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The main attention is paid to the analysis of the place of the principle of the supremacy of the EU Law
within the EU legal system, direct effect and direct applicability of the EU law as well as to the interaction
between the EU’s legal order and domestic legal order of the EU member states. The prerequisites for the
direct effect and direct applicability of the EU norms are linked to their self-executing character as regarded
by the  ECJ jurisprudence in case 57/65 Lütticke.

While researching the interaction between the EU’s legal system and the legal systems of the EU
member states author points out the jurisprudence of the Federal Constitutional Court of Germany related to
the EU’s legal nature and its peculiarities. It has been underlined that whereas the European Court of Justice
pleads constantly and consequently for the supremacy of the EU law over the domestic law, including the
constitutional regulations, domestic courts, f.e. the Federal Constitutional Court of Germany, try to set the
borderline for direct effect and direct applicability of the EU norms. This borderline is deemed to line with
the fundamental rights and freedoms, as they are guaranteed by the constitutional norms in the EU member
states.

Key words: legal system of the EU, principle of the supremacy of the EU law, direct effect of the
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