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Local Autonomy Index 2.0 (2015-2020): Slovenia (SVN)

Introduction
By Irena Baclija Brajnik, University of Ljubljana (associate professor)

Local autonomy index 2.0 for Slovenia refers to scoring of lowest level of local government – municipalities. Slovenia only has one level of local government. There is a very small difference between urban and non-urban (however not rural) municipalities, regarding policy scope and effective political discretion (and this is explained and coded accordingly).  
Self-rule
1. Institutional depth
The Article 140. Of the Constitution of the Republic of Slovenia (Official gazette no. 33I/1991, 33I/1991-I-UZIU, 42/1997, 66/2000, 24/2003, 69/2004, 47/2013) reads: 

The competencies of a municipality comprise local affairs which may be regulated by the municipality autonomously and which affect only the residents of the municipality.

By law, the state may transfer to municipalities the performance of specific duties within the state competence if it also provides the financial resources to enable such.

State authorities shall supervise the proper and competent performance of work relating to matters vested in local community authorities by the state.

Additionally Law on Local self-government (Official gazette no. 94/2007, 76/2008, 79/2009, 51/2010, 40/2012-ZUJF) predefines a wide scope of public tasks of local nature. But municipalities may undertake additional tasks (that are not within formal authority of other entity) that are not stipulated in the Law on Local self-government (see also Vlaj, 2001: 132).  However this never happens, thus half score 2,5 pt.
CODING:2,5
2. Policy scope
EDUCATION

CODING 1,5

Pre-school education – score 1: Kindergartens Act (Official Gazette no. 100/05 – 25/08, 98/09 – ZIUZGK, 36/10, 62/10 – ZUPJS, 94/10 – ZIU, 40/12 – ZUJF, 14/15 – ZUUJFO, 55/17 in 18/21) stipulates that local government has full authority to establish and build kindergartens (0,5 pt) and has full responsibility for personnel (0,5 pt), but salaries are predefined (teachers are included in the Law on civil service  and are in the fixed system of civil service payment system, that does not enable flexible paying system). 

Primary Education - score 0,5: Law on organization and financing of education (Zakon o organizaciji in financiranju vzgoje in izobraževanju Official gazette no. 16/2007-UPB1, 36/2008, 58/2009) stipulates that local authority establishes (among others) primary schools, nominates municipal representatives in School councils (also mayor gives consensus for kindergarten principal nomination etc.), gives opinion on employment plan. According to Law, local government is responsible for construction and maintenance of school buildings (0,5 pt). Personnel is paid by the national government.

Under municipal (partial) authority there are two levels of educational system (kindergartens and primary schooling). Although local authority is actively included into educational system (either with giving concessions or by nominating local representatives in School Councils), it is preschool system where their influence is greater. 

Secondary education – Score 0: this is a responsibility for the national government, not the municipalities.
SOCIAL ASSISTANCE 
CODING 0 

Economic assistance – Score 0: Economic assistance is deconsecrated function in Slovenia, thus Social assistant centers (over 60 of them) are under state authority. Thus Local governments are not responsible for providing distress relief, however there are some larger urban municipalities that provide municipal distress relief, but are not obligated to do so.

Municipalities are obligated to cover costs of health insurance for individuals that are not able to do so and are eligible for subsidy (national government sets eligibility threshold).

Work training – score 0: There is no authority over work training or rehabilitation. 

Integration of refugees – Score 0: Regarding integration of the refugees, there is a Temporary Protection of Displaced Persons Act (Zakon o začasni zaščiti razseljenih oseb (Official gazette. 16/17) that merely states that municipalities have to cooperate UNHCR if needed.  

HEALTH 

CODING 2

Primary health services – Score 1: Law on health care and health insurance (Zakon o zdravstvenem varstvu in zdravstvenem zavarovanju, Official gazette no. 72/2006-UPB3, 114/2006, 91/2007, 71/2008, 76/2008, 62/2010-ZUPJS, 87/2011, 40/2012-ZUJF, 91/2013) stipulates that local authority establishes primary health care facility (0,5 pt) (but only after approval from Ministry of health), also gives consensus and/or nominates the director of health facility, implements preventive programs, nominates candidates for Council of health facility. Local authority is also fully responsible for personnel (staffing and salaries), however within predefined parameters (educational standards for medical personnel + medical personnel is included in the Law on civil service  and are in the fixed system of civil service payment system (0,5pt).

Hospitals – score 0: No authority, just issues opinion when upper government level establishes hospital.

Dental services – Score 1: Same as with primary health (0,5 + 0,5)

LAND USE 
CODING 1

Zoning and building permits - Score 1: Although municipalities are fully responsible for administering zooning (1 pt), they don’t have responsibility for administering building permits (0 pt), as this is provided by administrative unites (deconcentrated administrative units). 
-Law on local self-government stipulates that municipalities plan spatial development, carry out tasks in the areas of encroachments in physical space and the construction of facilities in accordance with the law, and ensure the public service of the management of building land.

-Law on land planning (Zakon o prostorskem načrtovanju, Official gazette, no. 33/2007, 70/2008-ZVO-1B, 108/2009, 80/2010-ZUPUDPP (106/2010-popr.), 57/2012, 57/2012-ZUPUDPP-A, 109/2012) stipulates that municipal council prepares building plan, decides on priorities in planning, infrastructure, prepares impact assessment. 

-There are also other legal acts regarding spatial management (naming streets, etc.) that apply.  

PUBLIC TRANSPORT 
CODING 0,5

Public transport – score 0 (0,5 for urban municipalities): Public transport is not specifically listed in the Law on local self-government as a task municipalities are to undertake. Consequently I would assign grade 0. There are however other legal measures that enable local authorities to set up public transport If needed. Urban municipalities would score 0,5 pt, as they can according to the Law on communal activities  (article 3) organize city or wider city area public transport.  
HOUSING 

CODING 0,5

Housing – score 0,5: There are two levels of housing policy (national and local) in Slovenia. Local level is stronger regarding social, non-profit housing and is an active player in addressing housing issues.  

-Law on local self-government stipulates that municipalities are to create the conditions for the construction of housing and provide for an increase in the rent/social welfare housing fund.

-Law on housing (Stanovanjski zakon, Official gazette no. 69/2003, 18/2004, 47/2006, 57/2008, 90/2009 Odl. US: U-I-128/08-18, 62/2010-ZUPJS, 56/2011) stipulates that local authorities can protect tenants in the municipality (also to establish Council of tenants), establishes funds for building non-profit housing, builds non-profit housing (also for profit), subsidize rents in the municipality, etc. 

- Local government also adopts guidelines for new constructions in the municipality (type of roof, color of the façade, etc.) to maintain coherent visual appearance of the buildings. 

POLICE 
CODING 0,5

Public order – score 0 (0,25 since 2017): Local government has authority over traffic police, but some actions that traffic police may undertake fall under public order category. According to Municipal Warden Services Act (Zakon o občinskem redarstvu, Official gazette no. 139/06 and 9/17) article 3, Traffic police oversees public order, but is more limited in actions than police. As there is some authority, but it is minor and shared with the police I assign 0,25 pt. However these changes were introduced in 2017, so before that I assign 0 pt.
Traffic police – score 0,25: Local government has authority over traffic police (traffic constabulary), however its powers are shared with the police and minor in comparison to the police (can’t perform all activities for overseeing traffic). I would assign 0,25 pt.

CARING 1 (2015 – 2020 no changes)

General caring services – score 1:According to Social care act (Zakon o socialnem varstvu, Official gazette no. 3/07-UPB2, 61/10-ZSVarPre, 62/10-ZUPJS, 57/12, 39/16, 52/16 – ZPPreb, 15/17 – DZ, 29/17, 54/17, 21/18 – ZNOrg, 31/18 – ZOA-A, 28/19) local government provides and finances “family assistants”. Family assistants are mechanisms to provide at home help to elderly and disabled persons. It is a relevant and often used mechanism. Additionally Vocational Rehabilitation and Employment of Persons with Disabilities Act (Zakon o zaposlitveni rehabilitaciji in zaposlovanju invalidov, Official gazette no. 16/07-UPB2, 87/11, 96/12-ZPIZ-2, 98/14) stipulates that Local government promotes establishment of employment centers for disabled. However this is passive function and not often used. Another passive function is also included in the Equalisation of Opportunities for Persons with Disabilities Act (Zakon o izenačevanju enakih možnosti invalidov, Official gazette no. 94/10, 50/14, 32/17), where it is stated that Local government defines how public transport has to be adapted to disabled persons. 
Service for special groups – score 0: municipalities have no authority over services for special groups. 

Child protection – score 0: Local government has little authority over this policy area. Local government can establish center for educating children with special needs, but only after approval from higher level of government (Placement of Children with Special Needs Act; Zakon o usmerjanju otrok s posebnimi potrebami, Official gazette 58/11, 40/12-ZUJF, 90/12, 41/17-ZOPOPP). And Local government covers costs of kindergarten care for children in foster care (Exercise of Rights from Public Funds Act; Zakon o uveljavljanju pravic iz javnih sredstev, Official gazette, no. 62/10, 40/11, 40/12-ZUJF, 57/12-ZPCP-2D, 14/13, 99/13, 14/15-ZUUJFO, 57/15, 90/15, 38/16 – odl. US, 88/16, 61/17 – ZUPŠ, 75/17, 77/18, 47/2019). I am assigning 0pt.
CODING:2
3. Effective political discretion

EDUCATION – score 1
I would argue that effective policy discretion is a bit lower than policy scope, mostly because of strict national standards that are set by the national government (e.g. size of the facilities, number of bathrooms per child, food standards, educational standards for personnel, …). There is some authoritative decision making for Pre-schooling (0,5 pt) and for Primary school (0,5 pt.).

SOCIAL ASSISTANCE – score 0,5 

I would asses that although effective policy discretion in case of social assistance, especially measured with whether or not poverty relief is provided, is low, however municipalities develop own economic assistance where needed (e.g. poorer urban areas). Local government do (can) however provide additional local economic assistance, over which they have full authority. So for economic assistance I would assign 0,5 pt. For other categories 0 pt.

HEALTH – score 1 

Similarly as for the category Education I would argue that effective policy discretion is a bit lower than policy scope, mostly because of strict national standards that are set by the national government (e.g. size of the facilities, number of medical staff per inhabitant, equipment standards, educational standards for personnel, …).

I would argue that although local authorities can cooperate in managing and organizing primary health care, they are under immense pressure from normative (building, personnel, health standards etc.) that prevent true local policy. Aside that there are still unresolved issues between national and local authorities regarding jurisdiction division between state and municipalities in health policy (see also Court of Audit, 2008).

For Primary health and Dental services category I assign 0,5 pt. 

LAND USE – score 0,5 

Local governments cant decide on building permits, but can decide on zooning. Although there is normative task of (also) local authority to plan land use, latest report  show that autonomy is severely hampered due to legal frameworks (regarding water supply, protected areas etc.), prior approval from higher levels of governments, and ambiguity in national legislation. Thus effective discretion is low. Building permits 0 pt; Zoning 0,5pt.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT - score 0,5 
Although public transport is not listed as municipal task, the Law on transport (Zakon o prevozih v cestnem prometu, Official Gazzette, no. 131/2006 (5/2007 - popr.), 123/2008, 28/2010, 49/2011, 48/2012-ZUJF, 57/2012) stipulates that local authority can establish legal entity to provide public transport in the municipality. In bigger municipalities organized (and often subsidized) public transport is quite common. As Urban municipalities can according to the Law on communal activities (article 3) organize city or wider city area public transport. 

In reality many municipalities organize some type of public transport, usually by bus. The service is usually outsourced or local governments subsidize bus transport. As railway transport in the country is poorly organized and has bad infrastructure, people rely on bus services (0,5 pt). 

HOUSING –score 0,5 
Local governments have to create the conditions for the construction of housing and provide for an increase in the rent/social welfare housing fund. This is provided by establishing funds for building non-profit housing, building non-profit housing (also for profit), subsidizing rents in the municipality. In larger municipalities these activities are present. So for social housing there is a real authoritative decision-making (0,5 pt.).  

POLICE – score 0,25- 0,5 (0,25 from 2015-2017; 0,5 from 2018-2020)

There is no substantive differentiation between de iure and de facto local autonomy on this policy area.  
CARING – score 1 
There is no substantive differentiation between de iure and de facto local autonomy on this policy area.  

CODING:2
4. Fiscal autonomy

Municipalities revenues are: taxes and non-tax revenues, inter-governmental transfers, revenues from own assets and donations. To asses municipal fiscal autonomy, most important revenue are taxes and non-tax revenues that municipality sets autonomously (either base, or rate or both). According to the general legal framework  municipalities are entitled to the tax on assets, inheritance and gift taxes, tax on profit from gambling, tax on trading in intangible property and other taxes stipulated by law. More specifically Financing of Municipalities Act lists revenues deriving from municipal own tax sources,  which include property tax, vessel tax, tax on real estate transactions, inheritance and gift tax, tax on profit from gambling and any other tax where so provided by the Act governing taxes. It also lists municipal own non-tax sources, which include imposed contributions, fees (dues), fines, concession fees, charges for local public services, etc., and environmental taxes. However only five taxes can be listed as own taxes (thus local government is free to set tax or has upper limit or sets tax allowances or credits). These are: Compensation for the use of building land and Municipal fees, where local government sets the tax rate and any tax reliefs without needing to consult a higher level government (category a.1); Tourist tax and Fines for offences where local government sets the tax rate, and a higher level government sets upper and lower limits on the rate chosen (category b.1); and Revenues from communal contributions, where local government sets tax reliefs by tax credits (category c.2).  None of these taxes represent more than 1% of GDP, thus no major taxes that are under local government authority to set.
CODING:1
5. Financial transfer system
According to the codebook, shared tax that local government has no influence over has to be registered as financial transfer. That instructs that Income tax, that is shared between national and local governments and represents over 60% of municipal revenue, is financial transfer. As this source is not conditional, Slovenia has unconditional financial transfers between 60 and 80 per cent. 

In previous LAI I gave financial transfer 0, as Income tax was not understood as transfer, but as shared tax and as one Slovene author (Milunovič) questioned un-conditionality of that tax. After literature review I came across the assessment by Council of Europe “In Slovenia the degree of decentralisation is low. The use of own local taxation is not high. Slovenia has shown a strong performance by replacing all earmarked grants with general grants in 1999.”  I understand that the discrepancy in opinion whether Income tax as shared tax is conditional or unconditional, comes from confronting de iure and de facto opinion. De iure Income tax (part that is assigned to municipalities by national government) is truly unconditional tax as it is not limited for specific use. However de facto, local governments are constrained by numerous standards and rules (e.g. have to pay for services that citizens are entitled to by national government  - e.g. second child in kindergarten pays only 30% of caring price, municipality covers 100% cost for family assistants, …). This turns local governments in executors of national policies, thus to say that income tax (which represents over 50% of total municipal revenue) is spent completely freely is not a fair statement.  
CODING:2
6. Financial self-reliance

According to OECD (2006) classification, only five tax and non-tax revenues are set autonomously by the local government. These are: Compensation for the use of building land and Municipal fees, where local government sets the tax rate and any tax reliefs without needing to consult a higher level government (category a.1); Tourist tax and Fines for offences where local government sets the tax rate, and a higher level government sets upper and lower limits on the rate chosen (category b.1); and Revenues from communal contributions, where local government sets tax reliefs by tax credits (category c.2). Sum of revenue from these five sources is on average 15%.
CODING:1
7. Borrowing autonomy

According to the Law on the financing of municipalities, municipalities can borrow under prior authorization of Ministry of Finance. A and B of the codebook apply (no foreign borrowing  - Law on the financing of municipalities, article 10a; no borrowing above ceiling - Law on the financing of municipalities, article 10b).
CODING:1
8. Organisational autonomy

Executives (mayor) are elected by the citizens (1 pt). Local government may decide on element of electoral system (territorial definition of electoral districts and number of councillors; local council can change the number of council seats for next elections, but are limited by the number of citizens in the municipality (7 to 11 councillors in the municipality with  up to 3.000 citizens, 12 to 15 councillors in the municipality with  up to 5.000 citizens, 16 to 19 councillors in the municipality with  up to 10.000 citizens, 20 to 23 councillors in the municipality with  up to 15.000 citizens, 24 to 27 councillors in the municipality with  up to 20.000 citizens, 28 to 31 councillors in the municipality with  up to 30.000 citizens, 32 to 35 councillors in the municipality with over 30.000 citizens, 36 to 45 councillors in the municipality with over 100.000 citizens.) (Law on local elections) (1 pt). Local authorities hire their own staff (0,5 pt), choose organization structure of municipal administration (0,5 pt) and establish legal entities and municipal enterprises (Law on local self-government, Law on civil servants) (0,5). Local authorities can not fix the salary of their employees (All civil servants are on fixed system of civil service payment; Law on civil service ).
CODING:3,5
Interactive-rule
9. Legal protection

Local self-government in Slovenia is protected by the Constitution . Municipalities can bring disputes with national government before an arbitration committee with regard to the amount of the means allocated when tasks are deregulated from national to subnational levels (Article 25, Law on local-self-government). Until 2006 the Constitution (article 140) read “ With the prior consent of the municipality or wider self-governing local community, the state may by law vest specific duties within the state jurisdiction in the municipality or wider self-governing local community, if the state provides financial resources for this purpose.” Article was amended in 2006, and now it reads “By law, the state may transfer to municipalities the performance of specific duties within the state competence if it also provides the financial resources to enable such.” 

Article 143 of the Constitution prevented implementation of 2nd tier of local government (regionalization) and was also changed to decrease the protection of municipalities. Before the change higher levels of government were not able to inforce municipal merges or forming of regions, this changed to regions being envisioned by law (however until now regions have not been implemented).
CODING:2
10. Administrative supervision

According to the Law on local self-government (article 88 and 88.a) national government supervises the legality of local governments’ decisions. This is exercised by field ministries, depending on the policy area involved. Ministries are to give information and professional assistance. Ministries must warn the municipal body which they believe has issued an act which does not comply with the Constitution and the law, and also propose suitable solutions. In addition, ministries must warn competent municipal bodies if they determine that the municipal administration is not acting in accordance with the law or other regulations, and proposes suitable measures.

At the proposal of a ministry, the Government shall propose that the Constitutional Court withhold the execution of a municipal general act which the ministry or the Government believes may cause major disturbances in the implementation of municipal tasks, have harmful effects on the health or life of people, or cause major economic damage, or whose implementation would represent a violation of the Constitution or other legally guaranteed rights and freedoms of citizens. 

So higher levels of government can not override municipal decision, but can bring a decision that is assumed to be illegal in front of Constitutional Court.
CODING:3
11. Central or regional access

There are two bodies of formal representation of municipalities in national decision-making process. 

a)
National Council 

b)
Municipal associations 

National Council is the representative body for social, economic, professional and local interests (basically an upper chamber). It is composed of: - representatives of labour and social interests (functional interests) - representatives of local interests (territorial interests). It has 40 members. The interests they represent cover all the main segments of society:

 - four representatives of employers,

 - four representatives of employees,

 - four representatives of farmers, crafts and trades, and independent professions,

 - six representatives of non-commercial fields,

 - 22 representatives of local interests.

National Council can propose a bill, give opinion, propose a referendum, … and has somewhat limited right to veto on National Assembly’s decisions. Within seven days of the passing of a law and prior to its promulgation require the National Assembly to decide again on such law. In deciding again, a majority of all deputies must vote for such law to be passed unless the Constitution envisages a higher majority for the passing of the law under consideration. Such new decision by the National Assembly is final (also see Kaučič, Igor and Grad, Franc. 2007. Constitutional arrangement of the Republic of Slovenia. GV, Ljubljana). So within National Council there might be a reflection of (also) local interests, however this is not very likely, and it does not happen often. 

Municipal associations are described in Article 86 of Law on local self-government . According to this, if municipal association (with more than half of all municipalities as members) is established it acts as  representative body between the association’s municipalities and national bodies, international organisations of self-governing communities, and other international organisations. It is also co-financed by national government. According to Law on local self-government, Rules of procedures of National Assembly  and Rules of procedures of the Government, municipal associations have to be consulted when adopting legislation that influences local government system. This consultation mechanism is in place and has some influence on decision-making.
CODING:2
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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


So far there is a lack of analytical works about changes in local authority as a consequence of COVID 19 pandemics. I would asses that local government autonomy was so far not impacted by the pandemic. I would asses autonomy increased in some areas (pre-schooling, primary schools, caring functions), but not in health.
CODING: 1
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


There are no available studies of satisfaction with local government service delivery (I have also contacted National Statistic office and Archive of social science data). According to Report on the quality of life in European cities 2020  citizens are quite satisfied (especially feeling safe), but only Ljubljana was included in the survey. I would argue that on average citizens are moderately satisfied with municipal service delivery because municipalities are very different and in some (larger) citizens are more satisfied with economies of scale and in other (smaller) with tailor-fit services. Thus on average moderately satisfied.
CODING: 1
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


A rather dated survey from 2003 (Survey »Stališča o lokalni demokraciji«, CPR, FDV) included question “Overall, how satisfied are you with local self-government in Slovenia). On average they were somewhat satisfied, but more were dissatisfied than those very satisfied.

	00
	01
	02
	03
	04
	05
	06
	07
	08
	09
	10
	99-dont know

	2,7
	1,3
	3,4
	8,2
	11,5
	33,0
	12,7
	10,2
	5,5
	0,9
	1,1
	9,5


(0 very dissatisfied, 10 very satisfied)
CODING: 1
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


Same 2003 survey included question about satisfaction with local democracy. Answers were rather neutral.

	00
	01
	02
	03
	04
	05
	06
	07
	08
	09
	10
	99

	3,6
	1,9
	4,5
	9,2
	11,3
	30,5
	12,0
	10,6
	6,0
	1,3
	1,6
	7,5


(0 very dissatisfied, 10 very satisfied)

CODING: 2
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 %


At last local elections in 2018 turnout was 51,18%.
CODING: 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


Electoral participation is always lower compared to electoral participation on national level.
CODING:0
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


Again no available survey on this issue. I would argue that there are local politicians that are not trustworthy and others that are, so on the average it evens out.
CODING: 2
	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


I would argue, that trustworthiness might be higher for local politicians, however I have no proof to back my opinion. According to Vox populi  there is only one local politician on the chart of most popular 22. There is no other survey on the issue. As an expert I am rather confidant that local politicians are not less trustworthy, so I am choosing rather neutral option (1 pt.).
CODING: 1
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