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SLOVAKIA

• A young democracy – independent since 

1993, joined the EU and NATO in 2004

– population about 5.5 million

• One of the highest number of castles per 

capita in the world (180 castles)

• the world’s largest car producer per 

capita (1.1 million cars made annually)
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TI SLOVAKIA

• Justice and FoI

• Health service

• Municipalities

• Public procurement

• State-owned companies

• Media

• State administration

• Beneficial ownership 

transparency

• TI Slovakia founded in 1998

• Mission: to reduce corruption by increasing 
transparency and citizen involvement, strengthening 
of the processes and reducing red tapes



CONSTITUTION



FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT



WHO MUST PROVIDE INFORMATION

• State authorities – ministries, central offices, courts, police, parliament, etc.

• Local and regional authorities – municipalities and self-governing regions

• Legal entities established or funded by law or by public institutions 
(universities, state hospitals, public agencies, regional museums, state or 
municipal companies, etc.)

• Health insurance companies

• Companies where the state or a municipality owns a majority share or 
controls the board

• Since 2025 - Non-governmental organisations that received public funding 



WHAT SHOULD BE PROVIDED

• Publication (proactive disclosure)

• Information that must be published automatically, without any request

• Usually on websites, registers or public notice boards

• contracts, invoices, and orders of public bodies, budgets, annual reports, contact 
details, legal regulations

• Example: public institutions publishes all contracts online before they become valid

• Disclosure upon request

• Information provided after an individual request from a citizen or organisation

• Can be any data, document, or record related to public tasks

• Provided in writing, electronically, or by inspection

• Example: a journalist requests a ministry’s analysis used for a policy decision

• Re-use of information 

• Use of public data for other purposes than the original one (open-data formats for 
further processing – e.g. statistical datasets)



WHAT SHOULDN'T BE PROVIDED

• Different level of obligation – not all bodies has the same duty

– e.g. partly state- or city-owned companies only data on use of public funds and 

property

• No duty to create new information

– institutions provide only existing data or documents, not new reports, statements 

or analyses

– example: they don’t have to compile a new „list of tenders based on specific 

indicators” if it doesn’t exist

• Some information is legally protected

– personal data 

– trade, banking, and tax secrets

– classified or confidential information

– internal or unfinished documents



HOW TO REQUEST

• Anyone can ask for information – citizens, foreigners, journalists, NGOs, or companies

• Request must include:

– who it is addressed to (the public body)

– what information is requested

– who is asking (name or organisation + contact for reply)

• Ways to request:

– by e-mail, post, in person, online form, or even by phone

(if the information can be provided immediately)

• Public bodies must reply within 12 working days

– may extend by up to 8 more days for valid reasons (e.g. large amount of data, third-

party check)

• Requests are free of charge

– only copying or postal costs can be charged 



HOW TO APPEAL

• Appeals are possible

– when a request is refused (fully or partly),

– or when the authority does not reply within the legal time limit

• Time limit:

– an appeal must be filed within 15 days after receiving the refusal

– or after the 12-day period (plus 8-day extension) expires

• Decision-making:

– the appeal is decided by the superior authority of the body that refused the 

request

– for ministries and central offices, the decision is made by the minister or head of 

office

– the decision must be issued within 15 days

• Further remedy:

– if the appeal is rejected or ignored, the applicant may file a court complaint

– administrative courts can order the authority to provide the information



SANCTIONS FOR VIOLATING THE FOIA

• Administrative offence

– applies when an official unlawfully refuses, delays, or ignores an information request

– decided by the District Office in administrative proceedings

– fine up to €1,650, and possibly a ban on activity for up to two years 

• Court enforcement

– administrative courts may cancel the refusal decision and

order the authority to provide the information

– court rulings are binding; non-compliance can lead to enforcement measures



COURT DECISIONS



CONTROVERSIAL FOIA AMENDMENTS

• NGOs under the FOIA

– the ruling SNS party first proposed to regulate NGOs as foreign agents or lobbyists

– later, this turned into an amendment extending the FOIA directly to NGOs

– the law now obliges NGOs receiving public funds to:

– respond to information requests about how they use public money

– publish related contracts and invoices

• publish an annual „transparency report” 

listing their donors and received grants

• criticised as an attempt to stigmatise civil 

society rather than increase transparency

• the provision is currently being reviewed by 

the Constitutional Court



CONTROVERSIAL FOIA AMENDMENTS

• Fees for „extensive requests”

– SNS pushed through a rule allowing authorities to 

charge citizens for complex requests - just days ago, 

the Constitutional Court struck down the provision 

as unconstitutional

• Longer response deadlines

– legal time limit for public authorities extended 

from 8 to 12 working days

– adopted without any data analysis proving the 

need for such change



NO EVIDENCE OF OVERLOAD

• Via Iuris survey (2021)

– analysed FOIA practice in 2020 - 2021

– ministries and the Government Office handled about 6,800 requests in 20 months

– that is only around 24 requests per ministry per month

– just 0.7% were not answered within the legal deadline

• Transparency International Slovakia analysis

– the 100 largest municipalities receive on average fewer than 200 requests per year

– only big cities like Bratislava and Košice reach higher numbers

– smaller towns and villages get far fewer

• Requests to state-owned companies (2023)

– the 100 biggest state enterprises together received 902 requests

– on average less than one request per month per company

– the National Motorway Company had the most (127) and handled all on time

• Conclusion:

– no evidence of overload – FOIA requests remain manageable and efficiently processed



DEALING WITH HARASSING REQUESTS

• Public authorities may reject requests (based on previous courts decisions)

– if they are proven to be abusive or aimed at harassing the institution

• Definition:

– behaviour formally in line with the law, but clearly against its legitimate purpose

• Condition:

– the authority must have reliable indication of abusive intent

– refusal cannot be based only on assumptions or inconvenience

• Example:

– dozens of repeated or identical requests with no public-interest aim, asking for everything



PUBLIC CONTRACTS

• In 2005 local 
activists started to 
publish all the 
municipal 
contracts on their 
own website

• They had won the 
next election and 
made the practice 
official

• Since 2011 the 
publishing of 
contracts is 
obligatory for all 
public institutions
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GOOD AND BAD PRACTICES
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