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European Network of Councils
for the Judiciary (ENCJ)

European Network of Councils for the Judiciary

Statement Regarding Judges and Prosecutors of the Court Targeted by
the Sanctions of the USA Government

The European Network of Councils for the Judiciary (ENCJ), the European Association of
Judges (EAJ), and the Association of the Councils of State and Supreme Administrative
Jurisdictions of the European Union (ACA-Europe) adopted a joint statement regarding
Judges and Prosecutors of the International Criminal Court targeted by sanctions of the
USA Government.

In this document, the three networks highlight that judicial independence is an essential
element that must be guaranteed and preserved for every judge and for the judiciary as a
whole.

Click here to read the full statement.

ENCJ contributed to the 2026 Rule of Law report

The European Commission invited the ENCJ to contribute to the European Commission
2026 Rule of Law report.

The Rule of Law reportis a documentissued by the European Commission thatis devoted
to examining developments in the EU Member States, in four key areas: justice systems,
the anti-corruption frameworks, media pluralism and freedom, and institutional checks
and balances.

ENCJ’s contribution to the Report gives insight for the recommendations to the justice
system key area. It consists of three sections. Section one addresses the ENCJ's
statements and actions in 2025 regarding Rule of Law issues. Section two presents the
results from the 2025 ENCJ Survey among Judges on their independence and the ENCJ
Report on Independence, Accountability and Quality of the Judiciary. Section three
provides an overview of relevant developments in the ENCJ Member countries in relation
to Judicial Independence and is based on information provided by the Members.

Click here to read the full document.



COUNCIL OF EUROPE

CONSEIL DE LEUROPE

Venice Commission

Request for an Opinion of the Venice Commission on the Draft Law “On
Reinstating the Right to a Fair Trial and Hearing the Case Without Undue
Delay”

During the Venice Commission’s plenary session, held on 6 and 7 March 2026, the
Committee has issued an Opinion. The opinion analyses the draft law concerning the
status of judges appointed or promoted in the Polish Council for the Judiciary, the Krajowa
Rada Sadownictwa (KRS) between 2018 and 2025 and other related matters.

In this Opinion, the Venice Commission endorses the attempt to use a legislative scheme
to repair the damage caused by the defective judicial appointments, but only if the
solution is rapid, proportionate, and accompanied by judicial safeguards.
It accepts some aspects of the proposal, such as the broad grouping of judges into
categories, while underlining that other aspects raise stronger separation of powers and
irremovability concerns.

The Commission supports only carefully limited reopening of cases and questions
broader automatic effects of the participation of judges appointed or promoted during the
relevant period, while also noting that abolishing the Supreme Court’s Extraordinary
Review chamber fits the broader repair effort.

The full document is available here.


https://www.venice.coe.int/webforms/documents/default.aspx?pdffile=CDL-AD(2026)002-e

Court of Justice of the European Union

Case CJEU C-521/21 Rzecznik Praw Obywatelskich

In case C-521/21, District Court of Poznan Old Town, Poland) posed a question to the
Court of Justice of the European Union through a preliminary reference on whether an
irregularity, committed during the appointment of a judge, is or not in itself sufficient to
find that that judge is not independent.

In this ruling, the Court clarified that a flawed appointment process does not
automatically mean a judge lacks independence. Instead of a "one-size-fits-all"
disqualification, the Court is calling on national judiciaries to conduct a case-by-case
assessment. The goal is to determine whether the specific circumstances of an
appointment create a genuine risk of external influence or legitimate doubts about a
judge’s impartiality.

The case specifically addressed long-standing anxieties regarding judges appointed in the
last years by the National Council of the Judiciary (KRS) and the lack of legal remedies for
passed-over candidates. On this front, the Court of Justice took a pragmatic stance:
neither the KRS’s controversial involvement nor the absence of judicial review is enough
on its own to justify an automatic recusal. According to the Court, for a tribunal to lose its
status as being "established by law", the irregularities must be serious and combined in a
way that actively undermines public confidence.

However, the Court was firm in stating that EU law requires national courts to have the
power to review the legality of these appointments during recusal proceedings. By doing
so, the CJEU is sending a clear signal: Poland must ensure a legal framework that allows
for an assessment of the proceduresf appointments that are considered as flawed. Itis a
firm reminder that restoring trust in the judiciary and upholding the separation of powers
remains a non-negotiable priority for the Union.

The press release dedicated to this decision can be found here. Click here for the full text
of the case.


https://curia.europa.eu/site/upload/docs/application/pdf/2026-03/cp260045en.pdf
https://juris.curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=310187&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=139435

Hoge Raad
voor de Justitie

gq_@ Conseil supérieur
de la Justice

High Council of Justice Belgium

Call to Respect for All Judiciary Decisions

On 6 March 2026, the Conseil Supérieur de Justice / Hoge Raad voor de Justitie (Belgian
High Council) has published a statement in both French and Dutch versions, calling for

respect for all judicial decisions. The statement cites:

The High Council of Justice wishes to reiterate a fundamental principle of democracy:
respect for judicial decisions lies at the heart of the rule of law.

In a state founded on the separation of powers, judicial decisions must be respected and
enforced, regardless of one’s views on their merits.

Citizens who bring cases before the courts must acceptthe decisions handed down, even
when they are not in their favour. This requirement applies all the more to public
authorities, and in particular to the executive, whose actions must be consistent with
respect for the decisions of the courts.

This requirement applies particularly where the Constitutional Court orders the
suspension of the application of a law, in order to preserve legal certainty pending judicial
clarification.

Respect for the authority of judicial decisions is an essential condition for citizens’ trust
in democratic institutions.

The High Council of Justice reiterates the importance of these fundamental principles for
the proper functioning of the rule of law.


https://csj.be/fr/actualites/2026/toutes-les-decisions-judiciaires-doivent-etre-respectees-et-executees-
https://hrj.be/nl/nieuws/2026/alle-rechterlijke-beslissingen-moeten-worden-nageleefd-en-uitgevoerd

Judicial Council Ireland

Commitment to Judicial Wellbeing

The Irish Judicial Council has published on its website a document dedicated to the
wellbeing of judges. The topic that has also been recently addressed in the work of the
ENCIJ through the Quality questionnaire 2026 and the Report on the Attractiveness of the
Judicial career 2024. The statement of the Irish Judicial Council indicates the following:

Judicial Wellbeing is a vital component in ensuring that judges in Ireland are able to
perform their role responsibly and effectively.

The Judicial Council, as aninstitution and as a collection of the individual members of the
judiciary, is committed to delivering certain core objectives set out in a Commitment to
Judicial Wellbeing. Those objectives will be sought to be pursued through a Strategic
Action Plan, which outlines a phased and tailored strategy to support the wellbeing of

members of the judiciary so as to facilitate the fair and independent administration of
justice in Ireland.

The documents highlight the engagement of the Council to respect the criteria set out in
the Bangalore Principles of Judicial Conduct, as well as the Nauru Declaration on Judicial

Well-being, in order to reach excellence in the performance of the judiciary; high
standards of conduct among judges, and public confidence in the judiciary and
administration of justice.

This initiative represents a meaningful commitment by the Members, result of the efforts
of ENClJ in its projects. In the years 2023 and 2024, the wellbeing of judges was discussed
and introduced in the project on the attractiveness of the judicial career.



https://www.unodc.org/documents/ji/training/bangaloreprinciples.pdf
https://judicialwellbeing.info/wp-content/uploads/2024/07/Nauru-Declaration-on-Judicial-Well-being.pdf
https://judicialwellbeing.info/wp-content/uploads/2024/07/Nauru-Declaration-on-Judicial-Well-being.pdf

