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Abstract – This work ponders upon relevance of  the 
neutrality for the European security in XXI century. It covers 
basic rights and duties provided by this status, and it examines 
some instances of its application in history. Political, economic 
and strategic transformations are studied as main factors that 
impact on neutrality. 
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І. Introduction  
 Neutrality i s a lo ng las ting c oncept f or th e E uropean 
political lif e t hat has b een tested  o ver t he last two 
centuries a nd n ow is b luntly questioned a s XXI  cen tury 
unfolds. The actuality of this research is stip ulated by the 
fact th at neutral s tates f ace t he dile mma of  relev ance of 
such policy in terms of providing and ensuring security in 
a cu rrent p olitical r eality. I n ad dition, so me s tates t hat 
arose f rom t he a shes o f t he Soviet U nion, adopt ed 
neutrality as a  principle of their foreign policy, thus it i s 
timely to research this topic and establish the prospects of 
neutrality to be an  e ffective tool for the provision of t he 
security in XXI century. 

ІІ. Fundamentals of the concept 
Switzerland was t he first neutral s tate a nd repres ents 

classic m odel of n eutrality. A  su ccessful application of 
such pol icy b y Sw itzerland du ring wars earn ed wide 
respect as i t saved the country from catastrophic damage 
other non-neutral European states have faced. Indeed, i n 
the course of history the policy of neutrality was a useful 
tool in  th e p rovision o f th e s ecurity for so me Eu ropean 
states as it allowed them to opt out from involvement into 
conflicts. However, the evolution of international system 
and g lobal tr ansformations have al tered th e p olitical, 
economic an d s trategic env ironments, thu s it is  of 
particular importance to engage in analytical exercise and 
establish if neutrality remains relevant after such changes. 
The o bjective o f t his work i s to  estab lish if th ere i s a  
future for the neutrality in the European security in XXI 
century. It is  expected that neutrality i s in decline due to 
the deeply rooted changes that basically have changed the 
context of international relations.  

 Encyclopedia Britannica defines the ter m neutrality a s 
follows “the l egal st atus a rising from t he abstention o f a  
state from all participation  in a war between other states, 
the maintenance o f an  attit ude o f impartiality to ward the 
belligerents, and the recognition by the belligerents of this 
abstention an d i mpartiality” [1]. The corn erstone 
documents t hat defi ne ri ghts and du ties o f neutral states 
are D eclaration of  Pari s of  1 856,  V  (n eutrality i n l and 

war) [2] an d XIII (neutrality in maritime war) [3] Hagu e 
Conventions of 1907.  

 According to  th e in ternational law  n eutral states  
were o bliged to  r efrain f rom p articipation in w ar, n or 
facilitation  activ ities b y both d irect an d in direct 
actions were all owed. In  retu rn th e s tates w ere 
promised th e im munity r ight f or th eir te rritory f rom 
becoming part of conflict. However, article 5 of V and 
25 of XIII  Hague Conventions defined as a direct duty 
of n eutral s tates t o p rotect their s tatus f rom v iolation 
on their own territory. Eventually, the neutrality status 
obliged stat es w ith su ch statu s to  m aintain str ong an d 
sound c apability to  ensure respect o f their statu s on 
their own t erritory. In  f act, n eutrality was l argely a 
great m anifestation o f p eaceful i ntends i n c onduct o f 
international relations.  

ІІІ. Application and future of neutrality 

Neutrality has f aced both re spect an d violation from 
conflicting parties. During the World War II Germany has 
occupied B elgium, Luxemburg, H olland, N orway a nd 
Denmark r egardless o f t heir ne utral st atus. H owever, 
Switzerland was treated with du e res pect to it s s tatus. 
Among the factors that contributed to this was the general 
mobilization of army, consisting of 450 thousands men, to 
withstand pos sible t hreat from Ger many, th at made t he 
price of  i nvasion t oo h igh of  a cos t v is-a-vis pot ential 
gain. In addition, it i s believed that strong banking sector 
of S witzerland pla yed a role in  s uch turn of  e vents as  
stability i n S witzerland en sured secu rity o f sa vings o f 
conflicting parties. As a r esult, we can constitute that the 
effectiveness o f ne utrality r ests o n t he r espect o f s uch 
status b y conflicting part ies, especially i f t hey happen to 
be superior in power. 

 During the World War II other instances of violation of 
the neutral status took place. States that could not ensure a 
protection an d du e res pect of th eir s tatus res orted to 
certain con cessions t hat pres erved its  sovereignty a nd 
prevented occu pation. Sweden h as violated its  s tatus b y 
providing support to Finland during Winter War 1 939-40 
as well as  allo wed Ger many to  use it s ter ritory an d 
infrastructure to tra nsport military goods an d pers onnel. 
Trade relations between Germany and Sweden are als o a 
subject for critic in respect to neutral status, since iron ore 
and bearin gs are g oods that were u sed for m ilitary 
purposes. Such desperate deviations from neutrality were 
made in  atte mpt to  p rotect so vereignty o f t he state th at 
was u nder direct th reat oth erwise. P rospect of becoming 
subject of  occu pation du e t o li mitations i n f orces t hat 
were supposed to ensure neutrality has caused a failure to 
respect this status by the state that has initially embraced 
it. Ev entually, we h ave to  co nclude th at th e s tatus o f 
neutrality is credible only in case of it being backed up by 
respective force that would be able to en force it or oth er 
means t hat would make the c ost of  invasion higher t han 
potential gain.  

 After t he en d of  the Cold War an d bi -polar 
confrontation a massive g eopolitical sh ift t hat h as 
changed t he s trategic e nvironment in E urope h as t ook 
place. International system has transformed to th e mono-
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polar model with sole pole being western democratic state 
that shares l iberal-democratic v alues a nd res pect for 
human r ights. T hese d evelopments i nvited t he ne utral 
European s tates to question their s tatus. Later new wave 
of NATO expansion has also  contributed to the dilemma 
of r elevance o f ne utrality i n X XI c entury. NATO ha s 
expanded Eastwards becoming a club of democratic states 
and ev entually beco ming alli ance of  de mocratic v alues. 
Standards o f N ATO bas ically beca me t he standards f or 
the en tire Eu ropean s ecurity s pace. C ertainly states are 
free to ch oose t heir o wn standard if  t hey wish bu t, in 
order t o en sure i nteroperability a nd cooperat ion, t hey 
massively opt  t o e mbrace N ATO s tandards. Sw eden i s 
one of  t he prom inent ex amples of  s tates t hat f avor 
cooperation an d m akes fu ll u se of  opportu nities for 
further cooperation with the Alliance. 

 Another cr itical f actor th at has c hanged t he 
international en vironment is a g lobalization. 
Technological d evelopment, as well as  p rogress in th e 
transportation a nd co mmunication secto rs, has e nsured 
interdependence of  s tates in  th e econ omic field. 
Unprecedented econ omic g ain f rom i nternational trade 
has also some negative implications for the security of the 
states. The borders that are washed away by globalization 
make so cieties more v ulnerable to  in ternational t hreats, 
thus pose a new challenges for the states.  

 Initially n eutrality was d esigned with t he ai m to  
reinforce security of the state from threats that at the time 
were largely emanating from other states, whether it is  an 
aggression or pros pect of  being i nvolved i n t he conf lict. 
However, n owadays t he th reats are much more 
complicated: terrorism, illegal migration flows, organized 
crime, f ood an d res ource s hortage, cl imate deg radation, 
cybercrime a nd oth ers. Ev en t he most adv anced an d 
developed s tates with t he most v ast res ources allocated 
for th eir s ecurity needs, in cluding th e sole s uperpower, 
admit t hat they are unable to  cope with these challenges 
by themselves and need to rei nforce the efforts by means 
of cooperat ion. In deed, t he ch allenges pos ed b y n ew 
reality need co mprehensive approach f or th eir solution, 
thus th e n eutrality is n ot d eemed to  b e ad equate in  
response to new threats. It is just not reasonable to remain 
neutral toward terrorism and nearly impossible to allocate 
adequate res ources to address th ese proble ms 
independently.  

 Another i mportant r ole for th e neutrality was to  
establish peaceful principle in the conduct of international 
relations a nd to reinf orce t he s ecurity o f t he s tate t hat 
embraces s uch pri nciple. In  fact, it was a monumental 
development during the time neutrality was introduced, as 
war was lar gely r egarded as a n orm in  settling t he 
disputes. However, later peac eful principle o f conduct in 
international r elations was in troduced b y League o f 
Nations in 1919, and consequently by the United Nations 
in 1945. The core prin ciple of  peacef ul con duct i n 
international r elations i s enshrined i n o ur cu rrent 
international system and backed by the UN t hat basically 
comprises nearly all states in the World.  

 Eventually it is d eemed th at th e statu s o f n eutrality as  
effective norm of international relation is in  decline due to the 
global t ransformations t hat took p lace. Thus, broader 
cooperation is deemed to be an efficient way to ensure security. 
In ad dition, c ooperation is  a m ore res ource c onscientious 
comparing to self-dependent provision of security. For example, 
all formerly “failed” neutral states of Europe now are members 
of NATO. On the other hand, Switzerland allocates 6 percent of 
its heavy GDP for security and maintains its 150 thousand army 
equal to the forces of Austria, Belgium, Sweden, Finland and 
Norway co mbined [ 4]. I n XX I cen tury, when geopolitics is  
being replaced by geoeconomics, it is  believed that efficiency 
will gain the upper hand. 

Conclusion 

Neutrality being a great tradition and symbolic attribute of 
international r elations i s b elieved to  b e i n it s d ecline.  
Recognition o f suc h decl ine c ould be de monstrated b y the 
facts of flexibility that neutral states display. Switzerland, the 
most conservative in its neutrality has joined the UN in 2002 
despite the fact that its Charter indirectly limits its neutrality. 
Sweden has dropped its neutrality claim and replaced it with 
the s olidarity c lause co mmitment with t he EU State 
Members t hat r esembles Article 5  o f N ATO. Austria ha s 
stated that it would repudiate its neutrality given that within 
the EU security structure is created. Finland is also seeing the 
EU as an instrument to provide its security. All of the neutral 
European st ates ha ve e xtensive an d e xpanding cooper ation 
with NATO. Th e se curity in  Europe is  d efined b y b eing 
indivisible an d c ould b e more e ffectively an d ef ficiently 
achieved by broader cooperation. Nevertheless, the neutrality 
has not exhausted itself completely. It does play an important 
role i n co nflict r esolution. Conflicting pa rties perc eive 
neutral s tates unbiased, thus providing space for such states 
to play a mediating role. 
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