations of criminal law and Criminal
Procedure Law, issuing rulings as to the meaning of
these norms. The Department of Criminal Cases of the
Supreme Court Senate, for its part, is the cassation court,
the court whose rulings can no longer be appealed. This
means that the department retains its leading role in
developing case law.

Of the 800 cases that were received in 2006 by the
Department of Criminal Cases, 95% were reviewed. Each
cassation complaint or protest requires an examination
and evaluation of the case before a ruling can be handed
down in accordance with the Criminal Procedure Law.
The Department of Criminal Cases can refuse to examine
the legality of a ruling on a cassation basis in accordance

with Article 573 of the Criminal Procedure Law; it can
agree to review the cases in written proceedings in
accordance with Article 585 of the law; or it can agree to
review the case in oral proceedings in accordance with
Article 586 of the law.

Among the cases which were submitted on a cassation
basis, the department refused to review 54% of them after
examining the legal aspects of each cases. 44% of cases
were reviewed in written proceedings, while five involved
oral proceedings. The Senate received the largest propor-
tion of cases from the Riga Regional Court (36%) and from
the Chamber of Criminal Cases (28%).

The Senate upheld 74% of the appealed rulings - a bit
less than in 2005. The quality of rulings has been affected
by the new Criminal Procedure Law, which requires the

interpretation and correct application of many procedural
norms.

Co-operation between the Department of Criminal Cases
and the Case Law Division continued to be successful.
There was a research project related to court practice
related to cases of unlawful activities with financial
instruments and means of payment. The results of the
successful study were discussed at a joint meeting of
justices from the Department of Criminal Cases and the
Chamber of Criminal Cases. The justices approved a joint
decision on the relevant matters.

Senators from the Department of Criminal Cases have
been active outside of their fundamental duties. They
have prepared conclusions about draft laws. A lot of
time has been spent on the drafting of conclusions as

to the qualifications and career opportunities of specific
judges. These conclusions are forwarded to the Court
Administration. Senators have taken part in the work of
various working groups and parliamentary commissions.
All senators have been involved in seminars at the Latvian
Judicial Training Centre, both as lectors and as audience
members. Several senators have taken part in internatio-
nal conferences and seminars.

2006 was the first year during which the new Criminal
Procedure Law was in effect, and this law has helped to
understand the pluses and minuses of the law. It must be
said that the law has promoted the observance of human
rights in criminal processes. The speed with which courts
hear cases has improved in Latvia. Because senators are
now allowed to take a decision on refusing to accept a
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B Senata Kriminallietu departamenta
sanemto, izskatito un nepabeigto lietu

skaits 2005. un 2006. gada

Cases Received, Adjudicated and Pending at
the Department of Criminal Cases, 2005, 2006

2005

Pavisam sanemtas 748 lietas, ieskaitot nepabeigto lietu
atlikumu gada sakuma

748 cases received, including cases pending at

the beginning of the year

Nepabeigto Izskatito lietu
lietu atlikums skaits
gada beigas (716 lietas);
(32 lietas); 96%
4% 716 cases
32 cases adjudicated
pending at (96%)

year's end (4%)

2006

Pavisam sanemtas 800 lietas, ieskaitot nepabeigto lietu
atlikumu gada sakuma

800 cases received, including cases pending at

the beginning of the year

Nepabeigto Izskatito lietu
lietu atlikums skaits
gada beigas (758 lietas);
(42 lietas); 95%
5% 758 cases
42 cases adjudicated
pending at (95%)

year's end (5%)
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M Senata Kriminallietu departamenta
kasacijas kartiba izskatito lietu struktura
péc noziegumu veidiem 2006. gada
Structure of Cases Adjudicated by
the Department of Criminal Cases in Accordance
with Cassation Procedures, 2006, Types of Crimes

péc noziegumu veidiem
Types of Crimes

Noziegumu veidi / Types of Crimes:

Personu skaits, procentos

1 -
Number of individuals, % Slepkaviba (KL 116.,117.,118. p)

8% 2 Murder (Sections 116, 117, 118 of the Criminal Law)
6%

Tiss, smags miesas bojajums (KL 125. p.)
Intentional serious bodily harm (Section 125 of the

10 3
2% Criminal Law)

34%

4 Izvarosana un vardarbiga dzimumtieksmju
14% apmierinasana (KL 159., 160. p.)
Rape, forcible sexual assault (Sections 159, 160 of

the Criminal Law)

Zadziba (KL 175. p.)
9 Theft (Section 175 of the Criminal Law)

5
o
7% ¢ e 14%
7% 5o, 3%

Noziegumu veidi / Types of Crimes:

. 1. Slepkaviba (KL 116.,117., ’ 6. Izspiesana (KL 183., 184. p.)
118.p) Extortion (Sections 183, 184
Murder (Sections 116, 117, of the Criminal Law)

118 of the Criminal Law) 7. Noziedzigi nodarijumi

. 2, Tiss, smags miesas tautsaimnieciba
bojajums (KL 125. p.) (KL 190. - 223. p.)
Intentional serious bodily Economic offences (Sections
harm (Section 125 of the 190-223 of the Criminal Law)
Criminal Law) @ 8. Ar narkotiskam un

3. Izvarosana un vardarbiga psihotropam vielam saistiti

Laupisana ((KL 176. p.)
Robbery (Section 176 of the Criminal Law)

Izspiesana (KL 183., 184. p.)
Extortion (Sections 183, 184 of the Criminal Law)

Noziedzigi nodarijumi tautsaimnieciba

(KL 190. - 223. p.)

Economic offences (Sections 190-223 of

the Criminal Law)

Ar narkotiskam un psihotropam vielam saistiti
noziedzigi nodarijumi (KL 249. - 256. p.)
Crimes related to narcotic or psychotropic

dzi tieksmi iedzigi nodariiumi
a::nn}::nléeﬁal:'a"(l:(L 159., ?I?If |2e4; '*_"2';‘; :T;’um' substances (Sections 249-256 of the Criminal Law)
160. p.) Crimes related to narcotic or Noziedzigi nodarijumi pret satiksmes drosibu

Rape, forcible sexual assault
(Sections 159, 160 of the
Criminal Law)
4. Zadziba (KL 175. p.)

Theft (Section 175 of the
Criminal Law)

@ 5- Laupiana ((KL 176. p.)
Robbery (Section 176 of the
Criminal Law)

psychotropic substances
(Sections 249-256 of the
Criminal Law)
. 9. Noziedzigi nodarijumi pret Paréjie veidi
satiksmes drosibu Other
(KL 257. - 268. p.)
Traffic crimes (Sections
257-268 of the Criminal Law)
10. Paréjie veidi
Other

(KL 257. - 268. p.)
Traffic crimes (Sections 257-268 of the Criminal Law)

B Senata Kriminallietu departamenta kasacijas kartiba izskatito lietu sastavs
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@ 2005

2003 2004

Personu skaits
Number of individuals

183

Composition of Cases Adjudicated by the Department of Criminal Cases in Accordance with Cassation Procedures,

208
211

@ 2006

domatas stdzibas par procesualo darbibu veiksanu. Ka o jomu
uzlabot un vienkarsot, darbs praktikiem un teorétikiem.
Priekslikumu izstradasana Kriminalprocesa likuma uzlabosanai
bUs arf viena no Senata Kriminallietu departamenta darba priori-
tatém 2007. gada. lesaistisimies arT tiesu prakses pétisana, kas sais-
tita ar Kriminalprocesa normu piemérosanu. Nepieciesams batu,
pieméram, pétijums par vienosanas procesu, ko veic prokuratdra.

L~ —

Senata Kriminallietu departamenta priekssedétajs
Pavels Gruzins

case at the cassation level via a resolution to the affect, justices no longer have to write
major decisions to that effect.

The number of various kinds of complaints, however, has increased. Section 24 of

the Criminal Procedure Law, "Complaints’, appears to be unsuccessful. The law is now
used by anyone who wishes to complain about anything, although the point to the law
is complaints about procedural activities. Practitioners and theorists will have to think
about how to improve and simplify this area of our work. Another priority for the
Department of Criminal Cases in 2007 will be to draft proposals on how the Criminal
Procedure Law can be improved. We will also involved ourselves in a study of court
practice in relation to the application of criminal process norms. A study is needed,
for instance, of the agreement processes in which prosecutors are involved.

Pavels Gruzins, chairman
Senate Department of Criminal Cases

M Senata Kriminallietu departamenta
kasacijas kartiba izskatito
lietu rezultatu struktura 2006. gada
Structure of Cases Adjudicated by the Department of

Criminal Cases in Accordance with Cassation Procedures,
2006

Personu skaits, procentos / Number of individuals, %

7
3%

Spriedumu izskatiSanas rezultati

Results of adjudicated judgments

1. Spriedums atstats bez grozijumiem - 295 personas
Upheld - 295 individuals

Spriedums atcelts - 89 personas, tai skaita:
Reversed - 89 persons, including:
2. nosutot lietu pirmstiesas izmeklésanai vai jaunai iztiesasanai -
78 personas
Cases forwarded for pre-trial investigation or retrial - 78 individuals
3.izbeidzot lietu - 11 personas
Cases terminated - 11 persons

Spriedums grozits - 18 personas, tai skaita:
Amended - 18 individuals, including:
4. inot 1. instances vai apelacijas i
3 personas
Sentence from first-instance or appellate court reduced - 3 individuals
5. piemérojot likumu par vieglaku noziedzigu nodarijumu un samazinot
sodu - 1 persona
Law related to a lesser criminal offence applied, sentence reduced -
1 individual
6. piemérojot likumu par vieglaku noziedzigu nodarijumu, bet
nesamazinot sodu - 1 persona
Law related to a lesser criminal offence applied, sentence unchanged -
1 individual

es tiesas noteikto sodu -

7.izdarot citus grozij -13 per:
Other amendments - 13 individual

Pavisam 402 personas / Total — 402 individuals
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M Senata Kriminallietu departamenta
kasacijas sudzibu (protestu) izskatisanas

rezultati 2006. gada
Results of Cassation Complaints (Protests)
Adjudicated by the Department of Criminal Cases, 2006

Personu skaits
Number of individuals
Spriedums atstats negrozits
Judgment upheld

Is
I -5

Spriedums atcelts
Judgment reversed

86

290

|3
CE

Spriedums grozits
Judgment amended

18

o
| LE
Pavisam izskatitas sudzibas (protesti)
Total of adjudicated cassation complaints (protests)

402
Rakstveida procesa Tiesas sede Pavisam
By written proceedings At court hearings Total
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2006. gada izskatitas 585 lietas
Number of adjudicated cases in 2006: 585

Departamenta priekssédétajs Valerijans Jonikans
Departamenta senatori Gunta VisSnakova, llze Skultane,
Jautrite Briede, Veronika Krimina, Normunds Salenieks,
Dace Mita

Chairman: Valerijans Jonikans

Senators: Gunta Visnakova, llze Skultane, Jautrite Briede, Veronika Kriimina,
Normunds Salenieks, Dace Mita

SENATA ADMINISTRATIVO
LIETU DEPARTAMENTS

2006. gads bija Administrativo lietu departamenta darbibas tresais
gads. Administrativo tiesu funkcija ir tiesas kontrole par iestades
izdota administrativa akta vai iestades faktiskas ricibas tiesisku-

Vienlaikus Administrativo lietu departamenta ka kasacijas tiesas
kompetencei tas veic ari pirmas instances tiesas funkcijas, kas
2006. gada paplasinajusas (Saeimas 2006. gada 9. marta likums),

ar darba organizacijas jautajumiem. Diemzél sada iespéja bija tikai
laika no 6. februara, kad departamenta saka stradat tiesnese Dace
Mita, lidz 15. martam, kad darbu veselibas stavok|a dé| uz laiku bija
spiesta partraukt tiesnese Gunta Visnakova.

Par vienu palielinajas tiesnesu paligu skaits, tagad Adminitrativo
lietu departamenta ir septini tiesnesu paligi.

Galvenais tiesnesu kvalifikacijas paaugstinasanas cels ir pasmaciba,
jo nav daudz tiesas nolémumu, kuru uzrakstisanai nebdtu jameklé
atzinas, argumentacija gan juridiskaja literatara, tiesibu doktrinas,
gan citu nacionalo tiesu, gan Eiropas Kopienas tiesas un Eiropas

projekta juridiskas vacu valodas prasmju pilnveidosana Vacija.
Administrativo lietu departamenta darbibas prioritate 2006. gada
bija profesionala lietu izskatisana ar parliecinosu argumentaciju
tiesas nolémumos, ka arf lietu plismas paatrinasana, izskatot lietas
pEc iespéjas atrak.

S& mérka istenosanai 2006. gada bija labvéliga situacija, jo cetri
departamenta tiesnesi piedalijas gan darba grupa, kas izstradaja
grozijumus Administrativa procesa likumd, gan darba grupa, kas
mekléja risindgjumu administrativa procesa intensificésanai.

Pirmas darba grupas darba rezultats bija Saeimas 2006. gada

mu un lietderibas apsvérumiem ricibas brivibas ietvaros un ar

to saistita privatpersonas publiski tiesisko pienakumu vai tiesibu
noskaidrosana. Atbilstosi administrativa procesa batibai, Senata
Administrativo lietu departamenta tiek véertéts apelacijas instances
tiesas nolémumu tiesiskums un pamatotiba.

Tas tiek darits, gan izskatot lietas péc batibas un pienemot sprie-
dumus, gan dalgji ari senatoru kolégijas ricibas sédés, vadoties

péc likumdevéja 2006. gada 26. oktobri pienemtajiem plasajiem
grozijumiem Administrativa procesa likuma, ar kuriem ir paplasi-
nats Senata ricibas sédes kompetences apjoms. Kops 1. decembra,
kad stajas spéeka Sie grozijumi Administrativa procesa likuma, visas
blakus sadzibas un pieteikumi sakara ar jaunatklatiem apstakliem
tiek izskatiti rakstveida procesa. Senats var atteikties pienemt izska-
tisanai pieteikumu sakara ar jaunatklatiem apstakliem, ja pietei-
kums iesniegts atkartoti un no ta neizriet, ka jautajuma izlemsanai
batiskie faktiskie vai tiesiskie apstakli ir mainijusies.

paredzot Senata Administrativo lietu departamenta izskatit lietas,
kas saistitas ar Saeimas vélésanam: sidzibas par Centralas vélésanu
komisijas Iémumiem, kas pienemti par apstridétajiem iecirknu
komisiju balsu skaitisanas protokoliem, sidzibas par Centralas vé-
|ésanu komisijas [Emumiem par Saeimas vélésanu rezultatu apstip-
rinasanu un stdzibas par Centralas vélésanu komisijas [Emumiem,
kas pienemti, izvértéjot notiesajosa sprieduma kriminallieta par
vélésanu tiesibu parkapumiem ietekmi uz mandatu sadalijumu.
Administrativo lietu departamentam ka pirmas instances tiesai
jaizskata ari sidzibas par Valsts kontroles Padomes [Emumiem un
par iekslietu ministra lEmumiem par arzemnieku ieklausanu to
personu saraksta, kuram aizliegta iecelosana Latvijas Republika.
2006. gada Administrativo lietu departamenta kluvis par vienu
senatoru vairak. Kopéjais skaits — septini tiesnesi, ieskaitot depar-
tamenta priekssédéetaju, deva iespéju izskatit lietas divos tiesas sa-
stavos un departamenta priekssédétajam laiku vairak nodarboties

The Department of Administrative Cases of
the Supreme Court Senate

2006 was the third year of work for the Department of
Administrative Cases.

The function of Latvia's administrative courts is to ensure
court supervision of the lawfulness and utility of adminis-
trative acts that are issued by institutions and of actions
pursued by institutions. Considerations in this case involve
freedom of activity and the public legal obligations and
rights of private individuals who are involved therein. The
Department of Administrative Cases rules on the lawful-
ness and justification of appellate rulings.

The department considers cases on their merits and
issues rulings. In some cases, the issues are handled

by the collegium of senators at assignment meetings.
This is the result of extensive amendments to the Admi-
nistrative Procedure Law which were approved by the
legislature on October 26, 2006. These have expanded
the competence of the Senate’s assignment meetings.
Since December 1, when the amendments to the
Administrative Procedure Law took effect, all ancillary
complaints and petitions related to newly discovered
evidence are reviewed in writing. The Senate can reject
a petition related to new evidence if the petition has
been filed repeatedly and does not make it clear that
the factual or legal aspects of the case have changed.
When the Department of Administrative Cases serves

as a cassation court, it handles the functions of the first
level of courts. These rights expanded in 2006 thanks to

alaw approved by the legislature on March 9, 2006. The
Senate's Department of Administrative Cases is autho-
rised to review cases related to parliamentary elections
— complaints about decisions by the Central Elections
Commission vis-a-vis disputed vote counting protocols
from precinct commission, confirmation of the results of
parliamentary elections commissions, or assessment of
the influence of a criminal conviction related to violations
of voting laws on the distribution of seats in Parliament.
The Department of Administrative Cases is also the first
level court when reviewing complaints about decisions
taken by the National Auditing Council, as well as deci-
sions taken by the interior minister vis-a-vis banning the
entry of foreigners into the Republic of Latvia.

In 2006, the number of justices at the Department of

Cilvéktiesibu tiesas spriedumos.

Tiesnesi un paligi piedalijas pavisam 10 seminaros, ko organizéja
Tiesnesu macibu centrs un Augstaka tiesa. Tie bija saistiti ar finansu
un nodok|u jautajumiem, cilvektiesibu problematiku, ES tiesibu
ietekmi uz nacionalajam tiesibam, ka arf administrativa procesa

jautajumiem.

Tiesnesi Jautrite Briede, Dace Mita un Valerijans Jonikans apmek-
a no tiem bija saistiti ar
Eiropas Kopienas konkurences tiesibu jautajumiem, tacu bija ari
seminaru témas par Eiropas Kopienas tiesas un Eiropas Cilvéktie-
sibu tiesas prakses piemérosanu nacionalajas tiesas, vides tiesibu
aizsardzibu un Eiropas Kopienas precu zimém un dizainparau-
giem. Tiesnese llze Skultane piedalijas divu nedé|u starptautiskaja

|&jusi seSus seminarus arzemés, lielaka da

Administrative Cases increased by one justice. The
department has seven justices, including the department
chairman. This makes it possible to organise two panels
of justices who hear cases, while the chairman can devote
more time to administrative issues. Alas, this was possible
only between February 6, when Justice Dace Mita joined
the department, and March 15, when Justice Gunta Visna-
kova temporarily left her position for reasons of health.
The number of assistants to justices also increased by

one assistant, and now the Department of Administrative
Cases has seven justices.

The main way in which justices improve their quali-
fications is self-education. Seldom do rulings in the
department not require research of law books, the theory
of law, judgments of courts in other countries, rulings
handed down by the European Court of Justice and the
European Court of Human Rights, etc.

In 2006, justices and their assistants participated in 10
seminars that were arranged by the Judicial Training

26. oktobra likums ar plasajiem grozijumiem Administrativa

procesa likuma. Butiski tika paplasinata Augstakas tiesas Senata
ricibas sédes kompetence, dodot vairak iespéju atteikt ierosinat
kasacijas tiesvedibu. Papildus tam, ka kasacijas tiesvedibas ierosi-
nasana tiek atteikta, ja nav ievéroti formalie noteikumi, kas attie-

cas uz kasacijas stdzibas saturuy, likuma ietverta norma, ka lieta

Centre and the Supreme Court. Topics related to finances,
taxation, human rights issues, the impact of EU law on
national laws, as well as various aspects of administrative
procedure.

Justices Jautrite Briede, Dace Mita and Valerijans Jonikans
took part in six seminars abroad. Most of these related to
the European Union’s competition laws, as well as to the
way in which the rulings of the European Court of Justice
and the European Court of Human Rights are applied at
the national level. Other topics included environmental
protection, as well as trademarks and industrial designs in
the European Communities. Justice llze Skultane attended
a two-week international training session to improve her
command of German legal language.

In 2006, the priority for the Department of Administra-
tive Cases was to ensure professional examination of
cases involving convincing court rulings, as well as to
accelerate the flow of cases by preparing rulings as quickly
as possible.

izskatisanai tiesas sedé netiek virzita, ja jautajuma par kasacijas
stdziba noradito konkréto materialo vai procesualo tiestbu nor-
mu parkapumiem attieciba uz so tiesibu normu piemérosanu
un interpretaciju no Senata Administrativo lietu departamenta
spriedumiem citas lietas ir izveidojusies judikatira un apelacijas
instances spriedums tai atbilst, ka ari tad, ja nerodas Saubas par
apelacijas tiesas sprieduma tiesiskumu un izskatamajai lietai nav

2006 was a good year for this purpose, because four
justices in the department participated in the group which
drafted amendments to the Administrative Procedure

Law and in the group which looked at ways of intensifying
administrative procedure.

The work of the first of these groups led Parliament to
approve extensive amendments to the Administrative Pro-
cedure Law On October 26, 2006. The competence of the
Supreme Court Senate in terms of assignment meetings
was broadened, and the court had greater opportunities
to reject cassation proceedings. Itis no longer true that
cassation proceedings can be refused only if the content
of the cassation complaint is not properly prepared. Now
refusal is also possible if the relevant matter contains vio-
lations of specific aspects of substantive or procedural law
(as stated in the cassation complaint), but there is already
case law related to the application and interpretation of
such legal norms, as based on earlier rulings from the De-
partment of Administrative Cases, provided that the earlier
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B Senata Administrativo lietu departamenta
sanemto, izskatito un nepabeigto
lietu skaits 2005. un 2006. gada

Cases Received, Adjudicated and Pending at
the Department of Administrative Cases, 2005 and 2006

2005

Pavisam sanemtas 625 lietas, ieskaitot nepabeigto lietu
atlikumu gada sakuma

625 cases received, including cases pending at the beginning
of the year

Nepabeigto lietu Izskatito lietu
atlikums gada skaits
beigas (511 lietas);
(114 lietas); 82%
18% 511 cases
114 pending adjudicated
at year’s end (82%)
(18%)

2006

Pavisam sanemtas 739 lietas, ieskaitot nepabeigto lietu
atlikumu gada sakuma

739 cases received, including cases pending at

the beginning of the year

Nepabeigto Izskatito lietu
lietu atlikums skaits
gada beigas (585 lietas);
(154 lietas); 79%
21% 585 cases
154 pending adjudicated
at year’s end (79%)
(21%)
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B Senata Administrativo lietu departamenta
kasacijas kartiba izskatito lietu struktura

2006. gada (spriedumi un lémumi)
Structure of Cases Adjudicated by the Department of
Administrative Cases in Accordance with Cassation
Procedures, 2006 (Judgments, Decisions)

Lietu kategorijas (atbildétajiestades)
Categories (defendant institutions)

Valsts ienémumu Valsts socialas

dienests vai apdrosinasanas
si dienesta Muitas agentiira 4%
parvalde 30% State Social
State Revenue Insurance Agency
Service or its (4%)
Customs Board Valsts celu policija 1%
(30%) State Traffic Police (1%)
Pasvaldibas 19% Citas
Local governments institucijas
(19%) 42%
Other
institutions
(42%)

Pilsonibas un
migracijas lietu
parvalde 4%
Office of Citizenship
and Migration
Affairs (4%)

nozimes judikataras veidosana. Administrativa procesa likuma
338.'pants ir radijis tiesai iespéju izskatisanai tiesas sedé nodot
mazak lietu.

Senatoru darbu atvieglojusi ari citi grozijumi Administrativa pro-
cesa likuma. Sastadot kasacijas instances tiesas noléemumu, tiesai
nav nepieciesams tiesas argumentu izklasts, ja apelacijas instances
tiesas nolémuma ietvertais pamatojums ir pareizs un pilniba pie-
tiekams. Sprieduma vai lémuma pasludinasana notiek nevis tiesas
zalé, bet tiesas noteiktaja termina noléemuma norakstu sanemot
Senata kanceleja. Sadas tiesibas ir ne vien procesa dalibniekiem,
bet ikvienam interesentam.

2006. gada Administrativo lietu departamenta tiesvediba atradas
739 lietas. Tas ir par 18% vairak neka 2005. gada, kas péc butibas

ir vairak ka viena tiesnesa slodze. Izskatitas 585 lietas jeb par 14%
vairak neka 2005. gada.

Gada laika notikusas 49 kasacijas instances tiesas sédes, no tam 8
kopsédes, kuras izskatitas 36 lietas.

Senata Administrativo lietu departamenta ka pirmaja tiesu instan-
cé irizskatita viena lieta par Valsts kontroles padomes Iémumu, tris
administrativas lietas sakara ar personu pieteikumiem par iekslietu

iecelosanu Latvijas Republika, un Saeimas vélésanu lieta.
44 lietas jeb 7% ir izskatitas rakstveida procesa.

Kasacijas tiesvedibas ierosinasana ir atteikta attieciba uz 100 kasaci-
jas sudzibam, kas ir 28% no ienakusajam lietam.

Visvairak izskatitas lietas sakara ar pieteikumiem par Valsts ienée-
mumu dienesta lémumiem — 30% no visam izskatitajam lietam.
19% bija lietas, kuras atbildétaji ir pasvaldibu domes vai padomes.
Apméram 18% no lietam bija par personu sauksanu pie adminis-
trativas atbildibas, galvenokart péc Administrativo parkapumu
kodeksa 149.panta.

Statistika, kas raksturo tiesu nolémumu stabilitati: spriedumu
stabilitate — 73% (2005. gada — 65%), Iemumu stabilitate — 70%
(2005. gada — 73%). Administrativo lietu departamenta 2005. gada
darbibas atspogulojums ir sadarbiba ar Tiesu namu agentaru izdo-
tais krajums,Senata Administrativo lietu departamenta spriedumi
un lémumi 2005" Krajuma publicéti 146 aktualakie tiesas nolému-
mi. Krajums izveidots, aktivi lidzdarbojoties visiem tiesnesiem un
tiesnesu paligiem. Administrativo lietu departaments izskatamajas
lietas ir nosatijis divus pieteikumus Satversmes tiesai par pieméro-
jamo likuma normu atbilstibu Satversmei.

Departamenta senatori aktivi darbojas ari arpus tiesajiem darba
pienakumiem.

Tiesneses Jautrite Briede, Veronika Kramina, Dace Mita un lize
Skultane ir lektores Tiesnesu macibu centra, Jautrite Briede un llze
Skultane — pasniedzéjas ari Latvijas Universitaté.

Jautrite Briede pirmaja pusgada vél veica ad hoc tiesneses piena-
kumus Eiropas Cilvéktiesibu tiesa lietas, kas bijusas ierosinatas laika,
kad Latvijai nebija sava pastaviga tiesnesa.

Jautrite Briede, Veronika Kramina, Dace Mita un Valerijans Jonikans
stradaja darba grupa, kas sagatavoja grozijumus Administrativa
procesa likuma, ka art darba grupa koncepcijas izstradei par
administrativa procesa intensificésanu. Jautrite Briede un Valerijans
Jonikans piedalijas Saeimas Juridiskas komisijas sédés, pamatojot
grozijumu nepieciesamibu Administrativa procesa likuma.
Valerijans Jonikans ir Tiesnesu disciplinarkolégijas loceklis, Jautrite
Briede — Tiesnesu kvalifikacijas kolégijas locekle.

Par administrativa procesa jautajumiem zurnala,Likums un
Tiesibas”bija publicéts senatora palidzes Kristines Aperanes un
Valerijana Jonikana raksts,Administrativa procesa likuma 29. pants.
Tiesibu subjekti, kuriem ir tiesibas bat par privatpersonas tiesibu
un tiesisko interesu aizstavi’, juridiskaja izdevuma,Jurista Vards”

- senatoru paligu Kristines Aperanes un Konstantina Vaivoda
raksts. Laikraksta,Latvijas Véstnesis”apgada izdota tiesnesa paliga
Gata Bardina brosura,Butisko lietas apstak|u noskaidrosana un
vértésana” Laikraksta,Diena”bija publicéts Jautrites Briedes sprie-
dumu skaidrojoss raksts.

Batiskaka probléma Administrativo lietu departamenta darba bija
nenokomplektétais tiesnesu sastavs, kadé| veidojas lietu uzkra-

jums. Gratibas darba rada arf jautajumi, kas saistiti ar gramatvedi-
bas un nodoklu jautajumu padzilinatu izpratni.

Savukart ka nozimigakie 2006. gada sasniegumi jamin senatores
Jautrites Briedes iegUtais tiesibu zinatnu doktora grads, jauna ties-
nese un tiesnesu paligi departaments, ka art kolektivu vienojosa
apzina, ka stradajam komanda un nav vienaldzigo. ArT péc negu-
letas nakts, kad jamierina raudosi bérni vai japardzivo citas likstas,
darbinieki ir ierinda, par ko paldies.

2007. gada batu nepieciesams aizpildit vakanto astota tiesnesa
vietu. Ir pieskirts finanséjums konsultanta gramatvedibas un no-
dok]u jautajumos pakalpojumu apmaksai, un Administrativo lietu
departaments piesaistis darba atbilstosu specialistu.

Darbu turpinas Tieslietu ministrijas izveidota Administrativa pro-
cesa likuma komentaru izstrades darba grupa, kura 11 specialisti ir
no Administrativo lietu departamenta.

/ - Senata Administrativo lietu

/7/ / departamenta priekssédétajs
Valerijans Jonikans

adjudication has been taken into account by the relevant
appellate court. Refusal is also possible if there are no
doubits as to the legality of the appellate court’s judgment
and the case is not of any importance in the establishment
of case law. Section 338" of the Administrative Procedure
Law makes it possible for the court to forward fewer cases
for full adjudication.

There were other amendments to the Administrative
Procedure Law which facilitated the work of senators.
When the court prepares a ruling at the cassation level, it is
not required to present the full range of court argument as
long as the explanations included in the appellate ruling
are proper and fully sufficient. Rulings and judgments are
now announced not in the courtroom, but in writing, and
participants to a case can receive a copy of the text from
the Senate Chancery at the indicated time. Indeed, such
documents can be received not only by participants, but
by all interested parties.

In 2006, the Department of Administrative Cases received

739 cases, or 18% more than in 2005. This is essentially
more than the caseload of a single justice. The court
reviewed 585 cases, or 14% more than in 2005.

During the year, 49 cassation court hearings were held,
including eight joint hearings. 36 cases were reviewed.
As the lowest level court, the Senate’s Department of
Administrative Cases heard one case related to the Natio-
nal Auditing Council, three administrative cases related
to petitions from people who had been banned by the
interior minister from entering the Republic of Latvia, and
one case related to the parliamentary election.

Of all cases, 44 (7%) were handled in writing.

Cassation petitions were rejected with respect to 100
cassation complaints. This represented 28% of the
incoming cases.

The greatest number of cases related to decisions taken
by the State Revenue Service — 30% of all cases. Another
19% of cases had to do with local government councils,
while 18% related to administrative punishments applied

to individuals. Most of these had to do with Article 149"
of the Code of Administrative Violations, which deals with
driving under the influence.

The stability of court rulings can be seen in the following
statistics: Stability of judgments — 73% (as opposed to 65%
in 2005), and stability of decisions — 70% (73%).

In 2005, the Department of Administrative Cases worked
with the Courthouse Agency on the publishing of a collec-
tion of judgments and decisions made by the Department
of Administrative Cases in 2005. The collection concerns
146 judgments and decisions. All of the department’s jus-
tices and assistants to justices were involved in preparing
this collection.

The Department of Administrative Cases also forwarded
two cases to the Latvian Constitutional Court. These cases
concerned the compliance of relevant legal norms to the
Constitution.

Senators in the department have also been active
outside of their official duties. Justices Jautrite Briede,

Veronika Krdmina, Dace Mita and llze Skultane teach

at the Judicial Training Centre, while Justice Briede and
Justice Skultane also teach at the University of Latvia.
During the first six months of last year, Justice Briede ser-
ved as an ad hoc justice at the European Court of Human
Rights. This was during a period of time during which
Latvia did not have a permanent justice on the court.
Justices Briede, Krdmina, Mita and Valerijans Jonikans

also were members of a working group which prepared
amendments to the Administrative Procedure Law, as
well as of a working group which sought to find ways of
intensifying administrative procedures. Justices Briede and
Jonikans took part in the work of the Latvian Parliament’s
Legal Affairs Committee to discuss amendments to the
Administrative Procedure Law.

Justice Jonikans is a member of the Judicial Disciplinary
Committee, and Justice Briede is a member of the Judicial
Quialifications Committee.

Justice Jonikans and Kristine Aperane, an assistant to

a senator, wrote a paper for the magazine Likums un
tiesibas (Law and Justice), “Section 29 of the Administrative
Procedure Law: Legal Entities Having the Right to Defend
the Rights and Legal Interests of Private Individuals” Ms
Aperane and Justice Konstantins Vaivods wrote a paper

for Jurista vards (Lawyer's Word). Gatis Bardins, another
assistant to a justice, wrote the brochure "Determining and
Evaluating Substantial Case Circumstances’, and this was
issued by the publishers of the official government journal,
Latvijas Véstnesis. An article to clarify a judgment made

by Justice Briede was published in the daily newspaper
Diena.

The key problem for the Department of Administrative
Cases was an insufficient number of justices, and this cre-
ated a backlog in cases. Difficulties are also related to the
understanding of justices of matters related to accounting
and taxation.

The most significant achievements for the depart-

ment in 2006 included Justice Briede’s attainment of a

doctorate. A new justice and new assistants joined the
department. There was a good level of teamwork and
alack of indifference. Even after sleepless nights during
which justices or their assistants tried to calm down
crying children or handling other woes, they were
always on duty the next day.

An eighth justice will have to be found in 2007. Funding
has been granted to hire a consultant on accounting and
tax matters, and the department will hire the relevant
specialist.

A Justice Ministry working group is drafting comments on
the Administrative Procedure Law, and 11 of the specialists
on that group come from the Department of Administra-
tive Cases.

Valerijans Jonikans, chairman
Senate Department of Administrative Cases
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B Senata Administrativo lietu
departamenta kasacijas kartiba

izskatito lietu rezultati 2006. gada
Results of Cases Adjudicated by the Department of Administrative Cases in
Accordance with Cassation Procedures, 2006

Spriedumu izskatisanas rezultati
Lietu skaits / Number of cases ~Results of adjudicated judgments
1. Spriedums atstats negrozits (44,9%)
Upheld (44.9%)
2. Spriedums atcelts pilnigi vai ta dala
un lieta nosutita jaunai izskatisanai

(26,1%)
Reversed in full or part, case forwarded
for retrial (26.1%)
3. Atcelts viss spriedums vai ta dala un
tiesvediba izbeigta (0,6%)
94 Reversed in full or part, proceedings
terminated (0.6%)
4. Atcelts viss spriedums vai ta dala un
pieteikums atstats bez izskatiSanas
(0,2%)
Reversed in full or part, cassation left
2
3

without adjudication (0.2%)

5. Kasacijas tiesvediba izbeigta sakara
ar kasacijas sudzibas (protesta)
atsauksanu (0,2%)

Proceedings terminated because of

6 withdrawal of the cassation complaint
(protest) (0.2%)

6. Atteikts ierosinat kasacijas
tiesvedibu ricibas sédé (28%)
Initiation of cassation proceedings
refused at assignments hearing (28%)

1 1
4 5

Pavisam izskatita 361 lieta
A total of 361 cases adjudicated

B Senata Administrativo lietu departamenta

lietu izskatisanas rezultati (lemumi)
Results of Cases Adjudicated by the Department of Administrative
Cases, 2006

Lémumu izskatiSanas rezultati

Results of Examination of Decisions

1. Lémums atstats negrozits (145 lietas) 70%
Upheld (145 cases, 70%)

2. Lémums atcelts pilnigi vai daléji, nododot
lietu jaunai izskatisanai (24 lietas) 12%
Reversed in full or part, case forwarded for retrial
(24 cases, 12%)

3. Lémums atcelts pilnigi vai daléji un
jautajums izlemts péc batibas (37 lietas) 18%
Reversed in full or part, matter adjudicated on its
merits (37 cases, 18%)

Pavisam izskatitas 206 lietas / A total of 206 cases adjudicated
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2006. gada izskatitas 1599 lietas
Number of adjudicated cases in 2006: 1,599

Palatas priekSsedétajs Gunars Aigars

Palatas tiesnesi Aiva Zarina, Anda Vitola, Iréna Vinksno,

CIVILLIETU
TIESU PALATA

Augstakas tiesas Civillietu tiesu palata ir apelacijas instances
tiesa. Tas darbibu nosaka likuma Par tiesu varu 45. pants un
Civilprocesa likums.

Civillietu tiesu palata izskata:

1) civillietas péc batibas sakara ar apelacijas stdzibam par
Latvijas piecu apgabaltiesu Civillietu tiesas kolégiju ka pirmas
instances tiesu spriedumiem. Lietu kategorijas saskana ar
Civilprocesa likuma 25. pantu ir stridi par ipasuma tiesibam uz
nekustamu Tpasumu, saistibu tiesibu stridi, lietas par precu zimju
un patenttiesibu aizsardzibu;

2) civillietas sakara ar blakus stdzibam par lemumiem, ko piené-
musas apgabaltiesas ka pirmas instances tiesas; apgabaltiesas
ka otras instances tiesas; zemesgramatu nodalu tiesnesi;

3) pieteikumus par apgabaltiesas noléemumu atcelsanu sakara ar
jaunatklatiem apstakliem;

4) pieteikumus prasibas nodrosinasanas jautajumos, pieteiku-
mus par sprieduma izpildes atlikSanu, sprieduma izskaidrosanu,
procesuala termina atjaunosanu.

Visas lietas Civillietu tiesu palata saskana ar Civilprocesa likumu
skata tris tiesnesu sastava.

Civillietu tiesu palata kops tas izveidosanas 1995. gada ir

10 tiesnesi, ieskaitot priekSsedétaju.

No 10 tiesnesiem, kas strada Civillietu tiesu palata, diviem darba
stazs Augstakaja tiesa ir ilgaks par 15 gadiem, pieciem —

11-15 gadi, vienam - 5-10 gadi, diviem tiesnesiem — 2 gadi. Vie-
nam tiesnesim ir magistra grads. Tiesnesu vidéjais vecums 56 gadi.
2006. gada sakuma Civillietu tiesu palata bija cetri tiesnesu
paligi, ieskaitot priek$sedétaja paligu. Laika no februara lidz
novembrim pienemti pieci paligi.

No deviniem tiesnesu paligiem diviem darba stazs Augstakaja
tiesa ir 11 gadi, diviem — 9 gadi, pieciem — 1,5-3 gadi. Cetriem
paligiem ir augstaka juridiska izglitiba, vienam no tiem —
magistra grads, pieci tiesnesu paligi studé.

2006. gada darbibas prioritates bija nodrosinat paligu katram
tiesnesim; palielinat palatas tiesnesu skaitu lidz divpadsmit; pa-
nakt grozijumus Civilprocesa likuma, ieviesot rakstveida procesu

blakus stdzibu izskatisana. Mérkis: normalizét tiesnesu darba
apstaklus aizvien pieaugosas slodzes apstaklos un nodrosinat
lietu izskatisanu sapratigos terminos augsta profesionala [imeni.
Paligu skaitu izdevas palielinat no cetriem lidz deviniem. Pie-
nemti tiesnesu paligi Evita Plimina, Diana Stepanovica, Santa
Kalnina, Liana Brokovska, Imants Orubs.

Tiesnesu skaits nav palielinats. Civillietu tiesu palata 2006. gada
apstiprinata tiesnese Anita Cernavska no Rigas apgabaltiesas,
bet tiesnese Skaidrite Lodzina no Civillietu tiesu palatas parcelta
darba Senata Civillietu departamenta.

Saeima izdarija grozijumus Civilprocesa likumd, ievieSot rakst-
veida procesu blakus stdzibu izskatisana. Grozijumi izdariti ar
2006. gada 25. maija likumu. Rakstveida procesa 2006. gada tika
izskatitas 268 lietas — 25,5% no blakus stdzibu skaita.

Darba apjoms un slodze Civillietu tiesu palata ar katru gadu
palielinas.
« 2000. gada sanemtas 878 lietas, izskatitas 866.

Slodze 86,6 lietas tiesnesim.

¢ 2003. gada sanemta 1221 lieta, izskatitas 1139.

Slodze 113,9 lietas tiesnesim.
« 2004. gada sanemtas 1408 lietas, izskatitas 1285.

Slodze 160 lietas tiesnesim.
« 2005. gada sanemtas 1563 lietas, izskatitas 1374.

Slodze 152 lietas tiesnesim.
« 2006. gada sanemtas 1708 lietas, izskatitas 1599.

Slodze 160 lietas tiesnesim.
Pieaugot ienakoso lietu skaitam, palielinas lietu atlikums gada
beigas, kaut ari tiek izskatits vairak lietu. 2004. gada beigas
atlikuma palika 391 lieta, 2005. gada beigas — 573, 2006. gada
beigas — 682 lietas.

Palielinas gan blakus stdzibu, gan apelaciju skaits.

2006. gada no 1708 sanemtajam lietam apelacijas lietas bija
570 (2004. gada - 441, 2005. gada — 580), bet blakus stdzibas
1138 (2004. gada - 967, 2005. gada - 983).

Izskatitas 479 apelacijas lietas (2004. gada — 327, 2005. gada — 398),
1050 blakus stdzibas (2004. gada — 875, 2005. gada — 1015).
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M Civillietu tiesu palata sanemto,
izskatito un nepabeigto lietu skaits

2005. un 2006. gada
Cases Received, Adjudicated and Pending at

the Chamber of Civil Cases, 2005 and 2006

2005

Pavisam sanemtas 1954 lietas, ieskaitot nepabeigto lietu
atlikumu gada sakuma

1,954 cases received, including cases pending at

the beginning of the year

Nepabeigto Izskatito lietu
lietu atlikums skaits
gada beigas (1381 lieta);
(573 lietas); 71%
29% 1,381 cases
573 pending adjudicated
atyear's end (71%)
(29%)

2006

Pavisam sanemta 2281 lieta, ieskaitot nepabeigto lietu
atlikumu gada sakuma

2,281 cases received, including cases pending at

the beginning of the year

Mara Katlapa, Raimonds Gravelsins, Skaidrite Lodzina,

Vanda Cirule, Inara Garda, Anda Briede, Anita Cernavska

Chairman: Gunars Aigars

Justices: Aiva Zarina, Anda Vitola, Iréna Vinksno, Mara Katlapa, Raimonds Gravelsins,
Skaidrite Lodzina, Vanda Cirule, Inara Garda, Anda Briede, Anita Cernavska

The Chamber of Civil Cases of the Supreme Court
The Supreme Court's Chamber of Civil Cases is an appel-
late court, and its activities are regulated in Section 45 of
the law "On Judicial Power"and in the Civil Procedure Law.
The Chamber of Civil Cases handles:

1) Civil cases related to appeals against the judgments
of the Civil Boards of Latvia's five regional courts, as well
as of the courts of first instance, which are based on

the merits of the case. Categories of cases are defined

in Section 25 of the Civil Procedure Law — disputes
regarded property rights and real estate, disputes related
to obligations, and cases regarding the protection of
trademarks and patent rights;

2) Civil cases related to ancillary complaints against

rulings handed down by regional courts as courts of first
instance, regional courts as courts of second instance,
and judges in Land Register departments;

3) Applications for reversal of the rulings of regional
courts in relation to newly discovered evidence;

4) Applications related to the securing of claims, the
postponement of the enforcement of a judgment,
explanation of the judgment, or renewal of a procedural
time period.

All cases heard by the Chamber of Civil Cases are heard
by panels of three justices, as mandated in the Civil
Procedure Law. Since 1995, when the chamber was
established, the Chamber of Civil Cases has had 10
justices, including the chairman.

Of these 10 justices, two have worked for more than 15
years for the Supreme Court, five have a history of 11 to
15 years, one has an employment record of five to 10 ye-
ars, and two justices have worked for the Court for two
years. One justice holds a master’s degree. The average
age of justices is 56.

Early in 2006, the Chamber of Civil Cases had four assis-
tants to justices, including the assistant to the chairman.
Another five assistants were hired between February
and November.

Of the nine assistants to justices, two have worked for
the Supreme Court for 11 years, two for nine years, and
five for 1.5 to three years. Four assistants have a higher
education in the law, one has a master’s degree, and five

are continuing their studies.

In 2006, our priority was to provide an assistant to

every justice, to increase the number of justices in the
Chamber to 12, and to ensure amendments to the Civil
Procedure Law to speak to written proceedings in the
examination of ancillary complaints. The aim was to
normalise the working conditions of justices in view of
ever-increasing workloads. We also wished to ensure
the adjudication of cases at a high level of professiona-
lism and in a sensibly timely way.

In the event, we increased the number of assistants in

the Chamber from four to nine. We hired Evita Plamina,

Diana Stepanovica, Santa Kalnina, Liana Brokovska and
Imants Orubs.

The number of justices, however, did not increase. In
2006, Judge Anita Cernavska of the Riga Regional Court
was approved for work in the Chamber of Civil Cases,
but Justice Skaidrite Lodzina from the Chamber was
transferred to the Department of Civil Cases of the
Supreme Court Senate.

Parliament amended the Civil Procedure Law to permit
written proceedings in the examination of ancillary
complaints. The amendments were approved on May
25,2006. In 2006, 268 cases were handled through
written proceedings, which represented 25.5% of all
ancillary complaints.

The fact is that the scope and level of work for the
Chamber of Civil Cases will continue to increase with

every passing year:

* In 2000, the Chamber received 878 cases and adjudica-
ted 866. The workload was 86.6 cases per justice;

*In 2003, we received 1,221 cases and adjudicated
1,139 - 113.9 cases per justice;

* In 2004, the numbers were 1,408 cases received and
285 adjudicated — 160 cases per justice;

¢ In 2005 - 1,563 cases received, 1,374 adjudicated —
152 cases per justice;

In 2006 - 1,708 cases received, 1,599 adjudicated —
160 cases per justice.

As the number of incoming cases ahs increased, the

number of cases left pending at the end of the year has

increased, too, even though greater numbers of cases

Nepabeigto Izskatito lietu
lietu atlikums skaits
gada beigas (1599 lietas);
(682 lietas); 70%
30% 1,599 cases
682 pending adjudicated
at year's end (70%)
(30%)
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izskatito lietu struktira 2006. gada

(spriedumi un lémumi)

Structure of Cases Adjudicated by the Chamber of
Civil Cases, 2006 (Judgments, Decisions)

Lietu kategorijas
Categories

Lietas, kuras
ir strids par

Lietas par
uzpémumu

nekustama (uznémeéjsabiedribu)
ipasuma maksatnespéju 0%
tiesibam 43% Insolvency of
Property enterprises
rights (43%) (companies) (0%)

Lietas, kas izriet
no saistibu tiesibam 25%
Obligations law (25%)

Pieteikumi lietas
ierosinasanai sakara ar
jaunatklatiem
apstakliem 3%
Applications for retrial
after discovery of new
evidence (3%)

Lietu skaits, procentos

Number of cases, %

Sudzibas par
Zemesgramatu
nodalas
prieksnieka
Iéemumiem 12%
Complaints
related to the
Land Registry
Department
(12%)

Paréjas
lietas
17%
Other
(17%)

Lietas péc to struktUras sadalas: stridi par nekustamo

Ipasumu — 66,4% (2005. gada — 65%); saistibu tiesibu

stridi — 24,5% (2005. gada - 24,1%), intelektualais

ipasums — 2,4% (2005. gada — 3%); paréjas — 7,6% (2005. gada —
11%). Aizvien vairak paradas lietas par zaudéjumu atlidzinajumu
no arstiem, par goda un cienas aizskarumu. Lidz pat vairakiem
miljonu latu pieaug prasibu nodrosindjuma summas.

Izskatot apelacijas stdzibas, 2006. gada prasibas apmierinatas
48,4% (2005. gada — 52%), prasibas noraiditas 42%

(2005. gada — 48%).

No Rigas apgabaltiesas ienaca 69% apelacijas studzibu un
77% blakus sudzibu. No paréjam Cetram apgabaltiesam

31% apelacijas studzibu un 23% blakus sudzibu.

Aizvien palielinoties ienakoso lietu skaitam, pieaug darba
slodze, sasprindzinajums un nogurums. Tiesnesu un tiesnesu
paligu skaits nav pietiekams. Lai normalizétu darba apstak|us,
nepieciesami Cetri tiesnesu sastavi, kopa 12 tiesnesi, neskaitot

are being adjudicated. There were 391 pending cases at 24.5% (24.1%), intellectual property cases made up 2.4%
(3%), and other issues were the basis for 7.6% of cases
(11% in 2005). There have been increasing numbers of
cases related to compensation for damages caused by
physicians, as well as to libel issues. Sums to secure claims ~ justices. Every justice needs an assistant.
have increased up to one million lats and beyond.

In terms of appeals filed with the Chamber in 2006,
48.4% were accepted (52% in 2005), and 42% were

the end of 2004, 573 at the end of 2005, and 682 at the
end of 2006.

The number of ancillary complaints and appeals has
also increased. In 2006, there were 570 appeals among
1,708 cases that were received (as compared to 441 in
2004 and 580 in 2005). There were also 1,138 ancillary
complaints (967 in 2004, and 983 in 2005).

Of the appealed cases, 479 were adjudicated (327 in rejected (48%).

2004, 398 in 2005). Also, 1,050 ancillary complaints were 69% of appeals and 77% of ancillary complaints came
from the Riga Regional Court, while 31% of appeals and
23% of ancillary complaints came from other courts.
Justices and their assistants find that as the caseload
(65% in 2005), disputes related to obligations represented increases, so does their workload, stress and weariness.

examined (875 and 1,015).
In terms of the issue in each case, disputes concerning
real estate property rights represented 66.4% of all cases

palatas priekssédétaju. Tas nozZimé, ka nepieciesami vél tris
tiesnesi. Katram tiesnesim nepieciesams paligs, tas nozimé, ka
bez esosajiem astoniem nepieciesami vél cetri paligi.

Neskatoties uz saspringtajiem darba apstakliem, Civillietu

tiesu palatas tiesnesi iespéju robezas piedalas starptautiskos
seminaros un konferencés. Gunars Aigars un Inara Garda marta
piedalijas Eiropas komerctiesu tiesnesu 3. konferencé Hambur-
ga; Gunars Aigars Augstakas tiesas un Amerikas tiesu advokatu
padomes konferencé Riga junija; Vanda Cirule Eiropas Savieni-
bas dalibvalstu precu zZimju un dizainparaugu tiesnesu gadskar-
téja konferencé Alikanté septembri; Gunars Aigars, Anda Briede,
Vanda Cirule un Inara Garda — Eiropas Savienibas iek3éja tirgus
saskanosanas biroja (OHIM) kopienas precu zZimju un dizainpa-
raugu tiesnesu seminara Kopenhagena.

Tiesnese Aiva Zarina ir Tiesnesu disciplinarkolégijas locekle. Gu-
nars Aigars ir Tiesnesu kvalifikacijas kolégijas priekssédéetajs un
Civilprocesa likuma grozijumu projekta izstrades darba grupas
loceklis.

The number of justices and assistants remains insuffi-
cient. Four panels of justices are required for normal
working conditions — 12 justices in all, plus the chairman
of the Chamber. This means that we require three more

Despite their stressful working conditions, justices from
the Chamber of Civil Cases do find the time to take part
in international seminars and conferences as much as
possible. In March, Gunars Aigars and Inara Garda atten-
ded the 3" European Conference of Commercial Court
Judges in Hamburg. Justice Aigars also attended a con-
ference involving the Supreme Court and the American
Board of Trial Advocates in Riga in June. Justice Vanda
Cirule participated in the annual European Community

Palatas personals piedalas macibas, ko organizé Administracija.
2006. gada vissaturigakas bija diplométa jurista, Latvijas Univer-
sitates lektora Aigara Strupisa vaditas macibas par komerctiesi-
bu aktualiem jautajumiem un macibas par intelektuala fpasuma

Darbibas mérki 2007. gadam: lietu izskatisana augsta profesio-
nala liment sapratigos terminos, nodrosinot personam tiesibas
aizstavét savas tiesibas un likumiskas intereses taisniga tiesa,
atbilstosi Satversmes 92. pantam.

aizsardzibas jautajumiem, ko vadija Patentu valdes direktora

padomnieks Janis Ancitis un Kultdras ministrijas Autortiesibu un
blakustiestbu nodalas vaditajs Guntis Jékabsons.

K& 2006. gada lielakais sasniegums vértéjams tas, ka tikam gala
ar palielinato darba apjomu un izskatitas 1599 lietas. Darbu
sakusi pieci jauni tiesnesu paligi. Panaktas izmainas Civilproce-
sa likuma, ievieSot rakstveida procesu. Palatas nolémumi tiek

ievaditi Tiesu informacijas sistema.

Butiskaka probléma — parslodze darba, neizskatito lietu atli-
kuma pieaugums lidz 682 lietam, lietu izskatisanas terminu

pagarinasanas.

Normalam, kvalitativam darbam nepiecieSams vél viens tiesas
sastavs (tris tiesnesi), paligi katram tiesnesim (vél cetri paligi),

izmainas Civilprocesa likuma.

Trademark and Design Conference of judges in Alicante
in September. Justices Aigars, Cirule, Garda and Anda
Briede took part in the a seminar on Community
trademark and registered Community designs, which
was organised by the Office for Harmonisation in the
Internal Market (OHIM) in Copenhagen.

Justice Aiva Zarina is a member of the Judicial Discipli-
nary Committee. Justice Aigars is the chairman of the
Judicial Qualifications Committee and a member of the
working group which drafts amendments to the Civil
Procedure Law.

The Chamber’s staff also take part in training organised
by the Administration. In 2006, the most valuable trai-
ning courses involved the topical issue of commercial

law. These were taught by a qualified attorney, Aigars
Strupiss, who is a lecturer at the University of Latvia.
Also of significance was a seminar on intellectual
property protections, led by Janis Ancitis, an advisor

to the director of the Latvian Patent Office, and Guntis
Jekabsons, director of the Culture Ministry’s Division for
Copyrights and Neighbouring Rights.

Our major achievement in 2006 was that we managed
to handle more work. We adjudicated a total of 1,599
cases. Five new assistants to justices were hired. The
Civil Procedure Law was amended to permit written
proceedings. The rulings from the Chamber have been
entered in the Judicial Information System.

The most pressing problem, however, remains work

R/
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Civillietu tiesu palatas priek$sédétajs
Gunars Aigars

overload. The number of pending cases at year's end
was 682, and the amount of time taken up by each case
has increased.
In order to normalise the work, we need another
panel of three justices, we need an assistant for every
justice (four more assistants), and we require further
amendments to the Civil Procedure Law. Our objectives
for 2007: Adjudication of cases at a high level of pro-
fessionalism and in a reasonably timely way; ensuring
everyone’s right to defend his or her rights and lawful
interests in a fair trial, doing so in accordance with
Article 92 of the Latvian Constitution.

Gunars Aigars, chairman

Chamber of Civil Cases
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M Civillietu tiesu palatas apelacijas kartiba

izskatito lietu rezultati (spriedumi)
Results of Cases Adjudicated by the Chamber of Civil Cases in Accordance
with Appellate Procedures (Judgments)

Lietu skaits / Number of cases

204
135
91
3 [ 0 —
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Spriedumu izskatiSanas rezultati / Results of adjudicated judgments
1. Prasiba apmierinata 5. Tiesvediba lieta izbeigta (7%)

pilnigi (27,7%) Proceedings terminated (7%)
Claim upheld in full (27.7%) 6. Apelacijas siadziba atstata bez
2. Prasiba apmierinata izskatisanas (0%)
daléji (18,7%) Appeal left without
Claim upheld in part (18.7%) adjudication (0%)
3. Prasiba noraidita (42%) 7. Apelacijas tiesvediba
Claim dismissed (42%) izbeigta (4%)

Appellate proceedings
terminated (4%)

4. Spriedums atcelts un lieta nosutita
jaunai izskatisanai (0,6%)
Judgment reversed, case forwarded
for retrial (0.6%)

Pavisam izskatitas 486 lietas / A total of 486 cases adjudicated

M Civillietu tiesu palatas apelacijas kartiba

izskatito lietu rezultati (lemumi)
Results of Cases Adjudicated by the Chamber of Civil Cases (Decisions)

1. Nolémums atstats negrozits (645 lietas)

4 5 Upheld (645 cases)
2. Nolé atcelts pilnigi vai kada ta dala,
\ nododot lietu jaunai izskatiSanai (232 lietas)
Reversed in full or part, forwarded for retrial

(232 cases)

3. Nolémums atcelts pilnigi vai kada ta dala un
jautajums izlemts péc batibas (132 lietas)
Reversed in full or part, adjudicated on the merits
(132 cases)

4. Nolémums grozits (15 lietas)

Amended (15 cases)

5. Noléemums atstats bez izskatiSanas (25 lietas)

Left without adjudication (25)

Pavisam izskatitas 1049 lietas / A total of 1,049 cases adjudicated
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2006. gada izskatitas 403 lietas
Number of adjudicated cases in 2006: 403

Palatas priekssedétajs Ivars Bickovics

Palatas tiesnesi Anita Nusberga, Ausma Keisa,
Eduards Pupovs, Ervins Kuskis, Ludmila Polakova,
Leontine Pluksna, Marija GoldSmite, Péteris Opincans,
Ramona NadeZda Jansone, Inguna Radzevica
Chairman: lIvars Bickoviés

Justices: Anita Nusberga, Ausma Keisa, Eduards Pupovs, Ervins Kuskis,

Ludmila Polakova, Leontine Pliksna, Marija Goldsmite, Péteris Opincans,
Ramona Nadezda Jansone, Inguna Radzevica

KRIMINALLIETU

TIESU PALATA

Augstakas tiesas Kriminallietu tiesu palatas ka apelacijas
instances tiesvediba 2006. gada bija 642 kriminallietas, kuras ka
pirmas instances tiesas izskatijusas apgabaltiesas. 290 no §im
kriminallietam bija neizskatito lietu atlikums no 2005. gada,
352 kriminallietas sanemtas 2006. gada. Jaatzime,

ka 2006. gada no jauna ienakuso lietu skaits pirmo reizi batiski
samazinajies — salidzinot ar iepriek$éjo gadu, 2006.gada
sanemto lietu skaits samazinajies par 112.

Péc noziedzigo nodarijumu veidiem, vislielakais lietu skaits
tiesvediba bija par noziedzigiem nodarijumiem, kas saistiti ar
narkotiskam un psihotropam vielam (108 lietas), par slepkavi-
bam pastiprinosos apstak|os (89 lietas), par laupisanu (76 lietas),
par krapsanu (42 lietas).

No 642 tiesvediba esosajam kriminallietam Kriminallietu
tiesu palata 2006. gada izskatija 403 lietas, kas ir par 32 lietam
vairak neka 2005. gada. Samazinoties no jauna sanemto lietu

skaitam, batiski — par 51 lietu — samazinajas neizskatito lietu
atlikums uz 2007. gadu. Bez tam, ievérojami — par vienu lidz
pusotru ménesi samazinajas termins no lietas sanemsanas pa-
lata lidz pirmajai tiesas sédei. Tas ir ievérojams sasniegums.

Kriminallietu tiesu palata no 2006. gada apelacijas kartiba
izskatitajiem pirmas instances spriedumiem negrozitus atstajusi
55,8% spriedumu. 44,2% no parsudzétajiem pirmas instances
spriedumiem tika pilnigi vai daléji atcelti. Salidzinot pédéjo pie-
cu gadu statistikas raditajus, redzams, ka ar katru gadu pirmas
instances tiesu nolémumu kvalitate nedaudz pazeminas. Rigas
apgabaltiesai groziti 50% no parsudzétajiem nolémumiem,
Vidzemes apgabaltiesai 47%, Kurzemes apgabaltiesai 75%,
Zemgales apgabaltiesai 79%, Latgales apgabaltiesai 53%.

Batisks Kriminallietu tiesu palatas darba kvalitates raditajs ir
tas kasacijas kartiba parsadzéto noléemumu stabilitate Senata.
Jaatzist, ka 2006. gada palatas nolémumu stabilitate ir nedaudz

samazinajusies, taCu joprojam palatas ka apelacijas instances
spriedumu un Iémumu stabilitate 77% vértéjama ka augsta.
Batiskakais iemesls palatas noléemu stabilitates kritumam bija
jauna Kriminalprocesa likuma vairaku reguléjumu neskaidribas
un nepilnibas, kas radija atskirigu likuma normu izpratni un
tulkojumu palata un Senata ka kasacijas instancé.

Darba kvalitati ietekméja ari liela kadru mainiba palatas
kanceleja. 2006. gada no darba aizgaja divi tulki, sesi tiesas
sézu sekretari, divi tiesas sekretari. Tris tiesas sézu sekretari
tika parcelti darba par tiesnesu paligiem. Darba tika pienemti
10 kancelejas darbinieki un viens tiesnesa paligs. Ka iemeslu
darba attiecibu partrauksanai vairakums bijuso darbinieku
noradija nepietiekamo darba atalgojumu.

Palatas normalu darba ritmu joprojam bremzé lielais atlikto
lietu skaits. Kaut ari, salidzinot ar 2005. gaduy, situacija ir nedaudz
uzlabojusies, tomér joprojam gandriz tresa dala noziméto tiesas

sézu tiek atliktas. 38% no tiesas sédém tika atliktas, jo neieradas
apsudzeto aizstavji, 22% — jo neieradas apsudzétie. Lietas nakas
atlikt arT sakara ar citu procesa iesaistito personu neierasanos,
visbiezak slimibas dé|. Jacer, ka Tieslietu ministrijas izveidota
darba grupa, kas izstrada kartibu aizstavju aicinasanai uz tiesas
sédém, visdrizakaja laika radis risingjumu tiesas sézu biezajai
atliksanai advokatu neierasanas dél.

BieZi apelacijas instancé tiesas sédes nakas atlikt, jo nepie-
cieSams labot pirmstiesas izmeklésanas un pirmas instances
tiesas izmeklésana pielautas nepilnibas un pavirsibas. Palata
aicina un pratina iepriek$ nepratinatus lieciniekus, ekspertus,
nozimé agrak neizdaritas ekspertizes un veic citas darbibas.
Tas ne tikai kave lietu izskatisanu, bet ari devalvé apelacijas
nozimi.

Kriminallietu tiesu palata strada vienpadsmit tiesnesi, desmit
no viniem ir pirma kvalifikacijas kategorija. Kaut gan ir liela no-

The Chamber of Criminal Cases of
the Supreme Court

In 2006, the Supreme Court’s Chamber of Criminal
Cases received 642 criminal cases which had been
adjudicated by regional courts as the court of first in-
stance and were then appealed to the Supreme Court.
There were 290 criminal cases pending from 2005, and
352 were received in 2006. It should be noted that
2006 was the first year in which the number of new
cases declined in comparison to the previous year (a
drop of 112 in 2006).

In terms of the criminal offences that related to the
cases, most had to do with narcotic or psychotropic

substances (108), aggravated murder (89), robbery (76)
and fraud (42).

Of the 642 criminal cases that were on the docket, the
Chamber of Criminal Cases adjudicated 403 in 2006 —
32 more than in 2005. Because of the number of

new cases decreased, the number of pending cases
at year's end also declined dramatically - by 51 cases.
Itis also true that the amount of time between the
arrival of a case and the first Supreme Court hearing
on the matter has been reduced considerably — by
one to one-and-a-half months. This is an important
achievement.

In 2006, the Chamber of Criminal Cases upheld 55.8% of
the rulings of first-instance courts. The remaining 44.2%
of appealed judgments were overturned in full or in
part. Over the last five years, the quality of first-instance
court rulings has been diminishing year by year. The
Supreme Court found itself amending 50% of rulings
from the Riga Regional Court, 47% from the Vidzeme
Regional Court, 75% from the Kurzeme Regional Court,
fully 79% from the Zemgale Regional Court, and 53%
from the Latgale Regional Court.

An important indicator as to the quality of the
Chamber's work is the result of appeals of its rulings
before the Senate in accordance with cassation proce-

dures. The percentage of upheld rulings declined a bit
in 2006, but the resulting percentage of 77% of upheld
rulings still must be seen as a good indicator in terms of
the stability of the Chamber's work.

The decrease in the percentage of upheld rulings can
largely be attributed to ambiguities and shortcomings
in a number of areas of the new Criminal Procedure
Law. These led to diverse understandings and interpre-
tation of the norms when the Chamber and the Senate
considered them.

The quality of work was also affected considerably
by employee turnover in the Chamber’s Chancery.

In 2006, two translators, six court reporters and two
court secretaries left their jobs. Three court reporters
were transferred to work as assistants to justices. Ten
Chancery employees and one assistant to a justice were
hired. Most former employees say that inadequate
wages were the reason why they left.

Many postponements in the adjudication of cases
continue to hinder the normal and smooth work of
the Chamber. The situation has improved a bit since
2005, but still nearly one-third of court hearings

end up being postponed. In 38% of cases, that was
because the counsel for the accused fail to appear,
while in another 22%, the accused did not appear.

Hearings also had to be postponed because of the
failure of other involved parties to appear before the
court, most often as a result of illness. The Justice
Ministry has set up a working group to develop
new procedures for summoning counsel to court
hearings, and we hope that it will find a solution to
the problem of these frequent postponements as a
result of failure by attorneys to show up.

Itis also true that hearings at the appellate level

often have to be postponed because of shortco-
mings or sloppiness in pre-trial investigations and in
the investigations conducted by lower courts. The
Chamber must then summon and question witnesses
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M Kriminallietu tiesu palata sanemto,
izskatito un nepabeigto lietu skaits

2005. un 2006. gada
Cases Received, Adjudicated and Pending at

the Chamber of Criminal Cases, 2005 and 2006

2005

Pavisam sanemta 661 lieta, ieskaitot nepabeigto lietu
atlikumu gada sakuma

661 cases received, including cases pending at

the beginning of the year

Nepabeigto Izskatito lietu
lietu atlikums skaits
gada beigas (571 lieta);
(290 lietas); 56%
44% 571 cases
290 pending adjudicated
atyear’s end (56%)
(44%)

2006

Pavisam sanemtas 642 lietas, ieskaitot nepabeigto lietu
atlikumu gada sakuma

642 cases received, including cases pending at

the beginning of the year

Nepabeigto Izskatito lietu
lietu atlikums skaits
gada beigas (403 lietas);
(239 lietas); 63%
37% 403 cases
239 pending adjudicated
atyear’s end (63%)
(37%)
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M Kriminallietu tiesu palatas izskatito lietu W Kriminallietu tiesu palatas izskatito lietu struktiira

sastavs péc noziegumu veidiem

2006. gada (spriedumi un lémumi)
Composition of Cases Adjudicated by the Chamber
of Criminal Cases, 2006 (Judgments, Decisions)

Lietu skaits, procentos
Number of Cases, %

10

20%

1
21%

2
0,
P 2%

3
o
° 48 %o
209
0% 2%
8 5
2% ,
6 14%
5% 6% ?

Noziegumu veidi / Types of Crimes:

. 1.Slepkaviba (KL 116.,117., ’ 6. Izspiesana (KL 183., 184. p.)
118.p) Extortion (Sections 183, 184
Murder (Sections 116,117, of the Criminal Law)

118 of the Criminal Law) 7. Noziedzigi nodarijumi
2.Tiss, smags miesas tautsaimnieciba
bojajums (KL 125. p.) (KL 190. - 223, p.)
Intentional serious bodily Economic offences (Sections
harm (Section 125 of the 190-223 of the Criminal Law)
Criminal Law) 8. Kukulos$ana
3. Izvarosana un vardarbiga (KL 320. - 323. p.)

dzimumtieksmju Bribery (Sections 320-323 of
apmierinasana (KL 159., the Criminal Law)
160. p.) . 9. Ar narkotiskam un

Rape, forcible sexual assault
(Sections 159, 160 of the
Criminal Law)
4.Zadziba (KL 175. p.)

Theft (Section 175 of the
Criminal Law)

@ 5: Laupisana (KL 176. p.) Criminal Law)
Robbery (Section 176 of the 10. Paréjie veidi
Criminal Law) Other

psihotropam vielam saistiti
noziedzigie nodarijumi

(KL 249. - 256. p.)

Crimes related to narcotic

or psychotropic substances
(Sections 249-256 of the

péc noziegumu veidiem 2006. gada (spriedumi un lemumi)
Structure of Cases Adjudicated by the Chamber of Criminal Cases, 2006,

Types of Crimes (Judgments, Decisions)

Noziegumu veidi / Types of Crimes

Slepkaviba (KL 116.,117., 118. p)
Murder (Sections 116, 117, 118 of the Criminal Law)

TiSs, smags miesas bojajums (KL 125. p.)
Intentional serious bodily harm (Section 125 of the
Criminal Law)

Izvarosana un vardarbiga dzimumtieksmju
apmierinasana (KL 159., 160. p.)

Rape, forcible sexual assault (Sections 159, 160 of
the Criminal Law)

Zadziba (KL 175. p.)
Theft (Section 175 of the Criminal Law)

Laupisana (KL 176. p.)
Robbery (Section 176 of the Criminal Law)

Izspiesana (KL 183., 184. p.)
Extortion (Sections 183, 184 of the Criminal Law)

Noziedzigi nodarijumi tautsaimnieciba
(KL 190. - 223. p.)

Economic offences (Sections 190-223 of
the Criminal Law)

Kukulosana (KL 320. - 323. p.)
Bribery (Sections 320-323 of the Criminal Law)

Ar narkotiskam un psihotropam vielam saistiti
noziedzigie nodarijumi (KL 249. - 256. p.)
Crimes related to narcotic or psychotropic
substances (Sections 249-256 of the Criminal Law)
Paréjie veidi

Other

Personu skaits
Number of individuals

49

122

161
123

2003 2004 @ 2005 @ 2006

slogotiba, spraigs darba ritms un aiznemtiba lietu sagatavosana
un izskatisana, palatas tiesnesi, tiesnesu paligi un kancelejas
darbinieki pastavigi papildina zinasanas, paaugstina profe-
sionalo kvalifikaciju. 2006. gada noklausijamies macibu kursu,
saistitu ar muitas problémjautajumiem, tiesnesi aktivi macas
anglu valodu. DiemZél nereti aicinajumi uz macibam, semina-
riem vai zinatniskajam konferencém tiek sanemti novéloti, jo
tiesas sedes tiek nozimétas jau 5 — 6 ménesus uz prieksu.

2007. gada Kriminallietu tiesu palatas galvenais uzdevums
un darba virziens joprojam bus parsidzéto pirmas instances
tiesu noléemumu izskatiSana apelacijas kartiba pietiekama
tempa un laba kvalitaté. Tapat aktuala ir Kriminalprocesa
likuma normu pilniga apgUtsana, vienveidiga izpratne un
piemérosana, nepieciesamibas gadijumos rosinot likuma

pilnveidosanu. Viena no darbibas prioritatém varétu bat ari
atlikto tiesas sézu skaita samazinasana.

{ (

Kriminallietu tiesu palatas priekssédétajs
Ivars Bickovics

and experts who have not been questioned before,
commission expert examinations which have not
been performed previously, etc. This not only delays
final adjudication of cases, it also undermines the
whole purpose of the appeals process.

The Chamber of Criminal Cases has 11 justices, 10 of
whom have the highest category of qualifications.
Despite the high-pressure work of the Chamber, the
intensive work rhythm, and the business of judges
and personnel in preparing and examining cases, the
fact is that justices, assistants to justices and Chancery
personnel all work hard on improving their knowled-
ge and professional qualifications. In 2006, staff atten-

ded a training course on timely customs issues. Justi-
ces have been active students of the English language
as well. We regret that quite often invitations to study
programmes, seminars and academic conferences

are received quite late. Our Chamber schedules court
hearings five to six months in advance.

In 2007, the main objective for the Chamber of Cri-
minal Cases will be to examine appealed rulings from
first-instance courts in accordance with appellate
procedures, at a sufficient rate, and at an appropriate
level of quality. Other important objects include co-
ming up with a uniform understanding of the norms
of the Criminal Procedure Law and their application.

Our aim is also to improve the law as appropriate.
Another priority, as noted, is to decrease the number
of court sessions that must be postponed.

Ivars Bickovics, chairman
Chamber of Criminal Cases
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kartiba izskatito lietu rezultati 2006. gada
Results of Cases Adjudicated by the Chamber of Criminal
Cases in Accordance with Appellate Procedures, 2006

1

3|5 11
56% 2%| (1%

7 9
1% 2% |4%

2(|1a [6 |8 10
2%\ [1%18% [16% 17%

1. Pirmas instances tiesas spriedumi atstati negroziti (299 personas)
Lower court judgments upheld (299 individuals)

Pirmas instances tiesas spriedumi atcelti, taisot jaunu nolémumu

(237 personas), tai skaita / Lower court judgments reversed with new

adjudication (237 individuals, including):

2. Sakara ar nepamatotu attaisnosanu vai lietas izbeigsanu, taisot
notiesajosu spriedumu (10 personas)/Unjustified acquittal or case
termination with conviction judgment rendered (10 individuals)

3. Sakara ar nepamatotu notiesasanu, taisot attaisnojosu spriedumu
(13 personas) / Unjustified conviction, exonerating judgment rendered
(13 individuals)

4. Sakara ar nepamatotu notiesasanu lieta izbeigta (6 personas)/Case
terminated in connection with unjustified conviction (6 individuals)

Kvalificéjot noziegumu péc cita KL panta / Crime reclassified in accordance

with a different section of the Criminal Law:

5. atstajot negrozitu 1. instances tiesas noteikto sodu (4 personas)/

Lower court sentence upheld (4 individuals)

6. mikstinot 1. instances tiesas noteikto sodu (41 persona)/Lower court
sentence reduced (41 individuals)

7. nosakot bargaku sodu neka to noteikusi 1. instances tiesa
(6 personas)/Lower court sentence increased (6 individuals)

Atstajot negrozitu 1. instances tiesas noteikto nozieguma kvalifikaciju /

Classification of crime by lower court not changed:

8. mikstinot 1. instances tiesas noteikto sodu (87 personas)/Lower court
sentence reduced (87 individuals)

9. nosakot bargaku sodu (10 personas)/Lower court sentence increased (10
individuals)

10. Jaunaja nolémuma izdarot citus grozijumus (39 personas)/Other
amendments made in new adjudication (39 individuals)

11. Pirmas instances tiesas spriedumi atcelti, nosatot lietu pirmstiesas
izmeklésanai (21 persona)/Lower court judgment reversed, case
forwarded for pre-trial investigation (21 individuals)

Pavisam 536 personas
Total: 536 individuals
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2006. gada judikaturas datubaze ieklauti
220 Senata nolémumi.

Veikti 9 tiesu prakses apkopojumi

In 2006, 220 Senate rulings were entered into

the case law database. Nine surveys of court practice
were carried out

Nodalas vaditaja Zigrida Mita

Head of Division of Case Law Zigrida Mita

JUDIKATURAS
NODALA

Judikatdras nodala ir Augstakas tiesas struktrvieniba, kas veic
tiesu prakses apkoposanu un izpéti, ka arf judikattras datubazé
ieklaujamas informacijas atlasi un apstradi. Mérkis ir vienveida
tiesu prakses veicinasana valsti.

Judikatdras nodala strada nodalas vaditajs, divi konsultanti —
nozaru specialisti, konsultants tiesibu avotu sistematizacijas
jautajumos, konsultants valodas jautajumos un tiesas sekretars.

Nodalas personalam ir neliels darba stazs Augstakaja tiesa

(1 — 3 gadi). Nodalas vaditaja ienemamaja amata strada

5 gadus, konsultante valodas jautajumos — 10 gadus.

Visiem nodalas darbiniekiem ir augstaka juridiska izgliti-

ba. Konsultantéem Norai Magonei un levai Miezei ir socialo
zinatnu magistra grads tiesibu zinatné. leva Mieze ir Latvijas
Tiesnesu macibu centra Macibu programmas izstrades darba
grupas locekle, lasa lekcijas Tiesnesu macibu centra. Visi darbi-
nieki apmekléjusi 2006. gada tiesas darbiniekiem organizétas
macibas, kuras bija uzaicinati piedalities.

Sodien jaunvards judikatira vairs nav svess, jo $is termins ir ie-
klauts likumu teksta — Civilprocesa likuma 5. panta, Krimindlpro-
cesa likuma 2. panta 2. punkta; Administrativa procesa likuma
15. panta 4. dala. Judikattras nodalas darba prioritate

2006. gada bija judikatras datubazes izveide un tas darbiba.
Judikataras datubaze saka darboties 2006. gada junija,

kad tika atlasiti, sistematizéti un ievaditi datubazé pirmie Senata
Administrativo lietu departamenta, Civillietu departamenta

un Kriminallietu departamenta nolémumi.

2006. gada 27. janija Augstakas tiesas priekssédétajs apstiprinaja
instrukciju,Judikataras datubazé ieklaujamas informacijas atlases
un apstrades kartiba’, kura izdota saskana ar likuma Par tiesu varu
28°panta piekto dalu, ievérojot Fizisko personu aizsardzibas
likumu un Eiropas Padomes Ministru komitejas Rekomendaciju
Nr.R(95) Par tiesas nolémumu atlasi, apstradi, reprezentéSanu un
arhivésanu juridiskas informdcijas meklésanas sistémds.

Judikataras datubazé, kurai ir piek|uve visiem valsts tiesu ties-
nesiem, ievaditi 94 Senata Administrativo lietu departamenta

nolémumi, 53 Senata Civillietu departamenta nolémumi, 73
Senata Kriminallietu departamenta nolémumi. Sesu ménesu
laika judikatdras datubazei piek|uve registréta 8342 reizes.
Tiesu prakses parredzamibu veicina arf Augstakas tiesas majas-
lapa publicétie Augstakas tiesas Senata nolémumi. Salidzinot ar
2005. gadu, publicéto nolémumu skaits ir divkarsojies.
Galvenais ieguvums ir likuma vienveidiga un stabilas pieméro-
$anas veicinasana valsts tiesas.

Otrs darbibas virziens — tiesu prakses izpéte, apkoposana un
realizacija. Judikataras nodala, sadarbiba ar Augstakas tiesas
tiesnesiem un pieaicinatiem specialistiem, 2006. gada veiku-

si tiesu prakses apkoposanu un izpéti par aktualiem tiesibu
jautajumiem. Tiesu prakses apkopojumu galvenais uzdevums ir
vienveidiga tiesu prakses ieviesana valsti.

Tiesu prakses apkopojumi ir publiski pieejami, tie publicéti Aug-
stakas tiesas majaslapa un zurnala,Jurista Vards".

2006. gada apkopta tiesu prakse par sadiem aktualiem
jautajumiem.

Administrativajas tiesibas

- Tiesu prakse par atteikumu pienemt pieteikumu gadijumos,
kad pieteikumu iesniegusi persona, kurai nav $adu tiesibu.

- lestades faktiskas ricibas jedziens (Administrativa procesa
likuma 89. panta interpretacija un piemérosana administrativo
tiesu praksé).

Apkopojuma par faktiskas ricibas jeédziena pazimém un to
interpetaciju secinats, ka likumdosanas cela jarisina jautajums
par Tpasu izskatisanas kartibu pieteikumiem par to, ka iestades
vilcinas izdot administrativos aktus. Apkopojums nosatits ties-
lietu ministram taja ietverto atzinu izmantosanai administrativa
procesa efektivizésanas koncepcijas izstradeé.

Civiltiesibas

- Tiesu prakse lietas par servitta tiesitbam.

- Apelacijas instances tiesu prakse procesualo tiesibu normu
ievérosana, pienemot [Emumus civillietas (blakus sadzibas).
Savlaicigs un nepieciesams bija apkopojums par tiesu praksi

lietas par servitQta tiestbam, jo lietu izskatisanas prakse katra
tiesa bija citadaka.

Kriminaltiesibas

- Tiesu prakse lietas par nelikumigam darbibam ar finansu
instrumentiem un maksasanas lidzekliem.

- Tiesu prakse lietas par huliganismu.

- Tiesu prakse lietas par noziedzigiem nodarijumiem, kas saistiti
ar personas nosdtisanu seksualai izmantosanai.

+ Desmit rajonu (pilsétu) tiesu prakse sodu politikas veidosana
saistiba ar likuma piemérosanu un interpretaciju péc Kriminalli-
kuma 175. panta.

« Par Augstakas tiesas Senata Kriminallietu departamenta nolé-
mumu sagatavosanas praksi un labako arvalstu Augstako tiesu
nolémumu sagatavosanas praksi.

Ipasi jaatzimé apkopojumu rezultatu apspriesana Augstakas tie-
sas tiesnesu kopsédeés, sniedzot likuma normu tulkojumu, kam ir
nozimiga loma tiesibu piemérosanas procesa.

Division of Case Law

The Division of Case Law is the Supreme Court unit whi-
ch correlates and studies court practice, selecting and
processing the information that is to be entered into the
case law database. The division's objective is to promote
uniform court practice in Latvia.

The Division of Case Law has a director, two specialised
consultants, a consultant on systematising sources of
the law, a consultant on linguistic matters, and a court
secretary.

The division's employees do not have all that much
experience - just one to three years at this time. The

director has held her post for five years, while the con-
sultant on linguistic matters has been with the Supreme
Court for 10 years. All of the division's employees have a
higher education in the law. Consultants Nora Magone
and leva Mieze hold social science master’s degrees

in the law. Ms Mieze is a member of a working group
at the Judicial Training Centre which is working on

the centre’s syllabus. She also lectures at the Judicial
Training Centre. In 2006, all of the division's employees
attended study sessions for court personnel when they
were invited to do so.

The concept of ‘case law"is no longer unknown in Latvia.
The term has been incorporated into the law — Section

5 of the Civil Procedure Law, Section 2.2 of the Criminal
Procedure Law, and Section 15(4) of the Administrative
Procedure Law. In 2006, priorities for the Division of Case
Law focused on the establishment and operation of the
case law database. [t commenced operations in June
2006, when the first rulings from the Senate’s Department
of Administrative Cases, Department of Civil Cases and
Department of Criminal Cases were selected, systemati-
sed and entered into the database.

On June 27, 2006, the Chief Justice of the Supreme
Court approved new instructions, “Procedures for the
Selection and Processing of Information to be Entered
into the Case Law Database’, issued in accordance with

Section 286(5) of the Law on Judicial Power and
in compliance with the Personal Data Protection
Law, as well as Recommendation No. R(95) of
the Council of Europe’s Committee of Ministers
—"Concerning the Selection, Processing, Present-
ation and Archiving of Court Decisions in Legal
Information Retrieval Systems!’

Entered into the case law database were 94
adjudications from the Senate’s Department of
Administrative Cases, 53 from the Department of
Civil Cases, and 73 from the Department of Civil
Cases. All judges in Latvia have access to the
database, and during the first six months of its

operations, 8,342 logins were registered.

The Supreme Court Senate also publishes some
of its adjudications on the Court's homepage
on the Internet, and this has helped to improve
the visibility of court practice. The number of
published adjudications doubled in comparison
to the number in 2005.

The main benefit here is the greater promotion of
the uniform and stable application of the law by
all government institutions.

The other area in which the Division of Case Law
works is research, summarisation and imple-
mentation of court practice. In 2006, the division

worked with justices and several specialists
seconded from the Supreme Court to summarise
court practice and to study topical issues of the
law. The main objective of this research has been
to establish uniform court practice in Latvia.

The court practice surveys are publicly accessible
on the Supreme Court's homepage, as well as in
the journal Jurista vards (Lawyer's Word).

The following topical aspects of court practice
were summarised in 2006:

Administrative law
« The court practice of refusing to accept an
application if it has been submitted by one who

does not have the right to do so;

« The concept of the actual action of an institution
(aninterpretation of Section 89 of the Adminis-
trative Procedure Law and its application in court
practice).

In the survey of the features and interpretation
of the concept of actual action, the division
concluded that there is a need for legislative
work on the issue of people who file appeals
of a delay in the issuing of an administrative
act. This survey was forwarded to the Justice
Ministry for its consideration before further
work is done on improving the effectiveness of
administrative procedures.

Civil law

« Court practice in cases concerning easement
rights;

« The practice of appellate courts in observing the
norms of procedural law when handing down
rulings on civil cases (ancillary complaints).

The survey on court practice in cases related

to easement rights was topical and necessary,
because the adjudication of such cases was very
different from court to court.

Criminal law

« Court practice in cases related to unlawful
activities with financial instruments and payment
means;
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Senata Civillietu departamenta un Civillietu tiesu palatas
tiesnesu kopsédé sniegtas rekomendacijas lietu izskatisana par
servitQta tiestbam, jo, ka paradija lietu materialu analize, tiesas
likums tika interpretéts dazadi.

Senata Kriminallietu departamenta un Kriminallietu tiesu palatas
tiesnesi kopsédé deva Kriminallikuma 193. panta paredzéta no-
ziedziga nodarijuma sastava atsevisku elementu interpretaciju.
Sada apkopojumu rezultatu apspriesana un ieteikumi cel darba
autoritati un parada ta aktualitati. Galvena atzina, apkopojot
tiesu praksi, — japanak vienota likuma izpratne.

Vel viena Judikatras nodalas funkcija ir seminaru organizésana
apgabaltiesu tiesnesiem par veiktajiem tiesu prakses apkopoju-
miem, kas skar atseviskus tiesibu jautajumus un aktualas tiesu
prakses un teorijas problémas. Seminari organizéti sadarbiba ar
Augstakas tiesas Senatu un tiesu palatam.

Visu 2006. gada veikto tiesu prakses apkopojumu rezultati
apspriesti apgabaltiesu tiesnesu seminara, atseviski apko-

pojumi ari ar rajonu (pilsétu) tiesu tiesnesiem. Apkopojuma
materiali tiek nosutiti visam tiesam, tieslietu ministram un
generalprokuroram.

Batiskaka probléma Judikatlras nodalas darba 2006. gada

bija nepietiekosa sadarbiba ar zinatniskajiem konsultantiem
civiltiesibu nozaré, lidz ar to nebija iespéjams piesaistit Sis tiesibu
nozares specialistus aktualu civiltiesisko stridu izpété, pieméram,
gimenes tiesibas, saistibu tiesibas.

Otra probléma - telpu jautajums. Nevaram nodrosinat specia-
listam iespéju stradat ar lietas materialiem nodalas darba telpas,
tapéc pieaicinatais specialists strada majas, kas nav pielaujams.
Nevaram nodrosinat arf Augstakas tiesas bibliotékas darbu,
atbilstosi funkcijam, kadas bibliotékai ir paredzétas.

Tacu Judikataras nodalas darbinieki 2006. gada stradajusi ar lielu
atbildibu un atdevi, un darbs devis ieguldijumu judikatdras
attistiba un apliecingjis, ka Augstaka tiesa ir juridiskas domas

attistibas centrs, ka to uzsvérusi Eiropas Kopienu tiesas Pirmas
instances tiesas tiesnese Ingrida Labucka.

Judikataras nodalas darbibas mérki 2007. gada ir pilnveidot judi-
katdras datubazi un judikattras veidosanas un pilnveidosanas
darba piesaistit tiesibu zinatniekus.

Judikatdras nodalas vaditaja
Zigrida Mita

« Court practice in the area of hooliganism;

« Court practice in cases related to the criminal
offence of transporting an individual for the
purpose of sexual abuse;

« The practice of 10 district (city) courts in determi-
ning punishments related to the application and
interpretation of Section 175 of the Criminal Law;
« The practice of preparing the rulings of the
Department of Criminal Cases, as well as in
preparing the best rulings from high courts in
other countries.

Of particular importance in this process was

the discussion of survey results at meetings of
Supreme Court justices. This allowed for an
interpretation of legal norms which has been very

important in the application of the law.

A joint meeting of justices from the Department
of Civil Cases and the Chamber of Civil Cases led
to new recommendations on rulings in cases
which have to do with easement rights. Analysis
of case materials showed that different courts had
interpreted the law in different ways.

A joint meeting of justices from the Department
of Criminal Cases and the Chamber of Criminal
Cases led to a new interpretation of certain
aspects of the criminal offence that is defined in
Section 193 of the Criminal Law.

These discussions of survey results and recom-
mendations increases the authority of the work
that is done, making clear how important it is.

The main conclusion of court practice surveys is
that there must be a uniform understanding of
the law.

Another function for the Division of Case Law is to
organise seminars for regional court judges on the
surveys which are conducted in the area of court
practice. These events focus o specific issues of
the law, as well as various timely aspects of court
practice and theory. The seminars are organised
in co-operation with the Senate of the Supreme
Court and the two chambers of the Court.

The results of court practice surveys in 2006 were
discussed at a seminar for regional court judges.
Specific surveys were discussed with judges from
district (city) courts. The surveys, when completed,

are always distributed among all courts, the minis-
ter of justice, and the prosecutor-general.

The fundamental problem for the Division of Case
Law in 2006 was that there has been insufficient
co-operation with scholarly consultants in the
area of civil law. Specialists have not been invol-
ved in the study of timely civil disputes in areas
such as family law or obligations law.

Premises are another problem. There is no room
for specialists to do their work at the division itself,
and that means that specialists must work at
home. This is not acceptable.

The work of the Supreme Court library has also
not been ensured in accordance with the functi-
ons which the library is supposed to perform.

At the same time, however, the personnel of the
Division of Case Law worked at a high level of
responsibility and effectiveness in 2006, making
a considerable contribution to the development
of case law and showing that the Supreme Court
is a major centre for the development of legal
thinking. This has been emphasised by Ingrida
Labucka, a judge on the Court of First Instance of
the European Community.
In 2007, the Division of Case Law will work to
improve the case law database and to bring in
more legal scholars to help in establishing and
improving case law.

Head of Division of Case Law

Zigrida Mita

ADMINISTRACIJAS
VADITAJAS ZINOJUMS

Augstakas tiesas Administracija 2006. gada turpinaja mérktiecigu
darbu, Tstenojot iepriekséja gada uzsaktas mérkprogrammas visas
likuma Par tiesu varu noteiktajas darbibas jomas: finansu vadiba
un materialtehniskaja nodrosinajuma; personalvadiba; sazina ar
sabiedribu, lietvediba un starptautiskaja sadarbiba.

P

Administracijas stratégiskie meérki 2005. - 2007. gadam

« Pabeigt tiesvedibas datorizaciju, pilniba iek|aujoties vienotaja tiesu
informativaja sistema

« [zveidot modernu iestades lietvedibas, personalvadibas un iekséjas
sazinas sistemu

» Nodrosinat tiesnesiem un tiesas darbiniekiem pilnvértigas moderno
tehnologiju izmantosanas iespéjas

» Nodrosinat tiesas efektivu komunikaciju ar sabiedribu

Finansu resursi ir viens no svarigakajiem prieksnoteikumiem so
meérku sekmigai sasniegsanai, tapéc 2006. gada galvena uzmani-
ba tika pievérsta finansu vadibas sistéma izveidei, lai nodrosinatu
efektivu un parskatamu valsts budzeta lidzek|u planosanu un
izlietosanu. Likuma apstiprinatais Augstakas tiesas 2006. gada

budzets bija Ls 2 404 392; budzeta grozijumos pieskirtais papildfi-
nanséjums — Ls 177 601; kopa 2006. gada izlietoti Ls 2 581 993.

Gada sakuma konkursa kartiba darba tika pienemts Adminis-

tracijas Finansu un saimniecibas nodalas vaditajs un galvena

gramatvede, kas vértéjams |oti pozitivi. Gada gaita izstradati un

apstiprinati sadi iekséjie normativie akti:

o Augstakas tiesas darba nodrosinasanai nepieciesamo precu un
pakalpojumu pieprasisanas un sanemsanas kartiba;

o Augstakas tiesas transportlidzek|u lietosanas kartiba;

o transporta pakalpojumu pieprasisanas un sanemsanas kartiba
Augstakaja tiesa;

o Augstakas tiesas gramatvedibas kartosanas un organizésanas
kartiba;

o Augstakas tiesas gramatvedibas dokumentu apgrozibas shéma;

o Augstakas tiesas krajumu uzskaites kartiba;

o Augstakas tiesas naudas lidzek|u uzskaites kartiba;

o Augstakas tiesas depozitu konta uzskaites kartiba;

o Augstakas tiesas inventarizacijas kartiba.

Report of Head of the Administration
of the Supreme Court

The strategic goals of the Administration for
the years 2005-2007 are as follows:

Financial resources are an important pre-condition
for reaching these goals; therefore in 2006 attention was
focused on the development of a finance management

In 2006 the Administration of the Supreme Court has
been further pursuing activities for the implementation
of its target programme in all the spheres outlined in the

+To complete computerization of court
proceedings and to become fully incorporated use of budget resources. The budget of the Supreme
in the unified system of court information.

system to ensure effective and transparent planning and

Court approved for 2006 in the Law on Budget was

Law “On Judicial Power": finance management and provi-
sion of the material necessities of the court, staff manage-
ment, communication with the public and international

+To implement a modern system of
record-keeping, staff management and
internal communications.

Ls 2 404 392; the complementary finance appropriations
granted in the Budget amendments was Ls 177 601; the
total expenditure of the Court in 2006 was Ls 2 581 993.

co-operation.

«To provide the Justices and the Court employees
with appropriate modern technologies

At the beginning of the year, by way of a competition
procedure Head of the Division of Finance and Chief

«To ensure effective communications between
the Court and the public.

Bookkeeper were employed; the impact has been very
positive. In the course of the year the following internal

regulations have been approved:

PUBLISKAIS PARSKATS

Par Latv Republikas Augs s darbu
2006. gada

Administracijas vaditaja Anita Kehre

Head of Administration Anita Kehre
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M Valsts budzeta finanséjums

un ta izlietojums (Ls)
State budget financing and its use (Ls)

Valsts kontrole, veicot Augstakas tiesas finansu reviziju, pamato-
joties uz taja konstatétajiem faktiem, atzina, ka finansu parskats
visos batiskajos aspektos sniedz patiesu un skaidru prieksstatu
par Augstakas tiesas finansialo stavokli, ta izmainam un
Augstakas tiesas darbibas rezultatiem, kas noslédzas 2006. gada
31. decembri, un ir sagatavots atbilstosi Latvijas Republika spéka
€s5050 normativo aktu prasibam.

Valsts kontrole atzinuma ari paudusi viedokli, ka Augstakas tiesas
priekssédétaja vietnieki, parakstot rikojumus par priekssedétaja
prémésanu, priekssédétajam neesot prombUtné, ir parsniegusi
savas pilnvaras, jo saskana ar likuma Par tiesu varu 78. panta
nosacijumiem vietnieks var aizstat Augstakas tiesas prieksséde-
taju tikai vina pagaidu prombdatnes laika un saskana ar rikojumu,
kura tas vinam uzdots. Valsts kontrole uzskata, ka Augstakas tiesas
priekssédétajs, laujot saviem vietniekiem pienemt lemumu attie-
ciba uz savu prémeésanu, ir pielavis situaciju, ka Augstakas tiesas
priekssédétaja vietnieki var nonakt interesu konflikta.

Augstaka tiesa sim viedoklim nepiekrit, un problémas kopsaucéja
mekl&jumi turpinasies 2007. gada.

Informacijas tehnologiju jom3, atbilstosi pieskirtajiem finansu
resursiem, 2006. gada veikti batiski uzlabojumi: gada beigas Aug-
staka tiesa bija pietiekami nodrosinata ar darbam nepieciesamam
musdienigam informacijas sisttmam un darbstacijam, kas |ava

paaugstinat darba produktivitati. Datorizétas ari tiesas sézu ap-
spriezu istabas.

Lidztekus jauna tehniska aprikojuma iegadei un ieviesanai Infor-
matikas nodala 2006. gada veica pilnu datortehnikas inventarizaci-
ju un nolietotas datortehnikas norakstisanu, ka arf programmata-
ras legalizésanu, ugunsmara, marsrutétaja un e-pastu un serveru
parveidosanu, nodrosinot iekséjo un aréjo datubazu drosibu.
Izstradata un apstiprinata Augstakas tiesas datorsistémas lietosa-
nas kartiba.

Tiesu informativas sistémas pilnveidosana 2006. gada
turpinajas sadarbiba ar Tieslietu ministriju. Izstradats un apstiprinats
Augstakas tiesas tiesu lietu un ar tiesvedibas procesu saistito
dokumentu aprites reglaments, kas nodrosina ari vienotu datu
ievades kartibu TIS.

Pilntba TIS pievienoti Senata departamentu, Kriminallietu tiesu
palatas noléemumu teksti, daléji ari Civillietu tiesu palatas nolému-
mu teksti. Sagatavoti problémzinojumi un iesniegti priekslikumi
par nepieciesamajam izmainam TIS Augstakas tiesas moduli.
lesniegti art priekslikumi par Augstakas tiesas statistikas parskatu
metodikas izstradi, ka ari sagatavoti un iesniegti priekslikumi

par labojumu un papildindjumu ieviesanu saja metodika. Tomér
sadarbiba ne vienmér bija rezultativa, jo Augstaka tiesa nesaneé-
ma planotos infrastruktdras uzlabojumus no Tieslietu ministrijas

realizéta TIS investiciju projekta. Tas nozimé, ka ari nakamaja gada
Augstakas tiesas pilniga ieklausanas vienotaja tiesu informativaja
sistéma var bat apgratinata.

Augstakas tiesas personalvadiba 2006. gada tika akcentéta
labi izglitotu, profesionali kompetentu cilvéku pienemsana darba,
radot prieksnoteikumus personala atlases sistémas izstradasanai
2007. gada. Darbu saka jauns personala specialists, tacu persona-
la nodala, ka tas bija ieceréts, telpu trakuma dé| izveidota netika.
Tomér, nemot véra pieaugoso darba apjomu, Sis uzdevums jarisi-
na péc iespéjas atrak.

2006. gada nogalé péec Augstakas tiesas iniciativas tika sagatavoti
grozijumi Ministru kabineta 23.11.2004. noteikumos Nr. 960. Pro-
kurataras un tiesu darbinieku darba samaksas noteikumi, tadeé-
jadi radot iespéju butiski uzlabot tiesas darbinieku atalgojumu, jo
[ldz Sim tas nebija adekvats ne darba tirgum, ne izvirzitajam pra-
stbam un atbildibai. 2006. gada Juristu dienu ietvaros Augstakaja
tiesa organizéta diskusija “Tiesnesa paliga statuss un loma”
Augstakaja tiesa ir 147 darbinieku Stata vienibas. 2006. gada saku-
ma tiesa stradaja 101 darbinieks, atskaites perioda beigas — 109.
Parskata gada laika darba pienemti 29 darbinieki, darba tiesiskas
attiecibas izbeigtas ar 21. Personala mainibas indekss 2006. gada
ir 20 %, kas vertéjams ka diezgan augsts raditajs. Vislielaka perso-
nala mainiba bijusi Kriminallietu tiesu palatas kanceleja.

2006. gada no Augstakas tiesas darbiniekiem 82 % bija sievietes

un 18 % viriesi. 30 % darbinieku bija vecuma no 20 lidz 24 gadiem,
26 % — vecuma no 25 lidz 29 gadiem, 15 % — vecuma no 30 lidz

39 gadiem, 13 % — vecuma no 40 lidz 49 gadiem, 8 % — vecuma no
50 Iidz 59 gadiem, 8 % — 60 gadi un vecaki. Darbinieku vidéjais
vecums 2006. gada — 35 gadi.

2006. gada, lai nodrosinatu Augstakas tiesas darbinieku profe-
sionalo attistibu un kompetences paaugstinasanu, saskana ar
Talakizglitibas planu tika organizéti dazadi kursi un seminari, ku-
ros darbinieki uzlaboja savas profesionalas zinasanas, pilnveidoja
prasmes un iemanas.

Viens no 2007. gada uzdevumiem ir izstradat darbinieku nover-
tésanas sistéemu, lai péc iespéjas precizak noteiktu darbiniekiem
vajadzigas macibas, tadéjadi uzlabojot kopéjo un katra darbinieka
darba izpildes sniegumu.

Uzmaniba tika pieveérsta ari nematerialajai motivacijai — jau otro
gadu Augstakaja tiesa notika Temidas balvas pasniegsana. Temidas
balvas pasniedz sadas nominacijas — Gada tiesnesis, Gada paligs,
Gada sekretars un Gada cilvéks. 2006. gada balvas sanéma Gada
tiesnesis — Senata Kriminallietu departamenta priekssédétajs Pavels
Gruzins, Gada paligs — Senata Kriminallietu departamenta senatora
paligs Viesturs Gaidukévics, Gada sekretare — Senata kancelejas
tiesas sekretare Anda Eglite un Gada cilvéks — Senata Civillietu
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B Budzeta pieskirtie lidzekli prioritarajiem
pasakumiem
Appropriations for priority measures

Nrpk.

Prioritates nosaukums
Priority

Pieskirtais
finans&jums
(Ls)
Appropriations (Ls)

Tiesnesu atalgojuma palielindsanai atbilstosi
grozijumiem likuma Par tiesu varu
For an increase in the remuneration of Justices as provided in the Law“On Judicial Power”

354998

Tiesas darbinieku algu pakapeniskam paaugstinajumam
For a gradual increase in the remuneration of the court employees

340 869

Finanséjums macibam un dalibai starptautiskos
seminaros un konferencés
For training and participation in international workshops and conferences

47 000

Finanséjums tiesu prakses pétijumiem
Forinquiry into court practice

Finanséjums tris jaunu tiesnesu darba algas
nodrosinasanai un sociala nodokla nomaksai
For the remuneration and social tax of three new Justices

Mébelu un datortehnikas iegadei jaunajiem
Augstakas tiesas tiesneSiem un tiesnesu paligiem
For the purchase of furniture and computer equipment for the

new Justices and their assistants

13 200

Kriminalprocesa likuma un 2005. gada 4. oktobra
Ministru kabineta noteikumu Nr. 754 “Noteikumi par
kriminalprocesualo izdevumu atlidzinsanas

kartibu un apméru”ieviesanai

For the implementation of the Cabinet Regulations No 754“Regulations on the procedure

2005 2006
Faktiska Likuma | FaKliska
o o izpilde
izpilde apstiprinats
X Implement-
Implementation | Approved by the Law ;
ation
Resursi izdevumu segsana 1722901 2581993 | 2581782
Resources for covering expenses:
Dotacija no visparéjiem
ienakumiem 1722 406 2496 391 | 2496 391
Grant from the overall revenue
Maksas pakalpojumi un citi
pasu ienémumi 495 1265 1150
Payable service and other own revenue
Aryalstu ﬁna_nsu palidziba 0 84337 84241
Foreign financial assistance
e (el 1722605 2582288 | 2582072
Total expenditure
Uzturesanas \z_devum|,ta| skaita 1632337 2533361 | 2533 146
Office expenses, including
Al 1168 574 1774337 | 1774337
Remunerations
EGEBU e 1T 5295 47000 | 47000
Training and missions
Izdevumi kapitalieguldijumiem,
tai skaita 90 268 48 927 48 926
(apital investment expenses, including expenses for
Kustamé Tpasuma iegade 38868 16087 16 086
purchasing movable property
Datori un skaitlosanas tehnika 49012 27873 27873
computers and IT
_\ntelektuahe Tpasumi 388 0967 9967
intellectual property

+ The procedure for ordering and receiving of goods and
services for the Supreme Court;

- The procedure for using the vehicles belonging to the
Supreme Court;

+ The procedure for ordering and receiving transporta-
tion services at the Supreme Court;

+ The procedure for bookkeeping arrangements at the
Supreme Court;

+ The scheme for handling bookkeeping documents at
the Supreme Court;

+ The procedure of keeping the stock records of the
Supreme Court;

+ The procedure of keeping the financial record of the
Supreme Court;

- The procedure of keeping the Supreme Court’s deposi-
tory account record;

« The procedure of taking inventory at the Supreme
Court.

In the course of a financial audit and on the basis of the

relevant facts established the State Audit Office acknowl-
edged that the financial report gives a true and clear
picture of the financial state of the Supreme Court, the
changes in its financial state and the results of the work
of the Supreme Court as of December 31, 2006, and that
it has been drawn up in compliance with the legislative
requirements of the Republic of Latvia.

In its report the State Audit Office has expressed its
opinion that the Chief Justice’s deputies have exceeded
their authority by signing orders for awarding bonuses to
the Chief Justice at the time when he was in office, since
according to the provisions of Section 78 of the Law “On
Judicial Power"the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court
may be substituted by his or her deputies only during
the time of his or her temporary absence and by his or
her order.

The State Audit Office is of the opinion that by allowing
deputies to take decisions about awarding bonuses to his
own benefit, the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court has

allowed for a situation which might cause a conflict of
interest for the Deputies of the Chief Justice.

The Supreme Court does not agree with this opinion and
a common position will be further sought in 2007.

With due regard to the amount of the financial appropria-
tions, essential improvements have been achieved in the
field of information technologies during 2006; at the
end of the year the Supreme Court was sufficiently well
provided with modern information systems and worksta-
tions to be able to increase efficiency. The deliberation
rooms of the court room have also been equipped with
computers.

Alongside with purchasing and installing new equipment
in 2006, the Information Division has made a full inven-
tory of computer equipment and the computers to be
decommissioned; software has been legalised, the fire-
wall, router and e-mail, as well as the servers have been
transformed with the view of improved security for the
internal and external data bases. The procedure for using

the computer system of the Supreme Court has been
developed and approved.

In collaboration with the Ministry of Justice the Court
Information System was further developed in 2006.
The rules on handling the case files of the Supreme Court
and the documents related to court proceedings have
been developed and approved, thereby establishing a
unified procedure for data input into the CIS.

The texts of all the rulings of the Senate Department

and the Chamber of Criminal Cases, and the texts of

part of the rulings of the Chamber of Civil Cases have
been included in the CIS. Reports about problems have
been drawn up and proposals have been submitted on
changes needed in the Supreme Court module of the CIS.
Proposals have also been submitted for the development
of a guidance document on compiling the statistical sum-
maries of the Supreme Court, as well as on amendments
and additions to the guidance document.  The co-op-
eration has not always been efficient, since the Supreme

Court has not benefited from the planned improvements
in infrastructure as a result of the CIS investment project
implemented by the Ministry of Justice. This may mean
that full incorporation of the data of the Supreme Court in
the unified information system can prove difficult.
Concerning staff management of the Supreme
Court, emphasis in 2006 was placed on hiring well
educated and professional people, whereby the pre-
conditions have been established for the development of
a new system for the recruitment of staff in 2007. A new
human resources’ professional was recruited, but due to
lack of premises the human recourses'division was not
established, as planned. However, with due regard to the
growing work-load, this task has to be dealt with as soon
as possible.

At the end of 2006 on the initiative of the Supreme Court
amendments were prepared to the Cabinet Regulations
No 969 of 23.11.2004.“On the regulations about remu-
neration of the employees of the Prosecutor’s Office and

Court employees’, providing for the growth of the remu-
neration of court employees, taking into account that the
remuneration has not been adequate both in respect to
the labour market and to the requirements and responsi-
bility level of the employees. In 2006 in the framework of
the Lawyers' Days a discussion was held at the Supreme
Court about the status and the role of a Justice’s assistant.
There are 147 employee positions at the Supreme Court.
At the beginning of 2006 the number of employees
working at the Court was 101; at the end of the reporting
period the number of employees was 109. During the
reporting year 29 people have been employed; while
employment relations have been discontinued with 21
employees. The staff turnover index in 2006 was as high
as 20 percent. The turnover has been highest in the Chan-
cery of the Chamber of Criminal Cases.

Among the employees of the Supreme Court there were
82% women and 18% men in 2006. 30% of the employ-
ees belonged to the age group of 20-24 years, 26 % - to

and amount of reimbursement of the expenses for criminal procedures”

5000

Telpu uzkopsanai, gridas segumu atjaunosanai
For the maintenance of premises, new floor covering

25000

Drosibas uzlabosanai pirms NATO samita —
videonovéro$anas uzstadisanai un citiem drosibas
9. | pasakumiem

For security measures in preparation for the NATO summit —

video-equipment and other security measure

5000

Tiesas sézu zales apspriezu istabas datorizacijai
For the computerisation of the court room

12 000

Datorprogrammu iegadei
For IT software

17 560

12. | kumu ieviesanai
Forintroduction of the new classifications, reports and accountancy standards

Jauno klasifikaciju, parskatu un gramatvedibas notei-

1481
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H Personals Augstakaja tiesa (2005 - 2007)
The staff of the Supreme Court (2005 - 2007)

departamenta senators Imants Fridrihsons. Augstakas tiesas ko-

Augstakas tiesas tiesnesu un darbinieku komandéjumu kartiba.

Pilnveidota tiek Augstakas tiesas komunikacija ar sabiedribu.

M Parskats par sanemtajiem iesniegumiem
Submissions received

o Tosnety skaits S Kopa manda jau otro gadu piedalijas Tieslietu ministrijas un tiesu varas  Augstakas tiesas un Amerikas Tiesu advokatu padomes rikotaja Komunikacijas nodala ik dienu sagatavo preses zinojumus par lesniedzéjs- lesniedzgjsurdiska | -
v~ Number of Justices | Number of employees | In total 11. sporta spélés Aiviekstes pagasta bazé ,Mezezers” Péc darbi- konferenceé Tiesnesi un advokati profesiju saskarsmé: kopigais un departamentu un tiesu palatu tiesas sézu kalendaru un izskati- lesnieguma saturs /Subject of the submission - fiziska persona N persona | |
. P . . . M . . V- . . . L L - o= . o - . N _p . . . Submissions from natural persons Submissions from legal persons
01,2005 0 85 125 nieku iniciativas tika organizéta tiesnesu un darbinieku ekskursija  atskirigais Latvijas un Amerikas tiesibu sistéma ne tikai Augstakas to lietu rezultatiem, ka ari atbild uz zurnalistu jautajumiem un
pa Augézemes skaistakajam vietam, kas bija kolektivu vienojoss tiesas tiesnediem un darbiniekiem, bet ari citiem ar tieslietam sais- sadarbojas tiesas nolémumu skaidrosana. Regulari aktualaka Par tiesnesu ricibu, no tiem: /Concering actions of th judicery, including: 256 71 327
01.2006. 44 101 145 _ . _ L o _ . . . . . . . . . . R o It o _ + par 1.instances tiesu tiesnesiem / udges of Courts of First Instance 83 24
pasakums. Notika ari tradicionalie Augstakas tiesas kolektiva pa- titiem interesentiem bija iespéja klausities diskusijas un zinojumus informacija tiek ievietota Augstakas tiesas majaslapa tris valodas. . par 2.instances tiesu tiesnegiern /Judges of ourts of Second Instance 57 18
2 H (0 4] sakumi Ligo svétkos un Ziemassvetkos. Augstakas tiesas mérkis ir  par kopigo un atskirigo Latvijas un Amerikas tiesibu sistémas, darba Apmekléta bija atvérto durvju diena Augstakaja tiesa Juristu die- . pafﬁgminiﬁfaﬂvas faJO”gt:esaS tiesnesiem /J;degdesOﬁfhehDi;m'“Ad"‘/‘\"giﬁfalive(0“? 10 2
e = s L - . . - s L o= . . - . . . - . - . - par Administrativas apgabaltiesas tiesnesiem /ludges of the Regional Administrative Court 3 1
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The index of staff turnover in 2006 = 20% the Year and Person of the Year. In 2006 the awards were conditions for the work of the staff not only through missions has been developed and approved. Anita Kehre Kopa /intotal 1517 1435 | 2952




- LN " ~
19.06.2006. Augstakas tiesas un Amerikas Tiesu advokatu padomes kopigi
rikotaja konferencé Tiesnesi un advokati profesiju saskarsmé: kopigais un
atskirigais Latvijas un Amerikas tiesibu sistéma Augstakas tiesas Senata sézu
zalé tiek izspéléts neparasts tiesas process, ko vada ASV tiesnesis Vendels
Mortimers un Augstakas tiesas Civillietu tiesu palatas priekssedétajs Gunars
Aigars. Vérojot procesu, varéja iepazities ar ASV tiesvedibas principiem un
zvérinato z0rijas darbu.

The conference “Judges and attorneys in interaction: the commonalities and the differences in Latvia and
American legal systems” held jointly by the Supreme Court and the American Board of Trial Advocates. In the
court room of the Senate a role play takes place — the unusual trial is chaired by Wendel Mortimer, Judge
from the USA and Gunars Aigars, Chairman of the Chamber of Civil Cases. The trial offered the audience an
opportunity to learn about the American judicial principles and to observe the performance of a sworn jury.

03.05.2006. Augstakas tiesas priek$sedetajs Andris Gulans pienem jauno advokatu zvérestu. Sa-
skana ar likumiem zvérestu Augstakas tiesas priek$sedétajam nodod ari citi tiesu sistémai piederigo

juridisko profesiju parstavji — notari un tiesu izpilditaji.

Chief Justice of the Supreme Court Andris Gulans at the swearing-in ceremony of the new lawyers. The legislation requires that the judicial oath

should be given to the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court also by representatives of other legal professions — notaries and bailiffs.

30.08.2006. Darba vizité Latvija ieradies
Ungarijas Augstakas tiesas prezidents
Zoltans Lomnici, kas vada arf Ungarijas
Nacionalo tieslietu padomi un 2004. gada
E ievéléts par Eiropas Savientbas valstu
augstako tiesu priekssédétaju asociacijas
viceprezidentu. Ungarijas delegacijai bija
tiksanas ar Augstakas tiesas priek$sedétaju
Andri Gulanu un struktarvienibu vadita-
jiem un tiesnesiem.

Lomnici Zoltdn, Justice of the Supreme Court of Hungary,
Head of the National Council of Justice of Hungary, elected
Vice President for the year 2004 of the Association of Chief
Justices of European Supreme Courts, on a working visit in
Latvia. The Hungarian delegation had a meeting with the
(Chief Justice of the Supreme Court Andris Gulans, the Heads
of the structural units and Justices.

31.08.2006. Augstakas tiesas Senata Kriminallietu departamenta priekssé-
détaju Pavelu Gruzinu 60 gadu jubileja sveic kolégi un draugi, arf generalpro-
kurors Janis Maizitis. Pateiciba par ilggadéju darbu un nozimigu ieguldijumu
Latvijas tiesibu sistémas attistiba jubilaram pasniedza Ministru kabineta
Atzinibas rakstu. Tiesnesa darbam P. Gruzins veltijis 28 gadus, kops

1986. gada — Augstakaja tiesa.

(olleagues and friends, including the Prosecutor General Janis Maizitis, congratulating Pavels Gruzins, Chair
of the Department of Criminal Cases, on his 60-th birthday. In appreciation of the years spent n office and for
his significant contribution to the development of the Latvian judicial system, Pavels Gruzins was awarded a
certificate of honour of the Cabinet. Pavels Gruzins has been Judge for 28 years, he has been working at the
Supreme Court since 1986.

12.08.2006. Tieslietu ministrijas organizétajas sporta spélés Augstakas tiesas
komanda frisbija spélé jeb,lidojoso skivisu” métasana sacensas ar Rigas rajona
tiesu. Kopvertéjuma sporta spélés Augstakas tiesas komandai 19. vieta divdesmit
septinu komandu konkurencé.

The team of the Supreme Court competing with the team of the Riga District Court n frisby at a sports event orga-
nized by the Ministry of Justice. The Supreme Court ranked 19 among the 27 teams participating at the competition.
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19.12.2006. Latvijas Republikas Saeimas Juridiska komisija

sijas priekssédétajs Mareks Seglins un sekretars Dzintars Rasnacs.
The Legal Committee of the Parliament (Saeima) of Latvia on their first visiting session at
the Supreme Court. From the right: Mareks Seglins, Chairman of the Committee and Dzintars
Rasnacs, Secretary of the Committee

30.06.2006. Augstakas tiesas priekssédétajs Andris Gulans
un Administracijas vaditaja Anita Kehre Latvijas Universitates
Lielaja aula izlaiduma sveic Juridiskas fakultates absolventus.
Latvijas Universitaté jurista diplomu sanéma 10 Augstakas tiesas
darbinieki, tris no viniem — magistri, biznesa augstskola,Turiba”

- divi, Latvijas Policijas akadémija - viens darbinieks. Savukart
Administrativo lietu departamenta senatore Jautrite Briede Lat-
vijas Universitates studentu aptauja nominéta par gada labako
pasniedzéju.

Chief Justice of the Supreme Court Andris Gulans and Head of the Administration Anita Keh-
re congratulating the graduates of the Faculty of Law at the University Hall. 10 employees of
the Supreme Court have become certified representatives of the legal profession, including
three masters'degrees - two of them from the School of Business Administration “Turiba”
and one — from the Police Academy. The Senator of the Department of Administrative Cases
Jautrite Briede has been nominated “best lecturer of the year"in a survey carried out among
the students of the University of Latvia.

18.06.2006. Augstakas tiesas kolektivs ekskursija pa Séliju. Atpatas mirklis
Daugavas krasta.
The Supreme Court staff on a trip to Selia (South —East of Latvia). A short rest on the banks of the Daugava river.

09.12.2006. Augstakas tiesas
priekssedétajs Andris Gulans piedalas
7. Pasaules Augstako tiesu priekssede-
taju konferencé Deli, Indija. Chief Justice
of the Supreme Court Andris Gulans participating at
the 7th World Conference of the Chief Justices held in
Dheli, India.

21.06.2006. Augstakas tiesas kolektivs
Ligo svétku pasakumu svinéja Brivda-
bas muzeja, klausoties un lidzdarbo-
joties Kurzemes folkloristu dziesmam,
danciem, spélém un apligosanai.

The Supreme Court Staff celebrating the Midsummer
(Ligo) Festival at the Ethnographic Open Air Museum,
viewing the performances of a folk group from Kurzeme
and participating in them.

PUBLISKAIS PARSKATS
Par Latvijas Republikas Augstakas tiesas darbu
2006. gada

22.12.2006. Senata Civillietu departamenta senators Imants Fridrihsons sanem Augstakas tiesas Gada
cilvéka titulu un Temidas balvu. Par ieguldijumu Latvijas tieslietu sistémas attistiba I. Fridrihsonam pieskirts
ari Tieslietu ministrijas pirmas pakapes Atzinibas raksts un zelta spalva. Senators 49 gadus veltijis tiesnesa
darbam, 43 no tiem stradajot Augstakaja tiesa. Ziemassvétkos I. Fridrihsons svingja savu 73 gadu jubileju
un aizgaja pelnita atpata.

Imants Fridrihsons, Senator of the Senate Department of Civil Cases, nominated“Person of Year’; receives the Themis award. Imants Fridrihsons has also
been awarded a certificate of honour of the first degree of the Ministry of Justice and the golden quill. The Senator has been Judge for 49 years, 43 of
them - at the Supreme Court. After celebrating his 73rd birthday during Christmas-time, Imants Fridrihsons retired from service.
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