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Civilprocesu l  aizsardz ba pret vardarb bu Latvij

Anot cija. Raksts �Civilprocesu l  aizsardz ba pret vardarb bu Latvij � ir velt ts pagaidu aizsardz bai pret 
vardarb bu k  ties bu instit tam, kas izveidots, lai civilprocesu l  un administrat v  k rt b  var tu v rsties pret 
vardarb bu imen  vai citu personu starp , starp kur m past v vai ir past v ju�as attiec bas uz personisko at-
tiec bu pamata, un aizsarg t personu personisk s ties bas Latvij . Rakst  ir iek auta jaut juma izskat �ana par 
pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu. �Civilprocesu l  aizsardz ba pret vardarb bu Latvij � ir  raksts, kur  autore 
analiz  jaut juma izskat �anas par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu procesu un ar to saist tos probl mjau-
t jumus, k  ar  l mumus par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu Latvij .

Autores m r is ir apl kot vardarb b  imen  cietu�o personu aizsardz bas instrumentu juridisko dabu na-
cion lo ties bu dimensij , atkl jot iesp jam s probl mas praks  un pied v jot probl mu risin jumus.

Raksta izstr des gait  izmantoti normat vie akti, publicistika, tiesu prakses materi li, interneta resursi, ne-
public tie materi li un statistikas dati. Rakst  ir izmantoti 13 literat ras avoti.

Atsl gv rdi: vardarb ba imen , pagaidu aizsardz ba pret vardarb bu, pieteikums par pagaidu aizsardz bu 
pret vardarb bu, pagaidu aizsardz bas pret vardarb bu l dzek i, l mums par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu.
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Ievads

Raksta t ma ir �Civilprocesu l  aizsardz ba 
pret vardarb bu Latvij �.

Lai mazin tu vardarb bu imen , Latvij  tika 
pie emts jauns regul jums par pagaidu aizsar-
dz bu pret vardarb bu, proti, kop� 2014. gada 
31. marta ir iesp jama vardarb b  cietu�o per-
sonu aizsardz ba civilprocesu l  un administra-
t v  k rt b . 

Lai nodro�in tu kompleksu vardarb b  cie-
tu�o personu aizsardz bas meh nismu, sp k  
st j s groz jumi vair kos normat vajos aktos 
� �Groz jumi Civilprocesa likum �, �Groz jumi 
likum  �Par policiju��, �Groz jumi B rnu ties bu 
aizsardz bas likum �, �Groz jumi Krimin lliku-
m � [1., 9] un �Groz jumi B ri tiesu likum �. 
Ar min tajiem groz jumiem tika ieviests meh -
nisms, ar kura starpniec bu personas var aiz-
sarg t savas personisk s ties bas � ties bas uz 
dz v bu, br v bu, personas neaizskaram bu, ve-
sel bu, dzimumneaizskaram bu, priv t s dz ves, 
m jok a un korespondences neaizskaram bu, 
izmantojot pagaidu civilprocesu los l dzek us, 
l dz gi tam regul jumam, k ds jau past v dau-
dz s Eiropas un pasaules valst s [1., 10].

Saska  ar Labkl j bas ministrijas sagata-
voto informat vo zi ojumu par vardarb bas pret 
sieviet m un vardarb bas imen  gad jumiem, 

to izplat bu un dinamiku 2014. gad  apkopo-
tajiem datiem, laika posm  no 2014. gada 31. 
marta l dz 2015. gada 31. decembrim tika re-
istr ts 891 tiesas l mums par pagaidu aizsar-

dz bu pret vardarb bu un 163 Valsts policijas 
l mumi par no� ir�anu.  

Tom r 2014. gad  tika ierosin ti ar  krimi-
n lprocesi par 48 sieviet m dz vesbiedru no-
dar tajiem da� da smagumam miesas boj ju-
miem, vismaz 58 sievietes non ca slimn c  ar 
traum m, ko nodar ja vi u dz vesbiedri, vismaz 
123 sievietes m in ja izdar t pa�n v bu, kuru 
gad jum  sniegta medic nisk  pal dz ba stacio-
n r , p c p rciestas vardarb bas vai kon ikta 
ar imenes locekli vai partneri un vismaz 5 sie-
vietes non v ja vi u dz vesbiedri. 2014. gad  
tika re istr ti apm ram 600 zvani uz b rnu un 
pusaud�u uztic bas t lruni par vardarb bu ime-
n , 176 person m tika p rtrauktas aizg d bas 
ties bas konstat t s vardarb bas d , ierosin ti 
krimin lprocesi par 150 no vardarb bas imen  
cietu�iem b rniem un vismaz 6 b rnus non v -
ja vi u tuvinieki.

Labkl j bas ministrijas sagatavotaj  infor-
mat vaj  zi ojum  par vardarb bas pret sievie-
t m un vardarb bas imen  gad jumiem, to iz-
plat bu un dinamiku 2014. gad  apkopotie dati 
atspogu o maz ko da u par vardarb bas gad ju-
mu izplat bu imen , jo nor da tikai uz tiem noti-
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kumiem, kas non k atbild go iest �u redzeslok  
[2.], kas, autorespr t, liecina par meh nisma, ar 
kura starpniec bu personas var aizsarg t savas 
personisk s ties bas, nepiecie�am bu un raksta 
t mas �Civilprocesu l  aizsardz ba pret vardar-
b bu Latvij � aktualit ti.

Raksta p t juma probl ma ir, k dus Civilpro-
cesa likuma un Ministru kabineta 2014. gada 
25. marta noteikumu Nr. 161 �K rt ba, k d  no-
v r� vardarb bas draudus un nodro�ina pagaidu 
aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu� groz jumus b tu 
j izdara, lai uzlabotu ieviesto vardarb b  ime-
n  cietu�o personu aizsardz bas instrumentu 
un nov rstu ieviest  vardarb b  imen  cietu�o 
personu aizsardz bas instrumenta probl mas 
praks  attiec b  uz jaut juma izskat �anu par 
pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu.

Raksta p t juma m r is ir apl kot vardarb -
b  imen  cietu�o personu aizsardz bas instru-
mentu juridisko dabu nacion lo ties bu dimen-
sij , atkl jot iesp jam s probl mas praks  un 
pied v jot probl mu risin jumus.

Raksta p t jum  ir izmantotas � das zin t-
nisk s p tniec bas metodes:
1)  teor tisk  metode � izmantota, analiz jot 

vardarb b  imen  cietu�o personu aizsar-
dz bas instrumentu juridisko dabu nacion -
lo ties bu dimensij , publik cij s, interneta 
resursos un nepublic tajos materi los;

2)  teleolo isk  metode � izmantota, lai izpras-
tu likumdev ja m r i, pie emot konkr tu 
ties bu normu;

3)  sist misk  metode � izmantota, lai izprastu 
ties bu normu saist bu un mijiedarb bu;

4)  emp risk  metode � izmantota, analiz jot 
tiesu prakses materi lus;

5)  lo isk  metode � izmantota, izdarot secin -
jumus un izstr d jot priek�likumus.
Raksta izstr des gait  ir izmantoti norma-

t vie akti, publicistika, tiesu prakses materi li, 
interneta resursi, nepublic tie materi li un sta-
tistikas dati.

Jaut juma izskat �ana par pagaidu 
aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu

Pieteikumu par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret 
vardarb bu tiesa vai tiesnesis izlemj ne v l k 
k  n kamaj  darbdien  p c pieteikuma sa em-
�anas, ja nav nepiecie�ams piepras t papildu 
pier d jumus vai kav �an s var tu rad t b tis-

ku pras t ja ties bu aizsk rumu [3.], k  piem ru 
autore grib tu min t Liep jas tiesas civillietu 
Nr. 3-12/0113/15, kur Liep jas tiesas tiesnese 
2015. gada 20. oktobr  izskat ja J. G. pieteiku-
mu pret K. K. par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret var-
darb bu pirms pras bas cel�anas [4.].

Min to pieteikumu tiesa izlemj, iepriek� par 
to nepazi ojot lietas dal bniekiem.

Ja pier d jumi nav pietiekami vai tie j pie-
prasa no pieteikum  nor d taj m valsts vai 
pa�vald bu iest d m vai cit m  ziskaj m vai ju-
ridiskaj m person m, tiesa vai tiesnesis pietei-
kumu par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu 
izlemj 20 dienu laik  p c pieteikuma sa em-
�anas [3.], k  piem rus autore grib tu nor d t 
Liep jas tiesas civillietu Nr. 3-12/0011/16, 
kur  pieteikumu par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret 
vardarb bu tiesa vai tiesnesis izl ma 20 dienu 
laik  p c pieteikuma sa em�anas, jo bija nepie-
cie�ams piepras t zi as no Valsts policijas par 
izsaukumu uz pras t jas dz vesvietu, pamatojo-
ties uz ko pie emts l mums par no� ir�anu, k  
ar  zi as par citiem izsaukumiem uz �o adresi, 
ja t di ir biju�i [5.], Liep jas tiesas civillietu Nr. 
3-12/0133/15, kur  pieteikumu par pagaidu 
aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu tiesa vai tiesnesis 
izl ma 20 dienu laik  p c pieteikuma sa em-
�anas, jo bija nepiecie�ams piepras t Valsts 
policijas un pa�vald bas policijas r c b  eso�o 
inform ciju par atbild t ju [6.], Liep jas tiesas 
civillietu Nr. 3-12/0012/16, kur  pieteikumu 
par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu tiesa 
vai tiesnesis izl ma 20 dienu laik  p c pieteiku-
ma sa em�anas, jo bija nepiecie�ams piepras t 
Valsts policijas, pa�vald bas policijas un b ri -
tiesas r c b  eso�os materi lus par pras t jas 
imeni [7.].

Min to pieteikumu izlemj sl gt  tiesas s d , 
iepriek� par to pazi ojot lietas dal bniekiem. Tie-
sa p c vienas puses l guma katru pusi var no-
klaus ties atsevi�  tiesas s d . Atbild t ja ne-
iera�an s nav � rslis pieteikuma izskat �anai. 

Tiesa vai tiesnesis izlemj pieteikumu par pa-
gaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu ar  tad, ja pie-
teikum  nav nor d tas visas Civilprocesa likuma 
250.46 pant  min t s zi as vai pievienoti do-
kumenti, ja vien dokumentu vai nepiecie�amo 
zi u tr kums b tiski neietekm  pieteikuma iz-
lem�anas iesp jam bu [3.].

Lai gan Civilprocesa likuma 30.5 noda a �Pa-
gaidu aizsardz ba pret vardarb bu� ir sp k  jau 
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tr s gadus un no ties bu normu interpret cijas 
viedok a Civilprocesa likuma 30.5 noda as tie-
s bu normas ir atz stamas par speci laj m pret 
ties bu norm m par pras bas cel�anas visp r -
jiem noteikumiem, ta u joproj m tiesu nol mu-
mos par d s da� da prakse jaut jum  par to, 
vai pieteikums ir pie emams izskat �anai. Prak-
s  ir v rojama tendence atsevi� os gad jumos 
izvirz t papildu pras bas pieteikumu saturam [8., 
37]. K  piem ru autore grib tu min t Liep jas 
tiesas 2015. gada 13. oktobra l mums liet  Nr. 
3-12/0110/15, kur  tiesnesis nor d jis, ka pie-
teikum  par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb -
bu pirms pras bas cel�anas, pras t ja nav nor -
d jusi k du konkr tu pras bu cels ties , l dz ar to 
nav iesp jams noteikt pras bas priek�metu [9.].

Civilprocesa likuma normas pagaidu aizsar-
dz bu pret vardarb bu ir saist ju�as ar iesp ja-
mo pras bas cel�anu ties  vai jau celto pras bu 
ties . Ta u nedz likuma anot cij , nedz noda as 
regul jum  nav paredz ts pieteic jam nor d t, 
k da pras ba tiks celta ties . Ar  Ministru kabi-
neta apstiprin taj  pieteikuma form , kas kalpo 
k  pal gl dzeklis pieteic jam, nav paredz ts no-
r d t � das zi as [8., 37; 10.].

Tiesa vai tiesnesis, izlemjot pieteikumu par 
pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu, em v r  
sam r gumu starp ties bu aizsk rumu vai ie-
sp jamo aizsk rumu un piem rojamo pagaidu 
aizsardz bas pret vardarb bu l dzekli [3.], k  
piem ru autore grib tu nor d t Liep jas tiesas 
civillietu Nr. 3-12/0110/15, kur Liep jas tiesas 
tiesnesis 2015.gada 13.oktobr , izskat jis mate-
ri lus L. K. J. pieteikum  pret V. A. par pagaidu 
aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu pirms pras bas cel-
�anas [11.].

Tiesa vai tiesnesis p c sava ieskata var no-
teikt ar  citu pagaidu aizsardz bas pret vardarb -
bu l dzekli, kas nav nor d ts pieteikum .

Ja pirms� ietami no pieteikuma par pagaidu 
aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu izriet, ka kav �an s 
var tu rad t b tisku pras t ja ties bu aizsk ru-
mu, tiesa vai tiesnesis saska  ar Civilprocesa 
likuma 250.58 panta pirmo da u izlemj �o pie-
teikumu un var to apmierin t, pamatojoties uz 
pieteikum  ietverto apliecin jumu ar  gad jumos, 
ja citu pier d jumu nav vai ar  tie nav pietiekami.

Ja pirms � ietami no pieteikuma par pagai-
du aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu neizriet, ka ka-
v �an s var tu rad t b tisku pras t ja ties bu 
aizsk rumu, un nav izdevies ieg t citus pier -

d jumus saska  ar Civilprocesa likuma 250.58 
panta otro da u, tiesa vai tiesnesis saska  ar 
Civilprocesa likuma 250.58 panta otro da u iz-
lemj �o pieteikumu un var to apmierin t, pama-
tojoties uz pieteikum  ietverto apliecin jumu 
un paskaidrojumu apliecin jumu, kas sniegts 
saska  ar Civilprocesa likuma 250.57 panta 
otro un tre�o da u.

Apmierinot pieteikumu par pagaidu aizsar-
dz bu pret vardarb bu pirms pras bas cel�anas, 
tiesa vai tiesnesis nosaka pras t jam termi u 
pras bas pieteikuma iesnieg�anai ties , ne il-
g ku par vienu gadu, bet, nosakot pagaidu aiz-
sardz bas pret vardarb bu l dzek us, kas min ti 
Civilprocesa likuma 250.47 panta pirm s da as 
1. un 2. punkt , atbild t jam, kas past v gi dz -
vo m jokl  kop  ar pras t ju, ne ilg ku par 30 
dien m [3.].

Ja tiesa pie musi l mumu par pagaidu 
aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu pirms pras bas cel-
�anas, pras t jam nav pien kums celt pras bu, 
bet tas var b t pras t ja interes s [1., 12]. Ja 
pras t js l mum  par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret 
vardarb bu p c pieteikuma, kas iesniegts pirms 
pras bas cel�anas, noteiktaj  termi  ce  pras -
bu piekrit g  ties , kas nav tiesa, kura noteikusi 
pagaidu aizsardz bas pret vardarb bu l dzekli, 
tiesa, kura noteikusi pagaidu aizsardz bas pret 
vardarb bu l dzekli, p rs ta attiec go lietu tiesai, 
kurai piekrit ga lietas izskat �ana p c b t bas.

Apmierinot pras bu, pagaidu aizsardz ba 
pret vardarb bu ir sp k  l dz dienai, kad sprie-
dums st jas likum g  sp k  [3.]. Pras bas ap-
mierin �ana un ar to saist t  pagaidu aizsar-
dz bas pret vardarb bu atcel�ana nenoz m  
vardarb bas pie au�anu, t  ir aizliegta un par t s 
lieto�anu var saukt pie atbild bas [12., 23]. Tur-
kl t atsevi� os gad jumos tiesa spriedum  var 
noteikt, ka pagaidu aizsardz ba pret vardarb bu 
ir sp k  ar  p c sprieduma st �an s likum g  
sp k , bet ne ilg k k  gadu p c sprieduma st -
�an s likum g  sp k . Ja atbild t jam, kas pa-
st v gi dz vo m jokl  kop  ar pras t ju, noteikts 
pagaidu aizsardz bas pret vardarb bu l dzeklis, 
kas min ts Civilprocesa likuma 250.47 panta 
pirm s da as 1. un 2. punkt , tiesa var noteikt, 
ka pagaidu aizsardz ba pret vardarb bu ir sp k  
ne ilg k k  30 dienas p c sprieduma st �an s 
likum g  sp k .

Noraidot pras bu, tiesa spriedum  atce  
pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu. Pagaidu 
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aizsardz ba pret vardarb bu ir sp k  l dz dienai, 
kad spriedums st jas likum g  sp k .

Ja pras ba atst ta bez izskat �anas vai ties-
ved ba izbeigta, tiesa ar l mumu atce  pagaidu 
aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu [3.], k  piem ru au-
tore grib tu min t Liep jas tiesas civillietu Nr. 
3-12/0119/15, kur Liep jas tiesas tiesnese 
2015.gada 23.novembr  sl gt  tiesas s d  iz-
skat ja S. D. pieteikumu pret N. D. par pagaidu 
aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu [13.].

Pagaidu aizsardz ba pret vardarb bu ir sp k  
l dz dienai, kad l mums st jas likum g  sp k .

Ja l mums par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret 
vardarb bu pie emts pirms pras bas cel�anas 
un tiesas noteiktaj  termi  pras ba nav celta, 
tiesnesis p c iesp jam  pras t ja vai atbild t ja 
pamatota pieteikuma sa em�anas pie em l -
mumu par pagaidu aizsardz bas pret vardarb bu 
atcel�anu [3.].

Izstr d jot rakstu un iepaz stoties ar Liep -
jas tiesas tiesu praksi laika posm  no 2014.
gada 31. marta l dz 2016.gada 5.apr lim, autore 
secina:
1)  bie� k iesniegtos apskat tos pieteikumus 

par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu 
pirms pras bas cel�anas tiesa vai tiesnesis 
ir izl mis 20 dienu laik  p c pieteikuma sa-

em�anas sl gt  tiesas s d , nek  ne v -
l k k  n kamaj  darbdien  p c pieteikuma 
sa em�anas. Tas liecina, ka pieteikumu par 
pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu pirms 
pras bas cel�anas, kur nepiecie�ams piepra-
s t papildu pier d jumus vai kav �an s var -
tu rad t b tisku pras t ja ties bu aizsk rumu, 
ir maz k;

2)  visbie� k iesniegto apskat to pieteikumu par 
pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu pirms 
pras bas cel�anas izlem�anai k  papildus 
pier d jumus tiesa vai tiesnesis piepras jis 
zi as no Valsts policijas par izsaukumu uz 
pras t ja dz vesvietu, pamatojoties uz ko 
pie emts l mums par no� ir�anu, k  ar  
zi as par citiem izsaukumiem uz �o adresi, 
Valsts policijas un pa�vald bas policijas r c -
b  eso�o inform ciju par atbild t ju, zi as 
no pa�vald bas policijas par izsaukumu uz 
pras t ja dz vesvietu, pa�vald bas policijas 
r c b  eso�o inform ciju par atbild t ju un 
Valsts policijas, pa�vald bas policijas un b -
ri tiesas r c b  eso�os materi lus par pras -
t ja imeni; 

3)  iesniegto apskat to pieteikumu par pagaidu 
aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu pirms pras bas 
cel�anas civilliet s nav notikusi pieteikuma 
par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu iz-
lem�ana sl gt  tiesas s d , kur p c vienas 
puses l guma tiesa katru pusi noklaus ju-
sies atsevi�  tiesas s d ;

4)  da  pie emto apskat to l mumu par pa-
gaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu pirms 
pras bas cel�anas tiesne�i ir nor d ju�i, ka 
pieteikum  par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret var-
darb bu, pras t js nav nor d jis k du konkr -
tu pras bu cels ties , l dz ar to nav iesp jams 
noteikt pras bas priek�metu. Autore konsta-
t , ka pa�laik ne Civilprocesa likuma 250.46 
pant , ne Ministru kabineta 2014. gada 25. 
marta noteikumu Nr. 161 �K rt ba, k d  
nov r� vardarb bas draudus un nodro�ina 
pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu� 1. pie-
likuma II sada , ne 3. pielikum  nemaz nav 
nor d ts, ka iesp jamajam pras t jam b tu 
j nor da iesp jam  pras ba, ja pieteikums 
par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu tiks 
iesniegts pirms pras bas cel�anas, t p c au-
tore uzskata, ka ir nepiecie�ams izdar t Civil-
procesa likum  � du groz jumu:
1) papildin t 250.46 panta otro da u ar 7.1 
punktu � d  redakcij :
�71) Iesp jam  pras ba, ja pieteikums par pa-
gaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu iesniegts 
pirms pras bas cel�anas.�
T  ar  Ministru kabineta 2014. gada 25. mar-
ta noteikumos Nr. 161 �K rt ba, k d  nov r� 
vardarb bas draudus un nodro�ina pagaidu 
aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu� autore uzskata, 
ka ir nepiecie�ams izdar t � dus groz jumus:
1) papildin t 1. pielikuma  II sada u � d  re-
dakcij :
�Iesp jam  pras ba, ja pieteikums par pagai-
du aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu tiks iesniegts 
pirms pras bas cel�anas.�;
2) papildin t 3. pielikumu ar 5.1 punktu � d  
redakcij :
�5.1 Iesp jam  pras ba, ja pieteikums par 
pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu tiks ie-
sniegts pirms pras bas cel�anas.�;

5)  v rojams, ka pie emtajos apskat tajos l mu-
mos par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu 
pirms pras bas cel�anas tiesne�i, izlemjot 
pieteikumu par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret var-
darb bu, akt vi em v r  sam r gumu starp 
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ties bu aizsk rumu vai iesp jamo aizsk ru-
mu un piem rojamo pagaidu aizsardz bas 
pret vardarb bu l dzekli;

6)  pie emtajos apskat tajos l mumos par pa-
gaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu pirms 
pras bas cel�anas tiesne�i p c sava ieska-
ta nav noteiku�i citus pagaidu aizsardz bas 
pret vardarb bu l dzek us, kas nav nor d ti 
pieteikum ;

7)  parasti iesniegtajos apskat tajos pieteiku-
mos par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb -
bu pirms pras bas cel�anas bez pieteikum  
ietvert  apliecin juma ir pievienoti ar  citi 
pier d jumi; 

8)  visbie� k pie emtajos apskat tajos l mu-
mos par pagaidu aizsardz bu pret vardarb -
bu pirms pras bas cel�anas tiesne�i noteiku-
�i pras t jam termi u pras bas pieteikuma 
iesnieg�anai ties  ne ilg ku par 30 dien m; 

9)  ir sa emti iesp jamo atbild t ju pieteikumi 
par pagaidu aizsardz bas pret vardarb bu 
atcel�anu liet s, kur l mums par pagai-
du aizsardz bu pret vardarb bu pie emts 
pirms pras bas cel�anas un tiesas noteik-
taj  termi  pras ba nav celta, kas nesatur 
pamatojumu atcel�anai, kaut gan Civilpro-
cesa likuma 250.58 panta divpadsmit  da a 
nosaka, ka tiesnesis p c iesp jam  pras -
t ja vai atbild t ja pamatota pieteikuma 
sa em�anas pie em l mumu par pagaidu 
aizsardz bas pret vardarb bu atcel�anu, un 
tiek noraid ti, t p c autore uzskata, ka ir 
nepiecie�ams izdar t Civilprocesa likum  
� du groz jumu:
1) papildin t 250.58 panta divpadsmito da u 
ar v rdiem �Iesp jamais pras t js pieteiku-
m  k  pamatojumu var ietvert nor di, ka tie-
sas noteiktaj  termi  pras ba nav celta.�.
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Summary

The theme of the article is �The civil procedural defence against the violence in Latvia�.
In order to reduce violence in the family, a new regulation was passed as a means of temporary 

protection against violence, meaning, from March 31, 2014, protection of victims of violence is 
possible with the help of civil and administrative measures.

To ensure a working violence victim protection mechanism, amendments to several laws and 
regulations came into place � �Amendments to the Civil Procedure Act�, �Amendments to the �Law 
on Police��, �Amendments to the Children�s Rights Protection Law�, �Amendments to the Criminal 
Law� and �Amendments to the Law on Orphan�s Court.� Along the aforementioned amendments, 
a mechanism through which a person is able to protect their personal rights was introduced - the 
right to life, liberty, personal integrity, health, sexual integrity, private life, home and correspondence 
privacy. All of this is possible with the use of temporary civil procedure means similar to that regu-
lation, which is already in effect in many European countries and other countries around the world.

According to the informative report on violence against women and domestic violence cases, 
as well as their prevalence and dynamics in 2014, all prepared by the Ministry of Welfare, the data 
collected during the period from March 31, 2014 to December 31, 2015 notes that 891 court de-
cisions on temporary protection against violence, as well as 163 of the State police decisions on 
separation, were recorded. 

2014 also saw an increase in women who want to speak up about domestic violence in their 
homes. In a total of 48 cases women had suffered various bodily injuries induced by their spouses, 
and at least 58 women came to the hospital with injuries caused by their spouses. 123 women 
tried to commit suicide after suffering from violence or con ict with a family member or partner, for 
whom medical assistance was provided at the hospital, and at least 5 women were killed by their 
spouses. An approximate of 600 phone calls to the children and teenager helpline were registered 
in 2014. The calls reported domestic violence, 176 individuals had their custody suspended after 
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identi ed violence. A total of 150 criminal proceedings were initiated for the victims of domestic 
violence. At least 6 children had been killed by their relatives.

The Ministry of Welfare informative report on violence against women and domestic violence 
cases, as well as their prevalence and dynamics in 2014, only re ects a small percentage of do-
mestic violence crimes because it only notes the cases that have been brought to public attention, 
which the author of the article thinks to be an accurate depiction of how a mechanism which a 
person could use to protect their personal rights is a necessity, as well as the topicality of her article 
is �The Civil Procedural Defence against the Violence in Latvia�.

The main focus of this article is the question of what kind of amendments should be added to 
the Civil Procedure Act and No.161 Regulation �Procedures that prevent threats of violence and 
provide temporary protection against violence�, to improve the introduction of the victim protection 
instrument and also improve the  aws of its mechanism in relation to the question of a temporary 
violence protection.

The goal of the research done in the article is to study the legal nature of protection measures 
available to victims of domestic violence in the dimension of national law, revealing the potential 
problems that can be encountered in practice and suggesting solutions for these problems.

Developing the article and getting acquainted with the practices of Liepaja Court in the period 
from March 31, 2014 to April 5, 2016, the author concludes:
1)  it is frequently so that the viewed applications for temporary protection against violence, before 

the of cial request is made, are viewed by the judge or court and a decision has been made in 
a closed court, in the span of 20 days after the receival of the application, instead of not later 
than the next work day after receival of the application. That suggests that the application for a 
temporary protection against violence requires additional proof;

2)  it is most frequent that for the submitted application for temporary protection against violence 
before a request is brought to a decision, a judge or court will ask for additional information 
from the State police, as well records of other police calls to the speci c address, and other 
information held by the police forces. Information about the defendant, the details held by the 
municipal police in the form of records of summons to the applicant�s place of residence, infor-
mation about the defendant and other information from the State police, local police and the 
custody court at the disposal of the materials on the applicant�s family;

3)  part of the reviewed applications had come to a decision on temporary protection from vio-
lence prior to submission. The judges have pointed out that an application for interim protec-
tion against violence; the applicant has not indicated any speci c requirements to be raised in 
court, so it is not possible to determine the subject matter. The author notes that at present 
the Civil Procedure Law, Article 250.46, not the Cabinet of Ministers Regulation of March 25, 
2014 Regulations No. 161 �Procedures that prevent threats of violence and provide temporary 
protection against violence� in Article 1, Section II, or in Article 3 is not stated that the prospec-
tive applicant should indicate the possible action if the application for interim protection against 
violence will be presented before the action was brought, because the author believes that it is 
necessary to make the following amendments to the Civil Procedure Law:
1) the supplement for the 250.46 second paragraph of Article 7.1 shall be as follows:
7.1) �The possible action if the application for interim protection against violence is lodged befo-
re the request is brought.�
As for the Cabinet of Ministers Regulation No. 161 �Procedures that prevent threats of violence 
and provide temporary protection against violence�, passed on March 25, 2014, the author 
believes that it is necessary to make the following amendments:
1) complementing Article 1, Section II, with the following wording:
�The potential requirement if an application for interim protection against violence will be pre-
sented before the request is brought.�;
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2) complementing Article 3 to 5.1 as follows:
�5.1 The potential requirement if an application for interim protection against violence will be 
presented before the request is brought.�;

4)  it can be observed that the adopted decisions reviewed by a temporary protection from violence 
prior to bringing the judges in deciding an application for interim protection against violence 
and actively take into account the balance between the violation of personal rights or potential 
violation of applicable temporary protection against violence;

5)  in general, in the submitted applications for temporary protection against violence before the 
decision is made, in addition to the evidence already contained in the application, additional 
evidence will usually be submitted;

6)  has been the potential defendants� applications for temporary protection against violence can-
cellation in cases where a decision on temporary protection against violence adopted before 
the action was brought, and the courts time limit set by the action is brought, not containing jus-
ti cation abolition, although the Civil Procedure Law 250.58 Article twelfth states that judge of 
the potential plaintiff or defendant, based on the receipt of a decision on temporary protection 
against violence withdrawal and are rejected because the author believes that it is necessary to 
make the Civil Procedure Law the following amendment:
1) supplement the Article 250.58 Section twelve with the words �The potential claimant as a 
justi cation may include an indication that the no request is raised in the time set by the court�.
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