[bookmark: _GoBack]
The Benefits and Detriments of State Sovereignty

Many believe that state sovereignty emerged from the Peace of Westphalia which ended the Thirty Years War in Europe in 1648. It was composed of two different treaties; the Treaty of Münster and the Treaty of Osnabrück (Garner et al, 2013, p. 293 ). The Peace of Westphalia was said to be the birth of modern day sovereignty where an egalitarian society in states was the ideal, composing of exclusive territoriality, legal equality and non-intervention with and between states. One could define state sovereignty as the guaranteed freedom of all states and the ability to arrange their domestic affairs independently, regardless of their size, power and capacity or the influences of external actors. Though there have been different meanings of sovereignty that have varied across history, the core meaning remains-- supreme authority within a territory (Garner et al, 2013, p. 292). However, today, another component has been added to the idea of sovereignty, which is the wide spread belief that sovereignty entails the responsibility to protect the state’s inhabitants (Garner et al, 2013, p. 293). Nevertheless, it is impossible to generalize about whether sovereignty has advantages or disadvantages to one’s security. Sovereignty is a complex, multilayered concept. To accurately conclude whether sovereignty is beneficial or detrimental must be assessed on a state to state basis; as well, at various times a state’s wellbeing may fluctuate from better to worse as a result of sovereignty. States must be analyzed individually to determine if the type of government and rulers are sympathetic to the rights of their citizens. 

The Arab Spring is a strong example of the confusion over state sovereignty. It calls into question when one state must recognize another state’s sovereignty and when to intervene. The Arab Spring refers to a revolutionary wave of protests, demonstrations, and wars that were instigated due to the unhappiness with the local governments in the Arab world. Many different factors led the protests, which included issues with human rights violations, dictatorship, economic decline, and government corruption (Cockburn, 2011). All of the said issues that come into play over the Arab Spring, involve the security of the individuals living there. It can be argued that the right of sovereignty lies within the people and if their humane care is being ignored or destroyed, then the leader is not truly legitimate according to the component of sovereignty that ensures the protection of its people. The interpretation of sovereignty by the states that have chosen not to intervene has had a detrimental effect on the people of Syria. The United States (US), and other countries are following principles of non-interference…”in matters which are essentially within the jurisdictions of any state” (Loyola, 2012). Because the US is accepting the legitimacy of Bashar Assad’s regime, they are affording Assad the full rights of sovereignty for his state. Many people believe that this non-interventionist position has allowed great suffering for the citizens of Syria.  In summary, it could be stated that a narrow belief in sovereignty has been a significant factor in damaging the lives of many innocent people. 
Another topic that must be looked at to determine whether sovereignty has positive or negative outcomes in the lives and security of a nation state’s people is the issue of globalization. At its core, globalization involves the social, economic and political process of interaction and integration among people, companies and governments in different nations. This process has direct impacts on the environment, culture and individual’s physical wellbeing in states all around the world (Haass, 2006). Globalization challenges one of sovereignty’s fundamental components; a state’s ultimate control over the autonomy and safety of their citizens and institutions in their territory. Although states may be able to protect themselves from within, they cannot defend themselves from what goes on elsewhere.  A prime example of this would be when the world reacted to the terrorism from 9/11. Afghanistan’s Taliban government, who supported the terrorist group, al-Qaeda, was removed from power. This shows how fragile and ineffective sovereignty can become. The sovereignty was challenged in two main ways in this situation; when a country’s territory was disregarded and inhabitants were attacked, as well, when the terrorizing country, committed the criminal acts on foreign grounds, consequently brought about retributions to their fellow population. Therefore, globalization tends to favour countries that publicly are following humane activity, while punishing countries that do not. On a not so positive note, globalization tends to favour stronger and wealthier countries even when some of their practices have been hurtful to other states. In the future boundaries and controls will become progressively unimportant due to the effects of globalization, which could possibly damage or enhance one’s security (Garner et al, 2012, p. 284).

	Being a sovereign state can have many detriments to a human being’s security, but the benefits must also be recognized. The increasing hostility between North Korea and South Korea is a strong representation of how state sovereignty in South Korea safeguards the lives of its citizens. The North Korean leaders are unpredictable and seem unfazed by the world’s opinion of their policies. One could argue that this seemingly aloof behaviour could have disastrous effects for South Korea. It appears that the North Korean government does what it wants to do, and explains their motives with weak reasoning—at best, afterwards. Given their relationship and history, it seems reasonable that North Korea would want to take whatever they could from South Korea.  However, the United States and their allies would be strong defenders of South Korea, based on their right to be a sovereign nation. In fact, the United States is ready to support South Korea as a result of the growing fears of uncertainty in the North.  An excerpt from the World Summit Outcome Document explains that states helping states to “build capacity to protect their populations from genocide, war crimes, ethnic cleansing and crimes against humanity “ is essential to the component of sovereignty in its responsibility to protect (2005). Looking at this specific case, there is evidence that state sovereignty does work to benefit the peoples’ security.
	
	In conclusion, state sovereignty can be both beneficial and detrimental to an individual’s security. No concrete, definite answer can be given to determine whether sovereignty has more advantages, or more disadvantages to a human’s welfare. As one examines this principle as it relates to the wellbeing of each state it becomes obvious that a variety of factors affect the way sovereignty is viewed.  One significant factor is interpretation.  If one views the government of another state as tyrannical, does the wrongdoing of the ruler and his party allow for intervention, which could be diplomatic and/or military, on behalf of the innocent victims of that state or because of a perceived threat to other states? If intervention is agreed upon (for instance by the UN Security Council), then at what point does it happen? As others debate, those on opposite sides of a conflict may view sovereignty as a help or a hindrance to their safety.  Sovereignty can be used for good or bad purposes, but the component that calls for protection and wellbeing of individuals seems to be the most humane and valuable aspect of sovereignty.  Therefore rulers and their followers must find legitimate and transparent methods to practice this highest form of sovereignty.  They must take a stand against using the "sovereignty card" to support evil motives and actions and which must allow for examination of themselves too.   
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