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CEJIO U (HE)ITOBJEPEIGE ITPEMA ITOJINTUYKUM
MHCTUTYLUJAMA JIPYIITBA
(emmmpujcko nctpaxusame y Lipuoj [opn)

Caxerak: OnHoc M3mehy /byam ca cena ¥ MHCTUTYIMja CHCTeMa KoMe TIPHIIajiajy ce
Hajuenthe oI7efao y YMEEHNIN Jja Cy CeTbally BUIIle oApeheHy robamHoM pYIITBY, Ap-
>KaBI U BIafiajyheM pesxuMy Hero CBM OCTaJIM CJIOjeBH Y jeHOM CUCTeMY 3ajeHO. Y MaluM
APYLITBMMA Kao IITO je I PHOTOPCKO, IbVIXOB yTI/II_[aj Kao IMOIMTNYKOI YMHNMOLIA 1 aKTMBHOT
yJeCHVKa y KpeMpamy IONMUTIIKOT )KMBOTA je MuHOpaH. OBa MCK/BYYEeHOCT je pe3ynTar
IIpuje cBera Majior Opoja Jbyam Koju Cy JaHac OCTaJIN Jia SKUBe I pajie Ha Cely, Te IBJIXOBUX
IieMOrpadCKIX KapaKTepUCTHKA. YK/bYIEHOCT Y jaBHO JIjeTIoBam:-e Ce CBOJM Ha M3BPIIaBame
HaJjIora, Iahame mopesa 1 u3Iasak Ha 1360pe 1a ce (He)IOpyKe OHU KOjU Ib/IMa BJIafIajy.
Ortypa mpomsnIasy ¥ Mounbe Ipuda o (He)IoBjepersy cebaka y HOMUTUYKY CUCTEM Y KOMe
xuBu. [IpeMeT Hatrer pajia je OfHOC cerbaka ITpeMa APYIITBeHOM MOPETKY ¥ MOMATIIKIM
MHCTHUTYIMjaMa IIPHOTOPCKOT APYIITBA.

Kipyune pujeun: ceno, Ilpua Iopa, nosjepeme, IpyuTBo, oauTHKa, UHCTUTyLIMje

YBon

Llpua Topa je, y3 Cpbujy, jenHa on pujeTkux semMamba EBpore koja je y mpoTtexknnx
HEKOJIVKO JlelleHNja BIIlle Iy Ta pefiedMHICANA CBOj APXKaBHOIIPABHY CTATYC U [PYLITBEHN
amapart Koju y ToM nopetky ¢yukinonuute. Hakon pacnaga COPJ, Lpua [opa u Cpbuja
1992. roguHe rpage gpxxaBHy 3ajeguniry CP Jyrocnasujy, xojy he 2003. roguse npenme-
HoBatu y [Ip>xaBHy 3ajeguniry Cp6uje u Lipue [ope. OBa 3ajegHniia, ca Opo4eHNM POKOM
Tpajaba, npectaje popmanto ga mocroju 2006. ropyHe, Kaga ce 0OHaB/ba FP)KaBHOIIPABHY
cTaTyc iBuje cTape bankaHcke Ap>kaBe. HaBesieHe TpancdopmMaluje cy OUTHO yTuIia-
JIe Ha YCIOpPeH U HeepMKacaH pasBoj MOMUTUIKIX MHCTUTYIMja CUCTeMa Y 06je 3embe.
ExoHoMCcKe Kpuse, CaHKI[}je I PaTOBY CY Y CTOITY IIPATW/IN HaBeJieHe IIPOMjeHe 1 YBEINKO
CY DOIPMHUjENN Jja Ce MHCTUTYLMOHAIHY allapaT He MO>Ke II0CMAaTpaTy Kao ay TOHOMHM
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OpraH yIpaB/bamba jefHUM APYIITBOM. Y HalleM CTy4ajy (IIpeMa CBUM IIOKa3aTe/buMa I
U3BjeINTajiMa), MHCTUTYIMje Cy Kao U 3a BpyjeMe colfujanusMa rpaheHe Kao mapTujcke
€KCIIO3UTYPEe Ca MUHMMYMOM CaMOCTaTHOCTH.

ITpaTehn ncTpaxknBama jaBHOT Mibeba Y MOCIENBYX MeT TOJHA U 3aBPIIHE U3-
Bjemraje 3a 2020. roguHy BUJMMO Jja je TIOBjeperbe Y MHCTUTyuje cucteMa y Ilproj Topu
IIpefi MOC/Iefbe MapIaMenTapHe nsbope 6mio Ha ucropujckom munumymy (CEDEM, 2020,
str. 8-9). JlormyHa IoC/IeMIIa He3aJOBO/bCTBA M MakbKa ITOBjepersa je U IpBa IeMOKpaT-
cka cmjeHa Brnactu y Lipnoj Topu. VicTpakuBame Koje je y aBrycty 2020. rofiiiHe ClIpoBeo
LIEOEM (ILleHTap 3a JeMOKpaTujy U /byACKa IpaBa) MIOKa3ajo je fa je y LPHOTOPCKOM
npyurtBy HajBehe moBjepere y TpafUIMOHAIHE MHCTUTYINje KOje Ha HAILlleM IPOCTOPY
ocToje, cucteM 06pasoBara 1 CPIICKy IPaBOCIABHY LpKBY. L|pkBe 11 MaHaCTIPU Cy Oyt
IIpBe YYMOHNIIE I He3aMjerbIBa Ky/ITypHA U IMBUIM3AIMjCKa MSBOPUIITA LIPHOTOPCKOT
Hapofja, HheroBe KyAType U AP>KaBHOCTH, OTYJA U He Yy/I) OBaj Pe3yNTaT y /IjeIMMUYHO
TPaJUIIMIOHATHOM I[PHOTOPCKOM JIPYILITBY.

VIcTopujcky KOHTEKCT Ce/baKOBOT (He)IOBjepema
y nonutnuke uHcturynuje Lpue Tope

Lproropcko gpymTso je modetkoM XX BUjeKa IPUIIafano U3PasuTo TPagUIo-
HaJIHOM TUITY JPYLITBA Ca ayTAPKMYHOM HATyPaTHOM MO/bONPUBPENHOM IIPOM3BOIHOM
Y OKOILITAJIOM COLIMja/THOM CTPYKTypoM. IIpema monucy us 1931. ronune, Lipua Iopa je
umana 360.000 cTaHOBHMKA, I7je je Buiile o 80% >KMBjeno Off MO/bONPUBPELE, INyMapCTBa 1
pubapcrsa. [Torporpuspena je 6uma JOMMHAHTHA IPUBPEHA TPaHa, all Cy leHe OCHOBHE
KapaKTepMUCTUKe OMIe: yCUTHEHOCT 1 paciapyaHOCT 3eM/BUIITHOT 110Cjefia, BeoMa HUCKM
IPYUXOAM 110 jefUHNIIY TOBPIINHE, HePa3BIUjeHOCT POOHE TPON3BOJbE, TPAANIIVIOHATHI
Ha4ylH o0pajie 3eM/be, IPUMUTIBHA CPECTBa 3a IpousBoAmy u ci. (Bulaji¢, 1959, str.
269-272). Kao puo Benuke fpxase Jyxunux CloBeHa, y Ap>KaBHOIPAaBHO pasBiamheHoj
Lipnoj Topu jayame MHCTUTYIMOHATHOT IIOPETKa je OMI0 Ha MapruHaMa MHTePecoBamba
HOBe BIacTiL. VI3MeDy nBa cBjeTcka para, HACYIIPOT TOMe, [OLIIO je 10 MOCTEIIeHOT PasBoja
UHLYCTPHje, Koja je ycrmoBma ofpehena momjepama y fpyLITBEHO] HOAjeNN Pajia, IPOMjeHy
Y Pa3Bojy HEKMX HOBMX MHJYCTPMjCKMX I'PaHa ¥ HApaBHO IIPOMjeHe Koje Cy MUjerbasie 1
meMorpadcKy C/IMKY Hallle 3eMbe.

Haxkon saBpiuerka [pyror cjerckor para Llpna Topa je (omnyxama Hapopse cxymmimi-
He 13 1945. rofyHe) 3BaHIYHO IIOCTA/IA jeHA Off IIECT PAaBHOIIPABHUX pery6nKa y HOBOj
jyrocnosenckoj ¢eneparju. Ha par ce HacTaBuiIa ,00HOBa 3eM/be ¥ M3TPaiiba COLjaIN-
3Ma’; IIITO je TIO/IOKaj CebaKa Y HOBOj APKaBHOj 3ajeIHIIIN OffaTHO Horopurano. CTpaTerky
3Ha4aj y 0BOM MOJIeNTy PYLITBEHO-eKOHOMCKOT pa3Boja MMaJIo je Oompefjerberbe 3a yop3aHy
U IPUHYAHY KOJIEKTUBM3ALV]y Cela U CTBaparbe T3B. Ce/baukMx pajHux sajgpyra (CP3).
AnMUHUCTpUpatbe MPUINKOM ofipebuBama OTKYITHIX KBOTA U Pelpecuja y cipoBobemwy
OTKYTIA [[je/IOBa/IN CY BEOMa NEeCTUMY/IaTUBHO Ha MOTUBALIjy CE/baKa, TOK je IbMXOB OHOC
IIpeMa MHCTUTYLMjaMa cucteMa (Y Mjepi y K0joj je To 6110 JO3BO/bEHO) II0CTajao aHTaro-
HMUCTUYKN. ,O6aBese y OTKyIy cy ofipehuBaHe ImpeMa IIaHy CjeTBe, a He IpeMa CTBApHO
3aCHMjaHMM MTOBPIIMHAMA U IOCTUTHY TUM NpuHOcuMa. Ofys3yMao ce KOIMKO ce HallIo,
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6e3 063upa Ha ToTpebe caMuX cebaka, @ Y3TPESHO e BPIINO IIPUTHCAK 3a CTYIIabe ce/baka
y CP3. I[IpUTUCHYTU OTKYIIOM, MHOTH CY Y/Ia3U/IN Y 3aIpyre caMo fia Ou ce CKJIOHWIN Of
HEIIOfHOLIUBYIBOT IIPUTICKA Ha ce/bake npuBaTHuKe” (Horvat, 1976, str. 785).

3a HaBefeHn nepnof, y LpHoj Topu je moce6Ho 6una uspaxkeHa morpeba cTeapama
KaJpoBa I pasBoja COLMjaMMCTUIKOT NPYIITBEHONOMUTIYKOT ¥ EKOHOMCKOT CHCTEMa.
Hasegenn nmpouecn cy NOKpeHyu paBy TIaBUHY OHMX KOji Cy MUTPUPAIN U3 I[PHOTOP-
CKIIX CeJIa 11 IIOJ/bOIIPMBPeJie Y IpafioBe 1 HEIo/bOIPpMBpeiHa 3aHNMama (y dpabpuke n
mpyraje). MoryhHocTu Koje je Hynuo rpag 6ue cy pasHoBpcHe. O6pasoBaibe 1 3alOLIberbe
OTBapajy HOBe KaHajIe COLMjaHe IPOMOLyje M MOTYRHOCT HalpeoBatba Ha X1jepapXujcKoj
JbeCTBULIY IPYIITBA. Y TAaKBUM YCTIOBMMA, jyTOC/IOBEHCKE MHCTUTYLHje (KOje CY ,,CeleKTH-
paHe” ca caMor BpXa IapTyjcKe OpraHyusanyje) Hujecy ycujerne fa o6e3bujene ctabumHOCT
" epMKACHOCT Koje OaIITuHe pasBljeHe AeMoKparcke seM/be. OBfje ce Ha CKOPO CBAaKMX
JieceT TOAMHA [lelllaBasia HeKa ycTaBHa pedopMa (peBomynuja) KojoM 6u ce ycaBplaBaa
UJICO0JIONIKA OTHOPa (GyHKLMOHNCAba KOMYHICTUYKOT CUCTeMa. JeinHa CTabM/IHOCT Cy
6ue mapTujcke henuje 1 HepopMaTHU OFHOCH U Be3e, JOK Cy MHCTUTYIIMje CHCTeMa TI0
MAPTHjCKUM MIPUTICKOM O1171e IpOMjerbuBe.

ITepyon conyjamicTUYKOT yIpas/barba ceroM (1945-1991) saspuno je y Lproj Topu
CMatbeeM yijefia MO/bOIPUBPENHOr Y YKYITHOM CTAHOBHMIITBY 3a BUILE Of 8 1y Ta, ca 76%
Ha 10% (Bakic i Mijanovi¢, 2006, str. 95-99). Ersoxyc ibymu n3 pypanaux nogpydja y IlpHoj
Topu (xao Hurmje Ha IpOCTOPY OMBILIE JyrociaBlje) Haj3HAYAjHUJUM CBOjUM AMjeioM 6110
j€ pesynTaT HelloCTOjaba JyrOPOYHE CTPAaTEeTNje HUTH IIOIMTUKE Pa3Boja IO/bOIPUBPETe
" cena.

[Tocnuje maga coLMjanMCTUYKOT MOPETKA OUEKIBaIa ce KOpjeHnTa 1 6p3a ImpoMjeHa
IIje/IOKYITHOT APYLITBEHOT XIBOTA U Ce/baIlTBA y eMy. TpaHsunuja (Tpancopmariyja)
jeIHOT CHCTeMa yIIpaB/bama (Colujami3Ma) y OCHOBY 611 TpebasIo [a 3HauM yCIOCTaB/babe
jeHOT HOBOT, APYIITBEHO XyMaHUjeT OpeTKa, MoceOHO Tpeko adupmaluje mpuBaTHOT
BracHumTBa. MehyTum, kako Hasoge Cphan u Mapuua bykuh (Sljukié¢ S., Sljukié¢ M.,
2018, str. 611), ,,JicX0f je Ha Kpajy IIyTa CTH, Ce/bAllITBO IPECTaje fja IOCTOj, a IIO/bOIIPYB-
PEAHIK je, Kao IIpely3eTHMK, y TIOTITYHOCTH Be3aH 3a TPKUIITE ¥ MHAYCTPHjY. [...] Y HOBUje
je BpeMe CKOBaH U TEPMIUH ,,fene3anTusannja’ (depeasantization), koju 61cMo Ha CpIICKU
jesVIK MOITIV TIPEBECTH Kao ,,pasce/baderbe’ U Koju ce AeMHUIIe Kao ,epOo3uja arpapHOT
HadlMHa )XMBOTA KOjyi KOMOVHYje HaTypalHy ¥ POOHY IPOM3BOAY .

Kpusa Tparcdopmarnmje [pymTBeHor mopeTka MaHudecTopana ce Kpos mosehany
CTOIIy HE3aIIOCTIEHOCTH, HeOBO/bHY €EKOHOMCKY aKTMBHOCT, KPMMIHAIM3ALIjy IIPUBPENeE,
HPOAy)KeHy IayIlepM3alifjy, JOK je paT y OKpy»Kemby 0110 Kpajiby IIPON3BO OBMX HOJII-
tuka. Curyannja Ha pypanHum npocropuma Ilpue fope 6una je ycko geTepMuHICcaHa
CBYIM OBMM JIelIaBab}IMa 1 II0/10Kaj Ce/baKa Y OBAaKBOM JIPYLITBEHOM KOHTEKCTY II0CTA0
je jolI HeITOBO/bHM) .

ITon yTnijajem oBaKBe APYIITBEHO-UCTOPUjCKE U KyNTypHE KOHCTeNAlje, TPEHT ITaja
6poja cTaHOBHMKa KOjI KMBe Ha Cenly 1 O6aBe ce MO/bOIPUBPEIOM U ajbe Ce HaCTaBba.
OHo 1TO ce faHac UCTUYE KAO [TIABHM IIOKA3aTe/b HeaJleKBaTHe IpyKaBHe IO/IUTUKE ITpeMa
ceny y lIproj Topu je gpactudno cMamembe ydemrha 6poja MO/ONPUBPETHUKA Y YKYITHOM
6pojy cranoBHNKa fip>kaBe. Camo y mepuopy nsMeby mocentba ABa mommca CTAHOBHUIITBA,
2003-2011, 6poj cerpaka ce cMamMo 3a 3 MpoLeHTa yuelha y yKYITHOM CTaHOBHUIITBY
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Hallle 3eM/be, IIITO CBaKaKo Huje Maiu 6poj Hu 3a Beha, pasBujeHmja ApyLITBa, @ KAMO/IN
3a [pHOropcko apymrso (MONSTAT, 2011, str. 10-14). HaBenenu mokasaTespu jacHO
JEeMOHCTPUPAjy IpOMaIleH CUCTEMCKM OJHOC IIpeMa Cely U, Kao IOC/IEANIY TOra, IeTIo-
Iy/alyjy pypanHor Iofipyvja ¢ TeH[eHLMjaMa paiuKaau3anuje 10 IOTIYHOT NiYe3aBarba
IerOBOT CTAHOBHMIITBA.

Heuennjcko popcrparme MHAYCTpPYje U IPAICKIX HACe/ba, @ 3aII0CTaB/bakbe OJbOIIPYUB-
pefie u cena, TOBETIO je 10 3HAYajHUX CTPYKTYPHMX IIPOMjeHa Koje Hijecy Y QYHKIUjn
IbIIXOBOT CaBpeMeHOT pa3Boja. MehyTim, 0BakBo JjesioBarmbe Kace KOEKTVBHIX B/IACHIKA
Ha II0YeTKY ¥ JOOUTHMKA TPaH3MUIMje Ha KPajy IPolieca HEMIHOBHO je JOBOAMIIO [0 T1ajia
IIOBjepema Ce/baKa y MHCTUTYLMje CUCTeMa Y KOMe JKIBE U CTBapajy.

Teopujcku nmpuctyn npobremy

Kapa ce roBopy 0 MOMTIYKOM IIOBjeperbY VIV HEIIOBjepey y MHCTUTYIVje CUCTEMA,
OHJIa ce Hajuelrthe roBOPM O JIBa TEOPMjCKa IIPYCTYIIA. JefjaH Off BUX je Ky panuciiu4u,
npyru unciuitiyyuonanqu npuctyn (Mishler, Rose, 2001). Kynrypannctuuky npuctyn
MIONINTIYKOM IIOBjepersy 3aBICH Off CTABOBA 11 BPMjeFHOCTH KOju Ce IIPEKO IOPOJuIIe Ipe-
HOCe ca POfiNTesba Ha JIjeIly, a aKIleHaT Ce CTaB/ba Ha MICTUIabe APYLITBEHOT IIOBjepemha
Kao jefiHe 0f] HajBXXHMjUX HelmocpenHuX ogpenunia. C ipyre cTpaHe, MHCTUTYI[MOHATHE
Teopuje Kao IJIaBHe MOCTY/IaTe NOBjeperba Y MHCTUTYLUje MCTUYY YIPaBo e(UKaCHOCT
U YIMHKOBUTOCT CaMUX MHCTUTYIIM]A, Te BPEJHOBabe BIXOBOT (PyHKIMOHMCama MeDy
rpabannMa. ,,Tako Ban gep Mep u [lekep noBjepeme y Hal[MOHa/IHe IOMUTUYKE UHCTU-
TyIMje cMaTpajy IOC/IeAVIIOM paliIOHaTHOT BpeJHOBamba OFHOCA IOjeHIIA U AP)KaBe,
KOjM 3aBJICU Off KOMIIETEHTHOCTM, 3alHTEPECOBAHOCTH, OATOBOPHOCTH 1 ITOY3IaHOCTH
tux uacTuTymja” (Sekulié, Sporer, 2010, str. 5-11).

Takobe, mpumnKoM KCTpaXk1Bama MOBjepeba rpahaHa y MHCTUTYIMje crucTeMa He-
OIIXOJHO je IOMEHYTH M MICTPaKMBarba Koja Cy Ce OIHOCI/IA Ha IIPOYYaBatbe COLMjaTHOT
KaIlTala Kao BXKHOT CEIMEHTa APYIITBEHUX OfHOCA. 3a aHa/IM3e OBOT TUIIA CY IOCEOHO
BakHa [TaTHaMOBa MCTpaXXMBama, Y KOjUMa ce cMaTpa fia je e@UKacCHOCT MHCTUTYIV)ja
IPMMapPHO YCTIOB/beHa EKOHOMCKMM, MTOJIUTUYKUM UM IIMPUM JPYIITBEHUM yCIOBMMA.
OH ce moce6HO PoKyCHPaO Ha COLMOEKOHOMCKe (paKTope, IpHje CBera 6pyTo APYIITBEHN
[IPOV3BOJ, U COLMOKY/ITYPHE YMHIUOLE Y KOje yOpaja rpahaHcKy aHra)KOBaHOCT (MO/IMTHYKA
¥ HeIIOJIVTMYKA IIapTULMIIALja), HOMUTINYKY jeHAKOCT (jeHaka IpaBa 1 oOaBese 3a CBe
YJIAHOBeE 3ajefHIIIe), COMMAAPHOCT 1 IOBjeperbe (Putnam, 2003).

Benuxku 6poj mpumjepa ykasyje ga je ogHoc n3Mely BracTu u ce/baka, OGHOC YTBP-
bewnor, ysajamuor Henosjepema. Kaxo nume Anpu Manpgpa (Henri Mendras), kpymnan
BeJIeTIOCjeHNK ce y CBOM deyaamHoM 3aMKy ocjeha Kao ycpep orcasie, off cefbaka MOXKe
O4YeKJBATH Hajrope, MoceOHO aKo cy 3axBalieHM 0CBeTHMYKUM 3aHOCOM. Taia je mpBa skerba
ce/paka, 6110 Kojux 1 6110 Ihje, Ia OIUbavKajy U 3amajie ABOpAIl, 3ajeHO ca Manupuma
Koju yTBphyjy BrnacTenmHcka npasa u ja youjy asopjannHa. la ce To He 61 fecuIo, BIacT
06VYHO KOPUCTH CBa CPEACTBA: IOMIUIINjCKa, IPaBHA, NEO/IOIIKA I CBA [PYTa, jep Cy CBa
CpencTBa ,io0pa” aKo Cy ,KOpUCHA Y Ofp>KaBamby Mypa Meby ce/paniuma 11 MogaHuIIMa
yomuire. ,/max je Hajoo/be CpeCTBO fia ce Ce/baliyl ApsKe Y CBeTOM YBaXKaBarby ay TOPUTETA,
Za ce ¢ BUMa byzie y foOpUM OJHOCKMA KaKo 6U OHU MCKPEHO BOJbENN CBOje YITIeTHUKe.
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To je najmakiue moctuhi Kajia ce MOXKe MaxaTy 3ajefHIYKIM HeTIpIjaTe/beM — Ha IIpYMjep,
KpasbeM, TpajioM, ipBeHnMa, crpaniuma’ (Mendras, 1986, str. 255).

Y HoBUje BpujeMe ce 1 jajbe KOPUCTE CIMIHY MEeXaHM3MM, MaJja C€ MaHUITy/Ialiyja
ce/balliMa OCJIarba U Ha CYNTIIHMje MeTOfle Koje 3Hade ¥ Kopuirhermbe CBeIpUCy THIX
€/IeKTPOHCKUX Menuja. [lanac ce ce/banMa IIpeKo TeleBU3Mje IIacupajy pasHe upeje
U KacHUje KOHayHe OfITyKe, Te Ce Ha Taj Ha4MH OHM ¥ HEIIOCPEIHO yBJIaye Y IMOIUTUYIKY
Mpexy. Kako npnmjehyje Munosarn Mutposuh, ,, 10/ TIYapyt 1 TOMUTHYKE CTPAHKE, T1a 11
IIO/IMTUKA YOIIIITE, JO/IA3€ Y CEI0 M CTIDKY JIO Ce/baKa y BpeMe U Ha HauMH KOj1 OroBapajy
CBaKOM JIPYrOM BUIIIe HETO Cey 1 ce/baliuMa. A Kajj cerbaliyt Oyy yBydeHM y MOMUTHUKY,
OH/Ia OHM 0O6MYHO OMBajy MAaHUIIYIMCAHM Off CBOjUX BoDa, TaKiile U BUIIIE O CBUX APYTUX
c/0jeBa — jep Cy Off APYIMX Makbe 00pa3oBaHu, IOIIMje OpraHn3osanu n 6ecriomohuuju y
3aIITUTI CBOjUX MHTepeca” (Mitrovi¢, 1998, str. 254).

ITopen HaBemeHNX IpUMjepa IOCTOj€ U OHY KOji YKa3yjy Ha HEKe TPaJUIIOHa/IHe
LpTe Ce/bauKOr MEHTA/INTETA KOje Ce OHOCE Ha jaBHe IOTUTHUKE 11 3ajeHITIKO 106po. JenHa
Off TAKBMX KapaKTePUCTIIKA je U IIPeHarIallieHa jarmMa 3a IPYpOIHO OrpaHNIeHM J0o0prMa
Ha jegHoM mpocTopy. OBaj 06pasary OMUTHNYKOT [TOHAIIAKA je CATKAH Ha OCHOBI IIpeMa
K0joj ce Ha BJIaCT y IpKaBM I7Iefla Kao Ha OrpaHMYeHO IpUPOAHO fob6po. Ha npymrseny
MOR VM MHCTUTYILIMOHA/IHY CHCTeM IVIefia Ce Kao Ha YHAIpYjel JaTy IOMUTUYKY KOHCTAHTY,
IIa Kaj je jefHu CTU4y Apyru je obaBe3HO y uCTOj cpasmepu ryde. Camjyen XaHTHHITOH
0Baj IIPUCTYII HA3UBA (Heopujom oiparuueroi goopa, raje oH objalmaba 6eCKPYIIYIO3HO
OTMMarbe OKO BJIACTH, IPEHAI/IAIEHO U IPYMUTHUBHO ,,CTPaHIaperbe” y CBUM APYLITBIMA
6e3 ny6/me rpahancko-mubepante Tpagunuje (Mitrovi¢, 1998, str. 303). Taksu momymaro-
JIOLLIKY TIOJINTUYKY (DeHOMEHN Mabe-BUIIe CY PAIlPEHN Y CBUM Ce/badyKUM JPYIITBIIMA,
ma u Kof Hac y LpHoj Topu. Yaumajyhn y 063up unmenniy fa ¢y arpapau ogaocu y LIpHoj
Topu BjekoBuMa 61/ TIOJ YTHUIIAjeM IVIEMEHCKe OpraHu3alnje APYIITBA U /A je KOMeK-
TUBHA CBOjMHA YTO JOMMHMPAsa HaJl IPUBATHUM BJIACHUIITBOM, MOXXEMO TBPIUTH Jja
je Teopuja orpanndeHor fobpa y lpuoj fopn 611a moce6HO nspaxeHa.

Kao mito ce n3 0BOT TEOPUjCKOT YBOJA jaCHO U BUJM, IIOBjeperbe y MHCTUTYLIUjE je
YCKO Be3aHO 3a COLMja/IHI TI0/I0XKaj, IPOCTOPHU PacIoper Jbyiu Ha je[IHOj TEPUTOPUjU U
OffHOC I7106a/THOT PYLITBA IpeMa Ma/IiM JIOKa/THUM 3ajeffHuIlaMa. Ha ocHOBY HaBefieHOT,
MO>X€MO IIOCTaBUTY ¥ OCHOBHY XMIIOTE3y HallleT MCTPAKMBamba:

- Ipeiniiocitiaséma ce ga he oHu Koju sxuee y ypoaHUM cpequHama, 3ay3umajy 6Uiu
coyujannu Honoxcaj u y wom ioinegy Kopuciie iose3usaroe ca UHCIUTYuUujama gpyuwiiiea,
umatiu u euude iosjeperva y gomahe u mehynapogte onutiiuuxe uncitiuiiyyuje. Kaxo
Cy UpHOTOPCKU cerpayu y HoCaegrux ocam geueruja notauyHy iyouilHuyu mpansuyuje
U pasHux cucitiema yipasmwared, iiako he kog wux ocimiojaitiu u sehia 0gbojHocili tipema
COUM UHCIUUTIYUUJaMa UPHOIOPCKOT U eBPOTICKOT gpyuiiliea.

Oga xumnoresa nponsnasu 13 Beher 6poja cTpaxkuparma Koja I0Kasyjy fia o560jHOCT
IpeMa MHCTUTYIMjaMa I eBPOIICKIM MHTETPaljaMa MOKasyjy ,IyOUTHUIM Y IPOLecy
TpaH3NIYje, a la ,KoouTHNI MMajy nosutusHuju cras (Sekulié, Sporer, 2010).
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MeTOJl UCTpaXXMBamba

3a M3pagy eMIMpHjCKOT [ujena OBOT pajja y3eTo je EBpOIICKO MHTepHALMOHATHO
aHKeTHO rcTpaxnBaibe (European Social Survey — ESS) xoje ce Ha mpocTopy 38 eBpor-
CKMX 3eMasba cuposoju of 2001. rogune, cBake fpyre roguue. Ilpna Iopa je mocrana
JJI0 OBOT MCTpaKMBa4Kor IIpojexra 2018. rofnHe, Kaja je CpoBefieH MOCIeN bI HUKITYC
ucrpaxusama. 36or mangemuje COVID-19, ncrpaxusaukn nuxiayc npeasuben 3a 2020.
TO/IMHY je OIJIOXKEH.

I'maBHM 1M/beBU HaBEAEHUX UCTPaXKMBambha Cy Ja:

1. mpero3Hajy cTaOMIHOCTY ¥ IIPOMEHe Y IPYLITBEHO] CTPYKTYPH, OKOMHOCTHMA U
CTaBOBMMa NONy/Ianuje y EBpomnn, kao 1 ja TyMade Kako ce OfiBMjajy ApyIUTBEHe,
MONMUTUYKE ¥ MOPAJIHe IIPOMEHE y eBPOIICKUM APYIITBUMA;

2. ycTaHOBe U MIMpe BUCOKe CTaHAapAe paja y MehyHapomgHuM ncTpaxmupamuma
y OPYLITBEHNM HayKaMa, YK/by4yjyhn Ha mpuMep [usajH YINTHUKA U IIpefTe-
CTUpambe, IM3ajH Y30paKa, IPUKYI/balbe MofaTaKa, CMamberhe IPUCTPACHOCTH 1
MOY3JaHOCT MHMKATOPA;

3. yBemy noysflaHe MHAMKATOP€ HALIMOHA/THOT HAIIPETKA, 3aCHOBAHE Ha Olla)KamblMa
U IpolleHaMma rpabaHa 0 K/byYHMM aclleKTHMa HbUXOBUX APYIITABA;

4. CIpoBOJie U OJIAKIIIAjy 00YKY eBpOIICKMX APYLITBEHMX UCTPaXKMBayda 3a KOMIIapa-
TUBHA KBAHTUTATMBHA Mepeha I aHa/IN3E;

5. mo6orbIlIajy BUA/BUBOCT U YIOTPeby MojaTaka o IPYIITBEHNM IIPOMeHaMa YHy Tap
aKaJieMCKIUX KPyTroBa, Kao 1 KOojj KpeaTopa moautuke u umipe jaaoctu (https://
www.europeansocialsurvey.org/about/country/serbia/).

basa mopaTaka je mpeyseta ca cajra https://www.europeansocialsurvey.org/data/
round-index.html, gox cy zo6ujenn mogaun (IpuKasaHy y TEKCTy Kpo3 rpaduKoHe 1
taberne) obpahrBanm o cTpaHe ayTopa, y mporpamy SPSS 17.

VcTpaknBadKy y30paK je perpeseHTaTnBaH 1 00yxBaTa UCIUTAHIKE KOjU CY OffabpaHn
TI0 CTPOTYIM MeTOJjaMa CITyJajHOT n360pa y cBakoj dhasi. YUeCHWUI NCTPaKMBamha, UMji Cy
ofroBopy 611N IpeiMeT Hallle aHam3e, ¢y cranoHuuy Lpue Tope crapocHe o6 mpeko
15 roguHa (ropma rpaHuliia Huje I0CTaB/beHa) KOjy Cy y4ecTBOBa/IM y UCTpaKuBamy 2018.
ropuHe. V13 Ilpue [ope je y ucTpakuBamwy yKyIHO ydectBoBano 1200 (592 xxeHckux u 608
MYIIKMX) YYEeCHUKA, Off yera 6musy 300 McIMTaHMKa Hace/baBa pypairHa noapydja Lipae lope.

Pesynrarn

ITpuje Hero MmTO KpeHEMO Y MHTepIIpeTaljy ToOujeHIX IofjaTaKa, ykasahemo kpaTko
Ha pe3ynTaTe UCTPaXMBamba Koje je y oprannsauuju LIEJJEM-a cnpoBeeHo youn 1mo-
Clepm X HapnaMenTapaux nsbopa y puoj Topu (2020). HesagoBobCTBO (HyHKIMOHM-
cambeM IPHOTOPCKIX MHCTUTYIMja MaHN(PECTOBANIO Ce Y Pe3yNTaTNMa OBOTa ITPOjeKTa 1
HOTBPANM/IO KOHTUHYUTET KOjU C€ y IPHOTOPCKOM APYLITBY IOCTEAbUX NeleHNja Huje
npeknpao. IIpeMa 0BoM nCTpaXknBamwy, IIOBjeperbe Y CBe MHCTUTYIMje CHCTeMa OUIbexXn
UCTU VTN CIMYAH TPeH/[| Y OFHOCY Ha UcTpakuBamwa 2018. n 2019. rogune. ,,IIponenar
nosepema y leneranujy EY je 41,1 oacTo, monuuunjy 40,9, cyncrso 39,7, Bojcky Lipne
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Tope 38,3, HeBmagyHe oprannsanuje 37,9, a TY)KMIAITBO ¥Ma ITOBEpPerba caMo 36,9 ofcTo
rpabana. CBeTcka 3paBCTBeHa OpraHusalja uMa rnosepeme 36,1 ncnurannka, HATO
33,9, npencepHuk apxase 33,8, Bnaga 31,8, CxynurtuHa 29,4, nonuTudke mapTuje 22,5,
a HajMambe ce Bepyje HeKaHOHCKOj LIpHOoropckoj npaBocmaBHOj IIpKBH, cBera 12,8 oxicTo.
Y cucrem obpasosama y LpHoj opu Bepyje 52 oncTo ncnutanmka, y CpIcky IpaBocIaBHy
LpKBY 46,4, a 30paBCTBEHM cHCTeM 43,4 OfICTO, TOKA3aJIO0 je uCTpakupame [leHTpa 3a
IeMoKparujy 1 jpygcka nmpasa’ (CEDEM, 2020 ).

Iocmarpajyhu pesynrare Hamer ucrpaxnsama (Tabema 6poj 1), Bupumo ia je mosje-
perbe UCIUTaHMKA Y LpHOropcKe nHCTUTyLuje 2018/19. rognHe takobe 6110 Ha MCTOPM;-
CKOM MMHUMYMY. Y IPUKa3aHUM Pe3y/ITaTiMa He II0OCTOj} CTaTUCTUYKA 3HAYAjHOCT, HUTH
nocroju Beha pasnnka y ofroBopuMa Kajia je y IUTamwy MjecTO CTaHOBamba MCIIUTAHMKA.
Y cBera jBa crydaja, Kajia je y uTamy oBO paHrupame, Y H u Iomunuja cy pobumm oujexe
nsHap 5.00 (onjemuBame je 6mto Ha ckami of 01 go 10). OBaj peHOMEH ce Haj6o/be MOXKe
006jaCHNTI YMILEHNUIIOM [Ia je IIPHOTOPCKO APYLITBO y MOCTIEbe TPU AelieHN]je IPOILIO
pasHe Kpuse y cBoM (yHKUMOHNCawY. [IpuMjepa paau, mapaaMeHTapHa Kpusa us 2016.
rofuHe U QYHKIMOHNUCAbE ,,KPIber” HmapiaMeHTa 610 je 1 HajBehu yaapar MHCTUTYIjaMa
Ip>aBHOT armapata. OBaj 4eTBOPOTOAMIIY IPo6IeM Y GyHKIMOHNCaky CKYMIITIHE ce
0 IpaBWIy MaHN(PECTOBAO VM KPO3 HIDKM CTEIIEH IIOBjeperha y OBY MHCTUTYIIVY.

Hedyukiyonanuy fpyxaBHM anapar ¥ eKOHOMCKa Kp¥3a Y 3eM/bY 1 OKPY>Kerby Ipefi-
CTaB/ba/IM Cy YBEPTUPY 3a jolI fyO/by COLMjaIHy ApaMy LpHOropcKor apymrsa. Kpos
acepe ,,/Inmenka” u ,,KoBepra” ZOIIII CMO Ha IIPar OTKPUBAbA LIMPOKE MPEXE APYIITBEHe
kopymiuje. Mebytnm, oBu poliecn u faH-faHAC YeKajy CBOj enuIor. VI3 HaBeleHNX pasyio-
ra ¥ He 9y/ IIaj IIOBjepera y KJbyuHe nomutiyake nHcturynuje Lipue fope (o6yxsahene
OBUM UCTpaxKuBamweM) — CKYIIITHHY, TIOTUTUYKe TapTuje 1 MehyHapogHe MOMuTIIKe
opraHmsanuje Koje Ha OBUM IpocTopuMa GyHKIoHury. KymynatusHo rinefaso, cse
HaBeJleHe MHCTUTYLIUje Cy ce y ounMa rpabaHa neprymupare Kao reHepaTop UIu HjeMu
CBjefloK KOPYIILije KOja je Ha OBMM IIPOCTOPMMA IIOCTIeNiEbe TPH AelieHMje O1Ia n3pakeHa.
JenuHo je monuumja, y OFHOCY Ha CBe OCTAJIe, yCIIjera Aa ce mpodumiire ca 61aro 60/buM
orjenama. MebyTtum, mosjepeme y ,,0Be yHIpOpME”, Koje Y IIOCTIeABIX HEKOIVKO felieHumja
HUjecy 3Ha4ajHO IPUOHIjele OTKPUBaby KOPYIILMje Ha BICOKOM HIBOY, Takobe je 6110
Ha UCTOPUjCKOM MUHMMYMY.

Ypaso 360r palnpeHe KOpYIILyje Yy CBUM ITOpaMa LIPHOTOPCKOT APYLITBA 11 He
Jyze Ha/masy 10 KOjMX CMO JOLIIM HAIlUM UCTpakuBameM. [TocmaTpajyhy mpso ofHOC
npema CKyNIITVHY, Ka0 Haj3Ha4ajHUjeM HomUTH4IKoM tujeny y LipHoj Topn, yBuba ce ma,
3a pasnuKy of Jbyiy U3 ImaBHOr rpaga Ipue Tope, celbany n OHM KOju JKUBE Y MarbyiM I'pa-
TOBMMA MM IPUTPALCKMM Hace/bMMa MIMajy HELITO Mamby CTelleH NoBjepema. IloBjepeme y
ITapnament Ipue Tope, xao wmro ce y Ipadmkony 1 u By, HajBuIIIe MCKA3yjy CTAHOBHUIIN
[Moxropuiie, mTo 360r MPOCTOPHE GIMCKOCTU Ca OBOM MHCTUTYIIVjOM, IITO 36O0T TaKIie
MOryhHOCTM ¥ JTaKIIer yTHIlaja Ha YK/BYYEHOCT Y pelllaBalbe HEKMX OIIITUX MpobieMa
npyurTea. Kako ce moMjepumMo U3 IIeHTpa I7TaBHOT Ipajia, Moce6HO MpeMa pypamHiM I
ypOaHUM IoApydjuMa cjeBepa, TaKO I 0Baj HIBO IOBjepersa npema Ckymmtau [pae
Tope maga. [IpymiTBeHa NCK/bY4€HOCT 11 IIOCTaB/batbe CTAHOBHUKA CjeBepa Ha mepude-
pUjy IPYIITBEHMX JlelllaBakba yTUUY [ia Ce Y OBMM CpeJiiiHaMa IIOBjepembe Y MHCTUTYLIMje
crcTeMa 3Ha4ajHO cMamyje. MoykeMo 3aK/byUUTH Jia je TTOBjeperbe Y 0Baj BMCOKM JOM Ha
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jaKO HMCKOM HUBOY, jep je KyMy/IaTMBHO pe3Y/ITaT IIOBjeperba, HEeT/lje UCITOf] II0JI0BMHE
Haruer y3opka. OBfije 611 IOBjeperbe UCIUTaHNKa 6110 OXKe/bHO IT0BE3aT! ca IOMEHY-
TYM MHCTUTYLIMOHATHIM TeOpHjaMa Ifije ce ucTude epUuKaCHOCT ¥ YIMHKOBUTOCT CAMUX
MHCTUTYLIMja, Te Ca BpeHOBAbEM HIXOBOT PYHKI[MOHNCama off cTpaHe rpahana. Kao
IITO Ce U3 pesynTara Koje je CKyIIITiHa OCTBapIIa jaCHO M BUJY, OBaj MOJET je CKOPO
HENpUMjerbUB 33 LIPHOTOPCKY IMOMUTUYIKY CTBAPHOCT.

ITon JleHpuc je y CBOjUM MCTpaXXMBambMIMa HABOANO OpojHe 0COOMHE KOje ce TIpu-
HICYjy ce/baliMa U HarlanraBao ciefehe: amMbnBaenija mpemMa rpajy, HeOCTaTaK ak-
TUBU3MA, ocehaj Marbe BpeIHOCTH, KOH3epBaTH3aM, IPOBMUHIIN]CKIL HA30pU U aTanusam
HACYIpOT couyjamHoM aktuBusmy (Mitrovié, 1998, str. 286). HegocTaTak coryjanHor ax-
TMBU3Ma Ce YIIPaBO OITIefla ¥ IbJMXOBOM (He)IIOBjeperby IIpeMa PYTOM ,CTYOy  ITOMTUTIIKOT
JKMBOTA — IIOIUTUYKMM CTPaHKaMa U IOIUTUYApyMa Y CUCTeMY ylpaB/baka. Husak HuBo
YK/BY4EHOCTH y HeTIOCpeffHe Ipoljece OTydnBamka MaHN(pECTYyje ce M y HalllM pe3y/Ta-
tuma. [Tormmriyapuma, Kao IOjeAMHIMMA, Ha CeTy IjeIMMITYHO UM IIOTIIYHO Bjepyje cBera
11,6% Hammx ucnmranuka. Curyanmja y rpagosuma Lipue Tope Huje 3HawajHO 607ba, jep
Cce 0BO TIOBjeperhe Ha/as3y Ha HUBOY off cBera 16,8% mcnmranux. Hyku HUBO 10Bjepena, y
OZIFOBOPMMA MCTIMTAHNKA, je M3PaKeH U IIpeMa NOMUTUIKMM IapTujaMa Koje y Llpnoj fopn
¢yHnkuonniny. [la yoniurte HeMajy oBjepera y IOMUTHYKe CTpaHKe Kaxe 49,1% Haummx
VICIIMTaHMKA, JOK cBera 3,7% MCIMTaHMKa MM ITyHO IOBjeperbe y CTpaHKe U MapTuje Ha
LIPHOTOPCKOj IONMUTIUYKO] ClieHN. Ha 0CHOBY HaBelleHOT pe3ynTara ce BUAM KOINUKO Cy
06uany craHoBHuuy Lipre Tope ,ygamenn” of n3abpaHUX MIOMUTHIKIX TNfEPa U MjecTa
I7Ije ce IOHOCe BaXkHe MONMNTIUYKe OfiTyKe. IbuxoBo Hemosjepeme ce OIeT He pasnuKyje
IPacTUYHO Kafja Y3MeMO y 003Up MjeCTO CTaHOBama I COLMjaTHM MTO/I0YKaj CTAHOBHUKA.
CMarpaMo Ja je MCKa3aHO HelloBjeperbe MocIenIia MOTIyHe oTyheHocTH Kojy je Ha
MCINTAHUK ocjehao mpeMa MONMMTUYKYM MHCTUTYIMjaMa LIPHOTOPCKOT CUCTeMa, Te MOT-
IyHe HeMOTyNHOCTM Jla ce OBMM MHCTUTYIVjaMa IPUOIVDKY 1 fla Ha OO KOjU HadMH
yTude Ha BUX0BO QyHKIMOHVCatbe.

Ha kpajy, HoBjeperbe y CIIO/bHOIONMUTIYKE MHCTUTYIIMje WM He3aobmnasaH ,,tpehn’”
(baKTop MOMUTHYKOT XK1BOTa Ha Bajkany (y oBoM ciydajy caunibseH o EBporickor mapra-
MeHTa, EBporicke yHuje u YjenumeHnx Hanuja) je, Kao 1 y Behunu semasba y OKpy>xemy,
He3aBJICHA IVIMEH3Mja Y OTHOCY Ha HoBjepeme y soMahe nHcTUTYIHMje cucTema. [ToBjepeme
y EBponicky yHujy u YjenumeHe Hanyje yryhyje Ha cMdaH OHOC HAaIIUX UCTIMTAHUKA
IIpeMa OCTaIVM eBPOIICKMM 3eM/baMa Koje Cy OMile YK/bydeHe y ucTpaxupame. Hamas
y Ipaduxony 6p. 2 noxasyje fja CIlOJbHOIONMUTIYKE UHCTUTYIIMje OV/bexKe PelaTUBHO
HajBehe cToIle MoBjeperba KOJ, HAIIMX UCIMTAHMKA, Majia je ¥ TO IIOBjeperbe Ha 0301/bHO
HICKOM HIBOY. MehyTum, oBfje je HIBO HelOBjepera 3HAUajHO HIDKIL HETO Y pe3ynTa-
TuMa o Kojux je LIEJJEM pomrao u oBaj Hanmas 3a 6yayha uctpaxmBarma Moxe 61TH jako
uHAVKatuBaH. Kao u y npeTxogHuM HamasyuMa, IIOHOBO je He3HaTHO Beha mogpinka n
TIOBjepere CTaHOBHMKa [lofiropuiie, HOK ce HEeIITO JIONINjU pe3ynTaT MaHNdecTyje Kof
CTAaHOBHMKA MambUX I'PafjoBa I cema. HIDKM cTeleH MoBjepema je KapaKTepUCTUYIaH 33
pypante mpoctope Ipue Tope, ma ce Kao 1 y MpoLIIOM Ha/a3y IIOHOBO MOXKe 00jaCHUTI
crmabujoM yK/bydeHoIINy ce/paka y Impoljece ofIydnBama y jasHoM xuBoty Llpue Tope.

OHo 1ITO ce Ha caMOM Kpajy MHTepIpeTalyje pe3y/iTaTa MoXKe 3aK/byuUTH je TeHe-
paIHO BeoMa HM3aK HUBO IIOBjepera CTAHOBHYKA M PYPa/HMX 1 ypOaHMX KpajeBa y cBe
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paHIMpaHe NOMUTUYKE MHCTUTYLMje LIPHOTOPCKOT IPYIITBA. HaunH oLjemuBama y ceny
Uy rpafiy je nprkasan y Tabenu 2 u rokasyje cIm4aH, JOMUHAHTHO HIDKY HMBO IIOBje-
pema. OljjemuBame OBjeperba y peryOmIKi Tap/IaMeHT, TOBjeperbe Y IPaBHU CUCTEM,
MONMUTUYAPE U MOUTHIYKe apTuje, ogHocHo EIT n YH nma xopenanuje o .653 fo .847.
OBo0 HaM yKasyje Ha YMIbEHNITY Jla Cy MCOUMTAHUIM KOju Cy KuBjenu Ha cemy 2018/19.
TOfMHE BPJIO CIMYHO IIEPUNIINPA/IN CBE HaBeleHe MHCTUTYIVje IPHOTOPCKOT IPYIITBA.
Omo mTo ce Takole MOpa HAaIIACUTH je YMIEHMNIIA []a Ce ¥ CAMOM UCTPaKuBamy (TTje cy
6usie yK/bydeHe U pyTe MHCTUTYLUje APYIITBA) HUje OKa3asia M3pakeHa pasymka usmehy
06pa3soBHMX, Of0paMOEHNX 1 TOMUTUYKUX MHCTUTYIIMjA CHCTEMA.

Habe McTpakuBame 1 MHTEpIIpeTalyja pesynraTa (He)loBjepema y IONMUTHIKeE
MHCTUTYIIUje I[PHOTOPCKOT CHCTeMa MOpay 61 ce KpeTaT! y CMjepy TPafuIIMOHaTHO-KOH-
3epBaTUBHOT BpUjeIHOCHOT 00OpacIia ijefioBamba, Kojy yMHOTOMe JieTepMUHMIIE (He)IoBje-
peme y fomahe 1 MHOCTpaHe MHCTUTYLHje ciicTeMa. Takobe, He 61 ce Morao 3ao6uhu
HI HaBeJeHM KY/ITYPaMUCTUYKY IPUCTYII, IpeMa KOMe II0Bjeperhe 3aBMUCH Off CTaBOBa
U BPUjeIHOCTH KOje Ce IIPEKO IMOPOJMIle IPEHOCE ca POAMUTEHA Ha JIjelly, a aKIeHaT ce
CTaB/ba Ha MCTUIakbe JPYIITBEHOT IIOBjeperba Kao jeHe Off HajBa)KHUjUX HEIIOCPENHNX
oppenuna. Ha xpajy 61 6110 mosxe/bHO fieTa/bHMje YK/BYIUTH IlaTHaMOB KOHIIENT CO-
LIM[ja/THOT KaIJITasIa, jep OH caM II0 cebu objenubyje 1 MPUBATHO 1 jaBHO JOOPO 1 CTBapa
aMOMjeHT y KoMe KOPYCT MMajy U MOjefMHaL] I 3ajefHNIIA, oK OV MHCTUTYIMje Tpebaro
fa QYHKIIOHMIIY Ha OIIITE 3aJOBO/bCTBO CBUX aKTepa y ApyiuTBy. [IpuMujeHutu oe
MoJie/ie 3Ha4UM U Jipyradyje MOCTaBUTY aHKEeTHM YIIUTHUK U Ha IpyTadyMjUM MOJIeIMa
IPUIPEMUTH MICTPAXKMBatbe. VI3 moMenyTHX pas/iora ocTaje >KaJl IITO HaBeJ,eHO UCTPaXKu-
Bambe 13 2019. roguHe HUje YK/bY4n/I0 LPKBY Y CUCTEM UCIIUTUBAHUX MHCTUTYLIMjA U TUME
HaM oHeMoryhmno fa mpaBuMO Kopenanujy ca HaBefjleH!M TeOPIjCKUM IIPETIIOCTaBKaMa
Y MICIUTYBAHUM HOMTUYKUM nHCTHTYIMjaMa I]pHe Tope. Bjepyjemo fa 6u ce Teopujckn
IIOCTY/IATY MOIJIM afieKBaTHIje KOPUCTUTH, Te ia OJ M pe3yITaTy HallleT MCTpaXKBamba
3a KOMEHTapucame OV MHTEePeCaHTHIjI.

3aK/byyak

ITpoTHBHO TEOPUjCKMM ITOCTaBKaMa ¥ HAIMM IIPETIIOCTaBKaMa, IIOBjeperbe y IO/ -
TUYKEe MHCTUTYLIMj€ CUCTEMA HUje 3HaYajHIje NeTEPMUHICAHO IIPOCTOPHNUM II0/I0XKajeM
craHoBHUKa lIpne [ope. Y mATepnpeTanimji HalIMX pe3ynTaTa BUJjelny CMO Jja He IIOCTOj 1
CTaTUCTIMYKA 3HAYAjHOCT HA OCHOBY KOje OMICMO MOI/IV HOTBPANTY IIOCTAB/beHY XUIIOTe3Y,
HITY TOBOPUTY O Pas/IMYUTOM CTeIleHY MOBjeperba KOJ UCIIMTaHNKa U3 ypbaHe U pypajHe
cpepune. [TomuTnake MHCTUTYLMjE CUCTEMa HUjecy yCIjeBasle ja ce aleKBaTHO IIPUIArofie
HacmeheHnM COIOeKOHOMCKVIM TTPOIIeCHMa, JIOK Ce MAPTUjCKYU U MOMUTUIKU MPUTUCAK
Ha HUX Off BpeMeHa COlMjan3Ma HaCTaBUO 1 TPOAyouo. 3aTo 1 He Uyfie pe3yaTaTu Ha-
IIET UCTPaXKMBalba, HUTY yJie U3BjeIlTaju eBPOICKMUX nocMaTpada y llpuoj fopu, xoju
rofijMHaMa yHasaJ, yKasyjy Ha YMIeHUIY Jla JEMOKPATCKY MHCTUTYLMOHATHYA CUCTEM
HUKaJ]a HYje HU 3KMBIO y IIyHOM KaIlalIUTETy He3aBUCHOCTU. HaBefieHe mojase ce lanac
MaHI]eCTyjy Kpo3 OrpoMHe IpobiieMe y BpXY HaIller [p)KaBHOT alapara, a BU/bUBE Cy
U Kpo3 KOHTHMHYMPaHM IaJl TOBjepera off crpaHe rpahana. OBa U cIMYHa MUTaka HUjecy
TAHTMPAjIa CaMo Jbyfie KOjU Cy XKMBjeny y ypOaHUM CpefiyiHaMa, HaIIpOTUB, Clabiberne 1
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KOHAYHO ypYyIIaBame, OTHOCHO Ty0/berbe He3aBUCHOCTH MONMUTUIKUX MHCTUTYINjA Cy
IMTamba Koja Cy Ce IOfjefHAKO OCjeTHIa ¥ OCTABIIA LyOOK Tpar y pypaIHUM IPOCTOPUIMA
Lpue Tope. IToBjeperse mpeMa IIOMUTUIKMM MHCTUTYLMjaMa CUCTeMa G110 je Ha jefHaKO
HICKOM HUBOY Uy CEIy I y Tpafy.

Kapa ce roBopy 0 paHTHpaky UCIUTUBAHMX MHCTUTYLUja, ¥ BehmHM 0oBaKkBuX Mc-
TpaXK1Barba Ce yO4aBajy ABMje IPyIle MOMUTNIKIX MHCTUTYLINja, OMHOCHO yo4aBa ce jeflaH
o6pasal] KapaKTepyuCTUYaH 3a BehuHy CINTHBaHNX eBPOIICKMX 3eMasba. C jefiHe CTpaHe,
y6jeybiBO HajHIDKe MOBjeperbe je y Behunu ncrpaxknsarma y oMahe mommTuake MHCTUTY-
LIMije CUCTeMA, TTapIaMeHT, IIOIUTIYKE TTapTHje, IPAaBHYU CUCTEM... Y IPYroj IPyIy ce Hajlase
mebynapopne nncrurynuje (YH, EIT n EY), xoje cy onet 3aBpujesye BeoMa HIUCKO IIOBje-
peme rpabana. CuM60/M4HO BUIlIe NTOBjeperbe y EBPOIICKy yHMjy IMO je MOfepHICTIYKe
MaTpulie KOja ce Ha OBJMIM IIPOCTOpyMa (haBOpH3yje IOCTeNbIX HEKOMKO [elieHNja 1 OBaj
01aryu pacT He MOpa HuIITa fa 3Haun. MehyTum, Mopa ce ysetn y 063mp nokasatesb ia, y
onHocy Ha Behuny ncnutusanux semama (Sekuli¢, Sporer, 2010), y Lproj Topn mehyna-
pOJHe IONMUTUYKe MHCTUTYLMje 61/berke 3Ha4ajHO /IO pe3y/rTar. TolepaHIija Kojy
Cy OBe NOJIUTIYKEe MHCTUTYILMje MCKa3MBaJle IIpeMa OMBILIeM PeKIMY 1 HeTOBJM jaBHUM
KOpyImoHamkuyM adepama MaH1udecToBasa ce ¥ Kpo3 0BO HCTpakuBambe. HaBenenn
pesynTarty pefcTaB/bahe MHTepeCcaHTHO MOIA3MINTe 3a cBa Oyayha ncTpakiBama Koju-
ma he 6utn obyxsahen u Behu 6poj nHCTUTYLMja 1 [eMOKpPATCKa IIPOMjeHa BJIACTH, Ko
¢denomen xoju ce y Iproj fopn gecno HaKoH Bullle Of CefiaM feleHja.
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Abstract: The subject of this paper is the (dis)trust of peasants towards the social
order and political institutions of the Montenegrin system. This relationship is most often
reflected in the fact that peasants are more subordinate to the global society, the state and
the ruling regime than all other strata in one system. In small societies such as Montenegro,
their influence as a political factor and an active participant in the creation of political life
is minor. This exclusion is primarily the result of the small number of people remaining to
live and work in the village today, and of their demographic characteristics. The involve-
ment in public action is reduced to the execution of orders, payment of taxes, and voting
in elections to support or not support those in power. Hence the story of peasants® (dis)
trust in the institutional system they live in.

Keywords: village, Montenegro, trust, society, politics, institutions

Introduction

Montenegro, along with Serbia, is one of the few European countries that in the past
few decades have redefined their state and legal status and social apparatus functioning in
that order. After the break-up of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, Montenegro
and Serbia made a state union in 1992 - the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia that was to
be renamed into the State Union of Serbia and Montenegro in 2003. This fixed-length
union formally ceased to exist in 2006, when the state and legal statuses of two old Balkan
countries were restored. These transformations significantly led to the slow and inefficient
development of the political institutions in both countries. Economic crises, sanctions and
wars accompanied these changes and largely contributed to the fact that the institutional
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apparatus cannot be seen as an autonomous body for governing a society. In our case (ac-
cording to all indicators and reports), the institutions were, just as during the socialist era,
constructed as party branches with minimum autonomy.

Monitoring the public opinion surveys in the past five years and the final 2020 re-
ports, we can see that the trust in the system institutions in Montenegro before the most
recent parliamentary election reached its historical minimum (CEDEM, 2020, pp. 8-9).
The logical consequence of the dissatisfaction and the lack of trust is also the first dem-
ocratic change of the government in Montenegro. The research conducted by the Centre
for Democracy and Human Rights (CEDEM) in August 2020 shows that the Montenegrin
society places the greatest trust in the traditional institutions that exist in our territory,
i.e. the educational system and the Serbian Orthodox Church. The churches and monas-
teries were the first classrooms and irreplaceable cultural and civilization sources of the
Montenegrin nation, its culture and statehood, so this result comes as no surprise in the
partly traditional Montenegrin society.

Historical context of the peasant’s (dis)trust
in the political institutions in Montenegro

At the beginning of the 20" century, the Montenegrin society belonged to an extremely
traditional type of society, with autarkic natural agricultural production and the hardened
social structure. According to the 1931 census, Montenegro had 360,000 inhabitants, with
more than 80% living from agriculture, forestry and fishing. Agriculture was a domi-
nant branch of economy, but its basic characteristics were land tenure disintegration and
fragmentation, rather low income per area unit, underdeveloped commodity production,
traditional method of farming the land, primitive means of production etc. (Bulaji¢, 1959,
pp. 269-272). As a part of the large state of South Slavs, in the state-legally disenfranchised
Montenegro, the strengthening of the institutional order was of marginal interest to the
new authorities. In contrast, between two world wars industry gradually developed, leading
to certain shifts in the social division of labour, the change in the development of some
new branches of industry and, of course, the changes that also affected the demographic
picture of our country.

After the Second World War, Montenegro officially became one of six equal repub-
lics in the new Yugoslav federation (according to the decisions of the National Assembly
from 1945). The war was followed by the “rebuilding of the country and the building of
socialism”, which further aggravated the position of the peasants in the new state union.
Of strategic importance in this model of socio-economic development was the orientation
towards accelerated and forced collectivization of the village and the formation of the
so-called peasant labour cooperatives. Administration in determining the buy-up quotas
and repression in conducting the buy-up had a rather destimulating effect on the peasants’
motivation, while their attitude to the system institutions (to the extent it was permitted)
became antagonistic. “The obligations in the buy-up were determined by the harvest plan
and not by the actually sown areas or achieved yields. Anything that was found was confis-
cated, regardless of the needs of the peasants themselves, while at the same time the peasants
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were pressurized into joining the cooperatives. Under the burden of the buy-up, many of
them joined the cooperatives only to get away from the unbearable pressure exerted on
private peasants” (Horvat, 1976, p. 785).

During this period, in Montenegro there was a pronounced need for creating the per-
sonnel and for developing the socialist social-political and economic system. Such processes
started a real avalanche of those who migrated from Montenegrin villages and agriculture
to towns and non-agricultural occupations (factories and the like). The opportunities of-
fered by the town were diverse. Education and employment opened new channels of social
promotion and the possibility of advancement on the hierarchical ladder of the society.
In such circumstances, Yugoslav institutions (“selected” from the very top of the party or-
ganization) did not manage to ensure stability and efficiency of the developed democratic
countries. Here, almost every ten years there was a constitutional reform (revolution) that
perfected the ideological support to the functioning of the communist system. The only
stability was provided by party cells and informal relationships and connections, while the
system institutions were changeable under the party pressure.

In Montenegro, the period of the socialist governing of the village (1945-1991) was
over by reducing the share of the agricultural population in the total population by more
than 8 times, from 76% to 10% (Baki¢ & Mijanovi¢, 2006, pp. 95-99). The exodus of
the people from rural regions in Montenegro (as nowhere else in the territory of former
Yugoslavia) was most substantially the result of the lack of a long-term strategy or a devel-
opment policy for agriculture and the village.

After the fall of the socialist order, a radical and rapid change was expected of the
entire social life and peasantry within it. The transition (transformation) of one system
of government (socialism) should essentially mean the establishment of a new, socially
more humane order, particularly through the affirmation of private ownership. However,
according to Srdan and Marica Sljuki¢ (Sljuki¢ S., Sljuki¢ M., 2018, p. 611), “the outcome
at the end of the road is the same; peasantry ceases to exist, while the farmer, just like the
entrepreneur, is completely connected to the market and industry. [...] More recently, the
term “depeasantization” has been coined and defined as “erosion of the agrarian way of life
that combines natural and commodity production”

The crisis of the social order transformation was manifested through the increased
unemployment rate, insufficient economic activity, criminalization of economy, prolonged
pauperization, while the war in the surroundings was the final product of such policies.
The situation in the rural regions of Montenegro was closely determined by these events,
and the position of the peasant in this social context became more and more unfavourable.

Under the influence of this social-historical and cultural constellation, the trend of
the decreasing number of inhabitants who lived in the village and engaged in agriculture
continued. What is today emphasized as the main indicator of the inadequate govern-
ment policy regarding the village in Montenegro is the drastic reduction of the share of
the number of farmers in the total population of the country. Only in the period between
two latest censuses, from 2003 to 2011, the number of peasants went down by 3% of the
share in the total population of our country, which is definitely not a small number even
for larger and more developed societies, let alone the Montenegrin one (MONSTAT, 2011,
pp- 10-14). These indicators clearly demonstrate the failed system attitude to the village
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and, consequently, depopulation of the rural region, with the tendencies of radicalization
towards the entire disappearance of village population.

Decades-long prioritization of industry and urban settlements and the neglect of
agriculture and the village have led to significant structural changes that are not in the
function of their modern development. However, such action of the class of collective
owners at the beginning and the transition winners at the end of the process has inevitably
caused the reduced trust of the peasants in the institutions of the system in which they
lived and worked.

A theoretical approach to the problem

Speaking of the political trust or distrust in the system institutions, most commonly there
are two theoretical approaches. One of them is culturalist while the other one is institutional
(Mishler, Rose, 2001). The culturalist approach to political trust depends on the attitudes and
values transferred through the family from parents to children, while the emphasis is placed
on putting forward social trust as one of the most important direct determinants. On the
other hand, institutional theories emphasize efficiency and effectiveness of the institutions
themselves as the main postulates of trust in the institutions, as well as the citizens' valuation
of their functioning. “Therefore, Van der Meer and Decker consider the trust in national
political institutions a consequence of rational valuation of the individual-state relationship,
which depends on the competence, interest, responsibility and reliability of those institutions”
(Sekuli¢, Sporer, 2010, pp. 5-11).

Moreover, when exploring the citizens’ trust in the system institutions, it is necessary
to mention the studies regarding the exploration of social capital as an important segment of
social relations. For analyses of this type, of particular importance is Putnam's research that
finds the efficiency of the institutions being primarily conditioned by economic, political or
broader social circumstances. Putnam especially focused on socio-economic factors, first
of all the gross domestic product, and the socio-cultural factors including civic engagement
(political and non-political participation), political equality (equal rights and obligations for
all members of the community), solidarity and trust (Putnam, 2003).

A large number of examples indicate that the relationship between the authorities and
peasants is one of established mutual distrust. According to Henri Mendras, a large land-
owner feels as if in the midst of a siege in his feudal castle, while the worst can be expected
from peasants, particularly if they are overwhelmed by the vengeful zeal. Then, the first wish
of any peasants anywhere is to rob and burn the castle, together with the papers with the
landowner's deeds, and to kill the courtier. To prevent this from happening, the government
usually uses all the available means: police, legal, ideological and others, because all means
are “good” if “useful” in keeping peace among peasants and subjects in general. “However, the
best means for keeping peasants in their sacred recognition of the authority is to be on good
terms with them so that they can truly love their dignitaries. It may be most easily achieved
when there is a common enemy - for example, the king, the city, the red ones or the foreign
ones” (Mendras, 1986, p. 255).

In recent times, similar mechanisms are still used, although manipulation of peasants
relies on more subtle methods that also involve the use of the omnipresent electronic media.
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Nowadays, different ideas and subsequently final decisions are placed to peasants via televi-
sion, and in this manner they are indirectly involved in the political network. According to
Milovan Mitrovi¢, “politicians and political parties, and even politics in general, reach the
village and approach the peasant at the time and in the manner that suits everyone else more
than the village and peasants. Once involved in politics, peasants are usually manipulated
by their leaders, more easily and to a larger extent than all other strata — because they are
less educated, more poorly organized and more helpless in the protection of their interests”
(Mitrovi¢, 1998, p. 254).

Apart from the above-listed examples, there are also those pointing to some traditional
features of the peasant mentality that refer to public policies and the common good.. One of
those features is the exaggerated scramble for limited natural goods in one area. This pattern
of political acting is made on the base according to which the authorities in the country are
perceived as a limited natural good. Social power and the institutional system are perceived
as an a priori given political constant, so when some people gain it, other must proportionally
lose it. Samuel Huntington calls this approach the limited good theory, where he explains the
unscrupulous struggle over power, exaggerated and primitive “party behaviour” in all societies
with no deeper civic-liberal tradition (Mitrovi¢ 1998, p. 303). Such semi-pathological and
political phenomena are more or less common in all peasant societies, including Montenegro.
Taking into consideration the fact that agrarian relations in Montenegro were for centuries
under the influence of the tribe organization of the society and that the collective ownership
long dominated over private ownership, we can claim that the limited good theory was par-
ticularly pronounced in Montenegro.

As it can be clearly seen from this theoretical introduction, the trust in institutions
is closely connected to the social position, spatial distribution of people in a territory, and
the attitude of the global society towards small local communities. Based on the above, we
can also propose the main hypothesis of our research:

— It is assumed that those living in urban environments and with a higher social
status and, in that respect, using the connection with the institutions of the society, will also
have more trust in domestic and international political institutions. Since in the past eight
decades Montenegrin peasants have been complete losers of transition and various systems
of government, they will also be more resistant to all institutions of the Montenegrin and
European societies.

This hypothesis derives from a large number of studies proving that resistance towards
institutions and European integrations is manifested more by the “losers” in the transition
process, while the “winners” have a more positive attitude (Sekuli¢, Sporer, 2010).

Research method

In the preparation of the empirical part of this paper, we used the European Social
Survey (ESS) conducted in the territory of 38 European countries every second year since
2001. Montenegro joined this project in 2018, when the last cycle of the survey was con-
ducted. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the survey cycle planned for 2020 was postponed.

The main goals of this survey are as follows:
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1. to recognize stability and changes in the social structure, circumstances and atti-
tudes of the population in Europe, as well as to interpret how social, political and
moral changes in the European societies occur;

2. to establish and promote the high standards of work in international research in
social sciences, including, for example, the design of questionnaires and pre-testing,
the design of samples, data collection, the reduced partiality, and the reliability of
indicators;

3. to introduce reliable indicators of national progress, based on the citizens® obser-
vations and assessments of key aspects of their respective societies;

4. to implement and facilitate the training of European social researchers for com-
parative measurements and analyses;

5. to improve the visibility and use of data about social changes in academic circles,
as well as among policy creators and broader public (https://www.europeansocial-
survey.org/about/country/serbia/).

The data base was downloaded from https://www.europeansocialsurvey.org/data/
round-index.html, while the obtained data (presented in the charts and tables in this text)
were processed by the author in the program SPSS 17.

The research sample is representative and includes the respondents selected by strict
methods of random selection in each stage. The participants of the survey, whose answers
were the subject of our analysis, are the inhabitants of Montenegro older than 15 (the upper
limit was not established) who took part in the 2018 survey. The survey included the total
of 1,200 participants from Montenegro (592 female and 608 male), out of whom almost
300 respondents came from the rural regions of Montenegro.

Results

Before we proceed to the interpretation of the obtain data, we will briefly point to the
results of the survey conducted prior to the latest parliamentary election in Montenegro, in
the organization of CEDEM (2020). The dissatisfaction with the functioning of Montenegrin
institutions was manifested in the results of this project and proved the continuity that was
not interrupted in the Montenegrin society in the past decades. According to this survey, the
trust in all institutions of the system records the same or similar trend as compared to the
2018 and 2019 surveys. “The percentage of the trust in the EU Delegation is 41.1%, in the
police 40.9%, in the judiciary 39.7%, in the Army of Montenegro 38,3%, in non-governmen-
tal organizations 37.9% while only 36.9% citizens trust the prosecutor’s office. The World
Health Organization has the trust of 36.1% respondents, the NATO 33.9%, the President
of the country 33.8%, the government 31.8%, the Parliament 29.4%, political parties 22.5%,
while the least trust is enjoyed by the non-canonical Montenegrin Orthodox Church - only
12.8%. The educational system in Montenegro has the trust of 52% of the respondents, the
Serbian Orthodox Church 46.4% and the healthcare system 43.4%, according to the survey
of the Centre for Democracy and Human Rights” (CEDEM, 2020 ).

Looking at the results of our research (Table 1), we can see that the respondents’
trust in Montenegrin institutions in 2018/19 was also at its historical minimum. In the
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displayed data there is no statistical significance or a greater difference in the answers
when it comes to the respondents’ place of residence. In only two cases in relation to this
ranking, the UN and the police were graded with more than 5.00 (the grades on the scale
from 1 to 10). This phenomenon can be best explained by the fact that in the past three
decades the Montenegrin society has undergone various crises in its functioning. For ex-
ample, the 2016 parliamentary crisis and the functioning of the “truncated” Parliament
was the worst blow to the institutions of the state apparatus. As a rule, this four-year-long
problem in the Parliament functioning was also manifested through the lower degree of
trust in this institution.

The non-functioning state apparatus and the economic crisis in the country and
the surroundings were an overture for a deeper social drama of the Montenegrin society.
Through “Tin” and “Envelope” affairs we came to the verge of detecting a broad network of
social corruption. However, these processes are still waiting for their epilogue. Because of
these reasons, it is small wonder that the trust is decreasing in the key political institutions
of Montenegro (included in this research) - the Parliament, political parties and interna-
tional political organizations functioning in this territory. Cumulatively speaking, all the
above-listed institutions were perceived by the citizens as a generator or a silent witness
of the corruption present in this territory in the past three decades. Only the police, as
compared to all others, managed to get a better profile with slightly better grades. However,
the trust in “these uniforms”, which have not substantially contributed to the detection of
high-level corruption in the past few decades, was also at its historical minimum.

It is due to the widespread corruption in all the pores of the Montenegrin society
that the findings we reached in our research are not surprising. Looking first at the atti-
tude towards the Parliament as the most important political body in Montenegro, it can
be seen that, unlike the people from the capital of Montenegro, peasants and those living
in small towns or suburban settlements have a slightly lower degree of trust. The trust in
the Montenegrin Parliament, as can be seen in Chart 1, is mostly shown by the residents of
Podgorica, both because of their spatial proximity to this institution, and the easier possi-
bility and influence on the involvement in resolving some general problems of the society.
As we move from the centre of the capital, especially towards the rural and urban regions
in the north, this level of trust in the Montenegrin Parliament decreases. Social exclusion
and putting the inhabitants from the north in the periphery of social events make the trust
in the system institutions decrease substantially in these regions. We can conclude that the
trust in this high institution is at a rather low level because the cumulative result of trust
is somewhere under the half of our sample. Here, it would be desirable to connect the re-
spondents’ trust with the above-mentioned institutional theories that emphasize efficiency
and effectiveness of the institutions themselves, as well as with the citizens® valuation of
their functioning. As it can be clearly seen from the results achieved by the Parliament,
this model is almost inapplicable to the Montenegrin political reality.

In his research, Paul Lendis lists numerous characteristics attributed to peasants and
emphasized the following: ambivalence to the city, the lack of activism, the feeling of inferior
value, provincial views and fatalism as opposed to social activism (Mitrovi¢, 1998, p. 286).
The lack of social activism is reflected exactly in their (dis)trust in the second “column” of
political life - political parties and politicians in the system of government. The low level of
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inclusion in direct decision-making processes is also manifested in our results. Politicians
as individuals are trusted partially or fully by only 11.6% of our respondents in the village.
The situation is not much better in the Montenegrin towns either, where this trust is at the
level of only 16.8% of the respondents. A lower level of trust in the respondents® answers
is also manifested in relation to political parties functioning in Montenegro. Absolutely
no trust in political parties is shown by 49.1% of our respondents, while only 3.7% of the
respondents fully trust the parties on the political scene of Montenegro. Based on this result,
it can be seen to what extent the common inhabitants of Montenegro are “distanced” from
the chosen political leaders and the places where important political decisions are made.
Once again, their distrust does not differ drastically when we take into account the place of
residence and the social status of the inhabitants. We believe that the shown distrust is the
consequence of complete alienation felt by our respondent towards the political institutions
of the Montenegrin system, as well as the utter inability to come closer to these institutions
and to affect their functioning in any manner.

Finally, the trust in foreign policy institutions or the inevitable “third” factor of the
political life in the Balkans (in this case consisting of the European Parliament, the European
union and the United Nations) is, just like in most neighbouring countries, in an independ-
ent dimension in relation to the trust in the domestic system institutions. The trust in the
European Union and the United Nations indicates a similar attitude of our respondents
towards other European countries that were included in the research. The finding in Chart
2 shows that the foreign policy institutions record relatively the highest rates of trust among
our respondents, although even that trust is at a seriously low level. However, the trust level
here is significantly lower than in the results reached by CEDEM, and this finding may be
quite indicative for future research. As in the previous findings, once again there is slightly
larger support and trust of the residents of Podgorica, while a somewhat worse result is
recorded among the inhabitants of smaller towns and villages. The lower level of trust is
characteristic of the rural territories of Montenegro and, just like in the previous finding,
it can be explained by the poorer involvement of the peasants in the decision-making
processes in the public life of Montenegro.

What can be concluded at the very end of this result interpretation is a generally
rather low level of trust of the inhabitants in both rural and urban regions in all ranked
political institutions of the Montenegrin society. The manner of ranking in the village
and in the town, ass displayed in Table 2, also shows a similar, dominantly lower level of
trust. The evaluation of the trust in the Republic Parliament, the trust in the legal system,
politicians and political parties, i.e. the European Parliament and the United Nations, has a
correlation from .653 to .847. It points to the fact that the respondents living in the village
in 2018/19 quite similarly perceived all the above-listed institutions of the Montenegrin
society. What must also be pointed out is the fact that in the research itself (which included
other institutions of the society too) there was no distinct difference between educational,
defence and political institutions of the system.

Further research and interpretation of the results of (dis)trust in the political institu-
tions of the Montenegrin system need to be directed towards the traditional-conservative
value pattern of action, which largely determines (dis)trust in the domestic and foreign
system institutions. Moreover, the above-mentioned culturalist approach cannot be avoided
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either, according to which trust depends on the attitudes and values transferred through
the family from parents to children, while the emphasis is placed on putting forward social
trust as one of the most important direct determinants. In the end, it would be desirable to
include in more detail Putnam’s concept of social capital because it unifies both private and
public goods and creates the ambience that brings benefits both to the individual and the
community, while the institutions should function to the general satisfaction of all actors
in the society. To apply these models also means to put the survey questionnaire differ-
ently and to prepare the survey by different models. For these reasons, it is regretful that
the above-mentioned 2019 survey did not include the Church in the system of surveyed
institutions, which prevented us from making the correlation with the listed theoretical
assumptions and the surveyed political institutions of Montenegro. We believe that the
theoretical postulates might be used more adequately and that the results of our research
would be more interesting to comment.

Conclusion

Contrary to the theoretical postulates and our assumptions, the trust in the political
institutions of the system is not determined more significantly by the spatial position of
the inhabitants of Montenegro. In the interpretation of our results, we saw no statistical
significance on the basis of which we could confirm the established hypothesis or speak of
a different degree of trust among the respondents from respective urban and rural environ-
ments. The political institutions of the system did not manage to adjust adequately to the
inherited socio-economic processes, while the party and political pressure on them from
the socialist era continued and deepened as well. That is why the results of our research
or the reports of European observers in Montenegro are hardly surprising, since for years
they have indicated the fact that the democratic institutional system has never existed to
the full capacity of independence. The above-listed phenomena are manifested nowadays
through huge problems at the top of our state apparatus, while also being visible through
the continually decreasing trust of the citizens. These and related matters did not affect only
the people living in urban environments; on the contrary, weakening and the final decline,
i.e. loss of independence of the political institutions are the issues that equally affected and
left a deep trace in the rural regions of Montenegro. The trust in the political institutions
was at an equally low level both in the town and in the village.

When it comes to ranking the surveyed institutions, most research of this type dis-
tinguishes two groups of political institutions, or a pattern characteristic of the majority
of the surveyed European countries. On one hand, in the majority of research, the lowest
possible trust is clearly in the domestic political institutions of the system, the parliament,
political parties, the legal system etc. The second group includes international institutions
(the UN, the European Parliament and the EU), which once again won a rather low level of
the citizens' trust. Symbolically greater trust in the European Union is part of the modernist
matrix that has been favoured in the given territory in the past few decades, and that is why
this slight increase does not need to mean anything. However, the indicator must be taken
into account that international political institutions in Montenegro have a substantially
worse result in comparison to the majority of the surveyed countries (Sekuli¢, Sporer,
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2010). Tolerance shown by these political institutions towards the former regime and its
public corruption affairs was also manifested through this research. The listed results will
constitute an interesting starting point for all future research that will also include a larger
number of institutions and the democratic change of government, as a phenomenon that
took place in Montenegro after more than seven decades.
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ITPMJIOT/APPENDIX
Tabena 1: Panrupame nucrurynuja y IpHoj Topu / Table 1: Ranking the institutions in Montenegro
CEJ1O / VILLAGE FPALl/ TOWN
APUTMETUNYKA APUTMETUYKA
PAHI/ | MIHCTUTYUWIA/ CPEOVHA/ PAHT/ | UHCTUTYLWIA/ CPEOVHA/
RANK | INSTITUTION ARITHMETIC RANK | INSTITUTION ARITHMETIC
MEAN MEAN
1 HOJ"II{ITI/ILIKE r!apTvue/ 3.02 1 HOJ;II{ITVILIKE r!apTvue/ 299
Political parties Political parties
emHA3AL | , Monwmuuapn/ 3.03 p | Monvmusapn/ 3.01
Politicians Politicians
@aBACK MapnameHT LipHe MNapnameHT LpHe
3 |Tope/Montenegrin 3.92 3 |lTope/Montenegrin 4.16
Parliament Parliament
4 MpaBHK cuctem / 418 4 MpaBHu cuctem/ Legal 434
Legal system system
5 EBponcku napn'ameHT 468 5 EBponckn napn’ameHT 483
/ European Parliament / European Parliament
YjepmmeHe Hauwnje / YjepureHe Hauwmje /
6 United Nations 4.70 6 United Nations >01
7 | Nonuuwja / Police 492 7 Monwnywja / Police 5.06
Taberna 2: [InpcoHOBY KoebUIjeHTH KOpealiyje IoBjeperba /by KOjI SKIBe Ha CeTy
y pasmanre unctutynuje Lipre Tope / Table 2: Pearson’s Correlation Coefficient for the village
people’s trust in the institutions of Montenegro
o ss | ¥ £ ~8/ 3£+« B
LEE |E8 | 2.3 |.BE|EEf| £
goZE| B | 85 [3f¢2lg8< /8588 £z
NHCTUTYLWMIE $528(>5E T8 |£,8§288 g5 25
2 k- 58(%28| o< Qo 2logE| s )
/INSTITUTIONS $3=%|35% £33 |§8%(%z8/8:5| £5
S32S|8F | 85 |2EffeEg|8E8 &
5 =~ = 3 = = =
HUEI IR
4m HA3AL odepereynapnament LT/ Trust 1| 847 | 727 | 733 | 653 | 718 | 722
in the Montenegrin Parliament
MNoBjepemne y npaBHU cuctem / Trust
aBACK in legal system 1 742 | 695 | 646 | 747 | 692
Mosjepetbe y nonuumjy / Trust in police 1 618 | 579 | 660 | .618
ﬂogjgpewe y nonutnyape / Trust in 1 875 | 585 | 569
politicians
I'Iosjeperbe y nonuTudKe naptije 1 566 | 507
/Trust in political parties
MNoBjepene y EBponckn napnameHT 1 392
/Trust in the European Parliament ’
MoBjeperse y YH / Trust in the UN 1
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HEMA YOMNUWTE U1K UMA C/NABO MNMOBJEPEHE Y
MAPTAMEHT LUPHE TOPE - NO OR POOR TRUST IN
MONTENEGRIN PARLIAMENT

= rnasHu rpag CAPITAL

B MakbM rpaj, uav Npurpascko Hacesbe - town or suburban settlement

= ceno - VILLAGE

Ipaduxon 1: ITosjepeme y Ilaprament Lpre Tope 1 MjecTo cTaHOBatba
/ Chart 1: Trust in the Montenegrin Parliament and the place of residence

35
30
25
20
15
10

MOBJEPEHSE Y YH U EY - TRUST IN UN&EU

19,4
17,3
12
HEMA MOBJEPEHA - CNTABO NMOBJEPERSE - YMIJEPEHO BE/INKO MOBJEPEHE NOTNYHO
NO TRUST POOR TRUST MOBJEPEHSE - - GREAT TRUST MOBJEPEHSE -
MODERATE TRUST COMPLETE TRUST

e [JIABHW TPA[, - CAPITAL
e MAHW TPAL, UTN NPUTPALCKO HACE/BE - TOWN OR SUBURBAN SETTLEMENT
e CEJIA - VILLAGE

Ipaduxon 2: ITosjepeme y YH u EY u mjecTo cTaHOBama
/ Chart 2: Trust in the UN & EU and the place of residence
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