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HEYCIIEX YJEOUIBbEHUNX HAIIMJA 1 EBPOIICKE YHUJE
Y JEMOKPATU3ADOUIN 1 CTABMIN3ADNNU JINBUJE

AIICTPAKT

Pap ncrpaxyje Heycnex Hacrojaka YH n EV ma nemokparusyjy u cradu-
nmu3yjy JIndujy HaxoH mpomeHe pexxuma 2011. rogune. Jako cy paHo moppsxae
IeMOKpPATCKy TPaH3UIUjy, ode opraHusanmje Op3o cy yCBOjuIe IPUCTYII He-
Melllama, JonpruHocehn Komamncy gp>xaBHe BTaCTY U YCIIOHY KOHKYPEHTCKUX
upeHTNTeTa 1 de3deqHOCHMX akTepa. Kopncrehu KOHCTPYKTMBUCTUYKI OKBYP,
KOj!1 YK/byUyje OHTOJIOLIKY U IPYLITBeHY de30e{HOCT, paji TBPAY [ OAE/beHOCT
JIndmje mpousnasy U3 HEMOCTOjakba je[MHCTBEHOT HAIVIOHATHOT U/IEHTUTETa U
HeycIexa y M3rpajiiby 3ajeJHMYKOT MOIMTUYIKOT HapaTuBa. ITokasaso ce fa je y
3eMJ/bJ y K0jOj je UTEHTUTET IT0CTA0 Be3aH 3a IO HAI[MIOHA/IHE 3aje[HULIE, a He
3a LIEHTPA/IHY Hal[Ujy U Ip>KaBy Koja du Oua leH BPXOBHU ayTOPUTET, CII0/ba
HaMeTHYTa JleMOKpaTH3alnja, de3 TOKaTHOT JIETUTMMTeTa, Heofpxusa. [Ipa-
hemeM mpolieca n aHaNMM30M JJOKyMeHaTa, CTY/Vja II0Ka3yje KaKo je HelloC/IeTHO
aHTa)koBame MehyHapogHUX aKkTepa, y KOMOMHAIIM)I Ca YHYTPAIIBIM NOfielaMa
UIEHTUTETa ¥ HEJOCTaTKOM CIIPEMHOCTH 32 IeMOKPaTHU3alyjy, JOBENIO IO IyTro-
pOYHE HECUTYPHOCTH 1 TIOfie/beHOCTH. PesynTaTtu ncTudy ja ;eMoKpaTusanmja
de3 OCHOBHMX yC/IOBa, K0 IITO CY ITUTUMMUTET LIEHTPATHUX BIaCTU U HAI[MO-
HaJTHa KOXe3Mja, MOXe JOBECTH [0 MOTOpIIaha HeCTaOMITHOCTY YMECTO IO Hhe-
HOT pelllaBamba, HoCedHO Kajja ce HeCIpeMHOM CTaHOBHMIITBY HaMehe criosba,
HEMOTIIYHO U HefIOCTIEHO.

K/bYYHE PEYMN: nemokpaTu3sanuja, MHTepBeHLIVja, cTadunmnsanuja, 13-
rpajilba MUPA, COLMjaTHa 0e30eHOCT, MEHTUTET, KOHCTPYKTUBU3aM.
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1. YBog

JemaH op rmaBHMX HpodneMa MehyHaponHe de38eHOCTHM y HaHAIIbEM CBe-
Ty jecTe fyroTpajHa u Tekyha desdemnocHa kpusa y JIuduju, xoja je yspox ma-
KpOpernoHaaHe HecTadMIHOCTY 1 HecurypHocTu. OBaj pajj oKyuIasa gydsbe
Ia pa3yMe pasjiore HeycIlexa yCIIoCTaB/bama cTadumHe de3defHOCHe cuTyanmje
y JIndujn anannsom ynore kojy cy YH u EY nmane y rome. Ose gBe mehyHapon-
He OpraHusalnuje due cy BeoMa yK/bydeHe Y IPOMEHY peXKuMa U MOApKaje Cy
Ha ITOYeTKY U3Tpa/iiby HOBe Ip)KaBe I IeHy JeMokpaTtusanyjy. Mebytum, Hakon
HOYeTHe MHTepBeHIMje, 00e Cy MMajie BeOMa OTpaHIYeHY YJIOTY y AellaBambiuMa
KOja Cy yc/iefiuiaa HAKOH IIpoMeHe pexkumMa. To je jorpuHesno Heycexy JleMOoKpa-
THU3alje KOjy Cy 3aIouerie, IITO je IIOTOM JIOBEJIO 1 IO Heycliexa cTadunsaluje.
Pap ucrpaxxyje Kako Cy oBe iBe OpraHusaluje yruuajie Ha IOCTPEBOIYLIOHApP-
He Ipollece I Ha Le/IOKynHy cuTyanujy. Cmarpamo fa je nokymaj YH ma cunom
HO/ICTaKHe JIeMOKpAaTH3all1jy, a 3aTUM Jia HAIlyCTM IpojeKaT O1o HepasyMaH 1
7la je JOHEO BUIIle IITeTe Hero KOPUCTH, fIOK je ynora EY renepanno duma Beoma
orpaHMYeHa ¥ KOHTpanpoayktusHa. [Ipegycnosnu 3a neMokpatusanujy y JIndu-
ju dunm cy BeoMa orpaHMYeHM, JOK je CTAHOBHMIITBY HEJJOCTAjaslo jeMHCTBO
KaKo y IIOIJIe[ly CBOT MICHTUTETA U NAeHTUPUKAIMje Ca HOBUM IOCTPEBOTYLU-
OHAapHUM IIEHTPa/JTHUM BJIACTVIMA, TAKO U Y IPUXBaTalby VIV NHTEPECOBADY 32
IeMOKpaT13alnjy, HocedHO OHY Koja ce Hamehe criopa. JJa ducmo aHanm3upanm
OBaj Ipoljec, KOPUCTUMO MUPOK Teopujcku okBup. OH HaMm oMoryhasa fja nc-
Tpa)kMO NNUTarba UJEHTUTETA U 1Jieja, jep ce 3aCHMBA Ha KOHCTPYKTUBUCTIY-
KOj TeOpUjI U yK/bydyje HOBUje IIpUCTyIie de3deJHOCTH, Kao IITO Cy COoLiMjalTHa
VL OHTOJIOIIKA Oe30eHOCT.

Kopucruhu teopujcky ocHOBY, TBpAUMO Ja je ITTaBHU Pasjior 3a CTaJIHY He-
CUTYPHOCT HeYCIIeX y M3TPaby jefMHCTBEHOT TMOMjCKOT UAEHTUTeTa M CTaduI-
HOT HapaTuBa, Koju du 0de3denno de3demHoCHO OKpyxeme 3a cBe rpabhane. To
mro je Behu geo cranoBHMIITBA ofdanyo MehyHapogHu nudepanHo-IeMOKpar-
CKI MOJiefI, Kao ¥ TO HITO HMje YCIENIHO NpefCcTaB/beHa Ofjp>K1Ba alTepHaTIBa
u usrpahena meHTpanHa BIACT, KOjy OM 1Ie/IOKYITHO CTAHOBHMIITBO CMATpPasIo
JIETUTUMHOM, JIOBEJIO je 10 Aa/be PpparMeHTalMje CTAHOBHUIITBA, 1A YaK 1 JI0
CTBapama KOHKYPEHTCKUX APyLITaBa 1 0e30elHOCHNUX 3ajeHNIIA. AKO JbyJV Y
jeHOj 3eM/bM HEMA]jY jelMHCTBEHY VIEHTUTET, KOjI CTOjU 13a Ap>KaBe Kao LieH-
TpaJIHe B/IACTI, M aKO JJp>KaBY He BUJie KAo JIETUTYMHOT 3alITUTHIKA NHTepeca
cBux rpabhaHa, cBaKM IOKYIIIaj IpOMeHe HOMUTUYKOT (PYHKIMOHNCabha IP>KaBe,
IOIYT OHOT KPO3 IEMOKPATHU3aIL1jy, He MoKe ycreTu. CIMIHO TOMe, aKO CTaHOB-
HUIITBO He oceha fja ip>kaBa IITUTY MHTepece BUXOBe crelnduIHe 3ajeHIIIE,
Hehe ce ocehaTy MHTErpUCaHNM y IIEHTPATHY HAIIOHA/IHU MAEeHTUTeT HUTH he
ocehatn mojanHOCT mpema Ap>kaBu. Pax aHanmsmpa 1eo mepuoy, off peBomyIu-
je ma o maHac u odyxBata cnefehe 1ennHe: IpBoO, HAT je MpeTe TUTepaType
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0 TEOPMjCKMM OCHOBaMa J OIlpaBfiarbliiMa IIpolieca NeMOKpPaTu3aliyja, a 3aTuM
Iper/ie]i TUTepaType o MMOMjCKOj KPU3Y U MOKYIIajy AeMOKpaTusanuje. To Ham
omoryhaBa yBuj y jocafaliilba Hay4Ha TyMaderba Kpi3e U Pasora KOHTMHYMpa-
HOT IIoropiuama curyanuje. Hakon tora, y pagy npefcTaBbaMo CBOj TEOPUjCKI
HNPUCTYI U [ajeMO OKBUP 32 HOBa 0djallllbema, Y KOji CMELITaMO eMIIVPIjCKY
aHa/M3y Ipoleca Koju IMOKylaBaMo fga pasymemo. Ha xpajy, nssenene nanase
ynopebyjemo ca mocraB/beHUM TEOPUjCKUM OKBUPOM.

2. leMOKpaTu3anuja y TEOpUju 1 IPAKCH, KaO 11 Y KOHTEKCTY

JleMokpaTu3anuja je cIoXkKeH MIMPOKO MCTPakeH Npoliec, 1ma hemo ce ospe
¢doxycuparu Ha mperief odjallmberba HAMETHYTe IeMOKpaTu3alnje y pernoxy
bnuckor ncroka. [la du cam nmpouec GpyHKImonncao, bepHen Hanomume fja ra
MOpa IPaTUTY MOJePHM3a1Mja Koja 01 OTpaHNMYNIIa JleTIOBatbe eTHOPE/IUTMCKIX
daxTopa Ha mommTuKy. OH Taxkohe yrmosopasa fa ce ;eMOKpPATM3aIiyja MOXKe TaKO
3ayCTAaBUTM VIV IIOHVMIITUTY OHJA KaJja IeMOKPATCKy n3adpaHa BIajja KOPUCTU
HecTadyIaH ¥ HeKOHCO/IM/IOBaH CUCTEM Jia IOHNUIITY HOBOHACTAITY JeMOKPATH]jy
(Burnell, 2013). MyH ce cma>ke ca 0BUM MUIIbeweM, TBpaehn ma nsdopu Hucy jep-
HaKJ IeMOKPATHju, jep KOHCONMMAALja 3aXTeBa BpeMe U CTad1IHO de3defHOCHO
OKpY>Kembe, y KOM CTAHOBHMIITBO MOXKe Pa3BUTH JleMOKpaTcke HaBuke (Moon,
2009). Exreprnaju u I'pur uctTudy npeayciobe HeOIIXOHE 3a IeMOKPATCKY Pa3Boj,
nocedHo conmoexonoMcke (Enterline and Greig, 2008), 11To je apryMeHT Ha KOM
u [TireBOpCcKM 3acHMBA CBOjY TBPAIbY fla IeMOKpaTuje uMajy Behe maHce fa rnpe-
JKVUBe y eKOHOMCKY pasBujeHnM 3emspama (Przeworski, 2000). Jour jenan BaxkaH
YCTIOB 32 IeMOKPATM3al/jy jecTe IIOCTOjarbe MOIUTUIKOT JIETUTUMMUTETA, KOjU je
pesynTaT UCTOPMjCKMX OKOTHOCTH, KaKO je JIMIceT IpuMeTHO Y TEME/bHOM TEKCTY
0 JIeMOKpaTckoj Teopuju. IlomTo pernon xkapakrepuiie MUCTOPUjCKM HElOCTATaK
IeMOKpaTuje 1 IyTOrOfIIIbY IIePCOHANMN30BaHN ayTopuTapHu pexxumu (Lipset,
1959), HuCy moOCTOjaMM jaKy MPeyCI0BY 3a ycnex mpoeca y JInduju.

Kapa je ped o ekoHOMCKOM pa3Bojy JInduje kao npeaycnoBy 3a leMOKpaTu3a-
111jy, MoxkeMo pehiu fja oHa mpuraza TUIy p>KaBe Koja BehmHy cBojux mpuxopa
ocTBapyje npopajom Hagre. Poc ykasyje Ha To a je HaTHO OraTCTBO AVPEKT-
HO II0BE3aHO Ca HeJJOCTaTKOM JileMOKpaTlije, jep TaKBe ip)kaBe He 3aBlce Off I10-
pesa Kao MPpMMapHOT M3BOpa IIPUXO/ia, 1A CTOTA MMajy OrpaHuMdeHy norpedy aa
dyny ongrosopue npema rpahanuma (Ross, 2001). Pernony renepanto HefocTaje
IIeMOKpaTyja. Y WbeMy [0CTOje HeIMHeapHN IIpollecy Tndepannsaiije TOKOM
BPEMEHa, a CTAadM/IHOCT HeroBUX PeKMMa OfIp>KaBa ce He CaMo pernpecujoM Beh
Y KOONTHPameM CTAHOBHUIITBA YCIIOCTAB/babeM K/IMjeHTeTMCTUYKOT CICTeMa
(Albrecht and Schlumberger, 2004). ITonuTtnuke c1odofe y pernoHy Cy BpeMeHOM
Has3ajjoBae, a pKaBe Koje (GOopMaTHO MMajy HeKM OO/MK JIeMOKpaTuje 3a1paBo
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CY HeleMOKPATCKe, jep je CTaHOBHUIITBO JENONINTI30BAHO 1 M3/I0’KEHO Pelpecu-
ju, jok cy mHCTHTYIMje noapehene kmjeHTemcTakuM nHTepecnma (Goldstone,
2011). Liwpxep nctude fa ip>kaBe y perMOHY FeHepaTHO KapaKTepuIlle BICOK CTe-
TIeH KOpYIINje, Kao 1 CTpax Baajajyhux enmTa of ryOuTKa BIacTH yCIen 1eMo-
Kparusanyje (Ziircher, 2018), mto cTBapa CyMOpHY CIMKY, ¥ KOjOj ieMOKpartuja
HIje HJI MHOTO IIO)Ke/bHA HU OfP>KMBa y pernony. Kao mrto je JInncer gaBHo ucra-
Kao, IeMOKpaTHja Mopa Jla OfiroBapa BpeflHOCTIMa cTaHoBHMIITBA (Lipset, 1959),
mwto [TmeBopcky v JIMMOHTM HaIONy Y]y TBPAHOM Ja APYIITBO Tpeda aa dyme
MofepHM30BaHO 1 ypdanusoBaHo (Przeworski and Limongi, 2018). OBo fopaTHO
yuBpinhyje CyMmby y Of[pKMBOCT IeMOKpaTHje y pernony, a noceduo y JIndujn.

Cama fieMoKpaTusanuja npeficTaB/ba [yTOpoYaH ¥ KOMIUIMKOBAH MIPOIEC, a
y ciny4ajy JInduje oHa je HaMeTHYTa CII0/ba, ILITO je MOTOpLIaNo cutyanujy. Te-
OPMjCKO OIpaBIame 3a HAMETHYTY IMOepaHy AeMOKpaTU3aliyjy 3aCHOBAHO je
Ha M1depa/THOM MHCTUTYLMOHAIN3MY, ITI0OCeOHO Ha JIEMOKPATCKOj TEOPMjU MMPA.
Y ToMm cMucny, @paHIIeT Harjalapa ja yHyTap nndepanyusmMa IoCToju eTH4Ka
TeH3Mja u3Meby momroBamwa Ap)KaBHOT CyBepeHNUTeTa 1 3allITUTE IIpaBa Ioje-
nunana (Franceschet, 1999), nok Xobman TBpau fa ce mudepanmsam u jeMOKpa-
TIja CyIPOTCTaB/bajy TUPAHU)U U aTPECU]jI, IIPU YEMY JIaje IPUOPUTET JbY ACKUM
npaByuMa y ofHocy Ha cyBepenutet (Hoffmann, 1995). OBu aprymenTn ciuyxe
Kao OCHOB 32 OIIpaB/lalbe MHTEPBEHIIMOHN3MA Y NMe ieMoKpartuje. [Jojn Tako
OTBOPEHO TBPAM 14, AKO Y HEKOj HeNMndepamHoj ApKaBy He IIOCTOj MONMUTHIKA
3aCTYI/bEHOCT, IndepasHe p>KaBe je MOTY CMAaTpaTy HeIeTUTUMHIM CYOjeKTOM,
ma Ou y TOM CIIy4ajy OHe MOTJIe cedM IaTy 3a PABO Jja MHTEPBEHNIIY Pafiy YCIIO-
craB/bama geMokparuje (Doyle, 1986). Mehytum, [Jayrc u MoHTeH OTKpunu cy
7la CTpaHe IIPOMeHe peXXMMa, Koje HaMehy JleMoKpaTuje reHepanTHO HIUCY IPON-
3BeJIe 3Ha4YajHe JEMOKPATCKe KOPUCTH I Jla YCIIeNIHA JeMOKpaTH3allja 3aBUCK
Off CTpaTeruje MHTEpBeHIUje, Kao 1 of foMahnx ycnoBa Koju Cy 3a by IIOBO/BHI
(Downes and Monten, 2013). YrBpheHo je fa jaka gp>kaBa IIpeicTaB/ba MPEIpeKy
3a Hacu/be M3Mehy pasnmmunTuX ApymTBEHNX I'PYTIA, Ay je MICTOBPEMEHO jefiHa
TpyIIa MOXKe KOPMCTUTH Ja BPLIM HACW/be HaJl PyTVIMa I 1a ICKJbydyje ofpehene
rpyte. CIM4HO TOMe, BepoBaTHIje je 1a he eMokpaTcke ap>kaBe moctuhm perie-
me y rpal)anckom pary, mocedHo oHla Kajia CyKod Huje 3aCHOBAH Ha UIEHTUTETY
U KaJia TIOCTOj! CIIOoJbHA MOfipIIKa MupoBHOM npornecy (Hartzell et al., 2001). Ha
OCHOBY OBOT'a MO>KEMO TBPAMTMU Jla Ce IeMOKpaTHja He MO>Ke YCIIeIIHO HaMeTHY-
TH, YaK HU CUJIOM, APKaBM KOja HUje CIIPeMHa YN IIpujeMunBa 3a wy. CIMuHO
TOMe, IpKaBu de3 feMokpaTuje drthe MHOTO Texe Ja pely CyKod Koju je 3acHO-
BaH Ha MJEHTUTETY, ocedHo de3 momohu MehyHnaponue 3ajeguue. Y JIuduju
je, cTora, TIIocTojasa Majla BepoBaTHoha 3a ycex JeMOKpaTu3alje, a HApOunuTo
300r HaylMHa Ha KOji je cripoBobeHa.

3aroBOPHUIIN OBe TEOpMje 3a/aXKy ce 3a MMdepaaHy IeMOKPATHjy Kao 3a
HOXe/bHUjU cHcTeM Koju ode3debyje Mup u capapmy, onpasgaBajyhn meHo
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HaMeTambe OYeKMBAaHUM KOPUCTUMA. AjkeHOepu KapaKTepulle mudepanHu je-
MOKPATCKI CHCTeM Kao CrcTeM ypebheH Ha mpaBuimnMa, Kojyi IIpOMOBHIIE CApATIby
3aCHOBAHY Ha je[JHAKOCTHU U PELUIIPOLUTETY, yCMEPEHY Ka Ha 000CTpaHOj KOpu-
cTy, Harmamasajyhn orBopeHoCcT TakBux cucrema. C 083mpoM Ha TO Ja cucreM
Taje IpMOPUTET JbYLCKMM IIpaByMa I OTBOPEHOCTY, OH HallOMIIbe Ia JprKaBe
II0Ka3yjy MHTepecoBame 3a OHO IITO ce felasa y ApyruM ap>kaama (Ikenberry,
2009). Keoxan 1 MapTuH Takobe MCTUYY PELUIIPOLIUTET I OTBOPEHOCT JIpXKaBa y
takBuM cucremnma (Keohan n Martin, 1995), a [lojn TBpAK fa TakaB cucTeM MMa
nanudukyjyhn epexar Ha gpkaBe, UCTOBpeMeHO HanoMumbyhn fa je Matbe Be-
poBatHo fia he eMokparcke p>kaBe paToBaTy IPOTUB CIMYHKX Apxasa (Doyle,
1986). MaxMmIaH 1je KOpax fia/be ¥ TBPAM Ja Cy 1udepasiHe Ap)KaBe FeHEPaTHO
cknonuje Mupy (Macmillan, 2004), Te cy cTora noxe/pHmju 3a MehyHapopHy cTa-
dumHocT. OBM apryMeHTH IOBe3Yjy IpejiokeHe KOPUCTH IeMOKpaTHje ca MjejoM
fla 1beHO HaMeTame MOo)Ke SUTY OoIpaBiaHO y MMe omuiTer fodpa. OBa TBpAmba
3aCHIBA Ce Ha TeOPMUj! AeMOKPATCKOT MIPA, KOja TBPAY a JeMOKpPATCKe [Jp>KaBe
HIICY MOTVBICAHe JIa paTyjy jefiHa IPOTUB ipyTe 300T 3ajefHNYKIX HOPMI, NH-
CTUTYLIMOHATHUX OTPaHMYeha 11 CTpaTeIlKor noHamama (Russett et al., 1995).
MebyTnM, 4ak ¥ leHM 3aTOBOPHUIM IIPU3HAjY A OBaj MUP He MOpPa HYXKHO fia
nocroju usmeby nmudepanunux u Henmudepanuux gpxasa (Doyle, 2005), nox OBen
TO IIPUIINCYje TBPABY Aa MdepaHe fp>KaBe BIje HelmndepaaHe Kao HelpesiBu-
IIMBe 1 OTIaCHe, jep HeMajy KOHTpoiry Haj, BraguHoM Mohn (Owen, 1994). Crora, y
OKBUPY nndepannsMa IOCTOj) TEOPUCKO ONIpaBIalbe 3a IeMOKPATU3aLV]jy IpKa-
Be pajiu cTBapama deadefHujer u npenBuasprBujer ceeta. OBa TeOpHja ce 4ecTo
KOPMCT) Kao apTyMeHT KaJja ce oIlpaBJiaBa MHTEPBEHI[MOHM3aM, TaKO Jla MOXe-
MO TBPJUTH Jia je OHa YMHIUIA OCHOBY pasmuubama Y H n EY y cinyu4ajy JIuduje.

3. Inbujcka Kpu3a U beHa Heyclena leMOKpaTu3anuja

VIHTepBeHIINja je mOBea IO MIPOMEHe PeXXKMMa, a ’beHU 3aTOBOPHUIIN CY Ce
Hajanu aa he goBecTn Ko 3aMeHe ayTOpMUTapHe BIACTY INOePaTHOM JJeMOKpPATH-
joM, urme du ce JInduju omoryhmo HoBY momTyky upgeHTUTeT. HakoH moveTHOT
OIITMMM3Ma, HeyCIIeX ip>KaBHe B/IACTY U CITadOCT LieHTpasIHe ByIajie JOBEM CY 0
dopMupama pasHUX OPY>KaHUX IPyIIa, IOBE3aHUX Ca 3ajeHMIIaMa Koje Cy UX
nopp>xasase. OBe IpyIie Cy ce CyIIpOTCTaB/bajle LIeHTPAHOj BJIACTY U JielIoBasIe
ayTOHOMHO, Oyayhu fa cy duiie Bulle Be3aHe 3a CBOje perMOHAIHe MEHTUTETe
Hero 3a HanoHanHy (McQuinn, 2013). MiHTepBeH1Mja je olrpaBaHa IoTpedoM ja
ce LMBMIHO CTAHOBHUIITBO 3aLITUTH YK/IabhakbeM HaCU/IHOT ayTOPUTAPHOT pe-
XKVIMA, YMMe CY IIOCTaB/beHN) CHa)KHU HOPMATUBHI 3aXTeBU CBakoj Oyayhoj Bia-
ny. HakoH 1mITO je ayTOpUTapHa BIajja YKIOWkEHa, O)KMBeJIa Cy HOTUCHYTA Pern-
OHaJIHA I €THOPE/IUTHjCKA PUBAJICTBA, JOK CY PA3INUUTE IPYIIe Ca BUILECTPYKUM
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UJIeHTUTETIMA HAaCTOjasle Ia OCBOje BJIACT Y YC/IOBMMA HeCTadMTHOCTY 1 HeMoryh-
HOCTH Jp>KaBe fja ucrnopyun desdegHoct. OBe rpyIe 3acHOBaHe Ha UICHTUTETY
uMaje cy pasmmante usnje OygyhHoctn J/Induje, a y HemocTaTky jake IieHTpanTHe
BJIACTH MOTJIe Cy ce MehycodHo TakMmunTy 3a somuHanujy (Randall, 2015). Pa-
CaHOTH YIO30paBa Jia I0CTOjalbe MHOLITBA MAeHTUTeTa y JInduju, mopme/peHnx
I/IEMEeHCKUM, eTHIYKIM U BePCKVM JIMHMjaMa, IPefiCTaB/ba BEINKY IIPEIPeKy
usrpagmy Hanyje. CMaTpa Aa je To IJIJaBHY Y3POK AYTOTPAjHOCTY U HACUTHOCTH
Buedpakyjckor rpahanckor para (Fasanotti, 2017). OBaj apryMeHT y CK/Iagy
je ca HalllMM KOHIIETITOM IIPMOPUTETA APYIITBeHe de3defHOCTH, Kao 1 ca TUM Ja
MHTepecU 3aCHOBAHM HA MJEHTUTETY IPUMAPHO YTUYY Ha IOMUTUYKe IIpoLiece.
JInduja ce cyoumsa He caMo ca MOMUTUYKNM 1 Oe30eTHOCHUM Kpu3aMa, Koje Cy
CIIpeunie KOHCONMMAALM)Y LIeHTpaIHe BIacTy, Beh u ca pparMeHTanujom u mo-
Jlapu3alujoM, Koje Cy cIpednie HaloHaaHo nomupewe (Hamada et al., 2020).
HaxoH mpomeHe pe>x1Ma, peTOpuKa y 3eM/b) II0CTasIa je YITTaBHOM paTodOpHa,
Y3 CHa)KaH yTHIIAj MUIMTAPU3Ma U HaCH/ba KaO CPeJICTBA 3a IOCTH3ambe LIN/ba.
Y xoMOMHanuju ca eheKTMBHOM JeLieHTPaIN3anMjoM 300r c1adocTu apxKase U
HopacTa JIOKaTHUX MWINIINja, TO je JOBEJIO JI0 OIIITe MInTapusanuje u deadef-
HOcHe gectadunusannje sembe (Raineri, 2019).

VHTepBeHujy cy npaTyay nokymaju EY ma mogpyxu cradunmsannjy semmbe,
jep je 30or cBoje dnusnHe dusta yrpokeHa permonannoM Hecradunnourhy. ITogp-
mka Kojy je EY mpyskana nentpannoj Bragu y Tpunonujy duia je ycMepeHa Ka
U3TPaJIby Ip>KaBe 1 cTadummaanuju 60e30eHOCTH, aji je O¥yIa OrpaHIYeHOT 0O1-
Ma n yrunaja (Battaglia, 2017). IIpema MaHpaty, mpuMapHu b Mucuje Y H duo
je cmpedaBame Hacu/ba Haj uyMBuanMa u odesdehnusame wuxose desdenHocT,
y CK/Iagy ca HopMoM ofrosopHocTy 3amrtute (Bellamy, 2011). Mebyrnm, Hakon
MHTepBeHIINje, Ha4uH cripoBohema Manara YH 13a3Bao je KOHTpoBep3e, MITO
je moBerno fo HenoBepemwa y CaseT. OBO je 104aTHO IOTOPIIAaNo CUTYallVjy HAKOH
CMeHe peXXVIMa, jep Cy Bberopa Iaxkma 1 yTuiaj dunm orpanndenn (Brockmeier et
al., 2016). Msrpanmwy mupa, cekyHaapan b Mucuje Y H, mogpxana je EY, koja
je M3Tpajby ApKaBe BUe/Ia Kao HEONIXOJaH Ipenyc/oB 3a To. Mebytum, EY jey
TOMe BIJIe/Ia M LIIAHCY Jja ce MO3NIIMIOHMPA Kao TeONOMNTIYKY AKTep KOja TPOMo-
suie mup (Battaglia, 2017). OBo je duma mpunmka ga EY Tectupa koxepeHTHOCT
CBOje CIIO/bHE TTOJINTHUKe, TOCTUTHYTY JIncadoHckuM criopazymoM. MehyTtum, Tasa
joul yBeK HMje II0CTOjaja jefMHCTBeHa clio/bHa monurtnuka EY. Muore gpxase EY
uMaje cy dumarepanHe ofHoce ca JIndujom, IITO je 3aXTeBaI0 OrPAaHUYEHMU U
OIIPE3HMjM IPUCTYIL, U JOBEJIO 10 Hec/arama yHyTap EY, koja cy je cipeuna ma
dyne epukacan de3degnocHnu akrep (Fabbrini, 2014). EBporncka yHnuja je mopa-
JIa ja pearyje Ha CUTyauujy 300T cBoje mocBeheHOCTV 3alITUTH JbYACKUX TIpa-
Ba, IIOCEQHO 3aTO IITO Ce HOPMATVBHO HUje IPOTUBI/IA MHTEPBEHIVjU IIPOTUB
ayTopurapHux nmuaepa (Stavridis, 2014). Crora, c1ad mpuctyn nsrpagmiu fpka-
Be I [eMOKpPATU3aI[Mji MOXKe MOTKOIIATY MPOILeC Off CAMOT IToYeTKa. YKOIMKO

52



Ypout [Tommapuh, Heyciiex Yjeguwenux nauuja u Eepoticke yHuje y gemokpamiuzayuju...

uHTepBeHuIyhe cue He op>Ke JOBO/BHO TPAH3UIM)Y Koja Tpeda fja ce pa3Buja
TOKOM MHTepBeHIyje, OHa he BepoBaTHO IMpOMACTH.

Heycnex nucturynnja ga odesdene 6e3degHOCT cTBOPHO je de3deHOCHM Ba-
KyYM, KOjU Cy MU/INIIVje UCKOPUCTHUIe, fenyjyhn npuspemeno un ad hoc. Mebhy-
TUM, Jenyjyhn 10KaaHoO, OBe I'pyIie Cy JOIpPUHeIe OIIITOj HECUTYPHOCTH Y 3e-
MJBM, jep Cy CIIeiMIe COICTBEeHe MHTepece ¥ 0ONIMKOBaJIe IONMUTUKY 3aCHOBAHY
Ha CBOM IIOTEHLIMjaTy Hacu/ba, yHanpehyjyhu ncrospemeno mnrepece sajefHu-
1a 13 Kojux cy npousanuie (Gaub, 2013). Penujepu onmncyje cutyanujy y kojoj
Cy ApYLITBEHe Ipylle IOfpKaBajie Hef[p>KaBHe HAOPY)KaHe aKTepe pajl jadyarmba
cBOje 0e3defHOCTI, a 1a IPUTOM HIICY OCHaXXKMBajle (hopMaHe BOjHE CTPYKType
np>xaBe. besdennoct je odesdehuBana HedopMaHoO, IITO je TOLPUTIO YIOTY fip-
XaBe Kao npyxaona deadegHocTu. VIHTepBeHIuja Kojy cy ogodpune YH duna je
jemaH Off y3pOKa OBaKBOT CTama. IbOM je YK/IOmbeH PeTXOTHM PEXIM, ali Ha-
KOH TOT'a Hifje yCIefyIa U3rpajiba Ap>KaBe WM MUPA, 9MMe je CTBOPEH IIPOCTOP
fa nodymeHnyKe Gppakimje IOKyLIajy fa monyHe BakyyM mohn (Raineri, 2019).
IIpenasHa Bnaga Huje ycrena Jja CTaBy pasandNTe €THUYKE U BEpCKe MUNNLINjE
II0J] CBOjy KOHTPOJTY, YMMe je pasINdUTIM payiKaJTHIM CHarama omoryhmia a
Ce yjeliMHe U fia 3aTUM YTUYY Ha MONUTHUKY, CYIIPOTCTaB/bajyhu ce leMokparTusa-
nuju n nentpanusanyju (Pack et al., 2017). 3dor orpaHndeHor MaHaTa 3a MHTep-
BeHLIM]jY, Mucuja Y H Huje Moria ja TIOMOTHe, a Y HeIOCTaTKY jaCHUX CMEpPHULA I
ycrer ¢pparmMeHTaluje 3eM/be, HOBe BIACTI HIUCY ycIiesie Aa odesdene GpyHKIMO-
Ha/IHy fieMokparujy. [locpenoBame YH Huje ycneno fa saycrasu rpahancku par
HUTH Ja CrIpeun apy pparmMentanujy JInduje, Tok cy ToKanHe CHare 3aCHOBaHe
Ha UJICHTUTETY JO0dWIe YaK U UJIeOIONIKY HOAPIIKY Off CyCeHUX Ap>aBa. MHora
HOApYyYja 3eM/be Iovesna Cy fa QYyHKIMOHUITY ay TOHOMHO, CAMOCTA/THO pelllaBa-
jyhu de3denHocHe mpodieMe, yI1aBHOM Ha OCHOBY JIOKQ/THUX I/IEMEHCKIX VJIeH-
tutera (Vericat and Hobrara, 2018). To je nogatHo ydp3ano pacnajame LieHTpaIHe
BJIACTY U C/1ad/berbe LieHTpaHOT naeHTuTera. [Ipe HoBe BlIacTy IOCTaB/beHa Cy
OYeKMBalba KOja Cy 3a BUX OMJIa IPEeBEIMKIM TepeT, C 003MPOM Ha JIOKA/THI KOH-
TEKCT, OIIITY HeCTaOM/THOCT U HETIOCTOjalbe CHaXKHOT HAI[MOHATHOT U/IeHTUTETA.

Cute Koje cy MHTepBeHMcane HUCY odekuBase aa he nohu no takse dpar-
MeHTalllje, 1a LeHTpaTHa BJIACT HIje MOI/Ia OUTH YCIIOCTaB/beHa YaK HU Y3 110-
Moh mMebyHapopHe 3ajemHMIIe, KOja je TOKOM IIPBYUX HEKOIMKO OAVHA IIOMara-
Na y uarpanmu gpkase u femokparusanuju (Friend, 2018). Hucy oyeknsaie fa
nokanHy aktepu Hehe Mohu mnu Hehe dutu cipemHnM f1a criefie BUXOBe caBeTe.
BapTy TBpAM fia Cy paHU HAIOPM Y AeMOKpPATHU3alMjyi MpoImau 300r cmadocTu
VMHCTUTYIMja ! EeHTPATHUX B/IACTH, KAO U 300T MONUTUYKOT PeBaHUIN3MA I
onopryHmsMma (Bartu, 2015). Merepucu Hanomusse fia EY Huje ycrena epukacHo
fla yTU4e Ha OBaj IIPOLieC, jep ce 1 fajbe dopuia Aa 0de3dey jefMHCTBEHY CII0/b-
HY nonmntuky. OZHOC IIpeMa IOCTPeBONTYIMOHAPHIM PeXXMMIMA 3aBICHO je Off
pasmmunTuX nHTepeca Bogehux ap>xasa EY, 1TO je ofaTHO OTexXaBasio mweHy
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CIIO/bHOTIONIUTUYKY KOHconupanujy. To jy je cipeunsio fa mpeny3me AUIIOMATCKe
aKIuje HeoIXxofjHe 3a edukacan yruuaj (Megerisi, 2020). Ctm4HO TOMe, MaHAAT
YH ytunao je Ha MHTepBeHLMjY U beHe pesynrare. Pesonynuja CaBeTa, KojoM
je omodpeHa ynorpeda BojHe cuie, MCK/by4uBaIa je MOIYAHOCT cTpaHe OKyIia-
nyje MMdMjcKe TepUTOpMje 1 dMla je CTPOro OrpaHMYeHa Ha 3alTUTY rpabana.
Y CaBery je HeJOCTajasIo jeAVHCTBO, IOK CY HAIIIOHATHY MHTepecy duim Ipu-
OpUTeT, LITO je Off CaMO IovYeTKa orpann4nio ynory mucuje (Keating, 2013). 13
OBOTa Ce MOJKe 3aK/bYYMTH JIa je C71ad AUIIIOMaTCKM yTuiaj MehyHapopHe 3ajen-
HMIIE CIIPeYNo KaKo NoTpedHe MOACTHIIAje, TAKO ¥ IPUHYIHE Mepe NoTpedHe 3a
CTadunm3anujy u IeMOKpaTU3aIujy 3eMsbe.

Heycnieno y cipoBobemy n3dopa 10Beo je 10 mofiesie KOHTpPOJIe Hajl 3eM/bOM
Ha J1Ba Jie/Ia, Ipu yeMy je IIpeacTaBHMYKY AOM (YMjM je MaHJAT MCTEKAO0) KOH-
TPOIICA0 UCTOK Y3 MOAPIIKY JIndujcke HaumoHanHe apmuje. [IpegcraBHMYKN
oM Tpornacuo je Brany HanyoHamHOT jeguHCTBA, GopMupany y3 mehynapop-
Hy nomoh y Tpumnonujy, HeIerMTUMHOM U ITOCTaBMO PUBAJICKY 3aXTEB 3a JIETV-
tumuret u3 benrasuja (Friend, 2015). Yjennpene Hanuje u EY HactaBuie cy ma
yTUYY Ha CTBapame jefMHCTBA KaKko 01 3eM/ba MOITIa ia n3abe us xpuse. Yetnpu
rofI¥He HAaKOH PEeBOMYIjNje jOIl yBeK Huje OMIo Hal[MOHATHOT jeiNHCTBa, a EY je
cMaTpara ja je To Moryhe moctuhu camo mojeniom BIacTy 1 JeMOKpPATU3aIijoM
(Toaldo, 2016). Kako cy nmokymaju yjennmemna 3eM/be KOHTMHYMPAHO IIpoOIaja-
M, TIOZIe/IA je eCKa/mmpasa y OTBOpeHM Cykod, mpu yemy je Ermmar noppskabao
Benrasu, ok je Typcka noppskapana Tpunonu. YjenumeHe HallMje yCIEIIHO CY
HIOCpefioBaJie y ToMe Jia ohe o mpeknpa BaTpe, ain MOTIYHN MUpP HUKAJa Hije
nocturHyt (Feuer, 2021). HakoH criopasyma o mpekupgy Barpe n3 2020. roguse,
YH cy ycrene fa MoMOTHY y yCIIOCTaB/balby KpaTKOpo4YHe Brape jeqnucraa 2021.
rofinHe, Koja je Mana Mehynaponny nogpuky (ICG, 2021). MehyTtnm, Bractu y
benrasujy HamycTuse cy je y poky of Hekonuko Mecenu (Unsmil, 2025). Bue
Off ielieHNje HAaKOH VIHTepBeHLyje, JInduja je manexo o MOMUTUYKOT jeAHCTBA
¥ Off 3ajeTHIYKOT HaI[MoHaTHOT npeHTuTera. lllTo dynme myske ocTajana noperne-
Ha Ha [iBa Be/IMKa JPYLITBa, Mama je BepoBaTHoha fja he ce moHOBO yjenuHMUTH.
To saxreBa eTa/bHMje MCOIUTUBabe caMor nponeca narepsennuje YH n EY, ys3
aHaJIM3y TOTa 3allITO je HAMETHYTa IeMOKpaTH3aliyja i U3rpajitba Mypa IIponara,
KaKo 01 ce IpeIoxuio Moryhe pereme.

4. Teopujcku MpucTyn

[Tonasehu ox Hamer aprymMeHTa ia HOMTUYKY MHTEPECH U TIOJINTHUKE Y BeJIV-
KOj MepM 3aBJCe Off IMTatba UJEHTUTETa, IPMXBaTaMo BeHTOB cTaB a cy 1nomnu-
TIYKe CTPYKType APYLITBEHE, 2 He MaTepyjaHe, Te 1a OHe OO/INKY]jy UIeHTUTETe,
MHTepece U MOHalIawe Ap>KaBa. OTHOCH 1 pasyMeBambe IOMUTUYKOT ,APYTor.
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4JHe OCHOB de30eIHOCTH, jep Cy Ap>KaBe IIPeBaCXONHO YIPOXKeHe NHTepecuMa
OPYTUX Ap)KaBa 3aCHOBAHUM Ha UIEHTUTETY, a He Ha MaTepUja/IHNM KaIaluTe-
tuma (Wendt, 1995). OBo je HeOIIXOIHO y3eTM y 003Up U IPUIMKOM pa3MaTpa-
wa MotuBanyje EY, na vak u YH, f1a nnTepBenuny kako du cradunmnsosane u
tTpaHcdopmucane JIndujy y cknasy ca cBojuM MHTepecuMa, alnu U y CKIagy ca
MHTepecrMa IPOTO-APKaBHMX 3aje[JHNUIIA, Koje Cy HacTase y JInduju HakoH pe-
BOMyLuje. BeHAT Takobhe TBpAM fia je MAGHTUTET Jp>KaBe MelIaB/HA YHYTpalllibe
¥l CIIOJbHE MOIMTHMKE, aIK Aa je GIynjaH 1 1a ce Mermha TOKOM MHTepaKIjyuje ca
npyruma (Wendt, 1994). To du JInduju nny mweHUM IOJHALMOHATHUM 3ajefIHN-
IjaMa OMOTyhmyio fja ce mpoMeHe Ha OCHOBY UCKYCTBa M MHTepakuuje. Xond fenn
OBO IVIe[IUIIITe, IPeMa KOjeM MHTePeCcH JIp>KaBa 3aBIce Off €BOTYMPamba BbIIXOBOT
MJEHTUTETA, a ULEHTUTETH Ce PENIPOAYKYjY M I10ja4aBajy y aKLjaMa Koje Cy MO-
ryhe camMo y MHTepCydjeKTMBHOM JpYIITBEHOM KOHTEKCTY. VIleHTnuTeT Impyxa
KOHTeKCT 1 omoryhasa Behy npegsua/puBocT y ogHocuMa usmely np>xasa nmm
3ajemHNMIA, 0dMMKyjyhu ce HenpectaHo Kpo3 akuujy u nurepakuyjy (Hopf, 1998),
1 YIIPaBO je 3aTO Ba)KHO /1A ipyKaBa MIMa PasyM/bUB 1 KOHCONM/IOBAH UIEHTUTET.

Dokycupajyhu ce Ha UJEHTUTET Y IIPaKCH Y BeTOBY KOHCTPYKIIVjy KPO3 HOP-
Me, MOXKeMo cMaTpatu fa cy Y H u EV noxyinane na nogpske nmporec feMoKpaTu-
sanuje /Iuduje yBohemwem u mpomosucameM onpeheHnx HopMu, WITO je moced-
HO 3HA4ajHO aKO Y BUAY MMaMo X0pMaHOB apryMeHT Jia HOpMe CHa)KHO YTUYY
He caMo Ha NOHaIame ApxaBe Beh 1 Ha weH npgeHTnTeT. OBE HOpMe MOTy du-
TU IpUMebeHe U Ha JIpyTe ip)KaBe U 3ajeflHNIIe Y HaCTOjaby 1a IPOMEHe CBOj
UZIEHTUTET, a TUMe U cBoje nHrepece (Hoffmann, 2010). KoHcTpyKTUBUCTHYKY
npuctyn de3deTHOCTY TBPAY J1a UACHTUTET U MHTepece ApxKase ofpehyjy okpy-
JKeme ¥ KOHTEKCT Y KOM OHa II0CTOj!, Kao U HheHa MONUTIYKA 1 de30eJHOCHA
kynrypa. [Tonasehu on oBora, HopMe JeUHUIIY ¥ pery/INITy IOHALIAke aK-
Tepa 1 0dNMKYjy muxoBe de3deHOCHe MHTepece. YcBajame ofgpeheHnx HOpMU
M3Yy3€THO je Ba)KHO KaKo 3a GopMUparme UAeHTUTETA JpP>KaBe, TAKO U 38 HAYMH
Ha KOjIf je IpyTe ApKase nepuennpajy (Jepperson et al, 1996). ['ynuun ncrmye
Ba)XHOCT IPYLITBEHOT KOHTEKCTA y KojeM ce popMupa 1y TpaHchopMulle fp-
JKaBHY MJEHTUTET, jep CBaKa aKljuja apykaBe yTide Ha TO Kako he je meHM cycenu
nepuenuparn (Guzzini, 2000). Crora ce moxe pehu fa je KOHTEKCT Koju Cy UH-
TepBeHuMja v akTuBHOCTK Y H 1 EY HameTHy e /Iudujn Beoma yTumao Ha pasBoj
IbEHOT IIEHTPATHOT UJEHTUTETA U IerOBY I0BE3aHOCT Ca IIeHTPa/IHUM B/IaCTUMA.

ITpumMemyjyhu koHCTpyKTHBU3aM Ha cTyauje deadenHocTny, Gapen TBpAK fa
aKIeHaT Tpeda CTaBUTY Ha HOPMe U IIIXOBe MMIUINKaLMje 1Mo de30eHOCT, Kao
U Ha IPYLITBEHM KOHTEKCT KOju UX popMupa 1 KOoju OHe, 3ay3Bpat, OONUKYjy
(Farrell, 2002). V3 oBora Moxemo 3akpyunty ga cy YH u EY nnrepsenucane y
JIndmju y HacTojarby la IpoMeHe HOpMe Koje je CTAaHOBHMIITBO MHTEPHAIN30-
BaJI0 TOKOM IIpMXBaTama MndepaaHe [eMOKpaTHje 3alafiHoOT Mofena. Tume Ou
ce TpaHCPOPMICATN UIAEHTUTET CaMe Jp>KaBe Y IeHY MHTepecy, Koju 01 Tako
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dumu ycknahennjn ca BUXOBUM MHTEpPeCHMa, IITO OU HOIPIUHENO cTaduinsa-
IVIjJ M CMMPUBAbY Le/IOT PETMOHa, a IITO je CHa>KaH MOTUBATOP 32 IIXOBY MH-
TepBeHuMjy. CMaTpaMo fia Cy Hallopy LIMpermba HOPMH, Kao IITO je IPOMOoLuja
IleMOKpaTyje, ICTOBPEMEHO 1 MHTEPBEHI[Nje KOjiMa ce OONNKYje UJeHTUTET U
KOjJIMa ce MO)Ke JVIPeKTHO yTUIIATY Ha MHTepece U MOoHalIambe gpxase. Ha ocHo-
BY OBMX apTyMeHaTa CMaTpaMo Ja je MAEHTUTET PamblBe ApXKaBe WU Ip>KaBe y
TPAH3NUIMj! pe>KMMa IPOMEH/BUB U [ja 3aBUCH Off HallMOHa/THOT 1 MehyHaponHor
KOHTEKCTa y KOMe Ce OHa HaJIas3), Kao U Off HeIIOCPeIHUX MOMUTUYKIX 1 de3def-
HOCHUIX JlellIaBama y 1b0j. JIornka MHTepBeHIMOHM3Ma IIPeTIIOCTaB/baa je aa he
JIOKQJIHO CTAHOBHUIITBO QT NIPYjeMUYNBO IpeMa M1depaTHiM HOpMaMa, LITO
je y OBOM crydajy dusio mpeBuliie ONTUMUCTUYHO, jep ¥ PparMeHTHpaHUM UIN
OCIIOpaBaHNM 3eM/baMa nonyT JIuduje popmmparme UAeHTUTETA MOXKE TOBECTH
IO OTIOpa IIpeMa HaMeTHYTUM HOpMaMa VN [0 BUXOBe penHTepIpeTaryje 10
Mepe y K0joj ce ryde IpBOOUTHM IIM/bEB.

HaxkoH nito cmMo geduHucany Hall OCHOBHY KOHCTPYKTUBUCTUIKM OKBUP,
Tpedaso 01 f1a ce ycMepuMO Ha HeroBy IpUMeHY Ha 0e30eJHOCT U MeHTUTeT.
Kemdern je cmarpao fa je npyxame de38eTHOCTY JOBO/BHO ONIpaB/ambe 3a II0CTO-
jarbe Ip)KaBa, IPY 4YeMY je UAEHTUTET BUEO KA0o CYLITHHCKY OCHOBY 3a IIPY>Katbe
desdegHoCcTN 3ajemHnIN. Be3demHOCT je HEONIXOMHA 3a 3AIUTUTY Off OTACHOCT 1
IPeTHU, KOje OH Y Be/IMKOj Mepy cMaTpa KOHCTpyucaHuM. OHe He 3aBVICe IPBEH-
CTBEHO Of] MaTepMjaTTHUX pecypca, Beh off AeHTHTeTa ¥ HaYMHA Ha KOjI je Taj
upeHTUTET Nepuenypad. Crora he gp>xaBa nau 3ajegHuna (Kao IITO je HaIuja)
IpeTHe NepUNUINPATI HA OCHOBY CBOT U/IEHTUTETa Y U/IEHTUTeTa OHUX KOjU UX
yrpoxkaBajy. Kemden HamoMuse fja ce MEHTUTET CTATHO Meba 1 Ipuarobhasa.
3a Halll C/TyYaj je BeOMa Ba>KHa Ier0Ba TBPAba [la CaMO ITOCTOjalbe anTepHATUB-
He Hapaliije IpeACTaB/ba IPeTHY KOHCTPYMUCAHOM UEHTUTETY, jep IOTKOIaBa
IbeTOBY TBPAY O ,,IPABOM UJIEHTUTETY U HBeTOBOM pasBojy. VcTo Taxo, Tpedano
du 1a mocTOjM KOHKYpeHIIMja 3a yJIOTY ip)KaBe Kao LIeHTPajTHe BIIACTIA, jep ce Ha-
1111ja ja/be KOHILENITYa/In3yje KpO3 MHCTPYMEHTe Ap>KaBe Kao HbeHOT MCK/bY YMBOT
npexncraBHuka (Campbell, 2018). CxopHo ToMe, MorIM ducMo odeknBaru jja he
pasHe mudmjcke CyOHAI[MOHATHE 3ajeJHIIIE JO)KMB/bABATY KO IIPETHY CaMo I10-
CTOjambe PUBAJIA, JOXKIB/baBajyhi cede Kao ,,ipaBe” 1 UCK/bY4MBe IIPEJICTABHIKE
3em/be 1y Hanyje. OBO HaM IIpy»Ka jacHy Besy usmeby dpparmenranuje uaeH-
TUTETA, KOja je pe3y/ITaT HelOCTaTKa IleHTPaHe Ap)KaBHE BIACT, U PYIITBEHe
M OHTOJIOIIKe Oe3deqHOCTM CyOHAIMOHAIHNUX 3ajeHuIa. HapatuBHu nsa3osn
3aCHOBAHU Ha MIEHTUTETY I10jayaBajy Mepleljy IpeThe U JOBOJIe 10 Hajbe
¢dparmeHTanyje de3defHOCTY U MECHTUTETA.

CTun TBpAM [ja ApKaBa, Kako du nMana GyHKIMOHAIAH UAEHTUTET, MOpa
MIMaTy IOC/IeflaH HapaTUB O CBOM IOPEKITy U IIV/beBJMa, IITO jOj 3aTUM OMOTI'Y-
haBa ma jedunniIe CBOje MHTepece 3aCHOBAaHe HA UeHTUTETY. [Ip)kaBa 3aTUM
MOpa M3TPafiiTH CBOj UIEHTUTET He CAMO Y OJHOCY Ha IpyTe Ap>KaBe, Beh n y
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KOHTEKCTY CBOjUX IIPETXO/JHUX UTepalija Uan gp>kaBe Kojy Hacnehyje. On ma-
/be TBpAY Aa he gp>xaBa, y HaCTOjamy fa OfP>KY OBaj HAPATUB, a TUME U CBOjY
OHTOJIOMIKY Oe30eIHOCT, JaTV PUOPUTET Oe30eTHOCTI Y OJHOCY Ha AU PEKTHE
desdenmHoCHe MHTEpece, jep je de3 cTadunHor u 3amrrheHor caMmoneHTUTETA
mupa de3degHOCT AprkaBe nmotkomana (Steele, 2008). MuiieHMHM apryMeHTI CY
KOMIIATMOW/IHIY, jep OHa TBPAM [ja OHTOJIOIIKA de3deJHOCT ApyKaBe 3aBIUCH Off Hhe-
HUX MHTEpaKIyja ca [pyTuM gp>KaBaMa 1 of de3deHOCHe iueMe Koja HacTaje
nsmeby wux. OHa Takobe yrnosopaBa fa IpUCTPACHOCTY 3aCHOBAaHE Ha M/EHTH-
TeTy MOT'Y JOBECTH JI0 IIOTPEIIHOT TyMaderha HaMepa APYTUX Jp>KaBa, IITO MOXe
nozactahy mmpeme MpauroHaaIHNX Cykoda ycnen Hecriopazyma. CIMYHO TOMe,
CYKOO MO>Ke IOTIPMHETU KOHCONMMAALVU UAEHTUTETA, IPYyXajyhu TuMe Ap>kaBu
criennUYHY yIory. Y TOM KOHTEKCTY, Ap>KaBHY MAECHTUTET ce GOpMMpa y OHO-
Cy Ha Ip>KaBy ca KOjOM ce OHa CYK0O/baBa, YiMe ce OH IIPOAYy>kaBa 1 yuspurhyje
(Mitzen, 2006). JIndujcke cydHaIMOHaTHE 3ajefHNULIE MOITIe O Ce, Ha OCHOBY OBe
uzieje, 3aMUCIIUTY Kao MehycOOHO KOHCTUTYMCaHe y CBOjUM OFHOCKMA, LITO 01
OO KOHCTPYKTMBUCTUYKY apPTyMEHT y CK/IaJly Ca HAIlMM TeMe/bHUM OKBUPOM.
Ha ocHoBy oBora, TBpauMO 1a je y JIuduju desdegnoct odesdehena Ha cyd-
HAIIVIOHa/IHOM HIBOY 3a IIOMEHYTe 3ajef[HNIIe, LIITO 3aXTeBa IPMMeHY KOHIIeITa
conujanHe 0e30eJHOCTH y OHOCY Ha OHTONOIIKY Oe3deHOCT. BuBep nsnocn
uziejy fa, ymecto Gpokycrpama Ha de30eJHOCT Jip>KaBe, aKlleHaT Tpeda CTaBUTH
Ha IPYLITBA YHYTap Ibe, KOja IIPeTHbe HOXKMB/baBajy Kao yTPO>KaBarbe COIICTBEHOT
UZIEHTUTETA, TPV YeMy Cy eTHOHAI[MOHATHe ¥ BepcKe TpyIle HajMohHMje 3ajef-
HIIIe Ha KOje ce 0BO MOKe mpyuMeHnTu. HecTadMaHOCT HacTaje Kaja Jp>KaBa 1
HallJja He Of[TOBapajy jeHa APYToj, IpK YeMy ce oBa ApyuITBa ocehajy pamuso
30or HefrocTaTKa KOHTposie Hap fp>kaBoM (Waever, 1996). OBa fpymiTsa nin 3a-
jemHuIle OOMYHO pasBUjajy CBOje MIAEHTUTETE Y OHOCY Ha Ipyra KOHKYpeHTCKa
APYLITBA, KOja Tajia IOCTajy peTHe M0 HhUXOBY 0e30eJHOCT, II0CedHO Y OTHOCY
Ha BUXOB upeHTUTeT. OUeKyje ce aa he jaya gpymTBa MOKyIIATY Aa HAMETHY
cBoj upenTutet (Buzan et al, 1998). MakcBMHM TBpAY Aa je CYLITHHA APYLITBA
yTeMe/beHa y ’berOBOM UJIEHTUTETY, IIPYU 4eMY ce colyjanHa de3defHOCT OfHOCK
Ha O4yBambe HberoBOT CYIITHHCKOT KapaKTepa, OHAKBOT KAaKO I'a 3aMUIIbajy Hbe-
TOBM WIAHOBI. VICTOBpEeMEHO HallOMMIbe Jla CY APYIITBA VM BbUXOBY V/IEHTUTETH
AVHAMMYHY, TOJ/IOKHY IIPOMeHaMa 11 IperoBapamy (Mcsweeney, 1996). Apry-
MeHT Koju HaBozu Tajnep oBfie ce ;0dpo yKiiama, jep Cy, 10 BeroBOM MUILbERY,
IpeTHhe UAEHTUTETY JPYLITBA KOHCTPYMCaHe 1 3aByice Off epueniuje. Takobe,
OH CMaTpa Jia fp>KaBHA ¥ APYIITBeHa 0e30eJHOCT MOTy dUTH Yy HeTaTUBHO] KO-
penanuju oHja Kajia je ip>kaBa Iojje/beHa Ha HeKOIMKO ITABHYUX JIPYLITBEHNX
jemmunua (Theiler, 2003). IlpeTwma gpyuITBEeHOM UAEHTUTETY 3ajefHMLe U dopda
OKO KOHTpOJIe HaJl A p>KaBOM ca JPYTUM 3ajeflHALIaMa IIPe[ICTAB/bajy IPeTHY Hbi-
XOBOj OHTOJIOMIKOj 0e38eHOCTI, ToCedHO OHMIA Kajia 3ajeffHNIle IOKYIIaBajy fa
Ipey3My KOHTPOJY HaJi P>KaBOM ¥l HAMETHY CBOj M/IEHTUTET JPYTMMa.
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5. Teopujcku okBUp

ITpernen cTaBoBa 0 eMOKPATU3AL M)y IIPY>KMO HaM je YBIJ, Y TO Ia HaMeTalbe
IeMOKparTuje CUIOM, IT0CedHO OHNUM Jp)KaBaMa Koje He MCIYhaBajy HeOIIXOLHe
IpeycioBe, BOIM JI0 Heycrexa. AHamn3a KOHTeKCTa y JInduju u Heycrienmx Ha-
HOpa 3a BbeHy CTadMIN3alujy U U3Tpajby MIpa II0Ka3aa je Aa MOCToje Mpo-
dmeMu ca UIEHTUTETOM ¥ Ay TOPUTETOM, KOji Cy TECHO IIOBE3aHM Ca HeYCIIeXOM
usrpajime Jp>kaBse U ieMoKparusanmje. Takobe je mokasana ga je ymora YHu EY
duta orpaHMyYeHa 1 4eCTO KOHTPAIPOAYKTHUBHA, IITO je 3aXTeBaIO IeTa/bHI]Y
eMIINpUjcKy aHanm3y. YjenumeHe Hauuje u EY odexusare cy a he nemoxpatuja u
MUP OUTH YCIIOCTAaB/beHM aKO fohe o IIpoMeHe peXxyMa 1 aKo JeMOKpaTu3aluja
dyze cro/ba HAaMeTHYTA JIOKaTHOM BIaCHMIITBY. JInduja Huje dua cipeMHa 3a
IeMOKpAaTH3alljy, a IIOKYIIAj ’eHOT HaMeTamba CII0/ba, YaK 1 0e3 IMpeKTHe JyTo-
poune Mucuje YH, moTmyHo je mpomao u npousseo cynpotaH edekart. [Iperxop-
HI PEXUM Ce CPYLINO, a HIje TIOCTOojajia gp>KaBa HATY jeIMHCTBEHN UIEHTUTET
KOju 011 oA p>KaM TpaH3uLMjy. Y eMIMPUjCKOj aHamm3u GOKyCUpay CMO ce Ha
koHKpeTHe ynore YH 1 EY u Ha To KaKo cy oHe yTuIiase Ha Heycrex 0e30emHo-
CcHe cTadunusanyje u seMokparusanyje JIudmje, ocnomajyhm ce mpurom Ha Hanra
TeopMjcKa pasMaTpama.

Y Hamoj aHa/IM3M OTKPYIN CMO Jia Kojatic J/Indumje Huje McnuTaH Kpo3 pu-
3My OHTOJIOIIKe de3deJHOCTM ¥ KOHCTPYKIUje MJeHTUTeTa HUTU KPO3 Be3y 13-
Meby okanHe areHIMje U UIEHTUTETa Y KOHTEKCTY HEIOTIIYHOT ¥ HAMETHYTOT
npolieca ieMokparnsanuje. Hamra ncrpaxmpadka nurama cy cnegeha: 3amro je
npoliec craduansanyje u eMOKpaTH3alje IpoIrao MaKo je IOCTojaa IoYeTHa
MmebyHapopHa mogpiika 3a IpoMeHy peXX1iMa 1 IeMOKpaTcKy TpaHaunyjy? Kaksa
je duna ynora YH u EY y Tom Heycnexy? Haur Teopujcku okBup odjenniyje He-
KO/MKO IpucTyma. KoHcTpykTuBM3aM ce KOPMCTY KaO OCHOBA 3a TBP/IbY f1a de3
CHa)KHOT HallMIOHATHOT M/IEHTHUTETA HIje MOI/Ia SUTH pasBujeHa JIOjaTHOCT IIpe-
Ma ApKaBu y TpaHsunuju. OHTOMOUIKYM ¥ APYIITBeHY 0e30eJHOCHY IPUCTYIN
KOPJCTe ce KaKo dU ce IOTKPEINO CTaB fia CY, aKO je JOMVHAHTHY UIEHTUTET Y
JInduju dmo ykopemweH y IOAHALMOHATHIM 33jef[HUIIAMA, a He Y IP>KaBy, aKTe-
pu de3demHOCTM HacTOjanu fa ode3deie CUTYPHOCT TUX [IPYIITABA, a He JInduje
y uenuHu. CIMYHO TOMe, HeyCIeX JIOKa/IHUX aKTepa Jja ce IIOBEXY ca OIIITUM
MMOMjCKMM MEHTUTETOM U JIa YCIOCTaBe CTadV/IaH HapaTUB O UAEHTUTETY IIpe
¥ TIOC/Ie PeBOTyIVIje JOIPIHEO je pparMeHTalVju UeHTUTETA, a TUMe U HaK-
Ha/iHOj pparMeHTaIUju de30eTHOCTI.

6. Meroponoruja

Ham meTop noppasymesa yOuMHCKY CTYAU]jY cnydaja JInduje HaKoH peBo-
nTynuje, mpu yemy ce aHanusupa ynora YH n EV y pasBojy norabaja u kopuctu
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npaheme npomneca. TexxuMo ToMe fa TeCTMpaMOo Hallle TEOPUjCKe TBPAbe 1 0dja-
CHIMO JICXOJ] KOHCTPYMCAameM y3pOUHO-TIoC/IendHe myTame. Odyekyjemo n1a he
HeJloCTaTaK AMPeKTHOT yyecTBoBamwa Y H unu EY y nponecy nemokparusanuje
Y U3T'Pailbe IP>KaBe BpeMEHOM JIOBECTH IO IIOropiuama de3defHoCHe cuTyanyuje,
CBe JIOK JIOKQ/IHY aKTepy He MapTMHA/IN3Yjy BIX0BO IpucycTso. Takobe, cmarpa-
Mo fia he HeycIeX y yCIIOCTaB/bamby LieHTPaTHe BIACTH M MJEHTUTETa BpeMEeHOM
nponydutu pparMeHTanNjy UAEHTUTETA U IojadaTy Oe30eJHOCHY KOHKYPEHIIV-
jy usMeby nneHTUTeTCKMX TpyIa, TaKo Jia je Majo BepoBaTHO fia he meHTpanHn
upenTuret dutu pedpopmucan. Crora he HeydectBoBamwe YH u EY y nemapamnuma
HAaKOH IIPOMEHE PEXXMMa JJOBECTH [I0 CMatberba IBIXOBMX Y/IOTa 1 10 HEMCITYHhekba
BJUXOBUX IIM/beBa. CIMYHO TOMe, HeyCIeX y YCIIOCTaB/balby jeMHCTBEHE IleH-
TpaJIHe BIaCTU JJOIATHO he AekoHCcTpyucaTu upeHTuTeTe. OBO CYy HAaIllM y3pOU-
HJ MeXaHM3Mu u Bapujadne. TecTupamo MX Ha CKyIy IOfjaTaKa CaCTaB/beHOM Off
mokyMeHara Koje cy HaMm famu Caset de3degnoctu YH u Caser EY kxako dmcmo
HOPY>KIIN Iperyef Uy/beBa U aKliuja akTepa Koju ux cuposope. [Tocmarpamo
Hepyof, of IToYeTKa Kpyu3e 1 IpoMeHe peXXnMa 1o faHac, yOKBUpYjyhu cutya-
L)y y LM PV KOHTEKCT M3HET Y IIperjiefly NUTepaType, Kao M 'y OJHOCY Ha youeHe
Ipa3HMHE 0djallmbeHe y Ofle/bKy O TeOpMjcKoM OKBMpY. Ham Teopujckm okBup
je IpBEHCTBEHO KOHCTPYKTMBUCTUYKMY, a/l) Ce Hallla aHa/IN3a OfiBUja Y OKBUPY
Kay3aJiHe 11 IO3UTUBUCTUYKE e[IMCTEMOJIOTH]€, MAKO je Halll OHTO/IOMIKY IIPUCTYIIL
KOHCTPYKTUBUCTUYKHU. J[JOK IpaTMMO NOMUTUYKE IPOIiece, aHATM3MPaMO U Ha-
YJH Ha KOj! Cy Ce HOpMe JIeMOKpaTu3alyuje ¥ IeTUTUMUTETA Pa3Bljajie TOKOM
BpEMeEHa, Kao ¥ Ha4MH Ha KOjU je CIIO/bHM YTU1aj MHTEPHANM30BaH.

7. Emnupujckn ogepak: IIponec

Pesonynuja 1970 Caseta dezdemnoctn omoryhmia je narepsennujy YH y
JInduju. OnpaBrame Koje CTOjI 132 e je CipedaBarbe Hacu/ba HaJ| IVBYIMMA 1
CUCTEMATCKOT KplIema JbYACKMX NpaBa. CaBeT je 3aK/by4Mo Jja je Tajjalimba Bia-
na JInduje HaMepHO MOYMHM/IA HACU/be HaJ CTAHOBHUIITBOM, MaKO je IbeHa Off-
TOBOPHOCT la ra 3alITUTH. Pe3onymmjom je seM/ba cTaB/beHa nop MehyHapopHe
CaHKI[Uje U yBefieH je emdapro Ha opyxje. Takobe je ynyhena u ty>xda Mebyna-
ponHOM cyay npaspe. Y Pesonyuuju ce HaBofu Jja MHTEPBEHIMja HUje yCMepe-
Ha IIPOTUB YBPCTe MocBeheHOCTN CyBepeHUTeTy, He3aBUCHOCTY, TEPUTOPUjal-
HOM MHTETPUTETY U HalmoHanHoM jenuHcTBY JIuduje (United Nations Security
Council (UNSC), 2011a). Opnyka CaBeta, KOjoM je jierajiHO off0dpeHa mpoMeHa
pexxnma duia je pesomyuuja 1973. Y 10j ce 3aXTeBa0 TPEeHYTHU IIPEKIJ, BaTpe U
YCIOCTaB/balbe MAHaTa 3aIUTUTE MBUIA CBYM HEOIIXOIHMM CPEICTBMMA, 3Y3€B
oxynanuje /Induje. ®pannycka, Bennka bpuranuja u CAJl cHa>kHO cy 3acTyma-
ne oBy Pesonyuujy. IIpencraBuse cy je Kao HauMH IOJPIIKE JEMOKPATCKOj BO/bU
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MOMjCKOT HapOZa, KOj! je y4eCTBOBAO y TallaCy aHTUAYTOPUTAPHUX PEBOTYLIM-
ja. Pycuja u Kuna cy duste y3apyxaHe u JoBese Cy y IUTambe BEHO CIpoBohemwe,
uspaxanajyhu 3adpunyTocT 300r TOra Kako he nHTepBeHIMja U3ITeATH, KOje
he duty rpannie aHraxxoBamwa 1 nuTajyhn ce ga nmu he durn moryha BojHa nn-
TepBeHIuja Benukux pasmepa (UNSC, 2011b, 2011c¢). JIugepu EY noppskanu cy
BOjHY aKIIujy, Koja du mpousania n3 Pesonynuje Casera, a Koja je Tpedaso fa
IIOBefie IO CBpraBarba HeJIeTUTYIMHe ayTOPMTapHe BIACTYU M YCIIOCTaB/bamba Jle-
MOKPATCKOT Iporeca. MehyTum, oHM cy MCTOBpeMeHO MO TOBa/IN He3aBUCHOCT,
TEPUTOPYjaTHU MHTEIPUTET U HallMOHAIHO jefuHCTBO JInduje (UNSC, 2011d).

Casger je Pesonynujom 2009 ¢popmupao cBojy mucujy y JInduju, xojoj je mat
MaH/JaT Jja IOMa’ke HOBOj BJIaJIM fla YCIIOCTABMU jaBHY de30elHOCT, Ap)KaBHE 1
MHCTUTYIVIOHA/IHE KallallUTeTe M ayTOPUTET, Kao I Jla IIOMajke Y Ipoliecuma
IeMOKpaTu3aliyje M HallMOHA/IHOT oMy perba. beHa Hamepa dua je ja mogpxu
Hosu npenasuu caBet y Tpanchopmanuju semmpe (UNSC, 2011e, 2011f), xoju ou
YCIIOCTABHO IIPOLIeC HaIlMOHATHOT IIOMMpPerba 1 OMOryhio MHK/TY3MBHOj BIagy
Ia IIpey3Me BacT Haf 1iesioM Teputopujom. Ynanuie Caera HATO-a ontumu-
CTUYHO Cy BepoBaJie Aa he TpaH3niuja ka Mupy u de3degnoctu mporehu riaarko
Kpo3 npotiec fieMokparusanuje (2011g). Hakon mto cy HoBe Bractu y JIndujn
npornacune ocnodoheme semsbe, CaBeT je ykuHyo onamheme YH, koje je HA-
TO-y gaBano MaHjaT fa MHTepBeHuie y JIuduju pagu samrute nusuna. To je
yunmeHno Pesonyumjom 2016, kojoM je mpouec mudujcke TpaHchopMauje mpe-
IYILITeH IOKaTHMM B/IaCTVIMa, 03V Bajyhu HOBe BIaCTH [a CTBOPE IeMOKPATCKY
u mupHy 3ems/py (UNSC 2011h, 20111, 2011j). CaBeT je ouekuBao na he Hosu mpe-
JIa3HU CaBeT UTPAJIUTY MOJEPHY MMOepaTHO-AeMOKPATCKY HAal[MOHAIHY JIp>Ka-
By. IIpenasnu caser je mak odehao ma he opranmsosaTn n3dope kaxo du dumo mo-
CTUTHYT JeMOKPATCKI IETUTUMUTET U a he OH duTK moapkaH HOBUM yCTaBOM
u pedepernymoM. OBO je OMeTao BeNMMKY dpOj HAOPY>KaHUX PEBOTYLVIOHAPHUX
MIINIINjA, Koje Cy ce ymyurtane y MehycoOHe opyskaHe cykode 1 Koje ¢y ofdujae
Jla ce pasopy’Kajy. 3aKOH M pef TaJia HACY Y HOTIIYHOCTY SVIIN IO, KOHTPOJIOM
npxase, Beh Mmunuiuja. Mucuja YH pana je mpuoputer n3adopHOM Ipoliecy, Ha-
majyhu ce ma he moxanHe BracTy ycrieTu ia IOCTUTHY LieHTpann3oBaHy desdep-
noct (UNSC, 2011k).

Mununuje cy HacTaBuIe fia fiefie OfTOBOPHOCT 3a de30efHOCT ca ipyKaBHUM
cHaraMa 0e30eTHOCTH, IOK Cy MHOTM QOpIM MUINIIMje perpyToBany y MuHm-
CTapCTBO YHYTPALIBIX II0CTIOBA KA0 Jieo IIOKpeTa penHTerpauuje. Vnak, sehnxa
MIUININja ofduIa je fa ce pasopyka, cnpedasajyhn KoHconmmupanujy cHara de-
30€eHOCTY MOJI IeMOKPATCKOM KOHTPOJIOM U LieHTpanHoM Braurhy. Yjennmene
HallMje Ipy>KaJle Cy CaMo IOAPIIKY ¥ HUCY ce HOMUTIYKM Memae. [Ipumerne
Cy la HaIlpelaK IeMOKpaTCKe TpaH3MIIMje 3aBUCY Off 0e30eHOCTH, KOjy CY Ap-
YKaBHe BJIaCTV Mopasie a NocTurHy des crnospHe momohu (UNSC, 2012a). Ilpsu
meMokparcky usdopu y neto 2012. rofuHe, ynja je n3na3HOCT dua npexo 60
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IpOLIeHAaTa, I0BeMN Cy 10 popMupama ONIITer HAaIlIOHATHOT KOHTpeca, Koju je
3aMeHno HaunoHamHu mpenasHu caBeT. BpojHM T0KaTHM CYyKOOU M pUBAJICTBA,
KOju Cy IIOCTOja/IM IIpe PEBONYLIMje M HAaCTaBU/IN Jla C€ Pa3BUjajy TOKOM kb€, I10-
HOBO CYy eKCa/IMpajy y TOM IIepPUOZY, LITO je IOBEJIO IO BENNKIX OPYXKaHMX CY-
koda. Munnuuje cy HacTaBuIe a ie/1yjy HaCMJIHO U @y TOHOMHO, YaK U TOKOM
n3dopa, gogaTHO dparmeHTNpajyhn desdennocHy curyanujy y semmn (UNSC,
2012b). HeroBo/bHO KOHCOMMAOBaHE HOBE AeMOKPATCKe MHCTUTYIIVI]je, ITIeMEeHCKe
¥ peTMOHaTHe TeH3Mje ¥ HelOCTAaTaK JeMOKPATCKIX IO TUYKIX HOPMU OMeTa-
TV Cy OYEKMBAHY JeMOKpATCKy TpaH3uLyjy. IlosuBu fa nemeHTpanusanmja uimn
denmepanusannja dyny kbydHu eneMeHT dyayher ycrasa, mpahenn cy koHTH-
HYMPaHUM KplIemuMa 6e30eHOCTI, IITO je KyTIMWHMPA/IO BeTVKIM HaCHTHIM
HepenuMa y benrasujy kana je ydujen amepuuku amdacanop (UNSC, 2013a).
Toxom npenasHor nepuogpa BoheHe cy nydoko nopebene gedare o dypyhnocrn
3eMJbe, IUTambY TyCTPalje U Y/I03¥ PEBOTYIMOHAPHIX MUINIIN]jA, LIITO je I0BETIO
JI0 3aCTOja y pajly 3aKOHO/IAaBHOT TeJIa yC/Iefl Hapacye MOMNTHYKe Moapusaluje.
[Tonutuky cy odenexxman MoMuTUYKY OOjKOTY, PerMOHaIHA HellpyjaTe/bCTBa,
aKTVMBHO ITOINTIYKO CBPCTaBabe U Melllalbe HAOPYXKaHNX IPyIIa y UHCTUTYLINO-
HaJTHe IpoIlece, TpaheHn mpeTwaMa 11 3acTapanBameM. JIerMTHMHe TOMUTIYKe
MHCTUTYLMje d1sie cy ocnmadibeHe, Oe3 ogropapajyher nomropamwa 1 ayTopurera,
nok cy ce YH orpanuune Ha caBeropaBHy yinory (UNSC, 2013b). ITonmutnaku
IpolleC Huje yCIIeo Ja ToBejie /10 yCBajaha HOBOT YCTaBa U MOMNUTIYKE KOHCOTN-
fanyje, MITO je CIIPeYN/IO YCIIOCTaB/bambe OMI0 KaKBe CTaOMTHOCTH M M3a3BaI0
pasodaparme CTAHOBHUILTBA y ITpoliec fleMoKparusanuje. Haopy>kane rpyme Ha-
CTaBUJIE Cy Jla OMETajy B/IaJly y BPLIEHY CBOjUX PYHKI[Mja Y MHOTMM PErMOHUMA
1 oxidujae Cy fa ce pasopy>kajy 1 MHTETpuIIy y 0e30eTHOCHY CTPYKTYPY AprKaBe.
[TonmnTyka, permoHaaHa ¥ UAEONONIKA PUBAICTBA JOAATHO Cy IIPOAYOMIa He-
CTadM/THOCT 3eMJbe, IIPY 4eMy je ucTo4uHa J/Induja mocraia >xapuiite Kpuse, JOK
je ykymHa desdemnocT duma Ha gpacTiyHo HucKoM HuBoy (UNSC, 2014a). 360r
BeoMa HICKe M371a3HOCTH Ha n3dopuma, HoBousadpanu IIpeacTaBHNYKM oM
(HoR) nmao je orpaHMyeH TETUTUMUTET U 3aCefla0 je y yAa/beHOM MICTOYHOM Jie-
y 3em/be. HOBO 11 cTapo 3aKOHOZIaBHO Te/I0 TAKMUYMJIM CY Ce 32 IETUTUMUTET, a
3eM/ba je dua y mydoKoj MOMUTIYKOj KPU3H, IITO je JOBETIO IO OTBOPEHOT CyKoda
(UNSC, 2014b). EBpornickn napnament (EP) d1o je 3adpuHyT 300r noropurama mo-
nutmdke cradunHocTy n de3deHOCHe cutyanyje y JInduju, jep cy cykodu usmehy
MMIMLIMja HOTKONIaBa/Ii AeMOKPATCKY TPaH3MULIUjY, IOK CY PETMOHAIHY IHTEPeCcH
Summ Behu npuopurer ox HaunonanHux nHTepeca (European Parliament (EP),
2014a). EBporicka yHnmje ce Takohe dpmHya 300r jauarma MCTaMUCTIHYKe MUTIN-
1yje y 3eM/b) ¥ 300T HOBOHACTA/IMX MapaieTHUX NOMUTUYKIX CTPYKTYpa, Koje
OMeTajy yCIIOCTaB/babe IIeHTPaIHe BJIACTH, YMMe Ce HOAATHO IO pUBajy Ipolie-
cu meMoKpatusanuje u mudepanusanyje. HemocTaTak momMTUIKMX mpasa u C/1o-
dopa, y3 ydecrasa Kplema /byACKMX IIpaBa, Kao U cBe Beha permonanusanuja,
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HOTKONaBasM Cy eexTe puHAHCHjCKe 1 monmuTudke momohu EV y Hacrojamy fa
JIuduja nmocrane nmudepanHo-geMoKparcka apxasa (EP, 2014b).

Kaxo je y JInduju 2014. rogune nadno rpahancku cykod, y Tpunonnjy je Ha-
jaB/bEHO OCHMBaIbe HOBOT ITap/IaMeHTa, YIIPKOC II0CTOjaby MehyHaponHo npu-
3HATOT IapnaMeHTa y TodpyKy, IOK je MCTOYHM [eo 3eM/be 3alI04e0 OPY>KaHy
dopdy mpoTMB McIaMuUCTUYKe MOdYHe 1 a0 110, KOHTPOTy reHepana XadTapa
(UNSC, 2015a). Yjenumene Halmje ycIiene €y fa HOCpenyjy y IOCTHU3amby IIOIN-
TUYKOT criopasyma usMely aBe cTpaHe, LITO je HOBeNIO O CTBapama Briaze Ha-
IIIOHA/IHOT CIIopa3yMa u mpekuja sarpe 2015. rogune. Mehytum, oBaj ycmex
dno je kpaTKOTpajaH, jep je TOKOM OBOT IIepMofa FOLIO 4O HI3a PeTMOHATHIX
¥ TJIEMEHCKNX CyKoda. Munniuje cy HacTaBuiIe fia iemyjy y CKIajy ca COICTBe-
HIM 0e30e[HOCHMM MHTepecrMa, TOJATHO ypylIaBajyhu fp>xaBHe MHCTUTYLMje
(UNSC, 2015b). /byncka mpaBa dusa Cy CUCTEMCKY UTHOPYUCAHa, CTAHOBHUIITBO
je 0110 M3/T0’KeHO IIMPOKO PACHPOCTPAbEHOM HACU/bY M 3aCTPAIINBAKY, TOK
cy rpabaHncke cnodope due jako orpanndere (Council of the European Union
(CEU), 2016). EBporncka yHnuja ce, genyjyhu nmpeBacxogHo caBeTOaBHO, GOKY-
CMpasia Ha HOfIPIIKY U3TPaJbU JpXKaBe, ajlil je CBe BuIie O1Ia 3adpuHyTa 3dor
NOMMHAHTHOT yTniaja MycnumaHcke dpahe Ha Bractu y Tpunonnjy. JInduja je
0CTajIa OpraHN30BaHa YITTABHOM Ha OCHOBY IVIEMEHCKMX OJHOCA, T7ie CY eTHIYKM
U TIJIEMEHCKM U/IEeHTUTeTV HaCTaBU/IM a UTPajy 3Ha4YajHy yiory. [IBe dpakinje
KOHTPOJINICasIe Cy CBOje JIelIoBe 3eM/be U MMasle Cy MOfIPIIKY CTPAHUX CUIA, Ko
U BUIIECTPYKMX TEIIKO HAOPY>KaHUX MIINIINja, IOBE3aHUX Ca PETMOHMMA, T'pa-
posuma u nnemendnma (EP, 2016).

MebhyHaponHO mocpefioBabe JOBEJIO je A0 MOTUTUYKOT CIIOpasyMa, Koju Cy
ode cTpaHe IpuUXBaTUIE, ITO je Tpedano ma mosene Ko GpopMupama Brazme Ha-
IIVIOHATHOT criopasyMa u IIpesicefHMYKOT caBeTa, Kao 1[I0 ofp)KaBama nsdopa.
MebhyTuM, MHOTY OMUTUYKY U BOjHM IMAEPU Cy Ce U Jla/be MPOTUBIUIN JJEMO-
KPATCKOj TPAH3UIIVjI, IIa yCTaB jou yBeK Huje Ouo ycBojeH (UNSC, 2016a). ITpe-
IJIOKeHY BJIafy je Ha Kpajy onduo [IpencraBHIYKM TOM, TaKo fa Huje popMupaHa
IIeHTpaJlHa B/IaJia, T1a CY U flajbe MOCTOojasle Iapajie/He MTHCTUTYIMje YIPKOC 1Oo-
mutrakoM cropasymy (UNSC, 2016b). ITapanente nonutudke CTpyKType u Mn-
perbe MUIMIIMja OHeMOTYhii ¢y ofpkaBatbe pedepeHiyMa O YCTaBY ¥ 030M/BHO
HapymmIn eprKacHO PyHKIMOHMCAkhe OCHOBHUX MHCTUTYIIV]jA U IPABOCYAHOT
cucTeMa, notkonasajyhu snagasuny npasa (CEU, 2017). Kako ce rpabancku pat
HACTaB/bao, BIACTY HAa MICTOKY HacTaBuIe Cy 00pdy IPOTUB UCTaMUCTUIKUX CHA-
ra, JoK je TpuIony ocTao mof KOHTPOJIOM BIILe HAOPY KaHMX TPYIIa, Koje Cy IIo-
Ap>kaBajie CyKod/beHa MOUTUYKA TeIa, LITO je JOBOAN/IO O YeCTUX OPY KaHMUX
cykoda (UNSC, 2017a). Vjenumene Hanuje u EY HacTaBuIe cy ga mocpenyjy y
cykody usmeby bpaxmja, y Hanm a ce cykod Moxke momutudky penmty (UNSC,
2017b). Ypkoc ToMe, ip>kaBa Huje duia y cTamy Aa rpahaHuMa ncropy4m oCHOB-
HY 0e30eIHOCT 1 yC/IyTe, IITO je JOBEIO TOTOBO 10 0e3aKOma, JOK Cy IMOKYLIaju
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cradunmsanyje semMsbe IyTeM IOMUTUYKOT criopasdyma duu desycnerinn (CEU,
2018a). Kako je cyxod Tpajao, nonapusanuja Huje MOIIa SuTH orpaHNYeHa, JOK
je HemoBepeme y 3eM/bM MOAIpKUBano Harnope YH fa moMupu cynpoTcTaB/beHe
CTpaHe, Koje cy nsdope Bujese Kao jeguHo peuemne kpuse (UNSC, 2018a).

MebycodHo nmoBesaHM M3a30BM Y Be3U ca MOMUTUIKOM cTaduaHouIhy y4u-
HIJIN Cy 3eM/bY BEOMa KPXKOM, LITO je HETraTMBHO YTUI[A/IO HA PETMOHANHY de-
3degHOCT 1 moAcTakso EY na ce BuIe aHraXkyje kako Oy mogprKasa mporec cTa-
dunmsanyje. Ypkoc ToMe, OHa je HaCTaBWJIA [a HaI/lallaBa KOMMKO Cy BaXKHe
JIOKa/THa OATOBOPHOCT U MHK/IY3MBHOCT, OcTaB/bajyhu rpahanuma JInduje na
pere mpodieme HacTazle OKO yCBajamba ycTaBa I ofp)kaBama nsdopa. OBaj mpo-
1ec 010 je KOMIUIMKOBAH 300T pasIMYNTUX CyOHAIIIOHATHUX MEHTUTETa TN-
dujckMx 3ajeHUIIA, jep je APYIITBO QMO CACTAB/bEHO Off Pa3INYNTUX IJIeMeHa
U eTHIMYKUX TPYIa, KOje Cy MMasle CONCTBeHe nHTepece u Tpapgunuje (EP, 2018).
Jaxko cy mocTojaje jake pervoHanHe TeH3uje 300T HAOPY>KaHMX IVIEMEHCKIX 1
eTHIYKNX TPyIIa U MAKO je duIo HapylIeHo oBepema y Beh cmade mHCTUTY V],
EY ce u jame orpannyasaia Ha JUIIOMATCKY IIPUTHCAK U CAaBETOJABHY Y/IOTY
(CEU, 2018b). Munuuumje cy HacTaBIIe la 3aCTyIIajy MHTepece ofpelheHnx rpy-
IIa U PeTMOHa, a LleHTPa/IHa B/lajia HMje MMaja KOHTPOY HaJl I7TaBHUM TPajioM,
jep cy ode monoBuHe 3eM/be O1JIe UCTOBPEMEHO CyKod/beHe YHyTap cede I jemHa
ca gpyrom (UNSC, 2019a). ITonutuykn mpotec je mOTIyHo nporao y mponehe
2019. ronuHe, Kafa cy ICTOYHe CHare Hamaje TpuUIIony — yIpaBo y TPEHYTKY Ka-
ma cy YH npunpemarne HanmoHanHy KoHGepeHIjy, Koja je Tpedasio fa moMorHe
IIOHOBHOM Yjenumemy JInduje — unme je 3aycrapeH Myposuu nponec (UNSC,
2019b). Mydoke mommTidKe nofese MHOropliaHe Cy eCKalalyjoM cykoda, Ipu 4eMy
Cy Ap>KaBHe MHCTUTYIH]je jeiBa GyHKI[MOHICAIE, @ JeMOKpPAaTCKa yIpaBa TOTOBO
ma Hyje nocrojana (CEU, 2020).

Hakon Hanazia BeIMKMUX pasMepa Ha IJIaBHM T'pajl, Bractu y Tpunonujy nor-
mycaje Cy CIIopasyM o capaimiu ca TypckoM, OTBOPUBIIY Tako MOTyhHOCT 3a
CIIO/bHY MHTEPBEHIIN]y. Y OBOM Hepnopy nosehaso ce cTpaHo yminTame, 10K Cy
pesynraru nocpeposamwa YH u EY y noroBopy o npexupy Barpe duim orpannde-
Hu. IIporjec meMokpaTnsanyje je IpakTUIHO MO 3ayCTaB/beH, jep Cy IapajenHe
MHCTUTYLMje CHPOBOANIE HeTPaHCIIapeHTHe 300pHe aKTUBHOCTY, IPK YeMY CY
3BaHMYHUIM YIIABHOM OMJIM MMeHOBaHU Ha QyHKIuje, a He udadpann (UNSC,
2020a). MebhyHnapopHa 3ajegHuna je Ha bepnuuckoj koHdepeH1Uju 3axTeBama
IIpeKN/] BaTpe, oK je EY mokpenyna HOBY BOjHY oIlepalilijy Ha MOPY, Koja je Tpe-
daso ga mogpxu eMdapro Ha opy>kje. Pernonanne pkaBe cy ce Melnasne y cykod,
noxp>xaBajyhn cykodbeHe cTpaHe 1 de3ycIelIHo MOKymaBajyhn a mocpenyjy
y noroBopuma o npexkuny sarpe (UNSC, 2020b). Behu neo roguue mporekao je
y CyKody BUCOKOT MHTEH3UTeTa 13MeD)y iBa Je/la 3eM/be 11 Y HEYCIEIIHUM MOKY-
majuma Y H ga taj cykod saycrase (UNSC, 2020¢). Hanopu cy ypopuiu mmogom
TEK y OKTOOPY, Kajia Cy iBe CTpaHe IOCTUIJIE JOTOBOP O TPajHOM IPEKMY BaTpe.
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CropasymoM je mpepBubeHo cTBapame HOBe M3BPILIHE BIACTU Y BJIajie HALMO-
HAJIHOT jeIMHCTBA, KAo U yCBajame HOBOT 3ajefiHnykor ycrasa (UNSC, 2021a).
[IpoTecTn u feMOHCTpaLyje KOju Cy 00€IeX IV Ty TOANHY OMIN CY YTyIIeHN
Hacu/beM, a IIPeKNJ, BaTpe Hitje TOoBeo N0 0OHaB/barba BlIajlaBMHe IIPABa, jep je
eHTy3MjasaM 3a JeMOKpaTusaujy HactaBuo ja omnaza (CEU, 2021).

Y nponehe 2021. rofuHe OTINCAH je CIOpa3yM o cTBapamy [IpuBpeMeHe Bia-
Jle HALlMOHATHOT jeMTHCTBA, Koja je dula 3ajiy>keHa 3a IPUIIPeMY HaIlVIOHATHUX
usdopa (UNSC, 2021b). EBporcka yHnuje je IOHOBUIIA Jja je CHAaXKHO IocBeheHa
HOJIMTUYKOM IIPOLieCy JeMoKparusanuje JInduje, o4yBamy beHOT CyBepeHNTe-
Ta Y HAIIMOHAJIHOT jeINHCTBA, HATTIACUBIIN JIa C€ TO MOXKe IIOCTMAM MICK/byYBO
C100OHMM, TIOIITEeHNM U MHKIy3uBHUM nsdopuma (UNSMIL, 2021a). ITosBa-
na je JIndujy ma oprannsyje nsdope mo Kpaja ropuHe u ga 0de3dey MOLITOBAbE
IpaBa MOJIMTUYKUX IPOTUBHYKA Y AYXY jefMHCTBA, yII030paBajyhn mpuTom Ha
OIIACHOCT Off CTPAHOT Melllak-a ¥ HarmauaBajyhn norpedy 3a HaIMOHATHUM I10-
mupeweM (UNSMIL, 2021b). HoBa Braga ce dp3o pacmana, jep je uctounu JJom
Hapofa, CyNpOTHO 1ocTojeheM criopasymy, HefleMOKPaTCK/ IMEHOBAO HOBY IIpH-
BpeMeHY U3BPIIHY B/IaCT, IPOIIACUBIIY MaH/aT Biajie HalMoOHaIHe CTadMTHOCTH
VICTEK/IUM ¥ OCHOBany Brrapy HanonanHe ctadumHocty. besdegHocHa cutyanmja
Yy Lie7Ioj 3eMJ/bU U Jjasbe je d1ta XaoTnyHa. Munnuuje u Haopy>kaHe KpMMMHATHE
rpyIie KOHTpO/KCae Cy TepUTOPHUjy U CIIPOBOJIE HACKTbe, TOK HUje[iHa Off Cy-
IPOTCTAB/bEHNUX B/IACTH HIje IIOLUITOBAIA ITONTIYKA IIpasa u cnodome (UNSC,
2022a). To je mpoy3pokoBao 030M/BHO He3aOBO/BCTBO HAPOJIA, KOje je JOBesIO
10 Hepefla M Tajlaca KpUTHUKA IIOIMTUYKIX Teya 300T BIXOBOT HeycIlexa fla CIIpo-
Benty usdope u odesdese desdegHocT, nok cy YH desycmenrno HacTaBuie cBoje
HOCpeHIYKe HaTope paju cTadunnsanuje u gemokparusanuje (UNSC, 2022b).
IIporec moMmpema nmpomao je ycies cranue dopde 3a BIacT, Koja ce HACTaBMU/IA
Kaja je maja Brajia HalMOHATHOT jeVHCTBA 1 Kafia Cy IIOHOBO opMupaHe JBe
CYIIpOTCTaB/beHe yIpase. V3dopu cy ofoxkeHy, jep cy monutudke pedopme He-
OIIXOIHE 32 IUXOBO OfIp’KaBatbe TeTMMIYHO peaT30BaHe yCyes| BOjHOT PUCY-
ctBa Pycuje u Typcke y semmn. EBpornicka yHuja je cBOj yTUIaj OrpaHu4MIa Ha
AUIJIOMAaTCKe HAaIlope 1 IIOMOPCKO cripoBoherse emdapra Ha opyxje (EP, 2022).

YIpkoc gyroroguinmeM Heofip>KaBamby 1300pa I HEIIOCTOjaby YCTaBa, IBe
CYIIPOTCTaB/beHe MOIMTUYKE B/IACTY CMaTpase Cy cede jefMHNM TeTUTYMHUM
IpefcTaBHUIIMA, 0fdujajyhu KOMIIPOMIC, IOK e CKeNTUIM3aM ITpeMa YCIOCTa-
B/bamby fAeMokpatuje nosehasao (UNSC, 2023). 3acToj y HOMUTHYKOM IPOLIECY,
eCKasaljija Hacusba I MOTOpIIamhe COLMO-eKOHOMCKMX YC/IOBa CIIPEYNIN Cy Op-
raHN30Bame dM/IO KaKBUX 1300pa, jep je 3eM/ba OCTasla Mofie/beHa U Y CTATHOM
YHYyTpallmbeM cykody. 3emsba je 1 ja/be Oula Mofe/beHa Ha peroHe IOJ, KOHTPO-
JIOM Pa3IMYNTIX MIINIINjA, TOBE3aHNX Ca IOKA/IHM CTAHOBHUIITBOM U Pa3HUM
BOjHUM VIM BIAIVTHUM 3BaHMYHNLIVIMA, KOje Cy ce IIOBPEMEHO YIYLITaJIe y Opy-
xaHe cykode (UNSC, 2024a). PemraBamwe n300pHMX 1 M3BPIIHUX MUTabA OUTIO
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je IPEeKMHYTO M HUCY IIOCTUTHYTY HUKAKBU CIIOpasyMu. J[Ip)KaBHe MHCTUTYL/je
Ha 3aI1ajiy, Koje Cy KOHTPO/IMCany MONHY HOjeMHIIN, MMaJle CY CBOje crerudud-
He cHare de3denHocTu. OHe cy ce yecTo MehycodHo cykodpaBaie, Tako fja, 4ak
HJ U YHYTAP je[lHOT Jiefla 3eMJbe, HICY ITOCTOjaIN jeJMHCTBO U LIeHTPajIHa B/IACT.
Y MCTOYHOM fieny je Takohe IOCTOjao YHYTpallmky CYKOO 3aCHOBAH Ha IJIEMeH-
CKVM VIV PETMOHATHUM IPUTIAIHOCTYIMA U UIe0NoTMju. [IBe TapasienHe p>KaBe
CIIPOBOJAWJIE CY jefHOCTPaHe aKIljuje 1 Tyduie MHTepecoBabe 3a IOHOBHO YCIIO-
CTaB/bambe JP>KaBHOT jeJMHCTBA, 1ajyhy IPUOPUTET CONCTBEHNM NONMUTUYKIM
U peTMOHA/THUM MHTepecuMa. 3eMba je, Ha Kpajy, II0CTaja MOMpHILITe pUBaIn-
TeTa MehyHapOZHMX ¥ PerMOHaTHUX aKTepa, MOTUBICAHNX YCKMM MHTepecuMa
(UNSC, 2024b).

8. AHanusa mponeca

JleMOKpaTu3alyja 1 U3rpajiba pKaBe OC/Iamaa ce Ha CIIoj/bHe MoKyInaje Y H
u EY pa moppke oBe npoliece HAKOH CBOje MHTEepBeHLMje, Y3 IpaTehu ToKamHu
oxrosop. Cujie Koje Cy MHTepBeHUCaIe Hajase Cy ce fia he ce, ako dyze ykiomeH
ayTOPMTApHM PEXXUM, IeMOKpPATHja IPMPOTHO Pa3BUTH, y3 OTpaHnYeHy MebhyHa-
ponHy nomoh. Ilporec cy, MmehyTum, morkomnany gucTaHIMpPaHU IPUCTYII U aK-
IIeHaT CTaB/beH Ha JIOKA/IHO BIACHUIITBO Y KOHTEKCTY y KoM JInduja Huje nmana
MHCTUTYLIMje IN IIPeNYCIoBe KOju IOroyjy aeMokpaTtusauuju. Ctparernjy je
0C1aduIo IpeTepaHo OC/Iambabe Ha JIOKaIHe aKTepe 8e3 JOBO/BHOT IeMOKPATCKOT
VICKYCTBa, Kao 1 HeJIOCTATaK a/ieKBaTHe TOMONN y M3rpajiby pyKaBe HAKOH CYKO-
da. VMako cy nadopu dunm opraHu3oBaHM, TO HHje dU/IO JOBOJBHO 33 CYIITHHCKA
pasBoj IeMOKpaTuje, Koja je ocTasa ieKlIapaTuBHa. JIokamHMM BacTuMa Hejo-
CTajanu Cy KalmallUTeT M MHCTUTYIIMOHA/IHA KY/ITypa WM MOAUTAYKA BO/bA 1A
HOJIPIKe JIEMOKPATCKO yIpaBbatbe. CIMYHO TOME, IpeIasHy Blajy IOTKoIaje
Cy MunuIuje, TOK Cy MHCTUTYyLMje ocTae caade 1 de3 ayropurera. Baskunm fe-
MOKPATCKV IPOIeCH SN Cy 3ayCTaB/beHM, IIeHTPaTHe BIaCTU HUCY dujle KOH-
ConupoBaHe, 0K Cy mporecu koju du Tpedao na ce mehycodHo noppskasajy, Ha
Kpajy, omeTanu jegHu apyre. EBporicka yumja u Y H npuxsaTusie cy caBeTogaBHy
¥ TIOApyKaBajyhy ymory, anm cy ce ysppikase of Jyd/ber MONUTUYKOT M de3den-
HOCHOT aHTakMaHa. OrpaHMYeHy IPUCTYII ¥ OCTIakbalbe Ha JIOKA/THO BIACHUIITBO
y KOHTEKCTY y KOM HIje II0CTOjajIa HujefjHa e(pMKacHa p>KaBHa B/IACT, 3ajeJTHO ca
HefIOCTaTKOM OfpXKVMBOT MehyHapoiHOT TpMCyCTBa MIM MeXaHM3aMa 3a CIIPOBO-
beme, omoryhuiu cy komarc eMOKpaTCKIX U CTPaTelIKUX CTPYKTYpa.

IIpornec ouyBama jeAMHCTBEHOT UAEHTUTETA OCNamkao ce Ha noApmky YH
u EY jenyHCTBEHOM NMMOMjCKOM MJEHTUTETY, 10K je IOKQ/THO CTAHOBHUIITBO Ty
1Jiejy TIoBe3NBao ca muTameM de3denHocTH. HeocTaTak CHaKHOT HAIIMOHATI-
HOT UIEHTUTEeTa IIOJPUBAO je CTadMTHOCT U OTeXaBa0 U3IPafiiby AP>KaBe, oK je
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HeycCIleX y 04yBamby jeMHCTBEHOT TMOMjCKOT MEHTUTeTa HONPUHeo pparMeH-
Tanuju de30eTHOCHOT M MONMUTUYKOT cucTeMa. OBaj HeycIeX 01O je yCTIOB/beH
HEIOCTOjatbeM jaKMX IJeHTPaTHUX BIACTH, KO ¥ JYTOTOMIIBUM IIJIEMEHCKIM,
€THUYKMM ¥ PETMOHATHMM UIEHTUTETUMA U NTOflelaMa Y 3€M/bJ. YMECTO Jja CTBO-
pu 3ajemHMYKy Bu3njy dyayhHocTH, peBonynuja je ocmodopuaa KOHKypeHTCKe
IpeTeH3Mj€e Ha JIETUTUMMUTET, KOjU je 3aCHOBAH Ha IOJHALMIOHATHOM UEHTUTE-
Ty. 300r HemocTojama 3ajefHNYKe HAl[MIOHA/IHEe Hapalyje ¥ KOMIIPOMUCA, Huje
TOLLIO [0 IOMMPERA, LITO jé JOBETIO O HaCTaHKa KOHKYPEHTCKUX 3ajelHNULA U
CaBe3a 3aCHOBAHMX Ha UJEHTUTETY, alli HUjeJHa MHCTUTYL/ja HIfje MMaJia JOBO-
TbaH JIETUTMMUTET Jla YIIPaBjba 11e7I0M 3eM/boM. Kako HMje mocTojaa eHTpanHa
BJIACTa KOjy OV CBM PETMOHU M TPYIIe JOKMB/baBa/IN Ko JTeTUTVIMHY, TI0jaBUIN
Cy ce HOBM aKTepu 0e30eTHOCTH KOju Cy >KeJIe/ Ja 3aIITUTe CBOje IOA/IeHTH-
TeTe. Munnumje cy cede mo>K1MB/baBaje Kao 3alITUTHIKE CBOjUX 3aje[HNLA U
cTaBJbajie Cy cBoje de30elHOCHe NHTepece ucIpen 0e3deHOCTY fpxKaBe, KOjy Cy
YaK BUJEJIE KaO IPETIbY.

®parmeHTalyja 1 fecTadunmsanyja de3deTHOCTY M Cy YC/IOB/bEeHU He CaMO
HEIOCTOjarbeM jaKUX LIeHTPaTHUX MHCTUTYIMja Beh 1 HelocTaTKOM 00jeumbyjy-
her uzenTHUTeTA M MIEHTUTETCKOT HapaTHBa. Pa3muunTe MAEHTUTETCKY 3aCHOBaHe
3ajefiHM1Ie TAKMIYNIIE Cy Ce jefiHa ca IpyroM 3a desdemnocT u Moh, menyjyhu Ban
VHCTUTYLMOHATHOT OKBUPA JIpXKaBe, IITO je JoBeNo 10 pparMeHTalnje Halmo-
HanHe de3denHocTH. CynmapHUYKe MUINIIN]e, KOje Cy IpelCTaB/baje pasindnTa
I/IEMEHA 1 peTMOHe, BIIIIE ITyTa Cy ce CyKod/baBaJle, CipedaBajyhn T1Me KOHCOMN-
manyjy HanyoHanHe de3demHocTu. Vako je Ap>kaBa IIOKYyILIasa ja MHTETPUILe HeKe
Off OBMX I'pyTIa y LIeHTpanHy Oe30eTHOCHN anapaT, MHTepecu 1 oTpede 3aCHOBaHM
Ha UJIEHTUTETY CIPEUYNIN CY YCIIOCTaB/bakbe jeAMHCTBEHOT 0e30eHOCHOT OKBUpA.
MHurerpanuja Huje ycmena, jep Cy oBe TpyIle OCTasle Be3aHe 3a CBOje IPETXONHE pe-
TVIOHAJTHE U VI/IEHTUTETCKe JIOjaTHOCTH, ofdujajyhu fa ce npeHTNUKYyjy ca gpxa-
BOM U HAallMOHAJTHUM MHTepecuMa, Beh ¢y HacTaBuIe ja C/lefie CBOje perMoHaIHe
MHTepece 1 areHfie. bes epukacHe eHTpa/IHe BIajie M 3aje[JHYKOT HallMIOHATHOT
UIEHTUTETA, IPOCTOP Cy NONMyHNU/Ie MUINLINje U UAeHTUTeTCKe rpyne. OBe Mu-
NMULMje HUCY BepOoBaJle BIafy U HUCY je BUJEE Kao IPeICTaBHMKA [[e/IOKYIIHOT
CTaHOBHMIITBA, ofidujajyhum ma ce pasopyskajy unm fja pajie Ha yCIIOCTaB/baby LieH-
TpanHe de3deHOCHe CTpyKType. HempuxBaTame 1eMOKpaTCKMX HOpMM TakKoDe je
MOTKOIIA/IO IOBEPerbe MUIMUIINjA I PETMOHA/THNUX 33jefHIIIA y LIEeHTPa/IHy BIajy 1
HeHY CIIOCOOHOCT /I 3alITUTH HIXOBE NHTepece M NIAEHTUTETe.

9. Muckycnja

Hamr oprosop Ha nurame 3amro ¢y YH n EY nogpyxane femoxparnsanm-
jy n cradunusanujy /Induje sacHuBa ce Ha HEKONMKO apryMeHara. JInduju cy
HeJl0CTajaly CTPYKTYPHY U UAEHTUTETCKYU TeMe/b) IOTPedHM 3a YCHeIIHY
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IeMOKpaTusanujy, kao u sehunu semaspa binckor ncroka. Hegocrajao joj je no-
BOJbHO jaK HaI[MIOHA/IHM MJIEHTUTET VM HAL[MIOHA/THO jefIHCTBO Jia CIIPOBefe pe-
¢dbopme 1 M3Tpagyu ApxKaBY KaKo ce oueKuBayo. [Ipomena pexnma, Kojy cy mpep-
sopuine YH u EY, kao 1 KacHMju IPUCTYTI ,HeMellama’ OBEN Cy Ao KOHy3uje
I Xa0ca yMeCTO JI0 M3Tpajiibe JIOKa/IHe fieMOKpaTuje. Ibuxosa je ynora Ha Ho4eTKy
dmma excTpeMHa fa Oy BpeMeHOM O1yIa MMHMMA/IN30BaHa, IITO je dMI0 CYIpoT-
HO OHOMe 1ITO je dumo noTpedHo. HemoryhHocT nomupema eTHUYKNX, peruo-
HaJTHVX U MJeOIOIIKNX nogena y JInduju, kojy cy nmoropiuasne cnade CTpyKType
yIpaB/baiba U CIIO/bHE MHTEPBEHIINje, OMeTaa je YCIOCTaB/babe KOXe3/IBHOT
nmudepanHOr UAEHTUTETA, LITO je Pe3y/ITUPaNo CTATHIM Oe30elHOCHUM 13a30-
BuMa. JleMokpaTusanyja Moxxe pyHKIIMOHNUCATY CaMO aKO IOCTOju epUKacHa
Ip>KaBHA M LIeHTPasIHa B/IaCT, Koja OM MOIJIa Ja HajI/lefia M CIIPOBOAY MPOLeC,
Kao 1 YKO/IMKo ce ode3deny moBo/baH HMUBO de3degHocTH, KOoju du omoryhmo
ma ce mHCTUTYIMje cTadunusyjy. HemocraTak ocehaja oHTONMOIIKE 1 ApyIITBEHE
de30eHOCTY, Kao ¥ He[JOCTaTaK LeHTPATHOT, KOXe3VBHOT UIEHTUTETa, OHEMO-
ryhuo je pasnmuuuTyM 3ajefHNIIaMa 3aCHOBAaHUM Ha UJIEHTUTETY a Ce OC/IOHe
Ha B/IaJly Kao Ha je[JUHOT rapaHTa de30eJHOCTH, CIIOCOJHOT Jla IeMOKPATCKIM
CpeACTBMMA MHTErpUILIe NHTEpece 1IeTOKYITHOT CTAHOBHUILUTBA. Y KOHTEKCTY y
KOM Cy IIpe/lyC/IOBU 32 IEeMOKPATU3al/jy OTpaHNYeHN UM HEJOCTAjy, KOHTpa-
IPOAYKTMBHO je HAMeTaT! HapaTUB O IeMOKPaTU3aLMji U MOCTUIIATHY JIOKAIHE
aKTepe fla CIIpOBeAy OBaj Impolec. Yjenumwene Hanuje u EY cy nodyny nporus
peXXMMa 1 >Kejby 3a IpoMeHaMa IIpOTyMaulIe Kao >Ke/by 3a IeMOKpaTU3alijoM
KOja je 3aCHOBaHa Ha pa3yMeBamby IIpoIleca M IeroBUX pesynrTara, Bepyjyhu aa
Ou Taj eHTy3Mja3aM MOrao Ja HaJIoOKHaJM HeJOCTAaTaK MpeflycoBa 3a CIipoBobe-
e OBOT IIpolieca. JI3ocTaHaK jefMHCTBEHOT HAllMOHATHOT NAeHTuTeTa y JIndn-
ju IpefICTaB/baIo je CYMITUHCKY IPeIpeKy Ipolecy TpaHchopMalmje 3eM/be Ka
yCIIOCTaB/balby JeMOKPATCKOT UJEHTHUTETA.

[Tpucryn Vjenumennx Hanuja, KOju ceé CBOAMO Ha yK/Iambhabhe ayTOpUTapHe
B/IaJie, Y3 ICTOBPEMEHO IIpeNyIlTabe Pa3anduTIM ¥ Pa3HOBPCHUM MUINIMjaMa
¥ 3ajefHNUIIAMA Jla CAMOCTATHO M3Tpajie MnudepaaHy AeMOKpaTujy, ocnamajyhn
ce caMo Ha caBeTe U OrpaHNYeHM MaH/aT MelyHaponHe 3ajegHuIle, IPONU3BEO je
dpojue HeratusHe mocnennue. /Induja Hyje MMana MHCTUTYIIMOHATHY 1 de3den-
HOCHY CTadW/IHOCT 1 rapaHIuje moTpedHe 3a ycremny TpaHsnnujy. Hegocra-
TaK ZYTOPOYHOT MehyHapOIHOr y4ecTBOBamwba y TAKBOM KOHTEKCTY ITOTKOIIAO je
mpoliece Usrpafitbe gp>kase U fieMoKpaTusanuje. HejocraTak gupeKkTHe Cllo/bHe
O pIIKe NTPOIeCy HAMETHYTOM CII07ba JOBEO je 1o (hparMeHTaIiyje 3eMibe, a He
TI0 IeHe leMoKpaTu3anuje u cradunmsanuje. JJokasu mokasyjy aa je, 3dor Hemo-
CTaTKa CHa>KHOT 11 KOHCEH3YCOM IOfIP>KAaHOT LIeHTPpaTHOT uaeHTuTeTa y JIndujn,
IIOLIJIO O TOTa Ja ce CyOHALlMOHAIHe 3ajeHMIIe BpaTe IIEMEHCKVIM U Perno-
HaJIHUM JIOja/IHOCTMMa, LITO je Y CKJIaJy ca MpeTIoCcTaBKaMa Hallle KOHCTPYK-
TUBUCTIYKe Teopuje. Kako Huje cTBopeH odjenumbyjyhu HapaTtuB, pernoHanHe u
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UJIEHTUTETCKY 3aCHOBaHe MIIMLIMje OCTasle Cy Py KaoLy de3deTHOCTY CBOjUM
3ajelHNIIaMa, a TUMe ¥ OPaHMOL BIXOBUX PErMOHATHUX nAeHTUTeTa. CIMYHO
TOMe, II0Ka3aJIo ce a HeJJOCTAaTaK LeHTPalTHe IOINTHYKe 1 de3deTHOCHe MH-
dpacTpykType oHemoryhaBa apTUKy/IaIujy ¥ MHTePHATN3ALU)Y 3ajeJHUIKOT
UJIEHTUTETa, ITO (PparMeHTypa JI0ja/THOCTI YHYTap APyLITBa. To je OHO IITO CMO
IPeTIIOCTaBI/IY Ha OCHOBY COLIMja/THe M OHTOJIOIIKe Teopuje deadepHocTu. Hamm
eMIIVPUjCKM IPUCTYII IIPUMEP je KAKO ce KOHCTPYKTUBM3aM MOXKe KOPUCTUTU
Ia &y ce mpaTwIM He CaMo MOMUTWYKY npolecu Beh u mporecn yuspmrhnsama
UJEHTUTETA, KAo M TO Ha KOj! Cé HAuMH OH MEeTOJO/OIIKI MOXKe YCKIAIUTH Ca
VHTEPIPETaTUBUCTIYKOM OHTOIOTMjOM.

10. 3akpydak

Kopucrehnu reopujcke koHIenTe KOHBEHIIMOHATHOT KOHCTPYKTUBYU3MA, K0
U KOHIIETITe COLIVja/THe I OHTO/IOIIKe 0e30eTHOCTI, MOKYILIA/IN CMO Ia 0djacHM-
MO Jia je HeCUT'YpHOCT y J/Induju y3pokoBaHa IIOCTOjalbeM MHOIITBA MEHTUTETA
u de3demHocHMUX mpodmema. CMaTpaau CMO Jja IIOCTOjatbe MapaneTHIX BIaja
y JInduju, Ha ey ABa mapasenHa ApPyLITBA, KOja HABOJHO IIPEJCTAB/bajy ey
Ip>KaBy, OBeJa 10 M3TPajilbe KOHCTPYMCAHNX ¥ Mel)ycOOHO MCK/BY YMBMX M/IeH-
TUTETA U 3aXTeBa 3a JICTUTUMMUTET. AHa/IM3MPaIu CMO KaKo Cy fiBa jena JIndu-
je KOHCONMM0BaJIa CBOje UIEHTUTETE ¥ CTPaxy Off Apyre CTpaHe U Y KOHTPACTy
IpeMa 0j, 0K CYy UICTOBPEMEHO [I03BO/baBasle [ja Cé PeTMOHAIHN U IJIeMEHCKI
UJIEHTUTETY IPOIIMPE Ha 11e/10j TEPUTOPUjU 3eMbe. TBPAMIN CMO Jia je OTpaHu-
yenu npucryn Y H, xoju je moKpeHyo IpoMeHy pexKuMa U TPaH3ULNjy Ka HOBOj
np>xaBu y JIuduju, [oBeo 3ampaBo o pparMeHTalyje Jp>KaBHOT MACHTUTETA U
desdennocTu. [Tokyuraj HaMeTama MMOEpPaTHO-AeMOKPATCKOT NICHTUTETA ApKa-
BI KOja HMje VIMaJla KOHCONN/IOBaHY HallIOHA/IHY UJJEHTUTET, Y KOHTEKCTY Y KOM
Cy pervioHaTHV UAEHTUTETH OV/IM jauyl Off LIeHTPAIHOT U/IEHTUTETa, JOXKUBEO je
npepBuauBY Heycriex. OrpaHnyeHo aHTa)koBabe MelyHapopHe 3ajeHuIIe OMO-
ryhno je MHTepBeHLIMje PerOHATHUX CHJIa Y HEKOHTPOINCAHY KOHCOMUAL)Y
CYKOO/beHNX CTPYKTYpa BIacTy u ujeHTuTera. HemocTarak nosepema u 3ajes-
HIYKOT MIEHTUTETA IOBEO je 1o de3deHOCHe a1ieMe 1 10 KOJIaIica Iporieca 13-
rpajimbe Jp>KaBe U LieHTpanusanuje.

TBpounu cMo ma de3 IeruTUMHE M CHaXKHe JpsKaBe, CIIocodHe 1a 0de3denu
HAIIMIOHA/THO jeAVHCTBO, HUje Moryhe y4BpCTUTM LIeHTPATHN UIEHTUTET HUTH
YCIIOCTaBUTY IIEHTPaHY 0e3deTHOCHY MHPPACTPYKTYpY, Koja Ou ra mogpkana. Y
JInduju je HemoOCTaTAK jeAMHCTBEHOT UAECHTUTETA I LIeHTPaJIHe BIacTy oMoryhmo
¢dparMeHTanNjy 3eMsbe, LITO HIMje MOTA0 fIa YO/IaXky HY IIPOLieC ieMOKpaTusaluje,
jep ce HIje MOTao pa3BUTH y IOKa/ITHOM KOHTEKCTY M IIOJ, IaATYIM OKOTHOCTMMA. [le-
MOKpaTu3alyja fiecraduansyje 3eMiby 1, aKO He IIOCTOj| LIeHTPaTHN UJeHTUTET,

68



Ypout [Tommapuh, Heyciiex Yjeguwenux nauuja u Eepoticke yHuje y gemokpamiuzayuju...

MO>Ke ToBecTH 10 de3demHOCHe pparMeHTallVje U Heycliexa CaMor IIpolieca, Kao
TO je To Omo cny4aj y JIuduju. [la SucMo u3Henn oBe apryMeHTe, peKOHCTPYU-
CajIi CMO KOMIUIETaH HapaTuB O T1OMjCKoj Kpusu u MehyHapogHuM Hanopuma
fla ce OHA pellyi MYUPHUM U IOTUTUYKUM IIyTeM. 3aXTeBU Koje je MehyHapongHa
3ajeqHMIIA OcTaByIa JInduju — eMokparusanmja, usrpanma gp>kase, U3rpajima
HOBOT MIEHTNTETA I CTBapame de30efHOCTI — Su Cy IpeBeINKN TepeT 3a Y,
HoCcedHO Kajia je CIIojbHa IOAPIIKA dujla OrpaHMYeHa Ha CAaBETOBAME 1 IOCPei0-
Bame. Heycrex meMokpaTusanyje JOBEO je B0 KOHTPalpOgyKTUBHOT pe3yaTara
U JI0 OIaJjara MOJpIIKe CTAHOBHMIITBA YBODewy ileMoKparuje.

Amnanusupajyhu HaunH Ha Koju Cy OCHOBHA IuTama dezdennoctn y JInduju
3aCHOBaHa Ha CyOHAIVOHATHIM UIEHTUTETIMA, CTEK/IV CMO HOBY IepPCIIEeKTH-
BY O IbeHUM AYropouHuM de3degHocHNM nmpodaemnma. CMaTpaMo ja Cy oBa
nuTama O0e38eTHOCTY IIPBEHCTBEHO 3aCHOBAHA Ha MAECHTUTETY — Jla IIPOM3NIase
13 HEKOMIIATUOVIIHUX MJEHTUTETA U HeJOCTaTKa LeHTPAIHOT MeHTUTEeTa. 3a-
K/bY4YjeMO fia IJIaBHY IIPeIpeKy U3rpajiby Ap>KaBe U epUKaCHUX MHCTUTYLIja,
a caMMM TVM ¥ CTadMIHOT de3deJHOCHOT OKpY Kemwa IIpeAcTaB/ba HeMoryhHocT
HOMUpeba UAEHTUTeTCKUX nofena y JIuduju. bynyhe nnrepsenunje rpedano du
Jia CII0je IPOMOLIN}Y IEMOKPATCKIIX HOPMM U aKTUBHY IMOAPIIKY KOHCOMUIALIM)I
unentutera. Mehynapogse oprannsannje Tpeda ia dyy oceT/buByje Ha TOKaTHN
KOHTEKCT KaJla ofipyKaBajy usrpajmby Mupa. Hamopn sa usrpanmy Mupa Mopajy
Ce 3aCHMBATY Ha pasyMeBakby HaYlMHa Ha KOjI JIOKa/IHE 3ajelHILE I0KMB/baBajy
COIICTBEHY 0e30eHOCT, IErNTUMUTET U uAeHTuTeT. bynyha ncrpakubama Tpe-
dao &1 fape a aHaNMM3Mpajy MHTepaKIVjy TOKaTHUX U MehyHaponHux Hapa-
TUBA O UJIEHTUTETY, KA0 U /ja pacBeT/Ie OrpaHIyeba polieca feMOKparTusalyje y
APYIITBMMA KOja Cy parMeHTHpaHa 110 naeHTuTeTy. JJoHrnTynnnamHo npaheme
Ipolieca Kpo3 CTyAMje crydaja MoryIo du noMohnu fa ce pasyme Ha4MH Ha KOjI ce
UJIEHTUTETH Pa3Bljajy TOKOM BpeMeHa Y OJHOCY Ha IIPOMeH/bUBO MehyHapozHO
aHTaXXOBaIbe.
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ABSTRACT

The paper explores the failure of UN and EU-led democratisation and stabili-
sation efforts in Libya following the 2011 regime change. Despite early involve-
ment in supporting a democratic transition, both organisations quickly adopted
a hands-off approach, contributing to the collapse of state authority and the rise
of competing identities and security actors. Using a constructivist framework that
incorporates ontological and societal security, the paper argues that Libya’s frag-
mentation stems from the absence of a unified national identity and the failure
to construct a shared political narrative. In a country where identity has become
tied to sub-national communities rather than the central nation and the state as
its central authority, externally imposed democratisation without local legitima-
cy proved unsustainable. Through process tracing and document analysis, the
study shows how the inconsistent engagement of international actors, combined
with internal identity divisions and the lack of preparedness for democratisa-
tion, led to long-term insecurity and fragmentation. The findings highlight that
democratisation without the necessary preconditions, such as the legitimacy of
the central authorities and national cohesion, risks exacerbating instability rather
than resolving it, especially when imposed from outside and when imposed in an
incomplete and inconsistent manner upon an unready population.

KEYWORDS: Democratisation, intervention, stabilisation, peacebuilding, soci-
etal security, identity, constructivism.

1. Introduction

Today, one of the main problems of international security in the world is the long-
standing and ongoing security crisis in Libya, which is a cause of macro-regional
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instability and insecurity. This paper attempts to explore in more depth the rea-
sons for the failure of the establishment of a stable security situation in Libya by
analysing the role of the UN and the EU. These two international organisations
were heavily involved in the regime change and provided the initial support for
the building of a new state and its democratisation. However, after their initial in-
tervention, the two have had very limited roles in the post-regime change develop-
ments, contributing to the failure of the democratisation process they had started,
which, in turn, undermined the country’s stabilisation. The paper explores how
the two organisations influenced the post-revolutionary processes and affected the
overall situation. I argue that the attempt to introduce democratisation forcibly
and subsequently abandon the project was an unwise attempt by the UN, result-
ing in more harm than good, and that the role of the EU was overall very limited
and counterproductive. The preconditions for democratisation in Libya were very
limited, and the population lacked unity both in their identity and identification
with the new post-revolutionary central authorities and in their acceptance or
interest in democratisation, especially an iteration imposed from abroad. In my
analysis of this process, I employ a broad theoretical framework to explore identity
questions and notions, as it rests on the constructivist theory and includes newer
approaches to security, such as societal and ontological security.

Starting from a theoretical basis, I argue that the principal reason for ongoing
insecurity is the failure to construct a unified Libyan identity and a stable narrative
that would provide a security environment inclusive of all citizens. The rejection
of the international liberal democratic model by much of the population, cou-
pled with a failure to present a viable alternative and construct a central author-
ity considered legitimate by the entire population, led to further fragmentation
of the population and even to competing societies and security communities. I
argue that if the people in a country don’t have a unified identity behind the state
as a central authority, and if they do not see the state as the legitimate protec-
tor of everyone’s interests, any attempt to change the political functioning of the
state, for instance, through democratisation, is doomed to failure. Similarly, if the
population do not feel that their specific communities are protected by the state,
they are unlikely to feel integrated into the central national identity or harbour a
sense of loyalty towards the state. The paper analyses the entire period between
the revolution and the present day. It is structured as follows: A literature review,
first of the topic of democratisation and its theoretical basis and justification and
then of the Libyan crisis and attempted democratisation, allows us to review the
scholarship on the crisis and the proposed reasons and causes for the ongoing
deterioration. Following that, I discuss the theoretical approach and framework,
providing new explanations. Then I offer an empirical analysis of the process we
are trying to understand. Finally, I discuss my findings and extrapolate them back
to my theoretical premises.
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2. Democratisation in Theory and Practice and in Context

Democratisation is a complicated process that has been widely explored. For the
purposes of this paper, I focus on an overview of imposed democratisation pro-
cesses in the Middle East. For the process itself to work, Burnell notes that it must
be accompanied by modernisation to limit the influence of ethno-religious influ-
ences on politics. He likewise warns that democratisation can easily be stopped
or rolled back when a democratically elected government uses the unstable and
unconsolidated system to undo the emerging democracy (Burnell, 2013). Moon
concurs, arguing that elections do not equal democracy, as consolidation takes
time and requires a stable security environment to allow the population to develop
democratic habits (Moon, 2009). Enterline and Grieg highlight the preconditions
necessary for democratic development, especially socio-economic ones (Enter-
line and Greig, 2008), which is an argument on which Przeworski draws when
asserting that democracies are more likely to survive in economically developed
countries (Przeworski, 2000) Another important prerequisite for democratisation
is the existence of political legitimacy, which emerges as a result of historical cir-
cumstances, as Lipset noted in a foundational text on democratic theory. In this
case, as the region is characterised by a historical lack of democracy and long-
standing personalised authoritarian regimes (Lipset, 1959), the preconditions for
the success of the process in Libya were inadequate.

As for economic development as a precondition for democratisation, Libya is
one of the countries that derive the majority of their income from selling oil. Ross
notes that oil wealth is directly connected to a lack of democracy, which could be
because such states do not rely on taxation as the primary source of their income
and, therefore, have a limited need for political accountability (Ross, 2001). The
region has generally lacked democracy, having nonlinear processes of liberalisa-
tion over time, and the stability of its regimes is maintained not just by repression
but also by co-opting the population through a clientelist system (Albrecht and
Schlumberger, 2004). Political freedom keeps declining in the region; even the
states that have some form of democracy are in fact undemocratic, keeping the
population depoliticised and oppressed and the institutions manipulated through
clientelism (Goldstone, 2011). Ziircher points out that the states in the region gen-
erally have high corruption levels and that their elites fear losing power through
democratisation (Ziircher, 2018), painting a grim picture that points to democracy
being neither wanted nor viable in the region. As Lipset pointed out long ago, de-
mocracy must align with the values of the population (Lipset, 1959), which Prze-
worski and Limongi update with the claim that the society should be a modernised
and urbanised one (Przeworski and Limongi, 2018). This adds to the scepticism
over the viability of democracy in the region in general and Libya in particular.
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Democratisation itself is a long-term and complicated process, and in Libya’s
case, it was imposed from outside, which made matters worse. The theoretical
justification for imposed liberal democratisation rests on liberal institutionalism,
especially the democratic peace theory. In that regard, Franceschet stresses the
emerging ethical tension in liberalism between state sovereignty and the rights
of individuals (Franceschet, 1999), while Hoffman posits that liberalism and de-
mocracy conflict with tyranny and aggression, prioritising human rights over
sovereignty (Hoffmann, 1995). These arguments provide a justification for inter-
ventionism for the sake of democracy, which Doyle states openly with the argu-
ment that the lack of representation in illiberal states may remove their right to
non-interference from liberal states, as they would not be considered legitimate
by them (Doyle, 1986). However, Downes and Monten found that regime chang-
es imposed by democracies tend not to yield significant democratic benefits and
that successful democratisation depends both on the intervention strategy and on
favourable domestic conditions (Downes and Monten, 2013). While a strong state
has been found to be a barrier to inter-group violence, it can also be used by one
group to conduct violence as well and exclude certain groups. Likewise, demo-
cratic states are more likely to reach a settlement in a civil war, especially when the
conflict is not identity-based, and when there is external support (Hartzell et al.,
2001). Based on this, we can argue that democracy cannot be imposed successful-
ly, not even by force, on a state that is not ready or receptive to it. Similarly, a state
without democracy will find it much harder to resolve an identity-based conflict,
especially without help from the international community. Libya, therefore, had a
low likelihood of democratisation succeeding, at least in the way it was attempted.

The proponents of this theory argue for liberal democracy as the system most
conducive to peace and cooperation, justifying its imposition by the expected
benefits. Ikenberry characterises a liberal democratic system as being rule-based
and promoting cooperation based on equality and reciprocity for mutual benefit,
promoting the openness of such systems. He also notes that as the system priori-
tises human rights and openness, states have an interest in what goes on in other
states (Ikenberry, 2009). Keohane and Martin also highlight the reciprocity and
openness of states in such systems (Keohane and Martin, 1995), and Doyle ar-
gues that such a system has a pacifying effect on states, while also claiming that
democratic states are less likely to wage war against similar states (Doyle, 1986).
Macmillan goes a step further to argue that liberal states are more peace-prone
in general (Macmillan, 2004) and, as such, the systems most conducive to inter-
national stability. These arguments connect the proposed benefits of democracy
with the argument for its imposition for the greater good. This argument rests on
the theory of democratic peace, which claims that due to shared norms, institu-
tional constraints and strategic behaviour, democratic states are not motivated to
wage war against one another (Russett et al., 1995). However, even the proponents
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admit that this peace does not necessarily hold between liberal and illiberal states
(Doyle, 2005). Owen attributes this to the claim that liberal states see illiberal ones
as unpredictable and dangerous, as there are no checks on government power (Ow-
en, 1994). Therefore, there is a theoretical justification for democratising a state
in liberalism, creating a safer and more predictable world. This theory tends to be
invoked to justify interventionism, and we can arguably say it formed the basis of
the UN and EU thought process in Libya’s case.

3. The Libyan Crisis and Failed Democratisation

The intervention led to a regime change that its advocates hoped would result in
liberal democracy supplanting authoritarianism, fostering a new identity for Libya
as a state. After initial optimism, the failure of state authority and the weakness
of the central government led to the emergence of various armed groups with
close connections to communities that supported them. These groups opposed
the central authority and acted autonomously, being more tied to their regional
identities than the national one (McQuinn, 2013). The intervention was justified
by the objective of protecting the civilian population by the removal of the violent
authoritarian regime, placing strong normative demands on any future govern-
ment. Once the authoritarian government was removed, repressed regional and
ethno-religious rivalries emerged, with multiple identities competing for power
in the context of the state’s failure to achieve security. These identity-based groups
had differing visions for Libya’s future, and without a strong central authority,
they could compete against each other (Randall, 2015). Fasanotti warns that the
multiplicity of identities in Libya, divided along tribal, ethnic and religious lines,
presents a serious obstacle to nation-building, arguing that this is one of the caus-
es that makes the multi-faction civil war so long-standing and violent (Fasanotti,
2017). This argument aligns well with my concept of societal security being priori-
tised and identity-based interests being a primary influence on policy. Libya faced
not only political and security crises that prevented the consolidation of central
authority, but it also suffered from fragmentation and polarisation that blocked
national reconciliation (Hamada et al., 2020). The rhetoric in the country after
the regime change became largely belligerent, and there was a strong element of
militarism and violence as a means to an end, which, when coupled with the ef-
fective decentralisation due to state weakness and the rise of local militias, led to
overall militarisation and security destabilisation in the country (Raineri, 2019).

The intervention was followed by EU attempts to support the stabilisation of
the country, as due to Libya’s proximity, regional instability was harmful to the EU.
Its support for the central Tripoli government aimed to contribute to state-build-
ing and security stabilisation, yet it was limited in scope and influence (Battaglia,
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2017). The UN mission’s primary goal, as stated in its mandate, was to prevent vi-
olence against civilians, ensuring the security of individuals under the norm of the
responsibility to protect (Bellamy, 2011). However, after the intervention, there was
controversy over the implementation of the UN mandate, which created mistrust in
the Council and exacerbated the situation after the regime change, as its attention
and influence were limited by this (Brockmeier et al., 2016). Its secondary goal of
peacebuilding was supported by the EU, which saw state-building as a necessary
precondition for peace, yet the EU also saw this as a chance to position itself in a
peace-promoting geopolitical role (Battaglia, 2017). This was an opportunity for it
to test its increased foreign policy coherence formulated in the Treaty of Lisbon,
but there was still no overarching EU foreign policy. Many EU states had bilater-
al dealings with Libya, necessitating a more limited and cautious approach and
leading to disagreements within the EU that prevented it from being an effective
security actor (Fabbrini, 2014). The EU had to respond to the situation due to its
normative support for human rights, especially as it did not normatively oppose
intervention against authoritarian leaders (Stavridis, 2014). We see, therefore, how
a weak attitude to state-building and democratisation could undermine the process
from the very start, so that if the intervening powers did little to support the transi-
tion, which had to progress within its framework, the process would probably fail.

The failure of institutions to provide security created a security vacuum ex-
ploited by militias who did so provisionally and on an ad hoc basis. However, in
doing so locally, they also created general insecurity in the country by pursuing
their own interests and affecting politics based on their potential for violence, fur-
thering the interests of the societies they had come from (Gaub, 2013). Rainieri
describes this situation as one in which social groups supported non-state armed
actors to increase their security while not empowering the formal military struc-
tures of the state, meaning that security was provided informally, and the state’s
role as the provider of security was undermined. The UN-approved intervention
was one of the causes for this, as it removed the previous regime but did not fol-
low up with state-building or peacebuilding, leaving room for rebellious factions
to attempt to fill the power vacuum (Raineri, 2019). The transitional government
failed to put the various ethnic and religious militias under its control, allow-
ing for various radical forces to coalesce and then influence policy by opposing
democratisation and centralisation (Pack et al., 2017). The UN mission couldn’t
help due to its limited intervention mandate, and without guidance, amidst the
fragmentation of the country, the new authorities failed to provide a functioning
democracy. UN mediation failed to stop the civil war or prevent the further frag-
mentation of Libya, with the local identity-based forces even gaining ideological
support from neighbouring states. Many areas of the country started functioning
autonomously and resolving security concerns on their own, generally based on
local tribal identities (Vericat and Hobrara, 2018), which hastened the deterioration
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of central authority and the overarching identity. The expectations placed on the
new authorities were too heavy a burden for them to bear, given the local context
of general instability and the lack of a strong national identity.

The intervening powers did not expect this fragmentation, and even with the
state-building and democratisation help provided by the international community
in the first several years, central authority proved impossible to establish (Friend,
2018). Nor did they expect that the local actors would be unable or even unwilling
to follow their advice. Bartu argues that early efforts at democratisation failed due
to the weakness of institutions and central authorities, as well as political revan-
chism and opportunism (Bartu, 2015). Megerisi notes that an important reason
for the lack of effective EU influence was that it still struggled to provide a unified
foreign policy, as its relationship with the post-revolutionary regimes depended on
the various goals of its leading states, undermining its efforts at diplomatic action
necessary for effective influence (Megerisi, 2020). Similarly, the UN’s mandate also
prevented the intervention from having the desired effect. The Security Council
resolution that authorised military force also included an exclusion of any foreign
occupation of Libyan territory and was limited to protecting the population. The
Security Council was divided along national interests, severely limiting the role of
the mission from the outset (Keating, 2013). This suggests that the international
community’s weak influence prevented both the incentives and the coercion re-
quired to stabilise and democratise the country.

Failure to conduct elections led to a division of control over the country in half,
with the House of Representatives (whose term had ended) controlling the east
with support from the Libyan National Army. The Government of National Ac-
cord, formed in Tripoli with international assistance, was declared illegitimate by
the House, which set up a rival claim to legitimacy from Benghazi (Friend, 2015).
The UN and the EU continued to push for unity to get the country out of the cri-
sis. Four years after the revolution, there was still no national unity, and the EU
believed that it could only be achieved through power sharing and democratisation
(Toaldo, 2016). As attempts to unite the country failed continuously, the division
of Libya into two halves escalated into open conflict, with the two sides support-
ed by Egypt and Turkey, respectively siding with Tripoli and Benghazi. The UN
was successful in mediating a ceasefire, but full peace was never achieved (Feuer,
2021). After the 2020 ceasefire agreement, the UN helped establish a short-term
national unity government in 2021, which enjoyed international support (ICG,
2021); however, the Benghazi authorities abandoned it within months (Unsmil,
2025). More than a decade after the intervention, the country is not even close to
either political unity or a unified national identity, and the longer it is divided into
two major societies, the less likely it seems that a united Libya could emerge. This
necessitates a closer look into the UN and EU intervention and an examination
of the exact processes by which the imposed democratisation and peacebuilding
failed in order to propose a possible solution.

76



Uro$ Popadi¢, The failure of UN- and EU-led democratisation...

4. Theoretical Approach

Starting from the argument that political interests and policies largely depend
on matters of identity, I take the position of Wendt that the structures of politics
are social rather than material and that these structures shape the identities and
interests of states as well as their behaviour. Relationships and understanding
of the political “other” form the basis of security, as states are threatened by the
identity-based interests of other states rather than primarily material capabilities
(Wendt, 1995). This is essential when considering both the motivation for the EU
and even the UN to intervene to stabilise and transform Libya according to their
interests, but also for the proto-state communities that emerged in Libya after the
revolution. Wendt also argues that the identity of a state comes from a mix of inter-
nal policy and external policy, but that it is fluid and changes in interactions with
others (Wendt, 1994), which would allow Libya or its sub-national communities
to change based on experience and interaction. Hopf shares this view, in which
the interests of states depend on their evolving identity, and identities are repro-
duced and reinforced in actions which are only possible within an intersubjective
social context. An identity provides context and allows for more predictability in
relations between states or communities, constantly changing through action and
interaction (Hopf, 1998), making it essential for a state to have an understandable
and consolidated identity.

Focusing on identity in practice and its construction through norms, we can
argue that the UN and the EU attempted to support the democratisation process
in Libya by introducing and promoting certain norms, which is significant if we
accept Hoffman’s argument that norms not only have a strong effect on state be-
haviour but also on identity. These norms can be disseminated to other states and
communities in an attempt to change their identity and, with it, their interests
(Hoftmann, 2010). The constructivist approach to security argues that the environ-
ment and context in which a state exists, as well as its political and security culture,
determine its identity and interests. Building on this, norms define and regulate
the behaviours of actors and shape their security interests, and the enactment of
certain norms is formative for the identity of a state and the desired perception of
the state by other states (Jepperson et al., 1996). Guzzini highlights the importance
of the social context in which state identity is formed or transformed, noting that
each action by a state influences the perception of its identity by its neighbours
(Guzzini, 2000). Therefore, the context in which the UN and EU intervention and
involvement put Libya can be considered highly influential for the development of
the central Libyan identity and its connection to the central authorities.

Applying constructivism to security studies, Farrel argues that focus should
be placed on norms and their security implications, as well as on the social con-
text which constitutes these norms and which is, in turn, constituted by them
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(Farrell, 2002). Based on this, we can argue that the UN and the EU intervened
in Libya in the hope that by changing the norms internalised by the population
towards an acceptance of Western-model liberal democracy, the identity of the
state and its interests would shift to be more in line with their interests, contrib-
uting to stabilisation and pacification in the entire region, which is a powerful
motivator. I consider that norm diffusion efforts such as democracy promotion
are also identity-shaping interventions, by which the interests and behaviour of a
state can be directly influenced. Based on these arguments, I hold that the identity
of a vulnerable or regime-transitioning state is malleable and depends on the na-
tional and international context, as well as on its immediate political and security
developments. The logic behind interventionism presumed a receptivity of the lo-
cal population towards liberal norms, which was overly optimistic in this case, as
identity formation in fragmented or conflict-torn countries such as Libya may lead
to norm resistance or reinterpretation to the point of the original aims being lost.

Having set down our basic constructivist framework, let us focus more close-
ly on its application to security and identity. Campbell argued that the provision
of security is a strong justification for the existence of the state, identifying it as
the security provider for a community. Security is necessary against danger and
threats, which he considers to be largely constructed and dependent not primar-
ily on material resources but on identity and its perception. A state or communi-
ty (such as a nation) will, therefore, perceive threats based on their identity and
the identity of those endangering them. Campbell notes that identity constantly
evolves and adapts, and, pertinently to our case, he argues that the existence of
an alternative narrative is in itself a threat to the constructed identity as it under-
mines its claim of being the “true identity” and its development. In addition, there
should be competition over the state as the central authority as the nation is further
conceptualized through the instruments of the state as its exclusive representative
(Campbell, 2018). So, we would expect the various Libyan sub-national commu-
nities to be threatened by the very existence of their rivals, perceiving themselves
as being the “true” and sole representative of the country or nation. This provides
us with a clear link between identity fragmentation resulting from a lack of cen-
tral state authority and the societal and ontological security of the sub-national
communities. Identity-based narrative challenges lead to greater threat perception
and further security and identity fragmentation.

For a state to have a functioning identity, Steele argues that it must have a con-
sistent story of its origin and goals, which then allows it to further determine its
identity-based interests. The state must then create its identity not only in relation
to other states but to previous iterations of itself or the state it inherits. He further
argues that to maintain this story and, by extension, its ontological security, a state
will prioritise it over direct security interests, as without a stable and protected
self-identity, the wider security of the state is undermined (Steele, 2008). Mitzen’s
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arguments are compatible, as she claims that the ontological security of a state is
affected by its interactions with other states and the security dilemma between
them. She also warns that identity-based biases can lead to states misperceiving the
intentions of another state and that an irrational conflict can be extended through
misperception. Likewise, a conflict can contribute to identity consolidation and
provide a state with a specific role, so that state identity is formed in relation to
another state with which the first is in conflict, thereby prolonging it (Mitzen,
2006). In this concept, the Libyan sub-national communities would be conceived
as being mutually constituted in relation to each other, a constructivist argument
that fits our foundational framework.

Based on this, I argue that, in the case of Libya, security is provided at a
sub-national level for these communities, necessitating the use of the concept of
societal security in relation to ontological security. Weaver puts forth the view that
rather than focusing on the security of the state, the onus should be on the socie-
ties within a state, which perceives threats in identity terms, with ethno-national
and religious groups being the most powerful communities to which this can be
applied. As this instability arises when state and nation do not correspond to each
other, with these societies feeling vulnerable due to the lack of control over the state
(Weaver, 1996). These societies or communities usually develop their identities in
reference to other competing societies, which then become threats to their secu-
rity and especially their identity. The stronger societies are expected to attempt to
impose their identity (Buzan et al., 1998). Mcsweeney argues that the key to what
society is can be found in its identity, with societal security being about society
persisting in its essential character as conceived by its members, noting that socie-
ties and their identities are continually changed and negotiated (Mcsweeney, 1996).
The argument of Theiler fits well here, as he claims that threats to the identity of
society are constructed and perception-dependent and that when a state is divid-
ed into several major societal units, state and societal security can be negatively
correlated (Theiler, 2003). The threat to the societal identity of a community and
the competition over control of the state with other communities are, therefore,
a threat to their ontological security, especially as communities attempt to take
control of a state and impose their identity on others.

5. Theoretical Framework

A review of democratisation suggests that attempts to impose democracy on other
states by force, especially if those states lack the necessary preconditions, typical-
ly fail. An overview of the context in Libya and the failure of its stabilisation and
peacebuilding process unambiguously revealed identity and authority problems
connected to failed state-building and democratisation. It also showed that the role
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of the UN and the EU was limited and often counterproductive, necessitating a
closer empirical look. The UN and the EU expected democracy and peace to follow
once the regime changed and democratisation was imported and locally imple-
mented. Yet, Libya was not ready for democratisation, and the attempt to import
it, without a direct UN long-term mission, failed utterly and created the opposite
effect. The previous regime collapsed and there was no state or unified identity to
support the transition. In the empirical analysis, informed by my theoretical con-
siderations, I focus on the particular roles of the UN and EU to explore their effect
on the failure of the security stabilisation and democratisation process in Libya.

My review indicates that the collapse of Libya has not been examined through
the lens of ontological security, identity and its construction, nor through the con-
nection of local agency and identity vis-a-vis the incomplete and imposed pro-
cess of democratisation. The key research questions are: Why did the process of
stabilisation and democratisation fail despite initial international support for the
regime change and democratic transition, and what was the role of the UN and
the EU in that failure? The theoretical framework combines several approaches.
Constructivism is used to argue that without a strong national identity, loyalty to
the transitioning state could not develop. The notions of ontological and societal
security are used to argue that since the dominant identity in Libya was rooted
in sub-national communities rather than in the state, security actors competed
to ensure the security of those societies and not of Libya as a whole. Likewise, the
failure of local actors to connect to an overarching Libyan identity and to have
a stable pre- and post-revolution identity narrative would contribute to identity
fragmentation and subsequent security fragmentation.

6. Methodology

The method applied in this paper consists of a deep case study of Libya after the
revolution and an analysis of the role of the UN and the EU in the developments
using process tracing. I seek to test my theoretical propositions and explain the
outcome by constructing a causal pathway. I expect that the lack of direct UN or
EU involvement in the democratisation and state-building process over time con-
tributed to a deterioration of the security situation until the UN and EU presence
became marginalised by local actors. I also argue that the failure to establish a cen-
tral authority and identity will over time lead to a further fragmentation of iden-
tity and security competition between the identity groups, with a central identity
unlikely to reform. Therefore, the lack of UN and EU involvement after the regime
change will cause their roles to diminish and their goals to not be achieved, and
failure to have a single central authority will further deconstruct identities. These
are our causal mechanisms and variables. To test them, I employ a data set made
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up of documents provided by the UN Security Council and the Council of the EU
to provide an overview of goals and actions. The analysis spans from the beginning
of the crisis and the regime change up to the present day, framing the situation in
the general context previously discussed in the literature review and in response
to the perceived gaps explained in the framework section. This theoretical frame-
work is primarily constructivist; however, we are working within a causal and
positivist epistemology, even though the ontological approach is constructivist.
While tracing political processes, I also analyse how the norms of democratisation
and legitimacy evolved over time and how external influence was internalised.

7. Empirical Section: The Process

Security Council Resolution 1970 paved the way for a UN intervention in Libya.
Its opening passages explain the justification behind it, which is preventing vio-
lence against civilians and preventing the systematic violation of human rights.
The Council concluded that the government had deliberately committed acts of
violence against the population, despite its responsibility to protect it. The resolu-
tion put the country under international sanctions and an arms embargo, refer-
ring the situation in Libya to the Prosecutor of the International Criminal Court.
The resolution stated that it was not directed against the strong commitment to
the sovereignty, independence, territorial integrity and national unity of Libya
(United Nations Security Council (UNSC), 2011a). The Council had authorised
the regime change in Resolution 1973, demanding an immediate ceasefire and
establishing a mandate to protect civilians by all means necessary short of the oc-
cupation of Libya. The resolution was strongly argued for by France, Britain and
the US, who framed it as a way to support the democratic will of the Libyan peo-
ple who had participated in a wave of anti-authoritarian revolutions. Russia and
China abstained and questioned its enforcement by expressing concerns over how
it would be implemented, what its limits of engagement would be, and whether a
large-scale military intervention would be possible (UNSC, 2011b, 2011c). EU lead-
ers supported the military action that would result from the Council Resolution,
which was meant to overthrow the illegitimate authoritarian regime and bring
about a democratic process. However, they also respected Libya’s independence,
territorial integrity and national unity (UNSC, 2011d).

The Council established its mission in Libya in Resolution 2009, which was
mandated to assist the new government in achieving public security, state and
institutional capacity and authority, democratisation and national reconciliation.
It was meant to support the new transitional council to undertake the transfor-
mation of the country (UNSC, 2011e, 2011f) and establish a process of national
reconciliation that would allow an inclusive government to assert control over
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the whole country. The NATO members of the Council optimistically believed
that the transition towards peace and security would be smoothed by a process of
democratisation (2011g). After the new authorities in Libya declared the liberation
of the country, the Council ended the UN authorisation under which NATO was
mandated to intervene in Libya to protect civilians. This was done in Resolution
2016, which left the process of Libya’s transformation in local hands, calling on
the new authorities to create a democratic and peaceful country (UNSC, 2011h,
20111, 2011j). The Security Council expected that the new transitional council
would build a modern liberal-democratic nation-state, and the transitional coun-
cil promised that they would conduct elections to achieve democratic legitimacy
and that they would be supported by a new constitution and referendum. This
plan was thwarted by many armed revolutionary militias that engaged in armed
clashes with each other and refused to demilitarise. At this point, neither the state
nor local militias were capable of fully ensuring law and order. The UN mission
prioritised assistance in the electoral process, hoping the local authorities could
achieve centralised security (UNSC, 2011k).

The militias continued to share the responsibility for ensuring security, along-
side state security forces. While many militia fighters were recruited into the Min-
istry of the Interior as part of a reintegration initiative, most militias refused to
disarm, preventing the consolidation of security forces under democratic control
and central authority. The UN had only a support role and did not interfere polit-
ically, noting that the democratic transition process depended on security, which
had to be achieved by the state authorities without outside help (UNSC, 2012a).
The first democratic elections in the summer of 2012, with a turnout of over sixty
percent, led to the establishment of the General National Congress to replace the
National Transitional Council. Numerous local conflicts and rivalries that predat-
ed the revolution and further developed during the conflict resurfaced, leading to
large-scale armed clashes, as militias continued to act violently and autonomously
even during the elections, further fragmenting security in the country (UNSC,
2012b). The lack of consolidation of the new democratic institutions, the tribal
and regional tensions, and the lack of democratic political norms hindered the
expected democratic transition. There were calls for decentralisation or federali-
sation to be key elements of the future constitution, as well as continual security
breaches, such as the major violent riots in Benghazi that led to the death of the
US ambassador (UNSC, 2013a).

The transitional period resulted in divisive debates on the future of the coun-
try, lustration, and revolutionary militias, leading to an impasse in the legislative
body as polarisation grew significantly. Politics were marred by intimidation by
armed groups, political boycotts, regional enmities, and the political alignment
and interference of armed groups. The legitimate political institutions did not en-
joy respect and could not exercise their authority freely while the UN limited itself
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to an advisory role (UNSC, 2013b). The political process was failing to lead to a
new constitution and political consolidation, preventing any stability and leading
to the population being disappointed with the democratisation process. Armed
groups continued to obstruct the exercise of the government’s responsibilities in
many regions and refused to disarm and be integrated into the security structure
of the state. Political, regional and ideological rivalries exacerbated the instability
of the country, with eastern Libya entering a deep crisis and overall security being
very low (UNSC, 2014a). The eventual elections had a very low turnout, and the
House of Representatives (HoR) elected in them had limited legitimacy and con-
vened in the far east of the country. The new and old legislative bodies competed
for legitimacy, and the country’s deep political crisis eventually resulted in open
conflict (UNSC, 2014b). The European Parliament (EP) was concerned about the
deteriorating political stability and security situation in Libya, as clashes between
militias undermined the democratic transition, and regional interests were prior-
itised over national interest (European Parliament (EP), 2014a). The EU was also
worried that Islamist militias were gaining ground in the country and that the
central authority was failing due to the emerging dual political structures, further
harming democratisation and liberalisation. The human rights violations and lack
of political rights and liberties, as well as increasing regionalisation, undermined
the EU’s attempts to support Libya’s transformation into a liberal-democratic state
through financial and political assistance (EP, 2014b).

As Libya descended into a civil conflict on multiple levels in 2014, a new par-
liament was announced in Tripoli, in addition to the legitimate one in Tobruk, as
the eastern half of the country mounted an Islamist insurgency and fell under the
control of General Haftar (UNSC, 2015a). The UN managed to broker a political
agreement between the two sides, which initiated the process of establishing the
interim Government of National Accord and a ceasefire in 2015. However, this
success was short-lived as a number of regional and tribal conflicts occurred in
this period, and militias continued to act in their own security interests, while state
institutions weakened further (UNSC, 2015b). Human rights were being widely ig-
nored, with the population being subject to widespread violence and intimidation,
and civil liberties were heavily restricted (Council of the European Union (CEU),
2016). The EU focused on supporting state-building in an advisory role, increasing-
ly worried that the Muslim Brotherhood controlled the Tripoli authorities. Libya
remained largely organised on the basis of a tribal system, with ethnic and tribal
identities continuing to play a significant role. The two factions controlled their
respective halves of the country and were backed by foreign powers, as well as by
multiple heavily armed militias affiliated with regions, cities and tribes (EP, 2016).

With international mediation, the two sides accepted a political agreement en-
visioning the formation of a Government of National Accord, Presidential Coun-
cil and imminent elections. However, many political and military leaders still
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opposed the democratic transition, and there was still no constitution (UNSC,
2016a). The House of Representatives eventually rejected the proposed government;
hence, no central government was formed, and parallel institutions remained in
place despite the political agreement (UNSC, 2016b). The parallel political struc-
tures and the proliferation of militia groups meant there was no way to hold a ref-
erendum on the constitution, preventing basic institutions and the judicial system
from functioning effectively and undermining the rule of law (CEU, 2017). As the
civil war continued, the authorities in the east continued to fight against Islamist
forces, while in Tripoli, there were frequent clashes between competing political
and militia forces, as it remained under the control of several armed groups sup-
porting political bodies claiming to be the legitimate authorities (UNSC, 2017a).
The UN and EU persevered in their attempts to mediate between the factions in
the hope that the conflict could be resolved politically (UNSC, 2017b). Even so,
the state was unable to ensure basic security and services; it descended into near
lawlessness, with multiple failed attempts to stabilise the country based on political
agreement (CEU, 2018a). As the conflict raged on, there was no progress in limit-
ing the polarisation, and mistrust in the country led to a failure of UN efforts at
supporting reconciliation, as it continued to call for elections as the only solution
to the crisis (UNSC, 2018a).

The interrelated challenges regarding political stability made the country high-
ly fragile, which affected regional security, making the EU more interested and
concerned in acting to support the stabilisation process. Even so, it continued to
stress the importance of local ownership and inclusiveness, leaving it to the Lib-
yans to resolve the problems of drafting a constitution and holding the elections.
This process was compounded by the various sub-national identities of the various
Libyan communities, as the society was composed of different tribes and ethnic
groups with their respective interests and traditions (EP 2018). Despite strong re-
gional tensions due to armed tribal and ethnic groups, coupled with crumbling
trust in the already weak institutions, the EU still refused to go beyond diplomatic
pressure and an advisory role (CEU, 2018b). Militias continued to represent spe-
cific groups and regions, and the central government did not even have control
over the capital, with both halves of the country seeing regional strife in addition
to the conflict with each other (UNSC, 2019a). In the spring of 2019, the political
process broke down completely as the eastern forces attacked Tripoli just as the
UN was preparing a national conference meant to help reunite Libya, stopping
the peace process (UNSC, 2019b). Profound political divisions were exacerbated
by the escalation of the conflict, with state institutions barely functioning and
democratic governance being almost non-existent (CEU, 2020).

The full-scale attack on the capital prompted the Tripoli authorities to sign a
cooperation agreement with Turkey, opening the possibility of external bilater-
al intervention. Foreign interference increased in this period, with UN and EU
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mediation having limited results in reaching a ceasefire. The democratisation pro-
cess nearly stopped as the parallel institutions conducted their own untransparent
election activities, as unelected officials were mostly appointed to office (UNSC,
2020a). The international community demanded a ceasefire at the Berlin Confer-
ence, and the EU initiated a new naval operation to enforce the arms embargo,
while regional states interfered by supporting the conflicting sides and unsuc-
cessfully attempting to broker ceasefires (UNSC, 2020b). Most of the year passed
in high-intensity conflict between the two sides of the country and unsuccessful
UN attempts at mediating a ceasefire (UNSC, 2020c) until the efforts succeeded
in October when a permanent ceasefire was agreed. The agreement stipulated that
a new executive authority and government of national unity would be created, as
well as a common constitution (UNSC, 2021a). The protests and demonstrations
that broke out that year were met with violence, and the ceasefire failed to restore
the rule of law as enthusiasm for democratisation continued to decline (CEU, 2021).

In the spring of 2021, an agreement was signed to create the interim Gov-
ernment of National Unity, which was tasked with preparing national elections
(UNSC, 2021b). The EU reiterated a strong commitment to a Libyan-led political
process and its sovereignty and national unity, which could be achieved only by
way of free and fair inclusive elections (UNSMIL, 2021a). It urged Libya to hold
the elections by the end of the year and respect the rights of political opponents in
the spirit of unity, warning against foreign interference and calling for a national
reconciliation process. (UNSMIL, 2021b) The new government quickly collapsed
as the eastern HoR undemocratically appointed a new interim executive authority
despite the agreement, creating the Government of National Stability and claiming
that the mandate of the Government of National Unity had expired. The security
situation in the whole country was still chaotic, with militias and armed criminal
groups controlling territory and committing regular acts of violence, with polit-
ical rights and liberties violated by both competing authorities (UNSC, 2022a).
Serious popular discontent led to regular riots and criticism of the political bod-
ies and their failure to conduct elections and create security, as the UN continued
its unsuccessful mediation efforts to bring about stabilisation and democratisa-
tion. (UNSC, 2022b) The reconciliation process was failing due to the continu-
ous power struggles, which continued when the Government of National Unity
collapsed and was again replaced by two competing authorities. Elections were
delayed, and the necessary political reforms to hold them did not materialise, as
Russia and Turkey established a military presence in the country. The EU limited
itself to diplomatic efforts and the naval enforcement of the arms embargo as its
mechanism of influence. (EP, 2022)

Despite the longstanding lack of elections and a constitution, each of the two
competing political authorities considered itself exclusively legitimate and re-
fused to compromise, as general scepticism towards the democratisation process
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increased (UNSC, 2023). The deadlock in the political process, the violent clash-
es and the deteriorating socio-economic situation prevented any elections from
being held, and the two halves of the country continued to be disconnected and
engage in conflict. The country was still divided into regions controlled by mili-
tias connected to the local population and various military or government offi-
cials, which engaged in sporadic clashes (UNSC, 2024a). Progress in resolving the
electoral and executive issues stalled, and no agreements were reached. The state
institutions in the western part were controlled by powerful individuals and had
their own security forces, which often clashed with each other, leading to a lack of
central authority and unity even within that half of the country. The eastern half
similarly saw internal strife based on tribal or regional affiliations and ideology.
The two parallel states conducted unilateral actions and were losing interest in
reestablishing state unity, prioritising their own political and regional interests.
The country eventually became a ground for rivalry between international and
regional actors motivated by narrow interests. (UNSC, 2024b).

8. Process Analysis

The process of democratisation and state-building consisted of the external UN
and EU attempt to support these processes after initiating them with their inter-
vention and the local response. The intervening powers hoped that if the authori-
tarian regime were removed, democracy would naturally follow with limited assis-
tance from abroad. The distant approach and focus on local ownership, in a context
where Libya lacked the institutions or preconditions conducive to democratisation,
undermined the process. The strategy was hindered by an overreliance on local
actors with little democratic experience and the absence of sufficient post-conflict
state-building assistance. Although elections were held, that was not enough to en-
sure the development of democracy, which remained shallow. The local authorities
lacked the capacity, institutional culture and political will to support democratic
governance. Likewise, the transitional government was undermined by militias,
and institutions remained weak and contested. Important democratic processes
stalled, central authorities were unconsolidated, and the processes meant to sup-
port each other ended up hindering each other. The EU and UN adopted an advi-
sory and supportive role; however, they refrained from deeper political or security
involvement. This limited approach and reliance on local ownership in a context
without a single effective state authority, coupled with the lack of a sustained in-
ternational presence or enforcement mechanisms, allowed the democratic and
state structures to collapse.

The process of maintaining a united identity consisted of UN and EU support
for a united Libyan identity and the connection of security to that identity by the
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local population. The lack of a strong national identity contributed to instability
and identity fragmentation, adversely affecting the state-building process, while
the failure to maintain a united Libyan identity led to identity and security frag-
mentation. This failure occurred due to the absence of strong central authorities,
as well as to longstanding tribal, ethnic and regional identities and divisions in the
country. The revolution failed to produce a shared vision of the future and instead
unleashed competing claims to legitimacy based on sub-national identities. The
lack of a unifying national narrative and compromise prevented reconciliation
efforts from succeeding, leading to competing identity-based communities and
alliances where no institution could claim sufficient legitimacy to exert authority
over the entire country. Without a central authority perceived as legitimate by all
regions and groups, security actors emerged to protect their own sub-identities.
The militias saw themselves as protectors of their communities and prioritised
their security over the security of the state, which they even saw as a threat.

The process of security fragmentation and destabilisation had to do not only
with the lack of strong central institutions but also with the absence of a unify-
ing identity and identity narrative. Various identity-based communities compet-
ed for security and power while operating independently of the state, leading to
the fragmentation of national security. Rival militias representing various tribes
and regions clashed repeatedly, preventing the consolidation of national securi-
ty. The state attempted to integrate some of these groups into the central security
apparatus, but identity-based interests and needs thwarted their integration into
a single security framework. This failed as these groups held on to their previous
regional and identity-based loyalties, refusing to become tied to the identity of the
Libyan state and nation and continuing to safeguard their regional interests and
agendas. The absence of an effective central government and identity to exert its
authority over the entire country allowed militias and identity groups to fill the
void. These militias distrusted the government and did not see it as representative
of the entire population, refusing to disarm or work towards the establishment of
a central security structure. The rejection of democratic norms also undermined
the trust of these militias and regional communities in the central government
and its ability to protect their interests and identities.

9. Discussion

The answer to the question of why the UN and EU supported democratisation and
stabilisation in Libya rests on several arguments: Libya lacked the structural and
identity-based foundations required for successful democratisation, like most of
the Middle East; It also lacked a strong enough national identity or national uni-
ty to carry out reforms and state-building processes as expected; The UN- and
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EU-led regime change and subsequent hands-oft approach produced confusion
and chaos instead of a locally owned democratisation, as their role was extreme
at the beginning and minimal as time went on - precisely the opposite of what
was needed. The inability to reconcile ethnic, regional, and ideological divisions
in Libya, compounded by weak governance structures and external interventions,
impeded the establishment of a cohesive liberal identity, resulting in ongoing se-
curity challenges. Democratisation can only function if there is an effective state
and central authority to oversee and implement the process and enough security
to allow the institutions to stabilise. The lack of a sense of both ontological and so-
cietal security and the absence of a central unifying identity prevented the various
identity-based communities from relying on the government as the only security
provider that could democratically integrate the interests of the entire population.
In a context where the preconditions for democratisation are limited or lacking,
forcing a narrative of democratisation and urging the local actors to carry out
the process is counterproductive. The rebellion against the regime and a desire
for change was interpreted by the UN and the EU as a desire for democratisation
based on an understanding of the process and its results, leading to misplaced
hopes that enthusiasm could make up for the lack of preconditions. The absence of
Libya’s unified identity precludes the country’s shift towards a democratic identity.

The approach of the UN, which was to intervene and remove the authoritarian
government and leave the various and diverse militias and communities to develop
a liberal democracy on their own, providing only advice and a mandate, led to neg-
ative consequences. Libya did not have the institutional and security stability and
guarantees needed for a successful transition. The lack of long-term international
involvement in such a context undermined the processes of state-building and
democratisation. The absence of direct outside support for an externally imposed
process led to the fragmentation of the country rather than its democratisation
and stabilisation. The evidence shows that, without a strong and widely shared
central Libyan identity, sub-national communities reverted to tribal and regional
loyalties, as anticipated in my constructivist theoretical position. The failure to
create a unifying narrative of Libya led to the regional and identity-based militias
becoming the security providers for their communities and, by extension, the de-
fenders of their regional identities. Likewise, the emergence of a central authority,
both in the political and security sense, has been shown to have been prevented by
the lack of a common identity and loyalty towards the common identity. This is the
expected outcome anticipated in my propositions rooted in societal and ontolog-
ical security theory. The empirical approach is an example of how constructivism
can be applied with process tracing to follow not only political processes but also
identity processes and how the method can be used with an interpretivist ontology.
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10. Conclusion

Using the theoretical concepts of conventional constructivism and those of societal
and ontological security, I attempted to explain the insecurity in Libya as being
based on a multiplicity of identities and security concerns. I argued that the emer-
gence of parallel Libyan governments at the head of two parallel societies, which
purported to represent the entire state, led to the construction of conflicting and
mutually exclusive identities and legitimacy claims. I analysed how the two halves
of the country consolidated their identities in fear of and in relation to their oppo-
sites while allowing for regional and tribal identities to proliferate across the coun-
try. I argued that the limited approach of the UN and the EU, which set in motion
the regime change and the transition towards a new state in Libya, created a pro-
cess that ended in the fragmentation of state identity and security. The attempt to
impose a liberal-democratic identity on a state that lacked a consolidated national
identity to connect it to, in a context where regional identities were stronger than
the central identity, unsurprisingly failed. The limited approach also allowed for
the intervention of regional powers and the unchecked consolidation of conflict-
ing authorities and identities. The lack of trust and a common identity has led to
a security crisis and the collapse of the state-building and centralisation process.

I argued that without a legitimate and strong state providing national unity,
a central identity cannot be solidified and, therefore, a central security struc-
ture supporting it will not be established. In Libya, the lack of a unified identity
and central authority allowed the country to fragment, and the democratisation
process was powerless to temper these processes because it could not develop in
the local context and under those circumstances. Democratisation destabilises a
country, and if there is no central unifying identity, this destabilisation can lead
to security fragmentation and the failure of the democratisation process itself, as
we have seen in Libya. To make these arguments, I reconstructed the Libyan crisis
and the international efforts to resolve it peacefully and politically. The demands
placed on Libya by the international community - to democratise, build a state,
forge a new identity and create security, all with only advice and mediation from
abroad - proved too heavy a burden for it to bear. The failure of democratisation
led to a counter-productive outcome, where the desirability of democracy has
gradually among the local population.

By analysing how the underlying issues of security in Libya rest on sub-na-
tional identities, we gained a new perspective on its long-term security problems.
I argue that these security issues are primarily identity-based, stemming from
incompatible identities and a lack of a central identity. To conclude, the inabili-
ty to reconcile identity divisions in Libya is the main obstacle to state-building
and effective institutions and, therefore, to a stable security environment. Future
interventions should combine norm promotion with active support for identity
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consolidation. International organisations should be more sensitive to the local
context when supporting peacebuilding processes. Peacebuilding efforts must be
based on an understanding of how local communities perceive their own security,
legitimacy, and identity. Future research should explore further how local identity
narratives interact with international narratives and try to gauge the limitations
of democratisation in identity-fragmented societies. Longitudinal process tracing
through case studies could help us understand how identities evolve over time in
response to shifting international involvement.
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