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COIIMOJIOIMIKA MICTPAJKMBAIbA CEJIA

Y Coyuonowkom tipeinegy no cana je ob6jaBbeH He Mamu 6poj pajosa mocsehennx
pypamHuM npobmeMumMa. buyo je yak u TeMaTckux 6710KOBa, alu Cy Ce OHU CBOZIMIN Ha
jemaH WM HajBUINE IBA TEKCTa. IIpBM IyT y CBOjOj 0OCaMIeCeTTPOrOAMIIEO0j UCTOPW)jI,
Coyuonowiku tipeineg y nocnentmem 6pojy 3a 2021. roguny nocsehyje jenan ehu remar-
cku 6710k cormonoruju cena. C 0631poM Ha TO [ja ce pajy Of jefHOj O HajcTapujux U
MCTPaXMBambUMa HajéOraTHjuX COLMOONIKIX JYCIUIUINHA, C TPaBOM 61ICMO MOT/IN JIa
Ce 3aIIMTaMo 3allTO je To Tako. OroBOp Ha OBO NMNUTAlbe HUje CYBUILE TEXKAK: CACBUM
JIOTMYHO, COLIMOJIOTHja Cela je TaMo TJIE je U CeNlO, Ha APYIITBEHOj MApTMHM, IPEeKPUBEHA
cTepeoTunmMa 1 mpegppacygama. Kazia ce o cery u corponoruju cena Cyfy 13 yriaa ypoaHor
HaulHa )XMBOTA U ypOAHOT MUIIIbEba, APyTadnje He MoXKe Hi OUTH. Y IMpOj jaBHOCTH, Ta
YaK U y HAyYHUM KPYTOBVMa, C1ab0 je II03HATO Jia je IIpeIMeT COLMOIIOTHje Cea He Ceo
Kao TakBo, Beh ceocKo IpyIITBO Koje ce Merba yCIer, eloBamba Mpoljeca MOfiepHU3aIuje;
fla ce conmonoruja cena nojasuna Hajupe y CAJl, satum y nucrounoj EBponu, a y sanazgHoj
TeK TocIe [Ipyror cBeTCKor paTa; Jja je COLMOIOTja Cela BICOKO MHCTUTYLMOHAIM30BaHa
IVCHVIUINHA, Ca MeDYHapOIHNM ¥ HallMOHATHYUM YAPY>KebJMa, YaCONUCHMA Y HAyYHUM
CKYTIOBVIMa; /Ia je CeJIo THUII Hacerba Koje ce MoXe JieMHICaTH TeK U caMO Y OJJHOCY Ha
rpaf; ia Cy Ceo U rpaj KOMIJIEMEHTAPHM TUIIOBY HacCe/ba, a/l U KOMIIEMEHTaPHU KyI-
TYpHU 06paciiy; ja ¢y ceno 1 rpaj Mehyco6HO 3aBUCHI; [1a e CelTo He MOXKe U3jeTHAINTI
ca IOJbOIIPUBPENIOM, HUTH TIOJBOIIPUBPEIA Ca CETIOM; Jia je IIOTPeOHO MPABUTU PA3IUKY
usMmeby mojMoBa ,,ce/pax’, ,,3eM/bOPAJHIK , ,CTAHOBHMUK Cea” U ,,JIOJbOIPUBPENHIK ; [1a
je MyITUKYNTypamHOCT 0co61Ha 1 cerna, a He camo Tpaja, uty. (Sljukié, Jankovi¢, 2015).

Y6p3aH pact rpajioBa, fiearpapusalyja 1 ielloIy/alyja cena y MHOTMM Cy 3eM/baMa
TOBEII 10 OCEKe Y COLMOJIONIKMM UCTPKMBaBIIMa PyPaTHUX 00/IacTH, Ia YaK 1 0 pa-
cripaBa 0 HecTajamby corponornuje cena (Sljukié, Jankovié, 2015). Mnak, ona je anac xusyha
U JieflaTHa He caMo Y Asuju, Appuiy u JIaTMHCKOj AMepyLiy, Hero 1 y APYLITBUMA 3amajia
¥ TO 3aTO ILITO Cy Ce Y IIMa [I0jaBI/IM HOBI, [10 Tajja Heroctojehi npyurrsenn npobiemu,
Kao U 3aTO LITO je JOIIIIO 10 OXKMB/baBama 00pasalia I C/IojeBa 3a Koje ce MIUCIUIO [ja Cy
sayBek HecTamu (Ploeg, 2017). Konuko je 3amocTab/batbe pypanHOr OIMACHO 1 KOMUKO MOXKe
TecTabMIM30BaTy APYIITBO, n3Mehy ocTanor ceefode 1 JaHAIIHBY eMOrpadCKy pobnemMu
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ca KojuMma ce cycpehy BrucokoypbaHn3oBaHa ApyiTsa 3amaza. Y ucrouynom geny Esporre,
COLIMOJIONIKA UCTPa)KMBAlba CeNla Cy yIIaBHOM (OKyCHpaHa Ha IIpOMeHe Koje je JloHesa
TpaH3UIIUja, OFHOCHO MOCTCONMjamucTyka Tpanchopmanuja (Sljukié, Sljukié, 2019).

Y Cp6ujn u meby Cpbuma, corponornja cena cToju Ha miehyma cBOjyX IPeTXOFHNU-
Ka, BelMKaHa monyT Banrasapa Borummha (1834-1908), Josana Isujuha (1965-1927),
Muxanna AppamoBnha (1864-1945) u [pyrux, Kao U beHUX OCHUBavya — CpeTeHa
Bykocaspesnha (1881-1960) u IIBetka Kocruha (1912-1985). [Ipyra momoBuHa mpo-
ILIUIOT BeKa JIOHeNIa je OpojHa MCTpaXkMBamba Ce/la, Kao U BeIMKU OpOj HayYHMX CKYIIOBa
nocsehenux ceny (,Janu Cperena Bykocaspesnha” y Ilpujenomy, ,Bracuuckn cycpern”
y Bracotnuny). On mn4HOCTH Koje CY IIOCTIe A bIX IelleHNja HajBIIIe IONpUHeIe Pa3Bojy
coumornoruje cenma 'y Cpbuju cakako Tpeda nazsojuru Jopana Rupnha (1922-2010), Bypy
Cresanosuha (1939), Munosana Mutposuha (1948) u JKusojuna Ilerposuha (1948).
Y BpeMeHY cajjalllbeM LieHTap CPIICKe COLMOJIOIHje Cefla ce IOMEepHO BUIIe Ha ceBep, Ha
Yuusepsuter y Hosom Canpy.

IlaHac, kafia Cy ApyLITBeHe HayKe Y Lie/IMHI IIOHOBO IIOJ CHAXXHUM UJIeOOMIKIM
HPUTICKOM, COLIMOJIOTH]ja Cela, Kao alUIMKaTYBHA COLMOIOIKA ANCIUIUIMHA, HACTOJU Jia
CBOjMM UCTPaXMBabIMa JIOIPUHECe IOIUTUIIM PYPaTHOT Pa3Boja, a ja MICTOBPEMEHO
cebe He pefyKyje Ha ,IIpuBe3aKk’ 6110 Koje 1 610 KakBe monutuke. bes 063upa Ha TO
LITO Cy IIMTaba pasBoja ce/la M IOJ/bOIPUBpesie CBaKako Mehy KbydHuM npobremMnma
oBe IIoceOHe COLMOIOrHje, IeHO CBOherbe NCK/bYYMBO Ha allIMKaTYBHY acIeKT IMaJIo
Oy BeoMa HeraTMBHe OC/IeNVLie Ha FbeH HayYH!U KapakKTep.

PapioBu koju ce 06jaBbyjy y 0BOM TeMaTCKOM OJI0KY 6aBe ce BeoMa pasimmyyM pypa-
HJM IIpO06/IeMMMa: OJHOCOM PYPaIHOT U IIOJIUTIKe, AU(Y3UjOM MHOBALIM]ja, [PYLITBEHUM
acreKTMMa eKOHOMCKIX I10jaBa, IIOC/IeUIaMa JeTIOMy/Ialije, ION0XKajeM MIauX Ha Cemy,
OJJHOCOM CeIa 1 BpeMeHa. JaCHO, OBJie HYICY Hu O/IM3y HCLpIbeHa CBa IUTama Koja nmokpehe
COLIMOJIOTHja Cella, a OHA Cy BeoMa OpojHa, CBaKaKo 1 300T TOra IITO Ce/lo IpefiCTaB/ba
»APYIITBO y MAJIOM’, Ca CBMM CBOjUM JIIMEH3MjaMa I efleMEeHTHMa.

Kao ypennux Temarckor 6110ka mocseheHor npo6aeMnnma CoLMoNoruje cena, y uMe
COLIMO/IOTa CeJIa M y CBOje MIMe 3pakKaBaM 3aXBa/IHOCT ITTAaBHOM 1 OATOBOPHOM YPeIHMKY
Couyuonowkoi tipeinega Ypoury Illysakosuhy, kao 1 [je/IOKYITHOj PeFaKILuju, jep Cy mpe-
HO3HA/IV 3Ha4aj M aKTYeTHOCT OBE COLMOJIONIKE AVCIUIUINHE.
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SOCIOLOGICAL RESEARCH OF THE VILLAGE

(Translation In Extenso)

So far the Sociological Review has published quite a large number of papers dedicated
to rural problems. There have even been thematic blocks, but they were reduced to one or
maximum two texts. For the first time in its eighty-three year long history, the Sociological
Review dedicates a larger thematic block to rural sociology in its last 2021 issue. Since it is
one of the oldest and most amply researched sociological disciplines, we could rightfully
ask about the reason for such state of affairs. The answer to this question is not too diffi-
cult: quite logically, rural sociology is where the village is, on the social margin, covered
by stereotypes and prejudice. Judging about the village and about rural sociology from the
perspective of urban way of life and urban thinking, it cannot be different after all. Broader
public, or even scientific circles, are not completely familiar with the fact that the subject
of rural sociology is not the village itself, but the rural society that is changing due to the
effect of the modernization process; that rural sociology first appeared in the USA, followed
by East Europe, and only after World War Two in West Europe; that rural sociology is a
highly institutionalized discipline, with international and national associations, journals
and scientific gatherings; that the village is a type of settlement that can be defined only
and exclusively in relation to the city; that the village and the city are complementary
types of settlements, as well as complementary cultural patterns; that the village and the
city are interdependent; that the village cannot be equated with agriculture, or vice versa;
that it is necessary to distinguish between the concepts of “peasant”, “farmer”, “villager”
and “agrarian”; that multiculturalism is the feature of the village, and not only of the city,
etc. (Sljuki¢, Jankovi¢, 2015).

In many countries, the accelerated growth of cities, deagrarization and depopulation
of the village have caused a decline in sociological research of rural regions, and even de-
bates about the disappearance of rural sociology (Sljuki¢, Jankovi¢, 2015). However, it is
a living and operational discipline not only in Asia, Africa and Latin America, but also in
the Western societies, because new, formerly non-existent social problems arose in them,
and because of the How dangerous it is to neglect the rural, and how destabilizing it may
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be to the society is, inter alia, proved by contemporary demographic problems encountered
by highly-urbanized Western societies. In the eastern part of Europe, rural sociological
research has been mainly focused on the changes brought by transition, i.e. post-socialist
transformation (Sljuki¢, Sljuki¢, 2019).

In Serbia and among Serbs, rural sociology is borne by its predecessors — the great
figures such as Valtazar Bogisi¢ (1834-1908), Jovan Cviji¢ (1965-1927), Mihailo Avramovié
(1864-1945) and others, as well as its founders - Sreten Vukosavljevi¢ (1881-1960) and
Cvetko Kosti¢ (1912-1985). The second half of the 20* century brought numerous studies
of the village, together with a large number of scientific gatherings dedicated to the village
(“Days of Sreten Vukosavljevi¢” in Prijepolje, “Vlasina Encounters” in Vlasotince. Among
the figures that have contributed most to the development of rural sociology in Serbia,
the following ones certainly stand out: Jovan Ciri¢ (1922-2010), Dura Stevanovi¢ (1939),
Milovan Mitrovi¢ (1948) and Zivojin Petrovi¢ (1948). Currently, the centre of Serbia’s rural
sociology has shifted towards the north, to the University of Novi Sad.

Nowadays, when social sciences on the whole are under a strong ideological pressure
once again, rural sociology, as an applicative sociological discipline, strives to contribute to
the rural development policy with its research, while not reducing itself to an “appendage”
of any type of policy. Although the matters of village and agricultural development are
definitely some of the key problems of this specific sociology, its reduction solely to the
applicative aspect would have negative consequences on its scientific character.

The papers published in this thematic block deal with quite different rural problems;
the relation between the rural and the policy, innovation diffusion, social aspects of eco-
nomic phenomena, depopulation consequences, the position of the young in the village,
the relation between the village and time. It is clearly that all the questions raised by rural
sociology are far from being exhausted here, but they are quite numerous, certainly due to
the fact that the village constitutes the “society in miniature”, with all its dimensions and
elements.

As the editor of the thematic block dedicated to the problems of rural sociology, on
behalf of rural sociologists and in my own name, I would like to express gratitude to Uro$
Suvakovi¢, editor-in-chief of the Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, as well as the entire
Editorial Board, for having recognized the importance and topicality of this sociological
discipline.
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