Summary to the Opinion of the Grand Chamber of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine No. 2-v/2019 dated April 2, 2019 in the case upon the constitutional appeal of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine for providing opinion on compliance of the draft law on introducing amendments to Article 133 of the Constitution of Ukraine (on renaming Dnipropetrovsk oblast) (Reg. No. 9310-1) to the requirements of Articles 157 and 158 of the Constitution

According to the requirements established by the Constitution, the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine appealed to the Constitutional Court of Ukraine for providing opinion on compliance of the draft law on introducing amendments to Article 133 of the Constitution of Ukraine (on renaming Dnipropetrovsk oblast) (Reg. No. 9310-1) (hereinafter referred to as “the Draft Law”) to the requirements of Articles 157 and 158 of the Constitution.

When reviewing the Draft law on the existence of provisions containing the abolition or restriction of human and citizen’s rights and freedoms, or those which are oriented toward the liquidation of the independence or violation of the territorial indivisibility of Ukraine (Article 157.1 of the Constitution), the Constitutional Court evaluates each of its provisions.

Clause 1 of the Draft law suggests that the word “Dnipropetrovsk” be replaced by the word “Sicheslavska” in Article 133.2 of the Constitution.
The Constitutional Court states that the amendment proposed by clause 1 of the Draft law concerns the subject of the proper name of one of the regions of Ukraine as a unit of the system of administrative-territorial system of Ukraine, does not concern human and citizen’s rights and freedoms, does not provide for their abolition or restriction, and therefore is such that fulfils the requirements of Article 157.1 of the Constitution.
Clause 2 of the Draft Law does not envisage the abolition or restriction of human and citizen’s rights and freedoms, and is not oriented toward the liquidation of the independence or violation of the territorial indivisibility of Ukraine, and therefore, complies with the requirements of Article 157.1 of the Constitution.

The Constitutional Court states that at the time of providing this opinion, the decision to introduce martial law or extraordinary state in Ukraine or in its separate regions, in accordance with the procedure established by the Constitution, has not been approved, therefore, there are no legal grounds that would make it impossible to amend the Constitution.

The Verkhovna Rada of the eighth convocation within a year did not consider the Draft law and during the term of its powers did not change the provisions of Article 133.2 of the Constitution.
Thus, the Constitutional Court of Ukraine held that the draft law on amendments to Article 133 of the Constitution (on renaming Dnipropetrovsk oblast) (Reg. No. 9310-1) complies with the requirements of Articles 157 and 158 of the Constitution.
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