
 

 

Carlton case: Kováčik brought 
his only suit three hours after 
the case had been assigned.  
Dušan Kováčik first took authoritatively the file in the Carlton Hotel business dispute under his 
own authority so that he could read more than one thousand pages of it in a single day, and three 
hours later he wrote 26-page suit, thus helping the co-owners of the company Eset. 
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The former special prosecutor Dušan Kováčik first took authoritatively the file in the 
Carlton Hotel business dispute under his own authority so that he could read more than one 
thousand pages of it in a single day, and three hours later he wrote 26-page suit, thus 
helping the co-owners of the company Eset. The prosecution sees no problem with his 
actions. 

Dušan Kováčik is often referred to by the unflattering nickname 61:0 precisely because of the 
fatal disproportion of not brought suits. In fact, he has brought one suit, concerning the case of the 
luxury Carlton Bratislava, where he obliged two co-owners of Eset, Rudolf Hrubý and Maroš 
Grund, who sued their former business partner Erik Mikurčík. The latter is currently in a dispute 
with them over the ownership of the hotel. 

There is a remarkable piece of information in the file. As the Štandard daily previously reported, 
Kováčik did not initially oversee the case, but on 21 May last year he removed it from the 
subordinate prosecutor without justification. He also brought a suit on that date. However, 
according to documents in the file, the suit was brought at the Specialized Criminal Court as early 
as 11:45 a.m. 

The working hours of the specialised prosecutor at the Pezinok office start at 8:00 am. In a few 
hours Kováčik managed to take the case from the supervising prosecutor Miroslav Ľalík, study 
the 1,300-page file, deal with the detailed arguments of the defence and write 26-page suit. He 
then completed the ten-volume material and submitted it to the court. On the same day, he 
returned the case to the subordinate prosecutor. 

It is not excluded that Kováčik acted much faster, but the prosecutor's office refused to disclose to 
the Štandard daily information from its information system about what time and minute he took 
the file over. "The Authority of the Special Prosecutor's Office does not consider it appropriate for 
the said internal information to be published in mass communication media," responded Dalibor 
Skladan, spokesman for the General Prosecutor's Office. 

The different times at which the suit was brought are also strange. In the documents from the 
"special" branch in Banská Bystrica, where the file was sent and delivered four days later, there is 
a different stamp, according to which the file was filed by Kováčik in Pezinok as late as at 
1:20 p.m. Thus, Kováčik brought the suit twice. 

In any case, in a few hours Kováčik managed to give an outstanding performance that he had not 
managed in his long years in office - to bring a suit. Although a lawful procedure is not even 
theoretically possible in terms of time, both the General and Special Prosecutor's Offices consider 
Kováčik's actions in this case to be lawful. 

"The criminal case in question was investigated by Viera Kováčiková and subsequently by the 
current Attorney General. The suit was brought lawfully," responded Dalibor Skladan, spokesman 
for the General Prosecutor's Office. The head of the special prosecutor's office, Daniel Lipšic, 
made a similar statement in a reply to Eva Mišíková, Mikurčík's lawyer, on 30 April last year.  



 

 

 
First page of the suit of Dušan Kováčik brought on 21 May 2020 at 11:45 a.m.  
Photo: Archive/Štandard daily 

Court fails to act for half a year in dubious record of Eset employees 

On 27 April this year, the Supreme Court overturned the lower courts' decision on the basis of 
which Mr Mikurčík was deleted as the majority owner of the hotel. The court did not recognise 
the document on the basis of which he was deleted and sent the decision back to the lower courts.  



 

 

In the meantime, the District Court Bratislava I decided that the Supreme Court's resolution 
restores the status valid on 13 July 2017, i.e. the status when Mikurčík was the majority owner: 
"The Supreme Court's decision thus restored the legal status in the company Carlton Property that 
was valid until 13 July 2017 (inclusive), i.e. such a status that in the section relating to the 
partners...the accused Erik Mikurčík was registered as the decisive and majority partner, with a 
share in the registered capital of EUR 55,000 (which corresponds to a share of 92 per cent)." 

Why has the Supreme Court's intention not yet been implemented? According to the district court, 
it will not happen until the determination of the business shares is finally decided. The vice-
president of the court, René Milták, responded to the questions of the Štandard daily by saying 
that the restoration of the status according to which Mikurčík and his wife Zuzana Kalmanová 
should be the decisive owners and executive directors of the company has not yet taken place, "as 
such facts do not arise at all from the verdict part or the reasoning of the Supreme Court's 
resolution." 

The Supreme Court notes the decision to delete Grund's and Hrubý's registration instead of 
Mikurčík's registration. 

Strange entry in the Commercial Register 

Thus, the overwriting of the executive directors challenged by the Supreme Court, which was 
carried out at the Commercial Register by senior court official Juraj Kurti on 18 July 2017, 
remains valid to this day. We described earlier the remarkable speed and the peculiar 
circumstances under which this occurred. 

Kurti, for example, used a strange extract from the Commercial Register "for legal purposes" 
when replacing the executive directors. The first page of the extract bears a different date than the 
last page, the document is not signed or stamped, the second and fourth pages are missing and 
there are pencilled notes. To illustrate what the document used in the Slovak Commercial Register 
for "legal acts" looks like when the executive directors of a company with the assets of a 56-
million-(euro) hotel are overwritten, you can see the deed in the photographs provided at the end 
of the article. 

While this document was accepted for the ESET employees when their shares were registered, 
and it was executed expeditiously in tens of seconds, by contrast, the Supreme Court's resolution 
effectively nullifying that action has not been implemented by the district court for nearly eight 
months. 



 

 

 

A documentary on the Carlton case, shot on the initiative of young filmmakers who wished 
to remain anonymous: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3wo_n7J6rb4 

 

No one is responsible 

In its decision, the Supreme Court described the registration of the ESET's employees in the 
Commercial Register, which erased Mikurčík's majority stake, as arbitrary. The case concerns the 
actions of the female judges Mária Ondriášová (district court) and Andrea Haitová (regional 
court). 

Have the female judges been held personally liable, for example through disciplinary proceedings? 
"The aforementioned judge ceased to be a judge on 31 December 2020. Due to the termination of 
her position as a female judge, the aforementioned female judge cannot be subject to disciplinary 
action," said René Milták, vice-president of the District Court Bratislava I, regarding Ondriašová, 
who was among the judges who testified in the Búrka case about the judges' cooperation with 
Marian Kočner. 

Ondriašová was also part of the communication between Kočner and former vice-president of the 
court Vladimír Sklenka, where the pair talked about the female judges who must be influenced in 
the Carlton case: 'Mirka is ok, you can manipulate the female gypsy, we can manipulate Denisa, 
and you can manipulate Ondriška,' Kočner advises Sklenka at Threema on 4 October 2017. 

The court received a similar response from the Regional Court regarding Andrea Haitová: "The 
management of the Regional Court in Bratislava has no knowledge that any proceedings have 
been conducted against the aforementioned female judge of the local court due to her participation 



 

 

in the decision-making in the above-mentioned case," responded court spokesman Pavol 
Adamčiak. 

The senior court official Juraj Kurti was not even held personally responsible, who carried out the 
dubious registration of Grund and Hrubý with remarkable speed: "The aforementioned senior 
court official terminated his work at the District Court Bratislava I on 31 July 2018 by resigning 
as a civil servant. The aforementioned person has yet not been held personally responsible," judge 
Milták says, adding: "The fault of the aforementioned person is not at all apparent from the 
reasoning of the Supreme Court's resolution dated 24 April 2017." 

Yet the Supreme Court's decision makes no sense if it considered this Kurti's overwriting to be 
legal. 

However, the court could also have acted on the basis of captured communications at Threema, 
where Sklenka informs Kočner of Kurti's questionable conduct. Did the court at least confront 
Kurti with these circumstances? "We will not comment on this issue at the moment, the 
aforementioned person is no longer working at the local court. It is rather a question for the law 
enforcement authorities," says Milták. 



 

 



 

 



 

 

 

Fake document entered in the Commercial Register in order to change the company's 
executives (wrong dates; two pages missing; no signature; no stamp; pencil notes)  
Photo: Archive/Štandard daily 


