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AYCTPOMAPKCUCTUNYKU
M BOJBIIEBNYKN OJHOC ITPEMA
HAIIMOHA/THOM IIUTAILY

Caxxerax: OCHOBHM IjMJ/b OBOT paJia je a YTBPAM KAaKO Cy Ce ayCTPOMapKCUCTU U
QOoJBLIEBUIIN, KAO jeiHe Off HajOUTHUjMX CTPYja MapKcu3Ma I1o4eTkoM 20. BeKa, OTHOCYIN
IpeMa HalyoHajHOM Imramwy. Mapkc (Karl Marx) u Exrenc (Friedrich Engels) cy cma-
Tpasu fia je ITTaBHM UCTOPUjCKH aKTep eKOHOMCKa Kiaca 1 fa he BpemeHOM, ca pa3BojeM
CpefcTaBa 3a IPOU3BOAILY 1 [10jaBOM KOMYHU3Ma, HallMja ga ogyMpe. OBakaB cTaB je 110
OM3aK ¥ MHOTMM Haj3HAYajHMjUM MapKCUCTMMA gpyre reHepauuje. Ca gpyre cTpaHe,
ayCTPOMAPKCUCTI U dOJBILEBUIIN CY IPeCTaBHUIN IPBUX MapKCUCTUYKNX IIpaBalla,
KOjJ CY M3 IIPAKTMYHO-IIOIMTUYKUX IIOTPeda CTBOPUIN JOHEK/Ie 3a0KPY>KeHY TeOpUjy
Hauyje. IIpBu 300r MHTepeca Jja cadyBajy AycTpOyrapcKy Kao MyITUETHUYKY JpXKaBy,
a IpyT’ ca OM/bEM [ MCKOPVCTE HallMOHA/IHE TeH3Mje Kao jeflaH O MHCTPyMeHaTa 3a
PEBOMYIIMOHAPHO 3ay3MMaibe BIacTu y Pycuju.

Kipyune peun: aycTpoMapKcucTy, 0/bIIeBUIIN, MAPKCU3aM, Halluja, HAI[MOHATHO
IUTabe

KPATAK ITPMIKA3 OCHOBA MAPKCOBE
1 EHT'EJICOBE TEOPUJE N IbUXOBOT OJHOCA
[TPEMA HAIITVIOHAJIHOM IINUTAY

ITpe Hero mTO ce M03adaBMMO ayCTPOMAPKCUCTUYKIM U SOJBILIEBUIKUM CXBATAbEM
HaIyje, ykpaTko hemo mpukasaTu mra cy o Tome mucanan Mapke u Exrenc, sadeTHuim
MapKcu3Ma ¥ IJIaBHY yTeMe/bBauy MapKCUCTUYKOT OJHOCA ITpeMa Hanuju. Mapkc u
EHresnc cy duay eKOHOMUCTUYKY U TEXHULIMCTUYKY TeTEPMMHUCTY [0 HAYMHY CXBaTa-
ma fpymrsa. Kapakrep jenHor apyuItsa, mpema mwuma, ogpebyje mpe ceera MaTepujanta
dasa Koja je caunbeHa Off IPOU3BOHNX CHATa U MPOU3BOAHMX offHOCa. CTelleH pasBUTKa
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IpOUSBOJHIUX CHara ofpebyje u KapakTep IpousBOfHMX OfHOCA. [IpOM3BOAHN OFHOCK CY
cxBahenn xao ognoc n3meby dyHmameHTanHe KIIace €KCIVIOATHCAHUX U €KCIUIOATaToOPA.
Pasnuunry creren pasBuTKa IPOU3BOJIHUX CHara fahe HaM ¥ pasjIn4uTe MPOU3BOJHE
OIHOCe, KOjJ1 II0 CBOM KapaKTepy Mory duTy podoBIacHNYKY, (peyfa/lHu U KalluTalu-
ctnuky (Marx, 1969). Y xannranusMmy oBe OCHOBHE K/Iace Cy KaIlMTaIICTY, Kao [JTaBHA
KJIaca eKCIIOaTaTopa, M pafHMUKa K/laca, Kao I7IaBHa K/Iaca eKCIUIoaTHCaHNX. PagHmdka
KyIaca ce, mpema Mapkcy u EHrericy, cBojoM 60pdoM IIpOTHUB eKCIUIoaTanyje yjefHo dopu
Y IIPOTVB KaIlMTaIM3Ma I TUMe CTBapa OCHOBE 3a HACTaHAK HOBOT OeCK/IACHOT APYIITBa
- xomyHusma (Marx & Engels, 2009).

Mosxe ce 3ak/byunTu fa ¢y Mapkc u Enresnc rmaBHU MCTOPUjCKYU U TIOTUTUYKI
aKTepCKy MOTeHIVjasl gam K1acy. Crora, CMaTpaiu Cy ia Hallyja HeMa OUTaH aKTepCKI
HOTeHIVja 1 f&a he HY>KHO HecTaTy ca HACTAHKOM HOBOT KOMYHUCTUYKOT [PYIITBA.
[TpeMa BIXOBOM CXBaTamby, Ca yjeTHa4aBambeM II0JI0XKaja pagHIYKe KIace Ha I7I08aTHOM
HIBOY, MHTEPECU PafHUKa U3 CBUX 3eMasba mocTahe ucTu, mro takohe moBoau mo cse
Marber 3Havaja Hanuje (Marx & Engels, 2009).

OBaj HauenTHM ofHOC Koju cy Mapkc u EHresic mman mpeMa Haluji, joIl TOKOM -
XOBOT XKVBOTA, JIOIIA0 je y CYKOS ca pea/IHVM NOMMTIYKIM 3HadajeM Hallyije Y eMIIMPYjCKOj
crBapHocTU. TokoMm pesBonyuumje 1848. rogune, jeflan off ITaBHUX LM/beBA PA3TUUNTUX
HONMMTUYKMX oKpeTa y EBporn 810 je HanmonanHo ocnodoheme. Crora Mapkc 1 Enrernc
TOHEK/Ie peBUAMPajy cBoje craHoBuIITe. OHE HalMje Koje Cy IONPMHOCHIE YpYIlaBamby
¢eymanHor nopeTKa, ydpsaBamy KalNTAIUCTIUIKOT PAasBOoja, Te CAMUM TUM I ,,CBe Q/IVDKeM
HaCcTaHKY KOMYHM3Ma, O3HAYNIN CY Kao nporpecusHe. Ca jpyTe cTpaHe, HallMje Koje Cy y
cB0joj Sopdu 3a HE3aBUCHOCT ,,CITY>KIIe MHTepecuMa status quo Cy peakIyiOHapHe U OHe,
Kao I peakKI[IoHapHe Kiace, Tpedajy duru yHuiTene u ucropujcku mpesasubene (Mandié,
2022; Marx & Engels, 8/2010a).

AYCTPOMAPKCHCTUYKO ITOMMAIBLE HAIIVMJE

AyCTpPOMApKCHUCTII CY, Ka0 ILITO CAMO MMe KaKe, dVIi MapKCUCTIIKI MHTETEKTYaIL
u3 Aycrpuje. Vnak, vmMe HUCY JOOWIM caMo 300T Tora LITO CY OV ayCTPUjCKI MapKCUCTH
Beh n 3d0r Tora mrto ¢y usrpaguIN COCTBEHO TyMademe MapkcoBux gena. Hajaxuujn
IIpeICTaBHULM ayCTPOMapKCUCTIUKe IKosie duym cy: Makc Amrep (Max Adler), Oto bayep
(Otto Bauer), Kapn Penep (Karl Renner), Pygong Xundeppuur (Rudolf Hilferding), Orto
Hojpart (Otto Neurath) u ®puppux Apep (Friedrich Adler) (Blum & Smaldone, 2015).
IbuxoBa 0CHOBHA ITO3MI[Uja 3aCHMBAIA Ce HAa TOME fja CY Ce ,CMATPasIl 32 MAaPKCHCTE Y
HEOTPAaHMYEHOM CMICITY, A/IU ICTOBPEMEHO HIjeCy CMATPAIN [ja je MapKCU3aM CaMOJ0BO-
paH 1 3arBopeH cucteM” (Kolakowski, 2/1983, str. 291). Crora cy ce Ha eIMCTEeMOIOIKOM
HIBOY OLITPO IPOTUBIIN OPTOZOKCHOM MApPKCU3MY, a/IV CY OMJIN I TOBO/BHO PaiUKa/THI
Ia He npuxBaTe bepHirajHoBy (Eduard Bernstein) conujangemokparcky pesusujy (dap
Hajeehn neo wux)>

>  DepHIUTajH je 3a4eTHUK PeBM3MOHMCTUYKE IIKO/Ie Y MapKcu3My. IIpeMa eroBoM cxBaramy,

CIIOHTaHU pasBoj IIpOM3BOAHMX CHAra 1 yCTa/bBame I[eMOKpaTI/Ije HEeMMHOBHO he JOBECTU IO
COLU/IjaJ'II/I3Ma, 30or yera paZHM4YKa Kj1aca TpeSa Aa ofyCcTaHe oJf p€BOTYLIMOHAPHOT [I€I0Bamba.
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300T CTAaHOBMINTA Jja je MAPKCM3aM OTBOPEH CHCTEM a He PeTUTHjCKa JOTMA, ,HIjecy
BUJIE/TY HUIITA HETONMMYHO y Kopuinhemy nieja, MojMoBa ¥ IMTamba KOji CY Ce TI0jaByIN
KacHIje y HeOMapKCUCTN4Koj ¢puozoduju mmu cornonornju’ (Kolakowski 2/1983, str.
292). IIpema myMa, MapKcu3aM je 01O Heo Mupe eBpOIICKe KY/ITypHe ¥ Hay4yHe Tpajfu-
uje, 30or dera ¢y dunu cupeMHn fa nporaby 1 fokaxxy MHOWITBO cmdHOCTH n3Meby
MapKcu3Ma 1 IPYTUX MHTeNeKTyaTHUX TPaaulinja, a 1a Ce UIIAK He yasbe Off OCHOBHMX
IIOCTy/IaTa MapKCU3Ma. Y CBOM MHTEIPAaTMBHOM Pafy, HajBMIIe Cy Ha/a3WIN CTMYHOCTH
nsmeby Kanrose (Immanuel Kant) ¢punozoduje n mapkcusma (0BOM HHTETPATHBHOM
crajaby Mapkca n KanTta HajByme je gonpuneo Amtep) (Blum & Smaldone, 2015). 3aTo
Cy cmarpanu fa je KaHTOB MpMHINII ,,KOj} 3aXTUjeBa fla Ce Jby/CKa jelUHKA yBUjeK y3uMa
Kao LWk, a HUKaj Kao cpencto’ (Kolakowski, 2/1983, str. 296), y HOTIIYHOCTH Y CKIIafy
Ca M3BOPHMM MapKcus3MoM. Beposanu cy fia je ,,3a MpusHame MapKCH3Ma JOBO/BHO F0OpO
MIC/IUTH, A [ia je 3a IPM3Habe COLMjaIICTIYKe Ujieje JOBO/BHO 0301M/BHO CXBATUTH OII-
IITEeYOBjeUaHCKe, a He crieruduyHe KIacHe, BpUjeHOCTH, any Koje conujamsam odehasa
na he y mormynoctn ocrBaputn’” (Kolakowski, 2/1983, str. 293-294). [Ipyrum peunma,
KmacHa dopda Omma je caMo CpefiCTBO KOjUM Ce JIOMIa3MIo O CONMjanmnsMa, Koju y cedn
CafIpXXM jefHy YHUBep3amHy Ufejy /bYACKOT dpaTcTBa, cnodofie 1 /bydaBy, CTapy KOMMUKO
" McTOpuja YoBeyaHCTBa. CTOTa ,,CBaK! YOBjeK KOji 030M/bHO [TO3HAje TpafiuIIOHATHEe
upease dpaTcTBa, C10dofe U jeTHAKOCT MOpa, aKo Xohe 1a 04yBa YHY Tpalllby JOC/bEHOCT,
IPUXBATUTY COLMjATICTUYKO CTAHOBMUIIITE, VI TO HE3aBUCHO Off CBOjUX KJIACHNX MHTepeca”
(Kolakowski, 2/1983, str. 294).

AycTpoMapKcucTu ¢y O akTMBHMU KpajeM 19. n moueTkoM 20. Bexa. OBaj mepu-
of y AycTpoyrapckoj je d1o nsysetHo Typdynentan. Hamme, Taga fonasu go sHa4ajHOT
HaIoHa/Hor dyhera U jauarsa HaLMOHATHIX TOKPeTa 3aBYCHUX HApPOJa Y OKBUPY Liap-
crBa (Mason, 2013). Jako cy HacTyIIa/iu ca HO3MIVja NHTEPHALMOHAIN3MA, ayCTPYjCKI
KOMYHIUCTH Cy UIIAK MMaJIi KOHKpeTHe IPaKTIYHO-IOMNTIYKe IIpodieMe y OpraHn3o-
Balby My/ITHETHUYKe IAPTHje, HAPOUUTO 300T YMIbeHNIIe [ja CY IOjefNHaYHY WIAHOBU
HapTuje, yjefiHo ca CoLjamIHuM ocodobhemeM, 3axTeBaiy 1 HALMOHAIHO 0c/iodobeme
COTICTBEHNX HAPOJIa, 300T Jera je MapTHja ymajana y opraHusannoHe mpodieme 1 Mmaa
CMarbeH JIeJIATHY KaranuTeT. 30T cBera 0BOra, ayCTPOMAPKCICTH CY IIOCBETIIIN 3HAYajHY
XY pelllaBary HAl[MOHATHOT MUTamka ¥ OKBUPY Hapcrsa (Blum & Smaldone, 2015).
Y oBom papy duhe nmpukasaHo bayepoBo pasmaTpame HanmoHaTHOT Ipodnema. butHo
je HaIlOMEeHYTH fIa je bayep nmpBu MOKyIIao fa CTBOPK yTeMe/beHN]y TeOPUjy Haluje y
MapKCUCTUYKO] IEPCIEeKTUBY U fla Ce Of CBUX ayCTPOMAapKCUCTA HAIIIOHATHYM IUTambeM
Hajo3dmbHMje OaByo.

Bayep je mokymao ma Hahe jacHO ofpebeme Haluje, Koje 01 MpeBa3NIIIO CTadOCTU
PaHMjUX CIIMPUTYATUCTUYKIX, PACUCTUYKNX, BOTYHTAPUCTUYKUX Y eMIMPUIIVICTUYKIX
mednHunuja Hauja (Bauer, 2000, str. 20-33). 380r Tora ce HOCBETHO IIPOyYaBamy HA4M-
Ha Ppopmupama Haiyje. [IpemMa beroBoM MUIUBEY, [JTABHA OfIMKA HAIIMOHATHOCTH je

Y OKBMpY JIeMOKPATCKOT APYLITBA, pafHI4YKa K1aca he oprannsoBameM y ColmjanieMOKpPaTCKy
HapTHjy IPeKo cIodOAHNX 1300pa Jla 3ay3Me BIACT 1 TMMe JOBOJIE IO MUPHOT IIpelacka 13 KaIu-
Tanmama y conujanusam (Bernstein, 2014). BepHIITajHOB PEBUSMOHMCTIYKM MapKCH3aM je IIpeTeda
caBpeMeHMX COLMjaIeMOKPATCKIX ITapTHja Koje ce 3a/axy 3a pedopMy (a He 3a peBOMYLH]Y), Kao
OCHOBHO CP€JICTBO IPYIITBEHOT ITPOTpeca.
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Hal[MoHaHU KapakTep (Bauer, 2000, str. 20). Y ogpehenum npupoaHum, ogHOCHO du-
3MYKMM YC/IOBMMA, HaCcTaje KY/ITYPHA 3ajelHNIIAa KapaKTepa Y K0joj ce McTopuja Takopehu
srymmaba. Crora je HallMOHA/IHA 3ajefHNUIIA IIpe CcBera 3ajefHuia cynduHe.” OHa fenyje
»C jeiHe CTpaHe Kpo3 IPUPOAHO HacltehuBame ocoduHa Koje je 3ajefHNIKA CyIOMHA Ha-
pozia ofrojuia, a ca gpyre cTpaHe Kpo3 MICTOPH)Y KYITYPHUX Hodapa 4uja je 0ocodeHoCT
oppenmna cynduny Hanuje” (Bauer, 2000, str. 35).

Y pocapanimoj MCTOpMjH, HallMOHA/IHA 3ajeJHNUIIA je MMaa iBe GpopMe — IleMe U
Hauujy. [Tneme, y Hajimpem cMucty, odyxBara Beh1Hy IpeTKanuTaIuCTUIKIX 0d/IKa
HallMOHA/IHUX 3ajemHulla. Ibera kapakrepuury cnada caMocBecT U 1adaBo IOBe3VBabe
ca IpyruM MICTOPOSHMM IUIEeMEHMMa, Koje 4ecTo ycier, ofpeheHIx McToprjcKmx OKOMHO-
ctu duBa npexkupano (Bauer, 2000, str. 14). Tex ca pasBojeM KanuTamusMa ce Loaasy Ko
HOTIIYHOT IIpeTBapama HallJIOHA/IHe 3ajefiHuIle (ClajalbeM BUIIe UCTOPONHNUX IIeMeHa)
y npaBy Hanyjy. [IpyruM pednuma, TeK je MOfEepPHU KallMTanIn3aM IPOU3BEO ,,ICTUHCKI
HaLMOHAJIHY KY/ITYPY LieJIoTr Hapofa Koja je IpeBa3uIlIa IpaHnLie YCKOT CeOCKOr cBeTa”
(Bauer, 2000, str. 85). MopiepHU KaIlUTa/M3aM je OBO IIOCTUIA0 UCTPTHYBIIY CTAHOBHUIITBO
»VI3 JIOKQJTHUX Be3a, IpeCcTPYKTypupajyhu ra reorpadcku 1 npodecroHanHo y IpoLuecy
CTBapara HOBYX KJIaca J 3aHUMama“ ¥ CTBOPUBILIN ,leMOKPATH]y. .., HAPOLHY IIKOIY,
BOjHY cimy»xdy 1 ommuTe mpaso rmaca“ (Bauer, 2000, str. 85).

Yyewhe y HallMOHATTHOj KYITYPH, Y OKBUPY ofpeheHOr Hapozia, Huje IofjefHaKo
CBUMa OCTYIIHO. Y H0j 3HaUajHMje yUeCTBYjy BMIIe Kace 3a pasnuKy off HIbkux (Bauer,
2000, str. 86-87). 3ato je, mpema bayepy, jenan of 0CHOBHMX IjM/beBa coLiMjanu3Ma jja
HallMIOHAJIHY KYITYPY ofpeheHor Hapoia y4MHU JOCTYIIHOM CBUM HbeHUM IpUIIajHU-
nyMa. OBaKBO CTAHOBUILTE je Y IOTIIYHOCTY HEOPTOLOKCHO 1 IIPOTYUBMU Ce yOodudajeHoM
MapKCUCTUYKOM IOCTY/IAaTy O HEMMHOBHOM HECTaHKY HallMja Kao IOCTIeUIY ICTOPUjCKOT
pasBoja. 3a bayepa conujamusam he ,,yjequunutyu cBe npunafHuKe Hapoza y ayTOHOMHY
HalVOHaIHY jemyHuny (Bauer, 2000, str. 107). Y counjanusmy he ,,3ajegunia odpasosarba,
paza, KyITYpHOT Y>KMBamba yjeAMHNUTY HallMjy  Te CTOra 10j ,,Builie Hehe npeTuTy pacman”
jep he ,,Be3e Hacrase yyemheM y KyITYpy M HallYOHA/IHOM JXVMBOTY Y APYLITBEHOM Pajfy
rapaHTOBATV Hal[MOHAHO jefuHcTBO (Bauer, 2000, str. 107).

CraB pa he ca conyjanmamomM cBaka Hanuja fohy 1o cBOje IIyHe M3Pa>keHOCTH ,,He
3Hauy fa he conujamusaM ojagaTy HalMOHAIHe Mp)Kibe M yriberaBama’ (Kolakowski
2/1983, str. 345). Cama HalMOHATHA MP>KIba je caMo flepopMucany 0OMUK KTacHe MpiKIbe.
3dor Tora pagHIYKa Ki1aca, dopehn ce IpOTUB CONCTBEHOT YTHETaBamkha, YjelHO JOBOMY 1
IO Kpaja HallMOHa/IHOT yribeTaBama. VHTepHalMoHaIMCTIYKA Ufieja je Takohe y ckmanmy
ca IOTIIYHOM adypMalujoM CBaKOTr Hapoja jep ,MHOLITBO Haljija I HAaI[IOHATHUX Ka-
paKTepa JOIPMHOCK SOraTCTBY OIIITEYOBjedaHCKe KYITYype M HeMa HMKAaKBUX IoTpeda
maje cysduja” (Kolakowski 2/1983, str. 345). Takobe, conmjanmisam JOBOLY JO HAL[VIOHA/IHE
mudepeHLujalje, a/Y U jadamba MHTEPHALMOHANIN3MA Yjeubyjyhn ,,cBaky Hapoy, y ay-
TOHOMHY 3ajejHIIly ICTOBpeMeHO ra uHTerpuiyhn y sajeguuny mehyHnapopsor npasa®
(Bauer, 2000, str. 420).

*  ,AycrpomapkcucTta PeHep fepuHMpa HalMjy jeJHOCTABHO Kao je3NUHY CKYIMHY: YMHE je /by

KOjJ1 TOBOpe UCTUM je3uKoM. Iberos xonera bayep je cynTunnuju: Hanuja je 3ajeqHMIIa KapakTepa
3ajeffHNIIA KY/ITYPe, a jeffHO je 11 APYTo 300T Tora IITO je CyndMHCKa 3ajefHNIIa, 3ajefHIIIa CydmHe
(Suvar, 1988, str. 20).
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OBpie je Ba)XHO YTBPAUTY KaKBe IIPAKTUYHO-MIONUTHYKe TIpefiore je bayep mao 3a
pelraBarbe HalMOHATHOT npodieMa y AycTpoyrapckoM napctsy. OH ce IIPOTUBIO TOME
fia ce pajiHIMYKa K/Iaca y LIapCTBY A/ IpeMa HaIMOHATHIM apIIHIMa, KOju O11 ZoBemn
[0 Lienarba 3eM/be. CTOra TBPAY »,Jja MHTePHAIMOHA/IN3aM He MOYKe CTTy)KUTH Kao IIporpam
3a CTBaparbe ApkaBa“ I Aa pajgHIdKa KIaca ,He BUAM TO3UTVBHE acIleKTe HAIMIOHAIHe
Ip>KaBe, Ia je He IepLMIIpa Kao upupogHy fp>xaBy Beh kao ,,oprannszosany Moh Branajyhe
kmace“ (Bauer, 2000, str. 418). YMecTO IIOTIYHE HOMUTIYKE HE3ABUCHOCTI, IIPEMA HEMY,
CBUM HapOAMMa LjapCcTBa Tpeda, 3aKOHCKUM ITyTeM, JaTi CTOSOAY f1a Y OKBMpUMA IIOCTO-
jehe mprxaBe OpraHm3yjy COICTBEHM JYXOBHI U KYITYpHM XnBoT. Kako nuiue cam Bayep:

,»CBaKa HallMja je Iy>KHa [ja caMa, CTI0OO0HO, BIACTUTIIM CHaraMa 3ajioBo/baBa CBOje
HAI[MOHA/IHE U KY/ITYPHe IoTpede; Ap>kaBa Tpeda Aa ce OrpaHMyy Ha YyBambe OHNX MHTe-
peca Kojit Cy 3ajefHIYKM CBUM HallMjaMa I y HAI[IOHa/THOM CMUCITY MHAN(EPEeHTH; Ha
Taj HAYMH HALIMOHA/IHA Ay TOHOMU]a, camoozpederbe Haluja, HOCTaje Hy)KHO CTPYKTYPHU
TporpaM paJfHIUKe KjIace CBYX HallWja y BUIIEHAI[VIOHATHOj Apxasy (Bauer, 2000, str. 255).

Vmak, pasBUTaK HALIMOHATHIX MHCTUTYIMja HOCeOHMX HApOZia Y OKBUPY AyCTpOyrapcke
Hyje Tpedaso fa dyne BesaH 3a TepuTopujaiHo oMehaBame 3aceOHUX Lie/MHA Y KojuMa du
XKVBENH ofipeheH Haposyr HUTY 3a KoHeepam3anujy semsbe. IIpsu pasior je unmennia
fla Cy pasnu4nuTy HApO#u y OKBMpPY Ayctpoyrapcke dumm Mehycodno momernann, te je
TEIIKO SMJIO OfIpeUTY KOMITAKTHe TepUTOpMjaiHe lennHe. Takobhe, mocTojane cy Benuke
MUTpalije CTAHOBHMIITBA KOje CY jOII BUIIE IOCIIEINBaJIe IOMEIIAaHOCT Hapopia. bayep
cMarpa fia Tpeda jja fenyje IpUHIUII IIpeMa KojeM je rpabanuuy garo ,,ipaBo fja ofpenn
K0jOj HaLIMOHATHOCTY Ky fa mpumazga“ (Bauer, 2000, str. 281). OaxaB bayepos ctas ce
MO>Ke 00jaCHITH IIpe CBera YMILEHNIIOM Jia je d10 CBeCTaH I0CTOjamba c1aduje HalMIOHATHe
cBecTu Meby fleoBMMa CTAaHOBHUIIITBA KOjI CY SKUBE/IM Y KOCMOIIONIUTCKUM cpeinHama. Ha
(bopMuparme 0BaKBOT CTaBa MOIJIe CY YTUIIATH 1 [T0jaBe CK/IaNamba MEIIOBUTHUX dpakoBa 1
3aCTYI/bEHOCT TIpoIleca TepMaHu3anyje 1 Mahapusanuje cToBeHCKOT XVB/ba Y LIapeBUHN
(Krej¢i, 2005; Prazny & Svoboda, 2023).

Moske ce sak/pyunTu fia je bayep nMao sHa4ajaH yTuIaj Ha TEOPUjCKO pasMaTpame
npodieMa Halyje y MapKCUCTIYKOj Teopuju. Vmak Mopa duTy IOMEHYT 1 jefaH OuTaH
HeJJOCTATaK HeroBOr pelllelba HAllMOHATHOT IUTama. bayepoBo ofpebheme HapoaHe Ky-
Type y cedu nMa MHOTO (POPMaTHOL, @ Ma/Io CaIp>KUHCKOT. MOXeMO 3aMUCIIUTI KaKaB
Ou dumo ,mosuTuBaH’ edeKaT Ha CTadMIHOCT lapeBUHE Ja je JO3BO/INIA, Ha IIpuMep,
Jy>xuum Cnosennma u Ilo/baluma fja y HOTIIYHOCTY Pa3B1jajy CBOje [yXOBHE U KyITyp-
He BpegHocTu. Hanme, y came HanyoHanusMe ofpehennx Hapopa sHavajHo je yrpaben
dopdenn eToc koju ce opukyje BehoM cripeMHolIhy Ha Opy»XaHe yCTaHKe U U3pajkaBarbe
MAaKCMMa/IMCTUYKIUX IIOIMTUYKMX 3aXTeBa. JlomymurerseM c10d0gHOT pa3Boja ogpehernx
HaIlMOHATHUX KYITYPHUX cafipXaja (Koju cy y MOiepHOM 100y YITTaBHOM OVIIN YCKO
Be3aHN Ca HAIMIOHAIM3MOM), MOITIO ce TohM U 10 jauara MUIUTAHTHUX Od/IMKa HaIOo-
HajtHe dopde 3a ocmodobheme y IjapeBNHY, LITO HUje OfTOBAPAIO OHMMA KOji Cy Ouin Ha
no3unyju Bracty. OBO je Kof 3HaYajHOT fena Jy>kHux CroBeHa MOIIO OMTH jOLLI ONacHmje
YKOJIMIKO Ce YBUJM Jia je mocTojana HezaBycHa Cpdnja, Ka K0joj cy kao Matuy Texmu. Ca
u3dujameM OalIKaHCKUX paToBa, HaBeeHO je yBuyeo u bayep, Te je 3HauajHO peBUANPAO
CBOjy TEOPHUjy U 3aK/bY4MO /1A je paclaji ayCTpoyrapcKe Jip>KaBe HEMIMHOBHOCT YCTIef] jake
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TeXxmbe (jy>KHO)C/IOBEeHCKUX Hapofa 3a He3aBucHomhy. Hexonuko rogyHa KacHMje OH je
Ipu3Hao 1 mpaso [lo/baka Ha CONCTBEHY Ap>KaBy. 3a pas/InKy off bera, Penep je no kpaja
0CTa0 ayCTPUjCKM ¥ HeMadKy IIaTpUOTa cMaTpajyhu fga ce colujamiucTudka MapTuja He
MO>)Ke T'pajjuTi Ha pylleBMHaMa aycTpujcke ap>xaBe (Kolakowski 2/1983), Te je, Ha Hexu
Ha4lH, 0CTao BepHUju bayepoBoM paHMjeM cTaBy, Hero caM bayep.*

BOJBIIEBULIM M HAITMJA

borpmeBnyka Bep3uja MapkcusMa ce 3acHuBaja Ha JlewunosoM (Vladimir Ilyich
Lenin) unramy Mapkca 1 EHrenca. 3a pasiuky o aycTpOMapKCIUCTa, OH je CMaTpao Ja je
MapKCH3aM 3aTBOPEH CHCTeM I [ja Ta He Tpeda MOBe3UBATH Y IINpe KyITyPHe U HaydHe
Tpapuuyje, Beh ga Tpeda MpaBIIHO pa3yMeTy KaKBe IPaKTUYHe UMIDIMKALje IPON3Ia3e
u3 wera. To pasymeBarbe OU IIOTOM TpedasIo UCKOPYCTUTH 3a PEBOTYLIMIOHAPHO IeN0BaIbe
Koje U 3a CBOj LIWJb MIMAJIO CBETCKY 1odeny KoMyHM3Ma. Moske ce pehn fia je dorpleBusam,
Kao crennduyaH odNMK neBe pajyKaiHe CTpyje Mapkcuama, popMupan ca JIelnHOBUM
nenoM Ilitia ga ce pagu, Hanmcanom 1902. ropune.

Y oBoM ey JlewuH je, nedatyjyhu ca eKOHOMUCTIYKOM CTPYjOM Yy OKBMPY pycKe
coLujaneMOKpaTyje, MSTPAio OCHOBHE IOCTY/IATe 13 KOjUX Cy IPOMCTULIAIN U YIIyTI
3a dynmyhe pmenoBame dospieBuka. EkoHOMUCTIYKA CTPYja je, peNyKIMOHUCTUYKI IPU-
XBaTMBIIV UCTOPMjCKM MaTepyjaninsaM, TBPAVIIA Ia OCHOBa dopde pajHITIKe KTace MOXe
dutu camo y ekoHOMCKOj cepw, a He y monmmTidkoj. CympoTcTasbajyhu ce oome Jlemun
je cMaTpao Jja CIIOHTaHa U CTUXUjcKa dopda pafiHIUKe Ki1ace, de3 jauer Teopujckor u npe-
OJIOLIKOT yTeMe/belba, HUKAKO He MOXKe JOBeCTH JI0 YKI/latba HajaMHOT pajia 1 CTBaparba
KOMYHUCTIYKOT ipymtBa. [Tpema JlemnHy ,,0e3 peBoNyLOHapHe Teopuje He MOXKe OUTH
peBonyrmoHapHor mokpera“ (Lenin, 1976, str. 27), Kojy pafjHI4Ka K/1aca caMa He MOXe /i
octsapu. [TowTo ,,ipaBe coLMjanieMOKpaTCKe CBUjeCTI Y paHIIKOj KJIACU HeMa, 10j je
»OHa... MOITIa d1TH JjoHeceHa camo crospa“ (Lenin, 1976, str. 28) of crpaHe odpasoBaHmx
bYW, OJHOCHO MHTeNNUreHnyje. bes oBor unHa, CIOHTaHM pafiHNYKY IIOKPET KOju odurasa
y €KOHOMCKOj cepH ,,CBOjIIM CHaraMa MOXXe M3IPAIUTHU CAMO TPEjAjYHUOHUCTIYKY CBECT"
(Lenin, 1976, str. 28), xoja mpefcTaB/ba S0pdy 3a CUTHe LiybeBe U He TOBOAU Y IMUTambe
KanUTaIMCTUIKY crcTeM. Kako Ou x1acHa dopda d1ta MCTUHCKM peBOTYLMOHAPHO Je-
JIOTBOPHA, Y Iy Ce MOPa yrPaffUTH COLMjaTUCTNYKa CBECT.

380r oBora Mopa II0CTOjaTy PeBOYLMOHAPHA IIaPTHja Ynja je JyXKHOCT [ja Kao
»aBaHIap/a Kiace ... BOAY Mace, a He caMo fia OfpakaBa IIPOCeYaH HOMUTUIKI HIBO
maca“ (Lenin, 1917). Ykonuxo me He dyne duo, pagHndka kiaaca Hehe dutn y cramy fa
y HOTIIYHOCTH! OCTBApPU CBOjY PEBOTYLIMOHAPHY MCTOPHUjCKY Y/IOTY 1 300T MapIiyjaTHor
TpejnjyHronusMa duhe BedHO 3apodbeHa y okBupe dypxoacke cBecTr (Lenin, 1976,
str. 27-29). IIpema Jlemnny, maptuja Tpeda dUTK KOHCIMPATUBHA, CTPOTO XMjepapXyjCKu
yCTpOjeHa OpraHmsanuja, CacTaB/beHa Off AUCHNUIUIMHOBAHNUX /YU IIOTIYHO mocBehennx
LIIPABUM MHTEpecHMa pafHIIKe K1ace M KOMYHUCTIYKO] peBonyuuju (Lenin, 1976).

' VIHTepecaHTaH je IIofiaTakK jja ce PeHep kao mpBy npemujep AycTpuje HakoH IIpBor cBeTCKOr para

(aym v paHwje, HOK je jol mocTojaa AycTpoyrapcka) 3aarao 3a yjemumerbe Ayctpuje ca Hemaukom, gak
uctndyhu fa je HeonxonHo fa Hemauka usBpLm aHIUTYC, OFHOCHO aHekcujy Aycrpuje (Bukey, 2000).
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Y oBom ofipehery dyHKIMja TapTHje MOXKe Ce Ha3peTH ¥ OFHOC PaHMX SObIIIEBIKA
IpeMa HaIlMOHATHOM MM Tamy. C 003MpOM Ha TO /ia CY MICTUHCKY BEpOBa/M JIa je ’BUXOBO
noda duyo mpegonpeheno 3a cBeTcKy peBoayLujy u ga he ce meHa IpBa eTara ogurpatu y
Pycuju, dumu ¢y cipeMHn fia TTIOMUTUYKY MHCTPYMEHTAN3Y]Y CBAKV OONNK HE3a/J0BO/bCTBA
U Ha Taj HAYMH HITO IIpe CPylle IAPUCTUIKY peaKIMOHapHN pexxnM. Vako cy HacTyIa-
7Y Ca MHTEPHAIMOHAMMCTUYKMX TTO3UIIMja U TTOAPKaBaIy cTas fla he ca HeMMHOBHUM
pa3BojeM YOBEeYaHCTBA HaIlMja CBe BUIIe TyOUTH Ha 3HAYAjy’, MIAK Cy CMATPaM Ja MOTY
MICKOPYICTUTH HAL[VIOHA/THO NIUTakbe KA0 eKCIUI031B KojuM he motmamty peponynyjy. Takas
IJIXOB CTaB OO je CYTPOTaH OPTOFOKCHOM MapKCHCTUIKOM HAIMOHATHOM HUXUIU3MY
KOju ce IPOTMBMO MHCTPYMEHTA/IN3ALVjY HALIMOHA/IHOT IIMTamba, a KOjI je MCKasuBasa
Posa JIykcemOypr (Rosa Luxemburg).®

Y ragammnoj Hapckoj Pycuju HaimoHamHo NuTame je MMajo BEIMKI IOTEHIMjasl 3a
HOIMTUYKO MHCTPYMEHTAIN30Bambe y peBonyloHapHe cepxe. Tpouku (Leon Trotsky)
HABOJIY /Ia je IPBOSWTHO ,,ceflaMfleceT MIIOHA Benmkopyca caunmbaBamo CTAaHOBHUIITBO
3eM/be", A/ Jia »je IIOCTeIeHo fofgaBano 90 muaoHa cTpaHana‘. Ha Taj HaunH je popmu-
paHa uMIIepuja y Kojoj Brafajyha Haruja umHu camo 43% CTaHOBHMINTBA, @ OCTANNX 57%
je cacTaB/beHO Off Pas/IMYNTUX KYATypa U Hapopa. Tpouku youasa fia je ,Benuka Behuna
OBMX HAI[IOHAJTHOCTH JEeIPUBMPAHA Off CBOjUX IIPABa I [ja OIUTPMHA HUXOBE IeNPUBIPa-
HOCTH fiaje HAaI[IOHATHOM podieMy y apckoj Pycuju excrtosnshy chary (Trotsky, 2008,
str. 642), Koja ce MO>Ke MCKOPUCTUTH 32 CIpoBoherse peBonyiuje. OBaj CTaB HAPOIUTO
moduja Ha CHa3M YKOMMKO Ce youy UMEbeHNIIA fIa je Ijapcka Pycuja cede mpokmamoBana
Kao Ip)KaBy MCK/bY4MBO PYCKOT Hapofa.

Ca BehuM HaIVOHA/THMM TeH3UjaMa Koje Cy IIOdeste fja Ce jaB/bajy y Pycuju HakoH
peBomynuje 13 1905. rogyHe, SO/bIIEBUIIN CBe BUIIE IOCTAjy 3aIHTEPECOBAHMY 3a IPOd/IeM
HAI[MOHAITHOT camoonpebera. Y CK/Iafly Ca OBaKBJM paclonoxkemeM 1913. rogune HacTaje
n wianak mmagor CrapuHa (Joseph Vissarionovich Stalin) ,Mapkcusam u HaIroHaIHO
murame . Y wemy Cra/byH AeduHmIIe HALNjy KA0 ,ICTOPUjCKY KOHCTUTYICAHY, CTAOUIHY
3ajeHNIY /byAM, GOPMUPAHY Ha OCHOBY 3ajefHNYKOT je3MKa, TEPUTOPHje, EKOHOMCKOT
JKMBOTA I IICUXOJIOIIKE HapaBy MaHy(eCcToBaHe y 3ajefHndKoj Kynrrypu (Stalin, 2012, str.
11). Cra/pyH fa/be HaITIAIIaBa ,,/la CaMO KaJia Cy CBe OBe KapaKTePHCTHKe 3ajeHO IPUCYTHe
nmamo Harujy“ (Stalin, 2012, str. 12). lpyrum pednma, Haljuje HACTajy Kao 3ajefHNIie Koje
ycrten Hu3a paKkTopa MMajy OBe YeTVPM OCHOBHe KapakTepucTuke. 3dor Tora kopi Cra/buHa
TIOCTOj¥ JUCTMHKIMja Ha IIpaBe TocTojehe Harmje Koje caipKe OBe YeTHpPU OCHOBHE Ka-
paKTepuCTUKe 1 Ha PUKTUBHE HALMje ,,0f AMKpa’; KOje UX He IIoCcenyjy. 3a oHe ,,Ipase’,
ncruHcke Hapozie Cra/pyH oTBphyje mpaBo Ha camoompepebeme (Stalin, 2012). Cnnune

> ,Ilapona HanuoHanHe KynType je dyp>koacka npesapa. Hamr cioraH je: mehyHapopHa kynrypa

IleMOKpaTuje U cBeTcKor pagHmdkor nokpera“ (Lenin, 1964, str. 23).

¢ TIIpema Posnu JIykcemdypr ,,cTBapHa MOryhHOCT ‘caMoOIIpefie/berba’ 3a CBe eTHIUKE IPyIe UIN
mpyradnje fedyHUCaHe HALMOHATHOCTY je yTOIMja yIpaBo 30T TpeHa UCTOPMjCKOT pa3Boja ca-
BpeMeHux apymrasa“ (Luxemburg, 1909). ITowTo ,,eKOHOMUja U HOMUTUKA BETUKNUX CUJIa — YCIIOB
OICTAaHKa KaIMTATUCTUUKNX IP>KaBa — IPeTBapajy MOMUTIYKI He3aBUCHe, pOpPMaTHO PaBHOIIPaB-
He, MaJjie eBPOIICKe JIp>KaBe... Y )KPTBeHe japlie, Mfieja ,/ia ce CBUM ‘HaljjaMa’ ocurypa MoryhHoct
caMoOIIpefie/berba je eKBMBa/IeHTHA Bpahakby Off BeMKOKAIIMTAaIMCTIIKOT Pa3Boja Ka MajuM Cpefi-
HOBEKOBHVM fpxkaBama“ (Luxemburg, 1909).
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CTaBOBe M3pakaBao je 1 JIewH y cBOM fienty IIpaso Ha HauuoHanHo camoogpeherve y Kojem
ucTude ga dosplueBuIy y Pycuju 3axreBajy ,,cmodony camooppebersa, To jecT He3aBUCHOCTH,
TO jecT clodOy OTIeI/bUBabA 32 TIOT/IaYeHe Hapofe, He 300r Tora IITO UM je JKerba Ja
3eM/by €KOHOMCKII TIOfIeTIe, WM 300T UjleaIn30Bamka MalnX ApxKasa, Beh 300r Texbe Ka
BeJIMKOj APXKABM I jadeM jeAIMHCTBY, I1a YaK U Melllalby Hapojia Koje je Moryhe camo ,,Ha
MICTMHCKM IeMOKPATCKVM, Ha MCTVHCKU NHTePHAIMOHATHUM OCHOBaMa, He3aMUCTTUBUM
des mpaBa Ha otierberse” (Lenin 20/1974, str. 413-414).

OunrnegHo je fa cy SospIIeBULIM IPUXBATIIN /€]y HAIlMOHATHOT camooapeherma
HOTIa4eHNX Hapofia, IIpe cBera 300T MPaKTUYHO-TIOTUTUYKNX oTpeda mapruje. 360r
TOTA je HayeJTHO IIPMXBaTambe OBe IJieje UIIUIO y3 3HaYajHe orpajie. BUTHO orpaHnyeme ce
3aCHUBAJIO Ha TOMe IITO NMapTyuja 6e3 0d3mpa Ha CBOje IOpKaBarbe IIpaBa Ha CaMoOIIpe-
TIerberbe Hapojia He MOfipyKaBa CBaky 0Ok cemaparusMa. OBO je 0djalllbeHO YMbeHNIIOM
Za ce O/BIIEBUIIN CTAPAjy ,,0 CAMOOIIpefie/belby He Hapofa U Haluja, Beh mponerapujara
cByx HapogpHocti (Lenin, 1961, str. 452). Crora BospuieBruka mapTuja Moyke HOfpKaBa-
TY CaMO OHe TEXXIbe 32 HAIIMOHATHO CaMooIpefie/berbe Koje Cy Y CKIafy ca MHTepecuma
HpoJeTapujaTa Kao Lie/iHe, a HUKaKo CynpoTHO.” OBO OrpaHnyese je ,IOHNMINTAaBaIo caM
caJip)aj IIpaBa Ha CaMOOIIpefie/berbe I CBOIUIIO Ta Ha YMCTO TAKTUIKO CPEACTBO, T je U3
1bera ,TIPOU3IIas3uIo fa he mapruja yBek HacTojaTy la MICKOPUCTY HAIIMOHA/IHe acIIypa-
nyje y dopdu 3a BacT, a1 ja ‘MHTepec IpojleTapyujaTa’ HUKaL He Moxke Outy noppeben
omureHaloHaHuM Texmwama’ (Kolakowski, 2/1983, str. 478).8

OcuM MHCTPYMEHTaIM3anMje Halyje, SO/bIIeBIN CY MHCTPYMEHTAIN30BaIN I
UJIeoIOTHjy HalmoHanuaMa. [Ipema JIemHy, KanuTamM3aM BUXOBOT 00a HaIas3no ce
y HOC/IeAH0j MMIEPHjaINCcTNYKOj (asu. 3a MMIIepyjalH KaluTanmsaM je dumo Kapak-
TEPUCTUYHO Ja IIe0 CBET JIeNN ,,Ha OTPOMaH Opoj MOTIaueHNX Hallja M He3HavajaH dpoj
Hauuja Tnaunteba” (Lenin, 1966, str. 241). ViMnepujamHu Hapopu Cy, IpeMa BeroBoM
CXBaTamY, TOCEJ0BAJIN ,,KOTIOCATHO S0raTcTBO 1 MohHe opy»aHe cHare” JIOK je ,,OTPOMHa
Beh1Ha cBeTCKe MOMy/alje Clajiaja y moTiadyeHe Hapojie, KOjy Cy OW/IN Y CTarby IUPEKTHe
KOJIOHMjaJIHe 3aBUCHOCTY Mnu ¢y nonykonouuje” (Lenin, 1966, str. 241-242). Jlewus je
TBP/YO, He Tpyfiehu ce ja y moTIyHOCTH dy/ie OPTOZOKCHM MapKCUCTUYKM YMCTYHALl, fia
je Iy>KHOCT KOMYHICTa Ja MO p>KaBajy Hal[IOHAIMCTNIKe IIOKpeTe Hapofia Koju ce dope
nportus Konounsanuje (Lenin, 1966). JacHo je fa je oBa MoApIIKa HALMOHAIU3MIUMA ¥
TpeheM cBeTy ImpoucTHIiana 13 TexKmbe O0/bIIEBIKA 3a CBETCKOM PEBOMYIIMjOM U Ja je

7 Cra/p/HOBa IOfieIa Ha ,,[IPaBe 11 ,,TaXKHe “ Halluje CIy>KIIa je SoJbllIeBUIIMMA [ia TIOAPIKaBajy caMo

OHe Halyje uija je Sopda 3a He3aBUCHOCT OfrOBapaja MOIUTUIKIM LIM/beBYMA PEBOTYIMIOHAPHE
HapTHje, Te Cy ce caMo ofipeheHe Haluje y S0/bILIIeBIUYKOj Bep31ji CTBAPHOCTH ofipeh1Bate kao mpase.
8 ITomahu peascolyjamiCcTIIKN Ay TOPY CY YeCTO MOKYIIaBa/IM [ja AlIOJIOTeTCKIL OIIPaB/ajy dojblie-
BUYKY MHCTPYMEHTA/IaH U HEMICKPEH OJHOC IIpeMa MMTakby HallMoHaIHoOT caMoozipehema. Tako, Ha
npumep, Ctune lllysap TBpan ma cy ,,/IemnH n SospreBuiy duu 3a YKUIathe CBaKOT HaIlIOHA/THOT
yTIbeTaBama 1 SUIM IPOTHB HACHITHOT 3a/[pyKaBatba yTHheTeHNX HApona y cactasy Pycuje” (Suvar,
1988, str. 100). Ca apyre crpaHe, npema lllyBapy, ,,/Iets)H 1 0/bLIEBULIN HICY SKe/beIIN TAKBO pje-
IIere HAIMOHATHOT IUTamka, KOjIM O11 ce IIOCTUITIO jefiIHO TO Jla CelapaTUCTIIKe TeXbe, Koje je
y Hal[IOHa/IHe TIOKpeTe YTibeTeHNX Hapofa Pycuje yHocuma dypxoasinja, oHeCy IIpeBary 1 Tume
3aTBOpE COLMja/IICTIYKe IEPCIEeKTIBE TVX HApo#a“ (Suvar, 1988, str. 100). M3 [ITyBapoBoOr 13/1arama
Moryhe je moHeTu 3ak/bydak fa cy JlemyH 1 So/bLIEBULIN SN 3a HALIMOHAIHO CaMoofpeherbe camo
OHJIa KaJla IM je OHO MONUTUYKM OfITOBAPATIO.

893



Credan B. Maugnh, Aycitipomapkcuciiuuxu u domiesutxy 0gHOC Hpema HaUOHATHOM HUTHAIY

300r Tora HaIlVIOHA/IM3aM KOIOHM30BaHVX HapoJa MHCTPYMEHTA/IM30BaH Kao LITO je 010
CTy4aj U y dO/BIIEBMYKOM PEBOMYIIMIOHAPHOM JIeNoBamy y OKBUpy Pycuje.’

DmaBHM mpodyeM O0/BbIIEBIYKOT OfHOCA IIpeMa Halliji OI/Iefia Ce YIIPABO Y IbIXOBOM
MHCTPYMEHTA/IVCTIIKOM HOI/IeRy. 3a pasiiKy Of OPTOJOKCHIX MapKCICTa, UMy IIOKPETI
Cy Sy {OCTIefHO aHAIIVOHATHM Y CBOjOj TIONMUTHITH, OOBIIEBHIIM CY OMIU CIIPEMHN Ja
TIOZIp>Ke HaLMjy, a/Ii CaMO YKO/IMKO Ha Taj HAYMH IIOMaXKy MHTepece PEBOMyLMje I ITapTuje, a
HJKAKO CyIpoTHO. CTOra ce MO)Ke YOUITH fa Cy Ce OFHOCI/IM ITpeMa Halyji Ha popMaiaH,
HOBpLIAH U JIMIleMepaH HaunH. Tako cy, Ha IpyuMep, Y IPBOSUTHY COBjeTCKY PEeIyOIUKY
YK/bY4eHU ¥ HapOJY KOju TO HUCY >kernemt. OBO ce OIpaBaBaJIo YMbEHNUIIOM Jia je HecXBa-
T/BMBO JIa HEKO He XKeJy fa dyze fieo pafiHIIKe COBjeTCKe ipxaBe Oy yhHOCTH, KOja HacTaje
ycnen ucTopujckux HeMuHoBHOCTH. CaM JIemuH je, cripemajyhim ce 3a MO/bCKO-COBjeTCKM
par, Ha¥IBHO BepOBao Ia he I0O/bCKY pafHNIY JOYeKaTH IeTOBe PEeBOTYLIMOHAPHE BOjHUKE
kao ocmodopuore (Lenin, 1966, str. 127-128), mTO Ce yCiel BEKOBHOT aHTArOHM3Ma 13Mehy
INopaxa un Pyca, HapaBHo, Hije goropmno. Kaga ce coBjeTcku pexxum ycranmno, CrabiuHOBa
odjexTuBuCcTHYKa JeduHNIMja Halje [TOCTaIa je HOhHa Mopa 3a Hapofe 1 HOjefMHIIe.
YuraBe eTHIUKe TpyIIe Cy Oyle IpeMellTaHe U3 CBOjMX IOMOBVHA XI/bafilaMa KIJIOMeTapa
manexo (Motyl, 2001). ITojepuHum HuCy MO/ fIa Ce CIOOIHO HAIMOHATHO CAMOOJpefe,
Beh je BmacT oppehuBana w1xoBy HanuoHaNHY npunagHocT y ckaany ca CTa/bnHOBOM
»HeTorpenmsoM fedunnijom Harje’. CBe HaBeeHO yKasyje Ha TO fja ce QO/BIIEBUIIN HUCY
MICKPEHO MIHTepecoBasy 3a camooppelherse, Beh cy HaloHa/IHa He3aj0BO/bCTBA KOPUCTHUIN
CaMo Kao ITyKO MOMUTUYIKO CPENICTBO Y AYTOTOAUIITH0j Sopdu 3a B/IacT.

Kapa cy ce yappcTvnum Ha BacTy, do/bIIeBNIH Cy GaKTHIKO IIPaBO Ha CAMOOIIperie-
Jbelbe CIIpedaBasIy CTBapameM HelIPUPOSHMX IPaHNIIa N3Mehy IojeIHaYHMX COBjeTCKIX
perryd/mKa, 4iju je Iyb OMO fIa OBe perryd/rKe HaulHe e THINYKI M3MeIIaHUM, eKOHOMCKI
HEeCaMOCTa/IHUM U IOIUTIYKY HeCTadVIHUM U 3aBYICHUM Off LIeHTpa IOMUTIYKe Moh1
(Roy, 2000). CoBjeTcke penydmrdke rpaHulie Cy, Ha IpyMep, JOIPIHeNe TOMe [ja JaHAIIbA
Y30ekicTaH 0 INTaby BOZOCHAdeBamba ¥ IOTIYHOCTY 3aBICH Off CYCeTHNX 3eMaba'!
(Egamov, 2019). Takobe, kao jefaH of ITaBHIX (aKkTopa faHalLIber CyKoda nsmeby Jepmenuje
u AsepdejiraHa uCTUYe ce HAYMH Ha KOju Cy dosplreBuuy oppennm mehypemnydnmaxe

°  Vlaxo JlewVH Huje OMO HAIMOHA/INCTA, CBOjOM MHCTPYMEHTATHOM ,IIOApIIKOM“ dopdu nmoTa-

YeHUX HapOfa IPOTUB UMIIepIjaan3Ma, CTBOPHUO je ocHoBe 3a dynyhe mpeonomxo mpexmaname
usMely MapkcnaMa 1 HanmoHamaMa. OBaj 0OMIVK MEOJIOLIKOT Clajaba HAallMOHA/IN3Ma ca Pajii-
KaJIHO JIeBOM JICOJIOTHjOM je CBOjy yHY GopMy J0OMO y MaOMCTUYKOj BapujaHTV Mapkcuama. Ha
MeCTO MCTOPUjCKOT CydjeKTa peBOIyLje Maoy3aM je YMECTO paHMIITBA CTaBMO CE/bAIITBO, KOje
je moToM nzeHTUGUKOBAHO ca II0jMOM HapOJia U Haljyje, a Kao BaXKHY CTaBKy PeBOMYIMje NCTAKAO0
je dopdy yjenueHOr Haposa IPOTHUB CIIO/BHUX MMITepHjaTHUX HerpujaTerba (Meisner, 1999). Crora
je y pasmmuuTiM odIuIuMa MaoUCTIIKe MeoyIoruje (KMHecKe, KaMOOIIaHCKe, BUjeTHAMCKe, JIaTy-
HOaMepIJKe) Hal[IOHaM3aM 01O 3HATHO M3PakeH.

10 ,Csu coBjercku rpabanu cy godunn nHTEpHe macolue Koju cy ux popmanto gedpuHmcany y
CMICITy MIMeHa, BpeMeHa 1 MecTa pobema, opnaiheHor mpedusammiuTa (IIPONUCKa) U HAI[OHATI-
Hocti. Heunje uMe 1 mpedyuBanuiiTe Cy MOV SUTI IIPOMEH-EHH, /Il HAllMOHATHOCT HUje MOIJIa
ma ce mema“ (Slezkine, 1994, str. 444).

' HenoBorbHa cHadfieBEHOCT BOJOM Y3deKICTaHa 11 pernoHanita dopda 3a BofieHe pecypce fOBea je
JI0 YeCTHX HOMATHYKNUX TeH3uja usMely Y30ekucTaHa 1 IpYTuX IeHTPaTHOA3HjCKIX 3eMaba. 3dor dopde
3a BOZy offHOCH Cy mocedHo Hapyuienn usmehy Yadexncrana n Kuprucrana (Dinar & Dinar, 2017).
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rpaunte (Hille, 2010). BuTHo je HarmoMeHyTH fja COBjeTCKaA Ap>KaBa Hije JIOLIe TPeTHpaa
caMo HaloHaIHe MamuHe Beh 1 BehnHckm pycku Hapop u Pycky IpaBocIaBHY LIPKBY,
jep je cMarpara fia je pycKU ,IIOBMHU3AM  PEIUKT peaKI[JIOHapHe I/e0IO0rMje LIapUCTIYKe
npouutoctu (Motyl, 2001, str. 500). 3HawajHM JeTOBM PYCKOT HapoOJa Cy ce HallIM M3BaH
TpaHNUIIa COLMjATUCTUYKE PYCKe PEIydInKe, LITO je JOIPUHENTO TOME [ja IaHac Yak 30
mwmona Pyca sxusu Bax Marutie (Paul, Simmons, Fennig, 2014). Jenan off I1aBHyX y3poKa
JaHAIIber PYCKO-YKPajUHCKOr CYK0Oa je Taj IITOo Cy doJbLIeBUIY YKPajuHY MPUIOjUIN
TpaJMIMOHATHO PYCKY TEpUTOPUjy Iof HasuBoM HoBopycuja Koja caunmaba roToBo
TpehnHy HOMIHaHE TepUTOPMje AaHallbe YKpajuHe.

VHCTpyMeHTaMMCTUYKY OFHOC IIpeMa HallMOHAIHOM IIUTaky MOXKe Ce BUIETU
YKOJIMKO Ce fieTa/bHuje morefa Kacunja CrapnHoBa BacT. TokoM 20-1x 1 30-ux rogmHa
COBjeTCKa Jip)KaBa ce jp)Kajia IPOBEPEHOT ,IHTePHALMOHAIVICTYKOL Kypca“ Te je, Kao
mTO cMo Beh HamoMeHyy, JIolle TPeTHpaa U HallMOHaTHe MabiHe U BehnHCKY pyckn
Hapog. Mmnak, kaja je Hemauka Hamana CosjeTcku CaBes, CTa/buH je MHCTPYMEHTAIN-
CTMYKM IIPOMEHNO OJHOC IIPeMa PYCKOM HAallMOHAIN3MY, ocmenryjyhu ra kako du mo-
IMTa0 MOPAJI COBjeTCKOj BOjCIIM KOjy Cy peTexxHo unHmmm Pycn. Vsmely 1941. n 1945,
Crapun noncrosehyje dopdy CosjeTckor Casesa ca SopdoM 3a oICTaHAK PYCKOT HApOfa,
I03VBa Ce Ha IIpJMepe CTaBHUX IMYHOCTU U3 PYCKe UCTOPHUje U YCIIOCTaBba Ae GpakTo
CaBe3HMIITBO ca PyckoM npaBocnaBHoM 1ipkBoM. OBaKaB Kypc peBUTaNN3alMje PYCKOT
HAI[VOHA/IM3Ma IIpeKuzia ce Kafia Ha BiacT goaasu Huxura Xpyurdos (Nikita Sergeyevich
Khrushchev) koju je coBjeTcku uneHTHTET HepUHICAO K0 CYNIPaHAIMOHATHI 1 OfIBOjeH
oft pyckor (Motyl, 2000, str. 501-502).

BorpmeBnuy cy Kao MHTepHAIOHAIMCTUYKY KOMYHUCTH MMalIi HEUCKPEH U MH-
CTPYMEHTA/IMCTUYKY OJJHOC IIpeMa HallMOHATHOM NuTamy. CBOjUM fIe/I0Bam-eM, Ynji je
OCHOBHU I{W/b OMO CBETCKA PEBOYILINja, @ He MICTUHCKO HAI[IOHAIHO CAMOOIIPEfie/berbe,
3HAYajHO CY JOIIPVMHENN JAHALIBYIM NOIUTUYKIM KPM3HUM TaykaMa Ha IIPOCTOpy duBLIer
Cosjerckor CaBesa, off KOjJX Cy Heke IIpepaciie I y OTBOpeHe parHe cykode. OBe yapuiHe
TayKe Koje Cy y aMaHeT IIOCTCOBjeTCKOM IIPOCTOPY Ha ,,Jjap OCTaBUIIN ,,IPOdeCHOHATHN
aBaHTapIHU PEBOYIMOHAPU “ JAHAC KOPUCTE ATIAHTUCTUYKE U TAJTACOKPATCKe CUTIe Y
CBOjOj reoromnTN4K0j dopdu ca odHoBLeHOM Pycujom (Brzezinski, 1997).

3AK/bYYAK

Krnacuyuy MapKcucTy Cy T/IaBHM aKTePCKM IOTEHIMjasl faBajy KIacl. YKOIMKO Cy
HeKe MapKCHUCTUYKe IIKOJIe, TOMYT ayCTPOMAapKCUCTUYKe U OOJblIIeBIYKe, TOKYIIaIe Aa
CTBOpe TeopMjy Halluje, OHa je OuIa TaKBa Jia je HallMj/ aBaja YBeK CeKyHIapHU CTaTyC
y offHOCY Ha Kmacy. OBaKBO CTaHOBMIIITE je YCTTOBMIO TO fla ce Beh1Ha KOMYHMCTHYKIX
PeXuMa, KOjii Cy BlaJiay y MyITHEeTHMYKIM Jp>KaBaMa, HEYCIIENTHO HOCY Ca HaIlYIOHaI-
HuM nuTambeM. OBaj HeyCIeX y pelllaBamby HallMOHA/IHOT IINTakba, ¥ CIy4ajy PyCKUX 1
jyrOCIIOBEHCKIX KOMYHICTA CTBOPHO je AYTOPOUYHE TeONnoNMUTUYKe IpodIeMe Kojit CBOjY
aKTYeTHOCT HUCY U3TYOU/IV HU Y CABPEMEHOM CBETY.

MapKcucTIYKy OFHOC ITpeMa HallMji yKasyje Ha IIpH IIPodjIeM ca KOjUM ce CyodaBa
MapKCUCTUYKA Teopuja, a Koju, n3Mely octasor, mponsmasu 1 13 BEHOT eKOHOMUCTIY -
KOT U TEXHUIIVICTUYKOT AeTepMIHI3MA. VIako cy eKOHOMCKe KapaKTepuctuke onpebenor
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IpYyLITBa 1 OfHOCK M3Mehy Kilaca BeoMa SUTHU 3a pasdyMeBaibe IIMPUX PYLITBEHNX
OfIHOCa, APYIITBO Ce He MO)Ke Y MOTIYHOCTU HAyYHO 08jaCHMUTH YKONMKO Ce 3aHeMape
KY/ITYPHU, ICTOPYjCKM, MOMUTUYKHM U TeOmonMuTudku Gakropu. KimacHu ogHocy HeMajy
Ha[IIeTEPMUHUCTUYKI YTUIIAj KOjU CY MY IPUNMCUBAIN KIACUIHNA MAPKCUCTIH.

Hosuje renepanyje MapKcucTa cy ce BpJIo PaHO CyO4m/Ie Ca HaBEIEHOM T€OPUjCKOM
cmadomhy. OHa ce MOKe CMaTpaTH jeTHUM Off pa3iora 3a I10jaBy Pa3HOBPCHMX HEOMApPK-
CUCTMYKUX IIKO/IA KOje IIpK odjallltbaBatby APYLUITBEHe CTBApHOCTH Yemrhe [jajy mpuMar
KyITypHUM GaKTOpuMa y OFHOCY Ha eKOHOMCKe. VImaK, Kao 1 cTapuje MapKCUCTIIKe
1IKosie, BehyHa HOBUjMX MapKCHCTa, a KaCHMje U IIOCTMapKCHUCTa, TeXKIUIA je J1a Lie/TOKYII-
HY IPYIITBEHY CTBAPHOCT 00jacHM OfipeheHOM je[HCTBEHOM HaffleTEPMIHAHTOM, I JIa
nposabe ipymITBeHy rpymy Koja je, yMecTo pajHUUKe Kj1ace, Tpedaso fja mpeysMe TUTYITY
»UCTUHCKOT cydjeKTa peBomyLje”. Pajy MOkeMO 3aBPIINTH 3aK/bYYKOM JIa, MAKO Ce CTapa
TIeBMIIa 3HATHO PA3/MKyje Off HOBe, 00e UX CTaja Ta BEYMTa, a MOXK/A U y3aIyHa, ToTpara
3a CaBPIIECHUM ,JICTOPUjCKIM CYOjeKTOM KOju, yI/TABHOM, 3a IbIX HIje Halja.
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THE AUSTRO-MARXIST AND THE BOLSHEVIK
ATTITUDE TOWARD THE NATIONAL QUESTION

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: The main goal of this paper is to examine the attitude of Austro-Marxists
and the Bolsheviks toward the national question, these being two important currents
of Marxism in the early 20" century, Marx and Engels believed that the main historical
actor was the economic class and that with the development of means of production, and
the emergence of communism, nations would eventually wither away. Many of the most
prominent Marxists of the second generation were more inclined to this position. On the
other hand, Austro-Marxists and the Bolsheviks were the first Marxist currents to devel-
op a somewhat comprehensive theory of the nation, due to practical-political needs. The
former ones were interested in preserving the Austro-Hungarian Empire as a multiethnic
state, while the latter aimed to exploit national tensions as one of the instruments for rev-
olutionary seizure of power in Russia.

Keywords: Austro-Marxists, Bolsheviks, Marxism, nation, national question

AN OVERVIEW OF THE FOUNDATIONS OF MARX’S
AND ENGELS’ THEORY AND THEIR ATTITUDE
TOWARD THE NATIONAL QUESTION

Before we even start dealing with Austro-Marxist and the Bolshevik understanding
of the nation, we will present a summary of Marx’s and Engels’ views on this matter, since
they were the founders of Marxism and the main architects of Marxist attitude toward the
nation. As regards the manner in which they understood society, Marx and Engels were
economic and technological determinists. In their view, the character of a society is de-
termined primarily by the material basis which consists of productive forces and relations
of production. The level of development of productive forces also determines the features
of relations of production. The relations of production are seen as a relationship between

! stefan.mandic@f.bg.ac.rs

897



Stefan V. Mandi¢, The Austro-marxist and the Bolshevik attitude toward the national question

the fundamental class of the exploited and the exploiter. Various levels of development
of productive forces will bring about various relations of production, which according to
their character can be slavery, feudalism, and capitalism (Marx, 1969). There are two major
classes in capitalism: capitalists, as the main class of the exploiters, and the working class, as
the main class of the exploited. According to Marx and Engels, by fighting exploitation, the
working class at the same time fights capitalism, thus establishing basis for the emergence
of a new classless society - communism (Marx & Engels, 2009).

This leads to the conclusion that Marx and Engels imparted to the class the main
historical and political potential as actor. Therefore, they deemed that no major potential
as actor was inherent to the nation and that consequently it would wither away in the new
communist society. They believed that by making the position of the working class equal
globally, workers’ interests in all countries will become equal as well, this also resulting in
diminishing significance of the nation. (Marx & Engels, 2009).

This general attitude toward the nation that was held by Marx and Engels during
their lives was rebutted by the real political significance of the nation in empirical reality.
During the Revolution of 1848, one of the main objectives of various political movements
throughout Europe was national liberation. Consequently, Marx and Engels slightly re-
vised their views. They saw as progressive such nations that contributed to the collapse
of the feudal system, accelerated the development of capitalism, consequently, imminent
emergence of communism. On the other hand, they saw as reactionary such nations that
in their struggle for independence “utilised” status quo interests, and thought that they,
in addition to the reactionary classes, should disappear from the face of the earth and be
doomed to historical oblivion (Mandi¢, 2022; Marx & Engels, 8/2010a).

THE AUSTRO-MARXIST APPROACH
TOWARD THE NATION

Austro-Marxists, as is self-evident from the term, were Marxist intellectuals from
Austria. Nevertheless, they were not named this only because they were Austrian Marxists
but also because they built their own interpretation of Marx’s works. The most prominent
figures in the Austro-Marxist current were Max Adler, Otto Bauer, Karl Renner, Rudolf
Hilferding, Otto Neurath, and Friedrich Adler (Blum & Smaldone, 2015). Their fundamental
position was rooted in the belief that “they saw themselves as Marxists in an unlimited sense
while they did not see Marxism as a self-sufficient or closed system” (Kolakowski, 2/1983,
p- 291). Accordingly, they were in epistemological terms strongly opposed to orthodox
Marxism, but they were at the same radical enough not to accept Bernstein’s social-dem-
ocratic revisions (most of them at least)?.

2 Bernstein was the founder of the revisionist school in Marxism. In his view, the spontaneous

development of productive forces and democracy taking root will inevitably lead to socialism, due
to which the working class should abandon the idea of the revolutionary action. Within democratic
society, the working class will, by organising its ranks in the Social Democratic Party, will take power
in a free election thus lead to a peaceful transition from capitalism to socialism (Bernstein, 2014).
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In view of their position that Marxism is an open system rather than a religious dogma
they “failed to see anything inappropriate in the utilisation of ideas, notions and issues that
were to surface later in neo-Marxist philosophy or sociology” (Kolakowski 2/1983, p.292).
As they saw it, Marxism was part of a broader European cultural and scientific tradition,
due to which they were prepared to find and prove multiple similarities between Marxism
and other intellectual traditions, while at the same time not distancing themselves from
the fundamental postulates of Marxism. In their integrative works, the majority of simi-
larities that were identified were between Kant’s philosophy and Marxism (this integrative
affiliation between Marx and Kant was to the largest extent contributed by Adler) (Blum
& Smaldone, 2015). This is why they argued that Kant’s principle that “requires that the
human being is always the objective, never a means” (Kolakowski, 2/1983, p.296), was
entirely compatible with original Marxism. They argued that “to acknowledge Marxism,
it is sufficient to think hard, whereas to acknowledge the socialist idea, it is sufficient to
take seriously the general human values, rather than specific class-based ones, which so-
cialism, however, holds the promise of accomplishing in entirety” (Kolakowski, 2/1983, pp.
293-294). In other words, class struggle was only a means to reaching socialism, in which
is immanent a universal idea of the brotherhood of people, freedom and love, which has
persisted since the beginning of time and history and mankind. Therefore, “if he wants to
perpetuate inner consistency, every man who has extensive knowledge of the traditional
ideals of brotherhood, freedom, and equality, must accept the socialist view, regardless of
his own class interests” (Kolakowski, 2/1983, p. 294).

Austro-Marxists were active in the late 19* century and the early 20* century. This was
a period of severe turbulence in Austria-Hungary. Namely, during this period, significant
national revival transpired as well as the strengthening of the movements of nations who
were under the rule of the empire (Mason, 2013). Although the underlying position of their
activities was internationalism, Austrian communists nonetheless had practical and political
problems organising multiethnic parties, especially due to the fact that certain members of
the party, concurrently with social liberation, also demanded national liberation of their
own nations, as a result of which the party encountered many organisational issues and had
diminished capacities for their activities. As a consequence of all this, Austro-Marxists placed
significant focus on resolving the national question within the empire (Blum & Smaldone,
2015). In this paper, we will present Bauer’s consideration of the national issue. It is worth
noting that Bauer was the first to attempt at creating a more solid theory of the nation in
the Marxist perspective. Additionally, of all Austro-Marxists, Bauer was the one who took
the strongest interest in the national question, which he dealt with more dedication than
any other Austro-Marxist.

Bauer sought to find a clear determination for the nation, a determination that would
overcome the shortcomings of earlier spiritual, racist, voluntarist and empiricist definitions
of the nation (Bauer, 2000, pp. 20-33). These are the reasons why he applied himself to
investigating the manner of creating the nation. In his view, the main feature of nationality
is its national character (Bauer, 2000, p. 20). In certain natural and physical conditions, a

Bernstein’s revisionist Marxism is the forerunner of modern social-democratic parties that advocate
reform (rather than revolution), as the main means of social progress.
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cultural community of character emerges, in which, so to speak, history thickens. Hence,
the national community is primarily a community of fate.’ It works “on the one hand,
through the natural bequeathing of qualities cultivated by the common fate of the nation
and, on the other, through the handing down of cultural elements, the specificity of which
is determined by the fate of the nation” (Bauer, 2000, p.35).

In history to date, a national community has had two forms - the tribe and the nation.
The tribe, in the broadest meaning of the term, includes most of pre-capitalist forms of
national communities. Its characteristics are minor self-consciousness and loose ties with
other tribes of similar origin. These ties frequently tend to be severed due to certain historic
circumstances (Bauer, 2000, p.14). It was only with the advent of capitalism that the national
community transformed entirely (by merging multiple tribes of similar origin) into the
true nation. In other words, it was only modern capitalism that produced “a truly national
culture of the whole people, one that transcended the boundaries of the narrow village
world” (Bauer, 2000, p.85). Modern capitalism achieved this by uprooting the population,
tearing it out of “local ties, restructuring it in geographical and occupational terms in the
process of the formation of modern classes and professions” and creating “democracy...,
the popular school, military service, and universal suffrage” (Bauer, 2000, p.85).

Participation in national culture, within a certain nation, is not equally available to
everyone. The higher classes take a more substantial participation in it, unlike the lower
classes (Bauer, 2000, pp. 86-87). Consequently, according to Bauer, one of the principal
goals of socialism is to make national culture of a certain nation available to all members of
the culture. Such a position is completely unorthodox and in contradiction to the common
Marxist postulate on the inevitable vanishing of the nation as a consequence of historical
development. According to Bauer, socialism will “reunite all members of the people in an
autonomous national unit” (Bauer, 2000, p. 107). In socialism, “the community of education,
of labour, of cultural enjoyment will unite the nation”, hence it “will no longer be threatened
with disintegration” because “bonds engendered through participation in public life and
social labour will guarantee national unity” (Bauer, 2000, p.107).

The position that with the onset of socialism every nation will fully express itself “does
not mean that socialism will add to national hatred or oppression” (Kolakowski 2/1983,
p.345). National hatred itself is a deformed variation of class hatred. This is why the working
class, in a struggle against their own oppression, at the same time leads to the termination
of national oppression. The idea of internationalism is also in line with the full affirmation
of every nation since a “multitude of nations and national features contribute to the riches
of general human culture, so there is no need for it to be suppressed” (Kolakowski 2/1983,
p.345). Furthermore, socialism leads to national differentiation, but also to the strengthen-
ing of internationalism “that unifies each nation in an autonomous community while also
integrating it into the community of international law” (Bauer, 2000, p.420).

It is here important to identify what practical-political solutions Bauer proposed
for a resolution of the national issue in the Austro-Hungarian Empire. He opposed to the

> “The Austro-Marxist Renner defines the nation simply as a linguistic group: comprising people

who speak the same language. His peer Bauer is less simplistic: the nation is a community of char-
acters of the communities of culture, former being the latter, and vice versa, because it is a fateful
community, the community of fate” (Suvar, 1988, p- 20).
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working class in the empire being divided based on the criterion of the nation, which had
led to the dissolution of the country in the first place. He therefore maintains that “the
idea of internationalism cannot serve here as a program for state formation” and that “the
workers do not see the positive aspect of the nation-state-they do not perceive it as the
natural state” but “as an organization of power of the propertied classes” (Bauer, 2000,
p-418). Rather than complete political independence, he argues, all national groups within
the empire should be, via legal means, given freedom to organise (within the existing state)
their own spiritual and cultural lives. As Bauer himself notes:

“Each nation should independently satisfy its own national cultural needs, should
govern itself; the state should limit itself to the protection of those interests which are a
matter of indifference in national terms, but are common to all nations. Thus, national
autonomy, the self-determination of nations, necessarily becomes the constitutional program
of the working class of all nations within the multinational state” (Bauer, 2000, p. 255).

Still, the development of national institutions of separate nations within Austria-
Hungary was not supposed to be territorially based for each separate unit in which par-
ticular national groups were supposed to live, nor were they supposed to be linked to the
country’s confederation. The first reason is the fact that different national groups in the
Austria-Hungary were intertwined, so there was substantial difficulty determining compact
territorial units. Besides this, there were major migrations, which had an additional impact
on the varied mix of national groups. Bauer argues that what should be put in action is a
principle according to which citizens are “accorded the right to determine to which na-
tionality he wished to belong” (Bauer, 200, p.281). Such position of Bauer’s can primarily
be explained by the fact that he was aware of the existence of slight national consciousness
among those parts of populations who lived in the cosmopolitan urban areas. What could
affect the creation of such a position may have been an increasing number of interethnic
marriages and the ongoing process of Germanisation and Magyarization of Slav populations
who lived in the empire (Krej¢i, 2005; Prazny & Svoboda, 2023).

It can be concluded that Bauer strongly influenced theoretical consideration of the
issue of the nation in Marxist theory. Nonetheless, we should mention a major shortcoming
of his solution for the national question. Bauer’s denotation of national culture is more
formal than it contains real substance. We cannot but wonder what “positive” effects on
the stability of the empire would have been accomplished if, for example, it had allowed
South Slavs and the Poles to fully develop their spiritual and cultural values. Namely, what
was significantly integrated in the very national determinant of certain national groups
was the warrior ethos, of which is characteristic a stronger readiness for armed uprisings
and maximalist political demands. Allowing free development of some national cultural
content (which in modern times has been mainly closely connected to nationalism), could
have also led to the growth of militant forms of the national struggle for liberation in the
empire, which was far from advantageous to those who were in the positions of power. For
the majority of South Slavs, this aspect could have been even more dangerous if one were
to note that there was independent Serbia, as the focal point to which everyone gravitated.
When the Balkan Wars broke out, Bauer recognised this as well, as a result of which he
significantly revised his theory and concluded that the collapse of the Austro-Hungarian
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state was an inevitability due to intense striving for the independence of (South) Slav peo-
ples. Some years later he also recognised the Poles’ right to their own state. Unlike him,
Renner remained true to his Austrian and German patriotism. He believed that the socialist
party cannot be built on the ruins of the Austrian state (Kolakowski 2/1983), so in a way
he remained truer to Bauer’s earlier views than Bauer himself did.*

THE BOLSHEVIKS AND THE NATION

The Bolshevik version of Marxism was based on Lenin’s reading of Marx and Engels.
Unlike Austro-Marxists, Lenin believed that Marxism was a closed system and that accord-
ingly it should not be incorporated into broader cultural and national traditions but that
instead practical implications that stemmed from it should be properly understood. This
understanding should subsequently be utilised for the revolutionary action, whose ultimate
goal would be a worldwide victory of communism. We could argue that Bolshevism, as
a specific form of the leftist radical current of Marxism, was established through Lenin
political pamphlet entitled What Is to Be Done?, written in 1902.

In this pamphlet, as he rebutted the economism current within Russian socio-de-
mocracy, Lenin built the fundamental postulates from which also derived the instructions
for future activities of the Bolsheviks. The economism current reduced itself to accepting
historical materialism, so it maintained that the basis for a struggle of the working class
could only be in the economic form rather than the political one. Lenin contradicted this
view by arguing that a spontaneous and haphazard struggle of the working class, without a
more solid theoretical and ideological foundation, could not possibly lead to doing away with
wage labour and creating communist society. According to Lenin “without revolutionary
theory there can be no revolutionary movement” (Lenin, 1976, p. 27), which the working
class cannot achieve on its own. Since there is no “real social-democratic consciousness” in
the working class, it could only “be pushed on from outside” (Lenin, 1976, p. 28) by educated
people, i.e., the intelligentsia. Without such an act, a spontaneous workers’ movement that
resides in the sphere of economy, “the proletariat of its own can achieve only trade-union
consciousness” (Lenin, 1976, p. 28), which represents only the struggle for petty goals
and does not question the capitalist system. In order for the class struggle to be genuinely
effective in revolutionary terms, socialist consciousness must be incorporated in it.

Due to all of the above, there must be a revolutionary party whose duty as “the
vanguard class... (is) to lead the masses, instead of just maintaining average political level
of the masses” (Lenin, 1917). Without it, the working class will be unable to completely
accomplish its revolutionary historical role and for its partial trade-unionism it will per-
manently be trapped within the boundaries of bourgeois consciousness (Lenin, 1976, pp.
27-29). According to Lenin, the party should be a conspiratorial organisation, with a strict
hierarchy, it should comprise disciplined individuals who are completely committed to the
“true” interests of the working class and the communist revolution (Lenin, 1976).

*  Aninteresting piece of information is that Renner, as Austria’s first chancellor after the First World

War (before as well, while Austria-Hungary still existed) advocated a unification of Austria with
Germany, and even pointed out that it was imperative that Germany carry out Anschluss, annexation
of Austria (Bukey, 2000).
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In this explanation of the roles of the party, there is an inkling of the early Bolsheviks’
attitude toward the national question. Since they truly believed that their times were pre-
destined for a world revolution and that its first stage would take place in Russia, they were
prepared to turn into political instruments any form of discontent and in this manner oust
the reactionary tsarist regime as soon as possible. Although their narrative and positions
were internationalist and despite them supporting the view that with inevitable development
of humankind, the nation would be becoming less important®, they nonetheless thought
they could use the national question as explosive to ignite the revolution. The position they
held was contrary to the orthodox Marxist national nihilism, which opposed any instru-
mentalization of the national question, as also noted by Rosa Luxemburg.®

In the tsarist Russia of the time, the national question possessed a strong potential
to be politically instrumentalised for revolutionary purposes. Trotsky notes that initially
there were “the seventy million Great Russians constituting the main mass of the country”
but that “there were gradually added about ninety million ‘outlanders™. Thus, an empire
was created whose population, the ruling nation, constituted only 43 percent, while the
remaining 57 percent were people belonging to different cultures and nations. Trotsky notes
that “the vast numbers of these nationalities (are) deprived of rights, and the sharpness of
their deprivation, gave to the national problem in tsarist Russia a gigantic explosive force”
(Trotsky, 2008, p. 642) which could be utilised to exact revolution. This position becomes
additionally stronger if we note that tsarist Russia proclaimed itself as the state of the
Russian people only.

With the deepest national tensions that began to emerge in Russia following the
Revolution of 1905, the Bolsheviks became increasingly interested in the issue of national
self-determination. Matching this mood, the young Stalin in 1913 wrote an article entitled
Marxism and the National Question. In the article, Stalin defines the nation as “a historically
constituted, stable community of people, formed on the basis of a common language, terri-
tory, economic life, and psychological make-up manifested in a common culture” (Stalin,
2012. p. 11). Stalin goes on to point out that “it is only when all these characteristics are
present together that we have a nation” (Stalin, 2012, p. 12). In other words, nations are
established as communities that due to a number of factors have the above-mentioned
main features. This is why Stalin makes a distinction between the real nations, that com-
prise the four main features and other, fictitious, “paper” nations, as he calls them, that
do not possess the four features. Staling acknowledges the right of self-determination to
such “real’, true nations (Stalin, 2012).Similar views were also expressed by Lenin in his
article The Right of Nations to Self-Determination, in which he argues that the Bolsheviks

> “The slogan of natural culture is a bourgeois fraud. Our slogan is: the international culture and
democracy and of the working-class movement.” (Lenin, 1964, p. 23).

¢ According to Rosa Luxemburg “the actual possibility of ‘self-determination’ for all ethnic groups
or otherwise defined nationalities is a utopia precisely because of the trend of historical develop-
ment of contemporary societies” (Luxemburg, 1909). Since “the big-power economy and politics - a
condition of survival for the capitalist states - turn the politically independent, formally equal, small
European states into... scapegoats”, the idea that “all nations are ‘ensured’ the possibility of self-deter-
mination is equivalent to reverting from Great-Capitalist development to the small medieval states”
(Luxemburg, 1909).
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in Russia demand “the right of self-determination, i.e., independence, i.e., freedom for the
oppressed countries to secede, not because they want economic division of the country
or because they idealise small states but because of their striving toward a large state” and
stronger unity, even mixing of nations, which is possible only “if (it) relies on a genuinely
democratic, genuinely international basis, which is unthinkable without the right to secede
(Lenin, 20/1974, p. 413-414).

Apparently, the Bolsheviks accepted the idea of national self-determination of the
oppressed nations primarily for practical-political needs of the party. As a result, the overall
acceptance of this idea came with substantial reservations. A major limitation was based on
the fact that regardless of the party endorsing the right to self-determination of nations, it
did not support every form of separatism. The explanation provided for this was that the
Bolsheviks made sure there was “self-determination of the proletariat in each nationality
rather than that of peoples or nations” (Lenin, 1961 p. 452). Hence, the Bolshevik party
can support only those aspirations for national self-determination that are in accord with
the interests of the proletariat as a whole, by no means the opposite.” This limitation “an-
nulled the very substance of the right to self-determination and reduced it to a mere tactical
means” hence it “followed that the party would always strive to use national aspirations in
the power struggle but also that ‘interests of the proletariat’ can never be secondary to the
general national strivings” (Kolakowski, 2/1983, p. 478).

Other than instrumentalization of the nation, the Bolsheviks also instrumentalised
the ideology of nationalism. According to Lenin, capitalism of that time was in its highest
imperialistic stage. The feature characteristic of imperialism consists in the whole world
being divided into “a large number of oppressed nations and an insignificant number of
oppressor nations” (Lenin, 1966, p. 241). As he understood it, imperial nations possessed
“colossal wealth and powerful armed forces” whereas “the vast majority of the world’s
population belong to the oppressed nations, which are either in a state of direct colonial
dependence or are semi-colonies” (Lenin, 1966, p. 241-242). Without even making an
attempt at being a pure orthodox Marxist, Lenin claimed that it was the communists’ duty
to support nationalist movements of nations who fought against colonisation (Lenin,
1966). Obviously, such support to nationalisms in third-world countries was enticed by
the Bolsheviks’ aspirations for a world revolution and consequently nationalism of the

7 Stalin’s division into the “real” and “paper” nations served the Bolsheviks as a means to supporting
only those nations whose struggle for independence suited political agenda of the revolutionary party.
Accordingly, only certain nations were defined as the real nations in the Bolshevik version of reality.
8 Local real socialist authors often made attempts at finding apologetic explanations for the Bolshevik
instrumental and inconsistent attitude toward the question of national self-determination. In this
relation, Stipe Suvar argued that “Lenin and the Bolsheviks were in favour of abolishing any national
oppression and they were against forcefully keeping the oppressed nations as parts of Russia” (Suvar,
1988, p. 100). On the other hand, according to Suvar, “Lenin and the Bolsheviks did not want the
national question to be resolved in such a manner that would have as its outcome only separatist
aspirations, which were included in nationalist movements of the oppressed people in Russia by the
bourgeoisie, that they should prevail, and thus put an end to socialist perspectives of such peoples”
(Suvar, 1988, p. 100). Suvar’s deliberation may lead to a conclusion that Lenin and the Bolsheviks
were in favour of national self-determination only when it suited their political agenda.
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colonised nations was instrumentalised, as was the case with the Bolshevik revolutionary
action in Russia.’

The main issue with the Bolshevik approach toward the nation is reflected specif-
ically in their instrumentalist views. Unlike orthodox Marxists, whose movements were
consistently anational in their policies, the Bolsheviks were ready to support the nation
insomuch as this was in the manner that helped the interests of revolution and the party,
and by no means the other way around. Hence, we notice that their attitude toward the
nation was formal, superficial, and hypocritical. An example that illustrates this is the fact
that the first Soviet Republic also included some nations that did not want to be included.
This was justified by the fact that it was incomprehensible that there was anyone who did
not want to be part of the Soviet state of the future, which was set up due to historical
inevitability. As he was preparing for the Russo-Polish war, Lenin himself naively believed
that Polish workers would welcome his revolutionary soldiers as the liberators (Lenin, 1966,
pp. 127-128), which due to the immense antagonism between the Poles and the Russians
certainly never happened. Once the Soviet regime was put in place and solid, Stalin’s objec-
tivistic definition of the nation became a nightmare for nations and many persons. Entire
ethnic groups were displaced thousands of miles away from their homeland (Motyl, 2001).
Certain individuals were not free to self-determine. Instead, the authorities decided what
nation they belonged to'® which was in accordance with Stalin’s “indubitable definition
of the nation” All of the above is indicative of the Bolsheviks not being truly interested
in self-determination and that instead they used national discontent merely as a political
means in the years-long struggle for power.

Once they had a strong grip on power, the Bolsheviks prevented the actual right to
self-determination by creating unnatural boundaries between individual Soviet republics,
the objective of which was to make these republics mixed in ethnic terms, economically
dependent, politically unstable, and entirely dependable on the centre of political power (Roy,
2000). The boundaries of Soviet republics, for example, contributed to today’s Uzbekistan
being completely dependent on neighbouring countries for water supply" (Ergamov, 2019).
Furthermore, what is noted as one of the major factors of today’s conflict between Armenia
and Azerbaijan is the manner in which the Bolsheviks drew inter-republic borders (Hille,

° Although Lenin was not a nationalist, with his instrumental “support” to the struggle of the
oppressed nations against imperialism, he laid the foundation for future ideological overlapping
between Marxism and nationalism. This form of ideological merging between nationalism and the
radical left ideology had its complete embodiment in the Maoist variety of Marxism. Rather than
the working class, Maoism put in the centre of revolution peasantry, as the revolutionary subject.
Peasantry was later identified with the notion of people and the nation. As an important segment of
revolution, it pointed out the struggle of united people against outside imperial enemies (Meisner,
1999). Hence, nationalism was a pronounced feature of various forms of Maoist ideology (Chinese,
Cambodian, Vietnamese, Latin American).

10 “All Soviet citizens were issued internal passports (propiska) that formally defined them in terms
of name, date and place of birth, authorized residence and nationality. Someone’s name and residence
could be changed, but nationality could not (Slezkine, 1994, p. 444).

" The lack of water resources in Uzbekistan and regional struggles for these resources has led
to frequent political tension between Uzbekistan and other Central Asian countries. As a result, a
particularly troubled relationship is that between Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan (Dinar & Dinar, 2017).
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2010). It should be pointed out that the Soviet state did not treat badly only national minor-
ities but also the Russian majority and the Russian Orthodox Church since they believed
that Russian “chauvinism” was a relic of the reactionary ideology of the tsarist past (Motyl,
2001, p. 500). Substantial portions of the Russian people were left outside the boundaries of
the Russian Soviet Republic, which resulted in as many as 30 million Russians living today
outside their home country (Paul, Simmons, Fennig, 2014). One of the main causes of the
current Russo-Ukrainian conflict is that the Bolsheviks annexed to Ukraine a traditionally
Russian territory called Novorossiya (New Russia), which constitutes almost one third of
Ukrain€’s current nominal territory.

The instrumentalist approach toward the national question can be identified if one
were to investigate Stalin’s rule more thoroughly. During the 1920s and the 1930s, the Soviet
state adhered to the proven “internationalist direction”. Consequently, as already noted,
the state treated badly both the national minorities and the majority Russian population.
Nevertheless, once Germany attacked the Soviet Union, Stalin shirted his attitude toward
Russian nationalism, again with the instrumentalist approach. He encouraged it in order
to boost morale of the Soviet Army that prevalently consisted of the Russians. Between
1941 and 1945, Stalin identifies the fight of the Soviet Union with fight for the survival of
the Russian people. He invokes the examples of glorious figures from Russian history and
establishes a de facto alliance with the Russian Orthodox Church. Such a new direction
that revitalised Russian nationalism was abandoned once Nikita Khrushchev came into
power. He defined Soviet identity as supranational and separate from Russian identity
(Motyl, 2000, p. 501-502).

Being internationalist communists, the Bolsheviks had a dishonest and instrumen-
talist approach toward the national question. Their actions, whose main objective was a
world revolution, rather than true national self-determination, significantly contributed
to present-day crisis-carrying issues in the territory of what used to be the Soviet Union,
some of which evolved to open armed conflicts, i.e., wars. These hot spots, as legacy that
was “bequeathed” to post-Soviet regions by “professional vanguard revolutionaries”, are
used today by Atlanticist and thalassocratic powers in their geopolitical fight with a newly
invigorated Russia (Brzezinski, 1997).

CONCLUSION

Traditional Marxists attributed the main actor potential to the class. If some Marxist
schools, such as Austro-Marxist or Bolshevik currents, attempted to create a theory of the
nation, they were such that according to them, compared to the class, the nation always
was secondary in significance. Such a position resulted in the majority of communist
regimes that were in place in multiethnic states failing to deal with the national question
successfully. As regards Russian and Yugoslav communists, this failure to resolve the na-
tional question created long-term geopolitical problems that still remain active burning
issues in the modern world as well.

The Marxist attitude toward the nation points to a far broader problem which the
Marxist theory is faced with, which among other aspects, also arises from its economic
and technological determinism. Although economic characteristics of a specific society
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and relationships among the classes are of relevance for understanding broader social
relationships, society cannot be fully explained in scientific terms if one were to overlook
cultural, historical, political, and geopolitical factors. The class relationships do not have a
superdeterministic impact that was attributed to it by traditional Marxists.

The recent generations of Marxists were very early on faced with the said theoreti-
cal weaknesses. These can be considered one of the reasons for the emergence of various
neo-Marxist schools that in their explanations of social reality more frequently favour the
cultural factors over economic ones. Still, as is the case with the earlier Marxist schools, the
majority of new Marxists, and later post-Marxists alike, endeavoured to explain the entire
social reality through a certain unique superdeterminant, and also to detect a social group
that should take the title of a “true revolutionary subject” from the social class.To wrap up,
we can conclude that although the earlier left substantially differs from the new left, what
they have in common is the eternal, perhaps even futile, search of the perfect “historical
subject’, that to most of them is not the nation.
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