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»BAYK* CUPU3E NJIN KYJIA UJIE EBPOIICKA YHUJA?

Peszume: Y pamy aytop mpobnematusyje ¢peHoMeH m300pHE ITo-
6ene CUPU3E y I'puxoj u y3poke u mocuemune mo EY. V dokycy
ErOBE aHAJIM3E Halla3h Ce CTPYKTypHA JEeTepMHHAIMja OBE I10jaBe
y CaBPEMEHOCTH, Ka0 U KPUTHYKH MOKYIIA] leHOT MaHUITYIaTHBHOT
ME/IMjCKOT MPEICTaBJhakha Ka0 HOBOT ,,0ayKa‘* KOjH MPETH J1a Ce Mpe-
nje mupoM EBporicke yHuje.

Aytop yxasyje ma je CUPU3A, xao mokpeT He3aA0BOJGHUX Maca/
Oupadva, TOCIIENIA IPOTUBPEIHOCTH KPHU3E CABPEMEHOT KaITUTaJIH-
3Ma, ma u came EVY. [IpaBo je murame: xKyna une EBponcka yamja?
AyTop aHanM3upa y3poKe HalylITamba COIMjaIIeMOKPATCKOT MOJIe-
JIa ¥ TMOCJICANIIC HEKPUTUIKE UMHTAIIH]e/CIIpoBol)eba HeonoepaHe
crpareruje pa3ojay EY. Iberosa je Te3a: na yxomuko ce EY He Bparu
COIIMjaIIEMOKPATCKOM MOJIEITY, COIMjaTHE M pPerHOHATHE HejeTHAKO-
cTH, noBemrhe o mupemka courjaraux mokpera momyt CUPU3E mm-
pom EBpore. OueknBano je fa he y normienHoj NepceKTuBY Hapacie
MIPOTUBPEYHOCTH CaBPEMEHOT KallMTaln3Ma U OOHOBA COIMjaJIHOT
nurama y EY mpoussecTn HOBe couujaiiHe M MOJMTHYKE MOKpETe
JIeBHIIE KA0 aKTepe aHTUCHCTEMCKOT JIeJIOBaha, OCTBApUBAA U JIe-
JTUTUTUMALIH] €.

Kuwyune peuu: CUPU3A, EBpornicka yHHja, HeonnOepaan3aMm, co-
LI1jaJIHU TIOKPETH, JICBHIIA.

»BAYK* CUPU3E NJIN CIIMHOBAIBE CTPAXA O
ITPOMEHE

IMo6ena CUPU3E y I'pukoj Ha mapiamMeHTapHUM H300puMa y
jaryapy 2015. roqune 3a0puHyna je caBpeMeHy HOMEHKIarypy y EY —
OaHKOKpare, TeXHOKpare W noiautokpare. OaMax cy MEAHjU MOYeNH pac-
TIpeaT ¥ MUPHTH TPUIyY 0 ,,0ayky CUPU3E — o cupusm kao BUpyCY
koju Ou Morao na 3apasu Mace u cpymu nopenak EY; yrposu unTepece
Bianajyhux xmaca, a mpe cBera puHAHCHjCKUX MHCTUTYnH]ja. loxymre, Ta
npJbaBa KaMIlamka Ourpasa ce joul y npeau300pHUM MpoLechMa, Kajia je
3BaHWYHA MOJUTOKpaTcka U OaHKokparcka enuta EY (mpe cBera, y bpu-
cexy, Hemaukoj, MM® u CBerckoj OaHITN) OTIoYeNa HABHjauKH J1a CTaje
Ha cTtpany AHToHHca Camapaca (Bnazajyher rpukor npemujepa, GuHaH-
CHJCKOT TEXHOKpAaTy).

O mporpamy CUPU3E y 40 Tauaka y mocTu30OpHOM HEpPHOAY,
OpojHHU cTpaHu U AoMah¥l aHAJUTHYAPH MUCAIU Cy Ka0 O aHAPXUCTHYHO]

1 ljubisa.mitrovic@filfak.ni.ac.rs
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JICBUILIH, TIOMYITUCTHYKOM MOKPETY, 0 0OHOBH HEOKOMYHHCTHYKE MapTHje’.

Bassa, mehytum, pehu na je CUPU3A Buie nokper ocupomarie-
HUX W HE3aJI0BOJFHUX Maca y ['pukoj. OH je u3pas CTpyKTypHE KpU3e KOjy
reHepupa HeKoHTponucaHa Moh Oankapa, puHaHCcHjcKke Oypkoazuje y EY
u cBeTy. [puka HHje M30JI0BAaHO OCTPBO — HEHA KPU3a, IPUINKE U HETIPH-
JIMKE, J1e0 Cy JIaHLlA CBETCKE KPH3€ KalMTAIM3Ma y ITI00aJTHOM CBETCKOM
CUCTEMY, Y KOME 3e€MJbe CBETCKOI' LICHTPa Ha OpojHEe HauuHe 0€3003UPHO
ekcrutoarumry u onpel)yjy cynOuHy 3eMaspa y 30HU CBETCKe moiymepude-
puje u nepudepuje. Kpusa semaspa Ha jyry EBpore — neo je mobanusaiuje
CBETCKE KpH3¢ M OHA ce Hehe 3ayCTaBUTH CBE JOK CE Taj CHCTEM Heoynoe-
pasHOT (PMHACHjCKOT I100ai3Ma HEe 3aMEHH HOBUM MOJAEJIOM III00aIHOT
JIPYIITBEHOT Pa3Boja.

CHUPU3A je ucrumBana Ha Tajacy IIMPOKOT HE3a10BOJbCTBA TPYU-
KOT Hapoja, He caMo pajioM Tekyhe Biaje, Koja je 1o Hajory ,,Tpojke’ Mo-
paja 1a CIpoBOAM paguKaiHe pehopMe n Mepe MTeqbe, 3aTeke KaullIeBe,
3aTBapa u pacrnpoaaje Gupme, Ipou3BOIN MACOBHY HE3aIOCICHOCT U Oey.
CUPU3Y je, m3mehy ocraror, npoussena EY — cBojoM MOTUTHKOM HEOJTH-
OepanHor GyHAaMEHTaIM3Ma, TPXKUIIHOT OaHIUTH3MA, Y CITY>KOU HHTEpe-
ca eBpokparuje u 6ankokparuje. Crora je mpaBo MUTAE: 1ITa ¢ 30MBa ca
EVY u xyna ona une? YnpaBo y 0AroBopy Ha TO MUTAKE JIEKHU [IPABU KJbYd
oOjammema 1mra je y3pokosaio nojasy CUPU3E u na nu he ona ocraru
caMo TpUKa U jy)Kmbadka CIeln(GUIHOCT WiH he ce emuaeMHjCKH IHPUTH
EBpomnom u csetom.

KYIA UAE EBPOIICKA YHUJA?

Jom mpe nBameceT roguHa je ppanirycku coumonor Iljep bypouje,
y CBOjHM paJOBHMa U jaBHUM HacTylHMa, ykasuBao na EY Hamymira co-
1jaliZIEeMOKPATCKU MOJIEIT COLIMjallHE IP’KaBe U HEKPUTHUYKH NPUXBaTa aH-
TJIOCAKCOHCKH HEOIMOepalHi MOJIeN APYIITBEHOT pa3Boja. Ha Tom ¢ony
OCTBapuBaia ce ACCTPyKIHja ColMjaIHe ApKaBe Mo GUPMOM HEHOT pe-
CTPYKTyHpama.

Ca m3bopuma y I'pukoj kao na je mymren ayx u3 ooue. Hesano-
BOJBCTBO HAPOJIa, KOjH je OMO 3aMOPEH JYTHM pePOPMUCTHIKUM ,,MaPIIOM
KpO3 HHCTUTYIHje", TOKa3aJo je HOBO Jiniie TpahaHa.

Hanymrajyhu coumjanaemokparcku npojekar EY, nox yruimajem
AHITIOCAKCOHCKOT HeonmbOepann3Ma, CBe BHIIE IIOTHUCKY]e, PECTPYKTYHpa,
U JIECTpyHpa HE CaMO MHCTUTYLUje COLMjalIHe IpKaBe, Beh u enemMeHTap-
HE OCHOBE COIIMjaIHE COMMIApHOCTH Mely JbynnMa, Kitacama, HapoJrMa,
HeocTaBJbajyhu Mel)y sbyanma HumTa Ipyro cem rojor HHTepeca JInxBap-
CKOT padyHa.

Taxsa EVY mocTaia je cBe BHIlE TEXHOKPATCKO-TUTYyTOKPATCKa TBO-
peBuUHA Koja ce mmpH Ha VICTOK, 1O JIOTHUIU Te0OEKOHOMCKE M BOjHO-CTpa-
TEIIKE JIOTHKE, a HE 10 JIOTHIH 33jeTHIIKOT HHTEpeca eBPOICKUX Hapoaa.
[Ipenaropcku HHTEpECH MerakanuTaia OWIM Cy MOKpeTadKa Moayra beHe
eKCIIaH3HWje, a He UCTUHCKA MOJIepHU3alMja U Harpenak HoBe EBporie u

2 Onmmpryje o nporpamckum oapeanunama CPU3E Bunern na xpajy wianka y [Tpusory.
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MTOCTCOIMjaTMCTHIKKX ApymTaBa. Cyna rue ce mmpuia EY nameran je
AHITIOCAKCOHCKU MOJIeNl OECKPYIYJIO03HOT padyyHa HaKo Cy HapOAM H elu-
T€ OYEKHBAJIM COIMjaIeMOKPATCKH MOJIel, KOjH je mociie J{pyror cBeTcKor
pata Biagao 3anaaHoM EBporom.

Caspemena Espona ce nsmenuna. OHa je, y dopmu EVY, nzryouna
conmjanHy aymry. [locrana je ,,rproBauka apkaBa“ (duxre) kojy mokpehe
6or Mamon u 6or Mapc. Ona ce cBe BUIlLIe H3HYTpa 1iena Ha ,,EBpomy O6aH-
Kapa“ u ,,EBpony pagauka“. Y mocienme TpH JeIeHH]e U3BPIICHA j& apH-
CTOKpaTHu3aluja CoLujaIIeMOKpaTuje, aMepuKaHn3alrja JICBUIE U HheHa
nanudukanuja. Oxpehyhu neha cBeTy pana, He caMO TPaTUIMOHATHAM
,JUTABIM OKOBpaTHHIIMMA*‘, Beh W MOJIEPHOj paJHUYKO] KJIACH U CPEIHO]
KJlacu, colujaneMokparija u eaura EY cBoj ocioHal cy MOTpaKUiIu y
HOBUM YIPaBJbauKUM Tpyrama: OaHKOKpaTHjH, TEXHOKpaTaMa M MeHare-
puMa, kao xunepkiacu (Aranu). TakBa conujaiHa v NOMUTHYKA KOAIUIIH]A
nanac Biana EY. tben musb je mpoduT u3HaM 4oBEeKa U HEOMMIIEpH]jaTHA
eKCIIaH3Mja y CITy’KOM Merakamurasa.

Awmepuuku 1 6putancku uaeono3u (Kajran u Kynep) o nacrajyhem
00y y caBpeMeHOCTH MHIIy Kao o 100y ,, mrdepanHux umnepuja““. Ha toj
ctpareruju EVY je nmoxuBena nename cBOje YHYTpaLIbe CTPYKTYPE U KO-
xe3uBHOCTH. OHa je mocTana mpoayKeHa pyKa, HHCTPYMEHT KPYITHOT Ka-
NHTANA Y BEroBOj MPElIaTopCcKoj MUCHjH. JIMXBApCKOM JIOTUKOM KaruTaia
OpojHe 3emibe, moceOHO jyxHe EBporie, ocrase cy MieH — yByYeHe Cy Y
3auapaHy Kpyr IyKHUYKOT poricTBa. Hajmmpu cinojeBn Hapona mocraiu
Cy HajCUPOMAILIHUjH, JIOK je MambMHa KOMIIPaJOpCKe eluTe cBe Ooraruja.
Heommbepanna crparervja acHMETpUYHE IIoOaTM3alMje IOBEla je 0
¢denomena esporckor Ceepa u Jyra, 10 aHTaroHMU3Upama IPYILITBECHUX
KJiaca, pacta He3arocJIeHOCTH, GHOPMHE eKCILIoAaTallN]e, IINPEHha He3a10-
BOJBCTBA M pacTa €THUYKO-PEJIUTH]CKHX CYKoOa M pacu3Ma.

Caercka Kpu3a Koja HHje OKOHYaHa Beh je manujaTuBHUM Mepama
(ymymIiaBameM JIa)KHUX HOBYAHHIIA) CaMO OIJIOXKEHA, alli ce TII00am30-
Bana, onHocHO cenu ce u3 CAJly EY u apyre peruje cBera. OBa kpusa je
CTPYKTypaJlHA B JYyTOPOYHA U ITOMYT IIyHaMHja — Tpece U 00apa eKOHOMH]E
OpojHHX 3eMasba. CBETCKa IMOCEIHNYKA KJIaca JKEJU Jla HAIUIaTH JyToBe, a
JpKaBe Cy CBE BHILE OCHPOMAIIICHE O] TJhavyke TajKyHa U KOMITPaJI0pCKe
Ki1ace. Y TOM CEHJIBUYY HapoJl, paJHHIITBO U CpPeAmba Kilaca HAallIH Cy Ce
TIOZ yIapOM Mepa IITeIbE, T3B. CTPYKTYPaIHUX pedopMHu.

EBporickn 6aHKOKpaTH M TEXHOOMPOKPATH CTEXY KaWIIl U 3aTeKY
oMuy ayrosa. Mohue uncrurynuje, MM®, Cetcke 6anke, BoheHe CBOjUM
UHTEPECHUM pavuyHHIIaMa, HUCY CIIPEMHE Ha KOMITPOMUC, & KAMOJIM Ha OT-
nuc ayrosa. To je moBeno OpojHe monuTHYKe enuTe Ha jyry EBpore He
camo y nozpehen mosnoxkaj, Beh U ja npeay3umMajy HEmomyiapHe Mepe,
KOJUM Ka)KHaBajy CBOj HAPOJ, IITO j€ H3a3WBaJI0 MACOBHO HE3aI0OBOJHCTBO.
Brnanajyha HoMeHKIaTypa nocrana je cropasyMaiika. To cy Mace oceTuie
Kao M31ajy cBojux mHTepeca. M3 Takse curyammje pohera je CUPU3A,
Kao MOKPET KOjU Ce IPOTHBU OBAKBOM IPOrpaMy IITEIHBU U KypCy KaruTa-
JUCTUYKUX aHTUHAPOAHUX pedopMH, Koje ce MpeIIaxy Kao JIeK 3a JTyXK-
HHUYKO JpYIITBO jyra EBporre.

CHUPU3A je ucrakiia cBojy 3acTaBy OTIIOpa UCHpeN HE3alI0BOJb-



YACOIIUC 34 IPYIITBEHA ITUTARA, KYITYPY U PETHOHAJIHU PA3BOJ

HUX Maca ocupomariennx. OHa je pexna He Oankokpatuju EVY, ucraxia je
Ja ce 0opH 3a MoBparak JOCTOjaHCTBA AEMOKpaTHje M HOBY IaT(opmy
n3racka u3 Kpuse u mpeodpaxkaja apymrea. JJyx CUPU3A nehe ocratu
na Mupyje camo ucnox Akponosba. OH he ce U3 JOMOBHHE JEMOKpaTHje
MPOIIUPHUTH, TIPe UK KacHHje, mrpoM EBpore, 6e3 003upa Ha MoHalIake
BOlCTBa OBOT MOKpeTa, Koju he jomackoM Ha BIacT OMTH NMpHUHYHEHO Ha
OpOjHE KOMITPOMHUCE.

BpeMe je ma ce momuTHKa W3 TEXHOKPATCKHUX KaHIIENIapuja Opu-
cesickux oupokpara, MM®, Csercke GaHke, BpaTu y Hapydje rpalana, a
JIEMOKpaTHja IOCTaHe HHCTPYMEHT y Cly»KOu Hapoja 3a Hapoz. [Tapadpa-
3upajyhu, mormu 6ucmo pehn EBporniom kpysxu HoBH Oayk, 6ayk CUPU3E,
CBE CHJIC €BOIICKE M CBETCKe Mohm yapykuhe ce y KOH3epBaTHBHOM OTIIO-
py NIPOTHUB HeTa.

CUPU3Y uekajy BeIMKH OTIIOPH M MYKE Ha H-EHOM MyTy. A,
oHa je Oap 3a TpeHyTaK BpaTwiia HaJy HOBUM OTIIHCAHWM TeHepalfjama ia
j€ BpeaHo mpoOyauTy ce u OOpUTH ce, U J1a Huje cBe u3ryosbeHo! Hapas-
HO, aKO C€ YTOINH]jCKa HaJla ITOBEXKE ca MPOMETEjCKUM MpaBoM rpalhana Ha
nmoOyHy, 60p0y 3a camoocioboheme!

VYenon nokpera CHUPU3E moBe3an je ca MacOBHUM HE3aj0-
BOJGCTBOM, CTPYKTYPATHHM HEjeTHAKOCTHMa y caBpeMeHo] EBponu/EY,
Koje cy m3pa3 pedopMu U NpuiarohaBama IUIAHETAPHOM AHIVIOCAKCOH-
cKoM Mojieny Heonubepanu3ma. OH je 0AroBop Ha CBE M3Pa3UTH]e/BYJIKaH-
CKO HE3aJI0BOJLCTBO OCHPOMAILICHUX Maca MmocTojehuM mopetkom, Koju je
y3 CBe 0COOEHOCTH, JICO JIaHIIa TI00ATHOT KaTUTaIHCTHIKOT CHCTEMA.

KoHTpoBep3He cy peaknuje U HHTEpIpETAIHje Ha OBy I0jaBy. Y
pacriony oz ogoOpaBama JJ0 OCIopaBamba, of Haje 0 pasodapema y [pu-
koj, EY, EBpomu u cBery.

Moje je mepumre: CUPU3A je Buiie HOB cOLMjaiHA MOKPET, HO-
MYJIUCTHYKA M aHTHIVIO0ATHH, COIMjaliHO JIeBUYapcKu. themy Tek mpen-
cToju na ce mpodumie kao mapruja. [la mu he y Tom mpomecy mocraru
napTuja jeBuue, win he ce TpancopmucaTti y HEHTPUCTHYKH HAPOAHU
¢dbponT/moKpeT, To he Bpeme mokazaru. IlokpeTn ocmopaBama y YCIIOHY
YeCTO MIMPOKO OCBOje Mace M OMpayKo Teyo, ald TeK Kaja OCBOje BIacT
MoKaxxy cBoje mpaso nuie. Jla mm he CUPU3A octaru BepHa CBOM Ipen3-
O6opHOM mporpamy — ox 40 Tayaka — wiu he ogycTaTH, TO HE 3aBUCH CaMo
0]1 BOJbE BOl)CTBA M cCUMIIaTh3epa, Beh 1 pealHuX yCIIoBa M3J1acka U3 Kpu3e
TPUYKOT NIPYIITBA U MPUBPEC, ATH U JSTCPMHUHHU3MA U yciioBa 6opbe Koju
Uy U3 MHper I00aTHOT KOHTEKCTa/CBETCKOT OKPYKeHa KaluTaau3Ma y
KpH3H.

KPU3A MOJEJIA PABBOJA EY WJIHN YCIIOH AKTEPA
OCIIOPABAIbA KAIIUTAJIN3MA

Ilocnepamnu (nakon /pyeoe ceemckoe pama) pazeoj Eepone Mor-
71 OucMo Tpy06o MOJENTNTH Ha TPU eTarie:
1. Ilepuoo coyujanne opacase (EBpona by una, corujanae apxa-
Be, OJIOKOBCKE TOJICIIE U JICTAHTA);
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2. I[lepuoo EY — 00 naoa bBepnunckoe 3uda 0o danac (BeIuka 04eKr-
Bama M WIy3Hje, yjenumaBame Hemauke, mpuxBaTame aHIIIOCAKCOHCKOT
MoJella HeOoJIMOepaTHOT pa3Boja, MOTHCKUBAILE COIMjalHE IpkKaBe, ja-
Yame COLMjaHUX pPEernoHaNHuX HejeaHakoct CeBep—Jyr, ycroHa HOBOT
¢ammzma);

3. Ilpojexmosana 6yodyhnocm Eepone nade (0OHOBJbEHA colMjajie-
MOKparuja, MyJITHUIOIAPCHOCT ociobahame aMepuyKor MpoTeKTopara U
jemuHcTBO ca Pycujom, Jle I'omoBa EBpoma og AtnanTuka 1o Ypama. EBpo-
na yjequbeHUX IpKaBa U PErHOHA, PAaBHONPABHUX HapoJa U CIO00THHUX
TbymH);

CUPU3A je moOynmia Haxy y TakBy OymyhHocT EBporne: koja Bpaha
JIOCTOjaHCTBO YOBEKY M JEMOKpaTHjy ¥ apUpMHIIE UCTUHCKE BPEAHOCTH
ca TpoOojke rpahaHcke peBonyIHje ,,cno00/a, jenHakoct, OparcTBo®. bes
takBe EBporne £V, xao mpeosauxa nHadpoicasa, iperBopuhe ce y KUKIIONa |
TOTATUTAPUCTHYKY XOOOTHHUITYy CHara KpyIHOT KarnTania, koja he ryrajyhn
MaJlie HapoJie POryTaTH U caMy ceOe U U3rOpeTH y CBOjO] XaJIaIlJbUBOCTH !
Canamima EY Hanasu ce y 3arpspajy 6ora Mamona u 6ora Mapca. Ona
j€ aMepuy4KH MpoTeKTopar u Mapimpajyhu mox 3acraom HATO-a — un-
CTPYMEHTAJIM30BaHa 32 HBErOBE Te0CTPATEIIKE IUJBEBE, CBE BHIIE MOCTaje
(hakTop cyko0a M TeOTOTUTHYKE HeCTAOMITHOCTH Y CBETY.

CHPU3A je nacrana Ha QyOOKOj CTPYKTYypHOj Kpu3u y EBponu u
ceery 2007/2008. rogvHe ¥ M3 HECHIPEMHOCTH M HECIOCOOHOCTH BIIa-
najyhux emura na npesasuly ucty. Ha Tom pacuemny (periecuju 1 Moaemy
nporpaMmy HeonuOepaiHe ,,ITeke ) ¥ Bally MaCOBHOT HAPOIHOT HE3aJ10-
BoJbCcTBa jaBmia ce CUPU3A xoja je MOMMTHYKH KaluTairdcaia MupoKo
COLIMjaJIHO HE3a/I0BOJFCTBO OCUPOMAIIICHUX Maca.

Hacynpor nporpamy paaukaiHe MITeNbe, PeCTPUKIUje, 1ajbe Hall-
NPOCEeYHE eKCIIoaTalyje U JIUKTaType oJurapxa/TajkyHa: OaHKOKpaTuje,
noJjuTokparuje, Tj. Bnaaajyhe Homenknarype, CUPU3A je monyauna ain-
TEPHATUBHU TPOjeKaT y OJHOCY Ha €BPOIICKY TpojKy (ryBepHepa EVY) m
KoMmInpaaopckux enuta y ['puxoj, Utanuju u lnanuju.

Pa3ynapen mMerakanuTain M pa3opeHa Ip)kaBa I'yCapcKHU ce TIOHAIIAjy
npema pagHuM, OCHpOMalleHuM MacaMa. HacynpoT carenuTckux koMmpa-
JIOPCKHX €JIMTa KOje Cy CIIyraHCKe NpeMa KPYyIHOM, CTPaHOM | joMaheM
karmutairy, CUPU3A je pexna ,,HE® 3enenamnikom mporpamy mreamu, a To
3HAUW TUKTATYpH CHAra Kamuralia.

CUPU3A je 0eo npodrema Eeponcke ynuje, anu nucam cueypaw oa je
0eo peuterva. Ilpodnemu EY cy ny0spu, cTpyKTypHH, cUCTeMCKH. OHU Cy
JIeo KpH3e MOJIeNIa pa3Boja y II00aTHOM CBETCKOM CHCTEMY, KOjH j€ eBpOTI-
CKa eJIMTa HeKPUTUYKH NPUXBaTHIIA 1M0CcTajyhu J1eo JaHIa Merakanurania,
IEroBe PENPOAYKIIMje, KOHIIETPAIlMje/IIEHTPpAIU3allije U HHTErpaluje.
Hanwme, 80-Tux ropmHa ca erabnmpameM HEONIHOEpaTHOT aHIVIOCAKCOH-
CKOT' MoJiesia pa3Boja y ceTy 3amaana EBpomna jour yBek je Ouina y 3HaKy
COITHjaIIEMOKPATCKOT MOJIeNIa pa3Boja, a OHJa C€ IOJ YTUIajeM eKCIaH-
3Wje HeonuOepanu3Ma IMOJaKo ypyllaBaia W Mpeluia Ha HeoduOepaHu.
VY TOM KOHTEKCTY HacTajo je, 1oj pupmMom peopMu U pecTyKTyHpama,
paJMKaIHO HaMyIITamke conrjanHe apkase. Jlanac nu EY kao obnuk peru-
OHaJIHE MEeTauHTerpalmje U miodaiu3aiuje, momyT OCTAINX CATETUTCKUX
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3eMasba, Cliequ W adupMuIIe HeoauOepaTHH Momen pa3Boja. OBaj mak
MPOU3BOAU AYOOKY CTPYKTypaJIHy U aHTHCUCTEMCKY KpH3Y, pousBoaehu
COITMjaJTHEe ¥ PETHOHAIIHE HEjeTHAKOCTH, pa3apajyhu colujaaHy coaumap-
HocT ¥ jauajyhu mpotuBpednoctu usmely eBporckor Cesepa u Jyra, us-
meby ,,EBporie 6ankapa u EBporne pannuka“ (I1. Bypauje).

Ha oBom ¢onHy — ocTBapmBama HeonmOepasHOTr mpojekra y EY —
HAcTajo je 0JaKO/HEKOHTPOJIMCAHO MpPEe3aayKUBambe HECHUX WIAHHIA, [1a
u I'puxe. OHO je MOBe3aHO ca XaJarJbUBOM JIOTHKOM TIOHAIamka HE CaMo
OaHKOKpaTrcKe 3eJIeHalIKe Kiace, Beh 1 KoMIpaaopcKux eiaura. Tako cy He
camo ['puka, Beh u ocrarne 3emsbe jyra EBporne, ainu u 3eMmibe y TpaH3UIIH]H,
yBEZIEHE y OJIHOCE MOJEPHOT JTy)KHUYKOT POIICTBA, CA CBUM COILMjaTHUM U
MOJMTUYKHUM TTOCIIEANLIaMa KOje U3 Tora MPOU3HIase.

Ounancujcka kpu3a u3 2008. romuHe HajIIpe je Mpou3BeaAcHa 1 eKC-
wioaupana y CAJl, a onna ce mpommpuiia Ha OCTaTak cBeTa. Y ycllOBUMa
ro0aHe eKOHOMH]E JIOIIUIO je JI0 HheHEe penpoayKiuje u (heHOMEHa CBET-
CKe Tiio0anu3alyje Kpuse.

Ta6ena. 1. lyduna coumjaane mojiapuzanmje cBera

Caercka nonynauuja (y %) Csercko Oorarctso (y %)
Haj6oraruju 20 82,7
Ipyru 20 11,7
Tpehu 20 2,3
YetspTr 20 1,9
Hajcupomamrauju 20 1,4

MH3e0p: Held and McGrew 2002: 82.

[lomaum roBope Ja ce oMua JAyroBa CBE BHILE 3aTexe y cBeTy U EV.
duHaHCH]CKa KpH3a j€ caMO BPX JIEZICHOT Opera y caBpeMeHOM KalluTan-
3My, KOjU CBE BHILE MPOU3BOAM AUC(YHKINOHAIHOCT y Pa3BOjy U yIpa-
BJbamby. OBa KpH3a UMa CTPYKTypaJIHU KapaKkTep U JIe0 je KPU3HOT Ipolie-
ca ,,qyror Baya“ koju he Ha Kpajy CIIOMHTH OBaj MOZEI pa3Boja M CHCTEM
(PMHAHCH]CKOT ,,allCONYTHOT KanuTanuima“. M3 meroBux HejeIHaKOCTH U
MIPOTUBPEYHOCTH JaHac ce pahajy OpojHa/MacoBHA HE3aJ0BOJHCTBA U CY-
KOOH, KOjU Cy aHTUCHCTEMCKH U KOje CHare moperka yckopo nehe mohu
KOHTPOIIMCATH U MHTETPUCATH.

Bragajyhe monurokparcke U TEXHOKpATCKE €IUTE, 1O HAJIOTY IIeHTa-
pa mohu u3 Bammnrrona u bpucena, MM® u Ceetcke Oanke, popcupajy
nporpaM aHTHKPH3HUX peOopMHU — y JIUKY IITEIHE, CMambemha I1aTa, pe-
CTPHKIIMja COIMjaTHUX JaBarba, OTHYIITama PaJHe CHare U3 jaBHOT CEK-
TOpa, paJrKaiiHe MpUBaTU3allfje, pecTpyKTyupama rnpuspese. Ce cy oBe
Mepe, ajbe, CUpOMAIlWIIe HajIIupe CllojeBe IpyLITBa, jayajyhu couujai-
Hy Oejy — JIoBeJIe Cy Y MOJI0XKa]j TpeKapujata u COLUjaTHe HECUTYPHOCTH
nBe TpehrHe CTaHOBHMINTBA, Jakie, He caMo Ipou3Bohauke ciojese, Beh
U cpelipy Kinacy. CBe je To MpOM3BEIIO €CKajallijy MAaCOBHOT COIUjaJIHOT
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He3amoBoJsCTBA. Ha ToM ory Hactao je u penomern CUPU3E — kao n3pas
ormnopa, OyHTa, HEMIPUCTajarba Mace Ha MOJIUTUKY JaJber CTe3ama Kauila
HITE/IHH, KOje CY OCHPOMAIIINIIe CTAHOBHUIIITBO, & HUCY PelIiie mpooiem.

CHUPU3A je y nzbopHoMm POIECY MOTUTHYKA KaUTajlucana co-
I_[I/I_]aJIHO HE33/I0BOJHCTBO rpal')aHa KO_]I/I Hpnnanajy pamHuUM Kiacama/
cllojeBMMa APYIITBAa U Mianoj reHepauuju. OHa je oOjennHMIa MHTEpe-
ce He camo ,,Tpeher cranexa“, Beh u cpeame Kiace Yuju ce UHTEpeC Ha-
a0 Ha yIapy nporpama xeonubepaiiux youcmeenux peopMH 1o HaJIOTy
,,Tpojke*“. CBojuM mpean3bopuuM npodiemom o 40 tauaka CPU3A je
npoOynuna Haxy aa je Moryh ormop cHarama KpynHOT (PMHAHCH]CKOT Ka-
nuTana u Opucenckoj oupokparuju. OBO CyNpoOCTaBIbamkhe, KA0 U YCIEX
Ha U300opuMa, OpOjHH Cy aHAIUTHYAPU U MEIUjCKU CIIMHOBH MPOIIIACHIIN
Kao I10jaBy HOBOT Oayka, y nuKy Jesumaapcke CUPU3E. bome cy 3actpa-
LIMBAJIA €BPOIICKY MOJUTOOMPOKPATHjy U OaHKOKpare, uctuuyhu na ['puka
nehe Bpaharu gyrose u na he m3ahu u3 eBpo30HE, YNME CE MOKE OTBOPUTH
NaHJIOpPHHA KyTHja ypyllaBamwa U ae3unterpauuje EY.

Basma pehu na je CUPU3A Buie conujamHu MOKpET HE3a10BOJb-
HUX OCHPOMAILEHNX Maca HEeroJin KOH3UCTEHTHA JeBUYapcKa (Gopmanyja.
Beny nmobeny omoryhuia je cunepruja nmpotiaeMa U He3aJ10BOJBCTBA KOjY
je m3pasmia/apTukyinucana y m3doopaom mpouecy CUPU3A. Ona he ce y
MOCTU300PHOM IMPOLIECY CYOUUTH Ca TEKHHOM MpoOdieMa JaKo JAaTHX IO-
mutrukux obehama. Ho, KIbyuHO je muTame kyda ude Eeponcka ynuja?

Youn nzbopa (y m36opHoMm mporiecy) y ['puxoj, u mocTu3dopHOM Tie-
puony, rpahancTBo, EBpormy 1 cBeT, BajHU aHAIMTHYAPHU PA3IMIUTHX 00ja,
Kao W JUIIEMEPHU MEIH|CKHA MajCTOPH CIHHY]Y, Iupe pamy o bayky CU-
PU3E, koju xpyxu EBpornom u cBetom. IlocTaBiba ce murame: KoMe oJi-
roBapa/ko mokpehe oBy MeJIjcKy KaMIlamby ¥ lbOME 3aCTpallyje eBPOIICKO
rpahancTBo?

Bassa ogMax Ha modeTky pehu na Me oBO cnuHOBame mnozaceha Ha
Oayk o ByKy u AeBojunnu. Hanme, i1a ce Bmacu He cete, 10Kk y EY Hapacra
JnecHMla koja he yckopo mobeautu He camo y BoaehuM Hanjama Beh u y
€BPOIICKOM IIapJIaMEHTY, JOTJIE CE€ Ha BEJIMKO HCIpeJa MUT O OIACHOCTHU
o nesnuapcke CUPU3E u noBpaTKy IpBEeHUX MOJIMTHYKUX CHara ,,rpeher
cTasiexa’ TpPaH3MIMOHUX TYOUTHHKA, KPTaBa HEOJHOCPAITHO TPIKHITHHX
(byHnameHTanMcTa, eKOHOMCKUX 3esieHama 1 youna. CHarama Meraxaru-
Taja, KOPIOKparcke Mohu u CBETCKe OaHKOKpaTHje CBaKaKko HE OAroBapa
[IOBpaTaK JIEBUIIE, a IOCEOHO ayTEeHTUYHE, KOja y yCJIOBUMA OBAKBE KPU3€
Mopa OUTH paauKaIHa, COIMIAPUCTUYKA U eMaHIIMIIATOPCKa, 1a O1 onpas-
Jlaa Ha3uB ,,hupme’,

3a pa3nuky on BehnHe napTija MHCTUTYLIMOHAJIHE JIEBUIIE U COLIUjall-
JNEMOKPATCKUX TapTHja, nanac y EBpornu u cBety (Koje cy moapemanike,
yOOKO MHTETpHCcaHe y Bianajyhm rmopeaak KamuTai-oqHOCA U HA Taj Ha-
YMH U3TyOWIIe JISTUTUMUTET U UIICHTUTET JICBULIE), HOBA PAOUKATHA JeBU-
Ya MOpa M3HOBA aPTUKYIMCATH MHTEPECE CHAra MOJIEPHOT CBETA paja U
HOBOT HpOHCTCpHJaTa CBHX OHHX JICTIPUBUPAHNX MAPTUHATH30BAHMX IPY-
na u CJIO_]eBa y CaBpeMeHOj CTPYKTYPH KaIUTaTHCTHYKOT IPYIITBA, Koju
Cy y mojoxajy Oezne, ekcIuioaTalnmje U IecTpyKuuje 1ocTojaHcTsa. To cy
IrYOUTHHYKH CJI0jeBH U3paciu y nocueamux 40 roquHa Ha HeombepaiHoj
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CTpaTerdju pas3Boja Koja je 2/3 JoBewaHCcTBa ocHpoMaIIuia, obe3Bpenuia
W Oamnmia Ha CoIUjayiHO JHO. To je HOB CBET mapuja — JyMIICHIUIAHETe,
KOju HapacTa u KoMe he ycKopo, Kako yrmo30opaBajy UCTpaKUBadH, IMPUTIa-
JIaTH BUIIE OJ] IBe TpehrHe 0CHPOMAIIICHOT YOBEUAHCTBA.

TaGena 2. Y1eo cTAaHOBHHIITBA y pacnofesn (Y:KMBambYy) CBETCKOT

doraTrcTBa
[Ipornenar jpynu koju % Borarcrsa
pacmonaxe
Haj6oraruju 1% 48,20%
Mare 6oratu 20% 46,30%
Ocranu 79% 5,50%

WzBop: HMH, 12. 2. 2013: 14 (npema npopauynuma Toma [Iukernja y
cryauju Kanumany 21. eexy)

Bpeme je 3a HOBO oTpexmeme. Caganmby Kpu3y HHUCY MPOU3BETH
npousBohauku ciojeBu, HUTU cupomacu y EY u cery. OHa je mpousBog
HEOoNMMOepaTHOT TPXKUIITHOT (DyHJaMEHTalu3Ma, HOBUX TalubaHa MOHe-
TapUCTUYKE €KOHOMHUje, Koja je ycrena na on 1980. rmouHe npesnana y
CBETY M 4HMju je akTep puHaHCHjcKa OyprKoas3uja, Koja JaHac BJiaja CBETOM.
HapaBHo, y Koanunuju ca IMOJUTOKPATCKMM M TEXHOKPATCKUM €JIHTaMa,
BOJHUM M ME/IMjCKMM MarHatuMa. theHe KibyuyHe HHCTUTYIIM]€ TOJIUTHYKE,
ekoHOMCKe U BojHe Mohu cy: MM®, Caercka 6anka, CBETCKa TproBavka
opranuzanuja, HATO.

Ha Tom Moneny HeonuOepasHOr pa3Boja MPOU3BEICHA j& CBETCKA
kpu3a. OHa je nanac mobanuzoBana. Of e ce ganac u jpyssa EV. [lanmja-
tuBHUM Mepama y CAJl, oHa je camo nmpuBpeMeHo ojioxkeHa. Mcrpaxkusa-
Y1 IUITY J1a Kpu3a mek 001a3u M J1a YKOIUKO c€ He KpeHEe APYTUM ITyTeM
Hen30exxaH je cIoM Biagajyher cucrema.

Y OBOM KOHTEKCTYy MOpa € IOCTAaBUTU NPaBO nuTamwe: [llma je ca
EY? Kyoa ona uoe?

EY ce y nocnenmux 35 romuHa pacrtaje Of COIHjaJleMOKPATCKOT
Pa3BOJHOT MOjeIIa COIMjaTHe Ip)KaBe, a HEeHA eNUTa MPUXBATHIA je U Y
MPaKCH OCTBApyj€ aHIIOCAKCOHCKH HeonOepaIHu Mojiell pa3Boja. Ha Tom
¢dony BpIIe ce cTpyKTypasiHe pedhopMme KojuMa ce npedeprupa MOHETapH-
CTWYKa EKOHOMCKa ITOJINTHKA,  3a1I0CTaBJba Pa3B0j CEKTOPA peaHe eKOHO-
MUje, BPIIM PaJUKaATHO PECTPYKTYpUPAhE jJaBHOT CEKTOPa, MHCTUTYIIN]a
COIMjaJIHEe 3aIITUTE W conmumapHocTH. OBaKBa IOJUTHKA: JOBENA je 10
cBe Behe He3anocneHoCTH, peKapu3alyje, MACOBHOT OTITYIITamba IIaBUX
OKOBpAaTHHKA, EHOPMHE EKCIIIoaTaluje CBeTa pajia, 10 pacTa COLUjaTHUX
Y PETMOHAIHUX HEjeIHAKOCTH, MPOTUBPEUHOCTH U CykoOa m3mely kmaca
U ciojeBa, ocupomainieHor Jyra u 6oraror Cesepa. Heonubepannu mozen,
KOjH je y ciyOu OaHKOKpara, JOBEO je 300T BHXOBE XalallJbHBOCTH U
MOTUCKHBaka pa3Boja PeasHor ceKTopa, 10 0aHKpOTa CKOHOMHU]E.

W3 oBakBUX 00jeKTHBHHX IPOTHBPEYHOCTH HAPACIO jeé MAaCOBHO
COLIMjaJIHO HE3a/I0BOJCTBO HE CaMO JIOHBUX CJI0jeBa HOBOT ,,rpeher craie-
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ka“, Beh 1 mpumamHuKa cpenme Kirace.

VY XujepapXu30BaHOM COLIMjaJIHO CETPErUCaHoOM JPYIITBY pas3jinyuu-
Te Cy MO3UIIMjE U MOTIe]| MPUMaJHUKA Pa3IHIUTUX JPYIITBEHUX Kiaca U
CJI0jeBa U FBbUXOBHX MOJUTUYKKX MPEICTABHUKA HA caBpeMeHy kpu3y. Ot-
yaa v paznuaut nories Ha nojasy CUPU3E u paznuunte nHTepniperamnmje
CHE YIIoTe.

Onmax Tpeba ucrahu: na je CUPU3A guwe nocreduya u deo npo-
onema nezonu pewerve u nepcnexkmuea Eepone. OHa je ormomeHa na ce
JlaJbe OBAKO HE MOXKE M Ja HEOJIIMOEPaITHU MOJIET MOXKE YBECTH APYLITBO U
CBET HE caMo y Iy0Jpy Kpu3y Beh u aHTHCHCTEMCKE CyKooe.

Bpeme je 3a npencrnuTHBakE U OTKIIOH OJ1 OBE CTPATETH]je XalanJbuBe
0e3003UpHOCTH CBETCKOT/2n06arnoe Munomaypa ca Bon Crpura (Janyc
Bapytaxknc). Pedjy, HeomxonHa je pajuKaiHa MPOMEHA To0aHe HEOH-
OepanHe crpareruje. Espona mpeba da ce pamu coyujaidemoKpamcKom
pazeojHom mooeny, KOjJu MMa COIHjaIHYy TyIly W MOTHUBUINTYhu nemyje
Ha [EeNMUHY mpou3Bohaukor cactaBa rpahanckor apymTsa. To je Mojen
y 4HjeM CpEeIUINTy Cy: ci100o/a 40BeKa, aKIMOHAPCTBO, MAPTUIUITATHB-
Ha JIeMOKparHja, conmuaapuszaM. OH Ha CTpaTeTHju COIUjaTHOT MapTHEP-
CTBa paja v KamuTana Bpaha moBepeme y IpYIITBEHE CHAre; MOOMIIHUILE
CBe akTepe y 00pOu 3a OIp>KWBHU Pa3BOj, XyMaHU3AMH]y OPYIINTBA, HETIO-
CpeAHy AEMOKpaTHjy W eMaHLIUNAluWjy 4oBeKka. TakaB MOAEN JPYIITBEHU
pa3Boj CTaBJba y CIYKOy CBAaKOT YOBeKa M cBUX Hapoja. OH Bpaha 4oBeky
JIOCTOjaHCTBO, a YOBEYAHCTBY BEpy Y Apyrauujy 00spy OymyhHOCT.

Canamma EY je oOnuk pervoHanHe EKOHOMCKE M IIOJIUTHYKE
MeTamHTeTpaIfje HacTao Ha GOHY Tobanm3aIdje u manuguKaimje oBor
peruona. IlpuponHo 6u 6u0 ma ce yHyTap OBOT €BPOIICKOI MHTErpUca-
HOT Merariporieca kao naptiep Halje u HoBa Pycuja. Melytum, nomro To
HUje O/IroBapajo aMepUyKoj II00alHOj TeoCTpaTerrju, Mo Kojoj, mpeMa
cueHapujy 3. bxexunckor u3 [llaxoscke maobne (1997), Erpona ce Tpe-
THUpPa Ka0 aMEPHUYKU MPOTEKTOPAT, T€ j& HEOMXOJHO KOHTPOIHCATH FhCHE
TOKOBE M CTaJHO HaOWjaTH ,,KIMHOBE paznopa” m3melhy me u Pycuje, n
Kune u Pycuje. M3BecHo je na manac CAJ] octBapyjy Behy KOHTpoIy Hal
HosuM wianunama EY (Ilosscka, Pymynuja, Byrapcka) u npeko mux yTu-
4y Ha 3eMJbe cTape u nentpaine EY (xao mro cy Hemauka u @panirycka).

AKTyenHu par y VYKpajuHU HMHUIMPAH je YIOpaBO IeOoCTparell-
kuMm 1uibeBuMa CAJl. Oa Ttenjennuja nokasyje na ce HATO uehe
3aapKaTh CBE MO T'paHWIa Pycuje, TeomoNMUTHYKH je OmKoJhaBajyhm u
necrabunuzupajyhu. O30mibHO je nurame kako he Pycuja oqrosopuru Ha
HOBE T'eOMOJIUTHYKE n3a30Be. [Ipen cBeToM je BellMKa HEM3BECHOCT, Na U
Moryh Tio6amHu cykoO CBETCKHX pazMepa.

EBpornu u EY norpe6HO je HOBO OTBapame mpemMa MOJCPHO] JICBO]
ONIHjHA ¥ HEHUM W3BOPHHUM COIMjaJTHUM CHarama y JIpyIITBEHO] CTPYK-
TYpH, aKo He KeJH Aa Oyae 3axBaheHa HOBUM COLMjATHUM M MOJIUTUYKUM
Mo’kapuMa 1 IMpoBaIoM/yCTIOHOM JICCHUIIE, Ha YHjeM O ce BaTy 00HaBIhao
¢ammzam, HOBU TOTAJTUTAPHU3AM.

CHUPU3A je Bumie amapMm M yrno3opeme Heronu 0ayk. On me mpo-
MaraHJuCcTy Mpase ,,0ayK™ 4yJO0BHUINTE, KAKO O ALK HAPOJ, i U
Bianajyhe enure: eBpoOUpoKparujy u OaHKOKpare.
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Ho, oBo ymo3opeme Tpeba o030mpHO cxBaruth, jep CUPU3A —
Kao MOKpEeT HEe3aJ0BOJbHUX — EMHTYje MOPYKy O HapacTajyheMm Tamacy
HE3a/I0BOJFHUX W ryouTHuka y EVY. HbuxoBa corujamHa aeBacramnmja je
npou3Bo nonutrke EY, a npe cBera HeKPUTHYKOT Ba3aJICKOT TIPUXBATamba
aHITIOCAKCOHCKOT MOJIejia Pa3Boja, KOju JIOMUHUPA CBETOM, Ipou3Bojchu
cBe Behe CMpOMaITBO, IPOTUBPEYHOCTH U CYKOOe.

pod. np Kocmac /[ysunac, y cBoM unTepBjyy Heonubepanuzam Huje
saspwna Qasza paszsoja, n3Mel)y oCTajor, Hajupe yKaszyje Ha UCTOPH)CKH
3Ha4aj uneje EBporie u ;eHNX yremMesbyjyhux mpoCcBEeTUTEIbCKHUX TPUHIIH-
na: cno0oje, jeTHAKOCTH, COMUIAPHOCTH U OTIOPA PENPECHjU U TIAYCHY
— 3a Pa3BOj COIMjaIJIEMOKPATCKE MapajJurMe M MOJCPHOr rpalhjaHckor
JpYyIITBA; TIOTOM KPHUTHKYje MOJENl M Tpakcy HeonuOepanusma (y JHUKY
IoKTpuHe/monuTHke TadepoBe m Perana), kojuMm Cy y MpakcH CBE Bpel-
HocTu couujanHe EBpone neBansupane, a EY ,nocrana mpocTop Kojum
BJIaJla TPIKUIITE HAJ| JbYJMMA, JIOK Cy ce HAI[MOHAIHE BiaJie mpeodpasuiie
y CKyI areHiyja crpanux 6anaka“ (dysunac, 2015a: XIV-XV).

Bpojuu HayuHunm Ha 3amajay yrno3opapajy Ja je HeOoNxoJaH KpTHY-
KA ¥ DPaJuKaTHA PACKWI Ca HWICOJOTHjOM HEOJIHOepaHOTr TIo0anns3-
Ma, KOjU MPOM3BOAM CHPOMAILNTBO 32 BeiMHY CBETCKOT CTAHOBHMIITBA U
NIMPEHE HEOMMIIEPUjalIU3Ma y CIIYKOU KPYIHOT KaruTamna. Y CylnpoTHOM,
cajalikby MIOOATHU CBETCKM CHUCTEM 4Yeka cynOouHa TuTaHuka, a cBEeT U
YOBEUAHCTBO, CKOJIOIIKA, COIMjaliHa U JbY/ICKa KaracTpoda.

skksk

Uwunn Ham ce n1a nzbopHa nmodexa CUPU3E y I'pukoj moxe outn mo-
BOJI 3a IIMPY M MPOLYKTUBHY Oebamy o mome Kyoa ude Esponcka ynuja,
aJii ¥ 32 KPUTHYKO MCITUTHBAME ITyTeBa M MOTYNHOCTH OOHOBE COITHjaTHE
Y TOJMTHYKE JICBUIIC JaHAC, KAa0 aKkTepa OCIopaBama MHTa 0 Oe3airep-
HATMBHOCTH KanuTajiuzMma. OBlie yKa3yjeMo Ha HEeKa MHUTamba U XHUII0/Te3e
KOja 3aXTeBajy MUCKYCH]jy U TEOpHjCcKy pemnpobieMaru3anujy. M3mehy oc-
TaJor, TO Cy:
- JMa au EY ckpehe cnyuajno yoecno? WVnm je TO TPUPOIHU H3-
pa3 HCHOI ONyCTajama Of COIMjaJIICMOKPATCKOT Mojeia H
MpHUxBaTama HeorOepaaHe uaeooruje/crpareruje passoja?
- Hocneouye osaxseoe pazeojuoe neonubepannoe mooena y EY u cee-
my:
[l Hamymrame pa3Boja pEaJHOr CEKTopa EKOHOMHje H
npedeprupame MOHETapH3Ma;
cBe Beha He3arociIeHoCT;
cBe Behia HeKOHTpoJIMCaHa eKCILIoaTallnja;
cBe Beha CroJpHa U YHYTpalllbha Npe3aay’KeHOCT 3eMJIbE;
oMYa Iy>)KHUYKHX JIyTOBa,;
MPOMEHE Y KJIACHO] CTPYKTYPH;
cBe Behe apylITBeHE HEjeNHAKOCTH M HE33J0BOJHCTBO
Mmaca,
COLIMjaJTHU U KJIACHHU CYKOOH.

0y o A B B

O
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- [Thobanuzayuje ceemcke kpuse u EY — WMako je kpu3a Hacrana y
npecronunn ¢puHancujcke Mmohu (CAJl), mpeHena ce Ha CBET;
- EV cee suuie mone y xpu3zy!
- llojasa nonyrucmuukux nokpema: Kao peaxija Ha Kpu3zy H
YUIHCHHITY J1a C€ MHCTUTYIMOHAJIHA JIEBUIIA OMPOKpaTH30Baja H
aMepHUKaHN30Baa:
[J IlojaBa aHTHMCHUCTEMCKHX IIOKpeTa Ha jyry Epome (y
I'puxoj, llImanuju...)

[J O rene3n HacTaHka u mporpamy aenoBama CUPU3E;

[J KoHTpoBep3e OKO MpHUPOAE OBOT MOKpeTa, MOTyhuMm mo-
METHMa;

[J  CupomaiuTtso u He3a/10B0JbCcTBO ponmio je CUPU3Y, kao
cumbon ormopa ,,cBeToM TpojcTBy: MM®D, CBerckoj
Oanmu u EY;

Ja mm he ,,rakTHKa* mporyratu crparemke nuibese Cl-

PU3E?

CUPU3A — Ha B1acTH, MOpa PEATHCTHYHO J1a CE OIPEIIH;

Kowme n wemy pehu HE?

Kome pehu moorcoa?

[J UYemy pehm JA?
*  Jlomuno ecpexam — nobeoa CUPU3E u nocreouye no Eepony.
*  CUPHU3A u nosa/mpeha Eepona, u oa 1u je ona mocyha?
VY ycioBuma 1iobanusaiyje caBpeMeHe CBETCKE KPH3E HEeONXOOHO

Jje mpeucnumugarwe eradajyhee modena passoja y ceenty — HeonuoOepall-

HOT, KOj! TeHepuIIe ,,kamuTtannzaMm kartactpode’ (H. Kiaju), cormjanmap-

BUHM3Yje ofHOCe Mel)y Ki1acama M reonoiuTHUKe cykoOe Mehy npxaBama

n Hapoamma. HeommbepaiHum Momen pas3Boja CTaBHO j€ ,,IPOPUT H3HAL

spynn® (H. YoMckn), IUKTAT TOTHKE TPKUILTA U3HA[ CBAKE APYTe JIOTHKE

opraHusaluje IpyITBa, XyMaHnu3aIuje APyHITBEHHX OJTHOCA H eMaHI[HIIa-
1uje yoBeka. CTora je cBe BHIlle HAyYHHKA M MCTPAKHBava KOjU yKa3yjy Ha
notpely, He caMO KPUTUYKOT MPEUCIIUTHBAbA, Beh 1 pagukaiHe mpoMeHe

Bianajyhe crpareruje pazeoja y Esponckoj yHuju. Y Be3u ca TUM, mpod.

np Kocmac /[yzunac, casetiuk CUPU3E, uzmely ocranor, y HajHOBHjeM

WMHTEPB]YY ,,llomutum* kaxe: ,,EBpona je mpe mpea mpoIrecom mocTerne-

HE MPOMEHE JIOMHHAHTHOT MOJIeNIa YCTPOjCTBA EKOHOMUjE U OpraHU3aIINje

IpymTBa. Moziena Koju je y BpeMeHy KpH3e JIOBEO JI0 pa3aparmba KHBOT-

HE MaTpHIle MIJIMOHA OOWMYHUX JbyAW. Y TOM CMHCIY U300pHa moOema

CHUPH3E 3a CpOujy je o LeHTpaJHOI 3Ha4aja, Kao IITO je OJ 3Ha4yaja u

3a 6ynyhaoct EY, xoja n mHuje mema EBpoma‘ ([ly3unac, 2015: 4). Nako

JloHu3KC y CBOM MHTEPBjy UCTHYE 1A ,,jeJUHO TTOBPAaTaKk HOBOM IPOCBE-

TUTEJHCTBY MOXKE CriacuTH EBpomny W jenmmHO TO JeBHIIa MOXE JaHac Jia

OCTBapH‘‘, YUHH HaM ce J1a he 3a OCTBapuBamk-e OBOT IHJba OUTH ITOTPEOHA

HIMPOKA KOAJIHIIMja Pa3IUuUTHX APYIITBEHUX aKTepa, OKYIJbEHUX Ha MPOo-

rpaMy H CTPaTeTHjy aHTUKAITUTAINCTUYKE aITepHATHBE.

Vkonuko ce EBporicka yHuja He BpaTd COLMjalIEMOKPaTCKOM MO-

JIey pa3Boja M OTBOPH IIpeMa MIIaJl0j TCHEpaldju M HOCHOIIMMA HOBHX

O

[ R
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MPOM3BOJIHUX CHAra, KAo M CHaraMa MoJIepHe JICBHIIC U [IEHTPA, U3BECHO je&
na he y oBoj kpu3H, ,,Iyror Bajia“ Koja CBE CHAXXHU]E HaJ10J1a3u1, UCIUIMBATH
MOIYJIUCTHYKE CHAre arpecUBHE JIECHUIIE ca ayTOPUTAPHUM/HEOTOTAIH-
TapPHUM MPOjEKTHMA, U Ha YhjeM hie ce Tpary OOHOBUTH aTaBU3MH, TIO/ICIIe
u cykoou y EV u cBery. TakBa ekcruio3uja U eKcliaH3uja HOBE JECHHLE
MoXke OuTH KaractpodanHa 1mo orcrtaHak u OymyhHocT EBporicke yHwHje.
Ho, 6e3 o63upa Ha Moryha cropema OKO cTpaTerdje ¥ akTepa U3jiacka
W3 aKTyellHe KpU3e WM JaJbuX IpaBaia U NepcreKkTuBe pa3soja EBporicke
YHHje, HUje Ha OIMET MOACETHTH Ha MIECHUKOBO YIIO30PEHeE: ,,KO HE CIIyIIa
necmy, ciyirahe onyjy* (b. Musskosuh)!

Ipuniaor
Greéka: Program Sirize u 40 tacaka

1. Revizija javnog duga i ponovni pregovori o kamatama i suspenzija
isplate dok privreda ne ozivi i dok se ne vrati zaposlenost.

2. Zahtevati od Evropske unije da promeni ulogu Evropske centralne
banke, tako da ona finansira drzave i programe javnih ulaganja.

3. Povisiti porez na prihod na 75% za sve prihode iznad 500 000 evra.

4. Promena izbornog zakona i uvodenje proporcionalnog sistema.

5. Povisavanje poreza na velike kompanije do nivoa koji je evropski
prosek.

6. Usvajanje poreza na finansijske transakcije i posebnog poreza na
luksuzna dobra.

7. Zabrana spekulativnih finansijskih derivativa.

8. Ukidanje finansijskih privilegija (Grcke pravoslavne, prim. prev.)
Crkve i brodogradili$ne industrije.

9. Borba protiv tajnih mera banaka i bega kapitala u inostranstvo.

10. Drasti¢ni rezovi vojnih troskova.

11. Povisavanje minimalne plate do nivoa od pre rezova, 750 evra
mesecno.

12. Koris¢enje zgrada vlade, banaka i Crkve za beskuénike.

13. Otvaranje menzi u javnim $kolama za davanje besplatnog doruc-
ka i rucka deci.

14. Besplatno zdravstvo za nezaposlene, beskuénike i one sa niskim
platama.

15. Subvenisanje do 30% otplata hipoteka za siromasne porodice
koje ne mogu da isprate rate.

16. Povecéanje izdataka za nezaposlene. Poveéanje socijalne zastite
za porodice sa jednim roditeljem, starije osobe, osobe sa invaliditetom i
porodice bez prihoda.

17. Fiskalne redukcije za dobra od primarne neophodnosti.

18. Nacionalizacija banaka.

19. Nacionalizacija bivsih javnih (usluznih i komunalnih) preduzeca
u strateSkim sektorima za rast zemlje (Zeleznice, aerotransport, posta, vo-
dovod).

20. Preferiranje obnovljivih izvora energije i zastita zivotne sredine.

21. Jednake plate za muskarce i za Zene.
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22. Ogranicavanje prekarijata i podrSka ugovorima na neodredeno.

23. Prosirenje zastite rada i plata radnika koji rade pola radnog vremena.

24. Obnova kolektivnih ugovora.

25. Povecanje inspekcija rada i zahteva za preduzeca koja daju po-
nude za javne ugovore.

26. Ustavne reforme koje garantuju razdvajanje crkve i drzave i za-
Stitu prava na obrazovanje, zdravstvo i zivotnu sredinu.

27. Referendumi o ugovorima i drugim sporazumima sa Evropom.

28. Ukidanje privilegija parlamentarnim predstavnicima. Uklanjanje
posebne sudske zastite za ministre i dozvola sudovima da procesuiraju ¢la-
nove vlade.

29. Demilitarizacija Obalske straze i protiv-pobunjenickih specijal-
nih jedinica. Zabrana policiji da nosi maske i vatreno oruzje tokom demon-
stracija. Promena u obuci policije tako da se podvuce socijalna tematika
poput imigracije, droga i drustvenih ¢inilaca.

30. Garantovanje ljudskih prava u centrima za zadrzavanje imigranata.

31. Olaksavanje ponovnog sjedinjavanja imigrantskih porodica.

32. Ukidanje kazni za konzumiranje droga, u korist borbe protiv
Sverca droge. Povecanje finansiranja centara za odvikavanje.

33. Regulisanje prava na prigovor savesti u zakonima o regrutaciji.

34. Povecanje finansiranja javnog zdravstva do prose¢nog evropskog
nivoa. (Evropsko pokrivanje je 6% BDP-a, u Grckoj je 3%).

35. Ukidanje plac¢anja zdravstvenih usluga od strane gradana.

36. Nacionalizacija privatnih bolnica. Ukidanje privatnog uceséa u
nacionalnom zdravstvenom sistemu.

37. Povlacenje grckih vojnika iz Avganistana i sa Balkana. Da nema
grckih vojnika van nasih sopstvenih granica.

38. Ukidanje vojne saradnje sa Izraclom. Podrska stvaranju palestin-
ske drzave unutar granica iz 1967. godine.

39. Pregovori o stabilnom sporazumu sa Turskom.

40. Zatvaranje svih stranih baza u Grckoj i istupanje iz NATO.

(Preveo Filip Sacirovié iz redakcije Crvene kritike, www.crvenakritika.org)
W3Bop: http://www.nspm.rs/hronika/grcka-program-sirize-u-40-tacaka.html?alphabet=1
(mocnenmwa nocera: 1. 4. 2015).
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Ljubisa Mitrovié
THE “THREAT” OF SYRIZA OR WHERE THE EU IS GOING TO

Summary: The paper problematizes the phenomenon of the elec-
tion victory of Syriza in Greece, its causes, and its consequences for
the EU. In focuses on its structural determination and on how it is
presented by the media, namely as a new threat for the entire EU.

The paper puts forward the view that SYRIZA, as a movement of
dissatisfied masses / voters, is a consequence of the contradictions
and the crisis of contemporary capitalism and of the EU itself. So the
real question is: Where is the EU going to? The paper analyses the
reasons for abandoning the social-democratic model and the conse-
quences of uncritical application of the neoliberal development strat-
egy. The paper makes a point that if the EU does not return to the
social-democratic model, social and regional inequalities will initiate
the emergence of social movements such as Syriza all over the EU.
It is to be expected that in the foreseeable future the various contrac-
tions of capitalism and the renewal of the social question in the EU
will bring about new social and political leftist movements as agents
of anti-systemic action.

Key Words: Syriza, the EU, neoliberalism, social movements, the
political left.
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ONCE AGAIN ON THE IMPACT OF THEORETICAL,
METHODOLOGICAL AND PRACTICAL CHOICES
SOCIOLOGISTS MAKE IN COURSE OF RESEARCH ON
RESEARCH FINDINGS - THE CASE OF MEASURING
PRO-CAPITALIST AND PRO-SOCIALIST VALUE
ORIENTATION IN SERBIA SINCE 1989

Summary: The aim of this paper is to revive an interest of colleagues
sociologists in collective and individual self-reflection on often as-
sumed but neglected impact of a priori theoretical, methodological
and practical political choices sociologists assume before a research
carrying on to every research phase, on the example of case study
evidencing the dependence of validity of a particular survey meas-
uring instrument of pro-capitalist and pro-socialist value orientation
changes accompanying transformation of societal reproduction rela-
tions in Serbia since 1989, on initial social hierarchical structuration/
sratification research paradigm choices and social development prac-
tical preferences of authors and critics of the measuring instrument.
The measuring instrument in case is the result of a cooperation of a
prominent sociologist Mladen Lazié, author of common theoretico-
methodological research framework and manager of all three surveys
conducted in 1989, 2003 and 2012, with two talented younger sociol-
ogists specialised in applying statistics in sociological research. These
three surveys collected data used for testing hypotheses on trends in
dissonance between pro-socialist or pro-capitalist value orientation
among main classes in Serbia with an accent on the middle class
(alias: old and new small bourgeoisie in terms of research paradigm
and social development strategy preferences assumed by this author)
and prevailing normative-institutional order. More precisely, this
paper questions the claim of prominent sociologist and his younger
colleagues, that market liberalism and redistributive statism present
mutually conflicting value orientations in the economic sub-system,
which express dominant values of two fundamentally different modes
of societal reproduction and institutional-normative orders, socialism
and capitalism. The author of this paper argues instead that since 16th
century, in the class prehistory of humanity, there exists just a cyclical
shift between predominantly market or state regulation mechanisms
of social reproduction organization all within one and the same con-
tradictory system of capital accumulation on a world scale.

The main finding of the outlined critical analysis of survey statements

1 vesna.stankovic.pejnovic@gmail.com
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chosen as indicators and measuring instruments of pro-capitalist and
pro-socialist value orientations, as well as of the secondary analysis
of relevant survey data, is that from the standpoint of explicitly de-
fined alternative research paradigm and value orientation, more valid
measuring instrument of anti-capitalist or pro-socialist value orienta-
tions presents the attitude of respondents toward private ownership
understood as legal expression of class division of labor than the at-
titude toward state intervention in the economy

Key words: socialism, capitalism, value norm dissonance, middle
class, small bourgeoisie, private ownership, class division of labor,
measuring value orientations

INTRODUCTION

A quarter of the century passed after an explosive manifestation of a
systemic crisis of self-proclaimed regimes of “really existing socialism” in
former East European member states of the Council for Mutual Economic
Assistance (COMECON) symbolized by the 1989 tearing down of the
Berlin wall. In 2007-8 again erupted permanently latent systemic crisis of
self-proclaimed “democratic” regimes of really existing capitalism in the
Organization for European Economic Co-Operation member states. Com-
mon effect of both crises is rising unemployment and inequality between
individuals and groups as measured by the concentration at the top of the
hierarchical national income distributions of economic wealth in both
groups of countries (Lakner and Milanovic, 2013: 45, OECD report, 2011).

This shift of systemic crisis of “really existing socialism” with sys-
temic crisis of “really existing capitalism” challenges sociologists inclined
toward survey methods of gathering empirical data to make the attempt to
understand and explain past course of social structural transformation pro-
cesses speeded up by this shift, describe their present state, as well as to
predict future course of transformation processes on the basis of longitudinal
measuring of changes in value orientations of respondents affiliated to dif-
ferent social classes who are affected in the opposite way by the protracted
systemic crisis of globally dominant capitalist mode of social reproduction.

The prominent sociologist in Serbia, Mladen Lazi¢, the well known
and respected Serbian and Yugoslav sociologist synthesizing theory and
research since the middle of 1980’s, joined in the first two decades of the
XXI century by Slobodan Cveji¢ and Jelena Pesi¢, his younger colleagues
well known for their specialization in application of statistics in socio-
logical research, all three active in the Institute for sociological research
of the Belgrade University Faculty of Philosophy, bravely met this chal-
lenge in our sociological community by pioneering the task of constructing
and longitudinally implementing the measuring instrument for monitor-
ing changes in pro-capitalist and pro-socialist ideal typically defined value
orientations of main classes in Serbia from 1989 to 2012 accompanying
changes in class structuration of contemporary society in Serbia.

The main aim of this paper is to demonstrate the impact of theoreti-
cal, methodological and value orientations choices of sociologists on every
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phase of research on the example of a case study evidencing the depend-
ence of validity and reliability of a particular survey measuring instrument
of pro-capitalist and pro-socialist value orientation changes, on initial so-
cial hierarchical structuration/sratification research paradigm choices and
social development practical preferences of the measuring instrument au-
thors, on the one side, and on the alternative research paradigm and social
development strategy choices of the critic challenging the adequacy of the
measuring instrument, on the other. Explicit definition of own theoretical,
methodological and practical preferences or biases is in consonance with
repeated calls of this author to colleagues sociologists to collective and
individual self-reflection on influence of our contradictory small-bourgeois
place and role in class division of labor on our research (most recently
Vratusa, 2014: 1040). This demonstration is needed because ubiquitous
impact of the starting premises of sociologists on adequacy of our research
hypotheses formulation, operationalization of main concepts, construction
of measuring instruments and methods of survey data analysis and pres-
entation of findings, is often only implicitly assumed in our research com-
munity, but almost completely neglected in research practice.

Due to space limitations, in this demonstration the greatest attention
will be accorded to the impact of theoretical, methodological and value
preferences of authors and critics of a particular measuring instrument on
its validity and reliability. Mladen Lazi¢, author of common theoretico-
methodological research framework and (co)manager of one international
and two national surveys collecting relevant data in 1989, 2003 and 2012
(Lazi¢, 2014: 27), and his two talented younger colleagues specialising
in applying statistics in sociological research, used the measuring instru-
ment in case for testing hypotheses on trends in dissonance between pro-
socialist or pro-capitalist value orientation among main classes in Serbia
with an accent on the middle class (alias: old and new small bourgeoisie
in terms of research paradigm and social development strategy preferences
assumed by this author) and prevailing normative-institutional order. More
precisely, this paper questions the claim of the prominent sociologist and
his younger colleagues, that market liberalism and redistributive statism
present mutually conflicting value orientations in the economic sub-sys-
tem, which express dominant values of two fundamentally different modes
of societal reproduction and institutional-normative orders, socialism and
capitalism (Lazic and Cvejic, 2011: 814; Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013: 288).

In this demonstration two main methods will be used: a) critical
analysis of adequacy of claims contained in statement chosen as meas-
uring instruments for measuring pro-capitalist economic liberalism value
orientation, with an accent on the statement on desirability of state inter-
vention in economy; b) secondary analysis of the same survey data bl)
by applying alternative measuring technique to deal with the problem of
the sixth “do not know” answer modality introduced in the 2003 and 2012
surveys in the original 1989 formulation of the questionnaire items chosen
by Lazi¢ and his younger colleagues for measuring instrument, and b2)
by applying alternative measuring technique on the proposed alternative
measuring instrument (statement on progressiveness of private ownership)
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which this author proposes as more valid for measuring of pro-capitalist or
pro-socialist value orientation.

DEMONSTRATION OF DEPENDENCE OF MAIN
HYPOTHESES FORMULATION ON THEORETICAL,
METHODOLOGICAL AND PRACTICAL CHOICES OF
CRITICIZED AUTHORS AND OF THE CRITICIZING
AUTHOR

The brief summary of main theoretical, methodological and value
orientations preference of Lazi¢ and his younger colleagues is made easier
and more reliable by the fact that these three authors in their recently pub-
lished studies (Lazi¢, 2011; Lazic and Cvejic, 2011; Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013;
Lazi¢, ed. 2014), themselves summed up general analytical framework of
their survey monitoring trends in dissonance between predominant sys-
tem of values determining desirable aims and models of social thinking
and acting from the standpoint of reproducing and legitimating the “old”
socialist system of social relations or constructing the alternative, “new”
capitalist one, on the one hand, and prevailing normative-institutional or-
der of regulating rules and sanctions assuring the use of systemically ac-
ceptable means for attaining valued aims and functioning of the “old” or
“new” system of social relations, on the other.

The concept and theory of value orientations changes lagging behind
the normative’ institutional changes, Lazi¢ and his younger colleagues
traced back to the theses of well known German and British sociologist
Ralph Dahrendorf who elaborated neo-functionalist theory of institution-
alization of from ever and forever existing conflicts over differential distri-
bution of authority between superordinates and subordinates in the econo-
my and state spheres of “post-capitalist” societies on the West side of Iron
curtain (Dahrendorf, 1967). This theory Dahrendorf applied to research of
“revolution” in former societies of self-proclaimed really existing social-
ism after the breakdown of USSR and dissolution of the economic and
military organization of eastern European countries. Dahrendorf predicted
that in countries east of the Berlin wall, individually and collectively in-
teriorized socially desirable aims and ways of thinking and acting, would
change more slowly than institutional settings and normative rules which
sanction new socially acceptable means for attaining new aims. This lag in
value orientations changes enable the simultaneous existence of mutually
conflicting value orientations typical for allegedly qualitatively different
and opposed modes of societal reproduction regulation systems.

Lazi¢ and his younger colleagues monitored these value-norm dis-
sonance trends among members of basic social classes - especially of the
middle class - in Serbia throughout three periods of post-socialist transfor-
mation of societal reproduction relations. The first period of transforma-
tion they named “socialism” in crisis before its breakdown and located it
at the end of the 1980 5. During this period according to Lazi¢ and younger
colleagues “old” socialist normative institutional order was still predomi-
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nant. Cveji¢ and Pesi¢ follow Lazi¢ in ideal-typically defining socialist
mode of societal reproduction and normative-institutional order as charac-
terized by undifferentiated “political-economic monopoly of ... communist
nomenclature” (Lazic and Cvejic: 2011: 809) and “regulated by command
(plan) norms” (Lazic, Pesic, 2013: 285). This definition is derived from the
conception of socialism which Lazi¢, inspired by Georges Markus (Feher
, Heller, Markus, 1983), elaborated early on in his career of sociologist as
the sectorially undifferentiated, static, autarchic new class mode of com-
mand regulation, centrally planned hyper production of means of produc-
tion under the exclusive monopoly of control over social regulation and
planning roles in social division of labor by affiliates of the nomenclature
ruling class. This supposedly new mode of societal reproduction is accord-
ing to Lazi¢ qualitatively different from and only in external relations with
the surrounding capitalist mode of production, sectorially differentiated,
politically pluralistic and characterized by separation of lawmaking, ex-
ecutive and judicial power in multiparty electoral representative democ-
racy, market competition regulated and private profit accumulation mo-
tivated (Lazic, 1987). The stimulus for supposedly qualitative systemic
transformation of mode of socialist societal reproduction came in the late
1980s, under the outside pressure of the breakdown of the socialist order
in Eastern Europe (Lazic and Cvejic, 2011:808; Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013:
284). Structural crisis of socialist order in late 19805 manifested itself in
“substantial penetration of value orientations characteristic for the “new”
capitalist order, primarily individualism, liberalism and meritocracy, prop-
agated mainly by internationally mobile affiliates of the highly educated
“middle class” (Lazi¢ and Cveji¢, 814).

Lazi¢ and his younger colleagues have named the second period as
“blocked” (in fact just slowed down) transformation of social relations
and accompanying institutions and regulating norms during 1990’s. Dur-
ing this period parts of the old nomenclature class of collective owners
“converted their political and organizational capital into economic capi-
tal”, expressed in terminology Lazi¢ and his younger colleagues overtook
from Pierre Bourdieu (1986). This part of old nomenclature class used the
“old” socialist values, primarily authoritarianism, collectivism and egali-
tarianism, homologous to values characteristic of traditional predominant-
ly small peasant society, for mobilization of wide layers of population for
attainment of nation state building aims, in general conditions of violent
dissolution of former Yugoslavia, followed by 4-years-long wars and inter-
national economic and political isolation of the country (Lazi¢ and Cvejic,
2011: 820).

Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and Pesi¢c named the third period “deblocked” or
speeded up social relations’ transformation and located it after October 5
2000 toppling of the government lead by self-proclaimed socialist party, by
coalition of opposition self-proclaimed democratic parties. On the level of
social class structuration, there came according to Lazi¢ and his younger
colleagues to “substantional change” in conditions for the formation of
both the upper class and the middle class, so that the structure and com-
position of these groups has been “significantly changed’: economic re-
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production based on dominance of private ownership places the control
of economic resources/capital (as opposed to command regulation) in the
centre of the social-class differentiation (Lazic and Cvejic, 2011: 808, 810;
Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013: 284). Cveji¢ and Pesi¢ follow Lazi¢ in defining
social class by its “role in the reproduction of a specific system” of pro-
duction relations, and from this class role they derive “a class position”
of respective class. They further supplement this relational definition of
class position as hierarchically unequal level of “control” over “economic,
organizational and cultural resources necessary for material production,
social regulation and systemic integration)” , which on the most concrete
empirical level of analysis of social structuration/stratification lead to “’un-
equal life chances’ of individuals belonging to different classes/layers “
(Lazi¢, 2011: 18-53; Lazic and Cvejic, 2011: 809; Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013:
283). Lazi¢ and Cveji¢ proceed to suggest that there is qualitative and not
just quantitative difference between a) “the political-economic monopoly
of the former communist nomenklatura”, on the one hand, and “inter-
locked positions of economic and political dominance of the same group”,
on the other (Lazic and Cvejic, 2011: 809); b) “mediation of command
roles towards the workers” on the basis of “derived (delegated) command
authorities” from the ruling nomenclatura affiliates, on the one hand, and
“performance of professional (expert) roles” on the basis of “autonomy”
of control over “cultural resources (formally crystallized in the form of
university education)” or over “organizational resources” in the form of
“transferred managerial authorities in state and private firms”, on the other
(Lazic and Cvejic, 2011: 813); ¢) “marginal” position of “small entrepre-
neurs... outside the dominant class relations” of “command regulation”
within “Yugoslav (quasi) market socialism (Lazic and Cvejic: 2011: 810;
Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013: 299) and their intra systemic position after the en-
actment of the first Law on transformation of social capital in 1989.

These theoretical premises and empirical emphases Lazi¢, Cvejic
and Pesi¢ operationalised by constructing and empirical testing 7 class re-
spondents’ classification model (reducible to 5 classes) in previous articles
and monographs (Lazic, 2000; Lazi¢, 2011; Lazi¢ and Cveji¢, 2004; Lazic¢
and Cveji¢, 2007; Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2012): Seven classes contain: 1.Rul-
ing class (political elite, high managers and big industrial and agricultural
entrepreneurs), 2. Lower managers and middle and small entrpreneurs, 3.
Highly educated specialists, 4. Clerks and technicians with middle educa-
tion 5. Qualified workers, 6. Unqualified workers 7. Small family farmers.
This 7 class model Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and Pesi¢ sometimes reduce to the 5 class
model (as copied in Table 1, Economic liberalism/ redistributive statism A,
column 1 in this paper).

During period of “deblocked” transformation, old and new “political
and economic elites” according to Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and Pesi¢ attempt to sta-
bilize and legitimate their private ownership gains through legal sanction-
ing of “new” capitalist norms and rules regulating social action and dis-
semination of “new” capitalist values needed for smooth reproduction and
legitimating of accumulation of capital. “New capitalist order” Lazi¢ and
younger colleagues define by qualitative separation between social sub-
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sistems of pluralist “political” and “market economy” competition (Lazi¢
and Cveji¢, 2011: 809). In third transformation period “new” capitalist in-
stitutional order encounters deeply entrenched “old” socialist values interi-
orized by significant part of population, including parts of the middle class
(Lazi¢, 2011; Lazi¢, Cvejic, 2011: 813; Lazi¢ and Pesic, 2013: 288).

Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and Pesi¢ focused their monitoring of value - norma-
tive dissonance among basic classes in Serbia on the observation of chang-
es in the degree of normative-value dissonance among affiliates of the mid-
dle class, since they conmsider the middle class to be the main mediator
of value orientations or social-integrative consciousness from the top of
the social hierarchy toward its bottom, ensuring thus the establishment
and reproduction of the supposedly “new” capitalist social order (Lazié,
Cveji¢, 2011:808; Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013:284). Systemic-stabilizing role of
the “middle class” is to “propagate liberal value orientations, and thereby
to secure the continuity of capitalist transformation” (Lazi¢, Cveji¢, 2011:
808-9), or “’normalization’ of capitalist system of socio-economic rela-
tionships”, through “transfer of liberal values toward the lower parts of
social ladder” (Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013: 301).

The brief summary of the basic underlying alternative theoretical
and methodological hypotheses and practical political value orientations
preferences and choices which this author made in the course of critical
analysis of the adequacy and validity of economic-liberalism or pro-cap-
italism value orientations measuring instrument construction and imple-
mentation by Lazi¢, Pesi¢ and Cveji¢ can be resumed as follows:

1. In former societies of the so called really existing socialism in late
1980’s there did not happen the “establishment of a new capitalist order”.
In these societies happened only the finalization of the formal legal resto-
ration of the old capitalist order which was never fully eliminated in socie-
ties of the so called really existing socialism due to two factors: a) strong
remains of class division of labor of potentially universal human praxis
into the planning and commending work tasks monopolized by the minor-
ity and alienated and alienating (Marx, 1845/1932) manual and repetitive
executing work tasks reserved for and imposed onto the dispossessed, ex-
ploited and oppressed majority; b) market mediated profit oriented eco-
nomic reforms soon after the exhaustion of extensive methods of state
capitalist speeded up industrialization and urbanization of predominantly
agrarian societies politically organized into semi-colonized states on the
semi-periphery of the European and world system of capitalist economy
(Wallerstin, 1974/2011; Vratusa, 2012a: 96-104). Within this research par-
adigm and value orientation, socialism is understood and practically pur-
sued as only potentially qualitatively different societal reproduction mode,
the future realization of which is conditioned by the overcoming of class
divided, alienated and alienating labor.

2. Conditions for the formation of both the upper class and the mid-
dle class did not “substantially change”, so that the structure and compo-
sition of these groups has not been “significantly changed” in the end of
19805 — small bourgeois property as basis of “snail slow” accumulation of
big capital was encouraged at the least quarter of the century earlier, by the
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enactment of the clause 22 of the SFRY 1963 Constitution, which legalized
the hiring of the labor power of other people. The role of the class in the re-
production of a specific system of societal reproduction does not determine
class position of respective class, but it is derived from the monopoly posi-
tion of the respective class in class division of labor legally defined as mo-
nopoly ownership relation toward main means of production, management
and communication. This inversion between class role and class position
explains why Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and Pesi¢ gave priority to quantitave and ex-
ternal factors of systemic transformation and reveals that their seven class
classification model cited above, is inspired by the choice of a combination
of neo-Weberian conflict and relational class variant and neo-Durkheimian
and neo-Parsonian, consensual and gradualist variant of the positivist func-
tionalist (Vratusa: 1995¢; 2006) social inequality and hierarchical struc-
turation research and policy paradigm. Their model, namely, differs from
the neo-Weberian Goldthorp’s classification models (Goldthorpe, 1987;
1992) only by explicit mentioning and attempt at empirical research of
the class of big private entrepreneurs within the upper class. Their neo-
Weberian conflict variant of the positivist functionalist social hierarchical
structuration research paradigm, slides into the neo-Parsonian (Parsons,
1977) consensual and strata gradualist variant of the same paradigm when
they insist on the necessity of value — norm consonance especially among
the affiliates of the middle class layers or strata (Vratusa, 2013). Perceiving
less educated “lower social strata” as prone primarily to be “mobilized for
change by members of social groups seeking to impose their own dominant
social position” (Lazic and Cvejic, 2011:280) and expressing their concern
about their popensity for “undemocratic mobilisation* (Lazi¢ and Pesic,
2013:298), three authors demonstrate that the common theoretical denomi-
nator of both consensual gradualist and conflict relational versions of the
positivist-functionalist social inequality and hierarchy research paradigm,
presents unhistorical interpretation of class division of labor as eternal hi-
erarchical distribution of work functions in a specialized interdependent
technical division of labor on those who perform functionally unequally
important roles of “thinking” and “acting” (Kingsley and Moore, 1945).
Paradoxically, Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and Pesi¢ in the end provide themselves the
empirical evidence for the claim of this author that there just happened
the intrinsic transformation , driven by homegrown interests of one part
of the local nomenclature ruling class of group owners of state and social
ownership and of one part of the “old” small bourgeoisie (peasants and
artisans working themselves and their family members with the means of
production in their possession) who became capitalist private owners and
employers of wage laborers, into comprador bourgeoisie (Vratusa, 1983;
Vratusa, 2010; Antoni¢, 2012) subservient to interests of profit accumula-
tion of locally absent world ruling class of financial oligarchy creditors
militarily organized into NATO. The main recruiting pool of the compra-
dore bourgeoisie, “new” small bourgeoisie of highly educated intellectuals
and professionals who possess in personal private ownership socially rec-
ognized professional knowledge in the form of university diploma, existed
throughout the period of the so called really existing socialism and gave
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major contribution to finalization of formal legal restoration of capitalism
back from the most socialized version of state capitalism in the class pre-
history of humanity so far (Vratusa, 2013:46-63).

3. The “middle class” , primarily its highly educated small bour-
geois social scientists part, have the possibility not to choose to “propagate
liberal value orientations, and thereby to secure the continuity of capitalist
transformation” , but on the contrary to put their professional knowledge
— power into the service of co-creation of alternative post-capitalist trans-
formation contributing to simultaneous emergence of the new conceptual
model of anti capitalist mode of production, as well as of social actor for-
mulating it and realizing it through dialectical synergy of revolutionary, si-
multaneously individual and collective self and social circumstances trans-
formative theory and practice, overcoming class division of labor (Vratusa,
2012b).

This brief summary of functionalist-positivist social structuration
research paradigm and pro-capitalist social development strategy prefer-
ences of Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and Pesi¢, on the one hand, and critical —dialectical
paradigm and pro-socialist strategy preferences of this author, on the other,
will serve as orienting starting standpoint for further demonstration of de-
termining influence these preferences exert on construction and implemen-
tation of the value orientations measuring instrument.

DEMONSTRATION OF DEPENDENCE OF DATA,
MEASURING INSTRUMENT AND MEASURING
TECHNIQUE CHOICE ON THEORETICAL,
METHODOLOGICAL AND PRACTICAL CHOICES OF
CRITICIZED AUTHORS AND CRITICIZING AUTHOR

Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and Pesi¢ deduced from their just critically analyzed
theoretical, methodological and value orientations research preferences
one of their hypothesis that normative-value systemic dissonance may be
expected to decrease, as the “new” capitalist institutional normative prin-
ciples and legitimacy patterns of order reproduction strengthen (Lazic and
Cvejic, 2011: 812; Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013: 285).

The empirical base for the testing of their hypotheses on trends in
normative-value dissonance in three above mentioned periods of social
relations’ transformation were data collected during three survey obser-
vations: 1) survey conducted in 1989/1990 within the Changes of Class
Structure and Mobility in Yugoslavia research project, on a nationally rep-
resentative combined quota sub-sample for Serbia numbering 3,660 re-
spondents (Lazi¢, 1994); 2) survey conducted in 2003 within the South—
East European Social Survey Project (SEESSP) on a nationally representa-
tive sub-sample for Serbia numbering 2,997 respondents (Simkus, 2007);
and 3) survey conducted in 2012 within the ISIFF research project Chal-
lenges of the New Social Integration in Serbia: concepts and Actors, on
a multi-step sample for Serbia numbering 2.557 respondents (Lazic and
Cvejic, 2011: 810-813).
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In both 1998 and 2003 surveys the categorization of respondents
into classes ‘dominance’ approach was used (cf. Erikson, 1984; Erikson
and Goldthorpe, 1992, 28—47), which means that unemployed and inactive
members of households were assigned class positions of their spouses or
parents, or, in the case of pensioned or temporarily unemployed singles,
their previous class positions (Lazi¢, Cveji¢, 2011: 813). After conducting
preliminary statistical analysis of 2012 survey data, however, Lazi¢ and his
younger colleagues decided to choose smaller sample of 1.464 economi-
cally active respondents from which they excluded retired respondents and
other economically inactive respondents. Authors explained this decision
by the fact that their preliminary analysis of entire sample revealed that
retirement status significantly influences economic position of respective
respondents and their value orientations, changing thus the class determi-
nants of core categories measured in research (Lazi¢, Pesi¢, 2013: 288).
We will soon see that this is not the only methodological decision which in-
fluences the findings by excluding from their calculations the responses of
more than a half of respondents from the original sample, who due to their
permanently low or conjecturally lowering economic status and social in-
terests derived from such material position, tend to opt for values which
authors dubbed as characteristic of “old” socialist mode of societal repro-
duction and normative order, contrary to their theoretically expected and
practically desired decrease in the systemic normative-value dissonance
in both political and economic subsystem with all social groups in general
and middle class in particular at the time of strengthening of the new nor-
mative order (Lazic and Cvejic, 2011: 819; Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013: 285).

For the purposes of empirically monitoring trends in systemic nor-
mative-value dissonance between the allegedly “new” capitalist institu-
tional order and inherited “old” socialist values among population of Ser-
bia in general and among members of the middle class in particular, Lazi¢,
Cveji¢ and Pesi¢ constructed two ideal-typical pairs of value orientations:
political liberalism vs. authoritarian collectivism within the sphere of po-
litical relations and market liberalism vs. redistributive statism within the
sphere of economic relations. They constructed indicators for these pairs
of opposed value orientations out of several statements measured with the
Likert type scale, arranged in a way that a higher score expresses a more
liberal attitude. In order to enable comparison of differences in the distribu-
tion of respondents’ responses on these scales in three periods of observa-
tion of social transformation processes and accompanying value changes,
they gave priority to “only four questionnaire items”, two for each of the
two value orientations from the 1989 survey, which were repeated in 2003
and 2012 surveys: for the political liberalism value orientations, (i) com-
plete freedom of speech today leads to disorganization of society (ii) in the
last instance, judiciary must serve the authorities; for the market liberalism
value orientations, (iii) the interest of the collectivity is more important
than the interest of the individuals (iv) the less government intervenes in
economy the better is for Serbia (Lazi¢, Cveji¢, 2011: 821; Lazi¢, Pesié,
2013: 288).

In this paper, due to space limitation, we will concentrate just on the
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reexamination of the validity of the last mentioned item (iv) on the desir-
ability of state intervention in economy to be used as the measuring instru-
ment of the forward oriented and in that sense “progressive* value orienta-
tions of respondents toward the emerging allegedly “new” capitalist nor-
mative order, or the backward looking and in that sense “retrograde” value
orientations of respondents toward the past “old” real socialist normative
order, understood as “mutually conflicting” value orientations dominant
in “two fundamentally different institutional-normative orders, socialism
and capitalism * (Lazic and Cvejic, 2011: 814; Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013: 288)

The claim that different degrees of acceptance/rejection of the item
concerning the desirability of regulatory role of the state in the economy
express value orientations of respondents towards two qualitatively differ-
ent normative-institutional orders, capitalism and socialism, overlooks the
historical fact of the existence of cyclical systemic worldwide accumula-
tion of capital crisis, which periodically manifests itself in the form of
the “surplus” goods and services that cannot be sold, as well as in “sur-
plus” productive capacity and labor power which cannot be employed with
profit. At the height of depression, ideological small bourgeois representa-
tives of the ruling class of the “strong” national states within the center
of the world system of capitalist economy (Wallerstein, 1. (1974/2011),
advocate together with Maynard Keynes (1936/2002) the abandonment of
the regulatory mechanism proposed by Adam Smith — the invisible hand
of the market competition (Smith, 1776/2007) in favor of the very visible
centralized state intervention into the economic flows. Neo-Keynesians are
seeking to restore the payment capable demand through the investment of
public funds in infrastructure building, nationalized industry and conduct-
ing of re/colonization wars. Common to both is an attempt to preserve the
capitalist relations of accumulation of capital in world proportions, which
explains active participation of governments of countries typical for both
varieties of capitalism within the same military organization (NATO).
Neo-Smithean “shock therapy” (Klein, 2007) variety of capitalism only
more obviously contributes to “destruction of society”. The neo-Keynesian
welfare state variety of capitalism and other “third ways” between accu-
mulation of private profit and development of human capacities of each
individual as condition of such development for all, like the attempt to
develop “entrepreneurial society” and ward of the intrinsic tendency of
concentration and centralization of capital by legal protection of collective
forms of ownership from local to national level, cannot be counted on to
“reconstitute” society (Bol¢i¢, 2013) previously destructed through private
profit aim of production, since all varieties of capitalism leave the destruc-
tive exploitative and oppressive internal contradictions of this production
mode intact. Violent imperialist conquering of control of the territory,
raw materials, cheaper labor power and market outlets of the “weaker”
states in the periphery and semi-periphery of the world system of capital-
ist economy, ideological representatives of the ruling class in countries
of all varieties of capitalism are misrepresenting as the result of conflicts
between different ethnic or race groups oriented toward different cultural
or civilization values (Huntington, 1993; Vratusa, 1995a), instead as the
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main tool of “statist” violent imposition of capitalist private ownership
relations to all collectivistic forms of relations between people concerning
the conditions and means of their life reproduction since the protracted
XVIs century (Vratusa, 1995b: 115-154) .

CURIOUS FINDINGS OBTAINED THROUGH
APPLICATION OF INADEQUATE MEASURING
INSTRUMENT AND INADEQUATE MEASURING
TECHNIQUE FOR MEASURING PRO-CAPITALIST AND
PRO-SOCIALIST VALUE ORIENTATION AND PROPOSAL
OF ALTERNATIVE MEASURING TECHNIQUE

Curious findings of Lazi¢ and Pesi¢ that the working class respond-
ents became in 2012 the most market liberally or pro-capitalist oriented
class in Serbia (Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013:292, Table 3, see here below Table
1, Economic liberalism/ redistributive statism A, column 4), substantiates
the need to re-examine adequacy of the statement on desirability of state
intervention in economy as an indicator and measuring instrument of pro-
capitalist or pro-socialist value orientations.

Table 1. Economic
liberalism/

redistributive statism A
Statement: the less

government intervenes
in economy the better is

for Serbia
Measuring technique:

- average score of
respondents on the
Likert type scale
where 5 designates
complete acceptance
and 1 complete
rejection of the
respective statement

column 1 column 2 column 3
Class 1989 2003
upper class 3,66 3,02
middle class 3,47 2,87
intermediary class 2,81 3,00
working class 2,51 3,01
Farmers 2,82 3,08
Total 2,89 2,99

The finding of Lazi¢ and Pesi¢ on the most developed economic lib-
eralism value orientations among respondents workers is unexpected not
only from the neo-Marxist theoretical and pro-socialist political standpoint
of this author, but also from the combination of neo-Weberian and neo-Dur-
kheimian theoretical and pro-capitalist political standpoint of Lazi¢, Cveji¢
and Pesi¢. It is namely hard to convincingly explain these findings as the
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result of theoretically expected and practically wished for “spreading” of
liberal and economic pro-capitalist values down the social ladder from the
upper and the middle class beyond the theoretical middle point 3 on the
5 point measuring scale for the first time in 2012 after the 1989 historical
turning point, when at the same time respondents belonging to the upper
and middle class who should transfer liberal values toward lower parts of
social ladder, tend to abandon market liberalism in favor of state interven-
tion into economic flows (Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013: 292-293, 299-300).

At this point one more factor should be pointed out which might have
inflated findings on the market liberalism orientation of respondents work-
ers and deflated findings on the distributive statism orientation of middle
class respondents, especially of highly educated professionals, theoretically
presented and practically encouraged by Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and PeSi¢ as the main
social disseminator of pro-capitalist values. Even though the authors claim
that they chose the item on desirability of state intervention in the economy
because it was repeated in all three survays (Lazi¢, Pesi¢, 2013: 288), they
fail to mention in this text that there have been important changes made to
this survey item and measuring instrument between different surveys: 1)
change in the formulation of the statement itself (in the 1989 respondents
expressed their dis-agreement with the oppositely formulated statement that
“the government should have more influence in economy today”; 2) the
transfer of the answer modality “strongly disagree” and “disagree” from the
first two places in the questionnaire to the fourth and fifth place in the 2003
survey. The most problematic change is 3) the introduction of the sixth an-
swer modality (“I do not know”’) beside theoretical middle modality (“nei-
ther agrees nor disagrees”) that existed in the survey carried out in 1989.
Especially the last formulation change in measuring instrument between
survey retakes, lowers its capacity for longitudinal comparisons. The find-
ings depend on the choice of the measuring technique for dealing with the
newly added “do not know” answer modality.

After several unsuccessful attempts to obtain, from the authors them-
selves, some explanation of their curious findings in 2012 survey (that re-
spondents workers are the most pro-capitalist liberal market oriented of all
respondents according to their average score on the market liberalism -dis-
tributive statism scale), this author applied alternative measuring technique
— summing up of the relative percentage of partial and complete agreement
with the state interventionism statement, simultaneously including a per-
centage of “do not know” answer modality for each category of respond-
ents in the calculation of the total. The summing up of the relative fre-
quency with which respondents affiliated to a particular social class/layer
choose extreme answer modalities (“partially dis/agree” or “strongly dis/
agree”), depending on the ordering of answer modalities of the respective
survey statement used as indicator and measuring instrument, acknowl-
edges the fact that respondents by choosing the extreme answer modalities
undoubtedly demonstrate that they actually have an attitude toward the
content of the respective statement.
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The decision to keep the percentage of “do not know’ answer modal-
ity in the calculation of the total sum was based on the observation during
the secondary analysis of data that there exists class specific tendency of
respondents affiliated to less educated social classes and especially un-
qualified workers, to choose “do not know” answer modality more often
than their counterparts affiliated to the ruling class and their ideological
representatives in the “middle class”. Exclusion of “do not know” answer
modality from calculation, measuring technique chosen but passed over in
silence by Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and Pesi¢ in their 2011 and 2013 studies, namely,
leads to the exclusion of respondents opting for it from the sample, sys-
tematically raises the average level of acceptance of liberal market pro-
capitalist orientation among workers and contributes to the diminishing of
the representativeness of the original sample in favor of disproportional
overrepresentation of respondents affiliated to top and the middle part of
social hierarchy.

Observation of the sum of the partial and complete agreement with
the desirability of state deregulation statement presented in column 3 (with
“do not know” answer modality excluded from the calculation) in 7able 2.
Economic liberalism/ redistributive statism B, demonstrates that respond-
ents less qualified workers occupy high, but not the first rank among all re-
spondents according to their partial and total agreement with the statement
that state should not interfere in the economy (49%), as it is suggested in
Table 1, Economic liberalism distributive statism A, column 4 for all work-
ing class respondents. Even in this reduced sample which excludes “do not
know” answer modality, the first rank with the greatest percentage of par-
tial and complete agreement with the undesirability of state intervention-
ism thesis (54%) hold respondents small entrepreneurs, big farmers and
lower managers. When we, however compare middle and working classes
as wholes, it is the middle class who is the first ranked (46%), leading in
front of the working class respondents just by 1 percentage point (column 4
of Table 2, Economic liberalism/ redistributive statism B). The finding that
even in the distorted sample not containing “do not know” answer modal-
ity, respondents workers as a whole, and especially respondents unquali-
fied workers are not the most market liberally oriented class, suggests that
there must have happened as well some mistake in presentation of average
scores of respondents in Table 1 Economic liberalism, distributive statism,
column 4.

The difference in partial and complete agreement between “middle
class” respondents and respondents workers with state deregulation state-
ment is more convincing — 7 percentage points, 41% and 34% respectively
- if the measuring technique including “do not know” answer modality
in the calculation is applied (column 9 of 7able 2, Economic liberalism/
redistributive statism B). Reduction of the sample through the applica-
tion of the measurement technique which excludes “do not know” answer
modality from data analysis, lowers the level of statistical significance of
chi square based measures of correlation of ordinal data, like Cramer’s V,
which is less affected by the size of the contingency tables and the number
of degrees of freedom (7able 2. Economic liberalism redistributive statism
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B, bottom row), suggesting that the chosen measuring technique which ex-
cludes “do not know” answer modality distorts the findings.

Table 2. Economic
liberalism/ redistributive
statism B
Statement: the less
government intervenes in
economy the better is for
Serbia in 2012 survey
answer modality 6
answer modality 6 excluded | included in presentation
from presentation of responses of | of responses of the
economically active respondents | economically active
affiliated to 7(5) classes in % respondents affiliated to
7(5) classes in %
Column 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Class 2 30| [ Rank 192 |3 | 4+5 |6
Ia +Ib 39 29 [32 [Vl 38 29 31 1
[Ta+ITb 26 20 [54 |1 23 18 48 10
11 - 28 19 143 |1V 34 17 38 12
Ma+IIb+III
Subtotal 46 4l
v 36 22 142 |V 29 18 34 19
\Y 35 21 [44 |10 28 17 35 20
XI v 38 12 (49 |1l 26 8 33 32
+
subtotal 4 34
vil 1 44 15 140 EI 31 11 28 31
Tota
37 20 |43 1294 23 16 35 19
CsV .080
Apr.sign .099

Legend: Answer modalities: 1. Completely disagree; 2. Disagree;
3.ambivalent; 4.Agree; 5. Completely agree; 6. Do not know.

Classes: Ia higher and middle level professional politicians; Ib big
and middle entrepreneurs, higher and middle level managers; Ila small and
micro entpreneurs, big farmers; [Ib lower manageres; 111 highly educated
professionals, liberal arts and higly educated selfemployed; IV middle edu-
cated clerks, technicians and self-employed; V more qualified workers; VI
less qualified workers; VII small farmers

The answer to the question why Lazi¢ and his younger colleagues
decided to “solve” one of the most difficult problems in longitudinal sur-
vey researches of treating “do not know” answer modality when it does
not exist in the first survey and appears in the subsequent ones, simply by
excluding “do not know” answer modality from the calculation and remain
silent about it, should be searched for in practical value orientations of
these researchers. Distorted findings inflating agreement of “lower classes”
with pro-capitalist values, namely, present simultaneously hypothesized a
wished for finding from the standpoint of the constructors of economic lib-
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eralism distributive statism research instrument: acceptance (or at least the
acquiescence) of the lower strata of population with pro-capitalist econom-
ic liberalism values, enabling stabilization of “new” prevailing capitalist
normative institutional order. It seems as if though Lazi¢ and his younger
colleague became “impatient” to find in collected data corroboration of
the wished for finding that market liberalism orientation as measured by
average score of all respondents in 2012 finally passed the theoretical mid-
dle point 3 and attained 3,12 (Lazi¢, Pesi¢, 294).

Prompted by isomorphic, own value preferences’ oriented “impa-
tience” to demonstrate that social production relations of capital accumu-
lation cannot be so easily “normalized” to make exploited and oppressed
working classes more market competition oriented than any other social
class, this author proposed above described alternative measurement tech-
nique presented in columns 5 to 9 in Table 2, Economic liberalism distribu-
tive statism B. The alternative measuring technique helps us conclude that
the fact that one fifth of all economically active respondents (19%) chose
the sixth answer modality “do not know” in 2012. survey, accompanying
another 16% respondents who chose the answer modality “neither agrees
nor disagrees”, confirms the interpretation of Lazi¢ and Pesi¢ that there
existed at the time of data gathering much confusion concerning the desir-
ability of state interventionism. However, the analysis of relative frequen-
cies with which respondents affiliated to different social classes/layers ex-
plicitly agreed and strongly agreed with the statement that less government
intervention is better for the economy, presented in the column five of the
Table 2. Ecnomic liberalism distributive statism b, corroborates only the
finding of Lazi¢ and Pesi¢ that respondents affiliated to the upper class
in 2012 realized below average score on the economic liberalism scale
(32% - 43% without “do not know” answer modality and 31% - 35% with
it). Alternative measuring technique, however, intensively calls into ques-
tion curious finding that respondents workers realized the highest above
average score on this scale (3,27). Respondents workers as a whole, both
more and les qualified, according to our measuring technique expressed
one percentage point less frequently than average (34-35). The explanation
for the under average agreement expressed by respondents affiliated to the
top and the bottom of the social hierarchy with the statement suggesting
less state intervention in economy, should be searched for in their common
interest in strong state intervention, but with completely opposite goals in
mind. Respondents workers together with respondents impoverished and
aging small farmers, increasingly demand state intervention in order to
survive, as layoffs, low wages or no wages at all for the work done, accom-
panied by a flooding of domestic market with imported goods and food,
pushes them to the poverty level. The state, however, does not intervene
in favor of impoverished population at the bottom of the social hierarchy.
On the contrary, it serves the interests of domestic clients of the financial
transnational capital. The local compradore bourgeoisie and global rul-
ing transnational corporative and banking oligarchy ruling class needs the
strong state ideological and physical apparatus to impose “liberal reforms”
- from completion of the plundering privatization of all forms of collective
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ownership, state deregulation of domestic and foreign trade, reduction of
social, health and unemployment protection, to increasing taxation of the
poor and lowering the taxation of the rich, limitation and elimination of
elementary rights to trade union organization, collective bargaining and
strike, lowering wages and pensions - onto the exploited and oppressed
classes in Serbia, former Yugoslav republics, former societies of real so-
cialism, people’s democracies in former colonies and semi colonies as well
as in former welfare states in societies of real capitalism.

Our secondary analysis of survey data reveals that in 2012 it were
respondents private entreprencurs, big farmers and lower managers, who
expressed the highest above average percent of agreement with the reduc-
tion of statist interventionism (54-43% or 48-35), followed by the highly
educated professionals and self-employed in the table including “do not
know” answer modality in above average market liberal orientation (38-
35%) (Table 1, Economic liberalism/ redistributive statismB, column 8).
The most plausible explanation for the “return” of enthusiasm for eco-
nomic liberalism and state deregulation in 2012 among respondents affili-
ated to the most “entrepreneurially” oriented parts of the “middle” strata
alias old and new small bourgeoisie, resides in the fact that respondents
affiliated to this strata tend to equate state interventionism with the taxation
of their income realized in gray economy. On the other hand, the explana-
tion of the finding of both Lazic and Cvejic (2011: 815) and Lazi¢ and
Pesi¢ (2013: 299) that professionals more often than small entrepreneurs
and lower managers supported the views of redistributive statism, can be
explained by the fact that the professional layer of the ruling class in crisis
time of shrinking industrial activity and great increase in unemployment,
expects from the state interventionism the steady and above average paid
job mostly in the public sector. In spite of this interest in state regulation,
our finding that in 2012 it were precisely respondents members of all lay-
ers of the middle class, and not the respondents workers, who attained the
highest score on the same scale, suggests simultaneously the conclusion
that highly educated professionals in Serbia still present the important so-
cial recruitment pool for the articulation and carrying out of neo-Smithean
economic policy in the interest of the local and global capital.

All these findings confirm not only the doubts about the adequacy of
data presented in the fourth columns of the Table 1, Economic liberalism/
redistributive statism A. These findings strengthen above all the suspicions
concerning the validity and adequacy of the item on state intervention in
economy to be the measuring instrument of pro-capitalist or pro-social-
ist value orientations. Already the secondary analysis of 1989/90 data set
(Vratusa, 1995d) revealed that in 1989 only respondents Croat directors
or managers articulated a consistent neoliberal concept of market regula-
tion of economic flows, judging by their greatest above average complete
and partial disagreement with the statement that government should have
greater role in the economy. In other federal units directors in 1989/1990
survey have expressed above average agreement with this neo-Keynesian
statement. This finding suggests that affiliates of technocratic fraction of
the ruling class of collective or group owners of social ownership, felt
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not strong enough to secure capital accumulation without the protective
measure of their “own” national state bureaucratic fraction of main means
of production group owners in each Federal administrative unit to protect
domestic market, and to expand into foreign markets (ibid: 488-489, Table
1, column VI; 510-511, Appendix Table 2). A survey among managers in
the center of the world capitalist economic system would probably cor-
roborate the thesis that the popularity of state interventionism in economy
rises whenever sharpens the cyclical recession crisis caused by the intrin-
sic system contradictions between the potentially unlimited possibilities
of development of social productive forces of labor, on the one hand, and
the narrow economic production function motive — private profit, which
systemically reproduces limited payment capable demand for produced
merchandises.

PROPOSAL OF AN ALTERNATIVE MEASURING
INSTRUMENT

It is indicative that even though Lazi¢ and his younger colleagues
claim that they chose statism item because it was one of the only two items
that were repeated in all three surveys relevant for measuring pro-socialist
or pro-capitalist value orientations of respondents in the economic sub-sys-
tem, they fail to mention in cited studies two more important facts. First,
they avoided to mention in the first part of their studies the fact of which
they were fully aware since they revealed it in the second part of their
studies, that there existed another item in the questionnaire that could have
been chosen for measuring instrument of pro-capitalist value orientation,
which was repeated in the same basic content formulation in all three sur-
veys. Observance of this elementary methodological rule for the periodi-
cal survey retakes necessary for securing longitudinal comparisons, makes
this alternative item a more reliable indicator and measuring instrument
of pro-capitalist or pro-socialist value orientations of respondents. The
formulation of that item is: “Private ownership will always be the basis of
progress”. The key concept used in this formulation refers to the funda-
mental characteristic of the worldwide dominant capitalist production rela-
tionship — private ownership as the legal expression of the class division of
labor into managing and executing work functions exclusively performed
by affiliates of antagonistic classes. Connotation of the key concepts used
in the formulation of the alternative item, makes this item as well more
valid indicator and measurement of pro-capitalist or pro-socialist value
orientations, at least from the stand point of research paradigm of this au-
thor that gives primacy to relations of production instead to the relations
of exchange in the definition of capitalist mode of production. Theoretical
conceptualization of the mode of societal reproduction which accentuates
relations of exchange (market regulation) instead of relations of production
(place in class division of labor based in big capitalist private ownership),
indicates even without any sophisticated statistical factor analysis that
statement on private ownership concerns “basic” characteristics of capi-
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talist societal reproduction mode, while state interventionism concerns the
“secondary” characteristics (Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013: 301-302).

Could the reluctance of Lazic, Cvejic and Pesi¢ to use from the start
the statement on progressiveness of private ownership as more adequate
measuring instrument of value orientations towards qualitatively different
modes of production than the statement on desirability of state intervention
in economy, present a part and parcel of a wider tendency among mid-
dle class alias highly educated small-bourgeois professionals: tendency to
avoid the critical research of privatization as the process of radical restruc-
turation of antagonistic ownership relationships and the key social class
content of the “post-socialist transformation” (Vratusa, V. 2005)? Veselin
Vukoti¢, one of the domestic propagators of the functionalist-positivist
social hierarchy research paradigm and neo-Smithean market regulatory
mechanisms of economic flows in Serbia, quite frankly revealed the class
interest behind this avoidance: “Having in mind the revolutionary charac-
ter of the changes which brings about the change of ownership, especially
in the dominant way of thinking and ideological representations, the public
presentation of attitudes at the least in the beginning, must not have been
irritating” (Vukoti¢: 1993: 79). Lazi¢ and Cveji¢ almost two decades later
do tackle the “irritating” subject of ownership transformation , after first
tackling the less irritating, but also less relevant subject of market vs state
regulation of economic flows for the study of inter-systemic differences be-
tween capitalist and socialist modes of societal reproduction. In their 2011
study they just express their concern “that changes in Serbia have not yet
taken a sufficiently firm hold for the self-reproduction of the new social
form” (Lazi¢ and Cveji¢, 2011: 809), having in mind mostly undeveloped
market institutions and that “support for the redistributive role of the state
before a thorough structural economic transformation is complete is more
likely to aggravate than to assist the economic and social development of
the country” (Lazi¢, Cveji¢, 2011: 819), ignoring data on the industrial pro-
duction growth rates which reveal that these rates were higher in the period
of “blocked” transformation than in the period of “deblocked” transfor-
mation and that all the way up to 2012 industrial growth rates did not at-
tain the level realized two years before the NATO bombardment (Vratusa,
2012: 241). Another reason why Lazi¢ and his colleagues did not choose
from the start to analyse and publish the findings on responses of respond-
ents to the item concerning attitudes toward private ownership could be
the fact that it is hard or even impossible to advocate private ownership,
by definition comprising of exclusion of non-proprietors, in universalistic
terms as benefiting all society members.

The findings based on the use of the item on private ownership as in-
dicator of and measuring instrument for the pro-capitalist or anti-capitalist
value orientations presented in Table 3. Pro-capitlism vs anti-capitalism
in columns 3, 5 and 10, unambiguously confirm the expectations derived
from the perspective of the critical new materialistic and dialectical so-
cial hierarchy research paradigm summarized in the second section of this
paper (Vratusa, 1995c; 2006) that the affiliates of the upper layers of the
ruling class accept private ownership as the basic value of capitalist system
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with the greatest above-average frequency, while the affiliates of the lower
layers of the exploited and oppressed class accept the same value with the

greatest under-average frequency in all three observed periods.

Table 3. pro-capitalism vs anti-capitalism

Statement: Private ownership will always be the basis of progress

Measuring technique:
- summing up the percentages of partial and complete dis/agreement with
respective statement

Originally existed 5 answer

answer modality 6 included in

presentation of responses of the entire

answer modality 6 included

in presentation of responses

modalities sample of respondents of the active respondents

1989 2003 2012
column 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Class 1+2 4+5 | Rank 5+4 | 3 2+1 6 Rank 1+2 | 3 4+5 6
Ia 59 7 33 X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0... 0
Ib 31 7 62 I 63 5 28 5 I 20 26 | 51 3
Ia +Ib 44 7 49
Ila 10 9 81 I 82 0 18 0 I 18 27 47 8
1Ib 41 9 50 VIII 55 20 20 5 11 22 28 29 8
11 34 9 59 11 53 24 21 2 v 35 23 31 11
Ha+Ib+1I | 33 9 60 58 21 19 2 33 25 32 10
v 32 16 | 52 VLVII | 44 23 28 4 v 24 24 | 32 19
v 32 16 | 52 VLVII | 41 20 33 6 VLVII | 33 19 | 25 18
VI 33 30 | 37 IX 37 23 33 7 IX 28 20 | 23 29
V+VI 32 20 | 48 40 21 33 6 31 24 | 24 21
Vi 14 27 | 59 v 40 22 26 12 | VII 23 23 22 32
VI 24 17 58 \% 41 26 28 5 VLVII

N N

Total 28 19 53 2963 44 22 29 5 1592 29 24 29 18
CsV 157 153
Apprsig. .000 .000

Legend: answer modalities: 1. Completely disagree; 2. Disagree; 3.ambivalent;
4.Agree; 5. Completely agree; 6. Do not know.

classes: Ia higher and middle level professional politicians; Ib big and middle
entrepreneurs, higher and middle level managers; IIa small and micro entpreneurs,
big farmers; IIb lower manageres; III highly educated professionals, liberal arts
and higly educated selfemployed; IV middle educated clerks, technicians and self-
employed; V more qualified workers; VI less qualified workers; VII small farmers
VIII unemployed

Before a further discussion of findings presented in Table 3. Pro-
capitalism/anti-capitalism, it must be pointed out again that direct com-
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parison of results expressed in relative frequencies of diss/agreement with
statement on progressiveness of private property is not possible due to in-
troduction of the sixth answer modality (do not know) in 2003 and 2012
surveys and exchange of places of agreement-disagreement answer mo-
dalities in 2003. Another serious limitation to comparison of pro-capitalist
and pro-socialist orientation of main social classes in Serbia presents the
availability of the representative sub sample of respondent higher and mid-
dle level professional politicians only for the 1989 survey. Let us therefore
just point out here the finding from 1989 survey that just these respondents,
affiliated to the politocratic fraction of the ruling class, expressed in 1989
under average agreement with progressiveness of private ownership (33%,
4 percentage points less than even less qualified workers who otherwise
tend to have the greatest under average results on this survey item), bring-
ing thus down the total average of the respondents affiliated to the ruling
class agreement with progressiveness of private property four percentage
points below the average for entire sample (49%, see Table 3. pro-capi-
talism/ anti-capitalism, 2012 column 3). This expression of significantly
lower acceptance of the statement on progressiveness of private owner-
ship by respondents politicians than the respondents “technocrats” and
“entrepreneurs” of the domestic ruling class in 1989, can be explained not
only by the interest of this fraction of the ruling class to retain control of
main production means, infrastructure and banking system as the basis for
transformation of political power into economic power and personal en-
richment through control of the process of privatization of social property,
but also for mobilization of domestic resources for national accumulation
of capital. This finding about significant differences among respondents
affiliated to the ruling class in 1989 in their attitude toward statement on
progressivenes of private property, corroborates the theses of this author
that Lazi¢ and his younger colleagues tend to overemphasize the quantita-
tive difference between a) “the political-economic monopoly of the former
communist nomenklatura”, on the one hand, and “interlocked positions of
economic and political dominance of the same group”, on the other (Lazic
and Cvejic, 2011: 809).

The above mentioned secondary analysis of 1989/90 survey data set
enables us as well to understand why ,,the middle class” played the key
role in toppling the socialist regimes in Central and East European states,
and was also the predominant source for the recruitment of the old-new rul-
ing class that led the process of post-socialist transformation in these coun-
tries”, according to the findings of Glassman ( 1997), Longworth (1997),
Szeleny and Szeleny (1995) to whom refer Lazic and Cvejic (2011: 808)
and Lazi¢ and Pesi¢ (2013: 285) in their studies. The findings of this analy-
sis suggest that the key domestic factor behind the process of privatisa-
tion of social and state ownership in former societies of real socialism was
the interest of the technocratic fraction of the nomenclatura class of group
owners of the main production means to obtain in private ownership more
secure mechanism of self-reproduction in the privileged positions and roles
in class division of labor, than the prevailing mechanism of nomination to
ruling positions in the economic, political and cultural institutions by the
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upper layer of the ,,bureaucratic fraction of the domestic ruling class of
group owners of main production means (Vratusa, 1993: 53-68).

Findings presented in columns 4, 9 and 14 on the rank of respondants
affiliated to 7-5 classes in Table 3. Pro-capitalism/anti-capitalism, call into
question as well the thesis of Lazi¢ and his younger colleagues that small
entrepreneurs alias “old” small bourgeoisie, were in 1989 class on the mar-
gins and “outside” of the allegedly still dominant socialist normative insti-
tutional order, less inclined to support liberal values, not only in the politi-
cal but also in the economic sphere (Lazi¢ and Cveji¢, 2011: 819; Lazi¢ and
Pesi¢, 299). Respondents small and micro entrepreneurs, namely, proved
to be the first ranked supporters of the basic pro-capitalist value orientation
in 1989 and 2003, before the second ranked entrepreneurial and manage-
rial fraction of the ruling class. Only in 2012 survey, respondents small en-
trepreneurs less often than respondents big and middle entrepreneurs and
top and middle managers accepted the private ownership statement and for
the first time only relative majority of these respondents agreed with the
progressiveness of private ownership.

The comparison of the frequency of strong and partial agreement
with the statement on private ownership in 1989 and 2012 reveals sharp
average fall of belief in private ownership as the basis of progress among
respondents affiliated to all social classes (from absolute majority in 1989
(53%) to just 29% in 2012 (see columns 4 and 14 in Table 3. Pro-commu-
nism vs pro-capitalism. The invention of Lazi¢ and his younger colleagues
to eliminate the “do not know” answer modality from the calculation of
the pro-capitalist economic liberalism value orientation , brings the aver-
age agreement with private ownership statement up to 35% in 2012, but
does not reverse the falling trend, contrary to hypothesized and wished
for research findings on “spreading” of liberal and economic pro-capitalist
values down the social ladder from the upper and the middle class beyond
the theoretical middle point 3 on the 5 point measuring scale.

The fall in agreement with the progressiveness of private ownership
is the least expressed among the top and middle level managers and big
and middle entrepreneurs. Mentioned elimination of the “do not know”
answer modality from calculation of the average score and access to a sub-
sample containing 205 respondents affiliated to “economic elite” control-
ling economic resources, contributed to the finding of Jelena Pesi¢ (2014 in
Lazi¢, 179) that in 2003, period of stronger penetration and consolidation
of capitalist social relations, 75% of these respondent expressed partial
and complete acceptance of the private ownership statement. This would
mean an increase of 13 percentage points in comparison to such responses
of respondents higher and middle level managers or “technocratic frac-
tion” of the ruling class in 1989 period of socialism in crisis, when there
existed only 5 answer modalities. Including the sixth answer modality in
the calculation of the average on the basis of data made available to par-
ticipants of the project “Challenges of new social integration in Serbia”
2012, eliminates this apparent increase. In the period of severe depression
in 2012, differences in the findings on decreased agreement with the atti-
tude of respondents controlling main means of production toward progres-
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siveness of private ownership are the smallest - just three percentage points
— irrespective which measuring technique is used (exclusion or inclusion
of the sixth answer modality).

The explanation for the decline in pro- capitalist value orientations
even among the respondents affiliates of the domestic ruling class in 2012
survey, should be searched for in the fact that the survey samples did not
really include the typical members of the top layer of the domestic compra-
dore bourgeoisie and its “strategic partners” or order givers within the do-
mestically absent world ruling class. The decreased frequency with which
the top of the ruling class respondents expressed their preference for pri-
vate ownership should be understood as well in the context of the selective
“fight against corruption” and prosecution of several wealthiest managers
and big entrepreneurs.

The comparison of data presented in columns 4, 9 and 14 in the Ta-
ble 3, Pro-capitalism/ anti-capitalism, reveals that the greatest fall in the
rank of respondents affiliated to particular classes according to the relative
frequency of partial and complete agreement with the private ownership
statement, happened among respondents unemployed, small farmers, and
highly educated new small bourgeois respondents. Since 1989, they are
becoming increasingly skeptical about the possibility to improve their rela-
tive positions in social hierarchy through private entrepreneurship and/or
stable employment in private sector. The drastic disappearance of private
ownership pro-capitalist value orientations among respondents small farm-
ers in 2003 and 2012 survey, should be understood in the context of speed-
ed up differentiation among the farmers, opening up of domestic market to
imported goods and sinking of the great number of old farmer households
on the verge of poverty on the one hand, and appearance of big capitalist
farmers or “latifundists”(Sljuki¢, 2004:277) on the other.

Decreased support for private ownership among highly educated
professionals and self-employed, however, never went below the level of
agreement with the private ownership statement of respondents affiliated
to the working class. The difference between preferences of respondents
belonging to the managerial and private entrepreneurial top layers of the
ruling class and workers, steadily increased from 61: 48=1.27 in 1989,
over 62:48=1.57 in 2003 to 51:24=2.12 in 2012. Insistence of Lazi¢ and
his younger colleagues on the calculation of the average score on the five
point scale and elimination of the sixth “do not know” answer modality,
blurs this rising gap between the attitude toward privatization of the top of
the social hierarchy and its bottom. It also blurs the fact that the “middle
class”, alias “old” and “new” small bourgeoisie, presents just the lower
fraction of the local comprador bourgeoisie within state capitalism in the
re-colonized periphery of the world capitalist economic system (Vratusa,
2010).

Only among respondents clerks steadily rose the “spirit of capital-
ism” — their rank according to the acceptance of private ownership state-
ment rose from the VIth and VIIth place, shared with respondents more
qualified workers in 1998, to high third rank in 2012, held by highly edu-
cated professionals in 1989 and lower managers in 2003, suggesting that
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society in Serbia is ever deeper divided in just two classes and not in seven
or five.

Let us point out at this point of argumentation that Lazi¢, Cveji¢
and Pesi¢ formulated their hypotheses and findings concerning the ex-
pectations of normative-value dissonance reduction in the period of “de-
blocked” transformation, under the strong influence of the fact that the pe-
riod of “deblocked post-socialist transformation” went itself through two
sub-periods: a) the sub-period of just apparent or virtual economic growth
from 2003 to 2007 (due to the change in calculation of the basic macro-
economic indicator from gross social product to gross national income,
Kovacevi¢, 2014), and b) the sub-period of the depression and systemic
crisis of accumulation of capital. Their choice of the neo-weberian conflict
and relational class variant of the positivist-functionalist social hierarchy
research paradigm and the value orientations standpoint of the conserva-
tion or at the best reform of capitalist social relations (VratuSa, 1995c;
Vratusa, 2012b: 234-261), prevented Lazic, Cvejic and Pesi¢ to realize
from the start that intrinsic contradictions of capitalist mode of production
would sooner or later falsify predictions and uncritical belief in the “trick-
ledown effect” of economic growth stimulated by market competition and
from the chosen research paradigm and standpoint deduced expectations
that further consolidation of market economy, accompanied by economic
growth, improvement in economic position of broader social strata includ-
ing lower layers of population and strengthening of the legitimization basis
of private ownership, would lead to strengthening of the support to liberal
values also among lower social strata (Lazic and Cvejic, 2011: 815; Lazi¢
and Pesi¢, 2013: 296/297).

Lazic and Cvejic in their 2011 study, still declined to interpret their
finding on the high support of the middle class respondents to state inter-
vention in economy in 2003 as the sign that affiliates of this class in Serbia
“value-wise ‘geared’ to support the latest regulatory turn in the capitalist
economy” (Lazic and Cvejic, 2013:819). They rather offered the trans-
systemic explanatory thesis according to which the prevalent support for
the redistributive role of the state detected in the 2003 survey among the
affiliates of the middle class and all other social groups in Serbia, stems
from the fact that “throughout its history, Serbia has never built a market
economy and the state regulatory role in it always prevailed” (Ibid) . La-
zic and Cvejic deduced from this trans-historic continuity thesis that such
social and historic context “could be expected to support the conservation
of existing relations, rather than the establishment of new ones” (ibid).
Lazic and Cvejic failed to deduce from the trans-historic continuity thesis
that the real-socialist “normative-institutional order” was not and could not
be either fully fledged “new mode of production” from 1917 to 1989, or
fully fledged “old mode of production” since 1989, qualitatively different
from and independent from the surrounding dominant capitalist mode of
production.

Lazi¢ and Pesi¢ in their 2013 study shifted even more the accent
of their interpretation of the predominance of statist-redistributive value
orientations among respondents in 2012 survey, away from the original



BbAJIKAHCKE CUHTE3E

theses on inter-systemic transformation from “real-socialism” to “capital-
ism” and away from the modified thesis on historically inherited obstacles
to gradual diminishment of retrograde inter-systemic dissonance between
the new (capitalist) norms and old (real-socialist) values. Lazi¢ and Pesi¢
namely formulated new thesis that especially capitalist social system is
intra-systemically changeable (Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013: 283-4). Newly
adopted thesis on intra-systemic cyclical shifts of regulatory mechanisms
in different phases of accumulation of capital, enabled Lazi¢ and Pesi¢ to
interpret the prevalent statist-distributive value orientations among middle
class and other respondents in 2012 survey as the expression of the pro-
gressively oriented intra-systemic value-norm dissonance, searching for
the optimal mode of regulation of economic flows in different phases of
capital accumulation (ibid).

Lazi¢ and Pesi¢ indirectly expressed themselves doubt in the validity
of their conclusions based just on the use of the statement on desirability
of state interventionism as the measuring instrument of the value orien-
tations toward qualitatively different normative-institutional orders, when
they decided to use wider set of indicators, so that “conclusions could be
better argumented” and “more valid” (Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 293-4). It is in-
dicative that the first item in this “wider set of indicators™ is precisely the
statement on private ownership: i) Social progress will always rest on pri-
vate ownership. Together with statements ii) All sorts of public services
would better function if they were privatized and iii) Without privatization
enterprises would be in an even worse situation than they are today, Lazic¢
and Pesi¢ only in this second phase of their research present as empirical
statements which refer to “basic” general economic liberalism or capital-
ist orientation. Only in this second phase of their research Lazi¢ and Pesi¢
also admit that the item which they used as the indicator of economic lib-
eral or capitalist value orientations of respondents, the statement iv) The
less government intervenes in economy, the better it is for Serbia, together
with statements v) Privatization functions in theory, but not also in practice
and vi) Government should not try to control, regulate or meddle in any
other way in private firms, present as empirical statements which refer just
to “historically specific” form of economic regulation paradigm according
to which state interventionism gets ever greater role within dominant capi-
talist market economy (Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013: 296). The resulting factor
scores based on the analysis of the first group of statements referring to
general liberal or basic capitalist value orientations, do not contain any un-
expected findings on alleged greater economic liberalism among respond-
ent workers than among affiliates of the “higher”, “middle” or “intermedi-
ate” class/stratum in all three observed periods. These unambiguous results
induced Lazi¢ and PesSi¢ to formulate conclusion which corroborate our
results presented in Table 3, pro-capitalism/anti-capitalism: “groups on the
higher and middle positions in social hierarchy in majority share the values
which are on the most general level, characteristic for capitalist system,
while lower groupings significantly less accept these values”(Lazi¢ and
Pesic, 2013: 296).
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Presenting the state intervention in the economy as one of the ba-
sic characteristics of “socialism” and not of capitalism, lead Lazi¢, Cveji¢
and Pesi¢ to ignore in the first phase of their research before explosive
manifestation of 2007/8 systemic crisis, the facts on constitutive role of
the state interventionism in establishment and reproduction of capitalist
social relations. Even after the manifestation of the crisis, they exclusively
define it as the crisis of historically specific and phenomenal neo-liberal
form of accumulation of capital regulation and not as the crisis of basic
relations of accumulation of capital as such (Lazic and Cvejic, 2011:815;
Lazi¢ and Pesi¢, 2013:303). Influence of pro-capitalist value orientations is
discernable as well in the claim of Lazi¢ and Pesi¢(2013:508) that “histori-
cal alternative is not even foggily formed”, ignoring that even if this claim
was true, that “middle class” or highly educated new small bourgeoisie
is contributing to such ideological situation as long as it chooses to assist
the ruling class to impose on the majority of population the ideological
hegemony of secondary and basic values legitimizing capital accumulation
as being without alternative and even as desirable and progressive, instead
to join emerging social movements like Coordinating bureau of workers’
and peasants’ protests which began to link scattered fights for defense of
work places in social and state enterprises and agricultural land from rob-
bery privatization, contributing to further articulation of the alternative to
capitalist mode of production, which systemically lead to concentration
and centralization of economic, political and cultural wealth and power
in the hands of minority. In a similar fashion, German sociologists Max
Weber before them, a self-identified “class conscious bourgeois” (Kieran,
2004), all the way to the outbreak of World war I for redistribution of colo-
nies among the “old” and “new” imperialist powers, could construct his
ideal type of “economic”, “market” or peacefully competitive and rational
capitalism, advocating for colonial policy of Germany in order to better
compete with “old” colonial powers, without explicitly demonstrating sys-
temic connection of colonialism with “political”, “state” or imperialisti-
cally violent and avanturistic capitalism, as its permanent potential other
face (Weber, 1921/1976).

The choice of the combination of neo-Weberian conflict and neo-
Parsonian consensual variant of the positivist-functionalist social hierar-
chy research paradigm and the choice of the practical political value ori-
entations and standpoint of the reproduction of capitalist social relations
of bourgeois society, prevented Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and Pesi¢ to deduce logi-
cal conclusions from their discovery that respondents middle-class mem-
bers, together with the respondents members of the ruling social strata ex-
pressed significantly higher degree of political and economic “liberal” or
pro-capitalist value orientations than the respondents workers (especially
less qualified ones) when they are asked to express their diss/agreement
with statements referring to the basic value of capitalist mode of produc-
tion — private ownership. Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and Pesi¢, continued to focus the
research of value orientations of the “middle class” respondents as if they
presented a separate class equidistant from the ruling and the subjugated
classes, instead as lower layer of the ruling class, its main recruitment pool
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and ideological representative of that fraction of the ruling bourgeoisie
which is dominant in a given phase of the cyclical systemic crisis of the
accumulation of capital on the world scale.

Remaining faithful to their preferred functionalist positivist social
structuration research paradigm and economic liberalism economic policy
paradigm, Lazi¢, Cveji¢ and Pesi¢ could not even consider the possibility
to construct and implement reduction of the model of class structuration
of society to just two classes in the last instance, working class, especially
less qualified manual producers on the one hand, and all the rest, on the
other. Two class model would enable the clear-cut empirical research of
the swings in the medium and long term trends in “old” pro-capitalist and
“new” anti-capitalist value orientations on the basis of the attitude of re-
spondents toward basic value of capitalist mode of production - private
ownership over life reproduction resources, as the juridical expression of
class division of labor between conductors and conducted.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

The critical theoretical and empirical reexamination of the original
hypotheses and their later modifications of Mladen Lazi¢ and of his young-
er colleagues Slobodan Cveji¢ and Jelena Pesi¢ concerning the choice of
survey statements as indicators and measuring instrument of the economic
liberalism or pro-capitalist value orientations of the main classes and lay-
ers in Serbia with the accent on the middle class alias old and new small
bourgeoisie affiliates, clearly demonstrated that measuring instrument con-
struction, implementation and findings depend on the previous research-
er’s choice of theoretical and methodological social structuration research
paradigm and practico-political value oriented standpoint concerning de-
sirable organization of social reproduction relation. Starting from the alter-
native perspective of research paradigm and practical political standpoint
chosen by this author, the main conclusions of this critical reexamination
can be resumed as follows:

1. “Market liberalism versus redistributive statism” does not present
a pair of “mutually conflicting value orientations in the economic sub-
system” which express “the dominant values of two fundamentally differ-
ent institutional-normative orders, socialism and capitalism” as Lazi¢ and
younger colleagues claim (Lazic and Cvejic, 2011: 814; Lazi¢ and PeSic,
2013: 288). This pair of value orientations presents only neo/Smithean and
neo/Keynesian variants of managing of the cyclical crises of capital accu-
mulation on the world scale, leaving dominant class division of labor and
capitalist relations of production which generate social inequality and hier-
archy untouched. Even though Lazi¢ and Cveji¢ had to acknowledge that
actual systemic economic crisis in the world, imposed state regulation as
the basic instrument to overcome the crisis (Lazi¢, Cveji¢, 2011: 819), and
even more explicitly Lazi¢ and Pesi¢ state that there exists intra-systemic
normative — value dissonance within different phases of capital accumula-
tion influencing strengthening or weakening of a given historical form of
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market regulation (Lazi¢ and Pesi¢: 286), they did not use the statement
present in all three surveys which better expresses the dominant values
of two fundamentally different institutional-normative orders — “private
ownership will always be the basis of social progress”. The reason for this
omission should be searched for in the fact that Lazic, Cvejic and Pesi¢ do
not have in mind the elimination of private ownership as legal expression
of class division of labor and social generator of enlarged reproduction
of inequality, since they believe in the trickle-down effect of economic
growth set in motion by free market competition, expecting that “consoli-
dation of market economy — accompanied by economic growth” would im-
prove economic position of wider, also lower, social strata and strengthen
legitimation basis of private ownership and with it would lead to lowering
of value-norme disonance (Lazic and Cvejic, 2011: 813; Lazi¢ and Pesic,
2013: 297).

2. The empirical findings on the pro-capitalist economic liberalism
value orientations as measured by the statement on private ownership as
the basis of progress, unequivocally point out to the falling average partial
and complete agreement of respondents affiliated to all social classes and
class fractions, but above all respondents unqualified workers and small
farmers, with this statement. These findings indicate that pro-capitalist
“post-socialist transformation” in the meaning of plundering privatiza-
tion, lost all legitimacy. Domestic compradors and locally absent order
givers, however, still attempt to “finish” privatization of remaining social
and state ownership, even though the absolute majority (often above 60%
of all respondents, with highest above average results for respondents
workers) in 2012 survey declared that they are completely against pri-
vatization of public utilities and services like electricity, water and suage
systems, telecommunication infrastructure, schools, hospitals). This means
that the main “dissonance” is not between “old” real socialist values and
“new” capitalist norms, but the rising “dissonance” or discrepancy be-
tween social interests and preferences of the relative or absolute majority
of respondents concerning privatization in Serbia on the one hand, and the
related legislative regulation and economic policy praxis of the ideological
and political representatives of the local comradore bourgeoisie and locally
absent world rulign class of financial capital within the state aparatuses, on
the other.

3. The statistical analysis of the responses to the statement on pri-
vate ownership presented in Table 3 pro-capitalism /anti-capitalism clearly
reveals that there exists a trend of growing differentiation between the at-
titudes toward progressiveness of private ownership between the respond-
ents affiliated to the domestic ruling class on the top of the social hierarchy,
on the one hand, and the respondents unqualified direct producers, on the
bottom of the social hierarchy on the other. Respondents affiliated to dif-
ferent layers of the “middle class™ alias old and new small bourgeoisie, as
a rule express above average agreement with private ownership statement
symbolizing the basic value of the capitalist mode of production, legal ex-
pression of class division of labor as basic generator of enlarged reproduc-
tion of social inequality.
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4. The “middle class” alias “new” small bourgeoisie, is not a separate
class but a lower fraction of the ruling class, articulating and implement-
ing the legitimizing ideology in the service of interests of the dominant
fraction of the ruling class in a given phase of the contradictory process of
accumulation of capital in planetary proportions. Part of highly educated
domestic new small bourgeoisie is using its knowledge - power to advance
the interest of local and global big capital by presenting further privatiza-
tion of all public infrastructure and natural wealth as inevitable and desir-
able condition for betterment of social standard in the future, instead of
revealing that this path leads to perpetuation of colonial occupation and
exploitation through outflow of profits of transnational banks and corpora-
tions, deindustrialization, trade deficit and indebtedness, unemployment
and asphyxiation of domestic research and innovation (Menzinger, 2013).

5. Multi-class and multi-layer neo-Weberian model of social hier-
archy is not adequate for the explanation and understanding of the social
processes of qualitative and not just quantitative transformation of domi-
nant social relations of production and ownership. For elucidation and in-
terpretation of qualitative overcoming of class division of labor as the main
source of social inequality and hierarchy, it is necessary to construct and
test in national and international empirical research the two class model of
social hierarchical structuration and pro and anti capitalist value orienta-
tions measurement instrument.
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Vera Vratu$a

JOS JEDNOM O UTICAJU TEORIJSKIH, METODOLOSKIH I
PRAKTICNIH ODLUKA SOCIOLOGA TOKOM ISTRAZIVANJA
NA NALAZE — SLUCAJ MERENJA PROKAPITALISTICKIH I
PROSOCIJALISTICKIH VREDNOSNIH ORIJENTACIJA U SRBIJT OD
1989. GODINE

Rezime: Cilj rada je ponovo zainteresovati kolege sociologe za pi-
tanja kolektivne i individualne auto-refleksije na podrazumevani a
Cesto zanemaren uticaj a priori teorijskih, metodoloskih i prakti¢nih
politi¢kih izbora tokom istrazivanja. To se ¢ini na primeru zavisnosti
validnosti upitnika kojim se mere promene u prokapitalistickim i pro-
socijalistickim vrednosnim orijentacijama koje prate transformaciju
drustvene reprodukcije u Srbiji od 1989, od pocetnih izbora paradi-
gme drustvene hijerarhijske stratifikacije i licnih preferenci autora u
vezi sa drustvenim razvojem.

Merni instrument na koji se fokusiramo rezultat je saradnje Mladena
Lazica, istaknutog sociologa i autora teorijsko-metodoloskog istrazi-
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vackog okvira i rukovodioca tri istrazivanja izvedenih 1989, 2003. i
2012. godine, i dva talentovana mlada sociologa koji su se specijali-
zirali u oblastima primenjene statistike u socioloskim istrazivanjima.
U ta tri istrazivanja prikupljali su se podaci kako bi se proverile hi-
poteze o trendovima u razlikama izmedu prosocijalistickih i prokapi-
talisti¢kih vrednosnih orijentacija u okviru glavnih klasa u Srbiji, sa
akcentom na srednjoj klasi (staroj i novoj sitnoj burzoaziji, kako ih
naziva autor ovog rada) i dominantnom normativno-institucionalnom
uredenju. Taénije, ovaj rad dovodi u pitanje stav pomenutih autora
da trzis$ni libralizam i redistributivni statizam predstavljaju suprot-
stavljene vrednosne orijentacije u ekonomskom podsistemu, tj. da
one predstavljaju dominantne vrednosti dva sustinski razli¢ita nacina
drustvene reprodukcije i institucionalno-normativnih poredaka, nai-
me socijalizma i kapitalizma. Umesto toga, autor ovog rada iznosi
tezu da od 16. veka, od klasne predistorije ¢ovecCanstva, postoji samo
oscilovanje izmedu trzisnih mehanizama organizacije drustvene re-
produkcije i onih kojima upravlja drzava, a sve to u okviru istog pro-

tivreCnog sistema akumulacije kapitala na svetkom nivou.

Glavni zakljucak je da bi validniji instrument merenja antikapitali-
stickih 1 antisocijalistickih vrednosnih orijentacija bio odnos ispita-
nika prema privatnom vlasni$tvu shvac¢enog kao pravni izraz klasne
podele rada, pre nego li odnos prema drzavnom intervencionizmu u

privredi.

Kljucéne reéi: socijalizam, kapitalizam, razlike u vrednosnim stavovi-
ma, srednja klasa, sitna burzoazija, privatno vlasnistvo, klasna podela

rada, merenje vrednosnih orijentacija.
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MODES OF GOVERNANCE IN THE EU

Summary: This article will focus on the processes of centralization
and decentralization of governance in the European Union between
2010 and 2015. The current framework of the EU is enabling the
co-existence of two different modes of governance — the EU as a fed-
eration and the EU as a Union of independent states, one of which is
always dominating over the other. The article will present the pre-
liminary results of a study (content analysis) about the position of
political figures from six EU member states countries on three topics
during the selected period. Most of these political figures have been
part of the institutions of the EU and in regards to the three mentioned
topics have supported and are still supporting measures, which influ-
ence the choice of the dominating mode of governance.

Key words: European Union; governance; modes; system; macro-
model

The European Union is a political and economic partnership between
28 countries, which have given up their national sovereignty in several
policy areas. This is probably the best example for successful regional
integration worldwide. However, since the beginning of the 21% century
Europe witnessed an unsuccessful attempt for the adoption of an European
constitution, a serious confrontation between the EU member states in re-
gards to the war in Iraq, an unsuccessful referendum in Ireland about the
adoption of the Treaty of Lisbon, and in the last half decade, as a result of
many problems the EU had to encounter, there is a visible rise of national-
ism and euroscepticism. The 2014 European parliament elections even led
to a record number of eurosceptic MEP‘s. These developments raise the
question about the future of the European integration process. Should the
EU strive towards more centralization or should it focus on the cooperation
between independent countries, which was actually the initial idea of the
European project? The object of study in this article will be the governance
in the EU. The subject of study will be the existing modes of governance in
the EU and the shift from one mode of governance to another.

Governance is a term, used in Macrosociology. It is one of the main
components of the macro-sociological concept of society as a system of
prof. Stoyan Michailov (1982). According to this concept every society
can be understood as a system, which consists of five activities (subsys-
tems) — material production, spiritual production, transport and commu-
nications, reproduction and governance. On the one hand these activities
are means, because they produce specific goods. On the other hand these
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activities are needs in terms of the functioning of the other subsystems and
society as a whole. The subsystems have their own subsystems and are
related to each other, because change in every one of them leads to change
in the other four. That is why it cannot be argued that one of the subsys-
tems has superiority over the others. Every change is caused by the need
for self-development, which is actually the sixth component of the system
(Mirchev, 2011).

In Political Science the term “governance” is closely related to the
term “politics”. Even though there are dozens definitions of politics the
traditional view is that politics is the art of governance of the state (Yankov,
2011: 12). Politics is defined by the term governance and from a systemic
point of view it has three dimensions. The first one is polity (form), which
includes the institutions and the normative base. The second one is politics
(process), which describes the decision-making process. And the third one
is policy (content), which are actually the adopted policies. If we accept
that “politics” and “governance” are synonyms and integrate this under-
standing in the macro-sociological concept of society as a system, we can
conclude that polity, politics and policy are subsystems of the subsystem
of governance.

In Sociology integration is defined as a process of the creation of
systems of a higher rank, which includes the rapprochement between the
components of the system and the decrease of their sovereignty (Mirchev,
2011: 84). From this point of view the European integration process leads
to the formation of the system of the EU and that is why the macro-soci-
ological concept of society as a system is applicable to the EU. However,
the subsystems of the European system are not fully developed yet, since
there is division of competencies between the EU and the member state
countries, the existing principle of subsidiarity etc. The European institu-
tions, the European decision-making process and the European policies are
quite visible and for this reason it is more appropriate to speak not about
subsystem of governance, but about modes of governance in the EU. There
are two modes of governance — a centralized mode of the EU as a federa-
tion and a decentralized mode of the EU as a Union of independent states.
These modes are not something new. They exist since the creation of the
European communities over 60 years ago. Every mode of governance has
its own supporters and the German sociologist Ulrich Beck writes about
a long-lasting conflict between the architects of Europe and the orthodox
defenders of the nation state (Beck, 2012: 81-88). In the different phases of
the European integration process one of the two modes has always domi-
nated over the other.
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Figure 1: Modes of governance in the EU

EU as a federation
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This article includes the results of a study (content analysis) of
speeches, commentaries and interviews of leading political figures from
six EU member state countries (Bulgaria - Sergei Stanishev and Boyko
Borissov; Greece - Georgios Papandreou, Antonis Samaras and Alexis
Tsipras; Czech Republic - Vaclav Klaus and Bohuslav Sobotka; Germany
- Angela Merkel, Martin Schulz and Sahra Wagenknecht; France - Nicolas
Sarkozy, Francois Hollande and Marin Le Pen; Great Britain - David Cam-
eron and Nigel Farage) on three problematic for the EU topics (the eco-
nomic and debt crisis in the EU; the migration in the EU; the energy policy
in the EU). The database includes articles from the personal websites of
the selected political figures, from the websites of their political parties,
from the websites of national and European institutions (e.g. government,
parliament, European parliament etc.), as well as articles from the national
press in the period 2010-2015. The main criteria for the selection of the po-
litical figures are three: 1. there should be at least two political figures from
each member state country; 2. they should have different party affiliation;
and 3. these political figures should have access to the European institution
and the European decision-making process.

A future expansion of the database in terms of timeframe (2007-
2015), member state countries (Hungary, Spain and Italy) and political fig-
ures (Victor Orban, Jose Luis Zapatero, Mariano Rajoy, Silvio Berlusconi,
Matteo Renzi) is intended. The second phase of the study will consist of
interviews with Bulgarian experts about the main trends in the develop-
ment of the EU.

The arguments of the selected political figures in favor of more cen-
tralization or more decentralization of governance in the EU are presented
in the table below. They are ordered according to the three dimensions of
politics for the periods 2010-2011 and 2014-2015:
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Centra

ization

Decentr

lization

2010-2011

2014-2015

2010-2011

2014-2015

development of an
European credit
rating agency;

European Energy
Union; European

member states

dissolution of
Schengen area;

asylum policy;
development of the
common European
energy market

asylum policy

because of the
incompatibility of
the economies of
the member states

European Financial | Banking Union; . .
bean & ’ must be allowed dissolution of the
Stabilisation European
. . . . to leave the Eurozone; EU
Polity Mechanism; Political Union
. Eurozone; Euro- must return half of
European Stability | (European state); . .
. N . . Plus Pact its competencies to
Mechanism; intensification of
; the member states
European Fiscal the role of Frontex
Compact
community
method instead of
intergovernmental
coordination; intergovernmental intergovernmental
community democratic coordination coordination
method instead of | accountability instead of instead of
Politics | intergovernmental of the decisions dictate from dictate from
coordination of the Troika; Brussels; national Brussels; national
controlling referendums referendums
function of
the European
parliament
introduction of
the member states
Eurobonds and :
. must control their
European financial
. own borders;
transaction tax; opposition
common European | common European PP the member states
A Lo against a common .
. migration and migration and . must control their
Policy monetary policy,

own borders

2010-2011 the majority of the political figures are in favor of keeping
the status quo (e.g. more integration in one policy area and no integration
in another policy area). That is why they are positioned in the center of
Figure 2, which is actually the area where the two modes of governance in
the EU overlap:
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ELU as federation

| Schulz |
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| Papandreou || Samaras |
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"""‘--.________________.____,...--"‘"

| Le Pen || Wagenknecht |

| Klaus || Farace |

EU as Union of

independent states

Figure 2: Centralization and decentralization of governance in the EU
(2010-2011)

There are two reasons for this. The first one is the choice of policy
areas in which the EU has different competencies. The EU has exclusive
competence in the monetary policy area for the member states of the Eu-
rozone. The energy policy is an area of shared competence between the
EU and the member states. Migration policy on the other hand is an area
where the EU has competence to support, coordinate or supplement actions
of the member states. The second reason is specifically related to the eco-
nomic and debt crisis in the EU. 2010-2011 was the period when the crisis
reached its peak and most of the European measures against it (e.g. Euro-
pean Financial Stabilisation Mechanism; European Stability Mechanism;
European Fiscal Compact etc.) were taken. However, despite the exclusive
competence of the EU, these measures were taken after intergovernmental
bargaining on the initiative of two member state countries — Germany and
France.

2014-2015 the situation changes drastically. In the center of Figure
3 there is only the newly elected prime minister of the Czech Republic —
Bohuslav Sobotka. All the other 14 political figures are positioned on the
two poles and are clearly in favor either of more centralization or of more
decentralization of governance in the EU:
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EU as federation

| Schulz | | Merkel |
| Stanishew | | Hollande |
| Samaras | | Borissow |

| Papandreou || Tsipras |

| Cameron Sarkozv |

Wagenknecht |

ELU as Union of

independeaent states

Figure 3: Centralization and decentralization of governance in the EU
(2014-2015)

This result means that there is no shift from one mode of governance
to the other, but rather polarization of the opinions in the EU regarding
the dominating mode of governance and the European integration process
as a whole. This trend can be best seen in the arguments used 2010-2011
and 2014-2015. Over the course of the last five years there is a clear ex-
acerbation of the rhetoric and usage of sharper arguments. For example
2010-2011 some of the selected political figures spoke about the need for
some member state countries to be released from the Eurozone. Now there
are arguments for the dissolution of the Eurozone. Another example is the
statement that the member state countries must take control over their own
borders, which was replaced by the argument that the Schengen area has
to be dissolved, because the free movement of people is not of their best
interest. On the other hand there is support for the idea that more economic
and fiscal integration must lead to more political integration in the EU.

In the period 2010-2015 the main conflict lines between the member
states are the economic and debt crisis and the migration policy in the EU,
while there is a consensus about the leading role of the EU in the energy
policy field. The polarization of opinions regarding the dominating mode
of governance means that the EU did not handle the problems it faced in
the best possible way. The main problem is that the EU is not functioning
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optimally in its current form. In a policy area, where the EU has exclusive
competence, the initiative for change comes from the member state coun-
tries and in a policy area, where the member state countries have not given
up their national sovereignty, the EU is being criticized that it is not taking
any measures. The explanation comes from the German chancellor Angela
Merkel who supports the usage of the so called ,,European method*. This
method is a combination of the community method and the intergovern-
mental method and is results-based. The policy area and the division of
competencies do not matter at all. The problem is that only few of the
EU member state countries have the power to promote common European
goals and measures. This fact raises the question whether these goals and
measures are truly ,,common®. In the near future there will be a serious
debate about the future of the European integration process. Most prob-
ably other member state countries will join Great Britain in its intention to
reform the EU.
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Tanyo Vasilev

HEHTPAJIM3ALNNA U JEHEHTPAJIM3ALIUSI HA OBIMECTBEHOTO
YIIPABJIEHHUE B EC

Peszrome: Hayunust mokiaz me ce GOKycHpa BbpXY IPOIIECUTE Ha
neHTpanu3zanus u aeueHtpaiusanus Ha EC B nepuona 2010-2015 1.
B nacrosimara cu hopma EC GnaronpusiTcTBa CbBMECTHOTO ChILECT-
BYBaHe Ha JiBa Moyca Ha obuiecTBeHo ynpasienue — EC karo dene-
panus u EC kato cbio3 Ha HE3aBUCUMH JABPKABU, EANHHUAT OT KOUTO
BUHAru JOMHMHHUpa Haja Apyrus. llle Obgar mpencraBeHn pesynTaTté
OT M3CJIe/IBaHE Ha MO3MLMKUTE (AaHAIN3 Ha ChIBPKAHUETO) Ha MOJIH-
THUYECKHU (PUTYPH OT LIECT CTPAHH WICHKH I10 NIPEIBAPUTEITHO U30pa-
HU TEMHU B paMKHTE Ha u3cienBaHus nepuos. Ilo-romsimara yact ot
TE3U MOJUTHUYECKH (PUTYPH Ca ydacTBaJIM, & HAKOH OT TAX MPOIBII-
’KaBar Ja ydacTsar B nHctuTynuure Ha EC n upe3 3ammraBanuTe ot
TSX MO3MIUM 33 CHpaBSHE C TOpen30poeHUTE MPoOIEMU AUPEKTHO
BIIMSISIT BHPXY M300pa Ha TOMHHHUPAIIUS MOJIYC Ha OOILECTBEHO YII-
pasnenue B EC.

Knrouoeu oymu: EBporieiicku Cbr03; 00IIECCTBEHO YIIPABICHHE; MO-
JyCH; CHCTEMA; MAaKPOMOJIET
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UTIHNULE TRUBLJE MILANSKOG EDIKTA
Ili ima li nade za medusobno prihvacanje razjedinjenih
kr§¢ana??

SaZetak: Kako je u povodu proslave 1700. obljetnice potpisivanja
i obznanjivanja Milanskog edikta u Subotici 16. 1 17. srpnja 2013.
odrzana rasprava “Evropa i hriS¢anstvo”, a sama se proslava toga ju-
bileja u meduvremenu dogodila, smatrao sam potrebnim u ovome
pisanom izlaganju uciniti sljedece: 1) iznijeti temeljne postavke od
kojih sam na ovome subotickom skupu polazio u obrazlaganju re-
ligijske tolerancije koju je promovirao Car Konstantin, 2) dati vla-
stito videnje katolicko-pravoslavne izvedbe proslave ove obljetnice
te — temeljem onoga §to je pokazala najnovija praksa — 3) ponuditi i
neke zakljucke o buduénosti (medu)religijske tolerancije i ekumen-
skoga dijaloga, odnosno iskazati vlastiti stav o smislenosti godisnjih
Molitvenih osmina za jedinstvo kr$¢ana koje se, kao i svakogodisnje
modne priredbe, uobicajeno pripremaju i prakticiraju, ali bez vidlji-
vih rezultata. Zaklju¢no trazim odgovor na pitanje: jesu li ve¢ konac-
no utihnule makar i tihe trublje vjerske tolerancije koju je navijestio
Milanski edikt?

Kljucne rijeci: Milanski edikt, (religijska) tolerancija, pravoslavlje,
katolicanstvo, Europa, Ni§

UvOD

Covjek ponekad Zivi u iluziji da ¢e pojedinci znati i htjeti iskoristiti
neke posebne prigode i u ime zajednice kojoj pripadaju — a za dobrobit svi-
ju bez obzira na njihovu rasnu, nacionalnu ili vjersku pripadnost ili zivotnu
usmjerenost, - potaknuti proces jednoga novog oblika odnoSenja prema
drugima i s drugima s kojima do tada — iz bilo kojih razloga - nije bilo
moguce suradivati. Takva posebna prigoda pruzila se ove godine kr$éa-
nima svih smjerova (katolicima, pravoslavcima i protestantima) u povo-
du proslave 1700. obljetnice Milanskoga edikta koja se zbivala u Nisu, u
Srbiji. Mnogi su zivjeli u iluziji da ¢e upravo tu prigodu iskoristiti najvisi
predstavnici kako Zapadne (katolici i protestanti) tako i Istocne Crkve da
se nadu zajedno na srediSnjemu bogosluzju s kojeg bi uputili poruku ne
samo balkanskim kr$¢anima nego i njihovim susjedima, nekr§¢anima, da
oni, isto¢ni i zapadni kr§c¢ani, ostaju i dalje vjerni svojim dosadasnjim uce-
njima, liturgijama, obicajima, ali da Zele svjedociti pred svojim vjernickim

1 Ivan.Markesic@pilar.hr

2 Rad saopsten na nau¢nom skupu ,,Evropa i hri§¢anstvo®, odrzanom u Subotici, 16. 1 17.
srpnja 2013. godine.
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zajednicama, a takoder i pred cijelim svijetom, da mogu i hoc¢e zajednicki
slaviti istoga Boga, istoga utemeljitelja svoje vjere — Isusa Nazare¢anina,
da se mogu zajednicki sjecati dogadaja iz 313. godine — Milanskog edikta
- koji je njihovoj religiji — krS¢anstvu — osigurao jednakopravnost s drugim
religijama, i da ¢e oni — ugledajuci se na ‘poganina’ cara Konstantina - u
podrucjima u kojima su vecina jamciti religijskim manjinama ista prava
koja i oni sami imaju.

Medutim, sve takve iluzije raspale su se kao mjehur od sapunice, jer
u NiSu nije bilo jedne srediS$nje, zajednicke katolicko-pravoslavno-prote-
stantske proslave, nego samo dvije, vremenski odvojene i po uzvanicima
potpuno razlicite proslave: jedna - katolicka, u subotu 21. rujna 2013. (po
Gregorijanskome kalendaru), i druga - pravoslavna, u nedjelju, 6. listopada
2013. (po Julijanskome kalendaru). Proslave su se dogodile ba$ u onome
razmaku koji inace i postoji izmedu dvaju kalendara. Za nadriteoloska nad-
mudrivanja to bi znacilo da se sve odigralo u isto vrijeme, ali u razliitim
kalendarskim danima. Dakle, sve to¢no u isto vrijeme, ali u razmaku od 15
dana. I naravno, kao i gotovo uvijek do sada — proslava je bila jednih bez
drugih. A sve to, zapravo, kazuje da neka sredi$nja krS¢anska proslava i
nije bila predvidana. Najavljivanjem takvoga dogadaja da samo se pustalo
‘probne balone’ ¢ da bi se vidjelo kako ¢e na to reagirati koja/Cija ,,Carsija®.
Kao da je na pocetku ve¢ dogovoreno da ¢e svatko isti povijesni Cin slaviti
na svoj nacin i na svoj datum.

Mogli bismo ovom prigodom Cestitati Isusu Nazarecaninu rije¢ima:
Blago Tebi, Isuse Nazarecanine, kad imas ovakve sljedbenike!

O RELIGIJSKOJ TOLERANCUI - IZ VIZURE
MILANSKOGA EDIKTA,

Ovdje je ponajprije potrebno navesti teme kojima su se trebali baviti
sudionici ovoga skupa. Kao prvo, u pozivu na ovu konferenciju organiza-
tori su istaknuli temu vjerske tolerancije naznacujuci pri tome da je Milan-
ski edikt u osnovi prvi akt vjerske tolerancije a §to bi i danas bilo veoma
vazno za razne ekumenske ideje i inicijative. Doduse, razne religijske or-
ganizacije imaju razli¢it, odnosno difuzan odnos prema idejama i inicijati-
vama kako medureligijske suradnje tako i medukr$¢anskog ekumenizma.
Suvremeni analiticari misljenja su da bi vjerska tolerancija trebala imati
prvorazredni znacaj u (post)modernim drustvima. No, postavlja se pitanje -
u kojim drustvenim i povijesnim okolnostima je moguce ocekivati istinsku
vjersku toleranciju i tko bi je trebao osigurati?

Drugo, organizatori su naveli Cinjenicu pojave novih eklezijalnih
pokreta unutar pojedinacnih kr§¢anskih crkava, ali i novih (nekr$¢anskih)
religijskih pokreta u drustvu kao takvom. Jer, navodi se u pozivu za ovu ra-
spravu, religiolozi procjenjuju da ¢e se u (postymodernome drustvu i dalje
radati razni, novi religijski pokreti, posebno na idejama New Agea“.

Trec¢a tema ovoga poziva ukazivala je na razliCite oblike odnosa dr-
Zave i crkve (u postsocijalistickim zemljama i drustvima). Mnogi traze jos
uvijek odgovor na pitanje: je li na naSim podrucjima na djelu Konstanti-
novski zagrljaj, ili mozda preciznije Teodozijevski zagrljaj - odnosno ‘ne-
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raskidivi zagrljaj trona i oltara’, i Sto je taj ‘zagrljaj’ dobra ucinio (ako je
ucinio) u posljednjih dvadesetak godina, odnosno §to jos$ uvijek dobra Cini
(ako uopce takvo nesto i moze Ciniti).

Cetvrta veoma vazna tema ovoga susreta bio je suzivot razlicitih re-
ligija i vjerskih zajednica, a §to je imperativ naSega vremena. No, postavlja
se pitanje: kako posti¢i i sauvati suzivot u drustvima u kojima su rijeci
dijalog, razumijevanje, prastanje, tolerancija mislene imenice koje nikada
ne trebaju dobiti svoju prakti¢nu realizaciju.

Kod izbora tema, odlucio sam pozabaviti se odmah onom najtezom,
a to znaci pozabaviti se prvom temom — religijskom tolerancijom, odnosno
ulogom krséanstva i kricana tijekom povijesti i danas posebno u o(ne)
mogucéivanju i u (ne)osiguravanju religijske tolerancije u drustvu i drzavi
u kojima krs¢ani ¢ini veéinu ili manjinu.

Sto je novog donio Milanski edikt?

Ediktom (naredbom), kojeg (koju) su 313. godine potpisali za kr-
$¢ansko razumijevanje stvari ,,poganski carevi Konstantin August i Li-
cinije August, krs¢anstvu je priznat jednakovrijedan status kao i drugim
religijama (vjerskim zajednicama) ondasnjega Rimskog Carstva. Na tome
zajednickom sastanku dvojice careva u Milanu carevi su raspravili, kako
piSe u Ediktu, ,,0 svemu §to je do javnog dobra i sigurnosti* i pri tom dosli
do zakljucka, odnosno ucinilo im se, da se medu stvarima koje bi mogle
koristiti mnogim ljudima nalazi $tovanje koje se iskazuje Bozanstvu. Sma-
trali su da je stoga ,,pravedno kr§¢anima i svima ostalima dati slobodu da
slijede religiju koju tko hoce, tako da onaj Bog, koji sjedi na nebu, mogne
biti dobrostiv i naklonjen nama i svima koji su pod nasom vlasc¢u.*

I ne samo to! Carevi izjavljuju da je ,,dobra i pravi¢na mjera, i u
skladu s ispravnom prosudbom, da nijednom ¢ovjeku ne bude zabranjena
mogucnost pristajanja uz obrede krsc¢anstva ili koje druge religije kojoj bi
ga odveo njegov um, te je sebi prihvatljivom osjeca, tako da nas vrhovno
bozanstvo, ¢ijem se Stovanju slobodno posvecujemo, mogne u svemu na-
staviti obasipati dobrostivos¢u i naklonos¢éu®.

U svome ediktu carevi traze da se svima onima koji su se opredijeli
slijediti krs¢anski nauk, bez obzira na sve ranije uredbe koje su se odnosile
na krscane, ,,mora biti dozvoljeno ostati na potpunoj slobodi, te ih se ne
smije smetati ni na koji nac¢in“. Uz to oni kazu da je oprost koji su nami-
jenili krS¢anima u pitanju religije ,,Sirok i bezuvjetan®, ali takoder izricito
naglaSavaju da je na isti na¢in ,,otvoreno i mirno bavljenje svojom religi-
jom dozvoljeno i svima drugima, na isti na¢in kao i kr§¢anima®. Ono §to
su tadasnji rimski carevi shvacali, ¢ini se da mnogi danas to ne shvacaju.
Oni na istome mjestu kazu: ,,Doista je prikladno, poradi stabilnosti drzave
i poradi mira u naSemu vremenu, da svakome pojedincu bude dozvoljeno
pristajati uz religiju po vlastitom izboru; i ne predvidamo povlacenje ove
uredbe, zbog duzne Casti svake religije!* Mogli bismo danas reéi da je tre-
balo imati drzavnicke mudrosti, ali i hrabrosti, pa donijeti ovakvu uredbu.
Dakle, zahvaljuju¢i poganskim vladarima i njihovoj spremnosti da prihva-
te novu religiju i njezino vjerovanje kao nesto $to bi bilo dobro za mir i
stabilnost drzave, krs¢ani su stekli mogucnost slobodnoga ispovijedanja
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vlastite vjere i slobodu djelovanja. Milanski edikt nije bio time samo akt
tolerancije, nego i akt istinskoga uvazavanja kr§¢anstva kao religije.

Naravno, ne treba biti naivan pa vjerovati da su odmah prestali pro-
goni kr§¢ana, odnosno ne treba biti naivan pa vjerovati da je careva zelja
bila istodobno i zelja nekih njegovih podanika. A to znaci, da su unato¢
Milanskome ediktu, kr$¢ani u nekim podruc¢jima bili i dalje proganjani.
Tako je proganjan bio aleksandrijski patrijarh i biskup Atanazije (danas
svetac 1 u pravoslavnoj i u katolickoj Crkvi), a nakon Konstantina kr§¢ani
su jo$ jednom i sluzbeno bili proganjani za vrijeme Julijana Apostata. No,
prepustimo to povjesnicarima.

Kako rekoh, nas interesira uloga kr§¢anstva u promoviranju religij-
ske tolerancije, odnosno netolerancije. Da bi se o tome moglo rasprav-
ljati, potrebno je kazati da su za povijesnu kontekstualizaciju postajanja
kr§¢anstva drzavnom religijom bitni kako 313. godina tako i u njoj done-
seni Milanski edikt kojim kr$¢anstvo nije u religijskim slobodama samo
izjednaceno s drugim religijama Carstva, nego je ucinjeno i povlastenijim
Sto ¢e biti dobra osnova da zapo¢nu procesi u kojima ¢e krs¢anstvo posta-
ti sluzbenom drzavnom religijom 380. godine, procesi kojima ¢e do¢i do
potpunog stapanja trona i oltara.

U tekstu ,,Toleranzedikte*, u: Lexikon fiir Theologie und Kirche
(2009), (sv. 10., str.101.) navodi se da je u odnosu na ‘Galerijev edikt o
toleranciji’ koji je sadrzavao samo pojam snosljivost, ‘Licinijev edikt o
toleranciji’ (a njega su carevi Licinije i Konstantin dogovorili u Milanu u
veljaci 313. godine, op. .M.) predstavljao izraz mnogo $ire (vece) religij-
ske slobode i u njemu se promice (naglasava) povlastenost krs¢anske crkve
u tome $to je Crkva njime (ediktom) mogla raspolagati vlasnistvom koje je
krS¢anima trebalo biti vraceno iz drZzavnoga i privatnog posjeda.* Dakle, u
Milanskom ediktu, koji je i donesen samo radi kr§¢anstva, navodi se da se
iskljuc¢ivo kr§¢anskoj, i ni jednoj drugoj religijskoj zajednici onoga vreme-
na, moraju vratiti sva dobra koja su joj bila oduzeta, a koja su se nalazila ne
samo u drzavnome nego i u privatnom vlasnistvu. U Ediktu se to posebno
istice: ,,Usto, koliko je do kr§¢ana, u proslosti smo dali odredene zapovije-
di koje se odnose na mjesta kojima su se oni sluzili za svoje vjerske skupo-
ve. Sada je nasa Zelja da sve osobe koje su dosle u posjed sli¢énih mjesta, od
carske blagajne ili bilo koga drugoga, ta mjesta vrate krs¢anima, ne trazeci
za to novac ili drugu cijenu, te da to bude uc¢injeno bez odgadanja i dvoj-
bi“. I ne samo mjesta namijenjena krs¢anskim skupovima, ovim ediktom
njima su trebala biti vracena, i to bez odgode i rasprave, i sva mjesta koja
su pripadala njihovoj zajednici, odnosno njihovim crkvama. Oni koji su
krs¢anima oduzetu imovinu vracali krs¢anima nisu smjeli traziti novac ili
bilo §to drugo od kr§¢ana, nego su odstetu mogli traziti od drzave. Ona je
u ime kr$¢ana placéala povrat oduzete imovine®.

Stoga, dakle, ne treba biti zabune: krsc¢anstvo je u praksi postalo dr-
zavnom religijom i prije 380. godine. U prilog tome govori i ¢injenica da
je sam car Konstantin, ve¢ 325. godine, premda tada joS$ i nije bio krSten,
sazvao Prvi nicejski sabor na kojem je prihvaceno Nicejsko vjerovanje,
kojeg se, prosirenog s Carigradskim vjerovanjem (usvojenog na Drugome
carigradskom saboru kojeg je 381. godine, godinu dana nakon svoga kr-
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Stenja i priznavanja kr$¢anstva drzavnom religijom, sazvao car Teodozije
Veliki), koliko znamo, i danas drze svi krS¢ani. (vidjeti na: http://www.
katolici.org/molitve.php?action=c_vidi&id=332).

A to znaci, da su na tome Prvome nicejskom saboru, usvajanjem,
izmedu ostaloga i dogme o Svetome Trojstvu, udareni temelji zgrade
krs¢anske netolerancije, koja je od tih godina trajala vise od tisu¢uipetsto
godina, sve do prosvjetiteljstva, do kraja 17. stoljeca, kada, prema Luha-
mannovim analizama, dolazi do prijelaza iz stratifikacijskog u funkcional-
no izdiferencirano drustvo, odnosno do prijelaza iz drustva u kojem je sve
bilo odredeno religijom u drustvo u kojem se polagano (iz)diferenciraju,
izdvajaju zasebna, od religije (krS¢anstva) neovisna podrucja, kao $to su
privreda, znanost, obrazovanje, kultura itd.

Vratimo li se unatrag, u vrijeme donosSenja prvih krs¢anskih dogma,
a §to je zapocelo na Prvome nicejskom saboru, vidjet cemo da se tim ¢inom
toleranciji (koju su osmislili u kr§¢anskom poimanju stvari ,,pogani®), ko-
jom je krscanstvo izjednaceno s drugim religijama, pocela ,,gasiti svijeca“.
Razdoblje religijske tolerancije trajalo je jako kratko vrijeme. Onoliko ko-
liko je trebalo Carstvu da uvede red. Stoga se, nazalost, mora konstatirati
da ¢e ta svijeca koja je samo nakratko pokazala proplamsaje tolerancije
biti potpuno ugasena u 380. godini, u godini kada je Odlukom cara Teodo-
zija krS¢anstvo postalo/priznato sluzbenom religijom Rimskoga Carstva.
Dakle, u istoj onoj godini u kojoj je car Teodozije bio krsten. A to dalje
znaci da su postajanjem krS$¢anstva drzavnom religijom sve ostale religije
i kultovi bili zabranjeni i da ¢e nakon 380. godine, zahvaljujuci priznanju,
progonjeni kr$é¢ani zapoceti progone nekrS¢ana - heretika i pogana, ¢ime
¢e krScanstvo od progonjene religije prestati postojati kao religija i postat
¢e religijska ideologija koja ¢e poceti provoditi straSne progone drugih
religija i kultova. Povijest nam pokazuje da je kr$¢anstvo sa svojim do-
gmama bilo, ostalo i jest jedno snazno i nepresusno izvoriste netolerancije,
a $to je ljude tjeralo da vlastitu slobodu misljenja traze u poganstvu, u ne-
kr§¢anskome vjerovanju. S prosvjetiteljstvom ¢e zavrsiti razdoblje Ciju su
temeljnu supstancu odredivale dogme i hereze. To je bilanca kr$¢anskoga
preuzimanja kontrole misljenja i kontrole osobnog odnosa pojedinca pre-
ma Nadnaravnome.

Istina, mora se, takoder priznati, europsku povijest, njezinu kulturu,
nacin zivot i medusobnog komuniciranja u bitnome ¢e odredivati i odrediti
krs¢anstvo i to ¢e se odraziti kako u filozofiji i umjetnosti tako i u znanosti.
No, ne toliko da bi u preambuli Ustava nove Europe bilo naznaceno da
Europska unija pociva iskljucivo na kr§¢anskim korijenima. I dobro je da
je tako ostalo, jer da nije bilo te novopoganske, prosvijetiteljske etape u
razvoju Europe, mi bismo i dalje bili u okovima jednoumlja, inkvizicije i
progona heretika i neistomisljenika. Sto ne znaci da toga nema i danas, i to
svugdje gdje je to moguce provesti, posebno u nasim tranzicijskim drustvi-
ma, u kojima je doslo do sprege konfesionalnoga (islamskog, katolickog,
pravoslavnog) trona i nacionalne (bosnjacke, hrvatske, srpske) religije, u
drustvima u kojima nemate ni vlasti koja bi bila samostalna i neovisna
o Nadnaravnome (koje je za politicare postalo postapalicom) niti religije
koja bi bila neovisna o vjerskoj Naciji koja je postala bozanstvo, svejedno
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koliko se nastojalo ukazivati na vlastitu religijsku univerzalnost.

Suoceni s Cinjenicom beznacajnosti krS¢anstva u ostvarivanju te-
meljnih ljudskih prava i sloboda, danas smo dosli u situaciju da razgovara-
mo o znacenju uredbe koju su izdali onodobni pogani, kako bismo na njoj
gradili zgradu religijske tolerancije u suvremenome svijetu. Ba§ divno!
Hvala ‘poganima’ koji nas - umilne kr$¢anske duse - ucise, ali ne naucise
kako Zzivjeti s drugima i kako ih prihvatiti ravn(oprav)nima sebi!Stoga se i
postavlja pitanje znacenja Milanskog edikta za trenutnu situaciju u Europi,
posebno kad je rijec o buduénosti kr§¢anstva kao religije kao i o odnosu na
krscanskoj civilizaciji odgojenih i obrazovanih Europljana prema novim
religijama i pokretima, s posebnim osvrtom na njihov odnos prema islamu
kao religiji koja se, da ne bude zabune, vra¢a u Europu u koju je kao i kr-
S¢anstvo, odnekle dosla. Ni jedna ni druga religija, ni kr§¢anstvo ni islam,
nisu izvorno europske religije. Njihovi utemeljivaci zivjeli su na drugome
kontinentu, u nekoj drugoj civilizaciji i kulturi. Jer, ne treba stoga ¢uditi §to
je Europa, kako navodi Peter Berger, bila i ostala mjesto najvecih nesreca
kr§¢anstva: prvi raskol 1054, drugi raskol koji je doSao s Reformacijom i
M. Lutherom, zatim krizarski ratovi, inkvizicija, progoni, sluzenje nacio-
nalistickim rezimima i Sutnja o zlo¢inima, svec¢enicka pedofilija, itd., itd.

Dakle, pitamo se danas: koje drustveno znacenje za nas, ovdje i da-
nas, ima akt o toleranciji od prije 1700 godina? Nije li on zapravo poticaj
da se upitamo: ne bi li danas neko novo poganstvo, npr. u obliku civilne
religije, bilo jedan od mogu¢ih modela u okviru kojih je moguce osigurati
jednakovaljanost svih vjerozakona, a time, dakle, i suzivot svih i to bez
diskriminacije, a Sto, kako vidimo, nije slucaj ni u zemljama iz kojih dola-
zimo, a ni u nasemu $irem i daljem okruzenju?

Moze li kr§¢anstvo kao religija, zajedno sa svojim dogmama i isklju-
¢ivoscu biti izvoriste religijske tolerancije? Moze li se ugledati na svoga
ucitelja Isusa Nazarecanina i na njegov odnos prema inovjercima? NaZa-
lost, dosada$nja praksa nam pokazuje da je to gotovo pa nemoguce. Kad bi
se barem tri rukavca kr§¢anstva (katolici, pravoslavci i protestanti) mogli
medusobno podnositi!? Cini se da je tu ipak najteZe (za)poceti s vjezba-
njem religijske tolerancije. Razlog: svatko misli da je njegovo krs¢anstvo
najbolje i najpravojernije. A njihov zajednicki utemeljitelj — Isus Nazare-
¢anin — ostao je jedan te isti: Isus Nazarec¢anin; onaj koji prihvaca covjeka
u svim njegovim gre$nim fazama, ali isto tako i onaj koji ne prihvaca (‘us-
paljenog’) klerika niti pak agilne politicare (farizeje) koji zive od nadmu-
drivanja i nevolja vlastitoga naroda.

VREMENSKI REDOSLIJED PROSLAVA MILANSKOG
EDIKTA

Da hrvatske (svako)godisnje Molitvene osmine za jedinstvo krséa-
na izgledaju kao religijska modna pista, kao mjesto za pokazivanje laznih
osmijeha 1 ugladenosti, sasvim zorno su ove 2013. godine demonstrirale
dvije krs¢anske crkve — Istocna (pravoslavna) i Zapadna (katolicka) crkva.
Svaka od njih je u posebno vrijeme i na posebnome mjestu (pro)slavila
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dogadaj kojim je njihova zajednicka, korijenska religija (krS¢anstvo) prije
1700 godina iziSlo na vjetrometinu povijesti, dogadaj koji je toj religiji
pruzio mogucénost izgradnje i strukturiranja svijeta prema naputcima Isu-
sovih evandelja.

Kako znamo, katoli¢ku proslavu priznanja kr$¢anstva jednakovri-
jednom religijom Rimskoga Carstva, na niSkome nogometnom stadionu
‘Cair’, predvodio je 21. rujna, izaslanik pape Franje, milanski kardinal
Angelo Scola. U njegovoj pratnji bili su nadbiskup metropolit beograd-
ski mons. Stanislav Hoc¢evar, mons. Therence Patrick Drainey, biskup iz
Middlesbrougha u Velikoj Britaniji na ¢ijem teritoriju se nalaz York gdje
se car Konstantin proglasio rimskim carem, mons. Erminio De Scalzi, po-
mo¢ni biskup milanski, zatim kardinal vrhbosanski Vinko Pulji¢, te vise
katolickih svecenika iz Srbije, Bosne i Hercegovine, Austrije i Italije.

Tome misnome slavlju prisustvovali su predsjednik Srbije - Tomislav
Nikoli¢, zatim princ Aleksandar Karadordevi¢, princeza Katarina, pred-
stavnici delegacije NiSke eparhije SPC (niza razina), predstavnici Vojske
Srbije, ¢lanovi diplomatskog kora, predstavnici drugih crkava i vjerskih
zajednica, gradonacelnik Grada Nisa, Zoran Perisic¢, i predstavnici drustve-
no-politickog i kulturnog Zivota ovoga dijela Srbije.

Potrebno je re¢i da je kardinala Scolu dan ranije, u petak, 20. rujna,
u Beogradu, u sluzbeni posjet primio predsjednik Srbije, Tomislav Niko-
li¢, i tom mu prigodom ,,u svoje i u ime svih stanovnika Srbije, zazelio
dobrodoslicu“ te ga ukratko ,,upoznao s trenutnom gospodarskom i politi¢-
kom situacijom u Srbiji, s posebnim osvrtom na pitanje rjeSavanja trenutne
situacije na Kosovu.” Govoreéi o znacaju proslave obljetnice Milanskog
edikta, predsjednik Nikoli¢ je na poseban nacin istaknuo ,,da su vlasti u
Srbiji otvorene za pohod Svetoga Oca“1i ... da ¢e on ,,rado biti prisutan na
misnome slavlju®, 21. rujna, na stadionu Cair. Odgovarajuéi na Nikoli¢ev
pozdrav, kardinal Scola je kazao da mu donosi izraze ‘postovanja i ljubavi’
Njegove Svetosti Pape Franje®, te potom rekao: ,,Bogata i sloZena povijest
Srbije, kao i njezine sadasnjice, ¢ine da Vasa nacija bude neosporni prota-
gonista buduénosti Europe. Vasa nacija je, u stvari, bila i jeste jedinstvena
raskrsnica entiteta, kultura i religija. Moglo bi se re¢i da, u ovom smislu,
ona odrazava onu tipi¢no europsku crtu, a to je poziv na susret i suzivot.
Dobro nam je poznato da to od Vas zahtijeva tezak i delikatan napor da, za
izgradnju mirne, pravedne i slobodne buduénosti, ponovno lijecite povije-
sne rane, kao i one iz nedavne proslosti, te da i katoli¢ki vjernici, zajedno
sa svim gradanima, ,,Zele dati svoj doprinos kako bi Europa postala zajed-
nicka kucéa stanovnika Istoka i Zapada“, naglasivsi da to katolici, ,,iznad
svega, ¢ine pozivanjem na postovanje i promociju vjerske slobode, koja je
amblem svih prava i svih sloboda“ (KTA — Katoli¢ka tiskovna agencija,
Sarajevo, http://www.ktabkbih.net/).

Vecu pohvalu od jednoga Papinog legata predsjednik Nikoli¢ nije
mogao dobiti, jer u Scalinome nastupu nije bilo ni govora o nedavnoj rat-
noj i osvajackoj srpskoj proslosti, o velikosrpskoj agresiji na susjedne ze-
mlje i na Kosovu, ni rije¢i o nevino nastradalim, pobijenim, prognanim,
silovanim i jo$ uvijek nepronadenim zrtvama tih osvajanja, ni rijeci o Hr-
vatskoj kao susjednoj zemlji i novoj ¢lanici EU, o Vukovaru, ili pak o Bo-
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sni i Hercegovini i njezinim patnjama, o Srebrenici, ni rije¢i o Kosovu koje
Sveta Stolica jo$ uvijek nije sluzbeno priznala, itd., itd. Naravno, ni rijeci
o patnjama i stradanjima Srba u svim dosada$njim ratovima, o Jasenovcu,
o progonima i logorima, o ‘humanome preseljenju’. Nasuprot tome, sve
je bilo uvijeno i u rukavicama. S glavnim ciljem: kako omoguciti dolazak
poglavara Katolicke crkve u Srbiju i kako se Srbija kao drzava moze po-
kazati gostoljubivom.

Sve na ovome susretu i$lo je na mlin predsjednika Nikoli¢a. On je,
naravno, u ime trenutne politicke vlasti mogao pozvati sadasnjega papu
da posjeti Srbiju, jer je svakako i sam svjestan da papa nikada nec¢e doci
u Srbiju ne bude li i sluzbenog poziva, odnosno Zelje predstavnika Srpske
pravoslavne crkve, odnosno bolje reeno - Ruske pravoslavne crkve. Jer,
papa dolazi ponajprije kao vjerski poglavar, a tek potom kao drzavnik.
Naravno, o papinu posjetu Srbiji moglo se razgovarati nesto kasnije, za
dva tjedna - na pravoslavnoj proslavi Milanskoga edikta, kada su u Ni§
dosli vaseljenski partrijarh Bartolome;j, ali i poglavari drugih pravoslavnih
crkava: Ruske (Kirill), Grcke (Hieronymos I1), Ciparske (Chrysostomos) i
Jeruzalemske (Theofilos III), dok je Aleksandrijski patrijarh Theodoros II.
zbog sprijecenosti poslao delegaciju. Ipak, medu najvaznije goste svaka-
ko treba ubrojiti Kirilla - patrijarha moskovskog i cijele Rusije - koji tom
prigodom nije posjetio samo crkvene, nego i predstavnike postojece srbi-
janske vlasti. Ne zna se jesu li razgovarali o papinoj zelji da posjeti Srbiju,
a potom i Rusiju, niti pak o tome je li predsjednik Nikoli¢ kod patrijarha
Kirilla lobirao da papa posjeti Srbiju.

Osim ovoga politickoga dijela, zanimljivo je re¢i da katoli¢koj pro-
slavi u NiSu nije prisustvovao ni zagrebacki nadbiskup, kardinal Josip Bo-
zani¢, iako je to ranije bilo najavljivano. Takoder, ovoj proslavi nije prisu-
stvovao ni srpski patrijarh Irinej. Njega je dan ranije, u petak, 20. rujna, u
Beogradu posjetio kardinal Scola. Tom prigodom ponavljane su uzvisene,
svima ve¢ poznate, a sadrzajem potpuno prazne i istroSene rijeci o tome
da su Katolicka i Pravoslavna crkva zapravo jedna crkva, da se obje crkve
nalaze pred novim izazovima te da je ovo prilika da se priblize jedna dru-
g0j, da dadnu odgovore na izazove vremena i da vjerski poglavari teze ,,za
jedinstvom Crkve jer je to zelio i za to molio Onaj koji je osnovao Crkvu®,
a “Gospodin o¢ekuje da ispunimo Zelju nasega Spasitelja ‘da svi budu jed-
no’ $to su On i Otac jedno*.

No, ovom prigodom kardinal Scola nije posebno govorio o potrebi
uspostave jedinstva crkava, ali je kazao da kao izvanredni izaslanik nosi
patrijarhu Irineju izraze ‘poStovanja i ljubavi’* pape Franje i da je doSao
proslaviti znac¢ajnu godisnjicu koja je povezana kako s povijes¢u Nisa tako
i povijes¢u Milana, u kojem je 313. ,,zaCet ugovor poznat kao Milanski
edikt, koji je, osiguravajuci slobodu koristenja raznih kultova koji su bili
prisutni u rimskom carstvu, omogucio kr§¢anima da izidu iz tragi¢nog raz-
doblja progonstva‘“ u cemu on vidi ,,poCetak novijeg posvecenja vrhovnog
nacela: vjerska sloboda kao neotudivo pravo dostojanstva ljudske osobe®.

Ipak, zavrSavajuci sutradan svoju propovijed na niSkome stadionu
‘Cairu’, kardinal Scola je porukom mladima uputio poruku starijima — cr-
kvenim i politickim predstavnicima — s obje strane granice, poruku koju ¢e
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teska srca prihvatiti s odusevljenjem, a koja glasi: ,,Zelim uputiti poruku
narocito vama mladima. Bolni i nasilni dogadaji koji su obiljezili noviju
povijest vasih naroda ne mogu vas ostaviti ravnodu$snim. Pamcenje vasih
otaca trazi od vas da savjesno prihvatite svoju odgovornost u sadasnjosti.
A ta sadasnjost zahtijeva da se krene od prastanja i priznavanja pomirenja
koje nas je ovdje sazvalo. Srce mladih je, naravno, otvorenije od srca stari-
jih: budite za sav vas narod uvjereni svjedoci pomirenja. Gradite u svojim
zemljama civilizaciju ljubavi® (KTA)

Kako ve¢ rekoh: sve ovo upucuje na postojanje jednoga neprevladi-
vog kric¢anskog paradoksa: dvije crkve u medusobnoj netoleranciji slave
obljetnicu Akta tolerancije, sje¢aju se godine u kojoj je donesen Milanski
edikt. A to, zapravo, pokazuje da se pravoslavni i katolicki velikodostojnici
u praksi toliko medusobno mnogo ,,vole i podnose* da ni sveCanu euha-
ristiju u povodu Akta tolerancije ne mogu zajednicki slaviti i time istome
utemeljitelju Isusu Nazarec¢aninu zajednicki zahvaliti za mogucénost koju je
poganski car Konstantin dao kr$¢anima da u stoljetnoj vjerskoj netoleran-
ciji stvaraju zapadnoeuropsku krs¢ansku civilizaciju.

Medutim, ono $to ne mogu i ne zele stariji, to ¢ine mladi. U¢inili su
to i mladi u gradu Nisu, u subotu navecer, 5. listopada 2013., kada se u
povodu pravoslavne proslave Povelje tolerancije (Milanskog edikta) oko
5.000 gradana Grada Nisa, medu kojima je bilo najvise uCenika, studenata
i male djece, okupilo u srediStu grada i u akciji ,,I ja sam deo krsta“ s upa-
ljenim svije¢ama formirali ,,zivi krst* i na taj nacin iskazali svoje razumi-
jevanje krsc¢anstva — kr$¢anstva kao religije koje se treba zivjeti ovdje na
zemlji, na ulici, u krizanju (,,I ja sam deo krsta!*), a to znaci u susretima.

U svakome slucaju, ostaje ‘gorak okus’ od ovih sluzbenih crkvenih
proslava: deklarativna spremnost za zblizavanje dviju sestrinskih crkava
raspukne se kao mjehur od sapunice ¢im se to treba realizirati u ovoze-
maljskoj zbilji, u zivotu. Bit ¢e stoga veoma zanimljivo vidjeti hoce li se
uskoro o proslavi 500. obljetnice pocetka Reformacije (1517. - 2017.) naci
zajedno predstavnici svih reformiranih crkava, odnosno svih crkava refor-
macijske bastine, ili se ni one, kao ni Isto¢na ni Zapadna crkva, ne¢e moci
i nece htjeti dogovoriti da jedan dogadaj koji ih veZe zajedno (pro)slave u
istome danu i u istome mjestu. Budu li oni dosadasnji ‘pravi’i ‘pravovjer-
ni’ krS¢ani, zacijelo Ce biti vise proslava.

IMA LI NADE ZA MEDUSOBNO PREPOZNAVANJE
KRSCANSKIH CRKAVA?

Vratimo li se unatrag, u vrijeme donosenja prvih kr§¢anskih dogma,
a Sto je zapocelo na Prvome nicejskom saboru 325. godine, vidjet ¢emo
da se tim ¢inom — donoSenjem dogmi - tzv. poganskoj toleranciji, kojom
je 313. godine kr§¢anstvo izjednaceno s drugim religijama, pocela ,,gasi-
ti svije¢a“. Razdoblje religijske tolerancije trajalo je, dakle, jako kratko
vrijeme. Onoliko dugo koliko je trebalo Carstvu da uvede red. Stoga se,
nazalost, mora konstatirati da e ta svijeca koja je samo nakratko pokazala
proplamsaje tolerancije biti potpuno ugasena u 380. godini, u godini kada
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je Odlukom cara Teodozija krS¢anstvo postalo, odnosno priznato sluzbe-
nom religijom Rimskoga Carstva - u istoj godini u kojoj je car Teodozije
bio krsten. A to dalje znaci da su postajanjem kr§¢anstva drzavnom religi-
jom sve ostale religije i kultovi bili zabranjeni i da ¢e nakon 380. godine,
zahvaljujuéi priznanju, progonjeni krSc¢ani zapoceti progone nekr$¢ana -
heretika i pogana.

Mnogi su stoga misljenja da je kr§¢anstvo svojim netolerantnim
stavovima prema nevjernicima i pripadnicima drugih religija bilo postalo
jedno snazno i nepresusno izvoriste netolerancije, Sto je ljude tjeralo da
vlastitu slobodu misljenja traze u poganstvu, u nekr§¢anskome vjerova-
nju. S prosvjetiteljstvom ¢e zavrsSiti razdoblje ¢iju su temeljnu supstancu
europske povijesti odredivale dogme i hereze. To je, smatraju ovi, bilanca
krs¢anskoga preuzimanja kontrole misljenja i kontrole osobnog odnosa
pojedinca prema Nadnaravnome.

S druge strane, neprijeporna je istina da ¢e od 380. godine europsku
povijest, kulturu, nacin zivot i medusobnog komuniciranja u bitnome (su)
odredivati i odrediti krS¢anstvo i to ¢e se sve do danas odrazavati kako u
filozofiji i umjetnosti tako i u znanosti. No, ne opet toliko da bi u preambuli
Ustava nove Europe bilo nazna¢eno da Europska unija pociva iskljuéivo
na kr§¢anskim korijenima. Osobno smatram da je dobro da je tako defini-
rano, jer da nije bilo te tzv. novopoganske prosvijetiteljske etape u razvoju
Europe, mi bismo i dalje bili u okovima jednoumlja te progona heretika i
neistomisljenika. A, §to ne znaci da toga nema i danas, i to svugdje gdje
je to moguée provesti, posebno u balkanskim tranzicijskim drustvima, u
kojima je doslo do sprege konfesionalnog trona (islamskoga, katolickog,
pravoslavnog) i nacionalne (bosnjacke, hrvatske, srpske) religije, u drus-
tvima u kojima nemate ni vlasti koja bi bila samostalna i neovisna o Nad-
naravnome (koje je za politicare postalo postapalicom) niti religije koja bi
bila neovisna o vjerskoj Naciji koja je postala bozanstvo, svejedno koliko
se nastojalo ukazati na vlastitu religijsku univerzalnost.

Suoceni s ¢injenicom nedostatnoga doprinosa mnogih (islamskih, kr-
S¢anskih, zidovskih) religijskih pokreta u ostvarivanju temeljnih ljudskih
prava i sloboda, danas smo dosli u situaciju da razgovaramo o znacenju
uredbe koju su izdali onodobni pogani, kako bismo na njoj gradili zgradu
religijske tolerancije u suvremenom svijetu. Stoga se i postavlja pitanje
znacenja Milanskog edikta za trenutnu situaciju u Europi, posebno kad je
rije¢ o buducnosti kr§¢anstva kao religije kao i o odnosu na kr$¢anskoj
civilizaciji odgojenih i obrazovanih Europljana prema novim religijama i
pokretima, s posebnim osvrtom na njihov odnos prema zidovstvu i islamu
kao religijama koje se kao i krS¢anstvo, odnekle dosle u Europu. Ni jedna
ni druga ni tre¢a religija, ni krS¢anstvo ni islam ni zidovstvo, nisu izvorno
europske religije. Njihovi utemeljivaci zivjeli su na drugome kontinentu, u
nekoj drugoj civilizaciji i kulturi. Pa, slijedom toga, ne treba nikoga ¢uditi,
kako navodi Peter Berger, §to je Europa, barem kad je rije¢ o krs¢anstvu,
bila i ostala mjesto najvecih nesreca krs¢anstva: prvi raskol 1054., drugi
raskol koji je 1517. dosao s Reformacijom i Martinom Lutherom, zatim
krizarski ratovi, inkvizicija, progoni, sluzenje nacionalistickim rezimima,
Sutnja o ratnim zlo¢inima, sve¢enicka pedofilija, itd., itd.
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Dakle, pitamo se: koje druStveno znacenje, ovdje i danas, ima Akt o
toleranciji od prije 1700 godina? Nije li on zapravo poticaj da se upitamo:
ne bi li danas neko novo poganstvo, npr. u obliku civilne religije bilo jedan
od moguc¢ih modela u okviru kojih je moguce osigurati jednakovaljanost
svih vjerozakona, a time, dakle, i suzivot svih ljudi i to bez diskriminacije,
a $to, kako vidimo, nije slucaj ni u zemljama iz kojih dolazimo, a ni u na-
Semu Sirem i daljem okruzenju?

ZAKLJUCAK

Nakon svega recenog, ¢ini se da su u pravu bili oni koji su sumnjali
da ¢e gore spomenuta 1700. obljetnica Milanskoga edikta nakon toliko
stolje¢a medusobne kr$c¢anske razjedinjenosti, medusobnih ratova do istre-
bljenja, mo¢i u danasnje vrijeme donijeti nesto radikalno novoga. Zapra-
vo, s pravom postavljalo pitanje smisla ovakvoga odvojenog obiljezavanja
istoga povijesnog dogadaja, kad su svi kr§¢ani znali da je pomalo naivno
ocekivati da ¢e pravoslavni Istok prihvatiti nadredenost katolickoga Zapa-
da, odnosno da ¢e ,,(rimo)katolicki Zapad* dopustiti da mu se ,,ortodoksni
Istok® ¢ak i pribliZi, a kamoli da mu barem postane jednakopravan? Cak, ni
u Nisu! U gradu u kojemu se mozete osjecati komotno i bezbrizno.

S druge strane, poruke koje ovim razdvojenim ‘niSkim’ proslavama,
a s kojima gradani Nisa nemaju nista zajednicko, Salju vjerski poglavari -
katolicki i pravoslavni - glasi:

1. kako mi — isto¢ni (pravoslavni) i zapadni (katolicki) krScani - nase
susrete organiziramo samo prigodimice i to onako ‘folklorno’ i bezsadrzaj-
no, ni ‘niske trublje’ nisu mogle biti glasnije niti su mogle navijestiti nasus-
nu potrebu zajednickoga medusobno-razumijevajuceg suzivota — utihnule
su i zanijemile;

2. kako mi — isto¢ni (pravoslavni) i zapadni (katolicki) kr$¢ani - nas
zivot organiziramo isklju¢ivo na marginama crkvenih dogadanja, u istome
sastavu i na isti nacin naci ¢e se nasi nasljednici u istome mjestu, u NiSu,
u sljedecem stolje¢u, u povodu 1800. obljetnice Milanskog edikta. A, Sto
je nama stotinu godina!? Bolje je i toliko cekati, negoli onome drugome
kr§¢aninu popustiti.

A gdje je u svemu tome Isus Nazarecanin?, pitat ¢ete. Bit ¢u slobo-
dan odgovoriti Vam: On je, €ini se, iz tih nasih ‘krS¢anskih’ crkava ve¢
odavno ‘humano preseljen’ u privatne odaje ili niSe onih koji ga prihvacaju
kao i onih koji se i ne moraju izjaS$njavati kr§¢anima.
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Ivan MarkeSié

THE TRUMPETS OF THE EDICT OF MILAN GONE SILENT
Is there a hope for mutual acceptance of disunited Christians?

Summary: As a part of marking the 1700" anniversary of the Edict
of Milan, a gathering entitled “Europe and Christianity” was held in
Subotica on 16 and 17 July 2013. The central celebration of the given
event had already taken place by that time. In connection with that, I
would like to do the following in this paper: 1) present the key ideas
I put forward at the Subotica meeting related to religious tolerance
promoted by Emperor Constantine, 2) present my personal view of
the ways the Catholics and the Orthodox Christians have marked the
anniversary, 3) put forward conclusions related to the future of (in-
ter-)religious tolerance and ecumenic dialogue, i.e. present a personal
attitude towards the Prayer for the unity of Christians, which is prac-
ticed annually but without any visible results. Eventually, I will try to
examine whether the trumpets calling for religious tolerance that the
celebration of the anniversary has inspired, however weak a sound
they produce, have actually gone silent in the meantime.

Key Words: Edict of Milan, (religious) tolerance, Orthodox Christi-
anity, Catholicism, Europe, Nis.
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HAPYYEHE U INTAHUPAHE I'EOIIOJIMTUYKE
PEBOJIYIIMJE

Pe3ume: ObojeHe peBONyIHjEe WM PEBOIyIHje O0ja mocTane cy
CHHOHHUM 3a I€OINOJINTHYKE IPOMEHE y 3eMJbaMa jyrouctoune EBpo-
e, OMHOCHO y 3eMibaMa EBpoasuje y kojuma je ox 2000. mo 2014.
rofuHe y3 joructuky u noapuky CAJ[ nonuio 1o nmpomeHe Moju-
TUYKHX PEKMMa ca apryMEHTAaIMjOM Jia Cy ayTOPUTAapHH, a HUXO-
BE TIOJIUTHYKE EIUTE 3aMEHEHE JTHOEpaTHO-IEMOKPATCKUM Mpo3a-
MaJHUM TTOJMTHYKUM enuTama. YecTo ce MpBOM HApaH[IACTOM pe-
BOJTYIIMjOM CMAaTpajy MOJUTHYKE OKToOapcke mpomene y beorpamy
2000-te romuHe, na OM ce MOx OOOjCHUM PEBONYIHjaMa y YKEeM
cMuciy noapasymeBanu norahaju Ha noapyvjuma ousimer CCCP-a:
peBonynuja pyxa y I'pysuju 2003. ronune, HapaHlacta peBoIyLHja
y Ykpajuau 2004-2005. u 2014. roquHe ¥ peBONyIHja TyIUIIaHA Y
Kuprucrany 2005. romuae. OBe T3B. 000jeHe peBOIYIIHOHAPHE TIPO-
MEHE Cy I10 CBOjOj CYIUITHHH CACTaBHU JIE0 CABPEMEHE TCOIIOJINTUKE U
paluKaIHOT TIPEKOMIIOHOBaka CaBpeMeHnX Mel)yHapoiHux oHoca.

Kawyune peuu: obojene peBoiyluje, IPOMEHE, O103r0, CII0Jba, KO-
pHCHE UCTHHE, TpaljaHCKK PATOBH U PEBOIYIIH]E.

MOR, INTOBAJIM3AIINJA U PEBOJIYIIMJE

Jour mpe BuIIE 071 ABajZieceT BEeKOBA BEJIMKH TPUKH (Hui1030( ApHCTO-
ten (1984) cmatpao je ma apkaBHa ypelhema mpormnaaajy i 300r yHyTpa-
HIBUX WK 300T crosbalikbux pasnora. Kajna je mucao aa THpaHuja yBeK
[I0YMBA HA HEMpaBId U Ja TO BOAM HECTAaOWJIHOCTHU JApKaBa U APYLITBA,
Kao ¥ 0 peBoiylrjama (yCTaHMMa), BEpOBATHO HUjE€ HU MIPETHOCTABHO J1a
he Ha mouyeTky 21. Beka Ha CBETCKO] MOJIMTHUYKO] CIICHW OUTH JJOMHUHAHTHE
PEBOIYIIHje 003T0, T3B. 000jeHe PEeBOIyIIH]e.

VY caBpeMeHOM JpyIITBY Ha 3anajay y CBETy ioOaiu3Ma u HeoOy3-
JaHe eBpOoamIaHTCKe MONM HOBAIl je MOCTA0 MOTIIYHO MEPHIIO BPEIHOC-
TH YOBEKa, AP>KaBe, CBUX JbYACKHX aKTHUBHOCTHU Y JPYIITBY, YHUBEP3aIHO
CpeJICTBO, HE caMO KOMyHHKaldje, Beh u 0cHOBa Mepema 3a OIleHy Bpell-
HOCTH JPYLITBEHOT 3Hauaja U ynpaBjbarba CBUM cepama APYLITBEHOT U
JIpaBHOT XUBOTa. OH je MoCTao TONMKO 3HayajaH Ja Ta 4ecTo Mopeje
ca yJ0roM KpBOTOKa M HEPBHOI' CHCTEMa Y JbYACKOM Opranusmy (Xapsu,
2012). Cpakaxo, 1 HOBH arpeCHBHU M AOMHHHUPajyhu HeonnbepanHu Ka-
IUTAIM3aM YBEK U HajBUIIE TEKH CI000H, aJld OH TEXKHU HPOIIUPEHY TP-
JKUILTA, MpoIInpeny U yBehamy mpocTopa 3a eKciuioaranujy. 3aro je y
CBETY TPEH/I JIa CE YaK ¥ HAIMOHAIHE JIp’KaBe, a TI0CEOHO MHIMBHYAITHU
Y KOJIEKTUBHH CY0jeKTH ¥ CII000/Ie, IITO TIpe OJIceNe y My3ej ctapuHa. 300T
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Tora: ,,Imobanu3anuja HUje HUKAKBAa HOBAa XOMOICHM3allMja CBETa 3apas
OMITHX MHTEpeca YOBEYAHCTBA, Beh HAYMH KOjUM JOMHHAHTHE 3ajCHU-
11e, Ipe cBera (hMHAHCH]CKU JOMUHaHTHE, Hamehy cBojy Moh u yTuiaj cia-
OMjuM HaljaMa CMambEeHEeM HITH eTMMUHALIN]OM HaMOHAIHOT CyBEpPEeHHU-
TeTa, rmpe ceera y chepu punancujckor Tpxumta* (bonpoxnh, 2014: 21).
[anac y cBeTy 1ocToje MHOTOOpOjHH PETUOHU U LIEJIE APKABE KOje HeMajy
Oal HUKaKBe IIaHCe J]a Ce Y JIOTVIETHO BpeMe N3BYKY U3 (PUHAHCH]CKE KpH-
3€ 1 JyTOpOYHOT ONIITEr Ipornanama. CHpoMaITBO U colnjanHa decrepce-
MEKTHBHOCT 3a TIOCICAMILy UMajy TOTIYHY HOJIUTHYKY MapTUHAIU3ALH]Y
u xynrypHy aekaaennnjy (Ilamapun, 2007). Kako yommTe oHma y Tako
(bopMHpaHoj CTBAPHOCTH MOXKE, YUCTHHY, OUTH CIOOO0JHHX JbYIH, KaJ TH
WCTH JbYIIY JKUBE y aliCOIyTHOM CHPOMAIITBY U TIOTITYHO MTOPOOJHEHO] He-
OKOJIOHH]jaNTHO] aprkaBu (3uHOBjeB, 2002).

VYKOJIMKO HayYHO aHATU3UPaMO CTamke HEOINOEPaTHOT KaluTaIH3Ma
JlaHaC y CBETY, HEroBe INIABHE IPOMOTEPE U CTOXKEpE, OMTHE elIeMEeHTe
ETOBE JIaHAIBE CTPYKTYpe, HAUUH HUXOBOT (DYHKIHOHHCAka U edeK-
T€ HBUXOBOT JIEJIOBakha, 3aKJbYIyjeMO 1A je ped O CaBPEeMEHOM MMIIepHja-
JU3MY Y BETroBOj CHIIa3HO] IyTamu. M mopexn Benuke xanaOyke Ha Kpajy
20. BeKka y 3eMJbaMa TPaH3HUIH]je OKO MpaBHE JIpyKaBe, HAlMOHAIIHA AP)KaBa
ce y yciaoBUMa Io0anu3anyje Halula y moceOHO BEJIMKUM HCKYILCHHMA,
a IbEH JIETAIUTET OBOT ITyTa HUje HallaJHYyT 003710 U U3HYTpa, Beh 0103ro
u cnospa. OHJa Kazja JgpxaBa I'yOM COIICTBEHY CYyBEPEHOCT, ayTOMAaTCKU
ryou 1 monyre cBoje eKOHOMCKe, (PUHAHCH]CKE U COLMjaliHe MOhH, ocTaje
MOJNIOKHA KOPYMITUPAHOCTH BJIACTH, KPUMHUHAJIM3AIWJU LEeJIoT JAPYIITBA
W aHapX®ju. Y OBaKBOM JIPYIITBEHOM aMOWjeHTy ropes] HeMohHe apka-
BE HACTyIa W KpU3a, OMITa 0eAa U CUPOMAIITBO HAjIIUPUX COIHM]jaTHHX
cJlojeBa, a HAIIMPOKO 3ariovere Mpuye O MPaBHO] APKABH C€ MOTHUCKY]Y
u Maprusanuzyjy (Mapxosuh, 2005). Ocum Tora, y KOHTHHYHPaHO] ar-
PECHUBHOj €KCTIaH3Uj! CHJIa TI00aanu3Ma pyIe ce CBE OCHOBHE BPEIHOCTH
CaBpPEMEHE Ap)KaBe: CYBEPEHOCT, TEPUTOPHjaIHa LIEIOKYITHOCT, HE3aBHC-
HOCT, yCTaBHH TOpe/IaK, Jby/acka npasa u ciodoxe (Muposuh, 2014). Be-
JIMKE TEONOJIUTHYKE MIPOMEHE M HBUXOBE IOCIEIUIe, Koje Cy ce Aecuie
Oam Ha kpajy 20. Bexka Ha OaJKaHCKOM H jy>KHOCIOBEHCKOM Ty, Kao Jia
HajIupy MeljyHapoaHy jJaBHOCT JOBOJHHO HE YIIO30paBajy 0 HOBHUM Mehy-
HapOJHMM M3a30BHMa U KpBonponuhuma. ['eononnTrka Kao HayKa je jorn
0]l CBOT HacTaHKa rmo4yeTkoM 20. Beka TeMarCcKy 3a0KyIJbeHA aHaIM3aMa
BPEIHOCTH, HEAOCTaTaka M OrpaHHYea reorpadckor mpocropa, caMum
THUM CTapyM M HOBUM TUIaHOBHMA TEPUTOPHjaITHE SKCIIaH3HUje U CTpaTeruje
OCBajarma HOBUX )XKMBOTHHX pocTopa ([lyrun, 2014). YcnoBibeHO KOHIICH-
TpaLKjoM BEIHKE EKOHOMCKe, (UHAHCH]CKE, TIOIMTHYKE U BOjHE MOhH, Kao
3Ha4ajHO CPENICTBO Y CTPATETHjH CIIEIIHjATHOT PaToBama y MUJbY MINPEHa
arpecuje, HoceOHoO y nponaopy Ha McTok, pa3BujeHH Cy METOON M MOJEIH
3a NMPOU3BObY KOPUCHUX MEJINjCKUX UCTHHA, KOPUCHUX rpahaHckux pa-
TOBa M KOPHUCHUX PEBOIYLIH]a.
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HAPYYEHE MEJIMJCKE UCTHUHE, TPABAHCKH
PATOBH U PEBOJIYIHUJE

Moh npezncrassba, Ipe cBera, COCOOHOCT Mpou3Bohema mpoMeHa y
yKEeM U IIUpeM OKpyKewy npymTBa ([lorumuuka enyuxioneouja, 1975).
PaznuuuTu HCTOPHjCKH, ITOTUTHIKHI, EKOHOMCKH U JIP)KAaBHU CY0jeKTH pac-
MOJAXY Pa3IMYUTAM BpCTaMa M cHarama MohH.

WudopmaruBHO-NIponaranHa arpecuja ce JaHac LMpH U jada, KaKo
kaxxe Ceprej Kapa-Myp3e, ,,la Bepa y MECTHUHY CHary MpoOTHBHHUKA Mapa-
natie BoJby 3a otopoM™ (Kapa-Myp3e, 2008: 12).

Jlanac »KMBHMO y BpeMEHY HE CaMo ,,KOPUCHUX MEJIUjCKUX UCTHHA™,
Beh U ,,kopucHHX TrpahaHCKHX paToBa“ W ,,KOPHCHUX O0OjEHHUX PEBOIY-
nuja‘““. Menuju BUIlle HEMajy MpUMapaH 3a/1aTak Ja IIacupajy u yrephyjy
ucTuHuTe NHpOpManuje; oHu A00Ujajy HOBY YIIOTY M [IOCTajy IPOMOTEP U
OCMHIUbEHH ycMepuBay Ha ofgadpaHe mubHe rpyne. Ha cBom HOBOM 3a-
JaTKy OHU He MOpajy Jia UMajy MopasiHo okpuhe n HUCy miaheHu 3a Tak-
BE yciyre. Amapar KojuM pacIioiaxy HHje HUKaIa MaJd, jep UM Ha pac-
roJiaramy CTOjU BEJIMKH Opoj HOBHHApA, MOJIUTHUYAPA, IPEICTABHUKA HEB-
JaJIMHUX OpraHu3allija, MHTeJIeKTyalana u akajgeMuka. [Ipumepa panu, y
rpahanckoM paty y JyrocinaBuju, Kao IITO HaM je IO3HATO, CBETCKO jaBHO
MBeHe je Tpebano ycmeputu npotuB CpOa, Majia je u XpBarcka 1 0ocaH-
CKa HerocpenHa npouuiocT y Jpyrom cBeTCKoM pary Oumna omrepeheHa
U3pAXKEHUM aHTUCeMHTU3MOM. OBaj Wb je MOpao OUTH MOCTUTHYT YIp-
KOC YME-CHHUIIM J1a je HEKOJIMKO XUjbasia JeBpeja Omiio moryoJpeHo y XpBar-
CKUM KOHIICHTPAaLMOHUM JioropuMa y Jpyrom cBetckoM pary. Edemepno
3aM04eTOM MEAMjCKOM aKIIMjOM aIyAUpalio C€ Ha TAMHY CTpPaHy YOBEKOBE
CBECTH M eMOIIFje oadpaHe IHJbHE TPYIIe, Y OBOM CIIy4ajy jeBpPEjCKOT JIO-
Ouja, y IOYETKY CaMo ca MaJloM KOPUCHOM HCTHHOM — MaJiOM JIaXH, Kao
ITO je ONTYk0a O HABOAHOM ITOCTOjarby CPIICKUX KOHIICHTPAITMOHHUX JIO-
ropa, o0jaBJbeHa y MapruHaJIHOM JIUCTY Y CBETCKOj MeTpononu Hbyjopky.
[MpousBenena ,,KOpHCHA UCTUHA HEOTTXOJTHO je J1a ce Op30 MHMPH Kako OH y
HOBHM OKOJIHOCTUMa CBAaKH AEMaHT IIOCTA0 CyBHILIAH U y3ailylaH. Y Kpar-
KOM BPEMEHCKOM MHTEpBaJly Pe3yATaT akTHBHOCTH OBaKO MOHTHpaHE Me-
JIAjCKO-TIpOTIaTaHIHE UCTUHE j€ Ja je, TPOTUBHO 37PaBoj JbYIICKO] CBECTH,
jeBpejcku 1001 BeoMa Op30 cTao Ha cTpaHy OocaHckux myciumana. OBo
HUje TPeCTaBIbalio M30JI0BaH CIIy4aj, jep ¢y 10 UCTOM Mojeny obpaljeHe
Mapkase, Padak, a jaBHO MIbeH¢ HECOOMYHO TpoaHUM MeToamMa MPUI0-
OujaHo 3a paT y 3aJuBY U JApYyre HHTEPBEHIIM]jE U MIPOU3BEICHA JKapHUILITa
mmpom [lnanere. Y oBako IiaHMpaHOM MEANjCKOM ITOJYXBaTy aKIEHaT je
Ha ToMe, Kako Ou pekao Huue, na oBe Kpajibe CyMIBUBE U HEyTEMEJbeHE
TBPIHE TOTPY A0 YIINjy OHUX KOjH Tpebda 11a ux 4yjy.

['pahaHcku paToBU y MOTUTUKOIOTH)H, YONIUTE y IPYIITBEHUM Hay-
KaMa, CIa/Iajy y OHE IMOjMOBE KOjU c€ Hajueliie KOPUCTE Y CMUCITY OIIIII-
THUX MeCTa, IITO Tpeda Aa 3Ha4M Ja je HUXOB CaJpiKaj OMIUTENO3HAT U
HUje ToJIeMUYKe pUpoe. MHOTH He caMo MO3HATH HAYYHUIU Ha 3aray,
Beh n y CpOuju, 3actynanu cy Te3y Jia Cy €THOKYJITypHE pasiinke Omie
IVIaBHU Y3POK HallMOHATHHUX KOH(]mKaTa u aesunterpauuje COPJ. Hacy-
MPOT OBUM M OBAKBUM TeHAeHIHjaMa, Murmien YocynoBCKH OCHOBHE y3-
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pOKe JIe3MHTETpaIlHje jyrocIOBEHCKE ApykaBe U Tpah)aHCKoT paTa HacTajaor
y THM IIpOLeCHMa BUAU y TIPOrpaMy MaKpOEKOHOMCKOT PEKOHCTPYHpamba
HAMETHYTOT Off CTpaHe MHOCTPAHMX 3ajMOjiaBalia, IMTo je BOIWIO JIC3HH-
TerpaIju HHAYCTPUjCKOT CEKTOpa U Iy0Jbemhy COIIMjaTHUX rapaHiyja. Ha
OCHOBY CBera Tora, OH 3acTyIa Te3y O IpUMaTry eKOHOMCKOT (akropa, a
MOTBPAY CTaBa Hajla3u y aHAJIM3H y3pOKa FeHOIMa U y IPYTUM KpajeBuMa
cBeta nonyT Pyanne 1994. ronune. Y npuiior 0BakBOM CTaBy MOKEMO J1a
KakeMo ma, Maaa je Cpouja 90-ux rogmHa 4eCTO WCTHUIIAHA KAo TIIaBHU
KOYHHYApP AEMOKPATCKUX MOJIUTHYKUX MPOMEHA, CTyName BUIIECTpaHay-
KOT CHCTEMa Yy MOJUTHUKH )KUBOT CpOUje y OCHOBH HHjE KACHUIIO 3a JAPY-
MM OMBILUM jyTOCIOBEHCKUM pernyOiukama. BuiienapTijcku mOJIuTHIKA
cucreM y CioBenuju je neranuzoBas 27. nenemOpa 1989. rogune, y Xp-
Barckoj 15. jamyapa 1990, y Makenonuju 12. anpuna 1990, y Lpuoj ['opu
11. jyna 1990, y Cpbuju 20. jyna 1990. u y buX 31. jyna 1990. rogune,
Jla OM caBe3HM 3aKOH O MOJMTHYKHUM TapTHjaMa 0mo moHeT 25. jyna 1990.
roguHe. Y Meproay OJ caMmo celaM Meceld Ha LEJIOKYITHOM jyroCJIOBEH-
CKOM IOJIMTHYKOM IPOCTOPY YMECTO jeIHOAPTH]CKOT JIETAIN30BaH je BU-
LIENIAPTHjCKU HOIUTHYKU CHCTEM.

ETHOreorpadcka cTpykTypa jyrocioBeHCKHX Hapoja Takohe Herupa
CTaB O MIPUMATy €THOKYIATYPHOT (pakTopa y He3WHTETPAIHjH jYTOCIOBCH-
cke apkaBe. CBe jyrocioBEHCKE HallHje, MaKOJIHUKO /1a Cy C€ BEPCKH, KyJI-
TYPHO ¥ HAITMOHATHO Pa3lIMKOBAJIe, Y CTBAPH Cy OHIIE Majie Halfje, OCHUM
Cpba kojux je youu rpahaHckor para OUII0 BHIE 07 8 MIJIMOHA U XpBara
0Ko 4,5 MUITOHA, CBE OCTaJIe JyTOCIOBEHCKE HAllMje MaJie Cy Marbe OJf T10
2 MUJIMOHA CTAaHOBHMKA, LITO [IOKAa3yje Aa cy Ouiie He CaMO Mame O] BEJH-
KHX M CPEAbUX EBPOIICKUX HETO U Of CYCEIHUX CPEIbOEBPOIICKHX U Ma-
nux OankaHckux Hanrja. O HUBOY BUXOBE jJe3NYKO-KYJITypHE, NCTOPH]CKE
Y HAaLMOHAJIHE CIMYHOCTH Jla U HE TOBOPUMO. JyroCIOBEHCKE Haluje Cy
KHBEIIC YIIABHOM MehycoOHO u3Memnane, mTo je O0uo moceOHO Ciryuaj
ca 1Be HajBehe JYTOCJIOBEHCKE Hallyje, CPIICKOM U XpBaTckoM. MelhyTum,
Haj3Ha4YajHUja O/ICTyNama 0] MOHOCTHHYKOT cacTaBa penyOnnka Ouim cy
Cp6u y XpBarckoj u Cp6u n XpBaru y buX. OBo npencraBsba y neITHHA
3HauYajaH apryMeHT Yy I0Ka3MBamy J1a yCTaBHO U Mel)yHapoaHO-IIPaBHO Ha-
UOHAITHO, KYATYPHO ¥ €KOHOMCKH JIETaJTHO U JISTHTHMHA JIC3UHTETpaliyja
3ajeJTHIYKE JyrOCIOBEHCKE JpKaBe HHUje Moryia Outu octBapspiBa. OHa je
MPOY3POKOBaHa U apTUKYNAIMjOM OCTBapeHa y LieHTpuMa MelhyHapoaHe
moMTHYIKe Mohu Ha 3amay.

Beoma cimuHOM 3akJbyunBamby BOAM HAC M aHaIM3a y3pOKa I'€HO-
muna y Pyanam 1994. romune. YobwuajeHo je Beh mocrano na ce oBaj
nmorahaj ¥ HETOBU TIIABHU Y3pOIH 00jalllkhaBajy YHYTPAIIHOM KPHU30M H
MehyrieMeHCKOM MpKEOM, Maja cy rpahjaHckoM paty MpeTXOAWiIH Ha-
TOMMJIAHH €KOHOMCKH IpoOJIeMH, KOjH Cy 3a MOCIEeIUIly UMAI €HOPMHO
cupomaiutBo. OBH porahjaju mocTajy MHOTO jaCHHUjH KaJia ce 3Ha Jia Cy ce
nont okprwibeM MM®-a y Pyanmu cripoBouie MakpoeKOHOMCKE pedopme,
JeBaBalllja BaIyTe, CMambUBakbe COLMjaIHUX Iporpama U yBoheme Tak-
CH 3a OCHOBHO IIIKOJICKO oOpa3oBame. JlecTabmin3aiuja moJbonpuBpesie
Y YHUILTaBamkE TPAAULHUOHAIHE HAMOHAJIHE JICIaTHOCTH y3rajama Kade,
u3aszBajie cy mian y uenoj 3emibu. [IpuBaruzanuja HajBehux npskaBHHX
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KOMITaHHja W3a3Bajia je mapajn3y TeJeKOMyHUKalja U cHaOIeBama CTa-
HOBHUILTBA CTPYjOM M racoM. Y TaKBUM OKOJIHOCTUMA CTYName He3aro-
CJIeHEe W TVIaJiHEe OMIIJIMHE y HAOpyXKaHe OJlpeiie JOMPHHENIO je OIIITO]
necrabunuzanuju. 300r Tora je BaH cCyMmbe J1a je 1y Pyanau, xao 'y Jyro-
CJIaBHjH, IOCTOjajIa ETHUYKA HAIIETOCT, aJIi OHA cama 110 ceOu He Ou Moria
Jla TIPOM3BEIe TaKo KaracTpodalHe MOCIeANIe 1a HHje AOIUIO 10 er3Hc-
TEHIMjaTHOT Oe3Hal)a CTAHOBHUILITBA U C TUM Y BE3H HETaTHBHOT CIIOJHHOT
€KOHOMCKOT ¥ IIOJINTUYKOT yTHUII3ja.

[Toce6no n3nenalyjyhe nemnyje n1a ko BeIHKOTr Opoja He camo 3anaj-
HuX, Beh u nqoMahux MHTEJIeKTyasala, cycpeheMo rI00aaTuCcTUIKO BEJH-
Yame 3Ha4aja 000jeHIX PEeBONIYIH]ja, Yija TIIopuHUKaIija JTOCTIKE TaKaB
HUBO IOIYT CTaBa Jia IPeACTaBIbajy yMETHHUKO JeJI0 KoMe je Hemoryhe 1o
Kpaja pa3jaCHUTH HETOBY N3BOPHY CYIITHHY, Maja c€ HEOCIIOPHO Paax O
CaBPEMEHOM IOJUTHYKOM (DEeHOMEHY KOjU OUTHO yTHYE Ha CBY BEITHUMHY
Oeme u 6e3Hala caBpeMeHOT IpyIITBa.

OBOJEHE PEBOJIYIIUJE

Ob6ojene peBosynyje MpeacTaBbajy pelaTUBHO CIIOKEH CaBPEMEHH
TeONOIUTHYKY (PEHOMEH U Ty 00jeKTUBHO HeMa MecTa OWIIO KaKBOj MHC-
tudukanuju. Ca acriekra caBpeMeHe HayKe OHe ce He MOTY Ha3BaTH pe-
BOJIyLIMjaMa caMmo 3aTo MTo ce mokpehy W opranusyjy y BamumHrrony u
bpuceny nim mak 300r Tora mTo cy MacoBHEe U nomynuctauke. [lotBpmy
OBAKBOT CTaBa HAJIA3MMO MHOTO IyTa U Y 1aJb0j U Y CaBPEMEHO] HCTOPH]jH,
Koje cy HeOpOojeHo ImyTa MmoKasalie Jia y BpeMeHHMa JJyOOKHX KpH3a Hapo.
MOKe ONTH YHOTpeOJbeH 3a H3Bol)ere BeoMa pa3InuuTHX Hajlora 3a MoJu-
THUYKO JieJioBame. 110 CBOjUM OCHOBHHMM CBOjCTBMMA 000jeHE PEBOIIYIIH]E
MIPOTHUBpEYE MTOPEKITY U CaMO]j CYIIITHHH I10jMa PEBOIYIIH]E.

Y HOBHM 000jE€HUM PEBOIYLHOHAPHUM MpoLiecuMa CIOoJbHA MOAPIL-
Ka ofa0paHuM peXHMHUMa W TOJUTHYKAM TpylnaMa HHKaj HUje Ouia
clly4yajHa; OHa HHje TPOU3BOJBHA, jep CE IUIAHOBH 33 OBAKBE IOJHTHYKE
MPOMEHE BpIlE CUCTEMAaTCKU M TPHUIaJajy caBpeMEHUM MeTojama Crie-
[IUjaTHOT paTOBamka Kao CACTaBHOM M OMTHOM €JIEMEHTY CTpaTertje uMIIe-
pujasiHe ekcrian3uje. Huimra He Memwa y CyIITHHY KaJia je ped O TPy3HUjCKOj
pyxxngactoj peBonyiiju u3 2003. ronnHe, YKpajHHCKO] HApaHIACTO] PEBO-
ayuuju u3 2004-2005. ronuHe, MOrOTOBO aKTYEJIHO]j KOja je joIl y TOKY Y
2014. roquHu WK O KUPTUCTAHCKO] peBoyiuju jana u3 2005. roqune. Y
OBUM KOHKPETHUM PEBOIYIIMOHAPHHM JIeIIaBabMa y HaBEICHUM 3eMJba-
Ma TEXHIITE aKTHBHOCTH OMJIO je YCMEPEHO Ka MOJUTUYKHM MapTHjaMa
U BHIIECTPAHAUYKUM M300pHMa, OJIOKaIM MOJUTHYKUX CHCTEMa, YUME Ce
CTBapao MpaszaH NpOCTOp 32 AKTUBHOCT 3aBOlerba M MaHMITYJIHCabha MId-
poxuM HapomHuM Macama. On modeTka je MOoCTojao YBEK WHUIHjaTop U
MOKpeTad OBHUX IceynopeBonynuja. [locrojana je moructuka u QuHAH-
CHjCKa MOJPIIKAa U3 MHOCTPAHCTBA, MOCEOHO Kaja ce paad O ONO3UIHO-
HHUM TOJIMTHYKHM TTapTHjaMa ¥ HEBJIAaJMHUM OpTaHM3aIfjaMa U TIOKPeTH-
Ma. Bract ce y HOBUM ycioBuMa BeoMa Op30 Celli Ha YIUIe, a 3all04eTH
MIPOTECTH TIpepacTajy y Behe min Mame Hepee, jep OMO3UIInja Mopa OUTH
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HOBH 1TOOETHUK HE3aBUCHO O CTBAPHHX pe3yaTaTa Ha OMpadKuM MECTHMA.
Ha oBaj HaunH, HaBOHO, 3ama/iHa AEMOKpaTyja yTupe MmyT AajbeM Iporpe-
CY, @ HE TaXerhY CYBEPEHOCTH JIpXKaBa U OTHMAkby NPUPOTHUX HAI[MOHAII-
HUX pecypca. Merosie U TeXHUKE M3BOhema 000jeHUX pPEeBONYIHja YBEK
cy mpuiarohjeHe crienu(prUIHOCTUMA CBAKOT KOHKPETHOT TEOMOIUTHYKOT
amM0OwmjeHTa, ajv OHE Ce M CTaJIHO Jajbe ycaBpmanajy. [lopen Tora, cee Behn
Opoj Hay4yHMKa M HCTpaXMBada, He Oe3 pasjiora M yTeMesbema, 0aBu ce
KOMITapPaTUBHOM M KBAJIITATUBHOM aHAJIM30M OJHOCA CIIMYHOCTH U Pa3iIv-
Ka n3Mely 000jeHHX peBOyLiMja U aparckor mpoyieha, HOBUX M3BEIECHUX
PEBOJIyIIMja KOj€ CY, YIIIABHOM, 110 KCTOM MOJIEIY 3aXBaTHjie 3eMJbe A(pH-
ke u brmckor ucroka.

[Tocne mpeTxoAHO pedeHor Aa HUKaJa HeMa MOCIeNhe PEBONyLHje
JTIOK TOZ TIOCTOjW eKCIUToaTannja W HelpaBaa, PeBOIYIHje Cy OeckpajHe.
HapaBHo, 0BO MOe camo Jja ce OAHOCH Ha PEBOJIYLIU]j€ KOje CY Y CyIUTHHU
napajiurMa ayTeHTHYHOT COIHMjaTHOT, KPEaTUBHOT, CIIOOO0IHOT B XyMaHHC-
THYKOT aHT@kMaHa. [lolleMr9HO je Teupame Ha arncoxyTHY YUCTOTY pe-
BOJIYIIM]€, aJI1 PEBOJIyIIMOHAPHA CTEPUITHOCT j€ CUT'YPHO U3pa3 Hemohu pe-
BOJTyIIMOHapa. PeBoynimoHap y cTBapy yBeK Xo/1a yCIpaBHO U K0 YOBEK H
Kao PeBOJyLIMOHAp, a HE My3H, HUje MCeyI0aHra)KOBaH, y CTBAPH HE MOKE
OuTH niceynopeBoaynroHap. Cee je Mambe Hapoaa KOjU TaHaC ¥ CBETY OIITy-
4yjy 0 cB0joj cynbounu. Excrian3uja 000jeHNX peBoyLrja mpeaAcTaBiba pe-
BOJYIIUOHAPHU TUCKOHTUHYHUTET U MOKa3yje Ja Cy MPpaBU PEBOIYIIHOHAPU
HOHIKEHH y IbIXOBHM OCHOBHUM CTpeMJbeHMa. 300T Tora ,,peBOITyLHje
OYTHHUX 00ja“ ¥ 'y BHXOBOj (PeHOMEHOJIOTH]jH, IOTOTOBO Y MPaBOj MpaK-
THYHO-TIOJIUTHYKO] CYHITHHU CYIPOTCTaBJbEHE CYy OCHOBHOM ITOJMOBHOM
3HAuYCHY PEBOIIYLIMjE U PEBOYLIMOHAPA, YMME MIPECTaBIbjy OeiHy JeKo-
panujy u npodaHo yieniaBamke aKTyeTHOT ITI00aTMCTHIKOT CBETa, CaMo
JOII jefaH o M3y3eTHO 3HAYajHUX MHCTPYMEHATa y IIUPEHY CaBpPEeMEHE
nmnepujaane mohu. [To3Hato je na xynma 3a Mohu HHMKana HUje MMala
CBOje CTBapHE KOpEHe y CHa3M HEeTo y clabocTuMa cy0jexTa, a ja camo JIyX
UCTHHE, C1000/Ie U paB/ie MOKe OUTH CUTYpaH cTy0 y pa3Bojy MOIEpHOT
npymTBa. Hukama auje 6umo Huty he OuTH paBor JbYACKOT JOCTOjaHCTBA
0e3 ykunama oeze 1 0e3 ykuaame ctape Wil HoBe nmoTunmeHocTH. O0oje-
HE PEBOIIYIIMjE Cy ra3lly WK TyTOpa YBelle Y PEBOIYIIHOHAPHE TOIUTHYKE
MIPOIIECe, AJTH KA IIITO je jOIl YIO30pHO I'puKH (hrino30¢ ApUCTOTE CBAKU
TUPaHWH, T1a U ITI00aTUCTUYKH, 1 PEBOYLIMOHAD CE UCKIbYUY]Y.

O0ojeHe peBOIyILHjE WIH PpeBONyIHje 00ja Cy TOCTajae CHHOHUM 3a
HU3 porahaja unu npomena y 3emsbama Mceroune EBporne, onnocno EBpo-
asmje, kojuMa je y nepuony uzmely 2000-te u 2014-te roguHe y3 moapII-
ky CA/l mouio 10 cMeHe MOJUTHYKHX PEKUMa ca apryMEHTalUjoM Ja
Cy ayTOpUTapHH M TAaKO 3aMEH-CHU BiafaMa JIMOepaiHO-IeMOKpaTCKe, Y
cTBapu, mpo3amnanHe opujeHtanyje. OBe T3B. 000jeHE PEBONYIHOHAPHE
MPOMEHE Cy CacTaBHU JIEO CaBPEMEHE TEOIOJIUTHUKE M PaJAUKAIHOT Mpe-
KOMITOHOBamba caBpeMeHHnX MelyHapomuux omnoca. Kama anammsmpamo
yJOTY, 3Ha4yaj U moceOHO eeKTe OBUX NCEyAOPEBOIYLHOHAPHHUX MPOME-
Ha, npuMmehyjeMo /1a OHe He 3aJupy Yy MPOAYKIHMOHE OJHOCE, UHAYE IITO
j€ citydaj Ko/ TpaJuIMOHAIHAX KIIACHYHUX PEBOIIYIIH]ja, MaJla Y CBOjOj Jie-
CTPYKTUBHO] OpyTaJHOCTH YHMIITABajy LEIOKYITHY HAI[MOHAIHY €KOHO-
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MH]y ¥ OCTaBJbajy MyCTOI 1 3rapuinTa. Ha ocHOBY cBera pedeHor Hamehe
ce HEYMOJbUBH 3aKJbY4aK Jja cy 000jeHe peBONIyLHje AaHAC MHCTPYMEHT
TeONOIMTHYKUX MHTEpeca NIO0ATNCTHYKUX CUIIa Ha 3amajy, Ha 4eny ca
CAJl, y cTpateruju aajber OuyBama U MIHPCHA BUXOBHX UMIICPHjaTHUX
mohu, y miaHoBuMa npojopa Ha VcTok u ocBajamy u noaenu Pycuje, y
CTpaTeruju OCTBapHBama IJIaHeTpaHe xereMoHuje. OBaKo MpPOy3pOKOBa-
Ha JecTa0uiau3anyja MOJUTUYKHX CUCTeMa CYHITUHCKH oflallyje CBaku
JPYITBEHU KOHCEH3YC, IIOrOTOBO HAIIMOHAIIHM KOHCEH3YC, U TIOTCHIUpa
MEIIMjCKY arpecopcKy Nponaranay v NOJIUTHYUKY MPAaKCy KOH(IUKATa.

KoHn¢nukTHa HayuHa TeopHja, koja ce jaBuna 50-ux u 60-ux roguHa
20. Beka Kao aJTepPHATHBA CTPYKTYPAITHOM (YHKIIMOHATIM3MY M MO3UTHU-
BU3MY, ca HCHUM Haj3HauajHHjuM mnpomorepuma Ponmanom Kommucowm,
Jlyncom Kozepom u Pandom Jlapengopdhom, mmamMo cCHaXkaH yTHCaK, HUje
ce noceOHO OaBHiIa OBUM NPEBPATHUYKUM CIIOJbHUM HNOJIUTHYKUAM (heHO-
menuma (Bypuh u Cy6otuh, 2010). Pornan KonmuHcoBo Hay9HO cxBarame
KOje KOH(ITUKT MPeJICTaB/ba Kao ICHTPATHH MPoOIeM Y JPYIITBEHOM KU~
BOTY M KOjH IOKYIIIaBa Jla pa3BUje CHHTETUYKY TCOPH]y KOH(IIMKaTa, Koja
Ou MHTETprcana aHaJu3y MUKPO M MaKpo JPYIITBEHHUX M0jaBa, HEMPHUXBa-
TJBUBO j€ 32 aHAJIU3Y OBaKBUX MOJUTHYKUX (peHOMEHA Kao ITO Cy 000jeHe
peBouynuje, 6ap U3 pasiora BUXOBE JIE3UHTEIPUCAHOCTH U JICCTPYKTHB-
Hoctu (Mutposuh, 2008). KoHnukre, TOroTOBO peBOIYIIMOHAPHE MPO-
MEHe, OJIyBEK je N3a3uBaja HejeiHaKa Mojieia BPeJHOCTH, TIOCEOHO CTaTy-
ca JIOXOTKa U Mohu; 300r Tora 6u 000jeHe peBOITyIHje, KaKo 300T ’bHXOBOT
MOPEKJIa, TAKO U 300T MOJIUTHYKE CYyIITHHE, MOV Ae(pUHUCATH Kao aHTHU-
JIEMOKpaTCKe MOMUTHYKE (DEHOMEHE M KOHTPAPEBOIYITH]E.

3AK/bYYHA PASMATPAIbA

UyBeHu Tpuku Gpuio3od ApHUCTOTEN je y CBOjUM JeIMMa 3acTynao
CTaB Jla CBaKa THpaHHja MOYMBA Ha HENPABIU U JIa je TO Y3pPOK HecTaOuII-
HOCTH CHCTEMa U COLWjaTHUX peBoiynuja. Bemuku peBonyumonap lore
[em4eB My He poTuBpeyH, Beh cmarpa ,,aKko je TUpaHuja HaCHJbe, OHJIA je
peBOIyINja HACHIbE TIPOTHB HACUJba"'.

’KuBHMO y BpeMeHy He caMo ,,KOPUCHHUX MEHjCKUX UCTHHA, Beh u
,,KOPUCHUX Tpal)aHCKUX paToBa‘““ 1 ,,KOPHUCHUX 000jCHIX peBoTyIHja‘. Me-
JIMjU CY JO’KUBEIH BEJIMKY TPaHC(OPMALIH]y TaKo Jla HeMajy BHIIE 3a1aTaK
Jla TUIacupajy HCTHHUTE U 00jeKTHBHE nHpopMaIuje, Beh cy mocraiu npo-
MOTEp U OCMHUIIJBEHW MHCTPYMEHT YCMEpeH Ha onpeleHe nuibHE TpyTie.
Tako je moTpeOHO Jia ce MPOU3BE/ICHA 3a HAPYUHOIlA KOPUCHA UCTHHA OP30
MUY, KaKO O CBAKM JIEMaHAT ITOCTA0 3aKACHEO U CyBHINAH.

I'pahancky paToBH y MOJUTHKOIOTHJH, YOIIITE y JPYIITBCHUM Hay-
Kama, CTa/ajy y OHe IMOjMOBE KOjU ce Hajuernthe KOPUCTe y CMHUCITY OIIIII-
THX MeCTa, ITO Tpeba J1a 3HAYM Ja je HHUXOB CaJpikaj OIIITE MO3HAT U
HUje MmojieMHYKe rmpupozae. Melytum, caBpemMeHu rpajaHCKu paToBH, Tj.
bIXOBH Y3pOIH, OJCTYIajy O TOT IpaBHia, KaTacTpodanHe mocieane
Cy IPEBACXOJHO pEe3yNTaT U3y3eTHO HETaTUBHOT CHOJHHOT €KOHOMCKOT U
TTOJINTUYKOT YTHUIIAja.
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O0ojeHe peBONYyIHjE MIPEACTABIBA]y PEIATHBHO CIIOKEH CaBPEeMEHHU
TEONIOJINTHYKY (DEHOMEH M Ty HEMa MeCTa HUKaKBUM MHCTH(HKaLUjama.
OBe HOBE MOJIUTHYKE TI0jaBe CE€ HE MOT'Y Ha3BaTH PEBOIyIIHjaMa caMo 3aTo
mto ce mokpehy, opranusyjy 1 GuHaHCHPaAjy Y LEHTPUMA ITOJIUTHYKE, EKO-
HOMCKe U BojHe 1 Mohu y Bammnrrony u Bpuceny uiu camo 3ato 1mTo cy
MacoBHE U MonyJmcTH4ke. Fcropuja je 10 cama HeOpojeHo myTa mokas3ana
Ja y BpeMEHHUMA M3y3€THUX KpH3a W MCKYyIIeHha HapoJ MOXKe OUTH YIIOo-
TpeOJbeH U UCKOpHUIITNEH 32 MOOMINCAkhe U H3BOhEHe BeoMa Pa3TuINTHX
HaJIora 3a MOJUTHYKO AeJoBame. [1o CBOjuM OCHOBHMM CBOjcTBHMa 000je-
HE PEBOJyILIMje y CBUM OWTHHM €JIEMEHTHMA, MO TOPEKIy U caMoj TOJH-
THYKO] CYIITHHH, IPOTUBPEYE OCHOBHOM 3HAYCHY [10jMa PEBOIYLH]A.
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ORDERED AND PLANNED GEOPOLITICAL REVOLUTIONS

Summary: Coloured revolutions have become a synonym for geo-
political changes in the countries in South-Eastern Europe and in Eur-
asian countries. In those countries, the logistics and the support of the
USA have brought about changes of political regimes deemed to be
authoritarian, so that those were replaced by liberal-democratic pro-
West political elites. The first Orange Revolution is often considered
to be the one in Belgrade in October 2000, which was then followed
by similar revolutions in the former USSR — the Rose Revolution
in Georgia in 2003, the Orange Revolution in Ukraine 2004-2005
and 2014, and the Tulip Revolution in Kyrgyzstan in 2005. These
so-called coloured revolutionary changes are a part of contemporary
geopolitics and radical restructuring of international relations.

Key Words: coloured revolutions, changes from above and out-
side, useful truths, civil wars and revolutions.
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NOVI IMPERIJALNI UDAR NA BALKAN

Rezime: Razbijanje Jugoslavije i stvaranje satelitskih drzava od ne-
kadas$njih republika pretstavljaju glavne tacke sveobuhvatnog plana
novog udara. Razbijanje Srbije i uniStavanje socijalno-politi¢kih os-
nova srpskoga naroda u srpskim zemljama van Srbije se nastavlja.
Evropa je predvodena SAD-om izvrsila nevidenu oruzanu agresiju na
SR Jugoslaviju / Srbiju i Crnu goru) 1999. godine. Po posledicama
ona je viSe nego nuklearna. Pregovori u Rambujeu su poslednji poku-
Saj da se mirnim putim izade iz vestacki nametnute krize. Nazalost,
Americi je bio potreban krvavi rat da bi demonstrirala svoju mo¢ i
osvajacke namere prema istoku, prvenstveno Rusiji. Zapravo Rusija i
njena bogatstva su geostrateski glavni cilj Amerike i njenih zapadnih
saveznika.

Kljucne reﬁ: velike sile, geostrategija, balkanizacija, ,,Juzni tok®,
Rambuje, Sreder, Vili Vimer, Angela Merkel, Putin

BALKAN U GEOSTRATEGIJI VELIKIH SILA

Imperijalni zapad je u pripremi glavnog udara izvrsio istorijsku pre-
varu javnog mnjenja Evrope. Potkupivsi ve¢i deo srpske nacionalne elite,
otvorio je prostor za restauraciju kapitalizma. Narodu koji je decenijama
razvijao socijalisticko samoupravljanje u drustvenoj zajednici i radnoj sre-
dini je podmetnuta parola: ,,Ho¢emo promene, pa makar bilo gore”.

A onda se dogodila restauracija surove burzoaske pljacke i eksploa-
tacije u bivs§im socijalistickim zemljama Balkana. U ve¢ini bivsih republi-
ka radnici su preko noci ostali bez posla i prava na zZivot. Isterani na ulice
mnogi su shvatli da vise nisu radnici ve¢ orude robovlasnickog kapitaliz-
ma; ali ono sredstvo koje viSe nema pravo ni da govori. ,,Kapitalizam je
bolest ¢ovecanstva®, kaze filozof Alen Bajdu.! Izgleda da je Bajdu u pravu.

Ugasile su se fabrike na Balkanu, ¢ak i u Grckoj koja je i ranije bila
u kapitalizmu. Dojucerasnji radnici i gradani koji su se osecali subjektima
u svojim preduzec¢ima i mesnim zajednicama postali su sredstva za surovu
manipulaciju novopecenih kapitalista — tajkuna, medu kojima su zavidno
mesto zauzimali pojedini bivsi istaknuti komunisti.

Birokratska drzava neokapitaliza (tzv. hiperliberalnog) se distancira-
la od brige za radnike i gradane. Nestale su sa scene nekadasnje drustve-
no-politicke organizacije koje su po ustavu bile duzne da brane interese
radnika i gradana. Za kratko vreme su se umnozile nevladine organizacije,

1 ,,Tokom krize 1% stanovniStva je nastavio da povecava profit, a ostalih 99% je na gubitku.
Jedan odsto ljudi poseduje 45% svetskog bogatstva, a 10% stanovnistva raspolaze sa 86%
ukupnog bogatstva (,,Politika®, 23. X1 2014, 7).
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a partije i sindikati su se pretvorili u interesne grupe. Nema vise ko da brani
interese i zivotne potrebe ojadenog coveka i gradanina Srbije. Smanjivanje
ionako malih plata i penzija (kraj 2014) je zasada poslednji udar na nasu
tzv. srednju klasu. U ocajanju se rada novi fenomen ,,otpora‘“ — samoubija-
nje, se¢enje delova tela, samospaljivanje, samovesanje, zakivanje ruku po
ugledu na razapinjanje Isusa Hrista i dr. Bogati se bogate, a siromasni dalje
siromase, pruzajuci otpor samounistavanjem!

U sveopstem posrnucu crkva postaje najpopularnija organizacija u
svim biv§im socijalistickim zemljama, ukljuc¢ujuci Srbiju. Verske organi-
zacije — crkve, dzamije 1 dr. postale su glavno skupljaliSte nevoljnika. 1
njihovi ¢elnici — popovi, hodze i mnogi velikodostojnici se bogate na mu-
kama istog naroda.

Ako se posmatra savremena Evropa odmah ¢e se uociti posebnost
Balkana u geostrategiji velikih sila. Na jugu Evrope su pored Balkana Ape-
ninsko i Pirinejsko poluostrvo. Velike sile zapada su jedinstvene u podrsci
jedinstva ovih teritorija u okviru postoje¢ih drzava (Spanije, Portugalije i
Italije). Odbija se bilo kakva podrska pravu naroda na samoopredelenje
i energiéno insistira na oéuvanju jedinstvene Spanije i Italije. Iako naro-
je zapreceno ekskomunikacijom iz EU, Baskima isto. Pogotovu im se ne
dozvoljava ni pomisao na spajanje sa Baskima Francuske. Gusi se svaki
pokusaj separatizacije u severnoj Italiji, iako je u proslosti postojala mo¢na
Mletacka republika.

Na drugoj strani, na Balkanu su potsticani i direktno pomagani se-
paratisticki pokreti. Takav trend se nastavlja. Nemci i Amerikanci su ih
vojno pripremali. U toku je dalje stvaranje novih nacija, jezi¢ko i kulturno-
ekonomsko razbijanje pojedinih naroda. Posle stvaranja Kraljevine Srba,
Hrvata i Slovenaca u zapadnim imperijama su jacali centri okupljanja se-
paratista ovih naroda; zapadne sile su posle velikog rata odlucujuce uticale
na stvaranje zajednicke drzave slovenskih naroda na Balkanu. Prilikom
stvaranja su ugradile vazne elemente unutrasnjeg razdora. Podsetio bih na
ubistvo kralja Aleksandra Karadordevica (u Marselju 1934. godine) glav-
nog nosioca jedinstva zajedni¢ke drzave Juznih Slovena. Ni Francuska u
kojoj se dogodilo ubistvo prilikom zvani¢ne posete jugoslovenskog suve-
rena nije pokazala interes da istrazi ko su stvarni narucioci ubistva. Pripre-
mana je ¢itulja SFR Jugoslaviji odmah posle Tita.

Ali tada im je bio potreban sanitarni kordon prema novostvorenom
Sovjetskom savezu, a onda i prema nacistickoj Nemackoj. Posle Drugog
svetskog rata Amerikanci nisu uspeli da se stacioniraju vojno na prostori-
ma Jugoslavije, pa su to ucinili posle agresije koju je izvrSio NATO 1999.
Kada se urusio isto¢ni blok i SSSR prema ranije, prema utvrdenom planu
je razbijana SFR Jugoslavija. MIP Nemacke Genser i kancelar Kol ne bi
mogli bez pristanka Amerike da predvode godinama razbijanje Jugosla-
vije. Nemacki politiCar (drzavni sekretar 1988—1992, potpresednik Parla-
mentarne skupstine OEBS-a), Vili Vimer, obavestava kancelara Sredera
da Amerikanci zele da naprave vojnu bazu u centru Kosova, blizu srpskog
grada UroSevca. U njihovoj strategiji ona je trebalo da bude podignuta po-
sle Drugog svetskog rata, ali general Ajzenhauer nije uspeo u tome zato
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Sto su se promenile prilike u posleratnoj Jugoslaviji. Komunisti su dosli na
vlast pod pokroviteljstvom SSSR i Staljina. U pitanju je americka strategi-
ja priblizavanja granicama Ruske Federacije. On zakljucuje: ,,Na Kosovu
nije bila na delu nikakva humanitarna katastrofa. Zbog toga ni danas mno-
gi ne zele diskusiju o tom pitanju. Nemacka ambasada u Beogradu slala
je redovne izvestaje u Berlin i oni su u suprotnosti sa izjavama ministra
spoljnih poslova Fisera® (Smiljkovi¢, 2010: 490-492).

Vimer je ovaj svoj izvestaj sa zaklju¢cima zasnovao na informacija-
ma koje su se ¢ule na skupu najvisih pretstavnika u regionu koji je odrzan
posle agresije na SR Jugoslaviju u aprilu 2000. u Bratislavi — Slovacka. Or-
ganizator skupa je bio MIP SAD i spoljnopoliti¢ki institut Republikanske
stranke. Na ovom skupu je izvrSena rekapitulacija agresije na Jugoslaviju i
jasno potvdila strategija pretvaranja Kosova i Metohije u drzavu. Niko tada
nije izrazio kajanje zbog prenebregavanja Saveta bezbednosti, ve¢ podrzao
americ¢ko zadovoljstvo §to je uradeno ono $to je propusteno 1945. godine.

Ja se posebno zadrzavam na ovoj medunarodnoj konferenciji zapad-
njaka na kojoj su SAD i Velika Britanija demonstrirale vodstvo u realizaci-
ji imperijalne geostrategije. Ako se ima u vidu da je skup bio na najvisem
nivou (viSe predsednika vlada zapada), onda mora biti jasno da je imperi-
jalna strategija zapada pod vodstvom Amerike i dalje na snazi. Otkrivanje
Spijuniranja najvisih predstavnika saveznickih drzava od strane americke
obavestajne sluzbe i blaga reakcija potvrduje nepromenljivost karaktera
njene vladavine.

Nemacki ekskancelar Sreder je u beogradskoj ,,Politici“ vise godina
posle NATO agresije na SR Jugoslavuu izjavio da je to bila greska Zapada.
Srederovu ocenu agresije je javno podrzao stari Helmut Smit, bivsi vrlo
cenjeni kancelar Nemacke (Politika, 8. mart 2014). Imajuéi u vidu da je on
znao laznost argumenata sa kojim je americka propaganda nastupala pred
svetskom javnosc¢u kako bi je ubedila u opravdanost agresije bez odobrenja
Saveta bezbenosti, mora se postaviti pitanje u kakvom svetu zivimo.?

Narodima i drzavama na Balkanu na sve moguce nadine se onemo-
gucava medusobna slobodna komunikacija i dogovaranje o zajednickom
zivotu na jedistvenoj teritoriji. Stvaranja jedinstvene balkanske drzave je
ovom agresijom trajno zakovano. Umesto toga, velike sile zapada, uklju-
¢ujuci Tursku, nastavljaju da podrzavaju nacionalisticke pokrete i medu-
sobno sudaranje novostvorenih malih drzava Balkana. Pokusaji stvaranja
neke organizacije trajnije stabilne saradnje na Balkanu u kojoj bi nasli sebe
svi narodi unapred su osudeni na neuspeh (Davutoglu, 2014).

Istorisko iskustvo pokazuje da u narodima Balkana ima dovoljno po-
tencijala za saradnju, ali je uslov da je realizuju sami. U prethodna dva veka
narodi Balkana su na jadvite jade uspeli da se dogovore o zajednic¢koj borbi
za proterivanje Turske kao okupatora Balkana. Medutim, i taj savez je od-
mah naredne, 1913. godine, razbijen ratom izmedu Bugarske i Srbije, iz koga
su obe drzave izasle kao gubitnici, s tim $to je Bugarska izgubila Jedrene i
velike teritorije koje su uz pomoc¢ srpske vojske bile oslobodene od Turske;
strateski je izgubila mnogo vise, nego da je osvojila Zeljeni deo Makedonije.

2 Sreder je u to vreme bio kancelar Nemacke koja je predsedavala u Evropskoj uniji i u
grupi osam najrazvijenijih zemalja sveta. Vidi i: Stojanovi¢ 2014.
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Velike sile, prvenstveno Nemacka i Velika Britanija su odigrale glav-
nu ulogu u razbijanju ovog saveza. Da bi dugoro¢no onemogucili uslo-
ve jaCanja saveza iskovanog u oslobodilackom ratu, Britanci i Nemci su
ulozili napore u stvaranje nove drzave Albanije na Balkanu, a na Kosovu
separatistickog pokreta Albanaca kako bi se unapred destruisala saradnja
naroda u izgradni zajednicke buducnosti Balkana.

Posle Drugog svetskog rata kratko je trajala normalna saradnja iz-
medu balkanskih socijalistickih drzava. Propao je pokusaj stvaranja bal-
kanske federacije. Ispostavilo se da ona ne odgovara ni Staljinovoj kon-
cepciji buduéeg uredenja Evrope. Dimitrov, legendarni komunisticki lider
Bugarske, i Tito, proslavljeni voda partizanskog pokreta protiv fasistickih
okupatora, su zaustavljeni u startu dogovaranja o federaciji u koju bi usle
Bugarska i Albanija, a sukob izmedu isto¢nog bloka i Jugoslavije (INFOR-
BIRO 1948) tako je pokopao ideju federalizacije Balkana.

Vrseéi ulogu ambasadora tokom poslednje decenije XX-og veka u
Bugarskoj i Austriji — na istoku i zapadu — suocio sam se sa istom argu-
mentacijom protivnika stvaranja zajednicke drzave balkanskih naroda. Na
obe strane je velikosrpski nacionalizam ekspliciran kao prepreka osnivanju
i odrzanju takve drzave. Na bugarskoj strani Jugoslavija je tretirana kao
proSirena Srbija. Zapravo, tretirali su je kao veliku Srbiju. Na nemackoj
strani su je takode tako tretirali, ali sa snaznim naglaskom na njenom po-
vezivanju sa imperijalnim interesima Rusije na jugoistoku Evrope. Nemci
su smatrali da bi takva drzava predstavljala najvecu prepreku realizaciji
njihovih imperijalnih interesa. Mene je fasciniralo ponavljanje iste anti-
srpske argumentacije od starih sledbenika Hitlerove i Staljinove politike.?

U Haskom tribunalu glavna komponenta optuzbe protiv predsednika
Milosevic¢a sadrzala je ,,Veliku Srbiju”, a onda je dr SeSelj izjavio da je
, Velika Srbija“ programski cilj njegove partije, a ne Slobodana MiloSevi-
¢a. Tako je razbio glavnu komponentu optuzbe protiv predsednika Milose-
vica i drzave Srbije.

POLITIKA SUROVE MANIPULACIJE NARODIMA
BALKANA

Negativan pristup Balkanu kao delu evropske geografije karakteri-
Se konkretizaciju planova delovanja velikih sila na njegovoj evropeizaciji.
Naravno, za takav pristup veliku odgovornost snose politicke i intelktualne
elite Balkana; narocito oni njihovi delovi koji su neprekidno produkovali
ruzne slike o svojim drzavama i narodima.

Na zapadu je nastala sintagma: ,,Balkan bure baruta®. Tamo je nastao
takode termin ,,Balkanizacija®“. Ove sintagme su usle u politiCku termino-
logiju velikih sila, a preko njih u ostali svet. Vestom manipulacijom ovim
sintagmama imperijalni stratezi su uspeli da ih transponuju u sve sfere ku-
ture i obrazovanja. Toliko su u tome uspesni da smo i mi Srbi iste usvojili
kao nepromenljive istine o nama. Ovim terminima stratezi imperijalnog
zapada su ucinili i dalje ¢ine da svest sveta neprstano osvezavaju novim

3 Stari bugarski akademik, istori¢ar Todorov, naljutio se svojevremeno na mene $to sam mu
isprecrtavao u tekstu koji mi je dao na Citanje izraze ,,velikosrpski Sovinizam®.
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,,dokazima* da su sukobi medu narodima i drzavama na Balkanu i u njima
autenti¢ni; zapravo, da je priroda naroda i geografija Balkana takva da su
sukobi 1 nasilje nesto $to mu pripada po definiciji. Sistematski se izbegava
kulturna istorija Balkana i njeno utemeljenje u nastajanju Evrope i uticaja
Evrope na kulturni razvoj savremenog sveta.*

Od atentata u Sarajevu, 28. juna 1914. godine, Srbi su unaprede-
ni u glavne potpaljivace ,,bureta baruta“. Braneci svoju odluku o agresiji
na SR Jugoslaviju 1999, prevashodno na Srbiju, predsednik SAD-a, Bil
Klinton, pred ameri¢kim parlamentom okrivljuje Srbe. On ih okrivljuje i
za prethodne svetske ratove. Za njega su oni izazivaci svakog zla u svetu.
Svejedno je Sto su njegovi veliki prethodnici — predsednici Vilson i Ruzvelt
— pred istim parlamentom izneli zvani¢ne ocene o velikom doprinosu srp-
skog naroda u borbi saveznika u oba svetska rata.

U stvari, velike zapadne sile su kroz raniju istoriju u svojim prodori-
ma na istok morale preko Balkana; ,,Drang nach Osten je podrazumevao
prodor preko Balkana. Prisetimo se da su krstaski ratovi koje je evropski
zapad vodio na srednjem istoku, pod izgovorom oslobadanja Jerusalima,
odnosno Hristovog groba, ostavili tragove na Balkanu. Naime, krstasi su
na svom putu ka Jerusalimu prolazili preko Balkana i Carigrada. Srpski
vladar Stefan Nemanja je do¢ekao Fridriha Barbarosu na celu nemackih
krstasa u NiSu. Njegov sin Stefan, kasnije kralj Srbije, tom je prilikom sa
srpskom vojskom obezbedivao put krstaSima kroz Srbiju; na to podsecam,
jer tamo kuda su prolazili, nije cvetalo cvece.

Na zapadu se prenebregava mnogo vaznija ¢injenica — da je na Bal-
kanu nastala najstarija evropska civiliizacija. Stari Grei su stvorili temelje
savremene evropske kulture. Namerno se to ispusta iz vida, iako nema
oblasti nauke i kulture u kojoj velikani stare Grcke nisu udarili temelje. //i-
jada i Odiseja ostaju zauvek medu najstarijim najdragocenijim spevovima
sveta. A njih je Homer ispevao na Balkanu. U svetu najpoznatija srpska
narodna poezija nastala je na Balkanu. Osnovna stanovista najstarijih grc-
kih filozofa nisu prevazidena idr. Ali, sve to nije dovoljno da bi se Balkan
pominjao na zapadu u svetlu najvecih dostignuca.

Ako se povrsno pogledaju doprinosi svetskoj nauci, kulturi i sportu,
videce se da je Balkan u vrhu sveta. Isto tako, ako se uporedi ratno an-
gazovanje Balkana, videce se da preovladuju odbrambeni, oslobodilacki
ratovi njegovih naroda. Ako se ozbiljnije analiziraju ratovi medu narodima
i drzavama na Balkanu, nece biti teSko da se zakljuc¢i da su imperije Zapada
i Turska najodgovornije. Uostalom, i poslednji ratovi na Balkanu predstav-
ljaju bukvalno realizaciju interesa velikih sila zapada.

Zato ,,Balkanizacija“ i ,,bure baruta“ zapadnim silama sluze kao alibi
za realizovanje interesa na balkanskim prostorima. A zasto na njima? Zato $to
se preko njih prolazilo u ratnim pohodima na istok; sa njih se najbrze stize na
sever Afrike 1 na ruske granice. SAD nije mogla sebe da dozivi kao supersilu
dok nije napravila ,,Bondstil* — vojnu bazu na prostoru juzne srpske pokrajine.
Ona nije mogla da podnese da joj se na taj nacin osporava izuzezetnost.

4 A 1 kada se to ¢ini onda se kalkuse sa nedovoljno utvrdenim €injenicama o Juznim
Slovenima. Pa se prevashodno istiCe ono Sto su zabelezili germanski istoricari — da su
Sloveni svezi doseljenici na Balkanu.
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Osvojivsi silom prostore Balkana, Amerika je naterala srpsku vlast
da njena vojska uziva okupatorske pozicije u Srbiji. Nije imala razloge za
to, jer joj je Srbija bila oduvek prijateljska zemlja, a narod je prenebregao
i zla koja su mu naneta nemilosrdnim bomabardovanjima u Drugom svet-
skom ratu, da bi onda doziveo bomardovanje uranijumskom municijom
1999, ¢ije su posledice neizlecive.

Zapadnim silama nije dovoljno Sto ¢ine pomenuta zla, ve¢ u njih
ukljucuju na silu i druge drzave, prvenstveno nase susede. Tim narodima
to nije potrebno jer mi ostajemo da zivimo jedni pored drugih i kad produ
ratovi, a velike sile idu dalje u svojim osvajanjima i pljackama. Naravno,
uvlacenje satelita u ovakve akcije pretstavlja realizovanje politike ,,zavadi
pa vladaj“.

Zapadne sile su od Drugog svetskog rata pa nadalje razvijale i usavr-
Savale sredstva i metode propagande i agitacije, stigavsi do tacke, kada im
nije teSko da crno pretvaraju u belo i obratno. Uostalom, beli amerikanci
su svojim filmovima, koji su kod nas poznati kao vesterni, uspeli da od sta-
rosedelaca Amerike, Indijanaca, Crvenokozaca naprave monstrume protiv
kojih je ratovanje radi njihovog unasStavanja bilo neophodno da bi se svet
spasao katastrofe, a od crnih Afrikanaca robove koji jo§ uvek u novoj Ame-
rici ne uzivaju sva prava slobodnih gradana, ravnopravnih sa ostalima. Po-
stavlja se pitanje kako bi trebalo da se nazove takva drzava, kako bi trebalo
da se nazovu takvi ljudi i narodi koji su sebe proglasili izuzetnima. lako je
predsednik SAD postao crnac, SAD i dalje prednjaci u rasnoj segregaciji.

Nedavno sam slusao izjavu Baraka Obame na skupu najbogatijih ze-
malja u Australiji (Brizbejn, samit G20), ¢ija je glavna recenica glasila
— SAD je jedina supersila i to se mora znati. A onda je nastavljena prica o
izuzetnosti drzave i naroda ciji je predsednik. Normalan ¢ovek mora da se
pita kako to moze da izgovara jedan americki Crnac. I to nosilac Nobelove
nagrade za mir u svetu. A pored njega su predsednici Rusije, Kine, Japana,
Indije i dr. — predstavnici naroda koji su se potvrdivali i dalje potvrduju ne-
kim od izuzetnih civilizaciskih dostognuca; pa, zaboga, Rusi su spasli svet
od naci-fasizma, prvi se otisnuli u vasionu i dr. ; ili Kinezi ¢ija je kultura,
kako neki velikani sveta kazu, starija od istorije.

Socijalno-politi¢ki koreni osvajacke i kolonijalne politike su u ka-
rakteru kapitalizma Zapada, u stvari, svakog klasnog sistema. Koliko god
uspeju u osvajanju i eksploataciji, uvek im je malo. Zato dolazi do medu-
sobnih ratova kapitalistickih imperija kada na svojim podruc¢jima iscrpe
realizovanje svojih interesa. Uostalom, oba svetska rata su vodena oko pre-
raspodele svetskog bogatstva, a posle urusavanja socijalistickog sistema na
istoku, zapadne imperije su krenule u priblizavanje ruskim granicama kako
bi se domogle ruskih prirodnih bogatstava i unistile jednu od najmoénih
drzava u savremenoj istoriji. Podsetio bih na izjavu americke ministarke
Olbrajt koja je javno govorila o tome. Svejedno je Sto je i tamo kapitalisi-
ticki sistem.’

Srbija u tom kontekstu predstavlja strateskog saveznika Rusije pa je
zato treba pacifikovati, zapisali su ameri¢ki ideolozi i stratezi. Bugarsku
su ukljucili u EU dok je Rusija bila u krizi, a na Srbiji isprobavaju model

5 Alen Bajdu, isti intervju.
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porobljavanja malih naroda i drzava. A da bi SAD bila sigurna, od Srbije
trazi da se direktno konfrontira sa Rusijom. Trazi od vlade Srbije da uvede
sankcije Rusiji, prenebregavajuci istorijske i neposredne ekonomske razlo-
ge koji Srbiju sprecavaju u tome. Od srpskog rukovodstva se ocekuje da
anticipira njihove Zelje. Amerika bi da ekonomski, politicki i vojno protiv
Rusije nastupa EU, a da Srbija i Ukrajina u tome prednjace kako bi dobile
kartu za uc¢lanjenje u nju.

UniStavanje srpske privrede kroz embargo 90-tih, pa onda direktno
rusenje srpske industrije i vojnih objekata predstavljaju zavrsni ¢in poro-
bljavanja drzave i naroda. Tokom bombardovanja ostalo je mnogo nede-
montiranih projektila. Nemacki politi¢ar Vili Vimer u svojoj poslednjoj
knjizi pise o neeksplodiranoj bombi u zgradi generalStaba JNA u Beogra-
du. Jedino Amerikanci mogu da je demontiraju, ali to jo§ uvek nisu ucinili,
iako bi njeno eksplodiranje moglo da unisti ceo centar grada.® Ovaj ¢asni
Nemac smatra da su SAD i Nemacka zbog toga izmestili svoje ambasade
iz centra srpske prestonice.

INSTRUMENTALIZACIJA RELIGIOZNIH 1
NACIONALNIH RAZLIKA U FUNKCIJI NOVOG UDARA

Pripreme novog udara na Balkan su gotovo bezazleno zapocele sa
verskim pripremama buduceg krvavog rata. U tome su otiSle najdalje kato-
licka crkva i islamisti. U Jugoslaviji je u vreme formiranja muslimanske i
makedonske nacije doslo do podsticanja i podrske izgradnje verske infra-
strukture. Komunisticka rukovodstva su u funkciji stvaranja makedonske
nacije decenijama pomagala podizanje pravoslavne crkave u Mekedoniji
i dijaspori. U tom kontekstu je doslo do otcepljenja i osamostaljenja Ma-
kedonske pravoslavne crkve i njena antagonizacija koja je dovela do hap-
Senja vladike Ohridskog koji priznaje SPC. Naravno da ovaj sukob ide u
korist snagama koje produbljuju odvajanje dva bratska naroda. Imao sam
prilike da slusam neke od ambasadora starije generacije koji su u Australiji
i Kanadi otvarali nove crkve, $to je inace bilo nezamislivo kada je u pitanju
Srpska pravoslavna crkva i srpski ambasadori. Trebalo je da produ dece-
nije dok nije nastavljena izgradnja Hrama Sv. Save u Beogradu, zapoceta
krajem devetnaestog veka.

Katolic¢ka crkva pod ingerencijom Rima uvek je uzivala poseban sta-
tus u Jugoslaviji. Kakav je, neka posluzi podatak da se priprema proglase-
nje kardinala Stepinca za sveca. Katolickog prvosvestenika u Nezavisnoj
drzavi Hrvatskoj u vreme Drugog svetskog rata, kada su izvrSeni najveci
zlo¢ini u istoriji Balkana nad Srbima, u kojima su i direktno ucestvovali
mnogi katolicki svestenici. Ostalo je upaméeno da su neki od njih odvodili
mlade ustase u osnovne Skole da ih prakti¢no poducavanju klanju srpske
dece.

6. ,,Bis heute ist der Zunder nich zu entscharfes es sei den, man cieht US-amerikkanische
specijalisten heran. Das ist bis heute nicht geschehen,sodas nicht nur das risige Gebaude
des Generalschabs, sondern auch eine der Hauptadern Belgrads noch immer ein
scherklicher Schaden droht” /Viederkehr der hasardeure fon Volfgang Effenberger und
Villi VimmerZeitgeistGermany2014. 465/.



YACOIIUC 34 IPYIITBEHA ITUTARA, KYITYPY U PETHOHAJIHU PA3BOJ

U pripremama razbijanja Jugoslavije izgradnja novih verskih ustano-
va je uzela maha sredinom sedamdesetih godina kada je donet novi Ustav
SFRIJ. Ona se nastavlja i dalje. Za¢udujuce je da strani faktori iz musliman-
skih zemalja istoka ulazu ogromna sredstva u izgradnju velelepnih dzamija.
U izgradnji novih fabrika i uopste u podizanju privrednih objekata, gde bi
nasli posao mnogobrojni mladi ljudi, dosada nije niSta uradeno. Naprotiv,
restauracija kapitalizma dovela je do gaSenja tekstilne fabrike ,,Raska™ u
Novom Pazaru u kojoj je radilo vise hiljada Zena, pretezno muslimanki.” U
Novom Pazaru, Tutinu i Sjenici broj nezaposlenih medu mladima prelazi
50%. Nazalost, nije izgradena parama sa istoka nijedna velelepna fabrika
ili Skola, ali dzamije su gradene u svakom zaseoku pored nekoliko lepotica
koje mogu da stanu u red sa najlepsim i najve¢im u svetu.

U ovom kontekstu zasluzuje posebnu paznju dugorocna strategi-
ja Turske. U njoj je ,,briga” o muslimanima Balkana na najvisem nivou.
Predsednik drzave Erdogan i aktuelni premijer prof. dr Davutoglu otisli su
toliko daleko u usmeravanju imperijalne politike na Balkan da dovode u
pitanje normalne odnose medu narodima i drzavama. Erdogan je vise puta
izjavljivao da mu je Alija Izetbegovi¢, lider ratne opcije, ostavio Bosnu u
amanet; kao da je u pitanju njegova licna imovina, a za Kosovo je izjavio
da predstavlja deo Turske.

Mi na Balkanu smo stigli do tacke kada bi trebalo da se opredelju-
jemo ko je za Tursku, a ko za Nemacku, jer obe ove imperije polazu vise
prava na nase zemlje negoli mi. Ove su prevazisle SAD i Rusiju po svojim
udelima u realizovanju posebnih interesa na Balkanu. Nemacka kancelarka
nije reagovala na izjave i delovanje ovih turskih lidera, ali zato strogo pazi
da Srbi u Rusiju ne izvezu viSe paradajza i paprike, jer se navodno i na taj
nacin jaca uticaj Rusije na Balkanu.

Cepanje srpsko-hrvatskog jezika, a onda stvaranje noviih jezika na
novoj drzavnoj osnovi predstavlja opasan korak ka produbljivanju sukoba
na nacionalnoj osnovi. Posle razbijanja SFR Jugoslavije samo deobe su
ispunjavale 1 dalje ispunjavaju ,,zajednicki zivot” na Balkanu. U Srbiji je
po ugledu na BiH uvedeno posebno skolstvo za decu Bosnjaka i muslima-
na, iako medu nama nema razlika, koje su samo na liniji Bo$njaci—Srbi. U
pitanju je vestac¢ko proizvodenje razlika. Ono je jo§ evidentnije na relaciji
Srbi i Crnogorci. Ovi drugi su sve do Drugog svetskog rata imali tretman
najcistijih 1 najborbenijih Srba. Razbijanje SR Jugoslavije se nastavilo u
suzavanju prava srpskog naroda koji u Crnoj Gori i posle poslednjeg po-
pisa predstavlja ve¢inu. Preti opasnost dalje eskalacije sukoba na srpsko-
crnogorskoj osnovi u Crnoj Gori (Vukovi¢, 1990).

Istorijsko iskustvo nas uci da insistiranje na razlikama, pogotovu
njihovo proizvodenje i stavljanje na pijedestal bitnosti u odnosima medu
ljudskim zajednicama, koje dele zajednicki zivotni prostor i uslove zivota,
vodi u sigurne sukobe.

7 Ta fabrika je ostala upamc¢ena po izuzetnoj ulozi u amancipaciji zena, najvise muslimanki
Raske oblasti.
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SRBI U GEOSTRATEGIJI BELIH IMPERIJA

U poslednja dva veka (devetnaesi 1 dvadeseti) imperijalni zapad je
preduzumao razli¢ite mere kako bi onemoguéio narode Balkana da ute-
melje jedinstven balkanski identitet. Tokom srpskog oslobodilackog rata i
revolucije poCetkom devetnaestog veka onemogucavali su stvaranje jedin-
stvenog srpskog fronta na Balkanu. Pogotovu ukljucivanje drugih naroda
koji su takode u prethodnim vekovima delili sudbinu Srba pod imperi-
jalnom upravom turskog carstva. Napoleon Bonaparta je rusio carstva po
Evropi kako bi uspostavio novi svetski poredak, ali u srpskom oslobodilac-
kom ratu 1804-1813. godine direktno je pomagao tursku imperiju, u to vre-
me najzaostaliju po karakteru drzavnog uredenja i eksploataciji balkanskih
naroda. Srpske vode su pokusale da uspostave saradnju sa Napoleonom u
uverenju da ¢e shodno svojoj ideologiji pruziti podrsku srpskom narodu u
njegovoj borbi za slobodu.

Srbi sa prostora Austrougarske su sprecavani na razli¢ite nacine da se
ukljuce u borbu protiv turske okupacije, a kada su pobede srpskih ustanika
postale ocigledne, onda su stizale ponude za saradnju pod uslovom da se
osvojena sloboda zameni za novu tudinsku upravu. Narocito je porastao
austrijski pritisak posle oslobodenja Beograda 1806. godine. Francuzi i
Nemci su istovremeno preduzimali mere spre¢avanja stizanja pomo¢i Sr-
bima sa ruske strane. Na ove istorijske ¢injenice podse¢am zato §to se i po-
sle dvesta godina nastavlja ista matrica onemogucavanja saradnje sa Rusi-
jom. lako sa zapadne strane tokom tzv. tranzicije, Srbija i Srbi dozivljavaju
najteze udare — satanizaciju, izolaciju, pa agresiju 1999.

Posebni imperijalni interesi su na prvom mestu, odnosno oni su vo-
dilja politike i u vreme sukoba medu imperijalnim silama. Napoleonu je
draza imperijalna, azijatski uredena Turska od srpskih slobodara kojima
su bliski ciljevi koje on u ime Francuske revolucije proklamuje. Nemci su
vodilli vise ratova sa Turskom u vreme njenog vladanja na Balkanu. Uvek
su pozivali Srbe i ostale porobljene narode upomo¢, ali bi u pregovorima
sa Turskom uvek zaboravljali na interese srpskog i ostalih naroda koji su
ucestvovali u ratu. Odnos Rusije prema hris¢anskim narodima Balkana bio
je drugaciji.

Posebnu brigu za sprecavanje veceg uticaja Rusije u Srbiji i na Bal-
kanu uopste i dalje pokazuje Nemacka. Medunarodni pritisci povecavali
su se iz dana u dan sa priblizavanjem predsedavanja u OEBSU (1. januar
2015). Kancelarka Merkel otvoreno je govorila o ruskoj antizapadnoj poli-
tici na Balkanu. Nemacki politi¢ki nedeljnik ,,Spigl“ sve otvorenije je pisao
o zabrinutosti nemacke vlade zbog jacanja ruskog uticaja na Balkanu. Na
samitu G20 u Australiji zapadnjaci su podjednako ostro kritikovali Rusiju,
kako zbog njenog uticaja u Ukrajini, tako i na Balkanu. Angela Merkel je,
pored ostalog, na Loui institutu za medunarodnu politiku izjavila: ,,Ne radi
se samo o Ukrajini. Radi se o Moldaviji, Gruzijii, ako ¢e tako i¢i dalje,
¢ovek se mora zapitati, mora li se Rusija pitati za dozvolu za Srbiju, mora
li se pitati za ostale zemlje Balkana®.®

8 ,,Uzbuna u Berlinu zbog ruskog prodora na Balkan®, Politika, 18. X1 2014.
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Dakle, nemacka kancelarka se otvoreno protivi jacanju ruskog eko-
nomskog uticaja. Ona je direktno izvrsSila pritisak na rukovodstvo Srbije
da se ne potpise sporazum sa Rusijom o davanju diplomatskog statusa srp-
sko-ruskom humanitarnom centru u Nisu. Inace je sporazum bio spreman
za potpisivanje 16. oktobra 2014. Angela Merkel javno dovodi u pitanje
srpsko-ruski civilni humanitarni centar smesten na niSkom aerodromu. Na-
vodno, zato $to su u njemu locirani ruski $pijuni. Njoj naravno ne smeta $to
se americki vojnici po sporazumu SOFA slobodno Setaju po Srbiji i uzivaju
veca prava od srpskih gradana. Smeta gospodi Merkel ruska baza u Nisu
za vanredne humanitarne situacije u Srbiji i susednim zemljama, ali joj ne
smeta $to istovremeno americki EF-BI-AJ otvara klju¢nu ekspozituru za
$pijunske poslove u centru Beograda. Drzave Balkana su dovedene u situ-
aciju da ne smeju ni poklone da prime od Rusije, a kamoli da ulaze u vece
ekonomsku, pogotovu, politicku saradnju.

Kao Sef vlade najuticajnije evropske zemlje podrzala je zaustavljanje
izgradnje ,,Juznog toka®, a da pri tome zajedno sa ostalima nije obezbedila
alternativu za snabdevanje gasom i naftom zemljama kroz koje treba da
prode gasovod. Kancelarka kritikuje Rusiju, a pri tome se prema Srbiji i
ostalim drzavama Balkana ponasa kao prema nemackom posedu. Postavlja
se niz pitanja kojima se dovodi najdirektnije njihovo pravo i obaveza da
brinu o snabdevanju energenitima svoje zemlje. Dobro je Sto Madarska i
druge zemlje EU kroz koje treba da prode ,,Juzni tok* dizu glas otpora.

Andreas Sokenhof, dugogodinji savetnik Angele Merkel, kao pred-
stavnik kluba njenih poslanika u Bundestagu je postao poznat kod nas i EU
po ostrini kritika Srbije. On je predstavio svetskoj javnosti dodatnih sedam
uslova Srbiji na njenom putu ka i integraciji u EU. I dalje se Srbijom Setaju
razni predstavnici Nemacke koji izjavlju kako se od Srbije ne trazi da uve-
de sankcije Rusiji. Premijer Vuci¢, kao i bilo koji politicki pismen covek
u Srbiji, zna $ta znace takve izjave, pa je prinuden da neprestano ponavlja
da je Srbija nezavisna drzava i da niko ne moze da joj nareduje kome da
uvodi sankcije.

Nemacka imperijalna vertikala je o¢igledna. Ona se nastavlja na ra-
zne nacine.

Milos Kazimirovi¢, dopisnik ,,Politike* iz Beca, prenosi izjavu vi-
sokog zvani¢nika MIP-a Nemacke: ,,Nemacka zeli da pridobije Srbiju kao
kljuénog partnera na Balkanu. Ali, budimo iskreni, nekim krugovima u
Berlinu ne odgovara visoki stepen samostalnosti koji bi Srbija sebi mogla
da obezbedi odrzavajuci bliske veze sa Rusijom. Tim krugovima odgova-
raju drzavice koje nemaju ¢ime da se odupru ekonomskom diktatu velikih.
Prisetite se s tim u vezi, kako je EU zu¢no reagovala kada je Kipar zapao u
ekonomsku krizu i zatrazio pomo¢ od Rusije®.’

Na ovoj liniji nasiroko se piSe u nemackoj Stampi o odgovornosti St-
bije za Prvi svetski rat. U tom kontekstu se daje prioritetno mesto knjigama
koje povezuju odgovornost Srbije za oba svetska rata sa zlo¢inima koji su
se dogodiili u Srebrenici 1995, ali se pri tome prenebregavaju zlo¢ini nad
Srbima u tom kraju koji su prethodili tragicnom dogadaju. Ovo je jo$ jedan
primer kako velike sile na Balkanu realizuju politiku kopanja jaza mrznje

9 ,,Rusko-nemacka bitka za Srbiju®, Politika, 19.novembar 2014, 5.
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medu narodima Balkana. U ovom konkretnom sluc¢aju se radi o narodima
koji se medusobno razlikuju, prevashodno na religioznoj osnovi.

Umesto da se pri$lo stvaranju jedinstvenog srpsko-muslimanskog fronta
osude zlo¢ina koji su se dogodili nad Srbima i muslimanima, sve $to je dosada
¢injeno sa strane oficijelnog zapada islo je u prilog osude Srba. Umesto za-
jedni¢kog obelezavanja dana i mesta zrtava na tim prostorima i u celoj BiH,
nastavlja se politika onemoguc¢avanja Srbima da u Sarajevu i na vise drugih
mesta u Federaciji podignu spomen-obelezja srpskim civilnim zrtvama.

Neprestano se pronalaze novi dokazi za zlo¢ine Srba na prostorima
bivse Jugoslavije. U tome s pravom prednjace srpski policijski i sudski
organi. Medutim, nema istrazivanja i pronalazenja krivaca za zlocine nad
Srbima. Ako se dogodi da nekog kao Nasera Ori¢a iz Bosne ili Ramusa
Haradinaja sa Kosova izvedu pred sud, onda se prelazi preko velikih zloci-
na, ¢ak i onih koje su oni izneli u pisanim dokumentima, knjigama i bivaju
osudeni za najmanje zlocine; ili se i preko toga prelazi.

SRBIJA NI NA NEBU NI NA ZEMLJI

U narodu se odomacila geopoliticka pozicija Srbije koju je navodno
definisao Sveti Sava: ,,Srbija je istok za zapad, a zapad za istok“. Posle
2000. godine u politicki govor zapada usla je nova geopozicija Srbije. Bal-
kan se geopoliticki odreduje kao istocni i zapadni i koji pripada Evropi,
a Srbija, kao centralni deo Balkana, uglavnom se tretira kao istok iako je
okruZena sa istoka 1 juga EU.

lako Srbija zauzuma centralni deo Balkana, zapadne sile su je okruzi-
le svojim direktnim dirigovanjem nasim komsijama da u svako doba moze
sa neke strane da dozivi udarac. Tako u situaciji srpsko-albanske utakmi-
ce u Beogradu koja je trebalo da se zavrsi kao novi doprinos prijateljstva
medu narodima na Balkanu, albanska strana izaziva medudrzavni skandal,
a onda pod pritiskom Amerike albanski premijer Rama dolazi u Beograd u
ranije dogovorenu posetu. Koristi posetu da skandal sa albanskom zasta-
vom na dronu koji je spusten na stadion u Beogradu podrzi.

Hrvatska neocekivano podize temperaturu odnosa sa Srbijom na zva-
nican evropski nivo. Evropska skupstina usvaja rezoluciju koju je pred-
lozio njen parlament i kojom se Srbija optuzuje za to Sto se nije ogradila
od Seseljevih nacionalisti¢kih izjava. Najcini¢nija je kritika Srbije 3to se
nije pobunila protiv odluke Haskog suda da dr Seselja pusti privremeno na
slobodu. Ista skupstina se nije setila da u toku 12 godina njegovog tamno-
vanja postavi pitanje zasto ga sud toliko dugo drzi bez presude u pritvoru.
Dakle, Hrvatska je pokrenula antisrpsku kampanju u Briselu, a nije u sta-
nju da Srbima garantuje osnovna ljudska prava.

Ljudi ne mogu da se vrate u svoje kué¢e — hrvatski peva¢ Tompson
pred punim stadionima peva srbomrzacke ustaske pesme. Poziva na pokolj
preostalih Srba u Hrvatskoj. Drzava nije u stanju da spreci razbijanje ta-
bli na drzavnim institucijama koje su ispisane ¢irilicom. Ne vrac¢a hiljade
ikona SPC, a o vra¢anju imovine prognanim Srbima se ne razgovara u
hrvatskom saboru i dr.
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Rumunija sa kojom smo tradicionalno u prijateljskim odnosima po-
kre¢e po necijem nalogu pitanje polozaja Vlaha, Bugarska neka pitanja
svoje manjine. Srpska strana je uvek bila iznenadena takvim udarima iako
se zna da Amerikanci i Nemci mogu kada hoce da angazuju susede protiv
vlasti Ever Hodze niSta se ozbiljno nije promenilo u polozaju Srba. Sa
srpske strane nikada nije postavljano pitanje Sta se dogodilo sa Srbima koji
su posle stvaranja Jugoslavije ostali tamo. Srpska nacionalna manjina u
Albaniji je najugrozenija na tlu Evrope.

Nazalost, pitanje polozaja Srba u susednim zemljama nije ozbiljno
postavljano ni u jednoj Jugoslaviji, a ni u Srbiji posle pada socijalisticko-
radikalske vlasti. U SFR Jugoslaviji se brinulo o Hrvatima i Slovencima u
susednim zemljama. Ako bi negde u Austriji pao neki putni znak na slove-
nackom jeziku, ulagani su protesti.

Srbija nije postavljala nijednom ozbiljno pred EU pitanje progona
Srba iz Hrvatske dok je za to bilo pravo vreme, tako da je viSegodiSnje
pregovaranje Hrvatske sa Unijom proslo bez srpskih ozbiljnih primedaba,
iako je u njoj vrseno.

Tri puta genocid nad Srbima u dvadesetom veku. Stvaranje kraljevi-
ne Jugoslaije pokrilo je zlo¢ine nad Srbima. Njeno obnavljanje posle Dru-
gog svetskog rata je drasti¢no ublazilo odgovornost NDH zbog nevidenih
zloCina, a proterivanje Srba iz tudmanovine se prebacuje na racun Srba
i Srbije; u pitanju je oko 500 hiljada neduznih gradana Hrvatske koji su
stradali zato $to su Srbi.

NEMACKA U RAZBIJANJU SFR JUOSLAVLJE I SRBIJE

Posle rusenja berlinskog zida Nemacka vlada Kola i Gensera ustre-
mila se na razbijanje SFR Jugoslavije. Pokazalo se da su njihove pripre-
me trajale jako dugo da bi pravo imperijalno lice moglo da se pokaze u
Mastrihtu, gde je naterala drzave EU, na Celu sa Francuskom, da prihvate
nemacki ultimatum o priznavanju otcepljenja Slovenije i Hrvatske. Narav-
no, sa zakaSnjenjem doznajemo o velikoj prevari Rusije koja je prethodila
rusenju berlinskog zida. Usmeno je dato obecanje na najvisem nivou da
Isto¢na Nemacka bude neutralna posle akta ujedinjenja i da NATO ne pre-
koracuje tadasnje granice, pogotovu da se ne §iri na prostore nekadasnjeg
istocnog bloka.

Kol i Genser su najdirektnije prevarili Gorbacova, $to nije novo u po-
nasaju vaznih nemackih lidera, Sirokogrudim obe¢anjima da ¢e Nemacka
posle ujedinjenja biti vrlo kooperativna u razvoju dobrih odnosa sa Rusi-
jom.'" Tom prilikom su neuobicajeno ubedljivo iskazali stav da nece do-

10 Steta $to nisu ¢itali Memoare Prote Mateje Nenadovica; naisli bi na nezaboravni zapis-
amanet Alekse Nenadovi¢a — jednog od najuglednijih srpskih voda u ratovima protiv
Turske. Ogorcen na izneveravanje srpskog naroda u austro-nemackom ratu krajem 18.
veka, u kome su Srbi masovno ucestvovali u borbi protiv Turaka, poru¢uje potomcima: ...
i¢i ¢u od manastira do manastira i kazivati svakom kaluderu i popu, da u svakom manastiru
zapiSu, da vise nikad ko je Srbin Nemcu ne veruje” (Memoari Prote Mateje Nenadovica,
Politika, 2005, 53).
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zvoliti Sirenje NATO-a i njegovo angazovanje na prostorima nekadasnjeg
istocnog bloka. Nazalost, osim izjava nije potpisan nikakav medudrzavni
sporazum na koji bi Rusija mogla da se pozove. Secajuci se tog vremena
kada je Gorbacov pregovarao joS uvek se u svetu oko nas nije mnogo pro-
menilo, a tada se najavljivala nova era u odnosima istoka i zapada.

Ja podsecam na ovo delovanje nemackih lidera, jer su oni svoje bla-
gorodno ponasanje u vreme kada su se borili za mirno ujedinjenje dve
Nemacke preko noé¢i promenili. Zamenili su ga drskim nametanjem volje
ostalim ¢lanicama EZ u Mastrihtu u pitanju dalje sudbine SFR Jugoslavi-
je, a kasnije nastavili u istom imperijalnom tonu. Novo-staro imperijalno
ponasSanje najdrasti¢nije demonstriraju prema Srbiji. Ne zaboravimo pre-
te¢i prst kancelarke Merkel upravljen predsedniku Tadic¢u; u stvari Srbiji.
Ultimativno je zahtevala od Srbije da prihvati Kosovo kao nezavisnu dr-
zavu pod uslovima koje ona odreduje u ime Nemacke. Ne treba posebno
poznavanje medunarodnih odnosa da bi se shvatilo da je to demonstracija
imperijalne mo¢i pred svetskom javnoscu."

Da bismo shvatili kako se vodi imperijalna politika u germanskoj
varijanti, podseticu da su se na javna upozorenja Sta su obecali Gorba-
¢ovu, odnosno Rusiji ironi¢no osmehivali, direktno naglasavaju¢i da ih
takva obecanja ne obavezuju. Za takvo ponaSanje su imali podrsku svojih
kolega sa zapada. Svejedno da li je podrska iznudena ili dobrovoljna. Sa-
svim je izvesno kakva je morala biti americka podr§ka. U medunarodnim
odnosima izjave kakve su davali ovi lideri imaju tezinu odredenih medu-
narodnih ugovora. Tesko je zamisliti da bi predsednik ili ministar neke
manje drzave mogao tako da postupi. Doziveo bi ne samo javne kritike 1
osude, ve¢ bi doslo i do konkretnih medudrzavnih, bilateralnih reakcija, ali
na zapadu mogli su jedino Amerikanci nemackim tadasnjim liderima da
iskazu kritiku na ignorantski odnos prema Rusiji, $to bi u krajnjoj instanci
bilo normalno, jer su joj bili saveznik u Drugom svetskom ratu; medutim,
ocigledno im je imponovalo nemacko ponizavanje Rusije.

U ovom kontekstu bih podsetio da su pomenuti lideri Nemacke u
vezi sa pripremama razbijanja Jugoslavije duzi period kontaktirali sa od-
govaraju¢im ljudima iz susednih drzava. Kol je najvise komunicirao sa
austrijskim predsednikom Valdhajmom, a takode je koordinirano radio na
istom poslu i tadasnji austrijski ministar spoljnih poslova Mok, dok tadas-
nji kancelar Vranicki iz SD partije nije pristajao na razbijanje Jugolavije.
To vazi i za viSegodiSnjeg kasnijeg Sefa austrijske drzave — dr Hansa Fise-
ra. Mislim da u ovom kontekstu ne treba prenebregavati istinu da vodeci
ljudi zapadnih drzava nisu jednoumni.

U kontekstu utvrdivanja temeljnosti imperijalnog neprijateljstva pre-
ma Srbima i Srbiji treba se vra¢ati misljenju, odnosno stavu engleskog lor-
da Alfreda Sermana. U pitanju je istaknuti publicista i nekadasnji savetnik
premijerke Velike Britanije Margaret Tacer. On kaze u NIN-u 16. septem-
bra 1994, odgovarajuéi na pitanje novinara: ,,Vi ste, Milorde, retki medu

11 Zivadin Jovanovi¢, predsednik Beoforuma za svet ravnopravnih: ,,Paznju izazivaju
ucestale izjave nemackog predsednika Joakima Gauka da Nemacka mora biti spremna da
svoje nacionalne interese u inostranstvu brani i oruzanom silom* (re¢ na medunarodnoj
konferenciji ,,Prvi svetski rat — poruke coveCanstvu®, Beograd, 17. 9. 2014).
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Englezima koji uporno brani poziciju Srba“. Takode i: ,,Medunarodna za-
vera sa ciljem uniStenja Srbije veliki je zlo€in protiv Covecnosti i moze se
uporediti sa ¢etvrtim krstaskim ratom, sa crnackim ropstvom, Hitlerovim
holohaustom i sa Staljinovom represijom. Ja ne pominjem Minhenski dik-
tat. Ocigledno je namera Nemacke i SAD-a da uniste Srbiju i da odvoje
Kosovo i Sandzak. U tom kontekstu ¢ak saraduju sa [ranom* (Smiljanic¢ i
Krsmanovi¢, 2014: 15).

U pitanju Sirenja i daljih uredivanja Evropske zajednice Nemacka
se ponasa kao supersila. Angela Merkel je odredila viSegodiSnju pauzu u
primanju novih ¢lanica u Evropsku uniju, te tako veci broj balkanskih dr-
zava ostaje na ¢ekanju. Novi predsednik Saveta EU, odnosno vlade, Jun-
ker, kandidovao se kao nosilac programa usporavanja Sirenja EU u skladu
sa politikom gvozdene kancelarke. Odredio je po nalogu Merkelove da u
vremenu od pet godina niko ne treba da ocekuje ¢lanstvo, cak iako ispuni
zaoStrenije uslove, a oni su za Srbiju sve zaoStreniji.

Za nemacke lidere je karakteristicno da su vrlo brizljivi prema dr-
zavama koje su bile ratni saveznici Nemacke. Bugarska i Hrvatska su pri-
mljene bez vecih teSkoca. Moze se rec¢i po ubrzanom programu. Hrvatska
nije ispunila onovne uslove koji se ticu ljudskih prava Srba. Ne samo da
nije ubrzan njihov povratak svojim ku¢ama, ve¢ se i dalje razbijaju table
ispisane ¢irilicom u mestima gde Srbi ¢ine ve¢inu. U Haskom kazamatu je
oko dvadeset Srba umrlo ¢ekajuéi sudenja i presude, a da ne potse¢amo da
nije bilo nikakvih reakcija velikih sila dok su spaljivane knjige napisane
¢irilicom. Casni hrvatski intelektualci su s pravom to nazivali kulturnim
genocidom. Evropska unija je ¢utala sve dok njena skupstina nije donela
deklaraciju povodom Seseljevih izjava, a Srbija je optuzena §to nije pro-
testvovala protiv njegovog privremenog pustanja. Naravno, nije se niko
setio da opomene haski sud Sto dvanaest godina nije u stanju da donesese
presudu povodom optuzbi protiv dr Vojislava Seselja.
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