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ON THE FUTURE OF SUSTAINABLE MULTIPOLAR WORLD
ON THE BASIS OF CIVILIZATIONAL PARTNERSHIP

Alrelatively stable geopolitical development in the decades
after WWII was achieved due to an agreement between the
three great allied powers (USSR, USA and Great Britain).
The agreement signed in Yalta in February 1945 also helped
avoid turning a number of regional conflicts (in Korea, Vi-
etnam, Afghanistan) and the Cuban Missile Crisis into a
new world war and a clash of civilizations. The end of the
cold war had also contributed to this trend [Akayev, 2004].

However, the mistakes by Gorbachev and Shevard-
nadze, unilateral concessions to the West and NATO, dis-
solution of CMEA and the Warsaw Treaty, and then disso-
lution of the USSR undermined the basis of the Yalta Peace
Agreement, and made the US and NATO think they could
set up a unipolar world and turn Russia into a second-class
regional power. The foreign policy course taken by Yeltsin
and Kozyrev followed the US policy and ignored Russia’s
national interests. This has led to a dramatic decline in the
quality of Russian foreign policy and its position in the ge-
opolitical world order.

After Evgeny Primakov became Russia’s foreign minis-
ter and then prime minister, this very erroneous policy was
gradually corrected. Under President Putin foreign minis-
ter Lavrov focused Russian foreign policy on restoring its
capacity as a world power. The independent foreign pol-
icy of Russia followed the national interests of the coun-
try and helped revive the Eurasian civilization. This inde-
pendent policy, however, was fiercely resisted by the US
and its NATO allies who wanted to keep their internation-
al hegemony, and create a unipolar world with no regard to
the United Nations. These contradictions became especial-
ly pronounced in the mid-2010s, as a result of the Ukrain-
ian crisis, after Crimea joined Russia, and the West applied
sanctions on the country. The basis of geopolitical stabili-
ty has been broken, and the specter of the Cold War once
again haunts the planet. American military circles are on the
new spiral of the arms race after starting a number of mili-
tary interventions (in Iraq, Libya, Afghanistan, and Syria).

On the other hand, in the late 20th century the world
entered the era of a historical fault, a long-lasting and deep
global crisis due to the change of super-long civilizational
cycles. The sun of the 200-years-old industrial civilization
is setting, and a new humanistic noospheric integral new
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world civilization is appearing. The fourth generation of lo-
cal civilizations that lasted for 500 years under the leader-
ship of the West is being replaced by the civilization of the
fifth generation, this time under the leadership of the East.
Among other things, the global crisis is being manifested in
sharp worsening of geopolitical contradictions between ris-
ing civilizations and leading world powers headed by Chi-
na and Russia, that are standing on the forefront of the inte-
gral civilization and formation of the multipolar world, and
descending civilizations headed by the US and the EU, that
seek to retain the doomed industrial civilization and the un-
ipolar world under Western hegemony.

Under these circumstances we need to urgently shape a
new world that takes into consideration the changing bal-
ance of forces, with the civilizational activity moving east-
ward, with China and India in the lead and formation of
BRICS and SCO clubs of nations. The measures for the
setup of the new world order have been defined in BRICS
and SCO documents. Russia has also initiated the “inte-
gration of integrations™: the partnership within the Great-
er Eurasia to strengthen the foundations of the multipolar
world. These goals are further supported by the program of
the Silk Road Economic Belt declared by China. The new
world order must be oriented toward dialog and partner-
ship of civilizations in response to global challenges of the
21st century. This is the policy that has been consistently
pursued by President Putin and Russian Foreign Minister
Sergey Lavrov.

At the Seventh International Conference in Yalta, which
was organized by Mezhdunarodnaya Zhizn magazine with
support of the Russian Foreign Ministry in Yalta in October
2016, Professor Y. V. Yakovets and I suggested the model of
Yalta World-2, a new model of sustainable multipolar world
on the basis of dialog and partnership of civilizations. To
this end we suggested to set up the Yalta Club of Scholars
and Diplomats, with further discussion of this model at the
Summit of Civilizations in 2020 (Yalta-2), and in the UN.
The Yalta Club was created on December 22, 2016. The
founding meeting was held at INES Institute of Economic
Strategies in accordance with the proposal of the Pitirim So-
rokin — Nikolai Kondratiev International Institute (MISK),
approved on the 7th International Conference in Yalta on
November 19, 2016. At the very first meeting of the Yal-
ta Club Professor Yakovets and I presented our report enti-
tled “On the Future of Sustainable Multipolar World on the
Basis of Civilizational Partnership,” where we outlined the
contours of the new model of the multipolar world [Yako-
vets, Akayev, 2016]. Below I will briefly summarize the es-
sence of our proposal.

1. Formation of the Yalta World
and Its Main Contents

World War II led to creation of a partnership of three super-
powers — the US, the USSR and Great Britain — who fought
against the swift spread of the Axis powers of Berlin, Rome
and Tokyo, who conquered almost all of Europe and a con-
siderable part of Asia.
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The Yalta Conference, which took place on February
4-11, 1945, focused on issues of post-war world order.
The main proposals on the structure of the post-war world
order and creation of the UN were first considered at the
meeting of ministers for foreign affairs of the three great
powers. The USSR was represented at the meeting by the
People’s Commissar for Foreign Affairs Vyacheslav Mol-
otov, his deputy I. E. Maisky and the Ambassador of the
USSR to the United States Andrey Gromyko. The pro-
posals drafted at this meeting were considered by Stalin,
Roosevelt and Churchill, with the three leaders signing the
corresponding final version of the documents. It was de-
cided to convene an international conference in San-Fran-
cisco on April 25, 1945 to develop the UN Charter. The
Charter was signed on June 26, 1945 and entered into ef-
fect on October 24, 1945.

Yalta became a symbol of post-war world order ar-
rangement. The new multipolar world started with the crea-
tion of the United Nations, and the Yalta agreements helped
keep a relatively stable world order for almost five decades.
The Yalta accord supported the idea of a balanced post-war
world, which took into account the interests of major geo-
political powers and victorious countries so as not allow the
next world war to happen and keep the world stable.

While many would consider the post-war world bipo-
lar in nature, it was indeed a multipolar world. China, In-
dia, and other countries that formed the Group of 77 in the
UN, carried out their policies independently from the two
superpowers, which headed opposing economic and mili-
tary blocks.

The UN was created on the basis of unanimity, giving
each of the five permanent members of the UN Security
Council — US, USSR, Great Britain, France and China — the
right of veto. This provision allowed to make sure that no
union of Western states could force its will on the rest of the
world. As the Cold War started, and a number of local con-
flicts began (wars in Korea and Vietnam, the Cuban Missile
Crisis, the war in Afghanistan), the UN continued searching
for dialog and compromise between the leading countries of
the world, which allowed to avoid WWIII.

The UN worked on solving many issues of post-war
world order, solved conflicts and found solutions to major
international problems. The UN authored ten-year devel-
opment programs, developed the sustainable development
strategy and the strategy of environmental security. Many
organizations within the UN had a significant impact on in-
ternational development.

At the 70th anniversary session of the United Nations
in September 2015, leaders of major world powers spoke
highly of the UN’s role in supporting the world order.

2. Yalta World Order Destroyed

In the late 20th century, however, the role of the UN in reg-
ulating world order got significantly weakened as the foun-
dations of the Yalta world order faltered. This happened due
to many factors.

Firstly, development of the neoliberal model of globali-
zation in conditions of overwhelming control of transna-
tional corporations and banks with support of international
financial and economic organizations (International Mone-
tary Fund, World Bank) led to their desire to weaken inter-
national monitoring of their activities.

Secondly, the collapse of the USSR and the world so-
cialist system led to the weakening of the countries oppos-
ing the American dictate, and led the US government to be-
lieve in the illusion of the unipolar world, their exclusive
right to determine the new world order. This position was
most fully reflected in Zbigniew Brzezinski’s book “The
Grand Chessboard” [Brzezinski, 1998].

Thirdly, the US and NATO, not being able to overcome
the independent policy and the right of veto of Russia and
China in the UN Security Council, started carrying out ag-
gressive actions bypassing the UN. This was evident during
the bombing of Yugoslavia, interventions in Iraq and Libya,
and the fuelling of the civil war in Syria.

These actions undermined the geopolitical balance in
the world and precluded all possibilities for resolving major
problems with consideration of interests of different coun-
tries and civilizations and led to a new geopolitical crisis
which especially deepened after the US and their allies in-
itiated a coup d’etat in Ukraine, and applied sanctions on
Russia.

Thus, over the past quarter of a century, after aban-
doning the principles of Yalta World, political tensions in-
creased, with growing geopolitical conflicts and threats of
civilizational clashes. This requires developing new mod-
els of a global multipolar world in accordance with the con-
ditions adequate to power ratios in the 21st century, which
will allow to lower the threat of a new cold war and the
WWIIIL a destructive clash of civilizations [4kayev, 2004].

US Presidential elections in 2016 became a starting
point for accelerating formation of a new world order,
which will be based on interests between different states
and civilizations, and using the mechanisms of dialog and
partnership in response to the challenges of the 21st cen-
tury. This trend will emerge gradually, as western govern-
ments will drift further and further away from the real inter-
ests of peoples of these countries. This will create precondi-
tions for the future model of a sustainable multipolar world,
which will correspond to the realities of the 21st century.

3. Objective Considerations for Transition
to a Future Model of Multipolar World

As we study the future of the new model of sustainable
multipolar world on the basis of dialogue and partnership
of civilizations (Yalta World-2) we must take into account
deep transformations that are happening and will continue
happening across civilizations in the 21st century. These
transformations have been studied in works and reports by
leaders of the modern Russian school of civilization re-
search over the past 25 years [ Yakovets, 2013].

What are these deep transformations like?

Firstly, the end of the 20th century saw the completion
of the 200year long industrial capitalism cycle of the world
civilization, which had started with the industrial revolution
in the end of the 18th — early 19th centuries, and the end
of the five-century long fourth generation of local civiliza-
tions, dominated by the West. This serves as the main con-
tent of the global civilizational crisis of the late 20th — first
quarter of the 21st centuries.

Secondly, since the beginning of the 21st century van-
guard countries (especially China) started building the
foundations of the integral world civilization, with a dif-
ferentiated and active fifth generation of local civilizations



24 Global World: System Shifts, Challenges and Contours of the Future. Reports

under the leadership of the East. These processes will be
more fully developed in the second quarter of the 21st cen-
tury. The historic pendulum is shifting from the West to the
East; this will become more evident in the second quarter
of the century and undeniable in the third quarter. Further
differentiation of the world of local civilizations will con-
tinue, with them become major players on the international
geopolitical arena.

In the long term, their number is expected to grow due
to differentiation of the Muslim civilization into several lo-
cal civilizations.

Thirdly, the relationship between civilizational progress
factors will change as well. If previously the decisive fac-
tors included population growth and growth of workforce,
with use of new cheaper natural resources, due to depop-
ulation and exhaustion of a number of natural resources
and growing environmental expenses, in the 21st centu-
ry we will see demographic, natural and ecological fac-
tors become barriers to economic growth. The leading po-
sition will go to innovative, technological and socio-cul-
tural factors.

Fourthly, the accelarated integration and globalization
processes have shifted the center of gravity in determining
the fates of the civilizations to the supranational level, the
level of local civilizations and their unions and the global
level. This is where the nodes of contradictions that deter-
mine the historical trends of future development are located.

Fifthly, geopolitical and geocivilizational relationships
in the second quarter of the 21st century will be determined
by the leaders of the 2020s, and in the third quarter — lead-
ers of the 2050s. There’s a growing gap between genera-
tions and a threat of losing the most part of the accumu-
lated scientific, cultural, and socio-political heritage dur-
ing changing generations. This moves to the forefront the
problem of methods of transfer of civilizational heritage to
new generations.

Sixthly, the accumulated arsenals of nuclear arms and
other weapons of mass destruction and rapid improvements
in technology make it almost impossible to use the means
of resolving intercivilizational and geopolitical contradic-
tions by means of conventional warfare. It is vitally impor-
tant for the global community to devise ways to demilita-
rize the economy and the society, and exclude wars and ter-
rorism from the geopolitical practice. We must transition to
other methods of solving contradicting interests of civiliza-
tions and states. This makes especially significant the prob-
lem of using the accumulated military and technical poten-
tial for managing natural and technological disasters, and
formation of the global system for regulating these process
under UN leadership. The role of aggressive military unions
like NATO must be considerably reduced or they should be
disbanded altogether.

These factors make it necessary to build the new mod-
el of the multipolar world (Yalta World-2) on a set of dif-
ferent principles, considering the experience of Yalta world
formation, and the new objective conditions and trends of
civilizational development.

4. Principles of Forming Yalta World-2
The following main principles and parameters of the new
multipolar world on the basis of dialog and partnership of
civilizations can be defined.

Point one, this model has a civilizational character. The
model is based on the assumption that the 21st century is
the century of local civilizations that become principal ac-
tors on the geopolitical arena, replacing the nation states
and superpowers which dominated the international scene
in the 20th century. The number of recognized and unrec-
ognized sovereign states is currently reaching the figure of
two hundred and twenty. These states include giant coun-
tries like China and India with more than 1 billion people,
and many smaller countries with several tens or hundreds of
thousands of residents who do not have the capacity neces-
sary to reproduce their population on their own.

At present there are twelve local civilizations of the
fifth generation on the planet: three European civilizations:
(Western European, Eastern European and Eurasian), six
civilizations of Asia and Africa (Chinese, Indian, Japanese,
Buddhist, Muslim, and African), and three civilizations of
America and Oceania that had recently split with the West-
ern civilization: North American, Latin American and Oce-
anic civilizations.

By the middle of the 21st century, due to differentia-
tion of the Muslim civilization, it may split into five or
six local civilizations: Arabic, Persian (Iran), Indian Mus-
lim, Pacific Muslim, European Muslim, and, possibly Af-
rican Subsaharan Muslim civilizations. The six civiliza-
tions of the Christian world will be opposed by five or six
civilizations of the Muslim world [Akayev, 2015]. We can
also distinguish two Hinduist-Buddhist civilizations (Indi-
an and Buddhist), and two Confucian-Taoist civilizations
(of China and Japan).

Each of these worlds will include states that constitute
these local civilizations and their enclaves in other civiliza-
tions, and their diaspora worldwide. The civilizations will
be mixed further, and civilizational contradictions will in-
crease not only among civilizations but within separate civ-
ilizations as we see it now happening in Western Europe
[Yakovets, 2015].

To this end, the main problem we have to solve today is
to find optimal conditions for development of rational rela-
tions between local civilizations, and prevent possible con-
frontations, which, with present-day mass destruction ca-
pabilities can simply destroy the entire world. [Moiseev,
2003].

Point two, in the long term, relationships between civ-
ilizations must be based on the principle of multipolari-
ty, equality and consideration of various interests, and res-
olution of all contradictions on the basis of compromise
and consensus. The attempts to build a unipolar or bipo-
lar world, dominated by leading civilizations (superpow-
ers) would be quite dangerous and self-defeating. The fu-
ture will be the time of equality and consideration of unique
interests and attributes of each civilization, with the global
diversity intact. We need to take into account the fact that
local civilizations will be considerably different, both in
terms of their territory and the number of their population,
the amount of their natural resources and their economic
and socio-political form of government, level of develop-
ment of science and culture and religious and civilizational
values. The resilience of the humankind will depend on our
ability to preserve, enrich and transfer to the next generation
this civilizational diversity. We will also need to consider
conflicting interests in the process of interaction and inevi-
table conflicts and local altercations, and solve these prob-



Askar Akayev

25

lems taking into consideration their cultural specificity. All
decisions must be based on consensus.

Point three, growing risks of civilizational develop-
ment, especially environmental and technological, will re-
quire radical global solutions and optimal distribution of
competences between three levels: global (UN and oth-
er international organizations), regional (integrational and
civilizational unions) and nation states. As the importance
and responsibility of regional and global levels is growing,
and nation states retain their sovereignty, we must remem-
ber that as the number of sovereign states will increase, we
will need to avoid the mistakes made by the European Un-
ion with its strict integration and excessive competencies
of the EU leadership. Meanwhile, increased interdepend-
ence and risky nature of global development will require a
stronger role and responsibility of global bodies, especially
the UN as the central link representing the interests of the
entire humankind, all civilizations and states. This will re-
quire further reorganization of the United Nations and will
increase its role in the new model of the multipolar world
[Akayev, 2004].

Point four, manageability of contradictory process dy-
namics must be improved at all level of civilizational and
national dynamics. We need to develop, and gradually im-
plement science-based forecasts and strategies of civiliza-
tional development in close cooperation between different
levels of decision-making: global, regional, and national.
There will be a need to improve the competency and re-
sponsibility of all decision-makers at all levels.

Point five, the general public must have stricter con-
trol over the activities of regional and global government
bodies, transnational corporations and banks and monitor
the process of overcoming continuously emerging risks. In
these conditions NATO’s existence (as the existence of oth-
er local military and political unions, provoking the arms
race and heightening intercivilizational contradictions) will
become meaningless. At the same time, there will be a need
to develop the global security system and gradually lower
the threats of military conflicts, with the UN Security Coun-
cil playing the pivotal role in the process.

Point six, considering the complex nature of long-term
contradictory processes of civilizational development, it is
necessary fo increase the science-intensive factor in regulat-
ing global civilizational processes. Government bodies to-
day are far removed from the achievements of science, and
therefore may fail to have a strategic vision of management
effectiveness. The first step in expanding the science-inten-
sive factor is the creation of scientific consulting commit-
tee under the UN Secretary General. A system must be cre-
ated to encourage active participation of scholars in devel-
opment of long-term and super-long term forecasts and the
process of substantiation of strategic priorities at all levels —
global, regional, and national. This process will be aided
by the development of a new social studies paradigm, cor-
responding to the realities of the 21st century. Such a par-
adigm is being actively developed by Russian schools of
thought with participation of scholars from other civiliza-
tions. One of the examples of the future scientific vision is
the promising new model for sustainable development of a
multipolar world on the basis of the dialog and partnership
of civilizations.

Point seven, an important condition for creation of a
sustainable multipolar world is the ability to overcome the

large gap in economic, social, energy and ecological imbal-
ance between different civilizations, countries, social strata,
and generations, which leads to deep geopolitical contradic-
tions, and a rise in migration flows. Creating equal condi-
tions for life and development throughout the planet must
become the central point in the work of the UN, other un-
ions of countries and separate states.

5. Stages of Formation and Development
of the Multipolar World

It is obvious that radical transformation of the current sys-
tem of geopolitical relationships, which has been shaped
over many centuries, cannot be carried out within a short
historical period. It will take several decades and require a
very gradual approach to implementing the aforementioned
principles of multipolar world order on the basis of dialogue
and partnership of civilizations, resolving a great number
of contradictions that have accumulated. The new gener-
ation of national and international leaders will help move
this process forward.

I suggest the following stages of shaping and develop-
ment of the suggested model of the multipolar world [Ya-
kovets, Akayev, 2016].

This model will be defined for the period of the second
and third quarters of the 21st century, with the integral, hu-
manistic and noospheric civilization of the fifth generation
of local civilizations

At the first stage (2016-2020) the Yalta Club will work
on the sections of the report entitled “On the Future of
Sustainable Multipolar World on the Basis of Civiliza-
tional Partnership.” This report will be prepared in 2017
by a group of scholars, diplomats, and politicians rep-
resenting all civilizations. The text of the report will be
discussed at working group sessions and at the meeting
of the Club in Yalta in October 2017. After the amend-
ments are introduced, it will be submitted to the Board
of Trustees of the Yalta Club in February-March 2018.
Further on, it will be reviewed at the round table discus-
sions at the 72nd session of the UN General Assembly to-
gether with the project of the UN Resolution on declar-
ing the decade from 2020 to 2030 the Decade of Civili-
zational Partnerships, The Summit of Civilizations will
be held in 2020 (on the year of the 75th anniversary of
the Yalta Conference) to discuss the strategy of arranging
a multipolar world on the basis of civilizational partner-
ships and the Strategy Road Map.

These documents will be translated into the major world
languages, published online and delivered to the govern-
ments of Russia, China, Kazakhstan, Iran and other inter-
ested countries for inclusion in the agenda of the General
Assembly of the United Nations.

It will take another ten years to discuss and develop the
main principles and mechanisms of the model. It will then
be discussed at summit meetings dedicated to separate stra-
tegic priorities. After that the UN will be reorganized into
a system of international organizations. After that the law
will be enacted.

This will create the necessary conditions for achieving
the Goals of Sustainable Development Through 2030, ap-
proved by the UN Summit in September 2015. Concurrent-
ly, a system of new goals and strategies for achieving these
goals will need to be developed. This system will have to
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meet the requirements of new terms and conditions of civi-
lizational development through 2050.

The third quarter of the 21st century will most like be
spent in conditions of a full-scale model of sustainable
multipolar world, which will thrive on the dialogue and
partnership of civilizations, and regularly amended with
consideration of substantial changes in conditions of de-
velopment and other changes in the world of civilizations.

If this optimistic scenario is implementing by the lead-
ers of the 2020s and the 2050s, and if it is supported by the
majority of the human race, the last quarter of the 21st cen-
tury will be the time of sustainable multipolar international
cooperation through dialogue and partnership of civiliza-
tions. This strategy will help us find answers to new chal-
lenges, which will inevitably appear in the in the coming
decades and require joint work of all civilizations, states,
social strata and generations.

Russia will play a leading role in developing the new
model of the multipolar world on the basis of partnership of
civilizations. This will help Russia emerge in the vanguard
of the efforts to overcome the contemporary geopolitical
crisis and form a sustainable geopolitical climate. This, in
turn, will help implement the goals of sustainable develop-
ment adopted by the UN summit in September 2015 for the
period through 2030.

In conclusion, I would like to call upon all interest-
ed scholars and diplomats, public and state figures, repre-

sentatives of all local civilizations to take an active part in
the work of the Yalta Club to promote the evidence-based
report, entitled “On the Future of Sustainable Multipolar
World on the Basis of Civilizational Partnership” and pre-
senting it to heads of leading countries of the world, various
civilizations and the UN, and then assist in considering the
Strategy of Sustainable Multipolar World Order on the Ba-
sis of Dialog and Civilizational Partnership at the UN Gen-
eral Assembly and its practical implementation by the UN.
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