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In a few words and in a simplified way, the core of the PhD research is: 
1 why EPPO, 2) what EPPO, 3) how EPPO (works), 4) rights and EPPO. The 
main subject is to elaborate and to criticise the new institution of European 
Public Prosecutor’s Office (EPPO) in a federal and constitutional view of the 
EU, to clarify the necessity of the new institution and to make crucial propos-
als in order to improve the operation of the EPPO in the aspect of the protec-
tion of the fundamental rights in the AFSJ. In the proposed aspect, the future 
of the EPPO is strictly connected with the EU integration, the fundamental 
rights and the EU citizenship (Mitsilegas, 2016, p.121-123). Furthermore, we 
are going to compare the EPPO, to the USA federal prosecution system (Diez, 
Gomez, 2015, p. 129-135). Emphasis will be given to the cooperation with the 
OLAF and EUROJUST (Herrnfeld, Brodowski, Burchard, 2021, p. 588-589).

The EU as a sui generis federal organization, is an autonomous legal entity 
and doubtlessly, is based on the balances between the sovereignty of the Mem-
bers States and the federal structure of the EU. Criminal law is the hard core of 
national sovereignty and it was perceived as an exclusive privilege of national 
authorities, so it is necessary to focus on the elaboration of the competence 
of the EU in criminal matters (Mitsilegas, 2009, p. 107-109) from the estab-
lishment of the EEC (no competence in criminal matters) to Lisbon Treaty 
(provided competence in criminal matters). In the past, the EU (EEC) was 
strictly a financial organization without any competence in criminal matters 
and it has gone a really rocky way to establish the EPPO. Nowadays, the EU not 
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only has expressed the competence in the field of criminal law, but also has an 
independent institution with the main task to protect the financial interests of 
the UNION. The research will explain the relation between the national sov-
ereignty and the EU, under a historical and comparative progressive approach, 
in order to support the necessity of the establishment of the EPPO, which is in 
the centre of the discussion for the EU competence in criminal matters and has 
been the subject of so many debates (Ligeti, 2013, p. 1-6). The CJEU has been 
the motor of the EU integration (Sicurella, 2016, p. 49-53), so it is useful to 
focus on the cornerstone decisions of the CJEU (Wieczorek, 2020, p. 126-127), 
concerning the EU competence in criminal law (Greek Maize). The Lisbon 
Treaty has really changed everything in the structure and the competence of 
the EU in criminal matters, consequently the research will be based on the 
TEU and TFEU mainly in the provisions of ar. 82,83,86, 325 TFEU focusing on 
the importance of the so called choice of legal basis (Öberg, 2017, p. 119-131).

The debate for the establishment of the EPPO is related to various con-
cerns of the national sovereignty, thus it is necessary to pay attention to this 
debate and to support it with legal arguments that the EPPO is an innovative 
and advantageous institution efficiently protecting the financial interests of the 
EU (PIF directive) and it would be useful to expand the competences of the 
EPPO. In addition, the co-operation with the national authorities is necessary 
(Satzger, 2018, p. 43-55) and we are going to elaborate this coordination, espe-
cially taking into account the so called forum shopping and the judicial review 
concerning the EPPO acts. The success of the EPPO from a constitutional view 
is based on the protection of human rights. Consequently, further research has 
to do with all these issues concerning the human rights, the international trea-
ties (the European Convention on Human Rights), the Charter of Fundamen-
tal Rights of the European Union and all the secondary EU law affecting the 
rights of the accused and the fairness of the investigations and prosecutions 
under the EPPO (Klip, 2016, p. 260-261), including the judicial review (Am-
bos, 2018, p. 578-579). Furthermore, the main principles of the EU Law (such 
as subsidiarity, mutual recognition, proportionality, ne bis in idem, rule of law) 
will be examined in relation with the operation of the EPPO (Tridimas, 2006).

The main conclusion of the research is that the ambitious EPPO is a very 
innovative institution, empowering the constitutional structure of the EU and 
enforcing the federal nature of the EU. Finally, we propose that the EPPO 
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should have a more centralised structure in order to be more effective, we 
should legitimate a special and autonomous procedural code for the crimes 
under the EPPO (why not a new Corpus juris) and establish a special court for 
these crimes (based on the International Criminal Court).
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