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IISES is an independent pan-European research (analytical) center and
a sub-regional platform for international discussion and exchange of views and
comparative assessments between experts and participants in economic and so-
cial processes in Europe, Russia, and the countries of Eurasia. We can say that
this Institution is an example of “continental” (as it is often described by French
historiography) or “alternative” (innovative/promising) in the pan-European
intellectual space.

The long-term goal of the organization is to prepare, promote and publish
research in order to develop a more balanced model for the development of
the complex socio-economic structures of European and Eurasian origin, to test
and improve the arguments of experts on current and promising socio-econo-
mic processes, as well as to ensure the participation of representatives of non-
hegemonistic powers in the nomination of alternative scenarios of the future in
the above processes.



Regardless of the political role of specific experts, IISES research is pro-
fessional and statistically verifiable.

Let me also inform you, that in July 2018, the Group of associate researchers
of the Institute took the initiative of creating the new independent intellectual
platform Euro—India—Russia (EIR), which has by the intention of the initia-
tors joined other entities in a groundwork for an “alternative and broader way”
that would better account for historical experience, human resources and social
capital of countries in Euro-Asia than it has been doing up until now. We are
happy to witness that our humble efforts are supported by a number of experts
of Moscow State University in Russia, Russian Academy of Sciences, The inter-
national Institute for global analysis “Vision and global trends” in Italy, the As-
sociation “Paris—Berlin—Moscow”, as well as the editorial Board of World Af-
fairs Magazine (Delhi, India) and others engaged in intergovernmental research
of these matters. Most of our associate researchers has been supportive from
early 2000-s to the idea of initiation of the World Public Forum Dialogue of
civilizations which from the first session in 2003 has outlined two main global
issues that should have been solved for a perspective of a world development
by a possible global effort — the issue of inclusion and the issue of introduc-
tion of modern sets of “secularized technologies”. As we all might be witnessing
both issues have not been solved up to this moment. And in our view, this has
led to the current wave of disintegrational processes. But it does not mean that
these issues might not be solved by local social communities much better than
by the global or even regional institutions.

Let me make two quotes “from 2003” at this point.

1. As Prof. Jan Breman has stated on its first session “Exclusion is certainly
not of recent origin and cannot only be related to the acceleration of the process
of globalization during the last quarter of a century... There are various dimensi-
ons to exclusion which do not necessarily overlap. In an economic sense exclu-
sion refers to the inability to be engaged in gainful employment which yields
enough income for satisfying basic requirements. In political terms exclusion
implies lack of access to sources of power, the inability to participate meaning-
fully in decision-making processes from the household levels upwards. In a so-
cial sense exclusion is equal to disintegration, the loss of respectability and dig-
nity in the eyes of self as well as of the others”.

2. Hans-Peter Durr (director, Werner Heisenberg Institute at that time)
“The impressive advances of the natural sciences reinforced the hope, cherished
especially during the Enligtment, that in the end and in principle, everything in
the world might be accessible to human knowledge so far only evades our ra-
tional insights because of its greater complexity”.

Having said that as an appreciation to great minds of our current global
history, I would turn to the topic of my presentation which deals with the im-
portance of a notion of a complex society (whether national or international)
in search for the “big answers to the big questions” which in my humble opinion
is more than important for studies of possible future transformational scenarios
and scientific globalistics.
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First, should we plan our future and still share our ideas internationally and
locally in a defragmenting world structural environment and the post pandemic
reality? Might and should we initiate some research in what the world will be
in 10 years from now, not necessarily in the dates that have been already settled
by the UN agenda for 2040 or a more distant period? Our answer is “yes, we
should if our mission is to facilitate responsible statesmanship”. Prof. Alexan-
der Akimov will be touching upon these issues in his presentation about the pro-
spective scenarios of the productive forces development in the so called “de-
veloping countries” which fully adheres to the purpose of IISES studies and
research and its attempts to stimulate the discussion on these issues.

Some experts also name these countries as “late start countries” from the
perspective of their emergence and active participation in current globaliza-
tion practices. While this term can also be productive for description of the de-
velopmental goals of a “new-normative globalized world” which sometimes is
seen as a dangerous path only.

From that pragmatic point of view Russia, Vietnam, or India or even China
and many others might be attributed to this category while enjoying hundreds or
even thousands of years of their authentic evolution as cultures, civilizations,
or countries. And active relations with other cultures, civilizations, and count-
ries both neighboring and situated quite distant from them.

Second, the current COVID-19 epidemic in our view should not overshadow
the fact that the structural global economic crisis which has occurred in 2008
mainly on global periphery returned this year in a new and a deeper form. As in-
fluential IEF RAS (The Institute of Economic Forecasting of the Russian Aca-
demy of Sciences) which specializes in fundamental, applied and exploratory
scientific research in the field of analysis and forecasting of the socio-economic
prospects has acknowledged in its yesterday’s publication “The scale of shocks
happening in the world and Russian economy allows experts to consider the cur-
rent crisis not as an economic phenomenon, but rather as social one. Never in
the observable world history government directives have stopped whole sectors
of the economy which provided labor opportunities for most of the working ci-
tizens. What has happened, on one hand, demonstrates the value of human life
that has increased over the past decades. And on the other hand, raises the ques-
tion of how far one can go exchanging money welfare in favor of relative epi-
demiological well-being”.

Third, trying to make another impulse for better understanding of European
and Eurasian realities for the people outside of these regions I would propose
a notion of “New locality”, that might be productive for experts who explore
the perspectives and challenges which may not be in the mainstream discourse
but nevertheless greatly affect our future.

Great symbolic but pathetic definitions like “Globalization” or “Regiona-
lization” made some younger experts start thinking and superficially talking
about global and regional processes, possible implications, migration flows, mo-
bility, tolerance, and many changes to the ways they saw the world before. Thus,
creating a wave of populist interpretations and commentaries, whose influence

7



on the public and intellectual discourse might be qualified as not very productive.
From my perspective while the elitist discourse still maintains the need for new
formats of integration or other examples of “big thinking” or even “inventing
new narratives’, the intellectual trend on a grassroot level is characterized by
opposing vector. What one would experience while interacting in his social gro-
ups looks more like individualization or critical assimilation. And acceptance
of this assumption might be quite productive for improving both the knowledge
of experts as well as a public discourse.

And, finally I would dare to propose that more effort might be put in brin-
ging more knowledge about different on-line distant educational programs and
historically proven achievements and not only by the big central European uni-
versities but smaller one’s not necessarily as big as MSU or its traditional part-
ners. As just reported by BBC there will be no face-to-face lectures in the next
academic year due to coronavirus as stated by Cambridge university.

IISES might be one of many networks of Austrian and European NGO’s
that could assist in sharing necessary information with private universities and
schools in Central and Eastern Europe and South-Eastern Asian entities en-
joying all legal rights by local legislatures to implement such activities and
programs.



