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M ane apxaBe Koje CBOjy cTpaTervjy oabpaHe 3acHWBajy Ha KOHLIEN-
Ty TOTanHe obpaHe, YaK ako BOjHUYKM HE Mopase javer NpoTuB-
HWKa, @ Y TOKY Opy»KaHor cykoba yckparte Henpujaterby anconyTHy nobeay
npema HEeroBuM KpUTepUjyMUMa, 1 Npyu TOMe 3alUTUTE CBOje HaLMoHarnHe
MHTEpPECe, MOry TakaB mcxod cmatpatu nobenom. Mobena Ha cTpateruj-
CKOM HWBOY YCMNOBIbEHA j€, anun He W y NOTNYHOCTW AeTepMUHIUCaHa, BOj-
HUYkMM nobefama Ha TaKTUYKOM U onepaTMBHOM HMBOY. pornaluasarse
nobene Ha cTpaTernjckoM HUBOY je KBanUTaTUBHO-NONUTUYKA NepLenumja
nuaepa apkaea, oK je Ha HKEM HUBOY TO YIMaBHOM NpeaMeT KBaHTUTa-
TVBHE aHanu3e BOjHMX KOMaHAaHaTa. AHanuW3oM cagpXaja cTpaTeLlKo-
[OKTPUHAPHUX JOKYMEHTa, Hay4yHuX nybnukaumja, a 3aTum 1 komnapaTme-
HO-ICTOPMJCKOM aHanM3oM noumatra ctpaterje u nobene npukasaH je
HUXOB OOHOC M PasyMeBar-e Y PasnMuuTUM UCTopUjckMM enoxama. [o-
cebHO je aHanuaunpaHo MCTOpUjcKo novMmarse nobepne y P. Cpbuju og 0b-
HOBe ApxaBHOCTU y 19. Beky A0 AaHac. BuwecTpyka cryaumja (P. Cpbuja
1999-2022; Asrannctad 2001-2021; Upak 2003-2022) y kojoj cy aHanu-
31paHu ycnecu GpaHunaua HakoH Hanaga acUMETPUYHO jade OpyxaHe
cvune npegsofieHe OC CA[l, nocnyxwna je Kao OCHOBa 3a Hay4HO Yor-
LuTaBake U opMMpare KOHaYHOr uckasa o Be3n nobee W KoHuenTta To-
TanHe opbpaHe. PasymeBamemM aa ce crpartervjcka nobega cnabwjer y
acVMETPUYHOM KOHJIMKTY JOCTUKE OCMIOHLEM Ha cHare oabpaHe, anu u
npe cBera CMHEPrMjoM CBUX enemeHarta HaumoHanHe mohu, cTBapajy ce
ycnoBu fa ce U3 koHnukaTa usafhe nog nNoBOrbHUM YCOBKMMA Ca LUITO
MarbMM FbyACKAM U MaTepujanium ryduumma.
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CTaBOBM M3HETW Yy OBOM pajy OApaxaBsajy NuyHu CTaB ayTopa, a He MuHucTapcTa ofbpaHe
Penybnuke Cpbuje.
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Moumatse nobene y CTpaTeFVIjCKOM KOHUEeNTy ToTanHe on6paHe

YBop,

KOJ‘IOKBI/IjaJ'IHa ynoTtpeba nojma ,nobena’ Kojum ce MOBPLUHO AeTepMUHULLE
cTawe y KOME je jeaH EHTUTET JOCTUrao ycnex y KOHMIMKTY ¢ ApYyrum, Ko-
NWKO rof TO mapagoKcanHo 3By4ano, Moxe BUTU npenpeka y AOHOLLEHY Hay4HO-
MeTOLOMOLLKe oAnyke uctpaxusaya aa ce 6ase osum npobnemom. fla 6ucmo pas-
ymenu nobeny, noTpebHO je U3BPLUNTY HEHY eTUMOMOLLKY aHanudy u o6jacHWTK
moryhe cuHoHume. [Mopea npobnema knacudmkaumje n geduHncamwa nobege, y
OBOM pafy ce TeopumjCK1 pacnpasrba 1 0 pasnuMunToj nepuenumju nobene ctpaHa y
cykoby Ha cTpaTernjckom HMBOY. Y npakcu ce HepeTKo dellaBa fa ce paToBu 3a-
Bple a Aa Hema jacHor nobefHuka, unu ce Jonasu 4o NPUMBMAHO NapagokcanHe
cuTyauumje y Kojoj obe ctpaHe TBpAe Aa cy nobeamne. To ce objawmaBa WMPOKUM
MOMMTUYKMM NepuunupareM nobege Ha cTpaTernjckoM HMBOY Koje He mopa butu
Y AMPEKTHOj Kopenauuju ca yCnexom BOjHMX onepaumja Ha TakTUYKOM U onepaTus-
HOoM HuBOY. [la 6u ce pasymena nobefda y cTpaternjckom KOHUENTY ToTanHe of-
OpaHe, NOTPEOHO j& HAYMHUTU UCTOPWjCKO-KOMNAPATUBHY aHanu3y noumarba no-
Oene v HEeHOr oHOCa Npema cTpaTerkju, anu 1 npeMa nopasy. Tume ce Xenu no-
kasaTu ga nobena u nopas Ha CTpaTernjckoM HUBOY HUcy OuHapHu, Beh ga cy y
nuTarwy ABa eKCTpeMHa cTamwa M3Mely Kojux noctoju Hu3 moryhux mefycrara.
Ananu3om cagpxaja noctojehux ctpaternjcknx gokymenata P. Cpbuje ytBpheHo
je Aa ce nojam ,nobena’ y kMMa He NOMUKLE, Ma je OCHOBHO MUTakE y OBOM pagy
kako 1 kaga mane gpxase, nonyT Cpbuje, koje cBojy 6e3begHOCT 3acHMBajy Ha
KOHLEeNTy ToTanHe onbpaHe, mory aedumHucati nobeny? Teopwjcku Lnrb UcTpa-
XUBaka jecTe yTBphuMBake yCNewHOCTM KoHLenTa ToTanHe ogbpaHe manux ap-
XaBa Kaja Cy CyOuYeHe Ca HamajoM BULLECTPYKO jayer mMpoTMBHUKA. [MpakTuyHu
UMb oBOr paga je 6orbe pasymeBare NpoMeHa napagurme nobege y KoHuenTy
obpaHe P. Cpbuje u parba pacnpaea o notpebu mspage Crtpatervje Penybnumke
Cpbuje, ynme 61 ce MMHMMM3MPAno ,,CTpaTeLLKO NyTake”.

MNonmare, kogndumkaumja n Knacudgukaumja nobege

Nojam nobepa (eHe. Victory) nsseneH je og natuHcke peun Victoria, op rmarona
vinco, victus, WTo 3Haun oceojumu. dopmanHo ce NpeBoaun kao ,CTakbe y KOMe je
HenpujaTerb OOXMBEO Nopas y paTy Wnu je HagjadaH y 6uno kom gpyrom obnuky
HagmeTamwa unm koHdnukra” (Martel, 2007: 15). Y gedumHucarwy nobene yecto ce
kopucTu nojam ycnex” (laf. Successus), koju nogpasymeBa [OCTU3ake Heuera
WITO je MnaHMpaHo, XerbeHo UM Ao Yera ce xeneno gohu. Peu ,nobepa” uma
CIIMYHO 3HAYEHE Y CKOPO CBMM CIOBEHCKMM je3uuumMa U Besyje ce, npe cBera, 3a
HafBnagaBawe y Hekoj bopbu. ETumonowwku, Moxe ce foBecTu y Be3y ca nepma-
HEHTHOM BoOpOOM YoBEeka 3a OMCTaHak y Telwkum ycrnosuma. Cam uspas ,mo-6edu”
3Hau ygaputu no 6egm, OOHOCHO HadjayaTv cBe WTO AoHocu Beay, Hecpehy,
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cTpagawe. Ha camom nouetky Tpeba Harnacut ga nobena Huje aHTMNOZ nopasa
Mako ce Ta ABa MojMa Bpfo YecTo A0BOAE Y Y3pOYHO-nocrnednyHy Besy. ojam
,nopas” notuye of natuHcke peumn Disfaccere — yHUWTUTK, HAHETW 03BUILHY LWTe-
Ty, M3rybuTtu, LITO JOBOAM A0 3aKkibydyka Aa bu ce y 0BOM KOHTEKCTy nobefa camo
YCIIOBHO MOrfa onucaTtu kao ,CTamwe Y KOMe je HaHeT nopas Henpujaterby”. To 6u
ce morno ogHocuTu Ha Ctapu u Cpeatbu Bek kaga ce nobefomM cMaTtpano yHuLWTe-
He HenpujaTerbeBe Bojcke y oany4dyjyhoj 6uum rae cy My HaHeTV Takeu rybuum og
KOjUX Ce He MOXe OMopaBWUTW Yy KpaTkoM poky. Hekonmko BekoBa kacHuje, Knayse-
BUL pa3buja noctojehe napagurme o nobegu y ,oany4yjyhoj Guun” jep oany4ny
nobedy He BMOM caMO Kao pe3ynTaT BOjHE cune Koja je ocBojuna bojuwte, Beh
cmaTtpa aa je 3a nobeny noTpebHO ,MOTNYHO YHULITUTU (DM3UYKY U MOpPasHy CHary
NPOTUBHWKA U HEroBa NoTnyHa NOTYMHEHOCT HALLOj BOIbY Y3 odyCTajare of CBO-
jux Hamepa”. OBoM aeduHMLmMjoMm Knay3eBuL, Kao LUTO je CBECHO YBEO W AeUHM-
cao nojam TOTanHOr paTa, HECBECHO AedhuHuLLE W nojam ,ToTanHe nobege” kao
camo jegHor of moryhux ucxoga patHor cykoba (Klauzevic, 1956: 44). Y cknagy
ca oBuM cTaBom, bapTtonomej, y nokywajy aa gecduHuwe nobegy, npumapHo no-
CTaB/ba nuTama: Ko, kaga u nog Kojum ycrnosuMMa Moxe TBPAWUTW LA je OCTBapWo
nobepny y paTy M KO JOHOCK CyA O TOME KO je nobeano? HakoH nonemuke oko Ko-
andmkaumje nobeae Kao cTaka a He Kao YnkbeHnue, baptonomej je octao 6nusak
KnaysesuueBom novmatby nobene, nosoaehu je y oGpHYTO MpONopLMOHAHy Be3y
ca oTnopom Apyre ctpaHe. lNpema cdopmynu, OTNop je NpoayKT cpeacTasa U Borbe
kojuma npoTmeHUK pacnonaxe (Otnop = CpeacTea x Boba). OH cmatpa aa je no-
Oena cTame y koMe je oTnop 6mnm3y Hyne, WTO je CylTUHa AedmHuLvje ,ToTanHe
nobeae”. Peuyjy, pa3nuTu npuctynu 1 npobnemu y weHom geduHucary notephyijy
MapTenoBy TBpaky Aa ce ,ped nobeaa KOpMCTU 3a HENPELIM3HO ONUCUBAHE KOH-
uenta ycnexa y paty” (Martel, 2007: 87). 3a pa3nuky og wux, PobepTc cmaTpa aa
je cBako gedmHucamwe nobege becmucneHo, Te Aa NONUTUYapW paau COMCTBEHE
cnoboae maHeBpa BpIio 4eCTO u3berasajy aa jacHo Aedmuuwy nobeay u cBe OHO
wro Tpeba ypaautn ga 6u ce go we gowno. OH npumehyje aa nobena jeaHe Huje
HYXXHO 1 nopas apyre cTpaHe, nocebHo y cnyyajeBuma kaga noTeHuujanHu npo-
TUBHULM UMajy U Heke 3ajeaHnuke nHtepece (Roberts, 2020: 28). Ha kpajy, cma-
Tpajyhu ga je npobnem gedmHucamwa nobene Be3aH 3a NONUTUYKY Npupoady parta,
moxe ce pehu ga je ,nobeda cybjekmusHa npoueHa noaumu4kux nudepa opxase
Ha cmpameaujcKoM HUBOY Koja Huje HyXHO demepMuHLUCcaHa jacHUM 0bjeKmueHuUM
fiokazamesbuMa Ha orepamueHOM U Makmu4yKkoM HUBOY (fbydcKu U MamepujanHu
aybuuyu, 3aysema mepumopuja u ci.)”. JedHO of BPMO 3HavajHUX U KOMMIEKCHUX
nuTama y pacnpaeu o nobeam je weHa kogudukalmja, 0o4HOCHO NOKyLLaj Aa ce Ha
HEKVM HaYMH OJpenEe KPUTEPWjyMW Mpe Hero LITO Heka cTpaHa npornacu nobepgy.
Moxga 3a objaLurbere KOMNNEKCHOCTH KoaudmkoBawa nobeae tpeba ysetun y 0b-
3up muwrbere KonumHa n MapTena koju ce cnaxy ga nobega u nopas, nako Mefy-
COBHO CYNpOTHM EKCTPEMM CTama Yy HEKOM KOH(NWKTY, HUCY BUHApHW, Tj. Aa name-
Ay HMX NocToju HKU3 Moryhnx mMefycTawa koja y cy6jekTMBHOM NONUTUYKOM napa-
thpasmpatry mory 6uTtn geduHucanm kao ,nobeaga” (Bartholomees, 2008: 27).
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Cnwka 1 — Pasnu4yumu Husou nobede u nopasa

OcHoBHa npeTnocTaska jecTe Aa NpoOTUBHULM Kpehy y paT ca CynpoTHWX CTpaHa oBe
T3B. ,CKarne ycnexa’ ca HamepoMm Aa, kopucTehw concTBeHe cTpatersje, ocTBape noBo-
IbaH Mcxoq KoHGnmMKTa, ogHOCcHO nobedy. 3a Jarby Teopujcky pacnpasy o nobeau cy-
LUTWMHCKM je 3HavajHO nuTarbe kaga he ce jedHa of cTpaHa ognyyuTy 3a npornallaBame
nobene, Npekna KOHGNMKTa 1 kako he To nepumnupaty apyra ctpaHa y cykoby? Mpeku-
Jame cykoba Moxe ce Be3aTu ca ckasny Ofny4yHOCTW, OOHOCHO LUUIbEBA Koje CTpaHe Y
paTy nocTaBrbajy npe Hero LUTO KpeHy y KoHdnukT. [Jakne, unrb u Moryhu ucxoq pata
Huje camo nobeaa jeaHe M UMNAMKATUBHO Mopas apyre cTpaHe Beh je TO CNOoXeH 1 Bu-
LIe3HayaH npouec y kome je Yak Moryhe, KOnMKO rog TO ancypaHo 3syyano, aa obe
CTpaHe npornace nobeay 3agoBorbaBajyhin ce ca CTakeMm Koje je A0 Taga y KOHMMKTY
focturHyto. Mapten cmatpa aa je nobefa y paTy npoLeHa ABe NPOMeHIbLUBE, NOCTUr-
Hyha 1 0ASTly4YHOCTM Ha TaKTUYKOM, ONepaTUBHOM W cTpaTernjckom Husoy (Martel, 2007:
27-28). Ha TakTuykom, 1 y BehnHm criyyajesa Ha onepaTMBHOM HUBOY, nobeda ce Besyje
3a jacHO BMA bMBE ehekTe AenoBara OpyxaHux cHara y cykoby. Ha ctpartervjckom Hu-
BOY (M y HEKMM LenoBvMa OnepaTMBHOM KOjU Ce AMPEKTHO Mpeknanajy ca cTpaTteruj-
CKuM), nepuenuuja jaBHocT (gomahe 1 MefyHapogHe) uma Benvkor yTuuaja Ha nporna-
Wwaearbe nobene. Y acMETPUMYHOM paTy acuMeTpuU4Ha je 1 nepuenuuja nobege, Tj. 3a
javer yyecHuka je ogpefheHn KOHIUKT, a caMmum TUM 1 nobeaa y Hemy of onepaTuBHOT
a 3a cnabwjer je moxaa of, cTpaTernjckor 3Havaja. MigeanHo 6m 6uno ga ctpaHe y cyko-
Oy byny 3a00BOrbHe CBOjUM JOCTUTHYAUMA Y KOHAIUKTY, Yime Bu ce CTBOpWIM YCroBM
[a Ce CBaka CTpaHa 3a40BOsbW ,CBOjoM NobedoM”, jep Kako kaxe baptonomej ,3Hajy Aa
he yTpoLleHn pecypcu npesasuhu nonuTrYKy 4o6UT ako ce cykob Hactaew”. To umnnu-
umpa ga obe ctpaHe Mory ga npornace nobeay, Tj. npema Teopuju urapa vin-vin KoMou-
Haumjy Kao 1Cxop Hekor parta. [1ee octane koMbuHauymje npema Kojuma jegHa cTpaHa ry-
6u a gpyra gobuja (vin-lose, lose-vin) Takofe Cy usBecHe, oK ce nobena norvyku He
MOXe NpuapYxuT ucxody lose-lose jep Taga Hema nobegHuka (LUTO Moxe Butn ncxoq
HYKNeapHOr paTta BEefMKMX cuiia — npeMa TEOPWJCKOM KOHLeNTy curypHor mefycobHor
yHnwrewa MAD — Mutual Assured Destruction). Y 0BOM TEOPWCKOM MPOMULLIbaky O
nobeam Tpeba 0AroBOPUTM Ha NUTake: 3alwTo Huje Moryhe goctuhn nobeny y cBakom
paTy, OAHOCHO KOSIUKY Yriory umajy nonuTiuyapy Kaga npeg opy»KaHe cHare noctaerbajy
HepearHe Unu UMarvHapHe 3axTeBe Y Be3W C KpajtbUM XerbeHUM CTaweM koje Tpeba
[a ce focturHe ynotpebom cune ga 6u ce npornacvna nobega? Mako uva suile Ta-
KBMX NpUMepa 1 y CPrckoj BOjHO] MCTOPUU, MOXAA je Hajboru npumep 3a TO T3B. ,paT
MpoTMB Tepopunama”, kaga je buno ckopo Hemoryhe ogpeanTy BOJHO MK NOSIMTUYKO CTa-

1/49



BOJHO [ENO, 1/2023

e y kome bu ce npornacuna nobega, nocebHo 36or Tora WTO Cy Ce LWbEBM paTa
CTarnHo Mewanu, LUTO je Ha Kpajy [OBesIo 40 Kpaxa BojHe onepauuje y ABraHUCTaHy.

Jpyro nutare je ,konuko” je nobene Hekoj CTpaHu LOBOSLHO Aa bu npekuHyna
KOHGNWKT 1 npornacuna nobeay? Y objalutaBaky MMNIMKaLmMja nopasa u ogHoca
nobenHuka npema nopaxeHom, Mapten uutupa natuHcky mspeky Vae Victis — Te-
wko nobefhennma (Martel, 2007: 155), WwTo je jacHa anysujy Ha NPUMEHY YrmaBHOM
penpecuBHUX Mepa 3a O4vyBake ancofyTHe MM YCNoBHE CyOMUCUBHOCTW nopaxe-
Hor. CTpaHe koje cy NpMBMMXKHO UCTE CHare Mory pasmuiurbaTi O ,yCnoBHoj” nobe-
AW, OOK Cy BEMUKe CUMe yBeK Texune anconyTHoj nobeau y Kojoj y NoTNyHOCTH Ucny-
HaBajy LUMIbeBe KOHMNMUKTA Yy CKnagy ca HauuoHarHuMm nHTepecuma 1 6e3 komnpo-
muca ca gpyrom ctpaHoMm. Ca oBOM nmapagurmMom Moxe ce pasymetn Maptenos
cTaB fa je ,anconytHa’ nobeaa Bpno bnucka amepuykoj Teopmju nobege, jep npea-
CTaB/ba HEKy BPCTYy aHTMUMNALMje Koja npou3nnasu u3 yBpexeHor ocehaja Haumo-
HanHe Hagmohu CALl Hag gpyrum Hauvjama. AHanmu3oM MpuCTyna paToBaky Kpo3
uctopujy CALl “30BOjEHO je HEKOSMKO jacHMX KpuTepujyma nobene: nopasutu He-
npujaTer-eBe BOjHE CHare u HEeroBy EKOHOMCKY WHPACTPYKTYPY, KOHTpONa Henpu-
jaTerbcke gpxase, nonutudka pedopma u pedopma Bnactu, 06HOBa ekoHOMMjE U
MHJPaCTPyKTYype, NPOMEHa CNorbHE NONUTUKE HENpujaTerbcke ApXase U uarpagka
HOBMX OAHOCA Ca HOM. TO CYLUTMHCKWA nogpa3ymeBa MOTNyHO peaeduHucame ap-
XaBHUX MHTEepeca, LUMrbeBa, ctpaTteruja u nonutuka 3a wuxoso crnposoherse. Apy-
MM peunma, nobeheHa apxaea nocraje MMHUOH NobegHuKa Koju ANKTUPa rpaHuLe
HaUMoHanHuX uHtepeca nobehexor. Mefytum, amepnuka nobega, ga 6u 6una not-
nyHa, Mopa Aa 6yae npusHaTa v of Apyrix aktepa, na ce nopeg of nobeheHe crpa-
He, Tpaxxe MOTBPAE M O CONCTBEHE BOjCKEe, aMepuyke jaBHOCTM 1 caBe3Huka. OBako
dedmHucaHa nobea y cywtuHu obyxesata cee KnaysesuueBe enemeHTe ,ToTanHor
parta” (Hapog, BOjCKy 1 BMacT) WwTto uMnnanumpa aa nobena (6e3 o63mpa Ha cHary ja-
4ye CTpaHe) He MOXe OWTM NoTMyHa OOK je CBM MOMEHYTU eNeMEHTU Ha MOpPaxeHO]
CTpaHu He npuxeaTe Kao (hakTUUKO cTame. Pycku BojHM OWCKypC Besyje pasymeBa-
te nobene 3a reHepauujy pata. Y nogenu Ha LWecCT reHepaumja parta, npema pyckoj
BOjHOj MUCNW, Meksajy Ce CPeAcTBa, HMBOM anu W LurbeBu pata. [JocTusawe 0BUX
LUMIbEBA MOXE Ce OKapakTepucatu kao nobepa y ogpeheHoj BpcTM KoHdbnukata
(Ostapenko at al., 2012: 92-93). Ha ocHoBy pacnpase 0 CroXeHOCTH aeduHnucarsa un
kogudukoBama nobeae Hamehe ce notpeba W 3a knacuguKaLrjoM OBOT CIIOXEHOT
,CTama’, koje ce 300r cBoje Teopujcke HeJOPEeYEeHOCTU BPMO YECTO KONOKBWjanHO
ynotpebrbaBa. MapTen pasnukyje 4eTupu enemeHata csake nobede Ha OCHOBY KO-
jux je moryhe nsBpwmut 6Ky Knacudukaumjy ceake nobege: H1BO nobeae, npo-
MeHa statusa qvo, HMBO ApxaBHe Mobwnu3aumje 3a paT (rbydcke, matepujanHe,
TEXHONOLLKE, naeonoLuke) n nocTkoHdnmkTHe obasese (Martel, 2007: 101).

MNobepne ce mory knacudmkoBatu npema cnegehum Kkputepujyymmma:

a) y oaHocy Ha BpcTy bopbeHunx onepaumja (oBae cy y3ete y 063vp camo Hanag-
He n ogbpambeHe BojHe onepauuje kao OCHOBHU 0BnMLKM paTHUX onepauuja):

* nobega y Hanagy,
* nobena y ogbpaHu;
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6) y ogHocy Ha BpcCTy cykoba:
* nobeaa y CMMeTpMyHOM CyKoby,
* nobesa y acMMeTpu4HOM CyKooy;
B) Y O4HOCY Ha HUBO onepauyja:
* TAKTUYKa — BE3Yje CE 3a YHULLTaBaHEe BOjHUX CHara NPOTUBHMKA,
* onepaTuBHa — nobeaa koja He 3HauM HYXHO M YHWULITaBAHE HEroBe BOjCKe
jep BojHa nobefa He 3HauM 1 NonMTUYKy nobeay,
* cTpaternjcka nobena — AOCTU3ake CTPATErjCKUX BOJHO-MOMUTUYKMX LUIbe-
Ba jedHe cTpaHe y cykoby;
r) y OOHOCY Ha CTENEH YHULLITEHA NPOTUBHWUYKUX KanauuTeTa 3a par:
* TOTanHa nobeaa — yrnaBHOM YHULLTEHU oaOpaMbeHu kanauuTeTy NPOTUBHIKA,
* orpaHuyeHa nobefa — AENUMWMYHO YHULLTEHN oabpamMbeHn KanaumTeTn npo-
TUBHWKa;
[) Y OOHOCY Ha CTeneH Hanpe3awa CONCTBEHUX pecypca:
* nobena 6e3 rybuTaka — LWTO B1 Ce YCOBHO MOFNO Ha3BaTh ,YncTom” nobeaom,
* nobefna ca orpaHUyeHuM rybuumma u
* ckyna nobepna — T13B. ,[npoBa” 36or Behux rybutaka nobegHuka Hero nopa-
xeHor (Vujaklija, 1996: 697);
) y ogHocy Ha Bpeme Tpajatba:
* BPEMEHCKM OrpaHunyeHa nobeaa,
* TpajHa nobena — Koja ce BuLLE MepW TpajHUM edekTma HakoH nobeae a He
BPEMEHCKUM NeproaoM;
€) y OQHOCY Ha nocTajake (hopManu3oBaHor akTa kojum ce nobega notephyje:
* popmanusoBaHe nobege n
* HecbomanuaoBaHe nobege.

OBakBa knacudmkaumja Moxe MOCMYXUTK Kao COMMAHa OCHOBA 3a MpeLusHuje
hopmynucare geuHnjeHca y geduHucary nobege Ha pasnMuMTMM HUMBOMMA On-
WToCTK jep je cBaka nobega, nocebHO Ha CTpaTErnjckoM HUBOY, Y CYLUTWHW MOnw-
TWuKa oncepsauuja Sui generis.

OgaHoc cTpaterunje 1 nobese

MNMowTo Teopuja nobepe jow Huje pasBujeHa, 3a caga Hema jacHe Kopenaumje
namefy nobepne v ctpatervje. Mapten cmatpa ga cy focajallta Teopumjcka npo-
MULWIbakba YBEK NOTUCKMBana nobedy Kao notkaTeropujy ctpaTernje nnu aunno-
matuje (Martel, 2007: 15-52). MNpasehu pasnuky nsamehy nobefusarwa y butkama
n cTpaTellke nobene kao Kpajiker ctawa Ao Kojer je notpedbHo gohu, no moryh-
HocTu 6e3 paTta u pasapama, CyH Lly Takohje TBpAM Aa ycnex cBake cTparteruje
3aBucu of cnocobHocTn fa ce ovysa nobena koja ce fobuje Ha BOjHOM MOSbY.
CnuyHo oBom cTaBy, Tykuaua npasu pa3nuky y nobeam y 6utkama m nobege y
paTy 3a kojy TBpau Aa je ,Mepa NpoMeHa cTaka y OJHOCY Ha novetak cykoba’.
Pumckun BojckoBofja Monnbujyc kao Hajpehy MyapocT HaBOAM ,NpaBuUHy ynoTpe-
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6y nobepne”, pok je  MakunjaBenu nocne wera okyc CTaBno Ha ,McTpajHy nobe-
4y W ofpxaBake CTamba HakoH BojHe nobene”. Knaysesuy Kaxe ga y ,cTpaterujm
Hema nobene”, Te Aga je TakTuyka nobeda npedycrnioB 3a CTpaTermjckm ycnex.
Cse po 19. Beka cMaTpano ce Aa je ycnex cBake crtpaTeruje oanydyjyha v 6psa
nobega Hap HenpujaTerbeM. AHanuaupajyhn npeTxogHo HaBedeHo, MOXe ce 3a-
KIbyunTU Aa je ogHoC cTpaTeruje u nobene HejacaH u 360r Tora WTO Ce U nojam
cTpaTervja reHepuykn nommnke 6e3 CyLITUHCKOr npedmkca koju bu je 6nuxe oa-
peano, ogHOCHO 06jacHMO O Kojoj cTpaTeruju rosopumo. Hajeuium ctparterujcku
[JOKYMEHT [pxaBe je heHa ,Benuka cTparternja’ koja objeaumaBa cBe enemeHTe
mMohu (eKoHOMCKe, BOjHEe, MOMUTUYKE, WHOpPMauMOHe WUTA.) pagu [OCTu3awa
cTpaterujckux UurbeBa. CtpaTervja oabpaHe je HUXE paHrupaHu cTpaTerujcku
OOKYMEHT KOju Ce 04HOCK Ha ,mpunpemy u ynotpeby BojHUX cpeacTaBa y MUpy W
paty, Y OKBUpY UHTerpanHe oabpaHe apxase o4 CBUX 0b6nuKa opyxaHor yrpoxa-
Batba HaLMOHaMHWX MHTEpeca M uurbeBa”. 3a pasymeBawe nobege Ha crTpare-
FMjCKOM HWBOY BaXHO je NpUMETUTW Kopenauujy uamehy ,Benuke” n BojHe cTpa-
Ternje kojy je gao Jlugen Xapt (Liddell Hart). Hanme, oH je npumeTno Aa je unmb
BEMUKE CTpaTernje NoCTU3ake NOMTUYKOr @ CaMiM TUM U BOjHOT Luiba paTa, ¢
TUM LUTO Ce Benuka cTpaTternja He 6aBum paTtom y yxem cmucny Beh obyxsarta Tok
1 Mcxod pata, kao U Mup HakoH pata. C gpyre cTpaHe, BojHa cTpaTtervja (HasuBa
Ce M uuCTa cTpaTeruja) npeacTaBrba BELTUHY BOjCKOBOME, OAHOCHO BELUTUHY
pacnofene BOjHUX pecypca pagu nocTusamwa NonuTUYKUX uurbesa. Pevjy, Xapt
cmaTpa fa je BojHa cTpaTteruja ,MpuMernuBake BUCOKE CTpaTeruje y HXKeMm cre-
neHy” (Kova€ i sar., 2009:173). CtpaTterujcka BojHu4ka nobega, koja je gepueat
npyMeHe BOjHe cTpaTernje, HEABOCMUCIEHO BOAM Ka NMOBOSbHOM MCxody cykoba
1 BEPOBATHOM [JOCTM3amy HaLWMOHAMHWUX LUrbeBa y cknagy ca BenukoMm ctpaTe-
rmjom. MehytuMm, y CNOXeHOj W BWLLE3HAYHO] AMHAMMULUM KOHMNMUKTA, BOjHUYKM
status qvo unu yckpahusame 6p3e nobene noTeHUujanHo jayem NPOTUBHWKY MO-
Xe CTBOPWUTY NpPeaycrioBe 3a aHraxoBawe APYrX enemeHata Mohu apxase Kako
Ou ce nperoBopuMa NOCTUrao NOBOSbaH UCXOA KoHGNuKaTa. To je o4 CyLTUHCKe
BaXHOCTM 3a OTBapake TEOpMjCcKe pacnpase 0 TOMe a N 1 Marne 3eMrbe Mory
Aa pedvHunwy nobeny, He Kao YHULITEHE BOjHE cune Hecpa3mepHo Beher Hana-
fJava Beh, kako To cmaTtpa GuBlM HayenHuk MeHepanwTtaba TajsaHa Jln Kcu
MwuHr, kao ogBpahamwe unu cnpeyaBawe Henpujaterba ga octsapu nobegy no
cB0joj 3amucnm (Ksi Ming, 2020).

[Moumatrse nobefe y cTpaTernjckom KOoHLeNnTy
ToTanHe onbpaHe Penybnuke Cpbuje

[la 6u ce objacHMO 1 pa3yMeo MCTOPWjCKM KOHLLENT CPMCKOr nonmMama nobege
Mopa Ce pasymMeTu WMpU TEOPUjCKM KOHLIENT cTpaTeluke kynTtype. Tpebano 6u no-
hu of ctaBa MapTuHa BaH KpeBanga fa ,pasnuunte KynType Ha pat riegajy apy-
raunje” (Van Creveld, 1991). CnuuHo wemy, Xycep TBPAM Aa pasnuyMTi norneg
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Ha paT UMNnMuMpa v pasnuuuty nepuenuujy nobege, a CBOjy TBpAHY NpoLimpyje
YMHEHWULOM [a NOCToje pasnuyuTe MaTtepujanHe, couujariHe U KynTypHe Bapuja-
6ne y nonmatry pata (Huser, 2010: 20). Ha ocHOBY pasnnymTor KynTypHor nouma-
Ha pata, Xycep pasaBaja Kyntype Ha ,nacusHe” u ,akTueHe”. [pema Herosom mu-
Wrbewy, ,MacuBHa KynTypa” BOAM Y MACMBHO CTpATeLIKO pasMullibatkbe Koje obnu-
Kyje HUXoBY cTpaTternjy. HacynpoTt wbe CToju ,aKkTuBHa KynTypa” Koja BOAM Ka npo-
MeHaMa, Npu YeMmy je paT camo jefaH o HauuHa aa ce fo Tora gohe. Aytop osae
OYMIrNEQHO NEXOPATUBHO MOCMATpa KynType Ynju paTHU €TOC NoYMBa Ha oabpaxum,
[OK Yy UCTO Bpeme Benuya T3B. ,aKTUBHE”, a CYLUTMHCKM arpecuBHe KynType, Koje
HaBOAHO BoAe ka npomeHama. OBakBa nogena je Bpfo ynuTHa, jep onpeaersete
HeKe KynType Aa paT He cMaTpa HayvMHOM KOjuM je NoTpeBHO NOKPeHyTH NMO3UTMB-
HE NpoMeHe unu aa cunoM Hamehe cBoje BPeHOCTM ApyrMa Ty KynTypy He YMHK
Matbe BpeaHOM. Y cknagy ¢ TWM, npuxeaTibuBuja Ou 6una nogena Ha ,0¢haH3uB-
He” n ,aedaH3nBHE” KynType. HecnopHo je ga reononuTuYky NOnoxaj Heke apka-
Be, UCTOpMjcke Tpayme u Hacnehe, penuruja, ocehaj npunagHoOCTV U NaTpuoTU3am,
CUCTEM BPEAHOCTM M BEMUKWM HU3 ApYrux haktopa obnukyjy T3B. ,CTpaTELLKY Kyn-
Typy” Hapoga. Y oBoM koHTekcTy, Bpayap n CtaHojeBuh cmatpajy Aa ,CBaka ap-
XaBa, NOACTaKHyTa yTuuajuMa COMCTBEHOr KYyNTYpHOr WAEHTUTETa, UMa jeauH-
CTBEH Ha4MH aHanuse, MHTepnpeTauuje n peakumje Ha MefyHapoaHy cteBapHocT.”
(VracCar i sar., 2019: 295-315). Ctenuh cmatpa ga Cy reonosnMTUYKM YMHWUOLM
OCHOBA CPriCKe CTpaTELLKe KynType, Na ca Tor acnekta Tpeba pasymeTun aa cy cpn-
Cku paTHu etos u logos npumapHo obnukosaHu y 60pbu 3a ocnobohere u ovyBa-
te ApxaBHOCTM Cpbuje y CNOXEHUM reononuTUYKMM OKONHOCTMMa oA 19. Beka Ao
daHac (Stepi¢, 2019: 166-180). [lyrotpajHu nputucum ,NoXesbHOr" CNorbHOMNOMM-
Tuukor kypca P. Cpbuje, nepmaHeHTHe, yrnaBHOM AMXOTOMHe, YHyTpallke noae-
ne OKO BUTAIHWX HaUMOHamNHUX UHTepeca Koje je 6uno ckopo Hemoryhe ycknaguTu
ca AnjameTpanHo CynpoTHWUM MHTEpPECMMa BEMKMX cuna, npucurbasanm cy P. Cp-
Ouvjy oa Gyne y CTawy nepMaHeHTHE NONUTUYKE 1 BojHe AedhaH3umBe. [pe BankaH-
ckux paToBa U lNpBor ceeTckor paTa reHepan MyTHUK u nykoBHUK Muwuh kpeupa-
v cy PatHu nnaH Cpbuje ymnja je ocHoBHa maeja buna gpxatu ce ogbpaHe ook ce
MonuTUYKa U cTpaTermjcka cuTyauuja He pasjacHu, a NOTOM [ejCTBOBATW npema
cutyaumju (Grupa autora, 1924). W HakoH NpBor cBeTckor paTa, y ApXaBama y uu-
jem cactaBy ce Hanasuna n Cpbuja, Takohe AOMUHMpa cTpaTernjcka napagurma
oabpaHe apxaee. KparbeBuHa Jyrocnasuja ywna je y Anpunckv pat 1941. rognHe
aHraxyjyhu cBoje cHare npema paTtHom nnaHy P-41 koju je cywTuHckm 6mo geda-
3uBHe npupoge. HakoH Opyror cBetckor pata Ctpatervja ogbpaHe COPJ 3acHo-
BaHa je Ha aedaHaneHom koHuenty OHO n [1C3. MNMoppasymeana je ga OC COPJ
(JHA n TO og 1968. roguHe) Byay HocuoumM OTMopa MOTEHLMjANHOM arpecopy U
LUITUTE HE3aBWUCHOCT, CyBEPEHUTET, TepUTOpujanHy LenoBuTocT u yctasom COPJ
yTBpheHo couujanuctniko ypehewe COPJ (Ustav SFRJ, 1974). Ha kpajy, 3a cee
OBe enoxe 3ajeHNYKO je nepuunupare Aa je ycnewHo n3sedeHa ogbpaHa cyHo-
HUM 3a nobeay, nocebHo ako je 3emrba HanagHyTa Of HeCpa3MepHO jayer arpeco-
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pa. VicTopujcku CnoXeHO reononMTUYKO OKPYXeHe U yHyTpallkwa NonuTuyka npe-
BMpak-a yCnoBuna cy Aa ce HauuoHamnHu (a Tume u onbpambenmn) nHtepecu Peny-
6nmke Cpbuje merbajy y cknagy ca nepuoguMyHMM goMUHauujama cTpaTeluke Kyn-
Type Koja BULLE Harvke Ka Npo3anagHoM UMK NPOPYCKOM MOMUTUYKOM AMCKYpPCY.
AHanuaupajyhu ctawe ctpatewke kyntype y P. Cpbuju, Bpayap u CtaHojesuh
cmaTtpajy Aa usabpaHa nonuTvKa BojHE HEYyTpPanHocTK nma noteHuunjana ga Cpbw-
jn 0be3benmn cnorbHONONUTUYKKM BanaHc y ogHOCMMA Ca BENWKUM cunama, anv u
YHYTpaLUHM NOMUTUYKN KOHCEH3YC usmely aBe jacHo npodunucaHe gopme cTpa-
Tellke kyntype y 3emrbu (Vra€ar i sar., 2019: 295-315). BojHa HeyTpanHocT noa-
pasymeBa WUCKIbYYMBO OCIIOHAL, HA COMCTBEHE pecypce, OOHOCHO camonomoh y
cnyvajy cykoba, wTo je goseno go tora ga P. Cpbuja npuxsatu cTpaTernjckm KoH-
LenT ToTanHe ogbpaHe kao Mofen 3a pa3Boj CONCTBEHOr cuctema ofbpaHe (Stoj-
kovi¢, 2019). PasBujajyhu koHuenT ToTanHe ogbpaxe y P. Cpbwju, o capa cy ypa-
hene Crtpaternja HaumoHanHe 6Ge3begHoctn, CtpaTervja ogbpaHe u [okTpuHa
Bojcke Cpbuje (Forca i sar., 2014: 145-165). AHanu3oM cagpxaja 0BUX LOKYMeHa-
Ta yTBpheHo je Aa HujedaH He cagpxw nojam ,nobeaa”, 4ok je [JokTpuHa onepauu-
ja BC HajBMwwM SOKTPUHApPHM OOKYMEHT Y KOME ce kaxe Aa je , nobega kpajibu
LUMIb aHraxoBaka BOjCke Yy Crnyyajy eckanauuje cykoba”, 6e3 mkakBor gogaTHor
objawmerba (Doktrina operacija VS, 2010). Mako ce nobega kao nojam He nomutse
y Ctpateruju onbpaHe, Ha OCHOBY NnoTeHUMpara oabpaHe W 3awTuTe HauuoHarn-
HUX MHTepeca Morno bu ce 3akrby4uTH Aa je, ca acnekTa OBOr AOKYMEHTa, nobeaa
Ha CTpaTerujckoMm HWBOY Y MOTEHUMjanHOM cykoby y cTBapw ycnewHo u3BedeHa
oabpaHa.

Mepunnupame cTpaTernjcke nobeane
y oabpaHn manux semarsa

Kako 6ucmo Tectupanu paHuje n3HeceHe TBPAHE Y BE3W Ca HAYMHOM Ha Koju Ma-
e 3emMrbe MOry ia ocTBape cTpateluky nobeay y cykoby ca BMLWECTPYKO HagMOhHW-
jUM HenpujaTerbem, KopuctTuhemo BULIECTPYKY CTyaumjy cnydaja. OQHOCHO, 13BpLUK-
hemo KomnapaTuBHY aHanm3y ycnexa amepuyKkor BOjHOr aHraxosaka 20 roguHa Ha-
koH arpecuje Ha CPJ, Mpak n AsraHucraH, kao npumepa BOjHMX onepauuja rae je
ynoTpebrbeHa Hecpa3MepHO BEMUKa BOjHA Cuiia NPOTMB Apxasa Koje cy ce bpaHu-
ne. Kao nnaukatopm kopuwheHnu cy kputepujymm amepuyke nobege koje je aeduHmu-
cao Mapten (Martel, 2007:104), a ouewuBaHu cy TpocteneHom CeTnjeBOM cKanom.
lNpema 0BOj ckanu, ycrex je NOTNYHO UCMYHEHE UMW 3HAYajaH No3UTWBAH Hanpeaak
Y UCMyHEHY NOCTaBILEHOr KpUTEpUjyMa, OesIUMUYHUM YCreXoM Ce CMaTpajy OKOf-
HOCTV Y KOjuMa je ocTBapeH ofpeheHn Hanpedak anu Huje jacHo aa nu je moryhe
nocTuhn NOTNYHM yCcnex gaTor KpuTepujyma, AOK je Heycrnex cuTyauuja kaga nocra-
BIbEHN KPUTEPUjYM HUje JOCTUIHYT Uiun Huje 6no opgpxme 6e3 NpucycTBa jakmx Oky-
MaumMoHWX cHara.
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Tabena 1 — KomnapamusHa aHanu3a ycriexa aMepuykoe 80jHo2 aHaaxosara Ha KuM,
y Wpaky u AgeaHucmaHy

Kputepujymu
3a cTpareruj-
CKy nobeay
CAL

KuM (P. Cp6uja)

ABraHucTtaH

Upak

Mopasutu He-
npujateroese
BOjHe CHare u

Bojcka Huje nopaxe-
Ha, anu je eKoHoMcKa
UHGbpacmpykmypa

Ha noyemky pama

UHuUYyujamuea je buna
Ha cmpaHu CAL. Ha-
KoH 20 eoluHa pama

Bojcka je nopaxeHa
U eKOHOMCKa UHgbpa-

HErOBY €KO- : TanubaHu cy ocmea- | cmpyKmypa yHULWmeHa.
HOMCKY MH(ppa- iﬁ:ﬁ:ﬁﬁiﬁehcen”& punu npeenacm Ha |- Ycnex
CTPYKTYPY y mepumopuju Opxase.
— Heycnex
CHaee HATO-a koH- | O noyemka pama /(7)3 Cf;;:ggﬁap Zrm ¢
mponuwy KuM u eehu | ycriocmaerbeHa je MDONA Camo /-{a 5 eehum
6poj 3emrba ynaHuua | KoHmposa camMo Had ) (fM OzpachCKUM UekH-
KoHTpona He- nodp:xaea jedHocmpa- | eehum demoepach- mpuma uy 3axeamy ea-
Hy rpoznaweHy Hesa- | CKuM uyeHmpuma u'y

npujaterscke

sucHocm KuM 6e3

3axeamy 8axHUjux

XKHUjux nymeea. Ha kpa-

Apxase hopmarnHoez npusHa- | nymesa. Ha Kpajy je j%/qu Z(,fg iﬂgﬂgfgg aang_
ma 00 cmpaHe P. Cp- | nomnyHo u3daybrbeHa m gﬂ OMiI(jDMJC- 2 U 1T00-
6uje u YH. — lenumu- | kKoHmpona Had mepu- UppaHCKUX MU P
YaH ycnex mopujom. — Heycnex |~ [lenumusan ycnex
Y moky 2001. donasu
0o rpomene ernacmu y | Cee npoamepuydke .
Cpbuju, 0ok je Ha KuM | uHcmumyuuje ena- ggcﬂzmgutll_j’: fg 60-
MonuTiuka chopmupaHa m3s. Peny- | cmu koje cy ¢hopmu- pu /5 a upu Ajﬂ}; Jjy 2eHe-
ethopma 1 6nuxa Kocoeo. Kpusa | paHe y AgeaHucmaHy a/1Ho 30630 OOHOC Ca
pecop 00Hoca uamely beoepa- | cy Hecmarne HaKoH p p
pedopma , CAL, anu cy onmepe-
BRACTH 0Oa u lNpuwure je nped- | wmo cy y agaycmy ReHe ymuuajuma Jio-
Mem ripe2ogopa nod 2021. TanubaHu npe- KaH uxy ba ij ona 6e3-
rokposumesrbcmeoM EY | y3enu enacm y Aeza- 6e3HOCTIL. — 5 cnex
u nodpuwiky CAL. — De- | HucmaHy. — Heycnex :
JIMMMYaH ycnex
Cee uHsecmuyuje u YnoxeHa cy 3HavajHa
ynazarba dosedeHe cy gﬁzag':;i’éoﬂdgeg_
O6HoBa eko- | Yriazara y eKoHOMUjy |y Mumarse HakoH 80j- om p VD8 DA aupeKc-
HOMWje N WH- | U UHGbpacmpykmypy. | Hoe nopa3sa. Ae2aHu- nncfgm ayZ'eﬁl)-l acpme
dpacTpykType | - [lenumuyaH ycnex | cmaH u darbe ocmaje K30 npug a{o;-/ 02 U3B0Pa
HopESaUIOHa SEUTLA. | hunacuparea OpKase.

— OenumuyaH ycnex
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Kputepujymm
3a cTpareruj-
CKy nobeay
CAn

KuM (P. Cp6uja)

ABraHucraH

Upak

MNpomeHa
CMosbHe nonu-
TUKe Henpuja-
Terbcke apxa-
Be

P. Cpbuja nokywasa
C80jOM CrIOSbHOM r10-
numukom da usapadu
dobpe odHoce ca CAL
Koju cy onmepeheHu
HepeweHUM cmamy-
com KuM. — Heycnex.
T38. Kocogo becrozo-
80pPHO criedu amepuy-
Ky nonumuky. — Yyenex.
3akrbydak no ogom
uHOukamopy. — Denun-
MUYaH ycnex

CrniorbHa nonumuka
aseaHUCmaHcKe ena-
Oe je HaKOH aMepuyKe
OKynauuje buna y
cknady ca uHmepecu-
ma CA/L, anu je doxu-
eena pujacko HakoH
Oonacka TanubaHa
Ha enacm. — Heycnex

lNonumuka Wpaka npe-
ma CA/L je yenasHom
npujamesbCcka, anu je
Heu38€eCHO y KoM
npasyy he ce pa3ssuja-
mu 360e jayar-a peau-
OHarnHux ymuuaja.
—Ycnex

M3rpagha Ho-
BUX 0JIHOCa ca

Obe cmpaHe xerne
yHaripehere o0Hoca,
anu ux onmepehyjy
HepelweHa numarba y

Ca mapuoHemckom
enadom y AgzaHu-
CmaHy pasgujeHu cy
0obpu 00Hocu. HakoH
donacka TanubaHa

CywmuHcKu ce Hanpe-
dosaro y o0HocuMa

Henpujaters- | ee3u ca KuM u pasnu- | Lo A je cywmun- dse 3emsbe y 00HoCy
CKOM ApXa- | Juma nepyenyuja cy- | . - npowmena, Huje ja- Ha nepuod npe royve-
BOM koba y moky pamosa GHO V Kom npaauy fe | Maka pama. — Ycnex
Ha npocmopy busuwe y pasuy
COPJ. - Yonex ce ma capadra pas-
sujamu. — Heycnex
Crpareryjckn nopas3
Keasucmpameezujcka | CAL], yrnpkoc uusy
no6eda CA/L], kako je | TakTuykux u onepa-
onucyje Mapmen ca | TMBH1X BOjHUX M0be- ,
HejacHUM Kpajwbum | ga. [lponao je noky- 5522’3;"&%"5:'3:?_
3AKIbYYAK ucxodom. (Martel W., | waj nsrpagme apxa- 3 d
2007). Mokywaj Ba v Hauymja gernosa- CHUM UCXO00OM 10
MHO2UM napamempu-
cmeapara Xxemepo- | kEeM CrIOJbHOI ghaK- ma no6ede
HOMHe Kea3udpaea | Topa npema 3anag- ’
Koja cniedu nosumu- | HoM KyJiTypOJsIOLIKOM
Ky CAL. H TIErNCTIaTUBHOM
obpacyy.

Axanusupajyhu oBa Tpu cryyaja MOXe ce 3aKbyyYuTu Ja U masne 3eMrbe, CBOjUM
chopmannaoBaHum nnm HedhoManm3oBaHUM cTpartervjama ogbpaHe y kKojuma je cy-
WITUHA OTNOP W HEeMpuxBaTake Nnopasa, MOry HaHeTW 030WUIbHY LUTETY arpecopy u
HErOBUM CTpPaTErvjCKUM LiurbeBUMa. TakeBo aenoBawe, NocebHo y ayxeM nepuogy,
ucupnrbyje arpecopa u yckpahyje my 6p3y nobegy, WITO y KpajieM MOXe UMNIULK-
paTu 4a ofycTaHe Of CBOjUX MHULMjaHUX CTPATErMjCKMX LUrbeBa.
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3aKrbydak

Mobeay kao crare moryhe je KOAMUKOBATU 1 jaCHO ONMcaTh Ha TaKTUYKOM W
ornepaTUBHOM HUBOY, 0K je KeHO Ae(MHUCaE Ha CTPATErMjCkoOM HUBOY OTEXaHo
jep ce nobegom moxe onucaTv BUNo Koje CTamwe y TOKy cykoba 3a koje nonutuya-
pu NpoueHe [a 3a40BOSfbaBa MUHMMYM 3alUTUTE HALMOHAmNHUX MHTepeca. To ce
nocebHO oaHOCK Ha nokywaj ogpefuBamwa nobede ctpaHa y acUMETPUYHOM KOH-
dnukTy. Vctopujcko-koMmnapaTuBHa aHanuaa nokasana je ga je P. Cpbuja og 06-
HOBe CBOje caBpeMeHe ApxaBHoCTW Y 19. Beky y pasnuuutum obnuumva passuja-
na v ogpxasana koHuenT ogbpaHe y kojem je okyc 6uo Ha ogbpanu Teputopuje,
Te Aa je, cnegehu CBOjy CTpaTeLKy WM CyLUTUMHCKM AedaH3nBHY KynTypy, Taj KOH-
LenT npucyTaH n gaHac. Minak, To He 3HauM ga mane 3emsbe, ocnakajyhu ce Ha
COMCTBEHE pecypce, HE MOry HecpasmepHo Behem MPOTMBHUKY YCKpaTUTM Gp3y
nobeny, 6p30 yHuWITEHE CHara ogbpaHe v yCnocTaBbake OKYNaLMoHOr cuctema
Bnactu. Ctame y KojeM ce NMPOTUBHWK ycnopasa, rybu MHULMjaTMBY M NOMUTUYKY
MOAPLUKY y CBOjOj 3eMrbM, a 1a Npu TOMe aHraxyje Behe rbyfcke U matepujane pe-
Cypce Hero LUTO je TO MHULMjanHO NfaHupao, MoXe AOBECTW A0 UCXOLA Koju BOAU
ka ouyBaky uHTEpeca P. Cpbuje. OBakBO CTake Ce Ha CTPaTErujckoM HUBOY
YCroBHO MOXe nepuunupatu kao nobega. Ctyaumja cnyyaja yTBpamna je fa KoH-
LenT ToTanHe oabpaHe, Yak U y ycrnoBuMa Kaga Huje dropmanHo KoauuKoBaH,
HEro je Aeo cTpaTellke KynType Hapoda (npumep ABraHuctaHa), daje pesyntarte
ako cy mMane gpxase npuHyfeHe Ha cTpaTernjy KoH(poHTaumje ca BENMKUM cuna-
ma. Ha kpajy, 3apaBo cTpaTternjcko npomulurbake Hanaxe ga ce gpxasa bpxe
npunarofjaea npomeHama y CTpaTeLLKOM OKpPYXeky, Aa Ce CMarMu CTpaTerujcko
nyTake, Te Aa HaUWMOHamnHU HTepecn mopajy butu jacHo AedmHUCaHN Ha OpxaB-
HOM HoBy Y okBupy CtpaTteruje Penybnuke Cpbuje. Ha ocHoBy e Ou ce ycmepa-
Bane CBe HWXe paHrmpaHe cTpaTervje v nonuTuke koje 6w Gune ycmepeHe Ha pe-
WaBake npobnema npe Hero WTo ce Aofe y cuTyauujy Aa jeAVHW rapaHT 3aluTute
HaLMOHanHMX HTepeca 6yay opyxaHe cHare P. Cpbuje.
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Pesume

PacnpaBy 0 nobeamn Ha cTpaTernjckom HMBOYy onTtepehyje KonokeujanHo Ty-
Mayere CaMor nojMa u CrioXeHo Tymayewe ofHoca nobede u cTpaTervje
TOKOM ucTopmje. lNMopen npobnema knacudukaumje n geduHucarwa nobege, y
OBOM pafy ce TeopumjCK1 pacnpasrba 1 0 pasnuMunToj nepuenumju nobene ctpaHa y
CykoOy Ha CTpaTernjckoM HMBOY, LITO YKa3yje Ha CBY CMOXEHOCT ogHoca nobeae u
cTpateruje. Mobega Ha cTpaTernjckoM HUBOY je MOMMTMYKA KBanudumkaumja Koja
MOXe, anu 1 He Mopa, Aa npon3ahe 13 BojHUYKUX nobeda Ha onepaTUBHOM W Tak-
Tnukom HMBOY. OCHOBHM KpUTEPMjyM 3a npornawaeamwe nobefe Ha cTpaTernjckom
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Moumatse nobene y CTpaTeFVIjCKOM KOHUEeNTy ToTanHe on6paHe

HUBOY jecTe carnefaBame HMBOA [0CTU3aka NPOCKPUMOOBaHUX LUIbEBA paTa Koju
ce Beayjy 3a 4OoCTM3ame unu oabpaHy HaLMOHaNHUX HTepeca apxase. Y pagy je
nokasaHo fa nobena v nopas Ha CTpaTernjckoMm HWBOY HUCY BuHapHu, Beh ga cy y
nUTamwy OBa eKCTpeMHa CTara M3MeRy Kojux noctoju HM3 moryhux mehycrama.
Mane ppxaBe cBojy nobeay Mory npornacuti y HEKOM o MehjycTama ako je Tpe-
HYTHUM CTarbeM 3arapaHTOBaHa 3alUTUTa HUXOBUX eCeHLUjarHuX U BUTANHUX Ha-
LMOHanHMX uHTepeca. Takohe, OHe Koje CBOjy cTpaTerujy ogbpaHe 3acHuBajy Ha
KOHLENTYy ToTanHe obpaHe, Yyak Mako BOjHWYKM He Mopase javyer NpOTWUBHWKA, Te
aKo y TOKy opyxaHor cykoba yckpaTe HenpujaTerby anconytHy nobeny npema we-
FOBUM KpUTEpUjyMUMa, U NPU TOME 3alUTUTE CBOje HalWOHarHe uHTepece, Takas
ucxog mory cmatpatu nobegom. KoHuent TotanHe ogbpaHe Moxe Ja fosefe Ao
ycrnosHe nobefe kaga ra nogpxasajy ApKaBOTBOPHOCT M cnobofdapcka cTpaTeLuka
KynTypa Hapoza. AHanu3oM cagpxkaja CTpaTeLLKo-AOKTPUHAPHUX LOKYMEHTa, Ha-
YYHUX nyOnukaumja, a 3aTUM M KOMMNapaTUBHO-UCTOPUJCKOM aHanM3oM nouMara
cTpaTernje u nobefe npukasaH je HUXOB OQHOC M pa3yMeBake Y pasnuuuTum
ucTopujckum enoxama. NocebHo je aHanNU3MpaHO MCTOPWjCKO Noumate nobene y
P. Cpbuju og obHOBe gpxaBHOCTM Yy 19. Beky Ao AaHac. Buwectpyka cryaumja (P.
Cpb6uja 1999-2022; AsraHuctan 2001-2021; Wpak 2003-2022) y kojoj cy aHanu-
3upaHu ycnecu BpaHunala HakoH Hanaga aCUMETPUYHO jaye opyxaHe cune npega-
BofleHe OC CA[l, nocnyxwuna je Kao OCHOBa 3a Hay4HO yonwTaBawe 1 opmupa-
He KOHAYHOr 1CKa3a O YCMELIHOCTU ToTanHe ogbpaxe, anv 1 ycrnosHe nobege Kojy
MOXe NpornacuTh cTpaHa Koja ce ycnelHo oadbpaHuna. Pagu pasymeBama 3Have-
ta nobene y koHuenTy ToTanHe obpaHe P. Cpbuje, noTpebHO je pasymeTu cTpa-
TeLUKy KynTypy Haller Hapoaa, O4HOCHO (haKTope KOoju Cy UCTOPMjckM 0BnukoBanu
CPNCKM reocTpaTeLlkn koa, nocebHo o 0bHOBE MoaepHe cpncke apxase y 19. Be-
Ky o gaHac. Tpeba pehu ga ce y noctojehum ctpaTermjckum gokymeHtuma P. Cp-
6uje nobena He NoMuWibe, Na je 1 OCHOBHO NMWUTakE Y OBOM pafy Kako W kaja mane
LpxaBe Koje cBojy 6e30eIHOCT 3acHUBajy Ha KOHLeNTy ToTanHe oabpaHe mory ge-
tuHncaTtn nobeny? MokasaHo je fa je 04AroBOp Ha OBO MUTAaE T3B. aCUMETPUYHA
nobena. Haume, Tpeba pasymetn 0a ce cmpameeaujcka nobeda cnabujee y acume-
MPUYHOM KOHGRUKmMy docmusxe OCIOHUEM Ha cHaze odbpaHe, anu ce U rpe cee-
2a CUHepaujoM ceux efleMeHama HauuoHanHe Mohu cmeapajy ycrnosu 0a ce u3
KoHGhnukma u3ahe nod noeosbHUM ycrogumMa ca Wmo MaruM SbydcKUM U Mame-
pujanHum eybuyuma. Jakne, unre n moryhu ncxog pata Huje camo nobega jegHe u
MMMIMKATUBHO Nopas Apyre ctpaHe, Beh je TO CNoXeH W BUWWE3HayaH npouec y
komMe je yak moryhe, KOnMMKo rog TO ancypgHo 3Byyano, Aa obe cTpaHe npornace
nobeay 3agoBorbaBajyhn ce cTakbeM Koje je JOCTUTHYTO. Y acMMEeTpUYHOM paTy
acMMeTpuyHa je v nepuenuuja nobege, Tj. 3a javer yyecHuka je oppefeHn KoH-
¢nmkT, a camum TUM M nobeaa y wemy, o4 onepaTUBHOT 3Havaja, a 3a cnabwujer je
MOX[Ja 0of CTpaTernjckor 3Havaja. Y CrnoxeHoj 1 BULLE3HAYHOj AMHAMULM KOH(MUK-
Ta, BOjHNYKM Status qvo unu yckpahmeatre 6p3e nobene noTeHUwMjanHo jadem npo-
TUBHWUKY MOXe CTBOPUTU MpPeaycCrioBe 3a aHraxoBake ApYrux enemeHara mohu
[pxaBe kako 61 ce nperoBopuma nocTurao NOBOSbaH UCXOA KOHGMUKTa. To je u
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Of CYLUITUHCKE BaXHOCTW kako 6u ce mMorno TBpAMTU Aa U mane 3emribe Mory ga
AeduHuwy nobegy He Kao YHULITEHE BOjHe cure HecpasmepHo Beher Hanagava,
Beh kao ogBpahare unu cnpevaBare HenpujatTerba Aa octeapu nobeay no ceojoj
3amucou.

KrbyuHe peumn: nobeda, momanHa odbpaHa, cmpameauja 006paHe, sernuka cmpa-
meauja, KOHGh/TUKM, acuMempuU4HU CyKkob

© 2023 Aytopu. O6jasuno BojHo dero (http://www.vojnodelo.mod.gov.rs). OBo je unaHak
OTBOPEHOr NpucTyna u aucTpudympa ce y cknagy ca nuueHuom Creative Commons
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
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mall states that base their defence strategy on the concept of total

defence, even if they do not defeat a stronger opponent militarily,
and in the course of an armed conflict deny the enemy an absolute victory
according to their criteria, and at the same time protect their national
interests, can consider such an outcome victory. Victory at strategic level is
conditioned, and not entirely determined, by military victories at tactical and
operational level. Claiming victory at strategic level is a qualitative and
political perception of state leaders, while at a lower level it is mostly the
subject of quantitative analysis by military commanders. By analysing the
content of strategic and doctrinal documents, scientific publications, and
then by comparative and historical analysis of the concepts of strategy and
victory, their relationship and understanding in different historical eras has
been shown. The historical comprehension of victory in the Republic of
Serbia since the restoration of statehood in the 19th century until today has
been particularly analysed. A multiple study (R. Serbia 1999-2022,
Afghanistan 2001-2021; Iraq 2003-2022) in which the defenders’
successes were analysed after the attack by an asymmetrically stronger
armed force led by the US Armed Forces, has served as the basis for
scientific generalisation and making a final statement about victory and the
concept of total defence. By understanding that the strategic victory of the
weaker in an asymmetric conflict is achieved by relying on armed forces,
and above all by the synergy of all elements of national power, the
conditions are created to get out of conflicts under favourable conditions
with as few human and material losses as possible.

Key words: victory, total defence, defence strategy, grand strategy,
conflict, asymmetric conflict
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Introduction

he colloquial use of the concept of "victory”, which superficially defines the

state in which an entity has achieved success in the conflict with the other, as
paradoxically as it may sound, can be an obstacle in the scientific and
methodological decision-making of researchers to deal with this issue. In order to
understand victory, it is necessary to conduct its etymological analysis and explain
possible synonyms. In addition to the problem of classification and definition of
victory, this paper also theoretically discusses different perception of victory of
parties to the conflict at strategic level. In practice, it often happens that wars end
without a clear winner, or a seemingly paradoxical situation occurs in which both
parties claim to have won. This is explained by broad political perception of victory at
strategic level, which does not have to be directly correlated with the success of
military operations at tactical and operational level. In order to understand victory in
the strategic concept of total defence, it is necessary to conduct a historical and
comparative analysis of the comprehension of victory and its relationship to strategy,
and defeat, as well. This is to show that victory and defeat at strategic level are not
binary, but rather two extreme states involving a number of possible intermediate
states. By analysing the content of the current strategic documents of the Republic
of Serbia, it has been concluded that the concept of "victory” is not mentioned in
them, thus the main question in this paper is how and when small states, like Serbia,
which base their security on the concept of total defence, can define victory? The
theoretical objective of the research is to define the success of the concept of total
defence of small states when they are faced with an attack by a much stronger
opponent. The practical objective of this paper is a better understanding of the
changes in the paradigm of victory in the defence concept of the Republic of Serbia
and further discussion on the need to develop the Strategy of the Republic of Serbia,
which would minimise "strategic wandering”.

The comprehension, codification and classification of victory

The term victory is derived from the Latin word Victoria, from the verb vinco, victus,
which means to conquer. It is formally translated as "a state in which the enemy has
experienced defeat in war or is overpowered in any other form of competition or
conflict” (Martel, 2007: 15). In defining victory, the term "success” (Lat. Successus) is
often used, which means achieving something that has been planned, desired or
wanted to be achieved. The word "victory” has a similar meaning in almost all Slavic
languages and is primarily related to winning in a fight. Etymologically, it can be related
to the permanent struggle of man for survival in difficult conditions. The very term "win”
means to strike at misery, i.e. to overcome everything that brings misery, misfortune,
suffering. At the very beginning, it should be emphasized that victory is not the
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antipode of defeat, although these two concepts are very often brought into a cause-
and-effect relationship. The term "defeat” comes from the Latin word Disfaccere — to
destroy, to cause serious damage, to lose, which leads to the conclusion that in this
context victory could only conditionally be described as "a state in which defeat has
been inflicted on the enemy”. It could refer to the Old and Middle Ages, when victory
was considered the destruction of the enemy’s army in a decisive battle, where such
losses were inflicted on them that they could not recover in a short period of time. A
few centuries later, Clausewitz breaks the existing paradigms about victory in "a
decisive battle” because he considers a decisive victory not only a result of the armed
force that conquered the battlefield, but believes that for victory it is necessary to
"completely destroy the physical and moral strength of the opponent and their
complete subjugation to our will with giving up one’s intentions”. With this definition,
Clausewitz, as he consciously introduced and defined the concept of total war,
unconsciously defines the concept of "total victory” as only one of the possible
outcomes of war (Clausewitz, 1956: 44). In accordance with this attitude,
Bartholomees, in an attempt to define victory, primarily asks questions: Who, when
and under which conditions can claim to have achieved victory in war and who makes
the judgement about who won? After the discussion related to the codification of
victory as a state, and not as a fact, Bartholomees remained close to Clausewitz’'s
understanding of victory, bringing it into an inversely proportional relationship with the
resistance of the other party. According to the formula, resistance is the product of
resources and will that the opponent has (Resistance = Resources x Will). He believes
that victory is a state in which resistance is close to zero, which is the essence of the
definition of “total victory”. In other words, different approaches and problems in
defining it confirm Martel's claim that "the word victory is used to imprecisely describe
the concept of success in war” (Martel, 2007: 87). Unlike them, Roberts believes that
every definition of victory is meaningless, and that politicians, for the sake of their
freedom of manoeuvre, very often avoid clearly defining victory and everything that
needs to be done to achieve it. He remarks that the victory of one party is not
necessarily the defeat of the other party, especially in cases where potential opponents
have some common interests (Roberts, 2020: 28). Finally, believing that the problem
of defining victory is related to the political character of war, it can be said that *victory
is a subjective assessment of the state political leaders at strategic level, which is not
necessarily determined by clear objective indicators at operational and tactical level
(human and material losses, occupied territory, etc.)”. One of very important and
complex issues in the discussion about victory is its codification, that is, an attempt to
somehow define the criteria before a party declares victory. Perhaps we should take
into account the opinion of Colin and Martel when explaining the complexity of the
codification of victory, who agree that victory and defeat, although mutually opposite
extremes of the situation in a conflict, are not binary, i.e. that between them there is a
series of possible intermediate states, which can be defined as "victory” in subjective
political paraphrasing (Bartholomees, 2008: 27).
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| Defeat | | Lost ||Did notlose” Tie ||Did not win ” Won || Victory |

| | | >
I I I I
L | | | I
N 1 1 1 1
| Victory | | Won | |Did notwin|| Tie ||Did not Iose|| Lost | | Defeat |

Figure 1 — Different levels of victory and defeat

The main assumption is that the opponents go to war from opposite sides of this so-
called "scale of success” with the intention of using their strategies to achieve a favourable
outcome of the conflict, i.e. victory. For further theoretical discussion about victory, the
question of when one of parties will decide to declare victory, end conflict and how will it
be perceived by the other party to conflict is fundamentally important. Ending conflict can
be related to the scale of determination, i.e. goals that the warring parties set before
starting conflict. Therefore, the goal and possible outcome of war is not only the victory of
one party and the implied defeat of the other party, but it is a complex and multifaceted
process in which it is even possible, as absurd as it may sound, for both parties to declare
victory, being satisfied with the state of the conflict achieved until then. Martel believes that
winning war is an assessment of two variables, achievement and determination at tactical,
operational and strategic level (Martel, 2007: 27-28). At tactical, and in most cases
operational level, victory is related to the clearly visible effects of the armed forces’ actions
in conflict. At strategic level (and in some parts operational level that directly overlap with
strategic level), public perception (national and international) has a great impact on the
declaration of victory. In an asymmetric war, the perception of victory is also asymmetric,
i.e. for the stronger participant, certain conflict, and therefore victory in it is of operational
importance, and for the weaker one, it may be of strategic importance. Ideally, parties to
the conflict would be satisfied with their achievements in the conflict, which would create
conditions for each party to be satisfied with "its victory”, because as Bartholomees says,
"they know that the used resources will exceed the political advantage if the conflict
continues”. This implies that both parties can claim victory, i.e. according to game theory,
a win-win combination as the outcome of a war. Two other combinations including one
party losing and the other winning (win-fose, lose-win) are also certain, while victory
cannot logically be associated with the outcome of lose-lose because then there is no
winner (which can be the outcome of a nuclear war of great powers - according to the
theoretical concept of MAD — Mutual Assured Destruction). In this theoretical reflection on
victory, the question should be answered: why is it not possible to win a victory in every
war, i.e. what role do politicians play when they set unrealistic or imaginary demands for
the armed forces regarding the ultimate desired state that should be reached by the use of
force in order to declare victory? Although there are many such examples in the Serbian
military history, perhaps the best example is the so-called "war against terrorism”, when it
was almost impossible to define the military or political state in which victory would be
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declared, especially because the warring objectives were constantly changing, which
ultimately led to the collapse of the military operation in Afghanistan.

The second question is "how much” of victory is enough for a party to end conflict
and declare victory? In explaining the implications of defeat and the relationship of
the winner to the defeated, Martel quotes the Latin saying Vae Victis — woe to the
vanquished (Martel, 2007: 155), which is a clear allusion to the implementation of
mostly repressive measures to preserve the absolute or conditional submissiveness
of the vanquished. Parties of approximately the same strength can think of "a
conditional” victory, while great powers have always sought absolute victory in which
they fully fulfill the conflict goals in accordance with national interests and without
compromise with the other party. With this paradigm, one can understand Martel’s
position that "an absolute” victory is very close to the US theory of victory, because it
represents a kind of anticipation that comes from the ingrained feeling of the national
supremacy of the US over other nations. By analysing the approach to warfare
throughout the US history, several clear criteria for victory have been identified: to
defeat the enemy’s armed forces and their economic infrastructure, the control of the
enemy state, political and government reform, economic and infrastructure recovery,
the change of the foreign policy of the enemy state and the establishment of new
relations with it. This essentially implies a complete redefinition of state interests,
goals, strategies and policies for their implementation. In other words, the defeated
state becomes a minion of the winner, who dictates the boundaries of the national
interests of the vanquished. However, in order for the US victory to be complete, it
has to be recognized by other actors, so in addition to the defeated party,
confirmation is sought from the very armed forces, the US public and allies. The
victory defined in this way essentially includes all Clausewitz’'s elements of "total
war” (people, armed forces and government), which implies that victory (regardless
of the strength of the stronger party) cannot be complete until all the mentioned
elements of the defeated party accept it as a factual state. The Russian military
discourse relates the understanding of victory to the generation of war. In the
classification into six generations of war, according to the Russian military thought,
the means, levels and goals of war change. Achieving these goals can be
characterized as victory in a certain type of conflict (Ostapenko at al., 2012: 92-93).
Following the discussion about the complexity of defining and codifying victory, there
is a need to classify this complex “state”, which is often used colloquially due to its
theoretical vagueness. Martel distinguishes four elements of each victory, which
makes it possible to carry out closer classification of each victory: the level of victory,
the change of status quo, the level of state mobilisation for war (human, material,
technological, ideological) and post-conflict obligations (Martel, 2007: 101).

Victory can be classified according to the following criteria:

a) in relation to the type of combat operations (only offensive and defensive
military operations are taken into account here as the main types of warfare):

* victory in an attack;

* victory in defence;
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b) in relation to the type of conflict:

* victory in a symmetric conflict;

» victory in an asymmetric conflict;
c) in relation to the level of operations:

« tactical — related to the destruction of the enemy’s armed forces;

* operational - victory that does not necessarily mean the destruction of their
armed forces, because military victory does not mean political victory, as
well;

» strategic victory - reaching the strategic military and political goals of a party
to the conflict;

d) in relation to the level of the destruction of the opponent’s capacities for war:

« total victory - mostly destroyed defence capacities of the opponent;

* limited victory — partially destroyed defence capacities of the opponent;

e) in relation to the level of effort of resources:

« victory without losses - which could conditionally be called "a clean” victory;

* victory with limited losses and

* expensive victory - the so-called "Pyrrhic” victory due to greater losses of the
winner than the defeated (Vujaklija, 1996: 697);

f) in relation to duration:

* time-limited victory;

* permanent victory - which is measured more by permanent effects after victory
and not by a period of time;

g) in relation to the existence of a formalised act confirming victory:

« formalised victories and

+ unformalised victories.

Such classification can serve as an adequate basis for a more precise formulation
of definitions in defining victory at different levels of generality because every victory,
especially at strategic level, is essentially a Sui generis political observation.

The relationship between strategy and victory

Since the theory of victory has not yet been developed, there is no clear
correlation between victory and strategy yet. Martel believes that previous theoretical
considerations have always suppressed victory as a subcategory of strategy or
diplomacy (Martel, 2007: 15-52). Making difference between winning battles and
strategic victory as an end state to be reached, preferably without war and
destruction, Sun Tzu also argues that the success of every strategy depends on the
ability to preserve the victory that is won on the military field. Similar to this view,
Thucydides makes a distinction between victory in battles and victory in war, which
he claims is "a measure of the change in state in relation to the beginning of the
conflict”. The Roman General Polybius mentions the "proper use of victory” as the
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greatest wisdom, while after him Machiavelli also focused on "persistent victory and
maintaining the state after a military victory”. Clausewitz says that "there is no victory
in strategy”, and that tactical victory is a prerequisite for strategic success. Until the
19th century, the success of every strategy was considered to be a decisive and
quick victory over the enemy. Analysing the above, it can be concluded that the
relationship between strategy and victory is unclear, also because the concept of
strategy is generically mentioned without an essential prefix that would define it more
closely, i.e. explain which strategy we are talking about. The highest strategic
document of the state is its "grand strategy”, which unites all elements of power
(economic, military, political, information, etc.) in order to achieve strategic goals.
The defence strategy is a lower-ranked strategic document that refers to “the
preparation and use of military equipment in peace and war, within the state integral
defence against all forms of armed threats to national interests and goals”. In order
to understand victory at strategic level, it is important to notice the correlation
between "grand” strategy and military strategy given by Liddell Hart. Namely, he
remarked that the goal of the grand strategy was to achieve the political and
therefore the military goal of the war, with the fact that the grand strategy does not
deal with war in a narrower sense, but includes the course and outcome of war, as
well as peace after the war. On the other hand, military strategy (also called pure
strategy) represents the skill of a military leader, that is, the skill of distributing
military resources in order to achieve political goals. In other words, Hart believes
that military strategy is "the implementation of high strategy at a lower level” (Kova¢
et al, 2009:173). Strategic military victory, which is a derivative of the
implementation of military strategy, unequivocally leads to a favourable outcome of
the conflict and the probable achievement of national goals in accordance with the
grand strategy. However, in the complex and multifaceted dynamics of the conflict,
the military status quo or denying a quick victory to a potentially stronger opponent
can create preconditions for the engagement of other elements of the state power in
order to achieve a favourable outcome of conflicts through negotiations. This is
essential to open a theoretical debate on whether even small states can define
victory, not as the destruction of the military force of a disproportionately greater
attacker but, as Taiwan’s former Chief of General Staff Lee His-ming believes, as
deterring or preventing the enemy from winning the victory according to their idea
(His-ming, 2020).

The concept of victory in the strategic concept of total
defence of the Republic of Serbia

In order to explain and understand the historical concept of the Serbian
comprehension of victory, the wider theoretical concept of strategic culture has to

be understood. We should start from Martin Van Creveld’s position that "different
cultures consider war differently” (Van Creveld, 1991). Similar to him, Huser claims
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that a different view of war implies a different perception of victory, and he
expands his claim with the fact that there are different material, social and cultural
variables in the understanding of war (Huser, 2010: 20). On the basis of different
cultural understanding of war, Husser classifies cultures into “passive” and
"active”. According to him, "passive culture” leads to passive strategic thinking that
shapes their strategy. "Active culture” that leads to changes is opposite it, where
war is only one of the ways to achieve it. Here the author obviously views
pejoratively cultures whose war ethos is based on defence, while at the same time
glorifying the so-called “active”, but essentially aggressive cultures, which
allegedly lead to changes. This type of classification is very questionable, because
the orientation of some culture not to consider war as a way to initiate positive
changes or to impose its values on others by force does not make that culture less
valuable. Accordingly, the classification into "offensive” and "defensive” cultures
would be more acceptable. It is undeniable that the geopolitical position of a
country, historical traumas and heritage, religion, sense of belonging and
patriotism, value system and a great number of other factors shape the so-called
"strategic culture” of the people. In this context, Vrac¢ar and Stanojevi¢ believe that
"each country, encouraged by the impacts of its cultural identity, has a unique way
of analysis, interpretation and reaction to international reality.” (Vracar et al., 2019:
295-315). Stepi¢ believes that geopolitical factors are the basis of the Serbian
strategic culture, thus from this aspect it should be understood that the Serbian
war ethos and logos were primarily formed in the fight for the liberation and
preservation of the Serbian statehood in complex geopolitical circumstances from
the 19th century to the present day (Stepi¢, 2019: 166 -180). The long-term
pressures of the “preferred” foreign policy course of the Republic of Serbia,
permanent, mostly dichotomous, internal divisions around vital national interests
that were almost impossible to reconcile with diametrically opposite interests of
great powers, forced the Republic of Serbia to be in a state of permanent political
and military defence. Before the Balkan wars and the First World War, General
Putnik and Colonel Misi¢ developed the War Plan of Serbia, whose main idea was
to stick to the defence until the political and strategic situation was clarified, and
then act according to the situation (Group of authors, 1924). Even after the First
World War, in the countries including Serbia, the strategic paradigm of the state
defence also dominated. The Kingdom of Yugoslavia entered the April War in 1941
by engaging its forces according to the R-41 war plan, which was essentially of a
defensive character. After the Second World War, the Defence Strategy of the
SFRY was based on the defensive concept of public defence and social self-
defence. It implied that the Armed Forces of the SFRY (Yugoslav People’s Army
and Territorial Defence since 1968) should be the leaders of resistance to a
potential aggressor and protect independence, sovereignty, territorial integrity and
the socialist system of the SFRY established by the SFRY Constitution
(Constitution of the SFRY, 1974). Finally, common to all these eras is the
perception that successful defence is synonymous with victory, especially if a
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country is attacked by a disproportionately stronger aggressor. The historically
complex geopolitical environment and internal political turmoil have caused the
national (and thus defence) interests of the Republic of Serbia to change in
accordance with the periodic dominance of strategic culture that is more oriented
towards pro-Western or pro-Russian political discourse. Analysing the state of
strategic culture in the Republic of Serbia, Vraar and Stanojevi¢ believe that the
chosen policy of military neutrality has the potential to provide Serbia with a
foreign policy balance in relations with great powers, and also an internal political
consensus between two clearly profiled forms of strategic culture in the country
(Vracar et al., 2019: 295-315). Military neutrality implies exclusively relying on
one’s own resources, i.e. self-assistance in case of conflict, which led the Republic
of Serbia to accept the strategic concept of total defence as a model for the
development of its defence system (Stojkovi¢, 2019). Developing the concept of
total defence in the Republic of Serbia, the National Security Strategy, the Defence
Strategy and the Doctrine of the Serbian Armed Forces have been developed so
far (Forca et al., 2014: 145-165). An analysis of the content of these documents
has shown that none of them contains the term "victory”, while the Doctrine of the
Serbian Armed Forces Operations is the highest doctrinal document in which it is
stated that "victory is the ultimate goal of engaging the army in the event of an
escalation of the conflict”, without any further explanation (Doctrine of the SAF
Operations, 2010). Although victory as a concept is not mentioned in the Defence
Strategy, based on the emphasis on defence and the protection of national
interests, it could be concluded that, from the aspect of this document, victory at
strategic level in a potential conflict is in fact successfully executed defence.

The perception of a strategic victory
in the defence of small states

In order to test the claims made earlier regarding how small states can win a
strategic victory in a conflict with a multiple superior enemy, we will use a multiple
case study, that is, we will conduct a comparative analysis of the success of the US
military engagement 20 years after the aggression against the FRY, Iraq and
Afghanistan, as the examples of the military operations where disproportionately
great military force was used against states that were defending themselves. The
criteria of the US victory defined by Martel (Martel, 2007:104) have been used as
indicators, and they have been assessed using the three-level Seti scale. According
to this scale, success is complete achievement or great positive progress in fulfilling
the set criterion, partial success is considered to be circumstances in which certain
progress has been achieved, but it is not clear whether it is possible to achieve
complete success of the given criterion, while failure is the situation when the set
criterion has not been reached or was not viable without the presence of strong
occupying forces.
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Table 1 — A comparative analysis of the success of the US military engagement in KiM,
Iraq and Afghanistan

Criteria for the

US strategic KiM (R. Serbia) Afghanistan Iraq
victory
At the beginning of
Defeat the The army is not the war, the initiative

enemy’s armed

defeated, but the

was on the US party.

The army is defeated

.| economic After 20 years of war, |and the economic
gocrgﬁgn?irld their infrastructure is the Taliban gained infrastructure is
infrastructure greatly damaged. supremacy in the destroyed. — Success

— Partial success territory of the country.

— Failure
The NATO Forces . - Since the beginning of
. Since the beginning

conro e SEPUBIE | oftno war ool e ver ot

majority of member has been esiablished over greater

states support the only over greater demographic centres
Control of the un{lateral declaration gﬁg Zyc’or ﬁg 7;3 p%eégﬁs and along important
MY S8 | e Repubie of Kosovo | 0305 Intheenc | e S T

ooy s been [ elerioy under

Serbia and the UN. — | “'c ali)lur e ylost pro-Iranian militias.

Partial success

— Partial success

Political and
government
reform

In 2001, there was a
change of government
in Serbia, while the
so-called Republic of
Kosovo was established
in KiM. The crisis in
relations between
Belgrade and Pristina
is the subject of
negotiations under the
auspices of the EU and
the support of the US.
— Partial success

All the Pro-American
institutions of
government that were
established in
Afghanistan
disappeared after the
Taliban seized power
in Afghanistan in
August 2021. — Failure

Institutions are
formed through
elections and have a
generally good
relationship with the
US, but are burdened
by the influence of
local security
factors.— Success

Economy and
infrastructure
restoration

Investment in
economy and
infrastructure. —
Partial success

All investment has
been called into
question after the
military defeat.
Afghanistan still
remains an under-
developed country.
— Failure

Considerable funds
have been invested
in the reconstruction
of the energy infra-
structure for the ex-
ploitation of oil as the
primary source of the
state financing. —
Partial success
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Criteria for the

foreign policy of

KiM — Failure. The so-

accordance with the
US interests, but it

US strategic KiM (R. Serbia) Afghanistan Iraq
victory
Through its foreign
policy, R. Serbia is trying . .
to establish good ;’;e ;?rﬁg]: policy of Iraq’s policy towards
relations with the US, overgm ent after the the US is generally
which are burdened by ?JS f - | friendly, but it is
Change of the | the unresolved status of occupation Was In |\ certain in which

direction it will

the wars in the
territory of the former
SFRY. — Success

direction this
cooperation will
develop. — Failure

the enemy state | called Kosovo unquesti- . . develop due to the
oningly follows the US e)f;p f_;’ﬁ n%gaciig Zasco strengthening of
policy. — Success. g afn e tg gw ; regional influences.
Conclusion according | ~"oiiir f ' — Success
to this indicator —
Partial success
Both parties would Good relations have
like to improve been developed with | The relations
relations, but they are | the puppet government | between the two

. burdened by in Afghanistan. After countries have

Ees\t/?tr)gfaqingﬁ Qt of unresolved issues the arrival of the substantially

with the enem related to KiM and Taliban, there was a improved in

state Y |different perceptions | fundamental change. It | comparison to the
of the conflict during | is not clear in which period before the

beginning of the war.
— Success

CONCLUSION

A quasi-strategic
victory for the US,
as described by
Martel, with an
unclear end result.
(Martel W., 2007) An
attempt to create a
heteronomous
quasi-state that
follows the US

policy.

A strategic defeat
for the US, despite a
series of tactical
and operational
military victories.
The attempt to
establish states and
nations through the
action of an external
factor according to
the Western cultural
and legislative
pattern has failed.

A quasi-strategic
victory for the US
with an unclear
outcome according
to many parameters
of the victory.

Analysing these three cases, it can be concluded that even small states, with
their formalised or non-formalised defence strategies in which the essence is
resistance and non-acceptance of defeat, can cause serious damage to the
aggressor and their strategic goals. Such an action, especially over a longer period,
exhausts the aggressor and leaves them without a quick victory, which in the end
may imply that they abandon their initial strategic goals.
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Conclusion

Victory as a state can be codified and clearly described at tactical and
operational level, while its definition at strategic level is difficult because victory can
be used to describe any state during the conflict that politicians assess to meet the
minimum protection of national interests. This is particularly related to the attempt to
define the victory of the parties to an asymmetric conflict. The historical and
comparative analysis has shown that since the restoration of its modern statehood in
the 19th century, the Republic of Serbia has developed and maintained the defence
concept in various forms, whose focus was on the territorial defence, and that,
following its strategic and essentially defensive culture, that concept is still present
today. However, this does not mean that small states, relying on their resources,
cannot deny a disproportionately greater opponent a quick victory, fast destruction of
defence forces and the establishment of an occupation system of government. A
state in which the adversary slows down, loses initiative and political support in their
country, and at the same time engages greater human and material resources than
they have initially planned, can lead to an outcome that leads to the preservation of
the Serbian interests. This state of affairs can be perceived as a victory at strategic
level. The case study has confirmed that the concept of total defence, even in
conditions when it is not formally codified, and is a part of the strategic culture of the
people (example of Afghanistan), gives results if small states are forced to a strategy
of confrontation with great powers. Finally, sound strategic reflection dictates that the
state adapts more quickly to changes in the strategic environment, reduces strategic
wandering, and that national interests have to be clearly defined at the state level
within the Strategy of the Republic of Serbia. On its basis, all lower-ranking
strategies and policies aimed at solving the problem would be directed before we
come to the situation where the only guarantor of the protection of national interests
is the Armed Forces of the Republic of Serbia.
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Summary

he discussion about victory at strategic level is burdened by the colloquial

interpretation of the term itself and the complex interpretation of the
relationship between victory and strategy throughout history. In addition to the
problem of classification and definition of victory, this paper also theoretically
discusses different perception of victory by the parties to the conflict at strategic
level, which indicates the complexity of the relationship between victory and strategy.
Victory at strategic level is a political qualification that may or may not result from
military victories at operational and tactical level. The main criterion for claiming
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victory at strategic level is to consider the level of achievement of the prescribed
goals of the war, which are related to the achievement or defence of the state
national interests. The paper has shown that victory and defeat at strategic level are
not binary, but rather two extreme states between which there is a number of
possible intermediate states. Small states can claim their victory in one of the
intermediate states if the current state guarantees the protection of their essential
and vital national interests. Furthermore, those who base their defence strategy on
the concept of total defence, even if they do not defeat a stronger opponent militarily,
and if during an armed conflict they deny the enemy an absolute victory according to
their criteria, and at the same time protect their national interests, they can consider
such an outcome victory. The concept of total defence can lead to a conditional
victory when it is supported by the statehood and libertarian strategic culture of the
people. By analysing the content of strategic and doctrinal documents, scientific
publications, and then by comparative and historical analysis of the concepts of
strategy and victory, their relationship and understanding in different historical eras
has been shown. The historical comprehension of victory in the Republic of Serbia
since the restoration of statehood in the 19th century until today has been
particularly analysed. A multiple study (R. Serbia 1999-2022; Afghanistan
2001-2021; Iraq 2003-2022) in which the defenders’ successes were analysed after
the attack by an asymmetrically stronger armed force led by the US Armed Forces,
has served as the basis for scientific generalisation and making a final statement
about the success of the total defence, and also a conditional victory that can be
declared by the party that has successfully defended itself. In order to understand
the meaning of victory in the concept of total defence of the Republic of Serbia, it is
necessary to understand the strategic culture of our people, i.e. the factors that have
historically shaped the Serbian geostrategic code, especially from the restoration of
the modern Serbian state in the 19th century until today. It should be said that victory
is not mentioned in the current strategic documents of the Republic of Serbia, thus
the main question in this paper is how and when small states that base their security
on the concept of total defence can define victory? It has been shown that the
answer to this question is the so-called asymmetric victory. Namely, it should be
understood that the strategic victory of the weaker in an asymmetric conflict is
achieved by relying on armed forces, and above all, by the synergy of all elements of
national power the conditions are created to get out of conflicts under favourable
conditions with as few human and material losses as possible. Therefore, the goal
and possible outcome of war is not only the victory of one party and the implied
defeat of the other party, but it is a complex and multifaceted process in which it is
even possible, as absurd as it may sound, for both parties to claim victory, being
satisfied with the state that has been reached. In an asymmetric war, the perception
of victory is also asymmetric, i.e. for a stronger participant, some conflict, and
therefore victory in it, is of operational importance, and for a weaker one, it may be of
strategic importance. In the complex and multifaceted dynamics of the conflict, the
military status quo or denying a quick victory to a potentially stronger opponent can
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create preconditions for the engagement of other elements of the state power in
order to achieve a favourable outcome of the conflict. It is also of fundamental
importance, so that it could be argued that even small states can define victory not
as the destruction of the military force of a disproportionately greater attacker, but as
deterring or preventing the enemy from winning the victory according to their idea.

Key words: victory, total defence, defence strategy, grand strategy, conflict,
asymmetric conflict
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