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“I shall defend the court’s external independence from illegitimate pressure.” 

 

With this commitment, the newly elected chairperson of Sofia City Court, Mrs. Vladimira 

Yaneva, closed her presentation before the Supreme Judicial Council (SJC) which elected her 

to this position with the impressive 18 votes following ballot with the present deputy 

chairperson Velichka Tsanova.  

 

What Mrs. Yaneva had in mind by coupling ‘external’ with independence and ‘illegitimate’ 

with pressure is only for her to say. Anyone unbiased would think that the need to clarify the 

term ‘illegitimate’, and the notion of ‘illegitimate pressure’ respectively, to see what exactly 

the new chairperson will stand for, would heat up the atmosphere in the Supreme Judicial 

Council’s meeting room: after all, it’s about the judiciary’s governing body. But nothing like 

that happened. Only the chairman of the Supreme Court of Cassation, Prof. Lazar Gruev, 

ventured two polite attempts to clarify the matter which were left unanswered.  

 

What were the actual implications behind this vote? First of all, its delay by one year (after 

the former chairperson, Georgi Kolev, vacated the position following his election as head of 

the Supreme Administrative Court) is indicative of the importance attributed to the 

administrative head for the career development of magistrates and the overall management of 

one of the key units in the structure of the judicial system.  

 

The delay reveals the vicious idea (and support) of those in power for a command 

administrative model of the third branch, which, apparently, will not be overcome in the near 

future. Consequently, it will remain a significant stumbling block for the judiciary. Because 

SJC’s six months of idleness have manifested, above all, the Council’s willingness to fulfill 

the idea those holding the political power at present have about 

 

the ‘fit’ and the ‘unfit’ head of Sofia City Court (being the court where the so-called 

landmark cases are heard).  

 

Secondly, the vote showed that the Supreme Judicial Council attaches no importance 

whatsoever to the candidates’ professional qualities. One can easily have 18 years of 

experience as a judge and a spotless professional record, and one can receive support from 

over 100 judges from three central courts (Velichka Tsanova). Or one can present a court 

management concept good enough to impress the SJC Inspectorate which is only too well 

familiar with the judicial system’s deficiencies. But if this is all one can demonstrate as a 

competitive advantage, they stand no chance.  

 

In fact, all media reported the election of a new head of Sofia City Court by stating that it was 

‘expected’ and ‘unsurprising’. And the most discouraging fact is that the predetermination of 

SJC’s staffing decisions (when it comes to the top positions in the judicial system) is already 

considered normal. Let us only remember the non-alternative election of chairperson of the 

Supreme Administrative Court from a year ago. So what’s wrong?  

 

Well, nothing, save the somewhat forgotten detail that he was the magistrate whose name 

paraded in the media as the interior minister’s minion for the court meant to defend the 



interests of citizens and businesses against the arbitrariness of the executive. It was he who 

approved of the use of special intelligence means (SIM) against the head of the Customs 

Agency in 2010, in the absence of sufficient grounds as later established by the parliamentary 

subcommittee on SIM control.  

 

And the Sofia City Court election is just a replay of the same situation: the winner’s name 

paraded the media long before the vote  

 

as yet another favorite of the minister of interior  

 

in her capacity of family friend, as confirmed by Mrs. Yaneva herself.  

 

At the same time, the law and the Constitution state that the Supreme Judicial Council is the 

highest governing and staffing authority of the judicial system and an integral part of it, 

despite the fact that Council members do not administer justice. Because their job is to ensure 

the conditions for the correct implementation of the law. And how do they do this?  

 

During the ‘discussion’ preceding the election of the new Sofia City Court chairperson, one 

SJC member pointed out as unpardonable the fact that the pretender with the good 

professional record once signed a petition against the Council. This reproach came from a 

magistrate who not so long ago made the name of Krassyo ‘the Black’ publicly known as a 

paid middleman in the appointments of magistrates. This served as a warning to his phone 

contractors to cut all contact with the lobbyist to avoid being intercepted by possible SIMs 

with which the General Prosecutor’s Office might bug him. Most probably, the Council 

member in question considers himself truly impeccable.  

 

“From the perspective of today’s developments, Yaneva’s candidature is more appropriate.” 

 

This, in turn, was the ‘justification’ provided by the non-alternative chairperson of the 

Supreme Administrative Court. And he himself probably didn’t realize how amazingly correct 

his statement was! 

 

 “Today’s developments” is another name for the corruption 

 

of the judiciary’s supreme body (SJC) – first, bearing in mind the threat, sporadically 

recurring over the past two years, to dissolve the council. And of course, its members would 

be less likely concerned with ensuring “the conditions for the functioning of the system” than 

with the security of their own chairs.   

 

In the case of Bulgaria, expectations that where magistrates are concerned, and especially 

judges, moral and mentality-related deficiencies are minimal, are all but fulfilled. On the 

contrary. Such deficiencies are sought for and increasingly visible after two years of 

propaganda-driven march of the interior minister against the court (a march that was noted 

even in the report of the European Association of Judges), so that pressure on the judiciary 

may become something self-understood and natural.  

 

That is, legitimate. With the obligation (in the new art. 26 of the Judicial System Act) 

introduced by CEDB, whereby SJC members need special permission to access classified 

information to be granted by the secret services reporting to the interior minister, and subject 



to no other form of control, we may well consider pressure on the judicial system legitimized 

by the law.  

 

Therefore, the newly elected chairperson of Sofia City Court may well undertake 

commitments against illegitimate pressure, but the question is what she will do with 

legitimate pressure – both from SJC itself as a governing body, and from the Ministry of 

Interior of the party in rule.  

 

The independence of the court, without which there is no justice in this world, has been 

betrayed from within.  

 

In full transparency, and with no remorse or uneasiness.  

 

And in full compliance with “the perspective of today’s developments”.  

 

If there is hope at all, it will come from the competence and consciousness of each individual 

judge brave enough to stand for his or her professional independence. Alone. Without SJC. 

And despite SJC.  

 


