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To be clear, both India and China have shared interests with one another, Russia, and their
other  two  BRICS  peers  in  ensuring  the  success  of  the  global  systemic  transition  to
multipolarity,  but these Asian Great Powers prefer to do so much more gradually than
Moscow does, mostly because they’re not the top targets of the unipolar liberal-globalists’
comprehensive pressure campaign right now.

All eyes are on this week’s virtual summit of the BRICS leaders that China’s hosting from
23-24 June. Expectations are high among the world’s multipolar conservative-sovereigntist
forces that their joint statement will be “anti-American”, but there’s a credible chance that
this likely won’t be the case. That’s because “BRICS Isn’t A ‘Bloc Against The West’” like the
author  clarified  earlier  this  spring  in  response  to  the  Washington  Post  claiming  otherwise.
Moreover, India and even China each have their own reservations about publishing too
harsh of a statement against the declining unipolar hegemon.

Regarding the first-mentioned multipolar Great Power, the Times of India just reported that
their country plans to push back against any so-called “anti-US messaging” at this week’s
leaders summit. This is fully consistent with that civilization-state’s principled neutrality in
the New Cold War whereby it’s extremely sensitive about being perceived as taking sides in
this competition. Its envisioned role in the global systemic transition to multipolarity is to
promote  dual-tripolarity  in  Eurasia  and  the  Indo-Pacific  in  order  to  maximize  the  strategic
autonomy of itself, Russia, and ASEAN vis a vis China and the US.

As  for  China,  while  it’s  indisputably  the  world’s  leading engine of  multipolarity  in  the
economic  sense,  Russia’s  top  expert  on  sanctions  recently  wrote  in  an  article  for  his
country’s most prestigious think tank that the East Asian Great Power is reluctant to defy
the US-led West’s  anti-Russian sanctions.  In  his  latest  piece for  the Valdai  Club titled
“Russian-Chinese  Economic  Cooperation:  Opportunities  and  Obstacles  in  the  New
Conditions”,  Ivan  Timofeev  claimed  that  “Chinese  businesses  are  afraid  of  secondary
sanctions, as well as administrative and criminal prosecution by the US authorities”.
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With these two major factors in mind, it’s clear that India and China have their own reasons
for only wanting to gradually facilitate the emerging Multipolar World Order without radically
challenging it all  that much – even rhetorically – out of fear of destabilizing the global
systemic  transition  with  unpredictable  consequences  and  possibly  provoking  a  more
intensified  trade  war,  respectively.  That’s  not  to  knock  either  of  them though  since  these
positions are in alignment with their grand strategies that are formulated to advance their
objective national interests as they understand them to be.

It’s just that the most well-intended observers shouldn’t get their hopes up about seeing
BRICS  wielded  as  a  multipolar  conservative-sovereigntist  weapon  by  the  Global  South
against the unipolar liberal-globalists’ Golden Billion amidst the ongoing bifurcation of the
world into these two blocs. This multipolar integration platform certainly has a central role to
play  in  the  global  systemic  transition,  but  only  in  terms  of  gradually  reforming  the
international system so that it’s more equal, fair, and just, not in doing so radically, let alone
turning into an anti-American pulpit despite populist support for this.

The BRICS leaders’  joint  statement will  therefore likely identify  the primary challenges
associated with this transition, probably attribute their worsening to vague unilateralism and
especially  certain  decisions  taken  outside  the  UNSC,  but  isn’t  expected  to  use  the
terminology that the most passionate multipolar conservative-sovereigntist forces might
have hoped. After all, India and China have their own interests in only mildly challenging the
unipolar liberal-globalists’ Golden Billion at this point in time – Delhi due to its balancing act
and Beijing as seen by Timofeev’s claim that it’s afraid of secondary sanctions.

To be clear, both India and China have shared interests with one another, Russia, and their
other  two  BRICS  peers  in  ensuring  the  success  of  the  global  systemic  transition  to
multipolarity,  but these Asian Great Powers prefer to do so much more gradually than
Moscow does, mostly because they’re not the top targets of the unipolar liberal-globalists’
comprehensive pressure campaign right now. They’re also much more tied to the declining
Western-centric  system of  globalization than that Eurasian Great Power is,  hence their
cautious moves, which shouldn’t be criticized because they align with their interests.

Just because their leaders’ joint statement likely won’t be “anti-American” for the reasons
that were explained doesn’t mean that it won’t be meaningful and help move the world
closer to complex multipolarity with time. To the contrary, plenty of substance is still be
expected,  especially  with  respect  to  economic  and  financial  cooperation,  so  those
anticipating  fiery  rhetoric  shouldn’t  be  disappointed  just  because  the  unipolar  liberal-
globalists might not be bashed in every paragraph. Slowly but surely and step by step, the
BRICS countries will ensure that the transition to multipolarity is irreversible.

*

Note to readers: Please click the share buttons above or below. Follow us on Instagram,
Twitter and Facebook. Feel free to repost and share widely Global Research articles.

This article was originally published on OneWorld.

Andrew Korybko is an American Moscow-based political analyst specializing in the
relationship between the US strategy in Afro-Eurasia, China’s One Belt One Road global
vision of New Silk Road connectivity, and Hybrid Warfare. He is a frequent contributor to
Global Research.

https://news.cgtn.com/news/2022-06-15/Russia-s-Asian-energy-pivot-is-the-shape-of-things-to-come-1aSxCmVXifu/index.html
https://news.cgtn.com/news/2022-06-15/Russia-s-Asian-energy-pivot-is-the-shape-of-things-to-come-1aSxCmVXifu/index.html
https://oneworld.press/?module=articles&action=view&id=3003


| 3

He is a regular contributor to Global Research.

Featured image is from OneWorld

The original source of this article is Global Research
Copyright © Andrew Korybko, Global Research, 2022

Comment on Global Research Articles on our Facebook page

Become a Member of Global Research

Articles by: Andrew Korybko
About the author:

Andrew Korybko is an American Moscow-based
political analyst specializing in the relationship
between the US strategy in Afro-Eurasia, China’s One
Belt One Road global vision of New Silk Road
connectivity, and Hybrid Warfare. He is a frequent
contributor to Global Research.

Disclaimer: The contents of this article are of sole responsibility of the author(s). The Centre for Research on Globalization will
not be responsible for any inaccurate or incorrect statement in this article. The Centre of Research on Globalization grants
permission to cross-post Global Research articles on community internet sites as long the source and copyright are
acknowledged together with a hyperlink to the original Global Research article. For publication of Global Research articles in
print or other forms including commercial internet sites, contact: publications@globalresearch.ca
www.globalresearch.ca contains copyrighted material the use of which has not always been specifically authorized by the
copyright owner. We are making such material available to our readers under the provisions of "fair use" in an effort to advance
a better understanding of political, economic and social issues. The material on this site is distributed without profit to those
who have expressed a prior interest in receiving it for research and educational purposes. If you wish to use copyrighted
material for purposes other than "fair use" you must request permission from the copyright owner.
For media inquiries: publications@globalresearch.ca

https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/andrew-korybko
https://www.facebook.com/GlobalResearchCRG
https://store.globalresearch.ca/member/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/andrew-korybko
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca
https://www.globalresearch.ca
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca

