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CBETO3AP MAPKOBW'R M [JTABHM TOKOBI
EBPOIICKOT COITUJAJIM3MA (1840-1890)°

Caxerak: Pasmunre nHTeIeKTyanHe TpaguLuje 1 10da MOTIYHO Cy fpyraunje
tTymaunte feio Cerosapa Mapkosuha. Ilpema Munubewy Behune ayropa, Mapkosuh
CIajja y coujaaHe yTONUCTE, Ha YNjy je MUCA0 MPECYSHO YTULAIO PYCKO HAaPOAalITBO.
Onpebenn Teopernyapy reajy Ha mwera Kao Ha 3a4eTHIKA TOCeOHOT daTKaHCKOT COLM-
januama, ApYTU CMaTpajy HberoBo [ielo OMUCKMM MapKCU3MY, a HeKU YaK U aHaAPXU3MY.
Takobe, y MHTe/IEKTyaTHO]j jaBHOCT He IOCTOj1 KOHCEH3YC y Be3U C TUM JIa JIU je MICA0
Mapkosuha panyoHanHa 1 IporpecuBHa, I UPALMOHATHA Y AaHTUMOEPHUCTUYKA.
Jok BehnHa ayTopa cmarpa fa je Mapkosuh 01o mporpecuBHM MUCTIUIAL, [IOjeAVH,
HAapOYUTO OHM U3 KPyra CaBpeMeHNX CPIICKUX mdepasna, CTaBa Cy fid je beroBa Mucao
aHTUMogepHuU3annjcka. OCHOBHMU IjM/b OBOT Pajia je /la YTBPAM KaKaB je CoLMjann3aM
Cserosap Mapkosuh ,,[TpoIoBeao u fja 1u ce MOXKe CBpCTaTu Mehy nmporpecuBHe nHTe-
nextyanHe cHare. Ctora je Mapkosuhes cBeToHa30p mopebeH ca TeopujckuM ocHOBaMa
Mapkca, Yepunmesckor, bakymwnna u [IpyfoHa, HajsHauajHMj M COLMjaIMCTIMA Y TIEpU -
ony usmebhy 1840. n 1890. rogune. OcHOBHU 3aK/by4ak pajia je fa je CBerosap Mapkosuh
d1o ImporpecuBHY MIUCIMIALL U fIa Ta TPeda CMAaTpaTu MMdepTepCKNM MYITIINHEAPHUM
MapKCHCTOM Ca PEBU3MOHMCTUYKNM TeHJIeHIIVjUMa UM CUHTeTUYapeM MapKCu3Ma 1
PYCKOT HapOJjihallITBa.

Kipyune peun: Cetosap Mapkosuh (1846-1875), Kapn Mapxkc (1818-1883), Huko-
naj Yepnumencky (1828-1889), Muxawun bakymwun (1814-1876), ITjep JKozed Ilpynon
(1809-1865).
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YBOJI

PasmrunTa goda u ayTopy Ipyraumjyx MeoNOIKIX OPUjeHTal[1ja BeOMa Cy Pa3sHOMNKO
TyMaunyu Myucao Ceerosapa Mapkosuha. 3a mudepanHe caBpeMeHKe, IOy T Bragummpa
JoBanosnha, Mapkosuh u werosu couyjamuctu cy yromucti.’ [Tpema Joany Cxkepmhy
OH je UJeanuCTUIKM COLMjaINCTa KOjU COLMjaIHy PEeBONYLMjY CBOAY Ha ,JyXOBHU U
MOpaJHM Ipeodpakaj‘, ca CTaBOM Jla ce TeK Kajja ce IPOCBETIN CBECT CTBapa ,Pa3yMHO
U TIpaBefHO, PaLMOHATIHO 1 uaeanHo gpymrso (Skerli¢, 1910, str. 126-127). Cnodopan
JoBanosuh y Mapkosuhy, cninano Cxepnuhy, Buan HeMapKCUCTUYKOT YTOIMCTIYKOT CO-
nyjamucty.! MapKCUCTIYKY OPUjeHTUCAHN cOLujanucty, monyT Jumutpuja Tynosuha,
cMaTpajy fia je MapkosuheBa Mycao IpeTXogHMIA IPABOT HAYYHOT COLMjaNu3Ma, jep
OH Y CBOM OIIyCy 3aHeMapyje KIacHy dopdy U MCIIpaBHO cXBaTame (asa MCTOPUjCKOT
pasBoja yoBeyaHcTBa.” CIMYHOTr cTaBa je u 3BaHM4YHa Hayka y COPJ n CCCP, npema
uyijeM ctaBy Mapkosnh npencrasmpa npegnaydun couujamisam (McClellan, 1964, str. 6,
272-274). Crpanu ayTopy, nonyt Byndopna Meknenana (Woodford McClellan), cmatpajy
fa je MapkoBuh jemaH of mpBUX 3a4eTHMKA daJKaHCKOT arpapHOT COLMjaIu3Ma Koju je
y cedu cafipykao pycKo HapOImalITBO, aju 1 eneMeHTe MapkcusMa (McClellan, 1964, str.
263-264). 3a IpeficTaBHMKe CaBPEMEHOT CPIICKOT mndepanuaMma, nomyt Jlatnuke [TepoBnh
u Iydpaske CrojaHoBuh, n3a MapkosuheBor MHCHCTHpPaba Ha arpapHOM COLjaTN3MY
U 3a/Jpy31, KaO OCHOBY COLMjaIM3Ma, KpHje ce MpalMOHATHN TPAMLIMOHAIN3aM, jefiHa
Off TpeTeya CPIICKOT IOIY/IMCTUYKOT HAllMOHA/IM3Ma 1 HaBOJ[HA KOYHMI[A MOJIepHM3alije
CPIICKOT pyIITBa.®

OCHOBHI IIM/b OBOT pajia je n3narame MapkoBuheBux Hauena Kako 01 ce Ipy»Xumm
ozroBopyu Ha cnefeha murama:

»Y IUTay 0 HOBOMe ypebemy ApyIuTBa, COIMjaIMCTI Ce He MOTY IOXBA/IUTH Jia CYy MHOTO IIpHU-

Bpemunn. Ty HauMH U IpaBall BMXOBOT YMOBaka 3acTpabyje Off HaykKe ... Bor u cBeT, cBe je TO
IpefIMeT BYXOBOT IUIaHNpPamba. [IPYLITBO U YOBEIITBO, TO je 3a BUX IOHYAPCKO O/aTo 3a KOje OHM
JIOHIIe ITpaBe: OHM IO BOJ/BU KPOje 3aKOHe U YCTaHOBe, IpeBphy GaMumjy u cOCcTBEHOCT, Mece Kao
HEKO TeCTO KaIlUTaJl U pajl, HaBMjajy u mokpehy /by/ie Kao Heke MalllViHe, Jajy CBeMY ‘TOH M IIpaBail,
KaJTyIMIy Liemy BacuoHy. HamecTo fa mcnmTajy Ipupoy CTBapy OHM e TIpefiajy Urpy yodpakema“
(Jovanovi¢ u: Vuleti¢, 1997, str. 495).
*,Mapkosuh Huje mapkcuct. Kog Mapkosuha Huje Suo K1acHe Mp)Kibe, HI KJIacHe dopdeHoCTL,
HI KJIaCHOT TepopusMa. OH je S10 IyH Y0BeKO/bYO/bUBOT H/eaIi3Ma CTaPOT YTOIMjCKOT COLija-
nusMa ... OH je XTeo JoBeCTM bYHe 4O COLMjanusMa IIyTeM pocBehnBaba, a He IyTeM fUKTaType”
(Jovanovi¢, 1990, str. 226).

»PaJi CpIICKe colLjafieMOKpaTyje HeMa HIKaKBe MJIe0IolIKe 3ajefHnIie ca pagom CeeTosapa
Mapxosuha u merosux cnefdennka. Op yromsma C. Mapkosuha 1 ecHadyka mberoByux HacleHIKa
HUje SVJTO HUTY MMa U je[JHOT Tpara y HauteM MiaoM nokpery” (Tucovié u: Zarkovi¢, 2015, str. 24).
¢ Upeonorujy antumopepHusanuje je npema JIydpasku Crojanosuh ,,1ipBa y CpIICKOj MCTOPHO-
rpaduju pekorcTpyucana Jlaruuka ITeposuh ... Paju ce ... 0 myduHCKOM, 3aTBOPEHOM U/ICONIOLIKOM
CHCTeMy KOjU Ce PelMK/INpPa CKOPO BeK I 110, Memwajyhur hopMe off paHOT CPIICKOT CoLiujanusMa
Caero3apa Mapkosiha, IpeKo pafiiKaniaMa, 3aTUM PasHMX 0d/MKa njeonoryja SMIcKuxX dammsmy
usMebhy nBa cBeTcKa pata 1 TOKOM JIpyror CBeTCKOT paTa, IpeKO KOMYHM3Ma, IO Hal[YIOHA/IM3Ma KOjI
je HaCTYIMO CpelMHOM ocaMpeceTx rofauHa 20. Beka ... EranmurapHa 1 KOIeKTUBICTHYKA p>KaBa
M3jeJHaY€eHa je Ca ETHMYKOM JP>KaBOM, KOja, 110 TOj UJI€OIOTMj!, CBOjUM I'PAaHMIIAMA MOpa 3a0KpY-
SKUTH TEPUTOPU)Y ‘Ha K0joj sxuBu 1 nocnenwy Cpdun™ (Stojanovié, 2010, str. 71-72).
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1) Kojem odnmky conujancTiake Myuciu npumnaja Teopuja Ceerosapa Mapkosuha?

2) Ma nu je MapkoBuheBa Micao mporpecuBHa UIn peakiyoHapHa?

OcHOBHe ITpeTIIOCTaBKe paja cy fa ce Mapkosuh He MOXe CBPCTAaT! Y peTporpajHe
cHare, Beh a je mporpecuBaH MUCTVIIAL YMjJ COLMjaIM3aM MIPefiCTaB/ba ocedaH 00K
nmndepTepCcKOr MapKCHU3Ma TOf| jaKMM YTHUIIajeM PyCKOT HapoAmamTsa. Jako je ympo
BeoMa M/aj, Mapkosuh je cTBopyo mocedHy BapMjaHTy COLMjaTUCTIYKe MUCIN, 300T
yera ce CJIOSOIHO MOXKe CBpCTaT! y HajBehe dankaHcke conujamucte 19. Beka. C nubeM
ycuemHor yrephusama nosunuje MapkosuheBor couujanusma 1 IpoBepe iBe OCHOBHe
IPEeTIIOCTAaBKe Pajia, Herose Mjeje Tpeda yrnopeanTy ¢ HajsehyuM coImjanmmcTIKuM Te-
operndapuma nsmeby 1840. n 1890. rognue. Y mpsoM geny pasa duhe pasmorpen ogHOC
Mapxkosuhese 1 Mapkcose mucin, motom he ce ananusuparu Bese Mapkosuha u pyckor
HapoOJAIlTBa, a 3aTuM 1 Mapkosuhes ofHoc npema IIpynony n bakymuny, rmaBHIUM
IpefcTaBHMIMMA aHapX13Ma Tora foda. Hajiope he duti n3nosxeHn 0oCHOBHY TeOPMjCKI
IOCTY/IATV CBAKOT MOje;HAYHOT MUC/INOILIA, a ToToM he durty npukasan Mapkosuhes
OfTHOC IIpeMa ’¥IMa 1a 81 ce IITO IPe3HNje YIIOPEVN HBeTOBY CTABOBY Ca CTABOBIMA
BeNIMKaHa JIeBeTHAECTOBEKOBHE COIVjAMMCTIIKE MUCTH. Y 3aK/bydHUM PasMaTpamuMa
duhe maTa cMHTeTHYKa aHa/IN3a U IIOTEHIIVjaTHY OATOBOPH Ha IBa OCHOBHA NTUTakha pajia.

MAPKC 1 MAPKOBI'h

OcHoBHa Mapkcosa (Karl Marx) Tesa je ja cTelleH pa3BUTKa IIPOM3BOJHIIX CHara
oupebyje NOMMHAHTaH TUII ApymITBa. CBaKOM CTeIIeHy pa3sBUTKA IPOM3BONHNX CHara
OfiroBapajy crennUIHN IPOU3BOSHN OFHOCK U3MeDy I1aBHe K/lace eKCIUIOATUCAHNX 1
IIaBHe KJIace ekcIyioararopa. Ca IIpOMEHOM Y pa3BUjeHOCTY IPOM3BOJHIX CHATa JJO/Ia3y
0 IIpOMeHa IIPOM3BOJHIX OfJHOCA M TVMe IIPOMEHA Y Lie/IOKYITHOj MaTepyjanHoj dasu. OBaj
IIpOLIeC YC/IOB/baBa COLUjaIHy PeBOIYLV]Y, IPOMEHe Y [yXOBHOj Ha/iIrpallibil M HACTaHAK
HOBe [IPYIITBEHO-eKOHOMCKe dopmariuje.” V ,,Hemaukoj npeomoruju” Kao Tpu OCHOBHA
MCTOPMjCKaA TUIIA [PYIITBA, OFHOCHO TPU OCHOBHE JPYIITBEHO-eKOHOMCKe (opmanuje
Mapkc n3Baja podOBIACHUINTBO, (eymanu3aM I KalnuTansaM. Y podOBIacCHUIITBY Ipa-
hary mpBoduTHO MMajy 3ajeHIYKY CBOjMHY Hasl podOBMMa, IpeM/ia ce KacHMUje pas3Buja
BIIIIA KJIaca ITATPUIMja y YMjUM pyKaMa ce KOHIJeHTpUIIe BJJACHUIIBTO HaJ, podoBUMa.
DeynamusaM nofpasyMeBa eKCIUIOATAlMjy KMETOBA Off CTpaHe deyaaHe Klace 4uja ce
eKOHOMCKa JOMJHAIJja 3aCHVBA Ha BIACHUIITBY HaJ| 3eM/boM (Mandi¢, 2024, str. 24-28;
Marx & Engels, 1974, str. 20-22). [lok ce y pod0oB/IacHUINTBY U (peymanmsMy eKcIioaTaryja
TeMe/bU Ha eKCIPOIIPMjaLyjy BUIIKA IPOM3BOJA YIIOTPedOM HEEKOHOMCKE IIPUHYIE, Y
KaIlUTa/IM3My ce eKCIUIOATallja 3aCHIBa Ha eKCIIPOIIpujayjy BUIIKa BpegHocty (Mandié,

7 »Hauma IIpON3BOAHE MaTepI/Ija)'IHOI‘ JKMBOTa YyC/I0B/baBa MpoOIIEC COLU/Ija)'IHOI‘, IMOJINTUYKOT

IyxoBHOT >xuBoTa yomiure. He onpebyje cBect pyau muxoso duhe, seh 0dpuyTo, muxoso apy-
urreeHo duhe oxpebyje wuxoBy cect. Ha M3BeCHOM CTYIIbY CBOra pasBUTKa JI0/Ia3e MaTepjaiHe
IIPOM3BOJHE CHATeE JAPYIITBA Y IIPOTUBPEYHOCT € II0CTOojeh1M 0HOCMa IIPON3BOIbE, WIN, IITO je
caMo IIPaBHI M3pPa3 3a TO, C OfHOCKMA CBOjIHE Y 4NjeM Cy ce OKBUPY JjoTiie KpeTarte. V3 odmmka
pasBujarba IIPOUSBOHIX CHATA TI Ce OJIHOCH IIPETBAPA]jy y BIXOBe OKoBe. Taja HacTyIIa eroxa co-
umjanse pesonynyje. C IpOMEHOM eKOHOMCKE OCHOBE BPILN Ce CIIOpHje Mu Opike IIpeBpaT YnuTaBe
orpoMHe Hajrpagme” (Marx, 1969, str. 9).
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2024, str. 17). Kajja KanmTa/IMcTUYKy IIPOV3BOAHY OHOCH OYAy Y CYIIPOTHOCTH Ca pa3BojeM
CpeficTaBa 3a IPOU3BOAILY, Tafa he Kpo3 MOAPYIITB/baBamke CPEfICTaBa 32 IIPOU3BONBY
HACTaTM COLiMjanM3aM Koju je IpenasHa ¢asa Ka KOMyHU3MY, IIPBOM OeCKTACHOM I He-
AQHTAaTOHMCTUYKOM THUIIY fpylITBa.®

Anammsnpajyhm kapakTepycTuKe asyjcKyX ApymTaBa Mapkc yBomy asujcKy HauMH
IIPOU3BOAbE KA0 IOCedaH TUII fPYIITBEHO-eKOHOMCKe hopMariije. Y a3ujcKOM HaUUHY
IIPOM3BOJHbE LIeHTPAMN30BaHa AP)KaBa eKCIUIOoATHIIe pajl HemsaudepeHupaHe XoMo-
reHe ceocke 3ajennutie. Moh LieHTpanHe ApykaBe IPOUCTHYE U3 HEHOT BJIACHUIITBA HaJ]
LIe/IOKYIIHOM 3eM/bOM, 32 Uljy YHOTpedy je ceocka 3ajefHuUIIA Ty>KHa [ja ucIvtahyje mopes
y HaTypu. A3MjCKV HaulH IIPOM3BOAIbe HACTaje Kajia je p>KaBHa OMPOKpPATCKa afiMU-
HIICTpAIMja HEONIXOHA 33 QYHKIMOHNCaKe TO/bOIIPUBPENIe, YCIeN oTpede UsTpasimbe
upuragyoHux cucrema uth. (Anderson, 1974, str. 473-483; Mandic¢, 2024, str. 29-30; Marx
& Engels, 1972, str. 33-37, 77, 81-86). OBaj Tin popmariuje, 3a pasnuky of dpeynaansma y
KOMe je cBaKy (peymaIHY ITOCe]l eKOHOMCKIL U IIOJIUTUYKY He3aBYICaH, IIPefiCTaB/ba BICOKO
LIeHTpa/IN30BaHy IpefMopiepay dopmanyjy (Mandi¢, 2024, str. 187-189).

3HauajaH dpoj MapKcoBuX creideHNKa 1 caBpeMeHIKa je CMaTpao fia CBa APYIITBA
Mopajy mpohnu kpo3 ncte dase pa3poja (podoBracHMIITBO > Beymanmu3aM > KaluTaau3aM
> counjami3am/koMyHn3am).” IlpeMa 0BOM CTaHOBUILTY JPYLITBO HE MOXKe IIPECKOYNTH
¢asy pasBoja, Te je Hemoryhe u3 peynammama npehn y connjamictiako apymrso. [TomeHyTo
CXBaTambe je 3aCHOBAHO Ha CIenMPUIHOM TyMauemy ciefiehe Mapkcose TBpAmbe: ,,Y OII-
IITVM JIMHYjaMa MOTY Ce a3MjCKV, aHTUYKY, (PeyoaTHN Y caBpeMeHM SYpyKOacK) HaulH
IPOM3BOJEbE O3HAUNTI KA0 IPOTPECUBHE eII0Xe eKOHOMCKe ApyiuTBeHe ¢popmanuje” (Marx,
1969, str. 10). OBakBoj aHanmu3y MapKca fonprHesa je joi jefHa mpeTnocraBka. Ca passo-
jeM IIPOM3BOJIHYUX CHAara J0/Ia3y [0 LieHTpanusanyje u KoJeKTUBMU3alyje IPON3BObe IOf
IIPMBATHMUM BIACHUIITBOM. JIpyruM pedrMa, CUTaH IPUBATHM ITOCE], 3aMembyje IPUBATHO
B/IACHUIITBO HaJ| KOJIEKTMBHOM MAIIIHCKOM ITPOM3BOJHOM y K0joj je y pafi jemHe dhadpuke
YK/bY4eHO Xmbajie pajjHuKa. PasBoj cpefcraBa 3a Ipon3BOAY, Kao 1 Ca HbIM II0BE3aHe
KOJIEKTMBM3allMja M PalliOHaIM3allja IPOU3BOA-E, Y3POKYjY Jla KallUTaIMCTUIKa Op-
raHM3alyja IPOU3BOJbe, 3aCHOBAHA Ha IIPMBATHOM BJIACHMIITBY, IIOCTaHe HeeuKacHa.
PapHuyka Kaca Kao Kaaca HeBJIaCHMKA CTOTa JoOMja ICTOPUjCKY MUCH]Y fia IIpey3Me
KOHTPOJTY HaJj KOJIEKTUBI30BaHOM IIPOM3BOIEOM U M3Befie APYLITBEHY TpaHCHOpMALjy
(Marx, 2009, str. 37-49). Ca ipyre cTpaHe, CUTHO Ce/baIlITBO KOje TTOCeyje Mas 3eM/bUITHN

8 ,,Eyp)l(oacKI/I OAHOCK IIPOM3BOAIHE CY MOCTENbI aHTATOHNCTNYKI o0&k APYLWTBEHOT IIpoLeca

[IPOM3BOJIbe, AHTATOHVCTIYKY He Y CMIUC/TY VHAMBIYaTHOT aHTATOHM3Ma, HErO aHTATOHM3Ma KOjIt
[OTVYe U3 APYLUITBEHNUX XXIMBOTHUX YC/IOBA MHAMBIU/AYA, A/IM ¥ MCTY MaX [IPOU3BOAHE CHAre Koje
ce pasBUjajy y KpWIy SypoacKor IpYIITBa CTBapajy MaTepMjaiHe yC/IOBe 3a pellerhe TOra aHTa-
TOHM3Ma. 3aTO Ce ca TOM JIPYLITBEHOM (popMaljoM 3aBpliiaBa IpeaycTopyja JbYACKOT ApyIITBa
(Marx, 1969, str. 10).

’ OBaxBoM pasMmuuUbamy duo je ckinon ®puppux Enrenc (Friedrich Engels). ¥ rosopy Ha
MapKcoBOj caxpaHu OH MCTIYe Jia ,Kao IITO je [JapBMH OTKPUO 3aKOH PasBUTKA OPraHCKe IIPUPOJE,
Mapkc je OTKp1O 3aKOH pa3BuTKa bycke ncropuje” (Engels, 1978, str. 681). brinsak oBoj cTpyju je
Suo u Kapn Kayku (Karl Kautsky), mpema kome du modepia corjamsma y Hemaukoj ,,08e3depuna
BJIaIaBUHY [TposleTapujara y 3anajHoj EBporu 1 omoryhmma nmponerapujary y ncrounoj Esponu
fia caxme (hase CBOT pasBoja 1 BEIITAYKI CTBOPY COLMjaMCTHYKe MHCTUTYIHje Iy TeM UMUTALje
Hemaukor npumepa“ (Kautsky u: Salvadori, 1990, str. 95).
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nocef, IpefcTas/ba IocedaH 0OIMK Cpefme KIace, aTOMU3MPaH 10 HAYMHY >KIBOTA, He-
criocodaH 3a NOMUTIYKY OpTaHM3aLNjy ¥ peaKIMoHapaH. 300T CBOjUX KapaKTepUCTIKA,
npemMa MapKcy, OHO He MO>ke OUTI OCHOB colyjaiHe peBoryuuje.'” Hekn Mapkcuctu cy
HaBefeH) MapKCOB CTaB YOILITIIV J pa3BIUIM IOMMame 1a He CaMO CUTHOCOIICTBEHIYKO
ce/pallITBO Beh ce/ballITBO YOIIITe He MOXKe SUTU M3BOP COLMjaTHE PeBOIyLHje.

Caeto3ap Mapxkosuh je 6uo Beoma dimmusak Mapkcy. IlpuxsaTao je Mapkcosy
PajiHy Teopujy BpeJHOCTH, BeIOBY TUIIONIOTNjY APYLITBEHO-eKOHOMCKIX (popMaIyja,
KPUTHUKY KaIlUTa/IM3Ma y 3anafHoj EBpomm u ctas fa he y KannTammcTMYKUM ApyLITBU-
Ma pafHUIITBO duTH cydjexT pesomynuje.'! Kao fenerat y VIHTepHaIMOHAMN CTAO je Ha
cTpaHy Mapkca ToKoM merosor cykoda ca bakywunom (Michael Bakunin), a y gacomucy
Pagenux je odjano npsu npeson KomyHucutidakor MaHngecra Ha jy>KHOCTOBEHCKE je3VKe
(McClellan, 1964, str. 145; Skerli¢, 1910, str. 153). Apupmarusuu ogHoc npema Mapkcy
Mo)xeMo Bupietnt y creiehem MapkosuheBoM nckasy rge Mapkca Ha3uBa ,,r1aBoM (110
yMy) BaHalllbe pagHNIKe ITapTHje, MICINOLEM K0 KPajHOCTY JIOTMYHUM y CBOj/M XeTe-
JIOBCKVIM 3aKOHIMa ApyLITBeHOr pasBuTka“ (Markovi¢, 1987, tom 5b, str 143; Markovi¢
u: Skerli¢, 1910, str. 155). Mehytum, morpemto Bepyjyhn fa nedaryje ca Mapkcom, a 'y
crBapu gedaryjyhu ca cTpyjom MapkcucTa Koja je cMaTpasa ja CBa APYIITBA MOPajy Aa
npoby kpos ncte ¢pase passoja, Mapkosuh nma jegHy 030M/bHY 3aMepPKy KOjy USHOCH y
Hauenuma napogre exoromuje:

»PasBMTAaK KallMTA/IMCTIYHOT APYLITBA jecTe 3amMcTa aKTUUHA UCTOPUja 3amaj-
HOT APYWITBAa; ¥ 3aKOHM, IITO Cy TaMO IIOCTaB/beHM, Ka0 3aKOHM EKOHOMCKOT pa3BUTKa
OHOTa IPYUITBA, 3a1ICTa Cy TAYHU. AJIM TO HUCY 3aKOHM YOBEYAHCKOT [PYIITBA YOIILITE.
He Mopa cBaKo pyIITBO IIPOhyu Kpo3 CBe OHe CTYIIbe €KOHOMCKOT Pa3BUTKa KOjIMa je

10 ,CBaka mmojefiHa ce/bavka IMOPOAIILIA TOTOBO je JOBO/bHA caMa cedut, IPOM3BO/IL CaMa HEIIOCPENHO

HajBehy M0 IpeMeTa CBOje IIOTPOIIH:E I TAKO CPEZICTBA 3 CBOj XKMBOT [0OMBA BUIIE Y Pa3MjeHN C
IIPUPOJIOM HETO Y OIIITeY ¢ ApymTBoM. [Tapriena, ce/bak 1 MOpoamIia; Iopey Tora, ipyra rnapiiena,
Apyru ce/bak u Apyra nopopuua. CKyIl TaKBUX Iaplie/ia YMHM CeNlo, a CKYII Ceflla YMHM JleapTMaH.
Taxo ce Bermka Maca (ppaHITycKe Halyje popMIpa IPOCTIM CadpareM NCTOMMEHVX Be/TIIHA, KAo
mTO KpyMmypu y Bpehn unHe Bpehy kpymmupa. YKONMMKO MUIMOHY TIOPOAMIIA )KIBE IO} EKOHOM-
CKVM YBjeTHMa eT3UCTeHIMje KOjJ IbIIXOB HAuMH >KMBOTA, IbIIXOBE MHTEpece U BIXOBO 0dpa3oBame
OfIBajajy Off HauMHA XMBOTA, MHTepeca 1 0dpasoBama IPYruX KIaca I bIMa MX HellpHjaTe/bCKI
CYIIPOTCTaBIbajy, YTOMMKO OHM UMHE K/Iacy. YKommMko Mel)y maprieTHum ce/parmMa IoCToju caMo
JIOKa/IHA TI0BE3aHOCT, YKO/IMKO MCTOBjeTHOCT IHJMXOBUX MHTEPeca He CTBapa 3aje[HMILy, He CTBapa
HAI[VIOHAJIHY Be3y U MOMUTUYKY OPraHM3aIujy Mehy miuma, yTonmko oy He ynHe Knacy. OHu cy
CTOra HeCIIoCOOHM JIa UCTAKHY CBOje K/IaCHe MIHTepece y CBOje BIACTUTO VIMe, SMI0 IIyTeM Iap/a-
MeHTa, d1mo myTeM koHBeHTa. OHM cede He MOTY 3aCTYIaTH, BYX MOpa APy fia 3acTyma. Fbuxos
3aCTYIHUK YjeJHO MOPa SWTY HIXOB IOCIIOfIap, Ay TOPUTET M3HAT HIX, HeOTPaHIYeHA B/IACT Koja
VIX IITUTH Off OCTA/IMX K/Iaca M KOja MM IIa/be OF03T0 CyHIle ¥ Kuury. [IomuTudkn yTjenaj mapuenHmx
ce/baKa HajlasM, lakiie, CBOj Kpajiby M3pa3 y TOMe IITO M3BpIIHA BIacT cedu noapebyje gpymrso”
(Marx, 1975, str. 106-107).

1 Kako nctnyae Cxepmih: ,,Kao omiure nzeje VnTepraiyonane Mapkosuh npuma myHo MapKcoBux
Ujieja: BHEroBo JeTEPMIHICTUYKO-eKOHOMCKO CXBaTambe APYIITBEHNX S0P, MaTepyjaiCTUIKO
CXBaTame JICTOpHje, CynpoTHOCTH n3Meby Syprkoasuje u mponerapujata, KpUTHKY dyprkoacke mpoy-
3BOJiEbe U SypykoacKe IMBIIM3aLMje, KOHLIEHTPALVjy KalluTaa, MICTOPUjCKY MYICHjy IIpOJIeTapujara,
cxBaTame cute Kao daduiie crapora apymrsa“ (Skerli¢, 1910, str. 154-155).
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TIPOILJIO MHJTYCTPUjaTHO IPYIITBO HIIp. y EHIeckoj, koje je K. Mapkc nMao 1noraaBuTo
y Bupy. [la cy eHrieckn pafHuiy SUim y pYroM HOJI0XKajy U Ha PYTOM CTYIIEY CBECTH,
Kajl je KOJ IbMX IIpOoHalheHa 1 yBeJleHa MallliHa, OHY CUTYPHO He OU HUKaJ| JOIYCTU/IN fia
Cce pas3BMje KallMTa/IMCTUYIHO [a3JUHCTBO 10 KPAjHOCTH, I1a TEK OHJA [Ja MUC/IE Ha Apy-
IITBeHY Npeodpaxaj, Beh ou To yunHmm Muoro mpe. OBuM heMo f1a kaxxeMo, Jja jeHO
APYLITBO MOKe IIpe0dpasuTi CBOje ra3IMHCTBO OCHOBAHO Ha MaJIoj CBOjMHY Y YBECTHU
HajcaBpIIeHN]y MalIMHCKY IPOM3BOAISY, a J1a He MOPa IIPOJIa3UTH KPO3 ‘IlypraTopyjym’
KaIUTanucTudHe npoussopme (Markovié, 1988, tom 9, str. 31).12

[Tpema MapxoBuhy, He MOpa caMo pajHIYKa K/1aca SUTH OCHOBHM CYOjeKT HOBUX
IPYIITBEHNX OfHOCA. Y IPYIITBYMA KOja Of/IVKYje JOMUHAHTHO CEJhallITBO Ca Pa3BUjeHUM
KOJIEKTVBHMM OO/IMIIMIMa OpraHm3anyje (pycky Mup 1 omiuTyiHa,? cprcka sappyra't), ce-
0CKa 3ajefiHMI}a MOXKe IIOCTATH OCHOB COLMja/MICTIYKe TpaHchopMaruje. OBO HAPOIUTO
Ba)K! aKO Ce OpraHusaja KOJIEeKTVBHIX HAYMHA [IPOM3BOAIbE Y 3aIPY3U WIN Y MUPY,
OpraHusyje y CKIajy ca panMoHaIHUM IPVHIMIINMA U HAjHOBUJUM TEXHUYKIM I HAYYHUM
peruemyma (a31jCKy HaYMH IPOM3BOJHE > colujanusam). Yak u fpyIuTBa ca JOMUHAHT-
HOM CUTHOM Ce/badyKOM CBOjIHOM, kao y Cpduju npyre nonosuHe 19. Bexa, y K0joj je, jour
oxt ocnodohema ox Typaka, Tpajao mpoliec pasrpajime 3a/jpy>kKHe CBOjIHE, MOTY ITOCTATH
COLMjA/IMCTIYKA AKO Ce/baliyl IPYUCTAHY Ha KOJIEKTUBU3AL)Y 3eM/be (CUTHOCOIICTBEHIYKI
Ha4VH IIPOU3BOJIbE > COLMjANIN3aAM):

»Mmu Su Mornm Ja HaB€JEMO OHE 3€MJbE I'IC je TI0C/I€ YHNIITChA (bey;[anHe CBOjI/IHe
HacTymnmnia IpuBaTHa CBOjI/IHa " MaJio ra3anHCTBO, a jOH.I ce HI/Ije Ppa3BUJIO KallTaIm-

2 Mapxosuh je Munubema »fa je mporpaM Mapkca, Kora je ycBojuia VIHTepHaLujoHaa, y IpBU

MaX jefHOCTPaH I HeIIPMMEH/bUB 3a fpyre Hapofe ocuM Enrmecke” (Markovi¢, 1996, str. 219, tom
11c). Takobe, MapkoBuh ucTide fa MapKCUCTI CMATPajy [id ,, ICTOPYCKI 3aKOH 3aXTeBa fja MIIYe3He
IIpMBATHA CBOjMHA U JIa CE 3AMEHU JIP)KABHOM ... A 32 OCTBaperbe TOT Haue/la OHU MIUCTIE fla MOTY
3rasyTH II0jMOBe 1 HaBJKe VI caMe MaTepljalHe MHTepece Mace Maaux concTBennka“ (Markovié,
1987, tom 5b, str 143; Markovi¢ u: Skerli¢, 1910, str. 155-156). OBaj nurar He 3Hauu fa je Mapkosuh
IPOTUB yKUaka IPUBaTHe CBOjiHe, Beh [ja ce IpoTuBY TakBoj GOpMH YKIatha IPUBATHE CBOjIHE
Koja Oy oBeIa 10 Be/IVKe MaTke ce/badkyx Maca. Mapkosuh oBfie mpopouki ynyhyje KpuTuky Ha-
4IHY Ha KOjii €y S0JbILIEBIUIIN TPETUPAIN Ce/baduke Mace, XpaHehy rpaioBe 1 pafHNIKY K/Iacy Kpo3
UCLpPIUBMBabe CeNa ,TIPUHYIAHNIM IleHaMa (MaKasaMa LjeHa) 1 BUCOKMM HaMeTUMa.

* Mup npecTaB/ba 3ajeJHUITY HeKOMMKO CeOCKMX foMahMHCTaBa KOja MMajy 3ajelHIUKY CBOjUHY
HaJj 3eM/bOM ¥ @y TOHOMHO 3aJI0BO/baBa IOTpede pajloM Ha 3ajeflHNYKOj 3eM/by. OIIITHHA Ipef-
CTaB/ba MHCTUTYLMOHAIHY OS/IMK MUPa, OApasyMeBa CEOCKY MOMTUTUYKY CAMOYIIPaBY I jeJHULLY
Koja U3Mupyje odapese mpema ip)xaBu U Gpeynanimma.

" 3a Mapxkosuh, 3ajipyra npeficTap/ba pasrpaHaTy IOPOJMILY ,KOja >KVBY Ha 33jefHIYKOM UMAIbY,
Ppaay 3ajefHYIKM, TPOIIY 3ajefHIyYKY. CBaKM 9IaH BPIIY I10CA0 KOjyi My IPUIIa/{HE, TPOLIM OHOTMKO
komko My Tpeda. IleHa pasia Ty ce He onpebhyje Beh mpoussoam, koju ¢y odujeHn 3ajefHNYKIM pa-
TIOM, TIPUIIaJIajy CBMMA TOfIjE[THAKO 1 CBM CE IbJMMa KOPUCTe. 3aje[HIYKO MMarbe IIPUIIajia HOPOAMIIN;
HUKO TIOjefINHIIE HE MOYKE CBOj €0 HU IIPOJATH, HY TIOKTOHUTY HUTH Ce 3a/[y>KUTH Ha CBOj fieo. OH
MIMa IIPaBOo CaMo J1a KMBY U Pajiut ¥ 3aApysu. AKO OCTaBU 3aipyTy, MMarbe TPUITajla OHUM Y/IaHOBMMA,
KOj! OCTajy, CaMO aKo O ce BpaToO, OHY Ta OIIeT IPMMAjy y 3a[ipyTy. JeffHa 3a/ipyra IPOU3BOM caMa
CKOpO CBe IITO joj Tpeda. Bpio Mao nponsBoza oHa HadaB/ba ca cTpaHe ... Bullle oBakBUX 3afipyra
cacTap/ba jeflHy onmmTHHY. CBaKa ONIITHHA OCUM Ofie/beHE 3aipyrapCcKe 3eM/be IMa U 3aje[IHNUKY
OIIITUHCKY 3€MJ/bY, TO CY IIOHajBuIIIe Mambaly u myme (Markovié, 1996, tom 7, str. 20).
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CTMYHO Ta3IMHCTBO — Kao WITO je TO CyYaj KOf CpIICKOr Hapopa. Vinmn unp. y Pycuju,
r7ie je mocie ‘ocnodobherma My>K1Ka) T.j. TIOIITO je yHMUIITeHA ey/iaTHa CBOjIHA, 0CTala
Y BENIMKOM pasMepy OIIITMHCKA CBOj/HA T.j. TPBOOMTHA ipylITBeHa hopMa, Kojy Mapkc
cTaBjba y HajHepa3BujeHuje odmKe asujaTckor apymTsa. Ce e hopMe pasBujare cy ce,
pasBujajy ce u passujahe ce Ha pasaH HauMH; 11 aKO Y I/TABHOME IbJIXOBY ITyTeBU MOPajy
OUTH CIMYHY, OTIET OHM He MOPajy IIPOIa3UTHU CBE OHE CTYIIIbe KOje je IPOILIIO jeTHO Off
wux“ (Markovié, 1988, tom 9, str. 31).

Haxarnoct 36or pane cmptu (1875) Mapkosuh Huje Morao ia casHa nmpaBu MapKcoB
craB 110 0BOM InTamy. Ha murame pycke pesonyrumoHapke Bepe 3acymry (Vera Zasulich)
us3 1881. roxute, ga mu Pycnja Mopa pohu kpos karmranucTudky ¢asy passoja ga du dura
y CTamy [ja OCTBAPM COLMja/IMCTUYKY PeBOIyLujy, MapKc oarosapa Ha crenehy HaumH:

»ToBopehu 0 HaCTaHKY KaIMTaINCTUYKe IPOU3BOJbE, peKao caM [y Kanuimarny,
IIPVIM. IIpeB.] /Ia je BbeHa TajHa y TOMe IITO Ce Y OCHOBY Pajii O ‘IOTIYHOM pasjBajamby...
IpoK3Bohada off cpefcTaBa 3a HPON3BOILY ... U [ia je ‘eKCIpoIpujaliija MO/bOIPUBPETHOT
nponsBobada ocHOBa 1eOKyITHOT mporeca. Camo je y EHreckoj oHa o caja cripoBe-
JileHa Ha pajiKaaH HaulH... AJIM CBe OCTaJIe 3eM/be 3amajHe EBpole ciiefie MCTI IMyT.
Tako caMm M3PUYNTO OTPAHNYNO VUCTOPUJCKY HY>KHOCT TOT IIpOLieca Ha 3eM/be 3alajHe
EBpore“ (Marx, 1983).

Mapxc, IrraBuIne, TBpAY fla PycKa Ce0CKa OMIITIHA MOYKe IIOCTATV OCHOB 3a ocedaH
COLMja/IMCTUYKM Pa3BOj KOj HE MOPa IMPATUTH 3allaiHI MOJETL:

»3axBa/pyjyhn jemuHCTBeHOj KOMOMHALjI OKONTHOCTH Y Pycuju, ceocka onmTrHa,
KOja joII yBeK IT0OCTOjY Ha HAI[IOHATHOM HUBOY, MOXXe ITOCTEIIEHO OTPECTH CBOje IIpH-
MITUBHE OCOOVHE I HEITIOCPEJHO Ce PA3BUTH KAO €/IEMEHT KOIEKTVBHE IIPOU3BO/HE ¥
HAIMIOHATHVM pa3MepaMa. YIIPaBo 3aTo LITO MOCTOj! ICTOBPEMEHO Ca KalUTaTCTUIKOM
IIPOM3BO/EHOM, CEOCKA OIIITIHA MOXe IIPUCBOJUTH CBA heHa MO3UTUBHA focTurHyha,
a fla He Ipobe Kpo3 meHe yKacHe mpeodpaxaje (Marx, 1983).

Haxite, Mapkosuh je, kao u Mapkc, cTaBa fa cBa [pyLITBa He IIpojase Kpo3 UCTe
¢ase pa3Boja 1 Jja OCTOjU BUIIE ITyTeBa Ka COIMja/Mi3MYy, 300T Uera je ’heTOBO CTAHOBUIIITE
Ta7IeKo Off TTO3MIIHje IOTMATCKOT VM PeIyKIMOHMCTIYKOT MapKcu3aMa. VImak, Hajseha pasmka
nsmehy Mapkca u Mapkosnha je y BMXOBOM I7Iefjalby Ha YIOTY Ip>KaBe Y COIMjamCTId-
Koj pesomyunju. IIpema Mapkcy, pafiHI4IKa Kaaca MOpa Jia 3aysMe Op)KaBHI alapaT u
YCIIOCTaBY JYIKTATYPy IIposieTapyjata fa Ou JOBeIa IO COLMja/IICTIYKe TpaHchopMmanyje:

»IIpBJ KOpaK y pafJHIYKOj peBonyLuju (je) Hoxusame nponerapujara y piajajyhy
Kacy ... [IponerapujaT he cBojy momuTNuKy BIacT MCKOPUCTHUTH 3@ TO /1A OCTEIIEHO
ofty3Me dyprKyasuju caB KallUTAJL, ja Y PyKaMa ipyKaBe Tj. IpojleTapujaTa, OpraHu30BaHOT
Kao Byaziajyha kmaca, neHTpanusyje cea opyha sa mpoussopmy u mro je Moryhe dpixe
noseha Macy nponsBognux cHara“ (Marx, 2009, str. 60-61).

Mapxkosuh ca apyre cTpaHe 3acTyma mudepTepcKy mosumyjy. JJpxaBy cxBarta mpe
CBera Kao CKYII HOMTUYKY U €eKOHOMCKM ay TOHOMHMX OIIITHHA, Y KOjOj Cy CBU JBYIU U
npoussobaun 1 yrpasbaun. Behuny sajjataxa xoje ciposopy midepanHa p>xaa Mapkosuh
OU CITyCTIO Ha HMBO OMIITHHA:
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»YKOJIIIKO ce dojbe OpraHmsyje Apykapa, Kao jefHO COILMjaTHO TeNO, YTONMKO BUIIIE
niye3asajy norpede nomuiyje, Cya ¥ Bojcke U CBU BUX0BM NOCIoBU. OBe yCTaHOBE Y
JlaHaIllb0j AP>KaBM YMHE ITIaBHY CHAry Ip)KaBHe TUpaHuje ... [[p)kaBa ce MOpa OCHOBaTH
Ha Have/Ty HapOJHOT CYBePEeHCTBA a YHyTapHe YCTPOjCTBO PA3HMX YCTAHOBA 1 IP)KaBHMX
opraHa Ha HaueJTy caMoyIIpase (fielieHTpan3anje) 1 Hadeny nsdopa. Hapop ce mopa cra-
paTy, ja CBaKM WIaH ApYyLITBa Syfie Y MICTO BpeMe ITpousBobhay; OH ce MOpa Jjak/ie CTapaTi
7la yKIHe CBe UJIe0NOUIKe CTa/leXe y APYIITBY, Kao Cyluje, 3aKOHOAABIIE, aIBOKATe, Kao
u noymuujy u Bojuuke. Ceaku rpahannH Tpeda fa je dSpaHuan sem/be 1 4yBap NOPETKa;
IIMpeeM 00pa3oBarba, IPOM3BOJHY PAJJHUK Tpeda y CTO BpeMe Jia IOCTaHe CIocodaH,
7ia BPIIY OHe IIOCTIOBE, LIITO MX JaHaC BPIIle OHA ‘CTPYYHA’ JIMIA U3 IEOOLIKIX CTa/leKa
... Ip>kaBa je y COL[Mja/ICTIYHOM JPYIITBY Ha3UB, KOjU Se/exX1 jeTHY Lie/IHY, jefHY IPYILy
colLMja/HNUX omuTHHA Wwin 3agpyra’ (Markovié, 1996, tom 13, str. 139-140).

ITocroju jouu jenHa dutHa pasnuka usMely Mapkca u Mapkosuha. Mapkc cmatpa na
Ce HOBU COLMja/IMCTUYKM TIOPEJaK MOYKE OCTBAPUTH jEAVHO COLMjATHOM PEBOTYIIjOM.
Mapxosuh je cTaBa fa je peBonyLuja (MM KaKo caM Kaxke ,,COLMjalHa TUKBUaLja‘)
HeONXO/Ha Ha KallUTa/ICTUYKOM 3amnafy, anu fa ce Moxe usdehn y Cpduju, rie je TokoM
Cpricke peBonyuyje 1804. romyse Beh mMxBuanpaH geynamHm nopefax u CTBOpeH CUTHO-
COIICTBEHNYKN HauVH Ipou3Bofbe. PehopMa ApyIITBa 3aCHOBaHA Ha pallMOHATU3ALIUj I
OfIHOCa y 3afipyraMa 1 apupManuju saipyra Moxke TOBeCTH 1o conmjamsma. Kako cam
Mapxkosuh kaxe:

»PasyMe ce, OHJIe Ifle je HapOJ|, Ha TAKBOM CTYIIIbY eKOHOMCKOT PasBUTKa fia y
HheMYy jOII HeMa HIKAKO jefHe KIace y FPYLITBY, KOja BIafia CBIMa CpefCTBMMA 3a IIPO-
U3BOJY — Ty He MOYKe OUTHU HI peult O ‘COLMja/IHOj MUKBUAanjit. TakBy Cy CBU Hapopiu
3eM/bOPAaJHIYKI Ifie BIafia y Maci MaJia CBOjUHA I HUCKa KynTypa. Ty Hema 1uTa fa ce
‘muxsupupa’. Ty Hapoy caM Tpeda 3a BpeMe Jja ce IIOCTapa, [ ce He Pa3/iBoji Ha TaKBe
cranexe, koju he My HaByhu My4aH mocao conyjanue nuksupgannje (Markovié, 1996,
tom 13, str. 145).1°

13 cBera HaBefeHOr MapKoB1h ce MOYKe 03HAUUTH Ka0 MYITIINHeAPHN /ndepTep-
CKY MapKCIICTa Cca PeBM3MOHNMCTIYKIM TeHAEHIjaMa, jep je cpeMaH fa y oppehennm
KOHTEKCTVMaA Ha MecTo peBonyiuje ctaBu pepopmy. Ha Mapkosrha ce Moxxe rmenaTit u
Kao Ha aHTUayTOpUTApHOT nacanosia. [lok mpema Jlacany (Ferdinand Lassalle) gpymrso
Tpeda fa Syfe OpraHM30BaHO Kao CKYII pagHNX acoLMjalija Koje KOHTPOJIMILE U KpeRUTHpa
npxaBa, Mapkosrh cMmaTpa fa fpxxaBy ofosno Tpeda na dpopmupajy pagHe aconnjauuje,
3azpyre u cnodonse onurrute. OHo urto S Mapkosuha HajBuIle 0gBajao Off MapKCu3Ma
jecTe meroBo aMOMBAJIEHTHO CXBaTalbe PYLITBEHe IpoMeHe. Mapkcusam pasore 3a

5 BaxHo je uctahm ga MapkoBuh He cMaTpa Jja Y HeKalIMTaIMCTUIKMM IPYLITBYMA Y KOjuMa

[IOMIHIPA CE/BAIITBO He MOCTOje KJIACHN aHTarOHM3MI, /i, [IPeMa (beroBOM MUII/bEY, OHI He
MOpajy ZOBECTH JI0 PeBONyILHje. Y ileBeTHaeCTOBeKOBHOj CpOuju OCHOBHY KJIACHM CYKOO ce OfiB1ja
usMmeb)y ce/pallTBa, IIaBHE eKCIUIOATIICAHE KITACe, M YMHOBHMIIITBA, ITTABHE eKCIIOATATOPCKe KIrace:
»Crajiex Tproparja 1 Kanuramicta y Cpduju je cacBuM Maso pasBujeH, a CTajiexx SIpOKpaliije ToTOBO
jEIMHM M CacTaBlba CTAJIeX €KCIIOATaTOPA. 3eM/bePa/JHIK 3allMEbe 13 CBe CHATe, 1a 3apajiyi IIaTy
CBOjMM CTapelIrHaMa, Kojii ce dalllkape Ha padyH CUPOTHIbE,  caMa CHPOTUE:A MOPa fia ITIajyje
npoxykasajyhu HernpecTaHIe cBoj poricku mocao® (Markovié, 1987, tom 2, str. 79).
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IpOMeHe Y APYIITBY, S0 IIPETXO/IHE MV OHe KOje TeK IPeJCToje, Ha/asy y KapaKTe-
pUCTMKaMa MaTepujaiHe CTBapHOCTH (MaTepujanmsam). IIpema Mapkosuhy gpymrsena
IIpOMeHa ce odjallllbaBa MaTepljaIHIIM OKOJTHOCTIIMA, aJIi ¥ TUIMe Jia je Hay4HO I0Ka3aHa
Kao TT0KeJbHa U palloHaTHa (TI03UTUBU3aM), jep je KOpucHa (yTUANTapu3aM), ajii U 3aTO
ILITO je y CKIajy ca fpyLITBeHoM eBomyjoM (couujamnu gapsurnsam) (McClellan, 1964,
str. 105-114). Ca umpeMm fa ce mto do/be pasyme cBeodyxBarHa Mapkosuhesa mosuiuja,
HEOIIXOJTHO je FeTOBe CTaBOBe YIIOPEANTH Ca CXBAaTambVIMa PYCKMX HAPOJIbaKa, HAPOUNTO
YepHULIEBCKUM.

PYCKM HAPOIILAIIV V1 MAPKOBI'h

Pyckn Hapogmamy cy BeoMa KOMIUIEKCAH IOKpeT Koju 0dyXBaTa KOHTPaJUKTOpHE
TeHJIeHIMje. JellHa Off MHTEeNEKTyaTHUX IIpeTeya OBOT ITOKpeTa je AleKcaHjap XepleH
(Alexander Herzen). Y medatu y Be3u ¢ nuTameM OKpeTamwa Pycuje camoj cedu mmm mak
IEHOM IIPUXBATalby 3aMaIHNX BPeJHOCTY IIPOCBETUTE/bCTBA, XEPLIEH je CTA0 Ha CTPAHy
»3alamaKa” MpoTUB clIaBjaHodIIa, 3amaKyhn ce 3a opraHusanujy APyLUITBA HA PALNO-
HaJIHVM IIPOCBETUTE/bCKIM OCHOBaMa. bes 003upa Ha To, XeplieH je ca claBjaHOpIMa
Zemno GacuyHaLNjy PyCKOM CeOCKOM 3ajefHIIIOM (MMp) 3aCHOBAaHOM Ha KOJIEKTUBHOM
BJIACHUIITBY HaJl 3eM/boM. JIOK je 3a craBjaHO(umIe Myp 110 rapaHT O9yBamba PYCKOT KOH3ep-
BaTUBHOT IIOPETKa, IIpeMa XeplieHy Mup je 8110 eMOpUOH HacTaHKa HOBOT COLIUja/IICTUYKOT
IpYLITBa U IVIaBHA CHara Koja he saMeHUTU apUCTUYKU PEXKNUM U PYCcKU deymamisaM.
Vako je BepoBao fja y TpagMIMOHATIHY PYCKY CEOCKY KOMYHY Tpeda MHTeTpucaTu upeje u
BPEJHOCTM IIOBE3aHe Ca eBPOIICKUM COLVjaI3MOM, CMAaTpao je U Ja je MPOCTORYIIHOCT,
M30/I0BAHOCT I IOIITEHe PYCKIX Ce/baka dpaHa ToOMe Ja VIX MCKBape KaluTantusaM 1 mmde-
pammsam.'s Ha samagny EBporry XeplieH je I71e1ao Kao Ha CTapy ¥ MICTPOLICHY LUBIIN3ALI]Y
KOja je peBOJTYLMIOHApHOCT NOTHCHY/IA 3apaj] IPedBUANBOCTY 1 BoduTu. XepLeH, IpeM/a
»3aMamaK’, Kao U CIaBjaHo(uIN, ¥Ma POMaHTUYAH 1 MAeanusyjyhn morren Ha pyckor
ce/paKa KOjy ra Ne/IMMUYHO IpUSIIbKaBa U pyCKOM HaloHamm3My. CaM HauMH XUBOTA
PYCKO Ce/ballTBO, I1a ¥ PYCKI HaPOJI, YMHM Haj3HAYajHIjOM CHArOM KOja MOXKe YCIOBUTH
HactaHak conmjamama (Ely, 2022, str. 42-51). Kaxo cam ncTnue: ,,Pyckn cerbak He Io3Haje
Mopan KOjI/I He NPpOMCTNY€ NHCTUHKTVBHO U IIPMPOAHO M3 I1b€roBOr KOMYHI3Ma; a OBaj
je Mopas IydoKo yKopemweH y KapakTepy pyckor Hapopa“ (Herzen u: Ely, 2022, str. 46)."7

16 3a pasnuky ox Muxawna BakymnHa, o kojeM he xacHuje dutu peun, 1 pyckor peBoIyLOHapa

n Huxmncre Cepreja Hevajesa (Sergei Nechaev), 3aroBopHuijiMa HacIHe peBONYLIMOHAPHE Me-
Tofie, XeplieH je BepoBao fia ce 10 colmjami3Ma Moxe fohu pedopmom pyckor apymrsa. CrmaHor
cTaBa Cy OuIu 1 Apyry 3HadajHN Hapopmany nomnyt ITjorpa JlaBposa (Pyotr Lavrov). Mapkosuheso
MHCUCTHpae Jia ce 10 colyjanmuaMa Moxe johu peopMoM y 3Ha4ajHOj MepH je MHCIIMPUCAHO
pedOpMCKIL OpUjeHTICAHNM HapOAbal[IMa.

17 OBaj cras jour nspasuruje ucrtnde Adanacyj lllvamnos (Afanasy Shchapov), mo xome je cepaiiTso
¥ 0814aH HapOJ M3BOP CBAKOT J0dpa, HajOMTHMja K/laca 3a CXBaTambe PyCKe MICTOPYje i HEOIIXOlaH
U3BOp MHCHMpalyje 3a corpjamncre. LleHTpanusanuja pycke ap>kase u pedeynaamsarja Koja jy je
npaTuia, npema Illyanosy, jecy mCTOpujcKm Hempujate/b TPaAUIMOHATHE CEOCKe OMIITIHE ¥ MUPA,
rpodapy cTapux odmuKa KOJIeKTUBHOT IIOCTOjarba HoIyT Beha 1 clTodOAHUX IpafioBa, MCTMHCKUX
MHCTUTYLMja eMoKparcke u couujanuctudke Pycuje (Ely, 2022, str. 56-60).
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Hajsnavajunju Hapopmwaukyu mycnunayn je Hukonaj Yepuumescku (Nikolai
Chernyshevsky). OH je yjenHo jenaH of peTKMX HapoimaKa Koji je HallpaBUO jacaH OT-
KJIOH Off pOMaHTH3all}je cea 11 0OMYHOT pycKor Hapopa. ITomyT 3amajHux conujamicTa,
YepHUIIEBCKY Ce 3a/1ara0 3a MHTEPHALMOHAIHY COLjau3aM, HATIPABUBIIY IUCTAHILY
IpeMa pycKoM HanmoHanu3My. Takobe, Huje BepoBao fa pycku Mup Iocefyje ocedHy
MICTUYHY eceHIMjy Koja he Hy>XHO moBecTn fo coryjanusma. OcuM Tora, HarmamaBao
jé Jla PyCKy CeoCKy OIIITHUHY IIpaTe NaTpMjapXa/THOCT ¥ TEXHOJOIIKA 3a0CTAIOCT KOje He
mory dutn ocHoB dynyher npymrsa (Ely, 2022, str. 63-64). Iberos Hajsehu gonpusoc je y
cnenehem craBy. Connjanusam y Pycuju Moxe HacTaTy Kao IOC/IeUIIa KU TaMMCTUIKOT
Pa3Boja, YKOIUKO Ce CeOCKM MMP ¥ OTIIITIHA MOJIePHU3Y]Y, Ocriocode 3a caBpeMeHy IIpo-
U3BOJIbY YCBajHheM TEXHOJIOIIKUX pelllerba HACTAIMM Yy KalUTaTUCTUIKO] IPOU3BONLI
U YKOJIMKO C€ CEOCKM TPAAUILIMOHA/IM3aM 3aMEHU XyMaHUCTUYKUM CBeTOHa30poM. Pycka
CeocKa 3ajeHMIIa, Ofip)KaBajynu 3ajeHIYKO BIACHUIITBO HaJl 3eM/bOM 1 ocehaj komyHa-
TM3Ma, TOTEHIIMja/THO faje S07bM OCHOB 3a Tpeodparkaj APYIITBA Off 3aIlafHIX APYIITaBa y
KOjMMa je MHJVBUIya/1n3aM JoMuHaHTaH. " Y wianky ,,Kpnuka punosodekux npenpacymna
IPOTHUB 3ajeJHIYKOT BTACHUIITBA HaJl 3eM/boM UepHMIIEBCKY pas3Buja IIOCedaH 3aKOH
UCTOPMjCKOT pa3Boja YOBEYAHCTBA KOjI, 33 PA3/IMKY Off eBOTYLIMOHMCTUYIKOT YHU/IMHEAP-
HOT CTAaHOBMINTA, I7IE[la Ha MCTOPUjCKM Pa3Boj Kao Ha crimpaiy. Pycka ceocka 3ajeHnIa,
Kao IPUMUTHBHI OO/IMK KOJIEKTMBHOT BJIACHUIITBA, MOXe dpiKe fIa ce TpaHchopMumIIe
y colyjanusaM Kao CaBpeMeHM OdMMK KOTeKTVBHOT BTaCHUIITBA Off KalnTanu3Ma Koju
Cce 3aCHNMBA Ha MH/VMBU/Ya/IHO]j IPMBATHOj CBOjUHM U IPEICTaB/ba Cpeliby TauKy usmeby
IPYMUTUBHOL ¥ Pa3BMjeHOT KoJaeKTUBHOT BracHumTBa (Walicki, 1979, str. 198-200).
Kaxo YepunmreBcku cam ncrude: ,IIto ce popme Tude, HajBUIIM CTEIIeH pasBoja CBYAa
HpeficTaB/ba IIOBpaTaK Ha IIPBY CTeIleH, Koju je y MehycTeneny d1o 3aMmermeH cBOjoM Cy-
nporrouthy“ (Chernyshevsky u: Walicki, 1979, str. 198).

Y dunosodcxom norneny YepHMIIEBCKH je CII0j aHTPOIIONOIIKOT MaTepyjannaMa 1
yrummtapusma. OH 3acHIBA CBOje CXBaTambe Y0BeKa, II07] 3HavajHUM yTuirajeM Pojepdaxa
(Ludwig Feuerbach), Ha anTpormonouxom Matepujamamy. IIpema 0Boj IIO3ULMjH, YOBEK Ce
He MO)Xe IJIeflaTy1 Kao IIOf{BOjeHOCT iyXa 1 Matepuje, Beh kao 30Mp CBUX cacTaBHMX ITpolieca
KOju ce y eMy AenraBajy. Harmamasajyhnm a yosek He Tpeda fa cysxu Hu Pasymy, Hutn
Bory, uutu [Jpymrsy, Beh camome cedu, YepHuireBckm 3ay31ma erouCTUYKY IOSULIN]Y.
Cae mTo /by pajie Tpeda fa Oyfie y CKIay ca MHTepecuMa OfipyKarmba KuBoTa. MebyTim,
3a Hajdo7bN OOMMK IPYIITBa y KojeM he cBaka 0coda MCITyHWUTH CBOje cedIyHe MHTepece
U pa3BUTH CBOje )KMBOTHe Kamanurere, YepHumesckn oppebyje counjanusam, jep ce y
HeMY IIOTIYHY UHTEPECH CBUX OCTBAaPYjy KpPO3 pallMOHA/IHy OpraHM3anujy ofHoca. V3
erousma epHMIIEBCKH, OCUM BEPe Y PallMOHATHOCT, Pa3Byja U yTUIUTAPU3aM, T€ CMaTpa
7la YKOTIMKO Jby/IY MUMajy pPallMOHa/IaH M HAy4YHM IPUCTYII, HEMUHOBHO [J0/Ia3e JI0 3aK/by4Ka
na he xopucuoct cBux durn Hajseha y corjamamy (Walicki, 1979, str. 194-198). Ilpema

18 3 i
CynpoTHO HapOJH-aIMMa, KaCHUjM PYCKM MapKCUCTUYKM MIC/IMOLY CMATpasu Cy fia ce Pycuja

Beh Hamasu y pyanmenTtapHoj ¢pasu kammranusma. [Ipema Jlewuny (Vladimir Ilyich Ulyanov Lenin)
IPYIMUTUBHYU PYCKM KaIMTaaM3aM Ce 3aCHMBAO Ha eKCIUIOATALMj! CIOSOHMX ce/baKa Off CTpaHe
TproBalja HaKyIala Koji Cy paji AUCIIep30BaHMX foMahyHCTaBa OpraHUM30BaIM Y IPOTOMaHydaK-
TypHY nponsBozy (Milios, 2018, 33-37). BospliieBuIM €y ca TAKBUM CTaBOM TEXW/IN A UCTAKHY
nia je Pycuja Beh dma cripeMHa 3a peBOMYLIMOHAPHY Ipeia3 y COLMjanu3am.
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YepHUIIEBCKOM COLIMja/I3aM HUje HEMMHOBHOCT 300T MaTepyja/IHOT pa3Boja IpyIITBa, Beh
300r TOTa IITO je Y CKIIa/y Ca YOBeUMjuM pasyMoM.' UepHNUIIIEBCKM je OCTaBMUO Haj3HAYajHI)I
yTHLaj Ha OCHOBHe mocrynare Mapkosuhese ¢unosoduje. Vmax, Tpeda HaIoMeHyTH A2 je
Mapxkosuh y geny Peannu tipasay, y punosopujy u sxcusoitiy YepHuIeBCKor KOMOMHOBAO
ca MapKCOBI/IM MaTepI/IjaIII/[CTI/[‘{KI/IM CTaHOBMIITEM, JAaPBIHN3MOM, a TOHEK/IE II PENYK-
UOHUCTUIKUM 0OnmKoM mosutnsusma u emmvipusma (McClellan, 1964, str. 105-114).%

Kao mro cy YepHuireBcki*' ¥ HapO[balyl BepOBAJIM [ja Cy MUP U OIIITIHA OCHOB
conyjanuama y Pycuju, Mapkosnh je BepoBao fa je To 3agpyra® y Cpduju. Paganuxe u
ce/pauke 3afpyre Tpeda ja dyay OCHOB OIIITHHE KOja YjeHO IIPEACTaB/ba U IIOMUTIIKI
I EKOHOMCKM He3aBI/ICHyjeHI/IHI/ILIy. CBa nMOBMHa Tpe6a HOMIHAIHO OUTH Y BIaCHUIITBY
IpxxaBe, amy (paKTUUKY [TOF KOHTPOZIOM 3afpyra. JIp>kasa du, mpema Mapkosuhy, Tpedano
fla TpefcTaB/ba 30UpP CIOJOMHNX OIIITIHA, AOK je CBAKa ONIITIHA CKYII OjeINHAYHIX
3appyra. Behuna dyHkija neHTpate fp>kaBe ce IIOTOM IPEHOCE Y HAIIEKHOCT CI0S0f-
Hux onuTtnHa. Kako nctnye y geny Coyujanuzam unu gpywinieeHo iuitiaroe:

¥ Kaxo nyunpno npumehyje Crnodonan JoBanosuh: ,,Meroza je YepHnIineBcKoBa alCcTpaKTHa:

U3 jefiHe OIIIITE MIOCTABKE O YOBEKY U IeTr0BOj IPUPONN, OH, IeIYKTUBHUM IIyTeM, M3BOAY YUTABY
Teopujy o ypebemwy apymrsa ... YepHUILIEBCKY CTOjU Ha CTAPOM MHVBUYATMCTIIKOM TIIEHUIITY
XVIII Bexa ... Y cBOM MarepujanusMy oH yBuba Jia je pa3BUTaK I0je[IMHIIA YCIIOB/bEH MaTepyjaTHIM
OKOJTHOCTIMMA, a He yBubha Jja MaTepyjaHIM OKOJTHOCTMMA ... MO>Ke OVITH YCIIOB/beH M Pa3BUTAK
YUTABOT IPYIITBA. Y CBOM YTUINTAPU3MY, UepHMIIEBCKY 3HA CaMO 3 €TroM3aM I0jefiVHIa, a He 1
3a eroysaM KJace — IpyTMM peurMa, He yBuba a ce 40BeK MO)Ke MHOTO BUIIIe PYKOBOJUITY MHTe-
pecrMa OHe IpyIITBEHe IpyIie K0joj Mpuiaja, Hero cBojuM Bractutum (Jovanovié, 1990, str. 49).

2 ,Kasamu cMo paHuje fia je OCHOB YOBEKOBE MOPA/IHOCTH — IPYIITBEHOCT T. j. 3a/J0BO/BCTBO KOje
JOBEK Ha/Ias! Y3 3ajefHUUKO KIUB/betbe Y APYLITBY. Y OCHOBM JAK/Ie YOBEKOB eroysaM — /bydaB IIpe-
Ma cedyt caMOM 1 IOTpeda caMoofpsKatba I JbydaB IIpeMa APYLITBY CaBPIICHO Cy CAIIACHU jeHO C
mpyruM. Yipaso eronusaM nopaba gpymrsenoct. HYoBek 3ato Bomu ApymTBo 1to Bomu cede. (Tako
u cxsahajy ocHOB MOpaHOCTU HeKu HuI030dH YTUINTAPHE IIKOIe Kao Mt 1 UepHuieBckn)“
(Markovi¢, 1998, tom 3, str. 59). ,CyBpeMeHa HayKa, a HApO4uTO [lapBMHOBA TEOPIja O MOPEKITY
YOBEKa Jjaje HaM OCHOB 3a IIPaBy T€OPUjy Mopana“ (Markovi¢, 1998, tom 3, str. 54). ,,OcHOB je Mo-
PATHOCTH — [PYIITBEHOCT T. j. OHA IPUPOJIHA HAK/IOHOCT YOBEKA K YOBEKY Y jeTHOM JIPYIITBY, KOja
ce moduja MHCTUHKTUBHO, de3 yuemrha 1oBekoBe BO/be, IPOCTO IPUPORHIM u3d0opoM y dopdu 3a
oncranak (Markovié, 1998, tom 3, str. 56).

21 Mapxkosuh uctnde jja je YepHuieBcky BeoMa 3HadajaH ,,3a Hac Cpde® jep ,,0H moTIyHo cxBaha
PasmKy u3Mehy MHAYCTpPUjaTHOT 1 3eM/bOJIE/bHOT IPYLITBA U PAas3/IMKY y IIyTeBUMa KOjUIMa MOpa
nhu jegHO U APYro APYIITBO [a IPMBATHY CBOjUHY IPeodpaTi Y KOJIEKTUBHY 1 YOIIIITE Jia Peln
IUTame IPYITBEHO IpemMa cBojuM ocodunama“ (Markovi¢, 1996, T. 11a, str. 193).

> MapxoBuh je 10jeTHOCTaB/bEHO U3jefHAUNO PYCKY OIIITHHY U CPIICKY 3apyry 300r yera je,
JOHEKJIe HeKPUTUYKY, MUCIIVO JIa Ce IIPOTpaM PYCKOT HapOfallTBa MoxXe 6e3 Ipob/ieMa Ipecin-
katy y Cpouju. 3a pasnmKy off 3afipyre, OIIITHHA Hije 0OyXBaTaja caMo KpBHe cponHuke. Takobe,
PYyCKa OIIITHHA Ce Y HOTIYHOCT! 3aCHMBaJIa Ha KOJIEKTVIBHOM BJIACHUIITBY, 0K CYy Y 3a/Ipy3H, y3
KOJIEKTMBHO B/IACHUIITBO, YIAHOBM MOITIM Jla MMajy U npyuBaTHe noceze. OcyM Tora, Cpricka MHCTY-
TyLuja 3aapyre je off ocmoboherma of Typaxa 61a y mpoliecy pasrpajiibe I CBe BUIIIE je 3aMEeUBA0
npusathu ceocku nocef (McClellan, 1964, str. 240-241). Tpeba HallOMeHyTH Jja 3afipyra Hije TOKOM
YuTaBe CPIICKe NCTOpHUje OMIa JOMMHAHTHA U YHMBEP3aTHa MHCTUTYLIMja CEOCKOT OPraHM30Baba,
Kako cMaTpa Mapxkosuh. Kaxo je noxasao Crojan HoBakosuh y MoHymeTanHoM feny Ceso, CUTHa
ceocka gromahuHcTBa y cpentbeM Beky 6mia cy venrha o 3agpyre (Novakovi¢, 1965, str. 147-171).
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»OCHOBHa je mpousBohauKa jemMHMIIA y APYIITBY — PaJHNIKA 3aPyTa, KOjoj IpH-
Iajia KauTasl T.j. cBa opyba u cpepcTBa 3a mpoussopby. To Baxku 1 3a 3eM/bOpPafiby, Kao
U 32 MIHAYCTPUjy. AJIY KONEKTMBHA CBOjMHA 3a/IpyTe HUje IPUBaTHA CBOjMHA IPYKIHE,
HO je jaBHa IPYIUTBeHa CBOjuHa ... CBa CpeficTBa 3a MPOM3BO/IbY IPUIIALAjy AP>KaBu, alu
Ap’KaBa He BIaJia BbMMa 110 CBOjOj BO/bM; HE MOXKE MX Ha IIP. IPOJIAT! KOME Y JINYHY CBO-
JUHY, M/IM Ha 1ETOBO JIMYHO Y)KMBalbe; HETO Ha OCHOBY JP)KaBHOT 3aKOHA IIPejaje CBaKoj
3aJIpysy U3BECTaH JIeO M CBaKa 3aJpyra B/lajia USBECHUM KanuTanoM. PagHudke apyxmHe
Cy IpynmpaHe 10 CTPyKaMa, a/i OHe OIleT HUCY IpocTe npousBobauke aconmjanuje. Oxe
Kao I OIIITHHE, Iy>KHE Cy 110 OIILITEM 3aKOHY /ja IPUMajy HOBE YWIAHOBE Y CBOj KPYT; OHe
UMajy fa ce SpUHY O IIKO/M M IIPOCBETH, fia BpIlle U3BECHE jaBHE IIOC/IOBE jeTHOM peun
TY Ce C/IMBajy CBe JlaHalllibe ‘p)KaBHe M TIPyIITBeHe pajibe. [IpeMa ToMe KONEKTHBHA
3a/ipyra ynpaBo je jefiHa COLMja/IHa jefHIIIA — OCHOBHM elleMeHaT 3 KOra ce CK/Iama-
(jy) meno apywmTBo... (M) colujaHe OMUITHHE. Y caMoj CTBapy ONIITKHA U defepanuja
OIIITIHA, LITO je 3acTymnajy nornasuto Cnosenu (Pycu u Cpdn) y counjanzoj zeMokpa-
LMj11, He Pa3/IMKyje ce Off oBe KomeKTuBHe crcteme” (Markovi¢, 1996, tom 13, str. 117).

Yruuaj Yepuniuesckor ornega ce u'y Hauenuma napogHe exonomuje rae Mapkosuh
npukasyje Kputuky ekoHomuje ITona Crjyapra Muna (John Stuart Mill) ox crpane
YUepHMIIEBCKOT, KOjy TOTOM CaMOCTA/IHO IIPOUIMPYje U Jonyibyje Mapkcosum upejama. Ha
Ho4eTKy fena MapkoBuh cKpOMHO TBPM Jia CY ,,OCHOBHA Hauesa cBa UepHMIIIeBCKOBA U Ty
ja HeMaM HuKaKBe cBoje 3aciyre” (Markovi¢, 1988, tom 9, str. 31). Taxobe, xaza Kputukyje
Mapxkca y Be3u ¢ mUTameM Iposacka CBMX APYLITaBa Kpo3 UCTe paze pa3Boja, NCTUIY-
hu na o He Mopa fa dyme crydaj, Mapkosuh muiie fja je Ty YMBEHUIY ,,jaCHO CXBATIO
Yepuuuresckn (Markovié, 1988, tom 9, str. 31).% ITonryt Yepuuiuesckor, u Mapkosuh ce
3aj1a)ke 32 TEXHOJIOLIKO yHampelere pajia y 3aipyrama 1 peBasu/iakerbe TpauIoHa/3Ma
y OfHOCHMa™, yK/bydMBatbe CBMX WIAHOBA Y QM3MYKIM U MIHTE/IEKTYa/IHU Paji, HOpMMpabe
IUIaTe TAKO ja 3a PAf{HM CaT CBAKM WIAH 3afjpyre Hoduje UCTy HAarpamy, y3 crodoxy usdopa
Jla caM Ofipeliyl Tpajarbe CBOT pajia. EKOHOMCKa He3aBMCHOCT CBaKe I10jeIMIHaYHE OIIITHHE
He TIOIpa3yMeBa BIXOBY 130/anjy, Beh ogroce usmeby ommrruua tpeda sacHusaru Ha
€KOHOMCKOj conmpapHocTy, ok Mapkosuh mpersuba ga he ce oBaj ogHOC y corpjamctindkoj

2 ¥V ynmaHky ,Pyckn peBonynuonapu u Hedajes“ Mapkosuh nuiie fja ,,y IeBeTHajeCTOM BEKY

HUje duto Hu jemHOT pepopMaTOpa, KOji je TaKo yOOKO 1 CBeCTPAHO 3aMMII/bAO0 JPYIITBEHN IIpe-
odpaxkaj 1 Koju 811 BITafjao C TONMMKO 3HAKA M YMENTHOCTH Y M3/IaTamby CBOje HayKe Kao IITo je d1o
Yepuniescku. Fberosa pedopma odyxBaraa je Ie/Ior 40BeKa U 11e/I0 IPYLITBO: IOPOAMILY, ONIITHHY,
Ip>KaBY, CBE OCHOBHE II0OJMOBE O MOPaJly, pe/IUTHj|, CBOjUHM, BaCIUTAaIbY, IOMUTUIIN, HAPOFHOCTH
U T.JI. Je[IHOM PeYN: OH je CHCTEMATIYHO, HAyIHO M3/I0)KMO OCHOBHA Hade/Ia 32 KOPEHNTH IIpeodpa-
Kaj apymTsenn y Pycuju. On HIje jocieo fa mM3fia yKyITHO CBOj CUCTEM yBepelbha, a/lil ¥ IerOBUM
MHOTOOPOjHIM OfJe/TUTHM CIIVICHMA MCKAa3aHO je IIOTITYHO CBe ca ody/aMa 1 TaKBMM IOITIEOM Ha
JbYZICKe OJHOLIAje fa je B/Iaja Ipefysena a 3aBopu pedopme y Pycnju (Markovi¢, 1995, tom 5a,
str. 111-112).

* Mapkosuh He cMaTpa TpaJiUIIVIOHATHO YCTPOjCTBO 3a[ipyre MeaNTHNM ,jep Ty Blaja HaTpujap-
XaJIHOCT T.j. CTapMjy ToCIofapu Haj MaahuM. JKeHckumbe je ca cBuM nopunmeHo. Hema HukakBa
IpaBa CBOjUHE, jep IIPY y/iaj) M3/Ia3y 13 3a[ipyre 1 IIPM caMoj ieodu 3afipyrapa He 1odyja HUKaKBOT
Iena. A 1ITO je Haj BakHUje, 300T MaJIOT HAYYHOT 3Haba y IPOU3BOILY, 1 300T He3Haba IIPM-
POZHVX 3aKOHa y OIIITe OHY CpasMepHO Masio pousBoze u Bpio phaso xuse® (Markovié, 1996,
tom 7, str. 21).
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dynyhHOCTM 3acHUBATU Ha YBPCTOj COMMIAPHO] capafibu. IberoB KOHIENT Ap>KaBe Kao
301pa counjaTHNX ONIITHHA He 3aCHMBA Ce Ha HAI[OHA/THOM IIpuHINIY, Beh ce cBaka
[OjeflMHAaYHA ONMINTHHA, de3 003Mpa Ha HAIMOHATHOCT, MOYKe IPUK/BYIUTI OCHOBHOM
caBesy omurtiHa.” bamkancka degepannja ommuriHa, 3a Kojy ce 3anarao, 3a Mapkosuha
je caMo OJCKOYHA JIaCKa 3a yjenMibaBatbe yiTaBe EBpolre, I1a ¥ Y0BEYAHCTBA, Y CIOQOTHY
acorjanujy ommrrHa (Markovié, 1996, tom 13, str. 117-124, 140-141).

C 0031poM Ha unmeHNIy fa je Mapkc y mucmy Bepu 3acynnd gao HO3UTUBHY OLieHY
la pycKa OMINTMHA MOXKe Aa dyhe oCHOB couujanmaMa y Pycuju, u dynyhm ga je Mapkc
MIMao BJMICOKO MUIIbeEe 0 YepHUIIeBCKOM, I1a fIa je JaK 300r >Ke/be [ja ce dorbe YIIO3Ha ca
ETOBJM [Ie/IOM II0Ye0 Ja Y9 PYCKI*S, MOXKe ce 3aK/bydlTH Ja je MapkoBuheBa Brsnmja
3aJIpyTapCKOTr COIMjanu3Ma IIOHMKIIA U3 PYCKOT HapOAmanITBa” y cKnagy ca Mapkcom.
Vmaxk, Mapkosuh ce o Mapkca pas/ukyje Ipe cBera y CXBaTamby APYLITBEHe IPOMEHe I
aHTPOIIOJIONIKO]j duyto30duju, rie je Sy YepHuiueBckoM, cMaTpajyhu ga pesomyuuja Huje
HEMIHOBHOCT, Beh /1a je MoyXe 3aMeHNTH palOHA/THA OPraHN3aLIja IPYILITBEHIX OTHOCA.
OBpe je BaxxHO HamoMeHyTH fa je Mapkosuh 3dor npecygHor yruiaja YepHuIeBCKor,
Kora ayTopu nomnyt IItexanosa (Georgi Plekhanov) u JlemsnHa HICY HU XTe/u fia O3Hade
Kao Hapofmaka, Beh kao pagukanHor feMokpary u mpocserureba (Walicki, 1979, str.

»  Herupajyhn ncmpaBHOCT CTBapaiba BeJllKe CpIICKe Ap>kaBe Ha BankaHy u samaxyhu ce sa

Bankancky denepannjy Mapkosuh usnocu cnefehn cras: ,,CpIicku Hapog Mella ce Ha jefHOj CTpa-
H1 ca Byrapuma, Ha npyroj ca XpBatuMa, Ha Tpehoj ca Pymynuma. To cy cBe Hapoau ¢ KojuMa OH
menu ucTy cyady npema TybuHckuM BlafaMa, a ;Ba off Bux Byrapy u Xpsatu joru ¢y My HajOmmKm
pobaru mo kpBu 1 je3uxy. Ine cy rpanuue ‘yjenumenux Cpda’ — HoBe cpiicke fgpxxase? To je MydHO
OfipenuTH a Aa He foheMo y cyKod ca cBuMa TuM HapogyuMa. CpICKM HapoJ HeMa HUKaKBUX HI
reorpadckmx, Hu eTHOrpadcKMX rpaHuIia, Koje du My ofpehuBae Heky jegHOCTaBHY Lenuuy. Ja
O¥ CpIICKM HapOJ, CTBOPHUO jefHy APXKaBy Off 5 Ko 5 1/2 munujyHa myma (jep Bulie U HeMa), MOPao
du cratn y Hempujate/bcKy ogHoIIaj ca byrapuma, Xpsaruma n Pymynnma“ (Markovié, 1996, tom
13, str. 150). Kapa ce HaBefieHO MMa y BUJY, jOLI HEOOUYHMjI ITOCTaje OHOC CaBPeMEHMX CPIICKUX
nudepaia mpema NHTeNneKTyanrHoM Hacnehy CBeTosapa Mapkosuha, ¢ 0831poM Ha TO fja je leroBo
CXBaTame HallOHA/IHOT MUTakba dIVhKe TPEeHYTHOM JI1MOepaTHOM CTAHOBHIITY HETO CaBPEeMEHUM
CPIICKMM HaTPUOTCKUM CTpyjaMa.

* ¥V mucmy npujatersy Curdpuny Mejepy (Sigfrid Meyer) Mapkc teppu: ,,He 3HaM ma i cam ™
peKao fa cam moyetkoM 1870. modeo fja yumM pycKm, KOju cajja IPYINIHO TeIHO unTaMm. To ce goro-
Imo 3aro mTo My je n3 Ilerporpaga nmocmato Beoma BaxxHo jeno Oneposckor o ‘Cramwy pagHIUKe
Ktace’ (mocedHo cebaka) y Pycuju, u 3aTo mTO caM Takobe Jkereo fa ce yo3HaM ca U3BaHPEIHUM
eKOHOMCKUM pajjoBuMa UepHuiuesckor (Marx, 1976).

¥ TIpema MapkoBuhy pycko HapoOJHaIITBO je CTapyje U pajyKaaHuje off conyjamama VHTepHa-
mmoHase. OH ucmpaBHo yBuba fja cy Ha pycKy HapOZHauKy MIe0/OTHjy IPeCyfiaH yTHUI[aj OCTBapIIe
3amajiHe peBONTyLMOHapHe upeje y nepruony nameby 1789. u 1848. rogusne (Pyco, ®ojepdax, Cen
CumoH, ®ypuje, OBeH uts.): ,,PeBonynujoHapHm moxkpet y Pycuju nMa cBojy ucTopujy, Koja je Beoma
cTapa, MHOTO CTapJja Ho ucTopuja VIHTepHacujoHare ... PeBomynujonapHa Hauena y Pycuju Takohe
Cy cTapuja 1 pajiukanHuja Ho Hayena VaTepHacujonane. Ha mux cy yTuiana Hauena eBpOICcKe Ha-
yKe ¥ peBONyLujoHapHe uyeje o 1789. 1 1848. ropuHe anu Cy oHe jajbe pasBujaHe u npepabusane
opubuHanHO. VI laHac pycKu peBOMYLMjOHAPU Ca CBOjOM CTPALIHOM MP)KE>OM Ha TOCIIOAIYK y
OIIITE, U Ca CBOjYM PaJMKaIHIM II0jMOBMMa 0 OpaKy u Bory, y>xacaBajy HajpajiuKanHije 4IaHOBe
‘ViaTepHacujonane, ocoduro y Hemaukoj, Ifie Cy cBeTMHba LIPKBEHOT OpaKa M PeIUTIO3HOCT JYO0KO
yKopemweHn y Hapony* (Markovié, 1987, tom 5a, str. 114).
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185-186), d1o yIImaBHOM yha/beH Off POMaHTUYapCKIX 0OIMKa HapoamwamTsa.”® Kama
ONTYXyjy MapkoBuha 3a peTporpagHoCT, CaBpeMeHM CPIICKM Tdepani ce yIpaso IIo-
3MBajy Ha yTUIIAj MUCTULM3Ma ¥ POMAaHTU3Ma KOjI je Ie0 PYCKMX HapOibaKa OCTaBIO
Ha eTa, IITO je HEOCHOBAHA ONTY>kda, jep je Ipe cBera ped o yueHuKy YepHuIIeBCcKoOr
KOjM je TeXMO fia 3aipyry pedopMiilie Ha TaKaB HauMH Jja ce 13 ibe 13dalie aHTHMOJEePHI
KyATYPHU €JIEMEHTI.

AHAPXVICTU 1 MAPKOBI'h

Maxko ce Mapkosuh jacHo orpabupao of aHapXmcra, BeroBo MHCUCTUPabe Ha
MMHIMAJTHO]j IP>KaBY CHAXXHO Toficeha Ha aHapXMCTUYKM KOHIIENT Heflpkasrba. OBakaB
Mapxkosuhes ofHOC TpeMa Ap>KaBy ITPOM3/IA3Y U3 CYMIbe Y IIeHTPaNTN30BaHy Ap>KaBHY
OMPOKpaTHjy U 13 CTaBa /ia je I7IaBHY KITACHY HeTIpyjaTesb CPIICKOT CE/balllTBa YMHOBHMIITBO.
C nmmeM jacHor yTBphuBama MapkosuheBor ofHOCa IpeMa aHAPXU3MY, Y OBOM IIOT/IAB/bY
hemo aHa/mM3MpaTy HEToB OZHOC IIpeMa IBa HajBeha aHapXUCTUYKaA CaBpeMeHKa, [ljepy
Kosedy IIpynony (Pierre-Joseph Proudhon) n Muxanny bakymuny.

[Tpynon je jenaH o HajsHAYAjHUjUX aHAPXUCTUYKIX MIC/IATIALIA, IIPY Y€MY EeTOB
MYTYaIMCTUYKY aHAPXM3aM IIPefICTaB/ba Mperas n3Melhy MHAMBUYanMCTHIKOT U KOMY-
HUCTUYKOT aHapxusMa. [Tpema IIpyfioHy, BIaCHMIITBO HaJ| CPEACTBUMA 33 IPOU3BOIHY U
Hajl IPYTVM OdMUIIMMa MMOBIHE Koju oMoryhyjy mpodut, kKamaTy u peHTy (BTacCHUIITBO
3apap godutiu), jecte Kpaba. Ca gpyre cTpaHe, CUTHY O/IMLIM IIpUBAaTHEe CBOjUHE, ONHOCHO
mocey, y Kome ce He yrmorpedbasa paj IpyIux /byan, 3a IIpyaoHa je merntuman odnmk
CBOjMHE. Yje[JHO je JIETUTYMHO aKO IOjeIHAYHY PaIHALIM U Ce/baliil YAPY>Ke CBOjy CUTHY
IPUBAaTHY MMOBUHY Yy KOJIEKTUBHY MUMOBUHY Y OKBUDY pajHe Koonepanuje. IIpymon je
CTaBa []a KalMTaJl Kao II0Cef] Huje 3/I09MH, a/li [ja IOCTaje HempaBefaH Kajja Ka0 MPTBU
pan oHoCH 1oduT de3 HOBOT KMBOT paja. IIpymoH je saMuUIITbao MpieamHo APYIITBO Ko
llelleHTPa/IM30BaHM CaBe3 MHOIITBA paJIHUX Koolepauuja. /Ip)kaBa Kao MHCTUTYIN]a,
KOja ca jefjHe CTpaHe Hacu/beM IIPJCBaja IMOBMHY, a Ca IpyTe CTpaHe HaCU/beM rapaHTyje
MOHOIION KPYITHMX KalMTa/IICTa, daHKapa 11 peHTepuje, 3a [Ipynona Tpeda fja ce mocremneHo
pacryctu y ¢penepaTvBHU CUCTeM ayTOHOMHUX jemunnia (Knowles, 2004, str. 98-117).

Mapkosuh IIpynony Herupa fia je conmjamicTa jep ce 3ajiaxke 3a O4yBabe IpUBaTHe
cBojuHe. Vmak, cMaTpa ra HajooC/IeHMj UM JIEMOKPATOM, jep jeé lerOB HadMH OpraHu3aLyje
IpUBaTHE CBOjIHE IIONITEHNj! 1 KOXePEHTHUj! Off OHOTA IITO MpeTaxy mdepany Koju
Bepyjy y KIacuIHu mudeparHy eKOHOMCKY 1 IpyKaBHY nopeak (Markovi¢, 1996, tom 13,
str. 128, 131-132). Kao IJIaBHY 3aMEPKY UCTUYE YNIbEHNILY /1A je 3aHEeMapIO KOHLIEHTPa-
LMjy KalliTa/a ¥ HACTAHAK MH/IYCTPMjCKe IPOU3BOJIILE, TE 1A j€ Ier0B CUCTEM MUIILEbA,

*  Mako je y HajBeheM Hemy CBOT MHTENEKTYaIHOT Pajia TeKUO PAIVIOHAIHO] TpaHcdopMaLyju

CeOCKNX KONEeKTUBHUX Gpopmu, Mapkosuh je kaTkaj Ha pOMaHTUYAH HAIMH IVIEAA0 HA TPASULINO-
HAJIHY CEOCKY 3a/ipyTy: ,,Y CPIICKOM NaTpujapXaTHOM APYLITBY He dellle HMKAL HU IPOCTUTYILIMje
HI [IayIIepu3Ma, y KOjuMa TpyJie Xy/bailaMa JbYAN Ha 3aIajy; Y CPIICKOM HapOJy Becebe ce HUKAJ| He
[peTBapa y IIjaHCTBO, Off Yera dolyje pajHIIKY CBET Ha 3alajy, a JbyOaB ce HUKAJ, He IIpeTBapa y
passpar. [lopoanyHa Be3a 1 OMIITHHCKA Y3ajaMHOCT OTPai/Ia je CBAKY IMYHOCT Off KPajEbUX PY-
IITBEHVX O0JIeCTH, KOj/IMa TIOfi/IeXKe pafleHN4KM cBeT Ha 3amagy” (Markovi¢, 1995, tom 8, str. 20).
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KOjM TEXI Jla 3alITUTU CUTHE 3aHAT/IMj€e U Ce/baKe Kao CPeibeK/IacHe CUTHE BIaCHIUKE,
ucropujcku npesasuben. Mapxosuh IIpynoHy crora ynyhyje MapkcucTH4Ky KPUTHKY:

»1IpymoH jol HIje pa3dyMeBao 3Hayaj Be/IMKe MHYCTpHje U KaUTaTUCTUYKOT Ta-
3[MHCTBA; C TOTA je KOJ, Ihera I0jaM O OFHOLIAjy PaJjHMKA-HajaMHIYapa BP/IO HEpa3ByjeH.
Tako oH HIIp. He yBuba, fa kay Ou KanuTanucTa wiahao MOTIYHO BPeAHOCT Pafia., T.j. Kajl
OU ce HeroB KalmTal caMo MeHbao Ca JAHAIIBIM PajioM 3a PaBHY BPEJHOCT — [a OHJiA
He Oyt dmJTo KanmmMTanuCTa M HagHW4apa. Jep mra Ou oHfga d1o KamuTanmucTa Kaj He du
IIPYCBajao jefaH Jieo cafallmera paja des3 Hakuaze (Markovi¢, 1996, tom 13, str. 128).

ITpempa ra kputukyje, Mapkosrhes KOHI[eIIT MUHUMA/THE fP)KaBe je BeoMa CIMYaH
IIpynonosom. Takobe, Mapkosuhes Heycmenn MOKyIiIaj OpraHm3alje 3aHATCKUX KOOIIe-
palnja yipyXuBameM IojeiMHa4YHMX 3aHaTuja y CpOuju nsmeby 1870. u 1872. ropyHe
(McClellan, 1964, str. 134-143) nozceha na IIpyoHOB MyTyalIMCTUYKY MOJEIL.

bakymnHOBa M1Ca0 je OCHOB jefHe Off Haj3sHAYajHUjUX CTPYja PaJiMKaIHe JIEBULE,
KOMYHUCTHYKOT aHapxmaMa. [Ipema Bakymuny, c1odona je 0CHOBHa KapaKTepUCTHKa
JbYICKOT T0ocTOjarba. CBaka MHCTUTYIIMja KOja IyIIM CIOOOY, IOMYT ip)KaBe, KaluTasa
U LIpKBe cTora Mopa dutu yHuinteHa. CBaku OO/IMK ApiKaBe, 11a YaK U HajmudepamHuju n
HajieMOKpATCKuju, 3a bakymuHa jecte Tupannja, dynyhn na ce sacHusa Ha Mohu u moxo-
paBamy. OCHOB KanMTa/a pecTaB/ba IPUBATHA CBOjJHA, Te ¥ OHa MOpa OUTH 3aMereHa
KOJIEKTVBHOM CBOjMHOM IIpY 4eMy M ce IIPOU3BOJM Je/IM/IM IIpeMa pajy U norpedama.
Jlomasak o HOBOT C/TOSOHOT aHAPXMCTUYKOT IPYLITBA HHUje IUIOf, eBOIyLuje, Beh peBo-
TyLyje PagHUIKKX U CEe/badKMX Maca. YKOIMKO Mace IOCeNyjy PeBONTYLIMOHAPHM XKap U
BOJbY, OHe he ce camocTanHo ocnodonuTy des momohy MHTeNEKTyaIala U PEBOMYIINO-
HapHuX ¢apuceja. [Jpymrso he moctatn aHTHApXaBHA (efeparja c10d0THNX KOMYHA,
OfIHOCHO aHapxuja.”’ BakyIH je HOILITOBAO 3Halbe CTPYUmaKa, ajlu ce Takohe IpoTuBMO
000roTBOpEIbY CTPYUHaKa M TEXHOKPATH)| KOja, IIpeMa Iero0BOM MUIIberY, TaKohe Bomu
y tupauujy* (Eckhardt, 2023, str. 315-322). Hajsehn snauaj BakymuHa orefa ce y Unibe-
HMIM J]a je Pa3BUO IIPBY KOXePeHTHY KPUTHKY MapKcusMa. IIpema mweMy du iukrarypa
IpoieTapyujaTa, OJIHOCHO 3ay3MMalbe IpJKaBe Off CTPaHe PaJHUYKE K/lace, HEMUHOBHO
noserna fio oTyhemwa Boba pafHMUKOr ITIOKpeTa Off CaMOT PaIHMIITBA Y HACTAHKA ayTOPY-
TapHOr nopeTka. Kako caM TBpau, AukTaTypa nposerapujaTa Ou IofpasyMeBana BIajy:

»BehnHe Hapoya oy cTpaHe nopaiIheHe MambyHe. AT, KaXy MapKCHUCTH, T MatbU-
Ha he ce cacrojatu of pagauka. [Ja, Mo>xa o SuBIIMX pajgHuUKa, Koju he, 4nM mocrany
BJIQJIapy MM TIPEACTaBHULIM HAapofa, IpecTaTu Aa dyay paguuiu u nodehe fa raenajy

¥ 3a bakymuHa aHapxuja je ,CodOHa 1 He3aBICHA OpTaHM3alilja CBYX jefMHILIA U Jle/IOBa 3ajef-

HIILe M BJX0Ba HOOPOBO/bHA (efiepalija Ofj03710 Harope, He 1o Hapeadama 110 KakBe BIaCTH, YaK
HY n3adpaHe, HITH IO JUKTATy OMIIO KOje HaydHe Teopuje, Beh Kao pesynTar IpMpORHOr pa3Boja
CBIUX Pa3HO/NMKINX 3aXTeBa Koje caM >KMBOT Iocrasjba“ (Bakunin, 2005, str. 198).

% Kapa je ped 0 unsMama, o3uBaMm ce Ha ayropuret odyhapa; miro ce tiye kyha, kaHama um
JKeTe3HMI, odpahaM ce apXUTEKTH WV MH)XXerbepy. 3a OBAKBO I OHAKBO 0cedHO 3Harbe odpaham
Ce OBOM WWIV OHOM Y4emaKy. A/ He J03Bo/baBaM Hu odyhapy, Hu apXuTexTu, HI yUeaKy fa My
HaMeTHY CBOj ayropuTeT. CIymaM 1X cI0OOLHO U ca CBUM IIOIITOBAbEM KOje 3aC/y)KYjy HBIXOB
VM, BUXOB KapaKTep U HIXOBO 3HaIbe, yBeK 3aapkaBajyhu cBoje HEOCIIOPHO IIPaBO HA KPUTHUKY U
ocnopasame (Bakunin, 1970, str. 50).
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Ha YMTaB CBET PaJiHUKA ca BUCKHa fIp>kaBe. OHu Bue Hehe npefcrasbaty Hapon, Beh
cede caMe 11 CBOje ITpeTeH3Mje fa BIafiajy HapogoM. CBaKo KO CyMIba Y OBO HHje YIIO3HAT
ca jpyackoM npupopom (Bakunin, 2005, str. 178).

Mapxkosuh BakymuHa cMaTpa IOLITEHUM ,,a/IM AIICOTYTHO HECIIOCOOHUM opra-
HI3aTOPOM I BP/IO HeyMelHuM pesonyunoHapom” (Markovi¢, 1996, tom 11b, str. 218).
BaxymuHy 1 IPyIIH KOjy OH IpefBOfY ¥ VIHTepHaIOHaMN 3aMepa Aa du mbuxoBa popma
aHapxuje de3 MpOMMILIbatba HadMHa CIIpoBolersa IpyILITBeHe OpraHu3aliyje JoBe/a 10 Xaoca
u Bpahama y crame AMB/ballTBa. 3a YCIELIHO CIIPOBODeme peBomyLmje Nin pajuKaaHe
pedopMe, HEOIIXOAH je IIAH 1 MakbIHA KOja je Y CTamy Taj IUIaH /ja OllepallfioHaIn3yje:

»MosKe ce 3a1CTa 3aMUCTINTH [ia jeffaH HapOo CpyLy nocTojehe 3aKOHUTO CTare 1
fia y jefHOM TPeHYTKY fjohe cTambe de3fp>kaBHO — aHAPXITHO, a/Ii TO Ce MOXKe JOIYCTUTH
caMo 3a KpaTKO BpeMe, Kao IITO Ce U flelIaBajo y CBMMA II03HATM peBonyunjama. Hu
jemaH mjore LMBIUIN30BAaH Hapoy, Hehe HYKaJ XTeTH [ja OCTaHe Y TAKOM CTamby, Tie CBaKI
Mopa fia dpaHu cBoje ‘haKTUYHO MPaBo’ € opyxjeM y pyuu. IIpupoana norpeda HaroHu
ra, fja OiMa, MOLITO je CPYLIEHO jefHO 3aKOHUTO ypeheHo cTatbe, TpaXkit APyro 3aKOHUTO
n ypebeno crame, koje du duno dospe o npebhammera. HezagosorbeTBO ca mpebanmmsum
1 Kerba 32 SO/BUM — TO je SMO TIpaBy IIOKpeTad peBoyLyje ... [la ce 0dpasyje HeKyt HOBU
007K, HeKO HOBO ypebere npyurTBa, Tpeda fa je Hapopy Beh MO3HAT y ITTaBHOME Taj
odMK; WK dap fja y HapoAy MMa CHa)KHe IOKpeTadKe MarbJHe, KOja Ma II0Bepetbe
Hapoja U KOja je TOMMKO CHaXKHA 1 CIIOCOOHa, /1a yMe ATy IIpaBall HapOJHOM ITOKPETY,
OpraHM30BaTU PEBOMYLMjY M YIBPAUTHU CTaNaH IIyT [PYLITBEHOM IIpeodpaxajy. AKO
Tora HeMa — peBonynuja he ce pacmactu y decmucieny dopdy* (Markovié, 1996, tom
13, str. 146).

Mapxosuhesa kputnka Bakymuna ynyhyje ga ce on de3 0d3upa Ha HadenHO I10-
IYIMCTUYKO OIpefe/berbe 3aMaKe 3a KOHIeNT npocsehene enmnre Koja he HapogHe mace
YIyTUTH ¥ IpaBoM cMepy. OBaKBO CTAaHOBMILTE ra YMHM OTIVKVMM MapPKCUCTUYKOM KOH-
LenTy IpodeCcHOHaTHUX PeBOMTYLIMOHAPA, a/I) U HAPOAhalliMa KOji CY TOKOM ,,0fjIacKa y
HapOJ " TeXWIN fia ra IPOCBeTIe, 00pasyjy 1 IpUIIpeMe 38 HOBY COLMjaTIICTIUYKY TOPETaK.
Mako ca aHapXM3MOM JIe/M CyMIbY Y LieHTpaI30BaHy fpyxasy, MapkosuheBo 3amarame 3a
IIOCTOjabe Ip’KaBe 1 3Ha4Yaj MHTE/IEKTYya/IHE M MIOJIMTIYKE €/I1Te UIIAK T'a OfiBaja Off aHapXU-
3Ma, 300r uera je ouiena Jbydomupa Tapnha, fa je OH mpaKTHYKM aHAPXICTA, TpeTepaHa.’!

3AK/bYYHA PASMATPAIBA

YutaB MapkoBuheB MHTeNeKTyanTHM paji IPaTUIN Cy IPOTPECUBHNU ITOMUTIYKN
LIM/bEBU. JeflaH je Off MPBUX CPIICKMX MUC/IMIIALIA KOjU C€ OTBOPEHO 3a/1arao 3a jelITHaKOCT
MYIIKapala 1 >keHa. Y HaI[OHaTHOM IUTamy (IIpeMa MUII/bery ayTopa paja — yTo-
HMCTUYKM) 3aJ1arao ce 3a daJKaHCKy KoH(elepaltjy 3aCHOBaHy He Ha HaIlMIOHa/THOM
IIPUMHIMITY, HETO Ha ONMIITHHCKOj €KOHOMCKO]j U IIOIMTUYKOj CAMOYIIPAaBU, I IPOTUBIO

3 Tpeda ncrahu na je morpemnina tesa ia je Ceetosap Mapkosuh dno mapkcuct. OH je duo mog

jacHuM ytunajem IIpynonosor ‘myTyanusma’ (‘ysajamHOCT Oe3 oMeTatva’) U bakymuHOBe nzeje
‘ONIITIHCKe CBOjUHE’ Y K0joj HeMa ‘nofene paga’™ (Tadié, 1997, str. 78).
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KoHIenTy ymdepana Tora goda o Bermkoj Cpduju. Harmamasao je HeOIXoZHOCT MOfiep-
HM3anuje 1 pedopMe cpIickor odpazoBaba Jja Oi ce OHO OIBOJUIO Off KJIACUYHMX IIKOJIA
U yCMepIIO Ka IIPYIMeheHOM HayYHOM 3Hamy. Ha I0/by KIbIDKeBHOCTH je 8110 IIpOTuB-
HUK POMaHTU3MA I Off IPECy[He BaXKHOCTU 3a Pa3BOj peanmusMa y CPIICKOj YMETHOCTH.
Y cB0joj aHanM3u 3a/Ipyra, IO/IB/IAYNO je la OHE MOPajy CBOjy IPOM3BO/IbY 3aCHOBATY Ha
HajHOBMjUM TEXHWYKMM U HAYYHVM pellerhyMa 1 npeBasnhy Tpaguonanmmsam. Vako
je MOXXJla HeKafla MMao POMAHTIYAH IIOI/IE], HA 3aIPYTY, BbeTOBO CXBATAMbE Ce IPETEKHO
3aCHMBAJIO Ha IPOMUIIbAkbYMa O MUPY U ONIUTHHY YePHUIIEBCKOT, Ha HAYMHY KOjI je
TeX1o fla Oyzie palMOHAaIaH 1 Jja IpaBy OTKJIOH Off IIOTITyHe pOMaHTHU3allMje OBUX UH-
crurynymja. Yaumajyhu ce HaBefieHO y 093up fid ce 3ak/byunTn ja je Mapkosuh 3a cBoje
BpeMe 1o U Te KaKO MPOTPeCHBHI MUCTIVIALL.

Onrosop Ha muTame rae ce Mapkosuh mosuIMonnpa y oKBUpY jeBe MUCIU APYTe
ojI0oBMHe 19. Beka MOKe ce TOOUTI caMOo aKo ce ne(l)MHmque pasnmMYUTUX TOKOBA JI0-
HeK/le penatuBu3yjy. Vimajyhu y Buny cBe nperxopHo nsnoxeno, Mapkosuh ce Moxe
O3HAYNTH Ka0 eKJIeKTIYKI HapOJHbadKy MapKCICTa, WM Kao JMOepTepCKI MapKCHUCTa ca
PEeBU3MOHNCTMYKIM TeHfeHIujaMa. OHO IITO ra HajBMIIe ya/baBa of Mapkca je leropo
eKJIEKTUYKO CXBaTakbe APYLITBeHe IPOMEHe I aHTporonoKa ¢umosoduja Koja je dmoxa
YepruieBckoM. Mapkosih ce Moyke IIOCMAaTpaTy ¥ Ka0 CHHTETHYap MapKCH3Ma I PyCKOT
HapOJHaIlTBa. YKOIMKO Ce He IPUXBATH TO fia je MapkoBuh MapkcncTa, oHpia ce gedyHu-
I1ja MapKCHCTe Tpeda TONMMKO IIOONITPUTH A Ce Y by He CBPCTajy HY MMUCIMOIY HOIYT
ITepuja Anpepcona (Perry Anderson), Xepdepra Mapkysea (Herbert Marcuse), Bunxenma
Pajxa (Wilhelm Reich), CnaBoja YKmxeka (Slavoj Zizek), a u muoru apyru cnodopnuje
TyMade OCHOBHE MapKCUCTHYKE II0jMOBE, MHTEPIPETHUPAjy MX Ha MHTENIEKTYaTHO Kpea-
TMBHE Ha4YMHe I y BIACTUTe NHTepPIpeTaluje Tofajy onpeheHe HeMapKCUCTUUKE eleMeHTe.

Ha xpajy pasa sanmrahemo ce samrto MapkosuheBe njieje coryjanisMa HUCY BUIIe
saxuserne y CpOuju HakoH merose cMpTu. [IpBeHCTBeHO, 3a/jpyra, MHCTUTYLMja KOja je
Tpedaso a dyzie OCHOB HEroBOT coLmjamaMa, dua je y opMakiioj dasu pasrpanme. Takobe,
MAKO Cy Ce ce/ballyl 3a/IaTa/li 3a BUIIE CaMOYIIpaBe, Malbe IOpese I OIIITE IIPABO I/1aca,
Kao KJ/Iaca CUTHUX IIOCeHMKA, HIICY OMIM CIIpeMHM Ha OfpUIIabe Of IPUBATHE CBOjIHE.
OTyxn je merosa conujanucTUIKa MI€0I0TMja eBOIyMpana y paguKaaHo-IeMOKPATCKY
uneonorujy HaponHe paguxanne ctpanke. MelyTuM, merose nyeje Cy ocTaBuse 3HadajaH
YTUIIAj Ha IOMMambe IOMUTUKe Y CPIICKOM ApymTBy. Hapoguu counjanusam Ceetosapa
Mapxkosuha je 3HaTHO yTUIA0 Ha HAUMH IPOMUIIbAA CPIICKOT [PYIITBA O eIUTIH, AP-
YKaBU U OJHOCY Ip>KaBe U HapOJia, Te Ce U caBpeMeHe GpopMe HApOJHHAIITBA He MOTY y
TOTITYHOCTH pasyMeTy Oe3 aHajm3e flefla OBOT BETMKOT MUCTIMOIIA.
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of Marxism and Russian populism.

Keywords: Svetozar Markovi¢ (1846-1875), Karl Marx (1818-1883), Nikolai Cherny-
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INTRODUCTION

Different periods and authors with different ideological orientations have extremely
diversely interpreted Svetozar Markovi¢s thought. To liberal contemporaries, such as Vladimir
Jovanovi¢, Markovi¢ and his socialists are utopians.’ According to Jovan Skerli¢, he is an
idealistic socialist who reduces the socialist revolution to “a spiritual and moral transfor-
mation”, with the attitude that only after the enlightenment of consciousness, “sensible and
just, rational and ideal society” is formed (Skerli¢, 1910, pp. 126-127). Similarly to Skerli¢,
Slobodan Jovanovi¢ sees Markovi¢ as a non-Marxist utopian socialist.* Marxist-oriented
socialists such as Dimitrije Tucovi¢ believe that Markovi¢’s thought preceded true scientific
socialism because in his oeuvre he neglects class struggle and proper understanding of the
stages in the historical development of humanity.” A similar stand is also taken by official
science in the SFRY and the USSR, according to which Markovi¢ represents pre-scientific
socialism (McClellan, 1964, p. 6, 272-274). Foreign authors, e.g., Woodford McClellan,
believe that Markovi¢ is one of the first originators of Balkan agrarian socialism, which
contained Russian populism, but also elements of Marxism (McClellan, 1964, pp. 263-264).
To the representatives of moder Serbian liberalism, such as Latinka Perovi¢ and Dubravka
Stojanovi¢, behind Markovic’s insistence on agrarian socialism and cooperative as the
foundations of socialism, lies irrational traditionalism, one of the predecessors of Serbian
populist nationalism and the alleged obstacle to the modernization of Serbian society.®

The main goal of this paper is the presentation of Markovi¢’s principles in order to
provide answers to the following questions:

1) To which form of socialist thought does Svetozar Markovi¢s theory belong?

2) Is Markovi¢’s thought progressive or reactionary?

*  “Regarding the new order of society, socialists cannot boast of having contributed much. That

is where the manner and direction of their thinking diverge from science... God and the world, all
these are the subject of their planning. To them, society and mankind are pottery clay for which they
make pots; they arbitrarily make laws and institutions; they overturn family and property; they mix
capital and labour like dough; they wind and move people like some machines, giving everything a
‘tone and direction’ and putting the entire universe into a mould. Instead of examining the nature of
matters, they turn to the game of imagination” (Jovanovi¢, in: Vuleti¢, 1997, p. 495).

* “Markovi¢ is not a Marxist. Markovi¢ had neither class hatred nor class militancy or class terror-
ism. He was filled with humanitarian idealism, old utopian socialism... He wanted to take people to
socialism through enlightenment and not through dictatorship” (Jovanovi¢, 1990, p. 226).

> “The work of Serbian social democracy has ideologically nothing in common with the work of
Svetozar Markovi¢ and his followers. In our young movement there was not and there is not a single
trace of Svetozar Markovi¢s utopianism and the tradesmanship of his successors” (Tucovié, in: Zarkovi,
2015, p. 24).

¢ According to Dubravka Stojanovi¢, the ideology of anti-modernization “was first reconstructed
in Serbian historiography by Latinka Perovi¢... It is... a profound, closed ideological system recycled
for almost a century and a half, changing its forms from early Serbian socialism of Svetozar Markovi¢,
via radicalism, then various forms of ideologies close to fascism between the two world wars and
during the Second World War, via communism, to nationalism which emerged in the mid-1980s...
The egalitarian and collectivist state is made qual to the ethnic state which, according to this ideology,
must include with its borders the territory ‘where the very last Serb lives™ (Stojanovi¢, 2010, pp. 71-72).

1181



Stefan V. Mandi¢, Svetozar Markovi¢ and the main trends of European socialism (1840-1890)

The basic assumptions of this paper are that Markovi¢ cannot be ranked among
retrograde forces, but that instead he is a progressive thinker whose socialism represents
a particular form of libertarian Marxism under a strong influence of Russian populism.
Although he died very young, Markovi¢ created a special version of socialist thought,
and that is why he can freely be ranked among the greatest Balkan socialists of the 19*
century. With the aim of successfully determining the position of Markovic’s socialism
and examining two basic assumptions of the paper, his ideas should be compared with the
greatest socialist theoreticians between 1840 and 1890. In the first part of the paper, the
relation between Markovi¢’s and Marx’s thought will be examined, and the connections
between Markovi¢ and Russian populism will be analyzed, and then also Markovi¢’s atti-
tude towards Proudhon and Bakunin, main representatives of anarchism of the time. First
the basic theoretical postulates of every individual thinker will be presented, followed by
the presentation of Markovi¢s attitude towards them, in order to compare as precisely as
possible his attitudes with those of the great figures of the 19"-century socialist thought.
In final considerations, the analysis and potential answers to two main questions in the
paper will be given.

MARX AND MARKOVIC

Karl Marx’s basic thesis is that the stage of development of production forces determines
a dominant type of society. Each stage of development of production forces is matched by
specific production relations between the main class of the exploited and the main class of
exploiters. The change in the development of production forces causes the change in the
production relations and, thus, the change in the entire material base. This process con-
ditions the social revolution, changes in spiritual upgrading and the emergence of a new
socio-economic formation.” In his “German Ideology”, Marx distinguishes three basic types
of society, i.e., three basic socio-economic formations: slavery, feudalism and capitalism. In
slaver, citizens originally have common ownership over slaves, although later o n a higher
class of patrician develops in whose hands ownership over slaves is concentrated. Feudalism
implies the exploitation of serfs by the feudal class whose economic domination is based
on ownership over land (Mandic¢, 2024, pp. 24-28; Marx & Engels, 1974, pp. 20-22). While
in slavery and feudalism exploitation is founded on the expropriation of the production
surplus through the use of non-economic coercion, in capitalism exploitation is founded
on the expropriation of the value surplus (Mandi¢, 2024, p. 17). When capitalist production
relations are opposite to the development of production means, through the socialization

7 “The method of producing material life conditions the process of social, political and spiritual life

in general. The people’s consciousness is not determined by their being, but vice versa, their social
being determines their consciousness. At a certain stage of their development, material production
forces of society come into conflict with the existing production processes or, as it is only a legal term
for it, with the ownership relations in whose framework they moved until then. From the form of
development of production forces, these relations turn into their shackles. Then the epoch of social
revolution begins. With the change of the economic basis, there is a slower or more rapid overturn
of the whole huge upgrading” (Marx, 1969, p. 9).
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of production means socialism will emerge as a transitional stage towards communism,
the first classless and non-antagonistic type of society.®

Analyzing the characteristics of Asian societies, Marx introduces the Asiatic method
of production as a distinct type of socio-economic formation. In the Asiatic method of
production, the centralized state exploits the work of an undifferentiated homogeneous
rural community. The power of the central state derives from its ownership over entire land,
for the use of which the rural community must pay a tax in kind. The Asiatic method of
production emerges when the state bureaucratic administration is necessary for the func-
tioning of agriculture due to the necessary construction of irrigation systems etc. (Anderson,
1974, pp. 473-483; Mandi¢, 2024, pp. 29-30; Marx & Engels, 1972, pp. 33-37, 77, 81-86).
This type of formation, unlike feudalism in which every feudal estate is economically and
politically independent, represents a highly centralized pre-modern formation (Mandic¢,
2024, pp. 187-189).

A substantial number of Marx’s followers and contemporaries believed that all soci-
eties had to go through the same development stages (slavery > feudalism > capitalism >
socialism/communism).” According to this viewpoint, society cannot skip any development
stage; and that is why it is impossible to transit from feudalism to socialist society. This
understanding is based on a specific interpretation of the following claim by Marx: “In
general terms, the Asiatic, ancient, feudal, and modern bourgeois modes of production
can be characterized as follows: as progressive epochs of the economic social formation”
(Marx, 1969, p. 10). Another assumption contributed to this analysis of Marx. With the
development of production forces, there is a centralization and collectivization of pro-
duction under private ownership. In other words, small private property replaces private
ownership of collective machine production in which thousands of workers are involved
in the operation of a single factory. The development of the means of production, as well
as the associated collectivization and rationalization of production, cause the capitalist
organization of production, based on private property, to become inefficient. The working
class as a class of non-owners therefore receives the historical mission to take control of
collectivized production and carry out social transformation. (Marx, 2009, pp. 37-49).
On the other hand, small peasantry, which owns small landholdings, represents a special
form of the middle class, atomized in its way of life, incapable of political organization, and
reactionary. Due to its characteristics, according to Marx, it cannot be the foundation of

8 “Bourgeois production relations are the last antagonistic form of the social process of production;

antagonistic not in terms of individual antagonism, but antagonism stemming from the social living
conditions of individuals, but, at the same time, production forces developed in the wing of bourgeois
society create material conditions for resolving such antagonism. That is why this social formation
will complete the prehistory of human society” (Marx, 1969, p. 10).

°  Friedrich Engels tended to think in this way. In his speech at Marx’s funeral, he points out that “just
as Darwin discovered the law of the organic nature development, Marx discovered the law of human
history development” (Engels, 1978, p. 681). Karl Kautsky was also close to this faction; according to
him, the victory of socialism in Germany “secured the rule of the proletariat in Western Europe and
enabled the proletariat in Eastern Europe to shorten the stages of its development and artificially create
socialist institutions through imitation of the German example” (Kautsky, in: Salvadori, 1990, p. 95).
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the social revolution.'® Some Marxists generalized the above-mentioned attitude of Marx
and developed a perception that neither small-holding peasantry, nor peasantry in general,
can be the source of the social revolution.

Svetozar Markovi¢ was quite close to Marx. He accepted Marx’s labour theory of value,
his typology of socio-economic formations, critique of capitalism in Western Europe and
the attitude that the working class will be the subject of revolution in capitalist societies.
As a delegate in the International, he took Marx’s side in the conflict with Michael Bakunin,
while in the paper Radenik (The Worker) he published the first translation of The Communist
Manifesto into one of the South Slavic languages (McClellan, 1964, p. 145; Skerli¢, 1910, p.
153). The affirmative attitude towards Marx may be seen from in the following statement
in which Markovi¢ calls Marx “the head (the mind) of today’s workers party, a thinker
who is extremely logical in his Hegelian laws of social development” (Markovi¢, 1987,
vol. 5b, str 143; Markovi¢, in: Skerli¢, 1910, p. 155). However, wrongly believing that he
was debating with Marx, while actually debating with the Marxist faction that considered
that all societies had to go through the same development stages, Markovi¢ had a serious
objection presented in Principles of National Economy:

“The development of capitalist society is indeed the factual history of Western
society; and the laws laid down there, such as the laws of economic development of that
society, are correct indeed. But these are not the laws of human society in general. Not
every society has to go through all those stages. of economic If English workers had been
in a different position and at a different level of consciousness when machinery was dis-
covered and introduced among them, they would certainly never have allowed capitalist
economy to develop to its extremes and only then thought of social transformation; they
would have done so long ago. By this we mean that a society can transform its economy

10 “Each individual peasant family is almost self-sufficient, directly producing the greatest part of
its consumption, and thus obtaining the means of its existence more in exchange with nature than in
communion with society. A plot, a peasant and a family; in addition, another plot, another peasant
and another family. A collection of such plots constitutes a village, and a collection of villages consti-
tutes a department. Thus, the great mass of the French nation is formed by the simple addition of the
same-named quantities, just as potatoes in a sack make a sack of potatoes. If millions of families live
under economic conditions of existence which distinguish their way of life, their interests and their
education from the way of life, interests and education of other classes and oppose them in hostility,
they form a class. If there is only local connection among the small-holding peasants, if the identity of
their interests does not create a community, does not create a national bond and political organization
among them, then they do not constitute a class. They are therefore incapable of asserting their class
interests in their own name, either through parliament or through a convention. They cannot repre-
sent themselves; they must be represented by others. Their representative must also be their master,
an authority above them, an unlimited power that protects them from other classes and sends them
sun and rain from above. The political influence of the small-holding peasants therefore finds its
ultimate expression in the executive power subordinating society to itself”” (Marx, 1975, pp. 106-107).
' As Skerli¢ emphasizes: “Markovi¢ accepts plenty of Marx’s ideas as general ideas of the
International: his deterministic-economic understanding of social struggles, materialistic under-
standing of history, opposites between bourgeoisie and proletariat, critique of bourgeois production
and bourgeois civilization, capital concentration, historical mission of proletariat, understanding
force as a midwife of old society” (Skerli¢, 1910, pp. 154-155).
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based on small property and introduce the most perfect machine production without hav-
ing to go through the ‘purgatory’ of capitalist production” (Markovi¢, 1988, vol. 9, p. 31)."2

According to Markovi¢, the working class does not have to be the only subject of
new social relations. In societies characterized by dominant peasantry with developed
collective forms of organization (Russian mir and municipality,”® Serbian cooperative'),
the rural community can become the basis of socialist transformation. This is particularly
valid if the organization of collective methods of production in the cooperative or in mir
is organized in line with the rational principles and latest technical and scientific solutions
(Asiatic method of production > socialism). Even societies with dominant small-scale
peasant property, like in Serbia in the second half of the 19% century, where, ever since its
liberation from the Turkish rule, there was an ongoing process of deconstruction of cooper-
ative ownership, can become socialist if peasants agree to land collectivization (small-scale
proprietary method of production > socialism):

“We could list those countries where, after the destruction of feudal property, private
property and small farms emerged, but capitalist farming had not yet developed - as is
the case with the Serbian people. Or, for example, in Russia, where after the ‘liberation of
peasants, i.e., after the destruction of feudal ownership, communal ownership, i.e. the orig-
inal social form, which Marx places in the most underdeveloped forms of Asian society,
remained on a large scale. All these forms have developed, are developing and will develop

12 In Markovi¢’s opinion, “Marx’s program, which was adopted by the International, is at first sight

one-sided and inapplicable to other nations except for England” (Markovi¢, 1996, p. 219, vol. 11c).
Moreover, Markovi¢ points out the Marxists’ opinion that “historical law” demands that private
property disappear and be replaced by state property... And to achieve this principle, they think they
can tread on the notions and habits and even the material interests of the mass of small owners.”
(Markovi¢, 1987, vol. 5b, str 143; Markovi¢, in: Skerli¢, 1910, pp. 155-156). This quote does not
mean that Markovi¢ is against the abolition of private property, but rather that he is opposed to such
a form of abolition of private property that would lead to great suffering for the peasant masses.
Here, Markovi¢ prophetically criticizes the way in which the Bolsheviks treated the peasant masses,
feeding the towns and the working class by exhausting the countryside with “forced prices (price
scissors)” and high taxes.

1 Mir is a community of several rural households that have common ownership over land and
autonomously meet their needs by working on the common land. The municipality is an institu-
tional form of mir which implies rural political self-government and a unit that fulfils its obligations
towards the state and feudal lords.

" In Markovi¢’s opinion, the cooperative is a branched family “which lives on a common property,
works together, spends together. Each member does the work that is assigned to him, spends as much
as he needs. The price of labour is not determined here, but the products obtained through joint
labour belong to everyone equally and are used by everyone. The common property belongs to the
family; no individual can sell his share, give it away, or borrow against his share. The individual is
entitled only to live and work in the cooperative. In case he leaves the cooperative, the property will
belong to those members who stay; only if he returns, he will be accepted back to the cooperative.
One cooperative produces almost everything it needs itself. It obtains very few products from outside
sources. ... Several cooperatives like these make up one municipality. Each municipality, in addition
to separate cooperative land, also has common municipal land, consisting mostly of pastures and
forests” (Markovi¢, 1996, vol. 7, p. 20).
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in different ways; and if in the main their paths must be similar, they do not have to go
through all the stages that one of them has gone through” (Markovi¢, 1988, vol. 9, p. 31)

Unfortunately, due to his early death (1875). Markovi¢ could not learn Marx’s true
attitude about this question. When asked by Russian revolutionary Vera Zasulich in 1881
whether Russia had to go through the capitalist stage of development in order to be able
to implement the socialist revolution, Marx answered as follows:

“Speaking of the emergence of capitalist production, I said [in Das Kapital, added by
the translator] that its secret is in its essentially being ‘complete separation... of producers
from the means of production... and that ‘expropriation of the agricultural producer is
the basis of the entire process. Only in England has it been implemented in a radical way
so far... But all other countries in Western Europe are following the same path’ That is
why I have explicitly limited ‘historical necessity’ of that process to the Western European
countries” (Marx, 1983)

In fact, Marx claims that the Russian village municipality can become the foundation
for special socialist development that does not have to follow the Western model:

“Owing to a unique combination of circumstances in Russia, the rural commune,
which still exists on a national scale, can gradually shake off its primitive features and
directly develop as an element of collective production on a national scale. Exactly because
it exists simultaneously with capitalist production, the rural commune can appropriate all
its positive achievements without undergoing its terrible transformations.” (Marx, 1983)

Therefore, Markovi¢, just as Marx, thinks that all societies do not go through the
same development stages and that there are several paths to socialism, and that is why his
opinion is far from the position of dogmatic and reductionist Marxism. Yet, the largest
difference between Marx and Markovi¢ lies in their perception of the role of the state in the
socialist revolution. According to Marx, the working class must seize the state apparatus
and establish dictatorship of the proletariat in order to take to the socialist transformation:

“The first step in the workers’ revolution is making the proletariat into the ruling
class... The proletariat will use its political power to gradually take all capital away from
bourgeoisie, so that in the hands of the state, i.e., the proletariat, organized as a ruling class,
all production tools will be centralized, and to increase the mass of production forces as
rapidly as possible” (Marx, 2009, pp. 60-61)

On the other hand, Markovi¢ takes a libertarian position. He perceives the state
primarily as a set of politically and economically autonomous municipalities in which all
people are both producers and governors. Markovi¢ would place most tasks performed by
the liberal state down to the municipal level:

“The better the state is organized, as a single social body, the more the need for the
police, the courts, and the army and all their affairs will disappear. In today’s state, these
institutions constitute the main force of state tyranny... The state must be founded on the
principle of popular sovereignty, while the internal organization of various institutions
and state bodies must be founded on the principle of self-government (decentralization)

1186



Socioloski pregled | Sociological Review, vol. LIX (2025), no. 4, pp. 1163-1198

and the principle of election. The people must see to it that every member of society
should be simultaneously a producer; namely, he must see to it that all ideological layers
of society should be dissolved, such as judges, legislators, lawyers, as well as the police
and the army. Every citizen should be the defender of the country and the guardian of
the order; by distributing education, the production worker should simultaneously be
able to perform those tasks which are nowadays performed by the ‘professional’ persons
from ideological classes... In socialist society, the state is the name denoting a whole, a
group of social municipalities or cooperatives.” (Markovi¢, 1996, vol. 13, pp. 139-140)

There is yet another important difference between Marx and Markovi¢. Marx believes
that a new socialist order can only be achieved through social revolution. Markovi¢ thinks
that revolution (or “social liquidation’, as he calls it) is necessary in the capitalist West, but
that it can be avoided in Serbia, where during the Serbian Revolution in 1804 the feudal
order had already been liquidated, and small-scale proprietary method of production had
been created. The society reform founded on the rationalization of relations in cooperatives
and the affirmation of cooperatives can lead to socialism. According to Markovié:

“It is understood that, where the people are still at such a level of economic devel-
opment that there is no class in society that governs all the means of production - there
it is impossible to speak of ‘social liquidation’ All land-farming nations are like that,
where small property and low culture are prevalent on a large scale. There is nothing to
be ‘liquidated’ That is where the people themselves should take care in a timely manner
not to divide into such layers that will impose the laborious process of social liquidation.”
(Markovi¢, 1996, vol. 13, p. 145)15

From all the above-mentioned, Markovi¢ can be labelled as a multilinear libertarian
Marxist with revisionist tendencies because he is prepared to put the reform in the place of the
revolution in certain contexts. Markovi¢ can also be seen as an anti-authoritarian follower of
Lassalle. While in Ferdinand Lassalle’s opinion, society needs to be organized as a set of work
associations controlled and funded by the state, Markovi¢ believes that the state should be
formed from below by work associations, cooperatives and free municipalities. What would
distance Markovi¢ most from Marxism is his ambivalent understanding of social change.
Marxism finds reasons for changes in society, either previous or those that are yet to come,
in the characteristics of material reality (materialism). According to Markovi¢, social change
is explained by material circumstances, but also by the fact that it is scientifically proven to
be desirable and rational (positivism), because it is useful (utilitarianism), but also because
it is in line with social evolution (social Darwinism) (McClellan, 1964, pp. 105-114). In
order to understand Markovi¢s overall position in the best possible manner, it is necessary
to compare his attitudes with those of Russian populists, in particular of Chernyshevsky.

'* It is important to note that Markovi¢ does not believe that class antagonisms do not exist in
non-capitalist societies dominated by the peasantry, but, in his opinion, they do not necessarily lead
to revolution. In 19th-century Serbia, the basic class conflict occurs between the peasantry, the main
exploited class, and the bureaucracy, the main exploiting class.: “The class of merchants and capitalists
in Serbia is very little developed, and the class of bureaucracy is almost the only one that makes up
the class of exploiters. The peasant struggles as much as he can to earn wages for his superiors, who
squander their wealth at the expense of the poor, while the poor themselves have to starve, endlessly
prolonging their slave labour” (Markovi¢, 1987, vol. 2, p. 79).
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RUSSIAN POPULISTS AND MARKOVIC

Russian populists are quite a complex movement that includes contradictory tendencies.
One of the intellectual predecessors of this movement is Alexander Herzen. In his debate
about the question of Russia’s turning to itself or to its acceptance of Western values of the
enlightenment, Herzen took the side of the “Westerners” against the Slavophiles, advocat-
ing for the organization of society on rational enlightenment foundations. Nevertheless,
Herzen shared with the Slavophiles the fascination with the Russian village community
(mir), founded on collective ownership over land. While to the Slavophiles mir was a
guarantee of the preservation of the Russian conservative order, according to Herzen,
mir was an embryo of the creation of new socialist society and the main force that would
replace the tsarist regime and Russian feudalism. Although he believed that the ideas and
values related to European socialism should be integrated in the traditional Russian village
commune, he also thought that simplicity, isolation and honesty of Russian peasants were
an obstacle to their being spoiled by capitalism and liberalism.'® Herzen looked at Western
Europe as an old and exhausted civilization which suppressed revolutionary ideas for the
sake of predictability and profit. Herzen, although a “Westerner”, just as the Slavophiles,
has a romantic and idealizing view of the Russian peasant, which partly brings him close to
Russian nationalism as well. The way of life of Russian peasantry, and even of the Russian
people, makes it the most significant force that may lead to the emergence of socialism (Ely,
2022, pp. 42-51). As he himself points out: “The Russian peasant is not familiar with the
morality that does not stem instinctively and naturally from his communism; but his mo-
rality is deeply rooted in the character of the Russian people” (Herzen, in: Ely, 2022, p. 46)."”

The most important populist thinker is Nikolai Chernyshevsky. At the same time, he
is one of the few populists who clearly distanced himself from the romanticization of the
village and ordinary Russian people. Like Western socialists, Chernyshevsky advocated for
international socialism, distancing himself from Russian nationalism. Furthermore, he did
not believe that the Russian mir possessed a special mystic essence that would indispensa-
bly lead to socialism. Moreover, he pointed out that the Russian village municipality was
marked by patriarchalism and technological backwardness that cannot be the foundation
of future society (Ely, 2022, pp. 63-64). His greatest contribution lies in the following
attitude. Socialism in Russia can arise as a consequence of capitalist development, if the
rural mir and commune are modernized, equipped for modern production by adopting

16 Unlike Mikhail Bakunin, who will be discussed later, and Russian revolutionary and nihilist
Sergei Nechaev, the advocates of the violent revolutionary method, Herzen believed that socialism
could be achieved through reform of Russian society. A similar attitude was also shared by other
outstanding populists, such as Pyotr Lavrov. Markovics insistence that socialism could be achieved
through reform is on a large scale inspired by the reform-oriented populists.

17 This opinion is even more distinctly expressed by Afanasy Shchapov, who thinks that peasantry
and ordinary people are a source of everything that is good, the most important class for under-
standing Russian history and an indispensable source of inspiration to socialists. The centralization
of the Russian state and the re-feudalization accompanying it, according to Shchapov, are the his-
torical enemy of the traditional village municipality and mir, the gravediggers of the old forms of
collective existence, e.g., councils and free towns, true institutions of democratic and socialist Russia
(Ely, 2022, pp. 56-60).
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technological solutions created in capitalist production, and if rural traditionalism is
replaced by a humanistic worldview. By maintaining collective ownership over land and
the feeling of communalism, the Russian village community potentially provides a better
basis for society transformation than Western societies in which individualism is domi-
nant."® In his article “Critique of Philosophical Prejudices against Communal Ownership’,
Chernyshevsky develops a special law of the historical development of humanity which, in
contrast to the evolutionist unilinear standpoint, views historical development as a spiral.
The Russian village community, as a primitive form of collective ownership, can transform
into socialism faster as a modern form of collective ownership than capitalism, which is
based on individual private ownership and represents a midpoint between primitive and
developed collective ownership (Walicki, 1979, pp. 198-200). Chernyshevsky himself
points out: “As far as the form is concerned, the highest stage of development everywhere
is a return to the first stage, which in the intermediate stage was replaced by its opposite”
(Chernyshevsky, in: Walicki, 1979, p. 198).

In philosophical terms, Chernyshevsky is a combination of anthropological materi-
alism and utilitarianism. He bases his understanding of man, under significant influence
of Ludwig Feuerbach, on anthropological materialism. In his opinion, man cannot be seen
as a division of spirit and matter, but as a sum of all the constituent processes occurring
within him. Emphasizing that man should not serve either the Reason, God or Society,
but only himself, takes an egoistic position. Everything people do should be in line with
the interests of sustaining life. However, the best form of society in which everyone will
satisfy their own selfish interests and develop their own life capacities is determined by
Chernyshevsky as socialism, because in it, full interests of all are realized through the
rational organization of relations. From egoism, Chernyshevsky, in addition to his trust in
rationality, also develops utilitarianism, believing that if people have a rational and scientific
approach, they will inevitably reach the conclusion that the usefulness of all will be greatest
in socialism (Walicki, 1979, pp. 194-198). According to Chernyshevsky, socialism is not
inevitable due to the material development of society, but because it is in accordance with
human reason."” Chernyshevsky made the most significant influence on the basic postu-
lates of Markovi¢’s philosophy. However, it should be noted that in his work The Realistic
Direction in Philosophy and Life Markovi¢ combined Chernyshevsky’s ideas with Marx’s

'8 In contrast to populists, subsequent Russian Marxist thinkers believed that Russia was already in
the rudimentary stage of capitalism. According to Vladimir Ilyich Ulyanov Lenin, primitive Russian
capitalism was based on the exploitation of free peasants by merchant-buyers who organized the
work of dispersed households into proto-manufacturing (Milios, 2018, 33-37). Promoting this at-
titude, the Bolsheviks tended to emphasize that Russia was already prepared for the revolutionary
transition to socialism.

¥ Slobodan Jovanovi¢ lucidly observes the following: “Chernyshevsky’s method is abstract: from
one general postulate about man and his nature, he deductively makes a whole theory of the order
of society... Chernyshevsky holds the old individualistic opinion of the 18th century ... In his mate-
rialism, he sees that the development of an individual is conditioned by material circumstances, but
he does not understand that material circumstances can also condition the development of entire
society. In his utilitarianism, Chernyshevsky know only about egoism of an individual, but not of
egoism of a class — in other words, he does not understand that man can much more be guided by
interests of the social group to which he belongs than by his own interests” (Jovanovi¢, 1990, p. 49).
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materialistic position, Darwinism and, to a certain extent, reductionist form of positivism
and empiricism (McClellan, 1964, pp. 105-114).%°

Just as Chernyshevsky?' and populists believed that mir and the municipality were the
foundation of socialism in Russia, Markovi¢ believed that in Serbia it was a cooperative®.
Workers and peasant cooperatives should be the basis of a municipality that also repre-
sents a unit that is both politically and economically independent. All property should be
nominally owned by the state, but de facto under the control of cooperatives. According
to Markovi¢, the state should represent a sum of free municipalities, while every munic-
ipality should be a set of individual cooperatives. Most functions of the central state are
then transferred into the jurisdiction of free municipalities. This is what Markovi¢ points
out in his work Socialism or Social Issue:

“The basic production unit in society is the workers cooperative, which owns the
capital, i.e. all the tools and means of production. It also refers to farming, as well as to
industry. However, the cooperative’s collective property is not the private property of a
family, but public social property... All means of production belong to the state, but the
state does not control them at its own will; it cannot, for example, sell them to anyone as
personal property or for their personal enjoyment; rather, on the basis of the state law, it
transfers a certain portion to each cooperative, and each cooperative controls a certain
amount of capital. Workers’ guilds are grouped by profession, but they are not simple as-
sociations of producers. Just as municipalities, according to general law, they must accept

20 “It has already been said that the basis of human morality is — sociability, i.e., the satisfaction found
by man in the joint life in society. Therefore, man’s egoism is in the essence — love for oneself and the
need for self-preservation and love for society are perfectly in harmony with each other. It is exactly
egoism that gives rise to sociability. That is why man loves self-loving society. (This is how morality
is understood by some philosophers of the utilitarian school, such as Mill and Chernyshevsky)”
(Markovi¢, 1998, vol. 3, p. 59). “Modern science, and in particular Darwin’s theory of man’s origin
gives us the basis for the real theory of morality” (Markovi¢, 1998, vol. 3, p. 54). “The basis of mo-
rality is - sociability, i.e., the man’s natural inclination towards man in one society, which is acquired
instinctively, without the participation of man’s will, simply by the natural choice in the struggle for
survival” (Markovi¢, 1998, vol. 3, p. 56).

2 Markovi¢ points out that Chernyshevsky is quite significant “for us Serbs” because “fully under-
stands the difference between industrial and agricultural society and the difference in the paths that
each society must take to convert private property into collective property and, in general, to solve
the social question according to its own characteristics” (Markovi¢, 1996, vol. 11a, p. 193).

2 Markovi¢ simplified the Russian municipality and made it equal to the Serbian cooperative, and
that is why he uncritically thought that the Russian populism agenda might smoothly be copied in
Serbia. Unlike the cooperative, the municipality did not include only blood relatives. Moreover, the
Russian municipality was completely based on collective ownership, while in the cooperative, to-
gether with collective ownership, members could also have private property. In addition, the Serbian
institution of the cooperative was, after the liberation from the Turkish rule, was in the deconstruc-
tion process and increasingly replaced by the private rural estate (McClellan, 1964, pp. 240-241).
What should be noted is that the cooperative was not a dominant and universal institution of rural
organization throughout Serbian history, as Markovi¢ believes. In his monumental work Village,
Stojan Novakovi¢ showed that small rural households were more common than the cooperative in
the Middle Ages (Novakovi¢, 1965, pp. 147-171).
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new members; they must take care of school and education and perform certain public
jobs; in a word, all today’s ‘state’ and ‘societal” activities are combined there. Accordingly,
the collective cooperative is a social unit — the basic element from which entire society...
and social municipalities are put together. In essence, the municipality and the federation
of municipalities, as chiefly advocated by Slavs (Russians and Serbs) in social democracy,
do not differ from this collective system.” (Markovi¢, 1996, vol. 13, p. 117)

Chernyshevsky’s influence is also reflected in Principles of National Economy, where
Markovi¢ presents Chernyshevsky’s critique of John Stuart Mill’s economy, subsequently
expanding and complementing it with Marx’s ideas. At the beginning of this work, Markovi¢
modestly asserts that “all basic principles belong to Chernyshevsky and I have no merit
in that” (Markovi¢, 1988, vol. 9, p. 31). Moreover, when criticizing Marx in relation to
the question of all societies undergoing the same development stages, pointing out that
it does not need to be the case, Markovi¢ writes that this fact “is clearly understood by
Chernyshevsky” (Markovi¢, 1988, vol. 9, p. 31).” Like Chernyshevsky, also advocates for
technological improvement of work in cooperatives and overcoming traditionalism in
relations *, for including all members in physical and intellectual work, for norming sala-
ries so that every member of the cooperative should be rewarded in the same amount per
hour of work, while being free to choose the length of his workday on his own. Economic
independence of each municipality does not imply their isolation, but the relations among
municipalities should be based on economic solidarity, while Markovi¢ anticipates that in the
socialist future these relations will be based on firm and solidary cooperation. His concept
of the state as a sum of social municipalities is not based on the national pri8nciple, but each
municipality, regardless of nationality, may join the basic federation of municipalities.” The

»  In his article “Russian Revolutionaries and Nechaev”, Markovi¢ writes that “in the 19th century,
there was not a single reformer who perceived social transformation with so much depth and versatility
and who possessed so much knowledge and skill in the presentation of his science as Chernyshevsky.
His reform encompassed the whole person and the whole society: the family, the municipality, the state,
all the basic concepts of morality, religion, property, education, politics, nationality etc.; succinctly, he
presented the basic principles for the radical social transformation n Russia in a systematic and scientific
manner. He did not succeed in presenting his entire system of beliefs, but his numerous extraordinary
texts contain absolutely everything about with such motivation and view of human relations that the
government began conducting reforms in Russia” (Markovi¢, 1995, vol. 5a, pp. 111-112).

2 Markovi¢ does not consider the traditional cooperative structure ideal “because patriarchy reigns
there, i.e., the older ones govern the younger ones. Womenfolk are completely subordinated. Women
have no ownership rights because when they get married, they leave the cooperative, and they get
no share in the division among cooperative members. Most importantly, because of little scientific
knowledge in production and because of the ignorance of natural laws in general, women produce
proportionally little and live rather badly” (Markovi¢, 1996, vol. 7, p. 21).

»  Denying the correctness of the foundation of a great Serbian state in the Balkans and advocating
for the Balkan federation, Markovi¢ presents the following position: “The Serbian people mix on one
side with the Bulgarians, on the other with the Croats, on the third with the Romanians. All these
are the nations with which it shares the same fate in relation to foreign governments, while two of
them, the Bulgarians and the Croats, are its closest relatives by blood and by language. Where are
the borders of the ‘united Serbs” - the new Serbian state? It is laborious to determine without coming
into conflict with all those nations. The Serbian nation does not have geographical or ethnographic
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Balkan federation of municipalities, advocated by Markovi¢, was only the springboard for
uniting entire Europe, even humanity, into a free association of municipalities (Markovi¢,
1996, vol. 13, pp. 117-124, 140-141).

Having in mind the fact that, in his letter to Vera Zasulich, Marx gives a positive
assessment of the Russian municipality being the foundation of socialism in Russia, and
that Marx had a high opinion about Chernyshevsky and even began learning Russian in
order to become more familiar with his work®, it can be concluded that Markovi¢’s vision
of cooperative socialism stemmed from Russian populism? in line with Marx. However,
Markovi¢ differs from Marx primarily in his understanding of social change and anthro-
pological philosophy, where he is closer to Chernyshevsky, believing that a revolution nis
not indispensable, but can be replaced by a rational organization of social relations. Here,
it is important to note that Markovi¢, due to the crucial influence by Chernyshevsky,
whom the authors such as Georgi Plekhanov and Lenin refused to consider a populist, but
rather a radical democrat and educator (Walicki, 1979, pp. 185-186), was mostly far from
the romantic forms of populism.” When accusing Markovi¢ of being retrograde, modern

boundaries that would define it as a simple whole. If the Serbian nation wants to make a single state
with the population between 5 and 5.5 million (because that is the number of the Serbs), it would
have to take a hostile relationship with the Bulgarians, the Croats and the Romanians” (Markovi¢,
1996, vol. 13, p. 150). Taking all the above-mentioned into account, the attitude of modern Serbian
liberals towards Svetozar Markovic¢’s intellectual legacy becomes even more unusual, having in mind
that his understanding of the national question is closer to the current liberal position than to con-
temporary Serbian patriotic trends.

¢ In the letter to his friend Sigfrid Meyer, Marx claims the following: “I do not know if I have told
you that at the beginning of 1870 I began learning Russian, and now I can read it quite fluently. It
happened because a very important work was sent to me from St. Petersburg — The Condition of the
Working Class in Russia by Bervi-Flerovsky, and not only of the working class, but in particular of the
peasantry in Russia. I also wanted to become familiar with Chernyshevsky’s extraordinary economic
works” (Marx, 1976).

* According to Markovi¢, Russian populism is older and more radical than socialism of the
International. He correctly understands that the Russian populist ideology was crucially influenced
by the Western revolutionary ideas in the period 1789-1848 (Rousseau, Feuerbach, Saint-Simon,
Fourier, Owen etc.): “The revolutionary movement in Russia has its history, which is very old, much
older than the history of the International... The revolutionary principles in Russia are also older
and more radical than the principles of the International. They were influenced by the principles
of European science and the revolutionary ideas from 1789 and 1848, but they were further devel-
oped and modified originally. Today, Russian revolutionary ideas with their terrible hatred towards
aristocracy in general, and with their radical concepts of marriage and God, shock the most radical
members of the International, particularly in Germany, where the sanctity of church marriage and
religiosity are deeply rooted in the people” (Markovi¢, 1987, vol. 5a, p. 114).

2 Although in the largest part of his intellectual work he strived for the rational transformation of
Serbian collective forms, Markovi¢ occasionally looked at the traditional Serbian cooperative in a
romantic manner: “In Serbian patriarchal society there was never prostitution or pauperism, in which
thousands of people rot in the West; among the Serbian people, joy never turns into drunkenness,
from which the working class world in the West suffers, and love never turns into debauchery. Family
ties and communal reciprocity have protected each individual from the extreme social ills to which
the working-class world in the West is subject” (Markovi¢, 1995, vol. 8, p. 20).
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Serbian liberals precisely cite the influence of mysticism and romanticism exerted on him
by a number of Russian populists, which is an unsubstantiated accusation because this was
primarily Chernyshevsky’s disciple who strived to reform the cooperative in such a way as
to remove anti-modern cultural elements from it.

ANARCHISTS AND MARKOVIC

Although Markovi¢ clearly distanced himself from anarchists, his insistence on the
minimal state strongly reminds of the anarchist concept of the non-state. Such Markovic’s
attitude towards the state derives from his doubt in the centralized state bureaucracy and
from the position that bureaucracy is the main class enemy of Serbian peasantry. In order
to determine clearly Markovic’s attitude towards anarchism, in this chapter we will analyze
his position towards two greatest anarchist contemporaries, Pierre-Joseph Proudhon and
Mikhail Bakunin.

Proudhon is one of the most important anarchist thinkers, whereas his mutualist
anarchism is the transition between individualist and communist anarchism. According
to Proudhon, Ownership over the means of production and other forms of property that
yield profit, interest, and rent (ownership for profit) is theft. In contrast, minor forms of
private ownership, i.e., property in which other people’s work is not used, are a legitimate
form of ownership in Proudhon’s opinion. At the same time, it is legitimate if individual
workers and peasants unite their small private property into collective property within
the worker cooperative. Proudhon believes that capital as property is not a crime, but it
becomes unjust when as dead labour it brings profits without new, live labour. Proudhon
imagined ideal society as a decentralized federation of a number of worker cooperatives.
The state as an institution, which, on the one hand, expropriates property by force and, on
the other hand, guarantees by force the monopoly of large-scale capitalists, bankers and
rentiers, in Proudhon’s opinion, should be gradually disassembled into a federal system of
autonomous units (Knowles, 2004, pp. 98-117).

Markovi¢ objects to Proudhon’s being a socialist because he advocates for the preser-
vation of private property. However, he considers him the most consistent democrat because
his method of organizing private property is more honest and coherent than that proposed
by liberals, who believe in the classical liberal economic and state order (Markovi¢, 1996,
vol. 13, p. 128, 131-132). Markovi¢’s main objection is the fact that Proudhon ignores capital
concentration and the emergence of industrial production, and that his system of thought,
which strives to protect small-scale artisans and peasants as middle-class small holders,
is historically overcome. Therefore, Markovi¢ criticizes Proudhon in a Marxist manner:

“Proudhon did not yet understand the importance of large-scale industry and cap-
italist economy; therefore, his concept of the worker-wage earner relationship is rather
undeveloped. For example, he does not understand that, if a capitalist paid the full value
of labour, i.e., if his capital only changed with today’s labour for an equal value - there
would be no capitalists and day labourers. What would a capitalist be if he did not take
part of the present labour without any compensation?” (Markovi¢, 1996, vol. 13, p. 128)
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Although Markovi¢ criticizes Proudhon, his concept of the minimal state is quite
similar to Proudhon’s concept. In addition, Markovi¢’s unsuccessful attempt of organizing
artisan cooperations by associating individual artisans in Serbia between 1870 and 1872
(McClellan, 1964, pp. 134-143) reminds of Proudhon’s mutualistic model.

Bakunins thought is the foundation of one of the most important factions of the radical
left, i.e., communist anarchism. According to Bakunin, freedom is the main characteristic
of human existence. Therefore, every institution that suffocates freedom, such as the state,
capital and the church, must be destroyed. Every form of the state, even the most liberal
and most democratic one, is a tyranny in Bakunin’s opinion, since it is based on power
and subordination. The basis of capital is private ownership, and it must be replaced by
collective ownership, whereas products would be distributed by work and needs. Reaching
new and free anarchist society is not the fruit of evolution, but of revolution of workers and
peasant masses. If masses possess the revolutionary zeal and will, they will independently
liberate themselves, without the help of intellectuals and revolutionary pharisees. Society
will become an anti-state federation of free communes, i.e., an anarchy.” Bakunin respect-
ed expert knowledge, but also opposed the deification of experts and technocracy which,
according to him, also leads to tyranny*® (Eckhardt, 2023, pp. 315-322). Bakunin’s greatest
significance is reflected in the fact that he developed the first coherent critique of Marxism.
In his opinion, dictatorship of the proletariat, i.e. the seizure of the state by the working
class, would inevitably lead to the alienation of the leaders of the workers’ movement by
the workers themselves, and to the emergence of an authoritarian order. As he claims,
dictatorship of the proletariat would imply the following:

“The government of the majority of people by the privileged minority. But, as
Marxists claim, that minority will consist of workers. Yes, perhaps of former workers
who, as soon as they become rulers or people representatives, will no longer be workers
and, instead, they will look at the whole world of workers from the state heights. They
will no longer represent the people, but themselves and their claims to rule the people.
Anyone who doubts this is not familiar with the human nature” (Bakunin, 2005, p. 178).

Markovi¢ considers Bakunin honest, “but an absolutely incapable organizer and a
rather unskilled revolutionary” (Markovi¢, 1996, vol. 11b p. 218). His objection to Bakunin
and the group led by him in the International is that their form of social organization would
lead to chaos and return to the state of savagery. For a successful implementation of the
revolution or radical reform, it is necessary to have a plan and a minority that is able to
operationalize that plan:

#  To Bakunin, anarchy is “a free and independent organization of all units and parts of the commu-
nity and their voluntary federation from below upwards, not by the orders of any authority, even an
elected one, nor by the dictates of any scientific theory, but as the result of the natural development
of all the diverse demands that life itself poses” (Bakunin, 2005, p. 198).

3 “When it comes to boots, I appeal to the authority of the shoemaker; when it comes to houses,
canals, or railways, I appeal to the architect or engineer. For this or that special knowledge I turn to
this or that scholar. But I do not allow either the shoemaker, the architect, or the scholar to impose
their authority on me. I listen to them freely and with all the respect that their mind, their character,
and their knowledge deserve, always reserving my indisputable right to criticize and challenge.”
(Bakunin, 1970, p. 50).
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“Indeed, it can be imagined that one nation overthrows the existing legitimate order
and that at one moment the stateless, or anarchic period may follow, but it can be allowed
only for a short time, as it has happened in all known revolutions. No civilized nation will
ever want to remain in that state, where everyone must defend their ‘factual right’ with
weapons in hand. The natural need makes them, immediately after the destruction of a
legitimately organized order, seek another legitimately organized order that would be better
than the former one. Dissatisfaction with the former order and the wish for a better one - it
would be a true initiator of the revolution... To make a new form, a new order of society,
it is necessary for the people to be familiar with it in the main features, or at least to have
a strong driving minority enjoying the people’s trust and being so strong and capable that
it can give the direction to the people’s movement, organize the revolution and establish
the permanent path of social transformation. Unless that exists — the revolution will fall
into a meaningless struggle” (Markovi¢, 1996, vol. 13, p. 146)

Markovi¢s critique of Bakunin indicates that, regardless of his generally populist
orientation, he advocates for the concept of an enlightened elite which will take people
masses into a proper direction. This viewpoint makes him closer to the Marxist concept
of professional revolutionaries, as well as to populists who, on the occasion of their “visits
to the people’, tried to enlighten, educate and prepare them for the new socialist order.
Although with anarchism he shares the doubt in the centralized state, Markovi¢’s advoca-
tion for the existence of the state and the importance of intellectual and political elites still
distances him from anarchism, and that is why Ljubomir Tadi¢’s opinion that Markovi¢
was practically an anarchist is exaggerated.”!

FINAL CONSIDERATIONS

Markovi¢s entire intellectual work was accompanied by progressive political goals.
He is one of the first Serbian thinkers who openly advocated equality of men and women.
Regarding the national question (in a utopian manner, in the opinion of the author of this
paper), he strived for the Balkan confederation founded not on the national principle,
but on municipal economic and political self-government, opposite to the concept of the
liberals of the time about Greater Serbia. He stressed the necessity of the modernization
and reform of Serbian education in order to separate it from classical schools and directing
it towards applied scientific knowledge. In the field of literature, he was an opponent of
romanticism and of crucial importance for the development of realism in Serbian art. In
his analysis of cooperatives, he underscored that they had to base their production on the
latest technical and scientific solutions and to overcome traditionalism. Although some-
times he may have had a romantic view of the cooperative, his understanding was mainly
based on Chernyshevsky’s thoughts about the mir and the municipality, on the manner
in which he tried to be rational and to distance himself from the full romanticization of
these institutions. Taking into account all the above-mentioned, it can be concluded that
Markovi¢ was quite a progressive thinker for his time.

3 “It should be emphasized that it is a wrong thesis about Svetozar Markovi¢ being a Marxist.
He was under a distinct influence of Proudhon’s mutualism (reciprocity without interference) and
Bakunin’s idea of ‘municipal ownership;, in which there is no division of labour” (Tadi¢, 1997, p. 78).
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The question as to where Markovic¢ is positioned within the left-oriented thought
of the second half of the 19" century can be answered only if the definitions of different
trends are somewhat relativized. Taking into account the above-mentioned, Markovi¢ can
be labelled as an eclectic populist Marxist or as a libertarian Marxist with revisionist ten-
dencies. What distances him most from Marx is his eclectic understanding of social change
and his anthropological philosophy which is closer to that of Chernyshevsky. Markovi¢
can also be seen as a syntheticist of Marxism and Russian populism. If the opinion that
Markovi¢ is a Marxist is not accepted, then the definition of a Marxist should be made so
strict as to leave out even thinkers such as Perry Anderson, Herbert Marcuse, Wilhelm
Reich, Slavoj Zizek, while many others also interpret basic Marxist concepts more freely,
explaining them in intellectually creative ways and adding certain non-Marxist elements
to their own interpretations.

At the end of this paper, we will ask why Markovic¢’s ideas of socialism did not take
deeper roots in Serbia after his death. First of all, the cooperative as an institution that should
have been the foundation of his socialism, was in the advanced stage of deconstruction.
Moreover, although peasants strived for greater self-government, lower taxes and universal
suffrage, as a class of small owners they were not prepared for disavowing their private
ownership. Hence, Markovi¢’s socialist ideology evolved into a radical-democratic ideology
of the People’s Radical Party. However, his ideas left a significant trace in the understanding
of politics in Serbian society. Svetozar Markovi¢’s popular socialism substantially influenced
the Serbian society’s way of thinking about the elite, the state and the relations between
the state and the people and, thus, modern forms of populism cannot be fully understood
without the analysis of the works of this great thinker.
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