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Roles of                      

International Factors 

• Role of International Law, norms and 
institutions 

• Role of international support/aid 

• Role of regional or alliance military/economic 
support (geopolitics) 

• International support seen as significant for 
secessionists (supplies, moral support, 
recognition) 

• Horowitz still sees major determinant of 
secession at domestic level. 



Expansion of the     

International System 

• Integrated States → European states system 

of alliances / diplomacy / congresses 

• C. Tilly’s (1975) 3 phases  

– Western Europe 1500-1700 

– Eastern Europe 1650-1850 

– 1850 – onward: Colonization + Japan.  

 



Treaty of Westphalia, 1648 



Development of       

International Institutions 
• Many dream of an international society 

– E.g., Dante, Sully, Podiebrad, Penn, Paine, Kant 

• International intellectual movements and causes 

– E.g., anti-slavery, Enlightenment, cosmopolitanism 

• Development of international institutions  

– European Balance of Power  

– League of Nations, 1919 

– U.N. 1945 

• Distinct from supranational (regional) bodies 

– EU, NAFTA, SEATO, ASEAN, OAS, ECOMOG. 



Four Phases of         

International Norms 



Organising Principles of 

International Law 

• Three cardinal principles 

– Right to self-determination of peoples 

– National sovereignty principle 

– Individual human rights 

• Contradictions between mentioned. 

 



Congress of Vienna, 1815 



World War I Era 

• French Revolution marked initial principle of 
national self-determination, which was 
expansionist and integrating 

• 1820s-1848 - rising of disintegrative 
nationalisms 

• 19th. C. - quiescence 

• 1916 - first reappearance of principle of 
national self-determination 

• West stumbled into self-determination, aided 
by pres. Wilson, but driven by action, not ideas 

• Wilson’s philosophy driven by US Southern 
background. 

 



Who Are the People? 

• Who should bear rights to self-determination? 

• How should identity be determined?  

– Historical claims 

– Plebiscite 

– Linguistic/ethnographic criteria 

• Jean Laponce believes that proper plebiscites can, 

and have, taken place (i.e. Jura) 



Versailles 1919  

The Corruption of Principle 

• Wilson’s hand stayed by realpolitik. Ideas only 
apply to defeated 

• Principle of self-determination only applied to 
certain nations 

• Also, settlement reflected victors’ terms: loser 
minorities incorporated in victor territory 

• Historical attachment, strategic use vs. plebiscite 
in France, Italy, Greece 

• Question of equality of states versus superpower 
decision making (i.e. security council) of 
international bodies like League. 

 



Abuse of Minority Rights 

Principle, 1930s 

• Most ‘winning’ states try and control/assimilate 
minorities and ‘losers’ turn to irridentism to get 
their brethren back 

• Sudeten Germans’ lack of minority rights used as 
pretext for German invasion of Czechoslovakia  

• Cause of German Minorities tarnishes Wilsonian 
principles 

• Renewed emphasis on territorial integrity 

• Holocaust elevates importance of human rights. 



1945›› 

• Renewed vigour to old liberal-internationalist 

dream as UN and later EEC rise from the ashes 

• Role by Peace Movement, World Federalists, 

Paneuropean movement, Ecumenical movement 

• High hopes for the development of international 

civil society 

• Decolonisation and human rights aims (tensions 

between these goals?). 



Cold War 

• Reality sets in: balance of terror and 

realpolitik rather than internationalism;  

• Spheres of Influence: State stability in interests 

of Great Power whose client the state is. 

 

 



Decolonisation, 1947-75 

• De-colonisation permitted post-1947, but 
secession is not (‘salt-water thesis’) 

• 1970s – International law suggests that minority 
rights no ground for self-determination 

• Little will to enforce human rights or power to 
sanction offenders like South Africa 

• New states desperate to contain secessionist 
threats – the sovereigntist anxieties channelled 
through UN. 

 



Post-Cold War        

International Norms 

• Human rights culture (humanitarian 

intervention?) 

• Collective rights (that is, short of self-

determination) 

• State sovereignty, albeit threatened by US and 

some ‘western’ intervention. Defended by China, 

Russia and much of UN membership 

• Tensions? (Sure) 



Post-Cold War               

Minority Rights 

• Trend of reinforcing minority rights while 

guaranteeing state integrity 

• New focus, minority rights seen as international, 

rather than domestic issue, unlike in 1945-89 

• Post-Cold War trend toward greater recognition 

of minority rights – almost to extent of proposing 

autonomy, but only within existing states. 

 



[ctnd.] Post-Cold War               

Minority Rights 

• 1992: Support given to minority rights in 
international law; 

• Reflects international rise in ideas of 
multiculturalism and collective rights; 

• Growing popularity of consociational democracy 
and power sharing; 

• EU’s Badinter Commission wishes to make 
minority rights provisions a condition of  
recognition of new states.  



[ctnd.2] Post-Cold War  

Minority Rights 

• Taiwan, Kurdistan, Kosovo, Somaliland –           
→ show continued dominance of local power 
balances over international forces 

• Collective rights short of secession: religious, 
cultural, educational rights, autonomy? 

• Even in Europe, concern that autonomy would 
drive secession: i.e. Greece, Romania, Bulgaria  

• OSCE and COE balance national minority rights 
and state rights in their minority clauses 

• Preference for state sovereignty and individual 
rights (do not threaten state). 

 



Limits of Minority Rights 

• New European texts suggest a new, higher standard 
for minority rights: against assimilation and intimating 
autonomy  

• Confirms shift in international law towards minority 
collective rights as opposed to minority rights being 
merely a domestic or human rights issue 

• Some impact in EU where threats of expulsion are 
real, unclear that its remit has an impact elsewhere 

• ‘Self-determination’ still a right largely accruing to 
states (mostly ex-colonies) rather than stateless 
‘nations’.  

– Even East Timor and Eritrea had political basis as former 
colonies. 



Role of Terrorism and 9/11? 

• Violent secessionists who use 

terrorism fall out of favour 

(i.e. Chechnya, Aceh, Tamils, 

even IRA) 

• US unilateralism: does it 

raise or dampen the role of 

human rights and collective 

rights? 

 



Liberal Internationalism 

• Alternative to realpolitik 

• J.S. Mill defends idea of ‘liberal empire’ 

• Lord Acton suggests that ‘backward’ peoples are 

‘raised’ by living with the more advanced (1862) 

• More recently, UN Charter of Human Rights, EU 

same 

• US liberal internationalist rhetoric during and 

especially after Cold War. 

 



Liberal Interventionism? 

• Human Rights Law ineffectual outside liberal states; 

• Reality is that liberal interventions only happen where 

there is media attention and will to place expensive 

US/Western military resources at risk; 

• Post-Vietnam: growing reluctance of western states 

to take casualties abroad; 

• UN no military capability to enforce human rights. 

Might threaten major powers if it acquired this; 

• UN bureaucracy/bodies heavily intertwined with 

NGOs, but real power in Assembly/Security Council; 

• Intervention is a threat to UN interests: ‘club of 

states’. 

 



Humanitarian Intervention 

• EU intervenes 16 times since 2002, but not 

against host state resistance 

• Bosnia and Kosovo 

• UK in Sierra Leone 

• Iraq and Afghanistan? 

• When does liberal intervention become 

liberal imperialism? 

• What of Darfur and Rwanda? 

 



Organising Principles of 

International Law in Conflict 

1. Major conflict: Right to national self-
determination vs. National (state) 
sovereignty. Which is the nation? 

2. Major conflict: Individual human rights 
vs. National (state) sovereignty 

3. Right to national self-determination vs. 
individual human rights (conflict in case 
of illiberal seceders). 

 

 


