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ABSTRACT  

One of the most characteristic features of the international environment is changeability, in 

which relations occur between individual its actors. Over the millennia these transformations occurred 

in different dimensions and levels, as well as in heterogeneous time intervals. Some of them had 

evolutionary nature and took place gradually, other whereas were more dynamic, often on the basis of 

sudden changes or revolution, bringing usually a particular kind of implications. In current 

international reality, relating to all transformations in the world, in a determined way stands out 

globalization 
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1.  INTRODUCTION 

 

Globalization is one of the most popular terms used currently while consideration of the 

international policy issues. It is present both in the specialized literature, popular science 

magazines or media, but its understanding significantly differs. For this reason, in order to 

begin deliberations on the role of globalization in the contemporary world, it is necessary to 

determine the meaning of that term.  

According to one definition – globalization is a process of replacing autonomous 

entities with their integration in the global scale; the transition process from division to 
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integrity in the global scale, from a loose collection of elements to comprehensive world 

system, which leads to an increase in mutual multilateral connections and addictions [1]. 

 Manfred B. Steger presents a bit more precise definition of the phenomenon of 

globalization. From the analytical interpretation of the researcher it appears that this is “a 

deepening interdependence process in international relations as a result of generally 

understood civilization progress, development of science, technology and techniques. This 

process, which crosses the border of nation-states, often of global reach, applies not only to 

the field of economic, but also social, political, cultural, ecological and military” [4]. 

While Anthony McGrew thinks that the most important characteristic of globalization is 

breakthrough, with which we are currently dealing in the organization sphere of human 

relations. It leads from “old” world of separate nation-states to “new” world of social, 

economic and political common space, in which the local or national scale loses its meaning 

in favor of the supranational or global scale. Therefore, the author understands globalization 

not only as an increase in dependency or development of interrelations, but above all as 

breaking border of the States and regions, significant reallocation in the organization scale of 

social life in all its aspects. A. McGrew combines the globalization with contraction process 

of the space-time, which affects the impression of tightening the world and functioning in it 

connections. This process is shown by deterritorialisation, in which covers the entire world, 

the political, economic or social actions, and becomes independent from territorial order. 

Often comes to situations, in which it is not possible to distinguish the domestic sphere from 

international, the inner from outer [5].  

Based on above defined notions, it should be noted that globalization process includes 

the dimension: 

 cultural – universalization of bonds and cultural identity; 

 political – unification of supranational political institutions and standardization,  

 economic (also technological) – leading to extension of markets, turnover of products 

and capital.  

While universalization means extending the impact of globalization through spread of 

ideas, goods, inventions, experiments, etc. – universal i.e. in the entire world. Andrew 

Heywood explains that “Universalization” meant the universality and community of the 

value, introducing universal order on the global scale. It declared the will of change of the 

world and making it better, as well as extensions of transformations on a global scale and 

covering the entire human kind. One of the ideas was to create the same living conditions to 

all people in the world. Universalization reaches the idea of World Government. The law 

would be codified, as well as universal for all countries and inhabitants of the globe. The 

global government could to a considerable degree interfere in the internal policy of system 

participants. This would ensure equal rights to all the States, but in practice it would lead to 

strengthening of the most powerful States and control of the other [6].  

 

 

2.  THE MAIN ANALYSIS OF THE FORMULATED RESEARCH PROBLEM 

 

In elaborated subject, the primary importance has an answer to question ‘how 

globalization processes are changing the phenomenon of sovereignty?’ On the one hand, 



World Scientific News 78 (2017) 63-68 

 

 

-65- 

these processes reduce the scope of autonomy of the States and possibilities of exercising 

sovereign rights; on the other hand, a question mark is placed under the ability of States to 

control the phenomena and processes occurring in the area of its territorially determined 

jurisdiction. 

Currently it is possible to distinguish three fundamental positions relating to the relation 

between sovereignty and globalization. A claiming about disappearance of the sovereignty 

appears which is combined with progressive degradation of the State’s role towards 

developing globalization processes. Representatives of other sense of direction put forward 

the thesis about relativity of the sovereignty of States, which could be a result of limiting the 

autonomy of the States. They tend to seek a new formula of sovereignty, especially as the 

basis of international cooperation. Finally, we have to deal with the supporters of status quo, 

claiming that the sovereignty concept does not require a new definition, and in the present 

form constitutes a secure and durable basis for international order [2].  

 In the traditional presentation, the sovereignty means a possibility of independent 

defining of the State interests, representing it on the international scene and being fully liable 

for what is happening on the territory covered by this authority. In the era of globalization, 

this notion is subject to transformation. Not only independence of the State from external 

factors is important, but also the ability to decide about own fate and to carry out their 

interests (effective sovereignty) [3]. “For the sovereign can be considered such a State, which 

in appropriately high degree has governing authority over the territory and population, can 

voluntarily establish equivalent relations with other States and be a member of freely selected 

international organizations, as well as freely shape the social-economic system and the form 

of the State”[10].  

New functioning conditions of the State in no way mean the existence of contradiction 

between the sovereignty and global processes. In these conditions an adaptation process 

occurs to new realities of the social life, which is determined by wiping the time and space, as 

well as penetration and mutual conditioning of what is international. The sovereignty is 

perceived in a practical and legal dimension (theoretical). The first is determined with real 

strength of the State (political, economic, military, etc.), which translates to the ability to 

express national interest, setting policy objectives and selecting measures for their 

implementation. The second is determined by international law (included in the normative 

sphere). The problem with determining the contemporary significance of sovereignty results 

from mixing both dimensions of the concept [8].  

Absolute sovereignty (understood as a total independence) results from the 

identification of the concept of sovereignty with strictly theoretical dimension. This belief is 

derived from provisions of the UN Charter, where: each State is equal (principle of equality), 

and can decide on its own (principle of self-determination). However, the records of UN 

Charter are rather only declaration of certain intentions (wishful thinking). In that case the 

absolute sovereignty is only a theoretical concept [2]. 

Contemporary understanding the sovereignty divides it into two types. National 

sovereignty (internal) and sovereignty of the State (external or international) are 

distinguished. This is ability to perform by the State authority known as the highest in internal 

and external perspective. The first one refers to relations between the nation and authority of 

the State, and regards “freedom of the nation in deciding on its fate” (self-determination). It is 

assumed that the nation shall appoint the State, authorizes the highest authority of the State 

and its legal documents, as well as exerts control over it. Currently, the expression of national 
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sovereignty is freedom and democracy. In turn, the sovereignty of State refers to its legal-

international status, and to relations between the State and international law. In this aspect, the 

sovereignty means recognition of the given State by other national units as the entity of 

international law and its ability to exercise the rights and responsibilities, as well as protection 

in terms of international law. The concept of external sovereignty refers to functioning of the 

State in the international environment and exercising their competence irrespective of other 

entities. Restriction for the States is international law, which on the one hand, using their 

standards, protects the State against third parties, and on the other hand, appoints activity 

borders, i.e. its competence. Therefore, dependence on the international law is a protection of 

its sovereignty [8].  

In the 1990s, a new concept of sovereignty appeared i.e. “new sovereignty” – the law 

and ability to participate in the international institutions, which allows their members to joint 

action in order to achieve objectives, which were carried out by their own governments. In 

this context, the nature of international system is rather connection than division, rather 

interaction than isolation, institutionalization in a place of blank space. The sovereignty 

comprehended as autonomy completely does not correspond to that kind of concepts [9].  

In the current international system, the State is also recognised as sovereign when its 

decisions are subordinated to common accepted arrangements within international 

organizations, as well as when this is due to common adopted bilateral agreements. Modern 

approach to the State sovereignty differs from the classical, which relates to the nation State, 

aspiring to the greatest independence from other countries and directed protectively towards 

the international environment. Currently, the State has institutionalized cooperation principles 

with other States to a far greater degree than it was in a period after the World War II, and the 

dominant feature of interrelation is increasing scale of interconnections and areas of 

cooperation. International organizations are formed by governments in order to promote and 

carry out their national interests through cooperation. This is carried out by delegating the part 

of their competence, which gives them an ability to make profits from globalization, which 

constitutes the compensation for losses incurred as a result of investing own funds. The key 

importance has the ability of cooperating with other participants in order to achieve tangible 

benefits. Such specific actions are called “pooling sovereignty” [11]. 

Hence in the contemporary international system, the States become semi-sovereign. 

Now in the place of previously dominant relations between the States, the dominant become 

relations between the global forces and States, as well as between the States and their citizens. 

This results in a need for implementation of legal and political principles corresponding to 

new relations [7].  

 

 

3.  CONCLUSIONS 

 

The research shows that before the sovereignty we have the following prospects:  

 

 internal control – the nation-state exercises control using instruments of the internal 

policy; 

 reciprocal recognition – nation-state agrees to recognition of the internal policy of 

other States under certain conditions with the reciprocity; 
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 consent – nation-state agrees to follow some of arrangements of the international 

community in the results of collective negotiations; 

 delegation – nation-state delegates competence for international institutions, the 

delegation can be larger or smaller; 

 withdrawal – nation-states entirely limits itself, providing full competence over to 

other institution. 

 

Globalization and other structural changes occurring in the world politics affected the 

change in the meaning of sovereignty with regard to the nation-state. New understanding the 

sovereignty is associated with active involvement into international relations and effective 

participation in the international network of systems and institutional connections to joint 

problem solving.  

Transformation of the sovereignty of States is an inevitable consequence of 

globalization, as is apparent from “de-territorial” of public processes and deepening of various 

interdependences in the global or international scale in all dimensions of the social life 

(possibility to send information in more efficient way and in the large scale). The problem of 

sovereignty transformation regards each State in the world, although in a different degree.  

In conditions of growing interdependences, even the State with advantage in economic, 

military or technology sphere is not able to independently manage even a fragment of the 

international sphere of economic and political relations. In order to achieve the objectives, the 

State must cooperate with other entities of the world politics. From here the importance of 

sovereignty, which consists on the ability and possibility to carry out its functions as a 

legislative and political centre in the legally independent way from other entities, but within 

the specific law (international or national), and bearing the responsibility (constitutional or 

internationally legal) for their actions.  
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