Summary to the Decision of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine no.7-rp/2008 dd. April 17, 2008 on the case upon a constitutional petition of 63 People’s Deputies of Ukraine concerning official interpretation of provisions of Article 18 of the Law of Ukraine “On High Council of Justice” (case on termination of authorities of a member of the High Council of Justice”)
Headnotes:

1. Provisions of Article 18.1 of the Law of Ukraine “On High Council of Justice” dd. January 15, 1998 in the context of the constitutional petition should be understood as reading that a list of grounds for terminating authorities of a member of the High Council of Justice by the body that appointed him/her is exhaustive; other grounds for termination of authorities than those provided for by law were not found.
2. In the context of the constitutional petition, provisions of Article 18.2 of the Law of Ukraine “On High Council of Justice” in connection to paragraph 1 of Article 18.1.8 of this law should be understood as reading that a decision on termination of authorities of a member of the High Council of Justice in the event of his/her violation of the oath is taken by the body that appointed him/her. The Law does not contain a provision, according to which the High Council of Justice is to provide the respective body with an assessment of such facts and a decision concerning the presence of grounds for termination of authorities.
3. Constitutional proceedings concerning official interpretation of the term “immoral act” as used in paragraph 1 of Article 18.1.8 of the Law of Ukraine “On High Council of Justice” should be terminated on the basis of provisions of Article 45.2 of the Law of Ukraine “On the Constitutional Court of Ukraine” – non-conformity of the constitutional petition with the requirements prescribed by the Constitution of Ukraine and the Law of Ukraine “On the Constitutional Court of Ukraine”.
Summary:

Article 131 of the Constitution reads that the High Council of Justice consists of twenty members. Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, President of Ukraine, Congress of Judges of Ukraine, Congress of the Bar and Congress of representatives of legal higher education institutions and research institutions each appoint three members of the High Council of Justice, and the All-Ukrainian Conference of Prosecutors – two members of the High Council of Justice. Members of the High Council of Justice ex officio are the President of the Supreme Court of Ukraine, Minister of Justice of Ukraine and the Prosecutor General of Ukraine.
The procedure for appointing members of the High Council of Justice is set forth in Articles 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 and 13 and the procedure for termination of their authorities – in paragraph 1 of Article 18 of the Law “On High Council of Justice” (hereinafter referred to as the Law). The list of grounds for termination of authorities of a member of the High Council of Justice as provided for in Article 18.1 of the Law is exhaustive and does not allow termination of authorities on other grounds by the body that appointed him/her.
Analysis of the contents of Article 18.2 of the Law in systemic connection with the provisions of paragraph 2 of Article 18.1.8 of the Law demonstrates that the procedure for termination of authorities by the body that appointed a member of the High Council of Justice on the grounds of his/her violation of the oath or commitment of an immoral act does not include provision of an assessment and a decision of the High Council of Justice. The legislator established that the High Council of Justice takes decisions only to recommend termination of authorities of the person who is a member thereof ex officio if such a person violated the oath and forwards this decision to the body that elected or appointed him/her.
Provisions of Article 18.2 of the Law in the context of provisions of Article 18.1.8 of the Law from the point of view of the constitutional petition should be understood as reading that a decision on termination of authorities of a members of the High Council of Justice in the event of his/her violation of the oath or commitments of an immoral act is to be taken by the body that appointed him/her. The law does not envisage provision of an assessment and a decision of the High Council of Justice on the presence of grounds for termination of authorities.
At the same time, the Constitutional Court believes that in the event of a violation of the oath by a member of the High Council of Justice appointed by a respective body, the High Council of Justice may provide this body with its assessment of such fact. 
