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OBbJ/INLN ITOTAPHOCTU Y HEOPEAJINI3MY
VI CBETCKO-CUMCTEMCKOJ] TEOPUJU

Caxerak: CaBpeMeHe CBeTCKe OJTHOCE KapaKTepuIIle pasTpasbha aMepiuiKe jeflHoIIo-
JIAPHOCTM M1 XaOTMYHOCT Y MehyHapopmaym ogHocuma. OBa IIpoMeHa y chepy reOIONINTIKE
HEeCYMIbUBO je II0Be3aHa I Ca peCTPYKTypUparmbeM CBETCKOT KallMTaIMCTIYKOT CUCTeMa Y
kojeM CAJI ryde cTaTyc XereMoHa, LIeHTPa/IHU TI0JI0Kaj 3alla/{HIX 3eMajba II0CTaje yIUTaH,
a cee Behu dpoj nonyneprepHuX pernja o CBOjuM eKOHOMCKIM U IO TIYKIM KapaKTe-
pUCTVMKaMa IpUOMIDKaBa ce IIeHTPY. YCrel HaBefIeHOT, Ha CaBpeMeHO 700a MOsKe ce ITIeflaTy
Kao Ha epy pajykaaHe TpaHcopMalje reonoIUTUIKIX odpasalia 300T dera aHaausa
OCHOBHMX KapaKTepIUCTHKA jeflHO-, OU- ¥ My/ITUIIOJIAPHOCTY J0duja Ha 3Ha4ajy. [leTa/bHa
aHa/3a Heopeann3Ma Kao Teoplje 3ac/Ty KHe 3a Pa3BUTAK OBIUX KOHIIEIIaTa HEOIIXO/IHa je
3a IITO aJieKBaTHIUje pasyMeBarbe pasmauTux odnuka nonapaocti. Takobe, Teopujcku je
3HA4YajHO yHopehuBame HeopeaMCTIIKOT Bubema II0TapHOCTY Ca CBeTCKO-CUCTEMCKIM
CXBaTambeM XeTreMOHNje KaKo dU ce afieKBaTHO Ipoydnia AucTpudyimja Mmohn y mehyna-
PORHOM HOpPeTKy Ap>kaBa. OCHOBHM LIMJ/b OBOT pajia je Ia aHa/IM30M HeOpeaIMCTIIKOT I
CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKOT IIOIVIefIa Ha IIOJIAPHOCT CTBOPY OCHOBE 3a UCIIUTYBAME TaHALIbEr
JOMMHAHTHOT 00/IVKa TIO/IAPHOCTY U Jla IPETIOCTaBY KakaB 0d/uk nomapHocTy he dutn
NOMMHAHTaH y 21. BeKy.

KipyuHe peun: I0/1apHOCT, XereMOHHja, Heopeanin3aM, CBeTCKO-CICTeMCKa TeopHja,
MehyHaponHu mopenak

YBOJI

BehnHa cTraHOBHMIITBA MMa YTHCAK [ja Ce CaBpeMeHa APYIITBa Ha/lase Y IepMaHeHT-
HOM CTamy Kpu3e, YeMy y IIPIJIOT TOBOpe U dpojHa ucTpaxkuBama. [Ipema Vcocy (Ipsos)
80% AmepukaHalla cMaTpa fia ce Ap>kaBa Hamasu y xaocy (Lange, 2024), nox Iljy pucpu
nenTap (Pew Research Center) ykasyje fa ce Ha rmodanHom HyBoy 70% rpahana mpudo-
jaBa JIolacKka eKOHOMCKe Kpuse, a 69% cMaTpa fia je I7I0daHM Tepopy3aM CBaKOJHEBHA
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peanna npetma (Poushter et al., 2025). ITopacT dpoja paToBa, yHYTpaIlbIX IPEBUpaba I
eKOHOMCKMX Heflaha MOTy M3I7IelaTyi Kao HaCyMIYHM IIPOIIeCcH §e3 CTPYKTypaHe TOTHKe.
Jnak, 3aaTak HayKe je fa MOKyIIA Aa YTBPAU [a /U 132 MaHM(ECTHOT Xaoca [OCToje
onpebhene matenTHe CTPYKType Koje ra n nokpehy. Hamepa oBor paza je ma yTBpan Kako
Teopuja HeopeaausMa M CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKA TeOpUja KOHLENTYa/IUu3yjy yTULIAj CTPYKTY-
paJIHMX OJHOCA Ha TPEHYTHO cTambe MehyHaponHor mopetka 1 Ha Moryhe mpasue Syayhe
TpaHcopMmanyje.

Y npsom geny paga duhe u3noxeHn HeopeaTUCTUYKU TEOPUjCKU OKBUP U HEO-
peanncTIdIKo odjalmberhe pasnnInTux odnnka nomapuoctu. Takohe, maxmwa he dutn
nocseheHa ToMe Koju 08I MONApHOCTH CY IIpeMa HeopeaancTuMa HajdesdeqHuji,
a xoju HajHede3denHumju. 3aTnm, Suhe usspireno nopehemwe HeopeanTusmMa U CBETCKO-
-CHCTeMCKe Teopuje. Y TOCTelbeM fIeny paja HacTojaheMo la yTBPAMMO JOMMHAHTaH
00NVK TIONTApPHOCTY JAHAC IpeMa eMIIMPYjCKUM MTOKasaTabyMa (yIecTanocT paToBa,
Pa3sOpHOCT PaToBa, HUBO M3[Bajarba 3a BOjCKY, CTeIleH IVI0OATHOT MIpa), a IOTOM U IbeHe
noTeHMjanHe dymyhe odmmke. HayuHa penleBaHTHOCT OBOT pajia MOJKe Ce caryiefiaTyi Kpo3
BUIIIIE TIOBE3aHNX acnekara. [Ipe cera, mopeheme Heopeanmmsma, Koju ce 0aBu MUTameM
r10daHe HuCTpudyILIje BOjHO-IIONMUTIYKe MOhY, ca CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKOM TEOPIUjOM, UIju
je ¢okyc rodanHa gucTpudynmja ekoHOMCKe MOhn, 3a IM/b MMa CTBaparbe IPUK/IAfHA-
jer IpMUCTyIa aHaIU3K AUCTPUSYLUje pasmnanTyX odnmKa Moh y I/iodanHoM cucTeMmy.
Takobe, sHavaj paga ce orefa y Hokyuajy odjallmberba XaOTHYHOCTY CBaKOJHEBHIIE Kao
TOCTIeAiNIIe CTPYKTYPaMTHNX YMHIOLA.

OCHOBHE TEOPUJCKE
ITOCTABKE HEOPEAJII3MA

3apaj; pasyMeBarba I10jMOBa ITOIYT jeHONONIAPHOCTY (YHNUIIONIAPHOCTY), SUITOTTAPHO-
CTH ¥ MY/ITUIIO/IAPHOCTH BaXKHO je HajIIpe pa3MOTPUTY OCHOBHE KapaKTePUCTIIKE Teoplije
Y OKBMPY KOje Cy OHM HacTa/u. VI3BOpuIlIHa TadKa OBMX TEOPMjCKIX IT0jMOBa je peanmnsam,
HajsHadajHMja Teopuja y cryauju MehyHapomHix ogHoca nopen mudepannama/uneannsma.”
JIOK ce MOTO®mY 3aCHMBA HAa IPOCBETUTE/FCKOM AHTPOIOJIOMIKOM ONITYMU3MY U CMaTpa
Ia he ce mmpemeM mmdepanHUX BpeJHOCTY, ToBehambeM eKOHOMCKe 3aBUCHOCTY u3Mehy
Ip>KaBa, HAIIPETKOM eKOHOMCKOT d/IarocTama U pasBojeM Me)yHapomHUX MHCTUTYLNja,
I7I00a/IHU CYKOOU CMaBUTH, YaK M UCKOPEHUTH, peaiusaM je cTaBa fia je Mehycodna
dopda gpxaBa KOHCTaHTa MehyHapopHux ogHoca (Moravesik, 1997). MHTenexTyamHuM
IIpeTedyaMa OBe Teopujcke mKoye cMarpajy ce Tykupup (Thucydides), Cyn Ly (Sun Tzu),
Csetu ApryctuH (Aurelius Augustinus Hipponensis), Maxujasemu (Niccolo Machiavelli),
Xodc (Thomas Hobbes) utp. ITo xmacu4HOM peanusmy fp>kase, IOIYT II0jefuHAL,
YCTIOB/beHe KapaKTePUCTUKaMa by/CKe Ipupofe (Bojba 3a Moh, mmajia Y0BeKOBa NpUpoOfa,
CaMOJbYOMBOCT), HACTOje /ja TepMaHeHTHO nmoBehaBajy cBojy Moh, Te ¢y yrpaso 3dor Tora
pasmauTy odnmuny KoHppoHTauumje n3Mehy gpxasa HeMuHOBHOCT (Mearsheimer, 2014,

> JIudepanmHu ayTopu y Teopuju MehyHapogHUX OffHOCA CBOj IIpaBal] MUI/beba Ha3MBajy uyea-

nu3saM. BUTHO je HaracuTy fa mudepanusaM Huje jenuHa GpopMa nzeanmnaMa 1 ia Cy ueanucTudka
CTaHOBMINTA IIPYCYTHA KOJ OPOjHNUX APYIUX Teopyja y APYIITBEHNUM M XyMaHUCTIIKUM HayKaMa.
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str. 42-43; Mingst, McKibben, Arreguin-Toft, 2019, str. 73-75; Pevehouse & Goldstein,
2019, str. 73-75).3

Heopeanusawm, unju cy HajsHadajunju npegcrasuuny Kener Bon (Kenneth Waltz)
(1924-2013) u Llon Meapurajmep (John Mearsheimer) (1947),* sacTymna 3sHaTHO Apyraduju
CTaB II0 KOMe CyKod n3Mebhy mp>kaBa He mpousnasu 13 Jpycke npupope, seh us ocHoB-
HIX KapakTepuctika MehynapogHor cucrema. Bynyhu fa y mebyHapogsom cucremy He
TOCTOju T70daHa BIajia MM HaAjp)KaBHA MHCTAHIIA KOja MoXe epeKTMBHO KOHTPO-
JIMCATY TIOHAIIAhe MOjeINHAYHIX [P)KaBa, Me)yHapOIHY C1CTeM je 110 CBOjOj IPUPOAU
aHapxmJyaH. AHapxu4HOCT MehyHapopgHOT cictema fosoam o ocehaja HecurypHOCTI
U cTpaxa 3a OIICTaHaK CBake IojeguHavHe ap>kase. OTyy ap>kase, Texxehn fa mosehajy
CBOjy CUTYPHOCT, NIOKyIlaBajy fa nosehajy pemaTusHy Moh y oHOCY Ha Apyre HpKaBe.
Tpeda HarmomenyTu fia je 3a p>xaBe decto duTHuje noBehame pemaTnBHe Mohu y ofHOCy
Ha nosehame arconyTHe Mohu 1o Koje ce JoMa3u KOOIEpaLMjoM ca IPYTUM ApKaBaMa,
Synyhu fa je rmaBHa dyHkimja akymynanuje mohu mosehame desdennoctu (Layne, 1994;
Mearsheimer, 1994; Mingst i dr., str. 75). Bojua Moh koja Zyropo4Ho IIpoM3/Iasy 13 eKo-
HOMCKe MO, @ Ha KPaTKOM POKY 13 AP>KaBHUX MHCTUTYIIMOHATHUX KAIlAl[UTeTa, BYKHA
je ma du mpkaBe ocTBapuie cornctBeny desadenuoct (Pevehouse & Goldstein, 2019, str.
78-79).° Ip>xaBe Koje 10 Te Mepe aKyMyIupajy BOjHY I eKOHOMCKY Moh Ja Cy y cTamy
nma cojuM onxobhemweM oxpedyjy noMmuHanTHN 08MMK MONMapHOCTH Y MelyHapomHOM 110-
PeTKy cMaTpajy ce BeMKuM cunama. IIpema Meapiiajmepy BeINMKy CUTy Y CaBpEMEHOM
KOHTEKCTY Ie(VMHUIIY IBe KapaKTepUCTVKe: BelMKa 11 0dydeHa (IPBEHCTBEHO KOITHEHa)
BOjCKa, CITOCOdHA 1a BOAY IYTH paT MCIPIUBMBaba, ¥ OCEI0Bambe HyKIeapHOT OpyXja,
Te cammM MM 1 MoryhHocTu ofBpahama pyre HyK/IeapHe CHJIe Off arpeCUBHOT [e/IOBaiba
(Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 31; 103).°

Bommem pasymeBamy HeopeansMa JJOIPUHOCK OCBPT Ha HETOB OHOC ITpeMa nude-
pammusmy.” Cykod cBUX IPOTHUB CBUX Ha MeyHapoiHOM HIBOY, IIpeMa cXBaTamby idepaia,

> Teoperuyapu mehyHapogHux ofHoca 20. BeKa Cy Off pea/lMCTUYKNX TeH/eHIIMja PaHUjuX Ipef-

MOJI€PHMX ayTOPa CTBOPWIN 3a0KPY>KeHM Teopujcku cucreM. Hajsnavajuuju cy Ensapy Xaner
Kap (Edward Hallett Carr) u Xanc Joakum MoprenTay (Hans Joachim Morgenthau) (Mearsheimer,
2014, str. 43-44).

* CxBarame 0 HeopeanusMy y oBoM papy he ce y 3HauajHOj Mepy 3acHMBaTH Ha Teopuju [Jona
Meapiuajmepa, uMajyhu y BUay fa je oBaj ayTop jefjaH off HajsHa4ajHUjuX CaBpeMEHNX Heopeasy-
CTHYKMX MUCTMIANA. VIIak, Tpeda HaImacuT Jia ce M3jarame 0 HeopeaansMy He 3aCHMBA CaMO Ha
MeapurajmepoBoj Teopuju Beh ¥ Ha CHHTe3V HeOpeamCTUIKe MICTM PAa3INIUTHX ayTOPa.

* IIpema Bomuy mrect dakropa onpebyje ommury moh fp)kaBe: CTAHOBHUIITBO, TEPUTOPHja U IIO-
JI0XKaj, IPUPORHY PeCYpCH, eKOHOMCKA CHara, BOjHAa CHAra, IOMIUTUYKA KoMieTeHTHOCT (Waltz,
1979, str. 131).

¢ Jlaxo ce HeopeamM3aM IpeTeXHO POKycupa Ha Benuke cuie, duhe nara u gedyHULINja CPeHUX
CIJTa 3aCHOBaHA Ha HEOPeaMCTIYKOj NepcrekTiBy. CpenmbuM (permoHaTHIM) CUIaMa MOTY ce
CMaTpaTi ip)KaBe Koje HeMajy CIIOCOOHOCT a yTU4y Ha I710damHu daaHc cHara, ajay 3Ha4ajHo
yTU4y Ha dajlaHC CHara y OKBUPY jefiHe CBETCKe peruje.

7 TIpempa ce y aMepuuKoj Teopuju MehyHapoIHNX OffHOCA Ha peanusaM 1 nudepannsam Iefa Kao
Ha /IBa OCHOBHa IIpaBIja MehyHapOHIX OfHOCA, SUTHO je HATIOMEHYTH a y 0BOj IMCLMIIIVHE TIOCTOje
U IPYTH HOfIjeTHAKO Ba>KHU MPABIM MOy T MApKCUCTUIKMX U HEOMAaPKCUCTUUKIX Teopuja (Teo-
puje MMIIepyjanuaMa, MaoO¥CTIUYKa TeOpHUja O TpU OI0Ka, Teopuje 3aBUCHOCTH, CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKa
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HYje HeMMHOBHOCT. [IpBO, yKOMMKO Ap>kaBe noBehajy eKOHOMCKY capajby, eKOHOMCKI
deHeduTU MOry YTHUIIATH Ha CMambUBatbe CYKoda jep je MHTepec CBakKe MOjefiIHAYHe IpXKaBe
7la HaCTaBU JIa y4ecTByje y mpoduTaduinHoj capapmsu. JIpyro, ipskaBe Koje ycBOje BpeTHOCTH
TeMOKpaTHje CMambyjy IaHce yracka y MelycoOHe cykode, mmajyhn y Bupy fa je mpeTepaHa
3aM[HTEPECOBAHOCT 3a §e30eTHOCT MOCIeNIla Ay TOPUTAPHE, @ He TeMOKpaTCKe BPeTHOCHe
matputie. Tpehe, crBaparme MehyHapoHIX MHCTUTYIM]ja M MY/ITH/IATEPATHO PeryIyicarbe
opHoca Meby nprxaBama myreM MehyHaponHMX MHCTUTYLMj je IudepamiMa rapaHT fa he
opuocu nsMeby npsxasa Surtu Mupospydusy (Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 40-41; Moravcsik, 1997).
HeopeancTu n3HOCe TPY OCHOBHA KOHTPaapryMeHTa KojiiMa TTodujajy mudepasHe TBpAbe:

1. mpxaBaMa je yBeK OuTHHUja 6e30eTHOCT O] EKOHOMCKOT §/1aroCTama, Te eKOHOM-
cka MebhyrnoBesanoct Hehe ykuHy Ty Se30eIHOCHY JIOTMKY Ap>KaBa KOja HeMIHOBHO BOIM
KoH(ppoHTannjama y Mehynapogunm ogHocuma (Brooks, 1997; Waltz, 1979, str. 126);

2. ynyTpauime ypeberme aprxaBe He yTude Ha IOHalIambe fp>kaBe Ha MehyHaponHOM
H1BOY, Beh ce cBaka fp>kaBa, de3 003mpa Ha yHyTpalllibe BPeJHOCTH, y MehyHapomHIM oI
HOCMMA [IPeTEeKHO BOAM 1nbeM oBehaBama penatusHe Mohu n desdemnoctu (Layne, 1994);

3. MebyHapoaHe MHCTUTYIMje HIUCY He3aBUCHA Te/a 3aCHOBAHA Ha 3ajellHUYKIM
BpenHOCTUMA, Beh Manudecraunja pegucrpudyunje mohn y mehynapoguom moperky
(Mearsheimer, 1994).

IIpema HeopeanucTMMa Ap>KaBa Kao PAIfIOHATHM aKTep MMa IBa OCHOBHA HaulHa
na noseha cBojy desdenHoct Ha MehyHaponHOM HMBOY — pat u danaHc cHara (yHyTpa-
LIV U CIIO/bHM). YHYTpAIlby 0alaHC CHAra [OApa3yMeBa BOjHO jadarbe, JOK CIIO/bHU
Iofpa3yMeBa CK/Iallakbe caBesa ca IPyTyM [ipKaBaMa fia Ou ce CIIpedno a/bu pacT Mohn
TPeHYTHO Hajjade gp>kaBe (Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 169-170; Mingst et al,, str. 76). Ocum
OBa JIBa OCHOBHA HauMHa nosehaBama 0e30efHOCTH MIOCTOje jOII /iBe CTpaTeruje Koje
Ap>KaBe MOTY YCBOjUTI:

1. Ilpructyname jagoj cumm (bandwagoning). YMecTo cTBapama caBesa MpOTUB Haj-
mohHuje fip>kaBe, cnaduje fp>kaBe joj ce MOTY IPUK/BYYNTH, Ha Taj HAYMH OCUTypaBajyhu
de3deHOCT 110 LieHy He3aBUCHOCTH. [Jodap IpuMep IIPUCTYIIamba jadoj CUIM je eBPOIICKO
IpUXBaTarmbe IPUCYCTBAa aMEPUYKIIX TPYIIA HA KOHTUHEHTY 3apajl BOjHe 3aluTuTe of Pycuje
(Cladi, 2022).

2. IpedarmBame ogroopHoctu (buck-passing). [Ip>xaBe Mory nsderaBati OAroBop
Ha ITPeTHY ¥ OYeKMBATH J]a HEeKO IPYTH OfTOBOPH Ha 1Y. VcTopujcku npumMep mpedariy-
Barba OIFOBOPHOCTH jecTe noHamame Cjennmennx AMeprukux Jpxasa (CAD) y pyrom
CBETCKOM PaTy, I7ie Ce 0Ba BeJIMKa CIJIa 030M/bHO IpNK/bydna dopdu mpotus Hemauke Tex
nper Kpaj pata (1944. [Hopmannujal), kafa cy je mpyre Benmuke cune Beh BojHO Mcnpmue
(Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 154; 173).®

Teopuja), KPUTUUKe Teopuje, KOHCTPYKTUBY3MA U IOCTCTPYKTypam3Ma uth. (Brown, McLean &
McMillan, 2018; Mandi¢, 2025; Pesié, 2025).

8  MeapuiajMep ocuM fedaH3MBHUX CTPATeTHja, Koje ApKaBe IPUMerbyjy pafu 0dysaaBamwa Mohu
APYTUX aKTepa, YBOAYU U KaTerOPUjy arpeCUBHUX CTpaTeryja, Koje, y3 pat, CIy>Ke aKTUBHOM IOBe-
haBamwy Mohu. Y oBe cTpareruje crajiajy ylieHa Ipyrux Ap>kKaBa ¥ HAMaM/bJBakbe U UCLPIUbYBakbe
(bait and bleed) (n3asuBarme nBe prBaicke fpxase jja ce MehycodHo ucipne y cykody). [Togspcra
HaMaM/bJBamba U VICL[PIUbUBAMA je cTpaTernja Kppasiberba (bloodletting) y kojoj ce pBaiu nsasusajy
1a yby y mro gyxu n pasopuuju cykod (Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 153; 173).
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Jp>kaBe MOTy KOPUCTUTY LIMPOKY JIele3y TaKTUKa Koje Cy YBPCTO IIOBe3aHe ca
HeopeaTMCTUYKIM CXBaTambeM JIe/IoBamba akTepa y MehynaponHom konTekcty. IIpempaa
BehnHa OBUX IIOjMOBa HIje HAacTa/la y HeopeantnsMy, CaBpeMeH) HeopeanusaM ux 3dor
XeypUCTINYKe ITIOTHOCTI 9eCTO KOPUCTYU M TYMa4y Y KOHTEKCTY CBOT TEOPUjCKOT AMCKypca:

1. Iloruckusame (rollback). [Ip>xaBe MOy aKTMBHO yTULIATH Ha IOTUCKUBabe MOhK
HerpujaTerba. OBaKBa IIONIUTHKA, 300T arpeCUBHOT HACTYIIA, MOXKE JIAKO JOBECTH JIO parTa.
Hodap ncropujcku npumep je wian CAJ] usmeby 1945. u 1952. roguse (koju Huje cripoBefieH
y meno) na Cases Cosjerckux Counjamictnukux Perydmmnka (CCCP) BpaTu Ha rpaHuiie
upe JIpyror cBerckor pata (Borhi, 1999).

2. OdyspaBame (containment). J[Ip>xaBe ce MOTy OJTy4UTH Jja CUITY HelIpyjaTe/ba 3a-
Ipxe Ha ToctojeheM HBOYy oHeMoryhaBajyhu My mamu pact mohm. IIpumep je mommtuka
CAJJ ToxoMm Beher fienna XmaiHoT para, Koja ce OI/lefia/ia y aKTMBHOM CIIpedyaBamby Iupera
mohu CCCP-a (Borhi, 1999; Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 212; 325).

3. Opspahame (deterrence). [Jp>xaBa Mo>ke HellpyjaTes/ba OABPATUTH Off HaIlafia Ha
by pa3Bujajyhn noreHuujan sa yuumreme. Y3ajamua nonutuka CAJ] u CCCP-a TokoM
XnagHor para je dmma 3acHOBaHa Ha KOHIENTY MehycoOHO 3arapaHTOBaHOT YHUIITEHA
(MAD - mutual assured destruction) (Harrington, 2016).

4. YmupuBame (appeasement). [Ip>kaBa Mo>Ke IOITYCTUTH TIPeJ 3aXTEBVMa arpecuBHe
HellpujaTe/bCKe Ap>KaBe, Te je Ha Taj HauMH YMUPUTY U KyIIUTY BpeMe 3a nosehare cor-
cTBeHe MOhM Kpo3 yHyTpallmbe danancupame. HeopeamicTu ymupusame 4ecTo CXBaTajy
Kao0 HeIOBOJbHY IIOJIMTHUKY jep ce IOMyIITameM arpeCUBHOj AP>KaBU Jaje CUrHa c1ado-
CTH U OTBOpEH II03UB Ha fla/be yrpoxkaBame desdennoctu. [Jodap ncropujcku mpumep je
onHoc Yjenumenor Kpampescra (YK) mpema Hanuctiakoj Hemaukoj HermocpenHo mper
usdujame [Ipyror ceerckor para. YK je mokyurano ja yMupyu HeMadKyl eKCIIaH3MOHM3aM
U KYIIJ BpeMe 3a COIICTBEHO jadyarbe JaBabeM YCTyIaKa (IpUxBaTame aHeKcuje AycTpuje,
CyneTcke odnacTi, KacHuje u nenokynHe Yexocnmopauke (Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 153;
Ripsman & Levy, 2008).

IIp>xaBe ce 3apay nosehama cBoje de3degHocTn, KoprcTehn pannoHanHa cpefcTBa,
Mmory Hahu y mapagokcanHoj curyanuju. Ykonuko ogpebhena nprxasa moseha cBojy BojHy
CHary U TMMe HeIUIAaHMPAaHO 13a30Be IpyTe Ap>KaBe Ja [0jadajy CBOjy WM HAallpaBe caBe3
IPOTUB e, JOBOIM JI0 CMameba concTBeHe deadennocTu. Ca ipyre CTpaHe, HeylarambeM
y BOjHY CHary fip>kaBa Takohe Moxke yTuIaTy Ha cMamerbe de3dennocty, jep he ce Ha wy
I7IeflaTH Kao Ha c1ady U IIOTOAHY 3a MpojeKIujy cume. Crora ApKaBe 4ecTo MMajy AUIeMy
o curypHocti (security dilemma), y kojoj cBaky 081K ITOHaITakba OTEHIVjaTHO JOBOA
JI0 pata Wi HHANPEKTHOT cykoda. Cykod He Iponsiasy U3 HepalMOHATHOCTH IPXKaBa,
Beh ns anapxmane npupoge MehyHapogHOTr ccTeMa y K0joj HujefHa fpyKaBa He MOXe JI0
Kpaja /ja 3Ha HaMepe apyre fpxase. Ca pyre CTpaHe, HEITAHVMPaHa IOC/IEANULIA Ie/IOBAbA
MHOIITBA Jip>KaBa (CTBapame caBesa M KOHTpacaBesa) y ofipeheHNM TpeHyuMa Moxxe 10-
BecTy 1 1o usrpahenor dananca cuara (Hertz, 1950; Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 59; Pevehouse
& Goldstein, 2019, str. 82).

Y okBupY Heopea3Ma pasUKYjy ce [jBa OCHOBHA IIpaBlia KOj/ Ha APyTrauyji HaulH
npensubajy na nu je moryh myropounu damaHc cHara y okBupy MehyHaponHor cucrema:

1. Medansusuu peanunsam, ca Kenerom Bonmom xao MCTaKHYTUM HpeCTaBHIKOM,
UCTHUYe JIa je ITTaBHY UHTepec ApxaBa desdegHoct, a He Moh. [IpeTepana arpecuBHOCT
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Ioje/iHa4YHe JIpKaBe je MpallMOHalIHa jep JOBOAY IO CTBaparba caBe3a IPOTUB Hhe I
cmamuBama de3degroctn. Crora ce Mehycodna nHTepakimja gp)xaBa 3aCHNUBA IIPETEXXHO
Ha fe(aH3MBHNM CTpATeTHjaMa, LITO JOBOAY O CaMOpery/IaLyje cucteMa 1 o demhnx
nepmopa danaHca cHara (Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 43-44; Waltz, 1979, str. 91-92; 126; 1988).

2. OdaHsMBHU peanusaM, YUj je HAjUCTAKHYTHju TeopeTndap [lon Meapurajmep,
MCTIYe Jla Ip’KaBe YBeK TeXke akyMynmanuju Mohn, dymyhu fia je oHa rmaBHa rapasIjuja
desdemHocTn. 3d0r TOra je Halaz I7IaBHA OBOPaHa, a arpeCcHBHOCT [ipyKaBa y3pOK HecTaduI-
HOCTH cucteMa MehyHapomHux ogHoca 1 yecTux ¢asa cucreMcke aHapxuje (Mearsheimer,
2014, str. 44-46).°

HeopeanusaM je KoHQIMKTHA TeOPHja, Te Y3 MAPKCI3aM U CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKY TeO-
pujy (KOH(IUKT OKO KOHTPOJIe eKOHOMCKUX pecypca) (Marx & Engels, 2009; Wallerstein,
2004), BeSepujaHCTBO (KOH(IMKT OKO KOHTPOJIE eKOHOMCKUX Pecypca, CTajiexxa 1t Mohn)
(Weber, 1976), ucTopujcKy MHCTUTYIOHAMN3aM (KOHQIUKT ¥ OKBUPY MHCTUTYLMja 3a-
pan pacroperne mohwu) (Skocpol, 1979; Tilly, 1990), mocTcTpykTypanusam (KOHGIUKT OKO
KOHCTPYKIMje ANCKypca 3apaj pacropene mohn) (Foucault, 1980) 1 conmjanmapsuanszam
(xOHGMUKT IOjeAMHALIA HA TPXXUIITY U HapojAa Ha MehyHapogHOM ITaHy 3apaj pacio-
mene pecypca) (Hawkins, 1997), npencTaB/ba TeOpUjcKU IPUCTYI KOjU JBYACKE OfHOCE
IPeBaCXOJHO TyMauu Kpo3 mpusmy dopde 3a moh u pecypce. JIok ce KIacudHe TeBUIApP-
cke Teopuje daBe muTameM dopde OKO eKOHOMCKe Mohi, HeopeanusaM ce daBHU HajIpe
HAYMHOM Ha KOjU ce ApXKaBe y MehyHapopHoj apeHn dope 3a pacofieny MOMUTHIKO-BOjHe
mohu. Heopeanmsam mmpu ToMe mpuxsara a je 3a akyMy/IalLyjy HOIUTUYIKO-BOjHe Mohu
exoHoMcKa Moh Beoma dutHa. Crora he y oBoM pagy Outy BasKHO YIIOpE[UTHU IIPOCTOPHY
MaHMdecTalyjy HOMUTIYKO-BOjHEe MONM ca IPOCTOPHOM MaHM(eCTalnjoM eKOHOMCKe
mohn. Y cnenehem mornasspy ycpencpennhemMo ce UIak Ha aHAIN3y MY/ITUIIONAPHOCTH,
OUIIONIAPHOCTH U jeJHOIIOIAPHOCTH Y HEOpeaTu3My.

HEOPEAJIMICTUYKA AHAJIM3A PA3INMYUNTUX
OBJIMKA TTIOJIAPHOCTU

ITojam moIapHOCT ApyIITBeHe HayKe Ipey3esie Cy U3 IPMPORHUX HayKa. Y ¢pusuun
ce o7 epuHMIIIE KAO ,,CBAKA Off iBE CYIPOTHE TauKe HA IIOBPIIVHI MarHeTa Ha KOjuMa
cy marHeTHe cuie Hajjade” (De Keersmaeker, 2017, str. 16). Vmax, Kok ce y mpupopgu
CYIIPOTHMU IIOJIOBY IIpUBJIaYe, a MCTY Ofdujajy, y MehyHapomHUM OfHOCUMA Ce CYIIPOTHU

Ocnm fedaHsVBHOT U 0(aH3UBHOT SMTHO je HAIOMEHYTH ) IIOCTOjatbe HEOKNIACUYHOT peannsMa

(rmaBum npepcraBuniy: [npeon Poys [Gideon Rose], Panpan IlIsenep [Randal Schweller], ®apup
3akapuja [Fareed Zakaria] nTx.) koju TpaXku OArOBOp Ha IIMTakbe 3aLITO Ce fpP>KaBe HeKaja He I0-
Hallajy MpeMa TeOPMjCKUM IpeTIocTaBKama Heopeanusma. OCHOBHA Te3a HEOKTACMYHOT peannsma
je a aKo >KeIMMo Ja pasyMeMo oiTyke ofpehene p>kaBe, Huje JOBO/BHO aHATU3MPATI CAMO HbeH
OJIHOC ca APYTMM Jip)kaBaMa Ha MeyHapofHOM HUBOY, Beh 11 yHyTpallllbe KapaKTepPIUCTUKA HeHe
enuTe U IOMUTUYKOT cucTeMa. [lonammame p>xaBa, Koje HUje y CK/IaJly ca OCHOBHUM TEOPUjCKUM
[oCTaBKaMa Heopeannama, Moxe ce Tako odjacHutu (Rose, 1998). Op kapakrepuctuka enuta he
3aBICHUTY CTEIIeH arpeCUBHOCTY ofipeleHe ApykaBe, Te je pa3yMHO 3aK/bydnTH Aa je Hemauka mox
HaLMCTMMA MHOTO OITaCHMja 1 HacuiHuja o Bajmapcke Hemauke kojom cy Bajiane mapTuje 1eBor
U IECHOT IIeHTpa.
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TI07I0BY OfidMjajy, a MICTOBETHOCT MHTepeca IOBOMN Jo 30mmKaBama. Mame [ip)kaBe Koje
UMajy CIMYHE LU/bEBE Ca BEIMKOM CUJIOM, IIpaBe CaBe3HUIITBO ca koM. OBaj momapHu
KJIacTep p>KaBa Cce IOTOM CyIPOTCTaB/ba KIacTepy ip>KaBa Koje IIpeBO/iM Apyra cuia
CynpoTHUX MHTepeca. IIpeMa nojeayHuM ayTopyMa, MOIapHM K/IaCTepH ApKaBa M BIXOBe
OCHOBHe KapaKTepYCTHKe Cy BXHUjU Off KapakTepucTuka Bopehux cia. Vmak, oBakBo
MUIIbehe Hije JOMIUHAHTHO, Te HajOUTHNja IMeHa HeopeannsMa CMaTpajy fia BelnnKa
ciuIa Koja oKyIUba ofpehenn kimacrep apxasa nperexxeHo oapebyje meros xapakrep (De
Keersmaeker, 2017, str. 16-22).

On dpoja Benmmkmx cnma y Me)yp>kaBHOM CHCTeMY CYIITMHCKY 3aBUCK U KapaKTep
camor Tor cucreMa. Kajia y YuTaBOM CuCTeMY IIOCTOj! CaMO je[fHa Be/IMKa CIJIA, TOBOPUMO
0 jeIHOTIONIAPHOCTH, KaJla II0CTOje /iBe — 0 OUITONAPHOCTH, a Kajla MX MMa BUIIe — Ped je 0
MYITHUIIONAPHOCTH. 3a BehnHy HeopeanuCcTUIKMX TeOpeTHdapa jeTHONOMAPHOCT je KpaT-
KOTpajHa CTOPMjcKa IojaBa. BeoMa peTko jemHa cmma O1Ba TONMMKO BOjHO ¥ €KOHOMCKIU
MohHa f1a MOXKe y3 HeBe/IIKe Hamope Aa BOjHO II0Pa3u CBe OCTaje gp)xase.'® YKomuko
je jeHOIIOIapHOCT MCTOPUjCKM MIHOPHA I10jaBa, OMIIOIAPHOCT U MYITHUIIONIAPHOCT Ce
cMarpajy yemhum odmmunma opranmsanje Mehyapsxkaaor cucrema. Hajpassujenujy
KTacuduKanmjy mogapHoCT je CTBOpKo MeapiiajMep HanpaBUBIIN AUXOTOMU]jy usMebhy
cTadwIHuX 1 HecTadMIHNX Bep3uja momapHocty (Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 67-68; 338):

1. Cradwina MynTunonapaoct. CucTeM y KojeM TOMIHMPAjy TPY WIN BUILE CUTIA OFf
KOjUX HUjef{Ha He ITPeTeH/yje Ha xereMoHu craryc. OBaj mopesax ce mo crerneny desden-
HOCTM HaJla3yl Ha CPeJVMHNU U Y HeMy IIOCTOjU Majla IIIaHCa 3a CBETCKY parT, a/ii HOCTOju
MoryhHOCT 1ojefMHaYHOT CYKO0Oa HEKUX Off Be/IMKMX CU/Ia. 3a KIaci4aH IpumMep cTadu/He
MYITUIIONIAPHOCTY y3/IMa Ce KOHIIepT BeMKIX eBPOICKUX cita 19. Beka (xoHuept YK,
Pycuje, ®panmycke, Aycrpoyrapcka, IIpycke/Hemauke) (Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 349-353).

2. Hectadwnmna myntunonapHocT. CucTeM y KojeM JOMMHUPAjy TPU WM BUIIE Be-
JIMKMX CIJIa OF, KOjMX dap jemHa TeX! TOMe Jia IIocTaHe XereMoH. OBO je HajHeCTadWIHI 1
0d/IMK TIOpeTKa jep ZOBOAM O BCOKe MoryhHocTM U3dujama cBetckor para. CradmmHa
MYITHUIIONIAPHOCT IIpeiasy modeTKoM 20. Beka y HeCTadWIHY MY/ITUIIOIAPHOCT IIpe CBera
30or Texxmwe Hemauke Ia ce yCIIOCTaBU Kao HOBM XeTeMOH, a Pa3fod/be HecTaduiHe MyI-
TUIoNapHOCTH KoBoay o IIpBor cBeTckor para (Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 353).

3. Cradunna dunonaprocT. CucTeM y KojeM BIafiajy /iBe Cuile TOffjeffHAKe CHATe MIn
y KOjeM jada cuia HeMa JOBOJBHO CHare fa yHMIITU crnadujy. Hajctadunnuju mopenak y

1 TIpema MeapuiajMepoBoM 0GhaH3MBHOM HeopeannsMy CBaKa Be/lMKa CIIa TeXV I100aIHoj

XereMOHMjH jep ce ancoyTHa de30efHOCT MOXKe OCTBAPUTHU CaMo arcoayTHoM Mohu. Vmak oBa-
KBY TeXIbY je TOTOBO HeMoryhe ocTBapuTy 380r dera ce Be/IuKe CUJIe YCIIOCTaB/bajy YITTaBHOM Kao
pernonante xereMoHuje (Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 27). Heopeanucra Kpucrodep Jleju (Christopher
Layne) je cTaBa fa cy ce CAJ] TOKOM fieBefieceTUX IPUOMIDKIIIe O3ULjH jeJHOIIONapHe IIodasHe
XereMOHUje, ajli je MCIPABHO MPOLEHNO /I je TaKBa MO3MIMja [[YTOPOYHO OMa HEOHPXKIBA jep je
HOJCTAK/Ia ApyTe Ap)KaBe [ja YHYTPAIIBIM U CIIO/bAIlbUM OallaHCOM CHara ofiroBope Ha mpetehy
nomuHauujy CAJIl (Layne, 1993). Ca apyre ctpane, Bunnjam Boxndopr (William Wohlforth) je
uctniao ja cy ce CAJl TokoM feBefieceTHX yCIOCTaBIIe Kao YMCTa jeHOIOIAPHA CU/Ia M TIOTpe-
IITHO NTPeIBU/EO fia je MOo3NIVja aMepUyKe jeHOIOJIADHOCTH HajBepOBATHIje [yTOPOYHO CTadVIHA
(Wohlforth, 1999). Cinuso Boxnpopry Teopuja xereMoHe craduHocTu cmatpa ia he mehynapopgun
HOpefiaK y eKOHOMCKOM, BOjHOM ¥ ITOJIUTIYKOM CMUCITY OuTu Hajde3deHuju 1 HajcTadWTHMjH, aKO
ce jefiHa p>KaBa yCIIOCTaBMU Kao jepHoromapuu xereMoH (Pevehouse & Goldstein, 2005, str. 87).
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KOjeM Ce BeOMa PeTKO JIelIaBajy AupeKTHM paTHy cykodu usmeby Bemukux cua. Kapakre-
pUCTHYHA je 3a mepyof HakoH Jpyror cBeTckor para. JMako cy CAJ] TokoM deTpaeceTux u
PaHUX IefeceTUX VIMale IVIaH fia arpecBHUM HacTynoMm orpannde Mmoh CCCP-a, ydp3aHo
je HamymrTeH Taj mpuctym u ogHoc nsMehy CAJl u CCCP-a 3acHuBa ce Ha 00y3aaBamy U
oxBpaharby, oK ce fupekTHa KoHpoHTaIHja n3deraBa (Mearsheimer, 2014, str. 355; 386).

4. Hectadunna dunonaproct. CucTeM y KojeM JOMUHUPAjy IBe BeIUKe CUJIe e je
jemHa MHOTO jada off fipyre. Beoma HecTadwiaH nopefak Koju He Moxe jia ce Habe y Mo-
IepHOj UCTOPU)jH YCTIeT, YMibeHuIle Ba O jaya cula IOKOpuIa Cadujy.

Heoxnmacnunu peanncra Pangan llIsenep (Randall Schweller) cmarpa ma cradunsoct
HOJIAPHOCTY 3aBVICH OFf YHYTPALIIBIX KapaKTePUCTUKA BeMMKIUX CIIa. AKO ce ApyKaBe I10-
Halllajy caMOpPeCTPUKTUBHO, HeyrpoxkaBajyhu desdegHocT npyrux u oppxasajyhnu status
quo, ogpebeny 0dnMK moapHOCTI MOXe yTo Ja Tpaje. Hacynpot Tome, 1o peakuuje
IPYTUX Ap>KaBa M 10 HeCcTadMIHOCTY Mel)yHapofiHOT opeTKa H0/Masy YKOMMKO Ce XeTeMOH
Y jeAHOIOIAPHOM NIV IIPETEH/IeHT Ha CTaTyC XereMOHa y MY/ITUIIONIAPHOM HOPETKY, de3
003mpa Ha MoTuB (de3denHocT - overbalancing mmu npo¢ur — overextensation), moHamra
arpecuBHO. HecTadumHocT Moxe d1ty 13a3BaHa 1 1adOM peaKIjoM Ha IIOHAllakbe arpe-
copa (underbalancing). [Tpema IlIBenepy, of KapakTepucTHKa U CTelleHa pparMeHTanuje
Ip>KaBHUX €JINTA, a He CaMo Off aHapXUYHOCTK MehyHapogHor cucTeMa, 3aBUCH Kakas he
dutu Tun genosama ogpehene npxxase (Schweller, 2004). Teopujcka gonyna Illsenepa,
a1 ¥ OPYTVX HeOKTaCUYHUX PeancTa, yKadyje Ha HeloCTaTKe HeOpeaMCTUIKe Teo-
puje. Vako ce CIIo/bHO fiefioBambe Ap>kaBe JOOPUM JielloM odjallllbaBa IbeHOM OTpedoM
3a de3demHouIhy, MyHO pasyMeBare MOTVBA HEHOT [e/IoBamba Ha MehyHapogHOM mnany
je Hemoryhe ykonmko ce saHeMapy aHa/IN3a BEHOT eKOHOMCKOT ypehemwa u monoxaja y
cBeTCKOM KanutamaMy (Antoni¢, 1995; Korolija, 2024; Mandi¢, 2024a), 0cCHOBHMX Ka-
paKTepyCcTIKa BeHe nomuTnyke enmute (Lachmann, 2000), quBum3anujckor d1oka KojeM
npunazga (Huntington, 1996), reononmmTnykor ucTopujckor Kourekcra (Brzezinski, 2001;
Dugin, 1997) utn. Takobhe HeopeanucTniKa Teopuja y MOTIYHOCTU 3aHEMapyje [enroBa-
e OSUTHUX Hefp>KaBHMX MehyHapogHMX aKTepa Off KOjuX ce oceOHO M3/Baja [e/loBambe
TpaHCHalMOHaMHe KannTamucTidke kmace (Sklair, 2000).

CBETCKO-CHCTEMCKA TEOPUJA,
HEOPEAJIVI3AM U IIMTAILE XETEMOHMUJE

CBeTCKO-CUCTEMCKA TeopHja je mocedaH 0OMMK HOCTMAPKCUCTIYKE TeOPHje YMju Cy
r1aBHU npefctaBHny Vimanyen Boreperun (Immanuel Wallerstein) 1 Buosauu Apubn
(Giovanni Arrighi). 3a pasnuky o MapKcyu3Ma KOjii ce HajBUIIe daBl MUTambeM KaKo jefiHa
KJIaca eKCIUIOATHUILe APYTY, Y4eCTO Y OKBMPY je[THOT APYIITBA, CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKA Teopuja
pasMarpa Kako ce eKCIJIoaTalyja ellaBa Ha HBOY LJe/IOKYITHOT CBETCKOT KallUTa/IMCTIIKOT
crctema. [Ipema 0BOj Teopuju ekcrioatanymja uMma IpoCTOPHY MaHu(peCTalujy Koja mog-
pasymeBa fla pasBujeHuje peruje (IleHTap) MOCeNyjy aKyMy/IpaHy KalUTal U pasBUjeHnjy
TEXHOJIOIMjY U Heje[lHAKOM pa3MeHOM eKCIUIOATHUIIy HepasBljeHe peruje (mepudepuja),
Koje He II0Celyjy KaluTal ¥ MMajy pyiAUMEeHTapHy TexHosorujy. [laxie, LieHTpanHe peruje
eKCIUTOATUIIY HepudepHe peruje IPpofajyhn uM cKyIy 1 TeXHOJIOLIKM pasB1jeHy pody, a

53



Credan B. Maumith, Oénuyu tionapHocitiu y Heopeanusmy u ceeilicko-CUciiieMckoj ieopuju

off BUX yBO3e jepTiHe crpoBuHe 1 nonydadpukare. Vismebhy nenrpannux n nepudepHnx
peruja Hajlase ce oIynepudepHe peruje Koje ICTOBPEMEHO eKCIUIOATUIy epudepujy u
duBajy excrioaTucane off neHTpa (Mandi¢, 2024a, str. 100-101; Wallerstein, 2004, str. 28-30).

Y cBeTCKO-CUCTEMCKOj TEOPUjU je BEOMa BayKHa IIpeMIIca Jja je TO3KIIMja LieHTpa
UCTOPUjCKY IpoMemyBa. Apuby cMaTpa #a je TOkoM 15. BeKa IleHTap M/IaZioT eBpOIICKOT
KanuTtamsMa duia heHoBa, BpeMEeHOM BeHO MeCTO 3ay3uMajy peruje us cesepre EBpo-
1ie, Hajipe XonaHpuja, a KacHuje n Exnrnecka (Arrighi, 2010, str. 6). IIpema x1acu4Hoj
CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKOj cXeMM IieHTap ce 3atuM npemectuo y CAJl (Arrighi, 2010, str. 6-7;
Wallerstein, 2006), mpy yemy je IpoMeHa HO3UIMje LieHTpa I0Be3aHa ca MKINYHIM Kpe-
TambeM CBETCKOT KaluTan3Ma. Y MeproanMa MaTtepujaiHe eKCIiaH3umje cucteMa, ogpebene
peruje ce y3mypKy Ha IO3MIVy LIEHTPa, a Y IeploayMa MaTepyjanHe KoHTpakuuje (du-
HaHCHjCKe eKCIIaH3Yje) Te pernje ryde eKOHOMCKY JOMMHAIN}y SOK HOBe peruje mocTajy
nenrap (Arrighi, 2010, str. 6-7, 220-221). Mnax, mpoMeHa I1o3unyje y KaluTalIu3My ce
OJlBMja Ha KOMIUIEKCHIjU HauMH. Y TPEHYTKY Kaja je Enrmecka samennnta Xomanaujy Ha
nosuuuju neHTpa, wm CAJl Exrnecky, peruja npehammer nentpa (Xonannnja win Ex-
I7IecKa) OOMYHO HMje IpecTaa fia dyfie leo LeHTPaIHUX pernja, jefHo BUIIe Huje duta
Cplie IeHTpa CBETCKOT KaIMTaIMCTUIKOT cucTeMa. Jpyrum peunma, SuBIle [eHTpaTHe
peruje LieHTpa Cy ce 4ecTo IpeTBOpIIIe y epudepHe pernje eHTpa U 30He Iofpehene
I7IaBHOj LIEHTPA/IHOj PETUjI.

ITojam KOjMM CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKY TEOPETUYAPY O3HAYABA]y PETHjy KOja IIPENCTaB/ba
»CPIie® WIN ,, KWy KyLAaBULY" IleHTpa je XereMoHuja. CaMo jejHa IleHTpaIHA 3eM/ba je
y CTamy Jja ce YCIIOCTaBY Kao XereMOHa y OKBYMPY CBETCKOT KallUTaTNCTUYKOT CUCTEMA,
0014yHO y meprony kpaja ¢ase MaTepujaHe KOHTPaKIMje ¥ HAKOH Be/MKor paTa (Tpupe-
CETOTOAMIIY PaT, HAIIOTIeOHCKM paToBy, [Ipsu u [Ipyru cBetcku par) (Wallerstein, 2000,
str. 258). XereMoH je OHa LieHTpaJIHa 3eM/ba KOja, OCVM JOMUHAHTHOT eKOHOMCKOT YTUII3ja,
Ha IIpecyJaH HauMH yTU4e Ha IIOIMTUYKY, KY/ITYPHY ¥ BOjHU KapaKTep IPYTUX 3eMarba y
CBETCKOM KaIMTa/IMCTIYKOM CUCTeMYy. VIIaK, CBeTCKO-CUCTeMCKa TeopHja, 300T CBOT €KO-
HOMICTHYKOT YCMepemba, CMaTpa Jja MOJIMTUYK], Ky/ITypPHA U BOjHA JOMUHAIMja XeTeMOHe
3eM/be LIeHTpa IIpou3jIa3e U3 beHe eKOHOMCKe JoOMIHaluje (JOMIHALNja Y IPOM3BOMAIbI,
TproByHM 1 PpuHaHCKjaMa). TOKOM UCTOPIje TPY TaTACOKPATCKe 3eM/be CY Ce YCIIOCTaBIIe
Kao xereMoHn — Xomauguja (1625-1672), Yjenumeno Kpamescrso (1815-1872) mu CA]l
(1945-1967) (Wallerstein, 2000, str. 253-264; Wallerstein, 2004, str. 57-59).!

Haxon [Ipyror cserckor para CAJ] mocrajy xeremon. OBa XereMoHMja Huje IIOC/IeANIIA
Ipyror cBeTckor para, Beh ayre dopde nsmehy CAJI 1 Hemauke 3a mosn1ujy XereMoHa y
OKBUPY My/ITUIIONAPHOT MopeTKa (mpema Bonepcruny oBa dopda je Tpajama nameby 1873.
u 1945. roguue [Wallerstein, 2006]). Ha ekoHOMCKOM HIBOY OBa XereMoHUja ce MaHue-
croBaya y gomusanyju CAJl Hafy cBeTCKOM IIPOM3BOIEOM, KOHTPOIOM HaJl HajOUTHUUM

' Ba)kHO je HAIOMEHYTH JIa je, peMa BonepcTuHy, 3a OCTOjakbe CBETCKe KAIUTATICTIIKe IPUBpe-

Iie HeonxoaH MehyapskaBHM cucteM Koju du omoryhno HejefHaky cBeTcKy pasmeny. Tamo rie jenHa
Ip)KaBa MMa IOTIIYHO JUPEKTHY KOHTPOTY HaJi CBETCKOM KallUTaIMCTUYKOM [IPUBPENOM, CBETCKA
KalMTaMCTIYKA IPUBPefa IpecTaje a OCTOjI, a Ha IheHO MeCTO CTYIIA cBeTcKa nmiepuja. Ocnm
jeliHe JOMVHAHTHE XeTreMOHe ApyKaBe PeasHe Cy ICTOPYjCKe CUTYalyje Y KOjuMa ce HujeHa Cuta He
yCIocTaB/ba Kao XereMOHa, Te ce mofena Mohu Mehy Bennkum cnrama sacHuBa Ha dumomapHoCcTH
win mynrunonapHoctu (Wallerstein, 2000, str. 255; Wallerstein, 2004, str. 57-58).
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TEXHOJIOIMjaMa, CBeTCKOM TPTOBMHOM U (pUHAHCHjCKMM MOpeTKOM. Ky/nTypHa XereMoHuja
je TIofipasyMeBasIa arpecBHO IIPOMOBIICatbe MMOepamHNX BPETHOCTH Kao YHUBEp3amHNUX
u nopipehuBarbe COBjeTCKOT MIEOOLIKOT allapaTa PelpofyKLUji aMepidKe XxereMoHuje. "
[Momuraxu, CAJ] cy XereMOHIjy MCIIO/baBajie KPO3 CTBaparbe apXuTeKType MehyHapomHmx
OpraHusaIyja u penpopgyKImjy cuctema MehyHapomHyx ofsoca. ITpema BonmepcTuny, o kpaja
IIe3[eCeTUX FOAMHA, aMePIIKa XETeMOHMja Ce TI0/IaKO YPYIIaBa, Te CBET y/Iasu y IIePUOf, pe-
CTPYKTypUparba CBeTCKOT KaIliTa/IM3Ma 1 HoBO foda Mynrumonapaocty (Wallerstein, 2006).'

YnopebuBameM cBeTCKO-CHCTEMCKe Teopuje 1 HeopeasusMa youasa ce ia Ha IIOTITYHO
Ipyradyuju Ha4MH OirOBapajy Ha IuTame XereMonuje. JJok je mpema BehyHy HeopeanucTa
XereMOHUja y IIOTIYHOCTY HeMOryha, 3a CBeTCKO-CICTEMCKY TEOPHjy OHa je MCTOPUjCKI
IPUCYTHA [10jaBa y CBETCKOM KallMTa/UCTUIKOM cucTeMy. OBO HENOK/IaName He 3HaYM
HY)KHO JI{fjaMeTPaIHO CYIIPOTHO ITIeflalbe Ha CTBApHOCT, Beh Iponsiasu mpe us fgpyraunje
meduHMIUje XereMoHuje. [IoK XereMOHNja Y CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKOj TeOpUjI Iofipa3yMaBa
IP>KaBYy KOja je eKOHOMCKM, ITOIMTUYKY ¥ UI€ONIOIIKY HajyTHUIIAjHNja, Y HEOPEaNIu3My
XereMOHa/jefHOIONapHa CIJIA TIPEeACTaB/ba CUIY KOja MOXKe de3 mpodeMa fja BOjHO
nodenu cBe Apyre Apkase (I0jaM SMIKM CBETCKO-CHCTEMCKOM CXBaTakmy CBETCKE MM-
nepuje). C 0031poM Ha TO fia je HeopeanrncTUIKa fedUMHAIIMjA XereMOHa/ jefHOIIONMapHe
cule BeoMa CTpora, HeMa MHOTO MCTOPUjCKUX IIpMMepa KOji ce FbOMe MOTY 0dyXBaTHTIL.

12 TlotpedHo je pasmorputy mudepannsaM y MehyHapogHIM OZHOCKMA 13 YITIa CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKe

teopuje. JIndepanusam yI/laBHOM II0/1asy Of IIPETIIOCTaBKe [ja CY MMOepaHO ApKaBHO ypeheme 1
c10d0fiHa eKOHOMIja 3aCHOBaHe Ha JbYACKOj IIPUPOJI U OIIITE/bYACKIM MHTEPeCHMa U BPEFHOCTH-
Ma. I[TpaBnajyhu oBe cTaBoBe Kao omIlTe, OBa MO3MULMja ¥ MehyHaApOTHIM OFHOCKMA Ha IIjefecTa
OTIIITOCTU CTaB/ba BPETHOCTM IIeHTPA/THUX 3€Majba U MMIIIMIIUTHO MOJAP)KaBa jeHOIONTAPHOCT
Kao IPMPOJaH CBETCKY IOPENaK y KOMe jeflaH CBeTCKM XereMOH Tpeda fa ofpebyje HaunH >xuBoTa
y CBUM OCTa/IUM Ap>kaBaMa. JIndepanusam/uneanusam y MehyHapogHuM ogHOCHMA Ce 300T TOra He
MO>)Ke O3HAUUTH CaMO Kao TEOPHjCKa IIIKO/IAa HETO ¥ KAo MIEONMOIKM JUCKYPC LIeHTPATHUX 3eMajba.
1 BonepcruH je cMatpao fa je CCCP, kao npxxasa noppehena CAJl, pannia Ha ofp>KaBaiby ame-
puuKe xereMoHuje. Vaxo ce Ha MaHudpecTHOM HUBOY U3Mel)y oBe f1Be Be/Ke cule OfBIja0 XTaiHU
par, Ha naTeHTHOM HUBOY je CCCP 4mMHMO CBe Ia Ofp>Xi IOpejak JoroBOpeH Ha KOH(pepeHIuju
y Jantu, y KojeM je, 3apaj fodujarma COICTBEHE 30He YTUI[Aja, IIPUCTA0 HA aMePUYKY €KOHOMCKY,
MOIMTUYKY U MAEONONIKY rmodanHy fomuHanujy (Wallersterin, 2006).

" BonepcTuH je cMaTpao Jia je BUIIe y3pOoKa JJOBE/IO [0 Ollajlamba aMepIyKe XereMOHMje ceflaM-
JeceTuX rofiMHa ABafieceTor Beka. IIpe cBera, cMamuBame eKOHOMCKMX pasnnka nsMeby CAJ u
TPYTUX LIEHTPA/THUX Pernja, IOIyT JaraHa U 3anajiHe EBporie, oBeso je o MOTKoNaBamka aMepuiKe
eKOHOMCKe XxereMoHuje. Takobhe, cBe Beha akTMBHOCT aHTVKOIOHMjaTHUX IIOKPeTa 38 HAL[IOHATHO
ocnodoheme, Koju HIUCY IIPUCTajanu Ha QIOKOBCKY IIOfieNly CBeTa ¥ TPaKIIy Tpehu 1myT, yrposuia
je MmebyHaponHu crcteM koju ¢y cTBopuan AMepukaniy v COBjeTH Ha JalTH, 3aCHOBaH Ha aMepyd-
Koj nomuHanuju. Vigeornonika modyHa cryneHara 1968. rofute npoTB aMepuyKoOr mndepannsma
U COBjeTCKOT peasiCoIMjaau3Ma oBe/a je 0 OTIOYMI>amba MPolieca JeKOHCTPYKIIMje aMepUIKe
upeonouike nosuiyje. Crora je usmeby 1945. n 1967. rognHe duta JOMMHAHTHA Y1CTa aMepUYKa
XereMOHMja, IOK ce off 1968. rofiHe aMepuyKa XereMOoHMmja ojako pasrpabyje, Te ce MOYke TOBOPUTHI
0 no/ky/baHoj xeremonuju. OBy HecurypHy xeremonujy CAJl cy akTMBHO IpOfly>KaBajie pasBojeM
HYKJIeapHOT Opy>Kja, AMCIUIUIMHOBAbeM JallaHa I 3allaJiHUX caBe3sHMKa odehameM 3ajefHMYKOT
TOHOIIEA HAajBAXKHMjUX F€ONONUTUYKMX OfTyKa ¥ CBE aKTUBHUjUM EKOHOMCKUM aKTUBHOCTMMA
y sembama tpeher cBera. Bpemenom CAJJ cy desycreniHo moKyurase fa CBOjy XereMOHMjY 3aipiKe
YHWIaTepalHMM II0Te3MMa M arpeCBHOM HeOKOH3epBaTyBHOM nomutikoM (Wallerstein, 2006).
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VHTerpanuja cBeTCKO-CHCTEMCKOT U HeOpeanMCTUIKOT TIoTTIeia josena ou fo cneneher
3akpyuka. VMaxo cy CAJl duse penarusuo mohuuje, CCCP je u gabe MOrao moTIyHo Aa
VX YHUIITHU yIOTPedOM HYK/ICapHOT OPy>Kja I ja MX YTPO3Y IINpPeheM CBOI' eKOHOMCKOT
U MIEOIOUIKOT MOJieIa, 300T yera CBeT HMje MOrao OUTH jefHONOMapaH, Beh dunonapas.
CBeTCcKO-CHCTeMCKa Teopyja HaM yKasyje Ha joll jeiHy OuTHy untbeHny. Onpebena Bemu-
Ka Ip>kaBa MOJKe 110 CBOjJIM KapaKTepyCTUKaMa dUTu nomynepudepnjcka, aam, yKOIIKo
UMa JJOBO/LHO eCeHIIMjaTHNX pecypca SUTHMX 3a HeCMeTaHO QYHKIMOHUCAmhe CBETCKe
€KOHOMIje U YKOJIMKO IbeHa e/1Ta, I10 LIeHY CTaH/lapfia CTAHOBHUIITBA, JOBO/bHO Pa3Blije
BOjHE CHare, OHa C€ U Jla/be MOXKE CMATPATH BENUKOM CUJIOM.

CABPEMEHA IIOJIAPHOCT
M CTEIIEH IbEHE CUT'YPHOCTU

IIpBo nmuTame Ha Koje Tpeda ATy OArOBOP Y OBOM IIOITIAB/bY jecTe KOjU je TUII MyI-
TUIIOIAPHOCTY JlaHacC foMMHaHTaH. Hajipe, HeOnXoiHO je yTBpAUTH KOMMKO MIMa BENMMKIX
cna fia 81 ce Ha TO MMTaEbe MOIJIO OfTOBOPUTH. Y JJaHAIIbeM KOHTEKCTY, BeuKa Cyia on
ce fepuHMCaNa Kao Ip)KaBa ca Pa3BIMjeHOM KOHBEHI[IOHATHOM BOjCKOM U HYKJIeapHUM
OpY>KjeM Koje MoxKe fia ce yroTpedu duio rje Ha ItaHeTy 3emsbit. OTyg du ce ip>kaBe Koje
CBOjMIM HYK/T€apHIM KaIlaI[ITeTOM MOTY IIOKPHTVI CaMOo JIe0 I/IaHeTe CBPCTale Y PeTMOHaTHe
cuIe, oK O fipyKaBe ca OPOjHOM U jaKOM KOHBEHI[MOHATHOM BOjCKOM de3 HyK/IeapHOT
opyxja cnagane y maine cure. 3a caia camo CAJl, Pycija n Kuna'® nmajy moryhuoct a
CBOjMM HYK/IeapHUM TpUjajiaMa (MHTepKOHTVHEHTa/IHe da/IMCTIYKe paKeTe, da/CTIIKe
pakeTe TaHCHpPaHe ca MOAMOPHUIIA, CTpaTelKy domdapaepn) fienyjy Ha Onmo Kojoj TagKm
ceeta (Cordesman, 2023; Qalampir, 2025). [Ipyre apskaBe Koje HeMajy Ty criocodHocT duhe
cBpcraHe y pernoHanse cute (Opannycka, YK, Munuja, Vspaern, ITakucran, CeBepHa
Kopeja).'* Kaga roBopumo o Mohu KOHBEHIOHATHUX CHara npeMa [iodan dajep masepy
2025. ropuHe, Hajjauy Bojcky uMajy CAJl, Ha pyrom Mecty je Pycuja, Ha Tpehem Knha, a
Ha yeTBpTOM VHamja uth. (Global Firepower, 2025).

W3 cBera HaBeieHOT Ce 3aK/by4yje [ia JaHaC y CBETY IOCTOje Tpu Benuke cue. Vako
Ha IIPBU TIOITIEf] OBaj TIperief] yKasyje Ha TO /ja je CBeT MY/ITHUIIONApaH IIpeMa aHaIM3u
3aCHOBAHO] Ha KIaCTep MOMApPHOCTH, OH UMAK ITpe MMa KapaKTepHUCTHKe OMIIOTapHOT.
Ipymry sHavajHMX 3amagHNX pernoHamHux cuna (Ppannycka, Hemauka, YK) xao Basamne
npepsopu CAJLY nok myMa ca ipyre cTpaHe KOHKypuiny Pycnja n Kuna, xojuma ce ce

'* Vaxo Kuna ydpsaHo pasBuja cBoje HyK/IeapHO Opyxje, Tpeda HanmomenyTu ga CAJl u Pycuja
nocefyjy 90% cBeTCKOT HyK/IeapHOT apceHasa, 300T uera OHe I Jia/be jecy HajsHauajHMje HyKeapHe
cue (Cordesman, 2023). Baxxto je Takobe ncrahu ga Knna nma riodanun goMer Kafa Cy y IuTamy
damcTuuKe pakeTe U IIOAMOPHILIE Ca HYK/IeapHUM OpYy>KjeM. 3a cafa, MehyTum, pacmonaske crpare-
WKUM doMdappeprMa ca OrpaHINYeHNM [I0OaTHUM JOMETOM, au he 1xX TpeHyTHa MOIepHNU3aLja
¢roTe BepoBaTHO yckopo moauhu Ha moTmyHo rrnodanun uuBo (Larson, 2025).

6 dpannycka n Yijegumeno KpapeBcTBO HeMajy HOTIYHY CIIOCOSHOCT ITI0Oa/THOT HyK/IeapHOT
yZiapa, ajm Cy joj ToHeKsIe Smcke 300T oceoBarba 3Ha4ajHOT dpoja MOMOPHMUITA Ca da/TUCTIIKAM
pakeTama.

17" Maro je BepoBaTHO a he pernonanne cune y EBponn (®Ppannycka, Hemauka, YK) ycrern ga
CTBOpe He3aBJCaH BOjHM OJIOK Kojy1 OM MOrao Jla ce 03HauM Kao II0cedHa ,KBasucuIa“ ca 3Ha4YajHUM
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Bue npudmkasajy Munnja, [Takucran, bpasum, Vipan utp. Jakie, mo 8pojy Bemmkux
CIJIa CBeT je MY/ITUIIO/NAPaH, IpeM/a je IpeMa KIacCTepCKOM CaBe3HUIITBY OMITOIapaH.
YKOMMKO ce IPp>KMMO OCHOBHOT HEOPEaNMCTUYKOr CTaBa /la je dpoj BeMMKMX CHla UITaK
OUTHUjU Off CaBe3HUIITBA KOje OHe POPMIPajy, OHJIa Ce MOXKe M3BECTI 3aK/by4aK Ja je CBeT
mynTumnonapas. [letabHuja aHann3a Takobe morsphyje oBy xunoresy. Kinacrep apkasa
koju ipegsopy CAJl kapakTepuury Opojanu yHyTpammsy cykodu nHTepeca (CAJl mpoTtns
EY, EY npotus Typcke, pasmunre Busnje EY Hemauke 1 @panirycke), 3dor gera ce Moxe
TIOCTaBUTY IMTalbE [a /I OH IIPeNICTaB/ba AYOMHCKH CaBe3 KOji Ma CONM/THE OCHOBE 32
dynyhe mocrojame min rpymy semasba Koje yjenumyje camo aHTaroHnsam npema Kuun n
Pycuju. Victa cTBap ce Moxke 3aMepUTH U KJIacTepy Koju nnpefsogne Kuna n Pycnja, a kora
pare dpojHe YHyTpalllibe IpoTuBypednocTy (cykod Kune u Vupuje, Vinpuje u Ilakucrana,
crape Mpbe y ogrHocuma Kune n Pycuje utp.). Crora, sax/pyunheMo fia je faHAIIBY CBET
MYITUIIONAPaH, JOK je Ha HUBOY K/IACTep CaBe3HUIITBA KBa3UOUIIOIapaH.

Kakas je OCHOBHM OONMK JJaHAIIIbe MYATUIIOAPHOCTH: 1A I je OHA CTadM/IHA WM
HectadwHa? Ilogauu rosope crenehe: dpoj parosa u wuxosa pasopHocrt ce mosehasa,'®
Ip>KaBe M3/IBajajy cBe BUILe CPeICTaBa 3a BOjcKy,'’ a r1odanHu Mup je y onafamy.’ Cee
HaBeJIeHO yKasyje Ha TO [ja XKMBUMO Y J00y HeCTaduIHe MyTTUIIONIAPHOCTH. YKOMIMKO IT10-
I7IeflaMO OBY HeCTadW/IHY MOJIaPHOCT U3 yI/Ia CBeTCKO-CUCTeMCKe Teopuje, yrepanhemo fa
je OHa KapaKTepIMCTUYHA 3 TIepHOfie PECTPYKTYpUparha CBETCKOT KauTanusMa (epruose
MaTepujanHe KOHTPaKIMje) y KojuMa 3HaJajHM JIe/IOBY IIeHTpPa Iyde CBOjy O3]y, TOK
ce HOBe peryje IpudmmKaBajy IeHTpaJHUM KapakTepucTukaMma. CaBpeMeHU Iepuof
nogaceha Ha HeCTadWIHY MY/ITUIIONAPHOCT U3Mehy Ba CBeTCKa para, pu 4emy je pakTop
KOju crpeuaBa usdujame Tpeher cBeTCKOr paTa IIOCTOjabe HYK/IeapHor opysKja. Jmaxk,
CTPYKTypa/IHe KapaKTepUCTUKe TpeHyTHe (pase HajBepoBaTHuje he gonpunern Behem
dpojy ,IIpoKcH paToBa‘, CMeHa peXXMMa, Halaa I0jeAMHAYHUX BE/IMKIX CIIa Ha Matbe
Ip>KaBe, y4ecTaloj IIOIMTUYKOj momapu3anujy uth. Jadena 1 takobe ykasyje Ha To fja ce
CBeT Hasasy y a3y HecTadMIHE MY/ITUIIONAPHOCTIL.

AyTop pana ugentndukyje Tpu Moryha cuenapuja dynyher passoja mehynaponsor
noperka. Hajmame BepoBaTaH creHapyo Omta O jeHOIOIAPHOCT [0 Koje 81 ce JOIIIOo
yxoruko du ce KuHa ycrocTaBmta kao HoBu xereMoH nwim CAJl moBpatiia CBoj ITOI0XKaj

HYK/IeapHUM U KOHBEHIL[MOHA/THYM KananuTeruma. [IpBo, oHe U fajbe y BOjHOM CMMCITY 3aBVICE
o CAJI. Ipyro, 4ecT je cmydaj suBepreHnuje narepeca nusmehy Hemauxe, ®paniycke n YK mo
SUTHMM NUTaBmMMa.

'8 Topmne 2023. 3adenesxeHo je 220 HacUIHUX KOH/MKaTa y cBeTy (yKbydyjyhu u ap>kaBHe u
HeIpykaBHe akTepe), HajBehu Spoj nkafa sadenexxen o 1946. ropuue (Stockholm International Peace
Research Institute, 2024). Croma xoHukara je y nepuony usmeby 2023. u 2024. rogune nosehana
3a 25%. Taxobe, IpucyTHa je TeHAEHIja pacTa UMBUIHKX KpTaBa. [Jok je 2019. roguHe y paToBMMa
crpagano 37 xmwbazia uuBua, 2023. rogute je taj dpoj nsHocuo 63 xmwnage (SIPRL, 2024).

¥ Y nepnopy usmehy 2015. u 2024. rofyHe M3/ABajamba 3a BOjCKY Ha II0daTHOM HUBOY CY Ce TI0Be-
hasa 3a 37%. Hajsehe mehyronuuime nosehame fecnno ce uamehy 2023. u 2024. ropuse, 1 USHOCUIIO
je 9,4%. OBaxaB ckok Mehyrogmmmer mosehama cpeficTaBa 3a BojHa yrarama Huje 3adeexxeH off
1989. rogune (SIPRI, 2025, str. 1).

2 TnodamHu MHAEKC Mupa dereXkyt TOTOBO KOHTMHYMpaHo noropiuawe Beh 17 roguna (Institute
for Economics & Peace, 2025, str. 30). Tpeda nopsyhu u unmenuny sa ce rnodaaHm nHiEKC Mupa
noropwmasa oy 2008. rofuHe Kajia je JOLLIO O CBETCKE EKOHOMCKE Kpu3e.
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u3 fesefieceTux roayHa 20. Beka. BepoBartaH crieHapno je cTaduiHa My/ITUIIONAPHOCT y
kojoj ce uctiay Kuna, CAJl, Pycuja u Miapnja. OBakas crieHapno du ofipasyMeBao BOJbY
CBMX BEJIMKMX CIJIA JIa jaCHO Ofipefie CBOje 30He YTUIIaja U [ja He YTPOXKaBajy JpyTe BeluKe
cnte y BUX0OBUM ,,aBopuintuma’. Cregehn rakohe BepoBara crieHapuo je SumomapHoOCT
rrie Ou Kuna n CAJ] dute mBa OCHOBHa ITO/Ia CBETCKe IOIMTHIKE. 3a MaJle 1 craduje fp>KkaBe
cTaduIHa My/ITUIIONIAPHOCT HajBepoBaTHUje d1 dma Hajdorma omiuja jep du omoryhma
Behu MaHeBapcKM MPOCTOP Y EKOHOMCKOM M AUIUIOMATCKOM fienoBamy (Mandié, 2024b).
Osa npenBubama Temko MOry OUTY OTITYHO CUTYpHA 300T YMIbeHNIIE /1A CBE BENMKE I
pernoHanHe Cryle ¥IMajy OrpOMHe YHyTpallibe podeMe (M3pajkeHa COIVjaTHa HejeHa-
KOCT, fieMorpadcku 1aji, pactyhu oyr, HonuTuyKa nojuapusanyja, BMCoka KOpyIiuja), Te
7la CBaKa Off IbMX MOXKe JO)KMBETH YHYTpallby pacnajp cmryal npomnactu CCCP-a.

3AK/bYYHA PASMATPAIBA

AHanusa 3aCHOBaHa Ha TEOPMjCKVM KOHIIETITIIMA HEOPeaIi3Ma I CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKe
Teopuje yKasyje Aa ce JAHAIIbI CBETCKIL CUCTEM Hajlasn y (asy HecTaduIHe MY/ITUIIONAP-
HocTu. HeopeanmsaM geduHuIe crcteM Kao HeCTadWIHO My/ITUIIONapaH 3dor nosehaHor
dpoja paroBa, Behyx n3Bajama 3a BOjcKy 1 onajjama 71odanHor Myupa. CBeTCKO-CUCTeM-
CKa Teopuja UCTUYE Ja je HecTadMIHA MY/ITUIIONAPHOCT IIOC/IEANIIA PECTPYKTYpUparba
CBeTCKOr KanuTamaMa 1 dopde 3a dymyhy mosunmjy nenrpa. VMHTerpanuja Heopeaamnsma
U CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKE TeOopUje je XeypUCTUYKM IUIOfHA jep oMoryhaBa fa ce uK/IndHe
(ase cBeTCKe KAIUTAIMCTUYKE eKOHOMIj€ IIOBEXY Ca IUK/IyCHMa IPOMEHe JOMIHAHTHOT
0d/MKa [TOIAPHOCTI U HA Taj HAYMH 0jaCHU CTarbe JaHAIIbeT cucTeMa MehyHapomHmx
ofHOCa 1 NOoKylIa npegsubame dynyhnx rpennosa. Ykonuko nobe fo cradunusanuje
CBETCKOT KaIlMTa/IN3Ma, MOKeMO O4eKuBarty Aa he cBeTckym cucreM mocraru cTadumIHO
MY/ITUIIONIAPAH VMM OUIIO/APaH, HOK 32 IOHOBHO YCIIOCTAB/babe jefHOIIOIAPHOCTH 110~
croje maste maHce. Kornadan ncxon dopde Benukux u pernoHanuyx cua Hehe saBucntn
CaMo Off CIIO/BHIMX YMHWIALA Beh 1 O BUXOBe CIOCOOHOCTM fia IIpeBasul)y yHyTpaibe
Kp13e 11 IPUIArofe ce IpoMeHaMa Koje ca codoM Hocu caBpeMeHH Kannranusam. OBaj
paj HeMa 3a Vb Jla 04 KOHaYaH OfIrOBOP Ha nurame Oypyhe momaprocty, Beh fa kpos
MHTETPALjy PasN4nTIX TEOPHjCKIX TPaAULIMja yKaXKe Ha Moryha KpeTarmba II0apHOCTI
CBETCKOI cucTeMa y 21. Bexy.
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DIFFERENT FORMS OF POLARITY IN NEOREALISM
AND WORLD-SYSTEMS THEORY

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: Modern world relations are characterized by the dissolution of American
unipolarity and chaotic international relations. This change in the sphere of geopolitics is no
doubt related to the restructuring of the world capitalist system in which the USA is losing
the hegemonic status, the central position of the Western countries is becoming questionable,
while an increasing number of semi-peripheral regions, due to their economic and political
characteristics, are coming closer to the centre. Because of the aforementioned, the modern
age may be seen as an era of radical transformation of geopolitical patterns, on account of
which the analysis of the basic characteristics of unipolarity, bipolarity and multipolarity
is gaining importance. A detailed analysis of neorealism as a theory that has the merit for
the development of these concepts is necessary for the most appropriate understanding
possible of different forms of polarity. Furthermore, it is theoretically significant to com-
pare neorealistic views of polarity with the world-systems understanding of hegemony in
order to adequately study the distribution of power in the international order of the states.
The main aim of this paper is to analyze the neorealistic and world-systems viewpoints of
polarity in order to create the foundations for exploring today’s dominant form of polarity
and to assume which form of polarity will be dominant in the 21* century.

Keywords: polarity, hegemony, neorealism, world-systems theory, international order

INTRODUCTION

The majority of population has an impression that today’s societies are in a permanent
state of crisis, which is supported by numerous studies. According to Ipsos, 80% Americans
think that the state is chaos (Lange, 2024), while the Pew Research Center points out that
70% people globally fear the arrival of an economic crisis, while 69% of them think that
global terrorism is a real everyday threat (Poushter et al., 2025). An increase in the number
of wars, internal unrest and economic problems may seem as random processes with no

! stefan.mandic@f.bg.ac.rs; https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4531-4436
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structural logic. However, the task of science is to try to determine whether behind man-
ifest chaos there are certain latent structures initiating it. This paper intends to establish
how the neorealism theory and the world-systems theory conceptualize the influence of
structural relations on the current state of the international order and potential directions
of the future transformation.

In the first part of the paper, will present the neorealist theoretical framework and the
neorealist explanation of different forms of polarity will be presented. Moreover, attention
will be dedicated to the safest or the least safe forms of polarity, according to neorealists.
Then, neorealism and the world-systems theory will be compared. In the last part, the
work will strive to determine a dominant form of polarity today according to the empirical
indicators (war frequency, war destructiveness, the level of military appropriations, the
degree of global peace), as well as its potential future forms.

The scientific relevance of this paper may be seen through several related aspects. First
of all, comparing neorealism, which deals with the question of the distribution of global
military-political power with the world-systems theory, whose focus is global distribution
of economic power, is aimed at creating a more adequate approach to the analysis of dis-
tribution of different forms of power in the global system. Furthermore, the importance
of this paper is reflected in the attempt to explain chaotic everyday life as a consequence
of structural factors.

BASIC THEORETICAL POSTULATES OF NEOREALISM

For the purpose of understanding the concepts such as unipolarity, bipolarity and
multipolarity, it is important first to consider the basic characteristics of the theory within
which they were created. The source point of these theoretical concepts is realism, the most
significant theory in the study of international relations, in addition to liberalism/idealism?.
While the latter is based on enlightening anthropological optimism and believes that with the
spread of liberal values, increasing economic interstate dependence, the progress of economic
wellbeing and the development of international institutions, global conflicts will be reduced
or even eradicated, realism believes that interstage struggle is a constant of international
relations (Moravcsik, 1997). Thucydides, Sun Tzu, Aurelius Augustinus Hipponensis, Nic-
colo Machiavelli, Thomas Hobbes etc. are considered the intellectual predecessors of this
theoretical school. According to classical realism, states, just as individuals, are conditioned
by the characteristics of human nature (wish for power, fallen human nature, self-love) and
they try to increase permanently their power, and that is exactly why different forms of con-
frontation among states are inevitable (Mearsheimer, 2014, pp. 42-43; Mingst, McKibben,
Arreguin-Toft, 2019, pp. 73-75; Pevehouse & Goldstein, 2019, pp. 73-75).?

> In the theory of international relations, liberal authors label their direction of thinking as ideal-
ism. It is important to emphasize that liberalism is not the only form of idealism and that idealistic
viewpoints are present in many other theories in social sciences and humanities.

3 The 20%-century theoreticians of international relations used realist tendencies of the earlier
pre-modern authors to create complete theoretical system. The most outstanding ones are Edward
Hallett Carr and Hans Joachim Morgenthau (Mearsheimer, 2014, pp. 43-44).
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Neorealism, whose most important representatives are Kenneth Waltz (1924-2013)
and John Mearsheimer (1947),* takes a substantially different attitude according to which
conflict between states does not derive from the human nature, but from the basic char-
acteristics of the international system. Since in the international system there is no global
government or supra-state instance that can effectively control the behaviour of individual
states, the international system is anarchic by its nature. The international system anarchy
creates the feeling of insecurity and fear for survival of each individual state. Hence the
states, in their aspiration to increase security, try to increase their relative power towards
other states. It should be noted that the states often find it more important to increase
relative power than to increase absolute power which is reached through cooperation
with other states, since the main function of power accumulation is to increase security
(Layne, 1994; Mearsheimer, 1994; Mingst et al., p. 75). Military power which derives from
economic power on a long-term basis and from state institutional capacities on a short-
term basis is important for states to accomplish their own security (Pevehouse & Goldstein,
2019, pp. 78-79).° The states which accumulate military and economic power to such an
extent that they are able to determine with their acting the dominant form of polarity in
the international order are considered great powers. According to Mearsheimer, a great
power in the contemporary context is defined by two characteristics: a large and trained
army (primarily land forces), able to wage a long war of attrition, and possession of nuclear
weapons, and thus, the possibility of deterring other nuclear powers from aggressive acting
(Mearsheimer, 2014, p. 31, 103).¢

The overview of the attitude of neorealism towards liberalism’ contributes to its
better understanding. Conflict of all against all at the international level is not inevitable
according to liberals. First, if the states increase economic cooperation, economic benefits
can lead to reduced conflicts because it is the interest of each state to continue its partici-
pation ion profitable cooperation. Second, the states that adopt democracy values reduce
chances of entering mutual conflicts, having in mind that excessive interest in security is
the consequence of authoritarian and not of democratic value matrix. Third, the estab-
lishment of international institutions and multilateral regulation of interstate relations

*  The understanding of neorealism in this paper will be largely based on John Mearsheimer’s theory,

having in mind that this author is one of the most significant modern neorealist thinkers. However, it
should be emphasized that the presentation of neorealism is not based only on Mearsheimer’s theory,
but on the synthesis of the neorealist thought of different authors.

> According to Waltz, there are six factors determining general power of a state: population, ter-
ritory and position, natural resources, economic power, military power, and political competence
(Waltz, 1979, p. 131).

¢ Although neorealism primarily focuses on great powers, the definition of medium-sized powers
based on the neorealistic perspective will also be provided. Medium-sized (regional) powers include
those states that have no ability to affect global balance of power, but significantly affect balance of
power within one region of the world.

7 Although the American theory of international relations treats realism and liberalism as two main
orientations of international relations, it is important to note that this discipline also includes other
equally important orientations such as Marxist and neo-Marxist theories (theories of imperialism,
Maoist three-bloc theory, dependency theories, world-systems theory), critical theories, construc-
tivism and post-structuralism etc. (Brown, McLean & McMillan, 2018; Mandi¢, 2025; Pesi¢, 2025).
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through international institutions is a guarantee to liberals that interstate relations will be
peaceful (Mearsheimer, 2014, pp. 40-41; Moravcsik, 1997). Neorealists present three basic
counterarguments denying liberal claims:

1. The states always find security more important than economic wellbeing and
economic interconnectedness will not suspend the security logic of the states inevitably
leading to confrontations in international relations (Brooks, 1997; Waltz, 1979, p. 126);

2. The state’s internal organization does not affect its acting at the international level,
but in international relations, each state, regardless of its internal values, is primarily guided
by the aim of increasing its relative power and security (Layne, 1994);

3. International institutions are not independent bodies based on common values,
but a manifestation of power redistribution in the international order (Mearsheimer, 1994).

According to neorealists, the state as a rational acter has two basic ways of increasing
its security at the international level — war and balance of power (internal and external).
Internal balance of power implies military strengthening, while external balance of power
implies making alliances with other states in order to prevent further growth of power of
the currently strongest state (Mearsheimer, 2014, pp. 169-170; Mingst et al., p. 76). In ad-
dition to these two basic ways of increasing security, there are two strategies to be adopted
by the states:

1. Aligning with a stronger power (bandwagoning) - Instead of making alliances
against the most powerful state, weaker states can join it, thus ensuring security at the
expense of independence. A good example of bandwagoning is the European acceptance
of the presence of the US troops on the continent for the purpose of military protection
against Russia (Cladi, 2022).

2. Shifting responsibility (buck-passing) — The states can avoid a response to a threat
and expect someone else to respond to it. The historical example of buck-passing is the
acting of the United States of America in the Second World War, where this great power
did not seriously join the fight against Germany until the end of the war (Normandy, 1944),
when other great powers had already exhausted Germany in military terms (Mearsheimer,
2014, p. 154;173).8

The states may use a wide range of tactics closely connected with the neorealist
understanding of the protagonists’ acting in the international context. Although most of
these concepts were not created in neorealism, due to their heuristic fecundity, modern
neorealism often uses and interprets them in the context of its theoretical discourse:

1. Rollback — The states can actively lead to the suppression of the power of the enemy.
This policy, because of its aggressive approach, may easily lead to war. A good historical
example is the US plan between 1945 and 1952 (which was not implemented) that the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR) should be returned to the borders existing before the
Second World War (Borhi, 1999).

8 Apart from defensive strategies implemented by the states for the purpose of containing the power

of other actors, Mearsheimer also introduces the category of aggressive strategies which, together with
war, serve for active increase of power. These strategies include blackmailing other states and bait-
and-bleed (making two rival states exhaust each other in a conflict). The sub-type of bait-and-bleed
is the bloodletting strategy in which rivals are challenged to enter as long and destructive conflict as
possible (Mearsheimer, 2014, p. 153; 173).
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2. Containment - The states can decide to contain the enemy’s power at the exist-
ing level, thus preventing its further growth of power. This is illustrated by the US policy
throughout the greatest part of the Cold War, which was reflected in the active prevention
of the Soviet Union’s spread of power (Borhi, 1999; Mearsheimer, 2014, p. 212; 325).

3. Deterrence — A state can deter the enemy from attacking it by developing its de-
struction potential. The mutual politics of the USA and the Soviet Union during the Cold
War was based on the concept of mutual assured destruction, or MAD (Harrington, 2016).

4. Appeasement — A state can concede to the requests of an aggressive enemy state
and thus appease it and buy time for increasing its own power through internal balancing.
Neorealists often understand appeasement as an unfavourable policy because by giving in,
the signal ow weakness is sent to the aggressive state, and an open invitation for further
security threatening. A good historical example is the position of the United Kingdom
towards Nazi Germany just before the outbreak of the Second World War. The UK tried
to appease German expansionism and to buy time for its own strengthening by making
concessions (accepting the annexation of Austria and the Sudet region and, subsequently,
entire Czechoslovakia (Mearsheimer, 2014, p. 153; Ripsman & Levy, 2008).

For the sake of increasing their security, despite using rational means, the states may
find themselves in a paradoxical situation. If one state increases its military power and thus
makes an unplanned challenge to other states to increase their own power or to make an
alliance against it, this state will lead to a decrease of its own security. On the other hand, by
the failure to invest in military power, one state can also cause decreasing security because
it will be seen as weak and suitable for power projection. That is why the states often have
a security dilemma in which every form of conduct potentially leads to war or an indirect
conflict. A conflict does not derive from the irrationality of the states, but from the anarchic
nature of the international system in which no state can fully know the intentions of the
other state. However, the unplanned consequence of the activities of many states (creating
alliances and counter-alliances) can at times lead to the built balance of power (Hertz, 1950;
Mearsheimer, 2014, p. 59; Pevehouse & Goldstein, 2019, p. 82).

Within neorealism, two main directions are distinguished, which differently predict
whether long-term balance of power is possible in the international system:

1. Defensive realism, with Kenneth Waltz as an outstanding representative, points
out that the main interest of the states is security and not power. Excessive aggressivity of
an individual state is irrational because it leads to alliances being created against it and
to decreasing security. That is why the states’ interaction is based primarily on defensive
strategies, which leads to the self-regulation of the system and to more frequent periods
of balance of power (Mearsheimer, 2014, pp. 43-44; Waltz, 1979, pp. 91-92; 126; 1988).

2. Offensive realism, whose most outstanding representative is theoretician John
Mearsheimer, points out that the states always strive towards the accumulation of power,
since it is the main guarantee of security. That is why attack is the main defence, while the
aggressivity of the states is the cause of the instability of the international relations system
and of frequent stages of the system anarchy (Mearsheimer, 2014, pp. 44-46).°

°®  Apart from defensive and offensive realism, it is also important to mention the existence of ne-

oclassical realism (with its main representatives being Gideon Rose, Randal Schweller, and Fareed
Zakaria) which seeks an answer to the question why the states sometimes do not act by the theoretical
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Neorealism is a conflict theory and, with Marxism and the world-systems theory
(contflict over controlling economic resources) (Marx & Engels, 2009; Wallerstein, 2004),
Weberianism (conflict over controlling economic resources, classes and power) (Weber,
1976), historical institutionalism (conflict within institutions over the distribution of
power) (Skocpol, 1979; Tilly, 1990), post-structuralism (conflict over the construction of
discourse for the purpose of the distribution of power) (Foucault, 1980) and Social Dar-
winism (conflict between individuals in the market and peoples internationally over the
distribution of resources) (Hawkins, 1997)," it is a theoretical approach interpreting human
relations primarily through a prism of the struggle for power and resources. While classical
left-wing theories deal with the question of struggle over economic power, neorealism
deals primarily with the manner in which the states in the international arena fight for the
distribution of political-military power. In fact, neorealism accepts that economic power is
quite important for the accumulation of political-military power. That is why in this paper it
will be important to compare the spatial manifestation of political-military power with the
spatial manifestation of economic power. However, in the following chapter the paper will
primarily focus on the analysis of multipolarity, bipolarity and unipolarity in neorealism.

THE NEOREALISTIC ANALYSIS OF
DIFFERENT FORMS OF POLARITY

The concept of polarity has been borrowed by social sciences from natural sciences.
In physics, it is defined as “each of the two opposite points on the magnet surface in which
magnetic forces are the strongest” (De Keersmaeker, 2017, p. 16). However, while opposite
poles attract in the nature, opposite poles in international relations repel, and similarity of
interests leads to rapprochement. Smaller states that have goals similar to those of a great
power form an alliance with it. This polar cluster of states is then opposed by a cluster of
states led by another power with opposing interests. According to some authors, polar
clusters of states and their basic characteristics are more important than the characteristics
of the leading powers. Nevertheless, this opinion is not predominant, and the most impor-

postulates of neorealism. The main thesis of neoclassical realism is that if we want to understand
one state’s decisions, it is not sufficient to analyze only its relationship with other states at the inter-
national level, but also the internal characteristics of its elite and its political system. The conduct of
the state which is not in line with the basic theoretical postulates of neorealism can be explained in
this way (Rose, 1998). The characteristics of the elites will determine the degree of aggressiveness
of a particular state, and it is reasonable to conclude that Germany under the Nazis was much more
dangerous and violent than Weimar Germany, which was ruled by left- and right-of-centre parties.
10" Neorealism, especially offensive, in its interpretation of the world, in which permanent conflict
between states is a necessary condition, somewhat approaches collectivist social Darwinism, according
to which conflicts between peoples and races are an unchanging historical constant. Although neo-
realism provides important insights into the functioning of the international system, it is important
that conflicts between states are not accepted as the only real reality and that there is always active
work to create opportunities for the peaceful reconciliation of conflicting interests. Especially if we
consider the danger that the way we interpret reality affects the very state of empirical reality, because
objective reality often does not exist separately from the discourse that the subject uses to interpret it.
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tant figures of neorealism believe that a great power that gathers a certain cluster of states
predominantly determines its character (De Keersmaeker, 2017, pp. 16-22).

The character of the system depends essentially on the number of great powers
in the interstate system. When in the entire system there is only one power, we speak of
unipolarity, when there are two — we speak of bipolarity, and when there are more than
that — multipolarity. To most neorealist theoreticians, unipolarity is a short-term historical
phenomenon. It is quite rare that one power is so strong ion military and economic terms
that it can defeat all other states by investing minor efforts."* If unipolarity is a historically
minor phenomenon, bipolarity and multipolarity are considered more frequent forms of
organization of the interstate system. The most developed qualification of polarity was
created by Mearsheimer who made a dichotomy between stable and unstable versions of
polarity (Mearsheimer, 2014, pp. 67-68; 338):

1. Stable multipolarity — A system dominated by three or more powers, none of which
claims the hegemonic status. This order is in the middle by the degree of security and in
it there is a small chance for the world war, but still there is a possibility of an individual
conflict among some of the great powers. A classic example of stable multipolarity is the
concert of great European powers in the 19" century (the UK, Russia, France, Austria-Hun-
gary, Prussia/Germany) (Mearsheimer, 2014, pp. 349-353).

2. Unstable multipolarity — A system dominated by three or more great powers, at
least one of which aspires to become hegemonic. This is the most unstable form of order
because it leads to a high possibility of world war. At the beginning of the 20* century, stable
multipolarity turned into unstable multipolarity mainly because of Germany’s aspiration
to establish itself as a new hegemon, while the period of unstable multipolarity led to the
First World War (Mearsheimer, 2014, p. 353).

3. Stable bipolarity — A system in which two forces of equal strength rule or in which
the stronger force does not have enough power to destroy the weaker one. This is the most
stable order in which direct war conflicts between great powers rarely occur. It is charac-
teristic of the period after the Second World War. Although in the 1940s and early 1959s
the USA planned to use an aggressive approach in order to limit the power of the Soviet
Union, that approach was rapidly abandoned, and the relationship between the USA and the
Soviet Union is based on containment and deterrence, while avoiding direct confrontation
(Mearsheimer, 2014, p. 355; 386).

"' According to Mearsheimer’s offensive neorealism, each great power strives towards global he-

gemony because absolute security can be accomplished only by absolute power. Still, this aspiration
is almost impossible to realize and that is why great powers establish themselves mostly as regional
hegemonies (Mearsheimer, 2014, p. 27). Neorealist theoretician Christopher Layne thinks that during
the 1990s the USA came close to the position of unipolar global hegemony, but he properly con-
cludes that such a position was unsustainable in the long run because it made other states respond
with their internal and external balance of power to the threatening domination of the USA (Layne,
1993). On the other hand, William Wohlforth emphasized that during the 1990s the USA established
itself as a purely unipolar power and he wrongly predicted that the position of American unipolarity
was most probably stable in the long run (Wohlforth, 1999). Similarly to Wohlforth, the theory of
hegemonic stability asserts that the international order in economic, military and political terms
will be most secure and most stable if one state establishes itself as a unipolar hegemon (Pevehouse
& Goldstein, 2005, p. 87).
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4. Unstable bipolarity — A system dominated by two great powers, one much strong-
er than the other. This is a rather unstable order that cannot be found in modern history
because of the fact that the stronger power would defeat the weaker one.

Neoclassical realist Randall Schweller thinks that the stability of polarity depends on
internal characteristics of great powers. If the states act self-restrictively, without jeopard-
izing the security of others and by maintaining the status quo, a certain form of polarity
may last for a long time. In contrast, the reaction of other states and the instability of the
international order occur if the hegemon in the unipolar order or a pretender to the hegem-
onic status in the multipolar order, regardless of the motive (security — overbalancing or
profit- overextension), acts aggressively. Instability may also be caused by a poor response
of the aggressor’s conduct (underbalancing). According to Schweller, the type of a certain
state’s acting depends on the characteristics and the degree of fragmentation of social elites,
and not only on the anarchy of the international system (Schweller, 2004). The theoretical
supplement by Schweller, as well as other neoclassical realists, points to the deficiencies
of the neorealist theory. Although the external acting of a state is largely explained by its
need for security, full understanding of the motives of its acting at the international level
is impossible in case of neglecting the analysis of its economic order and position in world
capitalism (Antoni¢, 1995; Korolija, 2024; Mandi¢, 2024a), basic characteristics of its po-
litical elite (Lachmann, 2000), the civilisational bloc it belongs to (Huntington, 1996), the
geopolitical historical context (Brzezinski, 2001; Dugin, 1997) etc. Moreover, the neorealist
theory completely neglects the activities of important non-state international actors, par-
ticularly the activities of the transnational class (Sklair, 2000).

THE WORLD-SYSTEMS THEORY, NEOREALISM
AND THE QUESTION OF HEGEMONY

The world-systems theory is a special form of the post-Marxist theory whose main
representatives are Immanuel Wallerstein and Giovanni Arrighi. Unlike Marxism, which
mostly deals with the question of how one class exploits the other, often within one society,
the world-systems theory examines how exploitation occurs at the level of the entire world
capitalist system. According to this theory, exploitation has a spatial manifestation that
implies that more developed regions (the centre) possess accumulated capital and more
developed technology and, through unequal exchange, exploit underdeveloped regions
(the periphery), which do not possess capital and have rudimentary technology. Namely,
central regions exploit the peripheral ones, selling them expensive and technologically
advanced goods, while importing cheap raw materials and semi-finished products from
them. Between the central and peripheral regions are semi-peripheral regions that simulta-
neously exploit the periphery and are exploited by the centre (Mandi¢, 2024a, pp. 100-101;
Wallerstein, 2004, pp. 28-30).

A very important premise of the world-systems theory is that the position of the
centre is historically changeable. Arrighi believes that during the 15" century, the centre
of young European capitalism was Genoa, but with time its place was taken over by the
regions from north Europe, first the Netherlands, and then England (Arrighi, 2010, p. 6).
According to the classical world-systems scheme, the centre then transferred to the USA
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(Arrighi, 2010, pp. 6-7; Wallerstein, 2006), whereas the change of the position of the cen-
tre is related to the cyclical movement of world capitalism. In the periods of the system’s
material expansion, certain regions rose to the position of the centre, and in the periods of
material contraction (financial expansion), those regions lose economic domination, while
new regions become the centre (Arrighi, 2010, pp. 6-7; 220-221). Still, the change of the
position in capitalism occurs in a more complex manner. At the moment when England
replaced the Netherlands in the position of the centre, or when the USA replaced England,
the region of the previous centre (the Netherlands or England) commonly did not stop
being the very heard of the centre of the world capitalist system. In other words, former
central regions of the centre often turned into peripheral regions of the centre and zones
subordinated to the main central region.

The concept which the world-systems theorists use to denote the region which is
the “heart” or the “artery” of the centre is hegemony. Only one central country is able to
establish itself as a hegemon within the world capitalist system, usually at the end of the
material contraction phase and after a major war (Thirty Years’ War, Napoleonic Wars, World
War I and World War IT) (Wallerstein, 2000, p. 258). A hegemon is a central country that,
in addition to its dominant economic influence, has a decisive influence on the political,
cultural and military character of other countries in the world capitalist system. Yet, due
to its economic orientation, the world-systems theory claims that the political, cultural
and military domination of the hegemonic country of the centre derive from its economic
domination (domination in production, trade and finance). Throughout history, three
thalassocratic countries established themselves as hegemons — the Netherlands (1625-72),
the United Kingdom (1815-1872) and the USA (1945-1967) (Wallerstein, 2000, p. 253-264;
Wallerstein, 2004, pp. 57-59)."2

After the Second World War, the USA became a hegemon. This hegemony was not
a consequence of the Second World War, but of the long struggle between the USA and
Germany for the hegemonic position within the multipolar order (which, according to
Wallerstein, lasted between 1873 and 1945) (Wallerstein, 2006). At the economic level,
this hegemony was manifested in the dominance of the USA over the world production,
control over major technologies, world trade and financial order. Cultural hegemony im-
plied aggressive promotion of liberal values as universal ones'" and the subordination of

2 Tt is important to note that, according to Wallerstein, the existence of world capitalist economy
entails an interstate system which would ensure unequal world exchange. Where one state has complete
direct control over the world capitalist economy, the world capitalist economy ceases to exist, and a
world empire takes its place. Apart from one dominant hegemonic state, there are real historical situ-
ations in which no power establishes itself as hegemonic, and the division of power among the great
powers is based on bipolarity or multipolarity (Wallerstein, 2000, p. 255; Wallerstein, 2004, pp. 57-58).
3 Tt is also necessary to examine liberalism in international relations from the perspective of the
world-systems theory. Liberalism mainly starts from the assumption that the liberal state order and
free economy are based on the human nature and general human interests and values. Justifying
these attitudes as general, this position in international relations enthrones the values of the central
countries and implicitly supports unipolarity as a natural world order in which one world hegemon
should determine the way of life ion all other states. Therefore, liberalism/idealism in international
relations cannot be labelled only as a theoretical school, but also as the ideological discourse of the
central countries.
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the Soviet ideological apparatus to the reproduction of American hegemony.'* Politically
speaking, the USA manifested its hegemony through the creation of the architecture of in-
ternational organizations and reproduction of the international relations system. According
to Wallerstein, since the end of the 1960s, the American hegemony has been gradually on
the decline, and the world entered the period of the restructuring of world capitalism and
the new age of multipolarity (Wallerstein, 2006)."°

By comparing the world-systems theory and neorealism, it can be observed that they
respond to the question of hegemony in a completely different manner. While, according to
most neorealists, hegemony is completely impossible, according to the world-systems theory
it is a historically present phenomenon in the world capitalist system. This discrepancy
does not necessarily mean a diametrically opposed view of reality, but rather arises from
a different definition of hegemony. While in the world-systems theory hegemony implies
the state that is economically, politically and ideologically most influential, in neorealism
the hegemon/unipolar power is a power that can without any problem win all other states
(the phenomenon closer to the world-systems understanding of the world empire). Having
in mind that the neorealist definition of a hegemon/unipolar power is rather strict, there
are not many historical examples to be covered by it. Therefore, the integration of the
world-systems and the neorealist views would lead to the following conclusion. Although
the USA was relatively more powerful, economically stronger and ideologically more attrac-
tive, the Soviet Union could still totally destroy it by using nuclear weapons and endanger
it by spreading its economic and ideological model, and that is why the world could not be
unipolar but bipolar, the world-systems theory points to yet another important fact. One
large country may be semi-peripheral by its characteristics but, if it has sufficient essential
resources relevant for unobstructed functioning of world economy and if its elite, at the
expense of the population standard, sufficiently develops military forces, that country may
still be considered a great power.

4 In Wallerstein’s opinion, the Soviet Union, as the state subordinated to the USA, worked on the
preservation of American hegemony. Although the Cold War was taking place between these two
great powers, on the latent level, on a latent level the Soviet Union did its best to maintain the order
agreed at the Yalta Conference, in which, for the purpose of obtaining its own zone of influence, it
agreed to the US economic, political and ideological global domination (Wallerstein, 2006).

5 According to Wallerstein, several causes led to the decline of the American hegemony in the
1970s. First of all, the reduction of economic differences between the USA and other central regions,
e.g., Japan and West Europe, led to the undermining of the US economic hegemony. Moreover, the
growing activity of anti-colonial movements for national liberation, which did not agree to the division
of the world into blocs and sought a third way, threatened the international system created by the
Americans and the Soviets in Yalta, based on the US domination. The ideological rebellion of students
in 1968 against American liberalism and Soviet real socialism led to the beginning of the process
of deconstruction of the American ideological position. Therefore, between 1945 and 1967, pure
American hegemony was dominant, while after 1968 American hegemony was slowly deconstructed,
so that we can speak of undermined hegemony. This unstable hegemony was actively prolonged by
the USA through the development of nuclear weapons, the disciplining of Japan and Western allies,
promising the common making of the most important geopolitical decisions and increasingly active
economic activities in the third-world countries. With the passage of time, the USA tried in vain
to keep its hegemony by unilateral moves and aggressive conservative politics (Wallerstein, 2006).
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TODAY’S POLARITY
AND THE DEGREE OF ITS SECURITY

The first question which needs to be answered in this chapter is which type of
multipolarity is dominant nowadays. First of all, it is necessary to determine how many
great powers there are in order to answer that question. In today’s context, a great power
would be defined as the state with a developed conventional army and nuclear weapons
that can be used anywhere on planet Earth. Therefore, the states that can cover only part
of the plane with their nuclear capacities would rank among regional powers, while the
states with large and strong conventional armies but without nuclear weapons would rank
as small powers. For the time being, only the USA, Russia and China'¢ are able to use their
nuclear triads (intercontinental ballistic missiles, submarine-launched ballistic missiles,
strategic bomber) to act anywhere in the world (Cordesman, 2023; Qalampir, 2025). Other
countries that do not have that ability will be categorized as regional powers (France, the
UK, India, Israel, Pakistan, North Korea).'” Speaking of the power of conventional forces
according to the Global Firepower, in 2025, the USA had the strongest army, Russia ranked
the second, China the third, India the fourth etc. (Global Firepower, 2025).

From all the above-mentioned it can be concluded that today there are three great
powers in the world. Although at first sight this review indicates that the world is multipolar
according to the analysis based on cluster polarity, it actually has the characteristics of the
bipolar world. The group of important Western regional powers (France, Germany, the
UK) is led by the USA as its vassals,'® while their rivals are Russia and China, with India,
Pakistan, Brazil, Iran etc. coming increasingly closer. Therefore, when looking at the number
of great powers, the world is multipolar, but according to the cluster alliance, it is bipolar. If
we comply with the basic neorealist attitude that the number of great powers is still more
important than the allies formed by them, then a conclusion may be drawn that the world
is multipolar. A detailed analysis also confirms this hypothesis. The cluster of the states
led by the USA is characterized by numerous internal conflicts of interest (the USA vs.
the EU, the EU vs. Turkey, different visions of the EU of Germany and France), and that is
why a question may be posed whether it is a deep alliance with solid foundations for future
existence, or a group of countries united solely by their antagonism towards China and

¢ Although China is rapidly developing its nuclear weapons, it should be noted that USA and Russia
have 90% of the world’s nuclear arsenal, and that is why they are still the most important nuclear
powers (Cordesman, 2023). It is also important to emphasize that China has global range when it
comes to ballistic missiles and submarines with nuclear weapons. However, it currently has strategic
bombers with limited global range, but the ongoing modernization of the fleet is likely to raise them
soon to a completely global level (Larson, 2025).

7 France and the United Kingdom are not fully capable of a global nuclear strike, but they are still
close to it because of possessing a substantial number of submarines with ballistic missiles.

8 Tt is rather unlikely that the regional powers in Europe (France, Germany, the UK) will be able
to create an independent military block that might be labelled as a special “quasi-power” with sub-
stantial nuclear and conventional capacities. First of all, they still depend on the USA in military
terms. Secondly, there are frequent cases of divergency of interests between Germany, France and
UK regarding important issues.
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Russia. The same objection may be made to the cluster led by China and Russia and marked
by numerous internal contradictions (the conflict of China and India, India and Pakistan,
old “stains” in the relations between China and Russia etc.). that is why we will conclude
that today’s world is multipolar, while at the level of cluster alliance, it is quasi-bipolar.

What is the main form of today’s multipolarity: is it stable or unstable? The data tell
the following: the number of wars and their destructivity are increasing," the states allot
more and more funds for the military,” while global is on the decline.”! All the above-men-
tioned indicates that we live in the age of unstable multipolarity. If we look at this unstable
polarity from the perspective of the world-systems theory, we will see that it is characteristic
of the restructuring periods of world capitalism (periods of material contraction) in which
significant parts of the centre lose their position, while new regions come closer to central
characteristics. The modern period is reminiscent of the unstable multipolarity between
the two world wars, with the factor preventing the outbreak of a third world war being
the existence of nuclear weapons. Still, structural characteristics of the current stage will
most likely contribute to an increasing number of “proxy wars’, regime changes, attacks
by individual great powers on smaller states, frequent political polarization, etc. The table
below also shows that the world is in the stage of unstable multipolarity:

The author of this paper identifies three possible scenarios of the future development
of the international order. The least likely scenario would be unipolarity in case China
established itself as a new hegemon, or if the USA recovered its position from the 1990s. A
likely scenario is stable multipolarity in which, together with China, the USA, Russia and
India. This scenario would imply the will of great powers to clearly determine their zones
of influence and not to jeopardize other great powers in their “backyards”. The following
scenario, also likely, is bipolarity, where China and the USA would be two main poles
of world politics. For small and weaker states, stable multipolarity would most probably
be the best option because it would allow greater room for manoeuvre in economic and
diplomatic action. (Mandi¢, 2024b). These predictions can hardly be completely certain
due to the fact that all major and regional powers have enormous internal problems (pro-
nounced social inequality, demographic decline, growing debt, political polarization, high
corruption), and that each of them may experience internal disintegration similar to the
collapse of the Soviet Union.

19 In 2023, as many as 220 violent conflicts were recorded worldwide (including state and non-
state actors), the largest number recorded ever since 1946 (Stockholm International Peace Research
Institute, 2024). The conflict rate in the period between 2023 and 2024 went up by 25%. Furthermore,
there is a tendency of an increase in civilian casualties. While in 2019, the wars took the lives of 37,000
civilians, in 2023 that number amounted to 63,000 (SIPRI, 2024).

2 TIn the period 2015-2024, military appropriations at the global level went up by 37%. The largest
year-to-year increase was between 2023 and 2024, amounting to 9.4%. This abrupt rise in the year-
to-year increase in the funds for military investments has not been recorded since 1989 (SIPRI,
2025, p. 1).

2 The Global Peace Index has recorded continued deterioration for 17 years to date (Institute for
Economics & Peace, 2025, p. 30). It should also highlight the fact that the Global Peace Index has
deteriorated since 2008, i.e., the world economic crisis.
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FINAL CONSIDERATIONS

The analysis based on the theoretical concepts of neorealism and the world-systems
theory indicates that today’s world system is undergoing the stage of unstable multipolarity.
Neorealism defines the system as unstable multipolar because of the increased number of
wars, larger military spending, and decreasing global peace. The world-systems theory
shows that unstable multipolarity is a consequence of the restructuring of world capital-
ism and the struggle for a future position of the centre. Integration of neorealism and the
world-systems theory is heuristically fruitful because it ensures that the cyclical stages of
the world’s capitalist economy are connected with the cycles of change in the dominant
form of polarity and, thus, explain the state of today’s system of international relations and
try to predict future trends. If and when world capitalism is stabilized, we may expect the
world system to become stable multipolar or bipolar, while there are small chances for the
re-establishment of unipolarity. The final outcome of the struggle of great and regional
powers will not depend only on external factors, but also on their ability to overcome
internal crises and adapt to the changes brought along by modern capitalism. This paper
is not aimed at giving the final answer to the question of future polarity, but to use the
integration of different theoretical traditions in indicting potential trends of polarity in
the 21%-century world system.
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IMPMJIOT/APENDIX

Tabena 1: Pasnuxa y dapameivipuma citiadunHociiiu mehyHapoguoi opetixa usmehy
2011. u 2024. / Table 1: Difference in the parameters of the stability of the international
order between 2011. and 2024.

. bpoj normnHynux
bpoj HacunHmx y cyKo6uma
Mmo6anHo KOHMKaTa y Kojuma (MBI ¥ Mmo6anHu nHgeKc
13[ABajarbe 3a je ykibyyeHa 6ap BLC‘)'HVI =Y Mrpa CBUX
Haopyxare / jenHa ppxasa / JrmL 3emasba / Global
. . Number of people
Global allocation Number of violent killed in conflicts Peace Index of all
for armaments conflicts involving at (civilians and countries
least one state soldiers)
1,738 TpunuoHa
2011. | ponapa/1,738 37 ijfzg:fgzoo%%w 2,050
trillion US dollars
2,718 TpunAnoHa
2024. | ponapa/2,718 61 AObK;’Jtz]Ozg%%g 2,125%
trillion US dollars

VsBopu: Army Technology (2012). Military Spending 2011 - Regional Infographic, Top 10 Military
Spenders & More.; IEP (2012). Global Peace Index 2011; IEP (2025). GPI 2025; Peace Research In-
stitute Oslo (2025). Conflict Trends: A Global Overview, 1946-2024; SIPRI (2024). Trends in world
military expenditure, 2024.

*> Ckana op 1 o 5, Ipyu 4eMy Mama BPeJHOCT O3Ha4YaBa MMpPHUje CTambe Ha IJI0daTHOM HUBOY.

Imodanuu nuAeKc 3a 2025. rOAMHY U3PAYyHAT je TaKO IITO Cy cadpaHM ITI0daTHU MHEKCU OCaM
CBETCKUX PETVIOHA, 33 KOje Cy y M3BEIITajy HaBefleHe IIPOCEeYHe BPEHOCTHL.
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