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O APYIITBEHUM HEJEAHAKOCTUMA HA CTPAHULIAMA
CoLUOJIOLIKOI IIPEITIENIA Y IEPUOY CAMOYIIPABHOTI"
COILINJAJIN3MAS3

Caxcerak: Huje 6e3 ocHOBa TBpAma [a je 3HAaYajaH f1e0 HAYYHOT JETUTUMUTETA
CoLMOTIOrMja CTeK/Ia u3ydaBajyhu couujamHe HejefHaKOCTH, Kao 1wTo je mMoryhe pehu
fia je 3aHMMalbe COLIYOTIOra 3a HIXOBO IIPOyYaBarbe YecTo 610 MOCPeJoBaHO UJe0I0-
HIKMM TPeJ3HAKOM 3ajefiHuIle KO0joj IPUIIafiajy, Kao U JPYTUM TPYIHUM U/UIN TMIHUM
nHTepecuMa. VIHTepecoBame 3a CTUIIAbE IIPENCTaBe O TOME Y KOJIMKO] MEPH je COLM-
ornouka Hay4Ha jaBHOCT Cpb6uje, cysehn mpema npunosuma y peeBaHTHOM Hay4HOM
4aconucy, Ouaa oceT/byBa 3a M3ydaBaibe OBOT IIPoO/IeMa, Hije YCIOB/beHO caMo cBelrhy
0 Ba)KHOCTM IErOBOT IIpOyYaBama. Ha cTaHOBMINTY CMO [ je COLMOIOTHMja CBOj KpU-
TUYKI HOTEHIIMjaJl 4YeCTO ,OlITPpIIa” YIIPaBo yKasyjyhu Ha pasnnunre usBope u MCXofe
COLMjaNHUX HEjef[HAKOCTI Y PasIMUIUTUM JIOMEHMMA COLMjaTHOT JKMBOTA, Aajyhm He-
IIBOCMIICTIEHE eMIIMPUjCKe OKa3e O ibUMa U Hyfiehu TeopujcKo-MeTO0/ONIKe OKBYPe 38
IBIX0BO Ofjalliberbe M pasyMeBarbe. TuMe je IOCTala He CaMO pe/leBaHTHA APYIITBEHA
HayKa Koja ce 6aBJ OBMM YHUBep3a/HUM (peHOMeHOM Koju moraba cBa fpyuITBa, 1 cBe
gemhe McTpaxkyje Ha I7T06aTHOM HUBOY, HETO je pe3y/ITaTe CBOjUX MCTPaKMBatba MOITIA
CTaBUTH y CTyXOy XyMaHUCTUYKMX [M/beBa JPYLITBEHOT pa3Boja.

Y papy cy mpeficTaB/beHN pe3yaTaTy aHanuse mpunora objasmbernx y Coyuonow-
KoM iipeiznegy KOjy ce OBHOCE Ha COLMja/lHe HejeHaKOCTH M IbUXOBe MOoCTIeanIe, 6e3 06-
3Mpa Ha TO Jla I je pe4 O EKOHOMCKMM, IIOTUTUYKNM W/IU KY/ITYPHUM Heje[HAKOCTIMA.
CaoIlITe N Cy pe3y/ITaTy eJleMeHTapHe aHa/Ii3e TeMaTCKe yCMEePeHOCTU 1 HauMHa 06p-
ajie IOMEHYTUX pob6yeMa ca LM/beM [ja Ce YCTAHOBY IPMPOJA MHTEepecoBaba HayYHN-
Ka 33 OBY JPYLITBEHO M3Yy3eTHO 3Ha4YajHy NPOOIeMaTUKy. AHA/IM3MPaHN Cy PafioBU ca
eKCIUIMIMTHUM Cafip)KajeM Koju IIpMIIajia HaBefleHOj TeMaTHIy, a 06jaB/beHN Cy y IO0-

! jasminafilfakl @gmail.com

2 markovic.olivera@gmail.com

3 . _ o
ITpunpemsbeHo y OKBUpY mpojexTa Ogpicusociii ugeniniuiiieitia Cpéa u HAYUOHATHUX MAHLUHA Y
doipanuuHum oflwiiuHama uciiioure u jyiouciiourne Cpbéuje (179013), koju ce usBOAM Ha YHM-
Bepsutery y Huury — Mamnncku daxyntet, a duHaHCcHpa ra MUHICTapCTBO IIPOCBETe, HAyKe 1
TEeXHOJIOLIKOT pa3Boja Perry6mike Cpbuje.
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MEHYTOM YacOIMCY, Ka0 Pe/IeBAHTHOM PEIIPe3eHTY IepUOfiUKe Y 00/1aCTU COLMOMOTHje
Ha jyTOCTOBEHCKOM IIPOCTOPY ¥ TJIACHIY IMPOQECHOHATHOT YAPYXKemba COIMOIora y
Cpbuju.

K/by4yHe peun: IpyliTBeHe HejeHAKOCTH, CMPOMAIITBO, COLMja/THA UCK/bYYEHOCT,
Coyuonowku iipeineg, TeMaTCKa yCMEPEHOCT

Ymecro yBoma

Coyuonowxu tipeineg Tekyhe rogyHe obenexxasa 80 rofyHa off 06jaB/b1Baba MPBOT
6poja (1938). Y pecriektabmHOM pas3no6/by BEroBOr MOCTOjakba 611710 je MHOTO 3HaUajHMUX
IpOMeHa Ha eKOHOMCKOM, COLMja/THOM U TIONUTUYKOM IUIaHy y Jyrocnasuju u'y Cpouju.
Ortyn cappkaj yacommca Ha MHOTO Ha4MHa MOYKe IMOCTYXXUTH Kao M3BOP CasHama O TUM
IpOMeHaMa, Kao 11 0 MeHaMa y COLMOJIONIKOj MuUcIu. Jlakie, 0CTajeMO Ha CTAHOBMUIUTY
Jla ,aHa/jM3a peleBaHTHE MePUOAMKe MOXKe IIPY>KUTU 3HAYajaH YBUJ| HE CaMo y IpobieM
Koju je y GOKyCy maxkibe, HeTo 1 IOITIe Ha HI3 KapaKTepucTuka jente npodecuje [...] Pa-
3HOBPCHOCT Cafjp>kaja U Mfieja Ha Koje ¢y GOKyCUpaHMU IIPUIO3N Yy HAYYHUM YacOIMCUMA
C/IMKOBUTO MTYCTPYje eTale y caspeBaiy jente Hayke” (Petrovié, 2012, str. 960).

PesynTaTu npoy4aBama mpo6ieMa CoLujaTHIX HejeIHAKOCTI CAOIIITEHN Y TOM, 3a
COLIMOJIONIKY jJaBHOCT 3HAYajHOM YaCOIINCY, BAXKHMU Cy 360T TOTa IITO CaBpeMeHa APYIITBA
He caMo Jja HUCY IPOHAIIA ,,7IeK” IIPOTUB PYIITBEHNX HEjeHAKOCTH, HETO Cy CyodeHa
ca cBe BehyM paciojaBamuMa Koja HepeTKo TIponsBofie KoH(IuKTe nsMehy mojemunana
U TPYIIa, Kao U 300T YMbeHuIle /ja ce Ha 06pajit OBUX NMUTaMba HajAMPEKTHMje OYNTaBa
XYMaHU U KPUTUYKA AUCKYPC COLIMOTIOIKE MUCTIN.

Cormonosu cy ce 6aBUIM BUXOBMM MOPEKIOM, U3y4yaBajyhn eKOHOMCKe TeMerbe,
B/IACHMIITBO HaJl IPOU3BOIHIM O6OraTCTBOM U KJIACHE CYK0o6e (y OKBUPY MapKCUCTUYKOT
IPUCTYIIA), Ka0 ¥ HejefHaKOCTUMa Koje y3 HMPUIAfHOCT ofpeheHoj eKOHOMCKOj Kmacu
YK/bY4yjy HomUTU4IKY Moh u fpyimrseHn craryc (Bebeposcku npuctym). Vako je ocHoBa
ocTaa ucra, oba IMPUCTyNa C BpeMEHOM Cy Ce pa3BuIa Y OPMjeHTAljy Koja ce Has3u-
Ba HeoMapKcucTndkuM (Braverman, 1983; Wallerstein, 2013; Sklair, 2002; Sassen, 2007),
onHOCHO HeoBebepoBckuM repninteM (Parkin, 1979; Goldthorpe, 1987; Collins, 1999).
[Mopen HaBeneHMx, monyheHa cy peurema y Buny cunrese Mapkcosor u Be6eposor mo-
Jiefla TyMadera KIaCHMUX MPOMeHa Y KOHTEKCTY JMHAMUYHOT KapaKTepa MHJYCTPUjCKOT
npyurrsa (Bourdieu, 2013; Dahrendorf, 1959).

[TocraB/mpa ce mUTame KOjUM OONMIMMA APYIITBEHUX Heje[JHAKOCTI Cy ce 6aBuIM
ucrpaxuBaun y Cpbuju u pernony? un Ha xoju HaumH cy To unHWm? Vako je aHanu-
3a cajprkaja Halyca O APYLITBEHUM HejeJHaKOCTMMa Oumia Jpyradmje MeTOfOMOLIKY
3aMMIIUbeHa, IIPMPOJA OBOT TEKCTa, IIpe cBera 06MM U IIPUTrojia, HAMETHYIIA je fa Oyay
CAOIIITEHN CaMO OIIIITU Pe3yATaTu KBAJIUTATUBHE aHAIM3e Cafjp)kKaja, C HAaMepoM Ja
ufieHTUUKYjeMO TOMIHAHTHE TeMe, OHOCHO 00JIacTH [PYIITBEHOT KMBOTA Y KOjUMa Ce
IPOMMUIIIBAjy ¥ UCHUTY)Y HejefHakocTH. Takobe, y cpeuIITy maxKse OO je U MuTambe
fla 71 ce JOMMHAHTHE TeMe MeHajy TOKOM IOCMaTpaHor Ieprofia. AHaIn3a je BpeMeH-
CKM OTpaHMYeHa Ha MepMOJl Tpajarma CAMOYIIPABHOT COLMjaI3Ma, OFHOCHO JO C/IOMa

4 Tepommo y ,,pernony’, 6ynyhu na je Coyuonowiku iipeineg 06jaB/bUBAO IPUIOTE HE CAMO UCTpA-
xuBada 13 Cpbuje, HeTo U pajjoBe KOJIEra ca jyroCIOBEHCKOr IpocTopa. VICTiHe pajiu, Nako He
pedecto, GUJIO je M TeKCTOBA CTPAHNUX ayTOPa MM [IPEBOJiA BUXOBMX 06jaB/beHIX IPIIIOTa.
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couujamICTUYKNX pexxnma’. OHa je orpaHnveHa Ha IIOMEHYTH IepUOof 1 360r Tora IITo
IIOCTOj¥ PETATUBHO 3a0KPY>KeH NPUCTYII M3ydaBarby COLVjaTHIX HEjeTHAKOCTH Y II0CMa-
TPaHUM OKBMPUMA U HAKOH IbEra, KajJja HaCcTyIa IpOoLeC TPaH3MULMje COLMjaNuCTUIKOT
IpyLTBeHOT ypebermal.

JenuHuIla aHA/IM3E CafipXKaja Cy HAYYHM PaioBy’ Y KOjUMa e pa3MaTpajy CoLujanHe
HejeHaKOCTU Kao 3a0Kpy)KeHe CMICAaOHe LieNHe, 6e3 00311pa Ha TO Jja JIU Ce Y IBUXOBUM
Ha3MBYIMa TO €KCIVIMOUTHO TBPAN. YsopaK ce (baKTI/I‘IKI/I IIpeK1amna ¢ OCHOBHUM CKYIIOM
— CBUM IPUIO3MMa Y KOjUMa C€ PaclipaBjba O HABEJIEHOj TEMI.

O APYLITBEHUM HejeI[HaKOCTI/IMa
"3 BU3ype€ CaMOyIIpaBHOT COI_U/IjaTII/ISMa

Op 1961. xafga mounibe KOHTUHYMPAHO objaB/puBaibe Coyuonouikol tpeinega Ha-
roBeLITaBa Ce jefiHa IMHNIja MPOMUIIbaba U UCTPAKMBaba JPYHUITBEHUX HEjeTHAKOCTHI
koja he obenexxnutu HapenHe mereHuje. Ped je 0 mpuao3uMa y KojuMma ce MCIUTYje He
caMo CTPYKTypa JpyLITBa Ha TEOPMjCKOM IIIaHYy, HETO IMPOMMIbA U COLMja/IHA MO-
6MIHOCT, KpO3 IEPCIeKTUBY KpUTHKe KlacHe AudepeHIMjalyje APYyIITBa, Hajuerhe
KPO3 BU3YPY MapKCUCTIUKe TeOpMjcKe mapaaurme. Y TeKCTy 0 IpobreMuMa CTPyKType
jyrocnoBeHckor apymrsa Muxajio ITonosnh8 he HaroBecTnT! 2 ce ApyIITBEeHA CTPYKTY-
pa MOpa eMIIMPUjCKY M3ydaBaTy KPO3 OllepalliiOHa/IM3allljy KOHIIeNarTa JpyITBEeHe Y/I0-
re U [PYIITBEHN TOI0XKaj, Oymyhn fa ,,coronolika MHTepIpeTanja COLMjamucTUIKOT
HPMHIMIIA CBAKO IIpeMa CIIOCOOHOCTH, CBAKOMe IIpeMa pajy’, IpeTIocTaB/ba ynorpeby
OBUX HOjMOBa. [...] CBe (Te) HOSUTUBHE U HeraTMBHe I0jaBe MOTY Ce /10 Kpaja TeOpUjcKu
pasyMeTy aKo ce IPUXBATY U JOCAENHO IPMMEHM M3HETA KOHIEIIMja CTPYKType Koja
nornasy ox MapkcoBe ofpende opylTBa 1 ucTopujckor Marepujanusma’ (Popovié, 1962,
str. 15).

Y cknany c pedeHum, Ha cTpanniiama Ilpeinega, cegamyieceTx ¥ 0CaMpieceTUX rofu-
Ha 00jaB/bUBaHM Cy TEKCTOBM KOju ce 6aBe OjMOBHMM AMCTUHKIMjaMa KiacHe/ cmojHe/
npodecnonanne npumagHocty (Luki¢, 1968; Mili¢, V1. 1968), mpernen pasmnantux
CTAaHOBMIUTA IIO3HATUX COLMOJIOTA MM YTUIQJHMX TEOPUjCKUX IIpaBalia y pasyMeBamby
conujanHe crparuduKanyuje, APYIITBEHOT pPac/iojaBama, JWIN IaK APYIITBEHUX KOH-
dnukata u apymTeeHnx mpomena (Stambuk, 1968; Stambuk, 1970a; Stambuk, 1970b;
Stankovi¢, 1971), y KojuMa ce Hy>KHO ZOTHde IIpoOIeM COLMjaTHIX HejeTHAKOCTIA.

IToyeTkoM OcamjieceTUX IofiMiHa, yO4aBa Ce [10jayaHo MHTEPECOBAIbE 3a COLMjaTHO
paciojaBame jyrOCIOBEHCKOr [PYIITBa 1 ()eHOMEH MIPYIITBEHUX CyKoba, WITO je
BUJ/bUBO y IIPUIO3VIMa TI0OCBeNeHNM TOj TeMu, Kao 11 y IPONpaTHUM cappxajumal’. Vs-

5 Kao rpaHm4Ha Tauyka y BpeMeHy y3eT je mag BepmmHckor 3upma (9. HoBembap 1989).

© AyTOpU CY IIOTIIYHO CBECHU YME-EHNLIE /A je OBUM IIPUJIONOM IIPY>KeH TeK (pparMeHTapH IIOT/Ie]
Ha U3y4aBaHy TeMy, He caMo 300T UibeHNIIe 1A CY U3 aHA/IM3e M30CTAB/bEeHN IPYTHU PeIeBaHTHI
YacOINCH, Hero 1 MoHorpadcka u gpyra ¢popma cOIMONOIIKe IPOyKIje.

7 Buno pa je pe4 0 OpUTMHATHUM WIN IPEeIIefHUM HayYHUM PaJJOBMMa.

8 VHadve, TaflalIiby [IABHY M OATOBOPHU YPEeIHUK YacoIluca.

° AyTOp je TBPAMO CBaKoO IpeMa pajy, CBAKOMe IIpeMa CIIOCOOHOCTIMA, LITO je OYUITIEfHO lapsus
calami.

10 Tuckycujama, mpeBOAMMa, IPMKA3MMa KIbITa, OCBPTUMA Ha Hay4YHe CKYIIOBE V/IM XPOHMKAMA.
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BOPM COLIMjA/THOT PAC/IojaBarba I APYLUITBEHUX CYK0oba, He3aBICHO O K0joj BPCTHU CyKoba
je ped, 1o MpaBUIy Cy MPOTYMadyeH! y K/bydy MapKCUCTHUYKe T€OPUjCKe OpyjeHTaluje,
Kpo3 yommraBama MapkcoBux (Marx) IOCTaBKI O KJIACHOM aHTaroHM3MYy Koje M3BOfie
nojenuHu teoperndapu (B. Hip. Lockwood, 1972). CounjanHo paciojaBame 1 CyKoOu
ce II0OCMATPajy Kao HEMMHOBHOCT jep ,IIOCTOje BENMKE pasjyKe y IOIJIe[y IPUCBajarba
OCHOBHUX JPYIITBEHNX BpefHOCTH — GoraTcTsa, Mohu, yriena” (Su§njic', 1971, str. 166).

Tux rogyHa ce ¢ HAYETHUX AUCKYCHja U U3BECHO C HOPMATUBUCTUYKOT CTAHOBMIITA
MOTUBMCAHUX XyMaHUCTUYKUM MJeaNnuMa, HEPETKO Ca UJIE0/IOIIKOM MO3aJMHOM, IIpe-
7a3u Ha MpeHTU(UKALM]y N3BOpa I UCXOfA HejemHAKOCTH. Yormennhe 3akbydnBame aa
Ce Y jyTOC/IOBEHCKOM APYIITBY (paKTUUKM CPEACTBA 3a IPOU3BOJHbY, OHOCHO JPYLITBe-
HI KaIlMTaJI, He Hajla3e y BlacHuInTBy mpousBobaua. Byayhu ma gpxasa He Moxe 6utn
CTBApHU HOCU/IAL] BIACHUIITBA, APYIUTBEHN KaIlUTa/l C€ Hajla3! ,,y HOCPeJOBAHOM BJIac-
HUIITBY OHMX KOjU KOHTpONMIIY Ap>kaBy. VcTo Tako, Tpeba pehu ga je jeman meo mpy-
IITBEHOT KanMTasa Beh MpuBaTN30BaH, WM HUje HU 6110 TOAPYIITB/LEH, Te Ce Ha/masn y
IPUBATHOM BIIACHUIITBY, ¥ OKBHPY KoproparusHe cBojue” (Nikoli¢!!, 1971, str. 188).
[TputoM, mpaBy MOCETHMIM CY YXKMBAOL Pa3TMINTIX MOHOIIOTHMX IIO/OXaja Y €KO-
HOMCKVM U TTOTIUTUYIKUM CTPYKTYpaMa.

Vsy4aBame orpaHMYerba ,CaMOYIIPABHOT COLMjaM3Ma’ y IIOMEHYTOM KOHTEKCTY
BOJM IIOCTaB/batby HM3a CMUCTEHUX NUTakba YMji OTOBOPY CBefloYe O MPUPOIN U Iy-
OuHM [pyIITBEHNX HejegHAKOCTH MeDy mojenyHuM Kmacama, CIojeBuMa, Win mpodecu-
oHanHuM rpymama. Ha npumep, ysubajyhn acumerpujy mohu y chepn paga n Humano
IIOBO/baH IIO/IOXKAj PaIHMKA Y HEIOCPENHO] IPOU3BONM, KOjU Ceé YITTaBHOM CXBaTajy
Kao Kjlaca, ayTOPU YeCTO IOCTaB/bajy MUTAIbE U O TOME KOjU TO APYLITBEHU C/I0jeBu/
npocdecroHanHe rpyme npucsajajy moh. OTyzna sanuMame 3a mpobnem pacryher cioja
6upoxparuje, OZHOCHO ,,TexHOOUpokparuje” (Goricar, 1965; Jovanov, 1975; Tanié, 1976)
U NMTambe KOHTPOJIe ofTyunBama y npegysehnma (Jeroviek, 1965). 3annmbuso je, npu-
TOM, Jja Ce y TUM paclipaBaMa PeTKO MojaBibyje feduHMCcame Kmaca Koje Cy y KIacHOM
CyKOOY ¢ paJJHUYKOM K/IacoM, Beh ce roBOpH 0 c/10jeBMMa CYIIPOTCTaB/beHNM PafHUYKO]
kiaacu. OIpaBlaHoO je YIIUTAaTy ce la JIM TO 3Ha4M Jla je jyrOCTIOBEHCKO APYIITBO IIOCMa-
TPAHO Kao je[JHOK/IACHO VI OeCK/IaCHO APYIITBO'2, MM je ped O CHHOHVMHO]j yIOTpe-
6u KoHIenTa Kmace u cnoja? Iocrap/ba ce M MuTarbe O Y031 CUHAMKATA Y PETyNIucamy
IPYLITBEHNX CYK0Oa, Te ,IOCTOj| /U APYIITBeHN cykob namely camoympaBHe 1 TeXHO-
TIOIIKe OpTaHM3aIje APymTBa [...]? [la 1 y jyrocimoBeHCKOM APYIITBY MOCTOjI U fiajbe Cy-
k00 13MeDy K/1acuuHe HONMUTHYKe OpraHu3alyje y FP>KaBHOM M IIapTHjCKO-TIOMUTITIKOM
CMICITY, 1 camoynpaBHe opranusauyje” (Tadi¢, 197113, str. 183).

CepampaeceTux ropyHa 1 MHoro vemhe ocampjeceTnx 06jaB/b¥BaHM Cy pe3yATaTH
HI3a UCTPaKUBama CIPOBEJICHUX Y BEIMKUM pafHUM opraHusanujama. O6jasmyjy ce
Ha/lasy O He/00aBelITEeHOCTH 3alOCTIeHNX O eKOHOMCKMM IIUTamblMa MIM O MHCTUTY-
LJOHA/THMM MeXaHM3MMMa OJ/TydMBaiba YHYTap BAaCTUTHUX Ipepyseha, o ydemhy y

11 OBaj HABOJ 1 HACTABaK apryMeHTallMje HaIasu ce y: [IMCKYCHOHM cacTaHak: [IpyIITBeHr CyKo6u
U IIPOMeHe y CTPYKTYPU CaBPEMEHOT jyTOCIOBEeHCKOT ApyurTBa. Socioloski pregled vol. IV (2), str.
177-219.

120 pasnukama y IouMarby ApyIITBeHe CTPYKType Meby jyroc/ioBEHCKUM COLMOIO3MMA BUETI
(Davidovi¢, 1985, str. 31-50).

13 Bugu dycHoty 8.
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OJUIy4MBalby O pacIlofieNi JOXOTKa UTH. PesynraTu ce mopese 1mo rpynama 3amocieHnx
[IOCMATPAHO IIpeMa 06pasoBamy, IpeMa TOMe fja /I CY WIAHOBY PaJHINYKIUX CABeTa, IIpe-
Ma rmpodecroHanHoj yaosu y npegysehy u . (Ahtik, 1962; Mini¢, 1972; Markovi¢, 1976;
Tanasijevi¢ & Koji¢, 1972; Tanasijevi¢ & Koji¢, 1976); decTo ce pasmarpa 1 CTabUIHOCT
pafHNX MeCTa U COLMja/lHa IOKPET/BUBOCT PafjHMKA, UCINTY)y y3poru ¢rykryanuje
pagHe cHare (Mini¢, 1971; Jakovljevi¢, 1971; Obradovi¢, 1971), kao 1 He3aIOCTIEHOCT y
KOHTeKCTY He/jegHakocty (Radovanovi¢, 1980).

Y noMeHyTMM ¥ CpOJHUM TEKCTOBMMA KOjU M3 HIMPe BU3Ype aHANIM3UPajy OHO-
ce MOhM y caMOyIpaBHOM [PYIITBY, Ka0 K/bYYHIM IPOOTIEMH aKIEHTYjy Ce TOC/IefNnIle
HejefjHaKe pacrogerne MohN y yIpaB/baby CPeCTBIMA 3a IPOU3BOMAY U MAaTepHjaTHIM
pecypcuma. JleTekTyje ce M KpUTHKYje HETOCTaTaK MOhM OIIydrBama O MUTABIMA Of
3Hauaja 3a IPMBPEJHY aKTUBHOCT, Ka0 ¥ ICK/bY4€HOCT 13 JOHOIIEHha MOMUTUIKIX 1 JPY-
rux 3HadajHuX omayka (Marinkovi¢, 1968), ,jep y mpolmecy opIy4nBama II0jefHL 1
TpyIle Koje PacIloNa)ky BUIIKOM pPafia, MMajy ZOMMHAHTAH YTHLAj, IOK Ipou3Bohaum u
Jla/be OCTajy MapruHaIHa IPYLUITBEHA CHAra, OpojHa, amu 6e3 yrunaja” (Marinkovié, 1973,
str. 202).

HejemnakocT Kao ,[IPOTUBYPEYHOCT CAMOYIIPaB/baba — YIPKOC IPOKIAMOBAHO]
jeMHAKOCTH 3aII0OC/IEHNUX Y OfTy4MBAbY O Pe3y/ITaTuMa pajia M CBUM OUTHUM MUTABVIMA
- ocrahe axryenHa Tema u y HapenHoj gekagu. Tako he ayropu mpurora mpommibaru
ycTaBHe ofpenbe y Be3u ca caMOYIIpaB/bambeM U CTBAPHY ,CaMOYIIPAB/bauKy MPaKCy
(Mini¢, 1982). Kako je ekOHOMCKa KpM3a y31MajIa Maxa y Jyroc/IaBIjy 4MMe je acuMeTpuja
y IpUBPETHOM pas3Bojy pemyOnuKa CBe jaCHUje HCIIO/bAaBaHA, jaB/ba Ce 3aHUMAE 32
TeMy HEPaBHOMEPHOT PErVOHAJHOT PasBoja IITO je NOBOJWIIO Y JKIDKY MHTEpecOoBarba
onHOC ¢enepanHor ypehema mp)kaBe M caMOyIpaB/bama Kao MPOjeKTOBAHOT HAYMHA
ypebema npymrrsa (Tadié, 1986). Hajmpe je Bp/mo y3gpaHO pacIpaB/baHO O OBOj TeMH,
y3 IpOMUIUbaka MeXaHMsaMa Koju Mory momohu yckmahusarmy ommuTux gp>kaBHMUX
[U/beBa I MHTEPeCa MambIX JPKaBHUX IenHa Kao u nHTepeca rpabana (Luki¢, 1982).

YBuj y MapruHann3oBaHy IOI0XKaj pafiHNKA, HAPOYUTO 3aIOC/IEHUX Y HEIIOCPENHO]
IpousBoAM, yernosuhe un mosehano 3aHnMarme 3a Tanmac UITPAjKOBa, KOjU CY OF fPKaB-
HOT eCTab/IMIIMEHTa MCIIPBa O3HAYABAHN KAO AEIMKT, Tj. Ko IITeTHA [10jaBa II0 PasBoj
caMOyIIpaB/balba, a MMOTOM Kao IPaBO pajHMKa M M3pa3 ONPaBIAHOT HE3a/l0BO/bCTBA
(Jovanov, 1975). Jep, y ,CaMOYIIpaBHOM CUCTEMY PAafHUYKM INTPAjKOBM Cy YIJTABHOM
pesynTar Heckiaja usMely CTBapHOT M IIPOjeKTOBAHOI CTAaryca pajHUYKe KIace Y
(hopMaHOj CTPYKTYpH ApyIITBeHe MOhM u pacrogenu Matepujantux gobapa” (Jovanov,
1975, str. 11). Y 06pasnoxerby HelocpefHe IojaBe MTPajKoBa y JyrocIaByji ce NCTHYE [a
»pacIofienia MaTepujaHuX fobapa Hiuje BpIIeHa IIpeMa Pajgy U pesy/ITaTuMa paja, Hero
je 06MM IpHCBajarba 3aBUCUO Off CTATYCa Y MHCTUTYIIMOHATHO] CTPYKTYPH APYILITBEHE
Mohu, mpy 4emy Cy pafHMIM Y B0j UMamyu HajHoku craryc’ (Jovanov, 1975, str. 9), a
Y KpajmbeM ce ITPajKOBU IIOCMATPajy Ka0 MEeXaHM3aM 3a OCTBApMBambe IMPOjeKTOBAHOT
CaMOYIIPaB/bavyKor' JIPYIUTBA, 32 PA3/IMKY Of HNITPajKOBa y KalMUTA/IU3MY U IPXKaBHOM
CoLMjalu3My, KOji Cy yIepeH!U IIPOTUB MOCTojeher, OfHOCHO IIPOjeKTOBAHOT APYIITBA
(Jovanov, 1975, str. 12).

VIHTepecaHTHO je Ia UCTpakMBarbe I03aYiHe PaJHIYKIX ITPajKOBa IIOHOBO IIOCTaje
AKTYe/THO JleBefieceTIX TOfIMHA IIPOLIUIOT BeKa. Y TeMary Hacmos/beHoM lliiia xohe pagHu-
YU Y Wipajky, Ha IpUMepPUMa IITPajKOBa KOjI CY OfjeKHY/IN Y IINPO]j jaABHOCTY IIOCTIENEbIX
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JlelleHMja OIICYjy Ce KOHKPeTHe OKOJTHOCTH KOje Cy X IIOKPEHYJIe, carieflaBa TOK TUX IpY-
IITBeHUX forahaja, anu u caxumajy nckycrsa (Kuzmanié, 1987; Mohar, 1987; Naumovska,
Todorovski, Lazarevski, 1987; Simi¢, 1987). BaxkaH 3ak/by4ax je fia IerMTHMM3alUja CTPOTe
XUjepapxujcKe CTPYKType APYLITBA CTOjU Y OCHOBHU AvdepeHIujaLyje Koja je y3poK MHO-
riM no6yHaMa, HajIipe pyfapa, a HotoM pyrux pagauka y COPJ. Vako je HerocpenaH 1o-
BOJ| IOKpeTakby LITPajKOBa Hajuenrhe 611/1a HejeHAKOCT Y PAacIIOfe/t JOXOTKa, yTBpheHo
je Ia cy HejefHAKOCTH JCIIO/beHe Ha Pa3MUyYMTUM HIBOMMA IPYLITBA OW/IM CTBAPHMU Y3POK
obycrasa paza (Mohar, 1987, str. 8). Ilopebete HopMaTBHOr cTaTyca pafHIKa I CTBapHEe
IosuIyje MojeyHala, PaJHNUKa, paJIHUX OPraHM3alja U MOjeMHUX [eloBa CTPYKTYpe,
moBony jio yubama jasa y cTereHy yTuiiaja 1 Mohu y ofjy4nBaby, a TUMe M Y eKOHOMCKO]
(ne)mohu koja moxpehe Tamac HesagoBO/ECTBa Mehy oHMMa Koju Cy (akTHMUKM CTBapao-
IV BUILIKA BPEJHOCTY M CaMO JieK/IapaTUBHO y IO3ULIMjI Jla YIIPaB/bajy muMe. CIMKOBU-
TUM IPMMEPUMA WIYCTPOBAHA je ¥ MaHMITyJaTVBHA CTPaHa MOjeVHNX IITPajKOBa, Kaja
Ha Tajacy paJHMYKOI He3aJoBO/bCTBA, pykoBofehe cTpykType pafjHUX opraHusauuja
IIOKYIIaBajy [ja paspelle COICTBEHA CTaTyCHA IIMTarba U HEIOBO/bHM IIO/I0YKAj IPOUSBO-
JHVX je[UHNIIA KOjuIMa PYKOBOJIE.

ITpempa je y doxycy maxkme HajIpe TION0XKaj pafiHIUIKe K/Tace, 0CaM/ieCeTUX TOfHa
Cé MOCTENEHO T10jaB/byje 3aHUMAakbe 3a IPYIITBEHM TI0/I0XKaj IPYTUX APYIITBEHUX rpyma/
cojesa. [leBefieceTUX, YNTAMO ¥ TEOPUjCKY paclpaBy O HOBMjUM OONMIIMMA JpYLITBe-
HIIX HejeHaKoCTH, n3Meby ocrasor u oHux xoju notudy of cse Behe gudepeniymjannje u
crpatuduxanyje y cpepu pana. Koncrarosane cy yehane pasynke npema yrieny, cTary-
cy 1 mohu mebhy Hocnonmma ofpehennx saHuMama, ¢ TUM fia ,,y PYLITBY IIOCTOjI 13pa-
JKEHa CaIIaCHOCT O HejeHaKOM II0JI0XKajy 3aHMMarba. VICTMHA, HEITO Marba Kajia je ped
0 pasjIo3yMa Te HejeTHaKOCTH [...] VIHCTUTyLMOHaTHY KOMIUTEKC TpodecoHanmus3Ma |...]
KapaKTepPUCTUYaH 3a HAYMH M KOHTPONY 00aB/batba PafHUX aKTMBHOCTH, IIPENCTaB/ba
3Ha4ajHy OCHOBY CaBpeMeHUX 00/I1Ka [pyLITBeHe HejenHakocTn (Zveki¢, 1983, str. 93).

Kako fpymTeeHe HejeJHAKOCTY He TIOTHYY MCK/BYYMBO U3 cdepe paja, HEMUHOB-
HO HACTaje MHTepecoBame 3a JpyTe M3Bope AudepeHnnpama. JelaH off BKHNUX MeXaHM-
3aMa KOju ITPOAIyKyje M Ofp>KaBa HejeJHAKOCTY Ha/lasy ce y JJoMeHy nonutuke. Ilpempa
je TmomMTMYKa MOR 6MIa TOTOBO HEM3OCTABHU €EMEHT Y IPOMMIbAlY APYIITBEHMX
Heje[HaKOCTH, eKCIUTMIMTHA paclipaBa O €HOPMHMM pa3/uKaMa y noamTuakoj mohu mehy
HOjeiMHIIMA ¥ IPYIITBEHMM IpyllaMa y4YecTasla je TeK feBefieceTux ropuna. Koncraro-
BaHO je Jla YIPKOC IOKYIIajy AeleHTpalusalyje jyroCIOBEHCKOT APYIITBA U IIOIUTUYKO]
IPOMOLMjH ,IPUHIIUIA KOEI3UCTEeHIMje Pa3INIUTUX MHTepeca’ OICTaje MOHOMUTHA
CTPYKTypa B/IACTH, I1a C€ O ,[UTyPATUTETY LieHTapa MONM y ITOMUTIYKO]j chepu He MOXKe ro-
BOPUTH Y IPAaBOM CMICTTY PeUH, jep TI0CTOjarbe BUIIle IfeHTapa pyKoBohema ycreq n3Bpiie-
He JeleHTpausanuje, Ui 6ome pehn nemama jemHOT THIIA MOhM — Jp>KaBHO-IIAPTHUjCKOT
amapara — He JoKasyje fia je ped o pazmruutuM Tunosyuma mohn” (Golubovié, 1984, str.
151). 3ampaBo, ped je 0 MCTOM TUITY BIACTV MaHU(ECTOBAHEe HA PA3/ININTIIM HUBOUMA.

3anpaBo, yIIPKOC MHTepBeHIMjaMa, OMTHe Ofl/IMKe O TIIKOT CHCTeMa fielleHujaMa
0CTajy HeIpOMereHe. Y jeHOMAPTHjCKOM IOTINTIIKOM CHUCTEMY, IIONTIYKa Moh je To-
TOBO Y IIOTIYHOCTH Y PyKaMa IapTujcke ¥ Jp>KaBHe BPXYILKe, jep ce OfyTyKe foHOCe 6e3
leMOKpATCKe paclpaBe, MCK/bYYMBO Ha IIOMUTUYKIM GOpPyMIMa; KOMYHMKa1ja n3mehy
IIOJIMTUYKOT BPXa I WIAHCTBA IapTHje U APYIUX MOMUTUYKIX OPraHM3alja He I0CTOju,
IpM YeMy OHO HeMa HMKaKaB yTUIaj Ha BoDeme momutuke, nth. (Popovié, 1986, str. 95).
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Jpyradnje pedeHo, KOHIIEHTpaLja HOMUTHYKe MONY 1 HaMeTare MapPTUKYIAPHUX
MHTepeca Kao OILITHX Iy TeM Matbe-BHIIIe jaCHO IIpOoduIIICaHe 1fieonoruje, ManudecTyje
ce Ha MHoro HaunHa (Jaksi¢, 1971; Pesi¢, 1970; Pesi¢, 1971). OTyn KOHIIENT TOTa/mUTap-
HOT yIIpaB/bakba APYLITBOM IIOCTaje IIOrOfAH 3a Ofjalllberbe Te Pa3HOMIKE [I0jaBHOCTI
(Tadi¢, 1983; Pedic, 1987; Kuljic, 1985).

CBe HaBeJIeHO je IIOBOJ, aHA/IM3aMa CHMIITOMA Kpu3e nomuTndkor cuctema (Tadig,
1986), koje yuyhyjy Ha Hy>KHOCT HOIUTUYIKUX IIPOMEHA, [Ia AYTOPM jaCHO aPIyMEHTY]y
HeopxuBocT mocrojeher mogena gpyursenor ypehemwa (Golubovié, 1986), ykmyuyjyhn
1 merosy exoHomnjy (Golubovi¢, 1984; Zupanov, 1984). Bemka gucnponopuuja y Mohu
rpabana: n To mpe cera usmely monmutnuxe 6upoxparuje u ocrarka rpahancrsa (Supek,
1986; Sekelj, 1986. ntx.), UnHY OIpPaBAAHOM TBPAKY [ IOINTUIKA OMPOKpaTHja C jefHe
CTpaHe, I TEXHOOMPOKpaATHja ¢ ipyre CTpaHe, 3afip>KaBajyhyt MOHOIION Hafl yIIpaB/babeM
ApPYLITBEHOM CBOjUHOM, OHeMoryhaBajy pas3Boj meMOKpaTuje M/WIM CaMOyIpaB/baiba,
3aK/bydyjy ayTopu. HecymMm1BO, MOHOIION BIIACTY IOBOAM Y CYMIbY JIETa/IUTET U JIETU-
TUMMNTET IpefCTaB/balba NHTepeca pafHyKa/rpahana of oTyheHNX reHTapa IONUTIIKe
Mohi, IITo HOCTaje jefIHO Off )KaPUIIHUX TeMa Y CK/IOIY PacIpaBe O KPM3MU jyTOCIOBEHCKOT
ApYIITBA.

ITopen pacmpaBa 0 KOHIIEHTpPAIMjy MOMUTHYKe MONU, CPEVIHOM JIeBefieceTUx Cy
00jaB/beHI 11 Pe3yITaT MCTPAXMBaWba BEPTUKAIHE IIOKPET/BUBOCTH Y JYTOCTABUjU
(Lazi¢, 1986), Koju cy IOTBPAWIN JOHEK/Ie KIAaCHM KapaKTep jyTOCTIOBEHCKOT IPYIITBa,
IeMOHCTpMpajyhu MoHomomm3anujy Mohy Kpos pellaTMBHY 3aTBOPEHOCT MOjeANHUX C/IO-
jeBa. TpeHN caMOpenpoAyKIMje BUBIB je YHYTap CBaKe Kiace, 13y3eB y Blafajyhoj ka-
cn (Lazi¢, 1986, str. 136), koja 3axBabyjyhu HaunmHy kKoHcTHTyHMCcama (Lazi¢, 1986, str.
132), ocTaje moHeK/Ie OTBOPEHa 3a IIPUIIA/IHVKe CBUX Knaca. Ho, 1 xop me ce yoémxmaBa
ozpehenn obpasar popMupama, jep ,0I0XKaj IIOMUTHYKOT PYKOBOIMOLIA OTBapa ce Ipe
cBera 3a aypekTope (6e3 JOZaTHMUX yCIOBa), @ 3aTUM 3a HIDKe PYKOBOJMOLIE U CTPYdiba-
Ke; JIOK je 3a paJHAIITBO JOCTYIIAH TeK pe3uayanHo [...] [Tocrenena ‘6udypkaiuja’ gpy-
HITBEHE CTPYKTYpe, y IPOLeCy PeNpoAyKIMje IPyIla, Kao IOoC/eulla OIIIITe K/IaCHe I10-
nere, yobnuuasa ce ce jacuuje” (Lazi¢, 1986, str. 144).

CruHe TeHAeHIuje nojaBuhe ce u y ucnurusamy MobunHoctn y Cpouju. O6paso-
Babe, KJIACHO IIOPEKJIO, K0 1 MOMUTHYKA MOh 0CTajy Haje(pMKACHIjI KaHA/IN APYIITBEHE
HOKPET/bUBOCTH, NTOKA3yjy UCTPAXKMUBaba, C TUM Jla HUCY PETKOCT HM HeJIera/Hy KaHa-
nu connjante MobunHoctu (Vukovié, 1989), koju €y JOFATHO JOIPUHOCKIIN HejeHAKIM
IIaHCaMa NPUIIQHMKA PasIMuUTUX C/I0jeBa 3a IONpaB/balbe BAACTUTE MO3UIMje Ha
COLMjaTHOj IECTBULIN.

O usBopMMa HejeHAKOCTY U HejeTHAKOM COLMja/THOM IIOTI0XKajy
PasIMYUTUX IPYIITBEHNX IpyTa

Coumjaniny 1I0/10Kaj jyTOCTTIOBEHCKUX ,pPajHIKA HA IPUBPEMEHOM Pajly y MHOCTPaH-
CTBY, ofpedeH He caMO BHIXOBOM MO3NUIIMOM y TIOfIeNN Pajia, HETO i eMUTPAHTCKUM CTa-
TYCOM V 3aIafHOeBPOIICKUM 3eM/baMa (B. HIIp. Morokvasi¢, 1970; Petrovi¢ 1972). Ipska-
Be Ka KOjiIMa je yCMepeHO KpeTarbe pajiHe CHare ayTopu BUfie Kao ,HOCHOLe IPUBPegHe
XereMoH1je” ¢ pasBMjeHIM MeXaHM3MMMa KOjI ITOTO/yjy la/beM IIPMBPEHOM PacTy Ha pa-
9yH pecypca 3eMaba U3 KOjUX HOTUYy UMUTpanTu. MehyTum, u3 yria HejeHaKOCTH, HUje
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3HadajHa caMo acuMerpuja Mohu usmely ap>kaBa y kojuma ce ofBja 1/MUrparuja pajgHe
cHare, Beh ce ouMTaBajy 1 Ha peanMjy PASHMUIN MUTPAHTY ¥ PAJHUINTBO y 3eM/baMa
murparje. ToBopehy o eKOHOMCKMM HejeJHAKOCTMMA M HejeTHAKOCTVMA Y PafHNM
HOJI0YKajMIMa, O COLMja/IHOj MCK/bY4eHOCTI MMUTPaHaTa U3 06pasoBama U Ipyrux chepa
IpYIITBa y KOje Cy eMUTPYPaH, ayTOPM KaTKaJ| M3HOCe MIeOTIONIKe Cy/loBe, CUTynpajyhn
mpobeMm Y IMOTUTUYKI KOHTEKCT 6710KOBCKe TIofle/beHOCTH cBeTa (B. Petrovié, 1972).

IMojepyan npunosn foHehe apryMeHTOBaHe IIOJAaTKe O AYTOM JIAHIY COLVjajIHe
MCK/bY4EHOCTY €KOHOMCKMX MUTpaHaTa 13 Jyrocaasiuje y 3anagHoj EBponn. 3axkmpydyje
ce [ia je ped o KyMynmpamy edekara AMCKpYMIHAIMje IO OCHOBY CTaTyca CTpaHaIa, y
eKOHOMCKOj cdepu, fomeny rpabanckux npasa (OklobdzZija, 1987), a xaza je o >xeHaMa
pey, 1 Ha ocHOBY nopipebuBama y moponniu (Morokvasi¢, 1982, str. 28).

ExOHOMCKM MMUTIPaHTM Kao IpefiMeT M3ydaBalba Y YaCOINCY II0jaB/byjy Ce U y KOH-
TEKCTy pasMaTparma IpobieMa HBUXOBE PeMHTETpalije 110 MOBPAaTKY Y 3eM/by MATUITY
(B. Tani¢, 1979; Davidovi¢-Primorac, 1982), kaa ce aHammM3upajy cucTeMcke teinkohe
Koje oHeMoryhyjy npuxBar IIOBpaTHUKA U TapaHILINjy COLMja/IHe CUTYPHOCTH, ILITO jecTe
VMIIIMIIUTHA TIP/Ya O COLMjaTHOj HEjeTHAKOCTI.

ITonoxaj ce/palliTBa ¥ CTPYKTYPHe IIpOMeHe Ha cely y GOKyCy Cy BUIIe IIPUIOTra Ha
crpanntama I[Ipeinega, 6ynyhu a ce ce/paITBo onaka Kao HOTIYHO 3aHEMapeH JPYIIT-
BEHU CJI0j KaKO Y HayIlM, TAKO U Y IPAKTUYIHUM COLMja/THUM IIOJIMTUKAMA, KOje IIPUIIafI-
HIKe OBOT CJI0ja He IIPEN03Hajy Kao IOTEHIMja/IHe IU/bHE TPYIIe PasHIX Mepa COLujajIHe
noppuke. OTBapa ce IuTame MAPTIHATHOT IONOXKaja ce/balnTBal?, usommrenor us mo-
JINTUYKOT OfIyIMBatha, EKOHOMCKI 0C/1ab/beHor 1 KynTypHo genpusupanor (Todorovié,
1971; Todorovi¢, 1972; Nemanji¢, 1977; Radomirovié, 1977; Zivkovié, 1977; Manojlovi¢,
1980). Cempamrso je ,,6e3 MoryhHOCTH fia OfTydyje KaKo 0 CyZOMHM ApYyIITBA KOMe IIpU-
Iajia, TAKO J1 O CONICTBEHO] CYAOMHI, U IIPeCTaB/ba, Y CBAKOM moreny [...] Tpabane’ npy-
ror pega. Hekafa mpecynHa peBonynyOHapHa CHAra ¥ IPYIITBEHM OCIOHAL] IIAPTIjCKOM
amapary, ce/ballITBo [...] cBe Bule gonasu y moxpehenn momoxaj” (Todorovié, 1972, str.
197). Hexu ayTtopu Cy KpUTHKOBAIU U OACYCTBO jefjHE CHCTEMATCKe Teopuje Koja 6u
ce 6aBIMIa Ce/bALITBOM Ka0 JPYIITBEHUM C/I0jeM, IpUTOM 4rHehn ocBpT Ha MapkcoBo
HEIOBEPEbE Y CE/bALITBO KAO C/I0jy KOjU MOYKE M3TPAIMUTH K/IACHY CBECT.

W pmeBemeceTux TOAMHA CE/BALITBO OCTaje MpeAMeET IIaXKibe COLMOJIOra, aju IIpe
CBera y KOHTEKCTY M3y4aBara COLMja/IHUX MIAHCU CTAHOBHUKA Ce/la U JKUTe/ba Tpajia.
AyTopy 1M3HOBA KOHCTAaTyjy ApacTH4YHO moBehame pasmmka y yclmoBMMa XMBOTA CTa-
HOBHMINTBA Y CEOCKMM M TPaJiICKUM HAace/bUMa, KaO M BUILECTPYKY IENIPUBUPAHOCT U
MaprHa/jn3alyjy ce/ballTBa. PerMcTpoBaHO je MOCTOjame pasluKa y cTaMOeHUM IIpHu-
7mKaMa, MoryhHocTiMa 3a 06pasoBabe U 3alOLI/baBatbe, y CUTYPHOCTY IPUXOJA, UTH.,
Ka0 ¥ ,eleMEeHTM TpaBHE HejefHaKOCTV IMOBONPYBPENHNX NoMahMHCTaBa, OFHOCHO
IIIXOBOT HejefJHAKOT II0/I0Kaja Y OCTBapuBamby ofipeleHux npapa Koja ce MOTY CBPCTaTH
y OCHOBHa IIpaBa 3ajaM4eHa CBUM IpabhaHnMa jefjHe ApYyIITBEHO-TIONUTHYKE 3ajefHuIIe”
(Petovar, 1984, str. 261).

14 Ha 0BOM MecTy MMC/IMMO Ha IIpUJIOTe KOjU Ce OJHOCE Ha Ce/bAllTBO Y LJIMHU WIA JIe0 TOT
CJ10ja, TIOITY'T JKEeHA, CTAPUjUX M MIAJIUX, WIU Ha JIe/IOBE Ce/bAIITBA, KOjU MY CaMO jefHUM AeIOM
IpuIaajy - MOIyT PajHMKa ca cena (Koju ce 6aBe U II0/bONPUBPEIHOM JienarHouihy), HasBaHIX
y MUTEPATypU U Kao ,IOAyTaHU - 4uja je ,CynOuHa” [eoM [eTepMUHNUCAHA U IOJI0XKajeM
EIXOBOT Hac/lel)eHOr MecTa Ha COL[Mja/THOj JIeCTBULIN.

188



Coyuonowxu tipeineg, vol. LII (2018), no. 1, ctp. 181-215

CepmaMyieceTVIX TOfIYIHA OTBOPEHO je U IUTarbe HejefHAKOCTH 13Mehy »KeHa 1 MyIIKa-
pama (Burié, 1970; First-Dili¢, 1970; Mili¢, 1970; Jedlicka, 1979) y cxony pasmmantyx
IIpyIora O IMPOMEHaMa y CTPYKTYpHU IOPOJMIe, OGFHOCKMA Mehy WiaHOBMMa IOpopuie,
OIHOCHO O BeHOj Y/I03M Y MOMUTIYKOj conyjanusanyju. Vicomryjyhn pudepenumjanujy
HOPOJMYHIX YIIOTa, COLMO/IO3M YKa3yjy Ha HejejHaKy pacrofeny Mohu mehy wraHoBuMa
HOPOAMYHE TPYIIe, KaTKaJ [0Be3yjyhu HejefHaKOCTHU MyIIKapala 1 )KeHa ¢ HepaBHOIIPaB-
HIM II07I0KajeM Y JOMEeHY pajia. Y TOM IIepUOJY Cy BeOMa PETKY IIPUJIO3K C ITpeTEH3MjaMa
yrBphuBama yHuBepsaiHux popHux'® HejemHakoctu. Beh HapenHe peuenuje he ce
TIIOjaBUTU M PE3YNTaTH UCTPaKMBakbha KOjMa Ce JOKYMEHTYje HePaBHOIPABHOCT, €BM-
IeHTHa y obaBpamy Hermahenor kyhuor paga (Biadi, 1981; Cvetkovié, 1982), xao u ona
BU/bMBA Y KpeTamlMa Ha TPXKUIITY pajia, Y KYATYpU U eKOHOMM)jH, IITO yKa3yje Ha Ch-
CTEMCKM YCTIOB/beHE HejeHAKOCTH a y UMjoj OCHOBM je IIOfierIa jaBHe U IIpUBaTHe cdepe,
IIpY Y4eMy IOCTIefbe IIOMEHyTa 0CTaje pesepBucana 3a xeny (Von Balluseck, 1982).

Hejegnakoctu y o6mactit KyaType IoCMaTpaHe Cy Kao MOCTIEANIA YKYITHOT COLU-
ja/HOr TI0/I0Xaja Kace, C/I0ja My ApylmTBeHe rpyme. Ha npumep ykasyje ce la Hemmc-
MEHOCT, HM3aK CTelleH 00pa3oBara, HM3aK MaTepujaHy IIOI0Xaj M, CIIEAiCTBEHO TOMe,
colyjalHa MCK/BYIeHOCT Y 00/IacTy KYATYpHe pelelnnyje U KyITypHOI CTBapajallTBa
BOJe Ka Ky/ITYPHOj JelpuBanujy ceockor cranoBHumTBa (Nemanji¢, 1977; Ahtik, 1970).
Harasu uctpasxuBama HOTBPhYjy ja Cy CTAHOBHULIY Ipajia y IOBOJBHYjO] ITO3ULIMjI KaJa
je ped 0 pasBujarby 1 HeroBamy KynTypHux norpeba (Gredelj & Nikoli¢, 1979), a yuba ce n
6uTHa Besa n3Mmeby pafa u crapaanTsa OfHOCHO paja 1 KBaMTeTa CI0OOfHOT BpeMeHa,
I1a OTYJ, ¥ KOHCTATaIuja Aa 0TyheHoCT y moMeHy pajia IpOM3BOAM KYITYPHY JEIIPUBALI)Y
(Ahtik, 1976). [pyraunje ka3aHO, ayTOpPM 3alla’kajy fla HEIIOBO/BHO IO3MLMOHMpPAbE Y
TOMEHY pajia ¥ IOC/IeNMYHO HM3aK MaTepMjalHy CTaHJapy, IpefcTaB/ba KapyuKy Yy IaHIly
coljajTHe MICK/bY4eHOCTI: U3 ia/bel 00pa3oBarba, KYIAType, chepe O TyurBama i CTBapa-
nauke gokomuie. Creay a COLVjamHM M0/I0XKa]j paHMKa He JOIIPUHOCH ITYHO] COLVjaTHOj
VHTeTpallyjyl HUTY KBa/IUTeTHOj cBakogHeBuLy (Bakic, 1976; B. u Mozina, 1976), Te fa ce
pasiuKe y JOCTYIHOCTHU KY/ITYPHOT CafipyKaja y KPajib0j IMHMjU MOTY CBECTI Ha KOHCEK-
BeHIIe KOje [T04Bajy Ha Iofenyu Ha yMHY 1 u3idaky paf (Brodic, 1984).

Hamasn mcTpakmpama HajyTMIAjHMjUX (QPAHIYCKMX COIMOMOTA O COIjaTHOj
Ce/leKIMju y 06pa3oBary U IIPOTyMadeH) MeXaHM3MM M3PKEHNX Pas3yNKa y IPUCTYITY
BUIINMM HUBOMMA 00pasoBama, Kao U IIKOJICKMM HOCTUTHYhMMa fierie U3 pasnmanTux
COLIMja/IHUX CTI0jeBa, yrpaheHm cy y Ba TMIMYHA IIPeI/IefHA TEKCTA Y KOjUMa Ce ayTOpu
ocsphy Ha fpyuITBeHe ycnoBe cTypupama y ®pannyckoj (Mojsilovi¢, 1973) n CaesHoj
Penry6rmin Hemaukoj (Bjelobaba, 1973). V smuMa cy conujanHe HejeTHAKOCTY TyMadeHe
CIMYHUM apTyMeHTVMa, a I1ap TOfMHA KaCHMUje Taj IIPO6IeM ce eMIMPUjCKI UCTPAXKYje
u y Cpouju. Tapa IIpeineg 06jaBibyje pesynrare UCTpaXKMBamba COLMjalHe CeleKLuje y
cpenmomkonckoM obpasoBamy (Rajkovié, 1978; Stojanov, 1981), koju jeHOBpeMeHO
IOKYMEHTY]y HejeflHaK IIPUCTYII CPeAbOIIKO/ICKOM 00pasoBamy, Kao U pacTHUIHE pa-
37IMKE Y CAcTaBy YY€HMKa II0je[JUHMX TUIIOBA MIKO/Ia IOCMATPaHO IPeMa COLMjaTHOM I10-
PeKITy, y3 3HaJYajHe pas/iuKe y MKOICKOM MocTurHyhy.

Hexu op ayTopa KpuTtudku ce ocBphy Ha MeXaHU3aM Ce/eKIjyje YIeHNKa Ha OCHOBY
IOCTUTHYTOT yCIleXa Ha HYDKMM HIBOVMa 00pa3oBaba, olleryjyhn ra kao merntummsanm-

15 Vlako 0Baj KOHIENIT MHOTO KaCHIje y1asu y yrorpeby, KOPUCTUMO I'a Y aHA/IM3H pajioBa uMajyhn
y BUJIY CBa 3HaUema Koja MMIUIUIIMPA BberoBa ynorpeba.
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jy ¢daxruuke HejemHakocTu. Kao emkacHO cpefcTBo penpopykiuje mocrojehe KmacHo-
C/I0jHE CTPYKTYpe 00pa3oBHU CUCTEM CaXKVMa YUMHaK eKOHOMCKMX pa3/uKa i TpaHcdepa
KY/ITYPHOT KallUTasIa, Kao 1 edeKTe 13 MIMper KOHTEKCTa COLMjanusalje ele moTeKIe
U3 pasIMYUTUX [pYyWITBeHUX cnojepa (Marjanovi¢, 1989). o cmmunyx yBupa o Mohm
06pa3oBHOT CHCTeMa A PEMpOAyKyje moctojehe HejeHAKOCTH [jO/Ta3e U PYTU ayTOPIL.
IMosusajyhu ca Ha pesynrare ucrpaxknama Kommuca (Randall Collins) xao u Bypaujea
(Pierre Bourdieu) u ITacepona (Jean-Claude Passeron) o nH(pmanmju aumioma BICOKUX
IIIKOJIA U IbJIXOBO]j CTBApHOj BPEIHOCT 3a II03MLIMOHNMPalbe Ha TPXKMUIITY pajia, yBuba ce ia
u nopesi popMarHOT 00pa3oBarma, IIOCTOj) IPOOH/IEeM 3alol/baBatba BUCOKOMIKO/IAIA Ha
HeaJleKBaTHUM pafiHuM MectyMa. CHHeKype Cy Hy)KaH KpUTepujyM fobujarma 3alocierha
IpJM TeHJEHIMjI IopacTa 00pa3oBHE CTPYKTYpe 3alOC/IeHNX, IIPY YeMy KY/ITYPHU KaIlu-
TaJl HY)KHO K/IACHO IeTePMMHICaH, UTpa BeoMa 6uTHY yory. Crora KlacHe HejeJHAKOCTH
IOHeKIe IOTUpy edeKTe AeMoKkpaTusaiyje 06pasopamwa. OTyp ,II0CTaje HAPOYNTO BAKHO
carjiefiaTyl KJIaCHy II03a/jYIHy HUBOA 00pa3oBakba, IITO je He caMO BaXKHO 3060r yTuliaja Ha
obpasoBHa mocturnyha, Beh u 3a ogpebuBame mper KOHTEKCTa KyITYPHOT KallMTala
KOjI yTI4e Ha BPEJHOCT IUIIOMA — BPeJHOCT Koja he BapyupaTu 3aBUCHO Off K/IACHOT I10-
pexia Hocnona” (Burris, 1983, str. 49). Jep, umtupajyhu Bynona ayrop sakmbyuyje »jenHa
[UIIOMA BPEIM OHOMMKO KOMMKO BPENM HheH HOCU/IALL Y EKOHOMCKOM M JPYIITBEHOM CH-
CTeMy; CTOIIa YHOCHOCTH 06pa30BHOT KalnTaa je QyHKIMja eKOHOMCKOT U APYIITBEHOT
KaIlyTaja Koji ce MO>Ke MHBeCTUPATH y yroTpeby Tor karmTana” (1cro). [lakse, COL1ONO-
3U IOKa3yjy fia COLMjalHa cefieKluja y 00pa3oBaiby MOCpefoBaHa [PYLITBEHOM HOLeNIOM
pajia M KJIacHOM IpunafHourhy oIcTaje yIpKoc ZeMOKpaTusalyji obpasoBama (MacoB-
HOM IIIKO/IOBAaKY) I HOPMATUBHOM €TaTnuTapu3My.

3HATHO KacHUje 10 OKOH4Yamy HMOoOyHe cTymeHaTa u3 1968, Taj cerMeHT OMIaju-
He Ha cTpaHuuaMa IIpeinega mocTaje jefHa Of BKHUX TeMa. Y fiBa ABoOpoja n3 1984.
06jaB/beH je TEKCT O CTYHEHTCKUM MOKpeTMMa y JyrociaBuju. VcnnTuBame K/bYIHMX
pasjora BUXOBOI' OCHUBAaIba U Je/IOBaba M COLMOJIOLIKA aHa/IM3a coLmjanHor 3aneba
HajBaXHMjUX Horahaja koju cy obenexxmnu WHUXOBY aKTMBHOCT, HeMMHOBHO BOIM Ka
COLMjaTHUM HejeHaKOCTUMa. Ha ymapy KpuTuke CTYHEHTCKOTr IIOKpeTa, UCTHUYE Ce,
HALIK Cy Ce ,MOpa/IHY, MOMUTUYKU U €KOHOMCKHU acleKTU JAPYIITBEHE Heje[[HaKOCTH,
Kao 11 CBe YIODPHMj) HAaroBeIlTaju pectaypauuje kamuramusma (Popov, 1984, str. 175).
IToBOIOM €KOHOMCKMX HejeJHaKOCTI 3aXTeBaHO je ,ofpehnBame MMHMMATHUX U MaK-
CMMAJTHUX JloXOfjaka rpal)aHa, yKujame MOHOIIONCKE peHTe, eKCIIPOIIpHjaIiija He3aKo-
HITO CTedeHe MMOBNHe, YKUJame eKciytoaTanuje” (ncro). Kaza je ped o momuruyxkmnm
acHeKTUMa JPYHITBEHUX Heje[[HAKOCTH, ITABHM IpaBall IefloBaka CTy/ileHaTa yCMepeH
je Ha IOMUTUYKY eMaHIVITAlVjy, OIM49eHy Y CI000aM n3pakaBarma MUCIN U jaBHOT II0-
JIUTUYKOT [IeTI0Babha, ,,yCIOCTAB/bAbe NTEMOKPATCKE jABHOCTY I JeMOKPAaTU3aLMjy JprKa-
Be 1 nocTojehnx momuruukux opranusanuja, y npsom peny Ilapruje u gpxxase” (1cTo).
Emmmor akTMBHOCTHM CTYAEHTCKOT TTOKpeTa u3 1968. je mobpo mosnar. Colnonosu cy u'y
HOBOJMMA HErOBOT HACTaHKa IIPEII03Ha/IN HajTpy6/by aCHMeTpPH]jy ITOMUTHYKE 1 eKOHOM-
cke mohu Tor BpemeHa.

Ilo ocampeceTnx ropyHa 20. BeKa, ay TOPM Cy ce TeK CIIOPaudHO 6aBU/IM MUTAbIMA
HejeoHaKoCT! y Kopuiihemwy yclyra 3fpaBCTBEHOT CHCTeMa, Tj. TPOOIeMOM HejeTHAKIX
MoryhHOCTI Y OCTBapemy mpaBa Ha 3amtuty 3gpasmka (Vukovié, 1974). Toj rpynn Tex-
CTOBA IPUIafia ¥ IPUIOT Y KOMe Cy aHa/IM3MPaHyU HeKH Ky/ITYPHO-COLMjamHy (GaKTopy
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cMpTHOCTH fetie y Jyrocnasuju (Breznik, 1961). Cryna cutyanmja he octati n y Hapep-
HuM fieceriehnma, kaga he ce o HejegHaKOCTHMA y IPUCTYITY 3PaBCTBEHUM yCTAaHOBAMA
caMoO ysrpe,u ]II/ICKYTOBaTI/I n TO yI‘}IaBHOM Y CKHOHY aHa/In3e COI_U/Ija}IHI/IX Mepa JOHETUX
y 061acTy 3IpaBCTBA MIIN MTAK CTPATENIKOT ITaHupama Te obmactu (B. Krasevec-Ravnik,
1989), xao 1 y cK/IoIy TeMaTa IocBeheHor CoLVjaTHOj ITOTNTULIN.

HoBa nmos/pba MHTEH3UBHOT n3y4daBama
APYLITBEHUX HejeI[HaKOCTI/I OE€BEOCCETUX

IToyeTKOM fieBefieCeTX TOfHA MUHY/IOT BeKa MAEHTU(UKOBAHO je HU3 Hpobire-
Ma JpYLITBEHOT pa3Boja, ¥ I0jaB/byje Ce 3aHMMambe 3a pasBlUjarbeé MHCTPyMEHaTa 3a
BEroBo Mepeme. Kao Heku o pakropa Koju HapyliaBajy APYLITBEHU PasBoj Ipero-
3HaTe Cy HejeHaKoCTU Meby mojeHNM [lenoBUMa coljaiHe CTpyKType. Kpnrukosan
je HepaBHOMEpPHM PacT NOjeMHMX NPoeCHOHaTHNX CIojeBa (HIIP. HU3aK pacT 3aIlo-
C/IEHOCTM ¥ y/larara y Hay4HO-MCTPAKMBAUKM Paji, U CYBUILE HM3AK PACT ylarama y
HOJBOTIPVBPEJY Y3 UCTOBPEMEHO 3afip)kaBame 4ak 40% pajjHe cHare y oBOj obmacTn).
YrBpheHo je ma ce yBehaBa HejemHakocT usMeby mojenHUX [ienoBa coLujanHe CTPYK-
Type Yy T3B. KOJIEKTUBHOj W/IN 3aje[lHNYKO] IMOTPOIILM. YKa3aHo je JJa eHOPMHO pacTy
pas/MKe y MOTPOIIBY HALMOHATHOT JOXOTKA M3Mehy HenpoMsBOJHUX ¥ TIPOM3BOSHMX
[eTaTHOCTH, T1a Ceé OTYJ, HaMEeTHY/IO OIIPaBJaHO NNUTAIE ,HUje M TaKaB CUCTEM CIle-
1yduuaH reHepaTop APYLUITBEHUX CYHPOTHOCTY M TeH3Mja KOje HAcTajy Ha peranyju
[IPOM3BOXHY paj — HenpuBpenHe fenatHocti?” (Janicijevi¢, 1981, str. 85). VI He camo fa
ce Ipo6IeMaTusyjy BelrKa yIarama y 3ajefHUUKy IOTPOIIbY Y HEIPOU3BOLHO] chepu
(obpasoBame, 3[[paBCTBO, KYATYpa UTH, ), HETO Ce UCTHYe fia Cy BUIIN COLMjaTHU CTI0jeBI
HeyHopeanBO IPUCYTHUjU KO ,IOTPOLIAYN TUX CPeficTaBa (HIIp. y 06pasoBamy) ,,Hero
IITO 611 Ce TEOPUjCKY MOITIO OUeKMBATH Ha OCHOBY FbMXOBOT Y/e/a Y YKYIIHO]j IPYLITBEHO]
crpykrypu” (Janidijevié, 1981, str. 93).

Youene pucnponopiyje nosehane cy saHuMama 3a 0671aCT COlMjaiHe MTONUTHKE.
Temar o6jassbeH y [Ipeinegy MOTINCAH Off CTPYUHbaKa U3 PasIMINTHUX 06/IaCTH, JOHOCH
OCBpTe Ha KOHILEIITe COLiMjaHe IMOMUTIKe V ucTopujckoM mpeceky (RuZica, 1987), xao
U Ha COLMOJIONIKO IoMMambe He/jeqHakoctu (Pesi¢, 1987), ma u Ha penepkycuje pasimu-
IUTHUX TEOPUjCKUX MEePCHEKTIBA 10 KOHKPETHA pellleha y 006/1acTy COLjaTHe ONUTH-
Ke y JyrocmaBuju. Ha cTpaHmilama yacommca OpBM IYT Ce MIPOMMILBAjy KOHCEKBEHIIE
ozpebennx Mepa conmjanHe MOMUTUKe y 061acT 06pasoBama U 3[paB/ba, NHBATINICKE
U [iedje 3alLITUTe, 3aLITUTE CTapyjux UTH. [Ipencmutyje ce (He)ompaBRaHOCT IOjeMHIX
COLMja/THMX pas/iMKa — OHUX KOje Ce OCTBApYjy Ha OCHOBY Pajia U 3ajlarama U OHMX Koje
U3BMPY U3 COLMja/THMX MeXaHM3aMa Koju IIPOM3BOJie 1 OfjpKaBajy HejeflHaKe Io3uIjuje
nojepyuHana un rpyna. OTyj yKasuBambe Ha ITOBE3aHOCTM COLMja/IHEe MONMUTUKE U HEKUX
APYTUX jaBHMX IIOJIUTHUKA, IOy T IIOMUTIKE Oope3uBama (Jel¢i¢, 1987), obpasoBHe mo-
nmntuke (Marjanovié, 1987), Te Mepa eKOHOMCKe ITONUTHKE Y IePUOLY eKOHOMCKe (cacBUM
CUTYpPHO U HonuTH4Ke) Kpuse y Jyrocnasuju (Berkovi¢, 1987). Ono mro moce6HO Tpe-
6a ucrahm jecte mHCKUCTMpabe Ha TOMe Ja 3aMucao eUKacHe U Ha HadeIMa jeflHaKuX
IpaBa 3acHOBaHe COLMjaJHe MOMUTUKe, Tpeba fla MOUYMBA HA IIO3HABAMBY CTPYKTYpe
ApYIITBA YKIBYUYjyhn 1 cTPYKTYpy 11 acuMeTpujy MOhM 1 13 ¥e HOTeKIINX JPYIITBEHNX
HejenHakocTy (Ruzica, 1987, str. 9).
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Benmka tema meBefieceTHX rofiiHa IOCTajy ¥ MPOCTOPHO-APYIITBEHE HEjeTHAKOCTI
U TO HAjIIpe OHE KOje Cé MOTY 3allasUTH Yy CBe PasBUjeHMjeM IPOCTOPHO-COLMjaTHOM
EHTUTETy KaKaB je TPajj, Kao ¥ OHe IOTEK/Ie U3 pe3NAeHIMja/Hor cTaTyca rpahaHa Ha
penmauuju ceno-rpaj. AHamMsa CTaBOBa BMINE ITO3HATUX YPOAHOIOTA M COLMOJIOra I10-
oyt X. lanca (Herbert Gans), [I. Xapseja (David Harvey), A. Jlepespa (Henri Lefebvre)
u fp. mocnyxnhe Kao TEOPUjCKM OCHOB 3a MPOMUIIUBAFE IIOBE3AaHOCTH (eHOMeHa
ypbanusanyje/nesypbanusanuje u Apyrux ¢ IpOCTOPOM IIOBE3AHNX IIpOLieca U3 BU3ype
COLIMja/THOT paciIojaBama, OAHOCHO KIacHux cykoba (Milenkovi¢, 1986). VicnurusaHa je
Moh MapxcucTuKe Teopuje fa 06jacHN K/bydHA N Tatba ypOaHe eKCIIaH3uje II0Be3aHe ca
€KOHOMCKUM I IPYLITBEHNM (PAKTOPMMA, YMjI je IPOAYKT CACBMM U3BECHO I COLMjaTHA
nudepeHIjayja y IpOCTOPY.

Behn 6poj mpusiora jour yBek ocTaje Ha I0/by yTBph1Barma MaTepujaTHuX, KyITyp-
HUX U IpYTUX pas/uka usmeby yp6anor u pypansor npocropa (Zivkovi¢, 1981), a none-
KaJ| ce Ta pasjrKa MocMarpa Kao ,KmacHn cykob usmeby ypbaHe u pypanHe xiace, 1Ito,
y yClIOBMMa HejefjHaKe CHare OBe [iBe KJIace, HEeMIHOBHO JOBOAY 10 ypOaHe fOMIHALH]e,
KOja yC/IoB/baBa Hee(pMKacHU HpuBpeRHN pasBoj’ (Begovié, 1986, str. 28). CrabumHoct
ypbaHe goMuHaNje Y Mame Pa3BUjeHNM 3eM/baMa ¥ KOHTMHYMPAHO CUPOMAIITBO CEo-
CKUX CpeJIHa, pe3y/ITaT je OIICTajalba MeXaHM3Ma HepaBHOIIPABHOCTH Y IIOEN IOXOTKA.
Tako ce HAMETHYO 3aK/by4aK jfa Cy IOApYydje ypOaHOr U pypamHor fy6OKO MOfe/beHn
(ucro).

OrtBapajy ce u apyra OuTHaA MUTarba Be3aHa 3a MIPOCTOPHY HejeTHAKOCT, MOMYT He/
MoryhHOoCTH monuuIeHTpIYHOTr pasBoja rpafoBa (y CMUCITY FOCTYIHOCTM PasHMX jaBHMX
nobapa: 06pasOBHNUX, KYITYPHMX, IIOMUTUYKNUX ¥ APYTUX MHCTUTYLMja M CafipyKaja Imo-
CMaTpaHO y MPOCTOPY), YMMe Ce INUTarme OpraHu3aluje afMUHUCTPATUBHOT M KY/ITYp-
HOT cafip>Kaja IOBOIM Y Be3y C KOHIIENITOM COLMja/iHe MCK/bYYEHOCTH TI0jeIMHIX eT0Ba
merosor craHoBHumTBa (Verlic Dekleva, 1986; Seferagi¢, 1986). [Io roToBO MAE€HTUIHOT
3aK/by4aKa O IIOCTOjarby IIPOCTOPHE Cerperaluje y caBpeMeHNM I'pajjoByMa (II0CMaTpaHo
IpeMa COLMja/THOM MOPEeKIy, 06pa3oBHO-IIPO(ECHOHATHOj IPUMIASHOCTU UTH.), ayTOpe
IIOBOY CIIUTUBAbE IPOCTOPHOT ITaHupama (Seferagi¢, 1986), monmpamwa caobpahajin-
a (Jovanovié, 1986), ognuke crambere msrpaame. TuMe ce 3amaka jaCHa yCTIOB/BEHOCT
CTPYKTYpHCama Ipajia KIACHO-CIOJHOM HpUIafHouihy, OfHOCHO HejefHAKOCTHMA Koje
U3 BUX npomsnase. Ha mpeHTHUaH 3ak/bydak HABOAM aHA/IN3a CTaMOeHe IOJIUTHKE,
TayHMje pacIofiesie SPyITBEHMX cTaHOBa. Ha Ma K0joj moKanuju je n3BeneHo, eMIMPHjCKO
UCTpaKMBambe MPUCYCTBA IOjeVHMX K/IACHO-CIOjHMX TpyNa y CTPYKTYpHM YXKMBaola
CTaHAPCKOT TIPaBa, Te V MOjeAIHIM CTaMOeHNM Lie/IMHaMa Wi 00jeKTMa ¢ 0631poM Ha
IBIIXOB KBAIUTET, O/IM3NHY BOXHUX MHCTUTYIM)A, TOTBphyje UCTY IIPaBIIHOCT: CTaHAPU
U3 HIDKMX CTI0jeBa CY MOfI3aCTYIbeH! Y OFHOCY Ha IIPUIIA/IHIKE CPeiber MM BUIIET C/I0ja,
a KBa/IMTET CTAHOBAMA Ce Pas/IuKyje Mehy yxmBaolma CTaHapCKOT IIpaBa 13 PasININTIX
conmjamHux crojesa (Mandi¢, 1986; Petrovi¢, 1986; Vujovic, 1986).

YmecTo 3akbydKa

VI3HeBepeHM Hjjean eraquTapHOT APYIITBA, YaK M 3ajefHNIle 3aCHOBaHEe Ha Mepu-
TOKPATCKMM Hauye/lMMa, pe3yATHpao je MHOIITBOM paclipaBa O APYLITBEHVM HejefHa-
KocTuMa Ha cTpaHmiama Couyuonowixoi fipeinega. Vlmak, cpasMepHO Majio BUX je Ha-
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CJIOB/BEHO TAKO Jja Ce YMTAOIly HaroselITasa ja he 6utyu o wuma peun. Ta unmeHnIa je
OTeXasa CeJIeKIIjy MaTepujana Koju he 61Ty IOABPIHYT aHAMUSY CafipKaja.

PacmpaBe cy yInmaBHOM TeMe/beHe Ha MapKCUCTUYKOM TEOPMjCKOM CTaHOBUIITY, fla
Ou ce KacHMje IIOCTEIIEHO OYNTaBa0 TPEHJ| 3a4eTKa TEOPHjCKOT IUTypaIi3Ma y TyMadery
M3BOPa U MCXOJa APYIITBEHNUX HejeqHakoCcTu. [IpucTynm y ckinomy MapKCUCTUYKE BU3Y-
pe IpaHajy ce y HEKOIMKO IIpaBalia, MTO je HOCeOHO BU/bUBO Y TyMadeky ApYyIITBEHe
cTpykrype. Hanme, nako ayropu oppelyyjy cBoj mIpucTyI Kao MapKCUCTIYKY, II0jaB/byje
Ce BUIIE PasIMYUTUX KOHIENIUja y TyMademhy came IPUPOMEe COLMjaIUCTUIKOr Ca-
MOYIPaBHOT IIOPeTKa, KaKO Cy TO MCIPABHO IIPUMETIIIN UCTpaXupadu (B. IIVpe y
Davidovi¢, 1985, str. 45-48). IIpema mpBOM CTAHOBUIITY TO je GECK/IACHO [PYIITBEHO
ypebeme, y KkoMme je cBaku 0O/IUK eBEHTYa/THOT COLMjaTHOT AudepeHiupama KBamnpu-
KOBaH Kao HaceleHn ocTatak IpeTXOfHOT (KaINTaIMCTUYKOT) IIOPETKA. YUCTUHY, HEKI
ayTOpM TOBOPE O KIACHOM [APYLITBY ¥ KOMe Ce KaO jefilHa K/laca IOMIEbe PaJlHIIKa KyIa-
Ca Kao CKYII ,CBYX PajIHUX /bY/), HACIIpaM Koje Hije feMHMCAHA HU jefHA APYTa, IPpU
4eMy je ped O IpelasHOM KapaKTepy KIacHOT IpylITBa — Tpajahe mok pajHmMuka Kaaca
He YKUHE COIICTBEHO IOCTOojame. [IpemMa pyroM Tymademy, CaMOYIIpaBHO JIPYLITBO je
(baKTHYKM JBOKJIACHO: IIOCTOjM pajHIYKa KIaca 1 Bragajyha kimaca/cnoj, Ma kako 611a
VIMeHOBaHa (Kao TeXHOOMPOKpaTHja, MOMUTHUYKA OMPOKpATHja UM CaMo OMpOKparTuja).
Victune papm, IOHEKaJ ceé MapKCUCTMYKA JUXOTOMHA IOfleNIa K/Iaca KPeaTMBHO IIPU-
Membyje Y KOHTEKCTY TyMadema HejeHAKOCTM Y IPUCTYIy COLMjaTHUM pecypcuma
[OjeVIHUM JPYIITBEHNM TPyIHaMa, IIa ce TOBOPH, HIIP O ,PypanHoj u ypbaHoj Kaacu’.
HapounTo KpajeM mocmMaTpaHOr IepHuofia y4decTanuje Cy Jipyradmje omuuje Koje roBo-
pe O CIIOKeHMjeM CTPaTH(UKALNjCKOM HOPETKY Y KOMe IIOpel pajHidKe u Baapajyhe
K/Iace TocToju nocpenyjyha cpepma knaca. Beh y HujancupaHoM moyMarmy BUILECTIOjHE
cTpatuduKaIyje jyrocioBeHCKOT IPYIITBa, I7e ce CojHa gudepeHIjanmja n3sBogu He
CaMo U3 BJIACHUYKOT OJHOCA 11 IpodeCHOHaIHe Mofieie paja, HeTo 1 IMOoMuTHYKe Mohn,
yIiena, o6pasoBarba, Kao U IIPeKo PYTMX HMapaMeTapa CTaTyCHUX OOeexja HasupeMo
3a4eTaK yTUIaja JPYTUX TEOPUjCKIX IPUCTYIIA.

Kako je permaTuBHO 6p30 OCTAJIO jacHO [a ce Y JYTOCTaBYj! He flelaBa JUKTATypa
IpojleTepujaTa, HUTH [ja Ce APYLITBO pasBlja Ka 6eCKIACHOj 3ajeHULMN, Ay TOPH Y IIPBUM
JielieHMjaMa peloOBHOT 00jaB/biBatba YacoIlica, POKyc 3a/ip>kaBajy Ha II0I0XKajy paJHUY-
Ke K/Iace U pasMaTpakby HejeTHAaKOCTH y MOMEHY Pajia U YIPaB/balby HErOBUM Pe3y/Ta-
THMA.

C BpeMeHOM cy cBe OpOjHMjI IIPUIIO3Y KOje TTO3UIIMje Y APYLITBEHO] IOfe/II paja 1
K/IaCHY/C/IOjHY IPUIAJHOCT JOBOJIE Y Be3y C MUTambMMa HejeJHaKe JOCTYIIHOCTY IPYTUX
CoLMjaTHUX pecypca: 06pas3oBama, 3a0lIbaBama, KyIType (cxBahene y yxem cmucry),
APYWTBEHO OPraHM30BaHOT IIPOCTOPA, CTAHOBAIba, T€ OITy4MBaiba O BaYKHUM JIPYLITBE-
HUM IUTambuMa. VieHTnyan je TpeHs U Kafia je ped O pasMaTparby HejeHaKOCTU II0-
TI0Kaja pasIMIUTUX APYIITBEHMX C/IojeBa M IPyIa: Ce/balliTBa, eKOHOMCKMX MUTpaHaTa,
JKEHa.

Cynmehn 1o tekcroByuma objas/beHuM y Ilpeinegy, 3aHUMame UCTPaXKMBada 3a pa-
3/IMYNTA T10/ba APYLITBEHOT XMBOTA Y KOjUMa Ce UCIO/baBajy HEjeHAKOCTY Bapupajy y
pasIMYNTUM BPEMEHCKUM TayKaMa MCIUTMBaHOT Iepuofa. CegaMueceTnx 1 ocamyece-
VX TopyHa 20. BeKa JOMUHNUPajy Ipunosn nocsehenn HejegHakocTnMa y cdepu paja,
0CeOHO y pacIofieny JOXOTKA ¥ MEXaHU3MIIMa Ofp>KaBaba eKOHOMCKVX HejefHAKOCTI
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yomurre. Pazmarparma KOHI[eIITa KIace, C/I0ja U KITaCHOC/IOjHe fudepeHnnjamnuje, Takobe.
Y ToM mnepmopy cy o6jaB/beHM M Ha/lasy IPBMX eMIMPUjCKUX MCTPaKMBaIba, yIIaB-
HOM Ha IIOIy/IallMj/i PaJjHMKA Ha PETATMBHO Ma/lMM Y30PL/Ma 3aCHOBAHA HA CKPOMHO]
METOJ0/IONIKOj amaparypu. Vako moHeKe jeraBa, MHTEPECOBaIbe 3 IOMEHYTA MNTarba
ocrahe 7o Kpaja MCIUTUBAHOT IIEPUOJA.

OcamMpieceTnx rofyHa MUHYIOT cToseha Cy akTyenHa ImpoyJyaBama HejeHaKOCTH
y lOMeHY 00pa3oBaiba I KyIType Kao U MCTPaKUBakba II0jefiIHIX MapriHaIM30BaHIX
APYIITBEHMX C/I0jeBa 1 TPYIIA IIOIYT Ce/balliTBa, EKOHOMCKMX MUTPaHaTa WM JKEeHa.

I[Tpemza cy paHO Ipero3HaTe M3pas3uTe acuMeTpuje y momutidkoj mohu n yrpabhene
Y pacmpaBe 0 TOTOBO CBMM OO/IMIMIMA HejefHaKOCTH, KaKo IIoceb6aH Ipob/ieM OHe fjonase
Y )KIDKY MHTepecoBamba TeK feBefeceTnx ropuna 20. Beka. Of Tafa ce cnoOonHmje nsyda-
Ba 11 KpUTHKYje cBe Behn jas usmeby uneonolike mpoknaMoBaHe jefHaKOCTH 1 paKTUUKN
06ecrpaB/beHNX ,paiHNUX /byAu U rpabana” Kaja je ped o MOMUTUIKOM Of/TyYMBAbY.

Y ncroM paspobpy IHOjaB/byjy ce cacBUM HOBA MOAPYYja MCIMTHBaMa JPYIITBe-
HIX HejeJHaKOCT Ko LITO Cy npodeCroHaIHa 1 IPOCTOPHA AudepeHujarja, anm u
pervoHajHe HejefHAKOCTH Koje mobyDyjy maxmy 3a ucrmtuBame QemepaaHOr Mogena
mp>xaBHOT ypebema, ImuTama HejeflHAKOCTH y CK/IOINY TeMa KaKBe Cy eKOHOMCKa KpH-
3a MM OPYIITBEHY Pa3Boj U JPYLITBEHe MpoMeHe. IIpuToM, ocTaje aKTyenHo nuTame
IIOjeVHNX MAPTUMHAIM30BAHKX C/I0jeBa U IPYIITBEHMX IPyTIa.

BuiekpaTHO MCTpaXkKyBaHa CTPYKTypa Mohu u opryunBama y mpenysehnma, kao
Y MHCTUTYUMOHANM3alMja [JPYIITBEHMUX HEjeTHAKOCTY Ha PasAMYUTUM IOApydYjuMa
IpYIITBEHOT XXWBOTA, ompenmeheHa Kpo3 cBe OUMITIEHUje AENPMBAIMOHE MpaKce,
y NOTIIYHOCTM HapyllaBa C/IMKY CaMOYIIPaBHOI COLMjaIM3Ma Kao ,0eCKOHQIMKTHOT
ppyuTBa’. CBe CKyIa 0CTasIo je 3abe/exkeHo Ha cTpaHuaMa Coyuonouol ipeinega.

Basba KOHCTaTOBATH jOII M BE/IMKY IIAPOIMKOCT Y CTENIEHY TEOPUjCKE YTEME/LEHOCTH
HpIIOTa, HUBOY OIIITOCTY pa3MaTpara U mbuxose cucreMarnynocTu. Ob6jaB/pyBanu cy
YUCTO WM HPETEKHO TeOPUjCKMU IIPUIO3Y, Kao 1 OHM y KOjIMa ce OOraTo YMibeHUYHO
WIYCTPYjy K/bYYHU apTyMEHTH Y PACIPaBU MM C€, IIAK, U3/IaXKy Pe3yATaTy CONCTBEHNMX
ucrpaxusamwa. OBUX OCIENBUX je CPa3MEPHO MaJIO Ha CTpaHunama Ilpeinega.

HarmocreTky, HUIIOIITO HajMarbe OMTHO, AHA/IN3A je ITOKA3asIa IAKO YOUMBY IIPAKCY
KOJ], /le7la jyTOCTIOBEHCKMX ayTopa KOji, YIIPKOC XpabpoCTH [ja MPOroBope 0 0CeT/bIBIM
IUTabMMa HejeTHAKOCTHU U KPUTUYKI Ce OCBPHY Ha IPYLITBEHEe MeXaHN3Me KOje UX ITPo-
U3BOJie, OCTajy TOTOBO IO TIPABMITY Y Carfacjy ca Bajjajyhum naeomnomKkM mpei3HakoM
U BPeJHOCHUM CHCTEMOM APYIITBa KoMe Ipunanajy. Hasemeno ymyhyje Ha To ma ce co-
LMO/IONIKA (M yOIILITe APYLITBEHA MICA0) YeCTO KpeTasa 13Mely fBe KpajHOCTH: OTBO-
peHe KpUTHYKe MUC/IM U aIlOJIOreTHKe JOMMHAHTHOT Meo/omKor obpacia. HaseneHo
611 CBaKaKO MOIVIO GMTY TeMa HEeKOT HOBOT IIPUJIOTa.
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Abstract: It is quite possible to argue that sociology has acquired a large part of
its scientific legitimacy by studying social inequalities, and it can also be said that
sociologists’ interest in their study was often mediated by the ideological mark of the
community they belonged to, as well as other group and personal interests. The interest
in acquiring a notion of the extent to which the sociological scientific public of Serbia,
according to the articles published in a relevant scientific journal, was sensitive to the
study of this problem is not conditioned solely by the awareness of the importance of
the study itself. Our point of view is that sociology has often “sharpened” its critical
potential by pointing to different sources and outcomes of social inequalities in
various domains of social life, giving unambiguous empirical evidence about them
and offering theoretical and methodological frameworks for their explanation and
understanding. This has not only made it a relevant social science dealing with this
universal phenomenon affecting all societies that is increasingly being studied globally,
but it enabled it to put the results of the research into the service of humane objectives
of social development.

The paper presents the results of an analysis of the contributions published in the
Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review relating to social inequalities, whether they are
economic, political or cultural inequalities, as well as their consequences. The results
of an elementary analysis of the thematic orientation and methods of processing the
mentioned problems are presented with the aim to establish the scope and nature
of scientists’ interest in this socially extremely important problem. The papers with
explicit content belonging to the mentioned topic published in the aforementioned
journal were analyzed, representating a relevant periodical in the field of sociology
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in the Yugoslav area and the journal of the professional association of sociologists in
Serbia.

Keywords: social inequality, poverty, social exclusion, Socioloski pregled/ Sociological
Review, thematic focus.

Instead of Introduction

This year the Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review celebrates 80 years since the
publication of its first issue (1938). During the respectable period of its existence, there
have been many significant changes in the economic, social and political aspect in
Yugoslavia and Serbia. Hence, the contents of the journal can in many ways serve as a
source of knowledge about these changes, and about the changes in sociological thought
as well. Therefore, we remain at the standpoint that “the analysis of relevant periodicals
can provide a significant insight not only into the problem that is in the focus of attention,
but also into numerous characteristics of a profession [...] The variety of content and ideas
on which contributions in scientific journals are focused vividly illustrate the stages in the
maturing process of a science” (Petrovi¢, 2012, 960).

The results of studying the problem of social inequalities published in this, for the
sociological public, significant journal, are important because contemporary societies not
only have not found a “cure” against social inequalities, but are confronted with ever-
increasing social layering that often produces conflicts between individuals and groups,
as well as due to the fact that the humane and critical discourse of sociological thought is
most directly reflected in the processing of these questions.

Sociologists dealt with its origin by studying economic foundations, ownership of
production wealth and class conflicts (within the Marxist approach), as well as inequalities
that include political power and social status along with a certain economic class (the
Weberian approach). Although the basis remained the same, both approaches eventually
evolved into a neo-Marxist orientation (Braverman, 1983; Wallerstein, 2013; Sklair, 2002;
Sassen, 2007), or a non-Weberian view (Parkin, 1979; Goldthorpe, 1987; Collins, 1999).
In addition to the above, solutions are offered in the form of a synthesis of Marx’s and
Weber’s models of interpretation of class changes in the context of a dynamic character of
industrial society (Bourdieu, 2013; Dahrendorf, 1959).

The question arises is - which forms of social inequality were dealt with by the
researchers in Serbia and the region,* and what was the way they dealt with it? Although
the content analysis of the writing on social inequality was methodologically differently
conceived, the nature of this text, the scope and occasion first of all, imposed only
general results of a qualitative content analysis, with the aim of identifying the dominant
themes (topics), that is, the areas of social life in which inequalities were thought upon
and examined. Also, the focus of attention was whether the dominant topics changed
over the observed period. The analysis is time-limited to the period of self-management
socialism, that is, to the breakdown of socialist regimes®. It is limited to the mentioned

4 We say in the “region’, since the Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review published papers written
not only by researchers from Serbia, but also from the Yugoslav area. The truth is, although not too
often, there were texts by foreign authors or translations of their published articles.

5 The fall of the Berlin Wall (November 9, 1989) was taken as a time limit.
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period be-cause there is a relatively rounded approach to the study of social inequalities in
the observed framework compared to the period that followed, when occurred the process
of the socialist social ordertransition °.

The units of content analysis are scientific papers’ that examine social inequalities
as rounded-up meaningful units, regardless of whether this is explicitly claimed in their
titles. The sample actually overlaps with the basic set - all papers that discuss the topic.

On social inequalities from the perspective
of self-management socialism

Since 1961, when the continuous publication of the Socioloski pregled/ Sociological
Review began, a line of reflection and research on social inequalities indicated something
that was going to mark the following decades. These are the papers that examine not
only the structure of society on a theoretical level, but also social mobility, through the
perspective of criticism of the class differentiation of society, most often through the view
of the Marxist theoretical paradigm. In the text on the problems of the structure of Yugoslav
society, Mihajlo Popovi¢® pointed out that the social structure must be empirically studied
through the operationalization of the concepts of social role and social position, since
“the sociological interpretation of the socialist principle, each according to their ability,
to each according to their work®, presupposes the use of these concepts. [...] All (those)
positive and negative phenomena can be fully understood theoretically, if one accepts and
rigorously applies the mentioned concept of a structure that starts from Marx’s definition
of society and historical materialism” (Popovi¢, 1962, p. 15).

In accordance with the aforementioned, during the seventies and the eighties, on the
pages of the Review, there were articles dealing with conceptual distinctions of class/layer/
professional affiliation (Luki¢, 1968; Mili¢, V1. 1968), overviews of different standpoints
on known social or influential theoretical directions in understanding social stratification,
social differentiation, or social conflicts and social changes (Stambuk, 1968; Stambuk,
1970a; Stambuk, 1970b; Stankovi¢, 1971), which necessarily relate to the problem of social
inequalities.

At the beginning of the 1980s, there was a growing interest in the social stratification
of Yugoslav society and the phenomenon of social conflicts, which is evident in the
papers dedicated to this topic, as well as accompanying contents!?. The sources of
social stratification and social conflicts, regardless of the conflict type , were, as a rule,
interpreted in the key of Marxist theoretical orientation, through generalizations of
Marx’s notions of class antagonism given by certain theorists (see, e.g., Lockwood, 1972).
Social stratification and conflicts were seen as inevitable, since “there are great differences

¢ The authors are fully aware of the fact that this appendix only provides a fragmentary view of the
topic studied, due to the fact that other relevant journals were omitted from the analysis, as well as
monographs and other forms of sociological production.

7 Whether original scientific papers or the reviews.

8 Then, the editor-in-chief of the journal.

9 The author claimed each according to their work, to each according to their ability, which is obvi-
ously a lapsus calami.

10 discussions, translations, book reviews, reviews of scientific meetings or chronicles.
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regarding the appropriation of basic social values - wealth, power, reputation” (Susnji¢,
1971, p. 166).

In those years, from basic discussions and a normative point of view, motivated
by humanistic ideals, often with an ideological background, there was a turn to the
identification of sources and outcomes of inequality. It was concluded that in Yugoslav
society the actual means of production, or social capital, was not owned by the producers.
Since the state can not be the real holder of ownership, social capital was “in a mediated
ownership of those who control the state. Likewise, it should be said that one part of
the social capital has already been privatized, or has never become social property, and
is privately owned as a corporate property” (Nikoli¢!!, 1971, p 188). In addition, real
owners were the holders of various monopolistic positions in economic and political
structures.

The study on the limitations of “self-management socialism” in the context in
question, leads to the setting of a number of meaningful questions which answers testify
the nature and depth of social inequalities among particular classes, layers, or professional
groups. For example, by recognizing the asymmetry of power in the field of work and the
poor position of direct-production workers, who are generally perceived as a class, authors
often raised the question - which social strata/professional groups take power. Hence the
interest in the problem of the growing bureaucracy, i.e., “technobureaucracy” (Goricar,
1965; Jovanov, 1975; Tani¢, 1976) and the issue of the control over decision-making in
companies (Jerovsek, 1965). It is interesting, however, that the definitions of the classes that
are in class conflict with the working class, rarely appear in these discussions, but there are
mentions of the layers opposing the working class. It is justifiable to ask if this means that
Yugoslav society was regarded as a one-class or classless society!?, or are we dealing with
the issue of a synonymous usageof the class and layer concepts ? There is also a question
about the role of trade unions in regulating social conflicts, and “is there a social conflict
between the self-management and technological organizations of society [...]? Is there still
a conflict in Yugoslav society between the traditional political organization in the state and
party-political sense, and the self-management organization” (Tadi¢, 19713, p. 183).

In the seventies and much more often in the eighties, the results of a series of research
carried out in large work organizations were published. The presented findings showed how
much employees were un/informed about economic issues or institutional mechanisms
of decision-making within their own companies, about participation in decision-making
in income distribution, etc. The results were compared among the groups of employees
created according to education, according to whether they were members of the workers’
councils, according to the professional role in the company, etc., (Ahtik, 1962; Mini¢,
1972; Markovi¢, 1976; Tanasijevi¢ & Koji¢, 1972; Tanasijevi¢ & Koji¢, 1976); the stability
of jobs and the social mobility of workers were also often considered, the causes of labor

11 This citation and the continuation of the argument is in: Discussion meeting: Social conflicts and
changes in the structure of contemporary Yugoslav society. (Inckycuonu cacranak: JIpymrBeHn
CYKOOM U ITPOMeHe y CTPYKTYpPM CaBPEMEHOT jyrOCIOBEHCKOT ApylITBa), Socioloski pregled/ So-
ciological Review, IV (2), p. 177-219.

12 On the differences in the perception of social structure among the Yugoslav sociologists, see the
text by M. Davidovi¢ (1985, p. 31-50).

13 See footnote 8.
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fluctuations were examined (Mini¢, 1971; Jakovljevi¢, 1971; Obradovi¢, 1971) as well as
unemployment in the context of non-equality (Radovanovi¢, 1980).

In the aforementioned and related texts that analyzed the relationships of power in
a self-management society from a broader point of view, the consequences of unequal
distribution of power in the management of the means of production and material
resources were emphasized as the key problems. The lack of decision-making power on
issues of relevance to economic activity and the exclusion from making political and
other important decisions was detected and criticized (Marinkovi¢, 1968), “because in
the decision-making process, individuals and groups with surplus labor have a dominant
influence, while producers remain a marginal social power, numerous, but without
influence” (Marinkovi¢, 1973, p. 202).

Inequality as the “contradiction of self-governance” - despite the proclaimed equality
of employees in deciding on the results of work and all important issues - will remain a
current topic in the next decade. Thus, the authors discussed the constitutional provisions
regarding self-governance and the actual “self-management” practice (Mini¢, 1982). As
the economic crisis took a stir in Yugoslavia, whereby the asymmetry in the economic
development of the republics became more and more clear, there was an interest in the
topic of uneven regional development, which led to the interest in the relationship of
the federal organization of the state and self-governance as the projected way of social
organization (Tadi¢, 1986). At first, this was a very reserved discussion, considering the
mechanisms that can help harmonize the general state goals and the interests of smaller
state entities as well as the interests of citizens (Luki¢, 1982).

An insight into the marginalized position of workers, especially those employed
in direct production, also resulted in an increased interest in the wave of strikes, which
were initially labeled as delicts by the state establishment. as a harmful phenomenon in
the development of self-governance, and then as the right of workers and the expression
of justified dissatisfaction (Jovanov, 1975). For, in the “self-management system, workers’
strikes are largely the result of a discrepancy between the real and projected status of the
working class in the formal structure of social power and the distribution of material goods”
(Jovanov, 1975, p. 11). In the explanation of a direct occurrence of strikes in Yugoslavia, it
was emphasized that “the distribution of material goods was not performed according to
the work and results of work, but the extent of appropriation depending on the status in
the institutional structure of social power, with the workers having the lowest status in it”
(Jovanov, 1975, p. 9) , and ultimately - strikes were seen as a mechanism for the realization
of a projected self-management society, unlike strikes in capitalism and state socialism,
which were directed against the existing or projected society (Jovanov, 1975, p. 12).

Itisinteresting that the study of the workers’ strikes background became relevant in the
nineties of the last century. In a writing entitled What workers want in a strike, the examples
of strikes that had sprouted in the wider public in the last decades were used to describe
the specific circumstances that triggered them, examine the flow of these social events,
and summarize the experiences (Kuzmani¢, 1987; Mohar, 1987; Naumovska, Todorovski,
Lazarevski, 1987; Simi¢, 1987). The important conclusion was that the legitimization of a
strict hierarchical structure of society is the source of differentiation, which is the cause
of many rebellions, first of all miners’ rebellions, and then of other workers in the SFRY.
Although the immediate cause of strikes was most often inequality in the distribution of
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income, it was established that inequalities at various levels of society were the real cause
of the cessation of work (Mohar, 1987, p. 8). The comparison of the workers’ normative
status and the actual position of individuals, workers, working organizations and certain
parts of the structure lead to the realization of the gap in the degree of influence and
power in decision-making, and therefore in the economic power(lessness) that drove a
wave of dissatisfaction among those who are in fact makers of excess values and only
declaratively in the position to manage it. Vivid examples illustrate the manipulative side
of certain strikes, when in the wake of working dissatisfaction, the leadership structures of
working organizations tried to resolve their own status issues and the disadvantage of the
production units they managed.

Although the primary focus of attention was the position of the working class, in the
1980s, there was a gradual emergence of interest in the social position of other social groups/
layers. In the nineties, we also follow a theoretical debate on newer forms of social inequality,
among others, those that stem from an increasing differentiation and stratification in the
sphere of work. The differences in reputation, status and power among the holders of certain
occupations increased, with a note that “there is expressed agreement in society about the
unequal position of different occupations. Truth, somewhat smaller when it comes to the
reasons for this inequality [...] The institutional complex of professionalism [...] characteristic
of the manner and control over the performance of work activities, is an important basis for
contemporary forms of social inequality” (Zveki¢, 1983, p. 93).

As social inequalities do not emerge exclusively from the sphere of labor, inevitably
there was an interest in other sources of differentiation. One of the important mechanisms
that produces and maintains inequalities lies in the domain of politics. Although political
power was almost an indispensable element in the reflection on social inequalities, an
explicit discussion on enormous differences in political power between individuals and
social groups took place only in the nineties. It was noted that despite the attempts to
decentralize Yugoslav society and the political promotion of the “principle of coexistence of
different interests”, the monolithic structure of the government persisted, so “the plurality of
power centers in the political sphere can not be discussed in the true sense of the word, since
the existence of various power centers due to decentralization, that is, splitting one type
of power - a state-party apparatus, does not prove that there are different types of power”
(Golubovi¢, 1984, p. 151). In fact, the same type of power was manifested at different levels.

Actually, despite the interventions, the essential features of the political system
remained unchanged for decades. In a one-party political system, political power was almost
entirely in the hands of the party and state supreme, because decisions were made without
democratic debate solely on political forums; There was no communication between the
political leadership and the membership of the party and other political organizations, and
they had no influence on the conduct of politics, etc. (Popovi¢, 1986, p. 95).

In other words, the concentration of political power and the imposition of particular
interests as general interests through a more or less clearly defined ideology was manifested
in many ways (Jaksi¢, 1971; Pesi¢, 1970; Pesi¢, 1971). Thus, the concept of totalitarian
governance of society became suitable for explaining this diverse phenomenon (Tadi¢,
1983; Pesi¢, 1987; Kulji¢, 1985).

All this lead to the analyses of the symptoms of the political system crisis (Tadi¢,
1986), which pointed to the necessity of political changes. The authors clearly argued the
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unsustainability of the existing model of social ordering (Golubovi¢, 1986), including
its economy (Golubovi¢ 1984; Zupanov, 1984). The great disproportion in the power
of citizens: above all, between the political bureaucracy and the rest of the population
(Supek, 1986; Sekelj, 1986, etc.), justified the claim that that political bureaucracy, on
the one hand, and technobureaucracy, on the other hand, by retaining a monopoly over
the management of social property, prevented the development of democracy and/
or self-governance, authors concluded. Undoubtedly, the monopoly of the government
undermined the legality and legitimacy of representing the interests of workers/citizens
from remote centers of political power, which became one of the focal points in the debate
on the crisis of Yugoslav society.

In addition to the discussion on the concentration of political power, the results of
the research on vertical mobility in Yugoslavia (Lazi¢, 1986) were published in the mid-
nineties, confirming a somewhat class character of Yugoslav society and demonstrating
the monopolization of power through a relative closure of individual layers. The trend of
self-reproduction was visible within each class, except in the ruling class (Lazi¢, 1986, p.
136), which, thanks to the way of constitution (Lazi¢, 1986, p. 132), remained somewhat
open to members of all classes. However, it also developed a certain manner of formation,
because “the position of a political leader opens up primarily for directors (without
additional conditions), and then for senior executives and experts; while being only
residual in relation to the workforce [...] A gradual ‘bifurcation’ of the social structure, in
the process of group reproduction, as a result of the general class division, becomes more
and more clear” (Lazi¢, 1986, p. 144).

Similar tendencies also arose in the study of mobility in Serbia. The research has
shown thet education, class origin, as well as political power remained the most effective
channels of social mobility, although illegal channels of social mobility were not rare either
(Vukovi¢, 1989), which additionally contributed to the unequal opportunities of members
of different layers to improve their position on the social scale.

On the sources of inequality and unequal social position
of different social groups

The social position of Yugoslav “temporary foreign workers” was determined not only
by their position in the division of labor, but also by the emigration status in West European
countries (see, for example, Morokvasi¢, 1970; Petrovi¢ 1972). The countries that were the
targets of the labor movement were seen by authors as “bearers of economic hegemony”
with developed mechanisms that favor further economic growth at the expense of the
resources of immigrant countries. However, from the point of inequality, the asymmetry
of power between the states in which labor and im/migration was taking place was not
the only significant factor, it was also the relation of the migrant workers and workers in
the migration countries. Speaking about economic inequalities and inequalities in working
positions, the social exclusion of immigrants from education and other spheres of society
to which they emigrated, the authors sometimes presented ideological judgments, situating
a problem in the political context of the bloc division of the world (see Petrovi¢, 1972).

Some papers provided arguments on the long chain of social exclusion of economic
migrants from Yugoslavia in Western Europe. It was concluded that there was an accu-
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mulation of the effects of discrimination on the basis of the status of foreigners, in the
economic sphere, the domain of civil rights (OklobdZija, 1987), and for women, on the
basis of family subjugation (Morokvasi¢, 1982, p. 28).

Economic migrants as a subject of study also appear in the journal in the context
of studying the problem of reintegration upon their return to the mother country (see
Tani¢, 1979; Davidovi¢-Primorac, 1982), when the systemic difficulties that prevent the
acceptance of returnees and the guarantee of social security are analyzed, which is an
implicit story of social inequality.

The position of the village population and structural changes in the village were the
focus of several papers on the pages of the Review, since the village population was perceived
as a completely neglected social layer both in science and in practical social policies, which
did not recognize the members of this layer as potential target groups of various measures
of social support. The issue of the marginal position of the village population', excluded
from political decision-making, economically weakened and culturally deprived was being
brought forward (Todorovi¢, 1971; Todorovic, 1972; Nemanji¢, 1977; Radomirovié, 1977;
Zivkovi¢, 1977; Manojlovi¢ 1980). The village population was “without the power to decide
on the fate of the society it belongs to, and their own destiny, and represents, in every
respect, [...] ‘citizens’ of the second order. Once a decisive revolutionary force and the social
support for the party apparatus, the village population [...] is increasingly coming to a
subordinate position” (Todorovi¢, 1972, p. 197). Some authors also criticized the absence of
a systematic theory that would deal with village population as a social layer, while looking
back at Marx’s distrust of this population as a layer that can build class consciousness.

In the 1990s, the village population remained a subject of sociologists” attention, but
above all in the context of studying the social chances of the village population compared
to the city population. Again, the authors noted a drastic increase in the differences of
living conditions in the rural and urban settlements, as well as a multitudinous deprivation
and marginalization of the village population. The existence of differences in housing
conditions were registered, as well as opportunities for education and employment,
income security, and also “the elements of legal inequality of agricultural households, or
their unequal position in achieving certain rights that can be classified into basic rights
guaranteed to all citizens of a socio-political community” (Petovar, 1984, p. 261).

In the 1970s, the issue of inequality between women and men was also brought
forward (Buri¢, 1970; First-Dili¢, 1970; Mili¢, 1970; Jedlicka, 1979) as part of various
papers on changes in the family structure, relations among family members, or the role of
family in political socialization. Examining the differentiation of family roles, sociologists
pointed to an unequal distribution of power among family members, sometimes linking
inequalities between men and women with an unequal position in the field of work. In
that period, the papers that advocated determining universal gender!> inequalities were

14 Here, we mean the papers related to the village population in general or a part of that popula-
tion, such as women, the elderly and young people, or to parts of the village population that only
partly belong to this group - like the village workers (also engaged in agricultural activity) called
“mongrels” in literature- whose “destiny” is partly determined by the position of their inherited
place on the social scale.

15 Although this concept is used much later, we use it in the analysis of these papers, bearing in mind
all the meanings that its use imply.
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very rare. In the next decade, the results of research documenting inequality, evident in
the performance of unpaid housework (Biaci, 1981; Cvetkovi¢, 1982), in the labor market
trends, culture and economy, also appeared, pointing to system-conditioned inequalities
and whose basis is the division of the public and private sphere, with the latter being
reserved for women (Von Balluseck, 1982).

Inequalities in the field of culture were seen as a consequence of the overall social
position of a class, layer, or social group. For example, it was indicated that illiteracy,
low level of education, low material status, and consequently social exclusion in the
field of cultural reception and cultural creativity lead to cultural deprivation of the rural
population (Nemanji¢, 1977; Ahtik, 1970). The findings of the research confirmed that the
inhabitants of the city were in a more favorable position when it comes to the development
and cultivation of cultural needs (Gredelj & Nikoli¢, 1979), and there was also an
important link between work and creativity, that is, work and the quality of free time,
hence the finding that alienation in the domain of labor produces cultural deprivation
(Ahtik, 1976). In other words, the authors noted that adverse positioning in the domain
of work and, consequently, a low material standard, represent a link in the chain of social
exclusion: from further education, culture, decision making and creative leisure. It follows
that the social position of workers does not contribute to a full social integration or quality
everyday life (Baki¢, 1976; also see MozZina 1976), and that differences in the availability of
cultural content can ultimately be reduced to consequences that are based on the division
of mental and physical work (Broci¢, 1984).

The findings of the studies conducted by the most influential French sociologists about
social selection in education and the interpreted mechanisms of profound differences in
access to higher levels of education, as well as the school achievements of children from
different social strata, are embedded in two typical reviews in which the authors observed
the social conditions of studying in France (Mojsilovi¢, 1973) and the Federal Republic
of Germany (Bjelobaba, 1973). In them, social inequalities are interpreted by similar
arguments, and a few years later this problem was being investigated empirically in Serbia.
Then, the Review published the results of the research on social selection in secondary
education (Rajkovi¢, 1978; Stojanov, 1981), which at the same time documented an
unequal approach to secondary education, as well as drastic differences in the composition
of students in some types of schools observed by social origin, with significant differences
in school achievement.

Some authors critically reflected on the mechanism of student selection based
on the achieved success at lower levels of education, judging it as the legitimization of
factual inequality. As an effective means of the reproduction of the existing class-layered
structure, the educational system summarizes the effects of economic differences and the
transfer of cultural capital, as well as the effects from the wider context of socialization of
children from different social strata (Marjanovi¢, 1989). Similar insights about the power
of the educational system to reproduce existing inequalities came from other authors.
Recalling the results of the research conducted by Randall Collins, Pierre Bourdieu and
Jean-Claude Passeron on the inflation of higher education degrees and their real value for
positioning in the labor market, it was understood that despite formal education, there
was a problem of employment of university students in inadequate workplaces. Sinekures
were a necessary criterion for gaining employment in a tendency of increased educational
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structure of employees, whereby cultural capital which is necessarily class-determined
played a very important role. Therefore, class imbalances somewhat obliterated the effects
of the democratization of education. Hence “it becomes particularly significant to observe
the class background of an education level, which is not only important because of the
impact on educational achievements, but also for determining a wider context of cultural
capital that affects the value of degrees - a value that will vary depending on the class
origin of the holder” (Burris, 1983, p. 49). For, quoting Boudon, the author concluded:
“a degree is worth as much as its holder is in the economic and social system; the rate of
profitability of the education capital is a function of economic and social capital that can
be invested in the use of that capital” (the same). Thus, sociologists showed that social
selection in education mediated by social division of labor and class affiliation survived
despite the democratization of education (mass education) and normative egalitarianism.

Subsequently, after the 1968 student rebellion ended, this segment of youth became
one of the important topics on the pages of the Review. The text on student movements in
Yugoslavia was published in two double issues in 1984. Examining the key reasons for their
founding and functioning and the sociological analysis of the social background of the
most important events that marked their activity, inevitably lead to social inequalities. The
target of the student movement’s criticism were “the moral, political and economic aspects
of social inequality, as well as all the more persistent notions of the restoration of capitalism”
(Popov, 1984, p. 175). In relation to the economic inequalities, “the determination of the
minimum and maximum incomes of citizens, the abolition of monopoly annuities, the
expropriation of illegally acquired property, the abolition of exploitation” was required
(same). Regarding the political aspects of social inequality, the main direction of student
action was focused on political emancipation, embodied in the freedom of expression
of thought and public political action, “the establishment of a democratic public and the
democratization of the state and existing political organizations, in the first place of the
Party and the state” (same). The epilogue of the student movement from 1968 is well
known. Sociologists also recognized the toughest asymmetry of political and economic
power of that time in the cause of its creation.

Until the eighties of the 20th century, the authors only sporadically dealt with the
issues of inequality in the use of health system services, i.e., the problem of unequal
opportunities in the realization of the right to protection of health (Vukovi¢, 1974). This
group of texts also includes a paper in which some cultural and social factors of child
mortality in Yugoslavia were analyzed (Breznik, 1961). A similar situation remained in the
coming decades, when inequalities in access to healthcare institutions were only casually
discussed, mainly as part of the analysis of social measures adopted in the field of health
or strategic planning in the area (see Krasevec-Ravnik, 1989) as well as within the topics /
papers dedicated to social policy.

New fields of intensive study of social inequalities in the nineties

In the early 1990s, a number of problems of social development were identified,
and the interest in developing instruments for its measurement emerged. Inequalities
among certain parts of the social structure were identified as some of the factors that
impair social development. An uneven growth of certain professional layers was criticized
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(for example, low growth in employment and investment in scientific research, and
too low investment in agriculture, while at the same time retaining as much as 40% of
the labor force in this field). It was found that inequality between certain parts of the
social structure in the so-called collective or joint consumption was increasing. It was
pointed out that the differences in the consumption of national income between non-
productive and productive industries were increasing enormously, and therefore the
justified question was raised: “Isn’t such a system a specific generator of social opposites
and tensions that arise between production work — non-economic activities?” (Janic¢ijevic,
1981, p. 85). Not only large-scale investments in joint consumption in the non-productive
sphere (education, health, culture, etc.) were problematized, but it was also emphasized
that higher social layers were incomparably more present as “consumers” of those means
(e.g., in education) than it “could be expected on the basis of their share in the overall
social structure” (Jani¢ijevi¢, 1981, p. 93).

The observed disproportions increased the interest in the field of social policy. A
thesis published in the Review signed by experts from different fields brought about the
reflections on the concepts of social policy in a historical section (Ruzica, 1987), and the
sociological notion of in/equality (Pesi¢, 1987), as well as the repercussions of various
theoretical perspectives on concrete solutions in the field of social policy in Yugoslavia.
The pages of the journal for the first time considered the consequences of certain measures
of social policy in the field of education and health, disability and child care, protection
of the elderly, etc.g. The non/ justifiability of certain social differences was questioned -
those that were realized on the basis of work and effort and those that arose from social
mechanisms that produce and maintain unequal positions of individuals and groups.
Hence the pointing to the connection between social policy and some other public
policies, such as taxation policy (Jel¢i¢, 1987), education policy (Marjanovi¢, 1987) and
measures of economic policy in the period of economic (also quite surely political) crisis
in Yugoslavia (Berkovi¢, 1987) . What should be particularly pointed out is the insistence
that the idea of effective and equal rights-based social policy should be founded on the
knowledge of the structure of society, including the structure and asymmetry of power
and the resulting social inequalities (Ruzica, 1987, p. 9).

Spatial-social inequalities became a great topic in the 1990s, primarily the ones that
could be observed in an increasingly developed spatial-social entity such as the city, as well
as those that emerged from the residential status of citizens in relation to the village-city.
An analysis of the attitudes of various well-known urban planners and sociologists, such
as Herbert Gans, David Harvey, Henri Lefebvre and others served as a theoretical basis for
considering the connection between the phenomenon of urbanization/de-urbanization
and other spatial-linked processes from the perspective of social stratification, or class
conflicts (Milenkovi¢, 1986). The power of the Marxist theory to explain the key issues of
urban expansion related to economic and social factors, whose product is, quite certainly,
social differentiation in space, was examined.

A large number of papers still remained in the field of determining material,
cultural and other differences between urban and rural areas (Zivkovié, 1981), and
sometimes this difference was seen as a “class conflict between the urban and rural
classes, which, in the conditions of unequal power of these two classes, inevitably leads
to urban domination, which causes ineflicient economic development” (Begovi¢, 1986,
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p- 28). The stability of urban domination in less developed countries and the continuing
poverty of rural areas was the result of the existence of a mechanism of inequality in the
distribution of income. Thus, the conclusion was drawn that the urban and rural areas
were deeply divided (the same).

Other important issues related to spatial inequality, such as the im/possibility of
a polycentric development of cities (in terms of accessibility of various public goods:
educational, cultural, political and other institutions and contents observed in the area)
were being raised, thus bringing the issue of the organization of administrative and
cultural content in connection with the concept of social exclusion of certain parts of
population (Verli¢ Dekleva, 1986; Seferagi¢, 1986). The authors reached almost identical
conclusions about the existence of spatial segregation in modern cities (viewed by social
origin, educational and professional affiliation, etc.) through research on spatial planning
(Seferagi¢, 1986), the location of the traffic routes (Jovanovi¢, 1986), the characteristics
of housing construction. This implied a clear condition for the structuring of cities by
class-layered affiliation, that is, the inequalities that result from them. The identical
conclusion could be reached by studying the analysis of the housing policy, more precisely
the distribution of social housing. At any location, the empirical research on the presence
of certain class-layer groups in the structure of the holders of occupancy rights, as well
as in individual housing units or facilities with regard to their quality, the proximity
of important institutions, confirmed the same regularity: residents of the lower layers
were subordinate in comparison to the members of the middle or upper classes, and the
quality of housing differed among holders of occupancy rights from different social strata
(Mandi¢, 1986; Petrovi¢, 1986; Vujevic¢, 1986).

Instead of conclusion

The betrayed ideal of an egalitarian society, even a community based on meritocratic
principles, has resulted in a multitude of discussions on social inequalities on the pages of
the Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review. However, relatively few of them are titled in a
way that the reader is hinted that there would be words about them. This fact has made it
difficult to select the material that will be subject to content analysis.

The discussions were mainly based on the Marxist theoretical point of view, while
the trend of the onset of theoretical pluralism in the interpretation of sources and the
outcome of social inequalities gradually appeared later. The approaches within the Marxist
standpoint shifted in several directions, which is particularly evident in the interpretation
of the social structure. Namely, although authors determined their approach as Marxist,
there were several different concepts in the interpretation of the very nature of the socialist
self-governance, as the researchers rightly observed (see more in Davidovi¢, 1985, 45-
48). According to the first point of view, this is a classless social order, in which every
form of eventual social differentiation is qualified as an inherited remnant of the previous
(capitalist) order. Indeed, some authors spoke of a class-based society in which the
working class was mentioned as the only class, as a set of “all working people”, in contrast
to which no other was defined, with a transitional character of the class-based society - it
would remain until the working class abolished its own existence. According to another
interpretation, the most common one, a self-management society is in fact two-classed:
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there is a working class and a ruling class/layer, whatever it is called (technobureaucracy,
political bureaucracy or just bureaucracy). Truthfully, sometimes the Marxist dichotomous
division of classes was creatively applied in the context of interpreting inequality in
accessing social resources to particular social groups, so there are mentions, for example,
of “the rural and urban class”. At the end of the observed period in particular, there were
frequent alternatives that presented a more complex stratification order in which, apart
from the working class and the ruling class, there is an intermediate middle class. In a
nuanced understanding of multilayered stratification of Yugoslav society, where the layer
differentiation is derived not only from the professional division of labor, but also from
political power, reputation, education, and through other parameters of status features, we
begin to see the influence of other theoretical approaches.

As it quickly became clear that a dictatorship of the proletariat was not happening in
Yugoslavia, nor did society develop into a classless community, in the first decades of the
regular publication of the journal the authors kept the focus on the position of the working
class and the consideration of inequality in the domain of work and the management of
its results.

Over time, there was an increasing number of contributions that put the positions
in the social division of labor and class/layer affiliation in relation to the issues of unequal
accessibility of other social resources: education, employment, culture (understood in the
narrow sense), socially organized space, housing, and deciding on important social issues.
An identical trend was also present in the consideration of the inequality of positions of
different social layers and groups: village population, economic migrants, women.

According to the texts published in the Review, the researcher’s interest in various
fields of social life in which disparities are manifested varied at different time points of the
examined period. The seventies and eighties of the 20th century were dominated by papers
dedicated to inequalities in the sphere of labor, especially in the distribution of income and
the mechanisms of maintaining economic inequalities in general. Concepts of class, layer
and class-layer differentiation were discussed, as well. In this period, the findings of the
first empirical research were published, conducted mainly on the population of workers, on
relatively small samples, based on a modest methodological apparatus. Although somewhat
decreasing, an interest in these issues persisted until the end of the examined period.

In the eighties of the past century, there have been ongoing studies on the inequalities
in the field of education and culture as research on some marginalized social layers and
groups such as village population, economic migrants or women.

Although distinct asymmetries in political power were recognized early and inco-
rporated into discussions about almost all forms of inequality, they appeared as a special
problem in the focus of interest only in the nineties of the twentieth century. Since
then, the increasing gap between the ideologically proclaimed equality and the factually
disenfranchised “working people and citizens” has been more freely studied and criticized
when it comes to political decision-making.

In the same period, new areas of research on social inequality appeared, such as
professional and spatial differentiation, as well as regional inequalities that rose attention
to examine the federal model of state regulation, issues of inequality within the themes of
economic crisis or social development and social change. At the same time, the issue of
certain marginalized layers and social groups remained current.
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The repeatedly studied structure of power and decision-making in enterprises, as
well as the institutionalization of social inequalities in different areas of social life, defined
by all the more obvious deprivation practices, completely distorted the image of self-
management socialism as a “non-confrontational society”. All this remained recorded on
the pages of the Socioloski pregled/ Sociological Review.

It should also be noted that there was a great variety in the degree of theoretical
grounding of the papers, the level of generality of consideration and the systematicity.
Purely or predominantly theoretical contributions were published, as well as those in
which the key arguments were richly illustrated or containing the results of own research.
These last ones are relatively few on the Review pages.

Finally, for the most part, the analysis showed an easily visible practice in the work of
some Yugoslav authors who, despite the courage to talk about sensitive issues of inequality
and critically reflect on the social mechanisms that produce them, remain almost as a
rule in accordance with the ruling ideological mark and value system of the society they
belonged to. This suggests that sociological (and generally social) thought often ranged
between two extremes: an open critical thought and an apologetics of the dominant
ideological pattern. The above could most certainly be the subject of a new research.

REFERENCES / JIMTEPATYPA

Ahtik, M. (1962). Economical Knowledge of Employees in one Enterprise. Socioloski
pregled, 77-103. Available at Ihttp://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socio-]
[loski-pregled-1962/|[in Serbian]

Ahtik, M. (1970). Conditions for Performing Cultural Activities in Leisure Time. Socio-

loski pregled vol. TV (2-3), 230-238. Available at |ttp://www.socioloskipregled.org |

rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/| [in Serbian]

Ahtik, M. (1976). Psychological Aspects of Work and Leasure. Socioloski pregled vol.
X (1-3), 135-139. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/|
[socioloski-pregled-1976/ [in Serbian]

Bakic, S. (1976). Creation and Recreation. Socioloski pregled vol. X (1-3), 127-133. Available at
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1976/ [in Serbian]

Begovi¢, G. (1986). The Origin or Implication of Underdevelopment. Socioloski pregled
vol. XX (3-4), 27-37. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/ |
lsocioloski-pregled-1986/|[in Serbian]

Berkovi¢, E.(1987). Socialist Project — The Goal-Means Relationship. Socioloski pregled
vol. XXI (1-2), 45-58. Available at|http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/
kocioloski-pregled-1987/ [in Serbian]

Biaci, M. (1981). Changes in the Urban Family With Regard to Woman’s Roles’ Conflict.
Socioloski pregled vol. XV (1-2), 173-180. Available at|http://www.socioloskipregled|
[org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1981) [in Serbian]

Bjelobaba, A. (1973). Sociological Studies on Education in W. Germany. Socioloski pregled
vol. VII (1), 82-102. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/]
kocioloski-pregled-1973/[in Serbian]

208


http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1962/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1962/
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-1976/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1976/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1976/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
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/socioloski-pregled-1973/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1973/

Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LII (2018), no. 1, pp. 181-215

Bourdieu, P. (2013). Distinction: a social critique of the judgement of taste. Podgorica: CID.
[In Serbian]

Braverman H. (1983). Labour and monopoly capital: The degradation of work in the Twe-
ntieth Century. Zagreb: Globus. [in Croatian]

Breznik, D (1961). Some cultural-social factors deaths of children in Yugoslavia. Socioloski
pregled, 91-112. Available at|http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socio-|
loski-pregled-1961/ [in Serbian]

Bro¢i¢, Lj. (1984). Division on Nonmanual and Manual Labour and the Leisure Time.
Socioloski pregled vol. XVIII (1-2), 87-106. Available atfhttp://www.socioloskipregled |
[org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1984/ [in Serbian]

Buri¢, O. (1970). Family, Upbringing and Socialization - Results of an Empirical Research.
Socioloski pregled vol. IV (2-3), 295-306. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled|
|org.rs/2017/ 08/20/ socioloski-pregled-1970/| [in Serbian]

Burris, B., H. (1983). The Implication of Higher Education for Workplace Democracy.
Socioloski pregled vol. XVII (3-4), 45-56. Available at fhttp://www.socioloskipregled
forg.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1983/ [in Serbian]

Collins, R. (1999). Macrohistory: essays in Sociology of the long run. Stanford: Stanford
University Press.

Cvetkovig, J. (1982). Conflict of the Employed Woman’s Roles. Socioloski pregled vol. XV1
(4), 3-20. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-|
[in Serbian]

Dahrendorf, R. (1959). Class and class conflict in industrial society. Stanford: Stanford
University Press.

Davidovi¢, M. (1985). Research into Social Structure in Yugoslav Sociologists’ Works.
Socioloski pregled vol. XIX (1-2), 31-50. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled]
forg.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1985/ [in Serbian]

Davidovi¢-Primorac, M. (1982). On Yugoslav Returnees from Abroad. Socioloski pregled
vol. XVI (1-2), 5-43. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/
[socioloski-pregled-1982/ [in Serbian]

Discussion meeting: Social Conflicts and Changes in the Structure of Contenporar
Yugoslav Society. Socioloski pregled vol. V(2), 177-219. Available at
kocioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/ [in Serbian]

First-Dili¢, R. (1970). Participation of Female Members in Decision-Making in the
Modern Peasant Family. Socioloski pregled vol. IV (1), 78-88. Available at
[www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/ [in Serbian]

First-Dili¢, R. (1972). Social Changes and the Family — Model of Role Differentiation.

Socioloski pregled vol. V (1-2), 7-25. Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org|

$/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1972/ [in Serbian]

Goldthorpe, J. (1987). Social mobility and class structure in modern Britain. Oxford: Cla-
rendon Press.

Golubovi¢, Z. (1984). Principal Contradictions of the Yugoslav Society and the Potential
for Social Change. Socioloski pregled vol. XVIII (3-4), 143-165. Available at |http://
[www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1984/ [in Serbian]

Golubovi¢, Z. (1986). A Need for Social Change and Resistence. Socioloski pregled vol. XX
(1-2), 51-65. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socio
lloski-pregled-1986/|[in Serbian]

209


http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1961/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1961/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1984/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1984/
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-1983/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1983/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1982/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1982/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1985/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1985/
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-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
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-1984/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1984/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/

Jasmina S. Petrovi¢, Olivera S. Markovi¢ Savi¢, On social inequalites on the pages...

Gonthier-Pesi¢, B. (1989). Critique of the Critique of B. Bernstein’s Sociolinguistic
Approach. Socioloski pregled vol. XXIII (1-2), 111-119. Available at
[socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1989/| [in Serbian]

Goricar, J. (1975). Thesis abouth Bureaucracy as a Particular Stratum in Contemporary
Societies. Socioloski pregled vol. 11 (1), 39-48. Available at jttp://www.socioloskipre]
gled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1965/ [in Serbian]

Gredelj, S, Nikoli¢, M. (1979). Sociological Aspects of the Spending of Free Time by the Youth
in the Commune of Soko Banja. Socioloski pregled vol. XIII (1), 85-99. Available at
[http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1979/ [in Serbian]

Jakovljevi¢, M. (1971). Some aspects of work stability and fluctuation faculty educated people
and highly skilled workers. Socioloski pregled vol. V (1), 61-71. Available at
[socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/ [in Serbian]

Jaksi¢, B. (1971). Humanistic Inteligentia and Politics. Socioloski pregled vol. V (2), 220-222.
Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
[in Serbian]

Janidijevi¢, M. (1981). Development of Productive and Non-Productive Activities and
Their Impact on Changes in Yugoslavia’s Economic and Social Structure. Socioloski
pregled vol. XV (1-2), 75-99. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org|
rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1981/ [in Serbian]

Jedlicka, D. (1979). Sex Inequality in Marriage and Work. Socioloski pregled vol. XIII (3-
4), 89-93. Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-|

pregled-1979/ [in Serbian]
Jel¢i¢, B. (1987). Taxes as Instruments of Social Policy. Socioloski pregled vol. XXI (1-2),

81-90. Available at|http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pre-|
[in Serbian]

Jerovsek, J. (1965). Control in industrial enterprises. Socioloski pregle vol. 1T (2-3), 41-
47. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pre-|
[in Serbian]

Jovanov, N. (1975). Workers Strikes in SFRY 1958-1969. Socioloski pregled vol. IX (1),
5-14. Available at fhttp://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pre
[in Serbian]

Jovanovié, M. (1986). Urban Transport and Social Stratification. Socioloski pregled vol.
XX (3-4), 39-50. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/|
[socioloski-pregled-1986/ [in Serbian]

Krasevec-Ravnik, E. (1989). Promotional Strategies of Health in the new Pubblic Health.
Socioloski pregled vol. XXIII (3-4), 67-75. Available atfhttp://www.socioloskipregled |
|org.rs/2017/ 08/23/ socioloski—pregled-1989/| [in Slovenian]

Kulji¢, T. (1985). On Socialist Party Bureaucracy. Socioloski pregled vol. XIX (3-4),
79-90. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-|
[in Serbian]

Kuzmani¢, T. (1987). The First Day of Strike in Labin - 8. 4. 1987. Socioloski pregled
vol. XXI (3), 59-68. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/|
[socioloski-pregled-1987/|[in Serbian]

Lazi¢, M. (1986). On the Problems of Class Reproduction (Vertical Mobility) in the
Yugoslav Society. Socioloski pregled vol. XX (1-2), 131-145. Available at|http://www]
[socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/|[in Serbian]

210



http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1989/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1989/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1965/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1965/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1979/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
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-1979/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1979/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1965/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1965/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1975/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1975/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1989/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1989/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1985/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1985/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/

Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LII (2018), no. 1, pp. 181-215

Lockwood, D. (1972). Social Integration and Integration of the System. Socioloski pregled
vol. V (1-2), 75-85. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/
[socioloski-pregled-1972/|[in Serbian]

Luki¢, R. (1968). Social differentiation in self-management socialism. Socioloski pregled
vol. 11T (1-2), 5-20. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/|
Isocioloski-pregled-1968/1 [in Serbian]

Luki¢, R. (1982). Federalism and Self-Management. Socioloski pregled vol. XVI (1-2),
103-110. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski]
[in Serbian]

Mandi¢, S. (1986). Securing the Flat as a Limited Resource. Socioloski pregled vol. XX
(3-4), 195-206. Available at |ttp://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socio-|
[loski-pregled-1986/|[in Serbian]

Manojlovi¢, A. (1980). Rural Workres™ Attitudes Towards Eamingr and Their Relation-
ship Towards Work Organization. Socioloski pregled vol. XIV (2), 43-55. Availa-
ble at|http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1980/ [in
Serbian]

Marinkovi¢, R. (1968). Who Decides in the Commune. Socioloski pregled vol. III (3),
171-184. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski|
[in Serbian]

Marinkovi¢, R. (1973). Self-government and Decision-Making. Socioloski pregled, vol.

VII (2-3), 201-212. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20}

socioloski-pregled-1973/| [in Serbian]

Marjanovié¢, R. (1987). Education: A Service of the Economy or a Transmission of
Knowledge and Cultural Continuity. Socioloski pregled vol. XXI (1-2), 65-80.
Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled|
[E1987/][in Serbian]

Marjanovi¢, R. (1989). Educational Achievement, Social Differences and Policies of
Inscription. Socioloski pregled vol. XXIII (1-2), 17-36. Available at
lsocioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1989/ [in Serbian]

Markovi¢, D. (1976). The Influence of the Location and Conditions of Residence on
Selfmenaging Engagement of Workers in Organizations of Associated Labour.
Socioloski pregled vol. X (1-3), 29-34. Available atfhttp://www.socioloskipregled.org]|
[rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1976/| [in Serbian]

Milenkovi¢, S. (1986). Marxist Thought on City in USA. Socioloski pregled vol. XX (3-
4), 3-26. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski
[in Serbian]

Mili¢, A. (1970). Changes in Spouses’ Communications and the Factors of Change.
Socioloski pregled vol. TV (2-3), 307-320. Available at http://www.socioloskipregled |
borg.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/ [in Serbian]

Mili¢, VI (1968). Classes and socio-occupational groups and their relations. Socioloski
pregled vol. TII (1-2), 44-57. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org]
[rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1968/ [in Serbian]

Mini¢, A. (1971). Some Elements of Social Structure and Mobility in the Copper Min.
Socioloski pregled vol. V (1), 38-60. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org]
[rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/ [in Serbian]

211


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-1968/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1968/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1982/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1982/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1980/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1968/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1968/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1973/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1973/
Continuity. Sociološki pregled vol. ХXI (1–2), 65–80. Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
Continuity. Sociološki pregled vol. ХXI (1–2), 65–80. Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1989/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1989/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1976/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1976/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1986/
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-1968/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1968/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/

Jasmina S. Petrovi¢, Olivera S. Markovi¢ Savi¢, On social inequalites on the pages...

Mini¢, A. (1972). Attitudes of Workers on Self management Decision Making, Organization
of the Work and Bussiness Results in the Copper Mine Bor. Socioloski pregled vol.
V (1-2), 127-135. Available at fhttp://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20]
lsocioloski-pregled-1972] [in Serbian]

Mini¢, A. (1982). Sociological Research into Self-Management Relations. Socioloski pregled
vol. XVI (3), 11-21. Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/
locioloski-pregled-1982] [in Serbian]

Mohar, L. (1987). Strike and the Workers’ Powerlessness. Socioloski pregled vol. XXI (3),
7-34. |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/ [in
Serbian]

Mojsilovi¢, S. (1973). Sociological Research on Social Conditions of University Education
in Contemporary France. Socioloski pregled vol. VII(1), 70-81. Available at
[www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1973/|[in Serbian]

Morokvasi¢, M. (1970). Yugoslavs in France. Socioloski pregled vol. IV (1), 89-104. Available
at  |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/| [in
Serbian]

Morokvasi¢, M. (1982). Women from Yugoslavia on Work in Europe. Socioloski pregled
vol. XVI (4), 21-34. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/|
ssocioloski-pregled-1982/ [in Serbian]

Mozina, S. (1976). Creativity through Associated Labour. Socioloski pregled vol. X (1-3),
21-28. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-
[in Serbian]

Naumovska, M., Todorovski, I. and Lazarevski, P. (1987). The Strike in Work Organisation
»Idnina« - Kratovo. Socioloski pregled vol. XXI (3), 35-46. Available at|http://www]
[socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/ [in Serbian]

Nemanji¢, M. (1977). Cultural and Social Metamorphosis of Village and Cultural
Institutions. Socioloski pregled vol. XI (2-3), 103-109. Available at
lsocioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1977/ [in Serbian]

Obradovi¢, G. (1971). An Aproach to Study Fluctuation. Socioloski pregled vol. V (1),
82-92. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski{

[in Serbian]
OklobdzZija, M. (1987). Migrants-Marginals. Socioloski pregled vol. XXI (4), 53-62. Available

at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987] [in
Serbian]

Parkin, E (1979). Marxism and class theory: a bourgeois critique. London: Tavistock
Publications.

Pesi¢, V. (1970). Public Opinion Makers in Yugoslavia and Their Social Roles. Socioloski
pregled vol. IV (2-3), 267-281. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org)
[rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970] [in Serbian]

Pesi¢, V. (1971). Social Order as a basic Value in Socialist Countries. Socioloski pregled
vol. V (2), 167-172. Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/|
lsocioloski-pregled-1971/ [in Serbian]

Pesi¢, V. (1987). The Concept of Social Equality and Social Policy. Socioloski pregled vol.
XXI (1-2), 59-64. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/|
[socioloski-pregled-1987/ [in Serbian]

212


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-1982/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1982/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1973/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1973/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/
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/socioloskipregled-1976/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1976/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1977/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1977/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
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-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/

Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LII (2018), no. 1, pp. 181-215

Petovar, K. (1984). Is there an “Urban Crisis” in Yugoslavia? Socioloski pregled vol. XVIII
(3-4), 259-271. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socio-|
[loski-pregled-1984] [in Serbian]

Petrovi¢, J. (2012). Methodological Topics in Sociological Journals in Serbia. Socioloski
pregled vol. XLVI (3-4) (Special issue), 959-1000. Available at |http://www.so-
kioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/18/socioloski-pregled-god-xlvi-2012-sv-3-4/ [in Ser-
bian]

Petrovi¢, M. (1972). The Geopolitics of Hunger and the Aid to the Developing Countries.
Socioloski pregled vol. V (1-2), 97-125. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled]
[org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1972/ [in Serbian]

Petrovi¢, M. (1986). A Sociological View of New Belgrade. Socioloski pregled vol. XX (3-4),
165-178. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski
[in Serbian]

Petrovi¢, Z. (1972). Germans and Foreign Workers. Socioloski pregled vol. V (1-2), 37-
57. Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled|
EI972] [in Serbian]

Popov, N. (1984). Student’s Movement in Yugoslavia 1963-1974 (II) Socioloski pregled vol.
XVIII (3-4), 167-194. Available at|http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/|
socioloski-pregled-1984/ [in Serbian]

Popovi¢, M. (1962). Problems of the structure of socialist society. Socioloski pregled,
5-17. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-|

[in Serbian]

Popovié, M. (1986). The Conflict between the Political System and Socialist Selfmanagement
in Yugoslavia. Socioloski pregled vol. XX (1-2), 91-103. Available at
socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/ [in Serbian]

Radomirovi¢, V. (1977). Reproduction on the Peasant Holding and Association of
Agricultural Workers. Socioloski pregled vol. XI (1), 71-86. Available at
[socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1977] [in Serbian]

Radovanovi¢, M. (1980). Policy of Employment. Socioloski pregled vol. XIV (2), 57-69.
Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1980/
[in Serbian]

Rajkovi¢, Lj. (1978). Social Background and Success of Pupils Registered in Krusevac
Secondary School. Socioloski pregled vol. XII (2-3), 99-118. Available at[http://www]
[socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1978] [in Serbian]

Ruzica, M. (1987). Social Policy of the Eighties: Continuity or a Change of Strategy.
Socioloski pregled vol. XXI (1-2), 7-29. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled
lorg.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/|[in Serbian]

Sassen, S. (2007). A sociology of globalisation. New York: W.W. Norton and Company.

Seferagi¢, D. (1986). Spatial Equality in the Plans of the Socialist Republic of Croatia.
Socioloski pregled vol. XX (3-4), 107-120. Available at jttp://www.socioloskipregled. |
lorg.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/ [in Serbian]

Sekelj, L. (1986). Legaue of Communist of Yugoslavia: an Power or Conscience Elite?
(The Myth of Avangardism). Socioloski pregled vol. XX (1-2), 115-129. Available at
[http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/] [in Ser-
bian]

213


http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1984/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-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-1972/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1972/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1986/
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-1984/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1984/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1962/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1962/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1977/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1977/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1980/
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-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/

Jasmina S. Petrovi¢, Olivera S. Markovi¢ Savi¢, On social inequalites on the pages...

Simi¢, Z. (1987). A Sketch for Monography About the Miners’ Strike in Labin. Socioloski
pregled vol. XXI (3), 47-58. Available at |ttp://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017
|/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987 [in Serbian]

Sklair, L. (2002). Globalization: capitalism and its alternatives. New York: Oxford University
Press.

Stankovid, J. (1971). Social conflict as a consequence of social differentiation. Socioloski
pregled vol. V (2), 145-160. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017]
[08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/ [in Serbian]

Stojanov, K. (1981). The Significance of Socio-Economic factory for the Choice of
Occupation by the Secondary School Pupils in Bor. Socioloski pregled vol. XV (3-4),
111-123. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski{
[in Serbian]

Supek, R. (1986). A Crisis of the System or a Crisis of Legitimacy. Socioloski pregled vol.
XX (1-2), 105-114. Available at fhttp://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/
kocioloski-pregled-1986/] [in Serbian]

Stambuk, V. (1968). The theoretical model of social stratification of C. W. Mills. Socioloski
pregled vol. III (1-2), 32-43. Available at|http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017
[/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1968/ [in Serbian]

Stambuk, V. (1970a). Some Elements in the Definition of the Working Class Concept.
Socioloski pregled vol. IV (1), 43-55. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org
frs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/ [in Serbian]

Stambuk, V. (1970b). Mills’ Theory of the Elite - a Criticism of a Criticism of Society.
Socioloski pregled vol. IV (2-3), 255-266. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled)
forg.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/ |

Susnji¢, . (1971). Contflict of Ideas and Ideological Contflicts. Socioloski pregled vol. V (2),
161-166. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-|
[in Serbian]

Tadi¢, Lj (1985). Is the Yugoslav Federal Community in Crisis? Socioloski pregled vol.
XIX (3-4), 67-77. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20]
kocioloski-pregled-1985/ [in Serbian]

Tadi¢, Lj. (1983). Totalitarianism and Democracy. Socioloski pregled vol. XVII (3-4),
3-44. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pre-
[in Serbian]

Tadi¢, Lj. (1986). Symptoms of a Crisis of the Socio-Political System. Socioloski pregled
vol. XX (1-2), 67-77. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/|
[socioloski-pregled-1986/ [in Serbian]

Tanasijevi¢, V, Koji¢, Z. (1972). Conditions for Selfmenagemental Activity in the
Copper Mine Bor. Socioloski pregled vol. V (1-2), 157-148. Available at[http://www]
[socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1972] [in Serbian]

Tanasijevi¢, V., Koji¢, Z. (1976). Quantity of Information Available to Workers on the Rights
of Workers” Conference. Socioloski pregled vol. X (1-3), 35-45. Available at
[www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1976/|[in Serbian]

Tanié, Z. (1976). The Enterprise and the Social Enviroment. Socioloski pregled vol. X (1-
3), 9-20. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-|

pregled-1976/|[in Serbian]

214



http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1987/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1981/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1981/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1968/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1968/
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-1970/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1970/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1985/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1985/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1983/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1983/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
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-1976/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1976/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1976/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1976/

Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LII (2018), no. 1, pp. 181-215

Tanié, Z. (1979). Asimilation and Re-integration of Returning Workers. Socioloski pregled
vol. XIII (2), 67-78. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/
[socioloski-pregled-1979/] [in Serbian]

Todorovi¢, M. (1971). Private Proprerty as a Basis for Structural Changes in the Willage.
Socioloski pregled vol. V (2), 173176. Available at|http://www.socioloskipregled.org]
[rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/ [in Serbian]

Todorovi¢, M. (1972). Peasents — Neglected Category of Marxist Theory and Socialist
Practice. Socioloski pregled vol. VI (3), 197-202. Available at
[socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1972/ [in Serbian]

Verli¢ Dekleva, B. (1986). Regional Dimensions of Quality of Life in Slovenia. Socioloski
pregled vol. XX (3-4), 121-147. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org |
[rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/|[in Serbian]

Von Balluseck, H. (1982). Woman and Family. Socioloski pregled vol. XVI (4), 35-45.
Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled|
[in Serbian]

Vujovié, S. (1986). Social Stratification and Housing in Belgrade. Socioloski pregled vol.
XX (3-4), 179-194. Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/]
kocioloski-pregled-1986/|[in Serbian]

Vukovi¢, S. (1989). Channels of Social Promotions. Socioloski pregled vol. XXIII (3-4),
85-94. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-preq
[in Serbian]

Vukovi¢, Z. (1974). Medicine and Sociology. Socioloski pregled vol. VIII (2-3), 363-372.
Available at|http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled -1974/

[in Serbian]

Wallerstein, I. (2013). Does Capitalism Have a Future? New York: Oxford University Press.

Zveki¢, U. (1983). Professionalism — Context and Process. Socioloski pregled vol. XVII (1-
2), 93-104. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskid
[in Serbian]

Zivkovi¢, M. (1977). Some Problems of the Rural Ageing Population. Socioloski pregled
vol. XI (1), 105-113. Available at fhttp://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/
[socioloski-pregled-1977] [in Serbian]

Zivkovi¢, M. (1981). Evaluating of the Cities’ Network. Socioloski pregled vol. XI (1-2),

155-167. Available at [http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski]
[in Serbian]

Zupanov, J. (1984). Opening Toward Economy: Will it Work This Time? Socioloski pregled
vol. XVIII (1-2), 3-18. Available at http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/
[socioloski-pregled-1984/ [in Serbian]

215


http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1979/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1979/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1971/
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-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
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-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1986/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1989/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/23/socioloski-pregled-1989/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1974/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1983/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1983/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1977/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1981/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloskipregled-1981/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1977/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1984/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/20/socioloski-pregled-1984/



