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ìîæëèâîñò³ ¿¿ ðåàë³çàö³¿. ²ãíîðóâàííÿ íàö³îíàëüíî¿ äåðæàâè, ¿¿ ñóâåðåí³òåòó – öå
ïîìèëêîâèé øëÿõ, ùî âåäå äî êîíôë³êò³â. Æîäíà ãëîáàëüíà ñèñòåìà íå áóäå
æèòòºçäàòíîþ, ÿêùî íå áóäå â³äêðèòîþ íàö³îíàëüíèì ³íòåðåñàì, íå áóäå ïîáóäîâàíà
íà âçàºìîä³¿ íàö³îíàëüíèõ äåðæàâ. Òèì á³ëüøå, ùî ñàì íàö³îíàëüíèé ³íòåðåñ íå
âèñòóïàº ÷èìîñü ÷óæîð³äíèì ãëîáàëüíîìó, îñê³ëüêè º ñèíòåçîì âíóòð³øí³õ ³
çîâí³øí³õ ôàêòîð³â. Â îñíîâ³ ãëîáàëüíî¿ â³äïîâ³äàëüíîñò³ ñóá’ºêò³â ì³æíàðîäíèõ
â³äíîñèí çíàõîäèòüñÿ îáë³ê ³ ðåàë³çàö³ÿ íàö³îíàëüíèõ ³íòåðåñ³â. Ò³ëüêè òàêèì
ìåòîäîì ìîæå áóòè ïåðåáîðåíà ¿õ “àíàðõ³ÿ”. Ãëîáàë³çàö³ÿ ³ íàö³îíàëüí³ ³íòåðåñè
äåðæàâ ³ ¿õ ñóâåðåí³òåò, – íå âçàºìîâèêëþ÷í³, à âçàºìîäîïîâíþþ÷³ ñòðóêòóðí³
åëåìåíòè ãëîáàëüíîãî ì³æíàðîäíîãî ïîðÿäêó. Çì³öíåííÿ ïîçèö³é äåðæàâè â ñèñòåì³
ì³æíàðîäíèõ â³äíîñèí º íåìèíó÷èì, îñê³ëüêè ³ â óìîâàõ âèñîêîðîçâèíåíîãî
ãðîìàäÿíñüêîãî ñóñï³ëüñòâà ¿¿ ³ñíóâàííÿ º íåîáõ³äíèì.
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CONCEPTS OF CIVILIZATIONAL DEVELOPMENT: CONTRADICTION
OF POLITICAL, LEGAL AND MANAGEMENT TENDENCIES

Research article examines modern political, legal and administrative processes
taking place in the international space. It is proved that the integration, fragmenta-
tion, globalization and “territorialization” of the world are interdependent and are the
part of one process. The political and legal characteristics of transformational changes
in the state’s sovereignty are revealed.

In many respects, the idea of the crisis of the nation-state and the institution of
sovereignty is based not on their real weakening, but primarily on their inconsistency
with the growing demands of the globalization era. However imperfect they may be,
from the point of view of globalization processes, globalization does not give rise to
any alternative tools that are better adapted to solving modern problems.

Globalization, developing from a national source, cannot but serve it, enriching
the political, economic, technical, spatial and organizational possibilities of its real-
ization. Ignoring the nation state, its sovereignty is a wrong path that leads to
conflicts. No global system will be viable if it is not open to national interests, isn’t
built on the interaction of nation states. Moreover, the national interest itself is not
alien to the global, as it is a synthesis of internal and external factors. At the heart of
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the global responsibility of the subjects of international relations is the accounting
and implementation of national interests. Only in this way can their “anarchy” be
overcome. Globalization and the national interests of states and their sovereignty are
not mutually exclusive, but complementary structural elements of the global interna-
tional order. Strengthening of the position of the state in the system of international
relations is inevitable, because even in a highly developed civil society, its existence
is necessary.

Keywords: sovereignty, national interest, state, world management, integration,
fragmentation, globalization, territorialization.
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