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08.22(2)

We are pleased to present to you the second issue of the Free Courts
Newsletter, a regular publication in which we reliably and continuously bring to you the most important events in Poland on the justice
system and breaches of the rule of law.
As lawyers defending the rule of law in Poland, we observe the activities of the ruling party closely day by day and speak out about all irregularities. We do not want any injustice to escape public attention.

Top story: The National Recovery Plan
In 2020, the leaders of the Member States negotiated the shape
of both the EU budget for 2021–2027 and a brand new EU financial instrument, the Recovery Fund, at EU summits held in Brussels. This fund was created in response to the economic crisis
incited by the Coronavirus pandemic. Its amount, currently
more than €800 billion, was set during painstaking negotiations of the leaders of the Member States. Poland submitted its
National Recovery Plan to Brussels on 2 May 2021…

Hot topics from the previous issue:
●● S
 ummary of the pseudoreforms of the justice system in Poland,
which has been ongoing for 7 years – what is the neo-NCJ,
who are the neojudges, what is the so-called ‘Muzzle Act’?
●● S
 elected judgments of the ECtHR and CJEU re. Poland –
Reczkowicz v. Poland, Grzęda v. Poland, Commission v. Poland
C 204/21, precedent-setting measure in Wróbel v. Poland

The so-called ‘PAD’s Act’ vs the milestones
‘PAD’s Act’ is the Act on the Supreme Court in the form proposed by President Andrzej Duda. It was supposed to achieve
the ‘milestones’ and cause millions of euros from the EU
budget to flow to Poland. However, none of the European
Commission’s conditions were satisfied. The Disciplinary
Chamber has, essentially, only changed its name to the
Chamber of Professional Liability…

●● What was the attack on the Constitutional Tribunal about?
●● S
 trength of the civic society – activities of activists, NGOs,
petitions to the European Parliament, drafts of remedial acts
(Agreement for the Rule of Law)
●● Brief stories of repressed judges
●● D
 ispute with the European Union over the funds from the National Recovery Plan – milestones, amendment to the Act on
the Supreme Court proposed by the President, counter-Act of
the Minister of Justice and dispute within the government

How Law and Justice (PiS) plays with the EU?
A number of statements by EU politicians, including Commissioners Vera Jourova and Didier Reynders, suggest that the
European Commission is not satisfied with the changes to
the Polish justice system. In turn, there is increasing frustration
in the government camp on this matter. We have been witnessing extreme anti-EU rhetoric from the ruling party in recent weeks…

About the Free Courts Foundation

Also on our channels
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The National
Recovery Plan
In 2020, the leaders of the Member States
negotiated the shape of both the EU budget for 2021–2027 and a brand new EU financial instrument, the Recovery Fund, at
EU summits held in Brussels. This fund was
created in response to the economic crisis
incited by the Coronavirus pandemic. Its
amount, currently more than €800 billion,
was set during painstaking negotiations of
the leaders of the Member States.
Poland submitted its National Recovery
Plan to Brussels on 2 May 2021. In it, Poland
requests €23.9 billion in grants and €11.5
billion from the loan part.
However, in view of the rule of law crisis,
among other things, the European Commission did not want to accept the plan,
which was necessary for the funds to be
released. The negotiations between Warsaw and Brussels on the inclusion of specific milestones in the National Recovery
Plan lasted many months. Additionally,
Solidarna Polska, the grouping headed by
Minister of Justice and Prosecutor General
Zbigniew Ziobro, which, together with the
Law and Justice (PiS) party, form the ruling coalition, raised its objections and approached the compromise with the EU with
scepticism. Ultimately, the Law and Justice
party managed to reach an agreement
with both the EC and Solidarna Polska,
which paved the way for the acceptance
of the National Recovery Plan.
In the meantime, Poland managed to forfeit an advance of €4.7 billion (which could
only be used up to the end of 2021). The
Union did not agree to transfer any money
without the restoration of the rule of law
guaranteeing that judges would be able to
pass judgments independently.
On top of this, the timer of the fine (one
million euros per day) imposed on Poland
by the CJEU for the operation of the illegal
Disciplinary Chamber has been ticking
since 3 November 2021. This means that
Poland currently has more than € 280 mln

30 May 2022 – The Senate’s
amendments to the ‘PAD’s ACT’

26 May 2022 – The Sejm
passed the ‘PAD’s Act’ slightly
amended in consultation with
supporters of Zbigniew Ziobro

to pay. However, the Polish government
does not want to pay the fines. As a result,
the European Commission is successively
deducting the money from the funds that
are due to Poland from the EU budget. This
applies to both the penalties for the Disciplinary Chamber and the operation of the
mine in Turów.
The award of further tranches of money
by the EU will depend on the 280 ‘milestones’ agreed upon with Brussels. These
include targets related to digital and energy transformation and the functioning of
the judiciary.
Poland was supposed to satisfy the conditions of the rule of law by the end of June
this year. We now know that this has not
been achieved.

What do the milestones for the
restoration of the rule
of law include?
●● liquidating the Disciplinary Chamber;
●● enabling judges dismissed by the
Disciplinary Chamber to return to
the bench;
●● reforming the disciplinary system
in accordance with the ruling of the
Court of Justice of the EU in July
2021 (it will not be possible to punish
a judge for the content of a judgment or for asking a question of the
CJEU for a preliminary ruling).
Poland is the 25th country with an approved plan. Only the Netherlands, (which
has not submitted its National Recovery
Plan at all), and Hungary, (which is in conflict with Brussels), remain without funds.
The European Commission is notoriously
emphasising the importance of the milestones. And is arguing that it will scrupulously assess their achievement before it
pays out the first money, namely an instalment of €4.2 billion.
‘If they are not achieved for any reason
whatsoever, there will be no money,’ repeat the voices from the EC.

2 June 2022 – Signature of the
Polish National Recovery Plan

1 June 2022 – The Senate
voted unanimously in
favour of the amendments

We are going through a
major economic crisis,
inflation is rising dramatically – we badly need
this EU money for our
common good. Unfortunately, the
ruling party primarily wants one-man
rule, an autocratic lawless state without
an independent judiciary, which can
control the authorities and protect
citizens’ rights. (Michał Wawrykiewicz)
The associations of judges sent a letter on
23 May 2022 to the European Commission,
the European Parliament and the LIBE
Committee (Committee on Civil Liberties,
Justice and Home Affairs) on the key problems of the judiciary. In the letter, they
pointed out that almost 2,000 defectively,
politically appointed judges are already
adjudicating in the Polish courts, which
poses a threat of huge chaos throughout
the judiciary. Instead of solving the problem of the politically elected National
Council of the Judiciary, its membership
was chosen for another term of office. The
judges emphasised the need for the matter of the NCJ to be encompassed by an
infringement procedure similar to that of
the Disciplinary Chamber. The letter of
support was signed by Edith Zeller, President of the Association of European Administrative Judges (AEAJ), Duro Sessa,
President of the European Association of
Judges (EAJ), Tamara Trotman, President
of Judges for Judges (Richters voor Richters) and Filipe Cesar Marques, President
of the European Judges for Democracy
and Freedom (MEDEL). On 30 May 2022, the
13 organisations that are members of the
Justice Defence Committee, KOS, sent a
letter to the European Commission regarding the National Recovery Plan before
the visit of Ursula von der Leyen, President
of the EC, to Poland.
On 7 June 2022, Polish and international civic social organisations (including
#FreeCourts) sent an open letter to the
President of the European Commission
and the Commissioners responsible for
the rule of law requesting the initiation of
infringement proceedings.

9 June 2022 – The Senate’s
amendments ‘curing’ the ‘PAD’s
Act’ were rejected in the Sejm

7 June 2022 – Open Letter
to the European
Commission regarding the
Polish NCJ

13 June 2022 – The President
signed the ‘PAD’s Act’

9 June 2022 – The European
Parliament adopted a resolution and
expressed grave concerns about the
EC’s endorsement of Poland's plan
under the RRF
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The so-called
‘PAD’s Act’ vs the
milestones
‘PAD’s Act’ is the Act on the Supreme Court
in the form proposed by President Andrzej
Duda. It was supposed to achieve the
milestones and cause millions of euros
from the EU budget to flow to Poland. However, none of the European Commission’s
conditions were satisfied. The Disciplinary
Chamber has, essentially, only changed
its name to the Chamber of Professional
Liability. The neo-judges who were previously members of the Disciplinary Chamber, who were largely prosecutors or associates of the Minister of Justice (who is also
the Prosecutor General), and who were
selected in a 15-minute procedure, received the opportunity to move to another
chamber of the Supreme Court or to retire,
retaining 100% of their salaries (over EUR
4260) until they reach retirement age (i.e.
65). After this time, their emoluments will
be reduced to 75%. The members of the
Disciplinary Chamber to whom ‘PAD’s Act’
gave the opportunity to retire, namely to
receive so-called ‘golden parachutes’, are
the neo-judges Jarosław Duś, Jacek Wygoda, Konrad Wytrykowski, Piotr Niedzielak,
Paweł Zubert and Adam Tomczyński. Three
of these ‘premature pensioners’ have up to
18 years left before real retirement. The former members of the Disciplinary Chamber
who opted for the ‘golden parachutes’ had
been ‘adjudicating’ in the Chamber for just
three and a half years. It is for this ‘work’
that every taxpayer will now contribute
to their pensions of more than EUR 4260.
It is worth mentioning that the average
monthly pension in Poland is EUR 540.
However, returning to the ‘achievement’ of
the milestones...
This is an attempt to
deceive the citizen that
(...) the problem will be
resolved. No, it will not be
resolved. This Act that is
entering into force is not the answer to
the many demands that the EC is
making. Although the Disciplinary
Chamber will, in theory, be liquidated,
(...) it [the new chamber] will have
exactly the same initial sin, namely the
defectiveness of the appointment of
the people who are its members.
(Sylwia Gregorczyk-Abram)
According to ‘PAD’s Act’, it will be the
President, or in other words a politician,

who will have a direct influence on the
appointment of the members of the new
chamber that will be responsible for disciplining and punishing judges, so the
process of its politicisation will be further
exacerbated.
Also, the Act does not envisage the required reform of the disciplinary procedure
or the reinstatement of suspended judges.
All this means that the authorities will continue to persecute independent judges,
but will simultaneously deprive citizens of
legal protection and procedural guarantees. After all, it can already be seen that
this is happening...
The names of the candidates for the neodisciplinary chamber, the Chamber of Professional Responsibility, were drawn on 9
August 2022. Of the 33 people drawn, 17 are
neo-judges, being illegal members of the
Supreme Court. President Andrzej Duda is
to select 11 from this group. A total of 82
judges and so-called neo-judges of the
Supreme Court, namely people appointed
by the politicised National Council of the
Judiciary, took part in the draw. The European Court of Human Rights ruled that
neo-judges do not guarantee a fair trial,
but the presidential Act admitted them
into the draw, while President can appoint
such people to the Professional Liability
Chamber. This is one of the reasons why
seven members of the board of the Supreme Court – the so-called ‘old’ judges –
protested against the drawing of lots.
Neo-Judges appointed
with the participation of
the neo-NCJ can still be
members of the Professional Liability Chamber,
which is in breach of the standards of
the Constitution, convention and
EU law. (Maria Ejchart-Dubois)

How Law and
Justice (PiS) plays
with the EU?
A number of statements by EU politicians,
including Commissioners Vera Jourova
and Didier Reynders, suggest that the European Commission is not satisfied with the
changes within the Polish justice system.
In turn, there is increasing frustration in the
government camp on this matter. We have
been witnessing extreme anti-EU rhetoric
from the ruling party in recent weeks. The
leader of the ruling party, Jarosław Kaczyński,

announced that he would ‘arrange relations
with the EU anew’ immediately after – as he
assumes – winning the elections.
Even stronger rhetoric was used by a politician considered to be the PiS chairman’s
right hand man – the party’s secretarygeneral – Krzysztof Sobolewski stated in
a warlike tone in Polish Radio – ‘We are
counting on the EC coming to its senses. ‘If
Poland were to miss out on the main part
of the EU budget, if there is an attempt to
block it and the EC [...] were to try to push
us up against the wall, then there is nothing left for us to do but to pull out all the
cannons in our arsenal and respond with
barrage fire.’
However, Minister of Justice Zbigniew
Ziobro said ‘I warned that this is how it
would end, that a policy of making concessions would lead to further humiliation for Poland. To make matters worse,
by yielding to the Commission, instead of
reforming the judiciary, we are seeing its
progressive anarchisation.’
The President of Poland’s Supreme Court,
Małgorzata Manowska, has accused the
EU of “bullying” her country by demanding further changes to its judicial system
to unlock EU funds and continuing to levy
€1 million daily fines. “I do not understand
why we are causing such excitement in
Brussels,” Manowska, who was appointed
to the role by President Andrzej Duda in
2020 in controversial circumstances, told
the Dziennik Gazeta Prawna daily.

Suspended
judges - Igor
Tuleya’s brief
history
The start of Judge Igor Tuleya’s case dates
back to December 2016. It was then that
the executive in Poland had already been
taken over by the conservative coalition
while the ruling camp had the majority in the legislative authority. The political situation has not changed to this day.
The Sejm was in session on 16 December
2016. Opposition MPs protested against
the groundless exclusion of opposition MP
from the Civic Platform (PO), Michal Szczerba, from the session and refused to step
down from the Sejm’s rostrum. After these
actions, the then Marshall of the Sejm,
Marek Kuchcinski, decided to move the
proceedings to the much smaller Column
Hall in the Sejm. The Budget Act and the
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Act referred to as lex Szyszka – on the felling
of trees in Polish forests – were voted on in
the Column Hall. Consequently, opposition
MPs reported a possible crime to the prosecutor’s office. In that report, they wrote
that they were not allowed to take part in
the deliberations and that there might not
have been a quorum during the voting. It
arose from the testimony of the Deputy
Marshall of the Sejm, Ryszard Terlecki (PiS)
that the work of the opposition MPs was
deliberately obstructed in the Column Hall,
chairs were set up so that they could not
approach the table and submit formal
motions, while some PIS MPs, deliberately
blocked their passage. Furthermore, the
minutes on the counting of the votes were
reworked, MPs were leaving and returning
to the Hall, and so there may not have been
a quorum. Therefore, the budget may have
been passed illegally.
The public prosecutor’s office discontinued its investigation, as it did not find
any shortcomings. As a result of the opposition MPs filing a complaint against
this decision, Judge Igor Tuleya, who was
assigned to handle the case, issued a
decision in December 2017 ordering the
prosecutor’s office to reopen the discontinued investigation. Judge Tuleya gave
an oral justification of the decision, without the prosecutor’s office objecting, in
the presence of journalists and in front of
television cameras. In it, he read quotes
from the testimony of PIS MPs, who made
the assurance that they had not prevented opposition MPs from accessing
the table at all, which was in conflict with
the recordings in the proceedings. Therefore, Judge Tuleya notified the prosecutor’s
office of their crime of giving false testimony. Ultimately, Zbigniew Ziobro’s prosecutor’s office discontinued the investigation
and refused to open another investigation
regarding the false testimony.
What did Judge Tuleya’s ‘fault’ involve?
The National Prosecutor’s Office, ‘belonging’ to Zbigniew Ziobro, did not forget
Judge Tuleya’s ruling on the deliberations in the Column Hall. When requesting
the lifting of his immunity, it accused the
judge of overstepping his powers. In its
opinion, he had disclosed materials from
the investigation to unauthorised personnel, namely journalists.
In June 2020, the no longer existing (as
of July 2022) non-judicial Disciplinary
Chamber refused the request to lift Judge
Tuleya’s immunity. When issuing the decision, Jacek Wygoda stated that the judge
had the right to allow journalists into the
courtroom; this was his autonomous decision. However, Jacek Wygoda’s decision
was contested by the prosecutor’s office.
On 18 November 2020, under the cover of
darkness, a three-member panel of the

Disciplinary Chamber overturned the decision of the so-called ‘first instance’ Disciplinary Chamber and lifted the judge’s
immunity, suspending him from his duties
as a judge and reducing his salary by 25%.
Judge Tuleya never breached the law.
Therefore, his case is not about breaching the law, but about the subordination
of the judicial authority to the ruling politicians, forcing judges to obediently fulfil the decisions of the Minister of Justice.
And about silencing Judge Tuleya, who
loudly and publicly opposed the ‘reforms’
of the judiciary being introduced in Poland
after 2015. Igor Tuleya became an enemy
of the executive for issuing his ruling on 16
December 2016. He has been deprived of
the ability to adjudicate for more than 630
days, but he is not stopping his actions in
support of the rule of law.
Judge Igor Tuleya is one of those judges
who, according to the European Commission’s guidelines, was to be reinstated
within the framework of the implementation of one of the so-called ‘milestones’,
namely the recovery of the rule of law in
Poland. The Commission makes the disbursement of funds from the EU Recovery
Fund to Poland conditional, among other
things, on this condition being satisfied.
Tuleya was unexpectedly reinstated on
Friday, 5 August 2022 by a decision of the
new president of the Regional Court in
Warsaw. He came to the Regional Court in
Warsaw on the morning of 8 August 2022.
However, once again, he did not return to
work. On that day, the Presidents of the
Court of Appeal in Warsaw overturned the
decision allowing him to return. The people
who objected to Judge Igor Tuleya’s return
to the court are the President of the Court
of Appeal, Piotr Schab, and his deputy,
Przemysław Radzik, who, referred to the
exercise of internal supervision in the order and arbitrarily acknowledged that the
decision of the President of the Regional
Court in Warsaw was an administrative
action that was inconsistent with the valid
and enforceable resolution of the Disciplinary Chamber of 18 November 2020 allowing Regional Court Judge Igor Tuleya to be
held criminally liable and suspending him
in his official duties. Schab and Radzik are
Zbigniew Ziobro’s nominees, who knowingly fulfil his orders.

Real Milestone
In the middle of June, the European Court
of Human Rights (ECtHR) issued a judgment in Żurek v. Poland (Application no.
39650/18). The Court ruled that Article 6
(the right to an independent tribunal and a
fair trial) and Article 10 (freedom of speech

and expression) of the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights
and Fundamental Freedoms had been
breached. This is now the seventh judgment (the previous judgments include
Grzęda v. Poland and Xero Flor v. Poland)
of the ECtHR on the harmfulness of the Law
and Justice ‘reforms’ of the judiciary.
Judge Żurek was the spokesman of the
old, legally elected National Council of the
Judiciary and a judge of the Regional Court
in Kraków. Judge Żurek was always a publicly active judge. He wanted to improve
the justice system and bring it closer to
the cietezens. He has been known to publicly defend the independence of judges
for years. Żurek’s term of office in the NCJ
ended prematurely in 2018, when PiS appointed a neo-NCJ and thereby took control over the key body in the judiciary. The
members of the old Council were unable
to appeal against this decision and therefore the Court in Strasbourg acknowledged that Article 6 of the ECHR had been
breached. Judge Żurek had actively and

publicly criticised PiS and its undemocratic judicial reforms, as a result of which he
faced harassment from the state services
and institutions such as the Central AntiCorruption Bureau. The tax authorities and
services started to audit his tax returns, the
prosecutor’s office summoned the judge
repeatedly to give testimony, his wife and
parents were also summoned to the prosecutor’s office. The prosecutor’s office was
interested in a land transaction in which
Żurek had been involved 20 years earlier, as well as the sale of a tractor. Overall,
more than 20 disciplinary proceedings are
currently pending against Judge Żurek; 26
lawyers are handling his cases pro bono.
As a repressive measure, he was deprived
of his position as press officer of the Regional Court in Kraków. It is worth adding that Żurek, as the NCJ’s spokesman,
was one of the most important people in
the country, so his criticism was a strong
blow to PiS’s reforms. The ECtHR Article 10
of the Convention had been breached and
that the Polish government is to pay Żurek
€15,000 in damages and €10,000 for the
costs of the hearing and expenses.
The Court in Strasbourg clearly emphasised that speaking out in defence of the
rule of law is not only a matter of freedom of
speech for all judges, but in fact their duty.
What does this judgment mean? It is further evidence that PiS’s reforms regarding
the NCJ are illegal, with respect to both the
Polish Constitution and the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights
and Fundamental Freedoms.
Adam Bodnar, former Ombudsman, wrote:
This means that the judgment in this case
is of exceptional importance. Waldemar
Żurek has become a key figure in the battle
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over the rule of law in Poland. This was noted by the European Court of Human Rights,
which stated that ‘he is one of the most
emblematic representatives of the judicial
community in Poland, who is constantly
defending the rule of law and the independence of the judiciary’. Wording of this
type rarely appears in the case law of the
Court in Strasbourg. Adjectives are usually
reserved for deserving human rights defenders or repressed journalists. That is why
the acknowledgement that Judge Żurek is
right will be important for future debates.
This is because it shows who in contemporary Poland is being sacrificed because of
the undemocratic changes, who is risking
the most, who deserves real respect. Every
successive Luxembourg and Strasbourg
judgment makes the authoritarian game
increasingly difficult because it gives hope.
And hope supported by legal instruments
creates an opportunity for democracy to
win as long as Poland still wants to belong
to the European Union and the Western
community of values.
25 years ago, Counsellor Marek Antoni Nowicki, a tireless promoter of the activities of
the Strasbourg Court, published the book
entitled ‘Kamienie milowe. Orzecznictwo
Europejskiego Trybunału Praw Człowieka’
[Eng.: Milestones. Case law of the European Court of Human Rights]. The term
‘milestones’ was recently adopted into
the national debate in the context of the
implementation of the National Recovery
Plan. However, it is precisely the judgment
in Judge Waldemar Żurek’s case that is
the real milestone. Without a shadow of
a doubt, it specifies who has been on the
bright side of the power for years and who
should be listened to when assessing the
conduct of the Polish government.

About the
Free Courts
Foundation
The Free Courts Foundation is a non-governmental and non-profit organisation
founded by a group of Polish lawyers: Maria
Ejchart-Dubois, Sylwia Gregorczyk-Abram,
Paulina Kieszkowska-Knapik and Michał
Wawrykiewicz. As professionals, realising
the significance of the harmful changes being introduced into the Polish legal system
leading to the politicisation of the independent courts, we undertake various activities of
upholding the rule of law in Poland.
The Foundation’s objective is to increase
knowledge and strengthen the independ-

ence of the courts and judges, as well as to
conduct activities in support of the rule of
law and the broadly-understood protection
of human rights, civil liberties and to counteract discrimination.
The Foundation pursues its goals primarily
through educational activities related to increasing knowledge in society about the key
nature of the independence of judges for a
law-abiding and democratic state, activities related to the promotion of a civic society, as well as supporting the development
of non-governmental organisations and the
idea of volunteering, activities promoting
the protection of freedom and human rights
especially related to promoting freedom
of speech, the free exchange of thoughts
and ideas, as well as equal treatment and
prevention of discrimination on grounds of
identity, sexual orientation and gender, as
well as information, journalism and publishing activities.
The four lawyers who founded the Free
Courts Foundation make up the core of the
group. They are the originators and performers of all of its activities. Since the very
beginning of the rule of law crisis in Poland,
we have been focusing on opposing the violation of the separation of powers, the rule of
law and the constitutional order by the ruling majority.
We are constantly working towards ensuring
that the courts are independent – preparing
films, live broadcasts, infographics, and reports (more than 1000 posted materials in
4 years), as well as organising conferences,
debates, protests, and demonstrations.
#FreeCourts co-founded the Justice Defence Committee (KOS) in 2018, the organisation that represents and helps repressed
judges of the ordinary courts, judges of the
Supreme Court and the Supreme Administrative Court, as well as prosecutors.
The Foundation’s founders also regularly
present the position of the Polish legal community on the government’s activities leading to the demise of the rule of law in Poland,
in Brussels, in the EU institutions.
The Free Courts Initiative has been awarded The European Parliament’s ‘European
Citizen’s Prize’ in 2020 for exceptional
achievements in giving concrete expression to the values enshrined in the Charter
of Fundamental Rights of the European Union. In July 2022, together with Mr. Mohamed
El-Baqer, an Egyptian lawyer courageously
standing up to human rights violations and
authoritarianism in Egypt, #FreeCourts have
been awarded the Rule of Law Award for
2022 by the international legal organization
Union Internationale des Avocats (UIA) and
LexisNexis.

Also on our
channels
The free Courts report named ‘2365 Days of
Lawlessnes’, which presents, step by step,
how the political authority has brought
about the destruction of the rule of law. It
is a record of all legislative changes and
other decisions taken by the executive and
legislative authorities to politicise the judiciary. The report was originally issued in
June 2021 under the name ‘2000 days of
lawlessness’ and we keep it updated on an
ongoing basis. It is important to list and put
order to these events so that we are aware
of the methods by which the authorities
took over the courts, which, according to
the Constitution, should, after all, be independent, precisely in the interests of the
public. The report also shows that none of
the steps taken since 2015 were intended to
implement a genuine and credible reform
of the judiciary. Knowing what work has
been done will be crucial when the time
comes to repair what has been destroyed.
 ubjective reviews of events – our comS
mentaries on current events are available
on our channel on YouTube.

Worth reading:
●● J
 udiciary in Poland: an ongoing decay
of the rule of law – Maciej Taborowski,
Professor, Institute of Legal Studies of
the Polish Academy of Sciences. Deputy
Ombudsman (2019-2022).
●● A real milestone – Adam Bodnar,
Professor, lawyer, activist, former Polish
Ombudsman (2015 – 2021)
The Free Courts Newsletter is sent at least once every
three months. To unsubscribe please send an email to
kontakt@wolnesady.org
The Newsletter is prepared with the support of the
Henryk Wujec Civic Fund and in cooperation with the
Heinrich Böll Foundation in Warsaw.
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