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KPU3A 3AIIATIA, OTIIOP PYCUJE U PAT
- TAPAIVITMATUYHE ITPOMEHE CBETA

Caxetak: Kpusa 3amaja ce carnemasa Kpo3 IOCyCTajame MMpemha IOCTMOIEepHe
IapagnrMe Ha He3alafHe JeoBe CBeTa. 3alaj je 3aKopadyio y HOCTMOfiepHY KpajeM 20.
BeKa, Kajia je mudepanma3aM 0CTao jelHNU Y oMM TUIKOM TOJBY, a dymomapan MelhyHapomam
Hopeflak paBHOTEKe CHara 810 cpymreH. JIndepasrHa mocTMOfiepHM3aIMja CBETa, 3aII09eTa
rnodanusanujom, dua je HeyMospyBa. IlocTMopepHY MdepanyusaM ce HaMeTao LieJIoM
CBETY Kao jefTHa UJE0OIIKa MaTPHIIa, a ITT0SaTHO TP/KUIITE U I710damHe KopHoparje
Cy IMKTHpany OfFHOCe y CBeTy. BecTdancku cucrem MelyyHapogHmx offHOCA, Kao jefHa off
IpeoCTaNnX MOJICPHNX KaTeroprnja Koja IofpasyMeBa IIpUMaT CyBepeHe ApKaBe, II04eo
je Hecrajatu. MebyTnm, moh xeremona CAJl, ka0 BOjHOT, IIOIMTUYKOT ¥ MJEOIOUIKOT
3alITUTHMKA IIodau3anyje ¥ HOCTMOEpHe, IIodeNa je ja omazfa 2008. rogmHe (cua y
omazamy). C ipyre cTpaHe, jaB/bao ce OTHOP HaMeTamy MoCTMofiepHe. Pycnja mpBa oHOCH
aHTIwmMdepanHe 1 aHTUITIOdaMU3aMjcKe 3akoHe (2013) ma 3amaj nHo4nbe IOCTMOAEPHY
Kammamy npoTtns Pycrje. CAJl u 3aman, cyouenu ca cee Behnm oTopnma, okpehy ce reo-
HOINTIYKYIM CTpaTerrjaMa 13 neprofa MofiepHe Kako du cauyBau XereMoHujy. IIporus
Pycuje ce reonomuTnyky ynorpedmpapa YkpajiHa (Kao IIOCTMOiepHA TBOPEBMHA Y TT0-
CPeIHNYKOM pary npoTus Pycuje). Pycuja ce MIeonomKy 1 reonoIuTUYKy CYIIPOTCTaB/ba
HoCTMOfepHOM 3anany (YBOAY JYXOBHOCT ¥ TPAIUIINY Y jaBHY Cepy) ¥ TeOTIOMMNTIIKNA
ce aHTaXKyje Ha CTBapamby MY/ITUIIOIAPHOCTY U paBHOTEXe CHara. Pycumja Tako Harymra
3amaz. To cTBapa ipyraunjy mapafurmy, any He camo 3a Pycujy Hero 3a 1jeo cBeT. Y pagy
ce par IocMaTpa Kao IIOC/IeNIa, a He Kao Y3pOK CBeTcKe Kpu3e (Koja je Takobe mocre-
muna). Yspouy cy y HeMoryhHocTu noctmMopepHe (y CBMM HeHNM aclleKTVMa) Jia ce Kao
TapajurMa HaMeTHe I[eIOM CBETY.

Kipyune peun: Pycuja, 3amaz, HocTMOEpHa, TeOIONNTHUKA, Ueonoruja, Mmoh, pat
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YBO[

Bojua nnTepBeHnja Pycuje y Ykpajunn, samodera y pedpyapy 2022, pasoTkpuia je
MHOTO IUTama. Kao mro ncropuja mokasyje a paToBu He u3dujajy nmpeko Hohwu, Beh cy
IPOU3BOJI PasHMX KpM3a M CMEHe eroxa Wiy MehyHapoHIX mopefiaka, Tako je U ,,yKpa-
JUHCKY pat” IIpe MOCIeanIia CBeTCKe Kpl3e, a He ieH y3pok. HapasHo, ncxop para nmahe
TIoCTIefIIe Ha CBeT, KojuMa he ce Kpy3a 3aBpIINTY MIH Ce OIATHO OSTIMKOBATY U YCMEPUTHL.
Jlaxie, pat je pasoTKpyo Kpusy Koja Beh mocroju kao u cMeHy MehyHapogHOr mopeTka.
Y papy ce mokpehe ucTpakuBavko MiTame — KakBa je To Kpusa Koja je Ipoy3poKoBasa
Hajsehm par y EBpomnu off 3aBpureTka JIpyror cBeTckor para.

CBeTcKe Kpyse MOKeMO IIOCMATPaTH y FeOIIONIUTUYIKIM, EKOHOMCKIM, MJIEOTOLIKNM,
KY/ITYPHO-IMBWIM3ALMjCKMM U APYTUM KOHTeKCTUMa. be3 0d3mpa Ha TO KOju KOHTEKCT
aHa/MM3MpaI, JOIA3UMO 1o KaTeropuje Mohu. Onpebene nedunurmje mohu HarmanraBajy
BOjHY 11 eKOHOMCKY Moh npyxase (Waltz, 2008; Mearsheimer, 2017; Prorokovi¢, 2018).
Y ToM cMucITy, TpOMeHa CTPYKTYype U pacIiofierie BOjHe U eKOHOMcKe Mohu nsmeby nprxasa
(mpomena MehyHapogHOT mopeTKa) M3asuBa KpMU3y U Ha Kpajy par. J[Ipyre nedunnmmje
MCTHUYY Jia je MOh IPYIITBEHM IIPOIleC KOjyi KOHCTUTYMIIE IPYIITBEHE UIEHTUTETe 1 Ka-
nanuTeTe cydjekaTa, Tj. Bpum cydjekTuBusannujy y spymrsy (Foucault, 1997; Barnett &
Duvall, 2005; Hard & Negri, 2005). Onor MomenTa kaga Moh rydu cHary cydjektusnsaryje,
Tonasy 1o Kpusa.

C M y Be3n, BOjHa 11 eKOHOMCKa Moh, 1 Moh y cMucy cydjekTuBusanje, He MOTy
ce IIOCMaTpaTy M3BaH UAe0Ioryje Koja je Matpuua (odpasai) aejcrsa mohu. VMneonornja
HaMehe CBOjy CIMKY CTBapHOCTH U caM AMCKYPC, Tako fia je u oHa Moh. [Jakse, Moh, de3
0031pa Ha TO KaKO je pasyMe/iy, y KOpeaLuji je ca UgeonorjoM.

OBaj pax odyxsara odnmactu MehyHapomHux ogHoca (peannsam), UAEONOTHja, Feo-
HONIMTYIKE U HONMUTIYKe Teopuje. [IpBa xunoTesa raacu: 3anap, npegsoben CjequmeHnm
Amepnakum JIp>xaBaMa, Ha/lasy ce y CBEOIIITOj KPU3M KOja Ce MICII0/baBa Kao BOjHa, KO-
HOMCcKa (penmaTuBHO onafame Mohyt CAJl u jasame Mohu ip>kaBa KOHKYpeHara, Iipe cBera
Pycuje n Kune) u xao upneonolka kpusa (kpysa mdepannsma 1 IIOCTMOJIepHe ITapaaurye).
Ysporu kpuse 3amajia ¢y y HeMOryhHOCTM TOCTMOiepHe (Y CBUM HeHUM acIeKTUMa) fia ce
HaMeTHe I1eJIOM CBETY Kao OIIITa mapagurma. [Ipyra xumnoresa riacu: Pycuja ce mojasmyje
Ka0 HOCHJIAI] OTIIOPa HaMeTamby MOCTMOJIepHe IMapaiurMe U midepanuama, Kao ¥ HOCualy
ornopa xereMonuju CAJl (YHUIIONapU3MY 1 FeONOMUTIYKO] Tamacokpatuju). Kpusa 3anazma
u orniop Pycuje ycrnosipaBajy mpoMeHy MehyHapogHOT mopeTka.

Pap, makse, ¥Ma BULIEAVCIUIIIMHAPAH IPUCTYIL. 380T Tora ce 3a pasyMeBarbe Kpyse
3amapa, nosunyje Pycuje, 3a pasymeBame Ipeacka ca yHUIIOTAPHOT Ha MY/ITUIIONIAPHI
HIOpeJaK ¥ CXBaTarba PaTa Koji ce [ielaBa KOPUCTAMO TEOPHjCKO-EMCTEMOIOIIKIM IPIUCTY-
HMMa: TeOpHja peanmsMa, Teopuja cBeTcKux cuctema (Wallerstein) 1 reononuridka Teopuja.
ITopep Tora, BeoMa Ba>kaH TEOPUjCKM IIPUCTYTI je carjiefilaBarbe apafiurMe IoCTMOEepHe,
IbEHMX acleKara 1 floMeTa Ha Kpajy 20. 1 moueTkoM 21. Beka. OCHOBHa MeTOfia y pafiy je
TelyKTUBHA, Y CTPYKTYPa/THOM KOHTEKCTY BPEMEHCKMX €I10Xa ¥ IPOCTOPHE MapajiurMe.
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I[TPOMEHA MEBYHAPOJHOTI ITOPETKA

MebynaponHu nopegax je CTpyKTypa Kojy 4uHe gp>xaBe, Mehycodno pacropehene
0 KOJIMYMHY Mohu KojoM pacronaxy. Ilopex np»xaBa, Kao OCHOBHUX jefIMHNIIA CTPYKTYpe
(y4ecHMKa WM elleMeHTa), II0CTOje 11 Mel)yHapoaHe U TpaHCHAI[MOHAIHE OpraHu3aIyje
Kao ydecHuuu. butHo je ncrahm ga mehyHaponguu nopenax ,,kao meanHa“ geyje Ha CBaKy
np>kaBy. Pacriopenna mohu nsmeby gpsxasa je ,,pacriopena criocodHOCTH, a CTPYKTypa ,,Kao
nemHa“ je cTpykrypucata moh. JlenoBarse cTpykType MehyHapogHOTr IOpeTKa, ,Kao Lie/i-
He", Ha CBe y4YeCHIKe y CTBapH je IejCTBO CTPYKTypucaHe, pacniopebene mohu. Mecto koje
he gp>xaBa 3aysumarn y MehyHapogHOM mopeTky Mohn, ogfHOCHO Moh Jip>KaBe, 3aBICH OF;:
Be/IMYIHE TEPUTOPIje, OPOJHOCTH CTAHOBHMUIIITBA, PACIIONIOXIBOCTH PECYPCa, EKOHOMCKe
CII0COOHOCTH, BOjHE CHare, OMMTHYKe cTaduiHocTy u BeurruHe. Crpykrypa MehyHapogHor
[IOpeTKa, Y K0joj je Moh K/by4Ha, MOBpaTHO yTude Ha jepuHuIe (ap>xaBe), Harpabhyjyhu
VUM Ka)KIbaBajyhy oHaIama Koja Cy, BUIIE MIM Makbe, CarlacHa ca PacIofenoM Mohn
(Waltz, 2008, str. 108-112; Perisi¢, 2020a, str. 43). ,,CTpyKTypa cucTeMa Memba ce 3ajelHO
ca mpoMeHaMa pacrofierie crrocodnocTu usmeby jenuuniia cucrema. [I[pomeHe cTpykrype
Memajy OYeKIBamba Koja MIMaMo 0 ToMe Kako he ce jequHuIle cucteMa MoHAIIATH, Kao U O
ucxonuMma Koje he muxose nHTepakuuje npoussectu” (Waltz, 2008, str. 109).

Y 3aBucHOCTY Of pacnofene Mohy MehyHapogHM nopeny ¢y SUIonapHy, TPUIOIap-
HII, MY/ITUIIONIAPHI, a Kajja je Moh HajBUIIle KOHIIEHTPUCAHA Y je[HOj fPKaBU, TOBOPUMO
o yHunonapHoM nopetky (Dimitrijevi¢ & Stojanovi¢, 1996; Tsygankov, 2003; Monteiro,
2012; Prorokovié, 2018, str. 281-337).

MelyHaponuu moperu ce Membajy, IITO 3HAYM fla Ce Meba CTPYKTypa Mohi, Ha ImTe-
Ty IIPETXOJHOT opeTKa. IIpBo MpeTXOfHY HOpefaK JOo/Ias) ¥ KpUsy, OZHOCHO HOCHOLIN
Mohn Buire Hucy uctn. To n3asnBa pasHe JTOKaTHe U perMOHANIHE KpU3e U paToBe, Kao
u cBetcke cykode. Taxo je kpusa Bepcajckor moperka Tpupecetux roguna 20. Bexa, a 'y
cymrruHy kpusa Mohu B. Bpuranuje u @panirycke, u pact mohu Hemauke, Jarana n CAJI,
JIOBeJIa IO CBETCKOT para.

Teopuja ,,Tpu cBeTa® je d1yta aKTyenmHa TOKOM X/IafHOT paTa (S1IIomapHOr IopeTKa),
nocedHo 3acTymbeHa Meby ayropyuma peanuctuma. Teopuja momasu ox Tora fia je cBet
cTpyKTypucaH o Mohu Ha épeu u gpyiu céeill, a IOCTOju 1 ipehiu céeili Kao IPOCTOP Y
KoMe ce oaBuja dopda 3a moh usmeby mpsor u gpyror cera.

[Tonerna cBeTa Ha TpM Jiea, 3aCHUBA Ce Ha MIPOIIEHN HMBOA HAyYHO-TEXHOJIOIIKOT
HaIIpeTKa, eKOHOMCKe CHare, MHAycTpujanusanuje. [IpBuM cBeToM ce cMarpao 3amaf,
npensober ca CAJI, 1 00yxBaTao je KaMTaIMCTIYKe IpyKaBe ca IMOepaTHO-IeMOKPATCKIM
PeXMMMMa, Ca BUCOKUM IIPUBPENHIM U HAYIHO-TEXHIYKUM PacToM UTH. [Ipyru cBet ce
OJIHOCHO Ha COLIMjalUCTIIKe 3eMbe, mpeasoheHe Cosjercknm CaBesom, a Tpehn je 0dy-
XBaTao 3eM/be Ca HePa3BUjeHOM eKOHOMIJjOM I C/IadOM MHIYCTpPUja/IU3aLjOM, CIIOPUM
HAyYHVM VM TEXHO/IOMIKUM PasBOjeM, aPXaIHNM HOTUTUIKIM MHCTUTYIMjaMa, CTadoM
Ul HEKOMIIETEHTHOM BOjCKOM, a IIPOCTUpao ce y Adpurin u fenosuma Asuje u JIaTuHcke
Awmepuke (Gaddis, 1997; Dugin, 2022b). ,,IIpsu cBeT cede je cmaTpao HeHaZMAIIHIM MO-
J1€7IOM JbY/ICKOT JIPYLITBA, [IPETXOHMLIOM HAIpeTKa U BU/BYMBOT N3Pa3a CYAOMHE YNTaBOT
yoBeyaHcTBa. CMaTpao je fa ipyra iBa cBeTa Tpeda fa CycTUrHy npsu ceet” (Dugin, 2022b).

ITojam apyror cBeTa je BayKaH Kako O1ICMO pasyMeit ia je Moryh pasBoj apyraunju of
nmdepaTHOT KanuTanusMa (IpBor cBeTa), IIpK YeMy ce MOTy mocTuhm pesynraru Koju cy
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yTHOpenyBY ca OHMMA Ha 3amapy. JIpyTu cBeT je MMao MOTeHIMjas 1a e CYPOTCTaBMU IIPBOM
¥ OCIIOPY YHVBEP3a/THOCT HeTOBOT MOJIe/Ia, & TO Ce BULETIO Y eKOHOMCKOM PasBojy, HAyYHOM
HOTEHIIjany, 00pa3oBamby, COLMjaTHO] 3aIUTUTH, YPOAHN3AL[UjI, NHAYCTPHUjaATN3aLUjIL,
uty. ,OBa f1Ba cBeTa Cy dujIa y HecTadMIHOj paBHOTEX, jep je IIPBYU CBET MHCUCTUPAO Ha
CBOjoj HagMohi1, a APYTHM CBET Ce TOMe CYIPOTCTaB/bao AeMMMIYHO ycBajajyhu ofpehene
elleMeHTe eKOHOMIje, TexHonoruje, uta. (Dugin, 2022b). Cymrtuna dunoapHor moperka
je duno cydepaBame nsMebhy mpBor u fpyror cBera, a Tpehu cBer je duo ,,I7TaBHO dOjHO
nosbe“ usmebhy gBe mohum.

Kpajem ocampiecetnx ropiHa 20. BeKa CBET je HOXXMBEO PyIIeke SUIIONapHOT HopeT-
ka. [TpomeHa nopeTka je momua mocie Kpuse Ha VcToky, kama je omana moh CosjeTckor
Casesa (CCCP), mro je y meprony 1989-1991. ne3auHTerpucano Ty gp>xasy. Pycuja je mo-
CTaJla pernoHaIHa CUIa YMjI je yTULIAj 110 OrpaHMYeH Ha Ie0 IOCTCOBjeTCKOT POCTOpa
(Prorokovi¢, 2018, str. 343-344). 3dor mopemehaja paBHOTeXe, y ncTouHoj EBpomu cy
M3OUIIV pa3HM JIOKAJTHY V1 PeIMOHaTHY Cykodu.” [loTafalsy SUIOTapHY TOpejak 3aMerbeH
je YHUIIOZIapHIM, XeTeMOHCKIM IIOPETKOM, Y KojeM je jenHa gpxasa (CAJl) Bpunia Haj-
Beh1t 1eo BOJHOT, TONUTUYKOT, EKOHOMCKOT ¥ KY/ITYPHOT YTHUIIaja Y CBUM JIeTIOBUMA CBETa.

Mebyrum, yHUIIONMapHY Mopefax je BpeMeHCKM Kpahe Tpajao of dunomapHor u
duo je Beoma HecTadwnan.’ Hanme, MHOTYM ayTOpU (TIpe CBera peajncTit) TeOpeTU30Ba/IN
Cy eMIMpHjy YHUIIOTAPHOT opeTKa HaBofehy ma modena 3amana y X1afHOM pary Huje
ZoBena 1o ,Kpaja uctopuje” Hero fo Hectaduanoctu (Waltz, Mearsheimer, Monteiro,
Prorokovi¢). Yaunonapau nopegax je mopeMeTno paBHOTEXY, IIITO je HEMPUPOIHO 32
cTpykTypy. CTpyKTypa je Hemoryha ako mocenyje camo Moh jefHe cBeTCKe cuiIe, Ma je
THMMe YHUIIONapHa CTPYKTypa ocyhena Ha Heycmex (Waltz, 2000; Prorokovi¢, 2018; Perisi¢,
2020a). Emnupuja je mokasana fja je yHUIIONapHM HOPeRaK MOAIOKaH CYKOOMMa, KaKo
YHMIIONA (XereMOHa) ca JpyruM ip>kaBaMa, Tako u usMeby npyrux gpxkasa (Monteiro,
2012). Mupurajmep HaBomy fia cy CAJl kpaTko dule XereMoH, 1 fia Cy ce dp30 HojaBuIe
pernonante cue nsasubaun (Mearsheimer, 2017).

Teopujy cBeTckux cucteMa BanepiuTajH je 3amodeo joir 1976. rogune (Wallerstein,
1976). BaepurrajHoBa Iofjenia cCaBpeMeHOT CBeTa Ha LieHTap (,,je3rpo’), monymnepndepunjy
u nepudepujy (Wallerstein, 2004), ogrosapa mopenu Ha IpBu, Apyru u Tpehu cBer.

Y yHMIOTapHOM IOPETKY, Honynepudepja je odyxBaTana 3eMibe OKO ,,jerpa‘, Koje
CY TEXHOJIONIKY U €KOHOMCKY HacTojase ia Oy/ly Ha HUBOY ,jearpa“. Te semibe cy Tako-
he xanuranucTirake, any npumarobhasajy Mopene KaImTaa3Ma CBOjUM HaIlMIOHATHIM
KapaKTepUCTUKaMA. ,,Y bUMa ce mudepanHa XereMOHHja caMo AeMMUYHO NIPKUXBATa —
HOCeSHO Y eKOHOMMUjM, TEXHOJIOTMjaMa 1 MOJieTMMa MHAYCTPpMjanu3aliyje, TOK IOMUTIY-
KUM CUCTEMOM, KYITYPOM ¥ jaBHOM CBellNy ¥ fla/be TOMUHMPA]jy IOKaIHU MOJeIN KOjU
OfiTOBapajy IPeTKANTATNCTIYKIM WM HEKAIUTaINCTIIKuM Mogemma‘“ (Dugin, 2022¢).

* YV EBpomnu cy ofMax IOoC/Ie pyliemha SUIIoIapHoT mopeTKa Bohenn patosu: pat 3a Haropno-

-Kapadax nsmeby Jepmennje u Asepdejiana (1988-1994), rpabancku paTou Ha noppydjy Susiie
Jyrocmasuje (1991-1995), par y Ilpunmectpospy 1 Monpasuju (1992), par Ipysuje ca oTLeIUbeHUM
penydmukama J. Ocetujom u Adxasujom (1991-1993), Ilpsu yeuencku rpahancku par (1994-1996).
Y cBeTy je IpBU PerMOHAIHY CYKOd IOC/Ie pylierha SUIIOIapHOT opeTka duo par y 3anmsy (Koa-
mumnuja ca CAJl Ha germry nmpoTus Vpaka 1990-1991).

*  BpxyHar yHunonapHor moperka u Mmohu CAJl je arpecuja Ha CPJ 1999. u Ha Vpak 2003. roauHe.
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Osa nonynepudepnja odyxsata Pycujy, Vinaujy n Kuny, passujenuje sempe JlaTuHcke
AMepuke, TocedHO ApreHTHHY U bpasn, ojegnHe McIaMcke 3eMsbe.

YrpaBo MOMMTHKA HEKVX Ap>KaBa 13 nonynepudepuje, mpe ceera Pycuje, y Texxmn
Jla ce pa3BUjajy He3aBMCHO Off HaMepa 3amafia (,,jesrpa“), JoBena je 1o Tora jja ce YHUIIO-
JIapHIM TOpefiaK Hufje oKasao gyrorpajuuM. IIpopokosuh HaBoau fa ce y3pok cTBapama
MYTTHUIIONAPHOCTY Ha/Ia3M ,,y OTPpedy ApyKaBa fla ce 3alITHTe OCUTypaBajyhn HanmoHamHy
de3deHOCT, jep je To mpefycIoB ocTBapema duto KakBux uHTepeca” (Prorokovié, 2018,
str. 342). To 3HauM Ka Heke ipXKaBe, a pe cBera Pycuja, HUCy IpuxBatuie MOSULK)Y LpPy-
ropaspefHe Ip>KaBe y YHUIIONAPHOM IOPETKY, [Ia MaKap OHa d1/Ia 1 pernoHanHa. 3dor
tora je Pycuja, nako ocnadpeHa pasHIM [Ae3MHTETPALIIOHNM IIPOLeCMa IeBeleceTnx
rogyHa, BeoMa dp3o mocie 2000. rofuHe KpeHy/a y jadame Y CTpaTelIKuM odracTnma
(BojHA 1 €KOHOMCKa MOh).

[Tpema ToMe, 3a pasnuky on BanepiurajHa, koju je monynepudepujy u nepudepujy
II0OCMATpao Kao IPMBPEMEHO CTambe HEPa3BJjeHNX APYIITaBa KOja jOLI HUCY YK/byYeHa y
»J€3TPO°, Y MHOTUM 3eM/baMa ToyTyIeprdepije, TOKOM YHUIIOTAPHOT MehyHapoaHor mo-
peTKa, CTBapasa Cy ce yBepema fia je Moryh ipyraunju, He3aBycaH TOK pa3Boja. Taj pa3Boj
»OfI0allyje YHUBEP3aTHOCT KallMTaI3Ma I TndepaHy rmodanusanujy u ofdaiyje mpaso
jesrpa pa dyne crHOHMM 3a dypyhHOCT 11 IIpuMep yHMBep3anHe cynduse. [lonynepudepnja
ce He mocMarpa Kao nocpefnHn ¢penomer usmeby jesrpa u nepucdepuje, Beh kao HesaBucHa
KOMOMHalMja CYIITUHCKOT IMBUIN3ALMjCKOT MAEGHTUTETa KOjU OCTaje HelIPOMelbeH 1
npoueca MogepHusanuje“ (Dugin, 2022¢). To je 3maumno ga Pycuja Tpeda fja ce pasBuja
Y CKJIafly ca CBOjUM KYITYPHO-IMBIIN3ALVjCKIM UILEHTUTETOM, KOjI je IOBE3aH ca pe-
CYPCHO-€KOHOMCKIM IOTEHLIMjaliMa 3eMJ/beE.

KPU3A JIMBEPATHE IIOCTMOJEPHVM3ALVJE CBETA

CMeHa OMIIONAPHOT ITOpEeTKA YHUTIONAPHNM 0de/ieXKeHa je jOIl jeTHOM IPOMEHOM,
KOJIOCA/THOT 3Ha4aja. To je cMeHa BpeMeHCKUX (MCTOPUjCKUX) eIIoXa VI IapafjurMu.
MopepHa emnoxa je kpajem 20. BeKa Jo)KMBe/la CBOj BpXyHal] 11 Kpaj, IIpy 4eMy je, Ipe cBe-
ra, 3amaj yiao y moctMozepHy napagurmy (Giddens,1998; Hard & Negri, 2005; Dugin,
2008; Zunjic’, 2009; Baudrillard, 2009; Epstein, 2010). 3aBpuieTak MOf€EpHe 1 [TOYETaK
IIOCTMOJIEpHE je MCXOJ, CYK0da IIOJIMTUYKIX UIEO0NIOTHja, KOjI je HoXKMBeo BpxyHan y 20.
Beky. VIeornoruje, 1 1UXOBe MHTEpIIpeTalllje, jecy ,paToBY MAeja“ KOj) MMajy HOMIUTUYKY,
COLIMOKYNITYPHY U €eKOHOMCKY AyMeH3ujy. Cykodu upeonoruja ce y CyuITHHU OFHOCE Ha
Moh u yTuiiaj, da kao 1 Kof paToBa OKO TEPUTOPUja M MATEPUjAITHUX PeCypPca, a bUXOBI
ynosu mory durtu Beoma Bucoku (Echevarria, 2008, str. 63).

Vipeonoruje mudepanuama, connjanmusma u armmsmMa y MOJEPHO] eIoXU VIMaJIe Cy
CBOj ITYT MOJIEPHOCTH, CBOje Bep3uje IIporpeca I Kpaja Uciiopiije Kao 3aBpIIeTKa mpoljeca
MmopepHusanyje (Wallerstein, 2005; Dugin, 2008). Ha kpajy 20. Bexa, Kao IOdeHIYKI,
ocTaje camo mudepanusaM Kao Hacnehe nenoxymnue monepte (Dugin, 2008, str. 138-139;
Perisi¢, 2014, str. 99). Pymeme bepimHcKor 31pa je MICTOpMjCKa IPEKPeTHNIA ,,4Mjy eeKTH
IpeBas3yIase CTaHJapAN30BaHe CMeHe eIUTa U MOIMTUYKUX IIaThopMy, Tj. IpoOMeHa
LIe/IOKyITHe IapafurMe NogpasyMeBaa je TEKTOHCKe Ipeodpakaje Ha ersyCTeHIMjaTHOj I
Mmetadusnukoj paan“ (Koljevié, 2019, str. 741). Taxo je Oykyjama ca jenHe cTpaHe y IpaBy
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Kajja TOBOPH O ,,Kpajy UcTopuje” Kao o modefy KanuTanmusMa 1 mmdepante TeMOKpaTje
(Fukuyama, 1989). JIudepanusam je ,,cTBOPMO CTapTHE YC/IOBE 3a U3pacTame IMapagurMe
noctMmopepHe (Dugin, 2008, str. 150), 04HOCHO Iperacka MOfepHe U MHAYCTPIjCKOT
IPYLITBA y IIOCTMOfepHY 1 MH(pOopManuoHo apywTso (Perisi¢, 2014, str. 100).

OHo 1ITO je y mpaKcy 03HaumMIa modefa midepanusma jecte heHOMeH Imodanmsaryje.
JIndepanusam 1 MOCTMOZEPHA Cy PA3OTKPUIN Aa je I7Iodanusanija IpakTUIHa peannsa-
11ja ,ICKOHCKIX IIpeTeH3Nja 3alazia Ha YHUBEeP3aaM3alyji CBOT MCTOPHjCKOT IIPOjeKTa 1
cBor cucrema BpegHocty (Dugin, 2009, str. 132; Perisi¢, 2021, str. 891). Mebytum, ynpaso
TOKOBYU I/I0danusanuje, OfHOCHO, eMIMpHja HacTyIajyhe mocTMofepHe eroxe 1 YHUIIO-
JIApHOT ITOpeTKa, fieManTyjy Oykyjamy u mudepaine. Cer je Beh neBeneceTnx rogyuna 20.
BeKa VIIIa0 y CTame AyOOKe MOMTUYKe I eKOHOMCKe Kpuse, cBe Beher Hacuba, paToBa,
TEPOPU3MA, ,,pATOBA IPOTYB TEPOPU3MA", ,XyMaHUTAPHUX  PATOBA, BOjHUX MHTEPBEHIINja,
eKOHOMCKUX ¥ IOJIMTUYKMX caHKuuja. IIpukasyje ce fa ce ,XyMaHUTapHU PaTOBU BOJE
Ha CTpaHM ,4oBeyaHCTBa" Wwin ,,jodpa“ (Koljevi¢, 2019, str. 745). ,,C TuM y Besy, mpema
HempujaTesby je H03BO/beHO cBe. IIpumepn cy Vpak, ABranucras, Jyrocnasuja, JInuduja,
Cupnja, JlatmHCcKa AMepuka, uty. Pangy ce o mokpeTamy paToBa 13 HEKAaKBUX MOPATHIX
Hauesa Koje je fedmHucao nudepanun 3anan” (Perisi¢, 2014, str. 101). Ha ciienn je Mopa-
Nu3anmja u ,MOCTMONEPHO Ipuderapame OjMOBMMA IIPABJie 1 3714 IITO Ce He Pas/IuKyje
Off ,,HeKaJallmer M031Ba Ha ICTped/berbe HeBepPHMKA M criasbuBame Bemtnia“ (Hard
& Negri, 2009, str. 32).

C mpyre crpaHe, TudepasHa IIOCTMOEPHM3ALN]ja je yBela CBeT Y AeUHUTUBHO
Herupame 1 ofjdalyBambe CBUX KOJEKTVBHUX MAEHTUTETA U BPETHOCTH (13 MOJIepHe 1
npemopepHe ernoxe). He camo perruja u Tpagniyja, Koje cy Ha 3aIafly TOKOM MOJiepHe
CKJIOMbeHe U3 jaBHe cdepe (,Bepa je mpuBaTHa CTBap®), HEroO Haluja U fprkaBa (CyBepeHN-
TeT) II0CTajy KaTeropyje Koje ce cMaTpajy sacTapenum u ogdauyjy ce. Imodanxe xopropa-
IMje IpeysyMajy yIory ip)aBa, y3 ToOpOBO/BHO IIpMXBaTambe BIXOBUX ennta. Ondaryjy
ce ¥ OMOJIOMIKY U IIOJIHY KOJIEKTUBHY MICHTUTETH (IedaK M IeBOjIMIIa — YMECTO HBIUX
HeyTpa/Ha 3aMeHNIIa ,0HO; OTal] 1 MajKa — yMeCTO buX poputesb 1 u 2, uth.). Takobe,
IIOCTMOJIepHA BpIIN ,,0dpTame” IpuBaTHe 1 jaBHe chepe. VIHAMBIUIYaTHOCT, HaJ KOjOM je
JOBEK /10 Cafia B/Iafao (HapOUNTO Y IPEMOJEPHM, A/ IyTO U Y MOAEPHO] eII0XN), ITOCTaje
TO ,,IIITO B/Iafla CaMMM 4oBeKOM . Haronu momnymasajy jaBHy, monmuTudky cdepy, koja je
ouninheHa off KONEKTUBHUX MAEHTUTeTa U BpenHOoCTU. [Ipnmep Tora cy LGBT nmokpertn
KOj¥I CBOjy CEKCYaTHOCT He CaMo Jia jaBHO ITOKa3yjy /ia je ’BIXoBOM nuuHomthy oBrajana
HETO je HAacTOje IIPUKA3aTy Kao IJIaBHO IUTakbe jaBHe cdepe, Tj. HOTUTHKE.

MHore fp>xaBe nomynepudepnje, mpe ceera Pycuja, duse cy y>kacHyTe HOCTMOZIEPHOM,
y CBUM HeHIM AUMeH3HujaMa. 3aTo IOCTeIeHO O3 ! [0 OTIOPA IIOCTMOAEPHN 1 ,,je3Ipy',
1 TO je MoyeTak Kpuse 3anaja. IloctMoziepHa Bullle Hitje yBep/bIBA I HE MOXKe J1a Ce IPH
Ha Lieo cBeT. JIndepasHa xereMOHMja JOKMB/baBa cBOj kpaj (Mearsheimer, 2018), 1 riegamo
» IIOHOBHO pobeme ncTopuje; Kpos Koje ce MOKyIIaBa YCIIOCTABUTY TPAaBIYHYU TTOPEaK
(Koljevi¢, 2022, str. 4). ,,Heonmudepanusmy y Teopuju 1 mpakcu — a IocedHO HaYMHIMA Ha
KOjM je pea/l30BaH KPO3 NOIUTUKY MHTEPBEHIIMIOHM3MA Y JbY/ICKVX IIpaBa — CYIPOTCTaBIIA
ce IOUTHKA CyBEPeHNUTETa y UljeM CPefIUILTY Ce Halasy KOHIIEIIIIMja CaMOYCIIOCTaB/batba
(Koljevi¢, 2022, str. 3-4). Teoctpareruku, CAJl y yHYTpaIlb0j ¥ CIIO/bHOj HOMUTHALM Tyde
norryre Mohu (eKOHOMCKe ¥ BojHe). ,[lodamHo mpepctBo CAJl He caMo Jia je yrposkeHO
Beh je u HajBepoBaTHMje ncTOpujcka kateropuja“ (Prorokovié, 2020, str. 258).

429



Cpban M. Ilepuumh, Kpusa 3aiiaga, oimiiiop Pycuje u paiti - Gapaguimaitiuume dpomere céeiia

Hamnme, nomrynepudepuja (zpyru cBer) HOCTEIEHO ,IpecTaje fa dyme Mebhyerana u
cuBa 3oHa n3Meby ‘mporpeca’ u ‘BapBapcTBa) ‘nyBUIM3anuje’ 1 ‘apxanke, Beh ce ycrocra-
B/ba Kao I0/be CyBepeHMX [IVBIU/IM3aLMja KOje CAMe YCIIOCTaB/bajy OCHOBHE KPUTEpUjyMe,
HOpMe 11 Mepe — ¢ 0031pOM Ha JbYACKY IIPUPOLY, bora, decmpTHOCT, Bpeme, AyLy, Bepy, 0T,
HOPOAMIY, APYIITBO, IPaBLy, pa3Boj nta. CAMO jesrpo TuMe IydM CTaTyC yHUBEP3aTHOT
L//ba M IOCTaje caMo jegHa off nuBwmmsanuja“ (Dugin, 2022¢). Ipyru cBeT Kake fa ,,caMe
3eMJbe jesTpa HUCY allCTPaKTHU NpuMep yHuUBepsanHe dynyhuocrty, Beh camo jeman of
pernoHa Y0BeYaHCTBA, jeffHa O IeTOBUX IIPOBMHIINjA, KOja je HallpaBuIa CBOj U3d0p, amu
Taj 1300p Mopa ocTaTu YHyTap mweHux rpanuna‘ (Dugin, 2022c¢). IIpaBn npumep cHare
nonynepudepuje je Pycuja.

OTIIOP PYCUJE IIOCTMOAEPHOM 3AITALlY

Hecrankom Cosjerckor CaBesa, HACTYIIOM IIOCTMOJIEPHE, YHUIIONAPHOT IIOPETKa 1
xeremonnje CAJI, Pycuja ce neBemeceTnx roguua 20. Beka (,epa Je/plinHa“) ompenennia f1a
nocTaHe fieo 3amnazia. To ce ornefano y Konupamy 3anafHIX MOTUTUYKNX U UJIE0NIOIIKIX
Mopena. HajsupuBuje je dumo y ekoHOMuj, roie je Pycuja op 1992. o 1998. moxmsena
NOTIYHY KPax IOKTPUHOM wiok iriepaiiuje (Zivanov, 2002; Volkonsky, 2002; Brankovi¢,
2007). EKOHOMCKU CYHOBpAT YCIIOBMO je ¥ feMorpadCKu Iafi HecareAMBMX pasMepa
(Perevedencev, 2005; Petrovi¢, 2007; Brankovi¢, 2007).* ¥V crio/pHOj HOMUTUIIN TpO3aniafHa
HOJUTHYKA eNUTa ,0e3 Komedama je Clefna 3alajiHe yTeBe, Kao IpMpemak 3amnaja, He
Oou nmu Tako ode3denmia exonoMcke u monutnuke pusBupenme (Guskova, 2003, str. 315).
Kpajem 1990-ux roguHa II0CTaJjIo je jacHO fia Taj yT Boau Pycujy y HecTaHak. 3amaf
je 3axTeBao fajby NMudepaan3anijy y eKOHOMUjU U JPYLITBY, Y3 UCTOBPEMEHO IINpebe
HATO-a mpema pycKkyM rpaHumama.

Bnapgumup IlytuH je, nocrasmm npepcegauk 2000. ToguHe, MoYeo OIPe3HO Ja ce
IPOTUBY NIPO3ATIAJTHOj OPMjeHTALMjY KOjy Cy IIOCTABIUIIN ,,Tudepanun pedopMaTopu‘.
Ha noueTky ce To oIlefjano y IpuxBaTamy mudepannama y eKOHOMuUjI, anu ga Mocksa
KOHTpouiie cBoje Tepuropuje.’ Mehytum, Iytun je mocrajao cse uppihu y cBojoj
nocsehenoctn cyBepenurery. Pycuja je ca 3amagom fennia mudepanny MAeonoryjy, ajn
je ,O4ajHIYKI JKeJleNa Jia je KoMOMHyje ca cyBepeHuteroM” (Dugin, 2022a). 3dor Tora,
pycka enura 2006. roguHe OCMUIN/bABA IMOIUTUYKY CTPATEINjy 110, KOHTPASUKTOPHUM
Has3BOM — CyBepeHa feMokpatuja (Perii¢, 2015, str. 196-199). Tume je Pycuja sxenena ga
dyne fmeo rmodanHor 3amazia, am CTOBPEMEHO Jia 3aip>Ku cyBepeHuTeT. Veja je duma
ma ce Pycuja mckaxke cyBepeHo, a TO 3Haul fla cayyBa CBOje KYATYPHE U LIMBU/IM3AIIVjCKe
nocedxoctu. Ha Taj HauuH je moverna ja feuHMIIE CBOjy TEONONMUTUYKY U MAEOMOLIKY
Iapagiurmy, Tafia MosHary 1noj, HasusoM Ilyiiuros inan ns 2006-2007. ropune. [Tmanom cy

* BAIT je 1992. mao 3a 70% y ogHocy Ha 1990. ropyny, na du morom duo mpernosnos/beH. Hanmonanuu

npousBof, ca 2.000 Munujapayu amep. fonapa mao je Ha ceera 200 munmjapan. Y nepuogy 1992-1998.
y Pycuju ce 3a 53% nosehana cMpTHOCT MylIKapana, a 3a 23% >xeHa. [IpeBpeMeHO je yMpIIO Ba
MWIMoHa byu (Sonecty, yducrsa u camoyducrsa), 1ok je y IIppoM cBeTckoM pary y Pycuju Ha-
cTpapgano u yMmpio 1,7 muiona syau (Brankovié, 2007, str. 49).

> JIpyru yedeHcku pat (1999-2000) pesy/rTar je TOr KOMIIPOMICA.
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HeUHICaHN IIPAaBLY [e/I0Baba: pa3Boj Pycuje kao mocedHe 1 jeAMHCTBEHE IVMBIIIM3ALIN]C;
3aIITUTA LIe/IOT KY/ITYPHOT IIPOCTOPA, PYCKOT je3NKa, MCTOpUjcKe Tpaaniyje; nosehame
CIIOCOOHOCTH €KOHOMUje, IIOfPLIKOM HayKe, pa3BojeM NHPPACTPYKTYpe, jadyarbeM UH-
BeCTHUIIMja y BICOKMM TeXHomornjama; odesdeherme HOBOr KBanuTeTa XUBOTa rpahana
(moBehame 3apapa, eH3Mja, CTUIICHAM)A); 3alITUTA CyBepeHnTeTa Pycuje, ondpamdene
criocodHocTH 3eMbe 1 0de3debheme mecTa 3a Pycujy y mynrtunonapaom ceery (Perisic,
2015, str. 200; United Russia, 2008). Ilepuop op Ilyiiunosoi iinawa, xpajem 2006, ma ce 10
BOjHE MHTepBeHUMje y YKpajunu 2022. rofgnHe, 03Ha4aBaMo Kao Iepyof, ofiBajama Pycuje
oy tudepasHe 1 aMepuuKe XereMOHMje, Tj. lbeHor ornopa 3amnany (Tadena 1).

Pycnja je TuMe Xenena ja cadyBa CBOj M/ICHTUTET U Pa3Boj (CYBEPEHOCT), y YCIOBMMA
aMepuyKe XereMOHIje M YHUIIONapHOCTU. MebyTuM, To Huje MOITIO yTO Ha ce 3ajpiKitL.
»Vineonornja 3amaza je octasa §ecKOMIIPOMIICHA: OHM KOjJii IIPVXBATAjy /IMdepanusaM Mopajy
ce noBuHoBatu 3anagy” (Dugin, 2022a). Y yHunonapHom mopetky 3amaf je oxpehnsao
»KO je cyBepeH" I ,,KO je JeMOKPATCKIL, ITO je 3Ha4m10 Aa BehuHa semaspa Huje dmta
HesaBycHa. [TocTMO/iepHa e1IoXa je CyBepeHOCT IIPOoracia mpeBasueHoM KaTeropujom,
y KOpMCT HagHanuoHanHnx TBopesuna (HATO, EY, MM®, utp.) u TpaHCHAI[MOHATHUAX
KoMmaHuja. Ha 1ierrom 3amazy fo1wio je o Aerpajialyje KaTeropuja geMoKpaTuje 13 eroxe
MmopepHe. To je carlacHO HacTYIIy IOCTMOJIEpHe Koja ofdalfyje cBe KOJIEKTYBHE KaTeropuje
KOjuMa IIpUIIafia ¥ leMoKparuja. Jlerpamanyja 1eMoKparuje je y IOIUTIUYKO] M COLMjaHO]
numensuju (Perisi¢, 2012, str. 141-142; Bourdieu, 1999, str. 110-111).

ITputncak 3amaza u mocT™MoziepHOCTH Ha Pycujy 6umo je TakaB fia je OHa cBe BuIe
MCTUIAIA [Ia HUje eo 3amaja 11 MOCTMOfepHe eroxe, Beh ga nma cBoj myT passoja. To ce
jacHO moKasano MoHoBHMM n3dopom IlyTuHa 3a mpencenanka Pycnje 2012. roguae. Taga
je rmouena peanusanyja AEONOMKNX Y TeOOUTUYKYX UJieja 3aKOHCKMM NpojekTuMa. Ha
cHary cy 2013. rofiHe CTymuIa iBa 3aKOHA, 3aKOH O OITOBOPHOCTH 3a Bpehame ocehama
BEPHMKA U 3aKOH O 3aIUTUTH Jielie Off IPOIaraH/ie HeTPaJULIMOHATHIX CEKCyaTHUAX OfIHO-
Ca, KOjuM Cy TIpefiBubheHe CaHKIMje 3a IMpere XOMOCeKcyanama Mehy ManoneTHuIMMa
(Perisi¢, 2015). OBa nBa 3ak0Ha IIOKPEHYIA CY 1O Tafa HeBnbheHy aHTU-PYCKy KaMIIakby Ha
3amagy 1 03HaUMIA Cy TOYeTaK yBohema eKOHOMCKMX caHKIMja. To je dusmo 1 oueknBaHo
jep ce Pycuja Tum 3akoHMMa ofBojua off mdepante nocrmonepHe (Tadenma 1).

Onsajame o upeonornje nocrMopepHe [TyTnH je mpepcrasuo u Ha Bangajckom do-
pymy 2013. roguse. IIyTuH je Taga roBOpMO O BPEAHOCTMMA KOje Cy CYIIPOTHE UIEOTOTVjI
HOCTMOJIEPHOT 3amnaja. ,, M1 I71eflaMo KaKo Cy MHOT€ éBPOAT/IAaHTCKE 3eM/be TTOMITIE Iy TeM
OfipMIjaEba Off CBOT KOpeHa, of XpuithaHCKMX BPEHOCTH, KOje Cy Y OCHOBM 3allajiHe [VIBY-
mmsanyje. Ondarfyjy ce MopanHa Hadenna ¥ CBaKy TPaAMIMOHATHY UIEHTUTET: HAI[VIOHATH,
Ky/ITYPHU, PETUTMO3HH, 11a YaK U ceKCyanHu. CIpOBOM Ce MOMUTUKA KOja CTaB/ba y jeflHy
paBaH IIOPOJMILY U MICTOIIOTIHO IIapTHEPCTBO, Bepy y Bora 11 Bepy y carany” (Putin, 2013).
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OTIIOP PYCKE I'EOITIOJIMTUKE TAJTTACOKPATCKO]
TEOITIOJIMTULN 3AITATA

OcHOBHa KapaKTepMCTHKa IIpoIleca ITIOCTMOJIepHE jecTe HeTupame U ofdaIBame
MOZEpHVX U IIPEeMOJIEPHMX KaTeropija, Kao U NOMUTUYKNX npeja (aHTUIIONIUTUKA) U
cTpareryja 13 MofiepHe eroxe. [/odanusariyja je mmperne nudepannu3mMa Ha YUTAB CBET, y
nonynepudepuju u nepudepuju. Mehytum, y ycnoBuma nocreneHor cTBaparma OTIOPa
Pycuje u monynepudepuje, CAJl n 3anan oTKpUBajy U3 ,apceHana“ MofiepHe eroxe K/by4-
He reononuTndke crpareruje. [Ipe cera, mpotus Pycuje ce 0Xx1B/baBajy TamacoKpaTcKe
CTpareruje dpUTaHCKe ¥ aMepudKe FeONOMUTHKe ¢ odeTKa 20. Bexa. Tako je Makunpgep
(Mackinder) y dpuraHckoj reonoNIMTUIIV TOCTABHUO fia 3aIlaf He CMe Jja JO3BOJIN Ja ce
IBe LileHTpanHe fipxase EBpoasuje (Pycuja n Hemauka) mosesyjy u capabyjy (Mackinder,
2009). ®opmynucana je ,cTpaTeruja KOpLoHa®, 0 Kojoj apxkase uctouHe EBpore, of
Bantuukor Mopa Ha ceBepy fo JagpaHckor u Erejckor Ha jyry, He cMejy fa Syay mop,
yrunajeM uu Hemauke, uu Pycuje (CosjeTckor Casesa) (Mackinder, 2009; Perisi¢, 2022,
str. 44; Prorokovi¢, 2022, str. 747). Tako cy CA]l HacTaBuIe Ja CIIpOBOfie OPUTAHCKY Ta-
JTACOKPATCKY IeOTIONMTHKY M3 MOJIepHe eroxe — Ja KOPAoH y ucTouHoj EBporm Tpeda fa
omoryhu ,,yknnmasame“ y EBpoIy HeeBpOIICKIX 3eMajba 113 IIOMOPCKOT CBETA, IIpe CBera
CAJI. Tume ce EBpomna pacnionyhyje Ha 1Ba fjena, u cripedaBa ce [ja ce TeOIOIUTUYKY yje-
[VHI Y jeOMHCTBEH KOHTMHEHTaHU pocTop u caBes (Perisi¢, 2022, str. 44). Brxexxuncku
(Brzezinski) je y ToM ,koppoHy“ ynpaBo YKpajuHy odeexkuo kao 3eM/by Kojy Tpeda
onsajaTy off Pycuje, jep ,,ykonuko du moBpaTuIa KOHTPOIY Haj YkpajunoM, Pycuja du
jol yBeK MoIIa ia Syfie Nvfiep jefHe omTydHe eBpoasujcke ummepuje” (Brzezinski, 1999,
str. 89). ,Hapauyacrom pesonyunjom” y Kujepy 2004. roguse cBuMa je d1to jacHO Koju
je TeonmonUTUYKY LM/b 3amajia.

Ilyimiunos tinan kpajem 2006, roBop y Munxeny 2007. rofiHe, modeny Cy IocTeneHe
U3rpajiibe reornoUTIKE Ha TEMETbY 3alITUTE CyBEPEHUTETA, KY/ITYPHE U IVBU/IU3ALN]CKeE
nocedHocTn. IIpecynHa roguHa xafga Pycmja kao cBeTCKa C1yTa IIOHOBO CTYTIA Ha CIIeHY
MebynaponHux ogHoca jecte 2008. rogmHa. Tana oHa mounmse ga ocropasa CjegymbeHnM
IpxaBama craryc cynepcute (Tadena 1). Pycuja je Te rogune nopasuna Ipysujy, koja
je Bopgmna mocpegHNYky pat. Ogmax mocse tora Pycuja je npusnana Jyxuy OceTnjy u
Adxasnjy xao HesaBucHe fApxKaBse. [lakie, Pycuja je HaMeTHYIa CBOje jeFHOCTPAHO pelile-
e U OIIOKMpasIa aMepUYKo HaMeTarbe je[fHOCTPaHOTr pelllerba HanafnoM [pysuje Ha Jy>xHY
Ocetujy n Adxasujy. To je duo npsu mopasz CAJJ op ycrocrapjbarba YHUIIOTAPHOT IIOPETKa.
»YKOJIMKO jeHa [jp)KaBa Koja IIpeTeH/yje Ha CTaTyC Cylepcuie Hije CIocodHa Jia faje
K/by4YHe MIMITyJ/ICe PEIMOHAIHOj de3deHOCHOj AMHAMULIN 1 TaKo od/nuKyje MehyHaponHe
ofHOCe, OHfIa oHa Iydu Taj ctaryc” (Prorokovié, 2018, str. 346).

Ynopepo, Pycuja je y EBponu noxkpenyna cTpaTellKy eHepreTCKy MHULMjaTUBY
(CeBepHU TOK, Jy»HM TOK, KacHUje TypCKU TOK) Kao aKTep KOju MOXe Jla TapaHTyje
eHepreTcky desdennocrt nemoj Esporm. To je 1 y nuipy nsrpajime HOBUX eKOHOMCKUX
caBe3a 'y EBpoasuju u cripeyaBarma reONOMINTIYKOT orpaHndaBama Pycuje (Perisic, 2016;
Prorokovi¢, 2018). Y npocropy EBpoasuje Pycuja mounise eKOHOMCKY 11 BOjHY MHTerpa-
nujy npexo EBpoasujckor ekonomckor caesa (EEC) n Opranmusanuje o KOIeKTUBHO]
desdepnoctu (OIKB), xao 1 ekoHOMCKY 1 de3degHOCHY capanmy y okBupy IIIOC-a,
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IITanrajcke opranusanyuje 3a capagmy (Peridi¢, 2015, str. 258-266). Ypaso je IIOC mpu-
Mep Kako 3emsbe nonymnepudepuje y EBpoasuju HacToje fa ce y pelraBamy CTPaTelIKNX
IITaka OJBOje Off Pellierha Koje HYAM ,,jesrpo” (mpBu cBet — 3anaz). OunrienHy npumMep
€KOHOMCKOT OKYII/batha IoTytepudepuje MIUMO MexaH13aMa us ,jesrpa” jecre u BPVKC.
Y nuTamy je eKOHOMCKa opranmsaniuja, ocuosana 2006. y Caukt Iletepdypry, y kojoj
Pycuja ca octanum wiaHuIama yrpo>kaBa eKoHoMcKu npumar 3amazga.® BPVKC je 2022.
rofyHe 0010 3aXTeB 3a ywIamemwe off ApreHTuHe, Vpana, Caygujcke Apaduje, Typcke,
Amxupa n Ernnira - Takobe semaspa 13 nonynepudepuje.

PymremeM omTHyYKoOr 11 IpaBHOT cucTeMa YKpajure 2013-2014. (,,MajgaH peBoIyLy-
ja“), CAIl u 3amaz op, YKpajiHe IpaBe HOBY IIOCTMOJIEPHY TBOPEBIHY Kao ,,aHTH-Pycujy“’
3dor Tora je Pycuja Bpatuna Kpum y cBoj cactas 2014. rogyHe 1 nomoria Jlomenky u
JIyrancky odmact fja oncrany y rpabanckom pary Koju je yCIenuo mocie pyuierha momu-
TUYKOT cHcTeMa YKpajiHe. Mocksa je 2014. roguse odjaButa HOBY Bojuy gokitipury P®.
Y poxrpunu ce HATO npsu nyT jacHo oppebyje xao Herpujaterb Pycuje, a npoumpuBame
HATO-a kao gupexTHa BojHa IpeTma. [IpeMa noxTpunu, Pycuja sagpxasa mpaso fga Ha
KOHBEHIIMOHAJIHY HallaJl Oir0BOPMU yIoTpedoM HykIeapHor opy>kja (Military Doctrine,
2014, sec. 12 and 27).

Pycuja je cnpeunna sojuy unrepsenuujy CAJl u 3anazsa na Cupujy, u sajegHo ca
Kunowm u Vipanom HarnpaBuia paBHOTeXY cHara. KoHauHO, BOjHOM MHTepBeHIjoM 2015.
ropune y Cupuju Pycuja je y Benmuxoj mepu uctucnyna CAJl us ror mpocropa. ,,Jla je Pycuja
nopakeHa y Cupnju, meHa mosumja y Ykpajuau Ou Takohe dmma HapymieHa, yces yera
du duo mosefen y mutame u craryc Benuke cuie” (Prorokovié, 2018, str. 350). Koxauno,
BOjHOM MHTepBeHIMjoM y YKpajunu 2022. rogune, Pycuja saycTaB/ba TalmacoOKpaTcKy
eKcraHsujy y EBpoasuju u mpaBu pagMKaaHM PacKuf ca 3amagoM.

YMECTO 3AK/bYYKA:
ITAPAINTMATUMYHE ITPOMEHE

Ily>xe of jemHe nelleHMje ofBMja ce Cyde/baBambe MudepanHe ITOCTMOfiepHe (YHUIIO-
JIApHOCT U I7I00a/IN3aM) ca CyBepeHn3MoM (MynTunonapHoct). Cyde/baBarbe je CBOjeBpCHa
Kpu3a 3anafia, jep ce KpajeM 20. Beka Hije yOuaBao HUKaKaB OTIIOP TUOepaHOj ¥ aMepIIKOj
XereMOHNjY, Kao IJIAaBHUM CTPyKTypama Mohu y csery. MehyTtum, mudepanum nopenax

¢ ExoHoMcku notenuyjan bpasuna, Pycuje, Mupnje, KiHe je Takas ja 0OBe 3eM/be 3ay3UMajy IPEKO

25% cBeTCKe KOITHeHe MOBpIINHe, 40% CTAHOBHUINTBA U YIeCTBYjy y rmodamnom BIIIT 31,5%, mTo
je sehu ymeo BAII Hero mro nMajy sembe I'7. OBe yetTupnu 3empe cy Mehy Hajsehum u Hajdpxe
pacTyhuM TpxMIITMMA Y CBETY.

7 TlocTMOfepHH MpojeKaT ,aHTu-Pycuja” odyxBara HACUIHY YKpajuHuU3anujy u pycododujy.
CrpoBozy je enTa Koja MMa CBOj HAIVIOHA/IMCTUYKY Y HEOHAIIMCTIYKY JIe0, 3aCTYI/beH Ha 3alajy
Ykpajue, ca ieHTpoM Y JIaBoBY, 11 mudepaHoO-3anabadky ieo y KujeBy U LieHTpaTHUM pervioHnMa
sembe. Enmuty y Kujey unne npucranuue EY n npema Pycuju ce omHoce HenpujaTe/bCcKn — ,Kao
mpeMa Tyhoj semsbu, TyheM McTopujckoM NyTy M HauMHy XuBoTa’. JIndepanHa opujeHTanuja ca
YKPajUHU3aL1joM Cy TapaHInja fa , Ykpajuna Hehe durtu Pycuja“ ,,Yrpaso je Ta npueonoruja Haj-
omacHyja (onmacHMja off YKpajHHCKOT HallMOHA/IN3Ma Kao TaKBOT), a 3ajefJHO Ca HbJIM YMHU UIejHY
OCHOBY HaHalle pycopoduje” (Perisi¢, 2015).
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IOXXMB/baBa Kpaj. Y MOMEHTY Kajia je ,,)Keneo fja dyae ToTanusyjyhu ofjefHoM n3HeHana
USBUPY U UPOWOCT U cagauiroociii u §ygyhmocii — u wuxosa ucipeineitianocii” (Koljevié,
2021, str. 12). Torasu go npomeHa y MehyHapopgHoM mopeTky mosparkom Pycuje. IoBparak
Pycuje je u tiospaitiax ucitiopuje (Perisi¢, 2020b). Taj moBparax je osHauno fa ce cBeT okpehe
cyBepeHI3My. Bpaha ce ayTroHOMMjU 11 Ky/ITypHO- IVIBWIN3ALVCKOj pasIMIUTOCTI. Ped je
0 IOYeTKY ,,camoycnocraspama“ (Koljevi¢, 2021). One ycocTaB/bajy CBoje KpUTEpujyme
U HOpMe — ,,C 083MpPOM Ha JBYACKY Ipupopny, bora, decMpTHOCT, Bpeme, Aymy, Bepy, MO,
HOPOANLY, APYIITBO, IIPaBAYy, passoj uta.“ (Dugin, 2022c).

I'modamnu cykod 3amag-Pycuja roBopu fia je Pycuja y meMy KOHaYHO pacKMHYy/Ia ca
3amazioM (»jesrpoM®), mudepasHOM OCTMOLEPHOM U aMepUYKOM XereMOoHMjoM. Pycuja
je ;yro moKyImapara /ja OAp;KM KOHTAKT ca 3aIazioM, Ca IerOBUM TeXHOJOTHjaMa, Ca mhe-
TOBMM IIpaBWIMMA 1 pa3HuM ¢popMatuMa (opramsanujama). Pat Ha moppyuyjy ucroune
Espore je Te Bese cpymmo. Pycuja je Hanyctuna 3anaz. C TUM y Be3u, MOPaMo Jla pa3yMeMo
byHIaMeHTaNTHY YMHEHNITY /]a PYCKO pacKMfiame ca 3aIrajioM 1 Mudepanu3MoM Mapajiur-
MaTWYHO I'pajiy ipyradmje Mosuuyje 1 OFHOCE, anu He caMo 3a Pycujy Hero 3a 1jeo cBer.
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Abstract: The crisis of the West is perceived through the diminishing expansion of
the postmodern paradigm to the non-Western parts of the world. The West entered the
postmodern at the end of the 20th century, when liberalism remained alone in the political
field, while the bipolar international order of the balance of power was destroyed. Liberal
postmodernization of the world, initiated by globalization, was adamant. Postmodern
liberalism imposed itself to the whole world as the only ideological matrix, whereas the
global market and global corporations dictated the relations in the world. The Westphalian
system of international relations, as one of the remaining modern categories implying the
primacy of the sovereign state, began disappearing. However, the power of the hegemon
USA as a military, political and ideological protector of globalization and postmodern,
began dwindling in 2008 (a declining power). On the other hand, resistance emerged to the
imposition of the postmodern. Russia was the first to adopt anti-liberal and anti-globaliza-
tion laws (2013), which prompted the West to start a postmodern campaign against Russia.
The USA and the West, faced with the increasing resistance, resort to geopolitical strategies
from the period of the modern in order to preserve hegemony. Ukraine (as a postmodern
creation in the mediation war against Russia) is geopolitically used against Russia). Russia
opposes the postmodern West ideologically and geopolitically (by introducing spirituality
and tradition in its public sphere) and it is geopolitically engaged in creating multipolarity
and the balance of power. In this manner, Russia leaves the West. That creates a different
paradigm, not only for Russia, but for the whole world. The paper considers the war a con-
sequence and not a cause of the world crisis (which is also a consequence). The causes lie
in the inability of the postmodern (in all its aspects) to impose itself onto the whole world.
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INTRODUCTION

Russia’s military intervention in Ukraine starting in February 2022 has revealed a
number of questions. Since history shows that wars do not break out overnight but are a
product of different crises and change of epochs or international orders, the “Ukrainian war”
is rather a consequence of the world crisis, and not its cause. Of course, the outcome of the
war will affect the world, and the consequences will lead to the end of the crisis or further
shape and direct it. Namely, the war has revealed the crisis that already existed, as well as
the change of the international order. This paper will raise the research question — what
kind of crisis has caused the greatest war in Europe since the end of the Second World War.

We can perceive world crises in geopolitical, economic, ideological, cultural-civili-
zational and other contexts. Regardless of the analyzed context, we reach the category of
power. Certain definitions of power emphasize military and economic power of the state
(Waltz, 2008; Mearsheimer, 2017; Prorokovi¢, 2018). In that respect, the change of struc-
ture and distribution of military and economic power among the states (the change of the
world order) causes a crisis and subsequently a war. Other definitions stress that power is
a social process constituting social identities and capacities of the subjects, i.e., performs
subjectivization in society (Foucault, 1997; Barnett & Duvall, 2005; Hard & Negri, 2005).
At the moment when power loses its strength of subjectivization, crises emerge.

To that end, military and economic power, and power in terms of subjectivization,
cannot be observed outside the ideology as a matrix (patter) of the effect of power. The
ideology imposes its own image of reality and the discourse itself, so that it is power as well.
Therefore, power, regardless of how we may understand it, correlates with the ideology.

This paper covers the fields of international relations (realism), ideologies, geopolitics
and political theory. The first hypothesis is: the West, led by the United States of America,
is undergoing an overall crisis that is manifested as a military crisis, an economic crisis
(relative decline of the US power and the strengthening power of its rival states, primarily
Russia and China) and as an ideological crisis (the crisis of liberalism and the postmodern
paradigm). The causes of the crisis of the West lie in the inability of the postmodern (in
all its aspects) to impose itself onto the whole world as a general paradigm. The second
hypothesis is: Russia appears as the bearer of resistance to the imposition of the postmodern
paradigm and liberalism, as well as the bearer of resistance to the hegemony of the USA
(unipolarity and geopolitical thalassocracy). The crisis of the West and Russia’s resistance
lead to the change of the international order.

Therefore, the paper has a multidisciplinary approach. That is why for understanding
the crisis of the West, Russia’s position, the shift from the unipolar to multipolar order, as
well as for understanding the war currently taking place, we use theoretical-epistemolog-
ical approaches: the theory of realism, the theory of world systems (Wallerstein) and the
geopolitical theory. Moreover, a very important theoretical approach is the perception of
the postmodern paradigm, its aspects and accomplishments at the end of the 20th and the
beginning of the 21st century. The basic method in the paper is deductive, in the structural
context of time epochs and spatial paradigm.

436



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LVII (2023), no. 2, pp. 424-448

CHANGE OF THE INTERNATIONAL ORDER

The international order is a structure composed of the states, mutually distributed by the
amount of power they possess. Apart from the states as basic units of structure (participants
or elements), there are also international and transnational organizations as participants. It
is important to emphasize that the international order “as a whole” affects every state. The
distribution of power among the states is the “distribution of abilities”, while structure “as a
whole” is structured power. The effect of the structure of the international order “as a whole”
on all the participants is actually the effect of structured, distributed power. The place to
be taken by the state in the international order of power, i.e., the power of a certain state,
depends on: the size of the territory, population numbers, availability of resources, economic
capacities, military power, political stability and skills. The international order structure,
in which power is of key importance, in turn affects the units (the states) by rewarding or
punishing behaviours that are, more or less, in line with the distribution of power (Waltz,
2008, pp. 108-112; Perisi¢, 2020a, p. 43). “The system structure changes together with the
changes in the distribution of capacities among the system units. Changes of the structure
change the expectations we have about how the system units will behave, as well as about
the outcomes produced by their interactions” (Waltz, 2008, p. 109).

Depending on the distribution of power, international orders are bipolar, tripolar
or multipolar and, when power is concentrated mostly in one state, we call it the unipolar
order (Dimitrijevi¢ & Stojanovi¢, 1996; Tsygankov, 2003; Monteiro, 2012; Prorokovi¢,
2018, pp. 281-337).

International orders change, which means that the structure of power also changes
at the expense of the previous order. First of all, the previous order enters a crisis, and the
bearers of power are no longer the same. It causes different local and regional crises and
wars, as well as world conflicts. That is how the Versailles order crisis in the 1930s, in fact
the crisis of power of Great Britain and France, and increasing power of Germany, Japan
and the USA, led to the world war.

The “three worlds” theory was current during the Cold war (bipolar order), particularly
widespread among the authors of realism. The theory starts from the world being structured
by power into the first and the second world, while there is also the third world as the space
in which the struggle between the first and the second worlds takes place.

The division of the world into three parts is founded on the assessment of the level of
scientific-technological progress, economic strength, and industrialization. The West led
by the USA was considered the first world and it covered the capitalist states with liber-
al-democratic regimes, with high economic and scientific-technical growth etc. The second
world referred to the socialist countries led by the Soviet Union, while the third included
the countries with underdeveloped economies and poor industrialization, slow scientific
and technological development, archaic political institutions, weak and incompetent army
- and it stretched across Africa and parts of Asia and Latin America (Gaddis, 1997; Dugin,
2022b). “The first world considered itself an unrivalled model of human society, precursor
or progress and a visible expression of the destiny of entire humanity. It also thought that
the other two worlds should catch up with the first world” (Dugin, 2022b).
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The concept of the second world is important for understanding that it is possible to
have development different from liberal capitalism (the first world), whereas results can
be achieved that are comparable to those in the West. The second world has the potential
to oppose the first and to question the universality of its model, which could be seen in
economic development, scientific potential, education, social protection, urbanization,
industrialization etc. “These two worlds were in unstable balance, because the first world
insisted on its superiority, while the second world opposed it by partially adopting certain
elements of economy, technology etc” (Dugin, 2022b). The essence of the bipolar order was
the confrontation of the first and the second worlds, while the third world was the “main
battlefield” between the two powers.

At the end of the 1980s, the world experienced the collapse of the bipolar order.
The change of the order ensued after the crisis in the East, when the power of the Soviet
Union (USSR) declined, which disintegrated that country in the period 1989-1991. Russia
became a regional power with the influence limited to the part of the post-Soviet territory
(Prorokovi¢, 2018, pp. 343-344). Due to the balance disorder, various local and regional
conflicts broke out in East Europe.? The former bipolar order was replaced by the unipolar,
hegemon order, in which one country (the USA) exercised the largest part of the military,
political, economic and cultural influence in all parts of the world.

However, the unipolar order lasted shorter than the bipolar one and was rather unsta-
ble.* Namely, many authors (primarily realists) theorized the empirics of the unipolar order,
stating that the victory of the West in the Cold war did not lead to the “end of history” but
to instability (Waltz, Mearsheimer, Monteiro, Prorokovi¢). The unipolar order disturbed
the balance, which is unnatural for the structure. The structure is impossible if it has the
strength of only one world power, and thus the unipolar structure was doomed to failure
(Waltz, 2000; Prorokovi¢, 2018; Perisi¢, 2020a). The empirics showed that the unipolar order
was subject to conflicts, both of the unipole (hegemon) with other countries, and among
other countries (Monteiro, 2012). Mearsheimer says that the USA acted as a hegemon
for a short time and soon regional powers as challengers appeared (Mearsheimer, 2017).

The world systems theory was initiated by Wallerstein as early as 1976 (Wallerstein,
1976). His division of the modern world into the centre (“the core”), semi-periphery and pe-
riphery (Wallerstein, 2004) corresponds to the division into the first, second and third worlds.

In the unipolar order, the semi-periphery covered the countries around the “core’,
which tried to be at the level of the “core” in technological and economic terms. Those coun-
tries are also capitalist, but they adjust capitalism models to their national characteristics.
“In them, liberal hegemony is only partly accepted - especially in economy, technologies
and industrialization models, while the political system, culture and public conscience are

2 In Europe, immediately after the collapse of the bipolar order, several wars were waged. The war

for Nagorno-Karabakh between Armenia and Azerbaijan (1988-1994), civil wars in the territory of
ex-Yugoslavia (1991-1995), the war in Transnistria and Moldova (1992), Georgia’s war against the
breakaway republics of South Ossetia and Abkhazia (1991-1993), and the first Chechnya civil war
(1994-1996). In the world, the first regional conflict after the collapse of the bipolar order was the
Gulf War (the coalition led by the USA against Iraq, 1990-1991).

> The unipolar order and power of the USA culminated in the aggression against the Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia in 1999 and Iraq in 2003.
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still dominated by local models that correspond to pre-capitalist or non-capitalist models”
(Dugin, 2022c¢). This semi-periphery includes Russia, India and China, develop countries
of Latin America, in particular Argentina and Brazil, and some Islamic countries.

It is exactly due to the politics of some countries from the semi-periphery, primarily
Russia, striving to develop independently of the intentions of the West (“the core”), that the
unipolar order did not turn out to be long-lasting. Prorokovi¢ states that the cause of the
creation of multipolarity lies “in the need of the countries to protect themselves by ensur-
ing national security, because it is the prerequisite for realizing any interests” (Prorokovi¢,
2018, p. 342). It means that some countries, primarily Russia, did not accept the position of
the second-class country in the unipolar order, even the regional one. That is why Russia,
although weakened by various disintegration processes in the 1990s, very soon after 2000
started strengthening its strategic areas (military and economic power).

Therefore, unlike Wallerstein, who saw the semi-periphery and the periphery as a
temporary state of underdeveloped societies that had not yet been included in the “core”,
in many countries of the semi-periphery, at the time of the unipolar international order,
beliefs emerged that a different, independent course of development was possible. That
development “rejects the universality of capitalism and liberal globalization and rejects the
right of the core to be a synonym for the future and an example of universal destiny. The
semi-periphery is not seen as an indirect phenomenon between the core and the periph-
ery, but as an independent combination of the essential civilizational identity that remains
unaltered and the modernization process” (Dugin, 2022¢). It meant that Russia should
develop in line with its cultural-civilizational identity, which was related to the country’s
resource-economic potential.

CRISIS OF LIBERAL POSTMODERNIZATION
OF THE WORLD

The replacement of the bipolar order by the unipolar one was marked by yet an-
other change of colossal importance. It is the change of temporal (historical) epochs or
paradigms. The modern epoch at the end of the 20" century had its culmination and end,
whereas the West first entered the postmodern paradigm (Giddens,1998; Hard & Negri,
2005; Dugin, 2008; Zunji¢, 2009; Baudrillard, 2009; Epstein, 2010). The end of the modern
and the beginning of the postmodern is the outcome of the conflict of political ideologies
culminating in the 20th century. Ideologies and their interpretations are “wars of ideas” with
political, socio-cultural and economic dimensions. The conflicts of ideologies essentially
refer to power and influence, just as with wars over territory and material resources, and
their stakes can be quite high (Echevarria, 2008, p. 63).

The ideologies of liberalism, socialism and fascism in the modern epoch had their
path of modernity, their own version of progress and the end of history as the end of the
modernization process (Wallerstein, 2005; Dugin, 2008). At the end of the 20™ century, only
liberalism, being victorious, remains as the legacy of the overall modern (Dugin, 2008, pp.
138-139; Perisi¢, 2014, p. 99). The destruction of the Berlin wall is the historical turning
point “whose effects exceed the standardized changes of elites and political platforms, i.e.,
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the change of the entire paradigm implied tectonic transformations at the existential and
metaphysical levels” (Koljevi¢, 2019, p. 741). Therefore, Fukuyama is, on the one hand, right
when he speaks of the “end of history” as the victory of capitalism and liberal democracy
(Fukuyama, 1989). Liberalism ,,created the starting conditions for the growth of the post-
modern paradigm” (Dugin, 2008, p. 150), i.e., the transition of the modern and industrial
society into the postmodern and informational society (Perisi¢, 2014, p. 100).

What the victory of liberalism marked in practice is the phenomenon of globalization.
Liberalism and the postmodern revealed that globalization was the practical realization
of “primeval pretensions of the West to the universalization of its historical project and
its value system” (Dugin, 2009, p. 132; Perisi¢, 2021, p. 891). However, it is the very flows
of globalization, or the empirics of the oncoming postmodern epoch and unipolar order
that deny Fukuyama and liberals. In the 1990s, the world already entered the state of deep
political and economic crisis, increasing violence, wars, terrorism, “wars against terrorism’,
“humanitarian” wars, economic and political sanctions. It is stated that “humanitarian”
wars are waged in favour of “humanity” or “good” (Koljevi¢, 2019, p. 745). “In that respect,
everything is allowed against the enemy. The examples are Iraq, Afghanistan, Yugoslavia,
Libya, Syria, Latin America etc. “It means starting wars from certain moral principles de-
fined by the liberal West” (Perisi¢, 2014, p. 101). On the scene, there are moralization and
»postmodern resorting to the concepts of justice and evil’, because there is no difference
from the ,,former call for exterminating non-believes or for burning witches” (Hard &
Negri, 2009, p. 32).

On the other hand, liberal postmodernization has led the world into the definite
negation and rejection of all collective identities and values (from the modern and pre-
modern epochs). Not only religion and tradition, which were removed from the public
sphere in the West during the modern (“religion is a private matter”), but also nation and
state (sovereignty) become the categories considered obsolete and thus they are rejected.
Global corporations assume the role of the states, with the willing acceptance of their elites.
The biological and gender collective identities are also rejected (boy and girl - instead, the
neutral pronoun “it”; father and mother - instead, parent one and two etc.) In addition,
the postmodern “reverses” the private and the public spheres. Individuality, which was
previously governed by man (especially in the premodern, but also in the modern epoch for
along time), becomes “what man himself is governed by”. Instincts fill the public political
sphere, which has been cleaned of collective identities and values. It is illustrated by LGBT
movements that not only express their sexuality publicly and their personality is ruled by
it, but they also strive to show it as the main issue of the public sphere, i.e., politics.

Many countries of the semi-periphery, primarily Russia, were appalled by the post-
modern, in all its dimensions. That is why resistance gradually emerged to the postmodern
and the “core”, and that was the beginning of the crisis of the West. The postmodern is no
longer convincing and it cannot expand into the whole world. Liberal hegemony meets its
end (Mearsheimer, 2018) and we see “the ‘repeated birth of history, through which an attempt
is made to establish a more just order” (Koljevi¢, 2022, p. 4). “In theory and practice — and
particularly in the ways in which it was realized through the politics of interventionism and
human rights — neoliberalism was opposed by the politics of sovereignty, with the concept
of self-establishment in its centre” (Koljevi¢, 2022, pp. 3-4). In geostrategic terms, the USA
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lose its levers of power (economic and military) in the home and foreign politics. “Global
leadership of the USA is not only threatened, but it is most probably a historical category”
(Prorokovi¢, 2020, p. 258).

In fact, the semi-periphery (the second world) gradually “ceases to be an inter-stage
and a grey zone between ‘progress’ and ‘barbarianism), ‘civilization’ and ‘archaic, but is
established as a field of sovereign civilizations that establish the basic criteria, norms and
measures on their own - taking into account the human nature, God, immortality, time,
soul, creed, gender, family, society, justice, development etc. The core itself thus loses the
status of a universal goal and becomes only one of civilizations” (Dugin, 2022c). The second
world says that “the very countries of the core are not an abstract example of the universal
future, but only one of the regions of humanity, one of its provinces, which has made its
choice, but that choice must remain within its boundaries” (Dugin, 2022c). Russia is a true
example of the strength of the semi-periphery.

RUSSIA’'S RESISTANCE TO THE POSTMODERN WEST

After the disappearance of the Soviet Union and the emergence of the postmodern,
the unipolar order and the US hegemony, Russia decided to become part of the West in
the 1990s (“Yeltsin’s era”). It implied copying Western political and ideological models.
It was most visible in economy, where Russia failed completely through the doctrine of
shock therapy between 1992 and 1998 (Zivanov, 2002; Volkonsky, 2002; Brankovi¢, 2007).
The economic collapse also led to the demographic drop of unfathomable proportions
(Perevedenceyv, 2005; Petrovi¢, 2007; Brankovi¢, 2007).* In foreign politics, the pro-West-
ern political elite “unhesitatingly followed the Western paths, like a sycophant of the West,
in order to ensure economic and political dividends” (Guskova, 2003, p. 315). At the end
of the 1990s, it became clear that this road took Russia towards disappearance. The West
demanded further liberalization in economy and society, with the concurrent NATO ex-
pansion towards Russian borders.

Having been elected president in 2000, Vladimir Putin started cautiously opposing the
pro-Western orientation imposed by “liberal reformers” In the beginning, it was reflected
in the acceptance of liberalism in economy, but also in Moscow controlling its territories.”
However, Putin became tougher and tougher in his commitment to sovereignty. Russia
shared the liberal ideology with the West, but it “desperately wanted to combine it with
sovereignty” (Dugin, 2022a). Therefore, in 2006 the Russian elite devises a political strate-
gy with a contradictory name - sovereign democracy (Perisi¢, 2015, pp. 196-199). In that
way, Russia wanted to be part of the global West, but at the same time keep its sovereignty.
The idea was for Russia to act in a sovereign manner, which meant preserving its specific
cultural and civilizational features. In that manner, Russia began defining its geopolitical

* In 1992, GDP dropped by 70% as compared to 1990, and then it was halved. The national product
fell from USD 2,000 billion to only USD 200 billion. In the period 1992-1998, men’s mortality rate went
up by 53% and women’s by 23%. Two million people died prematurely (diseases, murders and suicides)
in comparison to 1.7 million Russian casualties in the First World War (Brankovi¢, 2007, p. 49).

*  The Second Chechnya War (1999-2000) was the result of that compromise.

441



Srdan M. Perisi¢, The crisis of the West, Russia’s resistance and war — paradigmatic changes...

and ideological paradigm, at the time known as Putins plan of 2006-2007. The plan defined
the directions of acting: the development of Russia as a special and unique civilization; the
protection of the entire cultural area, the Russian language, historical tradition; increasing
the capacity of economy through the support of science, development of infrastructure,
strengthening of investments in high technologies; ensuring a new quality of life of citizens
(increasing earnings, pensions and scholarships); the protection of Russia’s sovereignty,
defence capacity and ensuring Russia’s place in the multipolar world (Perisi¢, 2015, p. 200;
United Russia, 2008). The period from the Putin’s plan at the end of 2006 through to the
military intervention in Ukraine in 2022 is denoted as the period of Russia’s separation
from liberal and American hegemony; i.e., its resistance towards the West (Table 1).

Russia thus wanted to preserve its identity and development (sovereignty) in the
conditions of American hegemony and unipolarity. However, it could not last too long.
“The ideology of the West remained uncompromising. Those who accept liberalism, have
to conform to the West” (Dugin, 2022a). In the unipolar order, the West decided “who was
sovereign” and “who was democratic”, which meant that the majority of countries were
not independent.

The postmodern epoch declared sovereignty a category overcome and replaced by
national creations (NATO, EU, IMF etc.) and transnational companies. In the entire West,
there was degradation of the categories of democracy from the modern epoch. It is in
line with the emergence of the postmodern, which denies all collective categories, among
them democracy. Degradation of democracy takes place in political and social dimensions
(Perisi¢, 2012, pp. 141-142; Bourdieu, 1999, pp. 110-111).

The pressure of the West and of postmodernity on Russia was such that it increas-
ingly emphasized that it was not part of the West and the postmodern epoch, but had its
own development path. It was clearly expressed in the repeated appointment of Putin as
Russia’s president in 2012. That is when the realization of ideological and geopolitical ideas
began through legal projects. In 2013, two laws came into force: the Law on responsibility
for offending the believers’ sentiments and the Law on the protection of children from the
propaganda of non-traditional sexual relationships, which stipulated sanctions for promoting
homosexuality among minors (Perii¢, 2015). These two laws provoked an unprecedent-
ed anti-Russian campaign in the West and marked the beginning of the introduction of
economic sanctions. It was expected because Russia had separated itself from the liberal
postmodern by enacting these laws (Table 1).

This separation from the postmodern ideology was also presented by Putin at the
Valdai Forum in 2013. On that occasion, Putin spoke about the values opposite to the
ideology of the postmodern West. “We can see that many Euro-Atlantic countries have
taken the road of denying their roots, Christian values in the foundations of the Western
civilization. Moral principles and every traditional identity: national, cultural, religious,
and even sexual, is being rejected. The politics is implemented that puts the family and the
same-sex partnership, faith in God and faith in the Satan, at the same level” (Putin, 2013).
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RESISTANCE OF RUSSIAN GEOPOLITICS
TO THE THALASSOCRATIC GEOPOLITICS OF THE WEST

The main characteristic of the postmodern process is the negation and rejection of
modern and premodern categories, as well as the political ideas (antipolitics) and strategies
from the modern epoch. Globalization is the expansion of liberalism to the whole world, in
the semi-periphery and the periphery. However, in the conditions of the gradual emergence
of the resistance by Russia and the semi-periphery, the USA and the West take out the key
geopolitical strategies from the “arsenal” of the modern epoch. First of all, the thalassocratic
strategies of the British and American geopolitics from the beginning of the 20th century
are revived against Russia. Therefore, Mackinder asserts in the British geopolitics that
the West cannot allow two central countries of Eurasia (Russia and Germany) to become
connected and to collaborate (Mackinder, 2009). The “cordon strategy” was formulated,
according to which the East European countries, from the Baltic Sea in the north to the
Adriatic and Aegean Seas in the south, must not be under the influence of either Germany
or Russia (the Soviet Union) (Mackinder, 2009; Perisi¢, 2022, p. 44; Prorokovi¢, 2022, p.
747). Namely, the USA continued implementing the British thalassocratic geopolitics
from the modern epoch - that the cordon in East Europe should ensure the “wedging”
into Europe of non-European countries from the overseas world, primarily the USA. In
that manner, Europe is divided into two parts and prevented from uniting geopolitically
into a single continental area and alliance (Perisi¢, 2022, p. 44). In this “cordon’, Brzezinski
marked Ukraine as the country that should be separated from Russia because, “if control
over Ukraine were regained, Russia could still be the leader of a decisive Eurasian empire”
(Brzezinski, 1999, p. 89). The “Orange Revolution” in Kiev in 2004 made the geopolitical
goal of the West clear to everyone.

Putin’s Plan at the end of 2006 and his Munich speech in 2007 are the beginnings
of the gradual building of geopolitics on the foundations of protecting sovereignty, and
specific cultural and civilizational features. The crucial year when Russia as the world
power once again emerged on the scene of international relations is 2008. That is when
it begins denying the superpower status to the United States (Table 1). That year, Russia
regained Georgia, which waged a proxy war. Immediately afterwards, Russia recognized
South Ossetia and Abkhazia as independent states. Therefore, Russia imposed its unilateral
solution and blocked the American imposition of a unilateral solution by Georgia attacking
South Ossetia and Abkhazia. That was the first defeat of the USA after the establishment
of the unipolar order. “If one state that pretends to the status of a superpower is unable to
give key impulses to the regional security dynamics and thus shape international relations,
then it will lose this status” (Prorokovi¢, 2018, p. 346).

Simultaneously, Russia initiated a strategic energy initiative in Europe (Nord Stream,
South Stream, subsequently Turkish Stream) as the actor that can warranty the energy se-
curity to entire Europe. This also served the purpose of building new economic alliances in
Eurasia and preventing the geopolitical containment of Russia (Perisi¢, 2016; Prorokovic,
2018). In the territory of Eurasia, Russia began its economic and military integration through
the Eurasian Economic Union (EEU) and the Collective Security Treaty Organization
(CSTO), as well as the economic and security cooperation within the Shanghai Cooperation
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Organization (SCO) (Perisi¢, 2015, pp. 258-266). The SCO is an excellent example of how
the semi-periphery countries in Eurasia try to resolve strategic issues independently of
the solutions offered by the “core” (the first world, or the West). Another obvious example
of the economic gathering of the semi-periphery outside the mechanisms from the “core”
is BRICS. That is the economic organization established in Sankt Petersburg in 2006, in
which Russia, together with other member states, threatens the economic primacy of the
West. In 2022, BRICS received requests for membership by Argentina, Iran, Saudi Arabia,
Turkey, Algiers and Egypt — also the countries from the semi-periphery.

By destroying the political and legal system of Ukraine in 2013-2014 (“Maidan
Revolution”), the USA and the West made Ukraine a new postmodern creation as ,,an-
ti-Russia”’ That is why Russia returned Crimea to its territory in 2014 and helped Donetsk
and Luhansk to sustain the civil war that followed after the collapse of Ukraine’s political
system. In 2014, Moscow published the new Military Doctrine of the Russian Federation. It
is in this doctrine that NATO is for the first time clearly labelled as Russia’s enemy, while
NATO enlargement is seen as a direct military threat. According to the doctrine, Russia
maintains the right to respond to a conventional attack by the use of nuclear weapons
(Military Doctrine, 2014, sec. 12 and 27).

Russia prevented the military intervention of the USA and the West in Syria and,
together with China and Iran, it established the balance of power. Finally, with the military
intervention in Syria in 2015, Russia largely displaced the USA from that region. “If Russia
had been defeated in Syria, its position in Ukraine would also have been undermined, which
would bring into question its status of a great power” (Prorokovi¢, 2018, p. 350). Finally,
with the military intervention in Ukraine in 2022, Russia is stopping the thalassocratic
expansion in Eurasia and makes a radical break with the West.

INSTEAD OF A CONCLUSION.
PARADIGMATIC CHANGES

The confrontation of the liberal postmodern (unipolarity and globalism) with sover-
eignty (multipolarity) has lasted for more than a decade. Confrontation is a specific crisis
of the West because at the end of the 20™ century no resistance was observed to liberal
and American hegemony as the main power structures in the world. However, the liberal
order met its end. At the moment when “it wanted to be totalizing, suddenly the past and

¢ The economic potential of Brazil, Russia, India and China is such that these countries account for
more than 25% of the world’s land area and 40% population, and participate in the global GDP with
31.5%, which is the larger share in the GDP than that of the G17 countries. These four countries are
among the largest and the fastest growing markets in the world.

7 The postmodern project of ,,anti-Russia” includes the forced Ukrainization and Russophobia. It is
conducted by the elite with its nationalist and neo-Nazi part, present in the west of Ukraine, with the
centre in Lvov, and the liberal-western part in Kiev and central regions of the country. The Kiev elite is
made of the EU supporters who are hostile towards Russia — “like a foreign country, foreign historical
path and way of life”. The liberal orientation with Ukrainization is a warranty that Ukraine will not be
Russia”. “It is this ideology that is the most dangerous (more dangerous than Ukrainian nationalism

as such) and, together with it, it constitutes the idea bass of current Russophobia” (Perisi¢, 2015).
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the present and the future emerged — as well as their intertwining” (Koljevi¢, 2021, p. 12).
With the return of Russia, changes occur in the international order. The return of Russia
is also the return of history (Perisi¢, 2020b). This return marked the world’s shift towards
sovereignty. It returns to autonomy and cultural-civilizational diversity. This is an order of
“self-establishment” (Koljevi¢, 2021). They establish their criteria and norms - “having in
mind human nature, God, immortality, time, soul, creed, gender, family. society. justice.
Development etc” (Dugin, 2022c).

The global conflict between the West and Russia tells us that in that conflict Russia
has finally broken off with the West (“the core”), the liberal postmodern and American he-
gemony. For a long time, Russia tried to maintain contact with the West, its technologies, its
rules and various formats (organizations). The war in the territory of East Europe destroyed
those ties. Russia left the West. In that respect, we must understand the fundamental fact
that the Russian breakoff with the West and liberalism paradigmatically builds different
positions and relations, not only for Russia, but also for the whole world.
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APPENDIX / ITPMJIOT

Tadena 1. Owmiiop Pycuje nudepantoj u amepuuxoj xeiemoruju /
Table 1. Russia’s resistance to liberal and American hegemony

Crpateruja — akTuBHOCT Pycuje / Strategy — activity of Russia. lopuHa / Year
MyTvHOB nnaH / Putin’s plan 2006-2007.
Mob6epna Pycuje n nopas Npysuje y nocpeaHmnykom paty 3a CALl/ 2008
The victory of Russia and the defeat of Georgia in the proxy war for the USA ’
AHTUNMbGepanHu 3akoHun y Pycuju / Anti-liberal laws in Russia 2013.
- HA3AL Bpahatbe Kprma y cactas Pycuje / Returning Crimea to Russia 2014.
BojHa gokTpuHa Pycuje — HATO je HenpwujaTerb Pycnju/ 2014
4m BACK | Military Doctrine of Russia — NATO is a military enemy of Russia ’
BojHa nHTepBeHuuja y Cupuju / Russia’s military intervention in Syria 2015.
MNpomeHa YcTtaBa Pycuje — yHoLere OyXOBHOCTY 1 Tpagumumje / 2020
Changing the Constitution of Russia - introducing spirituality and tradition ’
BojHa nHTepBeHuuja y YKpajuHu — Bpaharbe ueTrpy ob6nactu y cactas
Pycuje / Military intervention in Ukraine - returning four areas of the Ukraine 2022.
to Russia

(usBop: ayTop)/ (source: author)
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