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HEOJIMBEPA/THA N1 IIOCT/IMBEPAJTHA EBPOIIA

Caxerak: IIntame yspoka u nocieguia 1989. pasmarpa ce Kao NuUTame pasBoja U
edekara HeonubepanHe Espore. Obpasnaxe ce Kako je ped o Mpolecy ryOuTka cyBepe-
HITETa VM HOIUTUYKOT Cy6jeKTUBNTETA Tj. O IIPOMOLIjY MHAMBYAYaTUCTUYKOT aTOMU3Ma
U Ujieonoruje ,,/byICKMX Mpasa“ Koja, opeJ; 0CTAJION, 3aBpIIaBa U Y ,XyMaHUTaPHOM MH-
BepBeHUMOHN3MY . BuHapuu cet penanyja usmeby ,ToTanurapusma’ u ,geMoxparuje’,
Kao 1 mpatehn mojam ,,TpaH3uiuje’, 06e36emumM Cy npepnacT mubepanusMa Ha Ipak-
TUYHO CBUMM HMBOMMA JIOK je Ha T€ONONMUTIYKOj PaBHM OBaj KOHCTPYKT KOPECIIOHANPAO
ca xeremonujoM CAJl y EBpomn - mTo ce moHajbose youasa Ha mpumepy EY. Ilopen
Heo/nmbepasHoT, YTUIIAj Ha OBe IIpoIlece MMAo je ¥ MOCTMOJEPHM AUCKYPC. Y 3aK/BYUKY
ce amocTpodupajy jemHaKOCT, MCTMHCKA IeMOKpPaTHja U MOBpaTakK Jp)KaBU Kao OCHOBE
noctnbepante EBpore 21. Bexa.

KipydHe peun: HeonubepanusaM, CyBepeHUTET, IOMUTIYKY CYOjeKTUBUTET, IpaBa
meMokparuja, EBporma.

Tpujymd nmonmTnykor, eEKOHOMCKOT
U APYUITBEHOT Heonubepanusma

ITap BepimHckor 3uzja Ha CUMOOIMYKOM U PO TUIKOM IUIAHy O3HAYMO je Ipe-
BJIACT IIpolieca Koju cy Beh IoueTKOM ocampjeceTux 3axBaTuliu KOHTMHEHT: Mo je To,
IIpe CBera, Mpujyme nonuiiuukoi, ekoHOMCKOI U gpyuiiieerol Heonubepanusma y Eepoiiu.
Y ToM cBeTy, ped je 0 UCTOPMjCKOj MpeKpeTHUIN uuju eeKTH IpeBasuIase CTaHaap-
IM30BaHE CMEHe e/UTa M MOMUTUYKUX IIAaTPOPMU Tj. TIPOMEHA IIE/IOKYIIHE Mapajur-
Me IIOfipasyMeBajia je TEeKTOHCKe Ipeobparkaje Ha ersMCTeHLMjalHoj U MeTadU3NIKOj
paBuu. IllTtaBumre, y Kojoj mepu je 1989. mpemcraB/bana MpeKPETHUILY C TATEKOCEXK-
HMM TEOPUjCKMM M IpPaKTMYHMM IIOCIefMIjaMa IIOHajbo/be ce yoyaBa 13 aHajm3e
tpancdopmanmja CTapor KOHTMHEHTA Koje Cy yCIefuIe Tj. Koje ¢y obenexune Esporry
Ha Kpajy XX u Ha movyetkKy XXI Beka. PeTpoakTuBHa aHa/nmsa, Jakje, Ha pasIMIUuTUM
HUBOMMa IEMOHCTPMPA KaKO je, HajIpe U y eCEHIIMjaTHOM CMUCITY, Tafi bepiuuckor suma
610 moueTak uHAMHOTr TYOUTKA cysepenuitieitia Espotie y [fy’KeM BpeMEHCKOM JMHTep-
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BaJIy @ y3pOKe 11 KOHCEKBEHIIe OBOT KpeTama Pe/IeBaHTHO je caIylefiaTyl U C IOIMTUIKO-
¢$uno3o¢cKor acmexTa, MOTMTUKONIOUIKOL, COLVIONIOMIKOL M ICTOPUjCKOT acleKTa Tj. Ha
VHTEPAVCLUIIMHAPHO] paBHU (eHOMeHa.

OBo cy, y HajkpaheM, pasmosu u3 Kojux HIp. 3amaxame JoMckor kako ce 1989. y
HajOUTHMjeM cafipajy MCIIOCTaBMIa Kao Kpaj welfare state y EBporm (Chomsky 1991)
MICTOBPEMEHO I10jaB/byje ¥ Kao MCIPABHO U Ka0 TeK Ae/IMMUYHO Objallliberne - jep je, Hau-
Me, OffyCTajarbe Of COLMjalHOT MOJieNa ,,Jp)KaBe 61aroctama“ MMajgo BUIIECTOjHE Y3-
POYHMKe U MMIUIMKanyje. Vinu, jour npenusuuje, causa efficiens, 6am xao u causa finalis
y OBOM CJIy4ajy, CIIenM U3 OHIHONouiKe iipaH3uyuje Koja je hipokeimenon mpomoBuca-
HOT JMIMEHA U Te3e O ,,Honuiiuyukoj mpansunyuju semama Vicioune Espotie xa cnobogu
u gemokpamiuju. Y 1yby OMKer pasyMeBama KaKo ce IIpolLiec Yija je OCHOBHA Mapoja
6una ,cmoboma“ 3anpaBo NoKasao Kao (GpyHHaMeHTATHO KpeTame Ka Hecno60gu - U TO
kxako Hapopa llentpanne u Vicroune EBporie Tako He Mamwe U ip)KaBa 3anajgHe EBpore
- Tpeba uMartu y BUAy cBeoOyxBaTHHU Beh mocTojehn konTekct y CAJ] y kojeM je epa pe-
raHM3Ma XJBO OC/IMKaBasa cBe 0asuyHe KapaKTepUCTUKe HeomubepanusMa Ha HauuH Ha
KOjU Cy MX apTUKY/IUCaIN OPOjHYU MIPefCTaBHULM T3B. ,KpPUTHUKe Teopuje fpymrsa‘. Ha
IIPBOM MECTY je ugeosnoiuja uHgueugyanusma u aiomMusma Tj. yCrocTaB/batbe y MpaKcK
cdepe penanuja Kojy MOXXeMO 3BaTV MOHAIMYKM PYLITBEHU CeT C 003MPOM fia U3 e
IIPOMCXOAY OpMjeHTallyja Ha IIOjefHLIA — U HeroBe JKe/be 1 NMOoTpebe — Kao BPXYHCKU
conyjanHo ¢aBopusoBal umneparus (Adorno & Horkheimer, 2007, Horkheimer, 2013,
Marcuse, 1991). 3

2 V toM cBeTy, pasyMe ce, n3pas “peBonynje 1989”7 — koju ce Hajuenrhe KOPUCTH 3a ONUCHBaAEbE
H13a forabaja y mecT apxkaBa Vcrousnor 6moka Tj. ITobckoj, Mabapckoj, Vicrounoj Hemaukoj,
Byrapckoj, YexocmoBaukoj 1 PyMmyHUju — y HOTIYHOCTH je IIOjMOBHO MHCYDULIMjeHTaH WIII, jOII
Hpely3HIje, HICTOBPEMEHO je M 3aBOM/BMB 1 ITOTpelaH. Jep, gorabaju cy Tpebanu ma o3HauaBajy
YIPaBo Kpaj “TOTa/JUTApHOT KOMYHM3MA M IOYeTaK ‘AeMOKparuje” Tj. OHU Cy y 6uTi Omam
YIIPaBO KOHTpapeBOMyLMja IITO JEMOHCTPIUPA YMibeHNIIA a Cy Ha clefehum nsbopuma y oBUM
Ip)XkaBaMa MOOenuIe aHTU-COLMjaIICTUUKe U IIPO3aNafHO OpUjeHTucaHe cTpaHKe. CBakako,
Ha TEOPUjCKOM M NMPAKTUYHOM HUBOY CUTYaljija je CIoKeHMja Kajja ce MMa Y BUJIy KaKo je cBe
npollece TapajeTHo HEPeTKO MpaTuia M Hal[MOHATHA OpMjeHTalllja HOBUX €IUTa a y CIydajy
Cnosauke HIp. 1989 6ua je yBoJ| y IB5MXOBO OCBajarbe IP)KaBHOCTH Tj. YCIIOCTaB/batbe CoBadke
Kao He3aBMCHe fAp>kaBe 1993. mak, oBfie je MOTPeOHO CKPeHYTH IaXKiby Ha IBe peleBaHTHE
YMEbeHNIe: IPBO, JaKile, fa je u3pa3 “peBonyluje 1989” HeTayaH M3 Ha3HAYEHMX pasyIora,
OfJHOCHO, [ia je TepMUH “IIai KOMyHNU3Ma y Vcrounoj EBporn” afeKBaTHUjU U APYTO, He Marbe
Ba)KHO, [la je y CYLITMHCKOM, ergo, TeOIIOMUTIYKOM aali M OHTOMOLIKOM CMICTY, OB3j “Hap’
3HAYNO HajPaMaTIYHI)y IPOMEHY PaBOTeXe CIJIa y CKOPMjOj UCTOPUjU Tj. HOYeTaK TpujyMda
HeombeparTHor KanuTaau3Ma Ha €KOHOMCKOM, T3B. “/nbepanHe feMoKparyje” Ha U/E€O0MTOMIKOM
u CA]Jl xao xereMoHCKe cujie Ha HonuTU4IKoM 11any. llltapuine — xao mTo ce y BpeMeHy Koje je
CIeNIIO TIOKA3ajI0 — HAIMOHAIHM CeHTVMEHT MaXOM je MHCTPYMEHTAIN30BaH Tj. YIOTpeb/beH
3a CTBaparbe IPUBIU/A CYBEPEHOCTH U IPMBU/A “BIACTU Hapo#a” IITO TPAHCIAPEHTHO IOKa3yje
byukunonncamwe EY y Kkojoj je ympaBo oBuM Ap)kKaBaMa HOfie/beH CTATyC APYropaspesHOr
YIAHCTBA U TOJMIOXKAj 6e3 MPaKTUYHO OGM/IO KAaKBOI PEeeBAHTHOT MOMUTUYKOL U €KOHOMCKOT
yTHLIaja.

w

3a pasmuky of oBora, Beh ipyra reneparnja ,,ppankdyproparia“ ncrocranpa ce Kao CBOjeBpCHa
IeKafieHIuja 360T 6POjHUX ,KOMITPOMIICA“ C MOepann3MOM Koje UMHI, YCTIef 4era ce IIOCTENEeHO
ryou mbeHa peleBaHTHA KpUTHYKa AuMensuja. [lITaBuiue, XabepMacos ,, TeOpHUjCKM pa3Boj , y OBOM
CMILTTY, YIIPaBO JeMOHCTPMPa 1 KaKo ce Memana EBpomna 1 mweHa Gpumosodcka i MHTeIeKTyanHa
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V3 oBako cKullMpaHe MJIEONOTUjeé NPUPOJHO M JIOTMYHO MpOM3ALIIA je fabe
ugeonoiuja wygcekux ipasa Kaxo je omucao dysnnac (Douzinas, 2007) u xoja 'y 6pojaum
PeeBaHTHUM acleKTuMa QYHKIMOHUIIIE Kao Ouoionuiiiuxa par excellence — ¢ 063upom
Ha TO Jla ce Heombepas3aM Kao OMOIIONNTIKA IPOTEXe Ha pas/nduTe chepe y pacroHy
Off MOMIUTHUKA CEKCYA/THOCTH [0 IOMUTHKA 00pa3oBama. Vmu, jour mpennsHuje — Kako ¢
npaBoM yKasyje Xemep — 1989. Huje 3HaumIa caMo ,Kpaj komyHusMa“ Beh gpactuany
IPOMeHY IIOTUTUYKOT obpaclia Tj. yciloH Ouoionuiiuke Kao cnabmwerve KaacHe HonMUU-
Ke U wpansuyujy upema tonuimiusavuju iwiena (Heller, 1994). Ilapanenno, xuneptpodu-
PaHO MHCHUCTUPalbe Ha JbY[CKIM IIPaBYMa Kao (PUHANIHO] U HONUTIUUKO] U eiliuKoj UH-
CilaHyu ¥ joll, Iapajie/IHO, KA0 OCHOBHOM COLMja/THO NPUXBAT/bLUBOM KPUTEPUjy - U3
Jera je usBefieHa 1 npareha ngeosnoruja ,,IOIUTHYKE KOPEKTHOCTU  — UMAJIO je 3a CBPXY
YIIPaBO NPAKTUYHY MOPAIHY GUCKPUMUHAUU]Y CYBEPEeHOCHAY U CTOTA Y KPajih0j KOHCEK-
BEHLU U HOTHAYHY geneiuilluMusayujy gprcase Kao peneéanitinol Hocuoua Aonuimuuxoi
cybjexiiuuitieifia. A cBe 0BO je, IaK, OMIa HEOIXOLHA KPUIITOTEOPUjCKA M IIPAKTIIHA
IpuIIpeMa 3a peanHe 1 odaH3MBHE paToBe 3amazia KOjiMa je JaTo MMe — XyMaHUTHapHU
UHIlePEEHUUOHU3AM. Y TOM CBETILY, JAK/le, U3Y3€THO je BAXKHO YOUUTU KaKO C€ TeMe/bHe
HOCTaBKe HeonmbepanusMa - OFHOCHO, IIpe CBeTa UHGUSUGYANUCTAUYKYU aTloMU3AM
Koju gecilipyuuie cmucao 3ajegHuue u Konexiiusuileilia — 1ojaB/byjy Kao sine qua non
UJIeOIOTHje ,,/bY/ICKUX IIpaBa“ U3 Koje C/Iefy MIeO/IOrja ,XyMaHUTaAPHOT MHTEPBEHIINO-
HIM3Ma“ Tj. KaKO je ped O jeAMHCTBEHOM JIAHIlY KpeTara 11 T0jMOBHOj MPEXXI, Te jOII KaKO
ce mrbepasy3aM U IIparMaTH3aM yCTONNYY]y Kao 6a3a TpaH3MIMje y PasIMINTAM acIeK-
THMa U y Ue/MHIL. [Jpyradnje pedeHo, mpeBacT Heonubepanusma y EBporn — a 1989. je
CMMOOJIIYHO MMe OBOT IIpojeKTa ¥ TpujyMda — O3HaUIIA je ICTOBPEMEHO MICOJIOIKY
u nonntidky gomuHanyjy CAJl Ha CrapoM KOHTHHEHTY 3a ILITA je MOHAj60/p1 IpUMep
Esporncka yunja (Koljevi¢ & Fusaro, 2016). Jep, HanMe, He caMo J1a je C YCIIOCTaB/bEHIM
npolecuMa Hecraja coliujanHa ApkaBa Beh je ¢ muMa Ha fleny pacTakame fp)aBe Y
OE/IMHU Tj. y 6e3Mano CBUM IIOJIMTUYKMM, €KOHOMCKMM U OPYHITBEHVM CETMEHTUMa
KpO3 apTUKYy/Ialyje U IpaKce HaJHALMOHAHOL CaBe3a KOoju HU cam Huje HOCUnAay, cy-
sepeHuiiieltia jep He genyje Kao ayiioHomHuy cy6jexti. Vinu, jour mpenusHimje, eBPOICKN
HApOAU y CUMYIMPAHOM KpeTamy Ka c1obofu — a 3ampaso y cBe Behoj 3apobpeHOCTH
upeonoryjoM mnpodura kao Hajsuie spegaoctu (Chomsky, 2011) - rybe reopujcky u
UCTOPUjCKY JUMEH3Mjy COIICTBEHE ersUCTEHLMje yCeN Yera IpuCcBajajy CIo/ba HaMeT-
HyTe obpaciie TIOIMTIIKOT [e/I0Bamka. Vi, jour mpenusHije, 0Baj IPOLeC IpefcTaB/ba
cuHTe3y obpacua Koju bazjy pediexTyje Kao TOTanHy JOMUHALN]Y MaTepUjaTUCTIIKe
mapazgurme (Badiou, 2012) 1 HOMUTHYKO-HOPMATUBHOT MMIIEPATUBA BEUHE CA/JALIFbOCTI
y K0joj HeCTaje BepTIKasia MCTOPMjCKOT BpeMeHa 11 CBpxoBuTe 6yayhHOCTIL.

[TapagurMaTuyan IpUMep Yy OBOM CMUCITY jé KOHCTPYMCAaHA BEIUTadyKa OIO3MUIIMja
womanuimapusma u gemoxpariuje (Aron, 1990) xao, He Mame, I HAMETHYTU KOHCTPYKT
TpaH3uIuje jep ce, y 06a clydaja, pafu TeK O IPUBKUAHO HEYTPATHNUM IIOjMOBMMA KOjU
IOfipasyMeBajy HOMUTHYKY U [PYLITBEHY CYHNepMOpPHOCT 3amaja Tj. yBek Beh momase
Off Tese O LMBMIM3ALMU]CKOj XMjepapXuju y KOjoj IPOBU3OPHO CIabuje pasBMjeHM Ha-
pomm u npkaBe Tpeba ma JOCETHY HUBO OHUX 6oraTMjMX jep je BUXOBO MaTepujalTHO
6HaI‘OCTaH)€ IMapajieJ;IHo U YITYMATVBHI I1I0Ka3aTe/b HbMXOBE €TMYKE U YOIIIITE HOpMa-

elMTa: TaKo ce Off ayTopa JasHol mHerva, Teopuje u upaxce n Teopuje xKomyHuxaiuHe axuuje
CTUITIO [0 fiena monyT Between Facts and Norms.
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triBHe Hagmohu.* IlITaBuine, pe/leBaHTHO je YOUMTHU KaKO CUHTarMa TOTaINTapu3aM Vs.
IeMOKpaTHja — jefHaKO Kao ¥ TPaH3MIMja — KOPECHOH/MPA C IIPOjeKTOBAaHMM KOHI[EIl-
TOM Kpaja uciziopuje jep je ped 0 TPaH3ULMjHU Ka LIApCTBY nnbepaHe TeMOKpartije uuja
B/IaJJaBIHA, y GMHATHOj MHCTAHIM, MOpa fia Oyze iotianta. Tako je 1989. — mpema apxu-
TeKTaMa HeombepanusMa — Tpebasa 1a 06eexu espoiicku Kpaj ucitiopuje u, peLunpod-
HO, Kpaj uciiopuje Eépoiie vt lbeHVX HOAUTHAUUKUX CYOjeKifit6uiTieltia KOjU Cy Ce CTOIVIN Y
cuctiiem inobanusosarnoi Heonubepantoi iopetiixa. VI3 uctux pasnora — ckpehyhu naxmsy
Ha COIICTBEHY M3Y3eTHOCT - YIIPaBO ,U3603“ feMokparuje (Barany & Moser, 2009) TpaHc-
[IAPEHTHO je II0Ka3ao0 HoanuitiapHy tpeiileH3ujy Heonubepante gemokpaiiuje M CTOra
peasiHy MHBeP3Ujy beHOT IPUBUIHOT CYIIPOTCTAB/babha ,TOTATUTAPUSMY .

Vinu, jomr mpenusHuje, IOpef OCTAOT YIPABO Ha NPUMEPY PasIMINTUX 3eMarba
Hentpanne u Vicroune EBpomne Tj. muxoBe BUIIENELEHNjCKE TTIONMUTUIKE, EKOHOMCKE I
LpyIITBEHEe CYAOVHE MOXKEMO CaIIeflaTy KaKo ce, y OPOjHMM acIeKTHMa, KpeTasIa Heou-
OepasHa eKCIIaH3Mja U HeouMIlep1jaiHa JOMIUHALHja. Tako HIIP, CTPYKTYpa U IeJI0Batbe
EY pemoncTprpajy He caMo 6MPOKPATCKIA - 11 peIeBAHTHO HefleMOKpaTcku - Beh u mpax-
TUYHO IOCTIOBHO XMjepapX1jCKI MOJIEN yIIPaB/batba I TO y MEPU Y KOjOj j€ TPAaHCIIaPEHTHO
fla ce y By>keM BpeMeHCKOM MHTepBaTy HIje MOIJIO TOBOPUTH O OVJI0 KaKBOj CyBEpEHOCTH,
ayTOHOMHOCTY WM TIOJIUTUIKOM Cy0jeKTUBUTETY ,,APYyrOpaspesHuX " 3eMaba WIAHNIA.
A, uctu mporgec 6e3MajIo MOTIIYHOT IyOUTKA CYBEPEHNTETA U CYOjeKTUBUTETA OaXKa
Ce Ha Pa3IMYNTUM HUBOMMA Tj. CTBAp je Y TOMe fia Cy ce u Hajsehe u HajpasBujenuje
npxase Espone monyt Hemauke n dpaHirycke, OfTHOCHO, U CBe »IOMMHAHTHe " WIAHUI[E
EY u came Hamze y IOTYME-€HOM I0/10Kajy Y ofHocy Ha CAJl unu, jour npumepenuje,
y peraumju copaM TPAaHCHALMOHATHMUX I[TIOOQIMCTUYKMX TOMUTUYKIX, €KOHOMCKIX
U [pylITBeHUX HeomnbepanHux emura. IlltaBuine, IPUHIUIINjEIHO je Y Ipakcu y oba
clydaja IIpUMebeHa Xere/loBCcKa AujaeKTKa poda 11 rOCIofiapa a napajeHo ¢ bOM I
KPUIITOTEOJIOTHja C JOCIE[HIUM MaHMXEjCKMM HapaTUBOM M O3HAYUTEbUMA AliCOLYHOL
gobpa n aticonyimnoi 3na (Bernstein, 2006). ,,AniconyTHo 506po“ je, cBakaxo, mbepa-
Ha femokpatuja CAJl 0K je, aHaJIOTHO, ,,aIICOIYTHO 3710 CBe LITO Hojasu us Pycuje u
jeIMHO Ha TeMe/by OBaKO IOCTaB/beHOT 0bpaclia MOCTasIo je peanHo Moryhe fja Haponu
IPUXBAaTe HOTYUIHEHOCT ,JOOPOM rocrofapy

VnycrpatuBaH npuMep Kpeupama PpeeBaHTHUX [UCKYP3UBHUX IIApajurMu je
LIe/IOKYIIHU ,TEOPUjCKU U ,IPAKTUYHM aHTKMaH ,CTpydumaka 3a Llenrpanuy u Vc-
touny EBpony“ CHajnepa 4nmju je Kpajiy Ii/b Opyicame UCTOPUjCKe pasinke namehy
CTa/bMHM3MA U HAIL[U3MA - JIOK je causa finalis oBor nogyxsara usjegnadaBare CCCP u
¢amnctnake Hemauke (Snyder, 2010).> KorkpetHuje, ,,3em/be KpBu'“ 3a CHajiepa Cy caB-
pemena Ilomcka, benopycnja, Ykpajuna, Pymynuja, genosu Pycuje u bantuyke semibe a
€CeHlMjalHa MneHTM(l)MKaqua CTa/bMHM3MA Y Hall3Ma M3BEJEeHa je KPO3 MCTU OYeKMBa-
H1 00pasall Jia je, HauMe, y 00a cIydaja ped 0 ,TOTAIUTAPHUM PEKMMIMA™ KOjU CY Y-
HIWIM jefHAKO CTPAIIHe 3/I09MHe — YIIPKOC YMI-eHNIIH fia je HIIp. 6poj )KpTaBa ¢armnsma
panexo Behu. Y oBoM cBety, Tesa ia je 1989. y EBponu sHaunna npesnact ®ykyjammHor

4 Tloce6HO nuTatbe, pasyMe ce, THYE Ce YMIbeHNLIE Y KOjOj MEPH je 1 OB T3B. ,eKOHOMCKa HajgMoh*
Heonmbepas3Ma I caMa I Te KaKO BUPTYeIHOT Kapakrepa. (B. Stiglitz, J. 2012; Stiglitz, J. 2016.)
5> Tpeba umaru y Buny xako cy Hup. The Atlantic, The Economist, The Independent, The New Re-
public, New Statesman, The Daily Telegraph npormacunu oBo Iefo 3a ,KibuUry rogite” oK je The

Economist 4ax 3a0e/1eXX10 KaKo je ped 0 “pesusuoHUCTUYKO] UCTHOPUju y HAjbomem cmucry’.
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»Kpaja 1cTopuje HMKAKO He 3HAYM U fia Ce C TUM Hpuua 0 UCHopuju 3aspuiuna, bamnr Ha-
HPOTUB, Yiipaso ipoinawierve purante iiobege nubepante gemoxkpaiiuje Kao aticonyimiHol
gobpa u kpaja ceeitia Ouso je Hyxan Upegycnos 3a HOHeHiAK UCTLOPUJCKO] PeBUSUOHUS-
Ma uuja ugeonowika PyHKyuja je GONUTUYKO UOMHUbABAtbE HEONUOEPATHO] XeleMOHUjU
CAZL u osnauasarwe Pycuje kao ,,aticonyininoi 3n1a" - Ha HA4uH OUHAPHUX OTO3ULUjA anu
u buitonapwe ilogene Koja ce ipoiiesne u y caspemerociiu. Kao mro je EBanc npaBuaHo
npuMeTno — ,,CHajaep jefHOCTaBHO M3jeflHayaBa HAIIMICTUMYKM T€HOLNJ Ca 3/I0YMHIMA
Koju cy 3a Bpeme Crapuna moutbeHrt y CCCP-y... Hema Huuer sourer y ynopehnsamy.
V3jegnauasarve je OHO 1ITO je U3y3eTHO pobremarnyHo. (Evans, 2018, pp. 21-22).°

U nox je, maxie, ,yCTaHOB/beHA“ MOpaJIHA eKBMBa/IeHLIMja M3MeDy ,,ToTanuTapHnx
pexxuMa“ KoMyHM3Ma u ammsMa - upeonoruja mbepanaHe GeMOKparyje IapajelHo
je M3TpajyuIa CONCTBEHN KPUNTOECTUYKM AMCKYPC Y KOjeM 3/IOYMHAYKe aKLyje U IPOo-
THUBIIPaBHe arpecuje 3afobujajy nMe ,,XyMaHUTapPHOI MHTEPBEHIMOHM3Ma" jep je ped o
LLeTI0BAbY ,,alicoNyiliHol gobpa“. Y30puT IpuMep, y OBOM CMIUCIY, CBaKako je Vrmarujed,
K0 jeflaH Of IIABHUX TeOpeTHdapa U aKTUBUCTA ,/bY[ACKUX IIpaBa“ KOjU je Y HOCIern-
HO MHTEPBEHLMOHUCTUYKOM K/byuy, IoApxKao 1 arpecujy Ha CP] n oxymanmjy VMpaka
- U YOIILITe CBe aMepUuKe MHTEPBEHI[Uje - Te aPTUKY/INCAO KOHLEIUN)Y ,2Marel 31a"
(Ignatieff, 2005) y Kx0joj je OCHOBHa Te3a KaKo II0 CBaKy IieHy Tpeba OpaHUTH ,,IeTUTUM-
Ha IpaBa HegyXHux rpabana“ 1j. ga 6u ce ogbpaHmIa MHAMBUYaIHA IIPAaBa I YIOTpe-
6a cBMX cpelicTaBa M Hacu/ba je He caMo Jo3Bos/beHa Beh 1 nmoxespHa. lTaBuiue, y gemy
Empire Lite Virmarnjed ce, uctuayhu xako cy CAJJ jemiHa cBeTCKa Cynepcuia, U3pudm-
TO 3aJIa)Ke 32 CTBApambe ,XyMaHUuiliapHe umilepuje”, jep Cy MOTUBY CTPAHOT IIPUCYCTBA U
VHTEepPBEHIMOHN3MA aITPYUCTUYHE IPUPOAe U HU HajMame cebuunu (Ignatieff, 2003).
Vinn, imperium XXI Bexa je robanHa XereMoHumja C106OHOT TPXKMIITA, JbYICKUX IIpa-
Ba U fieMoKparuje. Tako ce ,,eTMYKM MOTUBI MCIOCTaB/bajy I KO HOBOJ/bAH PAsJIor 3a
HpMMeHY BOJHOT MHTEPBEHIIMOHM3Ma ¢ 003MPOM Ha TO Jja Ce II0/1asy Of IOCTY/aTa KOju
HIKa/Ia HIIje apryMEeHTOBAaH: CTBapama HajOo/ber off CBMX MOryhnx CBeTOBa Tj. alICOMTyTHE
IIONIUTUYKE, ICTOPUjCKe, Teopujcke 1 MopanHe cynepuopHocty CAJl. Ipyru nmpumep, y
CIIMYHOM CMMCITY, CBAKaKo je Bomeposa Teopuja mpaBegHUX paToBa y KOjoOj Ce, OIIeT, ca
CTAQHOBMIITA ,IIOJINTUYKE eTUKe" [TOKYIIABA IETUTUMUCATH ,MOPATTHOCT ¥ ,,[IPABEJHIIM
paroBuma“. Tako Boriiep fjaje CONCTBEHM JOIPUHOC TEOPU)jH ,,XyMAHUTAPHOT HHTEPBEH-
LMOHM3Ma" KPO3 KOHIeILNjy fa yrnoTpeba cuie y MehyHaponHoj mommTuim onpasjasa
YTPOXKEHOCT ,,/bYACKUX IIpaBa‘ Tj. MHTepBeHUMju Tpeba npnbehn y cBuM cayuajeBuma
Kajia je ,MOpajHa CaBeCT YoBedaHCTBA y oKy  (Walzer, 2015, p. 107). Kaga je pew,
MebyTuM, 0 OBaKBMM KOHCTPYKIMjaMa KPUITOETUYKIX HAPATHBA — 4ja je MeOIOMIKa
6a3a mmbepaHo eMOKPATCKa XereMOHMja U KOji Ce apTUKY/IHUIILY [apaJe/THO ca PeBMU3NU-
OHNCTIYKOM HCTOPUjOM — Ha IIOIUTUIKO-(PII030()CKOj paBHU HEOIIXOIHO je TOCTABUTHI
u cnepehe murame: y Kojoj Mepy HeonmbepanHa Teopuja OHTOMOLIKM KOPECIIOHAMPa ca
ITOCTMOJIEPHOM TEOPMjOM Tj. KOIMKO j€ OBJIe P€4 O KOHTMHI€HTHOj XPOHOJIOIIKOj KOMIIa-
THOMITHOCTH, ¢ 063MPOM Ja je ped o Ba IpeBnafgaBajyha guckypca IMoCIesIx AelieHnja
20. BeKa, a KOJIMKO O CMHXPOHM30BaHOM JiefloBamy? VInu, y KoHTekcTy 1989, xonuko je
modetak Tpujymda HeonubepannaMa NCTOBPEMEHO I IOYETAK TPUjyMda MOCTMOAEpHE
EBpomne u f1a 11 je 0Baj CycpeT KOHLIENLIUjCKM CACBUM CIIy4ajaH?

¢ Vcro Tako, Tpe6a MpMMETUTH KaKO je ¥ HU3 APYTUX ucTopudapa npobnemarusosao CHajuepose
apryMmeHTe u Metope, Ykpyuyjyhu Kyna, Baprosa, Innepa, Virpaoa u Crony.
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Exckypc: Heonmmbepanmmsam
U IIOCTMOZIepHA — jefiHa (He) MPMHLININjeTHA KOATNIMja?

IIpe cBera, Tpeba MMaTu y BUAY Aa €KCTEH3MBHU I0jaM ,IIOCTMOJEPHU3MA" — 1
HIIITA Mambe ,IOCTCTPYKTYpanmuaMa“ — y cebe yK/bydyje HU3 pasmuuuUTHX GpeHOMeHa
U Teopuja, 360T Yera ce CBaKaKo He MOXKe apryMeHTOBaHO MOBYhn jefHOCTaBHA MMHUjA
CTPYKTYpHE CIMYHOCTM WIM 4aK upeHTuuKanuje ¢ HeommbepamusmoM. Creneha
YMHEHNIIA THYe Cé MOMEHTA Jia jOlI YBEK HICY M3BEeHe ONCe)XHE aHa/lu3e penanuje
[Ba IOjMa Ha HAYMH Kao IITO je TO HIIpP. CIy4Yaj C KOMIApalijoM IOCTMOJEePHMU3MA U
mparmarusma (Stuhr, 2015). Ha koHIjenTyanHoj paBHMU, faKje, Hajiupe Tpeba Aa youn-
MO ¢yHIaMeHTa/lHe pas/MKe 4YMja OCHOBA IIOYNMBA y PAfMKaIHOj KPUTULM Heomnbe-
panmMaMa M apTUKY/IALVji HeroBUX y3poKa, eHOMeHa M Hmocaefuua. Tako HIp. Kof
ayropa nonyTt boppujapa nmpoHamasuMo TeMe/bHe YBUJiE O CUMY/IALMji Tj. KAKO CBET
noctaje cumynakpym (Baudrillard, 1994 ), Te kakBu cy edexTn KoH3ymepanitickol Kaiu-
wanusma — a ,lIOCTKOMYHUCTNYKY EBpony® mocme 1989. o6enexxno je ympaso crekrap
KOH3yMal[uje - Kao I1, He Malbe peJIeBaHTHO, KaKo ce OMHapHa OI03NIIMja TOTaTUTap1U3aM
vs. IeMOKpaTuja Off CTpaHe I7106aMM30BaHNUX eTUTa [0 HOTPeOy 3aMemYje IMXOTOMUjOM
TepopusaMm vs. feMokparuja (Baudrillard, 2013). Caxaxo, xop aytopa nonyTt Pancujepa
i Bagjya, adupMucame cacBuM apyradnjer o6nuKa feMoKpaTuje Tj. ZeMOKpaTuje Kao
jeHAKOCTM He Makbe IIPOUCXOAM U3 GYHAaMEHTATHOT CYNIPOTCTaB/baba HeonubepaaHoj
XereMOHMjI Kao 1, CIECTBEHO TOME, HEHOj NMPEBIACT KPO3 IOMUTUYKN (PeHOMEeH
EY (Badiou, 2012, Ranciere, 2009). Vu, nmax, ¢ tpehe crpane, nopen meradusnixe
U U030 CKO-ApyUITBEHE KPUTHKE, Y TTOCTCTPYKTYPaIU3My MapasiellHO yo4aBaMo U
ApTUKY/IALNjy 030M/PHUX eTUYKUX Teopuja Kao wro je JleBuHacoBa y K0joj je Ha Ha-
9UH ,,HECHCTEMCKOT CUCTeMa“ — ergo, Ha OHTOJIOIIKOM, eTUYKOM U eCTeTUYKOM IIaHy
- pasmoTpeHa penanuja npema Ipyrom (Levinas, 1991, Levinas, 2000). VctuHcKa 0TBO-
peHocT mpeMa JIpyrom — 3ajeflHO C XOPM30HTOM 6ECKOHAUHOCTH IOApasyMeBa, HalMe,
U TIO3MLINjY jeJHAKOCTYU Kao U MO3ULMjy IUTypanusMa Tj. I10jaB/byje ce Kao IPAKTUYHO
AMjaMeTpPaNHO CYNPOTHA HEOKANMUTATMCTUYKO] YHIU(POPMHOCTY M HEOUMIIEPHjaTHO]
XUjepapxuju.

Kopn Hmsa gpyrux ayropa, MehyTum, npe cBera Kof T3B. PppaHIYCKUX ,HOBUX (u-
nosoda“ (nouveaux philosophes)” nomyr JleBuja (Levy), ®unkenkpora (Finkielkraut),
Immukcemana (Glucksmann) u Bpykuepa (Bruckner) - umja je Hut Bogupa 6mna ynpaso
PacKmy ca MapKCU3MOM CeflaMJIeCeTHX — CIIpera ¢ Heonmubepann3MoM CacBMM je TpaHC-
HapeHTHa. Jep, ¢ 063MpOM JIa je MOJIa3Ha TauKa OBe Teopuje Te3a Kako Cy cucreMn Xe-
rema u Mapkca 3ampaBo cucteMu pempecuje u ¢punosoduja foMmuHanMje OBe MO3NULMje
IPaKTUYHO CY Y HOTITYHOCTY KOPECHOHAMpase ¢ HeomnbepanHuM formama. Mapkcusam
je 03HaueH Kao ,,MHXEPEHTHO 310 KOje BOAM TOTATUTAPU3MY U aHAJIOTHO, BIXOBE OII-
TyX6e 3a ,ToTanuTapusam” pedepupane cy UCK/byIMBO Ha Ap>KaBe y KOjuMa je pere-
BaHTHO IIPMUCYTaH a moce6aH GOKYC CTaB/beH je Ha ,arconyTHo 310 CCCP-a. Illtasuine,
»HOBI prmosodu” ncTakau cy Kako Tpeda HAIyCTUTH LieTy COLMjanuCTUIKY TPARULI]Y
a YMIEeHNIIA J]a CY 3a cebe U Te KaKo JKeJleNn Ja MPUCBOje Ha3UB ,,JIeBIYapU MOKasyje

7 OBaj “IoKpeT” NCTOBPEMEHO je 03HAYMO ¥ CUMOOIMYHY ¥ YMHOTOME, TEOPHjCKY U IIPAKTIYHO
peanHu Kpaj 036mmpHe neBuiie y PpaHIlyckoj, 6all Kao IITO ce, MapajenHo, IojaB/byje U Kao
Y30pUTY IpMMep MHTeNeKTya/lHe KojoHusauuje EBporne on ctpane CAJl.
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KaKo je OBJie ped O MapafUrMaTiIHOM €BPOIICKOM MaHAaHy aytopa xoju cy y CAJl cebe
O3HAYNMN ,,7ieBuM /bepanuma‘. Omer, 3ajefHNYKI UMEHNTEbI C HeOOepantusMoM Cy
U CTaB/batbe AKI[EHTA Ha II0jeANHIIA Tj. PaAMKaIHY MHANBIIYA/IN3aM Kao M aHTUPXKAB-
Ha OPUjeHTNCAHOCT (anti-statism) IITO je MapagUrMaTUYHO HIIP. KOX [IMHCKMaHa MaKo
ce CBU ,HOBU ¢um030du“ CIaxy fa je Ap)kaBa YITUMATUBHO ,3710° — JOK CY ,A06po”
JbY/ICKA TIPaBa - M UCTUUY Aa je CyBePeHUTET IUTabe OjeANHIA. 3ajefHNYKI IMEHUTeb
je U uMIbeHMIIA JIa BUIIE HeMa [IOBEpera y YOBeKa Tj. la Ce APYLITBO CarlefiaBa Kao
[EPMAHEHTHO 1 CTPYKTYPHO PEIPECUBHO LITO je OCHOBYM KOMIIATUOWIHO ¢ nmubepanm-
CTUYKOM CIMKOM cBeTa. llITaBuIie, CACBMM je JIOTMYHO fia U3 OBAKBe IIPM3Me IIPOM3TIa3N
U ,IIPOBU3OPHA eTUKA“ I ,,[IOJIMTHUKA HajMamber 3/1a“ IITO je, jOII jefHOM, KOHCEKBEHTHO
KOMIIATUOUIHO ¢ HeOoMubepasHOM MOKTPMHOM MHTEPBEHIMOHM3MA Kao Y MUHUMAJI-
HOM fip)kaBoM. Ha peleBaHTHO M/EO/IOIKY IPUPOLY AETaTHOCTH ,HOBUX ¢umosoda’
- nopep, banjya u bypaujea (Bourdieu) - nmaxxmy ¢y ckpenynu u JInorap (Liotar), enes
(Deleuze) u Kactopujanmc (Castoriadis).

Y tpehy rpymny, y Hajupem cMuciy, mak — Kajia FOBOPMMO O HOCTCTPYKTYPaIN3My
y EBponu Tj. 0 1eroBoj cImdHOCTY ¢ Heonubepaan3MoM y TeOPUjCKIM IIOCTaBKama u/
VLY TIOMTUTUYKUM U PYIITBEHNM MMIUIMKALMjaMa — CIIafiajy ayTopu 4nja je ¢pumosod-
CKa KPUTHKA 3alaf{HOT XeTeMOHCKOT 0o0paciia TpaHCIapeHTHa ajli, YIPKOC TOMeE, HeKe
Ofl BUXOBUX K/bYYHUX IOCTABKU I 3aBPIIABAjy C KOHCEKBEHI[aMa CIMYHUM JIbe-
PaIHOM AMUCKYPCY WIM MY HAaIlpOCTO ,KOMATepHAITHO MY Y mpuIor. Tumdan npumep,
y oBOM cBeTny, je ArambenoBa (Agamben) Teopuja Tj. unmeHnna fa ce HIp. y State of
Exception nctude xaxo he ce ,jegHora maHa YOBEYAHCTBO UTPATHU C IIPABOM OaIr Kao
IITO Ce flelfa urpajy ¢ HemorpebuuM npepmeruma’ (Agamben, 2005, p. 34). Yopxkoc, ga-
ke, AraMbeHOBOj pajukanHoj kputuny CAJl u mbeHe HeoMMIlepMja/lHe IIOUTUKE U
yomiuTe Heo/bepannuama per se ,,aHTH-EP>KaBHO MUILUbeHe IIapajie/IHO 3aBpIuaBa 1 C
KOMIIapaInjoM ,,ipaBa‘“ ¢ ,UrPOM Kao IOKe/bHIM MCXOf{OM CBeTa Koju 611 6110 ,,Hajoorbu
moryhu - a Taj cBer je, 3a ayropa ,,caMo MaJIO Apyrauuju’ off faHaiumer ceeta. V sanucra,
TaKO Ce UCIIOCTaB/ba Jia Ce OBAKBUM TeOpUjaMa MMIUIMIMTHO JIETUTIMUILE 37I0yIOTpeba
IIpaBa U BHEroBO KPIIemhe — jep aKo je CBe ,Urpa“ /M ako je OCHOBA IIpaBa I Ap>KaBe
yBek Beh Hacwpe oHfja ymoTpe6a Hacu/ba U HUje CYNPOTHA IIPaBy YaK HU Kajia ra fie-
CTpyHIlle Kao IITO je C/Iy4aj C ,XyMaHUTapHUM MHTepBeHIMjama’. lltaBumre, cnenehn
acTeKT Koju Tpeba MMaTy y BUAY je fIa je T3B. pafiuKaaHa MeTadusuKa CUHTYIAPHOCTH —
3a IITa je OmeT y30puTu npumep AraMOeHOB MHAVBUAYAIN3aM — Y (DMHATHO] MHCTAHI[N
BOJM He CaMoO CIOMY 3ajefiHIIle ¥ KOTeKTUBUTeTa Beh 1 KOMYHUKALMjCKOM CIOMY, 3a
IITa je HajOO/BM TTOKa3aTe/b YMIbEHMIIA 1a OBa Guto3odija 3aBplIaBa y MOMUTHUIY TecTa
ycmoctaspajyhu crierpuduane obmmke Hepenanuja (Agamben, 2019).

Wnu, jomr npenyusHuje, CBM Ha3HAYeHV IPUMEPU M3pa3 Cy ONMIITUX TEHJEHLMja Tj.
4MEbeHNIIe JA Y OKBMPUMA IIOCTMOJEPHUCTNYKMX obpasala y MOCTIefmhIM KOHCEKBEH-
IJaMa HepeTKO IIPOHAIA3MMO WIN IIeCMU3aM Y IIOIJIEAY LeOKYIIHOT (HYHKI[MOHNCAbA
LpYyLITBA M CBETA, WIN BHUIIE WINM Mambe eKCIUIMIUTHY fe(KOH)CTPYKUHUjy 3ajeqHuIle
WIN, TIaK — YCTIeR, ,MeTapM3MIKOr U IMOJIMTUIKOT 3/1a“ — 3aBpIIHY 1CXOf y eTuun. Cac-
BMM je, JaKJe, CTOTa TPAHCIIAPEHTHO KAaKO je ¥ Ha TeOPUjCKOM M Ha IMPaKTUIHOM II/Ia-
HY pe/IeBaHTaH Jie0 IIOCTMOJIEPHOT TIOAYXBaTa, ¥ HajMamy pyKy, oMoryhmo HecmeTaHO
mupeme Heo/bepanusMa I lBeroBy PeaIHy PEBIacT I JOMUHALN)Y. Jep, HauMe, yIpa-
BO Y MepH y K0joj je (He)BO/bHO KOPECIIOHANPAO A MHAVBULYAINCTUYKIM aTOMI3MOM,
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C jemHe cTpaHe, ¥ KPUTVKOM JIpXKaBe U IIpaBa — y UMe ,,/bYACKUX IIpaBa‘, C Apyre — MOCT-
MOJIEPHI3aM je y IPaKTUYHIM e(eKTUMa [{e/I0BA0 CUHXPOHM30BAHO C HEOMUbepaTHOM
eKCIIaH3MjOM MAaKO Cy M3 IbeTrOBOI HapaTyBa IIpOM3alllIe HeKe Of HajyledaT/bUBUjUX
KPUTHKA OBe ujeonoruje. Y ToM CBeTIy, Tpeba omasutu Kako ce y EBpomu mocie 1989.
MUpKo HeonubepaansaM Tj. KaKO je HIIp. HaCTaja dYyBeHA MOAUTHUKA ,Tpeher myra“
KOjy omcexxHo ananusupa Myd ckpehyhu maksmy Ha CBe MPOTUBPEYHOCTH IOjMa /-
6epanue memokpatuje (Moufte, 2009). Tako je JImoTapos ,,CIOM BeIMKUX HapaTuBa“
1j. grand narratives (Lyotard, 1984) Tpacupao ImyT CIOMy BPEFHOCTI 1 PENAaTUBU3MY U
- YIPKOC IPBOOMTHUM MHTeHLUjaMa - oMoryhno ,yBo3“ T3B. ,,iubepanHe neBuie” n3
CAJl'y EBpomy, Kao u, mociefu4aHo, HapacTajyhe rmobanncTuike TpeHA0Be KOjI CY, cac-
BUM MPOHUYHO, OM/IM 3aCHOBAHM YIIPABO HA CACBUM HepMI030(CKNM ¥ HEKPUTUIKIIM
OMHApHVUM pejalyjaMa M OIO3MIMjaMa TOTAINTAPM3Ma/feMOKpaTyje Kao U TOTa/Iu-
tapusMa/Tpansuiyje. Oba 6MHapHa Iapa MoceGHy yIory Urpajy ynpaso y VcTodHoj u
LlenTpannoj EBponn nocie 1989. u mpoTexy ce IpakTUYHO Ha cBe cdepe Te TaKo HIIp.
Kenm Bemm - anocrpodupajyhu cBy mpo6meMaTiHOCT OBAaKBOT MpUCTyIa - cKpehe
[aXKIbY Ha YMEbEHNUITY KAKO ICTOPUYApy YMETHOCTH LIe/IOKYIIHY YMETHOCT OBOT IIOfIpyYja
03HAYaBajy WIN Kao ,TOTA/IUTAPHY" MM Kao ,Tpansuruony” (Kemp — Welch, 2017). Jep,
ojaM ,TpaH3uIMje” 3aMMIIbeH je ja pedeprpa He caMo Ha TPAH3ULW)Y OF Ap>KaBe Ka
IPUBATHOM BJIACHULITBY Beh, anexo mmpe, Ha T3B. ,,pasBoj rpahaHcKor ApymTBa“ Kao
JIOTMATCKU @HTUIIOF, ,, TOTA/IUTAPHO] IIPOIIIOCTIH

Y toMm cBeTny, Tpeba MMATH Y BUAY KaKO je — YIPKOC CACBUM Pa3INIUTUM U MO-
HeKaJ| IOTIYHO ompevHuM ¢ua030(pCKUM TeHAeHIMjaMa — ,C/IOM BeIMKUX Ipuda‘ y
U3BECHO] Mepu oMoryhno KOHCTUTyucame OBe LPHO-Oejle MapajurMe Tj. lbeHe MAeo-
JIOLIKe PerpofyKimje 6all Kao mTo je u gedeTUCTNIKN CTaB 6pojHux ayTopa obesbe-
MO HecMeTaHO (pyHKIMOHNCame HeonmbepanHe xereMoHuje. Tako ce HIp, aKIjeHAT Ha
CHHTY/IApHOCTH Y IIMPOKOM CIIEKTPY IIOCTMOJIEPHIX Je/Ia HajIpe [0jaBMO U KAo aBaH-
rapjiHa peaknyja Ha CTPYKTypaJau3aM BMa CIMjeHTU3aM Tj. MICTOBPEMEHO j& 3HAYMO U
IIPOTUB/bEbE BENMKUM CUCTEMMMA IITO je, TIOPeJ, OCTAJION, M OCHOBA [lepuanHOr mnojMa
differance - y pasnmmuu cupam “meradusmuke 3aTBopeHocTn’. IlapajenHo, mak — mo-
ceOHO Kajia ce MIMajy Y BUJY CBe KOHCeKBeHIle PrIo30(CKUX KOHLENIMja y CBEyKYIIHOj
APYLWITBEHOj PEATHOCTU — jacHO je Jja Cy IPaKTUYHe IIOC/IeIMIle MOpaje yCIeuT Kaja
je crux JlepuaMHOT OI/IaliaBara OMUIO MOpUIAlbe YITUMATUBHE HEKOMIATHOMIHOCTI
IErOBUX MJieja M MapKCU3Ma.

JIpyruM pednma, Mako ce Jakje — CeM y U3Y3eTHUM CIydajeBUMa IIONyT T3B. “HO-
Bux ¢unosopa” y PpaHI[ycKOoj — He MOXKe apryMEHTOBAHO M3BOAUTH 3aK/BydaK O
“HPUHIUNNjeTHOj KOATULNjI~ TOCTMOJEPHOT 1 TubepaTHor HUCKypca in toto YnbeHNnIa
je la y MHOIMM acIleKTMMa BIXOBa IOAYAAPHOCT IIpeBa3/Ia3y paBaH XPOHOJIOMIKE Tj.
Jia je HECIIOPHO Jja HEPEeTKO [ielyjy CMHXPOHM30BAHO YaK M Kaja je TO MUTame 00ud-
He KOHTMHTeHIMje. CBakaKo, HajyledyaT/bMBUjU IPYMEp [e/loBaba OBe “Koaanije” y
npakcu je npojexar EY koju je — kxao 1mTo je To ucraxao Kymep - ,,Hajpassujenuju mpu-
Mep HOCTMOJepHOr crucTeMa“ jep Bomy pacmany Haruja (Cooper, 2004 , pp. 36-37) a
HeonmbepajIaH jep Mapaje/HO MPecInKaBa MOMUTUYKe, €KOHOMCKE 1 APYLITBEHEe MO-
mene xereMoHuje us CAJl y EBporry ok ce 1 caM Hajasy y HOTYMILEHOM IONIOXKajy Y
OfiHOCY Ha “cplie uMmnepuje” 4uju je feo. Vinm, jour mpenusHmje, y 0Boj CreluguaHoj
Heo/mbepaTHO-TII0CTMO/EPHO) CBE3U YCTOMNYIIO Ce TOMUTUYKO JeoBakbe TPaHCHAIMN-
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OHa/IHMX I7I00a/IM30BaHNX KPUIITOEIUTA KOje Cy Ce, € IoyYeluMa 21.BeKa CacBMM jacHO
Hallljle C IpyTe CTpaHe Hapofa.

[Toctimbepanuna EBpomna 21. Beka

Y npyroj nenenuju 21. BeKa — Ha TEOPUjCKOM, IIOMUTUIKOM, EKOHOMCKOM U JIPYIIT-
BeHoM ItaHy (Stiglitz, 2012, Peters, 2018, Gerstle, 2018) — mocTasno je TpaHCIAPEHTHO
fla je HACTYNUIIO peMe Kpaja Heonubepanuzma Tj. fia je CBeT yiiao y ¢asy TeKTOHCKMX
IIPOMeHa Ha Pas3IM4MTM HUBOMMA 300r dera Moxemo pehu fa je oBo BpeMe ipesna-
3a eiioxa. To 3HauM 1a je jefHa MCKyp3MBHA M IIPAKTMYHA IApaj}IMa 3aBplIeHa a Jja
HOBA jOIII YBeK HIje CacBMM HAaCTyIMIa — a ¢ 003MPOM [a ce Kpaj jeqHe MAeooruje Ha
reonoIUTNYKOj PABHM ITOAYAAapa ca pacajoM YHIIaTepanu3Ma, OJHOCHO, C HApacTambheM
MY/ITUIIONIAPHOT CBeTa JIOTMYKY je BepOBaTHO Kako he ce, y cnenehem mepuopy, Hajmpe
BpaTUTH ITyPaau3aM 1 MHOLITBO Kao pelleBaHTHE KaTeropuje. Jep, HauMe, yrpaBo Kpaj
»HeonmubepanHe robannsanuje 6uTHO obenexaBa 1 HOBM OBPATaK UCTOPHMje U, mapa-
7enHo, pabame HOBUX MOMUTHUKA JTeBulie U AecHule. IllTaBuine, y HacTajamby OPOjHUX U
AMBEPreHTHMX ITOKPETa MPOTUB eCTAOMUIIMEHTA Tj. IPOTUB Mainstrean-a MapanenHo ce
apTUKY/IUIIY HOBU JUCKYP3UBHU 06pacuy ¢ KpUTUYKUM AMUCTaHI[aMa IIpeMa rnobam-
CTUYKUM KPUIITOCTMTAMA 4YMja je JOMMHALUja 00eexX1a HeomnbepanHy XereMOHHjY.

Y cnyu4ajy EBporte, oBM ITpoliecy MCIIOCTaB/bajy Ce, IIpe CBEra, Kao pedueKToBame
pasnuke usmehy nmojma EBpomne u mojma EY Tj. moHOBHOr pasyMmeBama kako je EV He
CaMo IIpojeKaT U KOHCTPYKT Beh OMTHO U UJIeONOKY 1 TIONIUTUYKI IIPOjeKaT Heonmunbe-
panmsMa 1 HOCTMOfiepHe Kao Teopuja 1 npakcy — u CAJ] Kao ariconyTHO JOMMHAHTHE
cune. Tako ce, HaMMe, MICIIOCTaB/ba, fIa ,,KOET3UCTeHIMja" Tj. ,,cyxuBoT  EY ¢ amepuu-
KIM HEeOVMIIepHjaIi3MOM 1 HeO-KOTOHMjaIM3MOM Huje O1Ia caMo CTBAap XPOHOJIOIIKE
KOHTUHI€HIINje, jep je ped o 6e3Mano MOTIYHO] cuHXpoHM3aluju: EBporma je - y ,,uemn-
HU“ U ,,JelOBUMA” — pammMaHO IyOuIa CyBepeHUTEeT 1 MOIUTUYKA CYyOjeKTUBUTET KPO3
peanusanujy npojekta EY a caMmuM Tum je y 10j, mapasenHo, HecTajaja U IeMOKpaTuja
Te ce jas n3meby Hapoya 1 enuTa HerpectaHo noBehaBao Ha MOMNTIYKOM, EKOHOMCKOM,
U JPYLITBEHOM IITaHY.

/3 Ha3Ha4YeHUX pasJiora, HM HajMame HUje HeOOMYHO KaKo ce, JaKje, Kao IPBU
3axTeB nocTinbepanHe EBpore ncnocrasspa yIpaBo jegHaKoCili WIN, jOII IIPelU3HIje,
jeIHAKOCT Kao YKHU/lathe HAMETHYTOT XMjePapXMjCKOT ja3a yHyTap M0je[MHAYHMX ApKaBa
Kao U YKujame HOMUHAIMje ,,jaunx" Ap>KaBa Haf ,,ClmabujuM® — 1 Hajsaj, JOMMHALje
CAJl nap CrapuM KOHTMHEHTOM Yy LEIMHU. Y TOM CBETIY, YIPAaBO jeJHAKOCT I10jaBbyje
ce 1 Kao MMe IpaBe JIeMOKpaTuje y CMUCIY Y KOjeM je OfaBHO 00OpaslIoKeHO KaKo
je meMoKparuja MOjMOBHO HCIIpeIIeTeHa ca caMoofpebemeM Te joumr — Kako Apska-
Be MMajy KeMOKpaTHjy 3a CBOjy MCTUHY YIIPaBO Y MepU Y K0joj ce pedIeKTyjy Kao us-
pas ayroHomuje (Marx & Engels, 1990). 3ato je Tpehn enement noctnnbepanue Espo-
e — Iopef, jeflHaKOCTY M UCTUHCKE IEMOKpaTyje — YIpPaBo IOBpaTaK peleBaHTHOCTHU
IpXKaBe KOji Ce IOjaB/byje Kao peakiiyja Ha INOOGANMUCTUYKO pacTaKame CyBepeHUTeTa
U 1HeTOBO PENO3UIMOHNPAIbe Ha MHAMBUIYaTHM TJIaH KA0 YC/IOB IIPAaKTUYHO CaBplie-
He JJOMIHalMje. Jep, OHO LITO Ceé y CTBAPHOCTH JECUIO je JleCyBepeHnsanmja fp>KaBa y
KOPMCT TPaHCHALMOHANTHNUX (MHAHCUjCKUX IjeHTapa monyT Ceercke 6aHke 1 MM®-a
— KOji Cy HOCMOLIM CyBepeHe Mohm y HeonmmbepanusMmy WM joll HpeLusHMje, OHU CY
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TO 3ajefHO ca ad hoc KoanuiujaMa MomyT ey(heMUCTUIKNX MMeHa T3B. ,,MehyHaponte
3ajegHMIIe WIN ,KOQIMI[Hje BOJBHUX * KOje [eyjy € Apyre cTpaHe npaBa. O6HaB/babe KO-
JIEKTMBUTETA 1 3aje[HNLIE, ergo, INTatbe je M 0OHOBE y/Iore U 3Ha4aja Ap>KaBe 1 IpeocTaje
Zia ce Busiu Xohe /i ce 0Baj Ipoljec MpoMeHe Ha IPaKTUYHOM IUIaHy OfUTPaTy KPO3 CyII-
TUHCKe TpaHchopManuje EY wm kpo3 meH Kpaj U yCIoCcTaB/babe CaCBUM PasINunTIX
MONUTUYKIX ¥ eKOHOMCKMX Mofiena. 3a Victouny EBpony oBo 3HauM cBOjeBpCHM M3/Ta3aK
U3 CTara CAMOCKPUB/bEHE HE3PENOCTH Tj. HEOKOIOHUjaTUCTUIKOT TPETUPatha UCTOYHO-
eBPOIICKIX Hapoja Kao ,Jielie” Koja Cy rajuna ,1eMOKpaTyjy y II0BOjy" U YMHM/IA ,IIpBe
KOpake“ y Bb0j KaKo je TO [ielileHrjaMa IpefiCTaB/baHo y HeomibepaaHoj GpaHTasnju ,, HOBOT
HoyeTKa“ 3a MICTOYHOEBPOIICKe Hapojie Tj. haHTasmju ,,quBber VicToka” 3a 3anajmaxe.
Vi, npyruM pednma, TO 3HauM Kpaj TyTOPCKe IeMOKpaTHje U y3uMarbe Cyi01He y CBoje
pyKe — IITO MCTOBPEMEHO 3HAuM M Kpaj mimesis-a 3amajja ¥ MOBpaTaK CyBepeHUTeTa.
PasyMme ce, cacTaBHM fleo pecTaypaliuje Ap)KaBe je ¥ IOBPaTaK welfare state 360r yera HIIp.
JKikeK ncTide Kako ynpaso ,,nonymictu’ oGHasmbajy welfare state (Zizek, 2019) mrto je
CacBUM JIOTMYHO aKoO Ce MMa y BUAY [ TIOfICTHUIIAjM 33 OBO CBAKAKO HUCY MOT/IU lohu of
cTpaHe T3B. TubepajHe TeBUIIe Tj. TeBULie KOja je PACTOYNM/IA CBOj CMICAO Y Tubepanamy.

Vimajyhm y BUAY CBY C/IOKEHOCT M BUIIECTOjHOCT CaBPeMEHNX IIpoIieca y eB-
pornckuM fpxasama Tj. y VcTouHoj Oamr kao u y 3amagHoj EBpomy Tpeba ckpeHyTH
HOXBY U HA YMIeHUITY fla ocT-nmubepanna EBporma cBakako Huje 6e3 6pojHux msaso-
Ba IIOMYT, IIpMMepa pajy, €KCTPEMUCTUYKUX ITOKPETA Ha IIOUTUYKO] PAaBHU MU TIaK
PECTPYKTypHpama i HOBMX eKOHOMCKIX MOJIe/a — MIIV, Haj3af, GYHKIMOHMCAha eBPOII-
CKMX HapOJa y FeOIOIMTIYKIM KOOpAMHaTaMa HapacTajyhux penaruja n3meby najpehnx
CBeTCKMX cuia y 21. Beky. Unmbennua je, MehyTum, ga Heycrex HOCTKOMYHM3MA Tj. IOCT-
KOMYHUCTHYKe TpaHc(opMalnmje ¥ TpaH3NIyje I YOIIITe CBUX IIpoLeca KOji Cy JIOXKI-
Be/U Ky/IMMHALM)y ocie 1989. — a 1989. je cumbommyka MeTadopa HeombepaHe mapa-
[IUTMe — IapajIe/IHO 3HAUNU U OTBaparbe MOTEeHIMja/THIX XOPU30HATA 1 32 HOBE TEOPUjCKe
KpUTHMIKe pedrieKcuje 1 3a MporpaMcKe IPUCTYTIE U 32 HOBe UCTMHCKe monuTuke. Kpaj
IOCTKOMYHM3Ma Y EBpomu 3aTo je Impollec U CTame Yuje 3HadYerme Jla/leKo IpeBasuase
OuBIIIe KOMYHICTUYKE 3eM/be Oalll Kao 1ITo je 1 1989. 6ua off CBeTCKOT 3Havaja 3a HOBU
nopepak. Jep, HauMe, Kpaj IIOCTKOMYHNM3Ma 3Ha4uM Kpaj HeomtbepaaHor 3amaza u 6es-
YCIIOBHE Bepe Y ,,InbepanHy JeMOKpaTHjy', ,BEIHI MUDP  — OCTBApeH KPO3 CEpUjy paToBa
— Kao ¥ KaOUTaJIUCTUIKM IPOCIEPUTET T€ APUTYKY/IALU]y KONTEKTUBUTETA KOjU TIOHOBO
U3pambajy y NICTOPUjCKOM XOPU3OHTY BpeMeHa 11 Cy6jeKTHUBNTETA.

8 OrncexxHuje pasmMarparbe IIUTakba KAKO ce 3alafHu rmores Ha “VIcTok” Hije 61 THO IIPOMEHNO HIA
HakoH 1989. Buzietn y: Starck, K. (2009). When the World Turned Upside-Down: Cultural Repre-
sentations of Post-1989 Eastern Europe. Cambridge: CUP
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NEOLIBERAL AND POST-LIBERAL EUROPE

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: The issue of causes and effects of 1989 is considered as the question of
development and effects of neoliberal Europe. It is argued that this is a process of loss of
sovereignty and political subjectivity i.e., one of promotion of individualistic atomism
and ideology of ,human rights“ which, also, ends up in ,,humanitarian interventionism®
Binary set of relations between ,totalitarianism“ and ,,democracy“ - as well as the fol-
lowing concept of ,transition” — secured the dominance of liberalism on practically all
levels while from the geopolitical aspect this construct corresponded with US hegemony
in Europe - best perceived on the example of the EU. Besides neoliberal, postmodern
discourse had its own impact on these processes. In conclusion, equality, true democracy,
and the return to the state are emphasized as the basis of post-liberal Europe of the 21st
century.

Keywords: neoliberalism, sovereignty, political subjectivity, true democracy, Europe.

The triumph of political, economic and social neoliberalism

the fall of the Berlin Wall - on the symbolic and Realpolitik levels - signified the
dominance of the processes which, already in the early 1980s, occupied the continent:
first and foremost, this was the triumph of political, economic and social neoliberalism in
Europe. In this light, what we are dealing with is a historical turn that, in effect, super-
sedes standard changes of the elites and political platforms, i.e. the transformation of the
entire paradigm was a tectonic shift on the existential and metaphysical levels. Moreover,
the fact that 1989 represented a turn with far-reaching theoretical and practical conse-
quences is best viewed from the analysis of transformations of the Old Continent that
followed and marked Europe at the end of the twentieth and in the beginning of the
twenty-first centuries. A retroactive analysis therefore demonstrates on different levels
how, firstly and in an essential manner, the fall of the Berlin Wall was the beginning of
the final loss of sovereignty in Europe overfor a longer stretch of time, and it is relevant to
comprehend both the causes and consequences of such a movement in its political-phil-

! bb2polfil@gmail.com
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osophical, politicological, sociological and historical aspects i.e., on the interdisciplinary
level of the phenomenon.?

In short, these are the reasons why, for example, Chomsky’s insight how 1989 was, in
its most relevant content, the end of the welfare state in Europe (Chomsky 1991) simulta-
neously appears as a correct but also a partial explanation. The renunciation of the social
model of the welfare state had multiple causes and implications or, more precisely, causa
efficiens — as well as causa finalis in this case. This follows from the ontological transition
which is the hypokeimenon of the promoted name and theses about the “political tran-
sition” of Eastern European countries towards freedom and democracy. In order to com-
prehend more closely how the process the main slogan of which was “freedom” actually
appeared to be a fundamental movement towards unfreedom — not only for the people
of Central and Eastern Europe but of Western Europe as well — one should consider the
completness of the already existing context in the USA, in which the era of Reganism in a
lively way depicted all the basic characteristics of neoliberalism in the ways in which they
have been articulated by numerous representatives of so-called “critical theory”. Firstly, it
is the ideology of individualism and atomism, i.e., founding in practice a sphere of relations
we can call a monadic social set keeping in mind the orientation towards the individual -
his wishes and needs - that comes forth from it as the highest socially favorable imperative
(Adorno & Horkheimer, 2007; Horkheimer, 2013; Marcuse, 1991).3

2 In this light, understandably, the expression “Revolutions of 1989” — which is most frequently
used to describe the series of events in six countries of the Eastern Bloc i.e., Poland, Hungary, East
Germany, Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia and Romania - is entirely insufficient on the conceptual level
or, more precisely, simultaneously appears as both appealing and incorrect. The events which were
supposed to mark exactly the end of “totalitarian communism” and the beginning of “democracy”
were counter-revolutions, per se. This is demonstrated by the fact that the winners of the next
elections in these states were anti-socialist and pro-West political parties. Certainly, on the theo-
retical and practical levels, the situation is more complex when one keeps in mind how all these
processes were often accompanied by the national orientation of the new elites and, in the case of
Slovakia, 1989 was the introduction to the founding of Slovakia as an independent state in 1993.
However, one should note here two relevant issues. First, the expression “Revolutions of 1989”
is therefore incorrect because of the described reasons i.e., the term “the Fall of Communism in
Eastern Europe” is more adequate. Second, and no less relevant, in a substantial, ergo geopolitical
but also ontological sense as well, this “fall” meant the most dramatic change in the balance of
forces in contemporary history, i.e. the beginning of the triumph of neoliberal capitalism in the
economic and so-called “liberal democracy” in the ideological spheres, and the emergence of the
USA as the hegemonic power in the political field. Moreover - as the time that followed demon-
strated — national sentiment was instrumentalized to a great deal, i.e. used for creating the illusion
of sovereignty and “government of the people,” which transparently reflects the functioning of the
EU insofar as precisely these states were given second-class status and were, therefore, without
any actual relevant political and economic influence.

w

In difference to this, already the second generation of the Frankfurt School demonstrates its spe-
cific decadence because of the numerous “compromises” with liberalism it undertakes - and be-
cause of which its critical dimension is gradually lost. Furthermore, Habermas’s “theoretical devel-
opment” in such a sense actually equally demonstrates how Europe changed with its philosophical
and intellectual elite: from the author of The Structural Transformation of the Public Sphere and
Theory and Practice, as well as The Theory of Communicative Action, one became the author of
works such as Between Facts and Norms.
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From such an ideological conception, naturally and logically there followed the ide-
ology of human rights in a way in which it has been described by Douzinas (Douzinas,
2007) and which, in numerous relevant aspects, functions as biopolitics par excellence —
since neoliberalism as biopolitics stretches to different spheres, ranging from the politics
of sexuality to the politics of education. Or, more precisely, as Heller rightly notes, 1989
did not mean only “the end of Communism” but a drastic transformation of the political
pattern, i.e. the rise of biopolitics as the weakening of class politics and a transition towards
the politicization of the body (Heller, 1994). Parallel to this, a hypertrophied insistence
on human rights as the final political and ethical instance and, furthermore, as the basic
socially acceptable criteria — from which likewise the ideology of “political correctness”
is drawn - had as its aim as exactly the practical moral discrimination of sovereignty, and
therefore, in last consequence, the complete de-legitimation of the state as the relevant car-
rier of political subjectivity. And all of this was the necessary crypto-theoretical and practi-
cal preparation for the real and offensive wars of the West which have been given the name
“humanitarian interventionism.”

In such a light, therefore, it is of extraordinary importance to perceive how the
crucial settings of neoliberalism, i.e. firstly the individualized atomism which destroys
the meaning of the community and of collectivity, appear as the sine qua non of the
ideology of “human rights” from which the ideology of “humanitarian intervention-
ism” comes forth. This is because we are dealing with a unified chain of movement
and a unique conceptual network which demonstrates how liberalism and pragmatism
found themselves as the basis of this transition in different aspects as well as in the
whole. In other words, the dominance of neoliberalism in Europe - and 1989 is the
symbolic name for such a project and triumph - signified the simultaneous ideological
and political dominance of the USA in the Old Continent for which the best example
is the European Union (Koljevi¢ & Fusaro, 2016). Not only is it the case that with these
processes the social state disappeared, but they bring forth the dissolution of the state
as such, i.e. in practically all its political, economic and social segments through the ar-
ticulation and practices of a transnational alliance which in itself is not a carrier of sov-
ereignty because it does not act as an autonomous subject. Or, more precisely, European
peoples in their simulated movement towards freedom - while in reality being caught
up in the ideology of profit as the highest value (Chomsky, 2011) - lose the theoretical
and historical dimensions of their own existence, which is why they appropriate exter-
nally forced-upon patterns of political behavior. Or, even more precisely, this process
represents a synthesis of the pattern which Badiou reflects as the total dominance of
the materialistic paradigm (Badiou, 2012) and of the political-normative imperative of
the eternal present in which the vertical of historical time as well as meaningful future
disappears.

A paradigmatic example in this sense is the constructed artificial opposition be-
tween fotalitariansm and democracy (Aron, 1990) as well as, no less, the imposed con-
struct of “the transition.” In both cases, we are dealing with seemingly neutral concepts
that presuppose the political and social superiority of the West, i.e. always already
beginning from the thesis of civilizational hierarchy in which provisionally weaker
people and states should reach the level of richer ones because their material prosper-
ity is simultaneously the ultimate indicator of their ethical and normative superiority
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overall.* Furthermore, it is relevant to conceive how the syntagma totalitarianism vs.
democracy - as well as the concept of transition — corresponds to the projected concept
of the end of history because it is a transition towards the kingdom of liberal democracy
whose governance, in the final instance, has to be total. In such a way, 1989 - according
to neoliberal architects — was suppose to signify the European end of history and, recip-
rocally, the end of the history of Europe and its political subjectivities that melted into the
system of globalized neoliberal order. For the same reason - turning attention towards
their own extraordinariness - it is exactly the “export” of democracy (Barany & Moser,
2009) that transparently demonstrated the totalitarian pretension of neoliberal democ-
racy and, therefore, a real inversion of its illusory confrontation to “totalitarianism.”

Or, more precisely, it is also possible through the analysis of the example of various
countries of Central and Eastern Europe, i.e. their political, economic and social destinies,
to perceive how, in numerous aspects, neoliberal expansion and neoimperial domination
moved. So, for example, the structure and actions of the EU demonstrate not only the
bureaucratic — and relevantly undemocratic - but also practically a hierachical model of
governing, to the extent to which it is clear that, over a longer time period, one could not
refer to any sovereignty, autonomy or political subjectivity of the “second class” member
states. However, the similar process of the loss of practically all sovereignty and subjectiv-
ity is comprehended on different levels, i.e. the crux of the matter is that even the biggest
and most developed European countries such as Germany and France, that is, likewise all
“dominant” EU member states have found themselves in a submissive role in relation to
the US or, more accurately, in relation to transnational globalist political, economic and
social neoliberal elites. Moreover, and in principle, what has been applied in practice in
both cases is the Hegelian master-slave dialectic and, parallel to it, a crypto-theology with
its consequential Manichean narrative and signifiers of absolute good and absolute evil
(Bernstein, 2006). “Absolute good” is, of course, US liberal democracy while, by analogy,
“absolute evil” is all that comes from Russia and only on the basis of such a presented
pattern it became realistically possible for people to accept submissiveness to “the good
master.”

An illustrative example of creating relevant discursive paradigms is the entire “theo-
retical” and “practical” engagement of “the expert for Central and Eastern Europe,” Timo-
thy Snyder, whose final aim is the erasure of the historical difference between Stalinism
and Nazism - while the causa finalis of this endeavor is equalizing USSR and Fascist Ger-
many (Snyder, 2010).> More concretely, the “bloodlands” for Snyder are contemporary Po-
land, Belorussia, Ukraine, Romania, parts of Russia and the Baltic states and the essential
identification of Stalinism and Nazism is undertaken through the same expected pattern
that in both cases we are dealing with “totalitarian regimes” which committed equally
horrifying crimes - in spite the fact that, for instance, the number of victims of Nazism
is significantly higher. In this light, the thesis that 1989 in Europe meant the triumph of

4 The specific question, of course, concerns the fact that it is highly debatable to what extent this
“economic superiority” of neoliberalism itself has a virtual character. (See Stiglitz, J. 2012; Stiglitz,
J. 2016.)

> One should keep in mind how, for instance, The Atlantic, The Economist, The Independent, The
New Republic, New Statesman, The Daily Telegraph — declared this work as “the book of the year”
while The Economist went even further, declaring how this is “revisionist history in the best sense.”
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Fukuyama’s “end of history” in no way means that the story about history is over. Quite
the contrary, it is exactly the announcement of the final victory of liberal democracy as the
absolute good and the end of the world which was a necessary precondition for the beginning
of historical revisionism which has the ideological function of political submission to the
neoliberal hegemony of the US as well as signifying that Russia is the “absolute evil” - binary
oppositions but also a bipolar split that extends to contemporary times. As Evans rightly
noted - “Snyder is simply identifying Nazi genocide with the crimes committed during
Stalin in USSR.... There is nothing wrong with comparison. Equalizing is what is highly
problematic” (Evans, 2018, pp. 21-22).

And while, therefore, the moral equivalence between “the totalitarian regimes” of
Communism and Nazism has been “established” - the ideology of liberal democracy
has, parallel to this, built its own crypto-ethical discourse in which criminal actions
and illegal aggressions take on the name of “humanitarian interventionism” because
this is the action of “the absolute good” A paradigmatic example, in this sense, is cer-
tainly Ignatieff, one of main theorists and activists of “human rights” who, in a conse-
quential interventionist key, supported the aggression on SRY and occupation of Iraq
- as well as all other American interventions - and articulated the conception of “the
lesser evil” (Ignatieff, 2005). The basic thesis is that, no matter the cost, one needs to
defend “the legitimate rights of innocent citizens,” i.e. in order to defend individual
rights, the use of all means, including violence, is not only permitted but even desir-
able. Furthermore, in Empire Lite Ignatieff - emphasizing how the USA is the only
superpower — explicitly stands in favor of creating a “humanitarian Empire” because
the motives of foreign presence and interventionism are of altruistic nature and not at
all selfish (Ignatieff, 2003). Or, the imperium of the twenty-first century is the global
hegemony of free market, human rights and democracy. This is how “ethical” motives
appear as the sufficient reason for military interventions because one begins from a
never-proven postulate of creating the best of all possible worlds, i.e. the absolute po-
litical, historical, theoretical and moral superiority of the USA. Another example, in a
similar sense, is certainly Walzer’s theory of just wars in which, again, from the stand-
point of “political ethics,” the “morality” of “just wars” is what one attempts to legiti-
mize. This is how Walzer gives his own contribution to the theory of “humanitarian
interventionism” through the conception that the use of force in international politics
is justified by endangered “human rights,” i.e. that intervention should be undertaken
in all cases in which “the moral conscience of humankind is in shock” (Walzer, 2015,
p. 107). However, when one is dealing with such constructions of crypto-ethical nar-
ratives — which have liberal-democratic hegemony as their ideological basis and which
are articulated simultaneously with revisionist history - on the political-philosophical
level, it is necessary to put forward the following question: To what extent does neolib-
eral theory ontologically correspond to postmodern theory, i.e. how much the issue is
one of contingent chronological compatibility, since we are dealing with two discourses
dominant in the last decades of the twentieth century, and how much is this synchro-
nized action? Or, in the context of 1989, how much is the beginning of the triumph of
neoliberalism at the same time the beginning of the triumph of postmodern Europe,
and is this meeting entirely conceptually contingent?
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Excursus: neoliberalism and postmodernity - a coalition
of principles or not?

firstly, it should be kept in mind that the extensive concept “postmodernity” - and
this is no less the case with the concept of “poststructuralism” - includes in itself a series
of different phenomena and theories, which is why it cannot justly be argued for drawing a
simple line of structural similarity or even identification with neoliberalism The following
fact concerns the moment that profound analyses of the relation between two concepts —
as, for example, is the case with the comparison of postmodernism and pragmatism (Stuhr,
2015) - have not yet been undertaken. At the conceptual level, therefore, we first need to
perceive the fundamental differences that as its basis have the radical critique of neoliber-
alism and the articulation of its causes, phenomena and effects. Therefore, in authors such
as Baudrillard we find fundamental insights about simulation, i.e. how the world becomes
asimulacrum (Baudrillard, 1994), as well as the effects of consumer capitalism — and “post-
Communist Europe” after 1989 has been signified exactly by the specter of consumption
- and also, no less relevantly, how the binary opposition totalitarianism vs. democracy
drawn by globalist elites is, according to the political needs, replaced by the dichotomy
terrorism vs. democracy (Baudrillard, 2013). Certainly, in authors such as Ranciére or
Badiou, affirming an entirely different concept of democracy, i.e. democracy as equality,
comes forth no less from confronting neoliberal hegemony as well as, likewise, its domi-
nance through the political phenomenon of the EU (Badiou, 2012, Ranicere, 2009). Or,
from the third side, besides these metaphysical and philosophical-social critiques, in post-
structuralism we also perceive the articulation of serious ethical theories such as Levinas’s,
in which - in the manner of a “non-systemic system,” ergo on the ontological, ethical and
aesthetical levels - the relation towards the Other is considered (Levinas, 1991, Levinas,
2000). True openness towards the Other - together with the horizon of infinity — presup-
posed the position of equality as well the position of pluralism, i.e. appears as practically
diametrically opposed to neocapitalistic uniformity and neoimperial hierarchy.

However, in a number of other authors, first and foremost in the work of the so-called
French “new philosophers” (noveaux philosophes) such as Lévy, Finkielkraut, Glucksmann
and Bruckner — whose main thread has been exactly the break with the Marxism of the
1980s - the connection with neoliberalism is completely transparent. Because, since the
beginning point of this theory is the thesis how the systems of Hegel and Marx are actually
systems of repression and philosophies of dominance, these positions practically entirely
correspond to neoliberal dogmas. Marxism is marked as “the inherent evil” which leads to
totalitarianism and, by analogy, their accusations of “totalitarianism” referred exclusively
to the states in which it was relevantly present, with a special focus on the “absolute evil”
of the USSR. Moreover, the “new philosophers” emphasized how the entire socialist tradi-
tion should be abandoned and the fact that they - by all means - wanted to appropriate for
themselves the name “leftist” demonstrates how here one is dealing with a paradigmatic
European version of authors who in the USA called themselves “left liberals” Again, one
common signifiers with neoliberalism are the emphasis on the individual, i.e. a radical in-
dividualism as well as an anti-state orientation (anti-statism) which is found paradigmati-
cally in Glucksmann, although all “new philosophers” agree that the state is “the ultimate
evil” while “the good” are human rights - and underline that sovereignty is the issue of
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the individual. Another common signifier is also the fact that there is no longer trust in
the human being, i.e. that society is viewed as permanently and structurally repressive,
which is basically compatible with the liberal worldview. Furthermore, it is completely
logical that from such a setting both “provisional ethics” and “the politics of the lesser evil”
come forth, which, once again, is consequently compatible with the neoliberal doctrine
of interventionism as well as with the minimal state. To the relevantly ideological nature
of the work of “the new philosophers” attention has been drawn by - besides Badiou and
Bourdieu - Lyotard, Deleuze and Castoriadis.

In the third group, in the broadest sense when we are discussing poststructuralism in
Europe, i.e. its resemblance with neoliberalism in its theoretical assumptions or its politi-
cal and social implications, belong authors whose philosophical critique of the Western
hegemonic pattern is transparent but, in spite this, some of their key theses either end
with consequences similar to the liberal discourse or simply “collaterally” work in its favor.
A typical example, in this light, is Agamben’s theory, i.e. the fact that for instance in The
State of Exception it is written how “one day humanity will play with law just as children
play with unused objects” (Agamben, 2005, p. 34). Despite, therefore, Agamben’s radical
critique of the USA and its imperial politics and neoliberalism overall, “anti-static” think-
ing ends up with the comparison of law to “a game” as the desirable outcome of the world
which would be “the best possible” — and this world is, for the author, “only a little bit
different” from the contemporary world. And actually, this is how it turns out that with
such theories what is implicitly legitimated is the abuse of law and its violation — because
if everything is “a game” and/or if the basis of law and state is always already violence then
the use of violence is not contrary to the law even when it destroys it, as is the case with
the “humanitarian interventions.” Furthermore, the following aspect to be kept in mind is
that the so-called radical metaphysics of singularity - for which, again, the paradigmatic
example is Agamben’s individualism - in final instance leads not only to the break of the
community and collectivity but to a communication breakdown as well, the best indicator
being the fact that this philosophy ends in a politics of gesture founding specific forms of
non-relations (Agamben, 2019).

Or, more precisely, all these emphasized examples are an expression of general ten-
dencies, i.e. of the fact that in the framework of postmodern patterns in final instance we
often find either pessimism in relation to the entire functioning of society and the world
or more or less explicit de(con)struction of the community or — because of “metaphysical
and political evil” - an endgame in ethics. It is therefore completely transparent how, on
both theoretical and practical grounds, a relevant part of the postmodern project has at
least enabled an untethered expansion of neoliberalism and its real dominance. Because,
exactly inasmuch as it has (un)willingly corresponded to individualistic atomism on the
one hand and the critique of state and law - in the name of “human rights” - on the other,
postmodernism in its practical effects acted as synchronized with neoliberal expansion
although from its narrative some of the most exemplary critiques of this ideology came
forth. In this light, one should notice how neoliberalism spread in Europe after 1989, i.e.
how, for instance, the famous politics of “the third way” came forth - one extensively
analyzed by Mouffe, who also articulates all the contradictions of the concept of liberal de-
mocracy (Moufte, 2009). In such a way, Lyotard’s “break of the grand narratives” (Lyotard,
1984) traced the way for the break of values and relativism and - in spite of its primary
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intentions — enabled the “import” of the so-called “liberal left” from the USA to Europe
as well as, respectively, the growth of globalist trends which were, ironically, founded ex-
actly on the completely non-philosophical and uncritical binary relations and oppositions
totalitarianism/democracy as well as totalitarianism/transition. Both binary couples play
a special role precisely in Eastern and Central Europe after 1989 and expand practically
to all spheres so that, for instance, Kemp Welch - emphasizing the problematic character
of such an approach - draws attention to how historians of art in this region signify art as
either “totalitarian” or “transitional” (Kemp — Welch, 2017). The concept of “transition”
has been conceived to refer not only to transition from the state to private property but,
broader, to the so-called “development of civil society” as the dogmatic contrast to “the
totalitarian past.”

In this light, one should keep in mind how - despite entirely different and sometimes
completely opposed philosophical tendencies — “the break of grand narratives” has, to a
certain extent, enabled the constitution of this black-and-white paradigm, i.e. its ideo-
logical reproduction as well as the defeatist attitude of numerous authors has enabled an
untethered functioning of neoliberal hegemony. For instance, the accent on singularity in
a broad specter of postmodern works first appeared as an avant-garde reaction to struc-
turalism via scientism, i.e. it meant at the same opposition to big systems, which is also
the basis of Derrida’s concept of différance - as different from “the metaphysics of closure”
Simultaneously, especially when all consequences of philosophical conceptions in com-
plete social reality are kept in mind, it is clear that practical consequences had to follow
when the crux of Derrida’s attitude was the denial of an ultimate incompatibility of his
ideas with Marxism.

In other words, although, therefore - in spite of exceptional cases such as “the new
philosophers” in France — one cannot argue about a “principal coalition” of the postmod-
ern and liberal discourses in foto. It is a fact that in many aspects they often appear as
synchronized even when this is an issue of pure contingency. Certainly, the most striking
example of action of this “coalition” in practice is the project of the EU that is — as Cooper
pointed out — “the most developed example of the postmodern system” because it leads to
the breaking of nations (Cooper, 2004, 36 — 37) and neoliberal because it at the same time
copies the political, economic and social models of hegemony from the USA to Europe
while itself is in the submissive position in relation to “the heart of Empire” of which it is
a part. Or, more precisely, in this specific neoliberal-postmodern connection, the political
action of transnational globalized crypto-elites has found its basis, one which appeared in
the beginning of the twenty-first century on the other side of the people.

Post-liberal Europe of the 215t century

In the second decade of the twenty-first century — on theoretical, political, economic
and social grounds (Stiglitz, 2012, Peters, 2018, Gerstle, 2018) - it became transparent
that the time of the end of neoliberalism had arrived, i.e. that the world entered a phase of
tectonic shifts on different levels, which is why we can say this is a time of crossing of ep-
ochs. This means that one discursive and practical paradigm is over and that the new has
not yet began - and since the end of one ideology on the geopolitical level corresponds to
the break of unilateralism, i.e. to the growth of the multipolar world, it is logically prob-
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able that, in the next period, first and foremost, pluralism and multiplicity will return as
relevant categories. Exactly this end of “neoliberal globalization” relevantly signifies a new
return of history and, at the same time, the birth of a new politics of left and right. More-
over, in the growth of new divergent and numerous movements against the establishment,
i.e. against the mainstream, new discursive formations with critical distance toward glo-
balized crypto-elites - whose dominance marked the neoliberal hegemony - are being
articulated.

In the case of Europe, these processes appear, firstly, as reflecting the difference be-
tween the concept of the EU and the concept of Europe, i.e. understanding how the EU
is not only a project and a construct but significantly an ideological and political project
of neoliberalism and postmodernity as theories and practices — and of the USA as the
absolute dominant force. This is how it turns out that the “co-existence” of the EU with
American neo-imperialism and neo-colonialism was not only a matter of chronological
contingency because one is dealing here practically with complete synchronization: Eu-
rope — as a “whole” and “in its parts” - has been rapidly losing its sovereignty and political
subjectivity through the realization of the project of the EU and, simultaneously, democ-
racy in it has been disappearing so that the gap between the people and the elites has
permanently deepened on the political, economic and social scale.

For these reasons, it is not at all unusual that the first demand of post-liberal Europe
is exactly equality or, more precisely, equality as a repeal of the imposed hierarchical gap
within particular states as well as the repeal of the dominance of “stronger” over “weaker”
states and, finally, dominance of the USA over the Old Continent as a whole. In this light,
exactly equality appears as the name of true democracy in the sense in which it has been
argued that democracy is conceptually interrelated with self-determination and that states
have democracy as their truth precisely inasmuch as they are reflected as the expression
of autonomy (Marx & Engels, 1990). This is why the third element of post-liberal Europe
- besides equality and true democracy - is exactly the return of the relevance of the state
which arises as a reaction to the globalist dissolution of sovereignty and its re-positioning
to the individual level as the condition of practically perfect domination. What happened
in reality is the de-sovereignization of states in favor of transnational financial centers
such as the World Bank and IMF as carriers of sovereign power in neoliberalism or, more
precisely, such as ad hoc coalitions with euphemistic names such as “the international
community” or “the coalition of the willing” which often act on the other side of the law.
The renewal of collectivity and the community, ergo, is also the question of the renewal
of the role and meaning of the state, and it remains to be seen if this process will play out
on the practical level through substantial transformations of the EU or through its end
and founding of entirely different political and economic models. For Eastern Europe,
this means a specific exit from the state of self-imposed immaturity, i.e. the neocolonial
treatment of Eastern European peoples as “children” whose democracy was taking its
“first steps” as presented for decades in the neoliberal phantasy of “the new beginning” for
Eastern European people, i.e. in the fantasy of the “wild East” for the Westerners.® Or, in
other words, this means the end of tutorial democracy and taking destiny into one’s own

¢ The more extensive analysis of the question how the Western view of “the East” has not significant-
ly changed after 1989 can be found in: Starck, K. (2009). When the World Turned Upside-Down:
Cultural Representations of Post-1989 Eastern Europe, Cambridge: CUP.
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hands - which at the same time means the end of a mimesis of the West and the return of
sovereignty. It goes without saying that the constitutive part of restoration of the state is
the return of the welfare state, which is why Zizek for instance emphasizes how populists
are the ones renewing the welfare state (Zizek, 2019), which is entirely logical if one keeps
in mind that this could not have come from the side of the so-called liberal left, i.e. the left
which has dissolved itself into liberalism.

Keeping in mind all the complexity and multiplicity of contemporary processes in
European states, i.e. in Eastern as well as in Western Europe, it should be noted that post-
liberal Europe is certainly not without numerous challenges such as, for example, the
growth of extremist movements on the political level and/or restructuring and new eco-
nomic models - or, finally, the political functioning of European peoples in new geopoliti-
cal conditions of the growing relations between biggest world powers in the twenty-first
century. The fact is, however, that the failure of post-Communism, i.e. of the post-com-
munist transformation and transition and of all the processes that culminated after 1989
- and 1989 is the symbolic metaphor of the neoliberal paradigm - simultaneously meant
the opening of potential horizons and for new theoretical critical reflections, for program-
matic approaches and for a new true politics. The end of post-communism in Europe is
therefore a process and a state whose meaning by far supersedes ex-communist countries
in the same way in which 1989 has been of world relevance for the new order. The end
of post-communism means the end of the neoliberal West and the unconditional faith
in “liberal democracy;” “eternal peace” - achieved through series of wars — as well as in
capitalistic prosperity, and the articulation of the collectivities which again emerge on the
horizon of time and subjectivities.
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