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TJIOBAJTH HEOKOH3EPBATUBHM 3AOKPET?

Caxerak: Y TEKCTy ce 3acTyIla Te3a Jia je HEOKOH3ePBAaTHBN3aM IT0OATHU OATO-
BOD, a He Y3POK KpM3€e CaBPEMEHOT CBETCKOT KallMTaIUCTUYIKOr cucTeMa. [locraspajy ce
TEOPMjCKM OCHOBM 32 Te3y fla Cé HEOKOH3epBaT/BM3aM jaB/ba YBEK Kajla je KallMTaln3aM
YIpOXeH, a fia je kpusa 13 2008. rogyHe IpefcTaB/bala caMo BPX JIefieHor Opera Koju je
YIIO30pMO Ha 030M/PHOCT CTPYKTYpHE Kpy3e KanuTaausMa. Y TOM CMUCTY HEOKOH3epBa-
TYBM3aM IIPe[CTaB/ba UAEONTOLIKO-IOIUTIYKY IIOKYIIAj Ia ce 04yBajy nocrojehu ogHOCK
MO Y CBETCKOM KaIMTAIMCTIYKOM CUCTEMY KOji Cy HapylleH! yOp3aBameM Ipolieca
rnobanusanyje.

Kipyune peun: HeokoH3epeailiusuzam, Heonubepanuzam, noynusam, Kauuiianusam.

YBopg

[TonnasHa mpeTIOCTaBKa ¥ OBOM TEKCTY je Jla HeOKOH3epBaTUBM3aM, KOji Ce 4eCTOo
HoBe3yje ca ,,ay TOPUTAPHMM IIOMYIN3MOM~ Kao IONMUTUYKIM OOIMKOM KPO3 KOjI ce ce
0Ba UJeOTIOIIKA OpMjeHTalMja Hajuenthe 1co/baBa, Hije y3pOK Kpli3e CaBPeMEHOT CBeT-
CKOT cucTeMa, Beh jelaH of ofroBopa Ha Kpusy KammMTaausMa Koja je, yclen yopsama
mpoljeca I7obanysaliyje 3aXBaTiia U \beros (Jocafjalllibli) eHTap.

Y TOM cMuUCITy, OBaj TEKCT MMa U TIOJIeMUYKH KapaKTep jep mpobieMaTusyje pamm-
peHy Te3y ia je HEOKOH3ePBAaTUBI3aM Kao JIeCHM MOMUTUYKY IIpojeKaT 61MCKO MoBe3aH
ca [OMY/IM3MOM yCMepeH Ha MOTKOIIaBambe TeMelba MbepanHe Ip)KaBe U MubepanHo-je-
MOKPATCKOT ITOMMTIYKOT nopeTKa. OBJie ce He J0OBOAM y IMNUTambe Te3a /ja HEOKOH3epBa-
TMBU3aM, Y USBECHOj MepH, YrpoxaBa nocrojehn monutnaknm cucreM, Beh ce TBpau fia je
OH JIOMMHAHTHO YCMepPeH Ha 3allTUTY U jadarbe TeMe/ba KanuTanusma. HeokoHsepsaru-
BU3aM, TO je OCHOBHA Te3a, IPeJICTaB/ba CaMo JAPYTaduyju OrpTad, TKaH of Ipy6sber mroda
Y OHOCY Ha CBUJIEHY MUOEPaHy Of0PY, alu y OCHOBY UMa UCTY QYHKLUjy Kao u (Heo)
nubepannsaM fja IETUTUMMAIIIE TTOCTOjehy eKOHOMCKY CTPYKTYPY.

! vlada.vuletic@gmail.com

2 Paj je HACTao y OKBUPY TIpOjeKTa ,/3a308u Hose gpywitisere unineipavyuje y Cpouju - koHyeiiniu
u axinepu” (OV 179035) xoju cipoBopy VIHCTUTYT 3a COLMOIONIKA MCTpaKuBamba Pumozod-
ckor daxynrera YHuBepsuteta y beorpagy
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HecymmuBo fjla Ha 1J€O/IONIKOM IUVIAHY HEOKOH3epBaTMBM3aM IIpefiCcTaB/ba IIO-
JIMTUYKY U3a30B (Heo)mnbepannamMy U HOIMAPXUjU> KOjU CY TOTOBO YETUPH feLieHuje
PETaTHBHO YCIEIIHO OfrOBapaal 3aXTeBMMa ITIOOATHOT KAaIMMTATUCTUYKOL CHCTEMa.
MebyTtum, pokycnparme Ha cafpskaj oBe upeoyomike 60p6be, HUIITA He TOBOPU O PasJio-
31Ma 300T KOjIX ce OHa BOZY, Ka0 HU O PaslIo3NMa 13 KOjuX HeonubepaaHa XereMOHHja
HOCTIe YeTUPH JielieHje TyOu IIpyMaT.

ITopep Tora, hoKycupameM MaxKibe Ha Cykob nsMelyy Heonubepannsama 11 HEOKOH3ep-
BaTMBIU3Ma I'ybe ce U3 BIfla a/ITEPHATUBHY MAEOIOKY fucKypcu. Hanme, ocum Heonube-
panusaMa 1 HeOKOH3ePBaTHBI3Ma, Y UIeOOIIKO-TIO/INTIYKO]j apeHn Moryhe je mperosHa-
TV Y pa3/MuuTe OO/MKe COLMjanUCTIIKe, TaYHNUje COLMa-AeMOKPATCKe Ue0Norje Koja
CBOj M3pa3 Hajlasy y 3aroBapamy (Heo)KeH3UjaHCKe TIONUTUYKe eKOHOMUje U IeMOKpaTuje
BIUCOKOT MHTeH3NTeTa. BaxkHo je mcrahu ma, ympkoc mebycob6Hum pasnmkama, oBe Tpu
UJIeOOTje fieTie MCTa 6a3uuHa yBeperba O OXKe/bHIM Ha4MHIMA PeAICTPUOYLIje eKOHOM-
CKe 1 TTONUTHYKe Mohy y OKBMpY KanuTanucTudkor cucrema. CBe Tpu, HauMe, 3aroapajy
TPKVIIHY IPUBPeY 3aCHOBAHY Ha JOMMHALVj/ IPYBATHOT BIACHMUIITBA I IIPENCTABHIY-
Ky IeMOKPATHjy Kao 06/IUK IONUTUYKOT TIPefiCTaB/babha I CTUIAMhA BIIACTIL.

HacynpoT oBUM CHCTeMCKIM MIEOJIOTHjaMa, Y TIOIUTIYKO] apeH Moryhe je naeHTH-
(UKOBATK U IBe AHTHUCHCTEMCKE MEOJIOTHje KOje JOBOJie Y MUTamhe eKOHOMCKE, OHOCHO
MIO/INTUYKE OCHOBE KallUTanusMa. Ped je o, ¢ jenHe cTpaHe, Kpajibe JIEBUM Uie0IoTMjaMa
Koje ce IPOTUBe TP>KMUIITHOj IPMBPENM 3aCHOBAHOj Ha IIPMBAaTHOM BJIACHUILTBY I, C pyTe
CTpaHe, Kpajibe IeCHUM UZIe0TIoTHjaMa Koje IPBEHCTBEHO JIOBOJIE Y MUTAM€ IEMOKPATHjy
Ka0 HNOMUTUYKM TeMe/b Ha KOMe TI04MBa CABpeMeHM KallUTAMCTUIKM CUCTEM.

Kpusa us 2008. ropnte obenomanmnia je CTpyKTypHe mpobjieMe KalnuTaan3Ma U TOTKO-
IajIa JOMMHALYjy HeonubepanHe npeonoruje fopoaehn y mirarme weHy IernTUMI3ALNjCKY
yIIory. 3aXTeBU 3a IIPepacIofieioM 60raTcTBa IIOCTANMN Cy CBe ITIACHM)M, @ TeMe Kao IITO Cy
IpYyLITBEHe HejeqHAKOCTH Jobue Cy CBOj aKafjleMCKu 1 jaBHM mybmuuutet (Stiglitz, 2015,
Piketty, 2015, Milanovi¢, 2016). VicToBpeMeHo, jadajy pajguMKaaHM MOKPETH KOjU KPU3Y
HOBe3yjy ca c1aboCTyMa eKOHOMCKOT U ITOMTUTUYKOL CUCTEMA, d HEeHO IPeBasUIaKerhe
BIJIE Y 3aXTEeBMMa 3a HAITYIUTake TUX TeMe/ba.

HeokonsepBaTuBusaM y TaKBOj CUTYyaljuju MMa ABOCTPYKy yrory. C jemHe cTpa-
He, OH je OpaHa jauamy pajMKalHO [ECHMX IOKpeTa, a ca Apyre Tpeba faa ob6e3benu
¢dyHKUMOHMCabe cucTeMa 6e3 yCTYIaKa Kojit 611 ToipasyMeBaI Ipepaciofiey APYLIT-
BeHor 6orarcrBa’. Te nupeBe MOKyIIaBa /ja OCTHUTHE IPEMeEIITAbEM I10/ba [IOIUTIIKE
6op6e Ha TeOMOMUTUYKY ITaH.

IlITa je HeOKOH3EpPBATUBM3AM

HeokonsepparubusaM Huje HOBa ujeonoruja. IIpeu myT ce nomMmmume KpajeM Ies3-
JleceTUX M MOYETKOM cefilamMaeceTux rofyuHa XX BeKa Kao Ofif0BOP Ha CTYHAEHTCKM IIO-

3 ¥V oBoM TekcTy hemMo KOpUCTITH HA3KB O/IMAPXIja YMECTO PACIIPOCTPAEHOT U3Pasa leMOKpaTuja
Ha Ha4uMH Ha Koju ra je nedummcao Bubam Poburcon (Robinson, 2012). OcHOBHA KapaKTepyUCTH-
Ka OBOT CUCTeMa je la Hapof MMa MOTYhHOCT fja IpuxBati, WK ofbuje oHe Kojit mbiMe Tpeba fa
Bragajy (Robinson, 2012, str. 69).

ITepcoHanusalyjy oBe IOfeNe WIYCTPYjy KaHAMAATU Ha IpefcefHMYKNM msbopyuma y CAJ]
2016. Xumapy KnuHTOH mpepncraBpaia je HeomubepanHu OfroBop Ha Kpusy, bernm Canpmepc
conujaneMokparcky, a JJonans TpaMn HeoKOH3epBaTUBHIUL.
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kpet 1968. rognue. Tana, kao u caja, To je 6110 MIOKYIIIAj Jla C€ KIacCUIHa KOH3epBaTUB-
Ha CXBaTarba IPUIArOfie CABPEMEHOM KAIIUTa/IMCTUIKOM IIOPETKY KPO3 IOBe3UBambe Ca
ozpehernM mmbepanHUM ITIeAMIITHMA M KPO3 HAIVIalllaBakbe OHMX elleMeHaTa TpajiuLuje
KOjI Cy ¥ JAHAC OMIITENPUXBAT/bUBI.

HeoxonsepBaTuBusaM ce MCIO/baBa y MOMUTUYKOj apEHM Kao IOMMUTUYKA OIIja
Koja xohe 1a yuecTByje y pelllaBamy MpaKTUYHNUX IpobIeMa APYLITBA, II0CeOHO y Bpe-
Me Kpu3a, a Y U/IEONIOIIKOj aPEHM KaO ITOIJIE], Ha CBET KOjU TEXM JJa OCTBApU KYNTYPHY
XereMOHMjy. Y TOM CMICITY OH Ce He Pas/MKYje Off IPYTUX MOTUTUIKO-UIEONTOUIKIX CTa-
HOBMIITA.

OHo 110 4eMy ce pasiKyje je cafipkaj uaeosnouke nosuiuje. Tpeba ogmax mcrahu
la je HEOKOH3epBaTMBM3aM y eKOHOMCKOj cdepy Beoma cimdaH (Heo)nrnbepamnsmy.
MebhyTtum, kaga je ped 0 HOMUTHYKUM, KYAITYPHUM WIN eTUYKMM IUTabUMa OH Y IIPBU
IUIaH MCTUYE TPAJUIMOHA/IM3aM, ONHOCHO OHE HheTOBe elIEMEHTE Kao IITO CY: HallMOHa-
NM3aM, IOIITOBAbE PE/IUTHje I UCTULIAEbe 3Ha4aja ay TOPUTETA U jaBHe MOPILKE ayTOPU-
tery. Kao mro je, nocmarpajyhn Hemauky, ncrakao XabepMac HeOKOH3epBaTHBU3aM je
komIpomuc Tpaguiuje u MmogepHe (Habermas, 1983). Knayc Ode cmany mucao mpeta-
4e y GopMyITy: HeOKOH3epBaTu3aM = homo economicus y mubepaaHo-KaIUTaINCTUIKOM
LpyIITBY + permruja + Haunonanmusam (Offe, 1987).

Kapa je peu o morziefly Ha caBpeMeHM CBeT HEOKOH3ePBATUBMIM CMATPAjy ia je aKTy-
e/Ha Kpu3a, IIpe CBera, Kpuaa ayTopuTeTa, Bo)CTBa, OfHOCHO eINTa M MHCTUTYLIN]ja, LITO
YKYIIHO IJIef;ldaHO YTPOXKaBa TeMe/be NPYIUTBeHe CTaOMTHOCTY I1a YaK M CaMOTI CBETCKOT
nopetka. Kpusa ce, pe cBera, BUJy Kao MOpa/iHa ¥ Ky/ITypHa, OJIHOCHO Kao KpU3a Bpe-
ITHOCTH. 3aTO je HaIJlacakK Ha IPOMEHM CBECTH, BPEJHOCTY 1 IIOHAIIAba, 3 He Ha IPOMEHN
npuBpefHor (Kamuramctudkor) cuctema (Vuletic, 2008, str. 13-24).

Jaxse, Tpeba Memaru /bye, a He CUCTEM KOji je ilakasé Kaxkae jecilie, OFHOCHO
Kao HEIITO LITO Ce Y3¥MMa Kao JATOCT, a He Ka0 HEILITO IITO Tpeba MemaTu y CKIafy ca
CYMIBVBUM 1 HEMCIIUTAHKM Busujama OygyhHocTn.

Y TOM cMUCITy HEOKOH3ePBaTUBIV 3a/[p>KaBajy KIaCMYHM KOH3EPBAaTMBHI CTaB Jja
K/bY4HY YJIOTY Y APYLITBEHOM KMBOTY Tpeba [ja MMa IMOINTUIKA e/INTa, a He rpahanu nin
Maca Koja ce CXBara, IIpe CBera, Kao 00jeKT Ufieonornsanje, a He Kao Cy0jeKT HOMUTHKE.
3 Tor pasora, moce6HO ce HaI/alaBa yaora BohcTBa 11 ayToputeTa.

Mebyrtum, ono mro Tpeba mcrahu, jep y mOMUTUYKOM CMMUCITY YMHM CYLITUHCKY
PAsIMKy y OGHOCY Ha TPaJAMLMOHAIHM KOH3€PBAaTUBM3aM, jeCTe la HEOKOH3epBaTUBL
He MOOWIMINY CTAHOBHMINTBO 3 peajns3anyjy TPagUIMOHAMNCTUYIKNMX LybeBa, Beh
HOKYIIaBajy fia MMOOM/INIIY CTAHOBHMIITBO KAaKO 0¥ I'a IPeTBOPU/IN Y 00jeKT Blajama y
LM/bY peann3alje IparaMaTcKux Iybesa. Ha ToM Tpary Tpe6a nmpernosHarit M o6paTtutu
QXY Ha CYIITUHCKY Pas/inKy n3Mely HeOKOH3epBaTUBU3MA 11 IPYTUX, IOCEOHO Kpajibe
mecHux nomutuyknx omnuuja (Milardovi¢, 1987). 3a HeOKOH3epBAaTMBHOT IMJEpa HAPOX
HIIje aKTep peanusalije IIOCTaB/beHNUX IibeBa. Boba u Hapop Hucy jenHo. [Toctoju Ha-
IJIallieH ja3 1u3Mely akTuBHe enmTe 1 MMoOMMIcaHe Mace (Hapopa). Hacympor ToMme, Kof
BehuHe Kpajime JeCHUX MOMUTUYKNUX IOKpeTa Boha 1 HApOX Cy HepacKMAMBA aKTUBHA
uemHa 6e3 Kojux je HeMoryhe peannsoBary OCTaB/beHe Liy/beBe. 3a HEOKOH3ePBATUB-
HI TIOIJIE]], Ufl€aTIHy CUTYalujy IpefcTaB/ba aTOMU30BaHN TI0jeiHAaLl KOjU HUje IIO/MN-
TUYKM aKTVMBAH, OCUM Kao J1e0 6Mpavkor Tema. Y eKCTPeMHO [JeCHUM BU3HjaMa II0CTOje
CaMoO Hapof, I [Ip>KaBa, a IOjefIHal] e MOKe CarjlelaT! TeK Kao €0 Hapofia OGHOCHO
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CHoIa nojeguHana. Jlambe, 3a Kpajiby JeCHUIY KapaKTepUCTHYHA je OJaHOCT y3BUIIEHO]
ufieju, GOK je 3a HEOKOH3epBaTMBM3AM BAXKHMjI HparmarmsaM y moctusamy ad hoc
MOCTaB/beHNX IMbeBa. Ha kpajy, ami He mMame O6MTHO, ayTOPUTAPHM IIONYIN3aM ,Kao
crenuduyna GopMa KaUTAMUCTHIKE [p)KaBe — 33 PAs3NUKy Off eKCTpeMeHe JieCHuUIle
3afip>kaBa, Maja He HY>KHO cBe, BehnHy GopMaTHUX NpeIcTaBHMYKIX MHCTUTYLIUjA, &
MCTOBPEMEHO je y CTamby Jia 06e36emu HapopHy noapuiky” (Offe, 1987). Hacympor ToMe,
€KCTpeMHa JIeCHUIIA M3a31Ba U JOBOAM y IMTakbe IPeCTaBHMIKe MHCTUTYIIM]E.

Yrpkoc HaBefieH!M pas/iKaMa y aKTye/lHO] I/e0/IOIIKOj 60pOu MOCTOoju HacToja-
e, I0ceOHO Heonmmbepana, la ce HeOKO3ePBaTMBHMU ayTOPUTapM3aM IIPECTaBU Kao
06/IMK eKCTPMeHe JleCHUIIe 113 Pa3jIora KOjy HIUCY TeOPMjCKM OIIpaBaHN. 3alpaBo, 110
MHOTO YeMY, a IOCeOHO Y eKOHOMCKO] OPMjeHTALj ), HEOKOH3EPBATUBIY CY C/IMIHM /U~
6epamima. Xabepmac, Ha IpyMep, CMaTpa Ja 3HauajaH KOPIYC Y HEOKOH3ePBaTHBHOM
tabopy unHe pasouapanu mubepanu (Habermas, 1983) jep usmeby jegHaxoctu u cmo6o-
Iie paguje 6upajy cmobony y3 o6pasioxeme Aa jefHaKOCT BOAM KA XOMOT€HI3ALUjI1 KOja
BOZIM y ToTa/muTapusaM 1 HemoryhHocT nsbopa. Ta Besa ca mubepannsMoM je Hoce6HO
uspaxxena y CAJl, rae amepuyuky HEOKOH3€BAaTUBLIM KPajeM MPOILJIOT BeKa, a/li U JJaHaC
cebe [OXMB/BABAjY KA0 pafyKaaHe mibepae Koji ca HOBUX IMO3uLuja OpaHe TeMe/bHe
BpegHOCTH MubepanuaMa off OHUX KOju Cy UX KopyMmmupanu u ysyprupanu (Habermas,
1983).

Kao mro cMo Bupenm Huje /1aKO jaCHO OfIpEIMTH UJICO/NOLIKY MO3VIINjy HEOKOH-
3epBaruByu3Ma. MebhyTum, jour je Texxe MPeACTaBUTU HUXOBE MPAKTUYHE ITOTUTIIKE
LU/bEBE jep OHU, Kao LITO je PEeYEHO, BIUIIE 3aBUCE Off KOHKPETHMX YCI0BA ¥ OKOTHOCTH
Y KOjuMa Ce Hajlase IOjefyuHe Ip>KaBe HeTO Off UIEOIOIIKM M BPEIHOCHUX OPMjeHTHpA.
VlicTopujcku mocMaTpaHoO, HEOKOH3€PBaTHBI3aM Ce jaB/ba KPajeM IIe3NeceTUX U I0YeT-
koM ceflampeceTnx XX Beka y CAJl. Tana je mpefcTaB/bao IPOTUBIIOKPET U peaKIyjy Ha
3axTeBe HOBUX, I0CEOHO KOHTPAKY/ITYPHMX JIEBUX IIOKPETa, OFHOCHO TaKO3BaHe HOBe Jie-
BILie KOja Ce 3aj1araja 3a 3allITUTy CHPOMAIIHIX, eMOKPATU3alyjy y 06pa3oBamy, pac-
HY MHTerpanujy, manudusam, aHTUMUINTapU3aM, PaSUKanHy GpeMUHNI3aM, YOIaKaBama
KasHeHe [OIITHKe, HeorpaHudeHy cnobony menuja uth (Habermas, 1983).

JIBajieceTak rofiMHa KacHMje, KpajeM KpaTKor XX BeKa 1 II09eTKOM HOBOT MUJIEHMjMa
OCHOBHU ILj/beBU HeoKoH3epBatyBusMa y CAJl Mormu 61 ce caxkeTu Ha crnefiehn Haumn:
jadarbe BojHe Mohu CAJl; javarbe aHTUMKOMYHM3Ma; OfOAIMBatbe eKOHOMCKIUX U IOJIN-
TuKKx 3axteBa Tpeher cBera (moce6Ho y CBETCKOj TPrOBMHCKO] OpraHU3aIujn); 06-
HOBa TPa/IUI[MIOHATHIX MOPA/HUX BPEJHOCTH; 3a/1arambe 3a ,ApXKaBy PaJMHOCT HaCy-
IpOT ,,Ap>KaBy O/Iar0CTamba

JJaHac HEOKOH3€PBATMBNM3aM HACTYIIA MICTUIAkeM Y IIPBY IIIaH HAIIOHATHUX VH-
Tepeca, a JIernTuMuie ce 60p6ooM 3a HaBOJIHY 3alITHUTY Off CIIO/BHUX (aKTOpa, 611710 fia
CY Y IMTakby MUTPAHTU UK IpYTe Ap>KaBe oy T Kune, Pycuje, Vipana, unu 3anaga uty,.

AKo 0OBe IU/beBe YIIOPEAMMO Ca II/beBUMMa KOji Cy HEOKOH3E€PBAaTUBLIM 3aCTyIIaIn
y 6110 K0joj APYyroj 3eM/bl, PasIMKy BUAUMO CAMO y MCTHUILAY JIOKATHNUX Crierudud-
HOCTH JIOK Cy OCHOBHE TeéMe CYIITUHCKM BEOMa C/IMYHE.

HeokonsepBaruBusaM ce flaHac Y€CTO IIOBe3Yje Ca IOMOIHMM II0jMOM IIOIIy/IM3aM.
OBaj mojaM je HAI/IO IOCTAO MOIy/IapaH HaKoH nobene [lonanna Tpamma u Bperaura 2016.
ropiiHe. VIcToBpeMeHO, OH je 0010 HeraTUBHY BPEHOCHY KOHOTALM]y ¥ JOMUHAHTHOM
7mbepanHOM K/bydy Ia Ce 4eCTO KOPUCTM Y MICONOIIKO] U JHEBHO-IOIUTUYKOj 60p-
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Ou, 1ITO OTeXXaBa IIPOLIEHY HEroBOI CasHajHOr oMeTa. Iloceban mpobeM ImpencTasba
CIIOp OKO HeroBor Teopujckor ogpehema. Ocum mrto, kako uctnde Myzne (Mudde, 2018),
HOCTOj! CaIZIaCHOCT /ia OBaj 110jaM ymyhyje Ha cymporcrasbeHocT u3Mehy fo6por Hapo-
fia U 3JIe e/IUTe, jOII YBEeK HeMa CaIJIaCHOCTH fia /i je ped o upeonoruju (Mudde, 2004),
oMM TIIKOM JucKypcey (Canovan, 2005), wiu crienindYHOj IIOTUTUYKO] CTPATeTyju, Of-
HocHo ctuny (Weyland, 2003). Hajuie myxke, MebyTim, 3ajiaje mberoBo moBesupame ca
IeCHMM UJIOIOTHjaMa 1 ITOKYIIA]j 1A Ce IOBefie y MUTakbe HheroB NeMOKPAaTCKY ITIOTEHIIjalL.

Mype oBaj mpo6yeM pelraBa TaKo IITO CMAaTpa fia je Mieja IeMOKpaTyje Kao BIaaBu-
He BehnHe maHac xereMoHa nfeja, an Aa je oBefeHa y MUTarbe nubepaaHa feMoKpaTuja
KOja OCHUM B/IaJaBNHE Behune IogpasymeBa I IIpaBa MalblHE, B/IaJlaBIIHY IIpaBa I IIOAETY
Bracti (Mudde, 2018). YpaBo unmeHuIa fa je OfInKa AeCHOT eKCTpeMusMa foBoherme
y OUTame JeMOKpaTyje — Kao IITO je To 6110 cIy4aj y mpBoj momosuHy 20. Beka, cTBapa
OCHOB 32 pa3/Bajambe IeCHOT IONyIM3Ma ! PafiMiKajIHe MM eKCTpeMHe JieCHMIIE, KOoja YaK
1 HE MOpa 6I/ITI/I TIOIMYy/INCTUYIKA.

ITopen Tora, y HOBUjuM pamoBrMa Myze pasBuja upejy Aa IOINyAM3aM He CaMo
fla He MOpa OUTU UCK/bY4IMBO JAeCHUYAPCKY, Beh He Mopa Hy>HO 6UTH HU TOry6aH 3a
memokpatujy. C 0631poM fia IOIy/IM3aM cxBara Kao (TaHKY) Me0IOrnjy, OH cMaTpa Aa
MIONYT JAPYTUX UJEONOTHja U MOIY/IN3aM MOXe o6utn MOJCTHIIAjaH 3a NEMOKDPATHjy Kao
eH KopekTus. lllTaBuiile, IpeTHa 3a eMOKPaTHjy, BUIIE TO/Ia3! Of HATMBM3Ma HETO Off
nomynusMa’.

AKTye}IHOCT HEOKOH3€pBaTMBM3Ma faHac

3a oroBop Ha ImUTame 300T Yera je HEOKOH3ePBAaTUBU3aM JaHAC IIOHOBO MOIUTIY-
KI pe/ieBaHTaH MoTpe6HO je mohu off yBofHe mpeMice Ia HEOKOH3epBaTHBU3aM OOMYHO
java y mepmopyuma Kpusa KalluTaanusMa.

/3 Tora He Tpeba, HapaBHO, 13Byh1 3aK/by4yaK Ja je HEOKOH3EPBATUBN3AM jeIVHIA,
WM HajaJIeKBaTHUjU, @ He HY>KHO HIU HAjIIONy/IapHUjU OiTOBOP Ha Kpu3y. Tesa koja ce
OBJI€ 3aCTYyIIa je /la Ce, Y OBOM TPEHYTKY, PETaTUBHO apTUKY/IMCAHN OTOBOPU Ha KPU3Y
MOTy K1acu(KOBaTH Ha TPY CUTEMCKe I IBe aHTUCUCTEMCKe TOITIYKe Omiyje’.

Cucitiemcku ogiosopu

Heonubepanuu ofroBop TBpAM fia je Kpysa IOCTEAMUI}A HETOBO/BHO IOCIIEJHOT
IpuAp)KaBama HeonubepaaTHUX NMPUHLMIA U fia je U3/Ias U3 Kpuse Moryh ykonmko ce
IpefyseTHUIM 0C000fe ApXKaBHUX OTpaHMYeHa M HaMeTa KOjU OTeXaBajy HIXOBO
nocnoBame. [10jeTHOCTaB/bEHO pedeHo, Mamu IHopesu 3Hade Behe mpodure, a oHU
omoryhaBajy Bullle cTOIle MHBECTHIIMja KOje BOJie ToBehamy pousBo/mbe, a TUME I 3a-
HoceHocT. Bura cToma sanocneHocT Boay Behoj MOTpaXkKby 1 MambyM U3[iBajambuMa
3a colujaHe moTpebe, I1a HeMa HU moTpebe 3a moBehamweM mopesa. Pesynrar oBakse
HOJIMTHKE je BUH-BUH CLIeHapUO y KOMe Cy CBU Ha fo6utKy. Jlocafaimy epeKTy oBe Io-
NUTHKe cBefode, MehyTum, fa MHMIMjaTHM TPOIIAK M3/TacKa 13 KpM3e MOPajy Aa IUIaTe
HIDKM APYLITBEHN C/I0jeBU Kako 61 ce akyMynmupanu npogurnu. [IpobreM je, ITo yIpKoc

5 'Y MypeoBoj Teopujit HATUBU3AM je PEBOIIT ,,JOMOPOaLa” IIPOTUB ,,JOLbAKa” 0K je Oy IN3aM
no6yHa yHyTap HgoMopogaua” (Mudde and Kaltwasser, 2017).

6 VI3pas cucTeMcKM OBJie IOApasyMeBa OHe OILyje KOje Ce 3a/IaKy 3a IIPOHAIAKeHe 13/1a3a U3
KpM3e Yy OKBUPY JaTOT KaIlMTA/TUCTIYKOT CUCTEMa.
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BIIIEMELIEHNjCKOM CTaTHUPAlby 3apajia 3allOC/IEHNX KOje Tpaje Off MOYeTKa IeBefeceTIX
(Milanovi¢, 2016), cucrem Huje ogrosopuo Ha npegsubenn nauns Beh je samao y kpusy.

Hpyru, peopMUCTIYKY OfTOBOP Y OCHOBM Ce OCTalba Ha HEOKEH3VjaHCKO CXBaTakbe
exoHoMuje. K/byd 3a M3/masak m3 Kpyse BUAM Ce Yy Ipepacofenn 60raTcTpa, moce6Ho
KpO3 pasnmynTe BUAOBE OIOpe3NBama HajOOraTujux caojeBa Apymrsa. Lws je ma ce
omoryhu Beha morpornma HIDKMX APYLITBEHUX CI0jeBa MITO 61 foBeno fo moseharma
HOTpaXkibe YMMe 01 ce 1ao MOACTHLRj 3a Behy nmponsBonmy. TuMe 6u ce NCTOBPEMEHO
nosehao eHTysMjasaM CTAaHOBHMINTBA U CMAIIO HE3aJJOBO/BCTBO KOje BOMY jauyamy
AHTUJIEMOKPATCKUX TeHJeHIMja. Hemocpemnm Teper msmacka U3 Kpuse IpeMa OBOM
»petenty” Tpebao 6u y Hajsehoj Mepu ma cHoce Haj6oratuju cnojesn (Krugman, 2010;
Stiglitz, 2015; Piketty, 2015). To je 1 OCHOBHM IpO6JIeM OBOT IIPUCTYIIA, jep JMEOIOLI-
Ka XeTeMOHNja ¥ MONUTYKa MOh 3aBuce off (PMHAHCHjCKE MTOTIIOPE KOjy MOTY ATl CaMo
HajooraTuju. IbyuxoB MHTEpec HeCYMIBLUBO HUje fia jauajy M/eO/IOLIKa U IOMUTIYKA CTa-
HOBUIITA KOja MIMajy 3a IIM/b OTpaHNYaBambe bIUX0Be (PUHAHCKjCKe MOh.

Tpehu onrosop je HeoOKOH3epBaTMBHIU. Y €KOHOMCKOM CMMUCITY ¥ OH IIOJIa3} Off IIpeT-
IOCTaBKe JIa je HOTPeOHO OrPaHMYNUTH jaBHY HOTPOLIBY Yy KOPUCT Hpoduta Kako 6u ce
omoryhno By HuBo nuBectniyja. Heokonsepsarusi, MehyTim, cxBarajy Aa je OBakBy
HOJINTHKY TEIIKO CIPOBECTH 6e3 OTIIOpa I 13 TOT Pasjiora CMATPajy fia je BaXXHO OjadaTn
IPYIITBEHY KOXe3Mjy 1 IPUCTAHAK OHOT fle/ia CTAHOBHUIITBA KOju he 06jeKTBHO CHO-
CUTH TepeT M3/IacKa M3 Kpus3e. Jadame JPyIITBEHe KOXe3uje MoApasyMeBa OCHAKUBAIbe
3ajeIHIYKMX BPEHOCTU YHYTap rpyle (Haruje) u jadarme ocehaja yrpoxkeHoctn koja fjo-
7a3y U3 oKpyxemwa. OTya He dyzie HOMUTUYIKY 3aXTeB) KOjy IIpaTe OBY OpMjeHTaIljy yc-
MEPEHM Ha jauaibe YHyTpalllihe KoXe3uje Kpo3 Maposie — Haluja/IpKaBa Ha IIPBOM MeCTy
U 3alUTUTa Off MuUrpaHara. [lopey Tora, HEOKOH3€PBATUBIIY UCTUYY 3alITUTY HALMOHAJI-
HJX eKOHOMCKMX U IIOTUTHYKIX MHTepeca Kao HajBa>KHMjU HONMUTIYKNM 1k, IIpobeM je
IITO Y I7100a/TM30BaHOM CBETY OBaKBa IIOJIMTIKA Hal/Ia3) Ha 00jeKTUBHE IperpeKe Koje ce
orzenajy y mosehamwy moryhuoctn mebyeranuakux cyko6a. [Topep Tora, Oy T KIaCU4HOT U
HOBI KOH3€PBaTWUBIU3aM je ,,HeratnBHa fokTprHa  (Wallerstein, 2012a: 164).

AHTHCHCTEMCKe OATOBOpE IIPENCTAB/bajy PasIUINTI 3aXTeBNU 3a TpaHCopMarjy
CICTeMa, KAaKo C JIeBa, TAKO 1 ¢ flecHa. OHY ce M3paKaBajy y TO3MBMMA 32 BAHMHCTUTYIIN-
OHaJIHe ITPOMeHe KojuMa 611 ce IPOMEHWIN TeMe/bl Ha KOjiiMa c1cTeM nounsa. HapasHo,
OBM IIOKpeTH y IPBU IUIAH MCTUYY OTpeby 3a HeKOHCTPYKLMjoM HocTojeher cuctema
IOK IIPeIO3y 3a KOHCTUTYCabe HOBOT HICY jacHO mpodumucanu. Buiue je, make, peq
0 Ha4ye/THUM 3aXTeBUMa KOji Cy II0 CBOM YCMepemy BUIlle PeaKTUBHI HETO IPOaKTUBHI.
Wnycrpanujy oBor ofgrosopa npejcrasiba [lerupga y Hemaukoj, any u MHOTU IpyTU Mambe
3HAYajHU IIOKPETH Y PA3IMIUTUM 3eM/baMa EBporre.

YTHlaj HaBeeHX OffTOBOPA Y BE/IVIKOj MEPY 3aBUCH Off HI3a paKTopa Off KOjIX, 110
HallleM MULIbeY, Tpeba uspsojutu cenehe:

CHara Heo/mnbepasHe MIe0JIOrMje IPONCTIYE U3 YNIbeHMNIIE fla je TOKOM IIPOTEK/INX
YeTpeceT TOfMHA CTEK/Ia CHAXKHO YIIOPUINTE Y MEAMjMMa ¥ Ha YHUBEP3UTETUMA, T1a je
3axBa/byhyt aKTMBHOCTH, IIpe CBera, Ipodecopa ¥ HOBMHAPA y BEMMKOj Mepy IIOCTaa
camopasymbuBa n HeymmtHa.”! C fpyre crpaHe, cBe Behe pasodapame mociepmuama

7 Cse 1o moverka Kpuse u3 2008. ToyHe CBaKM aITePHATUBHM IOIIeH, MoceOHO Ha Hepudepuju
CBETCKOI' CUCTeMa, IIPEfICTaB/bao je CBOjeBPCHY MHTENEKTyanHy jepec. CHara HeomuOepanHoOr
y6ebema MorIa ce MepUTH jelvHO ca yoehemeM y MapKCUCTUUKY Maeornoryjy. VIHTepecaHTHO je fia
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OBe IIO/IUTHKE IIOTKOIIABAIO je IeHYy yOeI/bUBOCT U [JOBEIO Y IMNTatbe HheHy IOIyap-
HOCT. ApTUKy/Ialyja TOI He3aJl0BO/bCTBA y aKaJleMCKUM KPYTOBMMa HaIl/Ia je M3pa3
y peBMTanM3aLalji HeOKeH3MjaHM3Ma Ko ayTopa momyT Kpyrmana m Crurmniad.
Mebynm, kazia je ped 0 06OMYHMM JbYAMMA, YMj}I MHTEPECH Cy OM/IM 3aII0CTaB/beH! TO-
KOM IIPETXO/IHUX JlelleHMja, HE3a[J0BO/bCTBO je IIPEYCMEPEHO Y IPaBIy HOfIPLIKE TeCHIM
HOMUTUYKUM TI€PCIEeKTUBaMA.

CouujangeMoKpaTcKe IIapTuje, 0Camajy ce Ha MOMYIapHOCT CBOjUX MCXOAMUIIHIX
nzeja, Majia Cy TOKOM JieBefleceTux ropgyHa XX BeKa HallpaBujie OTK/IOH Off KeH3MjaHCKe
eKOHOMCKe MOJMNUTHKE U HAIyCTUIe KOHILENT ,Jp)KaBe Omarocrama’. Y IOKyIIajy Aa
npesasuby Taj ja3 Tpake HOBY TauKy OCIOHI[A Koja O6u 6MIa pasym/buBa IyOUTHULIN-
Ma HeonmbepanHe To6ammsanuje Kojuma ce ob6pahajy. IloBparak HeOKeH3UjaHM3MY
HpeficTaB/ba jefaH of Iy TeBa, a OUJIO je MOKYIlaja ja ce U3Trpajie HOBJ KOHIIEIITH Ha Koje
Oy 7meBuUIla MOITIA Jja Ce OC/IOHM, Kao LITO je Ha IIpuUMep, jefJHO BpeMe 6MO IMOIIy/IapHU
KOHIIENT — ,,H06po apyurrBo” (Vuleti¢, 2016), anu cBe To 6e3 Beher ycmexa. Kbyuny
IpenpeKy NpefcraB/ba OJJIyIHOCT KPYITHOT KallTasa /la O[pKY CBOjy IPUBUIETOBAHY
MO3NUIIMjy IITO OTeXaBa jadarme OBe IMOMNMTIYKE OMIMje Koja 3aroBapa peopMmUCTUIKI
YT U3/TacKa U3 KPU3e.

YrpaBo c1mabocTy HaBefleHMX OArOBOpa OTBOPM/IE CYy BpaTa HEOKOH3EePBAaTMBHOM
IIPUCTYITY KOj/ IIOCTaje CBE 3HAYajHMjI, KAKO Y LIEHTPY CBETCKOT CHCTEMA TaKO 1 Ha Fer0BOj
nonyneprgepuju u nepudepuju. C 063upom fa He 3aa1py y TeMebe Hoctojehux ogHo-
ca Impepacrofieie 60raTCTBa 0Baj IOMUTUYKM OATOBOP MMa MOAPUIKY KPYITHOT KaIluTaIa.
VcToBpeMeHO, ITO3MB Ha jadyarbe TeMe/ba IPYIITBEeHe KoxXe3uje U pebaluBame OAroBop-
HOCTH 3a cajjalme Teurkohe Ha crio/pHe dakTope — 6e3 063upa fja /i je ped 0 MUTPAHTH-
Ma, HeJIOja/THOj KOHKYPEHIj! KOja [J0/Ia3y U3 OKPY>Kerba, UM APYTUM BpCTaMa CIIO/bHUX
HpuTHCaKa — BoOujajy MOAPIIKY 3HAYajHOT [e/la CTAHOBHMIITBA 13 CPeNIbUX M HIDKIX
conyjaHMX cnojeBa. Telko je y OBOM 3a0KpeTy IpeIo3HaT! HeKV YBPUINU TeopyjcKu
ocnoHai,. To yocTaoM 1 Hije 3a0KpeT KOj je IOIIa0 Kao MOoC/IefnIa IPOMUII/beHe UIe0-
JIOLIKO-TIONUTHYKe ambu1je, Beh je ped, o Ipe cBera, 3a0KpeTy pyKOBOheHOM HOMMTIY-
KIM MHCTMHKTOM BoDa Koje padyHajy Ha Mace KOjiMa TeOPUjCKM OKBMPYU He 3Hade MHOTO
3a OpUMjeHTaLNjy Y IIOUTIYKOM IIpocTopy Beh ce pykoBozie ocehameM yrpoxkeHOCTI.

[mobanusanyja 1 KaIUTATUCTUIKY CUCTEM

Jla 6u ce pasyMeo aKTye/lHM 3a0KpeT Ka HEOKOH3epBaTMBU3MY MOpa ce 00jacCHUTI
€KOHOMCKO-TIOJIMTUYKM KOHTEKCT y KOMe je o mera jouuno. To, mpe cBera, nofgpasyMmena
fla Ce UCINTA Be3a HEOKOH3epBaTMBM3Ma ca I7I00aTN3alijoM.

[nobanmsanuja je MOACTaKHYTa aKTMBHOCTMMA 3aIlalHNX KOMIIAHMja Ka IIVPEY
TP)KMIITA 32 BUXOBE IIPOU3OJE U YCIyTe, Al U CMakbekby TPOLIKOBA IIPOM3BOAILE, TIpe
CBera M3fiBajamuMa 3a IaTe. To je BOAWIO M3MeNITamy IPOU3BOAI-E Yy Hepas3BljeHe
3eMJbe ca c1abuje OpraHN30BaHNM CUH/MKATHIM IOKPETOM VI HIDKMM HIUBOOM HaJHNIA.

cy y Cpbuju, Ha mpuMep, HajCHOKHIjI 3aTOBOPHULIN HeonubepasiHe MAEONOTrHje II0YeB Off Kpaja
ocaMfieceTux royHa XX Beka HepeTKo 6wy npeo6pahenn nneonosn Mapkcusma (Kulji¢, 2006).
He tpe6a, HapaBHO USTYOMTH M3 BUfia HI ayTOPe KOju CY Kako Ha sanany (Bourdieu, 1999) tako
Uy OMBIINM COLMjaTUCTUYKUM Ap)KaBaMa JOBONIIN Y IIUTakbe HeomnbepanusaM U TPaH3ULIUjy
Kao HeHO MCTOYHO oBarvioheme (Hip. Vidojevic, 1999).
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Mapa ce 4nMHM Jia Cy OBY IPOLIECH UCK/BYYMBO IIOf, KOPIIOPATUBHIUX aKTMBHOCTH, IyO1
ce 13 BUJa fia Cy BelMKe KOpIopaluje, Kako je mokasao bpozen (Braudel, 2007), yBek
OusIe CHaKHO OC/IO-eHe Ha Jp)KaBe MOCeOHO y KpU3HMM Npunnkama. Curyanmja ce HU
faHac Huje 6uTHO M3MeHmna. Kako caxero nctnde Bonepctus ,,CBUM KalUTaIUMCTUMAa
noTpeOHa je HeKa ipykaBa JI/IM BUIIE [P>KaBa, a IbJIXOBY KOHKYPEHTI MOTY Jja 3aBHCe O
HeKux fpyrux gpxxasa’ (Wallerstein, 2000, str. 35).

OBo je BaXXHO HAITIACUTH Ja OM ce pa3yMesIo fla IeONOMUTHUKA HUje OfiBOjeHa Of
r1o6anu3anyje, OFHOCHO Jia IIPefCTaB/ba He3a00M/Ia3Hy JMMEH3MIjy Koja ce MOpa MMaTy
y BULY Yy objallmbery HeoKoH3epBaTUBHOT 3a0KpeTa. CAJl Kao IleHTap CBETCKOI KaIlu-
Ta/IMCTUYIKOT CUCTEMA HaKOH Ipyror CBeTCKOT paTa CHa)KHO CY IOACTHUIa/Ie €EKOHOMCKY
r1o6anm3anyjy cBe IOK je TO UIIJIO Y IPIJIOT aMeprdkyM KoMmanujama. Orapame Kuue
IIpeMa CBeTy IIpefiCTaB/ballo je BaKaH KOpaK y ToM mpasLy. MehyTum, jadame knHecke
npuBpefie y3 nomoh KuHecke ApkaBe oMoryhuso je rmo6amHy cympeMaiyjy MHOIMM
KMHECKMM KOMIIaHMjaMa KOje MaHac IPe[CTaB/bajy CHa)KHY KOHKYPEHLMjy 3allaJHUM
KOMITaHMjaMa YaK 1 y 00/1aCTMMa Kao LITO je BICOKA TeXHONOTHja.

To je BaxnO mcrahm axko ce >Kemum pasymMeTy MOTMBAIMja aKTye/THe aMepuyke
afIMMHICTpalMje 3a TPTOBMHCKM paT ca KuHoM. Jayame KMHeCKUX KOMIIaHMja IOC/Iean1ia
je YMIbeHuIe la OHE 3HavajaH JIeo CBOT IIPMXO/ja OCTBAPYjy POJAajoM Ha 3allaJiHOM, ITpe
CBera aMepIUYKOM TPXXMINTY. ApryMeHTaluja 3a TPrOBHUCKM pat 6e3 063mpa LITo je mo-
Be3aHa Ca MCTUIIAIbeM HaBOJHE HeJIOja/IHe KOHKYPeHIMje IIPBEHCTBEHO je yCMepeHa Ka
3aIITUTH aMepUYKMX KOMITAHNUja KPO3 jadame IHIXOBe NMo3nIyje Ha fomaheM TPXKUIITY
U VICTOBPEMEHMM C/lab/berbeM KMHeCKIX KOMIIaHuja.

OBJie He MOYKeMO Y/IasUTH y IMTabe fia 7 he 1 KakBe edeKTe 0Ba MOMUTHUKA JaTU HA
ILy>KI POK, anu Tpeba IOICeTUTH fia je eKOHOMCKa Kpu3a 1 peliectja, Koja je y Maboj MIn
Behoj Mepy mpycyTHa y 3amanHoj xemucdepn og nodetrka XXI Beka, MuMonina Kuny,
KOja je I y TOM IepMOfly HaCTaBU/IA Jla OCTBapYje BICOKE CTOIIE EKOHOMCKOT pacTa.

PenatuBHO omajame aMepudKe IpuBpefie yOp3ano ce HOC/IeNbUX Hap fielieHnja 11a
ce, 6e3 IpeTepyBara, MoXKe peh Jja ce IleHTap CBETCKOT CHCTeMa JIaraHO IIpeMellTa 13
CAJl y Kuny. OBo noMepame ce He flelllaBa OpBu IyT y uctopuju. Kako nokasyje Bo-
nepcTuH, HaKoH fJoMmyHanuje Illnmannje moyetkom op moverka XVI Beka, IpBO HapeHO
noMepate 6uso je ca IlupuHejcKor momyocTpsa y YjenumeHe IPOBUHIH]E, @ 3aBPILIUTIO
ce Becrdanckum mupom. [Ipyra nonosuxa XVII Beka npumaga Husosemckoj, amn Beh
IIpeJ Kpaj TOT ep1ofia OCTaje jaCHO Aa ce LieHTap moMepa y Bemuky Bpurannjy, xoja he
u eMHUTIBHO IIOCTATH LIeHTap HAaKOH Iopasa HarosieoHa 1 To ocTaTy cBe [0 II0YeTKa
XX Beka. IIpsu u [Ipyru cBetcku par cy uspas 6opbe Benuke Bpurannje n Hemauke 3a
CBETCKY NOMMHALN]jY, a/llli C€ 3aBPIIaBajy CIOMOM €BPOIICKUX CI/IA, IIMPEHhEM CBETCKOT
CHCTeMa I IpeMellTameM berosor LerTpa y CAJl. OHo mTo Tpeba 3aIma3nTi je ja cy cBa
oBa noMepama 6ma mpaheHa BeIMKUM CBETCKIM CyKOOMMa.

Cae 0BO je BaykHO nctahm fja 61 ce pasyMero jia je IpeMeInTarme LeHTpa eKOHOMCKOT
CBETCKOT C1CTeMa yBek mpaheHo cykobuma apskasa. JIormka Tx Cykoba TEIIKO MOXe
6uTn objaimbena 6e3 ycrocTap/barma Be3e ca eKOHOMCKIM TOKoBMMa. CHara fip)kaBe 3a-
BIICH O CHare meHe eKOHOMIUje, OMHOCHO BEIMKMX KOMIIAaHM)ja, a OHe, C Ipyre CTPaHe,
cBOjy Moh y 3HauajHOj Mepu AyTyjy HOAPLILM Ap)KaBa. Pe/raTBHa ay TOHOMMja KOMITaHMja
He IPOTUBPEYM OBOM 3aK/bY4KYy. [JOK TOJl TAKBa MIEO0/IOTHja OfroBapa KOMIIaHIjaMa OHa
je mp)KaBHA MJEOTIOrNMja, Kafa ce M3 6MIo KOr pasjora CUTyalja IIPOMEHN, Mekba ce I
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TOMMHAHTHA JpyKaBHA MJE0JIOTMja, OFHOCHO NOAPIIKY 3a [I0Na3aK Ha BIACT MMajy OHe
IIOJIUTUYKE TPYTIE KOje IPOMOBUILY IPYTadljy ULEeO/IOTjy.

Y TOoM cMucITy, pasymM/bMBa je UJI€0NOIIKa HalIeTOCT KOja JaHaC B/Iajia Y pa3ByjeHUM
3eM/baMa, Kao U IOIMTIYKA HAaIleTOCT Koja Biaja y MehyHapogHum ogHocuma. EkoHOM-
cKo jadarbe KuHe, OHOCHO peaTuBHO c1ab/berbe 3alaJHIX €KOHOMIja IIOMEPIIIO je PaB-
HOTeXY Koja je BIajia/ia IPOTeK/Ie YeTUPH JieLleHNje Y CTPYKTYpH [I106aTHOT CHCTeMa.

Heonmb6epanmsaM, Koji je HOBeO y MUTalbe HEOKEH3MjaHCKY eKOHOMCKY TeOpujy U
IpxkaBy 6/1arocrasa, 6110 je OAroBOp Ha Kpusy omazajyhe crome nmpodura Koja je nsas-
BaHa IIPepacIofe/oM YHYTap KaIUTaIUCTUIKNX ekoHoMmuja (Harvey, 2012). MebyTnm,
cajjallilba KpM3a TU4e Ce Ipepacrofiefie OOrarcTBa Ha IeOHOIMTUYKOM IUIaHY. Jadarbe
HEOKOH3epBaTMBU3Ma OTY/ia IIpeficTaB/ba JIOTMYaH OATOBOP HAa OBY KOHCTEeNALMjy 1 He
Tpeba [ja 4yAM MOAPIIKA KOjy Ta upeonoruja uma mocebHo y CAJl rie je HeOKOH3epBaTH-
BI3aM YBeK 01O II0Be3aH ca paTOO60PHOM PETOPUKOM.

OBaj 3a0KpeT HUje N3HEHA/JaH, KaKo 61 ce MOIJIO 3aK/bYUNTH Ha OCHOBY MEIMjCKIX
Hamuca. O HEOKOH3epBaTMBHOM OJIFOBOPY Ha KPU3y CUCTEMA KoOja Ceé MCIIO/baBa y
cxXBaTamy fia Cy MehyHaponHy ofHOCH 3aIlpaBO 3aCHOBaHM Ha CUJIN, & He Ha IIPaBYy, Of-
HOCHO Jla IPaBO CaMo [aje IETMTUMUTET CU/IM, IICA0 CaM IIpe BUIIE Off JleCeT TOfIMHA
(Vuleti¢, 2008, str. 14). JemaH o OCHOBHUX 3aK/bydaKa Ta/jalllibeT MCTPAKUBaba 610 je
Iia ce y fornenHoj 6yayhHOCTI MOTY O4eKMBATU CBe MHTEH3UBHMjI CYKOOM, pacTyhnu pu-
3UIM 1 HeMUpH ca KojuMa he ce cBer cyouaBaru. Trx mortpeca uehe 6urnu nourrehene
HU HajpasBUjeHMje 3eM/be, Majia he IIaBHM ypapal IpeTpIeT! /bYAM Y Hepa3BUjeHUM
sem/pama u permonnma (Vuleti¢, 2008, str.13). [laHac, Taj 3aK/bydaK AeIyje aKTyeTHUje
Hero Tajia.
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GLOBAL NEOCONSERVATIVE TURN?

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: The text advocates the thesis that neoconservatism is a global response and
not the cause of the crisis of the contemporary world capitalist system. Theoretical founda-
tions are established for the thesis that neoconservatism always appears when capitalism is
in danger, while the 2008 crisis represented only the tip of an iceberg warning the gravity
of the structural crisis of capitalism. In that respect, neoconservatism is an ideological/
political attempt to preserve existing relations in the world capitalist system, disturbed by
the accelerated globalization process.

Keywords: neoconservatism, neoliberalism, populism, capitalism.

Introduction

The starting point in this text is that neoconservatism, frequently associated with
“authoritarian populism” as a political form through which this ideological orientation is
most often demonstrated, is not the cause of the crisis in the contemporary world system,
but one of the responses to the capitalism crisis that, due to the accelerated globalization
process, also affects its (present) centre.

In that respect, this text is polemical as well because it problematizes a wide-
spread thesis that neoconservatism as a right-wing political project is closely associ-
ated with populism directed at undermining the foundations of the liberal state and
liberal-democratic political order. Here there is no questioning of the thesis that
neoconservatism threatens, to a certain extent, the existing political system, but in-
stead it is claimed to be dominantly directed at protecting and strengthening the
foundations of capitalism. The basic thesis is that neoconservatism merely repre-
sents a different cape made of coarser fabric in comparison to the silk liberal robe,
but essentially has the same function as (neo)liberalism - to legitimize the existing
economic structure.

! vlada.vuletic@gmail.com

2 This work was written within the project “Challenges of New Social Integration in Serbia - Concepts
and Actors” (OI 179035) conducted by the Institute for Sociological Research of the Faculty of
Philosophy in University of Belgrade.
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In ideological aspect, neoconservatism undoubtedly represents a political challenge
to (neo)liberalism and polyarchy? which have quite successfully responded to the require-
ments of the global capitalist system for almost four decades. Nevertheless, focusing on the
content of this ideological struggle does not speak at all about the reasons why it is waged or
about the reasons why neoliberal hegemony is losing its primacy after four decades.

Moreover, by focusing attention on the conflict between neoliberalism and neocon-
servatism, alternative ideological discourses are being neglected. Namely, apart from neo-
liberalism and neoconservatism, in the ideological-political arena it is also possible to
recognize various forms of socialist or, more precisely, social-democratic ideology, which
finds its expression in advocating (neo)Keynesian political economy and high-intensity
democracy. It is important to point out that, despite mutual differences, these three ide-
ologies share the same basic beliefs about desirable methods of redistribution of economic
and political power within the capitalist system. Namely, all three of them advocate mar-
ket economy based on the domination of private ownership and representative democracy
as a form of political representation and gaining power.

Contrary to these system ideologies, in the political arena it is also possible to iden-
tify two anti-system ideologies which question economic and/or political foundations
of capitalism. On one hand, there are extremely leftist ideologies which oppose market
economy based on private ownership and, on the other hand, there are extreme right-
wing ideologies which primarily question democracy as a political foundation on which
the modern capitalist system is built.

The 2008 crisis revealed structural problems of capitalism and undermined the
dominance of the neoliberal ideology by questioning its legitimization role. The requests
for redistribution of wealth became more intense, while issues such as social inequali-
ties gained their academic and general publicity (Stiglitz, 2015, Piketty, 2015, Milanovi¢,
2016). At the same time, there are strengthening radical movements that associate the
crisis with the weaknesses of the economic and political system and see the way of over-
coming in it in the requests for abandoning such foundations.

In that situation, neoconservatism has a dual role. On one hand, it prevents the
strengthening of radical right-wing movements and, on the other hand, it should ensure
the functioning of the system without concessions that would involve redistribution of
social wealth?. It also attempts to achieve those goals by moving the field of the political
struggle to the geopolitical plane.

What is neoconservatism

Neoconservatism is not a new ideology. It is first mentioned at the end of the 1960s
and the beginning of the 1970s as a reaction to the 1968 student movement. Both then

3 In this text, the term “polyarchy” will be used instead of the wide-spread term “democracy” in
the manner it is defined by William Robinson (Robinson, 2012). The main characteristic of this
system is that people can either accept or decline those they should be ruled by (Robinson, 2012,
p- 69).

4 Personalization of this division is illustrated by the presidential candidates in the USA in 2016.
Hillary Clinton represented the neoliberal, Bernie Sanders - social democratic, and Donald
Trump - neoconservative response to the crisis.
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and now it was an attempt to adapt traditional conservative beliefs to the contemporary
capitalist order by connecting with certain liberal views and emphasizing those elements
of tradition which are generally accepted even nowadays.

In the political arena neoconservatism is expressed as a political option that wants
to participate in the resolution of practical problems of the society, particularly during
crises, while in the ideological arena it is expressed as a view of the world striving to real-
ize cultural hegemony. In that respect, it does not differ from other political-ideological
attitudes.

The difference lies in the content of the ideological position. It must be immedi-
ately emphasized that neoconservatism is quite similar to (neo)liberalism in the sphere of
economy. However, in terms of political, cultural or ethical matters, it highlights tradition-
alism, i.e. those elements of traditionalism such as: nationalism, respect for religion and
emphasizing the significance of authority and of public support to authority. Watching
Germany, Habermas emphasized neoconservatism as a compromise of tradition and the
modern (Habermas, 1983). Claus Offe turns a similar thought into the following formula:
neoconservatism = homo economicus in the liberal-capitalist society + religion + national-
ism (Offe, 1987).

When it comes to the attitude to the contemporary world, neoconservatives think
that the ongoing crisis is above all the crisis of authority, leadership i.e. elites and institu-
tions which, seen together, undermine the foundations of social stability, and even the
world order itself. The crisis is, first of all, seen as a moral and cultural crisis, or a crisis of
values. That is why the emphasis is laid on the change of conscience, values and behaviour
and not on the change of the economic (capitalist) system (Vuleti¢, 2008, pp. 13-24).

Therefore, people should be changed and not the system as if is, i.e. as something that
is taken for granted and not as something that should be changed in line with suspicious
and unexplored visions of the future.

In that respect, neoconservatives maintain the classic conservative attitude that the
key role in the social life should be played by the political elite and not by citizens or
masses seen primarily as the object of ideologization and not the subject of politics. For
that reason, the role of leadership and authority is particularly emphasized.

However, what should be emphasized as an essential difference in relation to tradi-
tional conservatism, politically speaking, is that neoconservatives do not mobilize popu-
lation for the achievement of traditionalist goals, but attempt to immobilize population
in order to turn it into the object of government aimed at the achievement of pragmatic
goals. That is where the essential difference should be recognized and taken into consider-
ation between neoconservatism and other options, particularly those extreme right-wing
political ones (Milardovi¢, 1987). For a neoconservative leader, the people are not the
actor of achieving established goals. The leader and the people are not one and the same.
There is a pronounced gap between the active elite and the immobilized mass (people).
On the other hand, most extreme right-wing political movements see the leader and the
people as an inseparable active whole without which it would be impossible to achieve
established goals. From the neoconservative point of view, an ideal situation includes an
atomized individual who is not politically active except for being part of the electorate. In
extreme right-wing visions there are only the people and the state, while an individual can
be seen only as part of the people, i.e. a collection of individuals. Moreover, the extreme
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right wing is characterized by its loyalty to the sublime idea, whereas neoconservatism
gives importance to pragmatism in the achievement of ad hoc established goals. Last but
not least, authoritarian populism “as a specific form of the capitalist state — unlike the
extreme right wing - it keeps most, although not necessarily all, formal representative in-
stitutions, while simultaneously it is able to ensure the support of the people” (Offe, 1987).
In contrast, the extreme right wing challenges and questions representative institutions.

Despite the above-listed differences, the ongoing ideological struggle involves an
attempt, particularly by neoliberals, to represent neoconservative authoritarianism as a
form of extreme right wing for the reasons that are not theoretically justified. In fact,
neoconservatives are similar to liberals in many aspects, especially in the economic ori-
entation. Habermas, for example, thinks that a significant number in the neoconservative
camp is made by disappointed liberals (Habermas, 1983) because between equality and
freedom they would rather choose freedom, reasoning that equality leads to homogeniza-
tion, which in turn leads to totalitarianism and inability to choose. That connection with
liberalism is particularly present in the USA, where American neoconservatives from the
end of the 20™ century, as well as today, see themselves as radical liberals with new posi-
tions who defend fundamental values of liberalism from those who corrupted or usurped
them (Habermas, 1983).

As we have already seen, it is not easy to determine the ideological position of neo-
conservatism. However, it is even more difficult to present their practical political goals
because they, as formerly said, depend more on concrete conditions and circumstances
of individual states than on ideological and value landmarks. Historically speaking, neo-
conservatism appears at the end of the 1960s and the beginning of the 1970s in the USA.
At the time, it represented the counter-movement and reaction to the demands of new,
particularly counter-cultural leftist movements, i.e. so-called new left wing advocating
the protection of the poor, democratization of education, racial integration, pacifism, an-
timilitarism, radical feminism, punishment policy alleviation, unlimited media freedom
etc. (Habermas, 1983).

Twenty years later, at the end of the short 20" century and the beginning of the new
millennium, main goals of neoconservatism in the USA could be briefly defined as fol-
lows: strengthening of US military power; strengthening of anticommunism; rejection
of economic and political requests of the Third World (particularly in the World Trade
Organization); recovery of traditional moral values; advocating® the state of working” as
opposed to “the state of wealth”

Nowadays neoconservatism advances by giving priority to national interests and it
legitimizes itself by the struggle for alleged protection from external factors, either mi-
grants or other states such as China, Russia, Iran or the West etc.

If we compare these goals with the goals advocated by neoconservatives in any other
country, we can see the difference only in the emphasis of local specificities, while basic
topics are essentially quite similar.

Today neoconservatism is frequently associated with the trendy “populism”. This
term became suddenly popular after Donald Trump’s victory and Brexit in 2016. Simul-
taneously it gained a negative value connotation in the dominant liberal key, so it is of-
ten used in ideological and daily political struggle, which aggravates the assessment of
its cognition range. A special problem lies in the dispute over its theoretical determina-
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tion. Apart from the agreement that, as emphasized by Mudde (Mudde, 2018), this term
indicates the juxtaposition between the good people and the bad elite, there is still no
agreement about whether it is an ideology (Mudde, 2004), a political discourse (Canovan,
2005), or a specific political strategy, i.e. style (Weyland, 2003). However, its association
with right-wing ideologies and the attempt to question its democratic potential seem to
be most troublesome.

Mudde resolves this problem by claiming that the idea of democracy as majority
rule is a hegemonic idea today, but that liberal democracy, which, apart from majority
rule, also includes minority rights, the rule of law and division of powers, is questioned
(Mudde, 2018). The very fact that the characteristic of right-hand extremism is question-
ing democracy - as was the case in the first half of the 20" century - creates the basis for
the separation of right-wing populism and the radical or extreme right wing that is not
even necessarily populist.

Furthermore, in his more recent works Mudde develops the idea that populism is
not necessarily only right-wing, but that it is not necessarily disastrous to democracy.
Considering populism as a (thin) ideology, he thinks that populism, like other ideologies,
may also be encouraging to democracy as its corrective. As a matter of fact, a threat to
democracy is posed more by nativism than by populism®.

Relevance of present-day neoconservatism

In order to answer the question why neoconservatism today is politically relevant
again, it is necessary to start from the introductory premise that neoconservatism usually
becomes stronger in the periods of capitalism crises.

Of course, it should not be concluded from this that neoconservatism is the only or
the most adequate, and not even necessarily the most popular response to the crisis. The
thesis advocated here is that, at the moment, relatively articulated responses to the crisis
may be classified as three systemic and two anti-systemic political options®.

Systemic responses

The neoliberal response claims that the crisis is the consequence of insufficiently con-
sistent observance of neoliberal principles and a way out of the crisis is possible if entre-
preneurs are released from the government restrictions and impositions that aggravate
their business operations. To put it simply, lower taxes mean higher profits, which in turn
ensure higher investment rates leading to increased production and thus increased em-
ployment. A higher employment rate leads to higher demand and smaller social contribu-
tions, so there is no need for increasing taxes either. The result of this policy is a win-win
scenario everyone benefits from. However, the effects of this policy so far have proved
that the initial cost of overcoming the crisis must be paid by lower social layers in order
to accumulate profits. The problem is that, despite many decades of the stagnation of the
employees earnings, which has lasted since the beginning of the 1990s (Milanovi¢, 2016),
the system has not responded in the expected manner, but experienced a crisis instead.

5 In Mudde’s theory, nativism is a revolt of “natives” against “newcomers’, while populism is a rebel-
lion among “natives” (Mudde and Kaltwasser, 2017).

6 The term “systemic” here involves those options that advocate the finding of ways out from the
crisis within the given capitalist system.
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The other, reformist response is basically founded on the neo-Keynesian under-
standing of economy. The key for the crisis exit is in redistribution of wealth, particularly
through various forms of taxation imposed on the wealthiest layers of the society. The aim
is to ensure the bigger consumption to lower social layers, which would lead to increased
demand and in turn encourage larger production. It would also increase enthusiasm of
the population and decrease the dissatisfaction leading to stronger anti-democratic ten-
dencies. A direct burden of exiting the crisis according to this “recipe” should be borne
mostly by the wealthiest layers (Krugman, 2010; Stiglitz, 2015; Piketty, 2015). That is also
the basic problem of this approach because ideological hegemony and political power
depend on the financial support which may be provided only by the richest ones. Their
interest is definitely not to strengthen ideological and political attitudes aimed at restrict-
ing their financial power.

The third answer is the neoconservative one. Economically speaking, it also starts
from the assumption that public consumption should be restricted for the sake of profits
in order to ensure a higher level of investments. However, neoconservatives understand
that such policy is difficult to apply without resistance and that is why they find it im-
portant to strengthen social cohesion and consent of the part of the population that will
objectively bear the burden of the crisis exit. The strengthening of social cohesion implies
the empowerment of common values within a group (nation) and the increasing feeling
of threat coming from the environment. That is why one should not wonder about the
political requests accompanying this orientation, aimed at the strengthening of internal
cohesion through slogans - nation(state in the first place and protection from migrants. In
addition, neoconservatives emphasize protection of national economic and political inter-
ests as the most important political goal. The problem is that in the globalized world such
policy encounters objective obstacles reflected in the increased possibility of inter-ethnic
conflicts. Moreover, new conservatism, just like classic conservatism, is also a “negative
doctrine” (Wallerstein, 2012a: 164).

Anti-systemic responses include various requests for transformation of the system
- both on the left and right wings. They are demonstrated by calls for non-institutional
changes that would change the foundations the system lies on. Of course, these move-
ments primarily emphasize the deconstruction of the existing system, while proposals
for constituting the new one are not clearly profiled. Therefore, those are general requests
whose orientation is more reactive than proactive. This response is illustrated by Pegida in
Germany, as well as many other minor movements in different European countries.

The influence of the listed responses depends to a large extent on a series of factors
from which, in our opinion, the following should be pointed out:

The power of neoliberal ideology derives from the fact that during the past forty
years it gained a firm stronghold in media and at universities, so thanks to the activities
of primarily professors and journalists, became self-explanatory and unquestionable to a
large extent.” On the other hand, an increasing disappointed by the consequences of this

7 Until the beginning of the 2008 crisis, every alternative attitude, particularly on the periphery of
the world system, constituted a kind of intellectual heresy. The power of the neoliberal belief could
be compared only with Marxist ideology. It is interesting that in Serbia, for example, the strongest
advocates of neoliberal ideology starting from the end of the 1980s were often Marxist ideology
converts (Kulji¢, 2006).
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policy undermined its persuasiveness and questioned its popularity. This dissatisfaction in
the academic circles was articulated in the revitalization of neo-Keynesianism among au-
thors such Krugman and Stiglitz®. Nevertheless, when it comes to ordinary people whose
interests were neglected during the past few decades, this dissatisfaction was redirected
towards support to right-wing political perspectives.

Social democratic parties rely on the popularity of their original ideas, although dur-
ing the 1990s they deviated from Keynesian economic policy and abandoned the concept
of the “state of welfare” In an attempt to overcome that gap, they search for a new fulcrum
that would be understandable to the losers of neoliberal globalization they address. Their
return to neo- Keynesianism constitutes one of the ways, while there were also attempts to
build new concepts on which the left wing could rely, such as, for example, a popular con-
cept for a certain period of time - “a good society” (Vuleti¢, 2016), but with no substantial
success. A key obstacle is the determination of large capital to maintain its privileged posi-
tion, which aggravates the strengthening of this political option that advocates a reformist
way out of the crisis.

The weaknesses of the listed responses are the ones that opened the door to the neo-
conservative approach which is becoming more significant both in the centre of the world
system and on its semi-periphery and periphery. Since they do not go deeper into the
foundations of the existing relations in the redistribution of wealth, this political response
is supported by large capital. At the same time, a call to strengthen the foundations of
social cohesion and transferring the responsibility for present difficulties to external fac-
tors — no matter whether it is about migrants, unfair competition coming from the envi-
ronment or other types of external pressures — gain support from the substantial part of
middle-class and lower-class population. In this turn it is difficult to recognize a stronger
theoretical support. In any caste, it is not a turn resulting from a reasoned ideological-
political ambition, but primarily a turn guided by the political instinct of the leaders who
count on the masses to which theoretical frameworks do not mean much for the orienta-
tion in the political space, but are guided by the feeling of being threatened.

Globalization and the capitalist system

In order to understand the current turn towards neoconservatism, it is necessary to
explain the economic-political context in which it occurred. First of all, it means examin-
ing the connection between neoconservatism and globalization.

Globalization is encouraged by the activities of Western companies towards the ex-
pansion of the market for their products and services, as well as the reduction in the pro-
duction costs, primarily salary appropriation. That led to the displacement of production
to underdeveloped countries with poorly organized union movements and lower wage
levels. Although these processes seem to be exclusively the product of corporate activi-
ties, the fact is ignored that large corporations, as shown by Braudel (Braudel, 2007), have
always strongly relied on the states, particularly in the time of crisis. The situation has
not substantially changed today either. As Wallerstein succinctly explained, “all capital-

8 Of course, we should not ignore the authors, both in the West (Bourdieu, 1999) and in former
socialist countries, questioned neoliberalism and transition as its Eastern embodiment (e.g.
Vidojevi¢, 1999).
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ists need one or several states while their competitors may depend on some other states”
(Wallerstein, 2000, p. 35).

It needs to be emphasized in order to understand that geopolitics is not separated
from globalization, i.e. that it constitutes an unavoidable dimension to be considered in
the explanation of the neoconservative turn. The USA as the centre of the world capitalist
system after the Second World War used to strongly encourage economic globalization as
long as it was in favour of American companies. The opening of China towards the world
constituted an important step in that direction. However, the strengthening of Chinese
economy with the aid of the Chinese government ensured the global supremacy to many
Chinese companies which are strong competition to Western companies today, even in
the fields such as high technology.

That is important to emphasize if we want to understand to motivation the current
American administration for the trade war with China. The strengthening of Chinese com-
panies is the consequence of the fact that they realize large part of their income through
sales in the Western, primarily American market. The argumentation for the trade war,
regardless of it being connected with the emphasizing of the alleged unfair competition, is
primarily directed at protecting American companies through the strengthening of their
position in the domestic market and simultaneous weakening of Chinese companies.

Here we cannot discuss the likelihood and kind of effects of this policy in the long
run, but we should remind that the economic crisis and recession, present in the Western
hemisphere to a larger or smaller extent since the beginning of the 21 century, did not
affect China, which continued to achieve high rates of economic growth even during that
period.

A relative decline in the American economy has accelerated in the past few decades
so it can be said with no exaggeration that the centre of the world system is slowly mov-
ing from the USA to China. This shift does not take place for the first time in history. As
shown by Wallerstein, after the domination of Spain at the beginning of the 16% century,
the first shift to follow was from the Iberian Peninsula to the United Provinces, ending
with the Peace of Westphalia. The second half of the 17" century belonged to the Nether-
lands, but just before the end of that period it became clear that the centre shifted to Great
Britain, which definitely became the centre after Napoleon’s defeat and maintained that
position until the beginning of the 20t century. The First and Second World Wars were
the expression of the struggle of Great Britain and Germany for the world domination,
but they ended with the decline of European powers, expansion of the world system and
its displacement to the USA. What should be noted is that these shifts were accompanied
by large world conflicts.

All this must be emphasized in order to understand that the displacement of the cen-
tre of the economic world system is always accompanies by the conflict among the coun-
tries. The logic of such conflicts is difficult to explain without establishing the connection
with economic trends. The power of a country depends on its economy; i.e. large compa-
nies which, in turn, owe their power largely to the support of their respective countries.
The relative autonomy of the companies does not contradict this conclusion. As long as
this ideology suits the companies, it is a state ideology, but whenever the situation changes
for any reasons, the dominant state ideology will change too, or, support in coming to
power is provided to those political groups promoting a different ideology.
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In that respect, it is possible to understand both the ideological tension in the de-
veloped countries and the political tension in the international relations. The economic
strengthening of China, i.e. relative weakening of Western economies, shifted the balance
present in the global system structure in the past four decades.

Neoliberalism, which questions the neo-Keynesian economic theory and the state
of welfare, was the response to the crisis of the decreasing profit rate caused by the redis-
tribution within capitalist economies (Harvey, 2012). However, the ongoing crisis refers
to the redistribution of wealth on the geopolitical plane. That is why the strengthening of
neoconservatism represents a logical answer to this constellation and the support for that
ideology should come as no surprise especially in the USA, where neoconservatism has
always been associated with the belligerent rhetoric.

This turn is not sudden as it might be concluded on the basis of media writing. More
than ten years ago I wrote about the neoconservative response to the system crisis demon-
strated in the understanding that international relations are actually based on power and
not on law, i.e. that only law gives legitimacy to power (Vuleti¢, 2008, p. 14). One of the
main conclusions of the previous research was that the world would expect to face more
intensive conflicts, increasing risks and riots in the foreseeable future. Such disturbances
would affect even the most developed countries, although the people in underdeveloped
countries and regions would suffer the worst consequences (Vuleti¢, 2008, p. 13). Today
that conclusion seems to be more relevant than in the past.
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