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ON HISTORICAL REGRESSION
A NOTE AT THE OCCASION OF THE 170™ ANNIVERSARY OF
THE MANIFESTO

Abstract. Limitations of the Manifesto (absence of the concept of “social formation”;
capitalism as “homoficient”) are treated as symptoms of a certain leftist theory with impor-
tant practical political consequences. They are related to the deficiencies of the Yugoslav
critical left (the belief that socialist revolution is irreversible; the underestimation of the
main contradiction of post-capitalism: “capitalist processes / socialist processes and prac-
tices”) that prevented Yugoslav leftists adequately to confront the restauration of capitalism.
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It is a manifesto: accordingly, it not only works upon the material it analyses - it also
intends its analyses to work upon the readers, to prompt them to intervene into the con-
tradictions of history and to achieve their revolutionary resolution. Consequently, it ends
on an imperative: “Unite!”

It is not in the nature of a manifesto to speculate on eventual ebbs, mishaps, and de-
formations of the movement it seeks to launch. It behoves the readers to attend to this task.
Here the question we want to examine arises: How was it possible that the “readers of the
Manifesto”, that is, the political and theoretical left, were unprepared to confront the capitalist
offensive of the last quarter of the 20 century? This question assumes a particular poignancy
in the case of Yugoslavia where, within a declared socialist frame, left movements were strong,
political and theoretical discussions on the left were vivid, and the state-bureaucratic repres-
sion relatively restrained. Yet, restauration of capitalism in Yugoslavia was bloody; resistance
to the carnage was weak and mostly liberal-bourgeois; and the riposte of the working people
came only when the historical course for the next decades had already been set.

In the present note, I want to propose the hypothesis that the theory presented in the
Communist Manifesto has two limitations that hampered, if embraced,? the capacity to

! josip.mocnik@guest.arnes.si

2 There was no particular need for the Yugoslav left to dwell on the Manifesto positions. In Marx’s opus,
a more complex epistemological stance is practiced already in “The class struggles in France” (1850)
and in “The Eighteenth Brumaire” (1851-1852); it is explicitly presented as an epistemological prob-
lem in the “Introduction” to Grundrisse ... (1857-1858), and treated on concrete historical material
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interpret, and eventually to oppose the destruction of Yugoslav socialist federation. I do
not suggest that Manifesto was the source of the shortcomings in question. Manifesto only
figures as evidence to the possibility of such insufficiencies in historical materialism and
to their actual presence in the tradition of political left.

Limitations of the Manifesto

One limitation is that the Manifesto speaks of the modes of production, but not of their
combination within a particular society, i.e., it does not treat of social formations. The sec-
ond deficiency is that it considers capitalism to be “homoficient’; i.e. producing the same ef-
fects in all historical contexts. The two shortcomings are related: if the articulation of various
modes of production within the same social formation is not conceptualised, then it is im-
possible to conceptualise specific results each such specific historical combination produces.

With such an impoverished conceptual apparatus, one may underestimate the contest be-
tween contradictory modes of production in a society. In particular, within post-capitalist so-
cial formations, one may trivialise the conflict between the socialist processes and the capitalist
processes. To take a particularly relevant problem for the construction of socialism, one may be
in trouble to understand, and eventually politically to regulate, the uneasy articulation between
socialist industrialisation and the simple commodity production dominant in agriculture.?

Deficiencies of Yugoslav critical left

Yugoslav critical left,* I would argue, shared these theoretical deficiencies of the Man-
ifesto, and considered capitalist processes in Yugoslavia rather as a kind of historical rel-
ics, and not as one of the main characteristics of a transitional social formation. In other

in the drafts of a reply to Vera Zasuli¢ (1881). In Marxist tradition, the problematics of the articula-
tion of different modes of production was in the centre of theoretical debates and practical concerns
in the early Soviet period (cf. the PreobraZenski — Buharin debate), and became urgent with the
anti-colonial struggles of the 20t century (here, Mao Zedong’s contribution is crucial). Although
theoretical treatment of the problem of market relations in socialism was quite sophisticated (cf.
Branko Horvat, Wtodzimierz Brus, Ota Sik, Zdislav Sulc), a certain naiveté was characteristic of po-
litical attitudes towards “market socialism’, and of the corresponding political-economic practices.

w

Socialist Internationals and Komintern equally believed that large-scale industrialised agriculture
was the only solution to the “agrarian question”. Forced collectivisation in the Soviet Union (1930-33)
enforced this belief and broke the workers-peasants alliance that was the backbone of the October
revolution. As all socialist revolutions of the 20th century were “peasant wars” (Wolf, 1969), this
politics was an important obstacle to the development of the international revolutionary movement.
Chinese revolution brought a radically different approach: “China was thus able to avoid the fatal
error of forced collectivization and invent another way: make all agricultural land state property,
give the peasantry equal access to use of this land, and renovate family agriculture” (Amin, 2015)

N

In this essay, the expression » Yugoslav critical left« comprises the student movement from the sixties on;
the Praxis group and their environment; the main stream of Yugoslav social science up to the eighties;
the new social movements of the seventies and the eighties; important dimensions of Yugoslav rock
culture; the coalition in support of the accused at the Belgrade trial 1984-85, the alternative journalism
of the eighties, etc., up to UJDI (the Association for Yugoslav Democratic Initiative, founded in 1989;
its first chairman was professor Branko Horvat). The absence of closer ties to the labour movement is
obvious. It should be noted that this essay is also an attempt at self-criticism.
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words, Yugoslav critical leftists saw socialism as a historically secured and irreversible
process. Consequently, their analyses were deficient even at moments when the objective
anti-socialist processes evidently arose as the results of presumably “socialist” politics.

Several studies (Samary, 1988a; Samary, 1988b; Samary, 2017; Krzan, 2017b) suggest
that the introduction of “market socialism” in 1965-66 first challenged the future of Yugoslav
socialism.” During the next decade, inadequate reactions to the processes of capitalist restau-
ration generated by these market reforms, deepened internal contradictions. Most impor-
tantly, they incapacitated the country to confront the first debt crisis, and later to resist the
onslaught of the institutions of global capital (International Monetary Fund, World Bank).

Reading the debates of the time, one has the impression that the left critique of those
times quite adequately determined leftist political agenda. They were those set by the stu-
dent movement (1964-74). They fought against the political monopoly of the party-state
bureaucracy. They denounced the effects of capitalist processes — the incipient class for-
mation (“social differentiation” in the jargon of the time; “red bourgeoisie” in the leftist
discourse), and its social promoters (“technocracy’, i.e. the high management in enter-
prises, esp. in the large ones; bureaucracies of national ideological apparatuses, i.e. “cul-
tural” bureaucracies®). However, it does not seem that political left seriously considered
the eventuality of the restauration of capitalism.”

5> Vera Vratu$a (Vratusa, 2012) notes that “the possibility of the appropriation of surplus labour
without compensation” was first institutionalised already in the constitution of 1963.

6 National writers associations, national academies of sciences and arts, university and research
institutions, mass media and cultural journals played a particularly hideous role during the destruction
of Yugoslav socialist federation. As these institutions are, in Althusser’s terminology, ideological
apparatuses, their managing bodies and leading officials may best be conceptualised as “bureaucracies
of ideological apparatuses”. One of characteristic features of Yugoslav socialism was its ideological
pluralism and the great autonomy of ideological apparatuses. Bureaucracies of ideological apparatuses
profited from their autonomy and soon became the “junior partner” sharing its social power with
the political (party-state) bureaucracy. They used this position during the decisive moments of
Yugoslav federation and provided national political bureaucracies of the federal republics with the
ideological support to their project to establish bourgeois nation-states as the main instrument of the
restauration of capitalism. — Less attention has so far been paid to historical antecedents of this final
cultural achievement. Immediately after the split with the Soviet state-socialism and the establishment
of the autonomy of cultural practices (Kardeljs lecture at the Slovene Academy of Sciences and Arts
in 1949; Krleza’s report at the 3' Congress of the Writers' Association of Yugoslavia in Ljubljana,
1952), academic modernism prevailed in visual arts, existentialism in literature and film, progressive
nationalism in educational apparatuses. Bourgeois ideologies invaded national cultures even before
the partial introduction of capitalist processes with the “market socialism” (1965 - 1971). For a more
detailed and conceptually rigorous analysis, see: From Culture in “Socialism” Towards the Socialist
Culture by Rade Panti¢ (Panti¢, 2018). Mass Yugoslav cultural practices developed “from beneath”
only during the late seventies and the eighties within the rock youth culture, when it was too late.

~

With some outstanding exceptions: cf. Praxis (Jaksi¢ & Kangrga, 1971). — Yugoslav leftists were not
alone in underestimating the potential of capitalism and in overestimating the socialist potential
of historical post-capitalist formations (of “historical socialisms”). Cf. the following statement by
Ernest Mandel: “[...] a social counter-revolution would be unavoidable in order to re-establish a
capitalist mode of production and bourgeois class rule in the USSR and the Eastern bloc countries.
[...] The preconditions for the restoration of capitalism would be on the one hand a new capitalist
class forming (there is no capitalism without a capitalist class), and on the other hand the destruction
of the resistance of the working class to such a restoration.” (Mandel, 1973)
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There seem to be two main causes of this historical naiveté:

— most of the left reasoned about capitalism in the terms of “simple commodity pro-
duction”;?
— and believed the achievements of socialist revolution to be irreversible.

The first cause derived from the epistemic hegemony of the Praxis Marxism in Yugo-
slav social sciences and in the leftist circles. This sort of Marxism focused on the “young
Marx” writings and adopted their radical humanism. It was preoccupied with the ideol-
ogy of “alienation’, and thought to have found its theoretical pendant in the “commodity
fetishism” of the first chapter of Capital that they read in an equally anthropocentric vein.
In this way, they gave up to follow Marx’s further theoretical elaboration that conceptu-
alises the verwandelte Formen, the “converted” or “transmuted forms” as “the concrete
forms which grow out of the movements of capital as a whole”? Consequently, they could
not fully appreciate the effects of the introduction, by the economic reform of 1965, of an
autonomous banking system, operating on the principle of anticipated capital yields.

This meant the introduction of capital as production factor, of capital market as the
mechanism of capital allocation, and of interest as the “converted form” of the appropria-
tion of surplus value. These measures strengthened the position of the high management
in enterprises, of the “technocrats” who have been one of the groups whose political pres-
sure persuaded the political bureaucracy to introduce the economic reform of 1965. In
general, the reform importantly enhanced the structural impact of capitalist processes
that had already been under way in Yugoslav social formation. As in all transitional for-
mations, the contradiction between socialist processes and capitalist processes has been
all along the basic social contradiction in Yugoslavia. This determinant contradiction was
over-determining all other contradictions in various social spheres.

During the period of administrative self-managed socialism (1951-65),1° the domi-
nant contradiction in the economic sphere was the tension between statist administra-
tive regulation and self-management in individual working collectives. This contradiction
developed within the socialist frame; it was consequently offering structural resistance
against capitalist pressures coming from the capitalist-systemic international environ-
ment and the spontaneous tendency of self-managed working collectives to act as indi-
vidual capitals.

[

Branko Horvat, aleading and influential intellectual and political figure, saw only two real dangers
that a »market economy« may produce in a socialist setting: it disfavours underdeveloped regions;
it generates processes of monopolisation and practices of rent-seeking. According to Horvat, state
intervention can successfully fight both detrimental aspects.

©

With the concept of verwandelte Formen, converted or transformed forms, Marx theorises the
specific relations between elements of production (value, surplus value, value of labour-power)
and elements of circulation (price, profit, wage): elements of circulation are “converted forms” of
the elements of production (Marx, 1959). - Merab K. Mamardashvili (Mamardashvili, 1970; 1990)
isolated Marx’s concept of the “converted form” as a philosophical category and developed it in the
philosophical perspective.

10T am adopting Marko Krzan’s (Krzan, 2017b) periodisation of Yugoslav post-capitalist social
formation: 1945-1950 - administrative socialism; 1951-1965 — administrative self-managed
socialism; 1966-1971 market self-managed socialism; from 1972 on - the period of disintegration.
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In the ideological sphere, however, the dominant contradiction was that between
communist ideology and various bourgeois ideologies.!! Bourgeois ideologies were so
strong that, together with the managerial “technocrats”, they succeeded in the mid-sixties
to convince the leading Yugoslav political bureaucracies that there was an economic crisis
and that the right solution to it was to introduce market socialism.!?

Within the economic sphere, market socialism substituted, on the post of its domi-
nant contradiction, the contradiction “capitalist processes / socialist processes” to the pre-
vious contradiction “administrative regulation / self-management’”. In this way, the domi-
nant contradiction in the economic sphere coincided with the determinant contradiction
in the social formation. Together with the deepening of the typically bourgeois separation
of economic sphere and the juridico-political sphere, this coincidence of dominant with the
determinant enormously strengthened capitalist processes in Yugoslav social formation.

Critical left failed to realise the importance of the antagonistic contradiction of two
incompatible logics, the socialist logic and the capitalist one. Failure to see the antagonis-
tic contradiction, equalled to believe that socialist transformation was irreversible.

In addition, the trust that the achievements of socialist revolution were irreversible
derived from another source as well. On this point the critical left remained within the
horizon of the Manifesto, and had not moved to the more complex theoretical construc-
tions of Grundrisse ... and Capital.

As already noted, Manifesto presents capitalism as “homoficient’, that is, as essentially
producing the same results in any social context it integrates in its global expansion.'® Yu-

1 Tdeologies importantly differed in various ideological “sub-spheres”. In the arts, bourgeois mod-
ernism prevailed together with the abandonment of socialist realism since the early fifties (cf.
Panti¢, 2018); in the academic and scientific apparatuses, since the sixties, bourgeois mainstream
ideologies were gaining the terrain, occasionally in productive conflict with the still strong leftist
orientation of Yugoslav social science. In the larger cultural sphere, nationalisms started to estab-
lish themselves since the mid-sixties. The long history of Yugoslav nationalisms during the social-
ist period has, it seems, two main sources. One is the national-liberation anti-imperialist dimen-
sion of Yugoslav socialist revolution. The other is the characteristic of Yugoslav socialism (shared,
by the way, with the post-1920-ies developments of the Soviet-type socialisms) that it established
cultural institutions upon the bourgeois models (national theatres, national academies of sciences
and arts, national educational systems, including national universities; etc.). Quite apart from the
explicit political agenda, the institutional existence of bourgeois ideology produced its objective
nationalistic effects. “Consciousness” eventually followed.

12 In fact, there was no economic crisis in the early sixties (cf. Krzan, 2017b). The crisis was political, as self-
management developed to a point where it pressed to be extended to the society as a whole. This would
mean the end of bureaucratic domination in the political sphere. Political bureaucracy deemed it more
profitable for its group interests to strike an alliance with the high management (the “technocracy”)
who pressed for the introduction of capitalist elements into the system. Market socialism prevented
generalisation of self-managed democracy;, as it deepened the already existing bourgeois separation of
the economic and the political spheres, and secured the continuation of bureaucratic domination in
politics. Bourgeois separation of the economic and the political spheres offered the objective support
to the alliance between political bureaucracy and economic “technocracy’.

13 Marx’s two articles on the British rule in India propose a similar hypothesis. Aijaz Ahmad
(Ahmad, 1992), while defending Marx’s two texts against Edward Said’s hasty academic critiques,
points out that they belong to an early period, before the “transitional” Grundrisse ... and the
radically new theoretical standpoint of Capital.
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goslav critical left thought about socialism in the terms of “homoficiency”, inherited from
the school-Marxism (where Manifesto and similar literature figured as standard reading),
in stark contradiction to the political stance of “many ways to socialism” which it shared
with Titoist ideology. The vision of history where capitalism is “homoficient” (and social-
ism operates in an analogous way) supported the then popular notions of “underdevelop-
ment’, of “catching up” and the like.!*

Theoretical fallacies - political mistakes

The epistemological fallacy behind this linear understanding of history is the ideo-
logical representation of society as an organic whole whose elements compose them-
selves in a way to be reducible to a unique principle. In historical-materialist terms,
the commanding “principle” is then the dominant mode of production. According to
this view, capitalism, and likewise socialism, as modes of production, are “homoficient”
because they are (more or less tacitly) supposed to organise homogeneous social for-
mations. At least, their domination is supposed not to be structurally challenged. This
ideology conceives social formations as “expressive totalities” (every element reflects-
expresses the whole in its totality), and historical time as “homogeneous-continuous/
self-contemporaneous”.!>

According to this ideology, there exists one main contradiction, that commands
social formation; as its self-resolution quasi-automatically leads towards the next (and
higher) historical stage — the problem of historical practice is one of the “adequate” under-
standing of this simple mechanism. The adequate understanding then guides the “correct”
practice, while eventual opposition only stems from “false” interpretation of historical
situation and its principal contradiction. Within such an Aufkldrung-style vision of his-
tory, class struggle becomes a purely ideological affair, a matter of “consciousness”, and the
progressives then endeavour to illuminate those who are still trapped in the obscurantism
of the past.

Political practices of Yugoslav critical left demonstrated this ideological bias: they
were predominantly illuminating, at times “pedagogical”, and their main proponents
were ideological specialists — university professors, social science researchers, students.
Performance of their professional tasks exhausted their ambitions towards political ac-
tivism. Research and study process profited from this limitations and Yugoslav social
science was at that time among the best in the world. However, it was rather pretentious
to suppose that socially committed teaching and research, vibrant professional journals
and international summer schools add up to radical political action. In the retrospect,
it looks more like an exercise in the traditional philosopher’s occupation - counselling
the tyrant.

14 Even in his masterwork, Marx is not immune to this sort of reasoning: “The country that is more
developed industrially only shows, to the less developed, the image of its own future”. (Marx,
1867)

15 These are Althusser’s (Althusser, 2015, p. 192) critical designations. According to Althusser and
his students, this is basically a Hegelian conception of history: consecutive historical formations
develop in an unilineal succession, each driven by a unique and central contradiction, the Aufhe-
bung of which provides for the next phase in historical progress.
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The “tyrant” in this case was the post-revolutionary political bureaucracy.'® For their
intellectualist bias that reduced class struggle to ideological conflict, leftists assumed that
socialist bureaucracy reproduced its domination by “extra-economic” constraint, i.e. with
the means of ideological mechanisms. Although this hypothesis imposed itself “blindly”
to its proponents,!” it happened to be true. Since the mechanisms of the reproduction of
bureaucracy did not coincide with the mechanisms of the general social reproduction (or
at least not with the reproduction of the socialist mode of production), bureaucracy had to
maintain its rule by incessantly triggering new politico-ideological campaigns, by cease-
lessly reforming the political system etc. For this reason, socialist bureaucracies were not
a ruling class, but only a dominating group.'8

At this point, where they involuntarily (but not accidentally'®) hit the truth, Yugo-
slav critical leftists committed their decisive error. They took the contradiction opposing
bureaucratic shaky domination and the socialist processes (like self-management) to be
the principal social contradiction. In fact, this contradiction was neither principal nor
situated where the critical intelligentsia saw it. The contradiction produced and main-
tained by the reproduction of bureaucracy was immanent to the bureaucratic practices
themselves. They had repeatedly to launch ideological campaigns in order to reproduce
bureaucratic apparatus and its domination: however, the campaigns should never catch
the masses, as a massive political mobilisation would challenge, and eventually do away
with, the bureaucratic domination. Paradoxically, bureaucracy was succeeding to main-
tain their domination as long as their political campaigns did not succeed with the masses.
Although vicious, this circle was productive at reproducing political bureaucracy’s pre-
carious domination, and it was even occasionally able to integrate elements of the critical
intelligentsia’s ideological critique.??

However, the contradiction between socialist processes of appropriation of the means
of production, and generally of the conditions of production and conditions of existence,
by the working masses on one side, and the mechanisms of bureaucratic domination on

16 Marko Krzan (Krzan, 2016; Krzan, 2017a) is developing an interesting theory about political
bureaucracies in post-capitalism. Bureaucratisation of juridico-political apparatuses is a sponta-
neous process pertaining to institutional logic. However, in all the pre-socialist states there exists
a ruling class, which more or less successfully controls the state as the instrument of its class domi-
nation. Contrary to this, in post-capitalist (historical socialist) states the bourgeois ruling class has
been destroyed, and the working classes are excluded from the management of the state appara-
tuses. Instead, party-state bureaucracy “represents” the working masses and manages the state ap-
paratuses “in their name”. The results of the unhampered bureaucratisation may be catastrophic.

17 1t was a result of ideological mechanisms operating beyond the conscious grasp of its proponents.

18 “The fact that the consistent defence of the private interests of the bureaucrats collides with the
immanent logic of the socialized planned economy, instead of being congruent with it, is the
clearest proof that the bureaucracy is not a new ruling class. In every class society there is a con-
gruence between the private interests of the ruling class and the immanent logic of the given

mode of production [...]” (Mandel, 1973) “[Bureaucracy’s] general behavior and private interests
(which of course dictate that behavior) run counter to the needs and inner logic of the existing
socio-economic system. [...] [Bureaucracy has no] capacity to perpetuate itself through the op-

eration of the socio-economic system itself” (Mandel, 1979)
19 As it was in the »programc« of their ideology.
20 E.g., in the ritualised critique of bureaucracy within the official party discourse.
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the other, was not the primary contradiction of the epoch. As in all post-capitalist societ-
ies, the primary contradiction was the one between the socialist processes and the prac-
tices that forwarded them, on one side, and the processes of capitalist restauration, on the
other. The difference between the two types of contradiction was that the contradiction
“self-management / bureaucratic domination” ideologically operated within a socialist
frame,?! while the contradiction “socialist processes and practices / capitalist processes”??
challenged the very project of socialism.

We have already noted that the introduction of “market socialism” in 1965 made
coincide the dominant contradiction within the economic sphere (capitalist processes /
self-management) with the determinant contradiction of the social formation as a whole
(socialist processes and practices / capitalist processes and practices). Economic logic,
under the double pressure of the determinant and dominant contradictions, separated
itself from the juridico-political sphere where the “socialist” contradiction (bureaucracy
/ self-management)?? was relegated. Self-management lost its strength as it was subject to
the capitalist pressure in the economic sphere, and working collectives started to operate
as individual capitals. This development importantly strengthened the top management
in enterprises. From then on, “technocrats” acted as a powerful interest group pressing
towards the introduction of capitalist systemic components into Yugoslav system. Politi-
cal bureaucracy, on the other side, preserved their monopoly of power in the juridico-
political sphere. With the introduction of market mechanisms and profit motives in the
economic sphere, juridico-political sphere remained the only domain from where politi-
cal bureaucracy could exercise their domination. This limitation to the politico-juridical
sphere determined the political response to the capitalist effects of the market socialism,
and later oriented the action of bureaucracy when they decided to destroy socialism and
restore capitalism.

21 The period of »administrative self-managed socialism« (1951, introduction of self-management -
1965, introduction of market socialism) was the most successful in Yugoslav history. In the years
1957 to 1961, the yearly increases of the social product were the highest in the world, between 12
and 13 percent (Krzan, 2017b).

22 In socialist practice, this contradiction was first explicitly formulated and analysed by the Soviet
economist E.A. Preobrazhensky. He proposed the theory of “two contradictory laws” competing
within the Soviet economy: »the law of value«, supporting capitalist tendencies in the post-revolu-
tionary society, and »the law of socialist accumulation, the only basis of the building of socialism
(Preobrazhensky, 1926; Preobrazhensky, 1965; Preobrazhensky, 1983).

23 The contradiction »bureaucracy / self-management« was »socialist« in the sense that it was gener-
ated by the structural conflicts of the post-capitalist society with a socialist project. It was specific
of post-capitalist (of “historical socialist”) society. Within this specific frame, established by the
victorious socialist revolution, “bureaucracy” was obstructing and occasionally sabotaging so-
cialist processes. In the period of administrative self-managed socialism, bureaucratic tendencies
were an obstacle to socialist planning. In the period of market socialism, they were hampering so-
cialist opposition to emerging capitalist processes. The typically bureaucratic and state-repressive
liquidation of the “maspok” (“masovni pokret’, mass counter-revolutionary movement in Croatia,
1970-71) and the equally bureaucratic removal of “techno-liberal” leaderships in Croatia, Serbia
and Slovenia (1971), prevented a socialist confrontation that could have had massive social ef-
fects and could have eventually pre-empted the fascisoid nationalisms of the late eighties and the
nineties.

505



Rastko Mo¢nik, On Historical Regression...

At this period, Yugoslav critical left remained caught within the “socialist contradic-
tion” (“bureaucracy / self-management”) that was now secondary and confined to the
ideological sphere.

Market socialism was a hybrid system, unsuccessful both by socialist and by capitalist
standards. Yugoslav political bureaucracy first responded by “legal fetishism” (Pashukanis,
1924; Pashukanis, 1958), attempting to substitute contractual relations among self-man-
aged subjects to the market relations. The contractual system only translated market-gen-
erated inequalities and monopolies into the idiom of “self-managed agreements”, and was
consequently unable to prevent hierarchical fragmentation of Yugoslav economic space
along the South/North divide, and political dissolution into the fiefs of national political
and ideological bureaucracies. In particular, the contractual system could not support any
federal planning of economy and of social development.

Under the pressure of the institutions of global capital®* that requested the restaura-
tion of capitalism, national political bureaucracies, supported by the top managerial “tech-
nocracy’, resorted to the apparatus they have been controlling from the very beginning
of Yugoslav socialism: the state. The “restauration coalition” was actually composed of
the dominating groups that had composed themselves over the past decades: the political
bureaucracy, the top managerial “technocracy’, the bureaucracies of the ideological ap-
paratuses (“cultural” bureaucracy).?

However, the restauration coalition could not directly compose itself into the new
ruling class, into the capitalist class. The decisive agent who secured the primary condi-
tion of restauration, i.e. the liquidation of social property, was the political bureaucracy,
since it controlled the state apparatus. Political bureaucracies, now already fragmented
along the lines of federal republics, in their last common act re-articulated Yugoslav so-
cialist constitutional system into a conglomerate of bourgeois nation-states (constitutional
amendments of 1988), and let the states perform the function of Piedmont.?® In the ab-

24 Within the frame of an overblown debt-crisis. Yugoslavia was regularly paying the debt; Markovi¢s
government stopped the inflation etc.

25 Vera Vratus$a writes of the (political) bureaucracy and the technocracy as the main fractions of the
restauration coalition. She points out that components of the restauration coalition have been com-
posing themselves already during the post-capitalist Yugoslav period, attacking the basis of Yugoslav
socialism — social property: “Technocratic fraction of the class that collectively or as a group owned
the basic means of production and communication (directors of major enterprises, of cultural, educa-
tional institutions and of the mass-media), the most entrepreneurial parts of the bureaucratic fraction
(leaders in the party and state apparatuses of federal republics, autonomous regions and communes)
and their ideological representatives, parts of highly educated petty bourgeoisie [...] were increasingly
criticising the alleged irrationality of the ‘everybody’s and nobody’s’ social property” (Vratusa, 2012)

26 “The function of Piedmont in the Italian Risorgimento is that of a ‘ruling class. [...] Piedmont had a
function which can, from certain aspects, be compared to that of a party, i.e. of the leading personnel of
asocial group [...]: with the additional feature that it was in fact a State, with an army, a diplomatic ser-
vice, etc” (Gramsci, 1971, p. 286) — Carlos Gonzalez Villa (Gonzalez Villa, 2017) analysed the response
of the ruling groups in Slovenia to the protests of 2012 and during the migrant crisis 2015 - 2016 as
“passive revolution”, where Slovene state assumed the »piedmontese function« of the substitute to the
absence of a local ruling class (Passive Revolution in Contemporary Slovenia. I would suggest that all
the post-Yugoslav bourgeois nation-states performed a “Piedmontese function’, as, at that historical
moment, there was no national bourgeoisie to lead the anti-socialist counter-revolution.
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sence of national bourgeoisies, former socialist republics, re-articulated into bourgeois
nation-states by national bureaucracies, carried out the restauration of capitalism by state
constraint.?” The bourgeois states’ first act in this direction was the abolishment of social
ownership, its transposition into state property — soon surrendered to denationalisations
and privatisations.

Militant nationalism, whose fabrication national political bureaucracies entrusted
to the ideological bureaucracies, was the mobilising ideology and the political support
for the decisive operation of the capitalist restauration — the establishment of bourgeois
nation-states. Again, Yugoslav critical left inadequately responded. They treated national-
isms as purely ideological phenomena, as a kind of mental deviation, and not as the inter-
pellation-mechanism of the material existence of ideology in the bourgeois nation-state in
the process of destroying socialism and instituting peripheral capitalism.

Actuality of the Manifesto

There is, however, a theme in the Manifesto that should have been read much more
carefully, and which should be read by those who now struggle for the future of socialism.
This is the historical and the structural position that Manifesto prescribes as constitutive
to the new historical actor it intends to institute: the communists.

In the chapter “Proletarians and Communists”, what is said of communists, and what
is presupposed by the explicit text, point to the decisive problems that have so far not been
overcome in the anti-capitalist revolutionary movements.

“The Communists do not form a separate party opposed to the other working-class
parties”

Presupposition: anti-capitalist movements enter upon the historical scene in the plu-
ral.

Position: communists are not a separate party, they are active in all the plural forms
of the anti-capitalist movement.

“They have no interests separate and apart from those of the proletariat as a whole.”

Presuppositions: the interests “of the proletariat as a whole” are not self-evident; in
their spontaneity, concrete historical struggles are particularistic and not necessarily in
line with the interests “of the proletariat as a whole”.

Position: communists thrive to make their interests “those of the proletariat as a
whole”. In the sequel, it will be suggested that communists “clearly understand the line
of march, the conditions, and the ultimate general results of the proletarian movement,
because they engage in theoretical work in order to arrive to this understanding.

27 Political bureaucracies, fragmented as they were, united themselves for their swan song - the final
blow against Yugoslav socialism: “[...] the main collective agents, interested in the transition to-
wards the completion of the restauration of capitalist relations, continued their legislative activity,
begun with the [federal] Law on enterprises of 1988. [...] The last Yugoslav federal government
[...] prepared the Law on the circulation and the disposal of social capital in 1989, passed with
some amendments by the federal assembly in August 1990 (Vratusa, 2012)
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“In the national struggles of the proletarians of the different countries, [communists]
point out and bring to the front the common interests of the entire proletariat, indepen-
dently of all nationality”

Presuppositions: In their spontaneity, proletarian movements are fragmented into na-
tional struggles. In the particular national struggles, “the common interests of the entire
proletariat” are not necessarily on the top of the agenda, they may even be completely
lacking in the immediate goals of the struggle. However, proletarian movement can only
be international, revolutionary movement is global.

“In the various stages of development which the struggle of the working class against
the bourgeoisie has to pass through, [communists] always and everywhere represent the
interests of the movement as a whole”

Presuppositions: The fragmented struggles of the working people have different his-
torical temporalities. In different national situations, they belong to different historical
moments. Consequently, partial struggles of the working people cannot by “synchro-
nised”, even less moulded on the same pattern. However, it is necessary that particular
struggles organise themselves according to “the interests of the movement as a whole”, and
orient themselves towards the common goals.

“The immediate aim of the Communists is [... the] formation of the proletariat into
a class”

Presuppositions: In their immediate everyday existence, the working people do not
form a class. The proletarian class-formation is a political task and a political achievement
that the proletarian class struggle has permanently to reproduce.

This last theme was later taken over by Italian operaists who distinguished between
the “technical composition of labour power” (the immediate existence of workers under
capital) and “the working class class-composition” — the result of political self-organisa-
tion. The distinction between the immediate imprint, upon the labour power, of the sub-
sumption of labour to capital on one side — and, on the other, the self-organisation of
labour power into a revolutionary class, is particularly important in contemporary capital-
ism. Organisation of production in contemporary capitalism fragments the producers in
complex and heterogeneous ways, thus imposing the particular contemporary social com-
position of labour power (Mo¢nik, 2011) that is both the immediate form of the social sub-
sumption of labour to capital and a powerful obstacle to the working class composition.

The task of communists is as urgent now as it was in 1848: we only have to read the
Manifesto — as a memento against simplifications, as a guidance towards political action
and theoretical reflection.
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Pactko Mounnx!
Yumsepsuret y /by6manu
@akynTeT yMETHOCTHI
HemapTMaH 3a COIMONIOTMjY
Jby6mana (CroBenuja)

O ICTOPUJCKOJ PETPECUJU
HAIIOMEHA ITOBOJIOM 170-TOIUIIEUIE MAHUDECTA

(IIpesog In Extenso)

Caxxerak. Orpannyema Manugeciiia (OECYCTBO IOjMa ,,ApyLITBeHe dopMaryje’;
yBepema fja KalliTaau3aM y CBUM APYIITBEHO-MCTOPUjCKMM KOHTEKCTHMA IIPOU3BORNU
UCTe pe3yiTare) IpeACTaB/beHa Cy Kao CUMITOMM ofipeheHor THIa 1eBidapcke Teopuje
ca 3HaYajHVMM MPAKTUYKUM ¥ HOJMUTUYKUM IIOCIeaniama. TeKCT IoKasyje Kako Cy Ta
OrpaHMYerba aHA/IOTHA HEJOCTALMMA jYTOCIOBEHCKe KPUTHYKe JIeBIIIE: BepOBaibe Mia
je coLujamMCTUYKa PeBOIyLja NpeBep3nOmIHa; MOTLEehBabe IABHOI IIPOTUBpPeYja
MOCTKaNMTATMCTUYKUX [PYIITaBa: ,KAINTAIMCTUYKU MPOLecy / COLMjanuCTUKA TIPO-
Liecu U mpakce”) Koja Cy je CIpednIa ia ce afieKBaTHO CyO4l Ca pecTayparyjoM KamuTa-
nu3Ma.

KH)Y‘{HC peuan: peCTypaqua KanmnTaansma, jyI‘OC)’IOBeHCKa KpUTUYKaA JIEBULA, IIOCT-
KalmTajan3am.

Panu ce o MmaHudecty: npema ToMe, OH He Pajii MCK/bY4YMBO Ha MaTepujaty Koju
aHa/musypa — OH, Takobe, HACTOj! [ja IeroBa aHaIM3a Jielyje Ha YNMTaolle, ia UX HOf-
CTaKHe fja MHTEPBEHUIIY y IPOTUBPEYHOCTH MCTOPHUje U fja MOCTUTHY HUXOBO pe-
BOJYLIOHApHO paspemere. Crora, OH 3aBpllaBa MMIIEPaTUBOM: ,Yjemuuure ce!”
Huje y npupopu MaundecTa fa CHeKyIulle O eBeHTyaIHUM OllafjaibliMa, HecpehHum
cny4ajeBuMa 1 gedopMiirjaMa MOKpeTa Koju TeXN fa mokpere. OH 1031Ba YUTAOLE f1a
ce mare nocna. OBJie ce IIOCTaB/ba MUTakbe Koje xoheMo a aHa/MU3MPaMO: KaKo je 611710
Moryhe fia cy ,,uutaonyu Manugecitia”, TO jecT, HOMUTUYKA U TEOPHUjCKa JIEBUIIA, OUMIU
HeIPUIIPEM/bEHN Jja Ce CYIPOTCTaBe O(aH3MBM KalNTaIN3Ma Off IOCTIelbe YeTBPTHU-
He gBafeceTor Beka? OBO muTame 3a400uja moceGHy OWITPUHY Y CIy4ajy Jyrociasuje,
I7ie CY, Y OKBMPY JieK/IapUCaHOT COLMjaTMCTUYKOT OKBIPA, JIeBI MOKPeTH OV CHaX-
HIL, IONIMTUKE U TeOPMjCKe AMCKYyCHje Ha IaBUIM Oule )XUBOIICHE, a JP)KaBHO-61pO-
KpaTCKa pelpeciuja pelaTuBHO orpaHmdeHa. ITa umak, pectaypannja KanuTaamsMa y
JyrocnaBuju je 6una KpBaBa; OTHOP KJIaHUIM je 6110 c1ab U yrIaBHOM MubepanHo-0yp-
YKOACKM; a peakiija pafHNX JbYAN je JOILIIa TeK Kaja je MCTOPUjCKM KypC 3a HapegHe
meneHuje Beh 610 OCTaB/bEH.

1 josip.mocnik@guest.arnes.si
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Y 0BOj HarOMeHY XKeNIuM Jia IPEeIOKIM XUIIOTe3Y fla Teopuja mpefcraBbeHa y Ko-
MYHVCTIIKOM MaH1(eCTy HOCenyje fBa OTpaHIdersa Koja Y, YKOIIKO Cy 611 yCBOjeHa,>
CIIyTaBajaa CIOCOOHOCT TyMaderma U €BeHTYaJHOT CYIPOTCTaB/baiba [eCTPYKLMjN
jyrocimoBeHcke corujanuctiike denepaunje. He cyrepuuiem pa je Manugecini 610 us-
BOp IIOMEHYTHX HefocTaTaka. Manugecili oBfie jefuHO GUrypupa Kao CBeJOYaHCTBO O
MOI‘thOCTI/I TaKBMX HEJOCTAaTaKa y I/ICTOPI/IjCKOM MaTepI/[jaIII/BMY " O IbIXOBOM IIpUCY-
CTBY y TPaJULIUjy TIOTIUTUIKE JIEBULIE.

Orpannyewa Mangecitia

JenHo orpanmdeme je ga Mangecili TOBOPK O HAUMHUMA IIPOU3BOAIGE, AN HE I O
IBIXOBO] KOMOMHALM)Y y OKBUPY ofpebeHor ApymITBa, Tj. OH ce He 6aBM APYLITBEHUM
¢dopmannjama. [Ipyru HefoOCTaTaK je 1a OH CMATPA 1A je KaIIUTAIN3aM ,XOMOPUIjeHTaH
T.j. la IPOM3BOJY MCTE MOCTIENNIIE Y CBUM MCTOPMjCKMM KOHTEKCTMMA. J[Ba HeflocTaTKa
Cy IIOBE3aHa: aKO Ce He II0jMM apTUKY/IalMja Pa3IMIUTUX HAYMHA IIPOU3BOJIE Y OKBUPY
UCTe ApyLITBeHe popMalyje, Tafia Hije Moryhe fja ce KOHILNTYanuayjy clenuduyHm pe-
3y/ITaTH KOje CBaKa TaKBa Crel[u(puUIHa MCTOPMjCKAa KOMOMHAIIMja IPOM3BOIIL.

Ca Tako OoCcMpOMAIIeHNM IIOjMOBHMM amaparoM, Moryhe je ga ce moTieHu 6op-
6a namely nmpoTUBpedyHNX HauMHA NIPOU3BOAHE Y APYyIITBY. [ToceOHO, y mOCTKanMTa-
JMCTUKUM [pyumTBeHuM Qopmanuja, Moryhe je ma ce Tpusmjanmmsyje cyko6 usmeby
COLMja/IMCTUYKMX IIpOLieca 1 KalUTaJMCTUYKMX IIpolieca. Y3MUMO II0CeOHO pere-
BaHTaH IIPo0JIeM 3a M3rpajiiby COLjamaMa: MoXe ce fohu y remkohy fa ce pasyme u
eBeHTYa/IHO IIOMUTUYKM Peryluille HaTerHyTa apTuKynaamuja usMmeby cormjammcridke
MHAYCTpUjanm3anyje 1 jeTHOCTaBHe POOHE IPOM3BOAbE JOMIHAHTHE Y IIO/BOIIPUBpPeRn.

2 Huje 6uio nocebHe moTpebe 3a jyrOCIIOBEHCKY JIEBIILY fja Ce 3a/jp)KaBa Ha CTaHOBUIITHMA Ma-
Huceciiia. Y MapKcoBOM JIey, CIOXKeHNje eMCTeMOIOIIKO CTaja/IIIITe je IIPAKTHUKOBAHO YCKOPO
y »Kmacaum 6opbama y @paniyckoj” (1850) u y ,Ocamuaectom Bpumepy” (1851-1852); oHo je
U3PUYNTO IPEICTaB/beHO Kao eMMCTEMOJIOIKY IpobeM Y ,,YBony~ 3a Temerme ,,OCHOBe KpUTH-
Ke Honutudke ekoHomuje” (Grundrisse 1857-1858), 11 pasMOTPeHO Ha KOHKPETHOM MCTOPHjCKOM
MaTepujajy y HalpTuMa ogrosopa Bepu 3acymird (1881). Y MapKCHCTIUKOj TpaguLuju, IpobieMa-
THKA aTUKY/IaLyje PasTudNTUX HadMH IIPOU3BOJIbE je OU/Ia y LIeHTPY TeOpIjcKuX febara 1 Ipak-
TUYHMX MHTEPECOBaba y PAHOM COBjeTCKOM Iepropy (HIp. nebata IIpeobpaxkencku - Byxapu),
a II0CTaJIa je ypreHTHa TOKOM aHTMKOJIOHWjaTHNX 60p6u [BaeceTor Beka (0Bze je gomprHoc Mao
Lle Tynra wby4aH). Mafia je TeopujcKo TpeTuparbse mpobneMa TPXKUIIHIX OFHOCA Y COLMjamu3My
6o Bpno mpedumeno (Hip. bpanko Xopsar, Bragsumup Bpyce, Orto Illuk, 3aucmas lymm),
onpebeHa HaMBHOCT je OMIVKOBATA IIOMUTHMYKE CTABOBE IPeMa ,TPXKUIIHOM COLMjamn3Mjy” U
ofroBapajyhuM mommMTHYKO-eKOHOMCKIM IpaKcaMa.

w

Conyjanuctiuke VatepHanmonane n KoMuHTepHa HofijeHaKO Cy BepoBaje Jja KPyIHa MHAY-
CTpMjann30BaHa NO/BOIPMBpENA jecTe jeNMHO pellere 3a ,arpapHo ImuTame”. IIpuHyIHA Kome-
kruBusanyja y Cosjerkom Casesy (1930-33) je mpuMeHNIa 0BO BepoBatbe 11 pasbnia caBes pajjHiu-
Ka U ce/baka Koju je 6mo kuma Okrobapcke peonyimje. Kako ¢y cBe peBonmynuje 20. Bexa 6ue
»cerpauky parosi” (Wolf, 1969), oBa monutika je 6uia BakHa Iperpeka 3a pa3oj MehyHapomHor
PajHMYKOr OKpeTa. KuHeckn peBomyIoHapy Cy JOHENM PafiuKalaHO PaluduT IPUCTYIL: ,,KuHa je
Ha 0Baj HA4MH O1/Ia y CTamby fa n3berHe dhaTamHy rpeLIKy IPIHYAHe KOMeKTUBU3aLVje 11 la OTKpHje
APYTM IIyT: Aa YIMHY LIETIOKYITHO MOJ/bOIPUBPENHO 3eM/BUILITE JP>KaBHOM CBOjIHOM, Ipy>Kajyhn
Ce/baIlTBY IOfjjefHAK IPUCTYII YIOTpeOu 3emsbe, U OOHaB/Bjyhyu NMOPORWYHY IIO/BONMUBpPERy”
(Amin, 2015).
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Hepmocranu jyrocnoBeHcke KpUTHYKE JIEBULIE

JyrocnoBeHcka KpuTudKa eBuia,* pekao 61X fia je e/ oBe TeOpIjcKe HeoCTaT-
ke Mandeciiia, ma je cMaTpaja KalMTalIUCTHUKe Ipoliece Y JyrocaaBuju, Ipe cBera, Kao
BPCTY MICTOPMjCKOT 3a0CTaTKa, a He Ko jefiHy O OCHOBHUX OJ/IVKa IIpela3He APYIITBeHe
¢dbopmanuje. [Ipyrum pednma, jyrocIoOBeHCKM KPUTUIKI JIEBIYIAPY CY BUIEIN COLIMjaTN3aM
Kao UCTOPMjCKM OCUTYPaH 1 HemoBpataH npotuec. [TocienuyaHo, bUXoBe aHamuse cy ouie
HeJJOCTaTHEe YaK M Y MOMEHTY Kajia Cy 00jeKTMBHM aHTHCOLMjaTUCTUYKI IIPOL[eCH O4M-
IJIe[IHO HAaCTa/IM Kao MOCTIEANIIA IPETIIOCTAB/BEHO ,COLMjTUCTNYKe TIOTIUTUKE.

Bumie crypmja (Samary, 1988a; Samary, 1988b; Samary, 2017; Krzan, 2017b) cy-
repuily fa je yBobeme , Tp>KMIIHOT conujanmsMa’ 1965-1966. mpBo HOBENO y MuUTame
6ypyhHocT conpmjamuama.’ TokoM HapefHe fieKajie, HealeKBaTHe peakijyje Ha MpoLiece
KalMTaIMCTUYKe pecTaypaljuje Koje Cy 13a3Baje OBe TPXXUIIHe pedopMe, Ipoxyomie
Cy YHyTpallllbe IpoTuBpedHocT. HajaxkHnje, oHe cy OHecrocobuie 3eM/by fia ce Cyoun
ca IIPBOM JY>KHIYKOM KPM3OM U KacCHUje fia ce OAyIIpe Halajfy MHCTUTYIMja IMo6aTHoOr
kanurtana (Mehynaponuu Mmonetapuu ¢onp u CBeTcka 6aHKa).

Yurajyhu nebate u3 oHOr BpeMeHa, CTUYe Ce YTHUCAK fia je JieBa KPUTMKA CACBUM
oxrosapajyhe ompennma neBu4apcKy MOMUTUYKK JHeBHM pefl. Hbera je mocraBmo cry-
HeHTCKM mOKpeT (1964-1974). OH ce 60p1o MPOTUB MOTUTUIKOT MOHOIIONIA TAPTHjCKO-
npxaBHe 6upokparuje. OcyhuBao je mocmenuiie KanuTaIMCTUYKNUX IIpolieca — MOYETKe
K1acHe Gopmanyje (,couyjanty gudepeHnjannjy” y >KaproHy BpeMeHa; ,,lipBeHy Oyp-
o0asujy” y IeBUYAPCKOM TOBOPY), U HbeHe APYLITBeHe mpoMoTepe (,TeXHOKpATHjy’, Tj.
BICOKe PYKOBOAMOIe y IpenysehnMa, HApOUNTO y OHMMA BeMMKUM; OMPOKPATHU3AL)y
HAL[MOHATHMX MJIOJIOLIKMX allapara, OffHOCHO ,,KyaTypHe” 6upokparuje®). Mehyrum, e

4 Y oBoM ecejy, U3pas ,,jyroCIOBeHCKA KpUTIYKA TeBuiia” 00yXBaTa CTYEHTCKH IIOKPeT 0f 1960-1x
Tasbe; Praxis rpyImy u 1-€HO OKPY>Kekbe; I/IAaBHI TOK jyTOCTIOBEHCKE IPYIITBEeHe MUCN 10 1980-11x;
HOBe ipymTBeHe nokpere 1970-ux u 1980-ux; BaKHE IMMEH3Mje jyrOCTOBEHCKE POK KY/ITYPeE;
caBes 3a IOJPIIKY ONTy>XeHuMa y Beorpany y cybemnma 1984-85; anTepHTHBHO HOBMHAPCTBO
ocampieceTux, utx, cse o Y]V (Yapyskeme 3a jyroc/ioBeHCKY 1eMOKPATCKY MHUILIUjATHUBY, OCHO-
BaHO 1989, unju je npsu npepcenHuk 6110 mpodecop bparko Xopsar). OfCYCTBO TellbUX Besa
ca pafHMYKUM IIOKPETOM je ounrnefHa. Tpeba yountn fa je oBaj ecej Takobe IOKyIIaj camMo-
KPUTHKE.

w

Bepa Bpatymua (Vratusa, 2012) npumehyje fa je ,MoryhHocT npucBajama BIIIKa pafa 6e3 Hago-
KHajie” MHCTUTYIMOHAIM30BaHO 110 By myT Beh y YeraBy us 1963.

=)

HaunoHanHa ypysKera KibJDKeBHIKA, HALIMOHAIHE aKajieMIije HayKa I yMeTHOCTH, YHUBEP3I-
TETU U UCTPAXNBAYKY MHCTUTYTH, MACOBHM ME[MjI 11 KY/ITYPHU YaCOINCHU CY OfMUIPaM Hapo-
4UTO OJIBPATHY YJIOTY 3a BpeMe pasaparba jyroclioBeHCKe conujamctiike depepanuje. Ce oBe
UHCTUTYILUje CY, Y TEPMUHOIOTUjU AJITHCePa, UeOMOLIKY arnapary. Fbuxosa ynpasHa Tena u
Bopehy 3BaHnyYHMIIM MOTY Haj6OJbe [1a ce TIojMe Ko ,0MPOKpaTHja NIEONOIIKIX artapara’. JeffHa
Off, OJ/IMIKA jyTOCIOBEHCKOT COLMjaiu3Ma 610 je MIeOMOKY [UTypaI3aM I BeIMKa ay TOHOMUja
UJeOTIONIKNX altapara. Bupokparuje ngeonoukux armapara ¢y npoQuUTIpam of CBoje ay TOHOMUje
U YCKOPO Cy mocTanu ,Mnahu mapraep” menehn ppymrseny moh ca monmutndkom (maprujcko-
npxaBHOM) 6uokpatujoM. OHM Cy yroTpebuiu cBoj IOI0Xaj 3a BpeMe ofny4dyjyhux rpenyraxa
jyrocnoBeHcke depeparje 1 06e36euIN Cy HaLIOHA/THUM HOMUTUYKUM GMpoKparujama defe-
PaIHUX pelry6/IMKa HEOIOUIKY HOAPIIKY 32 BIXOB IIPOjeKaT YCIOCTaB/batba 6y)KOaCKIX HaLja
—[ip)KaBa Kao IVIABHOT MHCTPYMEHTA pecTaypaluje KanuTamusMa. — Marbe Hmaxmba je 10 caja
nocseheHo mMcTopujckuM Ipereyama oBor KOHa4YHOr KyarypHor nocturiyha. Hemocpento mo-
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USITIEfA /A je TIOMUTINYKA IeBULa 030M/bHO y3uMana y 063up moryhHoct pecraypaunje
Kanuanama.’

YuHM ce fa OCTOje IBa I7TaBHA Y3POKa OBE MCTOPMjCKe HABHOCTH:

- Behu J1eo0 eBuIle je pe30HOBAO O KAIMTAIM3MY Y M3Pa3uMa ,jefHOCTaBHe poOHe
MIPOU3BO/HE s
- JL BEPOBAO Jia Cy HOCTUrHYha ConyjanncTiike peBoIyLuje npesep3nbniHa.

IIpBu y3poK je MOTUIIA0 M3 eNMCTeMUYHEe XereMoHuje Praxis mapkcusma y jyro-
CIOBEHCKUM JPYLITBEHMM HayKaMa ) JIeBU4apcKuM Kpyrosyuma. OBa BpcTa MapKcu3Ma
ce ycpeficpenmia Ha pajioBe ,Mmagor Mapkca” U ycBOjU/Ia BUXOB palMKaTHM XyMaHM!-
3aM. Buia je mpeokymnupaHa 1aeonorujoM ,,oryhema” 1 cMaTpaa a je MpOHAIIIA BeroB
TEOPUjCKU MaHJaH y ,,po6HOM peTninnsmy” mpBor nornaska Kamnrana, koje je unrtana
Ha TIOJIjeJHAKO aHTPOIIOLeHTpUYaH HaunH. CaMuM TUM, OHa je ofycTama of npahema
MapKcoBUX [ja/buX TeOpHUjcKux emabopanuja Koje mojMe verwandelte Formen, ,,KoHBep-
TOBaHe” WII ,IIpeTBOpeHe ¢popMe” Kao ,KOHKpeTHe 00/IMKe KOjU U3PACTajy U3 KpeTarmba
KamuTana Kao nemHe”.’ Kao mocennia, oHa Hitje MOITIA y LIEMHY A CXBATH OCIEAMLIE
yBobema, ImyTeM eKOHOMCKUX pedopMu u3 1965, ay TOHOMHOT GaHKOBHOT' CUCTEMa, KOjI
je menmoBao Ha MPUHIMITY OYeKMBaHMX KallMTaIHIX IIPUHOCA.

CJIe pacKMJa ca COBjeTCKVM JP>KaBHMM COIMjaIM3MOM U Ca YCTAHOB/bUBAIbEM ayTOHOMje Kyl-
typHux npakcu (Kapaemeso npefgaBamwe Ha ClroBeHauKoj aka/jeMujy HayKa ¥ YMETHOCTH, 1949;
Kpnexxun nssemTaj Ha Tpehem koHrpecy Yapykema Kib¥DKeBHUKa Jyrocnasuje y Jby6manu,
1952); akafileMCKM MOfiepHI3aM je IPEOB/IajaBao y BUSYETHNM YMETHOCTIIMA, eTYICTEHI[Mjan3aM
y MUTepaTypy U Ha GUIMy, IPOrpeCcHBHI HAI[MOHAIM3aM Y 00pasoBHUM amaparyuma. bypykoa-
CKe UJIe0IOTHje Cy OCBOjIIe HAl[IOHATHe KYITYpe YaK 1 Ipe [JeMMMIYHOT yBoherma KanuTamm-
CTMYKUX IIPOLieca ca , TPXKULIHUM coryjanusmom” (1965-1971). 3a geTabHy 1 TOjMOBHO CTPOTY
aHanusy, sugetu: Page B. ITautuh, ,,Of kyntype y ,,conpjanusmy” Ka COLUjaMUCcTIIO] KYATyp”
(Panti¢, 2018). MacoBHa jyroclioBeHCKa KY/ATYpHa IIpaKca ce pasBIIa ,0f 030~ caMo KpajeM ce-
JaMJieceTUX TOf1HA U OCAMJECTHX Y OKBUPY MOLKYATYPe MIafiX, Kafia je 6110 IIPeKacHo.

7 Ca HEKO/MVMKO MCTAaKHYTUX M3yseraka: HIp. Praxis, (Jaksi¢ & Kangrga, 1971). - JyrocmoBeHckn
JleBMYApU HUCY OWIM caMM y TOALeHMBabY IOTEHIMjala KAUTaIu3Ma U Y IpelLiebUBamby
COLVja/IMCTIYKOT TOTEHIMja/Ta UCTOPHjCKIUX ITOCT-KaIUTaINCTHYKMX hopMariyja (" MCTOpHjCKOr
counjammama’). Hup. cnenehnu nckas Epuecra Maupena: ”[...] fpyluTBeHa KOHTpapeBOIyLyja
6uta 61 Hens6exHa [ja 611 ce IOHOBO YCIIOCTABYO KAl TaIMCTUYKI HAYMH IPOM3BOLIbE U 6y PrKO-
acka kacHa Bragasuna y CCCP u sem/pama nctoqHor 6roka. [...] Ilpenycnosu sa pecraypanujy
KanuTamiaMa 6umy 611 ¢ jefHe CTpaHe HOBA KallMTaIMCTHYKA Kyaca Koja 611 ce TaMo GpopMupana
(Hema KanMTanMM3Ma 6e3 KaluTaIMCTIUIKe KJIace), U C fPyTe CTPaHe yHUIITe e OTIOPa PaJHIIKe
Kyace TakBoj pectaypauyju’ (Mandel, 1973).

8 Bpanko Xopsar, Bogehu 1 yTuIajaH MHTeeK TyaIa i HOMUTHYKa Urypa, BUAEO je camo ABe CTBap-
He OIIACHOCTH KOje ,, TPXKMIITHA eKOHOMMja~ MOJKe 1a IPOM3Befie y COLMjaTUCTIYKOM OKPY Kelby: OHa
3aII0CTaB/ba Hepa3BljeHe PEriOHe; OHA FeHepuIIe IIPOLiece MOHOIION3AlIMje 1 IIPAKCce PEHTHjepCTBa.
ITpema XopBary, fp>KaBHa MHTEPBEHIIMja MOXKe YCIIeLIHO ia ce 60y IPOTUB 00a IITeTHA acIeKTa.

¥ Ca mojmom verwandelte Formen, koHBepToBane nmmm mpeobpakeHe dpopme, Mapkc Teopusyje crien-
udraHe ofHOCE M3MeDy eneMeHara IpoV3BObe (BPEHOCTH, BUIIKA BPETHOCTH, BPEJHOCTI PajiHe
CHare) 1 efieMeHaTa IpoMeTa (LieHe, poduTa, HATHNUIIE): e/IeMEHTH LIMPKY/Ialiyje Cy “KOHBEpTOBaHe
¢dopme” enemenata rmpousBope (Marx, 1959). — Mepa6 K. Mamappamsunu (Mamardashvili, 19705
1990) je nsonoBao MapKcoB 10jaM ~KOHBEPTOBAHOT 00/MKa” Kao p1mo30(cKy KaTeropujy 1 pasBio

je'y ¢p1no30¢cKoj mepcreKTuBm.
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To je sHaumI0 yBObEerbe KamuTaa Kao IPON3BOFHOT (PaKTOPa, KAIUTATHOT TPXKUIIITA
Kao MexaHM3Ma pacropebusama kanuraina, kao 1 kamare. OBe Mepe Cy ojadasie OI0XKaj
BUIINX [UpeKTopa y mpenysehnma, ,TexHokpara” Koju cy OMIn jegHa Of TPyIa duju je
HOMUTUYKY IPUTUCAK YOeNo MOMUTHIKY OMPOKPATHjy [ia yBele eKOHOMCKe pedopme
1965. ropuHe. Y LenVHM IIefaHo, pedopMe Cy 3HAUajHO Iojadaje CTPYKTYpHE yTuIiaje
KaINTAIMCTUYKUX Ipolieca Koju Cy Beh mocTojanmm y jyrocioBEHCKOj APYLITBEHO]
dopmanuju. Kao y cBMM TpaH3UIMOHNUM PopMaljaMa, IpOTUBPeYHOCT usMeby commja-
JIMCTUYKMX M KaIUTA/IMCTUYKMX IIpoIleca je 6uIa cBe BpeMe OCHOBHA [IPYLITBEHA IPO-
TUBpeyHocT Y Jyrocnasuju. OBa oppebyjyha mpoTuBpedHOCT je HafleTepMMHIICaIa CBe
Lpyre IPOTUBPEYHOCTI Y PASIUIUTIM APYLUITBEHUM Ccepama.

3a BpeMe neproja aMIHICTPATBHOr camoympasbama (1951-1965),10 nommHaHT-
Ha TIPOTVMBPEYHOCT Y eKOHOMCKO]j cepu je 6mma HamerocT usMedy apskaBHe agMuHM-
CTpaTUBHe peryalyje 1 CaMOyIIpaB/baiba y MOjefNHIM PafHIM KoleKTuBuMa. OBa mpo-
TMBPEYHOCT Ce PasBMjajla y OKBUPY COLMjanucTIIKOT okBupa. OHa je KacHHUje mpy»xKana
CTPYKTYpa/IHM OTIIOP IPOTUB KAIIUTAIMCTIIKIX IIPUTUCAKA KOjU CY OIA3IIN U3 KAIlN-
TaJIMCTUYKOT CUCTeMIYHOT MehyHapOoIHOT OKpy>Kema U 13 CIIOHTaHe TeHMIeHIIUje CaMo-
YIIpaBHUX PaJHMX KOJIEKTUBA Jla IeTyjy Kao IOjefNHaYHY KaIlMTa/Il.

Y upeonoikkoj chepu, mehyTum, JOMUHAHTHA IPOTUBPEYHOCT je Outa n3meby xo-
MYHUCTUYKe UIEOTIOTMje U pasHMX Oyprkoackux upeonornja.l! Bypxoacke npeonoruje
cy 6ute TOMMKO CHAXKHe, 3ajeJHO Ca MEHAIIEPCKUM ,TeXHOKparaMa’, TaKo fia Cy ycIe-
MM CpefyHOM IiesfieceTux ropyHa 20. Beka fa yoene Bofiehe jyrocoBencke MonmuTIIKe
OupoKpatuje fja IOCTOjM eKOHOMCKa KpJ3a I Jia je IIPaBo pellierbe 3a by 61710 yBoDeme
TP>KUIIHOT colujammama. 2

10 Ja ycajam nepuopusanyjy Mapka Kpsxana (Krzan, 2017b) jyrociioBeHcke IoCT-KaluTanuCTIIKe
apyiTBeHe dopmanuje: 1945-1950 — afMMHUCTpATUBHY coljanm3am; 1951-1965 — agMuHm-
CTPaTMBHM CaMOYTNIPaBHU couujanusaM; 1966-1971 TpXKMUIIHM CaMOYNIpaBHM COLMja/Iu3aM; Off
1972 parbe — epuop, fesuHTerpanmje.

1 Vpeonoruje Cy ce 3HaajHO PasMKOBaJIe Y PAs/IMIUTIM UEO/IOLIKUM ,TI0f-Cdhepama’. Y yMeTHO-
cTHMa, OyP)KOACKI MOZIePHIX3aM je IPeoB/IaaBao Off HAYLITalba COLjaIICTUIKOT peannsMa
paHux negecerux rogyHa (ym. Panti¢, 2018); y akajieMCKUM 1 HayYHMM araparyiMa, off leszece-
THUX TOAMHA, OypyKoacKe Me0JIoruje INTaBHOT TOKA Cy 3ajo0ujajie TepeH, IIOBPeMeHO Y IPOAYK-
TUBHOM CYKOOY ca 11 Ja/be CHAXXHOM JIEBIYAPCKOM OPHjeHTALMjOM jyTOCIOBEHCKE [PYLITBEHe
HayKe. Y IIMPOj KYATYPHO] chepy, HALIMOHAIN3MH Cy MOYENN [ja Ce YCTAHOB/BY)Y Of CpefuHe
IesfieceTUX rofuHa. Jlyra uctopuja jyrocioBeHCKMX HallMOHA/IM3aMa TOKOM COIVjauCTUIKOT
Heproza je, YMHN Ce, MMajla ABa [IaBHA M3BOPA. JeHa je HALMOHAIHO-0CTIO00AMIaYKa I aHTH-
UMIIEpUjaTUCTUYKA AMMEH3Mja jyrOCTIOBEHCKE COLUjanucTIyKe peBonyuuje. JIpyru je opmmka
jyTOCTIOBEHCKOT conmjanusMa (Kojy je memmo, yarper Oyay pedeHo, ca TOKOBUMaA pa3Boja MOCTIe
1920. cOBjeTCKOT THIIA COLMjanN3Ma) fia je YCIOCTAaBIO KY/ITypHe MHCTUTYILMje IpeMa Oypskoa-
CKMM Mofie/Ma (Hal[MOHa/IHA T030PHIIITA, HAlMOHA/IHE aKaJieMije HayKa ¥ yMeTHOCTH, Halllo-
Ha/lHe 00pasoBHe CHCTeMe, YK/bydyjyhyr HalmoHaIHe yHuBep3uete, UTA.). CacBUM OffBOjeHO OF
USPUYNTE TIONMUTUYKE areHfie, MHCTUTYLMOHATHO IOCTOjakbe OypyKoacKe UEONOrNje IPOM3BO-
IWI0 je 06jeKTUBHe HALIMOHAMUCTIUKe TocIenutie. ”CBecT” je y CBOje BpeMe yCIenua.

12y crBapu Huje 6110 EKOHOMCKe KpH3e y paHuM iresgecetnm rogyaama (yi. Krzan, 2017b). Kpu-
3a je 611/1a IIONIMTUYKA, KAKO Ce CaMOYIIpaB/batbe Pa3BIjajIo 1O Ta4Ke Y KOjoj je OHO IPUTUCKATIO
Ia 6yzie MpOIIMPEHO Ha APYLITBO Kao LenuHy. OBo 6U 3HaUMIO Kpaj 61 poKpaTCKe JOMUHALIMjE Y
nomutnakoj cdhepu. Ilommtrdka Gupokparuja je cMaTpana ga 6u 6uao npodurabunHmje 3a beHe
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Y OKBUPY eKOHOMCKe cepe, TPXKUIIHY COLjaIM3aM je JOBEO Ha MECTO JOMIHAHT-
He IPOTMBPEYHOCTU: ,KalUTAMIMCTUYKY IIPOLecH / COLMjaMCTUYKU IpoLecy’, yMe-
CTO IPETXOfjHe MPOTUBPEYHOCTH [ MIHICTPATUBHA Pery/amuje / cCaMOyIIpaB/barbe .
Ha oBaj HauuH, [JOMVHAaHTHa IPOTUBPEYHOCT Y €KOHOMCKOj chepy je KOMHIVAMpPa-
nMa ca pmerepmuHumiyhom npormspeunomhy y gpymrTBeHoj dopmanmju. 3ajefHo ca
Hpoxy0/bMBabeM TUIIMYHO OYP>KOACKOT pasjiBajarba eKOHOMCKE Off IIPaBHO-IIO/IMTIYKE
cdepe, 0BO KOMHIMAMPAE TOMIHAHTE Ca TeTePMUHAHTOM je OTPOMHO ITI0jadarIo /Iarm-
TaMMCTUYKe TIPOIIece Y jyTOCTOBEHCKO]j APYIITBEHOj hopManuju.

KpuTtuuka neBuiia Huje ycIena Jja CXBaTy 3Ha4Yaj aHTAarOHUCTUYKE IPOTUBPEYHO-
CTH JIBe MHKOMIIATHOM/IHE JIOTMKe: COLMja/IMCTHYKe 1M KalUTaIucTuyKe jnoruke. Hey-
criex yBubarma aHTarOHMCTIYKE IPOTUBPEYHOCTH, 61O je jeflHaK BepOBamby Jia je COLM-
jAIHCTUYKI Tpeobparkaj HelOBPaTaH.

ITopep Tora, BepoBame Ja Cy HocTHrHyha coLujalMCTU4YKe peBOyLje UpeBep-
3MONITHA, TOTUIAJIO je jOLI U3 jefHOT U3BOpa. Y OBOj TAYKM KPUTHYKA JIEBUIA je OCTa-
JIa y OKBMpPY XOpu3oHTa Manndecra, 1 Huje ce HOMepuIa Ka CJIOKeHUjUM TeOPHjCKIM
koHcTpykKijama Grundrisse ... v Kanurana.

Kao 1m0 je Beh momenyto, Manndect mpepcrap/ba Kaluraamu3aM Kao ,XOMOpUIm-
eHTaH’, TO jecT, Kao fia y OMTH IIPO3BOM MCTe pesy/Tare y 6110 KojeM APYIITBEHOM KOH-
TEKCTY KOjU OH MHTETPUIIle CBOjOM II06aTHOM eKCIIaH31joM. ® JyrocioBeHCKa KprTiaKa
JIeBUIIA je MUC/II/IA O COLMja/IM3MY Y U3pasuMa »,XoModuIeHIuje’, Koje je Hac/IefuIa us
IIKOJICKOT MapKcusMa (rie ¢y Marnugeciti u cmidHa muTeparypa Gurypucamm Kao craH-
JApJHO IITHBO), Y OMITPOj IPOTUBPEYHOCTH Ca TOMUTUIKNMM CTABOM O ,ITyHO ITyTeBa
y coumjanmsam’, Koju je ycojura TutoBa mpeornoruja. Busuja ucropuje rie je kamnra-
nm3aM ,xoModuLujeHTan” (VM coLujamM3aM Jelyje Ha aHaJOTaH HadylH) HOAp)KaBasa je
CBOjeBpeMEHO IOIy/IapHe Hfi€je O ,,Hepas3BIjeHOCTI, ,,iocTn3amy” u !4

Teopujcke 3abmysie — moMUTUYKE rpeniKe

Enmcremornonika 3abyna 13a OBOT TMHEApHOT CXBaTaba UCTOPHje jecTe MIeoIONI-
KO HpeJCTaB/balbe [PYIITBAa KA0 OPTaHCKe LieJIMHe YMjU Ce [elIoBUM KOMOMHYjy Ha Ha-
YMH Jla Ce MOTY CBeCTM Ha jefJUHCTBEH IPUHIMIL Y MCTOPMjCKO-MaTepUjaTUuCTIIKIM
uspasuMa, KOMaHAyjyhu ,IpuHIMIT je Tafjla JOMMHAHTHM HauuH IOM3BOAme. IIpe-
Ma OBOM IJIefjalby, KalMTaau3aM, Kao 1 COLMjann3aM, Kao HAuMHM IIPOMU3BOLIbE, jecy

IpyIIHe MHTepece fja YCIIOCTaBM CaBe3 Ca BUCOKMM AypeKropuma ("TeXHOKpaTujom”) Koja je
BpIIMIA IIPUTUCAK [ja C€ YBEAY KaIMTaTUCTIIKI eleMEHTH y cUcTeM. Tp)KIUIIHY coLMjanusam je
CIIpeyo MOOIIITaBabe CaMOYIIpaBHe AeMOKpartuje, mpopyomyjyhu Beh mocrojehy 6ypixoacky
HOJeTy eKOHOMCKe U IIOMUTHYKe cepe, 1 00e36eMBILI HACTaB/balbe OMPOKpATCKe JOMUHALIMje
y nomutuiy. Bypskoacka 1ofieria eKOHOMCKe 1 TIONMUTHYKe cdepe je MOHyAUIa 06jeKTUBHY HOJ-
puIKy caBesy usMely monuTudke 6MpoOKparmje 1 EKOHOMCKe “TeXHOKparuje”.

13 MapkcoBa fjBa 4IaHKa 0 OPUTAHCKO]j BIaJaBUHN y VIHAM)M IIPeTIOCTAB/bajy CAMYHY XUIIOTE3Y.
Awnjas Axmaj (Ahmad, 1992), mazia je 6panno MapkcoBa [iBa TeKca IIpOTUB Op3e aKkajjeMcKe Kpi-
THKe, UCTIYE [ja OHY IIPUIIAZIajy paHOM Iepuofy, npe tpaHsuuuonor’ Grundrisse ... u paau-
Ka/IHO HOBOT Teopujckor cranoBuuita y Kanurany. (Ajjaz Ahmad, Marx on India, y: In Theory,
Verso, London - New York, 1992.)

4 Yak n y cBojeM I7aBHOM feny, MapKc Huje MMYH Ha OBy BPCTY pe3OHOBama: '3em/ba Koja je
UHIYCTPUjCKM pasBUjeHNja, TOKasyje, Marbe Pa3BuUjeHoj, CIMKY beHe Bractute 6ynyhuoctn'.
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»XOMOGUIMjeHTHN” 3aTO IITO Ce IPETIOCTaB/ba (BUIIe WIN Mambe mpehyTHO) fa oHU
OpTraHM3Yyjy XOMOTeHe ApyIITBeHe dopManuje. Y HajMamy PyKy, MPeTIOTaB/bEHO je Ja
IBUXO0Ba JoMMHalja Hehe fja Oyne cTpykTypHO IpoMereHa. OBa npieonoruja 3aMuiijba
ApylITBeHe PpopMaluje Kao ,u3paxkajHe ToTamureTe” (CBaKM eleMeHaT OfjpakaBa — U3-
pakaBa LIeNMHY Y I)eHOM TOTA/IUTETY), ¥ MICTOPHjCKO BpeMe Kao ,XOMOT€HO-KOHTUHYM-
paHo/caMo-1ucToBpeMeHo 1>

ITpema 0BOj MHeoOnOrMju, MOCTOjU jefiHA IIABHA IPOTUBPEYHOCT, KOja KOMaHyje
ApymTBeHOM (GOpMalnujoM; IOMTO HEHO CaMOpaspellaBame KBa3NayTOMATCKV BOLU
ka ciegehoj u Bumoj ucTopujckoj ¢asu — mpobreM HCTOPHUjCKe IMpakce je mpobiem
»a[IeKBaTHOT  pa3yMeBaba OBOT jeJHOCTABHOT MeXaHN3Ma. AJIeKBaTHO pasyMeBaibe Tafja
BOJIY ,JICTIPaBHY IIPAKCY, JOK eBeHTya/IHa OIIO3MIIMja IPOU3/Ia3U CaMO U3 ,[IOTPeIIHOr”
TyMadema MCTOPUjCKe CUTYalyje M HheHUX OCHOBHUX NPTUBPEYHOCTU. Y OKBUPY TaK-
BOT ITPOCBETUTE/BCKOT CTI/IA BM3HUje UCTOPHje, KIacHa 60p6Oa MOoCTaje YUCTO UJIe0MONIKO
HMTalbe, MUTakbe ,CBECTU ¥ IMPOTPecBIY OHJA HACTOje la IPOCBET/Ie OHEe KOjU CY U
flajbe 3aTOYEHH Y ONICKYPHOj MIPOIIIOCTH.

[MonuTuyke mpakKce jyrocIoBeHCKe KPUTUYKE JIEBULE CY IEMOHCTPUPAsIe OBY Ufe-
OJIOLIKY TIPUCTPACHOCT: OHe Cy 6ute mpeosnahyjyhe ocBerpaBajyhe, moBpemeHo ,,mema-
romke’, ¥ BUXOBYU IJIABHY 3aTOBOPHULIN Cy GU/IN MEONOMKY CTPydmhaun — mpodeco-
PM YHUBep3UTETa, UCTPAKMUBAYM APYIITBEHNUX HayKa, CTyfeHTH. ObaB/bambe HIXOBUX
npodecroHaTHUX II0C/I0BA je UCLPIUBMUBAJIO BIX0Be aMOuIIMje IpeMa OMTUTIYKOM aK-
TuBU3MYy. IIponec ucrpakupama 1 CTyaMpama je MMao KOPUCTH Off OBUX OrpaHMYEbA
U jyrOC/IIOBEHCKA APYLITBEHA HaykKa je y To Bpeme Omma meby Hajbomuma y cBery.
MebyTum, 6uno je 3aucTa MpeTEHIMO3HO Ja Ce IPETIIOCTAaBY [ja APYLITBEHO aHTaXo-
BaHO IpefjaBabe 1 UCTPAXKMBAE, CTPYIHU YAaCOIMCU IIyHU XUBOTA 1 MebhyHapopHe
NeTHe IIKOJIE CKYTIA, [ajy PaMKaNHy IONUTUYKY aKiujy. Y peTpOCHEeKTUBM, TO BUIIE
usrefia Kao yBexx6apame y TpafUIIOHATHOM 3aHUMaby Gurozoda — y caBeTOBamby
THPAHNHA.

»TMpaHUH" je y 0BOM CITy4ajy 61/Ia IIOCTPEBOTyLIMOHApHA IONMUTIYKA 611poKpaTuja.t®
360r cBOje MHTENEKTYa/IUCTIYKe IPUCTPACHOCTU KOja je pefyKoBana KiacHy 6opby Ha
UIEONONIKN CYKO0, jeBMYapy Cy MPETIOCTABMIN fIA je COLMja/IMCTIYKA OMpOKpaTmja
PenpoiyKoBaia CBOjy JOMUHALM]Y ITyTeM ,M3BaHEKOHOMCKe™ IPMHYJe, Tj. IyTeM Cpel-
cTaBa MJEONIOIIKMX MeXaHM3aMa. Majia ce oBa XMIIOTe3a HaMeTHY/A ,C/elo CBOjUM

15 OBo cy Anruceposa onpebema; (Althusser, 2015, p. 192). - IIpema AnTucepy u 1beroBuM Ciefi-
OeHHULMMa OBO je y OCHOBHU XeTe/MjaHCKa 3aMICa0 UCTOPHje: Y3aCTOIIHe UCTOpHjcKe popMaliuje
ce pasBuUjajy Y jeSHONMHEAPHOj CYKIeCUju, CBaKa IIOKpeTaHa jeflMHCTBEHOM U IleTPaJHOM
nporupeunomnhy, Authebung (mpeBasmmaxeme) Koje IpousBofu HOBY (asy y MCOpHjcKOM
IIporpecy.

16 Mapko Kpkan (Krzan, 2016; Krzan, 2017a) pasBuja jegHY MHTEPECAHTHY TEOPUjy O IIONN-
TUYKMM OMpOKpaTHjaMa y IOCT-KanmTanusMmy. Bupokparusarifja IpaBHO-HOMUTUYKUX alla-
paTa jecTe CIIOHTAaHM IPOILeC KOjU IpUIafia MHCTUTYLMOHAMHOj noruuu. Mebytum, y cBuM
Ipe-COLMjaTMCTIYKUM Ap)KaBaMa IOCTOju Biaafajyha kiaca, Koja BUIe MIM Make YCIIELIHO
KOHTPOJIUIIE JIp>)KaBy KaO MHCTPYMEHT CBOje KaacHe fAomuHanuje. CympoTHO OBOMe, Y IOCT-
KaIUTaIUCTUYKUM (MCTOPUjCKMM COLMjalTUCTUYKUM) Ap>KaBaMa Oyprkoacka Brafajyha xmaca
je YHUIITeHa a pajiHe K/lace Cy UCK/by4eHe U3 yIpaB/bama JIp>KaBHMM alaparyMa. YMETO TOra,
MapTHjCKO-Ap)KaBHa OMPOKpaTHja ,,IpeficTaB/ba’ pajjHe Mace I yIpap/ba Ap>KaBHIM amapaTuma
»Y BBIXOBO 1Me”. Pe3ynTaTi oBe HeorpaHM4eHe OMpPOKpaTU3alje Mory ia 6yay kaTacTpodaaHu.
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saroBopHuIMMa,!’ mecio ce ma je 6mma ncruHuta. IIONITO MeXaHM3MM PEIPOAYKIuje
OMpoKpaTHje HUCY KOMHLMAMPAIM Ca MEXaHM3MVMa OIIIITe NPYLITBEHE PeIpOmyKIuje
(1 Gap He ca PerrpORYKINMjOM COLIMjaINCTIYKOT HadlHA IIPOM3BOMIbE), OMpoKparuja je
Mopaia fia Ofip)KaBa CBOjy BIIaflaBIHY cBe Jelihe 3a1ounisyhn HOBe IIOMUTIIKO-UJLEO0/IOLI -
Ke KaMIIame, ITyTeM HellpecTaHor pedopMiucarma HOMNTIIKOT cicTeMa. V3 oBor pasiora,
cowjamicTiyke 6Gupokparuje Hucy 6uie Bragajyha knaca, Hero cam joMuHaHTHa rpyma. '8

Y 0BOj Ta4K, Ile OHI HeBO/BHO (a/1u He cy4ajuo!?) morabajy ucTumy, jyrocoBeHCKy
KPUTUYKY JIeBUYAPHU Cy IIOYMHIIN Ofny4dyjyhy rpemky. OHM Cy y3emy IpOTMBPEYHOCT
KOja je CympoTcTaB/baja 6MpOKpaTCKy KnuMajyhy moMMHAINjy U COLMjaTMCTUYKY IPO-
1ec (Kao IITO je caMOyTpaB/barbe) Kao Jia IPeJiCTaB/bajy IMaBHY APYIITBEHY MPOTUBped-
HOCT. Y CTBapy, 0Ba MPOTUBPEYHOCT HUje 6ula HUTH I7TaBHA HUTHU CUTYMPAaHA TaMo ITe
jy je KpUTHUIKa MHTeMUreHnuja Bugena. [[potuBpedHocT npoussobheHa u ofpxaBaHa my-
TeM pelpoiyKoBamba OMpoKparuje, 611/1a je UMaHeHTHa CaMUM OMPOKPATCKUM IIpaKcama.
BrmacTty cy yBek MsHOBa Mopasie fia mokpehy neornonike KamMmame fia 611 pernpogyKoBane
OMPOKpPATCKH aIapar 11 HberoBy JOMMHALM)y: MehyTM, Kamname HuKaga Huje Tpebao
fia 3aXBaTe Mace, IIOLITO 6J1 MAaCOBHA MOMMTIYKA MOOM/IM3allMja OB/ y IIUTakbe, U Ha
Kpajy yKuHya, OupoKparcky goMmuHanujy. [TapagokcanHo, 61pokpaTija je ycresana fia
Ofp>KaBa CBOjy NOMMHALMjY TaKO AYTO [OK IbeHe IOMUTUYKE KaMIlamhe HICY yCIeBaje
y Macama. Majia 3a4apaH, 0Baj KPYT je 010 IPOAYKTUBAH Y PEIPOJYKOBatby HECUTYPHE
IOMMHaLje OMpOKpaTuje, ¥ IIOHEKAJ je YaK 610 y CTaby [ja MHTeIPUILe eleMeHTe Me0-
JIOIIKe KPUTUKE KPUTHYKe NHTenmurennuje. 2

MebyTMM, NIPOTUBPEYHOCT MsMeby COLMjaMMCTUYKIX IIPOLeca IIPUCBajamba CPefl-
CTaBa 3a IPOM3BOJIbY, I YOIILITE, YC/IOBA MIPOM3BOMIbE M YCIOBA IIOCTOjatba, Of CTpaHe
PajHUX Maca, C jedHe CTpaHe, M MeXaHM3aMa OMPOKpATCKe HOMUHALMje, C APyTe, Hije
OuIa IpMMapHa IIPOTUBPEYHOCT eroxe. Kao y CBMM IOCTKaNUTaIMCTUYKUM APYLITBA-
Ma, IpMMapHa IIPOTUBPEYHOCT je 61Ia OHa M3Mel)y ColMjamICTIYKMX ITpoLeca 1 IPaKcH,
C jeliHe CTpaHe, 1 IIpoLieca KallMTa/lMCTUUKe pecTaypanuje, ¢ apyre. Pasnuka nsmely ose
iBe BPCTe IIPOTUBPEYHOCTH je y TOMe Jia je IPOTUBPEYHOCT ,,CaMOYIIpaB/batbe / Oupo-
KpaTcKa JOMIHAIMja  MIEONOLIKI OIIePICaa Y OKBYPY COLINja/IVICTIIKOT OKBUPa,2! oK

17To je 610 pe3ynTar UAEOIOMWKOr MEXaHM3Ma KOji OIepHlle U3BAaH CBECHOT 3aXBaTa HErOBUX
3arOBOPHMKA.

18 Yumenniia ja ocaegHa og0paHa IpUBATHYUX MHTepeca GUPOKparije Jo/asn y CyKob ca uma-
HEHTHOM JIOTVIKOM TIOJIPYIITB/beHe ITTAHCKe eKOHOMIUje, YMeCTO fla je C ’bOM KOHTPYeHTHa, OBO
je HajjacHUju [OKa3 Aa GMPOKpaTHja Huje HOBA Blafajyha kmaca. Y CBakOM KJIACHOM APYIITBY
IIOCTOj ! CaI/IacCHOCT 13Melyy mpyBaTHIX MHTTepeca Baafajyhe Kiace 11 MMaHeHTHe JIOTUKe HaTOT
HauyHa mpousBopse [...]” (Mandel, 1973). “Omurre noHamrate [61pokpaTnje] u IpUBaTHM UH-
Tepecn (KOju CBaKaKo JMKTUPAjy OBO IOHAIAbe) [eNyjy HACYIPOT norpedaMa 1 yHYTpPalIbOj
nornuy nocrojeher gpymrBeHo-eKOHOMCKOT cucTeMa [...] [BupokpaTuja HeMa KamanuTer fa ce
OBEKOBEUN KPO3 [IeI0Balbe APYIITBEHO-eKOHOMCKOT cucTema camor. (Mandel, 1979).

19 Kao wTo je T0 mmcano y ,Iporpamy” bIX0OBe UAEONOruje.

20 Hmp., y puTyannsoBaHoj KpUTHIM GUPOKpaTHje y OKBUPY 3BAHMYHOT IAPTUjCKOT JUCKYpPCa.

21 [epnog, ,aAMUHICTPATUBHOT caMoyIpaBHor couujamuama’ (1951, yBoherme camoynpasmbamwa —
1965, yBolllee TP>KUILIHOT COLMjanusMa) OUo je HajyCIeLIHUj| Y jyTOCIOBEHCKO] UCTOPUjIL. Y
ropguHama of 1957 no 1961, ropuunsa nosehama ApylITBEHOT IPOM3BOfia Cy O1Ia HajBUIIA Y
cserty, usmeby 12% n 13% (Krzan, 2017b).
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je IPOTMBPEYHOCT ,,COLMjAIMCTUYKY HPOLIECH MpaKce / KaNUTAIMCTUIKA TIpoLecn 22
TOBOJVIIA Y IUTAbe CaM IIPOjeKaT CoLyjann3Ma.

Mu cmo Beh nmpumernnn fa je yBobeme ,, rpxuuHor connjanusma’ 1965, yanHMIO
fa KOMHLUAUPAjy HTOMUHAHTHA IIPOTMBPEYHOCT Y OKBUPY eKOHOMcCKe cdepe (Kammra-
JIMCTUYKI TIpollec / camoympasbaibe) ca ogpebhyjyhom nporuspeunonthy apyiursere
dopmanyje kao HenuHe (COLMjaIMCTIYKY IIPOLECH M IIpaKce / KaUTaIMCTUIKN IPO-
mecn u mpakce). EKoHOMCKa 10ruKa, MO FYIUIMM IPUTUCKOM AeTepMuHMInyhnx u fo-
MMHAHTHUX NPOTUBPEYHOCTH, OABOjUIA Ce Off IPABHO-NIONMUTUYKe cdepe y Kojoj je
»COLIMjAMMCTIYKA” TIPOTUBPEYHOCT (6MpOKparuja/caMoyIpaB/batbe)?® G1a HOTUCHYTA.
CamoympaB/barbe je M3ryOuIo CBOjy CHary IOLITO je 6110 moapeheHo KamuTaIucTuIKoM
IPUTICKY Y EKOHOMCKO] Chepi, 1 pafHIU KOTIEKTUBY Cy IIOUeTIN /A Ie/Tyjy Kao [0jeArHaIHI
kanuram. OBaj pasBoj je 3Ha4YajHO Ojayao BpX ympase y npenysehuma. Ox tapa, ,Tex-
HOKpare” Cy fiefioBajie Ka0 MONHa MHTepecHa TPyIa Koja je BpILIMIA IPUTUCAK ¥ CMEPY
yBObeH)a KanMTAIMCTUIKNX CUCTEMNYIHNX KOMIIOHEHTNT Y ijOCHOBeHCKI/I cucteM. [lomm-
TYKa OMPOKpaTHja, ¢ Apyre CTpaHe, OIyBaa je MOHOIION B/IACTH Y IPABHO-TIONTUTUYKO]
cdepu. Ca yBoberweM TpXXMIIHNX MeXaHI3aMa U IIPOGUTHOT MOTUBA Y eKOHOMCKY cdepy,
[IPaBHO-TIONNTIYKA cepa je OCTasa jeVHNU JOMEH 13 KOjer je MOIUTUYKa OupoKpaTuja
MOIVIa Ja BpUIM CBOjy moMuHanujy. OBO orpaHudYerme Ha IIOJIMTUYKO-IIPaBHY cdepy
je JmeTepMMHICANO MOMUTHYIKE OfTOBOPE Ha KANUTAMUCTUYKE ITOCHEANIe TP)KUIIHOT
conujanusMa, 1 KaCHUje OpUjeHTICaIa aKIMjy OMpPOKpaTuje Kaja je OfIydnia ja pasopu
colMjau3aM 1 pecTaypuIlle KalMTaau3aM. Y OBOM IIepHOJTY, jyTOCTIOBEHCKA KPHUTITIKA Jie-
BUIia je ocTasia yxBaheHa y OKBUPY ,,COLMja/IICTUYKe IpOTuBpedrHoctit” (,6upokparuja/
camoyIpaB/bame” ), Koja je OuIa CeKyHAapHa 11 OrpaHIIeHa Ha I/IeONOLIKY chepy.

TpxnmHu conujanmusaM je 6mo XMOpUAHM CHUCTeM, HeyCIelaH KakKo IO CO-
I_U/IjaHI/ICTI/I‘IKI/IM TAKO N IIpe€Ma KallUTAIMCTUYIKNM CTaHJapama. IyI‘OC}IOBeHCKa II0/IM-
THYKa OMPOKpaATHja je IPBO OATOBOpMIIA ,,ipaBHNM ¢ernmmamom” (Pashukanis, 1924;
Pashukanis, 1958), mokymasajyhu ma samenn TpxxumHe ogHoce nsmely camoympas-

22’y coumjamucTYKOj IPaKcy, 0Ba IPOTUBPEYHOCT je IPBYU YT 61/1a M3PUIUTO HOPMYIINCAHA U
aHa/IM3MpaHa Off CTPaHe COBjeTCKOr eKoHoMICTe JeBreHuja A. [Ipeobpaxenckora. OH je mpepo-
XKIO TEOPU]Y O ,iBa IPOTUBPEYHa 3aKOHA™ KOjI Ce TAKMITYe Y OKBUPY COBjeTCKe eKOHOMIje: »3a-
KOH BPENHOCTI«, KOj)I je TOfp>KaBa0 KaIMUTaIUCTUUKe TeHeHIVje Y MOCT-PEeBONYLIMOHAPHOM
APYUITBY, ¥ »3aKOH COLMjA/IMCTUYKE aKyMy/Ialuje«, jefHe OCHOBE U3Ipajibe COLMjamIu3Ma
(Preobrazhensky, 1926; Preobrazhensky, 1965; Preobrazhensky, 1983).

23 [IporuBpedHOCT »6upOoKpaTnja / caMoyIpaB/batbe” O je » COLMjaTUCTIIKAK Y TOM CMICITY fid je
reHepelcaHa CTPYKTYPHMM CYKOOMMa MOCT-KAIUTATUCTUIKKOT IPYIITBA Ca COLMjaTUCTUIKIM
npojekrom. OHa je 6maa ocobeHa 3a MOCTKAUTAMUCTUYKO ("MICTOPUJCKO COLIMjaIMCTUYKO”)
ApYyWTBO. Y OBOM CHELMGNUYIHOM OKBMPY, YCTAaHOB/BEHOM IIpOMeHaMa COLMjalICTUUKe pe-
BONIyLuje, "6upoKpaTuja” je oMeTala U MOHeKaJ, caboTupana CoLMjalICTUIKe mporece. Y Tie-
PMOAY afMUHUCTPATMBHOI CaMOYIIPABHOT COLMjaM3Ma, OMPOKpATCKe TeH[eHIMje Cy Mpef-
CTaBJbaJie IPeIPeKy COLMjaTUCTIIKOM IUTaHNPaby, Y IIePUOAY TPIKULIHOT COLIMjau3Ma, OHe Cy
CITyTaBajie COLMjaMMCTUYKY OMO3MINY HacTajyhyuM KamuTaaMCTHYKMM HpolecuMa. TummdaHo
6UpoKparcKa U Ap>KaBHO-pelpecyBHA TMKBBU/AIMja “MAacoK~ (MacOBHU KOHTpPAapeBOTYLMO-
HApHU TOKpeT y XpBaTcKoj, 1970-71) 1 noajenHako 6MPOKPATCKO YKIamamwe ~TeXHO-Inbepat-
Hor” pykoBopcTBa y Xpsarckoj, Cpbuju u Crosenuju (1971), cripedmnu €y COLMjamMUCTUIKY
KOH(POHTALM]y Koja je MOITIa Ia MMa MaCOBHM JAPYLITBEHNU edeKar 1 MOK/A je MOIIa Y KPajiboj
JIMHUjK Ja crpedn GalICcOUIHe HAl[OHAIM3Me KaCHIX O0CaMJIeCeTUX 1 [ieBefieCeTUX.
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HUX cy6jexaTa yrOBOPHUM OJHOCHMA. YTOBOPHM CHCTEM je CaMO IPEHOCHO TP)KMII-
HO TeHepucaHe Heje[HaKOCTY M MOHOIIONE y MJMOM ,CaMOYIIPaBHUX CIOpasyMma’, U
360r Tora Hije 6110 y CTamby a CIIpedy X1jepapXmjcky GpparMeHTaLujy jyroc/ioBeHCKOr
eKOHOMCKOT ITPOCTOPa YK Tofiernie jyT/ceBep, U MOMUTUIKO pacTBapame y dpeyne Ha-
LMOHATHNX IOJIUTUYKMUX U UAeOIOMKNX 61upokparuja. Hapounto yroBopuu cucrem
HJje MOTao Jia IMOAPKY 6110 KaKBo (eilepaHO IIaHMpalbe IIPUBPefie U APYLITBEHOT
pasBoja.

ITop IPUTMCKOM MHCTUTYLMja Io6GanHOr KanuTama,>! Koju je 3axTeBao pecray-
paLujy KanuTanmu3Ma, HallMOHa/IHe [OJINTUYKe OUpOKparuje, Koje Cy MOfp)Kaie BPXOB-
He MeHallepcKe ,TeXHOKpaTnje’, mpuberie cy amapaTuMa Koje Cy KOHTpO/Ucane Of ca-
MOT ITOYeTKa jyrOC/IOBEHCKOT COLMjannaMa: fpxKaBi. ,CaBe3 pecraypaiuje” CTBApHO ce
€acTojao off JOMUHAHTHMX TPyIa Koje Cy ce CTBOpMIe TOKOM IIPOTEK/INX JelleHNja: Mo-
UTHYKe OMPOKpaTHje, BPXOBHE MEHAIIEPCKe ,, TeXHOKpaTuje”, 61POKpaTuje ieoIOMKIX
amapara (,,KynarypHe” 6upokpatuje).?

MebytnM, caBes pecTaypaljje Hije MOTrao Ja Ce HEIOCPEeNHO KOHCTUTYMINE Y
Brafajyhy ximacy, y xanmrammctudky xmacy. Omrydyjyhu memaTHux xoju je obesbe-
[YO TIPBOOMTHE yC/IOBe 3a pecTaypalyjy, Tj. TUMKBUJALMY APYIITBEHOT BIACHUIITBA,
Oura je momMTUYKa OMPOKpaTHja, HMOLITO je OHAa KOHTPOJMCANa Ap>KaBHY amapat. Ilo-
mmTnaKe Oupokparuje, caga Beh dparMeHTHCaHe Ny MuMHMja eepanHuX pemy6mm-
Ka, Y CBOM IIOC/IE[IlbeM 3ajeTHNYKOM aKTy TOHOBO Cy apTHKY/NCAJe jyrOCIOBEHCKU
COLIMja/IMCTHYKN YCTaBHM CUCTEM Y KOHITIOMepaT Oy p>KoacKMX Haluja-fp)kaBa (yCTaBHU
amaHpMaHu 13 1988), 1 ocTaBuIM Cy ApXKaBe fia IpencTaBbajy GyHKumjy [njemonTa.?®
Y opcyTHOCTHM HaloHaTHe Oy pyKoasuje, GMBIIe COLMjaTNCTUUKe PEITyOINKe, peapTUKYy-
nucaHe y Oyp>koacke Haliyje Ap)KaBe Off CTpaHe HallMOHAIHMX 6 pOKpaTuja, CIpoBerie Cy

24y okBupYy IpeHayBaHe Jy)KHUUKe KpK3e, JyrociaBuja je pefosHo mahama gyr; Mapkosnhesa
BJIaJia je 3ayCTaBU/Ia MHQIALV)Y UTS,

25 Bepa Bparyma muie o (I101UTH4KOj) GUPOKPATUj) ¥ TEXHOKPATHUjU KA0 O IIABHUMM (ppaKijyjama
pecTayparoHor caBesa. OHa UCTI4Ye [a Cy ce KOMIIOHEHTe PecTaypaTOPCKOr CaBe3a CaCTaB/baie
Bell TOKOM jYTOC/IOBEHCKOT MOCT-KAIMTA/IMCTIYKOL MEepMOfa, Halafajyhu TeMe/b jyroCIOBEHCKOT
colyjanyu3Ma — APYLITBEHO BIACHUIITBO: ~ [eXHOKpATCKa (paKiinja K/race KOIeKTUBHIX MM TPYIIHIUX
BJIACHIMKA OCHOBHIIX CPEfiCTaBa 3a IIPOM3BORY U pasMeHY (IMPeKTOpY BeNMKuX mpenyseha, Kynryp-
HIX, 00pa3oBHUX ¥ MeNMjcKux Kyha) Hajipeqy3sMMbMBUjI fefoBM 6upokparcke dpakumje (pyko-
BOJMOLIM Y IIAPTHUjCKUM 1 IPXKABHMM arapaTiMa (efeparHixX peryoika, ayTOHOMHIX IIOKpajiHa
U OIIITHHA) U BVXOBI MCOIOLIKY IPENCTABHILIN, Ie/IOBM BUCOKO 0OpasoBaHe CUTHe Oypskoasije
[...] cy cBe Bullle KPUTUKOBA/IM HABOGHY MPALMOHAIHOCT 'CBaulje 1 HudMje' IPYIUITBEHe CBOjIHE.
(Vratusa, 2012).

26 ”Pynkumja [InjeMoHTa” y UTAIMjaHCKOM Vjenumbery Risorgimento je pynkumnja ‘Bragajyhe kma-
ce'.[...] IInjeMoHT je MMao GYHKIHUjy Koja MOXKe, U3 ofpeheHNX yI/IoBa, a ce YIIOpeay ca yIoroM
mapTuje, Tj. pykoBopeher oco6/pa Heke APyITBeHe IpyIe |...]: ca JOIIYHCKOM LIPTOM fia je To 6ya
y cTBapu [Ip>kaBa, ca apMujoM, JUIUIOMaTCKoM crys>k6om, nth.” (Gramsci, 1971, p. 286) — Kapnoc
Tonsanec Bunma (Gonzélez Villa, 2017) je ananusnupao ofrosope Biagajyhux rpymna y CroBeHuju Ha
nporecte 2012. 1 3a BpeMe MUrpaHTcKe Kpuse 2015 — 2016. Kao “IIacuBHY peBONYLHjy , TTI€ je CIIo-
BeHayKa JIp)KaBa Ipeysena ~TIMjeMOHTCKY QYHKIMjy~ 3aMeHe 3a OJCYTHOCT JIOKaHe Baamajyhe
K/Iace — Ja 6UX Cyrepucao fia Cy CBe IOCT-jyrOCTIOBEHCKe Oyp)koacke Halluje Ap>KaBe Ofurpase
“IMjeMOHTCKY QYHKIMjy’, 3aTO LITO Y TOM MCTOPMjCKOM MOMEHTY, Hlfje II0CTOjala HalMiOHaTHA
Oyp>koasuja a moBefie aHTU-COLMjaTUCTIIKY KOHTPapeBOMYLjy.
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pecTaypaijy KanuTamsMa IyTeM ApykaBHe mpuHyzne.?” IIpsu unH GypsKOacKux gpKa-
Ba y OBOM CMepy OMJIO je YKMame [PYLUITBEHOT BIACHUIITBA, IberoBa TPAHCIIO3ULMja Y
IP>KaBHY CBOjUHY — KOja je YCKOPO IPeNyNITeHa JeHAMOHAIM3ALjI Y TPUBATU3 ALV,

MuIMTaHTHM HallMOHA/MM3aM, 4njy dabpukalujy cy HalMOHAIHe IOIUTUYKe O1-
POKpaTuje ImoBepuie UAEOMOMKIM OupoKpaTrjama, 6mia je mobwmnuryha ugeonoruja
U TONMUTHYKA TIOAPIIKA 33 OFIydyjyhy omepaiujy pecTaypanuje KanmuTaansMa — ycIo-
cTaB/bambe OyprKoacke Hauuje-fp>xase. II0HOBO, jyroc/ioBeHCKa KpUTHYKA JIEBUIIA je He-
afiekBaTHO ofiroBopua. OHa je TpeTypasia HalOHAIM3aM Kao YMCTO MJe0MOIKN (HeHOo-
MEH, Kao BPCTY MEHTA/IHe IeBUjaliyje, a He KaO MeXaHNM3aM MHTePIIeIalije MaTepyjaTHOT
HOCTOjakba NJe0Nor1je y 6yprKoackoj Haluju-p>KaBM y IIPOLieCy pasaparba CoLyjanusMa
U MHCTUTYIMOHAMM3aIMje TTepydepHOT KanuTanmu3ma.

AxryenHoct Manugecitia

[Tocroju, MehyTum, Tema y Manudgeciiiy koja Tpeba fa ce mpodnTa MHOTO TAXK/bUBHjE,
1 KOjy 61 Tpebario fa mpounTajy CBU Koju ce cafa 6ope 3a 6yayhnoct counjanmusma. To je
MCTOPUjCKA U CTPYKTYpHA HO3uLMja Kojy MaHnudgecili Tpenopydyje Ka0 KOHCTUTYTUBHY
32 HOBOT MCTOPUjCKOT fIe/IaTHMKA KOjer ¥IMa HaMepy fia yBefle: KOMYHIUCTe.

Y nornasiby ,,IIponerepu 1 KOMYHUCTH , OHO IITO je PEYEHO USPUYUTO O KOMYHMU-
CTMMa U OHO IITO je IPeTIIOCTaB/beHO U3PUINTIM TeKCTOM, YKasyje Ha ofnydyjyhe mpo-
6rmeMe Koju IO cafia HUCY IpeBasubeHN y aHTUKAMMTATMCTUIKAM PEBOTYLMOHAPHIM
MIOKpPeTUMa.

Cranosuinre: ,,KoMyHMCTH He IpefcTaB/bajy MOCeOHY MapTHjy CYIpPOTCTaB/bEHY
APYIUM IapTyjaMa pajHUIKe Kaace.

[TpermocraBKa: aHTUKANUTAIUCTUYM TIOKPETH y/ase Ha MICTOPUjCKY CLiEHY Y IUTy-
pay.

CraHoBMIITE: KOMYHUCTI HUCY TTOCe6HA MAPTHUja, OHU CY aKTUBHM Y CBUM IUTypal-
HMM OO/IMIVIMa aHTUKAIINTaIMCTUYKOT TTOKPeTa.

»OHI HEMajy MHepece OJiBOjeHe Off ¥ U3JBOjeHe Off OHMX IpOJIeTapyujaTa Kao Ieu-
He”

IIpermocTaBKa: MHTEPeCH ,IIpO/IeTapyjaTa Kao LelnHe” HUCY caMi 1o cebu oun-
IJIE[HY; Y CBOjOj CIIOHTAHOCTH, KOHKPETHE UCTOpHUjcKe 60pbe cy mocebHe U HICY HY>KHO
Y CKJIafly ca MHTepecuMa ,IIpoJieTapujaTa Kao LielnHe .

CraHoBMIITE: KOMYHUCTI TeXe Jia y4MHe CBOje MIHTepece ,OHMMa IIpoJieTapujaTa
Kao LenuHe’. Y HaCTaBKy, CyTepUCaHO je /ja KOMYHNUCTH ,,jaCHO Pa3yMejy TOK, YC/IOBe, 1
Kpajibe pe3y/Tare IPOIETePCKOT IIOKpeTa’, 3aTO LITO Ce aHTaXYjy Y TEOPUjCKOM pafly fia
Ou CTUI/IN [I0 OBOT pa3yMeBakba.

27 [onmTudke 6upokparnuje, pparmeHTrCaHe KaKBe Cy OIe, yjeyiHIIE CY e 3a CBOjy 1aby/ioBY Iec-
My. Kpajm1 ygapall mpoTHB jyroC/IOBEHCKOT colMjammuaMa: ~[...] I/TaBHY KOTEKTUBHM Ie/TaTHULIN,
3aMHTEPECOBAHM 33 TPAH3UIIN)Y y CMEPY JJOBPIlEha pecTaypalyije KanuTaaUMCTUIKUX OJTHOCA, Ha-
CTaBIJIM CY CBOjy 3aKOHOIaBHY aKTMBHOCT, 3a1odeTy [demepannum] 3akoHoM o mpenysehnma
u3 1988. [...] ITocnenma jyrocmoBeHcKa caBe3Ha Biaja [...] mpumpemua je 3aKOH O IIPOMeTY U
HOCTYIIKY [IpeTBapama JPYIITBEHe CBOjIHE Y ipyre 06/uKe cBOjuHe 1989, KOji je [OHET y3 Heke
amaHziMaHe off crpane CaBesHe cKymuITiHe aBycra 1990 (Vratusa, 2012).
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.Y HalMOHAMTHUM O6opbama ImposeTapujata pasIndnTUX 3eMasba, [KOMYHUCTH] yc-
TUYY U JIOHOCE y IIPBU IUIaH 3ajefHIIKE MHTepece LIe/IOKYIHOT IIPOo/ieTapyjaTa, He3aBu-
CHO Of] CBaKe HallIOHAJIHOCTU.

[IpernocraBKa: y CBOjOj CHOHTAHOCTH, IIPOJIETEPCKYU IOKPETHU Cy pparMeHTUCAaHN
Y OKBUPY HallMOHa/NHMX 60pOu. Y MojeyHauHNM HallMOHATHUM 60p6aMa, ,3ajeJHIYKI
MHTepecH LIeJIOKYIIHOT IpoJieTapujaTa’ HUCY HY’)KHO Ha BPXY JJHEBHOT Pefia, OHJM MOTY
YaK fla TIOTIYHO HEJOCTajy Y HEIOCPeNHUM IinjbeBUMa 60pbe. MehyTum, mponerepckn
HOKpeT MOoXe Jia Oy/ie je/l1HO IHTepHALMOHAJIaH, PeBOTYLOHAPHI IIOKPET je I7106aaH.

»Y pasmmuntuM Qasama pasBoja Kpo3 Koje 6opba pajHmMuKe Kiace MpoTus Oyp-
JKoasuje Mopa fa npobe, [KOMYHUCTH] yBeK M CBYT/e IIpeficTaB/bajy MHTepece IOKpeTa
Kao LiefmHe.”

ITpernocraBke: ¢pparMeHTIICaHe 60pOe pagHUX JBYRU MMaAjy pasiuduTe UCTOPUjCcKe
TEMITOPATHOCTH. Y Pas/M4nTIM HALMOHATHYUM CUTYalMjaMa, OHV IPUIIA/IAjy Pasiman-
TVM MCTOPUjCKMM MoMeHTHMa. Kao mociennia rora, mapuujantae 60p6e pajHuX byan He
MOy fa Oyny ,,CMHXPOHM30BaHe , jOII Malbe 00IMKOBaHe 10 McToM obpacuy. MehyTum,
HEOIIXO/JHO je Ja ce MapTUKy/IapHe 60pbe OpraHusyjy rpema ,,IHTepecuMa ITOKpeTa Kao
LielHe, ¥ OPUjEeHTHIIY Ce Ha 3ajefHUYKe LM/beBe.

»Hemnocpenuu 1jup KoOMyHucra je [...] popMupame mponerapujaTa y Kiacy.

IIpeTnocTaBKe: y CBOjOj HEIIOCPEHOj CBAKOAHEBHO] €T3UCTEHIUjH, PaJHU JbYAN He
¢dbopmupajy knacy. PopMupame npoerapujaTa y KIacy je MOMUTUYKY 3aJaTaK U TIOJHN-
TUYKO HOoCTUrHYhe Koju ImpoeTepcka KnacHa 60pba Mopa CTaIHO Ja PeIpopyKyje.

OBy nocnenmy TeMy je KacHUje Ipey3eo jefaH UTaINjaHCKM CUHAMKAINCTA KOjU je
IpaBKo pasnuky usMmeby ,TeXHMYKOr cacTaBa pajjHe cHare” (HEIOCPETHO IIOCTOjarbe
pafiHUKa IIOf KaIMTaZoM) M ,CacTaBa pajHMYKe Kiace® — pesynrara IOMUTUY-
Ke camoopraHmsanyje. PasnmkoBame usmely HemocpegHor yTmijaja Ha pajHy CHa-
Ty, CyIICyMIIIYje pafia Iof, KaluTaj, C jeflHe CTpaHe, ¥ CaMOOpTaHM3allje pajiHe CHa-
re y peBOMYLMOHAPHY K/Iacy, C APYTe, II0CeOHO je BaKHA y CaBPeMEHOM KaIlNMTaaU3MYy.
OpraHusanyja IpousBOfbe y CaBpeMEeHOM KaluTann3My gpparMeHTHpa poussobade Ha
CTIOXKeHe ¥ pasHOBPCHe HaunHe, HaMehyhnu Ha oBaj HauMH moce6aH caBpeMeHM APYIIT-
BeHM cacTaB papHe cHare (Moc¢nik, 2011) Koju je MCTOBpeMEHO HeHOCpenHM OOIMK
nopsobemwa pajia Moyl KamuTaa 1 MOhHa Ipemnpeka caMOOPraHU3aIMjU PaJHIUKe KIIace.

3agaTak KOMYHMCTA je yPTeHTaH caja Kao LITo je 6110 1 1848: jenuHo Tpeba fa unra-
Mo MaHugeciii — Kao IIOACETHUK MPOTUB I10jeHOCTAB/bUBAba, KA0 PYKOBOJCTBO ITpeMa
MOMUTIYKOj aKIVjU U TeOPUjCKOj pedeKcujiL.
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