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Yes, during past 10 years there has been three “waves” of Constitutional reform. 

drawn, working groups consisting of MP’s, judges, lawyers, scholars has been created; problems 



Has there been any significant debate on the issue of “judicial restraint” or 

“judicial moderation” with regard to the exercise of the judicial function vis

Ukraine of 30.09.2010 №20

The first wave of amending the Constitution took place after “the Orange revolution” in 

(The Verkhovna Rada). These amendments didn’t have a direct impact on judiciary, but it have 

decision were numerous violations of the Regulations of the Verkhovna Rada while MP’s have 

№20 рп/2010

Ukraine supposedly “made written statements” that the Administration of the President 

“Bat’kivshchyna”, 

At the height of the “Revolution of dignity” (“Euro Maidan”, 2014) a few days after 

overthrowing of Viktor Yanukovich President’s powers the Parliament of Ukraine though 
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themselves haven’t amended the Chapter “Justice”, but it caused disbalance within judicial 



indicate the “official” reason for the changes or proposed 

Ukraine a draft law “

” amending the Constitution.

Opinion dealt with two separate texts: the draft Law “On the amendments to the Constitution of

Ukraine on the enhancement of the guarantee of the independence of judges” and the proposed 

The draft law “On the amendments to the Constitution....” werу

С

ve been avoided if the constitutional Assembly’s work 

“appointment to the position of judge is done for unlimited term by the President of Ukraine 

upon and in accordance with a motion of the High Council of Justice”. This provision stated a 

The Venice Commission welcomed such changes because “they are in line with the 

e branches, with the aim of ensuring the independence of the judiciary”.

current 25 and to have give years rather than three years’ experience. 

instead of the Parliament’s consent as it is required by the Constitution. 

The daft passed through the first reading in the Parliament and according to experts’ views 

should have been adopted in February 2014, but MP’s voted against it. 
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the reaction of the public or media reporting of “public opinion”. 



the subject of vetting and then dismissal under the Law “On purification of government”. 
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