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Abstract 
In the contemporary world, globalization has a vital impact on National Sovereignty. The concept of state 

sovereignty is collapsing due to globalization, monetary unions, and organizations like the United Nations, World 

Trade Organization, and International Monetary Fund. This article seeks how nation states have responded to these 

difficulties, highlighting the ways in which globalization has influenced sovereignty and the ways in which it has 

altered state authority. The article addresses both the advantages and disadvantages of globalization on a broader 

scale. Several approaches are used to assess how national sovereignty is affected by globalization and vice versa; 

however, in this article, a hybrid approach is employed. To fully investigate the phenomenon, both qualitative and 

quantitative methods will be employed. The concept of sovereignty has long been closely linked to the country, but 

globalization has exposed it to numerous challenges, leading to increased dependency in various areas such as 

economy, law, politics, military, and culture. Our aim is to examine the extent to which state authority has been 

impacted by globalization. 
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Introduction 

The phenomenon of globalization embodies the fact that we now live in a world where borders of 

sovereignty offer neither effective nor sufficient defense against the flow of ideas, capital, labor, 

or information and destruction (Ku & Yoo, 2013). Globalization, characterized by increased 

interconnectedness and interdependence among nations, has become a defining feature of the 

contemporary world. Globalization and sovereignty are often seen as limited and divided, but they 

do not imply freedom from legal limitations or independence from external influences. As states 

evolve, their ethnic, legal, and political limitations become stricter. Today, states are involved in 

complex global networks, leading to growing mutual independence (Čaušević, 2018). The concept 

of sovereign states is disintegrating due to the emergence of monetary unions, international 

television, the internet, and governmental and non-governmental organizations. Globalization 

challenges state sovereignty through monetary unions, global television, internet, UN and IMF 

institutions, weaker states value sovereignty for international recognition, and blurring 

international and domestic policies. While some argue that sovereignty no longer exists, others 

believe it is the cornerstone of state-to-state relations. According to Stephen D. Krasner, 

sovereignty has never been as vibrant as it is now, with stronger countries being susceptible to 

outside influence and weaker governments frequently being penetrated (Krasner, 1999). Because 

of its standing and international recognition, sovereignty continues to be appealing to smaller 

governments (Oji & Ozioko, 2011). In the modern world, the emergence of the globalization 

movement has brought about modifications to the notion of state sovereignty. The word 

"globalization," which describes the emergence of an international network as part of an economic 

and social system, has its roots in English. Typically, the term "globalization" is used to 

conveniently characterize the expansion of communication production and linkage.  Globalization 

processes demonstrate that we are dealing with a complicated issue that has multiple facets, 

including legal, cultural, political, social, and religious components (Grinin, 2008). 

Research Methodology 

This research challenge is resolved by applying both descriptive and analytical research methods. 

This seeks to characterize a phenomenon's traits or behaviors without modifying or changing them. 

The principal objective is to present an in-depth analysis of the effects of globalization on the 

national sovereignty that is being studied. Data collection for this research frequently incorporates 

case studies, content analysis, and observations. Presenting data, highlighting trends, and 

summarizing the situation as it stands are the main objectives. This research's analysis is usually 

simple and consists of compiling data utilizing prior observations and analysis. The goal of this 

essay is to comprehend the relationships between the variables and provide an explanation for the 

phenomena. In addition to that, qualitative and quantitative methods are used to explore this 

problem in depth. 

Globalization as an Empirical Reality  

Given its wide range of interpretations, there isn't a single, without claiming to be an exact 

definition. Globalization is a phenomenon that increases the interconnectedness and 

interdependence of all aspects of the planet. There is a growth in the number of problems that are 

common to all States as well as an extension in the variety and quantity of integrand themes 

(Marsonet, 2017). The term "globalization" is commonly used by professionals in a variety of 

areas, such as journalists, economists, politicians, environmentalists, attorneys, and farmers. But 

its definition is frequently imprecise and ambiguous. Despite publications, we frequently have a 

conceptually imprecise, thinly supported factual understanding, little knowledge of history and 
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culture, a shallow moral framework, and a naive political understanding of globalization. 

Globalization is a complex process that affects many spheres of life, including the political, social, 

cultural, and economic. It is examined from a variety of theoretical perspectives, including as 

Marxism, postmodern social theory, realist international relations theory, and neoclassical 

economics. The modern phenomenon of globalization is the spread of concepts, methods, and 

technological advancements via interaction and communication. It has caused a shift in geography, 

an intensification of global social ties, and an internationalization of state and human affairs. Due 

to technological advancement, it not only presents opportunities but also hazards that could affect 

social, political, cultural, and economic sovereignty (Oji & Ozioko, 2011). 

Three viewpoints neoliberal, reformist, and radical can be applied to globalization. Advocating for 

political measures to mitigate capitalism's negative potentials, reformists disagree with neoliberals 

who want governmental restrictions and suppression of regulation. It is the critical fractioning of 

progress that justifies radical support for globalization. Davor Rodin, David Held, Anthony 

Giddens, and Urlich Beck are important theorists. Giddens characterizes globalization as “intense 

global social relations,” Held characterizes it as “changing spatial organization and social 

relations,” Rodin characterizes it as “cultural tensions,” and Beck characterizes it as transnational 

actors exploiting national nations' sovereignty (Čaušević, 2018). Globalization is the "Spread of 

free market capitalism to virtually every country in the world". The effects of trade barrier 

reduction, capital market integration on a global scale, and economic liberalization have dominated 

public discourse (Ku & Yoo, 2013). 

Sovereignty in Transition  

The idea of sovereignty was first presented by the father of sovereignty, Jean Boden, in his book 

"Six Books of Republic." A republic's sovereignty is its unwavering and unchangeable power, 

derived from moral commitments upheld by its populace. It includes the authority to enact laws, 

declare war, designate officials, and grant amnesty to prisoners. According to Hinsley, a renowned 

authority on sovereignty theory, in a "segment state" in which equilibrium is not kept, sovereignty 

is missing. In terms of international law, sovereignty is the capacity to rule over others, remain 

autonomous from authorities, exercise decision-making authority, and possess greater power than 

other individuals or objects (Hinsley, 1986). The state's self-sufficiency inside a region, 

demonstrated by its independence in foreign affairs and superiority in domestic affairs, is known 

as sovereignty. Within the Westphalian framework of international affairs, it became universally 

acknowledged in the 19th century. By the end of the 18th and 19th centuries, the normative 

trajectory of international law, which was linked to the French Revolution, Napoleon Wars, and 

Vienna Congress, had been thoroughly characterized. Sovereign equality and the right to self-

determination are currently governed by the UN Charter and international agreements (Marsonet, 

2017).  

A state's primary characteristic as a type of political organization is its sovereignty, which has 

several definitions based on how powerful the state is and how it interacts with other states. 

Although it is sometimes mistaken for independence, it is accurate—as long as it isn't taken to 

mean complete independence. Fundamentally related, sovereignty is frequently associated with 

the authority and right to launch an offensive against foreign adversaries or to halt the application 

of the law when there is a threat to peace or stability. The 16th and 17th centuries saw the 

development of the modern conception of sovereignty in Europe, with authors such as Niccolo 

Machiavelli, Jean Bodin, Thomas Hobbes, and John Locke defending the stability of the state and 

the security of the prince. Some authors, such as Thomas Hobbes and Jean Bodin, believed that a 

monarchical ruler was the most "indivisible" and worked to fortify and maintain the state's unity 
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in the face of religious civil war. Others, such as John Locke and Jean-Jacques Rousseau, held that 

the community as a whole is sovereign and that each person is subject to its will. In conclusion, 

sovereignty, which includes both the ability and the right to act, is a fundamental quality of a 

statjhne. It is frequently mistaken for independence and associated with the authority to declare 

war on foreign adversaries or halt the regular application of the law during emergencies (Marsonet, 

2017). 

Erosion: Sovereignty under Global Pressure 

Economically 

Globalization has significantly impacted state sovereignty through increased trade, tariffs, foreign 

direct investment, international organization expansion, intellectual property rights regulation, and 

the role of states in coordinating policies. Cross-border trade and services have increased, leading 

to the creation of special economic zones and industrial corridors. Information technology, 

particularly the internet and smartphones, has also been impacted, leading to increased cross-

border internet traffic and digital currency adoption. This shift to a cashless economy has led to 

changes in nations' policies and economic choices, necessitating state revising their legal systems 

to control these new payment methods and address issues like online fraud (Wang, 2004). The 

researcher analyzed the result of growing trade volumes and the development of international 

financial markets. Some believe that the nation-state's role as a unit of social organization has 

diminished as a result of economic integration. There are two basic ways that globalization has 

affected the domestic economy. First off, the free flow of goods and services has increased from 

30% to 40% of the world economy as a result of the World War II-era removal of tariffs and trade 

barriers. The world trading system has witnessed a rise in the involvement of developing countries, 

with the lowest-income nations making a substantial contribution. Second, foreign direct 

investment increased from $212 billion in 1990 to over $1.1 trillion in 2009, indicating that 

globalization has facilitated the flow of capital across national borders. Retaliation is a possibility 

for nations that impose high tariffs or provide substantial subsidies (Ku & Yoo, 2013). 

The way states regulate economies to foster growth and development has been profoundly affected 

by globalization. The interconnections of markets, finance, commodities and services, and 

networks established by transnational firms are important components of economic globalization. 

The majority of states in the international community now foresee a capitalist system as a result 

of increased commerce, capital inflow, and the development of digital currencies. Global 

enterprises and private investors have entered the market as a result of the growth in cross-border 

trade and services. Models of public-private partnerships are being used by governments to attain 

general development and growth. States need to strike a balance between localized globalism and 

globalized localism because corporate resource exploitation might result from globalization. States 

must create laws and regulations that do this in order to prevent negative outcomes. Information 

technology has revolutionized business operations with the introduction of the internet and 

smartphones, as well as other devices that provide fair rates for goods and services. An online 

cashless economy is emerging as a result of this change in payment methods, brought about by 

Paytm and PayPal. The necessity to update legal structures to control these changes has resulted 

from this influence on policy decisions (Čaušević, 2018). 

Due to the monopoly that globalization has produced transnational businesses ruling the Global 

North there is extreme economic suffering. The 1999 anti-WTO protests in Seattle serve as a 

reminder of the hostility for globalization policies that uphold substandard working conditions 

across the globe. The nation-state has little negotiating leverage when it comes to determining 
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international policy, especially in the Global South. Although proponents of globalization contend 

that it has raised living standards and reduced poverty, they reject the notion that the "trickle down" 

effect has had any positive impact. Even though employment prospects are brought about by 

economic globalization, working conditions are dangerous and earnings are too low. The nation-

state is left with no choice except to give up on trying to improve working conditions for its 

citizens. Free trade still has protectionist inclinations, despite globalization's promise of 

liberalization, making it an unsettling global economic situation (Aoudé, 2001). Free trade 

agreements like NAFTA, according to Burbach (1992), would enable US corporate capital to take 

advantage of the South's inexpensive labor resources and compete internationally. The push for 

NAFTA is a reaction to developments in the Western Hemisphere, including the dissolution of 

nation-state borders. NAFTA's policies, which are viewed as limiting people's freedom and control 

and lacking in democracy, have been at the center of the globalization debate. This paradox draws 

attention to the social and economic inconsistencies that arise from capitalist accumulation, which 

cause Third World poverty. 

The nation-state's attention has shifted from domestic goals to global activities as a result of 

globalization, giving local issues precedence over local welfare. As a result, the Global South (GS) 

is now even more impoverished. There are now political and socioeconomic repercussions from 

the absence of an autonomous global consciousness. The national government's powers have been 

stripped away by the liberalization and standardization of the free market economy, leaving them 

as passive recipients of already-baked goods. This kind of market fundamentalism harms nation-

state governance because it frequently chooses privatization at the expense of the general populace 

in an effort to blend in with the global village. The liberalization goal has been pushed too far by 

the IMF, harming emerging and developing nations with financial problems. Greater attention 

must be paid to local concerns and addressing the problems encountered by the GS if socio-

economic and political disparities are to be genuinely reduced by globalization (Jotia, 2011).  

Politically 

Globalization has raised political concerns about the Westphalian idea of the nation-state's 

continued applicability. The foundation of international relations has historically been the idea of 

national sovereignty. The global system is so interwoven that nation-states are forced to cooperate 

in order to address cross-border problems like terrorism, security, and refugee movement, to 

mention a few. This has been amply demonstrated by the growing significance of international 

organizations at both the global (UN, NATO, ICC, etc.) and regional (EU, AU, ASEAN, etc.) 

levels, where such interconnectedness, cooperation, and common interest is made evident. In an 

era defined by globalization, even the most powerful states collaborate with other actors to achieve 

their goals (Bloor, 2023). Nation-states' power and sovereignty have shifted as a result of 

globalization, necessitating the liberalization of democracy and the development of local 

administrative policies that comply with globalization's directives. The ability of nation-states to 

oppose economic injustices carried out by organizations such as the World Bank, IMF, and WTO 

is restricted. Globalization leaves national governments' sovereignty vulnerable to the transfer of 

power to strong financial and corporate institutions. Nation-states' authority over internal political 

and economic matters as well as their sovereignty have been progressively eroding. The 

development models of nation-states have been superseded by neoliberalism by models that cater 

to the interests and requirements of supranational institutions. Political unrest and societal 

resistance have emerged as a result within the borders of the nation-states. According to Adams et 

al. (1999), arbitrary political power frequently replaces the rule of law in emerging nations as a 

means of repressing popular sectors and eradicating independent political action. This frequently 
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entails calling off elections, dissolving civilian courts, and closing the legislature. Opponents of 

politics are frequently put in jail, subjected to torture, put to death, or banished. The state breaks 

up protests, strikes, and land seizures in order to preserve economic growth and foreign capital 

inflows. The establishment of a coalition by the military, business, and political elites with the 

goals of achieving both quick economic expansion and political stability is connected to this 

repression. The goal of globalization is to mitigate the effects of the socioeconomic and political 

environments, but its implementation is not uniform. The money of bourgeois elites frequently 

leaves nation-states due to political unrest, which causes an economic downturn and depreciation 

of national currency. According to Panic (2003), nation-states have lost their power and 

sovereignty as a result of globalization, leaving them with weak governments and weak 

democracies. A weak democracy could leave civil society in ruins and destined to continue (Jotia, 

2011). 

Socially and Culturally  

Due to changes in the relative prices, consumer habits, and economic structure, globalization has 

had a major impact on people's lives. Trade liberalization and the shift of production to lower-

wage economies have negatively impacted some workers, especially unskilled ones. But other 

trends, such software development outsourcing, increased trade in professional services, and 

increased immigration of qualified professionals from developing nations, have also had an impact 

on certain skilled and professional workers. The majority of the benefits of globalization have gone 

to those with capital, entrepreneurial spirit, education, and skill sets; those connected to 

uncompetitive businesses have suffered. The surge of low-cost imports and abrupt shifts in input 

availability and prices has put impoverished producers of importable at particular risk. 

Globalization has also had an impact on indigenous peoples, the impoverished, and laborers who 

lack education or expertise. High unemployment rates coupled with increased capital mobility 

have made it harder for workers to negotiate with employers, and growing international 

competition for markets and foreign direct investment has raised questions about the quality of 

work in certain areas of the global production system. Without their free and prior informed 

permission, indigenous peoples have suffered greatly as a result of the integration of their rights, 

way of life, and culture into the global economy. Government spending on essential services for 

the impoverished, such as health, education, social safety nets, agricultural extension services, and 

poverty alleviation, has decreased as a result of decreasing state involvement and increased tax 

competitiveness (Bloor, 2022). Due to the widespread use of English as a language, modern 

communications have spawned a global civil society and cosmopolitan culture. When national 

cultures merge into many cultures, cultural homogeneity becomes more and more challenging. 

Marginalizing culture and fostering inward-looking nationalism are become harder to accomplish. 

Without taking into account the globalized culture, it is hard to conduct business in multiple global 

marketplaces. The majority of people on the planet are unable to travel freely since borders and 

people's movements are controlled by the state. Workers in advanced countries have no frontier 

societies, and the poor of Eastern Europe and third world countries are unwelcome in rich 

countries. Western civilizations are devaluing labor, and unskilled laborers in the area struggle to 

find employment, which puts pressure on states to hold onto their population. Income and wealth 

are distributed both nationally and regionally; nation-states are not thought of as merely local or 

municipal governments. The impoverished people of the world are unable to leave the free trade 

system and change their society on their own within their own borders. The issue is that 

impoverished countries are unlikely to gain much from moving away from autarchy either unless 

there is a shift in the global economic system, new policies and priorities in developed nations 

toward the third world, and significant inflows of foreign capital (Islam, 2003). 
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Rethinking Environmental Sovereignty amid Globalization 

While recognizing areas of dispute, the National Round Table on the Environment and the 

Economy strives for consensus when discussing how globalization affects environmental 

sovereignty. Through innovative programs like involving recipients of the Order of Canada in a 

conversation about climate change, the organization tackles mistrust and encourages cooperation. 

It discusses the role that technology and education play in globalization, as well as its advantages 

and drawbacks, nation-state dynamics, and environmental standards difficulties. In order to 

address environmental challenges, it highlights the value of international cooperation, the function 

of institutions like the World Trade Organization (WTO), and the possible application of market-

based methods like tradable emissions permits. Generally, the emphasis is on how the dynamics 

of globalization are changing and how concerted efforts are required to address environmental 

issues globally (Smith, 1998). Cities have grown rapidly worldwide over the past two centuries, 

making up only 2% of the Earth's surface but home to over half of the world's population. In 

Europe, urban dwellers are even higher, with 75% of Europeans living in cities and urban areas. 

Globalization and new technologies attract people to big cities, increasing the returns to urban 

proximity. However, urbanization pressures on the environment lead to major environmental 

problems, such as localized health problems, regional environmental problems, extra urban 

impacts, and global environmental burdens. Global modes of production and accumulation are 

intimately linked to environmental degradation, and urban populations interact with their 

environment through consumption of food, energy, water, and land, affecting their health and 

quality of life. Urban environmental issues, arising from urban development initiatives, include 

localized health problems, regional environmental issues, and extra urban impacts like ecological 

disruption, resource depletion, and emissions of chemicals and greenhouse gases. Despite global 

environmental summits and treaties, the global environment continues to deteriorate. To address 

these problems, radical changes in society, including increased environmental awareness and 

education, are crucial. Strict laws and dissuasive penalties can be effective, but radical changes in 

people's attitudes and behavior are more important (Otunko et al., 2019).  

International Organizations and the Reconfiguration of State Authority 

International organizations (IOs) now play a major role in international relations thanks to 

globalization, which gives them the freedom to independently exercise their rights and carry out 

their obligations. Because they are legal entities, interstate relations can be arbitrated by IOs using 

streamlined institutional procedures. Nation-states continue to make fundamental decisions, but 

independent institutions now have a greater influence on global politics than in the past. IOs, which 

have been around since the nineteenth century, have been heralded as nation-states' heirs, ushering 

in a new era of global sovereignty known as "Empire." IOs do not currently have the authority or 

control to support such assertions, nevertheless. International organizations (IOs) come in many 

different shapes and sizes, and some of them serve as international courts to settle international 

disputes between states, like the International Court of Justice (ICJ) that was founded by the United 

Nations Charter. Others take the shape of organizations like the International Telecommunications 

Union and the Universal Postal Union, which are tasked with managing and enforcing 

technological standards or rules resulting from an international legal framework. Some IOs, like 

as the U.N. General Assembly (GA), which protects member nations' rights to bring up and discuss 

matters of concern, serve as forums for the discussion of topics and cooperative policies. An 

agreement between two governments for a particular purpose creates the most basic type of IO; an 

example of this would be the border commissions between the United governments and Great 

Britain. The task of preserving world peace and security falls to the five permanent members and 
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10 rotating members of the U.N. Security Council. The majority of IOs are positioned in between 

the UN Security Council and the Boundary Commission. Despite their diffuse, diversified, and 

nonhierarchical structure, IOs can nonetheless have an impact on sovereignty. Nation-state 

sovereignty is undermined by two features: independence and increased authority. When IOs serve 

the interests of nation-states, nation-states may assign them authority. IOs must, however, 

represent the interests of multiple members, therefore they cannot be entirely subservient to a 

single nation-state. Although an autonomous IO may cause short-term difficulties for some 

nations, longer-term international collaboration may still be advantageous. A body resembling the 

International Court of Justice would require a higher degree of independence in order to settle 

international border disputes (Conley, 2006). 

International Organizations (IOs) can become autonomous by appointing and managing personnel 

who are not affiliated with any of their member states. The appointment and removal of officials, 

such as judges of the International Court of Justice (ICJ), which are chosen by the U.N. General 

Assembly and approved by the U.N. Security Council, is an example of this independence in 

action. The process of choosing ICJ justices can ensure greater independence, notwithstanding 

some evidence suggesting that they vote in favor of their home governments. Since the ICJ is 

supported by appropriations from the General Assembly, member states have some financial clout 

over the court, which places restrictions on even the most autonomous IOs. Even the most reliant 

international organizations, like as the United Nations Security Council, have the authority to enact 

policies that are opposed by certain member nations. IOs have not traditionally directly exercised 

sovereign powers. Rather, national internal legal procedures were used to carry out the duties of 

the states. A party that mistreats inhabitants of a foreign nation may be ordered to pay damages by 

an international arbitral tribunal, such as the U.S.-Mexico Claims Commission. Nonetheless, the 

nation-state retains the ultimate say over whether and how to abide by the ruling through its own 

internal legal procedures. This is consistent with the old Westphalian idea that no reduction in a 

state's sovereignty could occur without its approval. In recent times, IOs have started to take over 

sovereign powers that nation-states once had. The European Court of Justice (ECJ) has the 

authority to compel a nation-state to abide by EU treaties, and its rulings are directly enforceable 

under national legal systems. The European Court of Justice (ECJ) believes that member states of 

the EU have "limited their sovereign Rights" and established a body of law that applies to both 

people and EU nations. Although there has been some debate on whether decisions made by the 

European Court of Justice will supersede constitutional duties, the fundamental structure has 

mostly been accepted. Numerous experts on globalization have outlined the system of global 

governance, which includes a significant role for independent IOs. Subnational governments, 

nonprofit groups, and private citizens are experiencing a downward power shift in tandem with 

the upward increase in power towards supranational organizations. Since NGOs are increasingly 

using domestic U.S. courts to advance support for international legal norms and deviate from 

legislative or executive branch policies, this situation raises significant constitutional issues (Ku 

& Yoo, 2013). 

Conclusion 

By making countries more interdependent and reducing states' authority over their internal and 

international affairs, globalization has seriously undermined national sovereignty. National 

economies are becoming increasingly susceptible to outside forces as a result of economic 

globalization, which includes the liberalization of capital flows, commerce, and the power of 

multinational firms. Politically, conventional ideas of sovereignty have been called into question 

by the emergence of multinational institutions and global governance frameworks. Cultural 
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homogenization brought about by globalization has strained local identities against influences 

from around the world. Globalization presents states with difficulties in preserving their 

independence and safeguarding their economic and cultural interests, even as it presents chances 

for collaboration and progress. Governments will to strike a balance between the necessity to 

maintain their autonomy and the interdependence of the world will determine the future of 

sovereignty. State sovereignty has been altered by globalization, particularly in the areas of 

international governance and environmental policy. Urbanization and global economic trends have 

exacerbated environmental difficulties, such as resource depletion, ecological disruption, and 

health issues, necessitating international cooperation. Effective solutions require radical societal 

changes, such as a change in public perceptions and increased environmental education. While 

nation-states continue to have authority in some areas, international organizations (IOs) such as 

the United Nations and European Court of Justice have expanded their roles, especially in 

enforcing agreements and resolving disputes. The shift towards multilateralism reflects a growing 

need for cooperation in tackling global challenges, balancing state sovereignty with collective 

action. The future of sovereignty involves negotiating between foreign collaboration and national 

interests. 

Recommendations 

 Balance global participation with national interests will play key role 

 Diversify economies and reduce dependency on multinationals which will strengthen 

economic resilience. 

 Preserve local cultures amid globalization. 

 Strengthen international environmental agreements to enhance environmental cooperation. 

 Raise awareness of globalization’s impact on sovereignty at larger scale. 

 Strengthen regional bodies while respecting sovereignty to foster regional cooperation.  

 Address global trends and local needs with sustainable policies which will provide base to 

encourage domestic policy innovation. 
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