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AJITEPHATUBA 3A HEMAYKY I
CABE3HU N3bOPMU 2025. TOOVIHE

AIICTPAKT

I[Tocre caBesHux nsdopa oppxauux ¢pedpyapa 2025. rogune AnTepHaTHBA
3a Hemauky noctara je gpyra crpaHka 1o cHasu y bynpecrary. C od3upom Ha
TO JIa je ped O PelTaTMBHO MJIJI0j IapTUji, OJJHOCHO O OpTaHM3aLMju Koja ce
IIOHEKaJl 03HauyaBa Kao KPajibe IeCHa, II0CTaB/ba Ce MUTakbe HeHOT M0I0XKaja
yuyrap CP Hemauxe. Aytop sactyma Te3y fa je AdJl HacTama Kao OArOBOp Ha
ILYTOTpajHO IIOMepame NOMUTUYKOT ClieKTpa yeso (Xadepmac). Y mpBoM ey
pafia aHanmsupa ce conyjangeMokparusanmja [1JIY-a u crame HeMadyKor KOH3ep-
BaTMBU3Ma Ipe ocHUBama Ad/l-a f1a du ce, 3aTVM, IPENIO HAa OFHOC OCTANMNX
CTpaHaKa IIpeMa HOBOM IIOJIMTUYKOM TaKMally Ha leCHuIu. Y TpeheM Tery Ia-
KIba je ycMepeHa Ha YHyTapcTpaHadke dopde OKo ycMepema ANTepHaTHBeE I Ha
joIl yBeK OTBOpeHa MNTamba HeHOT Mpoduncama. Y mocnegmeM Aemy KpaTKo
Cy aHa/M3UPAHU U3OOPHM PE3yNTATH CTPAaHKe Ha IOCTe UM CaBe3HIM 1300-
p¥Ma, OTHOCHO CTPYKTYPa ITOJpIIKe.

KJbYYHE PEYM: Anrteprarnsa 3a Hemauxy, Xpumrhaucko-geMokparcka
yHuja, CP Hemauka, KoH3epBaTUBM3aM, TeCHUIIA.
1. YBog

Y ckmany ca ONIITUM TPEHJOM II0 KOMe Ce CBaKM pacT JeCHMIle TocMaTpa
Kao aHoMasuja' ¥ HaKOH HefaBHO (23. 2. 2025) ofp>KaHUX BaHPEHMUX CABE3HUX

* dusan.dostanic@ips.ac.rs

1 JleBuuapcku ucrpaxxknsay [lerep 7101 IpuMeTHO je jouI KpajeM 0caM/eceTuX rofMHa a
BehnHa ayTopa He )Xenu fa MCTpaxkyje MOMUTUYKY JeCHUIY, Hero fia je ,,upesupe” (Glotz,
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nsdopa y Hemaukoj, pacT secHuile, OfHOCHO IOAPIIKA KOjy je moduia Antep-
HaTuBa 3a Hemauky (A¢J]) nocranu cy jenHa o rmaBHux temMa. Haume, Ad/l
je ocsojuia 20,8% riacosa, OMHOCHO 152 mOCIaHMYKa MeCTa, IITO OBY CTPAaHKY
YUHU JPyTOM 10 cHasu y bynpecrary. OBaj ycnex nocraje jour 3Ha4ajHMju aKO
ce MMa y BUJY Jia je ped O PeaTMBHO MJIJI0j CTPaHIM, KOja IIOCTOjU TEK HEUITO
BHIIIE Off leceT TOJMHA, OFHOCHO aKo ce 3Ha jJia je Hemauka, off ipyre IIONOBMHe
IIe3/jeceTUX rOfjMHa, Oua 3eM/ba 0e3 jacHO mpoduncaHe KOH3epBaTUBHE Iap-
Tuje. bes carnemaparma 3HaYaja HEMOCTOjaba OPraHM30BaHe KOH3epBaTMBHE I10-
MUTUYKe OMINje, Te MOC/IeANIIA KOje TO Ca COOOM HOCH, OFHOCHO Oe3 y3MMamba
y 0831p araHOT IOMepama APYLITBA Ka JIEBUIY Y 3a/JbUX IlefleCeTaK rOfjuHa U
ycIIocTaB/bamba 1eBo-11depanHe Ky/ITypHe U UEONOUIKe XeTeMOHNje’ Koja je 13
e CNIeINIA, TEIIKO Cé MOXKE padyMeTH caflalllibe jadame ANTepHaTnBe 3a He-
Ma4Ky U ’/b€HO MeCTO y TaMOUIbeM NapTujckoM cucteMy. CTora je HEOIXOILHO
KPaTKO Ceé OCBPHYTU Ha CTame HEMAuyKOT KOH3epBaTHBM3Ma Kao UJejHe CTpyje
des3 monmuTuUKe JOMOBMHe NIpe ocHUBama Ad/l-a.

2. ConmjangemMokparusanmja gemoxpumhana
¥ HEeMayKJ KOH3epBaTUBU3aM

Mako ce HeMayKy KOH3epBaTUBU3aM Off Llle3/leCeTUX rofiYIHa pa3Byjao y OKpU-
by XpuurhaHcko-geMoKpaTcke, ofHocHO Xpuithaucko-conujante yuauje (LIY/
LICY), e Moxe ce pehu fia je Taj ogHOC duo jegHOocTaBaH. Hanme, Mopa ce ipu-
3HaTy f#a je LIJTY op mouerka dma Bulie of HacegHMKa cTpanke LlenTpa. Ona
je peficTaB/basia MOKPET KOji je, ¥ ope] YMibeHuIe fia je y cede YK/byunBao un
HOMUTUYKM KaTOMUIM3aM, OO0 y CTamby [ja MHTErpUIle U 3Ha4ajHe fenose rpahan-
CTBa U Ce/bAIITBA, YK/bYUYjyhM y TO 4aK ¥ IPOTECTAHTE MM OHE KOjJi HUCY MHO-
ro nonaranu Ha permrujy (WeifSmann, 2009: 66). Tako ce, y ofHOCY Ha HapTujy
HenTtpa n3s BpemeHa Bajmapa, L]V nosunyonnpana BuIle yIecHO, IpeM/ia je joIl
YBEK OCTaJIa JOBO/bHO M/ICOTIOLIKY CAaBUT/bUBA 1 CIIOCOOHA Jja CKIaIla MOMMUTIYKe
Be3e U ca JIeBUIIOM U ca fiecHuroM (Bergstrisser, 1952: 279-280). Jmak, crpanka

1989: 10). UnHu ce fa oBa KOHCTAaTallMja jeAHAKO BaXky U faHac, dynyhu na je Hajsehu neo
nurteparype nocseheH ycroHy gecHuiie BpeHOCHO, OFHOCHO MEO0NOK onTepeheH, Teo-
PUjCKM MambKaB, Te Jja ATy Off CM/IHKUX II0jeJHOCTaB/bMBalba, KA0 U JIa HEPETKO CaJip>KU U
KpYIIHe MaTepujaiHe rpemurke. 300T TOra je mprMeTHa HecpasMepa usmeby oduma u BpeHo-
CTU IMTEpATYpe Koja IIpeTeHyje /ja ce daBy JeCHUIIOM.

2 Vijeononika XereMoHMja MOCTOjU OHJIA KaJja Cy CTBOPEHU OTHOCU KOji TIPAKTUYHO CIIpe-
YaBajy 1a ce JOMMHAHTHU CuCTeM ujeja u ydeherma Moxe JOBeCTH Y IUTabe, KPUTUKOBATIL,
J1a ce IeMOKPATCKIM CPeACTBIMA MOXKe OOPUTH IIPOTUB HeroBe JpyLITBEHe JOMIHALI]E,
de3 030M/bHIX OIIACHOCT, KA0 1 Jia Ce He MOPajy MINYEKMBATU PE30BHU Y COIICTBEHOM >KIBO-
ty” (Fritze, 2021: 202-203).

122



HNyuran Jocranuh, Anitiepruaitiuea 3a Hemauky u casesuu uzdopu 2025. iogune

je op moueTka y cede MHTerpyucasna 1 ieBe KaTonmke 1 XxpuirhaHcke conyjanucre.
Toxom npBor nepruopa, YHuja je y napraMeHTapHoj reorpaduju dua fecHo of
conyjaneMoKpara, aiu neso on mudepana (OII1). Hemajyhu npen codom Huka-
KBY APYTY jaCHO apTUKY/INCAHY U PEATNCTUYKY aJITEPHATUBHY OIIIIN]jY, BeIUKN
ileo KOH3epBaTuBana je, dSupajyhn pakruuxu usmeby ClII1-a u II]Y-a, moppska-
Bao YHUjy 4aK ¥ Y OHMM C/Ty4ajeBuMa Kajia Hije MOTao OMTM 3aJ0BO/baH BEeHOM
CTpaHaYKOM IONUTUKOM. OBO HapoOUNTO BakM 3a Iepuof Kaja je IIJ1Y, mocne
ycrexa Ha nzdopuma 1957. rofyHe, ycrena HOCTeIEHO Jja ancopdyje Mame rpa-
bancke mecHe crpanke, y3 usyserak ®JII1-a. Hecrankom Hemauke maptuje (JIT)
YCIIOCTaBIbeH je ,acuMeTpuyHy mapTujcku crekrap” (Opani Jozed Illtpayc), koju
ce 0e3 KOHTparera JiecHuIle cBe Buie momepao yneso (Schrenck-Notzing, 2011:
253). Ipyrum pedmma, MeCTO 3a ,,Be/IMKY, KOH3€PBATUBHY U CTPUKTHO aHTUTO-
TaJMTapHY CTPAHKY , Koja 1 ce Hamasma secHo off LIJIV-a, ocrao je pakTuakm
ynpaxmweno (Dudek & Jaschke, 1984: 201).

MebhyTum, MOpa ce KOHCTaTOBATH Jja, MAKO Cy KOH3epBaTUBLM YHYTap YHU-
je urpanu oppeheny ynory, oBa napTuja HuUKaga Hije >kejena aa dyzie MCTUHCKA
KOH3epBaTMBHA CTPAHKA, Hero je, o peunma Kacnapa ¢oun Illpenk-Horunra, ox
noverka dura amopdHa ,,omHndyc-mapTuja nenrpa’ (Weiflmann, 2009: 65). To
APYTMM pedyyMa 3Haul Ja je CTpaHKa duia OTBOpeHa 3a KOH3epBaTMBIIE, /I CY
OHM duu caMo jefHa of MOryhux cTpyja 1 HMKako joMuHaHTHA. [Ipema ceha-
wy Eyrena [epcTMajepa, mpencTaBHIKA HaIlMOHA/THO-KOH3€PBaTUBHE JTMHIjE ¥
CTpaHI}, OH je Ha jeJHOM MapTujckoM KoHrpecy II/IY Ha3Bao KoH3epBaTMBHOM
CTPaHKOM, IIITO je M3a3Baso jacHo npotusjberbe (Weissmann, 2024: 75). Takobe,
Tpeda MMaTu Ha yMy 1 MuIUberbe ApMyHa Monepa a je Ha xmuBoT I]JTY-a yru-
I1aJI0 1 TO IITO je OBa mapTuja pohena y Hemaukom nopasy. [Tocne Aynenayepose
cMpTH, nuile Mosep, HOCTaso je yOu4/bMBO KOJMKO Ce Majio HallYIOHAa/THe CaMo-
cecty jour Hamasu y LIJTY-y (Mohler, 1978: 22). MopepHusanuja crpaske, Kojy
je m3pmmmo Xenmyt Ko, y cymTnHn je mpencrap/baia Ipecerame IIPeoCcTantnx
CIIOHA ca KOH3epBaTUBHMM HacleheM u mpeysumame ,MeKIX TeMa (KEHCKa U
colyjajHa NUTama, ekonoruja) (Weilmann, 2011: 64; WeifSimann, 2009: 72).

ITomepamwe L[JIY-a Ka teBULIM Of CpefMHE LI€3/JeCeTHUX TOAMHA II0BE3aHO je
U ca ,,0KOH4YameM nocieparHor goda” (Jlynsur Epxapn). He camo fia je oo o
CMeHe TeHepalija, Beh cy ce IpOMeHNIN ¥ COLMjaTHA CTPYKTYpa U IyX BpeMeHa
3anmagHe Hemauxke. ,,OTIo4eo je modeHMYKY TOXOL JIPYLITBA dlIarocTama), mpa-
heH MacoBHOM IOTPOLIHOM, MHAVBUAYAIN3ALMjOM U secitiepHuayujom. CaMo-
yBepeHoCT 1 ontumusaM dyayhnoctn ogpehnusanu cy xmmmy koja je cBoj nspas
Halll/Ia Y CBAKOIHEBHO] KY/ITYPU, IPUBAaTHOM KMBOTY U ,,BpEJHOCHOj IIPOMEHN
anu je Takohe dumta mopp>kaHa ¥ MOMUTUYKUM npouecuma’ (Weissmann, 2024:
17-18). VicTy npoMeHy ,4uTaBe fyXxoBHe KnuMe~ omnasno je u lllpenk-Hounnr
(Schrenck-Notzing, 2011: 256). OTyza ce MOXe 3aK/by4UTH Ja je KOH3ePBaTUBU-
3aM AJleHayepoBOT BpeMeHa dy0 )KPTBa COIICTBEHOT yCIleXa, OHOCHO YHYTpalllibhe
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cradunusanuje gpxxaBe, lbeHe 0OHOBE, Te CHAXKHOT CKOKa KBa/IMTeTa XUBOTA
(Dostani¢, 2020: 248). OBa mpoMeHa JyXOBHe K/IMMe MOpajia ce OGpasuTy 1 Ha
HNOMUTUYKM XUBOT, OyAyhn na je KoH3epBaTUBU3aM AJleHayepOBOT BpeMeHa I10-
cTao 3acTapeo. [la oBakBe OIjeHe HIICY CaMO IIOf, KOH3epBaTUBHOT HeCHa/IaXe-
1ha VUM JIAMEHTVPalba HaJ U3TyO/beHUM MO3MIIMjaMa, BUIM Ce II0 TOMe IITO je
ICTO ,,TIOMepPatbe MOTUTUIKOT CIIEKTpPa yIeBO KOHCTAaTOBAo U JupreH Xadepmac
(Habermas, 1990: 163). MehyTtum, oH je y ucTOM TeKCTy n3pas3nuo dojasaH jja ou
TO TIOMEepabe Y jeTHOM MOMEHTY MOITIO JOKMBETI ¥ PeBU3NjY. YKPATKO, CelaM-
IeceTMX M 0CaMJeceTUX FOfIMHA, JIeBU1IA je Y MHTe/leKTyanHoM anucKypcy CP He-
MauKe OCTBapIIa KyJATYPHY, OfJHOCHO UTEONOIIKY XereMoHnujy. [Tocre cTymenTCcke
nodype u3 1968. rongnHe, 1eBUIla 3aNI0YNbE ,AYTY MAapII KPO3 MHCTUTYLMje ca
uzejom aa ce cucreM odopu usHytpa (Schelsky, 1974: 19-37). I[TomenyTu Mapi
00yXBarT¥yo je 1 LIPKBe, IIpe CBera POTeCTAaHTCKY, A/ ¥ PYMOKATOIIYKY, KOje CY,
npema MosepoBoOM CXBaTamy, IOCTAJIe HAjBaXKHU)I pe3epBoapy IeBUX UMITyJICA
y npywrBy (Mohler, 1974: 55).

Kaxo nyme laynang, LIITY je duna crpanka MopiepHU3anuje, Koja je Tpedao
I ,,TOBPIIN IIPOjeKaT MOJiepHe 1 YTBPAY IEMOKPATCKO MHAYCTPHjCKO IPYIITBO
y Hemaukoj”, a kOH3epBaTMBHa je CaMO YTOINKO KOJIMKO XKe/M [ja O4yBa IIOpefaK
Koji je y 3anasinoj HeMmaukoj HacTao HakoH 1949, mopefak IeMOKpPaTCKOT MHAY-
CTPUjCKOT IPYLITBA, 4Kja je ,K/IacHa CTPYKTYypa (je) cmaduje pasBujeHa HEroO KOX
KIacuuHux femokparuja’ (Gauland, 2017: 34-35). Ondujajyhnm na ce ctaBu y mo-
3uujy pyHgaMenTanHe onosuiuje nesniy, LIJTY ce xao crpaHka MofepHu3anuje
off ceflamMpeceTux roguHa ofipehyje kao ,,conyjanaHa, HapofHa CTPaHKa LIEHTpa .
Op Tor mepnopa Hafja/be, MOXKe Ce IIPATUTHU beHa JIaraHa COLMjaneMOKpaTu-
3anmja. VIcTo Tako, OHa BUIle HUje pacHoarajga KOXepeHTHOM UZIejHOM 0as3oM,
Beh ce cmyxnma HeodaBe3HNM U OIIITUM JIO3MHKaMa (AaHTMKOMYHM3aM, COLIM-
janmHo-TpKuIIHa mpuBpena). [Ipema peunma Joxaneca I'poca, IJJIY je usrnenana
Kao ,,pepOpMUCTUYKA COL[Mja/IHA CTPAHKA , KOja Huje jacHO popMynucaa cBoje
NO3UTUBHE L[U/beBeE, aJIV je MHCTUHKTVMBHO 3Ha/Ia IITa Hehe: KOMYHUCTUYKM Te-
POp, COLMjATMCTUYKO IIAHNPatbe M HeyPeHOCT OHUX CYBUIIe CI0000yMHMX
(Weissmann, 2024: 242). Y oBoM c/1y4ajy HIfje, JaKye, CAMO pey O TOMe fia ce jefi-
Ha KOH3epBaTMBHA CTPaHKa BpeMEHOM Mema U puarohasa ycmosuma, Beh u o
cBecHOM ofidujamy fa ce dyne KoH3epBaTuBaH. Jour tazia je [epa-Kmayc Kanren-
dpyHep KOHCTaTOBAO 1a HA HEMAYKOM F'OBOPHOM IIPOCTOPY HeMa KOH3epBaT/BHE
CTpaHKe U Jja je KOH3epBaTMBal] y OITACHOCTM Ja ,IIPOTUB cede MMa CBe mapTuje”
(Kaltenbrunner, 1975: 116). Y 1cTOM IIeproAYy je ZO CIMYHUX 3aK/bydaKa JJOLIA0
u Mornep, Koju je m1cao fa ofi Kpaja pata y Hemaukoj HeMa fecHuIle BpefiHe IIO-
MeHa (Mohler, 1974: 42). Y jesHOM JOLIHMjeM TEKCTY OH je HaCTOjao Ja OIIOBPTHe
SIpenpacyny” ma je IJJY xoHsepBaTuBLuMa ,,110 npupoau dmvka Hero CITITY,
tBpaehu fa je To cTBap ,,ompehene mommuriruke curyanuje” (Mohler, 1978: 15-22).
Jla cBe 0BO HIMCY caMO KOH3epBaTUBHE jaJuKOBKe, BUJIM Ce U II0 TOMe IIITO je, C
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0031poM Ha KafpoBcke n3dope y nenrpanu Yuuje u Ponpanuju Konpan Ane-
Hayep, 4yak 1 XadepMac y jeJHOM MHTepBjyy KOHCTAaTOBAO /ia je ,MapIl KpO3 MH-
crurynuje gomao u o LIIY-a” (Weissmann, 2024: 241).

Taxo cy konsepsarusu y okBupy LIJ1Y-a BpeMeHOM IOTHCKMBAHM U/ CY
HecTaja/Ii Kao KPTBe CTpaHa4YKuX cyKoda. Y cBoje Bpeme, Xenmyt Ko HacTojao
je Ia KOH3epBaTUBIlEe y CTPAHIM CTaBU IO, KOHTPOIY MM fa UX eTVMMWHUILIE.
[Tokymaj modyHe KOH3epBaTUBHOT KpuIa CTaHKe MpoTuB Koma u merosor ce-
Kpetapa Xajaepa ['ajciepa 1980. ropuHe HIje duo ycrelaH 1 I0Ka3ao je cradocT
KOH3epBaTUBHe CTPyje YHyTap cTpaHke. Takobhe, KoH3epBaTMBHe cue duie cy
nop OygHuM okoM KonmoBux xoanmnunonnx napraepa us O/I1-a. [Ipema Iaynan-
TOBOM MUIIbemy, XaHc-HuTpux [eHiep je cBoj 3afaTak BUAEO Y TOMeE fIa CIIpeYn
~KOH3epBaTUBHY KoHTpapedopmanyjy” (Gauland, 2017: 93).

Hu nocye HeMauKor yjeiubeba, HALMOHAIHY U KOH3€PBAaTUBHY elIeMeHT
HIICY ycIenu fia ce KoHconupyjy. Kako mpumehyje llltedan Buuknep, ymecro
CIIOJbHE TIOJINTVIKE BODeHe HallMOHATHUM MHTepecuMa popMuparma HOBe U He3a-
BUICHE CIIO/bHE IIONNUTHKE, YjenumbeHa Hemauka je BenmukuM genoM dp3o npenana
CBOj HaIlMOHANTHN CyBepeHuTeT y Mactpuxty n Amcrepgamy (Winckler, 2005:
328). [Ipu Tome, He Tpeda rydUTH 13 BUja HYU TO fia CY MHUIIMjATHBE 33 HAITyIITa-
e KOHIIENTa HalMje-ip)KaBe fmonasue u u3 pegosa LIJIY-a. ¥ npsoM peny peu
je o Xajuepy l'ajcnepy, cekperapy cTpaHke 13 BpemeHa XenmyTa Kora, koju je 3a-
CTyIao cTaB jja je Hemauka ,,ocTBapuIa BelKe ycIiexe y eKOHOMM|M, COLIMjaTHO]
U CII0/bHOj IO/IMTUIM He Kao KIaCMYHA Haljuja-Ip>kaBa, Beh mpe kao geMokpar-
CKa, KOCMOIIO/INTCKA ¥ eBPOIICKY opujeHTMCcaHa 3eMpa” (GeifSler, 1995: 9). Ilopen
tora, [ajcrep ce 1989. ronguHe 3aarao fa ce U3 mporpama CTpaHke n3daiiy 1eo o
HeMauKoM yjenubemy (WeifSmann, 2009: 74). [lo Tora nmak Huje gouuno, a Ko n
LY ycnenu cy fa yjenumeme MIpUKaXXy Kao CBOjy TEKOBUHY.

Crame ce Huje nonpasusio Hyu nocie Koma, a Kpusa ce 04nIIeJHO HUje BUILe
Moria peunty y okBupy LIJTV-a. ITodepa connjanmemMokpara Ha nz3dopuma 1998.
TO[[VHe JONATHO je OTeXXasia nmosuuujy Yuuje, dyayhu fa je y nurtamy duna He
caMo IIpoMeHa Biajie, Beh 1 mpoMeHa y ogHOCKMa Mohy, OJHOCHO KacHa 1modefa
IIe3ieceTOCMalIa Koji Cy ce Takobe usmaBanu 3a ,,HoBU LeHTap (Weissmann,
2024: 276). Tako je moyeTkoM aBexmpagnTnx Kapnxajun BajcmaH 3a HemMaukn
KOH3epBaTMBI3aM, KOjI je Y TO BpeMe IT0CTajo CBe IOIy/IapHNjI, Ka3ao Aa je de3
JIOMOBUHE, OTHOCHO 8e3 CTpaHKe, Te ]a KOH3ePBaTUBIM HEMajy IITa Ia OYeKYjy
Off OHMX Koju ux 3actynajy (Weifimann, 2009: 64-79). ITapanenHo ca mpouecom
couMjangeMOKpaTH3saluje Tpaje U IpoLec CBe CHaXKHUjeT AUCTaHIpaba YHIje
0] CBUX IpyTIa Kpajibe JeCHIIE, MaKOo Ta TpaHMIIA Y IPBUM TOfjMIHaMa II0CTOjamba
CP Hemauke Huje duta mpeBuiie n3paxeHa. KoHauHo, TOKOM rofiHa y Kojuma je
Awnrena Mepken Bogya IIJTY fospiueH je mpouec ,,Mofepan3anuje”. To sHauu ga
je cTpaHKa IOTIYHO COLIMja/IieMOKPaTN30BaHa I CBPCTaHA y 3ajeJHIYKY PPOHT
»00pde mpoTuB necHuile”. Kao mTo cy u gpyru nocMaTpayuy npumerny, go 2006.
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KoHsepBaTuBLM y LY Buie HUCY MMajy HUKAKBOT yTULAja, a BaH LI [Y-a Hucy
uManu foMoBuHy (Schmitz, 2009: 139-146).

IToxymraju fja ce fecHa, KOH3epBaTUBHA ONO3NUIMja APTUKY/INILE BaH YHUje
TIOKa3a/IM Cy Ce HeyCIIeITHM, TaKo ja ce Moxe pehn na je AnrepHaTnsa 3a He-
MayKy HacTaja Kao IOCIe1a KOHTUHYMPAHOT, BUIIE[eLleHjCKOT ITOTUCKU-
Bama fecHute yuyrap napruja LJJY/IICY, ogHOCHO Kao oAroBop jegHor dpoja
YIaHOBA CTPAaHKe, KOjU COLMjaIeMOKpaTM3aLyjy BUIIE HICY MOT'Y Jla 3ayCTaBe,
a HUCY JKeJIeIN ia CTy)Ke JIeBO-3e/IeHO-(eMUHUCTUYKO-KBUP JYTMHO] UI0I0-
ruju (Weissmann, 2024: 278).

Ipyrum peunma, crBapamwe Ad/l-a Huje duno cnydajuoct, Beh ogpas gydoke
noTpede ApyIITBA 1A Ce ApTUKY/INILE leCHa IIOJIMTIYKA OIIIMja Koja je HefloCTajaia,
Te peaKIiyja Ha yIaJ/buBe IOC/IeuIie BUIIEElIeHMjCKe HEOTPaHNYeHe KyITyPHE I
TONMMTUYKe JOMMHaIMje eBuiie. ToM YnMmbeHNI[oM MOKe ce 00jacCHITH 1 dp3 pacT
OBe CTPaHKe, Koja je Beh rof1Hy JaHa HAKOH OCHMBaa Ha eBPOIICKMM M3dopuMma
2014. ropguHe ycmena a ocBoju 7,15% rmacosa, ja Ou Ha caBe3HUM n3dopuma 2017.
nocrasa Tpeha cTpaHka 0 CHa3y, OfHOCHO HajCHaXKHMja OIIO3MIVIOHA CTPAHKa ca
12,7% rmacoBa, ITO PaHMje HUje YCIIeNO HUjeHOj IECHO OPMjEeHTICAHO] CTPAHLIN Y
uctopuju CP Hemauke. Takobe, cTpanka je Op3o ycmena na yhe y cBe pernonanse
napnaMenTe. OBaj ycrex fenyje jou Behn ako ce 3Ha 1a je cTpaHKa y IIpBe YeTHPH
TOIMHe J1Ba ITyTa Memwasa BohcTso. VcToBpemeno, Ad/] je HajycnemHuja KoH3ep-
BatuBHa cTpaHka CP Hemauke, ocHOBaHa IPBEHCTBEHO Y JKe/bU Jja C€ KPUTUKY-
je MONMMTMKA CIacaBamba eBpa, 1a Ou BpeMeHOM HaMeTHY/Ia u Apyre TeMe. IIpema
onenn Kapnxajun Bajcmana, A/l nsriena kao jenuHu GpakTop OTHOpa IPOTUB
KapTena ,,CTapux mapTuja’, ,eHepreTcke Tpancopmanmje’, HeodysyaHe MOTUTIKE
IOTPOLIIbE ¥ IIAHA I Ce CTAHOBHMIITBO IIPEBACIINTA Y CMUCITY ,woke” njeonoruje
(Weissmann, 2024: 12). Camo 1o cedu ce pazyMe fa Hu BajcMaH, Kao HY IIOjeyiHY
Susum wianosu LIJ1V-a, YHujy He usysumajy us ,,kaprena’, Bupehn y moj camo jour
jemHy ,,meBrm4apcKy cTpanky’ (Maaflen, 2023: 10). Ha oBo ofcTymame AnTepHaTn-
Be Off I/IeOIOIIIKOT KOHCeH3Yca ,CTapMX MapTuja’ ckpehe makiby 1 MOMUTIKOIOT 1
ucropuuap Ilerep I'pad Kunmancer, xoju usdophe ycnexe AdJl-a mosesyje ca uu-
HEHIIOM JIa je[ITHO OBa CTPaHKa FOBOPY O TeMaMa Koje ocTasie mapruje npehyr-
KYjy, LITO ce y IIPBOM pefy ogHocu Ha mpodineM nmurpanyje (Kielmansegg, 2024).
Ondujame ocTamyux CTpaHKa ja ce Mo3adaBe OBMM TeMaMa CTBapa Koj rpabhaHa
ocehaj 3aHeMapeHOCTH, OfHOCHO yBepembe [ja Cy IIOTIUTIYKeE e/INTe He3aMHTePeco-
BaHe 3a BUX0Be OpuTe, IITO JOAATHO OjadaBa noppmky AdJl-y.

3. AntepHaTusa 3a Hemauky 1 ocraje cTpaHke

Op ocHoBama AntepHarube 3a Hemauky, sHauajHy y/Iory Cy, I1a ¥ Ha OBUM
u3dopuma, Urpasa ABa BaKHa MOMEHTA: U3Pa’KeH HEMPUjaTe/bCKM CTaB OCTa-
NMX CTpaHaKa IpeMa AJITepPHATUBY, KOju ce MaHN(deCTyje y MHCUCTHMPAIby Ha
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HOMUTULMN ,CAHUTAPHOT KOPHOHA , OJ{HOCHO Ha ofdujamy 0110 KaKBOT 0d/IMKa
capajbe ca OBOM CTPAHKOM, Te IbeHa IoTpeda 3a jaCHUjUM UICONTOLUIKUM IIPO-
¢unmncamem n opujeHtanujom. Oda oBa MOMeHTa d1jia Cy BUMI/bMBA 1 Y BpeMe
usdopa 2025. rogyHe ¥ MOXKe Ce OUeKMBaTy a he OHYM UIpaTy BaXKHY Y/IOTY U Y
Jla/beM pasBOjy CTPaHKe.

IIITo ce Tye mpBOT MOMEHTA, Beh IpBYU ycmecu CTpaHKe Ha IOKPAjUHCKAM
n300puMa IOBE/IN Cy 1O HaCTaHKa Heyera LITO 0¥ ce MOIJIO Ha3BaTy HapOJHO-
(bPOHTOBCKMM CaBe3MMa Ha CBUM HUBOUMA, Koju cy cesanu of LIJTY-a no ,,0mek
dnok anapxucra’ (Weissmann, 2024: 279). Y oBaj HOBU ,,HApOAHU PPOHT  IIPO-
TUB ONIO3MIIMje HICY dule YK/bydeHe caMO CTpaHKe Beh 11 BeMKy Mefuji, IIPKBe,
cuaaukaty 1 HBO, yxpydyjyhu y To yak u AHTHdA IpyTIe 1 IrpyIe eKCTpeM-
He neBute. [Ipu Tome, Tpeda BoguTy pauyHa fa je ,00pda npoTus gecHuue” y
Hemaukoj nmocrana geo gp>xaBHe MOJTUTHKeE, Te Jla Ce Y CKJIay ca TUM OOMIaTo
¢uHaHCKpa n3 jaBHUX cpeacTaBa. Braga Anrene Mepken je y mepuony ox 2013.
1o 2017. rofgVHe Y OKBMPY PasIMUNTUX CaBe3HMX IIporpamMa IpocevHo Ha ,,00p-
Oy npoTus pgecuuie” ns dyyera Tpounia Buie oy 60 MIUINOHA eBpa TOUIIbe
(Lehnert, 2018: 13). ¥ ucry cBpxy je camo y 2018. roguHm yrpomreHo 116 Muimmnona
espa (Gottfried, 2021: 14). ITopep Tora, Baja je ycBojuaa u nmaket og 89 mojenn-
HaYHMX Mepa, Koje du Tpedasio na ,ojadajy dopdeny nemokparujy’. Ilpensubenn
CYy MHTEH3MBHMjU IIPEBEHTUBHM PaJ, jadame 0e380eJHOCHIX CHara, IOHOLIeHhe
CTPOXXMX KPMBMYHUX 3aKOHa, Ipy)Xamwe oMohu norohennm rpynama, kao u
»ONVKa pasMeHa ca IVBIIHUM JAPYLITBOM , IPM YeMY Ce Ta ped OffHOCY Ha Mpe-
xy nendapckux HBO, aHTudammcTM4kx MHNIMjaTNBa ¥ IOOUCTUYKNX Ipyma
(Kaiser, 2023: 198). Tpeda umaTu Ha yMy fia HaBeieHe Ln¢pe He 00yXBaTajy cBa
cpencTBa Koja Brazia Beh nsnBaja 3a ,aHTUGAMNCTIYKY pax . BpenHo je maxkme
¥ TO JIa Ha OBa CPEe/ICTBA MOT'Y PauyHATH U TPYIIe IeBUYAPCKUX eKCTPEMICTA, Ofi-
HOCHO OHY KOjy IIPOIIATMPajy U CIIPOBOfe Hacube, Oyayhu fja, o BpeMeHa Kaja
je By>KHOCT MUHUCTpa 3a mopopuiyy odaspana Manyena IlIsesur (CI1]I), Buire
He Ba)KV IIPaBIJIO IIpeMa KOMe CY IIPUMAOLM MOPA/IN Ia JOKAa3yjy /ia je IBIIXOBO
IenoBame y CKaafy ca ycraBoM (Die Rechtsextremismusmacher 2022: 27). Ha-
CYIpOT OUBILIOj MUHNCTAPKY, HeKaflallby mpefcefiHnK CaBesHe cyxde 3a 3a-
mTUTYy ycTaBa XaHc-I'eopr MaceH cmaTpa fia je OIIacCHOCT Off JeCHOT eKCTpeMMU3Ma
IIpeHar/alleHa, JOK ce OHa ca JIeBIIle CBeCHO yMamyje nn npehyrkyje (Maaflen,
2023: 9). ITo weroBoM MUILJBbEIY, IEBU eKCTpeMu3aM npuxsaheH je y BpxoBuma
crpanke 3enenux 1 Beposatao CII/I-a (Maaf3en, 2023: 13), ogHOCHO 1oCTaO0 je ca-
JIOHCKM 11 yKOpemeH y cpepuiute gpymrsa (Jocrannh, 2024). Y 0BoM KOHTEKCTY
MOXKe ce TaKoDhe MOCTaBUTY MUTambe f1a 11 OV YMTaBa MpesKa IpyIia 1 OpraHu3a-
111ja, Koje 3a CBOj LiM/b MMajy 00pdy IPOTUB AeCHMUIIE, YOIIITe MOIJIA 1 IOCTOjU
de3 ¢puHaHcHujcke moTOpe ApKaBe. [Topep Tora, ako ce yame y 0d3up fa 2018.
rOfiMHe, IaKJle, y BpeMe Kajla HeMaJKa B/Iajia OfjBaja 3Ha4yajHa CpeficTBa 3a dopdy
IPOTUB JIeCHUIE, Y OBOj 3eM/b) OCUM ATepHarnBa 3a Hemauky Hema HUKaKkBe
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ApyTre HONUTUYKY pe/ieBaHTHE JleCHe OpraHu3alllje, CXBaTa ce la KPCTALIKM paT
IPOTUB CBera ILITO je ZeCHO MMa IpuopureT 3a pexxuM y Hemaukoj (Gottfried,
2021: 14), ogHOCHO a OH y IpBOM peny 3a MeTy nma AdJ]. OBa ¢pukcupaHocT Ha
HaBOJIHY OIIACHOCT KOja JJ0/1a3M ca JIeCHOT KpuJIa Takohe ce MO>ke I0BECTU Y Be3y
ca MIOMEeHYTUM IoMepambeM MOMUTUYKOT CIIEKTPa Ka JIEeBUIM YCIIOCTaB/batbeM
UTEO0JIOIKOT KOHCEH3YCa CTapyX IIapTHja, OGHOCHO Ca IMOKYIIajeM JIEBUILLE [ia Off-
OpaHM ycIocTaB/beHy KY/ITYPHY U U/I€0/IOUIKY XeTeMOH]Y.

CrasHa ip>kaBHa KaMIlaka IIPOTYB JeCHNIe YTUIATA je Ha BbeHY CTadJTHOCT,
OJIHOCHO Ha HEJJOCTAaTaK COMMAAPHOCTY YHyTap jecHor Tadopa y Hemaukoj, 8y-
nyhu fia cy ce ,,yMepenn” mnu nudepanHo-KOH3ePBATVBHY eIeMEHTH II0J, IIPUTHU-
CKOM PEeIOBHO AMCTAHLVPA/IN Off APYTUX aKTepa Ha leCHULMN, Hajajyhu ce ga he
Ha Taj Ha4MH OMTy 1 caMy nomreheHn KpuTnKa. AHanMM3y crama 1ao je ApMIUH
Mortep TOKOM celaMJieceTUX ¥ OCaMJieCeTUX FOiHa, KOHCTATyjyhu ja monmuTuka
orpabuBama [yropouHo cadu maHce 3a cynporcrasbame nesuiy (Mohler, 1980:
91-115). To je yrunano u Ha cTame y AnrepHarysu 3a Hemauky koja je, ca jefne
CTpaHe, U3/I0KEeHA CIIO/bHUM IPUTUCLMMA, aJI1 M YHYTPAllbUM IIpeBUpabIMa.

IIpu TOMe, HUje ped caMo O MOMUTUYKMUM IpedepeHIujaMa, OffHOCHO O I0-
TUTUYKMM M MeIMjCKUM IpUTUCHUMA, Beh 1 0 akTuMa Hacuspa. CTaTUCTUKE
yKasyjy fia Cy oCTaHuIM, YwiaHoBYU 1 capaguuiy Ad/l-a dSunu tokom 2024. ro-
AvHe 4yemhe M3/10)KeHV HACKU/BY HETO LITO je C/Iy4aj ca CBUM OCTA/IMM CTPaHKaMa
yseTuM 3ajeHo. Ped je 0 93 akTa Hacuba 3a roguny gaHa. [Topebewa pann, Ha
npyrom Mecty cy 3enennu ca 20, nok Tpehe mecro 3aysuma JleBuna ca 10 Hanaja
(Statista, 2005). CnuaH odpasar Baxky u 3a 2023. ToAMHY, Kafia Cy IIpeJCcTaBHU-
1 A¢p/l-a, npema nopganuma CaBesHe Biaje, 86 myta dumm MeTa Hanaja (Junge
Freiheit, 2024). Takobe, cBa okympama AnTepHaTuBe, yKbyayjyhn y To u crpa-
Ha4YKM KOHTpec, Moryha cy jeAuHo y3 aHTra)koBame IOMUIMjcKuX cHara. To apy-
ruM peduma 3Hauy fia je A/l u Tokom nsdopHe kamname dua y nogpehenom
IIOJIOXKAjy Y OHOCY Ha OCTajie CTpaHKe. [IpunafiHuIy eKcTpeMHe JieBuLie Cy U 'y
n3dopHoj Hohu remoHcTpupanu nporus AdJl-a (FAZ, 2025). ITpn Tome ce neMOH-
CTpalyje opraHu3ayjy Ioj apojioM ,IIPOTUB JeCHUIIE , YMMe Ce He IIV/ba jeINHO
Ha AQ]l, Hero ce, kKako cMaTpa KumMaHcer, HaCToju 1a YMTaB CETMEHT IIOITIefia,
BpeSHOCHMX yOelerma 11 JKMBOTHMX HaBMKa dy/ie Ie/IerNTUMI30BaH, MaKo ce 0e3
TOT Jle/Ia APYIITBA U IeroBor y4errha y jaBHOM IIPOCTOPY ,,CTOOORHO IPYIITBO
He Moxke Ha3BaTy cnodopuuM (Kielmansegg, 2024). [lpyrum peunma, 1o cpenn je
HOKYIIAj Ia ce HanafuMa Ha AQJ] ocTBapy MOHOIION JIETUTMMHOCTY CONICTBEHUX
nonmntnaknx ydehema (Jocrannh, 2024).

[ToHOBO je MOTpedHO HATIACUTH [ja HUCY IO CPeAy CaMO HaIaju ca JIeBU-
1e, Beh je ped o caBesy Koju je yK/by4MBao ¥ CTpaHKe BIACTH, KOje Cy IOYeT-
KoM 2024. ropuHe Mofip>Kajie MaCOBHE eMOHCTpaliyje IpOTUB ONO3KILNje, a VIC-
TO Ce IOHOBMJIO U HEIOCPpeAHO Ipex nsdope. Y Megujckum usBemrajuma A/l
je mpencTaB/baHa Kao Jleo 3aBepe Jla ce CPyIIN JIeMOKpaTuja M TOBOPUJIO C€ O
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~IIpepeBoNnyoHapHoM cTamy . Kako npumehyje Kunmancer, usriena ja mo-
CTOjJ HeKa BPCTa ,PMKCUPAHOCTH 32 HALMOHAJICOLMjaICTUYKY IIPOLIIOCT, KOja
3aMarjpyje OuMITIeIHO: KacHa Bajmapcka pemrydnuka un CasesHa Perrydnuka He-
Mayka 13 2024. nmajy maso tora sajeganukor. (Kielmansegg, 2024).

bBopda nmpoTus ecHM1Ie CTy>KU 3a IIpaBfiabe KpLIeka YCTa/beHIX ITapIaMeH-
TapHUX IIpoIleAypa Kaja je y nutamwy Ad/l. Taxsa je, Ha mpumep, dua cutyanmuja
TI0CTIe pernoHanHNX n3dopa y TupuHrujn, kafa octane CTpaHKe HIUCY JKeTlene a
AdJl-y, ka0 HajCHa)KHMjOj ITIOCIAHNYKOj TPYIIN, IIPEHYCTe MECTO NpefiCeHIKA
pernonanHor napnamenTa (Deutschlandfunk, 2024). C 0d3upom Ha TO A2 je peu
0 IIPOTOKOIApHOj (PYHKINjI, jaCHO je [ja je IO Cpenyt Boheme MOMUTIKe Ha CUM-
dOMYHOM HUBOY, OHOCHO JIa je ped 0 MOKy1Iajy fa ce A/l 1o cBaxy LieHy Ap>Ku
Ha MapruHuy, de3 0d3upa Ha n3dopuy cuary (Lehnert, 2024: 8-9).

OpHOC ocTanux cCTpaHKa IIpeMa AJTepHaTuBY NOTBpheH je usjaBom dusurer
cexkperapa L1]TY-a Mapuja Yaje, koju je usjaBuo fa je A/l nenpujaress (Spiegel,
2021), mpu yeMy je 13d0p peun 3HAKOBUT. AKO je jefiHa CTpaHKa O3HaueHa Kao
HellpujaTesb, OH/IA je pasyMJ/bIBO Jia 32 Ibera He Bayke 0Ca/jalllha IpaBKa map-
JlaMeHTapHe Ipakce. YOIIIITe, HOCTOju 0d1/be JOKa3a KOji yKa3yjy Ha KOHTUHYH-
PaHO KpIlleme YCTa/beHNX IIPaBuIa 1 Ipoleypa y Hamepn fa ce A/l mapruna-
mm3yje. Kao mro je mnoBopom n3dopa npezcenaBajyher, oTHOCHO IIOTIIpesicefHIKA
bynpecrara 2017. u 2018. roguHe KOHCTaToBao EKXapT Jece, TaAKBM IOCTYIILM CE HE
MOTy IIOCMaTpaTH Kao nernTuMHy. CTOora je OH joIll Ipe LIeCT FOfiMHa IIPefilarao
CacBUM Jpyradije IOHAlIakbe IpeMa 0Boj cTpaHLu (Jesse, 2019). Y mebyBpemeny,
CHUTYyaluja ce JOlaTHO 3a0LITPIIA, a HeIETUTYMHM HauMHU Sopde mpoTuB oBe
OIO3UIIMOHE CTPAHKe IIOCTA/IM CY jOII yIa/bUBIjI.

Jomr jemHO CpefiCTBO MPUTUCKA Ha ANITEPHATUBY jeCy U ONTYXde 3a eKcTpe-
MM3aM, OJIHOCHO IIpeTHbe 3adpaHoM 1 MHCTpyMeHTanu3anuja Cryxoe 3a 3alITUTY
ycraBa y monutidke cspxe. [lapmamenTapHa fedata o moryhoj 3adpaHm crpaHke Bo-
bena je xpajem janyapa, fakiie HemocpegHo mpef 13dope. Moxe ce IpeTIoCTaBUTH
7ia je cioMumame 3adpaHe Tpedasno ja onduje moteHnMjaHe roacade. Kaxo je mpu-
MeTVO Haj3Ha4YajHUjU UCTOPUYAP JIeCHMIIE, MACUBHOCT Ca KOjOM CYy Aip>KaBa 1 ApYyTHu
BaHAp)XaBHY akTepu cy3dujanu AdJl Huje no capa Bubhena (Weissmann, 2024: 280).

Ympkoc cBemy ToMe, ANITepHaTIBa He CaMo JIa je yCIlena fia cadyBa CBOjy Ou-
pauKy dasy Hero je 1 3Ha4yajHO mpommpua. Bajcman (Weissmann, 2024: 280) To
JieTIoM Be3yje 3a oHoO 1To eHH HasuBa nponanrhy mdepanmusma. [Ipema myumbe-
wy JleHnHa, mudepannsaM He IPoOIaja 3aTo IITO ce He CIpoBOAY, Beh 3aTo 1o je
BepaH camoMe cedu (Denin, 2019: 24). OH fa/be cMaTpa Aa je mudepannsaM nCLp-
TIe0 pesepBoap MaTepujaTHMX ¥ MOPATHUX pecypca 1 Jja BUIIe HUje Y CTamby fla Ta
HaIyHM. YKOJIMKO je OBa aHa/IM3a CTakba Ta4yHa, TO O 3HAYMJIO JIa 33 YCIIeX AeCHMIle
II0CTOje 00jeKTVBHM Pa3/Io3y Be3aHN 3a YHYTPalllibe IIPOTUBPEYHOCTI TNUOepaTHOT
CHCTEMa, Te JIa je IOMICAO Jla Ce Ha Ihera MOKe OTOBOPUTH aJMIHUCTPATUBHUM
MepaMa, 3adpaHaMa, TPMKOBMMA VIV PeIIpecijoM BeoMa HalBHa.
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4. lpeonoumka opujeHTanuja

JIpyro Ba)KHO MuTame je NAeonouKo ycMepewe Ad/l-a, OFTHOCHO 1Impe IIe-
IAHO, IbeHO caMopasyMeBambe. CTPaHKa je HacTasla Kao OpraHmsalyja Kpurudapa
eBpa I IOKyIIaBasIa je ja ce Mpodunine Kao eBPOCKENTIYHA, TNdepaTHO-KOH-
3epBaTMBHA CTPAaHKa, LITO je OIpe/ie/berbe Koje je CBOj 13pas3 HALJIO U Y IIpeaM-
dynu crpanaukor nporpama us 2016. ronnne (Programm fiir Deutschland, 2016:
6). Hak cy 1 OHU KOjyu OOMYHO Ba’ke 3a IpeACTaBHUKE HeCHOT KpIIa Y CTPaHIIN
TBPAVIIN a je AnTepHaTuBa T1depa/HO-KOH3epBaTVBHA I IIATPUOTCKA TapTHja
(Hocke, 2015: 18). Takobe, ¢pyHKIMOHepU cTpaHKe HaralaBay cy fa nsmehy
nndepamHNX M KOH3epBAaTVBHMX eJleMeHaTa He II0CTOj! HAalleTOCT, Te Jja CY MCTVH-
cKu nudepany jaHac KOH3epBaTUBHIY, aKO He 1 peakiuoHapuu (Jongen, 2020).
MebhyTtum, o moueTka je duo jacHO fa CTpaHKa Huje XOMOTeHa, Beh f1a mpezcTa-
B/ba CKYII pa3/IM4UTUX CTPYja 1 ycMepemba. [Ipumepa pangu, Anexcannep laymang,
jemaH off OCHMBAYA, BUJEO je y AJITepHATUBY IIOKPeT y KOMe Cy OKYyI/beHe [iBe
IapTuje: CTpaHKa CPeAbEr C10ja I, EKOHOMCKH ITIeflaHO, CPEMIEbEr CTajIeXka, KOju je
»KITUMa 3eMJbe”, ¥ CTPaHKa OOUYHIX JbYY, ,dMj¥ CY IIOCTIOBY MU3epHO Itahern
w1 Bule yommre He noctoje” (Gauland, 2019: 18). Benuknu 8poj ¢pyHkimonepa
CTpaHKe J0J1a3n U3 IndepaaTHO-KOH3ePBATUBHOT MIJbea, A TIOjefiUHNU Cy OUBIIN
yna”osy LIJ1Y-a, TOK 4TaHCTBO M CUMIATU3€PH CTVDKY Ca pa3IMYUTUX CTPaHa,
usmel)y ocranor u u3 cuHAMKanHOr Mubea. MehyTuM, TOKOM roguHa CTpaHKy
je HaImycTno jefaH dpoj mpefcTaBHMKA MMOEPATTHOT KPUJIa, YK/bY4yjyhn y To u
HeKe ofj OCHMBayYa. VIcTOBpeMeHO, yMecTo udepajHe CTPyje, CHAXKHI]je ce IPo-
¢unucana crpyja ,commpapuctuakor narpuornsma’ (Kaiser, 2020). OBaj npu-
CTYyII IT0CedHO ce 0Ka3ao0 yCIeUHNM y ICTOYHMM IIOKpajHaMa, IJie je CTpaHKa
Ha NAaTPYOTCKOj U COMMAAPUCTUYKO]j IIaTOpPMM yCIleBasa ja OCTBapy 3HaUajHe
u3dopHe ycrexe, nmpe csera y Tupunruju u bpangendypry.

Mpeonomika opujeHTalnja Hje jef[HO OTBOPEHO NNTame. Hanume, fieo cTpan-
Ke je AdJ] Busieo kao 00MYHY CTpaHAYKy OpTraHM3aLMNjy, JOK APYTU Y HOj ITIefiajy
nap/raMeHTapHO OpyDhe Wi Tek jefjaH Jieo Myper IOKpeTa, OHOCHO ,MO3auK Jie-
cHumne”. OBy ipyry cTpyjy 3acTyna benenukr Kajsep. IIpema meroBom MuIbemy,
»JI3 4€CTO XaOTMYHOT ¥ KaTKaJl HECONN/IaPHOT ¥ XPOHMYHO JIe30pPTaHI30BaHOT
IAaTPUOTCKOT Tadopa Mopa Ia HaCTaHe HYKJIeYC je[HOT COM/APHOT ITaTPUOTCKOT
’MO3aMKa’, y KOMe OCTOjI TIofiefIa pajia, Kojii je CIIocodaH 3a IenoBame, Koji ce y
cp>xu 0a3upa Ha CTPAHIIY M leHOM IIPeBOPjY, a/IM IpeBasuiasy 0da IeHTpariHa
noxpyuyja” (Kaiser, 2024: 8). Y 0BO ,,0KpyXeme” UIN ,IpefiBOpje” CTPaHKe CIa-
Iajy yMETHUIM, YACOIIICY, TMHK-T€HKOBI, II0jefIHaYHe M/ TpahaHcke MHNIIN-
jaTuBe, OpPraHM3aTOPY AEMOHCTpaIlNja, My3M4apy, opraHusauje Koje ce Opuny
0 OYyBamy TpajuIiyje, Kao ¥ OMIafuHCKe Tpyne. CTpaTeruja ,MO3auK feCHNUIle
3HauM” Jla pasIMYUTY IIPOTATOHUCTH JIeTTYjy CBAaKO Ha CBOM II0/bY Ha crienndu-
YaH Ha4MH, ajI1 y IpaBIly OCTBApMBatba MUHIMATHOT 3aje IHMYKOT Li1/ba, JOK Y
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HaTPMOTCKOM KOHTEKCTY Taj MUHMMAJIHM KOHCEH3YC II0/jpasyMeBa IpMXBaTatbe
ozrdpaHe COIICTBEHOT U IO3UTHUBAH OJHOC IIpeMa 3aBu4ajy u otanduuu (Kaiser,
2024: 13). Pasyme ce camo 1o cedu a IpM TOMe CBAaKM [leO MO3aMKa 3afip>kaBa
corcTBeHy ayToHoMMjy. CTpaHKa je, lakje, cCaMo jeflaH fleo LIMpe CINKe, jep je y
KOMIIIEKCHOM JIPYIITBY HEOIIXO[HA ,Pa3HOOdINYHA OMUTUYKA JeCHUIIA , KOja
»Ha CBAKOM IIO/bY U Y CBAKOj CTPyLIM Tpeda [ja aITepHATUBHY MO3ULUjY YIMHA
BugpuBoM” (Kaiser, 2024: 15). Ped je, nake, 0 HOKpeTy KOju Jienyje Of03%0 U
KOjJ Ce CacTOojy Off MHOIITBA JIOKAJTHUX IIOKPeTa, MHULMjaThBa 1 yaconuca. ITo
CBOjOj IpUPOAHM OH HUje fedaH3uBaH, Beh crocodan fa popmynulie pasin-
4YiUTe OITOBOPE Ha 3a30Be Koju mpefcToje. Y ocHoBU Kajsepos mpeanor yKu-
ma guxotoMujy usmeby ,peanmnonutuke” u ,,MeTANONUTIKE , ORHOCHO n3Mehy
»CTPAHAYKUX aKTepa I ,,BaHIIApJIAMEHTAPHUX CHara . Tako leCHO OpyjeHTUCaHO
IIVIBVJIHO JIPYIITBO IIOMa>ke CTPaHKY, Tp1udaBsba joj KaJ[poBe U fiaje uieje, YHOCK
pasmu4nTa UCKYCTBA y IMapaaMeHTapHy cdepy, Bpiehu ncToBpeMeHo 1 KOpek-
TuBHY QyHKIUjy. [TogpasymeBa ce Ia IpuxBaTame OBe CTpaTeruje 3Hauu sehy
CONMMAAPHOCT YHYTap AEeCHOT Tadopa, Kao 1 Kpaj MONMNTUKE ,AUCTAaHIVIPa®ka , O
K0joj je cBojeBpeMeHO mucao Mornep. ITpema KajsepoBoj onjenn, onaj reo Adp/l-a
KOjU je IPUXBATHO CTPATErujy MO3aMKa II0Ka3ao ce yCIEeUIHNM, JOK je €0 KOji
je CKemTM4YaH IpeMa TOj CTpaTeryjyu 1 Koji Taju uiaysuje o ,rpahanckom mocty”
npema maptujama LIJTY u ®JII no caga ocrao va mapruunm (Kaiser, 2024: 44). On
opaTIe 3aKkpyuyje fa AdJl MMa ImaHCy caMO aKO e KOHCTUTYMIIE Ka0 MHTEeIPy-
mwyha mapTuja Hapopa, a He Kao ,00/ba”, a/Iy Mama CTpaHKa knujenrene []J1Y-a
(Kaiser, 2024: 76). [Intame ,,M03anKa leCHUIIEe” je CTOTA MINPe IOCTAB/BEHO U
OIHOCH ce Ha CBpXy AnTepHatuBe 3a HeMauky, ofHOCHO Ha uTame Tpeda nmn
CTpaHKa Ja dyze KoH3epBaTMBHM KopekTus 3a LIJIY u fja ce 3a0BO/BY y/IOTOM
Mmitaber koaIMIMOHOT MapTHepa y eBeHTyanHoj dyayhoj Koamumuju nim fa fyro-
POYHO jaya CONCTBEHY aJTepPHATUBHY MO3MUIM]Y, Ca OCIOHIIEM Ha JIeCHO OpUjeH-
TUCAHO UVBUJIHO APYIITBO. 3ajefHMYKA [T03M1Yja Y OFHOCY Ha OBO MUTakhe jOII
HUje IOCTUTHYTA. [InTame cTpaTemKor ycMepema MaHndecTyje ce My APYIUM
NojeAMHaYHMM CIIOPOBMMA, Kao LITO je, Ha IpUMep, MOJel OGHOCA CTpaHKe IIpe-
Ma CB0jOj OMJIa[ITHCKOj OPTaHM3aLVjyi U BEHOj Ay TOHOMMUj L.

Crnop oKo yjiore CTpaHKe I FbeHOT MeCTa FTOBOPM J1a MIEOJIOLIKO TPOPUIICabe
ArnrepHaTuBe 3a HemauKy jonr Huje OBpIIEHO, KA0 HYU NNATAaIbE la/be CTpaTeruje
napruje. Y CTpaHIM fiefyje CHA)KHO eKOHOMCKO-TMOePaTHOT KPUJIO, A jeflaH Off He-
TOBUX IIPefICTaBHMKA je 1 Konpencpennuna Anuc Bajgen. ITodene Xasujepa Mu-
neja’y Aprentunu, ofnocHo [lonansa Tpammna y CAJl, Te mogpiuka Kojy je Anrep-
HaTUBU Jla7a CTpaHKa VinoHa Macka yTunjaamu cy Ha IOHOBHO IpecTpojaBame. Y
IOyTauKoM MHTEPBjyy ca MackoM Bajpnen je 1Ba myTa IOHOBMIIA /1A je H-eHA ITapTHja
nudeprapujaHCcKo-KOH3epBaTUBHA. [a 811 jacHuMje Har/Iacuia epCIeKTUBY U3 Koje
nonasy, Bajmen je y moMeHYTOM MHTEPB]jyY O HAaLJMOHAJICOLMja/lM3MYy TOBOPM/IA KaO
O COLMjaMMCTUYKOM HOKpeTY, a 0 XUT/Iepy kao o komyHucTu. Huje dumo Temko
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youuTH 2 je Bajmen TuMe nokyurana fga yxsaTy KOImdy ca XajeKoBoM Kiburom I1yii
Y poticii6o, Tie Ce ONIIMPHO FOBOPY O COLMjaIMCTUYKMM KOPEHMMA HallOHAI-
conujannsma (Hajek, 1997: 243-261), Te na ce Ha/joBeXXe Ha TY TPARULINjY MUcIn.’

Jnaxk, de3 0d3mpa Ha oBe U3BOPeE, [a/be UNICONOMKO apTuKyInucame Ad/l-a
ocTaje oTBOpeHo. [lojenHn ayTopu HaralaBajy aa, nako Al Huje ;[ 4ancTo -
deprapmjaHcka CTpaHKa , BbeHa IPUBPEHO MOMIUTIYKA OCHOBA OCTaje ,,COLUjaI-
Ha Tp>KUIIHA Ipuspena npema Jlynsury Epxapny, Banrepy Ojkeny n Bunxenmy
Pemnkey”, Te ma cTpaHKa 3actyna ,,opgonudepanuu npuctyn . lllrasurre, TBpan
ce f1a je y ekoHoMckoM nornefy Ad/l HajaudepanHmja off CBUX 3HAYajHUX HeMad-
KIX cTpaHaka, Oyayhu ma je u ®JII1y Teopumju u mpakcy ocrana MHTEpBEHIIVO-
HICTUYKA U TeBO-MudepanHa mapruja. IIpema nctoj olenn, ¥ MCTOUYHY OrpaHIIN
cTpaHKe ocTajy Ha opponudepanHoj muuuju (Kofner, 2025). [IpaBar koju npepa-
xe Jypu Kodrep nogpasymesa fja cTpanka Tpeda jja 3acTyma ,,JeCHO-TudepTapu-
jaHCKM IOIy/In3aM’, Teopujcku dasupan Ha Mapejy Pordapay, koju ce Mo>xe Bu-
metu Ha npuMmepuMa Mueja u Tpammna. ,TakaB nmonynmusam je UpeKTaH, I1acaH
Y OJUTy4aH fla ce CYIIPOTCTAaB) JOMUHAHTHUM HapatuBuma Mepuja. C 003mpom
Ha BJICOK JP>KaBHM yJe0 1 IIOpecKo onTepeherme, HEONMXO/IaH je TOMaK yAECHO —
€KOHOMCK JINdepaiHO U Y KY/ITypHOM patry. MujiejeB ycIiex Koj pajiHUKa IIOKa-
3yje ma cnodopa modebyje de3 odehama o conujannoj momohn. AnrepHarusa 3a
Hemauky dua je 2025. Hajjaua cHara Meby paganimma — 360T, a He yIIPKOC CBOM
nudepamHOM mporpamy. JIMcKypc Koju MHTerpuie 1mdeprapujaHcke u Hapof-
AYKO-eTaTUCTUYKE MMITY/ICE K/bYY je MOJiepHe HapOJ/{He CTPAaHKe — 3a CTI0dozy,
Tpaauuujy u nzazose Haiuer Bpemena’ (Kofner, 2025).

Mebytum, yrunaj Tpamma, Macka, OfHOCHO aMepu4Ke HeopeakIjuje Huje
jeTHOIYIITHO I03/IpaB/beH Ha HeMAuKOj IeCHUIIN, OJTHOCHO Y ,,1ipeaBopjy” Ad/l-a,
HUTH Cy CBU carnacHuM ca Kodreposum nmpepiorom na ce mobe 3a aMepm4nkmm
npuMepuMa. JejaH off Hajdo/bMX HEMauKMX IT03HaBa/lalja HEOPeaKI[MOHAPHUX
uzneja, Hunc Bernep, y cBojoj HeaBHO 00jaB/beHOj KIbYDKUIIY 3PpakaBa CHAXKHY
CKeIICY Y ToryIely MOTrYhHOCTH CY>)KMBOTa HeopeaKluje 1 Hose fiecHu1le. Ca cBoje
crpane 1 Makcumunujas Kpaa, kao jefaH o joi yBek 3HauajHux ¢purypa Ad/l-a,
Ka3ao je [1a Cy mdepTapujaHIiy CIeN 3a COLMjaTHO IIUTakbe, Te Cy TMe, Ha KPajy
KpajeBa, CJIeNN 1 3a HaljMoHanHo nutame (Wegner, 2024: 108). Ipyrum peunma,
IIIXOBE IIPEMIICE CY ,acoLMjalHe” U Y KPajibeM MCXOAY eYjy JeCTPYKTUBHO Ha

3 Ilpu ToMme, He Tpeda ryduTu U3 BUJA /ia je OfMax Mocye pata y Hemaukoj BoheHa gedara o
KapaKTepy HallMOHajIcoLujanu3Ma. VI3BeCHN pecreKTaduIHY ayTopH, TIONYT UCTOpUYapa
T'epxapna Putepa, mHCHCTMpanyu Cy Ha TOMeE /la HALlMOHA/ICOIIVjaM3aM MMa BUIIIe 3ajeTHU Y-
KOT ca JIeBUIIOM, HETO ca TpajuIijaMa IpycKor KoHsepBaTususMa (Ritter, 1948). Victy Tesy
sacrynao je u Kunent-Jlegun. Iojeuunm ucropmyapu 3acTymajy Tesy 0 MOIepPHMU3ALMjCKOj
byHKju HaunoHancouujanusma (Zitelmann, 1991). HenmocpenHo mocie moMeHyTe usjase,
Anuc Bajpen LlutenMaH 08jaB1O je HOBUHCKU TEKCT, Y KOMe je M3HeO foKase Y IPUJIOT Te3u
7fa je XurTeposa IpMUBpeHa 1 COLVja/IHa OMTUTIKA HeJBOCMMUCTIEHO Ou/la COIVjaInCTIIKa,
U TO U IIpe ¥ IIOCTIe HoacKa Ha Biaact (Zitelmann, 2025).
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3ajegHuLy. JlecHnua xoja je ciocodHa 3a dyayhHoct, Mopa dutu secHnna koja
xemn dypyhHoct, 3akpyuyje Bernep (Wegner, 2024: 108). Ca cBoje crpane Kpa
nundepTapyjaHIIMa IPU3Haje HeKe TauHe YBUE, a/I) M je[JHAKO 3aMepa fla IIpe-
Bubajy fa He camo Ip>kaBa, Beh 11 puBaTHM aKTepy MOTY OUTH IIpeTHa CI0d0AN
(Krah, 2023: 17). On, Takobe, ykasyje Ha To ga mudepTapujaHIy Tpelle Kajja CBe
byHKLMje ApxKaBe >KeJle Ia IpeycMepe IpeMa PMBATHIM aKTepyMa, Te CMaTpa
fla TIOCTOje 3aally Koje IIPMBATHYU CEKTOP HMje y cTamwy fa pemn. Jenehn ckency
npeMa Ip>KaBHOj MOhn 1 xxenehn weHO orpaHnyere, feCHNIA ¥ TndepTapujaH-
IV ,,MOTY 3aje[JHO Je/I0BAaT! y IPAaKTUYHIM IUTAkIMA, A [a JeCHa IIO/INTIKA He
Jie/ eKCTpeMHe KOHCeKBeHIle mudeprapujanckor npucrymna’ (Krah, 2023: 18).

Jpyrum peuuma, yHyTap A/ITepHaTVBe jOllI HUje paspellieHa iieMa Jja 1n
CTpaHKa Tpeda Ja c/ley aMepudKy y30p 1 KOMOMHYje KOH3epBaTUBHE U T1dep-
TapMjaHCKe M7eje VN Jja TIOKYIIaA [ia U3TPajii CBOj ITyT HA OCHOBaMa IIPyCcKe KOH-
3epBaTMBHE TPafiMLIMje M IbeHe KPUTMKe KallMTaNIN3Ma, Kao IITO IpejIaxe, Ha
npumep, benenukr Kajzep (Kaiser, 2020: 72-96). 3a pasnuky o mudeprapujaHala,
OH He TPa)kl Jla ce Ip>KaBa [OBYYe 13 eKOHOMIje, Hero Xohe Apyraunjy eKOHOMCKY
nomutuky. Kajsep takohe nouceha a A/l He Tpeda ja kommpa aMepu4Ky KOH3ep-
BaryuBM3aM. MehyTum, TMe ce oTBapa mpocTop 3a fajbe CIIopoBe YHyTap CTPaHKe.

Tpammosa modesia je, Ha HEKV HAYWH, OTBOPW/IA CTape uneMe 1 AJTepHa-
TUBY BpaTW/Ia y IIepuoJ IIpe HeKOMMKo rofnHa. Hanme, cTpanauka oMaaamnHa je
jolI Impe IeT rofyHa opraHusoBana gedary usmehy Kajsepa u [Tumurpnoca Ku-
sypuca. Kusypuc je mHade mosHat Kao jesas ofy onux yHyTap Ad/l-a koju ce mo-
CIe[THO 3aJIa)ke 3a IEMOHTAXY COLIMjaTHe JP>KaBe, jep Y 10j BUAU GaKTop Koju
IpUB/IAYN MMUTPALN]jy. YMecTo conujanne, Kusypuc ce 3amaske 3a fp>kaBy Imo-
peTKa, ol YMMe II0fjpasyMeBa MMOBpaTaK Jip)KaBe HEeHNM K/bYYHUM 3a/jallyiMa:
nomunyju u Bojcun (Kisoudis, 2017: 111). [Ip>kaBa ofrydyje Ko je HelpujaTesb 1
codopHa IIpUBpe/a He CMe fla YMHM CaMo je[JHO, & TO je Ia pajiu 3a HellpujaTe/ba
(Kisoudis, 2015: 97). Vsrnena fa cy nuTama Koja Cy IOKpeHyTa y Toj sedaru us-
meby Kajsepa n Kusypuca o janac ocrana HepelleHa 1 1a ce A/ITepHaTVBa jOII
HUje ofTy4mIa Ha Kojy he cTpany.

5. Crpykrypa 6upaya AnrepHaruse 3a Hemauky

Ha moceTky ce mocrapjba IMUTame KO je IMacao 3a AnTepHaTUBY 3a HeMauky
Ha IPOLUIMM M300puMa U 3aITO.

Beh kapa ce morzefa kapta Hemauke 1 paciopes; MaHaTa, BUAM Ce fla Cy KaH-
mnpaty Ad/l-a pupekTHe MaHJaTe OCBOjU/IN YITITABHOM Ha MCTOKY 3eMbe. Cafa
je roToBo Moryhe npenosHaru ctapy rpanuny usmeby nse Hemauke. ¥ nojenn-
HVUM 1300pHMM OKpy3uMa Ha uctoky A¢/l je ocBojuna mpeko 45% riacosa. Cse
YKYITHO, Hajdo/by pesynTatu nocTuryTu ¢y y Tupunruju n Cakconuju. Cayza
Ha JICTOKY, ca usyseTkoM bepnuna u Jlajnuura, A/l je ycnena ja ocBoju mpeko
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30% rimacoBa. Vnak, rpanniyy nusmeby mctoka u 3amazia seMsbe He Tpeda npeBuie
HOTEHIPATH, jep je A}/l 1 Ha 3amafy ycmerna ja 0CBOju 3HavajaH Opoj I7acosa,
JIOK Cy Y TIOjeINHNM CTy4ajeBMMa JUPEeKTHe MaHJaTe N3TyOUIN ca MUHIMATI-
HoM pasnukoM. ITopep Tora, AnrepHarusa 3a Hemauky 3acTynbeHa je y CBUM
perMoHaTHUM Tap/laMeHTIMa U Ha MCTOKY U Ha 3allajly, HITO ca HEKUM JPyIUM
crpankama (3enennu, O/II, JleBuna) Huje cny4aj. To mokasyje ga ce Ha AJl He
MO>Ke I7IeflaTy Kao Ha IIPeBaCcXOffHO CTOuHM (peHoMeH, Beh Kao Ha CTpaHKy Koja
je dorpe o 3eneHux nay o JleBuija MHTerpucaHa y NelnnHy Apywrsa. Takobe,
dynyhu fa je 3amap semsbe Hace/beHUjI, U31as3n Aa BehnHa rmacaya AdJl-a xusu
Ha 3anapy. [lodpu pesynrtaru nocturHyTtu cy y Pypy, y bagen-Buprendepry, Ha
jyry Pajnanpg-®anua, kao u Ha ucToKy baBapcke. [Ipyrum pednma, Ha 3amapy se-
mbe Al je fodpo mpora yrimaBHOM y pypanaum odnactuma. Hajmommjn pe-
syntaru 3adenexxenn cy y Kenny, Xamdypry, nentpanuum genosuma bepnuHa,
MuHncrepy u @pankdypty. CTpaHKa je Takobe jommje mpouta y okpysnma ca
BehoM rycTHOM Hace/beHOCTH, T7ie je y BehuHm cmydajeBa ocBojuma Mame of 20%
rracosa. He Moxxe dutu cyMmme fia je omeM pe3ynTaTy A/NTepHATVBE Ha TUM Me-
CTHMa IonpuHeo peHOMEH ,,eTHMYKOT I7Tacama . Hanme, mycnmumann y Hemauxkoj
HajBuLIe Cy r1acanu 3a Jlesunyy, CI1JI, CaBes Cape Barenkuext, I][1Y, a Hajmambe
3a AntepHarusy u 3enene (Junge Freiheit, 2025a). PacrioH riacosa 1o n3dopHum
okpysuma 3a AdJ] xpehe ce Tako oz oko 6% 1o 48%. bapeMm je Ha MCTOKy AnTep-
HatyBa 3a Hemauyky nemHUTUBHO 1oCTama HAPOJfHA CTPAHKA.

Ha oBum nsdopnuma AdJl je ocBojuma oko 20% riaacoa, gaKie CKOpO ABO-
CTPYKO BulIlle Hero Ha npouumiM. Hosu rmacosu 3a A}/l momm cy, mpe cBera, u3
peioBa OHMX KOjy JIO Cajia HUCY M3/1asvun Ha dupanmumTa. AntepHarusa 3a He-
MayKy ycrena je ga Modumuie mpeko 1.800.000 ancTrHeHara, kao u ia og IIIY-a
y3Mme jour mpexo 1.000.000 dupaua. ['macosu 3a Ad/] cTurim cy Tako U3 CBUX CTa-
pux naptuja GIII, CII]], JleBuue, ma yak u Heurto o, 3enenux (100.000) (Junge
Freiheit, 2025b). To nokasyje ia je conujangeMoKpaTusalyja CTpaHKe IpUINIHO
omretyna II/1Y, mako AnTepHaTnBa jolll yBeK HUje yCIlena Jja Ipofpe Y TBPAO
jearpo crapux dupaya oBe cTpaHKe. Takobe, HeKaJalIBy COLja/IEeMOKPATCKI
I71acauyy He MOT'Y BUIIe fla ce M/IeHTUNKY]y ca CTPAHKOM KOja ce IIPeBacXOfJHO
daBu nuTamuMa Kao MTO Cy aHTMpacusaMm 1 heMmnHu3am, 3aneMapyjyhu csoje
TpajuIoHanHe TeMe. Vsrnena ga dusiuiy dSupaun CI1[I-a u JIeBuiie ouekyjy jacHe
OZIrOBOpE Ha M3a30Be KOjii IOCTOje Ha IUIaHY YHYTpalllibe de3defHOCTI ¥ MUTpa-
IIVIOHe TTONIMTHUKE U Ja ce 300r Tora ce BuiIe okpehy ka AnrepHaTusu. Te Teme
Cy Takobe Ba)KHe ¥ OHMMa KOjU IO CaJja HUCY M3/Ia3WIN Ha I7acame, ma je AdJ]
ycIlena ja ¥ Ha OBMM 1M300pyMa OKYIM 3Ha4ajaH Opoj allCTUHEHaTa.

Ca pipyre cTpane, oko 60.000 OHMX KOji Cy Ha IIPOLUINM 13d0pyMa I/1acaim
3a A/l cama cy ce mpuknonnmm Casesy Cape BarenxHexT (Junge Freiheit, 2025b)
Kao HOBOj ITOJIMTUYKOj OpraHm3anuju unja OyayhHocT Huje cacBuM curypHa. Peu
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je 0 TYOUTKY KOjy ce MOYKe CMaTpaTy 3aHeMap/bUBUM, LITO IOTBphyje Te3y o mo-
CTojamby cTadummHe dupauke dase.

[IpunyB dMBIIMX ITacaya CTapyX MapTHja NOKa3yje a Cy ce HApOXHOPPOH-
TOBCKa ITOJIMTYKA 1 MefiujcKa fleMoHM3anuja A¢/l-a mokasasne Hee/TOTBOPHIIM.
IItaBuie, A/l je cTpaHKa Koja je Hajdo/be ycIlena a apTUKY/INUIE He3a/JOBOJb-
CTBO TPEHYTHUM CTameM U pesynraruma pazga Cemadop koanunuje (CITIT, OIII
3esieHn), Te la pMBYYe HajBMIIe HOBUX OMpaya.

Y crpyxrypu cranoBHumTBa Ad/l je HarmpoceyHo f0dpo npommao Mehy onn-
Ma usMeby 25 n 59 roguHa, 0K Cy HajIOIINjI pe3y/ITaTnn y rpynu usHaz 70, rae je
AT morna fa pauyHa camo Ha 10% nogppiuke (Junge Freiheit, 2025b). Y xarero-
puju mymkapana usmeby 18 n 25 roguna, Ad/] je Takobe nporra HaTIpoceyHO
U Y TOM CETMEHTY je HajloIyIapHyja CTPaHKa.

CrpaHKa je Hajmonynapuuja u Meby paguuiuma 38% u HezanocneHnMa 34%,
IIOK je Hajcmaduje ycIena fia aresyje Ha IIeH3MOHepe, JoOuBIIY cBera 13% nopp-
mke (Junge Freiheit, 2025b). Taxobe, Ad]] je ocTBapmia fodpe pesynraTe y OKpy-
3¥IMa Y KOj/IMa IIOCTOj) BICOKA HE3aIIOCAEHOCT M OHMMA Y KOj/IMa Cy IIpMMarba
penatuBHO Hucka. To mokasyje ga AdJ] MHOTO do/be IIpecTaB/ba €KOHOMCKU
3aII0CTaB/beHe CJI0jeBe, HETO LITO je TO C/Iy4aj ca T3B. paJHMYKMM CTPaHKaMa.

AnrtepnaruBa 3a Hemauyky Mora je ja oueKyje HOAPUIKY Kafia je ped 0 TeMaMa
MUTpalnyja U YHyTpalIme 0e30eIHOCT, TOK Cy IPMBpPe/IHA IUTakba M PACT IieHa
3a Oupade MManu CeKyHapHy yory. Y ToM cmucny, dupaun of A¢p/l-a odexyjy
dopdy mpoTUB KpUMIHAJIA U OWITPYjy MUTPAHTCKY MONUTHUKY. To mITO CY OBE
TeMe Hodusie LIeHTpaNTHY O3ULNjy He Tpeda fa 4y, C 003MpOM Ha OUMUITIETHO
omnajame yHyTpalIme 0e30e[HOCTH, Koje je YBPCTO II0BE3aHO Ca PAaCTOM MIMMIPa-
nuje. IlonoBo, moceauIe UMUIpalLMje ¥ 1OM M3a3BaH pacT KPYMMHAIA HajBUIIe
norabajy cupomamsuje ciojese.

Y ckmapmy ca TMM, Supauy CMaTpajy fa je Hajjada cTpaHa AJITepHATVBE Cy30u-
jale KpMMUHaA, OGHOCHO BheHa IMOMNTUKA as3uia 1 Murpanuja. Mehyrum, cse
Behu dpoj dupaua cmarpa AdJl KOMIIETEeHTHOM KaJa je ped o IpUBPe/, CIIO/bHO]
nonmutyny u opdpanu (Junge Freihei,t 2025¢). To nokasyje na ce A/l Buie He
MOyKe IIOCMaTPaTy Kao CTaHKa KOja MO>Ke [la TOBOPY CaMO Ha je[JHy TeMYy.

6. 3ak/pyvaK

AntepHaTuBa 3a HemauKy HacTaa je Kao OfTOBOP Ha JyTOTPajHO IIOMepambe
IIe/IOKYITHOT OMUTUYKOT ciekTpa y CP Hemaukoj xa neBuny, ykpy4dyjyhu Ty n
CTpaHKe Koje cy HeKajla Ba)kuie 3a KoH3epBaTuBHe, kKao LI Y/LICY, ogHOCHO Kao
peakijuja Ha YHyTpalllibe MPOTUBpPedHOCTH Mndepanusma. [lo caa ce cTpaHKa
CcyodaBaja KaKo ca CIO/ballllbiM, TAKO I Ca YHYTPaIlMM 13a30BuMa. Ped je y
IPBOM pefly O IPUTUCIIMIMA KOjI l0/Ia3€ He CaMO Off OCTA/INX MOMUTUIKMUX Hap-
THja, BeIMKUX MeAMja ¥ LMBYIJIHOT ApylTBa, Beh u of gp>xase (dopda npoTus
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IleCHMIIE), IITO CBOj BPXYHAIl IOCTVKe Y CTAJIHUM paclipaBaMa o 3adpaHu oBe
crpanke. ITonmuTnka caHMTapHOT KOPJOHA CTAapMUX CTPAaHAaKa, K0 1 KpIlIeme ycTa-
JbeHVX Ipolenypa Ha mTeTy Ad/l-a mpencTas/bajy HOKYIIaj HeIETUTUMHOT Map-
TUHa/IN30Bama oBe cTpaHke. CaBesHy n3dopu, ogpxanu gedpyapa 2025. roguHe,
HOKa3ann cy, MehyTum, ja monnTuka npuTmcaka Huje ypopuia IIofoM 1 jia je
A/l mocrana gpyra cTpaHka 1o cHasu y bynpecrary, dynyhu na je monpasuia
u300pHM pe3yITar y ofHoCy Ha 2021. TOAVHY, 0K je Y IojeIHIM OKpajiHaMa
ydeq/biBO Hajjaya CTpaHKa ca 3Ha4ajHOM IIpeHOIINy y OffHOCY Ha JpyToIlIach-
pany naprujy. To sHaun fja je A¢p]l mocrana MOMUTUYKY NIPECTAaBHUK He3al0-
BO/bHUX IpabaHa 11 cTpaHKa Koja apTUKY/INIIe HePACTIONOKeme 300T TPeHyTHOT
cTtama y 3eM/bi. [logannm Takobe mokasyjy fa je cTpaHKa ycnena jja MOOM/InIIe
pasIm4nTe AeoBe PYIITBA, OFHOCHO Ia ce MpouInIie Kao HapOfjHa CTPAHKa,
IITO Ce IPBEHCTBEHO OJHOCY Ha MICTOYHE MOKpajuHe. Y ToM cMucty Ad/l Buine He
MO>Ke OMTH IIOCMATpaHa Kao 0dMYHa IPOTeCHa apTHja M/IM CTPAHKa jefiHe TeMe.
Kao mro je youno u Jece, Ap]l He okympa caMo dupade Koji 3a CTPaHKY I/Iaca-
jy M3 mpoTecTa, HeTo ¥ BeNMMKM dpOj OHMX Koju fiefie eH nporpam (Jesse, 2019).

IToxasano ce /ja Cy yHyTpallliby M3a30BM MHOTO X1nabuju. TokoM penaTtus-
HO KPaTKOT KMBOTHOT BeKa, AJITepHaTUBY Cy HAIIYCTU/IN NOjeJUHY OCHUBAYU
U Jlecusie Cy ce KpyIlHe IIpoMeHe Y BpXy cTpaHKe. [lapanenso ca Tum, Bogu ce
yHyTaprapTujcka dopda 3a uie0/IoIKo IpouIncame, Koja joll Hije 3aBpIleHa.
[Todene Nonanpa Tpamma n Xasujepa Museja yTuijase cy Ha yHyTapcTpaHadyKe
opHoce. I[Topen nenonomKor NuTama, OTBOPEHO je U MUTAKe CTPATELIKOT YCMe-
pema cTpaHke. Jmak, pesynTtaru n3dopa mokasyjy ga Ad/l Hactappa fja pacTe
YIPKOC MHTEPHUM CIIOPOBMMA.
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ABSTRACT

Following the federal elections of February 2025, the Alternative for Germany
(Alternative fiir Deutschland, AfD) emerged as the second-largest party in the
Bundestag. Given its status as a relatively young political organization—often
classified as far-right—the question of its role within the Federal Republic of
Germany has become a pertinent subject of inquiry. This study proposes that the
rise of the AfD is a response to the long-term leftward shift of the political spec-
trum, as theorized by Habermas. The first section of the paper examines the social
democratization of the Christian Democratic Union (Christlich Demokratische
Union, CDU) and the state of German conservatism prior to the establishment
of the AfD before considering the responses of other political actors toward this
emerging force on the right. The third section explores the internal ideological
frictions within the AfD concerning its strategic direction and ongoing efforts
to finalize its party identity. Finally, the study provides a brief overview of the
AfD’s electoral performance in the most recent federal elections, as well as the
structural composition of its voter base.

KEYWORDS: Alternative for Germany, Christian Democratic Union, Federal
Republic of Germany, conservatism, right-wing politics.

1. Introduction

The tendency to frame any ascendance of right-wing political movements as an
anomaly' remains the prevailing analytical approach. In this context, the results of

* dusan.dostanic@ips.ac.rs

1 Left-wing researcher Peter Glotz noted as early as the late 1980s that most authors do not
want to research the political right but rather “despise” it. (Glotz 1989, 10). This observation
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the snap federal elections held on 23 February 2025 have intensified scholarly de-
bates surrounding the upsurge of support for right-wing political parties, particu-
larly concerning the electoral success of the Alternative for Germany (AfD). Hav-
ing won 20.8% of the vote and 152 seats in the Bundestag, the AfD has emerged as
the second-largest party in the parliament. This outcome is even more remarkable
considering the party’s relatively brief existence, spanning slightly over a decade,
as well as the longstanding absence of a distinctly conservative political formation
within Germany’s party system since at least the late 1960s.

A comprehensive understanding of the AfD’s rise requires an exploration of
both the structural absence of an institutionalized conservative political alterna-
tive and the broader sociopolitical trends that facilitated a gradual leftward shift
over the past five decades. This ideological transformation has contributed to the
establishment of a left-liberal cultural and ideological hegemony,? shaping elec-
toral behaviours and policy orientations. Thus, to adequately contextualize the
growth of the AfD and its implications for the German political landscape, it is
imperative to first examine the historical trajectory of German conservatism as a
political force that, before the AfD, lacked a formalized party structure.

2. The Social Democratization of the Christian Democrats
and the Evolution of German Conservatism

Since the 1960s, German conservatism has primarily been associated with the
Christian Democratic Union of Germany (Christlich Demokratische Union
Deutschlands, CDU/CSU); however, this alignment has been marked by com-
plexities and ideological tensions. It is essential to acknowledge that the CDU,
although positioned as the successor to the Weimar-era Centre Party (Zentrum),
has historically represented a broader movement integrating political Catholicism
while simultaneously appealing to substantial segments of the bourgeoisie and
agrarian communities, including Protestant constituencies and secular political
actors (WeifSmann, 2009: 66).

The CDU adopted a somewhat more right-leaning posture than its Weimarian
predecessor while maintaining ideological flexibility, enabling strategic coalitions

seems no less valid today, as most of the literature devoted to the rise of the right is value-
laden or ideologically laden, theoretically deficient, grossly oversimplifies the topic and often
contains major factual errors. This has created a noticeable disproportion between the volume
and value of the literature that claims to deal with the right side of the political spectrum.

2 “Ideological hegemony exists when relations are created that practically prevent the dominant
system of ideas and beliefs from being questioned and criticized, and its social dominance
from being opposed by democratic means, without serious dangers and without having to
expect losses in one’s own life” (Fritze 2021, 202-203).
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with both centre-left and centre-right factions (Bergstrésser, 1952: 279-280). Nev-
ertheless, the party incorporated left-leaning Catholics and Christian socialist el-
ements within its ranks from its inception. Throughout its early years, the CDU
positioned itself ideologically to the right of the Social Democratic Party (So-
zialdemokratische Partei Deutschlands, SPD) but to the left of the Free Democratic
Party (Freie Demokratische Partei, FDP). Amid an absence of a well-defined and
viable conservative alternative and with their options essentially reduced to the
SPD and CDU, many right-leaning voters continued supporting the CDU despite
ideological misalignments.

Following its electoral success in 1957, the CDU gradually absorbed small-
er bourgeois right-wing parties, except for the FDP, thereby contributing to the
dissolution of the German Party (Deutsche Partei, DP). Its disappearance from
the political arena resulted in an asymmetrical party spectrum (a phenomenon
observed by Franz Josef Strauss), whereby the absence of a countervailing con-
servative force enabled a progressive leftward ideological drift (Schrenck-Notz-
ing, 2011: 253). Consequently, the space for a robust, distinctly conservative, and
staunchly anti-totalitarian party to the right of the CDU remained vacant (Dudek
& Jaschke, 1984: 201).

Although conservative elements have historically maintained a presence
within the Christian Democratic Union (CDU)), it is essential to recognize that
the party has never aspired to be an explicitly conservative entity. Kaspar von
Schrenk-Notzing characterizes the CDU as having been an amorphous “omnibus
party of the centre” from its inception (Weifimann, 2009: 65). This classification
underscores the CDU’s openness to conservative perspectives, yet only as one of
multiple ideological currents rather than as its dominant guiding principle. Eugen
Gerstmayer, a representative of the national-conservative faction within the party,
recalls that his characterization of the CDU as a conservative party was met with
pronounced resistance at a party congress (WeifSmann, 2024: 75).

Armin Mohler argues that the ideological trajectory of the CDU was funda-
mentally shaped by its emergence in the aftermath of Germany’s defeat in World
War II. Mohler contends that the passing of Konrad Adenauer laid bare how lit-
tle national self-awareness the party had preserved (Mohler, 1978: 22). The mod-
ernization efforts undertaken by Helmut Kohl, in particular, marked a decisive
break with the CDU’s remaining ties to conservative traditions. Kohl’s leadership
emphasized issues such as gender equality, social policy, and environmental con-
cerns—sometimes dubbed “soft topics”—while eschewing outright conservatism
(Weifimann, 2011: 64; WeifSmann, 2009: 72).

The leftward shift of the CDU since the mid-1960s corresponds to the broader
transition marking the “end of the post-war era” (Erhard). This ideological shift
was not merely a generational phenomenon but also reflected transformations in
the social fabric and collective consciousness of West Germany. The advent of the
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welfare state facilitated widespread consumerism, individualization, and cultural
Westernization. These developments fostered an atmosphere of self-confidence and
forward-looking optimism, manifesting both in everyday culture and political dis-
course (WeifSmann, 2024: 17-18). Schrenk-Notzing similarly notes a profound trans-
formation in the “entire spiritual climate” of the era (Schrenk-Notzing, 2011: 256).

Adenauer-era conservatism can, therefore, be seen as a victim of its own suc-
cess in stabilizing the state, fostering economic renewal, and improving the gen-
eral standard of living (Dostani¢, 2020: 248). This change in the overall “spiritual
climate” inevitably made itself felt in the political domain, as Adenauer-era con-
servatism had become outdated by this time. These assessments were not merely a
result of the conservatives’ failure to find their feet or laments of their losses: even
Habermas acknowledges the leftward ideological shift of the political spectrum
yet simultaneously warns that this transformation could eventually be reversed
(Habermas, 1990: 163). By the 1970s and 1980s, the left had established cultural
and ideological hegemony within intellectual discourse in the Federal Republic of
Germany. The student protests of 1968 catalyzed this process, initiating what Ralf
Dahrendorf termed the “long march through the institutions”—a strategy aimed
at transforming the system from within (Schelsky, 1974: 19-37). This ideological
infiltration extended beyond political institutions to the sphere of religion, with
the Protestant and, later, Roman Catholic churches emerging as key conduits of
left-wing social thought (Mohler, 1974: 55).

Alexander Gauland argues that the CDU functioned primarily as an agent of
modernization, seeking to complete the project of modernity and institutionalize
a democratic industrial society within Germany. Its conservatism, he suggests,
is merely limited to its commitment to preserving the post-1949 order—a dem-
ocratic industrialized society characterized by a less rigid class structure than in
classical democracies (Gauland, 2017: 34-35). By the 1970s, the CDU had formal-
ly defined itself as a centrist “social people’s party,” thereby distancing itself from
conservative principles and refusing to position itself as the left’s rival. The process
of its gradual social democratization began no later than this period. Similarly,
it no longer had a coherent ideational framework, relying instead on the casual
use of broad catchphrases, such as anti-communism and social market economy.
Johannes Gross characterizes the CDU as a “reformist social party” that lacked a
well-articulated ideological vision, yet instinctively knew what it rejected: com-
munist authoritarianism, socialist economic planning, and the unruliness of those
too forward-thinking and open-minded (Weifimann, 2024: 242).

Ultimately, the CDU’s ideological evolution was not merely a process of a
conservative party changing and adapting to new circumstances but a conscious
and deliberate rejection of conservatism as a foundational principle. Gerd-Klaus
Kaltenbrunner observed as early as the 1970s that the absence of a dedicated con-
servative party in the German-speaking world created an environment where a
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conservative risked facing opposition from all major political factions (Kalten-
brunner, 1975: 116). Mohler echoes this sentiment, arguing that postwar Germany
lacked a relevant right-wing option (Mohler, 1974: 42). In a subsequent analysis,
he sought to refute the “misconception” that the CDU is inherently closer to con-
servatism than the SPD, instead framing this alignment as a result of the prevalent
political circumstances (Mohler, 1978: 15-22). Even Habermas, commenting on
personnel decisions within the CDU leadership and the Konrad Adenauer Foun-
dation, acknowledged in an interview that the left’s “march through the institu-
tions” had ultimately reached the CDU (WeifSimann, 2024: 241).

Over time, conservative factions within the Christian Democratic Union un-
derwent systematic suppression or were sidelined in intra-party conflicts. Under
the leadership of Helmut Kohl, there was a concerted effort to either bring con-
servative elements under control or bar them from exerting meaningful influence
within the party. This was exemplified by the failed attempt of the CDU’s con-
servative wing to challenge Kohl and Heiner GeifSler, CDU Secretary General, in
a swiftly neutralized 1980 rebellion, underscoring the relative weakness of con-
servative forces within the party. Furthermore, the CDU’s coalition partners in
the Free Democratic Party (FDP) closely monitored conservative activities within
the party. According to Alexander Gauland, Hans-Dietrich Genscher made it his
mission to prevent any form of “conservative counter-reformation” in German
politics (Gauland, 2017: 93).

Even after German reunification, efforts to formulate a coherent national-con-
servative agenda remained unsuccessful. As Stefan Winckler observes, rather than
pursuing a foreign policy based on national interests and asserting geopolitical
autonomy, unified Germany ultimately relinquished much of its national sover-
eignty in the Maastricht and Amsterdam treaties (Winckler, 2005: 328).

Significantly, some of the ideological shifts away from the nation-state para-
digm originated from within the CDU itself, most notably from Heiner Geifiler,
CDU Secretary General, who argued that Germany had achieved its economic,
social, and foreign policy successes not as a traditional nation-state but as a demo-
cratic, cosmopolitan, and European-oriented country (Geifiler, 1995: 9). Moreover,
in 1989, Geifiler proposed removing references to German reunification from the
CDU’s official party program (Weifimann, 2009: 74). This initiative did not ma-
terialize, and Kohl and the CDU managed to frame the reunification as a central
achievement of their leadership.

Despite Kohl’s departure from politics, the structural crisis within the CDU
persisted, and by the late 1990s, internal realignments could no longer resolve the
party’s ideological tensions. The electoral victory of the Social Democrats in 1998
further destabilized the CDU’s position, as this transition of power represented
not only a change in governance but also a broader shift in the balance of power.
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The rise of the Social Democrats signified the delayed triumph of the 1968 genera-
tion, which effectively rebranded itself as the “new centre” (Weifimann, 2024: 276).

By the early 2000s, Karlheinz WeifSmann characterized German conserva-
tism as “without a homeland,” meaning without dedicated party representation.
He noted that conservatives could no longer expect effective advocacy from those
purportedly representing their interests (Weifimann, 2009: 64-79). Concurrently,
the social democratization process within the CDU intensified, accompanied by
increasing efforts to distance the party from all right-wing groups. This distinction
had not been particularly pronounced in the early decades of the Federal Republic
but became a defining feature of CDU policy in the subsequent years.

The party effectively completed its ideological transformation during Ange-
la Merkel’s tenure as CDU leader. The CDU embraced a program of “moderni-
zation,” which entailed full alignment with social-democratic principles and an
explicit positioning within the broader coalition opposing right-wing political
movements. By 2006, analysts observed that conservatives within the CDU had
lost all meaningful influence, and those outside the party remained politically
unmoored (Schmitz, 2009: 139-146).

Attempts to articulate a viable conservative opposition outside the CDU have
historically faced significant obstacles, often failing to achieve sustained political
momentum. The emergence of the Alternative for Germany (AfD) arguably rep-
resents a response to the prolonged marginalization of right-wing currents within
German politics. The party may be understood as a reaction to the decades-long
suppression of conservative ideologies both within the CDU/CSU and the broader
political landscape. In other words, some former CDU members, disillusioned by
the party’s leftward shift, sought to resist what they perceived as ideological con-
formity with left-green-feminist-queer discourse (WeifSmann, 2024: 278).

The rise of the Alternative for Germany (AfD) was not an isolated occurrence
but rather a manifestation of a broader societal demand for the articulation of a
missing right-wing political alternative. It also represents a reaction to the con-
spicuous consequences of the left’s enduring and unchecked cultural and political
dominance. This structural trend can help explain the party’s rapid electoral suc-
cess. Just one year after its founding, the AfD secured 7.15% of the vote in the 2014
European elections, and in the 2017 federal elections, it became the third-largest
parliamentary force and the most influential opposition party, securing 12.7% of
the vote—a level of success unprecedented for a right-wing party in the history of
the Federal Republic of Germany.

The party swiftly won seats in all regional parliaments, despite experiencing
two changes at its helm within its first four years. Such resilience underscores the
growing electoral appeal of the AfD, which emerged as a critique of Eurozone fi-
nancial policies but later expanded its platform to encompass broader issues of
national interest. As Karlheinz WeifSmann contends, the AfD represents the only
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effective force challenging the political establishment—often referred to as the
“cartel of old parties” (Kartell der alten Parteien)—and opposing key policies such
as the energy transition, excessive public spending, and socio-cultural re-educa-
tion to reflect “woke” ideology (Weifimann, 2024: 12).

Notably, Weifimann and former CDU members regard the Union as an inte-
gral component of this political cartel, characterizing it as yet another left-leaning
party (Maaf3en, 2023, p. 10). The AfD’s divergence from the ideological consensus
of traditional parties has also been analyzed by political scientist and historian Pe-
ter Graf Kielmansegg, who attributes the party’s electoral success to its willingness
to address issues—especially immigration—that mainstream parties deliberately
avoid discussing (Kielmansegg, 2024). The broader reluctance of established par-
ties to engage with these topics fosters a sense of disenfranchisement among voters,
reinforcing perceptions that political elites remain detached from the concerns of
the general populace, thereby amplifying support for the AfD.

3. The AfD and Other Political Parties

Since its inception, the AfD has faced two fundamental challenges in the German
political landscape. First, it has been subject to a pronounced degree of hostility
from mainstream parties, evident in their collective commitment to a policy of
“cordon sanitaire”—a strategy aimed at isolating the AfD and pre-empting any
form of political collaboration. Second, the party has continuously faced internal
struggles over ideological consolidation and strategic orientation.

Both dynamics were particularly salient during the 2025 federal elections and
are expected to inform the party’s future development. The persistent exclusion of
the AfD from coalition negotiations and broader institutional engagement reflects
the deep-seated resistance of the German political establishment to any deviations
from the prevailing ideological norms. Simultaneously, the party’s ongoing efforts
at self-definition reflect a broader debate over the exact nature and trajectory of
its ideological positioning on the evolving political spectrum.

The initial electoral successes of the Alternative for Germany (AfD) in regional
elections precipitated the formation of what could be described as a broad “popular
front” coalition aimed at countering the rise of right-wing political currents. This
coalition encompassed a variety of actors ranging from the Christian Democratic
Union (CDU) to anarchist groups such as the Black Bloc (Weiffmann, 2024: 279).
The opposition to the AfD extended beyond party politics to include major media
outlets, religious institutions, trade unions, and non-governmental organizations
(NGOs), as well as Antifa-affiliated groups and elements of the extreme left.

The campaign against right-wing movements has increasingly been institu-
tionalized within German state policy and receives substantial financial support
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from public funds. Between 2013 and 2017, the administration of Chancellor An-
gela Merkel allocated an annual average of over 60 million euros from the federal
budget to initiatives aimed at combating right-wing extremism (Lehnert, 2018: 13).
In 2018 alone, expenditures for this purpose reached 116 million euros (Gottfried,
2021: 14). Furthermore, the government introduced a comprehensive package of 89
measures designed to strengthen “combative democracy,” including increased pre-
ventive efforts, enhanced security operations, stricter criminal legislation, support
for affected groups, and expanded cooperation with civil society organizations.
The latter category includes a network of left-wing NGOs, anti-fascist initiatives,
and lobby groups that advocate progressive political objectives (Kaiser, 2023: 198).

It is noteworthy that these financial allocations do not fully account for state
funding already directed toward anti-fascist initiatives. Importantly, such funds
are accessible to left-wing extremist organizations, including those promoting or
engaging in acts of political violence. Since the tenure of Manuela Schwesig (SPD)
as Minister of Family Affairs, the requirement that funding recipients demonstrate
constitutional compliance has been removed (Die Rechtsextremismusmacher,
2022: 27). In contrast, Hans-Georg Maaflen, former President of the Federal Office
for the Protection of the Constitution, argues that the perceived threat of right-
wing extremism has been exaggerated, while left-wing extremism is deliberately
underreported or dismissed (Maaflen, 2023: 9). According to Maaflen, elements
of left-wing radicalism have been normalized in mainstream politics, particularly
within the leadership of the Greens (Die Griinen) and, to a lesser extent, the So-
cial Democratic Party (Sozialdemokratische Partei Deutschlands, SPD) (Maaflen,
2023: 13; Dostanic, 2024).

It seems reasonable to wonder whether this extensive network of organiza-
tions and initiatives combating right-wing ideologies would be sustainable without
continued financial support from the state. Furthermore, given that the AfD was
the only electorally significant right-wing political entity in Germany in 2018—
when substantial government funding was allocated to counteract right-wing ex-
tremism—the state-backed campaign against “right-wing threats” appears closely
aligned with efforts to suppress the AfD (Gottfried, 2021: 14). This phenomenon
can also be interpreted within the broader framework of the leftward ideological
shift within German political discourse, the consolidation of consensus among
mainstream parties, and the left’s ongoing efforts to protect their cultural and
ideological hegemony.

The sustained government-led campaign against right-wing movements has
contributed to fragmentation and instability within Germany’s right-wing politi-
cal landscape. Liberal-conservative elements frequently distance themselves from
more nationalist factions in an attempt to evade scrutiny and political censure.
In the 1970s and 1980s, Armin Mohler observed that these distancing tactics
can weaken long-term prospects for countering left-wing ideological dominance
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(Mohler, 1980: 91-115). The AfD has been particularly affected by these dynam-
ics, as it faces simultaneous external pressure and internal ideological squabbles.

Beyond the realm of political rhetoric and institutional barriers, right-wing
parties—particularly the AfD—have also encountered significant levels of politi-
cal violence. In 2024, AfD members, officials, and associates were subjected to 93
documented violent incidents—more than the combined total affecting all other
German parties. By comparison, the Greens experienced 20 instances of violence,
while members of the Left were targeted in 10 attacks (Statista, 2005). Similar
trends were observed in 2023, when official data from the federal government re-
corded 86 attacks against AfD representatives (Junge Freiheit, 2024). Moreover, all
AfD-organized gatherings, including party congresses, require substantial police
protection due to the heightened risk of disruption.

This asymmetry places the AfD at a strategic disadvantage relative to other
political parties, particularly during election campaigns. On election night in 2025,
extreme left-wing demonstrators mobilized against the AfD, staging protests un-
der the broad slogan “against the right” (FAZ, 2025). These demonstrations were
not solely directed at the AfD but, as Kielmansegg argues, represented an effort
to delegitimize an entire spectrum of ideological positions, value systems, and
cultural norms. He further asserts that excluding these perspectives from public
discourse undermines fundamental democratic principles and raises concerns
about the integrity of political pluralism (Kielmansegg, 2024). The systematic ef-
forts to delegitimize the AfD can be understood as an attempt to monopolize
political legitimacy through targeted critiques of the party’s ideological stance
(Dostanié, 2024).

This phenomenon is not merely the product of left-wing opposition but rather
a broader alliance that includes ruling parties and various institutional actors. The
mass demonstrations against the AfD, which took place in early 2024 and again in
the period immediately preceding the elections, illustrate the scope of this coordi-
nated resistance. The media tend to portray the AfD as part of a larger conspiracy
aimed at subverting democratic governance, with references to Germany being
in a “pre-revolutionary state.” Political scientist Peter Graf Kielmansegg critically
notes that such narratives reveal a fixation on Germany’s National Socialist past,
which obscures the obvious distinctions between the late Weimar Republic and
the Federal Republic of 2024 (Kielmansegg, 2024).

Containing right-wing movements has served to justify deviations from es-
tablished parliamentary procedures, particularly in relation to the AfD. A notable
example occurred following the regional elections in Thuringia, where the other
parties refused to concede the presidency of the regional parliament to the AfD,
despite its status as the largest parliamentary group (Deutschlandfunk, 2024).
Given the purely ceremonial nature of this position, the refusal underscores the
symbolic dimension of anti-AfD political manoeuvres—an attempt to marginalize
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the party irrespective of its electoral success (Lehnert, 2024: 8-9). The prevailing
attitude towards the AfD was encapsulated in a statement by former CDU secre-
tary Mario Czaja, who unequivocally designated the party as an “enemy” (Spiegel,
2021). This wording is telling; once a political entity is framed as an existential foe
rather than a legitimate rival, established parliamentary norms no longer apply.

There is extensive evidence indicating that the AfD has been subjected to pro-
cedural irregularities aimed at limiting its influence. As Eckhard Jesse noted for
the elections for the President and Vice-President of the Bundestag in 2017 and
2018, such exclusionary measures are hardly legitimate. Jesse had previously ad-
vocated for an alternative approach to engaging with the party six years earlier
(Jesse, 2019). Since then, the political climate has further deteriorated, with the
increasingly conspicuous strategies designed to block the AfD’s participation in
governance.

Another mechanism used to exert pressure on the AfD involves accusations
of extremism and discussions of banning the party, as well as the instrumentali-
zation of the Office for the Protection of the Constitution for political purposes.
A parliamentary debate concerning a potential ban on the party took place in late
January, immediately before the elections. It is plausible to assume that the timing
of this discourse was intended to dissuade potential voters from supporting the
AfD. Historian Karlheinz Weifimann has emphasized the unprecedented scale of
suppression directed at the party, both by state institutions and non-state actors
(Weifmann, 2024: 280).

Despite these challenges, the AfD has not only retained its voter base but has
also improved its electoral results. WeifSmann (2024: 280) partially attributes this
phenomenon to what Denin terms the decline of liberalism. According to Denin
(2019: 24), liberalism has not faltered due to inadequate implementation but due
to its intrinsic ideological contradictions. He contends that liberalism has exhaust-
ed its reservoir of material and moral resources and lacks the capacity to replen-
ish them. If this analytical framework is correct, then the AfD’s success reflects
broader systemic challenges within the liberal paradigm, suggesting that admin-
istrative measures, political bans, coercion, or repression are naive responses to
the underlying forces driving right-wing electoral successes.

4. The Ideological Orientation and Strategic Positioning of the AfD

One of the central issues concerning the Alternative for Germany is its ideologi-
cal orientation and broader political self-identification. Originally established as
a party critical of Eurozone policies, the AfD initially sought to define itself as a
Eurosceptic, liberal-conservative option—a position articulated in the preamble
of its 2016 party platform, known as the Manifesto for Germany (Programm fiir
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Deutschland, 2016: 6). Even figures typically associated with the party’s right-wing
faction have consistently framed the AfD as a liberal-conservative and patriotic
organization (Hocke, 2015: 18). Party officials have further asserted that no inher-
ent contradiction exists between liberal and conservative principles, arguing that
contemporary liberalism has evolved to align more closely with conservatism, if
not reactionary politics (Jongen, 2020).

Nevertheless, from its inception, the AfD has shown significant ideological
heterogeneity, encompassing a broad spectrum of political currents and orienta-
tions. Alexander Gauland, one of the party’s founding figures, conceptualized the
AfD as a dual-structured movement, simultaneously representing the interests of
the middle class—described as the “economic backbone of the country”—while
also appealing to disenfranchised working-class groups whose employment pros-
pects had deteriorated or disappeared altogether (Gauland, 2019: 18). The par-
ty leadership has traditionally drawn heavily from liberal-conservative circles,
including former members of the Christian Democratic Union (CDU), yet the
broader membership base reflects a more diverse sociopolitical composition, in-
corporating segments from trade unions and other sectors.

Over time, the party’s ideological trajectory has seen substantial shifts, marked
by a gradual departure of figures associated with its liberal wing, including some
of its founders. Instead, a doctrine of “solidarist patriotism” has gained promi-
nence, particularly in the eastern German states where the AfD has achieved con-
siderable electoral success on a platform of emphasizing national solidarity and
patriotic sentiment—most notably in Thuringia and Brandenburg (Kaiser, 2020).

Beyond ideological orientation, another critical debate concerns the AfD’s
structural role within the German political landscape. Some factions within the
party view it as a conventional political organization, while others conceptualize
it as the parliamentary branch or merely one component of a broader right-wing
movement—the so-called “mosaic of the right.” This latter perspective is most
prominently represented by Benedict Kaiser, who argues that a more cohesive
right-wing coalition must emerge from Germany’s often fragmented and inter-
nally discordant nationalist circles. Such a coalition, according to Kaiser, requires
both ideological unity and a functional division of labour, centring on the AfD
as its institutional core while extending beyond conventional party structures
(Kaiser, 2024: 8).

This broader coalition—described as the “entourage” or “lobby” supporting
the AfD—includes artists, publications, think tanks, civic initiatives, demonstra-
tion organizers, musicians, cultural heritage organizations, and youth movements.
The “mosaic of the right” strategy posits that these various actors should engage
independently within their respective domains while working toward a common
ideological objective. Within a nationalist framework, this minimum consensus
entails a commitment to defending national identity and a fundamentally positive
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orientation toward Germany’s historical and cultural heritage (Kaiser, 2024: 13).
Importantly, this structure preserves the autonomy of individual components
while reinforcing overarching political cohesion.

Within this broader context, the AfD is positioned as only one element of a
larger political ecosystem. Kaiser contends that in complex modern societies, a di-
versified right-wing movement is essential—one capable of articulating alternative
viewpoints across all sectors and professions (Kaiser, 2024: 15). This movement
functions through decentralized, grassroots initiatives and intellectual platforms
rather than relying solely on parliamentary participation. Unlike conventional
conservative approaches that often adopt a defensive stance, Kaiser’s vision advo-
cates for an assertive ideological and political strategy capable of producing dy-
namic responses to emerging challenges.

Fundamentally, Kaiser’s proposal seeks to eliminate the traditional dichotomy
between “realpolitik” and “metapolitics,” effectively bridging the gap between for-
mal party actors and non-parliamentary forces. Under this framework, right-wing
civil society plays a dual role—both providing personnel and policy ideas to the
AfD and serving as an ideological corrective to mainstream political trends. Kai-
ser suggests that the adoption of this strategy has fostered greater solidarity with-
in Germany’s nationalist-conservative circles and has contributed to the erosion
of the longstanding “distancing” policy that previously characterized intra-right
conflicts (Kaiser, 2024: 44).

Moreover, Kaiser asserts that the faction of the AfD embracing this “mosa-
ic” strategy has achieved electoral success, whereas party members who remain
committed to a “civic bridge” strategy—seeking alignment with centrist parties
such as the CDU and FDP—have largely failed to gain political traction (Kaiser,
2024: 44). He further argues that the AfD’s future viability hinges on its ability to
position itself as an inclusive and integrative national party rather than an “im-
proved” but smaller offshoot of CDU-affiliated political circles (Kaiser, 2024: 76).

This debate over the AfD’s strategic direction ultimately extends to broader
questions regarding its long-term political positioning. Specifically, should the
party merely serve as a conservative corrective to the CDU—potentially as a jun-
ior coalition partner—or should it actively work to consolidate its identity as an
independent right-wing force with sustained backing from nationalist civil soci-
ety? This issue remains unresolved, and ongoing strategic discussions continue
to influence the AfD’s internal factionalism, including disputes over the party’s
relationship with its youth wing and the scope of its organizational autonomy.

The ongoing internal disputes within the Alternative for Germany (AfD) in-
dicate that the party’s ideological identity remains fluid and incomplete, as does
its long-term strategic trajectory. A prominent economic-liberal faction continues
to exert considerable influence, with co-chair Alice Weidel being one of its fore-
most representatives. Recent geopolitical developments—including the electoral
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victories of Javier Milei in Argentina and Donald Trump in the United States,
alongside Elon Musk’s public endorsements of the AfD—have contributed to ide-
ological recalibrations within the party. In a detailed interview with Musk, Weidel
repeatedly characterized the AfD as a libertarian-conservative entity. To reinforce
this ideological stance, she framed National Socialism as a socialist movement and
Adolf Hitler as a communist. This rhetorical strategy appears to draw inspiration
from Friedrich Hayek’s analysis in The Road to Serfdom, wherein he explores the
socialist underpinnings of National Socialism (Hayek, 1997: 243-261).

Despite these influences, the exact outlines of AfD’s ideological framework
remain a point of contention. Certain scholars argue that, while the AfD does not
fit neatly within the purely libertarian category, its economic policy continues to
align with ordoliberal principles, as originally conceptualized by Ludwig Erhard,
Walter Eucken, and Wilhelm Ropke. Advocates of this perspective contend that,
compared to other major German parties, the AfD aligns most closely with the
classic liberal economic doctrine, particularly given that the Free Democratic Party
(FDP) has increasingly embraced interventionist and left-liberal economic policies
(Kofner, 2025). The party’s eastern regional branches, according to this analysis,
remain committed to ordoliberal economic principles.

Yuri Kofner argues that the AfD should further develop a right-libertarian
populism, theoretically anchored in the work of Murray Rothbard—a vision exem-
plified by the political trajectories of Milei and Trump. He describes this political
paradigm as directly and forcefully challenging prevailing media narratives while
advocating for limiting state interventionism and taxation. According to Kofner,
recent electoral trends suggest that an economically liberal approach, coupled with
cultural conservatism, is the key to mobilizing a broad voter base. Milei’s success
among the working classes shows that freedom can triumph without promising
welfare benefits. In 2025, the AfD was the most popular party among the working
classes, which he believes was achieved because of, rather than despite, its liberal
economic program. In his view, right-wing populism must synthesize libertarian
economic policies with culturally conservative imperatives to effectively position
itself as a modern people’s party capable of addressing contemporary challenges
(Kofner, 2025).

3 It bears recalling that immediately after the war, Germany saw a debate about the nature of
National Socialism. Certain respectable authors, such as historian Gerhard Ritter, insisted that
National Socialism had more in common with the left than with the traditions of Prussian
conservatism (Ritter, 1948). The same premise was advocated by von Kuehnelt-Leddihn. Some
historians argue that National Socialism had a distinctly modernizing function (Zitelmann,
1991). Immediately after the above-mentioned statement by Alice Weidel, Zitelmann published
a newspaper article presenting evidence in support of the argument that Hitler’s economic and
social policies were unequivocally socialist both before and after his rise to power (Zitelmann,
2025).
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Nevertheless, the incorporation of American neo-reactionary influences—
championed by figures such as Trump and Musk—has not been universally wel-
comed within the German right nor within the AfD’s ideological vanguard. Nils
Wegner, a leading expert on neo-reactionary thought, has voiced profound scep-
ticism regarding the potential coexistence of German New Right ideology and
American-style neo-reactionary politics. Similarly, Maximilian Krah—one of the
AfD’s prominent figures—has criticized libertarianism for its neglect of social and
national concerns, arguing that its premises are inherently “asocial” and ultimately
detrimental to communal cohesion (Wegner, 2024: 108).

While Krah acknowledges certain valid insights in libertarian economic the-
ory, he cautions that libertarians fail to recognize that threats to individual liberty
can originate not only from the state but also from private actors (Krah, 2023: 17).
He further challenges the view that state functions should be fully transferred to
private institutions, contending that specific societal duties cannot be adequately
addressed through privatization alone. Although right-wing conservatives and
libertarians may find common ground in shared scepticism toward state authority,
Krah insists that practical cooperation between the two factions need not require
full alignment with and shouldering the most extreme consequences of libertar-
ian prescriptions (Krah, 2023: 18).

Thus, the unresolved question within the AfD remains whether the party
should model itself after the American fusion of libertarianism and conserva-
tism or whether it should develop an independent ideological framework rooted
in Prussian conservatism and its critical stance toward capitalism—a position
advocated by Benedict Kaiser (Kaiser, 2020: 72-96). Unlike libertarian theorists,
Kaiser does not call for a wholesale withdrawal of the state from economic affairs
but instead proposes a restructured economic policy designed to preserve nation-
al sovereignty and social cohesion. He also cautions against attempts to emulate
American conservatism and asserts that Germany’s unique historical and politi-
cal context requires an authentic ideological approach, facilitating further debates
within the party.

The electoral victory of Donald Trump has reignited long-standing ideologi-
cal debates within the Alternative for Germany (AfD), leading the party to revis-
it unresolved questions from previous years. Notably, five years ago, the party’s
youth wing organized a debate between Benedict Kaiser and Dimitrios Kisoudis,
highlighting key ideological points of contention. Kisoudis has consistently ad-
vocated for dismantling the welfare state, arguing that generous social benefits
act as a magnet for immigration. In his view, instead of welfare, the state should
focus exclusively on its core functions—namely, law enforcement and national
defence (Kisoudis, 2017: 111). He posits that the state must identify its enemies
and that free-market actors should avoid economic engagement with adversarial
forces (Kisoudis, 2015: 97).
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This debate between Kaiser and Kisoudis underscored fundamental disagree-
ments regarding the AfD’s ideological trajectory, and to date, these issues remain
unresolved. The party has not definitively determined whether to embrace a liber-
tarian-conservative model that prioritizes deregulation and economic liberalism
or adopt a solidarist-patriotic framework with a stronger emphasis on national
identity and state intervention.

5. AfD voter turnout and demographics

An analysis of the AfD’s electoral performance reveals stark regional disparities
in voter support. The geographic distribution of mandates indicates that AfD
candidates secured direct mandates primarily in the eastern regions of Germany,
with results suggesting a near restoration of the historical boundary between East
and West Germany. In some eastern constituencies, the AfD garnered over 45%
of the vote, achieving its best results in Thuringia and Saxony. Except in Berlin
and Leipzig, the party consistently won over 30% of votes in eastern Germany.

However, while the AfD performed exceptionally well in the east, it also
demonstrated substantial electoral success in western Germany, narrowly losing
direct mandates in certain districts. Unlike some other political parties—such as
the Greens, the Free Democratic Party (FDP), and the Left Party (Die Linke)—the
AfD has won seats in all regional parliaments across both eastern and western
Germany. This suggests that the AfD cannot be classified solely as an eastern phe-
nomenon, but rather as a party with a broader national support base than some
of its competitors.

Despite the AfD’s overall success, notable regional disparities persist. The party
performed particularly well in rural areas of western Germany, including the Ruhr,
Baden-Wiirttemberg, the southern Rhineland-Palatinate, and eastern Bavaria.
Conversely, it fared the worst in Cologne, Hamburg, central Berlin, Miinster, and
Frankfurt, where it secured less than 20% of votes in most cases.

One significant factor influencing the AfD’s subpar performance in urban
centres is the phenomenon of ethnic voting. Muslim voters in Germany primarily
supported left-wing parties such as The Left, the Social Democratic Party (SPD),
and the Sahra Wagenknecht Alliance (Biindnis Sahra Wagenknecht, BSW), as well
as the CDU, while their support for the AfD and the Greens was notably minimal
(Junge Freiheit, 2025a). Consequently, electoral support for the AfD varied widely
by constituency, ranging from approximately 6% to 48%.

In eastern Germany at least, the AfD has consolidated its status as a people’s
party. The party secured approximately 20% of the total vote, nearly doubling its
results in previous elections. The primary source of new AfD voters were former
abstainers, mobilizing over 1.8 million previous non-voters in this election cycle.
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Additionally, the party attracted more than 1 million voters from the CDU, while
also drawing smaller numbers from the FDP, SPD, the Left, and even 100,000 votes
from the Greens (Junge Freiheit, 2025b).

This voter shift suggests that the progressive reorientation of the CDU, along
with its increasing social democratization, has substantially eroded its tradition-
al electoral base, although the AfD has yet to penetrate the old core of hardline
CDU supporters. Still, former SPD voters appear increasingly disillusioned with
the party’s focus on issues such as anti-racism and feminism to the detriment of
their traditional concerns. As a result, a growing segment of former SPD and Left
voters has gravitated toward the AfD, seeking clearer policy solutions on national
security and immigration policy. The party also continued to attract significant
numbers of previous abstainers, indicating its ability to engage politically disin-
terested segments of the electorate.

Despite its overall success, the AfD did experience minor voter losses. Ap-
proximately 60,000 previous AfD voters migrated to the Sahra Wagenknecht Alli-
ance—a newly established political organization whose long-term viability remains
uncertain (Junge Freiheit, 2025b). However, this defection is relatively insignificant
in the broader context of electoral trends, reinforcing the argument that the AfD
has cultivated a stable voter base.

The influx of former voters from mainstream parties into the Alternative for
Germany underscores the inefficacy of the popular front strategy and sustained
media efforts to politically marginalize the party. Despite significant opposition
from the established political and media apparatus, the AfD has demonstrated
an unparalleled capacity to articulate public dissatisfaction with the governing
“traffic light” coalition (Ampelkoalition; SPD, FDP, Greens) and has successfully
attracted more new voters than any of its rivals.

A demographic analysis reveals that the AfD’s electoral support is dispropor-
tionately high among individuals aged 25 to 59, whereas it tanked among voters
over 70 years of age, where the party secured only 10% support (Junge Freiheit,
2025b). Notably, among young men aged 18 to 25, the AfD ranked as the most
popular party, outperforming its rivals.

Regarding socioeconomic composition, the AfD has garnered strong backing
from workers (38%) and the unemployed (34%), while pensioners exhibited the
lowest level of support, at 13% (Junge Freiheit, 2025b). The party also achieved
significant success in districts with high unemployment rates and lower-than-av-
erage incomes, highlighting its ability to represent economically disadvantaged
communities more effectively than traditional labour parties.

The primary policy areas driving AfD voter support are migration and inter-
nal security, whereas economic concerns, including inflation and rising prices,
played a secondary role in influencing electoral preferences. Voters have voiced
expectations that the AfD will pursue tougher migration policies and implement
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stronger crime prevention measures. These priorities are unsurprising given the
declining state of internal security, which is closely linked to increased immigra-
tion. The socioeconomic consequences of immigration—particularly rising crime
rates—disproportionately affect lower-income communities, further reinforcing
AfD support among economically vulnerable groups.

Accordingly, voters perceive the AfD as the leading political force in address-
ing crime and migration policies. However, an increasing number of voters now
regard the party as competent in economic governance, foreign policy, and na-
tional defence, suggesting that the AfD is evolving beyond its initial reputation
as a single-issue party (Junge Freiheit, 2025c).

6. Conclusion: The AfD’s Political Evolution

The rise of the AfD reflects broader structural changes in the German political
landscape, particularly the leftward shift of the political spectrum, including his-
torically conservative parties such as the CDU/CSU, and the internal contradic-
tions of liberalism. Since its founding, the AfD has faced formidable challenges,
both external and internal. Externally, opposition has stemmed not only from es-
tablished political parties, mainstream media, and civil society organizations, but
also from state mechanisms, particularly initiatives to combat right-wing move-
ments, which have frequently included calls for banning the party altogether. The
cordon sanitaire policy implemented by traditional parties, coupled with proce-
dural irregularities aimed at politically isolating the AfD, represents a sustained
effort to delegitimize the party’s role within the German democratic system.

However, the results of the February 2025 federal elections demonstrate that
these strategies have failed to contain the party’s electoral momentum. The AfD
emerged as the second-largest party in the Bundestag, significantly improving its
electoral performance compared to 2021. In several states, the AfD secured over-
whelming electoral victories, far outperforming its rivals. These outcomes con-
firm that the AfD has established itself as the primary representative of political
discontent, articulating widespread disaffection with Germany’s current political
and economic trajectory. The party has successfully mobilized diverse segments
of the electorate, particularly in eastern Germany, where it has evolved from a
protest movement into a fully-fledged people’s party.

As Jesse (2019) has observed, the AfD now attracts both protest voters and
committed supporters who align with its ideological and policy agenda. This trans-
formation underscores the party’s evolution beyond its initial anti-establishment
identity and suggests its long-term electoral viability.

Despite external pressures, internal challenges remain among the most press-
ing concerns facing the AfD. The party has experienced leadership changes,
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ideological debates, and factional struggles concerning its ideological trajecto-
ry and strategic objectives. The recent electoral successes of Donald Trump and
Javier Milei have further influenced intra-party discourse, exacerbating tensions
between competing factions.

While ideological divisions persist, the electoral success of the AfD in 2025
suggests that internal disputes have not hindered the party’s expansion. Its con-
tinued growth trajectory indicates that, despite unresolved ideological questions,
the AfD is solidifying its position within Germany’s political landscape.
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