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Collapse of international order, or a Controlled chaos? 

Dr. Alexander Kouzminov 

 

Introduction 

Modernity is mistakenly perceived as a series of chaotic crises, random conflicts and arbitrary 
decisions of individual leaders. In fact, humanity lives at a historical point similar to the Middle 
Ages, when eternal institutions collapsed, empires disappeared, and new centres of power are 
starting to merge. 

A very important process has begun in the world – the era of global economic, political and social 
change.  This transformation could take several decades of – war, famine, and disease.  The 
change in world order at first happens slowly, and then gains speed in leaps.  Now, for more than 
twenty years – the world has been living in conditions of global restructuring and redistribution of 
power and authority, – the consequences of which are seen in many political, economic, and 
military conflicts.  It is important to understand the components of this process and how they will 
affect the main aspects of international and domestic relations. 

 

1) Key events as the beginning of global change: 

The following key moments can serve as the turning points of world reconstruction. 

• Globalization reached its peak with the end of Cold War, then intensified in the 1990s and early 
2000s, after which the process of partial deglobalization and the formation of a multipolar 
world had begun. This had accelerated global economic growth due to new markets, and 
helped reduce inflation in developed countries. Integration of several billion workers into the 
global economy has led to increased profits for multination companies, which has provided a 
stable foothold for global stock markets. Trade in goods and services, as well as cross-border 
capital flows, have increased dramatically. 

• The 2008 financial crisis was extinguished via printed money. Globalization had reached its 
peak, notably because advanced manufacturing technologies were no longer dependent on the 
location of production where labour costs are cheapest. 

• More and more countries have begun to question the benefits of financial liberalization, which 
has been a central feature of the last wave of globalization. 

• Globalization has undermined the power of national governments and has been blamed for 
growing inequality, tax evasion by multinational corporations and unwanted migration. 

• The undermining of the emerging multipolarity began with the coup in Ukraine in 2014, when 
the legitimately elected president was overthrown and his legitimacy was not challenged even 
in the West. The goal of the American elite and the liberal-globalist forces of war was to create 
a threat in Ukraine near Russia, similar to the Cuban Missile Crisis. Such a Ukraine, rearmed 
by the West and motivated by cave Russophobia (a variant of racism), was called upon to 
finally solve the "Russian question", namely, to destroy it as a state and then proceed to 
aggressively contain China, playing trade and economic interdependence against it. 

• With the crisis in Ukraine, the collapse of the international legal order has accelerated. The 
collective West not only refused to negotiate with Russia on security guarantees for the 
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expansion of NATO to the borders of Russia, but also, contrary to its own "values" of human 
rights and national minorities, denied the existence of the problem of suppressing and 
persecuting the Russian-speaking population of Ukraine, as well as in the Baltic countries. 

• The roadmap for the transition to a new world order was outlined by neoliberal globalists 
(former left-wing neoliberals) in the "Great Reset Plan", which was solemnly presented and 
discussed during the June (2020) and January (2021) meetings at the World Economic Forum 
in Davos. 

• The new socio-economic formation (NSF), which the globalist neoliberals declared in the 
“Great Reset Plan”, is intended to replace the dying capitalism and liberal democracy, as the 
neo-globalist elite1 believes, does not meet the challenges of the 21st century and provides for 
the “zeroing out” of all spheres of human life and the emergence of a qualitatively new system 
in education, nutrition, healthcare, culture, and social relations. 

• The new economic model, enshrined in the Declaration adopted at the G20 Summit in Osaka in 
the summer of 2019, is based on the concept of the digital economy, which will drive the 
exponential development of technologies based on "Big Data" collected with the help of smart 
technologies (for example: digitalization of man and economy, artificial intelligence, 
bioengineering, robotics, etc.). The introduction of such an infrastructure of "inclusive 
capitalism" and the digital world is taking place under climate and pandemic pretexts. 

• Neo-globalists want to weaken the model of the nation state as an actor in international 
relations with the further transfer of state sovereignty to global governance institutions. This is 
planned to be done through regionalization, on the one hand, and through the stimulation of all 
kinds of crises (hybrid wars, conflicts, crises, pandemics, and calls to "submit to global 
authority, because global crises require global solutions."  

• Despite the fact that the "New World Order" is trying to control the supranational world elite,2 
a consensus has begun to form among many national leaders that the world needs a fairer and 
more sustainable model of governance than traditional capitalism.3 

Lessons and conclusions: 

• The most important feature of ‘inclusive capitalism’ is the deep involvement of the 
supranational world’s elite and their transnational corporations into the 
management/governance of society. 

 

2) Formation of the "New World Order" 

The next 10-15 years will be a turbulent time. It will be difficult to understand the general picture, 
what is happening to the geopolitical balance of power. It will be difficult to understand the logic 
of how the world processes and events are developing (or not-developing at all). 

The geopolitical landscape in the coming years will be characterized by the emergence of a world 
where global and regional powers will seek to play a leading role in the formation of a "New 
World Order". At the same time – at supranational and national levels, a reshuffling of old and 
new elites will occur – each seeking to establish their place under the sun, amidst the ongoing 
global changes. 
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It is not yet clear, what shape the new political world map might take.  Most likely, it could take 
the form of regionalization, such as BRICS and the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation (SCO) 
alliances. Alternatively, the world could be divided into competing superpower blocs. 

The task of the neo-globalists – while building a qualitatively new formation in human history, – 
is to weaken the main centres of power, that is, the superpowers; so that they can consolidate 
supranational power in their own, trans-corporate hands. Along this path, they view the 
independent nation-state as a futile governance model and an ineffective actor in international 
relations. This inevitably leads to the emergence of struggle between various segments of the 
world, – a struggle for participating in the restructuring of the world order, which leads to wars 
and conflicts in different parts of the world. Each side, the so-called neo-globalists and traditional 
conservatives has their own global project for a new world. 

The neo-globalists, essentially the global financial cartel, envision a financial-corporate world 
where the line between transnational corporations and the state will be erased, and governance 
will be exercised by corporations through international institutions. In this project, states would 
formally exist under a close control of corporations. 

Traditional conservatives focus on preserving the nation-state, modernized industry, and the 
middle and working classes. The nation-state continues to exist, but is subordinate to international 
financial institutions; and tech-savvy transnational corporations are subordinate to the state. 

Lessons and conclusions: 

• The formation of a global project of a new world can eventually get out of the control and lead 
to large-scale conflicts and wars. 

 

3) International law no longer exists 

The kidnapping of President Maduro and the establishment of direct external control over 
Venezuela, threats to Mexico, Cuba, and Denmark (we are talking about Greenland), and attacks 
on Iran, which destroyed the military-political and religious leadership of the country – a 
sovereign power that was in a state of negotiations with the United States and did not abandon 
them – radically changes the balance of power in the world, abolishes the norms of international 
relations and the rules of international politics. 

The liberalism of the collective West very quickly disappeared from the agenda. No one talks 
about liberal values or democracy anymore – all of that is a thing of the past. Now only the right 
of the strong applies, the right of the fast – the one who strikes faster or performs this or that 
action quicker – turns out to be right, and everything else becomes only an additional (and in fact, 
false) justification.4 

Western liberal values and democracy are all in the past, and the cult of global power reigns. 
Western civilization with its cult of violence, Satanism and perversion ("Epstein's kingdom") is 
throwing off its masks before our eyes and is beginning to attack in earnest. 

President Donald Trump has declared that international law no longer exists: "What is moral is 

what I believe to be." In early January 2026, Donald Trump stated that he does not need 
international law, and that his "own morality" and "own mind" are the only constraints on his 
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power as president, rather than international law or traditional checks and balances.5 On topic 
after topic, President Trump made clear that he would be the arbiter of any limits to his 
authorities, not international law or treaties. 

Stephen Miller, the president's homeland security adviser, said at the same time that the Trump 
administration would act from a position of strength, not from a position of international law, in 
order to achieve its foreign policy goals: "You can say whatever you want about international 

pleasantries and all that. But we live in a real world that is governed by force, coercion, and 

authority. This is the iron law of the world."6 

In response to recent events related to U.S. claims to Greenland, the economic blockade and 
possible seizure of Cuba, the war with Iran, and other negative actions of the White House, the 
Kremlin responded that international law has indeed ceased to exist in the world: "Unfortunately, 

we have all lost what we call international law. <… > It is not <clear> how someone <can> be 

urged to follow the norms and principles of international law. In fact, it no longer exists. De jure it 

exists, but de facto it no longer exists. <… > No one will be able to formulate what law has taken 

the place of the disappeared international law. We can only speculate on this topic, but no one will 

give a clear definition," – Dmitry Peskov, press secretary of the President of the Russian 
Federation.7 

Lessons and conclusions: 

• Today, it is no longer possible to talk about compliance with international rules, laws or any 
norms of international relations in the world. 

• The former liberal globalist world order, based on "rules", no longer exists. 

 

4) A "New World Order" in the American way 

A significant shift has occurred in the US administration's policy. The new National Security 
Strategy 2025 (Strategy 2025)8 states that the United States will henceforth focus on the "Western 
Hemisphere," while maintaining cooperation among western European and North American 
nations (political, economic and defence issues). The White House proclaims direct American 
hegemony, with US dominance over the entire American continent, which is clearly reflected in 
Strategy 2025: 

• complete and absolute sovereignty of the United States and independence from any 
transnational institutions, rejection of globalism; 

• suppressing significant geopolitical influence on all countries of North and South America 
from other major powers (China, Russian, European countries); 

• United States to establish direct military-political and economic hegemony over both America 
and adjacent spaces. 

Strategy 2025 includes the promotion of US vassal regimes in Latin America, the removal of 
politicians that are undesirable to Washington, and interference in the internal affairs of any states 
in this region – under far-fetched pretexts. 

"Under our new national security strategy, American dominance in the western hemisphere will 

never be questioned again" – this is how the US President formulated the key principle of his the 
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"Donroe Doctrine,"9  –  what Donald Trump now calls the updated version of the two-hundred-
year-old Monroe Doctrine.10 

Note:  The Monroe Doctrine was used by the United States in the late 19th century to create the Pan 

American Union, also known as the International Union of American Republics, which was 

transformed into the world's first regional organization, the Organization of American States, after 

World War II,11 to keep its southern neighbours under control. 

Within the Strategy 2025 and as per the new picture of the world according to Washington, – such 
concepts as Western civilization, identity, cultural continuity, social cohesion on this basis, and 
others, – were heard for the first time (not to mention criticism of globalism and the "end of 
history”). The allies were invited to switch to these ideological positions as a condition for 
preserving transatlantic relations. In fact, the United States has recognized that the new world 
order will be inter-civilizational, and in order to maintain its advantages, the West will have to 
prove its competitiveness in a qualitatively new global environment – by means of a civilizational 
cleansing of its society, no matter how painful and retrograde it may seem. 

How true is this?  According to the Strategy 2025, a balance of power is needed not only on a 
global scale (which America should be the guardian of), but also in certain parts of the world. 

Donald Trump's Davos address in January12 and Marco Rubio in Munich in February of this 
year13 suggest that Washington still has to reckon with an uncomfortable reality, including the 
reaction of allies to the goals of Strategy 2025 and its real capabilities, including military, to 
achieve its aims. 

Reassuring the allies, Rubio criticized the left-liberal value system and tried to explain the fallacy 
of the false hopes of the liberal democrats, their complacency and confidence in guaranteed world 
domination after the collapse of the USSR: "The euphoria of this triumph victory led us to a 

dangerous delusion: that every nation would now be a liberal democracy; that the ties formed by 

trade and by commerce alone would now replace nationhood; that the rules-based global order 

would now replace the national interests; and that we would now live in a world without borders 

where everyone becomes a citizen of the world. <... > This was a foolish idea of living in a world 

without borders," – Secretary of State Marco Rubio at the Munich Security Conference.14 

Regarding the preservation of transatlantic solidarity, Rubio also tried to reassure EU leaders: “In 

a time of headlines heralding the end of the trans-Atlantic era, let it be known and clear to all that 

this is neither our goal nor our wish, because for us Americans, our home may be in the Western 

Hemisphere, but we will always be a child of Europe. <…> For the United States and Europe, we 

belong together.”15 

The transatlantic era thus continues. At the same time, Rubio emphasized the strategic aspect of 
Europe: "We want Europe to be strong. <... >Our fate has always been and will always be 

intertwined with yours. Because the fate of Europe will never be indifferent to us." He assured that 
nothing threatens NATO either. "We do not want to separate from Europe, but we want to revive 

the alliance." 

History repeats itself, only now without games of equality under the pretence of interstate 
associations – there is now only a harsh dictatorship and the right of the strong. 
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In essence, US allies have become expendable materials for American policy, – unable to 
voluntarily accept the fundamental changes in the world that harken back to the history before the 
two world wars, but to do so requires knowing history and understanding that it matters. 

The shift in US priorities in Europe is also evidenced by the fact that Trump's tariff sanctions over 
Greenland were intended to target Northern Europe – the most anti-Russian part of NATO and the 
European Union. As for Canada, the focus is on restoring Anglo-Saxon unity in North America, 
something the Americans have strived for since the 1812-1814 war with Great Britain. (Canada, 
created in 1867 by the British North America Act, is under the authority of the British Crown). 

The new American-style world order (or, more precisely, the American-centric West, as 
envisioned by Washington) is associated with a "great war" or a "war of all against all," meaning 
those who are able to participate. While Strategy 2025 vaguely states that "the outsized influence 

of larger, richer, and more powerful countries is an enduring truth of international relations," 
White House was more explicit in its first National Security Strategy of 2017,16 speaking of "a 

world of strong sovereign powers competing with each other." Now, "rejecting the ill-fated 

concept of global dominance," America "will encourage other countries to put their interests 

first"; it also offers its own interpretation of "fairness." The outcomes of these global conflicts, 
according to Trump administration, reveal a new balance of power and a new "who's who" in 
world politics. 

At the same time, we must not forget that Washington is concealing the true goals of its Strategy 
2025, which are inconvenient for its allies. Washington's conservative revolution has the ultimate 
goal of returning America to the "golden 1950s" when it was on the rise, to bring it back both 
domestically (the Democrats’ destruction of traditional identity) and internationally (globalization 
and the burdens of a global empire), and make it great again. 

In this situation, the inclination to stability encourages the leading players, to formalize the result 
achieved under these new/old rules in order to provide themselves with space for further 
development. Therefore, the factor of force is a key instrument of international relations at the 
current transitional stage of world development, which implies the need to reckon with the power 
of others, be it military, economic and technological. 

Donald Trump's other construct is a Peace Council. Washington declares its intention to extend the 
Peace Council for Gaza, created by Trump to resolve the problem of the Gaza Strip and the 
Palestinian-Israeli conflict, to other regional conflicts, including Venezuela and Ukraine. The 
Council acts on the basis of a UN Security Council resolution. But, despite the fact that the 
Council's connection with the UN remains, we are still talking about a geopolitical structure 
parallel to the UN, the leadership of which will be exclusively American, and not collective 
Western and, perhaps, even directed against America's traditional allies, which do not fit into the 
new system of geopolitical coordinates of the United States. 

The success of each new US action and military operation will make Trump administration 
increasingly confident in its abilities. Donald Trump's rhetoric is becoming more and more 
outspoken and harsh. He actually legalized prohibited political techniques and started with 
Venezuela, being sure that no one would stand up for Venezuela. Having started the war in Iran 
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together with Israel, Trump was also confident that Iran would have neither political nor military-
economic support nor allies. 

Washington will have to acknowledge its inability to influence processes in Eurasia, as it will be 
unable to split the regional and transcontinental associations of the SCO and BRICS, isolating 
them from their other members, including Brazil, South Africa, the Middle East, and other Asian 
and African countries. Multifaceted cooperation has already emerged here, providing a safety net 
and alternative to the global architecture controlled by the US and the West (including the 
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development), and serving the national development 
interests of the member countries. 

The current US administration's lack of incentive to comply with international laws and 
regulations is leading to anarchy and chaos. Washington, as it currently stands, is demonstrating 
that compliance with international law is for the weak. For the US, there are no rules. This very 
postulate could lead to tragic consequences for the world – a world war. And it could start 
unexpectedly. 

The Trump administration wants America to dominate all key regions, including Europe, East 
Asia and the Middle East. But America's dominance for the Trump administration should serve to 
strengthen, not erode, its statehood and nation – therefore, instead of globalization, that is, the 
domination of supranational Atlantic elites, there should be a super-strong United States, which 
directs everyone, dictates to everyone, coerces everyone. 

The attack on Venezuela, the attempt to strangle Cuba energetically, the desire to annex Greenland 
and Canada, as well as a large-scale attack on Iran – can be regarded as Trump's American 
withdrawal from the international legal order created on the basis of the Yalta-Potsdam system, 
without formally leaving the UN. 

Lessons and conclusions: 

• The former "global policeman" continues to lose control of the world. This situation is 
described in Strategy 2025: "The days when the United States, like Atlas, held the entire world 

order on its shoulders are a thing of the past." 

• The US administration has embarked on a path of rewriting international rules, erasing existing 
ones and openly appealing to the civilizational primacy of the West. 

• The US strategy of "peace through strength" is becoming a universal rule for everyone, which 
Donald Trump sees as a real alternative to the UN. As a result of the actions of Trump 
administration in Europe (tariffs, trade war), on the American continent (threats and 
subordination to the American will of Venezuela, Greenland, Cuba), in the Middle East (war 
with Iran, plans to rebuild the region), chaos in other regions of the world is not just 
intensifying, but is a storm brewing. 

• On the near horizon, Trump's America faces geopolitical loneliness. 

 

5) Position of the European Union 

Until recently, Washington could boast of the multi-layered system of alliances it had built by 
subjugating NATO and Europe. However, recent years have made it clear that even the European 
partners of the United States are now struggling to stay in the field of American interests, or are 
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beginning to act solely for their own benefit, ignoring US demands on key issues, pursuing an 
increasingly independent policy, and sometimes arguing harshly with the "big brother" over 
sanctions and global conflicts. 

Politico and Public First conducted a survey in the UK, France, Germany, and Canada – and found 
that a significant part of the population of these countries now sees the United States as an 
unreliable and destructive player on the world stage. In Canada, this figure is 56%, in the UK – 
35%, in France and Germany – 40%. In addition, 63% of Canadians, 52% of Germans, 47% of 
French and 46% of British believe that the United States is more likely to create problems for 
other countries than to solve them.17 

Former Vice President of the European Commission Josep Borrell once declared that "Europe is a 

garden <…and…> most of the rest of the world is a jungle, and the jungle could invade the 

garden."18 Europeans lived under this illusion for a long time, finding themselves at the epicentre 
of what is commonly called a unipolar world. They enjoyed their "paradise" and sowed chaos in 
the surrounding "jungle." Now Europe is no longer part of the unipolar world, but its periphery, 
part of that very jungle where the law of force alone applies. In this "garden," from the US 
perspective, only one state remains – the US itself. The US is primarily concerned with its 
sovereignty, its security, its development, and is uninterested in anyone else. 

For decades, EU countries have been guided in their politics, security, and even economy toward 
the United States as part of the Atlantic partnership, each time choosing between European 
sovereignty and obedience to Washington. Washington pretended to consider the European as 
equal partners and listened to their opinion, which created the illusion of a consensus of the 
collective West. The White House destroyed this model and brutally forced the European Union to 
recognize its vassal position. 

In this new situation, the European Union has become independent against its will, and has begun 
to talk about the need for a European security system in conditions when the United States poses a 
new serious threat. European politicians are increasingly urging not to rely on United States. 

Starting from the end of 2025, the European Union entered into a political and economic war with 
the United States. The European Parliament voted to suspend the ratification of the trade 
agreement with the United States. This document was supposed to provide American exporters 
with the opportunity to import goods into Europe duty-free. President Donald Trump, the White 
House bargaining master, was told "no" for the first time. 

The reason for the freeze was the new US duties imposed on a number of Western European 
countries. This, in turn, was a response to European attempts to prevent Washington from taking 
over Greenland. 

"This means that Donald Trump will not receive duty-free access for his American products to the 

EU internal market. Trump <... > has lost a lot," said MEP Manfred Weber. He added that Europe 
is thus sending a clear signal to the United States.19 It is noteworthy that this may not be the only 
"signal" that Brussels will send. Earlier, French President Emmanuel Macron called on the 
leadership of the European Union to block American investors from entering European state 
markets, block investments in a number of areas, and impose other sanctions against the United 
States. 
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Back in 2020, the President of the European Commission, Ursula von der Leyen, unveiled a 
geopolitical strategy to promote a pan-European "joint military-industrial complex" with the goal 
of creating a genuine European defence union over the next five years.20 In February 2026, she 
said that Europe should be more independent. Von der Leyen rejected suggestions that stronger 
European autonomy could weaken transatlantic ties, saying “an independent Europe is a strong 

Europe, and a strong Europe makes for a stronger transatlantic alliance.”21 

The European Union sounded an alarm, following: the United States’ claims to Greenland, the 
kidnapping of the Venezuelan president, and threats to Cuba. The outbreak of war in Iran has 
cemented the US's abandonment of Europe. The war has only accelerated the deterioration of 
transatlantic relations. The mixed reactions of European capitals have sparked genuine indignation 
in Washington. The reasons for this rift have been brewing for some time – from disagreements 
over the Ukrainian conflict to Washington's complete unwillingness to consider the opinions of 
European leaders. 

For the MAGA movement, fears about Europe have been confirmed. For the current US 
administration, the European continent is not a serious player on the world stage. The war in Iran 
makes these divisions even sharper. The two political classes are beginning to realize that each 
worldview is irreconcilable with the other.22 

United States assures to the European Union, that it remains committed to ensuring the security of 
Europe and nuclear deterrence and will protect any NATO member – in the event of a military 
conflict. But whether this is really so, is a rhetorical question. 

Article 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty (1949) is the cornerstone of NATO, establishing that an 
armed attack against one member in Europe or North America is considered an attack against all. 
It mandates that members will take necessary actions, including armed force, to assist the attacked 
ally, reinforcing collective defence. 

With the arrival of Donald Trump in the Oval Office, the bloc has lost the remnants of 
subjectivity, and Trump himself treats NATO without any respect. Back in 2016, during his first 
election campaign, Trump questioned NATO's Article 5, stating:  "Estonia is in the suburbs of St 

Petersburg. 40% of Estonia is Russian… I'm not sure I would risk nuclear war over some place 

that is the suburb of St Petersburg."23 

In 2018, during his first presidential term, Trump questioned the need to defend Montenegro, 
which had recently joined NATO: "It's a tiny country with very aggressive people. They can get 

angry, and – congratulations! – You have the Third World War."24 A year later, the US president 
abruptly cancelled the final press conference and left the NATO summit ahead of schedule. 

The White House pushed for the US to reduce its direct contribution to NATO's collective budget 
from 22% to 16%, forcing the Europeans to cover the difference. During the 2024 election 
campaign, Trump said that if Russia attacked an "ally that doesn't pay," he would not only fail to 
protect it, but would "encourage Russia to do whatever the hell it wants."25 

A very common fear in Europe is that the United States is gradually turning away from some of its 
allies and is moving away from the rules that it itself promoted; that Donald Trump wants to 
divide the world, so he takes the Western Hemisphere; while the East is ready (or will be forced) 
to cede to Xi Jinping, and Europe to Putin. 
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In his annual address to French ambassadors at the Élysée Palace in Paris в январе 2026, French 
President Emmanuel Macron outlined France's foreign policy priorities, sharply criticizing the US 
for "gradually turning away" from some of its allies and "breaking free from international rules", 
while levelling criticisms and claims against China and Russia, according to a press release issued 
by the Élysée Palace: "We are living in a world of great powers with a real temptation to divide up 

the world", Macron said, rejecting what he described as a "new colonialism and new imperialism." 
Macron did acknowledge that "multilateral institutions are functioning less and less effectively."26 

Europe is truly alarmed by the "Donroe Doctrine". European fears are understandable: the 
Americans will reach an agreement with Putin on Ukraine, and then abandon their security 
guarantees, leaving the Old World alone to deal with Russia. 

US Permanent Representative to the European Union Andrew Pazder criticized the Industrial 
Accelerator Act, since according to the diplomat, it will harm the collective defence of allies: 
"Adopting the proposed rules would be a serious mistake and a direct violation" of the terms of 
the trade agreement between the United States and the European Union.27 

The Industrial Accelerator Act, which the European Commission plans to publish in March, aims 
to stimulate the European economy and curb the industrial downturn. Currently, the European 
Union's manufacturing industry is forced to shut down production and lay off thousands of 
workers due to cheap Chinese imports, high energy prices and the cost of complying with the EU's 
strict climate initiatives.28 

The United States expresses dissatisfaction with the emergence of this bill and emphasizes that the 
European Union and the United States have a very intertwined defence industrial base, and many 
companies producing weapons for NATO and Ukraine have production facilities in both Europe 
and the United States; that the use of language that favours Europe could be very dangerous 
because it weakens our joint defence efforts. 

The US needs a strong Europe even less than its allies in the Persian Gulf countries. Nevertheless, 
a united European Union without serious internal contradictions is the most powerful trade and 
production bloc that can economically oppose the United States. A strong Europe may even turn 
on protectionism (its own tariffs) to protect itself from American goods and services. A strong 
Europe can say "no", for example, to American sanctions against China or pursue its own policy 
in the Middle East. And finally, a strong euro is a potential threat to the dollar's dominance. 

Therefore, from Donald Trump's point of view, Europe must be strong enough to buy American 
goods, including weapons and liquefied natural gas (LNG). But weak enough not to have its own 
unified army nor world-class production centres. 

Lessons and conclusions: 

• European Union has ceased to be part of the unipolar world it created, turning into its 
periphery, experiencing all the risks and threats posed by the unipolar world. 

• Under Donald Trump, the EU countries are feeling the consequences of their own policy, under 
which the right of the strong is asserted in the world. 

 

6) Central Asia – Creation of the Turkic World 
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In August 2025, the United States took control of the Zangezur transit corridor connecting 
Azerbaijan with Nakhichevan through the Syunik Voivodeship (the Syunik southernmost 
province) of Armenia, after Armenia transferred it to the US administration for 99 years. This 
project has a number of serious geopolitical traps, as it symbolizes the redistribution of power in 
the South Caucasus. In particular, it does not meet the interests of Russia, since Armenia and 
Azerbaijan are shifting their foreign policy interests to the West. It does not meet the interests of 
Iran, since Azerbaijan is connected to Nakhichevan through Iranian territory, and Tehran does not 
want to lose its transit status. 

If the Zangezur corridor is established, it will have profound geopolitical implications, as an 
unimpeded land passage from Nakhichevan to Azerbaijan will give Turkey access to the Caspian 
Sea and Central Asia. This, in turn, will open up new economic opportunities for Ankara in the 
South Caucasus and Central Asia, as well as the opportunity to strengthen ties with the Turkic 
peoples inhabiting these regions. Turkey is trying to take them under its control, creating a project 
of its Turkic world – the empire of the "Great Turan" – following the example of the European 
Union. 

Strengthening the unity of the Turkic states is a mainstream narrative that Turkey has been 
promoting in the post-Soviet space since the early 2000s. If recently this meant cultural and 
economic cooperation designed to bring together peoples with common ethnic roots, now there 
are calls to ensure this unity not by "soft power", but by military means. We are talking about the 
creation of a system of security treaties on the basis of the Organization of Turkic States – the 
prototype of a future military bloc. 

In October 2025, Azerbaijan hosted the XII summit of the Organization of Turkic States (OTS), 
which brought together Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan and Azerbaijan, where it was stated that the 
Turkic countries should become a single "centre of power" against the backdrop of modern 
geopolitical challenges and collectively confront those who violate "norms and international 
law."29 

The participants agreed to jointly develop the military-industrial complex, exchange military 
technologies and hold general military exercises in the post-Soviet space for the first time in 
history. In 2025, Turkey and Azerbaijan have already conducted more than 25 bilateral and 
multilateral exercises (for example, the Birlik-2025 (Unity-2025) exercises in Uzbekistan with the 
participation of other Central Asian states). 

Many heads of state perceived the ideas of Azerbaijani President Ilham Aliyev with restraint – 
there has been no public support from them yet. Despite the fact that the Secretary General of the 
OTS, Kubanychbek Omuraliev, rejected the possibility of turning the OTS into a military bloc and 
called for the development of ties with external allies, Turkey and Azerbaijan have not abandoned 
their goal of creating a Turkic analogue of NATO – their strategy looks soft, but long-term. 

The formation of a Turkic military bloc carries serious risks for Russia. 

If earlier the military exercises held under the auspices of the Turkic countries since 2010 were 
mainly anti-terrorist all this time, then in recent years their nature has changed notably. First, they 
began to be held with the participation of Turkey, a NATO member country. Secondly, infantry 
units, aviation, unmanned aerial vehicles and naval forces began to participate in them. That is, 
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the focus has shifted from counter-terrorism tasks to working out scenarios for a large-scale war 
and the use of high-precision weapons. 

It should also be remembered that Central Asia is a sphere of influence not only for Russia, but 
also for China. Therefore, China is unlikely to want to see a Turkic military alliance there and will 
oppose the emergence of such military alliances in the post-Soviet space. However, at this stage, 
Russia does not have much political and economic leverage over the countries of the region to 
thwart these plans. 

Russia has traditionally maintained a high level of loyalty with Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, 
Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan and will not force them to refuse to participate in OTS military 
exercises at least in 2026.  If the question arises about the membership of these states in several 
military alliances at the same time – in the Collective Security Treaty Organization and in the 
"Turkic NATO" – it will become much more acute. It is important that by that time Russia retains 
political and economic levers of influence on the countries of the region. 

In December 2025, a meeting was held of the OTS in Baku, Azerbaijan, where the creation of a 
single map of the Turkic world was discussed.30 Prior to this, the Ministry of National Education 
of Turkey announced, that the term Central Asia would be replaced by Turkestan. The 
organization is already developing common geographical, including military, maps of the Turkic 
world. A single pool of financial donors is being formed, a common Turkic alphabet recognized to 
unite languages, textbooks for all Turkic states are being actively developed, etc. In addition, 
Turkey is increasing the supply of its weapons, gradually transferring Central Asian countries 
NATO standards. That is, the integration of the Turkic states under the auspices of Turkey is in 
full swing. 

There is an active formation of a single energy space of the Turkic countries and the unification of 
two energy corridors for the export of "clean" energy to Turkey and Europe. The transportation of 
hydrocarbon resources from the eastern coast of the Caspian Sea to the western coast (to 
Azerbaijan) through a pipeline passing through the Caspian Sea – is becoming one of the priorities 
for the Turkic states. The infrastructure for receiving this gas is already ready, and Turkey notes 
that the formation of a common energy space and cooperation between the Turkic countries will 
contribute to their development.  It will also have a turning point on the European and 
Mediterranean energy markets.31 

If the historical unification is completed according to Turkey's plans, Russia will be ousted from 
its zone of geographical security. Having built the great Turan in the post-Soviet space, Turkey 
will begin to expand within Russia. In addition, in recent years, military-technical cooperation 
between Azerbaijan and Turkey has continued to develop – with the aim of creating a common 
security system in the South Caucasus. Obviously, Turkey will play a leading role in this project. 

Lessons and conclusions: 

• The expansion of military cooperation between the Turkic states within the framework of the 
OTS may lead to the creation of a new military bloc on the territory of the former USSR. 

• The military rapprochement of the post-Soviet countries with Turkey as a NATO member 
creates systemic challenges for the Collective Security Treaty Organization. This increases the 
potential for conflict not only in Transcaucasia, but also in Central Asia. 



Page 13 of 21 

 

 

7) The Middle East 

The countries of the Persian Gulf, which allowed the deployment of American military bases on 
their territory, counted on reliable protection from the United States, but in the end – they received 
a serious threat to their own security. These bases do not protect, but only provoke dangers. At the 
same time, the support to the United States by  the Gulf countries is declarative, formal, and at the 
slightest change in the balance of power, they can easily turn away from the United States. 
Against this background, only relations between the United States and Israel remain unchanged: 
there is a total coincidence of interests, mutual support and a strategic alliance that is not subject 
to short-term expediency. 

According to Article 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty, the United States is obliged to protect allies in 
the broad sense of the word. In March 2026, American bases became the main targets of Iran's 
counterattack. Israel and the United States resorted to provocations, hoping to attract the Persian 
Gulf countries to their side in order to expand the geography of the conflict. 

The situation with the alleged recent shelling of the US Incirlik airbase with nuclear weapons in 
Turkey by Iranian missiles is extremely confusing – there is no public evidence in the form of 
fragments of missiles. If we assume that Iran is being framed, then the circle of interested parties 
is quite wide, and each has its own motives. 

For example, there is a hypothesis that Shiite radicals allegedly dream of drawing Iran into a full-
scale war with NATO. They may believe that Tehran is being too cautious and that a "hit" of the 
U.S. nuclear arsenal in Turkey is the perfect way to get its way. 

The most traditional candidate for the role of organizer of false flag operations, however, is the 
Israeli intelligence service Mossad and Israel in general. After all, Israel's main goal is the final 
solution of the "Iranian issue" through the hands of the United States and NATO. The Americans 
themselves – also want a change of Iranian regime. 

It will be difficult for the US administration to justify a long-term operation against Iran, and 
Democrats in the Senate are ready to tear him to pieces for this. Therefore, Washington needs to 
either end it quickly or come up with a new threat. 

However, Turkey can also play a role, and there are many reasons for this. This includes 
strengthening the military presence in the region, for example, in Cyprus or Syria, under the guise 
of protecting against the Iranian threat. And the consolidation of the nation around Turkish 
President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan in the face of an "external enemy". And a test of the loyalty of 
NATO allies – will they force the United States to really defend Turkey? 

Meanwhile, Iran's Ambassador to Ankara, Mohammad Hassan Habibollahzadeh, stated that his 
country was not involved in the incidents involving missiles shot down in the airspace and is 
awaiting an investigation by a joint task force, as military observers recall. 

Reports of missiles flying towards nuclear weapons are a powerful lever of pressure on public 
opinion. This legitimizes any pre-emptive strikes on Iran as a "defence of global security." 

In early March, the Iranian General Staff reported that Iran had not and is not striking at the 
territory of friendly countries, in particular, Oman. Iran called two incidents at once a "false flag 
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operation", accusing Israel of organizing them. It was about the attack on Saudi Aramco oil 
refineries in Saudi Arabia. Iranian sources (in particular, the Tasnim agency) said that Tehran was 
not involved in the strikes on Saudi refineries.  According to the Iranian side, Israel carried out 
these strikes to discredit Iran and distract the attention of the international community from 
attacks on civilian targets inside the Islamic republic. 

Then there was an incident with a drone in Azerbaijan – the drone was allegedly launched by Iran. 
The General Staff of the Iranian Armed Forces officially denied the information about the launch 
of its UAV into the airspace of Azerbaijan, calling the incident another provocation by Israel. 
Tehran is confident that the purpose of such operations is to draw its regional neighbours into 
conflict with Iran. 

American journalist and media figure Tucker Carlson says authorities in Qatar and Saudi Arabia 
have arrested agents enlisted with the Israeli spy agency Mossad planning bombings, to blame it 
on Iran, and describing the incidents as part of a broader effort to destabilize Persian Gulf 
countries.32 Carlson argued that the objective behind the plots was to undermine regional stability. 

Against the backdrop of these events, Tucker Carlson released a video that can be safely called 
scandalous (however, definitions like "shocking" are already heard). The footage shows the 
speech of rabbi Yosef Mizrachi in August 2024. "Strike Al-Aqsa <Mosque in Jerusalem> and 

show that Iran did it!" – says the rabbi in the video (see the screenshot for 2024 
https://t.me/voiceofiran_ru in the link).33 

Note:  The Al-Aqsa Mosque compound in the Old City of Jerusalem, Islam's third-holiest site. 

Carlson notes that if such a provocation were to occur now, Israel would bear no responsibility. It 
would be entirely different countries that would reap the consequences. But the plan for such 
provocations is clearly creaking along. Arab states are in no hurry to engage in a war with Iran. 
However, this doesn't mean the provocateurs will give up their attempts. 

The above proves that the United States and Israel are dragging their allies into an unnecessary 
war at any cost. 

The future balance of power in the world will largely depend on how long Iran can resist a war 
with the United States and Israel. Iran may be the last thing standing in the way of a direct war 
between Western civilization and the proponents of a multipolar world. 

According to experts close to the Kremlin,34 if Iran continues to wage this war after the 
destruction of its political leadership, if it does not surrender, does not throw out the white flag 
and does not capitulate, then it may end badly for the collective West, the US administration, and 
NATO countries. But if the new leadership of Iran declares surrender, or the military simply 
cannot continue fighting, – then the war will be short. 

Then all other states will begin to act in the same way as the United States and Israel, regardless 
of international law. This will untie the hands of many regional powers that will do whatever they 
want. So, the situation can very quickly come to the use of nuclear weapons. 

Lessons and conclusions: 
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• The war in Iran, which has affected the Persian Gulf countries, is not a temporary conflict. It is 
no longer a peaceful region and there won't be one for a long time. 

• The geography of the conflict in the Persian Gulf can expand at any moment. 
• It is no longer possible to talk about compliance with international rules, laws, or any norms of 

international relations in the world. 

 

8) China’s position 

China opposes the sole rule of the world by major powers. Commenting on the concept of the G2 
– the joint management of the world by China and the United States, Chinese Foreign Minister 
Wang Yi said at the annual press conference at the session of the National People's Congress 
(People’s Republic of China parliament) in March 2026: "China will never follow the old path in 

which a strong nation inevitably seeks hegemony, nor will it support the logic of the world being 

jointly ruled by major powers."35 

He stressed that China and the United States, of course, have a significant impact on the world and 
can change the way states coexist, but it should not be forgotten that there are more than 190 
countries on the planet. 

The Minister noted that world history has always been written jointly by all countries and the 
future of mankind has always been created jointly by the peoples of all nations. As for the Middle 
East, the diplomat stressed that the major powers should uphold justice and make a positive 
contribution to the peace and development of this region. "Therefore, pluralistic coexistence is the 

true face of human society, and multipolar coexistence is the proper form of international order. 

No matter how the international situation develops and how developed China becomes, the 

country will never seek hegemony or expansion," Wang Yi said.36 

Commenting on relations between China and the United States, the minister noted that "relations 

between China and the United States affect the interests of many parties and have an impact on 

the whole world. If the two countries do not interact with each other, it will only lead to 

misunderstandings, misjudgements, conflicts, confrontation and further damage to peace... Both 

China and the United States are large states. We cannot change each other, but we can change the 

way we coexist, namely to adhere to mutual respect, defend the foundations of peaceful 

coexistence, and pursue the prospects for mutually beneficial cooperation."37 

The struggle for resources to maintain the development of its economy – reflects China's 
transformation into a strategic competitor for the United States, so China's disengagement and 
rebuff from the United States will be inevitable. On the other hand, part of the European elite 
seeks cooperation with China (but on its own terms), while their military-industrial complex is 
interested in exacerbating relations with China and Russia. 

The collective West is also concerned that Russia could become an important source of raw 
materials for China. At the same time, Russia and China are demonstrating a course toward even 
closer economic rapprochement, even hinting at the possibility of a military alliance, while the 
neo-globalist elite sees China as a potential driver of a new world order in the future. 

For its part, China understands that provoking conflicts along the Silk Road could impede China's 
ties with Europe, posing a threat to Iran and Russia. Therefore, China is preparing its 
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infrastructure for the moment when it is cut off from access to the West. In April 2021, an 
agreement was signed on China's assistance to Iran for 25 years in exchange for the modernization 
of Iran according to the Chinese model, where China will invest $400 billion in 10 sectors of the 
Iranian economy.38 

China will also seek to maintain control over South China waters, which means controlling trade 
routes to Taiwan, Japan, and Korea. In Africa, India (and Japan) and China will clash over 
resources. China accounts for 62% of Africa's interstate bilateral debt, and since the 2008 global 
financial crisis, China has gradually increased direct lending to developing countries. About 60% 
of China's total loans to developing countries are collateralized. When a country asks for debt 
relief, Chinese creditors can claim rights to the pledged assets. 

However, some experts on sinology do not rule out the threat of a world war with China, since 
Trump has added uncertainty and risks not only to Sino-American relations or US-Russian 
relations, but also to the entire world system. One way or another, in the context of the formation 
of a new world order, the formation of new coalitions, most likely, some risk of military conflict 
will remain until the end of Xi Jinping's tenure until 2035, experts say. It is possible that the 
"Uyghur factor" may also be involved.39 

Note:  The "Uyghur factor" is a geopolitical and domestic political issue related to the situation of 

Uyghurs in the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region of China. Since 2014, China has been 

pursuing a policy of strict control due to threats to its own security. This factor affects China's 

relations with Turkey, Central Asia and the West.  Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan and Turkey. The 

presence of Uyghur diasporas in neighbouring countries affects China's relations with these states. 

Lessons and conclusions: 

• China is a strategic competitor for the collective West, a supporter of a multipolar world, 
opposing the sole rule of the world by major powers. 

• China justifiably claims to be one of the leading participants in the formation of the "New 
World Order". 

 

9) Russia’s position 

Russia is in a state of multifaceted war with the West. Russia should not be deceived by the hybrid 
nature of this war, nor by the United States’ desire to "softly" disengage from it, shifting the 
burden of responsibility to Europe and turning it into a war that doesn't affect the mother country 
or the core of national identity, but is waged on the periphery of its zones of influence, with 
varying success, and without consequences for the status of the main players. 

In this situation, Russia can draw two conclusions. First, that acquiring weak and distant allies 
who are incapable of independent defence is a risky and costly strategy. Secondly, – the White 
House’s frank statements about disregard for international law and the proclamation of the right of 
the strong as the supreme law – means, that in a world of predators, one cannot afford to be weak. 
This reality requires an appropriate force to protect one's own interests and ideas about the truth. 

Russia will never allow the division of a unified Russian space, regardless of whether the 
European Union tries to counteract Russia alone or together with the United States. The most 
radical evidence of this was Russia's self-determination as an "original state-civilization," as stated 
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in the Concept of Russia's Foreign Policy,40 and Russia's positioning on the side of the Global 
South and East. 

Europe, – Russia's recent trading partner, is feverishly looking for ways to survive in a reality of 
its own making. Drawn into an open clash with Russia in order to destroy its growing influence in 
the world, European politicians not only superficially assessed the consequences of this for their 
own economy, but also did not realize at the expense of what resources and, most importantly, 
whose well-being they had so far maintained their standard of living. 

Against the backdrop of Europe's systemic crisis, the most painful for it was the break with the 
Russian market. As a result, trade and logistic routes (previously controlled by the West)  have 
been transferred to new hubs, which, unlike the European Union, do not intend to repeat mistakes 
and sacrifice colossal profits during the global economic downturn. 

At present, the countries of the Middle East are more disposed than ever to a friendly and 
constructive dialogue with Moscow. The reason is obvious: as the United States increases its 
control over oil resources in various parts of the world, it is transforming itself from the main 
consumer of OPEC hydrocarbons into a direct and very aggressive competitor of this cartel. The 
energy-producing countries that are leaders in the Middle East are interested in the long-term and 
strategic nature of trade ties with Russia.  They will not abandon ties with Russia as easily as the 
European Union did. 

Russian leaders state that Russia does not seek dominance, confrontation, or expansion in the 
post-Soviet space, and will take a more pragmatic approach to assessing real needs and the 
possibilities for meeting them.41 

Despite this, Russia is being encircled through the consolidation of the Turan belt as a buffer 
between the West and the East and the opposition of integration projects – Turkism vs. 
Eurasianism. In this context, in March 2021, an "informal" Summit of the Cooperation Council of 
Turkic-Speaking States (Turkic Council) was held, which nevertheless discussed and adopted a 
number of formal documents.42 The goal of the association is to develop transport and energy 
routes bypassing Russia through the Caspian Sea, the South Caucasus and further to Anatolia. 

Back in the last century, Zbigniew Brzezinski43 drew a map in which, according to the old 
American plan, the "Anaconda Noose," Russia would be dismembered into twenty-two parts, each 
under US control. This plan is being implemented without a single step deviating from its original 
intent. The kidnapping of the de jure president of Venezuela Nicolás Maduro, the threats to Cuba, 
the assassination of the supreme leader of Iran Ali Khamenei, and the war in Iran are not random, 
unrelated actions, but a systematic strangulation of Russia, the expulsion of its allies, and the 
deprivation of markets and room for manoeuvre. 

The "Anaconda Noose" will not stop tightening its rings until it crushes Russia's last ally, and no 
Minsk or Istanbul agreements will curb its appetite. "Anaconda" swallows one partner and ally of 
Russia after another according to Brzezinski's plan. 

Experts close to the Kremlin believe that the only thing that can stop Brzezinski's plan is not 
another note of protest, but a direct harsh rebuff. This requires the will and determination, the 
same as Iran's, to start acting according to the same rules by which the collective West operates. 
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Therefore, in their view, discussing Russia's security and negotiating with those who developed 
the plan to destroy Russia, never abandoned it, and plan to strangle Russia is not even naïveté, but 
criminal stupidity.44 

With regard to Russia, Washington's logic is extremely simple: Europe must be drawn deeper into 
a trade war with Russia, suffer losses, be exhausted – and eventually become destroyed and 
weakened. Such a scenario is beneficial to America, which is now losing even the appearance of 
allied support from once loyal partners. 

Russia has the right to protect its interests in the Western Hemisphere without the sanction of 
Washington and Brussels: neither the United States nor the collective West can dictate here. 
Otherwise, they will have to go into a direct conflict with Russia, which is obviously unacceptable 
for them, – it would be fraught with nuclear war, due to the context of a dramatically changed 
situation in the field of global strategic stability. 

But the further the United States and the collective West push their operations and adventures, the 
greater the likelihood that they will cross an invisible line, prompting a completely different 
response from their geopolitical adversaries – Russia and China. Moscow and Beijing possess 
deterrent forces that countries in Latin America and the Middle East lack. What the response of 
the largest countries in the Eastern Hemisphere might be is an open question. However, the 
prevailing view in the West – is that Russia will never use nuclear weapons under any 
circumstances, ignoring the conditions under which Russia could use its nuclear arsenal, 
according to the Doctrine of Nuclear Deterrence.45 

Lessons and conclusions: 

• Attempts by the collective West to "isolate" Russia and present it as a "pariah" have failed.  

• Russia wants to take its rightful place in the modern world, thanks to the challenges that were 
made to it with the start of the special military operation. 

• Russia and its international partners, primarily in BRICS and the Shanghai Cooperation 
Organisation, are in favour of strengthening the international system with the UN playing a 
central role, which does not exclude the option of renewing or recreating the world 
organization on a more just, inter-civilizational basis through the efforts of the world-majority 
states, when conditions arise for this. 

• Russia should not discuss its own security with those who plan to strangle it. 

 

10) Final thoughts – What happens next? 

The collective West no longer exists as a single political, ideological and geopolitical entity. 
Globalist projects are collapsing, even the Euro-Atlantic unity, the fate of NATO, and the UN are 
in question. Gradually, a new map is emerging, where several separate and sometimes conflicting 
formations begin to appear in place of the collective West. 

Attempts to hold onto the old world, to restore the old international rules, or to wait for 
"everything to settle down" are not only pointless, but they are dangerous. The old world has 
already disappeared, even if it seems to some that it still exists. Everything else is a bygone era. 
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The world is changing radically before our eyes, and the actual meanings of these changes are not 
yet understood. The processes that today look like chaos – are in fact a phase of reassembling the 
global order. The moment has come when the role of states is being determined – for the long 
cycle ahead in history. During such periods: neutrality, passivity, and the expectation of a "return 
to normality" do not work. Moreover, they are dangerous. 

It is necessary to take a sober look at what is happening and abandon illusions. The world is 
entering a tectonic turning point, and the outcome of this process does not guarantee that countries 
will maintain their usual situation. In fact, the most important global cycle has already been 
launched, comparable in scale to the collapse of the Middle Ages and the birth of a new world. 

Therefore, right now, the time has come for a tough struggle among world and regional leaders to 
participate in the active expansionist policies of their states, to enter the "zone of power" and 
become its participants, the results of which will determine the role of their states and peoples for 
a very long historical cycle to come. 

The fundamental shift in the global balance of power and the rapid  degradation of international 
law must be reversed, otherwise the use of nuclear weapons may escalate. It's highly likely that 
the situation won't spiral out of control and won’t lead to a more systemic global war.  Rather, a 
state of "managed chaos" will be maintained through hybrid wars, resource competition, 
cyberattacks, pandemics, drinking water shortages, and famine. 

 

Final conclusions: 

1. Trust in international laws and rules has been undermined. The rules of international politics 
and international relations are changing before our eyes. 

2. An active struggle for the status of global and regional powers is underway. 
3. The struggle for resources, spheres of influence and security is intensifying, which becomes a 

source of new conflicts and wars. 
4. Independent centres of power are being actively formed within the framework of a multipolar 

world. 
5. The era of domination by a single superpower is coming to an end. A multipolar world is 

being formed, followed by a possible strengthening of global governance through 
international institutions (new or old) and corporations. 

6. The fate of the collective West in the emerging multipolar world depends on itself—whether 
to be part of this world or to become a civilization closed off from the rest of the world. 

7. The factor of power is becoming a key instrument of international relations in the current 
transitional stage of global development. 
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