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The unprecedented challenges to the concept of sovereignty currently
pose a significant challenge to the modern order in international
relations." The paper continues arguing on the fact that Westphalian
models of state sovereignty continue to increasingly become
inappropriate responses to the complex interdependence of our times,
where the latter takes the form of exclusive territorial control and
absolute authority within borders. Globalization, accompanied by its
broader aspects that occur in tandem with economic interdependence
and technological advance over transnational challenges, requires a
new understanding of sovereignty. The paper explores the concept of
evolving sovereignty within globalization attempts to discern how this
takes form into different arenas: human rights, environmental
protection, and security. It encompasses the tension of the nexus
between state sovereignty and global governance brought on by new
actors and norms, thereby affecting the landscape internationally. It
also indulges in new conceptions of sovereignty, with shared
sovereignty, networked sovereignty, and cosmopolitan sovereignty, all
of which it holds to require flexibility and sophistication with
complexities in the 21st century. The paper concludes rethinking
sovereignty is not about renouncing the state but an adaptation to
globalization realities that leads to an inclusive, cooperative
international order that can effectively respond to multiple challenges

in a world conscious of legitimate interests of states and their peoples.
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1. Introduction

Sovereignty, that core guiding principle in the modern international order, has undergone changes to
great depths since it originated in the Westphalia Treaty of 1648. It is here that an independent and
sovereign state, part of the system under the rule of state sovereignty in the Westphalian system, defines
an independent state with exclusive sovereignty over its territory and peoples. This model, which
provided for territorial integrity, non-interference in internal affairs, and the absolute authority of the
state, served for centuries as the framework of international relations. But this evidence has recently
been compromised by the broad and unprecedented challenges to traditional conceptions of sovereignty

presented by globalization.

Globalization is basically a term that refers to this multidimensional process which encompasses
economic interdependence, technological advancement, and increased contact among societies. The
cross-border flow of capital, information, and people has eliminated the traditional geographical limits
that existed to create a set of web-like interactions across national borders. Interconnectedness has
created both opportunities and challenges for the states, and they are compelled to meet challenges that

no single state can individually achieve.

New actors, new norms-such is the name of the challenge to this old Westphalian model of sovereignty-
by growing interconnectedness in the world. Such have been emerging amongst other global actors and
new norms in the world, such as transnational corporations, international organizations, and non-
governmental organizations having greatly risen in prominence and power within the globe, even
sometimes across borders as it shapes policy agendas. In the meanwhile, the international problematique
also has been provided with new accents, since global questions such as climate change, pandemics, and
terrorism oblige global action and cooperation. They oblige states to rethink sovereignty in a way other

than the traditional style.

This paper hence aims to dissect the mutations through which sovereignty has evolved into the era of
globalization. As such, it would analyze the tensions of state sovereignty and global governance,
querying how globalization has recast the international landscape and affected the authority of the state.
It would also explore all those areas in which sovereignty is contested: human rights, environmental

protection, and security. Furthermore, it will look at alternative conceptualizations of sovereignty that
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are slowly coming out as globalization mounts a challenge to the classical notion of state sovereignty,

which includes shared sovereignty, networked sovereignty, and cosmopolitan sovereignty.
2. The Westphalian System and the Rise of Globalization

This new milestone in international relations history established by the Treaty of Westphalia, agreed
upon in 1648, set state sovereignty as an organizing principle for the international system. Thus, the
latter enshrined states as the main actors in international relations with an exclusive internal authority
within their territories and immunity from interference in their internal affairs by international actors. It
was in the Westphalian system that a world of interstate relations began to take shape, relieving an
essentially conflict-ridden world marked by wars between religions and dynasties of all shades with a

semblance of order and stability.

But globalization has, in essence, challenged perhaps the most basic tenets of the Westphalian system.
Globalization refers to a progressively interdependent world in terms of economic, social, and
technological exchanges, and in fact, it has diminished territorial borders that already existed and
instituted new models of interdependence between states and different non-state actors. Thus, the cross-
border movement of capital, information, and people has reduced the power of states to do what they

could years ago-that is, really control their territories and populations.

Also, new types of actors and norms, brought about by the growing interconnection of the world, are
problematic for the conventional Westphalian model of sovereignty to encompass. Globalized
transnational corporations mean they now play a monumental role worldwide, giving them
policymaking influences on their outcomes as well as having reshaped world economic trends. Global
institutions, be it the United Nations or the World Trade Organization, can group together disparate
nations in a bid to grapple with global problems and institute norms and standards that may impact state
behavior. NGOs, motivated by the most varied agendas, have also played a vital role in human rights,

environmental activism, and other global causes at the expense of state sovereignty.

Global issues of climate change, pandemics, and terrorism have invested this confused relationship
between the sovereign state and globalization with a flavor that is as new as it is distinctive. Inextricably,

these global issues tend to bleed across borders and require joint action and cooperation for effective
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management and handling. It is when individuals come to realize that state-centric solutions to world
problems don't really work that there is a growing need for a more cooperative, interdependent

international order.
3. Sovereignty in the Age of Globalization: Tensions and Transformations

Globalization has heightened the tension between state sovereignty and global governance, so that the
exercise of state authority is marked by tensions and transformations. States are the only major players
in international relations, but globalization has placed a serious challenge on the ability of states to

exercise exclusivity of control over both their territories and populations.
3.1. Economic Interdependence and Erosion of State Power

Globalization has brought unprecedented economic interdependency among states. First, world trade
and foreign direct investment together with a huge financial flow have woven the complex web of
economic relationships across national borders. Economic interdependence thus calls the centre into
question across states' ability to control their economies and to follow an independent economic policy
of their own choice. States have relied more on international markets and foreign capital, and are

exposed to external shocks and pressures.

However, TNCs have further complicated the issue by deepening the state sovereignty problem in
economic globalization. Indeed, TNCs are powerful economic operators whose global reach exerts a
vast influence on policy choices and global economic policies. Their ability to move capital and
production cross-border puts substantial pressure on states to accommodate policies that positively serve

their interests, thereby undermining state sovereignty.
3.2 Technological Advancements and the Challenge to Territorial Control:

Technological advancement, particularly in communication and transportation, makes cross-border
information flows as well as people smoother. Technological advancement also includes the emergence
of internet and social media - a new sphere for interaction, communication, challenging the role of

territorial control against the mode of information flows and online activities regulation.
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Travel and migration have also been made easier, and consequently, the old claims of states to traditional
territorial control are in a controversy. State management concerning the crossing of borders by migrants
has also been responsible for issues over border security and integration of immigrated population.
Freedom to access information and communicate with other individuals across borders has equipped

individuals with the ability to fight for state authority and accountability from their governments.
3.3 Transnational Challenges and the Need for Collective Action:

Climate change, pandemics, and terrorism are global challenges that significantly transcend borders;
hence they may well expose the limits of state-centric solutions. The danger these transnational
challenges pose means they must be addressed through collective action and cooperation; states,
therefore, have come to realize that they cannot solve them alone, and they are increasingly necessary

for a transition towards greater international cooperation and global governance.

It also calls for international cooperation in reducing the production of greenhouse gas emissions and in
avoiding the effects of climate change. Pandemics, as shown by the COVID-19 pandemic, require
international cooperation in the preparation of vaccines as well as the exchange of information in
coordinating public health measures. Terrorism, of course, is transnational, requiring international

cooperation in the exchange of intelligence, law enforcement, among other counter-terrorism measures.
4. Sovereignty and Human Rights: A Contested Terrain

State sovereignty and human rights have been, for long, in this limb between clash and controversy of
tension, or rather inside the history books of international relations. The sovereignty in the traditional
Westphalian model asserted the absolute power of the state within its territory, nonchalant about the
rights of individuals. This reality has, in turn, impacted traditional 20th-century powers of sovereignty,
bringing human rights norms and standards increasingly into the vista of international responsibility

toward the protection of human rights.

4.1. The Universal Declaration of Human Rights and its Consequences:
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In 1948, the United Nations General Assembly adopted the Universal Declaration of Human Rights as
the basis of universal, inalienable rights. It declared all human beings to be born free and equal in
dignity and rights, and, regardless of other differences, endowed with reason and conscience and should
act towards one another in a spirit of brotherhood. The adoption of the UDHR has significantly
transformed the understanding of sovereignty, making it responsibility by states for the protection of

human rights. It came to be legitimated to admit international concern to respect those rights.
4.2 The Responsibility to Protect Doctrine:

The other challenge to the traditional conception of sovereignty came from the Responsibility to Protect
(R2P) doctrine, endorsed by the UN General Assembly in 2005. R2P argues that sovereignty is not a
license for states to slaughter their populations but rather an end. It is the responsibility of states to
ensure their population is spared from genocide, crimes against humanity, war crimes, and ethnic

cleansing. If they cannot do so, then it becomes the international community's responsibility.

One of the highly debatable questions concerning R2P doctrine has been its inability to protect state
sovereignty. On the other hand, it finds justification in foreign interference into internal affairs.
Advocates of R2P say this is an inevitable tool that must be employed to prevent atrocities and protect
vulnerable populations. It sets up the perpetual tug of war between state sovereignty and the protection

of human rights in the presence of globalization.
5. Sovereignty and Environmental Protection: Managing Global Issues

Such challenges as climate change, biodiversity loss, and pollution directly threaten zones in other
countries, beyond borders. These raise a strong need for international cooperation to be managed
effectively. Traditional sovereignty, known as the Westphalian sovereignty model, based on such ideas
as territorial integrity and state autonomy, can no longer support justification by itself in the face of
challenges like these. This interdependence of global environments, therefore, calls for a new concept of
sovereignty whereby the approach toward the protection of the environment is collaborative and

interdependent.
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5.1 Climate Change and the Limits of State Sovereignty:

Climate change is a problem not only for the state but has been an international issue where greenhouse
gas emissions need to be cut and effects of climate change alleviated through international cooperation.
The global climate system is inherently interdependent such that the actions of one state can have very
significant impacts on other states. This interdependence challenges, in proper meaning, the traditional
notion of state sovereignty because states increasingly realize that they cannot individually approach the

challenge of climate change.

One prime example of international cooperation in this field is the Paris Agreement adopted in 2015. In
a nutshell, almost 200 countries signed an agreement that outlines a global framework on how to limit
global warming levels at well below 2 degrees Celsius above preindustrial levels. The Paris Agreement
reflects and perhaps underscores this growing understanding that climate change represents a global

challenge and that states need to cooperate in order to succeed.
5.2. Transboundary Pollution and the Case for Collective Responsibility:

Transboundary pollution is generally Air and water pollution. Clearly, the state-centered models of
environmental protection are flawed: they cannot restrict impacts of such ills as air and water pollution
within borders of the state perceived responsible for such pollutions. Such pollutions cross national
borders, impacting other nations' ecosystems and human health. In this regard, states have to take up a
more cooperative approach toward environmental management by coming together for common struggle
against issues of the environment. The Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer
and Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Flora and Fauna (CITES) are
some notable examples of international cooperation pursued with great success toward transboundary
environmental challenges. This only proves that common environmental concerns, however they may

call for the states to relinquish some grounds of their sovereignty, can be solved together.
6. Sovereignty and Security: A Balance between State Power and International Cooperation

Security, both national as well as international, is gaining complexity in globalization. Interlinking the

world has only facilitated the reach of terrorism and transnational crime and other security threats across
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borders, thus making redundant the notion that states can ensure security within their borders. This is an
era when no longer compatible with one another are the coming of state sovereignty and global security
cooperation, an accord that extends more recognition to the fact that there is indeed greater need for

greater international cooperation.
6.1 Terrorism and the Challenge to State Sovereignty:

It has certainly posed questions before the traditional concept of state sovereignty. The older meaning of
state sovereignty is eschewed by the traditionally hierarchical structures of terrorist groups operating in a
transnational format; making use of transnational links available in the world to devise and execute
attacks. This, in turn, has demanded an enhancement of cooperation at the international level in counter-

terrorism activities, including intelligence sharing, law enforcement, and military cooperation.

The 9/11 terrorist attacks against the United States were those that unearthed the vulnerabilities of the
state to transnational security threats. These attacks again brought international cooperation in the
countering of terrorism into high prominence, for example, in the setting up of the UN Security Council
Counter-Terrorism Committee.

6.2 Transnational Crime and Decline of State Control

In particular, organized crime in drugs, human trafficking, and cybercrime also upsets the states'
traditional capacity to protect their territories. Criminal groups are often transnational in nature, not only
because their operations involve several countries, but because they base their criminal activity on the
fact of the interconnected world, in evading law enforcement agencies and exploiting loopholes in
national security systems. There is a current international need to cooperate against transnational crimes:
sharing intelligence, cooperation at the law enforcement level, and development of international legal
frameworks.

For example, the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime of 2000 represents
an international cooperation effort toward fighting transnational crime. The international framework on
cooperation will encompass aspects relating to the prevention and combating of transnational crime

through mutual information sharing, extradition of criminals, and asset recovery.
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7. Re-thinking Sovereignty: Emerging Conceptualizations

The problems of globalization brought a rethink of the traditional model of sovereignty that has been
utilized Westphalia in the context of dilemmas and crises, mainly to explore alternative
conceptualizations of sovereignty which would best fit 21st-century complexities. Conceptualizations of
alternative sovereignty seek better cooperation and collaboration between states and non-state actors in
this increasingly globalized world.

7.1. Shared Sovereignty:

Basically, shared sovereignty is a principle where control is distributed over a particular territory or issue
by states. In this conception, issues exist that do not regard national boundaries and do not require action
from a single state but rather collective action and cooperation. Therefore, shared sovereignty refers to a
kind of authority shared between states and, by extension, between states and international
organizations, as well as between states and other non-state actors. Examples of shared sovereignty
include international environmental agreements such as the Montreal Protocol or the Paris Agreement to
which states have agreed to share responsibility for the protection of global environments. Shared
sovereignty can also be appreciated through peacekeeping operations in which states share responsibility
for fostering peace and security in given conflict areas.

7.2 Networked Sovereignty:

The new state, networked sovereignty, had challenged the interconnection of states, how and where
network has intervened with their international relations. This concept assumes that the state is sinking
more into a web of relations with other states, international organizations, and non-state actors. A state is
not an isolated unit; it is part of a greater global network that networked sovereignty recognized.

The internet and other digital technologies have made it possible to build global networks connecting
individuals, organizations, and states across borders. Such networks can play important roles in
international relations, guiding decisions on policy issues and making a case for global governance.
Networked sovereignty recognizes these new networks and their imperatives-the imperative of how

states must respond to this new topology of international relations.

7.3. Cosmopolitan Sovereignty:
Cosmopolitan sovereignty emphasizes the universal human identity of all human beings and, for such
reasons, appeals to a global ethics framework that would ensure the governance of international

relations. On the one hand, it challenges the traditional observation geared towards state sovereignty;
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however, cosmopolitan sovereignty also maintains that such human rights and responsibilities transcend
borders, such as global justice, human rights, and environmental protection.

Cosmopolitan sovereignty assumes that the world has now become interrelated in such a way that all
global issues necessarily share a collective interest and a shared sense of responsibility. Under such
circumstance, it demands that states shall be responsible before an international ethical framework to
human rights, environmental protection, and global justice. Cosmopolitan sovereignty is indeed
daunting, but the truth is one that has been universally realized: that the Westphalian model of
sovereignty and the persons who portray themselves as state sovereigns are no longer adequate to deal

with the problems and interests of the 21st century.
8. Conclusion: Towards a More Inclusive and Cooperative International Order

For the first time in human history, the age of globalization has challenged the traditional Westphalian
model of sovereignty by making it increasingly difficult to relate to such territorial spaces. The issue
becomes even more complicated with the blurring of geographical boundaries thereby creating almost a
web of interactions crossing the boundaries of nations. This therefore brings opportunities as well as
challenges to states; it puts them at a point where they are faced with issues beyond their capacities;
thus, they are forced to cooperate and take collective actions.

Reconsidering sovereignty cannot be considered the renouncing of the state but its adaptation to reality
conditions of globalization. It recognizes that the states are not isolated units but part of a wider global
society, characterized by several interested parties and other stakeholders with common responsibilities.
Such an approach requires and demands an even more inclusive cooperative international order that
could well adapt to global challenges; further, it should, at all times, pay attention to the legitimate

interests of the states as well as their citizens.

This paper has addressed how globalization has altered the concept of sovereignty, discussed various
aspects ranging from human rights to protection of the environment and security among others. It also
provides a platform through which discussions on state sovereignty conflict give way to new emerging
actors and the norms that shape the landscape of the international. It went on to explore alternative
conceptualizations of sovereignty among them as shared sovereignty, networked sovereignty, and
cosmopolitan sovereignty. The call was made that in such profound changes and transitions brought

about by a 21st century full of complexities, a nuanced and flexible approach to deal with those
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complexities was urgently required. The years ahead will prove crucial in building an all-inclusive and
cooperative international order that can solve the problems of the world without ignoring the legitimate
interests of states and their populations. This requires a sovereignty review for accepting
interdependence and forcing greater cooperation and collaboration between the state and non-state
actors. It requires international law and norms that support human rights, environmental protection, and
global justice. After all, it has to be a shared vision of the future in which the benefits of globalization
are more equitably distributed and where

The problems of globalization are addressed jointly.

References:

* Held, D. (1995). Democracy and the global order: From the modern state to cosmopolitan governance.

Stanford University Press.
* Slaughter, A.-M. (2004). A new world order. Princeton University Press.

* Ruggie, J. G. (1993). Territoriality and beyond: problematizing modernity in international relations.

International Organization, 47(1), 139-174.
 Krasner, S. D. (1999). Sovereignty: Organized hypocrisy. Princeton University Press.

* Weiss, T. G. (1998). The international community: An introduction to international relations. Cornell

University Press.

* Acharya, A. (2004). The end of empire and the rise of new powers: Asian regionalism and the

international system. Cornell University Press.

» Buzan, B. (2004). From international to world society? English School theory and the social structure

of globalization. Cambridge University Press.

Amit Singh Page | 39



GAE The Academic Volume 2 | Issue 11 | November 2024

* Baylis, J., & Smith, S. (2001). The globalization of world politics: An introduction to international

relations. Oxford University Press.

» Keohane, R. O., & Nye, J. S. (2001). Globalization and interdependence. In Globalization and world
politics (pp. 1-24). Routledge.

Amit Singh Page | 40



