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Kapko
TpajaHoCKM VBOAHUK:
3owTo co Teopuja

npoTtus Tepop(u3mor)?

HexkoJsky Meceru mpej 3alI09HYBaHETO Ha BOEHATAa OIle-
paruja ,,Cimo6o/a 3a Upauanure” 60poT Ha ,InenTure-
T O/IJIy4YH J]a TOCBETH CIEIMjaIeH OJIEN O CIIUCAHUETO
3a pa3mIHUTe GPEMUHUCTUYKH OATJIACH TIO TTOBOJ BOj-
Harta Bo Mpak. 3a kaJ1, BojHaTa UcIaaHa mobpaa o Teo-
pujaTta, ¥ oOHA mITO Oerre TPBOOUTHO 3aMUCJIEHO KAKO
IIOYETHO CYyTeCTUBHO Mpaiiame - ,,Co Teopuja MpOTHB Te-
pop(u3moT)?“ - Habpry Oelre mpedOPMYIUPAHO BO HEIIITO
mocy6Bep3uBHOTO: ,,CO TEPOP IPOTUB TEPOPU3MOT?

Harrero eKCIUTHIMTHO yIIaTyBakbe Ha TEKOBHATA ,,BOjHA
IIPOTUB TepopoT“ Oellle MOTHBUPAHO OJ] IPAIIAEKHETO
»,KakBa yjora Moxe ja urpa iieopujaitia geHec?” -
HaZI0BP3yBajKU ce Ha corjie/idaTa Jieka BojHaTa IIPOTHUB
Hpaxk Gelle 3a Toa KaKBa yJiora IMaaT HaMepa Jla UTpaar
CAJl Bo naBaeceT u pBUOT Bek. HaBucTtuHa, MOKe U
TeopHjaTa ce YIIITe 1a JKUBee CO HaJIexK JleKa MOKe JIa UTpa
HEKaKBa yJiora Bo 6p30 IIPOMEHIUBUOT METAa-TIOJTUTHIKH
CBET, aKO Ce 3eMe IIPeIBHU/] HEMOKTa Ha CIIEKYJIaTUBHUOT
JINCKYPC HACIPOTH MOTEHTHUTE, (haCIMHUPAUKY CAUKU
JUCTPUOYHpaHU 07 CTpaHAa Ha MOJIEPHUTE ,lIEHETPH-
pauKH“ MeTMyMHu ?

Hamnucure Bo 0BOj 0/171€71 Ce MPEOKYIHPAHU CO MOKHOC-
THTE 3a JIeJIOTBOPEH TEOPETCKU OZTOBOP KOj Ke Ouzie BO
TeCHa BPCKA CO YPreHTHUTe loauiliuuku mpobieMu u
MOXKHH peIlIeHNja, HAMECTO CO AIICTPAKTHU TEOPETCKU
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Trajanoski Editorial:

Why theory
against terror(ism)?

Few months before the beginning of the military opera-
tion “Iraqi freedom” the board of “Identities” decided to
present a variety of feminist responses to the crisis in Iraq
in a special section of the Journal. However, the war
turned out to be faster then theory and what was initially
intended as a suggestive opening question - “With theory
against terror(ism)?” - was promptly reformulated into a
more subversive one: “With terror against terrorism?”

Our explicit reference to the ongoing “war on terror” was
motivated by the question “What sort of role the theory
could play nowadays?” - with respect to the insight that
the war against Iraq was about what sort of role the United
States intends to play in the twenty-first century. Indeed,
could theory still live with hopes that it can play any role
in a fast-changing meta-political world, taking into con-
sideration the powerlessness of a speculative theoretical
discourse vis-a-vis the potent, fascinating images distrib-
uted by the contemporary “penetrating” media?

What the articles in the present section are concerned with
are possibilities of an effective theoretical response closely
related to the pressing political problems and possible so-
lutions, rather than the abstract theoretical issues unre-
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npamnrarma HeoAroBOPHU BO OJHOC Ha UOoAUTHUYKOUIO.
Cute Tpu NpPUJOHECU Ce U3BOHPEJHU NMPUMEPHU 34
~JUCKYP3UBEH OTIIOP“ IPOTUB ,0pyTasiHaTa dopMa Ha
MMIIEpUjaJTHO HACHJICTBO“ KaKO U IPOTUB ,,AMEPUKAH-
cKaTa MacKyJHMHUCTUYKA BoeHa ujeosoruja“. Tue
BJIEBAAT CYIITECTBEHA HAJIEXK JIEKA POIOBO-UYBCTBUTEI-
HaTa TeopHja e JOBOJHO MOKHA J1a 06e3b6enu Gapem
»aJIEKBaTHO 00jacHyBaIbe Ha POMEHUTE BO IJI0OATTHUOT
CBETCKU IOPEJIOK 00JIMKYBaH O] ,,COBPEMEHUTE aMEepPHU-
KaHCKHU yIOTpeOH U 3JI0yIIoTpeOn Ha MOKTa®.

VHTepBjynpaHa 72 yaca 10 II0YeTOKOT Ha BOjHATA IIPOTUB
Wpak, llynut baTtiep e npeokynupaHa cO MOIIHE
YyBCTBUTETHUTE TEMHU Ha elliuKailia Ha HeHACUACI8olo:
Kaxko na ce 3anpe niukiycoT Ha oamasaara? Kaksa Bpcka
uma dunocodujata co mupotr? /laau BojHaTa UMa
HeKakBa Bpcka co mupor? Kako ga ce crpasume co
HaIllaTa COTICTBEHA PAHJIMUBOCT? 30IITO U HA KOj HAUUH
T'Yl IexyMaHU3UpaMe OHUe KOH KOU BpPIIIMMe HaCUJICTBO?
[IITo mpaBaT YOBEKOBUTE IIpaBa M KaKO Jja ce OArOBOPHU
Ha CyCIIeH3HjaTa Ha OOBPCKUTE O] MEI'YHAPO/THOTO IIPABO
— CyCIIeH/IUpambe BO IMeTO Ha CyIIepHOPHOCTA Ha IIPABOTO
Ha HaIl{jaTa /ia ja CTaBU cBojaTa 06e30eJHOCT HaJl CEKOE
ZIpyro UHAUBUAYATHO IIPABO?

Hanucot Ha CBersiana Cianimiak e NpeoKylnupaH co
HETaTUBHUTE IOCJEAUIIA O OHA IITO Taa IO HapeKyBa
»,CMPTTa Ha UJIeoJIoTHjaTa“ — Ha KOj HAYMH OCHPOMAIITY-
BamETO Ha JaBHUOT JUCKYPC BO JyrocjiaBuja mpujoHece
3a BojHUTe Ha BankaHoT 1 ,,kako He caMo 300POBUTE TYKY
HCTO TaKa OTCYCTBOTO Ha 300pOBU MOXKe /la IIPOU3BeE/Ie
KaTacTpodaTH MOCJIEAUIIH 32 YOBEKOBATA PEATTHOCT BO
BpCKa €O ,TaKaHapeueHaTa IIOCT-BOEHa CUTyaIHja BO
Wpaxk®“. Taa ru U3710KyBa UTHOPAHIIMjaTa HA HOBUOT
aMepHUKaHCKU KOJIOHHjaIn3aM, HeroBaTa HeuyBCTBUTEI-
HOCT 3a JIpyTU KyJITypU, HETOBaTa TEHJIEHIIHja J1a ja
YHUIITYBa HUBHATa KOJIEKTHBHA MeMOpH]ja, ,,KOJOHU-
jayiHaTa UHJOJIEHTHOCT KOH KOJIOHU3UPAHUTE" KaKo U

sponsive towards the political. All three contributions are
remarkable examples of “discursive resistance” against
“the brutal form of imperial violence”, as well as against
“the American masculinist military ideology”. They give
essential hopes that a gender-sensitive theory is power-
ful enough, at least to provide “an adequate account of
the changes in the global world order” shaped by the “con-
temporary American uses and abuses of power”.

Interviewed 72 hours after the beginning of the war
against Iraq, Judith Butler is concerned with highly sen-
sitive issues of the ethic of non-violence: How to break a
cycle of revenge? What does philosophy have to do with
peace? Does war have anything to do with peace? How to
deal with your own vulnerability? Why and how we
dehumanise those to whom we do violence? What human
rights do and how to respond to the suspension of obliga-
tions under international law — a suspension made in the
name of superiority of the right of a nation to put its own
security above any other individual right?

Svetlana Slapsak’s article is concerned with the negative
effects of what she calls “the death of ideology” - how the
impoverishment of public discourse in Yugoslavia con-
tributed to the war in the Balkans and “how not only words
but also absence of words can produce catastrophic con-
sequences for human reality” with reference to “the so
called post-war situation in Iraq”. She exposes the igno-
rance of the new American colonialism, its insensitivity
to other cultures, its tendency to destroy their collective
memory, “the colonial indolence towards the colonised”
as well as the hidden ideological messages implanted
through the manipulative machine of CNN.
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IIPUKPHUEHUTE WUEOJIOIIKN MOPAaKU UMIUIAHTUPAHU CO
IIOMOIII Ha MaHUITyJIaTUBHaTa MamuHa Ha CNN.

W3zjasara Ha Po3u Bpaugoru e HacouyBaHa oJ1 mpeTIoc-
TaBKaTa JleKa KOe U J]Ja € BEPOJIOCTOJHO M OJATOBOPHO
objacHyBame Ha JieHellIHaTa CBeTCKa cocTojoa ,,rpeba faa
T'Y 3eMe IPeJIBU, HOBUTE MeI'yHAPOJIHHU OJTHOCH Ha MOK
u ysiorata Ha AMepukaHckaTa umnepuja“. Taa e riiaBHO
IIPpeOKyIIUpaHa co MOCJIEeUIIUTE Of] ,UMILJIO3UjaTa Ha
‘TpaHC-aTJIaHTCKaTa OCKa“, COTOJIeHaTa BUCTHHA JIEKa 33/
¢daciimampanocra Ha EBpona co CA/] ce Hasupa ,ucTopuc-
KaTa PeaJTHOCT Ha aMEPUKAHCKUOT KYJITYPEH U €KOHOM-
cku umnepujanusam”. Cera, kora (pacIHHIPAHOCTa BEKe
jaHema, BpauyioTu ja 3amucityBa ,EBporickara yHuja Kako
MIOCT-HAIMOHATUCTHYKH OIIIITECTBEH ITPOCTOP KOj MOKE
Jla TpaHcopMHupa HEKOU O/ HajIOUIUTE aCHeKTH Ha
€BPOIEHTPU3MOT®.

Haxkyco, cute Tpu npuioHecH ce Hajybe/ITNBO CBE/IOIITBO
3a HEBEPOJIOCTOjHOCTA Ha 37paBOpa3yMcKaTa MPEeTIIoc-
TaBKa JieKa lieopujailia iMa MaJIKy 3aeJTHUIKH HeIllTa CO
(momutmukara) tipakca. PakT e eKa HAJrOJIEMHUOT JIEJT
O/l TEOPETCKUTE OOUAU 3a COOUYyBame CO peanHuilie
MMOJIUTUYKH MPOOJIEMU ce HEYCHEIIHU BO IOTJIe] Ha
HUBHATAa OCHOBHA MHTEHI[Mja — Jla HampaBaT bapeMm
Hexkaxea 3HayajHa pas3jIdKa BO MOJUTHYKHOT KUBOT. U
IIOKpaj Toa, He cMeeMe Jia ce obecxpabpume U Tpeba J1a
MIPOJIOJI?KUME CO CBEXXHM OOH/IM 3a Ipajielbe HOBU U
o100 PH CBETOBH CO ITOMOIII Ha 300p08U, HAMECTO CO MeY
Jla ypuBaMe HEKOj cTap CBeT caMO IOPaju TOa IITO
HeroBaTa ocobeHa ,opMa Ha JKUBOT“ HEe MOJKe Jia ce
BKJIOITH BO ,,AMEPHUKAaHCKHUOT COH".

Rosi Braidotti’s statement is guided by the assumption
that any credible and responsible account of the state of
the world today “needs to take into account new
international power relations and the role of the American
empire”. She is manly concerned with the effects of “the
implosion of the ‘Trans-Atlantic’ axis”, with the naked
truth that behind Europe’s fascination with USA lurks “the
historical reality of American cultural and economic
imperialism”. Now, when the fascination is over, Braidotti
is imagining “the European Union as a post-nationalist
social space which can transform some of the worst
aspects of Euro-centrism”.

In a word, all three contributions constitute a most
convincing testimony of the fallacy of the common sense
assumption that theory has little to do with a (political)
praxis. It is a fact that the greatest part of theoretical
attempts to cope with real political problems have failed
in relation to their basic intention - to make, at least, some
significant difference in political life. However, we must
not be discouraged and we have to continue with our fresh
attempts to build new and improved worlds with words
rather than to destroy some old one with swords only
because its peculiar “form of life” could not fit in “the
American dream”.

Translated by the author
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