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Patlashynska Iryna. Peacekeeping of European Organizations. Significant spread of instability and increased 
number of internal conflicts in the European region contributed to the process of institutionalization of regional 
peacekeeping organizations. In particular, since the Yugoslav crisis, the OSCE has significantly expanded its 
operations in response to threats to peace and stability, adopted two fundamental documents: “Challenge of Change” 
and “Early warning, conflict prevention and crisis management (including mission speakers and actions of the OSCE 
peacekeeping), peaceful settlement of disputes”, which laid the mechanisms for the peaceful settlement of disputes and, 
if necessary, the procedure of deploying peacekeeping operations. 

Along with the OSCE to peacekeeping in Europe, and even beyond, involved the European Union and the 
Council of Europe. In 1999, EU member states agreed to establish a unified organizational structures in the security 
and defense of the European continent. And as a consequence, in 2003 was adopted a European Security Strategy 
(ESS). According to the Strategy, the only condition of EU peacekeeping using military and civilian personnel is their 
compliance with the UN Charter. However, this document does not provide for collective security. Therefore, in all EU 
documents concerning the security sector, stated that the new system is in no way a competitor or alternative to NATO 
Obligatory important networking, coordination, etc.

The Institutionalization of peacekeeping on European territory are giving significant results, but effective 
mechanisms for successful independent peacekeeping operations on its own are not created. So you can talk about 
preserving US influence (through the establishment of NATO) to European peacemaking and the need for further 
practical and theoretical elaboration of relevant peacekeeping mechanisms. 

Key words: conflict, doctrine, international organization, OSCE, The European Union, the army, the world. 
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Pikula Mykola. Europeanism as an Ideology of European Unification and Its Structure. The article analyzes 
the ideological components of the European political consciousness. Analyzing the European political consciousness, 
the author gives priority to the ideology of Europeanism, which defines as an ideological and political trend that 
justifies the economic and political unification of the countries of Europe on the basis of the historical, social and 
spiritual community of its peoples. It is noted here that Europeanism is differentiated into separate components, which 
received the names Euro-optimism (Euro-enthusiasm, Euro-idealism), Euro-realism, Euro-Pragmatism, Euro-
pessimism and Eurosceptism. Supporting the opinion on the journalistic origin of these terms, the author believes that 
they are attracting the attention of scientists more and more, becoming the object of scientific research. 

The author believes that Euro-optimism should be interpreted in the sense of a favorable public attitude to the 
process of European integration; Euro-realism should be viewed as an ambivalent category, does not challenge 
European integration, but treats it realistically; Euro-Pragmatism is often seen everywhere as a priority of the economic 
interests of European integration. Euro-optimists believe in the EU, stressing that a critical attitude towards one or 
another EU policy does not in itself deprive the status of a Euro-optimist. Euro-pessimists, on the contrary, do not 
support the EU in its current state or are pessimistic about the direction of its development. Attention is drawn to the 
fact that Euroskepticism as a socio-political phenomenon has taken root in several variants: “hard euroscepticism” and 
“soft euroscepticism”. It acts as a form of protection of national identity. 

Key words: Europeanism, Euro-optimism, Euro-pessimism, Euro-Pragmatism, Euro-realism, Euro skepticism, 
European political consciousness, ideology. 
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