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HEKA PASMUIIUbAbA TIOBOJIOM HIECT JEITEHUJA
OIl OBHOBE COIIVMOJIOUIKOT ITPEIJIEJA (1961-2021)

Caxerak: Y OBOJY TOfIMIIIbMILIE YACOIINCA, AyTOP PasMaTpa TPY IMTatba U3 JOMe-
Ha Hay4YHE ITOJINTUKE y Cp6]/[j]/[: jeSI/IK U IINCMO 49aCOIINCa, INTame n3iaBayda, T€ MECTO U
YJIOTy Yacomyca y Hay4Hoj 3ajeHULIM. AyTOp 3aK/by4dyje la MACOBHM IP€IasaK HayIHMX
gacomnyca y CpOujy Ha eHITIeCKY, Y3 YKU/atbe BapMjaHTH TeKCTOBA M Ha CPIICKOM (KaKo ce
0 Heryje y Coyuonouikom ipeinegy), BOIM He CaMO 3ayCTaB/balby pasBoja joMahe HaydHe
TE€PMUHOJIOT )€, Beh n CTaTHaIMj! ¥ JyTOPOYHOM HECTAaHKY JIOKaJTHUX (HaI[MOHATHIIX)
Hay4IHUX 3aje}1Hmua. Hay‘{He SajeJIHI/[L[e HOje)II/IHI/IX Ap>KaBa MiIn jeBI/IKa, IIOTOTOBO Yy XYy~
MAaHUCTUYKMM U JPYIITBEHMM HayKaMa, CyIITMHCKM Cy BaKHE 33 HayYHA UCTPAKMBaHba
JIOKa/THYX (Hal[IOHA/THUX) IPYIITaBa, BUXOBUX eKOHOMCKUX, COLVja/THUX Y KY/ITYPHUX
Hpo6HeMa u CHCHM(bMHHOCTM. BbuxoBo nmocremneHo rameme MOXKe Ce OLEHUTH U Kao BUJ,
KY/ITyPHOT HEOKOJIOHMja/IU3Ma.

K/byune peun: Hay4yHa 3ajefHIIIA, HAyYHA ITOIMUTUKA, HAYYHM YACOIUCH, HAYyYHU
je3UK, Ky/ITyPHM HEOKO/IOHMja/IN3aM

Pepaxunja Coyuonowioi iipeinega, Beh TpafuLMOHAIHO, HETyje UCTOPUjCKY pedrie-
KCIjy He CaMo O MeCTY ¥ 3Hauajy OBOT YacoIIyca 3a CPIICKY COLMONOTH)Y, Beh u o cTamy
Hay4He 3ajefHuLe coryosnora y Cpoujn.

CpasmepHO HeflaBHO je, mosozioM 80 romyHa o ocHuBama Coyuonouikol ipeinega
(1938-2018) pemakryja 06jaBma remarcku 6poj (1/2018) c 13 wranaka (ykymHo 340 cTp.),
Kao 11 penpuHT uspame Coyuonouikoi iipeinega us 1938. ropune (2018, npupehusaun Jopuna
Tpxyma u Ypour Illysakosiuh), ¢ zogaToM YBOZHOM HAaIIOMeHOM, O61orpadckum benernka-
Ma 0 ayTOpUMa 3aCTYIUbHMM y a/IMaHaxy u3 1938, Kao 1 MMeHCKUM PerucTpom (YKyII-
Ho 50 cTpannia foxarux y3 penpunt). Cafa je mak, moBogom 60 rofuia of 06HaB/baba
Couuonowkoi tipeinega (1961-2021), pegakiuuja npunpemuiaa MoHorpadujy Coyuonouwxu
upeineg 1938-2020: 6ubnuoipaguja (Vukoti¢, Aranitovié, 2021, y okBrpYy 06HOB/beHe
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bubmuotexe Coyuonouikoi iipeinega, uagapad CpIICKO COIMOIONIKO APYIITBO, beorpap).
Y »0j cy 6ubmmorpadcku 1 FOKyMEHTALMOHN ie0 Ypagun Kao ayropu bojana Byxoruh
u Jo6puno Apanntosuh (ctp. 9-681 u 715-718), DOK Cy AUCLHUIIIMHAPHO-KOHTEKCTYyaI-
Ha 1 ucropuorpadcka objauimena gam Ypour llysakosuh (Suvakovi¢, 2021), Cro6onan
Amntonnh (Antoni¢, 2021) u Josuua Tpxysma (Trkulja, 2021), ykymso 38 ctp. OBa MoHOrpa-
¢uja je M3alIa 13 LITAMIIE, /) 1 IOCTAaB/beHA Ha CajT HAIlleTr YacOIINCa, TaKo fia he cBu
3aMHTepecoBaHM MONM Jja je mpounTajy. Y CBOM pajy y MOHOrpaduju MOKyIIao caM fia
IpYKaXeM UCTOpujy Yacommca 1961-2021. (Antoni¢, 2021), unme cam, y MU3BECHOM CMICIY,
HaCTaBUO 1 JOIYHUO CBOj PaHUj| TEKCT KOju ce Thiao npeapatHor Coyuonouikoi iipeinega
(Antoni¢, 2018). MehyTum, Heka BaXkHa ITUTamba, 300T OrpaHIdeHoCTH peBubheHor ob1Ma
paja, Hycy Mora 6urn pasmorpena. Crora hy, 6amr moBogom obenexxaBarma OBe 3HAYajHE TO-
AUIIBUIE Y OBOM OpOjy Halller YacOINCa, UICKOPUCTUTIY IIPYIVKY Jia U IbVIX OBJie IIPeTPeceM.

ITucmo

Couuonowku ipeineg us 1938. rogyue 6uo je na hupummiu. O6uosmern Coyuo-
nowiky tipeineg u3 1961, mehyrum, 6o je Ha JIATMHMIY, Ha KOjOj je 3aTUM M37I1a3MUO0 3a-
K/by4IHO CBe 10 1997. roune. 3a1mTo?

ApxmuBa yacomuca, kao u uzfasada (CCJI), mpakTuyHo je u3ry6speHa jour mpe 1990.
ropuHe (Ili¢ & Mani¢, 2009, str. 224), a wiaHOBM ypenHuuITBa 13 1961. Buiire Hucy meby -
BuMa. CTora pasjiore 3a HeKy OJIyKy MOXeMO JaHac CaMo Jja peKOHCTpyuireMo. Beh cam
yKasao Aa y npsoM 6pojy obHoBbenor Coyuonowkoi ipeinega (1961) Huje 61110 mosuBarma
Ha KOHTMHYUTET C IpefpaTHUM aMaHaxoM (Antoni¢, 2021, str. 681). ITpBy TakBy pede-
PEHIY Ha/llasuMo TeK JieBeT FOAJHA TOLHYje, y uMIpecyMy 6poja 1 3a 1973. (8. Antoni,
2021, str. 690). Huje uckpydeno na je 1961. HasuB (Taja) roguuImbaka MOXKAA JOIIA0 U
apyrum nyrem. Yacommce Cprckor ¢umosodcekor gpymrsa 3Bao ce Qunosodceku tipeineg
(1953-1958), a meros cexkpetap (1953-1954) u, nounmje, rImaBHU ypegHuk (1957-1958)
6u0 je Muxauno B. ITonosuh (Kucinar, 2011, str. 13, 122). Ynpaso je [Tonosnh 6uo npsu
rmaBHU ypenHuk Coyuonouikoi ipeinega (1961). Moxkza je mpBoOuTHa Ufieja 3a Ha3UB
OTYZIa OTEKJIa, T1a je TeK HaKHAJHO M3BPILIEeHO HaJOBe3UBatbe Ha alMaHax 13 1938. rogune?
(B. Antoni¢, 2021, str. 681-682).

Mebytum, u Qunosogcku tipeineg mramma je hupmwmmom. 3amro je, oxpa, 3a (HOBM)
Coyuonowiku tipeineq Umax ofabpaHa TaTMHUIIA?

Baspa mopiceTntnt Ha HoBOCaCKM OTOBOP CPIICKMX U XPBATCKUX je3MKOCTIOBAIA U3
1954. ropnHe, KOjUM je KOHCTATOBAHO Jja Cy CPIICKM U XPBATCKM je3UK MCTOBETH, J1a CY
,»00a mucMa, maTrHuna 1 hupumia, paBHonpasHa’, Te fa ,Tpeba HacTojaru fa u Cpbu 1
XpBaTu HofjefiHako Hayde o6a micMa, mto he ce moctrhy y npBoM pefy IIKOICKOM HacTa-
BoM” (ND, 1954, u Juznoslovenski filolog 1955/1956, knj. 21, sv. 1/4, str. 262, ¢l. 3). Kana je
Ilopu Anen (George Allen, 1903-1970), amepuuku ambacazop y Jyrocmasuju (1949-1953),
IMTA0 jyTOCIOBEHCKOT MUHUCTPa IIpocBeTe 1t KynType Pogorpy6a Yomakosuha (1900-1983)
3aIIITO Ce, K0 JOKa3 MOTIIYHOT ,,pacKupa ¢ Pycuma’, ve Haryctu hupnnuiia n mpebe cac-
BIJM Ha JIATVHULY, OBaj je OATOBOPMO: ,, Y U3BECHOM CMICIIY TO U PajyIMO, TPYAUMO Ce a
CBAKO jeTe y JyrociaBuju Hayuu JaTuHuLy, na he go Tora nohu camo op ce6e” (Mehta,
2005, str. 148).

1465



Cno6opan Y. Antonnh, Hexa pasmuwimarea tio60gom uiectii geveruja 0g 06Hose COLMONONIKOT. ..

He camo renepanHa xynTypHa nonurtuka KoMmyHucrnuke napruje, seh u npe-
osnabyjyhe pacrionoxeme nena nurenurentyje y Cpbuju, y To Bpeme, 610 je ia ce npebe Ha
3HaTHU]y ynoTpeby marunuie. Padynaso ce ga he ce TuMe HammpaBnTy KOpaK Ka XpBaTCKOj
my6/miy, Koja je 3HaTHO crabuje suama hupuniry of maTunmnie (1 61a Marme BO/bHA [ia je
yuu u 4nta), Te ga he ce rako nmoseharu ,,BUA/BUBOCT” MyOIMKOBAHOT — OAJIMKA [0 KOje je
TaJJAIEBbUM [PYLITBEHUM HAyIHUIIMMA 1 KEbVDKEBHUIIMMA OUJIO jeIHAKO CTA/I0 KAao U JaHaC.

Kapa norenamo Heke BaKHe JIMCTOBE M YaCOINCEe CPICKMX M3fjaBada Tora fo6a,
JUIN OHe KOji Cy Tafa ocHMBaHM y beorpapy, BuneheMo mpuMeTHY JOMMHALIN]Y JTATUHNLE.
Beorpazcku KiVKeBHU 1 TeopujcKu daconuc Jeso, ocHoBal 1955. rogute (n3pgaBad 6eo-
rpapcko npenysehe Homurt, usnasuo go 1992), 6o je Ha matuuniy. Beorpazcke KrouscesHe
HosuHe petie ¢y ¢ hupumnie Ha maTuHuIy of 6p. 1/2 3a 1955. roguny (ua hupummy cy
ce BpaTwIe TeK 14 roguHa fonunje). Inequuiitia, TeOPUjCKI 9acOINC 3a APYIITBEHe HayKe
Beorpapcxkor yuusepsurera u Hapogue ommagune Cpb6uje (nounuje CaBesa cTyaeHaTa
Cpb6uje, ogrocuo Casesa conujanuctuuke omnapnte Cpouje), Koju je mokpenyTt 1960.
roguHe (n3n1asuo 5o 1999), mramnas je maruununoM. Cillygenii, ,Hefe/bHI TUCT 6eo-
rpafckux crygeHara’ (usgaBad: CaBes cTyfeHata Beorpajckor yHuBepsurera), M31a3no
je o 1953. ropyHe Ha MaTMHULU. Buguyu, CTyJeHTCKY JIUCT 3a KIbVDKEBHOCT U KY/ITYPy
(uspaBau Caes cryzeHaTa beorpajckor yuuBepsurera), HOKpeHyT je 1953. Ha hupumr,
ann je 1962. mpemao Ha 1atuHNLy. Kyniiiypa, 4acommc 3a TeOPHjy U COLMONIOTHjY KYITYPe,
Koju uspaje 6eorpazicku 3aBoj 3a IpoydIaBambe Ky/ITYPHOT Pa3BUTKa, HOKPEHYT je 1968.
rofiuHe Ha JaTuHULY (npemao Ha huprmiy Tex 2014) nrp.

Crmate npuke Baagane y u Meby cTpy<HNM Jacomnucuma 13 06/1acTy APYIITBEHNX
Hayka. Qunosodcku tipeineg mraminan je hupmmmiom fo 6poja 4/1954, Ta cecka he nsahn
mojia hI/IpI/I}II/IHOM, a I0/Ia JIATMHULOM, IOK he 1e1o rogumte 1955. 6MTH IITAMIIAHO JIaTH-
uuroM (Kudinar, 2011: 122). Qunosopuja (1959-1966, ogrocuo Punocopuja,1967-1973),
Jaconuc uuju je usgasad 6mio Cprcko ¢pumozodceko gpymrso (Pumozodcko fpymrso
Cpb6uje, 1969-1997), a Koju je UIIaK HOCKO HMOFHACTIOB ,,jyTOCIOBEHCKY 4ACcOMNC 3a (u-
no3odujy’, Takobe je 6uo Ha marnaniu. HacraBak Quaocoguje — vaconuc Theoria (ox
1974. o manac) usmasu Ha naruuunu. VI gpyru gacornc Cprckor ¢pumozodckor ApyTsa,
Caspemete ¢punosogcke itieme (1960-1969), xoju ce o, 1970. 38ao Purosopcke ciityguje, 6mo
je Ha maryHMIM (1991. mperao je Ha hupumiy, amm ce 2009. TIOHOBO BPATHO Ha JIATYHMUILY).

Vcro ce memraBao 1 ca COLMONONUIKMM KibUTraMa Koje Cy y To o6a OuJle iTaMIaHe y
Beorpapy. [IpBu yHUBEP3UTETCKM YIIOEHUK COLMOIIOTHje ¥ JyroCmaBuju, Y80g y couuonoiujy
Papomupa JIykuha (1957, Beorpan: CaBes Yapykera mpaBHMKa Jyrociasuje) 0110 je mram-
[IaH JTATHHULOM — 6e3 063upa 1To je cam JIykuh 6mo mosHar kao 3akreTn ,,hupmwmrdap”.
Kmure Caspemena coyuonoiuja Muxanna Ilonosuha (1961, Beorpan: Kynrypa) u Mapkc
u caspemena coyuonoiuja Berpka Kopaha (1962, beorpan: Kynrypa), nBe cBojeBpeMeHo
BeoMa BayKHe MOHorpadje 3a ahupMalnjy COLMOIOrUje y Hallloj CpeuHM, Oue ¢y Ha
naruaniy. Ha matuanny je 6uwia u Coyuonouika 6ubnuotiiexa (1962-1965), enunnja koja
je opurpasa 3Ha4ajHy yI0ry y ob6pasoBamy fomahux comuornora (13gaBad je Hajpe 6mma
»CaBpeMeHa 1IKoja’, a OHAa ,Byk Kaparmh”)2

> Y oBoj enmuuju mTaMnany cy npesopy: Evu [Tupkem, Ipasuna coyuonowke meitioge (1963)

u Pajt Mwc, Coyuonowka umaiunayuja (1964), kao u Mmonorpaduje gomahux ayropa: [Isetko
Kocrtuh, bop u okonuna: coyuonowka uciuitiusarwa (1962), Cperen Bykocasmwesuh, ITucma ca
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CIMYHO MHCUCTUPAbe Ha IATUHALN, 6apeM Kajia je ped O COLMOIOIIKO]j IIPOLYKIIVjI
y Beorpapy, mro je 3aHMM/BMBO, fOMUHMPA 1 JaHac. Of IPeKO CTOTHHY KNI, KOMUKO je
IO caja MITaMITao VIHCTUTYT 3a cOIMONONIKa McTpaxnBamba Oumozodckor pakynrera y
Beorpany, camo Tpu Mmororpaduje ¢y va hupummm (Bepa Bparyura, Tpausuyuja — ogaxne
u kyga? [2012], Haga Cexynuh, Cxpusenu paiti [2013] u Aubenxa Mupkos, Coyujanta
ogpacusociti ipaga [2017]). Axo je y fo6a Fp>KaBHOT U je3MYKOT 3ajeSHIUINTBA, Y JyrOCIaBuju,
¥ MIMaJIO M3BECHOT cMIC/Ia popcupame IATHHNUIE, SaHAC je TaKaB IOCTYIAK JAaJIeKo Of
pasympusor. He mocrojn ananmsa xomuko naTuanna nosehasa xopuuhewme n nurupa-
HOCT HeKe OBJallibe myonukarnuje y Xpsarckoj, Crosennju nnn ®epepanuju Bocue n
XepuerosuHe. Ho, 0HO ce, YKOMKO Ia YOIIIITe MMa, Y HajOO/beM CITy4ajy MOXKe U3MEPUTH
IpCTUMA jegHe pyke. [la /i je To JOBO/baH PA3JIor 3a 3alI0CTaB/barbe MATUYHOT MICMa 1
BIUIIEBEKOBHE Ky/ITypHe Tpafunuje? OuuIienHo je fa HocToju jour Heku passor. O Tome
he Heruto Buite 6uTK peun 1 y HapeIHOM OfEe/bKY.

VsmaBau

Kaxko ce 1961. ropgnne 38ao usgasad Coyuonouikoi iipeinega? OEroBop Ha OBO IN-
Tame Tpebano 6u na 6yme nak. Ha kopunama 6poja us 1961. ropue nero mure ,,Cpricko
COLIMOJIONIKO APYIITBO — ¥ Ty O Ie/Ta mpuda Tpebajo fa ce 3aBpILL.

MebyTnuMm, Hrje Tako. Y MoHOrpaduju 134aToj HOBOLOM IoIa Beka Ofe/bema 3a
connornorujy Pumozodckor dakynrera y beorpany — Coyuonoiuja y Cpéuju 1959-2009:
UHCTHUTHY yUOHATHU pa3eoj — ypenHuIa Mapuja borgaHoBuh kaxke 1a je ,M3[aBad qacomca
Coyuonowxu tipeineg 1961-1975. Connonoruko gpyurso Cpbuje”, a 61 ogMax 3aTuM Ha-
IIOMeHYyIa [1a je OHO ,,2004. mperMenoBaHo y CpIicko comyonommko apymrso” (Bogdanovié,
20009, str. 26). Tpu cTpanuue norom, borganosuhesa 3a ncro gpymrso Bemn: ,,Ilocne 50
TOfIMHA Off OCHNMBama I paza, 2004, Mema HasuB y CPIICKO COIVOIONIKO APYLITBO, A ja
mob6ap f1eo WIaHOBA HUje BUJIEO PA3JIOT 3a Ty IIPOMeEHY, I 6ap Hiije XTeo Aa He MHCUCTUPA
ma ce o He yHM (Bogdanovi¢, 2009, str. 29).

Heo6m4HO je ja y ICTOj KIbU3U MICTE YPENHIULIE, a Y OfeIbKY ,, COLIVOTIOIIKY YaCOIICH
Bojana Byxotuh mme: ,, Coyuonowxu tipeineg obHasma Cormonomko gpymrso Cpbuje
1961”, ma 6u camo Tpu pefa UCIIOf OHA PeKia: ,,VI3maBad yacomca Coyuonowku tipeineg
ox 1961. mo 6poja 1/1975 jecte CpIicko COLMOIIOMIKO APYIITBO, KOje ce of 6poja 2/1975
noTrnucyje kao Corponommko ApymTso Cpbuje’, a 3aTUM 4eTHPH pefia UCIIOf, ,,Koje ce Off
2006. noHoBoO 30Be Cpricko conyonouko apymrso” (Vukoti¢, 2009, str. 192).

Ipemka y Be3ay ca MMEHOM U3JaBada U FOAMHOM Kaja je CPICKO COIVIOIOMIKO
IPYUITBO BpaTHUJIO CBOj€ PaHMje MMe HHje CaMo ITOCTIEiMIIa M3BECHOT MTajla KOHIEHTpalyje
KOJ| ypenHuIie oBe MoHorpaguje, Beh u jeguor gy6sper mpenybehersa, amm 1 HeTOBO/BHOT
[I03HaBakba YNMIHEHNIIA KOje BJIajia y IeJTy Hallle COLMOJIONIKeE 3ajefHMLIe.

cena (1962), Muxawuno Bypuh, IIpobnemu coyuonouikoi meiioga: KpUTUUKO pasmaiiparee citiarma
y 3ailagHoespoiickoj u amepuuxoj coyuonoiuju (1962), Pagommp Jykuh, Jpywitisena céojuna u
camoyipasmwarve (1964), Byk Kapanmh, O gpywitisy (1964), Vinuja Cranojunh, IIpegmeiti otiuiitie
coyuonoiuje: twer ogHoc dpema gpyium naykama (1964), Josau Lsujuh, 3 gpywitisenux Hayka
(1965) n Anexcaupap Tomoposuh, Ysog y coyuonoiujy ipaga (1965).
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I[Tourro je 1951. roguHe cTBopeHO (06HOBBEHO) CpIicko ¢pumo30(CKo APYUITBO
(B. Kuc¢inar, 2011, str. 51-75), cornonosu — npodecopu IIpasror pakynrera y Beorpagy,
OKyIbeHu oko Paomupa Jlykuha, mokpeHym cy MHMIMjaTUBY 3a cTBaparbe (0OHaB/barbe)
u cororoukor aApymrsa (Antoni¢, 2015). Mebytnm, 3a pasnuxy op punocoduje, koja je
y JyrocnaBuju Tora BpeMeHa 61/1a IpM3HATA HayYHA AUCLMIUINHA, M KOja ce IIpefjaBaia y
IIKO/IaMa I Ha (aKy/ITeTUMa, COLIMOIOTH]a je O¥Ia IO CYMIBOM fa je ,,6yprkoacka HayKa”
(B. Antoni¢, 2015, str. 268-269; Kasi¢, 1989) u Huje npegaBaHa HU Y I'MMHa31jaMa, HUTU
Ha YHUBep3uTeTy. II0IITO je colnosora, yKyIHo y3eB, 6110 ganeko Mame of ¢puaocoda,
OILTy€HO je fa ce, 300r Lmpe KagpoBcKe 6ase, ogMax GopMUpa COLMOTIONIKO APYIITBO
Ha HUBOY LieJIe Tafallibe 3eMsbe. Tako je, y okTo6py 1954, 0CHOBAHO JyTOCTIOBEHCKO VA-
py>xema 3a conyonorujy (JYC).

Mebytum, ynopeno ca JYC-om, 28. geriembpa 1954, 06pa3oBaHoO je U COLMOMOMIKO
yIpyXeme Ha HuBoy CpOuje. YIpy)keme Hajlipe Hije 614710 IT0CeOHO perucTpoBaHo, Beh
ce jeHO BpeMe Bomio Kao ,Cekiuja JYC-a 3a HP Cp6ujy”. 3ato Bojun Munuh u mure
0 ,OCHUBamY, Y I04eTKy nonyaeraanor, Connomnomnixor apymrrsa” (Mili¢, 1996, str. 6), on-
HOCHO, 3a corpronore oko JIykuha xaxe: ,,[pyma ce mpormacuma Conmonomkmum ApyuTBoM
Cp6uje, nako HeKOIMKO rOfiHA HILje 6uma MHCTUTYLVOHA/IM30BAHA IIPEMA TaJallbUM
npaBanM nponucuma’ (Mili¢, 1993, str. 148). ,,Cexunja JYC-a 3a HP Cp6ujy” 3anpaso je
Iyro BpeMeHa 61Ia 11 jefuHa peny6muuka cekiuja JYC-a (xpBaTcka je ocHoBaHa 1959).
Vopyxewe y Cpbuju ce, mehyTnm, of camor moderka He3BaHMYHO HasuBano CpIicko
COIIMOJIONIKO APYHITBO, ITa C€ YaK I Y HEKMM NOKYMEHTMMa IIOMIIbAIO0 IO TYM IMEHOM
— IOIy T »ypenbe o ocHMBamwY VIHCTUTYTa 3a Iefjarolka NCTPaXIBamba, Of 6. HoBeMOpa
1959. roguue™.

JyrocnoBeHcko yapyxeme 3a connonornjy (dpakrmuxu ,,Cexuuja JYC-a sa HP
Cp6ujy”), Ha ,,cyrectujy” us Henrpannor komutera CKJ, objenumena je 1956. ca Cprickum
¢$umo3opcKuM LpymTBOM y JyrOCTOBEHCKO YAPYKekbe 3a (unosodujy u cormonorujy
(Kucinar, 2011, str. 166-167). IIpe yjenumema, JYC je mpoMeHNO MMe TaKoO LITO je ,Ha
caMoj ckynmmTyHM (1956) mpormacuo pacIoymTame, 3aTUM CTBapambe JyrocIOBeHCKOT
IPYLITBA 33 COLMOJIOIY)Y U TeK OHA (VUM Y MICTOM MOMEHTY) CTYIIIO Y HOBO ynpy)l(e}be”
(Kucinar, 2011, str. 169-170). Y To BpeMe (1956-1960), fakie, yapy>kerme COLIONOra y
Cp6uju HOCUIIO je 3BaHNMYHO MMe: ,,JyTOCTIOBEHCKO COLMOMOIIKO ApyIITBO — Cekiuja 3a
HP Cp6wujy, Beorpag” (Vracar, 1957a; 1957b).

Ho Jyrocnoencko yapyskeme 3a ¢punosodujy u conuonorujy ce 1960. roguHe pas-
IBOjIo Ha rtosodcku u counornonku feo. Taga je omrydeHo ga nocrojehe pemy6mmake
cexmje JYC-a mocrany sace6Ha gpymrsa. CpIicka cekijyja je, mo yrmeny Ha Cprcko ¢u-
n030¢cxo apyuITBo, CpIcKo XeMujcko fpyiuTso, Cpiicko reorpadcko apyirso, Cprcko
JIEKapCKO IPYIITBO, HazBaHa CPricko COUUONIOUIKO gpYulifiéo. [IpyIITBO je 0K TMM MMEHOM
3BAHMYHO U PErMCTPOBaHo, 10. jyna 1961. rognne, y rpagckoj nonmuuuju y beorpapny.

Ynan 5 Ypen6e rnacu: ,,Y caBeT VIHcTuTyTa ofipehyjy cBoje mpepcraBHuke: 1) ®umosodcku
tbaxynrer YauBepsurera y Beorpany, 2) ITenaromko apymrso Haponse Peny6nuxe Cpouje, 3)
Yapyxeme ncuxonora ®HPJ - Cekimja 3a Hapopguy Peny6muky Cp6uju, 4) CpIicko COIMOOIIKO
ApyLITBO, 5) Cpricko ¢punozopcko ApymTBo 1 6) 3aBoj 3a yHanpebeme 1mkonctsa Hapopue
Perry6rmke Cp6wuje. lupextop VIHCTUTYyTa YmaH je caBeTa 1Mo cBoM momnoxajy” (http://bg.ac.rs/
files/sr/univerzitet/glasnik-zakoni/zbornik/knjiga3/3_290.pdf).
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Hakre, y TpeHyTKy o6HOBe Coyuonowixoi iipeinega, ynpyxxee couuosnora y Cpbujn
3Bas10 ce CPIICKO COLIMOJIONIKO APYIITBO — KAKO 1 CTOjI1 Ha Kopuuama 6poja u3 1961. ro-
muHe. MehyTtuM, 13 rogusa JoIHMje OHO IOHOBO MOpa Ja IpoMeHu nMe. Haume, HakoH
JOOHOIIIEha YCTaBHIX aMaHIMaHa (1972) KOjuMa je 3aItoyeT IpolLec KOH(benepanmsaque
JyrocnaBuje, a youn npomere Ycrasa COPJ (1974), xojoM je Taj Imporiec 1 3aBpLIEH — CBe
IOZ, TOTIUTUYKMM IPUTUCKOM JIa C€ M Y OPTaHM3AIL[MIOHOM CMICITY Cllefie Taflalliibe Bya-
najyhe uneosnomixe Konremnuuje — CpIicko COLMOJIONIKO APYIITBO Ce, IIPAKTIIHO, MOPAJIO
TePUTOPMjAIHO IIOfeNIUTH y Tpu gpylTsa: Coupononko apymrso Cpbiuje (kao mpaBHU
»cykuecop” CCT), Cornororko apyitso Bojsonuue u Cormonoruko apymrso Kocosa?.
Kpajem ocampeceTnx, MehyTim, ¢ HeCTaHKOM Hajrpy6/be apTHjcke KOHTPOJIE HaJl CTPY4-
HuM fpyurrsuma, Corpponomko fpymrso Cp6uje o6HaB/ba CBOje [e/I0Batbe 1 Ha IIOAPYYjy
Bojsopuue’, a morom 1 Kocosa’, Te ce Ha cKymuITHHM ApyIITBa y BpoHuky, 27. Maja 2006.
ropuHe, Bpaha panuju HasuB yupyxema — Cpicko couUoNOUKo gpyuiineo’.

Ho, mamu feo 6eorpazckux coryosora Bpaharme paHujer Ha3uBa IOIPELIHO je, JaK
U 3/I0HAMEPHO, IPOTYMA4NO Ka0 ,,IPeMMEHOBabe  IMOJl HABOJHUM YTHUIIajeM CPIICKOT
»Harnmonamusma’. Cperer Byjosuh je, peunmo, y unrepsjyy nucry Danas, Ha TuTambe
HOBUMHapKe: ,,Ha IITa KOHKpeTHO MUC/INTE KaJla IOMIbeTe eTHOKYITYPHI HaIlMOHA-
nm3am?’, OfTOBOPMO: ,,JIMaM Ha yMy HefaBHY, CMaTpaM MHAMKATUBHY, IPOMEHY Has3uBa
yapyskemba connosora of, Corpononiko apyurso Cpouje y CpIicKo COLIMOMONIKO APYIITBO,
Kao U YBOJHO CAOIIITeRe Ha cenTeMbapckoM ckymy (Citio ioguna coyuonoiuje y Cpouju,
2012, opranmusarop CCJI; Haomena C. A.) ca Hac7ToBOM ‘JelaH BeK CPIICKe COLIMOTIOrje’
(pedepent je 6mo Munosan Murtposuh — C. A.). MuciuMm fa Huje ped caMo O IPOMeHNU
HasuBa 11of yruuajeM pactazna COPJ, Beh 0 HamepHOM 3aTBaparmy y HAIMOHA/IHE OKBUpPE”~
(Vujovi¢, 2012). CnuuHo HerofoBame 360r Bpaharma Ha cTapy Ha3UB APYIITBa, y3 Mapujy
Borganosuh u Cperena Byjosuha, mokasana je 1 Mapuja ba6osuh usjasom ,,ia Behnna
KOJIeTa He 3Ha KaJia 1 KaKo je IpoMerbeH Hasus ApymTsa n3 Counmosomko gpyurrso Cpouje
y Cprcko counononiko apymtso” (Zapisnik, 2012) — mTo je focra Heo6uYHa TBPAEHA,
Oynyhn pa je sanmcuux ca ckynmrune CIIC/CCJ, Ha kojoj je BpaheHo cTapo nMe ApymT-
Ba, o6jaB/peH y mpBoM creaehem 6pojy Coyuonowixoi tipeinega®. CIM4HO ce MOCTABUIA 1
3aropka [omy6oBuh, koja je mpumkom ypydersa Harpae CCJI 3a >KuBOTHO fieno ,,Pagomup

* Coumornonixo apymTso BojsopuHe mocTano je feo Yapysxema conuonora u ¢punosoda Bojsopune
(1978), a Conmononixo npymrso Kocosa eo JIpymrsa ¢unoszoda, conmonora 1 HOIUTUKONO-
ra Kocosa (Shoqaté sé filozoféve, sociologéne, dhe polotikologéve té Kosovés). Odunmjentn
KoHTaKTU usMely oBa Tpu ApymTBa 61nu cy cnabu (8. Baki¢, 1974; Mili¢, 1979, str. 110), ma je
TaKoO ,,BOjBODAHCKO COLIMOJIOIIKO YAPY>Kelbe HajMambe capabuBao ca CpICKUM COLMOMOMIKUM
npywmrsoM” (Milosevié, 2010, str. 432).
®opmupana je Cekrmja corponora BojsofiiHe, Koja je MCTOBpeMeHO 6ua fieo YpysKera CoLu-
onora u gpunosoda Bojponune, anu 1 Cormornomkor apymrea Cpouje, a WIAHCTBO U WIaHAPUHA
6unu cy jepunacTBenu (B: Coyuonoiuja, rog. 31 (1989), 6p. 1, crp. 331). Pag Orpanxa CIC 3a
Hosu Caz 06HOB/beH je 1993. roamHe.
¢ Pap orpanka CC]] 3a KocoBo 1 Metoxujy (y K. Mutposuiu) o6HoB/beH je 22. ferem6pa 2010.
7 Vcro cy mocTynmuia 1 Heka ipyra apyursa. Cprcko ¢puino3odcko ApymTBO je, peryumo, 1969.
TOfMHEe MOPasIo fia ce npenmenyje y @unosodcko gpymrso Cpbuje, amu ce 1997. BpaTnio Ha
crapu HazuB — Cpricko ¢umozodceko apyurrso (Kucinar, 2012, str. 462).
¢ Couuonowxu tipeineg 40 (2)/2006, 303-306, https://sn.rs/iwohy.

1469


https://sn.rs/iwohy

Cno6opan Y. Antonnh, Hexa pasmuwimarea tio60gom uiectii geveruja 0g 06Hose COLMONONIKOT. ..

JIykuh” usjaBuna ,,5a 6u joj apaxke 6uo ga ce yapyxerme 30Be COLMOIIOIKO fPYILITBO
Cp6uje, a ne Cpricko cotmononiko apymrso” (K. Z. 2014) — uako ce ynpaso 0K je oHa
6uma npencenuuna [Ipymrsa (1968-1971) oHo 3Bano CpIICKO COLMOJIONIKO APYIITBO, a
He Coruosonixo gpymrso Cpbuje.

OBo HeOOMIHO CXBaTarbe — Ja je CBaKa yIoTpeba IpuyeBa ,CpICKI U3pas HEKAKBOT
CKPMBEHOT CPIICKOT HallMOHa/MM3Ma — Byde KopeHe jour u3 CPPJ n cejamaeceTx rofgmHa
IPOLUIOT BeKa. JlekceMa ,,CpIICKIL” Ce, II0 TAKBOM CXBATakby, MOIVIA KOPUCTUT IPBEHCTBE-
HO y HETaTUBHUM KOHTEKCTIIMA, PeLMO: ,,CPIICKHU KalluTaIn3am , ,CpIicka 6ypxoasuja’,
»CPIICKa HaI[OHAa/IHa Oypyxoasnja’, ,CPICKY ¢ammsam’, ,CpIcKa (amCTUIKa NHTeTN-
rernuja” (cBe y Kulji¢, 1974, str. 248), ,,cprickn npanuonamusam’ (Isto, str. 257), ,cprcka
kBucnuHIIKa 6ypxkoasuja” (Isto, str. 259, 262), ,,cprcka dammucridka 6ypxoasuja” (Isto,
str. 263), utn. MebhyTum, y mO3UTUBHOM WM HEYTPATHOM KOHTEKCTY, II0 TOM CTAHOBMUIIITY,
HOJIUTKOPEKTHO JieHOTHpatbe arpubyta Cpouje BpILIM Ce IPBEHCTBEHO FeHUTUBOM, U3 Yera
je mpowsaliia AaHac JOMUHAHTHA CHHTarMa Koj fiefia 6eorpajcKux COLONOora — gpyuiiiieo
Cpobuje (a He cpiicko gpyuiili6o)’ —MaKo ce CacCBYM KOMOTHO MOTY KOPUCTHUTH U3Pa3y Kao
IITO CY ,HEMAYKO APYLITBO', ,,pPAHIIYCKO APYLUITBO” WM ,KIHECKO APYILITBO .

Ortypa, Bojun Munuh, jegan of pogoHaueIHNKa Te BPCTE UAEOMOLIKe YUCTOTE ¥
CPIICKOj COLMOMIOIMjI, YaK HMKA/IA HYje Hamucao ,CPIICKO COL[MOJIONIKO APYIITBO , Beh
je, yMecTo Tora, KOpucTio uspase: ,,Coruosomnixo apyirso” (Mili¢, 1993, str. 148; 1996,
str. 6, 8), ,,Coruonomniko gpymrso Cpouje” (Mili¢, 1993, str. 148), ma vax u ,,6eorpascko
connorouko apyurrso” (Mili¢, 1996, str. 7). Kapakrepuctudso je ma ce ganac Munh, y
Jie/Ty Hallle COL[IIO/IOTIje, YeCTO Y31Ma YIIPABO Kao IPUMep COLIMOTIOra KOjI je 610 ZocIean
6opall IpOTUB CPIICKOT HAI[MOHAIN3MA, Ka0 HEKO KO Ce ,M3jalllihaBao Kao JyrocioBex”
(Kulji¢, 1997, str. 526), ,0 HajpaHMjuX faHa Ia 10 cMpTHU 610 yoehenu Jyrocnoses, mo
HaloHaTHOM ybebemy n onpenememy” (Bakié, 1997, str. 591), Te kao mpuMep KOCIex-
HOT ,,JIEFbJIHCKOT I7Ieflatha [ja Ce KOMYHUCTHU 6Ope IPOTHUB CBOT, a LIOBEHM IIPOTUB Tyher
Harmonamuama” (Kulji¢, 1997, str. 525). Togop Kymuh noce6xo xox Munnha ucrude to
IITO, TIPEM/A MY ,Lie/Ia IOPOAULIA UliHe3d6a Y PaTy , IPU Y€MY CY ,POJUTEbU HeCilianu
Ha Iy Ty 3a JaceHoBaw ’, OH je nIax ,,01o auiIeH 6110 KOr 00/IMKa HAL[MOHAINCTIIKE
0CBeTO/BYOMBOCTH, 1A YaK HUje HU Tparao 3a ocranuma nmopoauue” (Kulji¢, 1997, str.
512; Moj Kyp3uB). AKo je BpanHa 60pbe IPOTUB CPiicKoi HAUUOHANUIMA ,,He TparaTu’ 3a
pOAMTEBUMA U LPYTUM WIAHOBMMA IIOPOANMIIe KAaKO OU Ce CasHa/Ia BIX0Ba CyA0MHA I
JOCTOjHO CaxpaHM/IM, OHJJa HAPABHO Jla Y TAKBOj 3a0LITPEHO] UJEO0NOIIKOj KOHIIETILIVj I
YaK U CaM IPUJEB ,CPIICKM MOXKE [ja 3BYUM ,, HALIVOHATUCTUYKN CYMEMBO.

Taxko je y mocepmbeM KONeKTMBHOM 300pHUKY pajioBa VIHCTUTYTa 3a COLMO/IONIKA MCTPaXKIBaba
dunosodckor pakynrera y beorpany — Cilipamiuguxavujcke ipomere y iiepuogy KoHconugayuje
katumanusma y Cpouju (2019, https://sn.rs/q70a4) — Tpu myTa yemhe kopumhena cuHTarMa
»apymrso Cp6uje” (13 myra: ctp. 43, 45, 46, 50, 69 Tpu myTa, 119, 120, 165, 214, 218 u 245),
HETO ,CPIICKO ApymTBO~ (4 myTa: ctp. 11, 188, 223 u 230).

Baspa 06paruTy naxkmy Ha eypeMUCTIIKe n3pase ,uirdesnn’, ,Hectamn — Jopo bakuh he 3a
nctu, Munnhes cnyuaj pehn: ,,y JaceHoBLy je usiy6uo o6a popurema” (Bakié, 1997, str. 591;
MOj Kyp3uB) — Kao /i je ped 0 HEKOj IPUPOIHOj HEITOTOMM, TIOTUIABY M/IN MAIIN, Y KOjOj by
Hacipagajy Wi ce usiybe, a He 0 37I0YMHY IUVIAHCKOT TeHOLM/IA KOj) CY U3BPII/INA XPBATCKY
Haructu 1941-1945.
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Mebytum, orpomua BehyHa cormosiora y Hallloj Hay4HOj 3ajeHIULM MMa U/EO/IOLIKI
HeonrepeheH 11 HEIOMTU30BAH CTaB ITPeMa BIACTUTOj HAYYHOj 11 APYIITBEHOj TPALULIUH,
He Buehy Huder mpo6IeMaTUYHOT Y HAaIlMOHATHVM aTpyOyTHMa, OJHOCHO Y ITyKVUM IIpH-
CBOjHMM IpupeByuMa u npunosnuma. OHaj KO MVC/IN [ja CY TAKBY U3Pas [TOKa3aTe/b HEKAK-
BOT HAIMOHA/IN3Ma, TO O MOPAo [ja MOKa)Ke Ha KOHKPETHOj UCKyCTBeHOj rpabu, anammsom
cafip>aja WM Hekako apyraunje. MehyTum, ontyx6e Ha padyH Hallle ,,HALIMOHAIMCTUYKE
conyornoruje” YBeK Cy ce CBOAMIE Ha eTUKeTUpambe, 6e3 FoTOBO MIKaKBe apryMeHTaluje.

Haj6omen mpumep 3a To je mpearosop CpeTena Byjosuha 3a 36opauk Jpywitieo pusuxa
(2008). Ty Byjosuh xasxe: ,He mamrim ja cy conponosu y Cpbuju nxaj, 61 TONUKO I11o-
mebeHn 1 3aBabeHM Kao mTo cy gaHac. JInHuja mogerne 1 cyko6a je yrIaBHOM TeOpUjCKO-TI0-
JUTUYKE, OfHOCHO npeononike mpupope” (Vujovié, 2008, str. 10). Y Tom cMuciy, oBaj ayTop
UCTHYE Ja CY »JJaHac IoceOHO 3a0pumbaBajyhy IpuIosy eTHOKY/ITYPHUX HallMOHA/INCTA,
HacrpaM Kojux Byjosuh cras/ba cebe 1 Heke pyre 6eorpajicke COLONOre, 3aTOBOPHIKE T3B.
»Tpeher myra”. To je, mo Byjosuhy, anteprarusa connjanmusmy u Heombepamsmy (Vujovié,
2008, str. 14), a npencTasipa ,,IyT I7I06anu3alyje 1 myT eBporckux uHrerpanuja” (Isto, str.
19), OHOCHO 3a/1arame 3a IIyHY , TPXXUIIHY eKOHOMU]y , 6a3upaHy Ha IpUBATHOj CBOjU-
HI1, HACIIpaM CBOjUHCKY ,,MemmoBute” npuspepe (Isto, str. 17). CBaxm HAII COLMOTIOT KOju
MMa npuMefde Ha aKTyelHy ,[I00aIM3alujy U eBPOIICKY MHTerpaljy’ Hy)KHO OfCTYIIA Off
»Tpeher nyTa” — Ty ByjoBuh nspuanto Habpaja Bepy Bpatyury (Isto, str. 22) u Cro6onana
Amntonnha (Isto, str. 20), Tok MMa 11 OHMX HaIMX couyosora Koju pema EY u rmo6anmsanujn
OCTaB/bajy YTHUCAK f1a CY ,ckernTuaun” (Isto, str. 28), ma ux Byjosuh nosusa fa ce KoHa4HO 1
OHM u3jacHe — Ty oH nomutbe [Terpa Omanuha (Isto, str. 28) u Munany Jby6uunh (Isto, str. 29).

Ha oBaj TexcT pearopana je Bepa Bparyura (2010). OHa je ByjoBuheBy TBpamy na
»KOJI Hac ‘fo6por HalyoHanmm3Ma' Teko Moxe 6utn” (Vujovié, 2008, str. 12) mpoxo-
MeHTapucaja MUTambeM — a Ia IV TO 3HAYM fja Ia [PYTY HApOAU ceOu MOTY HPUYILTH-
TI, OGHOCHO Ja ce Cp6yMa 6paHy OHO LITO Ce IOIMYIITA, PEMO, AMepUKaHIIMMA WK
Bpurannuma? (Vratusa, 2010, str. 126). Takobe je onb6ua o6aBesy CpIicKIX COLMOIIOTra ja
MOpajy fia IIoApKaBajy [1106an1u3alyjy, HOroTOBO y BeHOM aKTYe/THOM HeonnbepanrHoM
oérmxy (Isto, str. 127-128), xao wTO je opmbamyIa 1 3aXTeB [a HAIN COL[MOIO3M MODpajy
Ia OyLy 3aroBOpHMIM eBpOMHTerpannjckux npoueca (Isto, str. 129-130). Byjosuhese
HeMOTKpeIUbeHe ONTYX6e fia ,, AHTOHMN TTOTNCKYje aHa/U3Y jeHOT, MHaYe, JapOBUTOT
cortonnora nmpogecnoHaIa 11 Ipey3uma yIory eTHOKy/ITypHOr HanmoHascre” (Vujovié,
2008, str. 20), xao u Byjosuhese aucksamiduxanmje CCII u Coyuonowoi ipeinega xao
»€THOHAIMOHAIMCTUYKOT YAPY>Kerba 1 yacomcal!, ommydHo je ofbdaio Anronnh (Atonic,
2012, 5-8). Bragumup Vnuh ce mak cnoxuo ¢ ,ocHoBaHowhy ByjoBuheBor ykasnuBama
fa je IMHMja IOfeIe ¥ CYKOOa yIIaBHOM TeOPUjCKO-IOMUTUYKE, OFHOCHO MIEOJIOIIKe
npupope” (Ili¢, Mani¢, 2009, str. 228).

Mebhyrnm, ako u 1Ma nofierne Mel)y CpIICKVM COLIOMO3MMA, TO je Ha jefiHy Matby IPyILy
KOja BeXeMeHTHO 3aroBapa UJie0/IOTUjy ayifiopuiliapHe mogepHusayuje, ,eBpoaTIaHTU3Ma

»Y HaHalwoj Cpb1ju MOCTOje ABa COLMONOIIKa Yacomca: Coyuonouiky ipeineg, Kao opraH
Cprickor corponoukor apyursa u Coyuonoiuja, kao opra Conmonoikor yapyxema Cpouje
u lIpne Tope u MHcTuTyTa 32 conmonomka ucrtpaxnsama OO y beorpany. ¥ nuramy je pasmu-
YKTA UJIejHA WV BPEJHOCHA OpMjeHTallija IPe/ICeHUIITABA YAPY Kelba U PeflaKIiyja yacomca.
Konxpernyje, y cnydajy CCJI ped je eTHOKYITYPHOM HAIlMOHAIM3MY, OfIHOCHO €THOLICHTPUSMY
(Vujovié, 2012).
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U »jyrocnaBusma’, JuckBamiuKyjyhu ceako gpyraunje MulUberbe Kao ,,e THOHAIMOHAIN-
3aM”'2, 11 OrpOMHY BehnHy Hallle COLIMOMOIIKe 3ajeffHILIE, KOja Ce OIpefiesbyje 3a TeOPUjCKI
U WJIEjHU Iy pain3aM, y3 TONEePAHINjy APYTadljuX BPEHOCHNUX CTaBOBA Ka0 UpupogHu
ambujeniti 3a pacili u paseoj ceaxe gpyuiiliéeHe HayKe.

Hayuna 3ajegunna

Hare Ha/Ie)KHO MUHMCTApPCTBO ,,y CK/IANY C aHTMHAI[VIOHATHOM HayYHOM IIOJINTH-
KOM Koja ce cripoBopiut Beh myru Hu3 rouHa, ynytuo je (zomahum — C. A.) n3gaBaunma
Hay4YHMX YacOINca ‘IPeHOpyKy' fa TEKCTOBe IyOINKYjy Ha eHITIecKoM jesuky (Bukvié,
2020, str. 64). Y cOLMONONIKO] IEPUOJULIY TO je Pe3y/ITOBAJIO TUMe Ja Cy Hulike Teme
TOTOBO CacBUM IIpelute Ha eHrnecku (2019)", Coyuonoiuja je ogmaxiia Ha ToM myty', a
jemyHO jour Coyuonowiku iipeineg XepojcKu 06jaBjbyje CBe WIAHKe Ha CPIICKOM U, YIOpPefo,
Ha eHreckoM (B. Antonié, 2021, str. 696-697).

Ha crpany unmeHnIa fja je HOpMa 3ajaTa CpIICKMM HAYYHUIIVIMA, fia Ce IPBEHCTBEHO
o6pahajy aHro¢poHOj yO/mLH, Y MHOTMM HAIIMM YaCOMMCHMA 1 300PHULIMMA IPOU3Bena
HIMpembe ,KapUKaTypaIHoT eHraecKor jesuka” (Bukvié, 2020, str. 64)". Anu, mocnennie
TaKBe HayYHe IOJIMTHKE — KOja je IIPOIIMpeHa CIMYHIM 3aXTEBOM 1 Ha HayYHE MOHOTpa-
¢uje n ckynose — mory6se cy. IIpso, mpecraje pa3Boj fomahe Hay4He TepMUHOIOTHje — Ha
94eMy je, y COIMomnoruju, noce6no mucucTrpao Bojur Mummh (1996, str. 19). Tume ,,jas
usmeby unocrpase u fomahe Hayke, Koju ce HABOJHO IOKYIIIaBa IIPEMOCTUTH, CAMO jOLLI
Bute pacre” (Bukvi¢, 2020, str. 64). VI apyro, xag 6yay cBu 06jaB/brBau Ha €HITIECKOM,
u TMe ce obpahanu rrobanHoj Hay4HOj y6mi, yracuhe ce gomahe nayuHe 3ajemnie.

Hanwme, a 6u ce gpyluITBeHa HayKa pa3Bujaa, ieHe Ufeje, Teoplje U UCTPAKUBAY-
KI HaJ/lasy Mopajy Aa 6yay HeIpecTaHO KPUTUYKM carjieffaBaHy u mperpecann. Komnka
je BepoBatHoha fa he Hexn Amepukanary, Hemary nnn Kunes pearoBatu Ha HEKM TeKCT
06jaB/beH Y CPIICKOM 4acONMCy? 3aIITo 611 MX YOIIIITe 3aHMMaIU KOHLENTyalTHN U UC-
TpaKMBa4KM IIPO6IeMN Be3aHM 3a CPIICKo ApymTBo? IllTaBuire, IpofyKIyja je TOMMKO
Hapacia fia jy je mpaktu4Ho Hemoryhe nparutu. Huje ncto 4uTaTyt Tpy COLMOIOLIKA
Jacomyca umv Tpucta. Haydne 3ajemHuIe jemHOT jesVka MM IpyKaBe MMajy CBOjy 0COOeHy

12 TIpMMeTHO je Jia Ce TeCTBUIIA C Mfle0IoTeMaMa Koje Y Hallloj COLIMOTIOTY)Y Ba/ba IPUXBATUTH aKO

ce He >Kenu OUTH ,,e THOHALIMOHA/ICTa” HeIIPeCTaHo MOJIDKe, IIa je caft ByjoBuh, y HajHOBMjeM
yraHKy y Coyuonoiuju, y3rpes npuaonao u ,reHorns y Cpebpennun” (Vujovié, 2021, str. 584).
Ta xBa/miuKarmja ysuMa ce, OUnITIHO, KA0 HAYIHO IOTBPheHa, caMopasyM/byBa 1 HEOCTIOPHA,
JaKO je OHa IpeIMeT MHOTMX KOHTPOBEP3N, IPU 4eMy OPOjHIM ayTOpH, YK/bY4UB YaK U OHe U3
®buX, ykasyjy fa je Ty IpBEHCTBEHO ped O ,IMCKYP3UBHO]j OUTULIN , BeNHOM 3aCHOBaHOj Ha
»KOHTPOBEP3HOM, W ‘KimmaBoM;, Kapakrepy ICTY npecyna o renounpy” (Pehar, 2019, str. 41).

" Cajr oBor yacomuca caia je uCK/byunso Ha enrneckom (https://sn.rs/hohyz), a, petmo, y 6pojy
1 3a oBy ropuny (Vol. XLV/2021, No 1), ox 24 Hay4Ha 4naHKa camo 4 cy Ha cprckom (https://
sn.rs/1df01).

"V 6pojy 2 3a oy roguny(Vol. LXIII/2021, N°2), ox 11 HayYHNX YIaHAKa CaMO jefjaH je Ha CpII-

ckoM (https://sn.rs/uge3h).

Byksuh (2020, str. 64) kao npuMep HaBoAK paj y KoMe je JlopenroBa kpusa (Lorenz curve)

npeBefieHa Kao Lorenzo's guilty u Lorenzo's fault, a TpxxuiHa onypa (supply) xao offer.
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KOMYHVKAaTUBHY AMHAMMUKY, KOja OIa3y Off 3ajeSHIYKOT COLMjaTHOT ¥ MHCTUTYLIMOHATHOT
McKycTBa. AKo nornegamo 6ubmorpadujy Coyuonowikoi ipeinega sunehemo MHOro6pojHe
Hay4He [T0/IEMIIKe I PearoBama, TOKOM CBIX JleljeH1ja usiaxerma. Tako je fockopa 6mo un
y ApyruM HammM dacomucruma. Hemrro crapuju connonosu fo6po ce cehajy sxxyctpux amm
IJIOJHYX MO/IeMUKa O , MumheBCKoj COLMOMONIKO] IIKO/MI VTN ,,/IeflaTHOM IOTeHIMjary
IPYLITBEHNUX Ipyma’, BoOheHNX TOKOM AeBeneceTux. TakBux pacmpasa Buire Hema. To je,
usMebhy ocTaror, 1 3aTo 1ITO CBe Mabe YNTAMO jellHe APYTe, jep MOpaMo HeIIPeCTaHo Aa
MMIIEMO ¥ UIIEMO.

HoBoM Hay4HOM HOMUTHUKOM 1 COLIMONO3Y CY IpuHyheHu fa cKyIbajy 6omose 1
IITAHIYjy LITO BUILle PajioBa, Ba/bJja y yBepewy fa he ce y jeTHOM TpeHYTKY, 10 AMjama-
TOBCKIM 3aKOHUTOCTUMA, ,KBAHTUTET IIPETBOPUTHU y KBanuTet . Pesynrar je fa maabn
COIIMO/IO3Y MaCOBHO IIpefiase Ha PEXKMM KOAyTOPCKUX pajioBa — ja IMoTmuiIeM Tebe, T
HOTIIMIIIENT MeHe, U CBAaKO Off Hac Aymnupa cBoj ckop's. Yacnas Ouuh, ok je 610 rmaBHn
ypenuuk 36opHuxa Maitiuye cplicke 3a gpyuiiliéeHe Hayke, OfOUjao je la YOIILITe y3Me ¥
pasMarpame KoayTopcke pajiose. ,llITa he y gpymTBeHNM HaykaMa Tpy ayTopa Ha jefHy
TeMMUIY , TOBOPMO je, ,y Hallloj 00/IaCTH MJeje ¥ TyMauerba YBeK Cy CTPOTO MHAVBU/YaIN-
30BaHM, Y CYIIPOTHOM, fob61rheMo HalaBuHy 6e3BpefHe MeAMOKPUTETCKE IPORYKIuje’
Bojum ce ga to Beh nmamo. 3ato 6ucmo Mopany MaahuM capagHuIMMa caBeTOBATH A2
IITO Ipe HOYHY C M3TPafj(bOM BIACTUTOT MCTPaKMBAYKOr IpoduIa, MperosHaT/bUBOT
(MHAVBYYa/IM30BaHOT) IO TeMATHUIM U CTHITY, KO MIUC/IE a Gy/y HeIUTO BUILE O HAyIHIX
YIHOBHMKA Y MHCTUTYTY WIN HPOCBETHNUX OMpOKpaTa Ha (aKynTeTy.

Konnko je Hallla Hay4Ha 3ajefHNIA HA YTy TUXOT OfyMUpara BUAN Ce U 110 Ofy-
CTajamy Off ujeje y3ajaMHe pedepeHTHOCTI U MehyreHepalujcke KyMy/IaTUBHOCTH Ca3Haba.
ITornenajre Hamre yacomyce u BuaeheTe fja ayTopi NI O TIOjeAHIM TeMaMa Kao [ja KOF
Hac 0 TOMe HMKO paHMje HUIITa Huje Hamycao. Moja reHepanyja yyeHa je ja Kajia mpuIipe-
MaMO HeK) Hay4H! 4IaHaK 00aBe3HO M3BECTIMO I O TOMe KO je KOJ Hac 1 KaKO MCTPa>KIBA0
Ty 0671acT. AKO je To 1ITO je pabeno 6mmo 06po, Ha o TOra HaCTABMMO fja MAEMO fJajbe.
A axo Huje 6110 FOOPO, fa KAKEMO 3aIITO HIje I A TIOKaKEMO Kako Tpeba. Y oba crydaja,
TMIMe IeMOHCTpUpaMo yyheHocT y murepaTypy 1 nsberaBaMo OIIacHOCT la OTKPMBAMO
pymy y cakcuju. [laHac ce TOT BaKHOT M X€yPUCTUYKM IUVIOLHOT IIPABIU/Ia PETKO KO jOLI
HIpUAp)KaBa. A y 0BO BpeMe, MOryhHOCTH 3a MCTPXMBAYKO HA/[OBE3VBAE VI KPUTII-
Ko pedeprcarbe faneko cy sehe uero pauuje. EBo, caga us bubmmorpaduje Coyuonouixoi
iipeinega jeMHOCTAaBHMUM IIPETPAKMBAbEM MOXKEMO Ca3HATH KO jeé O HEKOj TeMU KOja Hac
3aHIMMa paHuje M1Ca0. A TIOLITO je Lje/la apX1Ba YACOIICa JUTUTAIN30BaHa, KIIMKOM Ha ]aTy
HOBE3HNITY 6P30 JOa3MMO 0 JKe/beHOT WiaHKa. He BupyuM 3amito ypehupauka mommuruka
y HAIIIMM YacOMUCHMa He 611 TIOACTUIIANA, T1a YaK U MHCUCTHUPAsIa Ha OOHAB/baby BaXKHE
aKafieMCKe Tpajiunuje peepeHTHOCTI U KyMYIaTUBHOCTH y foMahoj HayIiL.

To, HapaBHO, He 3HaYM KpeTame MICK/bYIMBO Y JOMEHY Hallle HaydHe 3ajeffHNLIe. JefHaKO
je BayKHO M3BECTUTH KaKBa MCKYCTBA, TOBOIOM ofipeheHIX TeOpUjCKIX MM MCTPaXKMBAYKIX
HNTama, HOCTOje Y 3HATHO BehuM COLMOONIKIM 3ajefHMI[aMa — aMEPUYKOj, PYCKOj MM
MHJINjCKOj, Ha IIpUMep. AJIi, OHaj KO OfycTaje ia pedbepuilie Ha ayTOpe ¥ pafioBe OBJALIbe
Hay4He 3ajefjHuLle, TMMe 130eraBa ia CTaB) CBOj HAay4HM paj] y OKBUP Y KOMe O OH MOrao

16

Y Beh nomenyTom 6pojy Coyuonoiuje (Vol. LXIII/2021, N°2), ox 11 Hay4HNX YlaHaKa caMo
jeman (wm 9%) moTmucao je jenaH ayTop, cBu fpyru (91%) ypahennu cy xao koayTopcku paf.
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y 3Ha4ajHIjOj MepY OUTU KOMIIETEHTHO IIPOLIeheH U KPUTUIKU pasMoTpeH. To Telko fa
MOKe OUTH JJOIIPMHOC Pa3Bojy HayKe KPO3 UCTMHCKY KYMY/IaTMBHOCT HAYYHOT Ca3Hamba.

Y Tom cMucity Baba pehn fia je Hacrojame Coyuonowixoi tipeinega, ox 2017. ronuHe,
Jla CBaKM WIAHAK 00jaB yIOPEO Ha eHIVIECKOM I CPIICKOM je31KY, BEPOBATHO jeANHCTBEH
HOZlyXBaT y HAIIOj Hay4yHOj 3ajepuniy. OH CIIaja UMIIEpaTHB Ja ce 09yBa foMaha Hay4yHa
TEPMUHOJIOTHja I KOMYHMKATUBHA KOXE3Mja OBJAlllibe HaydHe 3ajeJHIIIe, ali U 3aXTEB
fla ce ¥ CPIICKM COIMO03Y IPUK/byde CBETCKOM I7TaBHOM TOKY M Y BheMy ce u3bope 3a
MeCTO Koje uM npumnaga. Ho, To je IpMInIHO CII0KeH U CKYII IOyXBaT KOjI Ce, JyTOpOod-
HO TIOCMATPaHO, TELIKO MOXe ofpxaru 6e3 nomohn gpxase Cpbuje. Fhena sBanmdna
Hay4Ha IONMTUKA, MehyTuM, He nIpenosHaje Takse mpuopurere. CTOra 0cTaje OTBOPEHO
HMTambe y KoM cTamy 1 06Ky he Coyuonowiku iipeineg na foueka CTOTOIUIIBHIY CBOT
n3naxera (1938-2038).
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/ SOCIOLOGICAL REVIEW (1961-2021)

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: On the occasion of the journal's anniversary, the author discusses three
issues in the field of scientific policy in Serbia: the journal’s language and script, the issue
of the publisher, and the journal's place and role in the scientific community. The author
concludes that the mass transition of scientific journals in Serbia to English, with the aboli-
tion of Serbian versions of texts (the tradition pursued by the Socioloski pregled / Sociological
Review), leads not only to stopping the development of the domestic scientific terminol-
ogy, but also to the stagnation and long-term disappearance of local (national) scientific
communities. Scientific communities of individual countries or languages, particularly in
the humanities and social sciences, are essential for scientific research of local (national)
societies, their economic, social and cultural problems and specifics. Their gradual winding
down can also be considered a form of cultural neocolonialism.

Keywords: scientific community, scientific policy, scientific journals, scientific lan-
guage, cultural neocolonialism

The editorial board of the Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review traditionally pursues
the historical reflection not only about the place and importance of this journal for Serbian
sociology, but also about the state of the scientific community of sociologists in Serbia.

Relatively recently, on the occasion of the 80" anniversary of the Socioloski pregled /
Sociological Review (1938-2018), the editorial board published a thematic edition (1/2018)
with 13 articles (340 pages in total), as well as the reprint edition of the Socioloski pregled /
Sociological Review from 1938 (2018, editors Jovica Trkulja and Uros Suvakovi¢), supplemented

! santonic@f.bg.ac.rs
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with the introductory note, biographical notes about the authors presented in the 1938 alma-
nag, as well as the name register (50 pages added to the reprint). Now, on the occasion of the
60™ anniversary of the continuation of the Sociological Review (1961-2021), the editorial board
has prepared the monograph Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review 1938-2020: Bibliography
(Vukoti¢, Aranitovié, 2021, within the renewed Library of the Socioloski pregled / Sociological
Review, published by the Serbian Sociological Association, Belgrade). Its bibliographical and
document part was prepared by authors Bojana Vukoti¢ and Dobrilo Aranitovi¢ (pp. 9-681
and pp. 715-718), while the disciplinary-contextual and historiographical explanations were
given by Uro$ Suvakovi¢ (Suvakovi¢, 2021), Slobodan Antonié¢ (Antonié, 2021) and Jovica
Trkulja (Trkulja, 2021) on the total of 38 pages. This monograph has been published but is
also available on our journal's website, so that it can read by everyone that is interested. In
my work in the monograph, I attempted to present the history of the journal in the period
1961-2021 (Antoni¢, 2021), thus, in a certain manner, continuing and supplementing my pre-
vious text about the pre-war Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review (Antoni¢, 2018). However,
due to the limitation of the foreseen scope of the work, some important matters could not
be considered. That is why, on the occasion of celebrating this important anniversary of our
journal, I will use the opportunity to discuss those matters here.

Script

The 1938 Socioloski pregled | Sociological Review was published in Cyrillic. However,
the continued Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review from 1961 was published in the Latin
alphabet and this trend continued until 1997. Why?

The archives of the journal as well as the publisher (Serbian Sociological Society)
were practically lost even before 1990 (Ili¢ & Mani¢, 2009, p. 224) and the members of
the editorial board from 1961 are no longer alive. That is why the reasons for a decision
may be only reconstructed today. I have already pointed out that in the first edition of
the continued Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review (1961) there was no mention of the
continuity concerning the pre-war almanac (Antoni¢, 2021, p. 681). We can find the first
reference of that kind only ten years later, in the impresses of edition No. 1 for 1973 (See
Antoni¢, 2021, p. 690). It is not unlikely that the name of the (then) annual journal in 1961
was actually decided about in a different manner. The journal of the Serbian Philosophical
Society was called Philosophical Review (1953-1958), and its secretary (1953-1954) and
subsequently editor-in-chief (1957-1958) was Mihailo V. Popovi¢ (Ku¢inar, 2011, p. 13,
122). Popovi¢ was also the first editor-in-chief of the Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review
(1961). Perhaps that is where the original idea for the name came from, and only later it
was associated with the 1938 almanac? (See Antoni¢, 2021, pp. 681-682)

Nevertheless, the Philosophical Review was also printed in Cyrillic. Why was the Latin
alphabet chosen for the (new) Sociological Review after all?

We should remind of the 1954 Novi Sad Agreement of Serbian and Croatian linguists.
which stated that Serbian and Croatian were an identical language and that “both scripts,
Latin and Cyrillic, are equal’, and that “it should be aspired that both Serbs and Croats
should equally learn both scripts, which will be achieved primarily at school” (Novi Sad
Agreement, 1954, and South Slavic Philologist 1955/1956, Vol. 21, Book 1/4, p. 262, Article
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3). When George Allen (1903-1970), American Ambassador to Yugoslavia (1949-1953),
asked Rodoljub Colakovi¢ (1900-1983), Yugoslav Minister of Education and Culture, why
Cyrillic was not abolished for the sake of transitioning to the Latin alphabet, as proof of
the complete “breakaway from Russia’, he replied: “In a certain respect, we are doing it,
trying to make every child in Yugoslavia learn the Latin alphabet, and it will come on its
own” (Mehta, 2005, p. 148).

Not only the general cultural policy of the Communist Party, but also the prevail-
ing mood of one part of the Serbian intelligence at the time, was that the Latin alphabet
should be used on a larger scale. This was anticipated as a step taken towards the Croatian
audience that was less familiar with Cyrillic than Latin (and also less willing to learn and
read Cyrillic), so that in such a manner the “visibility” of the published would be increased
— the feature that social scientists and writers of that time were equally concerned about
as they are today.

Looking at certain important newspapers and journals of the Serbian publishers of
that time, or those established in Belgrade in the past, we can see the substantial domination
of the Latin alphabet. Belgrade literary and theoretical journal Delo, established in 1955
(published by Belgrade-based enterprise Nolit until 1992), was in Latin. Belgrade's Literary
Newspaper (Knjizevne novine) started using Latin instead of Cyrillic from its 1955 edition
No. 1/2 (and resumed using Cyrillic only 14 years later). Gledista, a theoretical journal for
social sciences of the University in Belgrade and the People’s Youth of Serbia (subsequently
the Students’ Union of Serbia, or the Union of the Socialist Youth of Serbia), was initiated
in 1960 (published until 1999) and printed in Latin. Student, “a weekly of Belgrade stu-
dents” (published by the Students® Union of the University in Belgrade) was published in
Latin from 1953 onwards. Vidici, a student journal for literature and culture (published by
the Students® Union of the University in Belgrade), was initiated in Cyrillic in 1953, but
switched to Latin in 1962. Culture, a journal for theory and sociology of culture, published
by Belgrade-based Centre for Studies in Cultural Development, was first published in Latin
1968 (and switched to Cyrillic as late as 2014) etc.

There were similar circumstances among expert journals from the field of social
sciences. The Philosophical Review was printed in Cyrillic until its edition 4/1954, and
that volume was half in Cyrillic and half in the Latin alphabet, while all 1955 editions were
in the Latin alphabet (Ku¢inar, 2011: 122). Philosophy (in Serbian Filozofija, 1959-1966
and Filosofija, 1967-1973), a journal published by the Serbian Philosophical Society (the
Philosophical Society of Serbia, 1969-1997) and had the subtitle “Yugoslav journal for
philosophy”, was also in the Latin alphabet. The successor of Philosophy - the journal
called Theoria (since 1974) is published in the Latin alphabet. Another journal of the
Serbian Philosophical Society — Modern Philosophical Topics (1960-1969), which was called
Philosophical Studies after 1970, was in the Latin alphabet (in 1991 it switched to Cyrillic,
only to resume the Latin alphabet in 2009).

The same happened to sociological books printed in Belgrade at that time. The first
university sociology textbook in Yugoslavia, Introduction to Sociology by Radomir Luki¢
(1957, Belgrade: the Jurists® Union of Yugoslavia) was printed in the Latin alphabet — de-
spite the fact that Luki¢ himself was known as a staunch supporter of the Cyrillic script.
Modern Sociology by Mihailo Popovi¢ (1961, Belgrade: Kultura) and Marx and Modern
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Sociology by Veljko Kora¢ (1962, Belgrade: Kultura), two extremely important monographs
of that time regarding the affirmation of sociology in our environment, were also in the
Latin alphabet. The Sociological Library (1962-1965) was also in the Latin alphabet as the
edition that played a significant role in the education of domestic sociologists (it was first
published by “Savremena $kola” and then by “Vuk Karadzi¢”)2.

Curiously, similar insistence on the Latin alphabet, at least when it comes to sociolog-
ical production in Belgrade, is prevalent nowadays as well. Out of more than one hundred
books printed so far by the Institute for Sociological Research of the Faculty of Philosophy in
Belgrade, only three monographs are in Cyrillic (Vera Vratusa, Transition - Where from and
Where to? [2012]; Nada Sekuli¢, Hidden War [2013]; Andelka Mirkov, Social Sustainability
of the City [2017]). If during the period of state and linguistic unity in Yugoslavia there was
certain sense in favouring the Latin alphabet, such practice is far from understandable now-
adays. There is no analysis as to how the Latin alphabet increases the use and citation of any
Serbian publication in Croatia, Slovenia or even the Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina.
However, it, if it exists at all, is at a rather low level. Is it a sufficient reason for neglecting
our original script and many centuries of our cultural tradition? There is evidently another
reason as well. It will be discussed in further detail in the following section.

Publisher

What was the publisher of the Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review called in 196172
The answer to this question should be easy. The cover page of the edition from 1961 clearly
says: “Serbian Sociological Society” — and the whole story should end there.

However, it is not the case. In the monograph published on the occasion of the 50*
anniversary of the Department of Sociology of the Faculty of Philosophy in Belgrade —
Sociology in Serbia 1959-2009: Institutional Development — Marija Bogdanovic, the editor,
says that the “publisher of the journal Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review 1961-1975 is
the Sociological Society of Serbia’, immediately adding that “in 2004 it was renamed into
the Serbian Sociological Society” (Bogdanovi¢, 2009, p. 26). After three pages, referring
to the same society, Bogdanovi¢ says: “Fifty years after the establishment and work, the
name is changed into the Serbian Sociological Society in 2004, while a large number of
the members saw no reason for such change, or at least did not want to insist against it”
(Bogdanovi¢, 2009, p. 29).

It is odd that in the same book by the same editor, in the section entitled “Sociological
Journals”, Bojana Vukoti¢ writes: “Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review renews the

?  In this edition, the following translations were published: Emile Durkheim, The Rules of Sociological

Method (1963) and Charles Wright Mills, Sociological Imagination (1964), as well as the mono-
graphs by domestic authors: Cvetko Kosti¢, Bor and Its Surroundings: Sociological Research (1962),
Sreten Vukosavljevié, Letters from the Village (1962), Mihailo Puri¢, Problems of the Sociological
Method: Critical Consideration of the State in West European and American Sociology (1962),
Radomir Luki¢, Public Property and Self-Government (1964), Vuk Karadzi¢, On the Society (1964),
Ilija Stanoj¢i¢, The Subject of General Sociology: Its Relationship to Other Sciences (1964), Jovan
Cviji¢, From Social Sciences (1965) and Aleksandar Todorovié, Introduction to the Sociology of
the City (1965).
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Sociological Society of Serbia in 1961”, while only three lines after that she states: “The
publisher of the journal Sociological Review from 1961 until the edition No. 1/1975 was the
Serbian Sociological Society that, starting from No. 2/1975, calls itself as the Sociological
Society of Serbia”; four lines below, she writes that “from 2006 it is once again called the
Serbian Sociological Society” (Vukoti¢, 2009, p. 192).

The mistake regarding the publisher‘s name and the year when the Serbian
Sociological Society brought back its previous name is not only the consequence of a certain
concentration drop displayed by this monograph's editor, but also of a more profound preju-
dice, as well as of insufficient knowledge present in one part of our sociological community.

Since in 1951 the (renewed) Serbian Philosophical Society was established (See
Kucdinar, 2011, pp. 51-75), the sociologists — professors of the Faculty of Law in Belgrade,
gathered around Radomir Luki¢, put forward an initiative for the creation (continuation)
of the sociological society as well (Antoni¢, 2015). However, unlike philosophy that was a
recognized scientific discipline in Yugoslavia of that time and that was taught at schools and
universities, sociology was suspected of being a “bourgeois science” (See Antoni¢, 2015, pp.
268-269; Kasi¢, 1989) and was not taught either in grammar schools or at the University.
Since, generally speaking, there were far fewer sociologists than philosophers, a decision
was made, due to the broad cadre base, to establish immediately a sociological society at
the level of the whole country. Therefore, in October 1954, the Yugoslav Association for
Sociology was established.

However, simultaneously with this Association, on 28" December 1954 the sociological
society was established at the level of Serbia. At first it was not separately registered, but for a
period of time it was recorded as the “Section of the Yugoslav Association for Sociology for
the People‘s Republic of Serbia”. That is why Vojin Mili¢ writes about the “establishment of
the initially semi-legal Sociological Society” (Mili¢, 1996, p. 6), saying the following about
the sociologists gathered around Luki¢: “The group proclaimed itself as the Sociological
Society of Serbia, although for several years it was not institutionalized according to the then
applicable legal regulations” (Mili¢, 1993, p. 148). As a matter of fact, the so-called “Section”
was the only Republic section of the Yugoslav Association for Sociology for a long period of
time (whereas the Croatian one was established in 1959). However, from the very beginning,
the association in Serbia unofficially called itself the Serbian Sociological Society, and in
some documents it was even mentioned under that name - for example, in the Decree on
the establishment of the Institute for Pedagogical Research of 6" November 1959°.

The Yugoslav Association for Sociology (actually, the Section of the Yugoslav Association
for Sociology for the People’s Republic of Serbia”), upon the “suggestion” from the Central
Committee of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia, was united with the Serbian
Philosophical Society into the Yugoslav Association for Philosophy and Sociology in 1956

> Article 5 of the Decree states: “The following appoint their representatives in the Institute Council:

1) the Faculty of Philosophy of the University in Belgrade, 2) the Pedagogical Association of the
People‘s Republic of Serbia, 3) the Psychologists® Association of the Federal People’s Republic of
Yugoslavia — the Section for the People’s Republic of Serbia, 4) the Serbian Sociological Association,
5) the Serbian Philosophical Association and 6) the Institute for the Improvement of Education
of the People’s Republic of Serbia. The Director of the Institute is a member of the Council due
to his position”. (http://bg.ac.rs/files/sr/univerzitet/glasnik-zakoni/zbornik/knjiga3/3_290.pdf).
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(Kucinar, 2011, pp. 166-167). Before uniting, the Yugoslav Association for Sociology changed
its name by “proclaiming at the very meeting in 1956 the dissolution and then the formation
of the Yugoslav Association for Philosophy and Sociology, and only then (or simultaneously)
joining the new association” (Kucinar, 2011, pp. 169-170). Therefore, at that time (1956-1960),
the society of sociologists in Serbia was officially called the “Yugoslav Sociological Association
— Section for the People‘s Republic of Serbia, Belgrade” (Vracar, 1957a; 1957b).

However, the Yugoslav Association for Philosophy and Sociology was divided into its
philosophical and sociological parts in 1960. A decision was made that the existing Republic
sections of the Association should be separate organizations. The Serbian section, after
the model of the Serbian Philosophical Society, the Serbian Chemical Society, the Serbian
Geographical Society, the Serbian Doctors’ Society, was called the Serbian Sociological Society.
It was officially registered under this name in Belgrade's City Police on 10™ June 1961.

Therefore, at the moment of the continuation of the Sociological Review, the sociologists’
society in Serbia was called the Serbian Sociological Society - as written on the cover page of
the 1961 edition. However, thirteen years later it had to change its name once again. Namely,
after the adoption of constitutional amendments (1972) that began the process of the con-
federalization of Yugoslavia, and prior to the amended Constitution of the Socialist Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia (1974), which completed the process — under the political pressure
to follow the prevailing ideological concepts of the time in organizational respect too —the
Serbian Sociological Society practically had to be divided territorially into three organizations:
the Sociological Society of Serbia (as a legal successor of the Serbian Sociological Society), the
Sociological Society of Vojvodina, and the Sociological Society of Kosovo*. Nevertheless, at
the end of the 1980s, with the disappearance of the toughest party control over expert associ-
ations, the Sociological Society of Serbia renewed its activities in the territory of Vojvodina®,
and then in Kosovo as well®. Accordingly, at the meeting of the association in Vrdnik, on 27*
May 2006, the former name of the society was resumed - the Serbian Sociological Society’.

Still, a small number of Belgrade sociologists misinterpreted the resumption of the
former name and even maliciously labelled it as the “renaming” under the alleged influence
of Serbian “nationalism”. For example, in his interview to the daily Danas, when asked by

The Sociological Association of Vojvodina became part of the Association of Sociologists and

Philosophers of Vojvodina (1978), while the Sociological Association of Kosovo became part of the

Association of Philosophers, Sociologists and Political Scientists of Kosovo (Shoqaté sé filozoféve,

sociologéne, dhe polotikologéve té Kosovés). Official contacts of these three associations were

poor (See Baki¢, 1974; Mili¢, 1979, p. 110), so that “Vojvodina’s sociological association had the

least cooperation with the Serbian sociological association” (Milo$evi¢, 2010, p. 432).

*> The Section of Sociologists of Vojvodina was established, simultaneously being part of the
Association of Sociologists and Philosophers of Vojvodina, as well as of the Sociological Association
of Serbia, while its membership and membership fees were unique (See Sociology, year 31 (1989),
No. 1, p. 331). The work of the Novi Sad branch of the Sociological Association of Serbia was
resumed in 1993.

¢ The work of the Kosovo and Metohija branch of the Serbian Sociological Association (in Kosovska

Mitrovica) was resumed on 22nd December 2010.

Some other associations acted in the same manner. For example, in 1969, the Serbian Philosophical

Association, had to be renamed into the Philosophical Association of Serbia, but in 1997 it resumed

its old name - the Serbian Philosophical Association (Kucinar, 2012, p. 462).
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the journalist “What do you specifically refer to when mentioning ethno-cultural nation-
alism’”, Sreten Vujovi¢ answered: “I have in mind the recent and, in my opinion, indicative
change of the name of the society of sociologists from the Sociological Society of Serbia
into the Serbian Sociological Society, as well as the introductory announcement at the
September meeting (One Hundred Years of Sociology in Serbia, 2012, organized by the
Serbian Sociological Society; note by S. A.), entitled ‘One Century of Serbian Sociology*
(the announcement was made by Milovan Mitrovi¢, note by S. A.). I think it is not only the
change of the name affected by the breakup of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia,
but the intentional closing within the national framework” (Vujovi¢, 2012). Apart from
Marija Bogdanovi¢ and Sreten Vujovi¢, a similar negative reaction to the resumption of the
former name was also expressed by Marija Babovi¢ who said that “most colleagues do not
know when and how the name of the society was changed from the Sociological Society of
Serbia into the Serbian Sociological Society” (Minutes, 2012) — which is a rather unusual
statement, since the minutes from the meeting of the Sociological Society of Serbia/ Serbian
Sociological Society, at which the former name was resumed, were published in the first
next edition of the Sociological Review®. A similar attitude was taken by Zagorka Golubovi¢
who, on the occasion of receiving “Radomir Luki¢” Life Achievement Award of the Serbian
Sociological Society stated that “she would prefer the society to be called the Sociological
Society of Serbia, and not the Serbian Sociological Society” (K. Z. 2014) - despite the fact
that it was during her mandate as the President of the Society (1968-1971) it used to be
called the Serbian Sociological Society and not the Sociological Society of Serbia.

This unusual understanding - that every use of the adjective “Serbian” is an expres-
sion of some latent Serbian nationalism - dates back to the Socialist Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia and the 19702. According to such understanding, the lexeme “Serbian” could
primarily be used in negative contexts, such as: “Serbian capitalism’, “Serbian bourgeoi-
sie”, “Serbian national bourgeoisie”, “Serbian fascism”, “Serbian fascist intelligence” (all in
Kulji¢, 1974, p. 248), “Serbian irrationalism” (Ibid, p. 257), “Serbian Quisling bourgeoisie”
(Ibid, p. 259, 262), “Serbian fascist bourgeoisie” (Ibid, p. 263) etc. However, in a positive or
neutral context, according to such viewpoint, politically correct denoting of the attributes
of Serbia was primarily achieved by the use of the genitive, and that is where the currently
prevailing syntagm among a number of Belgrade sociologists comes from - the Society of
Serbia (and not the Serbian Society)® — although the expressions such as “German society’,
“French society” or “Chinese society” are quite commonly used.

Hence Vojin Mili¢, one of the founders of that kind of ideological purity in Serbian
sociology, never wrote “Serbian Sociological Society” but rather used the expressions:
“Sociological Society” (Mili¢, 1993, p. 148; 1996, p. 6, 8), “Sociological Society of Serbia”
(Mili¢, 1993, p. 148), and even “Belgrade Sociological Society” (Mili¢, 1996, p. 7). Charac-
teristically, Mili¢ is nowadays often taken, in one part of our sociology, as an example of a

¢ Sociological Review 40 (2)/2006, 303-306, https://sn.rs/iwohy.

°  Namely, in the last joint collection of works of the Institute for Sociological Research of the Faculty
of Philosophy in Belgrade - Stratification Changes in the Consolidation Period in Serbia (2019,
https://sn.rs/q70a4) - the syntagm “the Association of Serbia” was used three times more often
(13 times: p. 43, 45, 46, 50, 69 three times, 119, 120, 165, 214, 218 and 245) that “the Serbian
Association” (4 times, p. 11, 188, 223 and 230).
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sociologist who was a consistent fighter against Serbian nationalism, someone who declared
himself as being Yugoslav” (Kulji¢, 1997, p. 526) “from his earliest days to death, a staunch
Yugoslav by his national conviction and affiliation” (Baki¢, 1997, p. 591), and as an exam-
ple of consistent “Leninist viewpoint about communists fighting against their own, and
chauvinists against someone else‘s nationalism” (Kulji¢, 1997, p. 525). What Todor Kulji¢
particularly emphasizes regarding Mili¢ is that, although “his whole family disappeared in
the war”, whereas “his parents disappeared on the way to Jasenovac’, Mili¢ was still “deprived
of any form of nationalist vengefulness, and did not even search for the surviving family
members” (Kulji¢, 1997, p. 512; italic by S. A.). If the virtue of the struggle against Serbian
nationalism is “not searching” for parents and other family members in order to learn about
their fate and provide a dignified funeral, then in such sharpened ideological concept even
the adjective “Serbian” itself may sound suspiciously “nationalist”.

However, a clear majority of sociologists in our scientific community have an ideolog-
ically unburdened and unpoliticized attitude towards their own scientific and social tradi-
tion, not seeing anything problematic in national attributes, i.e. mere possessive adjectives
and adverbs. The one that thinks that such expressions are an indicator of certain nation-
alism would have to prove it on the concrete experiential material, through the analysis of
contents or in any other manner. Nevertheless, the accusations directed at our “nationalist
sociology” have always been reduced to labelling, with almost no argumentation at all.

It can be illustrated best by Sreten Vujovic¢'s foreword to the collection The Risk Society
(2008). In it, Vujovic says: “T don't recall that sociologists in Serbia have ever been so divided
and estranged as they are today. The line of division and conflict is mostly of theoretical,
political or ideological nature” (Vujovi¢, 2008, p. 10). In that respect, this author empha-
sizes that “particularly concerning contributions are those of ethno-cultural nationalists”,
opposite to which Vujovi¢ puts himself and some other Belgrade sociologists, the propo-
nents of the so-called “Third way”. According to Vujovi¢, it is an alternative to socialism
and neoliberalism (Vujovi¢, 2008, p. 14) that constitutes “the way of globalization and the
way of European integrations” (19), i.e. the advocacy for full “market economy”, based on
private property as opposed to the “mixed property” economy (Ibid, p. 17). Every domestic
sociologist who has objections to the current “globalization and European integration”
necessarily deviates from the “Third way” — here Vujovi¢ explicitly mentions Vera Vratusa
(Ibid, p. 22) and Slobodan Antoni¢ (Ibid, p. 20), while there are also our sociologists who
make an impression of being “sceptical” towards the EU and globalization (Ibid, p. 28),
and Vujovi¢ invites them to take a final stand too - here he mentions Petar Opali¢ (Ibid,
p. 28) and Milana Ljubici¢ (Ibid, p. 29).

Vera Vratusa responded to this text (2010). She commented Vujovic's claim that
“there can hardly be ‘good nationalism' in our country” (Vujovi¢, 2008, p. 12) by posing a
question as to whether it meant that that other nations could afford it, while what is allowed
to others, for example Americans or the British, is prohibited to Serbs (Vratusa, 2010, p.
126). Moreover, she refused the obligation of Serbian sociologists to support globalization,
particularly in its current neoliberal form (Ibid, pp. 127-128), just as the request to our
sociologists to be the advocates of Euro-integration processes (Ibid, pp. 129-130). Antoni¢
(2012, 5-8) decisively declined Vujovi¢'s unsupported accusations about “Antoni¢ suppress-
ing the analysis of an otherwise gifted sociologists professional and assuming the role of
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an ethno-cultural nationalist” (Vujovi¢, 2008, p. 20), as well as Vujovi¢'s disqualifications
of the Serbian Sociological Society and the Sociological Review as an “ethno-nationalist”
society and journal'. In contrast, Vladimir Ili¢ agreed with “Vujovi¢'s substantiated indi-
cation that the line of division and conflict is mostly of theoretical, political or ideological
nature” (Ili¢, Mani¢, 2009, p. 228).

However, even if division exists between Serbian sociologists, it refers to a smaller
group that vehemently advocates the ideology of authoritarian modernization, “Euro-
Atlanticism” and “Yugoslavism’, disqualifying every different opinion as “ethno-nation-
alism™"', and a clear majority of our sociological community that favours theoretical and
conceptual pluralism, along with tolerance of different value attitudes as the natural am-
bience for the growth and development of every social science.

Scientific community

Our relevant ministry, “in line with the anti-national scientific policy that has been
conducted for many years, has sent a ‘recommendation’ to (domestic) publishers of sci-
entific journals to publish their texts in English” (Bukvi¢, 2020, p. 64). In the sociological
periodicals it resulted in Nis-based Themes almost completely switching to English (2019)'%
Sociology is advancing on that road", while only the Sociological Review is still heroically
publishing all articles both in Serbian and English (See Antoni¢, 2021, pp. 696-697).

It is a fact that the norm imposed on Serbian scientists to address primarily the
Anglophone audience has caused the expansion of the “caricatured English language” in
many domestic journals and collections of works (Bukvi¢, 2020, p. 64)'*. However, the
consequences of such scientific policy - which has been extended by a similar request to

1 “In today's Serbia, there are two sociological journals: Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review
as the organ of the Serbian Sociological Society, and Sociology, as the organ of the Sociological
Association of Serbia and Montenegro and the Institute for Sociological Research of the Faculty
of Philosophy in Belgrade. Those Presidencies of the associations and of the editorial boards
of the journals have different conceptual or value orientations. More specifically, in the case
of the Serbian Sociological Society, it refers to ethno-cultural nationalism, i.e. ethnocentrism”
(Vujovi¢, 2012).

It is evident that the scale with ideologemes that should be accepted in our sociology if we do not
want to be an “ethno-nationalist” is constantly raised, and now, in his latest article in Sociology,
Vujovi¢ casually added “genocide in Srebrenica” (Vujovi¢, 2021, p. 584). That qualification is ob-
viously taken as scientifically confirmed, self-evident and indisputable, although it is the subject
of numerous controversies, whereas many authors, including even those from the Federation of
Bosnia and Herzegovina, point out that it is primarily a “discursive policy”, mostly based on the
“controversial or ‘flimsy* character of ICTY s rulings on genocide” (Pehar, 2019, p. 41).

This journal‘s website is now exclusively in English (https://sn.rs/hohyz) while, for example,
in No. 1 for this year (Vol. XLV/2021, No 1), out of 24 scientific articles, only 4 are in Serbian

(https://sn.rs/1df01).
 In No. 2 for this year (Vol. LXIII/2021, N°2), out of 11 scientific articles, only one is in Serbian

(https://sn.rs/uge3h).

Bukvi¢ (2020, p. 64) gives an example of the paper in which Lorenz curve is translated as “Lorenzo’s
guilty” and “Lorenzo’s fault’, while market supply is translated as “offer”
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scientific monographs and gatherings - are disastrous. First of all, the development of the
domestic scientific terminology is suspended - exactly what was insisted on in sociology
particularly by Vojin Mili¢ (1996, p. 19). In that way, “the gap between foreign and domes-
tic science, with the alleged attempts of being bridged, is only growing further” (Bukvi¢,
2020, p. 64). Secondly, when everyone starts publishing in English and address the global
scientific audience, domestic scientific communities will wind down.

Namely, for social science to develop, its ideas, theories and research findings must
continuously critically considered and discussed. How likely is it for an American, German
or Chinese to react to a text published in a Serbian journal? Why would be interested in
the conceptual and research problems concerning the Serbian society? Furthermore, pro-
duction has grown to such an extent that it is practically impossible to monitor. It is not the
same to read three or three hundred sociological journals. Scientific communities of one
language or state have communication dynamics of their own that comes from the common
social and institutional experience. If we look at the bibliography of the Socioloski pregled
/ Sociological Review, we can see numerous scientific polemics and reactions throughout
the decades of its publication. The same applied to other domestic journals until recently.
Some older sociologists perfectly recall energetic, but fruitful polemics about “Mili¢-style
school of sociology” or “acting potential of social groups” from 1990s. There are no longer
debates like that. The reason for it is, among other things, the fact that we read one another
less and less because we must constantly write on and on.

With the new scientific policy, sociologists are also forced to collect points and pro-
duce as many papers as possible, possibly believing that at one moment, in line with the
laws of dialectic materialism, “quantity will turn into quality”. As a result, a large number
of younger sociologists turn to the co-authoring regime - I will sing your name, you will
sign mine, and each of us doubles respective scores'®. While he was the editor-in-chief of
Zbornik Matice srpske za drutvene nauke / Matica Srpska Social Sciences Quarterly, Caslav
Ocic¢ refused even to take into consideration co-authored papers. “Why is it necessary t in
social sciences to have three authors write about a minor topic”, he wondered. “In our field,
ideas and interpretations are always strictly individualized; otherwise, we will be flooded
by worthless mediocre production” I am afraid that we already have it. That is why we
must advise younger associates to immediately begin building their own research profile,
recognizable (individualized) by topics and style, if they intent to be something more than
scientific clerks in an institute or educational bureaucrats at a faculty.

How far our scientific community has gone on its road of silent winding down can
also be seen from renouncing the idea of mutual reference and inter-generational cumu-
lativeness of findings. If you look at our journals, you will see that the authors write about
certain topics as if no one has even written anything about it before in our country. In the
preparation of a scientific article, my generation was instructed to report about the people
and the manner of exploring the given field in our country. If what was previously done was
good, we should start from it and go further. In case it was not good, we should say why it
was not and to show the way it should be done. In both cases, this is how we demonstrate

5 In the above-mentioned edition of Sociologija (Vol. LXIII/2021, N°2), out of 11 scientific articles,
only 1 (or 9%) is signed by one author, while all others (91%) were co-authored papers.

1484



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LV (2021), no. 4, pp. 1464-1487

our familiarity with the literature and how we avoid the danger of “reinventing the wheel”.
Today hardly anyone observes that important and heuristically fruitful rule. And in this era,
there are far greater possibilities for research continuation or critical reference than before.
Now, by simple search of the bibliography of the Sociological Review we can find out who
has already written about a topic we are interested in. Since the entire archives of the journal
are digitalized, by clicking the link we can quickly find the desired article. I do not see why
the editorial policy in our journals should not encourage, and even insist on the continua-
tion of important academic tradition of reference and cumulativeness in domestic science.

Of course, that does not mean moving solely in the domain of our scientific com-
munity. It is of equal importance to report on the type of experiences regarding certain
theoretical or research matters exist in substantially larger sociological communities —
American, Russian or Indian, for example. Still, the one who fails referring to authors and
works of the domestic scientific community actually avoids putting their own scientific
works within the framework in which it might be competently evaluated and critically
considered on a greater scale. It can hardly be a contribution to the development of science
through genuine cumulativeness of scientific findings.

In that respect, it should be said that the attempts of the Socioloski pregled / Sociological
Review since 2017, that every article should be published both in English and in Serbian
probably represent a unique enterprise in our scientific community. It combines the im-
perative of preserving domestic scientific terminology and communicative cohesion of
the scientific community in Serbia, as well as the requirement for Serbian sociologists to
join the world mainstream and to win their deserved place in it. However, it is a rather
complex and expensive enterprise that, in the long run, is difficult to sustain without the
help of the Serbian government. Its official scientific policy, however, does not recognize
such priorities. Therefore, there is an open question as to what state and form the Socioloski
pregled | Sociological Review will celebrate its centennial (1938-2038).
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