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ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE REGULATION: EXPERIENCE OF THE 

EUROPEAN UNION 

 

I.A.Filipova, A.R.Akhatov, Z.O.Kuvandikov 

Samarkand state university 

 

Abstract. The experience of the European Union in the regulation of artificial intelligence is 

worth of study due to the fact that the modern European legislation focuses on the protection of human 

rights in the context of the digitalization of society. In this, the European approach differs from the 

American and especially from the Chinese approaches. The article analyzes the main provisions of the 

emerging legislation of the European Union in the field of artificial intelligence. 

Keywords: EU law, AI system, risk-based approach, algorithm, human rights 

 

Sun’iy intellektni tartibga solish: Yevropa Ittifoqi tajribasi 

Annotasiya. Yevropa Ittifoqining sun'iy intellektni tartibga solish bo‘yicha tajribasi qiziqarli 

bo‘lib, rivojlanayotgan Yevropa qonunchiligi jamiyatni raqamlashtirish sharoitida inson huquqlarini 

himoya qilishga qaratilganligi bilan bog‘liq. Bunda Yevropa yondashuvi amerikacha yondashuvlardan 

va ayniqsa, Xitoy yondashuvlaridan farq qiladi. Maqolada sun'iy intellekt bo‘yicha paydo bo‘lgan 

Yevropa Ittifoqi qonunchiligining asosiy qoidalari tahlil qilinadi. 

Kalit so‘zlar: Yevropa Ittifoqi qonuni, sun'iy intellekt tizimi, xavfga asoslangan yondashuv, 

algoritm, inson huquqlari. 

 

Регулирование искусственного интеллекта: опыт европейского союза 

Аннотация. Опыт Европейского союза в регулировании искусственного интеллекта 

интересен тем, что в создаваемом сегодня европейском законодательстве делается акцент на 

защиту прав человека в условиях цифровизации общества. Этим европейский подход 

отличается от американского и особенно от китайского подходов. В статье анализируются 

основные положения формируемого законодательства Европейского союза по искусственному 

интеллекту. 

Ключевые слова: право ЕС, система искусственного интеллекта, риск-

ориентированный подход, алгоритм, права человека 

 

Introduction. Artificial intelligence is closely related to the concept of "algorithm", some 

researchers even put an equal sign between these two concepts, arguing that artificial intelligence (AI) 

is just a complex algorithm that has the possibility of self-development. It is a controversial issue, but 

the so-called weak or narrow artificial intelligence that exists today is still only complex computer 

programs “trained” on data and solving some problems that were previously considered the 

prerogative of a person. In this regard, at least machine learning algorithms can be called methods of 

cognition for artificial intelligence, their feature is not a direct solution to a problem, but learning 

through solving many similar problems. 

The term “algorithm” comes from the name of the great mathematician and philosopher 

Muhammad ibn Musa Al-Khwarizmi, who was born in the city of Khiva (Uzbekistan) and lived in the 

IX century. This circumstance stimulates the study of problems related to the development and 

regulation of artificial intelligence by researchers from Central Asia. 

The experience of creating legal regulation in the field of artificial intelligence by one of the 

world leaders - the European Union will be considered in this article. It is by uniting that Germany, 

France, the Netherlands, Belgium, Italy, Spain, Portugal and other European states can claim 

economic and technological power comparable to the first two economies in the world - the United 

States and China. 

The experience of all the leaders mentioned is worth of study, but the purpose of this study is 

to highlight the strengths and weaknesses of the European concept of regulation of artificial 

intelligence to create national models of legal regulation of artificial intelligence by the states of 

Central Asia, taking into account the existing worldwide experience. 
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Principles of artificial intelligence regulation in the European Union 

Despite the maintenance of the sovereignty of each of the member states of the European 

Union, a number of powers have been assigned to European institutions, thence national legal 

regulation is carried out taking into consideration general rules. In case national legislation on any 

issue has already been formed, then it further develops in line with the harmonization with the general 

European regulation in this field, but if national legislation is just starting to form due to the novelty of 

regulated relations, then the general European framework is initially taken as the basis for creation of 

national rules of law. Thus, the national regulation of artificial intelligence in the member states of the 

European Union is now beginning to be formed by virtue of documents developed by representatives 

of these states in common supranational bodies for the member states of the European Union. 

In 2016, the Legal Affairs Committee of the European Parliament commissioned the 

Directorate for Citizens' Rights and Constitutional Affairs to conduct a study on European civil law 

rules relating to robotics. The report on the results of the study is presented on the website of the 

European Parliament [1]. After that, a comprehensive document on the basic regulation of robotics 

was developed. In 2017, the European Parliament approved the European Parliament Resolution of 16 

February 2017 with Recommendations to the Commission on Civil Law Rules on Robotics 

(2015/2103(INL). This document contained a proposal to recognize the special legal status of an 

electronic personhood for complex robots updated with artificial intelligence and therefore able to 

make independent decisions. The purpose of the 2017 Resolution was to create opportunities for 

robots to be held liable for damage caused by them, for example, damage from a collision with an 

autonomous car. To implement the statement contained in the 2017 Resolution, in practice, it would be 

necessary to amend the existing international multilateral treaties: the Vienna Convention on Road 

Traffic, the Hague Convention on the Law Applicable to Road Traffic Accidents, etc. 

It is an interesting fact that 2017 Resolution was the response to the report prepared by the 

Directorate for Citizens' Rights and Constitutional Affairs of the Legal Affairs Committee of the 

European Parliament, which states that the risk of dehumanization is associated with the spread of 

advanced robots. The authors of the report opposed the recognition of the status of a subject of law for 

robots in order to prevent the equalization of natural intelligence and artificial intelligence. However, 

European regulation in the field of artificial intelligence has continued to evolve. 

By the beginning of 2020, a number of policy documents for the development of artificial 

intelligence had been developed in the European Union. In most of them, there is an emphasis on the 

necessity to form ethical boundaries, including: 

- Declaration of Cooperation on Artificial Intelligence dated April 10, 2018. The declaration 

was signed by representatives of 25 European states, including those that are not members of the 

European Union, in particular Norway. The states that signed the Declaration agreed to work on an 

integrated European approach to the development of artificial intelligence, to pursue a coherent 

national policy in order to increase the competitiveness of the European Union, and to create digital 

innovation centers at the pan-European level; 

- Communication Artificial Intelligence for Europe dated April 25, 2018. The document 

contains a description of the strategy for the development of artificial intelligence in the European 

Union, it describes the impact of artificial intelligence technologies on the economy and society (a 

comparison with electricity is given), the risk of lagging behind the main competitors - the United 

States and China, as well as the necessity to create a single digital market with general cybersecurity 

requirements; 

- Coordinated Plan on Artificial Intelligence dated December 7, 2018. The document takes 

into account the necessity for implementation of an anthropocentric approach to the development of 

artificial intelligence; 

- Ethics Guidelines for Trustworthy AI dated April 8, 2019. The Guidelines lists key 

requirements based on fundamental human rights and ethical principles that artificial intelligence 

systems must comply with: human control, technical security, confidentiality, transparency, non-

discrimination and fairness, social and environmental well-being, etc.; 

- Policy and Investment Recommendations for Trustworthy Artificial Intelligence dated June 

26, 2019; 

- White Paper on Artificial Intelligence: a European Approach to Excellence and Trust dated 

February 19, 2020. The White Paper, published by the European Commission, aims to develop the 

European ecosystem in a policy that allows for the safe and secure development of artificial 
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intelligence, while fully respecting the values and rights of citizens of the European Union. After 

publication, the White Paper was open for further public discourse. 

Besides, the first resolution in the field of regulation of artificial intelligence, the Resolution of 

2017, was rightly criticized for being incorrect, since it is wrong that a new civil law decision should 

include a distinction between artificial intelligence and robotics. Robots should not be considered as 

central elements to determining the scope of regulation, any new legal regulations should be based on 

the concept of artificial intelligence, and not, as proposed in the 2017 Resolution, on the concept of a 

robot [2]. Three years later, another resolution appeared - European Parliament Resolution of 20 

October 2020 with Recommendations to the Commission on a Civil Liability Regime for Artificial 

Intelligence (2020/2014(INL). In the new document, this incorrectness was eliminated. As we can 

notice, the issue of responsibility systems of artificial intelligence in the European Parliament is raised 

regularly, which indicates the gradual formation of a new concept of regulating the liability of 

artificial intelligence. 

The fact of the existence of artificial intelligence systems capable of influencing the 

surrounding material world is obvious. With the further development of artificial intelligence, 

increasing the degree of autonomy, it becomes increasingly difficult to maintain control over its 

activities. Even if the artificial intelligence system is controlled by a person, he has limited control 

over the possible actions and reactions of the system. Developers are not always able to predict the 

behavior of self-learning systems; all this requires understanding a unified approach to the legal 

liability of artificial intelligence. 

In October 2020, the European Parliament adopted two more resolutions - European 

Parliament Resolution of 20 October 2020 with Recommendations to the Commission on a 

Framework of Ethical Aspects of Artificial Intelligence, Robotics and Related Technologies 

(2020/2012(INL) and European Parliament Resolution of 20 October 2020 on Intellectual Property 

Rights for the Development of Artificial Intelligence Technologies (2020/2015(INI). The resolutions 

emphasize the importance of creating a fully harmonized laws and regulations in the field of artificial 

intelligence and the basic statutory act is assumed to be in the form of a regulation, but a directive in 

order to avoid fragmentation of the European digital single market. The regulation, like the directive, 

contains rules of law that are binding upon the European Union, but unlike the directive, it becomes 

part of the law of each member state of the European Union. It is a more stringent regulatory 

instrument due to its direct effect. Having supremacy over national law, the regulation supersedes the 

laws of the member states of the European Union from the regulation of a specific area, in fact, 

replacing the national law. 

On April 21, 2021, within the framework of the refinement of the European strategy for the 

development of artificial intelligence, the European Commission published three new documents: 

- Communication on Fostering a European Approach to Artificial Intelligence; 

- Coordinated Plan with Member States: 2021 update. The plan includes: increasing 

investment in artificial intelligence technologies; moving forward as quickly as possible in line with 

the AI strategy so that the European Union can fully take an advantage of being a first mover; 

coordinating AI policies to eliminate fragmentation and address global challenges; 

- Proposal for an AI Regulation Laying Down Harmonised Rules for the EU (Artificial 

Intelligence Act). 

Novelties in the regulation of artificial intelligence in the European Union 

Now, in April 2021, the European Commission published the Proposal for an AI Regulation 

Laying Down Harmonised Rules for the EU (Artificial Intelligence Act). This document is a major 

step towards the creation of a well-functioning internal market for artificial intelligence systems based 

on values, EU principles and fundamental rights. This is the first major attempt of the European Union 

to comprehensively adjust relations in the field of artificial intelligence. The proposed draft EU 

Regulation on Artificial Intelligence comes amid growing concern in Europe and beyond that artificial 

intelligence and other forms of algorithmic decision-making are increasingly woven into the social 

protection system, affecting social and economic rights [3]. 

The proposed draft EU regulation on artificial intelligence was the result of two years of work 

and lengthy consultations with national regulators from the EU states, expert groups (primarily the 

High-level expert group on artificial intelligence, which prepared a number of reports for the European 

Commission), large European companies and representatives of civil society. “The European approach 

is based on European values and risks to ensure security and the protection of fundamental rights, even 
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if the correct balance between legal certainty and the development of this new technology is not easy 

to find” [4]. 

The draft EU regulation on artificial intelligence provides for the allocation of four levels of 

risks caused by the use of artificial intelligence: 

1. Unacceptable risk (AI systems that can pose a threat to the security of citizens and their 

rights, such as developments that allow the manipulation of user behavior, systems that allow 

governments to conduct "social assessment" - such systems should be prohibited). 

2. High risk (critical infrastructure solutions, medical solutions, educational solutions, law, etc. 

Developments classified in this category will have to meet strict security criteria, have a clear risk 

assessment system and be controlled by people). 

3. Moderate risk (users of such AI systems should have the right to know that they are 

interacting with artificial intelligence, and not with a person). 

4. Minimal risk (most available AI systems: smart spam filters, AI-enabled video games, etc.). 

According to the EU draft regulation on artificial intelligence, whoever intends to apply 

artificial intelligence will have to determine whether a particular use case is a “high risk” and, 

therefore, whether a mandatory pre-compliance assessment is necessary. Let us consider in more detail 

the list of alleged high-risk artificial intelligence systems, among them the bill names the systems used 

in: 

- critical infrastructures where life and health of people can be endangered (for example, 

transport); 

- educational or vocational training, which may determine access to education and to the 

profession (for example, test assessment); 

- product safety components (for example, the use of artificial intelligence in robotic surgery); 

- the field of employment, personnel management and access to self-employment (for 

example, software for sorting resumes in the recruitment process); 

- basic private and public services (i.e., credit assessment); 

- law enforcement agencies that may violate people's fundamental rights (for example, 

assessing the credibility of evidence); 

- management of migration, asylum and border control (i.e., checking the authenticity of travel 

documents); 

- administration of justice [5]. 

Collecting data on citizens through surveillance systems, social media monitoring, banking 

information, etc. how indiscriminate surveillance of natural persons should be prohibited if it is 

applied in a generalized way to all persons without distinction. Selective surveillance, if an individual 

is interested in something by the competent authorities, is quite acceptable, but total surveillance "only 

as a protective measure" in the European Union will be prohibited. 

After the first stage of discussion in November 2021, a number of amendments were made to 

the text of the draft, then the discussion of the EU Regulation on artificial intelligence continued. As 

of June 2022, the draft AI Regulation has already been amended with thousands of amendments. Each 

political group in the European Parliament submitted several hundred amendments, introducing the 

keynote for future discussions. Amendment discussions are ongoing. “According to a European 

Parliament official, the MEPs in the two leading committees are almost equally split around the 

centre-right and centre-left axis, and on the most controversial points, it will be a ‘calculation game’ ” 

[6]. The main disputes are on the following issues: 

- definition of the concept of "artificial intelligence"; 

- artificial intelligence in the context of the development of the metauniverse; 

- extension of the ban on the use of artificial intelligence (biometric categorization, emotion 

recognition and any automated monitoring of human behavior, predictive policing); 

- tightening environmental requirements for artificial intelligence systems; 

- legal clarity (determining reliability by introducing a set of principles for the application of 

artificial intelligence in terms of requirements and technical standards); 

- powers of the European Council on Artificial Intelligence as a supervisory body (rules for 

monitoring and market surveillance); 

- the number of fines; 

- flexibility for regulatory sandboxes in AI regulation, etc. 
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The technical standards under which the EU AI Regulation will be implemented will be jointly 

developed by three European standards agencies: the European Committee for Standardization (CEN), 

the European Committee for Electrotechnical Standardization (CENELEC) and the European 

Telecommunications Standards Institute (ETSI). The technical standards to be developed will cover: 

the risk management system; management and quality of data sets; record keeping; transparency and 

informing users; human supervision, etc. 

The creation of the European Council on Artificial Intelligence is considered to be as a 

supervisory body. This body will be composed of representatives of the national artificial intelligence 

authorities of the Member States of the European Union, as well as the European Data Protection 

Inspector. Some experts believe that it is necessary to create a body of a different nature as a 

supervisory body - the European Agency for Artificial Intelligence, which will be able to more 

effectively regulate the “current and future ethical and human rights challenges arising from the 

development, deployment and use of AI” [7]. 

Artificial intelligence systems intended for military purposes will be excluded from the scope 

of the EU Regulation on Artificial Intelligence. At the same time, suppliers and users deploying 

artificial intelligence systems within the European Union, regardless of where these suppliers and 

users are registered, are subject to the EU Regulation on Artificial Intelligence. 

The adoption of the future EU Regulation on artificial intelligence is worth of study both from 

the point of view of theory, since it solves conceptual issues and from the point of view of practice, 

since it will have a huge impact on the integration of the digital market in Europe [8]. By the end of 

2022, the position of the European Parliament on the EU Regulation on artificial intelligence should 

be set out in a proposal from the European Commission, and in 2023 a new stage of discussion will 

take place. The EU Regulation on Artificial Intelligence is expected to be approved by the end of 2023 

and put into effect immediately [9]. It is then that it will be possible to see how much the adopted 

document has changed compared to the original version. 

Comparison with AI regulation in the US and China 

The European approach to the regulation of artificial intelligence is aimed at maintaining the 

priority of human rights and developing strict ethical rules by virtue of which legislation will be 

formed. Under the EU's draft AI Regulation, some AI models will be banned, including systems that 

allow governments to conduct "social assessments". 

In comparison, ethical restrictions in China are given much less importance, for example, the 

Chinese government uses facial recognition technology in public places, and in the European Union it 

is recognized as a violation of human rights. The Chinese system of control over the behavior of 

citizens is based on artificial intelligence technologies, designed to ensure socio-political stability. The 

point at issue is the so-called system of social credit or social rating. The system was launched in 2018 

and continues to develop actively. Points are awarded for each offense, the more points - the lower the 

social rating of the person. The further, the stronger will be the influence of social rating on 

determining the level of personal access to jobs, services, travel and other benefits. 

In the United States, human rights are given more importance than in China, but the 

restrictions associated with the use of artificial intelligence systems differ from state to state. In some 

states, these restrictions are closer to the European approach, in others they are not. 

Compared to the US and China, the European Union's approach to AI regulation is more 

conservative. It boosts unrest to representatives of some European states, for example, several states of 

the European Union called on the European Commission to limit itself to the formation of "soft law" 

to regulate the artificial intelligence. The document prepared by representatives of Denmark and 

signed by France, Belgium, the Netherlands, Spain, Finland (14 states in total) expresses the following 

position: the European Union needs to stimulate the development of next-generation artificial 

intelligence technologies, and not create obstacles to this. The agreed position of 14 states was 

announced after the publication in 2020 of the White Paper on Artificial Intelligence, which 

establishes creating laws and regulations for next generation technologies. The opposition to these 

states was Germany, which takes a stand in favor of stricter regulation of technology and is concerned 

that with a “soft” approach, some technologies will not be regulated at all, and therefore there will be 

increased risks to civil liberties associated with the use of facial recognition technologies and a 

number of others. 

The European Commission proposes to combine technological progress with the protection of 

human rights. The formation of a list of artificial intelligence systems classified as unacceptable and 
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high risks is explained by the desire of the European Commission to create certainty for the market, 

but at the same time it seeks to encourage innovation in the field of artificial intelligence. According to 

analysts of the American Center for data innovation, if the project is adopted, the EU Regulation on 

artificial intelligence will become the most restrictive regulatory measure in the field of artificial 

intelligence in the world [10]. It is important to keep in remember that such a European approach will 

also affect other participants in the global market. As the Brookings Institution report states: “The 

Artificial Intelligence Act represents the first attempt globally to horizontally regulate artificial 

intelligence (AI). The extraterritorial application of the AI Act and its likely demonstration effect (the 

so-called “Brussels effect”) for policy makers, means that the AI Act will have a range of implications 

for the development of AI regulation globally, as well as efforts to build international cooperation on 

AI” [11]. The EU Data Protection Regulation (GDPR), which has been in force since 2018, has been 

used as the basis and partially copied by many states around the world. The European risk-based 

approach to the regulation of artificial intelligence responds to the request for security broadcast in 

most states. “If Europeans can create a coherent way to regulate the technology, it could work as a 

template for other states hoping to do so too. US companies, in their compliance with the EU AI Act, 

will also end up raising their standards for American consumers with regard to transparency and 

accountability”[12]. 

A number of regulatory changes indicate the intensification of the position of the US 

Government on the regulation of artificial intelligence, which brings the US closer to the European 

Union. “These developments are promising, as is the inclusion of AI issues in the new EU-U.S. Trade 

and Technology Council (TTC). But there are other steps that these leading democracies can take to 

build alignment on curtailing AI harms” [13]. Countering the technological rise of China is forcing the 

United States to seek common ground with the European Union, in turn, such convergence may lead 

to some liberalization of the approach to regulation in the European Union [14]. On the other hand, 

some researchers believe that the rhetoric around the EU AI Regulation for many years “been heavy 

with highfalutin talk of fashioning ethical guardrails for “human-centric” AI that reflects European 

values. So its balance there looks dubious… Whether the AI Act will even be able to stop what are 

already ample harms from state-deployed algorithms in the public sector remains to be seen” [15]. 

Conclusion 

Studying the emerging legal regulation in the field of artificial intelligence at the level of 

world leaders, we can draw a line: the European Union – the United States – China, where China and 

the European Union are the extreme poles: in China, priority is given to the interests of the state in an 

insignificant respect of the person, and in the European Union, the opposite prospects are strong [16]. 

Compared to the European Union, China will have some advantage in the use of Deep 

Learning methods due to access to a huge amount of data obtained from government oversight. After 

all, the most important resource for improving artificial intelligence technologies is data. At the same 

time, ceteris paribus, authoritarian political institutions continue to have a negative impact on 

innovation [17], thus the policy of the European Union has the game in its hands. 

All over the world, in the coming years, legal regulation of artificial intelligence will be 

created. The growing need for legal regulation in this area is expressed in the role of artificial 

intelligence in society. According to the target indicator published in 2021 by the European 

Development Path to a Digital Decade [18], by 2030 at least 75% of all European businesses should 

implement artificial intelligence technology programs in their work. 

A feature of the European approach is that the European Union is considering its due diligence 

to tighten the control of artificial intelligence in relation to the protection of human and fundamental 

rights. This leads to the disadvantage of the approach – Conservatism in regulation, partly the decision 

to invest in new projects in this area. “High-stakes artificial intelligence (AI) is becoming even higher 

risk in the European Union, where AI regulation efforts are underway that could cost your company 

up to 6% of its total worldwide revenues – more than the potential penalties for privacy violations 

under the EU's General Data Protection Regulation” [19]. However, within the framework of the 

European vision of a regulatory model based on fundamental principles, which puts algorithmic 

security above all and is therefore capable of influencing other models in the world. 

References 

1. Nevejans N. Règles européennes de droit civil en robotique. Étude. Departement thematique C: 

Droits des citoyens et affaires constitutionnelles. Bruxelles: EU Office des publications. 2016. 40 p. 



ILMIY AXBOROTNOMA OʻQITISH METODIKASI    2022-yil, 4 - son 

175 

2. Księżak P., Wojtczak S. AI versus robot: in search of a domain for the new European civil law // 

Law, Innovation and Technology. 2020. Vol. 12. Iss. 2. P. 297–317. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17579961.2020.1815404. 

3. How the EU’s Flawed Artificial Intelligence Regulation Endangers the Social Safety Net: 

Questions and Answers // Human Rights Watch, November 10, 2021. 

https://www.hrw.org/news/2021/11/10/how-eus-flawed-artificial-intelligence-regulation-

endangers-social-safety-net#_ftnref4 (Accessed June 17, 2022). 

4. Dambly Ph., Beelen A. Europe: Analysis of the Proposal for an AI Regulation // MAIEI, February 

11, 2022. https://montrealethics.ai/europe-analysis-of-the-proposal-for-an-ai-regulation/ (Accessed 

June 17, 2022). 

5. Europe fit for the Digital Age: Commission proposes new rules and actions for excellence and trust 

in Artificial Intelligence: Press release. Brussels, April 21, 2021. 

https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/ip_21_1682 (Accessed June 17, 2022). 

6. Bertuzzi L. AI regulation filled with thousands of amendments in the European Parliament // 

EURACTIV, June 2, 2022 https://www.euractiv.com/section/digital/news/ai-regulation-filled-with-

thousands-of-amendments-in-the-european-parliament/ (Accessed June 17, 2022). 

7. Carsten Stahl B., Rodrigues R., Santiago N., Macnish K. A European Agency for Artificial 

Intelligence: Protecting fundamental rights and ethical values // Computer Law & Security Review. 

2022. Vol. 45. Art. 105661. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clsr.2022.105661. 

8. Justo-Hanani R. The politics of Artificial Intelligence regulation and governance reform in the 

European Union // Policy Sciences. 2022. Vol. 55. P. 137–159. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11077-

022-09452-8. 

9. Olivi G. The future of European AI regulation: Q&A with Brando Benifei, member of the 

European Parliament and co-Rapporteur on the AI regulation, April 2022. 

https://www.businessgoing.digital/the-future-of-european-ai-regulation-qa-with-brando-benifei-

member-of-the-european-parliament-and-co-rapporteur-on-the-ai-regulation/ (Accessed June 17, 

2022). 

10. Mueller B. How Much Will the Artificial Intelligence Act Cost Europe? July 26, 2021. 

https://www2.datainnovation.org/2021-aia-costs.pdf (Accessed June 17, 2022). 

11. Meltzer J., Tielemans A. The European Union AI Act: Next steps and issues for building 

international cooperation. Brookings Institution. Policy brief, June 1, 2022. 

https://www.brookings.edu/research/the-european-union-ai-act-next-steps-and-issues-for-building-

international-cooperation-in-ai/ (Accessed June 17, 2022). 

12. Heikkilä M. A quick guide to the most important AI law you’ve never heard of The European 

Union is planning new legislation aimed at curbing the worst harms associated with artificial 

intelligence // MIT Technology Review, May 13, 2022. 

https://www.technologyreview.com/2022/05/13/1052223/guide-ai-act-europe/ (Accessed June 17, 

2022). 

13. Engler A. The EU and U.S. are starting to align on AI regulation, February 1, 2022. 

https://www.brookings.edu/blog/techtank/2022/02/01/the-eu-and-u-s-are-starting-to-align-on-ai-

regulation/ (Accessed June 17, 2022). 

14. Bertuzzi L. EU and US seek united Western front to confront China’s tech ascent // EURACTIV, 

September 30, 2021. https://www.euractiv.com/section/digital/news/eu-and-us-seek-united-

western-front-to-confront-chinas-tech-ascent/ (Accessed June 17, 2022). 

15. Lomas N. Europe’s AI Act contains powers to order AI models destroyed or retrained, says legal 

expert // TechCrunch+, April 1, 2022. https://techcrunch.com/2022/04/01/ai-act-powers/ (Accessed 

June 17, 2022). 

16. Filipova I. Impact of artificial intelligence on labor relations: Russian experience / in book: 

Inteligência Artificial nas Relações de Trabalho. Ed. S. Carloto. São Paulo: MIZUNO. 2022. P. 

380–395. 

17. Karpa D., Klarl T., Rochlitz M. Artificial Intelligence, Surveillance, and Big / Diginomics 

Research Perspectives: The Role of Digitalization in Business and Society. Springer Nature. Ed. L. 

Hornuf. 2022. 

18. Commission Presents a ‘Path to the Digital Decade’, October 11, 2021. 

https://cepis.org/commission-presents-a-path-to-the-digital-decade/ (Accessed June 17, 2022). 


