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IIOC/E AMEPUYKE ,,JI3Y3ETHOCTIN”:
JTYKUONIOBA 3AMKA” XXI BEKA

Caxerak: Y cpegyIITy MHTEPAMCIUIUINHAPHOT pasMaTpama je MITambe OCHOBHUX
HOMUTUYKIX, (1030 CKUX U IPYIITBEHNUX IIOCTaBKM IIPOjeKTa /IMbepanHe XereMOoHuje —
Kao I peaymoaUuTUYKOT Kpaja oBor fuckypca y XXI Beky. [TonmnTuka MHTepBEHIIMOHN3MA
U JbYZICKUX IIPaBa CyIPOTCTaB/beHa je IIOIUTULY CYBEPEeHNTETa, Te je TAKO CTPYKTyparHa
pasmika usMelhy gBageceTOBEKOBHOT 3aIlafHOT eIUTU3MA U IIePCIEeKTIBA MY/ITUIIONIAPHOT
cBeTa yIpaso audepeHnnjaija usMehy xujepapxmjckux cucreMa Mohu U IONNUTHKe jefHa-
kocTy. CacTaBHIU [ie0 OBYX IIPOILieca je 1 ,JIOHOBHO pobeme ncTopuje’, Kpo3 Koje ce MOKy-
IIaBa YCIIOCTaBUTY IPaBUYHM)Y IOPEAAK, @ CBETCKO-TIOJINTIYKE TIOC/IEIIe y peeBaHTHO]
mepu he saBucutu o Tora xohe mu y CAJl npesnagatyt KpUNToupeaaucTUyKa Tj. ,Bui-
COHOBCKa mKona”. Tako muTame fa i ce ,, [ykupusosa saMka” Moxe nsbehn y XXI ey
ynyhyje Ha pasnuke ,HeonxogHe AMepuKke” U ,He3aBUCHe AMepuke”. MynTunonapusam
K20 OCHOB JMICTVIHCKOT MY/ITH/IaTepaIn3Ma MCIIOCTaB/ba Ce Kao IOTEeHIMjaTH HOBY MOJieT
3a peannsanyjy NoauTUKe CyBepeHe jefHaKOCTIL.

Kmpyune peun: nubepanHa XereMOHHja, IIONUTHNKA CYBEPEHUTETA, je[JHAKOCT,
»LYKIANIOBA 3aMKa’”, MY/ITUIIONIApU3aM, MY/ITIIaTepaIN3aM.

I[TPOITACT JIMBEPAJIHE XETEMOHU]JE

»0g tiouetiia je nubepanna xeiemoHuja 6una
ocyhena Ha tipoiacti — u ipotiana je.”
John J. Mearsheimer

ITpse penernje XXI Beka Ha TOMUTUYKO-PrI030(CKOj — KAO U HA CBETCKOMOINTIY-
KOj U CBEOIIILTOj APYLITBEHOj paBHM — Beh Cy Ipero3Hare Kao 6peme CUCiieMCKUX poMeHa
Koje 6e3Maso 03HauaBa Houeiliak Hose eiloxe, Tj. KPaj jefHOT IOpeTKa 1 HaCTAHAK HOBOT
(Ikenberry, 2018). Jom nperusHmje, HeoMnOEpaNU3My y TEOPUjU 1 IIPAKCH — @ TTOCEOHO
HAYMHIJMA Ha KOjU je Pealn30BaH KPO3 UOAUMUKY UHILEPBEHIUOHUSMA U TbYCKUX Tipasa
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— CYNIPOTCTaBWUJIA Ce UOAUTHUKA CY8epeHuilieliia Y YMjeM CPeINIITY Ce Hajla3y KOHIIEIl-
I1ja CaMOYCIIOCTaB/batba. Y TOM CBETIY, OCHOBHA pasinka usMely fBa mporieca exu y
INEHULN 2 je [106anu3am via yHuiionapu3am NepMaHeHTHO IIPOJIYKOBAO Pas3ININTe
CTPYKType XUjepapXMjcKIX penalija —ergo pearnsoBao ce Kao cucitiem mohu u gomu-
Hayuje — NOK IaK ca pyre CTpaHe, HOAUTUKA cysepeHuilieilia Kao sine qua 1on HOBOT
BeKa adupMullle jegHAKOCT KOja eo ipso 3HaUU U Kpaj wiyiiopciiiea. lllTaBuire, ynpaBo
TaKo Ce IPOTAcT HeonmubepanuaMa Kao TOTanusyjyhe upeonoruje mojaBuma u Kao Kpaj
»Kpaja ucropuje” Tj. eHo ioHosHo pohere (Kagan, 2009, Badiou, 2012, Welsh, 2016),
4Mja je MpakTUYHA MaHUpecTalnja, y HajIpeM CMUCTY, KpAj HEOKONOHUjAHe gOMUHA-
yuje wiupom ceeiria. VictoBpeMeHo, 0BO CY ¥ OCHOBHM Pa3/io3y yCIef, KOjuX TpaH3uIuja
CBeTa U3 ,jegHol” Ka ,MHOWi6y” YBEeIMKO IIpeBasmiasy KBAaHTUTATUBHY paBaH, Tj. 300T
yera ce IPeBacXOHO Pajilt O HOAUTHUUKO-eMUUYKOM HOKYULA]Y YCHOCTLABbatba TPasuH-
Hujel opeitika. Y crenpUIHOM KOHTEKCTY 4ak ce Moxke pehu Kako je Ha ey HOKyIIaj
MOBpaTKa apyCTOTENOBCKOj Mepy Kao cpefnan n3meby KpajHOCTH, a KOjOM ce pyKOBOJM
zoon politikon xao zoon logonechon.

Hajnpe, mehyTum, Tpeba nmarn y BUAy Kako Cy — Kao IITO ca IIPaBOM arocTpodu-
pa Mepurajmep — CAJ] moce XnapgHor para ,,6mme Tonko MohHe fja cy MOITIe ja YCBOje
CULOTbHY HOMUTHUKY KOja Ce 00UMHO HA3UBA TUOEPATIHOM XeleMOHUjoM , Te KAKO je ,,inbepaaHa
XereMOHMja aMOMIIMO3Ha CTpaTeryuja Koja inba Ha TO Ja IITO BUIIIe 3eMajba IPEOKpeHe y
nubepanue gemokparuje” (Mearsheimer, 2018:7). llITaBuie, y Ty CBpXy yHoTpeb/beH je
HI3 TEXHIIKA — Off PAs/IMINTHX 00/IMKa IPOMEHA PeXXIIMa U COLIMjaTHOT MH)XehePUHTa, 1A
CBe 10 IIpUMeHe Toe CiJle,  OCHOBHA TeOpMjCKa MOCTaBKa 61Ia je 6MHApHA OIMO3uIuja
usMeby wygckux tipasa u ayimopuitiapusma, Tj. OBa OIO3UIVjA 3aMEHIIA je HeKaallby
apoHOBcKy usmeby gemoxpaitiuje u iwomanuitiapusma. Ilag CCCP-a 1991. 6uo je TpenyTak
nouerka mbepanHe xereMoHje u Pykyjamun Kpaj ucitiopuje ciMOOMIIHO je TPOKIaMO-
BAO ,,0e3a71HepHATHUBHOCIT TUOePATUIMA.

Y BpeMeHy Koje je CIIeIIO Pa3IndnuTi JUCKypCH HeonnbepaiHe XereMOHNje — y
PACIIOHY Off geKOHCIpyyuje u HoCMOgepHU3IMa CBe 10 NUBEPTEHTHUX AHATUMMUYKUX
u UpaimattiudKux Upuciiyiia — 3armpaBo Cy, HA0OKO IapaJJOKCa/THO, MTOCTABU/IN TEMETbe
geageceitiosekosHom enuitiusmy 3atiaga u gunosopuju mohu. Yopeno ¢ T1mM, jour yie-
JaT/bMBYje, MMOEPATTHY AUCKYPCH Y PA3TNIUTIIM OOMMIMIMA TIOjaBUIN CY ce Kao 6eckpajHo
Hetipecitiato tipoussoherve X00C08CKe CuKe c6eilia Koja je, y UCTU MaX, yBek Beh ynyhusara
U Ha aiiconymu3auujy u Ha KpUiiomManuxejcky ipuciiiyi 3aCHOBaH Ha ceTy OMHapHUX
penanyja a y yujeM CpeuIITY je KPUdihowMUuitioscka oio3unyuja ,upujaiiess — Heupuja-
itierv”. TlapajieniHO, €TIYKO ,,0IIpaBatbe” 32 OeCKOHAUHE PAiliose U ,XyMAHUTHAPHe uHiTiep-
seHyuje” — umju je uyb 6una imoilanusayuja — yoOIudeHo je Kpo3 KaHTOBCKU AMCKYPC O
»B8EUHOM MUPY’, KOju je Tpebao fa ce MOjaBy Kao Hpojexifiosanu Cyuciliuiiiyii Hajéomel
molyhei ceeffia v yIpaBO Kao TaKaB MCTOBPEMEHO U Ka0 XKe/beHMU ,Kpaj ucropuje”. A oBaj
»BEUHM MUpP” TaK Tpebaro je mocTuhy Kpo3s MpeTXONHY gexymMaHu3ayujy Heiipujaitiesoa,
Tj. HOIMTUYKY U APYLITBEHY IIPOMOLM]Y AiCOTLYTiHOT 3714, I3 YeTa Cy Ce IMOCIEANYHO MOITIe
apTukyscaru 6pojue mubepante Teopuje tpasegrux paitiosa (Elshtain, Johnson, Walzer).

YipaBo je mbepany3aM y Cro/bHO]j IOMUTHLIN, APTUKYINCAH KPO3 T3B. eMOKPATICKY
iwieopujy mupa (democratic peace theory), ucrakao Ha3Ha4YeHMU IAPATOKC KAKO ubepas-
He gemokpaiiiuje He paitiyjy MehycoOHO any He U fa Cy OHe Ha OMIO KOjU HauMH 6uULe
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muprogoticke. lllTaBuiire, IpeBIafiaBambe MUIUTHAPUSMA YHYTAP HeonnbepaIHNUX Teopyja
U IIPAKCU CTOjM Y HEIIOCPE/IHOj BE3U Ca YMILEHUIIOM KaKO je y CaBPEMEHOM KOHTEKCTY
upoipecusHu nubepanusam OfHeO IpeBary Hag modus vivendi nubepanuzmom, Tj. apupma-
111ja T3B. TOSUTHMBHMUX IIPaBa €0ipso 3HAYMIIA jé IPOMOL]Y /bYACKUX ITPaBa ¥ COLMjaTHOT
MH>KeIepUHTa — Kao 1 TpujyMd MHTepBeHIMOHUCTIYKe Ap>kaBe (Mearsheimer, 2018, str.
9). Y ToM cBeTIy, aMOUII03Ha IubepaHa CIIo/bHA IOJIUTUKA Y Pas/IN4UTIM aclleKTMa
CBET je YYMHI/Ia Matbe MUPHVIM W, jOLII IIPeLi3HMje, IPAKTUIHO KPO3 cepujy 6eckOHAUHUX
paitiosa mubepasHa XereMOHMja ce 6e3MasIo y HOTIYHOCTU TpaHCOpMICana Y 1ubepantu
munuiniapuszam. lllTaBuiie, Taksa nubepaaHa CTpaTernja je y MCTU Max IIOTKOIIA/Ia [10jaM Cy-
BEPEHNUTeTa Ka0 OCHOBHY HOPMY MehyHapozHe IIONUTHKe, a IpUCycTBO MohHe MUIMTaHTHE
CIJle Koja >Kenu Jia paTyje mosehario je kommunHy KoHdukaTa y MehyHapoHOM cucremy.

Mebhyrtum, XXI Bex ce unax — 1 ynpkoc OykyjaMyHOM MHCUCTUPAY KAaKO IIOBJIA-
Jyeme 13 ABraHICTaHA HUje Kpaj aMepudKe epe — yIIpaBo Kpo3 IpUMep aMepUIKOr Ha-
nyuTama aepogpoma y Kabyny mojasuo kao uBu 13pas Kpaja amepuykor Beka. Ergo,
Ha CIIO/bHOIIONIMTUYKOM ITaHy Iporecu npoMene eroxa (Koljevi¢ Grifit, 2021) najmpe
KOpeCIoHAMpajy ca KpajeM Pax Americana (Layne, 2012), 1j. ca npomamrhy nubepante
xeremoHuje CAJl Kojy, y peanmnonuTUIKOM CMUCTY, 3aMemyjy cuie nonyt Pycuje u Kune,
4MjU je YCIIOH TIaK TeK jeflaH Off CTPYKTYpPaTHUX pasjiora Cuiacka HeonmbepanmusMma ca
UCTOpHjcKe cleHe. [Ipyru pasior Tude ce geociipyke (camo)geciipyxyuje ynyimap 3aiagHoi
iiopeitika Kpo3 Hapaciiajyhy nonutiuuxy, gpyuwiiiéexy u KyaiiypHy Gonapusayujy u cTora
Kpo3 yHyilipawve cnabmwere CAJ], ca jenHe, 1 KPO3 CBE YOWBNBHje pa3ndnTe 00/I1Ke CBe
IPUCYTHUjET ,,TpaHcaTIanTcKor passopa” usmehy CAJl u EY, ca apyre crpase. IllTo ce Tuue
IIPBOT, CACBUM je HeIBOCMICTIEHO KaKo je ciiopHononuiniuuku kpaj ynuiionaprociiu CALy
VICTU MaX 610 U causa efficiens beHOT YHY TPAlIIIbeT TIOMUTUYKOT U IPYIITBEHOT pacTaKamba
jeHaKo Kao IITO Ce, ca [pyre CTpaHe, MICTOPMjCKO BpeMe IIPOIacTy Heonmnbepanisma
HY>KHO MOPaJIO TI0jaBUTH U Ka0 HONUTAUUKO-HOPMATUEHO pacriojasatve usmehy Amepuxke
u Espotie. bes numeme, HasHaueHe MpoMeHe yITyhyjy Ha M3pasuTo C/IOKeHe Mpoliece Koju
UMIUIMINPAjy CYIPOTCTaB/balbe Ha AVBEPreHTHUM PaBHMMA, YCIIe]] Yera ce CBe TPaHCIIa-
PEHTHUje IToCTaB/ba INTakbe Xohe /U ce ipomeHa eioxa UCHoCTHABUIliY KA0 PenailieHo
Mupan iliparcdep VI CBET YeKajy CyKobu Mamwux 1 Behux pasmepa.

Y peneBaHTHOM CMMCITY, 0Baj ucxoy he saBucuti 1 ofi, ycnosHo ropopehu, ncxona
6opb6e usmeby ,,Heonubepana” u ,,cysepenucitia’ y CAJl, Tj. pe cBera of nuTarma xohe 1 y
Awmepuny unax npesnagary Realpolitik. Taxo je Kucyunnep ca npaBom npumeriio kako CAJL
TeK Tpeba fa omyryde kakBy he ymory urpatu y XXI Bexy, a usbop je ympaso 6uo usmehy
IONUTHKE ,amepuuke usyseminociiu” (American Exceptionalism) n nonuruke ,Amepuxe Ha
upsom mecitiy” (,America First”). Bpemep je 0By pasnnKy UMEHOBAO Kao pasnnky nsmeby
»HeoiixogHe Amepuxe” u ,HesasucHe Amepure” (Bremmer, 2015), jep ce y mpBoM Crydajy
YBEK pajii O CTaBY NIPETIIOCTAB/beHE CYIIEPMOPHOCTH Ha IPAKTUYHO CBAKOM IIaHY, TOK
Ipyra KoHIlenyja yiyhyje Ha TO3ULW]Y dpusHarea céeiicke jegHAKOCTHU U Cy6epeHuTTielia.

Crora, y HeonubepaaTHOM JUCKYPCY oBa fudepeHIjanmja ce apTUKyInIie Kao pa-
3muKa usMeby ,,usonayuonusma’ u ,,uHilepHayUOHANUIMA", KaKO 01 Ce, HanMe, CKpeHyIa
Ma)kba Ha KOHCTPYUCAHY eTUYKY M MOUTUYKY CYIIePUOPHOCT MHTEPBEHIIMOHN3MA U
jolr arocTpodupao KaKo je TO jeguHu 3amMUuciueu UHepHAYUOHATUZAM U Y Heopuju
u y tipaxcu (Johnstone, 2011). Y Tom cBeTiy, Xac ckpehe maxmy Ha UMIbeHUITY KaKoO je
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0Baj IPUCTYII CACBMM IapafiUTMaTN4aH yIPaBo 3a MPUCTANLE T3B. Kpuililougeanic-
HyuyKe UMY ,BUICOHOBCKE UIKOTIE”, IMjUI je LiM/b IIPOMEHa LIeJIOKYIHUX APYIITaBa Kpo3
»yHampebere /pynckux mpasa u gemokparuje” (Haass, 2018: 222). IIporpecuBuu mbepanu
nonyT JJBopkuHa (Dworkin), ®ykyjame (Fukuyama) u Pornca (Rawls) — anu y peneBaHTHO]
mepu u Kanra (Kant) npe m1x — y 0BOM CBeT/Iy IPaKTUYHO KOPECIIOHANPA]jY ca BUICO-
HOBCKOM IIKOJIOM ,,Uiliperva gemMokpatiije” y INIbY TOTa Jia Ce CBET ,,Y4UHU CUTYPHUM 34
gemokpamiujy” (Mearsheimer, 2018, str. 121). Ergo, jou jegHo noHaB/bame Beh Bubhenor
u3bopa ,aMepyyKe U3y3eTHOCTI MMIUIMLMpano 6u gamy 60poy CAJl 3a umIepujanny
IOMMHALIN}Y, ¥ 06paTHO, puxsailiatve ,,amepuuke jeghaxociiu” yiyhusano 6u Ha ceecii
o paciiyhem myninutionapusmy (Flockhart, 2016).

ITpema MepiajMepoBoM JUCKYpCY TaK Heyclexe criobHe monutuke CAJJ ox 1989.
HOTPeOHO je caraefaTy Kpo3 TpUXoToMuUjy usMehy nubepanusma, Hayuonanusma u pea-
JU3Md, Tj. TIPEBNIACT IPBOT 3HAUNIIA je HepasyMeBame KaKo Cy HallMOHAM3aM 1 peasn3am
yBeK yTUILIAjHVjU Y CBETCKO]j chep. JemHaxo, MepimajMep anoctpodupa Kako Munuiiapu-
3am yBeK Beh IpakTIYHO M3BECHO 3aBpIIaBa Kao CYyIPOTHOCT COIICTBEHNM JeK/TaPaTHBHIM
nmbeparTHUM BPEJHOCTIIMA, Te KAKO je ,,CHpyKillypa mehyHapogHol cucitieMma aHapxuiHa
a He Xujepapxujcka witio 3Hauu ga nubepanusam upumeroer Ha mehyHAPOGHY HONUTAUKY
He moxce ga yciie” (Mearsheimer, 2018, str. 3). Jour npeunsuuje, y neny The Great Delusion:
Liberal Dreams and International Realities apTUKy/niLe ce KaKo je nubepanta xelemoHuja
yeex eeh OUIiHO enUiiUCITiUYKA, Te KaKO Ce IbeH eMUTI3aM, II0pefl OCTAJIOT — 1 IIPUBJIITHO
IPOTUBPEYHO — [10jaB/byje KPO3 HEIpecTany ynoTpeby pedn ,3djegHuta” — y pacIoHy Of
»MebyHaponHe 3ajenHune’, , TpaHCATIAHTCKE 3ajeHMIIe” CBe [0 ,,eBPOIICKe 3ajeHuIIe .

Crnepehn acriext pedeprpa Ha unmweHuIy Kako je y EY Beh ussecro Bpeme Ha geny
BUIIECTPYKO CYIPOTCTaB/bambe n3Mely ilipancailinanilickux enuifia ca jefiHe, U HApoga ca
npyre crpane (Koljevi¢ & Fusaro, 2016) — 1 oBa gucKpenaHnyja ce Haj4erhe 1mojasmyje
kao 6opba usmeby T3B. ,,6pucencke knace” Tj. eBpoKpaTHje U IOjeUHAYHUX eBPOIICKIX
Ip>KaBa, a IapasIenHo 1 Kao 6opba yHyTap apkasa usmeby neonubepanusma u ionuiniuke
cysepenuilieitia. buononutuyko ynpasmpame y XXI Bexy — xoje je y EY, kao u y CAIl u
IPaKTUYHO Ha I[e/oM 3amajy IOIpUMIIO CACBMM HOBM KapaKTep KOHTPOJIe MOITy/Ianuja
y BpeMe elujieMuje BUpyca — 3a MOCAeIIly UMa YNbEHNITY KaKo U eBpOoiicKa ipesuparea
cee suute yiyhyjy na auitiara cnoboge, tipasge u jegrnaxociiiu. CBaKako, CKUL[MpPaHM IPO-
necy 6e3Maso y MOTIIYHOCTH KOPECIIOH/UPajy ca mocTerneHnM ocnobahamem Epporne on
IIPAaKTMYHO aICONTyTHe BulIefeneHyjcke goMnHanuje CAJl y IOMUTUYKO]j, HOPMAaTUBHO],
IPYLITBEHO] ¥ eKOHOMCKOj cepy ¥ KOHCEKBEHTHO e MaHU(eCTyjy U Kao flooheme y
HMTabe OCHOBHUX HeonmbepanHux uncrutynuja oyt EY n HATO. Y Tom cBeny, -
6epanu monyT Tumorn Tapron Ema wak mpumehyjy kako fipoyecu y caspemenoj Espotiu
cee sue genyjy kao ,,00pyiia 1989.” (Ash, 2015).

PeneBaHTHO je, cTora, MMaTH y BUAY Ja Huje 6eposaitino ga he EY y XXI eexy itospa-
Wyl dpeilixogru citieiier Heonubepante xomoieHocilu, Tj. fa he ce mpojexar eBpoIcke
3ajegHMIIE MM 6GMTHO TpaHCOPMIMCATH VMM MTAK OKOHYATH — a y 00a CIydaja cMep Kpe-
Tama he 6uTH pema fospatiiky cysepernuilieilia gpyasa. Y UICTU Max, en generale, y Mepu
y K0joj 6yzie jauasia ayTOHOMUja CTApOr KOHTMHEHTA cBe Buire he nspamaru Epomna ,,09
Jucabona go Bragusocitioka” je[iHaKO Kao IITO je, apasIesiHoO, Y jy’KHO]j 1 UCTOuHOj EBpomnn
CBe IIpeNO3HAT/bUBMja CTpaTelIKa ynora KnHe. Join nperusHuje, nako Ha kaptu EBpoasuje
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uspama, Hajupe, Benuka Asuja — op Illanraja o Cankr [letepOypra — Benuka Asuja Hu-
KaKo He HioHuwiiaéa koHuyeiii Benuke Espoiie, Beh ce, 3amrpaBo, ojaB/byje Kao IpBa 1
jefHa Off Haj3HAYajHMjUX CMEPHMIIA 32 IIPOMEHE Y eBPOIICKMM 3eM/baMa I KpeTarby IpemMa
HocimuHitiepseHyuonuciiiuukoj Espoiiu. lllTaBuiire, pycko-KIMHECKH caBes3 y 6e3Majo CBUM
cepama 1ojaBbyje ce Kao ciIa Koja fe(KOH)CTPYUILIe aMepUdIKy XereMOHUjy y Asuju u
Espormu (Chaise, 2018) u crora u kao par excellence uspas iospaiiika cysepeHuifieitia y um-
wmepHayuonanme penavuje (Alles & Badie, 2016) Hactipam iwiomanusyjyhel Heonubepanusma.

PEAJIHOCT ,TYKIJIOBE 3AMKE*

»YCIIOH ATIHE U CTPaX KOjJ je 0BO M3a3BaJI0
kozi CrapTe y4MHMIIO je paT HEeMUHOBHUM .
Tyxupup,

IIpe cBera, Tpeba MMaTy y BULY KaKO je AJIMCOH ITPBU apTUKYIINCAO IINTAbE Caspe-
mene ,Tykugugose 3amxe” Tj. anoctpodupajyhu kako je, mpema MCTOPIjCKOM UCKYCTBY,
»par uamehy CAJI u KviHe BepoBaTHMj! HETO LIITO Ce TO Y OBOM TPEHYTKY YMHM IIPELU3HO
je aHaNMM3Upao penayuje usmehy cune y yciiony u jows yeex eénagajyhe cune y cnabmetvy.
3ak/py4yak ANMCOHOBOT MCTPaKMBamba je fla je OBa penalnyja — Koja ce MeTadopuIKu 1
CTPYKTYPAJIHO II0jaB/byje Kao penanyja ATuHe u Criapre Koja Bopu [leonoHeckom paTy
-y 12 op 16 ucTOopMjCcKuX ClyvajeBa y IOCIeHUX IeT CTOTHHA TOJMHA pe3ylITupana
paToM, a/li Ia OH MIIAK HYje HEeMMHOBAaH MaKO Ce TPa)kKu MHOT'O HaIlopa fia ce n3berHe
(Allison, 2015).

Hensocmucrneno je xaxo je Tykupup — kao par excellence 3adeTHUK peanusma —
M3HEO Ha BUIETIO YIPABO CPXX IpobyeMa, Tj. CHlipyKiilypante iiypOyneHyuje Koje usazusajy
patiugne tipomene y 6anamcy mohu usmehy gea pusasa, Te jol NCTaKao KaKo CY Y OBOj
CIIO/bHOIIONIMTUYKO] AMHAMMIIY OCHOBHA [IBa MOMEHTA Tj. oceflaj 6aiHOCiiu cuse y ycioHy
U Cllipax u ognyuHocii ga ce bpawnu status quo ca gpyie ctupare. Y peny Destined for War
ANVCOH eKCIIMIIMpPA KAaKO, UIIAK, YIIPKOC OBOj IMHAMMUIIY [iBe CUJIe Y YMHbeHUIIM KaKO
CTPYKTYPaIHU KOHQIUKTU MOTY BoguTy BenukoM KoHdnukry — CAJl u Kuna moiy uzbehu
084j Ucxo0g, Te KaKo je nb KnHe a IocTaHe ,,pernoHaHI XeTeMOH ; /I Y3 OIIACKy KaKO
je ped o ,HeKOMUAAMAUOUNHUM KynTiypama u tonutauukum cucitiemuma” (Allison, 2017).

Kpurukyjyhu Amucona Kmapk, ca cBoje cTpaHe, 3anpaBo, KpuTukyje u Tykuanpa — a
cBe oBo mo3uBajyhu ce Ha Karana koju je ncrakao kako cy Aruna u CriapTa MOIIe Koers-
UCTUPATH ¥ CBOjUM PA3IMIUTOCTIMA CaMo Jia Ce ,,007e yilpaspano’, a 3aTUM 3aK/bydyje
Kako Huje afiekBaTHO nopebemwe CAJJ ca Cliapiiom Koja je buna ,,ioianHu xelemor” Ha-
crpam Kute xao Amune (Clark, 2020). Mnak, ako ce uMma y Bupy kako Ilepukite uctide fa
je ATuHa, 3a pas/mKy Off CBOjUX TOTAIUTAPHNX HeIIpHjaTesba, YIIPaBO HEeroBajIa pasMeHy
mobapa, JbyaM U Mfeja ca APYTVM JIeIOBMMA CBETA, Te KaKO je Y CPeAMIITy aMepidKe mbe-
paJIHe XeTeMOHNje IbeH TOTa/IUTapHM KapaKTep, YMHN e fla Tapajiefia y pelleBaHTHOj Mepy
KOPECITOH/MpA ca caBpeMeHNM KoHTeKcToM. ViMmmunmTHo, 1 Knapk ce, 3ampaBo, Haltao
y KOHTPAJVKIUjU jep Ha Kpajy 3aK/bydyje Kako ce ,He Mory nmopeantu Atnaa u HATO
jep je Amuna y muoium aciiexiiuma 6una éuwie kao CCCP [...] a HATO je maptHepcTBO
memokparckux gpxasa” (Clark, 2020, str. 43).
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Xac MHCHCTMPaA Ha TOME Jla HUjeJJHa CaBpeMeHa pefalyja Huje pefieBaHTHMja Off
penavuje usmehy CAJl u Kune xoja tipegcitiasma Hajéehu usaszos amepuuxom apumaiiy,
Te KaKo, 10 CBOj Ipwaniy, Hujenan ogHoc Hehe Hanhu Ha ,,Behe renikohe” ITonasspajyhn
Tykupnpa Xac ucTude Kako ce ,Be/IMKH €0 UCTOPHje CBOAY Ha Hec/larama Koja Bofie Y
cykob6e usmeby nocrojehux cuma u cuna y HacTajamy [...] LITO OfpakaBa YMIBEHNUILY A
ce pasHotiiena cHaia He MOJice 1AKO HOHO080 YCHOCTHABUTIY HA MUuponvyous Hauur~ (Haass,
2018, str. 75). Xac HarIaIaBa Kaxo je yIpaBo 0 OKOH4Yamy XJragHor para 1 pacnaga CCCP
HeCTaJIo 1 Be3UBHO TKIBO aMEPIIKO-KIHECKOT IPUOIIDKaBatha, Te KaKO IBe 3eM/be jOLI
YBEK Tparajy 3a He4uM IITO 61 3ay3e/I0 MeCTO aHTUCOBjeTU3Ma Ha KOjeM CY Ce BhIUXOBe
penanuje 3acHuBane go 1989. (Haass, 2018, str. 87), 3akpyuyjyhu xako 6u max peanu-
Ciiu4Ka WKona mehyHapogrux ogHoca per definitionem, 3atipaso, iipegeugena Heu30ex Ho
floiopuiaree amepuuKo-KuHeckux ogrHoca. PeileBaHTHO je mMaTyt y BUAY fa Xac allocTpo-
¢dupa ga je XyagHu par, 3alpaBo, y 3Ha4ajHOj Mepy 610 ,,(akTop mopeTKa” jep cy mopen
paBHOTeXe MONV IIOCTOjamy U 3ajelHUYKI KOHUeUl Cyuitiute neiutiumuitieinia, Kao u
guinomatticku upouec HeouxogaH 3a ogprcasarbe pasHotieie.

Y u3BeCHOM CMMCITY, Y CaBpPEMEHOj CUTYaLMj jOII YBEK je IpuMeH/buBa Te3a [loma
Kenennja xoju je — aptukymuiryhu pasmore 360r KOjix Cy IPaKTIYHO TOKOM Iieie CBOje
UCTOpMje BeMKe CIJIe JOXXMB/baBajie yCIIOHE U IIaJloBe — MCTAKA0 KAKO je illepeill 0uysarba
umiiepuje uecitio Hogpueao Haipegax, a wume u ciiabuntocii y semmwu. lllTaBuiie, y Tom
cBeTTy HaMehe ce muTame Xohe 7 — y Kpajme paankanHoj uaTepripetanuju — CAJ] kpeny-
i y ceeiticku paiil Kaxo 6u usbeine ioilienyujaniu ipahancku KoHdnukin eehux pasmepa
¥ coticitieeroj 3emmu 1 UCXOR, 0ba mporjeca he, sampaBo, y GUTHOj Mepu 3aBUCHUTH Off jOII
jemHOT CyKko6/baBarba BUJICOHOBCKOT KPUIITONIeaNN3Ma ¥ CIIO/bHOIIONMUTUYKOT pean3Ma.
Y oBoM cBeTTy, Xac apTUKYIINIIIE [ja OHO LITO OUIIO KOjy IpyKaBY YMHU CIabOM jecTe, TIpe
CBera, ,HeCIIOCOOHOCT Jja ce KOHTPOJINIIIE OHO IITO Ce IelllaBa YHYTap HbeHNX IpaHuIia”
(Haass, 2018, str. 106). VicTo Tako, pelleBaHTHU Cy apryMeHTHI Kako he seposaitinoha 3a
sehe Kougnukitie pactiiu peyutipouHo y mepu y Kojoj ekonomuje Asuje 6ygy cycinuszane
3aiiag, OMHOCHO KaKO ITOpacT KOHQIMKTHOT TIOTeHI[Ujala C/iefi y MepH ¥ Kojoj Kuna y
pasmruantum obmactuma Oyne nmpectusana CAJL (Arase, 2017).

Cnepehn MomeHaT mmak pedeprpa Ha YMbEHUIY KaKO c8e Matve UOCIHLOju jeguHCilise-
Hu 3aiiag, Te Cy TaKO YaK U alloJIOTeTH 3aMajIHOT CUCTeMa IOIyT HIIp. bpemepa ysepenn
kako cy CAJl ,,cBe Mame CII0OCOOHe Jja yCIIocTaBe KOannIjuje, U3fiejCTBYjy TPrOBMHCKe
criopasyme, 06e36efe MOAPIIKY 3a CaHKIIV]je, TOCPENyjy ¥ MOCTU3amby KOMIPOMICA Y
HekoM MehyHapopHOM criopy nim ybene apyre fa UM ce IPUAPYXKe Y HEKOM CyKoOy”
(Bremmer, 2015, str. 19). Mmak, bpemep Huje Iipemy3sas y olleHM Kako peyanyje 3amnaja 1
Pycuje HITp. HUKAKO ,He MOTY 61TH HOBM XTafHM part jep Pycuju Hegocrajy mebyHapon-
HU CaBe3HMIY, U[eO0IONIKa IpuBIadHocT 1 BojHa cuima CCCP” (Bremmer, 2015, str. 12)
Tj. cllopHOUONUITUYKO] peanHociiu 6/ypKH je Xac Koju 3akjbydyje kako ¢y CA/ ,u gamwe
Hajmohnuju eniliuitieili HA C6eiliy, AU HUX08 ygeo y in06antoj mohu ce cmarvyje Uciiio Kao
U HUX064 CHOCOOHOCHL ga c60jy eenuxy moh tpeitioue y yimiuuaj [...] Pesyniiaiii je ceeii
y Kojem jaue genyjy uenitipugyianne cune” (Haass, 2018, str. 11). Jorr npernusunje, pycka
CIIPEMHOCT 1 CIIOCOOHOCT JielIoBama Ha BIMCKOM HCTOKY — Kao 11 KMHeCKa y Jy>KHOM
KIHECKOM MOPY — CTaBIJIA je Ta4Ky Ha eKCIIAaH3MBHY IOCTX/ITHOPATOBCKY CTaB 0 Mohnm
Amepuke. XacoBa MHTepIIpeTallija IaK 3aBpluasa y craBy Koju 61 bpemep o3Hauno kao
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KOMOUHALW]Y »,MaHUOON-UpUcitiyiia’ u ,HeolixogHe Amepuke’, Tj. alocTpodupa ce Kako
6u ce TykuguaoBoj 3amMuu Tpebano CyrmpoTCTaBUTH jep 61 CBAKO MOTOpLIAe penaluja
BE/IMKMX CM/Ia OMJIO M3Y3€THO CKYIIO, Te KaKO 61 TO OJBPATUIIO HaXKHby Off CBETCKUX U
PErMOHaTHMX 13a30Ba Koje je moTpebHo penraBatu. Pasyme ce, XacoB cTaB Kako je Hajoorbe
petuere ga CAJl Pycujy u Kuny ,,ykmyue y ceeiticku iiopegax’, Tj. Kako Tpeba IpUMEHUTI
HUHIETPAYUOHY TOAUTHUKY, jOLLI YBEK Hpeilifiocitiasva Upumaiii amepuuxol nopeia u3
ipouinol 8exa, ycneq ueia Huje UPUMEHbUB Y CABPEMEHOM KOHILEKCITLY.

Ca gpyre crpaHe, Pajr HITp. anocTpodupa Kako Cy ,aMepirdKa CaBe3HUIITBA 1 Oe-
36eIHOCHN aparmXMaHu OVIN ,M3y3eTaH yCIIeX , Te KaKo 01 [I06aHO OB/Iadebe AMeprKe
Oua rpemika jep 6u TakBa CTpaTeruja ,,4ecTabuan3oBana pernoHante 6e3befHOCHe Mo-
petke y EBponu u Asuju u nosehana nperwy Benukor koHdnukra” (Wright, 2020, str.
11). ITapanenHo, BepTxajM, cacBUM CYIPOTHO, apTUKY/INIIE KAKO je YIIPaBO aMepuyKa
»BeluKa crpareruja” (grand strategy) npersopuina CAILy ,,gectipyKkitiueHy cuny y ceeiiy”
KOja je yrposmna ,unitiepece éehiure” jep je, Bogehu parose, BauHITOH yHUINTAaBAO ,,30-
KoHe U uHciiuiiyyuje koju ciiabunusyjy ceeir” (Wertheim, 2020, str. 19). Crora Beprxajm
nHcuctupa Ha Tome fa CAJ] Tpeba ja Harrycre I106aIHy yIOTY, Te fa AMepuKa BUILIE He
Tpeba fa 6yme cBeTCKY MOMNMIIajall Koju Bpiuy 6ecKkpajHe BojHe nHTepBeHLuje Beh Tpebda
Ia ce HAIIPABU ,,8e/1UKA cilipaitieiuja 3a eehuny”.

Y TOM CBeTIIy, Kao jefiaH Off OTEHLMja/THO TEOPMjCKIX U IPAKTUYHO IIOFOTBOPHIIX
IIpeJIora 1ojaBbyje ce ANMCOHOB y KojeM ce nctude kako CAJ] Tpeba fja ce cyode ca ry-
OMTKOM XereMOHMje Kpo3 IIpyXBaTabe KOHLemnuuje ,chepe yiwuyaja” (Allison, 2020) - a
y KOjOj MepH je yIpaBo 0Ba 3aMICA0 CIIO/BHOIIOIUTUYKY e(eKTHA [I0Ka3yje UnNbeHNIa
KaKo Cy mbepaaTHy MHTEPBEHI[IOHUCTY PaJYiKaITHO IIPOTHB 1be. PajT Yak MCTHYe KaKo je
OHa jemHaKa 1peju ,mosnadersa CAJl”, Te jouI Kako ce 0BOj M/eju, TOpeN, ,,peanncTa’, CBe
venrhe Ipupgpyxyjy u ,lIporpecuBHu mubepamyn” monyt Beprxajma n bejrapra. ¥ uctn
Max, AymicoH nogpiceha Ha To kako cy CAJ] nmocie XmagHor para o6jaBuie Kpaj ,,chepama
yTuIaja” Tj. MCTaK/Ie KaKo je Taj CBeT 3aBPIIeH, ajli OHO IIITO Ce 3aIIpaBo JIeCUIIO je fa je
11e0 CBET II0CTao aMepuuka cdepa Tj. ,chepe yiniuyaja Hucy Hecitiane seh cy iociiane jegna
Kkpo3 uurvernuyy amepuuxe xeiemonuje” (Allison, 2020, str. 30). Y cutyarmju y Kojoj je mpo-
1o BpeMe yHumnonapaoctu CAJl, mpema Anncony, Tpeba fa ce ipuxeaiiiu peaHocii ga
iocitioje cgepe ymuyaja y ceeitiy — u ga Hucy cée cgpepe amepuuxe cgpepe. Ckpehe ce maxra
U Ha YME-EHNIY [ja MAKO je II0jaM ,cdepe yrunaja’ yiao y AUoMaTnjy moderkom XIX
BeKa, OH, 3aIIpaBo, IOCTOj! KOMMKO 1 MehyHaponHu ofHOCH, Te je Tako HIp. Tyxkuany
IIPYMETHO KaKo je Tmocre mopasa Ilepcujanara CriapTa Tpaskivna ja ATHHA He JIVKe TOHOBO
31JI0BE OKO CBOT Ipafia-fpXKaBe Tj. ja cebe OCTaBM PAbIBOM.

Ca cBoje cTpane, JIung n Ilpec nctudy kako Tpeba orpannunty unmbese CAIly
cknmany ca gomahum u MehyHapogHMM peamTHOCTMMA U TOCEOHO CTaB/bajy aKIleHaT Ha
MOMeHaT KaKo je aMepyryka Moh ocrabuia M3HyTpa, Te KaKO CY 6e/UKU Jesl06U jA6HOCIIU
uslybunu tioseperve y Mubepantu iipojexatii KOju je JiyTo YIPaB/bao 3alaHOM CIIOBHOM I10-
koM (Lind & Press, 2020). ¥V nctu Max, Kpacuep apTukymiire kako AMeprka Tpeba fa
ce 3aJI0BOJBM ,,J0BOLHO goOpUM yiipasmarem’, Tj. ia capabyje ca fp>kaBHUIMMA KOje CBET
MMa Te KaKo 611 0Baj IPUCTYII NMA0 edeKTe U Ha 6e30eTHOCHOM I Ha eKOHOMCKOM IIIAHY
(Krasner, 2020). Ergo, fia 6u ce OATOBOPU/IO HA IIMTakbe O peanHociiiu ,Tykugugose samke” y
XXI sexy, mOoTpe6HO je pa3MOTPUTH IUTAEE Y KOjOj Mepy HasHaueHe MO TUIKOTEOPUjcKe
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IpeTopyKe KOPeCTIOHANPA]y ca HoAUHUMKUM PeanHOCIUMA U OAIAHCOM 8eNTUKUX CUA.
Y TOM CBeTITy, HECITOPHO je KaKo je aMepMYKM NIpefcefHNK bajieH — y TeKCTy 107l Ha3MBOM
»3alITo AMepyKa Mopa IIOHOBO ja Oyze muziep” — 0CTA0 Ha o3uLMjaMa ,,ipujymepa ge-
MoKpaitiuje u nubepanusma’ Kao MO3NULMjU Koja fedunnie 6ynyhHoct, Te amoctpodupao
KaKo 3aIlaIHO CaBe3HMIITBO ,,TPAHCLIEH/Pa foape 1 LeHTe a ob6asesa CAJl je cseidia [...].
HATO je oitienosmwetve nubepanto-gemoxpaitickoi ugeana — anujanca epegrocitiv” (Biden,
2020, str. 73). IllTaBuie, bajen gocnenHo erseMmdrKyje jou jeTHOM WPAHCATUNAAHTIUCKY
enuimiusam, Tj. nosunujy cyiepuoprociiu CAJl u xujepapxujcku iopegax ceeilia, Te TaKo,
HIIP., eKCIUTMLIMpPa KaKo AMepuKa Mopa O1TH Mufiep jep Hujegan gpyiu Hapog Hema iliaj
Kanayuiiieili HoOwTio Hujegan gpyiu Hapog Huje usHukao Ha ugeju cnoboge (Biden, 2020,
str. 76).

Hacympot oBome nak kuHecku npepcenank Cu HuanmHr anoctpodupao je xako ce
He CMe HallpaBUTH IPellIKa Y CTPATeNIKoj KaIKy/IaLuju jep 61 ce Ha Taj HaunH Tykmupumosa
3aMKa peajTHO MOIJIa HAaIIPaBUTH — Te je TAKO ONIOBPrao AJIMCOHOBY TBPAKY Kako KuHa
Tpajiyl COICTBEHN JUCKYPC ,,u3y3eiinocitiu’. [la yrpaBo nubepaaHa CIO/bHA IOMTUTHUKA
HeIIpecTaHo IPOU3BOAY HeCTAbMITHOCT 1 KOHGIMKT, IeMOHCTpYpa 1 MepiajMepoB yBuz,
KaKo je yIIpaBo ,aMepuyKa MOMUTYKA IpeMa YKpajyHy, MOTYBIUCAHA /IMOepaTHOM JIOTUKOM,
IPMHINIINjE/THO OATOBOPHA 32 TPeHYTHY Kpusy usMelhy Pycuje u 3anmana” (Mearsheimer,
2018, str. 5). Vicro Tako — ako ce uMajy y supy penanuje CAJl u Kune - Hus ayropa y pa-
criony ox Bpemepa 1o ®eprycona Huje yoenpus y aprymenTanuju kako he ce CAJl n Esporma
Ha Ha4lH ,,jeTHOT CYNpOTCTaBNUTH [IeKWMHTY, Tj. 4nHM ce fia je MepIajMep famexo 61k
uctunu o Realpolitik tepciieximusu espoiickoi pazeoja XXI eexa. llTaBuiie, nanexo mpe
BxexxuHCKor 61710 je ITO3HATO [ja OHaj KO KOHTposuiite E8poasujy ynpasrba CBeTOM U Y TOM
CBETIIy — CACBMM CYIIPOTHO acnmpanujama bxxexmnckor - Pycuja n Kuna peanmnsosane cy
aMepIYKI TeOIIOTUTIYKY CaH, 300r dera ce XXI 8ex uciocitiaséna Kao wiuxos eepoasujcku
sex. Crora, ako ce 1Ma y BUAY Jia je — kao mto npumehyje Haj (Nye) — k/pyunn oxupgad 3a
peanHocT ,, IyKupumose 3aMKe” dpexoMepHa peakyuja Ha ciipax og iyouitixa coicitiseHol
citiatiiyca mohu, criey Kako je HajepeKTHMUjI HAuNH 3a HeHO IIpeBasuIaXerhe CapyKaH
y KucnnyepoBoj sednunimju guiuioMaruje Kao ,mofiu y3gpiasara 0g gemMoHcipayje
cune” (Kissinger, 1999, str. 2).

MYJITUITOJIAPVI3AM KAO OCHOB
VICTMHCKOI MYJITVJIATEPAJIISMA

»Huko Bure He Bepyje y Moh AMepuke fa, Kao
KaKaB KOJIOC, OIIKOPA4yl M CBeT...”
Wjan bpemep

Y penesantHOM cMucy, XXI BeK CBe04YM O TOME KAaKO yIIpaBo OHO HITO je Bypauje
03HAYMO Ka0 ,XaOUillyc” 06nuKyje HoAUMUKY, Tj. KaKo Cy ce KyIType crenyduyHmx
IpyILITaBa MCIIOCTABIIIE Ka0 He3a00M/Ta3aH YMHIIALL U 33 PasyMeBarbe CIIO/bHOTIONMATIIKIIX
PeaTHOCTH Kao U IIOTeHIMjaa 3a ’hIXOBO 00/IMKOBambe y HoBoM BpeMeHy (Bourdieu, 2002).
Joun penyi3Humje, IeNOKYNaH IMOEPaTHY JUCKYPC O ,ITI06ATHOM APYIITBY MCHOCTABUO Ce
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Kao contradictio in adjecto jep HUBenMCarbe KYITYPHMX Pas/MKa Hije BOLU/IO IIpeMa 6110
KaKBOj YHMBeP3a/IHOj KYITYpH Koja je O6uia mpexycnos rinobanHor gpyursa. Ergo, Tora-
nn3yjyhe actiupanuje Heonubepanusma via ino6anusma Koje Cy MMase 3a Lb apupmayujy
UCHAOCTIU HACUPAM gPyiociiu u paszuKe U jeJHO HacIIpaM MHOILTBA OKOHYaHe Cy ca IIpolie-
cuMa ,,[l0H08HOT poherva ucitiopuje” u yciociliasmarvem cyOjexitiusuitieia Hapoga. Y oOBUM
IIpoIiecnMa, Kao mTo mpumehyje Mepiajmep, Ha CBeT/IO laHa M3allla je U YMIbeHNIIa KaKo
je xeiliepoieHOCTll a He XOMOIeHOCH Ciliarbe Ky/iilype, a/lii M KaKO KYNTYPHI U UCTHOPUjCKU
ugentiuiietiu pednexitiyjy HopmaiiueHe oxeupe U clieyuduuHUx guckypea u 3ajegHuya,
Te KaKo HIIp. ,,iubepasHa Ap>KaBa CTBapa BPJIO Majlo eMOLIOHA/THE T0Be3aHOCTH usMeby
rpahaHa 1 BUXOBe BIACTH, YC/IE] Yera ce MOHeKaJ| KaXKe /ja je TOCeOHO TEeIIKO HarOBOPUTU
byLie fia ce 6ope u ympy 3a nubepanuy ap>xasy” (Mearsheimer, 2018, str. 51).

C 0631poM Ha IVBUIM3AIMjCKe, KYATYPHE U MICTOPUjCKe CIennPIIHOCTY Pasyn-
YNTHX CUJIA ¥ YCIIOHY — a/u U Tonasehn off unmeHnIie Kako 61 Ha CHO/bHOIOMUTUIKOM
IUIaHy HajIIpuMepeHuje 6110 peanu3osaifit cuciiiem Koju 6u 610 cacéum pasnuuili og
nbepannol uHiliepBeHUUOHUIMA — TOCTHelieHO ce YCHoCia6/ba HO8U GUCKYPC MYyTHIUIL0-
naprocifiu. Y HajkpaheM, mo4eTHO CTAaHOBUIIITE je Ja OCHOBHM IpUHIMIH MelyHapogHux
OJHOCA — TOIIYT y3ajaMHOT ITOIITOBAba, jeAHAKOCTI ¥ CIIPEMHOCTH Jja Ce CBETCKa IMTambha
pelaBajy Kpo3 Aujajor - Tpeba fa iociliany cpequuiilie Hopeiika y HAciliajaryy.

Y TOM CBeTITy, YKOJIMKO Ce MO>Ke TOBOPUTH O 00pHYTioj inobanusayuju via inoba-
nusayuju ca Vlciioka, OHIa OBO BaXK! YIIPaBO Kao Haj>KMB/bY U3PA3 YMIbLEHMIIE KAKO je
uciiuncka ino6anusauuja yipaso ciieap mMyniutionapHociiy a He xeleMOHUje jegHe cue.
[ITaBuie, 0BO je TauKa Ha K0joj ce cycpehy peanusam, myniauiionapusam u mynituia-
ilepanu3am jep yiupaso cilorpHa HOAUIUKA peanusma nepyuiupa myniuionaprocid XXI
8exd, Jox ce HOB8U UCKYPC MYNTUUTLONAPHOCTIU 3ACHUBA HA Kpeupary otuliliel oksupa y
Kojem Ou ce flowiitiosane pasnuMUiiiocitiu anu Koju 0u 6uo 3ajegHuuxu 3a cee. ITapanenHo,
jeflaH oy OCHOBHVX IMPUHIIMIIA MY/ITUIIONIAPHOT Via MYITIIaTePaTHOT AUCKypca pede-
prpa Ha CTBapame CUCTeMa KOIeKTUBHe 6e36eHOCTH Koju 611 6110 jeAHAK 3a CBe Ap>KaBe
(Cox, 2016), unme 6u ce He caMo IIpeBasuIlIa TPKA y HaopyXawy Beh, ciipykiliypanto
jow penesanitinuje, guxoiiomuja ,upujaitiers — Heiipujaitiern”. lllTaBuiire, Tako moCTaje
TEOPUjCKU U IIPAKTUYHO TPAHCIIAPEHTHO KAKO YIIPABO PeanHoCiil MyAuionapHoi ceettia y
clipesu ca ycéajarwem UPUHUUNA jegHAKOCTAY HA UOTUTHUYKO-HOPMATUUBHOM UIAHY 01U6apa
tepcilexiuge 3a UCTHUHCKU MYNTUUNATHLEPATTUSAM.

I[TapanenHo, oBa HOBa KOHIIENIIUja IPEIIO3HAje AHAPXUUHY UPUPOgy mehyHapogHux
0gHOCA UnY, joul UpeyusHuje, HurbeHUUYy ga ce OHU HUIU MOTy HUTliU Ou ilipebano xuje-
papxujcku cilipyKiliyupaiiiy 1 CBOjy Uiejy HoBe CBeTCKe 3ajeHMIie 0a31pa Ha yBakaBarby
PasIMYMUTOCTY — U3 Yera IMPOUCXOAY U IIPUHIMII HeMellalha y YHy Tpallibe IOIUTUKE JIp-
JKaBa U IIOIITOBambe CyBepeHuTeTa. Tako ce céewicka UONUTHUKA jegHAKOCTHU UCTOCITIA6/ba
u kao par excellence uspas gemoxpaiiiuje, Tj. Bb€HO OCTBapere Ha Pa3MINTIIM HIBOMMA.
W'y ToM cBeTITy, IPMHIUII CYBEPEHNUTETA He CaMo Jla He MICK/by4yje MHTEPHAIMOHA/I3aM
Beh, HAPOTNB, Y My/TITUIIONAPHOM CBETY KOjH YCIIOCTaB/ba HOBY MYITH/IaTepann3aM pay
Ce 0 IBbMIXOBOM YHYTpalllibeM MIPEIIUTAIbY.

ITaBuire, mpema IToBerbu YH cBe ipxaBe Y>KUBajy ,cysepery jeguaxocii” (4naH
2, cras 1) ynpaso kao urro Huinra y [Topesu He opnamhyje YH fa ce mennajy y mutarma
KOja Ce 10 CYLITMHY HaJla3e Y YHYTPalllboj HalTIeXXHOCTH CBake Apskase. Vameby ocraor,
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Xe/ICMHIIKY 3aBPLIHM aKT U3 1975. mpuMep je MyITHUIaTePaTHOT CIIOPa3yMa KOjI je 3aCHO-
BaH Ha MIPETIOCTaBKaMa Kao LITO Cy CYBEPEHUTET, HENOIIYCTUBOCT IPETHhe CUIOM UK
ynoTpeba cue, olpefie/berbe 3a MUPHO pelllaBarbe CIIOPOBa U PUXBaTalbe MPUHIINIIA
HeMelllarba Y YHyTpallllbe CTBapy PYyTuX fipxKasa. Y HajkpaheM, Hosa konuenyuja 3a XXI
sex impebana 6u ga kpete og ocHosa Becilipanckol fiopeilika Koje je mibepaaHu HOpenaK
ypyumo jep je, mopex ocranor, HATO kao jenHa ory4ayjyhux nucruryiuja Heonmnbepanse
XeTeMOHUje IIPey31Mao ,MUCHje U3BaH TepuTopuje [...] MocTaBIIM THMe HEIITO Ha/IMK
Ha MHTEPBEHIMOHNCTIYKY CHAry 3a pelraBarbe pobaema” (Haass, 2018, str. 90), u To Huje
MoJIeNI Koju 611 BiIlle Tpebao CIefUTH.

Xac apTuKynmine Kako je y HOCTX/TafHOPaTOBCKOM CBETy Mel)yHapofHO ITpaBo nMa-
JI0 HajMamwy YTULIAj TaMO Ifie Cy MOMUTUYKY Y03y Oumn HajBehn, Te Kako je moTpe6HO
ychociliasuitiu Ho8y gepuHuLUjy neiuiliumuitieriia — aIu IpUsHaje KaKo je ,IeTUTVIMUTET
HeMoryhe feduHICaTH caMO y CMUCITY dpoeca yKonuko He HoCiioju KOHCEH3YC 0 HOpMAMA
u dpasunuma” (Haass, 2018, str. 191). Pazyme ce, 0BU HazHaueHI €JIEMEHTI ITOCTAjy perie-
BaHTHM 3a IUCKypce 1 mpakce yKomuko CAJl o6jaBe HOBY Jlekmapaiiyjy o He3aBUCHOCTH,
Tj. IPOKJIAMAIINjy KOjoM 01 ce AMepMKaHIM OCTOOONNII CAMOHAMETHY Te KPUITOOATO-
BOPHOCTH 3a pelllaBame mpobmema cBera (Bremmer, 2015, str. 63). Jour npenusHuje, TO
61 3HAYNMTIO TIpeB/IaflaBarbe KOHIEMI[uje ,He3aBUCHe AMepuKe” WIN, Y HajMawby PyKY,
»MaHUO0/I- AMeprKke” duju cost-benefit IPUCTYII UCTO TAKO OAYCTaje Off CTaBa ,,aMepUUKe
usyseTHocti” u ynyhyje Ha 3TpaBopasyMcKo craHoBulTe (common sense approach), koje
MICTO TaKO YCBaja peayMCTIIKM IIPUCTYII TpeMa KOjeM je HeOTIXOTHO Ofip)KaBaTy 6amaHC
cmta Kako 6u ce nsberao 610 kakas cykob (Snyder, Van Evera, Waltz).

Ha rtaj HauuH, NCTOPUjCKO-KY/ITYPHE U HOTINTUUKE CIIEI(PUIHOCTY TOjeANHATHIX
HapoJia U BUXOBUX APKaBa, Tj. MYAMAULAUYUITIENH] PASTUMUITIUX ei3ucilieHyujantux o0pasa-
140 CACBMM MOJKe Jla KOPECIIOHINPA Ca HOBUM UPUHUUAUMA MYSTTHLUTIONAPHOL CBEIia YUjUM
yceajarvem He camo ga 6u ce moina usbehu ,Tykugugosa samxa” eeh 6u ce uciiiospemero
Moina yCUoCasuitiy u My iitiuiaiiepantociti jegroi gpyiaqujet vopeiika.
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Abstract: In the centre of this interdisciplinary investigation is the issue of primary
political, philosophical and social foundations of the project of liberal hegemony - as well
as real-political end of this discourse in the 21%century. The politics of interventionism
and human rights is opposed to the politics of sovereignty in such a way that the structural
difference between the 20" century Western elitism and the perspective of the multipolar
world is the differentiation between hierarchical systems of power and politics of equality.
The constitutive part of these processes is “the rebirth of history” through which a more just
order is to be established and political consequences for the world will significantly depend
on whether crypto-idealistic i.e., “Wilsonian school” will prevail in the USA. Therefore,
the issue whether it is possible to avoid “Thucydides Trap” in the 21* century refers to the
difference between “necessary America” and “independent America”. Multipolarity as the
basis of true multilateralism appears as a potentially new model for the implementation of
the politics of sovereign equality.

Keywords: liberal hegemony, politics of sovereignty, equality, “Thucydides Trap’,
multipolarity, multilateralism.

THE FALL OF LIBERAL HEGEMONY

“Indeed, that order was destined to fail from the start
as it contained the seeds of its own destruction.”
John J. Mearsheimer

At the political-philosophical level - as well as the world politics and general social
levels - the first decades of the 21* century have already been recognized as the era of
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systematic change that almost marks the beginning of a new epoch, i.e. the end of one order
and the emergence of another (Ikenberry, 2018). More precisely, neoliberalism in theory
and practice — and particularly the manners in which it was realized through the politics of
interventionism and human rights - has been opposed by the politics of sovereignty that is
focused on the concept of self-establishment. In that light, the main difference between the
two processes is in the fact that globalism via unipolarity permanently produced different
structures of hierarchal relations —ergo was realized as a system of power and domination
— while, on the other hand, politics of sovereignty as the sine qua non of the new century
promotes equality which eo ipso also means the end of tutorship. As a matter of fact, that
is how the fall of neoliberalism as a totalizing ideology also came to mark the end of “the
end of history”, i.e. its rebirth (Kagan, 2009, Badiou, 2012, Welsh, 2016), whose practical
manifestation, in the broadest terms, is the end of neo-colonial domination throughout the
world. At the same time, these are also the main reasons why transition of the world from
‘one” to “many” largely exceeds the quantitative level, i.e. why it is primarily a political-ethnic
attempt to establish a more fair order. In the specific context, it may even be said that it is
an attempt of returning to Aristotelian measure as the middle way between the extremes,
which guides zoon politikon as zoon logonechon.

However, we should first bear in mind that — as Mearsheimer rightfully emphasizes
— after the Cold War, the USA “was so powerful that it could adopt a foreign policy that is
usually called liberal hegemony”, and that “liberal hegemony is an ambitious strategy aimed
at turning as many countries as possible into liberal democracies” (Mearsheimer, 2018, p.
7). Moreover, a number of techniques were used for that purpose - from various forms
of regime change and social engineering, to the use of force, while the basic theoretical
postulate was the binary opposition between human rights and authoritarianism, i.e. this
opposition replaced the former Aronian one between democracy and totalitarianism. The fall
of the Soviet Union in 1991 was the moment when liberal hegemony began and Fukuyama’s
The End of History symbolically proclaimed “alternativelessness” of liberalism.

In the following period, different discourses of neoliberal hegemony - ranging from
deconstruction and postmodernism to divergent analytical and pragmatic approaches — ac-
tually, seemingly paradoxically, laid the foundations of the twentieth-century elitism of the
West and philosophy of power. Together with it, even more conspicuously, liberal discourses
in various forms emerged as endless constant production of the Hobbesian image of the world
that, at the same time, always referred to absolutization and crypto-Manichean approach
based on the set of binary relations, with crypto-Schmidt opposition “friend - enemy” in
its centre. Concurrently, the ethical “justification” for endless wars and “humanitarian
interventions” — aimed at totalization — was developed through Kantian discourse about
“eternal peace”, which should appear as a projected substitute of the best possible world and,
as such, also as the desired “end of history” at the same time. In addition, this “eternal
peace” needed to be achieved through the prior enemy dehumanization, i.e. political and
social promotion of absolute evil, out of which numerous liberal just war theories could
consequently be articulated (Elshtain, Johnson, Walzer).

It was liberalism in foreign affairs, articulated through the so-called democratic peace
theory that emphasized the mentioned paradox of liberal democracies not waging mutual
wars, but not being more peaceful in any way. Namely, the prevalence of militarism within
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neoliberal theories and practices is directly related to the fact that, in the contemporary
context, progressive liberalism has tipped the scales over modus vivendi liberalism, i.e. the
affirmation of the so-called positive rights eo ipso meant the promotion of human rights
and social engineering — as well as the triumph of the interventionist state (Mearsheimer,
2018, p. 9). In that light, ambitious liberal foreign politics in various aspects has made the
world less peaceful or, more precisely, through the series of endless wars, liberal hegemony
has practically almost completely into liberal militarism. Moreover, such liberal strategy at
the same time undermined the concept of sovereignty as the basic norm of international
politics, while the presence of the powerful militant power wanting to wage wars increased
the number of conflicts in the international system.

However, the 21* century — despite Fukuyama’s insistence that the withdrawal from
Afghanistan was not the end of the American era — exactly through the example of the
American departure from the airport in Kabul emerged as a living expression of the end of
the American era. Ergo, at the foreign policy level, the processes of epoch transition (Koljevi¢
Griffith, 2021) primarily correspond to the end of Pax Americana (Layne, 2012), i.e. with
the fall of the US liberal hegemony which., in terms of Realpolitik, is replaced by the powers
like Russia and China, whose rise is only one of the structural reasons for the departure of
neoliberalism from the historical stage. The second reason refers to twofold (self)destruction
within the Western order through increasing political, social and cultural polarization and
thus through internal weakening of the USA on the one hand, and through increasingly
conspicuous different forms of the ever more present “transatlantic divorce” between the
USA and the EU, on the other hand. As for the former, it is absolutely unequivocal that the
foreign-policy end of the US unipolarity was at the same time causa efficiens of its internal
political and social dissolution just as, on the other hand, the historical time of the fall of
neoliberalism inevitable had also to appear as the political-normative stratification between
America and Europe. There is no dilemma that the above-mentioned changes point to
extremely complex processes implying the opposition at divergent levels, and that is why
there is a more and more transparent question as to whether the transition of epochs will
transpire to be a peaceful transfer or large- or small-scale conflicts are in store for the world.

In relevant terms, this outcome will depend, conditionally speaking, on the outcome
of the struggle between “neoliberals” and “sovereignists” in the USA, i.e. primarily on the
question whether Realpolitik will prevail in America after all. As Kissinger rightfully ob-
served, the USA should yet decide what role to play in the 21* century, and the choice was
exactly between the policy of “American Exceptionalism” and the policy of “America First’.
Bremmer defined this difference as the difference between “indispensable America” and
“independent America” (Bremmer, 2015), because in the former case there is always an
attitude of the assumed superiority practically at all levels, while the latter concept points
to the position of the recognition of world equality and sovereignty.

Therefore, in the neoliberal discourse this differentiation is articulated as a dif-
ference between “isolationism” and “internationalism”, in order to divert attention to the
constructed ethical and political superiority of interventionism and further emphasize
that it is the only conceivable internationalism both in theory and in practice (Johnstone,
2011). In that light, Haass points to the fact that this approach is completely paradigmatic
for the followers of the so-called crypto-idealistic or “Wilsonian” school’, striving to change
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the entire societies through the “improvement of human rights and democracy” (Haass,
2018, p. 222). Progressive liberals such as Dworkin, Fukuyama and Rawls - but, to a large
extent, Kant before them - here practically correspond to the Wilsonian school of “spreading
democracy” with the aim of making the world “safe for democracy” (Mearsheimer, 2018, p.
121). Ergo, yet another repetition of the already seen choice of “American Exceptionalism”
would imply further struggle of the USA for imperial dominance and, vice versa, the
acceptance of “‘American equality” would point to the awareness of increasing multipolarity
(Flockhart, 2016).

According to Mearsheimer’s discourse, however, failures of the US foreign policy
since 1989 need to be considered through trichotomy of liberalism, nationalism and realism,
i.e. the prevalence of the first-mentioned meant not understanding that nationalism and
realism are always more influential in the world sphere. Equally, Mearsheimer stresses that
militarism always practically ends up as an opposite to its own declarative liberal values, and
that “the structure of the international system is anarchic and not hierarchical, which means
that liberalism applied to international politics cannot succeed” (Mearsheimer, 2018, p. 3).
More precisely, in his book The Great Delusion: Liberal Dreams and International Realities
he says that liberal hegemony has always been substantially elitist, so its elitism, among other
things — and in seemingly contradiction — appears through the constant use of the word
“community” — ranging from “international community”, via “transatlantic community”
to “European community”.

The following aspect refers to the fact that the EU has for some time now been un-
dergoing multiple opposition between transatlantic elites on the one side and the people on
the other side (Koljevi¢ & Fusaro, 2016) - this discrepancy most often appears as a struggle
between the so-called “Brussels class” i.e. Eurocracy, and individual European countries,
while simultaneously as the struggle between neoliberalism and the politics of sovereignty.
Biopolitical governance in the 21% century - which in the EU, as well as in the USA, has
assumed a completely new character of population control during the virus pandemic - has
the consequence in the fact that European turmoil increasingly points to the matters of free-
dom, justice and equality. Of course, the outlined processes almost completely correspond
to the gradual liberation of Europe from the practically absolute decades-long dominance
of the USA in the political, normative, social and economic spheres and, consequently, they
are also manifested in the questioning of the main neoliberal institutions such as the EU
and NATO. In that light, liberals such as Timothy Garton Ash even observe that processes
in modern Europe increasingly look like 1989 in reverse” (Ash, 2015).

That is why it is relevant to bear in mind that the EU is unlikely to recover the former
degree of neoliberal homogeneity in the 21* century, i.e. that the project of the European
community will either be substantially transformed or ended - but in both cases the direc-
tion will be towards the return of the sovereignty of the states. At the same time, en generale,
to the extent of the strengthening of the old continent autonomy, Europe will increasingly
emerge “from Lisbon to Vladivostok” just as, in parallel, there is an increasingly recognizable
strategic role of China in South and East Europe. Specifically, although primarily Greater
Asia - from Shanghai to Saint Petersburg — is the most prominent on the map of Eurasia,
Great Asia by no means annuls the concept of Great Europe, but actually emerges as the first
and one of the most important guidelines for the changes in the European countries and
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the shift towards post-interventionist Europe. In addition, the Russian-Chinese alliance in
almost all spheres appears as a power that deconstructs (and destroys) American hegemony
in Asia and Europe (Chaise, 2018) and at the same time as a par excellence expression of
the return of sovereignty into international relations (Alles & Badie, 2016) as opposed to
totalizing neoliberalism.

REALITY OF “THUCYDIDES TRAP*

“What made war inevitable was the growth of
Athenian power and the fear which this caused in
Sparta.”

Thucydides

At the outset, it should be taken into account that Allison was the first to articulate the
matter of the modern “Thucydides Trap”, stressing that, according to the historical experi-
ence, “the war between the USA and China is more likely that it seems at the moment”. He
accurately analyzed the relations between the rising power and the still-ruling power that is
weakening. According to Allison’s research, this relation — metaphorically and structurally
resembling the relation between Athens and Sparta that led to the Peloponnesian War -has
resulted in war in 12 out of 16 historical cases in the past five hundred years, but it is still
not inevitable, although it entails plenty of effort to be avoided (Allison, 2015).

It is unequivocal how Thucydides - as a par excellence forefather of realism - brought
to light the very core of the problem, i.e. structural turbulences causing rapid changes in the
balance of power between the two rivals, further emphasizing that in such foreign policy
dynamics there are two basic moments, i.e. the feeling of importance of the rising power and
fear and determination of the other side to defend status quo. In his book Destined for War,
Allison explains that, despite such dynamics of two powers and the fact that structural
conflicts may lead to a major conflict - the USA and China may avoid this outcome, and that
China’s aim is to become the “regional hegemon”, but noting that those are “incompatible
cultures and political systems” (Allison, 2017).

When criticizing Allison, Clark, on his part, actually criticizes Thucydides as well -
while constantly citing Kagan who pointed out that Athens and Sparta could have co-existed
in their particularities if only there had been “better governance”. Clark goes on to conclude
that it is inadequate to compare the USA with Sparta that used to be the “total hegemon”
as opposed to China as Athens (Clark, 2020). Nevertheless, having in mind how Pericles
emphasizes that Athens, unlike its totalitarian enemies, cherished the exchange of goods,
people and ideas with other parts of the world, and that American totalitarian character
is in the centre of its liberal hegemony, it seems that the parallel relevantly corresponds
to the modern context. Implicitly, Clark himself faced contradiction because finally he
concludes that “it is impossible to compare Athens and NATO because Athens resembled
more the Soviet Union in numerous aspects [...] and NATO is the partnership of democratic
countries” (Clark, 2020, p. 43).

Haass insists that no contemporary relation is more relevant than the relation between
the USA and China, which constitutes the greatest challenge to American primacy, and that,
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in all probability, no relation will encounter “greater difficulties” Repeating Thucydides,
Haass emphasizes that “great part of history is reduced to disagreements leading to con-
flicts between the existing powers and the emerging powers [...], which is reflected in the
fact that the balance of power cannot be easily re-established in a peaceful manner” (Haass,
2018, p. 75). Haass stresses that exactly the end of the Cold War and the dissolution of the
Soviet Union marked the disappearance of the connective tissue of American-Chinese
rapprochement, and that these two countries are still searching for something that would
take the place of anti-Sovietism which had been the basis of their relations until 1989
(Haass, 2018, p. 87). He concludes that the realistic school of international relations would,
per definitionem, actually predict the inevitable worsening of American-Chinese relations. It
is relevant to bear in mind that Haass points to the Cold War as an actual, to a substantial
extent, being the “factor of order” because, apart from the balance of power, there was also
the joint concept of the essence of legitimacy, as well as the diplomatic process necessary for
keeping the balance.

In a sense, in the contemporary situation it is still possible to apply the thesis of Paul
Kennedy who - stating the reasons why great powers experienced rises and falls through-
out their history — points out that the burden of preserving the empire often undermined
progress and thus the stability in a country. Moreover, in that light a question arises whether
- in an extremely radical interpretation — the USA will begin a world war in order to avoid
a potential large-scale civil conflict in its own territory, and the outcome of both process-
es will actually largely depend on yet another conflict of Wilsonian crypto-idealism and
foreign-policy realism. In that respect, Haass articulates that what makes a country weak
is primarily “the inability to control what happens within its own borders” (Haass, 2018:
106). Furthermore, there are relevant arguments that the likelihood of larger-scale conflicts
will reciprocally increase to an extent in which Asian economies catch up with the West, or
that the increasing conflict potential will follow to an extent in which China overcomes
the USA in different spheres (Arase, 2017).

The next moment, however, refers to the fact that the existence of the united West is
on the decrease, and that even the apologists of the Western system such as Bremmer, for
example, believe that the USA “is less and less able to establish coalitions, to enact trade
agreements, to ensure support for sanctions, to mediate in reaching a compromise in in-
ternational disputes or to persuade others into joining them in a conflict” (Bremmer, 2015,
p- 19). Still, Bremmer is not precise in his assessment that the relations between the West
and Russia “can by no means be a new Cold War because Russia lacks international allies,
ideological appeal and military power of the Soviet Union” (Bremmer, 2015, p. 12). Haass
is actually closer to foreign policy reality when concluding that the “the USA is still the most
powerful entity in the world, but its share in global power is decreasing, just as its ability to
turn its huge power into influence [...] The result is the world in which centrifugal forces have
a stronger effect” (Haass, 2018, p. 11). Namely, Russian readiness and ability to act in the
Middle East - just as Chinese in the South China Sea - have put an end to the expansive
post-Cold War attitude about the power of America. Haass’s interpretation, however, ends
with an approach that Bremmer would mark as a combination of the “moneyball approach”
and “indispensable America’, i.e. by saying that Thucydides Trap should be opposed because
any worsening in the relations of great powers would be rather expensive and, as such,
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would divert the attention from world and regional challenges that need to be resolved.
Naturally, Haass’s opinion that the best solution for the USA is to include Russia and China
“in the world order”, i.e. that it is necessary to apply the “integration policy’, still presupposes
the primacy of the American order from the past century, and that is why it is not applicable
in the contemporary context.

On the other hand, Wright, for example, emphasizes that “American alliances and
security arrangements” were an “exceptional success” and that America’s global withdrawal
would be a mistake because such strategy would “destabilize regional security orders in
Europe and Asia and increase the threat of a large-scale conflict” (Wright, 2020, p. 11). In
parallel, Wertheim, quite oppositely, claims that it was the American “grand strategy” that
turned the USA into a “destructive power in the world” that endangered the “interests of the
majority” and that, by waging wars, Washington destroyed “the laws and institutions stabiliz-
ing the world” (Wertheim, 2020:19). Therefore, Wertheim insists that the USA should give
up its global role and that America should no longer be the world policeman that undertakes
endless military interventions, but that “a grand strategy for the majority” should be made..

To that end, as one of the potentially theoretically and practically most fruitful pro-
posals is made by Allison, who points out that the USA should face the loss of hegemony
through the acceptance of the “sphere of influence” concept (Allison, 2020) — how effective
this idea is in foreign policy terms is shown by the fact that liberal interventionists are rad-
ically against it. Wright even points out that it is equal to the idea of “the USA withdrawal”
and that this idea, apart from “realists’, is increasingly joined by “progressive liberals” such
as | Wertheim and Beinart. At the same time, Allison reminds that, after the Cold War,
the USA declared the end of the “spheres of influence’, calling the end of that world, but
what actually happened is that the whole world became the American sphere, i.e. that the
“spheres of influence did not disappear, but became one sphere through the fact of American
hegemony” (Allison, 2020, p. 30). In the situation when the time of the US unipolarity
has gone by, according to Allison, the reality should be accepted of the spheres of influence
existing in the world - and not all of these spheres being American. Attention is also paid to
the fact that, although the concept of the “sphere of influence” appeared in diplomacy at
the beginning of the 19" century, it has actually existed as long as international relations
themselves. Therefore, Thucydides, for example, observed that after the defeat of Persians,
Sparta demanded that Athens should not build new walls around its city-state in order to
remain vulnerable.

On their part, Lind and Press point out that the US goals should be limited in line
with national and international realities, particularly putting the emphasis on the fact that
American power has weakened internally, and that large parts of the public have lost trust in
the liberal project that used to govern the Western foreign politics for a long period of time
(Lind & Press, 2020). At the same time, Krasner claims that America should be satisfied
with “sufficiently good governance’, i.e. cooperate with statesmen in the world so that this
approach would have effects both at the security and economic levels (Krasner, 2020). Ergo,
to answer the question about reality of “Thucydides Trap” in the 21* century, it is necessary
to consider the question as to the extent in which the above-mentioned political-theo-
retical recommendations correspond to political realities and balance of great powers. In
that respect, it is indisputable that American President Biden - in the text entitled “Why

19



Bogdana N. Koljevi¢ Griffith, After American Exceptionalism: 21* century “Thucydides trap”

America Needs To Lead Again” — keeps the position of the “triumph of democracy and
liberalism” as the position defining the future, and points out that Western alliance “tran-
scends dollars and cents, and that the US obligation is sacred [...] NATO is the embodiment
of the liberal-democratic ideal - the alliance of values” (Biden, 2020, p. 73). Furthermore,
Biden consistently once again exemplifies transatlantic elitism, i.e. the position of the USA
superiority and the hierarchical world order. For example, he explains that America must
be the leader because no other nation has such capacity, because no other nation has grown
on the idea of freedom (Biden, 2020, p. 76).

In contrast to this, however, Chinese President Xi Jinping emphasized that no mis-
take must be made in the strategic calculation because in that manner Thucydides Trap
could really occur - thus denying Allison’s claim that China is building its own discourse
of “exceptionalism”. That liberal foreign politics constantly produces instability and conflict
is also demonstrated by Mearsheimer’s insight that “American politics towards Ukraine,
motivated by liberal logic, is principally responsible for the current crisis between Russia
and the West” (Mearsheimer, 2018: 5). Equally - having in mind the relations between
the USA and China - a number of authors from Bremmer to Ferguson are not convinc-
ing in their argumentation that the USA and Europe will “as one” oppose Beijing, i.e.
Mearsheimer seems to be much closer to the truth about Realpolitik perspective of the
European development in the 21 century. In fact, far before Brzezinski it was known that
the one controlling Eurasia also ruled the world and, in that aspect - completely opposite
to Brzezinski’s aspirations — Russia and China realized the American geopolitical dream,
so that is why the 21 century turns out to be their Eurasian century. Therefore, having in
mind that - as Nye observes - the key trigger for the reality of “Thucydides Trap” is the
excessive reaction to fear of losing own status of power, it follows that the most effective way
of overcoming it is contained in Kissinger’s definition of diplomacy as “the art of restraining
force” (Kissinger, 1999, p. 2).

MULTIPOLARITY AS THE BASIS
OF TRUE MULTILATERALISM

“No one believes anymore in America’s power to
straddle the small world like a colossus...”
Ian Bremmer

In relevant terms, the 21* century is a testimony of how politics is shaped by exactly
what Bourdieu denoted as “habitus”, i.e. how cultures of specific societies transpire to be an
inevitable factor for understanding foreign policy realities, as well as the potential for their
shaping in the new era (Bourdieu, 2002). More precisely, the entire liberal discourse about
the “global society” turns out to be contradictio in adjecto because the levelling of cultural
differences did not lead to any universal culture that was the prerequisite of the global so-
ciety. Ergo, totalizing aspirations of neoliberalism via globalism aimed at the affirmation of
sameness as opposed to otherness and differences and one as opposed to multitude came to
an end with the processes of the “rebirth of history” and the establishment of the subjectivity
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of the nation. In these processes, as Mearsheimer observes, a fact has been brought to light
that heterogeneity and not homogeneity is the state of culture, but also that cultural and his-
torical identities reflect normative frameworks of both specific discourses and communities,
and that, e.g. “a liberal state makes rather little emotional connection among citizens and
their authorities, due to which it is sometimes said that it is particularly difficult to persuade
people to fight and die for a liberal state” (Mearsheimer, 2018, p. 51).

Considering civilizational, cultural and historical specifics of different rising powers —
and also starting from the fact that at the level of foreign politics it would be most appropri-
ate to realize the system that would be completely different from liberal interventionism — a new
discourse of multipolarity is gradually established. In a nutshell, the starting position is that
basic principles of international relations — such as mutual respect, equality and willingness
to resolve world issues through dialogue — should become the focus of the emerging order.

In that respect, if it is possible to speak of the reverse globalization via globalization
from the East, then this is exactly the most vivid expression of the fact that true globalization
is the matter of multipolarity and not of one power’s hegemony. In addition, this is the point
of encounter of realism, multipolarity and multilateralism because it is the foreign politics of
realism that perceives 21°'-century multipolarity, while the new discourse of multipolarity is
based on creating a general framework in which diversities would be respect, the framework
that would be common for all. In parallel, one of the basic principles of the multipolar via
multilateral discourse refers to the creation of the collective security system that would
be equal for all countries (Cox, 2016), which would not only overcome the arms race but,
structurally even more relevant, the dichotomy “friend-enemy” Furthermore, it becomes
theoretically and practically transparent that through the reality of the multipolar world
in combination with the adoption of the equality principle at the political-normative level
perspectives are opened for true multilateralism.

In parallel, this new concept recognizes the anarchic nature of international relations
or, more specifically, the fact that they neither can nor should be hierarchically structured
and bases its idea of the new world community on the respect of diversities — from which
the principle derives of non-interference in internal policies of individual states and the
respect for sovereignty. That is how the world policy of equality turns out to be a par excel-
lence expression of democracy, i.e. its realization at different levels. In this respect as well,
the principle of sovereignty does not exclude internationalism at all, but, on the contrary,
in the multipolar world establishing new multilateralism they are internally intertwined.

Furthermore, according to the UN Charter, all countries enjoy “sovereign equality”
(Article 2, Paragraph 1) just as nothing in the Charter authorizes the UN to intervene in the
matters that are by their essence within the internal jurisdiction of each country. Among
other things, Helsinki Final Act from 1975 is an example of multilateral agreement based
on the assumptions such as sovereignty, inadmissibility of a threat of force or of use of force,
commitment to peaceful dispute resolution and acceptance of the principle of non-interfer-
ence in the internal matters of other countries. Briefly, the new concept for the 21" century
should start from the basics of the Westphalian order destroyed by the liberal order because,
inter alia, NATO as one of the crucial institutions of neoliberal hegemony has undertaken
“missions outside the territory [...] thus becoming something like an interventionist power
for problem resolution” (Haass, 2018, p. 90), and that is no longer a model to be followed.
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Haass articulates that, in the post-Cold War world, international law had the smallest
influence in the event of the highest political stakes, and that it is necessary to introduce a
new definition of legitimacy — while admitting that “legitimacy is impossible to define only
in terms of the process if there is no consensus about norms and rules” (Haass, 2018, p. 191).
Understandably, the above-mentioned elements become relevant to discourses and practices
if the USA adopts the new Declaration of Independence, i.e. the proclamation that would
release Americans from the self-imposed crypto-responsibility for solving world problems
(Bremmer, 2015, p. 63). Namely, it would mean overcoming the concept of “independent
America” or, at least, “moneyball America” whose cost-benefit approach equally gives up
the position of “American Exceptionalism” and points to the common sense approach that
also adopts the realistic position of the necessity of keeping the balance of power in order
to avoid any conflict (Snyder, Van Evera, Waltz).

In that manner, historical-cultural and political specific characteristics of individual
nations and their states, i.e. multiplicity of different existential patterns can fully correspond
to the new principles of the multipolar world, the adoption of which would not only avoid
“Thucydides Trap”, but also simultaneously establish the multilateralism of a different order.
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