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Introduction
The topic of the present research is “Formation of EU’s CFSP in the context of transatlantic relations”. 
Relevance of the topic in the context of scientific practice:  
CFSP can be considered to be one of the fundamental EU’s structures, thus lots of scholars, involved into international relations, pay much attention to the formation of the CFSP, its consequent development and its correlation with NATO. That’s why researchers mainly cover the early formative period and functioning of the CFSP, nevertheless it’s still required to study state of the art CFSP in transatlantic dimension in detail. 
Relevance of the topic in the context of political practice:
CFSP is aimed at consolidation of peace and security both in the region and the world, so NATO unconditionally supports this part, due to numerous joint peace-keeping operations. Nonetheless, it’s urgent to mention a unique case of such countries as Austria, Finland and Sweden. The uniqueness is that they’re EU members, but they’re non- NATO members simultaneously. So, here comes the CFSP to ensure the rights and benefits for above-mentioned countries in equal decision-making processes and participation in peace-building operations. In turn, NATO plays a pivotal role in EU security, therefore it’s essential and extremely valuable for scientific thought to investigate fruitful cooperation in crisis-management, humanitarian assistance, peace-building activity provided by the EU-NATO facilities. 
Moreover, it’s highly important for Ukraine with its aspirations for euro-Atlantic future, to be aware of CFSP functioning and NATO’s role in efforts to achieve peace and security.
The purpose of the research is to deal with a dynamic of CFSP formation in transatlantic dimension, thus focusing on its principal development stages.
The Tasks are as follows:
· To define the main international relations theories to thoroughly cover the topic of the present research
· To take a review of the basic events and fundamental treaties, which contain provisions on EU’s CFSP (up to 2007)
· To retrace the changes in the EU CFSP since the post-Lisbon period, thus focusing on a link between CFSP and NATO and the perspective for intense EU-US cooperation within NATO.
The object of the research is European Union.
The subject of the research is CFSP and NATO synergy in the area of security.
Time frame
We are mainly focused upon both early and contemporary stages of CFSP formation. Therefore we began with a review of the Treaty of Maastricht signed in 1992 as the one to declare CFSP a third pillar of the European Union. Next, we considered the Treaty of Amsterdam signed in 1997, which created a post of High Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy/Vice President of the European Commission. In order to give some information upon a modern phase of CSFP evolution, we turned to the Treaty of Nice and the Treaty of Lisbon, signed in 2001 and 2007, respectively. So, the last but not the least step was to investigate the further progress of Common foreign security policy of the European Union during the period from 2007 to 2021.
We found the following methods appropriate for our research - namely, case study, formal-legal and historical methods. Basically, we applied the case study for the reason of its relevance as we inquire into a specific aspect of CFSP which is a transatlantic factor. Thus, by means of case study, we analyze what’s behind the EU’s aspiration to have an individual structure responsible for security when the majority of EU member states are under the NATO umbrella. Another essential method appeared to be a formal-legal, as we insist on careful examination of the Treaties which comprise a legal framework of the European Union in a broad sense but still contain provisions on CFSP, in particular. For us to be consequent and precise during the research, it is necessary to apply a historical method in addition, so we could emphasize the order of events and analyze the main development stages of the CFSP. 
Scientific novelty of the research is a full treatment of constantly changing development of the CFSP and further transatlantic impact on EU’s Foreign Policy strategy. Thus, the present research study covers the evolution, enhancement of CFSP and its coordination with NATO nowadays.
Approbation of research and publication results. The main provisions and conclusions of the study were presented at the IV scientific conference "Political problems of international systems and global development in the late XX - early XXI century" (in English, Ukrainian) on May 18, 2021, and, hence, the abstracts were published in scientific Journal of International and Political Studies, 2021. Issue № 34.
With regard to the research topic, the work consists of three chapters. Thus, the first chapter is "Theoretical foundations of the research” which covers several theories that, in our opinion, are the most relevant in accordance with the object and subject of research, namely - realism, neorealism and social constructivism, including securitization theory. The aim is to explain how the theories work by giving the example of the Foreign and Security Policy of the European Union. The next chapter is "The Influence of the Transatlantic Factor on the Institutional and Legal Formation of the EU CFSP in the Post-Amsterdam Period", which focuses on historically important and fundamental EU documents containing provisions on the CFSP and its functioning in the transatlantic context to detect its evolution, thus covering the decade from 1997 to 2007. 
In the last chapter, "NATO's External Factor in the EU’s CFSP in the Post-Lisbon Period", we highlight the events and challenges that influence EU-NATO cooperation in order to identify how the CFSP works in general, what are the initiatives and actions which facilitate its active development and how exactly this policy of European Union coexists with the transatlantic structure, during the period from 2009 (since the ratification of the Lisbon Treaty by all EU Member States) to the present. 
Thus, all these three sections consider the most important aspects of the EU's Common Foreign and Security Policy in a transatlantic context.












Conclusions
In this research, we focused upon several aspects. In the theoretical dimension, we first revealed the basic theories - political realism and neorealism, under which there are concepts of J. Mearsheimer, K. Waltz, R. Gilpin, and then we explained the essence of the theories of securitization and macro-securitization, which worked on O. Weaver and B. Buzan and how their basic principles can be harmonized with the research topic.
Yes, all the above theories have something in common - the main actors in international relations are states, but neorealism also emphasizes the organizations. As an actor, the European Union responds independently to certain challenges in the international arena, formulates its own position on various events, crises that undermine security in the region and the world, thus shaping the agenda and developing approaches to resolving situations.
In the following sections, we focused on highlighting the legal basis for the functioning of the European Union and its separate structure (one of its pillars) - the Common Foreign and Security Policy and determining the impact of the transatlantic factor on its formation and further development. In accordance with the objectives of the work, we described the main events and cited the provisions of the fundamental treaties of the EU - Amsterdam, Nice and Lisbon, which contain provisions on the EU Common Foreign Policy from 1997 to 2007, i.e. outlining the post-Amsterdam period and which took place with the CFSP in the post-Lisbon period, namely - after 2007 - to date, revealing the link between the CFSP and NATO and the prospects for close EU-US cooperation within NATO.
Thus, first of all, it can be concluded that the formation of the EU CFSP was a rather painstaking process, as the initiative to expand such a structure through the merge of the Western European Union and the European Union provoked controversial reactions, especially from Britain, which couldn’t see a reason for EU’s strengthening when NATO is responsible for maintaining security in the region. However, this issue was discussed at the Saint-Malo summit in December 1998, where the parties recognized the fact that the European Union needed to maintain its autonomy and ability to respond to crises. In addition, in the United States, such an EU initiative was received quite positively, but with some reservations expressed by US Secretary of State (1997-2001) M. Albright, now known as formula "3 D" - disintegration, duplication and discrimination.
Subsequently, a series of summits took place in Cologne, Helsinki and Santa Maria de Feira, with the aim of providing the EU with the ability to overcome crises on its own or to prevent them with civilian and military instruments, in line with the Petersberg tasks. That is why the European Union continues to make a significant contribution to peace and security around the world, in particular through peacekeeping missions and operations, such as the Concordia military operation in northern Macedonia, Artemis, and Bosnia, Althea, mission in the Democratic Republic of the Congo, etc.
Relations with NATO are transparent, based on cooperation and dialogue between the Alliance and NATO, and NATO's leading role in crisis and conflict resolution, which forms the basis of collective defense, is in no way denied. The EU and NATO also actively cooperate in a number of areas - countering cyber threats, misinformation, countering terrorist threats and others.
So, in conclusion, we can say that the CFSP and NATO rather complement than contradict each other, so we highlighted the dynamics of the EU’s CFSP and outlined its formation and development in the transatlantic dimension.
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