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In the sixth chapter, Media Infrastruc-
ture, Tena PeriSin presents the findings of
the analysis of infrastructural capacity suf-
ficient to support independent and plural-
istic media. As for the technical capacity,
Croatian commercial and public televi-
sions with national level concessions are
on a very high level (which is not the case
with local and regional televisions). The
fast and efficient process of digitalization
contributes to these standards. Coherent
government ICT policies and strategies
aim to improve informational capacities in
marginalized communities. ICT technolo-
gies are widely used among different me-
dia platforms, and all the traditional media
are converging with the new media. How-
ever, the legal framework poorly defines
the area of new media and the content pro-
duction on multiple media platforms.

In the conclusion, the authors state that
the Croatian media system has been signifi-
cantly improved since the 1990s, although
some areas need to be additionally scruti-
nized and improved, namely pluralism and
diversity, transparency, autonomy and pro-
fessionalism. In the light of these analyses,
they pose a question on the future of the
Croatian media landscape, especially con-
sidering the approaching accession to the
European Union. How will the Croatian
media system react to these great changes?
Recent events have shown that private and
particular interests often outweigh public
interests. Will these practices be common
in the future? This depends primarily on
media laws and policies that should regu-
late the media system to ensure diversity
and pluralism, which are reduced under
the fast concentration of media industries.

The authors have submitted a number of
arguments and recommendations for im-

provement in the Croatian media system.
Their efforts should contribute to greater
understanding of both positive and nega-
tive aspects of the current system. This
should serve as an effective basis for an
encouraging public dialogue and for in-
formed rethinking and reevaluation of me-
dia policies that ought to be adequate for
emerging challenges in the future.

Dina Vozab

Review

Dag Strpi¢

Karl Marx i politicka ekonomija
Moderne (Karl Marx and The
Political Economy of Modernity)

Nacionalna zajednica Crnogoraca Hrvatske/
Disput, Zagreb, 2010, 239 pp.

What is the real nature of the contempo-
rary crisis? What is to be done to prevent
its continuous disastrous impacts in regard
of disabling or slowing down and blocking
the social, economic and political develop-
ment? Why is cycle analysis still impor-
tant? And, finally, what does it all have to
do with classical political scientists such as
Hobbes, Hume, Smith, Hegel, and Marx?
In his latest book Karl Marx and The
Political Economy of Modernity, Dag
Strpi¢, eminent Croatian political scien-
tist and political economist, seeks to an-
swer the above-mentioned questions (and
many more). To this purpose, he outlines
the methodological framework which en-
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ables us to reflect on and understand the
crisis and ourselves heavily under its fork
in a profound and (almost mysteriously)
rarely undertaken way. The book con-
sists of nine scientific works published
in the period 1982-2010. Strpi¢ carefully
chooses and masterfully combines his sci-
entific works from his doctoral thesis on-
wards, as his primarily fields of scientific
interest are closely related with crisis, po-
litical-economic cycles and the structural
understanding of development. The au-
thor applies an interdisciplinary and mul-
tidimensional approach while connecting
theory and concrete, prospective, practical
political and economic activity. The book
represents a scientific research venture,
and a rethinking and reinvention of the
widely forgotten holistic perspective and
much needed access points to the crisis.
In an unusual and (almost inexplicably)
infrequent way, it dynamizes the architec-
tonic and static analysis, turning it into a
prospective developmental one. The main
thesis suggests the necessity for theoretical
and public-policy paradigm change/alter-
nation as inevitable in view of solving the
contemporary (societal) crisis. In doing so,
it calls for the actuality of return to inqui-
ries of classical modern political science.
The book consists of three parts, which
must not necessarily be read in the order
chosen by the author. Following this in-
verted logic, it might be advisable to start
with Liberty, power and identities in so-
cietal cycles (part three). The key thesis
explicates that the efficacy of the way out
of the crisis depends on its diagnosis. The
author outlines a broad range of existent
different solutions to the crisis which oc-
cur in response to different analyses of its
depth and form, and suggests a radical the-

sis that the actual crisis might be a crisis of
Modernity or a civilisation crisis which oc-
curs every 300-400 years. In other words,
Strpi¢ identifies the contemporary crisis as
the possible societal crisis of Modernity it-
self! Complex situations, like the one we
deal with, need complex tools of analysis.
If so, the most frequent bubble burst the-
ory perception of the contemporary crisis
as a temporary economic fluctuation/dys-
function in certain sectors (such as estate
market) is wrong in its diagnosis, and that
is why the treatment does not help or cure.
The spontaneous take-off just isn’t going
to happen!

For Strpi¢, this is a cycle (and structural)
crisis. He shows that development is not
linear and holds the non-mainstream! posi-
tion that development occurs in the form
of cycles with interchangeably altering
phases of conjectures and crisis.

The author refers to Schumpeter and his
well-known voluminous masterwork Po-
litical Cycles, in which he explicates that
economic factors are not the only or even
the most important determinants/causes
of business cycles.? In other words, busi-

! The mainstream position is the neoliberal
one, which seeks to entirely dismiss the cy-
cle theory (and empirical evidence?) due to its
ideology. Development is seen as linear and
achievable through spontaneous market forces
and actions. Paradoxically, it implies deregu-
latory directed interventionism, although in-
terventionism is dismissed on an ideological
basis.

2 Interestingly, even though Schumpeter is a
moderate conservative (or moderate liberal
in European terms), he has been ignored by
mainstream (neoliberal) economists because
of his cycle theories. Cycles mean the possi-
bility of prediction, and so, in the bottom line,
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ness cycles are not exclusively economic
in nature. They are complex and caused
mainly by other (non-economical) causa-
tive agents — e.g., political, cultural, social,
climate, health or military. Although their
impacts are mainly readable in the form of
economic indicators, Strpi¢ considers the
cycles much wider than “usual” economic
cycles and calls for the analysis of societal/
political-economic/political cycles. They
operate in the broad scope of Parsons’ so-
cietal community.

Who is responsible for repetitive oc-
currences of (societal) cycles? The author
suggests that the inner structure of mo-
dern societal community itself, multila-
teral and permanent exchanges (sales and
purchases) on the markets of all types form
a structure which inevitably produces cy-
cles. It is typical of the influential and
fundamental Hobbes’ perspective that ex-
changes of different powers, not necessa-
rily just economic or just political shares,
are the ones which continuously form the
modern political-economic community.
These exchanges glue modern individual-
istic societies as they bind their individual-
istic base together and make the existence
of modern society possible. Strpi¢’s main
thesis emphasizes that exchange in gener-
al, in the broad area of the entire societal
community, is the space where cycles are
caused and produced. Long-term system
changes (societal cycles) conduct the sys-
tem towards a new balance. Stability of the
system has to be understood dynamically.
It inevitably changes through time.

this implies some kind of planning which is
refused on ideological terms as (almost) some
kind of blasphemy.

Such a theory of cycles leads Strpi¢ to
his hypothesis on the (normal) structure
of Modernity. Carried out like this, in one
place, the analytic model represents an in-
novation, although it is developed from
a broad scope of existent and accessible
theoretical and historical-empirical know-
ledge. The model represents contours of
modern society and distinguishes it from
all other traditional and pre-modern forms
of political space. The modern normal con-
sists of two points of principles: the politi-
cal (power, freedom, communication) and
the personal/individual (physical indivi-
duum and legal persons), which operate in
the dual and interconnected space of na-
tion-state (state/society) and nation-state
plurality: the world system. Strpi¢ shows
that the area of equilibriums of each four
points in the middle of the space called the
modern normal represents fields of good
policies and good governings, with well
balanced growth and development. The
system is based on dynamic cycle move-
ments, so that its permanent restructur-
ing forms a dynamic structure of different
modern normals/equilibriums, which indi-
cate dynamic tendencies and movements
towards a normal state. In bringing down
the modern normal in its equilibrium state,
Strpi¢ refers especially to Braudel and Ar-
righi and the longue durée and real his-
torical/empirical processes, arguing that
the dynamic continuities in the deepest
structures of society are central to deve-
lopment.

Disequilibrium of the points results in
different types of cycle instabilities/cri-
ses. Divergent types of imbalances and
radical changes in equilibrium, in Strpi¢’s
categorical apparatus, mean different
kinds of totalitarianism. In the context of
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contemporary structural crisis of (matrix)
capitalism, analyses indicate corporative
totalitarianism as corporations eventually
enclosed within themselves form a kind of
privileged ghetto. Long before the crisis,
the corporations’ behaviour slipped away
from the modern normal and its rules,
principles and space, which, basically,
shows that they have been unsuccessful
themselves. Moreover, weren’t the corpo-
rations (paradoxically) affected the most
by the crisis?

Matrix-capitalism as a result of the pro-
cess of de-normalisation is a metaphor of
virtual capitalism whose inner logic is not
capable of balancing towards the normal
space. It is clearly balancing in the oppo-
site (half-totalitarian) direction.

Equilibriums and disequilibriums of the
modern normal have different impacts on
the efficacy of public policy results. Strpic¢
uses the criterion of efficacy as reference
point in estimating the comparative suc-
cess of the modern normal and its de-nor-
malization with regard to (primarily) pro-
ducing sustainable growth/development.
Usage of this key criterion and developed
sense for modern political space (with the
help of the modern normal) enables us to
enrich the analyses of the crisis.

This kind of structural analysis enables
us to use the modern normal as a neutral
tool, completely independent of ideological
frameworks, and to analyse the crisis in a
more profound way as an indicative orien-
tation of the most unenviable, present situ-
ation. In the same time, it enables research-
ers to project the alteration of the present
situation through development policies
understood as harmonised development
strategy of all segments of public policy
in their political-economic context. Within

this political economic framework and its
dynamic changes, it is possible to develop
certain strategies and concrete policies as a
successful way out of the crisis.

The first two (much shorter, but very im-
portant) parts of the book deal with Karl
Marx and comprise scientific articles pub-
lished in the period 1982-1989, which are
narrowly elaborated in the author’s unpub-
lished doctoral thesis.

In the conditions of structural societal
changes and the need for modifications
of the dominant (neo)liberal capitalism,
Marx’s spirit suddenly floats above us. But
what parts of Marx’s theory are relevant
today? The author aims to show the rele-
vance of the revival of Marx’s project of
the critique of political economy and the
scientific overturn based on its roots in the
field of general theory in political sciences.
Marx and his theory are not directly in the
background of the structure of the modern
normal, although Marx is relevant in an-
other sense, in accordance with the reach
of his knowledge and comprehension of
classical modern political and political-
-economic thought. The established link-
age between the (classical) foundation of
modern societal community and its realis-
tic/historic/empirical functioning through
time and through the entire societal com-
munity and its development, makes Marx
our irreplaceable collocutor. His media-
tory theoretical role in understanding the
foundation of Modernity through Hobbes,
Petty, Hume, Smith, J. Mill, J. S. Mill and
Ricardo is precious in the context of the
crisis of Modernity itself.

Strpi¢ is interested in The Capital as
Marx’s master scientific work. He holds
that Marx’s megalomaniac critique of po-
litical economy is essential for the comple-
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tion/finalization of Modernity itself, but it
has not been recognised by Marxists like
other (more politically interesting) parts
of his theory. In the important text Marx
who is missing, published as an afterword
in the Croatian edition of Bidet’s Gene-
ral Theory of Modernity (2008), the au-
thor seeks to show that it is not possible
to understand the applicability of Marx’s
work without taking into account its me-
thodology. Appropriate understanding of
the (methodological) starting point of the
Critique is essential for recognition of
Marx’s analysis and its intention(s). The
Critique is not completed, as it begins on
the level of capital in general and has to
be brought to the (only indicated) concrete
level of competition between particular
real capitals: the developed (in the bottom
line, the world’s competitive) market. Fix-
ing political economic theory is just a part
of Marx’s project of successful theory of
politics and society which is possible only
through derivation from the classical fun-
dament. Political, social and juridical ana-
lytic layers must/can be developed from
Marx’s groundwork. Especially (critical)
political theory of regulation, because of
a high degree of monopolisation on the
level of real functioning of markets (pp.
31-32). Strpi¢ shows that it is important
to keep Marx’s unaccomplished project
alive, since a completion/finalisation of
the project will enable us to project, pre-
dict and understand changes in the modern
world/structure: of its functioning, but also
of its constitutive elements.

Generally speaking, the theory regarding
(some aspects of) this topic has only rela-
tively recently achieved the author’s level
and points of analysis (especially Barbrook
1995, 1998; and Ehrbar 2002, 2007). The

special value of the author’s scientific in-
novations in reading Marx and possibilities
of Marx’s today’s applicability is derived
from a critical dialogue with Marx. Recog-
nition of the importance of thought of the
Hobbes-Smith-Marx trio in a dynamic per-
spective enables us to act efficiently in the
contemporary crisis inside a de-normalised
but still modern political space.

Strpi¢’s book Karl Marx and the Politi-
cal Economy of Modernity represents the
most valuable path towards a profound and
complex understanding of the current cri-
sis. Thinking in a complex way keeps us
closely related to reality. In his attempt at
a proper analysis of the crisis, Strpi¢ suc-
ceeds in interacting different intellectual
(classical) patterns of thought and practi-
cal and concrete historical development
with indicative prospective analysis of
modes of getting out of the crisis through
developmental policies. Complex prob-
lems require an approach which connects
integral political science with the whole of
social sciences and humanities. Accord-
ingly, the book represents a rare example
of much needed interaction between inside
sciences in successful resolving of com-
plex phenomena. In the sense of the right
approach to the complex problems, the
necessary union of social sciences and hu-
manities is recognised and renewed. Isn’t
it true that political science itself has been
most successful when immersed in the
context of political and cameral sciences
bound together, as it has been for many
centuries? Economics, unfortunately, does
not have the right tools to understand and
resolve the crisis. The collective blindness
of economists and the (proved) inability to
recognise the nascence of the crisis is an
alert to us all. But is this fact really sur-



Politi¢ka misao, Vol. 48, No. 5, 2011, pp. 258-263

263

prising, knowing that the economics con-
sciously (but wrongly?!) became enclosed
in itself? Economic “theories” of achiev-
ing automatic equilibrium(s) of the market
system were a fatal simplification. Such
abstractions represent a veil of economic
ideology which generally prevents a look
beneath the surface.

At the same time, the book is a counter-
point to the (mainly) missing crisis con-
tributions of political scientists, and re-
presents a bright (professional) example to
follow.

Strpi¢ does not find himself trapped in
an ideological frame advocating interven-
tionism, knowing that bad times are times
of state-oriented ideas, but taking into ac-
count that good times of conjuncture are
more market-oriented (pp. 166, 190). He
formulates it as “Commons’ rule” follow-
ing the famous 19"/20" century American
political scientist and institutionalist John
Commons. Different times necessarily
mean different ideas/modes of thinking.
Mega costs in money and societal energy
provoked by the crisis cannot be complete-
ly avoided, but they can and should be re-
strained. Moreover, precisely periods of
rapid economic growth can be quickened
up, while the consequences of periods of
decline can be diminished.

The wrong (mainly economic)® percep-
tion does not change the real nature of the
Crisis, and it can only strengthen its cata-
strophic impacts. By revealing this fact,
the book provides an extremely valuable
analysis and equips the reader with fre-
quently missing tools. The book can be
rated most highly as an occasional ray of
sun which helps us to bright up hidden
ways of structural and complex under-
standing of modern political-economic
community(ies). It stays in line with the
very best, and deserves the scientific at-
tention as a framework that indicates the
direction for resolving contemporary cri-
sis problems and for the quickest possible
sustainable growth achievement. The book
fosters further research in the fields of po-
litical science and economics, providing
terrain and example for the establishment
of difficult and rare linkage between theo-
ry and practical action.

The author’s critical, analytic and inno-
vative theoretical-methodological facing
with the major problems of Modernity has
to be evaluated most highly. It is nonethe-
less expected that the bright, gainful the-
sis and the innovative ideas put forward
in the book will be developed more con-
cretely and explicitly in Strpi¢’s succeed-
ing works.

Davorin Zagar

3 Surprisingly, it is the economists, whose ab-
stract models detached from reality brought
us in this situation, who are paradoxically ex-
pected to resolve the (short-term sector fluc-
tuation?) crisis?!



