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EU SANCTIONS REGULATIONS: FROM PROPOSAL
TO ENFORCEMENT!

The article explores the evolution and enforcement of European Union (EU) sanctions
regulations, with a focus on their growing integration into the EU’s Common Foreign and
Security Policy (CFSP) since the early 1990s. It posits a shift from broad sanctions to more
targeted measures against individuals and entities linked to policies or actions triggering
sanctions. This transition is studied through an analysis of EU sanctions types, their legal
framework, and their interplay with international trade rules. The methodology involves
a detailed examination of EU documents, guidelines, and treaty provisions.
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Problem setting. In the contemporary global landscape, the enforcement of The
European Union (EU) Sanctions Regulations has emerged as a pivotal issue. The
evolution of these regulations, from their initial conception to their current
enforcement, presents a complex and multifaceted problem. Despite the existence
of a robust legal framework and the efforts of various stakeholders, challenges
persist in the effective implementation and enforcement of these sanctions. These
challenges are not only legal and political but also have significant economic and
social implications. The complexity of the issue is further compounded by the
diverse interests and perspectives of the Member States, each with its unique
geopolitical context and priorities.
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Analysis of recent research and publications. Recent studies and publications
have extensively explored the EU sanctions policy, as a foreign and security
instrument, the definition of sanctions according to EU law, their balance with
international law (human rights and trade regulations), the implementation and
monitoring of the EU sanctions regimes and the different types of sanctions. Among
the most significant studies are the works of such authors as Biersteker (2013),
Russell (2018), Bendiek, Alander, and Bochtler (2020), Portela (2022, 2023),
Lonardo (2023), Immenkamp (2024) and others.

However, these studies have often overlooked the nuanced dynamics of the
sanctions imposed process, the role of Member States in EU enforcement, and the
role of the European Commission, and there remains a gap in understanding the
shift from broad, sweeping measures to a more targeted approach focusing
on individuals and entities. This gap underscores the need for a more comprehensive
and in-depth analysis. Furthermore, the rapidly changing geopolitical landscape
and the evolving nature of international conflicts necessitate a continuous
reassessment of the effectiveness and relevance of EU sanctions.

Objectives of the paper. This paper aims to address this gap by providing
a detailed examination of EU Sanctions Regulations. The objectives of this paper
are threefold: to provide a comprehensive overview of the problem sets, to critically
analyze recent research and publications, and to elucidate the objectives of the
paper, which include exploring the sanctions imposed process, understanding the
role of Member States in EU enforcement, and examining the role of the European
Commission. In doing so, this paper seeks to contribute to the ongoing discourse
on EU sanctions and provide valuable insights that could inform policy-making
and future research.

Main findings. /. EU sanctions: legal background. Before the 1980s, the
European Community did not impose its own sanctions. Instead, individual Mem-
ber States were responsible for implementing sanctions mandated by the United
Nations Security Council (UNSC), a responsibility that continues to this day as part
of their UN membership obligations. Up until 1980, the UNSC had only imposed
sanctions on two countries: Rhodesia in 1965 and South Africa in 1977. However,
the conclusion of the Cold War facilitated consensus-building at the UN, leading
to what has been referred to as the ’sanctions decade’ throughout the 1990s (Im-
menkamp, 2024, p. 2).

Since the early 1990s, financial and economic sanctions have become
an increasingly integrated aspect of the Common Foreign and Security Policy
(CFSP). The establishment of the European Security and Defence Policy (ESDP)
in 1999, the Stability Pact for South Eastern Europe in 1999, the two rounds
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of enlargement in 2004 and 2007, and the more than 20 civilian, military, and civil-
military missions or operations undertaken until 2009 were considered by many
as milestones along the path to a common European foreign and security policy
(Bendiek, Alander, & Bochtler, 2020). In 2004 the European Council adopted Basic
Principles on the Use of Restrictive Measures (Sanctions), where Member States
of the EU underscored their collective goal of employing sanctions to safeguard
human rights, uphold democracy, enforce the rule of law, and promote good
governance in accordance with the principles of the UN Charter and CFSP.
Additionally, they aimed to use these measures to combat the threats posed
by weapons of mass destruction and terrorism (Portela, 2022, p. 2).

At the UN level, sanctions are defined as ’measures not involving the use
of armed force ... employed to give effect to [UN Security Council] decisions’ (Ar-
ticle 41 of the UN Charter). EU-level sanctions are not explicitly defined in Euro-
pean law, but they serve a similar purpose in implementing the decisions either of the
UN Security Council or the Council of the EU (Immenkamp, 2024, p. 2).

As mentioned in Sanctions Guidelines (2018) the restrictive measures should
be formulated considering the obligation under Article 6(3) of the Treaty on European
Union (TEU) for the EU to uphold fundamental rights, which are safeguarded by the
European Convention on Human Rights and are derived from the constitutional
traditions shared among Member States (Council of the EU, 2018, p. 9-10).

Special attention requires the international trade regulations balance versus the
EU sanctions. EU Sanctions by their nature should adhere to the international com-
mitments of the Union and its Member States, particularly the World Trade Organiza-
tion (WTO) Agreements. As stated by Sanctions Guidelines (2018) the General
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) and the General Agreement on Trade in Ser-
vices (GATYS) are applicable when limiting actions that impact trade in goods or ser-
vices with third countries. Article XXI of GATT permits import and export restrictions
that are either relevant to arms and military equipment or imposed in line with obliga-
tions under the UN Charter for the maintenance of international peace and security.
Article XIV bis of GATS provides a similar exemption. Trade-restricting measures
that do not fall under these categories must fulfill the conditions stipulated in Article
XX of GATT and Article XIV of GATS, respectively, and in certain instances, could
be at odds with WTO rules (Council of the EU, 2018, p. 11).

2. Principles, types, and categories of sanctions. There are three different major
types of EU sanctions applied in combination with other sanctions regimes.

Initially, the EU acts as an executor of UN sanctions (implementer). All
UN members are required to enforce sanction measures adopted under Chapter VII
of the UN Charter, and the EU legislates such measures through a Council decision
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under the CFSP, followed by the adoption of a regulation. Consequently,
EU measures are ’embedded’ in universally applicable UN sanctions, legitimized
by the UN Security Council, and theoretically implemented by all UN member
states. These measures merely enforce United Nations Security Council (UNSC)
decisions, leaving no room for independent action or initiative by the EU.

Secondly, the EU imposes autonomous sanctions that extend beyond those of the
UN, often referred to as supplementary’ measures. These sanctions serve to reinforce
the UN sanctions regimes. They are frequently derived from the language used
in UN Security Council (UNSC) resolutions. For instance, when the UNSC
encourages member states to ’exercise vigilance’ in enforcing sanctions under
Chapter VII, the EU may opt to impose additional, supplementary sanctions. The
EU’s sanctions on Iran since 2010, the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea,
Libya in 2011, and Cdte d’Ivoire exemplify this category of EU sanctions.

Thirdly, the EU imposes autonomous sanctions when UN sanctions are not
in place. These sanctions are utilized when the UN Security Council fails to reach
a consensus due to the veto of a Permanent Member. They also function as a tool
of EU foreign policy, serving to express disapproval of perceived unacceptable
actions and to reassert EU principles on the global stage. The EU’s sanctions
on Syria, Russia, Ukraine, Burma/Myanmar, Zimbabwe, Belarus, China, Uzbekistan,
and the Comoros exemplify this type of EU sanction (Biersteker & Portela, 2015,
p. 1-2).

EU sanctions, as part of its Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP), are
divided into two primary categories: 1) general measures, which target specific
sectors and can have a wide-ranging impact on the overall economy; 2) measures
applied against identified individuals and entities, as specified in an annex to the
legislation. As noted by Lonardo (2023), this fundamental classification carries
significant implications: while sanctions against individuals and entities are subject
to examination by the Court of Justice of the EU (CJEU), broader economic
sanctions escape judicial review. The Court differentiates between general provisions
and measures aimed at specific natural or legal persons named in the concerned act
(Lonardo, 2023, p. 78).

Another categorization, given by Eckes (2022), pertains to the organizational
structure of a given sanctions regime. This typically manifests as a geographical
or country-specific regime, which involves imposing restrictions that affect
individuals, entities, and certain sectors confined to a specific territory, usually
a country. The majority of sanctions regimes fit into this category. However,
following the adoption of a counterterrorism sanctions list by the United Nations
Security Council (UNSC) after the events of September 11, 2001, thematic
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or horizontal sanctions regimes have gained prominence (Eckes, 2022, pp. 255—
269).

Early European sanctions often included very wide-ranging measures, for
example, an embargo on Argentine imports in 1982 following the country’s
occupation of the Falkland Islands. However, concerns about the humanitarian
impact of the 1990-2003 UN trade embargo on Iraq have resulted in a shift by the
EU and the UN to a more targeted approach. Therefore, as mentioned by Russell,
EU sanctions are designed to exert maximum influence on those responsible for
the concerning behavior, usually the political and military leaders of a regime, while
striving to minimize negative humanitarian impacts wherever feasible.
(Russell, 2018, p. 2). For this reason, the EU Council Sanctions Guidelines articulate
that the EU’s restrictive measures are designed to specifically farget those who are
identified as being responsible for, benefiting from, or supporting the policies
or actions that have led to the EU’s decision to impose sanctions. The specific
measures employed are contingent on the objectives of the sanctions, demonstrating
the EU’s approach of targeted and differentiated responses. These measures
encompass, among others, the freezing of funds and economic resources, travel
bans, arms embargoes, embargoes on equipment that could be used for internal
repression, various export and import restrictions, and flight bans (Council of the
EU, 2018, p. 13, 14).

Sanctions are enforced through a blacklist, which includes designated individuals
and entities listed in the annex of each sanctions regime. These restrictive measures
prevent the targets from moving or actively using their assets, including bank
accounts, other financial depots, and physical assets like real estate and vessels,
within EU Member States. Furthermore, banks and operators incorporated in the
EU are prohibited from transferring funds to bank accounts owned by blacklisted
individuals. However, it’s important to note that these freezes do not alter ownership
rights (Portela & Olsen, 2023, p. 7).

3. Sanctions implementation and enforcement. The development of sanctions
regimes is a complex process involving different actors. All decisions to adopt,
amend, lift or renew sanctions are taken by the Council following examination
in the relevant Council working groups.

The High Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy
(HR) plays a significant role in the development of the CFSP through his/her
proposals. The HR, in conjunction with the Council, ensures the EU’s actions in the
CFSP area are unified, consistent, and effective.

The European External Action Service (EEAS) supports the HR/VP in fulfilling
his/her mandate. It plays a crucial role in preparing, maintaining, and reviewing
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sanctions, as well as in communication and outreach activities related to them. This
is done in close collaboration with Member States, relevant EU delegations, and
the European Commission.

In the Council’s legislative process concerning sanctions, the EEAS has a specific
role. This includes preparing proposals for a decision on behalf of the High
Representative and jointly with the European Commission, proposals for regulations.
These are subsequently reviewed and adopted by the Council. Decisions are binding
on the Member States, while regulations are directly applicable within the European
Union and bind individuals and entities, including economic operators (EEAS, 2023).
In addition to its decision-making authority in matters related to the CFSP, the
Council plays a significant role in overseeing the implementation of sanctions. This
includes amending existing legal acts to address potential unforeseen adverse effects
and unintended gaps. To accomplish this, the Council relies on information gathered
through various feedback mechanisms, which provide insights into the practical
implications of previously adopted sanctions decisions and regulations (Portela &
Olsen, 2023, p. 36). One of the most significant among these is represented by the
Working Party of Foreign Relations Counsellors (RELEX) / Sanctions group, which
mainly consists of sanctions coordinators based in the capitals of Member States.
Regular meetings in this group, typically held quarterly, offer a platform for
representatives of Member State sanctions to coordinate with their counterparts
based in capitals directly, the Council’s Legal Service, the Commission, the EEAS,
along with various invited third-party actors, including non-governmental
organizations.

Another crucial responsibility of the Council is to ensure the legal soundness
and feasibility of any adopted measures. Its Legal Service records and addresses
litigation cases brought against the institution in EU courts, based on grievances
by either individuals or legal entities from within or outside the Union. These
proceedings typically argue that the rationale for a specific individual listing or the
evidence provided is not legally adequate, or that a certain sectoral measure unfairly
targets specific individuals or entities. When EU courts deem a specific sanction
ground to be inadequate and annul the listing, the Council frequently re-adds the
individual in question to the sanctions list, providing additional information in the
statement of reasons following the court ruling.

The European Commission, as guardian of the treaties, is responsible for
ensuring, through monitoring, that the regulations imposing restrictive measures
adopted under Article 215 TFEU are implemented and enforced by the Member
States, and for coordinating Member States’ action (EUR-lex, Glossary). The
European Commission also collaborates intimately with the National Competent
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Authorities (NCAs), offering guidance and assistance to EU operators. This
collaboration ensures that all business activities conducted in areas under
EU sanctions comply with the law. The Commission and the NCAs regularly share
information on various facets of sanctions enforcement, including the total value
of frozen assets, exceptions granted, and any enforcement challenges that may arise
within their jurisdiction (European Commission, 2022). The NCAs in the Member
States have to assess whether there has been a breach of the legislation and take
adequate steps (EEAS, 2023).

Typically the competent authorities of Member States are responsible for: the
determination of penalties for violations of the restrictive measures; the granting
of exemptions; receiving information from, and cooperating with, economic
operators (including financial and credit institutions); reporting upon their
implementation to the Commission; for UN sanctions, liaison with Security Council
sanctions committees, if required, in respect of specific exemption and delisting
requests (European Commission, 2008).

This system is delineated in two principal documents: the *Guidelines
on implementation and evaluation of restrictive measures in the framework of the
EU’, initially adopted in 2003 and revised in 2018; and the ’Best Practices
on Effective Implementation of Financial Restrictive Measures’, first introduced
in 2015 and updated in 2022. Both documents focus on the standardization
of terminology and shared definitions for legal tools. The political dimensions
of sanctions policy are addressed separately in the *Basic Principles for the Use
of Restrictive Measures’, which is the EU’s policy framework mentioned earlier
(Portela & Olsen, 2023, p. 14).

The European Parliament’s (EP) active involvement in the enforcement and
comprehensive implementation of sanctions was clearly highlighted in its annual
report on the execution of the Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP)
in January 2023 (European Parliament, 2023). This underscores the Parliament’s
commitment to ensuring the effectiveness of these measures in achieving their
intended objectives. As Portela and Olsen (2023) referred despite not having
a formal role in the adoption processes of the CFSP, the EP primarily seeks to exert
influence on EU restrictive measures through informal dialogues with representatives
from other EU institutions, governments, and parliaments of Member States, as well
as through public communication and the adoption of formal resolutions in the EP’s
plenary sessions. Moreover, the AFET (European Parliament’s Committee
on Foreign Affairs) occasionally includes specific sanctions-related topics on its
agenda. The implementation of sanctions is closely monitored by Members of the
European Parliament (MEPs) who have interests not only in the targeted countries
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and sectors, but also in broader issues that are subject to EU sanctions regimes,
such as human rights, cyber-security, chemical weapons, and terrorism (Portela &
Olsen, 2023, p. 38).

Conclusions of the research. The comprehensive study of EU sanctions
regulations from their inception in the 1980s to the present day reveals a significant
evolution. Initially, Member States implemented United Nations Security Council
(UNSC) sanctions at a national level. However, over the decades, sanctions have
become an integral part of the Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP),
reflecting the growing role of collective action in international relations.

This research confirms the hypothesis that EU sanctions have evolved into a vital
instrument for upholding and restoring international peace and security. They serve
as a tool for safeguarding human rights, democracy, the rule of law, and good
governance, and for countering threats such as weapons of mass destruction and
terrorism. This aligns with the principles of the UN Charter and the Treaty
on European Union (TEU), demonstrating the EU’s commitment to international
law and multilateralism.

An unexpected finding of the study is the shift towards a more targeted approach
to sanctions. This approach focuses on those responsible for the policies or actions
that prompt the EU’s decision to impose restrictive measures. This shift was influenced
by concerns about the humanitarian impact of broad sanctions, as seen in the 1990—
2003 UN trade embargo on Iraq. This finding underscores the EU’s commitment
to minimizing the unintended consequences of sanctions on civilian populations.

The research also highlights the complexity of developing sanctions regimes,
involving various actors such as the Council, the High Representative of the Union
for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy (HR), the European External Action Service
(EEAS), the European Commission, and even the European Parliament.
It underscores the central role of EU Member States in implementing and enforcing
EU sanctions, and the European Commission’s responsibility for ensuring these
regulations are implemented and enforced. This reflects the unique institutional
structure of the EU, where decision-making is centralized but implementation
remains largely in the hands of Member States.

This research contributes to legal scholarship by providing a comprehensive
understanding of EU sanctions regulations, from initiative to enforcement. The
practical implications of the findings lie in their potential to inform policy-making
and legal practices related to EU sanctions. They provide valuable insights for
practitioners, including policymakers, legal advisors, and those involved in the
implementation and enforcement of sanctions.

Future research could delve deeper into the effectiveness of the targeted approach
to sanctions and explore the potential impacts of EU sanctions on international trade
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regulations. Such research could provide valuable insights for enhancing the
effectiveness of EU sanctions in achieving their intended objectives. It could also
contribute to the ongoing debate on the balance between the need for effective
sanctions and the need to minimize their impact on trade and humanitarian
conditions. This would further enrich the academic discourse on EU sanctions and
contribute to the development of more effective and humane sanctions policies.
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A. A.TOHYAP

MaricTp Mi>KHapOJHOTO MpaBa, Kadeapa Mi>KHAPOTHOTO, UBLILHOTO Ta KOMEPIIHHO-
ro npasa Jlep>kaBHOTO TOProBeNbHO-EKOHOMIYHOTO YHIBEPCHTETY,

VYkpaina, m. Kuis

IIPABOBE PET'YJIIOBAHHS CAHKIIN €C: BT IHIIIA LT
J10 BBEJEHHS B JIIIO

IMocTranoBka npodiaemu. Ha cydacHOMy rmo0anbHOMY piBHI, iMIZIEMEHTAIlisS CaHK-
HnidHUX periameHTiB €Bponeiicbkoro Corosy (€C) crana BaxInBow TeMoro. EBosolis
LUX PErIAMEHTIB BiJl TIOYATKOBOI KOHIICIIIIT JI0 Cy4aCHOTO BUKOHAHHS MPEICTABIISE CKIIaI-
Hy nipoOnemy. He3Baskarouu Ha HassBHICTH MIIIHOT IPaBOBOT 0a3u Ta 3yCHJIb PI3HHUX ydac-
HUKIB, e)eKTHBHA pealli3allis Ta BAKOHAHHS CAHKIIH CTUKA€EThCs 3 BUKJIMKamu. L1i Bu-
KJIMKYA MalOTh HE JIUIIC IMPABOBHH Ta MONITHIHUH, ajie i EKOHOMIYHHWMA Ta COIliadbHUN
XapakTep, YCKIQTHCHUH Pi3HUMH 1HTepecaMu JAepkaB-wieHiB €C, KOKHA 3 IKUX Ma€ CBil
YHIKQJIbHHHA TCOTTOITHYHUH KOHTEKCT Ta TIPIOPUTETH.

AHaJIi3 ocTaHHIX J0CHiKeHb Ta mydsikanii. Cepe/ BaXXIIMBUX JTOCIIIHKEHb — PO-
0oTH Takux aBTODPiB, sk bipcrekep (2013), Paccen (2018), bennix, Ananaep, boxtiep
(2020), IMoprena (2022, 2023), Jlonapmo (2023), Immenkami (2024).
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Mera 11i€i cTarTi monsArae B ONISA MPOOJIEMHHX MMATAaHb, KPUTHYHOMY aHAaIIi31 Haii-
HOBIIIKX JTOCII/HKEHb Ta IyOIiKalliif, a TAaKOXK y BU3HAYEHHI 1iel gociimkeHss. i mimi
BKJIIOUAIOTh aHAJi3 IPOLIECY BBEACHHS CAaHKIIIM, PO3yMiHH POJIi AepKaB-wieHiB Ta €Bpo-
neicbkoi Komicii y BUKOHaHHI CaHKIid. ABTOp CTarTi MparHe 3poOHUTH CBili BHECOK Y MO-
TOYHMI TUCKYpC 1100 caHkuid €C Ta HagaTH UiHHI BUCHOBKH, SIKi MOXYTh BIUIMHYTU
Ha GopMyBaHHS MOJTITUKU Ta MOAAIBILI TOCIIIKSHHS.

Bukaan ocaoBHoro marepiaiy. [lo 1980-x pp. €Bporelicbka CIiibHOTa HE 3ampo-
BaJDKyBaJia BIIACHUX CaHKIIIH, a Jiep:kaBu-uieHn BukonyBaiu cankiii OOH. ITicis 3akin-
YeHHs XOJOAHOI BIMHM ca”KLii cTaiu 4yacTuHO CHuIbHOT 30BHINIHBOI Ta OE€3I1EKOBOT
nojituku (C3BIT) €C. 3 2004 p. €Bporneiicbka paga npuiisia OCHOBHI MPUHIIUITA BH-
KOpHCTaHHS 00MEKyBaJIbHUX 3aXO0/IB (CaHKIIIH), CIPSIMOBAHUX Ha 3aXHCT MPAaB JIOJMHH,
JIEMOKparii, BepXOBEHCTBA MpaBa Ta 60pOoTHOy 3 3arpo3aMu, TAKUMHU K 30pOsi MaCOBOTO
3HHIIEHHS Ta TEPOPU3M.

IcaytoTh Tpu ocHOBHHX TN caHkIi €C: 1) Bukonarui cankmii OOH, sxi €C
3000B’sI3aHUH pealizyBaTH; 2) aBTOHOMHI CaHKIII1, IO JOTTOBHIOIOTE caHkIlii OOH; 3) aB-
TOHOMHI caHKIii 0e3 HasgBHOCTI caHkiii OOH. Cankiii noaiIsIOTHCS Ha 3arajibHi 3aX0/IH,
10 BIUTMBAIOTh HAa CEKTOPH €KOHOMIKH, Ta 3aXOAH MPOTH KOHKPETHHX 0Ci0 1 OpraHizarii.
Canknii €C, sk gactuaa C3bI1, moginstoTecs Ha Taki OCHOBHI Kareropii: 1) 3aranbHi 3a-
XOJIH, IO BILUTUBAIOTH HA KOHKPETHI CEKTOPH 1 MOXKYTh MaTH IIUPOKUH BILTUB HA €KOHOMi-
Ky; 2) 3aX0/i1, 3aCTOCOBaHi MPOTH BU3HAYEHUX 0CI0 Ta opraHizariil, 3a3Ha4eHUX y A0JaT-
Ky JI0 3aKOHO/IaBCTBA. [HIIIa Kiacudikalis, CTOCYEThCS OpraHi3aliiiHOT CTPYKTYpHU pexXu-
MYy CaHKIiH, sIKi MOXKYTb OyTH reorpadiyHuMu abo TeMaTHYHUMHU.

PozpobnenHst caHKIIHHUX PeXKUMIB BKIIOUaE pisHi opranu €C. Brucokuii mpeacTaBHUK
€C 13 mUTaHb 3aKOPIOHHKX CIPAB 1 MOJTITUKH OE3MEeKH BiJlirpa€e KIFOYOBY POJIb Y TiIrOTOB-
i caHkIid. €Bponeiickka ciyx0a 30BHimHIX cripaB (EEAS) ninrpumye Bucokoro mnpe-
CTaBHHUKa Yy BUKOHaHHI MaHary. Paga €C npuiiMae pilieHHs 010 CaHKIIiH, a €Bporneiichka
KOMICIsI BIITIOBIIa€ 3a X MOHITOPUHT Ta 3a0e3I1CUCHHSI BUKOHAHHS. Y PO3pOOJICHHI Ta BU-
KOHaHHI CaHKIIil 6epyTh ydacTh uncienHi oprann €C, Bkmouatoun Paxy €C, Bucokoro
npenctaBauka €C 13 TUTaHb 3aKOPIOHHUX CITPAB 1 IMOJIITHKH Oe3MeKH, €BPOTICHCHKY CITY K-
Oy 30BHIIIHIX CIIpaB, CBPOIEHCHKY KOMICIIO Ta HaBITH €BpoIeHchkuiA mapiaMeHT. Pama
€C npuiiMae pimeHHs OI0 CaHKIIH, a €Bporelichka KoMicis 3abe3rmedye iX MOHITOPHHT
Ta BUKoHaHHSA. [lepkaBu — wienn €C BiAirparoTh KIFOYOBY pOJb y peaisallii Ta BAKOHAHHI
CaHKIIiH, TOI K €BpoIIelichka KOMICis BiAMOBiae 3a 3a0e3MeueH s JOTPUMaHHS [TUX pe-
IJTaMEHTIB.

BucnoBku gocaimxenns. JlocmimkeHHs TATBEPIKYE TiMOTE3y MPO TE, M0 CAHKIIIT
€C cranu BaXJIMBUM IHCTPYMEHTOM MiATPUMKH MI>KHApOAHOTO MUY Ta Oe3neku. Bonu ciy-
I'YIOTh IHCTPYMEHTOM 3aXMCTY IpaB JIFOAWHH, IeMOKPaTii, BEpXOBEHCTBA MpaBa Ta MPOTULT
3arpo3am, TakuM sIK 30posi MaCOBOTO 3HHUILICHHS Ta Tepopu3M. Lle BiamoBigae mpuHIUIIAM
Craryty OOH Ta [loroBopy npo €poreiicbkuit Coro3 (TEU), neMoHCTpy UM BiIaHICTh
€C MiKHapoAHOMY TpaBy. 3 TIMHOM Yacy TPOCIIiIKOBY€ETHCS TTEPeXif] 10 OUIbLI HiTLOBOTO
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TTAXOMy JI0 CAHKIIIH, CIIPSIMOBAHOTO Ha THX, XTO HECE BIIMOBITANIBHICTE 3a TIOMITHKY abo i,
IO BUKJTHKAITH pirmeHHst €C mpo BBeICHHS CaHKIIIHA. L{e# mepexin 3yMoBIeHHI T'yMaHITapHH-
MU MipKyBaHHSIMH, TAKFMH SIK HETaTHBHUH BIUIMB ITMPOKMX CAHKITIN Ha INBUTHHE HACEIICHHS.

JlocmimKeHHST TaKOXK TiTKPECITIOE CKIAIHICTh PO3POOICHHS CAaHKIIIHHUX PEKUMIB,
3armydeHHs pi3HuX opradiB €C Ta 1eHTpaIbHy POib AePrKaB-4IICHIB y pealtizalii CaHKITiH.
Lle BimoOpakae yHIKaIbHY IHCTHTYIIHHY CTpYKTYypy €C, A€ NPUAHATTS pillieHb IIeHTpa-
Ji30BaHe, ajie peajisallis 3HAaYHOI MIipOI0 3aJIUIIAETHCS B KOMITETEHIIIT JIepKaB-4JIeHiB.
[IpakTHyHi BUCHOBKH MOXXYTh BIULIMHYTH Ha ()OPMYBaHHS TIOJTITHKH Ta FOPUJANYHY MTPAK-
THKY, HaJIAFOUH I[iHHI IHCAWTH JUIS MPAKTHKIB, BKIIOUAIOYH MTOJIITHKIB, FOPHUCTIB Ta TUX, XTO
3aliMaeThCs pearizalieto caHkuid. MaiOyTHI TOCTIIKEHHS MOXKYTh IIHOIIE TOCTIANTH
e(heKTUBHICTH IIIJILOBOTO MIXOMY JIO CAaHKI[I Ta BUBYUTH MOTCHIIIHHI BIUTMBU CAHKIIIN
€C Ha MDKHApOJIHI TOProBeJIbHI PEryTIOBAHHS Ta OCHOBHUX IPaB Ta CBOOO/I JIFOJMHU,
a TAKOXX MOXKYTh CIIPUSITH ITOTOYHUM JiebaTaMm mpo OanaHCc MixK HEOOXiHICTIO €(PEKTUBHUX
CaHKIIIH Ta MIHIMI3alli€0 IXHBOTO BILTUBY HA TOPTIiBIIO Ta TyMaHITapHi yMOBH, 30arady-
FOUM aKaJICMIYHUH JTUCKYPC Ta MOJIITHYHY TPAKTHKY.

Kopotka anoranis

AHoTamis. Y CTaTTi po3MISIA€EThCS MMTAHHS SBOJIOIIT PEryIIOBaHHS CaHKIIiH €Bpo-
nieficekoro Coro3y (€C) Ta MexaHi3MiB BBEACHHS iX Y JIiF0, 30CEPEIKYIOUHCH Ha 1X 3pOC-
Tatouiil iHTerpauii y CrninpHy 30BHimHIO Ta Oe3nekoBy nomituky (C3BII) €C 3 mouar-
Ky 1990-x pp. 3a3HauaeTbesl PO MEpeXij BiJl MIMPOKUX CAHKLIN A0 OUIBII LHITbOBHUX 3a-
XOJIiB MPOTH 0Ci0 i opraHi3alliii, OB’ s13aHUX 13 TOJITHKAMU 200 JISIMU, 110 BUKIHKAOTh
3aMpoBaHKEHHST 00OMEKYBaJIbHUX 3aXO0/liB. [[Jisl HanMCaHHs CTATTI aBTOP MpOaHaIi3yBaB
UM cankuii €C, XHe MpaBoBe MIAIPYHTS Ta B3a€EMOJIIO 3 MIXKHAPOJHUMH TOPTOBEIIb-
HUMU PETYITIOBaHHIMUA. METOMOJIOTIs BKIIIOYAE JIeTAIbHUN PO3misi JoKyMeHTiB €C, ke-
PIBHUX NPUHIUITIB Ta TOJOKEHb JOTOBOPIB, a TAKOX aHAJIi3 PeJICBAaHTHUX MyOiKaiin
Ta JOCII/IKEHb.

Kurouogi ciioBa: mpao €C, miTbOBUH IMi X111, aBTOHOMHI caHKI1ii, CITiTbHA 30BHITITHS
Ta Oe3reKkoBa MoIiTHKa, HarlionansHUN KOMITETEHTHHN OpraH, €BPOIeichka KOMICIs.
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