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IJTOBAJIHE ITOCITEOMIIE YKPAJIHCKE KPU3E
(TeormomMTMYKM, EKOHOMCKMY, BOjHU U MIEOTOLIKN UCKYPC)

ToxoMm mpse nonosyHe XX BeKa, Ha BeIMYNHY BIafajyhyux Meo/IOMIKNX Tajaca
KOMYHIU3Ma 1 ndepanusMa, y3 Koje Cy ce Ba/bajii OCTaly HacneheHnx HanmoHanmsama
¥ JYHACTVYKUX ITOpeflaKa, IOHAjBIIIIe CY YTULIAIYU IVIOJa/IHM, [YTOTpajHN CyKodu usMehy
npxasa (Bemuku v [IpBu cBeTcku pat, 1914-1918; [Ipyru cBeTcKu part, 1939-1945, unjn
ce ,JI04eTaK’ JaHAc CBe Yelllhe IOBe3yje ca jalraHCKMM ocBajamyMa y Kuun, 1937-1945),
KOHTMHYMpPaHa CBETCKAa eKOHOMCKa Kpu3a (modes o 1929) u jenHa fpyIITBeHa PeBONY-
nuja (Cosjercka mmn ,,Okrodapcka pesonynmja” y Pycuju, 1917-1922). IlojennHauHo 1
3ajeIHO, OHU CY Ja/ MOJIUTUYKI JIETUTUMUTET, IPUBPEJHN CMep U UICOIOMKN CMICA0
PasMMYNTIM TTOMMTUYKIM MOZIeNMa ImmpoM ceta. Kaya ce mpeonomku ¢ppoHT mocre
nodena Hag HanycTakoM Hemaukom u munntantanM Jamanckum LapcrBom (1945. rop.)
cysuo 11 GopMMpao Io JIVHMjY HOfeNa AP)KaBHOT yTHIaja n3MeDy ModefHMIKIX caBe3HNKa,
mdepanne CAJI n komynuctiuke CCCP, monmiTuyka miaHera 3emM/ba je II0CTajIa HausIey
jemHOCTaBaH, L[PHO-0e/Iu CBeT y KOMe je cBe OMIo 1o Tora KOM L[apCTBY MPaBeHOCTH Ce
IPMBONIETH: ,cIOdON” Mdepaia M ,jeHaKoCTH KoMyHMcTa. Tako je HacTaao BpeMe
(ue)odjaBpenor XmagHor para usMehy cuia nodemunua (1948-1990), y KoMe cy fiBe IaBHe
Ip)KaBe U HBJXOBa TETMTUMAIMjCKa Hadena J0)KMB/baBayi CHaKHE UJIe0TIOIIKe IPOMOIIIje,
YjeIHO M CTalHe KOMIIpOMuUTaIuje ycen Spojaux MehyapskaBHux u rpabanckux paroBa
y Koje cy ce (e)BomHO ymmrane (Westad, O. A, 2008). JIndepanmsam je Tprmeo ycnien
AMpPeKTHMX BOjHMX MHTepBeHIMja, PaToBa 1 OpraHMU3alyje p)KaBHUX yfapa, koje cy CAJ]
U HerJallibe KOMOHMjaHe eBpoIcke cue (Bemuka bpuranuja nu ®@pannycka) Bogue
mpoM ceeta — o Adpuke, brckor u Jlanekor 1CToKa, cBe 710 Jy>kHe AMepuKe, JOK ce
KOMYHM3aM yIIOPHO caMOHernpao BojHNM akuyjama CCCP-a y ;meroBoM HEOCPeTHOM
okpyxemy (Mabapcka, ITo/bcka, HexocnmoBauka, ABraHICTaH) 1 KaTacTpogarTHuM Bobe-
beM eKOHOMIIje TIOfI Helloiup/buBMM BohcTBoM cBemohHe ITapTuje. [IBe cymepcure cy ce
HajMeTaste felleHyjaMa, Ba Ou Haj3aj| MOK/IeKHYy/Ia OHa Caduja, BUIIe YCIel BITaCTUTUX
cmadocty, a Mambe 300r IpeMohy IpOTUBHUKA.

Hajmy>xu rmodanHu cykod y MofepHOj nctopuju duo je AMpeKaTaH Ui ,IoCpen-
HIYKY paT usMeDy fpaBa, I1a TeK OHZIA, U TO IIOCPeHO, CYKod nueonoruja. OKoHYaH je
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tpujympom CAJl 1 mpoMoLMjoM BeHNX [pXKaBHUX UHTEPeca, KOjU CY Ce JTeTUTUMICAIIN
KOMOUMHAI[MjOM eBPOIICKOT ITPOCBETUTE/CTBA I HeTOBUX ,,VHIBEP3ATHUX BPEJHOCTI
ca Have/MMMa Hal[MOHa/IHOT mudepanusma 1 ,,cmodopHor Tpxuuita”. Tako je opmupan
YHUIIONapaH ITI0daTHM MOpefjak Ha Yermy ca IodefHIYKOM CYIepCIUIOM, Koja je mocTana
caMo3BaHuU rapaHT MehyHaponHor pesa n moperka. Tom mpunukoM TpaHchopmMumcao ce u
B/Iaajyhut MaeonoLIKy, OfHOCHO JIETUTUMALIM]CKI HAPATUB ,, HOBOT CBETCKOT ITOPETKA” y KOMe
Cy Ce YKPCTIIV MaCKVPaHY HallMOHAIHM JIMOepaM3amMi ¥ peBUTaIN30BaHU MMITepIjaTHI
konsepsaryBusam. OTy/a 1 OHONMUKA MeMjCcKa eKCIIaH3uja IIpuda o ,Kpajy uctopuje”. 3a
HeOKOH3epBaTMBIIe MudepanHe IPOBEHNUjeHIje 1O je TO 3aBPIIHM, TOCTEbY CTAANjyM
XerenoBor ,,caMOOCTBapera AlICOMYTHOT AyXa” (YMTaj: CBETCKE MICTOPHUje), 3HAK OKOHYaHe
IipaMe MOJIepHe, Ulije ce ,yHYTpalllibe IPYLUITBeHe IPOTUBPEYHOCTI ; TIOIUTUYIKY U CBU
LPYTH »,eKCTPeMI ', aKO He eMIIMPYjCKI, OHO Oap TeOPMjCKI I HOMAaTIBHO ,paspelaBa-
jy” Kpo3 rmodanusanujy ciodomHOT TPXKUIITA ¥ Oe3BpeMeHNMX JbYACKIX ITpaBa y de3Mao
BeuHoM Mupy (Fukuyama, 2002, 350-353).

MebyTum, mpeBapui cy ce — ,,CaMOCIIO3Hatbe  Hifje II0CTAJIO I ,,CAMOOCTBApeme” all-
COJIyTHOT JfyXa CBeTCKe ctopuje. Bennku mehynprxaBun par Ha brnckom nctoky (3anuscku
paT, 1991) u rpabancku par yayTtap eBporickor jyra (Jyrocmasuja, 1991-1995) dunu cy tek
IpBM y HUSY forabaja koji ¢y ykasyBasIM Ha To fia ucTopuja Hehe nhu npaBomHujckm wm
Ha HeKM [Py Ha4MH Y [IPaBIly Y KOMe Oy HaBOJHO HYKHO ,,Tpedano” fja uje — Ka yHU-
Bep3a/m3anyjy midepante leMOKpaTHje U IJI0aTHOM 3a0KPY>KelbYy CIOQOTHOT TP)KMIITA.
Ydp3o je HATO domdapposame Cpduje n Lipue Tope Ha n3amaxy npeTxonHor Beka (1999)
PeaHo 1 CUMOOINYKY TOTBPAWIO Aa HOBY OOPATH Y TeOMOMTUTIUIKOM, IIPUBPEFHOM, BOj-
HOM I UJIOTIOLIKOM CBETY TeK Ji0/Iase Ha JHEBHU pefl ofidaueHe 1 IPUBUIHO ,,0KOHYaHe”
mnn ucnpudane ucropuje (LIserkosuh, B. H., 2019). Hajsap, gouuio je n HoBo cTonehe ca
OpOjHUM ApyruM YHYTpalmsyuM 1 MehyapskaBHUM cyKoduMa, Meby kojuMa je 3a dynyhuoct
CBeTa y eMIIMPUjCKOM, HOPMAaTHBHOM J CMMOO/IIIYHOM CMIC/TY MOXK/A IIPeCyAaH OHaj KOju
ce ynpaso Bogu usMehy Pycuje u Ykpajune. Ped je o Hajsehem opy>xaHOM cyKody Ha TIy
EBpomne op Kpaja [Ipyror ceeTckor para, BeIMKOM paTy KOji je TOTOBO OJMaX, IIOTPEIIHO
VI UCIIPABHO — TOTOBO Ia je CBejeHO, BrbeH Kao CYKOd CaMOMMEHOBAHOT ,,KOTIEKTUBHOT
3amaga” ca jour HemeDUMHMCAHNM U HejeOMHCTBEHNM ,,/IcTOKOM”

JenmvHa 3a cafia M3BeCHa MICTMHA TOT OTEHI[MjaTHOT ApMareJioHa jecte fa moTephyje
BUTATHOCT MICTOPYj€ KaKO Y TPAJUPAHOM JJP)KaBHO-BOJHOM I IIOINTUYKO-TIPUBPESFHOM
Buply dopde 3a cyBepeHOCT U 0e30eJHOCT, TAaKO VICTO 1 Y UJEOIOLIKOM IoIiefy dopde 3a
BpengHOCTU. TaMomIma mocpefoBarma MONM U MIe0I0THja YiHe ,HOBY PeaTHOCT >KUBE
ucropuje, koja he Hecymmuso odenexxntu dyayhe menennje. Ypkoc HaMBHUM O4eKMBa-
BIMa C Kpaja mpouuior croneha, nctopuja oBor Beka noTephyje ommydyjyhy ynory u sHauaj
HAI[MOHA/THUX JIPXKaBa y IMI0JaTHOM CBETY, IITO JOJAATHO OCHAXYyje 3Ha4aj pasyMeBarmba
npateher kaTeropujanHor amapara u Moryhux penanuja: ,,cykod nuBuansanuja” yMecTo
»KIacHe dopde”, ,, TpaguioHante” vs. ,HeTpaiuIMoHaIHe BpegHocTu” uty. Ha koju Haunu
he ce ga/be yKpiuTaTH CBeTOBM LIMBIIM3ALINja /W BPETHOCTH, IIOTIMTUKE 1 eKOHOMIIje
- 0 TOMe MO>KeMo camo fa Harahamo. CUTYpHO je caMo TO fia e ,M3y4aBambe UCTOpHje
Mopa npoumputu jep ce ceet cmamuo” (Eriksen, T. B., 2013, 47). YMecTo Gy TypucTiIKmx
JOMUIIUBATOCTH ¥ MJICOJIOLIKOT HaBjarba, 38 AUCKYP3UBHO CaIlefaBambe TPEHYTHOT CTamba
cTBapy y (IIOCT)MOJIEPHOM CBETY U3IBOjIUIN CMO TeOIIOIUTUYKY, EKOHOMCKY, TOCeOHO
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— eHepreTCKY, BOjHY U, Haj3afi, MIEOJIONIKY IMMEH3Mjy OPY»KaHOT CyKoda y YKpajuHu, 3a
KOjJ BepyjeMo Jla MHayrypuiie HoBe GopMe 1 cafipykaje ofHOCa n3Melhy fpxaBHMX/Ha-
I[OHATHNX U IIVIBUIN3AIMjCKUX/KYITYPONTOMKNX OMUTHYKIX 3ajeffHNIa ¥ Beh offaBHO
rnodanusoBaHoM cBety. IJocMarpajyhu Tok 1 moceauLie faTor Cykoda ca CTpaxoM u
HazioM, Hacityhyjemo odpuce Symyhmx ApyumITBeHMX Mopefaka 1 MOMUTUYKIX PEeKUMa
Ca3JaHMX Ha HOBUM JAMTUTATHIM MOhMMa, CTapyM Ky/ITYPHUM OMpasaMa I OCHKEHUM
LVMBWIN3AIV]CKMM PasNMKaMa.

Hacrajyhu ,,HoBU cBeTCKU MOpefaK’, TO TOTOBO HUKO He criopy, duthe MynTunonapan
wm ra yoruure Hehe durn. Kaja 1 ako ce kao TakaB ycrocTaBy, oH Hehe duti paj Ha 3eMbl,
MOIKga CaMo HeIITO de30eHUJU U eBeHiliyanHo TIPaBUIHMjIL. Y CBAaKOM CIy4ajy, duhe fpy-
raduju. 3a OHe KOjuMa M3MI4e ,,/INfiepcKa’ HO3NINjy y cBeTy (mm)ocTahe cHOHMM 3a Xaoc
U IeCTPYKTUBHOCT, JOK he 3a pyre Suty moTBpAa BIXOBE CYBEPEHOCTH U de3denHOCTH.
VcroBpeMeHo, opda 3a MeCTO HOBOT XereMOHa BepOBaTHO HUKaja Hehe mpecTajari.
Y TOM cMKCTTy ,,CTame CTBapi” OCTaje ,,PefOBHO’, KAKO Ha 3amafy, Tako u Ha VICTOKY.
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GLOBAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE UKRAINIAN CRISIS
(Geopolitical, economic, military and ideological discourse)

(Translation In Extenso)

During the first half of the 20" century, the volume of the ruling ideological waves of
communism and liberalism, accompanied by the remnants of the inherited nationalisms
and dynastic orders, were mostly affected by long-lasting global conflicts between countries
(Great or First World War, 1914-1918; Second World War, 1939-1945, the “beginning” of
which is nowadays more and more frequently connected with the Japanese conquests in
China, 1937-1945), continued economic crisis (starting from 1929) and a social revolution
(Soviet or “October” Revolution in Russia, 1917-1922). Separately and collectively, they
gave political legitimacy, economic direction and ideological meaning to different politi-
cal models throughout the world. When the ideological front, after the victory over Nazi
Germany and the militant Japanese Empire (1945) became smaller and was formed along
the line of the government influence between the victorious Allies, the liberal USA and
the Communist USSR, the political planet Earth became seemingly a simple, black-and-
white world where everything depended on which empire to take sides with: the “freedom”
of liberals or “quality” of communists. That marked the beginning of the era of the (un)
declared cold war between the winning powers (1948-1990), in which two main countries
and their legitimacy principles experienced strong ideological promotion, while at the
same time they wer3 compromised due to numerous inter-state and civil wars these powers
intervened on an (in)sufficient scale (Westad, O. A, 2008). Liberalism suffered because of
direct military interventions, wars and organization of coups détat initiated by the USA
and former colonial European powers (Great Britain and France) all over the world - from
Africa, the Middle and Far East, to South America, whereas communism persistently
self-negated itself through military actions of the USSR in its immediate surroundings
(Hungary, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Afghanistan) and through the disastrous governance
of economy under the intangible leadership of the omnipotent Party. Two super-powers
competed for decades and, in the end, the weaker one collapsed due to its own weaknesses
rather than the opponent’s superiority.
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The longest global conflict in modern history was a direct or “intermediary” war
between the countries, and only then, indirectly, the conflict of ideologies. It was ended
by the triumph of the USA and the promotion of its government interests, which obtained
legitimacy through a combination of European enlightenment and its “universal values”
with the principles of liberalism and “free market”. That is how a unipolar global order
was formed, headed by the winning super-power that became a self-proclaimed guarantor
of international peace and order. On that occasion, the ruling ideological, or legitimacy
narrative of the “new world order” was formed, in which disguised national liberalisms
crossed with revitalized imperial conservativism. Hence such media expansion of the stories
about the “end of history”. To neo-conservativists of liberal orientation it was the final, last
stage of Hegel’s “self-realization of the Absolute Spirit” (or: world history), the sign of the
completed drama of the modern, whose “internal social contradictions’, political and all
other “extremes”, if not empirically, at least theoretically or normatively, were “resolved”
through globalization of the free market and timeless human rights in almost eternal peace
(Fukuyama, 2002, 350-353).

However, they were mistaken - “self-knowledge” did not also become the “self-real-
ization” of the absolute spirit of world history. A large-scale inter-state war in the Middle
East (the Gulf War, 1991) and the civil war in the south of Europe (Yugoslavia, 1991-1995)
were only the first in a series of events indicating that history will not proceed in a straight
line or in any other way in the direction in which it allegedly “should” inevitably go - to-
wards universalization of liberal democracy and global completion of the free market.
Soon, at the very end of the 20™ century (in 1999), the NATO bombing campaign in Serbia
and Montenegro actually and symbolically confirmed that new shifts in the geopolitical,
economic, military and ideological world were yet in store for the rejected and seemingly
“completed” or told history (Cvetkovi¢, V. N., 2019). Eventually, the new century arrived
with a number of other internal and inter-state conflicts, among which the crucial one for
the future of the world, in empirical, normative and symbolical terms, may be the ongo-
ing conflict between Russia and Ukraine. It is the largest armed conflict in the territory
of Europe since the end of the Second World War, which almost immediately, no matter
whether it is perceived as right or wrong, is considered the conflict of the self-proclaimed
“collective Werst” against the still undefined and ununited “East”

The only certain truth of that potential Armageddon to date is that it confirms the
vitality of history both in the graded social-military and political-economic form of the
fight for sovereignty and security, and in ideological terms of a fight for values. There,
the mediation of power and ideologies make a “new reality” of living history, which will
undoubtedly mark future decades. Despite naive expectations from the end of the last
century, history of this century confirms the decisive role and importance of national
states in the global world, which further strengthens the importance of understanding the
accompanying categorial apparatus and potential relations: “conflict of civilizations” instead
of “class struggle”, “traditional” vs. “non-traditional” values etc. In what manner the worlds
of civilizations and/or values, politics and economy will intersect, we can only guess. What
is only certain is that “studying history must be expanded because the world has become
smaller” (Eriksen, T. B., 2013, 47). Instead of futurist witticism and ideological support,
for the discursive perception of the current state of affairs in the (post)modernist world,
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we have emphasized the geopolitical, economic and, in particular, energetic, military and,
finally, ideological dimensions of the armed conflict in Ukraine, which we believe to inau-
gurate new forms and contents of the relations between state/national and civilizational/
cultural political communities in the previously already globalized. Looking at the course
and consequences of this conflict, we anticipate with fear and hope the shapes of the future
social orders and political regimes built on new digital powers, old cultural hatred and
strengthened civilizational differences.

The emerging “new world order”, which is not disputed by almost anyone, will be
multi-polar or it will not exist at all. When and if it has been established as such, it will
not be a heaven on earth, perhaps only slightly more secure and potentially more just. In
any case, it will be different. To those who miss the “leading” position in the world will
become (or remain) a synonym for chaos and destructiveness, while to others it will be the
acknowledgement of their sovereignty and security. At the same time, the struggle for the
position of a new hegemon is unlikely to cease. In that respect, “the state of affairs” remains
“regular”, both in the West and in the East.
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