
35I. I. Buzovsky

I. I. Buzovsky2

INTERNATIONAL CONSOLIDATION IN TERMS 
OF CIVILIZATIONAL CHALLENGES AND THREATS

Economy is the spirit’s work on the world mat-
ter, which the very existence of people in this 
world depends on. 

N. A. Berdyaev

ty, by a person, the better it aff ects the economy. Demand, 
which generates supply, stimulates new rounds of econom-
ic development. At present, the global market economy has 
emerged, which is largely characterized by the pursuit of 
profi t by private companies all over the world. The glob-
al economy has increased at least by a hundred times since 
the beginning of the industrial era. Due to annual growth of 
world production by 3% on average, the global economy 
eventually continues doubling approximately every twen-
ty years. 

Such significant indicators have practically led to 
the complete elimination of extreme poverty in the regions 
where growth of economic development is most signifi cant. 
For 50 years, modern civilization has consumed as many 
goods and services (at constant prices) as all previous gen-
erations together.3 

The US dollar, acting as an intermediary for the ex-
change, has become a source of profi t. By increasing is-
suance of the dollar, as well as government securities, 
the United States lent itself, constantly increasing consump-
tion. Financial dominance in the global community has al-
lowed the United States to emerge as a superpower with 
enormous military strength, but also with its huge external 
debt of $34 trillion, which is about 120% of GDP. 
3 Ласло Э. Макросдвиг (К устойчивости мира курсом перемен). М., 
2004. С. 70.

The1modern2era of aggravation of global problems and 
the state of the world order stimulate signifi cant destruc-
tive processes to be described by society as threatening 
the very existence of humanity. Social problems are esca-
lated, with simultaneous increase in frequency of emerg-
ing social upheavals. Society is at the stage of searching 
for answers to questions in the global reconstruction of 
the world, with the need for choosing new development 
strategies. 

The economy of the 20th century is a kind of capitalism 
in economically dominant countries, based solely on prin-
ciples of consumption. The more it is consumed by socie-

2 Deputy Minister of Information of the Republic of Belarus, Ph. D. in So-
ciological Sciences. Held executive positions at the National State Televi-
sion and Radio Company of the Republic of Belarus. Was the second, and 
then the first secretary of the Central Committee of the Belarusian Repub-
lican Youth Union. Worked in the Main Ideological Department of the 
Presidential Administration of the Republic of Belarus. Former Deputy 
Head of the Presidential Administration. Former Head of the 
Administration of the Central District of Minsk. Former Deputy 
Chairman of the Standing Committee on Education, Science, Culture 
and Social Development of the Council of the Republic of the National 
Assembly. Member of the National Children’s Rights Commission, the 
Commission on Juvenile Affairs under the Council of Ministers of the 
Republic of Belarus, the Interdepartmental Working Group on Improving 
State Policy in the Sphere of National Relations, and others. Awarded the 
Order of Honor. 



36 BRICS as the New Space for Dialogue Among Cultures and Civilizations. Reports

Herewith, in global community, income inequality 
and class stratifi cation have emerged and rapidly increase. 
Along with global prosperity, extreme poverty persists, and 
the gap between the rich and the poor increases. It is clear 
that this system can develop only if there are pervasive en-
vironmental pollution and ever-increasing amount of ab-
sorption of natural resources. Ignoring the obvious means 
being not just a silent contemplator, but, to some extent, 
a participant in destructing the world community. 

The crisis tendency of the current situation imposes 
new requirements on the level of awareness of nonlinearity 
and interconnectedness of processes. Radical constructive 
changes are possible in case of applying innovative ideas, 
realizing meanings that can provide new formats for both 
international relations and domestic political processes of 
countries’ development, under broad international cooper-
ation. 

In this regard, emergence of the SCO, the CSTO and 
the BRICS in the geopolitical space, which have united 
communities of like-minded states, is quite logical. For-
mation of the just multipolar world order is one of major 
tasks of the BRICS. The instrument of consolidation of 
the member states was initially aimed at developing coop-
eration, strengthening security, promoting development of 
all the humanity and taking all possible measures for creat-
ing the equal and just world. 

The engine of cooperation within the BRICS is econ-
omy. And this is UNDERSTANDABLE: by the end of 
2022, the combined GDP of the 5 BRICS member states 
(China, India, Brazil, Russia and South Africa) exceeded 
the GDP of the so-called “Group of Seven” countries (the 
G7: USA, Japan, Germany, Great Britain, France, Italy and 
Canada). So, the BRICS countries provided 31.5% of glob-
al GDP, and the G7 – 30.1%. And this is without consid-
ering the richest Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emir-
ates, powerful Iran and the largest African countries to have 
joined the BRICS this year! And by 2028, the BRICS coun-
tries’ indicators will achieve 36.6%, while the G7 – 27.8%. 
But after all in 1992, the situation was radically diff er-
ent: the Group of Seven produced 45.7% of global GDP, 
while the countries currently in the BRICS – less than 20%. 
These data were cited by Russian President Vladimir Pu-
tin in his Address to the Federal Assembly, stressing that 
these changes are the objective reality. “There’s no getting 
away from this. It’s the objective reality. And so it will be. 
No matter what happens, including even that in Ukraine.”1

Despite the clearly positive results and prospects for co-
operation between the BRICS countries in economic terms, 
the ideological component, which should act as the foun-
dation and goal – setting for the member states’ strategic 
development, is extremely relevant, with determining this 
component development as a priority task. 

The faster the economic development of our countries, 
the deeper and closer economic and political interaction, 
the more obvious the issue of forming the common human-
itarian space, the cultural exchange. And ultimately, the is-
sue of forming a common axiological matrix distinguish-
ing us from the opposing bloc of the collective West with 
its overwhelming liberal value system, which is primari-
ly adopted by today’s global capitalism. Intensifi cation of 
1 БРИКС обгонит страны G7 по доле ВВП по ППС, спрогнозировал 
Путин // РИА Новости : [сайт]. URL: https://ria.ru/20240229/
briks-1930297933.html (accessed: 25.03.2024).

this confrontation in any vector is obvious. This is caused 
by the incitement of armed confl icts in diff erent parts of 
the world, incessant attempts to break established econom-
ic ties and logistics routes, etc. The reason is clear: today, 
the West cannot win in fair competition, and is not ready 
for equitable cooperation. Therefore, various hybrid forms 
of infl uence come to the fore – from direct military inter-
vention to imposition of their ideological models through 
a wide range of information and communication, cultural 
tools. Even the “co-religionists” – the EU and its econo-
my – are ready to be sacrifi ced. And all this is purposed at 
preserving the imperialist elites’ dominant position at any 
cost. When achieving their strategic and even tactical goals, 
the Establishment of “the powers that be” ignores the inter-
ests of third countries – from Ukraine to the Middle East, 
the interests of their peoples. 

The policy of the countries of the collective West, its 
hypocrisy, was very clearly highlighted by the President 
of the Republic of Belarus A. G. Lukashenko during his 
speech in Dubai, at the World Summit on Combating Cli-
mate Change. In his speech at the forum, the Belarusian 
Head of State stressed that it was about the future of our 
common home – the planet Earth: “We have never had 
and will never have another home.” Speaking about cli-
mate change and scientists’ gloomy forecasts, A. G. Lu-
kashenko fi rst and foremost drew attention to the actions 
of those who provoke and ignite hotbeds of war in vari-
ous parts of the world. According to the President of Be-
larus, the wars in Iraq, Afghanistan, Ukraine, and the Mid-
dle East amount to trillions of dollars, not to mention irre-
trievably ruined human lives. It is these funds that should 
be used to solve problems of the humanity. And another vi-
tal issue was touched upon by the Head of Belarus in his 
speech: signifi cance of the just world as a necessary basis 
for solving global problems. “It’s time to admit: the green 
agenda is meaningless in the face of confrontation. It re-
quires respecting for the sovereignty of countries and un-
conditional justice.”2 

Will the collective West, and most importantly, the cur-
rent planetary hegemon, listen to this conviction, by 
the way, shared by the absolute majority of humanity? Un-
fortunately, it is hard to hope for a positive answer to this 
question today. Therefore, the confrontation along the lines: 
the collective West – Russia, the collective West – China, 
the collective West – the global South is a long-term trend, 
considering which we must be ready to jointly defend our 
positions in all areas. And here the fi eld of confrontation is 
not only the security sector and the economic one as a basis, 
but also creation of our own cultural and value paradigm, 
which is not even a superstructure, but a necessary condi-
tion for survival in the global confrontation. 

Entering into civilizational confrontation with clear 
awareness of urgency of the panhuman problems to have 
arisen, such as overpopulation of the planet, environmen-
tal pollution, lack of natural resources, we must distinct-
ly understand that accepting the game rules imposed on us 
is the way to nowhere. Cultivating the “economic man”, 
a consumer attitude towards civilizational development 
and, as a result, the “golden billion”, child-free, eating in-

2 Общий дом. Где Лукашенко предложил взять триллионы долларов на 
спасение планеты // БелТА : [сайт]. URL: www.belta.by/president/view/
antivoennaja-rech-lukashenko-v-dubae-mezhdunarodnyj-marafon-zabota-
o-ljudjah-i-god-kachestva-itogi-602915-2023/#part8 (accessed: 25.03.2024).
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sects, etc., – up to cannibalism – is something to be hor-
rifi ed, condemned, but simultaneously part of the process 
and its components, possible to solve panhuman global 
problems. This process will be accompanied by the excul-
patory, for many a sympathetic and acceptable phrase that 
destroys all moral obstacles, “Nothing personal. Just busi-
ness.” It’s not about military confrontation, they say. But 
what is this but a war of minds, the ideology of life and 
the ideology of the future?!

For building the axiological model common to 
the BRICS countries, the conceptual change in goal-setting 
approaches is necessary, in accordance with our historically 
established perception of the world, which allows us to ex-
ist as a civilization. At present, the dominant goal-setting in 
social development is that the future continues the past, it is 
formed in the past. Our spiritual, moral, and religious con-
cepts postulate that the future is more defi ned than the past, 
the future exists to a greater extent than the past, the pre-
sent, and our historical past is more unexplored and incom-
prehensible, because their true meaning, which is predeter-
mined by the future, is hidden. 

It is important to understand that those who lose con-
cepts of the future do not know, or use completely diff erent 
algorithms explaining the current state, analyze the situa-
tion in the format that fails to provide clear answers to ma-
jor questions of modernity to be set by humanity. The chaos 
and misunderstanding of development prospects is due to 
the lack of axiological models, ideology, and meanings ca-
pable of ensuring development of society. We need to return 
to the origins, appropriately assess and analyze the existing 
situation in terms of the eternal question: what is primary – 
spiritual or material, being or consciousness. The concepts 
of happiness, comfort and more mundane categories, such 
as level, life quality, etc., have variants in their achieve-
ment and their very interpretation. Not comprehending this 
means silently accepting alien models and principles of de-
velopment. 

The globalist model that currently dominates presup-
poses its unconditionality and unambiguity. As a result, so-
ciety strives for getting and having the material means to 
live, but it is lost in determining what to live for. Not to 
mention spirituality or moral categories. 

Substituting goals with means is a characteristic fea-
ture of the process of the dominant ideology of modern life. 
The economic, technological, and material component, of 
course, should be attributed to the means, not the goals of 
life. Goals of human life and means to be used to achieve 
them have a gap between them and may often be unrelat-
ed. The modern dominant ideology, in which cause gener-
ates eff ect, is, in fact, abnormal, a kind of destruction in so-
cial development. 

American economist W. W. Hines describes this situ-
ation as follows, “The problem of the West is that, having 
learned to fi nd a solution to most of our problems through 
economic activity, using natural resources to meet physical 
needs, we’ve turned into slaves of labor for centuries for 
the sake of living. Having got used to solving all our prob-
lems with money, we are tired. We ‘buy’ our friends (even 
wives) with lavish parties and expensive cars. We achieve 
political power by investing money in the ‘right’ parties, 
in the favor of voters, even bribery... We’re tired. But this 
is usually not noticed. Despite all the wealth of the United 
States, despite the environment of the middle class’ exist-

ence, the majority of people are dissatisfi ed with their lives. 
The national income grows, but the life satisfaction curve 
slides down.”1

There is a crisis in the concept of personal success, 
the meaning of life, based on the priority of achieving a cer-
tain level of material prosperity, fi nancial and economic cri-
teria. The alternative to this approach postulated by liberal 
globalism should be the idea of the primacy of the spiritu-
al, moral principle in civilizational development. It is this 
concept that should be laid at the foundation of the BRICS 
member states’ axiological matrix. 

In geopolitical terms, the old concept of the capital-
ist world order and liberal strategies turned in reality into 
the dictatorship of one part of the world over another. This 
is not a reasonable scheme of life and arrangement of so-
ciety, but only an opportunity for accumulating wealth by 
a certain group of people. Behind this scheme, which is 
fundamental to Western thinking, there is a clearly defi ned 
psychology, ideology, and philosophy of building social re-
lations. 

However, denying existence of ideological concepts, 
values that determine the way of life in the interests of 
the currently dominant elites, does not correspond to reality. 
Having paid attention to the strategy for the European inte-
gration development, we can see it was initially ideological 
in its nature with clearly defi ned value guidelines. The Lis-
bon Treaty, which today is actually a conceptual document 
of the European Union, postulates the ideology of Europe-
an values, defi ning them as binding for all EU members. So, 
Article 2 “Values of the Union” states, “The Union is based 
on values of respect for human dignity, freedom, democra-
cy, equality, the rule of law and respect for human rights, in-
cluding the rights of minorities. These values are common 
to the totality of the Member States to be characterized by 
pluralism, non-discrimination, tolerance, justice, solidarity 
and equality between women and men.”2

According to I. T. Frolov, at the present stage, it be-
comes increasingly obvious, “the need for the new synthesis 
of science and humanism, formation of a new type of sci-
ence, in which research approaches would not be separated 
from value, from their socio-ethical grounds, and the out-
comes of the research and their very areas still received 
‘human dimension’.”3 V. S. Stepin emphasizes that the way 
out of the crisis of technogenic civilization “does not con-
sist in abandoning scientifi c and technical development, but 
in giving it a humanistic dimension, which, in turn, poses 
the problem of a new type of scientifi c rationality, which 
explicitly includes humanistic guidelines and values.”4 In-
creasing the role of humanistic values in implementing in-
formation and scientifi c-technological processes is recog-
nized as one of major challenges to the modern world de-
velopment. 

Today, the BRICS is the platform of the unique interna-
tional dialogue format of countries representing Eurasian, 

1 Хайнс У. В. Свобода, свободные рынки и человеческие ценности // 
Свободная мысль. 1994. № 4. С. 53.
2 Treaty of Lisbon amending the Treaty on European Union and the Treaty 
establishing the European Community, signed at Lisbon, 13 December 
2007 // European Union : [website]. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A12007L%2FTXT (accessed: 25.03.2024).
3 Фролов И. Т. К постижению человека разумного и гуманного // 
Многомерный образ человека. Комплексное междисциплинарное 
иссле дование человека. М. : Наука, 2001. С. 233.
4 Степин В. С. Цивилизация культуры. СПб. : СПбГУП, 2011. С. 100.
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Indian, Islamic, Chinese, Latin American and African civi-
lizations. Each of them has its own unique path of histori-
cal, political and cultural development. 

In framework of the BRICS, transcultural communi-
cation has been actively developed since the mid-2010s. 
Today, it is organized on the basis of a conceptually new 
approach to interacting in the fi eld of culture. If tradition-
ally all unions were united according to the territorial or 
substantive principle, now there is an association of coun-
tries with their unique cultures, located in diff erent parts of 
the world. 

In August 2023, at the BRICS summit in Johannes-
burg, Russian President Vladimir Putin called in his on-
line speech for preservation and enhancement of this unique 
cultural heritage and the active and serious dialogue in this 
area. “Cultural and civilizational diversity is one of support-
ing pillars of the new multipolar world order, which implies 
creation of the integral free space for cultural exchange, 
art, and creativity. There is an overdue serious conversa-
tion with the BRICS partners – by the way, with SCO part-
ners and other countries too – about the future of culture in 
the world, about saving and multiplying the world cultural 
heritage,” he noted.1

What should this value matrix be, what grounds is it 
built on? If we mean an alternative to the ideology of glob-
al liberalism, global capital, then perhaps we should keep 
in mind the world order, the state and social organization 
based on principles of social justice, with a large share of 
the socialist component. For, if we are still based on capi-
talism, we must clearly realize that the center of capital is 
there, in the West, at the hegemon’s. Guided by its interests, 
capital will strive there, and its managing center is there. 
Everything else is subordinate territories, peripheries with 
diff erent levels of autonomy and standard of living, but not 
sovereign actors of the world process, independently man-
aging their own destiny. 

In 2021, speaking at the plenary session of the Valdai 
Discussion Club, Russian President Vladimir Putin stat-
ed that the existing model of capitalism has exhausted it-
self. According to him, uneven distribution of wealth leads 
to aggravation of inequality. In framework of this model, 
“there is no longer a way out of the tangle of increasing-
ly confusing contradictions. Everywhere, even in the rich-
est countries and regions, uneven distribution of material 
goods leads to worsening inequality, primarily inequality 
of opportunities both within the societies and at the inter-
national level.”2

However, it is important to understand that the cultur-
al and value alternative should extend not only to the sys-
tem of moral values, preservation of traditional cultural 
codes, but also to construction of a political model alter-
native to the Western one, both in its very essence and in 
terms of the tools used. So, both liberalism and conserva-
tism are Western paradigms within the global capitalist sys-
tem. The same can be said about the models of political par-
ties and the main electoral systems. An alternative to these 
systems in the BRICS framework is represented by Chi-
1 Путин призвал страны БРИКС и другие государства к серьезному 
разговору о будущем культуры // ТАСС : [сайт]. URL: https://tass.ru/
politika/18567567 (accessed: 25.03.2024).
2 Путин заявил об исчерпании существующей модели капитализма // 
Ведомости : [сайт]. URL: https://www.vedomosti.ru/politics/news/ 
2021/10/21/892399-putin-zayavil-ob-ischerpanii-suschestvuyuschei-mod-
eli-kapitalizma (accessed: 25.03.2024).

na with its unique political tradition, which has incorporat-
ed both elements of the socialist way of life and millennial 
canons of national philosophy and culture into its develop-
ment system. The Islamic monarchies of the Persian Gulf 
and Iran with their own special Islamic democracy and le-
gal system are also declared in the line of alternative devel-
opment ideas. 

The other BRICS countries also seem to move along 
the path of sovereignization, turning to national traditions 
and experience in the very foundations of state and social 
construction. Such progress will be the key to strengthen-
ing our positions in the global world, since it is much easier 
and more eff ective to defend our positions in global com-
petition on the solid basis of our own identity and civiliza-
tional self-suffi  ciency. 

But who will carry out this work, develop and promote 
this value matrix, introducing it into public consciousness 
and principles of public administration and interaction? Ob-
viously, this should be done by the elites of the member 
states of the association. 

As for the today defi nition of the elite itself, it has 
been revised since the 1990s. This was explicitly stated by 
the President of the Russian Federation in his Address to 
the Federal Assembly. “You know that the word ‘elite’ has 
discredited itself in many ways. Those who, having no mer-
it to society, consider themselves some kind of caste with 
special rights and privileges, especially those who in previ-
ous years fi lled their pockets at the expense of all sorts of 
processes in the economy of the 1990s, they are defi nitely 
not the elite. The true elite are all those who serve Russia: 
hard workers and warriors, reliable, experienced, worthy 
people, who proved their loyalty to Russia.”3

In this activity of the elites, we believe that the follow-
ing aspects are important. 

The fi rst point. Interaction of three social segments – 
the government, the people, and the elite. 

In the fi rst model of the state’s socio-political organiza-
tion, the elite is together with the people against the govern-
ment (this model of social relations is a harbinger of a rev-
olutionary situation).

In the second model, the elite, together with the govern-
ment, are against the “dark popular majority” (the elite-re-
formist or oligarchic model, with controversial approaches 
to formation and provision of social justice. But herewith, 
with the biggest prerequisites for eff ective social develop-
ment in the case of mandatory compliance with high moral 
and spiritual requirements). 

And in the third variant, the government together with 
the people against the elite (the fundamentalist model aimed 
at the concept of social justice, but with lost potential for 
vigorous development based on capacities of the best rep-
resentatives of society – the elites). 

However, none of the models provides a 100% guaran-
tee of positive development; the second model is the most 
effi  cient if the most successful, brightest, most active part of 
society, represented as the elite, is endowed with appropri-
ate moral and spiritual potential. At the same time, no mat-
ter which model the country’s political system is based on, 
the elites’ role in development and implementation of axi-
ological paradigms will be decisive. 

3 Участников СВО Путин назвал подлинной элитой // Интерфакс : 
[сайт]. URL: https://www.interfax.ru/russia/948380 (accessed: 25.03.2024).
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The second point. If our goal is developing the com-
mon axiological model for the interstate association, which 
the BRICS is, then general comprehension of values is ex-
tremely important here, both by the elites headlining this pro-
cess and by the whole society. More simply, in this sense, it 
is necessary for everyone to speak the same language and to 
have the common and clear understanding of “what is good 
and what is bad,” both among the elites and the society of 
the member states of the association and cooperating with it. 

Bright evidence of cognitive dissonance in social pro-
cesses can be the results of the work of Belarusian research-
ers and the direct sociological survey conducted in the ed-
ucation system of Belarus, according to which 42% of re-
spondents that are parents understand key value categories 
diff erently than the categories are translated to their chil-
dren in the educational institutions. 

Thus, today the agenda includes tasks of forming 
the consolidated policy in the fi eld of cultural diplomacy, 
interpenetration of cultures, development of common ap-
proaches with access to the value plane, development of 
common value guidelines to ensure their comprehension by 
both political elites and civil society of the member states 
of the association. 

For changing something for the better, it is necessary 
to understand fundamental processes of the world history, 
their philosophical meaning. Without this, eff orts will be 
useless, because getting knowledge requires serious work. 

The ideological justifi cation of the world dictate is root-
ed in Western liberalism. This ideology is based on the be-
lief in complete superiority of the Western liberal-capitalist 
civilization and its all-encompassing nature. According to 
liberal concepts, liberal democracy and capitalism should 
be prescribed to the whole world, and traditional values, 
national sovereignty, religion, culture and ethical systems 
should be rejected. The Anglo-Saxon countries, which are 
pioneers of this ideology, naturally claim a dominant posi-
tion. Anyone who resists these ideas is subject to aggres-
sion. 

For achieving their goals, liberals use various ideologies 
to their advantage, including Nazism, Salafi  Islamism, etc., 
which makes it easier to solve local problems and strength-
en their positions. However, despite these strategies, our 
main goal is to defeat liberalism, which is the more danger-
ous ideological movement than any other. 

In this concept, diversity of civilizations is the objec-
tive reality. As an international platform, the BRICS asso-
ciation will contribute to debunking the mythical theory of 
West-centrism, and constructing the multipolar world or-
der. It is important to consolidate confi dence in one’s own 
civilization, to present the example of cultural partnership 
between world powers, to create the constellation of world 
civilizations united on the grounds of true value categories 
that ensure harmonious development of the human commu-
nity and ecosystem. 




