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BEYOND NEOLIBERAL AND DECONSTRUCTIVE
SPACE: HORIZO AND INFINITY IN THE TWENTY-FIRST
CENTURY

Abstract: Beginning from reference to Lefebvre’s spatiology, in this article the author
elaborates how political and social space disappeared in and with neoliberalism and post-
modernity. Both discourses appear through the image of the Piraeus as the commercial
city and therefore, in contrast to the city of Athens, the agora and polis proper. Real space,
the representation of space as well as spaces of representation in these cases emerge as
post-politics. In the second part, turning to twenty-first century’s perspective, horizo - as
the act of division and separation - is presented as the first condition for recognition of
otherness and difference and, further, for the creation of a multitude in opposition to to-
tality. In order, however, for the transition from conflict to dialogue to occur, the concept
of infinity is disclosed as necessary as the demand for justice from which existence in
togetherness becomes possible. Finally, this is exemplified in Serb topoi as a potentiality
of polis in contemporary Europe.
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THE LOSS OF POLITICAL AND SOCIAL SPACE:
NEOLIBERALISM AND POSTMODERNITY

The example which Lefebvre draws to elaborate his own political spatiology, i.e., the
oldest and well-known illustration of Athens as a political city par excellence, on the one
hand, and its coexistence with Piraeus, a commercial city per se, on the other, appears as
equally relevant in the twenty-first century. More accurately, not only is it the case that,
historically, there had always been a distinction between the political city and the commercial
city but the differentiation of these fopoi demonstrates both how spatiality is at the very
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heart of the political* and how such a distinction transcends time, goes beyond time, as
it were, and therefore likewise encompasses contemporary spaces. This is to say that how
the marketplace “replaced and supplanted” (Lefebvre, 2003) the place of the agora - the
space of the political — serves as a current description of the globalized post-space and its
inner transactional structure. The topos of the political has been precisely the place of the
assembly as the space of discussion and debate and, as such, has been dissolved by com-
modification and objectification which, at the same time, is the story of the West in recent
decades (Ranciere, 2021, Badiou, 2006, Fusaro, 2022).

Moreover, Lefebvre was also right in perceiving “the newest illusion”, namely “the urban
one”: “It wants to be the modern philosophy of the city, justified by (liberal) humanism while
justifying a (technocratic) utopia” (Lefebvre, 2003, 153).? It is in this sense we can say — and in
difference from authors such as Althusser, Foucault, Derrida and Lacan - Lefebvre showed
no obsession with la vie urbaine and/or la vie Parisienne and, furthermore, in his critique
of the urban revolution articulated the dilemmas of a paradigmatically deconstructive
approach to spatiality. The major flaw of the urban revolution, according to Lefebvre, is
that it is problematic as a philosophy governed by liberal principles of freedom which acts
as counterproductive to such ideas through its elevation of the market, because the market
represses the lives of its own citizens through the creation of a technocratic and bureaucratic
reality. What enables Lefebvre, therefore, to escape the accusations about a strong urban
bias - present in much continental theory - is primarily his understanding of the rural and
urban together rather than in isolation. Simultaneously, the over-emphasis of the urban is
a part of his criticism of the Situationists. Such an approach to spatiality, with its emphasis
on the urban, participated in the erosion of the citizen’ life in the city or, in other words,
and more in tune with the contemporary condition: both neoliberalism and deconstruction
contributed to the colonization of everyday life by neo-capitalism via globalism, i.e., to the
destruction of the location of the political called social space.

How far the relevance of social construction and use of space stretches is argued by
Harvey in the following way: “The whole history of territorial organization, colonialism
and imperialism, of uneven development, of urban and rural contradictions, as well as
of geopolitical conflict testifies to the importance of such struggles within the history of
capitalism” (Harvey, 1991, 237). Moreover, one can say one of the ways how neo-capitalism
thrived in the last decades of the twentieth century is precisely the flexibility of globalization
in constructing and reconstructing the relations of space and the global spatial economy in
constituting the world market.

Now, what this, in fact means is that “the Piraeus” is of the utmost prevalence at the
end of the twentieth and beginning of the twenty-first century, not only as a metaphor but
precisely as the establishment of the city qua commercial city, an endeavor theoretically
undertaken and practically realized by, first and foremost, neoliberal, and then, in second

2 Lefebvre articulates in detail how the marketplace became centralized, i.e., how it occupied the
town squares and, further, how the mere presence of a new market space in the center of cities had
multiple implications for citizens (Lefebvre, 2003).

3 Lefebvre’s understanding of space after Le production de lespace was further developed in his La
survie du capitalisme.
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instance, postmodern approaches. It is the disappearance of the city qua polis, the loss of
the agora, the destruction of Athens which happens when profit is placed at center stage
and when, further, neoliberalism as biopolitics, i.e., as governing over entire populations,
becomes practically total. This totality is the result of neoliberalism via globalism dominating
over spatial practices, as well as over representations of space and spaces of representation,
as in Lefebvre’s conceptual triad. The first aspect, namely directing spatial practices and
how space (lespace) is perceived (pergu) is the presentation of the fact that, in the words of
Galli, “the global space is the space of the winners of the Cold War - liberal democracy and
capitalism” (Galli, 2015, 14-15).

Second, in terms of how space is conceived (con¢u) the self-representation of neolib-
eralism, i.e., the image of a smooth space, free of all obstacles, a space for commodities and
markets in which rights and democracy are to be exported (Moser & Barany, 2009), became
part of the everyday imaginary. Moreover, precisely in the representation of space it has been
demonstrated how qualitative differences, as differences in terms of principles, do not have
the right of existence at the end of history. A non-time, the end of time which - despite the
permanent creation of a series of wars — represented itself as Kantian perpetual peace, has
equally produced a non-space, the end of spatiality as the erasure of the differences between
peoples as well as differences between the internal and the external spaces of the state. The
equalization of the enemy to the criminal dissolved the concept of wars while the mimesis
of the rule of a nomos of the Earth reveals the third aspect of spatiality, i.e., of spaces of
representation as the spaces which are lived (vécu). More precisely, it is, for example, the
United Nations with their “responsibility to protect” and a “universal exchange” - a space of
representation composed by the principles of “universal democracy” and “universal human
rights” — that was supposed to symbolize the overcoming of boundaries and spatial streaks
and still ended up in an inversion of principles, that is, as the apology of the status quo (Badiou,
2006). Certainly, the lex mercatoria aimed at a post-sovereign condition because it would
be most suitable for the transactional global crypto-cosmopolis. As such, at the same time it
relates to the virtual space, i.e., to all artificially created spatiality which has been conceived
to replace the space of nature as well as the space of the modern metaphysics of the subject.

Parallel to neoliberal dominance, especially at the turn of the century, the spatial triad,
i.e., the forms of real space, imagined space and the real-imagined one has been realized
in and through deconstruction as well. On the one hand, the fact that the global space
appeared as chaotic and deeply paradoxical in itself, in a thus far unseen way, produced
consequences that go beyond neoliberal planning while, on the other, this unintended surplus
has not been translated into political space. In a situation in which each referential point
of the system is per se in relation with the whole — glocalism as the other of globalism — the
context in which everything can happen everywhere erases intermediate spaces. In a large
stretch between phenomena like contemporary terrorism or different financial operations,
what happens in one space produces automatic spatial consequences, as it were, because its
implications appear immediately in all other spaces on the planet. In addition, the global
space is simultaneously discontinuous and hierarchical and both aspects reveal themselves
as different positions and configurations within the system of global capitalism.

The problem of postmodernity in philosophy en generale, as both a theoretical and
practical paradigm, is that, even though it perceived spatiality and spatial transformations

513



Bogdana N. Koljevi¢ Griffith, Beyond neoliberal and deconstructive space: horizo and infinity...

as well as the relevance of space* — and in such respect it often appears as more nuanced
and observant, especially in comparison to traditional metaphysics - it nonetheless ends
up missing the politics of space. Or, if it is at times comprehended how there is a politics of
space because space is political, as Lefebvre first articulated it, space is rarely recognized as
the ultimate locus of struggle, and therefore as a political issue par excellence. This is true,
however, precisely to the extent to which postmodernism appears as post-Marxism, al-
though spatiality was not a major theme either in Marx or a vast majority of Marxism and
Leftism. It is, for example, in direct correlation with the issue that Derrida’s call for radical
philosophical praxis remained a call - without the articulation of politics to follow - or, in
similar sense, that the Levinasian face-to-face encounter (rapport de face a face) actually
misses out on the spatiality of the Other, of being with the Other and then the Third.

Most notably, beginning from Lyotard’s La Condition Postmoderne in 1984, post-
modern philosophy, in its emphasis on the recovery of everyday experience and contextual
interpretations of the social - accompanied by the no-less valuable insight into the political
dimensions of every form of knowledge and multiple dimensions of language - still has
not superseded neoliberalism and its dominance over political space. This is because the
‘deconstructionist’ postmodernism of the early years was strongly marked by a ‘linguistic-tex-
tual’ approach and focused on contesting the essentializing nature of all representations
(deconstruction of texts and intertextuality), while its secondary phase has, for the most
part, been marked by its ethical turn (Critchley, 1999).

This is to say that, in the end, with its concern with the politics of the text and later
with the relation to the Other, postmodern philosophy has forgotten the subject of politics
and, therefore, has unwillingly contributed to the extension of post-political space of neo-
liberalism. In the spirit of Marxist critiques of the postmodern, Harvey goes much further
and, providing a scathing analysis of the new global regime of flexible accumulation, argues
how the whole of the “postmodern culture” is dictated by the market because it is based on
a problematic elision between the profit imperative and artistic production (Harvey, 1991).
Simultaneously, Harvey articulates how the contemporary historical phase was, in his view,
to be located and perceived within a broader periodization of capitalism, characterized by
ever-increasing time-space compression.

It is, now, precisely in and with this compression that the neoliberal space realizes
itself as the Manichean space of binary oppositions and dichotomies, i.e., appears as the in-
verted and differentiating space as every totalitarianism. The neoliberal post-political space
internalizes every externality and through such a movement establishes homogeneity in the
place of equality, which is precisely a totalitarian characteristic. The Other can neither be
perceived as the Other nor have its place as such — unless he is the Enemy. Spatiality, however,
at the same time appears as quasi-universalistic because neoliberal globalism attempted

* This is particularly true with Soja’s Postmodern Geographies. Soja calls for a new “geographical
materialism” which would place social theory in medias res of space - a task historical materialism
missed out on (Soja, 1989).

> Post-structural criticism of neoliberalism is most often focused precisely on the issue of exclusion of
the Other whether as ethnic, racial or sexual minorities. In particular, the emphasis has been placed
on understanding the processes of the constitution of these various Others, as well as on the role of
representations in this constitution.

514



Socioloski pregled | Sociological Review, vol. LIX (2025), no. 2, pp. 511-528

to be all-encompassing, i.e., to be the transition from the dual space of the Cold War to the
Order of The One.

Post-political neoliberal space attempted to be the spatiality of “the perpetual peace”
because, as the winner, it strove for absolute dominance, therefore striving to put an end to
the space of struggle between two grand narratives. Or, more precisely, the idea has been to
put an end to the struggle for recognition i.e., to the entire Hegelian master/slave dialectic in
a manner of total mastery, which, consequently, meant the end of the topos of the political
(Koljevi¢, 2015). This, in turn, left the basically undifferentiated space of liberal democracies,
human rights and neo-capitalism as the exclusive and unquestionable ideology i.e., it has been
realized as US exceptionalism but without extraordinariness, in the sense in which Kalyvas
articulates the term (Kalyvas, 2008).

This process has also been conceptualized to efficiently erase the division between
East and West, and precisely in such a way which annuls all political, economic, social, and
cultural differences. Spatiality, by implication, was to be realized in terms of the One rather
than the Two which is why the concept of liberal democracy has been one of illusory de-
mocracy per se, since it did not refer to the many and/or the multitude but rather to oneness
and totality. In such a way, the chaotic and trading character of the contemporary Piraeus
which attempted to spread across the globe concealed its internal structure, namely the
commodification and objectification that had, as its final aim, the destruction of divisions
in the name of absolute hegemony. Finally, this entire process ended in the threat posed
by climate change and catastrophic environmental degradation and therefore, equally, as
a type of destruction of real i.e., physical space. Or, as Fahnbulleh noted, “neoliberalism is
not just failing people: it is failing the earth” (Fahnbulleh, 2020, 38).

HORIZO AND INFINITY IN A NEW EPOCH

In such a light, a philosophical and political rethinking of horizé in the twenty-first
century appears as a sine qua non condition for comprehending how neoliberalism can be
superseded and how a political space as the space of the political can emerge from existing
frameworks. The issue is precisely how the cities of Athens, in the plural, can flourish as
such, i.e., how different agorai can be reinvented in order to reconceptualize the meanings
of political subjectivity and political community. Therefore, horizo as both verb and noun
(horizon) reveals the exemplary path of spatiality, in real space as well as in representation:
the act of dividing and separating that itself comes from oros as boundary and landmark is
the first step in the direction of the recreation of space. More precisely, as a noun, horizon
derives from horizon kyklos — separating circle - the exact image that refers to the break of
oneness in and from itself and, further, to the multiplicity within the one. In a similar way,
the horizon, as the skyline that separates earth from sky, is Hesiod’s Xaos - which came first.
Horizon is the line that divides all visible directions into two categories: those that intersect
the earth’s surface, and those that do not. Spatiality is divided from its very beginnings, as both
real and imagined space it rests on the idea of division, relates to two and to the split within,
just as the circle separates. Moreover, a true horizon is, in fact, a theoretical line which can
only be observed when it lies on the sea surface, i.e., in many spaces this line is obscured
by objects — but a true horizon is horizontal.
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In the contemporary setting of the twenty-first century which designates the end of
unipolarity i.e., the exit from homogeneity towards a multipolarity and multiplicity of spac-
es — realized as spatiality itself — in terms of Realpolitik, the transformation is perceived
as the rise of superpowers in the plural. Therefore, the United Stated, China, the Russian
Federation, the European Union are all trying to articulate concurrent Great Spaces while,
at the same time, new states and peoples are equally approaching the world scene. Most of
the so-called failed states are now becoming an open field of struggle between the US and
China and, simultaneously, most of the political spatiality is crisscrossed by different forces.
Horizon kyklos: the first precondition for the emergence of the polis is put forward as the
real many that build the twenty-first century horizon. In this way, the separation of the circle,
the act of division and the breakdown of totality opens the possibility for differences on all
levels of existence and for the re-creation of the space of the political as such precisely in the
way in which it refers to the distinction between civilization and barbarism (Urbinati, 2006).

The re-creation of Spatiality in the epoch of the fall of Neoliberalism (Deneen, 2018),
however, is first taking the shape of Machiavelli’s agonistic space rather than ancient, i.e.,
Greek, and Roman, qualitative space because it appears foremost as the space of struggles.
Certainly, both the civil and military struggles are different from those in Machiavelli’s time,
but they awaken relevance of the city and the new utmost relevance of territory as well as
the concept of conflict in the political is as live as ever. The question of virtu is open together
with the one of oros and real space, as well as the space of representation, is perceived as
the battlefront par excellence. Moreover, as Chamayou argues, these spaces are becoming
the scene of new “remote wars” fought with drones that overturn the relationship between
friend and enemy and its implicit spatiality (Chamayou, 2013).

Furthermore, new border spaces of struggle, new boundaries and distinctions, the
multiplicities of oros which emerge in everydayness are a complex phenomenon with mixed
consequences because, on the one hand, they are the result of the need to distance oneself
from the quasi-universalism of neo-capitalism and its pretention for absolute dominance,
and in such a way even physical space now generates not only political and economic but
ontological differences per se. On the other hand, for example, migrants are dispersed around
the world as living signs of its contradictions, as Mezzadra and Neilson rightly articulate
(Mezzadra & Neilson 2013), or, more precisely, border places of struggle are open or closed
and spatiality therefore also takes the form of exclusive spaces.

This, however, is the result of, first and foremost, the destruction of political sovereignty
in Europe, which is to say that, although the centrality of Europe has in many ways been
based upon a never-ending confrontation with non-European anthropological and spatial
factors, it is no less true that in the grand battle, i.e., between the Empire and the multitudes,
the European peoples needed to be politically affirmed in order to recreate their subjectivities
(Koljevi¢, 2019). What is therefore at stake in most cases — with notable exceptions - is
not a nostalgia for frontiers and closed spaces, as Debray would have it (Debray, 2010),
but rather the comprehension of the necessity of boundaries precisely to preserve differences
or to celebrate Otherness to achieve actual plurality because of the beginning of politics. In
other words, it is the issue of the role of oros, i.e., of the role of edges, boundaries, borders,
and frontiers in a post-globalized framework in which a demarcation indicating division in
spatial terms, in spatiality itself, is a step towards recreating the political community with
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political subjectivities as long as it appears by drawing the line between the political and the
humanitarian.®

Moreover, a deconstruction of crypto-universalism of the global spatiality reveals the
lines of power which constitute it but in redrawing a cartography of the present, in a polit-
ical critique of the Global via the One and therefore as a process of divisions and agonism.
Therefore, the re-creation of the topos of the political requires a second step, i.e., the move-
ment from the multiplicity of spaces of conflict towards spaces of appearances of the political:
the horizo which refers to infinity.

In response to the issue of how one can refer to the space of the political, Critchley’s
response is that a true politics in and of itself requires an infinite demand that flows from
the perception of injustice (Critchley 2007, 121). This is how infinity becomes central for
rethinking political spatiality: horizo is neither limited nor exclusory because it contains
the infinite demand which relates precisely to injustice. Infinity, as the other of horizo, is its
internal potentiality for surpassing conflict per se, i.e., for superseding the struggle as strug-
gle between newly formed political subjectivities, and therefore in overcoming the agonism
which is the first step in the re-creation of the political. In final instance, polemos dissolves
within an ethical-political framework in which the infinity of the value of justice appears as
the content of horizontal spatiality and the crux of theory and practice of communities.

At the same time, this is a movement towards dialogue and debate, i.e., it is the proper
return to the polis and to the centrality of the agora in the way in which Arendt refers to the
creation of public spaces. Or, more precisely, it was certainly the Romans who developed the
idea of the public square as the space for the rights of assembly and free speech, i.e., with
the deliberate forms of participatory democracy and Arendt was referring to the Roman
Republic in her claims how political action requires the “space of appearance” (Arendt,
1998, 198). This is the point at which infinity unveils itself as interrelated with the space
of appearances or, rather, in which both in their interweaving reveal the space of the polit-
ical par excellence as the infinite horizon where Subjectivity and Otherness preserve their
differences while, at the same time, create a political community. In this sense, the Polis,
properly speaking, is not the city-state in its physical location because it is the organization
of people as it arises out of acting and speaking together (Arendt, 1998), i.e., in the reference
to the true space as the space between people living together as the environment in which
they think and play. However, the material environment has its relevance, too, especially in
terms of reconfiguring the materiality of public space, that is, in producing and reproducing
the political space of the environment itself and, particularly, through practices that show
how politics can be in its proper place in local spaces. Finally, the locality of spatiality is
an environment which is permanently reconfigured and, in a Brechtian way, re-functioned
precisely along the lines of struggle for public via political space.

If Arendt, therefore, perceives how spatiality and location come forth through plural
action in the creation of political subjectivities, Critchley perceives how political space is
not highly transposable but, rather, how alliances between people happen in particular
localities where the infinite demand for justice comes from the people, that is, from below,

¢ The problem, therefore, as Douzinas elaborated in detail, lies precisely in the ideology of human
rights (Douzinas, 2007).
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in direct democracy. Moreover, politics as a praxis in a situation then appears as “working
towards a control of the place from which one speaks and acts, working together in a situa-
tion as a political subject committed to a plan, a space, a process”” This is the spatiality of
horizontal infinity, of the horizo which is the infinite because it demands the end of injustice
and, in such a way, appears as the contemporary version of rethinking spaces of appearances
as political spaces per se.

EXCURSE: THE CASE OF SERB TOPOI

If, therefore, one can now refer to a political and theoretical paradigm shift taking place
in the first decades of the twenty-first century as the transition to a new epoch (Koljevi¢,
2021) after neoliberalism and deconstruction - then, respectively, these new beginnings of
interweaving between horizé and infinity disclose themselves precisely in particular spaces
and localities. Most notably, the case of the Balkans in exemplary because of its undefined
spatiality — it is in the midst of a process of becoming a political spatiality, a yet-to-be and
not-yet, which is why it occupies the terrain between a non-space and a space-to-be. This is
because, on the one hand, the process of redrawing of its borders, the multiplicity of its horizo,
is still incomplete, i.e., the divisions and distinctions are being constantly relocated, while,
on the other hand, the demand of infinity — as the horizontal infinity which is the infinite
demand for justice - is still realized only in and through particular examples.

However, it is precisely in this reference that the concept of Serb topoi reveals the
potential of its spatiality beginning from the re-conceptualization of the Balkan Peninsula
in both philosophical and political terms. In Realpolitik, the Balkans have always been one
of the most, if not the most, geo-strategically relevant regions in Europe as the space of
conflict and agonism between great powers and, equally, the space with the potential for
infinity because it unveils the truth of these struggles. The role of the Balkans is, therefore, and
this is most notably the case with Serb topoi, to reveal the spatial breakdown of the “unipolar
continent”. The multi-polar influence, now, is presented in a multi-dimensional spatiality in
which the term “Balkans” appears exactly as “the bridge”, the space of encounters and the
place of differences, and, moreover, as such, is differentiated and even split within itself.

The Central Balkans — the proper space of Serb topoi — represents the most fertile ground
for multipolar spaces to take root, which is why this newly conceptualized geopolitical region
has the utmost spatial-political potential. Accordingly, the fact that the so-called Western
“humanitarian interventionism” has been realized precisely in these areas corresponds
with the current potential of this region for an infinite demand for justice and truth, just as
the struggle of its peoples testifies to its persistence in autonomy. At the center of both the

7 Critchley continues to say that “true democracy would be a political articulation of these spaces into
a common front” (Critchley, 2007, 118).

8 The Western Balkans, for example — which includes Slovenia, Croatia, parts of Bosnia and Albania
- still corresponds to unipolar spatiality and is, in such a way, distinct from the Central Balkans, i.e.,
the space of Republic of Srpska in Bosnia, Serbia, Montenegro and Macedonia. As for Macedonia,
its geophysical location critically enables it to structurally appear as the connecting bridge between
Greek ports and Central Balkan inlands.
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Central Balkans’ construction and the Balkan Peninsula sits Serbia thus appearing as the
pivot, especially of the entire region, between East and West. Serbia, therefore, emerges as
the strategic core for Balkan integration, be it for the Central Balkans or the entire spatiality
of the Balkans.

More relevantly, the Serb topoi refer to all three aspects of the triad, i.e., to real space,
representation of space and space of representation in a way which goes beyond neoliberal-
ism and towards political spatiality per se through the specificity of its quest for horizontal
infinity. The creation of a political subjectivity of the twenty-first century relates, first and
foremost, to such an interspacing, an occupation of the in between in which the entre nous
can arise as the new polis of contemporary Europe.
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borgana H. Kopesuh Ipudur!
VHCTUTYT 32 HOUTHYKE CTYAMje
Beorpag (Cpduja)

C IPYTE CTPAHE HEOJIMBEPAJTHOTI
N JEKOHCTPYKTUBUCTUYKOT ITPOCTOPA:
HORIZO V1 BECKOHAYHOCT VY 21. BEKY

(IIpeBog In Extenso)

CaxkeTak: Y 0BOM WIaHKY ayTop monasu off JledeBpoBe aHanM3e IPOCTOPHOCTH,
HocedHO ca IyybeM fia S7IvKe OCBET/IN padyMeBarbe HeCTaHKa IIONMUTUYKOT U IPYIITBEHOT
IpOCTOpa y eNoXu Heonudepanmama 11 noctmozepre. Oda IucKypca mpecTaB/beHa Cy Kpo3
cnuky IInpeja Kao Tpropaykor rpaja HacynpoT ATHHM, Tj. YOIPaBO y CyIPOTCTaB/balby
nojMoBa agore u polis. CTBapHM IIPOCTOP, pelipe3eHTalija IPOCTOpa U IPOCTOPU perrpe-
3eHTallje [10jaB/byjy ce Kao IOCTIIONNTHKA. Y IPyTOM JIey, ayTOp aHa/IM3Mpa EPCIIEKTUBY
21. BeKa, OHOCHO horiz0 — Kao 4¥H pasfBajama I Iofene Koju ce MaHngecTyje yupaBo
Kao IIPBY IPeRyC/oB 3a IpU3Hambe APyrocTy 1 pasmuke. Ha Taj Haunn, anoctpodupa ce
HOTEHI[YjaJl 3a CTBapalbe MHOIITBA HACYIIPOT TOTANUTETY »jefHOI . 3aK/byUyje ce KaKo je
3a TpaH3NLNjy U3 CTama KOHPMKTA IpeMa dialogos-y HeoIXogHO pedIeKTOBaTH II0jaM
OecKOHaYHOCTY Kao Sitle qua non jep je ped o 3aXTeBy 3a IIPABJIOM Ha TeMeJbYy Kojer KOJeK-
TMBHA €T3UCTEHIMja yOIIITe ocTaje Moryha. OBa Tesa fleTa/bHHje ce 0dpasiaxke U Kpo3
CJIy4aj CPIICKOT t0poi Kao MOTeHLMjaTHOCTH polis-a y caBpeMeHoj EBpomnn.

Kibyune peun: Heomtdepasmsam, JeKOHCTPYKI[Ija, IPOCTOPHOCT, 0eCKOHAYHOCT, horiz0

I'YBUTAK ITOJIMTUYKOT M APYHITBEHOI ITPOCTOPA:
HEOJIMBEPATIMI3AM N ITIOCTMOJEPHOCT

ITpnmep xoju JledeBp maje ma Ou pasjacHIO CONCTBEHY HONMUTHUKY UPOCIAOPa, Tj. Haj-
CTapujy 11 HajIIo3HATHjy WIyCTpaLyjy AifiuHe Kao IIONMUTIIKOT Ipajia par excellence, ¢ jenne
CTpaHe, U eHy KOET3UCTEHIM)y ca [lupejom, TProOBaYKMM IPATIOM per se, C Apyre CTPaHe,
JiefTyje ofjeHaKo perieBaHTHO 1 y 21. Bexy. [Ipenusuuje rosopehu, Hije caMo y INTamby TO
HITO je, KPO3 UCTOPH)Y, OFYBEK IIOCTOjata pasinka usMeby donuitiuukol ipaga u itipiosauxoi
ipaga, Beh u To mrto pasnuka nsmeby oBux topoi mokasyje 1 KaKo je UpociliopHOCI Y CaMOj

! bogdana.koljevic@ips.ac.rs; https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1276-7092
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CPKU HONUIHUYKOT> Y KAKO Ta pas/InKa IpeBasiIa3y BpeMe, HaIMalllyje Ta ¥, CAMVUM THUM,
odyxBara caspemene fipocitiope. OBO TOBOPU KaKO TO IITO je TPXKUIITE ,HaZOMECTIUIIO U
samennno” (Lefebvre, 2003) aiopy — dipocitiop fonuitiuukoi — Iy Kao aKTYeTHM OIINC
inodanu3oearnoi HoCIPOCHIOPA i IbeTOBe YHyTpallltbe Hipancakyuore ciapykiiype. Topos
HOTIMTIYKOT je YITPaBO MECTO OKYI/bakha Kao IIPOCTOP AVCKYycHje 1 fiedaTe 1, CAMUM THM,
HECTAJIO je Komogugukavujom u o8jeKitiusu3ayujom, mTo je UICTOBPeMeHO fpuya o 3aiagy
y ocnegrux Hexonuxo geyenuja (Ranciere, 2021; Badiou, 2006; Fusaro, 2022).

Ocum rora, Jledesp je Takobe IpaBIIHO IPUMETHO ,HAjHOBUjY UITY3HUjy", OFHOCHO
»ypoary unysujy: ,>Kenn na mocrane MogepHa ¢unosoduja rpasa, onpasiana (mdepa-
HIIM) XyMaHI3MOM, a UCTOBpeMeHO Ipasfajyhn (iexnoxpaiticky) yronnjy“ (Lefebvre,
2003, ctp. 153).> Y Tom cMmuciy, Mmoxxemo pehu fa Jledesp — 3a pasinky o ayTopa Kao 1ITo
cy Antucep, ®Pyko, lepupa un JIakaH — Hije MOKa31MBAO OICETHYTOCT IPafiCKMM OJTHOCHO
HapuCKM XuBoToM (la vie urbaine/la vie Parisienne), Te fa, 0CUM TOTa, Y KpUTHUIY ypdaHe
PpeBOITyIMje M3HOCH [M/IeMe MApalurMaTCKi IeCTPYKTMBHOT IPYCTYIIA ITOMUTULIM ITPOCTOpA.
[raBHM HemocTaTak ypdaHe peBonynuje, npema Jledespy, jecte To mTO je mpodneMaT4aH
kao ¢unosoduja Bohena mdepannum Hademuma cnodofe Koja je KOHTPAIPOLYKTUBHA
TaKBUM IJiejaMa KpO3 CBOje Y3[13amhe TPXKUIITA, 3aTO IITO TPXKUILITE IOTUCKY]je )KMBOTE
BracTuTyX rpabaHa cTBapameM ilexHokpatiicke u Supokpaiticke ciisaprocitiu. Crora, OHO
mwto JlepeBpy omoryhasa ma naderse onrysxde 300T CHaXKHe IIpefipacyfie IIpeMa ypOaHOM
- IPUCYTHe y HajBeheM [ieTy KOHTMHEHTa/IHe Teoplje — jecTe IPBEHCTBEHO HBeroBO CXBa-
Tame PYPATHOT 1 YpOaHOT 33jefHO, a He O7IBOjeHO. Y MICTO BpeMe, IIpeTepaHo Harama-
Bame YpOaHOr jecTe feo berose Kpuruke CUTYALMOHNCTIIKe NHTepHALoHate. OBaKas
IPUCTYII HOMNUTHULM IIPOCTOPA, Ca HAIJIACKOM Ha YpOaHOM, MAo je yhe/Ia y IpoIafamy
KuBoTa rpabhaHa y rpafy vy, SpyruM pedyMa ¥ MHOTO BMIIIE y CKIa[y ca CaBpEeMeHUM
CTaEbeM: U HeOnuUdepanu3am i geKoHCIpyKuuja TOIPUHENN CY KOTOHU3AUUjU cBAKOGHEEHOT
HUBOWIA Iy TEM HeOKATUITANUIMA UpeKo [100anu3ma, Tj. yHULITABAIY Meciia HoNUu1Kol
KOje Ce HasuBa gpyuliti6eHum upociiopom.

Y Kojoj Mepyu Cy 3HauajHe IpyNMITBEHAa KOHCTPYKIMja 1 yoTpeda mpocTopa Xapsn
noTBphyje Ha crnegehn Haumn: ,,CBeTCKa UCTOPHUja TePUTOPMjaIHE OPraHU3alje, KOIOo-
HUja/nu3Ma I UMIlepujaan3Ma, HeyjeqHaueHOT pa3Boja, CyIpOTHOCTH n3Meby rpaja u
ceJla, Kao U TeONOIMTUYKIX CyKoda, CBeodn O 3Hadajy oBe dopde y OKBUPY UCTOpUje
karmmranuama“ (Harvey, 1991, ctp. 237). Ocum Tora, Moxxe ce pehn f1a je jenan ox HaunHa
Ha KOjU je HeOKAIINTA/IN3aM I[BETA0 y OCTIeAHbUM AelleHnjama 20. Beka yrpaBo ¢rrexcu-
duHOCT rModanm3arje y Msrpambu 1 0OHaB/baky OfHOCA ndMehy npocropa u inodante
ipociiopHe eKoHOMUje IPUTUKOM USTPANIIbE CBEUCKOT TUPHULIIA.

OBo 3ampaBo 3Haun f1a je ,,[Tupej“ on Hajseher sHauaja Kpajem 20. U TOUETKOM
21. Bexa, He caMo Kao MeTadopa Beh ympaBo Kao ycrnocTasbame ipaga Kao wipiosaukol
ipaga, IITO je TIOKYIIaj KOjU Cy y TEOPU)jU IIPEMY3ENN U Y IIPAKCH OCTBAPUIIN IIPBO HEOMIN-
depasHy, a 3aTUM 1 ocT™MofepHY npucrym. Hecranak ipaga kao tionuca, rydutax aiope,

* JleeBp AeTa/bHO HABOAY KAKO je TPXKMILTE IIOCTA/I0 LIEHTPAIN30BaHO, Tj. KAaKO je 3ay3eJ10 rpajicke
TProBe I, OCVIM TOTd, KaKO je CaMO IIPUCYCTBO HOBOT TPXKMIIHOT IIPOCTOPA Y TPafiCKIM je3rpuma
BUIIECTPYKO yTuiano Ha rpabane (Lefebvre, 2003).

* JledpeBpoBo cxBaTame mpocropa mnocie Ilpogyxiia ipocinopa (Le production de lespace) nogaTHo
je pasBujeHO y meroBoM [Ipexcusmwasary katuuimanusma (La survie du capitalisme).

521



Borgana H. Komesuh Ipudur, C gpyie citipate Heonudepantoi u geKOHCTAPYKIAUBUCTHUUKOL...

yHUIITaBabe ATIHE 10 KOjer JO/Iasy Kajia ce IpouUT CTaBU Ha [IEHTPATHO MECTO U Kaja,
HaJjabe, HeoNUOepanu3am kao SUOHONMUIIUKA, Tj. KO yIIpaB/batbe YTaBUM CTAHOBHUILITBOM,
HIOCTaHe dpakifiuuHo wotanto. OBa WOWANHOCHI je pe3ynTaT Heomudepaa3Ma iyiiem
r1odanu3Ma Koji je JOMUHAHTAH Y OJHOCY Ha UpoCiiopHe fipakce, KaO 1 y OJHOCY Ha pe-
ipesenitiayujy apociiopa u ipociiope peiipeseniiayuje kao y JleheBpoBoj KOHIIEIITya/IHO]
Tpujagu. [IpBU aceKT, OMHOCHO ycmepasarve UpoCiopHUX Upaxcy Vi HAYMH Ha KOju ce
upocitiop (lespace) carnenasa (percu) jecTe IpeACTaB/batbe YNbEHNLIE Aa je, IpeMa [anujy,
»I100anHu Upociiop, Upociiop odegHuka y XnagHom pailly — nudepanne gemokpatiuje u
kanuimanusma“ (Galli, 2015, 14-15).

Jlpyro, kaza ce TOBOPY O HAUNMHY Ha KOjI Ce TIPOCTOP 3amutiba (congu), CaMoIIpeseH-
TaIja HeoMndepanusaMa, Tj. CTMKA ITTATKOT IIPOCTOpa 0e3 MKaKBYX IIpenpeKa, IPoCcTopa
3a pody U TP>KIIITA Y KOjU MOPajy Jia ce u3Besy tpasa u gemoxpaitiuja (Moser & Barany,
2009), mocTana je feo cBaKOJHeBHe UMaruHamyje. VIcTo Tako, yrpaBo y perpe3eHTaluju
IIPOCTOPA je MIOKA3aHO Jla K8AIUillailiueHe pasnuKe, Kao PasiamuKe y CMUCTY Hadela, HeMajy
IIpaBO Ha IOCTOjambe HA Kpajy ucidopuje. Besspemerocii, Kpaj epemera KOju ce — yIPKOC
CTa/THOM M3dWjamby HU3A pailiosd — TIOKA3a0 KAo KAHIIOBCKU 6e4HU MUD, ICTO TaKO je J0BEO
TI0 He-Upociliopa, Kpaja ipocitiopHOCIiYU Kao dprcara pasiuxa usmeljy Hapoga, Kao 1 pasyinKa
usMeby ynyitipawrel u ciiomauirel gpicasHol tipocitiopa. VisjenHadaBare Hedpujailierna ca
KPUMUHAIYEM YHUIITIIIO je KOHIIETIT PAaTOBa, IOK itmesis IpaBIIa O 10110s 3eM/be OTKPIBa
Tpeh acmeKT IPOCTOPHOCTH, Tj. UPOCiHiopa pelipeseHifiayije Kao IIPOCTOPA KOjI Ce Juee
(vécu). Iperusuuje roBopehn, mpumep 3a to cy Yjemuebsene Halyje ca CBOjOM ,,0ATOBOPHO-
mhy fa samTuTe” U ,,yHUBEP3aTHOM PasMeHOM“ — IIPOCTOPOM pelpeseHTarje y nopebermsy
ca Have/VMa , yHUBEp3a/IHe JeMOKpaTuje” 1 ,,yHIBEP3aTHUM JbYACKIM MpaByMa“ — 1ITO
je Tpedarno ma cuMdonu3yje MpeBasuIAKebe IPAaHNI[A 1 TPOCTOPHMX TOKOBA, /TN je MITaK
3aBPIIN/IO MHBEP3MjOM Hadena, Tj. Kao aiornoiuja ciiaiiiyca kéo (Badiou, 2006). Hanme, lex
mercatoria je CBaKaKo 1Mo 3a IWb HOCHICY8epeHo cilidrbe 3aTO IITO du 8110 HajIIorogHMjU
3a MUPAHCAKUUOHU inodantu KPUtiitio-KoCMOUOUC. CaMuM TuM, TO ce VICTOBPEMEHO OTHOCU
Ha 8upiliyentu Upocitiop, Tj. Ha c8e Beuiliauki Clli8opere UPOCHIOPHOCIIY KOje Cy CMUIIbEHE
fia 3aMeHe IIPOCTOP MPUPOfiE, Kao 11 IPOCTOP MofiepHe MeTadu3nKe CydjeKra.

Yropeno ca JOMMHALIMjOM HeonmdepansMa, HApOINTO Ha pasmehn Bexosa, mpo-
CTOPHA TPHUja/ia, Tj. OONMUIN CIHI8APHOT TIPOCIIOPA, UMATUHAPHOT UPOCTAOPA U CIHL8APHOT-UMA-
fuHapHot Gpociliopa, OCTBAPEHa je U IyTeM iekoncTpykuuje. C jefiHe cTpaHe, YMHeHUIA
7ia ce TI0daTHN MTPOCTOP MOKA330 XaOTUIHUM U AyOOKO TapajloKCcaaHNM caM T1o cedn,
Ha JIo cajia HeBubeH HaumH, JoBera je [0 MOCIeNLA Koje ipesasunase HeommdepanaHo
ITaHKMpabe, JOK je, C [pyre CTpaHe, Taj HeIUVIAHMPAHY 8UULAK TIDEBENEH Y HOAUTHUUKY
apociiop. Y cUTyaluju Iae je jenHa pedepeHTHA TauKa CHCTeMa caMa 10 cedu IIoBe3aHa ca
LIe/IVHOM — I10KAZIU3MOM KaO CYIIPOTHOM CTPAHOM 17100a13ma — KOHTEKCT y KOjeM ce cee
mosxce gecuiniu ceyga dpuiue Mehympocrope. Ha Benukom noresy nsmeby mojasa kao mro
Cy CaBpeMeHN Tepopu3aM VMM pasnnanTe GUHAHCHjCKe OIepaliyje, OHO IITO Ce JielaBa
y jelIHOM IIPOCTOPY ayTOMATCKU CTBapa UpociiopHe Hocneguie, jep ce lerope MMIIIN-
KaIlMje OffMax jaB/bajy y CBUM APYTYMM IIPOCTOpKMa Ha IraHeTn. [lopey Tora, rmodamam
IPOCTOP je UICTOBPEMEHO JUCKOHTUUHYUPAH U XUjepapxujcKu, a 0da acIIeKTa ce OTKPMBAjy
Kao pas/mi4uTe No3uLyje 1 KOHPUrypauuje y okBUPY CHCTeMa I7100a/IHOT KaIlnTanu3Ma.

ITpodnem mocTMopepHe y dumosoduju yommiTe, 1 Kao TEOPUjcKa ¥ Kao IIPaKTUIHA
[apajurMa, jecte y ToMe ILITO, MaKo OHa CariefaBa HouiiuKy ipocitiopa i iiparcopmavuje
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dpociiopa, Kao U pesieaHiliHoCHl ipociiopa® — My TOM IIOITIeNy YeCTO Aejlyje MHOTO HI-
jaHCHpaHUje 1 IPOHNIYBYBHje, HAPOUUTO Y HOpehemy ca TpagnuroHaTHOM MeTadpusn-
KOM — MIIAK joj HefocTaje dpociiopHociid. VInm, ako ce 0BO MOBPEMEHO CXBaTa KaO Ha4MH
Ha KOjy HOCIi0jU UPOCHIOPHOCTH 3ATHH0 W0 je UPpOCTHop Honuiiuukuy, Kao mro je Jledesp
IPBY VICTAKAO, HPOCIliOp Ce PETKO MPEIo3Haje Kao kpajive mecitio dopde ma, CAMUM TUM, I
Kao IO/UTHIKY mpodjem par excellence. OBo je, MehyTum, TaqHO yrpaBo y MepH y K0joj
ce TIOCTMOJIepHa jaB7ba Kao HOCHIMAPKCU3am, IAaKO IOUTYKA IPOCTOpa Huje O1la I/TaBHa
TEMA HI KOJ Macha HUTN'Yy Behuuu MapKCUCTUYKNX 1 TEBUMYAPCKUX [ea. Ha Ipumep,
OBO je y JUPEeKTHOj Be3M ca UTameM I7ie je [lepuiyH 3aXTeB 3a pailuKaTHOM PprIo30dpckoM
praxis ocTao caMo 3axiies — de3 apiukynayuje nonuitiuke Kojy Tpeda ClIegiT — VI, Ha
CIMYaH HA4YMH, Ca TVMe IITO JIeBUHACOBOM AMPEKTHOM CycpeTy oun y oun (rapport de
face a face) 3anpaBo HegocTaje dpocitiopHocill I pyror, OTHOCHO OUBCTBOBamA ca Jpyium,
a satum u ca Tpehum.®

Ono mTo je HajBaxkHUje, Ho4es ofi JInoraposor fena La Condition Postmoderne n3
1984. ropyHe, mocT™MonepHa ¢uo3oduja y CBOM HarlallaBamby 0OHOBE CBAKOJHEBHOT
MICKYCTBaA 11 KOHTEKCTYa/THOI TyMa4i€iba JPYIITBEHOT — 3aje11Ho Ca HUIITa Mambe BpETHUM
YBUIOM y TIOIUTUYKE NMMEH3Mj€ CBUX 00/IMKa 3Hama I BUIIECTPYKE JUIMEH3Mje je3uKa —
joII yBeK HUje MpeBasyIlIa HeomndepanisaM U HeroBy JOMWHALIN]Y HATl HOAUUYKUM
ipocitiopom. Pasyor 3a To je TO LITO je ,,JeKOHCTPYKLMOHUCTUYKI TOCTMOJEPHU3AM
U3 PAHOT Ieproja OM0 CHAXKHO 0deIeXeH ,, IMHIBUCTIYIKO-TEKCTYATHUM  IIPUCTYIIOM
u ycpencpeben Ha ocriopaBame eceHnmjanusyjyhe mpupoge cBux penpesenranuja (fge-
KOHCTPYKIIMje TeKCTa U MHTePTEKCTYalTHOCTH), IOK je y apyroj dasu Hajsehum fenom
odenexeH ceojum eitiuuxkum 3aoxpeitiom (Critchley, 1999).

HamocmeTky, 0BO 3Hauu fia je 300T CBOje 3a0KYIUbeHOCTH HOMUMAUKOM TEKCTA I, Ka-
cHuje, ogHocom tipema Jlpyiom, mocTMopepHa ¢punosoduja 3adopasina iipegmeil HonuiiKe
U, CAMMM TUM, IPOTUB CBOje BOJ/be NOIPUHENA UPpouiupersy UoCuoONUMU1KOL ipociiopa
Heonudepanusma. Y oyXy MapKCUCTIYKe KPUTHKe IIOCTMOfepHe, XapBy Ije KOpaK fiajbe
1, fajyhyt omTpy aHam3y HOBOT II0OATHOT pexkuMa (ieKCudnIHe akyMy/Ianuje, TBPAU Aa
YUTABOM ,TIOCTMOJIEPHOM KYITYPOM" AMKTHPA TPXKUIITE 3aTO IITO OHA IOYMBA Ha IIPO-
dnemarnuHoj enusnuju usmeby uMmneparusa npogura u ymernndke npogykuuje (Harvey,
1991). XapBu 1CTO Tako odjalllbaBa KaKo je caBpeMeHY NCTOPUjcKy a3y Tpedasmo cMecTUTH
U IIOCMATPATH ¥ OKBYPY IINpe MepUOAM3aliije KanuTanusMa, Kojy Kapakrepuiie cse Beha
Komilpecuja epemena u Upociiopa.

YmpaBo ce y Toj KOMIpecuju 11 IoMohy e Heonudepantu fipocitiop 0cTBapyje Kao
Manuxejcku Upociiop SUHAPHUX CYTAPOTIHOCTAY U GUXOTIOMU]A, Tj. U3TTIeia Ka0 IHBEPTOBAHM
u audepennupajyhn npocrop momnyt cBakor iwoimanuiiapusma. Heomudepanuu fiociti-
HOMUTUYKY UPOCHOp VHTEPHANU3Yje CBAKY eKCIiepHANIHOCHL Vi Ha Taj HA4MH yCIIOCTaB/ba

* OBO je HAPOUMTO TauHO Kaja je ped o CoyimHoj kwusu Postmodern Geographies. Coyiia ce samaxe
3a HOBU ,,reorpad)cku MaTepujamiaaM Koju 811 IpyLITBeHy TeOpUjy CTaBMO in medias res ipocitiopa
— LITO je 3a/jaTaK KOjy MCTOPMjCKM MaTepujaanaaM Hije ucryHuo (Soja, 1989).

® I[TocTCTpyKTypamHa KPUTHUKA HeonudepanusMma je Hajuenrhe ycpencpebena ypaso Ha murtame uc-
kwy4usarea [pyioi, Suo fa je ped 0 eTHUUKMUM, PACHUM I POSHIM MamlHaMa. Harmacax je, mpe
CBEra, Ha CXBaTalby Ipolleca KOHCTUTYMCaa TUX PasHUX JIpyrux, Kao U Ha y/I031 NpefCTaB/bamba
Y TOM KOHCTUTYVCAY.
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XOMOIeHOCT YMeCiio jegHaxoCiiy, NITO je yIpaBo KapaKTePUCTHKA TOTauTapusma. JIpyru
ce He MOXKe HU cMaTpatut JJpyium Huiliu umaitiv céoje mecitio Kao laxkae — OCUM aKo je
Heupujaitiern. [lonmutuka mpocropa, MehyTnm, McTOBpeMeHO M3IIefa Kao KBasuyHUBep-
3a/IMCTIYKA 3aTO IIITO je HeonndepaaHyu rmodannsaM MOKYIIao fa dyae cBeodyxBaraH, Tj.
na dyne TpaHsuimja ca gyanuoi dpociiopa xnagHoi paitia Ha Ilopegax JegHol.

Iocimitonuiiiuuky Heonudepannu Ipociiop MOKYIIAO je fa dyne IpoCTop ,BEeYHOT
Mupa“ 3aTo IITO je, Kao MOdeJHIK, TeXIO 3a allCOTyTHOM HOMMHAIV]OM IIa je, CAMUM
TIM, TTOKYIIaBao Jja OKOHYA fpociiop dopde mameby npa Bemka Hapartusa. Vnm, nmpery-
3Huje roBopehn, nzeja je duia na ce okoH4a Sopda 3a tpusHarbem, Tj. 4UTABA Xelen06cKa
gujanexitiuka lociiogap/pod myTeM wioilanHe Hagmohu, ITO je, CAMMM THM, 3HAUMTIO KPaj
woiioca wonuimiuukoi (Koljevi¢, 2015). OBo je, 3ay3BpaT, OCTABUIIO ¥ 0CHO8U Heudguge-
peHuupan apocitiop nudepannux gemoKpamiuja, vpygckux upasa u HeoKauulaiu3ma Kao
eKCKTY3UBHY U HellPUKOCHOBEHY Ugeonoiujy, Tj. pealusoBaHo je Kao usyseiiHociu CA/l, anu
de3 uzsanpegrociiiu, y cMucny y kojem Kannsac geduuniie osaj mojam (Kalyvas, 2008).

Ogaj npouec Takobe je samunuben fna du edykacHo u3dpucao iogeny usmehy Vcitioka
u 3afiaga ¥ TO YIPaBO HAa HAYMH KOjU AHyAuUPa cee onuiliuuke, eKOHOMCKe, gpyuiitieeHe
u kynimyponouike pasnuxe. IlonmiTyKa IpocTopa je, caMuM THM, Tpedaro je na dyze pea-
NM30BaHa y CMUCTY JegaH a He Jl6a, 300r dera je mojaM nudepante gemokpailitije 3arpaBo
uny3opHa gemoxpatiuja cama iio cedu, jep ce Hije OHOCUIIA Ha MHOIe, OFHOCHO Ha MHO-
wineo, eh Ha jegro u woimantocti. Ha oaj HauuH je xaowiuuHu u ipuspegru Kxapaxitiep
caspemenoi ITupeja Koju je MOKyIIao fa ce MPOIMPYU Ha YUTABOj IJIAHETY CAKPYUO HETOBY
YHYTpAIIiby CTPYKTYPY, OBHOCHO KoMOguduKayujy u odjexitiususaijy Koje cy Kao KOHaqHM
L//b MMaJle yHUIITaBalbe Mofle/la y MIMe allCoMyTHe XereMoHuje. HanocneTky, yntas oBaj
IPOLieC 3aBPIINO Ce IIPETHOM KOjy IIPeACTaB/bajy KIMMATCKe IPOMeHe 1 KaTaCTPOoQamHo
IpoMajambe XUBOTHE CPEIHE U, CAMUM TUM, Ka0 BPCTA YHUULIIABAIA CHIBAPHOT, OGHOCHO
Pusuukol dpociriopa. Vinm, kao mto je Harnacuna Mujara @andyiex, ,,Heonmudepansam
HIje caMo M3HEBEPHO Jbyfe; OH je usHeBepuo u 3empy” (Fahnbulleh, 2020, str. 38).

HORIZO V1 BECKOHAYHOCT Y HOBOJ EITIOX!

Du1030¢CKO U OMUTUYKO IPENCIUTUBabe horiz0 y 21. BeKy HaMehe ce kao sine qua
101 YCIIOB 3a pa3yMeBarbe HaulHa Ha KOjJi ce MO)Ke ITpeBasuhy HeonmmdepanusaM 1 Kako ce
HOMUTHUYKY HPOCIHOP KAO UPOCHIOp HONUHUUKOT MOXKe TI0jaBUTU 13 nocTojehux oxBupa.
[TuTame je ynpaso xako ipagosu AitiuHe MOTY [ia IPOLIBETAjy KaO TaKBU, Tj. KAKO Ceé MOTYy
CTBOPUTH pas3nuduTe aiope fa du ce pefedrHICcaTa 3HaUCHA TOTUTIIKE CYOjeKTUBHOCTI
U TIONUTHYKe 3ajegHuite. 30r Tora horizo u Kao Iaroi u kao uMmenuna (horizon) orkpusa
eizeMunapHu iy UpoCOPHOCIHAU, Y CHl8APHOM TIPOCTOPY, K0 U Y peiipe3eHitiayuju: IMH
gemerva VI pa3geajarba KOjy caM 1o cedu IIOTUYe Off 070s Kao IpaHuye Vi odesexja IpefcTa-
B/ba IIPBYU KOPAK Ka IOHOBHOM CTBapamy mpoctopa. Taunnje roBopehn, kao nmeHnIa,
horizon notuye o, horizon kyklos — pasgsajare kpyia — TadHMje, CIMKe KOja Ce OFHOCK Ha
pasgsajatve jegroi y cedu u u3 cede, Te, OCUM TOTQ, Ha MHOWTH60 yHyiliap jegrol. Ha cnnyan
Ha4JH, XOPM30HT Kao JIMHMja KOja pa3iBaja 3eM/by off Heda, IIpencTasba Xecnonos Kcaoc
- K0 je fip6o Hacitiao. XOPU3OHT je NMMHMja KOja gesiu cée 6ugbuee ipasge y gee kaitieiopuje:
OHe Koju fipeceyajy u oHe Koju He fipeceyajy iospuiuny 3emme. IIpocitiopHocili je ilogemeHa
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0g camum tio4eiiaka, ¥ Kao Cii8apHu Y Kao 3amMunibery ipociiiop OHa II0YMBa HA UJIEjU
ilogerne, OBHOCHU Ce Ha géoje 11 HA fiogerny u3Hyiipa, dall Kao 1to ce kpyi pasgsaja. Iloper
TOTIQ, Upasu XOpu3oHiu je, y CTBapu, TEOPUjcKa JIMHMja KOja ce MOXKe BULETHU CaMo KaJia ce
HaJIa3y Ha MOBPIIVHYI MOPa, Tj. Y MHOTMM IIPOCTOPUMA OBY JIMHM)Y IPUKDPUBAjy IIPEAMETH
— /I je IIpaBU XOPU3OHT XOPUSOHTUATIAH.

VY caBpeMeHOM OKpYy>Kemy 21. BeKa, Koje 03HadaBa Kpaj yHULOAAPHOCHIU, Tj. U3NIA3AK
U3 XOMOIeHOCTHU TIPEMa MYAULOTIAPHOCTIU U BUUECTHPYKOCTIU TPOCTHOPA — OCTBAPEH Kao
cama HONUTHUKA HPOCHiopa — Y CMUCITY peallIoNUTHKe, TpaHC(OopMaliija ce HoCMaTpa Kao
ycrioH cynepcuna y MHOKuHI. Tako CjemumeHe Amepndke JIpxase, Kuna, Pycka ®eneparyja
u EBporicka yHuja mokyurasajy fa geMHUIIY UCTOBpeMeHe Benuke iipociliope OK ce, ¥
MICTO BpeMe, HOBe Jip>KaBe U Hapoay MpuOmkaBajy cBeTcKoj ciieHn. Behuna TakosBanmx
IIpoIa/NX ip)KaBa cafia IocTaje oTBopeHo dojHo nomwe usMmehy CAJl u Kune u, ncrospe-
MeHO, Hajseh1t Teo TOMMTIYIKOT IIPOCTOPa UCIPEIUIETeH je pasnuanTuM cuinama. Horizon
kyklos: mpBu mipenyciioB 3a 1mojaBy fionuca jecTe Ta cilisapHa sefiuna koja ipagu xopu3oHii
21. gexa. Tume pasgsajarve Kpyia, uun tiogese u crom Hollauilieifia OTBapajy MmoryhHocT
pasnuka Ha c6UM HUBOUMA TOCIIOjarba VI 33 IOHOBHO CUHBAPAtbe UOMUTHUYKOL UPOCTopa
Kao fiakeol yIpaBo Ha HAYMH Ha KOjU Ce OH OJfHOCH Ha pas3nuKy usMmeby yusunuzayuje u
sapsapcinisa (Urbinati, 2006).

Mebyuwm, fionosHo ciiéaparoe pociiopHocitiu y enoxu iaga Heonudepanusma (Deneen,
2018) npso nompuma od1muK MakmjaBenyjeBor aioHUCiiu4Kol pociiopa, a He aHTUYKOT, Tj.
TPYKOT ¥ PUMCKOT KBa/JIMTaTMBHOT IIPOCTOPA 3aTO IITO Ce, IIPe CBETA, jaB/ba Kao Upociiiop
dopée. HapasHo, 1 iuBmIHe 1 BojHe dopde pasinkyjy ce o oHMx y MakujaBenjeBo foda,
a/M OKVMBJbaBajy 3Ha4aj ipaga 1 HOBOT, Kpajiber 3Havaja ilepuitiopuje, Kao ITO je KOHU el
cykoda y tionutiiuukom yBeK akTyenaH. [Intame virti je OTBOPEHO, U 3ajefHO ca MUTAmbeM
0ros U citieapHol dpociiopa, Kao U dpociiopa peiipeseHitiayuje, cMaTpa ce IOIPULITEM
par excellence. Ocum Tora, xao mro TBpAu lllamajy, 0BY IPOCTOPM TOCTAjy ClieHa HOBUX
»JABUHCKUX Paifiosa KOju ce BOJie POHOBNMMA U peMeTe ofHOC nsMely mpujarepa u
HellpujaTe/ba ¥ BeTOBY MMIUIMIINTHY HOMUTUKY ITpocTopa (Chamayou, 2013).

Hosu norpanuyny mpoctopu dopde, HOBe IPaHILIe VI PASJIVKE, BULUECTIPYKOCTTIU 0T0s-a
KOje ce jaB/bajy y CBaKOTHEBUIIN TaKoDe cy c/ioxkeH peHOMEH ca pasHOBPCHUM MOCTIEUIIaMa
jep cy, ¢ jemHe CTpaHe, pe3y/nTaT oTpede 3a AUCTAHIMPabeM Off KBasMyHUBep3aTnsMa
HEOKaIlMTa/IM3Ma U IerOBe IPeTeH3Mje Ka allCOy THOj JOMMUHALIjY, U, HA Taj HAYMH, YaK
1 GU3NIKM TPOCTOp cajja CTBapa He CaMo ITONNMTUYKe U eKOHOMCKe Beh u oHToOIIKe
pasnuke per se. C ipyre CTpaHe, Ha IPUMED, MUTPAHTH Ce Hajla3e CBY/la Y CBETY Kao KUBU
3HAIM IeTOBUX KOHTPA/IMKIIN]ja, ITo paBuiHo npyumehyjy Mesanpa u Huncon (Mezzadra
& Neilson, 2013), wmn, npeunsuuje ropopehu, rpannyHa Mecta dopde Cy OTBOpeHa W
3aTBOPEHa, I1a IIPOCTOPHOCT TaKobe monpuma oSk eKcKny3usHUX Upociiopa.

MebyTum, 0BO je IPBEHCTBEHO PE3YNTAT yHUUTIABAA HONUTHUUKOT Cy8epeHuiieilia
y Eepoiiu, 0BHOCHO, MAKO je IjeHTpaIHa nosumyja Espore Ha Bullle HaYMHA 3aCHOBAaHA Ha
HEIIPEKMIHOM Cyde/baBarby Ca HeeBPOIICKMM aHTPOIIONONTKMM U IIPOCTOPHUM (BaKTOpUMa,
HUIIAK je Ta9HO fIa Cy Y BennKoj dopdu, Tj. dopdu namehy Vmmepuje u MHOIITBA, espoticku
Hapogu mopanu ga 0ygy nonuitiuuky agupmucaqu ga Su ioH080 citieopuUnU coje cydjexitiu-
suitietiie (Koljevi¢, 2019). Takie, y BehnHu cyvajeBa — ¢ HEKOMMKO YaCHUX U3Y3€TaKa — y
HNTaky HMje HOCTA/IIMja IIpeMa IpaHuIlaMa I 3aTBOPEeHMM IPOCTOPMMA, Kao LITO OU TO
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Hledpe popmynucao (Debray, 2010), Beh pasymesame ioiwipede 3a ipanunyama yipaso pagu
04y8arba Pa3nUKa UnU 3a ciasmwerve JIpyiociiu pajy IOCTU3akba CTBApHE IUTYPaTHOCTH YCTIe],
tloueitika vonuttiuke. JIpyruM pednma, OBO je IIUTarbe yI0Te 010s-a, Tj. YIOTe Usuyd, TuHuja
pasipanuterba, meha u ipaHuya y MOCTII0daTN30BaHOM OKBUPY Y KOjeM IeMapKaluja ca
HA3HAKOM fiogerie y UpoClopHOM CMUCTLY, Y CAMOj UPOCTHOPHOCHIU, TIPEfiCTaB/ba KOPaK Ka
[IOHOBHOM CTBapaty MOMUTUYKE 3ajeHIILIe Ca HOnUuuKum cydjexitiusuiiieiiiuma, oy
YC/IOBOM Jia HaCTaje IOB/IadeheM IMHMje u3Mehy donuiliuukoi u xymanuiniapHor.®

Vcto TaKo, gekoHcHipyKyuja KpuilioyHusepsanusma inodanxe nonuiniuxe upociiopa
OTKpMBa NMHUje MohM Koje je KOHCTUTYMIIY, a/li IOHOBO CTBapajy kapiioipadujy caga-
wirvuye, y donuiiuukoj kpuitiuyu Inodannoi iyiiem JegHol 1, CAaMUM TUM, Kao IIPOLeC
ilogene u aioHusma. 3aTo pegedpuHucarve Woiloca HONUMIUHKOT 3aXTeBa IPYTU KOPAK, Tj.
Hpentasak ca suectlipyKociiiy ipocitiopa cyxoda Ha fipocitiope iiojase ionuiiuukoi: horizo,
Koju ce ogHOCU HA OeCKOHAYHOCTI.

Y ofrosopy Ha nuTame KaKo ce MOXKe OJHOCUTH IIpeMa MPOCTOPY MOMTUTUIKOT,
Kpuumn xaxe na fipasa ionuitiuka y ceSu u u3 cede 3axitiesa SeckoHauHo wwipaiare Koje
woiniuqe us iepyeiyuje neipasge (Critchley, 2007, str. 121). OBako deCKOHAYHOCT IOCTaje
cpenuiITe pegedunucaroa WonUiuKe UpociiiopHOciiiy: horizo Huje HU OTPaHMYeH HUTH
MCK/bYYUB 3aTO IITO CAAPXKU OecKOHAUHO Tipaiarbe Koje ce OFHOCH Yipaso Ha Helpasgy.
BeckonauHocii, kao gpyia clipana Xopusonilia, IpefcTaBba yHympauitey moiyhHocii 3a
ipesasunaicetve cykoda camoi iio cedu, Tj. 3a mpeBasmIaKemwe dopde kao Sopde usmehy
HOB0OCHOBAHUX TONUTUYKUX CySjeKifiusuitielia, U, CAMUM TUM, IPeBa3IIaKebe arOHM-
3Ma Kao IIPBOT KOpaKa y IOHOBHOM CTBaparby HOMUTIIKOL. Y KpajibeM CIIy4ajy, polemos
HeCTaje y OKBUPY effituKo-HONUTHUKOI 0K6UPA Y KOjeM SecKOHAYHOCI 8pegHOCTU Tipasge
u3rnefa Kao cafipKaj Xopu3oHiiasne upocitlopHoCiiy ¥ CPXK TeOpUje U ITPaKCe 3ajeHUIIA.

Takobe, 0Bo je kpeTame Ka gujanoly u gedamiu, Tj. UCHAUHCKY TO6PATHAK HA HONUC
U Ha YeHIIPAnHO Mecilio aiope y CMUCITY Y KojeM XaHa APEHT TOBOPU O CTBapaIby ja8HUX
apoctiopa. Ilpenyusuuje rosopehn, P¥m/banu cy cacBuM U3BECHO Pa3BIJIN UIEjy O jaBHOM
TPTy Kao IPOCTOPY C IIPaBOM OKYI/baka I C0d0fie TOBOPA, Tj. CMUIIBEHNM OdMIUIIMMa
[AapTULMIIATOPHE AeMOKpaTuje, a ApeHT MUC/M Ha PUMCKy penyOnuKy Kaja TOBOpHU O TOMe
Jla MOZUTHYKA aKIMja 3aXTeBa ,,ipociliop 3a tiojasmwusarwe” (Arendt, 1998, str. 198). OBo
je TauKa Ha K0joj ce caMa decKoHA¥HOCH OTKpUBa y MehycodHOj moBesaHoCTH ca mpocTo-
POM 3a II0jaB/bUBaIbE WM Ta4Ka Y KOjOj Y3ajaMHO OTKPUBAjY UPOCIiOp UOAUMMUUKOL par
excellence xao deckonaunu xopusoniti rae CySjexiiusroctii u Jpyiociti 3anp>kaBajy cBoje
pasmmKe, NICTOBPEMEHO CTBapajyhy monuTUIKy 3ajefHNIy. Y TOM IOT/IENy, {0/IUC, AKO Ce
IpaBUIHO AeduHIUIIe, HIje TPaj-ApKaBa 300r cBoje ¢uanuke nokamuje, seh 3dor Tora
IITO je opiaHusayuja vygu 3ailio witio Haciliaje u3 3ajegnuuxol genosarea u iogopa (Arendt,
1998), 1j. y 0BOj pedepeHLN Ha ciliapHu HPOCTHOp KAO UPociiiop usmehy wygu Koju xuse
3ajegro, Kao CpeinHa y KOjoj OHM MICTIe 11 Urpajy. MebyTum, u matepujanHo okpyxeme
MIMa CBOj 3Ha4aj, HAPOUNUTO y CMUC/TY peKOHUTYpalje MaTepyjaTHOCTI jaBHOT IIPOCTOPA,
OAHOCHO Yy CTBapaiby 11 IOHOBHOM CTBapamby ITOINTUYIKOT IIPOCTOPA Y CAMOM OKPYIKE€WY,
a ocedHO Kpo3 IIpacKe Koje II0Ka3yjy KaKo ITOJIMTUKA MOKe fia dyfie Ha IIPaBOM MeCTY ¥
JIOKAHUM dpociiopuma. HarocneTky, MeCTO IPOCTOPHOCTH je OKPY KeHbe Koje Ce CHianHo

¢ 360r Tora je mpodiem, kao 1mTO je [ly3nHac ieTa/bHO 00jacHNO, YIIPABO Y UGEeONoiuju bygeKux
upasa (Douzinas, 2007).
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pexonpuiypuuie 1, Ha SPEXTOBCKY HAYMH, pedhyHKYUOHUUIE TAYHO Y CKIAJY Ca IUHUjAMA
dopée 3a jasnu tipociiiop fyiem HonUHU1KOT Hpocitiopa.

Crora, nox XaHa ApeHT cMaTpa Jja ce IPOCTOPHOCT U JIOKallMja CTBapajy Kpo3
3ajefHMYKY aKIWjy y HaCTajaby MOMUTUYKIX CydjeKTuBUTeTa, Kpuamm Bepyje fa momu-
TIYKM IIPOCTOP HMje BUCOKO TpaHco3udunaH Beh ce caBesu mehy pynuma cknamnajy Ha
ocedHMM MecTuMa Ifie SecKOHA4HO Tpacerve ipasge gonasu og bygu, OFHOCHO 0403Go, Y
gupexiinoj gemoxpaitiuju. OcUM TOra, IOMUTUKA KA0 Praxis y CUTyaluju Tajla U3I/Iefia Kao
»TEXKIba Ka KOHUIPO/IU MeCilia ca Kojei Heko 1080pu u gesyje, 3ajeMHIIKU pajl y CUTyaluju
Kao IOMUTNYKY CydjeKT mocBeheH HeKOM nany, ipocitiopy, ipouecy’ OBo je mpocTop-
HOCT XOpU30HIianHe deckoHa4HoCiiu, horizo Koju je deckoHauan 3aTo LITO 3aXTeBa Kpaj
Heilpasge VI Ha Taj HAYMH NPE[CTAB/ba CaBPEMEHY BeP3MUjy dpeuctiuitiusara upociiopa
fiojasmpusarea Kao Lonumu4Kux upociiopa to cedu.

IOVTPECHUJA: CJIIVHA] CPIICKUX TOPOI

Axo je Moryhe roBopuTy 0 IpoMeHy MONMUTUYKE Y TeOPMjCKe MapafiurMe Koja ce
IelllaBa y IIPBMM JielieHujaMa 21. Beka Kao o Ipeacky y Hosy eiioxy (Koljevi¢, 2021) nocie
HeonmudepanusMa 1 JeKOHCTPYKIIUje, OH/Ia Ce TU HOBU fodeyu ykpuiitiarea horizo u Secko-
HA4YHOCHiY OTKPYBAjy YIIPaBO Y focedHum tpocitiopuma u meciiuma. Cirydaj bankaHa je
nocedaH npyMep 300T CBOje HegeduHucare GPOCTHOPHOCHIL — OH je Ha TIOJIOBMHM IpoIieca
ga docitiane GonutiuKY Upociiop, ek wipeda, a jous Huje iociiao, 300T yera ce Hala3M Ha
tepeny usMeby we-iipocitiopa n dygyhei upocitiopa. OBo je 300r Tora LITO je, € jefHe CTpaHe,
ipouec oH08HOT ogpehuesara weiosux Ipanulyd, BUeCTUPYKOCT weiosol horizo, u gamwe
HegoepuieHa, Tj. iogene u pasniuke ce CillanHo Upemeutiliajy NOK, C Ipyre CTpaHe, 3axiies
3a deckoHauHouhy — XOpU3OHIAAHA 0eCKOHAUHOCT KOja je deckoHAuHU 3aXiTie6 3a tpas-
gom — U Jlajbe ce OCTBapyje camo y ofpehennm npumepnma u myteM ofpehenux npumepa.

MebyTtum, yripaBo y 0Boj pedepeHIV KOHIIENT CPIICKMX t0poi OTKPUBA HOTHeHUUjaT
ce0je TipocitiopHoCiiy KOja TIOYMEbE Off PEKOHIENTYam3anyje bankanckor moryocTpsa Kako
y punosodckom, Tako U y IOIMTUYKOM CMUCTY. Y peannonutuiy, bankat je ogyBek duo
jellaH off HajBayKHMjMX, a MOXK/IAa U HajBaXKHUjM T€OCTPATEIIKN pernoH y EBpomnn kao mpo-
cTop cykoda 1 aroHnsMa usMel)y BeMKIX cusma u, UCTO TaKo, IPOCTOP ca HOileHUUjanom
3a 6eCKOHAYHOCH 3a1i0 W0 otlKpUsa ucitiuny osux dopdu. Crora je ynora bankana — a
TO je Hajynaji/buBUje Y CIy4ajy CPIICKUX topoi — ga olikpuje UpociiopHo gemwerve ,,YHUiio-
napHoi Koniiurenitia ‘. MyniiutionapHu yiiuydj casia je IpUCYTaH Y 8UtieguMeH3UOHATHO]
UpOCHIOPHOCIIU Y KOjOj TEPMUH ,,bankan” 3amucta usrnesa Kao ,MoCHi", IPOCTOp cycpeTa
M MECTO pas3/MKa U, Kao TaKaB, UsgudepeHyupan je, ila uax u iogemweH yHyiiap cede.®

7 Kpuunu 3atum Kaxe fa he ,uciliurcka gemoxkpaiiiuja SUTH Hoautiiuuka apiiukynauuja o8ux ipo-
ciiopa y 3ajegruuxu Pponiti (Critchley, 2007, str. 118).

8 Ha npumep, 3atiagru bankaw — xoju odyxsara CroBenujy, XpBarcky, genose bocue n Andanuje - n
Tajbe OfIrOBapa YHUUONAPHOM HONUTHUUKOM TPOCIiopy, TIa Ce, Ha Taj HA4YMH, pas/uKyje off Llenitipanoi
Bankana, 1j. npocropa Perrydnmuke Cpricke y bocun, Cpduje, Lpue Tope 1 Makenonnje. Kapa je peu
0 MakefioHuMju, IeH reo@U3NUKN M0/10Xaj joj oMoryhaBa fia ce CTPYKTYPHO cMaTpa MOCTOM KOju
noBesyje fienose Ipuke n yHyTpammocT Lentpannor bankana.
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Hentpanuu bankan — 0JHOCHO IIpaBM MPOCTOP CPICKUX t0POi — NMPeJCTaB/ba
HajlinogHuje ino 3a HACTHAHAK MYTTHUTONAPHUX UPOCTHOPa, 300T Yera HOBO3AMUII/be-
HYI T€OO/IUTUYKI PETUOH UMa Hajéehu UpociliopHo-ionuitiuuky otenyujan. CXOZHO
TOMe, TO ILTO je T3B. 3aIafIHN , XyMAHUAPHU UHITIePEEHUOHU3AM “ OCTBAPEH YIIPaBO y
OBVIM IIOIPYYjIMa Y CK/Iafy je Ca axiflyenHum foilieHyujanom 0601 peiuora 3a 6eckoHa4Ho
wpascerve ipasge u uciiure, kao u opde dankanckux Hapoga, c6egoHu 0 GocnegHOCIHU y
ayiionomuju. Y cpeguiuTy Kako IlenTpanHor bankana, Tako u bankaHCKOr momyocTpBa,
Hanasu ce Cpduja, ma 300r Tora MsITIefa Kao 0C08UHA YUTABOT pernoHa usmehy Vciioka
u 3aiiaga. 35or Tora Cpduja mpencTasiba cllipaifieuixo jesipo dankanckux uxiieipayuja,
de3 0d3mpa Ha To ma u je ped o LlenTpannoM bankany wim o 4uitiasom HoAUMAUUKOM
upociiopy bBanxana.

Jom Ba>kHMje je TO WITO Ce CPIICKM f0poi OHOCE HA CBA TPU ACIEKTa TpUjaje, Tj. Ha
CUiBAPHU TPOCTLOP, petipe3eHTA U]y Upociiopa Vi UpoCciiop petipeseHitiatuje Ha HAYMH KOjU
IpeBasnIasy HeonmndepanusaM U ufie y MpaBIly IOMUTHYKE IPOCTOPHOCTH per se Kpo3
CrenMpUYHOCT CBOje IOTpare 3a Xopusonisiantom Seckonaurouihty. CTapae fonuiiudke
cySjexiiusHocitiu 21. BeKa OHOCH ce, IIpe CBeTa, Ha TaKaB Mel)yipocitiop, 3ay3uMarbe 0Hoia
usmehy, y KojeM ce entre nous MOXe TI0jaBUTHU Kao HO8U tonuc caspemene Eepotie.
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