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Kao jeovMHCTBEHA M KOMMMNEKCHa ApyLTBEHA MNojasa, paT je oay-
Bek 610 npegMeT MHTepecoBawa W carnefaBarba pasnuuuTiX
HayyHWX obnacTu, npe cBera APYWTBEHWUX U XYMaHUCTUYKUX Hayka.
3060r CBOje KOMMIEKCHOCTH, OUCLUMUNIMHUPAHUX OrpaHnYEHa HayyYHUX
obrnacti y Kojuma je UCTpaXkuBaH, anu v ApyLTBEeHe CTUrMaTu3aumje,
Camo je napuujanHo u3yyaBaH y APYLUTBEHUM U XyMaHUCTUYKUM Hay-
kama. Takas NpucTyn Huje omoryhaeao NoTnyHO pasymeBarbe npupoge
paTa, OOHOCHO carfiefjaBare HEroBuX CYLITUHCKUX KapakTepucTuka,
Y3pOYHO-NoCneaMYHINX 04HOCA 1 BE3a, KaO M KIbYYHUX NpoLeca Koju ce
YHyTap Hera ofsujajy.

C ppyre cTpaHe, 360r MynTMANCLMMNIIMHAPHOT pa3maTparba CyLUTUHE
paTa y gocajallkbiM UCTpaXuBamwuMa, Y KojuMa je JOMUHMpana nep-
Lenumja 4a je pat ucysuLe CoXeHa U HenpeaBuarbuBa nojasa ga 6u
Ce M3y4yaBana camo Y jedHoj Hay4Hoj obnacTt, BojHa Teopuja je octana
Hepas3ByjeHa, MOTUCHYTa Hay4YHO 1 Teopujcku nsrpaheHunjum Haykama.

Y npeBasunaxery oBor npobnema, Knaysesuesa koHLeNTyann3a-
LMja paTa npeactaBrba MOrogHO OHTOMOLLKO NonasvwiTe 3a cBeobyx-
BaTHO Hay4yHO carnefaBare W pasymeBare pata. Vlako ocmuLrbeHe
npe BuULLE Of jedHor u no Beka, KnaysesuueBe Teopujcke noctaBke O
paTy usgpxane cy Kputuke BpojHUX TeopeTuyapa Koju HUCy ycnenu ga
OMOBPTHY HUX0BY BaNUOHOCT U TPajHOCT.

Knaysesuuese 3amucnvn 0 NPUPOAM W KapakTepy pata, npouecuma
Koju ce ofdBwjajy yHyTap oBe nojase U ogHocuma u3Mef)y 3apaheHux

" YHuBep3uter opbpaHe y beorpagy, WHcTuTyT 3a cTpaterujcka uctpaxuearba, beorpag,
Peny6nuka Cp6uja, E-mail: igor.barisic@va.mod.gov.rs, https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4593-9196.

2 YHuBepauTeT onbpaHe y beorpaay, HCTUTYT 3a cTpaTerujcka uctpaxuearba, beorpaa, Peny-
6nuka Cpbuja, https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2851-1043.

3 YHuBepauTtet y beorpaay, ®akyntet 6e3benHocTn, beorpan, Penybnvka Cpbuja, https://orcid.
0rg/0000-0003-3228-8750.
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CTpaHa, ynosu pata kao UHCTpyMeHTa NonuTuke, NpeacTasrbajy 4obpy
TEopujcKy OCHOBY 3a Jarba UCTpaxuBama. Kapaktepu caBpemMeHnx pa-
TOBa, Ma KOMMKO Bunn KOMMNEKCHWjW 1 Apyravnju Of paToBa U3 paHujux
enoxa, 1 aare notephyjy 6e3spemeHy BpeaHocT Knaysesuuesux naeja.

KrbyuHe peun: Knaysesuu, pam, oHmomnoauja, 6opba, mpojcmeo,
bpukyuja, Knuma u Maana pama.

YBog

aT je jeQVHCTBEHa, OpyTanHa, AeCTPYKTUBHA M pyLUMadka ApyLITBEHA MojaBa.

C opyre cTpaHe, npeacTaBrba W 3HayajaH reHepaTop NpoMeHa, C KOjuM ce He
MOXe YNopeauTn HujeaaH apyrv apyweeHu deHomeH (MaleSevi¢, 2011: 4). Oncex-
Ha COLMOMOLLKa UCTpaxuBama, Y Kojuma je aHanuaupaHo npeko 450 patosa y npo-
Tekna ABa Beka, jacHO yKasyjy Aa je par, kao nojasa, MMao M3y3eTaH yTuuaj Ha npouec
pasBoja fbyackor apywTea (Buam wupe: Wimmer, Min, 2006: 867-897). OunrnegHo je
[a je pat ogyBek nmao yHOAaMEHTanHy NoKpeTayky yrory y nonmTuum, eKOHOMM)H,
KyNTypu, UCTOBpEMeHO yTudyhu Ha cBe apyre obnactu ApyLUTBEHOr XuBoTa. McTo-
PUjCKM NOCMaTpaHo, CTamnHo je 3ay3uMao KibyyHa cTpaTerujcka packpluha v npekper-
HULE Y pa3BOjy FbYACKOr APYLUTBA, YeCTO 03HavaBajyhu MoveTak u Kpaj MCTOPUjCKUX
enoxa, mecta pahata, passoja 1 yHuWTera MefyHapoaHMX cucTeMa W NOMUTUYKMX
nopegaka (Barkawi, Brighton, 2011: 126).

MeRytum, 6e3 0631pa Ha CBOjy HECYMHMBO 3HaYajHy APYLITBEHY Yrory, paT ce y
[PYLWITBEHUM M XYMaHUCTUYKMM Haykama camo napumjanHo udydaea. Mako noctoju
orncexHa nutepartypa y kojoj ce pa3matpajy nojeauHu acnekTu pata, y3poLy HeroBor
HacTaHKa, Kao ¥ Mocrneavue y pasnuunTuM obrnactuMa ApyLUTBEHOr XWBOTa, aHa-
nu3unpajy nojeauHayHu paToBu U OpyXaHu cykobu, Bpno Mano dena je noceeheHo
carnefaBaty HEr0Be NPUPOAE U KapakTepa, 0AHOCHO aHanu3u HEeroBMX CYLUTUHCKUX
KapakTepucTuka. Pasnosn 3a oBako ,3anocTaBrbakbe” pata cy 6pojHM U KOMMMECHM!,
o[ kojux heMo pasmoTp1TK HajBaxHMje.

PaTt kao npegmeT nctpaxmeama y ApyTBEHUM U
XYMaHUCTUYKNM HayKaMa

JenaH of pasnora 360r Kojer je paT, kKao 3HayajHa ApyLUTBeHa nojaea, BaH (hoKy-
Ca Hay4HUX UCTpaxmBarba jecTe LMperse onwTer ApYLTBEHOr CTaHOBULITA O LUTET-
HOCTV W OEeCTPYKTMBHOCTW paTa, Mo KOjoj Ce Herosa yriora y CBEYKYNHOM pa3Bojy
IbyACKe LMBUnM3aLmje CBeCHO urHopuile u ocyfyje, ¢ 063upom Ha To Aa je moaep-
HO APYLUTBO MOCTano CBECHWje aMopanHocTy 1 6pyTanHocTu Hacurba (Mann, 1988:
143). PaT je nepuvnupaH Kao naTonoruja reHepucaHa of NOMUTUYKUX enuTa, Kako
6u ce octBapunu ogpefeHn nHtepecu u umrbesmn (Bugun: Keane, 1996: 6-14). Crora,
[Yro Huje nocTojao OnwTh APYLITBEHU U HAYYHW MHTEpeC da ce paT u3yyasa kao
ocTane ApyLTBEHe nojaee, y CBOM TOTanuTeTy, Beh je norbe MHTepecoBaka buno
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KnayaeBMueBa KOHuenTyanmaaqua paTa Kao OHTONOLLUKO NoflasnliTe y HeroBoOM NCTPaXnsamy...

YCMEpPEHO Ha UCTpaxunBame y3poka v nocneauua npoTeknux paTosa 1 CrnpeyaBame
HacTajawa byayhux opyxaHux cykoba. MehyTum, 1 nopes Tako LUMPOKO 3acTynIbeHe
nepLenumje 0 hEroBoj LUTETHOCTM U HANopuMa fa ce cy3buje heroBo nojaBrbuBamse,
MOZiepHW paToBM Cy NOCTanM cBe HacunHuju n pasopHuju (MaleSevic, 2011: 4).

36or OpyluTBEHE CTUrMaTM3auuje, pat ce, Y APYLUTBEHUM U XYMaHUCTUYKUM Hay-
Kama, ucTpaxyje, y BENMUKOj Mepu, U3 NepcrnekTMBe MHTEpecoBara NnojeAMHUX Hayka
M Hay4YHUX OUCLMNIMHA, NOMYT NONWUTMKONOrMje, MefyHapogHUx ogHoca, COLMOono-
ruje, uctopuje, ncmxonoruje, aHTPOMomnoruje, eKOHOMMje U NPaBHUX Hayka. Y CBaKoj
0f} NOMEHYTUX Hay4YHKX obrnacTu paT ce carnefasa y OKBUPUMA Koju Cy AeUHUCaHM
MPETXOAHNM QUCUMNAVHAPHUM W NpeaMeTHUM ofpefeweM y KojeM OH, Kao nojaea,
HUje rmaBHU NPeaMeT UcTpaxusaka. JpyruM peunma, paT Huje y UCTPaKmMBa4KOM
hokycy NOMEHYTMX HayKa M Hay4YHUX OMUMNuHa, Beh ce carnefaea Herosa noeesa-
HOCT 1 penavuuje ca nojasama koje cy HenocpefaH NpeaMeT UCTPpaXnBama KOHKPETHE
Hayke, unu Hay4He obnacTu. KoHkpeTHo, n3ydasa ce ogHoC u3mMefy pata 1 npoueca
n3rpagme apxase, aHanuampa ce edoekar parta Ha usbope 1 jaBHO Mib-eHe, pa3matpa
ce yTuuaj pata Ha MeflyHapoaHe ofHoCce, pacnpasrba ce 0 ETUYHOCTY U NIeranHocTu
paTa, carnefasajy ce nocneauue pata Ha ApyLUTBO U eKOHOMM]y, U Npoy4YaBajy pas-
nu4uTe apyre YCNoBrbLEHOCTU U Y3POYHO-NOCNEANYHE NOBE3AHOCTU paTa ca Apyrim
ApyLwTBeHuM nojaBama (Barkawi, Brighton, 2011: 128).

Y nonuTVKONOrMju paT ce M3yyaBa Kao jedHO of cpefcTaBa 3a npojekuujy nonu-
TW4Ke MONhKM 1 oCTBapere oapefeHnX NoNMTUYKUX MHTepca U LMIbesa, Npu Yemy ce
CreundUYHOCTM HETOBOT BOfeHa, OAHOCHO paToBaka, HE pasMatpajy AeTarbHuje.
Y Teopwuju mefyHapoaHMX ogHOca paT ce 4ecTo CBOAM Ha camo jefHy of penauuja
y ogHocuMa 13Mehy NONUTUYKMX eHTUTETa, OQHOCHO pa3maTtpa ce camo Kao nocrne-
Anua MHOro doyHaaMeHTanHujux npoueca y aHapxuyHom mehyHapogHOM cuctemy
(Brighton, 2011:102). Hajuelwwhe ce nepuunupa kao HacTaBak npoueca reononuTuy-
KOr HagMeTawa, Unu HacunHe npomeHe GanaHca mohu y mMefyHapogHOM cuctemy
(Brighton, 2019:130).

Couuonoruja paamatpa pat y BENWKOj Mepy camo Kao jeaaH of obnvka opraHuso-
BaHOr W KONEKTUBHOI Hacurba y HacTojaky Aa carnefa HeroBe y3poke 1 ycroBe Ha-
CTaHKa, ynory ApywTBa Kao KOMeKTVBUTETa U aHanuaupa nocneguue no ApyLuTeo
u nojeavHue (Bugm getarbHuje: MaleSevi¢, 2010). MNMokywaju nojeanHUX eBpOoNnCKUX
couuonora, nonyT MactoHa bytyna (Gaston Bouthoul), Bepta Ponutra (Bert Réling)
W OpYrux, OKynrbeHux oko MefyHapogHe MWMpOBHE WCTpaxuBadke acouujaumje
(International Peace Research Association - IPRA), na cBeobyxBaTHuje W3y4yaBajy
theHoMeH paTa, Kpo3 NocebHy Hay4Hy OUCLUMNANHY ,MONEeMOonorujy”, HACY NpyKumu
oyekuBaHe pesyntate (Bouthoul, 1968: 104).

C gpyre cTpaHe, Uctopuja UCTpaxyje paToBe Kao Kiby4yHe W BaKHe UCTopujcke
forafaje y pasBojy rbyacke umBunu3aumje. AHanmampa ux Kao KOHKPETHE U jeaunH-
CTBEHE nojase, Npu YeMy ce hoKycrpa Ha cneLmpruIHOCTU KOHTEKCTa Y Kojuma Cy ce
OfBWjanu, Kao 1 Ha yrnore v NoHallake y4ecHuka y paty. HbeHa HayyHa gvcumnnuHa,
BOjHa UCTOpWja, carnefasa HauvHe ynotpebe BojHe cune y NpOTeKnMM patoBuMa U
omoryhaBa getarbaH yBug y cBe Buaose patoBara (Vego, 2010: 126). Mehytum,
MaKo BOjHa UCTOpWja MOXAa MpYKa HajLuenoBUTUjM YBUL, Y NPOTEKNE paToBe U OMO-
ryhaea feTarbHy aHanuay paTHUX UCKycTaBa W n3Bnaverse ogpeheHnx noyka, BojHU
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ncTopuyapm ce He H6aBe TEOPWjCKMM ancTpaxoBakeM U pasBojem kouenata Koju 6u
OfpaxaBanu CyLUTUHCKE KapakTepucTuke paTa, onucuBanm v objalusbaBani HeroBy
MpMpOAY M NpoLece Koju ce oaBwjajy YHyTap rera.

MapuwjanHo carnenasarbe paTa y ApYLUTBEHUM Y XYMaHUCTUYKMM HayKaMa YecTo
je onpaegaBaHO CTaBOM [Ja Ce pagw O U3y3eTHO KOMIMIEKCHO] U jeOUHCTBEHO] NojaBu
Kojy Huje moryhe carnegaTtv Kpo3 nNpu3My jedHe Hayke, unu HaydHe obnactu (Gat,
2006: ix). 36or Tora ce npuberno MynTUAUCUMMNMHAPHOM pa3MaTtpaky paTa, Kao
KOMMEKCHe Mnojase, Npe CBera y cTpaTelLkuM cTyaujaMa, a 3aTum y cTyaujama pata
1 MMpa, Kao u 'y ctyavjama 6e3begHocTH, ca HamepoM a ce fobuje jeaHa cBeoOyx-
BaTHa ¥ CyMapHa Crnuka O CYLUTUHCKAM OApeaHULama paTa, HeroBoj Npupoau U ka-
pakTepy, kao v npouecuMa Koju ce oasujajy u3mely 3apaheHux ctpaHa (Barkawi,
Brighton, 2011: 127).

Mefytum, cnaboctn napumjanHor carnefaeatba pata Hucy npesasufeHe. Pas-
mMaTpama y CTpaTeLwwkuM CTyamjama HUCY LieHTpupaHa oko parta, Beh oko npobnema
cTpatervje, nonuTuKe, NPUMEHe BOjHE CUME W NPOjeKToBaHa APYruxX WHCTPYMEHTa
mohu pagm ocTBapuBarba ofpefeHnx nHTepeca u uurbesa (Buan aetarsHuje: Gray,
1999). Part y cTpatelwkmMm cTyavjaMa carnefaea ce caMo U3 NepCrekTBeE HEerose
cTpaTeLlke UHCTpyMeHTanm3auuje y cepxy nonutuke (Barkawi, Brighton, 2011: 129).
MopepHe cTyamje paTta, Koje ce MpakTuKyjy y BoAehnM CBETCKMM YHWBEP3UTETMMA,
MMajy BpMo LUMPOK UCTPaXuBAYKM 3axBaT KOju, Noped CTpaTellkux cTyauja v Boj-
HOCTPYYHUX aHanusa, mefyHapoaHux ogHoca, MonnTUYKe Teopuje, BOjHE UCTopuje 1
couuonoruje, obyxaarajy ndyyasare unosoduje, ETUKE 1 ApYrX BPNO pasnmunTmx
Hay4HUX gucumnnuHa, anv 6e3 nHterpuilyhe cnoHe y KOHLEeNTyanHoM 1 TeOpUjCKOM
cmucny (Barkawi, Brighton, 2011:130). Ctyanje 6e36eHOCTM, NpuxBaTakeM Lwmpe
6e3begHocHe areHge, Kpo3 Teopujy cekypuTusaumje, Kputnyke cryamje 6esdbegHoctu
1 KOHUeNT rbyacke 6e3benHocTu, NpoMeHune cy oKyc UCTpaxmBama, ca parta Ha
Lpyre HeTpaguLmoHasiHe, O4HOCHO HEBOJHE M3a30Be, pU3KKE 1 NpeThe 6e3beaHoCTH,
OQHOCHO Ha 0bnuke yrpoxaBara 6e30eqHOCTM NOMYT BEPCKOr U ETHUYKOT EKCTpe-
MU3Ma, TEPOPU3MA, EKOMOLLUKUX pU3nKa, MUrpaLinja, TProBUHe rbyauma u Kpujymya-
pewa HapkoTuka (Barkawi, 2011: 3-4).

M3 npeTxodHO M3HETUX CTaBOBa MOXE Ce 3aKibyYWTW Aa je paT M3MeLTeH u3
¢hokyca Hay4HOr UcTpaxusara 1 parMeHTUCaH Kao NpeaMeT UCTPaxmBama y pas-
NWYUTAM Hay4YHUM obnacTuma U UHTepaMcUMNAnHapaHuM nogpydjuma. Y OCHOBM
oBOr npobnema Hanasm ce 3HavajHuju 1 pyHaAaMEHTanHWju Npobnem — pasymeBare
n ogpehere cywtuHe pata. Kaga Teopetuyapu objallmaBajy paTt OHWM U3HOCE OH-
TOMOLLKK uckas byayhn fa ce y HemMy Hanasu eKCrnMuMTHO pasymeBake CyLITUHE
pata. CarnacHo Tome, nuTake ,LWTa je TO paT’ CBaKako je OHTOMOLLKO MuTake, a
OAroBOp Ha Hera Tpeba Aa ykaxe Ha CyLUTUHY paTa, OOHOCHO Ha KOHCTaHTHe, onLwTe
U HyXHe 0COBMHE paTa, Kao W Ha HeroB CreumduKyM Koju ra pasnukyje og Apyrux
obnwuka gpywTteeHux cykoba (Bpauap, 2017: 296-297).
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KnayseBuueBa KoHLeNTyan13auuja paTta

[Ja 6ucMo oaroBopunM Ha MPETXOQHO MOCTaBrbEHa MuTaka, NoTpebHo je op-
peauTn ofpefeHa OHTOMOLLKA nonasviita O pary, OAHOCHO HEOMNXOOHO je MAEHTU-
thukoBaTtH, KaTeropucaTim U onucaTh HeroBy yHAaMeHTanHy CTpyKTypy, objacHuTu
YHyTpaLlk-e npoLece, Be3e 1 ogHoce namehy aktepa y cykoby, koja 6u nocnyxuna 3a
hopmynucare OCHOBHWX NPETNOCTaBKK 3a Aarba uctpaxueama (Barkawi, Brighton,
2011: 134). To je Bpno cnoxeH npobnem 6yayhn aa cy: ,,...jolw of BpemeHa Xepaknu-
Ta OHOTOINOLUKE OCHOBE paTta W M1pa 0361rbHO 3anocTaBIbeHe, Mako Cy NUTaka paTa
1 MUpa roToBO AHEBHA ApyLwTBeHa npeokynaumja.” (Durfee, 1975: 549).

Mnak, nomeHyTa OHTOMOLLKA nonasuwTta mory ce npoHahu y Knay3eBuueBoj KOH-
LenTyanusauumju parta, 4nje OCHOBHe TeopujcKe MOCTaBKe Mpyxajy MOryhHocT 3a
Jarbe pasmartpare HeroBe CBpxe W carfefaBake HadMHa npUMeHe pata Kao WH-
CTpymeHTa nonutuke. Takohe, Knasesuuesa 3amMmcao pata cTBapa Teopujcku npoc-
TOp 3a Aybrby aHanmay HeroBe CTPyKType, eneMeHaTa 1 yHyTpallbyx npoueca, kao
1 npupoae ogHoca usmehy 3apaheHux cTpaHa v Opyrux aktepa yKiby4eHux y cykob
(Bapuwwuh, Bpayap, 2023: 1/23).

KnayseBuueBa LienokynHa 3aMmncao 0 paTy 3acHOBaHa je Ha pasmaTpawy pena-
umje nsmehy capxe, Koja je geduHncaHa NoNUTUKOM, U paTa Kao CpeacTBa, O4HOCHO
MHCTPYMeHTa 3a HeroBo ocTBapuBate (Echevarria, 2007a: 22). 3a oBor npyckor Teo-
peTudapa v ,punosoda para” par je: ,...NpaBu NOMUTUYKM MHCTPYMEHT, HacTaBak no-
nuTnykmx ogHoca apyrum cpegcrteuma” (Clausewitz, 1976: 86), npn yemy gomuHapajy
OHa HacunHor kapaktepa. OH cmaTpa [a je paT MHCTPYMEHT Y KOjeM ce NpuUMeksyje
MaCOBHO, OPraHW30BaHO W KOMEKTUBHO Hacuibe, kako bu ce Henpujaterb NOTYUMHUO
BOSbM CyNpOTHE CTPaHe, OAHOCHO: ,,...aKT Hacurba kako Ou ce NpuHyaMO NPOTUBHUK
da ucnyHu Hawy Borby.” (Clausewitz, 1976: 75).

YjegHo, part je 3a KnayseBuua ABOCTpaHa nojaBa Yy Kojoj je 6opba usmehy 3a-
paheHux cTpaHa HajsuLwKn 3akoH pata (Echevarria, 2007a: 3). Y ¢Bojoj ,60p6eHO-LieH-
TPU4HOj” Teopuju: ,...6opba je LeHTparHa BojHa aKTUBHOCT, CBe OCTane akTUBHOCTU
T0 camo nogpxagajy.” (Clausewitz, 1976: 268). CywTuHy 6opbe objalitaBa Ko-
puctehn metacdopy dyena y KojeM NPOTUBHMLM, KOPUCTENU Hacurbe, pasmetrbyjy
yoapue (Clausewitz, 1976: 97). MefhyTtum, part je 3a Knayseenua 61o MHOro Buiie
HEro KMHeTUYKa MHTepakuuja, cydap HacunHux cHara, Beh je npeacraBsrbao u cykob
cynpoTcTaBrbeHmx Bosba (Clausewitz, 1976: 248), y kojeM cBaka of CTpaHa HacToju
[a oCTBapw CBOje LUuUrbeBe, MCTOBPEMEHO pearyjyhin Ha akTMBHOCTM Opyrux aktepa
(Echevarria, 2007a: 64).

CxsaTtajyhu pat kao 60pby namehy 3apaheHnx cTpaHa kKoje umajy CBoje Luibese
1 BoSbY, KnayseBwL je HanpaBvo 3Ha4ajaH OTKIMOH 0f apUTMETUYKMX U FeOMETPIjCKUX
KOHLlenTyanusauwja pata CBOjUX NPETXOAHMKA U caBpeMeHMKa, nonyT XeHpuja Jlojaa
(Henry Lloyd), AHToaHa-AHpuja XomuHuja (Antoine-Henri Jomini) n XajHpuxa ¢oH
bynosa (Heinrich von Bllow) (getarbHuje Bugn: Waldman, 2012: 345-374). Cwma-
Tpao je Aa je Heonxo4HO pa3maTpaTy COLMOMOLLIKE U NCUXOMOLLKE acnekTe paTa, kao
LITO Cy HenpujaTerbCTBO, CTpax, HECUMIYPHOCT U LWaHca, Harnawasajyhu ga y paty
BULLE Bnajajy 3akoHW BepoBaTHOhe Hero norvka HyxHoctu (Clausewitz, 1976: 90).
Wctuuarem cTaBa da je npupoda paTa yCnoBrbeHa 3aKOHUTOCTMMA BepoBaTHohe, a
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HEe 3aKOHMMa OEeTEPMUHUCTUYKOr KapakTepa, Knaysesu je jacHO youno ga ce ogny-
Ke y paTy JOHOCe Yy YCroB/MMa HEM3BECHOCTU, OAHOCHO HEMOTNYHUX MHpOpMaLmja o
MPOTUBHUKY 1 yCroBuma y kojuma ce oH Bogu (Clausewitz, 1976: 84-85). Henotny-
HO 3Hakbe O HenpujaTerby MOXe AMPEKTHO YTULLATU Ha UHTEH3NTET M 06UM Hacurba,
nmajyhn y BUgy CKMOHOCT BOjckoBONa Aa npeLeksyjy nnm noTueHYjy CHary NpoTUBHY-
ka. (Cimbala, 1991: 180-181).

M3 HaBegeHux pasnora, Knaysesuu je carnegasao npyupody parta ABojako, Tepaehm
[la OBa nojasa vMMa CBOjy 06jeKTVBHY 1 CybjekT1BHY KOMNOHEHTY (Paret, 1985:154).
O6jekTviBHa Npupoaa pata, 3ajedHWYKa 3a CBe paToBe, CafpXW CTarHe eneMeHTe,
nonyT Hacurba, ppukLmje, LaHce n HecurypHocTu. C apyre ctpaHe, cybjekTBHa npu-
pofa para, UnKn HEeroB KapakTtep, cneumduyaH je 3a cBakv nojeauHavxm part (Gray,
2007: 24). Ornepa ce y ocobeHoCTUMa opraHu3aLyje, CTPYKTYpe, LOKTPUHM U TaKTULM
OpyxaHux cHara 3apaheHux cTpaHa, HaumHy ynoTpebe Haopyxara, anu u'y cneguy-
HOCTMMa NPUMeHe Apyr1x MHCTpyMeHata Mohu. Knaysesu, npy Tome Harnallasa aa:
»-..CBAKO J0ba Mma CBOjy BPCTy paTta, CONCTBeHe orpaHuyaBajyhe ycnose u noceb-
Ha npenybehewa.” (Clausewitz, 1976: 593). 3a oBor npyckor TeopeTMyapa Kapakrep
paTa ce OQHOCY Ha HEroBe NporasHe, YCNOBIbEHE U NpunarofeHe KapakTepucTuke, y
norneay NpUMeHe BOjHE CUMe ¥ APYrMX UHCTPyMeHaTta Mohu, y OQHOCY Ha pasnuyute
nepuoae cykobrbaBaka Tokom uctopuje (Sheehan, 2007: 216). Mpema Knaysesuue-
BMM CXBaTakbKMa, KapakTep pata KOHCTaHTHO eBofyupa y NpocTopy ¥ BpEMEHY, noa
yTULajeM pasnmunuTX NOUTUYKUX, APYLUTBEHNX, EKOHOMCKMX 1 TEXHOSOLLKMX YCroBa
(Hoffman, 2017: 23).

Tymauehu KnaysesuLeBe npeTxoaHe CTaBOBE, MOXe Ce 3aKibyyuuTi aa ce objek-
TBHa 1 cybjekTMBHA Npupoaa paTa Hanase y KOHCTaHTHOj MefycoBHOj HTepakumjy.
O6jekTviBHa Npupoda paTta MoXe Ce MeraTu ycrnen npoMeHa efemeHaTa y Heropoj
CyOjEKTUBHO] KOMMOHEHTW. [leTarbHuje, enemMeHT! nonyT Hacurba U HEM3BECHOCTU
MOry BapupaTh Y UHTEH3UTETY, NPONOPLMM U PENaTuBHOj yno3n y paty, 360r HOBUX
BpCTa Haopyxara W MeToAa paTtoBara, kKao U NPOMEHa Yy APYLUTBEHO-MOMUTUYKUM
yCrnoBMMa KOjW MOTY OFpaHUYMTH UK eckanupati NpUMeHy Hacurba, OQHOCHO YMo-
Tpeby opyxja (Echevarria, 2003: 8). MehyTum, y Hajsehoj mepu, kapakTep paTta je
oapeheH penaumjoM BOjHE CUNE U KXeSbeHUX MNOMUTUYKUX LWIbeBa, Kao U OOHOCOM
n3mefy cynpotctaBrbeHux ctpaHa y cykoby (Milevski, 2016: 441).

Y cBOjoj KoHUenTyanu3auuju pata Knayseswuu n3geaja Tpu JOMWHAHTHA efleMeHTa
KOjW, MO HEroBOM MULLIbEHY, MOTY MMaTh NpecydaH yTuuaj Ha ToK M Ucxof paTa:
Hacu/be, LWaHca ¥ CBpXxa, Koje je 3ajefHO MeTadhopuyKky Ha3Bao ,uvyaecHO TpojcTBo”
(Echevarria, 2007a: 69). [pBM enemeHT OH ONKCYje Kao UCKOHCKY MP3KHY U Henpuja-
TerbCTBO, anu U Kao cBecHe aHTaroHucTnyke Hamepe (Clausewitz, 1976: 592-593).
Opyrn ynHMnaL, LWaHcy, carnefaBa MNpoLUMPEHO, Kao WHTepakuujy BepoBaTHohe W
LwaHce, nctnayhu ga ce pagm o jeqHoM of HajyTuuajHujux haktopa y paty (Clausewitz,
1976: 85). Y Tom norneay, oBaj hakTop je pasmaTtpao BuLle Kao Npou3Bog oapefhe-
HUX, YECTO HENpeaBMAMBMX OKOTHOCTU, OLOCHO Kao MHTepakuujy MoryhHocTu, Bepo-
BaTHohe u cpehe (Clausewitz, 1976: 86). MicTuao je ga je pat BuWE HanWK KapTa-
POLLKOj Urpu y KOjoj Ce, MCTO TaKo, MPOoLiekYjy cHare 1 cnabocTu NPOTUBHMKA, HEMOB
HauWH urpe, OQHOCHO paToBaka, a UCTOBPEMEHO Ce pu3KKyje, briedmpa, npukpuea
n obmaryje (Echevarria, 2007a: 72). Tpehu enemeHT, CBpXy paTa, OBaj UCTaKHyTH
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MPYCKM TeopeTnyap carneaasao je kpo3 nogpefheHocT pata NnonuTULM Koja, No Herom
MuULLIbeRY, oapefyje kapakTep pata, hopmynuLle LUnrbese cTpateruvje, ogpehyje nH-
TEH3UTET M 0OVM NMPUMEHE HACUIba, HAYMH aHraXoBakba OpyXaHWX cHara, U geduHu-
e Mepwuna 3a npoueHy ycnexa y paty (Echevarria, 2007a: 70). lNpema temy, cBa Tpu
MOMeHyTa enemeHTa ,TpojcTBa” Hanase ce y MefycoBGHO AMHAMUYHO] MHTepaKLuju,
Mpu Yemy ux Besyje ca nojeHMM CerMeHTuMa ApyLUTBa: Hacuibe ca HapoaoM, LuaH-
Cy ca BOjckOM/BOjCKOBONOM, @ CBPXYy ca Bnafgom/enagajyhom enutom, npu Y4emy cBu
MOMEHYTW AenoBW ApyLITBa MOry yTuLaTi Ha Buno Koju og NOMeHyTUX enemeHarta
,TPOjCTBA”, LUTO 3aBWCK Of KOHTEKCTA y KojeM ce oasuja part (Clausewitz, 1976: 89).

MNMpema Knaysesuuy, NpeTXOAHN CTABOBM O NPUPOAM paTta v npouecuma yHyTtap
,TpojctBa” omoryhasajy 3apaheHWm CTpaHama MpaBWMHO carnefaBame Kapaktepa
paTta n obnukoBake cTpaterujckor npuctyna y wemy (Echevarria, 2007b: 198). Jo-
[aTHO, caMo carfnefaBare YHyTpallkux npoleca v ogHoca yHyTap Knaysesuuesor
,TpojcTBa” omoryhaea pasymeBate ,yHMBEp3ymMa pata’, OQHOCHO YCroBa yHyTap
kojer doyHkumoHuwe ctpaternja (Waldman, 2009: 43).

Mopea pasmaTparba Npupoge pata v vyBeHor ,TpojcTea’, Knaysesuu je aHanm-
31pao W Apyre BaxHe YMHWOLE paTa, Kao LWTO Cy ONacHOCT, EKCTPEMaH PuUanyku Ha-
nop, HECUIYPHOCT U LWaHCca, Koje je CBe 3ajedHo MeTaopuyikn Ha3Bao KnMmom” pata
(Clausewitz, 1976: 104). 3a era jeonacHOCT €MNeMEeHT Y KOjeM NoCcToju paT 1 Koju
npeacTaeriba HyxaH npoussog 6opbe nsmehy cykobrbeHux crtpaHa, ynopehyjyhu ra
ca CTakeM Y KojeM ce Hanase nTuue y Basayxy, unu pube y sogm (Clausewitz, 1976:
85-86, 138). MNpema HEeroBoM MULLIbEHY, TO j& eNEMEHT KOjW NOAJEAHAKO YTUYE U Ha
VHTENeKT 1 Ha emouuje, nHMumMpajyhu ocehare ctpaxa, HaroH 3a CaMooapXareM U
3amyhyje jacHo pacyfusare. C apyre cTpaHe, ekcTpemaH puanydki Hamnop, y opmm
ncupnrbMBama, ymopa, rmaam uxkehu, y Benvukoj Mepy Moxe UCKpMBUTY pacyhuBarse
BOjHMKa Yy ekcTpemHum ycnosuma (Clausewitz, 1976: 115). INog HensBecHowhy je, y
Hajsehoj Mepw, NogpasyMeBao roTOBO XPOHUYHY HEMOTMYHOCT, HETAYHOCT U Cybjek-
TWBHOCT MHhOPMaLiMja O MPOTUBHUKY U OKPYXeky, a koje bu Tpebano aa 6yay ocHo-
Ba 3a genosarse y paty (Clausewitz, 1976: 117). To XpOHNYHO CTaH€ HECUIYPHOCTK
MHdopMauuja, y kojem genyjy 3apaheHe cTpaHe, MeTadopuykm je HasBao ,marnom”
pata (Clausewitz, 1976: 101,140). AHanusupajyhm ,knumy parta”, Tymauuo je LwaHcy
kao GeckpajaH HM3 Jorafaja M OKOMHOCTM Koje ce MOry nojaBuTWU HACYMWYHO OMe-
Tajyhu n otexxasajyhu BojHe aktneHocTm (Clausewitz, 1976: 119).

Y cBOjoj KOHUeNTyanu3aumju pata Knaysesuu je noce6HO m3aBajao ,hpukumjy”
kao BuTaH YnHMnay kherose 06jekTMBHE Npupoae. Nog ,hprkumnjom” je nogpasymesao
cBe noteLlukohe Koje MOry HacTaTv y paty, nog yTuuajeM pasnuunTux Crorballhux
chaktopa (Clausewitz, 1976: 119). PasnukoBao je ABa Tvna dpukuuje. ,Onwta dpuk-
umMja” HacTaje ycnen KymMynaTUMBHON AenoBaka NPETXOAHO pa3maTpaHux erieMeHarta
Lknume” para. ,OnwTy ¢pukumjy’, 3ajegHo ca ca KnIMMoM” para, OnMcKMBao je Kao
,<atmocdepy pata” (Clausewitz, 1976: 104,122). C gpyre cTpaHe, ,crnopagnyHa puk-
umja”, Mo HEeroBOM MULLIbEHY, HacTaje ycnea HacyMUYHoOr yTuuaja daktopa ,waHce”
Ha TOK paTa, LUTO HajjedHOCTaBHUjy CTBAp y paTty Moxe yunHuTty Tewkom (Clausewitz,
1976: 119). Ecbektn 06e BpcTe hpmKLMja YeCTo Ce MOry HaoBe3nBaTh U MyITUMMK-
umpatu, cmatpao je Knaysesuu (Echevarria, 2007a: 107).
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CarnegaBajyhu npetxogHo usHete KnayseBuuese 3amuciv O paty, kao v Tyma-
yerba HEroBUX UAeja Of CTPaHe MNojeduHNX ayTopa, MOXe Ce U3HETU KPUTUYKW CTaB
[la ce paau 0 HEAOBOIbHO CUCTEMATVN30BAHOM, HEOBPLUEHOM 1 NOMarno MarfoBUTOM
CKyny maeja oBor cnasHor ,uno3oda para’. MehyTum, HecymHuBa je YnkeHuLa
fa cy KnayseBuueBe uaeje o paty usgpxane kputuke 6pojHMX TeopeTuyapa, nako
Cy NMOMEHYTW KPUTWUYKM CTABOBM HAcTanm rotoBo CTO FOAMHA HAaKOH CMPTK OBOT Npyc-
Kor TeopeTuyapa. HbrxoBa HeycnewHoCT ykasyje Aa je Knaysesuueso geno ,O paty”
npeacTaBrbano pes3ynTar norpare 3a 06jeKTUBHUM 3HaHEM, jep CYy HEroBe 3amucnu
1 CTAaBOBM, U3HETU Y KHM3M, 3aCHOBAHU U CUCTEMATU30BaHW Y CKnady ca Nornkom
Mmanyena Kanta (Immanuel Kant), ¢ kojom ce KnayseBuu yno3Hao TOKOM CBOT LLKO-
noeaka, cnywajyhu npegaeama KaHTtoBor crnenbeHuka v capagHuka JoxaHa Kajaee-
Tepa (Johann Kiesewetter), (Echevarria, 2007a: 22).

3a pasnuky o4 CBOr CNaBHOr W yTULA@jHOr caBpeMeHuka XKoMuHuja, Koju je Ha-
CTOjao da Kpo3 CBoje pafoBe hopMmynuile Hadvena, ynyTe U npenopyke o TOMe Kako
ycnewHo BognTu pat, Knay3eswu, je mokywao Aa Teopujckv anctpaxyje, hopmynumiie
1 00jEKTMBM3Yje 3aKOHMTOCTU M MPUHLIMME Ha KOjuMa MoYvBa paT YonwiTe, a Koju ou
MOCMYXWIN Ka0 OCHOBA 3a yHanpehewe KpUTUYKOr MULLIbEHA, pacyfimBaka 1 npo-
MULLIbaksa 0 paTy, Kao jeQMHCTBEHO] ApYLITBEHOj Nojasu (Echevarria, 2007a: 26). U3
HaBedeHor pasnora kerosa kiira ,O paty” y Benukoj Mepu ogcTyna of Tagallkbux
BOjHMX Aena JOKTPUHApHOT KapakTepa, jep je HanvcaHa paaw egykoBaka BOjHOT yMa
y pacyhuBatby 1 foHOLWEHY oanyka y paty (Echevarria, 2007a: 29).

KnayseBu je gyboko BepoBao Ja pasymMeBake NpUpPOAE paTta y BENuKoj Mepu
yTW4e Ha HeroBo Bofere, OAHOCHO Ha NPUCTYNE M HaYMHE Ha KOju Ce pa3Buja BojHa
cTpateruja, JOKTpUHa 1 KoHUenTu, obyyaBajy, onpemMajy v aHraxyjy opy»aHe cHare.
YnpaBo pasymeBare npupoge v CyLWTUHE paTa, HeroBMX 3aKOHUTOCTW U NPUHLMNA,
O[HOCHO HauuHa Ha Koju ,MapafokcanHo TpojcTBO”, ,knNuma” pata, ,Marna’ pata u
~PpuUKLMja” yTYY Ha TOK U UCXOA, OpYXaHOr cykoba, Moxe 036UIbHO NMOKPEHYTU Kpi-
TWYKO M KpeaTVBHO MULLIbEHE O OBOj jeAIMHCTBEHO] ApYLUTBEHO] NojaBm (Echevarria,
2007a: 58). 36or Tora, cmaTtpao je Knayseswuu, 3agatak Teopumje y u3yyaBawy parta
jecTe da nojacHu HEerosy nNpupogy Wnu, npeuusHuje, Aa NOMOTHE Y HEeHOM pas-
jawmemny (Clausewitz, 1976: 141).

Y HacTojakby Aa o6jacHu Npupody paTa M HeroBe CYLUTUHCKE KapaKTepucTuKe,
KnayseBuL, je MOpao 4a OArOBOPW Ha KIby4YHO €nUMCTEMOSOLLKO NuTake: Aa nu je
moryhe pat usyyasaTtu kopuctehu Hay4yHe npucTyne u MeToge, O4OCHO Aa N je paTt
BELUTMHA unn Hayka. BepoBao je da je T0 og CyLUTMHCKOr 3Havaja, jep je of Tora 3a-
BMCMO YMTaB NpUCTyN 0BOj ApyLTBeHOj nojasu (Clausewitz, 1976: 148-150). Wako je
onbauvo naejy aa ce par MOXe UCTPaXMBaTy Kao Mojasa, 3aCHOBaHa Ha CTPUKTHUM
HayYHUM 3aKOHMMa M NPUHLMNMMA, 3anarao ce 3a cuctemartuyaH NpUcTyn HerosBom
ncTpaxveamy. Pat ce, no Knaysesuuy, H/Kag Huje Morao ynopeamTu ca HEKOM Me-
XaHWYKOM BELUTMHOM, Uin 3aHaToM, 6e3 063upa Ha To WTo 6K ce ogpeheHe pare
MCTUHE MOrNe NPUMEHNTU OBjEKTMBHO M HEMPUCTPACHO y objalukaBakby OBe Nojase
(Waldman, 2012: 356). Takohe, anconyTHuW, Tako3BaHW MaTemMaTuyku akTopu Huka-
[a HUCY MOrMn 3ay3eTi YBPCTY No3uuujy y BojHUM kankynaumjama (Clausewitz, 1976:
86). Pat je ynopefuBao ca ymeTHowhy, jep je, MO HEroBOM pasyMeBaky, CyLUTMHA
YMETHOCTU y Kpenpamy. MehyTum, 3a Knaysesuua cBa yMETHOCT cagpxu ogpefheHa
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Hay4YHa casHarba, JOK MPUMEH-EHA HayKa yBeK cagpXu eneMeHTe KpeaTBHOCTY 1 pa-
cyhuBatsa, WTO ra je, Y KpajieM, AOBENO 40 3aKrbydyka aa je: ,...Hemoryhe ogBojutu
YMETHOCT U 3Hame.” (Clausewitz, 1976: 148) WcTy aHanorujy npuMeHVo je 1 Ha par,
jep je cmaTtpao fja KOMaHAaHToBa KpeaTUBHOCT, OQHOCHO CMOCOBHOCT Aa AOHOCK 0f-
nyKke, CXO4HO YCMOBMMA Ha paTULLTY, 3aBUCK Of KOpnyca 3Haka 0 ogHocUMa usmehy
aKTepa, rnojaea 1 npoLeca y opyxaHum cykobuma (Waldman, 2012; 357).

MpeTtxoaHn Knaysesuuesn CTaBOBM MOry HaBECTW Ha 3aKibyvak da part, kao noja-
Ba, cnaga u y obnacTt yMETHOCTU, anu 1 y obnact Hayke, Mpu Yemy je O4MrnenHo
CKINOH Ja paT TpeTupa BuLle Kao YMETHOCT, Npe cBera 360r herose jedMHCTBEHE U
HenoHoBrbKBe npupoae. MehyTuM, oH yno3opaBa Aa pa3maTtparke pata, 3aCHOBaHO
Ha pasnuuy n3Mefly YyMETHOCTU U Hayke MOXE: ,...NMOTPELLHO CTaBUTK OBY Mojasy Y
paHr ca ApyruM yMETHOCTMMA U Haykama, LTO MOXe Pe3ynToBaTh MacoM HEeTauyHUX
aHanoruja.”(Clausewitz, 1976: 149).

C ppyre ctpaHe, no KnaysesuLy, 3aKoHe O paTy, 4eTEPMUHUCTUYKOr KapakTepa,
MONyT OHUX Y MaTeMaTULM, M3ULM 1 TEXHUYKUM HayKama, Huje 6uno moryhe copmy-
nucartu, jep noctoje BpojHU CYBjeKTUBHM 1 TELLKO MeprbuBU hakTopu y OBOj MNojaBy,
yuje penauuje u nHTepakumje Huje moryhe maTeMaTuykv NPeLr3Ho onucaTu u objac-
HutK (Paret, 1985: 153). Y Tom norneay CTanHo je UCTuuao KOMNMIEKCHOCT penaumja
n3mefy y3poka 1 nocnegvua y pary, KOHCTaHTHY UHTepakuujy n3ameRy cynpoTHOCTH
y 0BOj MnojaBu, Takohe, 4ecTo je HarnawaBao MPOMEHIBbUBOCT yTULAja pPasnuunTX
ycrnoBa y CykoOy, Kao W BaXKHY Yrory TeLKO MEPSbMBKX COLMjamHMNX 1 MCUXOMOLLKUX
chakTopa, Koje Teopuja, y To oba, HWje Morna y NoTNyHOCTU carneaaTi U aHanmampa-
7 (Waldman, 2012: 357).

KnayseBuueBa KoHLUenTyanu3auuja pata npeacraBrba Hemepsbus JONPUHOC BOj-
HOj TeopwWj1 1 Npakcy, NocebHo nmajyhn y BuOY Aa CY HErOBE TEOPMjCKe NMOCTaBKE,
TOKOM BpeMeHa, uagpxane kputuke 6pojHMX TeopeTuyapa pata, nonyt Mepu Kan-
nop (Mary Kaldor), MapTtuHa BaH Kpeeenga (Martin van Creveld), LloHa Kurana (John
Keegan), ®peHka XodpmaHa (Franck Hoffman), Pynepta Cmuta (Rupert Smith), Ka-
nesn Xonctuja (Kalevi Holsti), Bunnjama Jinvga (William Lind) n Tomaca Xameca
(Thomas Hammes).

C opyre cTpaHe, MHoOro je Behn Bpoj OHMX BOjHUX TeopeTudapa, NOMUTMKONOra,
ucTopryapa v coumornora, Kao 1 Hay4dHvKa 13 Apyrux obnactu ApyLUTBEHWX U XyMa-
HUCTUYKMX Hayka, nonyT Mutepa lMapeTa (Peter Paret), Majkna Xayapga (Michael
Howard), Xjy Crtpaxana (Hew Strachan), AHgpeaca Xepbepr-Potea (Andreas
Herberg-Rothe), KonuHa peja (Colin Gray), AHTynuja Evesepuje (Antulio Echevarria),
Tomaca Bangmara (Thomas Waldman), Jlykaca Munesckor (Lukas Milewski), Ba-
cunuja Cokonosckor (Bacunuin Cokondsckuin), MaxmyTa lapejesa (MaxmyT MapeeB)
n Bnagumumpa KeaukoBa (Bnagmmmp KBaukoB), koju UCTWUYY M3Y3E€THY BanMgHOCT U
0e3BpeMeHy BpeOHOCT HeroBux uaeja. TeopujcKy peneBaHTHOCT 1 TpajHocT Knayase-
BMLIEBMX 3aMWCIN U CTABOBA O paTy NOTBphyje 1 YnHeHMLA Aa ce paam O je4HOM oa
HajyTULajHUjUX BOjHUX TeopeTMyapa Yvja gena ce usyyasajy y MHOMMM BOjHUM aka-
feMujama, WTabHUM 1 paTHAM KonelmMMa LWMpoM CBeTa (BUAaW UcTpaxuBarse: Bosio,
2018: 37-38).

lNojeanHe MarKaBOCTU U HEKOH3MCTEHTHOCTY Knay3eBuuese KoHUenTyanusauuje
paTta npou3Bo4 Cy HEpa3BMjEHOCTU BOjHE Teopuje U APYLUTBEHWX HayKa Yy BpeMeHy
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Kada je werosa Teopuja HacTajana, kao 1 HeMoryhHOCTU ayTopa, CNIeTOM OKOSTHO-
CTW, Aa [oBpLUM CBOje XMBOTHO Aeno ,O paty“. HberoBe 3amucnu o0 paty, Kiby4HUM
rnpoLecrma yHyTap OBe MojaBe, heHNM CYLUTUHCKUM KapakTepucTikama, ynorama u
MoHallaky akTepa, BOjHAM acnekTuMa 1 O4HOCY paTta npema nonuTuuu, npeacra-
BIbajy fobap TeOpUjCKM 1 KOHLIENTyarlHW OKBMP 3a Jarba MynTUAMCLMNIIMHApHa Uc-
TpaxuBarba y APYLUTBEHUM U XYMAHWUCTUYKAM Haykama, Koje Cy JaHac Ha MHOro Bu-
LUeMm CTeneHy pa3Boja Hero WwTo je To 6uno npe rotoso 150 roguHa.

3aKrby4ak

Mako y ApyLUTBEHUM U XyMAHUCTUYKUM Haykama MocToje OncexHa UCTpaxmBara
0 paTy, OBa jeAMHCTBEHa W KOMMMeKCHa ApyLWTBeHa nojasa 4O caja je M3yyaBaHa
camo napuujanHo, y cknagy ca AUCLMNIMHAPHWUM OrpaHUYeruMa u TEXWLITEM Ha-
YYHUX MHTEPEeCOBaka y NojeauHUM Haykama v HayyHuM obnactuma. Cuctematckum
MYyNTUAUCUMNIVHAPHUM carfiefaBakbeM KOMMMEKCHOCTW paTa, Kao jeAUHCTBEeHe U
HEMOHOBIbYBE APYLUTBEHE rojaBe, HWUCY npesasufleHa NnomeHyTa AucuunnvHapHa
orpaHuyerba, ¢ 063MpoM Ha TO Aa He NocToju onwTenpuxBaheHn KOHLEnTyanHu u
Teopujcku OKBUP Koju Bu objeaurbaBac 1 ycmepaBao Takea UCTpaxvBamwa. CBefoum
CMO ,3arnocTaBrbama” pata kao npegMmerta UcTpaxusara, jep ce y BehuHu gpyLuTse-
HUX U XYMaHUCTUYKMX HayKa OH TPeTupa Kao LITeTHa ApyLwTBeHa nojasa Kojy Tpeba
CMPEYUTH, OAHOCHO OTKITOHWUTM Y3POKE HErOBOr HacTajama.

Knay3esuLeBa koHUenTyanusauuja pata, kao CKyn 3aMUChn 1 naeja Koje oapaxa-
Bajy CYLUTWUHCKe OApeHuLe OBe nojase, NPeAcTaBiba NOBOMbHY OHTOMOLUKY OCHOBY
3a farba uctpaxueama, 6e3 063vpa Ha ofgpefieHe MarwKaBOCTW Y Norneay Teopujcke
HEKOXEPEHTHOCTU 1 MarnoBUTOCTH, Koje Cy BepoBaTHO Hactane 36or HemoryhHoOCTH
camor ayTopa Aia JOBpLUM CBOje KanuTasHo Aerno.

KnayseBuueBe Teopujcke NOCTaBKe U 3aMUCNW O parTy, Mako HanucaHe npe rotoso
150 roaunHa, nagpxarne cy 6pojHe KpUTUKE, HAPOUMUTO CaBPEMEHNX TEOPETMYApa paTa,
LITO yKasyje Ha BaHBPEMEHCKY BPEAHOCT U BanuAHOCT weroBuxuaeja. OunrnegHo
je da KnayseBsuueBa KoHUenTyanusauuja moxe 6utn gobpa oHTONOLKa OCHOBa 3a
[arba ucTpaxueara Npupoae v Kapaktepa pata, npe ceera 13 nepcnekT1ee Hherosor
BoheHa, U TO He Camo BOjHUM CPEACTBMMA, a pafy OCTBapuBaHa Kpajkber Lumba, a
T0 je nobena y party.

MomeHyTa KOHCTaTaumja Moxe 61TM nonasHa Tadka 3a byayhe Hay4dHe pacrnpase
1 auckycuje o paty, npe csera umajyhu y suay ctas CyH Llya ga ce pagum o nojasu
Of XMBOTHE BaXHOCTM 3a ApXaBy U APYLUTBO, O NpoBremy Koju ce HUMOLLTO He CMe
3aHemapuTy.
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Pe3sume

aT je, kKao M3pasnTo JECTPYKTUBHA U KOMMIIEKCHA APYLITBEHA MojaBa, OdyBek

O1o NpegMeT Hay4HOT MHTEepeCcoBaka U carnefasama y APYLWTBEHUM U XyMa-
HUCTWYKMM Haykama, ¢ 0631MpOM Ha nocreamue Koje 0CTaBrba Ha JbyACKO APYLUTBO Y
LENUHM.

Lurb papa je fa ce, Ha OCHOBY aHanu3e JocafallsyX HayYHUX UCTpaXuBama O
paTy, carnenajy OCHOBHM Npobnemu y 13yyaBawy OBE APYLUTBEHE MOjaBe W NOHyAE
oapehenn aprymeHTu 3awTto 6u Knaysesuuesa KoHuenTyanusauuja pata 6uno gobpo
OHTOMOLLKO MonasuiwTte 3a cBeobyxBaTHWja 1 LENOBUTHja HAayYHA UCTPaXuBatba.

Mako nma HecymMHMBO 3HaYajHy APYLITBEHY yrory, paT ce, Y APYLUTBEHUM U XyMa-
HWUCTMYKMM Haykama camo napumjanHo udyyasa. KOHKpeTHO, pasmatpajy ce nojeau-
HW acnekTun paTta, y3poLu HacTaHKa W HeroBe nocneaule y pasnuuntum obnactuMa
LPYLUTBEHOT XMBOTA, aHanuaunpajy ce nojeduMHayHn paToBum U OpyxaHu cykobu, [oK je
Bpro Marno Aena noceeheHo carnefaBatby HEroBe NPUPOAE W CYLUTUHCKUX KapakTe-
pucTuKa.
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Pa3nosu 3a 0Bako ,3anocTaBrbare” pata cy 6pojHU 1 KOMNNeKCHWU. JeaaH o rnae-
HWX pasnora je keroBa cTUrMaTmaauuja, kao amoparnHe U 4eCTPyKTUBHE APYLITBEHE
rnojase, Npu YEMY Ce H-EroBa ynora y passojy JbyACKOr ApyLUTBa, YECTO UrHOPWLLE U
ocyhyje. 36or onwTe npuxsaheHe ApyLUTBEHE NepuenLmje O LWTETHOCTM paTa, OBa
[pYLUITBEHa NojaBa ce UcTpaxyje napuujanHo, Hajuelhe 13 nepcnekT1ee UHTEpeco-
Bakba NojedMHMX Hay4YHUX AUCLMNIIMHA, OQHOCHO carnefasa ce Herosa noBesaHocT U
penauyje ca nojaBama koje Cy HenocpefaH NpeameT NCTpaxyBatba KOHPETHE Hayke,
Unu Hay4YHe obnactu.

30or gpywTBEHe CTMrMaTu3aumje pata 1 napuujanHor MsyyYaBara OBE MojaBe,
part je nepuunupaH kao UCyBuWLLE KOMMNEKCHa ApYLUTBEHa nojaBa Kojy Huje moryhe
carnegary Kpo3 npuamy jedHe Hayke, Unu HayyHe obnacTu, na ce npuberno myntu-
AUCUMNIIMHapHOM 13ydaBamy pata. MehyTtum, cnaboctu napuujanHor ucTpaxusara
pata Hucy npesasuheHa.

Knay3esuueBa KoHLenTyanusauuja pata, kao CKyn 3aMUCAN U naeja Koje ogpaxa-
Bajy CYLUTWHCKE OApedHuLe OBe nojase, NpeAcTaBmba Ao6py OHTOMOLLKY OCHOBY 3a
[arba ncTpaxvBarba. YNpaBo pasyMeBake MpUpoae U CyLUTUHe paTta, HeroBux 3a-
KOHWTOCTM W NPUHLMNA, OOHOCHO HauYMHa Ha Koju ,NapafoKcanHo TPojcTBO”, ,knuma”
pata, ,Marna” pata u ,puKumja”’ yTuuy Ha TOK U MCXO4 OpyXaHor cykoba npegcta-
BIbajy HEMEPIbUB JONPUHOC BOjHOj TEOPUjW 1 MPpaKcu. TeopujcKy peneBaTHOCT U Tpaj-
HocT Knay3eBuueBmMx naeja v ctaBoBa O paty noTBphyje 1 YnmieHuua Ja ce Herose
3amucny 0 NPMPOAM OBe ApPYLUTBEHE NojaBe U3yvaBajy y CBUM BOjHUM OpraHusaLyja-
Ma 1 UHCTUTYLMjama LIMPOM CBeTa.

KnayseBuLeBe Teopujcke NOCTaBke M 3aMUCIIM O paTy, Mako HanucaHe npe roto-
Bo 150 rogmHa, nsgpxane cy 6pojHe KpUTUKE, HAPOUUTO CaBPEMEHUX TeopeTuyapa
pata, LWTO yKa3yje Ha BaHBPEMEHCKY BPE4HOCT M BannaHOCT KnayseBuueBmx naeja,
6e3 ob3npa Ha ogpeheHe MarKaBUCTU Y Normedy TEOpWjCKe HEKOXPEHTHOCTU U Ma-
rMOBUTOCTH, KOje Cy BEPOBATHO HacTane 36or HemoryhHocTn camor Knaysesuua aa
[OBpLUM CBOj€E KanuTanHo Aeno.

KrbyuHe peuun: Knay3esuuy, pam, oHmornoeauja, 6opba, mpojcmeo, hpukyuja, Kiu-
Ma U Maana pama.

© 2024 Aytopu. Objasuno BojHo deso (http://www.vojnodelo.mod.gov.rs). OBo je una-
Hak OTBOpEHOr npucTyna v gucTpubympa ce y cknagy ca nuueHuom Creative Commons
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
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s a one-of-a-kind and complex social phenomenon, war has al-

ways been a subject of interest and analysis of different fields of
science, chiefly the social and humanistic sciences. Because of its com-
plexity, disciplinary limitations of the fields of science that researched
it, and social stigmatisation, war was only partially studied in social and
humanistic sciences. Such approach did not facilitate complete under-
standing of the nature of war, or gaining insight into its core character-
istics, relations of cause and effect and links, as well as key processes
that take place within it.

On the other hand, because of a multidisciplinary consideration of
the essence of war in research done so far, that were dominated by the
perception that war was too complex and unpredictable phenomenon
to be studied only by one field of study, military theory remained un-
derdeveloped, supressed by scientifically and theoretically constructed
sciences.

To overcome this problem, Clausewitz's conceptualisation of war
represents a suitable ontological starting point for an all-encompassing
scientific insight and understanding of war. Although conceived more
than a century and a half ago, Clausewitz's theoretical postulates of war
withstood the criticism of numerous theoreticians who have not man-
aged to confute their validity and durability.

Clausewitz's ideas about the nature and character of war, the pro-
cesses taking place within this phenomenon and relations between war-
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ring parties, and the role of war as a political instrument, represent a
good theoretical base for further research. Characters of contemporary
wars, however more complex and different from the wars from previous
epochs, still confirm the timeless value of Clausewitz's ideas.

Keywords: Clausewitz, war, ontology, fight, trinity, friction, climate
and fog of war.

Introduction

ar is a unique, brutal, destructive and devastating social phenomenon. On

the other hand, it represents a significant generator of change that cannot be
compared with any other social phenomenon (MaleSevi¢, 2011: 4). Extensive socio-
logical research that analysed over 450 wars waged in previous two centuries, clear-
ly show that war, as a phenomenon, has considerably influenced the development
process of human society (See in detail: Wimmer, Min, 2006: 867-897). It is evident
that war has always had a fundamental driving role in politics, economy, culture, con-
currently having impact on all other fields of social life. Observed historically, it has
always taken key strategic crossroads and turning points in the development of hu-
man society, often marking the beginning and end of historical epochs, places of birth,
development and destruction of international systems and political orders (Barkawi,
Brighton, 2011: 126).

However, regardless of its undoubtedly significant social role, war has been solely
partially studied by social and humanistic sciences. Although there is an extensive
literature that considers certain aspects of war, the causes of its outbreak, and the
consequences in different areas of social life, and analyses individual wars and armed
conflicts, very few works have been dedicated to the comprehension of its nature
and character, and the analysis of its essential characteristics. The reasons for such
“neglect” of war are numerous and complex, and we will examine the most important
ones.

War as a subject of research in social
and humanistic sciences

One of the reasons why war, as a significant social phenomenon, has been out
of focus of scientific research is the spreading of a general social position about the
harmfulness and destructiveness of war, according to which its role in the overall
development of human civilisation is knowingly ignored and condemned, given that
the modern society has become more aware of the amorality and brutality of violence
(Mann, 1988: 143). War is perceived as pathology generated by political elites to
achieve certain interests and goals (See: Keane, 1996: 6-14). Therefore, for a long
time, there has been no general social and scientific interest in the study of war like
with other social phenomena, in its totality, and the field of interest was oriented to-
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wards the exploration of causes and effects of previous wars, and the prevention of
future armed conflicts. However, despite such widely spread perception on its harm-
fulness and efforts to suppress its occurrence, modern wars have become ever more
violent and devastating (MaleSevi¢, 2011: 4).

Because of social stigmatisation, social and humanist sciences predominantly
studied war from the perspective of the interest of certain sciences and scientific disci-
plines, such as political science, international relations, sociology, history, psychology,
anthropology, economy and economic science. In each of the mentioned scientific
fields, war is observed in the framework defined by previous disciplinary and subject
determination in which war, as a phenomenon, is not the main subject of research. In
other words, war has not been in the focus of research of the said sciences and scien-
tific disciplines, and they only analyse its connection and relation to phenomena that
make immediate subject of research of a concrete science or field of science. More
precisely, they research the relation between war and state building process, they
analyse the effect of war on elections and public opinion, they consider the influence
of war on international relations, and they discuss the ethics and legality of war, they
investigate the consequences of war for the society and economy, and they study
different dependencies and cause-and-effect relations between war and other social
phenomena (Barkawi, Brighton, 2011: 128).

In political science, war is studied as one of the means of projecting political pow-
er and achieving certain political interests and goals, whereby the specificities of its
waging, or the warfare, are not analysed in greater detail. In theory of international
relations, war is often reduced to just one of relationships between political entities,
and it is observed to be solely a consequence of much more fundamental processes
in the anarchical international system (Brighton, 2011:102). It is most often perceived
as the continuation of the process of geopolitical competition, or a violent change of
the balance of power in international system (Brighton, 2019:130).

To a large extent, sociology observes war as just one of the forms of organised
and collective violence when it tries to comprehend its causes and conditions for its
outbreak, the role of society as a collectivity and to analyse its consequences for so-
ciety and individuals (See in detail: MaleSevi¢, 2010). Attempts of certain European
sociologists, such as Gaston Bouthoul, Bert Réling and other, gathered around the
International Peace Research Association - IPRA, to study more comprehensively the
phenomenon of war, as a separate scientific discipline “polemology”, have not yielded
expected results (Bouthoul, 1968: 104).

On the other hand, history researches wars as crucial and important historical
events in the development of human civilisation. It analyses them as concrete and
unique phenomena, whereby it focuses on the specificities of the context in which
they unfolded, and the roles and behaviour of war participants. Its scientific discipline,
military history, investigates the ways in which military power was used in previous
wars, and enables a more detailed insight into all forms of warfare (Vego, 2010: 126).
And yet, though military history perhaps offers the most complete insight into the past
wars and enables a detailed analysis of war experience and lessons learned, military
historians do not deal with theoretical abstracting and development of concept that
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would reflect essential characteristics of war, describe and explain its nature and pro-
cesses that unfold in it.

Partial observation of war by social and humanistic sciences is often justified by
the position that it is an extremely complex and unique phenomena that is not possible
to comprehend through the prism of one science or scientific field (Gat, 2006: ix). That
is why they resorted to a multidisciplinary examination of war, as a complex phenom-
enon, primarily in strategic studies, and then in the studies of war and peace, and in
security studies, with an intention to produce one all-encompassing and summary
picture of essential determinants of war, its nature and character, and processes that
take place between warring parties (Barkawi, Brighton, 2011: 127).

However, weaknesses of the partial observation have not been overcome. Ex-
aminations done in strategic studies are not centred around war, but the problem of
strategy, politics, use of military power, and projecting other instruments of power to
achieve specific interests and goals (See in detail: Gray, 1999). In strategic studies,
war is observed solely from the perspective of its strategic instrumentalisation for
political purposes (Barkawi, Brighton, 2011: 129). Modern studies of war, practiced
in leading world universities, have a rather broad research span, which, apart from
strategic studies and military-expert analysis, international relations, political theory,
military history and sociology, encompass the study of philosophy, ethics, and other
quite diverse scientific disciplines, but without an integrating link in conceptual and
theoretical sense (Barkawi, Brighton, 2011:130). By embracing a broader security
agenda, through the theory of securitisation, critical study of security and concept of
human security, security studies have shifted the focus of research from war to other
non-traditional, or non-military challenges, risks and threats to security, and forms of
jeopardising security such as religious and ethnic extremism, terrorism, ecological
risks, migration, human trafficking, and the smuggling of narcotics (Barkawi, 2011:
3-4).

From previously presented positions, it can be concluded that war has been dis-
placed from the focus of scientific research, and fragmented as the subject of re-
search of different scientific fields and interdisciplinary areas. In the root of this issue
lies an even more significant and fundamental problem - understanding and deter-
mining the essence of war. When theoreticians explain war, they present an onto-
logical statement since it contains the explicit understanding of the essence of war.
Accordingly, the question “What is war?” certainly is an ontological question, and the
response should point to the essence of war, or the constants, general and necessary
characteristics of war, as well as its specificities that make it different from other forms
of social conflicts (Vracar, 2017: 296-297).

Clausewitz’'s Conceptualisation of War

To respond to previously asked questions, it is necessary to determine certain on-
tological starting points on war, and it is necessary to identify, categorise, and describe
its fundamental structure, explain internal processes, connections and relations be-
tween the actors in a conflict, that would serve to formulate fundamental assumptions
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for further research (Barkawi, Brighton, 2011: 134). That is a highly complex problem
having in mind that: “Since the times of Heraclitus the ontological foundations of war
and peace have been seriously neglected, even though war and peace as social phe-
nomena have been a daily concern.” (Durfee, 1975: 549).

Yet, the mentioned ontological foundations can be found in Clausewitz’s conceptu-
alisation of war whose fundamental theoretical postulates offer a possibility for further
examination of its purpose and analysis of the way war is used as a political instru-
ment. Also, Clausewitz’s idea of war creates a theoretical space for a deeper analysis
of its structure, elements and internal processes, as well as the nature of relations
between warring sides and other actors involved in the conflict (BariSi¢, Vracar, 2023:
1/123).

Clausewitz’s entire idea about war is founded on the examination of relations
between purpose, defined by policy, and war as a means, or an instrument for its
achievement (Echevarria, 2007a: 22). For this Prussian theoretician and “philosopher
of war” war is: “...Areal political instrument, the continuation of policy with other means
(Clausewitz, 1976: 86), whereby those of violent character are dominant. He believes
that war is an instrument where one applies mass, organised and collective violence
to compel enemy to submit to the will of the opposing side, or: “...an act of violence to
compel our opponent to fulfil our will.” (Clausewitz, 1976: 75).

At the same time, for Clausewitz, war is a two-way phenomenon where the fight
between warring sides is the ultimate law of war (Echevarria, 2007a: 3). In his “com-
bat-centric” theory: “...the combat is central military activity; all other activities just
support it.” (Clausewitz, 1976: 268). The essence of the combat he explains using a
metaphor of a duel in which opponents, using violence, exchange blows (Clausewitz,
1976: 97). However, for Clausewitz, war was much more than a kinetic interaction, a
collision of violent forces, but it represented a conflict of opposing wills (Clausewitz,
1976: 248), where each of the sides strives to achieve its goals, concurrently reacting
to the activities of other actors (Echevarria, 2007a: 64).

Understanding war as the fight between warring parties that have their own goals
and will, Clausewitz significantly deflected from arithmetical and geometrical concep-
tualisations of war of his predecessors and contemporaries, such as Henry Lloyd, An-
toine-Henri Jomini and Heinrich von Biilow (See in detail: Waldman, 2012: 345-374).
He believed that it is necessary to examine sociological and psychological aspects of
war, such as hostility, fear, insecurity and chance, stressing that war is more governed
by law of probability than the logic of necessity (Clausewitz, 1976: 90). By underly-
ing the position that the nature of war is conditioned by the law of probability, not by
laws of deterministic character, Clausewitz clearly observed that the decisions on war
are made in conditions of uncertainty, or incomplete information about the adversary
and conditions in which it is waged (Clausewitz, 1976: 84-85). Incomplete knowledge
about the adversary can have a direct impact on the intensity and scope of violence,
having in mind the tendency of war leaders to overestimate or underestimate the pow-
er of their adversaries (Cimbala, 1991: 180-181).

From the said reasons, Clausewitz observed the twofold nature of war, claiming
that this phenomenon possesses its objective and subjective components (Paret,
1985:154). Objective nature of war, common to all wars, consists of permanent ele-
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ments such as violence, friction, chance, and insecurity. On the other hand, subjective
nature of war, or its character, is specific to every single war (Gray, 2007: 24). It is re-
flected in the peculiarities of the organisation, structure, doctrine and tactics of armed
forces of warring sides, the way in which weapons are used, and in specificities of the
implementation of other instruments of power. At that, Clausewitz stresses that: “...
each age has its kind of war, its own limiting conditions and specific preconceptions.”
(Clausewitz, 1976: 593). For this Prussian theoretician, the character of war refers
to its transitory, conditioned and adapted characteristics regarding the application of
military force and other instruments of power in relation to different periods of warfare
throughout history (Sheehan, 2007: 216). According to Clausewitz’s ideas, the char-
acter of war evolves continuously in space and time, under the influence of different
political, social, economic and technological conditions (Hoffman, 2017: 23).

Interpreting Clausewitz’'s previous positions, it can be deduced that the objective
and subjective nature of war are in a constant mutual interaction. The objective nature
of war can be changed due to the changes of elements in its subjective component.
More precisely, elements such as violence and uncertainty can vary in intensity, pro-
portion and relative role in a war, because of new types of armament and methods of
warfare, and changes of socio-political conditions that can limit or escalate the use of
violence, or the use of weapons (Echevarria, 2003: 8). However, to the largest extent,
the character of war is determined by the relation between military power and desired
political goals, and the relation between confronting sides in a conflict (Milevski, 2016:
441).

In his conceptualisation of war, Clausewitz singles out three dominant elements,
which, according to his opinion, can have a decisive impact on the course and out-
come of war: violence, chance and purpose, which he metaphorically named “a won-
derful trinity” (Echevarria, 2007a: 69). He describes the first element as primordial
hatred and animosity, but also as conscious antagonistic intentions (Clausewitz, 1976:
592-593). He observes the second element, the chance, in wider terms, as the inter-
action between probability and chance, pointing out that it is one of the most influential
factors in war (Clausewitz, 1976: 85). In that respect, he addressed this factor more as
the product of certain, often unpredictable circumstances, or an interaction between
possibilities, probability and luck (Clausewitz, 1976: 86). He would point out that war
was more like a game of cards where strengths and weaknesses of the opponent are
assessed in the same way, as well as his manner of play, or warfare, and where, at
the same time, one takes chance, bluffs, disguises and deceives (Echevarria, 2007a:
72). This renowned Prussian theoretician investigated the third element, the purpose
of war, through the subordination of war to politics, which, according to his opinion,
defines the character of war, formulates goals of strategy, determines the intensity
and scope of the use of violence, the way of engagement of the armed forces, and it
defines the criteria for the evaluation of success in the war (Echevarria, 2007a: 70).
According to him, all three mentioned elements of the “trinity” are in a mutually dynam-
ic interaction, whereby he links them to certain segments of society: violence to the
people, chance to the army/general, and the purpose to the government/ruling elite,
whereby all mentioned segments of society can have influence on any of the said
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elements of the “trinity” depending on the context in which war is waged (Clausewitz,
1976: 89).

According to Clausewitz, the mentioned views on the nature of war and processes
within the “trinity” enable warring sides to appropriately comprehend the character of
war and shape strategic approach within it (Echevarria, 2007b: 198). In addition, it is
only the comprehension of internal processes and relations within the Clausewitz's
“trinity” that enables the understanding of the “universe of war”, or the condition within
which strategy functions (Waldman, 2009: 43).

Apart from the consideration of the nature of war and the famous “trinity”, Clause-
witz also analysed other important elements of war such as danger, extreme physi-
cal strain, insecurity and chance, which he metaphorically calls the “climate” of war
(Clausewitz, 1976: 104). For him, danger is the element in which war exists and which
represents a necessary product of the fight between warring sides, comparing it with
the state of birds in the air, or fish in the water (Clausewitz, 1976: 85-86, 138). Ac-
cording to his opinion, that is the element that equally influences both intellect and
emotions, triggering the feeling of fear, instinct of self-preservation and blurs clear
judgement. On the other hand, extreme physical strain, in the form of exhaustion,
fatigue, hunger and thirst can largely distort soldiers’ judgement in extreme conditions
(Clausewitz, 1976: 115). Under uncertainty, he primarily implied almost chronic incom-
pleteness, inaccuracy, and subjectivity of information on adversary and environment,
which should be the basis for the action in war (Clausewitz, 1976: 117). That chronic
state of information uncertainty, in which warring sides operate, he metaphorically
called the “fog” of war (Clausewitz, 1976: 101,140). Analysing the “climate of war”, he
interpreted chance as an endless sequence of events and circumstances that may
occur randomly disturbing and hindering military activities (Clausewitz, 1976: 119).

In his conceptualisation of war, Clausewitz particularly singled out “friction” as an
important element of its objective nature. Under “friction” he implied all difficulties that
can happen in war, influenced by various external factors (Clausewitz, 1976: 119).
He differentiated between two types of friction. “General friction” occurs because of a
cumulative action of previously examined elements of the “climate” of war. “General
friction”, together with the “climate” of war, he described as the “atmosphere of war”
(Clausewitz, 1976: 104,122). On the other hand, “sporadic friction”, according to his
opinion, occurs due to the random influence of the factor of “chance” on the course of
war which makes even the simplest thing difficult (Clausewitz, 1976: 119). Clausewitz
believed that the effects of the both types of friction can often be built and multiplied
(Echevarria, 2007a: 107).

Analysing previously stated Clausewitz's ideas on war, and interpretation of his
ideas by certain authors, one can express a critical view that it is an insufficiently
systematised, incomplete, and slightly vague set of ideas of this famous “philosopher
of war”. However, the undisputed fact is that Clausewitz’s ideas about war have with-
stood criticism of numerous theoreticians, although the said critical views emerged
almost one hundred years after the death of this Prussian theoretician. Their lack of
success points to the fact that Clausewitz's work “On War” represented the result of
a quest for objective knowledge, since his ideas and positions, stated in the book,
were founded and systematised in accordance with the logic of Immanuel Kant, with
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which Clausewitz had been familiarised during his education listening to the lectures
of Kant's follower and associate Johann Kiesewetter (Echevarria, 2007a: 22).

Unlike his famous and influential contemporary Jomini, who endeavoured in his
works to formulate principles, instructions, and recommendations as to how to wage
war successfully, Clausewitz tried to theoretically abstract, formulate and objectivise
the laws and principles of war in general, that would serve as a basis for the enhance-
ment of critical thinking, judgement, and reflexion on war, as a unique social phe-
nomenon (Echevarria, 2007a: 26). From the said reason, his book “On War” largely
deviates from then military works of doctrinal character because it was written with a
view to educating military minds on reasoning and making decisions in war (Echevar-
ria, 2007a: 29).

Clausewitz deeply believed that understanding the nature of war significantly im-
pacts its waging, and approaches and ways in which military strategy, doctrine and
concepts are developed, and armed forces trained, equipped, and engaged. It is pre-
cisely the understanding of the nature and essence of war, its laws and principles, or
manners in which the “paradoxical trinity”, “climate” of war, “fog” of war, and “friction”
influence the course and outcome of an armed conflict, that can trigger considerable
critical and creative thinking about this unique social phenomenon (Echevarria, 2007a:
58). Clausewitz thought that it was the reason why the task of theory in the study of
war was to explain its nature or, more precisely, to help its clarification (Clausewitz,
1976: 141).

In his efforts to explain the nature of war and its essential characteristics, Clause-
witz had to answer the key epistemological question: Is it possible to study war using
scientific approaches and methods, or, is war a skill or a science? He believed that this
was of fundamental importance, because entire approach to this social phenomenon
depended on it (Clausewitz, 1976: 148-150). Although he rejected the idea that war
could be studied as a phenomenon, based on strict scientific laws and principles, he
advocated for a systematic approach to its research. According to Clausewitz, war
could never be compared to some mechanical skill, or craft, regardless of the fact that
some specific given truths could be applied objectively and unbiasedly to explain this
phenomenon (Waldman, 2012: 356). Also, absolute, so-called mathematical factors,
could never take a firm position in military calculations (Clausewitz, 1976: 86). He
compared war to art, because, according to his understanding, the essence of art is to
create. However, for Clausewitz, all forms of art contain certain scientific knowledge,
while an applied science always contains elements of creativity and reasoning, which
eventually brought him to the conclusion that: “...it is impossible to separate art from
knowledge.” (Clausewitz, 1976: 148). He applied the same analogy to war as well,
because he believed that a commander’s creativity, or the ability to make decisions
according to the circumstances on the battlefield, depended on the body of knowledge
about relations between the actors, phenomena and processes in armed conflicts
(Waldman, 2012: 357).

Previous Clausewitz’s positions can lead to the conclusion that war, as a phenom-
enon, falls into the realm of art, but also in the realm of science, whereby he obviously
tends to treat war more like an art chiefly because of its unique and unrepeating na-
ture. However, he warns that the analysis of war, founded on the difference between
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art and science can: “...wrongfully place this phenomenon on a par with other arts and
sciences, which can result in a mass of untrue analogies.” (Clausewitz, 1976: 149).

On the other hand, according to Clausewitz, laws of war that are of determinist
character, such as those in mathematics, physics, and technical sciences, were im-
possible to formulate, because of numerous subjective and difficult to measure factors
within this phenomenon, whose relations and interactions are not possible to describe
and explain with mathematical precision (Paret, 1985: 153). In that respect, he per-
manently pointed out the complexity of relations between causes and consequences
of war, the constant interaction between the opposites within this phenomenon. Also,
he often stressed the changing nature of influences of diverse conditions in a conflict,
as well as the important role of difficult to measure social and psychological factors,
which theory at that time could not fully comprehend and analyse (Waldman, 2012:
357).

Clausewitz conceptualisation of war represents an immeasurable contribution to
military theory and practice, especially having in mind that his theoretical ideas, over
the course of time, withstood criticism of numerous theoreticians of war such as Mary
Kaldor, Martin van Creveld, John Keegan, Franck Hoffman, Rupert Smith, Kalevi Hol-
sti, William Lind, and Thomas Hammes.

On the other hand, there is a much greater number of those military theoreticians,
political scientists, historians and sociologists, as well as scientists from other fields of
social and humanistic sciences, such as Peter Paret, Michael Howard, Hew Strachan,
Andreas Herberg-Rothe, Colin Gray, Antulio Echevarria, Thomas Waldman, Lukas
Milewski, Vasilin Sokoldvskin, Mahmut Gareev, and Vladimir Kvackov, who empha-
sise exceptional validity and timeless value of his ideas. Theoretical relevance and
duration of Clausewitz’s ideas and positions on war are confirmed by the fact that this
is one of the most influential military theoreticians whose works are studied at many
military academies, staff and war colleges worldwide (See research: Bosio, 2018:
37-38).

Certain shortcomings and inconsistencies of Clausewitz’s conceptualisation of war
are the product of underdevelopment of military theory and social sciences at the time
when his theory emerged, and the inability of the author, due to the set of circumstanc-
es, to finish his life work “On War”. His ideas on war, key processes within this phe-
nomenon, its essential characteristics, roles and behaviour of actors, military aspects
and the relation of war to politics, represent a good theoretical and conceptual frame-
work for further multidisciplinary research in social and humanistic sciences which are
at much higher degree of development today than they were almost 150 years ago.

Conclusion

Although there is detailed research done on war by social and humanistic scienc-
es, so far, this unique and complex social phenomenon has been studied only par-
tially in keeping with disciplinary limitations and focus of scientific interests of certain
sciences and scientific fields. A systematic multidisciplinary analysis of the complexity
of war, as a unique and unrepeatable social phenomenon has not overcome the said
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disciplinary limitations, having in mind that there is no generally accepted conceptual
and theoretical framework that would unify and guide such research. We are witness-
es to the “neglect” of war as the subject of research, because most social and human-
istic sciences treat it as a harmful social phenomenon that should be prevented, or
whose causes should be eliminated.

Clausewitz’s conceptualisation of war, as a set of thoughts and ideas that reflect
essential denominators of this phenomenon, represents a favourable ontological ba-
sis for further research, regardless of certain shortcomings in terms of theoretical
incoherence and vagueness, which probably occurred because of the inability of the
very author to complete his capital work.

Clausewitz’s theoretical ideas and thoughts about war, although written almost
150 years ago, withstood many criticisms, especially by modern theoreticians of war,
which points to the timeless value and validity of his ideas. It is obvious that Clause-
witz's conceptualisation can be a good ontological basis for further research on the
nature and character of war, primarily from the perspective of war waging, not only
using military means, for the purpose of achieving the end goal, which is the victory
in war.

The said conclusion can be the starting point for future scientific arguments and
discussions about war, firstly having in mind the position of Sun Tsu that war is a phe-
nomenon of life importance for a state and society, about a problem that cannot be
neglected by any means.
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Summary

ar, as an extremely destructive and complex social phenomenon, has always
been a subject of scientific interest and analysis in social and humanistic
sciences, having in mind the consequences that it has for human society as a whole.

The aim of this paper is to explore, based on the analysis of scientific research
on war conducted so far, the fundamental problems in the study of this social phe-
nomenon, and offer certain arguments because Clausewitz's conceptualisation of war
would make a good ontological starting point for more comprehensive and complete
scientific research.

Notwithstanding its undoubtedly significant social role, war has been solely partial-
ly studied by social and humanistic sciences. More precisely, certain aspects of war
are considered, the causes for its outbreak and its consequences in different areas of
social life, also, singular wars and armed conflicts are analysed, while there are but
few works dedicated to the comprehension of its nature and essential characteristics.

The reasons for such “neglect” of war are numerous and complex. One of the key
reasons is its stigmatisation, as an amoral and destructive social phenomenon, where-
by its role in the development of human society is often ignored and condemned. Due
to the widely spread social perception of the harmfulness of war, this social phenome-
non is researched partially, most often from the perspective of the interest of individual
scientific disciplines, meaning that its connectedness and relations with phenomena
that are a direct subject of research of a concrete science, or scientific field are ob-
served.

Because of the social stigmatisation of war and partial research of this phenom-
enon, war is perceived as a way too complex social phenomenon that is impossible
to comprehend through the prism of one science, or scientific field, so researchers
resorted to multidisciplinary examination of war. However, weaknesses of the partial
research on war have not been overcome.

Clausewitz’s conceptualisation of war, as a set of thoughts and ideas that reflect
essential denominators of this phenomenon, represents a good ontological basis for
further research. It is precisely the understanding of the nature and essence of war,
its laws and principles, or manners in which the “paradoxical trinity”, “climate” of war,
“fog” of war, and “friction” influence the course and outcome of an armed conflict, that
represent the immeasurable contribution to the military theory and practice. Theoret-
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ical relevance and duration of Clausewitz’s ideas and positions on war are confirmed
by the fact that his ideas about the nature of this social phenomenon are studied in all
military organisations and institutions worldwide.

Clausewitz's theoretical ideas and thoughts about war, although written almost
150 years ago, withstood many criticisms, especially by modern theoreticians of war,
which points to the timeless value and validity of Clausewitz's ideas, regardless of
certain shortcomings in terms of theoretical incoherence and vagueness, which prob-
ably occurred because of the inability of the very author to complete his capital work.
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