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Abstract: The latent structure of manifest status characteristics has been analyzed on
different samples from the Serbian population described by different sets of status variables
by means of different methods for analyzing latent structures in several studies conducted
in different periods of social, political and economic development. Accordingly, the results
obtained from the analyses have been different; however, there have regularly appeared
some stable latent structures, such as parents’ educational and professional status, respond-
ent’s educational and professional status, as well as family’s socio-political engagement,
residence status and economic status. For the past time, great social, economic and politi-
cal changes have taken place. These changes have inevitably had some impact on both the
configuration of status characteristics and the number and nature of latent status dimen-
sions. This study will present the results obtained during this period of the country’s social,
political and economic development, in which a representative set of status characteristics
describes a representative sports sample from the Serbian population.
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INTRODUCTION

More serious attention to sports for persons with disabilities was paid only after the
Second World War. The considerable number of people who acquired some form of
disability simply forced the most developed states to provide this huge population with
appropriate conditions for equal life and work, and participation in sports activities was
certainly one of the most important parts of that equality. The importance of sports for
persons with disabilities was also recognized in this country, but its development was
hampered by a lot of difficulties and unresolved issues. Among other things, educational
programs did not adequately cover this subject. Although some topics had been studied
earlier, Sports for Persons with Disabilities as a separate course in the academic programs
of faculties of sports and physical education appeared only a decade ago. The inclusion
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of this subject in the curricula came as a consequence of reality, which required the fac-
ulty teaching staff to be qualified for working with that population. The recent practice
in the implementation of sports activities of persons with disabilities fully confirms the
necessity of this subject. Moreover, students have also demonstrated great interest in this
issue (Popovi¢, et al. 2015: 181). Sport has become more democratic than before, since
a person’s position in the social field has a much weaker, although still significant, influ-
ence on whether he or she will play sports and to what extent. This can be attributed to
the convergent effect of a number of factors. The first is undoubtedly the growing popu-
larity of most, even some earlier, elite sports, and the second is the increasing throughput
of status channels resulting in a higher degree of intergenerational and intragenerational
social mobility. However, the intensity of sports activity still significantly depends on the
position of people in the social field, especially on their position in the socialization seg-
ment of the field, and it is very likely that it will depend on that for a long time to come.

METHODS
SAMPLE OF RESPONDENTS

The selection of a sample of respondents was conditioned by organizational and
financial capabilities needed for conducting the research procedure. It was necessary to
provide a sufficient number of qualified and trained measurers, certain instruments and
standardized conditions to carry out the planned research.

The measurements were performed in clubs, schools and associations of athletes
with special needs.

In order to conduct the research correctly and obtain results sufficiently stable in
terms of sampling error, it was necessary to include a satisfactory number of respond-
ents in the sample. The sample size for this type of research is conditioned by the re-
search goals and tasks, the size of the population and the degree of variability of the
applied system of parameters.

Based on the selected statistic-mathematical model, program, goals and stated hy-
potheses, it was determined that the sample would include 75 karatists, 57 judokas, total-
ing 132 respondents. The sample size met the following criterion: to allow as many degrees
of freedom as any coefficient in the pattern matrix or any correlation coefficient equal to or
greater than .30 to be considered as nonzero with an inference error of less than .01.

In order to apply adequate statistical methods successfully, the number of subjects in the
sample, according to the latest beliefs, must be greater than the number of variables applied.

In addition to the above, the respondents also had to meet the special conditions
as follows:

— respondents were male;

— respondents’ age was defined on the basis of chronological age, so that the re-
search involved respondents from 18 to 27 + 0.5 years;

— respondents were members of a club, sports group or association that brought
together Special Olympics athletes;

— respondents had to attend training classes regularly, which was determined
based on records kept by coaches or teachers.
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In defining the population from which the sample of respondents was extracted,
no other restrictions or stratification variables were applied.

SAMPLE OF VARIABLES

Social characteristics are understood as the characteristics of some groups or social
institutions to which a person belongs or with which he/she is affiliated.

Within the integral anthropological status, in the social space, the subjects of the
largest number of previous studies referred to the position of a person in the social field,
i.e. to the issues of social differentiation, social stratification and social mobility (Hosek
2004). While the notion of social mobility is relatively clear, the notions of social dif-
ferentiation and social stratification are often confused and sometimes identified with
the notion of class differences. One of the reasons is certainly the lack of adequate cy-
bernetic models on which research into social differentiation would be based.

In previous studies, several first-order factors of social status were identified
through the use of factor methods within individual subsystems

SOCIALIZATION SUBSYSTEM

Educational status - the level of education of the individual in society,
and

basic residence status - characteristics of the place where the subject spent early
childhood.

INSTITUTIONALIZATION SUBSYSTEM

Professional status - the degree of the individual's expert power or the individual's
position in a work organization,

socio-political status — the individual's position in socio-political organizations,

political orientation.

SANCTION SUBSYSTEM

basic economic status - family net income and items that are standard in the family,
lifestyle - above-average standard of living, and
current residence status - characteristics of the place where the individual currently lives.

So far, there has been developed only one model of social status that has provided a
real scientific approach to studying the structure of stratification dimensions. The model
was constructed by Saksida and was later used as the basis for many studies conducted
by other authors (Saksida, Petrovi¢ 1972: 1417-1418); (Saksida, Caserman and Petrovié
1974: 10-11); (Momirovi¢, Hosek 1975: 17-18). Designed as a phenomenological mod-
el, it has undergone several changes over time, but it has remained suitable for studying
social changes. For the assessment of social status in this research, the model developed
by the aforementioned authors, as well as the INST2 supplement and the SSMIN ques-
tionnaire were applied (Boli et al. 2015: 208-209), (Popovi¢ et al. 2016: 218).
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QUESTIONNAIRE

(1,2) What is your father's / mother's highest level of education? (EDUF), (EDUM)

(3,4,5) What is your / your father's / your mother's level of foreign language
knowledge? (FOLR), (FOLE), (FOLM)

(6) What type of secondary school do you attend? (SECSCH)

(7.8) What is your father ‘s / mother's qualification recognized at his/her last
workplace? (QUALF), (QUALM)

(9:10) What was your paternal / maternal grandfather's education? (EDUPGREF),
(EDUMGRF)

(11) What was the grade point average in the last year of your schooling? (GPA)

(12) What has been your sport activity to date? (SPORT)

(13,14, 15) What was the type of place of residence where you / your father / your
mother lived until 15 years of age? (PL15R), (PL1SF), (PL15M)

(16) What is the type of place of residence of your family? (PLFAM)

(17,18) Are your father and mother engaged as municipal councilors or MPs?
(POLITF), (POLITM)

(19) Does your family have ...? (FAMHA)

(20) What is the average amount of household waste in square meters per your
family member? (WASFAM)

(21) How comfortable is the apartment your family lives in? (APACOMF)

(22) What is your household s total monthly income? (INCOME)

(23) What sport did you / your father / mother do? (SPORTR), SPORTE),
(SPORTM)

METHODS OF PROCESSING RESULTS

The value of research does not only depend on the sample of respondents and the sam-
ple of variables, that is the value of basic information, but also on the applied methods for the
transformation and condensation of this information. Some scientific issues can be solved
using a number of different and sometimes equally valuable methods. However, with the
same basic data, different conclusions can be drawn from the results of different methods.
Therefore, the issue of selecting individual data processing methods is quite complex.

In order to arrive at satisfactory scientific solutions, the researchers used, first of all,
correct, secondly, adequate, impartial and comparable procedures that corresponded to
the nature of the stated problem and allowed extraction and transformation of appro-
priate dimensions, testing hypotheses about these dimensions, determination of differ-
ences, relations, prognoses and diagnoses as well as regularities within the research area.

Keeping that in mind, for the purpose of the present study, the researchers selected
those methods that were considered to be appropriate to the nature of the problem and
not to leave too great restrictions on basic information.

The problem of social differentiation, and even more the problem of social stratifica-
tion, is related to several methodological issues of mathematical and statistical nature whose
solutions have not been found or have not been satisfactorily found for the simple reason
that those problems have not been posed or have not been properly or explicitly posed.
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The most important among them is, undoubtedly, the problem of linearity of relations
among status variables. Most methods for determining latent stratification dimensions are
based on the component or factor model, i.e. models that belong to the general linear model.

In most of the studies conducted in this country, component model-based methods
have been applied more often in the real, but not infrequently in the image space. The latter
has proven to be much more convenient. However, difficulties were posed by procedures
for determining the number of significant image factors. The factor model has been applied
very rarely, and not without reason; the invariance of solutions has always been considered
an absolute advantage and has influenced the preference for the component model. The
two methods, whose logical basis is very consistent with the essence of the problem of the
latent structure of stratified dimensions, have rarely been applied in this country.

Of those, Kaiser and Gaffrey's analysis, which maximizes the reliability of isolated latent
dimensions, is particularly favorable because in the exploratory phase, in which is currently
the research of latent stratified dimensions, it is perhaps most important to determine their
existence with a sufficiently high degree of reliability. However, the component model in
Harris space has an absolute advantage and certainly represents the optimal procedure due
to its metric invariance and realistic positioning of the main axes that is consistent with their
significance in the common subspace (Harris, Kaiser 1964: 357); (Mulaik 1972: 177).

Of the transformation methods, orthogonal ones have proven to be completely inap-
propriate (varimax has been most often used, but rarely as the only transformation pro-
cedure). Of the oblique methods, the oblimin method in the covarimin variant is used
almost exclusively. However, there is no doubt that the model best suited to the configu-
ration of the vectors of status variables is the model of independent sets from the orth-
oblique family which began to be applied more intensively only in recent years.

Regardless of the method used for extraction and transformation of latent dimen-
sions, the serious issue is whether, based on status variables of the actuarial type, it is possi-
ble for latent dimensions to be attributed the type of existence that is attributed to them in
other anthropological studies in which variables are defined not only by better measuring
instruments, but also in the way that they are logically suitable for determining real dimen-
sions. At this point, it is not entirely certain whether latent stratification dimensions are
just suitable classification categories, and nothing more. Based on all the above, it was de-
cided to use confirmatory factor analysis under the component model for statistical data
processing in this research. All the data in the present study were processed at the Multi-
disciplinary Research Center of the Faculty of Sports and Physical Education, University
of Pristina, by means of the DRSOFT system of data processing programs developed by
(Popovi¢ 1980: 121-122); (Momirovié, Popovi¢ 2003: 115,139, 151).

INTERPRETATION OF RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Using component analysis of variables for assessing the social status of athletes with
special needs and applying Momirovi¢'s p6 criterion, there were obtained four characteristic
roots that can be considered statistically significant. The total percentage of the explained
variability of the system of variables applied is 55.11%. Table 1 reveals a monotonic decrease
of both the characteristic root and the percentage of the explained variance from 18.34%



S18 Evagelia F. Boli, Milo$ D. Popovic i Jasna D. Popovi¢

for the second main component to 10.42% for the fourth main component, and it can be
considered as a product of hyper factorization. This is most likely the case if the communali-
ties of variables whose value in the whole matrix is equal to one are also taken into account.

Tabela 1. Main components of social status

FAC1 | FAC2 | FAC3 | FAC4 h?

SO0 26 ,55 ,51 -,02 ,56
SOM ,58 )35 28 ,30 ,63
SJT -07 ,39 -14 -,06 ,17
SJO ,34 ,50 -15 ,37 ,54
SIM ,31 ,33 -24 12 ,52
KSSI -,16 ,10 -,08 -20 ,16
KO 27 23 49 -29 A7
KM 26 41 45 ,02 45
0ODO 28 26 -05 21 ,64
ODM 28 ,20 -,07 12 ,60
UPGS -,09 ,01 ,38 -32 ,28
TDAS ,34 47 -3S ,16 ,40
TMPDT ,85 -37 -,04 -,09 ,87
TMPDO ,87 -36 -,04 11 ,90
TMPDM ,81 -38 -,06 -10 ,83
TMSSB )75 -36 -11 -11 )75
AOOIPO 29 22 ,01 ,31 27
AMOIPO -,07 ,04 ,13 ,02 ,20
DTPI ,07 ,19 ,16 -,06 ,29
KKMCD ,03 ,49 28 -07 ,36
KSTP -17 ,03 11 ,18 ,09
UMPDT ,19 -,03 45 -47 ,50
KSTI -12 -43 ,46 ,52 ,68
KSOT ,02 -36 )51 ,56 73
KSMA -02 -49 ,30 ,55 ,64
Kara.koren 3,83 3,00 2,33 1,85

% Varijansa 18,34 15,02 11,33 10,42

Kumulat. % 18,34 33,36 44,69 55,11
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Tabela 2. Matrix of the social status cluster

OBL1 OBL2 OBL3 OBL4
SO0 -,05 -,09 ,39 ,09
SOM -23 26 20 -10
SJT ,20 ,40 ,08 -35
SJO -,16 ,19 11 ,33
SIM ,09 -,00 29 ,70
KSSI ,00 -,00 ,04 ,66
KO ,07 -,02 ,65 29
KM 14 ,06 ,80 12
ODO -,10 -,01 24 11
ODM ,16 ,30 ,08 12
UPGS ,93 -,02 ,01 ,09
TDAS ,94 -,01 ,04 13
TMPDT 91 -01 -02 ,03
TMPDO ,86 ,04 -01 -,07
TMPDM ,20 12 29 ,02
TMSSB -,08 ,00 )13 ,79
AOOIPO ,06 23 ,60 -24
AMOIPO -20 ,16 45 23
DTPI ,88 -,04 -,05 ,04
KKMCD )15 42 ,06 11
KSTP -05 -,82 ,05 -11
UMPDT ,04 -81 ,18 -,01
KSTI ,08 -36 ,19 -,07
KSOT -,05 -21 ,09 11
KSMA -23 26 ,20 -10
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Tabela 3. Matrix of the structure of social status

OBL1 OBL2 OBL3 OBL4
SO0 ,01 ,00 ,07 -,09
SOM -19 31 ,19 11
SJT ,22 40 ,12 -36
SJO 19 18 08 58
SIM 14 ,06 49 -,68
KSSI ,04 ,06 ,37 ,76
KO ,09 ,03 ,63 23
KM 12 08 79 ,39
ODO 11 -,04 27 14
ODM ,18 34 ,10 ,09
UPGS ,93 -,04 ,07 ,06
TDAS ,94 -02 ,09 ,09
TMPDT 91 -03 ,03 ,00
TMPDO ,82 ,01 -01 -10
TMPDM ,17 ,10 ,3S ,06
TMSSB -,05 ,01 ,11 -26
AOOIPO ,02 ,19 ,SS -19
AMOIPO 5,19 20 67 26
DTPI -39 -,08 -03 ,07
KKMCD ,16 -77 A4S 13
KSTP -02 -81 -03 -11
UMPDT ,07 =79 ,10 -01
KSTI 110 -,03 14 -,04
KSOT ,01 ,00 ,17 -09
KSMA -19 ,31 ,19 -11
Tabela 4. Oblimin factors intercorrelations
OBL1 OBL2 OBL3 OBL4
OBL1 1,00 -,01 ,06 -,03
OBL2 01 1,00 110 01
OBL3 ,06 ,10 1,00 ,02
OBL4 03 01 02 1,00
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Variables that have the largest projection on the first oblimin factor are those used
to assess educational status defined by the degree, quality and scope of education of re-
spondents and their parents as well as their level of qualification recognized in their cur-
rent or previous job. The variable where did you previously live was used for assessing ba-
sic residence status defined by the characteristics of the place where the subject and his
parents come from. That primarily refers to the type of settlement — whether it is a city,
town or village. Both of these statuses are subordinated to the socialization subsystem.

Saturation of factors also involves a variable of how well-to-do the family is, which
is used to assess the lifestyle. This factor is sometimes of dubious existence as it is de-
fined as the possession of those material goods that, at the present stage of this coun-
try’s economic development, do not yet represent the effect of the usual, normally rep-
resented mode of consumption. It refers to owning a cottage, car, computer, paintings
of greater value, etc. “Lifestyle” is probably not the best term for this dimension. In
some analyses, a similar dimension is termed as above-standard economic status. How-
ever, as this factor usually appears as a dimension different from the factor of economic
status, it is probably a case of specific consumer orientation that is not so much a con-
sequence of economic power, but has the function of forming a certain lifestyle. Recog-
nizing the real fact that athletes as entities realize various roles in various groups during
their life, it becomes clear that the first oblimin factor that provides the most important
kinesiological reality represents the dominant feature of athletes with special needs and
can be nominated as a factor of general social status. Tables 2, 3 and 4.

The second oblimin factor is defined by lifestyle variables and economic status
that belong to the sanction or consequence subsystem. The factor is also defined by
one variable for assessing educational status which is subordinated to the socializa-
tion subsystem. This latent dimension is bipolar, and its dominant characteristic is
a low lifestyle, poor economic status and poor involvement in sports organizations.
The sanction or consequence subsystem is responsible for the social evaluation of
role performance in the institutionalization subsystem. This subsystem consists of a
hierarchical network of social roles, and it is in the system of possession, consumption
and other measurable effects of position in the institutionalization subsystem. The so-
cialization subsystem has the function of preparing the individual to take a certain
position in the network of roles in the institutionalization subsystem. The socialization
subsystem essentially represents all forms and levels of training an individual to com-
municate with the social environment and therefore to efficiently perform roles in the
institutionalization subsystem. In the operationalization of the model, however, for a
number of methodological reasons, the socialization subsystem is limited to the formal
level and type of education, and only to those circumstances under which the socializa-
tion process took place and which can be directly registered, measured or assessed.

The third oblimin factor is clearly determined by variables for assessing the insti-
tutionalization subsystem. The first two variables define professional status that is
defined by the individual’s position in the hierarchy of professional roles determined by
regulators which depend on socio-economic relations from the social division of labor.
This dimension of social status, the most important among the dimensions belonging
to the institutionalization subsystem, is usually defined by the position in the workplace,
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that is the degree of expert power and position in the professional bodies and organi-
zations. The other two variables determine socio-political status. Social status is
defined by the individual’s position in the hierarchical network of roles in nonpoliti-
cal social organizations. This hierarchical network includes roles in scientific, profes-
sional, cultural, humanitarian, sports and other organizations at all levels, from the local
community and municipality to the republic, state and international levels. This factor
should be significantly related to educational and residence status, and particularly to
professional status. Political status is defined by the degree of possession of political
power. In the world, political power depends on two factors. The first is the position
in state and parastate organizations that make decisions, implement them or control
their implementation, and the second is membership and position in the ruling party.
In most countries, including this country, the two factors are not independent. Both of
these statuses are defined by the individual’s position in the system of institutionalized
social roles. Thus, it is assumed that there is a hierarchical network of interrelated pro-
tessional, social and political roles which, due to the importance of their institution and
values, influence social differentiation of people. In addition, it is the assumption that
every activity, or every social role, on the basis of which society perceives the individual
as its active member, is formally or actually institutionalized. It should be borne in mind
that, indeed, in any normal organized society, there are practically no roles that are not
institutionalized. It is obvious, namely, that families, work organizations, educational in-
stitutions, social and political organizations, religious organizations, etc., are essentially
institutions in which a hierarchy of social roles exists more or less formally.

The fourth oblimin factor has the greatest relationship both with the variables
used to assess educational status and variables for assessing current residence sta-
tus. It could be concluded that the socialization subsystem and sanctions or conse-
quence subsystem are responsible for this dimension.

It is especially important to emphasize the interactive influence of primary factors
of social status on determining the overall status position. None of these dimensions is
in itself a measure of the overall status position, but that position depends on the inter-
active constellation of primary factors and is defined by the participation coefficients of
each status dimension.

Although all studies carried out in this country suggest that educational status has
by far the highest coefficient of participation in the formation of the general factor of
social status, this factor is highly saturated with professional status, basic economic sta-
tus and basic residence status.

This issue of athletes with special needs who engage in karate and judo to be fur-
ther explored with new methods and new assessment instruments in order to provide a
deeper and more meaningful analysis of subjects’ social status.

CONCLUSION

The study was carried out with the aim of determining the structure of social status
of athletes with special needs who engage, karate and judo within Special Olympics. For
that purpose, 132 athletes involved in regular training were examined.
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In order to assess social status, the researchers used the model developed by the
authors as follows: (Saksida and Petrovic, 1972, pp. 1417-1418); (Saksida, Caserman
and Petrovic, 1974, pp. 10-11); Momirovic and Hosek, 1975, p. 17-18.). The INST2
supplement and SSMIN questionnaire were applied in the research.

All the data in the present study were processed at the Multidisciplinary Research
Center of the Faculty of Sports and Physical Education, University of Pristina, using the
DRSOFT system of data processing programs developed by Popovic (1980 and 1993,
pp- 121-122) and (Momirovic and Popovic, 2003, p. 115,139, 151).

Using component analysis of variables for assessing the social status of athletes with
special needs and applying Momirovic’s f6 criterion, four characteristic roots that can be
considered statistically significant were obtained. The total percentage of the explained var-
iability of the system of variables applied is 55.34%. Table 1 indicates a monotonic decline
in both the characteristic root and the percentage of the explained variance from 15.02%
for the second main component to 10.42% for the fourth main component, and it can be
considered as a product of hyper factorization. This is most likely the case if the commu-
nalities of variables whose value in the whole matrix is equal to one are taken into account.

The following variables have the largest projection on the first oblimin factor: do
you play any sports, your academic achievement, where did you live previously? how well-to-
do is your family? etc. This oblimin factor is featured by variables for assessing educa-
tional status which is subordinated to the socialization subsystem, as well as by one
lifestyle variable that belongs to the sanction or consequence subsystem.

Accepting the real fact that athletes as entities realize various roles in various groups
during their life, it becomes clear that the first oblimin factor which provides the most im-
portant kinesiological reality represents the dominant characteristic of athletes with special
needs and can be nominated as a general factor of social status in the broadest sense.

The second oblimin factor is defined by lifestyle variables and economic status
that belong to the sanction subsystem. Variables for assessing educational status
from the socialization subsystem are also involved here. This latent dimension is bi-
polar and is characterized by a low lifestyle, poor economic status and poor involve-
ment in sports organizations.

The third oblimin factor is explained by variables used to assess the socializa-
tion subsystem, one variable for assessing the institutionalization subsystem and the
variable for the assessment of the current residence status, or the sanction or conse-
quential subsystem.

The fourth oblimin factor has the greatest relationship with variables for assessing
mother’s and father’s qualifications, father’s foreign language proficiency, and family’s cur-
rent residence. It could be concluded that the socialization subsystem and the sanc-
tion or consequence subsystem are responsible for this dimension.

Considering the difficulties in sampling respondents, it is necessary to make every
effort to establish cooperation with the largest possible number of respondents thus
obtaining greater reliability of research results.

This issue of athletes with special needs who engage, karate and judo, as well as
other sports disciplines, needs to be further explored using new methods and new as-
sessment instruments in order to enter into a deeper and more meaningful analysis of
the social status of subjects.
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EBareana ®. BOA
Munrom A. ITIOTTIOBUR
Jacua A. ITOITOBUR

COLIMJAAHHM CTATYC CITOPTHCTA
CATIOCEBHUM IIOTPECAMA

PE3UME

AareHTHA CTPYKTypa MaHUPECTHUX CTATYCHHUX KapaKTePUCTHKA AHAAU3UPAHA je Ha PAa3AU-
IUTHM Y30PIjMa CPIICKe IOITyAAIIHje OMICAHUM PA3AMIMTHM CKYIIOBMMA CTATYCHUX BAPHjabAH y3
noMoh pasAMYMTHX METOAA 3d AHAAM3Y AATEHTHHX CTPYKTYPA ¥ HEKOAUKO CTYAHja CIIPOBEACHHUX Y
Pa3AMYHTHM IEPHOAUMA APYIITBEHOT, HIOAUTHYKOT X eKOHOMCKOT pa3Boja. CXOAHO TOMe, pe3yATaTH
AOOujeHH aHAAM3AMA Cy Pa3AMYHUTH; Mel)yTuM, peAOBHO Cy ce TojaBmHBaAe HeKe CTAOMAHE AATeHTHe
CTPYKType, Ka0 IITO Cy 0O6Pa3oBHU M MPOPECHOHAAHH CTATYC POAUTENA, 0OPA3OBHU U IPOPecHo-
HAAHHU CTATyC MCIUTAHUKA, KAO M APYIITBEHO-IOANTHYKH QaHIKMAH OPOAHMIle, OPABHIIHI CTATYC
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U eKOHOMCKH CTaTyC. 3a IPOTEKAO BpeMe AOTOAMAE Cy Ce€ BEAUKE APYIITBEHE, EKOHOMCKE U [IOAU-
Trke npoMeHe. OBe IpoMeHe Cy HensbexXHO nMase oppel)eHu yruiaj kako Ha KOHGUIYpaLUjy CTa-
TYCHHUX KAPAKTePUCTUKA TAKO U Ha 6POj U IIPUPOAY AUMEH3HUja AATEHTHOT CTATyca. Y 0BOj CTYAHjH
6uhe nmpeACTaBASEHU PE3YATATH AOOHjEHH Y OBOM IIEPHOAY APYIITBEHOT, IOAMTUYKOT K €KOHOMCKOT
pasBoja 3eMie, y KOjUMa Pelpe3eHTaTUBHH CKYII CTATyCHHUX KAPAKTEPUCTHKA OIHCYje pPelpe3eHTa-
TUBHU CIIOPTCKHU y30pak cranosHumTBa Cpbuje.

IObyiiHe pe4u: CTPYKTYpa, KAPAKTEPUCTHKE, ADYIITBEHHU CTATYC, (l)aKTOp, CIIOPT, CErMEHT.

Pap je mpeaar 16. mapra 2022. ropAuHe, @ HAKOH MHUIIbEHA PeIleH3eHATa, OAAYKOM OATOBOPHOT
ypearuka Bawitiure, oAOOpeH 3a LITaMILy.






