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Abstract:
The process of globalization undoubtedly contributes to the change and reduction of the scope of state sovereign powers. We consider these transformations to be among the most important ones. However the reduction of sovereignty is sometimes a destructive process which leads to the disintegration of highly evaluated qualities and numerous human tragedies. On the whole, in the globalization processes the speed of the destruction of old relations often exceeds the speed of the formation of the new ones. Thus, philosophy faces a challenge of comprehending the changes brought about by globalization in general and the tendency towards reduction of sovereignty in particular. It is worth taking into account that the latter is a bilateral process. On the one hand, some factors (global financial flows, multinational corporations, global media empires, the Internet etc.) that fairly undermine the states' sovereignty are strengthening, on the other, most states voluntarily limit the scope of their sovereignty including their rights to determine taxation rates, monetary emission, to use capital punishment etc. We argue that the factor of voluntary reduction of the scope of sovereignty appears to be of utmost importance though its basic trends vary greatly in different parts of the world. 
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Sovereignty Transformation and Philosophy  слайд 1
The world is changing fast. So philosophy faces a challenge of comprehending the shifts brought about by globalization in general and the tendency towards reduction of sovereignty in particular. The concept of sovereignty was developed within political science in the 16th century and then within the new science of international law in the 17th century. The idea of state sovereignty had become conventional during the next two centuries and had tightly connected with the human values. Although philosophy has always been beyond the state boundaries, now one cannot disregard the fact that due to globalization the contents of sovereignty is strongly transforming. The latter leads in its turn to changing of the established conditions, values and ideologies. Such rapid transformations bring about a number of rather complex problems and questions. For example, it is very difficult to estimate many changes in respect of its balance of progress and regress which seem to go hand in hand. Sometimes we see rather destructive progress. Setting up the outlines of a new order, globalization thereby breaks the old one, functioning within the state system's framework. However the speed of the destruction of old relations often exceeds the speed of the formation of the new ones. In particular, in some countries, due to the growth of alternatives to the national preferences and identifications, such previously highly evaluated qualities as patriotism are weakening. While destroying traditional ideology, based on sacralization of fatherland and nations, globalization has not created any complete ideology instead to fascinate masses. Perhaps, this is one of the main reasons, why the Western variant of globalization appears unacceptable for many non-Western societies. Not to mention the situations when globalization and struggle against some regimes lead to dissolution or decline of states and numerous human tragedies (as we saw it in Yugoslavia, Iraq, Libia etc.)
In fact the problems of reduction of sovereignty are hardly discussed in philosophy but still they really deserve more attention. In the present paper we make an attempt to give an overall picture of changing sovereignty in the globalizing world and make some forecasts. 
Factors of state sovereignty transformation слайд 2
The process of globalization undoubtedly contributes to the change and reduction of the scope of state sovereign powers. It is worth taking into account that the latter is a bilateral process. слайд 3 On the one hand, there are factors that objectively undermine the states' sovereignty, on the other hand, most states voluntarily limit the scope of their sovereignty. 

Much has been said about the way globalization strengthens factors that objectively weaken the countries' sovereignties. слайд 4 The list of threats to state sovereignty often includes global financial flows, multinational corporations, global media empires, the Internet and, of course, international interventions. слайд 5 At the same time since the end of World War II more and more states have been willingly and consciously limiting their sovereign rights. Note that this point is debated surprisingly little and incidentally though this process includes such fundamental rights as law of war and peace, determining the size of taxes and duties, emitting money, rights of supreme jurisdiction, to use capital punishment, to proclaim or limit certain political freedoms, to establish fundamental election rules, and so on. So there is no doubt that today sovereignty of completely free and independent countries has decreased greatly. In our opinion, the factor of voluntariness in reducing one's own authority is, undoubtedly, the most important one in understanding the future of the state and the new world order. слайд 6
What stands behind voluntary self-limitation of sovereignty prerogatives? There are several reasons for such voluntariness and ‘altruism’. First of all, such a restriction becomes profitable, as countries expect to gain in return quite real advantages especially as members of regional and interregional unions. Second, world public opinion must be noted as an important cause of sovereignty reduction. That is why the wider is the circle of countries voluntarily limiting their sovereignty, the more inferior are those states which do not make such restrictions appear. 
Слайд 7 In this figure you can see the system of factors that affect sovereignty.
However, the basic trends of self-limitation of sovereignty vary greatly in different parts of the world. Слайд 8 The voluntary reduction of sovereignty is more characteristic of European countries. The transformation of sovereignty in countries with different cultural traditions proceeds with more difficulty and also is closely connected with the level of economic development. These countries are usually not post-industrial, but industrial or agrarian-industrial, i.e. they belong to the type of states that are tightly connected with sovereignty and state regulations or protection. Perhaps, just for this reason the regional powerful states like China, India, Iran, Saudi Arabia are less inclined to reduce their sovereignty as compared with European countries. Слайд 9 The  only  present superpower the USA has serious problems in transforming its sovereignty too. Nevertheless, the transformation of sovereignty more or less proceeds almost in all countries except may be such as North Korea. Слайд 10
We suppose that in the long term the tendency towards transformation of national sovereignty will grow. Overall, the role of regional and interregional communities, as well as that of interna​tional law, will gradually grow at the expense of a decrease in the states' sovereign preroga​tives. Of course, this is far from being a one-sided tendency. In any case it is need to keep in mind that the national state will remain the leading player in the world arena for a long time, as in the foreseeable future only the state will be capable of solving a number of social questions.
Слайд 11 The Crisis, Sovereignty Transformation and Forecasting Political Changes in the World 

Sovereignty transformation in course of the new world order creation is not a unidirectional and unilinear process. Take for example the contemporary crisis. On the one hand, the need to prevent new crises demands to seek new international agreements which must restrict state sovereignty extra (for instance, limit tax havens). On the other hand, sovereignty may even expand in some aspects, as the current world crisis shows once again that the fate of national economies to a great extent depends on the strength of the states and on their authorities' abilities. Even those who were previously ready to bury the state claim today that governments should take the most active and expensive measures to save the economy and financial system. Thus, it is quite probable that the nearest future will reveal a certain ‘renaissance’ of the state role including its activity in the world arena. 

Слайд 12 Nevertheless, it should be mentioned that such a return to the increasing role of a state will still be connected with the tendency towards sovereignty reduction. The matter is that the process of increasing  of the state importance cannot proceed on the former bases, when the benefits of a state were accepted in international relations as the highest cause of its activity on the world stage. We suppose that the restoring of the state role cannot be successful without a substantial change in the ideology of the states' foreign policy. In other words, we can suggest that purely egoistic interests of states will to a much lesser extent underlie the foreign policy concept and performance. Слайд13
During the struggle for a role in organizing and operation of the new world order, an epoch of new coalitions will come, which will outline the contours of a new political landscape for a considerably long period. Probably, for some time the mobility of partnerships within the world system will increase, the arising coalitions may turn out to be accidental, fragile, or even chimerical ones. In searching for the most stable and adequate supranational systems various intermediary forms may develop, where the players of the world and regional political arenas will search for the most favourable and convenient blocks and agreements. However, some of new unions and associations may turn from temporary into constant ones and take specific supranational forms. Thus eventually a new world order will be established. There will be such changes that could prepare the world to the transition to a new phase of globalization whose contours are not clear yet. It will be a great success if this is the phase of sustainable globalization. 
Слайд 14 In this figure you can see how the global crisis and other factors can lead to a new world order that I name ‘the epoch of new coalitions’. 
Though globalization has not started today, in general, it is a new, unknown, most complicated and in many ways unpredictable process, which will create new problems in all spheres of life and require their solutions. Слайд 15 One of the most important problems for a long time will be that of combining national, supranational and world interests. After all, only an institutionalized solution of this huge problem will finally establish a more or less stable world order. Naturally it will take long time before elites and nations change significantly their views to be able to consider national problems and ways of its solution in the context of world tasks and problems.

So we are at the beginning of a very complex, con​tradictory and long process of forming a new world order; the state will not disappear, but its fea​tures and functions will change significantly. 
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