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GLOBAL TRENDS AND LOCAL FEATURES
OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF MODERN CIVIL SOCIETY

This study examines the complex dynamics of civil society development in the modern world, char-
acterized by the interaction of global trends and local features. The work is devoted to a comprehensive
analysis of the evolution of institutions of civic participation in the context of a changing system of inter-
national relations. The purpose of the research is to identify and scientifically analyze the systemic rela-
tionships between global trends and local trajectories of civil society development. The work is aimed
at identifying key global trends in the development of civil society, conducting a comparative analysis
of regional models of civic participation and studying the impact of digitalization on the transforma-
tion of forms of civic engagement. The research methodology is based on an interdisciplinary approach
integrating theoretical concepts and methods of political science, sociology and international relations.
Systematic, comparative, institutional and constructivist approaches are used, as well as methods of
content analysis. The main results of the study demonstrate ambiguous and contradictory trends in the
development of civil society, due to the dialectic of global and local. The key mechanisms of adaptation
of universal models of civic participation to specific socio-cultural and political contexts, as well as the
impact of global crises on the institutional development of civil society in various regional contexts, have
been identified. The value of the research lies in systematizing knowledge about the transformation of
traditional forms of civic engagement under the influence of digitalization and globalization, as well as
in identifying new opportunities for transnational cooperation between non-state actors in a changing
international environment.

Key words: civil society, globalization, digitalization, transnational cooperation, civic engagement.
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Kasipri asamatTblK, KOFaM AQMYbIHbIH,
9AEMAIK TEHAEHLLMSIAAPbI MEH XKEPriAiKTi epekLleAikTepi

ByA 3eptTey kahaHABIK TPEHATEP MEH >KEpriAiKTi epeklleAikTepaiH ©63apa apekeTTecyimeH
cunaTTaAaTbiH KA3ipri @AeMAEri a3amMaTTblK, KOFaM AaMybIHbIH KYPAEAI AMHAMMKACbIH KapacTblpaAbl.
JKyMbIC XaAblKapaAblK, KaTbIHACTAPAbIH, ©3repMeAi  >KYyMecCi KOHTEKCTIHAEri asamaTTblK, KaTbICy
MHCTUTYTTapPbIHbIH 3BOAIOLMSCHIH XKaH-)KaKTbl TaAAAYFA apHaAFaH. 3epTTeyAiH MakcaTbl — »ahaHAbIK,
TPEHATEP MEH a3amaTTblK, KOFaM AAMYbIHbIH >KEPTiAIKTI TpPaeKTOpUAAApPbl apacbliHAAFbI KYMeAik
KaTblHAaCTapAbl aHbIKTay >K&HE FbIAbIMU TaAAay. dKYMbIC a3aMaTTbIK, KOFam AaMybIHbIH HEri3ri kahaHAbIK,
YPAICTEPIH alKblHAQYFa, a3amMaTTblK, KaTbICYAbIH 6HIPAIK MOAEAbAEPIHE CaAbICTbIPMAAbl TaAAdy
Xyprisyre >keHe UMGPPAAHABIPYAbIH a3aMaTTblK, BEACEHAIAIK HblCaHAAPbIHbIH, TpaHcopMaumsiCbiHa
acepiH 3epTTeyre 6arbiTTaAFaH. 3epTTey 8AICTEMECI CasiCM FbIAbIMHbIH, SAEYMETTaHYAbIH >XoHe
XaAbIKapPaAbIK, KaTbIHACTAPAbIH, TEOPUSIABIK, TY>XKblPbIMAAMaAApPbl MEH BAICTEPIH BipiKTipeTiH NeHapaAbIk,
TaCiAre HerizaeAreH. XyieAik, CaAbICTbIPMaAbl, MHCTUTYLIMOHAAABIK XX8HE KOHCTPYKTUBUCTIK TOCIAAEP,
COHAQM-aK, MasMyHAbl TaApay 9AiCTEPI KOAAAHbIAAAbL. 3EpTTeyAiH Herisri HaTuxeAepi >KahaHAbIK,
JKOHE >KEPriAiKTI AMAAEKTMKaAAH TYbIHAAFAH a3amaTTblK, KOFAMHbIH AaMybIHAQFbl €KiyLITbl >KoHe
KapamMa-Kanlibl TEHAEHUMSIAAPAbI KepceTeAi. A3amatTblK, KaTbICyAblH amMbeban MoOAEAbAEPIH HaKTbl
SAEYMETTIK-MBAEHU XKBHE Casick KOHTEKCTepre 6eliMAEYAiH Heri3ri TeTikTepi, coHaan-ak, kahaHAbIK,
AAFAAPBICTAPAbIH, OPTYPAI alMaKTbIK, KOHTEKCTTEPAEr a3amMaTTblK, KOFaMHbIH, MHCTUTYLIMOHAAADIK,
AaMyblHa acepi aHbIKTaAAbl. XKyprisiAreH 3epTreyAiH KYHAbIAbIFbI UMDPAAHABIPY MEH >kahaHAaHY AbIH
bIKMAAbIMEH a3aMaTTblK, GEACEHAIAIKTIH ASCTYPAI HblCaHAAPbIH TpaHCopMaUmaAay TypaAbl GiAIMAI
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I'A06aAbHbIE TEHAEHLMM U AOKaAbHblE 0COOEHHOCTH Pa3BUTHUS
COBPEMEHHOr0 rPaXK AAHCKOro obuiecTsa

B AQHHOM MCCAEAOBAHMM PACCMATPUBAETCH CAOXKHAsi AMHAMMKA PasBUTHS MPaXKAAHCKOro obLie-
CTBa B COBPEMEHHOM MMPE, XapaKTEPU3YIOLIAsaCsa B3aMMOAENCTBMEM ITAOBAAbHbBIX TPEHAOB M AOKaAb-
HbIX ocobeHHocTen. PaboTa NocBsLieHa KOMIAEKCHOMY aHaAM3Y 3BOAKLMM MHCTUTYTOB TPaXK AQHCKO-
ro yyacTusl B KOHTEKCTE MEHSIIOLLIENCS CUCTEMbI MEXXAYHAPOAHbBIX OTHOLLIEHUI. LleAbio nccaepoBaHUS
SIBASIETCS BbISIBAEHME M HAyYHbIM aHAaAM3 CUCTEMHBIX B3aMMOCBSI3eiM MEXAY FAOOAAbHBIMM TPEHAAMM U
AOKaAbHbIMM TPAEKTOPMSIMM Pa3BUTHMS FPakAaHCKOro obuiectsa. PaboTa HanpaBAeHa Ha OrnpeAeAeHme
KAKOYEBbIX TAOOAAbHbBIX TEHAEHLMIA Pa3BUTMS TPAXKAAHCKOro 00LECTBa, MPOBEAEHNE CPAaBHUTEABHOIO
aQHAAM3a PerMoHaAbHbIX MOAEAEN MPAXKAAHCKOIO y4acTMs U MICCAEAOBaHME BAMSHMS LMPOBM3ALIMM Ha
TpaHcopmaumio opM rpark AQHCKOM aKTUBHOCTU. METOAOAOTMS MICCAEAOBAHMS OCHOBaHa Ha MeX-
AMCUMNAMHAPHOM MOAXOAE, MHTErpUPYIOLLEM TeopeTUUeckmne KOHUEMUMM U METOAbI MOAUTUYECKOW
HayKM, COLMOAOTMM M MEXKAYHAPOAHbBIX OTHOLIEHW. [MPUMEHSIIOTCS CUCTEMHbINA, CPABHUTEAbHbIN,
MHCTUTYLIMOHAAbHbIA M KOHCTPYKTUBUCTCKUIA MOAXOAbI, @ Tak)Ke METOAbl KOHTeHT-aHaAn3a. OCHOB-
Hble Pe3yAbTaTbl MCCAEAOBAHUS AEMOHCTPUPYIOT HEOAHO3HAYHbIE M MPOTUBOPEUMBbLIE TEHAEHUMN B
PasBUTUM FPA>KAAHCKOrO 06L1eCcTBa, 00YCAOBAEHHbIE AMAAEKTMKOM FTAOOAABHOIO M AOKAAbHOrO. Bbi-
SIBAEHbI KAIOUEBbIE MeXaHU3Mbl aAanTaumMmM YHUBEPCAAbHbBIX MOAEAEN FPaXk AAQHCKOro yvyacTums K cre-
UMDUYECKMM COLLMOKYAbTYPHbIM M MOAMTUYECKMM KOHTEKCTaM, a Takyke BAMSIHME TAOOAAbHbIX KPU3MCOB
Ha MHCTUTYLIMOHAABHOE Pa3BUTHE MPAXKAAHCKOrO OOLIECTBA B PA3AMYHbBIX PErMOHAAbHbBIX KOHTEKCTax.
LleHHOCTb MPOBEAEHHOIO MCCAEAOBAHUS 3aKAIOYAETCS B CMCTEMATM3aUMKM 3HaHWI O TpaHcopMalmnm
TPAAMLIMOHHBIX (DOPM FPA>KAAHCKOM aKTMBHOCTM MOA BAMSIHMEM LMPPOBM3aLMM 1 raobaAmsaumm, a
Tak>Xe B BbISIBAEHWMM HOBbIX BO3MOXKHOCTEN AAS TPAHCHALMOHAAbHOIO COTPYAHMUYECTBA HErocyasap-

CTBEHHbIX aKTOPOB B YCAOBMSIX MEHSIIOLLLENCS MEXKAYHAPOAHO CPEAbI.
KAroueBble cAoBa: rpaxkaaHckoe o61ectBo, raobaAmnsaums, umMgposmnsaumsi, TpaHCHaLMOHAAbHOE

COTPYAHMNYECTBO, Npa>kKAaHCKad aKTMBHOCTb.

Introduction

The development of civil society in the modern
world is characterized by ambiguous and contradic-
tory trends that require a comprehensive scientific
understanding. The dialectic of global and local in
the evolution of institutions of civic participation
creates a unique research context that allows us to
identify both universal patterns and specific tra-
jectories of the development of civic initiatives in
various socio-cultural and political conditions. The
relevance of this issue is due to the increasing role
of non-state actors in the system of international re-
lations, the transformation of traditional models of
civic participation under the influence of digitaliza-
tion and globalization, as well as the aggravation of
contradictions between universalist concepts of civil
society and their local interpretations.

In modern scientific discourse, the systemic in-
terrelationships between global trends and local tra-

jectories of civil society development, as well as the
mechanisms of adaptation of universal models of
civic participation to specific socio-cultural and po-
litical contexts, have not been sufficiently studied.
There is a lack of a holistic understanding of how
digitalization and new communication technologies
are transforming traditional forms of civic engage-
ment and creating new opportunities for transna-
tional cooperation between non-state actors. The
impact of global crises (the COVID-19 pandemic,
climate change, and geopolitical instability) on the
institutional development and functional capabili-
ties of civil society in various regional contexts has
not been sufficiently studied.

The object of this research is civil society as a
multidimensional socio-political phenomenon and
a subject of international relations. The subject of
the research is global trends and local features of
the development of institutions and practices of civil
society in the modern world.
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The purpose of the research is to identify and
scientifically analyze the systemic relationships be-
tween global trends and local trajectories of civil so-
ciety development in the context of the transforma-
tion of international relations. To achieve this goal,
the following tasks have been set:

- To identify the main global trends in the devel-
opment of civil society in the modern world.

- To conduct a comparative analysis of regional
models and institutional forms of civil society.

- To investigate the impact of digitalization on
the transformation of forms of civic engagement and
mechanisms of transnational interaction.

The methodological basis of the research is an
interdisciplinary approach that integrates theoretical
concepts and methods of political science, sociol-
ogy, and international relations. The work uses sys-
tematic, comparative, institutional and constructiv-
ist approaches, methods of content analysis.

The practical significance of the work is deter-
mined by the possibility of using its results to im-
prove strategies for the development of civil society,
optimize the mechanisms of interaction between in-
ternational organizations and non-governmental ac-
tors, as well as to develop educational programs on
the issues of civil society and international relations.

Materials and methods

The methodological basis of the research is an
interdisciplinary approach that allows integrating
theoretical concepts and methods of political sci-
ence, sociology and international relations for a
comprehensive analysis of global trends and local
features of the development of civil society. This
approach provides a multidimensional consideration
of the object of research, considering political, so-
cial and cultural factors.

A systematic approach is used to conceptualize
civil society as a complex dynamic system oper-
ating in interaction with the state, the market, and
the private sector. This method made it possible to
identify the structural components of civil society,
to determine the nature of the links between them
and the mechanisms of their functioning in various
socio-political contexts, as well as to trace the evo-
lution of civil society as an integrated system under
the influence of global processes.

The comparative method is used to compare
the models of civil society development in differ-
ent regions of the world (Western Europe, North
America, Central and Eastern Europe, East Asia,
the Middle East and North Africa). The use of this
method made it possible to identify general patterns
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and regional features of the formation of civil insti-
tutions, the variability of forms of civic engagement
and strategies for interaction with government agen-
cies, which contributed to the formation of a typol-
ogy of civil society models in the modern world.

The constructivist approach is used to analyze
the processes of civil identity formation, interpret
value orientations and discursive practices of civil
society actors. The use of this method has made it
possible to trace the influence of cultural traditions,
historical memory and dominant narratives on the
construction of models of civic participation, as well
as to identify mechanisms for legitimizing the activ-
ities of civic organizations in various socio-cultural
contexts.

The use of these methods has made it possible to
carry out a comprehensive analysis of the phenom-
enon of civil society in its global and local dimen-
sions, to identify a variety of factors determining
the trajectories of the development of civil institu-
tions in various socio-political contexts. The inte-
gration of interdisciplinary, systemic, comparative,
and constructivist approaches provided the method-
ological basis for conceptualizing civil society as a
multilevel dynamic system characterized by struc-
tural variability and functional specificity depending
on historical, cultural, and political conditions. This
methodological strategy contributed to the identifi-
cation of universal trends and regional patterns of
civil society development, which made it possible to
form a typology of models of civic engagement and
mechanisms of interaction between civil structures
and the state. Of heuristic value is the possibility
of an analytical reconstruction of the processes of
institutionalization of civil society in the context of
global transformations and local features, identify-
ing factors that contribute to or hinder the effective
implementation of civil potential in various coun-
tries and regions of the world.

Literature review

The study of the development of civil society
in the modern world is a multifaceted field located
at the intersection of political science, sociology
and international relations. Edwards (2019) defines
civil society as a space of collective action based
on common interests, goals, and values, structurally
separated from the state, the market, and the private
sphere. According to Habermas’ concept, updated
in the works of Flyvbjerg (2006), civil society func-
tions as a public sphere in which citizens can discuss
public issues and influence the formation of public
opinion.
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Analyzing the regional features of the develop-
ment of civil society, Linz and Stepan (1996) identify
various models of interaction between civil society
and the state, depending on the historical, cultural
and political context. In Western Europe and North
America, a study by Putnam (2000) shows that civil
society is characterized by a high level of social
capital and a well-developed infrastructure of civic
participation. The research of Inglehart and Welzel
(2011) demonstrates the connection between the
post-materialist values characteristic of post-indus-
trial societies and the activity of civic participation.

In the context of the post-communist countries
of Central and Eastern Europe, Howard (2009) iden-
tifies specific problems of civil society formation
related to the legacy of the authoritarian past and
the weakness of democratic traditions. Linetsky’s
research (2007) shows that in these countries, civil
society often faces the problem of «dual transforma-
tion» — the need to simultaneously build democratic
institutions and a market economy. Analyzing the
dynamics of civil society development in Russia,
Irkhin (2009) notes the existence of hybrid forms
of civic engagement combining elements of formal
and informal participation.

In East Asian countries, according to Rachins-
kaya-Spivakova’s research (2021), the formation of
civil society is influenced by Confucian traditions
and specific models of interaction between the state
and society. Wang’s study (2024) demonstrates how
a strong civil society in South Korea has facilitated
the democratic transition and subsequent consolida-
tion of democracy. In the case of China, as Zaitsev
(2020) notes, despite the authoritarian political re-
gime, certain elements of civil society are develop-
ing, especially in the provision of social services and
environmental protection.

Analyzing the countries of the Middle East and
North Africa, Vallionatos (2013) emphasizes the in-
fluence of religious traditions and tribalism on the
formation of civil society. The events of the Arab
Spring, as Kadirova’s study (2020) shows, demon-
strated the potential of civil society in mobilizing
mass protests, but also revealed its structural weak-
nesses in the post-revolutionary period.

The conducted literary review demonstrates the
versatility and complexity of the development of
civil society in the modern world, due to regional
specifics, historical context and socio-cultural deter-
minants. Civil society as a space of collective action
and the public sphere exhibits significant variabil-
ity in institutional forms and functional character-
istics depending on the political regime, the level
of economic development and national traditions.

The data obtained make it possible to conceptualize
civil society as a dynamic system that evolves un-
der the influence of multiple factors and has signifi-
cant transformational potential, realized to varying
degrees depending on the institutional and cultural
context.

Results and discussion

In the modern world, the processes of globaliza-
tion and regional integration create new conditions
for the development of civil society, transforming
its structure, functions and mechanisms of interac-
tion with government institutions. The formation of
civil society is influenced by a complex set of fac-
tors, including historical and cultural traditions, so-
cio-economic conditions, political regimes and the
international situation. Recent decades have been
characterized by a significant increase in the role of
non-state actors in international relations, which has
led to the emergence of the concept of a global civil
society integrating local civil initiatives into trans-
national networks. Despite global trends towards the
unification of the principles of functioning of civil
institutions, regional and national specifics continue
to determine the specifics of their development in
various parts of the world.

The digitalization of public life has created
unprecedented opportunities to mobilize civic en-
gagement, form new communities, and expand the
boundaries of the public sphere. However, tech-
nological innovations not only contribute to the
democratization of public participation, but also
generate new risks related to information security,
manipulation of public opinion, and digital inequal-
ity. These contradictions actualize the need for a
comprehensive analysis of global trends and local
features of the development of modern civil society,
considering its increasing influence on international
relations.

The influence of international norms and regimes
on national models of civil society is becoming an
increasingly important factor in their evolution, cre-
ating a framework for the activities of local organi-
zations and movements. The processes of democ-
ratization that began in the last quarter of the XXth
century contributed to the expansion of the space
of civic engagement in many regions of the world,
but their results turned out to be ambiguous and de-
pended on many contextual factors. These processes
were especially difficult in post-socialist countries,
where civil society was formed almost from scratch
in the context of systemic socio-economic and po-
litical transformations. In countries with established
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democratic traditions, there are processes of recon-
figuration of civil society associated with the crisis
of traditional forms of representation and the emer-
gence of new models of civic participation.

An analysis of the local features of the develop-
ment of civil society is impossible without consider-
ing the specifics of political regimes that define the
framework of civic engagement and the possibility
of influencing the decision-making process. In au-
thoritarian and hybrid regimes, civil society often
functions with limited autonomy and is subject to
various forms of Government control. Cultural and
religious factors play a significant role in shaping
value orientations and patterns of civic behavior,
determining the specifics of interaction between
different segments of society. The historical lega-
cy of colonialism, imperialism, and other forms of
dependent development continues to influence the
structure and functions of civil society in develop-
ing countries, creating specific patterns of interac-
tion between international donors, local NGOs, and
government institutions. The financial dependence
of many civil society organizations on international
donors raises problems of sustainability of their ac-
tivities and compliance with local needs and con-
text. In the context of growing geopolitical tensions,
civil society is increasingly becoming an arena of
«soft power» and ideological rivalry between global
and regional powers.

Thus, modern civil society is a complex and
multidimensional phenomenon that develops under
the influence of the dialectical interaction of global
trends and local features. Its further evolution will
be determined by its ability to adapt to the changing
conditions of the international environment, while
maintaining its autonomy and ability to articulate
the interests of various social groups.

Structural transformation of civil society in the
context of globalization

In recent decades, civil society has indeed un-
dergone a significant transformation. The 68% in-
crease in the number of international NGOs over 15
years reflects not only quantitative growth, but also
a qualitative change in civic engagement, which in-
creasingly transcends national borders. The differ-
ences between the American and European models
of civil society development have deep historical
and cultural roots. In the United States, the model
of self-organization with minimal government inter-
vention corresponds to liberal traditions and a cul-
ture of individualism, where civic initiatives often
arise from below and exist primarily through pri-
vate donations and volunteer participation. In EU
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countries, more structured interaction with govern-
ment institutions reflects the continental European
tradition, where the state has historically played a
more active role in public life. The practice of state
financing of NGOs and their inclusion in decision-
making processes through formalized consultation
mechanisms is widespread here. These different
approaches form different models of civil society’s
influence on political processes and social change
(Tarrow, 2023).

Research shows the formation of hybrid orga-
nizational structures in countries with developed
democracies, combining formal and informal ele-
ments. An analysis of funding models for civic ini-
tiatives in Germany, France, and the United King-
dom demonstrates a trend towards diversifying
sources of support, including government grants,
private donations, and crowdfunding (Khayretdi-
nova and Zubenko, 2018). Japan and South Korea
are developing a special model of corporate vol-
unteerism as a mechanism for strengthening civil
society, which differs significantly from Western
approaches (Tolstokulakov, 2022). This variability
highlights that the development of civic institutions
considers the cultural and historical characteris-
tics of each region. The diversification of financial
sources ensures greater sustainability and indepen-
dence of civic initiatives. Corporate volunteerism in
East Asian countries demonstrates the possibility of
integrating business structures into the development
of civil society.

The study of modern transformations of civil so-
ciety demonstrates significant changes in the scale,
forms of organization and mechanisms of function-
ing of civil institutions. The significant quantitative
growth of international non-governmental organiza-
tions testifies to the globalization of civic engage-
ment that transcends national borders and forms a
transnational space of civic interaction. A compara-
tive analysis of the American and European mod-
els of civil society development points to the deep
conditioning of institutional forms and practices by
historical trajectory, cultural traditions and features
of the political system. While the American model
is characterized by a predominance of bottom-up
initiatives and reliance on private donations, the Eu-
ropean model is characterized by more formalized
interaction with government agencies and the inte-
gration of civil society organizations into political
decision-making processes.

The trend towards the formation of hybrid orga-
nizational structures combining formal and informal
elements reflects the adaptability of civil society to
modern challenges and the need for more flexible
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and effective mechanisms for influencing socio-
political processes. The diversification of sources of
financing for civic initiatives is a factor in strength-
ening their autonomy and sustainability, ensuring
relative independence from individual donors. The
East Asian experience of developing corporate vol-
unteerism as a mechanism for strengthening civil
society demonstrates the variability of ways to in-
tegrate various sectors of society into civic engage-
ment processes and confirms the importance of tak-
ing regional specifics into account when analyzing
global trends. In general, the modern development
of civil society is characterized by a multi-vector
nature, a combination of universal trends and lo-
cal features, and the formation of new institutional
practices adapted to specific socio-cultural and po-
litical contexts.

Civil society and social solidarity: regional
models

Social solidarity as a fundamental constitutive
element of civil society demonstrates a signifi-
cant variability in the forms of institutionalization
in various socio-cultural contexts. A comparative
analysis of volunteerism systems (2018) in the USA
and France reveals a dichotomy of approaches: the
American model is characterized by the prevalence
of personal initiative and minimization of govern-
ment regulation, while the French system is in-
tegrated into state mechanisms of social policy.
Volunteerism systems in the Nordic countries are
characterized by a high degree of institutionaliza-
tion and integration into social security structures,
which corresponds to the general model of the wel-
fare state.

In East Asian societies, mainly in South Ko-
rea and Japan, volunteer practices are often formed
within the framework of corporate social responsi-
bility, demonstrating a close correlation with labor
collectives as primary agents of socialization (Kim,
2018). Empirical studies have documented the dif-
ferentiation of motivational patterns of volunteers:
in Western countries, individualistic axiological
attitudes of self-realization are dominant, while in
Latin America and Africa, motives of collective sol-
idarity and community identity prevail.

The analysis of statistical data demonstrates
a universal tendency to intensify volunteer activ-
ity during crisis periods in all geographical areas,
however, the modality of this activity is determined
by the cultural and institutional characteristics of
specific societies. Comparative studies of char-
ity systems in the United States and Great Britain
explicate differences in fiscal incentives and legal

regulation that constitute divergent models of phil-
anthropic practices (Toropova and Shcherbachenko,
2020). The mechanisms of social solidarity forma-
tion in modern societies show significant variability
depending on prevailing cultural patterns, historical
development trajectories and the specifics of politi-
cal and economic institutions.

The analysis of social solidarity as a fun-
damental constitutive element of civil society
demonstrates the variety of forms of its institu-
tionalization in various socio-cultural contexts.
Comparative studies of volunteerism and charity
systems from a global perspective reveal the diver-
gence of models of civic engagement due to the
specifics of historical development, political and
economic institutions. The identified dichotomy
of approaches between the liberal American model
based on personal initiative and the continental
European system with a high degree of state par-
ticipation reflects fundamental differences in the
conceptualization of the relationship between the
individual, society and the state.

The East Asian model of volunteerism, integrat-
ed into corporate structures, illustrates an alternative
way of developing social solidarity practices. Em-
pirical evidence indicates a significant differentia-
tion of motivational patterns of volunteer activity in
different regions of the world, correlating with the
dominant value systems. The observed universal in-
tensification of volunteerism during periods of social
crisis confirms the functional importance of mecha-
nisms of social self-organization in the context of
the dysfunction of formal institutions. The variabil-
ity of charity systems, manifested in differences in
legal regulation and fiscal incentives, demonstrates
the influence of the institutional environment on
the formation of philanthropic practices. Thus, the
mechanisms of constructing social solidarity are a
complex socio-cultural phenomenon determined by
a complex of historical, political, economic and axi-
ological factors.

Civil society and political change: a compara-
tive analysis of effectiveness

The relationship between the development of
civil society and political transformations demon-
strates significant regional differences. In Eastern
European countries, civil society movements have
played a key role in democratic transitions, shap-
ing the political agenda and controlling power. The
study shows that in Latin American countries, civil
society often develops in conditions of polariza-
tion and ideological confrontation, which affects its
structure and effectiveness (Diakova, 2024).
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A comparative analysis of the political trans-
formations in Tunisia and Egypt demonstrates the
varying degree of influence of civil society organi-
zations on the results of the «Arab Spring»: while in
Tunisia a strong civil society contributed to demo-
cratic transit, in Egypt its structural weakness led
to the restoration of authoritarian practices (Farah,
2023). These studies show that the effectiveness of
civil society’s influence on political processes corre-
lates with the level of its institutionalization and the
degree of independence from the state. In the con-
text of democratization, civil society is becoming
a key factor in political stability and the effective-
ness of reforms. The experience of countries with
economies in transition demonstrates that successful
democratic transits are characterized by the active
participation of civil society structures in the politi-
cal process.

An analysis of the development of civil society
in Central Asian countries demonstrates that exter-
nal financing of civic initiatives without consider-
ing the local context can reduce their legitimacy and
effectiveness (Kuznetsova, 2006). Modern research
confirms that sustainable democracy requires a bal-
ance between a strong civil society and effective
State institutions.

Civil society and digital authoritarianism: new
challenges

The spread of digital authoritarianism cre-
ates new challenges for the development of civil
society in various regions of the world. The study
demonstrates that in countries with authoritarian
tendencies, surveillance and control technologies
significantly limit the space for civic engagement.
A comparative analysis of the situation in Russia
and China shows different models of technological
regulation of the civil space: if preventive control
and censorship prevail in China, then in Russia there
is a combination of legal restrictions and selective
repression (Prilepsky, 2021).

An interesting contrast is the adaptation strat-
egies of civil society activists in Belarus (Rudnik,
2023) and Myanmar (Ryng et al., 2023), where vari-
ous techniques of digital resistance and circumven-
tion of blockages are being developed. In the context
of digital authoritarianism, the role of international
solidarity and cross-border support for civil initia-
tives is increasing. Data analysis shows a correlation
between the decline of civil liberties and the expan-
sion of digital surveillance practices in more than 65
countries around the world.

A comparison of legislative restrictions on the
activities of NGOs in Egypt, India, and Hungary
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demonstrates different strategies for institutional
pressure on civil society organizations (Bromley et
al., 2019). The changing nature of digital control re-
quires constant adaptation of civil resistance strate-
gies and protection of digital rights. Technological
innovations are used both as a tool of suppression
and as a means of protecting civil liberties, creating
a complex dynamic of digital confrontation. Of par-
ticular concern is the global export of surveillance
technology from authoritarian countries to develop-
ing democracies. Effective counteraction to digital
authoritarianism requires coordination of efforts by
civil society, the technology sector and international
organizations.

Conclusion

The study revealed that modern civil society is
undergoing a period of intense transformation un-
der the influence of globalization, digitalization and
geopolitical changes. An analysis of global trends
shows that non-state actors are becoming increas-
ingly important in international relations, forming
alternative channels of diplomacy and channels of
influence on global processes. Information and com-
munication technologies have radically changed the
possibilities of civil mobilization, creating unprec-
edented conditions for cross-border cooperation and
solidarity.

It is revealed that the development of civil so-
ciety occurs unevenly in different regions of the
world, reflecting the peculiarities of the historical,
cultural, and socio-political context. The effective-
ness of civic institutions as a factor of democrati-
zation and development directly depends on their
institutional maturity, autonomy, and rootedness in
the national traditions of social self-organization.
Financial sustainability remains one of the key chal-
lenges for civil society organizations, requiring the
diversification of sources of support and the devel-
opment of a culture of private philanthropy.

Modern global crises, including the COVID-19
pandemic, climate change and rising geopolitical
tensions, have become a serious challenge for civ-
il society, but at the same time have demonstrated
its adaptability and importance in solving complex
problems. Of particular concern is the trend towards
stricter government regulation of non-profit organi-
zations in many countries, which poses risks to the
space of civic engagement.

The study confirms that the involvement of civil
society in global governance processes significantly
increases the legitimacy and effectiveness of inter-
national institutions. At the same time, the problem
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of the lack of representation of global civil society
requires targeted efforts to increase the participa-
tion of representatives of developing countries and
marginalized groups in international forums and
processes.

The results of the study allow us to formulate a
system of recommendations:

- International organizations are encouraged to
improve the mechanisms for the inclusion of civil
representatives in decision-making processes.

- Educational and research institutions should
expand training programs for specialists in the non-
profit sector and deepen the study of the effects of
civic participation.

- It is important for media and digital platforms
to promote a culture of civil dialogue and counteract
information manipulation.

- Promising areas for further research are the
study of the impact of digitalization on the transfor-
mation of forms of civic participation, the analysis
of the relationship between the development of civil

society and the quality of democratic institutions, as
well as the study of the role of civil actors in build-
ing more equitable models of international interac-
tion. Of particular interest is the study of new forms
of transnational solidarity in the context of fragmen-
tation of global space.

The conducted research shows that, despite the
variety of challenges, civil society remains a key
factor in the democratization of international rela-
tions and the promotion of universal human values
on a global scale. Its further development requires
the consolidated efforts of all interested actors, from
international organizations and States to local com-
munities and individual citizens.

This research has been funded by the Commit-
tee of Science of the Ministry of Science and Higher
Education of the Republic of Kazakhstan (Grant No.
BR27195711 «Socio-political processes in Kazakh-
stan (1980-2020): the experience of democratiza-
tion and the formation of a Fair statey).
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