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OF THE INSTITUTE OF MODERN POLITICS 
In 2011 the Institute of Modern Politics, as an organization carrying out systematic monitoring of the work of the National Assembly and the legislative process, in its regular reports recommended to adopt procedures for public hearings and consultations in the selection of representatives in the supreme public institutions from the parliamentary quota. We have repeatedly emphasized the critical importance of public trust in the professional and moral integrity of candidates elected by the National Assembly, and the need to take the nominations from behind the scenes and place them under the spotlight of civil control. Eroded credibility of the judiciary and number of other regulatory and supervisory authorities can improve only if they are as open as possible to the civil society and media procedures for nomination, hearing and evaluation of the respective applications.  
From this prospective, the Institute of Modern Politics assesses positively the procedures adopted and the overall organization of the process of nomination and public hearing of the candidates for the Supreme Judicial Council to date. They correspond to the best parliamentary practices in Europe and the U.S. and ensure unprecedented wide publicity and transparency of forthcoming appointments. With the successful implementation of this procedure the National Assembly is making an important step towards ensuring a high standard of democracy and openness to the public which we believe, must be appropriately applied to the selection of other authorities from the parliamentary quota, as well as the selection of SJC members from the so called professional quota. 
In view of the successful and comprehensive hearings of candidates scheduled for 11 September this year, and given the excessive number of questions to candidates, we address the Chairman and the MPs from the Legal Affairs Committee with the following proposals: 
· During the hearings to ask only questions that are directly related to the concepts of candidates and their professional qualities and moral integrity; 
· To give priority to questions relating to the work of the Supreme Judicial Council and the views of candidates thereon, and not to general policy issues relating to the work of other institutions; 
· If there are numerous questions by a non-governmental organization, to make publicly only the most relevant ones, and to others written answers to be submitted by the candidates and published on the thematic website of the committee within a reasonable term after the hearings and before selection in plenary. 
The Institute of Modern Politics proposes the Members of Parliament to consider the following questions to candidates for members of the Supreme Judicial Council: 
· What is the role of the SJC for improvement of the public recognition of judiciary and in your opinion, what are the measures it can be done with? 
· What are the most important innovations in the concept of the work of the next Prosecutor General that will be decisive for you to give your support for one of the candidates? What about the concepts of the future supreme court chairs? 
· To what extent any factors beyond judge’s powers (such as the excessive workload) can be an excuse to delay by years the motives to judicial acts? 
· Would you describe a specific moral dilemma you have encountered in your professional practice and how you solved it? 
· Is there something that needs change in the interaction between SJC and the European Commission in order to improve the communication of efforts of the judiciary under the Cooperation and Verification Mechanism? 
· Are there changes needed with regard to the collection and processing of statistical data on the judiciary to ensure timely and accurate court statistics for the management of the system and facilitate the academic research on cases? 
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