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IUCIUIUIMHAPHA CAMOPE®IEKCUJA
Y CPIICKOJ COLIMOTIOTUJU: HAJIA3U
IYBUHCKOT MHTEPBJYA

Caxerax: Tekct ce da3mpa Ha OfAIMIMA M3 PAsTOBOpa ayTOpPa ca HAILIMM COLMO/IO31Ma
PpasIMYMTUX TeHepalija ¥ MeCTa 3aIoc/era. ¥ KBaTMTaTUBHOM MICTpa)k/iBatby aHa/IU3N-
paHa cy, nameby ocrasor,  cinegeha mnrTama: 1. fja 1u je COLONIOrMja y KpUsy; 2. TEOPUjCKI
Y METOJOJIOLIKY IUTYpajIf3aM y COLMOJIOTY]jH; 3. HOTEHIVja/I COLMOIOra (COLMOMOMKOT
IIPUCTYIIA, IMaTYHAILMje COLMOJIOra) Ia MCTpaXxkyje mpodieMe caBpeMeHor apyuTsa. Ha
OCHOBY aHa/I13€ OIFOBOPA pasMaTpaHu Cy: 1. APYLITBEHY IIOI0XKAj COLMONIOTMje Kao Hay4YHe
U UCTPAKMUBAYKE JUCUUIIIMHE U 2. IOTEHLMja/l U IIPUMEMBOCT COLMO/IOIIKOr 3Haba Ha
mpodyieMe ¢ KOjuMa Ce CyodaBa caMa COLOJIONIKa Ipodecuja. AyTop 3ak/bydyje ja ce,
IIpeMa MUIIUbEbY HAIINX COLMOIOra, conuonoryja y Cpduji He MOXKe ITOXBaINTY HEKUM
HapOYMTUM €NVICTEMO/IOIIKIM YCIIECIMA Ha II0J/bY NCTPpaKBatba rodamHmMx CTPYKTYypa
I pasyMeBama CBETCKOMCTOPUjCKUX NpoIieca y KOjuMa ce Halasy CPIICKO JIPYIUTBO, aln
f1a Cy ’b€HI HOTeHquaHM 3a NCTpaXXyBama 3HATHY, T€ 1A je Kao IIpBM KOpaK HEOIIXOAHO
Jla ce COIMOJIOTHja BPaTy IPOyYaBamby SPyIITBEHe CTPYKTYPE, Tj. APYIITBA y TOTA/IUTETY,
Kao CBOT ITTaBHOT THOCEOJIONIKOT 3a/jaTKa.

KipyuHe peun: conyonorka mpodecija, uctTpaxmpadke mpedepeHiie, KBaTUTaTUBHO
UCTPaXNUBame, JUCHNIUIMHAPHA caMopedIeKkcuja

YBOJI

Beh HekomuKo ferieHnja y CpIicKoM APYLITBY, alu U Y ApyruM (rmony)neprudepHumM
APYLITBYMA CBETCKOT KaIIMTAMTNUCTUYKOT CHCTEMa, NIpef APYIITBEHe 1 XyMaHUCTIYKe
Hay4YHIKe II0CTaB/ba Ce [ITambe: KOja je BIIXOBAa OCHOBHA THOCEOJIOLIKA U AIlIMKATVBHA
¢dyukuuja y Bnactutom gpywtsy (Kosti¢, 2022; Smederevac, 2022)?
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VicTopujcky ¥ MHCTUTYLIMOHATHY Pa3BOj COLMOIOTH]j€e 1 IIOTEHIIMjal OBE HayKe Kao
MCTPpaXMBaUKe JUCHUIUINHe 00yxBalieHN Cy y paHMjuM NCTPaXKMBambIMa PasBoja CpIICKe
u jyrocnoBeHcke conymonoruje (Mitrovi¢, 1982; Bogdanovi¢, 1990. /ed./; Bogdanovi¢, 2009.
/ed./; Golenkova, 2022). Takobe, ncTpaXX1BaHU Cy pa3Boj COLIMOJIOTMjE Y PA3TNINTUM
MCTOPUjCKUM IIePUOAMMA ¥ TOIPUHOC HACTAaBHNKA CA Pas/IMIUTUX Ofie/berba (KaTexpu,
memmaptMana) y Cpouju (Bogdanovi¢ et al., 2009; Milosevi¢, 2010; Mitrovi¢, 2022). Hexka
ncTpaxnBama 0dyxsariia cy cehamwa o IpymTBeHnM 1 IpodeCHOHATHIM IPOMeHaMa
¥ YKa3/Bamba Ha 3Hayaj KOjU je COLMOJIOTYja MIMaja y IPeTXOHUM IepuofyuMa y nopebe-
Y ca caBpeMeHnM TpeHyTkoM (Bolci¢, 2011; Vukovi¢, 2012; Trkulja & Suvakovi¢, 2018;
Todorovi¢, 2021).

ITpomeHe 1 pedopme y COIMOMOTjY U APYTUM FPYIITBEHNM HayKaMa y YCKOj Cy Be3n
ca ImpoMeHaMa y 0dpasoBaiby 1 BpeHOBalby 3Hama Kao fpylTBeHe Kareropuje (Turza,
1996; Kulji¢, 2009; Miladinovi¢, 2011; Antonié, 2011; Petrovi¢ 2011; Suvakovié, 2019;
Vukovi¢, 2020). ITocedan mpumep ogHOCa IpeMa 3HambY je HeopmanHa moaapusaimja
meby nHayunnnuma y Cpduju Ha OCHOBY TOTa fia M Cy HEKU CTEIeH CTY/AMja 3aBPILIMIN
Yy MHOCTPAHCTBY (IIpe CBera y 3alaJHUM 3eM/baMa). AKO je IIPefHOCT CTYAMUpamba y MHO-
CTPAaHCTBY IIOCTOjasIa IIPe CTOTMHAK TOAMHA, IIPBEHCTBEHO 300T HEOCTYITHOCTH PelleHTHe
NUTEpaType, NaHAIIba N1aKa ¥ dp3a JOCTYIHOCT IUTepaType U MofiaTakKa Ha ,,T7I0daHOj
MHTepHeT I1aT(opMy” YMHIU fia CTYAMpabe [PYLITBEHNX HayKa y MIHOCTPAHCTBY He JJOHOCU
ayTOMATCKY IIPEFHOCT y OFHOCY Ha fomahe cryaente. [IoroToBO je MOTpPeIIHO LITO Ce THMe
¥ Ha OO/IaCT IPYINTBEHNX HayKa NPV HETaTMBHY CTEPEOTHII JIa CY ,,(Haj)dorbu cTyeHTH/
MCTPaXMBAYM OTUIUIN 13 3eM/be’; LITO IIOfpas3yMeBa fia Cy OHM (Haj)TOPY OCTajN Y 10j.

OpaBHO je yOo4eHO fia Cy y MUTamy O OATOBOPHOCTM MHTENEKTyala cafpKaHe
TpM IpeTHocTaBKe (cyrectuje): ,a je MHTeNeKTyaal Ha HeKM HaulH Of[rOBOpaH (KoMe,
3aIlTO ¥ KaKo Hije crennudupaHno)”; ia ,OfrOBOPHOCT MHTENEKTya/Ilja Huje eHTNYHa
¢ ofiroBopHoIIhy KOjy eBeHTyaTHO MMajy APYTid /bYAN U a OATOBOPHOCT MHTE/IEKTyaIla
HIIje YBeK MCTa, Te [ja CBAKO BPeMe ,IMa CBOj BIACTUTY HAYVH OTOBOPHOCTH 32 MHTE/IEK-
tyanua” (Petrovi¢, 1978, str. 204). HoBuju yBuan y mpodieme ¢ KojuMa ce CyodaBajy Hayka
y Cpduju u ofaibe JpyIITBEHEe M XYMaHUCTUYKe AMCIMUIUINHE YKa3yjy Ha Impodieme
odunujenHe HaydHe TIOMUTHKE Y KOjOj CY M3jeTHAYEHN KBaMUTET C KBAHTU(UKAIOM
Hay4HOT pajia, 300r dera KpaTak PyTMHCKH paji Ha YWIAHKY 0djaB/beHOM Y HepudepHoMm
3aIaJHOM JacOIVCY UMa IPeJHOCT HaJ IyTOTONUIIBUM PajjloM Ha 030M/bHOj HAyYHO]
monorpaduju (Antonié, 2021, str. 1472-1473; Todorovi¢, 2012).

TEOPUJA, METO]I, Y30PAK

C 0031poM Ha IIpeAMET U jeAMHNUI]Y aHa/I3e Y OBOM KBa/IUTATUBHOM HCTPAKUBAIDY,
Hutje Moryhe cTpOro OrpaHNMYNTH afieKBaTaH TeOPHjCKU OKBUP, IOTOTOBO MMajyhm y Bupy
pasmuuute ,moze” y T3B. pexxumuma uctune (Foucault, 2012, str. 132) u 3axTeBe 3a ,,I10-
JIMTUYKOM KopeKTHoIhy” y fpyIITBeHMM HayKaMma. Y TOM CMIUCITY, CBe [0 Cafja HaBefjeHe
pedepeHIie Koje ce OfHOCE Ha IIOPEK/IO HAllle Hay4YHe JYCLUIUIMHE U BbeHO GpopMuparme
3HaJajHe Cy 3a MICTpaKMBaJa Kora MHTepecyje Kako ce OdNIKYjy, Cyde/baBajy, Tymade 1
MHTEePIIPETNPajy CTABOBM O APYIITBeHNM (PeHOMEHMMA Y KOHTEKCTY MHCTHUTYLIMOHA/IN3A-
IMje COLVIOTIOTHje Kao HayKe. Y TOM CMICITY, aHa/Ii3a TeKCTa YKIbydyje He CaMo CaBpeMeHe
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(,HOBe”) TeHfieHIIMje Beh 11 OCBPT Ha CTape IPWINKe 1 HEIIPUINKE 3a HAMIPEGAK I PasBoj
mpymTBeHyx Hayka.” Kao mrro je Beh youeHo, BuIIeeLieHjCKIL IIPOLieC dpodecuoHanusa-
yuje coryonoray Cpduju kperao ce usMeby yruiaja ngeonoruje (MapKCUCTUUKe paHIje,
HeoymdepasHe JaHAC), M HACTOjamba fia Ce YCIIOCTABY YITIET, ,,COLMOIONIKe ITPOdeciOHaIHe
excriepruse y apywrsy” (MiloSevié, 2016, str. 189-193). ITojam 3ajenHNUIITBA y HAYLM je
HeTo umpy u ydehemo ra kao cuHTarmy koja Tpeda fja yKake Ha KOJIEKTHBHO nperayhe
la ce THOCEOJIOIIKY CaB/Ia/ajy MCTPAKMBAYKN U APYIITBEHNU U3a30BH, IIPU YEMY Ce, Y
OKBUPY JIaTe 3ajefiHMLIe, BOLY CTa/THA Y OTBOPeHa JedaTa 0 afleKBaTHOM TeOPYjCKOM OKBH-
PY> MCTPaKMBAYKOj METOTOTIOTH) I U TyMadewy HOoOMjeHNX Halasa, y3 MyHO yBaKaBame
Iy pain3Ma TEOPUjCKUX M UCTPAKMBAYKMX KOHIIENIja.

DopmMupaH je IpUrofiaH y30pak ¢ 0d31poM Ha CTapOCHY 00 1 GpopMy 3amociemna,
Mafa ce, ¢ 0831poM Ha BUIIeeIIeHIjCKO PO eCHOHATHO VICKYCTBO BehiHe caroBOpHIUKa,
CBAKI PasTOBOP MOTA0 y3eTH Kao 3acedHa CTyAMja CIydaja y cCMMUCTy Y KoMe Muiic mpu-
Jiaje B&XXHOCT ,,(y3Uju IMIHOT U MHTEMIEKTYATHOT )KMBOTA KAO jefJUHCTBEHOj CUHTE3N
HEOIXOJJHOj 32 MHTE/IEKTYa/THO CTBAPA/IALITBO M OKBMP 33 TyMaderbe IPYIITBEHNX [I0jaBa
(Mills, 1998, str. 212). Kao Teopujcku okBup Kopuctuhemo u KoHnennujy Pajra Muica
(Charles Wright Mills) o ,,crreundu4Hoj fUCIIO3ULIN)Y / COLMOTONUIKOj MMATHHALUjI
Kao M0CedHOM ,KBa/IUTETY JyXa~ KOjy COLMOIO3MMa IIOMaXke fla ,PasyM pasB1jy Kako
du pournu Ko mynupHe, 0dyxBaTHe, CakeTe TPeACTaBe O TOMe IITa ce y CBeTy 30uBa n
0 TOMe IITa Ce, II0 CBOj IPUINLM, U y uMa camuma 36uBa” (Mills, 1998, str. 7). Taxkobe
he ce yseTu y 0d3up n nzeja ypaBHOTEKEHOT KpeTarma COLMO/IOTa MCTpaKiBada nsmehy
»CYIlepTeopujcKe coronoruje” u ,ekcrpemuor emnupuama’ (Mills, 1998, str. 29-83).

YpabeHo je meceT MONMyCTPYKTypucaHNX AYOMHCKUX MHTEPBjya C KO/EraMa pasiin-
YUTUX TeHepalyja U Teopujckux opujenranuja’. Carosopunim cy dwin usmeby 25 u 60
TOJIMHA, A MHTEPBjyM Cy odas/beHn Kpajem 2018. 1 mouetkom 2019. rogune. Behnua caro-
BOPHIKA je 3amocyieHa y odpasoBamy u/umy Haynu. Harmacak je d1o Ha 3aCTYI/beHOCTH
pas/JIMYNTHUX FeHepalija COIMOJIOTa, Kao I Ha HaCTOjamy fa ce 0dyXxBaTe MCTpakMBadn
Koju ce daBe pasIMYUTHM APYIITBeHUM peHoMeHNMA.! Y MHTepBjyuMa Cy y4eCTBOBAIM:
IUIITIOMMPAHY COLMOJIOT, CTY/IeHT MacTep CTyAMja, aCUCTEHT, MCTPa’KMBay IPUIIPABHIK,
HAyYHU CapaJHUK, HAyIHN CABETHUK, BAHPELHU U PeJOBHY mpodecopu. Y HapeTHOM
fieny paza mpencTauheMo OCHOBHe Hajlase KOj) ce TUYY IIUTamba Jja /M je COLMOJIOoruja
Kao HayKa y KpU3U 1 Koju Oyt Su/Iu y3poLy TaKBOT CTakba; Takobe, HaTu cy Hamasu Be3aHM
3a TEOPMjCKM U IPOTPaMCKO-MICTPasKMBaYKM IUTyPaIN3aM COIMOIOTHje, Kao 1 3a beHe
eNUCTEeMOJIONIKE U [PYIITBEHO aIIMKATHBHE IIOTeHIjajie 1 PyHKIuje.

2 3aXBaH)yjeM KojsieraMa KOjI/I Cy ¢ca MHOM IIOJE/TNIIN CBOja pasMun/bama 1 ICKYCTBa O pa3jin-

YUTUM HayYHVM ¥ APYIITBEHUM MUTABUMa COLMOIOTNje Ka0 MHCTUTYIMOHA/IM30BaHe HayyHe
mucuumnute y Cpduju.

3 Mako ce 0Baj y30paK MO>Xe, Ha IIPBM IIOT/IeNl, YYMHUTI HEBEIUKIM, TpeSa MMaTH y BUJY 12 je OH
cBakako Behu of1 y3opaka Koju ce cMaTpajy pelnpe3eHTaTVBHUM KaJja je y NUTaby MCTPaKuBambe
podecroHaNM30BaHOCTI Hallle fucHuImHe. Pennmo, y kiwusu V. Japuh, Jasnu u ckpuseru xy-
PUKYRyMU CPegrOUKOCKe HACHIABE COYUOIOTU]e, HACTalle 3 IheHe JOKTOPCKe AMcepTalyje, y30paK
3a TyOMHCKY MHTEPBjy 4MHM ocaM coronora (Jarié, 2014, str. 208-259).

*  TlpukymnsbeHa je oduMHUja eMnupujcka rpaha, HO, ¢ 003MPOM Ha OrPaHMYEHOCT IIPOCTOPA, ¥

OBOM TEKCTY he dutu IIpENICTaB/bEH CaMO JI€0 IToJlaTaKa.
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A JIN JE COOVMOJIOTUJA KAO HAYKA YV KPU3M?

Ila ducMo yTBpAMIN KaKO HAlllV CATOBOPHMUIIM Pa3yMejy CaBPEMEHO CTaEbe Y COLMOTIO-
TUjI1, IOCTaBU/IM CMO IuTame: Jla u je coyuonoiuja kao Hayka y kpusu? VM axo jecitie, koju cy
y3pouyu tiie Kpuse u Ha4uHU ga ce oHa tipesasube. TToKyIIamy cMo a casHaMO Jia JIM Ce y3pOoLu
Te KpM3e y IpeTBapamy jef[HOT dpoja COLIONOora y CUCTEeMCKM OICIYKYjyhy MHTenureHjy
WIN je ped 0 HealeKBaTHOM IIPOTrpaMy M3HajlaKeka CUCTEMCKIUX aITePHATHBA, OJHOCHO
KOH(]Y3UjU Y CUCTeMCKI CyOBEP3MBHOM JIeTIOBAY Y CKJIOITY COLIMOIOMIKIX MHCTUTYIMja?

BehnHa caroBopHuKa cMaTpa [ja COLIMOMOTHja jecTe Y KPM3M, Te Ja U OHa, Kao U
Ipyre OpYyLITBeHe HayKe, MOpa ja MpoHabe HaumH fja M3derHe MapriHaMM3aIN]jy, KAKO y
(byHIaMEHTaTHO XyMaHUCTUYKOM CMICITY, TAKO U y CMUCITY TeXHM3al1je HayYHOT paja
(cormmonor xao HayYHMK MU NOJaHNK; Bogdanovi¢, 1977). Pasnosu Koje ucnmuTaHmnim
HaBOJie MOTY Ce CyMUPATH Kao: Y KPU3H je jep je TO ,IPMPORHO” CTarbe COLMOTIOTHje Koja
je Kao HayKa M HacTasIa 13 Kpu3e; 3aTo LITO HUje fajla OfrOBOpe Ha MpodieMe ApyLITBa,
€BO HEKOJIMKO OAITOBOpA KOju MIOTKPEI/bYjy OBaj CTaB:

»Collnonoruja je Hayka Koja je HacTajIa U3 Kpuse ¥ Koja je [0 CB0joj fepUHULINju
yBeK y Kpusu. KOHKpeTHO Kofi Hac, allcOly THO MUC/IMM Jia je Y KpM3M, U3 BUIIIE Pa3/iora.
IIpBo, y KpM3u je Kao TeOpMjcKa HayKa y APYLITBY, Ka0O ¥ CBE OCTajle TEOPETCKe HayKe.
Ilpyru pasyior, y Kpu3u je Kao KpUTUYKa HaykKa, 3aTO LITO OHA, 110 CBOjOj AebuHMI)jN,
usHoOCK ofpeheHe KpUTMYKe CTaBOBE — IITO, HAPABHO, Huje dau momynapHo. OZHOCHO,
MOXKe OUTM TOIYIAPHO CaMO aKO CY KPUTUYKI CTABOBU MHCTPYMEHTAIN30BAHM 1 aKO
Hevemy cryxe” (C8, 31 rog.).

»Colmororyja je ogaBHO y Kpyusu Beh caMyiM TMM LITO Hje OArOBOPY/Ia HA OCHOBHA
IMTarba 3aIITO je OBO IPYIUTBO Y KpM3M. AKO HIje MOITIA la IPEIBYIN, 3 OUMUITIEIHO JIa HIje
(capammy kpusy — A. B.), oHza je Suyo JOBO/BHO BpeMeHa fia ce onuury, odjacHe u dorbe
PpasyMejy OCHOBHM IIPaBIL ITPOMEHe OBOT IPYLITBA HOCTeNbMX 4eTBpT Beka” (Cl, 59 rog.).

JenHa caroBopHMIIa CMaTpa Aa je COLMONOTHja Y Kpy3u 300T TOra IITO Huje JOBO/BHO
Iperno3HaTa Kao JUCLMIIIMHA KOja MMa KOMIIAPATMBHY IPENHOCT Y OTHOCY Ha JpyTe:

»PangyuM Ha QakyaTeTy U 3HAM KOJIMKY je IpodieM npuByhu cTyeHTe, OHI He
pasyMejy LITa je COLMONOTN)a, a a Hifje aHTPOIIONOrHja, a Aa Huje umoszoduja, na Huje
HOMTUKONIOTHja (...) MM He MEMO jacHO ca IIpouIMcambeM 3allITo Heko Tpeda fia dyze
COIIMOJIOT, OCHM, aKO MY, T€HEePaJIHO, Uy APYLITBEHE HAayKe, a He MOXKe HUIITA JPYTO
(ma ymuute — A. B.)” (C2, 29 rog.).

CryzmeHT MacTep CTyAuja conyonoruje Takohe cMarpa fia je conmonoruja y Kpusu:

»Ja, MuciuM #a corpornoruja jecre y kpusn, de facto je y xpusnu, mucinm de facto
omajia HUBO aHa/M3e, onaza HUBO Teopuje (...). Ay, mTa je peurerbe 3a Ty Kpusy? He
MICTINM [Ia je TO IIpuKIamae (cucteMy — A. B.), ocrahe (y Tom ciyuajy — A. B.) conuo-
JI0rmja, aKo ce Ty yKalymu, ocrahe mweHo uMe, ocrahe mbeHa /byIITYpa, au, TO OHJA Huje
BHILIIE COLMONOTHja. A wiilia je peuterve? MUCTIUM Jia je jelMHO pellebe a COLO0N03U
HIOYHY fia ce daBe MONMUTUKOM. M1 MaMo Hajdo/be 3Hatbe 3a TO, MI Pa3yMeMO JPYLITBO,
dap Ha HekoM HuBOy (C5, 25 rop.).
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Meby caroBopHuumma crapuje reHeparuje COL1IoIora Takobe je mpucyTaH cTaB fia je
conyornorujay kpusu. Heku cMaTpajy [ja je HEOIIXOIZHO fla Cé COLMOIOTHja BPAaTH Y OKBU-
pe mpoy4aBama JpyLITBEHEe CTPYKTYpe, IPYIITBEHNX Heje[HaKOCTH, Tj. /la ce IpoydyaBa
TOTaJINTET PYLITBA, a He camo ofpehene Teme. Heko/mMKo 3aHMM/BMBIX OArOBOpA CY:

»Y KpU3M je, Kajia TOBOPMMO O ITI0Oa/IHUM AMMeH3MjaMa, aKaJleMCKa COLMOJIOrnja,
OHa KOja je Be3aHa 3a (paKy/aTeTe M MHCTUTYTe — uMajyhu y BUIy cHaXkaH mpurucak ¢u-
HaHcujepa. Ay, He caMo (MHaHCHjepa Hero 1 OHUX KOju fieDVHMIITY VIIeO/IOIIKY IIOXKe/bHe
TeMe, mTa he ce ncrpaxxmpary, koje he ce Teme Teopujcku odpasnaraTi ¥ Koju pesynTaTu
ucTpaxuBama he dutn npepcrapmenn y onpehernm Hayyrnm acomicuma. [podnem je
TO LITO TIOCTOj! CIMCAK MOXKE/BHIX TeMa, OXKe/bHMX HaYMHA MHTEPIIPeTaIlje TUX TeMa I
HOXKe/bHUX pe3y/raTa. To Hije HelTo MTo je fepHICAHO Ha [TAINDY, a/I1 je IIPOCTO HELITO
IITO IIOCTOjY Kao BpcTa npehyTHux oyekuBama. To ce peannsyje, peLiiMo, TaKO LITO BU
IIOIIa/beTe TEKCT Y HEKM YacOIINC, I1a BaM Ce Kake ‘TIa, TO Huje TeMa Koja Hac 3aHMMa;, MIIN ce
KaKe ‘Ta TeMa Hiije odpabena Ha ofroBapajyhu Hauun’ V1, oHpa, Kpos onpeheHe nokyuaje 1
HeyCIIellIHe peajn3aliyje, MIajiy HayYHVIK, WV HeIlTO CTApUjy HAYYHMK, CXBATH, 3aIIPaBo,
IITa OH M KaKo Tpeda fa muiue o ofpehennm remama. Mucmim fa je TO I/TaBHU IIpOdIeM.
(...) Bennkn feo akazeMcKe COLIMOMOrMje Ce 3arpaBo 0aBy TeMaMa Koje Cy HaMeTHyTe I
MapruHajHe, a OHIa HeKe MHOTO Ba)KHUje TeMe 0CTajy IOTIIYHO 3anocrassbere (...) Ha
cpehy, Ty mocroje /byan, MCTPAXUBAYY, KOjU HACTOje [ja Ce CAdyBajy Off TOT U/EOIOLIKOT
IIPUTUCKA VI OHN, 3aIIPaBO, HA HEKM HA4MH Ap>ke couponorujy xusom” (C10, 59 rox.).

Jenan caroBOpHMK He CMaTpa fa je COIMOMOTHja MSPUYMUTO Y KPU3H, UM aKO MO/
U jecTe, TO je TAKO O yBeK:

»MUICIIUM 2 COIMONOTNja Huje Y KpU3H, a aKo jecTe, OHa Tpaje JlelleHujama. A,
MIICIIUM /I je TO yodudajeHo cTame. PasmmanTo je pasBujeHa y pasnmanTiM CpefiHaMa.
Haxanocr, xog Hac y Cpduju ce jako mamu dpoj /byay 0381/bHO daBy COLMOMOMIKIM
UCTPaXXMBABIMa, U Y TOM CMUCITY Ce MO>Ke TOBOPUTH 0 Kpuau coryosnoruje y Cpduju”
(C9, 48 rogx.).

Y panujuM nctpakupamumMa npumeheHo je fa je CoLonoruja 3arocTap/beHa y HalleM
odpasoBHOM crctemy (Mojié, 2010, str. 225). Hatun caroBopHuy takohe McTudy Mapri-
HaJIM3aljy HO/I0Xaja COLMOIOrMje Y 00pa3sOBHOM CHCTEeMY Kao jeflaH Of y3poKa Kpuse:

»11a, KOJIMKO caM CXBaTWJIa, y HapeIHVX HeKO/IMKO rofuHa coumornoruja he y cpen-
FbJIM IIIKOJIAMa IIOCTATI M3QOPHM IIPEIMET, TO CBAKAKO TOBOPY O KPM3M COLIMOJIOTTIje Kao
mpepMeTa. Jep, ako HayKy Koja M3ydaBa pyIITBO, U KOja je OfyBek duia BeoMa BaXKHa,
CTaBUTe Kao N300PHI IIPEMET, CBAKAKO CpO3aBaTe HheH HUBO. [eHepaiHo, OHOC IpeMa
APYLITBeHNM HaykaMma je tour” (C7, 34 rop.).

»(...) Y KpU3H je LITO Ce THYe eKOHOMCKOT IPeXXUB/baBama, (...) 30or Tora mro je
dpoj MecTa y KojiMa COLMOIIOT MOXe J1a ce daBM COL[MOJIOTHjOM CBE Mambli 1 Matbl, Oy-
nyhm ma ce y mxonama (...) poHzn/Spoj yacosa cormonoruje cMamyje, 10cedHO y HeKMM
crpyunnm mkonama” (C8, 31 rop.).

Cruue ce yTHCcak fia KOJ, HAlMX MICOMTAHMKa Kao Jja He IIOCTOjU jacHHUje pa3NnnKoBambe
yodudajeHux npodgecroHaTHuX IpodneMa Be3aHMX 3a CTaTyC U IPYIITBEeHY adUpMaujy
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ozpebene cTpyke, on PpyHmaMeHTaTHE KPH3e HAYYHUX OCHOBA caMe Te mpodecuje, a 4ujn
CY Y3pOLIY CCTEMCKU Vi TUYY Ce CHipyKiliypanHe, BAHHAyYHE MHCTPYMEHTaIu3aluje u
HeJOIIyCTUBe MIeoIoru3alyje ogpehene fpylTBeHe WM XyMaHUCTUYKe HayKe — IITO
TOBOAM [0 HeHe JoTMaTH3alje ¥ SMPOKpaTusanmje, a TMMe U Kpu3e Koja ce OImaxka Kao
HIIprpopHa” (HaTypanmuaanyja MUCHYHKUIVOHATHOCTI).

O TEOPUJCKOM M METOJOJIOIIKOM
IUIYPAJTIVI3MY Y COLIMOJIOTUN

Ha ocroBy pasroBopa 0 TeOpMjCKOM 1 METOMOTIOIIKOM IITyPa/IN3MYy Y COLIMOTIOT M)/
JKeTIeNIM CMO Jla MICIIMTAaMO Jja /I CarOBOPHMIIM CMATpajy Aa je IypanusaM IPegHOCT YN
MaHa CaBPEMEHE COLIMOJIOTHje, ¥ KOJIMKO CMO, Ka0 Hay4YHa 3ajeJHILIA, TEOPUjCKI U METOJ0-
JIOIIKY, OCIIOCOO/bEHN 3 MICTPaXKMBakbe Cafjallliber IPYyITBa. MIIC cMaTpa fAa je ,MeTof,
IIpe cBera, HI/ICKYCI/Ija O TOME€ KaKO ITOCTaBUTU NINTAbA M KAKO Ha HbbUX O/:[I‘OBOPI/ITI/I”, JTOK
Teopuja, 3HauUM MOTPedy Aa ce odpary MocedHa MaKmba Ha pedn Koje ce yIoTped/paBsajy,
HapO4YMTO Ha CTEIIEH IbJIXOBE OIIIITOCTU U IbUXOBUX JIOTMIKUX onHoca”, a,,0nb " jeI[HOI‘
u fipyror je jacHoha KoHmeniyje u ekoHoMuja npouenype” (Mills, 1998, str. 129). Hamm
CarOBOPHUIIY CMAaTPajy fia je OMIITEII03HATO:

»Ja Y IPYIITBEHMM HayKaMa HeMa CaIIaCHOCT OKO TeOPUjCKMX IIpaBalia, Teopuja
U IIPUCTYIIA, YaK Hu MeToposoruje. Counonoruja Ty Huje (M3y3eTak), ja He IOPEMO
C IPyrUM HayKama, aj 300T IIPUpPOJie CBOT IIPeAMeTa NCTPAXIBAIha, TOTMYHO je Ja je
pasHonuka, xereporena” (C6, 49 rox.).

»COILIMOIOrja je Off caMOr IOoYeTKa BUIIeNapaAurMaTcka Hayka. [lakie, nma
BIIILIe TAPA/UIMIL VM TEOPUjCKIX OKBMPA Off KOjuX Ionase ofpehena ucrpaxusama (...)
To je n npegHOCT, MMajyhit y BUAY Ha ce conuonoruja daBy SKMBUM APYLITBOM — OHUM
IITO je cafia akTyenHo. CBaka BpCTa JOrMaTy3Ma, JOKTPMHAPHE 3aTBOPEHOCTH, IPOCTO
MO>Ke [ja OTPaHIYY COLMOIOTH]Y Y IPUCTYILY, pa3MaTpamy 1 odjalliberby TuX GeHoMe-
Ha. Tako Jja, ¢ jefiHe cTpaHe, coLMoIOrMja MMa 0381/bHe IpodieMe ja GopMupa jeHy
OIIIITEeNPUXBAT/BMBY Mapafurmy Koja he omoryhuru na ce pasyme 3aimnx gBecTa ro-
[MHA CBETCKe MCTOPHje I fla Ce padyMe OHO IITO Ce [ielIaBa y CABPEMEHUM [PYLITBYMA.
A, ¢ gpyre cTpaHe, YMEEHNIIA je a2 MHOTH COLIMO/IO3N IIPaBe CBOje NCTPAXXMBAUKe HIILIE
y KojuMa BpJIo odpo ycIeBajy fa odjacHe OHO LITO ce Aelrasa y oxpehennm fenosnma
KOHKPETHIX, II0jefjHaYHNX ApyiTasa. [lakie, usmeby rora ce kpehe caBpemena couu-
onornja” (C10, 59 rox.).

O noBesuBamy Teopuje 1 MeTOfla CaTOBOPHNUIIA CMAaTpa Jia je 3a IIO3UB COLMOIIoTa
HEOIIXO/JHO MMATH 3HAILE U O TEOPUjU ¥ METOMM, I HABOAM JIa je Ta IIOofie/la BellTadKa:

»(...) ICTOBpEMEHO HeKO TeOpujCKO IPOMMUIIIbakbe je Ha IpaHniy ca Gpumosodujom,
a OIleT BaM He 3HA4YM HMINTA de3 eMIMpuje — OHfia HucTe couynornor. V ta Besa usmeby
Teopuje U eMIupuje, TO je OHO LITO HedMHUIIIe COLOIOoTra. A MOfje/a je BEIITauKa, I
MHIYKOBaHa, BEPOBATHO, Off CTPaHe /by/iY KOjU Ce He CHajla3e y HEKOj Off Te /iBe 00/1acTy,
anu u fabe cede cMaTpajy conmonosuma’ (C2, 29 rog.).
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Jemau conmoror, Takobe, cMaTpa fia je IPeHOCT Y TOMe IIITO MMA Pa3ININTHUX ,yITIOBA
K0 1 /]a je IOMaJIo HAMETHYTa Iofle/la Ha KBAaHTUTATUBHY U KBa/IMTATUBHY COLIMOIOTH]Y.
Onu Koju verhe KopucTe KBa/MTaTUBHE MeTOfie Tpeda fa OyAy YIIO3HATH ca pesynTaTnma
KBaHTUTAaTUBHIUX MICTPAXIBaba 1 0OPHYTO, a Hajdobe je KaJj ce Ta {Ba MOCTYIKA KOMOU-
HY]Y - jep, »TeopyjcKa pasHOBPCHOCT je HeIITO IITO je Hacnebe cormornoruje us 19. Bexa u
HacTasba ce 'y 21. Bek. To HMje HUIIITA HOBO, COIMONIOTNja je TAKBa, I1a YaK 1 y IPUPOTHUM
HayKaMa II0CTOj¥I pa3HOBPCHOCT TeOPUjCKUX IIPUCTYIIA, a Kamonu y couyonoruju’ (C9, 48
rof.). Y aHa/M3M IPeJHOCTY WIM HeJOCTaTaKa TeOPUjCKOT M METOJOJIOIIKOT IUTYpatn3Ma,
conmoror Mnahe renepanje mpasy pasnuKy usMmel)y HaydHOT acriekTa (Ty je ITypanusam
IIPEJHOCT) U MaTepMja/IHOT aCIIeKTa JJIM ITO3ULIMOHNPatba COLVIONIOIIKIX UCTPaKUBaba
(Te HEOBO/BHO KPMCTAIM30BaHM M HeapMPMUCAHY IUTypajIi3aM MOXKe OMTY MaHa):

»10 je OIUIMYHO, CYIITMHCKO, NNTambe. Ja S1X peKao — HUje TO TOMUKM IUTypaInsam,
KOJIMKO je OIIIITH Xaoc, IITO je 3ampaBo 1 fodpo. Colyornoruja Hutje ycIena ia MCIyH!
CBOjy IeBeTHAECTOBEKOBHY MIUCHjY f1a CTBOPH jeIMHCTBEHV OKBUP, aKO je TO MKaz| 1 dua
muicuja. VI MICTINM J1a je To, y CYIITUHY, BeIUKa IPEJHOCT HayKe KojoM ce daBumo. Ja nu
o uma u Hexe mane? MoxXJa, ako IOI7IeflaMO HeKe KOHKYPEHTCKe HayKe Kao IITO je TICK-
XO710THja, I7ie Cy Te IIKOJIe 3HATHO jade CTPYKTypMCaHe U MCKpucTanucane. Ilcuxonosn ce
MHOTO0 d0Jbe, 3aXBasbyjyin TOMe, TO3VIIOHNPajy Ha TPXKUIITY VM MVC/IVIM Jja Ce FbIIX0BA ped
JIO>KVIB/baBa C MHOT'O BIILIE Qy TOPUTETA, 1 KOJI jJABHOCTH, ¥ KOJ IOHATOPA ¥ KOJ ip>Kase. (...)
Eto, To &1 d1/1a Heka MaHa ca CTAHOBMILTA OBOT MAaTePUja/THOT aCIeKTa, a Ca CTAHOBMINTA
CYILITMHCKOT-HAay4YHOT aCIeKTa, MUC/IM Jja TO HUje MaHa, fia je To fodpa crap” (C8, 31 rop.).

Behuna caroBopHmka cMaTpa fia je XeTepOreHOCT Teopuja 1 MeTOAA IIPEJHOCT CO-
LIMIOTIOTHje, 3aTUM Ja je HOTPeOHO fla COLMONO3M UMajy YBIJE Y NCTPaXKMBakba 3aCHOBaHa
U Ha KBAHTUTATUMBHUM Y Ha KBAIUTAaTVBHUM UCTPAKMBabUMa. AJIU Ma ¥ CarOBOPHMKA
KOjJ CMaTpajy fia je MoTpedHO UCTPaXKMBATHU TeMe Koje Cy COIIMOJIONIKM Ha/IeKO Pe/leBaHT-
HIje, HeTO LITO Cy CTaHJapAHe, ,IOMUTIYKY KOPeKTHe“ MIKpPOTeMe, Te Jia je 3a XBaTame
COIIVOJIOTHje YKOIITAI] ca ITT0daTHUM, CBeTCKOMCTOPMjCKIM M3a30BUMa Ipef KOjuMa
ce HaJla3) CPIICKO IPYIITBO, IOTPedHO MIMATH M jeNVHCTBEHY IIapajurMy oko Koje he
CoIM07103M NOCTNhY M3BECHN MUHMMYM KOHILETITYa/THOT ¥ ICTPaXXKMBA4KOT' KOHCEH3Yca.

YMECTO 3AK/bYYKA: IIOTEHLIMJAJI COVOJIOTA
Y NCTPAJKUBAY KIbYUYHVIX ITPOBJIEMA
CPIICKOTI JPYIITBA

Coumosnosy pasnMInTHX reHepalja y 0BOM KBaUTaTMBHOM UCTPAXUBabY, n3Meby
OCTAJIOT, HOCedHO HaI/IAlIABajy:

»Ha je COLIMIONOTIja HajII03BaHMja 3a MCTPKMBAbA APYILITBA I Id CY COLMOIO3U
TOKOM TpaH3MIyje caMu cede MCK/bYYMIN U3 VICTPAXKUBaba, [IPe CBera, COLjaHe
CTPYKTYPpe, APYIITBEHNX HejeHaKoCTH 1 cykoda” (59 rox.);

»{Ja je TIOTEHIINjal OTPOMaH, a/IM BUILIE Ha CTPAHM JIPYIITBEHE CUTYalje y KOjoj ce
HaJIa3yMO HEro CaMMX COLIMOJIOTa, KOjU CY, [ja TAKO KaskeM, MHCTUTYIMOHAIN30BaHY 110
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uHCTUTYTUMA 1 BaKyaTeTnMa. (...) BoromzaHa je apyimTBeHa cutyaluja 3a UCTpaXnBarbe
BPJIO AMHAMIYHMX IPOLieca, HOTOTOBO Ha HallleM IIPOCTOPY, JAK/Ie Ha IIPOCTOpPyY duBIe
C®PJ, wn Beh, kako xohemo, jyroncroune Esporne, 3anagsor bankana uta., Hero mro
je, IO MOM MUIIUBEIHY, CUCTEMATUYHOCT MHCTUTYIMOHAHOT IIPUCTYIIA ¥ IPOyYaBaby
HaBeJIeHOT, BPJIO LIMPOKOT [UjallasoHa APYILITBEHUX IPOdIeMa CaBpeMEeHOT CPIICKOT 1
HOCTjyTOC/IOBEHCKOT ipymTBa” (57. rof);

»IloTeHIMjas je OrpoMaH, amu HeoCTBapeH (...) ja He BepyjeM fja Taj IIOTeHIujajl
IIOCTOjI1, He OMX ce HU daBMO COLMOIIOTIjOM I IIPOCTO, MOXK/IA, 3aIIOC/IIO OUX Ce y MapKe-
TUHIIKOj areHuuju uim dux oTuiao Herge. MehyTum, oH y Benukoj Mepu Huje UCIybeH
(...) 3dor HempenosHaBama COIMOJOIIKE CTPYKe Y jABHOCTI, Off CTpaHe Apxase” (31 rof.);

»IloTeH1uja BesaH 3a 3Hame 1 00pasoBambe Koje CTIIeMO Ha (paKy/ITeTy ImocToju,
a/Iu MVIC/IUM Jia je TO MITAK MHAUBYUAYATHA CTBAP (...), 3aBUCHU O MOTMBALIMje HOjefIH-
112, KO/IMKA je Ierosa pajjo3HanocT, yiyheHoct u xeba fa ce daBu HekoM TeMoM. He
MO>KEMO Jja Ka)KeMo JIa je CUCTeM TaKaB Jia Hac HapouuTo dozpu 1 oxpadpyje fa yhemo
Y UCTPpa)KMBa4Ke IIPOjeKTe, a/li aKO CMO CaMM JJOBO/bHO MOTMBMCAHU U PajO3Ha/N,
npoctop nocroju” (34 rop.);

»I10TeHIujamu Cy BeMKHU, CAMO YKOJIMKO Ce COLMOJIO31 0C/I0O0/ie OTpaHNYeha
KOja Cy Be3aHa 3a JJOTMaTU3aM IOJIMTUYKe KOPEKTHOCTY, OfHOCHO OYeKVBamba KOjIM
TeMaMa fia ce daBe (...). VI3 popmynmcama Tema KojuMa ce fiaje IIPefHOCT (...) Be3aHNX 3a
HOBM IPOjeKTHY LIMK/IYC MUHMCTapCTBa POCBETE 11 HayKe, TY Ce BIAM IPOCTO Ta BPCTa
HaMeTama ofpeheHNX TeMa 1 MCK/byYNBamka HEKUX Koje CY, Takobe, ako He 3HadajHIje,
OH/Ia MaKap jefiHaKo 3HadajHe. [10 MOM MUIIIbelbY, TeMa APYIITBEHe HejeHAKOCTH JAHAC Y
Cpduju je jenHa of KpyLMjaTHNX TeMa 3a COLMoIore. AKO SMCMO yCIIeNu fia Ce 0TapaciMo
Te BPCTe MOMUTUYKe KOPEKTHOCTHU 1 UJEOMOIIKOT yCMepaBamba UCTPaXX1Bada y COLMO-
JIOTMju, OHa U 3aMcTa MOITIa Ia 1A MHOTO 0oJbe U KBa/IMTeTHUje pesynTare” (59 rox.).

Y coLuonornju nocToje pUTMOBY y KOjYIMa Ce CMeHbYjy HaITacliyl y pajly COLMOJIOTa.
Y HeKuM IeproAuMa JOMIHIUPAjy eMINPHUjCKa NCTPAKMUBAba HAJl TEOPUjOM, Aa du ce
3aTUM jaBIO OOPHYTH TPEH, T1a U MePUOJ, y KOM IpeoBnal)yjy AUCKypcu Koju cy Buiie
PelUK/IaXe Teopyja HeyTeMe/beHUX Y eMIMPUjCKUM HaJasyMa, HeTo IITO Ce OCIamajy
Ha jacHe ¥ IIPOBepJ/bMBE NCKYCTBEHE yBUJie. Y TOM CMUCITY MOXe Ce TOBOPUTH YakK M O
COLIMOJIONIKVIM aHTMHOMUjaMa Y AMUCLUIIINHAPHO], TeOPMjCKOj Y ICTPAXKMBAYKO] MTPAKCHL.
Kap je max ped o cpIickoj coOLMONIOIMjI, OYUITIENHO Ja ce KpeaTMBHOCT (KBalMUTeT AyXa y
MucoBOM HOMMakby COLIMOMONIKE MMAriHalje) HayqHOT pajia i UCTPaXK/Batba Halasn
O]l ABOCTPYKVUM HPUTIUCKOM: 1. ,,yHYTpalIlbyM , Tie Cy Ha JleTy aHMMO3UTETH 3aCHOBaHU
Ha TeOPMjCKO-Ca3HajHUM, METOJOMIOIIKIM, TIePCOHATHIM WM U/EO0MOIIKIM OCHOBaMa;
2. ,CIIO/bALIBYM , KPO3 HAMETHYTe TeMe IIMCarba U UCTPAXMBamba, Kao 1 KpUTEpUjyMe
Bpe[jHOBama Hay4HOT pasia. HecyMmuBO je fja ce 11 jpyre APYLITBEHE M XYMAHUCTIIKE
AVCLMIUIMHE CyO4aBajy ca MCTUM WM CIMYHUM IIPpodieMuMa, 30T dera je HEOIXOITHO
00e30eNTI CHOKHIjU YTULIAj ,CTBapanauke nHTenurennuje” (Janicijevi¢, 1984), nororoso
U3 0d/IaCTU APYLITBEHMX U XYMAaHUCTUUYKNUX HayKa, Ha GopMyIucame 1 Boherwe HaydHe
nomutuke y Cpduju (Kosti¢, 2022; Smederevac, 2022). Oxrosapajyhu dananc usmehy
ayToHOMUje U mpodecnoHanusanmje y okBUpy AUCLUIIINHE, oMoryhuo 6u ma ce ydmaxnu
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packopak usMel)y HOTIIyHe 3aTBOPEHOCTI U OTO/bEHOT MPO]ECHOHATHOT TPXKUIIHO-TeX-
HUILUCTUYIKOT PadyMeBamba HAyqHOT AenoBaa (Milosevié, 2016, str. 189-193).

Y 0BOM pajy IpefcTaB/beH je caMo Jieo pedIeKcrja CPICKUX COLMOJIOTA O CTamby
y COLIMOJIOTrMjH, Kao Hayuu ¥ kao npodecuju. Hamma counonoruja, HaXaaocT, He MOXe
ce MOXBA/IMTY HEKMM HApOUYUTHM eNMCTEMOIOMIKIM YCIIeCHMa Ha MI0JbY UCTPAXKMBAbA
II00a/IHMX CTPYKTypa U pasyMeBama CBeTCKOMCTOPHjCKIX IIPOolieca y KojiiMa ce Hajlasy
CaBpeMeHO CPIICKO ApymTBO (Antonié, 2022). Mmak, 0BO MCTpaXkMBatbe II0Ka3yje palin-
PEHO MUIIbER-E€ Y HAlIOj CTPYYHOj jABHOCTU Jja Cy IOTEHIMja/IN CPIICKE COLMOMNIOTHjE 3a
YUCTMHY pe/leBaHTHA Hay4YHa MICTpaXk1Barba 3HaTHI, Te JIa je Kao IIPBJ KOpaK HEOIIXOHO
fla ce COLMOJIOTHja BpAaTH NPOyUIaBamy GyHAaMEeHTaTHNX IUTAkha, IONYT APYLUITBEHe
CTPYKTYype, WK IPYLITBA y TOTAIUTETY, KaO CBOT I7TABHOT THOCEOJIOIIKOT 3a/laTKa. AJln, 3a
TaKaB MCTPaXMBAYKM IIPOTPAM HEOIIXOIHO je 3ajegHuUtiuiiiéo y HayLu, jep ,,CBI COLMOMO3N,
Beh caMyM CBOjyM IOCTOjarbeM, HEMUHOBHO Cy ydecHUIm y dopdu nameby nmpocsehenoctn
U MpadballlTBa. ¥ CBETY Kao LITO je OBaj HAlll, IPAKTUMKOBATY HAYKy O APYLITBY 3HAYI,
Ipe CBera, IpaKkTuKoBary nomutuky rcrure” (Mills, 1998, str. 189).
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DISCIPLINARY SELF-REFLECTION
IN SERBIAN SOCIOLOGY: FINDINGS
OF AN IN-DEPTH INTERVIEW

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: This paper is based on the data from the author’s interviews with our so-
ciologists of different generations and places of employment. In the qualitative research,
the following questions, among others, were analyzed: 1. whether sociology is in crisis; 2.
theoretical and methodological pluralism in sociology; 3. the sociologist’s potential (soci-
ological approach, sociologist’s imagination) to investigate the problems of contemporary
society. Based on the analysis of the answers, the following items were considered: 1. the
social position of sociology as a scientific and research discipline; 2. the potential and
applicability of sociological knowledge to the problems faced by the sociological profes-
sion itself. The author concludes that, according to our sociologists, sociology in Serbia
cannot boast of any particular epistemological successes in the field of researching global
structures and understanding the world-historical processes in which Serbian society
finds itself, but that its potential for research is considerable and that, as a first step, it is
necessary for sociology to return to the study of social structure, i.e., society in totality, as
its main epistemological task.

Keywords: sociological profession, research preferences, qualitative research, disci-
plinary self-reflection

INTRODUCTION

For several decades in Serbian society, as well as in other (semi)peripheral societies of
the world capitalist system, social and humanist scientists are asked what their basic episte-
mological and applicative function is in their own society (Kosti¢, 2022; Smederevac, 2022).

The historical and institutional development of sociology and the potential of this
science as a research discipline are covered by previous studies of the development of Serbian

! annvukovic@yahoo.com
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and Yugoslav sociology (Mitrovi¢, 1982; Bogdanovi¢, 1990. /ed./; Bogdanovi¢, 2009. /ed./;
Golenkova, 2022). Moreover, the development of sociology in different historical periods
and the contribution of the teachers from different schools (departments/branches) in
Serbia have also been studied (Bogdanovi¢ et al., 2009; Milogevi¢, 2010; Mitrovié, 2022).
Some studies included the memories about social and professional changes and indications
to the importance sociology had in previous periods in comparison to the current moment
(Bol¢i¢, 2011; Vukovi¢, 2012; Trkulja & Suvakovi¢, 2018; Todorovié, 2021).

The changes and reforms in sociology and other social sciences are closely related
to the changes in education and valuation of knowledge as a social category (Turza, 1996;
Kulji¢, 2009; Miladinovi¢, 2011; Antonié, 2011; Petrovi¢ 2011; Suvakovi¢, 2019; Vukovié,
2020). A special example of the attitude towards knowledge is informal polarization among
the scientists in Serbia regarding whether they completed a certain degree of studies abroad
(primarily in the Western countries).

Even if the advantage of studying abroad existed about a hundred years ago, mainly
because of the unavailability of recent literature, today’s easy and quick availability of litera-
ture and data on the “global Internet platform” does not make the studies of social sciences
abroad automatically an advantage over studying in our country. It is particularly wrong
to use this for spreading, even into the field of social sciences, the negative stereotype that
“good (the best) students/researchers have left the country”, which implies that the bad (the
worst) ones have stayed in the country.

It has been long perceived that the question of the responsibility of intellectuals con-
tains three presuppositions (suggestions): that “an intellectual in a certain way responsible
(without specifying who to, why and how)”; that “responsibility of an intellectual in not
identical to responsibility some other people possibly have” and that responsibility of an
intellectual is not always the same and that every era “has its own form of responsibility for
an intellectual” (Petrovi¢, 1978, p. 204). Some recent insights into the problems encountered
by science in Serbia and current social and humanist disciplines point to the problems of
the official scientific policy in which quality is made equal with the quantification of sci-
entific work, and that is why short and routine work on an article published in a peripheral
Western journal has an advantage over years-long work on a serious scientific monograph
(Antoni¢, 2021, pp. 1472-1473; Todorovi¢, 2012).

THEORY, METHOD, SAMPLE

Having in mind the subject and unit of the analysis in this qualitative research, it is
not possible to limit strictly the adequate theoretical framework, particularly considering
different “modes” in so-called truth regimes (Foucault, 2012: 132) and requirements for
“political correctness” in social sciences. In that respect, all the above-listed references
referring to the origin of our scientific discipline and its foundation are relevant for a
researchers interested in how attitudes about social phenomena in the context of institu-
tionalization of sociology as a science are formed, confronted, interpreted and explained.
To that end, the analysis of the text includes not only modern (“new”) tendencies, but also
an overview of former favourable and unfavourable circumstances for the progress and
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development of social sciences.” As it has already been observed, the decades-long process
of the professionalization of sociologists in Serbia ranged from the effects of the ideology
(previously Marxist and today neoliberal) and the attempts to establish the reputation “of
sociological professional expertise in society” (MiloSevi¢, 2016, pp. 189-193). The concept
of togetherness in science is somewhat broader and we will take it as a syntagm that should
point to collective striving to overcome epistemologically research and social challenges,
whereas, within the given community, there is an ongoing open debate about the adequate
theoretical framework, research methodology and interpretation of obtained findings, while
fully respecting pluralism of theoretical and research concepts.

An adequate sample was formed taking into account the age and form of employ-
ment although, having in mind the decades-long professional experience of the majority
of the interviewees, each interview could be taken as a separate case study in terms in
which Mills assigns importance to the “fusion of personal and intellectual life” as a unique
synthesis necessary for intellectual creation and the framework for interpreting social phe-
nomena (Mills, 1998, p. 212). As the theoretical framework, we will also use the concept
of Charles Wright Mills about “specific disposition/sociological imagination” as a special
“quality of the spirit” which helps sociologists to “develop reason in order to reach a lucid,
comprehensive and brief notion about what is happening in the world and about what is
likely to be happening inside themselves” (Mills, 1998, p. 7). The idea will also be used of the
balanced movement of sociologists/researchers between the “super-theoretical sociology”
and “extreme empiricism” (Mills, 1998, pp. 29-83).

Ten semi-structured in-depth interviews were conducted with the colleagues of dif-
ferent generations and theoretical orientations’. The interviewees were between 25 and 60
years old and the interviews were conducted at the end of 2018 and the beginning of 2019.
Most interviewees are employed in education and/or science. The emphasis was placed on
the presence of different generations of sociologists, as well as on the effort to include the
researchers who deal with different social phenomena.* The interviewees were: a sociologist
B.A., a student of master’s studies, an assistant professor, a trainee researcher, a scientific
associate, a scientific consultant, associate professors and full professors. In the following
segment of the paper, basic findings will be presented regarding the question whether so-
ciology as a science is in crisis and what the causes of such situation could be. Moreover,
the findings are also presented regarding the theoretical and program-research pluralism
of sociology, as well as its epistemological and social applicative potentials and functions.

? I would like to thank the colleagues who shared with me their opinions and experiences about

different scientific and social issues of sociology as an institutionalized scientific discipline in Serbia.
> Although this sample may not seem large at first sight, it should be borne in mind that it is
definitely larger than the samples considered representative when it comes to the research of pro-
fessionalization of our discipline. For example, in the book by 1. Jari¢, Public and hidden curricula of
high school sociology classes, written on the basis of her doctoral dissertation, the in-depth interview
sample consisted of eight sociologists (Jari¢, 2014, pp. 208-259).

*  Extensive empirical material has been collected but, having in mind the limited space, this text
will present only one part of the data.
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IS SOCIOLOGY AS A SCIENCE IN CRISIS?

In order to determine how our interviewees understand the contemporary situation
in sociology, we posed the following question: Is sociology as a science in crisis? If yes, what
are the causes of that crisis and the manners of overcoming it. We tried to learn whether the
causes of the crisis are in turning a number of sociologists into the system-serving intel-
ligentsia or whether it is an inadequate program of searching for system alternatives, i.e.,
confusion in the system-subversive action within sociological institutions?

Most interviewees think that sociology is in crisis and that it, just like other social
sciences, must find a way of avoiding marginalization, both in fundamentally humanistic
terms, and in terms of technicalization of scientific work (a sociologist as a scientist or a
subject; Bogdanovi¢, 1977). The reasons listed by the respondents can be summed up as:
sociology is in crisis because that is a “natural” state of sociology that as a science arose
from crisis; because it has not answered to the problems of society. The following answers
support this attitude:

“Sociology is a science arising from crisis and, by its definition, it is always in crisis.
Specifically, in our country, I absolutely think that it is in crisis for many reasons. First,
it is in crisis as a theoretical science in society, just like all other theoretical sciences.
Secondly, it is in crisis as a critical science because, by its definition, it presents certain
critical attitudes — which, naturally, is not quite popular. Namely, it can be popular only
if critical attitudes are instrumentalized and if they serve a purpose” (S8, 31 years old).

“Sociology has long been in crisis exactly because it has not answered the basic
questions as to why this society is in crisis. If it was unable to predict and it obviously did
not predict (the current crisis — A.V.), there was sufficient time to describe, explain and
understand better the main directions of the change in this society in the past quarter of
the century” (S1, 59 years old).

A female interview contends that sociology is in crisis because it has not been suffi-
ciently recognized as a discipline with a comparative advantage over the others:

“I work at the faculty and I know how problematic it is to attract students; they do
not understand what sociology is if it is not anthropology, philosophy or political science
(...) We do not use clear profiling as to why someone should be a sociologist unless if that
person is generally talented for social sciences and cannot do anything else (enrol other
studies — A. V.)” (S2, 29 years old).

The student of master’s studies also thinks that sociology is in crisis:

“Yes, I think sociology is in crisis, it is de facto in crisis. I think that the level of the
analysis and the level of the theory are de facto declining (...). But what is the solution
to that crisis? I don’t think it is deference (to the system — A. V.); it will remain (in that
case — A. V.) sociology, if it gets fitted there, its name will remain, its shell will remain,
but then it is no longer sociology. And what is the solution? I think that the only solution
is for sociologists to begin dealing with politics. We have the best knowledge for it; we
understand society, at least as some level” (S5, 25 years old).
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Among the interviewees of older generation of sociologists, there is also an opinion
that sociology is in crisis. Some of them think that it is necessary to return sociology to the
frameworks of studying the social structure, social inequalities, i.e., studying the totality of
society, and not only particular topics. These are some of the interesting answers.

“When speaking of global dimensions,, it is academic sociology that is in crisis,
sociology connected with faculties and institutes — having in mind the strong pressure of
financiers. Not only of financiers, but also of those who define ideologically desirable topics,
what will be researched, what topics will be theoretically justified and what research results
will be presented in certain scientific journals. The problem is that there is a list of desirable
topics, desirable manners of interpreting these topics and desirable results. It is not something
defined on the paper, but something that exists just like that, as a sort of tacit expectations.
It is realized, for example, by your sending a text to a journal. Then they tell you, ‘well, we
are not interested in that topic’ or ‘the topic has not been dealt with in an adequate man-
ner’ Then, through certain attempts and unsuccessful realizations, a young scientist or a
slightly older scientist, actually realizes what and how to write about certain topics. I think
it is the main problem. (...) A large part of academic sociology actually deals with the topics
that are imposed and marginal, while some much more relevant topics remain completely
neglected (...) Fortunately, there are some people, researchers who strive to stay away from
such ideological pressure; in fact, they somehow keep sociology alive” (S10, 59 years old).

One interviewee does not think that sociology is specifically in crisis or, if it actually
is, it has always been like that:

“I think that sociology is not in crisis and if it really is, it has lasted for decades.
But I think that is the usual situation. Sociology has different levels of development in
different environments. Unfortunately, in Serbia there is a small number of people who
seriously deal with sociological research and, in that respect, we can speak about the crisis
of sociology in Serbia” (S9, 48 years old).

In earlier research, it was observed that sociology was neglected in our educational
system (Moji¢, 2010, p. 225). Our interviewees also point out the marginalized position of
sociology in the educational system as one of the causes of the crisis:

“Yes, as far as I understand, in the following few years, sociology will be an optional
subject in secondary schools, which definitely speaks about the crisis of sociology as a
subject. Namely, if the science that studies society and that has always been quite important
is put aside as an optional subject, its level is definitely decreased. Generally, our attitude
to social sciences is bad” (S7, 34 years old).

»(...) Tt is in crisis when it comes to economic survival (...), because the number
of places in which a sociologist can deal with sociology is becoming smaller and smaller,
since in schools (...) the number of classes of sociology is being reduced, particularly in
some vocational schools” (S8, 31 years old).

There is an impression that our interviewees do not make a clear distinction between
usual professional problems regarding the status and social affirmation of a certain profes-
sion and the fundamental crisis of scientific foundations of that profession itself, the causes
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of which are system-related and refer to the structural, non-scientific instrumentalization
and impermissible ideologization of a social sciences or humanities — which leads to its
dogmatization and bureaucratization, and thus to the crisis that can be seen as “natural”
(dysfunctionality naturalization).

ABOUT THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL
PLURALISM IN SOCIOLOGY

According to the conversations about the theoretical and methodological pluralism
a in sociology, we wanted to examine whether our interviewees contended that pluralism
was an advantage or a fault of modern sociology and to what extent we, as a scientific
community, are theoretically and methodologically enabled for researching today’s society.
Mills believes that “the method is, first of all, a discussion about how to pose questions
and how to answer them’, while theory denotes the need to pay special attention to words
used, especially to the level of their generality and their logical relations”, while “the aim of
both of these is the clarity of the concept and the economy of the procedure” (Mills, 1998,
p. 129). Our interviewees think that the following is commonly known:

»In social sciences there is no consent about theoretical orientations, theories and
approaches, not even methodology. Sociology is no exception to that, although we will
not compare it with other sciences. Yet, because of the nature of its subject of research, it
is logical for sociology to be diverse and heterogeneous” (S6, 49 years old).

“From the very beginning, sociology has been a multi-paradigmatic science.
Therefore, there is a number of paradigms and theoretical frameworks from which certain
research begins (...) That is also an advantage, having in mind that sociology deals with
‘live society’ — what is current at the moment. Every sort of dogmatism, doctrinal closed-
ness, can simply limit sociology in its approach, consideration and explanation of those
phenomena. Therefore, on the one hand, sociology has serious problems in forming one
generally acceptable paradigm that will ensure understanding the last two hundred years
of world history and understanding what is happening in modern societies. On the other
hand, it is the fact that many sociologists make their own research niches in which they
succeed perfectly in explaining what is happening in certain segments of specific individual
societies. Namely, that is what modern sociology moves in between” (S10, 59 years old).

When it comes to connecting the theory and the method, our female interviewee
thinks that for the profession of a sociologist it is necessary to have the knowledge of both
the theory and the method. She says that such division is artificial:

»(...) at the same time, when some theoretical consideration is on the border with
philosophy and yet it does not mean anything without empiricism - then you are not a
sociologist. If that connection between the theory and empiricism is something that de-
fines a sociologist. The division is artificial and induced, most likely, by the people who do
not deal properly with one of those two fields, but still consider themselves sociologists”
(52, 29 years old).
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One sociologist also contends that the advantage lies in the fact that that there are
different “standpoints’, as well as that the division into quantitative and qualitative sociology
is somewhat imposed. Those who more often use qualitative methods should be familiar
with the results of quantitative research and vice versa, but it is best to combine these two
procedures — because “theoretical diversity is something constituting the heritage of sociology
from the 19" century and continuing in the 21 century as well. It is nothing new; sociology
is like that, and even in natural sciences there is a diversity of theoretical approaches, let
alone in sociology” (S9, 48 years old). In the analysis of the advantages or deficiencies of
theoretical and methodological pluralism, the sociologist of a younger generation does not
make any distinction between the scientific aspect (where pluralism is an advantage) and
the material aspect or positioning of sociological research (where insufficiently crystallized
and non-affirmed pluralism may be a fault):

“It is an excellent, essential question. I would say - it is not pluralism as much as it is
general chaos, which is actually good as well. Sociology has not succeeded in fulfilling its
19" century mission of creating a unique framework, if it has been a mission at all. I think
that essentially it is a great advantage of the science we are dealing with. Does it also have
certain faults? Perhaps, if we look at some rival sciences such as psychology, where those
schools are much more strongly structured and crystallized. Thanks to it, psychologists much
better position themselves in the market and I think that their word is taken with much
more authority both by the public and by sponsors and by the state. (...) And that would be
a fault from the standpoint of this material aspect, while from the standpoint of the essen-
tial-scientific aspect, I do not think it is a fault but rather a good thing” (S8, 31 years old).

Most interviewees contend that heterogeneity of theories and methods is an advantage
of sociology, and that sociologists need to have insight into the research based both on
quantitative and on qualitative research. However, there are some interviewees who think
that it is necessary to explore topics that are sociologically far more relevant than stand-
ard, “politically correct” micro-topics, and that for sociology to come to grips with global,
world-history challenges faced by Serbian society, it must also have a unique paradigm
around which sociologists will reach a certain minimal conceptual and research consensus.

INSTEAD OF A CONCLUSION: THE POTENTIAL
OF SOCIOLOGISTS IN RESEARCHING KEY
PROBLEMS OF SERBIAN SOCIETY

In this qualitative research, sociologists of different generations particularly, inter
alia emphasize the following:

“That sociology is the most competent for researching society and that sociologists
during the transition exclude themselves from research, primarily of the social structure,
social inequalities and conflicts” (59 years old);

“That potential is huge, but more on the side of the social situation in which we find
ourselves than of sociologists themselves who are, let me put it this way, institutionalized
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in institutes and at faculties. (...) The social situation is God-given for exploring very
dynamic processes, especially in our territory, i.e., the territory of ex-Socialist Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia or, as we can also say, Southeast Europe, Western Balkans etc., in
comparison to, in my opinion, the systematic feature of the institutionalized approach in
studying the above-mentioned, quite broad range of social problems in modern Serbian
and post-Yugoslav society” (57 years old);

“The potential is huge, but unrealized (...) If I didn’'t believe such potential existed, I
wouldn’t deal with sociology and I would simply find a job in a marketing agency or would
go somewhere else. However, that potential is largely unfulfilled (...) due to the failure to
recognize the sociological profession in public, by the state” (31 years old);

“There is potential related to knowledge and education we acquire at the faculty,
but I think that is still an individual matter (...), and it depends on the motivation of an
individual, on his/her curiosity, familiarity and desire to deal with a topic. We cannot say
that the system is such as to particularly encourage and entice us to enter research pro-
jects, but if we are sufficiently motivated and curious, there is space for it” (34 years old);

“The potentials are great, but only if sociologists free themselves of the limitations
regarding dogmatism of political correctness, i.e., the expectations about what topics to deal
with (...). From the formulation of topics that are given priority (...) and that refer to the
new project cycle of the Ministry of Education and Science, such sort of imposing certain
topics can be seen, as well as of excluding some topics that are, if not more important, at
least equally important. In my opinion, the topic of social inequality in Serbia is one of the
crucial topics for sociologists today. If we could get rid of that type of political correctness
and ideological directing of researchers in sociology, it would be able to provide much
better and quality results” (59 years old).

In sociology, there are rhythms in which emphases are alternating in the work of
sociologists. Certain periods are dominated by empirical research over theory and then a
reverse trend emerges, even the period dominated by discourses that are just recycling theo-
ries unfounded in empirical findings rather than relying on clear and verifiable experiential
insights. In that respect, we can even speak about sociological antinomies in disciplinary,
theoretical and research practice. As far as Serbian sociology is concerned, it is obvious that
creativity (the quality of the spirit in Mills’s understanding of sociological imagination) of
scientific work and research is exposed to two-fold pressure: 1. “internal’, where animos-
ities have theoretical-cognitive, methodological, personal or ideological foundations; 2.
“external’, through imposed topics in writing and research, as well as criteria of evaluating
scientific work. Other social disciplines and humanities indisputably face the same or sim-
ilar problems and that is why it is necessary to ensure a stronger influence of the “creative
intelligentsia” (Jani¢ijevi¢, 1984), particularly in the field of social sciences and humanities,
on the formulation and pursuit of the scientific policy in Serbia (Kosti¢, 2022; Smederevac,
2022). An adequate balance between autonomy and professionalization within the discipline
would enable the mitigation of the gap between complete closedness and bare professional,
market-technicist understanding of scientific action (MiloSevi¢, 2016, pp. 189-193).

In this paper, only one part has been presented of the Serbian sociologists’ reflections
about the situation in sociology as a science and a profession. Unfortunately, our sociology
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cannot boast of special epistemological successes in the field of researching global structures
and understanding world-history processes in which modern Serbian society finds itself
(Antoni¢, 2022). However, this research shows a common opinion in our expert public that
the potentials of Serbian sociology for truly relevant scientific research are substantial and
that, as the first step, it is necessary for sociology to return to the study of fundamental
questions such as the social structure, or society in its totality, as its main epistemological
task. However, for such research program, togetherness in science is necessary because “all
sociologists, by their own existence, are inevitably the participants in the struggle between
enlightenment and darkness. In the world like ours, practising science of society means,
first of all, practising the policy of truth” (Mills, 1998, p. 189).
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