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KA ITTOBAJTHOM I'EOITOJINTNYKOM
HOBYMY - CA CBETCKVIM PATOM UJIN BE3
IbETA 1O ITPOMEHE ITOPETKA?

Caxxerak: CBeT ce Hajlasy y TypOy/IeHTHO] TpaH3MLUjI IIOpefaKa, Koja ce ofBuja y
By IOINTNYKIX, BOjHI/IX, TEXHOIOIIKNX, €EKOHOMCKIX, BEPCKUX, IIPONATaHIHIX 1 IPYIUX
cykoda. Y m¥Ma y4ecTBYjy akTepy KOji HacToje [ia 3afipyKe IPVBWIETOBaH Status quo, ¢ jefiHe
CTpaHe, U CIJIe Y YCTIOHY Koje IIPeTeH/yjy fla TpoMeHe CICTeM y KoMe MMajy monpebeny
TIO3NUIINjY, C APYTe CTpaHe. Vako opy>aHu CykoOu Ha IPBY ITOT/IE], MMajy MTPOKCH-Kapak-
Tep, CBeTCKM paT je Moryh Kao KOMIIIEKC peIMOHAIHIX paToBa. AyTOp CMaTpa fia IbUXOBU
ncxonu Beh IponsBoyie TEOONMNTNIKO, OTHOCHO CBEOOYXBATHO ITPe0dIMKOBamba CBETa.
AmnconyrHa gomyHanmja CAJl TOKOM ,,yHUIIONTAPHOT TPEHYTKa“ OFaBHO Ce 3aBPILINIIA, ajii
MYITUIIOJIAPHY CYICTEM Y IIPABOM CMVICHijLH HI/Ije Y HOTITYHOCTH YCIIOCTAB/bEH. AKTye}IHI/I
VICTOPMjCKO-T€OIIOJINTUYKI TPEHYTaK HajucpaBHuje Ou duto feduHmcaTy Kao mporec
MY/ITUIIONAPU3alMje, OHOCHO U3TPajiihbe MOULEHTPUYHOr CBETa. 3a Cajja Ce He MOXKe
pehu kakBa he Ta nomunenTpuyHoCT d1ty, Kaka he duTm pacnopep cura Ha CKaju IJI0-
dayHe Mohu 1 a 1m he TeXUTM KaKO-TaKO paBHOTEXXHOM (Heo)duIonapusmy. Jour jefan
»Kpaj ncropuje” (?) Hazupe ce y CMeHM YHUIIONAp13Ma HOBUM YHUIIOJIAPM3MOM — YMECTO
Pax Americana ycnenuhe noxyimaj ga ce ycroctaBu Pax Sinica. [laxne, He pasmumba ce
M3BaH MadITOHN30BAHNX KOOP/IMHATA HEKOT 00/MKa TTOTapHOCTH. bpojHu cy mokasaTersn
Ia ce cBeT, MehyTuM, Kpehe Ka reonommnTIYKOM HO8YMY — MO3AIYHOj CTPYKTYpU S/I0KOBa
4ju he MHTerpanyoHy IpMHIMIY OMTH HEKOXepeHTHI, TpaHuLe ¢iayunHe, a Mehycodue
Bese (rrekcudmIHe.

beque pean: TeONOMNTIIKA TpaH3I/IHI/Ija, 1106a paToBa, HEMTO/IapN3aM, MHTETPALVIOHT
SIIOKOBI/I, HEKOXEPEHTHOCT NpMHIONIIA
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Munomup I1. Crenuh, Ka inodantom ieotionuitiuukom HOBYMY — €A C6EHACKUM PATOM ...

YMECTO YBOJIA:
PATHA CTBAPHOCT TEOITOTUTUYKOT
[TPEOB/IMKOBATHLA CBETA

Pat je jeman o HajcmoXXeHMjuX (PeHOMEHa, Te Ce 3a Hhera YecTo C IPaBOM Kaxe Ja
»u3mude fedunncamy” (Krivokapié, 2010, str. 899). Mak, Mo>ke ce ca)keTo KOHCTaTOBA-
T Jia je parT, Y y’KeM CMUCITY, ,OPY>aH! CYKOO [Bejy MM BUIIIE Ap>KaBa Pajiyi HACHTHOT
OCTBapema MOUTIYKOT MM IPYTOT MHTepeca. .., JOK y IMpeM CMUCITY paT ,,0dyxBara u1
0301/BbHMje Opy)KaHe CyKode YHyTap TpaHMIA jefHe ApKaBe (...), HAPOUNTO aKoO Cy Y BUX
Ha HeKV HauyH yKk/pydeHe u cTpaHe cune” (Krivokapi¢, 2010, str. 899). Heynuraa xoMm-
IJIEKCHOCT, CXOJJHO PasIMYUTUM KPUTEPUjyMUMa, TIpou3Boiu MHore Beh yodudajene un
omurrenpuxsaheHe, anu 1 HOBe, MOfieNe M MIPUJiEBeE Y3 TI0jaM PaT — CBETCKY, PETMOHATHI,
JIOKasTHM, rpahaHCKY, eTHUYKY, BePCKY, OfdpaMOeHN, arpecBHY, IPeBeHTUBHH, CIIe-
LVIjalTHY, XMOPUITHMU, eKOHOMCKI, KYITYPHM, IPOIaTaHHM, TEXHONIOIIKY, cajdep... Par
je CTalHO cTame y KoMe ce Hajla3) YOBEYaHCTBO, TAKO Jia ce Moxke pehn fa cy mepuopu
MMpa caMo Tayse usMely paroBa, OTHOCHO IPUMUpja ¥ TOKY KOHTUHYVMPAHOT paTa Koju
Tpaje Ha [lmaneTn.

Pesynrar paTa OHOCK HM3 HENOCPENHMX U MMOCPENHNUX Hocaefuna, Mehy kojuma
ce TepUTOpHjasTHe, OHOCHO TeOIOMUTUYKe MOCIefuIle, ITofpasyMeBajy. CYIITHHCKY ce
HUIITA HIje TIPOMEHNIIO Off HajCTapyjuX JO JaHAIIBUX GopMaluja bYACKOT [PYIITBA 1
Off Opy>KaHMX o0padyHa 3a IPOCTPaHNjy ehnHy, u3famHuju M3BOp U S0Jbe TOBUIITE,
JI0 cyKoda COPUCTUKOBAHUM OPY>KjeM 3a JISKMIITA eHepreHaTa, TPAHCIIOPTHE KOpUope
U KJbYYHe TauKe Ha CBETCKOj Mam. VI JOK Cy paToOBY JIOKATHOT U PErVOHATHOT KapaK-
Tepa JOHOCUIN IPOMeHe OTpaHMYeHOT 00yXBaTa y MOIJIefly TepUTOPUja, IPAaHUIA 1
CTaHOBHMIITBA, TpaHCchopManyje (TpaHC)KOHTMHEHTATHNX U ITOOaTHUX pa3Mepa, Kao
IITO Cy IIPOMEHE CBETCKOT CHCTeMa, IOHOCUIN CY BeNUKYU OPY>KaHU CYKOOM 1 PaTOBU ca
OflpefiHNIIaMa ,CBETCKM ; BOheHN y IpBoj nomosuumu 20. Beka, yk/by4dyjyhu cBeodyxBaTHe
aKBM3MIYje KOje Cy Ha OCHOBY HbJIX CTEK/IV MTOOETHMUIIN M KOPUCTIUIIN VX 9aK U TIOYETKOM
21. Beka. IToxasyje ce ja HU Tpe0dINKOBaba CBETa, KOjIIMa CBEJOUNMO, He MOTY 0e3 paTa.

KATAK/IIM3SBMMNYHA TPAH3UILINJA ITOPEJAKA

I[Tpeduxc docifi- 0OUYHO ce cTaB/ba UCIIPEN pedlt Koja 03HaYaBa CTambe/IPoLec Koju
je OKOHYaH, TaKo Jla HOBa ped NOoApasyMeBa HEITO HITO je HaCTasIo MM TeK HACTaje, Te jOLI
Hje leMHMCAHO HUTH je TIOjMOBHO ofipeheHo. Pymeme bepnuHckor 3uma u ManTemkm
cacTaHaK aMepyYKor 1 coBjeTckor mupepa byiua u Topdadyosa kpajem 1989. ropnue, camo
HAaroBellITaBa [paMaTHYHy IPOMeHy III00aTHMX pasMepa M TO [ja CTapy CUCTeM CUIIa3! ca
CIIeHe, a/li ce HMje TA4HO 3HAJIO IIITa je HOBO LITO flonasy. IloToM je moderno fa ce roBopu
0 TOMe JIa CBET Y43 y HOCIHIXIaJHOPATOBCKM TIePHOT, M HOCIAONIIONAapH3aM.
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PaTHM KapakTep ,,yHUIIOTAPHOT TPEHYTKa

Hemro kacHnje jaBrba ce 1mojaM yHUuonapu3am, OfHOCHO YHUIIONAPHY TOPEJAK ca
aMeprukuM revatoM (Pax Americana). VI3 mera cy nmpoucrunany rimodanmusanyja Kao
mpoliec 1 r1odanmsaM Kao ujeonoruja. Taj mporec y TeomoauT4KoM CMUCITY MMAao je
U3Pa3NUTy eKCIIAH3MOHUCTIYKY KOHKPETU3ALV]jy, HeIBOCMIC/ICH BeCTepHUCTUYIKY LIVIBU-
JIM3ALjCKY [IeYaT U TUIIMYHA CBOjCTBA TaJIACOKPATCKOT TeOIIO/INTUYKOT U/IeHTUTeTa. 3a
Pyce je mpepcTaB/bao KaTak/IM3MIUYAH ,,aTIAHTUCTIYKI [IOTOI " U IIPABY ,,P€OIIO/IUTUYKY
katactpody” (B. ITytun). Vcnocrasuhe ce ma je To nmak duma penaTuBHO KpaTKa, ajau
dypHa, KpBaBa jeHOMEIIeHNjCKa ITpenas3Ha (asa yCrocTap/bamba allCOMyTHE aMepuIKe
XeTreMOHUje, KOjy CY, KaJia je MpoIllIa, TeOpeTUdIapy nopenaka (,0pAepucTi') modenn
Zla Ha3WBajy ,YHUIIONAPHU TpeHyTaK' . Vmak, 13 JaHallbe HepCleKTuBe, mpeMa Behnun
IOKa3aTe/ba PAfIIO Ce O IOPETKY, MAKO Cy My Hef0CTajaia HeKa HoTpedHa CBOjCTBa, aj
CYy 3alla>KeHM elleMeHT!U MHAYKOBAHOT, AUPUTOBAHOL Xa0Ca, HAPOUUTO Y TeOIOIUTUYKO]
cdepnu (Ramonet, 1998).

CA]JI cy TpujymbanHO OKOHYATIE XIATHU PaT, AOK Cy Ce CYIaPHIYIKY O/IOK U HheroB
npensogank CCCP ,mamr’roM (pac)mamn®. [Todepuuk ca cBojuM catenmutuma (3amagn) je
cymapHuuKoj ctpanu (VIcToKy) HaHeo rOTOBO CBe e/leMeHTe Iopasa, He IponyiTajyhu ga
je TepuTopujaIHO pparMeHTHpa I penyKyje. VIcTOBpeMeHO ce — Kao ILITO je TOKOM UCTOpuje
yBeK OMJI0 — IPOLIMPIO Ha IbeH padyH y BUy ipujema HoBux wianuna y HATO u E3/EY,
»opranmsanyje 3anapgHe rnyBum3sanyje (Huntington, 1996, str. 161), e ynopeno ¢popmu-
pao (Haj)HOBM(j1) CBETCKM TTOpeAaK. YIPKOC ToMe, AMepMKaHIIM HUCY JOTYKIU Pycujy
- wTo he moxasaru fa uMa ajekocexxHe IMOC/IeAMNIe — TaKo IITo he je pasduTu Ha Buie
HOJTY3aBMCHNUX, II0OA/THO ¥ MAaKPOPETMOHAIHO de3HaYajHUX IO TUYKO-TEPUTOPUjaTHIX
jemyunna. Magia je dumo 1 TaKBUX HpeIora Tafallb/X FeOMOIUTIYKIX TeopeTniapa u
npaktiyapa (Brzezinski, 1997, str. 59-61), 3aCHOBaHVX Ha TPaMIVIOHA/THOj aHITIOCAKCOH-
ckoj reonomuTnykoj mucnu (Mackinder, 1996). CA]] cy pearoBajie TOIMKOM Jja CBaKaKo
IOCTajy IIaHEeTAPHM XeTeMOH, a MONoXuTH Pycujy Ha ode mnehke remxko ga du mormo
Ia ce gecu Oe3 pU3MKa Off paTa Be/IMKIX, MOXK/ja U CBeTCKIX, pa3Mepa IIPOTUB CHAXKHE
HYyKJIeapHe CiIe Koja, caTepaHa y holmak, He Ou Ipesasa Jja CBOj HOTEHIUjasl yIOTpedn.

Tlakie, o cMeHe OMIIOIAPHOT OPETKA IPeNasHIM YHUIIOTAPHUM IIOPeTKOM Huje
IOIIO TPAAMUIOHAMHO cxBahieHNM Opy>KaHUM CYKOOOM BEITUKVX CHJIa Ha/lMUK Ha IIpBn
u [Ipyru cBercky par. To HMKaKO He 3Ha4M JIa je CTyIalbe YHUIIO/IapyU3Ma Ha UCTOPYjCKO-
-Te€ONOMUTUNYKY ClieHy npouuto MupHo. Hanporus! PaTHu cykodu HuKer MHTeH3MUTeTa
U OTPaHNYEHOT TEPUTOPUjATHOr 00MMA IUIAMTEIIN CY IINPOM CBETA, HAPOUUTO ¥ €THO-
-KOHTAaKTHUM J T€O€HEePTeTCKY, FeOIIOIMTUYKY U TeOCTPATETMjCKI BaXKHMM JIeJIOBMMa
ceeta. Hexn off 1ux, HacmeheHy u3 paHujer nepuoya, ecKaapai cy, a Apyru Cy 3arodeTu
YIIpaBo ca OCTHU3ambeM HenpukocHoBeHe gomuHaimje CAJl. Y oda cry4aja, (He)mocpenHu
anraxxmad CAJl d1o je HeynuTaH — dUIO Ja je MOTUBUCAH IHTEPECUMA ,,y CBAKOM KYTKY
[Tnanere®, duno ma ce paguio o MOTBphuBamwy kpepudunurera ,,Hajjader 1ca y rpagy”
(M. Ondpajt). Maxo cy nmanm ofnnke eTHUIKIUX, BEPCKUX, ITIEMEHCKUX, rpahaHckux,
CeIleCOHNUCTUYKIX, TUCONMYLMjCKUX, PECYPCHUX U JPYTUX OPYXaHUX CYK0da, Y BUX CY,
IO IIPaBIUITY, OWJIN YMEIIaH!U U BePHY aMePUUKY CATe/IUTHU — HeKajalllibe eBPOIICKe KOJIO-
HUjajIHe Cule, Y IpBoM peny Benuka bpurannja n @paniycka.
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BpojHn cy mpumMepu opy>KaHOT yCIIOCTaB/barba 1 yuBpihnBama ,,Hocehnx ctydosa“
II00aIMCTUYKOT YHUIIONAPM3Ma Y INKY aMepMKaHM3Ma, Mehy KojuMa cy HeKyt Oumu gyro-
TPajHU, 3aII0Ye T V1 €BOIYMPAJIN jOLI Off OCTIeNbIX (asa X/IaJTHOPATOBCKOT, OUIIOIApPHOT
paspodma: (Ipyrn) Cymancku pat (1983-2005), XyTy-TyTcu pat y Pyannm (1990-1994),
HI3 paToBa y IIOCTCOBjeTCKOM IpocTopy (1988-2000) (Apuax, ogHocHo Haropro Kapadax,
Jyxua Oceruja / Ipysuja, Tagukucrtan, Monpasuja, Yedenuja...), lnudepujcku rpabanckn
part (1989-1996. 1 1999-2003), (Opyru) 3amuscku par (1990-1991), Ajpxupcku rpabancku
part (1993-2002), Konroancku par (1996-2003), Eputpejcko-etnomncku par (1998-2000),
aMepUYKM T3B. aHTUTepopucTuuky par (ox 2001)... CBu HaBefieHU M IPYTU OPYXKaHU
CYKOdMU, OCHM TeCTMpama HOBUX OPYXKja, opyba u cpeicraBa paToBama, JOKTPUHAPHIUX,
TaKTUYKVX VM CTPATETVjCKUX IIPUCTYIIA, IOApa3yMeBai CY U CBPCUCXOLHY (3710)ymoTpe-
Sy mehynapopHor npasa, pegedunucame MehyHapogHIX OFHOCA U KOPEHUTY IIPOMEHY
(UHaHCKjCKO-eKOHOMCKYX IpaBuia. Takobe, ocum nopgpasymesajyhux BojHux ryduraka
CYKOO/bEHIX CTPAHA, TPAHSNUI[IOHE PATOBE OIIMKOBAIA CY CTPajarba L{UBI/IA TeHOLVTHIX
pasMepa: CypoBJ MacOBHM 3/IOYVHY, T3B. €THUYKA UnIIherba, er3eMIIapHa, 4ecTo PUTY-
aJIHa MacOBHa YOMCTBA, IPYMEHa METOJa T3B. CIIP)KEHE 3eM/be, Tj. IOTIYHOT yHUIITaBaba
Hacerba, MHPPACTPYKTYpe, IPUBPETHUX 00jeKaTa, KyITypHe OallTHHE U ITO/bOIIPUBPEIHIX
HOBPILIHA Y YUTABMM 0d/IaCTUMA KaKo O e CIpedno NOBpaTaK IPOTepaHNX I U3dermia.

Hapop koju je mmatio BICOKY paTHY IIeHY TOKOM , YHUIIOJIAPHOT TPEHyTKa" jecy
Cpdu. CAJl n 3anap y me/nuHy U3a3Baji Cy HACUIHO, OPY’KaHO U aHTMCPIICKO KOHOTH-
PaHO pacTakame jyroCIoBeHCKe TBOpeBMHe — MelyHapoyiHO IpusHaTe ApKaBe 3a KOjoM
y HOBMM €BPOIICKMM U IVIOOa/IHUM OKOJTHOCTYMA HUCY BMIIE MMaJIy TeONOMUTUYKE U
reocTparerujcke morpede, sdor kojux cy je dopmupanu, odHOBMIN 1 ofpxKaBamu. VH-
cTUTYLUje /WK IIodajiHe OpraHK3aluje y KojuMa Ccy Ipeysesie JOMMHALN)Y AaBase Cy
(maxxHy) GopMy yTeMe/beHOCTH IeCTPyKIje ¥ cTaBy ,MehyHaponHe sajenuuiie. JIoBOBHO
je HaBecTu IIpUMep eBpoOIICKe bafieHTepoBe KoMIcHje KOja je OfTy9nIa [ja je jyroOCIOBeH-
CKa IpXKaBa ,,y IPOLeCy AUCOMYLje”, OTHOCHO [a Ce pacTade [y>X Hee THUYKIX, OXHOCHO
HEKOHCEKBEHTHIX, aHTeIlef[eHTHNX, YHYTPAIIBIX, KOMYHUCTUYKNX (TUTOMCTUIKIX)
rpaHuna ¢enepayTHuX jefMHNA. JOII MHAVKATYBHUJY je aHTa)XKMaH TPYIla ca MaHZATOM
YH 4nja je HOMMHATHO MUPOBHA MICHja 8e38poj ITyTa IPUCTPACHO 37I0yNIOTped/beHa Ha
cpricky mrety — ofi YHIIPODOP-a, xoju Huje samrutno Penydmmky Cprcky Kpajury, a
y buX ce (He)mocpenHo aHra)X0Bao Ha MYCIMMAaHCKOj CyKod/beHOj cTpany, 5o KOOP-a u
YHMUVIK-a, xoju cy y KOCOBCKO-MeTOXMjcKoM feny Cpduje ofMax 1o pasMellTamby YHIIN
cBe Kako du tamo ,,Cpduje dumo mro mame (B. Kymunep) u kako Oy aKTUBHO y4eCTBOBa/IN
y »U3Tpafmby IpJKaBe™ a/IdaHCKUX CelleCHOHUCTA.

Topune npenroma y cMmeHn mopepgaka

Caercka muepcKa, CaMo3BaHa ,, HeOIIXOHA IpykaBa“ Oula je Ha BPXYHIY (Haz)Mohn

y IOCTIeNb0j »,IeTobeTKN  20. BeKa, Kaja je ,yAapHUYKM JOBPLIAaBa/la XeTeMOHUCTUYKE

nocsose. JIornuHo, HacTojaa je 1a IeHa XTaTHOPaTOBCKOM II0defloM CTeueHa IpUBUJIe-

roBaHa rosuiuja Tpaje mwro gyxe. Ykomuko CAJl He dyny morye fa 3ampxe ,ImodamHy
. <« <« . .

IOMIMHALM}Y, oHfja dapeM Ia ocTBape ,I710danHo BohcTBo® (Brzezinski, 2004). C gpyre

CTpaHe, OCTATKy CBeTa Taja ce de3Hage)XHO YMHIIO fa he ce yHumonapua HepaBHOTeXa
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IIPOTErHy TH YHENOITIeNl, HapounTo Kaja cy CAJl ayTopurteT MaHMdecToBase omeT y CPIICKOM
CIy4ajy — IpBO, Kafa ¢y Kpajem 1995. rogune usnyzauie J1ejTOHCKO-IIapUCKN CIIOPasyM
KOjIM Cy OKOHYasle Bepcko-rpahancku cykod y buX u ycraBHo je medunncarne, u apyro,
Kafa cy 1999. rogune cumdomryky odenexxuie nona Beka o popmuparmwa HATO-a, nssp-
myBiy arpecujy Ha CPJ pagu amnyranuje Kocosa u Meroxuje on Cpduje u MsHygUBLIN
KyMaHOBCKM cOpasyM Ha OCHOBY KOTa Cy C€ CPIICKe BOjHO-IIOIMIMjCKE CHAre IOBYK/Ie
U3 jy>KHe IOKpaj/He.

CuMOomMIKy BaykaH 4MH, Koju he Tek MoKasaTu cM1cao HajaBe BUIIEAUMEHSNO-
HaJTHOT TIpeodpa’kaja cBeTa, YUMHNUO je Tafallby PycKu npemiujep JeBrenuj [Ipumakos,
Kajia je y 3HaK mpoTecta 3dor novetka arpecuje HATO-a na CPJ 1999. ronnHe Hapenyno
Ja ce M3HAJ AT/IaHTCKOT OKeaHa OKpeHe aBMOH KOjuM je kpeHyo y mocety CAJl. Tum
IIPETTOMHUM ITOT€30M II0C/IaTa je CHAXKHa, Ja/IeKOCEXXHa IIOPYKa J1a je Kall IpeJyIa Jary
u fa ceet Hehe jomr ryro mohu ma GyHKIMOHNIIIE Y YHUIIOMAPHOM K/BYYY M Y YCTOBUMA
pasodpydene amepruke Hagmohn. 3aokpet [Ipumakosa ocrahe y mcropuju MehyHnapogamx
OfjHOCA 3adeneXxeH Kao jefiaH ofi KIby4Hux forabaja (Stepic, 2024, str. 40). [Tomeny Ty mores,
HapaBHO, Hehe 03HAYNTY TPEHYTHY IPOMEHY CBETCKOT CHCTeMa, anu he mocaaTn jacHy
HOPYKY fia I7TaBHM n3asusaun — Pycuja u Kuna — Hehe cefieTyt cKpIuTeHMx pyKy U TpIeTH
IpyropaspepHy, 4ecTo IoHybKasajyhy mosunujy, seh he ce npunpemaru 3a cpraBame CAJ]
ca I7100a/THOT TPOHA 1 Mebarbe HOTafJallbMX MpaBua. IIpe cBera, CpICKY eKCIIEpUMEHT
y da/IKaHCKOj reOIIOIUTUYKOj TadopaTopuju 01O UM je YIIO30peme fa ce M HbJMMa MOXKe
TOTOAMTY HEIITO CIVTYHO aKO He YAy CIIpeMHM Jia Ipy»Ke OTIOP.

Y TOKy Opy»KaHOT CyKoda 3a jyrOCIOBEHCKO Hacyehe, 1 HAKOH 1bera, HaCTaBUIIN CY
Ce TPaH3UI[MOHU PaTOBY IIVPOM CBETA, U TO Y KOHTEKCTY YMHOXKaBamba 3HAKOBa C/1ado-
cti 1 IpBux rydutaka nosunuja CAJl 1 leHMX CaTeNnTa, M CBe YOWbMBHUje YMEbEHNIIE [a
Kuna ydp3ano jaua Ha cBMM Io/buMa U Jja TocJie CyHoBpara Pycuja ,umax ycraje (Kalajié,
1994), u fa pacTe BUXOBO CaMOIIOy3[jabe Ha MehyHaponHoM Iiany. Pycuja je modenmna
y (Opyrom) YeuenckoM pary 1999-2000. (TepoprCTUYKO-TepUICKM IIPORYXKeH 1o 2009),
mok cy AMepukaHuy 2001. oTIIouen T3B. aHTUTEPOPUCTIYKY PaT, Tj. ABTAHUCTAHCKH PaT.
CpenmoncTouHy U OMUCKOUCTOYHY TeOIO/IMTIYKY U T€OCTPATETMjCKIU TEMIIO OfpIKajIn
¢y 2003. (mo 2011) parom y Mpaxky (Tpehu sanuscku par), ykpydyjyhn napagurmMaTinato
cypoBy ersexyuujy Cagama Xycensa (Saddam Husayn Abd al-Magid al-Tikriti) n npeTsa-
pame 3eM/be y IeBaCTMPaHy, aHapXN4HY, GparMeHTpany reputopujy. [louerkom 21. Bexa
ca MamUM Uy BehyIM MHTEH3UTETOM 1 ca IPOMEH/BIBOM paTHOM cpehoM, ofBujami cy ce
opyxaun cykodu y bJP Maxenounju, [Takucrany, Hany, JIndany, Comammju, Odamu Cro-
HOBaye, CyfiaHcKoM pernony Japdyp u apyrae. IToctaso je o4nresHo fa Ha CLieHy Ioc/e
aIcoMyTHOT YHUIIONAPM3Ma CTYIIA pelaTyBHY yHUIOMapu3aM (Stepic, 20174, str. 23), a mocre
I[TytunoBor roBopa Ha 43. mehyHaponHoj de3denHOCHO] KOHbepeHINjI Y MITHXEHCKOM XO-
teny ,,baBapcku gBop“ (“Bayerischer Hof”) pedpyapa 2007. roguHe, 1 fa je reoOnonmuTndxo
memoHoromu3soBame CAJl HeMyHOBHOCT. JIMuHOCT Koja je Beh Tama mokasyuBaa ofnke
cBeTcKor upepa Hajseher ¢popmara, nako Hyje IpeABOANIIA HajMONHU]Y Ip>KaBy, YBEP/bIBO
je HajaBuIa ITpoLiec MyITUIIONapu3anyje cBera. Jl BehnHa np>kaBa 1 CTAHOBHUIITBA CBETa
joj je He camo moBepoBasa Beh je To IpoTyMauMIa Kao Impackosopje crnodoe.

VIHAMKATUBHO je fga ¢y anmdaHCKM CEeL[eCMOHNCTH Y KOCOBCKO-METOXIjCKOM JieTy
Cpduje cxBaTunu fa MM reonOMUTUYKN TPEH]I He nfie HapyKy. CTPIUBMBO CY OCTaBUIN
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Boziehoj rodanHoj cumy, roToBO rofuHy AaHa mnocie Iy TMHOBOT MMHXEHCKOT HacTyIIa,
fa MM ¥cnociyje MehyHapogHO IpusHame 1, KaKo OHA TO HUje yYMHIIa, 17. pedpyapa
2008. rofyHe MOTPYAVIIN CYy Ce la HeleraaHo Mporiace He3aBUCHOCT. YIIPKOC TOME, MITaK
CY IIPOITyCTU/IN NTOBOJbaH timing. YU Cy y TeONOMUTNIKY JOLbY YIPKOC ,,eKCIIOSUjI
ImpusHama“ Koje cy TokoM 2008. rogyHe yauHmIe 53 gpykaBe, MaXOM OHe Koje IIpUIajajy
3amapy, nHTepecHoj chepu CAJl, HeKaflallbe KOTOHMje jOII YBeK 3aBUCHE Off CBOjUX
OUBIINX METPOIIONA U HeKe 3eM/be Asuje 1 AQprKe MOTUBMCAHE UCTAMCKOM COMMAAP-
Houthy. Y cnefehum dasama mohuy nokposutesn odesdennnu cy ,,Kocosy“ mpusHame
HATIIONOBMYHOT dpoja wiaHuua YH, anu je Taj dpoj saxBapyjyhn nopnademy npusHama
(oTmpr3HaBamky) IOTOM OCETHO CMameH — UCIOJ %2 Ip)KaBa CBETa, OHOCHO Ha CaMo
34% teputopuje n 28% CTaHOBHMIITBA CBUX fIp>KaBa cBeTa. KocoBo 1 MeToxuja nocranu
Cy OUMITIefiaH ,,IAKMYC HOBe HOfjefie CBeTa Ha IpoaMepuyku 1 antuamepudkn (Stepié,
2025a, str. 151).

Y8p30 je ycrmenuo KOHKpeTaH, paTHHU TeCT KOjI je 3aXTeBao Jja Pycn mokaxxy crpem-
HOCT fa ca peun npeby Ha fena, kako Oy OOHOBIIN CTATYC BeJIMKE CUJIE U IIPUCTYIIVIIN
IIpeod/IMKOBambY CBETCKOT TopeTKa. [pysnja, y To Bpeme BepHu excrioneHT CAJl 1 3amapa,
U BaXKaH 3aKaBKACKI ,,T0AM3BoNau" (Heo)KmacudHe aHTUPYCKe CTpATeruje aHaKOHEe 1
KeHaHOJIMKe MOMUTHKe 00y3/aBama, IIOKYIIaa je la 3ay3Me ABe odmacty — Adxasujy n
Jyxuy Ocetnjy — Koje cy popManHo due y beHUM MehyHapoHO IpUsHaTUM IpaHMIIaMa,
anu GakTUYKY OTLeI/beHe. VICKOPUCTUBIIN AUIUIOMATCKO-IIOMUTUYKY U MEAVjCKY CEHKY
Omummujckux urapa y IlexuHry, Hanana je ¢ HamepoM pa blitzkrieg-om mopasu u nporepa
pacnopebene pycke MupoHe cHare. Tako du Pycujy He camo ctaBuia nmpep ,,CBpIIeH Y1H
U TIOHU3MJIA je Ha CBETCKOj CLIEHN HETo 3a IpuMep I0Ka3aja Jja OHa He IpeficTaB/ba HI
PEerMoHaIHY CUTY, @ KAMOJIM CHAYKHOT aKTepa KOji MOXKe /la yTUde Ha CBETCKEe TOKOBE.
Mebytum, Pycnja je y TOM KpaTKOTPajHOM, T3B. ONMMMIIN]CKOM PaTy, IOdefuIa 1 CaMo
COIICTBEHOM OfITyKOoM Huje [pysujy noTmyHo nopasusna. TuMe je ToMeHyTH TeCT IONOXKMIIA
¥ [IOKa3aJIa fia je CriocodHa 3a IVTAHEeTAPHU TeONONMUTNIKIA IPEOKPET.

MynTunonapusanyja Kao mpoiec

PenartuBusoBanu yHuIonapusam, y3 nponudeparyjy opy>kaHux cykoda, Takobe je dpso
O0Ye0 Jja II0Kasyje IpUBpeMeH, TPAH3UIIMOHN KapakTep. 3a KpaTKo BpeMe TpaHchopMucao
ce Yy MyTHURONAPHU YHUTLONAPU3AM, A TIOTOM U Y YHutionapHu mynimiuiionapuzam’. He pagu
ce 0 ITYKOj UTpy pedn, Beh 0 CYIITUHCKOj, MaKO y TOM TPEHYTKY jefiBa IIPYMETHOj IPOMEHN
CBETCKOT CMCTeMa. Y TIPBOM Od/IVIKY IOPefaK je IMao YHUIIOIAPHY OCHOBY KOja je Y 3aBPIIIHO]j,
TepMIHAIHO]j a3y y 3HATHOj Mepy MopuduKoBaHa My/ITHIIONapHOIIhy. Y fpyroM odmky
IIaK OCHOBa IOpeTKa duIa je My/ITUIIONIAPHOCT Y TeK IIOYeTHOj, HOCTHATA/IHOj a3y, anu
ce of/IMKoOBasa HaceheHnM, BeoMa 3aCTYIUeHNM yTHuIIajuMa ofytasehe yHMmomapHoCTy.

CAJl m1 1eHM TpaHCATIAaHTCKM ,IIapTHepu 5 okymwbern y EY u HATO, cyouaBanu cy
Ce ca yCIIopaBarbeM PasBoja, a y HeKMM CETMEHTVIMA M Ca PETPECHjOM, HAPOYMTO Ca TalaCOM

> C. XaHTMHITOH, KOjJi1 je cMaTpao Aa he 1mocie dunomapHor HacTaTy MOpeaK 3aCHOBAH Ha BETIMKMM,

CBETCKVM LIMBIIM3ALjaMa, IpenasHy $asy usMmel)y yHUIIOMAPHOCTH 1 My/ITUIIONIAPHOCTH HA3BA0
je ynumynimuionaprociti (Huntington, 1999, str. 36).
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JeKaJieHLje ¥ IPYIITBeHe IaTonoruje. [oMmumanm cy ce TeMKO pelluBY YHY TPALIby 13a-
30BM Ka0 IITO Cy MOMUTUYKA HeCTAOMITHOCT, fehpnunT foMahux cupoBuHa, IPBEHCTBEHO
eHepreHaTa, yCropaBambe IIPUBPENHOT Pa3Boja, IMpPere COLMjaTHOT He3a/I0BO/bCTBA, HAaBa/la
MMUTPAHATa, €THO-PACHO-BEPCKa HETPIIE/bUBOCT, IYTOTPajHe PYIIMIauKe eMOHCTpalyje,
He(DYHKIVIOHMCalbe Ap>KaBHe YIIpaBe, Kpy3a UAEHTUTETa M MHTeTPATUBHOCTI... Y HELITO
Mam0j Mepl, CIMYHA je CUTyallMja U ca TpaHCHanM(UIKIM aMepUIKIM CaTeTUTIIMA:
Janmanow, Jyxxnom KopejoM, cemapataum TajaHOM U IoHEK/IE AyCTpasIjoM.

C gpyre cTpaHe, yIpKoc OpojHIM MepaMa 1 IIpeThaMa, 3amaj Hije 110 y cTamy Aa
3aJp>Ku yOp3aHO CHaXKeke He caMo CBOjuX Bofiehux puBasa, reocTpaTerjcKux urpada
(Kuna n Pycnja) Beh Hu exonoMcku dp3opactyhux, a HOMUTHYKY CBe eMaHIIUIIOBAHU)IUX
PErMOHaTHIIX FeONOMUTHYKIX cToKepa (Brzezinski, 2001, str. 42—49), ma 4ecTo HI MablUX,
aJIu caMOCBOjHMX 3eMajba Asuje, Adpuke u JlaTuHcke AMepuKe, Koje Ipy»Kajy OTHOP Xe-
reMoHuju. 3a rinodanHe naTepece CAJl duo je mocedHO SOIHO TO LITO, Y3 CBe IOKYyIIaje
u puBIayHa odehama, HUCY SV/N yCIIeNHM YIIOpHM MOKyIIaju fia ce VIHauja yKkbydn
y aHTUPYCKU 1 aHTUKMHecKHu Tadop. Bua du To 3HavajHa durypa y rexyhoj u dynyhoj
HapTHji Ha BEIMKO] IIAXOBCKOj Tad/mu — Tafia IOM/IALIOHO APYTa, a YOP30 U IpBa 3eM/ba
CBETa, ¥ K/bY4HM YMHMIAL y VIHo-manuduKy Koju Cy BalIMHITOHCKY CTPaTe3U MOYesn
ZIa Teplienunpajy Kao je[UHCTBEHY LIe/IMHY. Y3 ocTalle, M TO je OMo 3HavajaH IoKasaresb
TPEHJI0BA Y XMjepapXijyu CBeTCKe Mohu.

Cjenumene Amepuike JIp>xaBe Cy HaCTOjaje ja HPOIy»Ke MHUIIMjATUBY Y yIPaB/batby
I7100a/THIM TeOTIONMUTIYKYIM TOKOBYMA, Manudukyjyhn cee dpojHuje OTIafHIYKe IpyKaBe
OnTYXXyjyhu UX fia ditHe OCOBUHY 3714, U [ja YK/IOHE HEeleMOKPATCKe PeXXIMe Kao IPETHY
CBOM pEHOMeY, I1a Cy IIOKPeHyIIe leCTaduIn3alijy MOHAKO HeCTadu/IHe CeBepHe, Ipu-
MepuTepancke Adpuxe u bruckor ncroka. Kpajem genemdpa 2010, a Hapo4nTO y 1IpBOj
nonosyHM 2011. rovHe, pasdyKTamy cy ce HeMMpPH IUPOM apaICKor cBeTa — of Mapoxka,
Ha jy>kHOj cTpanu [mdpantapa, fo OmaHa, TK y3 ynas y Opmyckn TecHar. JJoroguso ce
T3B. Aparcko nponehe Kao pe3y/nTaHTa [IefloM YHYTPAlTiBIX TPOTUBPEYHOCTH U TeTIOM
HIOCPEIHOT F€HePUCamba, a Y HEKUM C/TydajeBIMMa U HEIIOCPEIHOT MHTEPBEHUCamba 3anafa,
KOje je eCKa/IMpasIo y 5KeCToKe Opy>kKaHe cyKode. Y HeKuM 3eM/baMa, oIy T A/pkupa, Mapoka,
Cynana, Caynujcke Apaduje, Jopmana 1 OMaHa, ZOLIO je Ko Mamwux nnu Behux mporecra
y3 OrpaHIYeHe MoMuTH4IKe mpomene; y Cupuju u Vpaky cykodu cy npepacnu y rpabancke
paToBe, anu cy ce ocTojehe BIacTy HeKako ofpskae, 1ok cy y Erunry u Tynncy odopene.
HajppamaTnunnje duo je y HagToM dorartoj u 3aBupHO ypebeHoj, nako 1o ycrabeHUM
MepuInMa HefleMOoKparckoj JInduju, rae ce, y3 momoh 3amnapa, paszdykrao yHyTpalmu
par. JupextHoM BojHOM nHTepBeHmjoM CAJl, Kanane u Bogehnx eBponckux wiaHnIa
HATO-a, @pannycke u YjenumeHor KpabeBcTBa, ca BIacTH je YKIOmweH 1, cimdHo Calamy
Xycenny y Vpaxy, cyposo ydujeH ,,aukrarop Myamep lagadu (Muammar Muhammad
Abu Minyar al-Gaddafi ), a 3em/pa gecradunusoBaHna, yHasaheHa 1 mofe/peHa Tako fa
Kao IeIOBUT MOMUTUYKO-TEPUTOPYjaTHU €HTUTET ITOCTOjU CaMOo Ha reorpadckoj KapTil.

[la 3amap oy aMeprIKMM Bo)CTBOM I'ydy TpUMAT 11 Ha eKOHOMCKOM IIIaHY, IIOCTATI0
je demomano xapa je Kuna 2017. (mo Hexnm nogaryMa 2015) npetexia CAJl mpema jenHOM
Off K/bY4YHUX ITO0Kas3ares/ba — BIITI-y — 1o mapurery KymnosHe Mohu. Yckopo he To mocratn
jour ounrneguuje dSynyhu ga he BPYIKC dutn uctipen I'7, ocum y orneny BI1-a, cxogso
KyIoBHOj Mohu, jour y SpojHnM odacTima — IOBPIINHY TEPUTOPHje, dPOjy CTAHOBHUKA,
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TEMITy €KOHOMCKOT PacTa, IIO/bONIPUBPENHOj IIPOU3BOIbY OCHOBHIX HAMMUPHUIIA, €Hep-
TeHTMMa U PyfjaMa, HayYHuM focTurayhuma (maTeHTnma)... VIcToBpeMeHo, MMpoM CBeTa
OTIOYNIbA/IN Cy HOBY PaTOBY, a CTApM CY Ce HaCcTaB/ba/l HeCMareHOM >kecTrHOM. CenrteM-
Opa 2014. moyeo je yHyTpalmy cykod y Jemeny usMmelhy noxpera XyTy 1 3BaHMYHe BAfeE,
KOjy TIOJIUTUYKM, TOTUCTIYKY, 00aBeIITajHO, OPY>KAHO 1 Ha Ipyre HauuHe, IOfPXKaBajy
Caynujcka Apadnja, Vispaen u CAJl. XyTy-dopmaiiuje yecTo Bplile pakeTHe Hallafie Ha
dpopose y Mopey3y bad-en-Manped, drme 1oBofie y MuTambe K/bYYHM CBETCKY IIOMOPCKU
nyT HadTe. IIpomy»xmnu cy ce cykodu y Cupuju, rie je Pycuja mpBo mmokasasa Kako Moxe
JIaJIEKO Off COIICTBEHNX IPAHMIIA /ja BOJHOM MHTEPBEHIIjOM cauyBa CBoje dase — IIOMOPCKY
y Taprycy u BasnyxomnosHy y XMejMuMy — ajiy 1 [ OfpKH JIojaTaH ACajioB PeXIM, Koju
je moToM, Kpajem 2024, ycTuIa HU3 BOJY U IIPEIyCTUIA CBOje re0CTpaTellKe IO3ULIje.
Vnak, npaBy MHAMKATOp cyMmpaka xeremoHuje CAJl u yHunonapusmMa dua je — Kako Ha
CTBApHOj, TAKO U Ha CUMOO/IMYKOj paBHM — IIaHNYHA, IIOHVDKaBajyha dexxaHuja amepuuke
BOjCKe 3 ABraHMCTaHa KpajeM aBrycTa 2021, mocjie Bailece TOrOIMIIELET IPUCYCTBA Y TOj
3empu. I[TocTasno je jacHO fa mocte Te cpamoTe HuuTa Buiie Hehe duru ncto.

[Topemak ce OUMITIEAHO MEHA0 1 YIa3UO0 y HeyodnndeHy a3y MoCTYHUIIONTApU3Ma
U TIOCTTTI0da 13 Ma, OfHOCHO JJ0OMjao je CBe IperosHaT/bUBja, ajIi jOII CAaCBUM Hefieu-
HIICaHa, MYJITUIONAPHa cBojcTBa. To He 3HauM jja he HacTaT! — a muTame je fa mu he To
yomiure duty Moryhe — ImpaBu MyITUIIONApU3aM, Ca HEKOIMKO PeIaTUBHO yjefHaYeHNX
BeJIMKIX CIJIA KOje he ImomemuTy cBeT Ha puiafajyhe Beke rpaBUTALIOHE U MHTEPECHE
nennHe. Tako, mpumepa paau, Pycn u Kunesn Bupe Taj cucteM pasindmnTo, IpBEHCTBEHO
y EBpoasuju (Stepic, 2020, str. 187-200): Pycu Ha HeoeBp0a3ujcKu, ZYTMHOBCKY HAUMH Y
BUJIY PasIM4NTHX Bep3uja MaHOOIACTH HOfe/beHIX Ha BUIIIE BEMKUX IpocTopa (Stepid,
2016, str. 569-586), a Kitnesn cxopHo nHTErpanHoj CBUIEHOj FeOIONIUTIYKOj KOHIIEIIIVI
VMHUIUjaTHO 3aCHOBAHOj Ha KONMHeHOM EKOHOMCKOM 1ojacy myTa cBuie u [lomopckom
myTy cBwiIe 3a 21. Bek (Stepi¢ & Zari¢, 2016, str. 447-466). 3a cajia, mopenak IM4Yy Ha X1-
jepapxmsoBaHy (IMpaMyaIHu) MyaTunonapusam rae Kuna u Pycuja (1 Vinpuja), nucrtusa,
nojefuHaYHO (jor) HUCY focTurne yKynHy Moh (1Bpay u Mexy) CAJl, anu nx CAJl rotoBo
HII Ha IIITa He MOTY IIPYMOPATH, HAPOYUTO TO Huje HeMoryhe ako Cy BapBapu yApPY>KeHI.

To je ydenpuBo mocBefoumo opy>xann cykod Ykpajune u Pycuje, koju je popmanto
ornoyeo 2022, a pakTuuky 2014. ma u panuje. Y cTBapu, paju ce 0 IPOKCU-PaTy y yKpa-
JUHCKOj apeHN u3Mel)y KoekTuBHOr 3anasia 1o aMepu4kyM BohcTBOM, C jenHe cTpaHe, 1
Pycnje, mocpenno nmm HemocpegHo MOfip)KaHe Off HEKO/IMIIMHE CaBE3HMKA, C IPyTe CTPaHe.
Mosxe 11 ce 0Baj OFHOC CYKOO/bEHNUX CTpaHa CTOJOIHNje TYMAUNTH U Kao PaT y CIyXon
usrpagme (Heo)ouiionapusma koju he 40Be4aHCTBY JOHETH KaKaB-TaKaB MUP IIOCPENCTBOM
HeKe HOBe paBHOTeXe CTpaxa, Oyayhu a Teoperndapy MehyHapogHNX OTHOCA, FeOIIONTUTIKE
Y TeOCTpaTeruje jefnHo OUIIONAPHY CHCTEM CMATpPajy PABHOTEXKHUM? Y OBOM TPEHYTKY TO
je TelIKo MPUXBATUTI C 0O3UPOM Ha TO JIa Cy PaTOBM CBe SPOjHIjU U PACIIPOCTPAbEHNUj .
Taxko je opranmsanmja IIporpam 3a mopatke o KOHPIUKTIMA 13 YTICasle, ca CEUIITEM Ha
YHuBepaurery y Yica, caonmTmia ga ce 2024. jecuio opy>KaHuX KOH(IMKaTa BUIIe
Hero 110 Koje ropmHe nocie JIpyror cBeTcKor paTa — 61 mehyHaponHu opy»xaHu cykod,
oy kojux 11 MMajy cBe KapaKTepyUCTHKe 1 MCIyaBajy nedununujy para (UCDP, 2025).

MHoru ¢y Kpajibe II0jefHOCTaB/beHO U IPUCTPACHO odeknBanu fa he Pycu ynaputu
cBoM cHaroM U blitzkrieg yHyTap YKpajuHe y COBjeTCKMM IpaHMI[aMa OKOHYAT MOdefoM
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3a Hefie/by JlaHa, IPefyXUTPUBLIN oYeK1BaHy momoh 3amazia KujeBckoM pexxumy. [la cy
MICKOPYCTHIIN CaB BOjHM IOTEHIMjasl, He UCK/bYUYjyhn ¥ TaKTWIKY HyKIeapHH, TO On
duo caceum moryhe. Ay, TuMe Oy TOCTUI/IN caMo Nodely Hafl MHCTPYMEHTa IM30BaHOM,
MapuoHeTcKoM YkpajuroM. He 811 moduiy HellTo HeynmopeanBo KpyIHuje — yop3aHy fiea-
TIAHTU3ALM)Y 1 AeBeCTepHMU3ALN)Y PYHKIMOHNCaba CBETA, Tj. €II0Xa/THO, CBEOOYXBATHO
pexoHduUTyprcame I7T00aTHIX TeOTIONMUTHYKIX OFHOCA KOjI Ce CYIITUHCKY HUCY MeHai
ont Komymda n Marenana. JloBo/bHO je HalpaBUTH fiBa 00jeKTMBHA MICTOPHUjCKa IIpeceKa
y HeBeJIMKOM pasMakKy — jeflaH Ipe MoYeTKa T3B. CIelMjaTHe BOjHe onepalje Gpedpyapa
2022, u ipyru y cajanimeM BpeMeHy — 1 d1the ounIiefHo Kako ce IPOMEHIIO CTakbe CBETa.
3a caMo HEKO/IMKO FOfIMHA HHje JOIUIO {0 HeIIOBPATHe IIPOIACTI 3aMajia, il ce yop3ano
FEeTOBO OIa/lafbe MaHN(eCTOBAaHO HOBIM, MI3BECHIM, OBOTA ITyTa YKPAjIHCKUM ITOPA3OM.

HEITOJTIAPHOCT KAO TI'EOITOJIMTUYKA
BYOYRHOCT CBETA?

[nodarnte Tepasuje, Jakiie, BUIIe He IPETEXY [0 Kpaja Ha jeqHy cTpany. Ilocrasma ce
nurame: ako ¢y CAJl, eBeHTya/THO 3aje[[HO ca CBe pasjefluibeHIjM KOJIEKTUBHUM 3aIajioM
win I'7, Ha jegHOM Tacy (Heo)duImonapHOCTH, KO je Ha gyrom? Jla i cy TO JHaMUYHEe
rpynanuje BPVKC n IIIOC? Mox/a MHOTO IIMPY aHTHU3Aa HI/aHTHaMepUIKu GppoHT
KOOKBHMjaTHO HasBaH CBeTcka BehnHa, unju je caaumy HeopMaTHU UHTETPATUBHA
dbakrop HeyBobhemwe cankuuja Pycuju, a nHnumjanny okysajyhy mapagmurmy je mpepcra-
B/bATIO HeTIpM3HaBame He3aBycHOCTY Kocosa? Vi he jemyHn aMepuyKy CyTlapHIK YCKOPO
nocraryu Kuna, xoja he morom TpujymdoBaTu u rpagut curusam kao (Heo)yHUIIONApHA
Hopefak, CXOJHO CTapoj KiHeckoj uspeny: Kao mro e Mory duru fBa CyHia Ha Hedy,
TaKo He MOTry duTu Hu ABa apa Ha 3emspr? Kakas he dutu taj Pax Sinica u nehe mu ce
CBeT jegHOra faHa ca Hoctanrujom cehatn Pax Americana?

Hosu u cTapu, 00HOB/bEHM, PaTOBU I10jaBjbYjy ce Kao IedypKe HOCIe KUIIe. YIIOpeno
Tpajy pelaTuBHO IyTHU, KPBaBY, pasapajyhy odpadyHu KakBy Cy YKpajUHCKH, appUIKI 1
dmuckoncrounn (JIndan, Cupnja, [asa...), a/mv u KpaTKOTPajHU, KOHTPOJIMCAHM, €3 MHOTO
JbY[CKUX )KPTaBa U MaTepujalHUX TYOUTAKa, ca IOpaBHABAbEM CTAPUX PadyHa WM MaK
Ca HejaCHMM Pe3yNTaTuMa 1 0d0CTpaHUM TTOdefHNITNMA, Kao mTo ¢y y Apraxy (Harop-
Ho Kapadaxy), y cnopuom Kammupy usmeby Mupnuje u ITaxucrana, Vspaena u Vpana...
Ty cy jour u dpojHa KpM3Ha >KapyIlITa IIPOM y3aBPeJIOT CBETa Koja Cy MPUMUPEHA, ajn
Mory ja Oylly akTMBMpPaHa y CBAKOM TPEHYTKY, Ha KojuMa Bofiehe cBeTcKe cuyie OKasyjy
cBojy moh: 3anus, Kakas u 3akaBkasje, mocrcosjercka Ilenrpanna Asuja, VIngokuHa,
Tajsan, Caxanuu u Kypwmy, Erejcku dacen, Benenyena, [Tanama... Ha cuenn cy crorune
cernaparyusama, eTHMYKIX HAalleTOCTH, AP>KaBONMKUX TBOPEBMHA, BE/IMKO/PKaBHIUX ITpe-
TEH3Mja, HEOCTBAPEHNUX HAI[VIOHA/THMX IIPOTPaMa, HeKOHCeKBEHTHUX IPAaHMIIA U THHbajyhux
HOTpaHNYHIX cyKoda. [ltodaHe cijie — KaKo Oy reOmONMUTIYKY 3a0KPYKILTIE CBOje 30He
yTHUIIaja U Te0eKOHOMCKM 0de3depuiie pupopHe pecypce 3a dypyhHocT — des 3asopa
IIpodneMaTusyjy saTedeHy MOMUTUIKY KapTy CBeTa, JoBofiehy y mMTame TepuTopujamray
IIe/IOBUTOCT YaK M COIICTBEHUX CABE3HMKA, T1a M CAMO ITOCTOjalhe HEKMX TMIAHTCKIUX JIp-
»apa. O ToMe CBeJlouy jaBHO M3pedeHa HelIPMUCTOjHA OHY A aMEePUIKOT IIpefiCeiHIKA O
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TEPUTOPUjaTHOj TPrOBYMHM 1 aHeKcuju — uzeja fa CAJl oxy Jarcke xyme Ipennmany, Hajsehe
0CTpBO Ha cBeTy (2,17 Munmnona km?), Te fa npukpyde Kanany, mpocrpaunjy on cammx
CAJl u gpyry 3em/by 110 IOBPIIMHY Y cBeTy (9,98 Muanona km?) (Stepi¢, 2025b). Cse cy
TO 13a30BM KOjU IIpeTe Jla YMTAB CBET IpeTBOpe y dype dapyTa, IITO je HeKafia BaXKNIIO 3a
eHIEeMCKO Oa/IKaHCKO IeONONUTIYKO CBOjCTBO (Stepié, 2023, str. 101-102).

IIpeypebeme cBeTa ounrienHo ce He Mo>ke nocTihi des Be/IMKOT para, IITo HOTBphyje
Jocafialllibe NCTOPUjcKo UcKycTBO. Kpynujanno nmurame, mehyTum, jecte ga mu he HoBa
r10dajiHa CTBAPHOCT HACTATY IIOCPEACTBOM, (PUTYPATUBHO pedeHo, mopohajunx Myka y
BUJY OPOjHIX JIOKA/THUX M PETMOHATHIX PaTOBa KOjU MOTY TPajaTu U BUILE AeLIeHNja WIN
ce 4ak mpeTBOpuUTH y (Ayro)TpajHo crame. Huje nckpydeno ga he rakBy popmy cykoda
HayYHMIY jeHOT JlaHa IPOIJIACUTH YITPAIOCTMOIEPHOM (OPMOM CBETCKOT para. Vi je
UITaK HeM30eXXHO, oneT (GUTypaTHBHO pedeHo, pahame IapCKUM pe30M, Y BULLY HEOK/Ia-
CUYHOT CBETCKOT paTa Hamuk IIpBom 1 JIpyrom, y kome du, 1o reMHUIM|H, ,,y9eCcTBOBAIA
BehmHa gpxaBa ca cBux mwm dap Buiue koHTrHeHara  (Krivokapié, 2010, str. 1038)? ITox
YCIOBOM I Ce He [ieCl apMarefioH, Kaja Ou Ha OCHOBY OZHOCA IOOEHIUKA I TOPAXKEHNX,
yKpydyjyhu u muxose catenute, omneT 61o GpopMMUpaH HEKM HOBM CBETCKM TOPefak?

ToToBo #a ce mopipasyMeBa 3aK/by4aK O IeMaTH30BaHOM (QYHKIIMOHNCABY CBETa Y
KOOp/IMHATaMa IOPeTKa, Te /]a OH HEM30CTABHO MMA IeOIIONIMTUYKY NMMEH3Mjy Y BUAY I1O-
naprHocty. Huje i ce cBeT cyouno ca ,,HepenoM ¢ 3ap Huje Moryh Hemopenak, pacropenak
Uy TOM KOHTEKCTY TeOIIONMTIIKM ITOCTIIONapy3aM Koju he eBomynpary y Hemonapusam
U YaK aHTUIIO/Iapu3aM?

Kpehe mi ce cBet Ka reomonmutudkoM Hosymy u kako he on usrmegarn? Buiie He
IPUIA/IA JOMEHY FeOIONTIYKe QY TYPUCTHKE IPEHOlIebe HAaleTOCTH, KOH(INKaTa, ma
YaK M PaTHUX IpeTHU U cyKoda Behux pasmepa y aMmepuiko ,gsopuinte”. OTKasupame
HOCITYIIHOCTY SPOjHNX CaBe3HMX Ip>KaBa (efilepaTHOj BIACTH U pacopehnBame Halmo-
HaJTHe rapfie Ha yamiaMa BanmmHrroHa moctam cy peamHocT. Vieje pycKmx reonomTiaKix
mucnana o nopemu CAJL Hekaia Cy M3asuBasle IOACMeX, a/li Hije BUILE TaKo. JOlLT BUIIe
TO Ba)X! 3a Xurorese o pparmenranuonoj dynyhnocru EY 1 HATO. EBponckoM KOHTH-
HEHTY CJIefil TEME/BHO U HeM30eXKHO IIPEKOMIIOHOBakbe Oyayhu 1a Cy 1beroBu monoxaj,
YIIOTa, CTaTyC, YHYTPALIBY OFHOCH 1 HOTIUTUYKO-TePUTOPMjaTHA CTPYKTypa Hacnehenu n
apXaM4yHM, y BEJIMKOj Mepy II0CTa/I X/IaTHOPATOBCKIA, @ jOIII BUILE TOCTX/IaJHOPATOBCKI,
YHUIIONapHM aHaxpoHusam. Jemorpadcknu excrmosusHy JlatnHcka AMepuka, ,,I[pHa®
Adpuxa, LlenTpanHa, Jy>xHa u Jyroucrouta Asyja Bpumthe cTaqHy MUTPaHTCKY IPUTHU-
CaK Ha OKOJIHE IIOIIY/IaLlMOHO perpecrBHe odnacTy — npeHcTBeHo Ha CAJl, EBpomry n
Pycujy — mro he mmaTu Hecarneguse IMBUIN3AIMjCKe, eKOHOMCKE, TOMUTUIKE U APYTe
nocneguue. Vcmamckn cser (2,2 Mutnjappe /byny; 25% cBeTcKe IOIy/Ialyje) IpoCcTupe ce
y »Imodamxom heartland-y* u koHTpOMIIIe BehMHY reOmOMUTUYKIX 1 TeOCTPATEIMjCKIX
K/by4HMX Tadaka (Stepi¢, 2017b, str. 57-80).

CXOJHO 3aKOHY IpaBUTAalje, KOjy BaXK! U Y T€OTIONUTUIIN, jady IPYUBIa4M Cradujer
Ta ce He MO)Ke UCK/BYUUTHU CTBaparme HeKONMNIIMHe HeOKTACHIHMX VIV TIOCTMOJIepPHIX
uHTepecHMX cdepa mwin chepa yTulaja pasmnauTor HuBoa (man-odnactu). To y cBakoj
Off BUX IOffpa3yMeBa IOCTOjambe jefHe, M3PasUTo IpeMohHe, inodante cune, n Xujepap-
XMjCKU PACIIOpesl BeHUX CaTeINUTa. VImaK, IOMNTIYKY, eKOHOMCKY M PaTHU ,3HAKOBU
nopep myra“ ykasyjy Ha To fia he ce cBeT, 0 CBOj IPUINI, CTPYKTYpPUCATU ApyTaduje.
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Oxo jefiHe ApyKaBe IV BUIIE He TAKO TOMUHAHTHUX UCTHAKHYIIUX gPiasa OCTale 3eMIbe
okymbahe ce y Buny mpomen/busmx, Gprykrynpajyhux ,mMosanxa’, ,rpososa’, ,BeIUKIX
npocropa’, ,010koBa“ 1 CIMYHUX 0d/MKa rpynncama. VcrakHyTe fpxaBe unak Hehe
Mohu f1a anconyTHo Bnajajy npunagajyhum makpopernonuma jep he duru odysnasane
M ypaBHOTeXaBaHe Off CTpaHe IPYTUX C/JIa ¥ IbUXOBMX MaKPOPETrMOHa Y MOMUTUYKOM,
€KOHOMCKOM, BOjHOM, Ky/ITYPHOM, IPOIIaTaHHOM ¥ JPYTOM CMICITY.

Hasepena rpynmcama fp>xaBa Mory duti ad hoc, CXOIHO HeKOM TPeHY THOM KOXe3H-
OHOM YJHMOLLY, WIM IIaK JYTOTpajHMja, Y CK/Ialy Ca LIMBIUIN3ALMjCKIM M TeOHOIUTUYKIM
UIEHTUTETOM, Y3 ITofipasyMeBajyhe nsysetke. [paBuTaloHe cuje, UHTETPaTUBHY MOTUBU
¥ TIPUHLIMIIN AIIPOKCUMATYBHOT oMeDhaBarba CUTHUjUX MM KPYIIHUjUX »,kaMeH4nha“ Tor
IJI0da/THOT TeOHOIMTUYKOT MO3auKa MOTY OUTY Pa3HOBPCHM U 4€CTO HEKOXEPEHTHH — Y3
re0eKOHOMCKE U IeONIOIMTIYKe, jOIII, Ha IIpUMep, U IPVBIJIErOBaHa JOCTYIIHOCT U LjeHa
eHepreHaTa 1 CTPATEIIKIX CHPOBIHA, JOMETI HAQTHOT I TaCHOT ,,KPBOTOKA®, pe3epBHe
BalyTe, LIAPYHe, HOTUTNYKO-eKOHOMCKe CaHKIIMje CYIapHUIMMA, Ky/ITYPHO-IMBIIM3aLMjCKa
(IpBEHCTBEHO pe/UTyjcKa) MICTOBETHOCT, IPaBUTAIMIOHA MOh T3B. ITI08a/THNX IPafioBa...
CxozHo ToMe, rpaHMuIie 13Mehy KOHKpeTHIX LieiHa He O Tpedalo CXBAaTHUTI Kao HeKe
JMMece YUV KpajiHe, a jOII Mambe Kao YBpcTe dapiujepe — XafipujaHoBe defieMe, KITHECKe
3U/0Be, MXXIHO JIMHIje, TBO3JIeHe 3aBece 11 dep/IMHCKe 31fl0Be — Beh Kao T3B. MeKe, yC/I0B-
He, QrIynHe, KOHTaKTHe. VICTO ce OfHOCK U Ha rpaHulle Apxasa. I1of ycl10BOM fia y HOBOj
r710danm3anuju fpykaBa kao GeHOMeH OICTaHe Y TPaiuIMOHaTHOM cxBaheHOM 0O/uKYy.
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Abstract: The world is undergoing a turbulent transition between different orders,
which is manifested through political, military, technological, economic, religious, prop-
aganda, and other confrontations. The participants in the said conflicts are actors who
are striving to perpetuate a privileged status quo, on the one hand, and rising powers with
aspirations to change the system in which their position is inferior, on the other. Although
armed conflicts may at first glance have a proxy character, a world war is possible as multiple
simultaneous regional wars. The author argues that the outcomes of such wars are already
yielding a geopolitical, i.e., comprehensive reshaping of the world. Absolute domination of
the US during the “unipolar moment” ceased to exist a long while ago, whereas a multipolar
system in its true sense has not yet been fully established. The current historical-geopolit-
ical situation would be the most accurately defined as a process of multipolarisation, that
is, a process of structuring a polycentric world. For the time being, it is impossible to say
what this polycentricity will look like, what the alignment of powers will be on the scale
of global power, and whether they will incline towards at least a passable balance of (neo)
bipolarity. Additionally, there is another “end of history”(?) on the horizon, with an imminent
shifting of the earlier unipolarity towards a new one — Pax Americana will be followed by
an attempt to establish Pax Sinica. Therefore, general thinking does not go beyond the set
patterns of coordinates of some form of polarity. Nevertheless, there is ample indication
that there is an ongoing shifting towards a new geopolitical novum — mosaic-like structure
of building blocks whose principles of integration will be fragmented, with fluid borders,
while connections will be flexible.
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INSTEAD OF INTRODUCTION:
WAR REALITY OF THE WORLD’S
GEOPOLITICAL RESHAPING

War is one of the most complex phenomena and it is sometimes, rightfully so, described
as being “elusive to definition” (Krivokapi¢, 2010, p. 899). Nevertheless, we can concisely say
that, in its narrow meaning, ,war is an armed conflict between two or more states whose
purpose is to accomplish a political or some other interest by violent means...” whereas in
its broader sense war “also includes more severe armed conflicts within the borders of a
state (...), especially if foreign powers are involved in some way as well” (Krivokapi¢, 2010,
p- 899). Unquestionable complexity, according to various criteria, results in multiple, al-
ready common and widely accepted divisions, however with new divisions and adjectives
cropping up all the time to describe war — world, regional, local, civil, ethnic, religious,
defensive, pre-emptive, special, hybrid, economic, cultural, propaganda, tech, cyber, etc.
War is a continuous condition of humankind, so we can say that peace periods are just
pauses between wars, i.e., truces during a continuous war that is underway on the Planet.

The result of war is a range of direct and indirect consequences, among which the
territory-related, i.e., geopolitical ones, go without saying. Fundamentally, nothing has
changed between the earliest formations of human society until the present ones, from
armed confrontation for a more spacious cavern, richer sources and hunting grounds, to
conflicts involving sophisticated weapons in order to ensure energy resources, transport
corridors, and crucial global locations. While local and regional wars resulted in limit-
ed-extent change in terms of territory, borders, and population, transformation on a (trans)
continental and global scale, such as changes in the world’s system, was brought about by
major armed conflicts and wars which are denoted as “world”, which were all waged in the
first half of the 20™ century, including the comprehensive acquisitions gained by victors in
the aftermath of those wars, with the use of those acquisitions persisting well into the early
21% century. As it turns out, not even the reshaping which we are currently witnessing can
be carried out without war.

A CATACLYSMIC TRANSITION OF THE ORDERS

The prefix post- is typically added before a word which denotes a condition/process
which has been completed, while something new has been made or is in the making, and
as such is yet to be defined and determined terminology-wise. Hence, immediately fol-
lowing the fall of the Berlin Wall and the meeting between Bush and Gorbachev that took
place in late 1989 in Malta, the assumptions that a dramatic change of global proportions
was ongoing and that the old system was exiting the stage were outlined only guardedly,
however without a possibility of identifying what was going to come next. Following this,
there were first mentions, though in rather vague terms, of the world entering a post-Cold
War period and post-bipolarity.
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War character of the “unipolar moment”

It was not until later that the term unipolarity entered into use i.e., the unipolar order with
an American twist to it. What arose from it were globalisation, as a process, and globalism, as
an ideology. In geopolitical terms, this process had a distinctly expansionistic manifestation,
an unequivocal westernised civilisational quality and typical features of thalassocratic polit-
ical identity. To the Russians, this represented the cataclysmic “Atlantean Deluge” and a true
“geopolitical catastrophe” (V. Putin). Nevertheless, it will prove to be just a relatively short,
yet turbulent, bloody decade-long interim stage of establishing America’s absolute hegemony;,
which, once this stage was over, order theorists (“orderists”) started calling the “unipolar mo-
ment”. Still, from present-day point of view, according to the majority of indicators, it indeed
was an order, albeit with an absence of some required features, however with some elements
of induced, orchestrated chaos, especially in the geopolitical sphere (Ramonet, 1998).

The US triumphantly ended the Cold War, whereas the adversarial military bloc and
its leader the USSR “smashed to smithereens”. The victor with its satellite states (the West)
inflicted on its rival (the East) almost all elements of defeat, even without failing to execute
territory fragmentation and reduction. At the same time - as had always been the case
throughout history — the West expanded at the expense of the East by accepting to NATO
and EC/EU membership, the “organisations of Western civilisation” (Huntington, 1996, p.
161), so (the) new(est) world order was being set up concurrently. Despite this, the Ameri-
cans did not crush Russia — which will later turn out to have far-reaching consequences - by
breaking it apart into multiple semi-dependent, globally and micro-regional insignificant
political-territorial units. However, there were some such proposals presented by the then
theoreticians and practitioners (Brzezinski, 1997, pp. 59-61), based on the traditional An-
glo-Saxon geopolitical thought (Mackinder, 1996). Reasoning of the US was that either way
they were going to become the global hegemon and that “bring Russia to its knees” could
hardly happen without the risk of a large-scale war, a global one even, against this strong
nuclear power which, having been cornered, would not have hesitated to use its potentials.

Hence, the bipolar order being replaced by an interim unipolar order did not occur
as a result of traditionally seen armed conflict between major powers, such as were WW1
and WW2. This is by no means to say that unipolarity entering the historical-geopolitical
scene took place peacefully. On the contrary! Low intensity conflicts that were localised
in territorial terms erupted throughout the world, especially in ethnic contact parts of the
world, as well as parts of the world of significance in geoenergy, geopolitical, and geostrate-
gic terms. Some of these conflicts escalated as previously existing conflicts, whereas others
were instigated particularly with the US having become the unchallenged hegemon. In both
cases, the US’s (in)direct involvement was unquestionable — whether it was motivated by
their interests across “every corner of the globe”, or it was about asserting credibility as a
“top dog in town” (M. Albright). Although they had the features of ethnic, religious, tribal,
civil, secessionist, dissolutional, resource, and other armed conflicts, there was, as a rule,
involvement of the US’s loyal satellite states — former colonial powers in Europe, first and
foremost, Great Britain and France.

There are many examples of using military force to establish and strengthen the “pil-
lars” of globalist unipolarity in the form of Americanism, some of which lasted long, having
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broken out and evolved since the late stages of the Cold-War, bipolarity period: the (Second)
Sudanese Civil War (1983-2005), Hutu-Tutsi war in Rwanda (1990-1994), a number of wars
on post-Soviet territories (1988-2000, in Artsakh, i.e., Nagorno-Karabakh, South Ossetia/
Georgia, Tajikistan, Moldova, Chechnya...), Liberian Civil War (1989-1996 and 1999-2003),
(Second) Gulf War (1990-1991), Algerian Civil War (1993-2002), Congolese War (1996-
2003), Eritrean—Ethiopian War (1998-2000), America’s so-called War on Terror (since
2001)... All of the mentioned armed conflicts, with the exception of testing new weapons,
arms, and tools of war, as well as doctrine-based, tactical and strategic approaches, also
entailed expedient (mis)use of the international law, redefining of international relations,
and a profound change in financial-economic rules. Furthermore, apart from the inevitable
military losses of warring parties, transition wars were characterised by genocide-scale
civilian victims: mass atrocities, the so-called ethnic cleansing of “those on the other side”,
exemplary punishment, which was often large-scale killings of non-combatant civilians,
application of the scorched-earth policy, i.e., complete eradication of settlements, infra-
structure, manufacturing facilities, cultural heritage, and farming areas in entire regions
in order to prevent the return of displaced persons and refugees.

The Serbs are an example of high cost of war during the “unipolar moment”. The US,
and the West as a whole, provoked and managed the violent, armed, and anti-Serbian-con-
noted dissolution of the Yugoslav formation - an internationally recognised state, for which
in the then new European and global circumstances there was no longer any geopolitical
and geostrategic need, which was the reason why it had been created in the first place, and
then renewed and fostered. Their institutions and/or global organisations in which they
took over a dominant role offered a (fake) form of destruction being based on relevant views
of the “international” community. An example enough of this is the European Badinter
Arbitration Committee, which decided that the state of Yugoslavia was in the “process of
dissolution’, i.e., that it was being broken up along the federal units’ non-ethnic, which is
to say inconsequential, antecedent, internal, communist (Titoist), boundaries. What is even
more illustrative is the engagement of UN-mandated forces, whose declaratively peace mis-
sion was innumerable times biased to the detriment of Serbs - starting from UNPROFOR,
which did not protect the Republic of Serbian Krajina, only to be (in)directly engaged in the
Bosnia and Herzegovina conflict on the side of Muslims, and then with KFOR and UNMIK,
which immediately upon their deployment on the Kosovo-Metohija part of Serbia started
doing whatever they could to ensure that “Serbia got as little as possible (B. Kouchner) but
also took an active role in “building the state” of Albanian secessionists.

Watershed years of the changing orders

The world leaders), self-proclaimed “necessary state” was at its peak of (superior)
power in the last five years of the 20" century, when it “zealously” laboured for its hegem-
ony work to be done. As was to be expected, it strived for its privileged position, gained
as a result the Cold-War victory, to perpetuate for as long as possible. More specifically:
if the US could not maintain “global domination”, then at least they could exercise “global
leadership” (Brzezinski, 2004). On the other hand, the “rest of the world” had a hopeless
impression that the unipolar imbalance of power would continue forever, especially when
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the US demonstrated its authority, again using Serbs as an example - first, when in late 1995
they forced them into the Dayton-Paris Accords, which ended the religious-civil conflict
in Bosnia and Herzegovina, which was imparted a constitution-based definition, and then
when in 1999 they had a symbolic celebration of NATO’s 50™ anniversary by committing
aggression against the FRY for the purpose of amputating Kosovo and Metohija from Serbia,
and by coercing Serbs into the Kumanovo Agreement, based on which Serbian armed and
police forces withdrew from the southern region.

A symbolically important episode, which was yet to show the true purpose of announced
multi-dimensional transformation of the world, first mentioned by the then Russian prime
minister Yevgeny Primakov, who specifically in protest of NATO launching aggression
against the FRY in 1999, while on his way to a visit to the US, ordered that his aircraft turn
around above the Atlantic Ocean. With this “tipping point” order, a strong, far-reaching
message was sent that it was the “last straw” and that the world could not for much longer
work in unipolar circumstances, and in a situation of the US’s unbridled hegemony. The
“loop of Primakov” will remain remembered in the history of international relations as one
of crucial episodes (Stepi¢, 2024, p. 40). Certainly, the mentioned episode was not to mark
an instant change of the world’s system, but it sent a clear message that the “main challeng-
ers” — Russia and China - would not sit idly by and put up with their second-class, often
humiliating position, but that instead they would prepare themselves to oust the US from the
global throne and change the rules of the game that had until then been in place. First of all,
the “Serbian experiment” in “Balkans geopolitical laboratory” served as a warning that they
could find themselves in a similar situation if they were not equipped to put up resistance.

During and following the armed conflict for Yugoslav legacy, transitional wars
were waged across the world, and so in the context of an increasing number of signs that
demonstrated weakness and the first losses of position of power of the US and their satellite
states, with Cuba more noticeably rapidly strengthening in all fields, and that following
its downfall, “Russia was rising” after all (Kalaji¢, 1994), while its self-confidence in the
international arena was growing. Russia was the victor in the (Second) Chechnya War
1999-2000 (terrorist-guerrilla war went on till 2009), while in 2001 America launched
the so-called War on Terror, i.e., Afghanistan War. They kept their Middle East and Near
East geopolitical and geostrategic “tempo” in 2003 (till 2011) with the war in Iraq (Third
Gulf War), including the paradigmatically brutal execution of Saddam Hussein (Saddam
Husayn Abd al-Magid al-Tikriti) and turning the country into a devastated, anarchic,
fragmented territory. In the early 21% century, with a higher or lesser degree of intensity
and with changing war luck, there were armed conflicts in the Former Yugoslav Republic
of Macedonia, Pakistan, Chad, Lebanon, Somalia, Ivory Coast, the Sudan region of Darfur,
and elsewhere. It became apparent that following absolute unipolarity, relative unipolarity
entered the stage (Stepi¢, 2017a, p. 23), while after Putin’s speech at the 43 International
Security Conference at the Bayerischer Hof hotel in Munich, in February 2007, it also
became apparent that geopolitical de-monopolising of the US was an inevitability. The
figure that even then showed the features of a top-notch world leader, although he was not
the leader of the world’s most powerful state, was convincing in announcing the process
of multipolarisation of the world. Not only did the majority of countries and population
of the world believe this announcement, but it was also interpreted as dawn of freedom.
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What is indicative here is that Albanian secessionists of Serbia’s Kosovo-Metohija region
identified and understood the geopolitical trend which did not work in their favour. They
were patient in leaving the leading global power nearly one year after Putin’s Munich speech
to make sure they got international recognition. With the leading global power failing to
do so, on 17" February 2008, the Albanian secessionists made sure they illegally declared
independence. Despite this, timing-wise they were off the mark. They entered “geopolitical
tardiness”, despite an “explosion of recognition”, which was done by fifty-three countries
during 2008. They were mainly Western countries, the US sphere of influence, and also
former colonies that still depended on their one-time capitals, and some Asian and African
countries that were driven by “Islamic solidarity”. In the stages that ensued, powerful patrons
made sure that “Kosovo” was recognised by more than one half of UN member states, but
this number, due to withdrawal of recognition (“unrecognising”) subsequently decreased
to significantly under ¥ of countries of the world, to mere 34% of the world’s territory and
28% of the population. Kosovo and Metohija became the obvious “litmus test” for a new
division of the world into pro-American and anti-American (Stepi¢, 2025a, p. 151).

Soon thereafter ensued a tangible war test of Russia’s readiness to show that actions
speak louder than words of its president, a war that was to reclaim Russia’s status of a major
power to be followed by remaking of the world order. Georgia, which was at the time a
loyal satellite of the US and the West as a whole, and as such an important South Caucasus
“manufacturer” of (neo)-classical anti-Russian anaconda strategy and Kennanian policy
of containment, tried to conquer two regions — Abkhazia and South Ossetia — which were
formally within its internationally recognised borders, but were in actual terms seceded.
Using the diplomacy-politics and media “shadow” cast by the Olympics in Beijing, it attacked
and intended the strategy of blitzkrieg to be used in order to defeat and expel deployed
Russian peace forces. This was not only to put Russia in a fait accompli situation and to
humiliate it on the international stage, but was also to show this as an example of Russia
not being even a common regional power, let alone a powerful player that could have an
impact on global circumstances. However, Russia won this short war, the so-called Olympic
War, and it was solely through its own decision that it did not defeat Georgia completely.
With this, Russia passed the mentioned test with flying colours and demonstrated that it
was equipped for a global geopolitical turn.

Multipolarisation as a process

Even this relativised unipolarity, accompanied by a proliferation of armed conflicts,
soon turned out to be temporary, transitional in nature. Over a short period of time, it
morphed into multipolar unipolarity, and then into unipolar multipolarity as well®. This is
not merely a pun, it was a fundamental shift in the world order, although at the time it was
barely perceptible. In its initial form, the order had a unipolar foundation which in its final,
terminal stage was to a substantial degree modified through multipolarity. Nevertheless,

2 S. Huntington argued that after the bipolar order, what would follow was an order that was based

on major world civilisations, an interim stage between unipolarity and multipolarity, which he dubbed
a uni-multipolar system (Huntington, 1999, str. 36).
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in its second form, the basis of the order was multipolarity in its initial, postnatal stage,
but it had the features of passed down, and very much present, influence of unipolarity
that was on its way out.

The US and their trans-Atlantic “partners”, gathered in the EU and NATO, were
faced with a development slowdown, in some segments even regression, especially with
the onset of decadence and social pathology. Difficult-to-solve internal challenges were
piling up, such as political instability, deficit of domestic raw materials, primarily sourc-
es of energy, a slowdown in economic development, growing social discontent, rush of
immigrants, ethnic-racial-religious intolerance, destructive demonstration that extended
over long periods of time, inadequate functioning of the state administration, crisis of
identity, issues of integration, etc. To a somewhat lesser extent, similar descriptions could
also apply to America’s trans-Atlantic satellite states Japan, South Korea, separated Taiwan,
and Australia, to a degree.

On the other hand, despite innumerable measures and threats, the West was unable
to stop the accelerated growth not only of its main rivals, the “geostrategic players” China
and Russia, but also that of economically fast-growing and politically emancipated regional
“geopolitical pivots” (Brzezinski, 2001, pp. 42-49), often even that of smaller, but self-sus-
taining countries in Asia, Africa, and South America, which resisted hegemony. It was
particularly painful for US global interests that despite all efforts and alluring promises,
they failed in their persistent attempts to include India in the anti-Russian and anti-Chi-
nese bloc. India would have been a prominent “piece” in the ongoing future “game” on the
“grand chessboard” - it at the time being the second, and soon thereafter the first most
populous country in the world as well as the crucial player in Indo-Pacific, which strategists
in Washington had started to perceive as a single whole. In addition to others, this was an
important indicator of trends in the hierarchy of world power.

Still, in their attempts to make their initiative in managing global political circum-
stances last longer, to pacify the ever more increasing number of “rogue states”, which they
accused of being the “axis of evil”, and to oust “non-democratic regimes” as a threat to
their reputation, the US, as the leader of the West, set in motion destabilisation of already
unstable North, Mediterranean Africa and the Middle East. In late December 2010, and
especially during the first six months of 2011, turmoil erupted throughout the Arab world
— from Morocco on the South end of Gibraltar, to Oman, right next to the Strait of Hormuz.
The so-called Arab Spring occurred, partly as a result of inner contradictions and partly
due to indirect generation, but in some cases also with direct intervention of the West.
The Arab Spring escalated to fierce armed conflicts. In some countries, such as Algeria,
Morocco, Sudan, Saudi Arabia, Jordan, and Oman, there were a larger- or smaller-scale
protests, with limited political change, whereas the conflicts in Syria and Iraq transformed
into civil wars, with ruling authorities somehow remaining in power, while in Egypt and
Tunisia they were overthrown. The most dramatic situation was in Libya, rich in oil, an
enviably orderly, although by widely-accepted criteria non-democratic, country. There,
with ample assistance of the West, civil war erupted. With direct military intervention of
the US, Canada, and Europe’s leading NATO members, France and the United Kingdom,
not much unlike Saddam Hussein’s deposing in Iraq, Libya’s “dictator” Muammar Gaddafi
(Muammar Muhammad Abu Minyar al-Gaddafi) was brutally executed, while the country
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was destabilised, set back, and divided to such an extent that it existed as a single politi-
cal-territorial entity only on the map.

It became evident that the West, led by the US, was losing primacy in the economic
field when in 2017 (according to some information, in 2015) China left the US behind in
one of the key segments — GDP based on purchasing power parity. This was soon going
to become even more apparent given the fact that BRICS left G7 behind, in addition to
GDP based on purchasing power parity, in many other segments — territory area, size of
population, pace of economic growth, agricultural output of basic foods, energy and ores,
scientific breakthroughs (patents)... At the same time, new wars were breaking out across
the globe, and things went on as before, with undiminished intensity. In September 2014,
a civil war in Yemen broke out between the Houthi movement and the recognised govern-
ment, which in political, logistic, intelligence, weapons, and other terms was supported by
Saudi Arabia, Israel, and the US. Houthi formations often launched missile attacks on ships
in the Bab-el-Mandeb, thereby raising issues regarding the crucial “oil transit chokepoint”
Conlflicts in Syria continued, which is where Russia first showed how, very far from its own
borders, it can protect its military bases through military intervention - the Tartus naval
base and the Khmeimim air base - all the while maintaining loyalties of Assad’s regime,
which then in late 2024 Russia left “high and dry” by letting go of its geostrategic positions.
Nonetheless, the first indicator of twilight of US hegemony and unipolarity was - both
on a factual and symbolic level - panicky, humiliating “skedaddling” of American troops
from Afghanistan in late August 2021, after they had been present in that country for over
twenty years. It became clear that after this embarrassment, nothing was going to be same.

The order was apparently shifting and entering an amorphous stage of post-unipo-
larity and post-globalism, i.e., the outlines were becoming more discernible, however still
without undefined features of multipolarity. This does not mean that there will be - and
the question is whether it will be possible at all - a true multipolarity, with relatively equally
strong major forces that will divide their associated large regions, which they gravitate to-
wards in terms of interests. By way of example, Russia and China see this system differently,
especially in Eurasia (Stepi¢, 2020, pp. 187-200): The Russians, in a neo-Eurasian, Duginist
manner see it in the form of different versions of “pan-regions” divided into multiple “big
spaces” (Stepi¢, 2016, pp. 569-586), whereas the Chinese see it according to the “Silk Road
geopolitical concept’, initially based on the “Silk Road Economic Belt” and the “21%-cen-
tury Maritime Silk Road” (Stepi¢, Zari¢ 2016, pp. 447-466). For the time being, the order
looks like a hierarchy (pyramid) of multipolarity, whereby China and Russia (and India),
admittedly individually (still) have not achieved the overall (“hard” and “soft”) power of
the US, however with the US being unable to make them do almost anything, and this
especially not being impossible if the “Barbarians are united”.

A powerful confirmation of this is the armed conflict between Ukraine and Russia,
which formally broke out in 2022, but in actual terms, in 2014 and even before. Basically,
it is a proxy war waged in the Ukrainian arena between the “collective West”, spearheaded
by the US on the one hand, and Russia, directly or indirectly endorsed by several allies, on
the other. Can this relationship between the conflicting parties be more loosely interpreted
as a war whose aim is to build (neo)liberalism, which is to bring to humankind peace of
sorts, through some new “balance of fear”, since theoreticians of international relations,
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geopolitics, and geostrategy see a bipolar system as possessing balance? At this time, this
is difficult to understand and accept since wars have become higher in numbers and more
widely-spread in terms of territories. Thus, the organisation named the Uppsala Conflict
Data Program, based at Uppsala University, released data that during the year 2024 there
were more armed conflicts than in any other year after WW2 - sixty-one international
armed conflicts, of which eleven have all the features and meet all the criteria of the defi-
nition of war (UCDP, 2025).

It was widely, in an oversimplified and biased manner, expected that “Russia would
hit like fury” and end “within a week” the blitzkrieg in Ukraine, in its Soviet-era borders,
by forestalling assistance that was expected to be provided to the Kiev regime by the West.
If they had used their full military potential, without excluding tactical nuclear one as well,
this would have certainly been quite possible. But what would have been accomplished
with this is “just” victory over a mere instrument, the Ukrainian puppet. They would not
have gained something incomparably larger — accelerated de-Atlantisation and de-western-
isation of the way in which the world worked, i.e., an earth-shattering, all-encompassing
reconfiguring of global geopolitical relations, which essentially have not changed since the
time of Columbus and Magellan. It was enough just to make two realistic “historical status
updates” within a short period of time - one before the so-called special military operation
that was launched in February 2022, and the other, a present-time update — and it will be
clear how the “state of the world” has changed. Admittedly, it did not take only a few years
for irreversible “undoing of the West” to take place, but its “decline” was precipitated, this
being manifested in a new, certain and this time “Ukrainian defeat”.

NON-POLARITY AS THE WORLD’S
GEOPOLITICAL FUTURE?

So, the global “scales” no longer tip all the way either on one side or the other. This
raises the following question: if the US, possibly together with the disjointed “collective
West” or G7, are on one “weighing pan” of (neo)bipolarity, who is on the other? Are they
the dynamic groups BRICS and SCO? Perhaps a much broader anti-Western/anti-American
“front” which is colloquially called the “World Majority”, whose current informal integration
factor is “failure to impose sanctions on Russia’, while “failure to recognise the independ-
ence of Kosovo” stood for the initial connecting paradigm? Or will China soon become
the only American rival, and for some time remain so, and then triumph and build sinism
as a (neo)unipolar order, in accordance with the old Chinese saying, “There can be no two
suns in the sky, nor two emperors on the earth”? What will this Pax Sinica be like, and will
perhaps the world at some point down the road remember Pax Americana with nostalgia?

New and old, renewed wars have been “springing up like mushrooms”. In parallel,
relatively long, bloody, devastating conflicts, such as the ones in Ukraine, Africa, and the
Middle East (Lebanon, Syria, Gaza, etc.) are ongoing, and also short, controlled conflicts,
without major loss of lives and material losses, with the “settling of old scores” or, perhaps,
with vague outcomes with “both sides as victors’, as is the case with the conflict in Artsakh
(Nagorno-Karabakh), in the disputed Kashmir region between India and Pakistan, then
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Israel and Iran etc. In addition to these, there are many more flashpoints across this boiling
world. They can be frozen for a while, only to be reactivated at any time, thereby the leading
world powers proving their strength - the Gulf, Caucasus, South Caucasus, post-Soviet
Central Asia, Indochina, Taiwan, Sakhalin and the Kuril Islands, the Aegean basin, Vene-
zuela, Panama, etc. The stage is filled with hundreds of separatisms, ethnic tensions, state-
like entities, greater state pretensions, unfulfilled national programmes, inconsequential
borders, and simmering borderline conflicts. Global powers - so as to go full circle with
their spheres of influence and to ensure through geoeconomic means natural resources
for the future — without an ounce of hesitation problematise map of the world at any given
time, even questioning the territorial integrity of its own allies, and as it happens, the very
existence of some gigantic countries. An illustration of this is a publicly presented “indecent
proposal” of the US president regarding territorial bartering and annexation - the idea that
the US will buy from Denmark Greenland, the world’s largest island (2.17 million km?),
and also that it will annex Canada, the world’s second largest country (9.98 million km?), it
covering an area larger than that of the US (Stepi¢, 2025b). These are all various challenges
which pose a threat of turning the world into a “powder peg”, which once used to be the
endemic Balkans geopolitical feature (Stepi¢, 2023, pp. 101-102).

Shifting of the world apparently cannot be achieved without a major war — which has
after all been confirmed by historical experience so far. Nevertheless, the crucial question
is whether a “new global reality” will be created by means of, figuratively speaking, “labour
pains” in the form of many local and regional wars that could span several decades or even
turn into a (long-)standing condition? We cannot exclude the possibility that scientist will
one day declare this form of conflict an ultra-postmodern form of world war? Or rather is,
again figuratively speaking, a “C-section birth” inevitable, i.e., in the form of a neoclassical
world war, similar to WW1 and WW2, in which, by definition, “the majority of states from
all or, at least multiple, continents would take part (Krivokapi¢, 2010, p. 1038)? And once
it ended - on condition that there was no Armageddon in the meantime - when based on
relations between the victor and the defeated, including their satellites, some new world
order would be established?

The conclusion almost goes without saying that there is a pattern in the functioning
of the world within a set of order coordinates, and that it inevitably has a geopolitical di-
mension in the form of polarity? Has not the world faced a “disorder”, or is it not in a way
facing it today? Is not a non-order possible, a dis-order, and in that context geopolitical
post-polarity, which will evolve to non-polarity and even anti-polarity?

Is the world shifting towards a geopolitical novum and what will it look like? It is
no longer within the realm of futuristic possibility that tensions, conflicts, even threat of
war and larger-scale conflicts will move to America’s “backyard”. Multiple states refusing
to obey the federal authorities and the deployment of National Guard forces on the streets
of Washington have become a reality. Russian geopolitical thinkers’ ideas regarding the
division of the US used to be a laughing matter, but this is no longer the case. This is even
more so in the case of hypotheses on fragmentation future of the EU and NATO. What
follows now for the European continent is a through and inevitable remaking of its position,
role, status, internal relations, and political-territorial structures, which came from earlier
times and are archaic, and have to a great extent become Cold-War in nature, or even more,
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a post-Cold-War unipolar anachronism. With tendencies of demographic explosions,
Latin America, “Black” Africa, Central, South Asia, Southeast Asia will apply continuous
migratory pressure on the surrounding population-regressive regions — primarily the US,
Europe, and Russia — which will have inestimable civilisational, economic, political and
other consequences. Islamic world (2.2 billion people; 25% of the world population) spreads
across “Global heartland” and controls the majority of geopolitical and geostrategic points
of pivotal significance for global control (Stepi¢, 2017b, pp. 57-80).

In accordance with the law of gravitation, which is also applicable to politics (but there
it means that the stronger one pulls the weaker one), we cannot exclude the forming of a
number of neoclassical or postmodern spheres of interest of various levels (pan-regions).
In each of them, this entails the existence of one, extremely dominant global power, as well
as a hierarchical layout of its satellite states. Still, political, economic, and war “road signs”
show that in all likelihood the world will be structured in a different manner. Other countries
will gather around one or more not so dominant prominent countries, in the form of fluid,
fluctuating “mosaics”, “clusters’, “great spaces’, “blocks” or some such similar forms of group-
ing. Nevertheless, the prominent counties will not be able to exert absolute rule over relative
associated macroregions because they will be held back and balanced by other powers and
their macroregions in a political, economic, military, cultural, propaganda and other sense.

The mentioned groupings of states can be ad hoc, depending on some current factor
of cohesion or, perhaps they can be more long-standing, in accordance with civilisational
and geopolitical identity, subject to inevitable exceptions. Gravitational pull, integrative
motivation, approximate delimitation of smaller or larger “pebbles” in the global geopolitical
“mosaic” can be diverse and often incoherent — in addition to the geoeconomic and geopo-
litical “pebbles”, for example, there can be energy and strategic raw materials privilege, the
issue of how far the “bloodstream” of oil and gas reaches, reserve currencies, customs and
excise, political-economic sanctions imposed on rivals, cultural-civilisational (primarily
religious) identicality, gravitational pull of the so-called global cities, etc. Accordingly, the
boundaries between concrete wholes should not be perceived as boundary lines or border-
lands, but even less so as solid barriers — Hadrianic fortifications, Chinese Walls, Maginot
Lines, Iron Curtains, and Berlin Walls - instead, they should be seen, in a manner of speaking,
as being soft, conditional, fluid. The same also applies to state borders. Provided that in a
“new globalisation’, the state as a phenomenon survives in its traditionally understood form.
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