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3ACTYIUBEHOCT TEMA U3 COIIVIOJIOTUJE ITIOPOIUIIE
YV COITMOJ/IOHNIKOM ITPEIJIEZTY (1938-2017)

Caxkerak: Y 0BOM pajiy ayTOpU 1ajy CMHTeTUYKM IIPMKa3 U aHaIMU3y pajjoBa 13 obma-
cTu counmornoruje nmopoputie y Coyuonouikom iipeinegy (1938-2017). VicTrpakusama 1o-
ponuiie Ha moapyyjy bankana uMajy nyry Tpaguiujy u Beh y mpsum 6pojesuma Counono-
IIKOT ITperyefa obpahusane cy TeMe U3 06/1aCTH COLMONOTKje TopopuLe. Y 06jaB/beHNM
pafioBMMa MOYKE C€ YOUMTM IOCTOjarbe MCTOPUjCKOT KOHTMHYMTETAa IPOydaBaiba IO-
CTOjar-a U HeCTaHKa MIOPOAMYHNUX 3a/IpyTa U TPaJUIIMIOHA/IHE, IaTpMjapXajHe IOpoauLie
U HacCTajalbe BeHUX MoepHMX obmmka. Takobe, pamoBu mpare u IpoMeHe Koje je Io-
poamIa JOKMBeNa y Mepuofly HakoH 90-TMX TOAMHA IPOLUIOT BeKa anocTpodupajyhu
TOTOBO CBe acIleKTe MOPOfMIie: CTPYKTYPY, QYHKIIUje, TOPOAIIHE OfHOCE, HOPOIUIHY
HaTOJIOT N}y, COLMjanu3alnujy fielie, POSUTE/bCTBO U M0jaBy HOBUX, aITepPHATUBHUX (op-
M1t 6paKa 11 TOpOuLe.
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YBog

IToyery COIMONOMIKOr M3yJyaBama IOpPOANMIIE MOK/IANajy ce ca HAaCTaHKOM CO-
IVIOTIOTHje ¥ Ca FbeHUM TEOPUjCKO-eMMCTeMONOIKNM pasBojeM. OcHMBauMMa Juc-
numHe cMatpajy ce Openepux Jle Ilnej (Frederic Le Play) u Xajupux Buxenm Pun
(Heinrich Wilhelm Riehl). Mebytum, meby ,,mnonnpe pucnunnnue tpeba yBpcTutn u
jour HajMarbe iBa uMeHa: EmMuta Inpkema (Emile Durkheim), kimacuxka conyonoruje xoju
je 3acmy’XaH 3a YHUBEP3WTETCKYy MHCTMUTYIVMOHAMM3AIV)y AMCIUIUIMHE U Banrasapa
bornmmha” (Mili¢, 2001, str. 18). [TpoyuaBame Hopoanlie 1 lbeHNUX IPOMEHa, II0pef Tora
IIITO 3aBUICU O] pa3BI/IjeHOCTI/I U CTaba AUCHUIUINHE, YMHOTOME 3aBJMICU U O] APYIITBEHUX
" KYNITYPHUX NPWINKaA KOje 6I/ITHO YTU41y Ha CTBapambe IMOBO/bHE KIVIME 3a MICTpAXKNBaie
U BUXOB pafl. Bpyo je yecra mojaBa, moce6HO Ha HallleM MOAPY]y, Aa 300T PA3IUIUTIX
I/ICTOPI/IjCKI/IX " OIPpYLWITBEHNX IIPWINKA, HEMaA ,,Ca3HajHOF KOHTMHYHUTETA U CUCTEMATCKOT
npahema ofpelheHNx 10jaBHOCTY ¥ OJHOCA Y OPYIITBEHOM >KMBOTY I TO je M3BOP MHO-
TUX CTabOCTH M HeJOBPIIEHOCTH y HAay4YHOj IIpaKcy AaTor Hay4Hor noka” (Mili¢, 2012,
str. 764). Te cmabocTu 1 HEJOBPIIEHOCTH YMHOroMe 61Bajy HagokHaheHe maHnM mpe-
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rajamTBOM, eHTy3I/Ija3MOM " pagoM HaydYHMKa y UCTPpAXKNBaAKY, 06jaBIbI/IBaH>Y pazosa,
peann3oBary HayYHO-UCTPAXKMBAYKUX IIPOjeKaTa, OPTaHM30Baky HAyYHMX CKYIIOBA U
KoH(epeHLINja U CIL.

ITpema Munosany Murposuhy, Coyuonowku iipeineg je IpBY U HajsHA4YajHUjU
vacommc u3 obnmacty coumonoruje (Mitrovi¢, 1982, str. 115). ¥V Toky ocampeceT ro-
[MHa M3IaXema Y beMy je o6jaBbeno mpexo 1000 HaydHmX pajoBa, of Tora 42 paga
u3 couuonoruje mopopute. Ilopex Tora, y jesHoM 6pojy HayuHMX pajjoBa 4mju ce Ha-
CJIOBU JMPEKTHO He OfHOCe Ha Hopopuiy obpabyuBaHe cy Heke 3HauajHe TeOPUjCKO-
eIIICTeMOJIOLIKe TeMe Be3aHe 3a IoCeOHe COLMOONIKE NUCIUIIINHE U IJXO0B OIHOC, T1a
CYy CaMUM TUM Pe/leBaHTHE U 33 COLMOIOTUjY TIOPOAMLIE.

Y oBOM pajiy ayTopu HacToje la KpO3 aHa/IU3y 3aCTyI/beHOCTU PajloBa U TeMa 13
connmonoruje mopoautie y Coyuonouikom tipeinegy (1938-2017) ykaxky Ha 3Hauaj Koju je
Taj 4acONUC UMAO y IPOMOLIM)jH, IIPe CBera COLMOJIOTHUje IOPOAMLIe, KA0 AUCLUIIMHE U
y npahemy ncTpakuBama MOPOSUIHMX IIPOMEHA KOje Cy HApO4YNTO O1jIe MHTEH3UBU-
paHe HaKOH [Ipyror cBeTcKor para. AyTopy HeMajy HaMepy fia aHNIM3UPajy CBe PalloBe
Koju cy objaB/peH1t, Beh caMo OHe KOju Cy 0OeleXXmIn IpaBlie UCTPAXKMBaba U PasBoj
COLMOJIOTHj€e TIOPOJIMILE Y HaC.

ITornen Ha pajjoBe M3 COLMONIOTHje TIOPOANLIe
y Coyuonowkom tipeineqy (1938-2017)

Y Couyuonowxom iipeinegy, Kao IpBOM ¥ Haj3HAYajHUjEM COLMONOLIKOM JaCOMINCY,
TOKOM cBUX 80 rofyHa Msnakemwa obpahupaHe cy pasmuunre TeMe Koje ce TUYY IOPO-
puie. YKYIIHO je y IOMEHYTOM IEePUOJy M3alio 42 paja, jeflad IpMKas 1 IBa IPpeBojia.

Beh y mpBom 6pojy wacommca objaBpeHoM 1938. ropmune, koju je mocBehen
pasMarpamy pasBoja ¥ CaBpEeMEHOM CTaly COLMONIOrMje, Kao M aHA/IM3M OfJHOCA CO-
LMO7IOTHje M APYTMX HayKa, HaIJlalllaBa Cé KaO BeoMa Ba)KHO UCTPaKMBame IOPOANIIE.
Y pany Hciipancusarwe u iipoyuasarve coyujannux iojasa y CA Muxanna ABpamosuha
(Avramovié, 1938) mpukasaHa je JeTabHa aHaIM3a PasBoja COLMOIOTN]je M UCTPasKUBaba
connjanuux mpobnema y CAJl. AyTop rpymmiue nmpobieme Koju ¢y Hajdenrhe nctpaxu-
BaHM: ,JieTe — obyxsaheH je 1eo xuBoOT feTeTa: y kyhu, Ban xyhe ca gpyrom ferom, y
[euujuM [pY>XMHAMa 3a UTPY, y IIKOIN, BaH IIKOJMe M Ha ymuiy; Maaauh u ocobeHo
JileBOjKa — 113 CBUX PeloBa IPYIITBEHNX; J)KeHa — Y 6pauHoj kyhu, kao cympyra, Kao Majka,
Kao cycen. JKena pagHuna BaH Kyhe, jkeHa UMHOBHUK, mpodecop” (Avramovié, 1938,
str. 180). Takobe, y pagy Passoj coyuonoiuje y Opanyyckoj Huxoma Bydo pasmatpa Taj
PasBoj y Tpu IpaBLa. Y [[pyroM IIpaBlly IO3HATOM IO, HA3MBOM COIMjajIHE HayKe, ay-
TOp Hac ynosHaje ca Openepukom Jle ITnejom (Frédéric Le Play), orem cormornoruje mo-
pofiie, HEroBOM TeOPMjOM U MOCeOHO UCTUYe pasBUjarbe 06jeKTUBHOT 1 MO3UTVBHOT
MeTofja 3a IIpoyyYaBame APYIITBeHe cTBapHOCTH. [TocebHO je 3Hauajan pan Onwitiu io-
ineg Haute coyuonoiuje u Hawux gpyuwiiisenux Hayxka Hopbha Tacuha. AyTop Hac ynosHaje
ca UCTpaXkKMBambMMa IIOPOJUYHE 33/JpyTe, CPOACTBA U HAYMHA JKMBOTA y flenuMa Byka
Kapaynha u JoBana LiBujuha, a moce6Ho ce nctnay ncrpaxusama Tuxomupa Hophesnha
0 6paky, CpoACTBY, IpOOIeMy IIOTI0XKaja XeHa, Kao 11 O METOAY BeroBOT NCTPAXKMBamba.
3a pa3Boj coLmonoruje MOpopuIie Hoce6HO je BaxKHO feno Banraszapa bornmnha, ma Tako
u Muxanno Koucratunosuh y pany Vgeje Banitiasapa boiuwuha o HapogHom u 3aKoH-
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CKOM iipasy UCTUYE HEeroB BEIMKM ¥ MHOTOCTPYKM 3Ha4aj 3a pa3Boj COLMOIOTHje Y Hac,
Ipe cBeTa Kpo3 IpOydYaBarme YCTAaHOBA HAPOJHOT Mpaka (mopopuyHe 3afpyre). AyTop
HarmanraBa noce6no borummhes mosutuBmM3aM, mweEroBy Tesy ga Tpeba ,M3yIUTH M03MU-
TBHA (akTa” U ,IyBATHU Ce OLACHOCTI Off Op3ux reHepanusanuja’ (Pordevi¢, 1938).

ITpsu 6poj Coyuonouikoi tipeinega, Nako He Cafp>KM HUjefaH paj KOjU IMOCeGHO
obpabyje mpobrmeme 13 06aCTH COLMOTIOrMje IIOPOANUIIE, VIMA BEIUKM XEYPUCTUUKU
3Ha4Yaj, jep Jlaje Mmperes CTamba COLMOJIOTHje TOTa BpEMEHA 1 HaITlalllaBa TeMe Koje Cy y
(doKyCy NCTpaKuBamba, jefHa Of TIX TeMa je ¥ IOPOJMLA.

ITpBu paj Kojy IO TeMM IPMIAZia U COLMjaTHOj feMorpaduji, alu U COLIONOT I
nopoanuue je pag dparomyba Tacrha Banbpaunu natianuitieini y Jyiocnasuju objaBmbeH
1961. rogune y KoMe ce pasMarpajy APYLITBEHM YCIOBU PEIPOAYKILMje CTAHOBHUINTBA,
0CeOHO KpeTamwe U CTPYKTypa BAaHOPAUHOT HaTaIMTETa KPO3 IIOAaTKe 3BAHNYHE CTAaTH-
cruke. JJeCKpUITUBHO Ce M3HOCE pas/iKe y BAHOpadHOM HaTa/IMTETY IO pery6mKama,
HapOJHOCTM, CTAPOCTM U 3aHMMamy Majke. OHO IITO je KapaKTepUCTUYHO, a MOC/IeNIIa
je IPYIITBEHOT U KY/ITYPHOT KOHTEKCTA TOra BPEMEHa, jecTe a ayTop Ha BAHOpAuHM Ha-
TAJINTET I7Iefla Ka0 Ha ,KpyIHU ApyurrBennu npobmem” (Tasi¢, 1961, str. 87), a He kao Ha
IOYeTAK YCIOCTaB/bamha HOBOT MOJie/Ia PEPOJYKTUBHOT IIOHAIIakha CTAHOBHUIITBA.

ITyHux meBeT rofHa IIOCIIe TOTa, [I0jaB/byjy Ce IPBY PafioBM KOju, 1 110 obpahnaHoj
TEMU U II0 OCHOBHUM TEOPMjCKUM IIOMA3UIITUMA, IPUIAJAjy COLMONIOTHUjA IOPOIM-
ne. To cy pagosu Pyxe ®upcr-Iunnh Yuewhe senckux unanosa y ognyqusary y cy-
spemenoj tiopoguuyu Onusepe Bypuh ITopoguua, sactiuiiiare, coyujanusavuja: pesyn-
waimiu jegnol emiupujcxoi ucttipascusarva, Aubhenxe Mumth Ipomene y cyipyxcanckum
KomyHuxayujama u rwuxoéu vunuoyu u YKaku Cremanosuh Baciuiina ¢ynkyuja iio-
poguue: ogabpana 6ubnuoipapuja jyiocnosenckux pagosa 1945-1970. VintepecoBarme
3a IpOy4YaBame MOPOAuIle IOCIEANIIA jeé KPYIIHUX IIPOMEHA KOje Cy IMOPOAMILY 3aXBa-
TUJIE, A CBE TIOJ] YTUIIajeM MHTEH3MBHIX IIPOLleca MOlepHU3alje, MHyCTpUjanusanyje,
ypbaHusanmyje n MmUrpamnyja ceo-rpaj Koju ¢y OWIM KapaKTePUCTUUHM 3a TAaJAllEby
Jyrocnasujy.

Pysxa @upcr-Jumnh mpoydasa mporjec pasrpabusama ayropurera oma u Myxa y
opraHm3anuju xnBoTa caBpemeHe nopomuue (First-Dili¢, 1970). Ilogamy y ucTpaskuBamy
roBOpe Y IPUJIOT PasTpajibe TPANMIMOHATHOT, TaTpUjapXa/HOT Ay TOPUTETA I OTBapamba
CeocKe MOpOoiuIie IpeMa IIMPeM APYIITBEHOM OKPYXKebY, Y3 U3BECHE PErMOHA/IHE Pas3-
nuke. Pasrpagma ayTopurera y CAII Bojsonuna je Beh ysema maxa, ok je Ha CAII Ko-
coBy 1 MeToXuju TeK y 3a4eLIIMa, IIITO je 10 MULbEbY ay TOPKE IOC/IeINIIA PAa3ININTIAX
MHTEH3NTeTa [IPYIITBEHO-eKOHOMCKUX IIpolleca. ,HacynpoT TpaanMuMOHANHO] CTPYK-
TYpU ayTOPUTETA, KOja Ce MCK/BYUMBO TeMe/bila Ha JOOHOj, CIIONHOj U IeHepannjcKoj
IIPUIIAZIHOCTY CBAKOT Y/IaHa, CTPYKTYPY ayTOPUTETA Y CaBPEMEHO] IOPOANIIN CBe BIIIe
IeTepMuHMpa mpodecnoHanta audepeHnnjanyja 1 pagH JOIPUHOC MOjefIHOT WIaHa
nopopuue” (First-Dili¢, 1970, str. 78).

AyTopKa HaI/lalllaBa ¥ fia je IIpOlLlecy pasTpajibe ayTOpuUTeTa JOIPUHEO IIpOolec
MHIVBUAYaNU3alyje IOPOAnLie M HEeHNX YWIAHOBA, KA0 ¥ IUTYPAIUTET JOXOTKA Y CEO-
CKUM IOpOAMIIAMA.

Y pany Ilopoguua, eaciiuiiarbe, coyujanusayuja: pe3ynidaiiu jegHoi emiuupujckol
ucipanusara Onmusepa Bypuh pasmarpa yory n 3Hauaj mopopuiie y coLyjaansanuju
MJIAIAX TI0CEOHO y TIOITIely BbMXOBUX IOMUTUYKUX yiiora (Buri¢, 1970). Aytopka paspa-
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byje Tesy ma je mopommita K/pydaH areHcC coumjanusanyje, aayu fa feLa U MIALU HUCY
nacuBHY, Beh aKTUBHU akTepy y ToM mporecy. Tpeba Harmacutu ja je OmiBepa Bypuh
CBOjUM pajloM OTBOPMJIA jeHO HOBO IIOITIAB/bE Y COLMOMIOIIKOM MCTPA)KIBakby IIOPOIM-
1ie 60-Tux 1 70-TUX TOAVHA IPOIIIOT BeKa, HoCeOHO MCTpaxyjyhu cnojuy fusepsnduka-
LMjy TIOPOANIIA U IheHe IIPOMEHe HacTajie IOf, YTULAjeM CHaXKHe MHIyCTpujanusanyuje,
a/IMt ¥ COLVja/IMCTUYKOT CUCTEMA I FbeTOBe MHCTUTYIIMOHA/IHE MPEXKE.

IIpsu iyt ce y Coyuonouikom tipeinegy ojasjbyje 1 paj Hallle yBa>keHe IIpodecopke
Anbenke Munnh non HasusoM IIpomere y CyUpy#HaHcKuM KOMYHUKAUUJAMA U HUXO0BU
uunuoyu (Mili¢, 1970). Aytopka cMaTpa fja je KOMYHMKAIMja IOCTAIa Ba)KAH CETMEHT
HOPOAYYHE aKTUBHOCTU U [ia je HoOMIa HOBO 3Hauele Opure 3a ICUXMYKO, eMOLN-
OHa/IHO CTambe YIAHOBA, a Jla Hije caMo IIOCPe[HMK y 00aB/bamby IOPOANYHNIX AKTUB-
Hocti. Takobe, ayTopka ce He 6aBM camo yTBphuBameM MHTEH3NUTETa KOMYHMUKALVje,
HETO M CaMMM Cafip)KajeM KOMYHMKalMje KOja y MOJEePHO] IIOPOUIY HYje OTpaHIYeHa
caMo Ha IIOPOfIMYHe aKTUBHOCTHY, Beh 1 Ha fjorabaje 13 jaBHOT >)KMBOTa CBOjUX WIAHOBA.
Ha ocHOBY eMmmpujckor ncTpakiuBama yTBphyje TUIIOBe KOMYHMKALMje Y IOPOSUIIN
(TpaguIMOHATHY, MOfIepaH ¥ TIpeasHy TUII) ¥ BUXoBe pasnuke. Kao oMMHAHTaH THII
KOMYHMKallMje Y IOpOfinIjaMa jaB/ba ce IpenasHu Tum. OHO 110 4eMy je 0Baj paj] 3HauajaH
jecTe ma ayTopKa KpO3 aHaAM3y KOMYHMKalMje y MOPOAMLM HONMAsK HO 3aK/bydKa [a
IIOPOAMIIA NOKMB/baBa MHTEH3MBHE U KPYIIHe IIPOMEHE KOjeé KapaKTepuule ,IIpOMEeHa
II0JIOXKaja TIOPOANILE ¥ OHOCY Ha MIMpe APYIITBO Kao U NPOMEHA HeHe YHyTpallibe
crpykrype” (Mili¢, 1970, str. 319).

Pysxa @upcr-Jlennh je 1972. rogune o6jaBuia jout jegaH paj mof HasuBoM Jpyuiiti—
seHe Tipomjere u opoguya: Mogen gudepeHuupara pagrux ynoia u ynoia ayimopuitieiia
(First-Dili¢, 1972). Ayropka pasMaTpa K/by4He IIpo6ieMe IIOpOAMIie TOT BpeMeHa: Kako
ce TIIOpOAMIIA afjalTUpa Ha yOp3aHy andepeHIjaljy y APYLITBY, KAKO Ce Mekba IheHa
CTPYKTYpa ¥ 00paciy MHTepaKIMje pafHMX yIora 1 ayTopTeTa. 3aK/bydyje fa ce CTPYK-
Typa Hopopulie M obpacuy MHTepaKijje M ayTOPUTeTa Mebajy Of TPafUIOHATHIX,
IIPEKO MTPeTasHMUX TUIIOBA IO CaBpeMeHe JeMOKPATCKe IIOPOMIMLIE.

AyTropuma ce jeflaH pajj yYMHMO IPUIUYHO 3aHUMM/BUB, HE TONMKO IO TOME IUTO
II0 CBOjOj TEMM IIPUIIaJia COLMOJIOTjYU IOPOANILIE, HETO IUTO CYy Y HheMy IPeNCTAB/beHN
pesyaTaTy MCTpaXKMBamba KOjJi MOTY OMTI MHAMKATOPM 3a HekKe IIpe JPYLITBeHe IIpo-
6neme npucyrae y COP JyrocnaBuju Tora BpeMeHa. Ped je o pagy Xussu Vcpamuja
o6jaBmeHoM 1974. ropune (Isljami, 1974) nox HasuBom Heke 3Hauajue kapaxiliepucitiuke
Hosujel paszeoja iopoguue u gomahumnciiéa Kocosa ca ocepiiom Ha ipouwsupenu wiui. Ay-
TOp Ce 6aBy MCTPaKMBabeM HOPOMYHNX 3a/IpyTa I IPOIIMpeHnX nopoania Ha Kocosy
u Mertoxuju. ¥V nepuozy o 1961. no 1971. ropute 6enexxn ce mopact 6poja OBaKBIX I10-
poaniia, a ayTop UCTUYE Jia je TO IOC/AeNNIA HIICKOT CTelleHa EKOHOMCKe Pa3BUjeHOCTH,
BIICOKE CTOIIe He3aIlOC/IEHOCT 1 BICOKe cTole depTmmurera. AyTop He y3uMa y 0631p
KYATYPHM ¥ BPEIHOCHM KOHTEKCT KOjU yTU4e Ha OBAKBY IOPOAUYHY OPTaHM3ALN)Y, a
KOja je II0 HallleM MUIIbelby npecynHa. Haume, n y ApyruM menosuma JyrociaBuje eKo-
HOMCKM HEJOBO/bHO PasBMjEHMM MCTPAXMBAYM Cy YOUMIM CHa)KHE IIPOMEHE Koje Cy
HOPOAVILY 3aXBaTWIe, 11a Ta BPCTa eKOHOMCKOT JeTepMUHU3Ma He MOXe [0 Kpaja Outu
IpuMeeHa y objalmerny mopacta 6poja mopopudaHyx sagpyra Ha Kocoy n Mertoxuju.
Takobe, ayTop perujy y xojoj je o6aBno ucrpaxnsame (Ileh, ITpuspen, Hakosuua) Ha-
3uBa perujoM [ykabun naxko je ped o Mertoxuju.

255



bucepxa P. Komapau, bojan J. hopnyka, 3acTyn/beHOCT TeMa 13 COLMOIOTMje TTIOPOAUIIA. ..

Tex HaKOH 4YeTHpPM TOAMHE, OFHOCHO 1978. 06jaB7beH je pap Anekcangapa Mu-
mxosuha Jouipunoc Bacuma Iloiosuha upoyuasarwy iopoguunux sagpyia (Miljkovic,
1978). Ayrop Hac ymosHaje ca pajoM ucropudapa Bacuma [Tonosuha u merosum mo-
IIPMHOCOM Y ITpOy4YaBamy MOPOAMYHNUX 3a7pyra KOju IO Tajia, 0 HEroBOM MUIULEY,
HIIje TOBOJ/BHO B/IOPU30BAH y COLIMOMIOTHj . YKasyje 11 Ha pasyrKe y 00jalllberby 3aipyre
usmeby ITonosuha 1 Bornmuha.

Y ucrom 6pojy objasmeH je u texct loena Mapruna Xanmepua Amepuuxa ucitipa-
Huearwa o Jyiocnasuju us 00naciiiy couuo-Kynitly pHe aniaponionoiuje ca ioce6HUM 0cepiziom
Ha coyujanuy ciuipyxiypy u sagpyiy (Halpern, 1978). AyTop Ham faje IIperien MCTpaKiBaba
aMepUYKIX HayYHVKA IOPOAMYHE I APYIITBEHE CTPYKTYype Y Jyrocnasuju. Takobe, y oBom
6pojy objaB/meH je 1 mpeBop TekcroBa Emuia [Jupkema Y8og y coyuonoiujy iopoguue u
Bpauna tiopoguya. Ca BpaHIIyCKOT je3nKa TeKCToBe je npesena Anbenxa Mumh.

Y 1978. roguuu 06jaB/beH je moce6aH TeMarcku 6poj nocsehen CBeTCKOM KOHIpecy
connosora ogp>xanor y Yicamu (IlIsexcka). Y Tom 6pojy objasmenu cy pagosu Onusepe
Bypuh, MupocmaBa Axtuka, Mapka MnageHosrha 1 Munosana Mutposnha.

Mumih Anbenka 1980. ronune (Mili¢, 1980) o6jaB/byje Beoma 3HauajaH paf IIOJ Ha-
3uBoM Heku actiekifiu ilogpywiitiervasara gyHkyuje iopoguue y jyiocnoseHckom camo-
yupasHom gpywiiiey, y KoMe pasMaTpa jeflHO Of HajBaXKHUjUX INTarba Y COLMONOTU)I
nopopuie — ogHoc usMely uHmycTpujamMsanuje u nopognuHux npomena. OHa y pagy
UCTHYe JIa je Ipollec MHAYCTpMjalu3anyje K/bydaH 3a U3/Ta3aK Mpou3BofHe QyHKIMje
13 TTOPOJINILE, U IIPENCTAB/ba IPEIOMHY TayKy y MCTOPMjCKOM IIOCTOjarby IMOPOAMIIE KAo
ayTeHTHUYHe IpyIITBEeHe IPyIIe.

Y ucrom 6pojy Mapuja Buaun objasbyje pan IIpomene y ypbaroj caspemeroj io-
poguuu ¢ iiocebHuM ocepiiiom Ha cykob ynoia pagruue-majke (Biaci, 1980). IIpsu myT ce
y Couuonowixom fipeinegy pasmMarpa 1 oBa BpcTa npobnemaTuke. Paj ce 6aBu mpome-
HaMma MOpofNIie y CABPeMEHOM JIPYIITBY, Ca MOCEOHNM HArNackoM Ha KOHQIUKT yrmore
papHMIle-MajKe.

Y 1984. rogmuu objasmeH je pan Ilopoguua u donuitiuuxo toxaware (Milié,
1984) Anbenxe Muumh. IlmaBHy nwb pajia jecTe Jja ce MCIUTAjy YCJIOBM M YMHUOLU
LpYIITBEHO-IONMUTUYKOr aHTaKkoBama wiaHoBa CK]J. Iloceban Harmacak ce craB/ba Ha
couyjanusanyjcke yTuiiaje mopojuie Ha IOMUTUYKO IOHAIIalbe IOojefyHala y Halloj
IpPYLITBEHOj CUTyaLuju, a noce6bHo nmajyhu y suny wiancrso y CKJ. V3 oBora aytop
u3/iBaja IBa I7IABHA NMTAba: 1a IV Y HAIIOj CUTYAIWj! TTOCTOjM U KOMVKM je crierudu-
YaH yTUIIAj TIOPOfiUIle Ha ONpefie/biBambe MAahux uraHoBa 3a MPUCTYHambe UIAHCTBY
CKJ? Ja n1 mopopniia ¥Ma 1 KaKBOT yTHIaja Ha PYIUTBEHO-TIOMUTUYIKY aHTa)KOBAHOCT
TI0jefiMHaLlA Y aKTYeTHOj ApymTBeHoj cutyanujn? (Mili¢, 1984, str. 69).

Kpaj 80-Tux n nepuog, 90-TuX rofyHa JOHEO je Y CPIICKO APYIITBO KPYIIHE IPOMEHe:
Iy6OKY eKOHOMCKY U APYLITBEHY KpU3Yy, TpahaHcku part, ocupoMaliemhe CTAHOBHUIITBA
U IpyTe IIpOMeHe Koje ce MOTy O3Ha4MUTH Kao ,,CIeludIIHa aHOMIYHA TpaHcopMmannja
mpymrea” (Tomanovié, 2015, str. 8). Y ToM meprofy mouumy fa ce pa3MarTpajy Ipome-
He y IOpOJUIM HacTaje IOf YTUIajeM TPaH3UIje, 3aTUM IIPOMeHe Ha MUKPO IUIaHY,
pasMarpajy ce mpobmeMu Koju Aa Tafja HICY OMIM UCTPaXKUBAHY (HAaCU/be Y TOPOSUIIN,
JITBT 6pakoBu, pOAUTE/BCTBO, IPOMEHE PEIIPOAYKTUBHOL [OHAIIAKA, TPAaH3NIja Opa-
Ka, [I0jaBe a/ITePHATUBHUX (GOPMIU IIOPOFUUHOT 11 GPAaIHOT OPraHN30BaAKA I CJL1.) U YBOZE
ce HOBe TeopujcKe IepcreKTBe ((peMUHICTIYKA).
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Huxonnh-Pucranosuh Becna 1993. ropune o6jasmyje pap Hacumwe y Opaxy:
iwieopujcku okeup u pesyniiaiiu gocagawrux uciipaxusarwa (Nikoli¢-Ristanovié,
1993). Peu je o mpBoM pajy Ifie ce y aHaIM3M IpuMembyje GeMIHNCTUYKA TeOpHjcKa
opujeHTalnyja. Y 0BOM pajly aHa/musMpaHe cy nocrojehe Teopuje o Hacupy y 6paky u
flaT je Iperies; oCafjallllbuX UCTpakuBama. Ha OCHOBY pesynTara MCTpaKuBama U
nocrojehux Teopmjckux objammera y 6paky, ayropka yTBphyje fa ce IpBeHCTBEHO
pazi 0 HaCU/bY HaJ, )KeHaMa JOK Cy CIydajeBU Hacu/ba y OOPHYTOM CMjepy PUjeTKOCT
U YITIABHOM IIPECTaB/bajy PeaKlyjy Ha MHUIMjaTHO Hacu/be MylIKapaua. ,llopen He-
OCIIOPHOT yTHIIaja COLMO-AeMOrpad)cKmX 1 ICUXOMOMKIX 0COOMHA HACU/THMKA 1 XKPTBE,
reHepanyjcKke TPAaHCMUCHUje Hacu/ba, a/lIKOXOJa, €KOHOMCKMX M APYTUX CUTYalMOHMX
(axropa y Kpaji0j IMHUjH je yCIOB/beH U BrafajyhuM ogHocoM Mohnu mehy nonmosuma”
(Nikoli¢-Ristanovi¢, 1993, str. 291). Ha kpajy pafa ayTopka 3ak/bydyje Aa 6aB/berbe mpo-
61eMMMa Hacy/ba HaJj )KeHaMa Off CTpaHe aITepPHATMBHUX I'PyIIa M OpraHu3alyja nocTaje
HY’KHOCT, a MeHame II0cTojehe cekcncTiuke opraHmsanyje fpymTsa 1 Ueonoruje Koja
je OIpaBaBa jefVHY je YT Ka eMMMIHICAY HACK/ba Yy OPaKy Kao jefHOT y HU3Y PAa3HUX
06/11Ka HacK/ba KOjuMa Cy >KeHe Oule U3/I0KeHe KaKo Kpo3 MCTOPHjy TaKo U Y caBpeMe-
HOM JIPYIITBY.

ITepnog HakoH 2000. ropune y Coyuonowkom ipeinegy obenexxunu cy pagosu lop-
mane Tpunkosuh: ITopoguua y ucitiopujckoj u peiuonantoj uepciexiiusu (Tripkovié,
2002), Peiuonannu ugenimiutiet u iopoguya (Tripkovi¢, 2003) u Ilopoguua y tapansuyuju
(Tripkovi¢, 2004). Y mpBoM pany ayTOpKa IIOCTaB/ba OKBIP 3a ICTPa>KUBambe UIeHTUTap-
HIX, PETMOHATHUX M MYATUKYITYpamHuX obeexja mopopuie, noce6Ho y Bojsoamun.
Y yBOIHOM Jiey ce HaBO[M Jja C€ UCKYCTBO PENIUTMO3HUX PA3IMIUTOCTH KOJ HaC MOpa
CTaBUTU y KOHTEKCT TPOCTPYKOT pacHajia jyTOC/IOBEHCKe [IpyKaBe U y3aBPeMX I/IaHOBa
3a Ja/pMIM HOfeNaMa, Te 003HambeHe IONMNTINYKe HaMepe 3a 6ynyhoM peryoHanusaiujom
Cp6uje. HaBopu, Takobe, ga maxkia HcTpakuBada IIOPOJLe KOJ Hac Tpeba fja ce yeMepn
y [iBa IpaBIia: C jefjHe CTpaHe, Ha IPOLiece AUBEPreHIje U KOHBepreuiuje n3meby mo-
fiepHe TIOPOJMIIE J HALMX MCTOPUjCKMX U PETMOHATHUX CIelMUYHOCTH, a C ApyTre, Ha
npo6/1eM MYITUKYATYPATHOCTY ¥ MOHOKYITYPQTHOCTY Ha HUBOY Y>KUX PETMOHaTHUX
LjelMHa y KojuMa ce popMupajy crabuiHuje CTpyKType OMHAIMOHATHNX ¥ MYITHHALIN-
oHanHyx nopoana (Tripkovi¢, 2002, str. 116). ¥ HacTaBKy ce 3aK/bydyje fla pacTaKambe
Ip>KaBa 1 MOCTOjehnX [pYyIITBeHNX Lie/Ha MOYKe MIMATH 32 IOC/IeNUIy Ae3MHTerPaLjy
MIOPOJAMIIA BEMIMKOT C/I0ja CTAHOBHUIITBA (3aTBapame y eHK/IaBe, HacuIHe KOMOHM3aIje,
eT307Yc).

Y npyroMm papy Peiuonanuu ugenitiuttieiti u iopoguua, lopgana Tpunkosuh maxmy
ycMepaBa Ha OllepalliOHa/M3alljy TeOPUjCKO-METOJOMOMKNX IIPEMIUCA M HA aHAU3Y
OHUX Hajla3a KOjU MOPOAIUITY CTaB/bajy Y KOHTEKCT Cyue/baBarba PasIMUUTUX U/IEHTUTETA
- IIpe cBera HalMoHATHOr U permoHanHor (Tripkovi¢, 2003). [Tpo6neMcka pacnpasa je
CMeIITeHa Y KOHTEKCT pagMaTparba jeJHOT OIIITHjer IUTamba O TOME KaKBa je JaHallmba
HOPOJNILIA, KAKO Ce OHA MeHba 1 KOJIMKO Y CBeMY TOMe MMa PEerYOHaTHUX CIeMpUIHOCTI.
Ha ocHOBY eMnmpujCKIX UCTpaXKMBarba, ayTOPKa je JOLIIa O 3aK/by4Ka Jla IOPOJVYHMI
UMIEHTUTET He CaMo Jja MMa CBOje crennduaHocTy, Beh je u yHyTap cebe BuiectojaH:
OH je jeIHUM [IeIOM 3aje[JHUYKH ¥ YHUBEP3aJIaH, IPYTUM JIe/IOM je AeUHNCaH 3aceOHUM
colLja/THUM MOMEHTUMA U KYITYpHUM obpacuyuMa, oK je TpehuM menom mspas mpo-
Ijeca jefMHCTBEHe U HeIIOHOB/bMBe nHauBuayamsanuje (Tripkovi¢, 2003, str. 76). Cxon-
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HO HaBeJIEHOM, ayTOPKa 3aK/by4dyje la ce OPOMIA HECYMIbUBO MOXKe IIOCMATpaTy Kao
OuTaH YMHUIAL Y GOPMMUpPatby MHAMBYUIYATHOT M KOJIEKTUBHOT MIEHTUTETa, MaJa je TO
06/1MKOBambe [OCPEJOBAHO MHOIITBOM JPYIMX GaKTOpa KOjii Ce y CBAaKOM KOHKPETHOM
CIIy4ajy MOPajy MCTPAXKUTHU Y CBOjOj CIIOKEHOj 0COOEHOCTIL.

Tpehu o6jasmenn pap Toppane Tpunkosuh IHopoguua y tapansuyuju (Tripkovié,
2004) paspabyje muTame 1mTa APYLITBO Y TPAH3ULIMjU 3HAUN 3a IIOPOANYHY TPAHIULIV)Y,
am1 1 o6pHYTO. Y caMOM pajly ce IOKYLIaBajy ATy OfTOBOPM Ha IMTama: KaKBU CY
edeKTy 3aKacHesle M HeyCIIellIHe TPAH3NIIMje KO Hac, OFHOCHO KaKBe MOCTIeNIie M3a3N-
Ba TaKBa TPAH3MI[Mja HA MUKPO HUBOY IIOPOJMILIE U H>eHE HEIOCPEeHE OKO/IMHE; Ha KOjU
HA4YMH MUKPO HMBO pearyje Ha HEeNOBO/bHE OKOTHOCTH, Tj. KAKO C€ Y HOBOCTBOPEHUM
OKOJIHOCTMMA CTBapajy ¥ QyHKLMOHUIIY HOBM BUIOBMU COMUAAPHOCTI U 1ITa Ce 36MBa
ca CTapuM.

Csu aHa;msupany panosu [oprane Tpunkosuh mokasyjy ma je oHa TeopeTnyap u
UCTpaKMBA4 KOjy HACTOjU Jla HOPOAUILY U HheHe IPOMEHe CMECTH Y IUPU IPYLITBEHN
KOHTEKCT ¥ TaKO 00jacHU CIOXKeH offHoC usMeby mpyiuTsa u moponuiie.

Anxnna Ky6yposuh je 2003. u 2006. roguse o6jaBuaa hBa pajia Koja ce TUUY
ponuremnctsa: Ciiasosu mnagux 'y Cpbuju o poguiliencitisy y tiepuogy gpyuiitiéeHux ipome-
na (og kpaja 80-ux go kpaja 90-ux ioguna) (Kuburovi¢, 2003) u Ocoberocitiu poguitiencitiéa
y Cpbuju na xpajy XX sexa, penesaniiine 3a peiipogykiiuero ionawarse (Kuburovié, 2006).
O6a paja 6aBe ce KapakTepucTHKamMa popute/bcTBa y CpOuju 1 yTuIiajeM THX KapaKTepu-
CTMKa Ha CTAaBOBE M/I/INX O PEIPOAYKTMBHOM IIOHAIIAIbY U JOHOIIEHe OTyKa 0 pabamwy
u popuTe/bcTBy. OCHOBHM 3aK/by4aK je fla Cy HUCKE PENpOfyKTUBHE HOPME U CTaBOBU
MIaux npema pabamy ycnosmene npeosnabyjyhum tumom pogurescrsa.

Hapa IlomoBuna u Maja JKerapary cy 2005. u 2007. ropute o6jaBuse fBa paja Koja
npobneMaTusyjy pasop Opaka: Paseog 6paxa y kouitieKcilly gpywiitieere ipaHsuyuje,
(Polovina, Zegarac, 2005) u Pasgog 6paka y KOHilleKCilly WpaH3uyuje u3 yina ciapyunux
pagruxa wumosa 3a paszeog (Polovina, Zegarac, 2007). Y o6a paga pasmarpa ce Kako
ce OCHOBHM IIPOO/IeMN Y IPYLITBY Y TpaH3MULMj1 pedrieKTyjy Ha pasBop Opaka. Hamasu
UCTpaXKMBamwa cy Buuectpyku. Ha HuBoy dyHKIMOHNCaba OpadHNUX [TapTHepa y Ipo-
LIeCy Pa3BOJa yYMHIM APYIITBEHE KPU3€ M TPAH3UIMOHMX IPOLleca IPEII03Hajy ce y /M-
I ,, TEIIKNX pa3Bofja’, Tj. pa3BOfia ca BUCOKMM HMBOOM KyMy/alyje KOMYHUKAIUjCKUX,
eMOLIMOHA/THYX U cemapanuonnx npo6nema (Polovina, Zegarac, 2005, str. 401). Hanasu
UCTpaKMBaka Cyrepullly Jia ofjlarak-e pasBojia y NepuofuMa APYIITBEHUX KPU3a Ofipa-
»aBa: ycpezicpeheHOCT Ha afjanTaloOHe 3aXTeBe KOji yMakbyjy HOXKIB/baj NUCHYHKIIN-
OHA/IHOCT) OPayHOr OfiHOCA; (He)JOCTYHMHOCT eeKTMBHE MpeXe MOJPIIKe; CTaB/bakbe
y Opyru IiaH monoM oppeheHmx pasnmka y [OKMB/baBamy MapTHEPCKMX OFHOCA U
IpeXUB/baBakby. Y [PYTOM Pajly y aHa/IU3Y je YK/by4eHO M MCTPaXkKMBalbe Pajia CTPydHaKa
3aII0C/IEHNX Y TUMOBMMA 3a pa3Boj LleHTpa 3a coumjamuu paj. Victpaxkubame je IOKa-
3aJI0 la Cy pecypcy pe/ieBaHTHUX MHCTUTYLMja OCTab/beHN U Jia Cy OHe caMe 4ecTO y
XaoCy [lesopraHusanyje, Te CaMM TUM HeMajy pecypce KOji Cy O4eKMBaHU U KOju Cy
xmjentuma norpe6uu (Polovina, Zegarac, 2007). PajoBu cy sHauajHu jep ykasyjy Ha
KOHKpeTHe IpobiieMe ca KojuMa ce cpeliy kako ImapTHepi Koju ce pa3Bofe, Tako 1 LleH-
TPU 3a COLMjaTHU Paf,.

Y Hay4yHOj KpUTHULMK Cnobomana Anronnha o6jaBpenoj 2011. roguHe IOp, Ha3U-
BOM ,, McitiotionHe tiopoguue”: u3asos 3a Hayky, (Antoni¢, 2011) maje ce KpUTHIKI OCBPT
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Ha MoHorpadujy 3opuue Mpiesuh Ka gemokpaitickom gpywiinisy: ucitioiionte iopogu-
ye. AyTop je MUILIIberba A 3aCTYIIHULM KOHIIENTA ,JICTOIIO/IHOT Opaka” — momyT 30pu-
ue Mpiuesnh, cBofie O6pak Ha ,jaBHM YrOBOP O TPajHOj JbybaBy’, YnMMe 3aHEMapyjy ABe
K/by4He CTBApM: Aa je Opak ApyIITBeHa MHCTUTYLHja (a He caMO YTOBOPHU OZHOC); U
ia je mwerosa ApylITBeHa QyHKIMja pahame 1 ofrajame fere (a He caMoO LPYIITBEHO
[IpUXBaTakbe HeKe /bybaBHe Bese 1 ITIOMON apy y beHOM O4yBamy). TuMe ce CyIITIHCKI
peneduumine nucTUTyHMja O6paka (Antonié, 2011, str. 94). 3Havaj OBe Hay4He TIOTEMUKe
je ¥ 'y ToMe IITO BeH ayTop Ha BPJIO CUCTeMATUYaH HA4MH, TeOPUjCKY M METOHO/IOIIKY
HOTKPEIbeHO KPUTHKYje KOHIENT UCTOIONHUX MMOPOANILIA, YKa3yjyhu nctoBpemeno Ha
mpobjieMe Koje MOXKe 13a3BaTl y CBAKOJHEBHOM JKMBOTY HOjeIHALIA, A/IU U Y LPYIUTBY.

W Ha kpajy ananusupahemo pag Anbenxe Mwmh us 2012. rogune Coyuonouiko
ucitipaxcusaree fopoguua: usmehy ungueugyannux ipeinyha u gpywiiieenux (He)ipunu-
ka, (Mili¢, 2012). Pag ce 6aBu npahemem passoja counornoruje nopoxute y Cpbuju xpos
CTBapame TPY MMHOKPA HA HOAPY Y)Y UCTPAKUBaba ITOPOAILIE Y OMBIIIEM jyTOCIOBEHCKOM
peruony: Banrasapa Borummnha, Bepe Epimix n Onusepe Bypuh. ,,Ykasyje ce Ha detn-
pu OUTHe LpTe JUCKOHTHHYUTETA Y BUXOBUM IIPOyIaBabUMa IIOPOAUILE: BPEMEHCKOM,
TePUTOPMjaTHOM, HAIIVIOHA/THO-IPKaBHOM U APYIITBEHO-CUCTEMCKOM, Te IIpo¢ecroHaI-
HoM” (Mili¢, 2012, str. 763). Ca mpyre cTpaHe, BUXOBA UCTPAXUBAA »,O0LPTABA]Y jefaH
VICTOPUjCKY KOHTMHYNUTET KOj/i O3HaYaBa MIOCTOjarbe ¥ HeCTajarbe jeIHOT TPaAuIIOHa -
HOT 00/IMKa IMOpOfLe — IIOPOAUYIHE 3aJPYyTe, OFHOCHO IheHe MOfIepHIje MaTpujapxaite
BapljaHTe Kao OMTHe MHCTUTYILMje 38 )KMBOT CTAHOBHUIITBA ¥ 0BOM IofHeOmy” (Milié,
2012, str. 763). Ananusupajyhu cBe y3poke AMCKOHTMHYUTETA Y Pa3BOjy COLMOIOTjeE IO~
ponuie, ayTopKa JOJIasy [0 3aK/by4YKa Jla Ce Hallla IaHAIIba COLVOJIOMIKA MCTPAXKIBAba
nopogante cycpehy ca muramuma Koja He MOTY [ja Pellle ,,jeCMO /I YCIIeH fia IIpeBasuheMo
y MOPOAMYHUM CTPYKTYpaMa I OGHOCMMA TpaiMLMOHAIHe aTpujapXaaHe 3acafie Koje
CMO HaC/Ie[WIN U3 3afipy>KHe IPOLUTOCTH Harte opoxuue” (Mili¢, 2012, str. 778).

3ak/byyak

V3 aHa/MM3MpaHUX pajoBa MOXeMO 3ak/byuntu fa je Couuonowiku opeineg opu-
rpao 3HaYajHY, AKO He U IPECYQHY YJIOTY Y PasBOjy COLMOIOLIKE MUC/IU, CAMUM TUM U
COLIMOJIOTHj€ TIOPOANLIE. ,,3aCHNBAEM COLIMOJIOTHjE KA0 aKajieMCKe JUCHUIUIMHE 60-THX
FOJIMHA, COLMOJIO3Y CY IIOCTA/IM YCMEPEH! Ha KOHCTUTYICAIbe COLMOTIOrMje Kao HayKe 1
Ha IPEHOILIEbE 1 YIIO3HABAbE Ca [IABHUM TEOPIjCKUM [IPABIVIMA 3aIlajiHe COLMOorje”
(Vuleti¢, 1995, str. 50). Taxobe, pagu gobujama meruTUMNUTETa T€ HOBE aKaZeMCKe IUCLI-
[ULMHE, COLMOJIO3Y CY IIOYe/I MHCUCTUPATH 1 HA eMIIMPUjCKUM UcTpaKuBamwuMa. V Beh
[PBU PajioBU M3 COLMOJIOrMje ropopuie objasberu y Coyuonoukom ipeinegy moxkasyjy
[IOMEeHYyTe TeHfeHUMje: MOMa3aK Off TEOPUjCKUX CTAHOBUIITA 3allajiHe COLMONOTHje U
IUXOBA IIOTBPAia KPO3 eMIMPIjCKa UCTPAKUBAA.

Takobe, o6jaBbenn paposu y Coyuonowxom ipeinegy npare u CyiOMHy IOpogud-
He TpaHcopMaryje Ha BaikaHy: crapa narpujapxaaHa MOPOAKLA IOCTEIIEHO HECTaje, U
MOJKe Ce 3aK/bYYUTH []a Ce Ha BEJIMKOM JIeNY jyTOC/IOBEHCKE TEPUTOPUje OHa CACBUM M3IY-
6mna. C gpyre cTpaHe, pajloB1 HaM YKasyjy fia ce CaBpeMeHa IOPOJMLIA jOII YBEK He MOXKe
cMarpaTy geMHUTUBHOM TBOPEBUHOM I YBPCTO CTPYKTYPUCAHUM OOITMKOM IOPOANY-
He opranusauuje. [Topopuia Koj HaC IPoOIasy KPo3 IPOLeC TPAH3NULMje Tj. Ha/la3u ce ¥
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u3pasuToj Tpancopmarju u y Gpasu je HempeKUFHOr yobmdaBama 1 popmuparma. Te
IIPOMEHE Y CTPYKTYPU HOPOAMLE U Yy IOPOANIHUM OFHOCUMA IIOC/IEANIIA Cy CHAKHIX
IIPOMEHA y APYLITBEHOj ¥ EKOHOMCKO]j CTPYKTYPM Halle 3eM/be Of [Ipyror cBeTCKOr para
IO maHac.

Mupycrpujcka mogena papa u ypbannsanmuja 6usure COP JyrocmaBuje goserna je 1o
TpaHcdopMalmje Ipon3BofHe QYHKIMje IIOPOAMIIe, Al He OHAKO KaKo ce To goraharno
Y pasBujeHuM sem/bama 3anaja. Haume, y HalmuM nopogunmma, Yak U y rpajickuM 3aj-
pKana ce Iyro mpousBoiHa GyHKIHja (IpyMep MEIIOBUTUX foMah1HCTaBa pajjHMKa-
-ce/paka), Koja je KacHuje y mepuofy HakoH 90-Tux rofgyHa 1 oMoryhnia npexmnBpaBarme
BeNMKOM 6pojy HopopuLa.

[ToponnyHe mpoMmeHe Koje cy aHamu3upaHe u objaBmeHe y Coyuonouikom ipe-
inegy mory ce knacuduKoBaty Ha ciefehn HaumMH: cTBapame HOBe MOTMBAllMOHe Oase
3a cK/laname Opaka; Memwarme QyHKIuje Opaka 1 ofHOca n3Mehy cympyxHuKka; mporec
pasrpajiibe MYIIKOT ayTOPUTETA Y MOPOAMLIN; IPOLEeC eMAHLMIIALIjE JKEHe Y OPYLITBY
U IOpOAULY; Ipo6ieM AuBep3ndmKarje aKTUBHOCTI YKeHe Y TIOPOAYLIN 1 jaBHOj cde-
P¥; IPOLIEC CTPYKTYPAIHOT Cy>KaBakba MOPOANLIE; IPOLIeC MHAMBU/Ya/IN3aLMj€ YIaHOBA
nopopuie; Behe MoryhHoCTH 3a 3a/]0BO/bEHb€ OCHOBHUX €MOLMIOHA/IHNX IT0Tpeba 13BaH
HOpOAMYHOTr Kpyra; Behe cekcyaHe co6ofie y NMOHAIIabY; JIAKO OCHUIIAIbe HOPOANYHE
opraHusanyje ycies pasBofia U 0CaMOCTa/berba Jielle.

ITpuxasaun pagoBu HaM oMoryhaBajy mMpOK IOIVIef 3a pasyMeBame IIOjefNHIIa,
HOpOAMLe U APYIITBa Y Mel)ycOOHOM NpOXMMarmy ¥ MHOTOCTPYKOM MHTEPaKTUBHOM
penosamwy. OMoryhaBajy Ham yBup y Bosiehe caBpeMene Teopuje u IPUCTyIe Y aHATIN-
31 TIOpOfUIle, HeHOM (QYHKIIVIOHUCAKY, PACIIOfieN YIOoTa Y OKBUPY IIUpe 3ajefHMIIE,
GbYHKIMOHMCaY TIOPOAMIIE Y Be3u ¢ OfHOCOM Mel)y MOOBMMa 1 NOHAIIakby YOBeKa Y
HOPOANYIHOM KOHTEeKCTY. CBU HaBelleH! PajloBU HaM IIpy»Kajy MOIyhHOCT pasyMeBama
MOPOANIHYX Y/IOTa, TIOTTHUX, eKOTOIIKIX 1 OMOJIONIKIX YC/IOBa KOjU CBAaKY Ha CBOj HAYMH
yrudy Ha GopMupabe 1 IpOMeHe YHyTap IIOPOJNIIe, Kao 11 PelllaBaiby PasIndUTHX IPO-
671eMa, Kao IITO Cy KOMyHMKallija yHyTap jefHe reHepaiuje, Mehy renepanmjama, ut.

260



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LII (2018), no. 1, pp. 252-272

Biserka R. Kogarac!

Bojan J. Corluka?

University of East Sarajevo
Faculty of Philosophy in Pale
Pale (Republic of Srpska, B&H)

REPRESENTATION OF THEMES FROM SOCIOLOGY OF FAMILY
IN SOCIOLOSKI PREGLED / SOCIOLOGICAL REVIEW (1938-2017)

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: In this paper the authors provide a synthetic review and analysis of the papers
from the field of Sociology of family in Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review (1938-2017).
The research of family in the Balkans region has a long-lasting tradition and even in the first
publications of Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review themes regarding the sociology of
family had been presented. In the published papers we can see the very presence of the
historical continuity of existence and disappearance of family cooperative and traditional,
patriarchal family and formation of its modern models. Also, the papers follow changes
the family passed through in the period after 1990s, putting stress on almost every single
aspect of a family: structure, functions, family relations, family pathology, socialisation of
children, parenthood and appearance of new, alternative forms of marriage and family.

Keywords: Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review, sociology of family, changes in the
family

Introduction

The beginnings of the sociological study of the family coincide with the emergence
of sociology and its theoretical and epistemological development. Frederic Le Play and
Heinrich Wilhelm Riehl are considered to be the founders of the discipline. However, “the
discipline pioneers should include at least two other names: Emile Durkheim, a classic of
sociology who is responsible for the university institutionalization of the discipline and
Valtazar Bogi$i¢” (Mili¢, 2001, p. 18). The study of the family and its changes, in addition
to being dependent on the development and the state of the discipline, depends largely on
social and cultural circumstances that significantly influence the creation of a favorable
climate for researchers and their work. It is a very common phenomenon, especially in
our area, that due to different historical and social circumstances there is no “cognitive
continuity and systematic monitoring of certain incidences and relationships in social life,
and this is the source of many weaknesses and imperfections in the scientific practice of a
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given scientific field” (Mili¢, 2012, p. 764). These weaknesses and imperfections are largely
compensated for by the personal zeal, enthusiasm and the work of scientists regarding
research, publication of papers, realization of scientific research projects, organization of
scientific meetings and conferences, etc.

According to Milovan Mitrovi¢, Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review is the first and
most important journal in the field of sociology (Mitrovi¢, 1982, p. 115). During more than
eighty years of publication, over 1000 scientific papers have been published, 42 of which
belonging to the sociology of family. Moreover, in a number of scientific papers whose
titles do not directly pertain to the family, some important theoretical and epistemological
topics related to special sociological disciplines and their mutual relationships have been
processed, thus making them relevant for the sociology of family.

In this paper, through the analysis of the level of representation of papers and topics
related to the sociology of family in Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review (1938-2017),
the authors try to show the importance that the journal has in promoting the sociology
of family as a discipline and in monitoring the research on family changes which were
intensified after the Second World War. The authors do not intend to analyze all published
papers, but only those that marked the direction of research and the development of
family sociology in this area.

An overview of the papers belonging to the sociology of family
in Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review (1938-2017)

In Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review, as the first and most important sociological
journal, during all 80 years of publication, various topics related to the family have been
addressed. A total of 42 papers, one presentation and two translations were published in
the mentioned period.

As soon as the first issue of the journal published in 1938, devoted to the consideration
of the development and contemporary state of sociology, as well as the analysis of the
relationship of sociology and other sciences, the study of the family was emphasized as
very important. In the paper Research and study of social phenomena in the US by Mihailo
Avramovi¢ (Avramovi¢, 1938), a detailed analysis of the development of sociology and
research of social problems in the United States was presented. The author grouped the
most frequently researched problems: “a child - the whole life of a child is included: in the
house, outside the house with other children, at childrens playgrounds, at school, outside
school and in the street; a young man, and especially a young woman - from all social ranks;
a wife - in a married home, as a wife, as a mother, as a neighbor. A female worker outside
the house, a female clerk, a professor” (Avramovi¢, 1938, p. 180). Also, in the paper entitled
the Development of Sociology in France, Nikola Vuco considers this development in three
directions. In the second direction known as the Social Science, the author introduces us to
Frédéric Le Play, the father of the sociology of family, and his theory in particular, emphasizing
the development of an objective and positive method for the study of social reality. The paper
titled A general view on our sociology and our social sciences by Dorde Tasi¢ is particularly
important. The author introduces us to the research on family co-operatives, kinship and
lifestyle in the works of Vuk Karadzi¢ and Jovan Cviji¢, and especially emphasizes Tihomir
DPordevi¢s research on marriage, kinship, the problem of women’s position, and the method
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of his research. The work of Valtazar Bogisi¢ is especially important for the development of the
sociology of family, so Mihailo Konstatinovi¢ in his paper Valtazar Bogisi¢ about national and
legal law highlights his great and multifaceted significance for the development of sociology,
primarily through the study of institutions of national law (family cooperatives). The author
primarily emphasizes Bogi$i¢s positivism, his thesis that we should “learn the positive facts”
and “beware of the dangers of quick generalizations” (Pordevi¢, 1938).

The first issue of Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review, although without a paper
specifically addressing problems in the field of sociology of family, has a great heuristic
significance, as it gives an overview of the state of sociology of that time and emphasizes
topics that are in the focus of research, one of these topics being the family.

The first paper which belongs to the social demography, and also to the sociology
of family, is the paper by Dragoljub Tasi¢ entitled Extramarital natality in Yugoslavia,
published in 1961, which examines the social conditions for the population reproduction,
especially the movement and structure of extramarital birth rates through official
statistics. The differences in extramarital birth rate by the republics, nationality, age and
mother’s professional affiliation are descriptively presented. What is characteristic, and is
the consequence of the social and cultural context of that time, is that the author views
extramarital natality as “a major social problem” (Tasi¢, 1961, p. 87), and not as a beginning
of the establishment of a new model of reproductive behavior of the population.

Full nine years later, the first papers appear, which, according to the subject matter
and the basic theoretical starting points, belong to the sociology of family. These are papers
written by Ruza First-Dili¢ The participation of female members in decision-making in the
modern peasant family, Olivera Buri¢ Family, Upbringing and Socialization: Results of an
empirical research, Andjelka Mili¢ Changes in Spouses’ Communication and the Factors
of Change and Zaki Stepanovi¢ Educational function of the family- selected bibliography
of Yugoslav papers 1945-1970. The interest in studying the family was a consequence
of the major changes that the family went through, all under the influence of intensive
processes of modernization, industrialization, urbanization and village-town migration
characteristic of Yugoslavia at the time.

Ruza First-Dili¢ examines the process of breaking down the authority of the father
and the husband in the organization of the life of a modern family (First-Dili¢, 1970).
The research data supports the dissolution of the traditional, patriarchal authority and the
opening of the rural family to a wider social environment, with some regional differences.
The dissolution of authority in SAP Vojvodina already started to take place, while at SAP
Kosovo and Metohija it was only in its beginnings, which in the opinion of the author
was a consequence of different intensities of socio-economic processes. “In contrast to
the traditional structure of authority, which was exclusively based on the age, sexual and
generational belonging of each member, the structure of authority in a modern family
is increasingly determined by the professional differentiation and work contribution of
a particular family member” (First-Dili¢, 1970, p. 78). The author emphasizes that the
process of dissolution of authority was contributed to by the process of individualization
of the family and its members, as well as the plurality of income in rural families.

In the paper titled Family, Upbringing and Socialization: Results of an empirical research
Olivera Buri¢ discusses the role and significance of the family in the socialization of young
people, especially with regard to their political roles (Buri¢, 1970). The author elaborates
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the thesis that the family is a key agent of socialization, but that children and young people
are not passive but active actors in this process. It should be emphasized that, with her
work, Olivera Buri¢ opened a new chapter in the sociological research of the family of the
60s and 70s of the previous century, especially researching the layer diversification of the
family and its changes arising from the influence of strong industrialization, as well as the
socialist system and its institutional network.

For the first time in Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review, the work of our di-
stinguished professor Andelka Mili¢, titled Changes in Spouses’ Communication and the
Factors of Change (Mili¢, 1970), appears. The author believes that communication has
become an important segment of family activity and has gained a new meaning of care
for the psychological, emotional state of members, and that it is not only a mediator in
the conduct of family activities. Also, the author does not only deal with determining the
intensity of communication, but also the very content of communication that is not limited
to family activities alone in the modern family, but also to the events in the public life of
its members. Based on empirical research, she identifies types of family communication
(traditional, modern and transient type) and their differences. The transient type appears
as the dominant type of communication in families. What makes this work significant is
that the author, through the analysis of family communication, concludes that the family
experiences intense and major changes characterized by “changing the position of the family
in relation to the wider society and changing its internal structure” (Mili¢, 1970, p. 319).

In 1972, Ruza First-Deli¢ had yet another publication entitled Social Change and
the Family: Model of roles Differentation (First-Dili¢, 1972). The author considers the key
problems of the family of that time: the way family has adapted to the quick differentiation
in society, how its structure and patterns of interaction of work roles and authorities change.
She concludes that the structure of the family and the patterns of interaction and authority
change from the traditional to transient types, and then to a modern democratic family.

To the authors, one paper seemed quite interesting, not so much because it belongs
to the sociology of the family according to its topic, but because it presents the results
of a research that can be seen as indicators of wider social problems present in the SFR
Yugoslavia of that time. This is the paper by Hivzi Isljami published in 1974 (Isljami,
1974) under the title Some Significant Features of the Newer Developments of Families and
Households in the Region of Kosovo, with a Particular Emphasis on the Expanded Family.
The author deals with the research of family cooperatives and extended families in Kosovo
and Metohija. In the period from 1961 to 1971, there was an increase in the number
of such families, and the author points out that this is due to the low level of economic
development, high unemployment and high fertility rates. The author does not take into
account the cultural and value context that influences such a family organization, which in
our opinion is crucial. Namely, in other economically underdeveloped parts of Yugoslavia,
researchers have noticed strong changes that the family has encountered, so this type of
economic determinism can not be fully applied in explaining the increase in the number of
family cooperatives in Kosovo and Metohija. Also, the author refers to the region in which
he conducted the research (Pe¢, Prizren, Djakovica) as the Dukagjin region, although the
region’s name is Metohija.

Only four years later, in 1978, the paper Vasilj Popivics Contribution to the Study of
the Zadruga in Yugoslavia (Miljkovi¢, 1978) by Aleksandar Miljkovi¢ was published. The
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author acquaints us with the work of historian Vasilj Popovi¢ and his contribution to the
study of family cooperatives, which until then, in his opinion, was not sufficiently valued
in sociology. It also points to differences in the explanation of cooperatives between
Popovi¢ and Bogisic.

In the same issue, there was a text by Joel Martin Halpern, titled American Studies
on Yugoslavia in the Field of Socio-Cultural Anthropology- Especially Concerning Social
Structure and zadruga (Halpern, 1978). The author gives us an overview of American
scientists’ research on the family and social structure in Yugoslavia. Moreover, this issue
also includes the translation of Emil Durkheim's texts Introduction to Sociology of Family
and Marital Family. The texts were translated by Andelka Mili¢ from the French language.

In 1978, a special themed issue was published dedicated to the World Congress of
Sociologists held in Uppsala (Sweden). In this issue, the works of Olivera Buri¢, Miroslav
Ahtik, Marko Mladenovi¢ and Milovan Mitrovi¢ were published.

In 1980, Andelka Mili¢ published a very important paper entitled Some Aspects of the
Socialization of the Family Functions in Yugoslav Society (Mili¢, 1980), in which she considers
one of the most important issues in the sociology of family - the relationship between
industrialization and family changes. She points out that the process of industrialization
is crucial for the exclusion of the production function from the family, and represents a
turning point in the historical existence of the family as an authentic social group.

In the same issue, Marija Bia¢i publishes the paper titled Changes in the Urban Family
With Regard to Women'’s Roles’ Conflict (Biaci, 1980). For the first time in Socioloski pregled/
Sociological Review, this type of issue was being considered. The paper deals with family
changes in contemporary society, with a particular emphasis on the conflict between two
roles of the mother workers.

In 1984, the paper The Family and Political Behavior (Mili¢, 1984) by Andjelka Mili¢
was published. The main goal of the paper was to examine the conditions and factors
of socio-political engagement of LCY members. A special emphasis was put on the
socializing influences of the family on the political behavior of individuals in our social
situation, especially given the membership in the LCY. The author distinguishes two main
questions: is there and what is the scope of a specific family impact on the decision of
younger members to join the membership of LCY? Does the family have any influence on
the social and political involvement of individuals in the current social situation? (Mili¢,
1984, p. 69).

The end of the 1980s and the 1990s brought major changes to the Serbian society:
a deep economic and social crisis, a civil war, the impoverishment of the population
and other changes that can be characterized as a “specific anomalous transformation of
society” (Tomanovi¢, 2015, p. 8). During this period, the changes in the family that were
created under the influence of transition and changes in the micro plan were studied,
problems that had not been previously considered began to be examined (domestic
violence, LGBT marriages, parenting, changes in reproductive behavior, marriage
transition, the occurrence of alternative forms of family and marital organization, etc.)
and new theoretical perspectives (feminist) were introduced.

In 1993, Vesna Nikoli¢-Ristanovi¢ published the paper Spouse Abuse: Theoretical
Framework and up to Date Research Findings (Nikoli¢-Ristanovi¢, 1993). This is the first
paper in which the analysis uses the feminist theoretical orientation. In this paper, the

265



Biserka R. Kosarac, Bojan J. Corluka, Representation of themes from sociology of family...

existing theories about violence in marriage are analyzed and a review of the previous
research is given. Based on the results of the research and the existing theoretical
explanations of marriage, the author finds that violence is primarily directed against
women, while the cases of violence in the reverse direction are rare and mostly represent
a reaction to the initial violence of men. “In addition to the undeniable influence of the
socio-demographic and psychological characteristics of the abuser and the victim, the
generational transmission of violence, alcohol, economic and other situational factors is
ultimately conditioned by the ruling relationship of power among the sexes” (Nikoli¢-
Ristanovi¢, 1993, p. 291). At the end of the paper, the author concludes that addressing
the problems of violence against women by alternative groups and organizations becomes
a necessity, and changing the existing sexist organization of society and the ideology
justifying it is the only way to eliminate violence in marriage as one of the many forms of
violence that women were exposed to both through history and in contemporary society.

The period after 2000 in Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review was marked by
papers written by Gordana Tripkovi¢: Family in Historical and Regional Perspective
(Tripkovi¢, 2002), Regional Identity and Family (Tripkovi¢, 2003) and Family in Transition
Environment (Tripkovi¢, 2004). In the first paper, the author sets the framework for
exploring the identity, regional and multicultural characteristics of the family, especially
in Vojvodina. In the introductory part it is stated that the experience of religious
differences in our country must be placed in the context of the triple dissolution of the
Yugoslav state, heated plans for further divisions, and the announced political intentions
for the future regionalization of Serbia. It also states that the attention of the researchers
should be directed in two directions: on the one hand, to the processes of divergence and
convergence between the modern family and our historical and regional specifics, and, on
the other, to the problem of multiculturalism and monoculturality at the level of narrower
regional units in which more stable structures of binational and multinational families are
formed (Tripkovi¢, 2002, p. 116). It is further concluded that the disintegration of states
and existing social units may result in the disintegration of families of a large part of the
population (enclosure in enclaves, violent colonization, exodus).

In the second paper, Regional Identity and Family, Gordana Tripkovi¢ focuses her
attention to the operationalization of theoretical and methodological premises and to
the analysis of those findings that put the family in the context of confronting different
identities - primarily national and regional ones (Tripkovi¢, 2003). The problem discussion
is placed in the context of considering a more general question of what the current family
is like, how it changes and how much regional specifics are involved. Based on empirical
research, the author has come to the conclusion that family identity not only has its own
specificity, but is also multi-layered: it is partly shared and universal, the second part
is defined by separate social moments and cultural patterns, while the third part is the
expression of the process of unique and unrepeatable individualization (Tripkovi¢, 2003,
p. 76). Accordingly, the author concludes that the family can undoubtedly be regarded as
an important factor in the formation of individual and collective identities, although this
formation is mediated by a variety of other factors that in each particular case must be
investigated in their complexity.

The third paper published by Gordana Tripkovi¢, Family in Transition Environment
(Tripkovi¢, 2004), elaborates the question of what a transition society means for family
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transition, and vice versa. In the paper itself, attempts are made to answer the questions:
what are the effects of the late and unsuccessful transition in our country, or what effects are
caused by such transition on the micro level of the family and its immediate environment;
how the micro level reacts to unfavorable circumstances, i.e., how new forms of solidarity
are created and how they function in new circumstances and what happens to the old ones.

All the analyzed papers written by Gordana Tripkovi¢ show that she is a theoretician
and researcher who tries to place the family and its changes in a wider social context, thus
explaining the complex relationship between society and the family.

In 2003 and 2006, Ankica Kuburovi¢ published two papers on parenting Standepoints
of the Young people in Serbia on Parenthood in the Perod of Social Changes (End of Eighties
till End of Nineties), (Kuburovi¢, 2003) and Parenthood Characteristics in Serbia at the End
of 20-th Century, Relevant to Reproductive Behavior, (Kuburovi¢, 2006). Both papers deal
with the characteristics of parenting in Serbia and the impact of these characteristics on
the attitudes of young people about reproductive behavior and decision-making about
birth and parenting. The basic conclusion is that low reproductive norms and attitudes of
young people towards birth are conditioned by the prevailing type of parenting.

In 2005 and 2007, Nada Polovina and Maja Zegarac published two papers that deal
with divorce: Marriage Divorce in the Context of Social Transition (Polovina, Zegarac,
2005) and Marriage Divorce within the Context of Tranzition from the Experts Angle (Half,
Zegarac, 2007). Both papers discuss the way in which the basic problems in a transition
society are reflected in divorces. The research findings are numerous. At the level of the
functioning of marital partners in the process of divorce, the effects of the social crisis and
transitional processes are recognized in the image of “severe divorces”, i.e. the divorces
with a high level of cumulation of communication, emotional and separation problems
(Polovina, Zegarac, 2005, p. 401). The findings of the study suggest that the postponement
of divorce in periods of social crises reflects: a focus on adaptation requirements that
diminish the experience of dysfunctionality of a marital relationship; the (un)availability
of an effective support network; putting aside gender-defined differences in partner
relationships and survival. In the second part of the analysis, the research on the work of
experts employed in the divorce teams of the Center for Social Work was also included.
The research has shown that the resources of the relevant institutions are weakened and
that they themselves are often in a state of disorganized chaos, and therefore have no
resources that are expected and needed by clients (Polovina, Zegarac, 2007). The papers
are significant because they point to the specific problems encountered by divorcing
partners, as well as the Centers for Social Work.

In a scientific critique by Slobodan Antoni¢ published in 2011 and entitled Same sex
families: challenge for science, (Antoni¢, 2011), there is a critical review of Zorica Mrsevic’s
monograph Towards Democratic Society: Same-Sex Families. The author believes that the
representatives of the concept of “same-sex marriage” - such as Zorica Mrsevi¢, reduce
marriage to a “public contract of permanent love’, thus neglecting two key issues: that
marriage is a social institution (and not just a contractual relationship); and that its social
function is the birth and upbringing of children (and not just the social acceptance of a
love affair and the help for the couple in its preservation). This essentially redefines the
institution of marriage (Antoni¢, 2011, p. 94). The significance of this scientific controversy
is that its author, in a very systematic way, theoretically and methodologically criticizes the
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concept of same-sex families, pointing at the same time to the problems that it can cause
in the everyday life of individuals, but also in society.

In the end, we will analyze a paper by Andjelka Mili¢ from 2012 titled Sociological
investigation into families: between individual efforts and social opportunities, (Mili¢, 2012).
The paper deals with the development of sociology of family in Serbia through a formation
of three pioneers in the field of family research in the former Yugoslav region: Valtazar
Bogisi¢, Vera Erlih and Olivera Buri¢. “There are four essential lines of discontinuity in
their studies on the family: the temporal, territorial, national/state and social/systemic, and
the professional one” (Mili¢, 2012, p. 763). On the other hand, their research “outlines a
historical continuity that signifies the existence and disappearance of one traditional form
of family - a family cooperative, or its more modern patriarchal variant as an important
institution for the life of the population in this region” (Mili¢, 2012, p. 763). Analyzing
all the causes of discontinuity in the development of the sociology of family, the author
concludes that our present sociological research of the family meets with questions that
can not be solved “have we managed to overcome the family structures and relations of
the traditional patriarchal order that we inherited from the cooperative past of our family”
(Mili¢, 2012, p. 778).

Conclusion

Based on the analyzed papers, we can conclude that Socioloski pregled/ Sociological
Review has played a significant, if not crucial, role in the development of sociological
thought, and therefore the sociology of family. “By founding sociology as an academic
discipline in the 1960s, sociologists have become focused on the constitution of sociology
as a science and on transferring and acquainting with the main theoretical directions
of Western sociology” (Vuleti¢, 1995, p. 50). Also, in order earn legitimacy for this new
academic discipline, sociologists began to insist on empirical research. Even the first
papers pertaining to the sociology of family published in Socioloski pregled/ Sociological
Review show the mentioned tendencies: a departure from the theoretical standpoints of
Western sociology and their confirmation through empirical research.

Also, papers published in Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review monitor the fate of
family tra-nsformation in the Balkans: the old patriarchal family is gradually disappearing,
and it can be concluded that it has completely been lost in a large part of the Yugoslav
territory. On the other hand, the papers indicate that a modern family can not yet be
considered a definite creation and a firmly structured form of family organization. The
family is going through the process of transition, i.e., it is in a remarkable transformation
and the process of continuous shaping and formation. These changes in the family
structure and family relationships are the result of strong changes in the social and
economic structure of our country since the Second World War to date.

The industrial division of labor and urbanization of the former SFR Yugoslavia has
led to the transformation of the productive function of the family, but not in a way it
happened in the developed countries of the West. Namely, in our families, even in the city,
the production function was maintained for a long time (an example of mixed households
of workers-peasants), which later in the period after the 1990s enabled the survival of a
large number of families.
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Family changes analyzed and published in Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review can
be classified as follows: creating a new motivation base for getting married; changing the
function of marriage and relationships between spouses; the process of the dissolution of
male authority in the family; the process of emancipation of women in society and the
family; the problem of diversification of women’s activities in the family and the public
sphere; the process of structural narrowing of the family; the process of individualization of
family members; greater opportunities to satisfy basic emotional needs outside the family
circle; greater sexual freedom in behavior; an easy dispersal of the family organization due
to divorce and the independence of children.

The presented papers provide us with a broad view for the understanding of the
individual, the family and society in their intertwining and manifold interactive activity.
They give us insight into the leading contemporary theories and approaches to family
analysis, its functioning, the distribution of roles within the wider community, the
functioning of the family in relation to gender relations and the behavior of a person in
the family context. All of the papers above provide us with an opportunity to understand
family roles, sexual, ecological and biological conditions that each in their own way
affect forming and changing the family, as well as solving various problems, such as
communication within a generation, among different generations, etc.

REFERENCES / JIMTEPATYPA

Ahtik, M. (1978). A crisis or Humanization of the Family? Socioloski pregled, XII, Special
Issue, Paper for the 9th World Congress of Sociology, Uppsala, Sweden, 199-203,
Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/|

Antoni¢, S. (2011). Same sex families: challenge for science. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XLV,
br. 1, 67-100,[d0i:10.5937/socpreg1101067A] [In Serbian]

Avramovi¢, M. (1938). Research and study of social phenomena in the US. Socioloski
pregled, br. 1,175-197, Available athttp://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/ 15/
[socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/] [In Serbian]

Biaci, M. (1981). Changes in the Urban Family With Regard to Women’s Roles’ Conflict.
Socioloski pregled Vol. XV, br. 1-2,173-181, Available at http:/ / www.socioloskipregled.]
[org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1981/][In Serbian]

Bilinovi¢, A. (2009). A contribution of sociobiological theory to the study of family.
Socioloski pregled, Vol. XLIII, br. 1, 81-101, doi:10.5937/socpreg0901081B] [In Serbian]

Buri¢, O. (1970). Family, Upbringing and Socialization: Results of an empirical research.
Socioloski pregled, Vol. TV, br. 1, 295-306, Available at jhttp://www.socioloskipregled |
[org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970] [In Serbian]

Buri¢, O. (1978). Socialization of the Family in the Developing Social System of
Yougoslavia. Socioloski pregled, XI1, Special Issue, Paper for the 9th World Congress
of Sociology, Uppsala, Sweden, 185-195, Available at http://www.socioloskipregled. |
[org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/]

Cickari¢, L. (2005). Theoretical and Hypothetical Framework for Research on Political
Socialization Process in the Family. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XXXIX, br. 3, 291-307,
[d0i:10.5937/s0cpreg0503291( [In Serbian]

269


http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
doi:10.5937/socpreg1101067A
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1981/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1981/
doi:10.5937/socpreg0901081B
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
doi:10.5937/socpreg0503291C

Biserka R. Kosarac, Bojan J. Corluka, Representation of themes from sociology of family...

Covi¢, A. (2015). Experience of LGBT Parents and their children: the results of longi-
tudinal studies. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XLIX, br. 4, 399-418,
[In Serbian]

Dili¢, E. (1982). A Contribution to the typology of mixed households peasant-
workers. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XVI, br. 1-2, 119-129. Available at
[socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1982/] [In Serbian]

Durkheim, E. (1978). Two Contributions to the Study of Family: Introduction to Sociology
of Family and Marital family. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XII, br. 1-2, 91-112, prevod
Andelka Mili¢, Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/s0-|
[cioloski-pregled-1978/| [In Serbian]

bosi¢, D. (1970). Book review Introduction to Sociology of Family Marka Mladenovica.
Socioloski pregled Vol. IV, br. 2-3,374-376, Availableatfhttp://www.socioloskipregled. |
[org.rs/2017/ 08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/| [In Serbian]

Durici¢, Z. (1980). Family Relations and man’s Activity in his Work Environment.
Socioloski pregled, Vol. XIV, br. 1, 27-35, Available at|http://www.socioloskipregled]
[org.rs/2017708/207socioloski-pregled-1980/ [In Serbian]

Duri¢, S. (1997). Persistency of traditional Marriage Forms Within Albanian Community
at Kosovo and Metohia. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XXXI, br. 3, 359-384, Available at
|http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/wp—content/uploads/2017/08/Djuric.pdf | [In
Serbian]

Esih, 1. (1938). The development of sociology among Croats. Socioloski pregled, br. 1,
230-238, Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-
[pregled-vol-i-1938/] [In Serbian]

First-Dili¢, R. (1970). The participation of female members in decision-making in the
modern peasant family. Socioloski pregled, Vol. IV, br. 1, 78-88, Available at
www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/] [In Serbian]

First-Dili¢, R. (1972). Social Change and the Family: Model of roles Differentation. Socio-
loski pregled, Vol. VI, br. 1-2, 7-23, Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org |
[rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1972/ [In Serbian]

Halpern, J. M. (1978). American Studies on Yougoslavia in the Field of Socio-Cultural
Anthropology- Especially Conserning Social Structure and zadruga. Socioloski
pregled, Vol. XII, br. 1-2, 81-90, Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org]
[rs/2017/08/20/s0cioloski-pregled-1978/ [In Serbian]

Isljami, H. (1974). Some Significant Features of the Newer Developments of Families and
Households in the Region of Kosovo, with a Particular Emphasis on the Expanded
Family. Socioloski pregled, Vol. VIII, br. 2-3, 279-288, Available at
[socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1974/ [In Serbian]

Konstantinovi¢, M. (1938). Valtazar Bogi$i¢ about national and legal law. Socioloski
pregled, br. 1, 272-282, Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/]
kocioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/|[In Serbian]

Kuburovi¢, A. (2003). Standepoints of the Young people in Serbia on Parenthood in the
Perod of Social Changes (End of Eighties till End of Nineties). Socioloski pregled, Vol.
XXXVII, br. 1-2, 117-136, |d0i:10.5937/socpreg03021 17K|[In Serbian],

Kuburovi¢, A. (2006). Parenthood Characteristics in Serbia at the End of 20-th Century,
relevant for reproductive Bihevior. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XXXX, br. 4, 573-588,
[d0i:10.5937/s0cpreg0604573K] [In Serbian]

270



doi:10.5937/socpreg1504399C
doi:10.5937/socpreg1504399C
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1982/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1982/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/ 08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/ 08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1980/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1980/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Djuric.pdf
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloskipregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloskipregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1972/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1972/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1974/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1974/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
doi:10.5937/socpreg0302117K
doi:10.5937/socpreg0604573K

Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LII (2018), no. 1, pp. 252-272

Kujundzi¢, R. (1971). Neighborhood as a Form of Family Life. Socioloski pregled, Vol.
V, br. 1, 101-109, Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/s0-|
[cioloski-pregled-1971] [In Serbian]

Ljubici¢, M. (2010). Psychopathology of juvenile delinquents: family and social influence.
Socioloski pregled Vol. XLIV; br. 2, 205-230,]d0i:10.5937/socpreg10022051| [In Serbian]

Ljubici¢, M. (2012). Family and delinquency: textbooks analysis of family influence on
the juvenil delinquency, Socioloski pregled, Vol. XLV, br. 3, 417-440,
[socpreg1203417L][In Serbian]

Markovi¢, M. (1978). The Social Affirmation of Women in the Socialist Autonomous
Province of Kosovo. Socioloski pregled, XII, Special Issue, Paper for the 9th World
Congress of Sociology, Uppsala, Sweden, 219-225, Available at [http://www.socio
loskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/|

Mili¢, A. (1970). Changes in Spouses’ Communication and the factors of Change. Socioloski
pregled, Vol. IV, br. 2-3, 307-320, Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.]
[rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/ [In Serbian]

Mili¢, A. (1981). Some Aspects of the Socialization of the Family Functions in Yougoslav
society. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XV, br. 1-2, 147-155, Available at
lsocioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1981/ [In Serbian]

Mili¢, A. (1984). The Family and Political Behavior. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XVIII, br.
1-2, 67-87. Available at[http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-|
[In Serbian]

Mili¢, A. (2001). Sociology of family, Beograd: Cigoja. [In Serbian]

Mili¢, A. (2012). Sociological investigation into families: between individual efforts and
social opportunities. Socioloski pregled,Vol. XLVI, br. 3-4, 763-783, Available at
[http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/18/socioloski-pregled-god-xIvi-2012-]
sv-3-4/] [In Serbian]

Miljkovi¢, A. (1978). Vasilj Popivi¢ Contribution to the Study of the Zadruga in You-
goslavia. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XII, br. 1-2, 69-79, Available at
[socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/ [In Serbian]

Milojevi¢, B. (1938). Biology and Sociology: a methodological and programmatic view.
Socioloski pregled, br. 1, 33-45 Available at|http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/]
| 08/15/ socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938A [In Serbian]

Mitrovi¢, M. (1982). Yugoslav pre-war sociology, Beograd: Istrazivacko- izdavacki centar
SSO Srbije. [In Serbian]

Mladenovi¢, M. (1978). Status of Old People Within the Conditions of Family. Socioloski
pregled, XII, Special Issue, Paper for the 9th World Congress of Sociology, Uppsala,
Sweden, 205-217, Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20
[socioloski-pregled-1978/]

Nikoli¢-Ristanovi¢, V. (1993). Spouse Abuse: Theoretical Framework and up to Date
Research Findings. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XXVII, br. 1-4, 275-295, Available at
[ www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1993/ [In Serbian]

Novakov, M. (2010). Attitude towards infertility and unwed births in serbian village. Sociolo-
$ki pregled, Vol. XLIV, br. 2, 337-348,|doi:10.5937/socpreg1002337N|[In Serbian]

Novakov, M. (2012). One parent family. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XLV, br. 3, 387-399,
|doi:10.5937/ socpreg1203387N| [In Serbian]

271


http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
doi:10.5937/socpreg1002205L
doi:10.5937/socpreg1203417L
doi:10.5937/socpreg1203417L
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1981/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1981/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1984/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1984/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/18/socioloski-pregled-god-xlvi-2012-sv-3-4/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/18/socioloski-pregled-god-xlvi-2012-sv-3-4/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/ 08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/ 08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1993/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1993/
doi:10.5937/socpreg1002337N
doi:10.5937/socpreg1203387N

Biserka R. Kosarac, Bojan J. Corluka, Representation of themes from sociology of family...

Polovina, N, Zegarac, M. (2005). Marriage Divorce in the Context of Social Transition. Socio-
loski pregled, Vol. XXXIX, br. 4, 401-417, |doi:10.5937/ socpre2050440111 [In Serbian]
Polovina, N, Zegarac, (2007). Marriage Divorce within the Context of Tranzition from
the Experts Angle. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XXXXI, br. 3, 397-410,

[In Serbian]

Sokolovska, V. (2008). Examination of Acculturation Processes in Vojvodina based on
mixed Marriages. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XLII, br. 3, 325-341,
[In Serbian]

Stepanovi¢, Z. (1970). Educational function of the family- selected bibliography of
Yugoslav papers 1945-1970. Socioloski pregled, Vol. 1V, br. 2-3, 321-337, Available
at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/ [In Ser-
bian]

Skori¢, M. (2005). Incest in Ancient Egypt. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XXXIX, br. 4, 431-442,
[d0i:10.5937/socpreg0504431S][In Serbian]

Tasi¢, D. (1938). A general view on our sociology and our social sciences. Socioloski
pregled, br. 1, 239-271, Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/ 08/ 15/|
[so-cioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938] [In Serbian]

Tasi¢, D. (1961). Extramarital natality in Yugoslavia. Socioloski pregled, 67-90, Available at
[http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1961/|[In Serbian]

Tomanovic, S, Stanojevi¢, D. (2015). Young people in Serbia 2015: condition, perceptions,
beliefs and hopes. Beograd: SeCons. [In Serbian]

Tosi¢, M, Todorovi¢, D. (2011). Labour division, marital quality and the ideology of gender.
Socioloski pregled, Vol. XLV, br. 3, 393-419,|doi:10.5937/socpreg1103393T|[In Serbian]

Tripkovi¢, G. (2002). Family in Historical and Regional Perspective. Socioloski pregled,
Vol. XXXVI, br. 1-2, 111-127,]d0i:10.5937/socpreg0201111T] [In Serbian]

Tripkovi¢, G. (2003). Regional Identity and Family. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XXXVII, br.
1-2, 62-77,d0i:10.5937/socpreg03020617 [In Serbian]

Tripkovi¢, G. (2004). Family in Trasition Environment. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XXXVIII,
br. 1-2, 205-218,1d0i:10.5937/s0cpreg0402205T] [In Serbian]

Vuco, N. (1938). The development of sociology in France. Socioloski pregled, br. 1,198-218,
Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-|
VOl-i-l9384 [In Serbian]

Vujovi¢, T. (2013). Psychopathology of parents as a factor of risk in the families of juvenile
delinquents and psychiatric treated adolescents. Socioloski pregled, Vol. XLVTI, br. 4,
575-595,[d0i:10.5937/socpreg1304575V] [In Serbian]

Vuleti¢, V. (1995). Yugoslav sociology and socialism (Part I). Socioloski pregled, Vol. XXIX,
br. 1, 41-57 Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-|

pregled-1995/[[In Serbian]

272


doi:10.5937/socpreg0504401P
doi:10.5937/socpreg0703397P
doi:10.5937/socpreg0703397P
doi:10.5937/socpreg0803325S
doi:10.5937/socpreg0803325S
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/
doi:10.5937/socpreg0504431S
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/so-cioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/so-cioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1961/
doi:10.5937/socpreg1103393T
doi:10.5937/socpreg0201111T
doi:10.5937/socpreg0302061T
doi:10.5937/socpreg0402205T
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregledvol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregledvol-i-1938/
doi:10.5937/socpreg1304575V
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloskipregled-1995/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloskipregled-1995/



