
Dear President of the Republic of Slovenia, Mr Borut Pahor, 

Dear President of the National Assembly, Mag. Dejan Židan, 

Dear President of the Constitutional Court of the Republic of Latvia, Dr Ineta Ziemele, 

Dear President of the Supreme Court, Mag. Damijan Florjančič, 

Dear judge of the Court of Justice of the European Union, Dr Marko Ilešič, 

Dear Minister of Justice, Ms Andreja Katič, 

Dear President of the Slovenian Academy of Sciences and Arts, Dr Tadej Bajd, 

Dear representatives of all branches of power, universities, and faculties, 

Dear representatives of ecclesiastical communities, 

 

Dear former Presidents, Vice Presidents, and judges of the Constitutional Court, 

Dear judges of the Constitutional Court and co-workers, 

 

Dear guests! 

 

I would like to start by thanking you; I see your response to the invitation to celebrate 

Constitutionality Day at the Constitutional Court as an expression of courtesy towards both the 

Constitutional Court and − in particular − the Constitution, which is the foundation of our legal 

order. 

 

On Constitutionality Day, we commemorate 23th December 1991, the day when the Constitution of the 

Republic of Slovenia was adopted and promulgated. Although in almost three decades the Constitution 

was never a sleeping beauty, the judiciary and the constitutional judiciary − the latter not being the 

sole but the most exposed guardian of the Constitution − are today all the more in the forefront of the 

public eye, perhaps more than ever as a result of the delicate nature of certain proceedings and 

responses of the public thereto.  

 

The main speaker at today's ceremony, Dr Ineta Ziemele, President of the Constitutional 

Court of the Republic of Latvia and also former judge at the European Court of Human 

Rights, will talk about the role that courts play today and about the protection of the most 

fundamental rights. The constitutional courts of Slovenia and Latvia have developed a 

close relationship. Although their competences differ to some degree, the questions they 

address are not different. Also the circumstances regarding the sovereignty and 

independence of the two states are similar. Both the above and the fact that President Dr 

Ineta Ziemele expresses clear and reasoned positions as regards constitutional aspects of 

the position and relations between constitutional courts and the highest European courts 

contributed to sending her the request and the invitation of the judges that she address us 

today. Therefore, I will be glad to call upon her to speak to us in a few minutes, but 

before that I would like to convey to you a few considerations of my own. 

 

In the year that is coming to an end, the Constitutional Court has often been in the forefront of 

discussions of the general and professional public. Last year I mentioned in my address that it is 

always beneficial to look back at the wake and reflect on the path we have made… and that the trail 

can be seen more easily if the sea is calm… for if the sea is rough, the trail can easily disappear in the 

waves − one year later I can say that the Constitutional Court has often navigated through rough 

waters.  

 

In addition to a series of important decisions that the Constitutional Court has adopted this year, it 

has also witnessed an increased interest of the public, as well as questions, positions, and the guessing 

of outside commentators regarding the internal functioning of the Court. In this respect, the last year 

has in several instances demonstrated once again how delicate the institution of constitutional 

judiciary is, as it can quickly become exposed to a critical eye and to reactions, inter alia as a result of 

the important role of the supreme guardian of the Constitution that the Constitutional Court plays on 

the crossroad of law and politics. However, it is precisely due to this role that the importance of the 

requirement of the independence of the judiciary is additionally emphasised, which must be protected 



from those outside interferences and pressure that can jeopardise the independence of the assessment 

of its members and can affect its decisions. These are not my words; it was the Court of Justice of the 

European Union which stated that in some other circumstances. 

 

The well-intentioned thoughts regarding the diligence in protecting the institution touched me. The 

same holds true as regards the long-awaited views of the critical public, which were able to connect 

the events with the content and delicacy of decisions. Our way to address the public is in particular 

through decisions and the arguments on which they are based; therefore, critical views thereon are 

what we do not wish to overlook. The more reasoned they are and the fewer value judgments they 

contain, the more they touch us. I said that with due respect to reasoned criticisms and critics. It is 

only these criticisms that interest us. 

 

The Court, both the judges and all of its employees, is facing another series of difficult challenges, 

which touch us in a different manner and cause us a significant degree of uneasiness − I am 

emphasising my personal view and tone in saying that. Although we are making extensive efforts and 

we have increased the number of cases resolved by approximately one third, the number of cases 

received is still increasing and it is expected that again it will be the highest since 2011. I will further 

elaborate on this topic and on the implications for the effective protection of human rights in the 

annual report. However, I can already today thank all co-workers at the Constitutional Court and I 

think it is appropriate to do so. 

 

The effort and diligence invested in resolving cases are immense. This demonstrates not only the 

belonging to the institution, but also the care for the functioning of a state governed by the rule of law. 

Although it is possible that we disagree on certain decisions, it is beyond doubt to me that in view of 

the work that has been done and the work attitude, I have a complete trust in the judges and co-

workers.  

 

 


