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Abstract

The article examines the content, main points, and objectives of the European
Union 2007 Regional Cooperation Initiative Black Sea Synergy, issues that lie
within the common interests of the Black Sea states as well as potential challenges
to the regional stability in the Black Sea region. It also examines the basic legal
documents which are an integral part of the European Union’s legal international
cooperation in the framework of the Black Sea Initiative. It also researches the na-
tional interests of Ukraine, the main directions and the importance of building
strategic relations between Ukraine and the Turkish Republic in terms of ensuring
regional stability in the Black Sea region.

The article researches the importance of the Black Sea region in building secu-
rity and stability in Europe and Asia, international legal documents between the
parties in building regional Black Sea security and strategic interests of Ukraine in
cooperation with the Republic of Turkey in the Black Sea security. It is stressed that
the Black Sea Region is one of the main factors in building security and stability
in Europe and Asia. Along with other issues in the region, ethnic conflicts, ongo-
ing state-building processes, possessing the vast natural resources, the strategic
significance of transportation corridors means that the region is an extremely
important and sensitive area.

Special attention is given to an analysis of bilateral relations between
the Republic of Turkey and Ukraine that are becoming more strategic considering
Turkey’s special role in the Black Sea region and its complementary role for the
European Union policy in the region. It states that the dramatic change in the geo-
political situation in the region in 2014 led to the revision of Ukraine’s foreign
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policy towards the Republic of Turkey. The Republic of Turkey has moved to the
top of Ukraine’s foreign policy priorities following the loss of Crimea, the conflict
in eastern Ukraine and the general aggravation of the security situation in the
Black Sea region.

The article concludes that the Black Sea Synergy remains declarative as it
does not provide a clear explanation of the EU’s political position on the Black
Sea issues. It requires very specific action to prevent real threats. In the current
situation, Ukraine can only achieve its strategic goal through cooperation within
the framework of regional associations of different plans.

Keywords: regional security, Black Sea Synergy, the European Union,
Republic of Turkey, Ukraine.

Problem Statement. Ongoing and potential military conflicts between
the regional states of the Black Sea region constitute the basic threats to re-
gional stability and security of the whole European continent as well as the
European Union. In this regard, in 2007 the European Union has developed
the “Black Sea Synergy” initiative with a number of concrete steps looking
at the areas like transport, energy, the environment, maritime management,
fisheries, migration, the fight against organized crime, the information so-
ciety and cultural cooperation etc. The European Union seeks to increase
cooperation among the countries surrounding the Black Sea. Specifically
it aims to: stimulate democratic and economic reforms; support stability
and promote development; focus on practical projects in areas of common
concern; respond to opportunities and challenges through coordinated
actions in a regional framework; develop a climate more conducive to the
solution of conflicts in the region. The Republic of Turkey and Ukraine
are becoming potential alliances of the European Union in the matter of
providing stability in the Black Sea Region that has been extensively on its
priority agenda since Romania and Bulgaria’s membership in 2007.

Analysis of recent reseach and publications. The studied issue is
relatively new and not widely reflected in the studies of foreign and
domestic specialists. It is generally covered in media sources, legal docu-
ments related to Black Sea Security issues, the European Union Security
Strategies, the European Union Council Conclusions, Declarations etc that
help to understand the main points of the issue.

The purpose of the article is to research the current state of interna-
tional legal cooperation between the Republic of Turkey, Ukraine and the
European Union in Black Sea Security initiatives and related European
Union Programs.
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The following tasks are being researched to achieve the task of the
article:

- to research the importance of the Black Sea region in building
security and stability in Europe and Asia;

- analysis of the European Union regional initiative «Black Sea
Synergy» 2007 and its meaning for developing and building multilateral
security cooperation in the Black Sea region;

- to research and study international legal documents between the
European Union, Ukraine and the Republic of Turkey concluded in the
sphere of Black Sea regional security cooperation;

- toresearch the strategic interests of Ukraine in the Black Sea security
cooperation with the Republic of Turkey and the European Union;

- to research the impact of the European integration processes on
strengthening relations between the European Union and the Republic of
Turkey within the framework of Black Sea Synergy.

Description of the main material. The Black Sea Region (BSR) is one of
the main factors in building the security and stability in Europe and Asia.
In addition to the numerous other issues in the region, ethnic conflicts,
ongoing state building processes, the presence of vast natural resources,
and strategic transport and energy corridors mean that the region is an
extremely important and sensitive area. Hard security issues are still the
basic problem in the region, no matter whether they are caused by ethnic,
religious or any other differences between peoples and states, or by border
problems. Some of the states in the region are still weak and disorganized,
some of them could easily become failed states. A lot of studies state that
their weakness makes the region one of the global hot spots for threats
such as terrorism, the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, and
illegal trafficking in drugs, arms and human beings. Thus these fragile
states have the potential to affect the security of other regional actors
and of nearby European Union (EU) states. In some of the states in the
region there is a tendency to favour authoritarianism and to glorify mili-
tary power. This exacerbates the threat perceptions already in existence
and has an adverse effect on regional security (Security in the Black Sea
Region. Policy Report 11, 2010).

Black Sea Region has been extensively on the agenda of the EU since
Romania and Bulgaria’s membership in 2007. In 2008 the EU created
“Black Sea Synergy” (BSS) (Black Sea Synergy, 2019) as a regional initia-
tive in order to develop cooperation in the region in certain areas such as
energy, transport and environment. Countries that take part in the Black
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Sea Synergy, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Moldova, and Ukraine are
also part of “Eastern Partnership” which is another initiative simultane-
ously established with “Black Sea Synergy” as a part of the wider policy
“European Neighbourhood Policy” (ENP) (European Neighborhood
Policy, 2016).

The main characteristics of the Black Sea Synergy as determined by the
2007 Black Sea Synergy Communication and its implementation during
the years are the following: (i) Black Sea Synergy is a coherent, long-term
initiative. It complements the EU’s bilateral activities in the Black Sea
region and facilitates more sector-oriented EU support for the region.
(if) The initiative is inclusive in that participation is open to states in the
wider Black Sea region. Key elements of the initiative include building
confidence, fostering regional dialogue and achieving tangible results for
states and citizens in the region. (iii) Encouraging a bottom-up approach
to project development, identifying and supporting the needs, priorities
and aims of partners in the region, and what they want to do together
are fundamental for the Black Sea Synergy. The countries in question
implement the projects and measures developed under the Black Sea
Synergy umbrella on a voluntary basis, at regional level and through
different types of interaction (cross-border, local authorities, civil society,
intergovernmental, etc.). Stronger links with other EU initiatives, policies
and strategies are also reflected as specific for the Black Sea Synergy, in
particular with the EU Strategy for the Danube Region (The EU Strategy
for the Danube Region. A united response to common challenges, 2011),
the Integrated Maritime Policy (The Integrated Maritime Policy, 2019) and
the EU Maritime Security Strategy (European Union Maritime Security
Strategy. Responding Together to Global Challenges). The 2018 EU
Communication on ‘Connecting Europe and Asia - Building Blocks for an
EU Strategy (Joint Communication to the European Union, The Council,
the European Economic and Social Committee, the Committee of the
Regions and The European Investment Bank. Connecting Europe and
Asia - Building Blocks for an EU Strategy, 2018) refers in particular to the
‘bridging role of the Black Sea basin” and to interconnectivity both within
the EU (East-West, North-South from the Baltic Sea to the Black Sea) and
between continents (Europe and Asia) (Joint Staff Working Document.
Black Sea Synergy: review of a regional cooperation initiative - period
2015-2018, 2019).

On June 17 2019 the Council adopted conclusions on the EU’s en-
gagement to the Black Sea regional cooperation (Council Conclusions
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on the EU’s Engagement to the Black Sea Regional Cooperation, 2019).
The Council reaffirms its long-standing commitment to fostering pros-
perity, stability, and resilience in the Black Sea area. It emphasises the
increasing strategic importance of the Black Sea area for the EU, and
calls for enhanced EU involvement in the regional cooperation, with the
Black Sea Synergy initiative at its basis. In particular, it highlights the
importance of harnessing the new opportunities for economic develop-
ment, resilience and connectivity in the region and beyond. The Council
remains concerned about the security challenges in the Black Sea area.
In this context, it reiterates that respect for international law, including
the principles of independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity, the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, including freedom of
navigation, as well as EU policy decisions and its non-recognition policy
on the illegal annexation of Crimea, are fundamental to the EU’s approach
to regional cooperation in the Black Sea areas (Council Conclusions on the
EU’s Engagement to the Black Sea Regional Cooperation, 2019). In this
sense, the bilateral relations between Ukraine and Republic of Turkey
(TR) is getting more strategic considering its special role in the region and
complementary role for the EU policies in the region. TR is a regional ac-
tor that cannot be ignored and has an indispensable role for the stability of
the region and EU accession process still remains the main anchor of TR’s
inclusion in the Black Sea Synergy initiative (Yazgan, 2017, s. 74).

In terms of regional cooperation, Ukraine is positioned by the EU as
one of the key countries in Eastern Europe. In particular, Ukraine plays a
key role in the framework of the EU Eastern Partnership initiative, which
is seen as a further stage of integration between the EU and Eastern
European countries. Model of EU-Ukraine relations is proposed as an
example for other recipient countries (Azerbaijan, Belarus, Armenia,
Georgia and Moldova) (The European Union Policy Toward Ukraine)
Nevertheless, The Black Sea Synergy remains declarative as it does not
provide a clear explanation of the EU’s political position on the Black
Sea issues. It requires very specific action to prevent real threats. In the
current situation, Ukraine can only achieve its strategic goal through
cooperation within the framework of regional associations of different
plans. Particular attention should be paid to energy security, the issue of
resolving frozen issues and resolving existing conflicts. A lot of studies
say that it is necessary to intensify the discussion of the security issue of
the energy transit infrastructure especially in the conditions of instability
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in order to determine the format of international cooperation in this field
(Caurip, 2008).

As it was mentioned above TR is another significant regional partner
of the EU in the “Black Sea Synergy” initiative. As mentioned in the 2007
communication of the European Commission “...broad EU policy towards
the region is already set out in the pre-accession strategy with Turkey,
the ENP and the Strategic Partnership with Russia.” TR’s inclusion in the
initiative is mainly dependent on its EU pre-accession process. In other
words, TR’s EU process complements “Black Sea Synergy” and deteriora-
tion of TR’s relations with the EU may also hamper the EU’s “Black Sea
Synergy” /ENP objectives. Currently the EU-Turkey relations face one of
the most severe crises. Recent European Parliament decision on temporar-
ily suspension of accession talks with TR indicates the crisis and therefore,
deteriorating relations between TR and the EU have the risk of mitigating
the opportunities for cooperation in the Black Sea region (Yazgan, 2017).

As for the bilateral relations between TR and Ukraine we can conclude
that until recently, the “strategic partnership” between the parties existed
primarily as an attribute of diplomatic rhetoric rather than a meaningful
format of bilateral relations. The dramatic change in the geopolitical situ-
ation in the region in 2014 led to a revision of Ukraine’s policies towards
TR. TR moved to the top of Ukraine’s foreign policy priorities following
the loss of Crimea, the conflict in eastern Ukraine, and the aggravation
of the security situation in the Black Sea region in general. A rapproche-
ment with Ukraine is one of the components of Ankara’s return to its
pro-European course. As of today, Ukraine’s interests regarding TR are
in the following areas: 1) Security, including security in the Black Sea
region, and Turkey’s possible participation in establishing of the de-
occupation mechanism for Crimea (the Geneva plus format); 2) Economic,
in the context of attracting financial aid for the stabilization and restora-
tion of Ukraine, as well as strengthening trade relations with Turkey; 3)
Energy, including obtaining TR’s permission for passage of tankers with
liquefied natural gas (LNG) through the Bosphorus-, and the construc-
tion of an LNG terminal (following negotiations) and interconnectors;
4) Humanitarian, such as cooperation regarding internally displaced
persons, in particularthe Crimean Tatars; establishing ties between the
Crimean Tatar minority in Ukraine and the Crimean Tatar diaspora in
TR in order to advocate Ukraine’s interests in TR (Foreign Policy Audit:
Ukraine - Turkey, 2016).
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Some studies say that in order to achieve the most desirable scenario
for the development of trilateral relations in the security sphere, Ukraine
should consider the possibility of TR’s involvement in the development
of a joint security strategy for the Black Sea region and the coordination of
joint efforts to maintain stability (such as the Turkish Caucasus Stability and
Cooperation Platform initiative, proposed after the 2008 Russo-Georgian
War). It is also necessary to intensify cooperation with TR in the field of joint
exercises, exchange of experience between experts of countries, and joint
consultations, training and workshops on security sector reforms and army
modernization. Study the experience of TR in its fight against some terrorist
(Kurdish) organizations and post-conflict regulation (e.g., the settlement of
former military personnel in the Kurdish areas) and intensify negotiations
on establishing joint ventures to deepen military industrial cooperation etc
(Foreign Policy Audit: Ukraine - Turkey, 2016). Moreover, other studies say
Ukraine needs to insist on closer involvement of the EU and more involve-
ment of NATO in the process of ensuring regional security - infrastructure
in times of instability, navigation and tanker shipping. Ukraine should also
take the initiative of coordinating regional efforts in the framework of the en-
ergy transit activities of the EU’s eastern neighbors in line with the recently
announced proposals for the next stage of Black Sea Synergy cooperation
and Ukraine’s own initiatives to create an energy transit space (Crwrip,
2008, c. 200). As for strategic relations in the security sphere some number of
important meetings has already taken place within the period of 2015 - 2016,
including the first formal meeting of President of Ukraine P. Poroshenko and
President of TR R. T. Erdogan in March 2015 and the next, in March 2016.
In addition to supporting the territorial integrity of Ukraine, they underlined
the significant potential of TR in facilitating the stabilization of the situation
in Ukraine and noted the prospect of involvement of TR construction com-
panies in the reconstruction of devastated regions of Ukraine. The expansion
of TR’s zone of responsibility is explained not only by the desire to secure
its security, but to project it, its self-perception as a global power, as well as
its confrontation with Russia - create a completely new format of the sys-
tem security in the region that Ukraine needs to align with its interests and
policies. Of course, the security of the Black Sea region is also important for
Turkish foreign policy, however, the parties didn’t sigh any legal documents
in Black Sea Security sphere and didn’t make any concrete programs on this
issue (Foreign Policy Audit: Ukraine - Turkey, 2016).

In March 2016 P. Poroshenko named the key achievement of the fifth
meeting of the High-level Strategic Council between Ukraine and TR,
which was chaired by the two heads of state, the decision to deepen the
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strategic alliance between Ukraine and TR, in particular - cooperation in
the field of security and defense. The outcome of the Fifth Session of the
High Level Strategic Council between Ukraine and the TR was signed by
a number of documents. Thus, P. Poroshenko and R. T. Erdogan signed a
joint Declaration on deepening the strategic partnership between Ukraine
and the Republic of Turkey (Joint Declaration on deepening the strategic
partnership between Ukraine and the Republic of Turkey, 2009). It was
also signed a Protocol on Cooperation between the National Security and
Defense Council and the Secretariat of the National Security and Defense
Agency in TR (Ykpaiga ta Typeudnsa mormobroBaTMyTh CTpaTeTidHe
HapTHEPCTBO 3a/p1sd Oesrekrt B YOPHOMOPCHKOMY PeTioHi - IIiICyMKM
sycrpiui mpesupgentis, 2016). The recent statement of Ukrainian Foreign
Minister P. Klimkin at a joint press conference with Turkish Foreign
Minister M. Cavusoglu in Odesa leads one to believe that Ukraine and
Turkey will do some important steps to provide security in the Black
Sea region. The minister said that Turkey plans in the coming years to
provide special assistance to the Armed Forces of Ukraine and noted that
the military and technical sectors of both countries continue to move to-
wards synergy and will sign some legal agreements on joint development
of some armed systems (Ykpaina ta Typeuunna nmormobsoBaTMMyTh
CTparTeriuHe MapTHEPCTBO 3aJIsd Oesnexu B HOpHOMOPCHKOMY peTioHi -
HifICyMKM 3ycTpiui mpesunenTis,2016). In general, the Black Sea Synergy
remains declarative as it does not provide a clear explanation of the EU’s
political position on the Black Sea issues. It requires very specific action
to prevent real threats.

Conclusions

The analysis of the implementation of the EU Black Sea Synergy initia-
tive leads to the following conclusions:

- The Black Sea Synergy remains declarative as it does not provide
a clear explanation of the EU’s political position on the Black Sea issues.
It requires very specific action to prevent real threats. In the current
situation, Ukraine can only achieve its strategic goal through cooperation
within the framework of regional associations of different plans. Particular
attention should be paid to energy security, the issue of resolving
frozen issues and resolving existing conflicts it is necessary to intensify
the discussion of the security issue of the energy transit infrastructure
(especially in the conditions of instability) in order to determine the format
of international cooperation in this field. Given that this issue has already
been discussed in the EU and NATO, Ukraine needs to insist on closer
involvement of the EU;
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- the lack of attention of Black Sea Synergy initiators in addressing
key problematic issues in the region significantly impede cooperation
as well as the lack of funds for project implementation in the vast majority
of countries of the region. The development of sectoral cooperation
continues, for the most part, independently of the EU initiative due to
already existing models of cooperation in the region;

- national interests and security of Ukraine in the Black Sea Region
require very concrete action to prevent real threats. Ukraine can only
achieve its strategic goal through cooperation within regional unions.
Significant potential of Turkey in facilitating the stabilization of the
situation in Ukraine can create a completely new format of the system
security in the region that Ukraine needs to align with its interests and
policies as the security of the Black Sea region is also important for
Turkish foreign policy.
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Anomauyisa

Axmedoba E. Baxcaubicms cnibpobimuuymba 6 cgpepi Hopromopcovroi
oesnexu mixk Typeysvroro Pecnybaikoro ma Ykpainotro ma cucimemu 6esnexu
€8poneiicvkoeo Cotosy «Black Sea Synergy». - Cmamma.

Cmamms aHaaisye 3Micin, 0CHOBHI NOA0KEHHS A YiAl pecioHaAbHOT iHiyiamubu
E8poneiicvroeo Coto3y «Black Sea Synergy» 2007 poxy; numanHs, wo Aexams
Y NAOWUHI cniabHux iHmepeci6 YopHoMOpcbkuX Kpait, a maxox nomeHyinHi
Burauku peeionavhii cmabisvnocmi Yopromopcvkoeo peeiony. Llocaioxkero octo-
61i npabobi doxymenmu, 10 € HeBi0 €EMHOI0 UACTHUHOI0 NPABo6020 MiXKHAPOOHO20
cniBpobimuuymba €B6poneticykoeo Corw3y 3 kpaiHamu HopHomopcvkoeo baceilHy
8 pamxax Yopromopcwkol iniyiamubu. Cmammsa makox 00cAIOKYe HAYIOHAAbHI
inmepecu Ykpainu, ocHoBHI Hanpamku ma akmyaisHicms noby0obu cmpameeiy-
Hux ionocun Mix Y xpainoto ma Typeyvkoro Pecrybixoto 6 numani 3abesneuents
peeioHabHoi cmadissHocmi 6 HopHOMOpCbKOMY pecioHi.

Y cmammi makox docaioxero 6axaubicms Yopromopcvkoeo peeiony y nody-
006i besnexu ma cmadisvHocmi 6 €6poni ma A3ii, MiXkKHApoOHO-1paBobi dokymermu
MK 3a1iKaBAeHuMU CIOPOHAMU ma crpameiuHi inmepecu Y xkpainu y cnibnpayi
3 Typeywxoto Pecniybaikoro y cgpepi besnexu Yoproeo mops. [Tidkpecatoenves, ujo
Yopromopcvkuil peeion € 00HUM 3 20406HUX hakmopib y po3Bumky Desneku ma
cmabiavrocmi 6 E€6poni ma Asii. [TopAad 3 ycima npobaemamu 6 peeioni, emuiunu-
MU KOHGpATKmamu, 0epxkaBombopuumu npoyecamu, wo Hapasi mpubaioms, 6040-
O1HHA BeautesHUMI NPUPOOHUMU PeCYpCamu ma cmpameziute SHAUEHHA MPaH-
cnopmuux kopudopib pobasms peeion Had3buuaiino Baxauboio ma wymauboro
mepumopieto. Ocobauba ybaea npuditaemsca anaiisy 060cmoporHix Gi0HOCUH MIX
Typeyvxoro Pecniybaixor ma Ykpainow, Axi Hapasi Habybatoms cmpameziuHo2o
3HauenHA BpaxoByrouu ocobauBy poas Typeyvkoi Pecnydaixu 6 HopHomopcvkomy
peeioni ma peeionaivitt nosimuyi €6poneiicvkoeo Cowosy. B cmammi tidemuca
1po me, w0 pizki MiHU 2eonosimuynoi cumyayii 8 peeioni 8 2014 poyi npusbesu
0o nepeeaady 306niwnvoi nosimuku Ykpainu uodo Typeywvkoi Pecnybaixu, a
Typeyska Pecnybaika nepeiiuiaa 00 nepuiotepeobux npiopumemi6 306HiuHb0l
noaimuku Yxpainu nicaa émpamu Kpumy, kongpaikmy ua cxodi Ykpainu ma
302a/4bH020 3a20CHpeHHs cumyayii 3 besnexoro 6 HopHoMopcbkoMy peeioHi.

Katouo8i caoba: pecionarvua besnexa, Yopromopcvka Cunepeis,
E6ponencvruir Coro3, Typeyvka Pecnybaixa, Yxpaina.
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