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Postmodern understanding of sovereignty in international relations 
theory 

The objective is to reveal the concept of sovereignty and state’s role in 
postmodern approach of international relations theory, to separate conceptually the 
key differences of interpretation of state sovereignty and different views of 
postmodernist discourse. The work defines postmodern vision of state sovereignty, it 
emphasizes on sovereignty limitations in modern international political conditions as 
a result of non–coercive mechanisms of the state’s influence on each other’s policy; 
there are offered new ways of its functioning and implementation. Different 
theoretical postmodernism approaches to the definition of nature of the state, 
international relations and sovereignty are considered there. For the representatives 
of this direction sovereignty is “random historic structure” to be overcome. It is a 
practical category whose empirical content is evolving, reflecting the consensus 
among practitioners. In the light of postmodern perception there is considered the 
idea of state sovereignty restricting by reduction of sovereign rights and prerogatives. 

Keywords: sovereignty, globalization, international relations, identity discourse. 
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Putrov S., candidate of pedagogical science, associate professor, assistant 
professor of physical rehabilitation of the National Pedagogical 
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The genesis of the phenomenon of biosocial impact of technology on 
human health 

The article stated that the bio–social impact of technology on human health is 
activity–origin. It is clear that the statement of the problem of the nature of the 
activity–biosocial technology is rooted in the depths of her family life. The root cause 
and trigger mechanism which is the human need to overcome certain limitations of 
natural and acquired a life of its own. The need for biosocial technology occurs when 
there is a need to manage the processes of human development, as well as to select 
and use the most rational from the point of view of effectiveness. The author points 
out that in this case we are talking about a multiplicity of subjects of social control, 
and about polymodality solution of social problems, based not only on intellectual 
reflection, but also on the actual practical activity. 

Keywords: genesis, bio–social technologies impact human health. 
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