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Statement of the problem and its relevance. Effective police cooperation is key to transform the Union into
an area of freedom, security and justice based on respect for fundamental rights. Cross-border cooperation — involv-
ing police, customs and other law enforcement agencies - aims to prevent, detect and investigate criminal offences
across the European Union.

As the national law enforcement system does not have the scope of competence needed to tackle the problem
from the European perspective, EU member states have already started to form and implement a common justice
and home affairs policy since the 1970s.And also, taking into account the scale, gravity and consequences of the
corresponding types of crimes, there is an urgent need for joint actions of states aimed at preventing and suppressing
them, which determines the relevance of the topic under study.

The purpose of the article is to study law enforcement cooperation among the EU Member States, to identify
the main law enforcement agencies responsible for EU cooperation.

Analysis of research and publications. The legal regulation of inter-State cooperation in the fight against
crime is discussed in the works of V. Muraviov, Z. Makarukha, C. Breterton, R. Shamsutdinov, S. Gless.

Presentation of the main article. For the first time, law enforcement cooperation in Europe became cross-
border with the signing of the 1962 Treaty on Extradition and Mutual Assistance between the Benelux countries,
which allowed for cross-border prosecution and police surveillance. The next step in police cooperation in Europe
was the signing of the Convention implementing the 1990 Schengen Treaty. Section 1 of Part III of the Convention
“Police and Security” provides clear conditions for cross-border prosecution and police oversight, improved oppor-
tunities for information exchange and networking among relevant services of member state!.

At the same time, as the Maastricht Treaty of 1992 limited itself to defining police cooperation as one of the
areas of interest of the EU member states, the Treaty of Amsterdam of 1997 was the first founding treaty that defined
the content and boundaries of the joint activities of the member states in this field.

Subsequently, the Lisbon Treaty of 2007 identified important new provisions to enhance the EU’s ability to
fight international crime, illegal migration and trafficking in people, arms and drugs. The Lisbon Treaty eliminated
the three-pillar structure and introduced a section on the functioning of the EU into the Treaty “The Space for Free-
dom, Security and Justice,” highlighting judicial cooperation in civil cases, criminal cases and police cooperation as
separate chapters. It also provided for the establishment of the European Public Prosecutor’s office? to investigate,
prosecute and defend in court cases affecting the financial interests of the Union.

Accordingly, joint actions in the field of law enforcement cooperation include, among others: operative coop-
eration of competent authorities, in particular police, customs and other specialized law enforcement services of
member states in the field of prevention, detection and investigation of criminal offences; collection, storage, elabo-
ration, analysis and exchange, with the involvement of Europol, of law enforcement information, in particular
reports on suspicious financial transactions, taking into account appropriate provisions on the protection of personal
data; cooperation and joint initiatives on staff training, exchange of liaison officers and specialists, use of equipment
and forensic investigations; joint assessment of individual investigation techniques designed to show serious forms
of organized crime.

The main instrument of law enforcement cooperation is the European Police Office, which is central to the
broader European internal security architecture. Europol’s role is to help national police and other similar authorities
to act more effectively to facilitate cooperation between them. The focus of this cooperation is on preventing and
combating terrorism, cybercrime, drug trafficking and other forms of serious cross-border crime3.
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Europol began its activities on January 3, 1994 as the European Drug Unit (EDU). Immediately as Europol this
department was founded on the basis of the Convention on the Establishment of the European Police Office (Europol)
on July 26, 1995, which defined its primary task as improving the flow of information between member states, as well
as the collection of information on illegal actions and the transfer of relevant information to competent national author-
ities (Article 29 of the Convention)*. However, even at the time of preparation of Europol Convention there was an
acute discussion between member-states about delimitation of Europol competence with national law-enforcement bo-
dies, as a number of states demanded to minimize the influence of the new structure on national investigations (France,
Germany), and other states — on the contrary, advocated the idea of almost complete unification of legal procedures of
bringing to criminal responsibility the persons who committed crimes on the territory of EU by Europol forces.

Despite the fact that the issue of Europol’s competence was ultimately decided in favor of the sovereignty of
states, the Europol Convention enshrined the principles of separation of powers between the new pan-European law
enforcement agency and national police services of member states. The Europol Convention was ratified by all
member states and entered into force on October 1, 1998. After several legislative acts related to the Convention,
Europol started its full activity on July 1, 19995.

Since January 1, 2010 Europol is an EU agency funded by the EU budget, and almost 1400 employees (inclu-
ding a maximum of 200 liaison officers) are based at its headquarters in The Hague. The main goal of Europol is to
improve information exchange between police authorities. To this end, it conducts the Serious and Organized Crime
Threat Assessment (SOCTA), which will serve as a basis for Council decisions, as well as the European Union’s
Terrorism Situation & Trend Reports (TE-SAT)5.

Europol is responsible for collecting, analyzing and exchanging information in order to counteract the creation
of illegal immigration and transportation networks; terrorism; illegal trafficking in drugs, nuclear, explosives and
radioactive substances, weapons, stolen cars, works of art and antiques, as well as false documents; counterfeiting
of currency; corruption, property attempts and fraud, theft; cybercrimes; and environmental damage.

Europol’s mandate extends to combating money laundering in relation to each of these types of crime. Europol
supports EU countries by analyzing the operational work of EU police agencies; preparing strategic reports contain-
ing data on crimes of a European-wide dimension; improving the exchange of information between liaison officers
(Europol Liason Officers), within the framework of national legislation; conducting expertise and providing techni-
cal assistance for investigation and operational actions throughout the EU, under the control and responsibility of
the state in whose territory the crime was committede.

The Europol Convention provides for the establishment of a computer system to receive, provide and analyse
information. The Convention substantiates the conditions of protection of human rights and security of personal
data. The system functioning should be controlled by a special commission (Joint Supervisory Body). Europol
reports to the Council of Ministers of Internal Affairs and Justice, which is responsible for its activity, appoints a
director and his deputies.

Europol does not have any coercive powers (it cannot make arrests or conduct searches), but its operational
powers have gradually increased. The Council Act of 28 November 2002, for example, allowed Europol to partici-
pate in joint investigation teams and to request member states to initiate criminal investigations. It also expanded its
analytical capabilities, including the establishment in January 2013 of the European Center for Cybercrime, which
is responsible, inter alia, for assessing the threat of organized crime on the Internet.

Following the terrorist attacks in Paris and Copenhagen in early 2015, the Council of Justice and Home Affairs
instructed Europol to set up an Internet diversion unit to combat terrorist propaganda and other extremist measures.
After the attack in Paris (November 2015), Council expanded Europol’s counter-terrorism powers by starting work
on 1 January 2016 at the European Center for Counter-Terrorism.

Similarly, following the massive influx of illegal migrants into the EU in 2014 and early 2015, Europol
launched a joint MARE operation in March 2015 to strengthen efforts to counter human smuggling. It also cont-
ributes to this operation by deploying on «hot spots» at external borders. Europol is also authorized to negotiate
transactions with third countries and bodies that are not members of the EU (e.g., cooperation agreement with Inter-
pol and the USA)’.

On 27 March 2013, the Commission submitted to the European Parliament and the EU Council a legislative
proposal to amend the current Europol decision, which included the proposed merger of Europol and the European
Police College (CEPOL)3.

Rejected by both the EU Council and the Parliament, the mergers have now been postponed. In May 2016, the
Parliament and the Council approved the new Europol Regulation®. This regulation facilitates the establishment by
Europol of specialized units to respond to new threats, establishes rules for existing units (for example, the above-
mentioned counter-terrorism units) and provides a more reliable data protection regime, strengthened governance
and greater responsibility for agencies must be achieved through a common group of parliamentary audits, bringing
together the European Parliament and national parliaments.

Since 2018, Europol has conducted several important operations, including:

— the leader of the Carbanak and Cobalt criminal gang of harmful software attacks targeting more than 100 fi-
nancial institutions around the world were arrested in Alicante, Spain, after a complex investigation led by the Span-
ish National Police. The criminal transaction affected banks in more than 40 countries and resulted in cumulative
losses of more than €1 billion for the financial industry. However, the United States of America and the United States
of America have not yet done so. April 25, 2018, law enforcement agencies of states.
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— members of the European Union, Canada, and the US have launched a joint action against the so-called propa-
ganda machine of the Islamic State with the aim of seriously disrupting its propaganda flow. This operation was coor-
dinated by the European Union Internet Communications Unit (IRU) within the European Counter-Terrorism Centre
at Europol headquarters. This operation, targeting major IP-branded media such as “Amak”, as well as radio stations
“Al-Bayan”, “Halumi” and “Nashiri news”, jeopardized the ability of IS to broadcast and publish terrorist material.

—on 5 December 2018, the judicial and law enforcement authorities of the Netherlands, Italy, Germany, Bel-
gium and Luxembourg took coordinated and decisive action against “Ndranghet”. The operation code-named “Polli-
no” is the largest of its kind in Europe today. Several hundred police officers, including special units, as well as pro-
secutors and investigators, have participated in today’s operation. Close cooperation in the investigation resulted in
the discovery of almost 4,000 kg of cocaine and hundreds of kilograms of other drugs throughout Europe. Until
12:00, the arrest of 84 suspects, including high-ranking members of the mafia network, was reported.

—in 2019, the second largest darknet market was destroyed by law enforcement. This police operation, coor-
dinated by Europol, resulted in the arrest of three people suspected of running Wall Street stores, the world’s second-
largest dark web market. The arrests were coordinated by the Dark Web Team Europol, which is working with EU
partners and law enforcement agencies around the world to reduce the size of this underground illegal economy.

Thus, given the above, it should be noted that the activities of Europol are of informational or coordination
nature.

Police training is an important aspect of law enforcement cooperation. For this purpose, CEPOL was estab-
lished in 2000, first as a network of existing national training institutions, and then as an EU agency (Council Deci-
sion 2005/681 / JHA of 20 September 2005)10.

This decision was replaced and repealed by the EU Regulation 2015/2219 of the European Parliament and the
Council of 25 November 2015 by the European Union Law Enforcement Training Agency (CEPOL)!!.

Thus, it is worth noting that the joint activities of Europol and other institutions of law enforcement coopera-
tion are of particular importance at the present stage, and the importance of further utilizing the possibilities of inter-
national police cooperation is topical, and the need to enhance the effectiveness of such cooperation through con-
certed action at the national and international levels to improve legal regulation.

Another instrument of law enforcement cooperation is the Standing Committee on Operational Cooperation on
Internal Security (COSI). It is a new committee within the EU security framework and was founded in the Treaty of
Lisbon, but this concept was formally introduced in 2004 in article I11-261 of the Treaty Establishing the European
Constitution!2. Article 71 of TFEU states that “a standing committee shall be established within the Council to
ensure the development and strengthening of operational cooperation on internal security within the Union”.

An example of this provision was established in the Council’s decision of 25 February 2010 establishing the
Standing Committee on Operational Cooperation on Internal Security Matters (2010/131/EU)!3. By founding COSI,
the treaty significantly strengthened and formalized operational cooperation on internal security within the EU. In
the Treaty of Lisbon, coordination of operational activities was not the exclusive responsibility of the justice and
internal affairs authorities.

In fact, until 2010, the Council and its secretariat played an important executive role; it served as a forum for
operational law enforcement cooperation among States members, sometimes assuming a coordinating role in the
absence of authority in this regard in the European Commission. The Working Group on Freedom, Security and Jus-
tice, in its final report to the Constitutional Assembly, proposed to merge the various working groups of the Council
dealing with internal security and to redefine the Committee’s mission under article 36, which participates in the
legislative work of the Council, with the aim of coordinating operational cooperation.

In general, according to the functions of COSI, paragraph 4.1 of the Stockholm Programme!4 lays the founda-
tion for the functioning of the Zone of Freedom, Security and Justice, the COSI is basically to develop, control and
implement an internal security strategy, and should also cover security aspects of integrated border management and,
where appropriate, judicial cooperation in criminal matters relating to operational cooperation in the field of internal
security, in order to ensure the effective implementation of the internal security strategy. In addition, the ISS should
be regularly informed about coordination and cooperation in the field of combating trafficking in human beings,
implemented by Member States and EU bodies.

The European Union Centre for Analytical Intelligence (Eu Intelligence and Situation Centre - EU INTCEN)!5
is not essentially a police cooperation body as it is part of the European External Action Service (EEAS). The cre-
ation of the EU INTCEN - or the EU Situation Centre (EU SITCEN), as it was called until 2012 — is closely linked
to the creation of the European Security and Defence Policy (ESDP) and the creation of the post of High Represen-
tative in 1999. The development of ESDP crisis management capabilities and the deployment of both civilian and
military missions has made it clear that a broader intelligence analysis structure is needed.

The events of September 11, 2001 and the growing threats of global terrorism have also highlighted the need
for timely and accurate intelligence analysis to support EU policy making.

In 2002, the EU SITCEN was founded in the General Council. The Secretariat is directly attached to the Office
of the High Representative.

Nevertheless, the European Union’s Intelligence Analysis Centre contributes to law enforcement cooperation
by conducting threat assessments based on information provided by intelligence agencies, military, diplomatic and
police services. INTCEN can also make a useful operational contribution by providing, for example, Europe-wide
information on the destinations, motives and movements of terrorists!6.
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Conclusions. Thus, at the current stage of development of the European Union, the coordination of law
enforcement activities of the member States of the European Union and law enforcement cooperation among the
member States of the European Union are of sufficient importance, related to pan-European integration. In coordi-
nating the activities of law enforcement agencies, this involves the development, operational cooperation and prac-
tical implementation of joint activities in the field of prevention, detection and investigation of criminal offences in
EU member States.
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Pe3rome

Mywax H.b., 3anoposceyv A.FO. CniiBpo0iTHHITBO NPaBOOXOPOHHHUX OPraHiB Jep:kaB-4ieHiB €Bponeiicbkoro Coro3sy.

CrarTs npHUCcBsIYCHA TOCIIHKECHHIO CIIIBPOOITHHIITBA AepxkKaB - WieHiB €Bponeticbkoro Coro3y B rairy3i MpaBOOXOPOHHOI MislIb-
HOCTi. BU3Ha4eHO OCHOBHI OpraHy, BiAIOBiAaibHI 3a criBmnpaiio B €C.

BuznaueHo HeoOXi(HICTh HaaromKeHHs eheKTUBHOI CIiBIIpalli 3 MUTAaHb (OPMYBAHHS Ta peai3allil CIiJIbHOI MONITHKH B cdepi
BHYTPIIIHIX cIpaB, 00’ €JHAHHS 3yCHJIb 10 PO3poOIli BIIMOBIIHUX MEXaHI3MIB CHiBIpali, O0POTEON 3 TAKHMH 3JI0YMHAMH, SK: TEPO-
PpHU3M, HE3aKOHHUH 00Ir HAPKOTHKIB, 30poi, a TaKOXK TOPTIiBIIA JIIOABMH, KibepaTaku.

Byro BU3HaYEHO, 0 OCHOBHUM IHCTPYMEHTOM IOMIL[EUCHKOT0 CIIBPOOITHUNTBA € €BpOIIeHCHKE MoJineiicbKe OI0po, SIKE € IIeH-
TPaNbHUM €JIEMEHTOM MIMPIIOi €BpOIeiichKol apXiTeKTypH BHYTpilIHboi Oe3nekn. I'onoBHa Meta €Bpomnony — 3podutu €sporry 6e3-
nevHimor. Bin mintpumye nepxapu-wienn €C B iX 60poTs0i 3 Tepopu3MoM, KiOep3I0UNHHICTIO Ta IHIIUMH CEPHO3HUMH 1 OpraHizo-
BaHUMH (hOpPMaMU 3JI0YMHHOCTI. EBPOIIOIN TAKOXK CIIIBIPALIIOE 3 OararbMa JepikaBaMy, siki He € naptHepamu €C, 1 MiXKHapOJHHMH Opra-
HizamisMu. MacimraGHi 3709HHHI 1 TEPOPHCTHIHI MEpeXi CTAaHOBILATH 3HAUHY 3arpo3y [t BHyTpimmHboi 6e3nekn €C. CEPOL 3apexko-
MEHJYBaB cebe SK areHTCTBO, SIKe PO3po0IIsie, BIPOBAIKY€ Ta KOOPAWHYE HaBYaHHS CIIBpOOITHUKIB MpaBooxopoHHUX opraHis. CEPOL
BHOCHTb CBiif BHECOK B 3a0e3IedeHHs Oe3nekn €BpOoIH, CIPHUSIOYH CIiBPOOITHILTBY Ta OOMiHY 3HAHHSIMU MDX CIIBPOOITHHKaMH IIpa-
BOOXOPOHHUX OpraHiB B AeprkaBax-wieHax €C. Ananitnunuii nentp po3sigku €C (EU INTCEN) He €, cTporo KaxydH, OpraHOM IT0JIi-
LIEMCHKOTO CHiBPOOITHUIITBA, OCKIIBKH BiH € J{upekiiiero €Bponelchkoi ciryx0u 30BHIIIHbONONITHYHOI HismbHOCTI (EEAS) 1 3aiima-
€TBCS TIJIBKK CTPATEriYHUM aHati3oM. [IpoTe, BiH BHOCUTB CBiif BHECOK B MOJINIEHCHKE CIIBPOOITHUIITBO, MPOBOASYH OLIIHKY 3arpo3 Ha
OCHOBI iH(opMaIlii, HaTaHOi PO3BiTyBAILHIMH CITy)OaMH, BIHCEKOBAMH, JUIIOMaTaMH 1 TOJMIIEHCEKUMHE CITy>KOaMH.

o crocyetnes [locTiiiHOTO KOMITETY 13 3a0€3MEUeHHs] PO3BUTKY Ta 3MILHEHHS ONEPaTUBHOI CIiBOpAlll 3 HUTaHb BHYTPIIIHBOT
6e3nexu B pamkax Corosy (COSI), To BiH crpHsie KOOpIUHALIT MK KOMIETEHTHUMH OpraHaMy Jiep)KaB-4JICHIB.

KorouoBi ciioBa: ciBpoOiTHUITBO Y TIPaBOOXOPOHHIH cepi, oprann €C, mpaBoOXOPOHHA AiSUIBHICTD, IIPABOOXOPOHHI (yHKIIIT
€C, npuHIKON CIiBOpAlli, TPAHCKOPAOHHA 3ITOYMHHICTb.
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Pe3srome

Mpywax H.b., 3anoposicey A.1O. CoTpyTHUYeCTBO PABOOXPAHUTEIBHBIX OPraHoB rocyiapcr-4ieHoB Esponeiickoro Coro3a.

Cratbs NOCBIIEHA UCCIEI0BAHUIO COTPYIHUYIECTBA IPABOOXPAHUTENIBHBIX OPraHOB rocyaapcTB-uneHoB EBpomneiickoro Corosa.
OmnpeneneHsl ITaBHBIE OPraHbl, OTBEYArOINe 3a cOTpygHndecTBo B EC.

YcTaHOBIEHO, YTO TIIABHBIM HHCTPYMEHTOM MOJIHIEHCKOTO COTPYAHNYECTBA sBIsIeTcs EBporeiickuii monumenckuii oguc, KoTo-
PBIH SIBISIETCS LIEHTPAJIBHBIM 3JIEMEHTOM Oojiee IIUPOKOW eBpOINEHCKONW apXUTEKTyphl BHyTpeHHel Oe3omacHocTu. [lokazaHo, 4TO
CEPOL — 3T0 areHTCTBO, KOTOPOE 3aHUMAETCs Pa3pabOTKOI, BHEIPEHHEM M KOOpANHAIMEH 00ydeHUs I COTPYIHUKOB IIPaBOOXPAHH-
TeNbHBIX opraHoB. AHanutudeckuil neHtp passenku EC (EU INTCEN) He siBisieTcs, CTpOTo TOBOPSI, OPTaHOM ITOJHIIEHCKOTO COTPYI-
HHUYECTBa, MOCKONIBKY OH sBisieTcs: Jupekuueit EBporeiickoii ciyx0Obt BHelHux neictuit (EEAS) u 3aHrMaeTcst TOBKO cTparernde-
ckuM aHanmu3oM. [To mocrossHHOro KoMuTeTa AJIst 0OECIIeYeH s Pa3BUTHS M YKPETUIEHHs ONIePaTHBHOTO COTPYJHUYECTBA 110 BOIIPOCAM
BHyTpeHHel Oe3omacHocTd B pamkax Coro3a (COSI), To 0H cocoOCTBYeT KOOPIMHAIMH TEHCTBUII KOMIIETCHTHBIX OPTaHOB TOCY-
JIapCTB-YJIEHOB.

KiroueBbie cj10Ba: IpaBOOXPAHUTEIFHOE COTPYIHHYECTBO, opranbl EC, nesTenbHOCTh MPaBOOXPAHUTEIBHBIX OPraHoOB, (yHK-
I[Y TIPaBOOXPAHUTENHHBIX opraHoB EC, MIpUHINIIEI COTPYIHNYECTBA, TPAHCTPAHIMYHBIE TIPECTYIICHNS.

Summary

Natalia Mushak, Anastasiia Zaporozhets. Law Enforcement Cooperation of the Member States of the European Union.

The article is devoted to the study of law enforcement cooperation of the European Union Member States. The main bodies
responsible for cooperation in the EU have been identified.

It has been determined that the main instrument of police cooperation is the European Police Office, which is a central element
of the wider European internal security architecture. CEPOL has been proven to be the agency that develops, implements and coordi-
nates training for law enforcement officers. The EU Analytical Intelligence Centre (EU INTCEN) is not, strictly speaking, a police
cooperation body, as it is the Directorate for European External Action Service (EEAS) and deals only with strategic analysis. On the
Standing Committee to ensure the development and strengthening of operational cooperation on internal security matters within the
Union (COSI), it promotes coordination among the competent authorities of the member states.

Key words: law enforcement cooperation, EU bodies, activities of law enforcement bodies, functions of EU law enforcement
bodies, principles of cooperation, transboundary crimes.
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1.4. CO®IHCBbKA

Ipuna mumpieHa CogpiHcbka, OOKMop PUAUYHUX
Hayk, doueHm HasgyasnbHO-Hayko8o2o iHcmumymy
npaea, rcuxonoeii ma IHHosauiliHoi oceimu Haujo-
HanbHo20 yHieepcumemy «Jlbgiecbka nonimextika»™
ORCID: 0000-0002-3853-7626

MACMOPT: MOBAJbHI BUKITUKU — NNOKAJbHI PILLUEHHA

IMocranoBka npodaemu. Bin HapomkeHHS KoXkHA 0co0a Mae mpaBo Ha iM s 1 rpomMaasHCTBO (puHIw 3 Jlek-
napauii OOH npas qutunu 1959 p.1, npoay6asoBaHuii Ta 3aaexnapoBanuii y ct. 7 Konsenuii OOH npo npaBa nutu-
Hu 1989 p.2). Koxkna geprkaBa CBiTy BOJIOJi€ PI3HOMAHITHUM CHEKTPOM 3aco0iB iieHTU(iIKaLlli BIaCHUX TPOMAJSH,
€ TIACIOPT — IOKYMEHT, HasBHICTh SIKOTO TPAJMIIIKHO IMiITBEPPKYE MpaBa, 000B’sI3KH, TapaHTii Ta MpHUBLIET 0COOH-
mpeJ’ SsBHHUKA, TIOB’s13aH1 3 HA0YTHM IPOMaJITHCTBOM, HE3aJIS)KHO Bijl IX KUTBKOCTI, 4acy Ta Coco0y HaOyTTs.

AHaJIi3 ocTaHHiX JocaiTxKeHb i mydaikaniii. Cepen HalfsicKkpaBilIMX HEMIONABHIX JOCHTIKEeHb y cdepi mpa-
BOBOI 1IGHTUYHOCTI 0COOM (a JeTanbHillle rpOMaTHCTBA Ta MACIOPTU3allii) BAPTO BUOKPEMUTH JCKIIbKa BAKITHBHX
Ta MOMyJspHUX iMeH: Atocca Apakcis Abparamsn3, Knep benya?4, Ilatpik Beitns, Maprin Jlnoiin®, Kper Po6ep-
tcon’, Mapk Cenreps, Ilitep Cripo®, xxon Topmi!®, Ixeitmc Tymmi!! ta inmi. SKmo crepiry macmopT BBaXKaBcs
JTIO3BOJIOM JUIS JIETAIILHOTO MEePECYBaHHS KOHKPETHOT 0COOH, TO Yy XX CT. IIel IOKYMEHT CTaB CUMBOJIOM 1JICHTHY-
HOCTI Ta JIOKa30M rpoMajisHCTBa ocodu. [Tomymnspu3zaltist (ZOCTYIHICTh) MOABIHHOTO (MHOXHHHOTO) IPOMaJITHCTBA
cTaja BUKJIMKOM SIK II00AJbHO, TaK 1 JTIOKAJIBHO.

Merta cTaTTi: YHAOUHUTH TpaHchOpMaIlifo MacropTa BiJ JOKyMEHTa JJis JIeraJbHOTo nepecyBaHHs (Oe3mneu-
HUX MaHJpiB) 0coOU BcepenuHi JepikaBu Ta 3a ii MeXaMU JJO CUMBOJY 1EHTUYHOCTI 0COOM 3 JIeP)KaBOI CBOTO
TIOXOKCHHS Y1 HapPOKEHHS, TOKa3y 3a(hikCOBAaHOTO IPOMAJITHCTBA.

Bukaan ocHoBHOro martepianay. [lacnopt BBaxkaeTbes GiHATBHUM JIOKa3oM (conclusive proof) HasBHOTO B
0CO0OM TPOMAJISTHCTBA, SIK BCTAHOBJICHOTO TIOCTIHHOTO Y 4acOIpPOCTOPi, €PEKTHBHOTO Ta IMTPABOBOTO 3B’ 3Ky MiXkK HEIO
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