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KOMIIPAZTOPY KAO JIEO THKK:
CJIYYAJ CPBUJE?

Casceitiak: Y IpBOM JelTy WIAHKA [jaje ce TEOPUjCKY OKBUP U M3HOCE eKOHOMCKIM I
IIOJIUTIYKY pa3yiosu 3amTo ce Cpduja Moxe cMaTpary ,HeOpMaTHOM , ,,CTPYKTYPATHOM
W ,,IocT™MOfiepHOM” KoymoHMjoM. Odjalnrmasa ce CTAaHAAPAHN HAYVH [[PIUbEba BIUIIKA
u3 3eMaspa (1ony)nepudepuje CBeTCKOr KallMTaIUCTUYKOL CUCTEMa, Y Y TOM CMIUCITY, Ha
npumepy Cpduje mokasyje ce ImTa je jefHa off K/by4HUX QYHKIIMja KOMIIpafopa. Y ApyroMm
JleNTy WIAHKA Jiaje ce Ipervief CTABOBA APYIITBEHNX HaydHUKa Y CpOuju KOjI CY IIPYMEHIIIN
KOHIIEMIIjy KoMIpaiopcke dyprkoasuje (/I KOMIIpalopcKe eluTe), Kao ferna I71odaiHe
KJIaCHe CTPYKTYpe, Ha CABPEMEHO CPIICKO APYIITBO. Pa3mMarpajy ce 1 HeKe KOHIEIITYaI-
HE HCHOYMI/IHQ, Kao n MOI‘thOCT Ja’ber TeOp]/IjCKOI‘ n I/ICKYCTBCHOI‘ NCTpaXMBama OBOT
NUTAbA Y CPIICKOj COLIMOIOTMjI.

Kmwyune peuu: TpancHanyonansa kanyramcriaka knaca (THKK), Heokononujamm-
3aM, KOMIIPaJjOpCKa e/ITa, YJIaHYaHV MOHOIIO/IN3aM, CBETCKY KaIlMTa/IUCTUYKA CUCTEM

CPBUJA KAO HEOOPMAJIHA KOJIOHHMJA

ITo xnmacuuHoM onpehewy Hxpymaxa (Nkrumah, 1965, p. ix), ,CyIITIHa HEOKOIO-
HIjaIM3Ma jecTe fia je fpkaBa camMo (opManHO He3aBICHA U [ja IMA CBe CIIO/bHe 3HAKOBE
MelyyHapogHOT cyBepeHnTeTa, @ Y CTBAPHOCTH Ce FeHNM eKOHOMCKIIM CHCTEMOM U HeHOM
IIOJIMTUKOM YIIpaBJba c1ojba’. VicTo onpebeme nmonasmpa fanac u Cnmsakosa (Spivak, 1999,
p- 3) Kaj Kaxke 1a je HEOKOJIOHMja/Ii3aM ,IIPeTeKHO eKOHOMCKII, a He IIPEeTEeXHO TePUTO-
PUjaTHU O yXBaT UMIIepHjanyama’.

Heoxononnjanusam je gpyra crpaHa ,HedopmanHor uMmmnepujanusma’ (Gallagher
and Robinson, 1953, p. 1). He3BaHn4yHa uMIepuja BlIajja pecypcuma, TPXXUIITEM U

' santonic@f.bg.ac.rs
> OBaj WIaHAK je pe3yNTaT pajia Ha IIPOjeKTy Koji pUHAHCUCKY TTOfp>KaBa MUHUCTAPCTBO IIPO-
CBeTe, HayKe 1 TEXHOJIOLIKOT pa3Boja Pemrydmke Cpduje, a y ckyony GpuHaHCUpaba HAyYHOUCTPa-
JKMBAYKOT pajia Ha YHuBepsurery y beorpany - ®unosodckom daxynrery (Yroop dp. 451-03-

68/2022-14/200163).
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pagHOM cHaroM (OpMaTHO He3aBUCHe, ajlii 3HaTHO c1aduje fpxxase 0de3dehyjyhu ma
€KOHOMCKM MHTepeCH CyIllepiopHe Haluje Syny usHaj uHTepeca somMaher CTaHOBHMINITBA.
Hecdopmanna nmnepuja nocenyje edexitiusHy moh kpajrel 6eifia 3a K/bydHa IINTaba: Of
CIIOJbHE U YHYTpallllbe TIOJIUTUKE 10 eKOHOMUje — TI0CedHO 3a jaBHe pMHaHCHUje 1 daH-
kapcku cekrop (Osterhammel, 1986, pp. 298-299). I'maBHO cpefcTBO 3acTpalIBama je
IIpeTHa IOMNTUYKIM ¥ eKOHOMCKVIM CaHKIIVjaMa, a [JTABHM yIIpaB/badyK MHCTPYMEHT je
komadopanuja jena fomahe eKOHOMCKe 1 IIOIUTIYKE e/IUTe, KOja je Y MHTepeCHOj CUMOMO031
ca cTpykrypama ummnepuje (Barton and Bennett, 2010, p. 67). Ha xpajy daruse je BojHa
MHTEepBEHIIIja, KOja ce Ipefys3rMa TeK MECTUMUYHO KaKo QU ce er3eMIIIapHoO manndu-
KOBaJja ,ogMeTHyTa fgpxkasa” (Darwin 1997, p. 614).

[Tapwax He3BaHMYHOj UMIIEPUjH je He3saHuuHa KonoHuja (Winn, 1976, p. 126).
Amdacazop cynepropHe Halyje 4eCTO OCTaje IPaBY He3BAaHUYHIU IIPOKOH3YIL Y IOAJIO-
>KHI4Koj 3eM/pyt (Osterhammel, 1986, p. 299). VI 1ok ce y K/1acMYHOj KOJIOHMjM HOMMHALIjA
OCTBapyje IIPeKo HelocpenHe yilpase, y HepOPMaTHOj KOTOHMjU TOCTIOACTBO Ce 3aCHNBA
Ha HerocpenHoM yiiuuajy (Barton, 2014, p. 16). IIpenmeT yTuiiaja npBeHCTBEHO je enuiiia.
VimnepujanHa enuTa TeXM ia JOMUHAHTHO YTH4e Ha PerpyToOBame, BpeTHOCTH 1 IIOHA-
matbe foMahe ennte, yak u fa odnmukyje weH ugeHtutet (Barton, 2014, p. 17). Ako y ToMe
yctie, Hactahe komipagopcka enuitia (omuvipauje y Antonié, 2022b), koja 3ajegHo ¢ e1uTOM
HedopmaHe uMnepuje YMHU umiepujaniy mpexcy (Barton, 2014, p. 23).

Ja je u Cpduja HeopmanHa (CTPYKTypaaHa, IOCTMOfIEpPHA) KOJIOHN]ja, CMaTpajy
dpojHM ayTOpM M3 IPYIITBEHMX ¥ XYMaHMCTUYKNX HayKa (Ha mpumep: Antoni¢, 2022b;
Stojanovi¢, 2022; Cirjakovic’, 2022; Dusani¢, 2020/2; Kati¢, 2018; Lompar, 2018; Vladusié,
2018; Ruzidi¢, 2017; Sutovié, 2017; Arsenijevi¢ Mitri¢, 2016; Vidojevi¢, 2015; Vratusa, 2013;
Suvakovi¢, 2013; Andelkovi¢, 2013; Brdar 2012). Cpduja je y HEOKONOHMjaTHY TIOMOXKA]
mocmena HakoH odapama Cnodomana Munomesnha, muuepa Counjanuctuike mapTuje
Cpduje. Jan anTuMmiIomesuheBckor mpespara, 5. okrodap 2000, ,,cT0d0fHO ce MoXKe
HA3BaTY KOJIOHUJAIHOM KOHIPAPEBONYUUjOM, TIOC/IE KOje je CPIICKO PYIITBO 3alajo y
€KOHOMCKY U HOJIMTUYKY (IT0/1y)KO/IOHMjanHy 3aBucHocT” (Antonic, 2020, str. 68).

3a Bpeme MuonteBuha cBera 15% 3aIoc/ieHux paguio je y IpUBaTHOM CEKTOPY
(1999; SGS, 2000, str. 77). ITocrne 5. okTodpa M3BpLIeHA je dpyTanHa MpUBaTU3aLKja,
HAKOH KOje Cy CTpaHM KaIlMTa/lINUCTH NOCTaNN BJIaCHUIIM HajBeher fema cprcke mpuBpe-
me. [IpuBaTHM cexTop je fo 2020. ropuHe (IIOCTeRHY IOAALM 3BAHNYHE CTATUCTUKE)
HapacTao Ha 74% 3anocienux (SGS, 2021, str. 79). Op 2002. mo 2015. npogaro je 3.047
poMahyx npenyseha 3a 3,6 Mumjapau eBpa, ,ITo je dypsamro” (Radenkovi¢, 2017, str.
62). ,,CTpaHIMMa je IPOIATO TOTOBO CBE IITO CY YKeTIeNN Jja KYIIe, TI0 IleHaMa 10 KOjuMa
cy roxenenn” (Dusanié, 2020/1, str. 198). V3pauyHaro je fia je yKyIaH M3HOC TPaHCAKIIMja
TOKOM CpIICKe TIpMBaTH3allje M3HOCKO OKO IeT MIINjap/iu €Bpa, Off 4eTa Cy CTpaHIIN
Ky npenyseha sa 4,1 munnjapay, a somahu kanmranucty 3a 0,9 munjapau (Pavlovié,
2018, str. 73). VI3 Tora je 3ak/by4eHO fia, ako Beh TOBOpMMO 0 f/baukaukoj upusaimiusa-
yuju, »,Hajseha mpauka y npusarusanuju duia je y kopuct crpanana” (Pavlovic, 2018,
str. 69; 73).

CraTucTUYKY 3aBOJ, KOjU je HEKajla BOIMO eBUIEHIIUjy O CTPYKTYPU B/IaCHUIITBA
(momahe - cTpano; SGJ, 2000, str. 48), To Bullle He pajy, HUTK C€ Y CTATUCTUYKIAM TOI-
mmanyma Mory Hahm nogary sa BHIT (BpegHoCT pode u ycryra ocTBapeHIX CpeficTBIMA
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y BIacHUIITBY goMaher craHoBHMIITBA). [IpMeTHa je JOMMHANIMja CTPAHOT KaIUTasa
- op 15 HajBehnx nsBO3HMYKNX KOMITaHU]a, CBMX 15 mpunagajy crpaHunMa (Beta, 2022).
Ho, ek mopebewem BHII-a ¢ BIITI-om Morao du ce IpoOLeHUT 0OUM YKYIIHOT IpoduTa
ucucanor us Cpduje. Ilponena je ga ,ommus kamnrana (13 Cpduje — C. A) IpUKyIUbeH 110
OCHOBY IUBMIEHM, peUHBeCTHUpaHuX NIpoduTa, kamaTa UTA. (y Kopuct crpaHana — C. A.),
y IIPOCEKy TOfNMIIbe U3HOCK IpeKko Muujapay eBpa” (Radenkovié, 2017, str. 53), yemy
Tpeda JOflaTy jOlI I ,,/iIBe MIIUjapfe eBpa TONMIIbe, KOMMKo ce u3 Cpduje ommmje Kpo3
tparcdepue nene” (Radenkovié, 2017, str. 54-55)°. Ha 0cHOBY ofiHOCa ynarama CTpaHOT
KaIuTasIa i IpoQuTa, IpOLEHEHO je [a je cpasMepa OIUIoAbe CTpaHor Kamurtaaa y Cpdujn
1:2,5 (Ha ynosxeHu eBpo Bodut off 2,5 eBpa; Antonic, 2020, str. 59), ITO cacBuM OfroBapa
ManpienoBoj paayHuny cpasmepe of 1 : 2,5 oniofke aMepuyKor KanuTana y JIaTMHCKOj
Amepunu 1957-1964. rogune (Mandel, 1971). To je mpaBa cimka cprickor (IIoJIy)Komo-
HIja/THOT CTATyCa, OAHOCHO MONyIepudepujcKor monoxaja gananrme Cpduje y cBeTCKOM
KaIMTaINCTHIKOM cucremy (Mandié, 2015).

Cpduja Boau monMuUTHKY 0€3yCIOBHOT CIIO/BHOTPrOBUHCKOT fAeduiuTa. IIpema 3Ba-
HuyHuM noganyma (Tadena 1), pasnuka nsMeby cprckor yBosa 1 u3Bo3sa, 2001-2020.
usHocu 129 Munmjapay fonapa, ITO je Mamak off 6,5 MuInjapau fonapa rofuiibe, U
538,6 MIIMOHA JoIapa MecedHo. Panu nmopebemwa, rognmmsn gedunut Cpduje y foda
connjanuama (1988) duo je cera 80 Mumnona gonapa (Crnomarkovié, 2010, str. iii). Tux
6,4 MuIMjapze Komapa FOOMIIbEr MakbKa I jecTe pas3imka n3Mely npuspene y peraTuBHO
cyBepeHoj 3eMsbt (kaxBa je duta COPJ) u mpuspene y (1momy)kononmju’.

Hedunnt ox 129 Mutujapan gonapa HOKpUBeEH je: 1. fo3HaKaMa HaIllMX pajHMKa U3
MHOCTPAHCTBA, Koje cy 2001-2020. u3Hene 77 MUMMjapau fonapa’; 2. CTpaHUM KpeauTuMa:
ykynHo 38,3 munujapay fomapa (NBS, 2022); 3. nmpuxonoM of mpuBaTu3alyje: BUILE Off
7 Mujappu gonapa’. Cpduja, maxite, 3a IBajeceT rofnHa, cepBucrpajyhn mopen npusperne
(mory)Ko/oHuje, MOTPOLINIIA je OHO IITO je OCTAJIO Off IPeTXONHNUX TeHepalyja (IpuBaTu-
3aluja), OHO IITO je 3apafyyIo MIWIMOH CYHaPOIHNKA I3 MHOCTPAHCTBA ([JO3HAKe), I OHO
mTo he Tek 3apaguTu HaperHe reHepalje BbEHNX XKIUTe/ba (KPEJUTH).

> TpaHcdepHe IleHe IPeJICTaB/bajy TXKHO IPUKa3/Bakbe IieHa 110 KojiMa oMaha Mo[py>KHNIA Heke

TpaHCHAIMOHATHE KOMITaHMje KyITyje M/ MPOofiaje IIPOM3BOJIE IIEHTPaIN; TO 3HAYM I Ce YBO3HE IleHe
HajlyBaBajy, a U3BO3He daraTe/MIIy KaKo d1 ce CMamyo WM CaBUM 1M30erao Nmopes Ha IpoduT; To
ce, pelyMo, BU/M U3 OfaTKa fia je 13B03 13 Cpduje y AycTpujy nsHocuo 267 MuoHa espa (2011),
anmy aycTpujcku nopaiy o yBosy us Cpduje (3a ucty roamHy) npukasyjy 385 MuinoHa espa — LITO
3HA4M J]a je caMo y AyCTpUjy Te TOfMHE OBYM IIyTeM TpaHC(epICaHO BUIIe Off CTO MIJIVOHA eBpa
(Radenkovi¢, 2017, str. 54).

* To ce MO>Ke BUIETI M aKO Y TPM MICTOPMjCKe TauKe — Off KOjMX IIPBe JIBe O3HA4YaBajy IpUBpPeNy y
CyBepeHOj ApKaBy — yHopenumo pasnuky usmeby BIII mo rmasu ctanoBHuka Cpduje n Hemauxe:
Cpduja 1913 - 39% on Hemaukor, Cpduja 1960 — 40% o Hemaukor, 1 Cpduja gaHac — 13% of He-
maukor (Markovié, 2015).

> He nocroje noysgaHm mofaiy o BUCHHM Jo3HaKa; CBeTcka daHKa fjaje mporeny ox 54,022 munu-
japme nomapa 3a pasgodse 2007-2020. (WB, 2020), mITo faje TopMIIBY IPoceK of 3,859 Mujapan
Tojapa; 0Baj MpOCeK MPYMEHMO caM Ha 1ie/o paspodme 2001-2020.

¢ JlaHac He IIOCTOje 3BaHUYHU IIOfALM KOJIMKY CY YKYIIHM IIPUXOARY Off pyBatusanyje (Stevanovi,
2020a). AreHIjuja 3a IpUBaTU3ALMjy CBOjeBpeMeHO je odjaBiia fia je 2001-2008. Cpduja npuxonosaa
6,7 Munjapsu eBpa of mpusaTusanyje (B92, 2009).
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[TocToju BuIlle eKOHOMCKVX IIOKa3aTesba (II0/Ty)KOIOHNjaTHOT II0JIOXKaja JaHAIIEbe
Cpduje. Ha mpumep, danxapcku cexkrop. [lok je y Hemaukoj, @panuyckoj wm bpurannju
BehnHa daHaka y BracHMIITBY foMaher Kamuraa, Ha eKCCOLIMjaTUCTUIKOM MCTOKY EBpore
IOMIHAHTaH je cTpaHu daHKapcky kanutan (Dusani¢, 2011). Amn, y Cpduju ce danxke,
ocuM jenHe (,,ITomrancka mregnoHnIa”), y BIACHUIITBY CY MHOCTPAHMX, IPBEHCTBEHO
eBpOaMepIIKIX CTPYKTypa. CaMo y jemHoj roguam ctpaHe danke cy n3 Cpduje UsByKIe
1,5 muwmjapau espa’.

JIpyro, y Cpduju cTpaHu KamnTanucTy Off CpIicKe Biafie fodujajy 14,5 myTa Bumie
cyOBeHIIMja 32 HOBOOTBOpeHe moroHe Hero cpricku Kamuramuctu (Ili¢ Krasi¢, 2021). Visuoc
cydsennuja kpehe ce ox 10.000 epa 1o 142.000 eBpa 1o HoBo3amocneHoM panHuky (Lalié,
2021). Tume crpane xomnanuje y Cpduju mpaxridno odesdehyjy decrumathy panny cHary
3a HapeHVX HeKo/MKo rofuHa. OBaKkBa IIpaKca ollpaBiaBa ce TBPIOM Jja ce CyOBeHIIje
Bpahajy y BUIY IIope3a Koju Itaha cTpaHa KOMITaHMja. AJIM, IOflally CBefove Ja je M3HOC
cydsennyja Hajuenthe gBocTpyko Behu of mnahexor nopesa (Obradovi¢, 2021). Hucy mo-
CTYIIHM IOfialiy KOJIUKO je o caga Cpduja faja TakBux cyOBeHIyja. Vmax, 304 notnucana
yrosopa 2006-2016. cagpyxe usHOC of yKynHo 439 Munona espa (Radenkovié, 2017, str.
68). Jomahn xammramucTu ce )xarne u ja Benuke MHPPACTPYKTypPHeE IIOC/IOBE OFf Ap>KaBe
(TpeHyTHO BpejHM IIeT MIIMjapay eBpa) odaBe3Ho fodujajy crpanuu (Stevanovic, 2020b),
na HajBehn meo mpodura crpanar Moxke neranHo ga usHece us Cpduje, a gomahn mpeny-
3eTHUK He MOXe, I1 Ia CTpaHal] jecte, a gomahu Kamuranucra Huje ocnodobeH maprHe Ha
yBO3 npousBogHe onpeme (Markovi¢, 2016a).

Tpehe, IIOJI0XKAj noMmahe pagHe cHare. 3aKOH O pany 2014. mOHET je TaKo IITO CY
CPIICKe BIACTH ,,IpuxBaTmie 65% npernopyka CaBera cTpanux nHBecturopa y Cpduju’”
IIOBE3aHNUX C MI3MEHOM TOT 3aKOHa — KaKO Ce IOXBa/IMIa caMa IIpeficeqHuIa cprckor Caera
crpanux nusecruropa (Foreign Investors Council) (D.1.K. 2017). Braga Cpduje je mraruia
pexmamy Ha CNN-y, y K0joj ce mo3usa cTpanu KarmTain ga fobe y Cpdujy dynyhu pa y 1woj
MMa, KaKo je CTajajlo y peK/laMi, ,BUCOKOCTPYYHNX, a jepTnHux paguuka” (CNN, 2014,
0:19). Hexap u ieBeT feceTMHa 3aIIOC/IEHMX KOJ] CTpaHala pajy Ha ofpeheHo BpeMe, 1mITo
3HAull — HeMa CUH/IMKAaTa, HeMa IrTahara IpeKOBpeMeHNUX CaTl, HeMa I1ay3e 3a TOaJleT,
HeMa oMopa 3a BuKeH[,... Kao mro je cmkosuro npumeheno: ,,CTpaHu NHBECTUTOPU
ocehajy ce y Cpduju kao SputaHCKM TYpUCTI Ha 3aKMHTOCY: CBe HOpMe, COLVjajIHe, IIPaBHe
U MOpasIHe, yKuHyTe cy, n — ugemo!” (Markovié, 2016b).

Y chepn monuTrKe, Max, nopenak y Cpduju HeKM ayTopyu Ha3MBajy KOIOHUJATHOM
gemoxpaiiujom (Antonic¢, 2020; Relji¢, 2013; Bodrozi¢, 2010). Ha nusdopuma ce Takmmye
CTpaHKe, /Iy CKYIILITIHA Ha IIOJIMTUYKUM IIpekpeTHUIaMa (2008. mm 2012) dupa Bragy
TeK Kafla ce 0 ’0j ZOroBope aMdacajopy M KpynHu Karutamicty (Antonié, 2022¢: 164-166).
Cwmarpa ce fia cy Brasie y Cpouju 2000-2022. Marbe JOHOCH/IE CTpaTeNIKe eKOHOMCKE OJITyKe
HETo LITO Cy To papwmy gupekropu u3 MM®-a, Cercke danke wm CaBeta koMecapa EY.

Odjarumere HaYMHA eKCIIOATalMje HeOPMaTHIX KOTOHNjA TOYNMBA HA TEOPUjI
ckpuBeHor Iiehema 1 ofiuBaa BulKa. EKOHOMCKY BUIIAK je ,,pa3/iuka n3melyy oHora
IITO [PYIITBO IPOU3BeJie ¥ TPOLIKOBA npousBoame” (Baran and Sweezy, 1966, p. 29). To

7 Ped je 0 2012. rofiHy; 3a OBO Ce Ca3HAJIO CTy4ajHO, CaMO 3aXBa/byjyhi jeTHOM CTPaHOM UCTpa-

sxuBamy (Nisavié, 2013), momTo cucTeMarcKe jaBHe eBUEHIMje Te [I0jaBe HeMa.
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HIje ncTo mro 1 Mapkcos Bumak BpefHocty u3 Kanuitiana (1867). Kog Mapkca je Buimax
BPEITHOCTH pasnuKa usMehy cTBopeHe podHe BpeTHOCTH ¥ BPEHOCTY PENMPOAyKIMje
pajHe cHare. Ay, MapKcoB TE€OPHjCKI MOZIe/T IOYMBA HA PUKAPJVjaHCKO] IIPETIIOCTABI
HOTIIYHO CJIOOOIHOT TPXKUIINTA. Y CTBAPHOCTH CaBPeMEHO TP)KMIITE Ce CACTOj! 13 JIaHa-
1ja pas/IMYUTHX IIPUKPUBEHNX MOHOIIONA ITyTeM KOjMX JJOMIHAHTHU €KOHOMCKI aKTepyu
eIVIMUHMNITY KOMIIETUTMBHO TP>KMIITE ¥ CHCTeMATCKI IIPUCBajajy HertaheHy BpefHOCT
(oligopoly capitalism; Varoufakis, 2021). To omoryhasa nsBiadere eKOHOMCKOT BUIIIKa
U3 IIPaKTUYHO CBMX YMHIJIALIA IIPOU3BOJbe: 3eM/be, CUPOBIHA, Pafia, eHepruje, 3Hama,
texuosornje v Karnraia (Clelland, 2012, p. 197).

CaBpeMeHN CBETCKI KAaIMTAIMCTIIKI CUCTEM YIIPABO Ce CacTOj! 13 MIpaMufe YIaH-
YJaHMX MOHOIIOJI, Ha 4NjeM BpXy Cy II0daiHe KOMIIaHMje, a Ha IHY CY JIOKaTH! IIpou3Boba-
un (mopussobaun). Ha cBakoj Taukm Te mupammzie akTepi, Koju cy usHaz (KOMIaHuje Win
IbUXOBHU JIeJIOBN), 3aXBa/byjyhyi MOHOIIONICKOM II0/I0KajY, IIPMCBajajy ie0 BPeIHOCTH KOjy
Cy CTBOPWIM XUjepapXujckn Hyoku akrepu. Kimacudan cmydaj je kommannja ,Emn” (Apple)
U BeH IPOM3BOAHNY aHall. Ped je o kommanuju de3 concrBene ¢adpuke (fabless company).
»EIT” je Ha BPXy CuCTeMa KOjU UMHe, PelloM Hafione, padpuKe 3a CKIAabe KOMIIOHEHTH,
¢dadpuxe 3a IPON3BOAHY KOMIIOHEHTH I CHadfjeBauy CUpOBMHAMA. ,,Er” KOHTpoOuie
IV3ajH, KOOPJAVHMPA 11€0 IIPOU3BOJHM CUCTEM U YIIPaB/ba MaPKETVHIOM M IIPOJajOM. LEmr”
yBeK aHTaXxyje BuIle fodas/baya HaMehyhn 1M ce kao jeHM KyIall, amy u ocTassbajyhn
X Y MehycoOHO KOHKYPEHTCKM IOTI0Kaj KaKo Ou 1M 000puo LieHy ponssopa. Jodaspaun
MOPajy fa IPUTICKajy CBOje Bodapbade, WIN [ja 0dapajy LieHy paja, fa PyuHMUpajy pecypce
U OKOJIVIHY, [ja TPake CyOBeHIIuje Off AprkaBe (OIIITUHE) U CINYHO. ,Emn” faje u Kpegure
moda/paunMa odaBe3yjyhu ux Ha CIylITambe IieHe KOMIIOHEHATA VCIION TPXKUIIHIX, IIpe-
danyjyhmu Ha BUX caB OCIOBHY PUSHK, 11 Ayropouro ode3debyjyhu normnaheny pagny
CHary 3a cBoje nponspope. Hausrien, cBe mounBa Ha cI000JHOM TP)KUIIHOM yTOBapamy.
Ay, cucTeMCKY MOHOIION TOMMHAHTHIX aKkTepa omoryhasa mocrojano rebete (opnmus)
cuctemcke penrte (Clelland, 2014).

Odesdeheme mokanHuX femoBa cuCTeMa CKPMBEHNX MOHOIIONIA OCHOBHA je y/ora
Kommpagopcke ennte. Hapemhy cnmkoButy cnydaj us Cpduje. Y 1eckoBauKkoM MOTOHY
»Jype” (Yura Corporation) paguuniu cy ce 2016. rogyuse modyHuIu 380r JIOIMINX YCIOBA
pazma u Manux mwrata (Bukvi¢, 2016b). DnaBun mpodieM pagHuka duo je, 3arpaso, TO LITO
HIICY MIMaJIU CMHAMKAT. A HUCY Ta MMaJIM 3aTO LITO je IIPBUX LIeCTOPO PaHUKA, KOjU CY
IIOKYIIA/IN fja Ta OCHYJy, oTIylTeHo. CpIICKY 3aKOH 3adpalbyje OTIyILITambe Boha cuHm-
KaTa y HekoM pepy3ehy. Am, oBMX LIecT pagHuKa HICY dumn ¢popMartHo Bohe, Hero Tek
uHNIMjaTopyu. OHN CY, Y CKIaAy ¢ IPONMCOM, IIPUjaBI/IN CBOjY MHUIU]ATUBY HAIJIEXKHOM
MUHICTapCTBY KaKo &1 ce peructpoBamm Kao cuupukar. Ho, y Cpduju mocroju nmpaxca
Ia ce IIPUBIJIETOBAHVM IIOCTOIABLMIMA 113 BJIaJie J0jaB/byjy MMeHa MHUIVjaTOpa CUHAU-
KaJIHOT OpraHnsoBama. O ToMe IMaMo JMPEKTHO CBefloYerbe Y0BeKa Koju je d1o y caMoM
Bpxy agMmuHucTpanuje (Pavlovié, 2018, str. 259; 282). Tako je ympasa ,,Jype” casHasa 3a
MMeHa LIeCTOPHIle paJHMKa I OIMaX Cy OTIIYLITEHM — Kao U CBY KOju Cy IIOC/Ie TOTra I0-
Kylanum y ,Jypu” fa Hanpase cuapaukar (Miladinovié, 2018)%. ,,Jypa” je, nnade, 3a moeTax

8  HaxoH IITO je jaBHOCT y3HEMUPHO OBaj CIy4aj, JOIYLITEHO je CUMHMKATHO OPraHN30Bambe ¥

»Jypu”. Anu, JaHac je jeAMHM CUHMKAAl] ITO3HAT II0OCIOBOJCTBY MpefcefHNK GadpIdaKor CUHN-
Kara, JIOK Ce ,JIMeHa CBMX OCTa/IMX YWIAHOBA KPUjy Off HOCIIOBOJICTBA KaKo &1 ce n3dera ogmasia”

1173



Crno6oman Y. Autounh, Komipagopu xao geo THKK: cnyuaj Cpduje

pama 'y Cpduju (2010), Ha 32 MMIMOHA €Bpa, KOjUMa je TOKOM IPMBATH3aIVje YTTABHOM
Kynuia nmocrojehe mponsBopHe IOTOHe, T0dWIA [PXKABHY CYOBEHIINjy Off 28 MIIMOHA
eBpa (B92, 2012). Pagumuxa mara y ,,Jypu” u gaHac je Matba of 350 eBpa, IITO 3HAYM Aa
je cydBeHuMjoM off 28 MI/IMOHA eBpa ,,]ypa” MPpaKTUYHO [OONMIa 3a MoYeTak HemTaheHu
pap cBojux 2.500 pajHuKa TOKOM 2 TOIVHE U 8 Mecel.

OsBge Ha feTy BUAVIMO TUITYHY KOAIMLNjY KOMIIPAIOPCKe afMIHICTpaLyje 1 TPaHC-
HAI[MOHATHUX KaIKMTanucTa. MOHOIOJ MOC/IOfaBLa Haj pagHOM cHaroM odesdebyije ce
oHeMoryhaBameM CHHIVKATHOT OpraHn30Bama. Lleo cucreM HalpaB/beH je TaKo fia CPICKY
PagHMIY HeMajy 1380pa, OCKM fia 3a CTPAHOT [IOC/IOfiABIIA pajie 32 MUHIMA/IHY HaJHULLY,
y3 odjalImerbe, Koje MM ce HeIIPpeKUIHO HaMehe MpeKo MIeOoIOIKNX allapaTa, ia je ,To
TAaKO Y KOMIIETUTUBHOj eKOHOMUjI . 3a OffprKatbe 1 OIIpaBfae 0BOr cuctema y Cpduju
3aJIy>KeHU Cy KoMUpagopu.

KOMIIPAJIOPCKA KOHITEITIIMJA Y CPBUJU

Y Cpduju je KoHIeIUjy KoMIpagopcke enute (Sypkoasuje) Kao fiea TPaHCHAIY-
OHAJTHMX KaIMTaINCTUYKNUX CTPYKTypa IIpBa pasBuia couuosnor Bepa Bpatyura. OHa je
Kao JOC/IefHN MapKCUCTa KOMIIPAJJOPCKY KOHIIEMIMjy aHaIUTIYKI KOPUCTI/IA TOTOBO
yerupu geueHuje (Vratusa, 1983: 164-165; 2007; 2010; 2012; 2013). Bparymra ykasyje Ha
»CTpaTerujy IlaHeTapHe Bafiajyhe Kmace TpaHCHAI[MOHAIHE OJIUTOMOMICTNYKE PUHAH-
cujcke dyprxoasuje fa y3 momoh mopmuhere noxanHe koMrpagopcke dyprkoasuje” U3BpILIY
»EKOHOMCKY ¥ BOjHY peKOJIOHU3alMjy ApyluTaBa duBLIer peanHo nocrojeher connjamm-
3ma” (Vratusa, 2010, str. 76). Takobe, odjamrmasa Bparymia, ,koMIpasopcka dyp>xoasuja
nocpenyje y cipoBobhemy IUpauKalliKe IpuBaTU3aliyje 1 KOMTOHUjaTHO HopodbaBajyhe
pacIpoyiaje CTpaTelIKMX CUCTeMa’, 4 TO CBe ,,3a KOPyMIMpajyhy npoBnsujy Ha IpyBaTHOM
padyHy y mHOCTpaHuM dankama” (Vratusa, 2010, str. 73; ym. Vratusa, 2012, str. 235; 263).

Y Cpduju ce, cmarpa Bparymia, ,,Huje popMupaa ayTeHTHYHA HallIOHAIHA Oyp-
»Koasuja Koja du duita 3amHTepecoBaHa 3a MHBeCTMpame ¥ foMmahy nHAycTpujy 3amene
yBO3a, 32 OffOpaHy HalMOHATHOT TP>KUIITA ¥ BETOBO IIpere KPo3 IIPOfIOp Ha CTpaHa
tpxura” (Vratusa, 2010, str. 73; ym. 2012, str. 80; 267; 2013, str. 218). 3aTo ce Moxe pehu
ma ,Brazajyha kmaca y Cpdujn” nma ,,lipeBacxXoHO KOMITpafopck Kapakrep” (Vratusa,
2012, str. 235; ym. 267).

»KoMnpanopcka dypskoasuja je omyT ‘riete KOJIOHe' CITPeMHA Jja IOMOTHE Y TYIIeHY
ornopa somaher cTaHOBHUIIITBA PEKOIOHM3ALN)I, Id TIOCPeAyje Y jedTrHOj pacpopajn
HaI[MOHATHOT OOraTCcTBa Koje Cy Ipou3Beie IPeTXOfHe TeHepaluje U a YHUIITaBa Ji0-
Mmahy npoM3BOAY ITyTeM HEOTPAHIIEHOT YBO3a POOHMX BUIIKOBA 13 KOTIOHM3aTOPCKIX
semaspa’ (Vratusa, 2013, str. 218).

Pekononusayuja je ypaso To ,,IOHOBHO, 0OHOB/bEHO, HACVTHO Ofy31Mathe eKOHOM-
CKOT, TO/IUTUYKOT, KYATYPHOT ¥ BOJHOT CyBepEHUTETa CTAHOBHUIITBY OMBIINX KOJIOHUja 1

(Miladinovi¢, 2022). JIokaHa MHCIIEKI[Mja pajia HeMa IpuMende Ha CTambe Y ,,Jypi’, LITO, HAPABHO,
HIje HU Y KaKBOj Be3) ca YMIbEHNUIIOM fia je Off ,,]Jype” modusia Ha OK/IOH fiBa ayromodua (Bukvié,
2016a).
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IIOTKOJIOHMja, &/ ,, ! Y TI0jeIMHUM OMBILIMM JAPYIITBMMA CAMOIIPO3BAHOT COLMjaI3Ma’
(Vratusa, 2013, str. 219; ym. 221).

W exonomucta Joan b. [lymaunh ogmax mocre 5. okTodpa ymosopno je Ha T0 na
cy ekoHoMcKe pedpopme mpensubene 3a Cpdujy mpuMepeHmje KOMTOHMU HETO CYBePEHOj
ap>kaBu. 3anmarao ce ga Cpduja

,Tpeda na usderte cypduHy Benukor Spoja Manux U HELOBO/BHO PA3BUjEHNX 3€-
Maba y KOjiMa je HallMOHAITHY KaIllUTajl yBy4deH y cryxdy MehyHapoaHux Koproparyja
crBapameM (gomahe — C. A) KoMITpajopcKe enuTe Koja, 3apaj CIy)Kerba TPAHCHALINO-
HAJIHOM KaIuTaty, duBa yK/bydeHa y nepudepHu coj cercke omurapxuje” (Dusanid,
2020/2, str. 51-52).

Hyurannh je yxasao u Ha crienupmaHOCT HOBOT KOJIOHUjA/IM3Ma —goSpOB0LHOCHL. A
Y IpOM3BOALY TOT IPUBYA Of K/bYyIHE BaXKHOCTI 179871 Cy yIIpaBO KOMIIpagopIu.

»CaBpemeH1 (HEO)KOJIOHMjaIi3aM MHOTO je OIACHMjU 11 1IepOUIHI)I HETo KIia-
cnuny. Cajia BULle HUje HEOIIXO/{HO Jja Ce M3BPILM KJIaCMYHa OKYIALja — BOJHUYKO
3ay3umatbe Teputopuje. [loBO/bHO je Ha K/by4Ha MeCTa y MaJIM U CIadyuM JipykaBama
VHCTA/IMPATI KOMIIPAJJOPCKY KBa3UeIUTy. 3a pasinKy off K/IaCUYHOT KOTOHMjaIN-
3Ma, KOjU je HaCM/IHO HaAMETaH Y3 OTHOP CTAHOBHUIITBA U JIOKA/THUX e/INTa, JAHAC
HOMUTINYKA 1 (PMHAHCKjCKA KBAa3MeIUTa IPU3MBA M MO/IN fia Syfie KOMOHM30BaHa”
(Dusani¢, 2020/2, str. 9-10).

ITpousBecTn KOMIIPaLOPCKe KOMAdOpaHTe, 3aIIpaBo, jeTHHMje je Hero IITo je dura
HeKaJlalllba BOjHa OKyIIalyja. ,,JJOBO/bHO je ZoOPO IIATUTI CaMO HEKOMIMKO CTOTUHA VTN
HEKOJIMKO XIJbafla KOMIIpajopa fja Ou ce U3 Hepa3BUjeHNUX 3eMarba M3B/Ia4M/IN OTPOMHI
npo¢ury, a octana MuIMoHCKa Behnta omaher craHOBHMINTBA IpyKa/a Y CUPOMAIITBY
(Dusani¢, 2020/1, str. 106). A kafa 3eM/ba KOHAYHO IafjHe IIOf] B/IACT [I0OA/IHE OJIMrapXuje
u gomahyx KOMIIPaziopa, HOoj IPAKTIIHO BUIIIE HeMa Cllaca — CUPOMAIIITBO je BbeHa TPajHa
cynduna (Dusani¢, 2020/2, str. 192).

Y Cpduju, o conmosnora, KOMIPagopCKy KOHIEIIN)Y KOPUCTHO je 1 AHTOHUh
(2012). On gomahe xommpazmope 1 17108aIHy TPAHCHALIMOHAIHY KAIUTATUCTUIKY K/IACY
BIUJIY KAO JIE/IOBE UCTe KacHe CTPyKType. OHa y»K1Ba CUCTEMCKY PEHTY ITyTeM eKCIJIoaTa-
1jJ1je JIOKa/THOT CTaHOBHUINUTBA MCKcaBajyhu paclonoiBe eKOHOMCKe BULIKOBe ¢ ofipehene
teputopuje. AnTonnh naje cnuky KnacHe crpykrype Cpduje ¢ se oce crparuduxanje
(ka0 y eTHMYKM HOfIe/beHUM APYIITBYIMA): jefiHa je JOMUHAHTHA, IJI0QaIMCTUYKO-KOM-
Ipajfiopcka, a Ipyra nogpehena, HanmonanHo-dypxoacka (Antonié, 2012b, str. 45-74).
U couuornor Jbyduima Mutposuh onemyje fia ,KOMIPagopcKa ICeYLOeNNTa, y CIyXou
KpymHor Kanurana u Mehynapopue prnancujcke apuctokparuje” cTBapa ,,HeHapOfgHe
YHyTpallltbe pexxuMe” KOjH ce ,Ipe WU KaCHUje IpeTBapajy y MapMOHeTCKe C/Iyre CTPaHuX
cuma” (Mitrovié, 2013, str. 697). Tako je u y Cpduju mocie 2000. ropyse ,,0TBOPEHO MHAYTY-
PUCaH KaIUTTUCTUYKI CUCTEM IepriePHOT TUIIA C BIA/JABIHOM TajKyHa I KOMIIPAJiOpCKe
dypxoasnuje” (Mitrovi¢, 2021, str. 27; ym. 33, 35). Crora, 3axpydyje Murposuh, ,,Cpduja
je y KaHIIaMa CTpaHUX Koproparuja u somahe xommpagopcke dypxkoasuje” (35-36; yiL.
38, 39, 40).
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[Momukonor Mapuja Odpanosuh y cBojoj MoHOrpaduju o mpusatnsaumju y Cpduju
yKasyje Ha 3Ha4aj KOMIpaopcke dyproasmje He CaMoO TOKOM aKBU3NIIMje CpPeficTaBa 3a
IIPOM3BOAGY Y KOPUCT cTpaHala Beh 1 Kao HOLHYjer 3alITUTHIKA CTPAHUX NHTepeca U
BIUX0Be eykacHe rpyre 3a npurucak (Obradovié, 2016, str. 96). Ona cmatpa fja ce mpuBa-
TH3anyja y nenoj Vicrounoj Espornn ,omsujana y uaTepecy mMelynapoguor dpuHaHCHjCKOT
KaINTasIa, HAIMOHA/THIX KOMYHMCTUYKIX HOMEHK/IaTypa 1 foMahux KoMmpagopckux
dypxoasnja” (ycro, 129; ym. 133), a na je y Cpduju ,,ApyIITBEHN KAIlUTAN KA0 aKyMy/IMpPaHN
BUIIIAK BPEFHOCTH IIPELIA0 Y PyKe HOBe KOMIIPaAopcKe dypskoasuje 1 CTPaHOT YMHMOLA”
(512). Connornor 3opaH Bunojesuh takobe je onenno ga je ,,Cpduja of 3amaga godna
CTaTyc KOJIOHUje, 3a LIITa Cy ofroBopHe 1 gfomahe kommpaznopcke emmre” (Vidojevié, 2015,
str. 189). Tako je n y Cpduju HacTao CUCTeM 4nMjy CYIITUHY YMHY ,,KOTOHWjaTHO-Ba3aTHN
I0JIOXKaj, [IPeTeXHO IUbaYKallIKa IpyuBaTusanuja u aukrarypa’ (Vidojevi¢, 2015, str. 190).
Takap cucTeM IIOCTOjU Mabe-BUIIE Y CBUM ,,3eM/baMa KOJTOHMjaTHO-TIeprdepHOT Heonmm-
depaHoOr KanmTanMaMa’, y KojuMa ,Imodanmsanmja, AecybepeHnsalyja, KoJoHu3amja u
Heommdepamsam unHe nemnny” (Vidojevié, 2020, str. 29-30).

VnTepecoBarbe 3a KOMIIPALOPCKY KOHLIEIIN)Y Y CPIICKOj APYIUTBEHO] HAYIM ITOKA-
3yje 1 HeaBHU IpeBof pasa Mabapckor ncropuaapa Maproua Bekemra (Marton Békés),
Mu gomopouu, y qaconucy ,,300pHuk Maruiie cprcke 3a fpyursere Hayke” (Bekes, 2022;
eHr. usB. Békés, 2021). Bexeros wraHak je mpeseseH Oyayhi ja roBOpM O HeKafalIbIM
couMjanucTUYKuM sem/bama Vicroune EBporie kao 0 )XpTBaMa ,,MeKe KOJIOHM3alje 1 X1-
Spupnor Heoxononujanunsma” (Békés, 2022, str. 130). ,HeBumpusa rnodanHa nummepuja”
(Isto, str. 132, 149) oBpie menyje mpeko ,KoMmmpagopcke dypyxoasuje” (Isto, str. 140), a mpe
CBera IIPeKo ,KoMmIpagopcke nnrenurenuuje” (Isto, str. 137), umju je OCHOBHM 3ajaTak
na odesdebyije ,,KynTypHY XereMoHIjY", Koja je K/by4Ha IIOyTa ,KONOHMja/IHe KOHTPOsIe”
(Isto, str. 129-130). ¥ Tom cmuciy, bekenr 4ak roBopyu 0 KOMIPaZOPCKOj KyATYpalHoOj
»CaMOKOJIOHM3ALji” UCTOIHOEBPOIICKUX 3eMasba (Isto, str. 140-141; ym. Kiossev, 1995)
tBppehn fa je mpBu Kopak ormopa ,MeHTanHa fexononusanuja” (Isto, str. 148), ogHocHO
»IeKojoHu3anyja Haumx ymosa~ (Isto, str. 142; ym. Cabral, 2016, pp. 159-180).

OBo y Be/MKOj Mepyu OAToBapa yBUAUMa IOMIMEbAHUX CPIICKMX COLMOJIOTA, KOjU
YIJIaBHOM PAa3/IMKYjy TPU C/I0ja KoMIpagopa y Cpduju:

1. komiipagopcka eKoHOMCKA U UOAUTHUYKA efuiia: MUPEKTOPU Y MEHAIIepU CTpa-

HIX KoMIIaHuja y Cpduju, Kao 1 MUHNUCTPY U OPYTY BUCOKM pXKaBHU CITy»xOe-
HUIIM KOj) Cy Y MHTePEeCHOj CUMOMO3M ca CTPAHUM KaluTaaoM 4nHehy ropmu
cTpaTyM nokanHor cermenta THKK;

2. Komiipagopcka uxitienuienyuja: MeIUjcKa, akafleMCKa I Ky/ITypHa e/IiTa 91ja
je IIIaBHa MIeoNoNIKa (PyHKIMja HOpMa/3anuja (Heo)KOoIOHja/THOT ITOIoXKaja
CpOnje ofHOCHO HeKu BUT anoyioryje (Heo)KOoIOHYjaIHOT rojoxaja Cpduje;

3. xomiipagopcka Sypioaszuja: romahyt KaIUTaMNCTV MHTETPUCAHN Y UMIIEPUjaIHY
MPeXY yTaHYaHIX MOHOIIONA, Kao U fle0 CTPYJmaKa I BUIINX CTykKOeHMKa 3a-
IIOC/ICHUX Y CTPaHMM KOMIIaHMjaMa.

JMako ce y Kpyry APYLUITBEHNX M XyMaHUCTUIKMUX HaydHuKa y Cpduju cBe vemrhe
pacrpaBba O leHOM (HeO0)KOOHMjaTHOM CTaTyCy, He TIOCTOjI C/larame 0 TOMe Y OJHOCY
Ha KOjy je 3eM/by (MM y OfHOCY Ha Koju 070K 3eMasba) Cpduja y KOMOHMjaTHOM ITOMIO0-
xajy. Conmonor Muopnpar Pankosuh Cpdnjy Buay Kao >KpTBY IPBEHCTBEHO aMePUYKOT
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xXereMoHM3Ma 1 nmnepujamsMa (Rankovi¢, 2013, 2011, 2009, 2002, 1999), fok cowuosor
JoBo Bakuh nsHocu oueny ga je ,,Cpduja xononuja e camo CAJI u EY, Beh u Pycuje n
Kune” (FoNet, 2021). Mehytum, op crpanor kamurana xoju je y Cpdujy yimao 2010-2020,
67,6% nonasu u3 EY, 9,3% us Pycuje, 4,3% us Kune u 2,3% nsz CAJl (CIM, 2020). Cpduja
je y eKOHOMCKOM IIOIVIely ITOf jacHoM foMuHanujoM EY, nox y megujckoj cdhepu EY menmu
ytuuaj ca CAJI. Camo jemHa amepnuka arennyja (USAID) 2001-2019. ynoxmna je 140
MIINOHA fornapa y cpucke Mepuje u HBO (Komarcevi¢, 2022). CA]Jl BojHO KOHTpoOMIIIE
U jyXHYy cprcky mokpajuny (Vuleti¢, 2013, str. 262), n ¥Ma CHaXkKaH yTHUIIaj Ha CPIICKY
nomuTrky (Antoni¢, 2022¢). 3anpaBo, yKpajuHCKa Kp13a IoKasaa je Xxujepapxiujy Mohu
y EBporm nomro cy semibe EY Ha cBojy ety npunybene na ciefie aMepuyKy IOTUTUKY
OLITPHX caHKIMja mpeMa Pycuju (Dimitrijevi¢ & Dzeletovi¢, 2022, str. 763-764; Cvetkovic,
2022, str. 836), oK ce ucTY 8e3003MPHY IIPUTIICAK [ja Ce Ha COLICTBEHY IITETY YBely CaHK-
nuje gasbe npenocu n3 EY Hagone, nusmeby ocranor, u xa Cpduju.

ITpempa y Cpduju o cajia Huje S1/10 MOCeOHMX COLMONIONIKIX MCTPasK/MBabha KOM-
npagopcke ¢ppaxunje THKK, Hamasu McKyCcTBEHUX NCTPAXMBakha YKa3yjy Ha IpolLiec
IMBeprupama elnte 1 rpah)aHa Ha HOMUTUYIKOM, EKOHOMCKOM, KYITYPHOM U COLIMIjaTHOM
wiany (Pesi¢, 2018). To je BaykaH IOKa3aTe/b pas3INIUTIX, [1a X CYIIPOTCTaB/beHUX MHTepeca
TOPEBIX U JOBYIX C/I0j€Ba, LIITO YMHIU HYXXHU YCIOB KIacHe uaeHTndrKanuje. Y peHomeny
KOMIIPAIOPCTBA IIOCTOjU, MeDyTUM, U M3pakeHa CTaTyCHA JUMEH3Mja, IIOTOTOBY Kajia je
ped 0 KOMIIPaZlOpCKOj MHTeMMIeHIMjI. 30T Tora 811 CBaKO Jajbe MCTPaKVBambe (eHOMeHa
KoMIIpagopcrsa y Cpduju Mopasio fia cafip>ku eleMeHTe He caMo KiacHe Beh u crarycHe
a”amm3e (Antoni¢, 2022a, str. 111-131). TakBuM UCTpa>kuBambeM MOI/IA dY Ce IPOBEPUTH
U IIOMeHyTa xunoresa o Moryhoj georydoj ocn crparudukaryje y ganaimoj Cpduju, u To
IIPBEHCTBEHO KaJa je ped O BUIINM VI CPeIIbIIM C/I0jeBYIMa (I7I0da/IMCTHYKO-KOMIIPagopcKa
¥ HaI[OHATHO-JypyKoacKa 0ca).

3AK/bYYAK

Cpdnja uMa pasBujeHy MpeXy COLMOIONIKX YCTaHOBa (Of] YeTUPY YHUBEP3UTET-
CKa M IBa MHCTUTYTCKA I[eHTPa) CIIOCOOHY Jla TEOPMjCKI /10 Kpaja yodmuau CMHTETIY -
KI IIPUCTYII HEOKOJIOHUjaTHOM NOI0XKajy Cpduje (IIpeko cBeTCKOCUCTEMCKe Teopuje I
xonnennuje THKK), us xojer du onga morna ga npousaby u ogrosapajyha uckycrseHa
UCTpaKuBama. MehyTnm, Teopmjckn u nctpakusadkn GOKyc Beher fiema cpricke CoIpo-
TIOIIKe 3ajeTHNUIIe YCMEpeH je Ha IpyTa, 9eCcTo 1 He IIpeBMIIe 3HaUajHa muTama (Antonic,
2022a, str. 8; 2012a, str. 39-68), 3dor 4era je ¥ IpyMeHa HEOKOJIOHVjaTHO-KOMIIPaJOpCKe
mapajiurmMe Ha CaBPeMEHO CPIICKO IPYLITBO jOIll yBeK HETOBO/BHO mpucyTHa. To je oTyza
mTo BehHa CPIICKIX COIOora My He olleryje monoxaj Cpduje kao HeOKOMTOHMjaTHN,
VTV CTOTA IITO CMATpa /i je ped 0 MPeTelIKOM NNTamky dUIIo 3a TEOPUjCKY pedreKcujy,
duI0 3a MICKYCTBEHO MCTPaKMBambe. Y CBAKOM C/Ty4ajy, MHTEH3UBHI)U KOMeKTUBHM Paf
Ha OBOj TeMH, Off TeopujcKe fedaTe 10 KOHIIUIIOBaKba I M3BOhera MCKYCTBEHOT MCTPaXXKN-
Bama, OCTaje Kao jeflaH off MOTyhnx HapeHMX 3a/laTaKa CPIICKe COIMOTIONIKE 3ajeHUIIe.
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COMPRADORS AS PART OF TCC: THE CASE OF SERBIA!

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: In the first part of the article, the theoretical framework is given, and the
economic and political reasons are presented as to why Serbia can be considered an “infor-
mal’, “structural” or “postmodern” colony. The standard method is explained of extracting
surplus from the (semi)periphery countries of the world capitalist system and, in this re-
spect, the example of Serbia is used to shows what one of the key comprador functions is.
The second part of the article provides an overview of the viewpoints of social scientists in
Serbia who applied the concept of the comprador bourgeoisie (or comprador elite) as part
of the global class structure to contemporary Serbian society. Some conceptual dilemmas
are also considered, as well as the possibility of further theoretical and empirical research
of this issue in Serbian sociology.

Keywords: transnational capitalist class (TCC), neocolonialism, comprador elite,
chained monopolism, world capitalist system

SERBIA AS AN INFORMAL COLONY

According to the classical definition by Nkrumah (Nkrumabh, 1965, p. ix), “the essence
of neocolonialism is that the State which is subject to it is, in theory, independent and has
all the outward trappings of international sovereignty. In reality, its economic system and
thus its political policy is directed from outside” Today, the same definition is repeated by
Spivak (Spivak, 1999, p. 3) who says that neocolonialism is “the largely economic rather
than the largely territorial enterprise of imperialism”.

Neocolonialism is the other side of “informal imperialism” (Gallagher and Robinson,
1953, p. 1). An informal empire rules resources, the market and labour of a formally in-
dependent, but much less powerful state by ensuring that economic interests of a superior
nation are above the interests of domestic population. An informal empire has the effective

! This article is the result of the work on the project financially supported by the Ministry of

Education, Science and Technological Development of the Republic of Serbia, within the financing
of scientific-research work at the University of Belgrade - the Faculty of Philosophy (Agreement No.
451-03-68/2022-14/200163).
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power of the final veto for key matters: from foreign and internal politics to economy — par-
ticularly for public finance and the banking sector (Osterhammel, 1986, pp. 298-299). The
main means of intimidation is a threat by political and economic sanctions, while the main
managing instrument is collaboration of part of economic and political elite that is in an
interest symbiosis with the structures of the empire (Barton and Bennett, 2010, p. 67). At
the end of the stick there is military intervention, which is undertaken only sporadically
with the aim of exemplary identification of the “rogue state” (Darwin 1997, p. 614).

The counterpart to the informal empire is an informal colony (Winn, 1976, p. 126).
The ambassador of a superior nation often becomes a real informal proconsul in the subject
country (Osterhammel, 1986, p. 299). While in a classic colony domination is achieved
through direct governance, in an informal colony lordship is based on a direct influence
(Barton, 2014, p. 16). The subject of such influence is primarily the elite. The imperial elite
strives to influence dominantly the recruitment, values and behaviour of the domestic elite,
and even to form its identity (Barton, 2014, p. 17). In case it succeeds in it, the comprador
elite will emerge (more in Antoni¢, 2022b), which, together with the informal imperial elite
forms an imperial network (Barton, 2014, p. 23).

That Serbia is also an informal (structural, postmodern) colony is believed by a num-
ber of authors from social sciences and humanities (e.g.: Antoni¢, 2022b; Stojanovi¢, 2022;
Cirjakovi¢, 2022; Dusani¢, 2020/2; Kati¢, 2018; Lompar, 2018; Vladusié, 2018; Ruzii¢, 2017;
Sutovi¢, 2017; Arsenijevi¢ Mitri¢, 2016; Vidojevi¢, 2015; Vratusa, 2013; Suvakovié, 2013;
Andelkovi¢, 2013; Brdar 2012). Serbia came to its neocolonial position after the overthrow
of Slobodan Milo$evi¢, leader of the Socialist Party of Serbia. The day of anti-Milo$evi¢ coup,
5th October 2000, “may rightfully be called a colonial counterrevolution, after which Serbian
society sank into economic and political (semi)colonial dependence” (Antoni¢, 2020, p. 68).

During Milosevic’s rule, only 15% of employees worked in the private sector (1999;
SGS, 2000, p. 77). After 5th October, brutal privatization ensued and then foreign capitalists
became owners of the largest part of Serbian economy. Until 2020 (according to the most
recent official statistical data) the private sector reached 74% of employees (SGS, 2021, p.
79). Between 2002 and 2015, as many as 3,047 Serbian enterprises were sold for €3.6 bil-
lion, “which is extremely cheap” (Radenkovi¢, 2017, p. 62). “Foreigners were sold almost
everything they wanted to buy, at prices they wanted” (Dusani¢, 2020/1, p. 198). It has been
calculated that the total amount of transactions in the course of Serbian privatization was
about five billion euros, out of which foreigners bought enterprises for 4.1 billion, while
Serbian capitalists paid 0.9 billion euros for them (Pavlovi¢, 2018, p. 73). It was concluded
that, if we speak of predatory privatization, “the greatest robbery in privatization was to the
benefit of foreigners” (Pavlovi¢, 2018, p. 69; 73).

The Statistical Office, which used to keep records of the ownership structure (domes-
tic— foreign; SGJ, 2000, p. 48), does not do it any longer, and in the statistical yearbooks it is
impossible to find data regarding GNP (the value of goods and services realized by the funds
owned by domestic population). There is evident domination of foreign capital - out of 15
largest export companies, all of them belong to foreigners (Beta, 2022). However, only when
we compare GNP with GDP it is possible to estimate the scope of the total profit taken out
from Serbia. It is estimated that “the outflow of capital (from Serbia, added by the author),
collected from dividends, reinvested profits, interest etc. (to the benefit of foreigners, added
by the author), is on average more than one billion euros per year” (Radenkovi¢, 2017, p.
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53), where it should also include “two billion euros per year, or the amount flowing out
from Serbia through transfer prices” (Radenkovi¢, 2017, pp. 54-55)% Based on the ratio
between foreign capital investments and profits, it is estimated that the proportion of for-
eign capital enlargement in Serbia is 1:2.5 (or 2.5 euros gained from every invested euro;
Antoni¢, 2020, p. 59). This perfectly corresponds to Mandels calculation of proportion of
1:2.5 regarding American capital enlargement in Latin America in the period 1957-1964
(Mandel, 1971). That is a true picture of Serbian (semi)colonial status, i.e., semi-peripheral
position of today’s Serbia in the world capitalist system (Mandi¢, 2015).

Serbia pursues the politics of unconditional foreign trade deficit. According to the
official data (Zable 1), the difference between Serbian imports and exports was $129 billion
in 2001-2020, which is a deficit of $6.5 billion per year, or $538.6 million per month. For
the sake of comparison, Serbia’s annual deficit in the era of socialism (1988) was only $80
million (Crnomarkovi¢, 2010, p. iii). The amount of the annual deficit of $6,4 billion is
actually the difference between economy in a relatively sovereign country (as the Socialist
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia used to be) and economy in a (semi)colony”.

The deficit of $129 billion was covered by: 1. remittances of our workers from abroad,
which amounted to $77 billion in 2001-2020% 2. foreign loans of $38.3 billion in total (NBS,
2022); 3. revenues from privatization of more than $7 billion®. Therefore, in the course of
twenty years, by servicing the model of (semi)colony economy, Serbia spent what had been
left by previous generations (privatization), what had been earned by a million compatri-
ots from abroad (remittances) and what was to be earned by the future generations of its
inhabitants (loans).

There are several economic indicators of the (semi)colonial position of today’s Serbia.
One of them, for example, is the banking sector. While in Germany, France or Great Britain
most banks are owned by domestic capital, formerly socialist East Europe is dominated
by foreign bank capital (Du$ani¢, 2011). However, all the banks in Serbia except for one
(“Postal Savings Bank”), are owned by foreign, primarily Euro-American structures. During
only one year, the foreign banks took €1.5 billion from Serbia®.

2 Transfer prices are the false presentation of prices at which a domestic subsidiary of a transnational
company buys or sells products to the headquarters; it means that import prices are increased, while
export prices are decreased totally in order to reduce or avoid profit tax; i can be seen, for example,
from the data that exports from Serbia to Austria was €267 million (2011), but Austria’s data about
imports from Serbia (for the same year) report €385 million — which means that in this way more than
a hundred million euros was transferred only to Austria during that year (Radenkovi¢, 2017, p. 54).
It can also be seen if we compare, at three historical points — of which the first two refer to economy
in a sovereign country - the difference between GDP per capita in Serbia and in Germany: Serbia
in 1913 - 39% of German GDP; Serbia in 1960 - 40% of German GDP, and Serbia today - 13% of
German GDP (Markovi¢, 2015).

4 There are no reliable data about the exact amount of remittances; the World Bank estimates this
amount at $54,022 billion for the period 2007-2020. (WB, 2020), which makes the annual average
of $3,859 billion; this average was applied to the entire period 2001-2020.

> Nowadays there are no official data about the total revenues from privatization (Stevanovic,
2020a). The Privatization Agency announced earlier that in 2001-2008 Serbia earned €6.7 billion
from privatization (B92, 2009).

¢ This refers to 2012. It was found out by accident, only thanks to one foreign research study (Nisavi¢,
2013), since there are no systematic public records of that phenomenon.
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Secondly, in Serbia, foreign capitalists receive from the Serbian government 14.5 times
more subsidies for newly-opened facilities than Serbian capitalists (Ili¢ Krasi¢, 2021). The
number of subsidies ranges from €10,000 to €142,000 by a newly-employed worker (Lali¢,
2021). In this way, foreign companies in Serbia practically ensure free labour in several
following years. Such practice is justified by the claim that subsidies are returned in the form
of the tax paid by a foreign company. However, the data prove that the amount of subsidies is
most frequently twice higher than the paid tax (Obradovi¢, 2021). There are no available data
about the exact amount of subsidies given by Serbia to date. Nevertheless, 304 agreements
signed in 2006-2016 refer to the total amount of €439 million (Radenkovi¢, 2017, p. 68).
Domestic capitalists also complain that foreigners invariably get large infrastructural jobs
from the state (currently worth five billion euros) (Stevanovi¢, 2020b), that the largest part
of profits can be legally taken out from Serbia by a foreigner, while it is impossible for a
domestic entrepreneur, and, finally, that a foreigner is exempted, unlike a domestic capi-
talist, from paying customs duties on importing production equipment (Markovi¢, 2016a).

Thirdly, this concerns the position of domestic labour. The Labour Law was enacted in
2014 in such a manner that the Serbian authorities “accepted 65% of the recommendations
of the Foreign Investors Council in Serbia” involved in the amendments to that Law — as
the President of the Serbian Foreign Investors Council herself boasted at the time (D.L.K.
2017). The Serbian Government paid for the CNN commercial inviting foreign capital to
Serbia since there are, as the commercial states, “high-skilled, low-cost workers” (CNN,
2014, 0:19). Sometimes as many as nine tens of the employees hired by foreigners work
part time, which means that there are no unions, no payment of overtime hours, no short
breaks, no free weekends... The following has been graphically described: “In Serbia, foreign
investors feel like British tourists in Zakynthos: all norms - social, legal and moral - have
been abolished and, here we go!” (Markovi¢, 2016b).

In the political sphere, however, the order in Serbia is called colonial democracy by
some authors (Antoni¢, 2020; Relji¢, 2013; Bodrozi¢, 2010). Political parties compete in
elections, but at political turning points (in 2008 or 2012) the National Assembly elects the
government only after ambassadors and big capitalists agree about it (Antoni¢, 2022¢: 164-
166). It is believed that in 2000-2022, Serbia itself made fewer strategic economic decisions
than it was done by the directors of IME, World Bank or the EU Council of Commissioners.

The explanation of the methods of exploitation of informal colonies is based on the
theory of capitalist surplus extraction, surplus drain. Economic surplus is “the difference
between what a society produces and the costs of producing it” (Baran and Sweezy, 1966,
p- 29). It is not the same as Marx’s value surplus from Capital (1867). Marx defines value
surplus as the difference between the achieved value of the goods and the value of labour
reproduction. However, Marx’s theoretical model relies on Ricardian assumption of a com-
pletely free market. In reality, today’s market consists of the chains of different hidden
monopolies through which dominant economic actors eliminate the competitive market
and systematically appropriate the unpaid value (oligopoly capitalism; Varoufakis, 2021).
It enables the extraction of economic surplus from practically all production factors: land,
raw materials, labour, energy, know-how, technology or capital (Clelland, 2012, p. 197).

The modern world capitalist system consists exactly of the pyramid of chained mo-
nopolies, with the global companies on its top, and local producers (subcontractors) at its
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bottom. At each point of that pyramid, the actors with a higher position (companies or parts
of them), thanks to their monopolist position, appropriate part of the value created by hierar-
chically lower actors. The classic case is Company “Apple” and its production chain. It is the
company without its own factory (fabless company). “Apple” is at the top of the system that
is made, from above, factories for component assembly, factories for component production
and suppliers of raw materials. “Apple” controls the design, coordinates the entire production
system and manages marketing and sale. “Apple” always hires several suppliers, imposing
itself as the sole buyer, but also placing them into a mutually competitive position in order
to reduce the price of their products. Suppliers must exert pressure on their own suppliers
or reduce the labour price, destroy resources and the environment, ask for subsidies from
the government (municipality) etc. “Apple” also grants loans to suppliers, forcing them to
reduce the prices of the components below the market ones, transferring all its business risk
on to them, and ensuring underpaid workforce for its products in the long run. Everything is
apparently founded on free market negotiations. However, the system monopoly of dominant
actors enables consistent extraction (outflow) of the system rent (Clelland, 2014).
Ensuring local parts of the system of hidden monopolies is the main role of the com-
prador elite. Here I will mention an illustrative case from Serbia. In Leskovac-based factory
of “Yura Corporation”, the workers protested in 2016 because of poor work conditions and
small wages (Bukvi¢, 2016b). In fact, the main problem was that the workers did not have
their union primarily because the first six workers who tried to set it up had been fired. The
Serbian law prohibits dismissal of union leaders in an enterprise. Nevertheless, these six
workers were not formally union leaders, but only initiators. According to the regulation,
they submitted their initiative to the relevant Ministry in order to be registered as a union.
However, in Serbia there is a practice of the government informing privileged employers
about the names of union organization initiators. This is supported by the testimony of the
man who was at the very top of the administration (Pavlovi¢, 2018, p. 259; 282). That is
how the management of “Yura” learnt about the names of those six workers and they were
immediately fired - just like all others who subsequently tried to form a union in “Yura®
(Miladinovi¢, 2018)". In fact, for the beginning of its operations in Serbia (2010), in return for
€32 million used mainly the existing production facilities during privatization, “Yura” got the
government subsidy of €28 million (B92, 2012). The workers’ wages in “Yura” are even now
less than €350, which means that, with the subsidies of €28 million, at the very beginning
“Yura” practically got the unpaid labour of its 2,500 workers during 2 years and 8 months.
Here we can see a typical coalition of the comprador administration and transnational
capitalists. The employer’s monopoly over labour is ensured by preventing trade union
organization. The entire system is devised so that Serbian workers have no choice but to
work for the foreign employer for minimum wages, with the explanation constantly im-
posed on them through ideological apparatuses “this is the way it is done in a competitive
economy’. Compradors are in charge of maintaining and justifying this system in Serbia.

7 After the public had been alerted by this case, union organization was permitted in “Yura”. However,

the only union member known to the factory management is the president of the factory union, while
“the names of all other members are hidden from the management in order to avoid retaliation”
(Miladinovi¢, 2022). The local labour inspection has no objections to the conditions in “Yura’, which,
of course, is not related to the fact that it had received two cars as a gift from “Yura” (Bukvi¢, 2016a).

1182



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LVI (2022), no. 4, pp. 1169-1191

COMPRADOR CONCEPT IN SERBIA

In Serbia, the concept of the comprador elite (bourgeoisie) as part of transnational
capitalist structures was first developed by sociologist Vera Vratusa. As a consistent Marxist,
she has analytically used the comprador concept for almost four decades (Vratusa, 1983:
164-165; 2007; 2010; 2012; 2013). Vratusa points to “the strategy of the planetary ruling class
of transnational oligopolist financial bourgeoisie” in conducting “economic and military
recolonization of the societies of the former, actually existing socialism, with the help of
the bribed local comprador bourgeoisie” (Vratusa, 2010, p. 76). Moreover, as she explains,
“comprador bourgeoisie mediates in the implementation of predatory privatization and
colonial-enslaving sale of strategic systems”, “for the corrupting commission in its private
accounts in foreign banks” (Vratusa, 2010, p. 73; cf. Vratusa, 2012, p. 235; 263).

In Serbia, according to Vratusa, “no authentic national bourgeoisie has been formed
that would be interested in investing in domestic import substitution industry, in the pro-
tection of the national market and its expansion by permeation into foreign markets”
(Vratusa, 2010, p. 73; cf. 2012, p. 80; 267; 2013, p. 218). Therefore, it may be said that “the
ruling class in Serbia” is of a “mainly comprador character” (Vratusa, 2012, p. 235; cf. 267).

“Comprador bourgeoisie is, like the "Fifth Column), ready to help in suppressing
resistance of the local population to recolonization, to mediate in cheap sale of the national
wealth produced by previous generations, and to destroy domestic production through un-
restricted imports of surplus goods from the colonizing countries” (Vratusa, 2013, p. 218).

Recolonization is exactly such “repeated, renewed, forceful appropriation of economic,
political, cultural and military sovereignty from the population of former colonies and
semi-colonies, as well as “in some former self-proclaimed socialist societies” (Vratusa,
2013, p. 219; cf. 221).

Immediately after 5th October, economist Jovan B. Dusani¢ also warned that econom-
ic reforms envisaged for Serbia were better suited to a colony than to a sovereign country.
He advocated that Serbia

“should avoid the destiny of a large number of small and underdeveloped countries
in which national capital was involved in the service of international corporations by
creating a (domestic, added by the author) comprador elite that, for the sake of serving
transnational capital, was included in the peripheral layer of the world oligarchy” (Dusanic¢,
2020/2, pp. 51-52).

Dusanic also pointed to the specific character of new colonialism - voluntariness. In
the creation of such impression, compradors were of key importance.

“Modern (neo)colonialism is much more dangerous and insidious than its
classic form. Now it is no longer necessary to execute classic occupation — military
occupation of a territory. It is enough to install the comprador quasi-elite in the key
positions in small and weak countries. Unlike classic colonialism, which was forced
and accompanied by the resistance of population and local elites, nowadays the po-
litical and financial quasi-elite actually asks and pleads to be colonized” (Dusani¢,
2020/2, pp. 9-10).
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In fact, finding comprador collaborators is much cheaper than former military occu-
pation. “Tt is sufficient to pay well only several hundred or thousand compradors to extract
huge profits from underdeveloped countries, and to keep the million majority of domestic
population in poverty” (Dusani¢, 2020/1, p. 106). And when a country finally falls under
the power of global oligarchy and domestic compradors, it is practically doomed - poverty
is its permanent destiny (Dusani¢, 2020/2, p. 192).

In Serbia, Antoni¢ is one of the sociologists who have used the comprador concept
(2012). He sees domestic compradors and the global transnational capitalist class as parts
of the same class structure. It uses the system rent through the exploitation of local popu-
lation extracting available economic surpluses from a particular territory. Antoni¢ presents
a picture of Serbia’s class structure with two stratification axes (like in ethnically divided
societies): one is dominant, or globalist-comprador, and the other one is subordinate, or
national-bourgeois (Antoni¢, 2012b, pp. 45-74). Sociologist Ljubisa Mitrovi¢ also finds
that “the comprador pseudo-elite, in the service of large capital and international financial
aristocracy” creates “non-national internal regimes” that “sooner or later turn into puppet
servants of foreign powers” (Mitrovi¢, 2013, p. 697). Thus, after 2000, “the capitalist system
of peripheral type, with the rule of tycoons and the comprador bourgeoisie was openly
inaugurated” in Serbia as well (Mitrovi¢, 2021, p. 27; cf. 33, 35). Therefore, as Mitrovi¢
concludes, “Serbia is in the hands of foreign corporations and domestic comprador bour-
geoisie” (35-36; cf. 38, 39, 40).

In her monograph about privatization in Serbia, political scientist Marija Obradovi¢
points to the importance of comprador bourgeoisie not only during the acquisition of the
means of production to the benefit of foreigners, but also as a subsequent protector of
foreign interests and their efficient pressure group (Obradovi¢, 2016, p. 96). She thinks
that privatization in East Europe on the whole “proceeded in the interest of international”
(Ibid., 129; cf. 133), while in Serbia “social capital as an accumulated surplus value was
transferred into the hands of new comprador bourgeoisie and the foreign factor” (Ibid, p.
512). Sociologist Zoran Vidojevi¢ also finds that “Serbia was given the colony status by
the West, for which domestic comprador elites are equally responsible” (Vidojevi¢, 2015,
p. 189). Thus, in Serbia a system was created, the essence of which is made by “the colo-
nial-vassal position, mainly predatory privatization and dictatorship” (Ibid., p. 190). Such
system exists, more or less, in all “countries with colonial-peripheral neoliberal capitalisn’,
where “globalization, de-sovereignization, colonization and neoliberalism make up a whole”
(Vidojevi¢, 2020, pp. 29-30).

Interest in the comprador concept in Serbian social science is proved by the recent
translation of the article by Hungarian historian Mdrton Békés, entitled We, Natives, in the
journal “Matica Srpska Social Sciences Quarterly” (Békés, 2022; original edition Békés,
2021). Békés’ article was translated because it speaks about former socialist countries of
East Europe, as well as about the victims of “soft colonization and hybrid neo-colonialism”
(Ibid., p. 130). The “invisible global empire” (Ibid., p. 132, p. 149) here acts through “com-
prador bourgeoisie” (Ibid., p. 140), primarily through “comprador intelligentsia” (Békés,
2022, p. 137), whose main task is to ensure “cultural hegemony” as the key lever of “colonial
control” (Ibid., pp. 129-130). In that respect, Békés even speaks about comprador cultural
“self-colonization” of East European countries (Ibid, pp. 140-141; cf. Kiossev, 1995), claiming

1184



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LVI (2022), no. 4, pp. 1169-1191

that the first step of resistance is “mental decolonization” (Ibid., p. 148), or “decolonization
of our minds” (Ibid., p. 142; cf. Cabral, 2016, pp. 159-180).

This largely corresponds to the insights of the above-listed Serbian sociologists who
mainly distinguish three comprador layers in Serbia:

1. comprador economic and political elite: directors and managers of foreign compa-
nies in Serbia, as well as ministers and other high government officials who are
in an interest symbiosis with foreign capital, thus making the upper stratum of
the local segment of TCC;

2. comprador intelligentsia: media, academic and cultural elite whose main ideolog-
ical function is the normalization of the (neo)colonial position of Serbia, i.e., a
form of an apology for the (neo)colonial position of Serbia;

3. comprador bourgeoisie: domestic capitalists integrated into the imperial network
of chained monopolies, as well as a number of experts and senior employees
working in foreign companies.

Although in the circle of social and humanities scientists in Serbia there are increas-
ingly frequent debates about its (neo)colonial status, there is no agreement about the exact
country (or a bloc of countries) towards which Serbia has its colonial position. Sociologist
Miodrag Rankovi¢ sees Serbia as a victim of primarily American hegemonism and impe-
rialism (Rankovi¢, 2013, 2011, 2009, 2002, 1999), while sociologist Jovo Baki¢ asserts that
“Serbia is a colony not only of the USA and the EU, but also of Russia and China” (FoNet,
2021). However, out of foreign capital that came to Serbia in 2010-2020, 67.6% came from the
EU, 9.3% from Russia, 4.3% from China and 2.3% from the USA (SDI, 2020). In economic
terms, Serbia is under clear domination of the EU, while in the media sphere, there is a
shared interest of the EU and the USA. In 2001-2019, only one American agency (USAID)
invested $140 million in Serbian media and NGOs (Komarcevi¢, 2022). The USA also has
military control over the southern Serbian province (Vuleti¢, 2013, p. 262) and has a strong
influence on Serbian politics, (Antoni¢, 2022¢). In fact, the Ukrainian crisis has shown the
hierarchy of power in Europe, since the EU member-states are, at their own expense, forced
to follow the US politics of rigorous sanctions against Russia (Dimitrijevi¢ & Dzeletovi¢,
2022, pp. 763-764; Cvetkovi¢, 2022, p. 836), while the identical ruthless pressure for imposing
sanctions has been transferred from the EU downwards, including, among others, Serbia.

Although in Serbia there has been no special sociological research of the comprador
faction of TCC, the findings of experiential research point to the process of diverging of the
elite and citizens towards the political, economic, cultural and social level (Pesi¢, 2018). It
is a significant indicator of different, and even opposing interests of the upper and lower
layers, which is an indispensable prerequisite for class identification. In the phenomenon
of compradorship there is, however, a pronounced status dimension, particularly when
comprador intelligentsia is concerned. That is why any future research of the phenomenon
of compradorship in Serbia should contain elements not only of the class analysis, but also
of the status analysis (Antoni¢, 2022a, pp. 111-131). Such research could also examine the
above-mentioned hypothesis about the potential double axis of stratification in today’s
Serbia, primarily when it comes to upper and middle layers (globalist-comprador and
national-bourgeoise axes).
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CONCLUSION

Serbia has a developed network of sociological institutions (four university centres and
two institute centres) capable of fully forming, in theoretical terms, a synthetic approach to
the post-colonial position of Serbia (through the world system theory and the TCC concept),
from which corresponding experiential research might result afterwards. However, the
theoretical and research focus of a larger part of Serbia’s sociological community is directed
towards other, often not extremely important matters (Antoni¢, 2022a, p. 8; 2012a, pp. 39-
68), and that is why the application of the neocolonial-comprador paradigm to the modern
Serbian society is still insufficiently present. Namely, the majority of Serbian sociologists
either do not assess Serbia’s position as neocolonial, or they think it is a question too difficult
for either theoretical reflection or experiential research. In any case, more intensive work on
this topic, from a theoretical debate to conceiving and conducting of experiential research,
remains one of the potential future tasks of Serbia’s sociological community.

REFERENCES/JIMTEPATYPA

Andelkovi¢, P. (2013). Bad Students of Mother History: Yugo-fanaticism, Euro-fanaticism
and De-Sovereignization of Serbia. In: V. Vuleti¢, J. Ciri¢, U. Suvakovié¢ (Eds.)
Globalization and Sovereignty Decline (215-238). Beograd: Srpsko sociolosko drust-
vo, Institut za uporedno pravo; Kosovska Mitrovica: Filozofski fakultet Univerziteta
u Pristini, http://skr.rs/zkHf. Available at: https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzVm-
KuYYMVVqLUFURWIOUEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05A0qUWoc7gVWNd-
d50LPFg [In Serbian]

Antoni¢, S. (2022a): Boring Sociology - About a Tiring topic Such as Class. Beograd:
Univerzitet u Beogradu - Filozofski fakultet, Institut za socioloska istrazivanja, http://
skr.rs/zkrE [In Serbian]

Antoni¢, S. (2022b). Chinese Comprador Experience of the Day. In: V. Cvetkovié, Z.
Obradovi¢, V. Ajzenhamer (Eds.) Chinese Socialism and Modern World Order: One
Hundpred of the Communist Party of China (49-70). Beograd: Univerzitet u Beogradu
- Fakultet bezbednosti, https://sn.rs/tdjur [In Serbian]

Antoni¢, S. (2022¢) There Can Be Only One: the History of Presidential Elections in Serbia
1989-2022. Andri¢grad-Visegrad: Andricev institut, http://skr.rs/zkYz [In Serbian]

Antoni¢, S. (2020) On the Character of 5% October: Revolution, but What Kind of It? In: S.
Orlovi¢, D. Kovacevi¢ (Eds.), Twenty Years of 5 October (47-70). Beograd: Fakultet
politickih nauka & Hanns Seidel Stiftung. http://skr.rs/zncI [In Serbian]

Antoni¢, S. (2012a). Devil, History and Feminism; Sociological Adventures. Kragujevac:
Centar slobodarskih delatnosti, https://sn.rs/tx1sf [In Serbian]

Antoni¢, S. (2012b). Bad Infinity: Contributions to the Sociology of the Serbian Society osa.
Beograd: Sluzbeni glasnik, Dosije. https://sn.rs/k9cdm [In Serbian]

Arsenijevi¢ Mitri¢, J. (2016). Terra amata vs. terra nullius: Discourse on (Post)Colonialism
in the Works of B. Wongar and ]J-M. G. Le Clézio. Kragujevac: Filolosko-umetnicki
fakultet [In Serbian]

1186


http://skr.rs/zkHf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzVmKuYYMVVqLUFURWl0UEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05AOqUWoc7gVWNd-d50LPFg
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzVmKuYYMVVqLUFURWl0UEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05AOqUWoc7gVWNd-d50LPFg
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzVmKuYYMVVqLUFURWl0UEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05AOqUWoc7gVWNd-d50LPFg
http://skr.rs/zkrE
http://skr.rs/zkrE
https://sn.rs/tdjur
http://skr.rs/zkYz
http://skr.rs/zncI
https://sn.rs/tx1sf
https://sn.rs/k9cdm

Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LVI (2022), no. 4, pp. 1169-1191

Barton, G. A. (2014). Informal Empire and the Rise of One World Culture. New York: Palgrave
Macmillan, http://skr.rs/znmc

Barton, G. A. and Bennett B. M. (2010). Forestry as Foreign Policy: Anglo-Siamese Relations
and the Origins of Britain’s Informal Empire in the Teak Forests of Northern Siam,
1883-1925, Itinerario: Journal of Imperial and Global Interactions, 34(2), 65-86.

Békés, M. (2021). We the Natives, The Hungarian Conservative, 1, 1, 56-75. http://skr.rs/zkYT

Békés, M. (2022). We, the Natives. Zbornik Matice srpske za drustvene nauke, 73, no. 181
(1/2022), 129-149. http://skr.rs/zkYu [In Serbian]

Beta (2022). Chinese Companies Zijin and HBIS were the greatest exporters to Serbia in
2021, Danas, 25 January 2022. http://skr.rs/zkHU [In Serbian]

Bodrozi¢, . (2010). Colonial Democracy, Nacionalni interes, no 2/2010, 9-22, http://skr.
rs/zKk79 https://doi.org/10.22182/ni.822010.1 [In Serbian]

Brdar, M. (2012): Chronicle of Destroyed Troy; book 1, Serbia in Deconstruction Processes;
book 2, Serbian Intelligentsia in “Pissoirization”; discussions with Biljana Porovi¢
(2004-2011). Kragujevac: Centar slobodarskih delatnosti; Backa Palanka: Logos [In
Serbian]

Bukvi¢, Lj. (2016a). Ministry of Labour; we gave got two cars from Yura. Danas, 24 July
2016, http://skr.rs/zk22 [In Serbian]

Bukvi¢, Lj. (2016b). They are not allowed to go to the toilet; they are forced to wear diapers,
Danas, 27 April 2016, http://skr.rs/zk2D [In Serbian]

B92 (2012). Yura investments were paid by the state, B92, 9 October, http://skr.rs/zk2Y

[In Serbian]
B92 (2009). Earnings from privatization €6.7 billion. B92, 24 March, http://skr.rs/zkQl [In
Serbian]

Cabral, A. (2016) Resistance and Decolonization, transl. by Dan Wood. Lanham: Rowman
& Littlefield, http://skr.rs/zkYB

Clelland, D. (2014) The Core of the Apple: Dark Value and Degrees of Monopoly in Global
Commodity Chains, Journal of World-Systems Research, 20 (1),82-111, http://skr.rs/
zk20

Clelland, D. (2012). Surplus Drain and Dark Value in the Modern World-System. In: C.
Chase-Dunn and S. Babones, Routledge Handbook of World-Systems Analysis (197-
205). London: Routledge, http://skr.rs/zk2w

CNN (2014): Invest in Serbia, YouTube, http://skr.rs/zZkQC

Crnomarkovi¢, J. (2010). A Review of Foreign Trade Exchange of Goods of the Republic
of Serbia in the period 1988-2009, Trendovi. Beograd: Republicki zavod za statistiku
http://skr.rs/zkQ3 [In Serbian]

Cvetkovi¢, V. N. (2022). History resurrected: Ideological metamorphoses of the global order,
Socioloski pregled, 56 (3), 832-872. http://skr.rs/zXI] DOI: 10.5937/socpreg56-40414

Cirjakovi¢, Z. (2022). Neocolonial Serbia. The State and the Society during the Rule of
Aleksandar Vucic¢. Beograd: Filip Vi$nji¢ [In Serbian]

FoNet (2021) Jovo Baki¢: Serbia is a colony of the USA, the EU, Russia and China, Danas,
27 February 2021, http://skr.rs/zkrf [In Serbian]

Gallagher, J. and Robinson, R. (1953). The Imperialism of Free Trade, The Economic History
Review, New Series, Vol. 6, No. 1, 1-15, http://skr.rs/zkD5

1187


http://skr.rs/znmc
http://skr.rs/zkYT
http://skr.rs/zkYu
http://skr.rs/zkHU
http://skr.rs/zk79
http://skr.rs/zk79
https://doi.org/10.22182/ni.822010.1
http://skr.rs/zk22
http://skr.rs/zk2D
http://skr.rs/zk2Y
http://skr.rs/zkQl
http://skr.rs/zkYB
http://skr.rs/zk2O
http://skr.rs/zk2O
http://skr.rs/zk2w
http://skr.rs/zkQC
http://skr.rs/zkQ3
http://skr.rs/zkQ3
dx.doi.org/10.5937/socpreg56-40414
http://skr.rs/zkrf
http://skr.rs/zkrf

Slobodan C. Antoni¢, Compradors as part of TCC: The case of Serbia

Darwin, J. (1997). Imperialism and the Victorians: The Dynamics of Territorial Expansion,
English Historical Review, 112 (447), 614-42.

D. I. K. (2017): “Mihajlova: The Greatest Success, the Labour Law”, Vecernje novosti, 11
October 2017, http://skr.rs/Pne [In Serbian]

Dimitrijevi¢, B. S., Dzeletovi¢, M. U. (2022). The war in Ukraine and changes in the global
economic system, Socioloski pregled, 56 (3), 763-796, http://skr.rs/zXIr DOI: 10.5937/
socpreg56-40104

Dusanic, J. B. (2020/1). Economic Trilogy. Vol. 1: Economy of Postmodern and Neoliberalism;
(2020/2): Vol. 2: Cattle-based Economy and the Washington Agreement; (2020/3): Vol. 3:
With a Book against the Crisis and Benign Stumbles. Beograd: Filip Vi$nji¢ [In Serbian]

Dusani¢, A. J. (2011). Ownership Structure of Banks: Difference in the Degree of Foreign
Capital Share in the countries of “Old” and “New” Europe and the Specific Features of
Slovenia. Beograd: Beogradska bankarska akademija [In Serbian]

Ili¢ Krasi¢, D. (2021) Drakuli¢: We will bring engineers from India, N1, 26 May, http://skr.
rs/zkQx [In Serbian]

Kati¢, N. (2018). Cruel New World. Beograd: Catena mundi [In Serbian]

Kiossev, A. (1995). The Self-Colonization Cultures. In: D. Ginev, E. Sejersted, and K.
Simeonova (Eds), Cultural Aspects of the Modernisation Process (73-81). Oslo: TMV
http://skr.rs/zkYr

Komarcevi¢, D. (2022). International organizations reject the Prime Minister’s allegations
that they finance the protests in Serbia, Radio slobodna Evropa, 27 January 2022,
http://skr.rs/zkrK [In Serbian]

Lali¢ A. (2021) Serbia gives €14.2 million to the company accused of child exploitation,
Nova.rs, 9 October, http://skr.rs/zkQI [In Serbian]

Lompar, M. (2018). Freedom and Truth: Notes about the Change of Awareness. Beograd:
Catena mundi [In Serbian]

Mandel, E. (1971). Imperialism and national bourgeoisie in Latin America, International:
Theoretical Journal of the International Marxist Group, Vol. 1, no. 5, 7-17, http://skr.
rs/zkQs

Mandi¢, S. (2015). Position of Serbia in the global capitalist system, Kultura no. 148, 80-101,
https://sn.rs/r406¢ DOI: 10.5937/kultural 548080M [In Serbian]

Markovié, R. (2016a). Zoran Drakuli¢ about Bor and Serbian Businessmen, Vreme, 8
December 2016, http://skr.rs/zkQV [In Serbian]

Markovi¢, R. (2016b). Mario Reljanovi¢, Black days for workers, Vreme, 15 December 2016,
http://skr.rs/zkQZ [In Serbian]

Markovi¢, S. G. (2015). The Balkans: 100 years of the road from semi-periphery to periph-
ery, Politika, 5 January 2015, p. 6, http://skr.rs/zkQ7 [In Serbian]

Miladinovi¢, Z. (2018). Whoever wants a union in Yura will be fired, Danas, 3 May 2018,
http://skr.rs/zk2Q [In Serbian]

Mitrovi¢, Lj. (2021). Between the liberal-democratic revolution and neo-conservative resto-
ration: sociological and geopolitical marginalia about 5 October, Nacionalni interes,
1/2021, 23-43, http://skr.rs/zkR5 https://doi.org/10.22182/ni.4012021.1 [In Serbian]

Mitrovi¢, Lj. (2013). Implications of the globalization process for deterritorialization of the
state sovereignty and metamorphosis of cultural identity. In: V. Vuleti¢, J. Ciri¢, U.

1188


http://skr.rs/Pne
http://skr.rs/zXlr
dx.doi.org/10.5937/socpreg56-40104
dx.doi.org/10.5937/socpreg56-40104
http://skr.rs/zkQx
http://skr.rs/zkQx
http://skr.rs/zkYr
http://skr.rs/zkrK
http://skr.rs/zkrK
http://skr.rs/zkQs
http://skr.rs/zkQs
https://sn.rs/r4o6c
dx.doi.org/10.5937/kultura1548080M
http://skr.rs/zkQV
http://skr.rs/zkQZ
http://skr.rs/zkQ7
http://skr.rs/zkQ7
http://skr.rs/zkR5
https://doi.org/10.22182/ni.4012021.1

Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LVI (2022), no. 4, pp. 1169-1191

Suvakovi¢ (Eds.) Globalization and Sovereignty Decline (683-700). Beograd: Srpsko
sociolosko drustvo, Institut za uporedno pravo; Kosovska Mitrovica: Filozofski
fakultet Univerziteta u Pristini, http://skr.rs/zkHf. Available at: https://drive.google.
com/file/d/0BzVmKuYYMVVqLUFURWIOUEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05A0-
qUWoc7gVWNdAd50LPFg [In Serbian]

Nkrumah, K. (1965). Neo-Colonialism: The Last Stage of Imperialism. London: Thomas
Nelson & Sons, http://skr.rs/zkDI

Obradovi¢, M. (2021). Geox gets twice as many subsidies than the amount of its tax paid,
Danas, 29 July, http://skr.rs/zkQb [In Serbian]

Obradovi¢, M. (2016). Chronicle of the Transition Graveyard: Privatization of State-Owned
Capital in Serbia 1989-2012. - Economic-Historical Analysis. Beograd: Nova srpska
politicka misao, Institut za noviju istoriju Srbije [In Serbian]

Osterhammel, J. (1986). Semi-Colonialism and Informal Empire in Twentieth-Century China:
Towards a Framework of Analysis. In: W. J. Mommsen et al., Imperialism and After: con-
tinuities and discontinuities (ed.), 290-314. London: Allen & Unwin, http://skr.rs/zkDP

NBS (2022). Foreign Debt Balance by the Type of Debtors and by Foreign Creditors,
Narodna banka Srbije, 30 June 2022, http://skr.rs/zktx [In Serbian]

Nisavi¢, D. (2013). Banks take Blac out €1.5 billion, Blic, 9 May, http://skr.rs/zkQt

Pavlovi¢, B. (2018). A Step into Freedom: Sharpening the Picture of Geopolitical Processes
Beograd: Filip Visnji¢ [In Serbian]

Pavlovi¢, D. (2018): Money-wasting Machine: Five Months in the Ministry of Economy, 3"
edition. Beograd: Dan Graf [In Serbian]

Pesi¢, J. (2018). Characteristics of structural and value-ideological divergence of popula-
tion and elites in the context of global rise and crisis of neoliberalism in Serbia. In:
J. Pesi¢, V. Backovié, A. Mirkov (Eds.), Serbia in the Conditions of the Global Crisis
of Neoliberal Form of Capitalist Regulation (29-52.). Beograd: Institut za socioloska
istrazivanja Filozofskog fakulteta, http://skr.rs/zkrt, [In Serbian]

Radenkovi¢, 1. (2017). Foreign Direct Investments in Serbia, translated from English by
Maja Solar. Beograd: Rosa Luxemburg Stiftung Southeast Europe, http://skr.rs/zkQz
[In Serbian]

Rankovi¢, M. (2013). Sociology, Fairy Tales, Memories. Beograd: Copy studio [In Serbian]

Rankovi¢, M. (2011). New Imperialism: Current Encounters. Beograd: M. Rankovi¢ [In
Serbian]

Rankovi¢, M. (2009). Globalization and New Imperialism. Beograd: M. Rankovi¢ [In Serbian]

Rankovi¢, M. (2002). Defining of word: Global hegemony, Socioloski pregled, 36 (3-4),
323-375, http://skr.rs/zkYw DOI: 10.5937/socpreg0203323R [In Serbian]

Rankovi¢, M. (1999). New world hegemonism and its dilemmas, Socioloski pregled, 33(1-2),
3-11, http://skr.rs/zkYV DOI: 10.5937/socpreg9901003R [In Serbian]

Relji¢, S. (2013) Spreading of the democratic culture as an industry of the new colonial
consciousness or: Is culture of resistance the only democratic culture today in Serbia,
Kultura, no. 140, 364-389, http://skr.rs/zkQy DOI: 10.5937/kultural340364R [In
Serbian]

Resetka (2022). Whole *Yura’ on minimal wages, in ’Aptiv’ 10% more than that. Resetka, 2
October 2022, http://skr.rs/zk2I [In Serbian]

1189


http://skr.rs/zkHf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzVmKuYYMVVqLUFURWl0UEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05AO-qUWoc7gVWNdd50LPFg
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzVmKuYYMVVqLUFURWl0UEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05AO-qUWoc7gVWNdd50LPFg
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzVmKuYYMVVqLUFURWl0UEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05AO-qUWoc7gVWNdd50LPFg
http://skr.rs/zkDl
http://skr.rs/zkQb
http://skr.rs/zkQb
http://skr.rs/zktx
http://skr.rs/zkQt
http://skr.rs/zkrt
http://skr.rs/zkQz
http://skr.rs/zkYw
dx.doi.org/10.5937/socpreg0203323R
http://skr.rs/zkYV
dx.doi.org/10.5937/socpreg9901003R
http://skr.rs/zkQy
dx.doi.org/10.5937/kultura1340364R
http://skr.rs/zk2I

Slobodan C. Antoni¢, Compradors as part of TCC: The case of Serbia

vvvvv

SGJ (2000). Statistical Yearbook of Yugoslavia 2000. Beograd: Savezni zavod za statistiku.
http://skr.rs/zkQa

SGS (2021). Statistical Yearbook of Serbia. Beograd: Republicki zavod za statistiku. http://
skr.rs/zkxS

SGS (2019). Statistical Yearbook of Serbia. Beograd: Republicki zavod za statistiku. http://
skr.rs/zkx0

SGS (2014). Statistical Yearbook 2014, Editor-in-chief A. Miloji¢, Year 24. Beograd:
Republicki zavod za statistiku Srbije. http://skr.rs/zkQM

SGS (2000). Statistical Yearbook of Serbia, Year 33, Ed. J. Salinovi¢. Beograd: Republicki
zavod za statistiku Srbije http://skr.rs/zkD6

SDI (2020). Foreign direct investments 2020. EU Delegation to Serbia. http://skr.rs/zkr0

Spivak, G. C. (1999): A Critique of Postcolonial Reason: Toward a History of the Vanishing
Present, Cambridge (Mass.), London: Harvard University Press, http://skr.rs/zkHO

Stevanovi¢, M. N. (2020a). Was privatization criminogenic, nepotic, tycoon or neocolonial?,
Danas, 7 August 2020, http://skr.rs/zkQO

Stevanovi¢, M. N. (2020b). Serbia gives foreign companies jobs worth about five billion
euros. Danas, 12 October, http://skr.rs/zkQr

Stojanovi¢, . (2022) Sketch of Serbian postcolonial circumstances: Serb, serb and Serb,
Srpska politicka misao, 3/2022, 11-27, http://skr.rs/zkxU https://doi.org/10.22182/
spm.7732022.1 [In Serbian]

Suvakovi¢, U. (2013). Globalization, "New World Order’ and consequences of transition
in the Western Balkans. In: V. Vuleti¢, J. Ciri¢, U. Suvakovi¢ (Eds.) Globalization and
Sovereignty Decline (1047-1058). Beograd: Srpsko sociolosko drustvo, Institut za up-
oredno pravo; Kosovska Mitrovica: Filozofski fakultet Univerziteta u Pri$tini, http://
skr.rs/zkHf, Available at: https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzVmKuYYMVVqLUFUR-
WIOUEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05A0qUWoc7gVWNdd50LPFg [In Serbian]

Sutovié, M. (2017). Globalization or colonialism by different means. In: U. Suvakovi¢, V.
Colovi¢, O. Markovi¢ Savi¢ (Eds.) Globalization & Glocalization (982-994). Kosovska
Mitrovica: Filozofski fakultet Univerziteta u Pristini; Beograd: Srpsko sociolosko
drustvo, Institut za politicke studije http://skr.rs/zkYU Available at https://drive.
google.com/file/d/1L50VkL-e_6tONSSmw_W1S4jyTTEvvDF3/view [In Serbian]

Varoufakis, Y. (2021). Techno-Feudalism Is Taking Over, Project Syndicate, Jun 28, http://
skr.rs/zk21

Vidojevi¢, Z. (2020). Neoliberalism does not have to be one’s destiny. In: J. Dusani¢ (2020/3),
With a Book against the Crisis and Benign Stumbles (21-32). Beograd: Filip Visnji¢
[In Serbian]

Vidojevié, Z. (2015). Failures and Alternatives: A Threat of Destruction and Resistance Ethics.
Beograd: Zavod za udzbenike [In Serbian]

Vladusié, S. (2018). Literature and Comments: Instruction for Armed Rebellion, 2™ edition.
Beograd: Sluzbeni glasnik [In Serbian]

Vratusa, V. (2013). Globalization or recolonization? In: V. Vuletié, J. Ciri¢, U. Suvakovi¢ (Eds.)
Globalization and Sovereignty Decline (215-238). Beograd: Srpsko sociolosko drust-
vo, Institut za uporedno pravo; Kosovska Mitrovica: Filozofski fakultet Univerziteta

1190


http://skr.rs/zkQa
http://skr.rs/zkxS
http://skr.rs/zkxS
http://skr.rs/zkx0
http://skr.rs/zkx0
http://skr.rs/zkQM
http://skr.rs/zkD6
http://skr.rs/zkr0
http://skr.rs/zkH0
http://skr.rs/zkQO
http://skr.rs/zkQr
http://skr.rs/zkxU
https://doi.org/10.22182/spm.7732022.1
https://doi.org/10.22182/spm.7732022.1
http://skr.rs/zkHf
http://skr.rs/zkHf
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzVmKuYYMVVqLUFURWl0UEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05AOqUWoc7gVWNdd50LPFg
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzVmKuYYMVVqLUFURWl0UEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05AOqUWoc7gVWNdd50LPFg
http://skr.rs/zkYU
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1L5OVkL-e_6tONSSmw_W1S4jyTTEvvDF3/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1L5OVkL-e_6tONSSmw_W1S4jyTTEvvDF3/view
http://skr.rs/zk2I
http://skr.rs/zk2I

4= HA3AL

@ BACK

Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LVI (2022), no. 4, pp. 1169-1191

u Pristini, http://skr.rs/zkHf. Available at: https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzVm-
KuYYMVVqLUFURWIOUEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05A0qUWoc7gVWNdd50LP-
Fg [In Serbian]

Vratusa, V. (2012). Transition — where from and where to? Beograd: Cigoja $tampa, Institut za
socioloska istrazivanja Filozofskog fakulteta u Beogradu, http://skr.rs/zkRp [In Serbian]

Vratusa, V. (2010). Elites in post-socialism or comprador bourgeoisie in the process of res-
toration of peripheral capitalism? Nacionalni interes, Year 6, no. 3, pp. 51-80, http://
skr.rs/zKR9 https://doi.org/10.22182/ni.932010.2 [In Serbian]

Vratusa, V. (2007). Comprador bourgeoisie. In: A. Mimica, M. Bogdanovi¢ (Eds) Dictionary
of Sociology (248-249). Beograd: Zavod za udzbenike [In Serbian]

Vratusa, V. (1983). Development strategies of developing countries and class interests. In:
M. Rankovi¢ (Ed.) Researching and planning social change and development (158-184).
Beograd: Institut za socioloska istrazivanja Filozofskog fakulteta u Beogradu [In Serbian]

Vuleti¢, V. (2013). Globalization and De-Sovereignization. In: V. Vuleti¢, J. Ciri¢, U. Suvakovié
(Eds.) Globalization and Sovereignty Decline (251-265). Beograd: Srpsko sociolosko
drustvo, Institut za uporedno pravo; Kosovska Mitrovica: Filozofski fakultet Univerziteta
u Pristini, http://skr.rs/zkHf. Available at: https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzVm-
KuYYMVVqLUFURWIOUEtsZms/view?resourcekey=0-05A0qUWoc7gVWNdd50LP-
Fg [In Serbian]

Winn, P. (1976). British informal empire in Uruguay in the nineteenth century, Past and
Present vol. 73, No 1, 100-126.

WB (2020): World Bank, Annual Remittances Data, updated as of April 2020, http://skr.

rs/zkQg
APPENDIX / ITPVJIOT
Tadena 1. Ciiomwnoitipiosurcku gedpuyuiti Cpduje 2000-2020
/ Table 1. Foreign trade deficit of Serbia 2000-2020.

loguHa / Year Ymun. S/inmil. S loguHa / Year Ymun. S/inmil. $
2000. -1.772 2011. -8.081
2001. -2.540 2012. -7.700
2002. -3.539 2013. -5.939
2003. -4.718 2014. -5.351
2004. -7.230 2015. -4.499
2005. -5.979 2016. -4.016
2006. -6.744 2017. -4.923
2007. -9.729 2018. -6.644
2008. -11.902 2019. -7.098
2009. -7.462 2020. -6.732
2010. -6.675 YkyuHo / Total -129.273

VsBopu: / Sources: 2000-2008: Crnomarkovi¢, 2010, p. iii; 2009-2013: SGS, 2014, p. 309; 2014-2018: SGS, 2019,
p- 299; 2019-2020: SGS, 2021, p. 313.
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