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Corruption has always been a challenge about European Union as more and more 

countries are getting involved. This is a phenomenon that has damage a lot European economy 

and politics. In the recent years many countries from European Union have undertaken many 

initiatives to fight against this concern that it looks endless. Yet the results have been not even 

and European Union have to think of other ways to punish and stop corruption through different 

measures. In this research paper I will try to show the effort that European Union has made to 

punish corruption. I will use two case studies to show the differences and the similarities of both 

countries I have chosen. This will help a lot the research question and also the countries under 

corruption as well as they might take in consideration many initiatives that they have not try yet. 

Countries within European Union but also candidate countries should take samples from one 

another so they can learn more from many possible measures. The countries I have chosen are 

Albania as a country that still suffers under the issues that corruption has occurred and Ukraine 

which was a country under trouble but they somehow manages to make progress on the anti-

corruption measurements.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Literature Review 

 

 

 

It is very important to know the true scope and nature of corruption as it differs from 

country to country. Poor countries as more likely to ensure corruption in higher levels rather than 

rich countries. According to the European commission report “The EU Anti-Corruption Report, 

published in February 2014, provided a clear picture of the situation regarding corruption in each 

Member State: measures in place, outstanding issues, policies that are working and areas that 

could be improved. It aimed at setting up a framework to facilitate the exchanges of best 

practices, identify EU trends, gather comparable data on the EU 27 and stimulate peer learning 

and further compliance with EU and international commitments, as well as preparing the ground 

for future EU policy initiatives in the area of anti-corruption” (European commission, 2018).  

 

 

Yet it has been observed that the European countries have failed to work upon new 

measurements against anti-corruption and revile and new era for Europe. According to many 

journals, “Several European countries reversed reforms introduced to fight corruption and failed 

to fully implement new measures, according to a report released Thursday by the Council of 

Europe’s anti-corruption group. The Strasbourg-based human rights body found that national 

legal initiatives introduced in some countries including Greece, Romania and Poland reversed 



anti-corruption measures or put countries at risk of violating international anti-corruption 

standards” (Hervey, 2018).  

 

 

 

According to many surveys that have be done around the world it has been observed that 

countries are not having a progress upon anti0corruption measurements and of course Europe is 

within these surveys as quiet problematic. “This year’s Corruption Perceptions Index highlights 

that the majority of countries are making little or no progress in ending corruption, while further 

analysis shows journalists and activists in corrupt countries risking their lives every day in an 

effort to speak out” ( Transparency International, 2018).  

 

 

Other authors on the other hand believe that Europe has made a progress upon this 

matter. “The prospect of EU integration has proven to be a strong incentive for undertaking 

reform. The Western Balkan countries have taken a number of anti-corruption steps, such as 

adapting legislation and establishing dedicated anti-corruption institutions with both preventative 

and repressive competences. They are also parties to all relevant international conventions. The 

Commission, as well as various international organizations, has measured annual progress in that 

respect, and the EU has supported anti-corruption efforts financially and through sharing 

expertise” (European parliament, 2017).  



 

Many candidate countries have undertaken some steps to reduce the issue of corruption 

and enter European Union as a strong country. “Since early 2000, the European Union (EU) 

recognized the importance of curbing corruption and began to require that candidate countries 

adopt and implement anticorruption strategies prior to accession. Given Romania’s long struggle 

with corruption, it was required to adopt more anticorruption strategies than any other candidate 

to date” (Gugiu, 2012).  

 

 

Democracy and its promotion straggles a lot under the corrupt countries within European 

Union. For decades this issue have had an unstoppable growth that affected a lot many countries. 

Politic and economies under corruption does not function and voting has undergone many 

changes. Under corruption the stability of the countries seems impossible. “Over the last three 

years, the Angolan government has taken a number of steps to improve transparency in the 

management of public funds. Important legislation necessary to combat corruption has been 

passed, and President Dos Santos has declared zero tolerance for corruption in government. In 

practice, however, the separation of public and private interests is practically nonexistent at the 

highest levels of government, and both bureaucratic and political barriers to private economic 

enterprise remain significant” (Freedom House, 2018).  
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1 February 2018 survey  
 
 



European Union has raise awareness for many years against corruption and had tried to 

make some steps forward upon this matter. Of course issue like that are not easily removable and 

keep spreading a lot around Europe and the rest of the world. To make changes European 

member states must change their legislation something that has not been taken in consideration 

from many of them. In international for a many times have been raised the economic and 

political risk that they are getting involved to as corruption keeps spreading. Some positive steps 

taken by the European Union are the power that people should have and the remove of bribes. Of 

course the bribes still come and goes within many countries but still in some way Europe has 

tried to reduce them. When you waste the resources people are the ones that are getting hurt and 

especially the poor people.  

 

 

Moreover, it is not 1999 anymore so technology and high level expertise should be 

delivered quickly and in a clever manner so they can help the anti-corruption steps more. Europe 

now must identify its priorities and take in consideration the fact that if they do not raise 

awareness and give more power to people to work for governments around Europe this might 

take a dangerous path for Europe’s well-being. “Some Member States are clearly more affected 

by bribery and corruption than others, although obviously it is not possible to support this 

assertion with statistics. The need for transparency in regard to award procedures for public 

contracts is possibly the highest priority and new EU rules may be having an impact in this area. 

A paper is annexed at the end of this document which discusses EU public tendering 

requirements and how the situation is developing in three large Member States: France, Britain 

and Italy” (European parliament, 1998).  



 

Furthermore, states must accomplish their signed regulations something that was not 

done from many parliament within the European Union. Yet European Union has some measure 

on punishing through sanctions corruption but this is not very transparent to the poor countries. 

Sanctions are more transparent to countries such as France or Germany which have a lower level 

of corruption as they have undergone many measurements against it.  
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2 Transparency international  



 

 

 

According to the articles 67 and 70 of the European commission some measures are taken 

to prevent corruption such as measurements for bribes and criminal offences but states should be 

in full collaboration so this can function properly. Neglecting the sanctions can bring impartial 

report and evaluations. European member states must have a full recognition of the issue running 

and they must give yearly reports and evaluations of the current situation. How Europe can 

promote democracy when the crime cannot be prevented and bribes keep spreading. They must 

give same opportunities and help especially for countries that are poor in development and 

politics. Democracy has been abused and countries just because are self-interested keep 

neglecting the subject.  They have tried to involve officials so they can prevent corruption but 

still then financial interest of European Union is in great risk. Moreover, another measurement 

they tried is the “anti-corruption network” to raise awareness and make countries respect the 

sited legislation, yet still is not sufficient as the poor member states are more than the rich ones 

and they in some way are denying the existence of such a matter. ““He takes on the guilt of the 

perpetrator who neglects to fix what he can correct” (Nederman 2002, p. 82).  

 

 

In 1995, they put some standards so they could protect the financial interest such as 

punishing the ones that committed national and criminal offences and also strengthen their 

jurisdiction upon offences that are committed to MS turf. In the event that we really need to 

adequately battle to destroy “corruption” in the public eye, it will be important to pick steps that 



are high caliber and carefully conceived, as well as fundamentally long haul. This is on account 

of the battle against “corruption” cannot be battled through void sound chomps, populist shouts 

and astonishing indications. The arrangement lies in diligent work on part authoritative and 

official advances. The efficient estimates taken by the state coordinated towards the best 

conceivable anticipation of degenerate conduct, will later on be emphatically reflected in the 

public arena, as well as in a decrease in people in general spending deficiency, a fortifying of 

monetary development and, as a rule, the universal intensity. 

 

 

The seducement of “corruption” is an exceptionally intentional objective. It is in this 

manner proclaimed in the administration's announcement of arrangement, as well as specifically 

the Government Anti-debasement Strategy archive, or, in other words a coupling rundown of the 

progressions that must be taken in consideration inside the system of the battle against 

defilement, counting specified due dates. Also, its satisfaction will be consistently and 

completely observed. For example in new Zealand, “Given the clear benefits that a low-

corruption environment can have on economic growth and quality of governance, fighting 

corruption has been a key plank of New Zealand’s international development policies. As the 

only country outside northern Europe to regularly feature at the top of Transparency 

International’s (TI) Corruption Perceptions Index (CPI), we are well placed to assist other 

countries in fighting corruption” (Transparency International 2015). By this I mean that Europe 

also must adopt external examples so it can improve its legislation and sanctions for a better 

function and prevention of corruption.  



 

 

 

To continue, corruption is somehow the heart of every issue within the European Union 

and it must be reduced at least to a considerable amount. Creating a transparency can help much 

more than working in silence for it which probably will create political and social instability and 

break ups. Transactions within the European Union between the governments and different 

international organizations might be the key upon the reduction of corruption. The promotion of 

accountability must be raised and this can be achieved only through technology use and 

transparency. “International trade in merchandise has increased by more than 500% over the last 

25 years. Trade as a share of world GDP has increased by half over this period, from 40% in 

1990 to about 60% today. As economic activity has become more globalized, so has corruption. 

Assets obtained through official misconduct are transferred abroad and the smuggling of illegal 

goods and even people is widespread. New avenues for wrongdoing have expanded the number 

and kinds of participants involved in corruption, which now encompass counterfeiters, pirates 

and armed groups” ( Gov.UK, 2018). This means that corruption must be taken in a global level 

and not only internally.  

 

 

 



Europe must change in many aspects its legacies and legislations so they can fit for 

everyone. They must cooperate internationally so the corruption high percentages get reduced. 

Illegal trade raise the issue and governments struggle to fight against it as it seems that helps the 

poor countries but creates a massive wave of corruption and inefficiencies. Furthermore, 

“International co-operation is also vital to reducing illicit international trade, a scourge in its own 

right and a source of bribes to customs officials. Human trafficking destroys people’s wellbeing 

and promotes crime and instability. Trade in products resulting from illegal logging, fishing and 

hunting often damages the environment and economic growth. In Kenya, for example, outlawed 

commerce in ivory and endangered species has significantly harmed the tourism sector” 

(UNWTO, 2015). 

 

 

Case studies: Ukraine  

 

Ukraine has been suffered corruption for many years and until 2014 the effort was very 

poor. Promotion of democracy was very poor and they kept straggling for freedom and 

independency. Yet they have undertaken many steps against corruption and the annual report has 

changed to a better one. Ukraine is a country that have undergone many changes and it seems 

that the levels of corruption have been reduces drastically and the well-being if people have 

improved. Moreover, “Ukrainian civil society is already very actively involved in a process of 

reform and transformation, which is taking place under the most difficult conditions. There is a 

strong desire among numerous important civil society stakeholders to stamp out the corruption 



affecting the daily lives of people in Ukraine. Frustration over corruption was a key reason 

behind the Euro3maidan and thus one of the causes of the mass protest. Despite the annexation of 

Crimea by Russia and the war against the Russian-backed separatists in Donbas, the parliament 

and the government continue to work on developing rule of law structures and anti-corruption 

measures. However, much still remains to be done” (Ukraine’s civil platform, 2016).  

 

 

Furthermore, there are clashes of reports and opinions about the case of Ukraine as many 

claims that it has changed when other still see little and insufficient progress. However, Ukraine 

have managed to establish anti- corruption institutions and helps this way the reduction of such 

an issue. “During 2014-2016 Ukraine has greatly progressed in its fight against corruption: a new 

institutional framework was established and anticorruption instruments were launched. However, 

as anti-corruption reform enters its decisive stage – enabling anti-corruption institutions’ work 

and sentencing corrupt officials – it meets growing resistance from old political and business 

elites (Marusov, 2016). Ukraine is a very good example of changes rates of corruption using well 

technology, policies and engaging its people to anti-corruption efforts. Ukraine have manages in 

a way the check a balance of its state in a way that the reduction of corruption is obvious. Of 

course still there are many struggles but from the moment that a states shows progress nothing 

stops it from success and progression.  

 

 
3 Wave of demonstrations in Ukraine  



In conclusion, Europe should be powerful to act as many states lack tax fences against 

bribes of course something that damages the economy and policy indoors. Ukraine showed 

progress even though it had many straggles with its freedom and independency. When corruption 

is reduces economy can rise politics can grow and the governance find stability. Corruption is a 

major issue that can drive a country to inflation for many years if that country do not cooperate 

and trade properly domestic and foreign. Sanctions must improve and damages must get fulfilled 

in order for a country to survive. For poor countries or countries that are or have been under 

harsh regimes this is almost impossible but when you manage to rise you can easily be 

considered as an amazing example to others.  

 

 

 

Case studies: Albania  

 



Albania is a poor country that has struggle a lot since many decades before and is still 

under a lot of pressure and difficulties. A country under difficult regime which went to a rapid 

democracy which was not a real democracy. By this I mean that Albania has many problems 

such as economically politically and socially upon foreign and domestic matters. Corruption has 

been a major issue that drove country to many inflations and yet it cannot overcome it. For many 

years corruption has destroyed many opportunities for this country to be a successful one and 

enter European Union as strong one. Annual reports has shown no progress and the anti-

corruption measurements have been unsuccessful. Technology has not been used properly and 

the reports and surveys have been manipulated to show something that is not true.  

 

 

Moreover, people are straggling a lot with the governments and the leaders as the 

ignorance and corruption is leading the way. The corruption barometer have shown incensement 

of the issue and not at all progress for this country. European Union has tried many times to 

share examples with Albania for a possible progress but with no success. Moreover, “Corruption 

is a serious problem in Albania. It is one of the country’s greatest stumbling blocks, impeding its 

bid for EU candidacy and hindering its investment climate. The procurement and construction 

sectors are particularly affected by patronage networks and other forms of corruption. The 

judiciary is also hampered by corruption and political influence. The necessary anti-corruption 

legal framework is in place, but enforcement is poor and conviction rates are very 

low. Active and passive bribery, as well as the bribery of foreign officials, are illegal under the 

country’s Criminal Code. The same applies for offering gifts or facilitation payments, yet these 

practices are widespread” (Business anti-corruption portal, 2016).  



 

Corruption of the judiciary organization in Albania has spread a lot and there are 

upcoming risks for private and governmental sectors to fail. Businesses are straggling and people 

are fighting crime and inefficiencies in everyday life. European Union should bring in more 

international programs and cooperation to help the candidate country and for more they have to 

interfere also to the leaderships and the trade of the country so it can get to the right path. This is 

partly impossible as no country want such an interference but the power control should be 

stabilized. In Albania, there is a self-interested will which will not allow the country to overcome 

the risk. Bribes are getting stronger and politicians are manipulative towards people. There is not 

a structure or a step by step progress and yet government claims success and progress. 

Misinformation is getting stronger and media is manipulated. “There is also an apparent failure 

of the judiciary to properly prosecute the abuse of functions, which is pervasive among the 

political elite BTI 2016. When sanctions in corruption cases are imposed, they are overly 

lenient” (EU Progress Report, 2015). 

 

 



Police are corrupted and not doing their job properly and public services are struggling 

with the insufficient resources. “Almost 20% of companies report giving gifts to officials to “get 

things done” (ES, 2013). Moreover, “business registrations and licensing are improving through 

a growing network of one-stop shops such as the government platform e-Albania, although local 

administrations need greater resources to effectively deliver services” (Albania Progress Report 

2013; EU Progress Report, 2015). What many people want is to be listened and of course to fill 

that they have a say or power over their rights something that of course it remains impossible for 

Albanian citizens. Land administration is out of control and tax administration high corrupted. 

“Bribes and irregular payments are frequently exchanged when importing and exporting, and 

transparency at the borders is poor. Corruption is more widespread when importing than 

when exporting” (GETR, 2014).  

 

 

In conclusion, there is zero effort and zero progress which is sad taking in consideration 

that is a country under development with good prospects. European Union has made an effort to 

change Albania and show the right path through legislation forms and sanctions that Albania 

should adopt. Moreover, “The Albanian Extractive Industries Transparency Initiative (ALBEITI) 

became fully compliant with the EITI Standard in 2013. EITI compliance ensures an effective 

and transparent process for annual disclosure and reconciliation of all revenues from Albania’s 

extractive industries” (EITI, 2013). Freedom of speech has been corrupted and illegal actions has 

taken many steps. This must stop as there is a high risk for Albania to disappear and never come 

back. Why am I thinking this way is because even though I want to hope for changes I see none. 

Albania need to be reconstructed and refreshed, this will need many years but let’s hope that 



European union will keep up the hard work they are doing towards their members states and the 

candidate ones. Albania should consider many issues and adopt many foreign policies and 

legacies do they can finally see some progress as corruption is drowning them literally under 

water.  
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EU Democracy promotion tools in the authenticity of the legitimacy of Free Trade 

Agreements   

This article addresses whether the EU system for using the concept of organized trade (FTA – 

Free Trade Agreements) as the majority government's instrument of progress seems to be, now 

normatively known and realistic. It focuses on FTA with close dictatorships and makes four 

primary courses. To begin, FTAs bring critical critical criticisms to what they can usually rely on 

to create monetary "winners" and "rewards" in the objective nation without the majority rule 

created for these real spending. Second, the EU risks engaging dictators (as opposed to 

catalyzing popularity-based changes) in the way it regulates MTLs. Thirdly, the "use" systems of 

stopping or suspending co-operation due to violations of the law and human rights standards are 

contradictory from the EU, thus damaging the validity of the impact. Fourthly, the best effect of 

administrative interconnection with the EU acquis communautaire on the character based on the 

law of access to the level of division is mixed: enlargement of justice and accountability can 

increase accreditation based on law, while co-operation the partners are solved in a normative 

manner undoubtedly under the law. 

Introduction 

Trade Facilitation Approvals (FTAs) are among the most essential equipment of access outside 

the EU. The EU uses FTAs to seek and promote its remote access motivation, including efforts 

to promote the 'regulatory' objectives of the strategy outside the EU: a system based on voting in 

the middle of the road, human rights and great administration. Obviously, the EU also has 

different devices for advancing these closures, wider consolidation in the EU itself through 

enlargement. Furthermore, FTAs have other expected impacts, for example, monetary 

developments within the EU; this is demonstrated by the way that the EU additionally requires 

FTAs with all administered administrations of the administered majority dealing with human 

rights. This article, in any case, focuses on the EU's use of FTAs to advance the rule of majority 

government. 

In particular, the article addresses whether the EU's methodology for using FTAs as a tool for 

advancing governmental governance is normatively intelligent and realistic. Standardizing 



knowledge implies a "weakness" of sound, where an adjustment of strategies, guidelines and 

standards do not deny each other on a regulated plane, instead of a "solid" understanding which 

makes it necessary to determine by a lonely rule (Raz 1992). The regulation of authenticity, 

interestingly, gives political specialists a case of standardization of experts. It must be clearly 

recognized by two types of 'engaging' authenticity: 1) the 'internal', sociological (or 'weberian') 

authenticity of the EU voting system as seen by locals; and, 2) the 'external' sociological 

authenticity of such activity as seen by important artists carrying out distance access. By 

focusing on regulating authenticity, this article is in the middle of the way a work with political 

hypotheses related. Whenever possible, the review proposes certain changes to the EU's voting 

system advancement agreement. However, institutional suggestions should remain embryonic 

and are mainly focused on building the correct standards according to which the progress of the 

EU majority rule system would be more understandable and fair. Despite the fact that many 

agreements are badly conceived politically and, in particular, mixed will adversely affect their 

sustainability, the focal point is not to reveal the fact that it is so compelling to demand the 

progress of the EU's majority government through FTA, which should have a place with all the 

most methodologically accurate examinations. 

Disputes in this document are coordinated in those relations where the EU wants to make 

political changes in a nation and using FTAs as a component of the field of external strategy 

estimates that seems to require these changes. This is the most infallible case with regard to the 

nations with which the EU requires after or has marked different "Association Agreements", 

which include the right to vote on human rights standards and standards, and in addition to 

organized trade, and in particular in topographic areas close to the European Union. Proximity 

with the EU also raises regulatory issues that include AAs in an essential way, given that 

neighboring countries depend on a much more important scale for exchanging with the EU and 

that true co-ordination with the EU market is a desirable desire only for capable states. The 

topographical focal point of the dispute is thus on the EU's periphery, including the Balkans, the 

Caucasus, the Middle East and North Africa. In the Balkans, AAs are known as "Settlement 

Arrangements and Associations" (SAAs). The main path of the next agreement to seek after AA 

was the European Neighborhood Policy (ENP). In three cases, AAs regulated by the ENPs, 

known as 'Common and Full Free Trade Agreements' (DCFTAs), go much further than by 

lowering the obligations of tradition by providing access to the market the EU's internal in 



selected divisions, the most prominent degree, the reduction of non-binding barriers to exchange 

and anchoring the comparable conditions of EU financial specialists, as would be achievable in 

an EU state. 

Past focusing on AA with close-knit places, the quarrels made in this article target not just nation 

collaborators for two reasons. To begin with, the relevant standardization questions are 

completely unique with regard to non-majority affiliates. Secondly, experimental focusing on 

law-based changes (ie non-fair Movement of Nations to complete by law) is different in the way 

I absolutely claim to raise the issue of FTA authenticity. 

There are about four different ways that FTAs are taken to add to a majority rule the motivation 

of government advancement. To begin with, except for the chances that we hope for the effects 

of organized trade competition in the full abundance of cooperative nations, at that point, 

marking them will make the cooperative nations more extravagant. Some scholars of 

democratization possess the wealth to be essential to democratization (Lipset 1959, Lipset et al 

1993, Boix and Stokes 2003). In this respect, FTAs can be seen as a complex method for 

achieving a democratic state. I call this 'modernization of organized trade' quarrel and I think 

about it in the main area. Secondly, the expansion of "ties" between absolutist nations and EU 

countries (the rule of the majority) can be seen as a powerful tool for mixing elites of these 

nations to vote on basic standards (Levitsky and Way 2005, 2006, Freyburg et al 2015, cf Sasse 

2013). Since FTAs certainly add financial and exchange links, they can then be assessed in this 

light. I call this methodology 'trade facilitated links', and look at it in the second segment. 

Thirdly, FTAs, and in particular the extension of EU customs duties and the facilitation of access 

to the EU's internal market, may be offered restrictively with the ultimate goal of increasing 

political change (p. sh. Pace 2009, Börzel and van Hüllen 2014). I call this methodology 

'unhindered trade as use', and I think about it in the third segment. Finally, the progressive FTAs 

are demanding progressively to seek the administrative mix between cooperative nations and the 

EU acquis communautaire. The guidelines that cooperative communities receive in light of these 

merger requirements include responsibilities to segment changes in justice, accountability and 

enhanced investment strategies (Lavenex and Schimmelfennig 2009, Freyburg et al 2009, 2011, 

2015). These changes themselves can be considered to include (or further) democratization. I call 



this methodology 'sectoral combination through organized trade' and analyze it in the fourth 

zone. 

Namely, this article has four essential segments. The Principle of Paradox of Free Trade 

Modernization claims that, regardless of whether one hopes for a link between wealth 

enhancement and democratization, FTAs as a means of advancing government governance will 

make important authenticity worry in that which can normally be required to create the 

"winners" and "monetary" failures in the target nation without the law-based procedures that 

actually exist. The second segment, "Are the free-trade counter-productive links?", The EU risks 

dictators (instead of catalyzing voter-based progress) in the manner in which it regulates FTAs 

and gives material priority to absolutist administrations. Azerbaijan's case outlines this stress and 

proposes that the EU should take a more cautious approach to engage with totalitarian 

collaborators. The third area, 'Unsustainable implementation of free trade', claims that the "use" 

of prohibition or suspension of participation due to violations of the law and human rights 

standards is contradictory from the EU, undermine the credibility of this methodology. The last 

segment, "Organized Trade and Promotion of Sectoral Governance of Democratic Governance" 

questions the effect of the administrative union with the acquis communautaire of the EU for the 

fair character of the main collaborators. I argue that while the division of justice and the 

promotion of accountability can more often be seen in the administration of the advancement of 

majority government governance in that it increases the government's normal reflexivity towards 

the common society, the area that makes flops, incomprehensible, to qualify as a real act of 

advancing the popular government. This is to a great extent due to the inevitable error and the 

assertion of the choice of which people create 'partners' without equal procedures. 

1. The Paradox of Modernization of Free Trade 

Organized trade purchases can not undoubtedly qualify as the immediate advancement of the 

popular government. However, there are also "roundabout" ways to address the advancement of 

the voting system, which try to advance the conditions of thought for a critical view of 

democratization. In their extensive investigation into the essence of advancing the EU voting 

system, Anne Wetzel and Jan Orbie call these external supportive conditions (2015, 7) or 

"external determination conditions" (Wetzel and Orbie 2011, 2015, 237), and, after Merkel 

(2004), think about four types: stateness, state management limit, joint venture, and financial 



placement (Wetzel and Orbie 2015, 7-8). This segment focuses on the authenticity of advancing 

their fourth state of affirmation, financial placement, through FTAs. 

Two things need to be valid for FTAs to work as a condition of financial conditioning that 

supports democratization. To begin with, FTAs should in fact produce total monetary 

improvements for cooperating states. Despite the fact that this postulate is suspicious, I admit it 

here to quarrel. Second, overall financial improvements should in fact have a strong impact on 

democratization. Regardless of whether this is the situation is also suspicious. In the face of this 

sensitivity, I will claim that the authenticity budget for such systems should be higher than for 

the 'coordination' of advanced government exercises. 

For now, in any case, let's assume, again for quarreling, that a certain number of conditions are in 

fact important for democratization. A regular situation can come out of and. From a standpoint, 

ex hypothéza, these conditions are important for democratization to happen. On the other hand, 

their progress may hurt the standards of popularity. Standard legitimizations for the 

democratization assessment point to their attention and advance the authenticity based on votes, 

most of whose origins compete for the key importance of political equality (eg Rawls 1993, 

Buchanan 2002, Christiano 2008). Political uniformity implies that the "differences" of large 

individuals' origin should be weighed similarly when choosing what they consider to be final 

governance (they consider this equivalent equivalent requirement). It is not difficult to predict 

the conditions in which the advancement of some external conditions may conflict with these 

regulatory guidelines. 

Get an adapted precedent (one, grateful, away from the essence of advancing the EU-based 

voting system): some popularity-based scholars claim the 'demos-proposal': with the ultimate 

goal of having a system of effective majority rule that is adequately homogeneous socially to 

guarantee what Weiler has called 'a sense of social unity, common destiny and self-character 

aggregate, which thus results and deserves perseverance' (Weiler et al 1995, 10). Social 

homogeneity can be considered, in this respect, as a 'external state'. It is currently assumed that a 

voter-based system advertiser A seems to advance the popular government into a heterogeneous 

totalitarian state B. State B has two infallible ethnic peoples that are portrayed by a lack of social 

bonding and self-aggregate aggregation, and include individually 80% and 20% of the aggregate 

population. In the probability that a demos-proposition is right, is it an authentic procedure for 



Advertiser A to suggest removing the minority population as an external condition for 

democratization? 

Of course, it would not be authentic to advance the extraction of the minority population. The 

reason is substantial, however negligent. Fair authenticity requires that their subjects and 

interests are treated similarly in government affairs (in accordance with what we call 'equivalent 

equivalent claim'); therefore it can not strengthen the denaturalisation - by removing an extension 

of the expressed population B. The denaturalization of a citizenship subject would undermine the 

guidance of the center on which the democratization process began. At the end of the day, 

despite the tolerance of the ex hypothesis that a specific activity can (in a way round) advance 

the democratization, it may be ill-conceived as a tool of the majority rule of government 

advancement in the chances that it undermines regulatory rules that promote democratization in 

any case. Some (powerful) systems of advancing the majority rule system may be normatively 

inadequate to regulate in-service training models: we can consider this as a "popular 

advancement of the government". 

The mystery of the advancement of the voting system can go to the less-adapted precedents 

because of the 'sequencing' of democratization. Prior to the democratization of a dictatorial 

expression, the administration of that state, as shown by a sensible standard of fair authenticity, 

is badly conceived. Agreements and principles that go into a despotical state, even when they do 

not specifically affect qualities and equal measures, are thus procedurally conceived, whether a 

similar strategy can pass sincerely a state popularity. We will now analyze whether this 

strangeness comes out in relation to the advancement of FTAs with despotic associates. 

That there is an important link between the popular government and financial improvement is 

indisputable in the correct writing. However, there are, however, two viable hypotheses of the 

link between financial advancement and democratization. The first, now very worthy, advanced 

account by Lipset says that monetary improvement is a driver of democratization, perhaps even 

essential (1959, Lipset et al 1993, Boix and Stokes 2003); Przeworski and Limongi consider this 

endogenous hypothesis (1997 p.157) - a typical option is the 'modernization hypothesis'. The 

second hypothesis of the link between monetary advancement and the voting system organizes 

the possibility that majority rule governments will probably survive - as a popular government - 

when they are very opposed to those in the poor. This record, the 'exogenous' hypothesis 



(Przeworski and Limongi 1997, 157) provides strong (if not compelling) experimental evidence 

that is reasonable for folk governments to seek financial development for the survival of the 

administration. 

Factuality of FTAs as a device for advancing the voting system varies whether the endogenous 

or exogenous hypothesis is correct. Except as Przeworski and Limongi (on the same page) claim, 

financial improvement affects the power of existing voting systems, but not the probability of 

democratization of absolutism, at that moment the FTAs can not function as an instrument of 

domination of the majority of the government (despite the fact that they can work as a means of 

strengthening the popular government). If, however, endogenous hypothesis or 'modernization' is 

right at that point, despite the expectation of the overall monetary advantage of FTAs for 

conspirators, FTAs may still be ill-conceived as government advancement instruments popular 

for three reasons. Initially, a focus on monetary advancement as an external condition allows 

states of ENP collaborators here and there to differ specifically in what Van Hüllen has called a 

"totalitarian state" survival system, raising the risk of possible counterproductive impacts of 

financial upgrading help the way of democratization and dictatorial collaborators (van Hüllen 

2012, 118). Secondly, the advancement of external conditions that impede transitional financial 

expenditures in partner countries may destabilize (relations) with these countries at present, 

especially if the EU is "blamed" for these costs (Kienle 2010). Finally, FTAs will inevitably have 

mixed financial impacts, including social costs that will be borne by some citizens and hilter 

kilter ingestion of the costs of change between entities (Prasad et al 2005). When this is the case, 

the equal hypothesis requires that the main impartial path to different solutions to trends, 

interests and judgments about the substance and the timing of such approaches is through voting 

techniques. Apparently, even in the (benevolent) suspicion that organized trade is certainly 

aimed at overall financial development and the assumption that monetary development is a 

catalyst for democratization, the 'dominance of most system advancement systems' may currently 

appears. 

It is not the assignment of this document to decide between these exact hypotheses. Or maybe, 

the investigation comes about what the majority of government advertisers should rule, given the 

weaknesses in the work of financial improvement in democratization. A corresponding and 

realistic methodology proposes that the rule to be linked is the following: given the weakness of 



the evidence between 'endogenous' and 'exogenous' accounts, the bar for authenticity of 

advancing external conditions through FTA search, for example , AA and DCFTAs should be set 

high. When such financial arrangements can reasonably be expected to produce 'winners' and 

'losses', they need to be kept at a strategic distance, as the objective to advance - voter-based 

authenticity - requires no a specific political scheme should not be abolished beyond the fair 

procedure (the equivalent assessment request). Fostering them without the rule of majority rule 

damages the qualities that are essential to any meaningful registration of the voting system 

assessment. If and when, however, looking for FTAs can reasonably be expected to generate 

improvements in pareto-libertarians (ie, there would be no "loss" in the financial sense) at that 

point, given the credibility of the endogenous process, was demanded as a true system of 

advancement of the popular government. 

In the light of this standard, it seems that the features of the EU's unhappy trade-off make them 

inadequate as a government-led government advancement technique of the majority government, 

which began in the endogenous registration of democratization. The FTAs that the EU requires, 

especially the DCFTAs, apart from a more limited scale, AA require that co-perpetrators 

embrace parts of the EU acquis communautaire with the ultimate goal of enhancing the common 

market-favored approach. If someone considers the endogenous hypothesis mentioned above 

important, such approvals may constitute a stage for their democratization. However, AA and 

DCFTAs with indispensable associates raise an interpretation of "the irregularity of advancing 

the majority rule system," in some, reveals the "obligation" of a trade facilitation structure that 

could harm the standards of voting. The case of advancing monetary improvement in Georgia 

clearly shows the error of this methodology. 

Regarding ENP relations with Georgia, the EU has advanced administrative unification and 

monetary progress through exchange relations (Börzel et al 2009, Kostanyan 2015). Despite the 

incoming opposition, the EU coaxed Georgia into transactions for a DCFTA (Delcour 2013, 347-

350). While the EU is logically the task of sharing and co-possession (Theuns 2017), the EU 

influenced Georgia in tolerating an 'institutionalized and non-controversial' DCFTA (Kostanyan 

2015, p.347). It may react that the Georgian case defines a wrong direction and that FTAs 

consulted with the EU contain essential components of asymmetry. When they consult with the 

creation of nations, those nations are conventionally allowed longer periods of progress, 



specialized assistance is offered and may specifically prohibit them from refusing delicate areas 

of consent. When this is the case, stress on the (antidemocratic) burden of a predetermined and 

symmetric system is somewhat relieved. In any case, apart from some segregation and 

asymmetry, the EU-regulated FTAs conclude a multiple allegory about mutual likenesses among 

associates of different qualities: 'Reciprocity resembles cooking an elephant and rabbit worry: 

anyway you mix the fixings, the winds that have a scent like an elephant '(Drahos and 

Braithwaite 2002, 194). 

Moreover, given the administrative combination, financial progress and single market 

involvement in the EU, the best scenario mixing monetary influences, making 'washouts' and 

'champions', we can not expect with prudence that there will be an agreement on the 

attractiveness of these approaches. Regardless of whether the overall picture is a complete 

financial development, the main way that most prospects with regard to these monetary 

approaches can be arbitrarily and reasonably arbitrary in a way that addresses each of the 

prospects and interests of residents alike with equal demand for reverence) is only through 

constituent procedures. Elections to seek such solutions through absolutist states do not meet the 

procedural standards required by the speculations of the reality of majority rule. This strain 

between the financial and political points of the DCFTAs and the ENP has been observed 

(Gstöhl 2016). The administrative combination, monetary progress and mixing with the EU 

advertise - the EU's main objectives in its quest for DCFTAs - thus appear in all misunderstood 

appearances as the procedures for advancing the voting system. 

Compared to the methodologies that advance financial progress through FTAs, some need 

reduction techniques seem to be true, given the credibility of the endogenous hypothesis of 

democratization, even with the high limit of authenticity that we have set. What monetary 

advancement methodologies are, at that moment, real types of advancement of the majority rule 

system? The technique, lack of weight for monetary progress and mixing of exchanges through 

acquis communautaire, bring politically arguable issues that need to be resolved through 

popularity strategies (which are unattainable in states of absolutist collaborators). This leaves 

these sorts of arrangements that can be predicted with prudence that would not have 'failures', 

including open-minded non-argumentative activities and interest in human-based training and 

services that are so funded (coordinating speculations instead of structures credit) so as not to 



disturb the natives of these cooperative nations in such a way that authenticity requirements are 

adopted through named procedures. 

2. Are there free trade counterproductive links? 

Use of terms and links are widely used in writing to portray the progress of the EU's popular 

government. Both of these ideas are valid for assessing the authenticity of FTAs as governmental 

advances in governing majority government. While the two components have been addicted to 

the advancement of the EU's popular government, the most embraced EU system has changed 

after a while. At first, the link was the dominant methodology, followed by use during the 1990's 

and up to the Eastern Expansions in 2004 and 2007 (Freyburg et al 2015, 12-20). In the last 

decade, a management-centered election technique has been widespread, particularly in relations 

with neighboring countries, reflecting the use of the use of the European Union (on the same 

page, 20). -24). This area raises some concerns with the 'connecting' technique, while the 

resulting segments evaluate 'legerage' and 'administration' procedures. 

The term 'connection' has been wider than the one currently used in writing on the advancement 

of the EU's popular government. Created by Levitsky and Way, the link meant 'the thickness of 

links and streams between a particular country and the United States, the EU and the 

overburdened Western multilateral foundations' (2005, 2006, 383). They are divided in this way 

to deal with the majority system advancement rules in five classes: financial links including 

exchange and assistance, geopolitical ties, for example, co-operation in settlements and universal 

associations, social ties including population flows such as travelers and transients, 

correspondence links defined by data. For example, the links of common transnational 

companies, for example, relate to Western NGOs, religious meetings and political gatherings (in 

the same place). 

The current writing of the advancement of the EU voting system isolates the linking procedure in 

'coordinated' and 'aberrant' forms (Freyburg et al, 2015, 14-17). The secret covenant is identified 

with what I call the advancement of financial conditions - the possibility that the monetary 

improvement of another cooperative state could make ready for 'establishment' of 

democratization (at the same place, Sasse 2013). Immediate connectivity methodology, 

interestingly, is understood as "The European Union for Societies based on the Popularity of 

Stars" (Freyburg et al 2015, 17). This may be material assistance, for example funding or supply 



of infrastructure assets or association of community gatherings, workshops and meetings to assist 

these associations, their procedures and possible collaborative results among them. 

Understandings of organized trade, clearly, progressively encourage the "aberrant" mode than the 

"immediate" ties to deal with democratization. In the last segment, I have expressed concerns 

over FTAs as a tool for advancing the voting system, which also applies to cross-linking 

techniques. Controversy over the observational accuracy of the endogenous hypothesis of 

democratization should, as I have argued, place the high grass on the techniques based on the 

expanding of the abundance of the target countries. Focusing on a kind of financial improvement 

('circle connection') is also claimed to be less applicable than looking for a tightening connection 

technique (Sasse 2013). 

Freyburg and others agree that the advantages of advancing monetary improvement should be 

"broadly and consistently spread over the population" (2015 p. 16). However, they also present a 

second standard, which considers that there is a need to organize comprehensive reinforcing 

resources for strengthening fixed resources (on the same page). Thus, they have claimed that the 

associated aberrant approach should organize the creation of optional and tertiary divisions 

through exchange and speculation. In the above area, I warned against such methodologies - 

where they expect totalitarianism to change their economies - in the light of the fact that they 

undermine the standard of rule of the fundamental majority of political equality. 

A strain other than equality equal to the legitimate arrangements that produce "champions" and 

"monetary awards" gets a trace of the potential for FTAs to reinforce the intensity of dictatorial 

collaborative administrations. This raises an alternative way of advancing the ground-to-ground 

"Catch 22" voting system, where advancing overseas conditions may, under certain conditions, 

undermine democratization by enabling dictatorial performers. Particularly important separation 

links ( monetary policy), suggested by Freyburg et al (2015), can dig and strengthen dictatorial 

administrations. 

Gwendolyn Sasse gives a convincing account of what happened to the European monetary ties 

with Azerbaijan in the mid-2000s (2013). Essential enterprises in Azerbaijan were in the Baku-

Tbilisi-Ceyhan oil pipeline, the Baku-Tbilisi and Erzurum gas pipeline and the EU-backed 

Nabucco pipeline. These are firmly speculative that Freyburg and others claim to be limited to 

their second standard. Sasse notes that the high financial development in Azerbaijan somewhere 



in the 2004 and 2009 ranges due to the explosion in the vitality section has to do with the 

expansion of only about 500% of military spending. As reported by the Stockholm International 

Peace Research Institute reports, Azerbaijan's arms imports expanded another 249% over the 

2010-2014 period in contrast to the previous five years. This contains, according to Sasa's words, 

that Western monetary links can be appropriately added to a tight approach to hardening a 

tyrannical administration (on the same page.) This seems a striking case of the type of 

attachment that should be is opposed to what may be known as a 'possible lamentable complaint.' 

The announcement may appear as a general standard: to be authentic rules in regulating most of 

the system, we must ensure that the advancement of external deployment conditions does not 

Czar. 

Overall, the authenticity of FTAs as an instrument of progress of the EU majority system in the 

light of the "linkage" approach to democratization is doubly doubted. From a standpoint, as a 

complex financial connection, it extends to suspicious areas of observation of the endogenous 

hypothesis of democratization and the linkage between FTAs and monetary development. Then, 

when FTAs are united with expansive infrastructure ventures or generally result in a critical 

increase in assets achievable for totalitarian co-operative administration, the investigation should 

be sought if and when such assistance facilitates democratization, given what it proposes 

evidence, one can dig, and enable despotic administrations. 

3. The Unstable Implementation of the Free Trade Movement 

The technique of use is the methodology that uses the positive and negative monetary and 

negative contingent. Like the term 'connection', it was promoted in the design of Steven Levitsky 

and Lucan Way (2005, 2006). The access to use has its underlying foundations that are being 

developed. Neither the strategies developed nor the highest use of the contingent - the EU 

reinforcement process - have no negative and positive restrictions used symmetrically. The EU 

has tried to use negative restrictions only in exceptional circumstances. This started with 

improving the hurdle to administer Idi Amin as a result of Uganda's human rights abuses. In the 

EU neighborhood, the choice not to enforce Partnership and Cooperation compatibility with 

Belarus after the tyranny of Lukashenko's administration in 1995 is a good precedent. The 

negative contingent is more typical; precedents include the violent EU initiatives for 



Transnistrian elites in 2003 (Giumelli 2011) or the approvals against the late Tunisian, Egyptian, 

Syrian and Libyan elites after the Arab Spring (Giumelli 2013). 

Researchers have claimed that the boundary of conditions is not the only factor in the game by 

deciding whether the EU will use the negative contingent, but that EU forces specifically support 

and with the EU's financial and life priorities as a top priority (Lehne 2014, Grimm and 

Leininger 2012, Dandashly 2015). The supremacy of monetary interests can be seen, for 

example, in the EU's disappointment to change membership in AA regulation and the FTA link 

with Azerbaijan in 2005 under the ENP's support, irrespective of unrestricted misinterpretation 

between authoritarian decisions Azerbaijan in 2005, including bug reports, votes, and voter 

terrorism that have far-reaching results in the race (Raik 2012). The delicate methodology of the 

EU against Azerbaijan's dictatorship may be revealed due to the vital and monetary intrigue that 

the EU has in gas driven through Azerbaijan as a major aspect of the Nabucco pipeline in 

Bulgaria and the past. That security interests may conflict with the norms of the system's 

advancement interests is apparent from the EU's reaction to the Arab Spring (Pace 2009, 

Reynaert 2015). Börzel and van Hüllen question when they make up the 'system of majority rule 

system would probably hamper short-term solidity' (2014, 1041); their investigation into the 

design of PEP activities shows that the EU pushes the democratization plan less, as the ENP 

countries are less sustainable "undoubtedly supporting sustainability on change" (in the same 

place 1044). Their second conclusion is even more inevitable: the more conspicuous, the less 

biased, the less the EU-based voting system (on the same page). 3. The Unstable Implementation 

of the Free Trade Movement 

The technique of use is the methodology that uses the positive and negative monetary and 

negative contingent. Like the term 'connection', it was promoted in the design of Steven Levitsky 

and Lucan Way (2005, 2006). The access to use has its underlying foundations that are being 

developed. Neither the strategies developed nor the highest use of the contingent - the EU 

reinforcement process - have no negative and positive restrictions used symmetrically. The EU 

has tried to use negative restrictions only in exceptional circumstances. This started with 

improving the hurdle to administer Idi Amin as a result of Uganda's human rights abuses. In the 

EU neighborhood, the choice not to enforce Partnership and Cooperation compatibility with 

Belarus after the tyranny of Lukashenko's administration in 1995 is a good precedent. The 



negative contingent is more typical; precedents include the violent EU initiatives for 

Transnistrian elites in 2003 (Giumelli 2011) or the approvals against the late Tunisian, Egyptian, 

Syrian and Libyan elites after the Arab Spring (Giumelli 2013). 

Researchers have claimed that the boundary of conditions is not the only factor in the game by 

deciding whether the EU will use the negative contingent, but that EU forces specifically support 

and with the EU's financial and life priorities as a top priority (Lehne 2014, Grimm and 

Leininger 2012, Dandashly 2015). The supremacy of monetary interests can be seen, for 

example, in the EU's disappointment to change membership in AA regulation and the FTA link 

with Azerbaijan in 2005 under the ENP's support, irrespective of unrestricted misinterpretation 

between authoritarian decisions Azerbaijan in 2005, including bug reports, votes, and voter 

terrorism that have far-reaching results in the race (Raik 2012). The delicate methodology of the 

EU against Azerbaijan's dictatorship may be revealed due to the vital and monetary intrigue that 

the EU has in gas driven through Azerbaijan as a major aspect of the Nabucco pipeline in 

Bulgaria and the past. That security interests may conflict with the norms of the system's 

advancement interests is apparent from the EU's reaction to the Arab Spring (Pace 2009, 

Reynaert 2015). Börzel and van Hüllen question when they make up the 'system of majority rule 

system would probably hamper short-term solidity' (2014, 1041); their investigation into the 

design of PEP activities shows that the EU pushes the democratization plan less, as the ENP 

countries are less sustainable "undoubtedly supporting sustainability on change" (in the same 

place 1044). Their second conclusion is even more inevitable: the more conspicuous, the less 

biased, the less the EU-based voting system (on the same page). 3. The Unstable Implementation 

of the Free Trade Movement 

The technique of use is the methodology that uses the positive and negative monetary and 

negative contingent. Like the term 'connection', it was promoted in the design of Steven Levitsky 

and Lucan Way (2005, 2006). The access to use has its underlying foundations that are being 

developed. Neither the strategies developed nor the highest use of the contingent - the EU 

reinforcement process - have no negative and positive restrictions used symmetrically. The EU 

has tried to use negative restrictions only in exceptional circumstances. This started with 

improving the hurdle to administer Idi Amin as a result of Uganda's human rights abuses. In the 

EU neighborhood, the choice not to enforce Partnership and Cooperation compatibility with 



Belarus after the tyranny of Lukashenko's administration in 1995 is a good precedent. The 

negative contingent is more typical; precedents include the violent EU initiatives for 

Transnistrian elites in 2003 (Giumelli 2011) or the approvals against the late Tunisian, Egyptian, 

Syrian and Libyan elites after the Arab Spring (Giumelli 2013). 

Researchers have claimed that the boundary of conditions is not the only factor in the game by 

deciding whether the EU will use the negative contingent, but that EU forces specifically support 

and with the EU's financial and life priorities as a top priority (Lehne 2014, Grimm and 

Leininger 2012, Dandashly 2015). The supremacy of monetary interests can be seen, for 

example, in the EU's disappointment to change membership in AA regulation and the FTA link 

with Azerbaijan in 2005 under the ENP's support, irrespective of unrestricted misinterpretation 

between authoritarian decisions Azerbaijan in 2005, including bug reports, votes, and voter 

terrorism that have far-reaching results in the race (Raik 2012). The delicate methodology of the 

EU against Azerbaijan's dictatorship may be revealed due to the vital and monetary intrigue that 

the EU has in gas driven through Azerbaijan as a major aspect of the Nabucco pipeline in 

Bulgaria and the past. That security interests may conflict with the norms of the system's 

advancement interests is apparent from the EU's reaction to the Arab Spring (Pace 2009, 

Reynaert 2015). Börzel and van Hüllen question when they make up the 'system of majority rule 

system would probably hamper short-term solidity' (2014, 1041); their investigation into the 

design of PEP activities shows that the EU pushes the democratization plan less, as the ENP 

countries are less sustainable "undoubtedly supporting sustainability on change" (in the same 

place 1044). Their second conclusion is even more inevitable: the more conspicuous, the less 

biased, the less the EU-based voting system (on the same page). 3. The Unstable Implementation 

of the Free Trade Movement. 

The technique of use is the methodology that uses the positive and negative monetary and 

negative contingent. Like the term 'connection', it was promoted in the design of Steven Levitsky 

and Lucan Way (2005, 2006). The access to use has its underlying foundations that are being 

developed. Neither the strategies developed nor the highest use of the contingent - the EU 

reinforcement process - have no negative and positive restrictions used symmetrically. The EU 

has tried to use negative restrictions only in exceptional circumstances. This started with 

improving the hurdle to administer Idi Amin as a result of Uganda's human rights abuses. In the 



EU neighborhood, the choice not to enforce Partnership and Cooperation compatibility with 

Belarus after the tyranny of Lukashenko's administration in 1995 is a good precedent. The 

negative contingent is more typical; precedents include the violent EU initiatives for 

Transnistrian elites in 2003 (Giumelli 2011) or the approvals against the late Tunisian, Egyptian, 

Syrian and Libyan elites after the Arab Spring (Giumelli 2013). 

Researchers have claimed that the boundary of conditions is not the only factor in the game by 

deciding whether the EU will use the negative contingent, but that EU forces specifically support 

and with the EU's financial and life priorities as a top priority (Lehne 2014, Grimm and 

Leininger 2012, Dandashly 2015). The supremacy of monetary interests can be seen, for 

example, in the EU's disappointment to change membership in AA regulation and the FTA link 

with Azerbaijan in 2005 under the ENP's support, irrespective of unrestricted misinterpretation 

between authoritarian decisions Azerbaijan in 2005, including bug reports, votes, and voter 

terrorism that have far-reaching results in the race (Raik 2012). The delicate methodology of the 

EU against Azerbaijan's dictatorship may be revealed due to the vital and monetary intrigue that 

the EU has in gas driven through Azerbaijan as a major aspect of the Nabucco pipeline in 

Bulgaria and the past. That security interests may conflict with the norms of the system's 

advancement interests is apparent from the EU's reaction to the Arab Spring (Pace 2009, 

Reynaert 2015). Börzel and van Hüllen question when they make up the 'system of majority rule 

system would probably hamper short-term solidity' (2014, 1041); their investigation into the 

design of PEP activities shows that the EU pushes the democratization plan less, as the ENP 

countries are less sustainable "undoubtedly supporting sustainability on change" (in the same 

place 1044). Their second conclusion is even more inevitable: the more conspicuous, the less 

biased, the less the EU-based voting system (on the same page). 

These models clearly describe how the government's promotion plan is foreseen through the use 

of financial motivating forces that will emerge from FTAs as use can be hurt through conflict 

enforcement. Such anomalies not only undermine the credibility of negative use systems, but the 

risk of undermining the fairness of the EU's far-reaching, far-reaching EU objectives. The 

example of Moldavia representing misuse of money in 2015 indicates this risk. At first, the 

inability to support Moldova caused a reduction of Moldovan confidence in the European Union. 

In the terms of Montesano et al, "the less stringent restrictions in relation to the EU undermine 



the confidence of Moldovan subjects in Brussels as they associate this with the plot with their 

degenerated elites" (Montesano et al 2016, 15); As additional evidence to this, they draw 

attention to that Moldovan aid to the expanded European task when the EU finally decided to 

suspend spending support for Moldova (in the same country). 

Use through the positive contingent has been far less exploited by the EU, especially in 

government growth issues. Without much political starvation for further development, trade 

facilitating bargains are a valid "carrot" that the EU offers to its neighbors. Adding political 

limitations to such arrangements makes a 'connection' (financial link) system in the 'use' 

methodology. However, as we talk about a previous thing about Georgia, the EU henceforth is 

on all accounts by offering exchanges and likes to combining the market in a 'accept the only 

available choice' (Delcour 2013 ). Institutionalized delivery rather than separate financial mixing 

packages reduce the level of potential motivation of access. 

Moreover, as discussed in the previous field, the standard of validity in force due to monetary 

incorporation the popular government's upgrading requires that the financial impact be largely 

libertarian and create a pareto improvement. It seems likely that the best way to achieve this kind 

of result through FTAs would be an extremely unbreakable way to deal with monetary 

incorporation, where collusive economies are protected by EU rivalry, while themselves have the 

ability to compete at the EU exhibition. Despite the fact that there is asymmetry in the EU's 

understanding of organized trade patterns, especially those consulted with the creation of nations, 

the level of asymmetry required to produce inclusive liberalization improvements is not met in 

current AAs and DCFTAs (under the terms of an illustration refers to zone 1, the stew makes up 

an elephant flavor). In this way, in order to be authentic, the founding conditions must be 

responsive to the forms of majority rule-making that do not exist in close totalitarianism. 

For them to be reasonably foreseeable to produce wholly populist and ineffective impacts, they 

are the minimum in which the authenticity of a positive use agreement should be judged through 

the advancement of FTAs. Naturally, the sustainability of the use system, much addressed in 

terms of monetary use, creates another essential goal. Procedurally, how can it be, the 

investigation again is the extent to which such likelihood requires that peoples co-workers 

embrace EU directions, for example, taking parts of the EU acquis communautaire. This interest 

is actually normal in the AA and especially in the DCFTAs that the EU is looking for in the area, 



raising doubts about the use of FTAs as a stimulating methodology for advancing the 

government's majority government. 

Overall, FTA issues as instruments of EU majority governance progress from the point of view 

of the use methodology are fourfold. Initially, the system has sketched sufficiency. Second, it is 

damaged by the conflicting use of usage conditions. Thirdly, sustainability in the essence of 

facilitated trade leads in particular to bilateral transactions, also damaging the quality of 

engagement of those likes (and hence their quality as a positive motive force or carrot). 

Additionally, the fourth, the administered measure engaged with FTA, and in particular the 

DCFTAs, forces an agreement on important strategy decisions to exchange this popularity based 

authenticity, should be adopted by the aggressive constituent procedures that are absent from the 

despotic associates. 

4. Unhindered Trade and Promotion of Sectorial Democratic Governance 

The advancement of the Sectoral Sector Rule Administration (SDGP), otherwise referred to as 

"the advancement of the popular government by practical participation," appeared to some extent 

due to a failure with the appropriateness of two other ways to deal with the advancement of the 

EU voting system without a registration option (Lavenex and Schimmelfennig 2009, Freyburg et 

al 2009, 2011, 2015, 1-2). 

There are some definitions of this view, however, the latest comprehensive approach takes place 

in the book Promotion of Democracy through Functional Co-operation: The European Union and 

its Neighborhood, co-composed by Tina Freyburg, Sandra Lavenex, Frank Schimmelfennig, 

Tatiana Skripka and Anne Wetzel 2015) . The SDGP depends, unmistakably, on thinking about 

the government of majority rule under the "state" at the same time to perceive that the state 

government may be (too much) equal. If we admit that sub-state or sector administration can be 

very much voted at the same time in the state-level government, being very grounded in the law, 

we conclude with four perfect compositions: administrated voting-based states by calling (call 

these 'voting systems'), undemocratic states with equal administration (call these' incomplete 

despotizations') and undemocratic states with undemocratic administration ('call these' 

totalitarianism '). The SDGP proposes that reciprocity in the normal advancement of the voting 

system - which attempts to anchor the democratization of the absolutist state legislature (such as' 



partial totalitarianism 'and' full despotism ') - voters' advertisers should try to postpone 

"dictatorships complete "end" incomplete totalitarianism "by democratizing their administration. 

This case brings the immediate issue of what involves fair sectoral administration. Freyburg and 

the center about advancing three procedural objectives (justice, responsibility and interest) into 

the foundations of the segment level and drafting the strategy. The first of the three straight 

objectives of the administration is justice, as Freyburg et al, to some extent confusing, name 

'access level' and 'level of administration'. Strategy level strategy focuses on how specific direct 

arrangements are. It tends to increase, for example, making factual data feasible, accessible to the 

general population and disseminating and disseminating thoughts on how individuals rely on 

influencing specific arrangements. Justice in governance is fascinatingly focused on the 

obligations of those in office, the policy-making procedure, and what characters on screen are 

engaged in approaching the approach (Freyburg et al 2015 p.49). 

By gradually closing down the fairness of area administration, SDGP advances flat and vertical 

responsibility. Although level responsibility is normally understood as a balanced government 

between government parts, SDGP focuses on responsibility measures amongst various state 

organizations. Moreover, without decisions, which are the normal proportion of "vertical 

responsibility", SDGP promotes expanded responsibility between the joint society and state 

specialists. (at the same place, 50). By supplementing the justice and increased accountability of 

the administration, SDGP activates sectorial-based popularity support. Once again, more than the 

governments of the majority rule, dictatorships naturally can not take unreservedly on state-level 

legislative issues. However, the SDGP stipulates the pursuit of the expansion of 'non-election 

investment, for example, non-state artists' association in basic regulatory governance and 

arrangement execution' at sectoral level (Freyburg et al 2015, 51). 

Currently we are confident about what 'SDGP' seems to achieve, we must see 'how' organized 

trade union can be normal (or planned) to achieve these goals. The key point is that FTAs, 

especially DCFTAs, expect co-workers to take large bits of the acquis communautaire. In all of 

these areas above, this article has raised concerns about the voting based authenticity of the 

resulting substantive management swap. Regardless, SDGP attorneys effectively draw attention 

to the fact that the act also contains arrangements regarding fair procedural management - 



justice, accountability and investment. Therefore, FTAs can facilitate the sectoral 

democratization of dictatorial states' administration. 

In order to give a strong precedent in the field of water management, the EU has received two 

mandate for justice and responsibility that apply to natural checks in the EU in general: Directive 

2003/4 / EC on Public Access to Environmental Information (focusing on Justice) and Directive 

2003/35 / EC on Public Participation in Respecting the Design of Specific Environmental Plans 

and Programs (focusing on support). Organized trade agreements, for example, AAs and 

DCFTAs push associates to embrace these or comparable controls (administrative combination) 

with the ultimate goal of having the capacity to reach the advantages of the internal market. For 

example, a twinning task with Italy, which is trying to join legitimate EU and Moroccan norms 

on ecological control, suggested Morocco to adopt a law such as Directive 2003/4 / EC to 

increase access to natural data. Where such exercises are fruitful, this type of lead absorption, 

according to the SDGP, follows dictatorships like Morocco closer to the standards of ballot 

management. 

After 'what' and 'how', the reason is the stricter investigation into the SDGP. Freyburg and her 

colleagues not only investigate SDGP as part of the government's government's advancement, 

which is largely ignored, their book has been added to the bulk of the SDGP's appeal. They are 

attentive however in recognizing that the SDGP does not set rules of majority advancing the 

system. Undoubtedly, the SDGP, as Freyburg et al perceives, is 'a system that aims to cultivate a 

dynamic assessment of the EU acquis communautaire ... no ... with the essential point of 

encouraging the voting system' ( 2015, 234). They are to describe two data, one hopeful and the 

other cynical, about the effect that the SDGP may have on democratization (in the same place.) 

The idealistic record, being aware that sectarianism-based administration expectations will boost 

democratization in (Gilley 2010, 390), could add or cause the democratization of the [autocratic] 

nation (Freyburg et al., 2015), and, of course, the "state of affairs" for the most part, will 

facilitate any inevitable progress on the basis of the law by creating 'the legal and bureaucratic 

bases in which any righteous change can draw' (in the same place) , though quite negative about 

the sustainability of SDGP, given the momentum they find between the choice of governance 

and administration application, Freyburg and Others SDGP sign-in as perhaps "the most obvious 

opportunities the EU at the moment" (on the same page 239). 



The skeptical regime emphasizes the possible dissociation between the administration's reception 

based on popularity and its implementation (Meyer and Rowan 1977). When czars can assess the 

benefits of taking a facade of a sectoral administration based on procedural law, this may have 

undesirable counterproductive results. Freyburg et al. Propose two: Firstly, "separating special 

co-operation with equal management agreements equal to dead letter can ... balance tyrannical 

administrations" (Freyburg et al 2015, 8) by giving absolutist governments a fierce dispute over 

the cases of non-democratic ones manage '(on page 61). Secondly, taking dictatorial 

governments to execute sector-level changes can spark a "great and angry way to deal with the 

majority state rule system" (in the same country). For both Freyburg et al raise concerns, two 

others may be involved. A common stress in this article, the majority-rule system advertisers 

should emphasize the supremacy of totalitarian elites as opposed to the production of 

comprehensive libertarian priorities to their populace (lenient engagement) can be applied as an 

impact of third counterproductive potential of SDGP. Finally, I undertook a fourth protest, 

depending on the dominance of the majority of knowing some of the partners as 'influenced' by 

an adjustment zone (and hence qualified for improved co-operation) without the techniques of 

level voting state. 

In line with the methodology undertaken to assess the financial advancement, the fundamental 

investigation that examines the authenticity of SDGP as an advancement of the voting system is 

troubling whether we can expect any standardization discrepancies between the SDGP and the 

law based on perfection. In my opinion, only a few segment-level rankings, making (especially 

right access level) and segment level responsibility usually (especially vertical responsibility) do 

not raise these potential logical discrepancies. 

The voting system requires that locals usually have the privilege of obtaining data on 

government exercises. Without this, it would be unthinkable for residents to go to a trial about 

recognizing or dismissing these exercises in decisions. Justice, especially the rightness of the 

level of arrangement, thus seems a core of responsibility based on popularity. While justice does 

not create a government of majority rule, such as the SDGP, it is remarkable, by helping the 

justice of approaching the sector in absolutist states can be seen as a strange development for 

democratization. 



A benchmark can be made for the division and responsibility of the level of the strategy. 

Apparently, the thought of the area's level and responsibility does nothing to advance 

democratization. Expanding the responsibility of state organizations that are inadequate to one 

another can help with the best scenario, facilitate law enforcement and reduce self-confidence. It 

is difficult to see even in this most ideal situation what the majority rule is. Increasing the 

vertical responsibility of the level of the rest, however, is in the administration of 

democratization. Such compositions may require, for example, authorities to react to people's 

concerns in general by providing a composite advocacy of their activities. In a potent chance, 

such a responsibility would increase the reflexivity of area-level approaches in a common 

society, even without race (as long as the negative record of the link between SDGP and 

democratization does not hold). One condition to be voiced is that this justification is predicated 

on the type of vertical responsibility anchored by the SDGP that enables the joint venture in a 

generally populist manner - whether the responsibility is particularly advanced, for example by 

making governmental authorities in the area refer to responsible only for religious pioneers, men 

or individuals from a specific industry, at that moment it would be in the war with the equivalent 

assessment requirement and should not be seen as a perfect development of a majority rule. 

The advancement of expanded support in drafting part of the level of an agreement can not meet 

the imperative standard of authenticity to not demonstrate in opposition to popularity goals. This 

seems to be odd, but my point is that expanding the interest in the deal made basically 

contradicts the equally valid assessment requirement, outside the full democratization of a 

particular segment. The inadequacy of limited expanded support in drafting the strategy is best 

when some non-administrative performing artists are evaluated (by officials or directors of the 

absolutist administration) to be eligible to participate in the agreement by making a 'epistemic' '. 

It may seem from all the shows that can be included, for example, the religious pioneers in the 

approach made to sponsorships for the maintenance of valuable places of love. The assumption 

of a significant value pluralism, the primary hypothesis to the law, underlines, however, the 

essential mediation of who can and who can not create an expert expert in a strategy solved for 

two reasons. First of all, the direct actuality of solving a better decision to include some, but not 

others, in a generally dictatorial process, making the process violated by the rules of the 

procedural majority rules. Secondly, in terms of unbiased authenticity of perception, no pre-

procedural standard to determine the appropriateness or achievement of a strategy is definitive. 



One way to deal with that epistemic is to try to involve more "partners" in the core leadership 

process. As it was, initially try to know who may be affected by a specific arrangement, and then 

include those individuals or gatherings in policy-making procedures. The fundamental issue with 

efforts to involve "influenced" parties in the structure and execution of agreements is that it is 

now a political choice of who is and who is not affected by a specific approach to access; this 

choice should thus be responsible for equal legitimacy (Goodin 2007). Any better effort to force 

a specific view on which rallies or people are and which are not influenced by a choice is the 

result of a rise from just rule that all prospects are given a stock equivalent. 

Overall, the imaginative way to deal with the advancement of the voting system, which affects 

the democratization of certain segments of the indispensable administration (SDGP), should be 

readily addressed. Experimentally, such approaches may overthrow the discharge, balancing 

totalitarian complicity administrations, producing an outrageous decision to administer state-

level law (Freyburg et al., 2015, 8, 61) or by enabling absolutist elites through property or status 

expanded. More observational research is expected to be more likely to understand these 

relationships. The improvement of the despotic states' agreements with regard to their justice, 

responsibility and cooperation seems to be flushed at first to advance democratization. In spite of 

this, I have argued that only the improvement of the segment's level towards simplicity benefits 

the democratization and only the improvements in vertical responsibility should be evaluated by 

voter-based system advertisers. Finally, and no doubt, I have claimed that widening levels of 

support to segment-level approaches will probably never work as a rational normative 

development towards equal authenticity in despotic states. To support, at that point, most of the 

system's advertisers' regulations should keep a focus of attention on static upgrades and not be 

captured by the grace of the SDGP. 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, the cautious interest in EU tracking specifications by FTAs with close autocracies 

suggests that they are neither normatively coherent nor professional in their present form. In the 

first part, I argued that the mechanisms by which the EU offers free swaps offer (in the center the 

demand for regulatory convergence with the acquis communautaire) are directly threatened by a 

fundamental democratic principle - the equal demand for prices. If one is optimistic about the 

endogenous democratization account, extra-profitable strategies may want to focus attention on 



unilateral transfers directed primarily to the principles of equality in the economies of the target 

countries. This conclusion also invokes empirical control as to exactly what types of financial 

ties create such improvements in autocracies as well as to further motivating a final contract of 

controversy in the field of property growth in the path of democratization of autocratic states . In 

the second phase, I argued that the free exchange of agreements with autocrats can also decorate 

links that can be essential instruments for democratization processes, but also empowering the 

danger and hence strengthening autocratic rule and should therefore be addressed more carefully 

than current security policies seem to do. Further, in the third stage, I argued that if the EU wants 

to maximize this influence in promoting the leverage that free trade with the EU offers within the 

market, it must follow the negative conditionality in a stable and now not in the conditions 

politically-based approaches. Part 4 argued that the adoption, through autocrats, of the factors of 

the acquis communautaire could also favor democratic governance through regimes involving 

autocratic states in democratic procedural governance at the sectoral level, in particular by 

replacing previous concern. 

If the arguments in this article are convincing, we accordingly have a number of strong motives 

to suspect the EU's current method of using FTA to promote democracy between nearby 

autocracies. In general, given that FTAs strengthen partners, the predetermined role of pursuing 

such agreements with autocrats should be scepsis. However, the article underlines various 

reforms in which the EU should continue to use FTAs with autocratic partners in the promotion 

provider of democracy. The EU should take care to ensure that the positive economic aspects of 

FTAs are as great as possible and now do not result in the (anti-productive) empowerment of 

autocratic elites. In terms of weak leverage, the EU must set out principledly how to urge the 

promotion of democracy, the benefit of the fabric and the EU security activity in order to avoid 

normative disagreements and allegations of hypocrisy. Regarding the transfer of rules, additional 

attention will be paid to the anti-democratic impact of imposing a particular financial manequin 

on partners. However, in accordance with the SDGP, some procedural arrangements related to 

FTA can be celebrated through the Democrats. In this light, the agreements should foster sector 

sector convergence in selective transparency and accountability measures and should be cautious 

about the autocratic convergence of EU norms with regard to participation in sectoral policy 

making. 
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