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MAPKCOB M EHTEJICOB OJHOC
ITPEMA HAIITVIOHA/THOM IINTABY

Caketak: OCHOBHY IIV/b OBOT Pajia je ja yTBPAM Ha Koju HauuH cy ce Mapkc n Exrenc
(Karl Marx; Friedrich Engels) ogHocunu npema HanyoHanmHOM nutamwy. IIpokmamyjyhn
K/Tacy Kao I7TaBHOT MCTOPHjCKOT aKTepa, Mapkc n Exrernc mmanu cy o6udaj a onaxo mpely
IIpeKo 3HaYaja aKTepCKOT II0TeHIjala Hanyje. MebhyTyM, IpaKTUYHO-IIOUTIYKY Pa3Io3n
HpYMOpaBasIi Cy X fia e UIaK 6aBe TeMaMa Be3aHNUM 3a Hauujy. IIpe cBera, 36or Tora
IITO Cy OV/IM CBECHM eKCIIIO3MBHE CHAare HalMOHa/IM3Ma J TOra LITO je OH MOrao 3Havaj-
HO Jla yTIYe Ha TIOKpeTame COIMjaTHe PeBOMyIHje, anu Takohe 11 Ha leHo Kodeme. 360r
OB€ YNMBCHUIE, 3a IbUX je 6110 OUTHO f1a 'y CBOM IIOJIMTNYKOM IE€I0Bahy ICTOBPEMEHO
MAaKCHMaJIHO IIOJIUTUYKI VICKOPUCTe, /I M MICKOHTPOJIMIIY CHATy HallMoHaIHOr ocehaja
pasmruanTyx Hapoaa. Moxe ce pehu fa je Mapkcos n EHrernico ofHOC Ipema Hanuju 610
MHCTPYMEHTAJIaH, OJIHOCHO la Ce Ha kY I7IeflaI0 K0 Ha IOTEHIIMja/THO CPeICTBO y PeBO-
nyunoHapHoj 6op6u. OHe Hapofe Koje Cy IepLUINPaIN Kao HOCHOLie APYIITBEHe PeBO-
nynuje, Mapkc u EHresic cy 03Ha4aBasy Kao IO3UTUBHY U IPOTPECUBHY IPYIUTBEHY CHTY.
Ca gpyre cTpaHe, IpeMa HapoAVIMa KOjy CY MIMaJIU ,peaKLMOHAPHY UCTOPUjCKY yIory”
Mapxkc u Enrenc cy ce ofHOCH/IM ca TIPE3MPOM U HETUPA/IU HBUXOBO IPABO Ha IOCTOjakbe.

Kipyune peun: Mapkc, Enrernic, MapkcusaMm, HallMOHA/THO NTUTalbe, HAL[Uja.

KPATAK ITPMIKA3 MAPKCOBE 1 EHTEJICOBE MV CJIN

[MoxyuraBajyhu ja HAy9HO OTKPU)jy 3aKOHUTOCTH UCTOPUJCKOT KPETarba Y0BeYaH-
cTBa, Mapxc u EHresc ¢y cBOjy AMjaeKTUUYKY METO/ly 3aCHMBA/IM Ha BICOKOM HUBOY
afcTpaKuyje Konymwyjyhu je KOHKpeKTHUM MCTOPUjCKUM aHamm3ama. To um je omoryhmuno
Jia yBUJie OCHOBHE TeHJIEHIIMje pasBoja KammTanusMa y 6ynyhaocTn, 6es 063upa Ha TO 1ITO
CY >KMBEJIM Y BpEMEHY Y KOjeM je TeK I104e0 Jja Ce YCIIOCTaB/ba MHAYCTPYjCKY KallUTaIn3aM
U Y KojeM Cy (eyaaTHu OTHOCU U ajbe 61N KapaKTePUCTUYHY 3a Be/MKu feo EBpore.

OcHOBHa KapaKTepUCTHKA BIX0Be MIUCIY 610 je MaTepujainsaM KOju je HacTao
Kao peaxija Ha XerenoBo (Georg Wilhelm Hegel) nneamictuuko yueme, mpema KojeM cy
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OCHOBHM ITOKPeTa4l UCTOPYjCKIX IPOMEHA Hfieje. Y3eBiin XerenoBy [ujaIeKTUKy U 00p-
HYBILY je HaIJlaBadKe, OHY CY 3aK/bYUN/IN []a ICTOPMjCKO KpeTare YOBEYaHCTBA YC/IOB/baBa
MaTepujalHa CTBAapHOCT (aKTMBHOCTH J/bYAY KOjIMa OHM 3a/J0BO/baBajy CBOje OCHOBHE
XKVBOTHe IT0Tpebe), a He uyieje. VI3 0BaKBOT CTAHOBUIITA IIPOM3TIA3M U BJIXOB €KOHOMCKY
IeTepMIHU3aM, IIpeMa KojeM cdepa IPor3Bofbe (MaTepujamHa 6asa) IpecyfHo yTude Ha
oCTaJle pylITBeHe cepe MONYT IPABHYX OTHOCA, Ap>KaBHOr ypebema, KynType (ZyXoBHa
Ha/irpajmba).” Ca eKOHOMCKIM JeTepMIHII3MOM MOBE3aH je 1 TeXHOMOIIKM JleTePMUHU3AM,
IpeMa KojeM KapaKTep CpeficTaBa 3a MpoM3BOmY (TexHomornja) onpehyje n xapaxrep
IPOU3BOJTHUX OFHOCA (APYIITBEHNX OHOCA Y KOje JBYAU CTYIajy KaKo 611 3al0BOJBUIN
CBOje ersucTeHIMjanHe otTpede).’ VI3 3ajefHMUKOr yTHIIAja CPEICTaBa 3 IIPOM3BOJILY
U IIPOM3BOJHUX OHOCA KOjI YMHe eKOHOMCKY 6a3y Ipousuniasy 1 To Kaksa he 6utu
IyXOBHA Hafirpajiba. PasBuTKOM cpeficTaBa 3a IPOM3BO/IbY, CTapy IIPOM3BONHI OJHOCH
IIOCTAjy IPETECH, T€ j€ UCTOPUjCKM HY>KHO YCIIOCTAaB/bakhe HOBUX, KOjU BPDEMEHOM MEmajy
IYXOBHY HAaATpajiiby, a IOTOM U YCIIOCTaB/bajy HOBU APYIITBEHO-MCTOPUjCKM CHCTeM.*

ITpenas ca crapyx Ha HOBe OJHOCe IPOM3BOJIbe HUKA/la HIje uawindaH, Beh ra
KapaKTepyIIy CyKoOM APYIITBEHMX IPyIa ca pasmMIuTUM nHTepecuMa. OHe rpyme Koje
TeXe la 09yBajy CTape OJHOCE IPOMU3BOJIbe HEMUHOBHO Cy IpeMa Mapxkcy u Enrency
MCTOPUjCKU TyOUTHMIN, TOK CY, HACYIIPOT TOMe, OOEIHNIM IPyTIe KOoje TeXe YCIIoCTa-
B/bakby HOBMX ITPOM3BOAHUX ofHOca (Marx & Engels, 2009, str. 49).

Te rpyme ce npyraumje 30By Knace’ 1 oHe cy, mpema Mapkcy u Enrency, ocHoBHM
aKTepy y MCTOPMjCKOj O30PHMIIM YoBedaHCTBA. Kitace Mory na ce fedpunniny kao rpyme
KOje ce Hajase y pasanduToM IOJI0XKajy ITpeMa CpeficTBMMa 3a mpousBopmy (Haralambos
& Holborn, 2002, str. 33), Koju ycnoB/baBa BUXOBO MECTO Y IIPOMU3BOJHIM OFHOCHMA U
00/INKyje BUXOBe MaTepujanHe nHTepece. 3a Mapkca ,,ICTOp1ja CBAKOT OCA/AIIEbET
IpYLITBa je ucropuja kaacHux 6opou” (Marx & Engels, 2009, str. 30), nsmeby onux xoju
IIOCeNlyjy CPENCTBA 3a IPOM3BOJILY 11 HA OCHOBY TOTa €KCIIJIOATUIILY, ¥ OHUX KOjU He IT0-
Cefyjy cpefcTBa 3a IpoM3BOJbY 1 360rT Tora 6uBajy ekcruroarucanu. Kmachna 6opb6a je
TpajHa, HeKaja BUIIe M/IM Make IPUKPUBEHA, ajli OIIITa U MOTIYHA TeK KaJla CTapyu
OIHOCK IIPOM3BOMII-€ IOCTaHy IIPETECHN 3a HOBOPAa3BMjeHa CPEJCTBA 32 IPOU3BOMIbY I

»Y IPYIITBEHOj IIPOU3BOMILY CBOTA KIMBOTA JBY/M CTYIIAjy Y ofpeleHe, Hy>KHe offHOCe, He3aBUCHEe
Off, IbIIXOBE BOJbe, OJIHOCE IPOM3BOJIEbE, KOji OAroBapajy ofipeh)eHoM CTyImby pasBUTKa BUXOBUX
MaTepujaTHIX TPOU3BOAHMX CHara. LIjeToKkymHOCT THX OfHOCa IPOM3BO/HHE CadMibaBa EKOHOM-
CKY CTPYKTYPY APYNITBA, PealHy OCHOBY Ha KOjOj Ce IV>Ke TpaBHa ¥ IMOMUTUYKA Ha/irpajiiba 1
K0joj oxiroBapajy oxpehenn obmuiy gpymreene cBuject. Hauns pon3Bojbe MaTepujaTHOT
XKMBOTA YBjeTyje MpOLiec COLMjaTHOT, HOIUTUYKOT I LyXOBHOT X1BoTa yorthe” (Marx, 1969).
»PyaHn mnH fahe BaM IpymuTBo ¢ dbeymaaHIM FOCIOfAPUMA, IAPHY MIMH APYIITBO Ca MHLY-
CTPUjCKUM kanmTanuctuma.” (Marx, 1977, str. 61).

»Ha M3BjeCHOM CTyIIby CBOTA Pa3BUTKA [0Ma3e MaTepyjajiHe IPOU3BOJIHE CHATe APYIITBA y
IIPOTUBPjEYHOCT C mocTojehuM oHOCHMa IPOU3BOIbE, N, LITO je CaMO IIPABHY U3pas 3a To,
C OJIHOCHMA BJIACHMIITBA y YNjeM Cy ce OKBUPY foT/Ie KpeTaste [...] C mpoMjeHOM eKOHOMCKe
OCHOBE BpIIY Ce CrIopuje 1 Op>ke IIpeBpaT YyiTaBe OrpoMHe Haarpanmwe.” (Marx, 1969)

»Y TPOU3BOJILY JbY/IV HE yTUYY CaMO Ha IPUPONY, HETO 1 jelaH Ha Apyrora. OHM nIpousBofe
camo pazehu sajefHo Ha u3BecTaH oxpeheHn HaumH u pasmemyjyhu cBoje pagose Mehy co6om.
Ila 61 mpousBopUIM OHY CTyIaAjy y onpebene MehycoOHe Bese 1 ofHOCE U caMo y rpaHMIIaMa
OBUX [IPYIITBEHMX Be3a U OJIHOCA OHU YTUYY Ha IIpUPORY, mponssoze.” (Marx, 1947, str. 12)
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Kajia crape Brafajyhe kmace 6mBajy 36pucaHe off HOBMX KJ/laca Koje Cy BECHUI[U HOBUX
IIPOM3BOJHMX OfHOCA. TaJa Jomasn Ko peBolyLuje U CTBapamba HOBUX JIPYLITBEHO-UCTO-
pujckux cucrema. lo caga cy, npema Mapkcy u EHresicy, mocrojanaa Tpyu OCHOBHA TUITA
IPYIITBEHO-eKOHOMCKIX (popMaliyja — po6OBNIaCHUIITBO, (eyranusaM (y Kojuma cy Bullle
KJIace IIPMCBajajie BUIIAK IPOM3BOJa ekcrmoarucannx) (Marx & Engels, 1974, str. 20-21) u
KanuTaa3aM (y KoMe BHIIIA KIaca IIPUCBaja BUIIAK BPEIHOCTU CTBOPEH PafioM paHUYKe
kmace) (Marx, 1974, str. 178-179).

Kao 1mT0 je 6yprkoasnja, HacTama y Hegpyuma (eymamHor CrcteMa, ocTaa ,rpobap”
(eymanHor cucTeMa U merose Bragajyhe apucrokparcke kace, Tako he u pagHudKa Kaca,
KaJja pasBoj CpPefiCTaBa 3a IPOU3BOMbY He Oye MOrao Aa fajbe TPIIY IPeyCcKe KaluTamm-
CTUYKe OffHOCe, mocTatu ,,rpobap” kanurtanusma (Marx& Engels, 2009, str. 48-49).
MebyTum, ynora pagandke knace, 3a Mapkca n EHrerca, Huje caMo y ToMe Jia CpyIIM Karu-
Tajm3aM Beh 1a Kpo3 cBojy 60pOy ypyLIm caMme OfHOCe KJIACHOT PYIITBA, IOHMUIITI 1 cebe
Y KaIMTIVCTIYKY KJIACY Y CTBOPY KOMYHM3aM, APYIITBO UCTUHCKY CTIOOOIHIIX, jefHAKIX U
pasorybennux pypu (Marx & Engels, 1974, str. 34). bes 063upa Ha To mro he npema Mapxkcy
u Exrency pagumdka kmaca 6uti ,,rpobap” KammTaaucTingKe KIace 1 KaIyuTaan3Ma, MoXe
ce pehn ga kanmrTanucriaKa Kimaca, 360r cBoje cTanHe morpebe 3a PasBUTKOM CPefiCTaBa
3a IPOM3BOMLY (LITO HUje CIy4aj ca cTapuM Baafajyhum kmacama Koje Cy MOKyIIaBaje fa
IITO Jy>Ke Offp>Ke CPefICTBA 3a IIPOM3BOIbY Ha ICTOM HMBOY pasBoja), Beh cama cebu kora
paky y Kojy he 6utn HemunoBHo 6adena (Marx& Engels, 2009, str. 48-49).

MAPKCOB I EHTEJICOB OIHOC ITPEMA HALINU

Mapkc n Enrernc, ocuM Teopujckor pajia, 6aBUIN Cy ce M TPaKTUYHO-MOMUTHIKUM
PajioM y OKBUPY COLMja/IMCTUYKOT IIOKpeTa 19. Beka.® Kao mmagu akTuBmcTH, 6MIH Cy
U3y3eTHO He3a/I0BO/bHU IIONIMTUYKIM CTatbeM EBpore yeTpiecetux ropuna. bes 063upa
Ha To WITO je of, PpaHIlyCcKe peBOTylje IIPOIIIO TOTOBO IefleceT FOfiNHa, CTape apucTo-
KpaTCKe CHare 61ie cy 1 fja/be ByO0KO YKOpereHe ¥ MOMUTUIKO-eKOHOMCKIM CUCTEMIMA
KOHTMHeHTA. V[ako cy 6uIu )KecTOKM IIPOTUBHUIIY KallMTannu3Ma, CMaTpasi ¢y fia Tpeba
nopapykaBaty mibepanny 6yp)koasujy y cBakoM KyTKy EBpore y koMe ce oHa 60py IIpoTHB
ocTaTaka crapor deynaaHor nopetka. OBakas cTaB IPOUSNUIA3MO je U3 YNIEHMIE [a Ce
IIpeMa BbIMa COLMjaMiCTUIKA PEBOMTYIIja MOYXKe YCIIOCTABUTY CaMO y APYIUTBMMA Ca LITO
PasBUjeHMjUM KaIUTaTUCTUYKIM OJHOCUMA, a HE Y OHMMA Y KOjuMa ITOCTOjU MelllaB/Ha
cTapux QeyfaHNX U HOBUX KaUTaMMCTIIKNX ofHoca (Marx & Engels, 2009, 80).

ITpema Mapxkcy u Enrency uBpcTa ynopuuita npesasubenor ¢eynanHor moperka
Tora foba Hajnasnia cy ce y Xa636ypiukoj MmoHapxuju u napesusu Pycuju. Crora cy, 6e3
06311pa Ha TO IITO Cy 32 OCHOBHOT MCTOPMjCKOT aKTepa IIPOITIACUIIN K/IACY, UTEKaKo OV
3a/[HTEPeCOBaHN 3a HAIMIOHATHO-0CTO60MIaYKe IIOKPeTe OHNX HApOyia uja 611 He3aBu-
CHOCT 3HauYajHO O0CTabuia oBe JBe UMIIepuje.

Mapxkc 1 EHreric ¢y ce akTUBHO 6aBIIV U aHTa)KOBaHVM HOBMHAPCTBOM, IMCAabeM ITPOIaraHHIX
Jena 3a IIMPOKe HapOJjHe Mace Off KOjuX je HajiosHatuje KomyHuciiuuky manugeciii, OpraHuso-
BameM MehyHapoHOT paJJHIYKOT ITIOKpeTa Kpo3 yUeCTBOBabe Y CTBapamwy IIpBe MHTepHAINO-
Hajie U,
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HesafoBo/bcTBO mpexnBenuM ¢eyfamHiM OFHOCKMA Hifje OM/I0 CBOjCTBEHO CaMo 3a
Mapxkca 1 Enrenca Beh u 3a sHauajaH fjeo omyanuje InpoM eBPOIICKOr KOHTHHeHTa. Ca
jenHe cTpaHe, 6ypkoasuja, BoheHa nsejom mbepanusma, TeXUIA je Ka TOMe /ja HallpaBu
MofiepHO rpabaHCKo APYLITBO M Ap>KaBy, Koju 611 joj oMoryhmnm na HecMeTaHO OCTBapu
cBOje pymTBeHe nHTepece. Ca Ipyre cTpaHe, cBe Beha pagHIJKa K/aca, BoheHa ieMoKpart-
CKMM PafiMKaa3MOM U COIIMjanM3MOM, 3aXTeBaJIa je OIIIITe IIPABO I7aca 1 60/be yCroBe
pagma. OBe 3ajeHIYKe TeXIbe Cy peBOMyLOHapHe 1848. rogHe Ha KPaTKO IToBe3ase
IposeTapujaT 1 Oyp>koasujy y CaBe3HIIITBO KOje je MMaJIo 3a LM/b fla Ce Y HOTIYHOCTI
obpadyHa ca ocTanuMa CTapor (GeyaamHor pe)XnMa I BerOBUM [JIABHYM IPEICTABHIKOM,
apucrokparujom (Hobsbawm, 2000, str. 297-307).

PeBonynujy koja je usbuma y @paHnijyckoj u ybpso ce IpouInpuIa 1o YuTaBoM
KOHTUHEHTY Mapxkc u EHrenc cy onynes/beH0 NO3ApaBIIM, CMaTPABIIN 1A je OHa, Ca
CBOjOM TE>KIOM Ka YHMUIITEIY (DeyIaTHOT IOpeTKa Y CTBApaby YMCTOT KAV Ta/IUCTIIKOT
IpPYLITBa, CAMO KOPAK [ja/be Y HEeMUHOBHOM CJIefly eTala Koje Y0Be4aHCTBO IPMOIIDKaBajy
koMyHu3my. Crora Cy i HarJlalaBajn Aa pafHIdKa K/Iaca Mopa yBeK fa ce 60pu 3ajesHo
ca ,,6yp>koasujoM [Kaj OHA]MCTYIIM PEBOMYLMOHAPHO MIPOTHB ALICOMTYyTHE MOHAPXje,
¢deynansor semmponocena u Manorpahancrsa” (Marx & Engels, 2009, str. 80).

burHa KapakTepucTuka peBonyuuje u3 1848. roguHe jecTe jauarme M CHaXKHA aKTUB-
HOCT IIOKpeTa 3a HaIlMOHATTHO ocobohere. Y KOHTeKCTy Tora fo6a, HaljoHa/IM3aM je 6110
IIPOrpecUBHA UJIgja jep ce 3apaji CTBapamba MOepPHE HAIMOHA/IHE Ip)KaBe CYyIIPOTCTaB/bao
ctapuM deypamanM ofHocuma. OBo cy ysupmeny u Mapxkc u Enrernc, Te ¢y rmacHo mopp-
>KaBajIM Hal[OHa/IHe MoKpeTe. MehyTnm, muxoBa mozpiika Hrje 6uma HeorpaHUYeHa.
IToppskaBay Cy caMo OHe Hapofie ¥ HallIOHa/IHe IIOKPeTe Koje Cy OKapaKTepycany Kao
»ACTOpUjcKy porpecuBHe”. [Ipema wyMa To ¢y 6umn Mahapcku, HO/bCKM, HeMadKM, UTa-
NMjaHCKU Y MPCKY HAaIlVIOHA/THN MOKpeTy. Mabapcku 1 uTanmjaHCcKu peBomyMOHapK
O ¢y ,,IIpOrpecuBHM” jep Cy CBOjUM JieJIOBabeM 3a HAL[MOHATHO 0c/Iobobeme ypya-
Baj Xab636ypIIKy MOHApXUjy, II0O/bCKI jep je MMao MOTeHLM)y Aa ocnabyu Xa030ypuiky
MOHapxujy, Pycujy u y To Bpeme deynanny IIpycky, upcku jep je 61o ononeHnT Bemuke
Bpuranuje xoja je, Takobe, mogynupaia ouyBare cTaprx ofHoca y EBponn, a Hemauku jep
je ymecro 39 Manux HeMadKMX Ap>KaBa, 3aXTeBao CTBapambe MOJiepHe yjennmbeHe Hemauke
(Connor, 1984, str. 15; Marx & Engels, 8/2010 a/b, str. 227-235; 367; 373-378; Marx &
Engels, 43/1988, str. 390-391).

Mapkc 1 Hapouuto Enrenc cy MSMeby 1847. 1 1849. roguHe y CBOjUM CIIMCUMA U3HO-
CIJIY XBAJIOCIIEBE Y KOPUCT HaBeJleHUX HallMOHA/IHUX MOKpeTa. Tako je, Ha mpumep, Enrenc
y WIaHKy ,Mabhapcka 60op6a” HarmcanoM 3a Hose pajucke nosure (Neue Rheinische Zeitung)
HAaIIacno Jia ,,0ff CBMX HalWja 1 IOf-Hauuja AycTpuje, camo Tpu 6apjakrapa HalpeTka
Y3MMajy aKTUBHY Y/IOTY Y MCTOPUjU U jOLI CY crIoco6HM 3a xuBoT — Hemin, Ilomaru n
Mabapn” (Marx & Engels, 8/2010a, str. 230), Te ja Cy cTora OBM HapOAM UCTUHCKY PEBO-
nayuuoHapHu. IToITo ¢y MCTOpUjCKM MPOTrpecUBHY HApOAM Ha NPaBoj IMHUjU KpeTamba
JOBEYAHCTBa, MpeMa EHrency oHu Mopajy fa ce 6pyTamHo paspadyHajy ca CBUM OHMM
peaKklMOHAPHUM, JUB/GUM U 3a0CTa/IMM HApOJMMa KOju CTOje Ha Iy Ty Iporpeca. Tako
EHreric, joir TOKOM para nsasBaHnM peBOMyLujoM 13 1848. roante, anTunummmpa ,cnefehn
CBETCKU pat Koju Hehe ycrmoBuTH fa ca /mija 3eM/be HECTaHY CaMo PeaKIMoHapHe Kiace,
Beh 1 untaBy peakumonapun Hapogu” (Marx & Engels, 8/2010a, str. 238).
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I[TocTaBba ce mUTame KO Cy TO peakoHapHuy Hapopu? IIpe cBera, cBu Maju ClIOBEH-
CKJ HApOJM KOjU Cy ce Y TO ;06a 60pmIn 3a CONICTBEHY HE3aBUCHOCT, a Ka0 BPX eBPOIICKe
peakumje ucTuye ce mapcka Pycuja, Koja je mpoTexXupana oBe Majie CIOBEHCKE Hapofe 1
XpaHW/Ia BIXOBe CHOBE O He3aBMCHOCTH (hOpCupaBIIY TAHCIaBM3aM, 3a EHrernca Hajperpo-
TpaJiHIjy UAieoNnornjy Tora foba. Y ceoM geny Jemokpaiticku ilancnasuzam Exrenc nctunye
7ia je ,MpXmba mpemMa Pycuma 6mma 1 ocTana prMapHa peBOMyIMOHapHa cTpacT Mehy
Hemuuma” 1 fia je OHa aleKBaTaH OfiTOBOP ,Ha CEHTUMeHTanHe (pase 0 6paTCTBY Koje ce
HYJle Off CTpaHe HajKOHTpapeBOMyLoHapHujux Hapona Espore” (Marx & Engels, 8/2010b,
str. 378). V3a pajuKaTHO-IeMOKPATCKOT IUIAINTA TAHC/IaBK3Ma, IpeMa EHrerncy, kpuie cy
ce HajpeaKIlMOHapHMje MMIIepUjaiHe TeXIbe apcke Pycuje, Te ce ca 0BOM 1/1€0NM0TMjoM
Mopaio obpauyHaru. Harmamasao je 1 fja ce y maHCTaBUCTIYKOM MaHU(ECTY HACTaZIoM
Ha CBecnoBeHcKoj KoH(pepenimju y [Ipary 1848. roguse 13a ¢pasa o mpaBan, jeTHAKOCTH
u 6paTCcTBY Kpijle HajMpadHMje TeXX e PyCKOT LjapusMa u xab36ypike gecrioruje. OHO
MajIo UCKPeHUX C/IOBEHCKNX PafIuKalTHNX JeMOKpPaTa, IpeMa lbeMy je 61710 HalBHO jep
HIje YBUZEO CBY HEOCTBAPMBOCT Mfieje 0 o060y ManuX CTOBeHCKUX Hapoaa (Marx &
Engels, 8/2010b, str. 364-365; 374).

Enresnc y ,,JleMOKpaTcKOM IMaHCTAaBU3MY TBPAU Aa BUXOBA cnobona Huje Moryha
Ipe CBera 3aTo ILITO je Y CYPOTHOCTH €A ,,IIPABOM JIMHMUjOM” MCTOPUjCKOT KpeTarba 40-
BEYAHCTBA. Y3eBILIN XereloBy MAejy’ 3aK/by41O je fa Haponu Oe3 3HadajHMje UCTOpHje
IP>KaBHOCTY He MOTY fia 6y/y MCTUHCKM ITONMUTIYKH cnobopau. Crora IojeyHIIN 13 MaIiX
3aBICHMX CJIOBEHCKMX HapOJia, MOTY fia OY/Ay ieo CBeTCKe MCTOPHje CaMo aKo Ce yTOoIe y
BeJIMKe JIP)KaBOTBOPHE Hapojie Kojit Cy Ha BeheM nuBmnsanyujckoM H1Boy. [Tucao je u
na ,He yKpyuayjyhu ITombake, Pyce u onexne Cnosene oy Typrivma, HujeaH ClTOBEHCKN
Hapop HeMa 6ygyhHocT, 360r mpocTor pasyora mTto ClIToBeHMMa HeJOCTajy MpUMapHA
UCTOPUjCKI, TeorpadCKu, MOMUTUIKI U UHYCTPUjCKY YCIOBM 32 HE3aBUCHOCT 1 CIIO-
cobHOCT 3a >k1BOT . IIpe cBera 3aTo IITO ,HAPOAM KOjJ HICY MMAJI COIICTBEHY UCTOPH]Y,
KOj¥ Cy Off BpeMeHa KaJja Cy OCTBapI/IM IIPBe elleMeHTapHe CTyIbeBe IUBMn3anyje seh
HOTIIA/IV TIO] CTPAHY YTUIIAj VIV KOjU Cy OVIM MPUCU/BEHN JIa TIOCTUTHY TIPBe CTYIHbeBe
LVBWIM3ALMje caMO KPO3 CTPAaHU japaM, HICY OfpX1BH 1 Hehe HuKaja ycmeTu ga mo-
CTUTHY HUKaKaB By HesaBucHoCTH (Marx & Engels, 8/2010D, str. 367).

Op cBux CrioBeHa, Ha HajHVDKEM CTYIIbY Ha/la3uiu Cy ce ayctpujcku CroseHu, Koju
Kako Enrenc uctude y Jlemoxpailickom ilaHcnasu3my HICY MMaay TOTOBO HMKAKBY IIaH-
CY Ha cTeKHy He3aBUCHOCT. EHrerIc je moceb6an ocehaj ofBpaTHOCTH [TOKa3MBao IpeMa
Xpsaruma u Yecuma, 3a Koje je cMaTpao fia Cy Kpajibe HeOUTHY 1 HEMCTOPIjCKU HAPOIIL.
XpBare je ONMCUBAO KO MOTIIYHE AMB/bAKE, KOjU CY BEPHO CITY>KVIIN ayCTPUjCKOj KPYHI
u mupoM Eporie 61 mosHaTH 1o cBojuM 3BepcTBUMa. 3a Uexe je cmarpao ma 6u 6umo
6orbe f1a Cy ce y MOTIIYHOCTY FepMaHM30BaNN U Jia Cy CBe IMBU/IM3AIMjCKe TEKOBJHE J0-
6um 3axBapyjyhu Tome mro cy 6umm nog Hemuuma. Cpbe u Byrape je, Takobe, HasuBao
IMB/bAIIMMA, KOjJ HICY MIMa/Ii Be/IMKe LIaHCe Jia 1ajy TOIPUHOC CBETCKOj UCTOPU)jI, IIPBU
360r Tora IITO Cy 6MM TONMMKO 3ay3eTu 60p6oM ca Typunma, a Apyru 360r TOra ITO Cy

ITpema Xereny y cBakoj MCTOPMjCKOj €TIOXM jelaH HAPOJ je 3ay>KeH 3a Y3[Au3arbe CBETCKOT IyXa.
Crora Xeres Taj HapoJ; 03Ha4YaBa Kao ,,Bnafajyhn” u ,HacIpam meroBor alcoy THOT IIpaBa fja
Oyze HoCHIALL ... Pa3BOJHOT CTYIIHA CBjeTCKOT IyXa, OeCIIpaBHU CY IyXOBU APYIUX HAPOfA~ KOjI
Y »CBjeTCKOj IOBUjecTH ... HuiuTa Buiie He 3Have” (Hegel, 1989, str. 462).
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6w 3aysetu cayxemeM Typunma (Marx & Engels, 8/2010b, str. 367-371). ITpema Enrercy,
6amkaHcky CIIOBEHM Cy MMasIy MaJle U3IJIefie I Ce CBPCTajy y MCTOPUjCKe Hapoze, alli Cy
omy nmak 6w Behn o u3rmena aycrpujcknx CrnoseHa. CTora je Ha4enmHO MOAP>KaBao CTBA-
parbe He3aBJICHOT CJIOBEHCKOT 1 XpuUIThaHCKOTr LapcTBa Ha bajkaHy 0 YCIIOBOM [ja OHO
y TeOIIONUTUYKOM CMUCTTY Oy/ie aHTUPYCKO, OFJHOCHO Jja Ce CBPCTA Y ,,HelpujaTerbe Pycuje
[rapa] [...] He nosBomasajyhu Pycuju ma ukana npurpabu Llapurpan” (Sutovié, 2019, 474).

OcuM ropenoMeHyTUX Hapoja, y Makbe-BlIIle HeUCTOPHjCKe Hapofie yOpajao je u
Croake, Mopasue, Cnosenue, Pymyne u Pyrepanne® (Marx & Engels, 8/2010b, str. 367-
371). Fberosa fena 13 Tor mepuoypa 0OMIyjy CTaBOBMMA KaKo ce Tpeba 103abaBUTH OBUM
HEVCTOPUjCKMM Hapopuma. Tako je, Ha mpumep, y ,Mabapckoj 60p6u” Hammcao fa Tpeba
CIIPOBECTH ,KPBaBY OCBETY HaJl CIOBEHCKMM BapBapyuMa’ U YHUIITUTH ,,0Be Majie TBPHO-
I71aBe Hapoje O BbUXoBOr 3artupama’ (Marx & Engels, 8/2010b, str. 238).Taxobe, Ha kpajy
4YIaHKa JJemoxpaiicku faHcnasu3am oH 3aKpydyje ,,na he 6utu 60pbe, HeymorbuBe 60opbe
Ha XUBOT 1 cMPT ca oHuM CI0BEeHMMa KOjI1 1371ajy peBonyLujy; yHuintasajyhe 6opbe n
HEeMMJIOCP[JHOT Tepopa, He caMo y uHTepecy Hemauke, Hero y mHTepecy pesonynuje.””
(Marx & Engels, 8/2010b, str. 378).

Y uemy je, mpema EHresncy, 6ma CyIITIHHA peaKIOHAPHOCTI MaIMX MCTOYHOEB-
pornckux Hapogpa? Ila yrpaBo y ToMe 1ITO cy, Texkehn MoMUTHYKOoj He3aBIUCHOCTH, 32 KOjy
BehMHa BUX HHje ,,iCIIyHIMIa” OCHOBHE MCTOPUjCKe IIPefyCIoBe, OMIN CIIpeMHY ia ca-
pabyjy ca Xa636ypiukom MoHapxujom u Pyckom napeBnzoM. Ha Taj HaunH oHM €y Tymmim
Hal[VIOHaJIHe IIOKpeTe ,,IPOrpecUBHIX Hapofia’, HACTa/IMX Ha Ta/lacy peBonyuuje u3 1848.
TOfIVIHE U TVMe IPOJy>KaBaju Bek 3acTapenum deynamanm ogaocnma y EBporm (Connor,
1984, str. 13-17). 3a oBy n3fajy peBonyiuje, oHu Cy, npema Exresncy, mopanu ga 6yny
OpyTalHO KaXKEbeHM 1 M36pICaHu ca ucropujcke nosopuuue. Hajsehe anTupesomyo-
HAPHO VI pPeaKIMOHAPHO JienioBatbe EHrerIc je mosesao ca aycTpujckum ClIoBeHNMA, KOjH CY,
cympoTcTaBbajyhu ce arpecBHOM MahapckoM HaIlIOHAIM3MY, CTa/IM Ha CTPaHy 6edKor
nBopa. To je 3a wera O1/Ta BpXyHCKa U3/aja.

OBpe je 6UTHO fa ce yTBPAM LITA je CBe TO YTHUILIaNO Ha popMUparme OBAKBOT
Enrencosor craBa. Beh cmo pexiu na je Exresic, 6e3 063upa Ha TO LITO je 3ajejHO ca
Mapxkcom 06pHyo Xerenoy ¢puro3o¢ujy HarmaBadke, UIIaK IPUXBATIO HETOBY JUCTIHK-
11jy Ha MCTopujcke u Hemcropujcke Hapope (Hegel, 1989, str. 462), off KOjux Cy pBI Masn
IIpaBo Ha c1060xy, a apyru He. OBY JUCTHHKIIN}Y je U IPMMEHMO KaKo 61 06jacH1o, 110
MMUII/bEY ayTOpa OBOT pajia, He HApOUNUTO 06jeKTUBHO, pa3Boj Horahaja HakoH n3bMjama
pesonyuuje 1848. ronune. OcuM Tora, Ha GOpMUpabe HErOBOI CTAHOBUINTA yTUIA/IA
je M >kerba fa ce ¢eymanHu MOPefakK LITO Ipe YPYyLIM, KaKo 61 ce OCTBApUIN YCTIOBY 32
CTBapame KAIUTA/IUCTUYIKOTL CICTEMA, T€ CAMUM TUM U KOMYHVUCTUYKOT IPYLITBA y Oy-
nyhuoctn. Exrerc je onpebene Hapoze ncTnIjao Kao MOTEHIMjaTHe UCTOPUjCKe HOCKOLe
KaIMTa/IMCTIYKOT Pa3Boja, a IPYTe Kao mberose KouHmape. Mosxe ce pehn fja ce on Hukaga

8 VIHocTpanu nojam 3a Vcroyne CroBeHe (IpuM.yp).

°  Kapn Mapkc je, Takobe, MMao Kpajie HeraTubaH ofHoc mpeMa CrnoBeHnMa. Tako je, Ha mpuMep,
TBPAMO Jia ,,y EBponnu nma camo jefHa anTepHaTHBA: /ja Ce MOTYMHIMO BapBapCKUM OKOBMMA
CrnoBeHa 1 fia fepUHUTABHO IIOPYLIMMO LIeHTap OBe HelpujaTe/bcKe CHare — Pycujy’, 1ok je
Jy>xHe CrioBeHe Ha3Bao ,,KOHTPapPEeBOMYLIMOHAPHOM PacoM 1 pak-paHoM Esporme” (Marx, prema

Milosevi¢, 2019, str. 220-221).

125



Credan B. Manpuh, Mapxcos u Eniencos ogHoc tipema HAUUOHATIHOM GUTHatey

HIje Y HOTIIYHOCT OCTTO60AM0 HeMadyKOT HallMOHaIn3Ma, cMarpajyhn na he passoj He-
Ma4KoOI KallITa/M3Ma ¥ MHAYCTpUje OUTH IIpaBy MOTOP Koju he onsectnt EBporry 1 cBet
y HOBO MOJIepHO J00a.

Ocum cBera 0BOra, BaXHO je HarmacuTiu fia je EHresc 6uo pete cBoje eroxe, Ta jia je
3ajefIHO ca JPYTVIM MMUC/IMOLVIMA, YMje je MHTENIEKTYaIHO yTeMe/berbe IPOM3AIIO U3 Ifeja
dpaHIycke peBonynuje, AeINO CIMYHE CTaBOBe, 3a0my/ie ¥ Hafama. [Ipe cBera, 3a mwera
je 6110 TUIIMYHO CXBaTambe Ia ce MICTOPMjCKY Pa3Boj OfBMja YHIINHEAPHO'', OTHOCHO
Jla I[eJIOKYITHO YOBEYaHCTBO Mopa jia mpohe kpos ucre ¢ase paspoja, 6e3 063mpa Ha TO
IITO HEKV HETOBY JIeJIOBU TO YMHe OpiKe, a HeKu criopuje. bpauHa pasBoja jeqHor fiena
JOBEYAHCTBA He 61 cMena fia 6yyie 3aycTap/beHa croporuhy gpyror. llITaBuie, HarpenHuju
Jleo cBeTa MMa TY>KHOCT 1 06aBe3y Jja ca COOOM ITOByYe OHe KOji 3a0CTajy, I1a MaKap TO
MOpao Jia ypajy OTHeM U MadeM.

VHTepecanTHO je ma EHrenc, nako je 610 pajuKamiHy MUCTIIAL, HIje YCIIeo fa ce
OTprHe 13 OKBMpPA PasMIIIIJbalba HEroBe eIoXe, OKBMpPa KOji Cy CITYKIIIN fla Ce OIpaBfia-
Ba KOJIOHUjaIM3aM, MMIIepUjann3aM, aTrPeCHBHA eKCITaH3Mja M €KCITI0ATaTOPCKO IOHa-
IIabe HajMONHUjUX CBETCKMX aKkTepa Tora fo6a. OBaj mapajjoKc Harauasa u Bonepcrin
(Immanuel Wallerstein) y cBom neny Ilocne nubepanusma. Haume, oH ykasyje Ha TO fa
MapKcM3aM, MaKo je 6110 aHTUCUCTEMCKI HOKpeT 110 CBOjOj CYLITHHM, UIIaK HUje YCIIeo
la y HOTIIyHOCTH M3abe 13 OKBMpa CCTeMCKOr HaunHa Mulbersa (Wallerstein, 1995, str.
48-52). IIpema HaMa, jeTHA OJ OCHOBA OBOT MMII/bera je OM/Ia y CTaBY fia HApOAU KOjn
He JICITyHaBajy ofipeheHn CKyII ,,ICTOPMjCKMX MPeycIoBa” ¥ He 3aCTyXKYjy HOMUTUIKY
He3aBUCHOCT. OBy unmbenniy uctude u Epuk Xo6cbaym (Eric Hobsbawm) y ey Hayuje
u HayuoHnanuzam og 1780., Harnamasajyhy onuTy cTaB Koju je BIafao TOKOM fKoOpor
menal9. Beka fa je ,camooppeberme 3a HalMje BaXKIJIO caMo 3a OHe Koje Cy COcoOHe 3a
>KMBOT: KYITYPHO, U CBAKaKO €KOHOMCKM (IIITa TOJI Ta CIIOCOOHOCT 3a KMBOT 3Ha4MIa)”
(Hobsbawm, 1996, str. 41). IToTpe6Ho je Harmacutu fa je Exrenc y cBojum ctaBoBuMa
U3pa’kaBao Be/IMKY CTEIIEH eTHOLEHTPM3Ma ¥ HepasyMeBarba IPYTor, Te YaK ¥ OTBOPEHN
IIOBMHM3aM KOj! je ITPaBla0 HEMMHOBHOCTVIMA MICTOPUjCKOT pa3Boja. PpamaHTHa je unbe-
HII[A [Ia je OBaKBe CTaBOBE M3pa)kaBao BeoMa OpyTanHo u 6esocehajHo, zexymanusyjyhn
unrtaBe rpyie /bynu. OBJie je OMTHO HAIIOMEHYTH fia je IIPeTeKHO HeraTiBaH ofHoC Mapkca
u Enrenca npema Jy>xuum C/10BeHMMA 4€CTO CTaB/baH MO TEMUX KOJI jyTOCIOBEHCKUX
counjamucTndkmx ayropa.' Tako, Ha IpuMep, jyroCIOBEHCKY HOMUTHYAp 1 Gpunosod

10" Maxo je y Behunu Kmura sacTynao yHuImHeapHo Bubeme pa3Boja 4oBedaHCTBa, Mapkc je y feny

»IIpeKannTanucTyKe eKOHOMCKe popMalyje” M3HeO Apyrauyje CTaHOBUILTE IIpeMa KOMe Cy
pas/mi4nTe IpefKanTaTUCTIYKe IPyLITBeHe popMalyje HacTajie Kao MOCTeALa SPyradnjux
mpoljeca cTpaTuduKanyuja aHTI4Ke, FepMaHCKe 1 a3yjcke IVIEMEeHCKe 3ajeHuLe. YKpaTKo, CTpa-
TU(UKALVjOM aHTUYKe IVIEeMEHCKe 3ajefiHiLe HACTA/IO je pOOOBIACHUIITBO, CTPATUPMKALINjOM
repMaHCKe IVIEMEHCKe 3ajefHunie deyanmsam, JOK je OICTaHaK HecTpaTU(IKOBHE asyjcKe
IUIEMEHCKe 3ajeIHNIIe YCIOBUO pasBoj crierduyHe a3ujcke eKoHOMcKe popmanuje (Marx, 1977).
Bes 063upa Ha HeraTuBaH cTaB Koju cy Mapkc u Exrernc nmanu npema Cp6uma u Byrapuma,
Moxke ce pehu Jia cy uX BiIle IleH1u off XpBaTa, IpeMa KojiMa Cy MCKasyBajI OTBOpeHy ocehaj
rahema. OBO je BepoBaTHO O1/Ia HEIIPMjaTHA YMIbEHNUIIA 32 jyTOCIOBEHCKe KOMYHICTe, Yija ce
HaIlMOHA/IHA TIOTMTHKA 3aCHMBA/IA TIPETEXXHO HAa aHTUCPIICKOM M IIPOXPBATCKOM CTaHOBUIITY.
Hakon us6anusamwa Cume Mapkosuha us mapruje 1929, cTpyja KOMyHNUCTa Koja ce 3aj1arasa 3a
orcraHak Jyrocnasuje (Markovi¢,1923) je 6una nopakena. logyHy nana panuje, Ha [Ipe3neHcKoM
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Crune llysap y xwusu Coyujanuszam u Hayuje Ha CaMOM Kpajy IOI/IaB/ba Koje ce 6aBuiIo
Mapxkcos 1 EHrencoBum ofHOCOM IpeMa HallMOHaTHOM NUTamby MIaKo npumehyje wu-
XOB HeTaTMBaH CTaB IpeMa Jy>kHuM CI0BeHMMa, NIOKyIIaBajyhy fa opaBiaBa BbIX0B
IIOBMHM3aM Ka0 MICTOPMjCKYy HEMMHOBHOCT:

»CMIjerrHo 6u 611710 13 JaHAIIker paKypca JbYTUTH ce Ha Mapkca u Exnrernca mro
HIICY JIACKaBO MUC/IMJIM O Ma/IIM HapOfiMMa Ha jyTOMCTOKY 1 MCTOKY EBporie u 1mTo mpu
OHJIAIIIMM KOHKPETHMM XMCTOPMjCKIM IPUIMKaMa PasBoja KalluTaIu3Ma U Y IbeTOBOM
OKpU/bY pa3Boja ITpojieTapyjaTa Kao lberoBor rpobapa y EBporn 1 y cBujeTy HuCy jemHOC-
TaBHO BUJIje/TY MjecTO THX MajuX Hapopa y xuctopuju.” (Suvar, 1988, str. 42-43).

bes 063upa Ha unmeHNIy fia Cy 360r oppeheHnx NpakTHYHO-NOIUTUYKMX HOTpeba 1
eTHOLIeHTPUCTNYKNX 3a6/Tya Mapxkc 1 Exrerc mogpskaBanu u ysgusanu ogpehere Hapope,
a IIpeMa JIpyT1Ma ce OffHOCKJIM Ca HUIIOfIAIITaBakbeM, UITAK je 6YITHO HAITIACUTH Jja CY OHI
HaveTHO M3pakKaBa/ay MHTEePHAI[MOHAVMCTIIKY CTaB, 10 KojeM he ca ma/pnm pasBojeM
CBeTa, HAllMOHA/IHA IPUIIAIHOCT CBe BUIIIE TYOUTHU Ha 3HAYajy, @ HA BeHO MEeCTO CTYIIUTI
3ajeJHNIA YMTaBOT YoBeyaHCTBA. CMarpaimi ¢y fa he paspoj kanmTanmsMa 6uTH cuma Koja
he cBe Bue cmamuBaTK ja3 usMehy Hapopa, Te ¢y y ckmagy ca tuMm y KomyHnucitiuukom
MaHugeciliy ICTULIATIN Ja ,,HallMOHA/THA OfIBajalba U CYIIPOTHOCTY HAPOJia, CBAKOTHEBHO
CBe BIIIIe MIIYe3aBajy, Beh ¢ pasBuTKOM Oyproasuje, ca cT06OLHOM TProOBUHOM, CBETCKIM
TPXKULITEM, jeffHooOpasHouhy MHAYCTPHjCKe IPON3BOMIbE M )KUBOTHIUX OTHOCA KOjI 0]
oprosapajy” (Marx & Engels,2009, str. 58).

Vmaxk oBaj cTaB je 4eCTO HOMA3NUO Y CYKOO ca peaHOIINy OKO HIUX. JOII 32 BbUXOBOT
Ioba, HaIMOHA/IN3aM je II0CTajao CBe 3HaYajHIja i 3acTyIUbeHMja MAeonoruja, 6e3 o63upa
Ha jadarbe ¥ pa3Boj KaIUTaan3Ma. 1o je JOBeso [0 JeMMUYHOT YC/I0XKbaBalba IIIXOBOT
cTaBa 0 ofHOCHMa nsMehy Hapopa, mTo ce fOOPO MOXKe BUAETH KOf, MapKCoOBOT pa3Ma-
Tparma NPCKO-O6PUTAHCKOT CyKoOa TOKOM JieBeTHaecTor Beka. Hanme, Mapkc je Ha oBoM
IpYMepy AeMUMUYHO yOUMO Ja CBETCKA paJHMYKa K/Iaca U Huje Oalll TOJIMKO YjeaubeHa
Beh /1a ce decTo Iema 1Mo HanMoHanHNM maBoByMa. [Tomro je y Vpckoj mocrojao jak Ha-
L[VIOHA/IHN [IOKPET KOju ce 60p1o 3a UCTyIambe OBe 3eM/be U3 YHuje ca Bpurannjom, mehy
€HIJIECKMM CTAaHOBHMIITBOM IIOCTOjao je M3pakeH aHuMo3uTeT npema Vpnuma. OBaj
aHMMOSMNTET je, TaKohe, 6110 YKOperbeH y eHITIeCKOoj PaJHIIKO]j KTacK Koja ce y cBUM Behum
rpafioBMMa JIOLle OINIXO/y/IA IpeMa MPCKUM PaJJHUIIMa KOJIOHMCTUMA, a KpO3 ITOMCTO-
BehmBame ca MMIepuUjaTHOM CUIIOM U TIpecTIbKoM Bemke bpuranuje, yecTo nckasnana

KoHrpecy Beh je ycrocTaB/beHa Tesa IIpeMa K0joj ce HABOJHU ,,BeNMMKOCPIICKY IIOBUHM3AM
MOXKe II00eIUTH jeNMHO pasbujameM JyrociaBiuje U beHUM paclapyaBambeM Kpo3 GpopMupame
4eTupu HesaBucHe peny6mnke (Cp6uja, Xpsarcka, Crnosennja, Lpua Topa) u mpumnajamem Kocosa
Anb6anujn a sHaTHUX AenoBa Bojsonnue Mabapckoj (Pleterski at al.., 1985). Ha [Ipecienckom
KOHTPeCy ce IPBU IIyT Y UCTOPHUjU jACHO IIPOMOBIICA0 KOHIIEIIT I{PHOTOPCKe Haljyje Kao mocebHe
1 ofiBOjeHe off cpricke. Kako 611 HOCTUIN paciapyaBarbe JyrociaByje jyrocIOBeHCKY KOMYHUCTI
CY TOKOM paHNX TPMAECETUX FOIMHA JaK OM/IM CIIpeMHU fia capabyjy ca ycramama 1 BMPO.
IMonuruka pasbujama Jyrocnasuje je of 1932. nocreneHo saMereHa nomitiikoM HaponHor ¢ppoH-
Ta U UJIEjOM O CTBapamy jyrocyioBeHcke cnabe penepannje wim koHdenepanuje (Banac, 1988, str.
63-65), unja ce eceHIMja MOXKe Haj6osbe ommcaTu naponoM ,cmaba Cpbuja, jaka Jyrocnasuja’
OBa 1zieja je cBOjy MOTIYHY MaHU(eCTalujy JOXXIBe/Ia IpoMeHaMa YCTaBHUX aMaH/MaHa U3
1972. ropune u ycraBoM u3 1974. rogune.
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ocehaj cymepnopHoCTI y OZHOCY Ha MPCKY HApOf,. 3a0puHyT 360T OBe UnbeHnIe, Mapkc
je yrmosopasao fjia ,eHI/IecKa paHIUIKa K/Iaca Hukaja Hehe 61Ti y cTamy Aa ypagu uira
ofTy4HO oBJe Y EHrieckoj, mpe Hero mto feMHUTHBHO He OfIBOjI CBOj CTaB IpeMa Vpckoj
off craBa Brafajyhux kiaca, i He caMo IIPOK/IaMyje 3ajemHIIK b ca Vprnma, Beh mra-
BIIIIE IIpey3Me MHULUJjaTUBY y pasbujamy Yuuje popmupane 1801. rogune”. Takobe, on
HaIJIalllaBa ,,Ja 0BO He cMe Outy ypaheHo 13 cummatuje npema Vpuuma, seh kao saxres y
CK/Iajly ca MHTepecuMa eHITIeCKOT IIpojieTapujara’. Y CyIPOTHOM, ,eHIJIECKY IIPOIeTapljaT
he 3ayBek ocraTu BesaH naHuMMa Biagajyhux kmaca, 3aro mro he 6utyu npuMopas ja cry-
11 y 3ajeHIaKy QpoHT ca mwuMa npotus Vipcke” (Marx & Engels,43/1988, str. 390-391).

ITpumep oflHOCA MPCKe U eHITIECKE PAJJHMYKE KJlace, yKasyje Ha TO KaKO PaJjHMIKa
K/1aca MoKe Jja OyJe pasjennibeHa Kpo3 MHCTPYMeHTaIM3aljy HaljMoHanuaMa. Jnak,
OBJie je OMTHO MMOCTABUTH IUTake Aa i ofpehenn objektnBHY ycoBu Beh pasjeumyjy
pasInuuTe HeoBe paJHMYKe Kaace, 300r dera Hal[IOHaIM3aM CaMO Ha MJEOTOLUIKOM
IJIaHy IIOKa3yje OBY pasjefnibeHOCT. HamMe, nako ce eHIZecKa pajHu4Ka KlIaca TOKOM
JieBeTHAeCTOT BeKa HajlasyJIa y JIolleM MaTepyjaTHOM I0JI0XKajy U IIpeMjia je 61Baja eKc-
I/IOATHICAaHA, OHA je MIaK 611a Ha BUIIMM MO3MI[MjaMa Y OHOCY Ha cupoMainHe Vpie
Koju ¢y y Bpuranuju paguim Hajrope mociose 1 3a To 61 HajMame wiahexn. Moxpa
je Mp>Kiba eHIJIECKE PaJIHMYKe K/Iace MPONUCTHIIAIA YIPABO U3 YMILEHNIIE Ja Cy Tamacu
KonoHmsanuje Vpama yTumanm Ha oniuTe cMamberbe IPOceyHe PaJHINYKe HajaMHIHE U ca
TUM Ha TI0TOPIIakbe BeHOT II0I0XKaja.

OBpie je 6uTHO crioMeHYTU U BonepcTHHOB cTaB IpeMa KojeM He IOCTOjU jegHa
jemMHCTBEHa CBeTCKa paJiHMYKA K/aca, Beh /la ce ca CBeTCKOM IIOJIeNIOM pajia pasInIuTy
IIEJIOBY CBETCKE PajjHe CHAre 4YeCTO IIPeMa CBOjOj €THUYKO]j MPUITAJHOCTH U JPYTUM Kapak-
TepPUCTUKAMa Pa3/IM9MTO IO3UIMOHMPAjy Ha CBETCKO]j Xmjepapxuju. JIOK je pafiHIIKa K1aca
LieHTpa IPMBIJIErOBaHMja, palHIYKe KJIace Hoynepudepuje 1 nepudepuje Hanase ce y
noumjuM nonoxajuma (Wallerstein, 2005, str. 52-60). Mo>ka Mp>Kiba pajHITIKe KTace 13
LieHTpa [IpeMa PaJHIYKIM KTacama epudepuje u nmonynepudepuje yrpaso nma GyHKImjy
y OllpaBJiaBamby HEHOT IPUBUIETOBAHOT MTONI0XKaja. M0oXKeMO IPeTIOCTaBUTH Jja MPKiba
HApOYNTO java ca TaJacuMa MUrpalyje n3 Hoaynepudepujckux u nepudepujckux semMasna
y LleHTpaJIHe, Kajia JOHekK/Ie 00/ba ITO3NIj1ja LIeHTPa/IHe paJHIYKe KJIace OCTaje YTPOXKeHa.
YKOMMKO cTBapyu carjnefaMo U3 OBaKBe IePCIEKTUBE, MOXKEMO KPUTUYKH Jla Pa3MOTPUMO
CTaB KIaCMYHOT MapKCU3Ma IIpeMa KOjeM IIOCTOjU je[HA jeIUHCTBEHa pafIHMYKa K/Iaca Ha
CBETCKOM HIUBOY, Koja he 360r cBe Behe cmmuHOCTH y yC/I0BMMA XMBOTA IIOCTATU CBE BUILIE
yjenumeHa, 6e3 063upa Ha HanmoHaHe npenpeke (Marx & Engels, 1974, str. 34; Marx &
Engels, 2009, str. 58). ITosehaBame pasinka'?, a He craHOCTH, M3MeDy pasmnanTix fenosa
pagHMYKe K/Iace Ha CBETCKOM HMBOY MMa IO3UTMBAH YTUIAj Ha PENPORYKLINjy CBETCKOT
KaIlMTAIMCTUYKOT CUCTeMa. 300T OBe YMIbeHNIIe, Ay TOp OBOT Pajia je MUIIUberba Jia je jefaH
OJl OCHOBHIX ITOCTY/IaTa KJIaCMYHOT MapKCI3Ma O HEMUHOBHOCTH YjeqUIbEHOT NeT0Batba
CBETCKE paJHIIKe K/Iace HeyTeMe/beH, Te [la je Hal[MOHA/IN3aM yTiheTEeHNUX JPYIITaBa
Hajbo/bu HaunH 60pbe IPOTUB JOMUHALMjE IEHTPATHNX eKCIUIOATATOPCKIUX 3eMaba.

2 TIpema exoHoMmucTy Bpanky MumaHoBuhy, kannTaai3aM je TOKOM 3a/iba /iBa BeKa KapaKTe-

pucaro nosehama HejegHakocT nsMeby npkaBa a He BUX0BO cMamuBamwe (Milanovié, 2016,
str. 119-120).
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3AK/bYYAK

Iako je Exrenc concrBenu ocehaj mpxxe mpema CroBeHMMa OIIpaBjaBao TUME
IITO Cy OHYM HABOJHO IPEJICTaB/ba/li PeaKIIOHAPHY UCTOPMjCKY CUITY, MU CMaTpaMo Jja Cy
Y3POLM BeroBe MpsKibe Ty0/py. OCKM TOTa IITO je 3a eIOoXaIHy CBeCT 3anmafgHyx EBporpana
Tora fo6a, Kojoj je EHrernc npumasao, KapakTepucTU4aH 6110 YHIINHEAPHY O] Ha
IPYLITBEHN Pa3Boj, BbY je OIMKOBasIa M U3pakeHa pycodobuja 1 ca ;oM ITOBe3aHa Cla-
BeHO(]0OUja, KOje Kao KOXepeHTHA MUCAOHO-eMOTUBHA Lie/MHa HACTajy jOLI TO4eTKOM 19.
Beka y Bemikoj Bpuranuju u koje cy BesaHe 3a o4eTak reONOMUTUYKNX Cykoba namMeby
Bemuxe bpurannje u Pycke napesune (Gleason, 1950, str. 1-50).

IMako ce Mapkc HMje TONMUKO feTa/bHO 6aBIO HAI[MOHATHNM IINTambeM Kao EHrernc,
y BUX0BOj Meh)ycoOHOj KOpecIIOHAeHIjI jacHO je Ja je oH nofp>KaBao EHrencose cTa-
BoBe. Kajla HaIOHaTHOM IMTaby HUCY MPUCTYIIAMN Ca N3Y3€THO HETATVBHIM apeKTOM
Kao y CIy4ajy CIOBEHCKUX Hapopia, Mapkc u EHrernc cy ce nurameM Hamyje 6aBumm Ha
X/JIa/laH ¥ MHCTPYMEHTA/IaH Ha4MH. Y OHMM CIy4ajeBMMa I7ie je HallMOHa/IN3aM IIpeMa
IbJIX0BOj ITPOLIEHN JOBOMMO [I0 Pa3Boja KallMTa/IN3Ma, a TUME IOC/IEANIHO 1 KOMYHI3Ma,
OHU Cy I'a IIOfIp>KaBajl, JOK y SPYTUM CTydajeBuMa I7ie Cy CMaTpaju ia HallMOHAIM3aM
KOYM COLIMjaTHU PasBoj, OHM Cy OMIN IPOTUB Hera. IbuXoB MaKk1jaBeMMCTUYKA OHOC
IIpeMa HallMOHA/IHOM IUTalby OI7TIefla CE U Y IbMXOBOj HECHPEMHOCTH fIa [Iajy MOJPUIKY
3a Hal[MOHA/THO ocmo6oheme HeeBPOIICKMX Hapojia Off KOJIOHUja/THOT japMa, jep je mpema
IBJIMa KOJIOHU3aIlNja, MaKo Kpajibe 6pyTaTHa, HEONXO/IHA jep ca cO60M KOMOHNM30BAHNM
HapoJyMa JJOHOCY KalluTanu3aM, IPOTpec 1 ,,IIMBUIN3ALNjy”

OBakaB MHCTPYMEHTA/IaH OIHOC IIpeMa HallMjJi je KaCHMje IOCTa0 KapaKTepUCTH-
YaH 3a IWWMPY MAaPKCUCTUYKM MTOKPeT. borbIeBuIM cy MHCTpyMeHTanu3alujy IuTama
HAI[VIOHAJTHOT CaMOOIIpefie/berba KOPUCTUIIN fia ioby Ha BiacT y Pycuju. Ha uctu Haumn
Cy ce IIOHAIIA/I U jyTOC/TIOBEHCKM KOMYHMCTH. VIaKo je KOMYHUCTUYIKMM IIOKPETHMa 0Baj
MHCTPYMEHTAIVICTIYKM OJHOC ITpeMa Haluju oMoryhapao ia ocTBape cBoje mparMaridHe
HOMUTUYKE IMTbEBE, CYIITUHCKO 3aHEMapyBabe aKTePCKOT IIOTeHIIMjasIa Haljyje Y OFHOCY
Ha aKTepPCKM ITOTEHIMjas K/Iace 4ecTo je 6110 y3pOK IMTaBo60sbe 32 KOMYHUCTE, HAPOUMUTO
KaJja Cy Cce Ha/jasuIM Ha BIACTH Yy BUILEHAIVOHATHUM Ap>XKaBama. Pacnag CosjeTckor
caBe3a 1 JyrocnaBije CTOra ce He MOTY Y HOTIYHOCTH Pa3yMeTH YKOIMKO Ce He pa3MOTpH
HeaJleKBaTaH HAaulH pasyMeBarba Hal[MOHA/IHOT IMTaka I HeroBor ICTOPHjCKOT ITOTEH-
1Mjana, KOju JOMMHMPA Y MaPKCUCTUYKO]j IOKTPUHMA.
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(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: The main aim of this paper is to determine how Karl Marx and Friedrich
Engels treated the national question. Proclaiming the class as the main historical player, Marx
and Engels used to pass easily over the importance of a nation’s player potential. However,
practical-political reasons forced them to deal with topics related to the nation. First of all, they
were aware of the explosive power of nationalism and because it could significantly influence
the initiation of social revolution, but also its inhibition. Due to this fact, it was important
for them to make the most of their political activities, but also to control the strength of the
national feeling of different peoples. One could say that Marx’s and Engels’s attitude towards
the nation was instrumental, i.e. it was seen as a potential tool in the revolutionary struggle.
Marx and Engels described the peoples they perceived as the bearers of social revolution as
a positive and progressive social force. On the other hand, Marx and Engels treated peoples
who had a “reactionary historical role” with contempt and denied their right to exist.

Keywords: Marx, Engels, Marxism, national question, nation.

AN OVERVIEW OF MARX’S AND ENGELS THOUGHT

In their attempt to scientifically discover patterns of historical evolution of mankind,
Marx and Engels based their dialectical method on a high level of abstraction, to which they
added concrete historical analyses. This allowed them to gain insights into major tendencies
in the development of capitalism of the future, regardless of the fact that they lived in times
in which industrial capitalism was just in its initial stages and when feudalistic relations
were still characteristic of a large portion of Europe.

The main feature of their thought was materialism, which developed as a reaction to
Georg Wilhelm Hegel’s idealistic teachings, according to which ideas were all major drives
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of historical changes. They took Hegel's dialectics, turned it upside down and concluded
that historical evolution of mankind was conditional upon materialist reality (activities
carried out by people for the purpose of satistying their basic needs in life, rather than
ideas). What results from such a view is their economic determinism, according to which
the production sphere (material basis) has a crucial impact on all other social spheres, such
as legal relations, system of government, culture (spiritual development).? Closely related to
economic determinism is technological determinism, according to which the character of
a means of production (technology) also determines the character of production relations
(social relationships entered into by people for the purpose of satisfying their existential
needs).> From a joint impact of the means of production and production relations, which
form economic basis, the type of spiritual development derives. With the development of
production means, all production relations become too narrow, so there is a historical need
to establish new ones which change the spiritual development over time and following
which they establish a new socio-historical system.*

The transition from earlier to new production relations is never an idyllic one. It is
instead characterised by conflicts between social groups who have various interests. Those
groups striving to maintain previous production relations, according to Marx and Engels,
are inevitably historical losers, whereas, by contrast, winners are those groups who strive
to establish new production relations (Marx & Engels, 2009, p. 49).

A different name for those groups is “classes” and. according to Marx and Engels,
they are the key players on the historical stage of mankind. The classes may be defined as
groups whose positions are different based on production means (Haralambos & Holborn,
2002, p. 33), which conditions their place in production relations and shapes their material
interests. To Marx, “the history of every society today is a history of the class struggle (Marx
& Engels, 2009, p. 30) between those who possess production means, and therefore exploit,
and those who do not possess production means, and are therefore exploited. The class
struggle is permanent, it is sometimes more sometimes less covert, but it becomes general
and complete only when previous production relations become far too narrow for newly
developed production means and when the previous ruling classes are replaced by the

“In social production of their life, people enter certain necessary relationships, which are involun-
tary and independent of production, and which are compatible with a certain developmental level
of their material production forces. The entirety of those production-based relationships forms
the economic structure of society, a real basis on which legal and political aspects are built, and
with which certain forms social awareness are compatible. The manner of producing material life
conditions the process of social, political, and spiritual life in general” (Marx, 1969)
> “The hand-mill gives you a society with the feudal lord; the steam-mill a society with the industrial
capitalist”(Marx, 1977, p. 61)
* “Ata certain level of this development, material production forces of society are in contradiction
with the existing production relations or, which is merely a legal term for this, with the ownership
relations within which they evolved until that point[...] With a change of the economic basis, there
will be a slower of swifter overthrow of the entire huge structure.” (Marx, 1969)
“While producing, people have an impact not only on nature but on one another as well. They pro-
duce only by working together in a certain manner and exchanging their work among themselves. In
order to produce, they enter certain mutual relationships and relations but they will impact nature,
products only within the bounds of such social relations and relationships” (Marx, 1947, p. 12)
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new classes that are the heralds of new production relations. This gives rise to revolutions
and creates new socio-historical systems. Until now, in Marx’s and Engels’ view, there have
been three main types of socio-economic forms - slavery, feudalism (in which the higher
classes expropriated excesses of products made by the exploited) (Marx & Engels, 1974,
pp- 20-21) and capitalism (in which the higher classes expropriate excess values created
by the working classes’ labour (Marx, 1974, pp. 178-179).

Just like bourgeoisie, which was born and nurtured by feudal society and its ruling
class of aristocracy and once the development of production means is no longer able to tol-
erate too narrow capitalist relationships, the working classes will become the “gravedigger”
of capitalism in the same manner (Marx & Engels, 2009, pp. 48-49). Nevertheless, the role
of the working class, according to Marx and Engels, is not only to oust capitalism but also,
through its own battles, to deteriorate the very relationship within a class society, annihilate
both itself as well as the capitalist class, and then create communism, a society of truly free,
equal, and no longer alienated people (Marx & Engels, 1974, p. 34). In Marx’s and Engels’
view, irrespective of the working class becoming the “gravedigger” of the capitalist class
and capitalism, one could say that the capitalist class, due to its continuous need to develop
production means (which is not the case with the previous ruling classes that aspired to
maintain production means at the same developmental level for as long as possible) digs
its own grave into which it will inevitably be thrown (Marx & Engels, 2009, pp. 48-49).

MARX’S AND ENGELS’ APPROACH TO THE NATION

Besides their theoretical work, Marx and Engels were also involved in practical-politi-
cal activities of the 19" century socialist movement.® As young activists, they were extremely
displeased with the state of affairs in Europe in the 1840s. Even though it was almost fifty
years after the French Revolution, earlier aristocratic forces were still deeply rooted in the
political-economic systems of the continent. Although they were fiercely opposed to capi-
talism, they thought that liberal bourgeoisie should be supported in every part of Europe in
which it fought for the elimination of what remained of the old feudal order. This position
stemmed from the fact that, according to them, a socialist revolution might be established
only in societies with capitalist relations which are as developed as possible, rather than
in societies where the combinations of old feudal and new capitalist relationships existed
(Marx & Engels, 2009, 80).

Marx and Engels believe that the strongholds of the obsolete feudal order of the
time were in the Habsburg Monarchy and the Imperial Russia. Therefore, despite having
declared the class as the main historical player, they were highly interested in national-lib-
eration movements of those peoples whose independence would significantly weaken the
two empires.

Dissatisfaction with the surviving feudal relations was not only a feature of Marx and
Engels but was also characteristic of a substantial portion of population throughout the

¢ Marx and Engels were actively involved in engagement journalism by writing propaganda pieces

for wider masses, of which the most popular is The Communist Manifesto, organising the inter-
national workingmen’s association and by participating in forming of the First International, etc.
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European continent. On the one hand, bourgeoisie, led by the idea of liberalism, aspired
to create a modern civil society and state, which would allow it to accomplish its social
interests without any impediments. On the other hand, the ever-increasing working classes,
led by democratic radicalism and socialism, demanded a general right to vote and better
working conditions. These common strivings in the year of 1848 for a short while brought
together the proletariat and bourgeoisie in an alliance whose objective was to deal with
the remnants of the previous feudal order and its main representative, the aristocracy
(Hobsbawm, 2000, pp. 297-307).

Marx and Engels were thrilled by the revolution that had broken out in France and
soon spread throughout the continent, because they believed that the revolution, with its
aspirations to destroy feudal society and to create a purely capitalist society, was only a step
forward towards stages that would inevitably ensue, and which were to bring mankind
closer to socialism. This is why they pointed out that the working class always had to fight
together with “the bourgeoisie [whenever it] made revolutionary moves against an absolute
monarchy, feudal land ownership and petty bourgeoisie” (Marx & Engels, 2009, p. 80).

An important feature of the 1848 Revolution was strengthening and intensive activ-
ities of various national liberation movements. In the context of those times, nationalism
was a progressive idea because for the purpose of creating a modern national state, it was
necessary to confront old feudal relations. This aspect was identified by Marx and Engels,
hence their strong support for the national movements. However, their support was not
endless. They supported only those peoples and national movements which they believed
to be “historically progressive”. In their view, such national movements were the Hungarian,
Polish, German, Italian and Irish ones. Hungarian and Italian revolutionaries were “pro-
gressive” because with their activities aimed at national liberation they undermined the
Habsburg Monarchy, Russia and at that time still feudal Prussia. The Irish revolutionaries
fought against Great Britain, which also stood strongly in favour of maintaining old rela-
tions in Europe, while the German national movement was thought progressive because
instead of 39 small German states, they demanded that a modern, united Germany be
created (Connor, 1984, p. 15; Marx & Engels, 8/2010 a/b, pp. 227-235; 367; 373-378; Marx
& Engels, 43/1988, pp. 390-391).

In their writings between 1847 and 1849, Marx and especially Engels highly praised
the said national movements. For example, in his article The Magyar Struggle, which was
published in the Neue Rheinische Zeitung (the New Rhenish Newspaper) Engels pointed
out that “of all nations and Austrian subnations, there were only three standard-bearers of
progress who took an active role in history and who were still capable to live - Germans,
Poles and Hungarians” Marx & Engels, 8/2010a, p. 230) and that therefore these nations
were truly revolutionary. Since historically progressive peoples were on the right course
of direction of mankind, according to Engels, they must brutally do away with all those
reactionary, savage and retrograde peoples who stand in the way of progress. Accordingly,
during the war which resulted from the 1848 Revolution, Engels anticipated that the “next
world war will not cause only the reactionary classes to be obliterated from the face of the
earth, but whole reactionary nations as well (Marx& Engels, 8/2010a, p. 238).

The question now is what nations are reactionary. Primarily, small Slavic peoples who
at the time fought for their own independence, and they pointed out Imperial Russia as
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paramount European reaction because it acted protective of such small Slavic peoples and
fostered their dreams of independence by insisting on Pan-Slavism, which to Engels was the
most retrograde ideology of the time. In his article Democratic Pan-Slavism, Engels notes
that “hatred of the Russians was and still is the primary revolutionary passion among the
Germans” and that it is a “suitable response to sentimental phrases of brotherhood which
are offered by the most counter-revolutionary peoples of Europe” (Marx & Engels, 8/2010b,
p. 378). What hides behind a radical-democratic cloak of Pan-Slavism, according to Engels,
are the most reactionary imperial strivings of Imperial Russia, hence this ideology had to
be done away with. He insisted that at the Prague Slav Conference of 1848, the platitudes
of justice, equality and brotherhood actually were hidden behind the darkest striving of
Russian tsarism and Habsburg despotism. The few truly radical Slavic democrats, he be-
lieved, were naive because they failed to see that the idea of the freedom of small Slavic
nations was not tenable (Marx & Engels, 8/2010b, pp. 364-365; 374).

In Democratic Pan-Slavism Engels claimed that Slav peoples’ freedom was impossible
primarily because it was in contradiction of the “straight line” in which mankind moved
historically. Relying on Hegel’s idea’, he concluded that it was impossible for peoples with-
out a slightly significant history of statehood to be truly politically free. This is why some
individuals belonging to small, dependent Slavic peoples could form part of world history
only if they blended into the large statehood thinking peoples, who are at a higher civilisa-
tion level. He also wrote that “Poles, Russians and, to a degree, the Slavs under Turkish rule
excluded, no Slavic people had future due to a simple reason that the Slavs lack primary
historical, geographical, political and industrial conditions for independence as well as
ability to live”. Mainly because “peoples who did not have a history of their own, who from
the times when they reached the basic, elementary levels of civilisation, were already under
a foreign influence or they were forced into reaching the basic levels of civilisation only
through a foreign yoke, and are therefore untenable and will never succeed in accomplishing
any form of independence (Marx & Engels, 8/2010b, p. 367).

Of all the Slavs, Austrian Slavs were at the lowest level and they, as Engels noted in the
Democratic Pan-Slavism, had hardly any chance of gaining independence. Engels found the
Croats and Czechs particularly revolting and believed them to be utterly unimportant and
non-historic peoples. He described the Croats as complete savages, who faithfully served
the Austrian imperial crown throughout Europe and who were notorious for atrocities they
committed. He thought the Czechs would have been better off if completely germanised
and whatever civilisation legacy they had, it was thanks to the fact that they were under
German rule. As for the Serbs and Bulgarians, he also called them savages who did not
have much chance of any significant contribution to world history because the former were
so engrossed in their fight against the Turks whereas the latter were engrossed in serving
the Turks (Marx & Engels, 8/2010b, pp. 367-371). According to Engels, the Balkan Slavs
stood slim chance to join the group of historic peoples but nevertheless their chances were

7 According to Hegel, in each historical epoch there is one nation whose responsibility is to elevate

the spirit of the world. Hegel, therefore, denotes such nation as the “ruling one” and “compared to
its absolute right to be the bearer ... of developmental level of the spirit of the world, the spirits of
other peoples are without this right’, those people’s that in “world history... do not mean anything
any longer” (Hegel, 1989, p. 462).

134



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LVI (2022), no. 1, pp. 120-140

higher than those of the Austrian Slavs. This is why he on principle supported the idea
of creating an independent Slavic and Christian empire in the Balkans, provided that in
geopolitical terms it was anti-Russian, i.e., that it declared itself as “enemies of Russia [the
tsar] [...] without allowing Russia to ever capture Constantinople (Sutovi¢, 2019, p. 474).

Besides the above-mentioned nations, among non-historic nations he included to a
greater or lesser extent the Slovaks, Moravians, Slovenians, Romanians and Ruthenians®
(Marx & Engels, 8/2010b, pp. 367-371). His works from that period had an abundance of
views on how to deal with these non-historic peoples. Accordingly, in The Magyar Struggle,
he wrote that a “bloody revenge should be exacted on Slav barbarians” and these “these small
pig-headed peoples should be destroyed until they are fully obliterated” (Marx & Engels,
8/2010b, p. 238). Also, at the end of his article Democratic Pan-Slavism he concludes that
“there will be a fight, relentless fight of life and death with those Slavs who betray revolution;
destructive fights and merciless terror, not only in the interests of Germany but also in the
interests of revolution® (Marx & Engels, 8/2010b, p. 378).

What was, according to Engels, the essence of reactionary small East Slavic peoples?
Specifically, because by striving for political independence for which the majority of them
did not “meet” elementary historic prerequisites, they were prepared to collaborate with
the Habsburg Monarchy and the Russian Empire. In this manner, they suppressed national
movements of the “progressive peoples”, which movements surged as a result of the 1848
Revolution, and consequently they extended the obsolete feudalism in Europe (Connor,
1984, pp. 13-17). Engels believed that for such betrayal of the revolution they had to be
brutally punished and eradicated from the historical stage. Engels connected the strongest
anti-revolutionary and reactionary activities with the Austrian Slavs, who, by opposing
aggressive Hungarian nationalism, actually stood in defence of the Viennese imperial court.

What is important to establish here is what had influenced Engels to form such a
view. As it has already been noted, Engels, despite the fact that he and Marx had turned
Hegel’s philosophy upside down, he still accepted Hegel’s distinction between historic and
non-historic peoples (Hegel, 1989, p. 462), of which the former were entitled to liberty and
the latter were not. He also used this distinction to explain, in the view of the author of this
paper not very objectively, the events that ensued once the 1848 Revolution broke out. In
addition to this, what influenced the shaping of his view was his wish for feudal society to
collapse as soon as possible in order for conditions for forming a capitalist system to be
created, consequently communist society at some point down the road. Engels mentioned
certain nations as potential movers of capitalist development, while he thought others
were an impediment to it. One could easily say that he was never entirely freed of German
nationalism since he believed that the development of German capitalism and industry
would be the real driving force that would lead Europe and the world to a new, modern age.

In addition to all this, it is worth pointing out that Engels was an offspring of his
times and that he shared similar views, misconceptions and hopes with other thinkers

8 Foreign term for Eastern Slavs (ed. note).

®  Karl Marx also had an extremely negative sentiment towards the Slavs. Accordingly, he claimed that
“there is just one alternative in Europe: to subject ourselves to the barbarian shackles of the Slavs or to
definitively destroy the centre of this hostile force — Russia’, while he called the South Slavs a “coun-
ter-revolutionary sort and the sore of Europe”. (Marx, according to Milosevi¢, 2019, pp. 220-221)
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whose intellectual foundation arose from ideas of the French Revolution. What was mainly
typical of him was his understanding that evolution of history was unilinear', i.e., that
entire mankind had to go through the same developmental stages, although some parts
of it did it more quickly and some more slowly. The rate at which one part of mankind
evolves should not be hampered by slower parts of mankind. In fact, a more progressive
part of the world has a duty and responsibility to drive those who lag behind even if it had
to be done by fire and sword.

Interestingly enough, although Engels was a radical thinker, he failed to abandon
the frameworks of thinking which prevailed in his time, those same frameworks which
served to justify colonialism, imperialism, aggressive expansionism and exploitation ways
of the most powerful players in the world of the time. Attention to this paragraph is also
drawn by Immanuel Wallerstein in his book After Liberalism. Namely, he also notes that
Marxism, despite essentially being an anti-system movement, still failed to completely
abandon the framework of system-based thinking (Wallerstein, 1995, 48-52).In our view,
one of the foundations of this way of thinking was the view that peoples who did not meet
a certain group of “historic prerequisites” did not deserve political independence to begin
with. This fact is mentioned by Eric Hobsbawm in his book Nations and Nationalism
since 1780 where he noted that the generally prevailing view throughout most of the 19
century was that “self-determination of a nation applied only to those who were able to
live: in cultural and most certainly economic terms (whatever this ability to live means)”
(Hobsbawm, 1996, p. 41). It is necessary to point out that in his views Engels expressed a
great deal of ethnocentrism and absence of understanding for the other, and sometimes
even open chauvinism which he justified with the inevitabilities of historic development.
An appalling fact is that he expressed these views in a very brutal and insensitive manner,
whereby he dehumanised entire groups of people. What we should mention in this relation
is that a prevailing negative sentiment of Marx and Engels towards the South Slavs was
frequently kept under wraps by Yugoslav socialist authors." For example, the Yugoslav

1 Although in the majority of his books he expressed a unilinear view of the development of the
world, in his piece Pre-Capitalist Economic Formations, Marx presented a somewhat different view,
according to which various pre-capitalist social formations developed as a result of different strat-
ification processes of classical antiquity, Germanic and Asian tribal communities. In short, slavery
was created with the stratification of the classical antiquity tribal community, feudalism was as a
result of stratification of Germanic tribal community, whereas the survival of the non-stratified
Asian tribal community conditioned specific Asian economic formations (Marx, 1977).

Regardless of Marx’s and Engels’ negative sentiment towards the Serbs and Bulgarians, we could
say that they held them in higher regard than the Croats, by whom they were openly repulsed.
This was probably an unpalatable fact to Yugoslav communists, whose national policies were based
mainly on anti-Serbian and pro-Croatian views. When Sima Markovi¢ was banished from the
Communist Party in 1929, the fraction of communists who advocated the survival of Yugoslavia
(Markovi¢, 1923) was defeated. A year before this, a thesis was already established at the Dresden
Congress according to which the alleged great-Serbian chauvinism could be beaten only with
a breakup of Yugoslavia and by creating four independent republics (Serbia, Croatia, Slovenia,
Montenegro), while Kosovo would be annexed by Albania and substantial parts of Vojvodina by
Hungary (Pleterski et al., 1985).At the Dresden Congress, the concept of a Montenegrin nation as
being separate and separated from the Serbian nation was promoted for the first time. In order to
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politician and philosopher Stipe Suvar in his book Socialism and the Nation at the very end
of the chapter which deals with Marx’s and Engels” approach to the national question only
mildly mentions their negative sentiment towards the South Slavs and attempts to justify
their chauvinism with its historic inevitability.

“From today’s point of view, it would be ridiculous to be angry with Marx and Engels
for not having a flattering view of small nations in the Southeast and East of Europe and
for failing to see, under the then specific historical circumstances of the development of
capitalism and, under its wing, development of the proletariat as its gravedigger in Europe
and the world, and for simply failing to see the place of these small nations in history
(Suvar, 1988, pp. 42-43).

Regardless of the fact that due to certain practical-political needs and ethnocentric
misconceptions Marx and Engels supported and glorified certain nations, whereas they
treated others with utmost contempt, it is still important to note that generally speaking they
did express an internationalist view, according to which as the world continues to evolve,
a sense of national belonging will become decreasingly important, and it will be replaced
by the unity of entire mankind. They believed that the development of capitalism would
be a force which would increasingly close the gap between nations, and accordingly they
pointed out in their Communist Manifesto that “national separations and opposites among
nations will be vanishing by the day but also with the development of the bourgeoisie, free
trade, world market, uniformity of industrial production and suited relationships in life”
(Marx & Engels, 2009, p. 58).

Nevertheless, this position was often in contradiction with the reality surrounding
them. It was even during their time that nationalism became a growingly significant and
prevalent ideology, despite the development and strengthening of capitalism. This led to
their position of relationships between nations becoming slightly more complicated, which
is very apparent in Marx’s consideration of the Irish-British conflict during the 19" century.
Namely, while analysing this example, he in part noticed that the working classes in the
world were not entirely united and that they were frequently torn due to national aspects.
Since a strong national movement in Ireland already existed and it fought to achieve the
objective of this state leaving the union with Britain, there was a strong hostility to the Irish
among British population. Additionally, this hostility was rooted in the English working
class whose members treated badly Irish workers, because they identified themselves with
the imperial power and prestige of Great Britain, often demonstrating a sense of superiority
over Irish people. Concerned by this fact, Marx warned that the “English working class
will never be able to do anything ground-breaking here in England before it definitely
separates its view from the view of the ruling classes, and not only declaratively proclaim
its joint goal with the Irish but in fact take initiative in destroying the Union which was
formed in 1801”. He also notes that “this must not be done out of sympathy for the Irish

achieve the breakup of Yugoslavia, Yugoslav communists in the early 1930s were even prepared
to work together with the Ustasha and VMRO. Since 1932, the policy of breaking up Yugoslavia
was gradually being replaced by the policy of the People’s Front and the idea of creating a loose
Yugoslav federation or confederation (Banac, 1988, pp. 63-65), whose gist could be best described
with the slogan “weak Serbia, strong Yugoslavia”. This idea was fully materialised in 1972 with
the amendments to the Constitution and the 1974 Constitution.
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but as a requirement which is in line with interests of the English proletariat” Should this
fail to happen, “the English proletariat will permanently remain tied with the chains of the
ruling classes because it will be forced to join their common front against Ireland” (Marx
& Engels, 43/1988, pp. 390-391).

This example of the relationship between the Irish and English working class shows
how disunited the working classes may be, as a result of them being instrumentalised
through nationalism. Still, an important question to ask here is whether certain objective
conditions already disunite various parts of the working class, due to which nationalism
shows this disunity only at an ideological level. Namely, although the English working class
was in a poor material condition during the 19 century and even though it was exploited,
it still held higher positions compared to the poor Irish who did the lowest of jobs in Britain
and got paid less. Perhaps hatred by the English working class arose specifically from the
fact that various stages of Irish colonisation had an influence on the overall reduction in
average labour pay and consequently deterioration of the English working class’s position.

In this regard, it is also important to mention here Wallerstein’s view according to
which there is not a single world working class. Instead, with the division of labour in the
world, various portions of the world workforce, often based on their ethnicity and other
features, they hold different positions in the world hierarchy. Hatred by the working class
in the centres of the working classes in the periphery or semi-periphery in fact has the role
of justifying its privileged position. One can only assume that this hatred got especially
stronger with different waves of migration from the semi-periphery and periphery states
to the central ones, when a somewhat better position of the central states’ working class
is threatened. When seeing things from this point of view, we can critically consider the
position of classical Marxism, according to which there is a single, unified working class
in the world, which due to increasing similarities in living conditions becomes even more
united, irrespective of national obstacles (Marx & Engels, 1974, p. 34; Marx & Engels,
2009, p. 58). Increasing differences'?,rather than similarities, between various parts of the
working class in the world has a beneficial effect on the reproduction of world capitalist
system. Due to this fact, the author of this paper is of the opinion that one of the basic
postulates of classical Marxism, which is relative to the inevitability of united action of the
world working class, is unfounded and that nationalism of the oppressed societies is the
best manner of fighting against the domination of central exploiter states.

CONCLUSION

Although Engels justified his sense of hatred towards the Slavs with them, allegedly,
representing a reactionary historic force, we believe that the causes of his hatred are much
deeper. In addition to epoch awareness of the Europeans of the time, to which Engels
belonged, being characterises by a unilinear view of social evolution, its additional fea-
ture was pronounced Russophobia and, connected to it, Slavophobia, which as a coherent
thought-emotional concept was created in Great Britain in the early 19% century, as a result

2 According to the economist Branko Milanovi¢, in the last two centuries capitalism was character-

ised by an increase in states’ inequalities, rather than their decrease (Milanovi¢, 2016, pp. 119-120).
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of initial stages of the geopolitical conflict between Great Britain and the Russian Empire
(Gleason, 1950, pp. 1-50)

Although Marx did not deal with the national question in as much detail as Engels
did, it is evident from their correspondence that Marx supported Engels’ positions. In
situations when they did not approach the national question with an extremely negative
sentiment, as was the case with Slavic nations, Marx and Engels analysed the question of
nation in a rather cold and instrumental manner. In cases when nationalism, as assessed
by themselves, lead to the development of capitalism, and consequently communism,
they supported nationalism, whereas in other cases, when they believed that nationalism
hindered social development, they were against it. Their Machiavellian approach to the
national question is reflected in their absence of readiness to support national liberation
of non-European nations of the colonial yoke because, according to them, colonisation,
despite being utterly brutal, was necessary because with it in tow were capitalism, progress,
and “civilisation”

Such an instrumental approach to nation later became typical of a wider Marxist
movement. The Bolsheviks used instrumentalization of the question of national self-deter-
mination to come to power in Russia. Yugoslav communists behaved in exactly the same
manner. Although such an instrumentalist approach to nation allowed communist move-
ments to accomplish their pragmatic political objective, essential neglecting of the player
potential of the nation compared to the player potential of the class was many a time cause
of splitting headaches to the communists, especially when they ruled multinational states.
Hence, the breakup of the Soviet Union and Yugoslavia cannot be entirely comprehended
unless we take into account inadequate manner of understating the national question and
its historic potential, which dominates the Marxist doctrine.
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