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(JOII JEOHOM) O KOHIIEIITY BE3BE[JHOCTU " CKUITA
MOJVI®MKOBAHE TEOPUJE CEKYPUTU3AILINJE

Caxerak: [/TaBHU IIpeiMeT UCTpaXKMBamba OBOT pajia jecTe IojaM 0e30eMHOCTH.
Ho, xonmjeniTyanHa aHanm3a je 0daB/beHa Ha Crielu(IaH HadlH, TO jeCT KPO3 N3/Iarambe
rpydor Hanpra MopuduKalyje IOyIapHe Teopuje cekyputusanyje. besdegnocr ce no-
cMaTpa Kao BPeJHOCT 4uje je IIOCTOojarbe IOBEe3aHO Ca 09yBambeM eTad/IupaHor BpeHO-
CHOT crcTeMa ofpeheHor fpyInTBa, MITO Ce KOPUCTI K0 OCHOBA 3a fja/be IPOMMUIIIbatbe
npupope ogHoca dezdenHocTy 1 upeonoryje. CraHoBuinTe fa 0e30eMHOCT Ka0 BPEIHOCT
Moxxe durtn de3 moremrkoha ykpydena y nocrojehe mpeonomnike cucreme, omoryhasa sia
oHa Oyjie mpeMeT ANITICEPOBIX IPXKaBHYX MIEOJIOIIKYX antaparta. KopyrhemeM teopuja
IpxKaBe 1 uneonoruje dppaniyckor gpurosoda npesasuiase ce NIaBHU HeJOCTAIM Teopyje
CeKypuTH3aluje, OXHOCHO C1ada BUBUBOCT CTPYKTYpanHuX ¢pakropa Koju omoryhasajy
peann3anujy MOMeHyTOr IIpoLeca.

KipyuHe peun: mojam deadegHoCTH, CeKypUTH3aLja, ULEONOTUja, IP>KaBHY UIE0-
TIOIIKM allapaTy, ip>KaBa

YBOJI

IIITa je 6e3demHOCT?* OBO MUTaE HE IIPECTaje Ja 3a0KYIUbYje HAYIHY 3ajeHUITY
rpydo yokBupeHy uMeHOM cTyauja desdemnoctu. He aynm Hac To, ¢ 0d31pom Ha Ha-
3MB pycHuIUIMHE. Yy[HO je Ja yIpKoc alennMa 3a jacHuje ogpebeme mojMa xoju ce y

! dejan.petrovic@tb.bg.ac.rs; https://orcid.org/0009-0009-6843-7050

2 Texct Eme Pormmmng (Emma Rothschild) Hocn ncroseran nacnos (Rothschild, 1995). OcHoBHa
ayTOPKIHA 1Jieja, I3HeTa Y IOMEHYTOM pafly, jecTe Ja TeMe Koje ce jaB/bajy yHyTap cTyauja desden-
HOCTY TOKOM JIeBeJleCeTIX TOfIMHA IIPOIIIOT BeKa Y KOHTEKCTy pedieKcHja o IIeHTPaTHOM II0jMy
IUCLMIUIVHE II0CTOjasle Cy join y nepuony nsmeby cpenune XVII Beka n @paHirycke peBomyLje
(Rothschild, 1995, str. 60-61), kaza ce uaejHO je3rpo mudepannama KpUCTAMICAIO Y OYINUK KOji je
no3Har gaHac. Kako yBojiHe pedeHMIle OBOT pasMaTpara U3paXkaBajy CIMYaH CEHTMEHT OHOM KOjI
je IpUCyTaH y TeKCTy PoTImnsiose, I0YeTHO IUTakbe II0CTOj| Ka0 MIPUTOfAaH CUMOOIIYKY YMH.
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KOHTVHYUTETY jaB/bajy YHYTap JMCHMUIIIMHAPHMX IPaHUIIA Off IIefleCeTUX TOfMHA IIPOIIIOT
Beka (Wolfers, 1952) ma 1o maHac, jacaH OfTOBOP jOIII YBEK OCTaje BaH foMalraja. Pacman
Cosjerckor Casesa u gorabaju og 11. cerrremdpa 2001. ycmoBmm Cy Ieprofie MHTEH3UBHOT
npoMuibama dezdenHoctn (Baldwin, 1997, str. 5; Booth, 2005, str. 2), koje cy cMemnBaa
paspmodipa cmadujer MHTepecoBama 3a TEOPHUjCKa IMITakba, A/IM 3aIIPaBo, IIPONUTIBAIbE
LIEHTPaIHOT I10jMa IIOMEHYTUX CTyAMja HUKAJ HIj€ NCTUHCKM IIPECTAjarIo.

BonuBuH je kpajeM eBefeceTIX FOAMHA IPOIIIOT BeKa IPUMeTHO Iporndeparujy
pajioBa y KOjMa ce HaCTOjy TOHOBO OCMUCTIUTY TT0jaM de38efHOCTM Ha HauMH J1a KOHI[EMT
OZiroBapa KOMIUIEKCHOCTH APYIITBeHOIONMUTIIKe cTBapHocTu (Baldwin, 1997, str. 5),
TOK Cy TIOMEHYTH TEKCTOBU MCTOBPEMEHO IMOHYAM/IA Ma/IO HOBOT Y OJHOCY Ha OHO HITa je
Bondepc mucao jour mefeceTnx rogyHa npouuior seka’ (Baldwin, 1997, str. 8).

JlaHac HeMa HeKMX ITPOMeHa Y CMICTY TEOPUjCKOT TpeTMaHa de3deHOCTHI Y OffHO-
Cy Ha JleBefieceTe rOfiiHe IPETXOAHOT BeKa. CIMYHM TEKCTOBM, Ca CIMYHUM YBOLUMA Y
KOj/Ma ce CKMIMpa CTame MpodaeMa yHyTap IUCHUIINHE U M3HOBA UCTY alleNy, Y3 CBe
myxn crmcak gorabaja us ckopallibe MCTOpHUje KOji 3aXTeBajy HOHOBHO IIPOMUII/babe
nojMa (Jacob, 2017, str. xvii-xix). VMcTuHa, 0BO MO>Xe [ja yC/IOBY CBOjeBPCTaH ,,3aMOP
MaTepyjana“ y HayqHO] 3ajeffHULIM, a1 TO He Y3POKYje ay TOMATCKY IIpe/a3aK OIMCaHOT
TEOPHjCKOT IIpodjieMa y TOMeH jaJIOBUX CXOMACTUYKMX akpodannja. Kako Hanmomnme Ken
Byt (Ken Booth), de3denrocT y cBMM cBOjiM popMaMa IIOHOBO je Ha BPXY CBUX areH/1 1
unHK ce ga he ocraru Ty y gorneguoj dSysyhuoctu (Booth, 2005, str. 2), ma pasmuibame
0 LIEHTPA/IHOM II0jMY je IOfje[fHAKO BayKHO Y CaBPEeMEHOM TPEHYTKY Kao IITO je d1y10 Impe
70 ropuHa, ynpkoc ocehajy Tpuama y MecTy.

bumo du HeMCKpeHO TBPAUTH fAa Ce 0Baj Pafi HOTIIYHO pasiuKyje off TOMEHYTUX
»yBEK CIMYHUX TEKCTOBA Ca CIIMYHUM yBO#MMA', jep Kao 1Ito he pemosu koju ciefe mo-
KasaTy, TO HUje cyd4aj. JJMCTMHKIMja OBOT TEKCTa Ce Ha/la3) IIpe CBera y IepCleKTUBH,
OJJHOCHO y IIOCMaTpakby IIpodeMa 13 conyonomkor yria’. Hanme, y HactaBky Tekcra he
Ce M3JIOKUTH jOII jeflaH NOKYIIAj IIPOMIIIIbaba II0jMa de30eHOCTH KOjU je 3aCHOBAH Ha
TPU eJIeMEeHTa, OfIHOCHO TeOpUj! CeKypuTn3anyje, Bubhema de30eTHOCTI Kao Ueo/Iornje
u Antuceposux (Louis Althusser) pedrexcuja o gp>XxaBHUM U/I€O/IOIIKNM aIlapaTIMa.
[IpeTx0nHO je TOTPedHO YKPATKO Odjallbembe.

Teopuja cexypurnsaiuje je HeCyMIBUBO IOIY/IAPHA YHYTap aKaJeMCKMX KPYTroBa
KOjI Cy CBOja MHTepecoBamba yCMepIIN Ha IIPOIInperbe mojMa de30efHOCTI U KaTajiora
pedepeHTHUX 0jekara 0dyxBaheHNX OBMM KOHLIEIITOM TOKOM HOC/IEIbe TPU HelieHNje

* Ykpatko, Bondepc je roBopno o ToMe fa (HanmoHanHa) de3deMHOCT, HOIyT (HAIMOHAHOT) MHTe-
peca MO>Ke O3HaYABATH IIOTIIYHO Pas3NduTe CTBAPY 3a Pas/NIuTe SPYIITBEHE aKTePe U a 9eCTO
HUje HUIITA BUIIE IO UCIIPasHe MMapojle Koja ce KOPUCTH fa O ce pasinduTe MOMUTIIKE Mepe
»rporypaine® (Wolfers, 1952, str. 481-484). Kako Bondepc mocmarpa de3deHOCT Kao BpefHOCT,
OJIHOCHO Mepy OCYCTBa IpeTbH 110 noctojehe BpenHocTu opehenor gpymrsa (Wolfers, 1952, str.
485), OH OCTaTaK CBOT yTHUI[AjHOT TEKCTA KOPUCTH 32 MUHYIIVMO3HY aHA/IN3Y YTIIIaja Hu3a GpakTopa,
KaKO CIIO/JbHUX, TAKO 1 yHyTpaH_IH)I/IX y O,[[HOCy Ha HOje}II/IHa‘-IHO }IpyH_ITBO, KOjI/I yTnay oa HOMeHyTa
Mepa ofcycTBa npetibu dyzie Beha mim mama.

* YnrbeHNIa a TpUieceTak rofMHa MOCTOje KPUTHYKe CTyAMje de30efHOCTI KOjiiMa COLIMOIONIKIA
yBuz Huje crpan (Weever, 2012, str. 52-55), OBy JUCTUHKIIN}Y YMHY MapIHAIHOM, HO OIIET He U
HeroctojehoM.
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(Stepka, 2022, str. 18). Ho, cam mojam cexypurusanyje 1 Teopuja’ Koja ce OKO 0Be KaTero-
puje pasBuUIa, He IPYKa eKCIUIMIUTHY AepuHnimjy de3degnoctn’, Beh ce dase mporecom
nedunmcama ogpebhenor mpodirema Kao murama desdegHocTu. 3a cafa je foBobHO pehn
fia 13 OBe IePCIIEKTUBe de30eHOCT jecTe OHO IITO Ce TAaKO feduHuIIe, a AepUHNIjA
npuxBara Kao UCTuHuUTA. Ilojam cexypuTusaiuje HacTaje Ha OCHOBM KOjy uHe OCcTrHOBa
pasMuIUbaka 0 TOBOpHOM unHYy (Austin, 1962), IITO KOHCTPYKTUBUCTUYIKOj TO3UIUjI
U3 IpeTXOJHe pedeHulIle ofiaje M IpodjieM KOji je CBOjCTBEH CBUM IIPUCTYINMA Y APY-
IITBEHO] TEOPUjU KOjU aKLIEHAT CTaB/bajy Ha Ie/latbe MOjeqMHAYHIX aKTePa U/IUTH, JPYTUM
peurMa, Te/IIMIYHA WM TOTIIYHA HeBU/BUBOCT CTPYKTYpa Koje oMoryhasajy cTBapame
U PeNpOIYKIINMjy YC/IOBa Y KojuMa ce ofpeleHa MHTepaKijija, y OBOM C/Ty4ajy FOBOPHU YMH,
opurpasa. Takobe, xao 1rto he duty MoKasaHO y HACTABKY TEKCTA, KOHIIENT CEKYPUTU3ALIYje
je IOBO/BHO LIMPOKO AeVHIICAH II0jaM [ja He UCK/bydyje IOCTOojarbe 0e30eHOCTI CXBa-
hene xao BpenHOCTH, Kao mto To unHe Bondepc win Bongsun’ (Baldwin, 1997, str. 13).
ITocMarpame 6e30eHOCTH Kao BpeHOCTY BOJIH JI0 TOpPeHaBeieHOT ApyTor 1 Tpeher
eneMenTa. Opmax Tpeda pehn fa ce e3degHOCT He MOCMATpa Kao MJe0IOrja Y OBOM Pafy,
aJIy Ce OC/Iama Ha ayTope KOj Ha Taj HauMH mocMarpajy desdegnoct (Barnet, 1985; Ugilt,
2017), u TO y CMMCTY KpUTUYKOT Yl Tamba’. Pasjior ToMe je IITO Cy Ue0I0rmje pelaTuBHO
CJIOXKEH! OOV MUII/beba KOjJ HUKAJ HUCY 3aCHOBAHI CaMo Ha je[JHOj BpeZHOCTH,
IITO je Y OBOM C/Iy4ajy de3demHOCT. A/i, caMM THUM ILITO ce IpuxBaTa Bondepcoso n
BonpsrHOBO cTaHOBUIITE O de30eIHOCTI Kao BPeIHOCTIL, OH/a je Moryhe fa ce desdegHocT
Habe y ckony Heke opi mocrojehnx npeonoruja 3ajefiHo ca APYruM BPEIHOCTIIMA IIOIYT
cnodope, jefHaKOCTH, IIpaBJe VIV HEeKUX APYTUX, Y 3aBIUCHOCTY Off IIOjefyIHauHe UJie0-
noruje. JJp)kaBHO MEOMONIKM anapaTy QYHKIMOHNUIILY Kao CpeficTBa Koja omoryhasajy,
[IOMAJI0 He3TPaIlHO, PEIPOAYKIIN)Y YCIOBa 3a penpoaykuujy nocrojeher noperxa. Oso
HajjeHOCTaBHMje II0JPasyMeBa OfIp>)KaBambhe CBETOHA30PA Yy KOM je aKTyeTHM MopefaK
npupopHiL, Hajdomu u jepuuy Moryh. Ca gpyre cTpaHe, IPETXOLHO YMHM [T03aJVHY aKTa

> Bysan (Barry Buzan) u Busep (Ole Weever), 4ija ce nMeHa 1moBesyjy ca yBohemeM KOHIenTa ce-
KypuTH3anyje y cTyauje e3deHOCTH, yMeCcTo U3pasa ifieopuja 3a MPUCTYII KOjU je pasBMjeH OKO
IIOMEHYTe KaTeropuje KOpUcTe KOHCTPYKLW)y aHanuiiuuku oksup (Buzan, Weever, De Wilde, 1998,
str. 19). YuHu ce ma oBa npedepeHIyja ayTopa TOBOPY O XeJbM Jla HaI/lace MCTPaXKMBadKe ITOTEeH-
IMjajie CBOT MPMCTYIIA KOjy Hafjuyla3e IPaHNIe MeTaTeOpHjCKIX paclpasa.

¢ ,Y OBOM IIPUCTYILY, 3HaUeHbe II0jMa JIeXKI Y BeroBOoj yIOTPedu U Hifje HELITO MITO MOXKeMO aHa-
nTUaKy wi Gunosodekn geduHmcaTH Y OFHOCY Ha To 1mTo du duyto ‘Hajdome’™ (Buzan, Weever,
De Wilde, 1998, str. 24).

’ BonpBuH ycBaja Bondepcoso onpeheme y3 Munnmante kopekiuje. Hanme, oBaj ayrop cMarpa
na popMyanuja ,0ACYCTBO PETHU“ y CKIONY AedUHMIMje CTapujer Kojlere 0CTaB/ba IPOCTO-
pa 3a pas/mMunTe MHTEPIIpeTalje, Te yMeCTO e mpeiaxe aerHUINjy 6e30efHOCTI Kao HUCKe
BepoBaTHOhe HapylIaBamwa nocrojehux BpegHocTn ofpebhenor gpymrsa (Baldwin, 1997, str. 13).
3aHMM/BUBO je fla BONIBMH HECBECHO Ha C/IMYaH HAYMH pasMMIba 0 de3degHoCcTH Kao 1 Muen
®yxo (Michel Foucault) gapecer ronuua panuje. @paHIycky MUCmial Buy y daparamy HensBe-
cromhy u BepoBarHOhaMa jefHy off GyHAMeHTaTHIX KapaKTepPUCTIKA TUCTIO3UTHBA de30emHoCTI
(Foucault, 2014, str. 38-39).

8 VicToBpeMeHO, OrPaHMYeHOCT IPOCTOPA NUKTHUPA JIa Ce Y TeKCTY He MJie Aabe Off IIYKOT IIOMMIba-
’a MUC/IMIALIA KOjY CY MHUIIMjA/IHO MOACTAK/IM ayTopa Ha Pa3MUII/baiba O OHOCY de3deHoCTI
n upeonoruje. Octaje Haga ga he oBoj Temu dutu nocsehen sacedan pap y dmnckoj dSynyhuocTn.
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CEeKypUTH3allMje HEIITO BUJI/bUBIjOM, OJHOCHO Jjajé OITOBOP Ha IMUTarba 3alITO Ce HEKO
IpeIo3Haje Kao 0coda Koja Iocenyje ayTOpUTeT U IETUTUMUTET Ja Je/la Kao aKTep CeKy-
pUTH3aIMje Kao U KOjU CY [IeTIOBY CTBAPHOCTM JOBO/bHO BaYKHM JJa T03BO/baBajy BaHPeTHE
MOIUTHUYKE Mepe y C/Iy4ajy yTPOXXeHOCTH, TO jecT YCIIelIHy ceKypuTtusauujy. Jonyue,
Tpeda HaIIOMEHYTH Ja Cy TBOPLM TeOpuje CeKypUTH3alije CBECHN HeKNUX Off IOMeHYTUX
npodieMa, ¢ TUM Jia pellierba PeTKO Kajl Hajuase ad hoc nojalimbera y popMu yCIyTHe
pedeHnIle Ha KpUTUYHUM MecTuMa. O ToMe BUIlle Y HapeTHOM OfIe/bKY.

CrpyKTypa paja jecTe NICTOBETHA IIPETXONHOM Odjallbemy HaMepe TeKcTa. Hajmpe
he ce nsmo>xuTH HajBOKXHNMjA MECTa TeOplje CeKypuUTH3alje, HAKOH dera he mpocrop dutn
nocseheH KpaTKOM M3/1araby CTAHOBUILTA O OGHOCY de30eHOCTH 1 MIeoIorje ClIel -
¢rraHOM 32 0Baj paj, Aa d1 ce HACTABIUIO Ofie/BKOM (POKYCUPAHNM Ha ATITIICepa U p>KaBHe
U/e0/IONIKe amapare. Y 3ak/by4Ky he 0BU MOCeOHM [1e/IOBU 3aje[JHO TBOPUTY PETATUBHO
KOXepeHTHY Lie/IMHY Koja je y SMTHU CKUIIa CKpPOMHE JIOITyHe Teopuje ceKypuTusanuje.

CEKYPUTU3ALINIA VJIN
KAKO ITPMTYATY O BESBEITHOCTU
BE3 KOHIIEIITA BE3BEJHOCTU

Ja du ce oTknoHMIe Moryhe HeoyMuIle Koje ce MOTY jaBUTU KOJi YUTAJIaLa yC/en
HAC/IOBA Offe/bKa, Bajba OfMax pehit 1a Teopuja ceKypuTusaryje, Kao 1 NICTOMMEHM [I0jaM,
IIpefcTaB/ba 3aHMM/BbUB IIOKYIIAj f1a ce 3200y IpodieMu Koju €y, YMHM ce, Hepa3aBOjUBI
Off TTOKYIIaja fledpuHuCamba de3demHoCTI .

Cexypurnsanuja ce Mo)ke IIOCMaTpPaTH Kao eKCTPeMHA BapMjaHTa IIOINTU3aluje,
OffHOCHO 4MH KOjuM ce ofipeheHo nurame nsmerrra BaH yodudajeHnx OKBIpPa MOUTIIKOT
IIporneca HOMOhy IIprKa3nBama NCTOT Kao I/I3y3eTHO BAKHOT ITIOJIMTUYKOT IMNUTakba UIN
Heder IITO je T0 CBOM 3Hauajy M3HaJ| HOMMTHKe Kao Takse (Buzan, Waever, De Wilde, 1998,
str. 23). KpurepujyM Koji ayTopu y3UMajy 3a pas3aMKoBambe CeKypuUTU3sauyje of Ipyrux
odmKa moauTM3aLMje jecTe MpUKasuBame ofpeheHoOr muTama Kao ersucTeHIujaIHe
npetibe (Buzan, Weever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 24), ¢ TiM fia ce caMO cXBaTambe TaKBe IPETHe
pasinukyje o cekropa'® o cextopa (Buzan, Waever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 21-23). Ha oBaj

? ,JomuHe yl0XeHOT Tpyfla HUCY pe3ynToBaje y onurrenpuxsahenoj nedununujn nmm mepu Mohn,
JIOK je KOHIIEIT ITPaBJie TPaJMIIMOHAIHO TTO3HAT 110 HAYMHY Ha KOM CTBapa Iofie/beHa MuIberba. He
IIOCTOj) pa3yior 3a Mulybebe ia he ca deadennomhy cTBapy nhu naxie 1 Hema cBpxe MOKYyIIaBaTH
(Buzan, 1983, str. 11).

Vnak, caMo pedeHuUIly uin jiBe KacHuje, bysan npyxa papny gedunnnujy de3degHoctu Kao

»IoTpary 3a crodopom op petu“ (Buzan, 1983, str. 11) 3a Kojy cMaTpa Jia je aieKBaTHa 3a HETOBO
HCTPaXUBAIbE.
' BysaH 1 capaiHUIIM Pa3/UKYyjy T CeKTOPa: BOjHM, IIOJIMTUYKM, eKOHOMCKH, IPYLITBEHV U CEKTOP
XKMBOTHe cpefiuHe. Takobe, KpuTepujyM 3a nsaBajame CeKTOpa Kao TAKBOT jeCTe JOMMHAHTAH THUII
OJJHOCA, T1a je BOjHI CeKTOP GOpMIUPAH OKO OfHOCA IIPUHYE 1 CUJIe, HOMUTIYKI OKO OfHOCA BIIACTH,
€KOHOMCKI OKO OJIHOCA TPIOBMHE, IPOM3BOfbe ¥ QMHAHCH]A, PYIITBEHM OKO OJHOCA KONEKTUBHYIX
(EpyIlITBEHMX) MJCHTUTETA U, Haj3aJ], CEKTOP )KMBOTHE CPeJIIHe OKO OIHOCA YOBeKa 11 drocdepe
(Buzan, Weever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 7). VI3 mpeTxonHor je Moryhe Bujetu jja mojam cektopa rpydo
OfiroBapa KaTeropuju APYIITBEHOT HOACUCTEMA Y COLIVIONOTH]I.
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Ha4uH ce ofpeheHO MuTame MOXKe CMAaTpaTH CEKyPUTU30BAHNM YKOIMKO O3UBambe Ha
YIPOXXEHOCT IIOCTOjakba YCIIOBY aKTUBALIMjy BAHPENHNX Mepa Koje 3a001/1a3e Lie/IOKYIIaH
HOIMTIYKY IIPOLieC Kao CpefcTaBa Ja ce TaKBa IpeTma ofcTpaHu. Takobe, murame fa 1u
IIpeTHa 3aiCTa I0CTOj! HIje IIpUMapHO fa Ou oppebheHa Tema mocrana deadegHoCHO -
Tambe, Beh je Hy>XaH 1 JOBO/bAH YCIIOB fja Ce IIOMEHYTa TeMa IpefCcTaBy Kao Taksa (Buzan,
Weever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 24).

Ho, oBo je camo mmooBrHa Ipolieca, jep je 3a yCIeNHy CeKypUTI3anujy NoTpedHo
fia ce ¥ myOnMKa Kojoj ce ofpeleHo muTame MpeficTaB/ba Kao eT3UCTeHIjaTHa TIPeTHa
caryaci ca TaKBOM IIepIIeIIIjOM, OFHOCHO IIPUXBATU TaKBY AeUHULNjY CUTyaLyje.
Y cyImpoTHOM ce caMo MOYKe TOBOPUTH O CeKypuTn3yjyhem moresy Koju je mpegyseo onpe-
henn akrep, He u o ycremHoj cekyputnsanyju (Buzan, Weaever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 25).

YKoMKo je unTanal yrnossar ca ienoM Kaxo genosaitiu peuuma (How to Do Things
with Words) Ilona JI. Octuna (John L. Austin), mpenosuahe y nperxogaum pedeHniama,
YaK 1 /ja je IIpejieTeo MPeKo YBORHOT ofie/bka, OCTUHOB ep(OpMaTUBHY, OZHOCHO TOBOPHI
uiH npecahen y de3demHOCHM KOHTeKCT y3 HeurTo Mogudukanujall. Hogyure, Bysan un
CapajIHNUIIM Cy IOTIIYHO OTBOPEHM 110 MUTAby CBOT MHTeNeKTyanHor ayra Octuny (Buzan,
Weever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 26). He Tpeda rydutu u3 Buja fa je aHamnsa oBOT ayTopa
orpaHMYeHa Ha MHTepaKIyje Jule y JIMIle WIN Ha MebhyzenoBame WwiaHOBa Ma/IMX IPyIIa.

IToyerHa Tauka aHanM3e bysaHa u capajiHMKa ce Hajla3y Ha IOTIYHO CYIIPOTHOM
KPajy oce KOjy 4iHe MUKPO ¥ MaKpO HMBOM IIPOy4aBamba IpyIITBEHe CTBapHOCTH. Vako
TpOjuIla ayTopa MOKYIIaBajy fa CBOjUM IIPUCTYTIOM MOHY/e TAKBO CXBaTame mpodaema
de3demHOCTH, Koje d11 Tpedaio SUTHU HeTOTBOPHO Ha CBYM HMBOMMA aHA/IN3€e U IIPYMEH-
JBUBO Ha BeNMKOM Opojy pedpepenTHux odjekaTa, ako He u Ha cBUM (Buzan, Weever, De
Wilde, 1998, str. 36), moderak je ogysek duo y Mehynapoganm ognocuma (Buzan, Weever,
De Wilde, 1998, str. 1-7). ITocnennija mpeTXofHOT jecTe fa je dpoj paxTopa, duju ce
yTHUIaj Mopa y3eTu y 003up, MyITUIUIMLIUPAO Y ofHOCY Ha OcTuHOBY 3aMucao. [lomena
odnacty usydaBarma Ha ceKTope oMmoryhasa fja ce HOMEHYTO MHOIITBO YOKBUPH Y Matbe
Lle/IMHE, a/ly He OlaKIlaBa IpeBulle aHanu3y. Pasior Tome je pelraTuBHa ayTOHOMMja
CEKTOpa, KOja MM OCTaB/ba IPOCTOP 3a IIOCTOjarbe CIelnPIIHUX IpaBuUIa GPyHKIVOHN-
cama, ca oiroBapajyhom MpexxoM offHOCA 1 ITO/I0YKaja KOjIt 3ajefHO YTUUY Ha eBEHTYaIHY
CEeKypUTH3aIjy. AKO ce CBeMY JI0fiajy ¥ OFHOCH Mehy ceKToprma, 0COdeHOCTH Koje OHM
HOPa3yMeBajy U CHeUNPUIHOCTY CUTYALja Y KOjuMa IIPOLjeC CeKypUTU3aLyje HaaumIasn
TpaHuIle II0jeIHAYHOT CeKTOpa, SPOJHOCT pe/ieBaHTHVIX YMHIIALA Ce YMHY jeTHOCTABHO

11 AKo ce TaXKmba ycpeficpenivt Ha crefiehn, CTIHA IOy Ky, IIUTAT, YOP30 IOCTaje OYMTO fia je IOBO/bHA
jellHOCTaBHA 3aMeHa HEKOJIMKO KIBYYHMX peun (n3Bobeme, 4iH, STOBOP pedn 1 TaKO Jja/be) peurMa
HOIyT ceKypurtusanuje u desdennoctn fa du ce OcTuHOBe pedriekcnje mpeodpasmre y ,,KocTyp
Teopuje CeKypuTusanmje:

»VI3ToBapame pedl je, 3aJICTa, jefiaH, ako He 1 Bofehn, norabaj y nssohemwy unna (knabhema mm yera
TOJI ipyror), 4nje u3Bobeme je Takobe u odjexar 1ckasa, anu je faneko off Tora Aa je yodudajeHo,
YIUTHO je [ia M je MKaf, jejiHa IoTpedHa CTBAp Jja O) ce YMH 03HAUNMO Kao M3BefleH. YOIIITEHO
roBopehn, yBek je HOTpedHO J1a Cy OKOJTHOCTH y KOjYIMa Cy Pedy M3TOBOPEeHe Ha HeK) Ha4lH, WM
HaulHe, IIPUKJIaJIHe, Kao ILITO je YeCTO IOTPedHO [ja caM TOBOPHUK MIIM HeKe [ipyre ocode M3BpIle
Apyre akiuje, duse oHe ‘Gusmyxe’ WM ‘MeHTaNTHE aKIMje MM YaK YMHOBE M3TOBOPA HOJATHUX
peun (Austin, 1962, str. 8).
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odecxpadpyjyhom. Bysan n capagnunu cy cBecHn Telrkoha Koje cy moBesase ca IIpoyda-
BameM 0e30eIHOCTY Ha HauMH Koju mpemiaxy (Buzan, Weaever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 23),
a7y KOja CpefiCTBa Hyfie 33 IJIXOBO paspeliemme?

OcyM HaBefIeHOT TIPETIO3HaBaha TIPeNpeKa, TPOjHIfa ayTopa Hyfie CKpOMaH dpoj anara
3a IUXOBO IIpeBasmIaxkemne. TauHuje, mopey kaacuduKanmje TUIIOBA jefHNLA AaHA/IN3E
YHyTap BIXOBOT IPUCTYIIA, OHOCHO pedepeHTHUX 0djeKara, CeKypuTu3yjyhux u GpyHk-
LuoHaIHMX akTepa (Buzan, Weever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 36), bysany u capagHunmuMa Ha
pacronaramy cy jeanto dezdennocuu komirekcu (Buzan, Weever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 43).

Y cny4ajy nmomeHyTe kiacudukaruje, CTBapu €y JoHeKsIe jacHe. PedepenTHu 0djexTn
jecy OHO 4mje ce IIOCTOjarbe IepLVIINpPa Kao YTPOXKEHO, JOK Cy CeKypuTn3yjyhu akrepu
JeMaTHUIM KOji HELITO IIPOIJIAIIaBajy er3UCTeHLMjaMHO yIpoKeHNM. OyHKIMOHATHI
aKTepH jeCcy HOBUHA y ofHOCY Ha OCTMHOBY LIeMy roBOpHMUK-ITydnuka (Austin, 1962)
U IIPeCTaB/bajy aKTepe KOji yTU4y Ha AMHAMUKY ofpehenor cexropa, a fa npu Tome
HICY HU ceKyputusyjyhu akrep, Hutn pedepentru odjexar (Buzan, Waever, De Wilde,
1998, str. 36). Ty ce mocTaB/ba MuTambe LUITA Cy 3alIpaBo YHKIMOHATHY akTepn? Beh
y C/Iy4ajy BOjHOT CEKTOpa IJie je CEKypUTH3alija HajBUIIe MHCTUTYMOHA/IM30BaHa
(Buzan, Weever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 27-28), ayTopu HaBofie fa je y HeKUM CIIy4ajeBuMa
TEIIKO jaCHO PasTPaHMINTH CeKypuTusyjyhe akrepe of GyHKI[MOHATHNX, aKO Ce MMa Ha
yMy KOMIIIEKCHOCT caBpeMeHuX ApskaBa (Buzan, Weever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 56). Hu
OJfHOC ITyO/IMKe, Y OCTMHOBCKOM CMMCITY, Ca KaTeropujoM (QyHKIMOHATHUX aKTepa Huje
HajjacHuju. [Tydnuka HIje alicoNy THO JIMIIIeHa areHLyje, OHOCHO He IIOCTOj! caMo Jia &1
IPUXBATI/IA VM OFOAIVIIA IOKYIAj CeKYPUTU3aIMje, MaKO MOCTOj! TeHAEHIN]ja, KAaKO y
OBOj T€OPUjIL, TAKO U Y TEOPHjU TOBOPHOT 4MHa fia ce MOh HeABOCMICIEHO IIO3ULIMOHMPA
Ha CTpaHM roBopHMKa (cekyputusyjyher akrepa) (Buzan, Waever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 41).
ITpeTXOZHO MMIUIMIIMPA Jia ¥ ITyO/IMKa MOYKe MIMATH yTHIIAj Ha GyHKIMOHNCabe oppeberor
ceKTOpa. Joll BaXkKHUje, [ja 11 CeKypUTU3Yyjyhu aktepy Mopajy fia yBepe 1 GYHKIMOHAIHE
aKTepe y OITpaBJaHOCT CBOT HayMa WM He MOpajy? bysaH u capagHuIy, 0cuM MOBPEMEHOT
KaTajIorucama (QpyHKIMOHAIHNX aKTepa 110 cekTopuMa (Buzan, Weever, De Wilde, 1998,
str. 56-57, 79, 102-103), He TIpy>kajy OATOBOP Ha OBO INTAe.

IIITo ce Tiye de3demHOCHNX KOMIIZIEKCA, OHY TIPEICTaBbajy ,,KOHCTenanujy desden-
HOCHMX TeMa'’; ToCeOHN Cy4ajeBy CeKypuTHU3aIyje yuHe YBopuiTa Mehy Kojuma ce Mory
nosyhu nmuHMje n Mammpary komiiekc” (Buzan, Weever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 43). Ipyrum
peunMa, y CIydajy yCcrelllHe CeKypuTH3aIuje mpaTe ce Bese 1 MHTepaKIuje Koje Mmomase
OfiaTyIe, Te Ce HACTOjV aHA/MM3MPATH Ha KOjU HAuMH J]ATO Jieflabe yTide Ha IVpPH IPYIITBe-
HOTIOMUTIYKY OKBUP U I7ie ce Moryhe mocneamiie HajcHakHMje ocehajy (Buzan, Weever, De
Wilde, 1998, str. 42-43). Taxo, Ha C/IO’KEHO NMNTake MIPET/INTaka YTUIIAja MHOTOOPOjHIX
daxropa ynyTap u usmehy cexropa koju yrudy Ha moryhe ciydajeBe cekyputusanije,
TBOPIYM MCTOMMEHE TeOPHje KA0 OATOBOP /1ajy jeNHOCTaBHY MCTPA)KMBAYKY CXEMY.

YnHU ce ja Teopuja CeKypuUTHU3aLMje, WM dap OHAKO KaKo je OBJIe IPelCTaB/beHa,
Hajdobe QyHKIMOHMIIIE Y /IelTOBMMA T7ie He OI/Ta3) IIPEBMUIIIE JATIEKO Off CBOT TEOPUjCKOT
y3opa, To jecT OCTMHOBMX IPOMMII/bakha TOBOPHOT YMHA. Kako TBOpIM Teopuje IOCTajy
aMOMLIMO3HYj) Y CBOjOj 3aMIC/IN I YHa/baBajy ce Off ToBOpa 0 0e30eHOCT Ka BUIIIM

12 Security concerns.
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HUBOMMA aHa/ln3e, TAKO Ce IIO03MBalbe Ha KOHTEeKCTYa/IHOCT ceKypuTusanuje (Buzan,
Weever, De Wilde, 1998, str. 32; 42) cBe Bullle ITpeodpakaBa y CBOjeBPCHU TeOPUjCKI deus
ex machina.

Ospie je moTpedHa jour jenHa HartoMeHa. OCTHH, T1a caMyM TUM 11 BysaH u capagHuIy,
UMIUIMIYTHO IPUXBaTa II0CTOjalbe IMpe APYIITBEHE CTPYKTYPe KOja yC/IOB/baBa peasin-
3al[yIjy TOBOPHOT Y4/{Ha Ha TAYHO OffpeleH HauMH, OJHOCHO IIOCTOjarbe TOBOPHOT Y/HA Kao
TAaKBOT, a/I)1 He paspabyyje Teopujcku 0Baj MOMEHT CTPYKTypasiHe fieTepMuHucaHoctu. Ha
HpMMep, CaMo ce KOHCTaTyje fa ofpebeH mojenuHIy Mory ia usropapajy ogpebene peun 'y
ozpehennM curyanmjama (Austin, 1962, str. 15-16) nnu ga je ogpehernm roBopHnm aktiMa
moryhe gemonctpuparu moh (Austin, 1962, str. 154-155, 162) u He uze ce ja/be Off TOTa.
CudHo 1 y ciy4ajy Teopuje ceKypuTusaluje, bysan u capajHuny HaBofe ia [Py TBEHN
KaImTasn ceKypuTnsyjyher akrepa xoju je Ha IO3MIMjU ayTOPUTETA, Maja He HYXKHO U
(dbopMaHOr ayTOpUTETa, yTUYe Ha YCIENIHOCT ceKypuTnayjyher unna (Buzan, Weever,
De Wilde, 1998, str. 33). UnHu ce fa je BaXKHO 32 TEOPU)jY CEKyPUTU3ALNje IPOMUIIIbatbe
(dakTOpa KOju YTUYY Ha 0Baj IPOLeC, HO IIOMEHYTO MECTO jecTe IPBO I IIOC/IeN e Ha KOM
ce HaBOZM II0jaM COLMja/JHOT KannTasa. [Intama Koja ce Tuay npupoge, NpofyKuuje u
PenpoyyKIuje COIMjaTHOT KaliTaJIa, 3ajefHO ca pa3IoroM 390r KOT ITyd/IiKa IIpuxBaTa jja
caciyla ceKyputusyjyher akrepa ca gaTuM ofIMKaMa, OCTajy Ja ,Blce Y Basayxy . Mako
CYy HaBefleH! CTPYKTYpalHM MOMEHTH Teopuje OCTa/IM HepasByjeHN, Kako Kof OcTuHa,
TAaKO ¥ KOJ] TBOpalla Teopuje CeKypuTusanuje, aMONIMo3HOCT 3amuciu bysana, Busepa u
He Bunpea ynnu oBaj HeoctaTak oceTHUjUM. Ho, Ty ce mcToBpeMeHO oTBapa IpOCTOp 3a
HaJIOTpajiiby Teopuje Koji 0Baj TEKCT IMOKYIIaBa fia MCKOpUCTH cnefiehy Tpar AnTrcepoBux
MUCIN U3HETUX y Vgeonoiuju u gpiasuum ugeonowkum atiapaimiuma. Ilpe Hero mro ce
YUMHI 0Baj KOPAK, HY’KHO je pasMUCIUTI O OFHOCY 0e30efHOCTI 1 AEOIIOTje.

MIOEOJIOINJA, BE3BEJHOCT
N MOEOJIOIMJA BE3BETHOCTU

Yumennna ga He moctoju ommrenpuxsahena gepunniyja ngeonoruje (Heywood,
2005, str. 6) He du Tpedasa ga MSHeHA[V OMIO KOT [e/IATHUKA Y [0/bY APYLITBEHNX HayKa.
Kaxo ucrtnue Ennpy Xejsyn (Andrew Heywood), jeman op pasiora 3a 0BakBo cTame je
HeMOryhHOCT M3omanyje MOKyIaja fepuHICamba U e0NOTje Off aKTYeTHUX MIeOTONIKIX
cykoda (Heywood, 2005, str. 6). Hax 1 y cnydajy fonacka Ko pellaTBHO HEYTPaIHOT U
odjextusHor ofpehema upgeonoruje, koje he ceguT y HaCTaBKy TEKCTa, UCTOM Ce MOXKe
YIYTUTV KPUTHUKA [IpeTepaHe OIILITOCTH U TyOUTKa ,Kputnike omrpuie” (Heywood,
2005, str. 12).

Ykonuko &1 ce mocrojeha cykodpeHa 3HaUewa U/e0NOrMje IPUKYIIIA Ha jeTHOM
MeCTY, IITO YMHM XejBYJ, Pesy/ITarT TOT ofyxsaTa du duo cneehn momy»xm mommc: cucteM
MOIUTUYKUX BEpOBamwa; CKYII MONUTUYKUX Uieja OPMjEHTUCAHNX Ha [ie/IOBambe; Ufieje
Brafajyhe xirace; mornen Ha cBeT ofipeheHe Krace W fPyIITBeHe IPyIe; HONTIIKE Mfieje
KOje apTUKY/IMIIY K/IaCHE W/IU IpyTe APYLITBEHE NHTepece; Ijieje KOje IMpe TaXKHy CBECT
MeDy ekcroaTucaHyMa MM IOTIAaYeHNMa; Mieje Koje CUTYMPajy TojenuHIa y ogpehern
IPYLITBEHN KOHTEKCT U Mpon3Bofie ocehaj KoeKTMBHe IPUNAHOCTH; CKYTI MJeja Koju
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ce KOPJCTH 3a TaBarbe JIETUTVIMHOCTY IOJIUTUYKOM CHCTEMY MU PeXIMY; CBeodyXBaTHa
HOMUTUYKA IOKTPUHA KOja IOJIaXkKe IIPaBO Ha MOHOIION MCTMHE; allICTPAKTaH X BUCOKO
CHCTeMaTIMYaH Kyl nommTiakux upeja (Heywood, 2005, str. 6).

bes mydmper 3aupama y cBako NOjefMHAYHO 3HAYCHE [10jMa, Y TPEHYTHE CBpXe je
TOBOJBHO 3aI0BOJBUTH ce ofipehersem Mapruna Cenuyrepa (Martin Seliger) rae uneonoruja
IpeACTaB/ba ,CKYII nfeja ToMohy KOjUX /bYAM IIOCTaB/bajy, 0djalllbaBajy 11 OIPaBAaBajy
I[/beBe U CPeAiCTBA OPTaHN30BaHe APYIITBEHE aKIyje, 0e3 003¥pa Ha TO A M CTPeMM
O4YyBambY, IOIIPAB/bAY, ICKOPEHUBAY VN PEKOHCTPYKLNjU AATOT APYIITBEHOT TOpeTKa"
(Seliger, HaBemeno nmpema: Heywood, 2005, str. 12).

AKxo ce mornefia oBa fiebMHUINjA ¥ yIOpeau ca Beh HaBeleHNM KaTa/loroM 3HaJe-
a, MOTyhe je IPYMEeTHTH fla Ce OHA, JOAYIIe Ca Pa3TNINTOM MEPOM KOMOTHOCTH, MOTY
yxonutn y iy. Ho, mra je ca desdennonthy? Ilpuxsaramem Bongsunose Mmogudukaryje
Bondepcosor cxparama KaTeropuje de3defHOCTH, 0 K0joj je paHuje d1yIo pedn, OHa IOCTaje
HICKa BepoBaTHOha HapyIaBamwa nocrojehux Bpefsocty onpehenor apymrsa. Kopauame
TI0 TPAroBMMa JiBOjMIle ayTOpa ca CoOOM HOCH U yBasKaBarbe HUXOBOT CXBaTamba MPHpPOJie
TI0jMa, TO jecT mepIienujy desdemHocTu Kao BpegHOCTH. [lomyire, ocodeHe BpCTe Bpesi-
HOCTH Koja 0e3 npyrux He Moxe dutu. TauHuje, de3 Ipyrux BpeZHOCTH KOje MOTy dUTH
HapylleHe, IpeMa 0Boj ileMHMINjI, caMa de38eIHOCT MaJIo 3HAUV MINTY He 3HAYM HUINTA.
Takobe, MOHOBHM IOITIeN] Ha Pa3/IMYNTa 3HAYEHHA [10jMa U/ICONIOTHje YKa3yje [ja ce KaTero-
puja ujieje yBeK jaB/ba Yy MHOXKIHI, T€ Jla jeJHa BPEJHOCT He YMHY UTEO0/IOTH]Y, a CBaKaKO
He BPeIHOCT KOja je QYHKIMja APYIUX BPEIHOCTH Kao IITO je de30efHOCT, KOMUKO Tof je
TIOjefIHY Ay TOPY CMATpaIi LIeHTPaIHOM, TO jecT K/byuHoM (Baldwin, 1997, str. 18-19).

C mpyre cTpaHe, HaBefieHa TeduHuIja de30eTHOCTI yKasyje Ha MOTyhHOCT TaKor
YK/byUMBaEha OBe BPEIHOCTH y IIMpPe npeononike cucteMe. OgHOC 6e30eTHOCTH 1 U/Ie0Nm0-
TUje Huje IpeBuIle HOB IpefMeT IPOyJaBama y CTyAujaMa de38eTHOCTH U H0j CPOFHMX/
CYCEIHUX IUCIUIIIMHA, 1A C€ YaK ¥ CeKyPUTHU3allMja MOKe IOCMATPaTy U3 OBOT YI/Ia Kao
CBOjeBPCHM HacTaBaK TpajIije Koja Miieonorujy monucrosehyje ca maxxuom ceurhy npu-
cyrHoM Meby noTnadennma. Ha koji HaunH cy neprumnmpane 0codeHOCTH MACOIOTje U3
IepCIeKTUBe Koja je d/vka IIoMeHyToj MapKcoBoj 3aMucIy, IIokasahe HapenHM Ofie/bak.

PEITPONIYKITUJA YCJIOBA
TTPOV3BOMLE BE3BETHOCTI®

[ITa AnTycep Mo>ke JOHeTH Teopuju ceKypurusanuje? Onrosop je Beh Harosenrren
U I1ack — cTpykrypy. C gpyre cTpaHe, IpUCTYI GPaHIYCKOT MICIOLIA MOYXKe OIPUHETH
BU/BMBOCTY CTPYKTYPATHMX YMHUOLA KOjJ yTUIY Ha YCHEMIHOCT, OFHOCHO HEYCHEIHOCT

13 TIopHACIIOB je pe3y/ITaT Ma/or HOUTPaBaba ca ANTICepOoBOM GOPMYIALIjOM CYLITIHE HErOBOT
3aHMMara 3a UEOIOTI)y U Ue0TIOIIKe Ap>KaBHe anmapare. I1ommTo oBaj oge/bak Tpeda fja mpuka-
JKe HajBaKHIje TauyKe IIOMEHYTOT CErMeHTa fiena ppaHiyckor ¢punosoda, a y mmpeM KOHTEKCTY
pasMuIbamba 0 de3defHOCTI, OBaKBa ,,PA3UTPAHOCT e YMHM ONpaBiaHoM. OpuUrnHaTHa MICAO
ArnTucepa Koja je HajaXHy/Ia OBaKaB HAC/IOB OfleJ/bKa I7Iacy: ,, VI3 Tora cefu ja cBaka ApyLITBEHA
dopmarnyja, kako Sy IIOCTOjaIa, MOpa PEIPOAYKOBATI YCTIOBE CBOje IPOM3BOMIHE NCTOBPEMEHO C
IIPOM3BOAKHOM, Kako Ou Morya fa npoussomu (Althusser, 2009, str. 8).
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cexypurusyjyher unHa, moruro ce uctu y reopuju bysana u capagHmka nogpasymesajy, ca
MaJIo WIV HUMAJIO HacTojamba Jja ce HaBefieH! dpakTopy eKcIumnypajy'. HacraBak Tekcra
Suhe ycpencpeben Ha npxaBHe nieoIOIIKe allapaTe U UAEOJIOINY, TO jeCT Ha U/JeOTIOLIKY
MHTepIenanujy.

Ajryicep cBoje pedrrexcuje o Ap>KaBU IIOCMATpa Kao pas3pay MapKcoBYX CTaHOBUIITA
0 OBOj IPYLITBEHOj MHCTUTYLIMjJ U3HETUX Y HEKOINKO Ba>KHUX fiena’’, Kao 1 JlemnHOBe
(Brapyimup Vnbitd YinbsaaoB JIeHnH) Teopuje o ApyKaBu cafipxkaHe y piasu u pesonyuuju.
Mopudukannuja moMeHyTe TeOpuje HacTaje yC/e IpUMeHe IepCcrekTuBe QPOKyCupaHe Ha
pemnponykuujy npoussogHux ogHoca (Althusser, 2009, str. 19) 1 ogHOCH ce Ha pasyBaja-
e IP>KaBHOT pelIpecyBHOT allapaTa I JpXKaBHUX UIEOMOMIKIX allapaTa yHyTap gp>KaBe
(Althusser, 2009, str. 27). [Ip>xaBHM pellpecBHU amapar'® mpefcTaB/ba OHe IeJIOBe KOju
cy odjennbeHI HAYMHOM (PYHKLIMOHICAkA U HACU/bEM KA0 IJITABHOM'” OJI/INKOM TaKBOT
JIeTI0Batba, VIV AIPYTUM PEYMa, CBE LITO Ce Y KIACMYHO] MAPKCUCTUYKOj TEOPUjI ITOCMATpa
kao mpxkasa'® (Althusser, 2009, str. 27). Ip>xaBHu upeonoiuky amaparyu wit JUIAY jecy y
cBOM (YHKI[MOHUCAY 0djequbeHn uaeonorujoM Baanajyhe xiace (Althusser, 2009, str.
31) kpos Kojy mpumapHo aenajy (Althusser, 2009, str. 30). Ha oBaj HauuH je ocTBapeHa 1o-
Iena paga usMeby penpecusHor anapara u JJVIA, a ¢ ybeM perrpofgyKIyje IIpOU3BOIHUX
OfIHOCA KOjI Cy UCTOBPEMEHO 1 OfHOCHK eKcrtoaTanyje (Althusser, 2009, str. 36). Anticep
HaIJIalllaBa [a je Pa3/IMKOBabe PeIPEeCHBHOT Off M eO/IOIKOT arapara HaropecTuo Ipammn
(Antonio Gramsci), anu Huje ycreo fja cBoja 3amaxama cucteMarusyje (Althusser, 2009,
str. 26). OcHoBa oBe Ay epeHNMjaLuje IPONCTIYe U3 IPUPOLe Ap>KaBHe MohM 11 Ha Tpa-
Ty UTa/IMjaHCKOT MIC/IVOLA 3aK/bydyje [ja BlIaflambe JP>KaBOM He MO>Ke OUTY 3aCHOBAHO

' Jou TauHMje, MUCIIY Ce Ha IIPY>Kaibe OArOBOpa Ha MUTambe 300T Yera Iyd/MKa IperosHaje CeKy-
putH3yjyhu akTep Kao Hekora KO OIIpaBJaHO MOXKe [ja ToBopu o de3degHoctn. Vnentuduxaryja
CcoLIMja/THOT KallnTasIa aKTepa CeKypurusanuje oy crpane bysana, Busepa u [le Bunzea xao unHmona
YCIIEIHOCTY CEKypPUTH3alMje, OBJie Ce MHTePIpeTHpa Kao HeyBep/bUB IIOKYIIAj aHTULIMIIAIINje
eBEeHTYa/IHIX KPUTIKA U CXOJJHO TOMe ce He y3uMa y 0d3up. Jla je CoLjaTHM KaluTall 3aUCTa BaXKaH
Ileo Teopuje CeKypuTusaluje, SuIo du 04eKMBaHO Ja Ce 0BOj KaTeTOPYj!U IIPY)KM BUIIE IPOCTOPa
ofi jenHoT jegyHor nomeHa. Ho, To ce Huje goroguo.

1> [Tomeny it aytop HaBogyu Komynucmiuuxku manupeciti, Ocamuaeciiu Spumep Jlyja bonatnapiie,
Ipahancku paii y Ppanuyyckoj u Knacny Sopdy y @panuyyckoj (Althusser, 2009, str. 20, 25).

16 AnTricep je Ha OBOM MeCTy Majio KOH(Y3aH jep Hali3MeHMYHO TOBOPY O IP>KaBHOM PeIIPeCcHBHOM
amapaty u amaparuma (Althusser, 2009, str. 27-28). Kako jejHy cTpaHuIy KacHUje eKCIUIMIIUTHO
TBPJM J1a TIOCTOj| jeflaH AP>KaBHO PeIIPEeCHBHY allapaT I MHOIITBO JAP>KaBHMX IJIEO/IOIIKMX arapara
(Althusser, 2009, str. 28), y 0BOM TEKCTY Ce PeIPECUBHIU allapar IOMIIbEe Y jeHIHN.

"7 PempecBHI allapaT IPYMApPHO Je/yje IyTeM Haclba, a MAEOTIOLIKY CEKYHAAPHO, IOK je 0OpHyTO
y CIy4ajy IpyKaBHUX MAeoIoWKuX amapara (Althusser, 2009, str. 30).

18 ,CeTnMo ce ia y MapKCUCTUYKO]j Teopuju, fpkaBHu anaparu (IA) cagpske: Blay, afMIHICTPALIN-
jy» BOjCKY, TONMIIMjY, CyfiOBe, 3aTBOPE UT/., KOj/ CA4ME-aBajy OHO IITO hy fja/be HasuBaTy Ap>KaBHUM
pernpecuBHnM anaparuma“ (Althusser, 2009, str. 27).

19 KaTasor Ip>kaBHMX MICOTIOMIKNX amapara peMa A/NTICepOBOM MUIbEY jecTe cnefehn: ,,pe-
murujcku JVIA (cuctem pasHux npkasa), odpasoBuu [IVA (cucreM pasHUX ,IIKOMA", jABHUX 1
npuBaTHUX), Topopuyarn JUA, npasuu VA, nomutnaku IVIA (HOMUTHYKY cuCTEM, YK/BY4Yjyhun
pasHe napruje), curaukanan IVA, napopmanmonn [IVA (mramiia, paguo 1 TeneBusnja uth. ),
Kyntypuu JVIA (KiIKeBHOCT, jlerie yMeTHOCTH, ciiopT uth.)“ (Althusser, 2009, str. 28).
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UCK/BYYNBO Ha perpecuju Beh mogpasymesa u Mepy npucrauka?. Tako, mpousBogma
IpuCTaHKa ce cuposopy myteM VA, nok ce mpucuiom odesdehyjy momuTiaxu ycinosu
y KojuMa je TakBa npoussopmwa moryha (Althusser, 2009, str. 36-37). Vneonoruja je Ty
Ta ode3deny ckIagHO QYHKIMOHNCalbe ABe TPylle Ap)KaBHUX amapara (Althusser, 2009,
str. 37), Kao 1 cTBapame UMAarnHAPHOT OJIHOCA TI0jefjHaIIa IIpeMa peanHo mocTojehnm
yC/IOBUMa ApyIITBeHe pousBonme (Althusser, 2009, str. 56).

Kapa ce mornesajy cacTaBHM [elI0BY WIN TIOjeIHAYHM anlapaTy Koju unHe JVIA,
TOTOBO JMICTOT TPeHa IIOCTaje BUJ/bUBA IIpeyBe/IYaHa Jp)KaBa Y OKBUPY AJITHCepOBe
teopyje. lllTaBumIe, KaKo pyKaBHM UIEOIOLIKY allapaTy 00yXBaTajy CBe, Off HOPOJIIIe 1
LIPKBe, TPEKO IpaBa U IOINTHUKE JI0 MEMIMja, I1a YaK CIIOpTa M KIbVDKEBHOCTH, M3jeHaYaBajy
ce ipymTBO U fipxkaBa. Takobe, mpexmaname ogpelennx menosa gp>KaBHOT PEIPECUBHOT
amapata 1 JIVA, Kao y cry4ajy mIpaBHNX p>KaBHUX U/e0NMonKux anapara (Althusser, 2009,
str. 28), 4uHY HeMOryhuM jacHO pasrpaHIYebe OBUX II0CeSHNX Ie/IoBa ip)KaBe. Y MCTOM
KOHTEKCTY Basba IOMEHYTH 1 TO fia 0da fiena ipykase 00aB/bajy McTe QyHKIMje, JomylIe ¥
pasmmauTM MepaMa®'. Anticep je duo cBecTaH ImpodieMa pasTpaHNdeha, ali pellehe
KOje je Ipy»1o, Hajonaxke pedeHo je koHysHo. Hanme, dpanuycku ¢punoszod je spsxaBHn
penpecuBHY anapaT y HOTIYHOCTY CMeCTHUO Y jaBHY cdepy, oK je AVIA Hajsehum femom
JIOLMPA0 y IPUBATHOj cepyt, 3 HAIIOMEHY Jia Cy LIPKBe, IIapTHje, CUHANKATI, IIOPORMIIE,
Heke IIKOJIe, 3Ha4ajaH fleo IITaMIIe U TaKo Jasbe, mpusatHy (Althusser, 2009, str. 28-29).
Opaspe je Mmoryhe mpeTmnocTaBUTK fa ANTUCEp IIPUBATHY 1 jaBHY cdepy, Y HEKy PyKY,
norcrosehyje ca mpuBaTHUM 1 IP)KaBHMM BIACHUIITBOM Kao odmmuyma cBojune. Ocraje
HejacHO 300T 4yera Ha OBaj HAYMH KOPUCTY HaBeJleHY AMXOTOMM)Y, HO TIONITO HEKOMNKO
pefoBa HIpKe Kayke Jla Huje OUTHO Jla /v Cy MHCTUTYIIMje TPUBATHe M/IN jaBHe, Beh je BayXHO
kaxo ¢yuxunonnury (Althusser, 2009, str. 29), HerBocMIC/IEHO je fia he ofroBOp M3oCcTaTHL.

Y dpsuHM MpUKyT/beHe MaHe ANITUCEPOBOT CXBaTamba Ip)KaBe CUTYPHO HUCY PAs/Ior
30or Kor ce Mgeonoiuja u gpiasHu ugeonowiky atiapatiiu jo yBeK untajy. TpajaocT u mor-
ITYHOCT KOjOM MJe0/IOTHja IIPOXKMMa II0jeIMHAYHO ITOCTOjakbe MMOCPENCTBOM PasIUMINTUX
IPYLITBEHNX MHCTUTYIIMja jecy yIedaT/bUBO ONVICaHe y Beh BiIIe ITyTa IOMEHYTOM JeITy.
Op mpBMX [faHa CBOT )KMBOTA CBAKM WIAH PYIITBA je M3/I0XKeH Brafajyhoj ugeonornju Haj-
IIpe y CBOjOj IIOPOAVILIN, I1a IITKOJIV V1 APYTVIM MEOTOMIKIM allapaTiiMa, CBe JOK OOJIONIKa
jemuHKa He jobe o cBOr HemsdexxHor Kpaja. Mehy IVIA, kako AnTricep TBPAY, y MOEPHIM
OKBMPYIMa IIPMMAT MMa 0Opa30BHY anapar™ jep ,HUjefaH SPYyTru fp>KaBHY UICOTOMIKY
alrapaT y KanUTa/IMCTUYKIM OPYIITBeHUM popMalyjaMa HeMa 0daBe3Hy (M HUIITA Mambe

% ,Komuko HaM je O3HATO, HIfjefHA K/Iaca He MO>Ke IIOCEOBATI IPyKaBHY MON TOKOM IyyKer Iepu-
Ofia BpeMeHa, a fja He 0CTBapyje XereMOHMjy Haf AP)KaBHUM MIeOMOLIKIIM allapaTiMa U Kpo3 BUX
(Althusser, 2009, str. 32).

2! Todpa mwirycTpanuja oBe JBOJHOCTH jecTe MHCTUTYIIMja BOjCKe, KOja je HOpel CBOje OCHOBHE (yHK-
1[Mje MMaJia ¥ BaKHY Y/IOTy y paclpoCTUpamby 3BaHIYHE ip)KaBHe npeosnoruje Mehy odBesunima
ca yCTaHOB/beEM MOJepHe BojHe odaBese off Kpaja 18. Beka na Hajasbe. [IpeTXOHO je HarTaleHo
y IpUMepy ayCTpOyrapcke BojCKe IJie je MOKYIIaHO OalaHCHpabe HeMayKe XereMOHMje JI My/IT/HA-
L[MOHA/IHOT CacTaBa OPY)XaHMX TPyIa Kpo3 IIpaKce IyKOBCKUX jesuka (Petrovi¢, 2022, str. 51-54).
'Y mpeTKanUTaMIMCTUYKIM JPYIITBMMA Ha MECTO IIKOJIe CTajasla je IIPKBa, Te je 0Baj MMUC/IMIIALL
cTaHOBMINTA fia je PpaHIycKa peBoIyLyja Mehy CBOjIM OCHOBHMM IIM/beBMMA MMaJIa U CBpraBame
IIPKBe ca I107I0Kaja JOMMHAHTHOT arrapara uzeosomike penpopykije (Althusser, 2009, str. 38-39).
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durHo, decrinarHy) mydnuKy, 8 caTu FHEBHO, 5 /10 6 laHA CEAAMUYHO, CAYNE-EHY Off YKYITHOT
dpoja mene” (Althusser, 2009, str. 45). Takobe, mkoma omoryhasa pacejaBare nupeonoruje
Meby yuennimma ca dnaruM BapujarmjaMa Koje OAroBapajy CuenupuuHoCTIMA I0/I0XKaja
y CHCTeMy IIpOM3BOfibe Kojit hie 3ayseTn 1o 3aBplireTKy cBor LikomoBama (Althusser, 2009,
str. 44). Taxo, y AntucepoBoj 3aMuciu odpa3oBHM UAEOIOIIKM allapar uMa QyHKLUjy
HaMeTama IIPeicCTaBe O CBETY BAafiajyhe Kmace y HajpamuByjoj 00U, OK OCTAN HETOBI
JIVIA TaxBY MHTEpPIIpeTAINjy CTBAPHOCTY OAP’KaBajy TOKOM ocTaTKa xmBoTa (Althusser,
20009, str. 45). Kao mro je AntucepoB npujaTess, dpurancku ucropudap Hdarmac Iloncon
(Douglas Johnson) sero Hamcao y mpearoBopy 3a MOCTXyMHO 0djaB/beHy ayToduorpadujy
dpanmyckor ¢punosoda: ,Iloctoje oHM Koju yde [a Bafjajy M OHM KOji yde fia ce HbJMa
Brama“ (Johnson, 1993, str. xvii).

/13 mpeTxopHOT je MoTyhe penaTMBHO aKO YBUAETHU Ja ANITHCED He Ipusjaje HeKn
3Ha4aj [IOjeAMHIY Kao TaKBOM. VIHMBY/ya IOCTOjU caMo Jja O perpofyKoBaa CIUCTeM
U IIOC/TyIIHO YCBaja CBE LITO jOj APKaBHM M/ICONOIIKN anlapaTy cepBupajy. Yak u nmpu-
CTajambe y3 jelHy WK IPYTy UIE€O0NIOTUjy HUCY Pe3y/ITaT BO/LHOT aKTa, jep U3 AITICEPOBE
MepCIeKTNBeE, IITO he TEKCT YCKOPO TOKa3aTH, ojeinHaIl He dupa upeonorujy, seh
odpatHo. [TocToju mujasma dartanmsma® Koja OKpyXKyje TAKBY 3aMICA0 UJEOTIOTHje 1
IpKaBHYX UJIEONIONIKMX arapara. ATcepa HIUCY 3aHMMaN eMaHIUIIalNja, XyMaHu3aM
WIN Ufeann3aM MapKcuctudke ¢gpunosoduje, Harmamasa [loncon (Johnson, 1993, str.
xii). OH je MapKcusaM Buie0, TIpe CBera, Kao Hay4IHY TEOPHjy KOjoj je Jkemeo MOBPATUTH
peBonyuonapun Hadoj (Johnson, 1993, str. xii). /max, ounra je Haetoct usmebhy peso-
JIyLIIOHAPHUX TeXIBIL U PedIeKCHja 0 aKTYeTHOj APYLITBEHOEKOHOMCKO] (OpMaLiVjit, aKO
je IbyAcKM paKTOp CBefleH Ha CKYTI XVMBUX 3yITYaHMKA JPYIITBEHOT MEXaHNM3Ma.

Maromnpe je moMeHyTO fia uaeonoruje dupajy maausuaye. Kako je oso moryhe?
OnroBop Ha IMTamke OYNTO 3aXTeBa 3a/jpyKaBarbe Ha ANITHCEPOBOM CXBaTakby UEO/IOTHje.
Y cymrnay, ppannycku ¢punozod mopudukyje MapkcoBo cxBaTame Ie0I0r1je Kao J1a-
ke cecTn (Althusser, 2009, str. 49-51), anu ce He yfa/baBa IIpeBUILIE OF CBOT TEOPHjCKOT
y3opa. Vigeornoruja je meduHmcaHa Ka0 MMATMHAPHY OFHOC MHAMBUYe IIPeMa peaTHUM
ycmoBuMa cBoje eraucrennuje (Althusser, 2009, str. 53), mpu Yemy 1eonOrKje He IPUKA3yjy
y JIa>KHOM CBeTIIy ITocTojehe Ipor3BOgHe OGHOCE, HETO je IeplielIlija I0jeA/Halla BbIX0Be
Bese ca JaTVM OJHOCHMa UCKpuB/beHa (Althusser, 2009, str. 56). MaTepujanHy ersucTeHLujy
UJIeOTIOTje IpeficTaB/ba fPYIITBEHO He/larbe MojefyHala MINTH BbuxoBa mpakca (Althusser,
2009, str. 59-60). Ipyrum peunMa, MOTUBY APYIITBEHOT JeNlafha MHANBIU/Ye CBOje Tope-
KJIO Majy Y TOMEHYTOM MMariMHapHOM OffHOCY* mpeMa cTBapHOCTH. C 0831poM Ha TO

» QatanucTiake MoMeHTe je Moryhe odjacHuTy AntrceposoM muuHomhy. Yurasor xmuBoTa ce §o-
puo ca MaHn4HOM fenipecujoM (Johnson, 1993, str. xi), unu Kako je faHac ycTa/beHa HOMEHK/IATypa,
Sunonapanm apexrusHuM nopemehajem. TokoM jefHe Off CBOjUX JIeTIPeCHBHUX €NM30/a, YOUO je
cBojy cynpyry Xeneny Purman (Héléne Rytmann), HoBemdpa 1980. rogune, anm je ocnodoben onty-
xOu ycnen HeypauyrpuBocTH (Johnson, 1993, str. vi-vii). Behu fieo octaTka )xuBoTa je nposeo Ha
nedersy y QOMHMI[AMA 32 MEHTA/THO 37paB/be. CBe IIITO je IIOCTIIa0 TOKOM CBOje aKafieMCKe Kapujepe,
HAacTasIo je y nepuopyuma nusMeby emsona genpecuje, Hanomnmbse [Toncon (Johnson, 1993, str. xi).

* ,,Axo Bepyje y bora, ona [MHaMBYYya] ofnasu y LIpkBY Kako Sy mpuCycTBOBaIa INTYPrUju, K€y,
MO Ce, VICIIOBEJiA Ce, YMHM IOKOPY (jefHOM je d1/la MaTepuja/iHa y CBaKOJFHEBHOM CMICITY peul) Te
ce, HAPABHO, Kaje, UTA. AKo Bepyje y [ly>)xHocT, nmahe ofiroBapajyha nonammara, yrmicaHa y puTyaiHe
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Ia IPYIITBEHO Je/labe jecTe MaTepHjaTHOCT U Ie0/IOoTHje, Koja OIeT IMpeNCcTaB/ba N3BOP
MOTMBA Jle/Ilalba CBAKOT WIaHA APYLITBA, ANTHCEP 3aK/bydyje Ia MHAMBH/YA jefHO KPO3
upeonorujy mocroju kao cydjexar (Althusser, 2009, str. 65). [Jpyrum peunma, ugeonormja
TpaHcdopMIulIIe TT0jefVHIIA Y JeaTHOT cydjexTa. [IpeTXogHO roBopy 0 ToMe fia cXBaTa-
e upieosnoruje GppaHIyckor ¢puro3oda yBeImuKo IpeBasiIasy ycKe IpaHulle OTUTIYKe
upeonoruje u noucrosehyje ce ca CBeTOHA30POM KOj IPYIITBEHO] aKI[UjU IPY)KaA CBPXY.
VcroBpeMmeHo, cydjekaT u npeosnoruja ¢y MehycodHo mpoxeTn y Toj Mepu Aa moriex Ha
CTBapHOCT 0cr1odoheH of MeoIoMKNX yTHLaja jecTe HeMoryh?.

Maxko je fo capa y tekyhem ofe/pKy mojam ugeonoruje Hajueuhe ymorpedpasaH y
jemHVHY, CYBMILIHO je McTahy ja pea/THOCT IofjpasyMeBa IIOCTOjambe upeonoryja. Vupusnmya
HocTaje CydjeKT Kpo3 Ipollec UAEONIONIKe NHTepIIeslalyje Koji ce IpeMa AJITUCepOBOj
3aMIC/IN OJUTPaBa JIAKO, CIIOHTAHO 1M CKOPO IIPUPOTHO, Oe3 3aJplIKe I JBOYM/bemba.
Oppebena npeonoruja nunTepnennpa (osusa) HHAMBUAYY, @ CYdjeKaT Ce jefHOCTABHO
onmasusa (Althusser, 2009, str. 69). He Tpeda 3adopasutu na [JVIA nenyje Ha mojennHiie
Off IIPBUX MOMEHATa CBECHOCTYI, T1a ¥ POAUTE/BI Y CBOM onxobhemy IIpema AeTeTy YHyTap
MOPOAMIIE MaTePMjaIN3Yjy UIEONIOTHjY KOja UX jeé OKPY>KMBajIa ¥ IPOXKMMaja YMTaBor
uBoTa. Ha 0Baj Ha4MH IOI/Ief; HAa CTBAPHOCT U3 CrieluduyHe CTPYKTypajIHe HO3uLinje
KOjU Ce TIoCpefiyje Kpo3 [PYIITBEHO [ieathe U3jeflHaYaBa ce ca caMoM peayHolihy, oK
MHJVBYUAYYU OCTaje Ha KOHIIY jeNJHO fIa ce CJIOKM Ca OYMUITIeFHONINY VICTIHE KOjy Ufieo-
noruja TBOopu (Althusser, 2009, str. 74).

3AK/bYYAK

[ITa cToju Ha Kpajy oBor KpuByzaBor myTa? Teopuja ceKypurtusamnuje TBpAu ga
je de3deqHOCHO MUTame OHO KOje ce Kao TaKBO AedUHMIIIe, a ITyd/INKa TaKBO ofpeheme
mpuxsaty. Kao BaKHO NuTame Koje je 3aMucao bysana i capajfHiKa octaBmia Oes aje-
KBAaTHOT OJITOBOPA, U3[IBOjeH je pas/ior 300r KOr myd/IuKa yoIIlITe IPKUCTaje fja cacmylia
cexypurusyjeher akrepa, OZHOCHO Ja Ta 0coda dyzie Ipero3HaTa Kao HeKO ca Ipepora-
TUBOM JeduHrcama 6e30eHOCHOr MUTama. Y 0By CBpXy McKopuiheHa Cy pasMuIbarba
JIyja Antucepa o pempofgyKIujy KalUTaINCTHIKe APYIITBEHOEKOHOMCKe (opMariuje,
KOja, n3Mel)y ocTasIor, cafpske CTAHOBUIITE O IIOCTOjatby HI3A AP>KABHIUX U FPYIITBEHNX
MHCTUTYLMjA (Fp)KaBHUX allapaTa) dija je CBpXa Jja Hayde [OjejHe WIAHOBE APYILITBA
KaKo ce ByIafia 1 BehyHy kako ce muMa iaaga. Ho, mpe Tora je dmto norpedHo mnoxasaru
Ia 3axBasbyjyhu cxBaramy de30eHOCTY Kao BpeIHOCTH jecTe Moryhe ucry yBpctutu Meby
nocTojehe unHMOLe eTadmupanux upeonoruja. CaMyuM THM U BpeJHOCT de30efHOCTH II0-
CTaje mpefMeT IPYMITBEHNX MHCTUTYIMja Koje ANITIICEP HasuBa AP >KaBHUM U/I€OMOIIKIM
amapaTnma. V3 Xejsynosor nomica nocrojehux ogpebema nupeonoruje moryhe je Bunern

IpaKce ,,y CKiafy ca odndajuma“. Ao Bepyje y Ilpaspy, npegahe ce de3ycmoBHO Iponmcuma mpasa
Te he MOX/1a 4yak 1 IpOTeCTBOBATH KaJla Ce IpeKpllle, MOTINCUBATI IeTHUIIMje, YIeCTBOBATY Ha
memoHcrparmjama utyh.“ (Althusser, 2009, str. 60).

» ,3aT0 OHY KOjU CY 110 Ae(pUHALIM}I Y UICONIOTHjI BepYjy [ia CY M3BaH U/EOJOTHje: jeiaH of edekara
UJe0IOrMje je MPaKTUYHO OfidallMBambe I/eOIOMKOr KapaKTepa I/eoIoruje IIyTeM UIeOJIoTHje:
UJie0TIOrMja HIKa/a He Kaxe ja cam ugeonomka ™ (Althusser, 2009, str. 70).
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Jla TIOMEHY TV OONMK MUIIITbeba y cede yK/bydyje U IIpeficTaBe 0 HauMHY QyHKIMOHNCamba
APYLITBA, IIPABEIHOj PACIIONEIN APYIITBEHNX PeCyPca U jOLI MHOTO IITOLITA IITO C& MOXKE
HOJBECTY IIOf, OIIIITAM HAa3MBOM IJleja U/IM CBETOHA30Pa. Tako, Oir0BOp Ha IMTalbe 3aIUTO
mydnuKa ciryIa ceKypuTtnsyjyher aktepa jecte Taj ja YMTaB HU3 MHCTUTYIIMja IOCTOjI Ca
CBpPXOM HOpMa/M3alnuje 1 Harypanusanuje mocrojehe guctpudyiuje mohu, a mydamka je
JKMBOTE IIPOBeIa y BIX0BOM OKpuby. CBe oK ceKypurusyjyhu nmores cojum ocoduna-
Ma He M371a3y U3 JOMMHAHTHE PeicTaBe CTBAPHOCTH, CEKYPUTH3yjyhn aktepu ce Mory
HaJlaTK yCIexXy CBOT HACTOjamba.

Hema moTpede HarnmamapaTy 1a OBaKaB eKJIEKTUIKY JOJATaK TEOPUjI CEKyPUTH3a-
IVje 3aXTeBa jOII pajja. AITHUCEPOB IMPUCTYN je GOKYCHPaH Ha PEPOAYKIN)Y CHCTEMa,
TaKO /]a He HyIU TeOpUjCKa CPefiCTBa Koja Ce OfIHOCe Ha eBeHTYa/IHy IpoMeHy ucTor. Beh je
HaBeJIeHO /1A je OBO YTa//bMBO, aKO Ce y 003Mp y3Me 5Ke/ba 32 0OHAB/bamkheM I Pa3BUjambeM
PEBONYLMIOHAPHOT JKapa MapKCUCTUYKe APYIITBEHE TEOPHje KOjy je 3a CBOje JIeNI0 Be3UBa0
¢bpannyckn Mucnunan. Vs oBor K/byda jeffHa MpOMeHa Koja 3aCIy>Kyje CBOje MMe jecTe
IpOMeHa CUCTeMa JpylLITBeHe mpousBofme. Ho, Kako o we gohu axo je cydjexaT KoH-
IVIIMPaH Kao )KMBY amapar? Y3 cBe 0BO OCTajy OTBOpEHa NMTama HadpeKHyTe fApKaBe
U HejacHe TIofiente n3Mel)y pernpecuBHMX 1 UIEONONIKMX CETMEHATa IP>KaBHOT alapara.

Ha ctpann reopuje bysana u capagnuka ocTajy muTama aMOMIIMO3HOCTH 3aMUCTIN
KOja y CBOM CpILy ¥IMa CKPOMHY T'OBOPHI 4JH, HE,OBO/bHO Pa3BIjEHOT CETMEHTa TEOPYjCKOT
cucreMa Koju ce Tde MehycekTopckux ofHOCa 11 HejacHe ynore QYHKIMOHA/THMX aKTepa.

Y 0BOM TeKCTy cy npodaeMaTHyHa MeCTa CaMo UeHTU(UKOBaHa, jep Ou norne
IleTa/bHO daB/bere MPodIeMaTNYHNM MeCTMMa 3aXTeBasIo U [jajieKo BUIe IPOCTopa
Hero LITO MOXKe Jla IPY>KM jeflaH TeKCT. 3a caja je HOHyI’)eHa jemHa cKuma MonM(I)MKaque
TIOTTy/IapHe Teopuje, Koja ce CBOIM Ha TPydo0 HofaBame OHMX IeTI0Ba UMji Ce He[OCTAaTaK
HajBulIe ocehao y mpBoduTHOj 3amMuciy, 1 je dap ayTop TeKCTa CMaTpao fia je TaKas
cmy4aj. OHo 1To ofiaBzie Tpeda Ja ciefu jecTe mocTeneHa padyHaija noHybheHor HarpTa,
a caMuM TUM ¥ OTK/Iambakbe MAeHTU(IKOBaHNX [TpodjieMa IPUCYTHUX Y TOjeiMHAYHUM
KOMIIOHEHTAaMa JlaTe CKULIE.
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AND THE SKETCH OF THE MODIFIED
SECURITIZATION THEORY

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: The main subject of consideration is the concept of security. However, the
conceptual analysis is carried out in a specific way, namely through the presentation of a
rough outline of the popular theory’s modification. Security is viewed as a value whose
existence is linked to the preservation of the established value system of a given society,
which is used as a basis for further reflection on the nature of the relationship between
security and ideology. The standpoint that security, as a value, can be easily integrated
into existing ideological systems allows it to be the subject of Althusser’s ideological state
apparatuses. By using the theories of the state and ideology of the French philosopher, this
paper aims to overcome the main shortcomings of the theory of securitization, namely the
weak visibility of structural factors that enable the realization of the mentioned process.

Keywords: concept of security, securitization, ideology, ideological state apparatuses,
state

INTRODUCTION

What is security?? This question continues to captivate the scientific community
broadly framed by the name of security studies. This is certainly not surprising given the
name of the discipline. It is strange that despite calls for a clearer definition of the term that

! dejan.petrovic@tb.bg.ac.rs; https://orcid.org/0009-0009-6843-7050

2 The text by Emma Rothschild bears the same title (Rothschild, 1995). The central idea presented
by the author in this work is that the themes emerging within security studies during the 1990s,
in the context of reflections on the discipline’s central concept, already existed during the period
between the mid-17th century and the French Revolution (Rothschild, 1995, pp. 60-61), when the
ideological core of liberalism crystallized into the form known today. As the opening sentences of
this discussion express a sentiment like that present in Rothschild’s text, the initial question exists
as an appropriate symbolic act.
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have continuously appeared within the disciplinary boundaries since the 1950s (Wolfers,
1952) to the present day, a clear answer remains out of reach. The collapse of the Soviet
Union and the events of September 11, 2001, have led to periods of intense reflection on
security (Baldwin, 1997, p. 5; Booth, 2005, p. 2), which have been followed by periods of
lesser interest in theoretical questions, but in fact, the questioning of the central concept
of these studies has never truly ceased.

At the end of the 1990s, Baldwin noticed a proliferation of works attempting to re-
define the concept of security in a way that the concept corresponds to the complexity of
socio-political reality (Baldwin, 1997, p. 5), while these texts simultaneously offered little
novelty compared to what Wolfers wrote back in the 1950s® (Baldwin, 1997, p. 8).

Today, there are no significant changes in terms of the theoretical treatment of security.
Similar texts, with similar introductions outlining the state of the problem within the dis-
cipline and the same calls, with an ever-growing list of recent historical events that require
rethinking the concept (Jacob, 2017, pp. xvii-xix). True, this can cause a kind of “ material
fatigue” in the scientific community, but it does not automatically lead to the transition of
the above-described theoretical problem into the domain of barren scholastic acrobatics.
As Ken Booth notes, security in all its forms is once again at the top of all agendas and
seems to remain there for the foreseeable future (Booth, 2005, p. 2), so thinking about the
central concept is just as important in the contemporary moment as it was 70 years ago,
despite the feeling of running in a same place, over and over again.

It would be insincere to claim that this work is completely different from the men-
tioned “always similar texts with similar introductions” because, as the following text will
show, that is not the case. The distinction of this text lies primarily in perspective, that is,
in viewing the problem from a sociological angle*. Namely, the following text will present
another attempt to rethink the concept of security based on three elements, namely the
theory of securitization, the view of security as an ideology, and Althusser’s reflections on
ideological state apparatuses. The previous needs to be briefly explained.

The theory of securitization is undoubtedly popular within academic circles that have
directed their interests towards expanding the concept of security and the list of referent
objects covered by this concept over the past three decades (Stepka, 2022, p. 18). However,
the concept of securitization and the theory® that has developed around this category do

* In short, Wolfers argued that (national) security, like (national) interest, can mean completely dif-
ferent things to different social actors and is often nothing more than an empty slogan used to push
through various political measures (Wolfers, 1952, pp. 481-484). As Wolfers views security as a value,
or a measure of the absence of threats to the existing values of a given society (Wolfers, 1952, p. 485),
he uses the rest of his influential text for a meticulous analysis of the impact of a series of factors, both
external and internal, in relation to individual societies that affect whether the mentioned measure
of absence of threats is greater or lesser.

* The fact that critical security studies in which sociological insight is not foreign have existed for
about thirty years (Weaever, 2012, pp. 52-55) makes this distinction marginal, but still not non-existent.
> Buzan and Weever, whose names are associated with the introduction of the concept of securiti-
zation into security studies, use the term analytical framework instead of theory for the approach
developed around this concept (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 19). It seems that this preference
reflects the authors’ desire to emphasize the research potential of their approach, which goes beyond
the boundaries of metatheoretical debates.
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not provide an explicit definition of security®, but deal with the process of defining a par-
ticular problem as a security issue. For now, it is enough to say that from this perspective,
security is what is defined as such, and that definition is accepted as truth. The concept of
securitization arises on the basis of Austin’s reflections on the speech act (Austin, 1962),
which adds to the constructivist position from the previous sentence the problem inher-
ent in all approaches in social theory that emphasize the actions of individual actors, in
other words, the partial or complete invisibility of structures that enable the creation and
reproduction of conditions in which a particular interaction, in this case, a speech act,
takes place. Also, as it will be shown in the following text, the concept of securitization is
broadly enough defined not to exclude the existence of security understood as a value, as
Wolfers or Baldwin do’ (Baldwin, 1997, p. 13).

Viewing security as a value leads to the second and third elements. It should be
immediately stated that security is not viewed as an ideology in this work but it relies on
authors who view security in such way (Barnet, 1985; Ugilt, 2017), in the sense of critical
reading®. The reason for this is that ideologies are relatively complex forms of thought
that are never based on a single value, in this case security. However, by accepting Wolfers’
and Baldwin’s position on security as a value, it is possible for security to be found within
some existing ideology along with other values such as freedom, equality, justice, or others
depending on the individual ideology. Ideological state apparatuses function as a means
that enable, somewhat awkwardly, the reproduction of conditions for the reproduction of
the existing order. This most simply implies maintaining a worldview in which the cur-
rent order is natural, the best, and the only possible one. On the other hand, the previous
makes the background of the act of securitization somewhat more visible, that is, it answers
the questions of why someone is recognized as a person who possesses the authority and
legitimacy to act as a securitizing actor and exactly which parts of reality are important
enough to allow extraordinary political measures in case of a threat, that is, successful
securitization. However, it should be noted that the creators of the theory of securitization
are aware of some of the mentioned problems, but the solutions rarely go beyond ad hoc
explanations in the form of incidental sentences at critical points. More on this will be
presented in the next section.

The structure of the work is identical to the previous explanation of the text’s intention.
First, the most important points of the theory of securitization will be presented, after which

¢ In this approach, the meaning of a concept lies in its usage and is not something we can define ana-
lytically or philosophically according to what would be “best” (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 24).
7 Baldwin adopts Wolfers’ definition with minimal adjustments. Specifically, Baldwin argues that
the formulation “absence of threats” within the definition of his predecessor leaves room for various
interpretations. Instead, he proposes defining security as the low probability of damage to the ex-
isting values of a given society (Baldwin, 1997, p. 13). Interestingly, Baldwin, perhaps unknowingly,
conceptualizes security in a manner like Michel Foucault twenty years earlier. The French thinker
identifies dealing with uncertainty and probabilities as one of the fundamental characteristics of the
security dispositive (Foucault, 2014, pp. 38-39).

8 At the same time, the limitations of space dictate that this text goes no further than merely men-
tioning the thinkers who initially inspired the author to reflect on the relationship between security
and ideology. Hopefully, a separate work on this topic will be dedicated in the near future.

989



Dejan D. Petrovi¢, (Once Again) On the Concept of Security and the Sketch of the Modified...

space will be devoted to a brief presentation of the viewpoint on the relationship between
security and ideology specific to this work, and to be continued with a section focused on
Althusser and ideological state apparatuses. In conclusion, these separate parts will together
form a relatively coherent whole that is essentially a sketch of a modest supplement to the
securitization theory.

SECURITIZATION OR HOW TO TALK
ABOUT SECURITY WITHOUT THE CONCEPT
OF SECURITY

To dispel any potential misunderstandings that may arise among readers due to the
title of this section, it should be stated immediately that the theory of securitization, as
well as the concept itself, represents an intriguing attempt to bypass the issues that seem
inseparable from efforts to define security®.

Securitization can be viewed as an extreme variant of politicization, meaning an act
by which a certain issue is removed from the usual frameworks of political processes by
portraying it as an exceptionally significant political issue or as something whose importance
transcends politics altogether (Buzan, Waever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 23). The criterion that the
authors use to distinguish securitization from other forms of politicization is the presentation
of a specific issue as an existential threat (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 24), with the
understanding of such a threat varying from sector' to sector (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde,
1998, pp. 21-23). In this way, an issue can be considered securitized if the invocation of an
existential threat activates extraordinary measures that bypass the entire political process
as a means to eliminate such a threat. Also, the question of whether a threat truly exists is
not primary for a specific topic to become a security issue; rather, the necessary and suffi-
cient condition is that the topic is presented as such (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 24).

However, this is only half the process, as successful securitization requires that the
audience to whom the specific issue is presented as an existential threat agrees with this
perception, i.e., accepts such a definition of the situation. Otherwise, one can only speak

® “Years of effort have failed to produce a generally accepted definition or measure for power, and
the concept of justice is traditionally notorious for the way in which it divides opinion. There is no
reason to think that security would be any easier to crack, and there is not much point in trying”
(Buzan, 1983, p. 11). However, just a sentence or two later, Buzan provides a working definition of
security as “the pursuit of freedom from threats” (Buzan, 1983, p. 11), which he considers adequate
for his research.

1 Buzan and colleagues distinguish 5 sectors, namely military, political, economic, social, and en-
vironmental. Additionally, the criterion for distinguishing a sector as such is the dominant type of
relationship. Thus, the military sector is formed around relationships of coercion and force, the
political around relationships of power, the economic around relationships of trade, production, and
finance, the social around relationships of collective (social) identities, and finally, the environmental
sector around the relationship between humans and the biosphere (Buzan, Weaever, de Wilde, 1998,
p. 7). From the above, it is possible to see that the concept of a sector roughly corresponds to the
category of a social subsystem in sociology.
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of a securitizing move undertaken by a particular actor, not of successful securitization
(Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 25).

If readers are familiar with How to Do Things with Words by John L. Austin, in the
previous sentences — even if they skimmed over the introductory section - they may rec-
ognize Austin’s performative or speech act transplanted into the security context with some
modifications'’. Indeed, Buzan and his colleagues are entirely open about their intellectual
debt to Austin (Buzan, Weaever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 26).

The starting point of the analysis by Buzan and his colleagues lies at the completely
opposite end of the micro/macro spectrum of studying social reality. Although the three
authors attempt to offer an understanding of the security problem that should be effective
at all levels of analysis and applicable to a wide range of referent objects, if not all (Buzan,
Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 36), their starting point has always been in international rela-
tions (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, pp. 1-7). Consequently, the number of factors that
must be taken into account has multiplied compared to Austin’s concept. Dividing the
field of study into sectors allows this multitude to be framed into smaller units, but it does
not significantly simplify the analysis. The reason for this is the relative autonomy of the
sectors, which leaves room for the existence of specific rules of functioning, along with
a corresponding network of relations and positions that collectively influence potential
securitization. If one adds intersectoral relations to all this, along with the particularities
they entail and the specifics of situations in which the process of securitization transcends
the boundaries of an individual sector, the number of relevant factors seems simply over-
whelming. Buzan and his colleagues are aware of the difficulties associated with studying
security in the manner they propose (Buzan, Wever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 23), but what tools
do they offer to resolve them?

Besides recognizing the obstacles, the three authors offer a modest set of tools for
overcoming them. Specifically, beyond the classification of analytical units within their
approach, namely, referent objects, securitizing actors, and functional actors (Buzan,
Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 36), Buzan and his colleagues have only security complexes at
their disposal (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 43).

In the case of the previously mentioned classification, things are somewhat clear.
Referent objects are those whose existence is perceived as threatened, while securitizing
actors are the agents who declare something to be existentially threatened. Functional
actors, however, are a novelty compared to Austin’s speaker—audience framework (Austin,
1962), representing actors who influence the dynamics of a specific sector without being

1 If one focuses on the following, admittedly lengthy, quotation, it soon becomes evident that a simple
substitution of a few key terms (e.g., performance, act, utterance, etc.) with words like securitization
and security transforms Austin’s reflections into the “skeleton” of the theory of securitization:

“The uttering of the words is, indeed, usually a, or even the, leading incident in the performance
of the act (of betting or what not), the performance of which is also the object of the utterance, but
it is far from being usually, even if it is ever, the sole thing necessary if the act is to be deemed to
have been performed. Speaking generally, it is always necessary that the circumstances in which the
words are uttered should be in some way, or ways, appropriate, and it is very commonly necessary
that either the speaker himself or other persons should also perform certain other actions, whether
‘physical’ or ‘mental’ actions or even acts of uttering further words” (Austin, 1962, p. 8).
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either securitizing actors or referent objects themselves (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p.
36). This raises the question: What exactly are functional actors? In the case of the military
sector, where securitization is most institutionalized (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, pp.
27-28), the authors note that, in some instances, it is difficult to clearly distinguish between
securitizing actors and functional actors, especially given the complexity of modern states
(Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 56). Moreover, the relationship between the audience, in
Austin’s sense, and the category of functional actors is not entirely clear. The audience is not
completely devoid of agency, it does not merely exist to accept or reject the securitization
attempt, although there is a tendency, both in this theory and in the speech act theory, to
unequivocally position power on the side of the speaker (the securitizing actor) (Buzan,
Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 41). This suggests that the audience can also influence the
functioning of a specific sector. More importantly, do securitizing actors need to convince
functional actors of the legitimacy of their intentions, or not? Aside from occasionally
cataloguing functional actors by sector (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, pp. 56-57; 79;
102-103), Buzan and his colleagues do not provide an answer to this question.

Regarding security complexes, they represent a “constellation of security concerns, the
different instances of securitization as such form the nodes among which the lines can be
drawn and the complex mapped” (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 43). In other words, in
the case of successful securitization, the connections and interactions that stem from it are
traced, and an effort is made to analyze how such actions affect the broader socio-political
framework and where the potential consequences are most strongly felt (Buzan, Weever,
de Wilde, 1998, pp. 42-43).Thus, to the complex question of the interweaving influence of
numerous factors within and between sectors that impact potential cases of securitization,
the creators of this theory respond with a simple research framework.

It seems that the securitization theory, or at least as presented here, works best in areas
where it does not stray too far from its theoretical foundation, namely, Austin’s reflections
on speech acts. As the creators of the theory become more ambitious in their conceptu-
alization and move toward higher levels of analysis, the reliance on the contextuality of
securitization (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, pp. 32, 42) increasingly transforms into a
specific theoretical deus ex machina.

Another note is necessary here. Austin, and consequently Buzan and his colleagues,
implicitly accept the existence of a broader social structure that conditions the realization of
a speech act in a specific manner or the existence of the speech act as such, but they do not
theoretically elaborate on this aspect of structural determinism. For example, it is merely
stated that certain individuals can utter certain words in certain situations (Austin, 1962,
pp- 14-15), or that certain speech acts can demonstrate power (Austin, 1962, pp. 154-155;
162), without further exploration. Similarly, in the case of the securitization theory, Buzan
and his colleagues state that the social capital of the securitizing actor, who occupies a
position of authority (though not necessarily formal authority), influences the success
of the securitizing act (Buzan, Weever, de Wilde, 1998, p. 33). It seems important for the
securitization theory to consider the factors influencing this process, yet the mentioned
point is the first and last place where the concept of social capital is discussed. Questions
regarding the nature, production, and reproduction of social capital, along with the reason
why the audience is ready to listen a securitizing actor with given characteristics, remain

992



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LIX (2025), no. 3, pp. 974-999

“in the air”. Although these structural aspects of the theory remain underdeveloped, both
in Austin’s work and in the work of the creators of securitization theory, the ambitious-
ness of Buzan, Weaever, and de Wilde’s vision makes this shortcoming more pronounced.
Nevertheless, this simultaneously opens space for theoretical elaboration, which this text
seeks to explore by following Althusser’s thoughts presented in Ideology and Ideological State
Apparatuses. Before taking this step, it is necessary to reflect on the relationship between
security and ideology.

IDEOLOGY, SECURITY,
AND THE IDEOLOGY OF SECURITY

The fact that there is no universally accepted definition of ideology (Heywood, 2005,
p- 6) should not surprise anyone engaged in social sciences. As Andrew Heywood notes,
one of the reasons for this situation is the impossibility of isolating attempts to define
ideology from the current ideological conflicts (Heywood, 2005, p. 6). Even if a relatively
neutral and objective definition of ideology is achieved, as will follow in this text, it can still
be criticized for being overly general and losing its “critical edge” (Heywood, 2005, p. 12).

If the existing conflicting meanings of ideology were to be compiled in one place, in
the way Heywood does, the result would be the following extensive list: a system of political
beliefs; a set of political ideas oriented toward action; the ideas of the ruling class; a world-
view of a particular class or social group; political ideas that articulate class or other social
interests; ideas that spread false consciousness among the exploited or oppressed; ideas
that situate individuals within a specific social context and produce a sense of collective
belonging; a set of ideas used to legitimize a political system or regime; a comprehensive
political doctrine claiming a monopoly on truth; an abstract and highly systematic set of
political ideas (Heywood, 2005, p. 6).

Without delving deeper into each individual meaning of the term, for the purposes
of this discussion, Martin Seliger’s definition suffices, where ideology is described as “a
set of ideas by which men [and women] posit, explain, and justify the ends and means of
organized social action, whether this action aims to preserve, amend, uproot, or rebuild a
given social order” (Seliger, cited in Heywood, 2005, p. 12).

Looking at this definition and comparing it to the above catalogue of meanings, it
can be observed that these meanings, albeit with varying degrees of comfort, can fit into it.
But what about security? By accepting earlier discussed Baldwin’s modification of Wolfers’
understanding of the category of security, it becomes the low probability of existing values’
disruption within a given society. Following in the footsteps of these two authors involves
respecting their understanding of the nature of the concept, that is, perceiving security as
a value. However, it is a specific kind of value that cannot exist without others. In other
words, without other values that could be disrupted, security, by this definition, means little
or nothing. Moreover, a revisitation of the various meanings of the term ideology reveals
that the category of ideas always appears in the plural and that one value does not constitute
ideology—especially not a value that is a function of other values, such as security, regard-
less of how central or crucial some authors consider it to be (Baldwin, 1997, pp. 18-19).
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On the other hand, the aforementioned definition of security points to the possi-
bility of easily incorporating this value into broader ideological systems. The relationship
between security and ideology is not a particularly new subject of study within security
studies and related disciplines. Even securitization can be viewed from this perspective as
a continuation of the tradition that equates ideology with false consciousness among the
oppressed. The way the specific characteristics of ideology are perceived from a standpoint
closer to Marx’s conception will be addressed in the following section.

REPRODUCTION OF THE CONDITIONS
OF SECURITY PRODUCTION™

What can Althusser bring to the securitization theory? The answer has already been
hinted and can be summarized in one word: structure. On the other hand, the French
thinker’s approach can contribute to the visibility of structural factors influencing the
success or failure of a securitizing act, as these factors are often assumed in Buzan and
colleagues’ theory, with little or no effort to make them explicit". Therefore, this section of
the text will focus on ideological state apparatuses, ideology, and ideological interpellation.

Althusser views his reflections on the state as an elaboration of Marx’s positions on this
social institution, presented in several key works', as well as Vladimir Ilyich Lenin’s theory
of the state outlined in State and Revolution. The modification of the aforementioned theory
arises from applying a perspective focused on the reproduction of production relations
(Althusser, 2009, p. 19). This involves distinguishing between the state’s repressive apparatus
and the state’s ideological apparatuses within the state (Althusser, 2009, p. 27). The state’s
repressive apparatus'® represents those components unified by their mode of functioning

12 The subtitle is the result of a little wordplay with Althusser’s formulation of the essence of his
interest in ideology and ideological state apparatuses. Since this section aims to present the most
important points of the mentioned segment of the French philosopher’s work, and in the broader
context of thinking about security, such “playfulness” seems justified. Althusser’s original thought
that inspired this section’s title is: “It follows that every social formation, in order to exist, must
reproduce the conditions of its production simultaneously with production, in order to be able to
produce” (Althusser, 2009, p. 8).

!> More precisely, it refers to providing an answer to the question of why the securitizing actor is
recognized by the audience as someone who can legitimately speak about security. The identification
of the social capital of the securitizing actor by Buzan, Wever, and de Wilde as a factor of successful
securitization is interpreted here as an unconvincing attempt to anticipate potential criticisms and is
therefore not taken into account. If social capital were indeed an important part of the securitization
theory, it would be expected that this category would be given more space than a single mention.
However, this did not happen.

" The mentioned author cites The Communist Manifesto, The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis
Bonaparte, The Civil War in France, and Class Struggles in France (Althusser, 2009, pp. 20, 25).

15 Althusser is a bit confusing at this point because he alternates between talking about the state
repressive apparatus and apparatuses (Althusser, 2009: 27-28). As he explicitly claims one page later
that there is one state repressive apparatus and a multitude of ideological state apparatuses (Althusser,
2009, p. 28), in this text the repressive apparatus is mentioned in the singular.
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and violence as their primary'® characteristic, or differently formulated, everything that
classical Marxist theory regards as the state'” (Althusser, 2009, p. 27). Ideological state
apparatuses, or ISA'®, are unified in their functioning by the ideology of the ruling class
(Althusser, 2009, p. 31), through which they primarily operate (Althusser, 2009, p. 30). In
this way, a division of labour is achieved between the repressive apparatus and the ISA to
reproduce production relations, which are simultaneously relations of exploitation (Althusser,
2009, p. 36). Althusser emphasizes that the distinction between repressive and ideological
apparatuses was suggested by Gramsci (Antonio Gramsci), but he did not succeed in sys-
tematizing his observations (Althusser, 2009, p. 26). The foundation of this differentiation
stems from the nature of state power. Following the Italian thinker, Althusser concludes
that governance cannot be based solely on repression but must also involve a measure of
consent’. Thus, consent is produced through ISA, while coercion ensures the political
conditions in which such production is possible (Althusser, 2009, pp. 36-37). Ideology
ensures the harmonious functioning of these two groups of state apparatuses (Althusser,
2009, p. 37) and creates an imaginary relationship of individuals to the real conditions of
social production (Althusser, 2009, p. 56).

When examining the constituent parts or individual apparatuses that make up the ISA,
the overextended state within Althusser’s theory becomes immediately apparent. Moreover,
since the ideological state apparatuses encompass everything from the family and church
to law, politics, media, sports, and even literature, society and the state become indistin-
guishable. Additionally, the overlap of certain components of the state’s repressive apparatus
and the ISA, such as in the case of the legal ideological state apparatuses (Althusser, 2009,
p- 28), makes it impossible to draw clear distinctions between these specific parts of the
state. In the same context, it is worth noting that both parts of the state perform the same
functions, albeit to varying degrees®. Althusser was aware of the problem of differentiation,
but the solution he offered is, to put it mildly, confusing. The French philosopher placed the
state’s repressive apparatus entirely in the public sphere, while he located the ISA largely in

!¢ The repressive apparatus primarily operates through violence and secondarily through ideology,
whereas the opposite is true in the case of ideological state apparatuses (Althusser, 2009, p. 30).

17 “Let us remember that in Marxist theory, state apparatuses (SAs) include the government, admin-
istration, military, police, courts, prisons, etc., which constitute what I will further refer to as the
repressive state apparatuses” (Althusser, 2009, p. 27).

'8 The catalogue of ideological state apparatuses, according to Althusser, is as follows: “the religious
ISA (the system of various churches), the educational ISA (the system of various ‘schools, both
public and private), the family ISA, the legal ISA, the political ISA (the political system, including
various parties), the trade union ISA, the informational ISA (press, radio, and television, etc.), and
the cultural ISA (literature, fine arts, sports, etc.)” (Althusser, 2009, p. 28).

19 “As far as we know, no class can hold state power for an extended period of time without exercising
hegemony over and through ideological state apparatuses” (Althusser, 2009, p. 32).

2 A good illustration of this duality is the military, which, in addition to its primary function, played
an important role in spreading official state ideology among conscripts with the establishment of
modern military from the late 18th century onward. Previously is specially emphasized in the case
of the Austro-Hungarian military, where an attempt was made to balance German hegemony and
the multinational composition of the armed forces through the practice of regimental languages
(Petrovi¢, 2022, pp. 51-54).
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the private sphere, emphasizing that churches, parties, unions, families, certain schools, a
significant portion of the press, and so on, are private (Althusser, 2009, pp. 28-29). From
this, one might infer that Althusser equates the private and public spheres, in a sense, with
private and state property. It remains unclear why he employs this dichotomy in such a
manner. However, a few lines later, he states that it does not matter whether institutions
are private or public; what matters is how they function (Althusser, 2009, p. 29), making it
unequivocally clear that an answer will not be forthcoming.

The hastily gathered flaws of Althusser’s theory of the state are certainly not the reason
why Ideology and Ideological State Apparatuses is still being read today. The enduring and
pervasive nature with which ideology permeates individual existence through various social
institutions is vividly described in the aforementioned work. From the earliest days of life,
every member of society is exposed to the dominant ideology, first within their family, then
in school and other ideological apparatuses, until the biological units reach their inevitable
end. Among the ISA, as Althusser claims, the educational apparatus takes precedence in
modern contexts? because, “no other ideological apparatus in capitalist social formations
has a mandatory (and no less important, free) audience, 8 hours a day, 5 to 6 days a week,
composed of the entire child population” (Althusser, 2009, p. 45). Furthermore, schools
enable the dissemination of ideology among students, with slight variations corresponding
to the specific positions they will occupy in the production system upon completing their
education (Althusser, 2009, p. 44). Thus, in Althusser’s concept, the educational ideological
apparatus functions to impose the ruling class’s worldview during the most vulnerable stage
of life, while other parts of the ISA maintain this interpretation of reality throughout the
remainder of life (Althusser, 2009, p. 45). As Althusser’s friend, British historian Douglas
Johnson, beautifully wrote in the preface to the French philosopher’s posthumously pub-
lished autobiography: “There are those who learn to rule, and there are those who learn to
be ruled” (Johnson, 1993, p. xvii).

From the foregoing, it is relatively easy to see that Althusser does not assign much
significance to the individual as such. The individual exists solely to reproduce the system
and passively adopts everything the ideological state apparatuses deliver. Even adherence
to one ideology or another is not the result of a voluntary act, because from Althusser’s
perspective, as the text will soon demonstrate, the individual does not choose ideolo-
gy—quite the opposite. There is a miasma of fatalism? surrounding such a conception of
ideology and ideological state apparatuses. However, as Johnson emphasizes (Johnson,
1993, p. xii), Althusser was not interested in emancipation, humanism, or the idealism
of Marxist philosophy. He viewed Marxism, above all, as a scientific theory to which he

! In pre-capitalist societies, the church held the position now occupied by schools. Althusser argues
that one of the primary goals of the French Revolution was to overthrow the church from its position
as the dominant apparatus of ideological reproduction (Althusser, 2009, pp. 38-39).

2 The fatalistic notes can be explained by Althusser’s personality. Throughout his life, he battled
manic depression (Johnson, 1993, p. xi), or as it is now commonly termed, bipolar affective disorder.
During one of his depressive episodes, he killed his wife, Héléne Rytmann, in November 1980 but was
acquitted of charges due to insanity (Johnson, 1993, pp. vi-vii). He spent much of the remainder of his
life undergoing treatment in mental health institutions. Everything he achieved during his academic
career was accomplished in the periods between depressive episodes, notes Johnson (1993, p. xi).

996



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LIX (2025), no. 3, pp. 974-999

sought to restore revolutionary fervour (Johnson, 1993, p. xii). Nevertheless, there is an
apparent tension between revolutionary aspirations and reflections concerning current
socio-economic formation if the human factor is reduced to a collection of living cogs in
the social mechanism.

It has already been mentioned earlier that ideologies choose individuals. How is
this possible? The answer to this question clearly requires an examination of Althusser’s
understanding of ideology. Essentially, the French philosopher modifies Marx’s conception
of ideology as false consciousness (Althusser, 2009, pp. 49-51), though he does not stray
far from his theoretical predecessor. Ideology is defined as the imaginary relationship of
the individual to the real conditions of their existence (Althusser, 2009, p. 53). Ideologies
do not portray the existing relations of production in a false light; rather, individuals’
perception of their connection to these relations is distorted (Althusser, 2009, p. 56). The
material existence of ideology is represented by individuals’ social actions or their practices
(Althusser, 2009, pp. 59-60). In other words, the motives for individuals’ social actions
originate in the aforementioned imaginary® relationship to reality. Given that social action
constitutes the materiality of ideology, which in turn provides the source of motives for every
member of society, Althusser concludes that the individual exists as a subject only through
ideology (Althusser, 2009, p. 65). In other words, ideology transforms the individual into
an active subject. This implies that Althusser’s conception of ideology goes far beyond the
narrow boundaries of political ideology, equating it with a worldview that gives purpose
to social action. At the same time, the subject and ideology are so deeply intertwined that
a perspective on reality free from ideological influences is impossible*.

Although the term ideology has so far been most often used in the singular in this
section, it is hardly necessary to emphasize that reality involves the existence of multiple
ideologies. An individual becomes a subject through the process of ideological interpellation,
which, according to Althusser’s concept, occurs easily, spontaneously, and almost naturally,
without hesitation or doubt. A specific ideology interpellates (calls out to) the individual,
and the subject simply responds (Althusser, 2009, p. 69). It should not be forgotten that
the ISA influence individuals from the very first moments of consciousness. Even parents,
in their interactions with their child within the family, materialize the ideology that sur-
rounded and permeated them throughout their lives. In this way, a perspective on reality
from a specific structural position, mediated through social action, becomes equated with
reality itself. In the end, the individual is left with no choice but to agree with the apparent
truth that ideology creates (Althusser, 2009, p. 74).

2 “If they believe in God, individual goes to Church to attend mass, kneels, prays, confesses, per-
forms penance (which was once material in the everyday sense of the word), and, of course, repents,
etc. If they believe in Duty, they will adopt corresponding behaviors inscribed in ritual practices ‘in
accordance with customs. If they believe in Justice, they will unconditionally adhere to the rules of
law and may even protest when they are violated, sign petitions, participate in demonstrations, etc.”
(Althusser, 2009, p. 60).

2 “Thus, those who are by definition within ideology believe they are outside of ideology: one of the
effects of ideology is the practical denial of the ideological character of ideology through ideology
itself; ideology never says, Tam ideological”” (Althusser, 2009, p. 70)
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CONCLUSION

What lies at the end of this winding path? The securitization theory asserts that a
security issue is one that is defined as such and accepted by the audience. An important
question left unanswered by Buzan and his colleagues’ concept is why the audience agrees
to listen to the securitizing actor and recognizes that individual as someone with the pre-
rogative to define a security issue. To address this, Althusser’s reflections on the reproduc-
tion of capitalist socio-economic formations were utilized. These reflections include the
notion of the existence of various state and social institutions (state apparatuses) whose
purpose is to teach certain members of society how to govern and the majority how to be
governed. Before this step, however, it was necessary to demonstrate that by understanding
security as a value, it becomes possible to incorporate it among the existing components of
established ideologies. Consequently, the value of security becomes a subject of the social
institutions that Althusser refers to as ideological state apparatuses. From Heywood’s list
of existing definitions of ideology;, it is evident that this form of thinking includes notions
of how society functions, the fair distribution of social resources, and much more that can
be classified under the general term of ideas or worldview. Thus, the answer to why the
audience listens to the securitizing actor lies in the fact that an entire array of institutions
exists to normalize and naturalize the current distribution of power, and the audience has
spent their lives under their influence. As long as the securitizing move does not deviate
from the dominant conception of reality, securitizing actors can hope for the success of
their efforts.

It goes without saying that such an eclectic addition to the securitization theory re-
quires further work. Althusser’s approach focuses on the reproduction of systems and does
not offer theoretical tools for addressing potential changes to the system. This is notable
given his desire to revive and develop the revolutionary fervour of Marxist social theory,
which the French thinker tied to his work. In this framework, the only change deserving
of the name is a change of the system of social production. However, how can such change
occur if the subject is conceptualized as a living apparatus? Additionally, unresolved ques-
tions remain about the inflated state and the unclear division between the repressive and
ideological segments of the state apparatus.

On the side of Buzan and his colleagues’ theory, questions remain regarding the
ambition of a concept that has at its heart the modest speech act, the underdeveloped
segment of the theoretical system concerning intersectoral relations, and the unclear role
of functional actors.

In this text, problematic areas have merely been identified, as even a moderately
detailed discussion of them would require far more space than one text can provide. For
now, a sketch of a modification to the popular theory has been offered, amounting to a
rough addition of the parts most noticeably absent from the original concept - or at least
that the author of this text considered to be the case. What should follow from here is the
gradual refinement of the proposed outline and, with it, the resolution of the identified
issues present in the individual components of the given sketch.
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