476

Perspective Piece

The Birth of A New World -
Is The End of History?

it}

AKMARAL BATALOVA*

Expert on International Relations

* Akmaral Batalova is an expert on international relations, reporter and film producer. She is also
the founder and Executive Director of the Al Farabi World Heritage Public Foundation. She was
born in Almaty, Kazakhstan, graduated from the Mass Media Faculty of Kazakh State University, the
Diplomatic Academy of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the Diplomatic
School of Madrid and has a Master’s degree in International Relations from the Complutense University
(Spain). Akmaral Batalova observes the situation in the Middle East, focusing on the humanitarian

crisis in Syria, writes articles and makes documentaries and does humanitarian work in Syria.

E-mail: ak.batal5@gmail.com ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4825-7372

Received: 20.7.2024
Accepted: 15.8.2024

How to cite: Batalova, A. (2024). The Birth of A New World Is the End of History. BRIQ Belt and Road @
Initiative Quarterly, 5(4), 476-495.




Akmaral Batalova- The Birth of A New World - Is The End of History?

ABSTRACT

The era of “Western universalism” or “Western liberal supremacy”, as articulated by Francis
Fukuyama, appears to be faltering. For nearly 30 years, global affairs were largely dictated by U.S. and
multinational corporations. The prospect of U.S. losing its dominance in economics, finance, and
technology, much like the decline of Pax Britannica in the 20th century, is becoming more tangible.
Both SCO and BRICS share similar goals, though SCO focuses on Eurasia, while BRICS operates on a
global scale. These organizations, alongside entities like EAEU, SCO-10, BRICS-10, China’s One Belt,
One Road project, CICA, and Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank, emphasize the importance of
UN Charter and international law. Collectively, they contribute to the formation of a united Eurasia.
The creation of OTS, which arose on the basis of Nakhichevan Declaration in 2009, is a great idea of
uniting Turkic peoples for interaction in common projects of the economic, customs and transport
cooperation, healthcare, education, tourism, agriculture, energy, humanitarian sphere, interaction
between Muslim religious institutions and migration policy. And the goals of OTS are officially
proclaimed already: strengthening friendship and good neighborliness between Turkic countries,
peace and security in the region and around the world. In this capacity, the organization can really
bring a lot of benefits to the region.

Keywords: China, OTS, regional integration, Russia, Tiirkiye.

Introduction

AT THE CLOSE OF THE 20TH CENTURY,
powerful governments, whether right-wing mi-
litary dictatorships or left-wing communist regi-
mes, crumbled. In this context, American political
scientist Francis Fukuyama published his book The
End of History and The Last Man in 1992. For three
decades, his idea of the victory of the liberal de-
mocratic model and the end of ideological evoluti-

on has served as a political guide for Western elites,

promoting the global embrace of universalism and
globalism.

This
Marxism-Leninism, which also declared commu-

ideology is strikingly similar to
nism to be the ultimate social system and believed
in its inevitable global triumph. Like the Commu-
nists, Fukuyama assumed that economic progress
would lead to increasing homogeneity among hu-
man societies (Fukuyama, 1992). However, in an
ideal liberal society, ownership is capitalistic rather

than socialistic.
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According to Fukuyama’s (1992) new concept,
all societies, regardless of their historical roots or
cultural heritage, would have to abandon traditio-
nal forms of organization, achieve national unity
through a centralized state, urbanize, and provide
universal education to their citizens. The intercon-
nectedness of liberal democratic societies, similar
to one another and free of fundamental internal
contradictions, would be maintained through
global markets and a universal consumer culture.
Today, we can observe with some regret how mo-
notonous European capitals have become, their
central streets lined with identical shops and bil-
lboards of global brands instead of unique Italian,
French, and Spanish boutiques offering traditional
products crafted by local artisans.

The military actions in Ukraine
represent just one of many
battlefields in the global hybrid
struggle for influence and resources,
yet it is among the most significant.

The American political scientist noted that the
success of liberal politics and economics is often
rooted in religion and nationalism, although he
deemed them irrational and obstructive to the
establishment of democratic political institutions.
Interestingly, to dismantle and exploit traditio-
nal societies for their raw materials and markets,
global liberalism ideologists have employed reli-
gion and nationalism as political tools. Examples
include the use of international jihadism in Syria,
support for neo-Nazi forces in Ukraine, attemp-
ts to spark a “revolution of headscarves” in Iran,
and the religious belief that one chosen people can

destroy another because it is divinely sanctioned.

This strategy primarily serves economic ex-
pansion and the colonization of new markets, but
first, it was essential to convince the world of the
benefits of the Western way of life. Societies wil-
ling to adopt it were promised the advantages of a
“higher civilization” Following the collapse of the
socialist bloc and the ensuing chaos, it seemed the
Old World had found a “golden mean” between a
market economy and socialism, achieving the ide-
al of a prosperous society. Many countries aspired
to join this prosperous state.

However, events such as the bombing and frag-
mentation of Yugoslavia, the U.S. invasions of Af-
ghanistan and Iraq, the 2008 financial crisis, the
Arab Spring (or rather, the externally orchestrated
regime changes in the Middle East), the global lo-
ckdown during the Covid-19 pandemic, the war in
Ukraine, a new wave of decolonization in Africa,
and the unpunished genocide of Palestinians- all
these occurrences during the years of liberalism’s
triumph have shattered the notion of Western ci-
vilization’s universality. We are all witnessing the
disintegration of the old order and participating
in the emergence of a new world. History is con-

tinuing.

The war in Ukraine is a catalyst for
global transformation

The conflict in the heart of Europe, which erupted
shortly after the global pandemic disrupted supply
chains, has become a critical impetus for the te-
ctonic shifts in the established world order. The
military actions in Ukraine represent just one of
many battlefields in the global hybrid struggle for
influence and resources, yet it is among the most
significant. The shape of the new world order will
be heavily influenced by the outcome of this conf-
lict.




Therefore, it is crucial to understand and not
overlook the reasons behind the war and the ef-
forts to sustain it. Those orchestrating and con-
ducting this war are using the media and social
networks as weapons, creating myths designed to

instill fear, confusion, and division.

Myths about the War in Ukraine
Has Russia started an unprovoked war?

One prevalent myth is that on February 24,
2022, Russia suddenly attacked Ukraine and ini-
tiated an unprovoked war to seize its territory.
However, like any conflict, the Russian-Ukraini-
an conflict has deeply rooted historical, ethical,

and geopolitical dimensions. After the collapse

Akmaral Batalova- The Birth of A New World - Is The End of History?

of the USSR, there was a clear agreement betwe-
en Mikhail Gorbachev and President Bush Sr.,
documented and available in the U.S. National
Security Archive. This agreement recorded an
unequivocal promise from the American presi-
dent that if Moscow allowed Germany to reunite
and join NATO, North Atlantic Alliance “would
not move an inch east towards Russia” (Nsarc-
hieve, 2017).

However, upon becoming president, Bill Clin-
ton broke this promise by inviting former Soviet
allies to join NATO, bringing the alliance to Rus-
sia’s borders. Kremlin reluctantly accepted this,
but made it clear that Georgia and Ukraine were
central to Russia’s geostrategic interests, marking

them as “red lines”

1 DONBAS REGION
LINE OF CONFLICT

Map showing the line of conflict and the Donbas region in the Russian-Ukrainian War (Map: CGTN, 2022).
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By 1994, members of National Security Coun-
cil, including Alexander Vershbow and Nicholas
Burns, along with other American officials, had
written a memorandum on the secret preparation
of Ukraine and other former Soviet republics for
NATO membership. The declassified documents
published by the U.S. National Security Journalis-
tic Archive state:

In 2023, former German
Chancellor Angela Merkel

and Ukrainian President

Petro Poroshenko confirmed
that the West never intended

to implement the Minsk
agreements, which aimed to end
the civil war, but used the time
to rearm and strengthen the
Ukrainian army.

“The possibility of membership of Ukraine,
Baltic and southern states should be supported.
We should not leave them in the gray zone of Rus-
sian influence... at the moment, we should not
voice this idea publicly or privately within NATO,
given the sensitivity of Russians” (National Secu-
rity Council, 1994: 2).

For nearly 30 years, the American establish-
ment, including analysts, military personnel, and
diplomats familiar with Russia, warned White
House that attempting to cross Russia’s “red li-
nes” was reckless and dangerous. William Perry,
Clinton’s Secretary of Defense, even threatened
to resign when the president broke his promise
to Moscow. Other notable figures, such as CIA

Director William Burns and Bush’s Secretary of

Defense Robert Gates, unanimously warned Was-
hington about the dangers of NATO’s eastward
expansion.

Despite these warnings, NATO has steadily
expanded towards Russia’s borders since 1999,
despite the collapse of the Soviet Union and the
dissolution of Warsaw Pact. Over 30 years, NATO
absorbed 16 countries that were once part of Rus-
sia’s security belt in five stages of expansion.

In Ukraine, since 2014, a series of events un-
folded: Maidan protests and a CIA-organized
coup detat; the creation of neo-Nazi battalions
infiltrating Ukraine’s army and government; the
adoption of a state law banning Russian as a re-
gional language; and attempts by Ukrainian army
to suppress Russian-speaking regions in Donbass,
leading to bombings and civil war.

In 2023, former German Chancellor Angela
Merkel and Ukrainian President Petro Poroshen-
ko confirmed that the West never intended to
implement the Minsk agreements, which aimed
to end the civil war, but used the time to rearm
and strengthen the Ukrainian army (Politico,
2023). Until 2020, United States trained five Uk-
rainian Armed Forces battalions annually at a tra-
ining center near Lviv (7atc, 2024).

In 2017, James Cardin, a columnist for The
Nation, drew parallels between a Ukrainian army
offensive in Donbas and a visit by U.S. Senators
John McCain and Lindsey Graham to Ukraine
shortly before. During a meeting with Ukraini-
an military, they said, “Your battle is our battle,’
with McCain adding, “I believe that you will win.
I am convinced that you will win, and we will do
everything in our power to provide you with ever-
ything you need to win” According to Cardin,
these statements incited Ukrainian side to violate
Minsk agreements and provoked violence in Uk-
raine (Thenation, 2017).




Amid external influences, the split between the
two Slavic peoples was exacerbated by internal
destructive forces on both sides: Ukrainian and
Russian oligarchs concerned only with profits,
unscrupulous politicians and propagandists, and
radical nationalists and chauvinists pursuing their
own selfish goals.

As a result, Kiev began to view Kremlin as its
enemy, and Moscow, in turn, began to perceive
Ukraine as a NATO-created threat to its existence.

The Architecture of Indivisible Security in
Europe

For Russia, victory in Ukraine is crucial for its
continued existence as a sovereign state. This so-

vereignty requires a security zone along its bor-

UKRAINE

CRISIS
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ders. Since his Munich speech in 2007 titled “Why
do you want to turn us into vassals?” President
of Russia has consistently proposed creating an
architecture of indivisible and equal security in
Europe through negotiations.

Before the outbreak of war, on November 18,
2021, Vladimir Putin emphasized in a speech at
the Russian Foreign Ministry that Russia nee-
ded reliable legal guarantees to prevent NATO’s
eastward expansion and the deployment of offen-
sive weapons in neighboring states.

“We need to raise the issue of seeking to pro-
vide Russia with serious long-term guarantees to
ensure our security in this area, because Russia
cannot exist like this and constantly think about
what might happen there tomorrow;,” Putin exp-
lained.

Until 2020, U.S. had trained five Ukrainian Armed Forces battalions a year at its training center near Lviv
(Figure: Liu Rui/GT, 2023).
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Security guarantees were further discussed during
the December 7, 2021, video negotiations between
the presidents of Russia and the United States. Krem-
lin's proposals for an indivisible security zone in
Europe were published on the Russian Foreign Mi-
nistry’s website on December 10, 2021. Moscow han-
ded over the draft Treaty on security guarantees and
the Agreement on security measures between Russia
and NATO countries to White House administration
on December 15, 2021 (MFARE, 2021).

Was the fratricidal bloodshed in Ukraine
unprovoked and sudden? Are Ukrainians
fighting for their land?

Another common myth is that free Ukrainians
are bravely defending their land from imperial Rus-
sia’s aggressive seizure. Ukrainians are indeed cou-
rageously fighting for the land they consider their
own.

However, the country was critically dependent
on Western financial support for decades, particu-
larly through International Financial Institutions
(IFIs), which has been conditioned on drastic stru-
ctural adjustment programmes, including austerity
measures, cuts in social safety nets, and the privati-
sation of key sectors of the economy. One of the key
structural adjustments initiated by IFIs in Ukraine
was the creation of a land market and deregulati-
on of the agricultural sector to improve the sector’s
productivity and access to finance.

Thouse corporations are protecting their invest-
ments in land that was originally considered Rus-
sian but was transferred to Kiev by Soviet leaders
who assumed Russia and Ukraine would always be
part of USSR.

It has become clear that this conflict is a compre-
hensive economic, financial, and armed war betwe-
en the West and Russia, led by the United States and

Great Britain, with Ukraine used as a “proxy” The
West has imposed more than 18,000 sanctions aga-
inst Russia, aiming to cripple its economy. Meanw-
hile, over the past two and a half years, U.S. and E.U.
have provided Ukraine with extensive financial and
military assistance.

NATO supports Ukrainian army with battlefield
intelligence, satellite surveillance, and Starlink com-
munications from Elon Musk. The West has supp-
lied Ukraine with tanks, combat vehicles, Patriot air
defense systems, anti-tank weapons, cruise missiles,
and millions of rounds of ammunition. Western
special forces are present on the ground.

An intercepted recording from February 19,
2024, of a conversation between General Ingo Ger-
hartz, commander-in-chief of German Luftwaffe,
and four officers discussing plans to destroy Kerch
Bridge in Crimea with Taurus missiles, further pro-
ves the close collaboration between Western armies
and Ukraine. NATO views the war in Ukraine as an
opportunity to inflict a “strategic defeat” on Russia
and weaken it, as U.S. Secretary of Defense Lloyd
Austin has stated.

A recent New York Times article, confirmed that
American intelligence agencies provide informati-
on for targeted missile strikes, which have resulted
in casualties not only in Donbas but also among
civilians in Russia. Foreign instructors are also ai-
ding Ukrainian forces by monitoring Russian troop
movements and maintaining spy networks (NYT,
2024).

However, this partnership predates the current
conflict. The article provided evidence that after
2014, CIA established 12 secret bases along the
Russian border to train Ukrainian soldiers and ne-
0-Nazi battalions for a future war with Russia. To-
day, Ukraine has become one of Washington’s most
important intelligence and military partners in the

conflict with Russia. So, who is the real aggressor?




Will Russia lose the war?

Another myth is that the situation on the battle-
field is at an impasse and that Russia will ultimately
lose the war. This is also not true. After the failure of
Ukrainian counteroffensive in the summer of 2023,
Russian forces have been advancing along the front
line. According to the Russian Ministry of Defense,
Ukrainian Armed Forces are losing 800 to 1,000 sol-
diers daily, along with over 100 units of weapons and
equipment. While official data on Russian casualties
are not reported, estimates based on obituaries and
publicly available information suggest that around
45,000 Russian soldiers have died in the two years of
the war. In contrast, Ukraine has lost approximately
450,000 to 500,000 soldiers. No army can sustain
such losses. Russia is winning this war.
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Is Russia Unwilling to Negotiate?

The fourth myth claims that Russia is not ready
to negotiate. However, one must ask: What was
Boris Johnson doing in Kiev? In March 2022, just
a month after the war began, a bilateral agreement
was initialed in Istanbul between the warring par-
ties, potentially ending the conflict on very favo-
rable terms for Ukraine. Russian President Vla-
dimir Putin confirmed this in an interview with
Tucker Carlson in February 2024.

An article in New York Times on June 15, 2024,
published a 17-page draft of the Treaty on Perma-
nent Neutrality and Security Guarantees of Ukrai-
ne (NYT, 2024a). This draft, prepared during nego-
tiations between Kiev and Moscow, was confirmed

authentic by negotiators and people close to them.

Vladimir Putin visits Western Military District training ground in Ryazan region on October 20, 2022
(Photo: Xinhua, 2023).
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The document outlined that if Ukraine agreed to perma-
nent neutrality, it could still join E.U. The treaty’s gua-
rantors would include the five permanent members of
the UN Security Council, including Russia, who would
provide security and neutrality guarantees to Ukraine.

The NYT publication indicated that Moscow sought
consensus from all guarantors, including Russia, before
providing assistance to Ukraine in case of aggression.
This demand reportedly disrupted the agreement, as
mentioned by a member of Ukrainian delegation. Anot-
her negotiator, Denis Kireev, was killed in Kiev by Secu-
rity Service of Ukraine (SBU) in March 2022, suspected
of betrayal. An anonymous former American official
told Foreign Affairs magazine that Ukraine did not con-
sult US. before reaching preliminary agreements with
Russia in Istanbul in March 2022.

Ukrainian politician David Arakhamia revealed in
November 2023 that former British Prime Minister Bo-
ris Johnson played a role in Kiev’s decision to end ne-
gotiations with Russia. Arakhamia, who led Ukrainian
delegation in the spring of 2022, recounted that Johnson
visited Kiev after Istanbul talks and advised against sig-
ning any agreement with Russia, urging instead to con-
tinue fighting (TASS, 2024). Johnson later dismissed cla-
ims of his involvement in breaking down negotiations as
“Russian propaganda” (Kyivpost, 2024).

Following Johnson’s departure from Kiev, a bloody
provocation in Bucha, organized by mercenaries of pri-
vate foreign military companies under Western and Uk-
rainian special services’ leadership, led to Kiev’s refusal
to sign a peace agreement with Russia. After Bucha, Ze-
lensky signed a decree banning peace talks with Russia.

So, who is really unwilling to negotiate?
Does Russia Want to Start a Nuclear War?
The fifth myth is that Russia wants to start a nucle-

ar war. At the onset of the special military operation,

Russia’s three goals were clearly stated: the protecti-

on of Russian-speaking population of Donbass, the
demilitarization, and the denazification of Ukraine.
Despite this, Western politicians and corporate media
portray the Kremlin as an aggressor with ambitions
beyond Ukraine, threatening Europe with nuclear we-
apons.

To understand the reality, one must analyze stra-
tegic documents related to the nuclear doctrines of
United States and Russia. The publicly available parts
of these documents reveal significant differences. Rus-
sia’s nuclear doctrine, outlined in Presidential Decree
Ne355 on 06/02/2020, defines the specific conditions
under which it would use nuclear weapons:

o If Russia receives reliable information about bal-
listic missile launches targeting its territory and/or
that of its allies.

« If an enemy uses nuclear or other weapons of
mass destruction against Russia and/or its allies.

o If the enemy attacks Russia’s critical state or mili-
tary facilities, potentially triggering retaliatory actions
by Russian nuclear forces (Kremlin, 2020).

This clear and specific policy contrasts with the
narrative that Russia is eager to initiate a nuclear
conflict. The document does not specify which sta-
tes Russia might target with nuclear weapons, leaving
that decision to the president, who may inform other
countries or international organizations if necessary.

In contrast, U.S. nuclear doctrine, as outlined in
Nuclear Posture Review published by the Pentagon
on October 27, 2022, focuses on Russia, China, and
North Korea (NPR, 2023). The document states that
U.S. has led efforts to reduce the role and number of
nuclear weapons for decades, citing treaties such as
the 1991 Strategic Offensive Arms Reduction Treaty
(START) and New START Treaty of 2010. These trea-
ties have significantly reduced the number of nuclear
warheads and eliminated shorter-range nuclear wea-
pons from U.S. arsenal.

Despite initial cooperation, U.S. is now concer-




ned about Russia’s modernization of its strategic and
non-strategic nuclear weapons, attributing this shift
to NATO’s continuous expansion toward Russia’s bor-
ders, which Moscow sees as a threat to its national se-
curity.

U.S. strategic documents do not clearly indicate the
conditions under which U.S. would use nuclear wea-
pons. In contrast, Russia’s nuclear doctrine explicitly
states that nuclear weapons can be used in response
to an attack with nuclear or other weapons of mass
destruction or a conventional attack threatening the
state’s existence.

Five Critical Mistakes by the West

Due to these misconceptions surrounding Ukraini-
an crisis, Western countries have made five critical
mistakes:

1.Ignoring the 2014 Ukrainian Coup: The West
did not respond to the coup in Ukraine, despite
France, Germany, and Poland acting as guarantors
of agreements between the Ukrainian government
and the opposition.

2.Not Recognizing Crimeas Change in Status:
The West refused to acknowledge Crimea and Se-
vastopol’s change in status following the 2014 coup.
The regions’ fates were decided by residents through
a referendum, not by Russian authorities.

3.Ignoring Civil War in Southern Ukraine: The
West overlooked the civil war and its casualties in
southern Ukraine. Many countries refused to ack-
nowledge the conflict, mirroring the stance of many
Russian liberals since 2014.

4.Dismissing Russias Concerns in 2021: The
West ignored Russias list of “red lines” provided by
the Russian Foreign Ministry, missing the last chan-
ce to prevent the war.

5.Rejecting Putins Peace Plan: The most signifi-

cant mistake was the West’s refusal to accept Putin’s
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peace plan for resolving the Ukrainian conflict. An-
nounced on June 14, before the summit on Ukraine
in Switzerland, the plan called for the withdrawal
of Ukrainian troops from certain regions and Kiev’s
rejection of NATO membership.

In summary, the West’s actions and missteps have
fueled the ongoing conflict and economic tensions,

rather than fostering peace and stability.
Is Russia Ready to Negotiate?

According to many Russian commentators, adop-
ting Russias peace plan would completely end the
conflict in Ukraine, not just lead to a temporary truce.
However, White House dismissed the plan as lacking
common sense, and Ukrainian President Zelensky
called it an untrustworthy ultimatum.

A definitive resolution to the war in Ukraine se-
ems possible only when the collective West agrees to
Russia’s proposal for a new European security system,
including guarantees to halt NATO expansion, and
engages in negotiations.

In early July, Kiev expressed dissatisfaction with the
promises made at NATO summit in Vilnius in 2023,
seeking firm confirmation of its inevitable NATO
membership. Despite this, the declaration from the
crucial NATO summit in Washington from July 9 to
11, while affirming Ukraine’s “irreversible path” to
NATO, stated that an invitation to join would only be
extended once all necessary conditions are met. These
conditions are not expected to be fulfilled soon, mea-
ning Ukraine will likely continue its conflict with Rus-
sia for the promise of eventual NATO membership.

Bill Evers from Independent Institute shared his
opinion with RIA Novosti on the sidelines of the Re-
publican congress, that if Donald Trump were to be-
come U.S. president, Ukraine would not join NATO,
citing the ongoing conflict and the implications of
NATO?’s collective defense agreement (RA, 2024).
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NATO's Stance on Russia

NATO summit’s declaration identified Russia as the
main threat to alliance members, stating the conflict in
Ukraine has undermined global security (NATO, 2024).
NATO remains open to communication with Moscow to
minimize risks and prevent escalation. The alliance an-
nounced new support measures for Ukraine, including
40 billion euros by 2025, a mission to train Ukrainian mi-
litary personnel, and the appointment of a senior NATO
civilian representative for Kiev. Aegis Ashore base in Po-
land will also enhance air and missile defense efforts.

At the summit, NATO leaders condemned Russia’s
“irresponsible nuclear rhetoric,” including its deploy-
ment of nuclear weapons in Belarus, as strategic intimi-
dation. However, Russias actions mirror NATO’s longs-
tanding practices. Christensen Foundation reports that
approximately 200 B-61 nuclear bombs are stationed at
seven NATO airbases, including Tiirkiye’s Incirlik Air
Base (CACN, 2023). US. has consistently withdrawn
from European arms control treaties and has yet to ratify
Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty, which Russia
ratified in 2000 but withdrew from last year in response
to U.S. inaction.

The final declaration of NATO summit highlighted
the alliance’s plans to expand cooperation in the Bal-
kans and the Black Sea and to strengthen its presence in
Middle East and Africa. NATO Secretary General Jens
Stoltenberg emphasized that the alliance is intensifying
collaboration with Indo-Pacific partners and European
Union in response to the growing influence of Russia,
China, Iran, and North Korea. However, this approach
is based on the rules established by a diminishing world
hegemon rather than international law.

Stoltenberg also noted that China plays a significant
role in Russia’s war against Ukraine. It is worth noting
that the position of NATO Secretary General, which
Stoltenberg will soon vacate, was created to facilitate po-
litical dialogue and cooperation among member states,

a role that military leaders could not adequately fulfill.
Despite the prominence of many past Secretaries Gene-
ral, the role lacks voting power in North Atlantic Council
and is limited to fostering cooperation and representing
the alliance’s statements.

Lord Peter Carrington, who led NATO from 1984 to
1988, expressed disappointment with the role due to its
lack of real authority. Interestingly, any EU citizen can be
appointed as NATO Secretary General, while the positi-
on of NATO Commander-in-Chief of Allied Forces in
Europe is reserved for a U.S. military officer.

Another notable detail is that B-61 nuclear bomb sto-
rage facilities in NATO countries are guarded exclusively
by U.S. special forces, with only American personnel ha-
ving access. This raises questions about the sovereignty
of NATO member states regarding the deployment and
use of nuclear weapons.

Taiwan and Ukraine: Parallels and U.S.
Actions

NATO summit’s declaration expressed deep concern
over the strategic partnership between Moscow and Bei-
jing (NATO, 2024). This partnership has roots in histori-
cal and geopolitical factors, similar to the situation in Ta-
iwan. Taiwan, historically part of China, was occupied by
Japan in 1895 but was returned to China after World War
II. The international community recognizes Taiwan as
part of China, with 161 countries acknowledging Peop-
le’s Republic of China as the sole legitimate government.

The Taiwan issue emerged from Chinese civil war and
U.S. intervention. In 1950, President Truman declared
that U.S. would prevent any attack on Taiwan, leading to
U.S. military support for the island. Despite U.S’s recog-
nition of only one China in diplomatic agreements after
1972, recent U.S. actions, such as increased arms supplies
to Taiwan and legislative moves to elevate its diplomatic
status, mirror the provocative actions taken before Rus-

sia’s invasion of Ukraine.




In mid-July, China’s Foreign Ministry criticized a U.S.
bill signed by President Biden that addresses Tibetan-C-
hinese dispute. The bill, which recognizes the concept
of “Greater Tibet” and urges U.S. government to coun-
ter misinformation about Tibet, was deemed by China
as undermining its national interests and violating U.S.
obligations. Chinese government views the bill as a se-
rious interference in its internal affairs and has formally
protested against it, asserting that it sends a problematic
signal to Tibetan independence advocates.

Chinese Foreign Ministry has called on United States
to adhere to its commitment to recognize Tibet as part
of China and to refrain from supporting Tibetan inde-
pendence (PRC Embassy, 2024). A Ministry representa-
tive warned that continued U.S. actions seen as arbitrary
could prompt China to take decisive steps to protect its
sovereignty, security, and developmental interests. Nati-
onal People’s Congress and Tibet Autonomous Regions
regional legislature have also issued strong condemnati-
ons of U.S. actions.

U.S. Economic Strategy Against China

United States has launched an economic offensive
against China, aiming to hinder its technological prog-
ress by pressuring European, South Korean, and Japane-
se companies to halt investments in China. Meanwhile,
Washington plans to shift microchip production from
Taiwan to U.S., with a $20 billion investment in Intel to
build chip manufacturing facilities in Arizona, Ohio,
New Mexico, and Oregon.

However, challenges abound. US. lacks the techni-
cal infrastructure and skilled workforce needed for chip
production. This has led to delays and criticism, as seen
with TSMC’s difficulties in Arizona. The opening of
Samsung’s factory in Texas has also been postponed to
2025, with South Korean and Taiwanese firms bringing
their own engineers, which has sparked protests from

American trade unions.
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A blockade of Taiwan could trigger a severe global
chip shortage and impact the world economy. U.S. is also
implementing a strategy to encircle China with allied
states, including Japan, Australia, Guam, and South Ko-
rea, equipping them with advanced weapons similar to
those provided to Ukraine.

Chinas military exercises have grown increasingly
extensive in response to U.S. policies. Analysts from The
Rand Corporation predict that a naval blockade of Ta-
iwan could be a likely outcome if tensions escalate. China
has demonstrated its capability to rapidly deploy ships
and bombers to Taiwan, potentially leaving U.S. unable
to respond in time. Taiwan's dependence on energy im-
ports and Democratic Progressive Party’s green agenda,
which includes closing nuclear power plants, could leave
the island vulnerable in a major conflict.

China is aware that any military action against Taiwan
could lead to economic sanctions similar to those impo-
sed on Russia, which could severely impact its economy
and potentially trigger a global economic downturn.

Despite these challenges, Washington anticipates that
China may initiate conflict over Taiwan by 2027. Penta-
gon, however, recognizes its unpreparedness for direct
confrontation with China, given China’s rapid military
advancements. U.S. might risk its entire Pacific fleet to
break a blockade militarily, and there are plans to use Ja-
pan as a strategic asset against China, though this raises

concerns about Japan's role.
U.S.-China Relations and BRICS

Russian President Vladimir Putin and Chinese Presi-
dent Xi Jinping have emphasized the strength of their bi-
lateral relationship, describing it as the best in history. Xi
has called for greater influence from developing count-
ries in global affairs and highlighted the importance of
Russian-Chinese relations. Putin invited Xi to BRICS
summit in Kazan this October, and China was the first

country visited by Russia’s President after his re-election.
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The strengthening of ties between Russia and China is leading more Asian countries to seek BRICS
membership (Photo: Xinhua, 2022).

After the start of Russian military operation, China
provided Russia with the unprecedented for any of its
neighbor’s level of support at the mass media and in the
social networks. The conclusion, that Beijing recognizes
Russia’s victory in Ukraine as its own, could be made
only from this incredible fact.

In the economic sphere, the trade turnover between
China and Ukraine has fallen since 2021, not to mention
the multi-fold increase in the supply of dual-use produ-
cts from China to Russia.

“The political interaction between Russia and China
is solid and constantly evolving. In the current difficult
international conditions of external interference and
resistance, China is ready for cooperation between the
two countries to be aimed at striving for permanent go-
od-neighborliness and friendship, to support and pro-
tect each other’s basic interests,’- said Chinese Foreign
Minister Wang Yi (Ws China-Embassy, 2024).

In July, China and Russia began joint military exerci-
ses, with further exercises taking place in Belarus. Blo-
omberg reported that the strengthening ties between

Russia and China are leading more Asian countries to

seek BRICS membership. Xi Jinping has urged develo-
ping countries to take a more prominent role in inter-
national affairs and to counteract U.S. influence globally.

On July 8, Speaker of U.S. House of Representatives
Mike Johnson announced that Congress is set to enact a
substantial legislative package aimed at countering Chi-
na by the end of 2024. Johnson described China as “the
greatest threat to global peace,” emphasizing the need
for Congress to use “all available tools” to address this
challenge.

Johnson characterized China as leading an “axis of
adversaries” that includes Russia, Iran, North Korea, Ve-
nezuela, and Cuba, alleging that Beijing exerts influence
over these nations to undermine U.S. global influence.
This marks the first time in U.S. doctrinal documents
that specific countries have been labeled as primary ad-

versaries.
Iran’s Foreign Policy Vision

Iranian President-elect Masoud Pezeshkian has

outlined his foreign policy vision in an article titled




“My Message to the New World” (Parstoday, 2024).
Pezeshkian emphasized Iran’s commitment to fos-
tering a “strong region” without any single country
dominating others. He highlighted the enduring sup-
port from China and Russia during challenging times,
and expressed Iran’s intention to prioritize coopera-
tion with these nations, particularly within the fra-
meworks of BRICS, Shanghai Cooperation Organiza-
tion (SCO), and Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU).

Regional Integration and International
Cooperation

The Belt and Road Initiative

After a long break, on October 18, 2023, Beijing hos-
ted the 3rd Forum dedicated to the 10th anniversary of
Chinese One Belt, One Road initiative, which means con-
necting Asia with Africa and Europe through land and
sea routes in order to deepen regional integration, deve-
lop trade and stimulate economic growth. In his keynote
speech, Chinese President Xi Jinping outlined new me-
asures to further develop the integration initiative (Bel-
tandroadforum, 2023).

He said that to support this initiative, the Chinese De-
velopment Bank and Eximbank of China will open new
financing lines worth 350 billion yuan (about $48.5 billi-
on) each. Silk Road Fund will be replenished by another
80 billion yuan. According to the State Administration of
Financial Regulation of People’s Republic of China, over
the past 10 years, China’s financial structures have alloca-
ted more than five trillion yuan (about $690 billion) for
lending to projects under the Belt and Road. At the same
time, it is emphasized that the vast majority of loans are
commercial, not government. This refutes popular claims
in the West that China is trying to lure sovereign partners
in the program into a debt trap.

According to Xi Jinping, China will continue to acti-

vely promote the expansion of infrastructure connectivity
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in Eurasia and beyond. Chinese President stressed that
infrastructural interconnectedness is one of the pillars of
the development of an open international economy. He
confirmed that China will continue to open up more to
international trade and investment. According to Chine-
se head of state, in 2024-2028, the total volume of China’s
foreign trade turnover will exceed $32 trillion dollars, and
cross-border trade in services - $5 trillion.

Summing up the development of Belt and Road over
the past decade, Chinese President noted: “The sketch of
the painting has already been done - we are moving on to
carefully writing out its details... the initiative is filled with
both practical projects and institutional components.”

Xi Jinping also outlined five areas of work:

« Political coordination

« construction of a unified road network

« Elimination of trade barriers to stimulate trade

« switching to settlement in national currencies to inc-
rease foreign exchange flows

« Strengthening direct ties between peoples.

Speaking about the upcoming “golden decade” of
OBOR, Xi confirmed that the initiative will continue to
develop on the unchanging principles of joint planning,
joint construction and joint use. Chinese leader noted, -

“There will be no place for block confrontation and
geopolitical games, unilateral sanctions, economic black-
mail and attempts at separation’”

Xi added that the ancient Silk Road has proved that
development and prosperity were achieved “not by war
horses and long spears, but by camel caravans and goods;
not by warships, but by merchant ships and friendship”.

Eurasian Economic Union

EAEU (Eurasian Economic Union), along with SCO
(Shanghai Cooperation Organization) and BRICS, is pi-
votal in shaping a new multipolar world amid global frag-
mentation. These organizations are key in establishing a

comprehensive framework for regional integration.
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In Eurasian region, EAEU represents the first tier of
integration. Comprising Armenia, Belarus, Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan, and Russia, EAEU operates within a comp-
lex and turbulent environment marked by issues such as
resource distribution, radicalism, terrorism, drug traffic-
king, and corruption. Progress in integration is slow due
to these complexities. Nevertheless, the leaders of Cent-
ral Asian countries and Russia recognize that collabora-
tive efforts are essential for survival and influence in the
global arena. They also view Ukraine’s role as a proxy for
NATO under U.S. influence and are keen to avoid beco-
ming a tool in a conflict against Russia.

Trade and economic cooperation are central to EA-
EU’s agenda, with synchronized legislation and develo-
ping regional logistics. Collective Security Treaty Orga-
nization (CSTO), which includes EAEU member states
along with Tajikistan and Uzbekistan, plays a role in
regional security. Member states are committed to resol-
ving disputes peacefully and avoiding military alliances
or actions against each other. In the event of a collective
security system being established in Europe and Asia,

member states will engage in immediate consultations.
The Role of the SCO as a Power Center

The second level of regional integration is represen-
ted by Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO), whi-
ch includes India, Iran, Kazakhstan, China, Kyrgyzstan,
Pakistan, Russia, Tajikistan, and Uzbekistan. The recent
SCO summit in Astana on July 3-4, 2024 marked a sig-
nificant geopolitical moment, as Belarus became the first
European country to join the organization, expanding its
membership to ten.

The summit was characterized by strict adherence to
protocol, with no English signage, as the SCO uses Rus-
sian and Chinese as its official languages. The decision
to exclude English was explained as a reflection of SCO’s
serious and rule-bound nature, symbolizing the end of

unipolarity, as noted by a French journalist.

SCO, despite its diverse and sometimes contradictory
membership, serves as a forum to address differences,
conflicts, and modern challenges. Key discussions at the
summit included:

1.Security and Stability: Emphasis on countering ter-
rorism, extremism, organized crime, drug trafficking,
and cybercrimes.

2.Eurasian Security Architecture: Adoption of Russi-
as proposal for a unified Eurasian security framework,
echoing earlier proposals that were ignored by Washin-
gton and Brussels.

3.Economic Cooperation: Expansion of trade, remo-
val of trade barriers, and establishment of joint ventures,
including the creation of an SCO Investment Fund.

4.Energy Collaboration: Strengthening energy coo-
peration, advancing green economy initiatives, and en-
suring energy security.

5.Digital Sphere: Enhancing cooperation in digital
technologies.

6.Ecology: Designation of 2024 as SCO Year of Eco-
logy, with a focus on environmental cooperation.

7.Cultural and Humanitarian Ties: Promotion of cul-
tural and humanitarian connections, reflecting the regi-
onss rich history and traditions.

8.0rganizational Improvements: Efforts to refine the
SCO’s structure and activities.

The potential for integrating SCO economies into a
unified market depends on balancing common goals
with individual member interests. All SCO members
and their dialogue partners agree on the need for a new
security system extending from Europe to Eurasia.

Astana summit was attended by UN Secretary-Ge-
neral Antonio Guterres. For the first time, an SCO-plus
meeting was held, including heads of observer states
(Mongolia) and dialogue partners (Azerbaijan, Qatar,
UAE, Tiirkiye), along with representatives from interna-
tional organizations such as UN, CICA, ECO, and CIS.

Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan participa-
ted in all major sessions of Astana summit as a dialogue
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Figure 1. Global Trade of SCO Member Countries (2001-2020)
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Overall trend of SCO global trade has shown steady growth, although fluctuations in some years due to the
impact of various crisis periods (Figure: Yu Peng/CGTN, 2022).

partner and held bilateral meetings with various leaders.
Although Tiirkiye is a NATO member and not part of
SCO, Erdogan showed significant interest in the SCO’s
vision of a pan-Eurasian security framework.

Following the summit, Dmitry Peskov, the press
secretary for President of Russia, commented on Tiirki-
ye's potential accession to SCO. He noted that Tiirkiye’s
commitments and position as a NATO member present
contradictions with the principles outlined in SCO’s core
documents.

Some observers label SCO as “Asian NATO;” but this
characterization misrepresents the organization. Unlike
NATO, SCO is not a military alliance; it was founded
to combat terrorism, separatism, and extremism and
has evolved into a geo-economic cooperation body. At
the summit, significant time was devoted to discussing
transportation corridors, highlighting the importance of
logistical integration from a geo-economic perspective.

SCO members condemned the situation in Gaza
and affirmed the necessity of establishing a Palestinian

state. However, they avoided using the term “genocide,’
in contrast to the official statements of Russia, Iran, and
China. SCO’s stance reflects a broader critique of an in-
ternational order manipulated by dominant powers to
justify actions contrary to UN Charter and international

law.
Key Outcomes of Astana Summit

1. Establishment of SCO Anti-Drug Center: Located
in Dushanbe, this center will focus on combating drug
trafficking.

2. Support for Kazakhstan’s Initiatives: Endorsement
of Kazakhstan’s proposal for a UN Regional Center for
Sustainable Development Goals for Central Asia and
Afghanistan, to be based in Almaty.

3. Proposal for Biological Safety: Kazakhstans Presi-
dent Kassym-Jomart Tokayev proposed the creation of
an International Agency for Biological Safety in Almaty,
accountable to UN Security Council.
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4. Rejection of Protectionism: SCO and its mem-
bers opposed protectionist measures, unilateral sanc-
tions, and trade restrictions, advocating for a fair, inc-
lusive, and multilateral trading system.

5. Adoption of Astana Declaration: The summit
saw the adoption of 25 documents, including Asta-
na Declaration “On World Unity for Just Peace and
Harmony, initiated by Kazakhstan. Nurlan Yermek-
bayev was appointed as SCO Secretary General for
2025-2027, and China will assume SCO presidency
for 2024-2025. Chinese President Xi Jinping’s visit to
Kazakhstan coincided with the summit, resulting in
over 30 cooperation agreements between China and
Kazakhstan.

Central Asia’s growing prominence within SCO hi-
ghlights the region’s increasing importance in the or-
ganization’s activities and future development.

Organization of Turkic States

For sure, for someone who knows that Central Asian
countries, which are members of both - Organization of
Turkic States (OTS) and Collective Security Treaty Or-
ganization (CSTO), it is clear that those countries are
also experiencing some doubts when it comes to idea of
creating a unified “Turkic army”.

The question immediately arises, how quickly, for
example, Tiirkiye, which does not direct borders with
Central Asian countries, would react in the event of
some enemy invasion of this region?

Indeed, for example, in January 2022, during the
coup attempted in Kazakhstan, it took for Ankara seve-
ral days to make an official statement only to support the
governance of legitimate President Kassym-Jomart To-
kayev and condemn the looting and killing the solders
of National Guard, committed by “peaceful protesters’.

While CSTO, from the moment when Kazakh Head
of State’s officially appealed to the organization for the
military assistance, has managed to transfer more than
two thousand military personnel and 250 pieces of mili-

tary technical equipment from Russia, Belarus, Tadjikis-
tan and Kyrgyzstan to Almaty within 6 hours.

And the second question is follows - against which
state is the formation of the so-called “Turkic army” di-
rected? After all, according to CSTO Charter, the parti-
cipating states, including the members of OTS, will not
join military alliances or take part in any groupings of
states, as well as in actions directed against another par-
ticipating state.

Another sensitive topic of OTS, which raises more
questions, is the adoption of a common alphabet. Is a
common alphabet implie the adoption of a common
language? In this casehich, which of Turkic languages
exactly will be unified into the one common? Which
alphabet will be used? Latin, Cyrillic or ancient Runic?
Or Turkish, which is Ataturk-modified version of the
Old Ottoman language? Or Kazakh, which is the ances-
tor of all Turkic languages, including the language of the
Seljuks and Oguzes, who migrated from Great Steppe
to Anatolia in the result of tribal wars? Or the language
of one of the peoples of Altai, the ancestral homeland
of all Turks, and which is currently part of Russian Fe-
deration?

And, are other Turkic peoples ready to add to or re-
move from their alphabets the letters and sounds, which
do not exist in theirs, but without which is impossible to
express themselves in other languages? Such as, 9, H, f,
Y, ¥, K 6, for example, in Kazakh language?

So, it seems, that the creation of OTS,which arose on
the basis of Nakhichevan Declaration in 2009, is a great
idea of uniting Turkic peoples for interaction in com-
mon projects of the economic, customs and transport
cooperation, healthcare, education, tourism, agricultu-
re, energy, humanitarian sphere, interaction between
Muslim religious institutions and migration policy. And
the goals of OTS are officially proclaimed already: stren-
gthening friendship and good neighborliness between
Turkic countries, peace and security in the region and
around the world. In this capacity, the organization can
really bring a lot of benefits to the region.




Global Integration and BRICS

BRICS alliance represents the third stage in the global
integration of the “world majority; initially established in
June 2006 during St. Petersburg Economic Forum with
Brazil, Russia, India, and China participating. South Afri-
ca later joined the group. As of January 1, 2024, the BRICS
has expanded to include United Arab Emirates (UAE), Sa-
udi Arabia, Ethiopia, Egypt, and Iran.

BRICS membership is growing, with 40 countries exp-
ressing interest and over 20 submitting official applicati-
ons. However, the process of admitting new members is
currently on hold until a clearer procedure is defined. Me-
anwhile, two new categories, “Partner States” and “BRI-
CS-Plus;” have been introduced for prospective members.
The organization lacks a permanent leadership structure,
rotating its presidency annually among member states.

In 2024, BRICS+ bloc encompasses approximately 3.5
billion people, or 46% of the global population, and holds
45% of the world’s land area. The group represents about
46% of global GDP, 25% of global trade, 32% of global na-
tural gas production, 43% of crude oil reserves, and 38%
of oil imports. Recognizing the challenges of acting uni-
laterally against globalist agendas, member states are uni-
ting within various multilateral frameworks to establish
new norms based on mutual respect.

Both SCO and BRICS share similar goals, though the
SCO focuses on Eurasia, while BRICS operates on a global
scale. These organizations, alongside entities like EAEU,
SCO-10, BRICS-10, China’s One Belt, One Road project,
CICA, and Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank, emp-
hasize the importance of UN Charter and international
law. Collectively, they contribute to the formation of a uni-
ted Eurasia.

Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modf’s visit to Russia
was a significant event. India, part of Global South along
with countries such as Tiirkiye, Iran, Yemen, and Indone-
sia, engaged in discussions with President Vladimir Putin
on three key issues: establishing a payment system alter-
native to SWIFT for bilateral transactions, enhancing mi-
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litary-technical cooperation with potential joint producti-
on of weapons, and advancing International North-South
Transport Corridor. Contrary to some expectations, Modi
also actively discussed the development of Eurasian secu-
rity system, underscoring India’s role as an independent
actor in the new multipolar world.

Managing BRICS, which lacks a clear structure, pre-
sents its own challenges. However, member countries
are moving towards creating their own parliament and
payment system. The outdated Bretton Woods financial
system faces pressures from rising economic costs linked
to climate change, high interest rates, U.S. protectionism,
and global debt. According to Foreign Policy, G7’s actions,
including the transfer of $50 billion in aid and the seizure
of Russian assets, are undermining the international fi-
nancial system's legitimacy. This move may prompt Global
South countries to reconsider their reliance on the dollar
and euro.

The European banking sector, concerned about po-
tential investor backlash, was initially resistant to trans-
ferring profits from frozen Russian assets. Nevertheless,
the recent EU summit decision to allocate 90% of these
proceeds to Ukraine for weapons, with 10% reserved for
unforeseen expenses and taxes, has proceeded. This shift
further pressures BRICS nations to strengthen their fi-
nancial institutions and macroeconomic cooperation. In
response, BRICS countries are developing an alternative
payment system to challenge the dominance of U.S. dollar.
For example, Iran has integrated its payment systems with
Russias, and India plans to link its RuPay system with the
same Russian network.

Alternative Perspectives on Global
Integration

Countries rich in mineral resources are increasingly
hesitant to accept unsecured American currency for their
goods. Historical events, such as the overthrow of Saddam
Hussein and Muammar Gaddafi—of whom proposed

selling oil for a “gold dinar”—served as stark warnings.
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Their subsequent downfall and the devastation of their
nations have prompted others to unite in resistance aga-
inst what they perceive as dollar dominance.

Financial analysts point out that BRICS nations face
significant challenges in establishing a new payment sys-
tem. These challenges include the relatively weak and
non-convertible currencies of member states, which
have depreciated against the dollar over the past five ye-
ars. However, proponents of de-dollarization argue that
the primary goal is to enhance the convertibility of these
currencies. Hence, BRICS countries are increasing their
trade in national currencies to boost this effort.

BRICS bloc asserts that its aim is not to eliminate the
dollar but to level the playing field, making it just one
of many global currencies rather than a dominant for-
ce. US. Treasury Secretary Janet Yellen has acknowle-
dged that the dollar’s global appeal is diminishing due
to sanctions against Russia. She expressed concern over
de-dollarization, noting that the aggressive measures ta-
ken against Russia have unsettled major reserve-holding
nations. Although Global South has not entirely abando-
ned the dollar, many countries are seeking alternatives
for international transactions. Yellen also highlighted
that while the dollar currently maintains its dominance,

its future is uncertain (Globaltimes, 2024).
Evaluating BRICS and U.S. Relations

American researchers have developed a BRICS Con-
vergence Index to gauge the alignment of BRICS countries
policies. This index assesses three main areas: institutio-
nal efficiency, interstate and transnational communicati-
on, and intra-block intergovernmental cooperation. The
study, which analyzed joint declarations, expert reports,
and official statements, revealed that convergence among
BRICS nations has increased significantly since 2009, with
institutional efficiency rising from 6% to 48.6%, and inte-
rethnic communication reaching 93.7% by 2021.

Comparisons between BRICS and U.S. policy positi-

ons show that while there is broad agreement on many
issues, differences have emerged, especially during Do-
nald Trump’s presidency, which saw a shift in U.S. policies
on WTO and climate change that diverged from BRICS
priorities.

Some view BRICS as a “counter-hegemonic bloc”
opposing a unipolar US-led world, but this characteriza-
tion might be premature. Nonetheless, the organization
is making notable progress and demonstrating positive
development dynamics.

While SCO and BRICS have different histories, eco-
nomies, and objectives, they share a common goal: to
build a new, fair, and secure world based on sovereig-
nty and mutual respect. Future consolidation of these
two organizations might be possible, given their similar
objectives to provide alternatives to Western economic

systems.
Conclusion

The era of “Western universalism” or “Western liberal
supremacy, as articulated by Francis Fukuyama, appe-
ars to be faltering. For nearly 30 years, global affairs were
largely dictated by the U.S. and multinational corpora-
tions. The prospect of U.S. losing its dominance in eco-
nomics, finance, and technology, much like the decline
of Pax Britannica in the 20th century, is becoming more
tangible.

We are witnessing a transformative period where te-
chnological advancements are leading to greater global
interconnectedness. This shift is challenging the traditi-
onal unipolar model and questioning the role of Wes-
tern-led globalization. The pandemic highlighted the
efficacy of centralized state management compared to li-
beral democratic systems, with countries demonstrating
greater resilience and social justice through mutual aid.

The so-called autocracies, such as Russia, China, and
Iran, have adapted more effectively to crises, developing

new transport corridors and navigating the logistics




challenges exacerbated by the pandemic and Western
sanctions. The global focus on human rights, often criti-
cized as overly intrusive and driven by ideological agen-
das, has sparked ethical concerns in traditional societies.

The ongoing global confrontation, driven by Western
interests in resource control and geopolitical influence,
has shifted from what was once seen as a path to liberati-
on towards a broader conflict. This evolving dynamic su-
ggests that the pursuit of global dominance may be lea-
ding us closer to a larger-scale confrontation, rather than
achieving the liberation promised by Western ideals.

Amidst these shifts, populations previously influen-
ced by neoliberalism—for about 30 years aligned their
national identities with Western ideals and sought to
emulate foreign values and cultures—now reevaluating
their perspectives. Being part of the neoliberal world is
increasingly seen not as a privilege but as an imposed
burden that undermines their national identity.

Countries in Global South are recognizing the need
to establish new frameworks in this emerging world or-
der. They are eager to collaborate on the basis of princip-
les such as openness, inclusivity, equality, mutual respect,
solidarity, consensus, and mutually beneficial coopera-
tion.

Furthermore, few acknowledge the key figures dri-
ving these historical transformations. These are indivi-
duals who stand out as true national elites—indepen-
dent thinkers, dedicated military personnel, insightful
state and religious leaders, members of intelligence and
special services, scientists, social activists, humanists,
and philanthropists. They possess critical thinking, a
deep sense of responsibility for their societies and the
world, and a strong commitment to social justice, com-
bined with kindness and compassion.

These individuals form a global network of influence,
akin to a vast, interconnected lattice across the planet.
Their efforts are pushing back against the notion of the
end of history, offering humanity a chance to continue

evolving and thriving. &
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