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which conceptualize peace as a political and normative category linked
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Introduction

Over the past two decades, the Arctic has become an increasingly important
area of the European Union’s (EU) security policy, after having long been de-
scribed in its policies and strategies as a space of peace, cooperation, and low ten-
sions, without immediate security significance. The EU developed its approach to the
Arctic through a normative understanding of the region as a zone of peace, coopera-
tion, and stability, and this framework was institutionalized through its main strategic
documents and policies. However, the rapidly changing security environment in Eu-
rope and growing strategic competition, driven by the conflict in Ukraine and Russia’s
activities, have led to a gradual shift in this approach, with the EU increasingly viewing
the Arctic as a region of considerable strategic importance. The EU’s approach to this
region, which had previously been oriented toward the maintenance of peace, began
to be undermined by the geopolitical changes caused by the crisis and conflict in
Ukraine, especially after 2022. In this context, the increasingly pronounced spread of
militarizing tendencies within the EU, reflected in its greater focus on defence capabil-
ities and its more prominent geopolitical role, has also been reflected in the strength-
ening of the security and defence dimension of its Arctic policy. As such, this change
in Arctic policy forms part of a broader transformation of European foreign and security
policy, driven by growing security concerns. Although the EU continues discursively to
present the Arctic as a zone of peace, its policies increasingly embrace a new security
reality in which peace is linked to deterrence, stability, and military capability.

The EU is increasingly interested in the Arctic as a security space, viewing in-
tensified cooperation in this area as necessary in light of the conflict in Ukraine and
Russia’s strategic behaviour. This indicates a broader shift in its conceptualization of
the Arctic, in which it is no longer seen primarily as a space of cooperation detached
from security, but increasingly as part of the European security architecture. In the EU
policy framework, the Arctic was long viewed as an exception to traditional security
and geopolitical concerns, but growing strategic competition has led to increasing rec-
ognition of the need for security considerations in the region. This produces a tension
in EU policy, whereby the Arctic is discursively maintained as a peaceful space, while
in political practice it is increasingly integrated into the EU’s security and defence pro-
cesses. The article uses critical peace and security studies to examine the transfor-
mation of the EU’s conceptualization of peace in the Arctic, focusing on the extent to
which EU policy toward the Arctic reflects the broader process of the Union’s geopo-
liticization and how this affects its normative concept of the Arctic as a zone of peace.
It argues that the peace framework has not been abandoned, but that its meaning
has been transformed, with peace increasingly understood as dependent on stability
maintained through security and defence capabilities. The Arctic is therefore analysed
as a space in which the tension between the EU’s peace-oriented discourse and its
increasingly pronounced reliance on strategic and security logic becomes particularly
visible, despite the Union’s self-understanding as a peace-oriented organization.
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The European Union and Security in the Arctic

The literature on the European Union in the Arctic has largely followed the Union’s
gradual emergence as a regional actor through governance, regulation, and, more
indirectly, security. Over the past two decades, the European Union has adopted dif-
ferent approaches to the Arctic, in which security constituted only one element of its
presence, although one whose importance has steadily increased. In its earlier ap-
proach, the EU functioned as an Arctic actor primarily through functional competenc-
es exercised through law, international agreements, and institutional arrangements,
exerting limited influence on governance in the region (Koivurova et al., 2012). This
influence acquired additional significance in the context of sea-ice retreat and the
opening of new maritime routes, as existing EU policies increasingly intersected with
issues of access, control, and stability in the Arctic. At the same time, analyses of the
EU’s role in Arctic governance pointed to the limits of its ability to act in the field of hard
security, since issues of territorial delimitation and military presence remained within
the domain of the national sovereignty of Arctic states, while the EU’s institutional ab-
sence from key Arctic bodies further limited its political influence (Pieper et al., 2011).

The EU gradually moved from viewing the Arctic exclusively as a space of cooper-
ation and stability toward more direct engagement with geopolitical rivalries and secu-
rity considerations. In this process, the normative discourse of peace and cooperation
developed in parallel with a growing awareness of the Arctic’s strategic relevance to
its interests (Weber & Romanyshyn, 2011). This established a framework in which the
security dimension of the Arctic was integrated into EU policy indirectly, rather than
through open militarization or an explicit security doctrine. @sthagen (2013) notes that
the EU has often been described as an Arctic actor whose presence and interests did
not stem from a unified strategy of the Member States, but from a combination of in-
stitutional ambitions, sectoral policies, and the Union’s own foreign-policy positioning.
He observes that, after 2008, a phase of institutional consolidation began, in which
the EU sought to legitimize its role in the Arctic primarily as a foreign-policy and gov-
ernance actor, engaging in international cooperation and helping to maintain regional
stability (dsthagen, 2013). Wegge notes that this approach was further shaped by the
process of developing the EU’s first more coherent Arctic policy, in which the Euro-
pean Commission played a central role, albeit in constant interaction and negotiation
with Arctic states that constrained EU ambitions by insisting on international law and
the primacy of the Arctic Council (Wegge, 2012).

Therefore, EU Arctic policy developed as a compromise between a normative mul-
tilateral discourse and a growing awareness of the region’s security and geopolitical
implications, without the Union explicitly assuming the role of a hard-security actor.
However, the absence of formal institutional recognition of the EU as a significant ac-
tor in Arctic governance led to a situation in which it played a complementary and sec-
ondary role, with its political and strategic relevance being accepted selectively and
within existing regional mechanisms (Hossain, 2015). During this period, while the
region was slowly and gradually being integrated into the EU’s broader foreign-policy
and security framework, it remained framed by the normative discourse of coopera-
tion and stability. @sthagen argues that the security and geopolitical dynamics in the
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Arctic during the 2010s did not confirm dominant narratives of inevitable militarization
and open conflict, since key resources were already under the control of the Arctic
states themselves, while territorial disputes had limited political scope and regional
cooperation survived even after the deterioration of relations between Russia and the
West after 2014 (Jsthagen, 2017). Bailes and Olafsson (2017) argue that the EU’s
contribution to regional security remained secondary in relation to NATO, positioning
it primarily as an actor of mediation and regulation, adding that this approach was
institutionally reproduced through formats of regional cooperation that operated within
a framework largely free of security concerns. They note, however, that these formats
nevertheless enabled the EU to influence regional stability and governance indirectly
through institutional mechanisms, although without direct security engagement (Bail-
es & Olafsson, 2017).

Conde Pérez and Yaneva (2016) similarly emphasize that EU Arctic policy devel-
oped in a fragmented and cautious manner, relying on multilateralism and soft power,
with the Arctic simultaneously presented as a space of cooperation and peace while
gradually and indirectly being included in broader debates on geostrategic relevance
through issues of maritime security and the stability of the international order (Conde
Pérez & Yaneva, 2016). Raspotnik and @sthagen (2019) analysed EU engagement in
the Arctic as part of a broader process of its foreign-policy and geopolitical positioning,
starting from the assumption that the EU was already displaying recognizable geopo-
litical characteristics. While they agree that the EU constructed the Arctic as a space
of governance, responsibility, and cooperation, all grounded in multilateralism, they
note that the EU sought to secure political relevance in a space where it lacked tradi-
tional instruments of power. They add that, in doing so, it encountered resistance from
Arctic states, which insisted on sovereignty and existing regional regimes (Raspotnik
& @Dsthagen, 2019). Riddervold and Davis Cross (2019) also agree that EU Arctic
policy developed gradually and reactively, but interpret its change as a response to
the deterioration of the security environment in Europe and changes in relations with
Russia after 2014. They argue that, from that point onward, the security dimension
was introduced indirectly through the discourse of stability, international law, and co-
operation (Riddervold & Davis Cross, 2019), agreeing with other authors that this was
a significant, though not yet decisive, moment.

Wegge (2020) argues that the development of a more coherent EU Arctic poli-
cy during this period served as a means of strengthening the Union’s foreign-poli-
cy approach without abandoning its normative identity oriented toward peace and
cooperation. However, he notes that this took place in parallel with changes in the
security strategies of North Atlantic states, which increasingly incorporated the Arctic
into military and defence planning (Wegge, 2020). Biedermann (2020) analysed the
adjustment of EU Arctic policy through a gradual shift in focus from a general Arctic
framework toward the Euro-Arctic space as an area with geopolitical potential. He
notes that, although the EU does not occupy a central governance position within
Arctic institutions, its influence grew during the 2010s as it framed the Euro-Arctic
space as important for the Union’s broader political and economic interests (Bieder-
mann, 2020). Terzi argues that the EU’s presence in the Arctic was in fact politically
problematic, given that it lacked a clear position in the main Arctic forums and that its
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participation depended on the consent of Arctic states, which, in his view, led the Un-
ion to avoid taking clear positions on issues with potential security implications (Terzi,
2020). However, Lebel and Nilsson (2024) note that, by the end of the decade, the
EU’s ambitions had strengthened through strategic documents and sectoral policies
in which the normative language of sustainability and cooperation was increasingly
combined with recognition of the region’s geopolitical significance, critical resources,
and security stability, particularly in the context of the Ukraine crisis and changes in
Northern Europe’s security architecture (Lebel & Nilsson, 2024). The literature largely
agrees on the EU’s limited role in the region and the growing strategic significance of
the Arctic, but it has paid less attention to how the EU itself normatively conceptualizes
the Arctic as a space of peace and how this framing changes under increasing secu-
rity and geopolitical pressure.

Critical Approaches to Peace, Security, and the
EU’s Geopolitical Turn

Since the existing literature largely presents the transformation of the EU’s ap-
proach to Arctic security as an expected response to the deterioration of the European
security environment and the region’s growing strategic relevance, greater attention
needs to be paid to how and why this change occurred. The geopolitical significance
of the Arctic is not new, but its renewed importance after 2022 should not make the
conceptual transformation of the region appear inevitable, nor should the reframing of
the Arctic as a zone of peace necessarily be understood exclusively through militariza-
tion and security logic. The coexistence of the EU’s discourse on the Arctic as a space
of peace with the growing expansion of security and defence practices justified in the
name of preserving that peace points to a broader transformation in the relationship
between peace, security, and geopolitical order.

Contemporary debates on peace and security indicate a profound transforma-
tion of the international peace order, in which the liberal model of peace is gradually
changing, but is not being abandoned. Richmond (2021a) develops the concept of
the international peace architecture as a historically layered and internally contra-
dictory set of norms, institutions, discourses, and political practices through which
peace is understood, produced, and maintained. Within this framework, peace does
not function as a condition simply opposed to force, but as a hybrid political construc-
tion shaped by the interaction of normative claims, institutional arrangements, and
coercive practices. Relations of power, militarization, and stabilization therefore do not
stand outside peace, but increasingly form part of the way in which it is reproduced
and maintained in contemporary international politics (Richmond, 2021b).

Within this approach, he argues that liberal peace has not been abandoned, but
has been reshaped over the past two decades through processes of securitization
and adaptation to the logic of deterrence, with peace increasingly reduced to negative
peace, that is, to the absence of open violence alongside the simultaneous pres-
ervation of existing structures of power. This transformation is further deepened by
the separation of peace from justice, whereby peace is normatively associated with
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universal values, while in political practice it is operationalized through control, geopo-
litical positioning, and military strengthening, enabling the language of peace to serve
as a justification for practices that do not produce peace (Richmond, 2021b). Under
conditions of the weakening of the liberal international order, peace is increasingly
produced through balances of power, bloc competition, and military capability, while
the discourse of peace remains a normative constant in international politics, albeit
with altered content that gives priority to stability over justice and to security over
political emancipation (Richmond, 2025). This understanding of peace makes it pos-
sible to interpret EU policy toward the Arctic as part of a broader transformation of the
peace architecture, in which the region is not exempt from security logic, but retains a
peace framework alongside its integration into strategies of deterrence, stability, and
geopolitical positioning.

Developing the analysis further, Richmond and Pogodda (2025) argue that no in-
ternational order can survive without instruments for producing and maintaining peace,
noting that the liberal international order rested on hegemonic alignment, within which
peace was maintained through a combination of normative discourse and political
power. With the weakening of that order, they argue, the liberal model of peacemaking
is disintegrating and being replaced by a fragmented and geopoliticized framework in
which peace is increasingly reduced to stability maintained by force, territorial control,
and deterrence, while peace discourse is retained as a normative framework deprived
of transformative content (Richmond & Pogodda, 2025). Mac Ginty (2021) further
argues that liberal peace no longer functions as the dominant international model, but
has been replaced by a post-liberal and hybrid system in which peace is produced
situationally and instrumentally, through a combination of normative language, milita-
rization, and security pragmatism, with stability and control systematically prioritized
over justice (Mac Ginty, 2021). A similar critique is offered by Chandler, who argues
that contemporary peace and security policies are characterized by deep distrust of
liberal transformation, with the classical liberal assumptions of sovereignty and dem-
ocratic self-government having been abandoned after the Cold War in favour of an
institutionalist approach oriented toward stability. Within this framework, liberal con-
cepts are retained in peace discourse, but acquire illiberal content, as they increas-
ingly denote mechanisms of regulation and security governance, thereby erasing the
distinction between peace and security and redefining peace as stability without trans-
formation (Chandler, 2010).

Bargués and Morillas (2019) show that a similar logic is visible in EU crisis-man-
agement policy, in which peace is redefined as manageable stability under conditions
of permanent crisis. In this context, militarization and security instruments are normal-
ized as rational responses to crises, while political and social transformation remains
beyond the reach of peace policies (Bargués & Morillas, 2019). Following a similar
line of argument, Shepherd (2021) states that over the past two decades the Europe-
an Union has undergone a process of collective securitization, within which security
threats are no longer viewed as divided into internal and external categories, but are
constructed as transboundary. This creates a security continuum that transforms the
EU’s identity from that of a normative peace actor into that of a strategically oriented
security actor (Shepherd, 2021). Ifiguez de Heredia (2020) argues that the apparent
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transformation of EU peace policy can also be understood as a shift toward excep-
tionalist militarism, in which the EU does not abandon peace discourse, but changes
the criteria of what counts as peace, placing military capability, territorial control, and
deterrence at the centre of peace policies (Ifiguez de Heredia, 2020). Hakansson
(2023) argues that, over the past decade, the EU’s role in security and defence has
deepened considerably, with the Union, and especially the European Commission, no
longer acting exclusively as a normative or civilian actor, but increasingly positioning
itself as an enabler of military mobility, deterrence, and territorial defence in close
institutional alignment with NATO (Hakansson, 2023).

Rieker and Riddervold (2022) further emphasize that this transformation does not
occur through the explicit abandonment of the EU’s normative discourse, but through
a contextual change in its meaning. In strategic documents, the Union retains the lan-
guage of peace and multilateralism, while under conditions of perceived urgency and
immediate threat it shifts toward security-oriented action that pushes normative goals
into the background in favour of stability and security (Rieker & Riddervold, 2022).
This process can be framed within the broader set of crises the EU has faced over
the past decade, which has enabled the normalization of discourses on conflict, deter-
rence, and military readiness. In this way, peace is redefined as an outcome of military
capability, industrial support, strategic preparedness, and territorial control, without
altering the EU’s declarative peace identity (Hoeffler, Hofmann, & Mérand, 2024). EU
policy toward the Arctic can therefore be understood as part of a broader pattern in
which the region remains within the normative framework of a zone of peace, while
peace itself is increasingly understood as stability maintained through deterrence and
security. From this perspective, the Arctic no longer appears as a space outside secu-
rity policy, but as a space in which the meaning of peace is reshaped under conditions
of geopolitical competition.

Theoretical Framework

The literature generally agrees that the Arctic retained geopolitical significance
throughout the post-Cold War period and that, before 2022, the EU’s role in the re-
gion’s security was limited. However, much of this literature adopts a descriptive and
neorealist approach and does not question how the conceptualization of the Arctic
changed so rapidly and decisively. In line with the preceding theoretical considera-
tions, peace is understood within this theoretical framework as a political form of sta-
bility, rather than as a normative ideal achieved solely through the absence of force.
Peace is treated as a historically variable category whose meaning is shaped by con-
crete security practices, relations of power, and institutional arrangements. Within this
framework, liberal peace in the EU is not understood as an abandoned concept, but
as a transformed model in which the normative language of peace is retained, while
its practical meaning is increasingly linked to military deterrence, stability, traditional
security, and the preservation of the existing order. EU policy toward the Arctic is
therefore interpreted as part of a broader transformation of the European approach to
peace and security, in which the region is no longer exempt from security logic, but is
gradually incorporated into strategic and defence frameworks, while the normative im-
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age of the Arctic as a zone of peace is simultaneously maintained, at least nominally.
The EU thus retains the normative discourse of peace in the Arctic, while increasingly
framing the region in terms of defence, security, and strategic relevance.

From this perspective, it can be argued that the EU’s continued maintenance of
a normative peace framing, alongside its growing security role in the Arctic, has still
not been sufficiently theorized or examined. The article argues that this apparent con-
tradiction reflects neither the continuity of the peace framework nor its abandonment,
but rather its transformation, whereby peace is redefined as stability secured through
deterrence and security integration. Militarization, therefore, does not appear as the
opposite of the peace framework, but as a means of preserving it, with peace rede-
fined as stability maintained through military capability and deterrence. The method
used in the article is a qualitative analysis of documents and discourse in the main EU
strategic documents on the Arctic and related foreign and security policy, together with
official political statements by leading EU actors. The analysis examines how the Arc-
tic is framed as a political and strategic space, how the relationship between peace,
stability, and security is discursively described, and how the EU’s own role in the re-
gion is positioned in relation to cooperation and deterrence. In this way, the theoretical
framework is operationalized through an analysis of the language and political logic
through which the normative discourse of peace and security is retained, while its
practical meaning is increasingly associated with defence and deterrence. The period
covered extends from 2008 to 2026, making it possible to trace this transformation
from the EU’s earlier cooperative framing of the Arctic toward its increasingly explicit
integration into broader European and transatlantic security structures.

Empirical Analysis of the EU’s Arctic Security
Strategy

In the earliest EU policy documents on the Arctic, security is introduced cautiously
and indirectly, through the language of stability, international law, and cooperation. In
the Commission’s 2008 communication on the Arctic, the region is defined as signif-
icant for international stability and the Union’s security interests, with changes in the
Arctic environment linked to shifts in regional security dynamics and potential conse-
quences for the international order. The EU frames itself as an actor that will contribute
to stability by strengthening multilateral governance based on international law and by
incorporating the Arctic into broader foreign and security policy frameworks (Euro-
pean Commission, 2008). In 2012, the Commission explicitly described the Arctic as
a space in which international cooperation contributes to peace and security, and in
which regional stability is linked to institutional cooperation and the peaceful settle-
ment of disputes. The Arctic is viewed as an area of growing strategic importance, with
the maintenance of good international cooperation and support for the region’s stabil-
ity identified as key EU interests, while the Arctic Council is presented as the primary
forum for international cooperation in the region. The Commission links the EU’s role
to support for international cooperation, maritime safety and security, and the existing
legal order, rather than to direct security engagement (European Commission, 2012).
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In the EU’s 2016 Integrated Policy for the Arctic, security is clearly positioned as
part of the region’s broader strategic significance, although it remains framed through
stability, cooperation, and international law. The Arctic is presented as an area of stra-
tegic importance for the EU, with a warning that changes in the region may increase
the risk of tensions due to intensified competition over resources, calling on the Union
to strengthen maritime security. The policy maintains the position that Arctic states
have primary responsibility for addressing issues within their territories, but also that
many issues affecting the region can be addressed more effectively through regional
and multilateral cooperation, which is why EU engagement is presented as important.
It also states that it is more important than ever to ensure that the Arctic remains a
zone of peace, prosperity, and constructive international cooperation, while the Arctic
Council is presented as the primary forum for international cooperation in the region.
However, it also argues that the EU has a role in strategic dialogue on Arctic issues
(European Commission, 2016). This understanding was further reinforced in the EU
Global Strategy adopted the same year, which states that the EU has a strategic
interest in the Arctic remaining an area of low tensions, with continued cooperation
supported by the Arctic Council, a functioning legal framework, and stronger political
and security cooperation in the region (EEAS, 2016).

In its 2021 strategy, the European Commission clearly defined the Arctic as a
space of enduring strategic interests and emphasized that its engagement in the re-
gion represents a geopolitical necessity. Because of the overlap of economic, politi-
cal, and security interests in the Arctic, it warned that growing attention to the region
carries the risk of turning it into a space of broader geopolitical competition. It noted
the increase in Russian military activity in the region and the expanding use of civil-
ian infrastructure for military purposes, linking these developments to global strategic
positioning and security issues that go beyond the regional level. It announced the
strengthening of its own strategic capacities and the inclusion of Arctic issues within
the frameworks of foreign and security policy. It emphasizes that, given the EU’s re-
sponsibility for maintaining peace and security in the region, a coordinated response
within the broader European and transatlantic security architecture is necessary to
prevent potential tensions, while arguing that it is more important than ever to ensure
that the Arctic remains a zone of peace, prosperity, and constructive international co-
operation (European Commission, 2021). A contemporaneous European Parliament
report states that the Arctic has historically been a region of peace, low tensions, and
international cooperation, emphasizing that political will should be preserved in order
to maintain this character of the region and that disputes should be resolved in accord-
ance with international law. However, it also states that the geopolitical significance of
the Arctic is growing and that the future of the region and the challenges it faces go
beyond the interests of the Arctic states themselves, requiring multi-level governance,
regional cooperation, and international solutions, including those related to security
challenges. It also warns that Arctic security is increasingly linked to global geopolitics,
expressing concern over the progressive militarization of the region, particularly as a
result of Russia’s extensive military build-up (European Parliament, 2021).

In 2022, the EU revised its overall foreign and security policy strategy, stating
that the conflict in Ukraine marked a fundamental change in the European security
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environment, creating an era of intensified strategic competition that placed the EU
in a more hostile and unpredictable environment. It concluded that its security and
defence efforts were insufficient in view of the current threat environment and that it
had to significantly increase both its capacities and its readiness to act, announcing
that it should become a stronger political and security actor, capable of shaping inter-
national security outcomes rather than merely reacting to them, while outlining plans
to increase defence spending and investment (European Union, 2022). The Com-
mission extended this view to the Arctic as well, framing it as part of the deteriorating
global security environment and growing strategic competition, emphasizing that the
opening of new maritime routes creates additional security challenges and risks. In
its communication, particular attention was paid to threats to critical infrastructure, the
integration of the Arctic into the broader EU maritime surveillance system, and the in-
tensification of cooperation with Arctic coastal states and NATO in the field of maritime
security (European Commission, 2023). The connection between EU Arctic policy and
the explicit link between peace, security, and defence is evident, while the discourse
of strategic planning and military defence permeates its documents alongside the
earlier language of cooperation.

In 2025, the European Parliament's Committee on Foreign Affairs prepared a new
strategy on geopolitical cooperation in the Arctic, reiterating the normative position
that the Arctic should remain a zone of peace and constructive cooperation based
on multilateral cooperation within a rules-based order. However, it warned that the
increase in Russia’s military presence in the Arctic had heightened regional tensions,
while at the same time emphasizing the importance of the Arctic for EU security. It
called on other EU institutions to recognize the growing militarization of the Arctic and
requested the strengthening of deterrence capabilities in cooperation with Member
States and NATO allies. It also supported the idea of Norway and Iceland joining the
EU, which would increase defence cooperation and strengthen EU security (European
Parliament, 2025a). Parliament defined the Arctic as a region of strategic importance,
assessing that the security environment in the region had fundamentally changed,
and arguing that it could no longer be viewed exclusively as a space of cooperation,
but as part of a broader geopolitical and security environment that directly affects EU
interests. Arctic security issues are explicitly linked to the Euro-Atlantic framework
and NATO’s role, while it is emphasized that the accession of Finland and Sweden
to NATO, as well as the strengthening of EU-NATO cooperation, have improved the
security dynamics of Northern Europe (European Parliament, 2025b).

Commission President von der Leyen (2025) emphasized that the Arctic and the
North Atlantic occupy a central place in the EU’s security and defence thinking, explic-
itly highlighting Iceland’s strategic role within NATO’s architecture and announcing the
strengthening of EU-Iceland cooperation in the field of security and defence. Within
this framework, attention is drawn to the need to adapt EU Arctic policy to the grow-
ing presence of Russia and China (European Council, 2025). In the Nordic Council,
she described the Arctic as a geopolitical space in which, due to the return of power
politics, deterrence, and strategic competition in international relations, a new EU se-
curity approach must be developed, emphasizing that the EU must deepen security
cooperation with Nordic and Arctic states and adapt its Arctic policy to the new geo-
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political reality (von der Leyen, 2025). The increased directness of EU discourse on
Arctic security coincided with tensions within NATO, which arose as a result of U.S.
President Trump stating that he was interested in taking control of Greenland for the
security of the United States. He went so far as to threaten the possible use of military
force, provoking strong political resistance from Denmark and Greenland, which une-
quivocally rejected any possibility of changing the territory’s status and reaffirmed the
local population’s right to self-determination. This indicates that the Arctic is becoming
a space of open geopolitical competition and pressure even within alliances (BBC,
2025a; CNN, 2025).

NATO Secretary General Rutte (2025) explicitly defined the Arctic as a space of
growing strategic significance, and Iceland as a key point of Euro-Atlantic security
because of its geostrategic position. He emphasized the need to increase NATO’s
military presence in the region and to shift toward a military-defence mindset in or-
der to preserve peace, identifying Russia as the clear primary security threat (Rutte,
2025). The EU High Representative for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy, Kallas
(2025), clearly stated that decisions about Greenland’s future can be made only by
its inhabitants, calling for full respect for sovereignty, territorial integrity, and the rules-
based order. She stated that Greenland is acquiring increasing importance for the
EU’s geostrategic priorities in the Arctic in the context of changing global security dy-
namics, acknowledging that military activity in the region is growing and that security
issues can no longer be marginalized, even in the absence of an immediate military
threat (Kallas, 2025). This position was further confirmed in EU reactions to continued
U.S. pressure regarding Greenland, as its political leadership publicly expressed full
solidarity with Denmark and Greenland, reaffirming that the fundamental principles
of international law and territorial integrity form the basis of European security (BBC,
2025b; The Guardian, 2025). Even under increased geopolitical pressure from an ally,
the EU maintained its Arctic policy, while increasingly adopting a security- and strate-
gically oriented discourse toward the region.

Despite these tensions in transatlantic relations, recent security cooperation in
Northern Europe and the Arctic demonstrates continuity and deepening, with Europe-
an NATO members acting in a coordinated and autonomous manner. Sweden, one
of NATO’s newest members, has significantly increased its participation in allied de-
terrence and defence activities, emphasizing that the military integration of the Nordic
space represents one of the region’s central contributions to the Alliance (Maanpu-
olustus, 2025). This has been supported by intensified bilateral cooperation within the
EU, with Sweden and Germany deepening their strategic partnership in the fields of
foreign policy, security, and defence in order to strengthen regional stability and strate-
gic resilience (Government of Sweden, 2025). Finland has simultaneously positioned
itself as an important point of NATO presence in the Arctic through the establishment
and operationalization of the Forward Land Forces Finland project, the intensification
of allied exercises under Arctic conditions, and the clear framing of the Arctic as part
of the broader European and transatlantic security architecture (Finnish Ministry for
Foreign Affairs, 2025).

Von der Leyen (2026) spoke directly about Greenland and the Arctic, stressing
that Europe is fully committed to the security of the Arctic region. She highlighted
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continued cooperation between the EU and NATO in the Arctic and insisted that Arctic
security must be ensured collectively, while also reaffirming the EU’s full support for
the integrity and sovereignty of Greenland and Denmark. She promised increased EU
support for Arctic security, higher defence spending, and a review of the Union’s Arctic
strategy by the end of the year (von der Leyen, 2026). EU policy followed its rhetoric,
as in March 2026 it concluded a security and defence partnership with Iceland, which
had been drafted at the end of 2025. The partnership clearly states that the security of
the EU and Iceland is interconnected and interdependent, justifies increased defence
spending, including in the Arctic, by reference to the continuing conflict in Ukraine,
and describes the threats facing the EU as multidimensional and no longer limited to
traditional defence issues. The agreement framed the Arctic as a region of strategic
importance, emphasizing regional security, maritime security, critical infrastructure,
and climate security, while the region remained embedded within the broader de-
fence framework of cooperation with NATO (Council of the European Union, 2026).
Thus, EU discourse and accompanying policies increasingly portray a geopolitical and
militarized EU, with its earlier discourse of institutional and international cooperation
giving way to a conceptualization of the Arctic as a contested security environment.

Conclusion

The analysis of the European Union’s approach to the Arctic over the past two
decades shows that the Arctic has become an increasingly important space for Euro-
pean security. EU policy toward the region has gradually transformed the established
peace and security framework it applied to the Arctic, without abandoning it, justifying
this shift through the deterioration of European security and the perceived threat from
Russia. In EU discourse, the Arctic is still nominally described as a zone of peace,
cooperation, and stability, but the character of that peace is increasingly linked to
military security, deterrence, and preparedness. Peace is no longer understood as
the absence of force or as the result of cooperation, but as a condition of stability
produced and maintained through military and security capacities, strategic planning,
and further integration into the Euro-Atlantic security architecture. The findings show
that the security dimension of the Arctic was long present implicitly in EU policy, but
that after the outbreak of the conflict in Ukraine it was openly and explicitly articulated.
A clear shift is visible toward the EU understanding the Arctic as a space of enduring
strategic interests, geopolitical competition, and security risks, with its discourse in-
creasingly normalizing the language of defence preparedness, cooperation, and de-
terrence. These findings confirm the argument that peace in contemporary EU policy
is being redefined as stability maintained through security instruments, rather than as
a normative ideal separate from the logic of military security. Intensified transatlantic
security cooperation in the Arctic is not the cause of this transformation, but its visible
indicator. NATO enlargement in Europe, as well as the EU’s growing geopolitical role
and the increasing defence budgets of its Member States, show that the Arctic no
longer functions as an exception within European security policy, but is now viewed
as an area of strategic competition and military security.
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This provides the basis for the argument that the militarization of the Arctic does
not operate as the opposite of the EU’s peace framework, but as its instrument and
precondition. The theoretical contribution of the article lies in this interpretation of the
transformation of peace. Drawing on critical peace and security studies, the article
shows that liberal peace in the context of EU Arctic policy has not been abandoned,
but transformed into a peace maintained through defence, with militarization increas-
ingly viewed as a normalized and rationalized instrument for preserving peace and
security. The EU’s conceptualization of the contemporary peace order in the Arctic
thus functions as a hybrid and internally contradictory construction in which peace is
produced through power and strength, rather than through the international coopera-
tion that is nominally advocated. The analysis further shows that the geopoliticization
of the region is taking place in parallel with the geopoliticization of the EU itself, as the
Union increasingly understands security and peace through the logic of military secu-
rity and defence. This creates a tension between declarative peacefulness and practi-
cal militarization, so that the Arctic emerges as a space in which the transformation of
the European understanding of peace becomes clearly visible. If the EU continues to
present the Arctic simultaneously as a zone of peace while integrating it into the logic
of military deterrence and security, the region will find it increasingly difficult to function
as a space of low tensions, while the EU’s normative credibility as a peace actor will
be further called into question. In this way, the Arctic becomes a mirror of broader ge-
opolitical competition in the world and of the EU’s transformation into a more explicitly
geopolitical and strategic entity oriented toward military security.
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Summary

his paper examines the effects of the European Union’s geopolitical turn on its

Arctic security policy and on the established understanding of the Arctic as a
space of peace, cooperation, and low tensions. It starts from the assumption that, for
a long period, the EU represented the Arctic through a normative framework of peace,
stability, and multilateral cooperation, while the security dimension of the region was
present in its policy mainly indirectly, through regulation, governance, and institutional
mechanisms. However, the deterioration of the European security environment, grow-
ing strategic competition, Russia’s strategic policy and military presence, and the war
in Ukraine have gradually led the Arctic to be understood in EU policy increasingly as
a space of strategic importance, security risks, and geopolitical competition.

The paper theoretically draws on critical peace and security studies, starting from
an understanding of peace not as a fixed normative ideal, but as a historically variable
political category whose meaning is shaped by power relations, security practices,
and institutional orders. On this basis, it argues that the EU’s peace framework in the
Arctic has not been abandoned, but transformed, so that peace is increasingly under-
stood as stability maintained through security, deterrence, and defence capabilities.

The method of the paper is based on a qualitative analysis of EU strategic docu-
ments on the Arctic and related foreign-policy and security documents, as well as po-
litical statements by leading EU actors in the period from 2008 to 2026. The analysis
shows that more recent EU documents and discourse, while retaining the language
of peace, cooperation, and international law, increasingly openly introduce the lan-
guage of strategic competition, defence readiness, infrastructure protection, NATO
cooperation, and deterrence. The Arctic therefore no longer appears as an exception
to security logic, but as a space in which the EU simultaneously maintains a normative
discourse of peace and accepts an increasingly pronounced security and defence
rationality.

The paper concludes that the militarization of the Arctic in EU policy does not op-
erate as the opposite of its peace framework, but increasingly as its instrument and
precondition, making the Arctic a clear indicator of the broader transformation of the
EU into a more explicitly geopolitical and security-oriented actor.

Keywords: EU foreign policy, Arctic security, geopolitics, peace studies, militariza-
tion.
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AﬂCTpaKT: Tokom mpoTekne fgeueHvje nonutuka EBponcke yHuje
(EY) npema ApkTWKy npoluna je Kpo3 nocTeneHy TpaHcgopma-
LK}y, Y KOjOj je HeH yCTarbeH HOPMAaTUBHM KOHLENT PervoHa Kao 30He
Mupa cee Bulle 6uBao nogpueaH 6e3benHOCHUM 1M ogbpamMBeHnM UH-
Tepecuma. Mako je EY gyro nocmatpana ApKTUK Kao NpocTop MynTua-
TepanHe capage 1 HACKWX TeH3uja, pacTyha cTpaTeLlKka KOHKypeHLmja
[0Bena je y nuTame TakBo YOKBMpaBame. Y YnaHky ce ucnuTyje passoj
apKTUYKMX nonmtuka EY, Koju ogpaxasa npouec TpaHcgopmaumje ka
M3PaXXeHWjoj reononMTUYKOj Yro3K, Kao U HaYMH Ha Koju je Taj npouec
MoBe3aH Ca HOPMAaTUBHWM CxBaTakeM ApKTMKA Kao 30HE Mupa U ca
CXBaTakeM came YHWje Kao opraHusaLmje opujeHTucaHe ka Mupy. AHa-
Nn3a rnaBHUX CTpaTeLLKX JOKyMeHaTa EY 1 nonutuukor guckypca Koju
Ce OAHOCK Ha APKTUK CrpoBOOM Ce KPO3 TEOPUJCKU OKBUP KPUTUYKUX
cTyaunja Mupa 1 6e36enHOCTK, KOje MUP KOHLIENTYanm3yjy kao NonTUYKy
1 HOPMATWBHY KaTeropujy noeesaHy ca ogHocuma mohu, 6e3begHoLwhy
u ctabunHowhy. MNojavaHa TpaHcaTnaHTcka 6e36eqHOCHa capadHa Ha
ApKTWKY npefcTaBrba ce Kao npumep Linpe npomeHe y nonutuuum EY,
npu Yemy YHuja 3agpxaBa MUPOBHU OKBUP Y CBOM (POPMarnHOM npucTy-
ny ApKTUKY, OK ra MCTOBpeMeHO npunarofjasa norvum ogspaharsa u
cTrabunHocTy.

KrbyyHe peun: cnoseHa nonumuka EY, 6e36edHocm Apkmuka, ee-
oronumuka, cmyduje Mupa, Munumapu3auuja
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YBog

OKOM MpoTekne ABe AeleHunje APKTYK je NocTao CBe 3HavajHuje nogpydje 6es-

6enHocHe nonutuke EBponcke yHuje (EY), HakOH LUTO je Ayro Y HeHUM NonuTu-
kama 1 cTpaTtermjama 61o onmncKBaH Kao MPOCTOP MMpa, Capaghe W HUCKUX TEH3W]a,
6e3 HenocpenHor 6e3benHOCHOT 3Havaja. EY je cBoj npuctyn ApKTuKy pas3suna Kpo3s
HOpPMaTMBHO CXBaTake PerMoHa Kao 30He Mupa, capadke U CTabunHoCTH, a Taj Ok-
BMP j& UHCTUTYLIMOHAN130BaH KPO3 HeHe rMaBHe CTpaTeLlke JOKYMEHTE W NOMUTHUKE.
Mehytum, 6p3o merajyhe 6e3beaHoCHO oKpyxere y EBponu n pactyha ctpareLuka
KOHKypeHLMja, NOACTaKHYTH CykoboM y YKpajuHu 1 akTuBHOCTMMA Pycuje, noeenu cy
[0 NocTeneHe NpoMeHe OBOT NpuUcTyna, npu Yemy EY cse Buwle nocmartpa ApKTUK Kao
PEervoH of 3HavajHe cTparellke BaxHoCTU. MpucTtyn EY 0BOM pernoHy, koju je paHuje
610 ycmepeH Ka oapkaBaky MUpa, Nodeo je aa byae noapvieaH 360r reononuTUYKMX
MPOMeHa NPOY3pPOKOBaHNX KPU3OM U KOHAUKTY Y YkpajuHu, nocebHo HakoH 2022. ro-
AnHe. Y TOM KOHTEKCTY CBE U3PaXKEHW|e LUMpEHE MUIUTapuayjyhnx TeHgeHumja yHy-
Tap EY, kpo3 weH noBehaHu ¢okyc Ha ondpambeHe kanauuteTe U CBE U3PaXEHW]y
reonosIMTUYKY YIory, ogpasmo ce y jadarby 6e3begHocHe 1 ogbpambeHe aumMeHsuje
HEeHE apKTuyKe nonutuke. Kao Takea, oBa NPOMEHa y apKTUYKOj MONUTULM YWHU 4Ee0
Lmpe TpaHcopmaLmje eBponcke crosbHe u 6e3beqHOCHe NOMUTUKE, MOACTaKHyTE
pactyhum 6e3begHocHum 3abpuHyTocTuma. Mako EY HacTaermba ga AMCKYp3UBHO
npeactasrba ApKTUK Kao 30HY MUpa, HeHe NONUTUKE CBE BULLE NpuxBaTajy HoBY 6e3-
©enHOCHY CTBAPHOCT Y KOjoj je Mup NoBe3aH ca oaspahateMm, cTabunHoLwny v BOjHOM
cnocobHoLwuhy.

EY je cBe BuLLe 3anMHTEpecOBaHa 3a ApPKTUK Kao npocTop 6e36egHocTH, Npu Yemy
rnojayaHy capazty y TOM NPOCTOPY BUAW KAao HEONXOAHY Y CBETNY cykoba y YkpajuHu
W pyCKOr CTpaTeLLKor noHalara. To nokasyje wupy NpoMeHy y HeHoj KoHLenTya-
nusaumjn ApKTUKa, y KOjoj OH NpecTaje Aa ce nmocmarpa npe ceera kao NpocTop ca-
paate HenoBe3aH ca 6e3beHoLNy 1 CBe BULLE NOCTaje Aeo eBporncke 6e3begHoCHe
apxutekType. Y nonutnikom oksupy EY ApkTuk je oyro 6Mo nocmarpaH kao uaysertak
y OOHOCY Ha TpaguuuoHanHe 6e36efHOCHe W reononuTnike 3abpuHyTOCTW, amm je
pacTyha cTpaTeLuka KOHKypeHLmja JoBena o cBe Beher npenosHaBaka notpebe 3a
6e3begHOCHUM pa3maTtpamuma y pernoHy. To NpousBoau HaneTocT y nonutuum EY
Y KOjoj ce ApPKTWK AMCKYP3MBHO OfpXaBa Kao MMpaH npocTop, AOK Ce Y NOMUTUYKO)
npakcy cee BuLEe MHTerpule y 6e3beaHocHe 1 ogbpambeHe npouece EY. Y unanky
Ce KOpWCTe KpUTKUYKe CTyamje mupa u 6e3begHocTy kako bu ce ncnuTtana TpaHcdop-
Maluja koHuenTyanusauuje mupa EY Ha ApkTuky, ycpeacpehyjyhm ce Ha nutare y
Kojoj Mepu nonuTuka EY npema ApKTuKy ofipaxasa LmMpu NpoLec reononutu3oBarba
YHUje 1 KaKko TO yTU4Ye Ha HeH HOPMAaTUBHYM KOHLENT APKTUKa Kao 30He Mupa. Y hemy
ce TBPAY Ja MUPOBHM OKBUP HWje HanyLwTeH, Beh [a je HheroBo 3Hauewe TpaHchop-
MUCaHO, NpW Yemy Ce MUP CBE BULLE pasyme Kao 3aBMCaH of CTabuiTHOCTU Koja ce
oapxxaBa kpo3 6e36eqHoCHe U oabpambeHe kanaumTeTe. ApKTUK ce CTora aHanuampa
Kao NMpOCTOp y KojeM HaneTocT uamehy MUPOBHO ycMmepeHor auckypca EY u weHor
CBE M3paxeHujer ocrnamara Ha ctpaTeLlky 1 6e36eqHOCHY MorvKy nocTaje HapoUmTo
BMUABUBA, YNPKOC CamocxBaTaky YHUje ka0 MUPOBHO YCMEpEHE opraHu3saumje.
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EBponcka yHuja n 6e3degHoCT Ha ApPKTUKY

INuTepatypa o EBponckoj yHWju Ha ApPKTUKY YrMaBHOM je npaTtuna nocTeneHo
nojaBrbMBame YHUje kao pervoHasiHor aktepa Kpos ynpasrbawe, perynauujy u, no-
cpenHuje, 6e3benHocT. Tokom npoTekne Ase AeleHunje EBponcka yHuja yceajana je
pa3nuyute npuctyne ApKTUKY, y Kojuma je 6e36eQHOCT YnHMNa CaMo jedaH enemeHT
HoEHOT NPUCYCTBA, MaKo OHaj YMjM je 3Ha4aj CTanHo pacTao. Y CBOM paHujem npuctymny
EY je dbyHKUMOHMCana Kao apKTUYKK akTep Mpe cBera Kpo3 PyHKUMOHanNHe Haanex-
HOCTW OCTBapvBaHe nyTeM npasa, MefyHapogHuX crnopasyma U UHCTUTYLIMOHAMHUX
apaHXmMaHa, Bpwehy orpaHMyeH yTuuaj Ha ynpasrbare y pernoHy (Koivurova et al.
2012). Taj ytnuaj obvo je 4OAATHM 3Hayaj y KOHTEKCTY MOBMaYeHa MOPCKOr neaa
1 OTBapara HOBMX MOMOPCKUX pyTa, Kako cy ce noctojehe nonutuke EY cBe BuLie
yKpLUTane ca nuTakuMa nNpucTyna, KOHTpone u ctabunHoctn Ha ApkTuky. Mctospe-
MeHo, aHanu3e ynore EY y apkTuykoM ynpaBrbaky ykasuBane cy Ha orpaHuverba
HeHe CnocobHOCTU Aa Aenyje y obnactu TBpae 6e3beaHoctu, byayhu ga cy nutara
TepuTopujanHe genuMmuTauvje 1 BOjHOr MPUCYCTBa ocTana y AOMEHY HalWOHanHor
CyBEpEHUTETA apKTUYKIX APXKaBa, 40K j& MHCTUTYLIMOHANMHO OACYCTBO EY 13 KIby4HMX
apKTUYKMX Tena J0AAaTHO OorpaHnyaBano weH nonutndkmn ytuuaj (Pieper et al. 2011).

EY je nonako npenasuna ca nocmatpara ApKTUKa UCKIbY4MBO Kao npocTopa ca-
pagme U CTabunHoCTM ka HenocpeaHujeMm 6aBrberby reononMTUYKAM puBancTBuMa
1 6e36egHOCHUM pa3maTtparbima. Y TOM NpoLecy HOpMaTUBHW OMCKYPC MUpa U ca-
pafe pa3Bujao ce napanenHo ca pactyhom ceelliy O CTpaTeLLKoj peneBaHTHOCTU
ApKTuKa 3a heHe nHTepece (Weber and Romanyshyn, 2011). To je ycnocTtaBuno ok-
BMP Yy KojeM je 6e3beHOCHa AuMeH3nja ApkTika Buna nHTerpucaHa y nonutuky EY
MOCPEAHO, a He KPO3 OTBOPEHY MUNUTapu3aLujy Unmu ekcnnmumtHy 6e3beqHoCHy Aok-
TpuHy. OcTxareH (2013) npumehyje ga je EY yecTo onvcrnBaHa Kao apKTUYKK akTep
Ymje NPUCYCTBO U MHTEPECH HUCY MPOW3Na3vunn U3 jeQuHCTBEHE cTpaTernje apxasa
4naHuua, Beh M3 KoMOMHaLUWje MHCTUTYLIMOHAMHMX ambuLmja, CEKTOPCKUX NOMUTMKA
1 COMCTBEHOT CMOSbHOMOMUTMYKOr No3uLmoHMpaka YHuje. OH 3anaxa Za je nocne
2008. 3anoyena hasa MHCTUTYLIMOHANHE KOHconuaaumje, v Kojoj je EY Hactojana ga
neruTUMmLLIE CBOjy ynory Ha ApKTUKY Mpe cBera Kao CrorbHOMOMUTUYKA 1 yrpaBIbay-
K1 aKkTep, yKibyuyjyhn ce y meflyHapogHy capagky 1 nomaxyhu ogpxasare permo-
HarnHe ctabunHoctn (Jsthagen, 2013). Bere npumehyje Aa je oBaj npucTyn goaaTHo
06nm1KoBao MpoLec pa3soja NPBe KOXEPEHTHUje apKTUuke nonmuTtuke EY, y kojem je
EBponcka komucyja uMana LUeHTpasHy yrory, ako y CTanHoj MHTepakLumjy u nperoso-
puMa ca apKTUYKMM ApKaBama Koje Cy orpaHuyasane ambuuuje EY nHcuctupajyhu
Ha MeflyHapogHom npasy v npumaty Apktudkor caeeta (Wegge, 2012).

Crora ce apkTuyka nonuTtvka EY passujana kao komnpomuc msmelhy Hopmatu-
BHOT MynTWiaTepanHor auckypca u pactyhe ceectu o 6e36eqHOCHUM 1 reononnuTnY-
KUM UMMMMKaLpjaMa pervoHa, 6e3 ekCrnnmuuTHOr npeysrmatba yrore aktepa TBpae
6e3begHocTn. MefyTum, oacycTBO popManHor WHCTUTYLMOHANHOr npusHawa EY
Kao 3HayajHOr akTepa Yy apKTUYKOM ynpaBrbaky LOBENO je [0 cuTyauuje y Kojoj je
OHa MMana KoMnneMeHTapHy 1 cekyHOapHy Yrory, npu Yemy Cy HeHa nonuMtuyka u
cTpaTellKa peneBaHTHOCT Bune npuxeaTaHe CEnekTUBHO W yHyTap noctojehux peru-
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OHanHux mexaHmnsama (Hossain, 2015). Tokom oBor nepuoga, AOK je PervoH nonako
1 NOCTENEHO BMO MHTErpuCaH Y LUMPU CNOSbHOMONMTUYKKM 1 6e3beagHOCHN okBup EY,
0CTao0 je YOKBMPEH HOPMaTUBHWUM OMCKYPCOM capafke W ctabunHoctu. OctxareH
TBpOM Aa 6e3begHocHa M reononuTUyka AMHaMmuka Ha Apktuky TokoM 2010-ux Huje
noTepfhuBana JOMUHAHTHE HapaTUBe O HEU3OEXKHO] MUNUTapU3aLmMj U OTBOPEHOM
CcyKkoDy, NOLUTO Cy KIby4HW pecypcu Beh Bunu nog KOHTPONOM CaMMX apKTUYKUX Apxa-
Ba, [JOK Cy TEPMTOPUjanH1 CMOPOBW UMAanu OrpaHWUYeH NONMTUYKY OMET, @ permoHarn-
Ha capafHa oncrtana je u nocne noropama ogHoca nsmehy Pycuje n 3anaga HakoH
2014. rognHe (Dsthagen, 2017). bejnc n OnadcoH (2017) TBpae da je gonpuHoc EY
pernoHanHoj 6e36egHOCTM OCTa0 CeKyHOapHOr 3Havaja y ogHocy Ha HATO, noauumo-
HUpajyhu je npe ceera kao aktepa meauvjauuje u perynauvje, fgogajyhm ga ce osaj
MPUCTYN UHCTUTYLMOHAMHO PenpoayKkoBao Kpo3 dhopMaTe permoHarnHe capagke Koju
cy byHKUMOHKCanu y okeupy 6e3 6e3beaHocHMx 3abpuHyTocTi. OHn npumehyjy aa cy
Tv hopmatu nnak omoryhaeanu EY ga nocpenHo yTuye Ha pervoHanHy cTabumnHocT 1
ynpaBrbake Kpo3 MHCTUTYLIMOHANHE MexaHn3Me, nako 6es HenocpeaHor 6e3beaHoc-
Hor aHraxmaHa (Bailes and Olafsson, 2017).

Konge lMepes un Janesa (2016) cnnuHO UCTMYY Aa ce apKTWYka nonuTuka EY pas-
BMjana Ha parMeHTUCaH 1 onpe3aH HayuH, ocnatbajyhu ce Ha MynTunaTepanusam
1 MeKy Moh, npu Yemy je ApKTVK UCTOBPEMEHO NpeacTaBIbaH Kao NpocTop capagre
M MUpa, OOK je MoCTeneHo W nocpeaHo BMBAO YKIbYYMBaH Yy LUMpe pacnpase O re-
OCTpaTeLLKOj PeNeBaHTHOCTM KPO3 NuTaka nomopcke 6e36eqHOCTU 1 CTabUNHOCTM
mehyHapoaHor nopeTka (Conde Pérez and Yaneva, 2016). PacnoTHuk n OcTxareH
(2019) aHanuavpanu cy aHraxmaH EY Ha ApkTuky kao 4eo Limper npoueca HeHor
CMOSLHOMOMMUTUYKOT W FeONONUTUYKOT MO3ULMOHMPakka, nonasehu o NpeTnocTaske
da je EY Beh nokasvBana npenosHat/bMBe reononutnyke kapaktepuctuke. [ok ce
cnaxy aa je EY koHcTpymcana ApKTWK Kao nMpocTop ynpaBibaka, OArOBOPHOCTY U
capafte, CBe 3aCHOBaHO Ha MmynTunatepanusmy, oHu npumehyjy aa je EY nokywa-
Bana aa o6e3beav NonUTUYKy peneBaHTHOCT Y NPOCTOPY Y KOjeM joj HeoCTajy Tpaau-
LIMOHamNHN MHCTpYMeHTM Mohu. [lofajy Aa je NpUTOM Hamnasuna Ha OTNop apKTUYKUX
LpXaBa, Koje MHCUCTUPAjy Ha CyBEepeHUTETY U NOCTOjeNM pPErvioHanHnMm pexvmMmmMa
(Raspotnik and @sthagen, 2019). Pugepeong v Aejsuc Kpoc (2019) Takohe ce cnaxy
[a ce apKTudka nonutuka EY passumjana nocTeneHo 1 peakTUBHO, anu keHy NPOMeHyY
TyMaye Kao OZAroBOp Ha noropLuare 6e306eaHOCHOr OKpyXeta y EBponu 1 npomeHe y
opHocuma ca Pycujom HakoH 2014. rogmHe. OHu cmaTpajy Aa je 6e3begHocHa AyMeH-
3vja og Taga yBofieHa NoCpeaHO Kpo3 ANCKYpC cTabunHocTu, MeflyHapogHor npasa u
capagmne (Riddervold and Davis Cross, 2019), cnaxyhwu ce ca apyrum aytopuma ga
je To 61o 3HavajaH, anw joLw He 1 NpecydaH TPeHyTak.

Bere (2020) TBpan da je pa3BOj KOXEPEHTHUje apkTWuke nonutuke EY Tokom
OBOI Mepuofa CIyXuo Kao CPEACTBO jayara CMOoSrbHOMOMMTUYKOr NpucTyna YHuje
0e3 HanywTawa HEHOr HOPMATUBHOT MOEHTUTETA YCMEPEHOT Ka MUPY U Capagtsy.
MehyTum, 3anaxa ga ce TO 04BWjano napasenHo ca npomeHama y 6e36eqHOCHUM
cTpaTterjama ceBepHOATNAHTCKUX Apxasa, koje cy ApPKTUK CBE BULLE YKibyyumBane y
BOjHO 1 ogbpambeHo nnanuparse (Wegge, 2020). bugepman (2020) je aHanusnpao
npunarofaBame apKkTuike nonutuke EY Kpo3 nocteneHy npomeHy ¢hokyca ca onwiter
apKTWYKOT OKBMPA Ka eBPOapKTUYKOM NPOCTOPY Kao NOAPYYjy ca reononuTUYKAM Mo-
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TeHuujanom. OH npumehyje aa, nako EY He 3ay3uma LeHTpanHy ynpasrbadky nosu-
LMjy YHYTap apkTUYKUX MHCTUTYLWMjA, HeH yTuuaj je pactao Tokom 2010-ux, kako je
€BPOApPKTUYKM NMPOCTOP YOKBMPaBasia Kao BaXaH 3a LMpe MOonMTUYKE U EeKOHOMCKE
nHTepece Yuuje (Biedermann, 2020). Tep3an TBpau 4a je npucyctso EY Ha ApkTuky
3anpaBo Ouno nonuTUYkM npobnematnyHo ¢ 063MPOM Ha TO da HUje uMana jacHy
no3numjy y rmaBHUM apkTUYKMM OpyMUMa M Oa je HeHO yyellhe 3aBucuno of ca-
MacHOCTU apKTUYKMX Apxasa, LTO je, N0 HEeroBOM MULLIbERY, AOBENO A0 Tora Aa
13beraBa 3ay3MMar-€ jacHIX CTaBOBa O MUTakMMa ca NoTeHUMjanHum 6e36e4HOCHUM
umnnukauwmjama (Terzi 2020). Mehytum, Jleben n Huncod (2024) npumehyjy ga cy go
Kpaja aeLeHwuje ambrumje EY ojayane Kpo3 cTpaTelLke JOKYMEHTE U CEKTOPCKE Monu-
TWKE Y KOjUMa Ce HOPMAaTUBHM je3UK OAPXMBOCTU M capade CBe BuULlie KOMOMHOBAO
ca npeno3HaBakeM reononUTUYKOT 3Havaja permoHa, KpUTYHUX pecypca u besbes-
HOCHe CTabuITHOCTK, HApPOUNTO Y KOHTEKCTY YKpajuHCKe kpuse 1 npomeHa y 6esbes-
HocHoj apxutekTypu CesepHe EBpone (Lebel and Nilsson, 2024). Jlutepatypa ce y
BESIMKOj MEPY Cnaxe OKO orpaHundeHe ynore EY y pernoHy u pactyher crpareLikor
3Ha4aja ApKTuKa, anu je Mare naxwe NnocBeTuna ToMe kako cama EY HopmatveHo
KoHLenTyanuayje ApKTUK Kao NPOCTOP MMPa U KaKo Ce TO YOKBMpaBake Mersa noa
pacTyhum 6e36e4HOCHM 1 reonoNMTUYKUM MPUTUCKOM.

Kputndkn npuctynu mupy, 6e3begHocTtu n
reononuTnUYKom 3aokpety EY

MowTo noctojeha nuTepaTypa y BENWKOj Mepu npeactaBiba TpaHcgopmauujy
npuctyna EY apkTuykoj 6e30eQHOCTU Kao OYEKMBAH OATOBOP Ha NoropLuake eBporn-
ckor 6e3benHOCHOr OKpyXeHa M pacTyhy CTpaTelKky perneBaHTHOCT pernoHa, no-
TpebHO je nocBeTUTM Behy Naxky TOME KaKO je W 3aluTo JOLMO A0 OBE NPOMEHE.
[eononuTnykM 3Havaj ApKTMKa Huje HOB, anu HeroB 0OHOBIbEHM 3HaYaj nocne 2022,
roguHe He Tpeba Aa yunHM Aa KoHuenTyanHa TpaHcdopmalmja permoHa uarnena He-
136eXHO, HUTU Ce NpeyokBrpuBare APKTIKa Kao 30He MUpa HYXHO Mopa pasymeTu
NCKIbYYMBO KPO3 MUnuTapusauujy n 6e3dbenHocHy noruky. KoersucreHumja auckypca
EY o ApKTuKy kao npocTopy Mupa ca pactyhum wnperwemM 6e36egHoCHMX 1 opbpam-
OeHux npakcu onpaBAaBaHMX y UMe O4vyBara TOr MUpa ykasyje Ha Lwmnpy TpaHcdop-
Maumjy y ogHocy namehy mupa, 6e36egHoCTM 1 reononuTuykor nopetka. CaBpemeHe
pacnpase 0 Mupy 1 6e36eqHOCTM ykadyjy Ha gyboky TpaHcdopmMauujy MefyHapogHor
MUPOBHOI NMOPETKa, Y K0joj ce nubepanHu Mogen mupa nocTeneHo Meta, anv ce He
HanywTa. PrnymoHz (2021a) passuja koHUeNT MehyHapoaHe MWPOBHE apXUTEKType
Kao MCTOPMCKW CMOJEBUTOr U YHYTpaLUke NPOTUBPEYHOT CKYNa HOPMU, MHCTUTYLW]a,
JMCKYpCa 1 NOMUTUYKUX MPaKCK KPO3 Koje ce Mup pa3yme, Npoun3BoaM M oapxasa. Y
TOM OKBMPY MUP He (DYHKLMOHMLLIE Ko CTawe Koje je jeOHOCTaBHO CynpoTCTaBIbeHO
cvnu, Beh Kao xubpuaHa nonuTuyka KOHCTpyKLUMja obnmnkoBaHa MHTepakLujoM Hop-
MaTVBHUX TBPOHU, UHCTUTYLIMOHAMHUX apaHXMaHa 1 KoepuuTuBHUX npakcu. OgHocu
mohu, MUnUTapu3saumja n ctabunusaumja ctora He CToje U3BaH mMupa, Beh cBe BULLE
YMHE Je0 HauMHa Ha Koju ce OH PENPOAYKYje 1 oapxasa y caBpeMeHoj MehyHapoaHoj
nonutnum (Richmond, 2021b).
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Y OKBMpY TOr MpUCTYyNa, OH TBpAW Aa nubepanHu Myp Huje HanywTeH, Beh je To-
KOM NpoTekne ABe deleHuje npeobnnkoBaH Kpo3 mpouece cekyputusaumje u npu-
narofhasarba noruum oaspahatsa, Npu Yemy ce MUp CBE BULLE CBOAM HA HEraTUBHM
MUp, OAHOCHO Ha OZCYCTBO OTBOPEHOr HAcurba Y3 UCTOBPEMEHO O4yBae nocTojehunx
cTpykTypa mohu. OBa TpaHcopmauuja ce garbe npoayorbyje pasasajatem Mupa 1
npasge, Npy Yemy ce MVp HOPMAaTVBHO MOBE3yje Ca YHMBEP3anHUM BPEAHOCTHMA,
[OK C€ Y MONUTUYKOj MPaKCK OnepaumoHaniuayje Kpo3 KOHTPOY, reononuTUYKO no3u-
LIMOHMpaH-e 1 BOjHO javarbe, omoryhasajyhuv a jeauk Mupa cryxu kao onpasgare 3a
npakce koje He npoussoge Mup (Richmond, 2021b). Y ycnoeuma cnabrsera nube-
panHor MeflyHapoaHOr NopeTka Myp ce CBe BULLIE NPOMU3BOAM KPO3 paBHOTEXE MOhM,
OrOKOBCKY KOHKYPEHLMjy 1 BOjHY CMOCOBHOCT, AOK AMCKYPC MUpa OCTaje HopMaTuBHa
KOHCTaHTa y MefyHapodHoj nmonuTuum, Maga ca W3MereHUM cagpxajeM Koju Aaje
NPEenHOCT CTabunHOCTU Y ogHOCY Ha npasay 1 6e36eQHOCTM Y OQHOCY Ha NOMUTUYKY
emaHumnauujy (Richmond, 2025). OBakBo pasymeBake Mupa omoryhasa ga ce no-
nutuka EY npema ApKTuKy TymMaum Kao Aeo wupe TpaHcopmaLmje MMpOBHE apXxu-
TEKTYype, Y KOjoj PErioH Huje 3y3et of 6e3beaHoCHe norvke, Beh 3aapxaBa MUPOBHM
OKBMP YNOpeno ca CBOjOM MHTerpaumjom y ctpaternje oggpahawa, CTabunHocTu u
reononMTUYKOr NO3ULMOHMPaHa.

PasBwjajyhun ananusy garbe, Puumong v MNoroga (2025) TBpae Aa HujeaaH mehy-
HapOo4HW Mopedak He Moxe onctaty 6e3 MHCTpymMeHaTa 3a MpOoM3BOAY U Ofpxa-
Bake Mupa, HanoMmuwyhu aa je nubepanHu mehyHapogHu nopenak novuBao Ha
XEreMOHMjCKOM ycKnahuBaty, y OKBUPY Kojer ce MUp OfpKaBao KOMOMHALMjOM HOp-
MaTuBHOr Auckypca u nonutudke Mohu. Ca cnabrbewem Tor nopeTka, OHW TBpae Aa
ce nubeparnHu Mogen MMpPOTBOPCTBa pacnaza 1 6uea 3amMerseH parMeHTUCaHUM 1
reornonnT3oBaHNM OKBMPOM Y KOjeM Ce MUP CBE BULLIE CBOAW Ha CTabUMHOCT oapxa-
BaHy CWJIOM, TEPUTOPMjaNHOM KOHTPOIOM 1 ofBpahakeM, AOK Ce MUPOBHW AUCKYPC
3apxaBa ka0 HOPMaTMBHK OKBUP MULLEH TpaHcdopmaTmeHor cagpxaja (Richmond
and Pogodda, 2025). MekrunTn (2021) narbe TBpan Aa nubepanHu Mup Bulle He
pyHKUMOHMLLE KAaO AOMUHAHTHM MefyHapodHu mogen, Beh je 3amereH noctnmbe-
parnHuM 1 XMOPUAHMM CUCTEMOM Y KOjeM Ce MUP MPOU3BOAW CUTYaLMOHO U MHCTPY-
MEHTaHO, KPO3 KOMOMHALWjy HOPMATUBHOT je3vka, MunuTapusauuje n 6e3begHOCHOT
nparmatuama, npu Yemy ce cTabuIHOCTU U KOHTPOMM CUCTEMATCKW Aaje NPeaHoCT Y
ofHocy Ha npaegy (Mac Ginty, 2021). CnnyHy KpuTuky Hyam Yengnep, koju TBpav aa
caBpeMeHe MUpoBHe 1 6e3beaHOCHe nonuTuke KapakTepuwe gyboko HemoBepewe
npema nmbepanHoj TpaHcopmMaumju, Npyu Yemy cy nocrne XnagHor pata KnacuuHe
nubepanHe NpeTrnocTaBke O CyBEPEHUTETY U AEMOKPATCKOj Camoynpasy HanyLuTe-
HE Y KOPUCT MHCTUTYLIMOHANUCTUYKOT NPUCTYNa YCMEPEHOr Ka CTabunHocTu. Y Tom
OKBUpY NMMbepanHu KOHLUENTH OCTajy 3agpXaHu y MUPOBHOM AMCKypCY, anu gobujajy
HenubepanaH cagpxaj, jep cBe BuLle O3Ha4yaBajy MexaHu3me perynauuje un besdes-
HOCHOT yNpaBrbaka, Yume ce Opuile pasnuka namehy mnpa n 6e36egHoOCTV M MUp ce
penedrHuLLE Kao cTabunHocT 6e3 TpaHcdopmaumje (Chandler, 2010).

Baprec n Mopurbac (2019) nokasyjy Aa je cnuMyHa noruka BuArbMBa y NOIUMTALM
ynpasrbaka kpusama EY, y kojoj ce mup pegeduHuiLe Kao ynpaerbiea CTabunHocT
y YCroBUMa TpajHe Kpuae, Npu Yemy ce Munutapusaumja u 6e3begHOCHN MHCTPYMEH-
TV HOpManu3yjy Kao paLMoHanH1 OAroBOPU Ha Kpuae, JOK MONMTUYKA U APYLITBEHA
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TpaHcdopmauyja ocTaje n3BaH JOMETa MUPOBHMX nonuTuka (Bargués and Morillas,
2019). Cnnynnm aprymentom Wenapa (2021) HaBogu fa je y npotekne Age gele-
Huje EBponcka yHuja npoLuna Kpo3 npouec KOMEKTUBHE CeKyputusauuje, Y OKBUpY
kojer ce 6e306eHOCHe NpeTHEe BULLE HE MOCMATPajy Kao MOAESbEeHE Ha YHyTpaLlkbe
1 cnosrballke, Beh ce KOHCTpyWLly Kao TpaHCrpaHuuHe, ctBapajyhn 6e3begHocHM
KOHTUHYYM Koju TpaHcdopmuLe naeHTuTeT EY og HopmaTvBHOr MUPOBHOr akTepa
Ka cTpaTeLkn opujeHTucaHom 6e3begHocHom aktepy (Shepherd, 2021). Uwwures e
Epeauja (2020) TBpan 4a ce npusugHa TpaHcdopmaumja MMpoBHe nonutuke EY Ta-
kof)e MOXe pasymMeTy Kao NPOMEHa Ka U3Y3eTHUYKOM MuUnuTapusmy, y kojem EY He
HanyLuTa MAPOBHY OMCKYPC, BEh Mersa KpUTEpUjyMe OHOra LUTO Ce padyHa kao Mup,
cTaBrbajyhu BojHy cnocoBHOCT, TepuTOopUjaniHy KOHTpony n ogspahake y cpeauwuTe
MnpoBHUX nonuTuka (Ifiiguez de Heredia, 2020). XokaHcoH (2023) TBpAK Aa ce TOKOM
npotekne AeueHuje ynora EY y obnactu 6e3begHoctu 1 ogbpaHe 3HaTHO npoaybuna,
npu Yemy YHuja, a nocebHo EBponcka komucuja, BULE He [enyje UCKIbYYMBO Kao
HOPMaTMBHU UNW UMBUITHU akTep, Beh ce CBe BULLE NO3MLMOHMPA Kao omoryhaeay
BOjHe MoGWnHocTK, ogBpahamwa u TeputopujanHe onbpaHe y TECHOM MHCTUTYLMO-
HanHoM nopaeHawy ca HATO-om (Hakansson, 2023).

Pukep n Puaepsong (2022) garce uctudy ga ce oBa TpaHcdopMauyja He oasuja
KpPO3 EKCMIMLMTHO HanyLwTake HOpMaTMBHOr Anckypca EY, Beh Kpo3 KOHTEKCTyanHy
MPOMEHY H-EeroBOr 3HauYeH-a, NPy Yemy YHuja y cTpaTellkuM JOKYMEHTUMA 3afpxasa
jesnk Mupa n MynTunarepanu3mMa, LOK Ce Y YCIOB/MA OMaXXeHe XWTHOCTU U HEeMo-
cpenHe npetke noMepa ka 6e36e4HOCHO OpUjEHTUCAHOM AEeNoBaky Koje NOTUCKYje
HOpPMaTUBHE LMIbEBE Y KOPUCT cTabunHoctu n 6e3begHoctu (Rieker and Riddervold,
2022). OBaj npoLec MoXe Ce YOKBUPUTM Y KOHTEKCTY LUMPET CKyna Kpraa ca Kojuma ce
EY cyoyaBana TOKOM NpoTekne AeLeHuje, WTo je oMoryhuno Hopmanusauujy auckyp-
ca 0 cykoby, ogspahatby 1 BOjHOj CIPEMHOCTW. Tako ce Myp peaedmHULLE Kao Ucxoa
BOjHE CNOCOOHOCTU, MHAYCTPUjCKe NOAPLUKE, CTPATELUKE NPUNPEMILEHOCTM U TEPUTO-
pujanHe koHTpone, 6e3 n3MeHe AeknapaTuBHOr MMpoBHOr naeHtuteta EY (Hoeffler,
Hofmann and Mérand, 2024). MNMonutuka EY npema ApKTuKy cTora ce Moxe pasymetu
kao Jeo Lumper obpacla y kojeM ce pervoH 3agpxasa yHyTap HOpMaTVUBHOI OKBMpa
30HE MUpa, 40K Ce caM MUP CBe BULUe CXBaTa kao CTabWIHOCT Koja ce ofpxasa Kpo3
opBpahate 1 6e3benHocT. M3 Te nepcnekTuBe APKTVK Ce BuWLIe He NojaBrbyje kao
npocTop n3BaH 6e36eHOCHe MonuTUKe, BEh Kao NPOCTOP Yy KOjeM Ce 3Havere Mupa
npeobnukyje y ycrnosumMa reonofiuTike KOHKypeHLyje.

Teopunjckn okBUp

NuTepartypa ce yrnaBHOM criaxe fa je ApKTUK 3ap)kao reononnTYKy 3Hayaj To-
KOM YnTaBOr MOCTXNIaHOPATOBCKOr Nepuoga 1 Aa je npe 2022. roauHe ynora EY y
Ge3benHocT pervioHa Guna orpaHuyeHa, anu BehuHa Te nuTepaType 3aysuma fe-
CKPUMTMBAH W HEOpeanuCTUYKW MPUCTYN U He [OBOAM Y MUTaHE Kako Ce KOHLen-
Tyanusauuja ApKTvka Tako 6p3o M OfnyyHO NpoMeHuna. Y cknagy ca npeTXOAHWM
TEOPUjCKUM pa3maTpariMa, MUp Ce Y OKBMPY OBOT TEOPMJCKOT OKBMpa CXBaTa Kao
NONMUTUYKKM OBNMK CTaBUMHOCTM, @ HE Kao HOPMaTWBHW Maean Koju ce MoCcTUxe Wc-
KIby4MBO OACYCTBOM cune. Mup ce TpeTupa kao NCTOPUjCKM NPOMEHbMBA KaTeropyja
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ymnje 3Haverbe 0bnuKyjy koHkpeTHe GesbeaHocHe npakce, ogHOCKM MORK WM MHCTUTY-
LIMOHaNHU apaHXMaHu. YHyTap OBOr OkBupa nubepanHu mup ce y EY He padyme kao
HanywTeH KoHuenT, Beh Kao TpaHcdopmmcaH Mogen y KojeM ce HOPMaTUBHU je3nK
Mupa 3adpxaBa, 4OK Ce HEroBO NPaKTUYHO 3HAYeHe CBe BULLE Be3yje 3a BOjHO 0f-
Bpahame, cTabunHocT, TpaguumoHanHy 6e36eqHOCT 1 odyBake noctojeher nopetka.
Monutuka EY npema ApKTuKy ce cTora Tymauu kao Ae0 Lwupe TpaHchopmaLmje es-
ponckor npuctyna mupy n 6e36egHoCTK, y KOjoj PermoH BuLle Huje nayset of 6esbes-
HOCHe noruke, Beh ce NocTeneHo ykibydyje y cTpateLuke u ogbpambeHe oksupe, 4OK
ce HopmaTuBHa npefcTaBa ApKTVKa Kao 30He M1pa UCTOBPEMEHO ofpxasa, bapem
HOMWHaNHO. EY Tako 3agpxaBa HOPMaTUBHW AMCKYPC MMpa Ha APKTUKY, OK PErmoH
CBE BULLE YOKBMPaBa y TepMuHuma onbpaHe, 6e36eqHOCTY M CTpaTeLLKe peneBaHT-
HOCTMW.

M3 oBe nepcnekTBe MOXe ce TBPAWUTM Aa KOHTUHYMPaHO oApXKaBare MUPOBHOT
HOpMaTMBHOT yoKBMpaBama EY, ynopeno ca weHom pactyhom 6e36egHOCHOM yrnorom
Ha APKTUKY, jOLL YBEK HWje AOBOSbHO TEOPETU30BAHO HW UCMIMTAHO. Y YNaHKy ce TBPAM
[a oBa NpuBMAHA NPOTUBPEYHOCT HE OApaXaBa HU KOHTUHYUTET MUPOBHOI OKBMPA,
HUTU HETOBO HanyLwTake, Beh eroBy TpaHcdopmauujy, Npu Yemy ce mup pegedu-
HULWe kao cTabunHocT obe3befeHa kpo3 oaBpahame 1 6e36e4HOCHY MHTErpaumjy.
MwnuTtapusauuja ce, fakne, He nojaBrbyje kao CynpoTHOCT MUPOBHOM OKBWPY, Beh
Kao CPEACTBO H-ErOBOr OYyBaka, MPU YeMy ce MUp pefeduHuLe Kao cTabunHocT
ofpxaBaHa Kpo3 BOjHy CMoCOBOHOCT 1 oaBpaharse. MeToa Koju ce KOpUCTU Y YnaHKy
jecTe KkBanuTaTMBHa aHanu3a JOKyMeHaTa W AMCKYpCa IMaBHUX CTPaTELLUKUX AOKY-
meHata EY o ApkTuky u cpogHoj crnorbHoj U 6e36eQHOCHOj nonmTuuK, 3ajegHo ca
3BaHWYHUM NOMNUTUYKUM M3jaBama Bofehux aktepa EY. Ananusa ucnutyje kako je Ap-
KTUK YOKBMPEH Kao MOMUTWUYKM M CTpaTELLKM NPOCTOp, Kako ce AUCKYP3UBHO onucyje
ogHoc namehy Mupa, ctabunHocTu n 6e3begHOCTH, Te Kako je concTeeHa ynora EY 'y
PErvoHy No3nLMOHMPaHa y OAHOCY Ha capagky W oaBpahate. Tako ce TeopujCKM OK-
BMP OnepaLMoHanu3ayje Kpo3 aHanuay jesuka u nonmMTuyKke normke NocpeacTBoM Kojux
ce HOpMaTMBHU AUCKYpC Mupa 1 6e3beqHOCTM 3adpxasa, oK Ce HeroBo MpakTuny-
HO 3Hauere CBe BuLLe NoBe3yje ca oabpaHom v ogBpahawemM. ObyxBaheHn nepmoa
Tpaje og 2008. go 2026. roguHe, wTo omoryhasa ga ce oBa TpaHcdopmaumja npaTm
Of, paHujer KkoonepaTUBHOr YokBMpaBarba ApKTUKa y EY ka Herosoj cBe ekcrnnuumT-
HWjOj MHTErpaLuju y LUNpe eBpPOncKe 1 TpaHcaTnaHTcke 6e36eqHOCHe CTPYKTYpeE.

EmMnupunjcka aHanusa apktnike 6e3begHocHe
cTpaternje EY

Y HajpaHujum nonuTMYKUM gokymeHTumMa EY o Apktuky 6e36egHocT ce yBoau on-
pe3Ho 1 nocpegdHo, Kpo3 je3nk ctabunHocTu, MefyHapoaHor npaea u capagtwe. Y
caonwTery Komucuje o Apktuky 13 2008. roanHe pervoH je AedmHucaH kao 3HavajaH
3a mefyHapogHy ctabunHocT 1 6e36egHOCHe MHTepece YHuje, Npu Yemy cy NpoMeHe
Y apKTU4KOM OKpY>eky NoBe3aHe ca NpoMeHama y pervoHanHoj 6e3beaHoCcHoj AnHa-
MWLM 1 NOTeHUMjanHMM nocneauuama no mefyHapognu nopeaak. EY cebe yoksupa-
Ba Kao akTepa koju he JonpuHETU CTaBUITHOCTM KPO3 jayake MynTunareparnHor ynpa-
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BIbarba 3aCHOBaHOr Ha MeflyHapo4HOM MpaBy M KPO3 yKibyumBake ApKTUKa Y mpe
oKkBuMpe crorbHe 1 6e3benHocHe nonutrke (European Commission, 2008). Komucyja
je 2012. rogmHe ekCcnnMuMTHO onmncana ApKTUK Kao NpocTop y Kojem MefhyHapogHa
capagta fonpuHocK mupy 1 6e3beqHoOCTU, U Y KOjeM je pervoHanHa cTabunHocT no-
Be3aHa ca MHCTUTYLMOHANHOM capadHOoM U MUPHWUM pellaBakeM crnopoBa. ApKTUK
ce mocmatpa kao nogpydje pactyher ctpaTellkor 3Havaja, HaBogehu ga cy ogpxa-
Bakbe J0bOpe MefyHapoaHe capadre 1 NofpLUKa CTabUMHOCTW PETVOHa KIbyYHMN WH-
Tepecu EY, Te npeactasrba ApKTUYKM CaBeT Kao npumMapHu hopym 3a mehyHapoaHy
capagy Yy pervioHy. OHa noBeayje ynory EY ca nogpuukom mefyHapogHoj capatsm,
nomopckoj 6e3begHocT 1 noctojehem npaBHOM MOPETKY, @ He ca HenocpeaHUM 6es-
OenHocHUM aHraxmarom (European Commission, 2012).

Y Muterpucanoj nonutuum EY 3a Apktuk® ns 2016. rognHe 6e36eHOCT je jacHo
MOCTaBMbEHA Kao Ae0 LuMper CTpaTeLLKOr 3Havaja pernoHa, nako je n aarbe ocrana
YOKBMpEHa Kpo3 CTabuiHOCT, capaamy U MehyHapoaHo npaso. ApKTUK je npeacrta-
BIbEH Kao NoApyyje o4 CTpaTeLlKkor 3Havaja 3a EY, y3 ynosopere ga npoMeHe y peru-
OHy Mory noBehat pu3uk of TeH3uja ycrnea nojayaHe KOHKypeHLuje OKo pecypca, no-
3uBajyhu YHujy fa ojaya nomopcky 6e36e4HOCT. Y H0j Ce oapKaBa CTaB [ja apKTuuke
[pXaBe 1Majy NpuMapHy OAroBOPHOCT 3a GaBrbere NuTarMa yHyTap CBOjUX Tepu-
TOpuja, anu 1 fa ce MHora nNuTaka koja norahajy permoH Mory edmkacHuje pellasaTm
KpO3 perMoHanHy u MyntunatepanHy capagmy, 36or yera ce aHraxmax EY npegcra-
BIba Kao BaxaH. Takohe ce HaBoam [a je BaxHuWje Hero nkaga ocurypatyt ga ApKTuk
OCTaHe 30Ha Mupa, NPOCMEPUTETA U KOHCTPYKTUBHE MeRyHapodHe capafke, AOK
ce ApPKTUYKM CaBeT NpeAcTaBrba kao npumapHu dopym 3a MehyHapooHy capamy
y pervoHy. MehyTtum, Takohe ce TBpam ga EY wma ynory y ctpatewkom gujanory
0 apkTnykum nutaruma (European Commission, 2016). OBo cxBaTamwe A0AaTHO je
ojayaHo y mobanHoj cTpaternju EY ycBojeHoj ucTe roamHe, y Kojoj ce Hasoam fa EY
“Ma CTpaTeLUKn UHTepec Aa APKTUK OCTaHe Noapyyje HUCKMX TEeH3Wja, ca KOHTUHYMpa-
HOM Capaft-0M NoapxxaHoM o ApKTUYKOr caBeTa, (oyHKLMOHAMHOT NPaBHOT OKBUPA U
CHaxHmje nonutnyke 1 6e3begHocHe capagre y pervoHy (EEAS, 2016).

EBponcka komucuja je y cBojoj cTpaternju n3 2016. roguHe jacHo AedmHucana
ApPKTVK Kao MPOCTOP TPajHUX CTPATELLKUX MHTepeca 1 Harnacumna fa heH aHraxmaH
Y PEeruoHy npeacTaBrba reononuTUYIKY HYXHOCT. 360r npeknanawa eKOHOMCKMX, No-
nUTMYKKMX 1 6e3begHOCHUX MHTEpeca Ha ApKTUKY yno3opuna je aa pactyha naxma
nocseheHa pervoHy HOCU PU3UK Aa ra MPeTBOpWU Yy NPOCTOpP LUMPEe reornonmuTuyke
kOHKypeHumje. OHa Genexxn nopacT pycke BOjHE aKTUBHOCTM Y PETVIOHY U LUMPEH-E
ynotpebe LMBUNHE MHPACTPYKTYPE Y BOjHE CBPXE, NoBe3dyjyhn oBa AellaBara ca
rnobanHuM cTpaTeLlkuM No3uLMoHupakem 1 6e3beHOCHUM NUTakMMa Koja npesa-
3unase pervoHanHu H1MBo. HajaBuna je jayarwe CONCTBEHUX CTpaTeLLlKMX KanauuTeTa
W YKIbyuMBaHe apKTUYKMX NUTama y OKBMpe cnosbHe 1 6e3benHocHe nonutuke. OHa
Harmawasa aa je, ¢ 063upom Ha ofroBopHoCT EY 3a ogpxaBame Mupa n 6e3bdesn-
HOCTMW Y PErmoHy, KOOPAMHWUCAH OArOBOP YHyTap LUMpe €BPOrNCKe U TpaHcaTNaHTCKe
6e3begHOCHE apXMUTEKTYpe HeoMnxoAaH paam cnpevaBatkba NoTEHLMjanHUX TeH3uja, Y3
TBPAHY Aa je BaXHWje Hero nkaga ocurypati Aa ApKTWK ocTaHe 30Ha Mupa, npocne-
puTeTa 1 KOHCTPYKTUBHE MefyHapoaHe capaake (European Commission, 2021). Uc-
TOBPEMEHM M3BeLWTaj EBponckor napnameHTa HaBoaW Aa je ApKTUK UCTOPUjCKU B1o
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PErMoH MMpa, HUCKWUX TeH3uja u mMefyHapoaHe capagwe, Harnawasajyhu ga tpeba
O4yBaTU MOMUTWYKY BOSbY Kako Ou Ce TakaB KapaKkTep perMoHa ogpxao, kao 1 fa
cropoBe Tpeba pelsasatv y cknagy ca MefyHapogHum npasom. Mehytum, y wemy
Ce HaBoaM Aa reononuTUYKM 3Havaj ApKTrka pacTe 1 ga 6yayhHOCT pervoHa 1 13aso-
BV Ca KOjUMa Ce CyoyaBa npeBasunase MHTepece caMux apKTUYKWUX Opxasa, 3axTe-
Bajyhv ynpaBrbake Ha BULLE HMBOA, PErViOHanHy capaamy 1 MeflyHapogHa peLuea,
yKrby4dyjyhu 1 oHa Koja ce ogHoce Ha 6e3begHocHe n3asoBe. Takofe ce ynosopasa Ja
je apkTuyka 6e36eHOCT CBe BULLIE NOBE3aHa ca rnobanHoM reononuTKOM, n3paxa-
Bajyhu 3abpuHyTOCT 360r NporpecuBHe MunuTapu3aLmje permoHa, HapoumTo ycnea
obumMHor pyckor BojHor jadarsa (European Parliament, 2021).

EY je 2022. rognHe usmeHuna CBOjy OMwTy CTpaTerujy cnorbHe n 6e36eaHocHe
nonutuke, Hasogehu aa je cykob y YKpajuHu 03HauMo TeMerbHy NpOMEHy y eBpor-
ckoMm 6e30eHOCHOM OKpYKeky, cTBapajyhu epy nojadyaHe ctpaTeLlke KOHKypeHuuje
koja je EY nocTtaBuna y Henpwjaterbckuje u Henpeasuanemje okpyxere. OHa je 3a-
Krbyunna ga cy weHu 6e3begHocHM n ogbpambeHn Hanopyu HEAOBOSbHM C 0631POM
Ha TPEHYTHO NPETHOM 00ENEXEHO OKPYXXeHe 1 fa Mopa 3HadajHo noeehatu 1 cBoje
KanauuTeTe 1 CNPeMHOCT 3a AenoBane, 00jaBrbyjyhn aa Tpeba fa noctaHe CHaXHWju
nonuTnykn 1 6e36egHOCHM akTep, cnocobaH ga obnukyje mefyHapoaHe 6e3begHoCHe
1CXOLe a He caMo [a Ha kWX pearyje, y3 U3HOLLEere NnaHoBa 3a nosehame ogbpam-
GeHe notpowte 1 uHBectmumja (European Union, 2022). Komucuja je oBo Buhere
npoLwmpwmna 1 Ha ApKTUK, yokBMpyjyhu ra kao 4eo noropLuaHor rmobanHor 6e3deHoc-
HOT OKpYXewa W pacTyhe cTpaTellke KOHKypeHumje, Harnmawasajyhu ga otBapare
HOBMX MOMOPCKMX pyTa CTBapa JofaTtHe 6e3beHOCHe M3a30Be U pU3NKe. Y HeHOj
KOMYHMKaLmju nocebHa naxwa nocseheHa je npeTkama Mo KPUTUYHY MHAPPACTPYK-
TYpY, MHTErpaumju ApKTika y wmpmn cucteM noMopckor Hagsopa EY, a nossano ce
1 Ha VHTEH3MBMPAHE Capafre Ca apkTUYKMM npuobanHum gpxasama u HATO-om
y obnactu nomopcke 6e3benHocTn (European Commission, 2023). [MoBe3aHoOCT ap-
KTW4Ke nonutuke EY ca ekcnnuuutHOM Be3om namehy mupa, 6e3benHocTn n onbpaxe
je ounrnegHa, a AUCKYpC CTpaTELLKOr MiaHMpaka 1 BojHe ogbpaHe npoxuma teHe
JOKYMEHTe YNopeao ca paHujuM je3VKOM capaghe.

Onbop 3a cnorbHe nocnose EBponckor napnameHTta uspaguo je 2025. roguHe
HOBY CTpaTernjy 0 reonofiMTUYKOj capagti Ha ApKTUKY, NOHaBIbajyhin HOPMaTUBHM
ctaB Aa ApkTuk Tpeba Aa ocTaHe 30Ha MMpa U KOHCTPYKTUBHE capajHe 3acHOBaHe
Ha MynTUnaTepanHoj capagty yHyTap nopetka 3acHoOBaHoOr Ha npasunuma. Mehy-
TVM, OH je YNo30pwro Aa je NopacT pycKor BOjHOr npucycTea Ha ApkTuky nosehao peru-
OHaslHe TeH3uje, MICTOBPEMEHO UCTUYyhK 3Hadaj ApkTrka 3a 6e3beaHocT EY. MNo3sao
je opyre uHctutyumje EY ga npusHajy pactyhy munutapusaumjy ApKTyka v 3aTpaxuo
javarbe kanauuteTa oappaharba y capafwM ca gpxaBama YnaHuuama v caBesHu-
umma y HATO-y. Takofe je nogpxao naejy o npuctynarwy Hopselke n cnanga EY,
yume 61 ce nosehana onbpambeHa capagka v ojadana 6esbegHocTt EY (European
Parliament, 2025a). MapnameHT je aedumHMcao ApKTVK Kao PervoH of cTpaTeLlkor
3Havaja, y3 oueHy fa ce 6e36eQHOCHO OKPYXKeHe Yy PerroHy TeMerbHO NPOMEHUNO,
cmarpajyhu ga ce OH BHLLE He MOXe NoCMaTpaTit UCKIbYYMBO Kao NPOCTOP capaae,
Beh Kao Aeo wper reononuTryKor n 6e3be[HOCHOT OKpYXeHa Koje HeNoCpeaHo yTu-
4ye Ha mHTepece EY. Apktnuka 6e3benHocHa nuTakba ekCnnuuMTHO ce NoBesyjy ca
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€BpOaTNaHTCKuM okBupoM 1 ynorom HATO-a, a Harmawasa ce ga cy npucTynawe
®uHcke un WWeeacke HATO-y, kao u javarse capaghe EY-HATO, noborswanu 6e3bes-
HoCHy auHamuky CesepHe Espone (European Parliament, 2025b).

MpencenHuua Komucuje ®oH aep Najex (2025) Harnacuna je aa Apktuk n Ce-
BEPHW ATNaHTUK 3ay3uMajy LeHTpanHo mecto y 6e36egHocHOM 1 ogbpambeHom pas-
mMuwrbawy EY, ekcnnamumtHo nctnayhu ctpatelwky ynory icnanga yHyTtap apxuTek-
Type HATO-a n HajaBrbyjyhu jadame capagrwe EY-Mcnang y obnactn 6e3begHocTu
1 ogbpaHe. YHyTap OBOr OKBMpa Naxta ce ckpehe Ha noTpeby npunarohaeama ap-
kTuuke nonutuke EY pactyhem npucyctsy Pycuje n Kune (European Council, 2025).
Y Hopaujckom caBeTy OHa je onucana ApKTUK Kao reononuTUYKL NPOCTOP Y KOjEM,
ycneg nosparka nonuTuke Mohu, ogBpaharba 1 cTpaTellke KOHKypeHumje y mehyHa-
POAHMM OfHOCKMa, Mopa 6uTK passujeH HoBW GesbenHocHu npucTyn EY, Harnawa-
Bajyhn ga EY mopa npogybutn 6e36eqHOCHY capairy ca HOPAWCKAM 1 apKTUYKAM
[pXaBama 1 NpuUnarofuTL CBOjY apKTUUKY NOMUTUKY HOBOj reomnonmMTUYKOj CTBAPHOCTY
(von der Leyen 2025). MNoeehaHa gupekTHoCT anckypca EY o apktnukoj 6e3begHoctu
nogypapwna ce ca teHsmnjama yHytap HATO-a, Koje cy HacTane kao pesynrtar Tora
LUTO je aMepuyKu NpeacegHuk Tpamn 1sjaBno da je 3anHTepecoBaH Aa npey3Me KOH-
Tpony Hap MpeHnaHgom paau 6e3benHocTu CjeammeHnx Amepudkux Opxasa. Mwao
je Tonuko ganeko Aa je sanpetvo moryhHowhy ynotpebe BojHe cune, n3asueajyhu
CHaXxaH NonuTMYkK otrop [laHcke u MpeHnaHada, Koju ¢y HeBOCMMCIEHO oabaumm
cBaky MOryhHOCT NpoOMeHe cTaTyca TEPUTOpWjE M NMOHOBO MOTBPAMIIM MPABO NoKar-
HOI CTAHOBHMLUTBA Ha camoomnpeaerbere, WTo ykaadyje Aa APKTUK nocTtaje npocTop
OTBOPEHE reononMTUYKe KOHKYpeHLMje U NPUTKCKa Yak 1 yHyTap caBesHuwTasa (BBC
2025a; CNN 2025).

leHepanHu cekpetap HATO-a Pyte (2025) ekcnnmumTHO je aedmHncao ApKTuk
kao npocTop pacTyher cTpaTeLlKkor 3Havaja, a VicnaHa Kao Krby4YHy Tauky eBpoaT/aHT-
cke 6e3benHOCTM 360r HEroBor reoctparelukor nonoxaja. OH je Harnacuo notpeby
3a noeehanem BojHor npucyctea HATO-a y pervoHy 1 3a npenackom Ha MeHTanuTert
BOjHe ogbpaHe pagw ouvyBakba Mupa, naeHTudukyjyhm Pycujy kao jacHy npumapHy
6e3benHocHy npeTiby (Rutte, 2025). Bucoka npeactasHuua EY 3a cnorsHe nocnose
1 6e3benHocHy nonutuky Kanac (2025) jacHo je usjaBuna ga oanyke o 6yayhHoctu
lpeHnaHga Mory JOHOCWUTU UCKIbYYMBO H-ETOBW CTAHOBHULM, NO3uBajyhin Ha myHO
MOLUTOBaHE CyBEPEHUTETA, TEPUTOPWjarHOT MHTErPUTETa M NOPETKA 3aCHOBAHOr Ha
npaeunumMa. OHa je HaBena fa peHnana pobuwja cee Behu 3Hayaj 3a reocTpaTellke
npuoputete EY Ha ApKTUKY Y KOHTEKCTY M3MeeHe rnobanHe 6e3begHoOCHe auHa-
MUKe, Npu3Hajyhn oa BojHa akTMBHOCT Y perMoHy pacte u fa 6e3begHocHa nuTaka
BYLLIE He MOry BUTW MaprMHanu3oBaHa, Yak Hi y OACYCTBY HEMOCPEAHE BOjHE NPETH:E
(Kallas, 2025). OBaj cTaB gogatHo je noTBpheH y peakumjama EY Ha HacTaBrbeHu
amepuyKy NpuTUCaKk y Beau ca lpeHnaHaoMm, NOLTO je HeHO MOUTUYKO PYKOBOACTBO
jaBHO ¥3pa3uno nyHy conugapHocT ca JaHckom 1 pernaHaom, noHoBO NoTephyjyhn
[a TEMErbHM NpUHLUMNM MeRyHapoaHor npaea v TEPUTOPMWjanHOr UHTErpUTETa YMHE
ocHoBy eBporicke 6e3begHocTn (BBC 2025b; The Guardian 2025). Yak n nog nojaya-
HUM reononMTUYKM NPUTUCKOM caBe3Huka, EY je 3agpxana cBojy nonuTuKy npema
ApPKTVKY, anu je cBe BuLUe ycBajana 6e36eQHOCHO 1 CTPATELLKM OpUjeHTUCaH ANCKYPC
npema pervioHy.
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YNpKOC OBUM TEH3WjaMa y TpaHCaTIaHTCKMM OAHOCUMA, HedaBHa 6e3benHocHa ca-
pagta y CesepHoj EBponu 1 Ha ApPKTVKY nokasyje KOHTUMHYMTET M npogybrbuBatse,
npu Yyemy esporcke Ynanuue HATO-a genyjy koopavMHucaHo u aytoHoMHo. LUBeacka,
jenoHa op HajHoBMjux YnaHmua HATO-a, 3HayajHO je noBehana cBoje yyelhe y caBes-
HUYKMM aKTMBHOCTMMa oaBpahatra 1 ogbpaHe, Harmawasajyhu ga BojHa uHTerpaumja
HopAMjcKor NpocTopa NpeacTaBrba jefaH of LieHTpanHux fonpuHoca pervoHa Casesy
(Maanpuolustus 2025). To je nogpxaHo noja4aHom BunaTtepasnHom capagHOoM yHyTap
EY, npu yemy cy LUBeacka n Hemauka npogybune cBoje CTpaTewwko napTHEPCTBO Y
obnactma crnoreHe nonutuke, 6e36eqHoCTU 1 oabpaHe y LWIbY jadaksa pervoHan-
He cTabunHocTu u cTparteluke otnopHocty (Government of Sweden 2025). duHcka ce
MCTOBPEMEHO MO3WLIMOHMpana kao BaxHa Tadka npucyctsa HATO-a Ha ApKTWKy kpo3
ycnocTaerbake 1 onepaumoHanu3aumjy npojekta HanpeaHe KomHeHe cHare ®uHcka
(Forward Land Forces Finland), nHTeH3vBMparbe CaBe3HUYKMX BEXOW Y apKTUYKUM YC-
NOBMMA U jacHO YyokBMpaBakbe ApKTHKA Kao [ena Lumpe eBpOorncke 1 TpaHCaTNaHTCKe
6e3benHocHe apxutekType (Finnish Ministry for Foreign Affairs, 2025).

®oH pep JlajeH (2026) je AMPEKTHO AMPEKTHO roBopwna o IpeHnaxay v ApKTUKY,
uctnayhn ga je Eepona y notnyHoctn nocseheHa 6e36e4HOCTM apKTUUKOT pervoHa.
OHa je uctakna KOHTUHyvpaHy capagty usmelly EY n HATO-a Ha ApKTWKY U MHCUKC-
Tvpana Ja apktuyka 6e3begHocT mopa butn 0besbefeHa KONEKTUBHO, MCTOBPEMEHO
MOHOBO NOTBPRYjyhun nyHy noapLuky EY uHTerputeTty u cyBepeHuTeTy peHnaHga u
DaHcke. Obehana je noBehaHy noapluky EY apktuykoj 6e3begHocTu, Behe ogbpam-
OeHe n3gatke U peBM3Njy apKTUUKe cTpaTervje YHuje Ao kpaja roguHe (von der Leyen,
2026). Monutnka EY npatuna je weHy petopuky, byayhu aa je y mapty 2026. 3akiby-
yuna 6e3begHocHO 1 ogbpambeHo napTHepcTBO ca VicnaHaom, Koje je buno uspahe-
HO Kpajem 2025. rogmHe. Y Hemy ce jacHo HaBoau Aa cy 6esbegHoct EY u Wcnanga
mehycobHo noBesaHe M Mefy3aBucHe, onpaBaaBa ce noBehamwe ogbpambere not-
poLH-e, YKIbyUyjyhn 1 Ha ApKTUKY, HaCTaB/bEHUM CyKOOOM y YKpajuHu, 1 onucyjy ce
npeTHe ca kojuma ce EY cyoyaBa kao BULLIEOWMEH3NOHAHE U BULLE HE OrpaHuyeHe
Ha TpaguumoHanHa ogbpambeHa nuTara. Cnopasym je yokBUpro ApKTUK Kao permoH
Of} CTpaTeLLKor 3Havaja, Harnawasajyhu pernoHanHy 6e3begHoct, nomopcky 6e3ben-
HOCT, KPUTUYHY MHGPaCTPYKTYpy U knumatcky 6e36eaHOCT, AOK je pervoH u Jare
YOKBMPEH yHyTap wmper ogbpambeHor okeupa capaghe ca HATO-om (Council of the
European Union, 2026). Tako auckypc EY, n npatehe nonutuke, cBe BULLE NpUKasyjy
reononuTUYKY 1 MuUnuTapusoBaHy EY, npu yemy HeH paHuju QUCKYpPC UHCTUTYLMO-
HanHe u mehyHapoaHe capagre ycTyna MecTo KOHLEeNTyanusaumju Apktuka kao oc-
nopaBaHor 6e36e4HOCHOT OKpYXXeH-a.

3akbyyak

Kpos aHanusy npuctyna Esponcke yHuje ApKTUKY TOKOM NpoTekne ABe AeleHuje
nokasyje ce ga ApKTUK MoOCTaje CBE 3Ha4ajHMju NpocTop 3a eBporcky 6e3benHoCT.
Monutuka EY npema permoHy nocteneHo TpaHcopMuLLE YCTarbeH! MUPOBHU 1 6e3-
©enHOCHM OKBUMP KOjUY je MpUMetsyBana Ha ApKTUK, a Aa ra NPpUTOM He HanyLuTa, onpa-
BAaBajyhu To noropLuakem eBporncke 6e36eQHOCTM 1 ONaXeHOM NPeTHOM 13 Pycuje.
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ApKTuK ce y auckypcy EY u garbe HOMMHanHoO onucyje Kao 30Ha Mupa, capagre u
CTabuIHOCTH, anw ce KapakTep TOr M1pa CBe BULLE NOBe3yje ca BojHOM 6e3beaHoLuhy,
oaspaharem v npunpemrbeHolwhy. Mup ce BuLle He pasyme Kao 04CyCTBO CUie Unu
Kao pesynTar capaghe, Beh kao cTtare CTabuIHOCTU Koje ce NMpOoM3BOaM W ofpxasa
kpo3 BojHe 1 6e3benHOCHE KanaumTeTe, CTpaTELLKO MaHnpamwe 1 Aarby HTerpauujy
y eBpoatnaHTcky 6e3beqHocHy apxuTekTypy. Pesyntati nokasyjy aa je 6e3begHoc-
Ha aumeH3unja Apktuka y nonuTtuum EY gyro 6una npucyTHa MMNAMUMTHO, anu da je
HaKoH n3bujarba cykoba y YkpajuHu Guna OTBOPEHO M eKCMIIMUMUTHO apTUKynucaHa.
Buarbuea je jacHa npomeHa ka ToMe ga EY ApkTuk pasyme Kao NpocTop TpajHUX
CTpaTeLUKNX MHTEepeca, reornonmnTUyKe KOHKypeHumMje n 6e36eQHOCHUX puauka, Mmpu
4eMy HeH ANCKYPC CBe BULLIE HOpManuayje jeank ogbpambeHe npunpemrLeHOCTH, ca-
page n ogpahara. OBu pesyntati noTephyjy apryMeHT aa ce Mup y CaBpeMEHO)
nonutuum EY pegedmHmile kao cTabunHocT ogpxasaHa kpo3 6e3beqHOCHe UHCTPY-
MEHTE, a He ka0 HOpMaTVBHM aean oABOjeH oa Noruke BojHe 6e3beaHocTu. MNojava-
Ha TpaHcaTnaHTcka 6e3befHOCHa capagha Ha ApKTUKY He NMpefcTaBrba y3poK OBe
TpaHcdopMmauyje, Beh weH BUAbLMBM nokasaTers. Lnpewe HATO-a y EBponu, kao
n pactyha reononuTuyka ynora EY n pactyhu ogbpamberu ByleT HweHnx ynaHuua,
nokaayjy Aa ApKTVK BuLe He QyHKLUMOHULLE Kao M3y3eTak YHyTap eBporncke 6e3bes-
HOCHe nonuTuke, Beh Aa ce caga nocMatpa kao NoApyYje CTpaTellke KOHKYpeHLumje
1 BOjHE ©e3begHOCTM.

Y TOMe nexu oCHOBa 3a apryMeHT [ja munutapusaumja ApkTuka He denyje kao
CYNpPOTHOCT MMPOBHOM OKBMPY EY, Beh kao HEeroB MHCTPYMEHT 1 npeaycnos. Teo-
PUjCKM JONPUHOC YnaHKa jecTe y OBakBOM Tymadewy TpaHchopmaumje mupa. Oc-
nawajyhn ce Ha KpuTuuke cTyavje mmpa n 6e3begHocTu, nokasyje ce aa nubepanHm
MWP Y KOHTEKCTY apkTuuke nonutuke EY Huje HanywTeH, Beh TpaHcdopmucaH ka
MUPY KOju Ce oapxaBa Kpo3 oabpaHy, mpu Yemy ce MunuTapusaLmja cee BULLE NOCMa-
Tpa Kao HOpPManu3oBaH W paLMOHaNU30BaH MHCTPYMEHT odyBaka Mupa u 6e3ben-
HocTu. KoHuenTyanusaumja caBpemMeHOr MUPOBHOT MopeTka Ha ApkTuKy y EY Tako
hyHKUMOHNLLE Kao XMOpuMaHA W YHYTpalLke NPOTMBPEYHa KOHCTPYKUMja Yy Kojoj ce
MWP NPOM3BOAM KPO3 MOh M CHary, a He Kpo3 MefyHapodHy capafhy Koja ce HoMu-
HanmHo 3aroBapa. AHanusa farbe nokasyje Aa ce reononmMTu3oBambe permoHa odsuja
naparnernHo ca reononuT3oBawemM came EY, jep oHa cBe Buwe cxBaTta 6e3begHoCT
1 MUP KPO3 NOrvKy BojHe 6e36enHoCTH 1 oabpaHe. To cTBapa HaneTocT n3mMehy ae-
KnapaTMBHE MUPOSbYOMBOCTM U MPaKTUYHE MUNIMTapu3aumje, Tako Aa ce APKTUK
nojaesbyje Kao NPOCTOp Y KojeM TpaHcgopmMaLimja eBponckor pasymeBara Mupa no-
cTaje jacHo Bugrbmea. Ako EY HacTaBu ga ApKTVK MCTOBPEMEHO NpeacTaBiba Kao
30HY MWpa, a Aa ra NpUTOM MHTErpuLLEe y Norvuky BojHor ogspaharka u 6e3begHocTy,
pernoH he cse Texe ycnesatu Aa (PyHKUMOHMLLE KAo NPOCTOP HUCKWUX TeH3uja, Aok
he HopmaTvBHa KpeambunHocT EY kao MupoBHOT akTepa Gutu godaTHoO JoBedeHa y
nuTame. Ha Taj HaunH ApKTUK NocTaje ornefano LWupe reonofiMTuiKe KOHKypeHumje
y CBETY W TpaHcdopMmaumje EY y nspasutunje reononuTUYKN U CTPaTELLKN eHTUTET
yCMepeH Ha BojHy 6e3beaHocCT.
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Pe3sume

Pa,q ucnutyje edekte reononMTUYKOr 3aoKkpeTa EBponcke yHUje Ha HeHy ap-
KT4Ky 6e36eqHOCHY MOMWUTUKY M Ha yCTarbeHO pa3ymeBake ApKTMKa Kao
npocTopa Mupa, capage U HACKMX TeHauja. Nonasu ce og Tora Aa je EY Tokom ay-
xer nepuofa ApKTUK NpeacTaBrbana Kpo3 HOpMaTUBHU OKBUP MUpa, CTabUNHOCTM 1
MyrnTunatepanHe capagme, Aok je 6e3begHoCHa OMMEH3Mja pervoHa y HeHoj nonu-
TumM Buna NpucyTHa yrnaBHOM NOCpeaHo, Kpo3 perynauujy, ynpaBibame U MHCTUTY-
LMOHanHe mexaHuame. MefyTum, noropluarke eBponckor 6e36e[HOCHOT OKpYXeksa,
pacTyha cTpaTeLka KOHKypeHLMja, pycka CTpaTellka NonmuTMKa U BOjHO MPUCYCTBO
M pat y YKpajuHu nocteneHo cy Aosenu Ao Tora Aa ApkTuk y nonutuum EY cee us-
pasuTtuje 6rBa cxBaheH Kao NPOCTOp CTpaTeLLKor 3Havaja, 6e36edHOCHUX puanka U
reononuTUYKOr HagmeTama. Pag ce Teopujcku ocnarba Ha KpUTUYKe cTyauje Mupa u
6e3begHocTu, nonasehn o pasyMmeBara M1pa He Kao PUKCHOr HOpMaTWBHOT 1aea-
na, Beh kao NCTOPUjCKM NPOMEHIBbMBE MONMUTUYKE KaTeropuje Ynje sHaverbe obnumKkyjy
ogHocu Mohu, 6e3begHOCHE Npakce W UHCTUTYLMOHanHKM nopetun. Ha Toj ocHoBM
ce TBpOW Oa MUPOBHM OKBUP EY y ApKTuKY Huje HanywTeH, Beh TpaHchopMucaH,
Tako Ja ce MVp CBe BuWLIE pasyMe Kao CTabWrHOCT ofpxasaHa kpo3 6e3beqHoCT,
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oaBpahane v ogbpambere kanaumteTe. MeTo paga 3acHvBa Ce Ha KBanUTaTUBHO)
aHanuan cTpaTtewknmx AokymeHata EY o ApKTVKY M CPOAHMX CMOFbHOMOMUTUYKUX U
6e36egHOCHMX AOKyMeHaTa, Kao 1 NONUTUYKMX n3jaBa Boaehux aktepa EY y nepuopy
of, 2008. oo 2026. rogmHe. AHanu3a nokasyje a HoBWjM SOKYMEHTM K guckypc EY, y3
3apxaBake je3vka Mupa, capaire 1 MefyHapoaHor npasa, CBe OTBOPEHWje yBOaE
je3VK cTpaTeLUKe KOHKypeHLuje, ogbpambeHe CnpeMHOCTU, MHpPACTPYKTYpHE 3aLlTu-
Te, HATO capagmhe v ogpaharba. ApKTUK Ce Tako BULLE He MojaBrbyje Kao M3yseTak
op 6e3benHocHe noruke, Beh kao npocTop y kojem EY napanenHo ogpxasa Hopma-
TVBHM OWCKYPC MMpa ¥ NpuxeaTa cBe u3paxeHujy 6e3begHocHy n ogbpambeHy pa-
LMoHanHocT. Pag 3akrbydyje fa munutapusaumja Apktuka y nonutuum EY He genyje
Kao CYNpOTHOCT HEHOM MUPOBHOM OKBUPY, Beh CBe BULLE KAO HETOB MHCTPYMEHT
1 Npegycnos, Yume ApKTUK NOCTaje jacaH nokasaTerb wupe TpaHcdopmauuje EY y
n3pasnTmje reononnTnykm 1 6e36egHOCHO OpujeHTUCAHOT akTepa.

KrbyuHe peuwn: criorbHa nonumuka EY, Apkmuuka 6e36edHocm, eeononumuka,
cmyduje mupa, munumapusauuja
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