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ропы считают, что принятие Турции в члены Евросоюза 
способно окончательно разрешить в Европе преслову-
тую проблему под названием “исламская угроза”. 
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The integration of Turkey into the European Union: the supporters 
and opponents 

Presented to your attention an article on “Turkish flag should fly over Brussels: 
supporters and opponents” is devoted to one of the most important issues of interna-
tional policy, acceptance of Turkey into the European Community. The article dis-
cusses the position of leading world powers and the opinions of influential politicians 
on this issue in the context of its supporters and opponents. The author proposes to 
discuss their position readers and vision on this issue, making appropriate scientific 
generalization and reasoning for its conclusions extensive academic and journalistic 
literature. 
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Питання інтеграції Туреччини в Європейський Союз: прихиль-
ники і противники 

Представлена на вашу увагу стаття на тему “Турецький прапор повинен 
майоріти над Брюсселем: прихильники і противники” присвячена одній з 
найважливіших проблем міжнародної політики, прийняттю Туреччини в 
Європейське Співтовариство. У статті розглядаються позиції провідних 
держав світу і думки впливових політиків з даного питання в контексті її 
прихильників і супротивників. Автор пропонує на обговорення читачів свою 
позицію і бачення з даного питання, робить відповідні наукові узагальнення і 
аргументує свої висновки великою науковою і публіцистичною літературою. 

Ключові слова: Європейський Союз, Турецька Республіка, Копенгагенські 
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THE TRANSFORMATION OF THE STATE SOVEREIGNTY  
IN THE AGE OF GLOBALIZATION: THE DIALECTIC  

OF CONTINUITY AND CHANGE IN AZERBAIJAN 

This article attempts to explain the change and transformation of the sovereignty 
of nation states which occur under the pressure of globalization in the modern world. 
As an example of the post–Soviet state, Azerbaijan and its transformation of state 
sovereignty is the object of analysis of this article. The first part of this article high-
lights the problems associated with the definitions and interpretations of controversial 
concepts of “globalization”, “sovereignty”, the dialectic of continuity and change in 
the content and form of the sovereignty of nation states; also, the myths about the 
“disappearance”, “irrelevance” and “obsolescence” of the state sovereignty are 
debunked. The second part describes the emergence and dynamics of complex socio–
political, cultural and economic developmentpaths of the national sovereignty (with 
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four types of transformation of the nation state) of Azerbaijan. The particular atten-
tion is given to the transformation processes occurring since the collapse of the Soviet 
Union. The general conclusion of the paper is that the globalization does not under-
mine the base of sovereignty of nation states; it rather enhances it, as effective sover-
eignty is a strong precondition for the globalization itself. 

Keywords: Azerbaijan, state sovereignty, globalization, transformation, dialectic 
of continuity and change, non–state actors. 

(стаття друкується мовою оригіналу) 

1. Definition and Interpretation of Basic Concept 
The sovereignty is one of the controversial concepts in 

modern social, political and legal sciences. Particularly 
strong debates among scholars of international relations are 
about the nature and evolution of the concept of sover-
eignty. Although we are aware that this is appropriate in this 
context, but we have no intention to give here another defi-
nition for the term “sovereignty” or “globalization”. Thus, 
we confine ourselves to a critical assessment of some meth-
odological principles regarding the definitions of “essen-
tially contestable concept of sovereignty”[1].Indeed, many 
people use this concept regardless of its meaning, though 
the clarity and accuracy of the meaning of sovereignty are 
important methodological requirements for the definition 
and implementation of the concept: “Nothing is today more 
greatly needed than clarity upon ancient notions. Sover-
eignty, liberty, authority, personality – these are the words, 
of which we want alike the history and the definition; or 
rather we want the history because its substance is in fact 
the definition” [2, p.314]. Another thought may also serve 
as a methodological requirement in specifying the term sov-
ereignty. Concerning the importance of history in determin-
ing any social phenomenon,Nietzsche says that it is possible 
to define only things that have no history [3, p.13]. Taking 
above mentioned ideas into consideration we may conclude 
that, first, the precision of the concept of “sovereignty” is 
closely related to the dialectics of unity of history of origin 
and theory of the concept, without which it is difficult to 
determine the interrelationship of continuity and changes in 
the evolution of the concept of sovereignty. Second, it is 
important to distinguish the original or “the core meaning” 
of the concept from a variety of additional, secondary, even 
quasi–meanings, which have overgrown as a result of com-
plex social and conceptual metamorphoses. Some scholars, 
comparing it with another “elusive” term, notice that “the 
concept of sovereignty has been used not only in different 
senses by different people or in different senses at different 
times by the same people, but also in different senses by the 
same person in rapid succession” [4, p.4]. Therefore, the 
meaning of sovereignty in each historical case is to be 
driven from the context, because it has no universaldefini-
tion, which would be taken unanimously by all parties in-
volved in the debate on sovereignty [5]. Different studies 
attempted to openly discredit not only the concept of sover-
eignty, but also the theory of state sovereignty [6].Others 
stated that “the sovereign nation states are fading away”. 
Some even declaredthat “the problem of sovereignty today 
is meaningless for the social sciences”, that the term “has 
lost its value and analytical relevance”. Finally, sovereignty 
was described as “perforated, desecrated, cornered, extinct, 
anachronistic, and bothersome” [7]. The disadvantage of 
such “condemnations of sovereignty” is that, firstly, they 
have been poorly groundedin terms of logical argumenta-
tion. Secondly, instead of explaining and justifying scien-
tifically the complex political and legal concept “sover-
eignty” and of discovering the reasons why sovereignty 

“can have different meanings for different people belonging 
to different cultures, who practice different specialized and 
professional competences for the different periods of his-
tory”, some scientists have, however, because of its ambigu-
ity, made wrong conclusions and urged to reject or replace 
it with another concept [5, p.143].We align with the thought 
that “the origin and history of the concept of sovereignty is 
closely related to the nature, origin, and history of the state” 
[8, p. 2]. We also insist one methodologically distinguish 
between the changes in the forms of these institutions and 
the changes, occurring in the minds of theorists of sover-
eignty. A distinguished researcher has noticed that “as the 
concept of sovereignty has various conflicting meanings, it 
never creates identical patterns in the minds of different 
scientists” [9;10; 4]. Thus, the contestable nature of the 
concept cannot serve any reason to abandon that concept. 
As aptly highlights one scientist that “if we were to abandon 
all essentially contested terms in political science the field 
would be severely impoverished” [10, p.113].The proper 
approach to sovereignty therefore may consist in challeng-
ing both the traditional and one’s own idea about sover-
eignty until a clear or less ambiguous meaning of the con-
cept in question is reached. Certainly, our conception is in 
line with that of Samantha Besson, who points out that: 
“The idea here is, on the contrary, to consider the capacity 
of adaptation of both the concepts of sovereignty and state. 
Both may be withheld and remain important in practice. No 
one can deny that the state remains one of the key elements 
of the international order or that it is necessary to have a 
sovereign or ultimate authority to settle conflicts” [11, p. 
5].The most contemporary theories of sovereignty suffer 
from one general methodological shortcoming, which phi-
losophers of ordinary language call “descriptive fallacy”, 
i.e. an erroneous assumption that there exists something in 
reality, which corresponds to the concept“sovereignty” [12, 
p.283–313].We distinguish three opposing positions on this 
issue.Firstarethe followers of state sovereignty or “state–
centrists”, who consider sovereign states as the main loci of 
supreme political power and the future society. According 
to them, sovereignty is perceived in its standard definition 
as “the rule of power within a given territory”,more accu-
rately, the rule of state power within a given territory [13, 
p.16–17]. It is actually the core meaning of sovereignty. 
Obviously, this approach is similar, but not identical with 
the classical approaches to sovereignty. The second posi-
tionis represented by the advocates of radical conceptualiza-
tion of sovereignty. They consider the concept of state sov-
ereignty as “obsolete” and “outdated” and, therefore, they 
reject it.Finally, the third position, which can be defined as 
moderate, aims to prove the compatibility of national states 
with the profound changes taking place under the influence 
of globalization in social, economic, political and cultural 
aspects of modern life.The reasons of the theoretical mis-
conceptions that we have dealt with so far are anchored in 
violating philosophical principles of formation of abstract 
and concrete concepts in the field of social and political 
sciences, i.e. in inability to distinguish between generic and 
specific categories. Thus, the proponents of profound 
changes in the concept of “sovereignty”adhere to the nomi-
nalists understanding the nature of the concept. They argue 
that the concept is not more than just a general name used to 
classify or categorize different things. So the conceptual 
understanding of the change of sovereignty comes as a re-
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sult of historical discontinuity between the various subjec-
tive classifications of sovereignty. In other words, the exis-
tence of categories and concepts depends on our description 
or language. Since everything is flowing and changing, 
there is nothing constant in the world. The realists, on the 
contrary, believe that sovereignty is the permanent feature 
of the political life, because the categories or types of “ob-
jects” exist independently from our sentences, i.e. from our 
language.In other words, realists distinguish between “for-
est” and “trees”, while nominalists see only the trees. This is 
why realists consider conceptual changes as variations of 
the core meaning of the concept sovereignty, which remains 
unchanged and constant in their space–time dimensions. It 
is necessary therefore to distinguish between the constant 
and changing ingredients of the concept of sovereignty. 
Although the institution of sovereignty is changing over 
time, there are constitutive features that remain unchanged. 
According to D. Sorensen, the constant features and vital 
elements of continuity, the founding core meaning of sover-
eignty is a constitutional independence enjoyed by states, 
which have territory, population and government. 

2. The Transformation of the State sovereignty of Azer-
baijan 

The transformation processes often occurred in the mod-
ern and contemporary history of Azerbaijan. The causes of 
these transformations originated from the necessity to match 
to the rapidly changing conditions of South Caucasus re-
gion. The changes firstly happened in the values and social 
spheres, and then led to the political and economic reforma-
tion. We propose to distinguish 4 stages of the transforma-
tion process in the historical and cultural evolution of Azer-
baijan: 

1. The period of the South Caucasus Khanates that were 
losing their independence, and the establishment of power 
of the Russian Empire. 

2. The establishment of the state independence of Azer-
baijan in1918. 

3. The loss of independence during the Soviet era. 
4. The reestablishment of the state independence after 

the collapseof the Soviet Union. 
However, due to the limited frame of this article, we will 

briefly touch upon the 3–rd and 4–th stages of transforma-
tion of the state sovereignty of Azerbaijan in the context of 
the latest waves of globalization started since the 1990–s. 
We assume that the globalization should not be seen as the 
sole reason of the transformation of sovereignty, as it is 
asserted by hyper–globalizers. There are many definitions 
of globalization. Though often controversial, each of them 
emphasizes a particular aspect of this complex phenomenon 
[17]. According to our working definition globalization 
mostly means an expansion of social relations in the inter-
dependent world, the globalization of the local and localiza-
tion of global events, the creation of patterns of social inter-
actions, occurring under the influence of developed eco-
nomic, technological and cultural innovations[18;1].On the 
globalization issue we adhere to the classification, devel-
oped by Cochrane and Pain who divide modern debates into 
three groups [19, p.22–24]. But unlike them, we distinguish 
hyper–globalists in a specific subgroup, since not all the 
globalists decrease or deny the state sovereignty. First are 
the globalists, who perceive globalization as an inevitable 
social process, in which national economies, politics and 
cultures are seen as a part of a network of global flows. The 

second group is traditionalist skeptics, who deny the novelty 
of globalization and consider it as a myth. Some of them 
totally deny globalization. In this regard the concepts of 
Marxist–traditionalists and radical political economists can 
serve as examples [20, p.235–236]. Other traditionalists 
state that we are witnessing the economic changes, which 
are just a result of regionalization growth and interactions 
between geographically neighboring states, but not global-
ization. Therefore, they insist nation states remain strong 
central actors in the domestic and foreign policy of coun-
tries, and the national economies continue play a primary 
role. The traditionalists reject the possibility of a global cul-
ture in any relevant sense [21, p.14–15].Finally, third group 
of transformists aim to take the middle ground between 
globalists and traditionalists. On one hand, transformists 
state that the current changes do not mean the entry into a 
completely new, unrecognizable era of changes towards a 
global economy, culture and politics. On the other hand, 
they do not agree with the proposal that nothing has 
changed. On the contrary, they believe that the current 
global transformations are the result of “range of complex 
interconnected relationships”[19, p.23].Thus, the hyper–
globalizers argue that the traditional nation state becomes 
“artificial”, unable to effectively manage the economic and 
other international transactions, because the power is mov-
ing from the state to various private and public actors, espe-
cially to the private markets players. 

The rapid collapse of the USSR awakened a national 
consciousness of Azerbaijani people and made the restora-
tion of the state independence inevitable. The crisis of the 
ruling Communist Party and government structures were 
deepening and the national movement was enlarging. The 
situation was aggravated by the worsening of Armenian–
Azerbaijani conflict, which began in Nagorno–Karabakh, 
where ethnic Armenian separatists decided to violently 
separate this region from the country. They were supported 
by Armenia and the Armenian Diaspora communities 
abroad. This process led to a large–scale war. As a result, 
the entire Azerbaijani population of Armenia, Nagorno–
Karabakh and neighboring regions became refugees. They 
fled to the various regions of Azerbaijan, most of them to 
the capital city Baku. This process led to social disruptions 
and further decline of the local authorities. 

Nowadays there are many efficient measures to create 
an atmosphere of stability and economic prosperity in the 
country. Today one may say that the period of economic 
transition in Azerbaijan has been completed.During this 
time the direction has been taken to Euro–Atlantic integra-
tion. Over the recent years the country was able to over-
come the isolation from the rest of the world and ensure its 
rapid development. Also, the information blockade, which 
Azerbaijan experienced after the collapse of the USSR, was 
broken. The basics for democratic development, rights and 
freedoms of population are secured by the country’s na-
tional Constitution. During the years of independence Azer-
baijan has become an open country for the rest of the world. 
It has a membership in many international organizations. 
Particularly, Azerbaijan has become a member of such ama-
jor organization, as the United Nations (also of its special-
ized structures, such as UNESCO, UNICEF and 
etc.).Within a membership of this organization various so-
cial, educational and other projectshave been implemented 
[25]. Azerbaijan is expanding its membership in various 
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European institutions and organizations [26]. Thus, the 
country has become a member of OSCE and Council of 
Europe; it has joined Helsinki Final Act, the Paris Charter 
and has signed Convention on Human Rights. This coopera-
tion is also related to the field of democratic processes un-
der the institutions of human rights and civil society build-
ing. Entry into these structures imposes certain obligations 
on the country, which has to democratize its national legis-
lation.In all these integration processes the building of civil 
society plays an important role, as no integration into the 
European structures is possible without a strong civil soci-
ety.Civil society in Azerbaijan is based on various non–
governmental organizations (NGOs) which have a broad 
spectrum of activities. The state encourages their activities 
and considers them as partners [27].The only condition is to 
function within the law system of the country. In order to 
weaken the foreign influence on the local NGOs, the state 
has decided to finance their activities.For this purpose the 
Council of State Support to NGOs under the President of 
Azerbaijan Republic was established. Also, the Board Char-
ter was adopted [28]. Also, Azerbaijan arranges various 
conferences and public debates on problems of civil society 
building. Along with the Euro–Atlantic integration, the 
government of Azerbaijan has decided to conduct balance 
policies regarding the nearest neighboring countries – Rus-
sia and Iran.The great importance is given to the integration 
of Azerbaijan to the countries of the former Soviet camp. 
For instance, Azerbaijan is a member of CIS and under the 
charter of this organization Azerbaijan has broad social, 
political, legal, educational and economic ties with other 
member countries, specifically with Russia.Participation in 
GUAM, uniting Georgia, Uzbekistan, Azerbaijan and 
Moldova, is also anotherform of cooperation with former 
Soviet countries. Azerbaijan also actively participates in 
other international organizations, e.g. the Non–Aligned 
Movement. There are state–level cooperation with all coun-
tries of the world. The trade is expanding, more diplomatic 
missions are opening. There is an active cooperation in the 
framework of the Organization of the Islamic Conference 
(OIC) on the issues of education, science and culture (IS-
ESCO) [29].A synthesis of global, national and religious 
values, happening in modern Azerbaijan, ultimately leads, 
on the one hand, to the progress of the nation and to its con-
sistency to the modern life style, and on the other hand, to 
the revival of traditions, which are reformed within time 
spans. 

The economy has also undergone great transformations. 
After full collapse of Soviet economy Azerbaijan stepped 
on the path of economic crisis. Therefore, building up a new 
economy and furtherits integration into international market 
became a serious need for country’s further existence and 
development. First of all, these changes concerned the oil 
sector. The contracts, considering production, transportation 
and refining oil, were signed. 

The main achievement was the realization of the Baku–
Tbilisi–Ceyhan oil pipeline, which began to deliver Caspian 
raw oil to the world markets [30].The achievements in the 
oil sector resulted in the awakening of other sectors of 
economy, which were related to oil industry. This also at-
tracted foreign investors in this sector. Others sectors of 
economy – agriculture, construction, manufacturing – also 
began to develop. Banking sector also had a progress. 

In order to integrate into the world economy Azerbaijan 
actively cooperates with such international organizations as 
the Economic Cooperation Organization (ECO), the Inter-
national Monetary Fund (IMF), and the International Bank 
for Reconstruction and Development (IBRD), the Organiza-
tion of the Black Sea Economic Cooperation (BSEC) and 
the World Trade Organization (WTO). As an example of 
cooperation with these organizations one can note six cred-
its, which were allocated to Azerbaijan till 
2005[31].Transformations and integration processes have 
also affected the field of education. Azerbaijan decided to 
join Bologna process and has achieved this goal.The admis-
sion to higher education institutions of the country is carried 
out on the basis of  tests system; the  secondary education is 
switched to 11–year schooling system; new types of secon-
dary education have been introduced (e.g., private schools, 
schools with different specializations, high schools, col-
leges, seminaries, lyceums). Bachelor’s, Master’s and Phi-
losophy Doctor’sdegrees have been introduced in universi-
ties. [32]Thus, the rapid development of the world and 
complicated socio–political processes created a need for 
continuous transformation of Azerbaijan. Lately this trans-
formation process has been intensified due to world global-
ization, open borders, communication systems and coun-
try’s integration into the new world order structures. 
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Трансформація державного суверенітету в епоху глобалізації: 
діалектика безперервності і зміни в Азербайджані 

Зроблена спроба описати зміни і трансформації суверенітету національ-
них держав, що відбуваються під впливом глобалізації в сучасну епоху. Як при-
клад з пострадянського простору, об’єктом аналізу даної статті є 
трансформація державного суверенітету Азербайджану. У першій частині 
цієї статті висвітлюються проблеми, пов’язані з визначеннями і 
інтерпретаціями спірних понять “глобалізація”, “суверенітет”, діалектика 
безперервності і змін у змісті та формах суверенітету національних держав, 
розвінчуються міфи про “зникнення”, “іррелевантності”, “застарівання” 
державного суверенітету. Усі матеріали та одиниці аналізу в першій частині 
відображають реалії та концепції трансформації національних держав. У 
другій частині описуються становлення і динаміка складних соціально–
політичних, культурних та економічних шляхів розвитку національного дер-
жавного суверенітету Азербайджану, у яких різняться чотири типи 
трансформації національної держави. Особлива увага приділяється 
трансформаційним процесам, які відбувалися, і продовжують відбуватися, 
після розпаду Радянського Союзу. У статті робиться загальний висновок, що 
глобалізація не підриває основи суверенітету національних держав, а навпаки, 
підсилює їх, бо ефективний суверенітет є надійною передумовою для самої 
глобалізації. 

Ключові слова: Азербайджан, державний суверенітет, глобалізація, діале-
ктика континуітета і зміни, трансформація, недержавні актори. 
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Трансформация государственного суверенитета в эпоху глобали-
зации: диалектика непрерывности и изменения в Азербайджане 

Предпринята попытка описать изменения и трансформации суверените-
та национальных государств, происходящих под влиянием глобализации в со-
временную эпоху.В качестве примера из постсоветского пространства, объ-
ектом анализа данной статьи является трансформация государственного 
суверенитета Азербайджана. В первой части этой статьи освещаются про-
блемы, связанные с определениями и интерпретациями спорных понятий “гло-
бализация”, “суверенитет”, диалектика непрерывности и изменения в содер-
жаниях и формах суверенитета национальных государств, развенчиваются 
мифы об “исчезновении”, “иррелевантности”, “устаревании” государственно-
го суверенитета. Все материалы и единицы анализа в первой части отража-
ют реалии и концепции трансформации национальных государств. Во второй 
части описываются становление и динамика сложных социально–
политических, культурных и экономических путей развития национального 
государственного суверенитета Азербайджана, в которых различаются че-
тыре типа трансформации национального государства. Особое внимание 
уделяется трансформационным процессам, которые происходили, и продол-
жают происходить, после распада Советского Союза. В статье делается 
общий вывод, что глобализация неподрывает основысуверенитета националь-
ных государств, а наоборот, усиливает их, ибоэффективный суверенитет 
является надежной предпосылкой для самой глобализации. 

Ключевые слова: Азербайджан, государственный суверенитет, глобализа-
ция, диалектика континуитета и изменения, трансформация, негосударствен-
ные актеры. 
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THE NATIONAL LEADER HEYDAR ALIYEV  
AND THE POLICY OF ENERGY SECURITY OF AZERBAIJAN 

This article discusses some of the issues about the role of Heydar Aliyev on 
Azerbaijan energy security, transportation of oil and geostrategic interests in the 
context of international relations and communication strategy. It is noted that one of 
the important factors in shaping the geopolitics of energy security is a problem. 
Solving this problem is of strategic importance for all countries in the world. Accord-
ing to the author, there are other features that arise in the regulation and implemen-
tation of this policy. 

Keywords: Energy security, oil, geo–strategic interests, international relations, 
communications strategy. 

(стаття друкується мовою оригіналу) 

The return of the National Leader Heydar Aliyev again 
to the guidance of the republic rescued the people and state 
from the big tragedies and these were reason to the prosper-


