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HEOPEAJIN3AM Y ECEJY POBEPTA KEJTAHA
»OF PARADISE AND POWER: AMERICA AND EUROPE
IN THE NEW WORLD ORDER®

AIICTPAKT

OBaj paji UCHIUTYje HEOpeaINCTUYKY IepCcreKTUBY y ecejy Podepra Kejrana
,»Of Paradise and Power: America and Europe in the New World Order® ¢oxky-
cupajyhn ce Ha ognoc nsmeby Cjennmennx AMepudkux JIp>xaBa n BIXOBUX
eBPOIICKMX CaBe3HMKa TOKOM yHUIIONAPHOT opeTKa HakoH XtagHor pata. Kej-
raH aHaM3upa Kako pasnuka y mohu nsmely CAJl-a u EBpore odmkyje muxose
crojpHe nonuTyKe npu veMy CAJ] ipedepripa yHUIATEPATHO Ae/I0Bakbe I BOJHY
Moh 1ok ce EBpomna ocnama Ha My/ITHIaTepannsaM u eKOHOMCKY capajby. Paj
HaIJIAllIaBa yTHUIAj Heopeannsma Ha KejraHoBe ctaBoBe, aji Takobe pasmarpa
NudepamHy MHCTUTYLMOHAIN3AM Vi TEOPH)Y AEMOKPATCKOT MIpa Kao alTepHa-
TUBHe IIePCIeKTUBe Y OBOM pafly. YKYIIHO I7iefilaHo, KejranoBa aHamusa npe-
TEXXHO Ce C/Iake ca HeopeannsMoM Haraluasajyhu ynory mohu y mehynapon-
HIIM OffHOCHMA Y3 YBa)KaBabe CJIOKEHOCTH KOje YBOJie Pas/IuIiTI NCTOPUjCKI
KOHTEKCTH U je[JUHCTBEHN [OJI0XKaj eBPOIICKIX JP)KaBa y I7I0daTHOM [OpETKY.
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1. YBog

Ananusa MehyHapogHMX OZHOCA U3 yIJIa TOMUTUYKUX HayKa MO>Ke OUTY KOM-
IIEKCaH MPOLeC KOjU 4eCTO MOApasyMeBa YHOTpedy pasmnIuTUX UCTOPUjCKUX
TpeHyTaKa Kao IIpMMepa 3a I7TaBHe Teopuje. EBPOIICKM KOHTVHEHT y PasInauTIM
MICTOPMjCKMM eroXaMa CITYKMO je Kao IIpUMep 3a pasnuyuTe ofHoce n3MeDy Be-
NMKUX CUJIa, Kao WTO je mpuMep KucuHilepoBe TaKo3BaHe €BPOIICKE ,,PABHOTEXE
CHara“ M/IM IIpMMep XJIaJHOPaTOBCKOT nopeTka y EBporm HakoH [Ipyror ceTckor
para 3a KOHIIENIT TaKO3BaHMX ,cdepa mHTepeca“ [lona Mupajmepa. Ca gpyre
CTpaHe, Kao JOMMHAHTHA I7Ief{UIITa y HayLy MehyHapogHUX OffHOCA YCIIeIIHO
Cy ce mpoduINcany IpUCTYNIN peannsMa 1 mudepanisMa, Koju pasinduTe Me-
bynaponne noperke n ognoce usmehy mehyHapogHux akTepa mocmarpajy Kpos
pasnuunty npusmy (Ejayc, 2012: 81). [Tpuctyn peanusma y LieHTap CTaB/ba Ap>Ka-
BY U IbeHe MIHTepece, a caMa Ap>KaBa Kao IJIaBHY aKTep MehyHapongHe monuruke
IIOCMAaTpa ce Kao LV/bHO-PAL[MOHATHU aKTep KOjU TeXM ocTBapuBamwy Mohnu. Kao
NOMMHAHTAH yTUIIAj HA JIeI0OBakbe aKTePa MMa Jby/ICKa IPUPOJia, T€ C€ YECTO U
lefIoBame Jip)KaBa y MehyHaponHoj apeHn Ha HeK) Ha4MH aHTpoIoMopdusyje.
Ha npyroj crpany, mudepanHa epcreKTHBa y IieHTap aHa/M3e IocTaB/ba de3def-
HOCHe MIHTepece KOji Cy IPBEHCTBEHO OILITH, OHOCHO y MUTAlbY je MepCIeKTIBa
y K0joj ¢y fodMIM IpeicTaB/beH) Kao allconyTHU. Jako oBa Teopuja uMa BuIIe
IIKO/IA CA PA3IMYNTIM MHTEpIIpeTaljaMa, OHa ce JOMMHAHTHO KOPUCTH y 00ja-
IIbaBaby 10jaBe MehyHapomHIX opraHmM3aluja y Kojuma ap>xase capabyjy sapan
OIILITHjUX MHTEPeCa, y Koje criaiajy u de3deJHOCHYU NHTEepeCH.

YHyTap aMepuyYKOr aKajieMCKOr ecTadmiIMenTa y chepu mehyHapopHux of-
HOCa, TeOpHje pean3Ma uMajie Cy 3Ha4ajHo Behu yTnjaj, a taj ce yTuiaj mpenmo
¥ Ha CIIO/bHY HOIUTHKY, 2 IPBEHCTBEHO KOJ| penydNIMKaHCKOT fie/la oMU TUYKOT
CIIeKTpa. 3HaYajaH /leo OBUX Mjieja OMO je JOMMHAHTAH Y meplenuuju MehyHa-
posiHUX OfHOCa U criojbHe nonuTuke Cjennmennx AMepndkux JIp>xaBa y TakBoM
CBETY, KOJI HeOKOH3epBaTMBHOT Kpuia Perydnukancke cTrpanke. OBaj meo pe-
NyOIMKaHCKMX MOTUTUYKIX KPYTOBa VIMAO je Ie/IMMUYaH YTUIA] Ha aMePUUKY
criobHy nonuTuKy og 1980. no 1992, a nentpanuu yrunaj og 2000. go 2008. y
maHjatuMa [Jopya Byura Minaber (McGowan, 2007: 126). Ecej Podepra Kejrana
»Of Paradise And Power: America and Europe in the New World Order” nacraje y
oBoM crienuduuHOM nepuony y kom Cjennmene AMepudke JIp>kaBe 1nMajy rias-
HY Y/IOT'Y Y IJIOOQTHOM YHMUIIOJIAPHOM ITOPETKY U YeCTO YHUIATEPATTHO AeYjy Y
LM/bY HETOBOT Ofp>KaBamba.

lmnak, y HajseheM dpojy aHanmsa u3 0BOT BpeMeHa, YHUIIOIAPHY MOPeaK
KOjI je IOCTOjao off Kpaja XIaHOT paTa ca MOCTENeHNM ONaJambeM [0 faHac,
HIje 010 TOMMKO 4ecTo TeMa. Vako Ha IIpBU IIOTTIe]] MOXKe JIeTIOBAaT! Kao BeoMa
jelIHOCTaBaH KOHIENT TOMMHALMje jefiHe ApyKaBe CyIepcuie HaJj OCTaluM aKTe-
puMa MelyHapopHe IIOMUTIKE, OH YeCTO MOXKE 3aTO OUTH U Y3POK PasnMIUTIX
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penyKuuja Koje Bofie 0 HeaJleKBaTHUX 3aK/bydaKa. Pasior TakBux pegykuuja
Mo>xe duTy cBoheme aHanu3e Ha pakTOp MOhV TOMUHAHTHE CHJIe Y OTHOCY Ha
CBOje KOHKYPEHTE, a YeCTO UTHOPMCaIbe MM 3aHEMApUBathe KOMIIEKCHUX Off-
HOCa KOju II0CTOje M3Mehy JOMUHAaHTHe CuJle y YHUIIOJTAPHOM HOPETKY I IeHUX
Mame MONHNUX CaBe3HMKA. JeHa Off aHa/MM3a Koja ce daBM OBUMM KOMIIJIEKCHUM
OTHOCOM je CBaKaKo CIioMeHyTH ecej ucropnyapa Podepra Kejrana ,,Of Paradise
And Power: America and Europe in the New World Order®, koju ce daBu ogno-
cuMa Cjegumennx AMepnukux JIp)KaBa ¥ aMepUUYKUX eBPOIICKMX CaBe3HUKA Y
Hepuojy yHUIIOIAPHOT IIOpeTKa HaKOH 3aBpllleTKa XJIaHOT paTa, Kao 1 O IIo-
TeHIMjanHOj dymyhHOCTH TaKBOr IOpeTKa. [JoMMHAHTaH yrao aHa/lu3e OfHOCa
iBe CTpaHe y crielnUIHOM IIOPETKY KOjyi ayTOp Has3WBa ,,INOepaNHU CBETCKU
Hopefak’ 07131 13 IePCIeKTUBe HeopeaTUCTUYKe Teopuje MehyHapomHuX of1-
HOCA, MAKO je y Marb0j MepM 3aCTyII/beHa 1 HeonndepaaTHa MHCTUTYIIVIOHATNCTIY-
Ka IIepCcIeKTUBa. AHalM3a IpUPOJie YHUIIONAPHOT IIOpeTKa KPOo3 IpUMep yJiore
CAJl-a 1 leHUX cCaBe3HMKa y OBOM KOHKPETHOM IIePMO/Yy 3aTO je OCTa KOpUCHA
3a pasyMeBalbe 113a30Ba Ofjp>KaBarba TAKBOI IIOPETKA I JIE/IOBakba CABE3HMIKIX
aKTepa JOMUHAHTHe CyIlepcuie, HAPOUYMTO U3 YITIa IePCIEeKTIBE Heopeann3Ma
KOjJ je MMao yTHIIaja Ha caMO pOpMIUparse IIOMNTHKE TOMUHAHTHE CUJIE Y OBOM
nepuopy ucropuje. Y pany je kopuirheHa KBauTaTUBHA aHaIM3a y3 KOMIIapa-
TUBHY pedieKkcujy ca IubeM uaeHTIduKoBamwa ocHoBa KejranoBux craBosa.

2. OCHOBHU KOHIIENIT Heopeanu3Ma

Ila du ce ananusupao ogaoc Podepra Kejrana npema ananmsu Mehynapopgsor
nopetka ogHoca Cjegumennx AMepuukux [p>xaBa u EBporie u yTuiiaja Heopea-
JIM3Ma Ha BUX, NOTpedHO je neduHucary rnasHe nojmose. IlIkona Heopeannama
je HacTajla Kao peakliyja Ha CTapujy IIKOJy peannsMa, Koja je Kao JOMMHaHTaH
¢dakrop MehyHapogHUX offHOCA AedpuHNCaNA By ACKY IPUPORY U y 3HAYAjHO] Me-
pM IlepcoHaIHe KapaKTepUCTUKe CAMUX AP>KaBHMX JIUJiepa JOHOCHOLA OIIyKa.
Kapa ce pagu o HeopeannsMy, OH IpaBy Pas3lINKy y OGHOCY Ha TPaJUIIVIOHATHN
npuctyn kpo3 Behe HarnammaBame yruiaja camor Mehynapogsor noperka. Kon-
LIeN'T HeopeanuaMa MHULMjanHo je odpahen kpos geno ,Teopuja mehyHapopHe
nonutuke“ Kenera Bonia, y kojeM je ayTop HacTojao fa npesasube Tpagnimo-
Ha/THM YTao I7Ieflamba, 1o KojeM je MehyHapoiHa monuTuka goBoheHa y Besy ca
LIIPYPOJIOM YOBEKa" WJIN ,,IPUPOJOM Ip>KaBe" Kao IJIaBHUM (HAKTOPOM Jie/IoBa-
ba akTepa y MebyHnaponuum ogHocuMma (Waltz, 1979: 54). Bonuos Mozen cafgpsxu
TPM K/byYHe KOMIIOHEHTe: CTPYKTYPY CUCTeMa, jeiuHuIe (apKxase), 1 odpaciie
mrxoBe Mehycodne nuTepakuyje. Bomi cucrem feduHmIe Kao CIIoj MpUHIMIIA
ypebema, nudepenunjanuje jenanua u nopesne pacuopene mohn. IIpema Bommy,
y MehyHapOIHOM HOPeTKY CUCTeM je aHapXI4aH, JOK Cy Ap>kaBe QYHKI[MOHATTHO
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jeHaKe, jep cBe TeXe Ka cB0joj dezdemHocT u oncraHKy. CXOIHO TOMe, OHe ce
Pas/MKYjy IO pe/laTMBHOj MOhY KOjy IOCENY]y, U KOja AUKTVPA BIXOBO IO3UIU-
oHupame y Mehynaponnom cucremy (Ibid., 88-101).

Heopeanusam npejcrap/ba 3Ha4ajHO KOXEPEHTHU)U ¥ CUCTEMATUYHUjU IIPU-
CTYII aHa/IM3U OJfHOCA JIpXKaBa, Koju Takobe raju necuMusam oko MoryhHoctu jp-
aBa 3a capa/iiby Behy off Tek orpaHudene. Y oKBUpY OBe Teopuje, 13 yria KeHera
Bormia, BajkaH efleMEHT YMHU U PACIIOpe]; CHara, OJHOCHO MOTYhHOCTH [ip>KaBa,
IITO JONPMHOCY HAaYMHY Ha Koji je caM MehyHapopuu nopepak ycrpojen (Ibid.,
198). Ip>xaBe ce y TOM CMUCITYy IPBEHCTBEHO Pa3/IMKYjy IO BeIMYNMHMN, CHAa3N,
nmyhHocTy 1 ypehemwy. [lon MupuiMajep, jeflaH off HajBa>KHVjUX IIPEACTaBHN-
Ka 0(paH3MBHOT HeopeanusMa, Ipoaydspyje OBy Tedy yBohemeM mojma dopde 3a
xereMoHMjy. OH TBpAM [a p>KaBe, Y LIM/bY OCUT'YpaBamba COICTBeHe Oe30eqHo-
cTy, Texxe Ka yBehamwy cBoje Mohu 1 yTuIaja, ra 4ak 1 peroHa IHOj ZOMMHAIIV-
ju. MupiiMajep 0BaKBO IIOCTYIIal€ AP>KaBa BUAY KaO PallOHaIaH OfTOBOP Ha
CHMCTEMCKY aHapXMjy ¥ HEM3BECHOCT HaMepa IPYIUX Ap>kasa y MehyHapomHOM
cucremy (Mearsheimer, 2001: 33). Kog monmutukonora Podepta ['mnnnna oBaj KoH-
LIeNT JOIYIbeH je BUIle eKOHOMCKIM KOHIIEIITYIMA OfIHOCA, CIMYHUM TP>XKUIIHUM
OJIHOCHMA y aHAaPXMYHOM TIOPETKY, KaKaB je MehyHapomHM mopeaax mo Heopea-
NMMCTUMA 0 caMoj cBojoj mpupoau (Gilpin, 1981: 64). Kpos Teopnjy xeremoHcke
cradumHocTy, ['manuH odjammasa ga ctadunan MehyHapogHu mopenax mo4msa
Ha XereMOHY, EKOHOMCKM, ITOJIMTUYKM VIV BOJHO JOMUHAHTHO] Jp>KaBU CIIPEMHO]
7la yCIIOCTaBM CUCTEM IIpaByJIa 32 OCTAaTaK ITIOdATHOT CHCTEMa.

Pasnuka usmehy Heopeanusma y ogHOCy Ha ipyre mKore MehyHapogHux of-
HOCa MOXKe Ce BUJeTI 1 Y 10 IeCUMM3MY Y OfTHOCY Ha capajmy ApxKasa. Jlok je
KOJl peasincTa My HeopeanncTa Ta MOryhHOCT orpaHuYeHa, KOJ pas3nuunTux
nudepaTHMX IIKOJIA TIOCTOj| ONITUMM3aM Y OFHOCY Ha MOTYhHOCTH 1 >Kerbe [ip-
aBa fia capabyjy. /Iudepanuu MHCTUTYIMOHAMN3aM, KO je[iHa Off HajBaXKHUjUX
¥ HajyTULIAHMjUX LIKOJIA, BUAM Capajby Jp>KaBa Kpo3 MehyHaponHe opranusa-
I1je He CaMo Kao IIPeropyd/pMBO NOoHalIame, Beh 1 kao moryhe (Ejmyc, 2012:
81). /3 yrna mudepamHuX MHCTUTYLIMOHANINCTA TaKaB BUJL capajmbe oMoryhasa
Ap>kaBaMa Jia 1ajy kpenudunuuja odehama, cMabyjy TpaHCAKI[MOHE TPOIIKOBE,
yBOJie IPMHIUII PELVIIPOYHOCTH, iejie MHPOpMalyje 1 deesxe pasnnduTe gpy-
re deHeduTe O OpraHN30BaHe capajilbe HACYIIPOT KOHCTAHTHe KOHKYpPeHI[uje
u dopde 3a gomuHanujy. OBOj TeOpuju, CAMYHA je ¥ Teopyja TAKO3BAHOT ,,IeMO-
KPATCKOT MMpa‘, Koja y IIeHTap CTaB/ba KaPaKTEPUCTUKY EMOKPATUjCKUX Ip>KaBa
7la TeXKe capajiiby 1 [a IPMPOITHO M3deraBajy paT Kao pelierne, JoK ayTOKPaTCKe
Ip>KaBe BUIIIE CY CKJIOHE PaTy, a Makbe capajfiibi. Y TOM CMUCTY HIMPEhE JeMO-
KparTuje Kao ITTABHOT IIOPETKa y CBETY OM Cce MOIJIO TJIeAaTy Kao TapaHT CBETCKOT
MUpa I CMambere PU3MKa Off PaTHUX CyKoda. YHyTap pealuCTUYKOT MULIbEHha
jaB/ba ce HEOK/TACMYHM P€aIn3aM, Kao ONTUMUCTUYHMjA CTPYja IO MUTambUMAa Ca-
panme. [leppu Tamudepo nmocsehyje nsBecHy na)kmy yHyTpaImsuM pakTopuMa
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HOIYT ApKaBHe KallallMTUPAHOCTY, MHCTUTYIIMIOHAIHE CTPYKTYype U IeplLieniyja
nperwe. [Ipema Tanndepy, oBu dakTOpy npepcTas/bajy y3pouHUKe pasindin-
TOT IIOHAIIakha IP>KaBa, M TAKO MOTY I10jadyaTyl MM OCTadUTH [IejCTBO aHApXMje
(Taliaferro, 2006: 6). IlInnuur TaHr opdaliyje CTATMYHOCT HEOpeann3Ma, Ipefia-
Kyhu f¥MaHMYaH IPUCTYII pa3Bojy CaMOT ITOpPeTKa. VI3 mberosor yria, aHapxuja
je MoJI0>KHA MICTOPMjCKMM IIPOMEHaMa, yCIIe]] /by CKOT MCKYCTBA ¥ MHCTUTYLIM-
onammsanyuje (Tang, 2013: 33).

Y TOM cMuCTy, HeopeannsaM MMa HeKOJIMKO YTUI[AjHUX TeopHja Koje Takohe
MIMajy CBOje azaTe 3a odjalmbaBame MehyHapOTHMX OffHOCA, KOje Cy Matbe CK/IOHe
cBobemy ofHOCa Ha TAKMIUebe, AaHAPXMjy 1 MHTepece, Beh Bupe 3Ha4ajHO Behn
IPOCTOP 3a capajilby. Y TOM CMUCIY, aHaau3a nepuopa yHunonapusma CAJl-a
HAKOH Kpaja X/IalHOT paTa, MOXKe ce IIoCMaTpaT U U3 yIJla CBUX HaBeJeHUX
Teopuja, ca ogpehennm crenenom aprymenranuje. Podept Kejran y ceom ecejy
IO HeKe TauyKe KOPUCTY CBEe HaBeJleHe Teopluje, MaKo JOMUHMpa HeopeanusaM
Ca CBOjIM OCHOBHUM KOHIIEIITMMA ¥ aKCMOMMMA Kao LIeHTPaTHY yTao I7efamba
KPO3 aHa/IM3UPAHO 0.

3. Kejranosa mnatepnperanuja ogHoca CAJl-a m EBpone

OpHnoc Podepra Kejrana npema aHanusm KoMIleKCHUX ogHoca CAJl-a n
eBPOIICKNX CaBe3HNKA y 3Ha4ajHOj Mepu YK/bydyje CIIO/bHE ¥ YHYTpalllibe pak-
tope. Ca jeHe cTpaHe, Ie0 pa3jyKa JiBe CTpaHe Je(UHICAH je Kao pe3y/nrTaT
MebyHapomHux daxTopa 1 came CTpyKType Mel)yHapogHOT MopeTKa y CBeTy 1
Esponu o 1945. o 1989. Kao gpyru tun ¢akropa, Kejran gedunuine pasninanre
YHYTpalllibe APYLITBEeHe, HOMUTIYKe I MHCTUTYLMOHAIHe pakTope usMeby ak-
Tepa ca JiBe cTpaHe ATnaHTuka. Hamme, ayTop cMaTpa fia je yIpKoc 3ajelHUYKOj
nodenu y XnagHoM pary pacrnagom Cosjerckor Casesa, CAJl n EBpona passujajy
CBe JVBEepreHTHUje MHTepece U OfHOC npeMa nuTamwy Mohu. Ha jenHoj ctpanu,
Cjennmene AMepuuke JIp)kaBe Texke bbeHOM JIOJATHOM jayarby U IEMOHCTPaLUjy
Y CBETY, JIOK Ce eBPOIICKE IpyKaBe IPaKTUYHO CaMe OfipuYy Off Ibe y KOPUCT ca-
panme, yKIBamba Y pe/IaTMBHOM €KOHOMCKOM IIPOCIEPUTETY I MUPY Ha KOHTH-
HeHTYy. 3HauajHM Jeo eceja duo je mocsehen anamusm pasnnuntux Gpakropa Koju
CY HOIpMHENN OBOM Pa3BOjy pasanyyTe CIIO/bHE IOIUTHUKE OBUX IEMOKPATCKUX
npxasa. Kazia je ped o nmoctaB/bamy HallMOHATHUX IPUOPUTETA, yTBphuBamy
npeTky, fedUHICakby 13a30Ba, OOMNKOBalbY 1 CIIpOBOhemy CIIo/bHE U 0B0paM-
dene nonuruke, nyresu Cjegumennx Ip>xasa u EBpore cy ce pasuuuum 3dor
HeKonuKo pasnuka. [Ipeu dakrop koju Kejran ysauma y 003up cy yHyTpauimn
baKkTOpM M TeHJeHIIVje Y HaBeeHNM JPYLITBJMA.

3a nmoverak, Kejran fepunnme pasnuke nsmeby Espone u CAJl xpo3 Me-
tadopy BeHepe n Mapca, OTHOCHO HEKOT BUJjA ,Pa3IN4NTe IPUPOJie” OBE JBe
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caBesHnuke crpate (Kagan, 2003: 3). Y Toj cdepn 3Hauaj ereMeHTa OZHOCH Ce Ha
OJIHOC IIpeMa paTy Kao aMepUIKOM CPe[iCTBY 3a pelllaBame CYKoda 1 eBPOIICKO]
capajibl Kao 4ecTO IIUJbY, a He Kao CPe[ICTBY. EBpoIicka KapukaTypa aMepu4Ke
criojpHe nonutuke 1o Kejrany je yecto medumHmcaHa Kpo3 aMepUUKY ,KyITypy
CMpTH®, TZie je HacK/be pacIpoCTpameHje, Opy>Kje JOCTYIIHO I POj IO yIali-
jU, @ jOII IOCTOju CMPTHA Ka3Ha. VI3 yra fema EBpomnbana TakBa Ky/nTypa ce Ha-
Tasy M Y aME€PUYKOj CIIO/bHO] TIONUTUIIN, T/Ie OBa AP>KaBa CBET BUIIE I7Iefjla KPO3
MOpajIHy Bu3ypy (5odpo mu yolue), CKJIoHNuja je TpuHyau of yoehnusama, Buie
Bepyje y »LITall" Off ,laprapene’, pajo 3aodunasu MehyHaponHe oprannsannje
(Ibid., 5-6). Y ToM cMucTy aMepuyKa IOUTHKA AeUHICAHA je Kao YHUIaTepa-
nM3aM KpO3 XeJby [ia IpeTbe dy/ly HeyTpanusoBaHe, a mpodnemu penreHn. Ha
IPYyTOj CTPaHM, aMepUYKa KapUKaTypa eBPOIICKe IIOIUTHKE je CYITUTHU)U U VH-
AVMPEKTHMY IIPUCTYTI, ca CTPIUbEHEM ITpeMa OP3JMHYU 04eKMBAHOT pelera. HecTo
je Ipolec N3HaJ, pe3ynTaTa, ca OYeKMBarbeM Jla CaM IPOIleC IIOCTaHe CYLITUHA,
a EBpompanm cy edmHMCaHN 11 Kao CKIOHM)U A ce 03uBajy Ha MehyHapopHe
KOHBeHI[uje 1 apduTpaske y perasamy cykoda (Ibid., 7). EkoHOMCKe 1 TproBuH-
CKe Be3e Cy OBOM QJIOKY ip>KaBa JOMMHAHTHO OPy>Kje 3a pelllaBaibe IpodiemMa.
Hexe gpxxase cy saTo monyT Yjenumenor Kpamescrsa Buine nude Ha CAJl o
CBOM IIPUCTYIIY, OK ip>XXaBe 1monyT Hemauke Mame.

Mako Kejran oBe Bullle aHerjoTamHe fOKa3e y3/Ma Kao Maibe M1V BUIE Ba-
NMUJHY aHa/IN3Yy aMEPUYKIX U €BPOIICKMX Pa3/MKa, OH He IIPU3Haje OBe eCEeHIU-
ja/He KapaKTePUCTHKE K0 3a/jaTo CTarbe, HErO BUIIE KaO IIPOM3BOJ, UICTOPUjCKUX
okomHocTH 1 MehyHapoguux dakropa. Kao mpumor Tome ofaje mpeTxofHy Ha-
CUJIHY IPUPOJLY eBPOIICKOT KOHTMHEHTA, KOja je 13a3BajIa [Ba CBETCKA paTa, MaKo
je cuTyanmja HaKOH OBMX CyKoda TpajHO mpoMemeHa. EBpoma je Tako y leroBoM
ecejy seduHICaHa Ka0 IIOCTICTOPUjCKM PETHOH M30/I0BaH Of CBETCKNX 30UBamba,
nok cy CAJJ 38or cBoje Mohu 1 0daBe3a ofjp)KaBama CBETCKOT IIOpeTKa ,,ocyheHe
Ha MICTOPUjY" ¥ CBe M3a30Be M HEIPUjaTHOCTH Koje oHa ca codom Hocu (Ibid., 8).
Ha ppyroj ctpaHu, 0K je Ha €eBPOIICKOM KOHTMHEHTY y 19. BeKy IpaKTMKOBaHa
KOHKYpeHTHa arMocdepa nusMeby BenMKux cuma, aMepryKa IOINTHKA BUIIE je
TEeXMJIA N30/IALMOHN3MY M TPTOBMHM Kao ajIaTy, Hero yrnorpedu BojHe mohu.
JemaH op pasnora ce Mmoxxe 1 Hahm y IledepconoBuM orncepBainjama ia je ame-
pMuKa BOjHO MHQEPHOpPHa y OIHOCY Ha eBPOIICKe UMIIepHje, Te I He MOXKe KO-
PUCTUTH Taj afyT y cBojoj criobHoj monutuy (Ibid., 12-13). Kao rmaBuu y3pok
TUX pas/ynKa Kpo3 enoxe Kejran BUM 1 KOPUCTU HEOPEAIUCTUYKY IIepCIeKTH-
BY IIOCe/I0Barba MONY /TN HeIOCTAaTKa MCTe, KA0 U YTHUIIAja CBETCKOT MOPETKa Ha
caMe Jip>KaBe aKTepe.

BaxxaH meo eceja mocseheH je caMoj neplienuujy MpeTkhe y OFHOCY Ha Hoce-
IoBabe MM HefocTaTak Mohn, y KoHTeKkcTy pasnuka usmeby CAJl n Esporre.
[Tpumep koju je Kejran kopuctno je Vpax nox Bohcrsom Capama XycenHa, kora
je agMMHNCTpanyja y BamyHrrony ujjeHTNUKOBaIA Kao PeTHY 3a II0daTHN
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nopezak 1 de3deHOCT, Te je duyta ofIyYHMja Y OHOCY HA MHTEPBEHIIN]Y Y YKIIa-
balby OBOI peXXMMa ca BaacTu. Ha fpyroj crpanmy, gat je npumep Hemauke n
Dpanmycke Kao apxaBa Koje Cy ofduie ja y4eCcTBY]jy y OBOj BOjHOj MHTEPBEHIIN-
ju, jep Vpaxk Hucy npeHTnduUKOBaIe Kao IpeTwy, Beh cy cmarparne ga je moryhe
yTULATK Ha HOMUTUKY Vpaka Kpo3 eKOHOMCKY capaiiy, IIofu3ame Mehysapnu-
CHOCTY ¥ TAKaB BUJI MH[VPEKTHUX YTUIAja HA PeXXMM 1 OfiTyKe Koje foHocu. V3
yIJIa ayTopa y MUTAKY je pasinduTa epuennnja IpeThe Y OfHOCY Kajia uMaTe
u kaja Hemate Moh, ogHOCHO odjaurmeHo Kpo3 ¢pasy: , Kaga umare yexnh, cau
podeMu O4MIbY fia BaM yde Ha ekcepe” (Ibid., 66). OBy pasnuky y nepuenuuju
Kejran odjammasa 1 Kpo3 MeTaopy 4oBeKa KOju BUAY Ia MY MeJBef] IIpUIasn
y IymMu. YKOIMKO Taj YJOBEK MMa IIYLIKY, Ca KOjOM MOXXe Jid YCMPTH MefiBefia, OH
he n3BecHmje MeiBesja mocMaTpaTu Kao npetmy. Ca pyre cTpaHe, YKOIMKO 4O-
BeK ITOCeJIyje CaMo HOXX ca KOjUM He MOXKe yCMPTHI MefiBefia, OH he Mame 13BeCHO
HepUNINpaTy MeBea Kao peTwy 1 Behe mance he ycmeputn y nrnopucame te
nojase 1 n3derapame KOHPPOHTaLMje. Y TOM CMUCITY, aMepUYKM CypuIuT Mohu
yTude 1 Ha ieJioBame 1 neprenuyjy nperme 1o CAJl y rmodaTHoM MOpeTKy, oK
HeJI0CTaTaK eBPOIICKe MONM 1 Y IepLeNTUBHOM CMUCITY CMalbyje eBU/ICHTUPatbe
HIpeTHI 110 IOPefaK.

Ha npyroj cTpann, TakBa Benuka pasnnka y mohu nsmehy ase crpane, Kejran
eBUIEHTVPA U Y PA3INYUTUM IIpeTHhaMa YHYTap OUIIONAapHOT OPeTKa 1 Hefl0-
CTaTKy NpeTbe y YHUIIONapHOM nopeTKy 1o EBpony. Hanme, amepuuka cympe-
Matuja y Mohnu y r108a/1HOj apeHNU 3acHUBA ce Ha Pa3Bojy ajlaTa 3a IpojeKIujy
MOhM mMpoM cBeTa, KOjy Cy IIPOM3BOJ, MalbKa er3/CTeHIMja/IHe IIPeTHhe Y He-
nocpeHOM aMepuykoM KoMmmnyky. Cjenumene AMepuuke Jp>xaBe pasBujaje
cy mameTHe doMde, HOcaue aBIMOHA, KpcTapehe pakeTe U ApyTy apceHasn Koju je
omoryhaBao 0BOj Ap>kaBu Aa IpojekTyje Moh u y Hajiasbe enoBe cBeTa, KaKo
y nedaHsuBHe Tako 1 y odansusHe cpxe (Ibid., 71). Ha gpyroj crpanu, Tokom
XmagHor para, BehmHCKa IIpeTa 1o aMepuyKe caBe3Huke y EBponn dasupana
Ce Ha JVICIIPOIIOPIMIOHATHO BeNMKOj KomHeHoj npeTiky CCCP-a 1 keroBux couu-
jaMMCTUYKUX UCTOYHEEBPOIICKMX CaBe3HMKA. Y TOM CMMCTY, BehnHa eBpornckmx
BOjHMX KallallTeTa pa3BMjaHa je 3a moTpede KOMHeHe offdpaHe U 3aip)KaBarba
podoja OrpoMHe BOjHE CIJIe Ca ICTOKA, a du ce KyNnmsIo BpeMe [0 GoJackKa IIo-
Mohnu mpexko AriaHTrKa. 390r Tora, eBpOIICKe CUjle HUKaja HICY pas3BuIe Ka-
HanuTeTe 3a MPOjeKIyjy Mohy BaH CBOT KOHTMHEHTA, HETO MaXOM 33 KOITHEHY
oidpaHy Ha CBOM KOHTMHEHTY. [I[pyru elleMeHT HefJocTaTKa pa3Boja Behux Boj-
HIX CHara 4ak U TOKOM CaMoT Tpajarma X/IaJHor para cy de3deHOCHe rapanumje
CAJl-any cdepu HyKIeapHOT apceHasna, koju je EBponu rapanToBao de3demHOCT
IpYU eKCTpeMHUjUM Oe30elHOCHNM IpeTmhaMa. VaKo Cy 1 eBpOIICKe CHJIe, IOy T
DpaHITyCcKe, KeJlerie a pasByjy He3aBUCHOCT 11 Y OBOj 0d/1aCT KPO3 pa3Boj COII-
CTBEHOT apceHaa, gucnponopuuja y ognocy Ha CCCP je duma cyBuie Benmka
de3 amepuukor gonpunoca (Ibid., 81). Pacmagom CCCP-a u geMokparnsanyjom
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SuBIINX fip>KaBa WiIaHNIIA BapInaBCKOTr yroBopa, Helmocpe/jHa MpeTha ca NCTOKa
je IpacTMYHO CMabeHa, Ila CAMUM TVM U IOTpeda 3a Be/IIKOM BOjCKOM VIV S1JI0
KaKBJM JIaJbMIM Pa3BOjeM HYK/IEapHOT apCeHaa.

Y ToM cMucy puHaIHM pe3y/Tar je duo fia je aMepuuKa BOjcKa 3a IIPOjeK-
TOBabe MOhM IMPOM CBeTa HaCTaBMJIA J1a er3VUCTIPA ¥ BPIIU CBOjy HAMEHY, JOK
je orpaHMYeHa eBpOIICKa BOjCKa 3a lepaH3MBHE KOITHEHE 3a/jaTKe CaMO O ATHO
yMameHa. 300T Tora, eBponcky feduuT Mohy 4IMHM eBpOIICKe MHTepece Beo-
Ma OTpaHMYEeHMM Vi ca Mame 0djeKTMBHUX KalalyTeTa 3a YTUIIAj Ha ITI0damHN
Hopefiak Kpo3 TBpAy Moh, Beh caMo Kpo3 ajiate TproByuHe, My/ITHUIATepaI3Ma
i gutomaruje (Ibid., 83). TakaB HeocTaTak MOhY IPOMEHNO je ¥ €BPOIICKY
nepLenuujy o Mohu, Te eBpoICKe Ap)KaBe PeTKO pa3Marapajy Kao MOryhHoCT y
CBOjOj CIIO/BHOj MOMUTHLIN. 3O0T TOTa, eBPOIICKE ApKaBe Cy CKJIOHM]e /ja KOPUCTe
CBe IpyTe MHAMPEKTHe ajaTe 3a IOCTU3ambe CBOjUX LybeBa. Ha pyroj crpanuy,
3aBJMCHOCT Y BOjHOj cdepu off BammHrToHa ce ofaTHO popyOdnia, MaKo Cy ce
00jeKTVBHe KOHBEHI[MOHATHE BOjHE IIPeTHe CMaIbITIe.

Omaj enemenT rzie Podept Kejran He Hernpa nocrojame eBporcke mohu je
€KOHOMCKO NMTakbe 1 YTUIAj Ha [TI0da/IHy MOIUTUKY Kpo3 OBy odracr. Mako je
HapounTo IIpBM CBETCKM paT MCIIPIINO €BPOIICKY BOjHY Moh Kpo3 puHaHCHjCKO
VICIPII/bYBabe KOHTVHEHTA U TIOAVI3a e 3aBYCHOCTH Off aMepMYKOT OaHKapCKOT
cluCTeMa, eKOHOMUja eBPOIICKMX JIpKaBa ce OIIopaBibajia AYCIPOIOPIIOHATHO
dp>Ke Off BOjHUX KaIlaljuTeTa IJIAaBHUX CJIa CTapor KoHTuHeHTa (Ibid., 11-12). Ta-
KBIM OP3VIM YCIIOHOM eBpOIICKe NpuBpefe 1o KejraHy n3HeHaamo je ode cTpaHe
ATIaHTMKa ¥ IOCTaBMUO je 0Baj HK3 ip>kKaBa y paBaH ca CAJl-0M 11 a3ujcKUM eKo-
HOMMjaMa Kajia ce paau o fepuHuCamby CBOjUX €KOHOMCKIX MHTepeca, yTULAjy
Ha MehyHapogHU QUHAHCUjCKY CHCTeM MM TPTOBMHCKY MONMUTHKY. Y TOj ce-
P eBPOIICKe [ipyKaBe KOPUCTUIIE CY CBOjy Moh a medMHNIITY 1 YCIOBE TOBOJbHE
3a cede, aju 110 ayTOPy TO Huje dusto foBo/pHO. VI3 yrina Kejrana ekonomcka moh
IPBOT pefia ce Hije ayTOMATCKI IIpeBe/ia Ha BOjHY, CTPATELIKY U T€OIOIUTUYKY
Moh, Te ce gak TokoM 1990-ux pasnuka nsmehy Espone n Cjenumennx Amepny-
kux JIp>kaBa y 0BOM IOJ/by Huje cMamuiIa, Beh mosehana.

ITo TBpA®BU ayTOpa, paToBM Ha TepuTopuju bankaHa noxkasanm cy ga cy
eBPOTICKM BOjHM KalaI[uTeTy He3aBMCHO of BammHrrona nudepnopun, kao un
fla ceM TOT flepNIINMTa KOHTMHEHT KapaKTepullle 1 MONUTHNIKA XaOTMIHOCT Koja
IpefiCTaB/ba MPENpeKy 3a MPOojeKINjy M HaBeJeHe orpaHndeHe TBpAe Mohm. ¥
TOM CMMC/TY ayTOp HaIJIalllaBa Jia je jeAMHa peasHa Moh BojHa Moh 1 jja p>kaBe
Kao aKTepy MOTY Jia fienyjy win ogspahajy gpyre gpxxaBe UCK/bYIMBO KPO3 OB3j
anat, koju EBpona Hema, a CAJl umajy (Ibid., 14). Ta cTpykTypHa pasnuka je mo
HEerOBOM MUIIJberbY HajBehy pasyior cBe UBepreHTHMjeT HaulHa OCMaTpamba
CBETCKUX OJJHOCA U COIICTBEHE CIIOJbHE MOMUTUKE Y TafallllbeM II00aTHOM I10-
perky. Ha Hexy HaumH, MOJKe ce MHTEPIIPETUPATH Ia je MUPO/byOuBa, TProBadKa
WIM MyNTUIATE€PATHA MOINTHKA 9eCTO CAMO paljiOHa/IM3all/ja 3a IIOIMTUKY KaJia

103



Cpiicka pesuja 3a espoiicke citiyguje, vol. IV (2025), no. 1, ctp. 96-117

oppehena ciia HeMa BOjHY MOh MM KaIaijuTeTe Jia je y pa3yMHOM POKY pasBuje.
I p>xaBe Koje Ha pyroj CTpaHu HOCeRYjy BeMMKy Moh, CBOj MHTepecHO dasupaHu
yHUIaTepan3aM Ha IpYroj CTpaHy PALIMOHAIN3Yjy KPO3 MOPa/IHM alICONTyTU3aM
penarususyjyhu Hopme mehyHnapopHor npasa.

4. Heopeanusam gpyre mkone u Po6epr Kejran

Kao ayrop koju je Hajuenrhe 610 moBesuBaH ca aMepMYKOM HEOKOH3epBa-
TUBHOM JJIeOJIOTHjOM, I7Iefilatbe Ha MehyHapoHe OflHOCe U3 YITIa peau3Ma Un
Heopeanu3Ma Huje Benuko nsHeHabheme. Mebhyrum, Kejranos yrao rinemama Ha
MehyHapogHe offHOCe HIfje y HOTIIYHOCTH y OKBMPYMMA Heopeanusma, seh cy mpu-
METHU ¥ OCTa/IM YTULAj) IO YT 11depa/HOT MHCTUTYLMOHAIN3MA UYL Teopuje
IleMoKpaTcKor Mupa. 360r Tora je KejraHoB yrao rieflama Ha aMepUYKO-eBPOIICKe
OfIHOCe ¥ TTIOda/IHY TTOpeaK CrenyduyaH 1 U3/1a3U U3 OKBUPA TPAANUIVIOHATHOT
penydnukaHcKor peannsMa. PodepT Kejran y ananmsupaHoM ecejy JOMMHAHTHO
Ha Meh)yHapopHI Iopefjak I71efja Kpo3 yrao HeOpeancTa, Iae Cy ApyKaBe jedHN
pe/leBaHTHM aKTepy, MehyHapoHY ITopeak TeXX aHapXMji, a jeHa Bapujadia
jecte dpoj BeMMKMX CHIa 1 KAaKO HBJX0Ba MON MOXKe f1a yTIde Ha IIe/IOKYTTHY CBeT-
cku nopepak. Cjegumene AMepuuke JIpxxase cy Tako geduHICaHe KaoO XereMOH
KOjJ Ofjp)KaBa CBETCKM IIOPefiaK, a KOji TO yCIeBa 3aXBajbyjyhu aucmponopumo-
HaHO Behoj Mohm y omHOCY Ha ocTase cBeTCKe aKTepe, yK/by4dyjyhn u coje mpe-
KOaT/JIaHTCKe CaBesHIKe. EBpOIICKe ip>KaBe C Jpyre CTpaHe IIPENCTaB/bajy aKTepe
KOj/Ma HaBeJleHM ITOpefjaK OfroBapa I 3aXBajbyjyhu KOM MOTy [ia ce M301yjy Off
CBETCKMX 30MBaba I HETaTMBHMX ITOC/IEINIIA Y CIlenndIYaH ,IIOCTMOAEPHY Paj,
a7y U Jja 3a OfipKaBarbe TAKBOT IIOpeTKa HUCY IIPEBUIIE 3a/fHTEPECOBAHE J1a [ajy
TOIPUHOCE, A/l HAPOYUTO HE BOjHE.

EBporicke gp>kaBe y ToMe He BUJie CBOj MHTepec, To ce u3 yria Podepra Kej-
raHa MOXKe IIOCMATpaTy Ha BUIIIe HAYMHA. YKOIMUKO SMCMO ITIefja/ln yrao Heope-
a/lINCTa, y MUTalbY je KApaKTepPUCTUKA CBETCKOT MOPETKA y IATOM UCTOPUjCKOM
TPEHYTKY, T7ie Cy Ce eBPOIICKE Jp>KaBe HalllJle Y MICTOPUjCKM YHUKATHO IIOBOJBHO]
HO3MLNjH, Y KOjoj Oe3 BeMIKOT MHBECTPabha y Offp>KaBambe TAKBOT IIOPeTKa, HN-
TH NOACTUIIAja Ia Y TAKBOM Ofp)KaBamby y4eCTBYjy, yOupajy Benuke godutu. Y
HUTamby Cy Ip>KaBe Off KOjux MehyHapogHM mopesjak He 3axTeBa pasBujame Mohun,
IIPBEHCTBEHO BOjHe MOh, Te je 1 Ieplieniuja 0 TOMe IITa je IpeTHba 110 Iopefjak,
a IITa He, KO TAKBMX aKTepa JIOCTa pasIu4uTa y OFHOCY Ha CaMOr XereMoHa.
Konuko u came gp>kaBe yTudy Ha CBETCKM IIOPeaK, TAKO 1 IOpeJaK y KoM ce
Ha/Ia3e yTU4e Ha IbUXOBY MOJUTUKY U MHTEPECE, T Ce U3 KIAaCUIHOT Heopeasu-
CTMYKOT yI/Ia OBaKBa eBPOIICKA ITOJIMTUKA IIOCTaB/ba Kpo3 yrao MehysaBucHocTn
IOpEeTKa U JIpKaBa Kao HeroBUX INIABHMX aKTepa. Ha npyroj crpann, sHa4ajan
Jleo TeCKpUIIIyje eBPOIICKUX OJHOCA 1 IIPYUCTYIIA OBUX Ap>kaBa MehyHapogHUM
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OJJHOCMMA, MOXKe Ce IIOCMATpaTyl Kao KOHTPACHA II0jaBa Y OIHOCY Ha Mo3uLiyje
HeopeannsMa. EBporicke npikaBe cy onmcaHe Kao aktepu Koju capabyjy y OpojHim
odmacTyMa, Mako Oy 110 BUIIe peaIMCTIYKIM YITIOM Tpedasio fa Oyay KOHKypeHT-
CKVI ¥ TAKMMUYAPCKM HacTpojeHu cKyIl. OHe pefioM dupajy capa/iiy U aliCONyTHe
IOOMTHM, HACYIPOT NAPTUKYIAPHOT MOOO/bIIIaka MOI0XKaja U fiefie MHGOpMaIu-
je, a He KOHPOHTHUPAjy ce y JKeJbM 3a JOMMHALMjoM. KejraHOB omic eBpoIncKux
Ap>KaBa I IOpeTKa Ha OBOM KOHTMHEHTY 3aTo je &/IVoKM 1ndepasHOM MHCTUTY-
IIVIOHA/IM3MY Hero OMJI0 KOjoj Teopuju peannsma.

Taxobe, kopuirhemwe popmynanuje ,,paj“ fodpum geom nosesaHo je u ca
TEOPUjOM JIEMOKPATCKOT MUPA, OMHOCHO Jla Cy Ta eBPOIICKE pyKaBe y MPaKCH
IIOCTUIJIe KPO3 Kpeupame TAaKO3BaHOT ,IIOCTMOfiepHOT paja“. C apyre cTpaHe,
unak KejraH KopycTyt 1 HeopeaTncTU4Ky apryMeHTauujy a popmyuiie y3poke
TaKBe II0jaBe, OJIHOCHO JIa je OHAa YHMKATHM ITpou3Boy MehyHapomHor mopetka, y
koM cy CAJl xereMoH 1 Koju omoryhasa TakBo IOHaIame. Y duIo KOM Apyrom
IOPeTKY, eBPOIICKe cyle OM Haju3BeCHMje Mopaie ia ielyjy Kao M CBU OCTa/IN
CBETCKM aKTepy MehyHapomHe NOMuTUKe, OFHOCHO Jia pa3Bujajy Moh u kopucre
je 3a modospliame CBOT IOJI0XKaja 1 O dpaHy CBOjUX nHTepeca. Vnak, Heopeanu-
CTUMYKO OodjalImerme caMIX OfHOCa n3Mel)y eBpornckux apxasa Hije MMano BU-
Ille apryMeHaTa, Te ce MoXKe peh f1a ce ayTop 110 OBOM IUTamby C/Iake ca BUILe
nudepayHNM HIKoaMa MelyHapogHIX OffHOCA.

5. 3aK/byvaK

Kpos ananusy KejranoBor eceja JOMMHaAHTHO C€ MO>Ke IIPUMETUTHU Heopea-
JM3aM Kao [TIaBHY YTao I7eflalba IPUINKOM IEKOHCTPYNUCaha C/I0KEHMX OJfHOCa
Cjemumenux AMepuukux JIp>xaBa ca jeflHe CTpaHe U €BPOIICKUX CaBEe3HMIKIX
Ip>KaBa ca fpyre crpaHe. Kao JoMrHaHTaH MOTUB Jle/IoBalba OBMX JIBEjy Ipyna
Ap>xaBa y MehyHapopHOj apeHr KapaKTepuIly MHTepecH, KOju ce, yIIpaBo yIIp-
KOC Haue/THOM 00CTPaHOM MHTEPECY OIICTAHKA YHUIIOTAPHOT TMdepaTHOT CBeT-
CKOT IopeTKa, Mauudectyjy gpyrauuje. Tu muntepecu ce takobhe odjammanajy
Ka0 PA3IN4NUTU JOOPUM JIeZIOM U 30T MCTOPUjCKIX OKOTHOCTH KOje Cy JioBesie
IO Pa3IMYUTOT HMBOA MONM jeTHOT U PYTOr aKTepa, Koje Memajy 1 BIXOBY Iiep-
LeNLjy LITa je IPeTba IOPETKY U IT0jeAMHAYHIM JIp)KaBaMa, a ITa Huje. Jako,
HapaBHO, IPE/IyC/IOBM 3a Capajiiby y Ofp>KaBatby YHUIIONAPHOT IOPETKA MOCTOoje,
13 HeopeaIMCTUYKOT yI/1a KejraHoBe aHannse, CTpaHe MMajy pasnuynuTe MHTepe-
ce y }eroBOM II0CTOjaby, Kao M HUBOY HOIPMHOCA IeIOBOM OIICTAHKY. JHa4YajaH
Jleo 3ac/Iyra 3a TaKaB OFHOC MONM YHyTap MCTOT CaBe3HMYKOT §/10Ka NMPUIN-
cyje ce u Hacyely U IpUpoAN NPETXOAHUX IOMUTUIKNX [TOpeaKa, Ifie je jefHa
CTpaHa pa3Byjajia KalaIyuTeTe 3a I7T0A/THO MPOjeKTOBambe MONM ¥ caMMM TUM
ypebuBame cBeTCKOT MOPETKa, IOK je Ipyra CTpaHa MaXxOM pa3Bujajia KOITHEeHe
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medaH3MBHe KamanyuTeTe creluduyHe 3a X/1aJHOPATOBCKY dMHAPHY OPeNaK 1
IpeTHe TOT BpeMeHa, Koje Cy HecTasle 3aBplieTKoM XJlafgHor para. Jaxo ce y Kej-
raHOBOj aHA/IM3M MOTY Hahi M TndepamHM MHCTUTYIIMOHATUCTIYKA apTYMEHTI
0 CaMoj YHYTpalllikh0j AVHAMUIIY I OPTaHM3AIVj! eBPOIICKMX CMIa Kao (pakTopa
IbIXOBE CIIO/bHE TIONINTHKE, K0 JOMMHAHTaH (PaKTOP BUXOBE CIIO/bHE IOTTNTUKE
WIIaK Cy fAepMHUCAHY HAIVIOHATHU MHTEPEeC HacTaau 300T MCTOPYjCKOT KOH-
TEKCTa ¥ KOHKYPeHTHe Npupoze MehyHapogHMX offHOCA.

Kao crmaduje apryMeHTOBaHM €lIeMEHT OBOT eceja I HberoBe IJIaBHe NPETIIO-
CTaBKe je yMamlBambe GaKTopa ayTeHTUYHE BPEJHOCHE XKe/be eBPOIICKMX IpKa-
Ba 3a ManyQu3MoM, eKOHOMCKUM U MOUTUYKIM yjefibaBambeM, Koje je MIaK
TEXXWJIO AIICOMYTHOM OOUTKY y Oe30e[JHOCHOM CMIUCITY, YaK U Ha IITeTY MH/M-
BUJIya/THUX Oe30eTHOCHUX JoduTaKa Ioje[JUHAYHMX [IP)KaBa, a y Koje CIajjajy u
HeKe Off HajMONHMjMX eBPOICKMX Ap>kaBa nonyT Hemauke n @paHirycke. YKonmko
du ce oBa manmducTUYKa >Ke/ba CXBAaTI/IA KA0 Ay TEHTUYHA, OH/ja O1 M apI'yMeHT
HeJl0CTaTKa MOhM Kao pasjora eBpoIcKe He3aMHTEPECOBAHOCTH 3a OfipyKaBarbe
r7100a/THOT TOepaTHOT ITIOPETKA MOTA0 OUTH CTAB/beH IO MUTame, dapeM fenn-
MIYHO. AyTOp je Takobe CK/IOH JYICKpeUTALMj) My/ITIIATePATHUAX Pellerba Ha
17100a/THOM HIMBOY U 4eCTO CBOZM JIe/IOBambe aKTepa Ka My/ITUIaTepaninsMy Kao
cmadocT, Te Herupa fia TakaB IPUCTYI MOXKe OUTM ayTeHTUYHa >Ke/ba ofpehene
Ap>KaBe WIK I'pyIie Ap>KaBa. VI3 Tor pasjora, Ie/loBM fie/la MOTY JieJIOBaTH Kao
aIlo/IOreTCTBO YHM/IATepaIn3Ma Koje Hernpa ayTeHTIYHe JKeJbe IO0jeVHIUX JpKa-
Ba fla ce MehycodHu ogHOCH perymminy Kpos pasmunte popme MehyHapogHux
opraHusanuja u nomohy mehynapoguor npasa. C gpyre cTpase, ayTop HyAu U
jaKy apryMeHTalMjy 3a BUIIe Cy4ajeBa HeyclleXa MY/ITIUIaTePayHOT IPUCTYTIa
u Kopuurhemwa NHAMPEKTHUX ajaTa y CIIpedaBamy ecKananuja cykoda. Y Tom
CMICTTY, ayTOp ce MOXKe Ae(PUMHUCATY Kao IPBEHCTBEHO HEOPeaIlCTa, ca Ofjpe-
bennm enemenTnMa yrunaja mudepanHux mkoma MehyHaponnux ogaoca. To oBo
JIeJI0 CAMVM TUM U YMHY HEIITO TeXMM 33 aHa/IM3Yy U3 YI/Ia TpaHe IOMUTYKUX
HayKa MehyHapopHIX OlHOCa, a/lu OHO Jjaje JOfaTHE MIePCIEeKTIBE ¥ OJHOCY Ha
KOHBEHIIMOHA/THA HEeOpeaNCTIYKA fIefIa.
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ABSTRACT

This article examines the neorealist perspective in Robert Kagan's essay “Of
Paradise and Power: America and Europe in the New World Order” focusing
on the relationship between the United States and its European allies during
the unipolar order following the Cold War. Kagan analyzes how the disparity
in power between the U.S. and Europe shapes their respective foreign policies,
with the U.S. favouring unilateral action and military strength, while Europe
leans towards multilateralism and economic cooperation. The study highlights
the influence of neorealism on Kagan's views, though it also considers liberal
institutionalism and the theory of democratic peace. The paper concludes that
Kagan's analysis primarily aligns with neorealism, emphasizing the role of power
in international relations, while also acknowledging the complexities introduced
by differing historical contexts and the unique position of European states within
the global order.
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1. Introduction

The analysis of international relations from the perspective of political science can
be a complex process that often involves the use of different historical moments as
examples for major theories. The European continent in different historical eras
has served as an example for different relations between great powers, such as the
example of Kissinger's so-called European “balance of power” or the example of
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the Cold War order in Europe after World War II for the concept of the so-called
“spheres of interest” of John Mearsheimer. On the other hand, the approaches of
realism and liberalism have successfully emerged as dominant viewpoints in the
science of international relations, which view different international orders and
relations between international actors through different prisms (Ejdus, 2012: 81).
The realist approach places the state and its interests at the center, and the state
itself, as the main actor of international politics, is viewed as a goal-oriented and
rational actor striving to achieve power. Human nature is the dominant influence
on the actions of actors, and the actions of states in the international arena are
often anthropomorphized in some way. On the other hand, the liberal perspec-
tive places security interests at the center of analysis, which are primarily general,
that is, it is a perspective in which gains are presented as absolute. Although this
theory has several schools with different interpretations, it is dominantly used to
explain the emergence of international organizations in which states cooperate for
the sake of more general interests, which include security interests.

Within the American academic establishment in the field of international
relations, realist theories have had a significantly greater influence, and this in-
fluence has spilled over into foreign policy, primarily among the Republican part
of the political spectrum. A significant part of these ideas was dominant in the
perception of international relations and foreign policy of the United States in
such a world, among the neoconservative wing of the Republican Party. This part
of the Republican political circles had a partial influence on American foreign
policy from 1980 to 1992, and a central influence from 2000 to 2008 during the
mandates of George W. Bush (McGowan, 2007: 126). Robert Kagan's essay “Of
Paradise And Power: America and Europe in the New World Order” was written
in this specific period in which the United States played a major role in the global
unipolar order and often acted unilaterally to maintain it.

However, in most analyses from this time, the unipolar order that existed
from the end of the Cold War with a gradual decline until today, was not so of-
ten a topic. Although at first glance it may seem like a very simple concept of the
dominance of one superpower state over other actors in international politics, it
can often be the cause of various reductions that lead to inadequate conclusions.
The reason for such reductions may be the reduction of the analysis to the factor
of the power of the dominant power in relation to its competitors, and often the
ignoring or neglect of the complex relationships that exist between the domi-
nant power in the unipolar order and its less powerful allies. One of the analyses
that deals with this complex relationship is certainly the aforementioned essay
by historian Robert Kagan, “Of Paradise And Power: America and Europe in the
New World Order”, which deals with the relations between the United States and
America’s European allies in the period of the unipolar order after the end of the
Cold War, as well as the potential future of such an order. The dominant angle of
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analysis of the relations between the two sides in a specific order that the author
calls the “liberal world order” comes from the perspective of the neorealist theory
of international relations, although the neoliberal institutionalist perspective is
also represented to a lesser extent. An analysis of the nature of the unipolar order
through the example of the role of the USA and its allies in this specific period is
therefore quite useful for understanding the challenges of maintaining such an
order and the actions of allied actors of the dominant superpower, especially from
the perspective of neorealism, which had an impact on the very formation of the
policy of the dominant power in this period of history.

2. The Basic Concept of Neorealism

To analyze Robert Kagan’s approach to the analysis of the international order of
relations between the United States and Europe and the influence of neorealism
on them, it is necessary to define the main concepts. The school of neorealism
arose as a reaction to the older school of realism, which defined human nature
as the dominant factor in international relations and, to a significant extent, the
personal characteristics of state leaders and decision-makers themselves. When
it comes to neorealism, it distinguishes itself from the traditional approach by
placing greater emphasis on the influence of the international order itself. The
concept of neorealism was initially developed in Kenneth Waltz’s work “Theory
of International Politics”, in which the author sought to overcome the traditional
perspective, according to which international politics was linked to the “nature
of man” or the “nature of the state” as the main factor in the actions of actors in
international relations (Waltz, 1979: 54).

Neorealism represents a significantly more coherent and systematic approach
to the analysis of state relations, which also fosters pessimism about the possibil-
ities of states for cooperation greater than the limited one. Within this theory,
from the perspective of Kenneth Waltz, an important element is the distribution
of forces, that is, the possibilities of states, which contribute to the way in which
the international order itself is structured (Ibid., 198). States in this sense differ
primarily in size, power, wealth and organization. In the political scientist Rob-
ert Gilpin, this concept is supplemented by more economic concepts of relations,
similar to market relations in an anarchic order, which, according to neorealists,
the international order is by its very nature (Gilpin, 1981: 64).

The difference between neorealism and other schools of international relations
can also be seen in the pessimism regarding cooperation between states. While
realists or neorealists view this possibility as limited, various liberal schools are
optimistic about the possibilities and desires of states to cooperate. Liberal institu-
tionalism, as one of the most important and influential schools, sees cooperation
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between states through international organizations not only as a recommended
behaviour, but also as possible (Ejgyc, 2012: 81). From the perspective of liberal
institutionalists, such cooperation allows states to make more credible promises,
reduce transaction costs, introduce the principle of reciprocity, share information,
and record various other benefits from organized cooperation as opposed to con-
stant competition and struggle for dominance. Similar to this is the theory of the
so-called “democratic peace”, which focuses on the characteristic of democratic
states that they strive for cooperation and naturally avoid war as a solution, while
autocratic states are more inclined to war and less inclined to cooperation. In this
sense, the spread of democracy as the main order in the world could be seen as a
guarantor of world peace and a reduction in the risk of war conflicts.

In this sense, neorealism has several influential theories that also have their
own tools for explaining international relations, which are less inclined to reduce
relations to competition, anarchy and interests, but see a significantly greater space
for cooperation. In this sense, the analysis of the period of US unipolarity after
the end of the Cold War can be viewed from the perspective of all the above the-
ories, with a certain degree of argumentation. Robert Kagan in his essay uses all
the above theories to some extent, although neorealism with its basic concepts
and axioms dominates as the central angle of view throughout the analyzed work.

3. Kagan's interpretation of US-European relations

Robert Kagan's approach to the analysis of the complex relations between the US
and its European allies to a significant extent includes external and internal fac-
tors. On the one hand, part of the differences between the two sides is defined as
the result of international factors and the very structure of the international or-
der in the world and Europe from 1945 to 1989. As a second type of factor, Kagan
defines different internal social, political and institutional factors between actors
on both sides of the Atlantic. Namely, the author believes that despite the com-
mon victory in the Cold War with the collapse of the Soviet Union, the US and
Europe are developing increasingly divergent interests and attitudes towards the
issue of power. On the one hand, the United States strives for its further strength-
ening and demonstration in the world, while European states practically renounce
it themselves in favor of cooperation, enjoyment of relative economic prosperity
and peace on the continent. A significant part of the essay was devoted to analyz-
ing the various factors that contributed to this development of different foreign
policies of these democratic states. When it comes to setting national priorities,
identifying threats, defining challenges, shaping and implementing foreign and
defense policies, the paths of the United States and Europe diverged due to several
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differences. The first factor that Kagan takes into account is the internal factors
and tendencies in the aforementioned societies.

To begin with, Kagan defines the differences between Europe and the USA
through the metaphor of Venus and Mars, or rather a kind of “different nature”
of these two allied parties (Kagan, 2003: 3). In this sphere, the importance of the
element refers to the attitude towards war as an American means of resolving con-
flicts and to European cooperation as often an end, not a means. The European
caricature of American foreign policy according to Kagan is often defined through
the American “culture of death”, where violence is more widespread, weapons are
available to the wider population, and the death penalty still exists. From the point
of view of some Europeans, such a culture is also found in American foreign pol-
icy, where this country sees the world more through a moral lens (good or bad),
is more inclined to coercion than persuasion, believes more in the “stick” than
the “carrot”, and gladly bypasses international organizations (Ibid., 5-6). In this
sense, American policy has been defined as unilateralism through the desire to
neutralize threats and solve problems. On the other hand, the American carica-
ture of European policy is a more subtle and indirect approach, with patience for
the speed of the expected solution. Often the process is above the result, with the
expectation that the process itself becomes the essence, and Europeans are also
defined as more inclined to invoke international conventions and arbitration in
resolving conflicts (Ibid., 7). Economic and trade ties are the dominant weapon
for this bloc of states to solve problems. Some states, such as the United Kingdom,
therefore resemble the United States more in their approach, while states, such as
Germany, less so.

Although Kagan takes this more anecdotal evidence as a more or less valid
analysis of American and European differences, he does not recognize these essen-
tial characteristics as a given, but rather as a product of historical circumstances
and international factors. As a contribution to this, he adds the previous violent
nature of the European continent, which caused two world wars, although the sit-
uation after these conflicts was permanently changed. Europe is thus defined in
his essay as a post-historical region isolated from world events, while the United
States, due to its power and obligations to maintain world order, is “doomed to
history” and all the challenges and inconveniences that it brings with it (Ibid., 8).
On the other hand, while the European continent in the 19th century was charac-
terized by a competitive atmosphere between great powers, American policy tend-
ed more towards isolationism and trade as a tool than the use of military power.
One reason can be found in Jefferson's observations that the American empire
was militarily inferior to the European empires and therefore could not use this
advantage in its foreign policy (Ibid., 12-13). Kagan sees and uses the neorealist
perspective of the possession of power or lack thereof, as the main cause of these
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differences throughout the ages, as well as the impact of the world order on the
actor states themselves.

An important part of the essay is devoted to the very perception of threat in
relation to the possession or lack of power, in the context of the differences between
the US and Europe. The example used by Kagan is Iraq under the leadership of
Saddam Hussein, whom the Washington administration identified as a threat to
global order and security, and was more determined to intervene to remove this
regime from power. On the other hand, the example of Germany and France is
given as countries that refused to participate in this military intervention, because
they did not identify Iraq as a threat, but rather believed that it was possible to in-
fluence Iraqi policy through economic cooperation, increasing interdependence
and such kind of indirect influence on the regime and the decisions it makes. From
the author's perspective, this is a different perception of threat when you have and
when you do not have power, or rather, explained through the phrase: “When
you have a hammer, all problems start to look like nails” (Ibid., 66). Kagan also
explains this difference in perception through the metaphor of a man who sees a
bear approaching him in the forest. If that man has a rifle with which he can kill a
bear, he will more likely perceive the bear as a threat. On the other hand, ifa man
only possesses a knife with which he cannot kill a bear, he will less likely perceive
the bear as a threat and will be more likely to ignore the phenomenon and avoid
confrontation. In this sense, the American surplus of power affects both the action
and perception of the threat to the US in the global order, while the lack of Euro-
pean power also in a perceptual sense reduces the recording of threats to the order.

On the other hand, such a large difference in power between the two sides, Ka-
gan records both in the various threats within the bipolar order and the lack of a
threat in the unipolar order to Europe. Namely, American supremacy in power in
the global arena is based on the development of tools for projecting power through-
out the world, which are the product of the lack of an existential threat in the im-
mediate American neighbourhood. The United States developed smart bombs,
aircraft carriers, cruise missiles and other arsenals that allowed this country to
project power to the most distant parts of the world, both for defensive and offen-
sive purposes (Ibid., 71). On the other hand, during the Cold War, the majority
threat to American allies in Europe was based on the disproportionately large land
threat of the USSR and its socialist Eastern European allies. In this sense, most of
Europe’s military capabilities were developed for the purposes of land defense and
to contain the breakthrough of a huge military force from the east, in order to buy
time until help arrived across the Atlantic. Therefore, the European powers never
developed the capacities for power projection outside their continent, but mostly
for land defense on their continent. Another element of the lack of development
of larger military forces even during the Cold War was the security guarantees of
the USA in the sphere of the nuclear arsenal, which guaranteed Europe security
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in the event of more extreme security threats. Although the European powers,
such as France, also wanted to develop independence in this area by developing
their own arsenal, the disproportion in relation to the USSR was too great with-
out the American contribution (Ibid., 81). With the collapse of the USSR and the
democratization of the former Warsaw Pact member states, the immediate threat
from the east was drastically reduced, and thus the need for a large army or any
further development of the nuclear arsenal.

In this sense, the result was that the American military for power projection
around the world continued to exist and fulfil its purpose, while the limited Eu-
ropean military for defensive land tasks was only further reduced. Therefore, the
European power deficit makes European interests very limited and with less objec-
tive capacity to influence the global order through hard power, but only through
the tools of trade, multilateralism or diplomacy (Ibid., 83). Such a lack of power
has also changed the European perception of power, and European states rarely
consider it as an option in their foreign policy. Therefore, European states are more
inclined to use all other indirect tools to achieve their goals. On the other hand,
the dependence in the military sphere on Washington has further deepened, al-
though the objective conventional military threats have decreased.

The one element where Robert Kagan does not deny the existence of European
power is the economic issue and the influence on global politics through this area.
Although the First World War in particular exhausted European military power
through the financial exhaustion of the continent and the rise of dependence on
the American banking system, the economies of European states recovered dis-
proportionately faster than the military capacities of the major powers of the old
continent (Ibid., 11-12). Such a rapid rise of the European economy, according to
Kagan, surprised both sides of the Atlantic and placed this series of states on a
par with the USA and Asian economies when it comes to defining their econom-
ic interests, influencing the international financial system or trade policy. In this
sphere, European states used their power to define conditions favourable to them-
selves, but according to the author, this was not enough. From Kagan's perspective,
first-order economic power did not automatically translate into military, strategic,
and geopolitical power, and even during the 1990s the gap between Europe and
the United States in this field did not narrow but rather widened.

According to the author, the wars in the Balkans have shown that European
military capabilities are inferior, independent of Washington, and that in addi-
tion to this deficit, the continent is also characterized by political chaos, which is
an obstacle to the projection of the aforementioned limited hard power. In this
sense, the author emphasizes that the only real power is military power and that
states as actors can act or deter other states exclusively through this tool, which
Europe does not have, but the USA does (Ibid., 14). This structural difference is,
in his opinion, the biggest reason for the increasingly divergent way of viewing
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world relations and one's own foreign policy in the global order of the time. In a
way, it can be interpreted that a peaceful, trade or multilateral policy is often just
a rationalization for a policy when a certain power does not have military power
or the capacity to develop it within a reasonable time. States that, on the other
hand, possess great power, rationalize their interest-based unilateralism through
moral absolutism, relativizing the norms of international law.

4. Neorealism of the Second School and Robert Kagan

As an author most often associated with American neoconservative ideology,
viewing international relations from the perspective of realism or neorealism is
not a big surprise. However, Kagan's perspective on international relations is not
entirely within the framework of neorealism, but other influences such as liberal
institutionalism or democratic peace theory are also noticeable. Therefore, Kagan's
perspective on American-European relations and the global order is specific and
goes beyond the framework of traditional republican realism. In the analyzed es-
say, Robert Kagan predominantly views the international order through the per-
spective of neorealists, where states are the only relevant actors, the international
order tends towards anarchy, and the only variable is the number of great powers
and how their power can affect the overall world order. The United States is thus
defined as a hegemon that maintains the world order, and which succeeds in doing
so thanks to its disproportionately greater power compared to other global actors,
including its transatlantic allies. European states, on the other hand, represent ac-
tors to whom the aforementioned order suits and thanks to whom they can isolate
themselves from world events and negative consequences in a specific “postmod-
ern paradise”, but also that they are not too interested in making contributions to
the maintenance of such an order, especially not military ones.

European states do not see this as in their interest, which can be viewed in
several ways from Robert Kagan's perspective. If we were to look at it from the
neorealist perspective, it is a characteristic of the world order at a given historical
moment, where European states found themselves in a historically uniquely ad-
vantageous position, in which they reap great benefits without investing much in
maintaining such an order, nor any incentive to participate in its maintenance.
These are states from which the international order does not require the develop-
ment of power, primarily military power, and the perception of what constitutes
a threat to the order and what does not, among such actors is quite different from
that of the hegemon itself. As much as states themselves influence the world or-
der, the order in which they find themselves influences their policies and inter-
ests, and from the classical neorealist perspective, such European policy is posed
through the angle of interdependence of the order and states as its main actors.
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On the other hand, a significant part of the description of European relations and
the approach of these states to international relations can be seen as a contrast-
ing phenomenon in relation to the positions of neorealism. European states are
described as actors who cooperate in numerous areas, although from a more re-
alistic perspective they should be a competitive and competitive set. They choose
cooperation and absolute gains, as opposed to particular improvements in their
position, and share information, rather than confronting each other in the desire
for dominance. Kagan's description of European states and the order on this con-
tinent is therefore closer to liberal institutionalism than to any theory of realism.
Also, the use of the word “paradise” is largely connected with the theory of
democratic peace, that is, that European states have achieved it in practice through
the creation of the so-called “postmodern paradise”. On the other hand, Kagan
also uses neorealist argumentation to formulate the causes of such a phenomenon,
that is, that it is a unique product of the international order, in which the USA is
the hegemon, and which enables such behaviour. In any other order, European
powers would most certainly have to act like all other global actors in international
politics, that is, to develop power and use it to improve their position and defend
their interests. However, the neorealist explanation of the relations between Eu-
ropean states themselves did not have more arguments, and it can be said that the
author agrees with more liberal schools of international relations on this issue.

5. Conclusion

Through the analysis of Kagan's essay, neorealism can be dominantly observed as
the main angle of view when deconstructing the complex relations between the
United States of America on the one hand and the European allied states on the
other. The dominant motive for the actions of these two groups of states in the
international arena is characterized by interests, which, despite the principled
mutual interest in the survival of the unipolar liberal world order, manifest them-
selves differently. These interests are also explained as different in large part due
to the historical circumstances that led to different levels of power of one and the
other actors, which also change their perception of what is a threat to the order
and individual states and what is not. Although, of course, the prerequisites for
cooperation in maintaining the unipolar order exist, from the neorealist angle
of Kagan's analysis, the parties have different interests in its existence, as well as
the level of contribution to its survival. A significant part of the credit for such a
power relationship within the same allied bloc is attributed to the legacy and na-
ture of previous political orders, where one side developed capacities for global
power projection and thus the regulation of the world order, while the other side
mainly developed land-based defensive capacities specific to the Cold War binary
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order and the threats of that time, which disappeared with the end of the Cold
War. Although Kagan's analysis also includes liberal institutionalist arguments
about the internal dynamics and organization of European powers as factors in
their foreign policy, the dominant factor in their foreign policy is still defined na-
tional interests, which arose due to the historical context and competitive nature
of international relations.

A less well-argued element of this essay and its main assumptions is the down-
playing of the authentic value-based desire of European states for pacifism, eco-
nomic and political unification, which nevertheless sought absolute gains in secu-
rity terms, even to the detriment of individual security gains of individual states,
which also include some of the most powerful European states such as Germany
and France. If this pacifist desire were understood as authentic, then the argument
of lack of power as the reason for European disinterest in maintaining the global
liberal order could also be called into question, at least partially. The author is also
inclined to discredit multilateral solutions at the global level and often reduces the
actions of actors towards multilateralism as a weakness and denies that such an
approach can be an authentic desire of a particular state or group of states. For this
reason, parts of the work may seem like an apologia for unilateralism that denies
the authentic desires of individual states to regulate their mutual relations through
various forms of international organizations and by means of international law.
On the other hand, the author also offers a strong argument for several cases of
failure of the multilateral approach and the use of indirect tools in preventing con-
flict escalation. In this sense, the author can be defined as primarily a neorealist,
with certain elements of the influence of liberal schools of international relations.
This makes this work somewhat more difficult to analyze from the perspective of
the branch of political science of international relations, but it provides additional
perspectives compared to conventional neorealist works.

JIMTEPATYPA/LITERATURE

Ejmyc, ®. (2012). Mehynapogra dezdegrociii: iieopuje, ceximiopu u Hu8ou de3degHocCTiu.
Beorpan: Cryxdenu rnacHuk u beorpagcku 1eHTap 3a de3defHOCHY IONNTHUKY.

Gilpin, R. (1981). War and Change in World Politics. New York, NY: Columbia Univer-
sity Press.

Kagan, R. (2003). Of Paradise and Power: America and Europe in the New World Order.
New York, NY: Alfred A. Knopf.

Lobell, S. E., Ripsman, N. M., & Taliaferro, J. W. (Eds.). (2009). Neoclassical Realist Theory
of International Politics. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

McGowan, J. (2007). American Liberalism: An Interpretation for Our Time. Chapel Hill,
NC: University of North Carolina Press.

116



Dimitrije Mili¢, Neorealism in Robert Kagan's essay “Of paradise and power...

Mearsheimer, J. J. (2001). The Tragedy of Great Power Politics. New York, NY: W. W. Nor-
ton & Company.

Porch, D. (2006). Writing History in the “End of History” Era — Reflections on Historians
and the GWOT. Journal of Military History 70(4): 1065-1079.

Tang, S. (2013). The Social Evolution of International Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Taliaferro, J. W. (2006). State building for future wars: Neoclassical realism and the re-
source-extractive state. Security Studies, 15(3), 464-495.

Waltz, K. N. (1979). Theory of International Politics. Reading, MA: Addison-Wesley.

© 2025 by Institute of European Studies | Creative Commons License: CC BY 4.0

117



