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Article III-256 (ex Article 223)

The Judges and Advocates-General of the European Court of Justice shall be chosen from per-
sons whose independence is beyond doubt and who possess the qualifications required for ap-
pointment to the highest judicial offices in their respective countries or who are jurisconsults of
recognised competence; they shall be appointed by common accord of the governments of the
Member States after consulting the panel provided for in [Article III-258 (ex 224(a))].

Every three years there shall be a partial replacement of the Judges and Advocates-General, in
accordance with the conditions laid down in the Statute of the European Court of Justice.

The Judges shall elect the President of the European Court of Justice from among their number
for a term of three years.  He may be re-elected.

The European Court of Justice shall establish its Rules of Procedure.  Those Rules shall require
the approval of the Council.

Explanation (if any) :

We do not find it necessary to set up an 'advisory panel'. The usefulness of such a panel may be
questioned. Should the panel find that a candidate put forward by a Member State does not have the
required qualifications, this would create no more than political pressure on the said Member State
to name a new candidate, given that each Member State would only put forward one candidate. In
any case, such situations would most likely be rare. A decision to set up an advisory panel would
also make it necessary to carefully consider the question of who may be elected to the panel, in view
of the requirements of independence and representation.


