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Anotauis. This article deals with the practical steps of EU on the way to improvement of
EU legal basis concerning the exercise of rights of workers in the context of freedom of move-
ment of workers; it overviews the sources of legal regulation of the freedom of movement of
workers in the EU and defines the obstacles which EU citizens can face moving from one mem-
ber state to another. The gap between the rights that EU citizens have in theory and what hap-
pens in practice has been underlined in several acts of EU institutions (the European
Parliament s report on «Problems and prospects concerning European citizenship» of 20 March
2009, Resolution on promoting workers’ mobility within the European Union of 25 October
2011, the report «A new Strategy for the Single Markety of 9 May 2010, Communication on
«Reaffirming the free movement of workers: rights and major developmentsy» of July 2010, the
2010 EU Citizenship Report «Dismantling the obstacles to EU citizens rights» of 27 October
2010, Employment package of 18 April 2012 on the Communication from the Commission «To-
wards a job-rich recoveryy). Summarizing the data from the documents mentioned above, one
of the obstacles EU citizens can face moving from one EU member state to another is the in-
compliance of national legislation and general practices. In its scope are different conditions ap-
plied for recruitment of EU nationals, nationality conditions for access to posts which are not
covered by the exception in article 45(4) TFEU, introduction of nationality quotas for EU citi-
zens, different working conditions for EU nationals, access to social advantages made subject
to conditions which are more easily met by nationals than by EU citizens, professional qualifi-
cations and experience acquired in other member states are not taken into account or they are
taken into account in a different way than those obtained in the host member state for the pur-
pose of access to employment, residence condition required by national legislations for access
to study grants for EU migrant workers and members of their families despite well-established
case law of the EU Court of Justice in this area, discrimination against frontier workers etc.

To improve and reinforce the way in which article 45 TFEU and Regulation (EU) 492/2011
are applied in practice across the EU the European Parliament and Council of the European
Union have adopted Directive 2014/54/EU on measures facilitating the exercise of rights con-
ferred on workers in the context of freedom of movement for workers of 16 April 2014 to estab-
lish a general common framework of appropriate provisions and measures for facilitating a
better and more uniform application of rights conferred by EU law on workers and members of
their families exercising their right to free movement.

Kuarouosi ciioBa: freedom of movement for workers, rights of workers, obstacles EU citizens
can face moving from one member state to another, Directive2014/54/EU of the European Par-
liament and of the Council on measures facilitating the exercise of rights conferred on workers
in the context of freedom of movement for workers of EU.
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The formulation of the problem. Freedom of movement for workers is one of the four
fundamental freedoms on which the single market of European Union (EU) is based. It is one
of the core values of the EU and a fundamental element of EU citizenship [7].

The legal background of this essential freedom is Article 45 of Treaty of Functioning of Eu-
ropean Union (TFEU) which enshrines the right of EU citizens to move to another member state
for work purposes. It specifically includes the right not to be discriminated against on the grounds
of nationality as regards access to employment, remuneration and other conditions of work. It
also includes the removal of unjustified obstacles to the freedom of movement of workers within
the EU [9, p. 2].

The other legal source concerning the freedom of movement of workers is the Charter of
Fundamental Rights of the European Union (Charter) which confirms in Article 15(2) that every
citizen of the Union has the freedom to seek employment, to work, to exercise the right of es-
tablishment and to provide services in any member state. Moreover, Regulation (EU) No
492/20110f the European Parliament and of the Council of 5 April 2011 on freedom of move-
ment for workers within the Union as legal basis of workers” movement within EU (this regu-
lation codifies Regulation 1612/68 and its successive amendments) (Regulation (EU) 492/2011)
[11] details the rights derived from the freedom of movement of workers, and defines the spe-
cific areas where discrimination on the grounds of nationality is prohibited, in particular as re-
gards [9, p. 2]. These are access to employment, working conditions, social and tax advantages,
access to training, membership of trade unions, housing, access to education for children [9, p.
2].

Article 45 TFEU and Regulation (EU) 492/2011 are directly applicable in all member states.
This means that there is no need to adopt national legislation to transpose those provisions. Any
national authority at any level and any employer, whether public or private, must apply and re-
spect the rights stemming from those provisions [9, p. 2]. In spite of this and existing wide legal
framework on the issue, EU citizens who want to move or who actually move from one mem-
ber state to another for work purposes continue to face problems in exercising their rights [7].

Aim of this study is to define and describe the main obstacles which workers who are the
citizens of EU or third-country nationals can face exercising their right of free movement within
the EU in the context of the freedom of movement of persons.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Challenging aspects of the freedom of
movement of worker were described by the following scientists: Jon Erik Delvik and Jelle Visser
(«Free movement, equal treatment and workers’ rights: can the European Union solve its
trilemma of fundamental principles?»), Rob Cornelissen («Free movement of persons in the EU
in case of poverty and homelessness»), Vaughne Miller («kEU Enforcement of Free Movement
of People Rules»), Edit Bauer («The right to freedom of movement and the perspective of the
EP on the proposed EU Directive»), etc.

Key findings. The gap between the rights that EU citizens have in theory and what happens
in practice has also been underlined in several reports from EU institutions and, increasingly, the
European Union is being called upon to act in this regard [7; 8; 10]. Thus, the European
Parliament’s report on "Problems and prospects, concerning European citizenship’ of 20 March
2009 detailed persisting obstacles to the cross-border enjoyment of rights [6]. It called on the Eu-
ropean Commission (Commission) to produce a list of obstacles to the exercise of EU citizens’
rights, based on the results of a public consultation, and make specific proposals to address those
obstacles [6].

The European Parliament (EP) by its Resolution on promoting workers’ mobility within the
European Union of 25 October 2011 calls on the Commission member states to take measures



Axmyanvni npobnemu mMiscHapoOHux gionocun. Bunyck 120 (vacmuna I). 2014 211

in order ’to guarantee...the correct implementation of the existing legislation on non-discrimi-
nation, to take practical measures to enforce the principle of equal treatment of mobile work-
ers...” [10]. In its Conclusions of EPSCO Council of March 2009 on professional and
geographical mobility of the workforce and the free movement of workers within the EU, the
Council invited the Commission and the EU member states ’to promote measures supporting
labour and social mobility as well as the equal treatment and non-discrimination of migrant
workers in line with the acquis’ and to ’further develop appropriate strategies and tools for the
identification and analysis of barriers to geographical and professional worker mobility and to
effectively contribute to the removal of existing barriers, in accordance with the Treaties’ [7; 9,
p. 3].

The report of 9 May 2010 («A new Strategy for the Single Market») underlines the fact that
the overall freedom of movement of workers is a success from a legal point of view, but it is the
least used of the four freedoms of the single market [9, p. 3]. The report points out that the ma-
jority of Europeans see too many obstacles to working elsewhere in the EU and a number of legal
and administrative barriers still remain in the field of free movement of workers. According to
the report, obstacles in this area are the hardest to overcome. Moreover, in July 2010 in its Com-
munication on «Reaffirming the free movement of workers: rights and major developments»
[1] the Commission pointed out that it will explore ways of tackling the new needs and chal-
lenges (in particular in the light of new patterns of mobility) facing EU migrant workers and their
family members, and in the context of the new strategy for the single market will consider how
to promote and enhance mechanisms for the effective implementation of the principle of equal
treatment for EU workers and members of their families exercising their right to free move-
ment. This objective was reinforced in the 2010 EU Citizenship Report «Dismantling the ob-
stacles to EU citizens rights» [3] of 27 October 2010. The Commission identified the divergent
and incorrect application of EU law on the right to free movement as one of the main obstacles
that EU citizens are confronted with in the effective exercise of their rights under EU law. Ac-
cordingly, the Commission announced its intention to take action to ’facilitate free movement
of EU citizens and their third-country national family members by enforcing EU rules strictly,
including on non-discrimination, by promoting good practices and increased knowledge or EU
rules on the ground and by stepping up the dissemination of information to EU citizens about
their free movement rights’ [13].

In its Employment package of 18 April 2012 (Communication from the Commission «To-
wards a job-rich recovery») [5], Commission announced its intention to «present a legislative
proposal (information and advice) in order to support mobile workers in the exercise of rights
derived from the Treaty and Regulation 492/2011 on freedom of movement for workers within
the Union».

President of the Commission J. M. Barroso (Political guidelines for the 2010-2014 Com-
mission) has also underlined the gap between theory and practice and has called for the princi-
ple of free movement and equal treatment to become a reality in peoples’ everyday lives. In his
State of the Union address on 12 September 2012, J. M. Barroso underlined the need to create
a European labour market, and make it as easy for people to work in another country as it is at
home [12].

Summarizing the data from the reports and communications mentioned above, one of the ob-
stacles EU citizens can face moving from one member state to another is the incompliance of
national legislation and general practices which still persist in member states and continue to be
reported to the Commission. In its scope are different conditions applied for recruitment of EU
nationals; nationality conditions for access to posts which are not covered by the exception in
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article 45 (4) TFEU; introduction of nationality quotas for EU citizens (e.g. in the field of sport
at professional level); different working conditions for EU nationals (remuneration, career
prospects, grade, etc.); access to social advantages made subject to conditions which are more
easily met by nationals than by EU citizens (e.g. a residence condition); professional qualifica-
tions and experience acquired in other member states are not taken into account or they are taken
into account in a different way than those obtained in the host member state for the purpose of
access to employment (e.g. additional points are awarded to the latter); residence condition re-
quired by national legislations for access to study grants for EU migrant workers and members
of their families despite well-established case law of the EU Court of Justice (CJ) in this area;
discrimination against frontier workers.

Besides, information collected by experts and by the Commission [9, p. 5] suggests that
there is a recurrent problem with public and private employers’ awareness of EU rules, regard-
less of whether the legislation at national level is compliant or not. Being unaware of the rules
and lack of understanding seem to be the main reasons for this problem, especially when it
comes to private employers (e.g. only residents for a certain period can apply for a job vacancy,
no recognition of previous professional experience or professional qualifications acquired in
another member state, excessive language requirements etc.).

In several surveys [9, p. 5], EU citizens have mentioned that they do not know where to
turn to when faced with problems concerning their EU rights. There is also evidence that mi-
grants find it difficult to access the protection available to them, for example, they are not aware
of national procedures and systems, they lack the linguistic ability to access services or the cost
of legal advice and assistance is too high.

To improve and reinforce the way in which article 45 TFEU and Regulation (EU) 492/2011
are applied in practice across the EU the European Parliament and Council of the European
Union «...having regard to the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union, and in partic-
ular Article 46 thereof» have adopted Directive 2014/54/EU on measures facilitating the exer-
cise of rights conferred on workers in the context of freedom of movement for workers of 16
April 2014 (Directive 2014/54/EU) [7] to establish a general common framework of appropri-
ate provisions and measures for facilitating a better and more uniform application of rights con-
ferred by EU law on workers and members of their families exercising their right to free
movement. Directive 2014/54/EU introduces, in particular, legal obligations in order to:

+ guarantee EU migrant workers an appropriate means of redress at national level. Any EU
worker who believes that he/she has been the victim of discrimination on the grounds of na-
tionality should be able to make use of appropriate administrative and/or judicial procedures to
challenge the discriminatory behaviour;

+ further protect workers by ensuring that associations, organizations or other legal enti-
ties with a legitimate interest in the promotion of the rights to free movement of workers may
engage in any administrative or judicial procedure on behalf or in support of EU migrant work-
ers where there has been a violation of their rights;

+ setup structures or bodies at a national level which will promote the exercise of the right
to free movement by providing information and supporting and assisting EU migrant workers
who suffer from nationality based -discrimination;

* raise awareness by providing employers, workers, and any other interested parties with
easily accessible relevant information;

+ promote dialogue with appropriate non-governmental organizations and the social part-
ners [9, p. 8].
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Directive 2014/54/EU consists of five chapters on the general provisions, inforcement, pro-
motion of equal treatment-contact points, structures or bodies’ dialogue, access to information
and final provisions.

According to the article 1 of Directive 2014/54/EU article 45 TFEU is a provision of EU law
which is directly applicable in the national judicial order of member states and which directly
confers on European citizens the right to move to another member state for work purposes and
to accept offers of employment, to work there without needing a work permit, to reside there for
that purpose and to stay there even after employment has finished. It also confers the right to
enjoy equal treatment with nationals as regards access to employment, remuneration and other
conditions of work and employment. Thus it implies the abolition of any discrimination (direct
or indirect) based on nationality in the exercise of these rights as well as of any unjustified ob-
stacle which impedes the exercise of the right to free movement (in particular in Case C-325/08:
Judgment of the CJ of 16 March 2010). Regulation (EU) 492/2011 is also a legal instrument
which by its nature is directly applicable and member states do not have to take implementing
measures in order for their citizens to be able to rely on the rights conferred by that Regulation.
The rights conferred by that Regulation on individuals, which will be easier to enforce under the
present proposal, are those contained in Chapter I Employment, Equal treatment and Workers’
families, in articles 1 to 10. They concern in particular access to employment (Section 1, Eligi-
bility to employment, articles 1 to 6), equal treatment in relation to employment and working
conditions (Section 2, Employment and equality of treatment, articles 7 to 9) and the family
members of the worker (Section 3, Workers’ families, article 10). Directive 2014/54/EU does not
concern Chapter II of Regulation 492/2011, Clearance of vacancies and applications for em-
ployment (articles 11 to 20), Chapter III, Committees for ensuring close cooperation between the
Member States in matters concerning the freedom of movement of workers and their employ-
ment (articles 20 to 34) or Chapter 1V, Final provisions (articles 35 to 42) [7].

Directive 2014/54/EU does not modify the scope of application of the Regulation (EU)
492/2011. It only applies in cases of discrimination on the grounds of nationality in relation to
the matters covered by Regulation (EU) 492/2011, by introducing the provisions of protection,
information and support, in accordance with articles 3 to 7 of the Directive 2014/54/EU. It un-
derpins the guarantee of equal treatment and reinforces remedies in cases of unjustified obsta-
cles in relation to eligibility and access to employment for workers exercising their right to free
movement within the European Union (article 2 of Directive 2014/54/EU) [7].

Article 3 of Directive 2014/54/EU imposes a legal obligation on member states to provide
EU migrant workers with appropriate means of redress at national level. It also relates to the en-
forcement and defense of rights, which in itself concerns a fundamental right. The Charter con-
firms the right to an effective remedy for everyone whose rights and freedoms guaranteed by the
law of the European Union are violated or not respected. Directive 2014/54/EU covers both ju-
dicial and extra-judicial means of redress, including alternative dispute settlement mechanisms
such as conciliation and mediation. Ombudsmen and equality bodies or other similar structures
may also provide an alternative to the general courts. In accordance with article 47 of the Char-
ter this article provides that, in case where member states only provide for administrative pro-
cedures, they shall ensure that any administrative decision may be challenged before a tribunal.
In conformity with the case-law of the CJ (Judgment of 16th May 2000 in case C-78/98 Preston),
paragraph 2 of article 3 specifies that the previous paragraph is without prejudice to national rules
relating to time limits for bringing actions as regards the principle of equal treatment, provided
that these time limits are such that they cannot be regarded as capable of rendering virtually im-
possible or excessively difficult the exercise of rights conferred by Union law on free move-
ment of workers [7].
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Article 4 «Action of associations, organizations or other legal entities» introduces an obli-
gation for member states to ensure that associations, organizations or legal entities (such as trade
unions, NGOs or other organizations) may engage in any administrative or judicial procedure
on behalf or in support of EU migrant workers in the event of violations of their rights under ei-
ther the Directive or under Regulation (EU) 492/2011. It would be left to member states’ dis-
cretion to define the way this provision should be implemented in practice, according to the
national judicial systems and procedures. Associations, organizations or other legal entities can
play a significant role in the defence of rights on behalf of or in support of a worker and mem-
bers of his/her family (at present, this right under different forms exist in the majority of mem-
ber states except Germany, Estonia and Malta). The assistance could be different from one
member state to another according to their judicial system, procedures, traditions and practices
(e.g. the trade unions could intervene, or bear the costs or assisting victims of discrimination)
[7].

Directive 2014/54/EU provides for structures on information, promotion and support or for
bodies to be established at national level to support EU migrant workers and promote, analyze
and monitor the rights conferred on them and the members of their families by EU law (article
5) [7]. These functions may, however, also be exercised by existing bodies already established
by member states to fight discrimination on other grounds in the context of the implementation
of EU legislation, or agencies with responsibility at national level for the defence of human
rights or the safeguard of individuals’ rights. In this case member state must ensure allocation
of sufficient resources to the existing body for the performance of additional tasks. To this end
the training of experts could be eligible under the European Social Fund. The tasks of these
structures or bodies should include:

(a) providing information to all relevant stakeholders and increasing support for EU mi-
grant workers; providing advice and assistance to alleged victims of discrimination pursuing
their complaints, without prejudice to the rights of the legal entities referred to in article 4 of Di-
rective 2014/54/EU. Whilst in some countries equality bodies established under EU Directives
fighting discrimination on other grounds have legal standing and can bring a case to court, in oth-
ers, they can only provide assistance to the claimant, or provide observations to the court;

(b) conducting independent surveys concerning discrimination on the basis of nationality;

(c) publishing independent reports and making recommendations in relation to equality of
treatment and the fight against nationality based discrimination;

(d) publishing information on any issue relating to the application at national level of EU
rules on free movement of workers.

It would be left to each member state to decide whether creating a completely new structure
is necessary, or whether existing bodies can be assigned the tasks described above for the pro-
motion of non-discrimination exist in all member states [7]. At present "nationality’ could be cov-
ered by the competence of existing Equality bodies in 19 member states (more detailed
information is given in Commission Staff working document «Initiative to support EU migrant
workers in the exercise of their rights to free movement» annexed to Directive 2014/54/EU).
Moreover, article 5 of Directive 2014/54/EU provides for synergies between existing or new
structures or bodies with other information, promotion and support tools at EU level, such as
Your Europe, SOLVIT, EURES, Enterprise Europe Network and the Points of Single Contact.
Building on existing structures has the advantage of benefiting of the existing knowledge and
experience. It also increases simplicity and accessibility since it avoids the risk of creating con-
fusion and uncertainty as to where to turn in case of problems.

Directive 2014/54/EU provides for the appropriate dissemination of information about the
rights of workers and members of their families in relation to equal treatment arising from the
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Directive and from articles 1 to 10 of Regulations (EU) 492/2011 [7]. The more effective the sys-
tem of public information and prevention is, the less need there should be for individual reme-
dies. Directive 2014/54/EU leaves the choice of information tools to the member states, but on
line or digital information with links to the existing information tools at EU level, Your Europe
and EURES websites should be made compulsory. However, this can be complemented by any
other public information activities reflecting the best practices noted by the national experts and
stakeholders such as awareness-raising campaigns or specific information. The active role of
social partners, equality bodies, NGOs and other associations could also be very important in the
dissemination of the information.

According to the provisions of Directive 2014/54/EU member states may have, or may wish
to adopt, legislation providing for a higher level of protection than that guaranteed by the Di-
rective. Member states have the discretion to extend the competencies of the bodies referred to
in article 5 to encompass also non discrimination on grounds of nationality for all EU citizens
and their family members exercising their right to free movement, as enshrined in article 21
TFEU and Directive 2004/38/EC of the EP and of the Council of 29 April 2004 on the right of
citizens of the Union and their family members to move and reside freely within the territory of
the member states. Member states should not lower any existing level of protection against dis-
crimination when implementing this Directive (article 8 of Directive 2014/54/EU).

Member states are required to adopt the necessary implementing measures within a period
of 2 years after the entry into force of Directive 2014/54/EU, and to fulfill certain information
requirements, such as communicating to the Commission how the Directive is transposed into
national law and making reference to the Directive in any implementing measures [7]. In this
context in accordance with the Joint Political Declaration of Member States and the Commis-
sion on explanatory documents of 28 September 2011, it would be appropriate that member
states accompany the notification of their transposition measures with one or more documents
explaining the relationship between the components of the present Directive and the corre-
sponding parts of national transposition instruments. Bearing in mind that for some provisions
of the Directive 2014/54/EU, such as those on structures or bodies foreseen in article 5, several
member states dispose already legislation to fight discrimination on other grounds in the con-
text of the implementation of EU legislation, or agencies with responsibility at national level for
the defense of human rights or the safeguard of individuals’ rights, the explanatory documents
would permit to better identify the specific measures adopted or already in place in order to
fight discrimination on the basis of nationality (article 9 of Directive 2014/54/EU) [9].
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npaeoeoi bazu €C wooo peanizayii npas npayieHuKie y KOHmeKkcmi c60600uU nepecyeans npa-
YIBHUKIB, NOOAEMbCSL 0271510 0dHCepeNl NPABOBO20 Peyillo8aAHHs C80000U nepecy8anHs NpayieHu-
kie y €C i susnHauaromvcs npobnemu, 3 axumu zcpomaoanu €C moxcymsb 3iMKHYMUCA,
nepecysaiouucs 3 oouici oeporcasu-unena €C 6 inuty. Pozpue miowe npasamu, axi epomaoanu €C
Maroms 8 meopii, i mumu, Wo MoXHCyms 6ymu peanizogani Ha npaxmuyi, 06y10 nioKpecieHo 8
oexinvkox akmax incmumymie €C ([onogiob Esponapnamenmy «llpobnemu ma nepcnekmusu
egponelicbko2o epomadsancmeay 6io 20 bepesusa 2009 poky, Pezonoyia «IIpo cnpusnns Mobins-
Hocmi npayignuxie y pamkax €gponeticvkozo Coro3sy» 6io 25 acoemua 2011 poxy, [Honogiowv
«Hoea cmpameczisa eounozo punky» 6io 9 mpasus 2010 p., /lonosiob Komicii «ITiomeepoacyrouu
8iNbHE Nepecysants npayieHuKie: npasa ma ochosHi oocaenenusay 2010 poxy, Coyianvruii 36im
«demonmansic nepewikoo Ha winaxy npae cpomaoan €Cy» 6io 27 acoemus 2010 poky, [lakem 3aui-
Hamocmi «Ha winsaxy 0o 8ionosnenns pobouux micysvy 6io 18 xeimusa 2012 poky i m. 0.). Pesto-
Myl0uU 0aHi 3 OOKYMeHmi8, 32a0aHux guuje, OOHIEI0 3 nepeuikoo nepecyganus spomaosan €C 3
ooHiei 0eporcasu-unena €C y inuly € HegiOno8iOHICMb HAYIOHATLHO20 3AKOHO0ABCMEA 0ePIHCaAB-
unenie €C 3aeanvuiil npakmuyi, 30Kpema: pizHi YMOGU, 3ACMOCO8YBAHI 0ePHCABAMU-YLEHAMU
€C wooo npayesnawmyeanns ecpomaoan €C; naasnicme epomadsancmea oeprcasu-inena €C
SAK yMosa 0ocmyny 00 nocaod, wo He 8KAI0YeHi 00 nepeniky gukatovenv cmammi 45 (4) APEC,
86e0enHs K8om Ha npayesiaumysanus epomaoan €C — Hepe3udenmis npuiimaiouoi oepicasu-
unena €C, pisni ymosu npayi onsa epomadsan €C y 3anexicHocmi 8i0 ix 0epicasHoi npuHaiexc-
Hocmi, 00CMyn 00 COYianbHUX nepesae 3a YMos, GUKOHAHHS AKUX € NPOCMIUUUM 01 2POMAOSIH
npUUMaiouoi 0eporcasu-uienda, nogHe abo Yuacmrkose Hespaxy8anHs npogeciinoi keanigikayii
ma 00cgidy, Habymux 6 0epicagax — uieHax noxooxcenus epomaosanuna €C i giOMinHUX 8i0
oeparcasu npayesnauimy8ants, 00YMoGIeHHA OMPUMAHH 2DAHMIE HA HABYAHHS NPAYIGHUKAMU-
Micpanmamu ma yjieHamu iXHix cimell UMO2010 HAYIOHAILHUX 3AKOHOO0ABCME 0epiHCcAs-1leHi8
€C wooo npodicusants y npuluMaroditi 0epicasi-uieni Nonpu ycmaieHne npeyeoeHmue npago
Cyoy €C y yiu eany3i, ouckpuminayis w000 NPUKOPOOHHUX NPAYIBHUKIE [ M. O.

L1]o6 noninwumu i nocunumu sacmocysannsa cmammi 45 JJOEC i Pecnamenmy 492/2011 6
mexncax €C Eeponeticokuii Ilapnamenm i Pada €C nputinanu Jupexmusy 2014/54/€C wooo
3ax00i8 No CNpUsAHHIO peanizayii npas NPayieHuKie 6 KOHMeKCcmi c60O00U nepecys8ants npayie-
Hukie 6i0 16 xeimus 2014 poxy i3 mum, wod ecmanosumu €OuHy cucmemy 6i0n08IOHUX NONO-
JHCeHb 1 3aX0018 W00 CNPUAHHS KPAWOMY | OLTb YHIQIKOBAHOMY 3ACMOCYB8AHHI0 NPAS, HAOAHUX
3axkonooascmeom €C npayienukam i yuieHam ixuix cimet, 301UCHIOIOYUM CBOE NPABO HA BLlbHE
nepecyeanHs.

KurouoBi cioBa: ceoboda nepecysannsa npayienukie, npaea npayienuxis, [{upexmusa
2014/54/€C Esponeiicvrozo [lapnamenmy ma Paou €C.
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COBEPIIEHCTBOBAHUE HOPMATHUBHO-IIPABOBOM BA3bI EC
1O PEAJIM3ALIMU ITPAB PABOTHUKOB B KOHTEKCTE

CBOBO/bI IIEPEABUKXEHUA PABOTHUKOB

IHoamsBanosa E. H.
KaHI[I/II[aT IOpI/II[I/IquKI/IX HayK, JOLICHT Ka(bez[pm Me)KIIYHapOI[HOFO npaBa nu CpaBHI/ITeJ'H)HOFO HpaBOBeZ[eHI/IH KI/ICB-
CKOT'o yHI/IBepCI/ITeTa npaBa HaIII/IOHaHLHoﬁ aKkaaeMmun Hay1( YKpaI/IHI)I.

AHHOTaUUsA. B cmamve cosopumcs o npakmuueckux wiazax EC na nymu k cogepuiencmeo-
sanuto npasosoti bazvl EC no ocywecmenenuro npas pabomHukog 8 Konmekcme c80000bl ne-
peosudiceHuss pabomHuKos8, 0aemcs 0630p UCMOYHUKOS NPABOBO2O Pe2YIUPOBAHUS C80D00bL
nepeosudicenus pabomnuros 6 EC u onpedenaiomces npoonemvl, ¢ komopwvimu epadxcoane EC
MO2Ym CMOIKHYMbCA, Nepeosucdscyb u3 o0Hoz2o 2ocyoapcmea-unena EC 6 opyeoe. Pa3pubig
medxncoy npasamu, komopwie epadxcoare EC umerom 6 meopuu, u memu, Komopbwie Mo2ym 0bimb
peanu306anvl Ha NPaKmuxe, 6610 NOOYEPKHYMO 6 HecKoNbKux akmax uncmumymos EC (/[o-
knao Eeponapnamenma «Ilpobnemvl u nepcnekmugul esponetickoeo epaxcoancmeay om 20
mapma 2009 2o0a, Pezontoyus «O coodeticmeue mobuibHocmu pabomuuxos 8 pamkax Eeponeti-
ckozo Cotrozay» om 25 okmabpa 2011 2o0a, /[oknao «Hosas cmpamezus edunoeo pvinkay om 9
mas 2010 2., Coyuanvuwiii omuem «emonmadgic npenamcemeuti Ha nymu npag epasxcoarn ECy
om 27 oxmabpa 2010 eooa, /Joknao Komuccuu «Iloomeepocoas c60600H0e nepedgudicerue pa-
bomnuxog: npasa u ocnognvie docmudicenuay 2010 cooa, Ilakem sanamocmu «Ha nymu K 8oc-
cmanognenuro pabouux mecmy om 18 anpena 2012 200a u m. 0.). Pestomupysa oannvie u3
OOKYMEHMO8, YNOMAHYMbIX 8bllle, OOHUM U3 npenamcmeuii nepedsudxcerus epaxcoar EC uz oo-
Hozo eocyoapcmea-unena EC 6 opyeoe agnisemcs necoomgeememaue HayuoHaIbHO20 3aKOHOOA-
menvcmea 2ocyoapcme-unenog EC obweti npakmuke, 6 4acmHOCmu: pa3Hvle YCl08uUs, npume-
Haemble 2ocyoapcmeamu-unenamu EC omnocumenvrno mpyooycmpoiicmsa epadxcoan EC; na-
Judue epaxcoarncmea cocyoapemea-unena EC kak ycnogue oocmyna K 00I#CHOCMAM, KOMopble
He 8KIoYeHbl 8 nepeuend uckuouenui cmamou 45 (4) ADPEC; ssedenue keom Ha mpyoo-
yempoticmeo epaxcoan EC-nepesudenmog npunumarowezo 2ocyoapcmea-unena EC; pasznvie
yenosus mpyoa 0 epaxcoan EC 6 3agucumocmu om ux 20¢yoapcmeenHol nNpuHaoiedCHOCmu,
oocmyn K cOYUanbHbIM NPeUMyuecmedm 8 YClo8Uusx, blNOIHUMb KOMOpble npouje 2paricoa-
Ham NpuHUMarowezo 20cy0apcmea-yieHd, NOAHbI Uil YACMUYHbIU Heyuem npogeccuonalb-
HOU Keaiugukayuu u onvlmda, NpuoOpemeHHbIX 8 20CYy0apcmeax-uieHax NpouUcXonCoeHus
epadicoanuna EC u omauynsix om 2ocyoapcmea mpyooycmpoucmea; 0byciosiusanue noaye-
HUs 2PAHMO8 HA 0OYUeHUue PabOMHUKAMU-MUSPAHMAMY U YIeHaMU UX cemeli mpebosanuem Ha-
YUOHANILHBIX 3aKOoHOOamenbcme 2ocyoapcme-unenoe EC omuocumenvHo npoowcueanus 6
NpUHUMArOwWem 20Cyoapcmee-uiene HeCMOmps Ha ycmosguieecs npeyeoenmuoe npago Cyoa
EC 6 smoii obnacmu, Ouckpumunayus 6 OmHouleHuu no2paHuiHblx pabomHukos u m. o.

B yenax ynyuwenus u ycunenus npumenenusi cmamou 45 JJPEC u Peenamenma 492/2011 6
pamxax EC Esponetickuii napnamenm u Cogem EC npunsnu /Jupexmugy 2014/54/EC o mepax
1o co0elicmsuio pearu3ayuu npas pabomuuKos  KOHmeKkcme c80000bl NepPed8UIHCEHUs pabom-
Hukos om 16 anpens 2014, ycmanagnuarouyio eOUny1o cucmemy nOoI0HCEHUl U MEPONPUAMULL
no codelicmsuio ayuuiemy u oonee YHUGUYUpOBaHHOM NPUMEHEHUI0 NPas, NPedoCmasieHHbIX
3axkonooamenvcmeom EC pabomuukam u unenam ux cemeti, ocyuecmeiaomum c6oe npaso Ha
€80000HO€E nepeosuiceHue.

KiroueBble c10Ba: c6ob600a nepedsudicenuss pabomuukos, npasa pabomuuxos, /lupexkmuea
2014/54/EC Esponeiickozo [lapnamenma u Cosema EC.



