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Introduction
Local autonomy evaluation in Slovakia is based on a quite stable framework. The key point is that local self-government with extensive autonomy had been introduced already in 1990, altogether with applying the “dual nature” of the public administration system, with separate self-government and state administration lines. This dual principle is valid through the whole observed period and influences the distribution of powers and policy discretion. Nevertheless, there are cases where self-government and state administration overlap and must co-operate or coordinate themselves. There is also a minor scope of delegated powers allocated to local self-government.
A solid base of local autonomy was build immediately at the beginning of the post-socialist period. It later increased thanks to decentralisation reform processes (2002-2006, e.g. Act 416/2001 on the transfer of powers from state administration). Afterwards, more sectoral changes are observable that slightly supported an increase in local autonomy. In a few sections, I changed the previous evaluation (LAI 1.0). It is due to more specific explanation in this phase of the project (respecting actual codebook) and also taking into account praxis of local self-government functioning.
Among contradictory issues, I can mention some disputes concerning the efficient provision of particular powers. It influences a large number of small local self-governments (with insufficient capacities). It is important to add that further fragmentation of local self-governments stopped almost 20 years ago by legislation. Such disputes concerns, for example, their financial vitality and selected powers administration, which is under criticism (e.g. it is a set of powers concerning “building order” often criticised for its long duration). The more or less stable local self-government functioning framework positively influence the respected position of the two association of local self-governments.
Self-rule
1. Institutional depth
Institutional depth or status is primarily based on the main Act 369/1990 addressing local self-government (and its amendments). In this case, I decided to change the previous score to the highest possible. Under the current formulation (codebook) of this variable, I took into account that Slovak local self-governments can act freely according to their decisions, and any duties/limits can be imposed only by legislation. The Constitution guarantees it, and it is real praxis (so it can be perceived as “power of immunity” paraphrasing Clark). Local self-government can be considered formally autonomous, and it also can choose the tasks they want to perform. They have the “right to the initiative” besides the powers of other authorities (as mentioned for score “3” in the coding book). In fact, they are often active also in these fields but in co-operation with responsible authorities.

CODING: 3
2. Policy scope
EDUCATION
CODING 2
Pre-school education – score 1
Primary education - score 1: 

Secondary education – Score 0
Local self-government powers in the field of education increased within the processes of decentralisation reforms. Details clarified the next package of legislation (Act 596/2003 on schools state administration and school self-government, Act 597/2003 on financing school). The basic education framework, curriculum issues regulates the legislation (e.g. Act 245/2008 on education and training) and the Ministry of Education. Local self-government legally acts as the founder of kindergartens and schools. Due to the dominant role of local self-government in pre-school and primary education, the highest score is given.    

Kindergartens provision is a competence of local self-governments in age 3-6. Nevertheless, it is not an obligatory function to provide kindergarten to all children in this age group (so they responded on demand). Current legislation is setting obligatory provision of kindergartens in future for all children in the near future. The completion of the kindergartens’ network is progressing, with the support of the state (by specialised grant schemes). There are also private and church-run kindergartens (about 5-6% of all children). Pre-school education will be obligatory since autumn 2021 for five years old children. Within a few years, all children will have the possibility to attend kindergarten. Local self-governments are responsible for financing their operation - building maintenance, services provision, and staff payments. They also can apply for state funds, e.g. for new kindergartens building, their enlargements, equipment. Parents contribute a small sum to children attendance at kindergarten. They are also responsible for personal issues (but the legislation sets e.g. qualification standards).
The situation in primary education is in many aspects similar (e.g. they are often organisationally integrated). Local self-governments are fully responsible, manage schools operation, maintenance, additional services (meals, school clubs), local art schools, supervise schools via school boards and specialised commissions, including personal matters etc. Only a minor number of children attend private or church-run schools. However, primary schools are extensively funded by the central state (by far the most significant transfer) by formula based transfer (in principle covering salaries). Salaries follow national structure combining praxis duration and qualification (so-called tariff salary, the teacher must get), the rest is in the hand of schools and local self-governments (the final size of transfer to school, it depends on the financial situation of local self-government and their own policy in this field). In fact, headmasters and local self-government (as founder) have enough tools have to manage salaries flexible according to their needs (e.g. part-time jobs, additional benefits/remunerations...) primarily due to powers in personal issues (more teachers, less teachers, contract duration… there are also some general some qualification requirements and limits set in Labour Code).
Each local self-government manages local schools’ network (all kinds of education until 15 years) on its territory (agreement is also needed for schools opening of other “founders” as private or church schools). They also propose liquidation of small schools (of course, there is the obligatory explanation of what will happen with pupils) and reduce the number of schools (in cities) upon request to the Ministry of Education. Praxis is that it is the formal issue, with no obstacles from the Ministry to get approval. There is an opportunity that the school can go to liquidation based on the proposal of School Inspection as part of state administration (if there are any serious problems in school), but it is very very rare (there were even some court trials and complicated proving of deficiencies to achieve school closure in this way…). The position of local self-government in managing schools confirms selection of headmaster. It is in the hand of School Board (school self-government body with representatives of teachers, other school employees, parents, representatives of the founder – local self-government – usually local councillors). Their proposal is submitted to Local/City Council, which can refuse (by voting) such a proposal and a new round of headmaster selection is needed.
Secondary education belongs to the main powers of regional self-government. There is no direct involvement of local self-governments in managing secondary education. 
SOCIAL ASSISTANCE 
CODING 0.5
Economic assistance – score 0.5 
Work training – score 0

Integration of refugees – score 0
Powers of local self-government in economic assistance had been marginal during the first decade after 1989. They provided occasional assistance and co-operated with the state administration. Since 2003, local self-governments powers increased (legislation 599/2003 on support in material need), including a set of original or delegated powers. However, their role diminished and more decision-making powers transferred to the state administration’s district office (Office of Labour, Social Affairs and Family) since 2010. Previous powers had been strongly reduced, and plans for further decentralisation in this field stopped in 2009 (Act 599/2003 as amended, later also Act 417/2013). Their role is mainly advisory/first contact, provide “one-shot” support, participate in selected forms of assistance (activation works – local public employment).  
Responsibility concerning work training (including training/retraining of unemployed, those with reduced work capacity) is entirely under the control of state administration – its Office of Labour, Social Affairs and Family, working at the district level. 
Despite the existence of the Migration Policy of the Slovak Republic (2011) and National Integration Policy (2014), integration of refugees issue is less elaborated into efficient policy measures (and their implementation on various levels and lines of the public administration, e.g. ambition to adopt local integration strategies is rarely fulfiled). It is partly related to a low number of refugees, asylum seekers and migrants (also reflecting a more “passive” role of Slovakia in this field as a central state position). In this context, a more relevant issue is the rising number of migrant workers and foreigners concentrated primarily in some larger cities. Local self-governments involvement in this field is marginal and depend on local self-government initiative. It co-operates in this field with regional self-government, state administration and non-governmental organisations. This issue is managed primarily by the Ministry of Interior (and its institutions like the Migration Office). No concrete tasks are allocated to local self-government, although their participation is considered inevitable. Zero scores are given despite some shift towards more direct voluntary involvement of local self-governments in certain integration matters (education of children, housing, information provision) in selected cities (especially larger cities).  
HEALTH
CODING 0
Primary health services – score 0

Hospitals – score 0 

Dental services – score 0
Local self-governments are not involved in health care and the public health system. This power is under the control of the central state, its specialised administration, partly with some regional self-government regulatory power (licenses, supervision). Local self-government involvement or intervention is minimum and occasional in this field. It is, e.g. under the situation when they would like to attract primary or dental health care provider into their city/village (e.g. offering space for rent at favourable prices).
Primary health care services are private, working predominantly under contract with health care insurance companies. What we can find, for example, is that local self-governments own buildings where health care services are provided (centralised clinics with ambulances space for rent). 
Hospitals are not the responsibilities of local self-governments in Slovakia. We can find diverse hospital providers/operators as regional self-government (decreasing), central state, private companies (private hospital networks). We can find a very tiny number of municipal hospitals (and we can expect complete withdrawal of local self-governments from this service). 

Dental services are private activity (based on the contract with the health insurance companies or fully private and paid by patients), with no role of local self-government.
LAND USE 
CODING 2
Building permits - score 1

Zoning - score1 

The right to manage its spatial development and land use had been assigned to local self-government already in the early nineties, within the initial introduction of local self-government (Act 369/1990, Act 50/1976 as amended). Typical powers included various territorial planning documents elaboration, including key zoning document - Master Plan (Slov. Územný plán obce/mesta) preparation and approval. 
Local self-government powers increased in this field after decentralisation reform after the year 2002. At that time, new legislation adopted concerning the strengthening of powers in land use and territorial planning (Act 416/2001), under which local self-governments obtained powers also in the field of “building order” and serves as so-called “Building office” (with extensive powers, including e. g. building permits). Since 2005, they obtained much more freedom in the field of real property taxation. So they now manage a set of crucial powers that allow them efficiently influence land use on their territory. For these reasons, the highest score is appropriate.
PUBLIC TRANSPORT
CODING 0.5
Bus transport services – score 0,5

Railway transport services – score 0

Local self-government has a decisive role in local mass public transport (usually bus service, in largest cities also trams and trolleybuses) operating on their territory (e.g. Act 369/1990, Act 168/1996 on road transport and its amendments). It decides on licences for such transport. It is often also public transport provider (own mass transport companies in largest cities) or provides public transport based on contract base (mostly with transport companies providing regular transport service in their region). It also arranges transport for people with specific needs (elderly, with disabilities).

Local self-government has a minimal role in railway transport and regional bus transport (consulting bus stops, terminals, transport schedules).

HOUSING
CODING 0.5
Housing and town development – 0,25
Social housing – 0,25
The role of local self-government in housing and town development is relatively narrow (like housing zone designation in planning documents, building permissions, housing policy inclusion into local development strategies and local community plan of social services…). Housing is the responsibility of the citizens, supported by the set of central state introduced tools (e.g. Ministry of Transport and Construction 2015). The total majority of the older housing stock had been privatised in the early nineties at affordable prices to tenants, and the total majority of new housing is built privately. Major actors in the town development and housing are the private sector, citizens, banking sector and state.

Only a very marginal share of the housing stock is under the control of local self-governments, mostly serving as rented social housing. This role of local self-governments in social housing is increasing within the last years, accompanied by increased support of the central state and the rising role of local self-government in the social housing sphere (and with more tools). Nevertheless, activity in this field and state support is available also to other actors (e.g. NGOs, tenant associations). In fact, possibilities of local self-governments are limited and social housing stock marginal. There are numerous local self-governments with almost no capacity to deal with social housing (staff, land, buildings). The score increased after the legislation concerning development planning and social housing had been adopted/amended during 2008-2013 (Acts 448/2008, 442/2010 on housing development subsidies and social housing, Act 150/2013 on state housing development fund). It clarified activities in this field at the level of local self-government (including more support from the central state). Nevertheless, it is still a marginal activity for most of them.
POLICE
CODING 0.5
Public order – score 0,25

Traffic police – score 0,25
The opportunity to establish municipal police units is available since the early 1990s (Act 564/1991). However, only a few local self-governments used this opportunity, although their number increased during the decades. Their primary role is in the field of public order, but step by step is increasing their role of traffic policing (still incomparable to state police). Nevertheless, their powers are circumscribed, and a decisive role in all fields have state police. It multiplies the fact that such units are operating in a minor number of local self-governments. Municipal units are small (majority below ten police officers), except for larger cities. Municipal police units operate only in 167 local self-governments, with about 2500 police officers in service (20% of them in Bratislava and Košice, Ministry of Interior 2019). A further expansion in the local police field limit cost needed for such a service. Local/city councils supervise activities of municipal police, and there is reporting obligation towards state police/Ministry of the Interior. Both lines of police intensively co-operate. The municipal police can act on the territory of other local self-government based on the agreement between local self-governments (sometimes used, e.g. in a case of large events…). 
CARING
CODING 2
General caring -1
Special groups – 0,5
Child protection – 0,5
Local self-government had no explicit powers in caring functions during the nineties. Their activities in this field were more or less voluntary, occasional and supportive. The transfer of powers started in this field during the 2002-2005 decentralisation reform (focusing on daycare services). These powers were extended and more specified since 2009 (Act 448/2008 on Social Services). The caring function of local self-governments focuses primarily on the elderly, but it also addresses marginalised communities, children and youth, the disabled, people/families in critical life situations, and the homeless. Most of the caring functions share with deconcentrated state administration (Office of Labour, Social Affairs and Family at district level), and regional self-government. They act together in many matters. Nevertheless, local self-governments are involved in all social care fields due to their local staff availability and local knowledge. Local self-governments have specialised staff focusing on social affairs. Except for elderly care, local self-government does not provide extensive infrastructure (more active in larger cities, but more active are regional self-government and state). Some infrastructure is provided on the basis of contract and support of other social services providers (primarily non-govt.) 
A similar situation is in the case of a special group (disabled, marginalised,…). Local self-governments provide some support, supervision, focus e.g. on integration issues (e.g. children integration - being responsible also for school), provide some occasional financial contribution in a specific situation, and support other actors active in those fields. However, their power and capacities are more limited in this case, and a more systemic role has state administration.
The state administration also dominates child protection, but many local responsibilities also required from local self-governments (Acts 305/2005, 36/2005 - both focusing on family and child protection, 448/2008 on Social Services). Local self-government staff serve as a contact point, co-operate with state administration (Office of Labour, Social Affair and Family at district level). 
For mentioned reasons – powers sharing of state administration, regional self-government and local self-government, and the very diverse situation in individual self-government, half points were used in the case of the special group and child protection. 
3. Effective political discretion
Values are very similar, sometimes with small postponements due to the actual application of legislation. Usually, powers are precisely divided among self-government and state administration, so local self-governments usually obtain adequate policy discretion. 
CODING: 2
4. Fiscal autonomy
Until 2005, local self-government could set only marginal local taxes. It changed within fiscal decentralisation processes (e.g. Act 582/2004 on local taxes and local fees). One major tax can be set with a few restrictions - real estate/property tax. This tax generates, within the last years, about 7 % of local self-governments total income. There is also a package of less generous local taxes they can set (generating 3-4 % of local self-government total revenues). There are some limitations in property taxation reflecting the inappropriate approach of a few local self-government after they got full freedom in property taxation (e.g. they excessively taxed some businesses). Limits address primarily the possibility of extremely high taxation (but still with enough freedom) and intra-territorial excesses (usually, it is in a form that maximum tax rate is e.g. 5times, 10times higher as the lowest tax rate). Nevertheless, it still provides a very free condition for local self-governments in property taxation, not fully used (in general, we are taxing property less than usual in Slovakia). E.g. for 2020 or 2021, many local self-governments increased property taxation at about 20-40% in some categories of property (usually it is done once within one electoral period). Taking into account a set of factors influencing the meaning of fiscal autonomy (one major tax with a few restrictions – in our case property tax, and group of other local taxes, including e.g. development fee/tax, the share of main “free” local taxes on total revenues), I propose after consultation the score 1,5. 
CODING: 1,5
5. Financial transfer system
During the whole history of self-government in Slovakia, there have been almost totally dominating conditional transfers. The tiny share of unconditional transfers was observable only during the nineties (for small local self-governments). Transfers must be obligatorily spent on their allocated purposes (e.g. delegated powers, education, development projects). It means that transfers are usually project or criteria-based for a clear purpose. 
CODING: 0
6. Financial self-reliance

We can derive coding for this item according to aggregate data on local budgets and the composition of local taxes and fees. Own/local sources include property tax (real estate tax is a pure local tax) and other local fees (local public services) and non-tax revenues of local self-governments. They altogether compose about 20% of annual revenues within the last years.

Personal income tax as a shared tax, and by far the highest source of income – despite its traditional allocation to local self-government, we can not consider it a strictly pure own source of revenues. This tax is, for more than 15 years, the stable source of local revenues. Local self-governments are extremely sensitive to any debate concerning replacing this source (experts and central state bodies induced such attempts). It is now generally respected as (in fact) self-government tax – it was always at about 70% yield guaranteed for local self-government (and the rest for regional self-government). Even a minor share of the central state had been cancelled in the meantime. So it is a bit specific situation – it is a shared tax, but only among self-government levels and not with the state. Representatives of local and regional self-government very carefully observe any attempts to influence this tax (e.g., attempts to increase non-taxable base). Of course, the rules for this tax, including distribution rules, are under the control of the central state, including its equalising role (although formulas are stable as well). So despite the prevailing perception of PIT as a solid “self-government tax”, it is primarily under the auspices of the central state, so taking into account mentioned amount of own sources, the score is 1. 

CODING: 1
7. Borrowing autonomy

Borrowing did not require any authorisation before 2005 (except municipal bonds issuing, but it was a marginal source and now, for almost a decade, not used source of external financing). Due to problems that emerged at the end of the 1990s, simple caps had been introduced since 2005. It explains the change of coding from score 3 to score 2.

CODING: 2
8. Organisational autonomy
Elected by council or citizens – score 1

Decide elements of the political system – score 1

Hire their own staff – score 0,5
Fix salary of employees – score 0,5

Choose organisational structure – score 0,5

Establish legal entities – score 0,5

Local self-government in Slovakia enjoys extensive organisational autonomy. Citizens directly elect local councillors and mayors. Local self-government is free in local elections organisation within certain principles (multimember constituencies, proportional system), and limits set by legislation (e.g. recommended size of electoral districts). They can set the number of councillors according to local/city council decision with particular “ranges” defined in legislation, delimitation of electoral districts with the number of councillors. This early post-socialist tradition had not been changed by new legislation that consolidated electoral rights and rules in Slovakia (Act 180/2014).

Local self-governments can hire their staff according to their needs and preferences (number, qualification). They also fix the salaries of their employees freely. They are mostly adjusted to nationwide salary structures/tarrifs negotiated nationally (collective bargaining) e.g. in public administration, education. They decide freely on tariffs for particular posts, including various supplementary remunerations, benefits (they partly depend on the actual financial situation of the individual self-governments).

Local self-governments are fully free in organisational matters. They can decide on organisational structure, number of staff, tasks allocated, subordination issues etc.

Local self-government can establish its own legal entities as the budgetary and contributory organisation and other general legal entities within general legislation rules (e.g. limited companies, joint-stock companies) following local/city council approval.

CODING (total): 4
Interactive-rule
9. Legal protection
Constitutional clauses – score 1
Recourse to constitutional courts – score 1

Other means - score 1

There are constitutional clauses concerning territorial self-government in Constitution. Slightly weaker was legal protection in the amended “socialist” Constitution (294/1990) concerning local self-government valid in 1990-1992. Afterwards, since 1993 (thanks to the new Slovak Constitution – act 460/1992), the constitutional backing of self-government in Slovakia strengthened. Local decisions and by-laws (e.g. challenged by the prosecutor’s office) can local self-government protect at courts, including Constitutional Court. This protection also works in praxis, with some “unclear” cases going to courts or even Constitutional Court. Taking into account explanatory notes in the codebook, the final score is 3. 
CODING: 3
10. Administrative supervision

Since the foundation of local self-government in 1990, there is minimal direct supervision of state institutions/administration. Administrative supervision primarily concerns compliance with the law, so they can not suspend a decision (it is possible only by the court). It reflects dual lines of public administration with separate powers among them.
CODING: 3
11. Central or regional access

Central and regional access was less extensive and efficient during the 1990s. There strongly dominated central state interests and more extensive attention to state administration within “state-building processes”. The regional level of self-government absented until 2002. At that time, central and regional state administration (and lower levels) used rare consultation and informal linkages towards local self-government. The situation improved since the turn of the century, after the change of central government. It influenced decentralisation reform preparatory processes, and it increased into standard forms within the processes of joining EU, including shift towards partnership principles etc. Two well-organised associations of local self-governments are involved in regular consultation with higher levels of government. There are numerous representatives of local self-governments also elected into upper-level representative bodies, including the Slovak Parliament. In fact, no crucial central government decision/legislation concerning the field of sub-central governments is adopted if any kind of agreement with two associations of local self-governments is achieved. There are many partnerships based bodies addressing various public policies fields at the ministries, in which representatives of local self-government are regular members. The interests at the regional self-government level are also well protected because many regional councillors are also mayors or local councillors (or being initially active at the local level). For these reasons score increased from 2 to 3.
CODING: 3
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Additional questions (2020 only)
With these additional questions on the potential causal mechanisms and effects of local autonomy, we want to collect a current perception. More concretely, it means that it would be great if you could give us your answers to these questions directly here (i.e. no coding sheet), without considering any possible asymmetries in your country (i.e. national level only) or any changes over time (i.e. 2020 only). Any interesting (legal) indication may be also mentioned/added.
To better understand how an external shock may cause a change in local autonomy in a given country, a question is asked about the implication of Covid-19 pandemic.
The effects of local autonomy concern the satisfaction with local government service delivery, the importance of local government for citizens, the satisfaction with local democracy, the turnout at local elections and the trustworthiness of local politicians.
Implication of Covid-19 Pandemic
	Implication of Covid-19 pandemic
	The extent to which the autonomy of local government has been impacted by the Covid-19 pandemic
	0-3
	0 local government autonomy has generally decreased with the Covid-19 pandemic

1 local government autonomy has not been impacted by the Covid-19 pandemic

2 local government autonomy in health has increased with the Covid-19 pandemic

3 local government autonomy in health and in other fields related to the Covid-19 pandemic has increased


CODING: 2
The evaluation of local self-government during the pandemic is a bit complicated. While the first wave of pandemic seemed less critical, the second wave had been more devastating in terms of positive cases number and death rate. We could observe rising local self-government roles in public health, although it has almost no obligatory powers in this field. There had been a significant retreat from a more centralist approach applied at the beginning of the pandemic. Local self-governmental adopted various measures independently or in co-operation with public health authorities, regional self-government and the central state. The local self-governments’ implementation capacities were often evaluated as critical (including implementation of central state formulated measures as mass testing). Nevertheless, there appeared some tensions among local self-governments and central state under the Emergency state, which gives the central state more powers over local self-government (but it also allowed to cover some pandemic costs by central government). Finally, the covid pandemic strengthened the position and perception of local self-government among citizens.
Satisfaction with local government service delivery
	Satisfaction with local government service delivery
	The extent to which the citizens are satisfied with local government service delivery
	0-3
	0 citizens are generally not satisfied at all with local government service delivery

1 citizens are generally moderately satisfied with local government service delivery

2 citizens are generally mostly satisfied with local government service delivery
3 citizens are generally entirely satisfied with local government service delivery


CODING: 2
There is a lack of reliable nationwide surveys/opinion polls (although they are sometimes organised within local planning and development documents adoption). According to those surveys available, there prevail quite a high level of satisfaction with local self-government services delivery (Transparency International Slovensko 2018). In many types of services, satisfaction is above 60 %.

Importance of local government for citizens
	Importance of local government
	The extent to which local government has an important role in the daily life of citizens
	0-3
	0 local government is not important at all in the daily life of citizens

1 local government is somewhat important in the daily life of citizens

2 local government is important in the daily life of citizens

3 local government is very important in the daily life of citizens


CODING: 3
Due to important powers, local self-government is considered very important in citizens’ daily lives, as deducted from some sources (ZMOS 2021, Plichtova and Šestakova 2019).
Satisfaction with local democracy
	Satisfaction with local democracy
	The extent to which the citizens are satisfied with local democracy
	0-4
	0 citizens are not at all satisfied with local democracy

1 citizens are rather not satisfied with local democracy

2 citizens are neither dissatisfied nor satisfied with local democracy

3 citizens are rather satisfied with local democracy

4 citizens are entirely satisfied with local democracy
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The latest research confirms relatively high satisfaction with local democracy and participation (Plichtova and Šestakova 2019).

Turnout at local elections
	Turnout at local elections
	Electoral turnout at local elections (approximately, last general elections)
	0-4
	0 no elections

1 between 1 and 25 %

2 between 26 and 50 %

3 between 51 and 75 %

4 between 76 and 100 %
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Local elections 2018 – participation 48,7 % (2014 – 48,3 %)

	Electoral participation on local level compared to electoral participation on national level
	The extent to which electoral participation on local level is higher than on national level 
	0-2
	0 electoral participation on local level is generally lower than electoral participation on national level

1 electoral participation on local and on national level are very much the same

2 electoral participation on local level is generally higher than electoral participation on national level
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Parliamentary elections 2020 – participation 65,8 % (2016 – 59,8 %); local elections 2018 – participation 48,7 % (2014 – 48,3 %).
Trustworthiness of local politicians

	Perception of trustworthiness of local politicians
	The extent to which local politicians are trustworthy
	0-4
	0 local politicians are not at all trustworthy

1 local politicians are rather not trustworthy

2 local politicians moderately trustworthy

3 local politicians are rather trustworthy

4 local politicians are very much trustworthy
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Although we have not direct information on this (as local politicians), local self-government is among the most trustworthy institutions in Slovakia. According to various research, it is about 50-70% of citizens’ satisfaction according to specialised surveys (ZMOS 2021, Plichtova a Šestakova 2019). 
	Perception of trustworthiness of local politicians compared to national politicians
	Whether local politicians are more trustworthy than national politicians
	0-2
	0 local level politicians are generally less trustworthy than national politicians

1 local and national politicians are similar in terms of trustworthiness

2 local level politicians are generally more trustworthy than national politicians
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Although there rarely appear some “personal failures” among mayors or councillors, in general, local politicians (mayors, councillors) are considered more trustworthy comparing to national politicians (besides already mentioned sources also e. g. Europarometer 2018). 
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