Romanian J

Your Excellency Ambassador of
Your Excellency Ambassador

Your Excellency AmbAssador of Germany in Romania,

Your Excellency Amb or of jreland in Romania,

Your Excellency ssa the the Kingdom of the Netherlands in
Romania,

Your Excellenc bassaflor of the Kingdom of Spain in Romania,

Your Excellen ador of the Kingdom of Sweden in Romania,

Your Exgellency Agnbassador of the Kingdom of Norway in Romania,

DGES' FORUM ASSOCIATION brings your attention a event
recently fntervened and is meant to put in peril the judges' freedom of
in connection with the criticism against the way our Justice system is

e form of printscreens were presented, messages that were claimed to belong to
s of a Facebook group entitled “The Magistrates Forum”, as well as to a
WhatsApp group of a prosecutors' association.

The content of the reproduced messages essentially referred to opinions of
pidges and prosecutors on the establishment of the Justice Crime Investigation
Section, its stakes, the interests of members of the Superior Council of Magistracy and
certain politicians regarding the establishment of this structure, to criticism or
appreciation for the conduct of certain members of the Superior Council of Magistrates



or politicians and criticism against Judicial Inspection and the fact th
is politically seized.

We underline that in the first article, it is stated that these mes
possession of the publication, without indicating the source, and the follovs
mention that some magistrates took courage and sent incriminating imag
peers’ side-slips, guaranteeing their authenticity.

in leading positions of
simple mepg#ers or sympathisers.
indicated as authors of

the Romanian Judges' Forum Associatio
Moreover, in the articles it is expressly s

from the discussions held by sorheNdges angl prosecutors on a social network,
strongly asking the Judicial In tion

officio in connection with the
revealed in the press.

On 20th of aprj

ach”; (2) ” It would have gone much faster if there was someone in the
hastened the colleagues, as | understand the Polish judge had done, who
d to them the situation in detail. Our judge recused herself. This is the case
when you have domestic-style selections for the CJEU, with committees in which the

ajority do not know the court's deliberations language”; (3) ” Delineations regarding
te selections made by the new MJ have started, which is a sign that they are no

nger agreed by the stable majority in the CSM (let's say this), during Mr Predoiu's
length of office. At that time, the moralist wolf from the site in question did not get
horrified when 2/3 of the committee members for the selection of the Romanian judge
for CJEU did not know the language in which part of the interview was conducted,




including the chief of the terrible Commission”; (4) ’It is official. Thegustid
got rid of Catalin Predoiu. A year wasted on a political character whofmust neVertdke
another office at the head of the Ministry of Justice”. In the of the Judicial
Inspection the first message is considered a criticism against the jvity of the

on the efficiency of the Superior Council of Magistrac e fouh message
concerns a political comment.

at red thing a belt
or a gallow? That | don't realize”. Another messge was taken into account: ,Sars-
covl9 creates victims and heroes. Both attrgct ional reaction, move
is role without wanting

victimization and heroic deeds of
opportunistic persons who are not genuine. For rest, good health and let's learn

from USR (political party ,Union S
measure”.

Although no evidence rovided in connection with the authenticity of
these messages, which
correspondence of a group o es, mgssages which are not dated and cannot be
determined in what conjg rexpressed, however, the Judicial Inspection
requires that an extre Dus measure to be taken against these three colleagues
(suspension from officg) degpite ofyfact that disciplinary investigation has not started
yet (none of the judges Wgfg infoghed of the start of such proceedings or heard).

. Dragos Calin was the judge who drafted the referrals
Court of Justice of the European Union, which aimed to
f the amendments made to the justice laws in 2018 with
EU laW (one of th e refeyfals concerning the extension of the Chief Inspector's term
of offlce &Ejoru by the Emergency Ordinance). Mr. Dragos Calin had an

to the Court of Justice of the European Union in regard with the
ity of the measure extending the term of office of Chief Inspector, Mr. Lucian

Mateescu, did not react and did not disavow the way in which this attack

on the private life and correspondence of some magistrates-members in

asgpociation of judges who, over the last three years, have consistently fought

against the transformation of justice into a political instrument and against the loss of
e judiciary independence, the conduct of Judicial Inspection is unacceptable in a

slate respecting the rule of law, its powers conferred by the law being exercised for
Indictive and repressive purposes.

We consider that this attack launched by Judicial Inspection against some
members of the Association (which have had many interventions and public



statements in the last years, explaining the harmfulness of the amenpgime
to justice laws in 2018, which have legally challenged the normativg acts isStree”by
Superior Council for Magistrates in implementation of those a ents and has
initiated the requests for referral to the CJEU in order to assess the ¢
these amendments with EU law) has as aim to discourage magistrates fro
memos and petitions in favour of the rule of law and judicialindependence, in order
not to be exposed to public scourge (through certain medjé els) and to the risk
ght, expression




