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KOSOVO JUDICIARY’S FAILURE TO 
COMMUNICATE TO THE PUBLIC

Transparency and access to public information intrinsically impact the level of public trust in judicial 
institutions. These two fundamentals not only enhance the accountability of the judiciary, they also 
lead to greater independence and increase public trust. 

Transparency is understood as the approach judges take to disclose decisions to the public, while the 
openness of the judiciary refers to the transparent decision-making process through which decisions 
are shared and explained to the public.1

Importance is placed on transparency as it enables citizens to access public information and obliges 
public institutions to generate information that should be broadly accessible to the public. The 
information provided by the judiciary keeps the public and media updated as well as knowledgeable 
on the judiciary’s performance and rulings.2 

Kosovo’s judicial legal framework guarantees the basic foundation for transparent and open judicial 
institutions. This article examines the current state of their level of transparency as well as the major 
challenges and obstacles that the judiciary faces in becoming less opaque. 

In addition to the legal framework, the article reviews the initiatives undertaken by the Kosovo Judicial 
Council (KJC) and the Kosovo Prosecutorial Council (KPC) to increase transparency and openness. 
Those initiatives include communication strategies developed by these institutions in response to the 
gaps in their communication with media and the public.

As media constitutes the main partner that judicial institutions have in their efforts to improve public 
perceptions and reach to the people, this article seeks to further analyse the current state of reporting 
on rule of law issues in Kosovo, and the level of cooperation that media have with judicial institutions.

Finally, the article draws general conclusions based on the information gathered and formulates 
concrete recommendations to tackle the persistent challenges.

1  Communicating Judicial Decisions: A Black Box or Transparency? , European Judicial Training Network, July 2017, Available at 
https://bit.ly/2Ig7IF1
2  Enhancing Judicial Transparency and Promoting Public Trust, Creating a Culture of Justice, 28 June 2018, Available at https://bit.
ly/2IRr0hO

https://bit.ly/2Ig7IF1
https://bit.ly/2IRr0hO
https://bit.ly/2IRr0hO


Transparency and openness are two key elements of any public activity. Without these, no proper 
oversight by the public can be achieved, which harms the standing of the institutions vis-à-vis the 
citizenship. Traditionally, these two elements have constituted a major and pressing issue for the 
courts and prosecution offices in Kosovo, as they are essential in ensuring the legitimacy of the 
judiciary. In the past decade, a legal framework that supports an open and transparent judicial 
system and recognises the citizen’s right to access information has been developed in cooperation 
with the international community. Although not fully comprehensive, this framework has introduced 
the minimum benchmarks for effective and trusted judicial institutions. 

The necessary provisions for the judiciary’s transparency have been chiefly set by the Law on Courts. 
By law, each court is required to publish all judgements on their official website within a period of 
60 days from the date of the issuance of the judgement.3 Furthermore, all decisions of the Court 
of Appeals and the Supreme Court shall be public on the official website of the Kosovo Judicial 
Council.4 

The right to public hearings is a compound of the right to a fair trial, amounting to a constitutional 
right regulated by the Law on Courts, Criminal Procedure Code, Law on Contested Procedure and 
Law on Administrative Conflict.5 According to the Law on Courts, “all court hearings shall be open 
to the public unless otherwise provided by Law”.6 

Equally important is the right to access public documents guaranteed by article 41 of the Constitution, 
which emphasises that “every person enjoys the right of access to public documents”.7 In this 
regard, necessary legislation and procedures for access to public documents have been established. 

Within this legal framework, judicial institutions have undertaken several steps directly addressing 
the gaps in judicial transparency and in their communication with the public. The Kosovo Judicial 
Council (KJC) and Kosovo Prosecutorial Council (KPC) have resolved a number of issues, including 
the appointment of public relations officers, who have contributed somewhat to the transparency 
of the judiciary and particularly to their responsiveness to media requests.8 

Despite the legal framework and the steps taken, a lack of judicial transparency, particularly in 
fighting against organised crime and corruption, has resulted in a dramatic public mistrust in the 
judiciary. According to the Kosovo Security Barometer only 27.2 per cent of the survey’s respondents 
have trust in the courts.9   

Though required by law and enshrined in the strategy, the courts still publish a very low number 
of judgements on their official website. The exception is the Basic Court of Ferizaj, which has 
published 70 per cent of the final decisions.10 However, other basic courts have failed to make their 
decisions public; for instance, Pristina’s Basic Court published 11 per cent of the decisions, while 
the Basic Court of Peja published only 6 per cent of the decisions.11 

Judicial institutions do not fare any better with press releases. BIRN Court Monitoring reported that 
information offices of the KJC and KPC published only 279 press releases in 2016, in comparison 
to the 1041 published by the Police.12

3  Law No. 06/L-054 on Courts, Article 6, Available at https://bit.ly/2VZ5CNa 
4  Law No. 06/L-054 on Courts, Articles 19 and 24, Available at https://bit.ly/2VZ5CNa
5  European Convention of Human Rights, Council of Europe, Available at https://bit.ly/2E8PRcw 
6  Law No. 03/L-199 on Courts, Available at https://bit.ly/2VZ5CNa 
7 Constitution of the Republic of Kosovo, Article 14, Available at https://bit.ly/2tl4tC6 
8  The Law on Access to Public Documents, Article 13 obliges all public institutions to appoint responsible persons for access to public 
documents, Available here  https://gzk.rks-gov.net/ActDetail.aspx?ActID=20505
9  Kosovo Security Barometer, Eighth Edition, Kosovar Centre for Security Studies, November 2018, Available at https://bit.ly/2RTfcC9 
10  S. Kosnett, Philip Ambassador (USAmbKosovo) on Twitter “Ferizaj comes out on top! Congratulations to the Basic Court in 
Ferizaj for increasing judicial transparency by publishing 70% of its final case decisions. The results are here for all to review: http://ow.ly/
UGOZ50u6CQG”. 10 May 2019, Tweet. 
11  S. Kosnett, Philip Ambassador (USAmbKosovo) on Twitter. “Basic Courts in Peja & Pristina are far away from Ferizaj’s achievement. 
Peja published only 6% of decisions & Pristina 11%--disappointing. Both can do better to increase transparency. With new publishing tools 
available we expect these numbers to go up.  http://ow.ly/wB1y50u6CDc”. 10 May 2019. Tweet. 
12  Report on Monitoring of Courts. BIRN Kosovo. 2016, Available at https://bit.ly/2TZpE8t 
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Keeping the public informed can bring its own set of challenges. Deciding which information 
should go public constitutes a major issue for judges and prosecutors.13 Not only must they ensure 
that the information accessed by the public is not in violation of the right to a fair trial or the 
presumption of innocence, but they also bear the responsibility of promoting the credibility, dignity 
and authority of the institutions they represent.14 

Political interference, largely embodied through selection and appointments of judiciary officials 
and court staff, continue to plague the institution.15 This practice continues to be a key barrier to 
the effective functioning of the judiciary in Kosovo, where neither the courts nor individual judges 
can fully practice independence when exercising their duties.

Partnership agreements between media and judicial institutions have formalised relations, 
although the ambiguity with which these agreements have been drafted make them difficult to 
apply in practice. Pressure to publish news quickly, for example, has created a culture of reporting 
on rule of law issues without providing necessary supporting facts, thus resulting in numerous 
mistakes. Furthermore, the insufficient legal knowledge of journalists and some irresponsible 
media - specifically unregulated online news portals - often breach basic principles such as the 
presumption of innocence and the right to privacy. 

Judicial institutions should invest in creating an environment where media and civil society are able 
to exercise their role as watchdogs of rule of law mechanisms. Maintaining the efficient functioning 
of the judiciary requires a system that promotes and favours media monitoring of rule of law 
institutions. They need to be viewed as complementary and needed to increase the legitimacy of 
the system.

As such, there is an immediate need for the judicial system to improve its approach and openness 
towards the media and the general public. Building public trust is not an easy task, as often 
transparency is found incompatible with several principles that the judiciary must follow in respect 
of fundamental rights. However, this should not obstruct citizens from exercising their rights, 
guaranteed by law and international instruments. Primarily, members and governing bodies of the 
judiciary should change the culture of operation and behaviour toward their responsibilities and 
the public. 

The Kosovo Judicial Council is a “fully independent institution in exercising its functions and 
enjoys organisational, administrative and financial independence” and is responsible to ensure 
“the independence, non-discrimination, proportionality, professionalism and impartiality of the 
judicial system”.16 Independence is key to its functioning, not only to be administratively and 
financially independent, but independent in the exercise of its decision making powers. 

Two major constitutional and legal changes have contributed to increasing the independence of 
the judiciary. In 2015, with the amendments made to the Law on the Kosovo Judicial Council, 
the budget proposed by the KJC is now forwarded directly to the Assembly for adoption without 
involving the Government, as it was previously.17 This move initiated a real financial independence 
of the KJC and technically enhanced its role in defining and estimating the resources needed 
by the judiciary. However, the budgets submitted by these institutions have been refused and 
reduced, demonstrating that spending on strengthening rule of law is not a priority.18 

13  BPRG Focus Group, Pristina, March 2018
14  Judicial Communication and Professional Ethics, European Judicial Training Network June 23-26 2015, Available at https://bit.
ly/2MizVtJ 
15  Kosovo Democratic Institute, Judicial Integrity Initiative Survey Report, November 2017, Available at https://bit.ly/2KoUcQj
16  Law no. 06/L-055 on Kosovo Judicial Council. Article 3, Available at https://bit.ly/2YaC4xo 
17  Law no. 06/L-055 on Kosovo Judicial Council. Article 11, Available at https://bit.ly/2YaC4xo
18  Berat Thaqi CEPS, No Money for the Rule of Law, How Kosovo’s Budget Process Affects Judicial Independence, May 2019, Available 
at https://www.ceps.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/05/LSE2019-06_No-money-for-the-rule-of-law.pdf
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A year later, the Kosovo Assembly also put forth an amendment that modified article 108 of the 
Constitution, allowing a majority of the KJC (8 out of 13 members) to be chosen by their peers.19 
Before the amendment, the parliament selected the majority, and the peers could appoint only 
5 members of KJC, giving the Assembly and the political parties much more influence on the 
selection.

The judiciary has also set the legal basis for transparent and open independent judicial institutions. 
In the case of the KJC, meetings should be open to the public, except specific matters.20 The law 
also obliges KJC to publish decisions and all policies on the official website of the Council within 
five days of their approval. 

Following the legal mandate to the courts of publishing their rulings, the KJC has defined standard 
procedures to be followed. This mechanism features four specific stages; 1) the procedures for the 
identification of decisions, 2) the anonymity of decisions to be published, 3) the publication of the 
decisions and 4) the monitoring process.21 After the anonymisation process has been completed, 
the final decision is sent to the court’s public relations officer. The publication of the decision on 
the official website is required to be finalised no later than 5 days from the day when received by 
the professional associate for anonymity.

However, publishing information is not exclusively the responsibility of the public relations officers. 
The disclosure of information requires the approval of the court’s president and the case judge. 
This delays the process of publication and often remains at their discretion. 

Despite the regulation and procedures set, communication tools and active updating of the 
websites remain a constant and unresolved problem for the courts. Lack of coordination between 
competent bodies, and insufficient human resources have been identified as factors compromising 
the process of informing the public and the work of the courts.22

The KJC Communication Strategy (2014-2019) aimed to address the gaps in transparency 
and openness of the judiciary towards the public by facilitating the coordination between the 
information office and the public relations officers of the courts.23 The document anticipated the 
development of a set of guidelines and instructions on how the courts, as well as the Council, shall 
communicate information that is of public interest. It also identified a set of means and methods of 
communication necessary for the transmission of messages to the public. 

Through these initiatives, KJC has established an information office and appointed public relations 
officers in almost all courts across the country, bar the basic court in Mitrovica, where the competition 
failed several times due to non-fulfilment of criteria. The Council also adopted a regulation for 
public relations officers; where they are required to contribute to the proactive approach of the 
judiciary with media and the public by offering timely information via the official court websites, 
printed materials or other initiatives which fall under their responsibility.24  

The judiciary’s web portal serves as an umbrella website to KJC and others courts. The content of 
the KJC website developed to promote the internal organisational transparency with information 
on the Council, its committees, secretariat, court performance, legislation, reports, announcements 
and KJC presence in the media. Meetings and decisions of the Council are published there. Also, 
a photo and a short biography of each KJC member can be found on the website, promoting 
accessibility.25

19  OSCE, Independence of the Judiciary in Kosovo: Institutional and Functional Dimensions, January 2012, p.17, the specific 
amendment was put forth in response to the lack of independence relating to the composition of the KJC members. According to an OSCE 
report on this issue, the main gap existed as a result of the selection procedure’s unfulfilled criterion requiring a “selection by peers” under 
the European Charter. In the un-amended constitutional article on the KJC, only “five of the thirteen KJC members were to be elected by their 
peers”. 
20  Law no. 06/L-054 on Court. Article 7, paragraph 4, Available at https://bit.ly/2VZ5CNa 
21  Standard Procedures for the Publication of Final Judgments. Kosovo Judicial Council. 2017.
22  BPRG Focus Group. March, 2018.
23  Communication Strategy 2014 – 2019. Kosovo Judicial Council and USAID. 2014. 
24  Regulation of Kosovo Judicial Council for Public Information Officers in Courts, 2014 
25  Kosovo Judicial Council.,Members, Available at https://bit.ly/2S6h9bV 
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Court websites were built in the same format. The version currently available, launched in 2018, 
marked a serious improvement from the previous webpages. It includes a short bio for the judges 
of each court, as well as the possibility of reviewing the cases scheduled for the day, the judge 
presiding and the room where the hearing is due to take place. Unfortunately, only the Basic Court 
of Ferizaj seems to make full use of the tool, as all other courts often show “No sessions” or, at 
best, one or two hearings. In fact, the website of the Supreme Court does not even include this 
application. However, each webpage now lists a Contact section listing the name and contact 
data of the Public Relations Officer and the Officer responsible for Access to Public Documents, as 
required by law.  

In addition, each court website provides a list of judgements. Case number, date and name of 
the judge are three data points on this list. For each case, the judgement can be downloaded. 
The structure of these websites also provides a simple form of searching for the court’s decision 
within the list. However, only with the renewed website the courts have started publishing the 
decisions. Based on the Judicial Integrity Initiative Survey Report, until 2018, only a small number 
of judgements were published on the website of the Judicial Council, most of which are from the 
Supreme Court and the Court of Appeals.26 Thus accessing older judgements is generally not 
possible on the webpage, as only a limited number of judges uploaded them.

The KJC has also developed guidelines for the use of media and social networks by the courts and 
KJC. The guidelines present a set of rules, standards, and principles by which official courts pages 
on social media are managed and maintained.27 According to the guidelines, judicial leaders, 
including the KJC Chairperson, the KJC Deputy Chairperson, the KJC Secretariat Director and 
the Presidents of the Courts, are responsible to authorise - through special decisions - the public 
relations officers and other KJC and court officers to open, administer, edit and publish on social 
media.

The use of social media networks by the Kosovo Judicial Council has been set as a specific objective 
on the KJC communication strategy through which, the judiciary seeks to be closer to the public 
and promote interactivity with the aim of increasing public trust.  In line with this objective, each 
court in Kosovo has developed a page on the social media network Facebook except for the basic 
court of Mitrovica. However, until now the proactive use of social media networks has not been 
maximised.

 

The Kosovo Prosecutorial Council is responsible for ensuring an efficient and effective system 
of investigation and criminal prosecution. KPC is established to be “a fully independent institution 
in the exercise of its functions in order to provide an independent, professional and impartial 
prosecutorial system” and is responsible for ensuring that “all the persons have equal access to 
justice”.28 

Similarly to what happened to the judiciary, the amendments of 2015 allowed the KPC to significantly 
increase its independence.29 KPC is now responsible for proposing and drafting the budget and 
forward it directly to the Kosovo Assembly for approval. With these amendments the composition 
of the KPC is much more representative. Out of 13 members of KPC, one is from the Kosovo Bar 
Association, one a professor from the Faculty of Law, and one from civil society, elected by the 
Kosovo Assembly. 

26  Judicial Integrity Initiative Survey Report, Kosovo Democratic Institute, November 2017,  Available at https://goo.gl/DtEj6B  
27  Guidelines for the use of media and social media, Kosovo Judicial Council, 2019
28  Law no. 06/L-056 on Kosovo Prosecutorial Council, Article 3, Available at https://bit.ly/1Y4itdp 
29  Law no. 05/l -035 on amending and supplementing the Law no. 03/l-224 on Kosovo Prosecutorial Council, Available at  https://bit.
ly/1Y4itdp 
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The KPC is legally required to report to the public every six months, as opposed to the previous 
law where the Council reported directly to the Assembly and the President.30 In addition Council 
meetings are open to the public while the agenda of the meetings shall be public at least twenty 
four hours before the meeting.31 

In 2017 KPC developed a three-year strategy for communication, marking a new initiative and effort 
to improve the quality of communication with the public.32 The strategy is based on numerous on-
going challenges that impact the prosecutions’ outreach efforts. The strategy confirms that lack 
of public trust and the absence of public relations officers undermine the performance of the 
prosecution. 

Additionally, socio-economic developments, increased number of media and journalists, insufficient 
financial allocations, lack of an internal culture of communication and cooperation are among the 
challenges the prosecution faces.  

The KPC has begun to implement a number of the activities foreseen in the strategy. Public relations 
officers and prosecutors responsible for media for each prosecution office have been appointed.33  
Monthly bulletins are also being published since January 2017; they present the activities of the 
Council, its President and of the two organisational units, including Internal Audit Unit and the 
Department for Human Resources, Procurement and Administration. Finally, a new website has 
been put in place.34

Yet, the KPC website currently only provides a small number of work related reports and decisions, 
while financial reports are not published at all. Except for the “Home” section, enriched with the 
Council’s activities, and sections that describe the work of the Council, prosecution offices and key 
units of the Council, the website is not consistently updated. 

A controversial regulation passed in April 2019, which appears to defy the previous process of 
communication as ‘special cases that are of public interest’ must now be approved by the Chief 
State Prosecutor before any disclosure is made. What qualifies as ‘special’ is not specified.35 This 
regulation has the potential to undermine any efforts and all protocols for transparency of the KPC 
and must be revisited as a matter of urgency.

The media also bears responsibility for keeping the public informed on the judiciary’s activities. 
Quality media reporting has the potential to build public trust on an effective justice system; media 
is the main partner that judicial institutions have in improving their communication with the public. 

The major concern in regard to media reporting on rule of law issues is the insufficient expertise 
of journalists in criminal law, understanding of criminal proceeding processes and awareness of 
the consequences that may result from negligent or erroneous reporting. Consequently, the most 
frequent violations in reporting include the revealing of personal data of individuals and breaching 
presumption of innocence.36

30  Law no, 06/L-056 on Kosovo Prosecutorial Council, Article 7, Available at https://bit.ly/2MXiBi4
31  Law no, 06/L-056 on Kosovo Prosecutorial Council, Article 14, Available at https://bit.ly/2MXiBi4 
32 Communication Strategy of the Prosecutorial System 2018 – 2018, Kosovo Prosecutorial Council, Available at https://bit.ly/2RBbUEf
33  BPRG Interview with Kosovo Prosecutorial Council, March 2019.
34  Kosovo Prosecutorial Council, Monthly Bulletin, Available at https://bit.ly/2XBoQbv 
35  Regulation No.03/2019 On the Public Communication Service in the Prosecution System Article 16, 1.1 available at https://bit.
ly/2XZz9uc 
36  Kosovo Press Council, Summary of Decision 2017, Available at https://bit.ly/2x2Ixy4 
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Improvement in the quality of reporting on rule of law issues has however occurred as a result of 
continued media education on the matter. According to a representative from the Kosovo Judicial 
Council, “Journalists who have been continuously reporting on the justice system have managed 
to improve. At the beginning, it was impossible to answer their questions as they were very 
unclear, but now they are more objective and cooperative”.37 

Yet, judges and prosecutors consider media less of a partner and more of an external actor that 
influences their work.38 The pressure that the media exerts can affect both prosecution and courts 
to either initiate or accelerate a particular case. A court president stated that local politicians, such 
as mayors, use newspapers, television and radio stations to put pressure on judges and decide on 
cases in favour of politically connected persons.39

Such influence is further exacerbated when the media company is operated or sponsored by agents 
with suspect agendas. A civil society representative noted that “what is present in the media 
nowadays often is being sponsored, meaning that anyone who wants to keep a specific person or 
a case present in media can do so”.40 He further claimed that this kind of practice is being used as 
a way to convey certain messages and exert pressure on judges and prosecutors.  

Although access to public information and documents is regulated by a legal framework, sometimes 
the personal opinion of a prosecutor can determine whether or not they are going to reveal the 
information to a specific media.41 

Journalists that have a good track record of quality reporting find it easier to access public 
information from institutions, specifically when it comes to sensitive information.42 In general, the 
quality of media reporting is distinguished between those who continuously report on justice sector 
issues, such as BIRN, Kallxo.com and Insajderi, and those who show up in the court for a specific 
case, especially when a public figure is on the stand. 

Media reporting on justice and rule of law issues and the compulsion to spread exclusive news 
through social media as the primary source of income increases the margin of error, which can damage 
the judicial or investigative process as a whole. It should be noted, however, that communication 
between judicial institutions and media has progressed in the last few years.  Media independence 
is still fragile while the objectivity of the reporting is hampered by sensationalism and inappropriate 
reporting. However, one of the biggest concerns continues to be insufficient legal knowledge of 
journalists and low awareness on the basic criminal principles and procedures.43  

With the support of the KJC, KPC and donors, media shall invest in capacity building in the area of 
rule of law reporting, offer training and support to journalists to further extend their knowledge on 
criminal law and understanding of the criminal code procedures. Together KJC, KPC, Media and 
Ministry of Justice can help media develop guidelines for reporting on criminal cases. 

37  BPRG Focus Group, Pristina, March 2018
38  Enduring the Pressure: Kosovo media reporting in organized crime and corruption, BIRN Kosovo, 2016, Available at https://goo.
gl/3R9Geq
39  Corruption risk assessment of the Kosovo judicial system, Council of Europe, May 2014
40  BPRG Interview with FOL Movement, Pristina, April 2018. 
41  BPRG Focus Group, Pristina, March 2018
42  BIRN Kosovo, Enduring the Pressure: Kosovo Media Reporting on Organised Crime and Corruption, Available at https://bit.
ly/2S1gSHn 
43  BPRG Focus Group, March 2018
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CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS: 

The justice system in Kosovo remains far removed from the citizens. The fraught relationship 
between the judiciary and the public, with the media as intermediary, constitutes a major barrier to 
communicating justice to the people.  Existing gaps in communication have significantly contributed 
to negative perceptions of citizens towards judicial institutions and the justice they serve.

Demanding openness of the judiciary also means tackling the other shortcomings that these 
institutions face. Lack of human resources, high number of unsolved cases, insufficient number of 
judges and prosecutors, lack of professionalism and competence are elements that contribute to 
the situation where the public is mostly unacquainted with the work of the judiciary. 

Regardless of strategic planning, communication strategies, and the appointment of public 
information officers in the courts, the Kosovo Judicial Council has not yet demonstrated a substantial 
improvement in either public outreach or transparency of the judiciary. The Kosovo Prosecutorial 
Council is making some progress when it comes to media communication, but their low activity 
and engagement with the public should be seen as alarming, given the important and crucial 
role of the prosecution when it comes to justice and integrity. The new regulation concerning 
communication being approved by the Chief State Prosecutor must be clearly specified, so that 
this new layer of ambiguity is not abused. 

There is a need for immediate interventions and a constructive debate between the involved 
institutions that shifts the approach of the judicial institutions toward communicating justice with 
the public.

The Kosovo Judicial Council shall:

• Simplify the process of disseminating information by specifying the role of each of the actors 
involved in the decision making process in regard to what should be disclosed to the public. 

• Provide regular updates and information on the courts’ official website by the person in charge 
of communicating with the public. 

• Proactively use social media in order to keep the public informed on the KJC and courts’ 
performance. An effective use of social media requires sufficient and adequately trained staff.

• Publish educational videos to inform the wider public on the work of the judiciary.

The Kosovo Prosecutorial Council shall:

• Regularly inform media and the public on the performance of the KPC by updating the official 
website with relevant and timely information of interest to the public. 

• Provide comprehensive training and tight coordination of newly appointed public relations 
officers, within and outside the prosecution offices. 

• Enrich and promote the official website with reports on the work, expenses and activities. 

• Cooperate with media and journalists by responding to all requests with permissible and correct 
information. 

• Clarify what constitutes ‘special cases that are of the public interest’ in the new regulation to 
avoid abuse of power.        

9        KOSOVO JUDICIARY’S FAILURE TO COMMUNICATE TO THE PUBLIC       



Democratic Society Promotion (DSP) – financed by the  Swiss Agency for Development and 
Cooperation (SDC) and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Denmark (DANIDA) and managed by the 
Kosovar Civil Society Foundation (KCSF) . The content of this publication is the responsibility of 
Balkans Policy Research Group and does not state or reflect the views or opinions of SDC, DANIDA 
or KCSF.

And

Royal Norwegian Embassy.



www.balkansgroup..org


	JUDICIARY Cover - 1 FRONT A4.pdf
	Page 1

	JUDICIARY Cover - 1 - BACK A4.pdf
	Page 1


