








® 11.11 — NGOs together

chose 20 PIC’'s members e BN
March — PIC members
® 23.11. — First PIC meeting, held numerous meetings, 18.07. — PIC briefing 12.12. — Confe-
PIC approves the Rules of where they discussed can- about the first results rence: “The first
procedure and selects two didates for the positions to of the competition to year of the Public
co-coordinators the Supreme Court the Supreme Court Integrity Council”
2017 2017 2017
2016 2017 2017 2017
15.02. — PIC held a press ® 12.04. — PIC approved ® 11.09.— PIC held a meeting
conference in the Supreme the first set of conclusions regarding the final stage of the
Court "Who does not fit the about mismatching competition to the Supreme Court
position in the new Supreme of candidates to the
Court" Supreme Court with @ 19.09. — PIC coordinator Halyna
integrity and professional Chyzhyk gave a speech regarding
ethics criteria judicial reform in Ukraine at the
OSCE annual conference

® 20.04. — PIC

participated in the

first set of interviews
with candidates for the
positions in Supreme

Court

in Warsaw




® 20.03.— Halyna
Chyzhyk and Serhiy
Verlanov presented the
PIC s practice on the
assessment of judges
and judicial candidates

18.09. — Supreme
® 26.03.— PIC Court ruled in favor
announced its of PIC co-coordinator
30.01. — Round table on withdrawal from the Vitaliy Titich regarding
the information rights of judges' assessment the unlawful changes
the PIC process in the HQCJ rules
2018 2018 2018
® ® >
2018 2018 2018
® 02.02. — PIC held a direct 04.04. — PIC started 06.11. — PIC declares
action to prevent Valentyna mediation negotiations the failure of the

with the HQCJ mediation negotiations

Simonenko appointment to
with the HQCJ

the Supreme Court

20.02. — PIC, together

® with the Heavenly Hundred
families, urged the HQCJ to
prevent successful evaluation
of Maidan judges

@® 27.02. — Roundtable about
PIC status




Experience
Competition to the Supreme Court

Goal: restart the highest court

Duration: November 2016 — December 2017

Number of candidates: 381

Time spent on collection and analyses of information — 4572 hours = 190 days

PIC activities results:

134 opinions of non-compliance with the integrity criteria regarding judicial candidates

122 additional facts brought to the HQCJ consideration




Public Integrity Council

44,

cases of candidates
lying in their declarations
of property

.......................................................................................

revealed:

23

cases of candidates cases of candidates
having violated lying in their declarations
human rights of integrity

51

dishonest candidates
stopped participating
in the competition

29

dishonest candidates
were appointed to
the Supreme Court




Experience
Evaluation of Judges

Goal — cleanse the judiciary from unfair judges and those who do
not have sufficient knowledge and competencies

Duration — October 2017 — till now
Number of judges — almost 6000

26th of March 2018 — Public Integrity Council announced temporary
interruption of its participation in the judicial evaluation process.

P PP .

During the public briefing, the PIC outline 5 steps that should be
taken in order to achieve the evaluation goals:

Cancellation those RoP provisions a

Introduction \
a of arealistic eeeee coee e which allow the HQCJ to ignore cee cecee
o time-table ' PIC’s opinions, and instead, jointly X a

develop rules of cooperation .

Cancellation of provisions

Ensure the Resolve the con- that sweep under the carpet
transparency of Q oo "\ e+ flict of interests Q .o ® « o the previous rulings of judges
Q\ theevaluation @ issues amongst @ who were earlier involved in
procedures ’ HQCJ members persecuting Euromaidan activists

Despite its withdrawal the PIC continued monitoring the evaluation process
and assessing judicial integrity and prepared:

83 opinions of non-compliance with the integrity and professional ethics criteria;

67 decisions regarding judges with additional facts.



Mediation

In April 2018, PIC members agreed to participate in negotiations with the HQCJ. Mediation was employed to
ensure that all the possibilities to achieve the goal of real cleansing of the judiciary from dishonest representatives might
be achieved.

(o) Mediation Timeline:
. 4.04.2018-06.11.2018 — 20 joint meetings of the PIC and the HQCJ representatives

Goal of the negotiations: to develop common criteria for the assessment of judicial integrity, and the rules of
interaction between the PIC and the HQCJ.
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However, due to delays, systematic violations of the interim agreements by the HQCJ, and the lack of a demonstrated
desire to achieve an agreement, the PIC members withdrew their participation in the negotiations in November 2018.




Achievements
Public Integrity Council

> ¥ Ukrainian judges started to employ the Bangalore Principles of Judicial Conduct in their practice.

The PIC has created and maintains an official website for informing society about its activities and communication
“ with judges and whistleblowers.

i Without any support, in the short term, PIC members managed to collect and analyze information regarding

compliance with integrity criteria of 381 Supreme Court candidates.

i Based on the findings of the PIC, NABU began a criminal proceeding against Olga Stupak, the judge of the

Supreme Court for her illegal enrichment. The prosecutor's office also began criminal proceeding concerning
the possible falsification of documents by Stupak.

i 8 dishonest candidates withdrew their candidacies in the competition to the Supreme Court.

» Based on facts revealed by the PIC, NABU opened a criminal investigation into the illegal enrichment of Oleksandr

Goliashkin, the judge of the High Administrative Court. This case is currently being heard by the court.

» Founding organizations, “Declaration of the Concerned” Initiative Group, business representatives and US

Embassy in Ukraine publicly supported PIC's decision to withdraw from the qualifications evaluation.

1 According to results of the latest public poll conducted by Ilko Kucheriv Democratic Initiatives Foundation in

June 2018, representatives of civil society groups have higher public trust (47%) in judicial selection than
judicial self-governance bodies (9%).



How to increase public participation
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Clearly define the Provide the PIC members with real Provide
PIC status in law i access to the registers, as already i institutional support
i i outline in the law for the PIC

Integrate public H Provide PIC with the right
representatives into the : to veto dishonest judges
judiciary's governing bodies and candidates

(HQCJ and HCJ)
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