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PACKPII'RA CABPEMEHE COLIMIOJIOTUJE I KPU3A IbEHOT
IMPEOIMETHOTI N IIO3VIBHOT MOAEHTUTETA

Caxerak: CaBpeMeHa COIIOTIOrMja Ha/masy ce Ha Cyflo0OHOCHOM packpurhy. Y pafy ce
yKasyje Ha HeKe acIleKTe IbeHe Kpy3e Kao HayKe ) TT031Ba, Ha OOJIIKe IeHe KOTHUTHBHE
IIATOTIOTHje U epo3lije MO3UTUBHOT U/IEHTUTETa Y YHUBEP3yMY HayKa I CaBpeMeHOj Ipode-
CMOHAJIHOj Tofieny paja. Ykasyjyhu Ha yspoke U Ioc/ieiuile OBe Kpyse, ay Top MOeHTHpa:
OHa Ce He MO)Ke IIpeBasuhy caMo TeXHMYKMM yCaBpIIaBambeM MeTOfOJIOTNje eMIMPIjCKIX
UCTpaXXMBamba, Beh 3axTeBa Ay6/by HAIIOp HOBE IeHepalilje COLMOIOora 1 HOBE OfiTOBOPe.
Y cyIpoTHOM, MOTY Ce OCTBapuUTH IecHMICTIYKa IpenBubama [Tutepa beprepa o 3acra-
penocTy 1 6aHKPOTY MO3VBA COIMONOTH]jE M COIMOTIOTa. 3aK/bYUIIN 0 KOjUX CMO IOIIIN
y HaIlloj mpo6JieMaT3aluj/ OBOT MUTakba, MOTY ce pe3uMupary: 1) morpe6oM penedu-
HICakba CaBPeMeHe COLMOIOTHje y AyXy I7obanm3alitje leHOT IpefMeTa Kao MyITHKOM-
IJIeKCHe HayKe O 3aKOHUTOCTUMA CTPYKType U JUHAMMKE II0OATHOT CBETCKOT CICTeMa
U TEOPUjCKO-eMIIMPUjCKOT IIPOyYaBarba I0jaBa 1 IIPoleca Ha CBYM HMBOMMA JPYIITBEHE
opraHusanuje (MakKpo, Me30, MMKPO) ca CTAHOBMIITA METOOOIIKOT Havyesa JVjaneKT -
9YKOT KOHKPETHOT TOTA/INTeTa; 2) M3TPailbOM HOBE TEOPMjCKe CHHTE3e Y IMKY MYATULU
-CIMIUIHApHE HTETPUCaHe TapaiurMe; 3) OTBapameM COIMOTIOrMje KPO3 MYITU/VICIIU-
IIMHAPHA U TPAHCAMCUUIUIMHAPHA UCTPAXKMBaha, IpeMa HOBUM M3a30BHUM IO/bMMA
6ynyhHocTu Koja je moderna; 4) pefeduHICameM CBOT IO3UBHOT UEHTUTETA Y MUICOB-
CKO-0Yp/MjeoBCKOM K/by4uy Kao 6opuiauke AMCHMUIUIMHE, PaJJKaIHO-KPUTHYKe, pedie-
KCUBHO-aHT)KOBAaHe, EMaHIIMIIATOPCKE, AKIIMOHAIMCTIYKE COLMOTIOTHjE.

KipyuHe peun: caBpeMeHa COLIMOJIOTYja, KpY3a ¥ KOTHUTYMBHA MATOJIOIMja, pefedu-
HHCambe IIpefiMeTa, apajijuryMe 1 MO3VBHU UAEHTUTET.

»Coyuonoiuja iouurwe ocnobahajyhu céeiti 0og unysuja u naciiasmwa ocnobahajyhu cebe.”
(Ansun Iyngnep, ,3a coyuonoiujy”)

,Coyuonoiuja Huje WOAUKO 067IACTH KOMUKO HepcileKiniuea,
U YKOZUKO Wia tiepcileKiiusa He ycile, HUUiia He ocilidje...
Pasapare tiie tiepcliexitiuge yuHu wume couUonoiujy aciaapenom.”

(Iuinep JI. Bepiep, ,Coyuonoiuja: ioenauetve tio3usa?”)
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»OHO WiTio coyuonoiuju ganac najeuwte ipeba jeciiie ga u3Ho8a ogpegu c60j ipegmeii.
He csoje ugeje, seh iipegmeiti Koju KOHCTHUTLYUPA COUUONOUIKY

CAUKY gpYyuiiieeHol CyguoHuxa.

Os0 pasmuiumparee 0 UgeHTUTHEILY TPUMAPHU je KOPaK, HeoUXogaH y

wpaxcerby HOBUX 00/IUKA genamiHoCiiiu coyuonoiuje...”

(Anen Typen, ,3a coyuonoiujy”)

YBogHe HamOMeHe

CaBpeMeHa COIVOJIorMja CyouaBa ce ca KpM30M CBOT IIPEIMETHOT Y IO3VBHOT JIeH-
tureTa. [Tocao je comyornora Hayke VM COLMOJIOTYIje COLMOIIOTHje a UCTPaKM OHTO-
JIOILKE, PYIITBEHO-CTPYKTYPHE 1 THOCEOJIONIKe aCIIeKTe OBe KPM3e, Kao U Ja IMOTPaXKu
OZAroBOp Ha Moryhe mmyTeBe mbeHOT IIpeB/IajiaBarma 1 03paB/berba. 1o je CTIoKeH 3afaTak
KOjI CTOjU IIPeJ; HOBOM I'€HEPALMjOM IIOC/IEHMKA OBOT IT031Ba.

Y HaleM WIaHKY ,,Coyuonouiko upoyuasarwe coyuonoiuje” (my6mmkoBaHoM y ,,Comm-
OJIOLIIKOM IIpereny’, 6p. 3/1982) ykasamu cMo Ha IOTpeOy COLVOJIOMIKOT YICTPaXXBatba
COILMOJIOTYje, Ha IIMOHMPCKa HacTOjarba CTpaHMX U foMahux ayTopa y 3aCHUBAmY COLY-
OJIOTHje COLMOJIOTHje U COLMOTIOTa, Kao Hayke, Ipodecuje U M03UBa y CUCTEMY COLIMO-
JIOLIKMX HayKa. YKasalu CMO I Ha IIOKYIIaj ’beHOT IpeMeTHOr ofipebema kao cucremar-
CKOT UCTPa)KMBamba COLMja/THUX ¥ THOCEOJIOIIKMX IeTEPMIHAHTY HACTaHKA M pa3BMUTKa
HaIVIOHA/IHUX ¥ PETVIOHA/IHUX COIIMOJIOTY]ja, pa3dBoja COLMOIOTHje Kao HayKe, II031Ba I
npodecuje, Kao 1 BIXOBOM YIOTOM Y Pa3B0jy II0jeMHNUX APYIITaBa ¥ CBETY, ca IOCEOHUM
HAaIJIaCKOM Ha M3y4aBaibe IeHe HayqHO-CasHajHe, MHPOpMaTUBHE, 00pasoBHe U COLMjaHe
¢dyukuyje (Mitrovi¢, 1982, str. 99-109).

My 21. Bexy nurame COIMONOTHje COLMOTIOTHUje 1 COIMIONOTA CBe BUIIE 3a0KYI/ba
naXBy uctpaxusada. O ToM IpobieMy, y HOBOM COLMOKYITYPHOM KOHTEKCTY MUCATIN
cy u nuury u crapuju u Miaabu conyonosy, y pacnony on Anena Typena, Ilutepa Bep-
repa, Entonu Iupenca, Ypnuxa beka, Manyena Kacrenca, ITjorpa IllTomnke, Mimanyena
Bonepcruna, JKana lurnepa, o Mumena byposa u gpyrux aytopa. ¥ pagoBuma oBUX
U IPYTUX ayTopa yKasyje ce Ha IPOTUBpeYHe TeHeHLje U AudepeHnnjanuje y paspojy
CaBpeMeHe COLMOIOTHje U Pas/IMuUTOr IoMMamba IIpodecroHanHe yIore II03UBa COLMO-
JIoTa Y CaBPEMEHOM JPYLITBY.

O noTtpebu ogbpaHe Havyea TOTAIUTETA U TOBPATKA
COLMO/IOIIKOM CTaHOBI/IIHTy

Counornonku nocMaTpaHo, pabare jeHe Hayke, I1a U COLMONIOTHje, 1 ledMHICabe
IeHe Y/IOTe U ITO3VBHOT UAEHTUTETa ofpeheHo je H1u3oM (akTopa: OHTOTOIIKIM U THO-
CEOJIOLIKIM, IPYIITBEHO-CTPYKTYPATHUM IOTpebaMa PasBoja, alu U e[OXaTHIUM ,,IyXOM
BpeMeHa’ Tj. pa3BojeM HayKe U KYITYpe, Ka0 U 3petbeM CBECTH 1 [ieJ/IaTHe y/IoTe [PYIITBe-
HUX KJ/Iaca I IIOKPeTa Kao aKTepa.

Hudepennujanyja HayKa Ha JUCHMIUIVMHE 3HAK je pacTa U pa3Boja HayKe, ajlil He
yBeK U BUXOBOT HarpeTKa. ndepeHnmjanuja y ca3HajHOj IpaKcH, YKOIMKO Huje npaheHa
U YHUBEP3aNnM3alijoM Ca3Hamba, Tj. IPaKCOM HOBMX CUMHTE3a, OH/Ia He BOIY HAYyYHOM
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HOBYMY. YIIpaBO CMO JjlaHAaC CyOu€HN Ca TAKBOM TEHJI€HIIMjOM Y Hay4HOj mpakcu. Kao
fia je HayKa y epy IOCTMOiepHe Ha POHY YCIIOHA HEOO3UTUBUCTIIKE JIOTMKE JOXKIBEIa
6pojHe obnuKe ycmexa y BUAY pacTa CIel[Uja/THUX cadHawba aau U GpparMeHTaunjy, au-
CLMIUIMHAPHM Xa0C, a 1a OMTHO HUje YHAIpeNIa Hallla cCasHamba, HOCeOHO Y IpyIITBe-
HO-XYMaHUCTUYIKMM HayKaMa.

ITomepujancka IorMKa Kao Jia je IpOrHaja XereIoBCKY TeXIbY 3a allCOTy THUM ca-
3HabeM, a/Iif U IMjaIeKTIIKO Haue/Io TOTAIMTETa, OCTaB/bajyhu HayuHMIIMa [ia ce 3a70-
BOJbe MapIIMjaTHNM UCTVHAMAa O cBeTy. Ha oBoM ¢oHYy, y epu ocMofepHe, IOIIIN CMO /IO
eKCIIaHsMje MHOTOIIacja 6e3 CrHTese, eljeHTPUPAHUX UCTIHA ,Ha [apye” 10 alcoayTu-
3aljyje peTaTUBHOCTI CBUX MCTVMHA BeTMKOT (pOpMarTa, Koje Cy OIJIallleHe TOTaIUTapHIM
yronyjama (ox ITnarona o Mapkca). Kao fja ce cBako Tparame 3a Ie/IOBUTH] UM Ca3HABEM
orjalIaBa HEOCTBAPUBYM LIM/beM, Te fja je Moryha caMo MCTMHA Ha Iapye — peJlaTMBHA
yctuHa. I1o Toj mormuy, Halla NCTpa>KMBamba ce PefyKyjy Ha HI3 IIOKYIIaja 1 IMOrpenraka
y Tparamy 3a pe/llaTBHUM UCTVHAMA, UICTVHUTHU]UM WIN Malbe CTVHUTUM Of ocTojehmx.
Kao f1a ce y 0BAKBOM METOJO/IOIIKOM IPUCTYITY 3a00paB/ba Ha AMja/IeKTHIKY Be3y usMehy
peaTUBHE I alICOTy THE MCTUHE, HA OIHOC Ie/I0BA U LIe/IMHE, a XOTMCTUYKO HAYe/I0 TOTa-
NUTETa U3jeHa4aBa ca TOTATUTAPU3MOM.

VsBopHa ¢punosodcka yuema 0 Hademy TOTaINTETa, KOja Cy pasBijeHa y CTyAujaMa
ox Xerena, Mapkca, Moca, Jlykada, [ypsuuda, fo /ledespa, [ongmana u Kocuka, ynpaso
yKasyjy Ha AMjasIeKTUUKO je[MHCTBO y MpOllecy casHaBama n3Mehy pemaTuBHe u anco-
TyTHE UCTUHE, IenoBa u HenuHe. [logceTMo ce Ha HeKe CTaBOBE O OBOM TEOPM)jCKO-Me-
TOJJO/IOIIKOM CTaHOBHUIITY. [IpuMepa pajin, Kof Xerena y 1eroBoj ,,Jlorumn” HamasumMo
MILCA0 Jia je ,ICTMHA [e/IMHA U JIa Ce OHA Ha/lasy Ha Kpajy myTa’! Mapkc mutie o fujase-
KTMYKOM TOTA/IMTETY KAO jeIMHCTBY Pa3HOMMKOCTH — JIeJIOBA U Lle/IMHE, IPYLITBA I CBa-
KOT ’eTOBOT MICTOPMjCKOT TUIIA, M3MeDy ToTa/mTeTa JpyIITBa I CBAKOT YOBEKa-II0jeIHIIa
Kao aHTpomonoukor Toramurera (,Kanuran”). Mapcen Moc ykasyje fa ce y KOHTEKCTY
IIpYMeHEe METOOIOIKOT Haye/la TOTaIMTeTa ICTMHA je[THAKO OTKPMBA KaKO Y CPEAUIITY
IIpeaMeTa casHaBarba TAKO I Ha pyOOBMMa, IpenBUMa, n3Meh)y pasHONMMKOT pefa dntbe-
HIIIA, 00JIaCTH 1 OO/IMKA Ca3HaBaIba.

Beph Jlykad je meby mpBuma otkpno 1 o 3abopasa ciacao MapKcoBy Teopujy annje-
Hal/je, Kao ¥ yKa3ao Ha LIeHTPaHy y/IOory I10jMa 1 Hadesla JijaJeKTUYKOr TOTa/InTeTa,
Mefujanuje u ucropuje, y Mapkcosum usBopHuM pagosuma. Vsmeby ocrasor, Jlykad o
TOMe Tnile y feny ,,Vcropuja n kimacHa cect” (Lukdcs, 1923/1967). IIpema Jlykauy auja-
JIEKTMYKO HauerIo TOTAIUTETA je K/bYd 3a MApKCUCTUIKY TeopHjy ApyiuTea. OMOpTyHUCTI
U PEBU3VMOHVICTI Y PAIHIYKOM IIOKPETY, y Ilepropy Jlpyre MHTepHAIMOHa Ie HAITyIITajyhn
CTAQHOBHUIIITE TOTAIUTETA, OCTA/IN Cy 3apOO/beHUIIN TIO3UTUBUCTUYKOT TpabaHckor Mu-
IUbeba Y KAUTY/IMPA/IN IIpefi KanuTaausMoM. IlpuxsaTuBmm Te3y o 6e3anTepHaTHB-
HOCTH KallMTalInu3Ma, CTparernjy peopMusma u HHTerparuje y Biagajyhu nopenax, onn
cy mpehyTHO ceum 1orvKy ,,Llnb Hije Huta, Kpetatbe je cBe”! To pa3oTKpMBa BHIXOBY
HEeCII0OCOOHOCT Jia e Y3IUTHY [0 Lie/IMHe U Jja KalUTaI13aM Kao MCTOPHCKY CUCTeM, carie-
Iajy SUjaeKTUIKY 110 IPO/Ia3HO]j IMHMjI.

Hacynpor oBakBoM cTanoBuINTY JlyKay ucTude ga aujaneKTUIKO HAYeI0 TOTaIN-
TeTa MMIUIMI[MpA HOB HOIVIE[ KAKO Ha IPelMeT Ca3Hama Tako 1 cybjexre IpoMeHa. A TO
MIPETIIOCTaB/ba Jla Ce Y UCTOPUjU pa3Boja APYIITBA JJEJIOBYM MOPajy TyMaduTy 13 LIe/INHE,
a He Le/HA 13 [ie/IoBa. VICTHHA [lefoBa je Y Le/IMHM, Kao LITO CBAKM JIe0 CafipKi y cebu
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Le/MHy. JJujaneKT4Ky pasyMeTyi CMUCAO Iie/IMHe He 3Ha4YM HUIITA JPYTro HEro CBaKM Jieo
KOj je IpefiMeT casHaba CMECTUTY Y KOHKPETHY LIe/IMHY; T€ Y TOM KOHTEKCTY OTKPUTHU
»Memujannjy usmeby unmwennia u nemne’. ToranuTer je, fakie, CTO LITO U UCTOPHUja
Kao LIeJIMHA, Y YMjeM KOHTEKCTY Ce MOXKE PasyMeTH [ie/IOTBOPHA IOBE3aHOCT U jefiNHCTBO
usMeby ommrrer, Hoce6GHOT 1 TOjeANHAYHOL.

Jlykad, Ha Tpary Mapkca, cMaTpa Ia je mpojieTapyjart, 300T CBOT IIOI03Kaja, UCTUHCKI
cybjeKkT HOBIje MCTOPMje, jep je OH jeUHM CIIOCOOAH Aa CIIO3HAje U fiefIa Ca CTAHOBUIIITA
nemHe. OH je Ha CTAHOBMIITY jefMHCTBA K/IACHE 1 OIIITe/bYACKe eMaHIIUIALje, Te CTOra
UMa PeBOYLIOHAPHY CIIOCOOHOCT ja Mema APYLITBO U OTBapa Kamnuje 6yayhnoctn 3a
MCKOPAK U3 ,,IapCTBA HY>KHOCTH Y ,,l1apcTBO croboge”. HapaBHo, He pagu ce OBJIe O
(deTnmN3My eMIMpPUjCKOT IPOJIeTapyjaTa Kao IPUBUIErOBaHOT CybjexTa, Beh 0 KmacHO
CaMOCBECHOM, KOjl je Y MCTOPMjCKOj IIPAKCH OCTBAPMO MeTaMOpd 03y KIacHe CBECTH Off
»KJace 1o cebu’ y ,,Kmacy 3a cebe” moctajyhu mpomerejcki akTep Koju CyRbuHy mpeTsapa
y cno6opy. Ha Taj Ha4uH Kao Ja ce OCTBapyje Xere/jaHCKy HapaTHB KaKo ,Cayra” MOCTaje
»TOCIIOAAp” MU KAKO Ce KPO3 ICTOPH)Y OTIIOPOM, IIOOYHOM, PEBOMYLIjOM, Tj. CKUAbeM
OKOBa MOJAHNIITBA 0CBaja Moh crobope.

Hapasno, MapkcoBa mapaiurma pajia ¥ peBOIyliije OPraHCKM je IOBe3aHa Ca PeBO-
JYyLMjOM pajia ¥ HOBUX TEXHOJIOTHMja. Y TOM KOHTEKCTY HeMa TPajHO IIPUBUIETOBAHOT
cybjexTa/akTepa ncropuje. EBomyiuja u pesonyiuja pagay 19, 20. n 21. BeKy T0 Haj60/be
mnyctpyjy. Haume, 0K je akTep THX IIPOMEHA y epy MHAYCTPUjCKOT KalnuTannsma 61o
VHIYCTPUjCKIU IIPOJIeTapyjaT, y epU Hay4HO-TeXHOJIOMKe MHPOpMaTHiKe PeBOIyLje
(tpeher 1 yeTBpTOr pa3BojHO-UMBUIM3AIjCKOT Tanaca — A. Todrep) To cy cHare Kor-
HuTapujata (HOCHOLM MHTENEKTYa/IHOT pajja, 00pasoOBHOTL, KOTHUTUBHOT 1 KY/ITYPHOT
kanurana). OBa HOBa KoaIMIMja CHara paja ,,Kpmiarux mamehy” orBapa xannuje 6yay-
hnoctu koja je mouena. OHa he y HapenHux 50 rofiHa peBIafiaTy KaIUTaIN3aM 1 OMO-
ryhnty nckopak y HOBY IMBIIN3ALjy ITO Mepy 90BeKa VI Y0Be4aHCTBaA. Y 10j he ce ocT-
BapuTH ufean o 6eCKIacHOj UMBMIN3ALUjI ¥ KOjoj he ,,cmo6oma cBakor woBeka 6utu
ycnos cnobope 3a ce”!

Y cBojoj cTymuju »[InjanexTuxa u corponornja” (1962) JKopx I'ypsnd, Takohe gajyhu
mpersief; fonpuHoca gujanekTunu of Ilnarona go Xerema, Mapkca n CapTpa, usmaxe
3Hayaj HavyesIa TOTaIUTeTa y KOMIIJIEMEHTAPHO] JUjalIeKTULM 32 Pa3BOj COLMOIOTHje I
ApylTBeHNX Hayka (Gurvitch, 1962).

Xepbept Mapkyse Takohe y cBOjuM cTyaujaMa muIiie 0 3Ha4ajy AMjaIeKTUIKOT Hadesa
TOTa/NNTEeTa, yKasyjyhu Ha ymory kojy uMma ¢punosoduja, y K0joj je yM OCHOBHA KaTero-
puja G1uno30dCKOr MUIbelba, jeiHa IIPEKO Koje 0BO OfpyKaBa Be3y ca CyflOMHOM Y0oBe-
YaHCTBa. Y Be3u ¢ TuM 1 AnBUH [yngHep ncTiye ga Teopuja JpyIITBEHOT TOTAIUTETA
3axTeBa MHTEIPAlVjy pa3IMIUTUX eMIMPHjCKUX AUCIMUIUINHA, Kao U Ja je ¢prmozodcka
[epCIIeKTHBa y HayIy HoTpebHa He Mame Off off uctopujcke n emnupujcke (Gouldner,
1980, str. 115).

Jucujen Tonpmat y ,,[JujaneKT9KMM NCTpaXXMBambyuMa’ O UJiejU TOTATNTETA IINIIe
»Ia [ienoBy He Mory 6utu cxBaheHnu camm of cebe, BaH BIXOBOT OFHOCA Y LI€/IMHI, UCTO
TAKO Kao LITO IielIMHa He Moke OuTu cxBaheHa BaH [ie/loBa KOjI je cauMmbaBajy, MTo
objauraBa cTanHy ocLIanyjy usMmely ceeobyxBaTHOr oriesia 1 aHaIM3e AeTakba Koja
kapakrepnie fena Xerena n Mapkca” (Goldmann, 1962, str. 23).
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Kapen Kocuk y ,,JJujanexrunn koukpetnor” (1963/1967), namehy ocranor, nuire
0 TEOPUjCKOM I METOJO/IOUIKOM 3Ha4ajy AMjaleKTUKe KOHKPETHOT TOTaIUTETa, KOju
CBaKy II0jaBy IIpOy4YaBa Kao IIPOM3BOJ U Mpou3Bohava ApyuITBa Kao nennHe. Jujare-
KTHKa KOHKPETHOL, IIpeMa beMy, Hije caMo MeTofa Beh, mpe cBera, Teopuja cTBapHOCTHI
Kao KOHKPETHOT ToTanuTeTa. I1o 0j, CTBApHOCT ce CXBaTa Kao Lje/IMHa KOja je CTPYKTY-
upaHa, Koja ce pa3Buja, Koja ce 00/MKyje, 13 dera mpousnnase ofpeheHn MeTomomomKn
3aK/bY4IIM KOjU IOCTAjy XeyPUCTUIKU BOAUY U eIIMCTEMIOMTOUIKY IPYHIINIL IIPU CTYIM-
paiby, OINCY, CXBaTakby, 00jalllibaBatby ¥ BpeHOBaIbY TeMAaTU30BaHIUX [e/I0Ba CTBAPHOCTH
KOjM Cy IIpefiMeT I10/ba HayYHMX MCTpaKMBamwa. KaTeropuja ToTanmrera jefaH je off IjeH-
TpaJIHMX [I0jMOBA KOj! pasrpaHMyaBajy AnjanekTnKy of Metadusuke. CTaHOBMIITE TOTa-
JINTETA, KOje CXBaTa CTBAPHOCT Y HeHMM YHYTPallb/UM 3aKOHUTOCTYIMA U OTKPMBa VICIIOf
HOBPIIHKX U CTy4ajHUX [10jaBa Hy>KHE YHYTpalllibe OBE3aHOCTM, JO/Ia3) y CYIIPOTHOCT Ca
CTaHOBUIITEM eMIIMPU3Ma, KOje IIpyarba Y3 II0jaBHe ¥ CITy4YajHe IojaBe, Te He MoXe fa fobe
JIO0 CXBaTamba Pa3BOjHNUX IIpoIleca CTBApHOCTHU. Ilof cTaHOBMIITEM TOTAMMUTETA CE OAPasy-
MeBa Mja/IeKTIKa 3aKOHUTOCTY U CTy4ajHOCTH, YHYTPalllibe CYIITIHE M II0jaBHIX CTPaHa
CTBApHOCTH, JIe/I0OBA U Iie/IMHA, IPOM3BOJA I MPpOoJyKoBama. Ilo meMy je ,,cBaka IojaBa
nponssog u npoussobau nenuue” (Kosik, 1963/1967, str. 60). Peujy, ,,iujanextuxa Huje
METOJA PEMYKIIVje HETO METOMA JyXOBHE M MICAOHE PENPOAYKINje CTBAPHOCTH, METOMA
pasBujar-a MM eKCIUIMKaLyje IPYIITBEH)X [10jaBa U3 MPaKTUYHE AKTUBHOCTI UCTOP)-
cxor yoBeka” (Kosik, 1963/1967, str. 56).

Takobe, y pagoBuma ¢unosoda u corposnora Ha OuBILIEM IPOCTOPY Jyrocnasuje,
Muxanrta Mapkosuha (,Pumozodcke ocose Hayke”, 1981), Bojuna Munuha (,Corguo-
otk MeTox, 1965) u Pynuja Cymeka (,,3anar cormornora’, 1983) 0Bo Hauero je moceOHO
BPEIHOBAHO.

Teopujcko-MeTOROMNOMIKO Jujanekimiu4ko Ha4eno womanuiieiia y pyuITBeHUM
HayKaMa, a II0Ce6HO y COIMOMOTHj! Kao HayIM O I7I00a/THOM JPYLITBY, 3aKOHITOCTHMA
IberoBe CTPYKType 1 JUHAMUIIY PEIPOAYKIMje JPYIITBEHOT XIBOTA I CAMOIIPOU3BOJhe
UCTOpUje KPO3 [ie/laTHY yIOTy JbyM, SPYIITBEHNX IPYIIa, K/Iaca, IIOKPEeTa U eIUTa, NMa
Hay4YHO-Ca3HajHy YIOTPeOHY BPeIHOCT. Jep, IPMMEHOM XOMCTUYKOT IPHUCTYIIA Y UCTpa-
KMBamby 00jalllbaBa [Ia je CBaKa [ojaBa IPM3BOJ, U IPOM3BOhay fpyITBa U PYyIITBE-
HIX 110jaBa. HaxkasmocT, oBa 171106a/1Ha COLMOIOIIKA TIePCIIeKTUBA Y IIPAKCH Ca3HaBamba y
caBpeMeHoj HayLu 1 Gpumo30uji, y K0joj ZOMMHMPA CIIVjEHTUCTUYKY HEOO3MBUTU3AM I
aHAJIMTUYKY YM, KAO Jla Ce CBe BUILE IIOTUCKY]e, a UCTPAXKMBaha PENYKYjy Ha ITyKe COLM-
orpaccke 3ammce pparMeHaTa APYLUITBEHOT XMBOTA. Takas ,,pa3MpB/beHI P’ y HAYIIN,
a II0ce6HO y caBpeMeHO] COLIMOIOT ), CBe BIIIIE JOBOMM A0 ,COLMOIOruje 6e3 Apyurraa”
(Touraine, 1981). Hanme, kao ga ce Yy OBOM BY/ITapHOM €MIIMPU3MY Off ,,JPBETa HE BUIA
myMa”, Tj. Le/IMHA APYIITBEHO-UCTOPYjCKOT KOHTEKCTA M aKTEPU COLMjaTHe eTepMIHa-
Iuje Kojy OO/MKYjy pealHy OKBMP, JPYLITBEHY CTPYKTYPY Kao pell pea/IHIX YNMIbeHNUIIA
U KaTeropyjy HajBulIlle OMIITOCTY — KOja HaM OMOryhyje ia McTpakusabe I10jaBe 1 Ipo-
6/1eMe HayYHO UCTPAXKMMO 1 00jaCHIMO.

YmpaBo 6e3 crio3Haje OBe Iie/lMHe HAjBUIIET pefia, NCTPAXKUBama ce Hajuenrhe pe-
LYKYyjy Ha ByIFapHU eMIUpU3aM y KOMe [OCTOj/ MeXaHIIKM 30up ¢pparmeHara, MHLY-
KTHMBHOM MeTofoM n3rpahennx Geera ¢peHOMEHOIOMIKIX 3alILCa O ITojaBama, 6e3 cIo-
3Haje wuxoBe cymTuHe. OBaKaB XUIEPEMINMPU3aM JOBOIM [IO CBOjeBPCHE aHA/TUTUYKE
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couuornoruje 6e3 [pyIITBa 1 Y0BeKa. Y TaKBOj BPCTHU COLMONOTHje Iy6M ce M XyMaHu-
CTUYKY KOe(UIIUjeHT, Tj. M3a CTPYKTYPa, MHCTUTYI[OHATHOT CUCTEMA I KaTeropuja, CTa-
TUCTMYKUX Tabena, rpadMKOHA MaTeMaTYKIX MOJIe/Ia He BUJIM Ce SKUBA JIe/IaTHOCT JbY/IM,
KJ1aca, IIOKpeTa, e/IUTa, Ka0 aKTepa CaMOIIPOU3BO/Ibe IPYLITBEHUX OJHOCA, UCTOPU)jCKOT
IIPAKCHUCa JPYIITBEHUX IPOMEHA.

Y caBpeMeHOj COLMONOrNj1 Cyo4aBaMo Ce ca TEHJEHIMjOM HaI/lalleHe TeXHUI -
3anyje n KBaHTuGMKanuje (KBaHTOdPeHMje U TeCTOMaHuje) APYLITBEHNX I10jaBa, 10
HOTHUCKMBaba 1 0be3BpehnBama KBanuTaTMBHE METOLO/IOTHje Y Hay4HO] mpakcu. PakTn-
YKI, Ha JIe/Ty je IIPOoIieC pa3apaba COLMOMOUIKOT CTAHOBUIITA U IIEPCIIEKTUBE Y UCTPa-
kuBamuma. OTy/a 1 HEOIXOJHOCT I/Iefloajea 3a HOBPaTaK ay TEHTUYHOM COLMOTIOUIKOM
CTAaHOBUINTY.

To je xommiekcaH 1po6eM u 3afarak. OH IPeTIOCTaB/ba KPUTHYKO HPEVCIINTHBAbE
U peflepuHMCaIbe — Off IPefMeTa caBpeMeHe COLMOIOTje, IIpeKo Brafajyhe mapagurme,
JI0 METOJIO/IOTHje UCTPaKUBalba, IIpepajly OpOjHMX KaTeropuja y OIIITOj COLMONOTHUjH,
Kao 1 HOBO JiehMHIICambe VAEeHTUTETCKE Y/IoTe/TI03MBa COLIMOTIOra Y CAaBPEMEHOM JIPYIITBY.

Ha xpusy ngeHTuTeTa IpeiMeTa CaBpeMeHe COLMOJIOTHje HajIIpe je yKazao AjleH
Typen y crynuju ,,3a coruomnorujy” (1969/1980), y kojoj, uameby ocranor, ncrude: ,,OHO
LITO COLIMOIOTHjY JaHAC HajBUIIE Tpeba jecTe a M3HOBa ofipenu cBoj npexpmet. OBo pa-
3MUIIIbabe O MIAEHTUTETY IIPeIMMUHAPHM je KOPaK, HeOIIXOfaH y TPaKerby HOBMX 00/IMKa
nenatHocTH counornoruje” (Touraine, 1980, str. 349). [ToTpeby metamopdo3e nmpenmer-
HOT MJIEHTUTETa CaBpeMeHe connonoruje Anen TypeH usBoau U3 OHTONOMIKMX IIPOMEHA
APYLITBEHOT CBETA — IIPEITaCKOM Off MOJEPHOT MHIYCTPMjCKOT Ka IIOCTUHYCTPUjCKOM
APYLITBY, a7l BE3aHUM U 33 IPOMEHY aKTepa — Off KTACUYHIX Ka HOBUM [IPYIITBEHUM
HOKpeTHMa 1, Haj3aJ, Ka IOjeIMHIY Kao CyOjeKTy.

Y trom cmucny Typen y HoBujoj cTyamju ,Hosa nmapagurma — 3a 6ojbe pasyMeBarbe
caBpeMeHor ApymTsa” (2005/2011) y AyXy HOBe aHTPOIOKY/ITYPOJIOLIKe ITapajurMe YMHNI
Hamop fa pefedMHNIIe HOBY IApalUrMy U IpefMeT couyosoruje. Haume on cMarpa ia
jé YOBEYaHCTBO M3AIIIO U3 KJTACUIHOT MHAYCTPUjCKOT IPYIITBA Y HOBY €TaIly IOCTHH-
IYCTPpUjCKe NMBUIN3aLje U MIOCTAPYIITBA, Y KOjOj ¥ KJIace ¥ HOBY APYIITBEHN TOKPETH
[IOCTAjy 3acTapenu I Ifie Ce MOjeAMHIN ca CBOjM IoTpebaMa 1 Ky/ITypa I0jaB/byjy Kao
cybjexTn/akTepu mpoMeHa. Y 0BOM HOBOM XOPM3OHTY [T100a/IM3aI1jCKe IePCIeKTUBE I
LVMBUIN3ALNjCKOM KOHTEKCTY, ayTOp pefleuHMIIe IPeIMeT 1 YOIy COLMOTIOTIMje Kao
HayKe 0 CIOOOV/XyMaHU3ALWj! APYIITBA VM eMAHIIUIIALVY Y0BeKa. Y Be3U ca OBVM IIPO-
MeHama, Typen mumre: ,, AKTyenHe IIpoMeHe Cy TONMKO JyOoKe fla Hac OBOJe /10 Tora fia
HPM3HaMO Jia jefjHa HOBA [IapaJ)rMa yIpaBo 3aMembyje fpyumrseny napagurmy” (Touraine,
2005/2011, str. 205), a To je KynITypHa apagurMa.

Jupren XabepMac y cBojoj cTyauju »,IlocTHaIoHamHa KoHCTenanuja” (1998) muiue o
€II0Xa/THOj MeraIojaBy HaCTAaHKa CBETa IIOCTHAIIMOHA/THIX KOHCTETALNja, Kao M3Pasy HOBUX
TeXHOJIOTHja, Tpeher pa3BojHO-IMBIIN3ALMjCKOT Talaca U I7106a3aluje Kao Iporeca.

Ha oBom ¢ony 1 Manyen Kacrernc y crynujama ,,/Inpopmarmono goba” (2000-2003)
medyHMIIe CBOjy HapagurMy MH(GOPMAIMOHOT Pa3Boja M YMPEeXXeHOT APYIITBa, ykasyjyhu
fla ce cafiammbe MHGOPMAIMOHO IPYIITBO PAIUKANTHO PA3NNKYje Off KITaCUIHOT MHJY-
CTPMjCKOT JApyLITBA.

Takobe, u 6pojun gpyru ayTopy, a Ipe CBera COLMON03M 1 (GpyTypOIo3Nu NIy O MOH-
IUjanu3alujy ¥ HACTAHKY HOBe IIOCTUHAYCTpujcKe nusummsanyje (Tlanmjen ben, AnmBna
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Todnep, ITutep dpaxep, Antonno Herpu, Enrap Mopes, Llopu Punep, Vimanyen Bornep-
ctuH, Yprmux bek, EnTonn Inpenc, ...) koja Mera OHTONOIIKY CTPYKTYPY U IMHAMMKY CBET-
CKOT JIPYIITBA, 4/ U HeroBy KOCMOJIOTHjY, INTAHETAPHY TeOKY/ITYPY, OMOETHKY, eKOCOIIM-
OJIOTMjy pasBoja ¥ pusuKa u GyTyponoru;jy.

IMoce6aH JOMPUHOC U3yYaBaby OBUX PAIUKATHIX CTPYKTYPHUX IPOMEHa CaBPEMEHOT
CBETCKOT JIpyIITBa J]a0 je y CBOjuM cryaujama Vimanyen Bonepctun ,, YBop y aHanmsy cBeT-
cxor cuctema” (Wallerstein, 2005) u ,Monepuu csercku crictem” (Wallerstein, 2012) koju je
CBOjOM CBETCKO-CHCTEMCKOM TTApafINTMOM YTPO ITYT 3aCHMBAKY HEe CaMO Teopyje ITTo6aTHOT
CBETCKOT CHCTeMa (ca TPOIeTHOM CIIVKOM IjeHTap, monynepudepuja u nepudepuja) u
IETOBY IJI0OATHY TPaH3UIMjy y HapeaHUX 50 roguHa, Beh 1 yTeMe/berby MOHIONOTHje Kao
TPAHCAVNCLMIUIMHAPHE HAYKe O CBETY, YOBEKY, IPUPOJMN, PYIITBY U KYATYPU.

BonepcTnHOBa CBETCKO-CUCTEMCKA ITapafiurMa UMIUIMIIMPA HOBO IIPEIMETHO
ozipeheme caBpeMeHe coLmooruje, Iobanu3anujy weHor npegmera. CymTHHCKe OHTO-
JIOLIKe ITPOMEHe Be3aHe 3a [I06am3arujy/ MOHAMjaIN3AI)y 3aXTeBajy /ja Ce MPefMeT
conymornoruje pefepyHUIIE Kao HayKa O ITT00aTHOM CBETCKOM IPYLITBY/crcTeMy. Pedjy,
y HepCIIeKTUBY MOHJO/IOTHj€, Ka0 TPaHCAMCUUIIIMHAPHE HayKe I [yXy OTBaparba U Haj-
ny6/be capajimbe ca pe3y/ITaTiMa OBe MeraHayKe 4uje BpeMe HacTyIIa.

Camo oTBapajyhm ce mpema cBeTy HOBUX HayKa, BbUXOBUX pesy/aTaTa u foctTurayha
(MoHporIOTj€, exonoruje, nH(popMaruKe...), anu u gpxxehn cranny Besy (ca punosodujom,
UICTOPYjOM, aHTPOIIOJIOTYjOM, KYITYPOIOIMjOoM, KOHQIVKTOIOIMjOM) KpO3 IIPOAYKTUBHA
[MjasioT U capajiby, CaBpeMeHa COLMONIOIMja MOXe CadyBaTy CBOj UEHTUTET, MOJEP-
Husyjyhu ce, nHOBMpajyhu cBoj aHra)KMaH Ha HOBa II0/ba U JOKa3yjyhu fa je mo3us of
3Hayaja 3a pasyMeBaibe PasBoja I U3TPajiby CAaBPEMEHOT IPYILTBA.

OBaxBO OTBapame peMa HOBUM HayKaMa COLIMOJIOr)y 611 aHra>KOBaIo Ha HOBUM
VHTEIEKTYaTHUM [O/bUMa IIPO(eCIOHATHOT [iel0Bakha U aHTaKoBamba. OCHaXMIO 61
BeH NpoQeCcroHaIHI YITIE ¥ OTBOPUIIO IIYT IheHe Opxxe adpupMmanyje y npodecrona-
HOj TIOfeNM Pajia CaBPEMEHOT APYIITBA.

I[To3us conyornora — usmehy kpuse u 06HOBe

Ca craHOBMIITa NOETUKe MeTadopa, UCTOPMjCKM CUCTEMY Y OOIMIY Hay4He CBECTU
pabajy ce, pasBujajy u ymMupy monyT rogMIImux fooa.

Coyuonoiuja, ka0 HayKa ApyLITBEeHe Kpu3e, pobeHa je ca rpahanckoM peBonyijom 1
HAaCTaHKOM MOJIEPHOT IPYIITBA, 1 Kao Aa he ca 1eroBOM Kpu3oM U yMUPakbeM HeCTaTu y
KOHTEKCTY H-eTOBOT ITpeB/IajlaBarba IOCTUH/YCTPUjCKOM UBUIM3anyjoM. Y HapegHux 50
ropuHa 21. Beka, Kako HaM Iopydyje Bonepcun, voBewancTso he 6utn cyoueno ca rio-
6aTHOM CHCTEeMCKOM TPaH3MUIMjOM M3 KaIlMTal1u3Ma Y HOB CBETCKU MCTOPUjCKU CUCTEM.
[Tepyox TpaH3MIMje U3 jefHOT CUCTEMA Y IPYTH je TIepMOf, BENUKUX 60pOu, BeNKe Heu-
3BECHOCTH U BEJIMKOT MCIUTUBAbA BAIMIHOCTI CTPYKTYpe 3Hamwa, nopiceha Hac Bonep-
CTVH Y CBOjOj CTYAM)jHU , YBOJ y aHanu3y csetckor cucrema’ (2005). ITopyuyjyhu Ham,
usmeby ocrainor, y crynuju ,,Onagame amepiuake mohu” (2004):

»O4YajHNYKM HaM je OTPeOHO Ja MCTPa>KUMO a/lTepHaTBHe MoryhHoCTH 32 OCT-
BapuBambe ICTOPUjCKOT CHCTeMa Koji 611 610 CTBapHIje pa30opuT, 1a 3aMeHUMO IOMax-
HITAO0 ¥ yMUpyhu y KojeM >KMBMMO. YIIPaBO Ty COLIMONIOTHja MOXKeE Jia OfUIPa Y/IOTY, ajln
caMoO COIIMOJIOruja Koja of6uja fa pasfBoju Tparame 3a UCTMHOM Off Tparama 3a Jo6po-
tom” (Wallerstein, 2004, str. 92).
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J. Xabepmac y cryanju ,Teopuja u npaxca” (1963/1980) nctude fa ce coumonoruja
Kao HayKa IpyIITBeHe KpU3e Off CBOT HaCTaHKa Iielajia Ha TPY CTPYje: TPaiuIIOHaIHO-
KOH3epBaTVBHY, MbepaTHO-PeGOPMIUCTIIKY 1 PaIYKaTHO-eMaHIIMIIATOPCKY; Te Jia CY by
cBOjaTa/m pas3nndnTy nokpetu. OHO IITO je By KPACKJIO TO je Jia je ,,0ff CBUX IPYLITBEHO-
Hay4HMX IVCLVIUIMHA jefyHO OHA 3a/jpyKaJia IIPUCTYII Ipo0/IieMIMa Lie/IMHe APYLITBA” KaKo
je o woj m1cao Xabepmac y cTynuju ,leopnja KOMyHUKaTUBHOT fenosama” (Habermas,
2017, str. 21).

Tpupecer ronnHa kacHuje [Tutep beprep, aMepnyKi COIMONOT y CBOM WIAHKY ,,Corm-
oJ10ryja: moBIaderse mosyupa?” (1992/2006), KpUTUYKY MMIIe O KOTHUTUBHOj IATONOT I
Y COLIMOJIOTHjH, Tj. HbeHO] HeCIIOCOOHOCTH 1A IPEABUAN HajBaXKHMje II06aTHe TeH/eH-
1yje/IIpOMeHe y CAaBPEMEHOCTH Jipyre nonoBuHe 20. BeKa, Te OTy/la IeroB IAMEHT O OII0-
3uBy conuornoruje. Vlako je paHuje ca ONTMMMU3MOM IIMCA0 O MO3UBY COLMOJIOTHj€ Kao JIN-
CLIMIUINHE, KOja ce 6aBU BeMUKMM MMTAIbJIMa CBOI'a BpeMeHa Ca [IM/beM /ja YOBe4aHCTBO
crekHe Behy KOHTPOJTY U [ja YIIpaB/ba OTPOMHUM TpaHCchOpMarjama, oH caga (1992/2006)
Y WIaHKY M3HOCK OpOjHe TeopHjcKe U MEeTOHO/IOIIKe 3aMepKe CaBPEMEHOj COLIMOOT VI
Hsmeby ocraor: fa je oHa off HayKe KPUTHYKOT yMa IOCTasa ITO3UTUBUCTIYKA all0JIO-
reTcKa HayKa MHCTPyMeHTaaTHe pallMOHaTHOCT, fa je M3Ty61Ia IepCreKTUBY LiennHe U
XYMaHUCTMYKO eMaHIUIIATOPCKe IU/beBe, Te je crora beprep y Benmkoj qumemn ma ymytn
HOPYKY ,O CBEYaHOM IIOB/Iauerby [I0311Ba, KaKO He 011 6110 OArOBOPaH 3a jOLI BUIIIE HEefly-
JKHIUX CTYyfIeHaTa KOj)i Cy HAMaM/beHJ Ka OHOMe IIITO HajBepOBaTHMje U3I/Iefia Kao 6aH-
kpoTupaHo mpenysehe” (Berger, 1992/2006, str. 191).

Y obpasioxemny CBOje KPUTUKe caBpeMeHe couyonoruje beprep ncrmye:

»Connonosu umajy crenydudan Tpo6eM Koju HeMa HujejiHa APyTra HayKa O YOBEKY
(y3 moryhnu nsyserak anTpormnosnora). Colonoruja Huje TOIMKO 06/1acT KOMMKO HepCIeK-
TUBA, ¥ YKOJIMKO Ta IIEPCIIEKTUBA He yCIle, HUIITA He OCTaje; pasaparme Te IepCleKTUBe
YMHM TYIMe colmonorujy sacrapenom”) (Berger, 1992/2006, str. 191).

OH Taxobe ykasyje Ha MMpe UMIUIMKAILVje OBaKO pa3OVjeHOr yMa y CaBpeMeHOj
conyonoruju (y Kojoj ZOMMHMpPa AUCHMUIDIMHAPHU Xa0C KBAaHTUTATUBHA METOLOJIOTHja
U JIOTMKA IOCTBApPEHOT pasMpPB/bEHOT pajia, CIEIOXIePCTBA) Ha ApyTre JPYLITBEHO
XyMaHUCTUYKe HayKe; IOABIadenn 1a je cOIMonoIKa mepcreKTuBa BpeMeHOM Kpo3
00pa3oBaHN CUCTEM ylLIIa y KOTHUTYBHYU MHCTPyMeTapuj Beh1He HayKa 0 4OBeKy ca
BEJIMKUM YCIIEXOM, Te Jia CaJjalllibe Perpecije y ’ibeHOM pasBojy MOTy IMAaTH KaTacTpodaHe
HocrenuIie U Ha ipyre Hayke. OTyia TTOCTOje ;0OpM MHTENEKTyaTHU Pasiosy, yIo3opasa
beprep, 3amTo He 61 cMemo Jja ce ,ammayaupa moryhoj cMpTu coumonornje Kao
mpucuuimee” (Berger, 1992/2006, str. 201).

Hacynpot beprepoBoM naMeHTy Haf CyLOMHOM caBpeMeHe coumosnoryje (koja je
aTOMM3aIjoM 1 (parMeHTaIMjoM CBOT IIpeIMeTa JJoBena cebe y MO3UIINjy CBOjeBPCHOT
KOTHUTUBHOT TaJITOHM3MA, Tj. Ia BbeHM UCTpaXyBa4y of ipBeha He Buje mymy jep cy
IIPUKOBAHM 33 CBET MUKPOHMBOA, Te V3 kab/be IIepCIIeKTUBe, METOIOOLIKOT JIOKAIN3Ma,
ry6e CTAaHOBMIITE TOTATNMTETA ¥ CTIOCOOHOCT Jia MojaBe I[eIOBUTO U3ydYaBajy, Kao u
COLIMOJIONIKY MMAaTMHALMjy IpefBubama TeH/IeHI1ja y IPYLITBeHOj AUHaMMIN), VIManyern
Bonepctus (cBOjOM IMapagurMoM Imo6aTHOT CHCTeMa M CBETCKO-CUCTeMCKe aHasu3e),
JKopsx Puniep n ITjorp IllToMnka (m1efoajeoM 3a MHTETPUCAHOM IIapaUrMOM U T€30M
Jia je COLVIOJIOTHja Kao I7I06aTHa HayKa IOo/IUIIapaiurMaTcka Hayka), kao v Egrap Mopen
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(cBOjOM KOHIIETIIIVOM COIVIOTOTHje Kao KOMIIZIEKCHE HayKe O PYIITBY, YOBEKY U KyATypH,
¥ 3HA4ajy aHTPOIIOJIOTHje, MOH/OTIOTHje 1 KY/ITYPOJIOrHje 3a e0/IoKIpatbe leHOT pa3Boja)
Kao J]a IIPy>Kajy ITyTOKA3 y Tparamy 3a MPOAYKTUBHIM OIFOBOPOM Ha IINUTalbe KOjI je ITyT
IbEHOT M3/1acKa U3 KpU3e U la/beT HaIpeTKa.

Pemterbe mpo6remMa CBaKako Huje y fa/boj pedeymannsaritji COLIONOTH]e, Tj. heHOM
MPB/belY U AUCHUIIMHAPHOM Xa0Cy, 3aTBapamy Y MOHA/ICKe OKBJMPE aTOMU3MPAHNX I107ba
oce6HMX counosornja (Ma Kako ce OHe aTPaKTMBHO MapKeTHUIIKI TIpefcTaB/bae), Beh y
HOBOM OTBapamy, TeOPIjCKOj MHTErpallyji, IpeMETHOM IIPOLINpPERY, pefeduHICaby
beHe yyore 1 mo3usa. OBakBM Haropy Beh cy MHMLIMjaTHO BUIUBMBY y CTBapasalITBy Beh
CIIOMEHYTHX (M OpyTuX) ayTopa. IbuxoBu ayTopy Kao ga cBOjUM CTyAMjaMa U TeOPMjCKO-
METOIO/IOIIKIM IPUCTYTIIMA TeXe Jja pexa6uﬂulﬁyjy gujaneximiu4ko Ha4esno wotanuitieiia
y HOBJMM JMICTOPUjCKMM YC/IOBMMA Hallle CABPEeMEHOCTH 1 I7106a/IHe TPaH3MIUje CBETCKOT
APYIITBaA OJf CBETA HallMja Ka YOBEYAHCTBY, KaO HOBOj LJe/IMHM, OKBMPY HajBUILET pefa,
HacTajyhoj y mporuecy rrobanusarnuje/Monaujanusanuje gpymrsa. OTyga morndas
3axTeB 3a peflePuHUCAmBEM, Tj. IPEIMETHUM IMPOIIPEHeM CaBpeMeHe COINOIoTuje ¥
myxy rmobanusanuje couuosnoruje (4nju OKBUP MOCTaje IMOOaTHM CBeTCKHU cucteM — V.
BonepcrtuH), Kao 1 UsTpafmy nHTerpucade mapagurme (I1. Puuep) y conumonornju (xoja
Oy Kao My/ITUIIAPA/IUTMATCKa HayKa Y HOBOj CMHTE3) PeMHTerpycaa HajBpeiHije K/bydHe
TeOpUjcKe MOfiesie: MUKPO 1 MaKpO IIPUCTYIIE, 00jeKTUBHE U Cy6jeKTUBHE KOHTMHYYMe,
Teopuje CHcTeMa J COLMja/IHOT IelioBamba). OBaKkBa IPeIMeTHO U TeOPUjCKM pefedHICaHa
caBpeMeHa COIMOTIOTHja, Kao rrmobarHa Hayka O CBeTCKOM JIPYIITBY, Tpeba fa ocTBapu
MPOAYKTMBAH AMjanor, MyITUAUCIUIVIMHAPHY ¥ TPaHCAUCIUIIMHAPHY capafiby ca
¢$u1030¢ujoM, AHTPOIIOTIOTIjOM, €KOIOTIjOM, ICTOPYjOM, MOHIO/IOTjOM, KY/ITYPO/IOI/joM
u yryponornjom. Ha Taj Haunu oHa 61 06e36emy1a oBpaTaK COLMOIOIIKOM CTaHOBUIITY
VI COLIVOJIONIKOj MMATMHALMjI, KA0 M OCHAXKIIA He CaMO HOTeHIMjajIe CBOje casHajHe Mohi,
Beh u cBoj cTaTyc 1 ynory y mpodecroHaTHoj TIofeN pajia y CaBpeMeHOM APYIITBY.

HcrpaxxuBadn Koju ce 6aBe COLMONOTUjOM COLIMOJIOTHje U COLMOTIOIMjOM Ca3Hamba
yKasasu Cy fia je 3a pPa3Boj jeHe HayKe BeOMa BayKHO fla Ce y IIPaKCy Ipajiut IMjaeKTIIKO
jenMHCTBO M3Meby pesynTara TeOPUjCKMX VM eMIIMPUjCKUX MCTpaXkKBamba. CBaku paclen
y OCTBapMBamYy OBOT Havesla Ipe MM KacHHUje IOBOAIM [0 IIajja KBa/IMTeTa Hay9HOT paja
u 6710KMpa pa3Boj Hayke. HakamocT, MCTOPMjCKO MCKYCTBO Y Pa3Bojy COLMONOIMje Kao
HayKe IoKa3yje ofipeheHe dase Hecknafa, Tj. yCIIOHe U TTafjoBe Y OfHOCY Ha OBaj CTaHAAPH,
IITO je MMaJIo HeraTyBHe MMIUIMKAIVje Y CasHajHOj mpakcy. Takas je cydaj u ca caBpe-
MEHOM COIIMOJIOTMjOM KOja, TI0 Beprepy, >kuBu y 3HaKy ,,KOTHUTMBHE NaTONOTHje” IITO je
67mox1pa ia Ipy>KU TadHy ¥ OIaroBpeMeHy AMjarHo3y mpobieMa ca KojuMa je Cyo4eHo
CaBpEMEHO YOBEYAHCTBO.

Takobe, ucrpaxyjyhu ucropujy u npakcy passoja npodecuje 1 osusa coIonora y
THOZIEeNN Pajia, MOYXKe Ce CAaYMHUTY TUTIONIOTHja PasIIIUTHX IEHTUTETCKIX MO3VBHUX ,,MaCKI
conyorsora. ¥ rpy6oj knacu@ukammjy, OHe ce MOTy IPeACTaBUTH clefehyM TUIomonKmM
JIMKOBMMA YJIOTa: HajIIpe Tofie/Ia COLMOIora Ha TeOpeTHYape 1 TeXHMYape; 3aTUM Iofie/a Ha:

— COLIMOJIOTE Ko NYXOBHE CBEUITEHMKE 1 M/I€0/I0Te COLMjaTHOT YTONM3Ma;
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- mpodecroHaNHe aHATUTHYAPe, CIEL0XK/epe, IIPOTArOHNCTe AHATUTIYKOT yMa U
COLMja/THOT MHXKMIbepYHTa (,KOPJCHE CUCTeMCKe UAN0Te” Y CIIY>KOu status quo-a
u crabuiokparuje);

— COLMOJIO3M Ka0 pafijuKa/IHM KpUTIYapy CBera IocTojeher (4ecTo HUXMINCTUYKA
OYHTOBHMILIM IIPOTHB IIOPETKA, KOj) Cy CTUTMATH30BaHNU Ka0 CyMIbJBA JIULA Y IIPO-
(becnoHamTHOM pajiy U jABHOM >KUBOTY APYIITBA);

— COLIMOJIO3Y a/ITePHATVMBLM — HOBY BU3MOHAPM 1 TPafNTe/bI, eKCIIOHEHT! pediie-
KCUBHE pajiyKa/iHe XyMaHUCTUYKE eMaHIUIIATOPCKE a/ITEPHATUBHE COLIMOTIOTH]je
(oHM Ccy pajiMKaTHM KPUTHYAPH, A/l MMajy KPeaTUBHY CIIOCOOHOCT 3a 0O/IMKOBabe
IpojeKaTa pa3Boja IPYyIITBa).

Anen TypeH y cBojoj cTyauju ,3a counonorujy” mpasu pasnuky usmehy dynk-
IIIOHATHE ¥ KOHQIUKTHE MUCHje COIMONMOoTHje U corjuonora. V ok ce MpOTaroHnCTu
(byHKIMOHATHOT CXBaTamba YIOTe COIMOJIOTH]e 3a/TaXKy 3a MAPTUIIUIIATUBHY CUCTEMCKY
MHTETPUCAHY COLMOIIOTH]Y Y CITy>KOM status quo-a u pedpopmi Ha Iapye y TpaHNI[aMa BJIa-
majyher nopetka, oT/Ie ce IpycTaiLe KOHQIMKTHE COLMOMOTIje 3a/IaXy 3a pafiluKalHy
KPUTUYKO-eMaHIIUIIATOPCKY IPOMETEjCKY aITePHATUBHY COLMONOTHUjY. 3a TAKBY MUCH]y
coLuosIoruje oce6HO ce y CBOjUM pafjoBrMa 3anaxxy AnsuH [yaauep u 3urmynt bayman.

W 6e3 063mpa Ha COLMOMOLIKY TTECUMM3aM 1 HUXM/IN3aM HEKUX MCTPAKMBAYA OKO
CajlalImber To7I0Kaja U yore COIMOIoTHje 1 conyonora (y pactony of, mamenTa I1. bep-
repa HaJl lbeHOM CY/{0MHOM ¥ HajaBe IbeHe IeMICHje) M HacTyIa 06a OCTCOLMONOrHje
(A. Oyrun), mpo6ieM 1 13a30B 3a BETOBO Pelllebe je MHOIO KOMIUIEKCHIjU. Mu ra care-
flaBaMo y K/by4y ofi0paHe Hadye/la TOTAJIMTETa ¥ MIOBPATKA CYMITUHCKOM COIIVOJIONI-
KoM craHoBuIITY. TO ak IpeTnocTaB/ba penpobreMaT3alnjy nuTama pefepuHmucama
HpeMeTa I7106aIHe COLMOIIOTIje Y CAaBPeMEHOCTH, M3IPajiiby MHTEIPUCAHe Iapaiurme,
OTBapaibe COLMOIOTNje KPO3 MYITUIUCHUIIMHAPHU U TPAHCAUCIUIUIMHAPHYA Pa3Boj 1
Capajiiby Cca CBETOM [IPYTMX HayKa M U3TPajilhby HOBUX Ca3HAjHUX CUMHTE3A.

Pynu Cynex y ki13u ,3aHar conmosnora” nomaasehn on MapkcoBor TeopujcKo-eM-
IMPUjCKOT Hayesla TOTa/MTeTa, yKasyje Ha TPU HMBOA COLIMOIONIKE aHA/IU3E: eIUCTEMM-
OJIOIIKM JIOTMYKY, CTPYKTYPa/THO UCTOPUjCKY ¥ aHTPOIOIOIIKY aHATUTUIKY, KOja Y CBOjUM
UCTPAXKMBAkUMa COLMONIO3U MOpajy OCTBAPUTU aKO >Kej/ie HAyYHO BpeJaH pe3y/ITar.
Y CcOLMOIIOIIKO]j aHAIM3Y ¥ MHTEePIIPeTALjI TeMa, [I0jaBa i IpobjieMa, KOju Cy IpeaMeT
UCTPXUBAKA, MOPAjy ce KOMOMHOBATY CBU OBM IIPUCTYIM KaKo Ou moiwim go orkpuha
CYIITMHCKUX OIIITHX 3aKOHUTOCTI CTPYKType U AMHaMUKe ITI00a/THOT IPYIITBA, a/li I
crieruUIHNX TPaBUITHOCTH KOje Ce MCTIO/baBajy Ha pasmMIuTIM HUBOMMA (MAaKpo, Me30
U MUKPO) pyIITBEHE OpTaHM3aIyje, Kao U PeayHor MO/I0XKaja YOBeKa, APYIITBEHNX TPYTIa,
3ajefHMIIA ¥ MOTYNHOCTH BUXOBOT Pas3Boja, pasoTyhema 1 eMaHIUIIALINje.

Cynek ykasyje Ha M3a30BaH U TeXaK M0/I0XKaj COLIMOTIOTA IPU UCTPAXKUBAIbY, OJ-
Birauehn ga on

»MODPa BOOUTH PadyHa O LIE/IMHI, Tj. MOPa MMaTy YBIJ, y LIE/IMHY, IITO ETOBA CBECT
Mopa (YHKLMOHMCATI Kao pedIeKTop Koju 6alia CBET/IO Ha TOTAIUTET APYIUTBEHNX IIPO-
Ijeca, a Ia MICTOBPEMEHO Mopa IorahaTi caMo Heke JielI0Be WM Bese, WM OTHOCE Y TOM
TOTAIUTETY, KOjU Cy MY HajBOXXHUj! 3a IOCTAB/beHN 3afiaTaK... CMICA0 UCTPAXKMBAIKE
eTHKe COLMOIOra je narpahusartu cebe y cMICITy YHUBep3asIHe CIIO3Haje, a IIPefaBaTH e
caMo mapLyjaTHuM ucTpaxuBarmuMa. CoLMoIor ce IOHAIIA Kao J06ap apXUTeKTa Koju
IIpU CBAKOM JieTa/by MIUC/IM Ha roToBy 3rpagy. OcybeH je ma 6yme 6opai u nctpaxnsad y
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OTIACHUM U HeJIaTOIHUM IofyXBaTuMa. Ilopef cBUX HelpuInKa KojuMa Cy Ia U3/I0XKIIn
YyBapl pefia I IIOpeTKa, OH 6u Mopao nhu mpeMa CBOjUM LM/beBUMa POMAHTUYKY 3aHe-
ceH, Mucrehu Ipu ToMe Jja My ce CMelIKa oHo 1mto My petu’ (Supek, 1983, str. 80,81).

Hapomaseha xpusa, kako je cBojeBpeMeHO uctakao AnBuH [yngHep y cBojoj cTy-
nuju ,3a cormonorujy” (1973), He 3axTeBa OOHaB/bae YOOUYajHE TPASUIIIOHA/IHE PYTUH-
CKe COIMOIOTHje, HETO HOBY MOCeOHY COIMONIOTNjY — eMaHIMnupajyhy cormonorujy — y
cmyx6u gonprHoca yHanpehnBamwy oco6obhema dosexa (Gouldner, 1973/1980, str. 126).
Y ToM cmucITy ,00HOBa COLMONIOINje je feo OOHOBe [PYLITBA, KOje II0YNIbe cajja U OBJe.
He moyxemo mMaT HOBO IIPOMEHEHO NPYUITBO Y LE/INHU 683 KPUTUMYKOT IIOIIpaB/baba
CBOT yCTa/beHOT Haul[Ha MIIIbeba, CBOje Teopuje o apymtsy (Gouldner, 1973/1980, str.
126). HacympoT Heonmo3UTHBIUCTIYKO] ,,HOPMATHOj~ COIVIOTIOTHjH, KOja je allo/IoTeTCKI
UHTerpKcaHa y nocrojehy nopegax, morpe6Ha HaM je ,,corponoruja koja Hehe camo 6ere-
JKITY OHO IITO jecTe, Beh he ce Tome xpurnuky cynpocrasparu. IloTpe6HO je BuIe OF
coLMooryje... MoTpeOHa je 1enoBuTa Hayka Koja he omoryhury ysua y ucropujcku o6/m-
KOBAHO CTBapHO APYIITBO kao ToTaymreT (Gouldner, 1973/1980, str. 112).

Ogaj I'ynpuepoB 3axTeB Moryhe je MICIIyHUTY CaMO KPO3 MYATUAUCUUIUIMHAPHY U
TPaHCAUCLHUIUIMHAPHY Capajiiby COLMONOTHje, aly ¥ 030M/bHUM pajioM Ha yHanpebemwy
IbeHe TeopHje U MeTOJ0/I0TUje UCTPAKUBaba.

Haxkarnocr, HajBehn ieo cTBapaainTBa y caBpeMeHOj COLIMOJIOTHH je y 3HAKy HaIvla-
IIeHe CIelujann3anyje, Teopujcke GpparMeHTalnuje ¥ MeTOOIOMIKe IVIMTKOCTH, IITO
FOBOPI fia Ce OBaKBa COLIMOTIOTHja He MOXKe MCKOPJICTITH 38 HOBe OC/I000IauKe Li/beBe,
jep oHa yomurre Huje pedrexcuBHa. Otyzna ce [yngHepoBa KpUTHKa TeOpUje MOpa peakTya-
NM30BaTH, KA0 U HEeToB IIIefioaje 3a pedIeKCHBHOM VM eMaHI[UITATOPCKOM YIOTOM COIIVO-
JIOTMje ¥ AaHI'AYKOBAHOM II03MBY COLIMO/IOra y CABPEMEHOM JIPYIITBY.
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THE CROSSROADS OF CONTEMPORARY SOCIOLOGY AND THE
CRISIS OF ITS SUBJECT AND VOCATIONAL IDENTITY

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: Contemporary sociology is at a fateful crossroads. The paper points to some
aspects of its crisis as a science and vocation, the forms of its cognitive pathology and the
erosion of positive identity in the universe of sciences and the modern professional divi-
sion of labour. Indicating the causes and consequences of this crisis, the author concludes
that it cannot be overcome only by technical improvement of the methodology of empir-
ical research, but requires profound efforts of the new generation of sociologists, and new
answers. Otherwise, Peter Berger’s pessimistic predictions about the obsolescence and
bankruptcy of sociologists and sociologists might come true. The conclusions we reached
in our problematization of this issue can be summarized as follows: 1) the need to rede-
fine contemporary sociology in the spirit of globalization of its subject as a multicomplex
science of the laws of structure and dynamics of the global world system and the theoreti-
cal-empirical study of phenomena and processes at all levels of social organization. macro,
meso, micro) from the perspective of the methodological principle of dialectical concrete
totality; 2) building a new theoretical synthesis in the form of a multidisciplinary inte-
grated paradigm; 3) opening sociology through multidisciplinary and transdisciplinary
research towards new challenging fields of the future that has begun; 4) redefining its voca-
tion identity in the Mils-Bourdieu key as a martial discipline, radical-critical, reflexive-en-
gaged, emancipatory and actionist sociology.

Keywords: contemporary sociology, crisis and cognitive pathology, subject redefin-
ing, paradigm and vocational identity

“Sociology begins by liberating the world from illusions and continues by liberating itself.”
(Alvin Gouldner, “For Sociology”)

“Sociology is not so much a field as a perspective and if this perspective fails, nothing is
left. ... The dissolution of this perspective thereby makes sociology obsolete”

(Peter L. Berger, “Sociology: A Disinvitation?”)
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“What sociology needs most today is to redefine its subject.

Not its ideas but the subject that constitutes the sociological picture of the social
participant. This manner of thinking about the identity constitutes a preliminary step
necessary in the search of new forms of sociology’s activities...”

(Alain Touraine, “For Sociology”)

Introductory remarks

Contemporary sociology is faced with the crisis of its subject and vocational identity.
The task of the sociologist of the science, or of sociology of sociology is to explore onto-
logical, social-structural and gnoseological aspects of this crisis, as well as to look for an
answer to potential ways of its overcoming and renewal. It is a complex task before the new
generation of the scientists of this vocation.

In the article “Sociological Study of Sociology” (published in Socioloski pregled / Socio-
logical Review No. 3/1982), we pointed to the need for sociological study of sociology, the
pioneer efforts of foreign and domestic authors in the foundation of sociology of sociol-
ogy and sociologists as a science, profession and vocation in the system of sociological sci-
ences. We also pointed to the attempt of its subject definition as a systematic study of social
and gnoseological determinants of emergence and development of national and regional
sociologies, as well as their role in the development of individual societies in the world,
with a special emphasis on the study of sociology’s scientific-cognitive, informative, edu-
cational and social function (Mitrovi¢, 1982, pp. 99-109).

The issue of sociology of sociology and sociologists is also increasingly preoccupying
the researchers’ attention in the 21 century as well. This issue has been discussed in the
new socio-cultural context both by older and younger sociologists, from Alain Touraine,
Peter Berger, Anthony Giddens, Ulrich Beck, Manuel Castells, Piotr Sztompka, Immanuel
Wallerstein and Jean Ziegler to Michael Burov etc. The works of these and other authors
point to contradicting tendencies and differentiations in the development of contempo-
rary sociology and different understanding of the professional role of the sociologist’s voca-
tion in the modern society.

On the need to defend the principle of totality and return to the
sociological point of view

Sociologically speaking, the emergence of a science, including sociology, and the defi-
nition of its role and vocational identity, is determined by a series of factors: ontological and
gnoseological, social-structural development requirements, but also the epochal “spirit of
the time’} i.e. the development of science and culture, as well as the maturity of conscious-
ness and the active role of social classes and movements as actors.

The differentiation of sciences into disciplines is an indicator of science growth and
development, but not always of progress as well. Differentiation in cognitive practice, unless
accompanies by the universalization of knowledge, i.e. the practice of new syntheses, does
not lead towards the scientific novum. Nowadays we are encountering this very tendency
in the scholarly practice. It seems that in the postmodern era, against the background of
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the rise of neo-positivist logic, science has experienced multiple successes in the form of
the growth of special knowledge, but also the fragmentation and disciplinary chaos, with-
out significantly improving our knowledge, particularly in social sciences and humanities.

The Popperian logic seems to have banished the Hegelian aspiration towards abso-
lute knowledge, but also the dialectical principle of totality, thus leaving the scientists to be
satisfied with partial truths about the world. Against this background, in the postmodern
era, we have reached the expansion of polyphony without synthesis, decentralized truths
“in pieces’, the absolutized relativity of all large-format truths that have been declared in
totalitarian utopias (from Plato to Marx). It seems that every search for more comprehen-
sive knowledge is said to have an unattainable goal, so that only truth in pieces is possible
- relative truth. According to that logic, our research is reduced to a series of attempts and
mistakes in the search of relative truths, more or less truthful than the existing ones. Such
methodological approach seems to forget the dialectical relationship between relative and
absolute truth, the relationship of the parts and the whole, while the holistic principle of
totality is made equal to totalitarianism.

The original philosophical teachings about the principle of totality, elaborated in the
studies from Hegel, Marx, Mauss, Lukdacs and Gurvitch to Lefebvre, Goldmann and Kosik,
indicate exactly to the dialectical unity in the cognition process between relative and abso-
lute truth, parts and the whole. Here we will remind of some attitudes about this theoret-
ical-methodological point of view. For example, in Hegel’s “Science of Logic” we find the
opinion that “truth is the whole and all roads lead to it”! Marx writes about dialectical
totality as a unity of diversities — parts and the whole, the society and each of its histori-
cal types, between the totality of the society and each man-individual as anthropological
totality (“Das Kapital”). Marcel Mauss points out that in the context of applying the meth-
odological principle of totality, truth is equally revealed both in the centre of the subject
of cognition and on its edges, in the nuances between the diverse order of facts, areas and
forms of cognition.

Gyorgy Lukdcs was one of the first to discover and save Marx’s alienation theory from
oblivion. Moreover, he pointed to the central role of the concepts and principles of dialectical
totality, mediation and history in Marx’s original works. Among other things, Lukacs writes
about it in his work “History and Class Consciousness” (Lukacs, 1923/1967). According to
Lukdcs, the dialectical principle of totality is the key to Marxist theory of the society. Oppor-
tunists and revisionists in the labour movement during the Second International period,
having abandoned the perspective of totality, remained prisoners to the positivist civic opin-
ion and capitulated before capitalism. Accepting the thesis of no-alternative capitalism, the
strategy of reformism and integration in the ruling order, they implicitly followed the logic
that “The goal is nothing, movement is everything”! It reveals their inability to rise to the
whole and to perceive capitalism as a historical system dialectically, along the passing line.

Contrary to this opinion, Lukdcs emphasizes that the dialectical principle of totality
implies a new view of both the subject of cognition and the subjects of changes. It presumes
that in the history of the society’s development, parts must be interpreted on the basis of
the whole, and not vice versa. The truth of the parts is in the whole, just as each part con-
tains the whole in itself. To understand the meaning of the whole dialectically is nothing
else but placing each part that is the subject of cognition into a specific whole and then, in
that context, discovering the “mediation between facts and the whole”. Therefore, totality
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is the same as history as a whole, in the context of which the effective connection and unity
can be understood between the general, specific and individual.

In the footsteps of Marx, Lukacs believes that proletariat, due to its position, is a true
subject of more recent history, because it is the only one able to perceive and acts from the
perspective of the whole. Proletariat is the standpoint of the unity of the class and general
human emancipation, and therefore has the revolutionary ability to change the society
and open the gates to the future, for going out of the “realm of necessity” into the “realm
of freedom”. Naturally, this is not fetishism of the empirical proletariat as a privileged sub-
ject, but of the class self-conscious proletariat that in the historical practice has achieved
the metamorphosis of the class consciousness from the “class in itself” into the “class for
itself”, thus becoming a Promethean actor turning its fate into freedom. That is the manner
leading to the realization of the Hegelian narrative of the “servant” becoming the “master”,
or the manner of winning the power of freedom throughout history by resistance, rebel-
lion, revolution, i.e. taking off the shackles of servitude.

Naturally, Marx’s paradigm of labour and revolution is organically connected with the
revolution of labour and new technologies. In that context, there are no permanently priv-
ileged subjects/actors of history. It is best illustrated by labour evolution and revolution in
the 19, 20" and 21* centuries. Namely, while industrial proletariat was the actor of those
changes in the era of industrial capitalism, in the era of scientific-technological informa-
tion revolution (third and fourth development-civilization waves — A. Toffler) those are the
forces of cognitariat (holders of intellectual work, educational, cognitive and cultural capi-
tal). This new coalition of labour forces with “a winged mind” opens the gates to the future
that has begun. In the following 50 years it will overcome capitalism and enable a step to a
new civilization made for the man and mankind. In it, the ideals of classless civilization will
be achieved, where “the freedom of every man will be a condition for the freedom for all”!

In his study “Dialectique et Sociologie” (1962), Georges Gurvitch, while also giving
an overview of contributions to dialectics from Plato to Hegel, Marx and Sartre, states the
importance of the principle of totality in complementary dialectics to the development of
sociology and social sciences (Gurvitch, 1962).

Moreover, Herbert Marcuse writes in his studies about the importance of the dialec-
tical principle of totality, pointing to the role of philosophy, in which the intellect is the
basic category of philosophical though, the only one through which the connection with
the fate of mankind is maintained. In that respect, Alvin Gouldner also emphasizes that
the theory of social totality demands integration of different empirical disciplines, as well
as that the philosophical perspective in science is not less necessary than the historical and
empirical ones (Gouldner, 1980, p. 115)-

This is what Lucien Goldmann writes about the idea of totality in

“Recherches dialectiques: “parts cannot be understood by themselves, outside their
relationship as a whole, just as the whole cannot be understood outside the parts making
it up, which explains the constant oscillation between the comprehensive view and the
analysis of detail that characterizes the works of Hegel and Marx” (Goldmann, 1962, p. 23).

In “Dialectics of the Concrete” (1963/1967), Karel Kosik writes, among other things,
about the theoretical and methodological importance of dialectics of concrete totality which
studies every phenomenon as a product and producer of the society as a whole. According
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to him, dialectics of the concrete is not only a method but, first of all, a theory of reality as
concrete totality. In this theory, reality is not understood as a whole that is structured, that
develops, that is shaped, from which certain methodological conclusions derive and become
a heuristic guide and epistemiological principle in studying, describing, understanding,
explaining and evaluating the thematized parts of reality as subject of different fields of sci-
entific research. The category of totality is one of the central concepts that distinguish dialec-
tics from metaphysics. The perspective of totality, which perceives reality in its internal laws
and below superficial and accidental phenomena reveals necessary internal relationships, is
contrary to the perspective of empiricism, which relies on superficial and accidental phe-
nomena, so it cannot succeed in understanding the developmental processes of reality. The
perspective of totality involves dialectics of laws and coincidences, internal essence and phe-
nomenal aspects of reality, parts and the whole, products and production. From that perspec-
tive, “every phenomenon is a product and a producer of the whole at the same time” (Kosik,
1963/1967, p. 60). In short, “dialectics is not a reduction method but a method of spiritual and
mental reproduction of reality, a method of development or explication of social phenomena
from the practical activities of the historical man” (Kosik, 1963/1967, p. 56).

Furthermore, this principle is particularly valued in the works of ex-Yugoslav philoso-
phers and sociologists, such as Mihailo Markovi¢ (“Philosophical Foundations of Science’,
1981), Vojin Mili¢ (“Sociological Method”, 1965) and Rudi Supek (“Craft Sociologist”, 1983).

The theoretical-methodological dialectical principle of totality has a scientific-cogni-
tive use value in social sciences, particularly in sociology as a science of the global society,
the laws of its structure and reproduction dynamics of social life and history self-produc-
tion through the active role of people, social groups, classes, movements and elites. Namely,
by applying the holistic approach in the research, it explains that every phenomenon is the
product and the producer of the society and social phenomena. Unfortunately, in the cog-
nition practice in contemporary science and philosophy, dominated by scientific neopos-
itivism and analytical mind, such global sociological perspective seems to be increasingly
suppressed while research is reduced to mere sociographic records of the fragments of
social life. That “fragmented work” in science, especially in contemporary sociology, inev-
itably leads to the “sociology without society” (Touraine, 1981). Namely, it seems that this
vulgar empiricism “does not see the wood for the trees’, i.e. the whole of the social-histor-
ical context and the actors of social determination that form the realistic framework, the
social structure as a set of realistic facts and the most general category, enabling us to study
and explain the phenomena and problems in a scientific manner.

It is due to the absence of cognition of this highest-order whole that research is most
often reduced to vulgar empiricism that contains a mechanical sum of fragments, induc-
tively built marks of phenomenological records of phenomena, with no cognition of their
essence. Such hyper-empiricism leads to a specific analytical sociology without society and
man. In that type of sociology, the humanistic coefficient is also lost, i.e. behind structures,
the institutional system and categories, statistical tables, and mathematical model charts, no
live activity can be seen of people, classes, movements and elites as actors of the self-pro-
duction of social relations and the historical practice of social changes.

In contemporary sociology we encounter the tendency of pronounced tehnicization
and quantification (quantophrenia and testomania) of social phenomena, to the suppression
and depreciation of the qualitative methodology in the scientific practice. Actually, there is
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an ongoing process of destruction of the sociological standpoint and perspective in research.
Hence it is necessary to plead for the return to an authentic sociological point of view.

It is a complex problem and task. It calls for the critical re-examination and redefi-
nition - from the subject of contemporary sociology, through the ruling paradigm, to the
research methodology, the adaptation of numerous categories in general sociology, as well
as the new definition of the identity role/vocation of sociologists in the modern society.

The crisis of the subject identity of contemporary sociology was first pointed to by
Alain Touraine in his study “For Sociology” (1969/1980). In it, among other things, he
emphasizes: “What sociology needs most today is to redefine its subject. This manner of
thinking about the identity constitutes a preliminary step necessary in the search of new
forms of sociology’s activities” (Touraine, 1969/1980, p. 349). Alain Touraine derives the
need for the metamorphosis of the subject identity of contemporary sociology from onto-
logical changes in the social world - the transition from the modern industrial towards the
postindustrial society, but also related to the change of actors - from classical movements
towards new ones and, eventually, towards the individual as a subject.

In that respect, in his latest study “New Paradigm - for Better Understanding of the
Contemporary Society” (2005/2011), Touraine makes an effort in the spirit of a new anthro-
po-cultural paradigm to redefine a new paradigm and subject of sociology. Namely, he
thinks that mankind has left the classical industrial society and entered anew stage of
postindustrial civilization and post-society, where both classes and new social movements
become obsolete and where individuals with their needs and cultures appear as subjects/
actors of changes. In this new landscape of the globalization perspective and in the civili-
zation context, the author redefines the subject and role of sociology as a science of free-
dom/humanization of the society and man’s emancipation. In relation to these changes,
Touraine writes: “Current changes are so deep that they lead us to the point of admitting
that a new paradigm is just replacing the social paradigm” (Touraine, 2005/2011, p. 205).
- and that is the cultural paradigm.

In his study “Postnational Constellation” (1998), Jiirgen Habermas writes about the
epochal megaphenomenon of the emergence of postnational constellation world as an
expression of new technologies, the third development-civilization wave and globaliza-
tion as a process.

Against this background Manuel Castells also defines his own paradigm of infor-
mation development and the network society in the study “The Information Age” (2000
- 2003), indicating that today’s information society is radically different from the classi-
cal industrial society.

Furthermore, many other authors, primarily sociologists and futurologists (Daniel
Bell, Alvin Toffler, Peter Drucker, Antonio Negri, Edgar Morin, George Ritzer, Imman-
uel Wallerstein, Ulrich Beck, Anthony Giddens and others), write about the mondializa-
tion and the emergence of the new postindustrial civilization that changes the ontological
structure and dynamics of the world society, as well as its cosmology, planetary geo-cul-
ture, bio-ethics, eco-sociology of development and risks, and futurology.

Special contribution to the research of these radical structural changes in the contem-
porary world society has been given in the studies by Immanuel Wallerstein (“World-sys-
tems Analysis: An Introduction”, 2004; “The Modern World System”, 2012). With his
world-system paradigm he paved the road not only to the foundation of the global world
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system theory (with the three-level hierarchy: core, semi-periphery and periphery) and
its global transition in the following 50 years, but also the foundation of mondology as a
transdisciplinary science of the world, man, nature, society and culture.

Wallerstein’s world-system paradigm implies a new subject determination of con-
temporary sociology, the globalization of its subject. Essential ontological changes in rela-
tion to globalization/mondialization demand the redefinition of sociology as a science of
the global world society/system. In short, this refers to the perspective of mondology, as
a transdisciplinary science, the spirit of opening and the most profound cooperation with
the results of this mega-science whose time is yet to come.

Only by opening towards the world of new sciences (mondology, ecology, informat-
ics...), their results and achievements, but also by maintaining a permanent relationship
with philosophy, history, anthropology, culturology, and conflictology, through a produc-
tive dialogue and cooperation, contemporary sociology can preserve its identity by mod-
ernizing itself, by innovating its engagement in new fields and proving that the vocation
is relevant to understanding the development and construction of the modern society.

This opening to new sciences would involve sociology in new intellectual areas of pro-
fessional action and engagement. It would empower its professional reputation and open
the road of its faster affirmation in the professional labour division of the modern society.

The sociologist’s vocation — between the crisis and renewal

From the standpoint of metaphor poetics, historical systems and forms of scientific
awareness emerge, develop and end like the seasons of the year.

Sociology as a social crisis science began with the civil revolution and the emergence of
the modern society, and it seems that it will vanish with its crisis and disappearance in the
context of its overcoming the postindustrial civilization. In the next 50 years of the 21 cen-
tury, according to Wallerstein, mankind will encounter the global system transition from
capitalism into a new world historical system. The period of transition from one system to
another is the period of serious struggles, great uncertainty and grave re-examination of
the validity of the knowledge structure - Wallerstein reminds us in his study “World-sys-
tems Analysis: An Introduction” (2005). In his study “The Decline of American Power”
(2004), he says, among other things:

“We desperately need to explore alternative possibilities for achieving a historical
system that would be more realistically prudent, to replace the insane and dying system we
are living in. It is here that sociology can play a role, but only such sociology that refuses
to separate the search for truth from the search for goodness” (Wallerstein, 2004, p. 92).

In his study “Theory and Practice” (1963/1980), J. Habermas emphasizes that sociol-
ogy as a social crisis society has, since its emergence, split into three currents: tradition-
al-conservative, liberal-reformist, and radical-emancipatory, and that it was claimed by dif-
ferent movements. What characterized sociology is that “of all social science disciplines,
it was the only one to maintain the approach to the problems of the whole society”, writes
Habermas in his study “Theory of Communicative Action” (Habermas, 2017, p. 21).

Thirty years later, Peter Berger, the American sociologist, in his article “Sociology:
A Disinvitation?” (1992/2006), writes critically about cognitive pathology in sociology, i.e.
about its inability to predict the most important global tendencies/changes in the second
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half of the 20th century, hence his lamentation on the disinvitation of sociology. Although
he used to write optimistically about the vocation of sociology as a discipline dealing with
major issues of its time with the aim of enabling mankind to gain larger control and to man-
age huge transformations, in his 1992 article he lists numerous theoretical and methodolog-
ical objections to contemporary sociology. Those are, among other things, that from the
science of the critical mind, sociology has become a positivist apologetic science of instru-
mental rationality; that it has lost the perspective of the whole and its humanistic eman-
cipatory goals. Therefore Berger is in a great dilemma whether he “should issue a solemn
disinvitation, so as not to be responsible for yet more innocent students being seduced into
what may well be a bankrupt enterprise” (Berger, 1992/2006, p. 191).

In the justification of his critique of contemporary sociology, Berger points out the
following:

“But sociologists have a particular problem no one else (with the possible exception
of anthropologists) in the human sciences shares. Sociology is not so much a field as a
perspective and if this perspective fails, nothing is left... The dissolution of this perspective
thereby makes sociology obsolete” (Berger, 1992/2006, p. 191).

He also points to broader implications of such fragmented mind in contemporary
sociology (dominated by the disciplinary chaos, the quantitative methodology and logic of
materialized, fragmented work, one-dimensional expertise) in relation to other human sci-
ences, emphasizing that the sociological perspective has entered into the cognitive instru-
mentarium of most of the human sciences with great success, and that current regressions
in its development may have disastrous consequences in other sciences as well. That is why,
as Berger warns, “there are good intellectual reasons why one should not applaud the pos-
sible demise of the discipline” (Berger, 1992/2006, p. 201).

In contrast to Berger’s lamentation over the fate of contemporary sociology (which
through atomization and fragmentation of its subject has brought itself to a position of
cognitive blindness of its own kind, i.e. that its researchers do not see the wood for the
tree because they are tied to the micro-level world; from the worm’s eye view of method-
ological localism, they lose the perspective of totality and the ability to study comprehen-
sively phenomena, as well as the sociological imagination of predicting tendencies in social
dynamics), there are Immanuel Wallerstein (with his paradigm of the global system and
world-system analysis), George Ritzer and Piotr Sztompka (with the plea for an integrated
paradigm and the thesis that sociology as a global science is a poly-paradigmatic science),
as well as Edgar Morin (with his concept of sociology as a complex science about the soci-
ety, man and culture, and the relevance of anthropology, mondology and culturology in the
deblocking of its development). They all seem to be offering guidance in the search of a
productive answer to the question about the way out of its crisis and of its further progress.

The solution to the problem is definitely not in the further refeudalization of sociol-
ogy, or in its fragmentation and disciplinary chaos, its closing within monadic frames of
atomized fields of separate sociologies (no matter how attractively they are represented in
marketing), but in its new opening, theoretical integration, expansion of its subject, and
redefinition of its role and vocation. These efforts are already initially visible in the works
of the above listed (and other) authors. In their studies and theoretical-methodological
approaches, these authors seem to be striving to rehabilitate the dialectical principle of
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totality in new historical conditions of our modernity and global transition of the world
society from the world of nations to humanity as a new whole, the highest-order frame-
work, emerging in the process of the society globalization/mondialization. That is why
there is a logical request for redefinition, i.e. the expansion of the subject of contemporary
sociology in the spirit of globalization of sociology (whose framework is becoming the
global world system, according to Wallerstein), as well as the creation of an integrated par-
adigm (G. Ritzer) in sociology (which, as a multiparadigmatic science in the new synthesis,
would reintegrate the most valuable key theoretical models: micro and macro approaches,
objective and subjective continuums, theories of the system and social action). With its sub-
ject and theory redefined, contemporary sociology as a global science of the world society,
should achieve a productive dialogue, multidisciplinary and transdisciplinary cooperation
with philosophy, anthropology, ecology, mondology, culturology and futurology. In that
manner it would ensure its return to the sociological perspective and sociological imagi-
nation, as well as strengthen not only the potentials of its cognitive power, but also its sta-
tus and role in the professional labour division in the modern society.

*

The researchers dealing with sociology of sociology and sociology of cognition have
pointed out that for the development of a science in practice it is very important to build
the dialectical unity between results of theoretical and empirical studies. Every split in the
realization of this principle will sooner or later lead to the declining quality of scientific
work and block the development of the science. Unfortunately, historical experience in the
development of sociology as a science shows certain discrepant stages, i.e. highs and lows
regarding this standard, which has had negative implications in the cognitive practice. The
same has happened to contemporary sociology that, according to Berger, lives in specitfic
“cognitive pathology”, which prevents it from making an accurate and timely diagnosis of
the problem encountered by modern mankind.

In addition, by studying history and practice of the development of the sociologist’s
profession and vocation in the labour division, a typology of the sociologist’s different iden-
tity vocational “masks” can be made. In a rough classification, they can be presented by the
following typological role characters: first, the classification of sociologists into theoreti-
cians and technicians; then their classification into:

- sociologists as spiritual priests and ideologues of social utopism;

- professional analysts, one-dimensional experts, protagonists of the analytical mind
and social engineering (“useful system idiots” in the service of status quo and sta-
bilocracy);

- sociologists as radical critics of everything that exists (often nihilistic rebels against
the system, who are stigmatized as suspicious persons in professional work and in
the society’s public life);

- alternative sociologists — new visionaries and builders, exponents of reflexive, rad-
ical, humanist, emancipatory alternative sociology (although radical critics, they
have a creative ability to shape society development projects)

In his study “Pour la sociologie”, Alain Touraine distinguishes the functional and

conflict mission of sociology and sociologists. While the protagonists of the functional
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understanding of the role of sociology advocate for participatory system integrated sociol-
ogy in the service of status quo and piecemeal reforms within the boundaries of the rul-
ing order, the followers of conflict sociology advocate radical, critical, emancipatory, Pro-
methean, alternative sociology. This mission of sociology is particularly advocated in the
works of Alvin Gouldner and Zygmunt Bauman.

Despite the sociological pessimism and nihilism of some researchers regarding the cur-
rent position and role of sociology and sociologists (ranging from P. Berger’s lamentation over
its fate, and the announcement of its demission) and the beginning of the era of post-sociol-
ogy (A. Dugin), the problem and challenge to its solution is much more complex. We con-
sider it in the defence key of the principle of totality and the return to the essential sociologi-
cal perspective. However, it presupposes the reproblematization of the issue of redefining the
subject of global sociology in modern times, the creation of an integrated paradigm, opening
of sociology through multidisciplinary and transdisciplinary development and cooperation
with the world of other sciences, and the construction of new cognitive syntheses.

In his book “Sociologist’s Craft’, starting from Marx’s theoretical-empirical principle
of totality, Rudi Supek points to three levels of the sociological analysis: epistemologically
logical, structurally historical and anthropologically analytical, which must be achieved
by sociologists in their research if they want to have scientifically valuable results. In the
sociological analysis and interpretation of topics, phenomena and problems as the subjects
of research, all these approaches must be combined in order to discover essential general
laws of the global society’s structure and dynamics, as well as specific regularities mani-
fested at different levels (macro, meso and micro) of the social organization, and the actual
position of men, social groups and communities, and the opportunities of their develop-
ment, disalienation and emancipation.

Supek points to the challenging and difficult position of the sociologist in research,
emphasizing that the sociologist

“must take care of the whole, i.e. have insight into the whole, so his/her consciousness
must function like a spotlight highlighting the totality of social processes, while at the same
time reaching only some parts, connections or relations in that totality, those that are the
most important for the assigned task... The sense of the sociologist’s research ethics is
to build oneself in terms of universal cognition and to embark only on partial research.
The sociologist behaves like a good architect who thinks of the completed building in
each detail. The sociologist is doomed to be a fighter and researcher in dangerous and
uncomfortable feats, Apart from all troubles he was exposed to by guardians of law and
order, he would have to go towards his goals with romantic enchantment, thinking that ‘he
is being smiled at by what threatens him™ (Supek, 1983, pp. 80-81).

The coming crisis of sociology, as Alvin Gouldner pointed out in his study “For Sociol-
ogy” (1973/1980), does not require the renewal of ordinary, traditional, routine sociology,
but completely new and special - emancipatory - sociology that will serve to contribute to
the man’s liberation (Gouldner, 1973/1980, p. 126). In that respect, “the renewal of sociol-
ogy is part of the renewal of the society that begins now and here; we cannot have a new
changed society as a whole without critically improving our established way of thinking,
and our theory of the society” (Gouldner, 1973/1980, p. 126). In contrast to neopositivist
“normal” sociology that is apologetically integrated in the existing order, we need “sociol-
ogy that will not only record, but also critically oppose to the existing... It requires more
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than sociology... It requires a comprehensive science to ensure insight into the historically
shaped real society as a totality” (Gouldner, 1973/1980, p. 112).

Gouldner’s request is possible to fulfil only through multidisciplinary and transdis-
ciplinary cooperation of sociology, but also through serious work on improving its theory
and research methodology.

Unfortunately, the largest part of works in contemporary sociology is characterized
by pronounced specialization, theoretical fragmentation and methodological shallowness,
which indicates that such sociology cannot be used for new liberating goals because it is
not reflective at all. That is why Gouldner’s critique of the theory must be reactualized, as
well as his plea for a reflexive and emancipatory role of sociology and engaged vocation of
sociologists in the modern society.
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