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Ukraine has been an important partner for the European Union in the eastern part of Europe,
especially in the post-Soviet security area. The European Union has been implementing not only the
political and economic, but also the security integration with Ukraine by the Common Security and
Defence Policy (CSDP). The aim of the article is to present the relationship in the sphere of security and
defense between the European Union and Ukraine, particularly, in the face of the greatest challenge to the
stability and security of the European continent in the 21st century. The author used the combined
research methods to analyze the content and decisions and sources as well as the observation of current
processes in the area of security in Ukraine.

The author’s main goal is to focus on the relations between the European Union and Ukraine in the
area of security and defence, especially, in managing during the political and military crisis 2013-2015.
The conflict in Ukraine, which we have witnessed, has a several phases. The reaction of the European
Union in each phase of the conflict was adequate to the situation and consistent and was also adequate to
the permissions in the area of the Common Security and Defence Policy (CSDP). The European Union, in
its sense of responsibility for shaping security at its borders, should have reacted adequately to
circumstances. The author have attempted to describe the relations, the process of their shaping and
practical implementation by the involvement of the European Union in the conflict in the Eastern part of
Ukraine.

The practical outcome of the reaction of the European community to the events in the eastern
Ukraine consisted primarily in the establishing and organizing of an OSCE monitoring mission and the
European Union Advisory Mission for Ukraine (EUAM) in this region. The decision to establish it was
meant to be a clear signal of Russia regarding the EU's position on supporting Ukraine's stability,
independence and integrity. The advisory mission gives the EU the opportunity to be at the crisis area, as
well as to promote the declar’s values and, most importantly, to improve its image in the international
environment, but it is hard to be perceived as a success of the CSDP. However, we cannot ignore
influence on the development of the situation. A comparison of EU actions with NATO activities
illustrates the capabilities of the Member States regarding the role and potential of both organizations.
However, it was not possible to discuss military-type issues at the EU summits because of the
fundamental differences between these two organizations. Based on the current CSDP implementation
practice, that the importance of the EU in solving military conflicts is systematically decreasing. The real
task of CSDP is to manage crises and conflicts of low intensity of military operations in peripheral
countries (mainly African), and above all, post-conflict reconstruction of civilian security systems. If the
European Union intends to play a key role in the management of military crises, the first and main
objective of its operation should be to effectively ensure the survival and consolidation of vulnerable
states, and in the second stage to shape high standards of state management.

The main task of government administration in Ukraine is to achieve effectiveness in law
enforcement and to achieve a high level of efficiency and in the functioning of bodies responsible for
internal security and defence.
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The countries which aspire to enter the Western European political system in a credible way to
change its current model of functioning, which is not always in line with the democratic one and a
transparent model of the European Union Member States. And the EU can help in this by CSDP. The
potential loss of Russia’s influence in the Black Sea region has stimulated its efforts to shape all areas of
strategic security policy in the region. The operational cooperation with the EU should be continued by
initiatives such as the EU Combat Groups as this is an important element that will contribute to a more
complete integration with the EU, and even with NATO in the future. the basic condition of maintaining
the stability of the region is the consistent and common way of acting of EU member states in relations
with the Russian Federation.

Thus, the way for the effectiveness of the European Union is its unconditional unity in conducting
foreign policy, especially in sensitive area of security.

Key words: The European Union; Ukraine; military crisis; CSDP.

Since its independence, Ukraine has been an important partner for the European
Union in the eastern part of Europe, especially in the post-Soviet security area [1]. The
European Union has been implementing the political association with Ukraine and the
economic integration with the EU Member States through the European
Neighbourhood Policy and the Eastern Partnership.

The European Union was making the efforts to support Ukraine in stopping the
hybrid aggression in its eastern areas, thus maintaining the territorial integrity and the
real independence of the Ukrainian state. The EU’s efforts has been trying to combine
pressure through restrictive measures with diplomatic efforts and urge to dialogue.

The history of Ukraine’s contacts with the European Union is almost 30 years old.
It has lasted since the signing of «The Partnership and Cooperation Agreement
between the European Communities and their Member States, and Ukraine» on
14 June 1994, which entered into force in 1998 and expired in 2008 and was the basis
for the cooperation and reforms [2]. In 1998, the first meeting of the Cooperation
Council between Ukraine and the EU was organized, during which representatives of
Ukraine officially declared their accession to the status of an associated country with
the EU [3,p.68].

Another important occurrence in the European Union-Ukraine relations was the
adoption of the EU in the EU Common Strategy towards Ukraine on
11 December 1999 during the EU Summit in Helsinki of and its extension until
December 2004 [4]. This document, as one of the main objectives of cooperation,
declared jointly facing threats to stability and security in Europe, environmental
protection, energy and nuclear safety [5, p. 17]. Then a number of sectoral documents
was signed, including also covering security issues [6, p. 63-64].

In 2003 during the Ukraine-European Union Summit, it was decided to launch the
consultations in order to start the Wider Europe Action Plan for Ukraine, which
included, inter alia, issues of nuclear safety, the fight against terrorism and organized
crime [5, p. 20].

A special clasp closing the period of many years of contacts and negotiations, as
well as Ukraine’s efforts was signing, until June 27, 2014, the economic part of The
Ukraine—-European Union Association Agreement, which was approved by The
Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine on 16 September 2014 and it was signed by the president

[7].
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However, this important final was preceded by the events that radically changed
the perception of the situation of their country by Ukrainian citizens, as well as the
attitude of neighbours and existing partners to the Ukraine’s role and its position in
Europe. The crisis situation, which was created after the attempt to suppress pro-
European demonstrations on 31 November 2013 in Kiev and its further escalation, by
using the violence by the government’s security forces, resulted in the action of
representatives and organs of the European Union responsible for conducting security
policy to eliminate the negative effects as the outcome of these dynamic events. The
European Union’s involved in order to support demonstrators in their pursuit of
implementing European values that were at risk as the President of Ukraine urged to
withdraw from talks about the Association Agreement and which may have prevented
the escalation of violence in a potential internal conflict and security destabilization in
the immediate vicinity of the EU border. The lack of EU involvement would result in
the loss of the image of an effective arbitrator who is able to effectively manage the
conflict near its borders. The failure of EU efforts in this matter would call into
guestion The Common European Foreign and Security Policy as the European Union's
tool in ensuring its status as a «superpower, at least at a regional position.

By its representatives, the European Union has repeatedly called on adversaries of
the conflict to refrain from using force and recommended political dialogue in possible
cooperation with regional security organizations [8, p. 2]. During the pro-European
demonstrations from November 2013 to February 2014, the representatives of the
European Union appealed several times and visited Ukraine. The President of the
European Council, Herman van Rompuy, High Representative for Foreign Affairs and
Security Policy Catherine Ashton and the President of the European Commission Jose
Manuel Barroso, personally engaged in the political dialogue and warned against the
use of violence. In December 2013, C. Ashton visited Kiev, during which she met
with the president W. Yanukovych, as well as with the demonstrators on the streets of
Kiev.

However, in the face of the use of the firearms and the deaths of the demonstrators
caused by the government police, the efforts of the representatives and bodies of the
European Union proved to be ineffective. As a result of the escalating internal
conflict, the Council of the European Union decided to impose the sanctions on the
policy makers and the political entities responsible for or contributing to the use of
violence and violations of the basic human rights during the conflict in Kiev. The
sanctions were especially directed to the government administration, and in particular
to the president, who was directly responsible for the state of internal security [9, p. 1-
2]. It seems that the visit of foreign ministers of France, Germany and Poland, which
took place on 18-19 February 2014, at the request of the High Representative Foreign
Affairs and Security Policy p. Catherine Ashton, somehow contributed to the
resignation and defeat of President V. Yanukovich [10, p. 47].

The escape of President Yanukovich marked the political changes and the
beginning of the fiasco of the policy of the Russian Federation (FR) in Ukraine. At the
same time, it caused the implementation of a scenario of the hybrid aggression by the
administration of the Russian Federation. The Russian intervention was carried out
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according to earlier planned and prepared model that caused a threat to the
sovereignty, the independence and the territorial integrity of Ukraine [11, p. 16].

The implementation of the Russian scenario for Ukraine began on 26 February
2014 by use of military groups of unknown origin, that began to occupy and block the
strategic and operational facilities in the Crimea. However, in reality, these were the
demonstration actions of regular troops and special forces of the Russian Federation
operating as local paramilitary groups. In the face of an act of aggression that is
incompatible with the United Nations Charter, the OSCE Final Act, the 1994 Budapest
Memorandum and the Bilateral Agreement on Friendship, Cooperation and
Partnership of 1997, the Council of the European Union condemned the activities of
the Russian Federation and called to withdraw its troops from the territory of Ukraine
and commence operations in accordance with international law to resolve the conflict
[12, p. 104-110].

At the same time, the Council called for transparent and democratic activities
of the new Ukrainian authorities in order to stabilize the security situation and to
maintain the democratic principles in state reforms [13, p. 1-2]. Further reaction of
the EU Council, in the face of continuous actions of the Russian Federation in
Ukraine, was freezing of foreign assets in order to prevent a takeover by separatist
authorities or persons, who were responsible for undertaking undemocratic activities
in the Crimea [14, p. 1]. The activities of the EU Council were strengthened by the
position of the European Council condemning the activities of the Russian Federation
in Ukraine and the announcement of the suspension of the relations in significant areas
of cooperation [15, p. 1-2]. On the basis of the total military domination and the
intimidation of local communities and after the illegal referendum on 16 March 2014,
the Russian Federation took over the power and decided to secede the occupied
territory from Ukraine [16, p. 134].

The EU Council’s response was to deepen the sanctions and condemn the illegal
referendum in Crimea, which violated the Ukrainian constitution [17, p. 1-2].
However, the visa and financial sanctions, which were being extended by the EU
within the next few months, the freezing of foreign assets to prevent an illegal
takeover by the separatist authorities and representatives from the previous
administration did not change the nature of this conflict. The main reason for this
situation was low coverage and the lack of a significant impact on the Russian
economy and the possibility of Russia is pursuing a further armed confrontation.

In addition, this kind of reaction was calculeted by the Russian decision-makers in
the political and economic costs of this long-planned hybrid aggression, which could
be implemented in post-Soviet countries.

The next stage of the Russian Federation’s aggression towards Ukraine was the
destabilization of its eastern part, also largely dominated by the Russian-speaking
population [18, p. 204-208]. The local forces of the separatists, the influx of
«volunteers» and subunits composed of soldiers of regular military forces of the
Russian Federation carried out the full-scale combat operation using modern and
advanced military equipment [19] whose ownership in the first days of fighting was
hidden so that Russian federation shouldn’t be seen as the participant of fighting in the
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international armed conflict [20, p. 356]. The location of the large number of Russian
troops close to the eastern border, the large number of the military exercises in the
immediate vicinity of the Ukrainian-Russian border, as well as indirect and often
direct support of the separatist party in the ongoing struggle in eastern Ukraine
determined the limited actions of the Armed Forces of Ukraine and led to the failure
of the Ukrainian anti-terrorist operation in 2014 [21].

The attempts to solve the problem of hybrid aggression by using by Ukraine the
military tools in the eastern part of the Donbass region and despite the initial success,
which resulted in the restoration of Ukrainian government power in the most part of
the territory, ended with the failure.

The symbol of this failure was the calamity in the «llovaisk Encirclement» and its
tragic consequences for the Ukrainian forces [22].

The hitherto used tools of political pressure implemented by the EU bodies did not
result in the intended effect and were ignored by the separatist side, who were
motivated in this area by the Russian Federation [23]. It is worth noting that even then
the EU activities were inherently reactive in character but at the same time they were
late in relation to the reactions of the American and Canadian administrations.

As part of the activities of European powers, it should be noted that Waimar
Triangle played an important role at the time. The peace talks, in which Germany and
France participated, revealed the position of the EU Member States.

The Russian side wanted to talk only with the selected partners. The effectiveness
of Russian’s efforts was manifested in the creation of the so-called the «Normandy
Formula» of the meetings, which resulted in signing the protocol in Minsk 2014 and
the armistice agreement in the following year [24]. This representation of Western
Europe chosen by the Russian administration showed the place and the role of the EU
bodies in the foreign policy of the Russian Federation and the attitude of its diplomacy
to the CFSP.

In Europe, an intensive debate was held on the practical and the effective ways of
involving the EU institutions in the ongoing armed conflict in order to only not to
monitor its course, but in the future, conduct operation of the separation and control of
a ceasefire [25]. The possibility of using armed forces as part of a possible European
Union mission seemed illusory [26]. Mostly, the issues of the counteracting the
negative effects of Russian propaganda on Western European societies and their elites
were focused on. The mass media, as a tool for hybrid activities, could significantly
distort the real picture of the war in Ukraine [27, p. 215-231].

The practical outcome of the reaction of the European community to the events in
the eastern Ukraine consisted primarily in the establishing and organizing of an OSCE
monitoring mission in this region [28].

The OSCE mission does not seem to fulfill the tasks and objectives imposed on it
in the maximum way, but at the same time it must be admitted that it operates under
complex political conditions and under the pressure of Russian actions, which has
been destabilizing its effectiveness. The ineffectiveness of the OSCE mission
activities has been repeatedly emphasized by the mass media and decision makers of
the international community. For this reason, it was decided to strengthen the activities
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of the European community through the announcement of sending to the Ukraine a
mission under the Common Security and Defence Policy (CSDP), which was
discussed at the informal meeting of EU diplomats [29].

In the first place, the task of the new mission was not only to support the activities
of the observation mission of the Organization for Security and Co-operation in
Europe (OSCE), but also to modify the nature of the European Union’s involvement in
the ongoing conflict. In the area of the responsibility of the mission issues related to
the reform of the judiciary and the police were included, in order to ensure stability of
the government and the restoration of public confidence of Ukrainians to public
security organs, weakened by the corruption and the misuse. On 22 July 2014,
according to the decision of the Council of the European Union (No. 2014/486 /
CSFP), the European Union Advisory Mission for Ukraine (EUAM) was set up under
the mechanism of the Common Security and Defence Policy of the European Union
[30]. Officially, the EU mission in Ukraine began its operation on 1 December 2014
with the goal of helping the Ukrainian government and self-government
administration in the security sector reform.

The main task of the EUAM mission is the reconstruction of state public security
organs and the improvement of the operation of Ukrainian courts and the prosecutor's
office. The strategic goal of the reform is to restore the trust of Ukrainian citizens to
civil security authorities. But above all, creating a strong state that will be able to
resist the tools and methods of hybrid aggression. The activities of the EUAM mission
in Ukraine consist in the strategic consultancy in the reconstruction of civil security
organs, the consultancy at the operational level, as well as conducting training
activities, the implementation of the projects and the cooperation and the coordination
of the undertaken reforms and actions between the Ukrainian side and the international
organizations.

Primarily, the priorities which were set for the mission are the separation of
functions and tasks between authorities to avoid duplication of competences and the
accomplishment of the partnership in relations with the Ukrainian society.

At the same time, there are strives to guarantee the right to the freedom of
assembly and functioning of the security services in this area in accordance with the
European standards and with the respect for human rights. Strengthening and
supporting the capabilities of security organs in conducting criminal cases, including
in particular those related to corruption crimes, have been given priority [31].

CONCLUSIONS

The above mission is a test of the capabilities of European Union bodies in
resolving conflicts that arise at its borders, and in particular in its immediate
neighborhood in Europe. Its character indicates a model involvement of this European
organization in resolving crises. This is complementary to current global or regional
powers. According to the Lisbon Treaty, CSDP missions are a post-crisis tools, but the
EUAM mission was established during the ongoing crisis, which is rather unique in
the current practice of setting up the crisis management missions by the European
Union. The decision to establish it was meant to be a clear signal of Russia regarding
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the EU’s position on supporting Ukraine's stability, independence and integrity. For
Russia it was a sign that the EU is ready to get involved in the dispute.

The European Union established advisory rather than military counsel mainly due
to the fact that the international community, especially in Central and Eastern Europe,
expected it to react and show responsibility for Ukraine, and at the same time this
form was relatively acceptable and not irritating Russia in relation to the military form
of the mission. The advisory mission gives the EU the opportunity to be at the crisis
area, as well as to promote the declar’s values and, most importantly, to improve its
image in the international environment.

The reaction of the European Union to the Russo-Ukrainian conflict, taking into
account its course and hitherto effects, is hard to be perceived as a success of CFSP.
However, we can’t ignore influence on the development of the situation.

It is important to limit the activities of the European institutions as the conflict
escalates.

A comparison of EU actions with NATO activities illustrates the capabilities of
the Member States regarding the role and potential of both organizations. However, it
was not possible to discuss military-type issues at the EU summits because of the
fundamental differences between these two organizations.

It seems based on the current CSDP implementation practice, that the importance
of the EU in solving military conflicts is systematically decreasing.

The experience of EU involvement in the conflict in Ukraine confirms its
complementary role in crisis management in Europe and in the world, as it was in Iraq
and Afghanistan.

The real task of CSDP is to manage crises and conflicts of low intensity of military
operations in peripheral countries (mainly African), and above all, post-conflict
reconstruction of civilian security systems. Actual military advice and training in
Ukraine has been taken by the states such as the US or Canada, which can afford such
an unambiguous attitude towards Russia. However, it should be remembered that the
European Union can improve capabilities and support reforms, but EU will not
guarantee the defence of the territory. Especially, this will not be guaranteed by
NATO to a country not being a member of the North Atlantic Alliance.

The European Union should increase its involvement in shaping security in the
countries, in which it intends to engage politically and economically in the future. If
the European Union intends to play a key role in the management of military crises,
the first and main objective of its operation should be to effectively ensure the survival
and consolidation of vulnerable states, and in the second stage to shape high standards
of state management.

The main task of government administration in Ukraine is to achieve effectiveness
in law enforcement and to achieve a high level of efficiency and in the functioning of
bodies responsible for internal security and defence against external military threats
[32].

Currently, the countries in a situation similar to Ukraine need support in the
protection of external borders in a military style, and in the long term, ensuring
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standards of internal security services in the style of Western European countries.
Ukraine is an example for countries in the so-called gray security zone.

The countries which aspire to enter the Western European political system in a
credible way to change its current model of functioning, which is not always in line
with the democratic one and a transparent model of the European Union Member
States. And the EU can help in this by CSDP.

Under the rule of President Yanukovich and his predecessors, the Ukrainian
government administrations declared Ukraine’s neutrality and maintained the status of
an out-of-block state.

However, as for as the current events are concerned, it can be stated that it was this
kind of policy that made Ukraine a victim of Russian aggression.

At present, it can be assessed that there are the following directions of building
Ukraine’s external security:

1.Taking an official or unofficial course for its future membership in NATO as a
real guarantor of independence.

2. Achieving the compatibility of armed forces with NATO standards resulting in
the creation of the possibility of immediate military support by the Alliance-in the
adverse development of the situation. But at the same time, staying neutral with its
announcement or without announcing this fact.

It should be remembered that there is no possibility for Ukraine to join NATO in
the closest possible perspective. The main or perhaps the only reason is the
unregulated conflict in its eastern part. And this has been one of the fundamental
determinants of Russia's policy at its borders.

The potential loss of Russia's influence in the Black Sea region has stimulated its
efforts to shape all areas of strategic security policy in the region. Ukraine has positive
experience in international military cooperation with NATO, the EU or with the
V4 states (EU Border mission in Ukraine and in the Ukrainian participation in
Operation Ocean Shield, EUNAVFOR, Stabilization Mission in Irag) which in the
past resulted in political approchement, but above all in the acquisition of practical
knowledge in cooperation with NATO and EU forces. Cooperation under the CSDP
can be carried out through:

In civil security aspects:

stabilizing security along the borders;

financial support for projects improving the civil security aspects;
technical consultancy on security sector reforms;

implementation of high technologies in the area of security;

support for securing terrestrial, air and sea communication infrastructure.
In the military aspects of security:

1. supporting the defense planning process;

2. reform of the military resources management model;

3. cooperation of defence industries (eg satellite positioning system, space
technologies, aerospace industry).

agkrwbdE
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The operational cooperation with the EU should be continued by initiatives such
as the EU Combat Groups as this is an important element that will contribute to a
more complete integration with the EU, and even with NATO in the future.

As for assessing the involvement of European Union bodies in solving the conflict
in Ukraine in the area of such a sensitive area of security, EU internal conditions
should be taken into account.

We should remember about the limitations in the functioning of this organization

in an international environment as a collection of sovereign states. The European
Union in its activities must be based on consensus and take into account the diversity
of national Member States’ interests. At the same time, taking action on the
international arena, the EU and its members should credit the declared and promoted
universal values. An idealistic approach to many issues of relations between states and
nations, however, is verified in the face of the pragmatics of shaping international
relations. In cases of crises and conflicts in Central and Eastern Europe, the interests
and policies Russian Federation should be taken into consideration as it is the state
which seldom takes into account or treats instrumentally direct contacts with the
bodies of international organizations. Russian policy makers prefer bilateral relations,
especially with partners who are influential in European organizations because of their
political, economic or military potential. Such policy means that the effectiveness of
the international organization's bodies will be at a low symbolic level.

Therefore, the basic condition of maintaining the stability of the region is the
consistent and common way of acting of EU member states in relations with the
Russian Federation.

Thus, the way for the effectiveness of the European Union is its unconditional
unity in conducting foreign policy, especially in sensitive area of security.
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VkpaiHa Oyna BaxIMBHM mHapTHepoM Juisi €Bponelicbkkoro Coro3y y cXimHii wacTuni €Bpomw,
0COONMBO Ha TOCTPagIHCBKOMY Oe3mekoBoMy IMpoctopi. €Bpomelicekmii Coro3 peamnizye He TUTBKH
MOJITHYHY Ta €KOHOMIiYHY, ajie i Oe3meKkoBy iHTerpamito 3 YKpaiHOw B pamkax CninvHoi nomimuxu
6esnexu ma o6oponu (CITBO). MeToro crarTi € aHaii3 BimHOCHH y cgepi Oe3rekn Ta 06OpOHH MikK
€poreiicbkkuM Coro3oM Ta YKpaiHOIO, 30KpeMa, B YMOBaxX HaiOiIbIIOro BUKIHKY JUIA CTaOLIFHOCTI Ta
0e3MmeKkn €BPOIEHChKOro KOHTUHEHTY y XXI CTomiTTi. ABTOp BHKOPHUCTOBYBAaB KOMOIHOBaHI METOIU
JOCIIJDKEHHST JUIS aHali3y 3MICTy Ta pillleHb, JDKeped, a TaKOX CIIOCTePEKEHHS 3a IOTOYHHMH
MpoIecaMH B ranysi 6e3mneku B Y kpaiHi.

OcCHOBHa MeTa aBTOpa IOJISITA€ B TOMY, 1100 30CEpEeIUTHCS Ha BiIHOCHHAX MK €BpONEHCHKIM
Coro3zoM Ta YkpaiHotwo y chepi Oe3nekn Ta 000pOHH, 30KpeMa, Mijl 4ac MOJITHYHOT Ta BiICHKOBOT KPH3H
2013-2015 pokiB. Koudmikr B Ykpaini, sikuit mu 6aunim, Mae Kinbka etamiB. Peakiist €Bporeicbkoro
Coro3y Ha KOXXHOMY eTani KOHQIIKTY OyiIa aZeKBaTHOIO CHTYaIlil Ta MOCTiJOBHOI, & TAKOXK a/IeKBaTHOIO
no3BosiaM 'y cdepi CrinpHOT momiTukH Ge3nekn i 00opoHu. €Bporneiickkuii Coro3, y CBOEMY pO3yMiHHI
BiAMOBiZaNbHOCTI 32 (popMyBaHHS O€3MEKH Ha CBOIX KOpAOHAX, IOBHHEH OYB aJeKBaTHO pearyBaTH Ha
oOctaBuHH. ABTOp cIipoOyBaB ONHMCATH BiTHOCHHH, Mpolec (GopMyBaHHS Ta MPaKTHYHY pealli3aiilo 3a
y4acTio €Bporneiicbkoro Coro3y B KOH(IIKTI y cXifHiil yacTuHi YKpaiHu.

[pakTnyHui pe3ynbTaT peakiii €BpONeHchbKOl CHIJIBHOTH Ha MOJIl Ha CXOJi YKpaiHH MoJsras, B
mepiry 4epry, y CTBOpEHHi Ta opranisailii MoniTopunroBoi micii OBCE ta KoHcynbraTuBHOI Micii
€pporeiicekoro Corosy B Ykpaini (EUAM) y npomy periosi. PimenHs npo ii 3acHyBaHHA OyJI0 WiTKUM
curHasioM Pocii momo mo3umii €C 3 miaTpuMKH cTabiIbHOCTI, HE3AICKHOCTI Ta IUTICHOCTI YKpaiHH.
KoncynpratuBaa wmicis Hamae €C MOXIMBICTE OyTH B KpH30Biil cdepi, a TaKOX CHOPUATH IIHHOCTSIM
JeKaparii i, ToJIOBHE, MOKPAIUTH CBill iMi/K B MDKHAPOIHOMY CEPEIOBHILI.

IopiBusaus aiit €C 3 npisutericTIo HATO imI0CTpye MOXJIMBOCTI Jiep)KaB-wICHIB IOZO POJi Ta
moTeHIiany 06ox opranizaiiii. [Ipore Ha camitax €C HEMOXJIMBO OOTOBOPHUTH MUTAHHS BiICHKOBOTO
TUIy 4epe3 (yHAAMEHTAIbHI BIIMIHHOCTI MDK LMMH JBOMa opraizadmismu. Baxmmsicte €C y
BUpIIICHH] BIfICbKOBUX KOH(QUIIKTIB CHCTEMaTH4YHO 3MeHIIyeThcs. Peanbhe 3aBnanus CIIBO momsirae B
YIpaBIiHHI KpU3aMH Ta KOH(QIIKTAMH HHU3bKOI iHTEHCHBHOCTI BIMCHKOBHX omepamniii B mepupepiiHux
KpaiHaXx (B OCHOBHOMY a()pHKaHCBHKHX) i, TIEpII 3a BCEe, MOCTKOHQIIKTHOI PEKOHCTPYKII HUBIIBHUX
cucreM Oesmekd. Skmo €Bponelicekmii Cor03 Mae HaMip BifirpaBaTH KJIIOUOBY POJb B YIpaBIiHHI
BIICPKOBUMH KpH3aMH, TEPIIOI0 i OCHOBHOIO METOI0 ii HisUTbHOCTI Mae OyTH eeKTHBHE 3a0e3redeHHs
BIDKUBAHHS 1 KOHCOJIiTanii Bpa3MBUX AepXKaB, a Ha IPyroMmy erari — popMyBaHHs BHCOKHX CTaHIApTiB
JIeP’KaBHOTO YIPaBIIiHHS.

['070BHUM 3aBHAHHSAM [ep)KaBHOTO YIpaBIiHHA B VYKpaiHi € JOCSATHEHHs e(eKTHBHOCTI
IPaBOOXOPOHHOI MiSUTBHOCTI Ta BHCOKOTO piBHA edeKkTHBHOCTI Ta (YHKI[IOHYBaHHS OpraHiB,
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BIANOBiIaTbHUX 3a BHYTpilHIO Oe3nmeky Ta oOopoHy. Kpainu, sKi mOparHyTh BCTYIUTH B
3aXiTHOEBPOICHCHKY IOJITHYHY CHCTEMy HAAiHHMM IUIIXOM, 3MIHATH CBOIO HHHIINIHIO MOJENb
(YHKIIOHYBaHHS, IO HE 3aBXKIU BIIINOBiNA€ IEMOKpaTHYHIH 1 Npo3opii Mojeni KpaiH-uiIeHiB
€ppomneiicekoro  Coto3y. IloTeHmianm BTpaTté pociiicbkoro BIUIMBY B UYOpHOMOPCHKOMY perioHi
ctumymoBaB 3ycwusi €C no ¢opmyBaHHs Beix cdep crpareriuHol momituku Oesmexu. OmepamiiiHa
crhiBrnpans 3 €C moBUHHA NPOJOBKYBAaTHCSA TaKUMH iHiIiaTHBaMu, K boiioBi rpynu €C, OCKiNbKU 1 €
BOXJIMBUM E€JIEMEHTOM, SIKuil cripustume rmuburii inrerpauii 3 €C 1 HaBite 3 HATO B MaiiOyTHROMY.
OCHOBHOIO YMOBOIO 30€peXeHHsI CTaOlIFHOCTI PErioHy € MOCTIJOBHUM 1 3aranbHuil crocid aii gepkas-
wieniB €C y BigHocuHax 3 Pociiicbkoto ®Denepariero. TakuM uYpHOM, HUIIX 10 €QEKTHBHOCTI
€Bporneiicekoro Coro3y nossirae B Horo 6€3yMOBHIH €JHOCTI y BeJIeHH] 30BHIIIHBOI MOTITHKA, 0COOIMBO
y chepi 6e3mexu.
Knrwuoesi cnosa: €sponeticekuii Coro3; YkpaiHa; BilicekoBa kpu3za; CI1BO.



