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trends of modern times. Extensive advocacy and advocacy on SDGs should be 
conducted through human rights in the field of information. In order to organize 
a high level of cooperation for the sake of 2030 Agenda, it is necessary to 
consider the extensive use of human rights in information sphere, media rights 
and Internet freedoms in particular. Improving the quality and effectiveness of 
education is not only seen as a separate development goal, but also plays a key 
role in the implementation of all Sustainable Development Goals and all human 
rights. From this point of view, serious attention should be paid to the legal 
regulation of education in information and knowledge societies to preserve 
sustainability. 

References 
1. Browne S. Sustainable Development Goals and UN goal-setting. USA, New 

York: Routledge. 2017. 180 p. 
2. French D., Kotzé L.J. Sustainable development goals: law, theory and 

implementation. UK, Cheltenham: Edward Elgar. 2018. 336 p. 
3. Kaltenborn M., Krajewski M., Kuhn H. Sustainable development goals and 

human rights. Switzerland, Cham: Springer Nature. 2020. 239 p. 
4. Kanie N., Biermann F. Governing through goals: sustainable development 

goals as governance innovation. USA, Cambridge MA: MIT Press. 2017. 352 p. 
5. UNSDG at the Global Level - https://undg.org/about/undg-global/ 

UDC 340(043.2) 

Seperteladze Saba, 
LCC International University, Klaipeda, Lithuania 

THE EXAMINATION OF THE ROLE OF THE CONCEPT 

OF SOVEREIGNTY IN INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM 

The history of our world is certainly not devoid of disputes and conflicts 
that have shattered the ability to exercise control over a previously held territory 
by the state governments all across the globe. Such catastrophic losses for the 
defeated and grandiose achievements for the victors have defined and described 
our world for so long with the cost of countless lives of the innocent, yet even 
today, when sovereignty has undeniably become one of the most frequently 
used terms in public discourse on international political events, it is surprisingly 
difficult to ascertain exactly when the sovereignty of the state gets violated or 
even should be violated. The international relations scholars distinguish 
between two types of sovereignty - the internal, focusing on the existence of 
decision-making institutional forms of organization inside a country that has the 
ability to significantly affect and lead the citizenry and become a source of 
order and justice; and external - the idea that states are to be viewed as 
independent from each other with clearly defined territories and autonomy 
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based on reciprocal non-interference. I will argue that these principles have 
become the basis of post-Westphalian international law. Yet, due to the largely 
anarchic nature of the international system, state sovereignty is being violated 
in the modern world as well, for a variety of reasons. By discussing the 
instances of violation of Ukrainian and Georgian sovereignty, I will explore the 
concepts of security dilemma in the international practice and the contending 
views of sovereignty by the involving actors in the aforementioned examples of 
conflict. Additionally, I will analyze the friction that exists between the idea of 
sovereignty as an inviolable entitlement, and the global precedent of the 
Responsibility to Protect by exclusively focusing on western interference in the 
failed states of the Middle Eastern region. By examining contending views on 
the boundaries of world actors’ foreign military activities, and the established 
practice of international arbiters in the form of international courts and 
partnership organizations, I will try to uncover the modern obscurity around the 
subject and contend that sovereignty should never be taken for granted. 

References 
1. Emmanuel Karagiannis (2013). The 2008 Russian–Georgian war via the lens 

of Offensive Realism, European Security, 22:1, 74-93, doi: 
10.1080/09662839.2012.698265. 

2. Babak Rezvani (2019): Russian Interventions in the Post-Soviet and Syrian 
Conflicts, Terrorism and Political Violence, doi: 10.1080/09546553.2019.1648062. 

3. Jeffrey Kahn (2019). The Relationship between the European Court of Human 
Rights and the Constitutional Court of the Russian Federation: Conflicting 
Conceptions of Sovereignty in Strasbourg and St Petersburg, The European Journal 
of International Law Vol. 30 no. 3, doi:10.1093/ejil/chz049. 

4. Marie Olson Lounsbery & Frederic S. Pearson (2019) Civilian victimization 
and international military intervention in civil wars, Journal of Human Rights, 18:2, 
201-214, doi:10.1080/14754835.2019.1596018. 

5. Matthias Dembinski, Thorsten Gromes & Theresa Werner (2019): 
Humanitarian Military Interventions: Conceptual Controversies and Their 
Consequences for Comparative Research, International Peacekeeping, doi: 
10.1080/13533312.2019.1659733. 

6. Rogier Bartels (2018) The Relationship between International Humanitarian 
Law and the Notion of State Sovereignty, Journal of Conflict & Security Law, 
Vol. 23 No. 3, 461–486. 

7. Cindy Wittke (2020). The Politics of International Law in the Post-Soviet 
Space: Do Georgia, Ukraine, and Russia ‘Speak’ International Law in International 
Politics Differently? Europe-Asia Studies, 72:2, 180-208, doi: 
10.1080/09668136.2020.1732303. 


