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BE3BEJHOCHA ®PATMEHTAILINJA
(ITOCT)MOJIEPHOI CBETA
(Bojuu caBe3u u paBHOTexa moh)

Caxerak: Y WIaHKY ce aHa/TM3MPajy MOJIEPHY 11 CaBPeMeHY BOjHY CaBe3y HacTasm
TI0CTIe ypyIllaBarba KPaTKOTpPajHOT yHMIIomapHor MehynaponHor mopetka mpesoberor CAJL.
Y3 npuka3s resese u cspxe nocrojama HATO-a, HajBeher u HajTpajHUjer BojHOr caBe3a y
ucropuju MogepHe EBporie 1 3anapa, ayTop yKasyje Ha leroBe MIMaHEeHTHe C/Iad0CTH Koje Cy
TIoCTajIe OUMITIeTHe TOKOM pata y Ykpajurau. OHe ce OI7Iefiajy y TTIOMa3sHOM OMPOKPaTCKOM
armapaty Bol)eHOM JIOTMKOM CaMOJI0BO/BHOCTH, He(IeKCHOMITHOM BOjHOMHTYCTPHjCKOM
KOMIIEKCY, Kao ¥ JOKTPMHAPHOj KPAaTKOBMIOCTH YCIIef, ITPeHaT/IaIlIeHOT OC/Tambamha Ha Ba-
37IyIIHe CHare U CIellijai30BaHe jefuHuIIe 3a dp3e MHTepBeHIUje TPOTUB NH(EPUOPHIX
MIPOTMBHUKA. 3acTaperie KOHIEMIINjCKe OCHOBE U anlcomyTHA 3aBucHOCT off CAJ] mosene
cy HATO y crame BojHe [YIcYHKINOHATHOCTY 1 IONUTIYKe HOTpoureHocTH. [TocpenHn
IOKa3 3a TO jecTe YOp3aHO CKIalame OunaTepaaHux de3delHOCHNX ciopasyMa usMmeby
HajBaXHUjMX eBponckux wiannna HATO-a (Opannycka, Hemauka, Bemka bpuranuja)
KOje BUIIIe HIICY CUTYPHE Y CIIPEMHOCT Hoceher akTepa AnmjaHce f1a ce AMPEKTHO BOjHO
aHTa)XKyje y MOTeHIMjamHOM CyKody ca Pycmjom. VicToBpeMeHo, MMPOM CBeTa CKIamajy
ce YBpCTH duIaTepaHy U KONeKTUBHM BOojHU cnopasymu (Pycuja — Cesepua Kopeja,
[Taxucran - Caynujcka Apaduja), Kao ¥ TPEHYTHO HEIlITO MeKIIa ,,de30eIHOCHa IapT-
HepctBa” (AYKYC: CAJl - Bb - Aycrpamnja; CAJl - Janan - Jyxxua Kopeja), y3 dpojue
»0e3deIHOCHe eKIapalyje” CUTYallOHOT KapaKTepa I 3a jefHOKpaTHY ynoTpedy (TUIMyaH
npumep: XpBarcka—Andanuja-Kocoso*). CBu oHU cBeflode 0 MeTaCTadMIHOM CTAbY Y
KOMe Ce HaJIa3} IIOJIMLIeHTPUYHM, BepOBATHO jolI 1yro Heypehenu rmodanum ,nopenax’
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Teorpaduja 1 eKOHOMMja, MCTO KOIMKO APYIITBEHE BPEFHOCTI ¥ IOUTHYKI [IOpe-
IaK, ofipehyjy HalMOHATHY UIEHTUTET M MHTepece Ha OCHOBY KOjIX MOJiepHe MO/IUTHYKe
3ajefiHNLIe YCIIOCTaB/bajy MehycodHa (He)mpujaTe/bcTBa U CK/IATIAjy Ip>KaBHE caBese, HOCedHO
oHe BojHe npupoge. HacTanak, umbeBn U Tpajaibe BOjHUX caBesa IIOKasyjy CMep, CHary
U IVHAMUKY UCTOPMjCKMX TOKOBA Y KOHKPETHOM PErMOHY, a/li U Ha I7I00aTHOM I/IaHY.
Y npenMopepHIM BpeMeHVMa OTpaHIYeHNX eKOHOMCKVX MOTYNHOCTY, BOjHVX ITOTEHIU-
jama M KyNITypHUX yTHUIIaja, BOjHU CaBe3l Cy OOMYIHO VIMa/Iyi CaMO PETMOHATHN KapaKTep.
Omnpalibe, 10 IIPAaBITY Makbe MOIUTIYKE 3ajefHNIIe, KaJia Cy TO MOLJIE M/IV XTeTIe, YPY>KuBase
Cy ce Y BOjHe caBese Ca OTPaHMYeHUM I[/beBIIMa YCMEPEHIM Ka 00y3/IaBamby 3ajefHIIKOT
HempujaTerba y CyCeICTBY WM MOXKZa Hajonasehe nmmepujanne cue. [TomnTUIKM MHTe-
pecu TaKBUX 3ajeHNIIA JOTYIITAIM CY Y Hajdo/beM CiTydajy KpaTKoTpajyha caBesHMIITBA
usMely KOITHEHMX apMUja ¥ €BEHTYa/THO 3ajeJHIYKO JielloBake TOMOPCKIUX CHara (aKo cy
nocrojase). HeBenuke cramne wim ,,crajahe” rpyIe xoje je BogyIa 1oKanHa apycToOKparuja
U MAaCOBHA apMuja cacTasjbeHa of ad hoc MOdMIM30BaHOT (JOCTYIIHOT) CTAHOBHUIIITBA —
TaKo Cy Hajuenthe M3I7Iefiajie BOjCKe Koje Cy CTBapasie U pasapasie IpefMOfiepHe IOUTIIKe
3ajeguuie. Mehytum, mpema paktiyaky nctoM odpaciyy pyHKIMOHMCAIE CY U CBE OH/AIIEbE
BeJIMKe CUIe, oYeB off AKafIcKor, Acupckor, Erunarckor, Basunonckor, Ilepcujckor nmm
Pymckor 1japcTBa, 10 MCTaMCKUX Kamdara, MOHTO/ICKIX KaraHaTa, MOTY/ICKe VY KMHeCKe
umMnepuje. BpojHOCT 1 08ydeHOCT el yje, KONl U IIOMOPCKIX CHAra, BOjHO-TEXHIYKA
OIIPeM/BEHOCT ¥ CIIOCOOHO BODCTBO, CBE TO Y3 MOXKE/bHY, IpeM/ia He U HY>KHY UJICOTOIIKY
(BepcKy) KOHCONMMIOBAHOCT, OF/TYIMBANIN Cy O CTBAPHOj CHA3M BEMMKNX CH/IA UMja je yHY-
Tpalllba CTAOVIHOCT 3aBJCU/IA Off CIIOCOOHOCTH Ja Ce Y KOHTUHYNUTETY IIMpe OKOTHUM
KOITHOM 11 MopeM (yrnaBHOM mpuodabeM). PafnkanHa mpoMeHa y TOM IOIIely HacTaja
je TeK ca TPaHCKOHTMHEHTATHOM eKCIIaH3MjOM eBPOIICKUX (,,3aIafHMX ) TOMOPCKUX CHIa
Koje ¢y y 16. BeKy modesne fia rpajie rmodanHy (CBeTCKM) Mopefak. 3amagHa KOJToOHM3anuja
»OCTaTKa CBeTa" HaIlpefjoBaa je TokoM crefieha 1Ba Beka, eckanupana je y 19, ma du ce
noToM TpaHchopmucana y 20. BeKy (,HeOKOIOHMjamm3am").

ITpojexnuja BojHe (M cBaKe ApyTe) MOhW Ha BeNMUKY Ha/bUHY — IIPEKO MOpa 1
OKeaHa, IPeCTaB/bala je OIIydyjyhy, ucTopujcky pasnuky nsMehy npeamonepHux u
MOJIEPHIUX ,,BeNUKNUX cuaa“ Ha T3B. VcToky 1 3anapy. IIpekoMopcki KapakTep TPropuHe
U PaTOBama, 3ajefIHO ca CHeIMPUIHNM CTPYKTYPHUM €KOHOMCKUM U IOTIUTUIKIM 0OIN-
I[Ma MOJIEPHUX MONMMUTUYKUX 3ajefHNIIA, YTULIA/IN Cy Ha IIM/beBe BOjHUX caBe3a Koje Cy
CKJIaTIajie eBPOIICKe CUJIe — ¥ MOYeTKY Be3aHe UCTUM BPeTHOCHMM IMOPETKOM, a KacHMje
IOTIYHO He3aBUCHO Off IETUTUMAIIMjCKIX OCHOBA PeXXMMa caBe3sHMka. [Ipsu kopanu y
TOM TIpaBIly MOITIM Cy Ce Ha3peTH joIll y BpeMe KPCTAIKuX patosa (11-13. Bex) Kafa je
3anagHa EBpora, yjenumbeHa 1107l CTeroM KaTO/MMYaHCTBa, BOAWIA PaTOBE IPOTUB MCTAMCKIX
3ajefHMIA Ha IPyToj CTpaHu MeanTepaHa, a yOp30 3aTUM U IPOTUB CBOT HETIOCPEIHOT
xpumrhaHckor KOHKypeHTa — PoMejckor napcrsa. Ha cimyal HauuH ce mokasuBana 1
KOJIOHM3ALIMjCKa CHAra UTaIMjaHCKMX KOMYHA I BUXOBMX KOpIIopaliyja Koje Cy YHyTap
ucror npocropa (Ipro Mope, Bruckn 1cTOK) y BpeMe MO3HOT Cpefiber BeKa YCIIeNIHO
IeMOHCTpPYpasie CBOjy IPOTOMOJIEPHY eKOHOMCKY M HOMUTIIKY, a TIOCPETHO 1 BOjHY Moh.
Ynopeno ¢y GpyHKI[MOHKCaIe TProBavKe KOpIIopalje 1 CI0Q0AHNU IPajjOBY €BPOIICKOT
ceBepa I10BE3aHM OHJIAIIHOM XaH3€aTCKOM JINTOM, IPOTOTUIICKMM MOJIE/IOM 3aIa/{HOT
KOPIIOPAIVjCKOT CUCTEMA.
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Ympxoc HaBefieHM KOpeHMMa KOji Cy 0dyXBaTasmy IIMPOKY TpocTop MenuTepaHa,
TIPUBPETHN 1 BOjHM TTOTEHIIVjasl eBPOIICKUX (#poilio)mogepHux TIOMUTIIKIX 3ajeHNIIA
nokasahe cBOjy CHary u KamalyTeT [e/IOBabeM y CACBUM JIPYTOM, JI0 Taja GaKTUIKM
HerocTojeheM reomoMUTUYKOM HPOCTOPY AT/IAHTCKOT OKeaHa. YIapHe IMeCHUIle TOT
npocrepuTera duse Cy iBe TPAafULMOHAMICTIYKE, TYOOKO jOII ,CPebOBEKOBHE“ Kpa-
mesuHe — [Topryranmja u lllnannja. Pasnor je jegHocTaBaH: Tparajyhn 3a rproBaukmm
IIOMOPCKIUM ITyTeBMMa Koju Oy uM ode3demyin npuctyn dorarcTBuMa Jlamekor MCcToKa,
KaTO/MNYKa Kpa/beBCTBA Cy HEHa/JaHO ,,0TKpuaa“ HoBu cBeT, folHNje Ha3BaH AMepUKOM
(16-17. Bek). Maxko cy fjo Taia QyHKIMOHNMCaAle Matbe-BIIIIe HA MaprMHaMa eBPOIICKUX
IPUBPEFHO-IOMUTHYKIX TOKOBA, 3aXBa/byjyhu yCIenHuM mpeKoMOpCKIM HOAyXBaTNMa
mBa cy GyHmZaMeHTaMHO KaToMMIKa Kpa/beBCTBa ca Vdepujckor momyocTpBa mocTane
YUCTHHY I7TT00aNHeE CUTIE.

VlctpaxxmBadka pafjo3Ha/IOCT, TProBaykKa II0X/IeNa, BOjHa C/IaBa M BepcKa MICHja,
nocsehena nsrpafmm ,,yHBep3aHe xpuirhaHcke MoHapxuje”, 0de30enn Cy MopTyTrancKoj
AMHACTUj1 ABe3a U IIITAHCKUM ,,HajKaTONMMYKIjUM Kpa/beBUMa“ J1a 32 Pe/IATUBHO KPATKO
BpeMe IpeysMy BehnHy BaKHMjUX TProBavyKuXx myka Ha Jlanmekom nctoky, dopmupajyhn
IPNMTOM HOBa IIPUMOPCKA YBOPHIITA Ha jOII YBeK HerosHaToM JlanmexoM 3amapy. [ToBobHM
TeONOIUTIYKMN MIOJI0XKAj, MHOBATMBHA IOMOPCKA TEXHOJIOTMja, aBAHTYPUCTUYKA IYX,
BaTPEHO OpY>Kje ¥ TOP/bUBY IIPO3eIUTU3AM U3TPAJVIIN Cy MpeXKe IIPBUX TPAaHCKOHTH-
HEHTa/IHIX IOMOPCKIX pyTa Koje he mocraru xpBoTtok dyayher cBerckor (mpuBpegHor u
MIOIMTIYKOT) HopeTKa. EBpolicka Ko/loHM3anuja cBeTa je Moria Jja IIO4He.

Ha mpenasy u3 17. y 18. Bek, pasBujeHe (fipoilio)mogepHe MOMUTUYKe 3ajeHULIE
EBpone - Xonanpauja, Enrnecka n ®@panirycka, a y ckpoMHujoj Mmepu jou u Jlancka, llIsencka
u nojefuHe wiaHnie CBETOT pUMCKOT IIAPCTBA, yCIIeNe Cy a eKOHOMCKI IIpeMpexxe I
BOjHO ITOTYNMHE JJOCTIOBHO YNMTAB CBET. TeMesb U MO/yTa TOT ycrexa dusie Cy NpUBpenHe 1
TONMUTIIKE MHCTUTYIIUje CTIOCOdHE [Ta 08pasyjy HAyUOHANHY gp#aesy, KIbYIHY TOMUTIIKI
npoussoj MozepHe eroxe (Cvetkovi¢, 2023, str. 43-45).

NCTOPUJCKA TEHE3A

[Tpempa cy nMarse majnexe KOpeHe y UTAIMjaHCKMM KOMYHaMa U BEeIMKUM IieH-
Tpa/lM30BaHUM MOHapxujamMa EBporne, MofiepHe ip>KaBe Cy TO IIOCTajIe TeK Kajia Cy CBOje
HOUTUYKO QYHKIVOHKCabe caodpasnie IPUBPEJHOM Pa3Bojy KOju je IOYMBa0O Ha
CTA/THOj aKyMY/IaLlMj} KalliTasa, KOPIOPaLMjCKOM CUCTEMY M OTBapatby HOBMX TPXKUILTA
IO KOjUX Ce TOa3uIo BOjHUM ITyTeM. 3a Te MoTpede CKJIalaHa Cy BOjHA CaBEe3HUIITBA
Ylfja ce MOYeTHA OCHOBA TeMe/bI/Ia Ha yOOUdajeHM IOMUTIYKIM MOTUBYIMA €BPOIICKe
apMCTOKpaTuje: BOjHO M BEPCKO MOTBphIBarbe MHACTIYIKOT IIPECTIHKA, AU MICTO TAKO 1
MOTHMBIMMA HOBOCTACaJIe IPeNy3eTHNYKE K/Iace KOja je Ha Be/lMKa BpaTa yaasuia y 1o Taja
IPUBUJIETOBAHM IOMUTUYKM IIPOCTOP.

[ToTBpAa u yjegHO MIyCTpamyja fatux Tokoa Ono je Tpupecerorogniumu part
OHJAIIBUX eBPOINCKUX cua (1618-1648), koju je 1oBeo JO KOHAYHOT MOTUCKUBAbA Y
apyru mwian lInanckor KpakeBCTBa, 10 Ta[ja HEIPUMKOCHOBEHOT €BPOIICKOT XereMOHa.
Y ToM KaTacTpopuIHOM (IICeyi0)BEPCKOM pary, CypoBoj Sopdu 3a ,ICTHUTY Bepy', BOjHY
U IpUBpeHY HajMoh, nako Kpajibe KpXKa I ,, HeIPUHIIMIINje/THA , BOjHA CaBEe3HUIITBA
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eBPOITICKVX MOHAPXMja I TIOHEKe PeITydiKe MOCTABWIN Cy TeMeTb 34 HOBY €BPOIICKY PaBHO-
texxy Mmohn (,,Bectdancku mopegak®), u mpu myT yucTuHy KomuKoBaHo ,,MehynapogHo
paBo“ KOje je IerNTUMICATIO YCIOCTaB/beHN TOpefak y mporoMoaepHoj EBponu. Konrenr
Ip’KaBHE CYBEePEHOCTH, IPOMOIIMja IPMHINIIA KOEr3MCTeHIMje 1 ITpaBa MOMUTUIKIX 3a-
jemHUIA a came d1pajy CBOjy CyIOMHY — KOHLIENT [pyKaBHE CYyBEPEHOCTH, YCTAHOB/bEHE
(VIKCHUX IpaHMNIIa, OTpaHNYaBakbe IMHACTIYKIIX IIPaBa ... Ha TYIM Y TAKBVM eKCIUIMI[VITHIM
Haye/MMa 1 IpehyTHUM IpaByIMMa HOo4YMBa KOMIUIETHO Mel)yHapoiHO IpaBo /10 JaHac
(Bogdan, 2024, str. 287-291), umu dap OHO IITO je OF HWera JaHac IPeoCTao.?

Kaxo roz, oxfa xafa je ycrocrasbeH Becrdancku nopegak y Espormn, nanexo
mohnuje nmmnepuje Ha Vicroky (Morycko, Ilepcnjcko/Cadasupcko 1 KitHecko napcTso)
U flajbe Cy GYHKIMOHNCATIE y CBOjIM CaMOZIOBO/BHYIM CBETOBMMA /1 TIOBPEMEHO] PABHOTEXXM
CHara, Koja je HapylllaBaHa YHyTPallIbJM N0dyHaMa U CycefcKuM pasmupunama. HaBogna
cjajHa (IIOTy)M30/I0BaHOCT 3eMasba [la/ieKkor MCTOKa, YBeK CaMo pe/laTHBHA ¢ 003MPOM Ha
pyUIMIauKe Hajesfie PATHMYKUX I/IeMeHa U3 IIeHTPaTHOa3jCKIX CTena, eUHUTIBHO
je HapyllleHa, a IOTOM U HecCTaja 3axBa/byjyhy BOjHO-TProBaykoj HaBaaM 3amaja Ha
TaMolIbe odae. YOp3o0 he excraHsuja eBpPOIICKUX 0CBajada, KOji Cy ce KOHCONMNTOBATIN
Hoc/Ie IpuxBaTama BecTdackor Myupa, eKOHOMCKY, BOJHO, IIOTUTUYKA U KY/ITYPOIOLIKA
npeodpasnTy 4nTaB cBeT. CaMumM TuM, drthe pegedrHMCAHN CMIICAO0 ¥ OOIMIV KITACHIHUX
BOjHMX CaBe3a.

OnMax Tpeda mpuMeTUTI: JaHAC CTAHAAP/HA IIPIYA O BOjHMM CaBe3VIMa 3aCHOBAaHUM
Ha IIPOLIeHM ,,PABHOTE)Xe IPeTibe “ Kao ITABHOM MOTIBY HONMUTIYKNX 3aje[JHIULIA [1a CTYIIajy
y caBesHumITBa (Walt, 1990), mpuMemeHa Ha pasyMeBambe KOJIOHM3aluje [laeKxor MCToKa,
nenom u Hosor cera nnu Adpuke (nsmeby 15. 1 17. Beka) — Hitje cacBUM Iay3aduiHa
¢ 003MpOM Ha TO J]a OHJalllba [JAPCTBA U KPa/beBCTBA Ca JJATYX IOfHEd/ba 10 IPABUTY
HIICY Ca CBOjUM ITYHUM KalaI[MTeTOM AMPEKTHO y/lasuaa y paTHe CyKode ca samagHuM
MaH7aHMMa. Y TOMe Cy YITTaBHOM y4ecTBoBany pyOuu (mprodaman) (II0my)ay TOHOMHM
JIeTIOBY Ha JesTy ca JIOKaTHUM TOCIIoflapuMa KOjy Cy CTYHaay y TIOCIOBHE U/M/IN BOjHE
OffHOCE Ca 3alla/fHUM KOPHOpauujama Koje Cy 3a CBOj padyH, a ,y UMe" laJIeKMX CyBepeHa
(eBpoTICKe MOHaApXUje), Tj. TOCPEHNUX BIACHUKA U TIOCTIOflaBal[a, OCBajanu IyKe U JIo-
Ka/IHa TPXXMIITA. Y IIPBO BpeMe MOJIEPHOT ,,CycpeTa LuBWIM3anyja“ Ha JlaekoM NCTOKY
(aTo je moTpajaso cBe o 18. Beka), yIITaBHOM HIje JOIA3WIO [IO Y/IaXKeba 1yd/be Y OKOJIHE
TePUTOPYje Off CTPaHe eBPOICKMX KOTTOHMCTa. Ha Taj HaumH ce n3deraBao nypexTaH Boj-
HI OfITOBOP IIEHTPATHNUX BIACTHU KOje Cy Mpely3eTHe JOI/baKe BUIIe JOXKNMB/baBaIM Kao

> Y KOHTEKCTY JaHAIIbUX paclpaBa o JoMeTHMa ,MehyHapogHOr jaBHOT IIpaBa‘, 0dudyajHUM I

IPYTUM ,TIpaBMInMa‘ MelyHapomHIX ofHOCA, YIIOTped) cule 1 OIIITOj HEM3BECHOCTH KOja U3 TOra
IPONICTHYeE, Bajba Ce MOJCETUTH /ia je 1O YCIIOCTaB/balba Mupa Kpo3 HI3 MUPOBHIUX yroBopa naMehy
3apalieHUX CTpaHa JOIJIO IIOCIIe IYTOT IPperoBapama off FTOTOBO fleceT FOfJIHa — CBe Y3 BOjHA [iejCTBa
KOja HM Y jeIHOM TPEeHYTKy HUCY IIpecTajaja. To he BaXkuTu 1 y CBUM PYTMM MOJIePHUM PAaTOBMMA
¥ IOTOBMM MUPOBHUM CIIOPa3syMVMa, a II0CeSHO OHMM KOji Cy fedUHUCAIN aKTYeTHY eBPOIICKY
PaBHOTEXXY CHara u IIpaBlla OHOLIeHha 13Me)y IPM3HATUX MOMUTUYKNUX 3ajenHuia (YTpexT, 1713;
ITapus, 1763; Bepnun, 1815; Bepcaj, 1919. u Hajsap — Janra u [Toctaam, 1945). ToM npuankom HUCY
ce MOTHVCUBAIY KIACUYHN ,, MUPOBHY CIIOPa3yMM , aJI je UIIaK FOMAa3U/I0 SO HOMUTIYKIX JOrOBOPa
Koju cy odesdenmu ocHuBame YH, MebyHaposHe opranusanuje sajy>keHe 3a MUTamba I7100aTHOT
mupa (Can ®Opanipycko, 1945).
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IPIINKY, Maibe Kao HelIOCPeqHY IIpeTivy. Y TONMMKO BiIafajyhe nunactuje Vcroka u Hucy
MMaJie HoTpedy 3a CK/IamameM YBpINMX BOjHUX CaBe3HMIITBA KOjUM OM ce IITUTUIH OF
3ajeTHNYKMX (€BPOIICKIIX) HellpyjaTesba.

[IITaBnire, eBPOIICK) M3a30B a3MjCKOj MONM je y IOYeTKY M pelaTUBHO AyTo duo
CacBYM O/Iar ¥ TOTOBO HeBU/BUB jep je O110 CKPUBEH u3a ,,KOMOMHaIMja“ TyKpaTUBHUX
JIOKQJIHUX ,,rocrofapa‘ (zomahu ynpaBHuLu y c1y»xdu MMIepujaIHor Baiapa) 1 CTPaHuX
BOjHMKA-TProBala Koje Cy aHTa)KOBa/Ii eBPOIICKe KOPIIOpalije U HhUXOBM aKI[MOHAPYU
(eBporicke moymmTHaKe ennte). ImodanHa paBHOTEKa MOhM Tafia ce Huje TOCTaB/baIa Kao
peanan mpodmem. lluBnnnsaruje Ha VicToky npegBohere KMHECKNM, TI€PCIjCKUM, UH-
AMjCKUM, PYCKUM ¥ IPYTUM JIMHACTUjaMa, HacTaB/bajle Cy fla Makbe-BUIIe CAMOJIOBO/bHO
GbYHKIMOHMIIY Y CBOjOj ,30HM 0AroBopHOCTH . TAKBO CTambe CTBapH je MOITIO [ja HOTpaje
YHeJoITIeq; 1 [ia He ocTaBy Behe Tparose 1o BracTu umiepuja Vcroka, sa y Mehyspemeny
HIfje JOIITIO 10 PafiKajIHe YHY Tpalllikhe TpaHchopMmanuje Bofiehyx eBpONCKUX IOMuTIY-
KUX 3ajeffHNLIa Koje Cy HOJ IPUTUCKOM Haspyher kannTanusma 1 rpahanckor cranexa
IIOCTajajie MOfiepHe (HallMOHAJIHe) ipxKase.’

Hajsan, cpenuuoM 18. Beka momopcke cute EBporne pakTuuku cy 3aBnagaie cBe-
TOM. VIMIIepuja/iHu CTaTyC HOBOYCIIOCTAB/bEHNUX I100ATHUX »,BEIVKIX CUIA“ CMEIIBAO Ce
OP3MHOM KOjOM CY Ce eBPOIICKe MOHApXUje ,MOepHI30Basie  noctajyhu gemepcoHanmso-
BaHe HallMOHa/IHe fip>kaBe ca Beh ocodeHnM apymTBeHNM HacneheM 1 HauMHOM Iofierte
mohu (Van Creveld, 2012, str. 127-186). OHO IITO je IaK OCTAJI0 UCTO MO je MIMIIepaTuB
OYyBarba BIACTUTOT CyBePEHNUTETa 1/ UV HaMeTame BO/be APYTUMA, YBeK y3 00aBe3HO
OKyTIbaH-e CaBe3HMKa KOjy du Oumu CIipeMHM fla YIeCTBYjYy Y 3ajelHNIKUM BOjHUM aK-
rjama. CriocodHOCT fa ce fiefa y TOM IpaBIly Of/TyIMBaa je O TPEHYTHOM XeTreMOHY I
CTaTyCy CBaKe 3eM/be IIOHA0CO0d.

Konaunu dpoj Bemmkux cua Ha 3anapny y BpeMeny Beh yodmmueHe - 3pere Mopep-
HocTH (Kpaj 18. Beka) OfIpa3yMeBao je HeBeIMKY TPYILy Off ielli 3eMa/ba Ha 4MjeM dery
cy durma fiBa TpafiIIMOHATHA /by Ta pyBaa, MohHa Kpa/beBCTBA eBPOIICKOT CeBepo3amnaja
Koja Cy JjaBajla TOH U TeMIO ¥cTopujcKoM nporpecy (Opannycka u Enrrecka / Benmmxa
Bpuranuja), 1Be OMUTUYKY IIEHTPANN30BaHe aly He ¥ APYIITBEHO MOJIePHM30BaHe
umIepuje Ha ncToKy EBpone (Ayctpuja u Pycuja) u jeHa MUIuTaHTHA MOHApXuja y
excrausuju (IIpycuja), Bogeha wianuna pasyhenor Certor pumMckor HapcTsa y LeHTpPy
Eppone. HaBenenu koHIepT Be/MKyx cua EBporie 81o je ciocodan ma unras cBet (11pe)
odnuKyje y CK/ajy ca BIaCTUTUM MHTepecuMa 1 pusancTBoM.! Kako je mo Tora gomnmo?

IToyerxkoM 18. Bexa y gpyrom mrany raodanxe Mmohm Beh cy yBenuko TaBopumn
pofloHaYeTHUIIN eBpoTIcKe mpekomopcke cuie (ITopryranmja u lllmanuja), dam xao un
ZoTaflallilby IpefaTopu ca eBponckor cesepa (Ilomcko-J/IutBancku cases, llIBencka,

3 MCTOpI/IjCKy AHA/M3Yy JAaTUX IMOMUTUYIKNX, EKOHOMCKIX, KY/ITYPHIUX 1 BOjHI/IX IIponeca Buany:

Braudel, 2007; Darwin, 2008; Headrick, 2010.

* ¥V 1o Bpeme KnHa je Beh yBenmko mocprasa oy mpuTUCKOM 3allafHUX CUIa, VIHAM]ja je mocTana
dpuTaHCKa KONMOHMja U HeH ITIaBHY U3BOP OOraTCTBa, a JalaH Hije jOoIl HU IIOMUIIbAO Ha CBOj
MOJEPHUCTIIKY IIpeodpaxkaj o kora he gohu Tex y gpyroj monosunu 19. Bexa. VictoBpemeHo, Ha
jyrouctoky EBpore odurasaio je apxanguo OcMaHCKO IIAPCTBO, CUIA Y ONIAfAbY, HOK je Ha APYroj
CTpaHM CBETa, Y HAJIEKO]j IPEKOATIAHTCKO]j TI03a/{MHY, YOP3aHO HallpeZoBaa IPeKOMOpPCKa Cima y
Hajasu (CATL).
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Hancka). Hemrro gonnmje npuapysxmta uM ce v XolIaHAuja, IPBOOUTHI CTOXKep 3alagHe
MOJIEpPHOCTH Yuje OOTaTCTBO KalMTasIa HUje MOIJIO Ha IY>KH POK fla HaJTlOMeCT! TepUTOPH-
jaJIHy OTpaHMYEHOCT U IIOJIMTIYKY AUCYHKIMOHATHOCT YjelubeHNX OKpajiHa. Bpeme
ycroHa u Hajsehe c/1aBe IpeiBOfHMKA MOIEPHOCTH MIITYE3JIO je ca IOPacTOM MONM MCTHX
eTad/IMpaHMX eBPOICKMX MOHAPXMja uMjy ¢y MelycodHu paToBu 1 BojHa CaBe3HMINTBA 13
BpeMeHa 17. Beka omoryhmmu ycron Husosemsba.

[MomTyaxy ocHOB MofepHMX cykoda y EBporu Tokom 17. Beka dmia je puHacTIYIKa
dopda 3a npesnact usmely dpannyckux bypdona n Hemauknx Xad3dyprosaua, 4nju cy
orpannu Biafiamy llnanujom u Aycrpujom, ofHocHo CBeTuM puMcKiM tapctsoM. OTyzia
M TaKO KOMIUIMKOBaHa BOjHa caBe3HMINTBA y Beh akijeHToBaHOM TprpeceToropuimeM
pary (1618-1648) kaja Cy ce MOCTaB/baIy TeMe/bI MOJEPHUX fpXKaBa 1 MehyHapogHor
eBporickor nopetka.” Hou mommtiaku odmmuy snacty y EBpon, HacTany Ha OCHOBY
IparMaTMYHIX MOTpeda MOHApXa, EKOHOMCKIX MHTepeca HallMOHATHMX enTa (T7IeMCTBO
Y KpYIIHY IIpey3e THUIY) U OCHAKEHOT UfIeHTUTeTa Hapopa (rpahaHcTBo), M3HempIm Cy
MehyHapoaHY TOMUTHUKY U BOjHA CAaBE3HNINTBA KOja Cy TIpecTasa /ja ce KpMjy 13a Tpajuiy-
OHA/ICTUYKMX ,, IPMHIIMIIN]eTHO IIOCTaB/beHNX  BEPCKIX Pas3/iora M BIafjapcKe cyjeTe.

Kpajem 17. n modeTkoMm 18. Beka IOILIO je 10 HOBOT YHYTapeBPOIICKOT Melllaka KapaTa,
0Baj IIyT ca TOJATKOM ,,TeOHOMUTHIKOT (pakTopa“ (cykod ca umsmmsanujckor Ipyrum/
mpyradujum) Koju he BpeMeHOM cBe BiIlle 0OMjaTy Ha 3Ha4ajy. Y TOM CMUCITY M3/iBaja ce
T3B. Besmku Typckn par (1683-1699)° unjumM 3aBpiueTKoM je feMHMTUBHO IpecTaa ia
IIOCTOjM TypcKa IpeTma y (3amagHoj) EBponn. Yemenyo je Bemky IaHeBPOIICK paT OKO
HlmaHckor Hacineha“ (1701-1714) uuju je TOBOJ d17I0 CIIpedaBabe yjeanberba IIIITaHCKe
u (aHI[ycKe KpyHe IO jepuHcTBeHOM Brauthy anxactije Bypdona. ¥ pary cy ce cykoduie
Benuxa anujanca (Aycrpuja, Bennka bputanuja, Xomanguja) ca @paHIyckoM U BbeHUM
caBesHuuma (dypdomcka [Mlmanuja, BaBapcka, Kenn, mabapckn ycranunm y yrapckom
meny Aycrpuje; [lopryrammja u CaBoj cy Memat CTpaHe). Y UIPY eBPOIICKe paBHOTEXe
Mohu Ha Benuka Bpara Tafia ce Bparmaa Exnriecka, op 1701. — Bennka Bpuranmja.

Ynopepo je Tpajao u Bemuxu ceseprnm pat (1700-1721) y kome je Pycuja ogaena
nodeny y dopdu 3a msnasak Ha banTudko Mope Hafj cBojuM ceBepHUM puBamMa (IlIBencka
n [opcko-JIutBancka yumja). Tapa IlIBencka ofytasy y Apyru IVIaH, a HA eBPOICKY CIIeHY
cTyma HoBM urpad - Pycuja.” Yenenyo je jomr jeman auHacTH4kM cykod y EBporm mosnar

> Cyxodmene crpane: Xadsdypuixa — kainionuuxa ciipana (Illmancko kxpabeBcTBO, CBETO PUM-
cKo 1napcTBo, Karomnuxa nmura Hemauke [mpegBohera BaBapckom], [To/bcko-MTBaHCKA YHILjA) VS.
casestuuka, Hipoimecianiicka“ ipyia (IIpoTecTaHTCKa YHUja — HEMAUKIL IIPOTECTAHTH, JJaHCKO-
-Hopsemka Kpamesuna [y pary on 1625], llIBecko kpabeBCTBO [y pary of 1630], Xomanpuja
[y paty 3a HesaBucHOCT jor of, 1568], CaBojcka KHesxeBMHa, PPaHITYCKO KPa/beBCTBO [Hajpe caMo
HOCPenHM, a off 1635. 1 AMpeKTHM KaTOMMYKY aKTep Ha cTpaHu nporecTaHaral] u KpabeBcTBO
Enrnecke. Beh y cnepehem, ®pannycko-mmanckom paty (1635-1659), crpate he octaTu goHeke
ucre: ®pannycka, Enrnecka, Casoja, Xonanauja, ycrauuuu y Karanonuju u ITopryranuju vs.
[Ima"cko Kpa/beBCTBO U €HITIECKY KaTOMMIIN.

¢ TDaBHa caBesHuuITBa: CBETO PMMCKO LIAPCTBO 1 HeroBu caBesunin — ,,Cera mura® (Ilobcko-
-JIMTBAHCKU caBe3, BeHeluja u apyre nranmjaHcke gp>kase, Ipu Kpajy u Pycuja) vs. OcMaHCcKo
1IapcTBO 3ajefiHo ca KpuMmckum xanarom, Tpancunsaumjom u (mocpento) dpaHiryckoM.

7 CeBepHOM paTy Cy IpeTXOANMIA [iBa HOPAMjcKa paTa 3a Koutpony bantuka (IIpsu, 1563-1579,
y KoMe Huje ydecTBoBasa Pycuja, n Ipyru, 1655-1660, y KoMe cy ce CyKodusie caBesHIYKe CuIe:
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kao Par 3a aycrpujcko Hacnebe (1740-1748) y xome cy ce cykodue Aycrpuja, Bemnka
bpuranuja, Xonanauja u Pycuja c jenne, e Ilpycka, ®pannycka, baBapcka, Cakconnuja
u llImanmja, ¢ apyre cTpane. MupoBHUM criopasymMoM y Axeny (1748) mpusHata je meru-
TUMHOCT Bractu Mapuje Tepesuje y AycTpuju, Kao 1 TPEHYTHO CTalbe CTBApM Ha TEPEHY
(tako je oxymupana Illnesuja neramHo yuima y cactas IIpycke), ¢ TUM [ja Huje pelreHO
pasrpannueme Ppanirycke n Enrnecke y Ceseproj Amepuiu u Viaguju, mro he ce moka-
3aTH Kao ITIaBHU OKMJA4 3a MHOTO Behn paT Koju je yciefyo HellyHy fielieHnjy KacHuje.

Kpyna dopde 3a HOBM eBpOIICKM OPEaK, YjeHO U ITI0OaIHY paBHOTEXY Mohu,
duo je Cepmoropuumu par (1756-1763), yuctuny ,IIpBu cBeTckn pat® Kako ra je aBa
BeKa KacHMje KpcTro Buncron Yepumn. Behnna Hammx caBpeMeHrKa i He 3Ha fia je Taj
par, (He)odekrBaHO 3ano4eo y CeBepHOj AMepHIIy, HACTaBUO Y HajBYKHIUIM eBPOIICKIM
KonmoHujama y Viapuju, Kapuduma n Adpum, fa du ce sappumo y EBponn xaza je Ipycka,
CTHUIIajeM OKOTHOCTH (CMPT pycCKe Ijapulie JenucaBeTe 1 u3nasak Pycuje us para), crekma
CTaTyC eBPOIICKe CuIe, AOK je Bpuranuja mocrana Hajseha inodaznna cuma Kojy je cBet
no3Hao.® Pat je popmanHo okonvaH [Tapuckum MupoBHUM yroBopoM (1763) koju mpex-
CTaB/ba MHAYTYPaljy HOBOT CBETCKOT IIOPETKA Y KOMe Cy JOMUHMpPAsIe IEeT EBPOICKUX
npxaBa (bpuranuja, @pannycka, Aycrpuja, [Ipycka, Pycuja). OHe ¢y unHMIE ,,KOHLIEPT
Mmohu xoju ce ompkaBao cBe 70 Kpaja Bermmkor para y 20. Bexy.

Y6p3o nocrne [Taprcke koH(epeHLIUje YCIeANIN Cy HOBY, YUCTUHY e[I0Xa/THU I0Ta-
baju: Amepuaxn par 3a HesaBucHoctT (1778-1783) u @panuycka peponyiuja (1789-1815).
OH1 IpeficTaB/bajy KPYHY UCTOPMjCKUX ITpOIieca Ha OCHOBY KOjMX Cy YCIIOCTaB/beHI MO-
TepHU CBET U IIONMUTIYKA 1/ MU BOjHA CAaBe3HMINTBA Koja (1) JaHac IpenosHajemo. ToxoM
Amepudkor para 3a He3aBUCHOCT (mpoTnB Benmke bputanmje), He de3 0cHOBa Ha3BaHOT
u ,AMepydKka peBoyluja‘ (YCIIoCcTaB/beH MPBY MOfiepPaH JeMOKPATCKY II0pefiaK), pelry-
SIMKaHCKY OOy EeHNIIY M3 aMePUYKIX IPEKOMOPCKIX IIPOBUHINjA [OOUja/IV CY BOjHY
HOJpLIKY Off CTPaHe TPafUIJOHA/IHIX eHIJIecKuX npoTuBHUKa (Ppannycka, lllnannja u
Xomanamja). AMepUYKY PeBONYLMOHAPH (IE/IIMIYHO) CY Ce ORYKIIN (PPaHITyCKIM KOJIe-
raMa TOKOM IIpeBupama y PpaHiyckoj ,Bemnkoj pesonyuuju® u motownm Hamomeonosum
uMIeprjaTHnM patouma (1803-1814), mto Huje S0 JOBO/BHO fla CIIpeyy YAPY>KUBambe
MPaKTUYHO CBMX OHJALILYX €BPOINCKMX MOHAPXMja IPOTUB 3ajeJHNYKOT HelpujaTerba

IIIBencka, bpangendypr [IIpycka, Ha Kpajy parta mpeuym y npotuBHudky tadop], TpaHcuaBaHmja u
YKpajuncku Kosaun vs. [lo/bcko-nmurBancka yuuja, JJancko-Hopsemka kpabesuna, Pycko napcrso,
Xadsdypiuka monapxuja (Aycrpuja)].

8 Hawusrnen Mmaprunanau cykod ®@paniycke u Benke Bpuranuje, y Besn ca pasrpaHuyerbeM -
XOBYMX KoNoHUja y KaHay1, BpeMeHOM ce IIPeTBOPHO y ITI0daIHM paT Koje Cy Bofiehe eBporicke cue
Bopie n y Vinpuju, Kapuduma, Adpuiy n HapasHo — EBport. ToM IpMIMKOM €y yCIOCTaB/beHa, 1
3a OHO /1003, Heod1YHa HoBa caBe3HMIITBa: PpaHIrycka, AycTpuja 1 Pycuja, sajenHo ca lIBegckom u
Caxkcom, a nocrte 1 lImanmjom u KpamescrsoM aBejy Cunumja, npotus Exnrnecke, Ipycke, XaHoBepa
u xacumje [Topryranuje. Muposaum ciopasymom y Ilapusy Exrmecka je mocrasna npBa KOJOHMjaIHa
cma cBeTa, oK Cy rpanuie y EBponn ocrase roToBo HelpoMemeHe, ¢ TUM 7ia je Pycka mMnepuja
IIOTBPANM/IA CTATYC Benuke cue, a KpapesnHa Ipycka nocrana Bofeha cmma CBeTor pyMCKOT Liap-
CTBa, apXalyHe CPe/ilbOBEKOBHe KOHdeeparHe TBOPEBIHE KOja je jOIII YeKasia Ha yCIOCTaB/babe
MofiepHe HeMauKe ApxaBe. Ca CBOjUX MIIMOH >KpTaBa 1o je TO ,HajCMPTOHOCHUjU CYKOO KOju ce
y EBponn moroamo ox Tpupeceroropuuimer para“ (Dziembowski, 2025, str. 617), HCTOPUjCKY YBOJ,
y jour Behe monmuTUYKe TOMOBE U PaTOBe KOjU CY YOP30 CIIeAMIN.
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(Ppannycka pemydnnka koja ce Tpancdopmucana y Ppannycko napcrso). OHo mTo je
TIPYTOM MTOCTA/IO BaYKHO jecTe YMEbeHNIA /]a Off Tafia 10 JaHac BehyHa BOjHMX CaBe3HMINTaBa
HoapasyMeBa BaXKHy, 4ecTo ory4yjyhy ugeonouiky nerurumanyjy. bopda sa momuridxu
IopefaK U BPeHOCTH KOje Yjelnibyjy CaBe3HMKe IIOCTasIa je CYICTUTYT 3 HeKajalliba
BepCKa CaBe3HUIITBA KOja Cy JOMUHMPAA Y IPeAMOJEPHUM BpeMeHMMa.

* % %

Y jexy pasBoja IpymTBeHe ¥ EKOHOMCKe MOfIepHOCTH (IIpBa MOJIOBMHA 19. Beka),
U3[iBajajy ce IBa BOjHA caBe3a pe/ieBaHTHA 3a pa3yMeBarbe MOMUTIYKe CaBPEMEHOCTI: a)
Cseta anmmjaHca (1815), ugeonouiky BOjHU caBe3 ITOSETHMYKNX eBPOIICKMX MOHApPXUja
¢dbopmupan nocne beuxor konrpeca (1814-1815), M3pUUYUTO YcMepeH IPOTUB PEBOTYLIN-
OHAPHO HACTPOjeHMX 3eMasba 1 oKpeTa y EBpor,’ a Hefryro moToM u 8) ,;deTBOpHa Koa-
munyja“ (1853), TMIMYaH ITpyMep IParMaTU4HOL, ad hoc MMITPOB/30BaHOT €O TIYKOT
CaBe3HMINTBA 32 je[THOKPATHY YIIOTpedy y KOMe Cy ce 0dpemnt TpafuIMOHaTHU eBPOIICKN
puBam, capa caBesHuuu (Exrnecka u ®@pannycka), Capayauja-IlnjeMoHT (MHUIMjaTOp
dymyher uTanujaHCKOT yjenumema) U OHAIIBY ,00mecHNK Ha bochopy® — Ocmancko
napctso. Ibuxos 3ajeganyky mpodnem duia je Pycuja, ofHOCHO IIpeTHba MMperba beHe
Mohu Ha bankany, bckom ncroxy u IlpaoM Mopy. Ciry4ajHy caBe3HUILIN Cy 3aII0Ye,
U ycIlenrHo okonvamu, Kpumcku paiti (1853-1856).'°

Hemrro xacHmje ycmenuo je jour jeal, petaTMBHO KPaTKOTPajHM IPYCKO-QpaHITyCcKI
odpauyH (213 pana y 1871) u Benmmko noHmxemwe OpaHIlycKe y 4ijeM IIaBHOM Ipajy je
mporameHo popmupame HoBor Hemaukor napcrsa (,,[Ipyru pajx“). Ypkoc cynpoTHuM
OYeKMBabIMa, yCIenue cy usHeHahyjyhe nenennje mupa y EBporn. buna je To madynosa
necma 3a EBpony (Belle Epoque), anu He 1 32 0cTaTak CBeTa jep Cy eBpOIICKe CUJIe HACTa-
BUJIE Ca OfIMepaBabeM CHara y ApyT¥M JieIOBMMa CBeTa — KOMOHN3Yjyhy mpuTom cBaky
TONMUTUYKY 3ajeHUITY U IPOCTOP KOjU Cy MOT/IM OUTH KOPUCHY 33 TPTOBMHY, €KCI/Ioa-
TallMjy ¥ HAPABHO — IPECTIDK.

Y Bpeme mupa y EBpomnn, a paToBama (I/baukama) y CBETY, HaCTazma Cy BOjHa ca-
Be3HUIITBA Koja he ogpenuru Tok 20. Beka: JJsojuu cases Hemauxe u Aycrpuje, ynepen

®  Ynannue Cseitioi casesa cy Pycuja, Ayctpuja u IIpycka. Anujanca je dua Bulile MOparHO-BepcKa,

HO BOjHa Opranusanyja. Mo/ 3aTo y IeH CacTaB HUje YIIIa0 BaKaH aHTMHAIIO/IEOHOBCKI CaBE3HMUK
- Bemika Bpuranuja. OHa je duma feo ,JeTBOpHOT caBe3a“ y KoMe Cy Ce HaJIa3WIIN ¥ CBY WIAHOBM
u3 Ceere anyjance. Buo je To eloTBOpaH BOjHM caBes — eMKacaH MHCTPYMEHT 3aBobema cue y
nocTpeBonyunoHapHoj Esponn. Ha peoBHO offpkaBaHMM KOHrpecuMa 1eTBOpHM caBes je JOHOCHO
OJUTyKe O BOjHMM MHTepBeHIMjaMa IPOTHB CBaKe ipKaBe Y K0joj Ou /mdepaHe TeHAEHIIMje MOTIe
Jla HaHeCY ,,IITeTy MUPY", Tj. HOBYCIIOCTaB/beHOj paBHOTEXXM cHara y EBpom. HajmosHatuje BojHe
nnrepsennuje Casesa dune cy y Hamypy (1820) u Illmanuju (1823).

10 Kao n CeMOroauiImm pat, TaKo je ¥ 0Baj y pafioBMMa CaBPEMEHNX UCTOpIYapa CIOBMO 32 ,IIpBu
cBeTcku pat®. O ToMe cBefo4N I7100aIHa IIPUPOZa CyKoda 1 BeroBe MOC/IeIIie: OffBIjao ce Ha BIILIe
ymabeHux dpponrosa (ox bamkana u Llpror Mopa o BanTuka 1 Jlamekor HCTOKa; BOjHe aKIje Cy
ce pasBujase 1 Ha ApkTiKY, LlpBenom Mopy u Ilanuduxy), a Boamo pagu KOHTpOIIe K/bYIHUX ITI0-
SayHMX KOMyHMKAIMja U TProBauKNX IyTeBa. buo je To mpaBu ,,MHAYCTpujcKu pat (Kopuirheme
JKele3HMIIe, Tenerpada, mapHyx SpomoBa, TELKIX MUTPa/be3a, TOIIOBA Ca BEIMKUM JOMETOM HUTH,.)
npaheH MOJepHOM IpOIIaraHOM KOja je JUPeKTHO yTuliana Ha HaunH Bohewwa dopdu (Figes, 2012).
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IPBEHCTBEHO IPOTUB Pycuje u noreHnmjanHo Gpannycke (1879)", 1 kao werosa Hemo-
cpenHa mocienuia ogdpamdeHo ,,capesHnmTo Opannycke u Pycuje (1892), a morom
u BojHM criopasym usmely @panrycke n Bennke Bpuranuje (1904). V3 garux auiro-
MaTCKO-BOjHMX YKpINTama HacTahe HajsHauajHMju BOjHU caBe3 y EBpomnm ¢ moueTtka 20.
Beka (Cropasym cima AHTanTe, 1907)."> Bobenn yodudajeHOM JIOTMKOM CIIy4ajHOCTH,
Ipeys3eTyx odaBesa, y3ajaMHOT HellOBeperha I HepeaTHIX 049eKIBambha, IBa BeIMKa BOjHa
caBe3a crymnuhe y KONMKO 04eKMBaH TOMMKO ¥ Tpa/baBo Bohen Bemmku par (1914-1918).
Ocrahe ynamhen xao (o taga) HajdpyramHuju Bojuu cykod y ucropuju Esporre, xoju ce
MICTOBPEMEHO BOJVIO 11 Y BbeHMM FOTOBO CBMM KOJIOHMjaMa LIMPOM CBeTa.

Ha kpajy npsor riodamxor ApmarefoHa 1 He3ade/le)kKeHIX pa3aparma, Koja Cy Hajl-
MallliIa CBe HeKaflalllibe paToBe 3a Bepy U JMHACTIYKO Hac/eDe, y BaTpn cykoda HecTase
CY 4aK 4eTHpM MMIlepyje: Tpu eBpolcke (Ayctpoyrapcka, Hemauka, Pycuja) i jegHa ca
OpuyjerTa (OcMaHCKO IapcTBO)," Ipu yemy je TpajHO octasa omTehena Benka bputanuja,
IIpUBpeHa 1 BOjHA CI/IA KOja je A0 Tajia ZOMMHMpasa IaHetoM. Vmak, Hajseha ncropujcka
HOBUHa d1I0 je To mTO cy bpuranuja u @paniycka, cuie-nodegHuie y Bennkoum paty,
moduTe HeOUeKMBAHOT TAKMalla Ha I7T00aTHOM HIBOY Y BU/Y CBOT IIPEKOATIAHTCKOT Ca-
BesHuka - CAJI." JIp>xaBa Koja je Oua 3ajeTHIIKO Yej0 eBPOTICKUX BEIMKUX CHTIa TOTOBO
mpexo HOhu je mocTaa He caMO PaBHOIIPABHIU fieo Beh U HOBM IIPeBOFHMK ,3amaza‘

Tpujymbantn ynasak Cjenumernx [IpxxaBa y Benuku par Ha crpanu cuma AHTaHTe
IPefCTaB/bao je IPEeKPETHUILY Y MCTOPYjU MOfiepHe MeyHapoHe IO/INTIKe V1 IPUBPefie.
IIpBu mmyT je Bomeha cHara MopnepHe ocrasia HallMOHA/IHA Ap>KaBa CTBOPeHa Takopehn Hu
u3 4yera (aKo ce He padyHa JOMOPOJJAYKO CTAHOBHUIITBO KOje je IPaKTIYHO YHUIITEHO),
HNONMNTUYKA 3ajefHNLA de3 3acedHOr eTHIYKOT WIN KYITYPHOT UeHTUTeTa (YKOIMKO
U3y3MeMO IIpey3eTy UAEONIOUIKY OallITUHY eBPOIICKOT IPOCBETUTE/bCTBA I IeTIVIMIIHO
TIOTeCTAaTCKy eTUKY pafia) 1 de3 CTaBHe MPOIIIOCTH (aKo MpeHedperHeMo par 3a He3aBy-
cHocT 1 dopdy ca bpuTaHMjoM Koja je MMasa MHOIITBO KOHTPOBEP3U 1 aMInTyxa). OHo
o cy mak CAJl umarte (1 nMajy), jecte pacuMHAHTHO IPOCTPAHa U OKeaHMa oMeDena
Tepuropyuja (Tpeha 1o BemdyHY y cBeTy), dorata IpUpPOTHNUM PecypcuMa I CI0QOTHNM
JbyIVIMA KOjU Cy Off 3a4eTKa Ap>kaBe HOIICHM MeaanMa IOIUTHYKIX Y IIPUBPeJHUX
cnodopa. 3axBasbyjyhu cHasy xpymhaHCKOT IUCHIEHTCKOT JyXa eBPOICKMX JOCe/beHNKa
U HajjacBe IPUBPeFHOj MOV KOPIOPATUBHOT KAlMTaIa KOjU Ce MIMPIO AY>K YUTABOT

" ,Opdpamdenn caBes” nocrahe opansusHM criopasym nsmeby Hekajallbux NPOTUBHMIKA U3

HOBOBEKOBHe, IIOCTBeCTdancke BapujanTe CBeTOr PUMCKOT LIapcTBa (HeMaduKor Hapopa). Vaxo je
durma xatacTpodanHo nopaxkeHa y Benukom pary, Hemauka je mocie caMo HellyHe [Be [eLieHlje
CaKyIIa CHary fja anektupa Aycrujy (1938) u tako popmupa jour jefan — ,,I'pehu pajx®, pacuctmaxy
nmrepujy Koja he fecerax roguna KacHuje BagaTu rotoBo yntaBoM EBporom (1939-1944).

2 ToxoM Bemukor para criopasymy cy ce npuapy»xunu Cpduja, Lipua Topa, Benruja 1 Jamas (Tokom
1914), Vranuja (1915), Ilopryranuja u Pymynnja (1916), Ipuxa n konayno — CAJJ (1917).

3 Ha r1odasHOM IIJIaHY je HEKOIMKO TofiMHa paHuje popmupana Perrydmmka Kuna (1912) mto je
03Ha4MIOo IpecTaHak KuHeckor rapcTBa — HajcTapuje MOMUTHYKE 3ajeffHNULIE Y ICTOPHjI Koja je Beh
Y PasmuuuTiM OOMUIMMA II0CTOjajTa TOTOBO YeTHPU MIJICHVjyMa.

" VYmazak CAJl y eBPOIICKH ,,CBETCKM PaT* Ha IeTOBOM CaMOM Kpajy (1914), mTo je Hajsaf 1 mpe-
JIOMITIO TTOJeIHMKA, II0Ka3a0 je KOMNUKa je Mol HOBOT Urpaya Ha I7I00a/IHOj CLIeHIL.
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koHTuHeHTa, CjemumeHe JIp)kaBe ¢y Ha Kpajy Bemuxor para mocrane Bofeha momuiuxka,
BOjHa I €KOHOMCKa CI/Ia CBETA.

MebyTtum, ocBeTHMUKe ofyke Bepcajcke kondepenije (1919), kojom ¢y FOMMUHI-
pane Benuka Bpuranuja u dpanirycka, HUCY TOHee TOCTOjaHM rmodanuu Mup Beh camo
upumupje, opioxkeHn pat. 3or Tor ,,HepospiueHor Mupa“ (Tooze, 2024, str. 304-322) Huje ce
MopaJIo yTo YeKaTy Ha HoBe-CTape M3asyBade KpXKor MehyHapopHor nopetka. Y Esporm
je HajBehn He3a/[OBO/BHUIK, CACBYM Pa3yM/BMBO, O1/Ia TIOpaskeHa U JIOATHO TTOHIDKEHA
Hemauka, ayi MCTO TAaKO U ,,I0OeIHIYKA VTanmja xoja H1 U3d/1u3a HKje OCTBapuIa part-
He 1mbeBe 300T Kojux je 1915. mpelia Ha CTpaHy cuIa AHTaHTe, IPETPIEBILIN IPUTOM
orpoMHe rydutke. Ha pyroj ctpannm cBeta 3adpumanajyhe je HamrpeoBao 4iaH modef-
HIYKe KOauIje, CefOeHNK ¥ IMUTATOP 3alajia, MIJIMTAHTHO JaIlaHCKO LIApCTBO Koje
je Tmocraso BuUIlle HETO pecIeKTadUIHM 13a30B 3a I7IodaHe Benuke cuie. Hexako y mcTo
BpeMe, Iocjie pasapajyher rpabanckor para (1919-1922) nojaBua ce M HOBa, HeMyIlUTa
a;m He 11 HeMohHa, ajiTepHaTUBa I7I00a/IHOj MpeMohy 3amaga: KOMyHUCTIYKA Pycuja,
npenmeHosaHa y Cases Cosjerckux Conujamictuakux Pemydmmka (1922).

[TocTBepcajcku mopenak O1o0 je NCIYHeH aBaHTYPUCTUIKUM PATHUM ,KaMIla-
BpaMa“ He3afoBO/bHMX NodenHMKa (VTanuja, JamaH), BeMMKMUM NPUBPETHNM Kpu3aMa U
OpOjHUM YHYTPAIIBUM U CIIO/BHOIIOMUTIYKIM 0dpadyHIMa Koje Hije MOITIO fia 0dy3za
Jpywitiso Hapoga, pBa MehyHaponHa opranmsanuja mocsehena rmodamaom Mupy (0cH.
1920). 3aTo ce Beh nocie camo aBe nenennje ox Kpaja Ilpsor pasdykrao HoBu, Jpyru
cBetcku (1710dajIHNM) pat Koju je AoHeo jour MHOTO Beha pasapara 11 YHUILITABa®ka /bYAN,
ApYLITBEHOT doraTcTBa 1t mpupoge (1919-1945). ToMm npmInKoM, cacBUM HEOYEeKIBAHO,
Ha JICTOj — CaBe3HMYKOj CTPaHU, HAILIIY Cy Ce OTOPYEHY MJEeOIOLIKY IIPOTUBHULN KOje je
(Makap 1 caMo IIPMBPEMEHO) YjeIMHNO 3ajegHutKu Hellpujaitiesb. 3eMibe Koje Cy YMHIIe
jesrpo mudepannor kanutanuctiyukor 3amana (CAJL, Bennka bputanuja) yjenuuue cy ce
ca xoMyHucTakoM cuioM Vicroka (CCCP) kako 81 mopasiujie I/TaBHOT TeOIIOIUTUYKOT
U MIeONOIIKOT puBana — HanyucTiaky Hemauky (Tpehu pajx), bammctiaxy Vtammjy n
IIIXOBE eBPOIICKe ,caBesHuke (Mabapcka, Pymynnja, Byrapcka u HoBoHacTae ,,He3a-
BUCHe HAaIMCTHUKe MapuoHeTe — ,,dpaHirycka npxasa‘, ,,HesaBucHa fp>xaBa XpBarcka®,
Hopserka oy, HeMayKkoM yIpaBoM 1 fip.). Ha Apyroj cTpaHu cBeTa eBpOICKIM TOTA/IN-
TapHUM Jp>KaBaMa CaBe3HUK je OM/I0 MIJIMTAHTHO JallaHCKO LIapCTBO.

Konaunm nopas ,,Cusa ocoBuae® y [Ipyrom cBetckoM paty (1945) o3Hauno je mpe-
KPeTHUIY y HauuHy popMupama 1 GYHKIVOHNCaba BOJHUX caBe3a ¥ CBETY, a TOCeSHO
y EBpomnn. IlotakHyTe CTpaxoM Off i/I€0IONIKE ¥ BOjHE CHAre CBOT ITaBHOT CaBE3HMKa,
uMajyhy mpuToM y Bupy KatacTpodudHa eKOHOMCKA I MONMTHYIKA MICKYCTBa Bepcajckor
Mupa, Hajseha, paToM HeTakHyTa cBeTcKa cuna — CjenumeHe [Ip)xaBe, Koje je 3HyILIHO
HOZIp>KaBao HeH NpBu caBesHUK (Bemuka Bpurannja), popMmupare cy mpekoMopcku,
TpaHcaTIaHTCK BojHU caBe3 — HATO (1949). lllupehu (ne)onpaBpanu cTpax of ,,pycke,
Tj. »coBjeTcke Hajesne", CAJl, Kanana, Benuka bpnuranuja u eBporcke sem/be 3amaza
TIOCTa/IM Cy U/eOIONIKa IIPOTUBTEXA I 3ajeTHNYKA BOjHA CHIa HaMemeHa 00y3/aBamy
JI0jyJepallmer CaBe3HIKa, BOjHO MOSEHIIKOT a/Iyi IPMBPETHO MaKCMMATHO OIyCTOIIEHOT
CCCP-a Koju je 3 paTa M3aIlIa0 ca OKO 27 MUIMOHA JbY/ICKUX XPTaBa, I0C/IOBHO PYUHN-
PaHOM MHIYCTPUjCKOM MH(PACTPYKTYPOM U IIPEIIONOB/bEHOM IIPOU3BOABOM. YIIPKOC
ToMe, COBjeTM Cy y TPEHYTKY OKOHYama para (1945) yHyTap OrpOMHOT IPOCTOPA ICTOYHE
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u neHTpanHe EBpore'® gp>xanm mpekabeHy BOjCKY Koja je Opojasia BUIIe Off TPY MIJIMOHA
BOjHIIKa, CKOPO TPM X1/bajie TEHKOBA M HajMambe XIba/ly aBiMoHA. TakBa BOjHa, MOMNTUYKA
U, CNIECTBEHO TOME, UI€0/IONIKA ITPETHHA, jeTHOCTABHO C€ HUje MOITIa UTHOPUCATIL.

HATO ITIOPEJAK - VIMITPOBM3OBAHO
IMTPUIJTATOHABAILE BUITOJTAPHOM CBETY

Crpax HallMOHATTHNX JINfepa eBpoIcKor 3anaza off BojHe cHare CCCP-a, a jom
BHIIIE Off IbeHe KOMYHUCTIYKe MIe0IOTHje, /Il ICTO TaKO U jaBHO (He)eKCIUIMIMPAaHU
uHTepec CAJl ma ce KOHAYHO 3ay37la €BPOIICKY KOJIOHUjaIN3aM U YHYTpalllibe Pa3MIpPH-
Iie ca I7odaTHIM TIOC/IeINITaMa, OB CY [0 MoTIucuBama CeBepoaTIaHTCKOT caBesa
(»BammurroHcku yrosop®, 1946) y KoMe ce fBaHAeCT Ap>KaBa-OCHMBaYa'® odaBe3ano Ha
3ajegruuxy ogdpary of cBaxor crospHor Hamazgada (uraj: CCCP). buo je To n3pas monu-
TIUYKe PENIeHOCTH Jja Ce CITpedy HallpefjoBambe KOMyHNI3Ma Ha 3amaf, yjefHO 1 TIoKa3aTesb
CIIPeMHOCTI fia Ce BOjHO 00y371a dopaBak BejivKe Cijie ca ,iCToKa™ y cpiy EBpore. Baxxuo
je youmTy fa y TOM TpEeHYTKY Hifje OUIo HMKaKBe KOHKPeTHe oplaHu3ayije — HUCY OCTO-
jame TpyTIe, 3ApYyKeHM ITad0BM, KOMaH/e ¥ C/1., Beh camo jacHa donuiiuuka 60mpa. [Ipyrum
peunma, HATO je y MOMEHTY CBOT OCHUBamba (GYHKIMOHNCAO BUIIE KaO MOIUTUYIKY 11/
VN NOECOTOIIKI (l)OpyM, OAroBOp Ha KOMYHMCTNYKM 113a30B, a Maib€ Ka0 CTPYKTyNpaHa
BOjHA OpraHM3aIMja CIIpeMHa Jja OfTOBOPY Ha KOHKPETHY IpeTy. Moxya ou ce cBe Ha
ToMe 1 3aBpunIo (cHara CosjeTcke IpBeHe apMuje je joI Tajja d11/1a yBeIMKO Ipelierbe-
Ha) /]a Ha IPYTOM Kpajy CBeTa, HemyHMx 15 mecenn o ocHnBawy HATO-a, Huje 3amoveo
Kopejckn par.

Kopejcku pat (1950-1953) duo je mocienuia KOHTUHYNPpaHNUX cykoda usmeby
TaMOIIBJX KOMYHUCTUYKIX peBOTyLOHapa (Koje cy noppxasam Mocksa u ITexuHr) u
TPaIMIMOHAIMCTIYKYIX HAI[MOHAIICTA (132 KOjIX je cTajao Bammurron)."” Ped je makite

5 TloBpx Tajammux uMaHeHTHUX fenosa Cosjerckor Capesa (Ecronnja, JIuranuja, Jleronnja,
Yxpajuna), To ce ogHOCK 1 Ha Byrapcky, Pymynujy, Mabapcky, Ilombcky, nctounn geo Hemauxke u
Aycrpujy.

' Bure cy To Cjenumene [Ipxase, Yjemumeno KpamescTBo, benruja, Kanapa, Tancka, @panirycka,
Vicnanp, Vitanuja, Jlykcemdypr, Xonanpuja, Hopseruka 1 ITopryran. 3aHUM/BUBO je [1a ce Y KaCHU]j0j
KpUTN4Koj murepaTypu nocsehenoj HATO-y, KOMUKO je MeHNU NO3HATO, He M0jaB/byjy UMHIIHI
OCBPTH O CUMOOIMYKOM 3Ha4ewy dpoj 12 3a cynduny HATO-a (12 3nakoBa 3oaujaka; 12 anocrorna,
12 nemeHa Vspaerna; PuMcku 3akoH Ha 12 Tadnuia, 12 MOpOTHMKA Ha CY[CKUM IIPOIeCUMa UTH.).
Takobe Ba/pa umarn y Buny u epuxacHoct HATO-a kajja je umao 12 3emaspa wianuia (1945) n janac
(meuemdap 2025) kaja ux je (TpeHyTHO) 32.

7 Kopeja je dua oy oxymanujom Janana of 1910. mo 1945. Tlocre jariaHcKe KaIluTyarje, CIMYHO
cutyauuju y EBporn rie je Hemauka nofie/beHa Ha 3anajiHy, ,kamuraauctiaky (CPH), u ncrouny,
KOMYHMCTHYKY cTpany (JJIP), Tako je u Kopeja mome/beHa Ha COBjeTCKY U aMepPIUKy 30HY, U3 KOjUX
cy Hacrasle iBe mocedHe ap>kaBe — CeepHa u JyskHa Kopeja. CBaxa off 11X je HacTojana (a Tako je u
maHac) fa Oyfie yjenMHMTe/bcka cHara. HacyiHY OKyIaju yjenumermba ca 0de CTpaHe Tpajaiu Cy of
IIPBYX JaHa pasjBajamba, a 1 ce cTBapHM paT pa3dykrao Kajia cy Tpyne CesepHe Kopeje mpeme
IeMapKal[YIOHY JIMHUjy PasfBajama I IIpeKko Hohu 3aysene desmaro untasy Jyxuy Kopejy. Onrosop
BammHITOHa je 0AMax YCIeNO U paT ce Y3 IPOMeH/bUBY cpelly akTepa Offy>k1o TOKOM HapefHe
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0 yHyTpallbeM — rpahaHckoM (1e0/IONIKOM) paTy, KOjH je MICTOBpPeMeHO (YHKIMHICAO0
u kao mehynpxaBuu (CeBepHa vs. Jyxna Kopeja). IToBpx dpojunx gomahnux, nmao je 3a
KO/IaTepajHy MOCTeAUIY U jeiHy ITT00aHy MPOMeHY: YOp3aHO CTBapame BOjHe OpraH-
3anuje y 3anmaziHoj EBpony ca OCHOBHUM 3a/IaTKOM Jia IpeIyIpeny YIIPaBo ,,KOPejCKN
pasBoj gorahama y EBpomnmn.

IMTovetHu nmodepumuky npoxop BojHux Tpymna CesepHe Kopeje (komyHUCTNYKO
ocBajame roToso Lene Kopeje) MOTrBMCA0 je TOMMTHYKM 3alaf ja XUTHO IPEBEHTUBHO
BOjHO Jieflyje TaMo Tfe je cBe mouerno — y EBpomu. ITommtudka atMmocdepa u paTHU CYKO-
du Ha KpajibeM UCTOKY EBpoasuje, odnmukoBanu ¢y ucTopujy meHor 3anana. Hexonmko
rofiMHa KacHMje, Kajia Cy ce cykodrbeHe cTpaHe y Kopeju nmpehyTHO mosykiie Ha moueTHe
nosutuje (,Ipexus BaTpe” koju Tpaje of 1953), usBopuo ,,nmommruakun HATO® mocrao
je Beh yBemuxo ,,MumurapusoBan®: popmupaH je orpoMaH dyieT, CTBOpeHe Cy BOjHE je-
[MHULIE, YCIIOCTaB/beHa jeIMHCTBeHa CTPYKTYpa KOMaH/IOBamwba I PyKoBoherba, ycBojeHn
OpOjHI BOjHM IUTAHOBY, HOKTPUHE, CTpaTerlje, TAKTUKE... Pe4jy, KOHCTUTYNCAHA je BOjHA
CTPYKTypa KakBa Ha 3alajly HUKajja paHuje Huje mocTojana.'® HapasHo, 3ajegHMYKMX
BOjHMX IITad0Ba, IIAHOBA U aKIuja YBeK je duto u duhe, amm jenuucTBeHa MehyBmagnua
OpraHmsalja ca BAaCTUTUM CPeICTBUMA, TOTUCTUKOM, CTPATEMIKUM U TAKTUYIKUM 1TV~
/peBMMa, TO je Beh ncropujcku npecegan. [Tocrasiny caMocTaHa OpraHusanuja noy (He)
¢dopmananm BohcrBom CAJl, HATO je mpexo Hohu eBOITynpao off MOMUTUYKOT case3d y
80jHYy OpiaHu3ayujy IPOjeKTOBaHY la Ha[B/Iaja IPOTUBHIKA Y CBAKOj BPCTU BOJHOT CYKO-
da, yxpydyjyhiu u oHaj HesamMucuBu — HykaeapHu. Kajia je ydumeH gaTu Iomax, gabe je
CBe VIO 110 yOOU4ajeHoj IOTHLN ,,[IpOpavyHa IpeTie 1 dpure y Besu ca mosehaBameM
dpoja caBe3HUKa.

Konukn je 810 cTpax eBpOIICKMX 3allafHNX CaBe3HMKa Off COBjeTCKe MHBa3Mje, a
yjemso u nmmeparus odeze CAJl y uyieononkKomM u cBakoM Apyrom Moryhem cykody ca
KOMYHUCTUYIKOM CHJIOM, HajOo7be CBEfIOUN BIX0Ba Of/TyKa 0 mpuMamy 3amagHe Hemauke
y IyHOIIpaBHO ulaHCTBO Anmjance (1954). Hetom mopaykeHa BojHa Beecuia, 3ajefiHO ca
cBojuM ounupcknm KafpoM (Bepmaxr), Koja je MMaa HEIIPOLEHUBO UCKYCTBO Y dopdu
ca ITpsenoM apmitjom, oduIa je He camo IpIMKy Beh 11 MMIIepaTiBHY 3ajiaTak [ja 0OHOBU
B/IACTUTY BOjHY MHAYCTPUjy ¥ TPYTIe Kafipe fa ce TOHOBO dope Ha HOBOM MCTOYHOM (pOH-
1y."” Y ToM cmucny wiancTBo Y HATO onurparo je BaxHy, ako He 1 opy4yjyhy ynory y

Tpu roguHe. IToce BemmKux )KpTaBa Ha 0de cTpaHe (OKO TPU MUIMOHA IIOTMHY/INX) HOLITIO je 10
YCIOCTaB/batba T3B. IPMMIP]a, 3aIIPaBo ,,CIIOpasyMa O IpeKuay BaTpe‘. MIPOBHU CIIOPa3yM HI O
JaHAC HUje IOCTYTHYT, LITO OM MOIJIO ia 3HA4M Ja part de jure jolLI yBek Tpaje.

'8 Humra Hamuk HATO-y Huje mocTojano Hu Ha SUI0 KOM JIPYyrOM MeCTY y CBETY, YK/bydyjyhn
YaK ¥ 3HATHO KaCHMje YCIIOCTAB/beHM ,, YTOBOP O IPUjaTe/bCTBY, CAPaf by U y3ajaMHOj ToMohu*
usMehy komyHucTnukux semasmpa Vcroune Esporne (138. Bapiascku makr, 1955). IIpempa je BojHO
bynxuyoHncao Ha HauyH cmyaH ,HATO crangapayMa‘®, KOMyHICTIYKI BOjHY CaBe3 Hifje O3HABAO
MHCTUTYLjY KOHCEH3yca IIPY OfTyunBamy, Beh je mogpasymMeBao coBjeTcKo BO)CTBO 1 jeIMHCTBEHY
UJIe0NIOTHjY, TPV YeMy je MHTerpucaHa KoMaHyza dua npefubheHa caMmo 3a M3y3eTHe CTydajeBe.

¥ Tlpucryname je omoryheHo nperxogHnm nornucusamweM Iapuckux criopasyma (23. 10. 1954)
kojuma je CaBesHa Perrydnuka Hemauka (CPH) popmanHo fodnia cBojy cyBepeHOCT. 3amajjHa
Hemauka je mpuctynmia AnmjaHcu He CTy4dajHO dalll Ha cuMOOIMYKY JaTyM — 9. Maj 1955. rofuHe
(HJan modeze y CCCP-y 1 KOMyHUCTHYKMM 3eM/baMa ucto4He EBpore). CaMo HEKOMNKO JaHa Ka-
cHyje (14. Maj 1955), ocHOBaH je BapiraBcki 1akT, BOjHY OJIOK KOMYHUCTUYKIX 3eMasba Ha dery ca
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dpsom noamsamwy 3amagHe Hemauke U3 cTama [eBaCTUPAHOCTI Y HOBO ,,eKOHOMCKO 4y0
Espore. TuMe je n3dernyro noHas/pame HecpehHOr nckycTBa ¢ Heycenom Bajmapckor
PperrydInKoM, HOK je MICTOBPeMEHO OYeK/BaHY HeMauKyl peBaHII3aM CIIpedaBaH edrka-
CHOM KOHTPOJIOM JpyLITBeHe I IoaUTHYKe cutynuje y CaBesnoj Penydmium op crpane
CAJl. lllTaBumre, Kajia je HEMITO KacHMUje JOILIO /1O HEOYeKMBAHOT MOUTUYKOT U IIPK-
BpenHor npudmpkaBama Opannycke n Hemauke (Jenucejcxku ciiopasym, 1963),2 HATO je
Cjenumennm [Ip>xaBaMa MOCTY>KIO Kao HeKa BPCTa HaZI30PHOT OpraHa 3a YHy TapeBPOIICKe
MHTerpalyje Koje 1 MoIe ja yrpo3e aMepiyuko BohcTso.

Cse po nmaga Bepnuuckor suga (1989), HATO je duo nocsehen ,,00y3paBamy”
CCCP-a, aim 1CTO TaKO U OHMX €BPOIICKMX CaBe3HVKa Koju 81 IOKa3MBalIu IIpeTepaHy
TeH/eHIUjy Ka Bohemy camocTanHe moanTuke. Paju 1cTe CBpXe IIOCTYIIHO je pasBujaHa 1
EBporicka yHuja, HajBehy IMOMMTIYKY eKCIIepMMeHT y uctopuju EBpore koju je BpeMeHOM
IpeBa3NIIa0 MPBOONTHE pasJIore, IpeTIOCTaBKe I MbeBe cBor HacTanka.”! HATO je
TAaKO TPAZINo CBOj MO 1 image BOjHO-IIONMUTHYKe OpraHuU3aryje des mpeMiia y MOAEpHO]
ucropuju EBporne,” nok je EY nspacia y HagHanoHa/IHY ICEYROOP>KaBHY €HTUTET KOjI
HaHac (He)ycIlelHo IoKymIaBa fa n3ahe u3 cenke CAJl, cBor GpaKTNIKOr OCHUBAYA Y CEHIIL.

Y cBakoM crydajy, of Kazia je ocHoBaH, HATO je Beoma epukacHO 0CTBap1uBao
CBOjy OCHOBHY CBPXY — 80jH0 ogsépaharwe CoBjeTcKor caBesa (1 KacHIje BberoBOT BOjHOT
dmoka). Majio ko je ZOBOAUO y mUTakbe ApyTe, npehyTHe, HNINTA Makbe BaKHE Pasjiore
nocTojama Anujance: doauitiuuka u (IOCPeTHO) eKOHOMCKA KOHIAPOAA CABe3HUKA O
crpane CAJl. CBecHe cBoje peanHo moppebetne ynore y Anmjancy, eBpOIICKe fpyKaBe-uia-
HulLle ¢y o camor HacTanka HATO-a pauynarne ca samrutaudkom ynorom CAJl u Hucy
npaswle mpesuiie podaema 3dor Tora. IlocTojao je camo jemaH (IpuBpeMeHM) U3y3eTaK:
¢paniyckn npenceguux lapn ge Tor 1 weros mpemtor us 1958. rofyHe 0 paBHOIIPABHO]
aHr7o0-ppaHIyckoj capafmu. Vineja o Tpunatiiepannom gupexiiopaiiy, Tj. KOATUIj1
IIaBHMX gp>kaBa 3anaga — CAJl, Bemuke bpurannje u @pannycke®, faHac geryje MHOTO

CCCP-om. Tapa je y rpymny OTyMHTETPYCAHNX BOjHUX KalallMTeTa ICTOYHOEBPOIICKIX CaBe3HMKa
Mockse (Andannja, ITobcka, Mabapcka, Yexocnosauka, byrapcka, Pymynnja) ymna u Vicrouna
Hemauxka (IIP), npyru geo nmopaxene Hemauke uija je ,,11e/T0BUTOCT cBarza Oua 13Bop Hajsehnx
dpura 3a meHe SMnKe 1 la/be Cycefe.

2 TIpsu myt y ucropuju gse 3aBabhere semspe (npencenuunn e Ton n Axenayep) mormnucarne cy
yroBOp Koju ux je odasesusao fa ce MehycodHO KOHCYNTYjy O IMTambUMa CIIO/bHE TIONTUTUKE, Ofi-
dpaHe, odpasoBama 1 ... Bobewa omnaguse (!). Imefano 13 jaHalme nepcreKTuBe, 110 je TO YBOZ,
y pasdopuro Jle Tonoso opdujame fa ce EBpomna npenyctn AMepukanuyma (Buzetu ¢pycHoTy 17),
IIpY 4eMy je AfieHayep yCIIeo /ja yYBPCTHU CTPaTelIKy HO3UINjy IPUK/byunBamba Hemauke samagHum
uHTerpanyujaMa. Ha ocHOBY Tor criopasyMa CTBOPEH je OCHOBHM YCJIOB 3a CTBapame KacHuje EY.

*1 Op EBporicke sajennutie 3a yrasb u yenuk (ITapuckn yrosop, 1951), npexo EBporicke ekoHOMCKe
3ajegunie (Pumckn yrosop, 1957), no Esponcke yunje (Yrosop 13 Macrpuxra, 1992).

2 Tlopebemwa ca CBeToM anmjancoM cy Moryha anm He U IIPOyKTUBHA C 003MPOM Ha IheHe yde-
CHMKE, BOjHM IIOTEHLIMjaJI, UFEOIOIIKEe LIM/beBEe M HaJJACBE — OPraHM3aALINjy.

»  Tlocne ondujama maror npennora PpaHirycka je pasBujana ayTOHOMHY HOMUTUKY OfidpaHe,
yK/bydyjyhu u pasBoj HykmeapHor Haopyata. [llTaBuure, @panirycka je mop e Tonom 1966. ropnte
HaIrycTiIa 3ajenHnuKy Komangy HATO, na du ce y iy BpaTuia 4eTupu fielienuje kacuuje (2007)
KaJia je OHOBpeMeHN npeficenHIK CapKosu OfTy4mo ja ,,y uHTepecy EBpore Bpatu ®paHITycKy y
cdepy crparemxor mwiaHnpawa HATO. Yipkoc ToMe, GppaHIlycko HykIepaHo ofspahatse ocTao je
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pasyMHUje HO LITO je IpaBberbe Benuke koanunuje (HATO) koja ce mokasasa TeIko
yIIpaB/bUBOM (OZp>Kambe IIpaBIIa O KOHCEH3YCY 3a CBe BayKHUje OIIyKe) U FOTOBO Oe30-
SmyHOM (CTedeHa IOMUTIYKA TOTpeda 3a CTATHUM IPOLIMPEHEM).

Kaxko rop, yuecTBoBame BehiHe 3aI1aIHOBPOIICKVIX APKaBa Y 3ajeTHIYKOM OyLIeTy
U BOjHMM Be>KdaMa IEeMOHCTPUPAJIO je MOMUTUYKO jeANHCTBO Koje je yuspurhusano moh
U TIPeCTIDK ANMjaHCe y IPYTUM JieToBMMa CBeTa. 300T Tora ce dpoj eBpOICKUX YIaHOBA
cykiecuBHO nmosehaBao: mocte ocHUBAYKMUX 12 WiaHNIA Y AJMjaHCY CYy UCTOBPEMEHO
IpuM/beHa [Ba BUIIEBEKOBHA /byTa puBaja — Ipuka u Typcka (1952), ydpso morom u Beh
CIIOMUbAHM 3aMA{HI [1e0 HeKaganmer Tpeher pajxa (3amagua Hemauka, 1954), a 3HaTHO
KacHMje u noctdpankucTnika lllmannja (1982). Cse je To dumo Mame-BuIIIe TOTUYHO 1
OYeKVBAHO aKO Ce MMa Y BUAY mofiena cdepa yruiaja usmeby cnma nodenuuna y Ipyrom
cBetckoM pary (Janra u ITorcmam, 1945) u BpeMe T3B. XJTafHOT paTa Koju ce BOAUO usMehy
ymdepanHor 3amaga 1 KOMyHUCTUYKOr VcToka.

Oda dmoxa, Tj. Buxose npeasopunuke cynepcune (CAI n CCCP), Bogunn cy
padyHa a He yhy y Tybu sadpan u Tume He ucnpoBoLMpajy AupeKTHN MehycodHM cyKod.
O ToMe jacHO cBefode IpaBOBPeMeHa VICTAHI[MPaba TOKOM eBPOIICKIUX IIpeBHpaba, Mo-
cedHO oHMX Ha UCTOKY: Mahapcka SyHa 3dor yrniaja CCCP-a Ha momahe mpumke (1946.
— pe3epBUCaHOCT 3amaja), jyroc/IoBeHCKa MO pIIKa IPYKIM KOMYHMCTIIMA Y TAMOIIEbeM
rpabanckom paty (1945-1947. - yagpsxarnoct Mockse), cykod Tura 1 Cra/buHa II0BOZOM
BoDhema jyrocoBeHcKe crio/pHe moanTuKe (1948-1954, NOMTyCKpUBEHN BOjHI aHT)KMaH
CAJl n ysapxxanoct CCCP-a), HoBa modyHa y Mabapckoj (1956. — de3 opyskane peakuuje
HATO-a na Bojuy nnrepsennujy CCCP-y), nodyna y YexocmoBauKkoj 1 COBjeTCKM TeH-
koBn y IIpary (1968. — onet de3 koHKpeTHe BojHe peakiuje HATO-a). Victo Baxu u 3a
yaapxanoct CCCP-a nmpummnkom Cyenke kpuse (1956, ,Ipunapturha arpecuja“ — Bennka
bpurannja, @paniycka u Vispaen vs. Ernmnar), kao 1 IMCKPeTHO COBjeTCKO aHTa)KOBakbe
IIPEeKO ,BOjHMX CaBeTHMKA" TOKOM para y BujeTHamy y KoMe Cy AUPEKTHO yueCTBOBasIe
CAJl (1964-1975). Ha ictu Haune cy CAJ] due aHra)koBaHe y ABraHMCTaHCKOM pPaTy,
OHJIAILI0j CTIelMjaHoj BojHOj oneparyjn CCCP-a unju je 3BaHNYAH Ha3uB: ,VIcIymaBame
MHTepPHALMOHAJIHE JY>KHOCTHU COBjeTCKIUX TpyIa y ABrannucrany” (1979-1989). HapasHo,
CBe Ipyre IOfj3eMHe I HeBUJ/bMBe BpcTe dopde — cydBep3VBHE MIEOIIOIIKe, ICHXOJIONIKE,
IUBEP3UOHE I IPYTe ,,aCUMeTPUYIHe aKIjije U TajHe ollepaliyje Koje Cy BOLUIE 0de CTpaHe
TOKOM XJIa[fHOT paTa — oBfie ce He dpoje.* Kako rog, I/ieffaHo 13 TaHalIbe IePCIeKTHBeE,
YJHY Ce JIa je CTBaparbe IOCIePATHOT I7I0daTHOT OpeTKa BIIIle d1Ia CTBap UMIIPOBI30BAHOT

BaH HATO koHTpO7Ie 1 yripaBo To Moxke duty mpezimeT SyAayhux Hecmarama y Be3u ca 3ajefHIYKIAM
BOjHMM JleloBameM EBporncke yHumje.

Y ToM cMMCITy MHMIKaTUBHa je ayToduorpadcka kmura Tomaca Pupa, amepuykor cekperapa
parHor Baspyxonnosctsa CAJl 1 MOMMTUYKOT CaBeTHMKA BUILIE aMEPUIKMX ITPENICEIHIKA, KOjU je Y
C/TaBJbeHIYKOM 3aHOCY Iocyie XJTafHOT paTa MOdeJOHOCHO OMMCA0 dPojHe TajHe olepaliyje IPOTUB
CCCP-ay kojiMa je HeOCPEHO Y4eCTBOBAO, YKIby4yjyhu u cadoiiancy TpaHccOUPCKOT racoBoia
(1982), xoja je mpousBerna ,,Hajehy HeHYK/IeapHY eKCIUIO3Mjy U IIOXKap KOji CY ce MKajja HOTOmMIN
(Reed, 2004). IIpegrosop 3a Ty KKUTy Hamucao je tajgausy npencesank CAJL, Ilopy By mnabu.
Y cBeT/y HaBefieHe cadoTasKe U APYIMX cadoTaska aMepUIKIX Oe30eTHOCHMX CITy)XOU Y MHOCTPaH-
CTBY TOKOM XJIaJIHOT paTa, HElABHO IM3akbe y Ba3[yX PYCKO-HEMauKor racopofia’ y CeBepHOM MOpy
(2022) nonpuma cacBUM 0COOEHO 3HAYEHE.
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pearoBarma Ha TPEHYTHe OKOTHOCTH, HETO JleO HEKOT YHAIlpell CMUII/bEHOT CTPATeIIKOT
wiaHa. Jorabaju xoju cy ycmennam HakoH XIafHOT pata HOTBphyjy TaKBO CTaHOBMIIIE.

*

Jenennjy HakoH pacmaga CCCP-a, ¥ caMyM TUM IIpecTaHKa Bakerba OIJIyKa ca
Jante, HenocpenHo youu npeodpakaja HATO-a us ogdpamdeHor y odaH3MBHYU BOjHU
caBe3 (domdapposame Cpduje n Lipue Tope, mapT-jyn 1999; npBa popmanno ogodpeHa
BojHa Kammawa HATO-a y meroBoj uctopuju ), AnujaHcu ¢y ce IpUAPYKIJIe HajBaXKHUje
YIaHWLe HeKaflalmer Bapimasckor makra (Mabapcka, Pymynnja, Yenka u Ilorpcka), a et
romyHa KacHuje (2004) To cy yuuHmIe 1 HoBopopMupaHe eBpoIicke gpxane (CroBauka 1
Crosennja) 3ajenHo ca byrapckom u crapum bantuukum sempama (Ectonuja, JleTonuja,
JIurBanuja). [Ipema rcrom odpacny y HATO ynase Andanuja u Xpsarcka (2009), a gecerax
TOAVHA KacHIje U OTLeIUbeHN jy>KHU fesioBu duBle Jyrocnasuje — Lpua Topa (2017) u
Makepnonuja (2020). 3a pasnuKy of BeJMKOT IIpolypera 13 1999, moromwa CyKIecuBHA
IpUCTyNamba AnujaHcy HUCY Maia Behy ofijek y jaBHOM Miberby 3amnajia, ajm Cy 3aTo dua
jacaH 3HaK fio Tafa Beh duTHO peBuTanM3oBaHoj Pycuju (BojHa nHTepBeHNIMja y Ipysuju
2008. n anexTupame Kpnma, 2014) na ce HATO nehe ycrpywaBaru ma y dmmckoj Symyh-
HocTu yhe y (1osry)oTBOpeHM CyKod ca cBOjUM CTpaTelKuM IpoTuBHUKOM. [ToTBpAa Tor
Kypca jecte mocnefmwe npoumpermne HATO-a o Kora je JOIII0 TOKOM aKTYeTHOT IPOKCH
paTay YKpajuHu Kafia ce AnmjaHcy IpUAPYXKY]jy K0 Taja ysap>KaHa IlIBencka u HeyTpan-
Ha OuHcka (2023). Tako je CeBepHOATITAHTCKY caBe3 Off IPBOOUTHUX 12 Ap>kaBa HOLIA0
Io DaHalImer dpoja of yak 32 ¢popMarHO paBHOIpaBHA WiaHa. CBYU OHM, OCUM MOXKJa
Typcke, ouexyjy og CAJl na GyHKIMOHMIIE KaO OCHOBHY I'apaHT HUXOBE de3deqHOCTI
U OPYLITBEHOT IIPOCIIePUTETA.

Kapa je Hecrao CCCP, HenocpenHu pasnor nocrojara HATO-a, opranusanuja je
HaCTaBIIA [ja TPaje yClef IIOJIMTIYKe MHepIuje U ,,HeIIOCTOjatba aITepHATUBE , IIPY YeMy
He Tpeda 3aHeMapuTy HU TocpenaH MoTyB ocHyBada (CAJI) na u ja/be KOHTPOJINIIIE CBOje
He dalll yBeK IIOy3/jaHe eBPOIICKe caBe3HVKe. Heku ipyru cTpaTelky, 11a Yak HU TaKTUYKY
pasJIor 3a OIICTaHAaK A/MjaHCe Y TOM TPeHYTKY HHje TocTojao. MehyTuM, IpakTnIHO cBe
pernydnuke dusnrer CosjeTckor CaBesa Koje Cy IIOCTajle He3aBUCHE Ap)KaBe, YKby4dyjyhu
u HoBo(opMmupany Pycky enepanujy, mokasapaje Cy ClIpeMHOCT fia d1ucko capabhyjy ca
HATO-m, 1a qak u moctaHy fieo wera. C pyre cTpaHe, y TUM HallOpyMa Ipefmbadne Cy
YIaHNUIe HeKaflallllkbeT BapIraBcKor makTa Koje ¢y IOKa3yBaie TOp/bUBY CIIPEMHOCT Ja
ce craBe 1of de3deHOCHY KumodpaH HoBor nokposuresba (CAJL). Pasnosu 3a to dumm
CYy Mame Y BbUXOBOM MICTOPUjCKOM PeBaHIINM3MY (KOji CBakaKo He Tpeda MOTLEHUTN), a
BIIIIIE Y POMaHTNYAPCKO]j IIOCTX/IATHOPATOBCKOj IIPEACTABM O IIPOCIEPUTETY KOjI HABOJTHO
monasu ca yaanctsoM y HATO.

Cjenumene [Ip>xaBe Cy y IO4eTKY IOKa3yBasIe IIOMUTUYKN OIIpe3 U Y3AP>KaHOCT
110 TOM IIUTAaY,”® Ia O1 KacHMje, HollleHe ITI0deTHMYKOM 0X0/Iolhy HeOKOH3epBaTUBHIUX

»  Vicrtunn 3a Boby, HATO je Hemro panuje Beh 1Mao cBoje MpBO AMPEKTHO BaTPEHO KPIITEHE

TOKOM doMdapoBama cprickux nonoxaja (Onepanuja ,Hamepna cuna®, aBrycr-cenremdap 1995)
KaJia ce IVPEKTHO aHraxoBao y rpahanckom pary y Bocuu u Xeprerosuun (1992-1995).

% Tlocedno agmuuuctpanyja ITopia Byura crapujer (1989-1993), ocre Koje 10 u3pakaja fonasu
aporasiyja dopdeHNx HeOKOH3epBaTUBalla Y MOTOWmMUM Briafama buma Knnarona (1993-2001),
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KpeaTopa CIIO/bHOTIONMUTUYKOT Kypca jefiluHe IpeocTase CyIepCcuIe, OfTydnie ja mode-
Iy Y MJe0/IOIIKOM PaTy HOJATHO OBepe Kpo3 cTparemko mupewme HATO-a na VcTok.
Ipabaucku parosu y Jyrocnasuju u genosuma dusirer CCCP-a fogaTHO Cy OCHXWIN
(TIceypo)aprymMeHTe 3a TakaB IIPUCTYIIL. [IoMMTIYKY ITapaloKe jecTe YMIbeHNIIA Ia YIPaBO
y TO BpeMe, (GOPMATHO /i U CTPYKTYPHO 0gdpamderu BOjHI CaBes IOCTaje 0PpaH3usHa
cuna.”” ITocmenyie TaKBOT aHTa)KMaHa MopaJie ¢y dUTu I10daIHe 1 TO ce yOp30 I0Ka3ao
Ha BcKoM MCTOKY — reomonutiykoM dnmusaniy bankasa. VcToBpeMeHo, Ha ITefieceToro-
AUIIBAIYY CBOT OCHMBAIA, Y HEJOCTATKY CTBAPHOT YIM dap paBHOIPABHOT IPOTUBHIKA,
HATO je nponamasno HOBe ,,pM3IKe, 13a30Be U IpeTie : ponudepannja HyKIeapHor 1
XeMIUjCKOT HaOpY>Kama, yIpaB/babe eTHNIKIM KpU3aMa, I1a Yak 1 odysgaBame MehyHa-
POMHOT OPraHM30BaHOT KPYMIHAJIA 1 Cy3dMjarba muparepuje.”

HATO je ncnymapao cBojy CBPXY IOK je TOCTOja0 KPeAUOVMITHYU MPOTUBHMK KOjI
je (cTBapHO WM M3MAIITaHO — CBEjeHO je — OUTHA je IepLellja akTepa) IIPefCTaB/bao
eT3JICTeHLIVja/IHy IpeTihy de3degHoCTH 3amagHNX caBe3HuKa.” Kazna je HemocpenHu
IPOTMBHMK HeCTao, de30elHOCHN 13a30BU Cy IIOCTA/IM TOTOBO daHAIHM, a IIPeTHe XU-
notetnuke. MehyTnm, opranmsarja je HacTaByIa fja IOCTOjU IO IIOTUTUYKOj HABHULIN.
Opyrum peunma, Kafja je de3demHocHa apxuTekTypa EBpore ycnocTasbena Ha JanTu u
IMoctaamy dakTnyky HecTana, octao je camo HATO. Moxzia je TajHa y TOMe IITO HUKO
HIje MOTao JIa M3rOBOPY 4 je Iorm4Ho i moTpedno pacimyctut HATO (jon mame fa
YIIyTH Ha Ha4MH KaKo d¥ ce TO ypajyIo) 11, Hajsaj, — LITa CTBOPUTH YMecTo mwera. C gpyre
crpaHe, HectankoM CCCP-a nojaBwm cy ce HoBu (He)odeKkuBaHU de30efHOCHN IPOdIeMI:

ITopya Bymura mmaber (2001-2009), Bapaka Odame (2009-2017), Jounanza Tpamma (2017-2021) u IToa
Bajmena (2021-2025). Hopmamsanuja paTHIX IIOX0Ja Y IMe MIPa, Mfieja BOJ/ba aMEPUYKIX KOH-
3epBaTyBAalla, ¥IMa CBOjy IIMPOKY MHTENIEKTYaIHy da3y OKyIUbeHy OKo think tank rpyma 3a kpeupame
jaBHOT MIbea, IpU YeMy 00yXBaTajy IONUTHYape, AUIJIOMaTe, HOBMHApe, aKaJieMuKe, daHKape 1
Jpyre NpUIagHUKe IPyIITBeHe enuTe. Kako To cBe pajy Ha AMPEKTHOM NPUMEPY — BUIETU USBOP
o pany uspaenckor noduja y CAJ] (Mearsheimer & Walt, 2007).

¥ bomdappnoBambe cpIcKMX nonoxaja y bocan o crpane HATO-a (1995) dua je mpBa oTBOpeHa
JIeMOHCTpalyja cule, fa du CTBap ecKanupana y FoTOBO TPOMECEYHOj BOjHOj MHTEPBEHLIUjU KaJia je
domdapposana Cpduja u gemimuyso Lpua Topa, Tj. Hekagammba CaBesHa Penydnmka Jyrocnasuja
(mapT-jyn 1999). TakTuuka npumpeMa 3a Taj 4iH 01O je mpujeM cycefHux Apxkasa (Mabapcka
Pymynnja) y uwnancrso HATO-a camo map mMecenn panuje.

% TIpema tafa HoBoM Cilipaitielujckom KOHYel iy I IPYTUM JOKYMEHTUMa Koja Cy JOHeTa Ha CAMUTY
y Bamurrony (1999), HATO je 3Bann4HO npecTao fia dyze 4ncto ogdpaMdeHa BojHa opraHusanuja
najyhu camom cedu opnantherse fa yripas/ba Kpysama U3BaH TepUTOPMja 3eMajba WIaHNIA AJMjaHCe.
*  BuJIo je IIOTIIYHO HEBAXKHO Ja JIN je IOCTOjaJia peasTHa, IpeM/a MOIUTIYKY deCMICIIeHa, BO/ba
CCCP-a pa oxynupa eBpOIICKM 3alaj] WK je 110 Cpefixl ped O YMUIL/bEHO] UJI€O0NOIIKOj IPeTHhN
KojoM je 3amaj onpasfao mocrojaree HATO-a, y 0da ciydaja je ped o mepriemniiju pusuka Kojy
IpOM3BOJie BOjHM caBesy: Kaf je Beh koHcTturyncan, HATO je o gedmHMIMjM MOpao O4eKMBaTH
Hamaj ofi crpaHe CosjeTckor CaBesa, dal Kao IITO je 1 forHuje poMupany Bapurascku dmox dmo
nocsehen ondpam of mpeTnocras/beHe arpecuje ca amaa. Ode cTpaHe Cy felieHMjaMa IpUIIpeMare
u yBexxdaBajie TaKTIUKe, OIlepaTBHE I CTPATelKe OrOBOPE Ha OUYeKMBaHe BOjHE aKIije CBOjUX
npoTyBHMKA. UneHNIa ja 1o peannsalnyje 1o Kojer off TMX OPOjHUX BOjHUX ITAaHOBA HUKafla
HUje JOIIO CIIa/la y MCTOPUjCKM KyPMO3UTET KOjI je HaCTao YMIbEHMIIOM Jia Ce jeffHa CTpaHa pac-
IIajIa TOTOBO caMa off cede, IOK IpyTa Hije YOIIIITe nMasia SU/Io KaKaB CIIpeMaH MHCTUTYIMOHAIaH
OZIrOBOP Ha Takas (4MHMIIO ce) Hemoryhu passoj forabaja.
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nurame rpaHuie odjenumene Hemauke ca I10/bCKOM, KOHTPO/IA eTHUYKUX KOHG/IMKATA
y uctouHoj EBpomnn, Hafrneame CropasyMa 0 KOHBEHIIMOHATHUM OpY>KaHUM CHaraMma
y EBpomn, npaheme HykeapHOr pasopyskama y OMBIINM COBjeTCKMM perydnmnKama uT.
IlITaBu1Ie, OjaBYO Ce ¥ JOSPOAOLII HOBY JIETUTVIMALIM]CKIL OCHOB 3a ITOCTOjambe AJIijaHce
- ,00pda mpoTNB TepopusMa‘, YUTaj: ,NICTTAMCKOT eKCTpeMm3Ma ‘.

Vcrospemeno je 1 OEBC, mebhyHapopHa opranmsaiyja OCHOBaHa pajyi ycaraamasa-
1a I KOHTPOJIe KOJIeKTUBHe de3demHocTy y EBpony (4iTaj: MHCTUTYILMOHATHA KOHTPO/IA
opHOCa ca Pycujom), [oxxmBernta paiMKaaHO pefy3ajHuparbe mpetsapajyhiu ce y Heky Bpcry
rnodannor HBO caspaHor of yHO ,,MOHUTOpUHTa“ Koju je nocsehen npahemy byncknx
IpaBa, HOIMTUYKMX U3J0pa, CTaTyca Marb/Ha U OPOjHIUM JPYTUM acIleKTuMa de308amHor
KOHIIEIITA ,,/byfICKe de3demHocTu (MMUrparmje, KIMMaTcKe MpoMeHe, CHPOMALITBO, 00pa-
30Bambe) y 3eM/baMa Koje cy IocTajaie feo EY nm je Tex Tpedano To ma moctany. HATO
je Tako Ha M3BeCTaH HauMH MO ,IIPYMOPAH ‘ Ha Jla/be TPajarbe jep je y TOM MOMEHTY d1o
jemnHa (yHKIMOHATHA BOjHA MehyHaponHa opranusauuja y EBponu. Yronmko je sa ode-
KuBaTy fla he HACTAaBUTH [a TOCTOjM YaK ¥ aKO HYje MMAO jacaH ¥ TPaHCTIAPEHTAH I[U/b,
offHOCHO cMucao. XeHpu Kucuniiep u MHOIM ipyTy BeTepaHy X/IaJHOT paTa yIo30paBam
Cy Ha IIoc/IefiuLie Bohera Mo/MTIKe HEKOHTPO/IMCAHOT IMperba A/njaHCe, HO HOBE eJIiTe
3amaya HuUCy ce TuMe Ipesuile onTepehnpane.*

*

Henocpenuu nosox 3a McTHHCKO npeyTeMerberbe HATO-a duo je Benmuku Tepopu-
cTuuky Hamap y Ibyjopky (2001), Koju ¢y opraHusoBanu UcmaMcky paHaTULM, HeKaza-
msy mrnherniy CAJl y ABranycTaHckoM rpahaHCKOM paTy y Koju ce Sp30IIIeTo yIUieo
CCCP ydpsaBum myT y cBOj HecmaBaH pacmaf,.’’ OTeTn aBUOHM KOjU CY Ce 3aKyIjamy y
cepuTe CBETCKOT TPTOBMHCKOTL IIEHTPA, CMELIITEHOT Y HEIIOCPeNHO] SIM3MHY CefiUIITa
YH, nocmy>xunm cy Kao upieanaH usropop 3a Hopu Hanaj CAJl 1 leroBuX caBe3HMKa Ha
Vpak (2003). Y 10j ad hoc okynpeHoj ,, Koanuumju Bo/bHNX, ¢ BeTMKUM MOMUTUYKIM
eHTY3Mja3MoM, ydecTBoBaje ¢y HoBe wiannne HATO-a, r38. Hosa EBporma, noysgaun
nparmial y cBuM dynyhum aknujama CAJl y EBponu n Ha Biuckom ncroky.*? Jearpo
crape Espore (Ppanrycka, Hemauka, benruja) onduo je ja yyectsyje y Hamany Ha Vpak
IITO je SO jeflaH Of MOC/IeNBIX 3HAKOBA eBPOIICKe CTpATeIIKe ayTOHOMMje U, JJOfiajMo
- 3gpasor nonutuykor pasyma.” HATO je moToMm HacTaBMo a caMO03a[JOBOJBHO ,,IIIVPU

% Tlopy @. KeHaH, jeflaH off I7IaBHUX VJI€0JIOTa X/TaJIHOPATOBCKe Teopuje 0dy3aBama, BUJEO je

KOHTHMHYUpaHo npoinpemne HATO-a nocne pacaga CCCP-a 1 HeoyeknBaHe nodene CAJl kao
HajKOOHU]Y IPEIIKy caBpeMeHe aMepndke criobHe momutuke (Kennan, 1997).

' ABraHmcTaHCcKu rpabhaHcku par je 3amodeo 1978. roguue. CoBjeTcKa apMiija y4ecTBYje y beMy
usmeby 1979. u 1989. Kazna cy Cosjety HamycTuam ABraHUCTaH, YHYTPAIIbY PaT Ce HACTABHUO JI0
2001, ga du motoM y par yute CAJl 1 B1X0Ba ,,KOaIUIIMja BO/BHUX . PaT je KoHauHO (WM IpUBpe-
MeHO?) oKoH4YaH Tek 2021. kajia cy BojHM caBesHuuy, npegsohenn CAJl, HamycTumy ABraHUCTaH.
32 Tlo/pcKa je yuecTBOBaJIA Ca CBOjUM CIELVja/IHUM jeAyHuIaMa, Pymynuja u byrapcka (yuuma y
HATO ropuHy faHa KacHUje) ca IelaajckuM daraponnma, Mahapcka ca moructidxmm, a Henika
ca ABXO jepuunnama.

3 CUMIITOMATUYHO je Ja OKOCHUITY JaHalllibe ,KOa/IMIMje BOJBHUX  J]a Ce YK/byde Y paT y YKpajiHu
(»9MM ce IOCTUTHe NPMMMpje”) UMHe YIPaBO OHe 3eMJbe KOje Cy Iap fielieHMja paHuje ofiduie aMe-
PUYKY II03MB JIa Ce IIPUK/bYde ICTOMMEHO] KOQMIMjU Y PaTy MPOTHUB Ta/ndaHa y ABraHUCTAHY.
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cBOje de3denHOCHE KamanuTeTe, 4ak 1 TokoM 2008. TOf1He, TIPETIOMHE TauKe y HauIJIer,
Hecarae[uBoOM IIPOCIIEPUTETY 3amaja.

Topuua 2008. 3amouena je ¢ BEMKUM MOMUTUYKO-BOjHUM IIPECEJaHOM: IIPU3HAbE
cerjecnje Kocopa ox ctpane BehuHe 3emarpa EY (MapT), HacTaBuiIa ca pycCKOM BOjHOM
VHTepPBEHLIMjOM Y eTHUYKUM cyKoduMa Ha odopuma Ipysuje (aBryct), fa du ce eckamu-
parno rodaTHOM eKOHOMCKOM KPU30M KOja je IToCTaia BUA/bMBA 3aXBa/byjyhm mpomactn
Benkix OaHaka y CAJ] (cenremdap). EkoHOMCKO IocpTame HajdoraTujux 3eMasba CBeTa,
a ¢ BYMa I CBUX [JPYTUX [pXaBa, PaKTIYKN je IpUKPIIO ycoH KiHe 1 — cacBMM Heo-
4YEeKMBAHO — IIOCTYIIHM OIIOpaBak Pycuje.

W pok je KnHa HeyMOo/pMBO MIIIA ITyTeM ITI0da/IHe IPUBPeNHe eKcrausyje, Pycuja
je CBOj IIOBpATaK Ha CBETCKY CLieHY M3TpafiiiIa Ha BOjHIM ocHOBaMa. Hakon usnybhennx
aKuja y cycencTBy (MHTepBeHINUja y [pysnju, 2008; anexcuja Kpuma, 2014) n geMoHcTpa-
Iyje CIocoOHOCTH Jja TOHOBO NpojekTyje Moh Ha fmamuny (BojHM aHTakMaH y Cupujn,
2015), ycrenuo je BpXyHall — CIiel[yija/IHa BOjHa MHTepBeHIuja y Ykpajunnu (2022). Yipaso
OHa je pa30TKpU/Ia CTBAPHO CTak-€ CTBAPU CBETCKOT IIOPETKA — KAaKO Ha IPUBPEJHOM, TaKO
u Ha BojHoM IUtaHy (Cvetkovi¢, 2022). HATO nonoBo fjo/1asy y IpBU IUIaH, OBaj IyT Ha
HeOueKMBaH HAYMH — OTKPMBajyhu cBoje nMaHeHTHe C/1ad0CTH 1 CTPYKTYPHA OTPaHNYeha.

Pyxy Ha cpiyy, usBecHe TakTuuke cmadoct HATO-a mMorite cy ce younTu jour xafa
Ce 1beroBa BOjHA CYIIEPUOPHOCT JOKA3MBa/Ia »,Ba3AYIIHUM KaMIIathaMa ' IPOTUB NHpepn-
OpHOT IpoTHBHMKA Ha bankany.* [TpodreMu cy ce HEOCETHO TOMIJIA/N Ca TIOCTYITHUM
yBehaBameMm, 1 Hajsaj] yABOCTpyYaBambeM WIAHCTBA (!), IITO je HY>KHO 3aKOMIIIMKOBAIO
(dyHKIMOHNCabe HeKala KOMIIAKTHOT BOjHOT caBe3a. C TIM y Be3) Bajba IIPMMETUTH fia je
HATO onyBek ¢pyHKIMOHMCAO He caMO Kao BojHM caBes Beh u kao crermuanm desden-
HOCHM GOPYM Y KOMe Cy Ce pa3MerbliBaia BOjHa MICKYCTBa, BexOa/lo IUIIOMaTcKo yMehe,
CTHIIajie MONUTUYKE BEIITHHE I, HAPABHO, He U HajMambe BaYKHO — IIpaBuIe IOTUTIYIKE
Kapujepe. BpemenoM je popmupana rjioMasHa opraHmsanija Koja je mocrama cama cedu
Wb TIPY YeMy CBaKa CaMOJ{0BO/BHOCT HY>KHO BOJM Y OecMIIcao.

Yac nctune sa HATO, BojHM caBes 1 opraHusanujy Koja je CBOjUM YlaHMI[aMa,
0CeQHO HEeIlOCPeHNM YIIpaBUTe/bUMa (II0YeB Off YMHOBHMKA, BOjHUX AUIUIOMATA 1 Y/Ia-
HoBa KaduHeTa [eHepa/HOT ceKpeTapa, I1a CBe 10 OUIMpa 1 HayeTHMKa reHepamTada
y Bojaom xomutery u mrady BpxoBHor komanganTa CaBe3HMYKUX cHara y EBponm),
JlelleHnjaMa IoHOCU/Ta ofipel)eHe MOTOFHOCTY, KOPUCT U MOBIACTHIIE, HACTYTINO je ca pa-
TOM Y YKpajiHIL, Kafla je IOCTaJIo jaCHO fIa OH Hemd afleKBaTHe CIIOCOOHOCTY U CpeficTBa
(BobcTBO, mOKTpUHY 1 OpyXje) 3a Boheme para Beher nHTeH3UTETa U fy>XKeT Tpajara.”
Kpusa ce gogatHo mpopydura ca casHameM fja CAJl, Kao cTo>kep 1 IJIaBHU aKTep AjujaHce,

¥ Vmpkoc cucremarckom domdapposamy Cpduje, y Tpajamy of ckopo Tpu Mecena (Buite og, 10.000

dopdeHnx neToBa), Kao ¥ AMPEKTHOj 00aBEINTAjHOj, TOTMCTUYIKO] VM YIPAB/HadyKOj BOjHOj IOAPIIIIN
a70aHCKMM CeTapaTUCTUMA Ha KonHY, Bojcka CPJ je 13 Tor cykoda M3ala ca roTOBO MUHVMATHIAM
rydummma 1 y IOTIyHOCTY SOpOeHo cripeMHa.

% HepasymMHo je komuko cy CjenumeHe [Ipxxase 1 EY npenennmm ceojy moh y ogHocy Ha Pycujy:
nokasao ce ga oHa (Pycuja), ca camo 3% dpyTo fomaher mponspona 3anaja, Ipou3BOAM BUILE
opy»kja Hero unTas ,,KonektyBHM 3aman” (CAJl n EY ca Janmanowm, JysxaoMm Kopejom 1 Aycrpanmjom)
3ajeHo. O MHAYCTPUjCKMUM U [PYTUM, TI0OCEOHO IPYIITBEHUM — BEPCKIM, MOPATHUM, 0OPa3oBHNUM,
UJIEOTIOLIKMM — Pas/io3nMa Koju Cy JoBeu 1o Tora, Bupetn: Todd, 2025.

348



Couyuonowxu tipeineg, vol. LX (2026), no. 2, ctp. 331-384

He HaMepaBa Ja ce gupekiliHo ykbydn y dopdeHa fiejcTBa mpoTus Pycuje Ha TepeHy y
Ykpajuan. C ToM pasodapasajyhom unmenniiom 3a apyre uynannne HATO-a koHauHO cy
Tajie MOCTX/IAJTHOPATOBCKe MMONMUTIYKe Maryie Koje ¢y off CAJ] mpaBuse Benmmku de3degHo-
CHI KMIIOOPaH 3a CBe eBPOIICKe CaBe3HIKe, a TocedHO 3a duBre perrydmke CoBjeTcKor
CaBesa Koje ce rpaHnye ca cafammoM Pyckom Pepepannjom.

Yysenu Yran 5. us ocuusauke [ToBerse HATO, komokBujanHo Hajuemrhe Tymaden
Kao HecyMmbUBa rapanunja ga he Amujauca, npe ceux CAJl, BOjHO MHTepBEeHMCATH KaJl
rox Pycuja, v Heko fpyry, HapyLIN Ap)>KaBHYU CYBepeHUTET 3eMajba WIAHNI[A, I0KA330
je CBOjy IBOCMICIIEHOCT U CYMEbUBY KPeAUOMTHOCT YVM Ce HejaCHY M3a30B IIPETBOPIUO ¥
KOHKPETHY IIpeTHby KOja IIpeBa3IIa3y IIpUXBaT/bMB pusuK. Hema cyMmbe fa cy denHUIM
CA]I o TomMe BoAW/IM padyHa joIl y BpeMe cacTabBbama [loseme.” Jlok je HATO 6mo Ha
BPXYHILy CHare I IIpecTyKa (IIpeasak 13 Ipyror y Tpehu MuneHujyM — BojHe MHTepBEH-
nuje y Cpduju, Aranucrany, Vpaky, JIuduju uta.), Ynan 5. ce m1poj jaBHOCTY TyMadlo
y ByXy cnoraHa JluMuHux Myckerapa (,,CBM 3a jefIHOT, jefiaH 3a cBe™), Kao 13pa3 ,,0OpraHCKe
HOBE3aHOCTU 11 ,HeCyMmIBe comupapHocTu wianumna HATO-a koje okyrpa dpura 3a
CBETCKU MUP I JEMOKpPATCKe TIporiece y cBeTy. MebyTum, camo HeKOIMKO HelieHnja Ka-
CHUje, KaJja Ce pacIUlaMcasia BojHa Kpusa y YKpajunuy, a ydenthe y paTy ca paBHOIIPaBHUM
IPOTUBHMKOM IIOCTAjI0 PeanHOCT, YmaH. 5. ce IpeTBOPMO Y OHO IITO je (M3I7esa) yBeK
1 O10: TTIOMMTHYKA MAHTPa de3 rapaHTOBAHOT KOHKPETHOT YUMHKA, 3TOJHA 32 PUTyaTHa
HOHaB/baka Ha cacTaHIMMa pykoBozcTBa HATO-a, He u 3a ,,mofpasymesajyhe” ykipy-
yyBame y HerocpenHy 6opdy. HapaBHo, cBe du 0110 ipyraunmje ga y HOCpeTHIIKOM,
de3Maio 0OTBOpeHOM ykpajuHckoM cykody usMehy Pycnje 1 HATO-a npBa Huje mokasasa
BOjHY 1 TOCEdHO — EKOHOMCKY OTIIOPHOCT, /10K je 3amay (He)Oo4eKMBaHO pasoTKPHO CBOje
HOMUTIYKE, a/Ii ICTO TaKO M BOjHe cmadocTu.”

Hoxrpuna 1o kojoj HATO yuecTByje y KOIHEHMM aKIjijaMa caMo OHJla Kajia MMa
aTICOMyTHY ITPEB/IACT Y Ba3AyXy, OKa3aya ce IOTPeNTHOM 1 jaTOBOM UMM Ce M0jaBIO PaB-
HOIIpaBHM IPOTVBHIK. [JOIaTHY IIpOd/IeM je ¥ TO IITO ce §e3MaIo Lieo BOjHO-UHIYCTPUjCKU
koMIUTeKc 3eMa/ba HATO-a eeHujaMa Be3nBao 3a Ba3AyIIHY IIPOCTOP (IpOM3BOAKma
»HEBUIWBMBUX " dOPOEHNX 1 MONHNX TPAHCIOPTHUX aBMOHA, OP3UX XeIUKONITEPA UTA. ),

% OCHUBAYKM aKTU BOjHUX CaBe3a y MCTOPUjU OSUIYjy CIMYHMM COPUCTUIKIM JJOCETKAMA.

ITpumepa pajiit, FOTOBO MCTY GOPMYIAIVjy HATAasuMO y GPaHITyCKO-4eX0CTIOBAYKOM CIIOPasyMy 13
1924. ropune, koju je npensubao ,,onrosapajyhy peaxunjy“ ®paniycke 1 YexocmoBauke y caydajy
ma Hemauxa anektupa Ayctpujy. Huje mpenmsupaHo 1mTa ce TaUHO MOpPa IPeAy3eTH 1, HapaBHO,
KaJia je 10 aHaKCcuje JOIIJIO, HUKO HUILITA U HIje IPERY3€e0.

¥ O ToMe FaHac OTBOpEHO roBope Yak 1 reHepanyt HATO-a, foxyuie onu nensnonncanu (Hemarr
Xapanp Kyjar, Bpuranum Puyapn uped n Majkn Yram, Aycrpanmjanan Muk Pajan u, mocedHo,
mBajuapcku mykoBHUK YKak Bo, koMe je 3dor Tora sampsHyTa MMoBIUHaA 1 3adpambeH ynaszak y EY!).
CaM OHM YKa3yjy Ha TO [ja WiaHuIe AnujaHce y EBpory He du MorJIe ja M3apyKe BUIlle Off HEKOTIMKO
Mecely KOHBEeHIIMOHATHOT paToBama ca Pycujom. Bojro rnegano, HATO, ognocro CA]Jl, octanu
Cy 3araBjbeHy y 90-MM rofiiiHaMa IIPOLIOT BeKa Kajja Cy MMaj CyKode ca HeyIopeauBo C1adujum
nporusHuMa (domdaprosame Perydimnke Cpricke u Cpduje, par CAJl 1 BUXOBUX caBe3HNUKA Y
Vpaky, BojHe MHTepBeHIMje y 3eM/bama T3B. Tpeher ceta — Comarmnja, Cynan, Xautu utp.). Bopda
ca BULIIECTPYKO CIadujuM IIPOTUBHUIMM HOBeNA je 10 OpKarba eKCIeAMIMOHNX KaMIIakba ca IPaBUM
paroBameM, Kao 1 10 BepoBama Jia je paTHa JOKTPUHA MCTO IITO ¥ MOC/IOBHA TaKTHKA, 1 ja PR
CUMYJIaKpyMJ MOTY J1a 3aMeHe CTBapHe BojHe modene (Martuanov, 2024).
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IIPY YeMY Cy OCTa/Ii CMAaF-€HY VI YaK U YHUIITEHN KallalUTeTH 33 IPOU3BObY KOHBEHIM-
OHasTHOT Opy»kja. Kmacuano BojHO HaopysKame (apTusbepHja, TEHKOBY, PyYHO HAOpYyKarbe),
IOCTAJIO je Kpajibe COPUCTULMPAHO, HITO je MMAIIO 3a IOCTEAULY IPOU3BOAY Y MABIM
cepujaMa Koje HI Y KOM C/Iydajy He MoTy fa odesdeze cTparewko npenmyhcrso 3amaza.
Vcro Baxku 11 3a pakeTHO HAaOpy»Kambe 3a Koje ce jlaHac Moxke pehn fa mpencrasiba jesrpo
Bojue Mohu. Hajsan, pacriyHaliyja HampegHOM TEXHOMOTM)OM C jenHe, U mpodecuHamm3sanyja
CBMX POJIOBA BOjCKe C IpyTe CTpaHe, YIMHIIN Cy Aa BojHU noTeHujan HATO-a He dyne
ycpencpeben Ha Bobeme pata, Beh Ha dp3e BojHe MHTEpPBEHIMje, 11 TO jOIII, 110 IPaBIITY,
IpPOTHUB CTadMjuX MPOTUBHMKA. TuMe je Ha M3BeCTaH HAYVH MTOCTIOBHA JIOTUKA CTBAPamba
npoduTa ofHeNa IpeBary Hajl BOjHOM JIOTMKOM IIpUITpeMe 3a Bobheme para.

*

HesaBucHO off JOKTPUHAPHUX U ,,TIPeIy3eTHUYKUX  pasJiora Koju Cy JOBENU Ji0
ceojespcHe nucdynkuyje HATO-a, cTBapHM — HOMUTUYKY KOPEH CBUX MpodyeMa jecte
aInconyTHa noppebeHoct eBponckux wranuua Anujance narepecuma CAJl. Hekana
TpaXKeHa VM OYeKMBaHa, HeKaJa Imak nsHybusaHa desdemHocHa penymTama Esporne
nodpoj Borsu Cjenmmennx JIpykaBa, yMeCTO OIIITE CUTYPHOCTH, TOBETIO je O CUCTEMCKe
CmadoCTy U CTaymHe MONMUTIYKe HensBecHOCTH. [Tokasano ce ga yunnak HATO-a Bume
3aBJCH Off TPEHYTHOT pacnopesia MomuTudknx cHara y CAJl 1 on MHTeH3uTeTa Bohema
TaMOIIBUX YHY TPALIIBIX UICONIOMIKIX 0pdu (KYITYpHM, paCHU, POSHY 1 IPYTH PaTOBI)
HETO Off CTIPeMHOCTY CBUX CaBe3HMKa Jla YUCTUHY IIPEY3MY OffTOBOPHOCT 32 BIACTUTY
de3denHOCT. VcTO Baxkit 1 3a Op3UHY KOjOM Ce aMepiiKe MHIYCTpUjcKe 1 GUHAHCHjCKe
Kpuse npenyuBajy Ha CTapy KOHTMHEHT I OCTaTaK cBeTa. 380r cBera TOra He YyAu fia ce
y EBponn fmanac, cezampecer met roguna nocie popmupamwa HATO-a, moHoBO npase
3acedHMU — Sunailiepantu 60jHU cABe3U.

[TpBu Taxas ,,0xdpamMOeHy yTOBOP, TOMaIO HEOUEKMBAHO, IOTIMCANM €y Bemnka
Bpurannja 1 Hemauka (oxtodap 2024) 11 OH ce OFHOCHK Ha 3ajefHIUKE ,,[TaTPOJTHE olepanyje”
Ha ucroynnM rpanuama HATO-a (Ectonnja, JIutBanuja), 3aluTuTy KOMyHMKALNja, Pa3Boj
IpOHOBA 11 Ja/IeKOMETHOT Haopy>Kamwa UTH. Jpyru je yropop nsmehy Bemke Bpuranuje n
Opannycke (jyn 2025; mogudukoBanu ciopasym us 2010), u mogpasymesa popmupame
3ajeHNYKMX KOITHEHNX TPYIIa, Capafilby y cajdep M Halpe[HUM PaKeTHUM CHCTeMUMA 1
IpyTe acleKTe ,, IPOIIMPEHOT U IPORYO/beHOT 0fdpaMOeHOT 11 de30eIHOCHOT ITapTHepCTBa ',
yKBydyjyhu dax u ,,KOOpAMHAINjy HyKIeapHor ofspahama®

W e camo T0, Bennka bpuranuja, camoBopEn derynar u3 EY, kaxo ce unHy, mocraje
IJIaBHU aKTep HOBe 3allaJHOEBPOIICKe ,0e30eTHOCHe apXUTeKType: Iopes HaBeLeHIX
apaH>KMaHa, OHa T'Pajii CBOj BJIACTIUTY IIOMOPCKI ,,CeBepHu kopupop“ (o Hopsemixe no
banruka), dpunancupajyhu nporpame 3a 3alITUTY eHEePreTCKUX pecypca, IPOU3BOALY
decrmnoTHUX netnania uTh. JogaTtHo, yayTap HATO-a 0dpasyjy ce 3ajemHmdke excrre-
puuyoHe cHare u nporpam DIANA 3a pa3Boj BojHUX TexHONOTHUja Yy KoMe JIOH[I0H nMa
neHTpasny yiaory. Ha taj Haunx Bpuranunja nupexTHo 138031 de3deHOCT U Ipey3nma
modap meo de3demHOCHE OATOBOPHOCTH KOjy ¢y mo cama nmane CAJl y EBpomm.

Cse HaBezieHO (M jOII MHOTO TOTa APYTOT IITO jOLI ITOCTOjI M/IH je Y HajaBu), Ta-
mhe y Bopy ako CAJ] mocTurHy gorosop ca Pycujom o HoBoj mopenu xemncdepa. Otyna
u TonuKa rop/puBocT JIoHoHa aa Kujes ucrpaje y dopdu o nmodene npotus Pycuje,
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IITO BOAY /IO TIO3HATOT, daHA/IHOT, a/lM y MCTO BpeMe U CypOBOT KOHIeNTa — ,,00pde /10
Hocnenber YKpajuHia“, 3HaTHO MHGEPMOPHUjI Y CTPATELIKOM CMUCITY jecy TIOKyIIaju
[Tapusa 1 bepmuza fa Kpo3 dutatepaHe BojHe CIIOpa3yMe YTUYY Ha IIPOjeKIije eBPOICKe
de3demHOCTI, KOju O OBeNM 10 IeHe de3denHocHe ayToHOMUje. [Ipojextu EY mocse-
henn nsrpapmu 3ajegHNUKNX Kamanyrera y BojHoj naaycrpuju (Poug SAFE - Security
Action for Europe, [yropodHu de30efHOCHI HBECTUIIVIOHN HHCTPYMeHT; Readnes 20230
/ ReArn Europe — cTpaTelllka MHMUIUjaTyBa 3a ofdpaHy EV u np.), kao 1 oHM TakTU4Ke
upupoge (EUCCS - EU Critical Communication Systemn — KOMyHUKATUBHIU CUCTEM 32 KPU-
3He curyanuje, IRIS — de3depHe caTenmnTcke Mpexe UTH.), 10 cBeMy cyaehn ocrahe camo
C/I0BO Ha IAIIMPY KOjY TPIIM CBe, 33 PAa3/IUKY Off eBPOICKMX IpahaHa Koju 3Hajy [ja HOBalj
npenBubeH 3a MIMPOKO HOjM/BEHY ,,0e30eHOCT 1 BojHe moTpede Hehe nhu 3a cBe oHO Ha
ILITa VX je HeKaJia HaBUKJIa ,ApKaBa darocrama’ (ColmjanHo, HEH3MOHO 11 34PaBCTBEHO
OCHUTypabe, KBaIUTeTHO 0dpa3oBame UTH.) U LITO Ce Huje 3a00paBUIO YIIPKOC BUIIeTe-
I[eHVjCKOM TPY/y HeOMndepamHuUX ONMUTHYapa. Y TOM CBET/Y Bajba CaIiefjaTy M yIOpHe
IpolaraHfiHe KaMIIame Koje y ume ogdpaHe EY of ,,eKCIIaH3MOHUCTNYKNX aMOunuja
Pycuje” op 3ajenHuIe eBPOICKMX 3eMajba IIPaBe OHO IITO OHA Huje duia 1 (BepOBATHO) He
MO>Ke HI Jia dyfie — IleHTpann30BaHa MOMNTIIKA 3ajeTHNUIIA C jeflMHCTBEHOM V3BPITHOM 1
3aKOHOZIaBHOM Bjiaiihy, odaBesyjyhoM cro/bHOM 1 yHYTpallIbOM MOUTIKOM 1, HaJlacBe
— jeIMHCTBEHOM apMIMjOM.

Axryennn nokymaju fa EBpona npesasube cBoj HuBo ,,0e3denHor odpanumira®
C jenHe, 1 ,,ICH3MOHEPCKOT IoMa®, C IpyTe CTpaHe, O YeMy je C IyHO LMHM3Ma He TaKo
maBHoO mmcao Bxexxuncku (Brzezinski, 2011), mokasyjy ce kao usnybene (HeayTeHTHYHE),
dpsomieTe (HeOCMUIIUbeHe) ¥ HalaCBe YTOIMCTIYKe (HeocTBapuBe) akiyje. KpenpameM
Ha Manupy 3ajeFHNIKNX Oe30eTHOCHUX CHara, KOOPAMHICAaHe MHAYCTPHje U IIeHTpa-
NM30BaHe MoNNTHUKe 3ajenHute (o y3opy Ha CAJl - ,,Cjenumene Ipkase Espome®),
MOAYXBAT je KOjy IIPOTUBPEYN €BPOIICKOM MICTOPHjCKOM MICKYCTBY, MI3BOPHMM LIM/bEBIMA
EY u najsap - 3gpaBoM nmonuTudKoM pasymy. Hampasuty o MMpOBHOT ITpOjeKTa cTape
EY HoBM niceymonmnepujanam desdegHocHN mpojekat EY kao jenHCTBeHe Beuke cute
KOja IIPeJiCTaB/ba PABHOIPABHOT T€ONOINTUYKOT TAKMAlla MICTOYHMM U3a3MBAYMMa 1 CBOM
TojydepanimbeM 3alITUTHNKY 13 BanmHrToHa, yucTuHy je Hemoryha mimcuja Koja Hafiumasu
eBPOIICKe ITPUBPeJIHe Vi BOjHE TIOTeHIMjale, @ TOCedHO COCOOHOCT YIpPaB/hauKuX eMuTa
U BO/bY BUXOBMX dupava. 3aTo, HAKOH aKTye/nHor nperpejaama HATO-a u cBakogHeB-
HOT 3acTpalBama EBporubana off haMo3He pycKe Hajes[ie, BepoBaTHO caefn xmabemwe y
BUJTY TMXe YHYTpalllihe CTI0jeBuTe AvdepeHnyjauje (3a ¥ IpOTUB Aa/buX MHTETpaIyja),
AVCKPeTHVX PETMOHATHNX (pparMeHTayja (y 3aBMICHOCTH Off Be/IMIMHe, dOTaTCTBA U TIep-
nemnmyje 6e30e[HOCTY KOHKPETHNX [IpyKaBa) 1 TO Y3 3aje[[HIYKO OCIIOpaBarbe MOMUTIKE
CA]I xoja, eTo, 3ad0paBsba CBOje ,eBpoIICKe 0daBese” ™

¥ CAJl cximamnajy sacedHe duarepajiHe BojHe criopasyMe ca wianuiama EY, koju nmajy 3a b

Ia KoHTpomuy (Hapaupy u ymupyjy) mnahe HATO nmapraepe. Takas je, mpuMepa pajiy, CIIopasyMm
CAJl ca ©unckoM (Defense Cooperation Agreement, 2024), koju oMoryhasa IocTaB/barbe aMepPUIKIX
BOjHUX cHara (0e3 knacu4HuX dasa) y 15 mokaiyja mmpom sembe. CIMYHYU CIIOPa3yMI HOTIVICAHN
cy ca IlIBexckom, Janckom 1 HopBeIkoM, 1 MOKPUBajy TOTUCTUKY, MHOPACTPYKTYPY 1 usysehe
Off KpMBWYHE jypucaukuuje BojHor ocodpa CAJl y Tum 3eM/baMa. BepoBaTHO Haj3HavajHUjI jecTe
nocturayTn ciopasym CAJl u ITorscke (EDCA - Enhanced Defence Cooperation Agreement, 2020)
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Hajsan, cacBM 0cO0€H CITy4aj y IIe/IOM TOM 3aMelIeTe/bCTBY IPeNCTaB/ba ,,Perno-
Ha/Ha de3deHOCHA capa/iba Ha 3amafHoM bakaHy™ Kojy TPeHYTHO YMHM TpU/IaTeparl-
Ha Be3a Andanuja-XpBaTcka-KocoBo*, ofHOCHO BUXOBa ,3ajefHIYKA leK/IapaLuje o
ondpamdenoj capagmu (Maprt, 2025) y kojoj mpourpasajy yodudajenu HATO cappxaju
Kao IITO CY ,MIHTEPOIIepadUIHOCT , ,3ajeAHIUKe BexOe", pasBOj TEXHOJIOIHja 1 II0CedHO
sroppiika HATO nnrerparuju Kocosa“* OBpe je ped Builie 0 MOTUTUYKOM MAPKETUHTY
U TyKpaTMBHUM aKkIMjaMa HoBonedeHnx HATO wraHmiia, Hero o YBPCTOj MM YIMHKOBM-
TOj capajbi CaBe3HMKa KOjI TO jeCy caMo IOK IIOCTOje CO/bHY (PMHAHCUjCKI M3BOPU U
TeHziepy 3a Mehycodny noppuky. He ynasehn y anammsy ieoTBOpHOCTI OBOT ¥ CIMYHMX
CrIopasyMa, jacHO je /ja OHU MMajy Marbe BOjHO-CTPATEIIKY, a BUIIle (PYHAHCHjCKO-OIIe-
PaTUBHM ¥ TAKTWYKO-IIOJIMTUYKM (IIPOIIaTaH/HII) 3Ha4aj. YOCTAIOM, BOjHN KallallUTe T
eBponckyx yraHoBa HATO-a, 3ajegHo 1 moHaocod (Baky 11 3a OHe Ha MAIMPY Hajjade:
Yjenumeno Kpamesctso, Opannycka 1 Hemauka), 0cTajy upeeBaHTHM YKONMKO HEMajy
nupeKkTHY 1 KoHKpeTHY nonpmky CAJl. Hesospa je mto m CAJl nmajy cBoje HOBe IIpo-
dreMe U IpUOpHTETE.

VKOMKO MCK/BY4MMO aIlOKaIMIITIYKY ClieHapuo (Hykneapuu par), HATO u EY
4yeKa pajyKalHO peln3ajHupame Koje Y HajdobeM cIydajy Mo>ke KOHCONIUIOBATH, alu
He 1 yBehatu wuxoBy moh. JIpyrum peunma, 3amag nehe mohn fa sagpxu focagaimy
TIO3WIIYjy HEIPMKOCHOBEHOT ImodaHor BohcTBa. Pasyor Tome HICY caMo mberoBe yHyTpa-
mbe cmadoctu Beh n ounrienaH pact gpyrux puana — mpe csux Kune u Pycuje, moxpa
u VHnuje, amu 1 dpojHUX cpefmbux, Tj. pernoHanHux cuna (Mpan, Caygujcka Apaduja,
bpasun uth.) Koje ce OKyIUbajy yHyTap jomn yBek amopdror bPMKC-a.

*

W poxk cy 3amajHy dumaTepanHu BOjHM CIIOPa3yMy MOKYIIaj la CTBApM OCTaHY
ucTe Tako WTo he ce crioba (MapKeTUHIIKI) MEaTy, Ha IPYroj reONONMUTIYKOj CTPaHN
cBeTa OHU fodujajy ocodeHe popMe 1 caip>kaje KOjy IIPWIMYHO OfyAApajy Of paHUjUX
IIPOTOKO/IAPHNUX Be3a. Y TOM CMICITY M37iBaja ce Yiosop o c6eo8yxeatiiHom Cllipaitieuikom
uapiaHepcinisy xoju cy cknommne Pycuja u CeBepra Kopeja (jyn, 2024). Y memy ce, usmeby
OCTaJIoT, HaBOM 0daée3a TapTHepPa Jia ce ,0gMax Upyxu 60jHa u gpyia iiomoh ceum pa-
ciionoxusum cpegcimeuma’ (mogsykao B. H. I1.) ykonuko jegHa o HOTINCHULIA YTOBOpa
dyne M3moXeHa BOjHOM HaMafYy, U fia Ce IIPOT/Iacu paTHO cTame. Mmak, cmuano Ynany
5. HATO cmopasyma, oBfie HeMa ayTOMAaTCKOT OAITOBOpa Ha HaIlaj, ¢ 0d3MpoM Ha To fa
je motpedHo f1a ce 0de WnaHMIe YroBopa cTaBe y paTHO cTame (Kmaysynma o y3ajamHOj
ondpanu, Ynan 4). Ypkoc Tome, Yrosop usmeby Pycuje u Cesepre Kopeje jecte BojHO
CaBe3HMINTBO, Koje je Beh TecTMpaHo Ha JIeny, 11 Koje ce TI0Ka3asIo BUIIe Hero AelMoTBOPHO.*

Koju omoryhaBa ycrocTaBbame aMepiuuke BojHe nuHdpacTpykrype y Ilobckoj (ckmapumreme,
JIOTMCTUKA ¥ KOMaH/JHI LIEHTPH).

¥ Tlocroje 1 CIMYHY YHYTpallbl, Tj. pernonanuy ¢punancujcku HATO cropasymu, Kao mTo je
yrosop usmehy Cnosennje n ®unCcKe 0 HadaBI OK/IOITHNX BO3MIIA.

4 AnraxmaH oko 10.000 Bojunka CesepHe Kopeje Ha cTpaHu pycKe Bojcke y dopdu mpoTus
YKPajUHCKMX TPYIIA KOje Cy y3 0daBellTajHy, TeXHIUKY 1 Toructndky momoh HATO-a okynupae
neo Kypcke odmactn y Pyckoj @enepannju (aBryct 2024 — mapt 2025). OBaj criopasym Moxke dutin

HOZCTHIIAj U APYTYM 3eM/baMa Koje TpIIe 3amaHe caHKuuje. Pycuja u Benopycuja Beh dyHkiyonnury
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VcToBpemeHo, OfAaTHY HOTY CaBe3HMIITBY flaje TO LITO Cy 0de 3eM/be M3MOKeHe IyToro-
AUIIBUM CAaHKIMjaMa Off cTpaHe ,KonekTusHor 3amaga“ (EY, CAIl 1 B1X0BYU CaBe3HULIN
Ha [Tanexom nctoky). O Beh godpo nosuarom Criopasymy o desdemHOCHMM rapaHnujama
usmeby Pycuje u Benopycuje us 2024. rogune (Koji nogpasyMeBa 3ajefHINIKY HyKIeap-
HY ondpaHy), Kao 1 0 jollI yBeK HeOBO/bHO TPAHCIIAPEHTHUM BOjHIM Be3aMa Mockse 1
ITexnHra, HeMa oTpede TPOMINTH TIPEBHIIE IPOCTOPA. Y CBAKOM CIyYajy, aKTYeTHY BOjHM
cykod Ha 1cToKy EBpore Ha crierjudnyaH Ha4MH je 3aTBOPUO MCTOPUjCKU KPYT TeHese
CaBpeMeHNX BOjHUX caBe3a: par Ha Jlasexom nuctoky (Kopeja, 1949-1953) nposouupao
je ydpaano ¢popmupame HATO-a - Hajseher BojHOr caBesa y ucropuju 3anazna — a ou
pat y Ykpajuuu (2022- ) goBeo o popManusoBaHe BojHe capajmbe JBe HyKIeapHe Cuie
(Pycuja u Cesepra Kopeja) unja je BojHa CHara IpaKTHYHO UEHTIYHA, aKo He 1 Beha of
oHe KojoM pacnonaxxe HATO y myHoM KanmauuTeTy, 3ajeflHO ca CBOjUM J1a/IeKOMCTOYHIM
maHfaHuMa y nokyuiajy (AYKYC u mp.).

CryHo pycKo-KopejckoM Yiosopy, Bojun criopasyM nsmeby ITakncrana u Caynujcke
Apaduje (Cilipaitiewiku ciiopasym o ysajamuoj ogdpanu, jyu 2025) npegsuba: ,,cBaku 4=
arpecuje rpema jefHOj CTPaHy CMaTpa ce YNHOM arpecrje Ipema odema crpaHama’. Y 0BoM
CIy4ajy jemHa HykteapHa cua (ITakucran) rapanTyje desdemHoCT cvmi Koja To (jour) Huje
a1 JTaKo MOXKe Jla IocTaHe, uMajyhn y Buy weny dunancujcky moh. Ode nmormnucuuiie
nMajy dmicke Bese ¢ BemkoM TpojkoM (CAJL, Kuna, Pycuja), mpu uemy Bepyjy fa 3ajefgHo
MOTY /IaKIle ¥ §o/be TTOMUTIIKY fla OalaHCHUpPajy Y BEYHO HeCUTYPHOM CBeTy bimckor un
Cpenmer ncroka. Kommka je crBapHa CHara mbIUXOBOT CTPATELIKOT BOjHOT caBesa Iokasahe
Ce YCKOPO € 0831pOM Ha CBAKOITHEBHI PACT BOjHUX OIlepalyja y TOM He/Ty CBeTa. Y TOTMKO
ce cBe venrhe momube 1 MOryhHOCT OCHMBama »,apanckor HATO-a“ mto y 0BoM TpeHyT-
Ky [IpUIIafia BOjHO-IIOIMTUYKOj MAIITHL. Y CBAaKOM Ciy4ajy, Ciiopasym nusmeby Caynujcke
Apaduje n ITakucrana® csegoun o mpomMeHn de3defHOCHe ONMUTHKE Ha IIVPEM IPOCTOPY
VicToKa, KOju IocTaje HOBM MOJIEPHU3ALIN]CKI LJ€eHTap CBETa.

[MOJIMUOEHTPUYHNM CBET - ISMEDBY TPV BATPE

[Topenak y T3B. I7TOda/THOM CBETY HaHAC (PYHKI[MOHMIIIE M3BaH MOJIePHU3AIIM)CKIX
TOKOBa KOje je y IIPOTeK/INX HEeKO/IMKO BeKOBa II0CTAaBMO (HMKAZa jefUHCTBeHN) 3alas.
3amagHe cule y YCIIOHY, CBaKa y CBOje BpeMe, CHEepPI1joM IpUBpefie, BOjCKe M KYATYpe,
HaMeTase Cy MOfIepHM3ALUjy 11 YHUBep3alTHe BPETHOCT O/TdeHe KPO3 eKOHOMCKI CICTEM

Ha Taj HA4MH y OKBUPY CBOje ,JIpxaBHe 3ajenHure’, cnennduyne koHpenepaluje xoja ox 2024.
TOAMHe ¥Ma 3ajefHNUKY de30eTHOCHY IONMTHKY, BOjHE jeAMHNIe U HAOpY>Kambe, YK/bydyjyhn u
3ajeHIYKO pearoBarbe HyKJIeapHIM OpY)XjeM Y cIy4ajy criosbHe arpecuje (Yrosop n3 1999). Moxxe
Ce caMo CIIEKY/IVICATH O TOMe LITa 01 ce JOTORMIIO Kafa 811 y HOBUM FeOIO/MUTIYIKIM OKOTTHOCTIMA
Pycuja moyerna a mpyMesyje aMepuyuKy pelLenT ,,BojHOr 0dy3fiaBama” y 3emM/bama JIaTiHCKe AMepuKe
(unp. Beneryena, bonusuja w Kyda) Ha ucTu HaumH Kao mro cy csojeBpeMeno CAJI pacriopenye
»caBesHNuKe jequnuie” y Hemaukoj (30.000-50.000 BojHMKa, C/I0jeBUTU CUCTEM IPOTUBBA3IyLIHE
ondpaHe, 300-500 dopdeHNX aBMOHA U CK/IAMINTEbE TAKTUYKOT HYK/IeapPHOT OPYKja).

1 CnnyaH cniopasym Cayaujcka Apaduja je HemaBHO moTicana u ca CAJl (HoBemdap 2025); y
beMY ce IIOMUbe ,[IVBUIHA HyK/IeapHa cap/iba‘, /i He ¥ K/Iay3y/a O 3ajeTHIYKOM pearoBamy y
CITy4ajy CIIO/bHMX HaIlafia.
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(neo)mdepanne rnodammsanyje. OHAKO KaKo CY ce Meba/u KaaluTeTy MOh CBeTCKIX
CIJIA, TAKO CY Ce MeHhali ¥ BhUX0BU Mel)ycodHN offHOCH, pernoHamHe Xyjepapxuje 1 uH-
Tepecn. To ce Hajdo/be MOXKe IPATUTH Ha OCHOBY CK/Iallaka BOjHNX caBesa. [lmefano us
HepcreKTyBe faHalnmbe Espore, Beh morBphena Hecrrocodnocr HATO-a fa Bopu fyropo-
JaH IPOKcH cykod ca Pycmjom y Ykpajuru (morotoso kafa CAJ] He xcene ja ce AUPEKTHO
aHTaXYjy ca KOIHEeHVM TPpyIlaMa Ha TepeHy) gosemrhe 0 SUTHUX IpOMeHA Y HAYMHY Ha
Koju YHKI[MOHMIIIE HAjCTApHja BOjHA OPTAHU3AlMja HA CBETY.

ToroBo je usBecHo fa he ganamsy HATO narydutu (axo Beh u Huje) nojyuepantsn
craryc cBeMohn. AKTYe/THO #opularse HoOBe TeOIIONUTIYKe PeaTHOCTH, KOMe Cy OCeSHO
cxionn nonutndapu us EY u unnosHuu us HATO-a, ocrahe y cdepu maroguor camo-
3aBapaBama JOK CBE SPOjHUjM YCITYyTHM €KOHOMCKM ¥ TIOMUTUYKM KBAPOBYU HE JOBpIIe
(4MHM ce HemoBpaTaH) Mpollec perpecuje. PeTopnyko npasibeme modefe off Iopasa u
MaryjCcKo 3aK/IMbalbe Y CYMIbIBY YHUBEP3aTHOCT ,,HAIIMX BPEHOCTHU “ 1 ,,lipaBuia“ Hehe
ponpyHeTn odHOBM 3amanHe Mohu. IToctojehe desdenHocHe MHCTUTYIMje HacTaBuhe fa
GYHKIMOHMIY 1O MHEPIVIjH, a/TU Ca CBE MaHe YBEeP/bIMBOCTH, OFHOCHO JIeTOTBOPHOCTHL.
Beh capa je jacao ma HATO nuje eduxacan BojHU caBe3 KaKaB je Hekazia Omo. beademgnoct
HeKafamme 3anague EBpore, a ganac EY, Buie ce He Moxe rapanToBaru yueuthem CAJl
Y CBaKOj €BPOIICKOj MOMMTUYKO-IPUBPpeiHOj mepunetuju. Hajsan, cama EY, nesaBucHo of
¢dopme y kojoj mocToju miu dyfie IOCTojaa, TEMKO fja he nkaa duTn y cramy fa Ipyxu
IIpuMepeHe IOMUTNYKe (MHCTUTYLIMOHA/IHE) I OfiroBapajyhe ekoHOMCKe (MHIYCTpuUjcKe
1 (pMHAHCHjCKe) OATOBOPE Ha CTBApHE a He M3MalITaHe de30eHOCHe 3a30Be U IMpeThe
C KOj/IMa Ce CyoyaBa.

Jlakoma >kerba 32 TIOfIeIOM TIJIeHa HaKOH, KaKo ce YMHMIIO, TaKe modefe Haf Pycujom
Y IPOKCH paTy y YKpajuH, TI0Ka3aa ce Kao IOTPelTHa Ofi/TyKa 3a CTape, ajy 1 HOBe dIa-
Hune HATO-a. HenpexupHo noBehaBame ImakeTa CaHKIMja KOjiiMa 3eM/be KOJIeKTHBHOT
3amaja HeyCIeNTHO MOKYIIaBajy fa BOjHO 00y371ajy, a eKOHOMCKH M TIOMUTHYIKY ITOpase
Pycxy ®enepannjy, mokasano ce Kao c1ado TaKTMIKO ¥ KaTaCTPOQPaTHO CTPATEUTKO
pemrere mpodnema. lllTaBuime, caHKIMje Cy ce YaK y MOjeAMHNM acIeKTHMa TT0Kasase
Kao IOAICTNIIajHe 3a pycKy npuspeny.*” lanac ce ebporcke HATO wiannie y3aajy y cym-
BUBY MehYCOOHY CONMMEapHOCT U HABOAHY OTYYHOCT Aa Ce 3djegHuuKu dpaHe Off jemHOT
Henpujareba (Pycuje) Koju caMo LITO HUje HAIIAO ,,cIodoxHM cBeT". 380r Tora, usMeby
ocraor, Bohcro EY cBakomHeBHO JOHOCH HOBe IIPUBPEMIHE U IIOMUTHYKE IIPOTOKOJIE 38
PEMHIYCTPUjaIN3aLNjy Y BULY PeMUINTApU3alje CBOjUX YIAHMIIA, IOK Ce y MMe IPOo-
KTaMOBaHMX IIM/beBa (I7100amHOT Mupa, BIaflaBiHe IpaBa, MHK/Ty3Nje, MHTErpaIje uTy.)
HOTEHIVIPAjy MIEOIOLIKe APOJIe O ,,jeANHCTBEHO] CYAOVMHI 11 ,, ICTOPU)CKOj OATOBOPHOCTI
na ce odpasyje ,jeANHCTBeHa (emepannja’, ,eBPOICKa BOjCKA“ ¥ MHOTY IPYTY CIIMIHI
cUMynakpymu Koju ou 0de3denymn EBponn ga nocTaHe ayTOHOMHMY (TpPaHC)HAIIVOHAIHY

> Tloues op MHAYCTpUje (CYIICTUTYILIMja YBO3a M pa3Boj foMahe pousBofbe), GMHAHCHCKOT CeK-

Topa (Ip>kKaBHA KOHTPO/IA KaINTaNa), ,cyBpeHnsanuje VT cekTopa 1o modosbIuama no/borpyuBpesie
JI0 paHMje He3aMUC/IUBYX pe3ynTaTa (Hajehn cBeTCKM M3BO3HMK MIIeHMIIe UTH.). 3axBambyjyhn
HOJCTUIIAJHIM MepaMa 3a IPYBATHY MHUILIMjaTUBY I HEOTPaHMYeHUM foMahyM cupoBUHAMA IO
Ip>KaBHOM KOHTPOJIOM, PyCKa IIpMBpefia He CTaTHMpa Beh 1araHo HaIpepyje, M TO TOKOM paTa
KOjJi UHTeH3MBHO Tpaje Beh myHe yetpu ropyune! CdyaH nmpuMep Huje 3adeexeH y 10Caflalllboj
PYCKOj UCTOpUju.
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YMHWIAL Ha CBeTCKOj cueHn. HesaBucHo off (He)omp>KMBOCTM TaKBUX aMOMLIMja, OBTe
ce 13 9nCTOo 0e30efHOCHOT yI/Ia TOCTaB/ba jeJHOCTABHO NMNUTAHe ¥ Be3U C HEIIOCPEeTHUM
IIOBOJIOM CB€Ta — IIITa aKO CEKYPUTU30BaHM HellpujaTes/b He HamagHe EY?

JemuHa mraHca ma ce mokpeHe oTBopennu par usmeby Pycuje u EY due du mpo-
BOKAaTVBHE BOjHE VIV T€POPUCTUYKE aKIje ca LIbeM Jja ce HaMepHO M3a30Be CYKOO
ca Hajsehom HykeapHoM cuom. ITocToju Be/ky dpoj IPOBOKATUBHIX LM/bEBA Y TOM
CMIUCITY: BOjHA dmoKaja bantiakor Mopa mnm mak excknase y Kammmunrpany on crpane
HATO-a, orBopenu (BojHM) MV IPUKPUBEHY (TepOPUCTUYKIY) HAllafl HA PYCKe BOjHE
dase y IIpuamecTpoBIbY, MM ApPyTe MeTe Kao MTO Cy PyCKM OpOIOBY VTN FUITIOMAaTCKa
IPeACTaBHUINTBA Y CBETY; O MH(POPMATUBHOM I 0daBEIITAjHOM (CaTeNUTCKO HaBobheme)
aCHCTUPABY YKPAjUHCKOj WIN HEKOj IPYToj BOjCLIM IIPU paKeTHpaby NHPPaCTPYKTYPHUX
mwbeBa y Pycuju na n He roBopumo. Ko du To Morao fia ypani a ja ocTaHe HeroBpebeH,
H1je dall jacHo, dalll Kao LITO HICY peasHa U o4eKyBamwa fia ce Pycuja ,Hehe ycynnutn®
7la ICKOPUCTY HYK/IeapHO OpPYKje y CBPXY BracTuTe ofidpade.”’ CIMIHO BaXKM 1 3a APyTa
KpM3Ha IIOApyYja y CBeTY, II0CedHO OHA Yy KOjiMa ce YKpIITajy nuHTepecn 3anana, Kune,
Pycuje n pernonanunx axrepa (Cesepra u Jyxxaa Kopeja, Kypuiacka octpsa, Jy>kxHO Ku-
Hecko Mope, TajBan, utn.). bincky u Cpefmbu NCTOK ce Opa3yMeBajy.

Hako je Mao ko yHyTap pykoBofehux crpykrypa 3amaja cipeMaH Jia 0 TOMe
orBopeHo rosopy, HATO fanac mokasyje TeHAeHIUjy fia ce TIOfie/l Ha eBPOIICKM 1 aMe-
PUYKM JI€0, TIpM YeMy OHaj IpBH (jOII yBeK) IIOCTOju camo cumdonmuku. Pat y Ykpajuan
je pasoTKpPHMO HENoCTojame KananuTeTa EY 1 eBponckux cnma moHaocod fa menyjy kKao
ayTOHOMHU CTPATeNIKM CydjeKT. EBpoma Mo)ke caMo fia mpaTu ofyke u fienoBame CAJl,
HeMa MOh fla ay TOHOMHO JOHOCH M, IITO je HajBa)KHMje, CTIPOBOMIY HE3aBYICHY €KOHOMCKY
win BojHy monutrky. OHa MoKe, xohe U yMe [a JoLMpa, IPeTH U HajaB/byje, HO CBE TO
YIJIABHOM OCTaje caMo Y JOMeHY ,IIpasHe Iymke u cdepy ofHOCa ¢ jaBHOIINY YKOMMKO
usa rora He ctoje CAJl. C mpyre cTpaHe, EBpomna je usnenpmia mojam 3amnaza, a CAJl jomn
YBEK JIETUTUMMUIIY CBOj CTaTyC I7T0da/IHe BeJVKe CHJIe IPBEHCTBEHO NpensobemeM Epporre.
KonTporna meHor ,,ABopuiita“ (ceBep 1 jyr aMepiuuKor KOHTIHEHTA) Huje JOBO/bHA [ja Ou
ce 3aJIpyXKao CTaTyC Be/uKe cule. PasMeKIllaHa a1 iaj/be peanHa Moh faHainme Epore
napasuTupa ympaso Ha Toj uumbenniu. Mutepecu CAJl n EBpone yBex he dutn dmmcko
HOBe3aHM jep BammHrTon He Moyke OuTH IeHTap 3amaja YKOIUKO He mpegsonu Espormy.
3amay Huje 11 He MO>Ke OUTH MCTO LITO 1 MSMUIIbEHN ,KOTeKTUBHI 3amay . [JupekTHa Besa
CAJI n EBporie I0CTOj| OaBHO, C TUM JIa jé eBPOIICKA 3aBMCHOCT Ofl AMEpPUKe PeTaTUBHO
cKopammy (heHOMEH 1 IIOKJIAIIa ce ca 3aBplIeTkoM Bemkor para. Op Tafia 1o faHAC HUIITA
ce y EBponut He Mo>ke orognty des ydeurha CAJl. Ouy ckyma unHe 3amnaf, jefMHCTBEHN
— MONTUTUYKY, €EKOHOMCKU ¥ KyNITYPHM, pedjy — IVBUIM3AIMjCKI eHTUTET Koju ce dopu 3a
O4YyBalbe CBOT CTAaTyca ,,yHIMBep3aTHOCTH . 3aTo EBpoma nocenyje n3Becun ydehnsaukn
(Hexo du pekao yIemMBayKN) KallalUTeT Ja Cyrepulle HelloCpeqHe IIOIUTIIKe U/ VN

# Bauybyjyhu, npaktuyno nHGaHTUIHN TYOUTAK CTpPaxa Off 3all0YNbamba AaTOMCKOT paTa Koju

Y TOCTIeilbe BpeMe IEMOHCTPUPA JIeo eBPOICKYX eIIUTa, 1aKO MOXKe IOBECTH 0 AlOKaTMIITIIHOT
Cykoda y KoMe &1 110 IPMHIUITY CIIOjeHMX CY[i0Ba CTPa/ia0 JOCTIOBHO YMTAB CBET. Y CKI/ly C TAKBUM
IyxoM BpeMeHa Pycuja je HelaBHO peim3ajHMpana CBOjy CTpaTerujy HykneapHor ofgspahama koja
(momryT one y CAJT) mpensuba He camo ,,Hy>kaH ofiroBop” Beh 11 ,,lipeBeHTUBHY yap“ YKOIMKO OB3j
noctaHe ,Heonxomau“ (Trenin, Avakyants, Karaganov, 2024).
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BOjHe aKIyje cBoM MeHTopY. Ilome/beHe 1 cykodpene momutudke enure y CAJl Ha Takse
HaJipakaje pearyjy CeleKTMBHO — a/li MIIaK pearyjy — 1 Hifje pea/lHO oueKuBary fia he ce To
nkazia mpomennti. Crora je npanuonanto odekusaru ga ce HATO npeko Hohu pacragse.
To &1 cTBOpMIO IIpeBeMKY BaKyyM Mohu unje du mmocmenuite MoX/ja duie rope off OHMUX
Koje je mpoyspokoBao pacnaz CCCP-a 1 meros IpuHYHM KOMYHUCTUYKY BOjHU CaBes3.

*

OunregHuje HO UKafa, IOOATHY CBET Ce HA/lasu y MeTacTadJTHOM CTamby Koje
0 HepUHUIU}U UCKIbYUyje CTadMITHOCT: HALIeTOCTH CBUX BPCTA YMHE [ja CYKOO/beHe aK-
THMBHE CIJ/Ie OCTaHY jaJIoBe Y HAaIlopJMa Jia M3HefIpe HeKy HOBY KOXepeHTHy LenuHy. Crora
je myT [0 I7I0daiHe TeONnONUTIYKe CTadMTHOCTY He caMo KpuBYyzaB Beh u Hecarnenus,
aKo He U yTOIMjcKN. [JMHaMMKa OHTOJIOIIKe AMCIapalyje fepuHmIle Iopefiak y KoMe ce
cajia HalasuMo. [110damHy aKTepy ce pasluKyjy y Ha4MHY ¥ HUBOY OCTOjaba IITO YMHN
HeMoryhmM ycrocrap/parbe TpajHMjer KOMITPOMICA Y BbUXOBYM OTHOCKMA.

Duno3odcKy KazaHO: IOCTMOJIEPHO CTatbe 3anafgHe Kynrype (Jlnorap) Huje nHK-
1upao rinodanHo MeractaduiHo crame (CUMOHIOH) caBpeMeHe LBIIM3anyuje, seh je
OHO (d117107) camo jegan weH uspas. [lIocT™MOfiepHO cTatbe je gujainosa, faKie HepLermnja,
JIOK je MeTacTadWIHOCT fiopegak, CTame cTBapy. IIocTMOIEpPHOCT je Suta CUMIITOM 1 jecTe
TPEHYTHY OQ/INK, MeTaCTaOWIHOCT je IIPUHLIUII XaOTUYHe HeCTadVTHOCTH y [IOTPasn 3a
nammayhoM dpopmom. Cykod/beHe cijie ca CBOjUM pasIM4INTYIM CHaraMa U OpeKIoM He
ifiesxe XeTeNnMjaHCKOM M3MUPERY Yy HeKOM BUIIeM 0OMMKY IT0CTOjama, Beh ocrajy ayTo-
HOMHU 0d/mIM Mohu yHyTap ¢ryniHe CTBApHOCTY U3JI0XKeHe CTaTHMM IIPOMeHaMa. 3aTo
je u duno moryhe 1a jemHa ,,BenMKa deHsMHCKa IIyMIIa“ ca ,,ay TOpUTapHUM BohcTBOM™ 11
3aHeMap/bUBMM yfienioM y cBeTckoM BJITI-y mokaske Behy BojHY CHAry 1 OTEHIIMjal HO CBe
dorare 1 ,,ieMokpaTcke” np>kase EBpore 3ajenHo. 3dor Tora jemHa gpyra ,ayropurapHa“
Ip>KaBa mocTaje HajBeha mprBpenHa cijta cBeTa Ha IIOOATTHOM ,,CIOOOTHOM TP)XKMUIITY',
IIOK HEYXBaT/bUBH ,,iudepanyusaM’ cTapor (1 jolI YBeK aKTYeTHOT) IJI0OATHOT XeTeMOHa,
YIIPKOC CBEMY, U Jia/be TToCefyje CIelpUuHY UIeOTIONIKY CHAry COCOdHY fia odesdenn
npecTix Hocehux npeana. Pedjy, Ha exonomckom (MHEycTpUjcKoM) HUBOY KnHa Hey-
MOJBMBO IpeysVMa CBeTCKO BODCTBO, Ha 60jHOM TTaHy Pycuja KpyIIHUM KopaIyMma upe
VICIIPeJ] OCTA/NX, HOK Ha ionuiiiuukom (MieONONIKOM) ITaHy 3amaf 3afip)KaBa M3BECHY
MOpAJIHy IPeJHOCT KOjy HOCeRyjy MMdepaaHi IOMUTUYKY IVJbeBU M cucTeMu. Xohe mu
Ce HACTaBUTH ca IOCTojehinM TpeH/[0BMMa YHYTap HaBeeHNX HIUBOA V/M/IN HUMeH3uja
7100a/1He CTBAPHOCTI, ¥ MOTY JIM Ce OHM IIOMUPHTY — ITTABHO je IIMTatbe CBETCKe TIOMUTIKE
[AHAC U 32 [lelleHNje Koje omase.

EraucreHnmjaiiy He/larofy M3asusa NCTOPUjCKa YMbEHNMIIA /A je IO CTBAPHUX
»pedopmu“ MehynapogHor moperxa, Tj. ycrocTapbama HOBe paBHOTeXe Mohi 1 eTa-
dnupama agexBarHOr Bokadyapa ,,MehyHapogHOr mpaBa“ H0/MasuIo caMo mocye paToBa
usMehy Benukux cuma. Y MoziepHO 1003, TAKBM ,,MYPOBHM aPAaHXMaHM  YCIIOCTaB/baIU Cy
Ce TI0 TIPaBIUITY TO/IOM CHJIOM, TIOC/Ie AYTUX ¥ UCLHPIUBYjyh1x paToBa KOji Cy 3aI0YNIbaIN
y EBpomnn, a Hacta/panm ce mupom cera (1648, 1714, 1763, 1815, 1919. u 1945). Jepuunu
U3y3eTaK y TOM CMIUCITY TIpeficTaB/ba penatuBHO MypHu pactag CCCP-a (1991). Xohe
ce aHac 1o HoBOT popMaTMpama MehyHapomHIx ofHOCa Hohu y3 mOCTyIIHO cmadbemne
3amajia MUPHMM ITyTeM WIN Kao 1 YBEK Y UCTOPUjU — 3 HACU/bE U Y TPAXKEHy NMPUITUKe
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Ia ce MPOTUBHMK BOjHO eMIMUHMIIIE — HeMoryhe je peBUeTH. JeANHO LITO je CUTypPHO
jecte To ma Humra Hehe mpohu des ckmanama HOBMX BOjHUX CaBe3HUIITAaBa. [IpakTIIHO je
HEBAXXHO Y KOM ITO/IMTIYKOM (OPMATY U € KOjUM MJEOJIOLIKIM OlIpaBiameM. VcToBpeMeHo,
Tpeda pasyMeTH ¥ ITOKa3aTy JO Koje Mepe Cy MOJepHe MIeO/IONIKe IIPUIIOBeCTH (V1/MIn
»MeTaHapanuje“ Kao LITo Cy Mudepannsam, KOMyHM3aM, ¢pammsam uTy.) (He)IOrofgHe 3a
TyMmaueme Hacmehennx fpyirTBeHnx odpasama (gpxaBa-Halyja, KIACHN KalyuTalInsam
UTH.), Ka0 ¥l HOBOCTacaBajyhyx IMOMMTUYKMX 3ajeqHuIa (HIIp. Ap>KaBa-LUBIIN3aLja) U
KOHIIeTIaTa Koju ce ¢popmupajy (Texnodeynanusam, KanuTanansaM Haj30pa, XUIEPKAII-
TanusaM UTH.). O4NITe HO je la KVBYMO Y BpeMeHy MAaIIOBUTYX HOMUTUYKIX PeXIMa
U HejaCHUX APYIITBEHNX KpeTama 3a Koje Ce jOII yBeK Tpaxke ogrosapajyhu repmmnuy,
II0jMOBU U KOHI[EIITIL. Je[[VIHO IITO OCTaje IIPENo3HAT/IUBO jecTe (roma) moh n/mm (He)
KOHTpO/MCcaHa cuia. JIoBO/bHO 32 BOjHM CaBes.
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Abstract: This article analyses the modern and current military alliances which
have been forged following the collapse of a short-lived US-led unipolar world order. In
addition to an overview of the genesis of the existence of NATO, the largest and the long-
est-standing military alliance in the history of modern Europe and the West, the author
highlights NATO’s inherent vulnerabilities which have become obvious during the war in
Ukraine. They are reflected in a massive bureaucratic apparatus, guided by self-sufficiency,
inflexible military-industrial complex, as well as doctrinarian short-sightedness due to upon
air forces and units specialising in swift interventions against inferior adversaries. Indirect
proof of this is ever more rapid forging of bilateral security treaties between major European
members of NATO (France, Germany, Great Britain), which are no longer certain about the
Alliance’s leading player’s willingness to provide direct military engagement in the event
of a potential conflict with Russia. At the same time, solid bilateral and collective military
alliances are being created throughout the world (Russia-North Korea, Pakistan—Saudi
Arabia), but also somewhat softer “security partnerships” (AUKUS: the USA, Great Britain,
and Australia; the USA, Japan, and South Korea), with multiple “security declarations” of
situational character and for one-off use (a typical example of this being: Croatia—Albania—
Kosovo*). All these bear witness to the metastable condition in which a polycentric, in all
likelihood for a long period to come, haphazard world “order”

Keywords: USA, EU, NATO, Russia, China, military alliances, global order

Geography and economy, to the same extent as social values and political order, de-
termine institutional identity and interests based on which modern political communities
establish mutual (un)friendly relations and create state alliances, especially those of military
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nature. The creation, objectives and duration of military alliances show the direction, strength,
and dynamics of historical trends in any given region, but also globally. In the pre-modern
periods of limited economic possibilities, military potentials and cultural influences, military
alliances usually had only a regional character. The political communities of the time, as a
rule minor ones, when they were able to and wished so, would join in military alliances that
had limited objectives directed towards restraining a common enemy in the neighbouring
regions or perhaps an onset of an imperial power. Political interests of such communities
at best allowed for short-term alliances of land forces or possibly, in some instances, joint
deployment of naval forces (where applicable). Modest permanent or “standing” troops led
by local gentry and mass armies that comprised ad hoc drafted (available) population - this
was mainly the composition of armies that used to create and destroy pre-modern political
communities. However, all major powers of the time functioned by the same pattern, from
the Akkadian, Assyrian, Egyptian, Babylon, Persian, or Roman empires, all through to the
Islamic caliphates, Mongol khanates, the Mogul or Chinese empires. The size and training
skills of the infantry, cavalry, and naval forces, military and technical equipment and ac-
complished leadership, preferably, though not necessarily, in combination with ideological
(religious) consolidation, were decisive factors as regards the actual strength of major powers,
whose internal stability depended on their ability to expand continuously in the adjacent
mainland and seas (mainly along the shores). In this relation, a radical change came about
as a result of transcontinental expansion of European (“Western”) naval powers, which in
the 16™ century started building a global (world) order. The Western colonisation of the
“rest of the world” would extend over the next two centuries, escalating in the 19* century
and eventually transforming in the 20" century “neo-colonialism”).

The projection of military force (or any other force for that matter) to a great
distance - across the seas/oceans - stood for a decisive historical difference between
pre-modern and modern “major powers” in the so-called East and West. The overseas
character of trading and warfare, along with particular structural economic and political
forms of modern political communities, had in impact on the objectives of military alli-
ances forged by European powers - in the beginning connected by the same value order
and later completely independently of the legitimacy foundations of the allies’ regimes. The
first steps in this regard could be identified as early as the period of the Crusades (11'-
13" centuries), when Western Europe, ostensibly united under a tight grip of Catholicism,
waged wars against Islamic communities on the other side of the Mediterranean, and soon
thereafter against its main Christian opponent — the Eastern Roman Empire. Similarly, the
colonising force was demonstrated by the Italian city-states and their corporations, which
within the same region (the Black Sea, the Middle East) in the late Middle Ages success-
fully exercised their protomodern economic and political power, and indirectly, military
power as well. Concurrently, trading corporations and free cities in the north of Europe
operated, connected into the Hanseatic League at the time — a prototypical model of the
Western corporation system.

Despite the above-mentioned roots covering the broad territory of the Mediterranean,
economic and military potential of European (proto)modern political communities will
show their strength and capacity by acting in a completely different, previously non-existent
geopolitical space of the Atlantic Ocean. The driving forces of that prosperity were two
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traditionalist, profoundly “medieval” kingdoms - Portugal and Spain. The reason for this
is simple: in search of maritime trade routes, which were supposed to allow them to gain
access to the riches of the Far East, the Catholic kingdoms unexpectedly “discovered” the
New World, later to be re-named America (16"-17" centuries). Although these two fun-
damentally Catholic kingdoms from the Iberian Peninsula had until then functioned more
or less on the sidelines of European economic—political trends, owing to their successful
maritime feats they became truly global powers.

Explorers’ curiosity, tradesmen’s avarice, military glory, and religious mission,
dedicated to the building of a “universal Christian monarchy”), enabled the Portuguese
Aviz dynasty and Spain’s “most devout Catholic kings” to take over within a relatively
short period of time the most important old trade ports in the Far East, while forming new
ports in previously unchartered Far West. A favourable geopolitical location, innovative
maritime technology, an adventurous spirit, firearms, and fervent proselytism alike made
it possible to create networks of transcontinental maritime routes, which were to become
the “bloodstream” of the future world order (both economic and political). The European
colonisation of the world was to begin.

At the turn of the 17" and 18" centuries, developed (proto)modern political com-
munities in Europe - the Netherlands, England, France and, on a slightly smaller scale,
Denmark, Sweden and some members of the Holy Roman Empire - succeeded in econom-
ically covering and subordinate in military terms virtually the whole world. The foundation
and lever of that success were economic and political institutions capable of establishing
a national state, the key political product of the modern era (Cvetkovi¢, 2023, pp. 43-45).

HISTORICAL GENESIS

Although they were remotely rooted in the Italian city-states and in the most sig-
nificant European centralised monarchies, modern states became truly modern only when
they adjusted their political functioning to their economic development, which relied upon
continuous accumulation of capital, corporate system, and the creation of new markets,
which was mainly achieved via military means. To this end, military alliances were created,
whose initial basis rested on the common political motives of European aristocracy: military
and religious validation of dynastic prestige, as well as the motives of the newly-emerging
entrepreneurial class that started conquering the previously privileged realm of politics.

A confirmation and, at the same time, an illustration of these historical circumstances
was the Thirty Years’ War waged between the European powers of the time (1618-1648),
which eventually resulted in the suppression of the Spanish Kingdom, until then an un-
paralleled European hegemon. During this destructive (pseudo)religious war and brutal
struggle for “genuine faith”, military and economic supremacy, military alliances of the
European monarchies and the odd republic, although utterly fragile and “unprincipled”,
laid foundation for new European balance of power (the “Westphalian order”) and, for
the first time, truly codified “international law” that legitimised the established order ion
protomodern Europe. The concept of state sovereignty, promotion of the principle of co-
existence and the right of political communities to choose their own destiny, establishment
of fixed boundaries, limitation of dynastic rights — these were the explicit principles and
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tacit rules on which that complete international law has rested to date (Bogdan, 2024, pp.
287-291), or at least what has remained of it today.”

In any case, concurrently with the establishment of the “Westphalian order” in
Europe, much more powerful empires in the East (the Mogul, Persian/Safavid and Chinese
empires) still functioned in their self-sufficient worlds and occasional balance of power,
which was undermined by internal rebellions and conflicts with the neighbouring coun-
tries. The allegedly fabulous (semi-)isolation of the Far East countries, which was always
relative given destructive onslaughts by warrior tribes from Central Asian steppes, was
definitely undermined and then ruined through gradual conquering of local shores by
maritime powers from the West. The subsequent expansion of European conquerors,
consolidated after the approval of the Peace of Westphalia, would soon change the whole
world in economic, political and cultural terms. Accordingly, the meaning and forms of
classical military alliances were also redefined.

Here it is necessary to observe the following: today’s standard story about military
alliances based on the assessment of the ,,balance of threat“ as the chief motive for political
communities forging alliances (Walt, 1990) - used for understanding the colonisation of the
Far East and, partly the New World and Africa between the 15" and 17* centuries) - is not
completely plausible having in mind that the empires and kingdoms from these territories
at the time did not, as a rule, engage their full capacities in the warfare against their Western
counterparts. This mainly refers to the engagement of the peripheral (coastal) (semi-)
autonomous parts led by the local rulers who had commercial and/or military relations
with Western corporations, which for their account, and “on behalf” of distant sovereigns —
indirect (European monarchies), i.e., indirect owners and employers, conquered ports and
local markets. At the beginning of the modern “encounter of civilisations” in the Far East
(which lasted as late as the 18" century), there were mostly no deeper penetrations into
the surrounding territories by European colonisers. In this way, a direct military response
was avoided by the central authorities which perceived entrepreneurial newcomers as an
opportunity rather than an immediate threat. Therefore, the ruling dynasties of the East
did not need to forge firmer military alliances for the purpose of protecting themselves
against common (European) enemies.

In fact, the European challenge to Asian power initially, and for a relatively long
time, was quite minor and barely visible behind “schemes” of lucrative local “masters” (local
governors in the service of the imperial ruler) and foreign soldiers-tradesmen, who were
commissioned by European corporations and their stockholders (European political elites).

2 In the context of today’s debates of the reaches of the “public international law”, common law

rules and other “rules” in international relations, the use of force, and general apprehension arising
from it, we should remember that forging peace through multiple peace treaties between the warring
parties) occurred after almost a decade of negotiations, whereby military operations never once ceased
during this period. The same would go for all other modern wars and the most recent peace treaties,
especially those defining the current European balance of power and rules of mutual positions of
recognised political communities (Utrecht, 1713, Paris, 1763, Berlin, 1815, Versailles, 1919 and, finally
Yalta and Potsdam in 1945). On that occasion, no typical “peace treaties” were signed, but political
agreements were still reached, ensuring the foundation of the UN, an international organization in
charge of global peace matters (San Francisco, 1945).
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At that time, the global balance of power did not pose a real problem. The civilisations in
the East, led by Chinese, Persian, Indian, Russian and other dynasties, continued to func-
tion in their “zone of responsibility”. This state of affairs could have persisted indefinitely
and without any major consequences to the ruling empires of the East if in the meantime
there had not occurred a radical internal transformation of Europe’s leading political com-
munities, which, pressurized by rising capitalism and the middle class, became modern
(national) states.’

Eventually, in the mid-18" century, Europe’s maritime powers actually dominated
and ruled the world. The imperial status of the newly-established global “major powers”
took turns at the speed reflecting the European monarchies’ becoming “modernised”
themselves, by becoming depersonalised national states with an already specific social
heritage and manner of the division of power (Creveld, 2012, pp 127-186). Nevertheless,
what remained unchanged was the imperative of preserving one’s own sovereignty and/or
imposing on others one’ own will by gathering allies willing to take part in joint military
operations. The ability to act in this direction was the decisive factor for any current he-
gemon and status of each country individually, at any given time.

The definitive number of major powers in the West already fully formed over
time — mature modernity (late 18" century) referred to a limited group of five countries,
spearheaded by the two traditionally fierce rivals in North-western Europe (France and
England/Great Britain), two politically centralised, however in social terms not modernised
empires in the east of Europe (Austria and Russia), and an expanding militant monarchy
(Prussia, the leading member of the dispersed Holy Roman Empire with a central position
in Europe. The mentioned concert of major European powers was capable of “reshaping”
the entire world to suit their own interests and rivalry.* How did this come about?

At the beginning of the 18" century, the once original founders of Europe’s mar-
itime power (Portugal and Spain) were starting to fall into oblivion as global powers, as
was the case with, until that point, the predators from Europe’s north (Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth, Sweden, Denmark). Sometime later, they were joined by the Netherlands,
the original pivot of Western modernity, whose size of capital could not in the long run
compensate for its territorial limitation and political dysfunctionality of the United Provinces.
The time of the rise and glory of this forerunner of modernity vanished with the rising
power of the traditionally major monarchies in Europe, whose wars and military alliances
during the 17" century had made the rise of the Netherlands possible.

The political root of modern conflicts in Europe during the 17" century were dy-
nastic disputes over supremacy between the French Bourbons and the German Habsburgs,
whose various branches ruled Spain and Austria, i.e., the Holy Roman Empire. Hence such

> For the historical analysis of given political, economic, cultural, and military processes, see:

Braudel, 2007; Headrick, 2010; Darwin, 2008.

* At the time, China was already largely faltering under the pressure of the Western powers; India
had become a British colony and Britain’s main source of riches, whereas Japan could not have been
farther from any thought of a modernist transformation, which was nevertheless to take place in the
second half of the 19" century. Likewise, the archaic Ottoman Empire in South-eastern Europe was a
power in decline, while on the other side of the world, far across the Atlantic Ocean, a new maritime
power in the making was fast advancing (the USA).

362



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LX (2026), no. 2, pp. 331-384

complicated military alliances during the already mentioned Thirty Years' War (1618-1648),
at the time when the foundations of modern states and the international European order
were laid.” The new political forms of power in Europe, originating from the monarchs’
pragmatic needs, economic interests of the national elites (nobility and major entrepreneurs)
as well as the strengthened national identity (citizenry) gave rise to international politics
and military alliances that were no longer hiding behind the traditionally “principle-based”
religious reasons or the vanity of the rulers.

In the late 17" and early 18" centuries, a new hand of cards was shuffled in Europe,
this time with the addition of the “geopolitical factor” (the conflict with the civilisational
other/different), which became increasingly significant over time. What stands out in this
regard is the Great Turkish War 1683-1699)¢, the end of which definitively destroyed the
Turkish threat in (West) Europe. What ensued was a major Pan-European war, known as
the Great War of Spanish Succession” (1701-1714), the purpose of which was to prevent the
unification of the Spanish and French crowns under the rule of the Bourbon dynasty. The
opposing sides in this war were the Grand Alliance (Austria, Great Britain and the Dutch
Republic) which fought against France and its allies (Bourbon Spain, Bavaria, Cologne,
Hungarian rebels in the Hungarian part of Austria, whereas Portugal and Savoy switched
sides). During this war, a grand entrance, i.e., return, to the stage of Europe’s balance of
power was made by a well-known player: England, or Great Britain after 1701.

Concurrently, another war was waged - the Great Northern War (1700-1721), in
which Russia was victorious against its adversaries in the north (Sweden and the Polish-
Lithuanian Commonwealth) in the fight for access to the Baltic Sea. As a result, Sweden
was pushed into the background while a new player — Russia — entered the European stage.”
What followed was another dynastic dispute in Europe, known as the War of the Austrian
Succession (1740-1748), in which the warring parties were Austria, Great Britain, the Dutch
Republic and Russia, on the one hand, and Prussia, France, Bavaria, Saxony, and Spain on
the other. Per the Treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle (1748), Maria Theresa’s rule of Austria was

> The opposing sides: the Habsburgs - the Catholic side (the Spanish Kingdom, the Holy Roman
Empire, the Catholic League of Germany, led by Bavaria, and the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth)
vs. the allied, “Protestant” group (the Protestant Union — German protestants, Danish-Norwegian
Kingdom [at war from 1625], the Swedish Kingdom [at war from 1630], the Dutch Republic [waging
the independence war from 1568], the Principality of Savoy, the Kingdom of France [first only an
indirect actor and from 1635 also a direct Catholic actor on the Protestant side!] and the Kingdom
of England. Soon afterwards, in the French-Spanish War (1635-1659), the sides will remain almost
the same: France, England, Savoy, Dutch Republic, rebels in Catalonia and Portugal vs. the Spanish
Kingdom and English Catholics.

¢ Major alliances: the Holy Roman Empire and its allies — “the Holy League” (Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth, Venice and other Italian city-states and, towards the end of the war, Russia,) against
the Ottoman Empire along with Crimean Khanate, Transylvania, and (indirectly) France.

7 The Great Northern War was preceded by two Nordic wars where dominance in the Baltic region
was sought (the First Nordic War, 1563-1579, in which Russia was not a party, and the Second Nordic
War, 1655-1660, in which the conflicting sides were the allied powers of Sweden, Brandenburg
(Prussia, which toward the end of the war joined the rival), Transylvania, and Ukrainian Cossacks.
The Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, the Danish-Norwegian Kingdom, the Russian Empire, the
Habsburg Monarchy (Austria).
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given legitimacy, as well as the current state of affairs in the field (thus, occupied Silesia
legally became a part of Prussia), however with the still unresolved matter of demarcation
between France and England in North America and India, which would later prove to be
the main trigger for a much larger-scale war taking place in less than a decade.

The peak of the struggle for a new European order and, at the same time, the global
balance of power as well, was the Seven Years’ War (1756-1763), and the real “First World
War’, as it was called by Winston Churchill two centuries later. Most of our contempo-
raries do not even know that this war (un)expectedly broke out in North America and
continued in major European colonies in India, the Caribbean and Africa, only to end in
Europe, when Prussia, by sheer coincidence (death of the Russian Empress Elizabeth and
Russia leaving the war) acquired the status of a European power, while Britain became the
strongest global power never seen before in the world.® The war was formally ended by the
Treaty of Paris (1763) which was the inauguration of a new world order dominated by five
European countries (Britain, France, Austria, Prussia and Russia), They were “a concert of
power” that survived throughout to the end of the Great War in the 20" century.

What ensued shortly were new, truly earthshattering events: the American
Revolutionary War (1778-1783) and the French Revolution (1789-1815). They constitute
the crown of historical processes on the basis of which the modern world and political
and/or military alliances were established, which can be recognised even today. During
the American Revolutionary War (against Great Britain), for a good reason also named
“the American Revolution” (because the first modern democratic order was established),
the insurgent Patriots from the American overseas Thirteen Colonies were provided mil-
itary support by England’s traditional rivals (France, Spain, and the Dutch Republic). The
American revolutionaries (partly) honoured their French counterparts during the turmoil in
the French “Great Revolution” and the subsequent Napoleonic imperial wars (1803-1814),
which was not sufficient to prevent practically all European monarchies of the time from
joining forces against the common enemy (the French Republic later transforming into the
French Empire). What became important in the process is the fact that ever since then the
majority of military alliances have implied significant, often decisive ideological legitimacy.
The struggle for the political order and valued uniting the allies has become a substitute
for the former religious alliances prevalent in the pre-modern times.

8 What appeared to be a marginal disagreement between France and Great Britain regarding the

demarcation of their colonies in Canada over time evolved into a global war which Europe’s lead-
ing powers waged in India, the Caribbean, Africa, and certainly — Europe. At that time, two rather
unusual alliances were created: France, Austria, and Russia, together with Sweden and Saxony, and
later also Spain and the Kingdom of the Two Sicilies, against England, Prussia, Hannover, and later
Portugal. Per the Treaty of Paris, England became the world’s first colonial power, while the borders
within Europe remained almost unchanged, however with the Russian Empire having confirmed its
status of a major power, and the Kingdom of Prussia becoming the leading power in the Holy Roman
Empire, an archaic medieval confederate structure, which still awaited the modern German state to
be established. With a loss of life of one million lives, this was “the deadliest conflict Europe saw after
the Thirty Years’ War” (Dziembowski, 2025, p. 617), and a historical introduction into even larger
political breakdowns and wars that soon followed.
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*

At the height of the development of social and economic modernity (the first half
of the 19" century), two military alliances stood out as being relevant for understanding
political contemporaneity: a) the Holy Alliance (1815), an ideological military alliance of
the victorious European monarchies, established in the aftermath of the Congress of Vienna
(1814-1815), expressly directed against Europe’s revolutionary-oriented countries and
movements® and, shortly afterwards, b) the “Quadruple Alliance” (1853), a typical exam-
ple of a pragmatic, ad hoc forged geopolitical one-off alliance, which comprised formerly
traditional European rivals and new allies (England and France), Sardinia-Piedmont (the
forerunner of what was later the unification of Italy), and the “Sick Man of the Bosphorus”
- the Ottoman Empire. The problem they all had in common was Russia, i.e., a threat of
the expansion of its power in the Balkans, the Middle East and the Black Sea. The allies of
convenience initiated and successfully completed the Crimean War (1853-1856).'°

Several years later, a new Franco-Prussian conflict broke out (relatively short,
lasting for 213 days in 1871), which was extremely humiliating for France because it was
in its capital that the new German Empire was established (“the Second Reich”). Despite
expectations to the contrary, this conflict was surprisingly followed by decades of peace
in Europe. It was the swan song for Europe (Belle Epoque), however not for the rest of the
world, given the fact that the European powers continued to test their strength in other
parts of the world - by colonising every political community and territory which could
prove useful for trade, exploitation and, of course, prestige.

During this period of peace in Europe and warfare (plunder) in the world, military
alliances were forged that were later to determine how the 20" century would evolve: the
Dual Alliance between Germany and Austria, directed against Russia and potentially
France (1879)"! and, as its indirect consequence, the Franco-Russian “defensive alliance”
(1892), followed by the Entente Cordiale signed between France and Great Britain (1904).

°  Members of the Holy Alliance were Russia, Austria, and Prussia. The Alliance was a morally-religiously
based organization rather than a military one. This is perhaps why an important anti-Napoleonic ally
- Great Britain — never joined it. Britain was a member of the “Quadruple Alliance”, which comprised
all members of the Holy Alliance. It was an effective military alliance - an efficient instrument of
forcing power in post-revolutionary Europe. At its regularly held congresses, the Quadruple Alliance
reached decisions on military interventions against any state in which liberal tendencies threatened
to cause “damage to peace’, i.e., the newly-established balance of power in Europe. The most notable
military interventions of the Alliance were those in Naples (1820), and in Spain (1823).

10 TJust as the Seven Years’ War, this war was also referred to as “the First World War” in the works
of contemporary historians. This is proved by the global nature of the conflict and its consequences:
it proceeded on multiple and physically distant fronts (from the Balkans and the Black Sea to the
Baltic Sea and the Far East; military operations were also executed in the Arctic, the Red Sea, and the
Pacific Ocean), whereas the reason for this conflict was to gain control of crucial global communi-
cation and trading routes. This was a true “industrial war” (the use of railroads, the telegraph, steam
ships, large-calibre machine guns, long-range cannons, etc.) along with propaganda, which directly
affected the method of warfare (Figes, 2012).

"' The “defensive alliance” would become an offensive treaty between the former opponents from
the new-century, post—-Westphalian version of the Holy Roman Empire (German people). Although it
had suffered a disastrous defeat in the Great War, it was only two decades later that Germany mustered
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The result of the diplomatic-military associations is the most important military alliance
in Europe of the early 20" century (the Triple Agreement, 1907).'> Guided by the common
logic of chance, undertaken obligations, mutual distrust and unrealistic expectations, two
large military alliances entered the Great War (1914-1918), which was both expected and
poorly waged. This war will be remembered as the most brutal military conflict in the history
of Europe, which was simultaneously waged in almost all colonies throughout the world.

Towards the end of the first global Armageddon and unparalleled devastation which
exceeded all the wars that had once been waged for religion and dynastic succession, in the
heat of combat, as many as four empires disappeared: three in Europe (Austro-Hungary,
Germany, Russia), and one in the Orient (the Ottoman Empire),"* whereas Great Britain,
the economic and military power which until then had dominated the planet, was perma-
nently affected. However, the greatest historical novelty was that Britain and France, the
victor powers of the Great War, got an unexpected rival at the global level, in the form of
their cross—Atlantic ally — the USA.* This country, which had, in a manner of speaking,
been the child of European great powers, became overnight not only their equal party, but
also the new leader of the “West”.

The triumphal entrance of the United States into the Great War on the side of the
Triple Alliance represented a historical turning point in modern international politics
and economy. For the first time, the leading power of Modernity became a national state,
which was created almost “from scratch” (not including the indigenous population, that
was practically eradicated), a political community without separate ethnic or cultural
identity (if we exclude the adopted ideological heritage of the European Enlightenment and
partly post-state work ethic), and without any glorious past (if we disregard the American
Revolutionary War and struggle against Britain, which was marked by many controversies
and amplitudes). However, what the USA did have (and still do) are fascinatingly wide
expanses of territory (the third largest in the world), abundant in resources and free people
who, from the very inception of the state, were guided by the ideals of political and economic
freedom. Owing to the strength of the Christian dissident spirit of the European settlers
and primarily to the economic power of corporate capital that spread across the entire
continent, the United States became the world’s leading political, military, and economic
power at the end of the Great War.

However, vengeful decisions of the Treaty of Versailles (1919), mainly dominated by
Great Britain, did not provide stable global peace but rather a truce, a delayed war. Due to
this “unfinished peace” (Tooze, 2024: 304-322), it was not long before new-old challenges
to the fragile international order emerged. Understandably enough, the most frustrated

strength for the annexation of Austria (1938) and thus create yet another Reich - the Third Reich”, a
racist empire which was to rule almost all of Europe ten years later (1939-1944).

2 During the Great War, the alliance was joined by Serbia, Montenegro, Belgium, and Japan (in
1914), Italy (in 1915), Portugal and Romania (in 1916), Greece, and finally, the USA (in 1917).

B On the global stage, several years before, the Republic of China was established (1912), which
marked the end of the Chinese Empire - the oldest political community in history, which had existed
in various forms for almost four millennia.

" The USA joining Europe’s “world war” at its very end, which ultimately turned out to be the
turning point that swayed the victor, demonstrated the power of the new actor on the global stage.
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party in Europe was defeated and additionally humiliated Germany, but also “victorious”
Italy, which by far failed to achieve war objectives for which it switched sides in 1915 by
joining the Triple Alliance powers and suffering huge losses in the process. On the other
side of the world, there was a disconcerting advancement of a member of the victorious
coalition, the follower and “impersonator” of the West, the militant Japanese Empire that
had become quite a formidable challenge to the global major powers. Approximately at the
same time, after a devastating civil war (1919-1922), a new and awkward, but not a feeble
alternative to the global predominance of the West emerged: communist Russia, which was
renamed the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics - the USSR (1922).

The post—Versailles order was filled with adventurous war “campaigns” of disgruntled
victors (Italy, Japan), major economic crises, and multiple domestic and foreign political
confrontations which could not be curbed even by the League of Nations, the first inter-
national organisation committed to global peace (established in 1920). This is the reason
why merely two decades after the end of the previous war a new one broke out - the Second
World (global) War, which brought unparalleled devastation and loss of human lives, social
wealth and the environment (1919-1945). During the war, completely unexpectedly, the
fierce ideological adversaries found themselves on the same side - the side of the allies,
united (although only temporarily by the common enemy. The countries constituting the
core of the liberal capitalist West (the USA, Great Britain) united with communist power
of the East (the USSR) in order to defeat the chief geopolitical and ideological rival - Nazi
Germany (the Third Reich), fascist Italy and their European “allies” (Hungary, Romania,
Bulgaria, and the newly-formed “independent” Nazi puppet states — “the French State”, “the
Independent State of Croatia’, Norway under German rule, etc.). On the other side of the
world, the militant Japanese Empire became the ally of the European totalitarian countries.

The definitive defeat of the Axis powers in the Second World War (1945) marked
a turning point in the manner of creating and operating military alliances in the world,
especially in Europe. Urged by fear of ideological, and particularly military strength of its
main ally, at the same time keeping in mind disastrous economic and political experiences
of the Treaty of Versailles, the United States as the largest power, yet unscathed by the war,
vigorously supported by its closest ally (Great Britain), created an overseas Transatlantic
Military Alliance - NATO (1949). By arousing (un)justified fear of “Russian’, i.e., “Soviet
invasion”, the USA, Canada, Great Britain, and Western European countries became the
ideological counterbalance and a joint military power whose purpose was to restrain their
former ally, the USSR, which, despite being the victor on the front, was economically
destroyed, with the loss of about 27 million human lives and literally ruined industrial
infrastructure and halved production. Despite this, at the end of the war (1945), within the
large expanse of Eastern and Central Europe'®, the Soviets had a battle-hardened army that
comprised more than three million soldiers, nearly three thousand tanks and a minimum
of one thousand aircraft. This military, political and, accordingly, ideological threat could
simply not be ignored.

> In addition to the then inherent parts of the Soviet Union (Estonia, Lithuania, Latvia, Ukraine),

this also refers to Bulgaria, Romania, Hungary, Poland, the eastern part of Germany, and Austria.
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NATO ORDER - AN IMPROVISED
ADJUSTMENT TO A BIPOLAR WORLD

The fear the national leaders of the European West had of the USSR’s military
strength, but even more of its communist ideology, as well as the US public (in)explicit
interest in finally containing European colonialism and some internal disputes with global
consequences, eventually led to the signing of the North Atlantic Treaty (“the Washington
Treaty”, 1946) in which twelve countries as the founding members'® pledged to collectively
defend themselves against any external aggressor (which meant: the USSR). This was an
expression of political resoluteness to prevent further expansion of communism into the
West and, at the same time, an indicator of readiness to hinder with military means the
presence of this great power from the “East” in the heart of Europe. It is worth noting that,
at that point, there was no concrete organisation — no troops, joint headquarters, command
and the like - but only clear political will. In other words, at the time of its establishment,
the NATO operated more as a political and/or political forum, a response to the communist
challenge, rather than a structured military organisation prepared to react to a specific
threat. It might have been left at this (strength of the Soviet Red Army was even then
largely overestimated) if at the other end of the world, less than fifteen months following
the establishment of the NATO, the Korean War had not broken out.

The Korean War (1950-1953) was a consequence of continuous conflicts between
the revolutionary communists in this country (supported by Moscow and Beijing) and
the traditional nationalists (backed by Washington)."” Basically, this was an internal — civil
(ideological) war, which at the same time functioned as an interstate one (North vs. South
Korea). In addition to a multitude of local consequences, it also brought about a collateral
global change: accelerated creation of a military organisation in Western Europe, whose
main task was precisely to nip in the bud the “Korean scenario” in Europe.

6 The United States, the United Kingdom, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Iceland, Italy,
Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Norway, and Portugal. Curiously, in subsequent critical literature
dealing with the topic of the NATO, at least to my knowledge, there are no cynical mentions of the
symbolical meaning of number 12 regarding the destiny of the NATO (12 Zodiac signs; 12 apostles;
12 tribes of Israel, the Roman legislation Laws of the Twelve Tables, 12 jurors in court proceedings,
etc.). What should also be taken into account is the NATO’s efficiency at the time when it had 12
member-states and now (September 2025), when it has 32 member-states.

17" Korea was under Japanese occupation between 1910 and 1945. Following Japan’s capitulation,
similarly to the situation in Europe, where Germany was divided into West “capitalist” Germany (BRD)
and East, communist Germany (DDR), Korea was also divided into two zones: the Soviet and the
American ones, from which two separate states were created — North Korea and South Korea. Each
of them strived (as is still the case) to be the uniting force. Violent attempts at unification on both
sides were made from the first day of separation, only for the actual war to erupt once North Korean
troops crossed the demarcation line and occupied overnight almost the entire territory of South Korea.
Washington responded immediately and so the war, with changing luck of the warring parties, lasted
for three years. With both sides having suffered enormous losses (the loss of approximately three
million lives), a so-called truce was negotiated, actually, the “armistice agreement”. No peace treaty
has been reached to date, which could mean that the war is de jure still ongoing.
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The initial victorious breakthrough of North Korean troops (communist occupation
of almost the whole territory of Korea) motivated the political West, with utmost urgency, to
take pre-emptive military action where “it all started” - in Europe. The political atmosphere
and war conflicts in the easternmost part of Eurasia shaped the history of its west. A few
years later, when the warring parties in Korea tacitly withdrew to their original positions
(the “ceasefire”, which has lasted since 1953), what originally had been the “political NATO”
became a largely “militarised” organisation: enormous budget was allocated, sizeable
army units were set up, a single structure of command and governance was put in place,
multiple military plans, doctrines, strategies, and tactics were adopted etc. In a nutshell, a
military structure that the West never had seen before was constituted.'® Certainly, joint
force commands, plans, and military operations have always existed and will always exist,
but a single intergovernmental organisation with its own resources, logistics, strategic and
tactical objectives is definitely a historical precedent in itself. Having become an independ-
ent organisation with the USA as its (in)formal leader, the NATO rapidly evolved from a
political alliance into a military organisation designed to overpower an adversary in any
form of military conflict, including the “unthinkable” one nuclear war. Once this step had
been taken, everything that ensued was in accordance with the usual logic of “calculating
threats” and concerns regarding an increase in the number of allies.

The extent of European Western allies’ fear of Soviet invasion and, at the same time,
the imperative of the USA winning the ideological and any other potential form of conflict
with the communist power, is best illustrated by their decision to accept West Germany as
a full member of the Alliance (1954). The not-so-long-ago defeated military superpower,
along with its army staff (Wehrmacht), whose experience in battles with the Red Army was
invaluable, was now given not only an opportunity, but also a task of paramount importance:
to renew its own military industry and troops capable of fighting again in the new eastern
front."” In this respect, West Germany’s membership in the NATO played an important,
if not decisive, role in its rapid recovery from the condition of utter devastation to a new
“economic miracle” of Europe. With this course of action, the unfortunate experience of the
Weimar Republic was avoided and, on the other hand, the anticipated German retaliation
was prevented through efficient control of the social and political situation in the Federal

'8 Nothing similar to the NATO had ever existed in any other region of the world, including an
alliance that was created much later - the Treaty of Friendship, Cooperation, and Mutual Assistance
between the communist countries in Eastern Europe (the so-called Warsaw Pact, 1955). Although in
military terms the communist military alliance operated in a manner that was similar to the “NATO
standards’, it did not recognise the institution of consensus in decision-making; instead, it implied the
Soviet leadership and one ideology, while integrated command was envisaged solely in exceptional cases.
1 Joining the NATO was made possible by the previous signing of the Paris Agreements (23" October
1954), per which the Federal Republic of Germany (BRD) was formally rendered its sovereignty.
The date of West Germany joining the Alliance — 9* May 1955 — was no coincidence (the Victory
Day in the USSR and the communist countries in Eastern Europe). Only a few days later (14" May
1955), the Warsaw Pact was established, a military bloc of communist countries, spearheaded by
the USSR. On that occasion, the group of semi-integrated military resources of Moscow’s Eastern
European allies (Albania, Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria, Romania) was also joined by
East Germany (DDR), the other part of defeated Germany whose “entirety” had always been a source
of major concern for its immediate neighbours and the farther ones alike.
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Republic by the USA. Moreover, when sometime later an unlikely political and economic
convergence between France and Germany occurred (the Elysée Treaty, 1963),% the USA
used the NATO as a form of supervision authority for intra-European integrations that
might threaten the American leadership.

All through the fall of the Berlin Wall (1989), the NATO was committed to “curtailing”
the USSR, but the same also applied to those European allies that potentially demonstrated
excessive tendencies towards independent politics. For the same purpose, the European
Union was gradually developed as the greatest political experiment in the history of Europe
which, with the passage of time, exceeded the EU’s original purpose, presumptions, and
objectives of its raison détre.” In this manner, the NATO built its power and image of a
military-political organisation unrivalled in modern history of Europe,** while the EU
transformed into a supranational pseudo-state entity which is today (un)successfully trying
to keep away from a long shadow cast by the USA, the EU’s actual “silent founder”.

Be that as it may, immediately after its foundation, the NATO quite efficiently ful-
filled its main purpose — as a military deterrent for the Soviet Union (and later, its military
bloc). Almost no one brought into question other (tacit) reasons for the existence of the
Alliance: political and (indirectly) economic control of the allies by the USA. Being aware of
their fundamentally subordinate role in the Alliance, from the very establishment of the
NATO, the European member-states counted on the USA’s role as a protector, and did not
protest much against this. There was just one (yet temporary) exception: French president
Charles de Gaulle’s 1956 proposal regarding equal Anglo-French collaboration (the idea
of a Tripartite Directorate, i.e., a coalition between the main countries in the West — the
USA, Great Britain, and France® - today makes much more sense than the establishment
of a large coalition (the NATO), which has proved to be difficult to manage (exercising the
rule of consensus for all decision of greater relevance) and almost shapeless (the for the
Alliance’s acquired political need to keep expanding).

In any case, participation of the majority of Western European states in joint fund-
ing and military exercises demonstrated political unity that was additionally strengthened

2 For the first time in history, two countries which were at odds with each other (President De Gaulle

and President Adenauer) signed the treaty which mandated regular consultations concerning the
matters of foreign policy, defence, education... youth management (!). From today’s standpoint, this
was an introduction into De Gaulle prudent refusal to “subordinate to the Americans” (see footnote
17), whereas Adenauer succeeded in bolstering the strategic position by Germany joining the Western
integrations. Based on this treaty, the main prerequisite for creating the future EU was put in place.
2! From the European Coal and Steel Community (the Treaty of Paris, 1951), via the European
Economic Community (the Treaty of Rome, 1957), to the European Union (the Maastricht Treaty, 1992).
> Some comparisons with the Holy Alliance are possible, but they can hardly be productive given
their members, military potentials, ideological objectives, but most of all - manner of organisation.
% After De Gaulle’s proposal was declined, France developed its own autonomous defence policy,
including the development of nuclear weapons as well. As a matter of fact, under De Gaulle, in 1966,
France withdrew from the NATO’s integrated military command only to re-join it as many as four
decades later (2007), when President Sarkozy decided it was “in Europe’s interest” to reintegrate
France into the NATO’s strategic planning sphere. Despite this, France’s nuclear deterrence policy has
remained outside of NATO’s control. and this may be the subject of future disagreements regarding
joint military functioning of the European Union.
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by the Alliance’s power and prestige in other parts of the world. This is why the number
of the NATO’s European member-states successively increased: after the twelve founding
countries, the Alliance at the same time accepted two fierce rivals of many centuries —
Greece and Turkey (1952), soon afterwards the already-mentioned western part of what
was once the Third Reich (West Germany, 1954), and much later post-Franco Spain (1982)
as well. All this was to a greater or lesser extent logical and expected if we keep in mind the
division of the spheres of interest between the victor powers in the Second World (Yalta
and Potsdam, 1945) and the period of the so-called Cold War between the liberal West
and the communist East.

Both blocs, i.e., their leading superpowers (the USA and the USSR) were wary about
not breaching the other side’s enclosure, thus avoiding to provoke a direct confrontation
with one another. This is clearly confirmed by their timely distancing from the turmoil
situations in Europe, particularly those in the east: the Hungarian uprising against the
influence of the USSR on local circumstances (1946 and the Western allies’ failure to
respond), Yugoslavia supporting Greek communists in the civil war there (1945-1947,
and Moscow’s neutral position), confrontation between Tito and Stalin about Yugoslav
foreign policy (1948-1954, a semi-covert involvement of the US and military neutrality of
the USSR), a new uprising in Hungary (1956 - without the NATO’s military intervention),
the uprising in Czechoslovakia (1968 - again, without any reaction on the part of the
NATO). The same applies to the USSR’s neutral position during the Suez Crisis (1956, the
“Tripartite Aggression” — Great Britain, France, and Israel vs. Egypt), as well as the Soviet
subtle involvement through “military envoys” during the war in Vietnam (1964-1975)
while the USA directly participated in it. In the same manner, the USA participated in the
war in Afghanistan, the special military operation undertaken by the Soviet Union, with
the official name “Fulfilling the internationalist duty of the Soviet troops in Afghanistan”
(1979-1989). Obviously, all other underground and covert forms of combat - subversive,
ideological, diversionary, and all other types of “asymmetric action” and secret operations on
both sides during the Cold War - are not taken into account here.* Namely, in retrospect,
it appears that creating the post-war global order was a matter of an improvised response
to the circumstances rather than part of a previously devised plan. The events ensuing after
the Cold War confirm this view.

*

A decade after the breakup of the USSR and, therefore, the end of the validity of the
Yalta decisions, shortly before the NATO underwent a transformation from a defensive
alliance to an offensive one (bombardment of Serbia and Montenegro, March-June 1999,

2 In this connection, what is indicative is an autobiographical book by Thomas Reed, Secretary

of the US Air Force and political aide to multiple American presidents, who, victoriously ecstatic
after the end of the Cold War, described numerous secret operations against the USSR in which he
had directly participated, including the sabotage of the Trans-Siberian Pipeline (1982) that resulted
in “the most monumental non-nuclear explosion and fire that had ever occurred” (Reed, 2004).
The preface for the book was written by the former US President George Bush Jr. In the light of this
and other sabotages conducted abroad by US intelligence services during the Cold War, the recent
explosion on the Russian—-German North Sea pipeline (2022) takes on an entirely peculiar meaning.
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which was the first ever direct military campaign of NATO)?®, the Alliance was joined by
the former major members of the Warsaw Pact (Hungary, Romania, the Czech Republic and
Poland) and only five years later (2004) by the newly-established European states (Slovakia
and Slovenia) along with Bulgaria and the Baltic countries (Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania). By
the same pattern, the NATO was joined by Albania and Croatia (2009) and ten years later
by the southern parts of former Yugoslavia (Montenegro, 2017 and Macedonia, 2020).
Unlike the major expansion of 1999, subsequent successive additions to the Alliance did
not have a significant echo in the Western public opinion, although they were a clear sign
to recovered Russia (with its military intervention in Georgia in 2008 and an annexation
of Crimea in 2014) that NATO would not hesitate to enter into a (semi-)open conflict with
Russia as its strategic opponent. This can be proved by the latest expansion of the NATO,
which occurred during the current proxy war in Ukraine, when the Alliance was officially
joined by until then reserved Sweden (2024), and neutral Finland (2023). Thus, from the
original twelve countries, the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation reached today’s number
of thirty-two formally equal members. All of them, with the potential exception of Turkey,
expect the USA to function as the chief guarantor of their security and social prosperity.

Following the fall of the USSR as the immediate reason for the NATO’s existence,
this organisation persisted as a result of political inertia and “absence of an alternative’,
whereas we should not ignore the indirect motivation of the founder (the USA) to continue
to control its European allies, which were not always entirely reliable. No other strategic, or
even tactical reason for the Alliance’s continued operation existed at that point. Nevertheless,
nearly all former Soviet Union republics, which became independent states, including the
newly-established Russian Federation, demonstrated willingness to cooperate closely with
the NATO and even become part of it. On the other hand, these efforts were spearheaded
by the members of the former Warsaw Pact, which demonstrated fervent readiness to place
themselves under the security umbrella of their new patron (the USA). The reasons for
this did not lie so much in their “historical revanchism” (which should by no means be
underestimated) as in a romanticised post-Cold War idea of prosperity, which supposedly
went hand in hand with the NATO membership.

The United States initially demonstrated political caution and restraint in this
regard,” but later, on the wings of victorious haughtiness of the neoconservative movers
and shakers of the foreign policy direction of the sole remaining superpower, it decided to
additionally reconfirm their victory in the ideological war as well by strategically expanding

#  In fact, the NATO had already had its baptism of fire during the bombing of Serbian positions
(operation “Deliberate Force”, August-September 1995), when the NATO became directly involved
in the Bosnia and Herzegovina civil war (1992-1995).

% Tt was in particular the administration of George H. W. Bush (1989-1993), after which arrogance of
belligerent neoconservatives in subsequent governments of Bill Clinton (1993-2001), George W. Bush
(2001-2009), Barack Obama (2009-2017), Donald Trump (2017-2021), and Joe Biden (2021-2025)
came to the fore. The normalization of war campaigns in the name of peace, as the guiding idea of
American conservatives, has its broad intellectual basis gathered around various think tank groups
that form public opinion, comprising politicians, diplomats, journalists, academics, bankers, and
other members of the social elite. To see how all of this works on a direct example, read an overview
of the activities of the Israeli lobby in the US in: Mearsheimer & Walt, 2007.
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the NATO to the east. The civil wars in Yugoslavia and parts of former USSR additionally
enforced the (pseudo)arguments for this approach, The political paradox lies in the fact
that at that time, both formally and structurally, the defensive military alliance transformed
into an offensive power.”” The consequences of such an involvement had to be global, which
soon turned out to be true in the Middle East - a geopolitical twin brother of the Balkans.
At the same time, on the occasion of the 50" anniversary of the NATO, in the absence of
any true or at least equal adversary, the NATO came up with new “risks, challenges, and
threats”: the proliferation of nuclear and chemical weapons, management of ethnic crises,
and even combating international organised crime and suppressing piracy.®®

The NATO undoubtedly fulfilled its purpose as long as there was a credible adversary
whose existence posed a threat (real or imaginary, it is all the same, because only the actors’
perception matters) to security of the Western allies.”” When this immediate adversary dis-
appeared, security challenges became almost trivial, and threats hypothetical. Nonetheless,
the organisation continued to exist by force of political habit. In other words, when Europe’s
security architecture, which had been established in Yalta and Potsdam, dissipated, there
was only the NATO left. Perhaps the key to this is that no one could articulate that it was
logical or necessary to dismiss the NATO (let alone instruct about the manner of doing it)
and, finally — what should be created instead of it. On the other hand, with the dissolution
of the USSR, new (un)expected security issues arose: the matter of united Germany’s border
with Poland, the control of ethnic conflicts in Eastern Europe, overseeing the Treaty on
Conventional Armed Forces in Europe, monitoring nuclear disarmament of the former
Soviet republics etc. Moreover, there was new and welcome legitimacy reasoning for the
Alliance - “countering terrorism’, which is to say “Islamic extremism”

At the same time, the OSCE, an organisation established for the purpose of aligning
and controlling Europe’s collective security (i.e., institutional control of the relations with
Russia), underwent a radical redesign, consequently becoming a form of global NGO made
up of plenty of “monitoring” focused on the status of human rights, political elections, the

? The NATO bombing of Serbian targets in Bosnia (1995) was the first open demonstration of
force, only for the matter to escalate further in an almost three-month-long “military intervention”,
when Serbia, and partly Montenegro, i.e., the former Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, was bombarded
(March-June 1999). A tactical preparation for this operation was accepting the neighbouring countries
(Hungary and Romania) into NATO membership, only few months prior.

% According to the new Strategic Concept at the time and other documents adopted at the Washington
Summit (1999), the NATO officially ceased to be a purely defensive organisation by granting itself
“an authorization” manage crises outside the territories of the Alliance’s member-states.

# It was completely irrelevant whether there was the USSR’s real, yet politically meaningless will
to occupy the European West or whether it was an imaginary ideological threat used by the West
to justify the NATO’s existence; in both cases, this is a perception of the risk generated by military
allainces: once it had been established, the NATO by default had to expect an attack by the Soviet
Union, just as the subsequently formed Warsaw Pact was committed to the defense from the assumed
aggression by the West. For decades, both sides prepared and practised tactical, operational and
strategic responses to the expected military actions of their opponents. That none of those numerous
military plans came to realization is a historical curiosity arising from the fact that one side collapsed
almost on its own, while the other one did not have any prepared institutional response at all to such
(seemingly) impossible course of events.
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status of minorities, and many other segments of the newly-established shapeless concept
of “human security” (migrations, climate change, poverty, education) in the countries that
were joining the EU or were yet to become its members, so the NATO was in a way “forced”
to continue to exist since it remained the only operative international military organisation
in Europe. It was therefore reasonable to expect it would exist even if it did not have a clear,
i.e., transparent objective. Henry Kissinger and other Cold War veterans had warned of
the consequences the policy of the Alliance’s uncontrolled expansion, but the new elites in
the West did not find this too burdensome.®

* % %

Finally, the direct cause for the NATO's true reshaping was the huge terrorist attack
in New York (2001), orchestrated by Islamic extremists, who had once been US protégés
in the Afghanistan war, in which the USSR had quickly got involved, thus accelerating its
infamous breakup.’' The highjacked airplanes that hit the seat of the World Trade Centre,
in the immediate vicinity of the UN headquarters, served as an ideal excuse for the US
and its allies to launch new strikes on Iraq (2003). The NATO’s new members, so-called
New Europe, took part in this ad hoc “Coalition of the Willing” with plenty of political
eagerness, and this coalition would later prove to be a reliable wingman in all future US
operations in Europe and the Middle East.”> The core of “old Europe” (France, Germany,
Belgium) refused to take part in the strikes on Iraq, which was one of the last signs of
Europe’s autonomy and, it should be rightfully added, of a sound political rationale.” The
NATO then complacently continued to “expand its security capacities”, even during 2008,
the milestone in the apparently unforeseeable prosperity of the West.

The year of 2008 started with a major political and military precedent: recognition
of the secession of Kosovo by the majority of the EU member-states (in March); Russian
military intervention in the ethnic conflicts on the outskirts of Georgia (in August), while
the situation escalated with a global financial crisis, which basically became visible owing
to the collapse of major banks in the USA (in September). Economic flailing of the world’s
richest countries, and all other countries together with them, practically obfuscated the
rise of China and - quite unexpectedly - the gradual recovery of Russia.

% George E. Kennan, one of the leading ideologists of the Cold War theory of containment, looked

at the continuous expansion of the NATO following the dissolution of the USSR and unexpected
victory of the USA as “the most fateful error” of modern American foreign policy (Kennan, 1997).
' The Afghanistan Civil War began in 1978. The Soviet army took part in it between 1979 and
1989. When the Soviets left Afghanistan, the civil war continued until 2001, when the USA and its
“coalition of the willing” entered the conflict. The war finally (or just temporarily?) ended as late as
2021, when military allies led by the USA left Afghanistan.

2 Poland participated in all operations with its special forces; Romania and Bulgaria (which joined
the NATO a year later) participated with their infantry battalions, Hungary with combat logistics
battalions, and the Czech Republic with its ABHO defence units.

3 Ttis symptomatic that the core of today’s “Coalition of the Willing” and its engagement in the war
in Ukraine (“as soon as truce is achieved there”) is constituted exactly those countries which some
decades earlier refused American invitation to join the eponymous coalition in the war against the
Taliban in Afghanistan.
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And while China was relentlessly marching on the road of economic expansion, Russia
built its return to the international arena on military foundations. Having been coerced
into interventions in its surroundings (Georgia, 2008; annexation of Crimea, 2014), when it
demonstrated the ability to project its power remotely as well (military engagement in Syria,
2015), Russia reached its peak — “special military operation” in Ukraine (2022), As a matter
of fact, it actually revealed the state of affairs in the world order - both in economic and
military terms (Cvetkovi¢, 2022). Once again, the NATO came to the foreground, this time
in an unexpected way - by revealing all its inherent weaknesses and structural limitations.

Admittedly, certain tactical shortcomings of the NATO could be identified when
its military supremacy was proved in “air campaigns” against the inferior adversary in the
Balkans.** Problems were piling up unperceivably with gradual expansion and eventual dou-
bling the number of members (!), which inevitably resulted in the complicated functioning
of what had once been a compact military alliance. In this respect, it is worth mentioning
that the NATO has always worked not only as a military alliance but also as a particular
security forum for exchanging military experiences, honing diplomatic knowledge, acquiring
political skills and, last but not least, for building political carriers. Over time, a massive
organisation was formed that became its own purpose, but any complacency inevitably
leads to meaninglessness.

A moment of truth for the NATO, the military alliance and organisation that had for
decades come with certain perks, benefits, and privileges for its member-states, and espe-
cially its direct principals (starting from clerical staff, military diplomats, and members of
the Office of the Secretary General, all through to officers and chiefs of staft in the Military
Committee, the Supreme Headquarters of the Allied Powers in Europe), was the onset of
the war in Ukraine, when it became clear that the NATO did not have suitable capabilities
and resources (leadership, doctrine, and weapons) to wage a larger-scale war in terms of
severity and duration.”® A deepening crisis went from bad to worse with a realisation that
the USA, as the pivotal power and the Alliance’s leading player, had no intention of be-
coming directly involved in military operations against Russia in the Ukrainian territory.
This disappointing fact to other NATO members finally lifted the post-Cold War political
haze, which had built the USA as an enormous security umbrella for all European allies,
especially former Soviet republics sharing the borders with today’s Russian Federation.

The much-talked-about Article 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty, colloquially most
often interpreted as an undoubted guarantee that the Alliance, primarily the USA, would
engage in military intervention every time Russia, or any other party, violates the sovereignty
of the NATO member-states, has proved to be ambiguous and of questionable credibility

*  Despite the systematic bombardment of Serbia that lasted almost three months (more than
10,000 sorties), as well as direct intelligence, logistic and managerial military support to Albanian
separatists in the field, the Armed Forces of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia left this conflict with
almost minimal losses and full combat readiness.

> Ttis preposterous to what extent the United States and the EU underestimated their power com-
pared to that of Russia: as it turned out, Russia, with merely 3% of the West’s gross domestic product,
had a higher output of weapons than the entire “collective West” (the USA, with the EU and Japan,
South Korea, and Australia) combined. For industrial and other reasons, especially social - religious,
moral, educational, ideological ones leading to this, see: Todd, 2025.
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whenever a vague challenge transformed into a specific threat that exceeded an acceptable
risk. There is no doubt that this aspect was taken into account by the US leaders when the
Treaty was being drafted.’® When the NATO was at the height of its power (at the turn of
the millennium - military operations in Serbia, Afghanistan, Iraq, Libya, etc.), Article 5
was interpreted to the broader public in the spirit of the motto of Dumas’ musketeers (“All
for one, and one for all”), as an expression of “organic connection” and “unquestionable
solidarity” of the NATO members gathered by their concern for world peace and democratic
processes worldwide. However, only a few decades later, when the Ukraine military crisis
erupted, and the participation in the war with an equal adversary became a reality, Article
5 turned into what it had (apparently) always been: a political mantra yielding no guaran-
teed results, suitable for ritual repetition at the meetings of the NATO leadership, but not
“implying” direct involvement in combat operations. It goes without saying that everything
would have been different in this proxy, almost open Ukrainian conflict between Russia
and the NATO if Russia had not first shown its military, and especially economic resilience,
whereas the NATO unexpectedly revealed its political, but also military weaknesses.?”

The doctrine in accordance with which the NATO participates in land operations
only when it is absolutely dominant in the air has turned out to be wrong and abortive if
challenged by an equal adversary. An additional problem is that nearly entire military-in-
dustrial complex of the NATO members was for decades related to the airspace (production
of stealth aircraft and robust transport aircraft, fast helicopters, etc.), while production ca-
pacities for conventional weapons were diminished or even destroyed. Traditional weapons
(artillery, tanks, small arms) have become highly sophisticated, which has consequently
resulted in the production in smaller series that cannot ensure strategic advantage of the
West. The same goes for missile weapons, which nowadays can easily be called the core
of military power. Finally, fascination with advanced technology, on the one hand, and
professionalisation of all service branches, on the other, have ultimately resulted in the
NATO’s military potential not being focused on warfare but primarily on swift military
interventions, as a rule against weaker adversaries. In a way, the business logic of profit
generation has outweighed the military logic of warfare preparation.

% The founding treaties of military alliances have historically been abundant in similar sophist

rhetoric. For example, almost exactly the same wording can be found in the Franco-Czechoslovakian
Treaty (1924), which stipulated “appropriate response” of France and Czechoslovakia in the event of
German annexation of Austria. It was not specified what exactly had to be undertaken and, of course,
when the annexation actually occurred, no one did anything.

7 Today, even the NATO generals, albeit retired, openly speak about this (German Harald Kujat,
Britons Richard Shirreff and Michael Utley, Australian Mick Ryan, Swiss colonel Jacques Baud,
whose assets have been frozen because of this, and he has been banned from entering the EU!).
All of them point out that the NATO’s members in Europoe would not be able to last longer than
a couple of months in conventional warfare with Russia. From a purely military point of view, the
NATO and/or the USA are stuck in the 1990s, when wars were waged against much weaker adver-
saries (bombardment of Republic Srpska and Serbia), war of the USA and its allies in Iraq, military
interventions in the Third World countries — Somalia, Sudan, Haiti etc.). The fight against multiply
weaker opponents resulted in mistaking expeditionary campaigns for real warfare, as well as in a
belief that the war doctrine was the same as business tactics and that PR simulacrums could replace
actual military victories (Martyanov, 2024).
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*

Regardless of the doctrinarian and “entrepreneurial” reasons which have led to a
specific dysfunction of the NATO, the actual - political root of all the problems is absolute
subordination of all European members of the Alliance to the US interests. Sometimes
sought and expected, sometimes forced, security surrender of Europe to the good will of
the United States has, instead of general security, led to systemic weakness and constant
political uncertainty.to weakness and overall uncertainty. It has turned out that NATO’s
performance to a large extent depends on the current political alignment in the US, actually
on the intensity of ideological struggles there (cultural, racial, gender, and other wars).
The same applies to the speed at which US industrial and financial crises spill over onto
the Old Continent and the rest of the world. As a result of all this, it comes as no surprise
that in today’s Europe, seventy-five years after the establishment of the NATO, we can see
separate — bilateral military alliances - being created again.

The first such “defence agreement” was signed somewhat unexpectedly between
Great Britain and Germany (October 2024), and it deals with joint “patrolling operations”
along the NATO’s eastern flank (Estonia, Lithuania), protection of communications, devel-
opment of drones and long-range weapons, etc. The second agreement was signed between
Great Britain and France (July 2025; amended in 2010), which envisaged the launch of the
Combined Joined Force, collaboration in cyber and next-generation Deep Strike and Air-
to-Air missiles, as well as other aspects of “deepening and broadening defence and security
partnership’, including even “coordination of nuclear deterrents”.

And much more than this, Great Britain, which exited the EU of its own free
will, as it appears, has become the leading player of the new Western European “security
architecture” in addition to the above-mentioned agreements, it has designed its own
“Northern Maritime Corridor” (from Norway to the Baltic), funds programmes for energy
protection, manufactures unmanned aerial vehicles, etc. Apart from this, combined joint
expeditionary forces are being formed within the NATO, as well as the DIANA initiative
for the development of military technologies, in which London plays the leading role. In
this manner, Britain directly “exports security” and claims a significant part of security
responsibility which was previously maintained in Europe by the US.

Everything that has been mentioned (and many more things that are currently in
the pipeline) will turn into nothing if the US reaches an agreement with Russia regarding
the reshuffling of the hemispheres. This explains why London has been so vehement that
Kiev should persist until Russia is beaten, which leads us to the all-too-well-known and
simultaneously ruthless concept — “fight to the last Ukrainian” In strategic terms, there
have been far more inferior attempts of Paris and Berlin to influence the projections of
European security by means of bilateral military agreements, which are supposed to result
in Europe’s security autonomy”. The EU projects dedicated to building combined joined
capacities in the military industry (the SAFE fund - Security Action for Europe, Europe’s
security investment instrument; Readiness 2030 / ReArm Europe - a strategic initiative for
the defence of the EU, etc.), as well as some tactics-focussed projects (EUCCS - EU Critical
Communication System — a communications system in the event of critical situations, IRIS
— Inspection and Security by Robots, secure satellite communications, etc.) will obviously
be nothing but a dead letter, whereas citizens of Europe know that funding for widely
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comprehended concepts of “security” and military needs will leave no funds for what they
were formerly used by the “welfare state” (social, retirement, and health insurance, fine
quality education, etc.), which has not been forgotten despite decades-long efforts invested
by neoliberal politicians. In this light, we should also consider the persistent propaganda
campaign that, in the name of defence against “Russia’s expansionist ambitions”, try to make
the EU into something that it has never been and (most likely) will never be - a centralized
political community with singular executive and legislative power, binding foreign and
internal policies and, above all - one army.

Europe’s current attempts to overcome the level of “security kindergarten” on the
one hand, and the “retirement home”, on the other, which was written about by Brzezinski
with much cynicism not so long ago (Brzezinski, 2011), have turned out to be carried out
under pressure (unauthentic), rash (poorly devised) and, most of all, utopian (unachievable)
actions. By creating, on paper, combined joined security forces, industry, and centralised
communities (e.g., the “United States of Europe”, modelled after the USA), an undertaking
that is in contradiction to Europe’s historical experience, the EU’s original goals and ulti-
mately - in contradiction to political common sense. Transforming the peace project of the
earlier EU into a new pseudo-imperialist security project of the EU as a single major force
and an equal geopolitical rival to the challengers in the East and its former protector from
Washington, is truly an impossible mission that exceeds Europe’s economic and military
potentials and, in particular, the ability of ruling elites and voters™ preferences. Hence,
after the NATO’s current overheating and everyday intimidation of the Europeans by the
much-mentioned Russian invasion, what will probably follow soon is the EU’s cooling
down in the form of quiet internal multi-tiered differentiation (pros and cons of further
integrations), a subtle regional fragmentation (subject to size, affluence, and the perception
of security of the given countries), together with jointly challenging the US policy which
seem to neglect its “European obligations”*

Lastly, an entirely specific case in this whole conundrum is “regional security
cooperation in the Western Balkans” in the form of a trilateral alliance between Albania,
Croatia and Kosovo*, i.e., their “Joint Declaration on Defence Cooperation” (March 2025),
in which the usual NATO’s platitudes can be seen, such as “interoperability”, “joint exer-
cise”, development of technologies, and especially “the NATO’s support to the integration
of Kosovo.”* This is actually a case of political marketing and lucrative activities of the
new NATO members rather than solid and effective cooperation between the allies that

% For its part, the USA has entered into separate bilateral military agreements with the EU members,
which are aimed at controlling (monitoring and soothing) the junior NATO partners. An example of
such agreements is the one signed between the USA and Finland (Defense Cooperation Agreement,
2024), which stipulates that the US forces can be deployed (without standard military bases) on fifteen
locations throughout Finland. Similar agreements signed with Sweden, Denmark and Norway set
forth logistics, infrastructure, and exemption from criminal jurisdiction for the US military personnel
in the said countries. What probably seems to be the most significant agreement is the one between
the USA and Poland (the EDCA - Enhanced Defense Cooperation Agreement, 2020), which allows
for setting up American military infrastructure in Poland (storage, logistic and command centres).
¥ There are similar internal, i.e., regional financial NATO agreements, such as the agreement
between Slovenia and Finland on the procurement of armoured vehicles, etc.
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are allies only nominally, as long as there are external financial sources and tenders for
mutual support. Without going further into the analysis of the effectiveness of these and
any similar agreements, it is clear that they have smaller military-strategic importance
and greater financial-operational and tactical-political (propaganda) importance. so that
they are jointly and severally irrelevant without any direct or concrete role of the US in the
implementation of such agreements. In any case, military capacities of the NATO members
in Europe, collectively and individually (which also refers to those nominally strongest
countries, the United Kingdom, France and Germany) will be irrelevant unless they have
the direct and concrete support of the USA. The problem is that the USA also has its new
problems and priorities.

If we exclude the apocalyptic scenario (nuclear war), the NATO and the EU are in
for radical redesigning, which can at best consolidate their power rather than increase it. In
other words, the West will not be able to maintain its former position of the unrivalled global
leader. The reason for this is not just its internal weakness, but the evident strengthening
of other rivals - primarily China and Russia, possibly India, but also of many medium or
regional powers (Saudi Arabia, Brazil, Iran, etc.) that are currently gathering within a still
amorphous organisation — the BRICS.

*

And while various bilateral agreements in the West are just an attempt at keeping the
state of affairs unchanged by altering them from the outside (in marketing terms), on the
other side of the geopolitical world, the alliances are assuming special forms and content
that rather deviate from the earlier protocolar relations. In this respect, the Comprehensive
Strategic Partnership Treaty, signed between Russia and North Korea stands out (June
2024). In it, inter alia, it is stated that the partners are obligated to “provide military and
other assistance with all means in its possession without delay” (italic by the author) if ei-
ther side of the Treaty is the target of a military attack, in which case the state of war will
be declared. Still, not unlike Article 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty, it does not stipulate
an automatic response to an attack because it would entail both signatory parties to the
Agreement to be in the state of war (the Mutual Defense Clause, Article 4). Despite this,
the North Korean-Russian Treaty is a military alliance that has already been put to test,
and it turned out to be more than effective.”” At the same time, an additional touch to

40

The deployment of almost 10,000 North Korean soldiers on the side of the Russian Army in the
combat against the Ukrainian troops that, together with intelligence, surveillance, technical and
logistic assistance of the NATO, occupied a portion of the Kursk region in the Russian Federation
(August 2024 — March 2025). This agreement could be an inspiration to other countries which are
crippled by Western sanctions. Russia and Belarus are already functioning in this manner within
their “State Union”, a particular form of confederation with a joint security policy, military forces
and armaments since 2024, including a combined response with the use of nuclear weapons, in the
event of foreign aggression (the 1999 Treaty). We can only hypothesise about what would happen if
under these new geopolitical circumstances Russia were to start implementing the American policy
of “military containment” in Latin American countries (Venezuela, Bolivia, or Cuba, for example),
replicating what the USA did in the past when it deployed the “allied forces” in Germany (between
30,000 and 50,000 soldiers, the multi-layer air and missile defence system, 300-500 fighter jets and
the storage of tactical nuclear weapons).
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this alliance is that both signatory states have been exposed to years-long sanctions im-
posed by the “collective West” (the EU, the USA and their allies in the Far East). It is not
necessary to give too much space to the well-known Agreement on Security Guarantees
between Russia and Belarus from 2024 (stipulating joint nuclear defence), or to the still
insufficiently transparent military relations between Moscow and Beijing. In any case, the
ongoing military conflict in the east of Europe, has specifically completed the full historical
circle of the genesis of modern military alliance: the war in the Far East (Korea 1949-1953)
gave rise to the accelerated establishment of the NATO, the largest military alliance in in
the Western history — whereas the war in Ukraine 2022-) led to the formalized military
cooperation of two nuclear powers (Russia and North Korea), whose military strength is
practically identical or even larger than the strength of the NATO in its full capacity, along
with its aspiring Far East counterparts (AUKUS and the like).

Much like the North Korean-Russian Treaty, the treaty between Pakistan and Saudi
Arabia (the Strategic Mutual Defence Agreement, June 2025) stipulates that “any act of
aggression against either country shall be considered an act of aggression against both of
them”. In this case, one nuclear power (Pakistan) guarantees security to the power which
is (still) not a nuclear power, but can easily become one, given its financial strength. Both
signatories maintain close ties with the Big Three (the USA, China, Russia), while sharing
a belief that together they can better and more easily balance politically in the endlessly
precarious world of the Near East and the Middle East. The real strength of their strategic
military alliance will be seen soon taking into account the day-to-day increase in military
operations in this part of the world. That is why there has been an ever more frequent
mention of establishing an “Arab NATO”, which at this point is in the realm of military-
political imagination. In any case, the Treaty between Saudi Arabia and Pakistan* testifies
to a change that has occurred in the security policy in the broader territory of the East,
which is becoming a new modernisation centre of the world.

A POLYCENTRIC WORLD - THREE-WAY DODGEBALL

The order of the so-called global world today works outside of modernisation trends,
which in the past few centuries were defined by the (never unified) West. Western powers
on the rise, each in their own time, with a synergy of economy, army, and culture, have
been imposing “modernisation” and “universal values” reflected in the economic system of
(neo)liberal globalisation. The manner in which the capacities of power of the world’s major
powers have changed affected their mutual relations, regional hierarchies, and interests much
in the same way. This can be best seen from the establishment of various military alliances.
From the perspective of today’s Europe, the already proved inability of the NATO to wage a
long-term proxy conflict with Russia in Ukraine (especially when the USA does not want to
be directly involved by deploying ground forces in Ukraine) will lead to significant change
in the manner in which the oldest military organisation in the world operates.

1 Saudi Arabia signed a similar agreement with the USA (November 2025) which mentions “civil

nuclear cooperation”, but does not include any clauses on joint operations in the event of foreign
aggression.
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It is almost certain that today’s NATO will lose (if it has not already lost) its status of
formerly ultimate dominance. The current denial of a new geopolitical reality, to which EU
politicians and NATO’s officials are particularly prone, will remain in the realm of blissful
self-delusion until the accompanying economic and political glitches complete the (most
likely irreversible) process of regression. Rhetorical declarations of victory despite it being
defeat in reality and the mantra pledges in the dubious universality of “our values” and
“rules” will not contribute to the West restoring its power. The existing security organisations
will continue (by default) to operate, but with less and less credibility and/or effectiveness.
It is already clear now that the NATO is not an efficient military alliance as it used to be.
The security of former Western Europe, and now the EU, can no longer be guaranteed
by the US participation in all European political and economic conundrums. Finally, the
EU itself, regardless of the form of its existence now or in the future, will be hardly able to
ensure adequate political (institutional) or economic (industrial and financial) responses
to real, and not imaginary security issues and threats it encounters.

The avaricious desire for dividing the spoils of war after the ostensibly easy victory
over Russia in the proxy war in Ukraine turned out to be a wrong decision for both old
and new members of the NATO. An incessant increase in the number of “packages of
sanctions” with which the countries of the “collective West” have unsuccessfully been try-
ing to contain the Russian Federation in military terms, but also to defeat it economically
and politically, have proved to be a poor tactical and disastrous strategic solution to the
problem. Moreover, in some segments, the sanctions even propelled Russian economy.*
The European members of the NATO are now relying on dubious mutual solidarity and
alleged decisiveness to jointly defend themselves against the shared enemy (Russia), which
is about to launch attacks on the “free world” any minute now. This is why, among other
things, the EU’s leadership adopts on a daily basis new economic and political protocols
for re-industrialisation and re-militarisation of its members, while in the name of the
proclaimed goals (global peace, rule of law, inclusion, integration etc.) they highlight the
ideological mottos about “collective fate” and “historical responsibility” to create a “uni-
fied federation”, a “European army” and many other such simulacrums that would ensure
Europe’s becoming an autonomous (trans)national player in the international arena.
Regardless of the (un)sustainability of such aspirations, here, from a purely security point
of view, a simple question arises regarding a direct cause for all of it — what if the enemy
against which security must be provided fails to attack the EU?

The only realistic chance for an open war between Russia and the EU would be
provocations in the form of military or terrorist operations aimed at deliberately starting a
conflict with the world’s greatest nuclear power. There is a large number of provocative goals
in this regard: the NATO’s military blockade of the Baltic Sea or the Kaliningrad exclave,

2 Starting from industry (substitution of imports and development of local manufacturing), the

financial sector (state control of capital) and “sovereignization” of the IT sector to the improvements
in agriculture so that it reaches its earlier unimaginable results (the world’s largest exporter of wheat,
etc.). Owing to the incentive measures for private initiative and inexhaustible local raw materials all
under state control, Russian economy is not stagnating at all, but is instead showing signs of a slight
improvement during the war that has been in full swing for entire four years now! A similar example
has not been recorded in Russian history to date.
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the open (military) or covert (terrorist) attack on the Russian military bases in Transnistria,
as well as other Russian targets, e.g., Russian ships or diplomatic offices abroad, let alone
information and intelligence (satellite-guided) assistance to the Ukrainian or some other
army in missile attacks on infrastructure targets in Russia. It is not clear who would be
able to do this and remain unscathed in the process, while it is equally unrealistic to expect
that Russia “would not dare” to use nuclear weapons for the purpose of its own defence.*
Similar reasoning can be applied to other crisis regions in the world, especially those in
which the interests of the West, China, Russia, and regional players are entwined (North
and South Korea, the Kuril Islands, the South China Sea, Taiwan, etc.) and, naturally, to
the Near East and the Middle East.

Although almost no one among the Western leading staff is willing to discuss this
openly, the NATO is now showing tendency to be divided into the European and American
parts, whereas the former (still) exists only symbolically. The war in Ukraine has disclosed
the absence of capacities, both of the EU and European powers individually, to act as an
autonomous strategic entity. Europe can only comply with the US decisions and activities,
without any power to render decisions independently and, most importantly, to imple-
ment independent economic and military policies. It can, it wants to and knows how to
patronise, threaten, announce, but all of it mainly comes down to hollow threats and the
sphere of public relations unless the USA is not in the background. On the other hand,
Europe gave rise to the concept of the West, while the USA is still legitimising its status
as a global major power specifically by leading Europe. The control of its own “backyard”
(the north and the south of the American continent) is not sufficient to maintain the status
of the great power. Much softer, but still existing power of today’s Europe feeds exactly on
this fact. The interests of the USA and Europe will always be closely connected because
Washington cannot be the centre of the West unless it leads Europe. The West is not and
cannot be the same as the contrived “collective West”. A direct connection between the USA
and Europe has been in place for ages, but Europe’s dependence on America is a relatively
recent phenomenon that coincided with the end of the Great War. Since then, nothing has
happened or can happen in Europe without the US involvement. Together, they constitute
the West, a single political, economic, and cultural, namely civilisational entity that strives
to preserve its status of “universality”. This is the reason why Europe possesses a certain
persuasive (some would say blackmailing) capacity to propose immediate political and/
or military activities to its mentor. The divided and conflicting political elites in the USA
react to such stimuli on a case-to-case basis — but they still react - so it is not reasonable to
expect that this will ever change. It is therefore irrational to expect the NATO to dissolve
overnight. This would create too large a vacuum of power, the consequences of which
might be worse than the collapse of the USSR and its forced communist military alliance.

# This surprising, almost infantile “loss of fear” of the beginning of an atomic war, which has been

demonstrated lately by a part of European elites, can easily lead to an apolitical conflict in which, by
the principle of communicating vessels, literally the entire world would be destroyed. In this spirit
of the time, Russia has recently revised its nuclear deterrence strategy which (just as the US strategy)
envisages not only “a necessary response” but also “a pre-emptive strike”, should it become “necessary”
(Trenin, Avakyants & Karaganov, 2024).
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*

It is more evident now than ever before that the global world is in a state of met-
astability which, by definition, excludes stability: tensions of all sorts are rendering the
active conflicting forces incapable of producing a new coherent whole. Hence, the road to
global geopolitical stability is not only winding, but also unpredictable. The dynamic of
ontological disparity defines the order in which we are currently. Global actors differ in
the manner and level of existence, which makes it impossible to establish a longer-lasting
compromise in their relations.

In the language of philosophy: the postmodern condition of Western culture (Lyotard)
did not initiate the global metastable environment (Simondon) of contemporary civilisation,
but instead it is (was)) just one expression of it. The postmodern condition is a diagnosis, or
perception, whereas metastability is an order, the state of affairs. Postmodernity was a symptom
and is a current form, while metastability is the principle of chaotic instability in pursuit of
an elusive form. The conflicting powers, with different strengths and origins, do not strive for
a Hegelian reconciliation in its higher form of existence. Instead, they remain autonomous
forms of power within a fluid reality, exposed to continuous metamorphoses. This is why it
was possible for a “big gas station” with an “authoritarian leadership” and a negligible share in
the world’s GDP to demonstrate bigger military potentials and strength than all the affluent
and “democratic” countries of Europe put together. For this reason, another “authoritarian”
country has become the largest economic power on the global “free market” while elusive
“liberalism” of the previous (and still reigning) global hegemon, despite everything, still has
this particular ideological strength to ensure the prestige of underlying ideals. In a word, at
the economic (industrial) level, China has been relentlessly taking over leadership in the world,
while at the military level, Russia is taking a giant leap, being far ahead of all others, whereas
at the political (ideological) level, the West has kept a certain moral advantage that is inherent
to liberal political goals and systems. The main question of the world politics today and in
the following decades is whether existing trends within the above-mentioned levels and/or
dimensions of global reality will persist and whether they can be reconciled.

The existential discomfort is caused by the historical fact that the real “reform” of
the international order, i.e., the establishment of a new balance of power and of the ade-
quate vocabulary of “international law” occurred only after wars between major powers.
In modern times, such “peace arrangements” are set up following the use of force, after
long and debilitating wars, which typically started in Europe, only to be waged worldwide
(1648,1714, 1763, 1815, 1919, and 1945). The only exception in this regard is the relatively
peaceful dissolution of the USSR (1991). It is impossible to predict whether a new formatting
of international relations will take place peacefully today, with the gradual peaceful weak-
ening, or — as always in history - violently and in pursuit of an opportunity to exhaust the
enemy in military terms. What is only certain is certain that nothing will happen without
the creation of new military alliances. It is practically irrelevant in which political format
and with what ideological rationale this will happen. At the same time, it is necessary to
understand and show to what extent modern ideological narratives (and/or “meta-narra-
tives”, such as liberalism, communism, fascism, etc.) are (un)suitable for interpreting the
inherited social patterns (state-nation, class capitalism, etc.), as well as newly-emerging
political communities (e.g., state-civilisation) and concepts in the process of formation
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(pseudo-feudalism, surveillance capitalism, hyper-capitalism). We are obviously living in
the times of vague political regimes and hazy social developments for which appropriate
terminology, notions, and concepts are still being sought. The only recognisable thing that
remains is (raw) power and/or (un)controlled force, which is sufficient for a military alliance.
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