TEME, r. XLIII, 6p. 4, okrobap — nenembap 2019, ctp. 1171-1185
IMpernenuu pazn https://doi.org/10.22190/TEME191031070V
IMpumiseno: 31. 10. 2019. UDK 327:911.3(497.11)
PeBugupana Bepsuja: 5. 11. 2019.

Onobpeno 3a mrammy: 1. 12. 2019.

THE GEOPOLITICAL REALITY OF SERBIA
AND ITS SECURITY

Igor Vukonjanski, Dragoljub Sekulovic?

'Government of Republic of Serbia -

National Academy of Public Administration, Belgrade, Serbia
2University Union-Nikola Tesla, Faculty of Business Studies and Law,
Belgrade, Serbia
“igor.vukonjanski@napa.gov.rs

Abstract

In the assessment of Serbia’s security within the Balkan geopolitical node, it is
important to analyze the position of foreign political centers of power and their geopolitical
partners in the region, as well as the relations with other geopolitical nodes (Caucasus,
Middle East) or key zones (Bosphorus, Dardanelles, Suez). Usually, power centers such as
the US, NATO, EU, Russia and others demonstrate their inclination to protect the interests
of a particular ethnic group, religious inclination, or state. The relations between Eurasia
(Russia) and Orthodox Serbia, as well as between Mitteleurope (Germany, Austria) and
Catholic Croatia can serve as examples from history. From the specific European, Eurasian
and global centers of geopolitical power, the Balkans are viewed in terms of a very specific
geopolitical interest.

In such a sensitive environment, the Republic of Serbia seeks to find a balanced
relationship both with the great powers and with the states and peoples in the immediate
environment. Balancing military neutrality, threading the path to European integration, and
turning to Russia and Eurasian allies, all raise a number of issues in the area of security and
stable political positioning on the contemporary world stage.

Key words: Serbia, Balkans, Balkanism, Geopolitical Node, Security.

I'EOINIOJIMTUYKA CTBAPHOCT CPBUJE
N BbEHA BE3BEJJTHOCT

ArncTpakr

VY ouenn 6e30emHocTr CpOuje y OKBHpPY OATKAHCKOT TEOMOIUTHYKOr YBOPa O]l 3HA-
Yaja je aHaIM3a HO3HIHje CIOJFHOMONMUTHYKUX [IEHTapa MOMH M BbHXOBHUX TCOMOIUTHIKHIX
HapTHEpa Y PErHoHy, Kao U OJHOCH IIpeMa JAPYTHM IeONOIUTHYKMM YBopoBiMa (KaBkas,
Bmucku wncrok) mmm xeyyHnM 3oHaMa (bocdop, Jdapnanemu, Cyery). O6udHO, neHTpH
Mohu xao mro cy CAJl, HATO, EY, Pycuja u npyru — 1eMOHCTpHUpajy CBOjy HAKJIOHOCT
mpeMa 3allTUTH WHTepeca oApeleHor eTHoca, peluruje wim Ipkase. Kao wmcropujcku
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MPUMEPH MOTy Ja Tiociyske oxHocu m3Melyy EBpoasuje (Pycuje) u mpaBociasae Cpouje,
kao u m3mehy Mitteleuropa (Hemauka, Aycrpuja) u karommdke XpBaTcKe.

VI3 KOHKPETHHX EBPOICKHX, CBPOA3MjCKHX W TVIOOAIHHMX CPEAMIUTA I'€ONOIMTHYKE
Mohu, Ha basnkaH ce riena u3 paznmuuuror reorpadcekor ontukyma. Mmajyhu y Buny na je
reorpadcku HeoaBojuB neo EBpome, bankan, a mocedbHo mpoctop Cpbuje, 3rofHo je
MOCITY’KHO J1a arncopOyje MHOIITBO eKCTEPHATN30BAHUX TTOJIUTHYKUX, HICOTIOMIKUX U KyJI-
TypHUX (hpycTparyja Koje IIOTHIY U3 TEH3Hja ¥ IPOTUBPEYHOCTH CBOjCTBEHHUX PETHOHIMA
U npymTBuMa u3BaH bankana. Y Tako oceTbMBOM OKpyxkemy Peryomika Cpbuja HacToju
na nposabe n3banaHcHpaH OJHOC KaKo MpeMa BEIMKHM CHIaMa Tako M IpeMa ap)KaBama
U HapoIyMa y HEIOCPEIHOM OKpYyKemy. M30anaHcupaHa BOjHA HEYTPAHOCT, IMyT Ka
EBpOIICKUM HHTErpaljamMa Wi okperame Pycuju u EBpoasmjckum caBesHHIIMA —
oTBapa OpojHa MmuTama y 001acTi 0e30eIHOCTH U CTAaOMITHOT MOJTUTHYKOT MO3HULIHOHUpA-
Ha Ha CAaBPEMEHO] CBETCKOj CLICHH.

Kibyune peun:  CpOuja, bankan, reomnoauTH4Ku 4BOp, 6€30€THOCT.

INTRODUCTION

The security threats in contemporaneity have changed substantially,
and yet, as Schopenhauer argued, we live in a worst of all* world, and given
that ”God Mars still continues its apocalyptic march,” all these facts must not
stop the struggle of the democratic world in changing the driving forces,
dimensions, forms and procedures, and mechanisms of operational-strategic
processes of global security protection. These forces, continuous with the
development of globalization, should focus all potentials on domestic, local
and regional security issues. One has to be optimistic, especially persistent in
this task, in which sociologists have a great responsibility as well, with the
help of the security structures made in response to the threats present today
and still in force, new forms and institutions of international cooperation to
meet the new security realities.

Over the past few years, the geospatial of the Balkans has once again
been at the forefront of actuality. The Balkans is today politically divided into
the eastern and western parts. Countries that are full members of the
European Union and NATO belong to the Eastern Balkans, and those that are
not, but wish to be, are the Western countries. The former have a certain
privilege - greater assistance in the economic development and a protective
umbrella in maintaining their security.

The fact that the Balkans lies at the crossroads of three continents
(Europe, Asia and Africa), and represents a contact zone of collisions and
interferences of the three major religions and their civilizational-cultural
differences and interests (Orthodox, Roman Catholic and Islamic), makes the
Balkan Peninsula one of the most geopolitically unstable regions not only on
the European continent but also beyond.

The contemporary Balkans are in the process of social transformation
and economic transition - the construction of the new internal, interstate and
international relations, as well as post-war recovery. Armed conflicts over
territorial interests in the western part of the Balkans during the 1990s had
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very large geopolitical, geo-economic and social consequences, the removal
of which required a great deal of human effort and material and technical
means. Overcoming the emerging gap with armed conflicts and interethnic,
inter-religious and inter-ethnic intolerance will not be easy to solve. It is
because of this security and geopolitical importance of the Balkans and
Serbia that the “creators” of the New World Order have a special geopolitics
and geo-strategy in the Balkans.

1. THE BALKAN GEOPOLITICAL NODE AND SECURITY

At the beginning of the twentieth century, Europe added to its
Schimpfworter repertoire, in derogatory words, a new term that, though
recently coined, proved to be more enduring than those with a hundred-
year-long tradition. “Balkanization” signified not only the fragmentation of
large and powerful political units, but became synonymous with a return to
tribal, backward, primitive and barbaric social organization and lifestyle. In
its most recent hypostasis, especially in the context of American higher
education, the term has been completely taken out of context and has begun
to address a wide variety of issues. The fact that the Balkans is described as
the “other” in relation to Europe does not need to be specifically proved.
With regard to the Balkans, it has been emphasized that its inhabitants did
not care for standards of conduct that were devised and prescribed by the
civilized world. Like any other generalization, this one is based on
reductionism, but that reductionism and the creation of stereotypes about
the Balkans have reached such a degree and intensity that the whole
discourse deserves and requires a special analysis (Todorova, 2006, p.47).

The historical-geographical Balkans represent “old Europe”, the
cradle of Hellenic civilization, the Byzantine Empires and the Orthodox
religion, unlike the “new Europe” which inherits the cultural heritage of the
Roman Empire, the Catholic Church and the cultural and historical epoch
of the Renaissance. The first civilization in Europe (ancient Greece), the
first empire (Macedonia), was formed on the Balkan Peninsula, followed
by other empires (Byzantium, Turkey, Habsburg) and the interest spheres
of the great powers developed respectively. For centuries, the East and the
West have struggled on the Balkan soil, under various forms of
ecclesiastical, cultural, ideological or state-political expansionist pretenses.
The Balkans is a specific regional conglomerate of different nations,
cultures, religions and languages. Throughout the turbulent history of this
region, tempestuous events and wars have taken place, leading to various
processes of ethnic integration and disintegration (Gréi¢, 2013, p.41).

Geographically inseparable from Europe, but Balkanistically
constructed as a “lower order” internal (cultural) otherness, the Balkans
“conveniently served to absorb the multitude of externalized-external
political, ideological and cultural frustrations that stem from tensions and
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contradictions inherent in regions and societies outside the Balkans”
(Todorova, 2006, p.355). Because of the geostrategic and geopolitical
importance of the Balkans, the “creators” of the New World Order (NSP)
have a specific strategy that underpins several important factors (Tomié¢,
2015, p.108; Trud, 2013, p.14-16):

1) Instead of a bipolar or multipolar international order, the tendencies of
a unipolar order dominated by the USA and the strengthening of the
NATO alliance and the European Union (EU) in order to neutralize
Russia and China, as a once powerful empire, are being revitalized.

2) The firm and dominant positioning of the Federal Republic of
Germany in Europe and the EU and its control and balancing with
France and the United Kingdom. As the Balkans are a strategic region
of the Eastern Mediterranean due to oil and roads, Germany and the
United States are confronted with the goal of controlling the Balkans,
and the Balkans are a constant field of competition and competition
for the great powers, while the nations, states and peoples of the
Balkans are just pawns in that chess party.

3) The transformation of the Balkans into an area of constant latent
conflicts and dangers, instead of joint cooperation and integration and
on this basis, the existence of a “world policeman” who resolves these
conflicts.

4) The revitalization of the role and function of NATO, the opening up
of perspectives and the meaning of the existence of this organization,
as well as its possible actions.

5) The expansion to the East (and thus to American influence), the
environment and isolation of Russia (the example of Ukraine), and the
intersection of the Orthodox transversal to the South - Mediterranean
and Middle East.

6) The common interests of the US and Germany are observed through
the reduction of nationalism, and thus of state structures and the
minimization of special national interests, and thus of states for
different purposes. Nationalism is a barrier to the spread of the world
order - a universal source of well-being, and America believes it is its
religious duty to allow humanity to enjoy it.

7) The infiltration of Islamic fundamentalism into the Balkans and
Europe with the ultimate intention of latent political and cultural
weakening of Christian Europe, with Kosovo and Metohija and
Bosnia and Herzegovina playing the role of the “Trojan Horse” of
America.

The policy of destabilizing the Balkans, this important European
region, serves to legitimize the presence and existence of the largest and only
military alliance in the world, NATO, in the region, which practically
justifies its existence and continues to expand. The end result is the control of
European states and European borders by a single military alliance, the
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subordination of the EU to a rigid and dangerous Leviathan, behind which, of
course, the interests of the global Hegemon (unlimited lord), the United
States, play a primary role in deciding this military alliance (Stojanovi¢,
2009, p.62).

It is noticeable that, according to the Neo-Eurasian conception, the
Balkans is again on a geopolitically shaky "crack". The "broken" line was
traced along the meridian line along the Serbian border with Romania and
Bulgaria and divides the “chains of the world” between the two of the four
global zones - Euro-Africa in the west and Pan-Eurasia in the east. Thus, the
two Black Sea countries, Romania and Bulgaria, are part of Russia-Eurasia as
the most extensive “large area” of the Pan-Eurasian zone. Serbia does not
belong to the Pan-Eurasian zone, i.e., The Russian-Eurasian large space,
already as part of the ex-Yugoslav transitional post-space (designated as the
experimental Western Balkans), belongs to the European Great Space, which
is an integral part of the Euro-African zone (Stepic, 2016. p.582).

2. THE GEOPOLITICAL REALITY AND SECURITY OF SERBIA

As a precondition for achieving the primary geopolitical, security and
economic goal of the NSP actors - penetrating the East (“Drang nach
Osten”), mastering the Eurasia area - there is a problem of previous
mastering, conquering and controlling the Balkans, and especially its central
maneuvering space - Serbia, as a significant geopolitical and geostrategic
region. It is located at the intersection of the two most important, richest and
most populous continents - Europe and Asia, connecting them with the main
and shortest inland, sea-river and air routes. This communication bundle
connects northern Europe with the Mediterranean, western Europe with the
Middle East and Africa (Sekulovi¢, 2011, p.61).

The area of the Balkans, by its geopolitical and security position, is a
very dynamic area. Serbia, being at its center, has been exposed for many
years to the consequences of many historical events and processes, those
directly related to the Balkans, as well as those of global importance
(Vukonjanski, 2014, p.104). The influences that came to Serbia in this way
sometimes had a beneficial effect on the state and the people, and on other
occasions they would collapse on it with the devastation of a natural
phenomenon. In the last twenty years, Serbia has once again witnessed and
participated in dramatic and complex events that, of course, have global
significance. These were events with far-reaching consequences, far
exceeding the local geospatial.

Often, as a consequence of the great struggle of large geopolitical
players, unsettled inter-ethnic and inter-state relations remain in the Balkans.
During the last decades of the twentieth and the first and second decades of
the twenty-first century, it turned out that Serbia’s geopolitical goals were not
in line with the goals of as many as three, out of the four geopolitical
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concepts outlined (Atlanticism, Central European Continentalism and Neo-
Ottomanism), resulting in the significant erosion of the geopolitical position
of the country. Serbia was forced into geopolitical withdrawal, so the control
zone is continuously spatially diminishing, and as a consequence the process
of converting influence zones into occupational zones occurs (Prorokovic,
2014, p.643).

In order to analyze the geopolitical position of Serbia, it is necessary
to consider a number of specific social and natural factors that directly
condition the historical, security and geopolitical development of Serbia. The
geopolitical position of our country is complex because it is determined by a
combination of different geographical, cultural and historical, geopolitical
and security factors. The geographical, historical, cultural, religious, and
geopolitical-security environment has had a direct impact on the historical
and cultural development of Serbia (Sekulovi¢ & Gigovi¢, 2008, p.12).

The elements of the structure of the geopolitical-security environment
of Serbia are determined by:

1. Cultural and religious factors include influences from Central
Europe, Asia Minor and the Mediterranean, and religion-wise, Orthodoxy,
Islam and Catholicism, respectively.

2. Historical and geopolitical factors include the national projects such
as Mitteleuropa (Drang nach Osten), Eurasia (Russia), Atlanticism (USA,
UK, France) and national projects (Greater Albania and others).

3. Modern geopolitical-security environment determined by NATO,
Partnership for Peace, European Union, Former SFRJ (disintegration) and
European institutions and organizations.

Due to its favorable natural connections, Serbia and its neighboring
parts mostly cover the central Balkan area (Central Maneuvering Area)
which has the easiest direct communication links with neighboring countries.
This area includes: the Skopje area with Sheep Field, Kumanovo (Northern
Macedonia) and Presevo divorce, Kosovo, the regions around Vranje,
Leskovac, Pirot and Nis, and the areas around Kyustendil and Sofia in
Bulgaria. The Skopje-Presevo region has a unique position in this area. It has
easy and secure connections in all directions, holds the key to the most
important longitudinal communication and its connection through main
cross-communication. Due to these characteristics, the Skopje-Presevo area
becomes the center from which the vast Balkan regions can be most easily
controlled, and from which all parts of the interior of the Balkan Peninsula
can be influenced. For these reasons, Cviji¢ singled out the Skopje-Presevo
area by importance and called it the Balkan core (Cviji¢, 1991, p.121).

From the national point of view, the geospatial of Serbia can be seen
as a national battlefield and it is defined by borders, size and shape with all
the characteristics and phenomena that work in it. In this case, it is necessary
to define possible challenges, threats and risks to national security and, on the
basis of this, to define strategic, operational and tactical elements in the
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geospatial of the country. An analysis of the American daily newspaper
“Defense and foreign affairs” states that “[...] the node of Southeast Europe
remains Belgrade” (Sekulovi¢ & Milkovski, 2005, p.10).

In the process of the enlargement of the European Union to the
southeast, the term Balkans is increasingly being replaced by the term
Southeast Europe. In practice, the term Western Balkans is limited to the
territory of the former Yugoslavia without Slovenia and includes Albania.
Countries created in the process of the disintegration of the former SFRY are
burdened with a number of complex geopolitical and overall development
problems. Some of them are included in the EU and NATO, some aspire to
those alliances, and only some want to maintain neutrality over NATO.
Practically, the West has established full control over much of the Western
Balkans, thereby providing a strong geopolitical influence on the overall
development processes in emerging countries, as well as influencing the
positioning of emerging countries in relation to the regional environment.
Contrary to the interests of the West, the rebuilding of New Russia,
practically since the beginning of this century, is gaining increasing
geopolitical and economic influence globally, including in the Western
Balkans (Gnjato, R. et al, 2015, p. 61).

The obstacles that the Serbian people face in all proclaimed, entirely
divergent, but mandatory, real-political processes of joining the integrative
Euro structures are numerous, diverse and substantially unique. Serbia in the
process of globalization is an example of a small nation that is in no way able
to cope because it is either too vulnerable to external influences or stubbornly
opposed.

The project “Serbia's Accession to the European Union” is not only
too difficult, but also a life-long or experientially unconvincing answer to the
major collective-existential dilemma that the Serbian people face at the
beginning of the twenty-first century: the consent to the possible separation
of Kosmet from the rest of its national territory. The Serbian people face the
challenge of new supranational integrations, the outcome of which is now
unknowingly suspected by those who initiated them (Vukonjanski, 2017,
p.114).

For all these and many other related reasons, even at the level of
rhetorical self-presentation, the project “Joining Serbia to the EU” is not only
too difficult, but also a life-long or experientially unconvincing answer to
those major collective-existential dilemmas facing the Serbian people at the
beginning of the twenty-first century (Nakarada, 2004, p.556). Serbia is
facing the choice of a geopolitical strategy of guaranteed national integrity
and security. We can formulate such a variant of foreign policy engagement
as active neutrality. This has to do with the successful establishment of
comprehensive economic, political and military contacts on the one hand,
and good neighborly relations on the other. An essential feature of Serbia’s
future active neutrality should be the building of favorable state positions in
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the inevitable political transformation of our region in the future from the
position of a just and lasting solution to the contemporary (not historically
worn out) Serbian national issue. The basic criteria for defining Serbia’s
foreign policy priorities should be set depending on the reality of its
geopolitical and geo-strategic position. Serbia’s military neutrality,
proclaimed by the National Assembly in 2007, must find its place in
normative (laws and regulations) and strategic documents, which are under
review (Forca, 2016, p.120).

Current processes of Balkanization show that the Balkans and Serbia
have not entered the period of geopolitical calm and lasting peace. Although
poorly visible, these so-called low-intensity conflicts are taking place before
our eyes as part of the realization of a policy of even stronger dominance of
NATO and the US in the Balkans (Despotovi¢, 2010, p.545).

3. SERBIA’S GEOPOLITICAL SITUATION AND CURRENT
SECURITY CHALLENGES

Serbia’s geopolitical position can be explicated through the
description of its immediate environment, and is in the function of interstate
relations with its neighbors. Serbia’s geospatial area is surrounded by eight
countries, which makes its position significantly sensitive. When it comes to
our neighbors, their goal is to diminish, relativize and take on the political,
economic and geostrategic benefits of our position. Certainly, relations with
all neighbors are not uniform, but depend on numerous factors of historical,
social, geopolitical, economic, military and other nature. Establishing
stability and balance among neighbors reduces the possibility of conflict, but
a policy of double standards and disregard for international principles can
always bring the Balkan story back to the beginning with the ability to
activate the military power of the dominant world powers. Therefore, Serbia's
geopolitical position towards its neighbors should be individualized in
relation to each neighbor.

The recent geopolitical processes in the early decades of the twenty-
first century show that the projected ‘axis of friendship’ towards Germany in
the European sector is very important, but not sufficient to successfully
dismantle the US transatlantic bridgehead. Viewed from Moscow's
“standpoint”, a “gaping gap” in the southwestern sector is apparent, i.e. the
need for a missing vector to the geopolitically crucial “Balkan subcontinent”
(Stepi¢, 2016, p. 562). Serbia’s geospatial is wedged between the diverse
interests of global and regional actors, which are largely contrary to its
national and integration goals. From this point of view, its geopolitical
position is very sensitive.

In terms of considering the geopolitical position of Serbia and current
security challenges, the following points should be considered: 1) Relations
with countries belonging to international military alliances; 2) the current
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military neutrality of the Republic of Serbia; and 3) other factors, among
which the country’s energy security is particularly emphasized.

3.1. The Relations of the Republic of Serbia
with the Countries Belonging to the NATO Alliance

In terms of the neighbors’ commitment, Serbia is wedged between
NATO member states (Hungary, Romania, Croatia, Albania and
Montenegro) and countries on track to becoming a full member of this
Alliance (Macedonia). It is also located in the institutional environment of the
European Union (Hungary, Romania, Bulgaria, Croatia). When considering
the NATO alliance as a factor in Serbia’s geopolitical position, it should be
borne in mind that NATO countries have around 250,000 troops and several
dozen functionally equipped NATO military bases that could potentially be
used in aggression against Serbia (Gigovi¢, 2017, p. 42-43).

For the defense and security of Serbia, the fact that all NATO states,
security and defenses are built and upgraded in such a manner so as to act
as a collective defense system, coordinated to jointly participate in the use
of defense capacities and to engage human and material resources in the
event of an attack on one of them. In 2007, the Serbian Parliament voted in
the favor of the Resolution on Military Neutrality, which makes its position
in relation to NATO and its immediate geopolitical and military environment
very complex and sensitive. Military neutrality implies its own defense
capabilities that are capable of responding to contemporary security risks.
This requires a significantly larger army and significantly greater
investment in Serbia’s defense system, which is not in line with its current
economic capabilities.

When it comes to the geopolitical aspect of Serbia-EU relations, it is
important to emphasize that Serbia is in the zone of the institutional political
and military security environment of the Union. Hungary, Croatia, Slovenia,
Romania and Bulgaria are EU members. Montenegro, BiH, Albania, as well
as Serbia are in the process of joining the EU. In view of the past experiences
with the process of Serbia’s accession, it is expected that as the process
progresses, new conditions will emerge on the part of the EU regarding
Kosovo, which greatly complicates our political and military geographic
position. Also, the assumption is that the neighboring EU countries will use
the right of veto to force Serbia to make various concessions, and regardless
of whether it is the unresolved border issues or the position of minorities in
Serbia, a policy of double standards and disregard for international principles
can always bring the Balkan story back to the beginning. All this makes our
position in relation to NATO countries and the EU military-geographically
sensitive.
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3.2. The Political Aspect of the Sustainability and Limitations
of Serbia’s Neutrality

The basic principle of domestic policy, especially on extremely
important issues for the state and the people, is the consensus of all actors, or
at least in the majority of the points of view. On the other hand, the basic
principle of foreign policy is compromise. There is another principle in
foreign policy, which, unscientific but pragmatic, we can call - as the leader
says (obedience)” - and this is a kind of compromise. Both principles
(consensus and compromise) are connected by interest. In accordance with
the aforementioned initial and borderline conditions, the determination of the
political elites in Serbia to make a decision on military neutrality can be
considered an act of extortion, or the least damage, if no gain, as the theory of
games observes.

A particular (interstate) aspect of the political deliberation of the
sustainability and limitations of Serbia's military neutrality is the question - to
whom that military neutrality applies. Many analysts, including the official
EU, “criticize” Serbia for not having adopted a foreign policy strategy.

The Constitution of Serbia, in its preamble, contains a position on the
inseparability of Kosovo and Metohija as an integral part of the Republic of
Serbia. The facts give a completely different picture, characterized by the
facts that:

1) In Kosovo and Metohija, the protectorate is the UN and the
government of the Republic of Serbia does not function;

2) Kosovo’s independence has been recognized by over 110 countries,
including the United States and most EU Member States (23 Union Member
States),

3) Kosovo’s independence has not been recognized by Russia and
China.

4) Point 14 of the Brussels Agreement, although it does not contain
the concept of Kosovo’s independence, implies its independent path towards
the EU,

5) The official policy declaratively declares that it will not recognize
Kosovo’s independence,

6) The unilateral and unlawful proclamation of Kosovo’s
independence (as classified in the highest strategic documents) is considered
the greatest threat to Serbia’s security.

So the political issue of all issues, including military neutrality, is the
resolution of the status of Kosovo and Metohija. According to numerous
analysts, the strategic goal — Serbia’s accession to the EU, will one day lead
to a request for Serbia’s declaration of the recognition of Kosovo’s
independence (Forca, 2016, p. 143-144).

The major issue, including the attitude towards the neutrality of
Serbia, is the fact that Serbia is an “unfinished” state and a UN and EU
security object, that is, de jure, the final status of Kosovo and Metohija has
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not been determined. Therefore, it should come as no surprise that Serbia
does not have a foreign policy strategy and that it “delays” the revision of the
National Security Strategy. The settlement of the status of Kosovo and
Metohija will be a key factor in all issues of the status and position of Serbia
in international relations. There is too much history in the Balkans. Where the
homogenization of space on a national basis (Serbia, BiH and Macedonia)
has not been completed, the biggest security problem remains. The settlement
of the status of Kosovo and Metohija is a new topic and an introduction to
solving the Serbian and Albanian issues.

3.3. The Geopolitical Challenges and Energetic Security
of the Republic of Serbia

The part of the geopolitical stability of most countries, as well as
Serbia, is increasingly reflected in energy security. Numerous states
manage to build their power based on the possession and export of natural
energy. When looking at the European continent, a clear separation can be
observed between producer and consumer countries. The Balkan Peninsula
is an important area in terms of the flow of energy and the connection of
sources with energy consumers.

The main instrument in modern German geopolitics according to
diagonals is its external economic activity. To this end, it exploits socio-
economic transformations in Eastern Europe and restores its economic
position in the region. In the last decade, Germany has been an absolute
leader among foreign trade partners and investors, not only in Serbia, but in
all Southeast European countries. Due to its long-term interests, penetrating
the southeast, as close as possible to oil springs, through an increasingly
prominent presence in the region, Germany is trying to threaten American
domination in the Balkans, the Mediterranean and the Middle East. To that
end, it has maintained traditionally good relations, not only with Turkey,
but with the Islamic world in general. Much of central and western Europe
does not have any natural reserves of energy resources (except for
renewables and nuclear power plants) that would allow the smooth
development of industry and the economy.

The main risks to the energy security of the Balkan countries are
related to the volatility of the geopolitical situation and energy costs,
mainly due to the countries’ dependence on oil and gas imports, which is
further fueled by high prices. Another important factor is the critically high
level of energy intensity of their economies, mainly due to the outdated
infrastructure base and limited investments for modernization, including the
energy sector itself. These challenges are based on the poor governance of
the energy sector, which increases the possibility of risky consequences,
especially during economic and political crises (Pordevi¢, 2017, p. 58).

Serbia plays an important role in the transit of energy resources
(primarily gas) from eastern to western Europe. Serbia’s energy
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infrastructure, including hydro and thermal power plants, is relatively old.
Foreign partners are indispensable for expensive investments and overall
investments in the energy sector. The increasing importance of Serbia in the
European circles and the cooperation with Russian oil companies can be very
useful for the future of the country’s energy grid. As Russia and China draw
closer, they are increasingly criticized by the European Union and America.
Serbia does not focus on nuclear energy, and renewable energy sources will
be necessary to prevent potential threats to energy security, but also to meet
the European Union standards.

CONCLUSION

An important historical, political and territorial feature of the Balkans
is contained in the fact that it is an area whose borders have for centuries
been determined by non-Balkan factors (great powers) according to their
interests and power, often unnecessarily beyond the observance of the ethnic-
national principle and the need to round up national territories as an important
factor for peace and stability in the region. The metaphor of the Balkans as a
barrel of gunpowder” is the product of such a policy in which the constant
instability and intolerance of the Balkan states and peoples is projected as an
important feature of the “seduce and rule” strategy. An important
consequence of this attitude of the international factor towards the Balkans
are the centuries-old conflicts of the Balkan states, which underlie the
unresolved territorial disputes, as well as the status of national minorities that
remains outside the natural (ethnic) and administrative borders of the
countries of origin.

The adverse trend in the geopolitical development of the Balkans
should not continue. The national political and intellectual elites must be
confronted with the fact that most Balkan nations are on the slow, but now
seemingly safe, path to disappearing from this region. In order to stop such a
trend and approach the path of peace and prosperity, it is necessary to take
appropriate measures, including promoting inter-ethnic and inter-religious
reconciliation and tolerance, establishing and maintaining inter-state, regional
and international cooperation, accelerating economic development and
improving the quality of life of all citizens. Foreign assistance, without
conditionality and impartiality, is of the utmost importance. Such assistance
should also be an obligation of the so-called international communities.

The favorable geopolitical and geo-strategic position of Serbia can be
successfully valorized in the conditions of its full integration into Europe.
The only way in which this valorization is possible is through the
harmonization of relations with the environment, the stabilization of internal
circumstances and the cooperation with the European and world institutions
and associations. The inertia towards open European integrations, and the
ignoring of their significance, initiates the possibility for Serbia to stay out of
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all current events and contemporary trends. That is why the priority the
geopolitical interest of Serbia is its integration into the European, economic,
political and security system. Because of this geo-strategic and geopolitical
importance of the Balkans and Serbia, the “creators” of the New World
Order have a special geopolitics and strategy in the Balkans.
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I'EOINNIOJIMTUYKA CTBAPHOCT CPBUJE
N BbEHA BE3BEJJHOCT

Hrop ByKOl-baHCKI/ll, JAparo/byo Celcy.nmmh2
"Hanponanua axanemuja 3a jany ympay, Beorpaz, Cpouja
2yHPIBep3PITeT Vunon — Huxona Tecna, @akyirer 3a OCIOBHE CTYAUj€ H IIPABO,
Beorpan, Cpouja

Pe3sume

VY pazmy ce ucTpaxkyje 3Hayaj HCTOPHUjCKOT, MOJUTHYKOT U TEPUTOPHjATTHOT obernexja
Bankana canpikaH y YHE-CHHIM JIa je OH MOApYYje umje Tpanuie Beh BekoBrMa onpelyjy
BaHOAIKaHCKH (DAKTOPH BEIMKUX CHIIA, KOje CXOIHO CBOjUM HMHTEPECHMa M CHa3H, YeCTO
MHMO TOIITOBaba CTHUYKO-HAIMOHATHOT PUHIIMIIA U OTpeda, 320KpYIKyje HALMOHATHE
TepuTopHje Kao OUTaH (aKTop 3a MUp U CTAOIIIHOCT Y PErHoHy. Y pajy ce IoKasajo Ja je
MPOM3BO/ YIIPABO OBAKBE IMOJMTHKE, Y KOjOj je TMPOjeKTOBaHA CTaHA HECTAOMITHOCT U
HETPIIEJBUBOCT OANIKAaHCKUX JpyKaBa M HAPOJa, JaHac OUTaH U3BOp Oe30€THOCHUX IPETHU
1 13a30Ba ca Kojuma ce cyodaa Pery6imka Cpouja.

Taxolje, pe3ynTaTti HCTpaXKHUBaba y OBOM Pajly yKasyjy Ha TO Jia HEIIOBOJbAH TPEH[
TeONOIMTHYKOr pa3Boja bajkana He 6K cMeo Ja ce HactaBd. HanMe, CTBapaoly jaBHUX
TIOJIUTHKA MOPajy OMTH CYOUeHH C YHEH-EHHIIOM J1a je BehiHa OatkaHCKUX Hapoja Ha Iy Ty
CIIOpOT, aJTi, KaKo cajia M3riie/ia, IPUIMIHO CUTYPHOT, HIIYe3aBamka ca OBUX npocropa. [a
Ou ce TakaB TPEHJ 3ayCTABUO M INPHUCTYNMIO ITyTy H3TPaibe MUpa M HPOCIEpHTETa,
HEOIXO/HO je Tpexy3eTu oxroBapajyhe Mepe, ykibydyjyhu v mpomoBHcame MelyHaru-
OHAIHOT M MelyBepcKor MOMHpera U TONePaHIHje, Ka0 U YCIIOCTABIbakhe U OJpIKABALE
MehynpkaBHe, perHoHaTHE U Meh)yHapoOIHE CapaImbe.

I'maBHM 3aKJby4ak paja je 1a WCHOPHMCAE I MHEPTaH CTaB IpeMa OTBOPECHHM
€BPOIICKUM HMHTErpalyjaMa HHULMpa MOTYRHOCT KOHTHHYHMpAHOT yTpokaBarma 0e30e/HO-
ctu Perryommke CpOuje, kako Ha HOJIMTUYKOM, €KOHOMCKOM, €HEPreTCKOM, alli U BOJHOM
IaHy, mpu yeMy 6u CpOuja octana BaH CBUX JelllaBamba U CaBPEMEHUX TPEHI0Ba. 3aTo je
MPUOPHUTETAH TEOMOIUTHYKY HHTepec Pemybmmnke CpOuje 3anpaBo meHa UHTErpanuja y
€BPOIICKH, EKOHOMCKH, TIOJTUTHYKA U 0€30€THOCHH CHCTEM.



