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STATE SOVEREIGNTY:
PROBLEMS, PRINCIPLES OF IMPLEMENTATION AND GLOBALIZATION

The concept of state sovereignty is emerging as one of the key concepts in the modern world order. Most
discussions in recent decades in this area are related to the classical understanding of the concept of “state sovereignty”
and the actual process of realizing this sovereignty in the twenty-first century. The process of globalization provokes
the world to fundamental changes, and these changes concern not only people, science and technology, but also
the powers of states and their influence on external and internal processes taking place in the world. This article
analyzes theoretical philosophical works by such authors as N. Machiavelli, J. Baudin, G. Grotius, T. Hobbes,
J.-J. Rousseau, M. Weber, M. Foucault, and others and the possibility of using their ideas as a practical basis for
the modern realization of the sovereignty of states and their protection. The author analyzes the Westphalian system
of world order, the main principle of which was non-interference of any country in the internal affairs of independent
states, clear recognition of borders and the system of relations at the interstate level. Since the signing of this
agreement, the sovereignty of the state, as the supremacy of power within the state and the principle of equality
regardless of any specific features of states, such as the form of government, territory, cultural and national
characteristics, have been legally recognized. However, the system of such relations is now undergoing deformation,
and Ukraine as an independent state is facing such challenges.

That is why special attention is paid to the construction and formation of Ukraine's sovereignty, considering it
through the prism of the experience of other countries. The author examines the importance of international relations
for the formation of state sovereignty and the impact of various alliances on the realization of the state's own
subjectivity, and studies the process of formation of state sovereignty, both in terms of legal expression and economic
and international aspects. By its very existence, the subjectivity of the state means its independent existence in
matters of foreign policy and the ability to be guided by its own national interests, to conclude agreements with other
countries, and to have the right to choose or form alliances with other countries or international organizations.

Key words: sovereignty, subject, state, international politics, globalization, nation-state, The Westphalian system
of world order.
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CYBEPEHITET JAEPKABMU:
NPOBJIEMU, IPUHIUIIU PEAJIIZALIT TA TTTIOBAJII3ALIS

[ToHATTS Aep’KaBHOTO CYBEPEHITETY, TOCTAE SIK OIHE 3 KIIOYOBUX B Cy4aCHHUH CHCTEMI CBITOMOPSAKY. binbiicTs
JIMCKYCii OCTaHHIX MECATHIITh Y il cepi moB’s3aHi 3 KIIaCHIHIM p03yMiHHHM TIOHSTTS «CYBEPEHITET JIepIKaBH»
Ta PeabHUM MPOLECOM pean13au11 bOTO cyBepemTeTy B XXI cromirti. Ilpouec mobanizawii mpoBOKye CBIT
10 KapAMHAIBHUX 3MiH 1 Ll 3MiHH CTOCYIOTBCS He TITBKM JTIOOWHM, HAyKH Ta TEXHOJOTIH, aie 1 MOBHOBAXKEHb
Jiep’kaB Ta iX BIUIMBY Ha 30BHILIHI Ta BHYTPILIHI IPOLECH, sKi BigOyBaroThes B CBiTi. B maniil cTarTi mpoBomuThes
aHaNmi3 TeopeTHUHHUX (himocodchkux podiT, Takmx aBTopiB, sk H. Maxiasemni, XK. bonena, I. I'pouust, T. ['o60ca,
XK.-XK. Pycco, M. Bebepa, M.Dyko, iHIINX Ta MOKJIUBOCTI BAKOPUCTAHHS 1X 1/1H, IK MMPAKTHYHOTO MiATPYHTS JUTs
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cydacHOi peaiizalii cyBepeHITeTy JepxkaB Ta iX 3axucTy. Posmisgaerbes BeCT(baHLCLKa cucreMa CBiTOHOpﬂI[Ky
OCHOBHHM TPHHIUIIOM SIKO Oyno HEBTPYUaHHS 6y111)-;11<1/1x KpaiH y BHyTplIHHl CIIpaBH HE3ANEKHUX JICPHKaB, qiTKEe
BU3HAHHS KOPAOHIB Ta CUCTEMHU B3a€MOBIJTHOCHH Ha Ml)KI[ep)KaBHOMy piBHi. CaMe 3 4yacy MiANMHMCaHHA Li€i yroan
CYBEpEHITET AepKaBH, K BEPXOBEHCTBO BIAAW BCEPEIMHI ACPKaBU Ta MPUHLMIT PIBHOCTI HE3AJICKHO Bin Oyab-
SKUX 0COOJMBOCTEH JIepKaB, TAKUX K popMma MpaBIiHHs, TEPUTOPIs, KyIBTYpHI Ta HAL[IOHAIBHI 0COOMMBOCTI Oyn
BHU3HaHI 1opuaAnyHO. [IpoTe cucreMa Takux BiTHOCHH 3apa3 3a3Hae Aedopmarliif, 1 YkpaiHa sk He3aJIexHa JepikaBa
nocrana nepej TaKUMHU BUKIHKaMu. Came ToMy, 0coOnuBa yBara NpHIUISEThCS KOHCTPYIOBAaHHIO Ta CTAHOBICHHIO
CYBEpEHITeTy YKpaiHH, PO3INSaoud HOro Kpi3b MPU3MY AOCBiAy IHIIMX KpaiH. JOCHimKyeThCs 3HAYCHHS
MIKHApOTHUX BiHOCHH Ha (OPMYBaHHS IEPKABHOTO CYBEPEHITETY Ta BIUIMB PI3HHX COIO3IB Ha peaizalliio
BIIaCHOT Cy0’ €KTUBHOCTI JIEpPKaBH, TOCITIIKY€EThCS poiiec GOpMyBaHHS IEPKABHOTO CyBEPEHITETY, SIK 3 TOUKH 30y
MPaBOBOTO BUPAKEHHS, TaK 13 OOKY EKOHOMIYHOTO Ta MIKHAPOAHOTO. 32 CBOIM MPHHIIUIIOM iCHYBaHHS Cy0’ €KTHICTh
JiepkaBM O3Hayae ii He3ane)KHe iICHYBaHHS B IUTAHHSX 30BHILIHBOI MOMITUKH Ta MOXKIIMBOCTI KEPYBaTHCS BIACHUMU
HaI[lOHAIBHUMH 1HTEpecaMy, 3aKII0YaT JOTOBOPH 3 1HIIMMH KpaiHaMH, a TaKOX BOJIOAITH MPaBOM oOHMpaTH abo
CTBOPIOBATH COIO3M 3 IHIIMMHU KpaiHaMu a00 MIXKHAPOJHUMH OpraHi3alisMH.

KurouoBi ciioBa: cyBepeHiTeT, cy0 €KT, iepkaBa, MiXKHAPOJIHA MOMITHKA, II00alti3allis, HalliOHAJIbHA JIepXKaBa,

Becrdanbcbka cucrema CBITOMOPSIIKY.

Introduction. The end of the twentieth century
is marked by two events that changed world history
and the sphere of international relations: first,
the collapse of the Yalta-Postdam system of world
order, and second, the process of globalization that
has covered all spheres of human life on a global
scale. For the political and legal sphere, which was
within the borders of national states, there were
opportunities that opened up in the information
space and interaction between countries, as well
as changes in the global economy. Contradictions
began to emerge between the needs of the global
economy and the needs of society for the state to
fulfill its responsibilities and social guarantees,
which marked the beginning of a new scientific,
philosophical, and social discourse on the nature
of the state.

The system of international relations,
which emerged after the Second World War
and functioned under the dominance of certain
strong countries, could not function successfully
in the conditions in which it was created, which
provoked contradictions among other actors in
world politics. Its disintegration was accompanied
by the institutionalization of global actors,
primarily financial and economic, as well as other
challenges to which modern nation-states were not
ready.

The purpose of the study. To reveal
the significance of the subjectivity of states and state
sovereignty, using the discussion method as a basis
for considering this issue. To show the influence
of historical and globalization processes on
the formation of state subjectivity. To analyze
these issues, the author used philosophical works,
in particular those of N. Machiavelli, J. Baudin,
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G. Grotius, T. Hobbes, J.-J. Rousseau, M. Weber,
M. Foucault, C. Schmidt, and others.

Summary of  the main content
of the article. One of the main problems in realizing
the opportunities of globalization is the issue
of state sovereignty. The heated discussions on this
issue in the last two decades are due to the fact
that there are contradictions between the classical
interpretations of the concept of "sovereignty"
and the practice of international relations popular
in the second half of the twentieth century. For
example, if all countries are equal, why are only five
countries permanent members of the UN Security
Council (the United States, France, the United
Kingdom, China, and Russia) and have more
rights than the entire UN General Assembly? In
the bipolar world, such a statutory difference was
the only possible option to guarantee security
and stability not only in certain regions, which are
the responsibility of the leading powers and are
maintained by the forceful influence and authority
of powerful countries. For the Westphalian
worldview, however, these questions are generally
contradictory.

The importance of the interpretation
of sovereignty is connected with the fact that only
such a legal principle guarantees conventional
non-interference in the internal affairs of nation-
states and allows for an independent foreign policy.
Attemptsatpoliticalandlegal actionand sovereignty
of the subject are perceived as interference with
the natural rights of independent states and cause
resistance from the state intelligentsia. The first
ideas about the unity, supremacy, and independence
of state power appear in Niccolo Machiavelli's
The Prince (1532). The paradigm of realpolitik



is not limited to the correlation between politics
and morality; it only makes sense if the subject
of politics is unconditionally sovereign. The
concept of sovereignty was defined in more detail
by J. Bodin in his work "Six Books on the Republic"
(1575), which can be considered a classic: the rule
of power within the country and its independence
in international relations. For him, sovereignty is
personalized. It is the right to unlimited power,
rather than an attribute of the state. The sovereign is
above the law, decides on matters of war and peace,
life and death of his subjects, and is subject to no
one but God.

At the turn of the XVI-XVII century, Grotius
studied Bodin's concept, separating the sovereignty
of the state itself and the holder of state power.
G. Grotius' interpretation of this concept allows
us to move away from the classical "absolutist"
interpretation of sovereignty and consider it in
the broader context of the entire political system.
This was later used as a basis for formulating
andjustifyingtheconventionalnatureofsovereignty:
the bearer of supreme power and the consolidation
of the state's sovereignty as the fundamental
principle of its existence. Subsequent historical
events determined the course of world history
and the importance of the formation of sovereignty
as a subject: first, the Peace of Augsburg (1555),
whose main principle was "whose power is his
faith", enshrined the principle of non-interference
in the internal affairs of monarchs in the spiritual
sphere, without touching the issue of secular power.
This agreement partially resolved the contradictions
within the Holy Roman Empire in the mid-16th
and early 17th centuries, and was one of the causes
of the Thirty Years' War, which ended in 1648 with
the signing ofthe Peace of Westphalia, which clearly
established the principles of non-interference in
the internal affairs of other countries, as well as
their freedom to pursue their own policies, both
domestic and foreign. Since then, sovereignty
as the supremacy of power within the state
and its independence in international relations,
non-interference in the internal affairs of another
state, as the principle of sovereign equality
of the state regardless of territorial structure, form
of government or method of exercising power, have
been considered fundamental in the Westphalian
world system. Interestingly, the experience
of the Thirty Years' War led to the formation of two
images of world order: political and historical. The

political picture proved to be quite successful, as it
still exists today. The historical view was rejected
by the Congress of Vienna in 1815.

The further development of the idea
of rethinking the concept of the state and its role,
which does not arise from natural causes but from
a social contract, can be found in the philosophers
of the sixteenth century. The first thoughts in this
direction were presented by Thomas Hobbes in
his work Leviathan, where he formed the idea
of the conventional nature of the supreme power in
the state (Hobbes, 2000).

The development of these ideas can
also be observed in the French philosophy
of the Enlightenment, namely in Jean-Jacques
Rousseau, who substantiated the idea of popular
sovereignty (constitution ofthe people as the bearers
and exercisers of their sovereign rights). The
people cannot be represented by anyone and their
rights cannot be transferred to anyone. The ruler
is not a sovereign, but performs certain functions
as a servant of the people, who are the bearers
of sovereignty (Rousseau, 2001). Rousseau's
opinion is opposite to that of Bodin, for whom
the necessary condition for the sovereignty of power
was its duration, personalization and pleasantness.
As an example, we can cite a radical version
of the idea of "popular sovereignty" used
during the American War of Independence. The
experience of building such a state proved valuable
for the development of the concept of sovereignty,
because it was empirically proven to be indivisible.
Although the United States was initially based on
the idea of "one territory — different powers," it
failed to fully implement it.

A similar principle of uniting countries for
a higher purpose could be observed in the Soviet
Union, but in practice the Soviet republics were
part of the USSR and subject to its ruling elite,
and the only way for them to realize their own
preferences was to leave the union. At the same
time, the idea of the division of powers between
the subjects of the federal state in the simplest
version, when the powers of the regions are
not replaced by the central authorities, but are
supplemented by their own initiatives. We can
see how this is being successfully implemented
in modern countries. In the twentieth century,
interest in defining such concepts as sovereign
and sovereignty increased, and in this regard new
generalizing concepts such as "legitimate violence"
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(M. Weber) and "institutional responsibility"
(M. Foucault, C. Schmidt, and others) emerged. To
summarize what was relevant, the sovereign was
seen not only as the one who had power, but also
as the one who made decisions and was able to
organize the implementation of these decisions, as
well as to take responsibility for their consequences.

Decolonization and democratization provoked
the differentiation of the concept into subjects,
which until recently was a single concept
of sovereignty: state, national and popular.
This principle has become universal in the field
of politics and international law. What is interesting
in this situation is that neither the people nor
the nation have so many pronounced and generally
accepted legal definitions. Hence the well-known
discrepancies between two clauses of the UN
Charter: the right of nations and peoples to self-
determination and the principle of inviolability
of borders, or the constitutionally enshrined
principle of de jure democracy, but in fact it
is the de facto power of one person or a small
group of people. These differences give rise to
discussions in the field that seek to reconcile
formality with reality. In this context, an interesting
definition of the concept of "sovereignty" has
been provided by Steven Krasner, a professor
at Stanford University. He distinguishes four types
of sovereignty: 1. the principle of organization
of public power in the state and control over it by
the society, this is the so-called internal sovereignty;
2. the reflection of equality in the international
arena — international sovereignty; 3. the inability
of external actors to interfere in the internal affairs
of the state, this is the so-called "Westphalian"
sovereignty; 4. the sovereignty of interdependence,
which limits the degree of control of the state in
the transboundary space (Krasner S. D., 2004).

The wunclear definition of the concept
of "sovereignty" at the theoretical level is also
reflected in political practice. For our country,
as for many others, this problem became
particularly acute after the collapse of the USSR.
The processes of self-determination of states
according to the Westphalian principle collided
with the processes of globalization, which in this
context extended to social sectors and society as
a whole.

And today the issue of state sovereignty is
quite acute, as there are some countries that have
decided to break the whole strategy of international
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borders. For example, the Russian Federation
invaded Ukraine in 2014, annexed Crimea
and parts of the Luhansk and Donetsk regions,
and in 2022 launched a full-scale invasion to occupy
the entire territory of an independent country.
The very concept of sovereignty is revealed in
the independence of a state to make decisions
in both foreign and domestic affairs, guided by
the national and cultural interests of its own state.
However, along with the so-called universal
sovereignty, the twentieth century is marked not
only by a movement towards self-improvement
of each political entity in the international arena,
but also, unfortunately, by a movement towards
the destruction or subjugation of some sovereign
countries. Countries that choose to join certain
world unions also accept the fact that their actions
will be limited in some matters. Countries that are
members of the European Union and NATO do
not lose their own subjectivity, but they do limit
their actions in some matters. Countries that have
chosen a different vector of movement, such as
BRICS, CIS and other unions, are characterized by
restrictions on their own rights. All these alliances
between countries are aimed at moving away
from complete independence, which is dictated by
globalization processes that affect almost all spheres
of life in modern societies. In general, globalization
provokes changes and reduction of the powers
of'states, and this process is twofold: first, the factors
that objectively reduce the sovereignty of countries
are increasing, and second, most states voluntarily
and consciously accept such restrictions. Ukraine
as a state does not stand aside from international
processes either: "Given the constant of Ukraine's
geopolitical location according to the West-East
model, it is worth talking about both its advantages
and disadvantages. Ukraine's intercivilizational
position automatically gives it the status of a transit
link between different geopolitical centers. On
the other hand, Ukraine's borderland position
as a state geographically located on the border
of three civilizations: Euro-Atlantic, Eurasian
and Islamic, poses the problem of choosing between
four geopolitical doctrines: Eurasian, Euro-
Atlantic, Black Sea and Mediterranean", notes
A. Kudriachenko (Kudriachenko, 2006, p. 509).
The development of world history has shown
that all states are closely connected with each
other. The struggle for influence led to wars,
which usually ended with the strengthening



of the position of one side of the conflict
and the weakening, and sometimes the complete
destruction of the other. The idea of streamlining
the system of international relations and clearly
defining the borders of states first appeared in 1648,
after the Thirty Years' War, when the Westphalian
system of international relations was established.
At that time, the principle of sovereignty
of individual states was established. And since
then, a cyclical process of changes in the systems
of international law and relations between different
countries has begun to resolve conflict situations.
With the emergence of the concept of globalization
in 1980, the issue of sovereignty became more
acute for some countries. Over time, the division
into economic and political sovereignty began,
which led to a deformation of the very concept
of sovereignty and clearly defined the principle
that prevails in world politics today — that there
is no absolute sovereignty, neither economic nor
political.

Economic sovereignty allows for independent
economic policies both within and outside the state.
The economic dependence of developing countries
on countries with developed economic systems
can be traced in such international organizations
as the IMF, the European Bank for Reconstruction
and Development, and others. However, the system
of international relations in the economic sphere
doesnotdeny the process ofunilateral ormultilateral
sanctions against certain countries that are members
of these organizations. It is also worth noting that
financial assistance to a particular country can be
provided in response to the fulfillment of certain
conditions, for example, the IMF provides funds
subject to certain reforms in the country, and our
country accepts these requirements for reforming
the state in exchange for financial assistance.
International financial organizations created
to protect economic sovereignty can partially
deform it, unify markets and national economies
in the interests of the countries that are members
of these organization. Globalization processes
that aim to regulate the borders of states shape
the processes of transition from national to
transnational states. However, such processes
can aggravate national feelings of countries
and provoke certain negative actions, as was seen
in Europe, namely the referendums on Scottish
independence in 2014 in the United Kingdom
and the referendum on Catalan independence

in 2017 in Spain, but such actions still led to
the destabilization of the regions rather than to their
civilizational development. As for the countries
that used to be part of the Soviet Union, when
we talk about sovereignty, we should consider it
as inherent to the whole country, not a particular
part of it. In post-Soviet countries, historically,
one could observe the unwillingness of a certain
country to lose its influence in the region, which
served to undermine the situation in neighboring
countries. For example, the first and second
Chechen wars, the Karabakh war, the Transnistrian
conflict and the secession of Abkhazia and South
Ossetia from Georgia, as well as the annexation
of Crimea and parts of the Donetsk and Luhansk
regions, and later the full-scale invasion of Ukraine
by the Russian Federation, clearly demonstrate
the unwillingness of the country's political elite to
lose its influence over these sovereign states and to
accept the desire of others to shape their own path
of development.

Conclusions. By its very nature, the existence
of the subjectivity of a state means its independent
existence in matters of foreign policy. Each state
must be guided by its own national interests and has
the ability to conclude treaties with other countries,
as well as the right to choose or form alliances with
other countries or international organizations. The
natural consequence of forming and entering into
such alliances is the consent of each state to coor-
dinate its actions in accordance with the require-
ments of the partners, which may relate to both
domestic and foreign policy. With regard to inter-
national organizations, depending on the depth
of their integration, the state often transfers some
of its sovereign rights to the authorities of these
organizations, and it is important for the state pol-
icy to conduct its political activities in accordance
with the decisions of supranational and interstate
bodies, which in some cases may have a direct
effect, as we can see in the European Union.

It should be noted that the delegation of powers
is not a direct threat to the sovereignty of the state.
On the contrary, the very activity of the state to
find allies among other participants in international
relations, to unite their potential to solve common
problems is the exercise of its sovereignty and is
formed for the sake of achieving those higher goals
of'the state for which the proclamation of state sov-
ereignty is made, namely: fulfillment of the histori-
cal and cultural mission of an independent people,
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growth of the material and spiritual level of the peo-
ple, preservation of the nation and its multiplica-
tion. In this way, we are creating a highly devel-
oped state, the main value of which is the welfare
of its people and the preservation of a unique cul-
ture, language and integral national identity, but

at the same time establishing international trea-
ties and relations with other countries, based on
the principles of respect for other cultures, nations
and characteristics, but determining the vectors
of development and improvement for our state
and its national interests.
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