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Introduction

The world map illustrates the compartments into which the globe is
divided. These various compartments represent the 193 independent
states recognised by the UN that are constituent units in global affairs.
These units come in variety of shapes, sizes and the degree of influence
that they wield within and beyond their respective national boundaries.
The sheer differences in the nature, size and capability of states open
the concept to different interpretations as to what it is and what it is not.
Therefore, the state is basically a contested concept. Its meaning, nature,
components and purpose have spurned a great deal of intellectual,
theoretical and legal debates for several decades. Three questions are
central to the discourse on the state: How can the state be defined with
respect to its constitutive components? What putrpose does (or should)
state serve? How important is the state in relation to other actors in the
international system? ;

With respect to the first question, the answer can be found in the
famous Declaration of the 1933 Montevideo Convention of the Pan
American Union (now Organization of American States). Article 1 of
the Convention states:



[

The state as a person of international law should possess the
following qualifications: (2) a permanent population; (b) a

defined territory; (c) government; and (d) capacity to enter into
relations with the other states,

This definition is legalistic and reflective of the prevailing situation
of the Twenticth Century’s preoccupation with issues like self-
determination, mmgoﬁ.m&w H@Eﬁm@ and attributes of the state (Lowe,
2007). Although the attributes of the state that are identified by the
Convention still hold today, the legalistic approach to conceptualising
the state is Increasingly coming under challenge. In the first place, most
states do not (and perhaps have never) sustain these characteristics in

full (Weber, 2001). Moreover, it is becoming noticeable that the

definition is less than comprehensive enough because it ignores other

requisite features of statehood which may include the extent of national
cohesion and existence of national identity, the degree of political
stability and a reasonable level of social and economic welfare. In any
case, even if there had been addition to the attributes identified in the
Montevideo Convention, nobody has suggested that any of those
previous ones is dispensable or unnecessary. Therefore, we shall stick
to that popular notion of the state in this chapter.

Unlike the first question, the second is rather moge polarising,
Depending on the persuasion of the analyst, the purpose of the state
is highly debated. One author identified four strands of thought with
regards to the question, “why state?” (1) the promotion of international
order; (2) the promotion of its own survival with emphasis on security;
(3) the protection of a particular form of political rule, democratic or
otherwise; or (4) the defence of dominant class interests and the
regulation of the dominant economic mode Le. capitalism (Frost, 1991).
While these four schools of thought are different and sometimes
diametrically opposing, they all shate the basic assumption that the
state is an important and a pre-eminent actor.

There is no gainsaying the fact that the pre-eminence of the state
is coming under increasing and sustained challenge from non-state
actors. This forms the basis for the third question: is the state s/
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important? No doubt, the world has witnessed an upsutge in the E%W_unn
and strength of non-state actots (see nrm?mw five in Q.tm 4.035&. [here
are several instances in which some influential international
organisations subject states to certain forms of nODﬁo.H. IMT, GQHOH
and the European Union are a few nowEm.m of internationa
otganisations that sometimes constrain the sovereign choices .Om states
in international affairs. By the same token, there are multinational
corporations whose annual sales exceed the GDP of mew.ﬂﬁmm
including some developed ones. If these are taken together with the
growing effectiveness of Bﬂmﬂbm&onﬁ.mos;modag,bpmbg_ organisations
(INGOs) at using the internet to mobilise groups and conduct business
that states are often powetless to curtail, it éozﬁ be hard not to be
swayed by the argument that the state no longer enjoys the pte-eminent
status it used to occupy a century or half a century ago. Hro question
of whether or not the state is still an important actor is ﬂr.nmmmo.Hm
germane and worth exploring: These questions are examined in
sequence 1n the following sections.

Components and Attributes of the State : . g
Regardless of the diversity of states, for an entity to @.:mr.m\ tobe ca w :
a state, it must possess the four characteristics Emvrmrwm@ in the
Montevideo Declaration. These include: a mmmn:m. territory, a
government, population and capacity to enter into relations with the
other states. These attributes ate examined below:

Territoriality ; . o
This is the geographic area over which a state enjoys Gﬂn.:m::w
jurisdiction. The idea of territoriality is central to ﬂr.n conception o

the state because other attributes of the state are rooted in it. mwﬁmun_mb@.
for instance, signifies the control that a moa.anbaan\; exercises over a
piece of tertitory to the exclusion of other states. Ew@ problem that
usually atise is how to determine which piece of territory belongs to
one mmmﬂm and the other. In other words, what right does a .mﬁmﬁm possess
to its territory under international law? The answer to this @.Cwm._uwnﬁa
simple in the sense that, much like under domestic law where right to
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land depends on the lawful possession of title through purchase,
inheritance or marriage, states’ claim to territory depends on the lawful
possession of right of control over the territory. There are two ways
of viewing such control in international law. These are through
intertemporal law and prescription.

The principle of intertemporal law opines that the legal effect of
conduct is to be determined in'accordance with the law as it was at the
time of the conduct (Lowe, 2007). For instance, since the use of force
has been outlawed under international law in the mid-Twentieth
Century, a territory that is gained via the use of force, is illegal. Prior to
that time, the states that obtained territories through the use of force
had legal claims to them, Historically, territoties were acquired through
several means including Papal pronouncements (as Pope Alexander
Vlissued papal bulls to assign some territories to Spain in 1493), dynastic
marriages (Bombay and Tangier were part of the dowry of Catherine
of Portugal when she matried Chatles II of England in 1662), and
sales (as the United States purchased Louisiana from France for 60m
Francs, Florida from Spain for $5m, Alaska from Russia for $7.2m, et
cetera) (Lowe, 2007). Cession, secession, dissolution (as in the case of
the former Soviet Union, Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia) and

occupation are other means by which territories were acquited.
Supplemented with one form of agreement or another, colonial
tertitories emerged from some of these aforementioned processes.
"The other principle by which territorial claims could be established
is prescription. This makes up for the imperfections of claims that
might result from history. It is based on the believe that if a particular
state could be in peaceful possession of a piece of tetritory for a
reasonable length of time, the state is regarded as having good title to
the area unless its right of possession comes under challenge. Such
challenges could be expressed through diplomatic notes, symbolic
display of control (as Vietnam and China periodically does in the
Spratly’s Island) and movement towards international tribunal for
adjudication. This is usually done to prevent acquiescence in which
case the counter-claim to such territory could have been presumed dead.
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A country enjoys jurisdiction over its .ﬁmh_iﬁo_@. Qﬁnw mmnmwnww mmwm
land, seas and related marine resources 8&&5 the .mo _13 M _MEQ o
Fconomic Zone (EEZ) and the air space lying vettica QWH the &MB,m
sea territory. There is no BHQE&ODmE\ agreed limit on é eHM a memnw
airspace ends and the outer-space _u@.mEm but a noggomw Mm.w BM“W A
is the lowest point of a satellite orbit awcmc.% »ﬁosbm. 50 B
the earth (Sassen, 1996; Lugo 3@.8. The size OM EHEO.J ﬁw it
that of continental-size countries like Russia, China, F&S an : ‘ n.o“m
to micro-states like Monaco, Nauru and Holy See. /x\:ﬁ ﬁmrm mVnMMEmﬂ
of European countries after World War I1, _nr.mmm are very m/w nOQ%nH g
that have boundaties that are not contested in one form or an 1

Population: One of the cardinal ﬁnm-ﬂoﬁcww:.nm. of mMMMAMMMWMM
population. Without @mOEM to be mmodwﬂ:m&muwmmw Hﬂm wwmmw ﬁ.rﬁ.n i
- the number and size of the po . o
MM“HHMM.WWEH awesomely large populations .Eﬁw China (1 _m ~_E_Fc“~w:£_~_m
India (1.2 Billion), there also exists states with mﬁw _.M.Q“_J .pg_;,,r,_c.,/MTC
(13,000) and Vatican City (Approx. 10000). Most o __:_ _p ._. e
live in a state are most likely citizens ,..um that state but there _;._ .r. _,qugw
nationals of other countries. For certain reasons, ,r..:_,_#,‘_#“ﬁ.,_.q_ ,_L ;._ r»nng
compelled to escape or migrate mﬁ.oﬁmcsc WSF. _.ﬁMMM:“M“mBwnb_ﬁ.rmnoa
i ‘national mieration has often been the

MMOHHH“Q:% &mmaﬁm_ﬁmmoa communities to places QJMM hwwﬂn HMMM
better oppottunities. It is common ﬁ,r»n states that mﬂw Hcﬁnboig o
display a poor sense of mmﬁonm_.&m.bzg The mﬁ sﬁ sienal
expetience certain forms of deprivation &E., often mmg Bl
for self-determination, wmmrmmm, .%H.ocmrH SMMQH nﬁ%nm%ﬂn om %o E.Huw
the composition of the population speaks t S L
stability and order which reigns 1n m.mSﬁm. vﬁ;w.m that 2 e
, , exhibit greater degree of national now.mﬁon and stability
MMMWMM:MMWZEWQ states an_ﬂmcn, 1993; Gottlieb, 1993).

i i _requisite for
Government: The third Montevideo Convention pre-requisitc

O € €X ence o a overnme t. _ 18 -Hw_uﬁ: il O Nnote
mﬂmﬁﬂr Oﬁw 1S Mr. 15t C m.. m n 1 tant t t
1 Ve 11 wWas ent on ﬁ natu m overnin c
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_omugm.ﬁ or not, democratic or not, etc.) that is required in a state. Ey.
Eoz.. 1t1s possible to infer that the existence of an effective moﬁwn.‘uﬁnw“
that is in nou.uﬂo_ of the territory and the population forms the basis fi
astate .ﬁms.:bm&, Jarvis and Paolini, 1995). A certain level of oODmn.EmonoM
order 1s necessary for there to be a functional state., It is not yet | _wN
nmﬁ.rr.mrmm but states have adopted a practice determinin EM T ﬂmm%
by which their relationships with other states are gauged MQ nb.wwwcs :
the extent of adherence to constitutional rules and Qﬁdoﬂm%n Snw =y
Beyond that, when it happens that the ineffectiveness of a OW M o
renders &3 state a security risk to other members of the MHQM Dmunmw
noBhEEQ, collective action may be taken even when it “infrin me:m
the sovereignty of the state in question. ‘This is the case with Wogmﬂ.b
where pirates have taken advantage of the failed state to unleash mayh .
on mmmmmnwnm. and pose a significant threat to the matitime Eazmﬁw W\ HM_.d
.Em nmmwoa..EUEQ of a government to ensure order and stability MQ:H
1ts area of jurisdiction and guarantee a minimum level of moQoinn\oH ‘
standards for its population. A ttainment of these core functions SOM%M

confer legiti i
egiumacy on the government and earn its wide acceptance and
respect in the community of nations,

Sovereignty

The last n.E.Sios of the Montevideo Convention relates to ‘the capaci

to enter into relations with the other states? It literally nouboﬁw mmgaw
capacity o.m the state to make and enforce laws within its territ m 7 .
the nxn_:w_.OB of any other authority. This has two dimensions _uonﬁn o
could be viewed as a condition for statehood, and second, it moz_m mu:
seen as the consequence of statechood. With respect to H:,n for ”
M_Mwwmm .M_Wn _:&mﬂwn&onnn that a state obtains as an entity to Uannummwm

€ without which the state is a nullity. The ignifi
fecognition thata state gets from the other BMBUQW_MM Hﬂm MM“MMMONM

Mﬁmﬁoroo&. The latter notion is significant in the sense that the t

m&u&&% connotes both right and responsibility on the part of ﬁrM mmwnnw._

HMHMM mmnamm,\ may possess all oﬁrm.n attributes of a state (for mxugv_n“
80s, New York, Texas, etc.) but in so far as they lack the capacity to
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enter into relations with the other states, they do not qualify to be
sovereign states. It also implies that the government of the state would
strive to ensure that the recognition of the state by other members of
the international system is guaranteed and protected by ensuring
domestic stability and constitutionality in addition to abiding by the
generally shared norms of good behaviour in world affairs. This was
the line that was towed in the recognition of former Soviet Republics
by members of the European Union.

Purpose of State :
This section probes the question, why stater Depending on the

ideological leaning of the analyst, the question evokes considerable

intellectual debate. The Marxists are of the view that the state is an

artificial and repressive construct which is devised by and for the self-

interested minority and which is imposed upon a malleable populace

through certain institutionalised agencies like the church, schools, media,

etc. (Weber, 2001). The state, therefore, exists to protect the entrenched
interests of the dominant elite within a patticular socio-economic mode.

This formed the fulcrum of the revolutionary struggles that were
championed by adherents of Marxism-Leninism in the Twentieth
Centuty. The collapse of the Soviet Union and reversion to capitalism
by all the former communist states, questions the logic and validity of
the Marxian thought.

The end of Cold War marked the triumph of the liberal view of
the state in which the /aissez faire principle holds sway. The freedom it
guarantees both in the political as well as in the economic domain
presents it as a veritable alternative to the radical view on the state. The
idea of a “limited state” that only concerns itself with the maintenance
of peace and order while allowing for individual initiatives, has become
the dominant perspective of the state. By this, the state is expected to
perform the key role of providing the enabling environment for
businesses to prosper and generate wealth for the people.

Meanwhile, this position has come under serious challenge as a
result of the global economic meltdown and the failure of the markets
in resolving economic crises across the globe.
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Besides the traditional function of maintaining peace and stability,
the state exists to ensure that certain basic socio-economic welfare is
guaranteed for its population. The extent to which states discharge
this responsibility varies from one state to the other. While some states

perform quite well, others (particularly in the Third World) fail to offer
even the basic minimum standard for decent liv

The classification of some states as
controversial) flow from the perceived lack
the basic responsibility of a functional state. Even when a state is not
designated as having failed, the level of economic prosperity that the
state could engender, has implications for its relations with oth
The asymmetry that characterises the relationship between econ
strong and weak states is a manifestation of the
on the economic scale. The behaviour
dependent states towards the stronger states is often marked by
subservience. The stronger states may be obliged to offer guarantees,
generous access to aid, favourable trade terms, foreign investment and
technical assistance for countries that kow-tows their line of interests
(Jackson, 1993; Rosow, Inayatullah, and Rupert, 1994). It is therefore
incumbent on the managers of the state to ensure that, beyond the
traditional role of maintaining peace and otder, the economic
development and the prosperity of the citizenry add value to the
sovereignty and existence of the state. Some states have failed (or are
failing) in the discharge of the traditional responsibilities as the guarantor
of the security and order in their areas of jurisdiction.

ing.
‘failed” states (albeit
of their capacity to meet

er states.
omically
differential performance
of cconomically weak and

Can States Fail?

There are several instances in which some states have failed to fulfill
their traditional obligations to their citizenry and to the rest of the
wortld. For many years, the Foreign Policy magazine has been publishing
the Failed State Index (FSI) which ranks states on the basis of twelve
metrics of state decay. State failure oceurs in varying degrees and it has
several attributes. Among the commonly used yardstick is the loss of
physical control of territory or a monopoly on the legitimate use of
force. Others include the erosion of legitimate authority to make
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collective decisions, inability to provide the basic public mmﬁﬁnhm Qﬂw@
s . .y . H
watet, electricity, good roads, etc) and inability to interact with othe

] member of international community.
Lﬁwmmmwwﬁmwzmmnmnﬁ the Failed State Index (FSI) is Ummo,m on twelve
indicators of state vulnerability. These are: Uwﬁomm»wgn Huamﬂ.w_,.m,
Refugees/Internally Displaced Persons, .answ Q».um.qm.nnn., EGBMNM g M 8“
Uneven Development, Economic Decline, U&o@ﬂﬁﬂwwﬁ.on of %m&.ﬁ i
Public Setvices, Human Rights, Security Apparatus, m actionalize m&m
and External Intervention. A combination of mﬁm&ﬁ.ﬁ of data mmbnnmﬁm
on each of the indicators crystallizes into wrm S:WEm JOm states on the
basis of their vulnerability to violence and instability (Table 6.1).

Table 6.1: Failed State Index Rankings

2008 FSI Ranking

2010 FSI Ranking

2013 FSI Ranking

i 1 Somalia 1 Somalia
M Wn._v”mwmém 2 Chad 2 mUo:mo (D. R
3 Sudan 3 Sudan \w v:mmm i
,; Chad 4 Zimbabwe 4 mn_uﬁa udan
5 Dem. Rep of Congo 5 Dem. Wﬁu of Congo 5 ME
6 Iraq 6 Afghanistan 6 l/nwn_ﬁm“wm?w:
7 Afghanistan 7 Iraq M I am.:w :
. ﬁmwxfnm_ o W MMMMMM ¢ -o0h 9  Central African Republic
m_uo M_M“M”n 10 Pakistan 10 Np.agvén.
11 Cote d’Tvoire 11 Haiti ; 11 Traq ol
12 Haiti 12 Cote d’Ivoire 12 Wom.m VO
13 Burma 13 Hﬂmnﬁ m Ouhmnm““w
14 Kenya 14 Nigeria i Oﬂ w”mw o
15 Nigeria 15 Yemen ; Z_..— Bw
16 Ethiopia 16 mcnsﬁ. 1 H.Huma_ 7
17 Notth Korea 17 Ethiopia 17 o
18 Yemen 18 East Timor 18 Z_ummn .
19 Bangladesh 19 North Korea 19 m.ﬁ:cm%
20 East Timor 20 Niger 20 Burundi

S e: Adapted from Foreign Policy :::.:\\EEE.?E.msvi_nﬁcﬁ._\azwao.w,;o\dm%ﬁu\Oq\u I
ource: Ads ] ¢ wlorcignpolic : .
2013 failed states index interactive map and rankings). Accessed 30th July,
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center of analyses. The state-centric bias of those theories is reflective
of the prevailing citcumstance at the time that they were propounded.
The situation has changed significantly and subsequent events have made
the state-centric models come under intense intellectual challenge. This
is partly because the world has witnessed the rise in the number and
influence of non-state actors that now compete for space in international
affairs; a phenomenon that is not adequately accounted for in most
existing body of theoties. Let us take some international organisations
as examples. The International Monetary Fund, World Trade
Organization and The World Bank wield so much influence over the
economic and trade policy choices of states (including giants like Russia
and China) that any invocation of Westphalian conception of sovereignty
would be tantamount to movement against a solid wall—no motion.
Beside the constriction of sovereign space of states by international
otrganisations, transnational corporations have grown in number and
strength that states have limited choices when it comes to issues of
international trade, investment and other economic-related matters.
Is the State still Important? To the extent that economic issues have gained tremendous importance
in the post-Cold War world affairs, the multinational corporations have
had their power credentials significantly magnified. States now have
to take cognisance of the interests of the multinationals when deciding
on policy alternatives. When state objectives conflict with those of the
multinationals, it is more likely that the state (particularly developing
ones) will bend backwards to accommodate and align with the
multinationals in order to avert capital flight and destabilisation of the
domestic economic system. Relationship between the host state and
MNC usually extends to the parent state of the MNC and even to
other states that have interest in the MNC in question. With huge
resources at their disposal (which sometimes exceeds the total budget
of the host state), MNCs have immense capacity to influence domestic
policies of the host states. Even though sovereignty still lay in the state,
its application is setiously tempered by the operations of the MNCs.
On issues such as human rights, disease, pandemic, environmental
degradation and climate change as well as other issues that have trans-
boundary effect, international non-governmental organizations

HmE.w 6.1 indicates that the top twenty most vulnerable nations ar
strikingly similar in the three years contained in the table. Somalia t o
the chart for the three consecutive years apparently U.on;ﬁmm Wmo.ﬂum
wm_mmﬂ_uHm mmt:nm as evidenced by the pirates controlling its Smmmwm H&mswm
militias Hcrnm its streets and a general rein of lawlessness mnm chaos
Other countties on the chart simply rotated the rank signifyin Emﬁ.
state m&ﬁmm 1s a chronic condition that is quite difficult EHWE Nw n
Impossible) to shed. In order for states to reverse mmmcmu om
wc_._nnmm_uEnmm. there is need to consistently build institutional ca mﬂ%
in SHBm. of the military, police, civil service, judicial mw.mgmwu mnw
leadership capacities. In asddition, there is also the need for such stat
to address ﬁw.m underlying socio-economic and political issues that GH.MMM
4.55# conflicts among groups within the state. Meanwhile, it is possible
given the nature of international politics, for these Hmwﬁsﬁm to b ,
noHoE.ma by the interests of the dominant power states; the Hw li M
the situations may have been exaggerated. : i

The Marxists have long hinted that at some points in hum
development, the state will “wither away’. While the cause of &Edmmmmnw
Ew state (via class contradictions, et cetera) as enunciated by nm&nﬂ;
W_Euwﬁ.mv has not been botne out by empirical reality, some elements of
é&g.mﬂbmu state authority, albeit in a different fashion, are becomin
manifest. The revolution in information and noBB:Bn»wos technolo ¢
has posed enormous challenge to the capacity of the state to 5»55% :
Bo:ﬁ.uvoq of control over transactions that take place within nati M
fronticrs. From trade to medical diagnosis, marriage nocumamnonﬁs
merchandise sales, the internet has become a place where things oet mm :
deals omnn_cm& and contacts established without the usual WWOQEM”M
the designated institutions of the state. This has led some analysts to
pose ﬂ.rm mzomnom.. is state still important in international REQOSWU
Given that since the post-Westphalia emergence of state mq.wﬁmqb
there has never been any setious challenge to the authority of the mSB,
as the primary medium of exchange in the international system me
Hénnaﬂ._unmﬁ Century phenomenon is not only unique; it is Eom ht
provoking. Most theoties in international relations put mwm state mﬂmﬁrw.
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gnosis, marriage counseling to
as become a place where things get done,
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pose ﬂ.rm question: is state still important in international n&mmomww
Given that since the post-Westphalia em :
there has never been any setious challe
as the primary

ergence of state system,
: nge to the authority of the state
L EmﬁEﬁ of mxnrmnmw 1n the international system, the
ty-tirst Century phenomenon is not only unique; it is thought-
provoking. Most theories in international relations put the state mHmEm
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center of analyses. The state-centric bias of those theories is reflective
of the prevailing circumstance at the time that they were propounded.
The situation has changed significantly and subsequent events have made
the state-centric models come under intense intellectual challenge. This
is partly because the world has witnessed the rise in the number and
influence of non-state actors that now compete for space in international
affairs; a phenomenon that is not adequately accounted for in most
existing body of theoties. Let us take some international organisations
as examples. The International Monetary Fund, World Trade
Organization and The Wotld Bank wield so much influence over the
economic and trade policy choices of states (including giants like Russia
and China) that any invocation of Westphalian conception of sovereignty
would be tantamount to movement against a solid wall—no motion.
Beside the constriction of soveteign space of states by international
organisations, transnational corporations have grown in number and
strength that states have limited choices when it comes to issues of
international trade, investment and other economic-related matters.
To the extent that economic issues have gained tremendous importance
in the post-Cold War world affairs, the multinational corporations have
had their power credentials significantly magnified. States now have
to take cognisance of the interests of the multinationals when deciding
on policy alternatives. When state objectives conflict with those of the
multinationals, it is more likely that the state (particulatly developing
ones) will bend backwards to accommodate and align with the
multinationals in order to avert capital flight and destabilisation of the
domestic economic system. Relationship between the host state and
MNC usually extends to the parent state of the MNC and even to
other states that have interest in the MNC in question. With huge
resoutces at their disposal (which sometimes exceeds the total budget
of the host state), MNCs have immense capacity to influence domestic
policies of the host states. Even though sovereignty still lay in the state,
its application is seriously tempered by the operations of the MNCs.
On issues such as human rights, disease, pandemic, environmental
degradation and climate change as well as other issues that have trans-
boundary effect, international non-governmental organizations
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(INGOs) have risen as a vetitable force to address them in such a way
.nrmn renders the traditional notion of state sovereignty untenable. Their
mmmense power of mobilisation and advocacy (further strengthened
E\ the ICT revolution) has given the INGOs ample space in polic
circles. They monitor compliance to international treaty o_ummmnonM
and good conduct among states, deploy enormous resources to research
and attract tremendous publicity through their activities. The exercise
of sovereignty by states is constantly being put in check by the existence
of m:m_s o.nmmammaosm. On a less positive note, the activities of terrorist
ofganisations and trans-boundary crime networks whose operations
have been aided by the globalisation wave, cannot be discountenanced
as a source of challenge to state sovereignty. All these have tended to
restrict the capacity of states to take full control of events and issues
as it swm.m to be in the immediate post-Westphalia era.

: While the points highlighted represent enormous challenge to state’s
&m:ﬁ. as the unrivalled sole actor in international affairs, the state still
remains ﬁrm paramount actor, in the sense that, all the other actors
Qmﬁqm. their relevance (and indeed their existence) from their connection
to or Eﬁmmmm,mos with the state. Issues that capture the headlines and
attract sustained attention are those that connect with the state. Let us
assume the following headlines: “The US issues ultimatum to Iraq,”
“EU bans British beef imports,” “Israel warns Iran,” a@nmm:mnmn_m
squabbles Japanese vessel on the high seas,” “Al-Qaeda m_nﬂm.nnm Ametican
bases,” and so on. These sort of headlines will capture global attention
than _”.romm concerning tival factions of a ctime network or terrorist
organisations attacking one another, Suffice to say that even the INGOs
mn& o&.:w_.. non-state actors derive their significance from their
lnteractions with the state. While the world has changed significantl
_om&mm to the emergence of a number of formidable forces in mHogM
mmm.n_ﬁ.m.“ the state continues to retain its primacy as the epicentre of
activities in international relations. In so far as the state is sovereign
the state remains the most important actor and the buck will Emﬁm”ma\,

stop at its table. Therefore, it remains the key unit of analysis in
International Relations,
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Conclusion

The modern state has evolved from what it used to be in the period

after the Treaty of Westphalia. Its natute and responsibility has equally
changed from what it used to be in the Cold War years. The authority
of the state and its monopoly of decisive action is constantly being
challenged by formidable non-state actors. In this chapter, we engaged
the changing nature of the state in global politics. Three questions
were posed: What is state? Why state? Is state still important? These
questions wete generated against the backdrop of presumed decline in
the traditional powers of the state consequent upon the emergence of
other powerful forces in international affairs. With respect to the first
question, the Montevideo Convention provides a useful, if contestable,
answer as to what the state is made of (ot should be made of). The
various attributes of state highlighted in Montevideo Declaration
continue to constitute the basis for the possession of statehood.

The second and third questions are mote contentious. Perspectives
on the purpose of the state are a function of the ideological orientation
of the analyst. While radical scholars view state as nothing more than
the machinery of oppression of one class by another, liberal writers
perceive the state as the agent of development whose role as the
regulator and guarantor of peace and order is necessary for the survival
of human civilization. The collapse of the Soviet Union and other
communist regimes has somewhat dented the plausibility of leftist
ideology with respect to the putpose of the state. The post-Cold War
international system has witnessed the wide acceptance of liberal
perspectives of the state. With the globalisation of political economy,
not only is the role of the state being transformed, other forces have
risen to ‘usurp’ patts of the domain that used to be the exclusive preserve
of the state. The third question on the importance of the state arose
from the phenomenal changes that are taking place in the post-Cold
War world. As long as the state retains its sovereignty with respect to
power to tax, regulate, license, deny access and set the basic rules and
define the parameters for all the other actors in the international system,
it will continue to be the most important player in global affairs and
subsequently, a key unit of analysis in International Relations.
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