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ITPAKCA 3ACHOBAHA HA JOKA3VIMA 'Y CPEIUIITY
ITAPAIVUTMATCKOTI ITPEOKPETA Y COIIMJAJTTHOM PAJ1Y?

Caxerak: [Ipuctyn npakce sacHoBaHe Ha JOKa3MMa Y COLIMja/THOM pajly M3as3yBa I-
POK CIIeKTap peakijyja, Koje Offpa’kaBajy AMHAMMKY MOJIEPHVX U HOCTMOAEPHMX IPHUCTYIIa,
I/ie ce TPaJMIMOHATHN HAT/IaCaK Ha eMIIMPMjCKUM MeTOfaMa 11 00jeKTMBHOCTH CyouaBa
ca 13a30BMMa MOCTMOJEPHUCTUYKOT CKeIITUIM3Ma 1 penaruBusMa. [Tomasehn of mozgena
Hay4HOr pa3Boja Tomaca KyHa kao TeopyjcKoaHaTUTIYKOT OKBMPA, IM/b pajia je fja aHa-
nusupa fedaty usmely MofepHOT U TOCTMOJIEPHUX IPUCTYIIA TIOBOIOM IIPAKCe 3aCHOBaHe
Ha JIOKa3MMa y connjanHoM pany. Kopucrehn metoze ananuse capyxaja, KoMIIapaTuBHe 1
HapaTyBHe aHaJIM3e, Kao U CUHTe3e, paj ce (oKycupa Ha Tekyhy AedaTy kao uspas kpuse u
cykoda nsmeby oBux fBejy mapagurmu, ysumajyhn y 003up m1xoBe OCHOBHE OHTOJIONIKE,
eIMCTEeMOJIONIKe, METONOJIOIIKE 11 aKCMOJIOLIKe ocTaBKe. [Ipnkasyje ce pasBoj mpaxce
3acHOBaHe Ha JJoKa3JMa Kpo3 CYKIecHjy CTaiyjyMa HopMaaHe HayKe U Kpu3e, a 3aTUM
IMCKYTYjy OCHOBHM MOIEPHMCTUYKM U IOCTMOfIEPHUCTUYKI apTYMEHTH, YMMe ce OTBapa
HMTakbe MMIUIMKALIMja OBOT CYKoda Ha IIPMMEHY 1 Jjajbll pa3Boj IPMCTYIIA IIPaKCce 3aCHOBAHe
Ha JIoKa3)Ma y COlMjaTHoM pafy. 3aK/byuyje ce fia, yIpKOC IPUBJIHOj HEIOMUP/BUBOCTH
OBJIX IIPYCTYTIA, BMIX0OBA KPUTIYKA MHTEPaKIMja, OCBeT/beHa Kpo3 KyHoBe njjeje o HayyHuM
HapagyurMaMma, Urpa K/by4Hy y/IOry y pasBojy IpaKkce 3aCHOBaHe Ha JJOKa3MMa.

Kipyune peun: conyjanuu paj, apagursa, MofiepHmu3aM, HOCTMOJIepHI3aM, IIpaKca
3acHoBaHa Ha jokasuma (EBIT)

VBOJ

»I1ulileM 13 paTHe 30He; pata u3Mely AMcKypca, paTa HajJ TepUTOpHjoM, pata u3Mely

OHJIX KOjJi TOBOPE Pas/MuUTHM je3ULMMa, paTa n3Mel)y Kpeatopa pas/MuanTiX peanrHoCTH,
para usMmeby pasmuunTyx cBeToBa.

(Freshwater & Rolfe, 2004, str. 30)
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CoumjanHn paj ce off CaMOr HaCTaHKa Cyo4aBa Ca 13a30BMMa Ha IIyTy CBOje IIPo-
(decnonamM3sanyje 1 HaCTOjarbMMa Jla ceé KOHCTUTYMIIe Kao HayyHa guciuiryHa. JKepa
fla ce yIoTpedom HayKe (HayYHOT MeTOZa) Kao MOJiefa 3a IpaKCy U/MIu M3BOpa ayTo-
PUTATUBHOT 3HabA JIETUTUMMUIIIE TPOdECHOHATHN ITOI0XKaj 1 f1a Ce U3dOPM 3a MeCTO y
TPYIM CPOFHMX XyMAaHUCTUYKNUX AUCIMIIINHA, TOIPUHENA je pa3BOjy HAYYHO yTeMe/beHe
mpaxkce y corujanuom pany (Kirk & Reid, 2002; Vucini¢ Jovanovi¢, 2020). Bpxynar tor
HACTOjama MIPeCTaB/ba MPUCTYII IIPAKCe 3aCHOBaHe Ha foKasuMa (eHIL. evidence-based
practice, Hafape: EBII), koja je 13 odmacTu MegyIyHe IIpeBefieHa y 00/1acT COLMjaTHOT
paga 1990-nx roguna (Morago, 2006; Rosen, 2003). Ocuosuu s EBII je na omoryhu
nHPOPMICAHO, 3ajeJHINYKO TOHOIIEHE OJIYKA YNja je CBpXa [a modosbla IUCXofe 3a
KmjeHTe 1 ePeKTUBHOCT y Ipakcy corujanHor paga (Drisco & Grady, 2012), a ysumajy-
hu y 0d3mp TpeHyTHe KIujeHTOBe IIOTpede M CUTYalljy, HajOO/bM pe/leBaHTHM JJOKA3 U3
UCTpaXKMBaba, K/IIjeHTOBE BPEIHOCTH U ITpedepeHIje U eKCIIepTU3y CTPYYHOT pafHIUKa.
CTpy4H! pagHMK MIMa eTIYKY U IpodecHoHaIHy odaBe3y ja KIMjeHTIMa IIpy»Ka yCIIyre
y BIXOBOM Hajd0/beM UHTePeCY, Koje Cy epuKacHe, HeIOTBOPHE, MHANBULYAIM30BaAHE 11
Hemkoppuse (National Association of Social Workers [NASW], 2021; Zakon o socijalnoj
zastiti RS, 24/2011).

ITpucryn EBII je focTUrao cTaryc ,,371aTHOT CTaHAapHa“ y 00/1acTy IpaKce, IO/INTHKA,
aJMMHMICTpaLyje U MCTPaKMBama y COLMjaTHOM Pajy. ¥ KOHTEKCTY Y KOME je Harjacak
Ha [TpMBaTU3aLNjJ, MeHAIMEHTY V1 Heo/depalHoj OMNTULL, ¥ Y KOMe CY ICTpasKiBadyKe
arempe ,,9BpCcTO (HOKycupaHe Ha epeKTUBHOCT, eBanyalujy u Moauropunr” (Gibbs, 2001,
str. 693), He wynu o je EBIT nporammena HOBOM IapagiIMoM 3a IPaKCy 1 odpa3oBame
conujanuyx paganka (Gambrill, 2006; Howard, McMillen, Pollio, 2003). Ca gpyre cTpaHe,
npuctyn EBII je mokpeHyo OHTOJIOIIKA, €MICTEMOIOIIKA, METOMOIOIIKA ¥ aKCHOMTOLIKA
IITamba, ¥ HAIIIAO Ce Y CPEAUIITY [0/IapU30BaHe pacipase n3Melyy 3acTyHMKaA 1 KPUTH-
wapa oBor npucryna. Ypdau Horaypdrep 1 Banrep Jlopenr; (Nothdurfter & Lorenz, 2010)
cMartpajy fa ce COLMjaHM paji HAIllao Ha MpeKpeTHNIM usMeby nBe mapagurme — MofiepHe
u noctmopiepHe. ITojam ,,mapaanrma® je 1od1o mocedaH 3Hawaj y OKBUPY MOJe/Ia HAyIHOT
pasBoja Tomaca Kyna (Kuhn, 1974). KyH je cMarpao fia ce gedaTe, oIy T OHMX KOje Cy ce
y conujanHoM pajy nokpenyne nosogom EBII, jaBmbajy kao nspas Kkpuse, 0JHOCHO CYKO-
da n3Mebhy mapagurmim — HacTojama jefHOT [e/la Hay4yHe 3ajeqHMIIe a OCHAXKY jOLI YBeK
TOMMHAHTHY IIapafUrMy, JOK APYTM [ieo IOKYIIaBa [ja Ha TeMe/bMMa IbeHUX HeJloCTaTaKa
YCIIOCTABY HOB CHCTEM YBEpeHa, BPEHOCTI U METOZA OKO KOjMX IIOCTOj OIIIITY KOHCEH3YC.

LInb oBor pajia je ma ce mpuMeHoM KyHOBOT Mofie/la HAyYHOT pa3Boja Ha IIPUCTYII
EBII ananusupa akryenHa fedara n3Mely MOZepHUCTUIKOT U TOCTMOMEPHUCTUIKAX
IPUCTYIIA Y 0O7IaCTI COLVIj/THOT pajia. Y aHa/IM3M Ce II0Ia3M Off IPETIIOCTaBKe Jja ce OBa
medaTa MOKpeHy/Ia Kao MaHudecTarja Kpuse 1 cykoda napagurmu MoBOJOM OCHOBHIX
OHTOJIOUIKIX, eMMCTEMOOMIKIX, METOHOMIOMIKIX 1 AKCMO/IOIIKMX OCTaBKM OBUX IIPUCTYIIA.
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KYHOB MOJE/I HAYYHOI PA3BOJA

Kyn monasu o mojma napagurme y Hayuy. OBaj C/IOKeH U BUIIe3HAYaH I10jaM je
13a3Bao I HajBMIIle MojleMyKa ycnes, KyHoBor HekoHsucTeHTHOT ofipehera’. OH ra Hajmmpe
oxpebyje kao ,,yauBepsanHo npuxsaheHa Hay4Ha TOCTUTHYha Koja HeKoj 3ajeTHMUIN ITpaK-
Ti4apa 3a ofpeheHo BpeMe mpyxajy Mogen npodiema u peruera“ (1974, str. 35). 3aTum
ra JIOfJaTHO TI0jalllibaBa IIPEKO IBa OCHOBHA 3Hauerba. COLMOJIONIKO 3HaUeHhe apairme
HOipasyMeBa ,YUTaBy KOHCTENAIN)y yBepera, BpeTHOCTH, TeXHIKA, U TaKO Jajbe, Koja
mene wiaHoBy gate 3ajegnuie” (Kuhn, 1974, str. 239), nok ¢punosodcko sHauemwe npenu-
3Mpa Jia MapajiurMa ,,JIeHOTUpPa jeflHy BPCTY e/leMeHTa Y TOj KOHCTeNaIlMjii, OHa KOHKPeTHa
pelllerba 3aTOHETKY Koja, YIoTped/beHa Kao MOJieN MM Kao MpUMepH, MOTY Ia 3aMeHe
eKCIUIMIIMTHA IIPaBMIa Ka0 OCHOBY 3a pellierbe IPeOoCTaIlX 3aTOHeTKY HOpMaJTHe HayKe"
(Kuhn, 1974, str. 239). OBakBO CTAaHOBMIITE 3HAYajHO OACTYIIA Of CTAHOBUIITA JIOTUY-
KIX NTO3UTUBIICTA, KOjM Cy MHCUCTHPAN Ha eKCITIMIUTHUM npaBuinma (Bonaventure
Chike, 2021; Firinci Orman, 2016; Ogundele & Ogunyomi, 2020). [Tapagnurma je u Mmogen
3a Oynmyhy Hay4HY Impakcy U JUCHIMIUIMHApHA MaTpUIla Koja AedMHuIIe IpodieMe, yeMe-
paBa UCTPXMBAYKM Paj| U TIPy>Ka OKBUP y KOMe fienyje ofpeheHa sajefHNIIa HayYHNKA.
VicroBpemeHo onpebyje mpodneme n odesdehyje cpencTa 3a muxoBo pemasamwe (Kuhn,
1974; Firinci Orman, 2016; Ogundele & Ogunyomi, 2020).

ITpoy4aajyhy mpBeHCTBEHO NCTOPY)Y IPUPOTHNUX HayKa M aHAMU3Mpajyhy HaydHO
casHambe, Hay4yHa oTKpuha u mpodeme Koju ¢y ce TUIJaIM U3MeHa Y OCHOBHUM MOjMOBMMa
HayKe, Kao U HayuHe peBonynuje, KyH je youno fia je pa3Boj Hay4HOT casHama y ofipebe-
HMM VHTepBaIyMa IpeKaH enmsofaMa y KojuMa JJomasy 10 paiiKaTHUX IPOMeHa J10
Taja Bragajyhux mapagurmu. OH McTUYe 3HAYaj IePUOJia y Pa3Bojy HayKe Kajia mocTojeha
TeopUja YN TIpaBIIa HayYHe TUCIUIIIMHE YJIM TPYIIe BUIIE HUCY JOBO/BHY 33 paspellere
npodieMa, Te IIOCTOj1 MOTpeda 3a HOBJMM MOZIETIOM IIPOTOKO/IA 33 paspelllerbe IpodieMa,
OJIHOCHO 3a yCIIocTaB/barbeM HoBe mmapanurme (Kuhn, 1974). Tepano je ga ,,ipuMame jenHe
HapajiurMe MpecTaB/ba IIOHEKaJl OHO IITO IpeTBapa HeKy IPYITy, Koja ce IOT/Ie MHTepe-
CoBajIa caMo 3a IpoydYaBame IPUPOJie, Y jeNHY Mpodecnjy uim dap jeqHy AMCUUIIMHY
(1974, str. 61), Koja MMa CBOje CIIeLjanu30BaHe Yacolce U npodecroHanHa ApyLUITBa,
Te pa3Blja HaCTaBHe IIPOTpaMe ¥ MHCTUTYLMOHAIHY 0dpasall HayuHe Clleliujanusanyje.

KyHoB Mopien npolieca HayqHOT pasBoja y CTafiujyMyMa CYIIPOTCTaB/ba Ce TPAIUIIN-
OHaTHOM BuDemy Hayke Kao aKyMy/Ialyje 0djeKTMBHIX YMIbeHNIIA, KOja IIPOTPECUBHO 1
KOHTMHYVPaHO HaIlpefyje Ka CBe ICTMHUTHjeM pasyMeBamby mpupope. OH roBopu o Tpn
cragujyma. ,HopmamHu cTapgujym® mpaTtu cTaigujym ,Kpuse®, HAKOH Uera ClIeiu ,HayqHa
peBonynuja“ ,,Hopmanuy crapgmjym“ kapakTepuiiie YBpCTO Caramwe Meby HayuHuIMMa
0 TOMe IIITa jecTe, a IITa HUje Hay4yHa IIPaKca, IITa Cy MITakmba Ha Koja Tpeda OnroBOPUTIH.
HayuHu cy camo oHM IIpodieMu Koju Cy IPero3HaTy Kao MOTEeHIIMjaTHO PelllMBY, YMMe
onpebenn dpoj nmuTama ocTaje M3BaH 'HOCEOJIOMIKOT OITyca HOpMaHe Hayke. KyH mon
»HOPMaTHOM HayKOM ITOfipasyMeBa ,Iipeobnahyjyhe pemoBHoO cTame Hayke, Tj. UCTPaXKM-
Babe KOje je YBPCTO 3aCHOBAHO Ha HEKOj IMapaIurMu Koja Ipy>ka PeTaTUBHO yTOTPajHy
OCHOBY 3a HEKpUTIYHY Hay4yHy IIpakcy” (Novakovi¢ u Kuhn, 1974, str. 11). OBa HekpuTI4Ha

*  Tako Mapraper Mactepman (Masterman, 1970) TBpzu fa KyH kopucTy TepMyH mapafurma Ha

21 Ha4MH.
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IIpakca yrImaBHOM 00yXBara IPUKYIUbatbe 3HAYQjHIX YNbEeHNYKIX offpeherba, apTrkya-
LIMjy TeOopuje U IOKa3uBarbe Clararmba YNbEeHNUIA Ca TEOPUjOM.

»Kpusa“ Hacryma kajia ekcrinanaropsaa Moh nocrojehe mapagurme omazHe 1 oHa ce
Cyoul ca ITyHO HepelleHNX 3aTOHETKY, HelIoCTaTaKa NN ,aHOMaJInja“, U Kafia ,I0YNEbY
HeodMyHa NCTpaKuBamba Koja mpodecujy Boje, y HajMamwy PyKy, HOBOM CKYITy IIPMH-
I[UIIa, HOBOj OCHOBYU 3a yIpaxxmaBame Hayke (Kuhn, 1974, str. 45). IIpodnemu xoju cy
IIPETXOIHO OCTAB/bEHM 110 CTPaHM Ka0 HEHay4YHa IT0J/ba C€ MOT'Y jaBUTI KO IOTEHIIMja/THO
HayuHa. [lonasu 1o mponudepannje puBaICKIX apTUKY/IALja, HEIOCPETHOT 3paXkKaBamba
He3anoBo/bCTBA 1 Bpahamwa ¢unosoduju u gedaru oko GyHAaMEHTATHUX CTBAPH, LITO
cy cummnromu crapujyma kpuse (Kuhn, 1974, str. 144). Ykonuko ce nocrojeha HopmanHa
HayKa He TIOKaKe CIOCOOHOM Jia Pl JaTy IpodyieM KOjH je JOBeO /10 Kpu3e U YKOMIUKO ce
npesasube mocrojehn oTop nmpoMeHn, Kpusa MocTaje yBoj 3a MapagUrMaTCKI IIPEOKpeT —
»HAY4HY peBOIYLIMjY, KaJia ce II0jaB/byje HOBM MOJe/I Y30pHOT pellersa. HoBa mapagurma je
»HecaMep/buBa‘“ ca IIPETXOJHOM 1 10j CYIIPOTCTAaB/beHa, jep OCTaB/ba Pas3/II4NTa IIMTarba I
TOBOPM JIOHEKJIE PA3IMYNTUM HayIHMM jesuKoM. Hay4na peBomynuja ce sappiaBa Kajja ce
HOBa Iapa/yrMa 1300py 3a BpXOBHY ITO3ULINjy U HAMETHE Kao HOBM OKBMP 32 PasyMeBambe
CBETa U IbErOBO UCTPakKMBame. TaKBOM peBONTYLIMjOM 3aII04MI>€ HOB IIEpMOJ], HOPMaiHe
HayKe, KOja TaKo yBeK Hampepyje ka HoBoj kpusu (Kuhn, 1970, str. 52-53).

KyH nmpornemyje ga mpoiec kpuse, Cykoda mapafiurMy 1 pas3Boja aqTepHaTUBHOT
CTaHOBMIITA, MOXKe TpajaTu BeoMa Ayro. CMaTpa fia ce y ApYIITBEHMM HayKaMa Hajde-
mhe gemrasa fa ,HOBa MapafgnrMa’ MpeByajia, /i HUKA/la y IIOTIYHOCTY He IIOTUCHE 1
moBefe o ofdaluBama ,crape®, Beh ja HacTaB/pajy Aa KoersucTnpajy. Heperko ce T3B.
CTapy NPUCTYNN jaB/bajy Y HOBoM pyXy. Crora KyH cmaTpa Jia ce [pylITBeHEe HayKe joLI
YBEK Hajlase y IpeTnapagurMaTcKoM IIEpUOY, Te [la 3allpaBo I He MOXKEMO TOBOPUTH O
IIPOMEHN Mapajurme.

Y Hay4HOM JIVICKypCY, KyHOB MOJIen Hay4HOT pa3Boja cycpeo ce ca SpOjHVM KpUTHKaMa
KOje MCTUYY K/by4He CTTadOCTH IeroBe eMcTeMOoJIorje 1 odjalllberba HayYHOT pasBoja.
Kpntuaapu nomyt Vspaerna Illedepa (Scheftler, 1967) ociopasajy Kyna 3dor mpomosucama
peaTiBU3Ma y HAayLM U MPALVIOHATHOCTH Y OfadMpy MapafiurMu yC/Ief, lberoBe Tese fja Cy
HapajiurMe caMooIpasaBajyhe, mMTo MMIVIMIMPA [a He TOCTOje 0djeKTUBHM U eKCTEPHM
KpUTepUjyMH 3a BUX0BY eBanyauujy. Ouu teppe fa KyHoBa Teopyja MMINIMLMpA [a je U3-
dop mapajurMe MHXEPEHTHO CyOjeKTVBaH I Ja Cy Hay4He UCTVHE PelaTUBHE Y OfHOCY Ha
IpeBafaBajyhy mapagurmy, Kao U ia Hay4HU Hallpefjak Hyfje HY>KHO KYMy/IaTUBaH HUTY
ycMmepeH Ka vicTuan. Hexn ¢nmosodn Hayke ocriopaBajy HEKyMYIaTUBHOCT HAYIHOT Ha-
npeTKa, ykasyjyhu Ha dpojHe mpuMepe y MCTOPUjU HayKe IZie je eBMIeHTaH KOHTUHYMPaHN
pasBoj 3Hama. [JIpyru KpUTHIApU UCTUYY IPOSIEMATUIHOCT U/ieje O HecaMep/bIBOCTH Ia-
pajurmu, HaBoziehy fja pasiuynTe HaydHe Teoplje MOTy OUTH YIOPeuBe 1 KOMIATHOUTHe
y ompebennm ocnoBHuM acrektnma (Fayerabend, 1975; Lakatos & Musgrave, 1970; Laudan,
1978). Taxobe, KyHoB nmpuctyn Hamnmasu Ha OTIOp 300T cyrecTuje ja HayIHM HaIlpefak
Mo>xe 1Ty BoheH MpalMOoHaTHUM Y JIMYHKUM IpedepeHIrjaMa, YMeCTO PUTOPO3HIM eM-
npujckuM fokasuma (Fayerabend, 1975; Hasel, 1991; Lakatos & Musgrave, 1970; Ogundele
& Ogunyomi, 2020; Popper, 1970; Shapere, 1964). KyHOB KOHIieNI'T Hay4HMX PeBOMYLMja
Takobe je KpUTUKOBAH 300T IIPeTePaHOT [0jeHOCTaB/bUBAbA CTBAPHIIX, Y€CTO CIOKEHIX,
mpenasa Koju ce pemasajy y Hayuu (Popper, 1970; Lakatos & Musgrave, 1970).
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VInTeH3uBHe KpUTHKe, ledaTe 1 peyHTepIpeTalyje KyHoBor IpucTyIa yKasyjy Ha
IETOBY BaXKHOCT M IOTpedy 3a CJIOXKEHVjM pa3yMeBambeM HayqyHOT Hamperka. Jako je
cam KyH cmarpao fa mpuMeHa 0oBOT MOZieIa IMa OTpaHNYeba y APYUITBEHUMM HayKaMma,
IETOB PaJ je M3BPIINO OTPOMAH YTHUIIAj Y 0d/acTy cOLMOIOruje, MOMUTUYKIX HayKa,
€KOHOMUj€, IICUXOJIOTHje I COLMjanHor paja. [Iporec u KapaKTeprucTiKe Hay4HOr pa3Boja
Kpo3 cyKiecujy $asa, HOpMaIHM CTagUjyM — Kpi3a — Hay4Ha peBOIYLMja, HEOJObUBO
noncehajy Ha kapakTepucTyke paspoja npuctymna EBII y corjamaoM pany.

YCIIOH ITPAKCE 3ACHOBAHE HA IOKA3VMA
Y CTAINJYMY ,HOPMAJIHE HAYKE®

Jomr 1915. rofuHe MOCTANO je HEBOCMUC/IEHO jaCHO KOJUM ITyTEM COLIMjaTHU Pay
Tpeda 1a KpeHe YKOJIMKO XKe/ Jia OCBOjI CTaTyC ,ipase npodecuje” (Dulmus & Sowers,
2012; Rodwell, 1998, str. 11). Kao ogrosop Ha KpuTHKe y Be3Y C IeTOBUM IPUMApPHO
»MOPATHIM“ KapaKTepoM I C TUM Jja Ce He MO)Ke cMaTpartu npodecujoM, jep He moce-
nyje conctBenn QoHy 3Hama Koju du ycmepuo npakcy (Flexner, 1915), Mepu Puumonp,
(Richmond, 1917) nmokymrana je ga yCIOCTaBY HayYHY OCHOBY 3a IIPaKCy COLIMjaTHOT paja
IpeMa aHa/IOTUjM ca MeUIMHCKUM MofienoM. CBe o laHac, HacTojame fia ce 0desdenn
yBaXKaBakbe COLMjaTHOT paja y MpoQeCcHOHaTHOM 1 aKafleMCKOM CMICITY 3HAUUIIO je
ozdannBame MOpaN3Ma I yCBajarbe MOIEPHUCTUUKE TTapaiirMe, HO3UTUBUCTNYKE P1-
no3oduje ¥ eMIMpPUjcKe METOLONOTHje.

EBIT npencraBrba akTyenmHy MaHudeCTaIVjy Te MOfIePHICTIYKE TeHIeHIINje, Koja ce
jaBImIa HajIIpe y 0dMUKy IOKpeTa eMIVpyjcKe KIMHMYKe npakce (eHrn. Empirical Clinical
Practice - ECP) (Okpych & Yu, 2014), a xoja je TOTOM — Kp0O3 TpaHCIIPOdeCHOHATHN HOf-
CTHIIj KOjH je [1OIIa0 13 MeUIIMHe 3aCHOBaHe Ha JoKasuMa — peButanusosana (Thyer &
Myers, 2011). ITokpet ECP je 3amoueo kpajem 1960-1yx rofyHa, HOACTAKHYT eBaTyaTUBHIM
CTyfiMjaMa Koje Cy yKasasle Ha HefleTOTBOPHOCT, YaK IITeTHOCT, ofpeheHnx nHTepBeHnnja
couyjanuor paga (Fisher, 1973, 1978; Giacomucci, 2021; Okpych & Yu, 2014). Kao ozro-
BOp Ha OBY ,,KpU3y eheKTUBHOCTH , GOPMY/IICAH je 3aXTeB 3a IpyKatbeM e(eKTUBHIX U
epuKaCHNX MHTEPBEHIMja U YCIYTa, Koje MOY1Bajy Ha IIPOBEPEHMM HAyYHIM CasHabIMA.
JIBe mexajie KacHMje, OBY 3aXTeBM Cy OCHOBY 3a KOHIIETITYaTHO YOOMderhe MPpOHAIIIN Y
MEIMIVHM 3aCHOBAHO] Ha JJOKa3MMa.

Okpych & Yu (2014, str. 23-24) xao KpuTU4HY forahaj Koju je OBeO KO YyCTaHOB/bA-
Bamba I jadama yruuaja EBIl y conyjamnoM pagy HaBojie IBOHEBHI CUMIIO3UjyM ,,Ilokper
3a Mepembe ucxopa“ (enri. Outcome Measurement Movement), ofp>XaH Ha YHUBEP3UTETY
Konymouja 1995. rogune. Oxymmo je mpexo 300 ucTpakuBada ycIyra y COLVIja/IHOM pafy,
aJIMMHUCTPATUBHUX pafiHuKa u npaktuyapa us CAJl, Kanane u Benuke bpuranuje. Kao
ucxofl, popMupaHa je MHTePAUCIUITIMHAPHA KOQIMIMja ca LIW/beM Jia TPOLIeHM, IPeIBU/N
U M3Pajy CTPATerujy y Besu ca HapacTajyhoM ylorom KBaHTUTATUBHOT Meperha MCXOAa y
npy>kamwy ycayra. OHu UCTUYY Jia je TO IpeficTaB/baslo 3adeTak nokpera EBIL xoju je sayseo
II0CeOHO MECTO Y pa3Bojy jaBHUX ITOJINTYKA, PMHAHCHjCKMM CTPYKTYpaMa, MEeTOROJIOI VI
UCTPaKMBamba I TEXHOIOIj!. [JOHeT je HM3 3aKOHCKMX U IIOA3aKOHCKUX aKaTa Koju Cy
TIpef COLMjaTHe paJHUKE MICTULIAIM 3aXTeB 3a €TUYHNUM U e(heKTUBHMM PajioM, IIPY>KambeM
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YCIyTa MOAp>KaHMX eMITVPUjCKIM JOKa3MMa I 33 TPaHCIIAPEHTHMM Y OIIPaBJaHUM Of|Ty-
kama o Tpermany (Gambrill, 2006). [Tosrasn 1o ekcTeHsUBHOT Kopuinherma CHCTEMATCKIUX
Iper/iefia UCTPAKMBaba U pasBUjamba UCTPAXMBaUKuX Oasa u miardopmu. Ilpumep je
Kemnden Komadopauwuja (eurn. Campbell Collaboration), koja 0djaB/byje cucteMarcke mmpe-
IJIefle UCTPAXXVBambha PeJIeBaHTHNUX 3 COLMja/IHY 3aLITUTY, KPUMIHAIHO-IIPaBHI CUCTEM
n odpasoame. EBII mocTaje cBe mpucyTHMja Kao TeMa y HayIHNM >KypHamima. OCHMUBAjy
Ce crenujanusoBany HaydHy dacomvicu (Hup. Journal of Evidence-Based Social Work). EBIT
ce 00aBe3HO YK/byUyje y 09pasoBHe KypUKyTyMe, OCHUBAjy Ce TOCedHM KypCeBH, a 3aTUM
U OCHOBHM, MacTep ¥ JOKTOPCKY aKafileMCKH ITporpaMu u3 ose odnactu. Popmupajy ce
opraHusanuje koje cy nocsehene paspojy EBII y odrmacty monmuruka u npakce (Evidence-
Based Behavioral Practice, The Coalition for Evidence — Based Policy u cn.). ITpucrym ce
IpuMemyje y pany Ha MUKPO, Me30 U MAKpPOHUBOY.

OsBu kpy4uHu forabaju wiycTpyjy nepuop, ,HopManHe Hayke y KOMe je 1o CpefiiiHe
2000-ux (Giacomucci, 2021) y okBUpY [7100a/IHe 3ajeIHMILIe CTPYUrbaKa I0CTOja0 KOHCEH3YC
o ToMme fa EBII Tpeda ma Oyme Mepumito eTudHe, elIOTBOPHe 11 epyKacHe IpodecnoHaIHe
HpaKce y COLMjalHOM pajiy Win oHora o je KyH o3HagaBao Kao ,,HeKpUTHYHA IIpaKca“
Omna je odesdenma 3ajefHIYKN OKBUP, KOju je 0dyxBaTao Kako ¢puao3oduje mpakce u
TOZIMTHKA, TAKO U TIpOIece U MpOoIiefiype 3a MMIIEMEHTAI]y JATHUX BPeTHOCTH, METOfa 1
TeXHIKA y 0d/IacTHMa ITpaKce, Hayke, 00pa3oBamba, HOMNTIKA 11 agMuHucTpanyje (Gambrill,
2008). EBII je moHyawIa ceT NpMHINIIA ¥ KOHKPETHUX OllepallllOHaIHNIX KOpaKa, 4/joM
npuMeHOM Ou dun y moTIyHoCTH mpeBasubeHn (min caMo saMemeHN ay TOPUTETOM
Hay4YHOT 3Hamba ¥ JJ0Ka3a U3 MCTPaXMBama?) paHuje naeHTM(GUKOBaHN TPodIeMy IpH-
CTPAaCHOCTY ¥ ayTOPUTAPHOT JOHOIIEHa O/TyKa, 3aCHOBAHM Ha CTEYEHOM IIPAKTIHIHOM
UCKYCTBY, MHTYMULMj1 Miu caBeTyMa Konera (Gambrill, 2001, 2006, 2008).

3em/be IMPOM CBeTa Cy nouere ca umiieMenTanujom EBIT y conujannom pagy, anu
je OHa HauIITa Ha pa3/MYNTe M3a30B€ Y 3aBMCHOCTH Off MHOIITBA TeXHIYKMX ¥ KyTTYPHUX
¢axTopa, pecypca, nuappacrpykrype u ci. (Okpych & Yu, 2014). To je duo Haroseriraj
»aHOMasIMja“ Koje Cy, HAaKOH ITep1ofia YCIIOHA ¥ IIpMBpeMeHe CTaduIHe I jaKe HO3NLuje ¥
HepHOfY »HOopMaHe Hayke, mpuctyn EBII y conujaHoM pajy yBene y ,CTafiujyM Kpuse'.

L,CTAIIMJYM KPU3E“: TOCTMOJEPHUCTUYKE KPUTUKE
MOJIEPHUCTUYKUX ITPETIIOCTABKU Y OCHOBU TTPAKCE
3ACHOBAHE HA IOKA3VMA Y COILTUJAJTHOM PATTY

[TapanenHo ca adupmucarmeM 1 rmodamHnM mmpemeM yruiaja EBIT, moveo je pactu
U YTUIIaj IOCTMOJIEPHIX TEOPUjCKIUX IPUCTYIIA® KA0 ,,PUBATICKYUX aPTUKY/IALja", I1Me je
KPEeHyO IIPOLEeC MIPEVCIUTIBAbA MOIEPHUCTIYKIIX IIPETIIOCTaBKM Y OCHOBM COLIMja/THOT pajia
n xpurukosama EBII. Kako [lejsun Xoys (Howe, 1994, str. 513) To nnycTpyije: ,,conujamam
Paj ce Kao ‘IeTe MOfIEpPHOCTN HAIIA0 Y IIOCTMOJIEPHOM CBETY, HeCUTYpaH MOCTOje JIU VN

> Kako mocTMofiepHI3aM He IIPefiCTaB/ba YHUTAPaH ¥ KOXePEeHTaH IPUCTYT, Beh mpe ckym Me-

HycodHO pasmMuUMTUX IPKCTYIIA OKYIUbEHNX OKO HEKMX 3ajefHIYKIX 0denmexja, 11 KOju ce ommpe
npenysaoM oppebhemy, y oBoM pagy duhe xopuurhen mwiypan Teopuje Wiy IpucTyIu, Kako du To
O1J10 HaT/IAlIEHO.
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He [I0CTOje OM/I0 KaKBMU AyOOKM U YBPCTY IIPUHINIIN KOjU Ae(pUHIIITY €CEHIIV]Y BberOBOT
KapakTepa I jpyKe Ia Ha OKYIY Kao jefMHCTBeHy Ienuny . [locTMofepHy npucTynu cy
IIYICTEeMOJIOLIKMM ITPEOKPETOM y3IPMaIM CBE OHO IITO CMO MKafla BEPOBAJIM a TIOY3JaHO
3Hamo. Kaxo EBII y cB0Ojoj 0CHOBM cafip11 MOIZEPHUCTUYKM 3aXTeB 3a odesdehnBamem
TIOy3/IaHOT 3HaHba, OBAj IPEOKPET Ce 3HAUajHO OJPA3NO0 Ha Y. Y 0d/IaCTH COLMjaIHOT paja
OBO je JOBEJIO 0 Kpy3e, KOjy €y OpojHM ayTOpy BUEMN Ka0 HaTrOBEIITaj ,,TapafUrMaTCKOr
mpeokpera“ (Dominelli, 2007; Noble, 2004; Howe, 1994; Hugman, 2003).

IMTocT™MORepHN IPUCTYIIN CY OCBET/ININ IIOjefMHE ,,CTIeTle Mp/be" MOAEPHUCTUIKOT
HIPUCTYIA, MCKa3any He3aZoBO/BCTBO Gunozodujom u dasuunnm nocrtaBkama EBII
U TIOKPEHYIIU OHTOJIOMIKY, eMMCTEMOIOUIKY, METO/[ONOIIKY ¥ aKCHOJIOIIKY pacIpaBy.
CymrtuHa oBe fiedaTe MOXKe ce ITPUKa3aTH KPO3 JUCKYCHjY O KOHCTUTYTUBHIM elleMeH-
tuMa gepunnnyje EBII.

EBII ce y conujannoM papy oppebyje kxao: ,,CaBecHO, eKCIUIMIIUTHO U Pa3yMHO KOPU-
mheme TPEHYTHO HajOOTbeT J0Ka3a IPUINKOM JIOHOIIEba OfTyKa y Be3M ca l0dpoCcTameM
OHMX KOju nMajy notpedy 3a ycmyrama cormjante saurrute” (Sheldon, 1998, str. 16).

CermeHT fepuHmIMje ,,CABECHO, KCIUTMIIUTHO M Pa3yMHO...  yKa3yje Ha OHTOJIOLIKE
U aKCUOJIOIIKe MOJIEPHUCTUYKE IIPETIOCTaBKe O NMMOCTOjamby CTBAPHOCTN/TOKa3a Kao
00jeKTUBHe TAaTOCTM KOjy je Moryhe CIIO3HaTV, HEyTPATHOCTH IIOCMATpaya I TeXHUYKO]
panmoHamHOCTH. TaKO CTPYYHM PaJHIK, HA TeMe/by YHUBEP3aTHUX NPO(eCHOHaTHNX
BPEIHOCTY 1 0QjeKTVBHO JAaTUX M YTBphHeHUX YMmbeHnIa/[oKa3a U3 UCTPaKIBaba, ITy-
TEeM CBOT pa3yMa HEIPUCTPACHO ZOHOCK OfTyKe u cTpy4uHo mocrymna (Peile & McCouat,
1997). IIpetnocTaB/beHa je CIOCOOHOCT CTPYYHUX PaJIHMKA [Ia OJBOje COIICTBEHA yBepeba,
UHTepece, eMolyje, Ipefipacyfe, MHTYULMN)Y, IPeTX0AHO (HeHayYHO) UCKYCTBO U CIL., U
MICK/bY4e X U3 OJHOCA Ca K/IMjeHTOM, a II0cedHO 13 ITpolieca OHOIIeka ofnyka. Omryke
y OBOM KOHTEKCTY IIOUMBajy UCK/bYYMBO Ha 08jeKTUBHOM 3HaIbY, CTEUEHOM Pe/leBaHTHIM
HAyJYHUM UCTPaXMBaWmUMa M 00pa3oBameM, Tj. Ha INCKYPCy HaydHe/TpodecroHanHe
onceppanuje (Holland, 2011, prema Zegarac, 2014). Y ocHOBU je SuxejBuopucTiyKa
JIOTMKA, TIpeMa KOjoj Ce COLMja/IHM PaJHIK IIOHAIIA Ka0 MPOL[ecop U (PYHKIVMOHMNIIE 110
HIPUHINUITY MHOYT-ayTIyT (MHpOpMalja/3Hame — akuuja/mHTepeHnuja) (Webb, 2001).

IMocT™opepHM mpucTyny ofdallyjy GyHAaIMOHAMUCTUYKY OHTONOrHjy. IIpe Hero na
pasyMejy cydjekTe Kao CBeCHe, pallYiOHaTHE U KOXePEHTHe, a J0Ka3 Kao 08jeKTMBHO JaT,
,»OHU VICTIYY Y/IOTY HECBECHOT 1 pparMeHTapHy IpUpopy cenda, HarmauraBajyhm mocro-
jarbe MHOIITBA pas/IMYUTUX CYOjeKTUBUTeTa U pazmmanTux crBapHoctn” (Williams, 1996,
str. 63). ITocTMOIepHICTH IOBOZIE Y IMTakbe IOfipasyMeBaHy PAIVIOHATHOCT, 00jeKTUBHOCT
U HeyTPaJIHOCT cTpyumbaka. Tepze fa EBII mounsa Ha naejama dasypaHuM Ha ONTHMATHOM
HOHAIIABkY Y IVTAHUPAHOM U CHCTEMAaTCKI OpraHn30BaHOM OKpyxemwy (Webb, 2001), koje
yrinaBHOM Huje Moryhe moctuhn y cBakogHeBHOj mpakcu (Ramey & Grubb, 2009; Webb,
2001). ITpernoctaBka EBII fa he, HakoH 1mTO fOdUje paloHanHe ¥ HayYHO BepupyKo-
BaHe NHQpOpPMaIje, CTPYIHI PafHNUK Ha OCHOBY HBYX PALMOHAIHO OTYy4INTH, 0d0peHa
je y uctrpaxxmupamuma (Burke & Early, 2003; Gray, Joy, Plath, Webb, 2013; Webb, 2001).
3aHeMapeHo je Jla ce CONMjaTHM PaHUIIM OCTakajy Ha IMMPOK CrieKTap nHdopMarmja,
BPEIHOCTH, TEOPUja, UfICOTIOIja, MOieNa, IpoLeflypa, IpUCTyIa 1 TexHmKa (Gaji¢, 2022a),
Te f1a Cy Y IpaKcyu IPUINKOM JJOHOIIeHa O/IyKa IO/jeflHAKO 3aCTYIUbEHU 1 TUCKYPC
,Hay4dHe orcepBaluje” u IMCKypC ,,pedrekcusHe epanyanuje (Zegarac, 2014). Xomaun
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(2011, prema Zegarac, 2014) onmcyje mucKypc ,,pedeKcuBHe eBanyanuje” Kao odpasan
IIOHOIIIEHa OJJIyKa KOjU He HeTypa 3Ha4aj ,,1podeCHOHaNTHe MHTYULMje M IPETXOLHOT
UCKYCTBa, Beh X pasyMe Kao cacTaBHMU U HEOABOjUB Jeo mpoleca. [locTMOnepHUCTH He
ondallyjy 3Hauaj pasyma M PaliOHaTHOCTY y CTPYYHMM IIOCTYNIUMa, Beh ce cympoT-
CTaBJbajy MOJIEPHVMCTUYKO] BEP3Uju pasyMa Koja je ToTanusyjyha, eceHIujanncTuyka un
nonmntiaky penpecusHa (Williams & Sewpaul, 2004).

Cerment peunnimje EBIT ,kopuinherse TpenyTHOr Hajdo/BeT JOKA3a" Haje LeHTpaI-
HO MeCTO OKa3y I IIPefMeT je dPOjHMX pacipasa. Y Be3u ca TVM IITa MOXXeMO 3HATH O
CTBApHOCTH/TIOKa3Y, U3BOPMMA, TPaHMI[aMa I OIIPABJAHOCTI 3HAIba KOja YMHe JJOKa3, OBaj
CerMeHT MMIUIMIMPA 1A Ce JOKa3 MOyKe M3MEPUTY ¥ OLIEHUTH, 1 JIa 3a TO IIOCTOje Moy3/ja-
HII, pe/IleBaHTHY U BalIMHY anmaTy U TexHuke. [Togary modujeHn MCTpakuBameM UMajy
CTaTyc YnbeHNIa (ICTUHE) U OfipaXkaBajy MOZIePHUCTUYKY IIPETIIOCTABKY /a je Ha OCHOBY
B1x Moryhe odjacHuTu u konTpomcaru ofpebene nojase (Hrnci¢ & Poli¢, 2019). Taxie,
IMEEHNIIE KOje CY IOKA3V MOTY Ce MAEeHTU(QUKOBATH, TOCEOBATY 1 KOPVCTUTH, Ha IITa
yKasyje IIpBU [ie0 OBOT CerMeHTa ieuHuiuje. Y MeTOJO/IOIIKOM 1 aKCUO/IOIIKOM CMUCTTY,
0Baj CEIMEHT II0Ka3yje [a IIOCTOje IMapaMeTpy, IpoLeype U TEXHUKE KOje Ce KOPUCTe 32
uneHTUUKAIN}Y, ofadup, odpay, aHaMM3y 1 eBajTyallljy pesyaTaTa MCTPaKBama, Kao
U YIIyTCTBA Y Be3U Ca BIIXOBOM MMIUIEMEHTAIIMjOM Y IPOIieC JOHOIIEHha OfTyKa, Kako on
ce ocurypana HenpucrpacHocT (McNeece & Thyer, 2004; Strauss, Glasziou, Richardson
Haynes, 2019; Hrnci¢ & Marceti¢ Radunovi¢, 2018).

Oppebeme ,, TpeHyTHO HajOO/BM JOKA3“ MIYCTPYje OHTONOUIKY IIPETIOCTABKY Aa
IIOCTOjM CaMo jefIHa MICTMHA 1 OHA IONIPMHOCH U3TPafilb!il ¥ OUyBamby CUCTeMa 3Hamba U
MeTOfIa KOji Cy XUjepapxujcki ycTpojern. Peu ,, TpeHyTHO 3aBapaBa, jep Hamu3Iien OCTaB/ba
IPOCTOP U 3a HeKe ApYyTe loKase. YKOIMKO 81 ce 10jaB1o HOBM ,HajOO/bM [JOKA3", OHaj
nperxonHy du duo ondaden. [pyd pegocien o Hajo>Ke/bHUjET 10 HajMakbe MOXKe/BHOT THITA
JI0Ka3a y OJTHOCY Ha CIIOCOOHOCT /i TIOY3/IaHO M AMPEKTHO MHGOPMHUIIIE IIPAKCY Y OKBUPY
npucryna EBIT je cnepehm: cucremarcku mpereny MCTpaskuBarba OFHOCHO MeTaaHajIN3e,
PaHZOMM30BaHe KOHTPOIMCAHe CTyAMje (KIMHNYKN eKCIIePYMEHTI), KBa3yeKCIIepYMeH-
TajHe CTY/Mj€e, KOHTPOJIHE WIM KOXOPT CTYAMje, IpeeKCIIepYMEHTa/IHe TPYIIHE CTyAMje,
aHKeTe I, TeK Ha KPajy, KBanuTatuBHa ucTpaxnBama (McNeece & Thyer, 2004). Fbuxos
pemocrer; oiroBapa CTeleHy pasByjaba HOMOTETHYKOL 3Harba — TeHepaansalnmja Koje cy
UCTVHUTE V3jaBe Koje BaXKe He3aBUCHO Off BpeMeHa 1 KoHTekcTa (Marsh & Stoker, 2005).

[TocT™MopepHUCTH TPOdIEMATH3Y]y IPeTIOCTaB/beHy 00jeKTHBHY JATOCT ¥ MOryhHOCT
Mepema CTBapHOCTI/ToKasa. [TocedHO je AVCKyTadWTHO fja 7n ce APYUITBEeHe M0jaBe MOTY
IIPOyYaBaTy Ha METOLOMIOMIKY HAYMH 1 IIPMMEHOM METOOJIOTMj€ KOja je KapaKTePUCTUIHA
3a mpupopHe Hayke. OHM MCTUYY fla TO3UTUBUCTUYKO-eMIMPUIMCTIIKY TpucTyn EBII ne
omoryhasa daB/berbe OHMM aCIeKTIMa COLMjaTHUX (PeHOMeHa KOjy HUCY BU/BYBU ¥ THIMe
nopnoxuu Mepewy (Nothdurfter & Lorenz, 2010), npu gemy ce npumena EBII y mpakcu
CBOZM Ha TeXHMLMCTUYKY IIPUMeHY T3B. ofodpenux Meroza (Dulmus & Sowers, 2012).
HacympoT ToMe, TOCTMOIEpPHUCTY TBPJie la Ce COIVjaTHN peHOMEHY OUNTaBajy y CTPYK-
Typama Moh, crcTeMuMa je3nKa 1 MpeXkaMa 3Hauerba, 1 fIa ,Tpeda yCBOjUTH MeTORONOTje
KOje MICTPaXKyjy a He OTpaHN4IaBajy eHOMEHe, OTKPIBAjy a He KOHTPO/INUIIY CIIO/balllibe
daxTope, 1 IpM3Hajy a He IOPUYY OKBUP MHTeprpeTarnuje nctpaxnsada“ (Okpych & Yu,
2014, str. 19). Harnacax Huje Ha 4nMibeHMIIaMa WK KOKasuMa, Beh Ha pernpeseHTanuju,
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cumdonuma u jeauky, Oynyhu na je sHadere myTeM mbux Koncrpynucano (Williams, 1996).
VI3 ®1XOBOT YITIa, CaZipKaj, IIPOLiec, 3HAUYe e I YTULIAj JOKa3a He d1Bajy yTBphenu mocma-
TpameM I MeperbeM, Beh ¢y ycTaHOB/beHM Kpo3 IUCKYpC n3Meby peleBaHTHUX aKTepa 1
nepcrekTusa. Tako Cy U II0jMOBM Kao IITO CY ,,IHTePBEHIINja", ,yCIIEITHOCT, ,,IeTIOTBOP-
HOCT“ 1 ,,HajOO/bU JOKa3" MOJIOXKHY MHTEPIpeTaLVjI, 1A je HeOIPaBJaHO CyrepucaTu
Ia eMIVIPYjCKa MCTPaKUBamba J1ajy jeAMHO peleBaHTHO ycMepetbe 3a pakcy (Gray, Plath,
Webb, 2009). I[TocT™MoziepHMCTY TIOCESHO YKa3Yjy Ha MOIEPHNUCTIIKY 3aMKY KOja IIpOMCTIYe
13 IIPETIIOCTaBKe [ja UCTpaKyBama 0de3delyjy HomoreTnuka 3Hama. TBpyie 1a He ITOCTOje
cBeodyXBaTHe MCTUHE I 1a HeMa Ae(pMHUTHBHUX HAyIHUX OATOBOPA — II0OCTOje CaMo Hmap-
LjasiHa 3Harba KOHCTpyMcaHa y ofpeheno Bpeme u Ha ogpehenom mecty (Williams, 1997).
Y ToMm cMuciy cy ynyheHe kpuTuke fia je Metomonomky mpuctyn EBIT Hajuenrhe sacHoBan
Ha BPeHOCTVMA, 00M4ajuMa 1 TeXHOIOTHUjU IOMVHAHTHE KYITYpe, Te He GYHKI[MOHMIIE
Hajdosbe Kajja Cy y MMTamy HelOMMHAHTHE KY/IType U MambuHCKe rpyme (Gaji¢, 2022b;
Ramey & Grubb, 2009; Zegarac, Vucini¢ & Milanovi¢, 2014). [ToctMonepaucTu ykasyjy
Ha OrpaHM4YeHy Moh reHepadMIHOCTY JOKa3a U 3HAYAj KOjU BpeMe, IPOCTOP ¥ KOHTEKCT
MMajy IPYINKOM Kpeupama 3Hamba.

OHu oBOZie Y IMTame 1 KaKo, Ha OCHOBY 4era I 3a KOTa ce HEllITO MO)Ke CMaTpaTu
»HajdopyM okasoM ", umrunuupajyhu ga Hu cam goxas Hu npouec EBIT Hucy BpenHocHO
HuTy nomutnyky Heytpanuu. Cem IToprep n Ilutep Oxenopen (Porter & O'Halloran,
2009) mocTaB/bajy INTambe Ia JI je ,HajOosp oKa3™ da3upaH MCK/bYYBO Ha CUCTEMATCKI
CaKyTUBEHUM U aHA/V3MPAHVM KBAaHTUTATUBHUM eMITMPHUjCKuM nofanuma. OHM IVCKYTYjy
0 TOMe fja /IU OTPAHNYEHOCT TEXHUIKIX CPEfICTaBa Koja Ce KOPUCTe Y UCTPAKUBABUMA
TOBOJM JIO TOTA Jia Ce ,HajdOo/pVM JJOKa30M“ IIpOIJIaliaBa 0Ka3 KOji je JIAKO JOCTYIaH.
YmosopaBajy a OHO IITO Ce HasMBa ,HajOOBIM JJOKA30M " Pe3yITHpPa CHCTEMaTCKUM JIC-
K/by4lMBaEbeM JI0Ka3a KOjI ce He YK/Ialajy y ZJOMIHAHTAH JUCKYPC, Kao M MHAVMBUIYATHNIX
MICKyCTaBa MPaKTHU4Yapa TOKOM HIXOBe CBAaKOJHEBHE TIPaKce, Koja OHM KOPUCTe 3a JTOHOIIEHe
COTICTBEHNX ,MHTYUTUBHUX  ofiTyKa. CMaTpajy a je TakaB CUCTEM UCK/bY4NBakba OMacaH,
jep mpodecroHanHu AUCKypc Tpeda f1a omoryhu mocrojare MyITUIUINX [IEPCIEKTUBA
KOje OC/IMKaBajy KOMIIIEKCHOCT mpakce. [Tocedan mpurosop jecte ga MuHnMammnayjyhn
KOMIUIEKCHOCT COLVjaTHUX IIpoLieca Koju KOHCTUTYuIIY mpakcy, npuctyn EBIT ,anctu®
HPOYKIMjy 3Hakba Off beHe KY/IType, KOHTEKCTa M Cydjekara, U Ha Taj HaulMH J03BO/baBa
»kopriheme Jokasa Kao IMOMUTUYKOT MHCTPYMEHTA TaMo Iie MHTepecy Mohy Mory dutn
IIPUKPUBEHN HaU3IJIeN HeyTpaJHUM TeXHUIKMUM pememsnma’ (Goldenberg, 2006, p. 2622).
®yxo u Ioppon (Foucault & Gordon, 1980) manu cy mocedaH HOIPUHOC pa3yMeBamby Bese
usMeby Mohu 11 3Haba ¥ aHA/IM3MpPaIM HaUMHe Ha Koje Moh Moxke dyty kopuurhena ¢ mym-
/peM MaHMIynanuje sHaweM. [loprep u Oxenopen (2009) HaBoze fa EBII sagpskaBa cBojy
momuHanyjy kopuinhemem mMohu. Kao T3B. pexknm ncrtuse, oHa ponucTude u3 KoHIy-
EHTHOCTM VIHTepeca HeoMOepasHoT KaliTaa3Ma, Yijy Cy areH/[y IpOMOBHUCasle Baje
U ipy)KaBHE MHCTUTYIUje, Kao U TIOjeAMHIIN KOjy >Kele 1a KOHTPOJIMIITY ITpaBall MpyKarmba
samrrute. ITapagokcanHo, cam npuctyn EBII je mpoMoBrcaH Ha eTMYKIM OCHOBaMa de3
eMIMpPUjCKe TEMOHCTpaLMje A Jjaje CyllepMOpHe pe3y/TaTe Y OGHOCY Ha CTaHJapgHy
npaxcy (Gray et al., 2009).

[Tocrnensy cerMeHT feduHNMIIMje, KOji Ce OFHOCK Ha Kopuirheme foKasa ,, IpUn-
KOM JIOHOIIIeha OJ/TyKa Y Be3! ca JoOPOCTameM OHUX KOju MMajy oTpedy 3a ycryrama
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colLujaHe 3alITUTE , WIYCTPYje HEKONMMKO MOJEPHUCTUYKIUX HpeTIocTaBKy. Ha mpsom
MeCTY TO je IPeTIIOCTaBKa O IMHeAPHOM IIPOTpecy Kpo3 YMHOXKaBarhe U CUCTeMaTH3a-
IVIjy 3Haba ¥ pasBoj Mjeja ¥ MeTofja 3a ModobIlame Impakce. JJOMIHIpA IPETIIOCTaBKa O
I0CTOjay y3pouHe Bese n3Meby mokasa 1 13d0pa 1/umm akiyje CTPyIHOT PafHIKa, Kao
n usMeby mocrymaka ctpyuHux pagHuka u eekara 3a kopucuuke. OHa ogpasymesa a
HpenysiMatbe KOHKPEeTHIX CTAH/AaP/IM30BaHIX KOPaKa U IIPOLeAypa 3a MMIUIEMEHTaL ]y
EBII Bopu nHTepBeHIMjaMa 1 yCryraMa Koje ¢y edpukacHe, JeIOTBOPHe 1 y HajOo/beM MH-
Tepecy KIMjeHTa, ITo 1cxoxyje fodpocrameM (Webb, 2001). Maga ce y ckony mpucrymna
EBII mpotjec foHOMLIEHa Of/TYKa IPUKa3yje Kao ,3ajefHNUKU 1 OHaj KOjI ,,y3UMa y 0d3up
TPeHyTHe K/IMjeHTOBe oTpede M CUTYaLNjy, Hajoo/by pelleBaHTHM JOKa3 U3 MCTPaXKMBa-
b3, K/IMjEHTOBE BPEFHOCTI U IIpedepeHIje 1 eKCriepTnsy crpydHor pagauka“ (Drisco
& Grady, 2012; McNeece & Thyer, 2004), nepunnunuja EBII y counjantom pagy Harmacak
UIIaK CTaB/ba Ha Kopuinheme [oKasa.

ITocTmMonepHMCTH, Ca IpyTe CTPaHe, HETMpPajy MOCTOjarbe HEMOCPeHe Kopealyje us-
Meby oxasa u n3dopa n/um akIyje CTpyYHOr PaHIKA, Kao I M3Mel)y oCTyIaka CTpydHIX
pajHMKa 11 edekara 3a KjeHTe. CMaTpajy fia je Ipoliec OHOIIeba OfTyKa KOMIIIEKCaH 1
[ia Hifje palMoHaIHo ofpeheH, HuTH je mpenmer ,,kouTposne” (Webb, 2001). Mako mocroju
HACTOjame JIa ce MHTerpuire MpogeCroHaIHA eKCIIepTH3a ca pedepeHjama KnjeHTa,
OHM yKasyjy Ha To jia je y EBII mpumeTHa IIepsuCTeHTHOCT y KOHIIENTya/In3alijy oKasa
y GOpMU ONMIITHX VICTVMHA KOje CY M3BaH HEM3BECHOCT ¥ HEIIPEABU/BMBOCTH CycpeTa
nsmeby coumjanHor pagHuka u knujenta (Wieringa, Engebretsen, Heggen, Greenhalgh,
2017). Hacymport ToMe, cMaTpajy fja Ce COL[UjaIHU PafHULU YK/BYUYjy Y pe(pIeKCUBHO
pasyMeBambe, a He y IeTepMIHICAH WV MOY3/laH MpOIjeC TOHOIIeHka OfITyKa, 3aCHOBAH
Ha 00jeKTMBHOM J0Ka3y. Bryie oBaj mpoliec kao HempekniaH, pediekcnBaH u, y HajoombeM
CIIy4ajy, TOKaTHO OIITMMaJIaH U da3upaH Ha orpaHndeHoj paruonaaHoctu (Webb, 2001).

Y MeTORO/IONIKOM CMIUCTTY, HOCTMOJEPHICTY IIPEUCIIUTY]Y MOTYNHOCT KBAaHTUTATVBHIUX
MeTofIa /]a yTBPJie MICXOfle Kao IMITO je JodpocTame. YecTo ce mprderaBa KBaHTUPUKOBAbY
caMoIIpolieHe ToOpOCTama, YMMe Ce 3a1CTa He MepH JodpocTame, Beh cTaB ocode 0 cBoM
I0OpOCTamby, KOjU 3aBUCU Off BPEHOCTH, TMYHUX UCKYCTaBa U IPYLITBEHOT KOHTEKCTA.
Hesesano 3a oBako usMepeHe MCXOfle MHTEPBEHIIMja COLMjaTHOT pafia, MPOXKMUB/bEeHa JC-
KyCTBa M KBa/IMTET )XMBOTA K/IMjeHaTa Cy CTBapaH TeCT epeKTUBHOCTH COLMja/IHOT pajia,
a OHA Cy y CBOjOj OCHOBM €CEHIVja/IHO CyOjeKTUBHA Y MHTEPIPeTaTUBHA, U TYMe TEIIKO
MmeprpuBa (Hrnci¢ & Marceti¢ Radunovi¢, 2018; Hrn¢i¢ & Poli¢, 2019). Crora, fokas o
YTHILIAjy COLMjaTHOT pajia 4eCTO MO>Ke OUTU CaKyI/beH CaMo YIIOTPedOM KBaTUTaTUBHMX,
MHTEePIPETATUBHIUX M HAPATUBHUX IIPUCTYIIA, He KAO [JOKa3a JPYTOr pefia KOju HOMyHba-
Bajy paHIOMM30BaHe CTYAMje I eKCIepiMeHTe, Bell Kao jef[IHOT CMMC/IEHOT TUIIA JOKa3a
3a JICKYCTBa II0Be3aHa ca IpakcoM couujanHor paga (Gray et al., 2009). OBakaB foka3s
MMa IOTEeHIVjal fja IPY>XKY 3HATHO IIVPY M XONMUCTUYKY CIUKY YTHI[aja COLMjaTHOT paja
(Gray et al., 2009).

ITocTMOpepHY IPUCTYIN CY CBOjUM AMjAIEKTUIKIM, PeTAl{OHIM U XOIUCTUY-
kuM kputnnysmom® EBIT orBopunu ITangopuny KyTujy u ykasanu Ha ,aHoOManuje”

¢ ITocTMOAEPHUCTHYKM IPUCTYIN HUCY 0CT0doheHN IofjefHaKO OMITPMX KPUTHKA, a/it TO 3801

OrpaHIYEHOT IPOCTOPA HMje IIPefIMeT OBOT pajia.
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MOJepPHICTIYKe [Tapafiurme: IpodieMe U MMUTamba Ha KOja OHa 13 mocrojeher okBupa Huje
MOIJIa la OfITOBOP, @ HeKa 4aK Hi Ja noctasy. JonpuHenu cy fa ce y auckypcy EBIT Haby
IO TaJla MI30CTAB/beHM ACIEKTH, KOjU Cy OM/IM O3HAYeHV Ka0 HeHayYHI, Kao IITO CY: y/Iora
HeCBeCHOT 11 (hparMeHTapHa IpUpoza cenda; MoCTojarbe MHOIITBA PAsINIUTHUX CYOjeKTH-
BUTETA Y CTBAPHOCTY; PENATUBHOCT ¥ KOHCTPYMCAHOCT 3HaIba, JOKa3a ¥ TAKO3BaHe MCTIHE;
KOHCTPyUCalbe 3Haueha Kpo3 pelpe3eHTalujy, CuMOoIe U je3UK; KYATypa ¥ KOHTEKCT;
KOHTMHTEHTHOCT; aHa/Iu3a rpeja Mohu (HecTamuyx u prynaHuX) NAEHTUTETA I IPOMEHE;
IpUMeHa KB/IMTATUBHUX U MHTEPIPETATUBHNUX MeTOAa; pediekcuBHOCT. OMoryhmm
Cy carnefiaBame 1 pasyMmeBambe npuctyna EBII n meroBux 0OCHOBHMX IOCTAaBKIM He Kao
(bUKCHpaHNUX U OTIIOPHUX Ha IPOMEHY U Ipyre yTulaje, Beh kao mpucrym koju ce Memwa,
He HY)KHO 1 He yBeK yHarnpebhyje — amm xoju ce cBakako passuja. Ha To ce moxe rnematn
Kao Ha HaIlaJl Ha TeMeJbe OBOT IIPMCTYIIA C Iy/beM beroBor ode3BpehuBama, nmm xao Ha
MOJCTMIIAj 3a HOBE U JpyTadyje IpaBlie IeroBor pa3Boja.

3AK/bYYAK

KyHOB paji ocTaje KaMeH TeMesball y pasyMeBary HayIHOT pas3Boja, MHCIMpuIryhn
caBpeMeHe ayTope fla lajbe PasMaTpajy U MPeNCIIUTYjy Wberope ujieje, mpusHajyhn mnxos
3HaYaj a/IM UICTOBPEMeHO yKa3yjyhu Ha moTpedy 3a BUXOBUM JOIyHhaBambeM I MOUUKa-
L[VIjOM Y CBeT/Iy HOBUX Hay4HMX oTKpuha 1 ¢prno3odckux yBua. YIpKoc orpaHIdYenhIMa,
KynoB Mogien HayuyHOTr pa3Boja MMOC/IY>KMO HaM je Ka0o KOPUCTaH aHA/IMTUYIKU OKBUP 32
IIpMKa3NBabe U aHAMN3Upame CyKoda n3Mehy MoiepHe 1 ITIOCTMOiepHe TTapajurMe y
COLMja/THOM papty, a y unjeM ce cpepymry Hanvta EBITL. Ipeucnuryjyhu npermocraske
0 PalMOHATHOCTH, 00jeKTUBHOCTY M HEMPHUCTPACHOCTHM CydjeKTa, O MMOCTOjamby CaMo
jemHe YHUBep3amHO Bakehe MCTVHE 1 peayHOT CBETa, O TOME Jja Ce MICTUHA MoKe ocehn
VCTPAXKVIBAEM U MEPEIHEM, Tj. IIPMIMEHOM IIp€ CB€TAa KBAaHTUTATUBHUX HAYyIHNX METOAA,
Kao ¥ OHY O JINHEAPHOM IIPOTpPecCy, MOCTMOMIEPHM IPUCTYIN Cy y3ipMmanu TeMmebe EBIT.
Mako jas msmel)y MomepHNX ¥ TOCTMOEPHMX IIPYCTYTIA COLIMjaTHOM Pajly MOXe M3I7Ie-
JaTy HEIIPEMOCTUB, IOCTMOIEPHUCTUYKA €IMCTEMOJIOTHja IOCMATPa MOIEPHI3aM Kao
jOIII jejaH Apyradmjyu ajy paBHOIIpaBHM OKBUP, IITO oMoryhasa nujanor n3Mmeby oBux
»3apahennx crpana“ V jemas 1 Ipyru IpUCTYII [ajy jefMHCTBEH JOMPUHOC pa3sojy EBIT
Y COLIMja/THOM pafy, YaK M KaJia ’bUXOBa BPENHOCT JIEKM IIOHAjBUIIE Y KPUTUIM OHOT
mpyror. Llenrpanuu ksamuret EBII jecTe ykasyuBame Ha IpodeCHOHAIHY M MOPAJIHY OfTO-
BOPHOCT KOJy CTPpy4IHN pagHNIN I/[Majy 3a IIpy’Kambe€ KBa/IMTETHUX yC/Iyra KOpMCHNIVIMA.
yK}by‘-H/IBaH)e Y KPUTNYKN )mjanor I pasMaTpame Tora 1iTa a/ITCpHAaTUBHE IIEPCIIEKTNBE
Hype EBIT jecTe BaxkaH KOpaK Ka MCIYbery OBOT II/ba.
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INTRODUCTION

“I am writing this from a war zone; a war between discourses, a war over territory, a
war between speakers of different languages, a war between creators of different realities,
a war between different worlds”

(Freshwater & Rolfe, 2004:30)

Social work, since its inception, has faced challenges on its path towards professionalization
and efforts to constitute itself as a scientific discipline. The desire to use science (the scientific
method) as a model for practice and/or a source of authoritative knowledge to legitimize
the professional position and to compete for a place within a group of related humanistic
disciplines has contributed to the development of evidence-based practice in social work
(Kirk & Reid, 2002; Vucini¢ Jovanovié, 2020).

The pinnacle of this effort is the approach of evidence-based practice (hereafter
EBP), which was taken from the field of medicine to social work in the 1990s (Morago,
2006; Rosen, 2003). The primary goal of EBP is to enable informed and shared decision-
making, with the aim of improving outcomes for clients and the effectiveness of social work
practice (Drisco & Grady, 2012). This is done by taking into account current client needs
and situation, the best relevant research evidence, client values and preferences, and the
professional worker’s expertise. The professional worker has an ethical and professional
obligation to provide services in the best interest of their clients, ensuring that these services
are effective, efficient, individualized, and harmless (National Association of Social Workers
(NASW), 2021; The Law on Social Protection of Republic of Serbia, 24/2011).

The Evidence-Based Practice (EBP) approach has achieved the status of a “gold
standard” in the field of social work practice, policy, administration, and research. In a
context where the emphasis is on privatization, management and neoliberal politics, and
where research agendas are “firmly focused upon effectiveness, evaluation, and monitoring”
(Gibbs, 2001, p. 693), it is not surprising that EBP has been declared a new paradigm for
social work practice and education (Gambrill, 2006; Howard, McMillen & Pollio, 2003).

On the other hand, the EBP approach has raised ontological, epistemological,
methodological, and axiological questions and has found itself at the centre of a polarized
debate between its advocates and critics. Urban Nothdurfter and Walter Lorenz (2010)
believe that social work has found itself at a crossroads between two paradigms - modern
and postmodern.

The term “paradigm” has gained particular importance within Thomas Kuhns model
of scientific development (1974). Kuhn believed that debates, like those in social work
regarding EBP, arise as an expression of a crisis, or conflict between paradigms - the efforts
of a part of a scientific community to strengthen the still dominant paradigm, while the
other part tries to establish a new system of beliefs, values, and methods on the foundations
of its shortcomings, around which there is a general consensus.

The aim of this paper is to analyze the current debate between modernist and
postmodernist approaches in the field of social work by applying Kuhn’s model of scientific
development to the EBP approach. The analysis is based on the assumption that this debate
was initiated as a manifestation of a crisis and conflict of paradigms regarding the basic
ontological, epistemological, methodological, and axiological premises of these approaches.
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KUHN’S MODEL OF SCIENTIFIC DEVELOPMENT

Kuhn begins with the concept of a paradigm in science. This complex and multiple—
meaning term has provoked most controversy due to Kuhn’s inconsistent definitions®.
He broadly defines it as “universally recognized scientific achievements that for a time
provide model problems and solutions to a community of practitioners” (1974, p. 35). He
further clarifies it through two basic meanings. The sociological meaning implies that a
paradigm is “the entire constellation of beliefs, values, techniques, and so on, shared by the
members of a given community” (Kuhn, 1974, p. 239). The philosophical meaning specifies
that a paradigm “denotes one sort of element in that constellation, the concrete puzzle
solutions which, employed as models or examples, can replace explicit rules as a basis for
the solution of the remaining puzzles of normal science” (Kuhn, 1974, p. 239). This point
of view significantly deviates from the point of view of logical positivists, who insisted on
explicit rules (Bonaventure Chike, 2021; Firinci Orman, 2016; Ogundele & Ogunyomi,
2020). A paradigm is both a model for future scientific practice and a disciplinary matrix
that defines problems, directs research work and provides a framework within which a
particular community of scientists operates. At the same time, it determines the problems
and provides the means to solve them (Kuhn, 1974; Firinci Orman, 2016; Ogundele &
Ogunyomi, 2020). The complexity of the term has led to its various interpretations and
criticism, but also to a deeper understanding of scientific work and its history.

Studying the history of primarily natural sciences and analyzing scientific knowledge,
scientific discoveries and problems related to changes in the fundamental concepts of science,
as well as scientific revolutions, Kuhn notices that the development of scientific knowledge is
intermittently interrupted by episodes in which radical changes occur in the ruling paradigms.
He emphasizes the importance of periods in the development of science when an existing
theory or rules of a scientific discipline or group are no longer sufficient to solve problems,
thus creating the need for a new model of problem-solving protocols, or for establishing a
new paradigm (Kuhn, 1974). He argues that it is “reception of a paradigm that transforms
a group previously interested merely in the study of nature into a profession or, at least, a
discipline” (1974, p. 61), which forms its specialized journals and specialists’ societies, and
develops teaching programs and an institutional pattern of scientific specialization.

Kuhn’s model of the stages of scientific development contrasts with the traditional
view of science as an accumulation of objective facts, which progresses continuously and
progressively towards an increasingly truthful understanding of nature. He speaks of three
stages. “Normal science” is followed by the stage of “crisis’, after which comes a “scientific
revolution”. “Normal science” is characterized by a firm agreement among scientists about
what is and what is not scientific practice, what are the questions to be answered. Only those
problems recognized as potentially solvable are considered scientific, which leaves a certain
number of questions outside the gnoseological opus of normal science. By “normal science”,
Kuhn means “the prevailing regular state of science, i.e., research that is firmly based on
a paradigm that provides a relatively long-lasting basis for uncritical scientific practice”
(Novakovi¢ in Kuhn, 1974, p. 11). This uncritical practice mostly involves determination
of significant fact, matching of facts with theory, and articulation of theory-exhaust.

4

Thus Margaret Masterman (1970) claims that Kuhn uses the term paradigm in 21 ways.
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A “crisis” arises when the explanatory power of an existing paradigm declines and
faces many unsolved puzzles, deficiencies, or “anomalies’, and “then begin the extraordinary
investigations that lead the profession at least to a new set of commitments, a new basis for
the practice of science” (Kuhn, 1974, p. 45). Problems which were previously set aside as
non-scientific fields can emerge as potentially scientific. There is a proliferation of rival
articulations, direct expression of explicit discontent, and the recourse to philosophy and
debate over fundamentals, which are symptoms of a crisis stage (Kuhn, 1974, p. 144). If
the existing normal science proves incapable of solving a given problem which led to the
crisis and if the existing resistance to change is overcome, the crisis becomes a prelude to a
paradigm shift — a “scientific revolution”, when a new model of exemplary solution appears.
The new paradigm is “incommensurable” with the previous one and is opposed to it, as it
poses different questions and speaks somewhat different scientific language. The scientific
revolution ends when the new paradigm fights for a supreme position and imposes itself as a
new framework for understanding the world and its research. Such a revolution begins a new
period of normal science, which thus always progresses towards a new crisis (1970, pp. 52-53).

Kuhn estimates that the process of crisis, paradigm conflict, and the development of
an alternative standpoint can last for a very long time. He believes that in social sciences, it
most often happens that a “new paradigm” prevails, but it never completely suppresses nor
leads to the rejection of the “old one”, the two rather continue to coexist. As it is often the
case, the so—called “old” approaches appear in a new guise. Therefore, Kuhn believes that
social sciences are still in a pre-paradigmatic period, and that we cannot actually speak
about a paradigm shift.

In the scientific discourse, Kuhn’s model of scientific development has encountered
numerous criticisms highlighting key weaknesses in his epistemology and explanation
of scientific progress. Critics like Israel Scheffler (1967) challenge Kuhn for promoting
relativism in science and irrationality in the choice of paradigms due to his thesis that
paradigms are self-justifying, implying the absence of objective and external criteria for
their evaluation. They argue that Kuhn’s theory suggests that the choice of a paradigm is
inherently subjective and that scientific progress is not necessarily cumulative or directed
towards truth, asserting that scientific truths are relative to the prevailing paradigm,
undermining the objectivity of scientific research. Other critics highlight the problematic
nature of the idea of incommensurability of paradigms, noting that different scientific
theories can be comparable and compatible in certain fundamental aspects (Feyerabend,
1975; Lakatos & Musgrave, 1970; Laudan, 1978). Additionally, Kuhn's approach, encounters
resistance due to the suggestion that scientific progress can be driven by irrational and
personal preferences, rather than rigorous empirical evidence (Feyerabend, 1975; Hasel,
1991; Lakatos & Musgrave, 1970; Ogundele & Ogunyomi, 2020; Popper, 1970; Shapere,
1964). Furthermore, some philosophers of science dispute Kuhn’s claim that scientific
progress is not cumulative, pointing to numerous examples in the history of science where
a continuous development of knowledge is evident. Kuhn’s concept of scientific revolutions
has also been criticized for oversimplifying the actual, often complex, transitions that occur
in science (Popper, 1970; Lakatos & Musgrave, 1970).

Intense criticism, debates and reinterpretations of Kuhn’s approach highlight its
importance and the need for a more complex understanding of scientific progress. Although
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Kuhn himself believed that the application of this model had limitations in social sciences,
his work has had a tremendous impact in the fields of sociology, political science, economics,
psychology, and social work. The process and characteristics of scientific development
through the succession of stages — normal stage — crisis — scientific revolution - irresistibly
remind us of the characteristics of the development of the EBP approach in social work.

THE RISE OF EVIDENCE-BASED PRACTICE
IN THE STAGE OF “NORMAL SCIENCE”

As early as 1915, it became unambiguously clear which path social work needed to
take if it wanted to attain the status of a “real profession” (Rodwell, 1998, p. 11; Dulmus
& Sowers, 2012). In response to criticisms regarding its primarily “moral” character and
the claim that it cannot be considered a profession because it does not possess its own
body of knowledge to guide practice (Flexner, 1915), Mary Richmond (Richmond, 1917)
attempted to establish a scientific basis for social work practice, drawing an analogy with
the medical model. To date, the effort to ensure recognition of social work in a professional
and academic sense has meant rejecting moralism and adopting a modernist paradigm,
positivist philosophy, and empirical methodology.

EBP represents the current manifestation of this modernist tendency, which first
appeared in the form of the Empirical Clinical Practice (ECP) movement (Okpych & Yu,
2014), and which was then - through the trans-professional stimulus coming from evidence-
based medicine - revitalized (Thyer & Myers, 2011). The ECP movement started in the
late 1960s, spurred by evaluative studies that pointed to the ineffectiveness, even harm,
of certain social work interventions (Fisher, 1973, 1978; Giacomucci, 2021; Okpych & Yu,
2014). In response to this “crisis of effectiveness”, a demand was formulated for providing
effective and efficient interventions and services, based on verified scientific knowledge.
Two decades later, these demands found a conceptual basis in evidence-based medicine.

Okpych & Yu (2014, pp. 23-24) identify a critical event which led to the establishment
and strengthening of EBP’s influence in social work: a two—day symposium “Outcome
Measurement Movement’, held at Columbia University in 1995. It gathered over 300 human
service researchers, administrative workers, and practitioners from the USA, Canada,
and the UK. As a result, an interdisciplinary coalition was formed with the aim to assess,
anticipate, and strategize around the growing role of quantitative outcome measurement
in service provision. Okpych & Yu highlight that this marked the beginning of the EBP
movement, which took a special place in the development of public policy, funding structures,
research methodology, and technology. A series of legislative and sub-legislative acts were
adopted which emphasized the requirement for social workers to perform ethically and
effectively, provide services supported by empirical evidence, and make transparent and
justified treatment decisions (Gambrill, 2006). There was an extensive use of systematic
research reviews and the development of research databases and platforms. An example is
the Campbell Collaboration, which publishes systematic research reviews relevant to social
welfare, criminal justice, and education. EBP is becoming increasingly present as a topic
in scientific journals. Specialized scientific journals are being established (e.g., Journal of
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Evidence-Based Social Work). EBP is mandatorily included in educational curricula, special
courses are first established, followed by undergraduate, master’s and doctoral academic
programs in this field. Organizations dedicated to the development of EBP in the field of
policy and practice are formed (Evidence-Based Behavioral Practice, The Coalition for
Evidence-Based Policy, etc.). The approach is applied at the micro, meso, and macro level.

These key events illustrate the period of “normal science” in which, until the mid-2000s
(Giacomucci, 2021), there was a consensus within the global community of professionals
that EBP should be a measure of ethical, effective, and efficient professional practice in social
work, or what Kuhn referred to as “uncritical practice”. It provided a common framework,
encompassing both philosophies of practice and politics, as well as processes and procedures
for implementing given values, methods, and techniques in the fields of practice, science,
education, politics, and administration (Gambrill, 2008). EBP offered a set of principles
and concrete operational steps, the application of which would completely overcome
(or just replace with the authority of scientific knowledge and evidence from research?)
the previously identified problems of bias and authoritarian decision-making, based on
acquired practical experience, intuition, or colleague advice (Gambrill, 2001, 2006, 2008).

Countries around the world began implementing EBP in social work, but it encountered
different challenges depending on a multitude of technical and cultural factors, resources,
infrastructure, etc. (Okpych & Yu, 2014). This was a hint of the “anomalies” which, after a
period of rise and temporarily stable and strong position in the period of “normal science”,
introduced the EBP approach in social work into the stage of “crisis”

“STAGE OF CRISIS”: POSTMODERNIST CRITIQUES
OF MODERNIST ASSUMPTIONS UNDERLYING
EVIDENCE-BASED PRACTICE IN SOCIAL WORK

Parallel to the affirmation and global spread of EBP’s influence, the influence of
postmodern theoretical approaches® began to grow as “rival articulations’, thereby initiating
the process of questioning modernist assumptions at the basis of social work and criticizing
EBP. As David Howe (1994, p. 513) illustrates it: “A child of modernity, social work now finds
itself in a postmodern world, uncertain whether or not there are any deep and unwavering
principles which define the essence of its character and hold it together as a coherent
enterprise” Postmodern approaches have, through epistemological shift, shaken everything
we thought we knew for certain. As EBP fundamentally contains a modernist demand for
providing reliable knowledge, this epistemological shift has significantly reflected on it. In
the field of social work, this has led to a crisis, which many authors have seen as a harbinger
of a “paradigm shift” (Dominelli, 2007; Noble, 2004; Howe, 1994; Hugman, 2003).

Postmodern approaches have illuminated certain “blind spots” of the modernist
approach, expressed dissatisfaction with the philosophy and basic assumptions of EBP,
and initiated an ontological, epistemological, methodological, and axiological debate. The

*  Since postmodernism does not represent a unitary and coherent approach, but rather a set of mu-

tually different approaches gathered around some common characteristics, and which resists precise
determination, in this paper we will use a plural of theories or approaches, as this would be emphasized.
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essence of this debate can be shown through the discussion of the constitutive elements
of the EBP definition.

In social work, EBP is defined as “conscientious, explicit and judicious use of current
best evidence in making decisions regarding the welfare of those in need of social services”
(Sheldon, 1998, p. 16).

The segment of the definition “conscientious, explicit, and judicious...” points to
ontological and axiological modernist assumptions about the existence of reality/evidence
as a given fact which can be brought to one’s knowledge, the neutrality of the observer, and
technical rationality. Thus, the professional worker, on the basis of universal professional
values and objectively given and established facts/research evidence, impartially makes
decisions and acts professionally through his reason (Peile & McCouat, 1997). The ability of
professional workers to separate their own beliefs, interests, emotions, prejudices, intuition,
previous (unscientific) experience, etc., and to exclude them from the relationship with the
client, especially from the decision-making process, is assumed. Decisions in this context
rely exclusively on objective knowledge, gained through relevant scientific research and
education, i.e., on the discourse of scientific/professional observation (Holland, 2011,
according to Zegarac, 2014). At the core is a behaviorist logic, according to which the social
worker acts as a processor and functions on the principle of input-output (information/
knowledge - action/intervention) (Webb, 2001).

Postmodern approaches reject foundationalist ontology. Rather than understanding
subjects as conscious, rational, and coherent, and evidence as objectively given, they
“emphasised much more the role of the unconscious and the fragmented nature of the self,
pointing out that there are a myriad of different subjectives and different realities” (Williams,
1996, p. 63). Postmodernists question the assumed rationality, objectivity, and neutrality of
experts. They argue that EBP is based on ideas grounded in optimal behaviour in a planned
and systematically organized environment (Webb, 2001), which is mostly unattainable in
everyday practice (Ramey & Grubb, 2009; Webb, 2001). The EBP assumption that, after
receiving rational and scientifically verified information, the professional worker will
make rational decisions based on it, has been disproved in research (Burke & Early, 2003;
Gray, Joy, Plath, Webb, 2013; Webb, 2001). It is overlooked that social workers rely on a
wide range of information, values, theories, ideologies, models, procedures, approaches,
and techniques (Gaji¢, 2022a), and that the discourse of “scientific observation” and the
discourse of “reflective evaluation” (Zegarac, 2014) are equally represented in practice when
making decisions. Holland (2011, according to Zegarac, 2014) describes the discourse of
“reflective evaluation” as a decision-making pattern that does not negate the importance
of “professional intuition” and previous experience, but understands them as an integral
and inseparable part of the process. Postmodernists do not reject the significance of reason
and rationality in professional procedures, but oppose the modernist version of reason that
is totalizing, essentialist, and politically repressive (Williams & Sewpaul, 2004).

The segment of the EBP definition “use of current best evidence” gives a central
place to evidence and is the subject of numerous debates. Regarding what we can know
about reality/evidence, sources, limits, and the justification of knowledge which constitutes
evidence, this segment implies that evidence can be measured and evaluated and that there
are reliable, relevant, and valid tools and techniques for this. The data obtained from research
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have the status of facts (truth) and reflect the modernist assumption that it is possible to
explain and control certain phenomena based on them (Hrn¢i¢ & Poli¢, 2019). Therefore,
facts that are evidence can be identified, possessed, and used, as indicated by the first part
of this segment of the definition. In a methodological and axiological sense, this segment
shows that there are parameters, procedures, and techniques used for identifying, selecting,
processing, analyzing, and evaluating research results, as well as instructions related to their
implementation in the decision-making process, in order to ensure impartiality (McNeece
& Thyer, 2004; Strauss et al., 2019; Hrn¢i¢ & Marceti¢ Radunovi¢, 2018).

The designation “current best evidence” illustrates the ontological assumption that
there is only one truth, and contributes to the construction and preservation of a system
of knowledge and methods which are hierarchically structured. The word “current” is
misleading, as it seems to leave room for other evidence. If new “best evidence” was to emerge,
the previous one would be discarded. A rough order from the most desirable to the least
desirable type of evidence in relation to the ability to reliably and directly inform practice
within the EBP approach is as follows: systematic reviews of research or meta—analyses,
randomized controlled trials (clinical experiments), quasi-experimental studies, control
or cohort studies, pre-experimental group studies, surveys and, finally, qualitative research
(McNeece & Thyer, 2004). Their order corresponds to the degree of the development of
nomothetic knowledge — generalizations which are true statements that are valid regardless
of time and context (Marsh & Stoker, 2005).

Postmodernists problematize the assumed objective given and the possibility of
measuring reality/evidence. It is particularly debatable whether social phenomena can be
studied through the application of the methodology characteristic of natural sciences. They
emphasize that the positivist-empiricist approach of EBP does not allow dealing with those
aspects of social phenomena which are not visible and therefore subject to measurement
(Nothdurfter & Lorenz, 2010), with the application of EBP in practice being reduced to
a technicist application of the so-called “approved methods” (Dulmus & Sowers, 2012).
Contrarily, postmodernists argue that social phenomena are manifested structures of power,
language systems, and webs of meaning, and that “methodologies should be adopted that
explore rather than delimit phenomena, reveal rather than control extraneous factors, and
acknowledge rather than disavow the researcher’s interpretive frame” (Okpych & Yu, 2014, p.
19). The emphasis is not on facts or evidence, but on representation, symbols, and language,
as meaning is constructed through them (Williams, 1996). From their perspective, the
content, process, meaning, and the impact of evidence are not determined by observation
and measurement, but are rather established through discourse between relevant actors
and perspectives. Thus, the concepts such as “intervention’, “success’, “effectiveness’, and
“best evidence” are subject to interpretation, so it is unjustifiable to suggest that empirical
research provides the only relevant guidance for practice (Gray et al., 2009). Postmodernists
especially point out the modernist trap which arises from the assumption that research
provides nomothetic knowledge. They argue that there are neither comprehensive truths
nor definitive scientific answers — there is only partial knowledge constructed at a certain
time and place (Williams, 1997). In this sense, a segment prone to criticism is that the
methodological approach of EBP is most often based on the values, customs, and technology
of a dominant culture, and does not function best when it comes to non-dominant cultures
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and minority groups (Gaji¢, 2022b; Ramey & Grubb, 2009; Zegarac, Vu¢ini¢ & Milanovié,
2014). Postmodernists point out the limited power of evidence generability and the
importance of time, space, and context in creating knowledge.

Postmodernists also question how, on what basis and for whom something can be
considered the “best evidence”, implying that neither the evidence itself nor the EBP process
is value-neutral or politically neutral. Sam Porter and Peter O'Halloran (2009) ask whether
the “best evidence” is based solely on systematically collected and analyzed quantitative
empirical data. They discuss whether the limitation of technical means used in research leads
to proclaiming the “best evidence” the one which is accessed most easily. They warn that
what is called the “best evidence” results in a systematic exclusion of evidence which does not
fit into the dominant discourse and individual experiences of practitioners gained through
daily practice, which they use to make their own “intuitive” decisions. They believe that
such an exclusion system is dangerous, as professional discourse should enable the existence
of multiple perspectives which reflect the complexity of practice. A particular objection is
that by rationalizing the complexity of social processes which constitute practice, the EBP
approach ‘cleanses’ the production of knowledge from its culture, context, and subjects, thus
allowing “the use of evidence as a political instrument where power interests can be obscured
by seemingly neutral technical resolve” (Goldenberg, 2006, p. 2622). Foucault and Gordon
(1980) have made a particular contribution to understanding the relationship between power
and knowledge and they have analyzed ways in which power can be used to manipulate
knowledge. Porter and O’Halloran (2009) state that EBP maintains its dominance through
the use of power. As a so—called “regime of truth’, it stems from the confluence of interests
of neoliberal capitalism, whose agenda is promoted by governments and state institutions,
as well as individuals who wish to control the direction of care provision. Paradoxically, the
EBP approach itself is claimed to give superior results compared to standard practice, but this
claim is based on ethical grounds and is not empirically demonstrated (Gray et al., 2009).

The last segment of the definition, which refers to the use of evidence “in making
decisions regarding the welfare of those in need of social services’, illustrates several
modernist assumptions. Firstly, it assumes a linear progression through the multiplication
and systematization of knowledge and the development of ideas and methods for improving
practice. The assumption of a causal relationship between evidence and the choice and/or
action of a professional worker, as well as between the actions of professional workers and
effects on clients, is dominant. This implies that undertaking specific standardized steps
and procedures for the implementation of EBP leads to interventions and services which
are efficient, effective, and in the best interest of the client, resulting in well-being (Webb,
2001). Although the decision-making process is presented as “collaborative” and the one
that “takes into account the client’s current needs and situation, the best relevant evidence
from research, the client’s values and preferences, and the expertise of the professional
worker” within the EBP approach (Drisco & Grady, 2012; McNeece & Thyer, 2004), the
definition of EBP in social work still emphasizes the use of evidence.

Postmodernists, on the other hand, deny the existence of a direct correlation between
evidence and the choice and/or action of a professional worker, as well as between the actions
of professional workers and effects on clients. They believe that the decision-making process
is complex, not rationally determined or subject to “control” (Webb, 2001). Even though
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there is an effort to integrate professional expertise with client preferences, they point out
that in EBP there is a persistence in conceptualizing evidence in the form of general truths
which are beyond the uncertainty and unpredictability of the encounter between the social
worker and the client (Wieringa et al., 2017). In contrast, they believe that social workers
engage in reflexive understanding, not in a determined or reliable decision-making process
based on objective evidence. They see this process as continuous, reflective, and at best
locally optimal and based on limited rationality (Webb, 2001).

In methodological terms, postmodernists question the ability of quantitative methods
to determine outcomes such as welfare. They often resort to quantifying self-assessed
welfare, which does not truly measure welfare, but rather a person’s attitude towards their
well-being, which depends on values, personal experiences, and social context. Regardless
of such measured outcomes of social work interventions, the lived experiences and the
client’s quality of life are the real test of social work effectiveness, and they are essentially
subjective and interpretive, and thus difficult to measure (Hrn¢i¢ & Marceti¢ Radunovic,
2018; Hrnci¢ & Poli¢, 2019). Therefore, evidence of the impact of social work can often be
collected only by using qualitative, interpretive, and narrative approaches, not as second-order
evidence supplementing randomized studies and experiments, but as the only meaningful
type of evidence for experiences associated with social work practice (Gray et al., 2009).
Such evidence has the potential to provide a much broader and holistic picture of the social
work impact (Gray et al., 2009).

Postmodern approaches, with their dialectical, relational, and holistic criticism® of
EBP, have opened Pandora’s box and pointed to the “anomalies” of the modernist paradigm:
the problems it faced and the questions it could neither answer from its existing framework,
nor even pose at times. They have contributed to the inclusion of previously omitted aspects
within in the EBP discourse, which were labelled as unscientific, such as: the role of the
unconscious and the fragmented nature of the self; the existence of multiple different
subjectivities and realities; the relativity and construction of knowledge, evidence and so-
called truth; the construction of meaning through representation, symbols, and language;
culture and context; contingency; the analysis of ideas of power, (fluid and changing)
identities and change; the application of qualitative and interpretive methods; reflexivity.
They have enabled the understanding of the EBP approach and its basic assumptions not
as fixed and resistant to change and other influences, but as an approach that changes — not
necessarily and not always improving - but certainly evolving. This can be seen either as
an attack on the foundations of this approach in order to devalue it, or as a stimulus for
new and different directions of its development.

CONCLUSION

Kuhn’s work remains a cornerstone in understanding scientific development, inspiring
contemporary authors to further examine and reassess his ideas, acknowledging their
significance, while also pointing out the need for their refinement and modification in light

¢ Postmodernist approaches are not exempt from equally harsh criticism, but due to limited space,

this is not the subject of this paper.
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of new scientific discoveries and philosophical insights. Despite its limitations, Kuhn’s model
of scientific development has served as a useful analytical framework for presenting and
analyzing the conflict between modern and postmodern paradigms in social work, with EBP
at its centre. By questioning the assumptions about rationality, objectivity and impartiality
of the subject, the existence of only one universally valid truth and real world, the idea that
truth can be reached by research and measurement, i.e., primarily by using quantitative
scientific methods, as well as the assumption of linear progress, postmodern approaches
have shaken the foundations of EBP. Although the gap between modern and postmodern
approaches to social work may seem insurmountable, postmodernist epistemology sees
modernism as another different but equal framework, which allows for dialogue between
these “warring sides” Both approaches make a unique contribution to the development of
EBP in social work, even when their value lies mostly in criticizing the other. The central
quality of EBP is to highlight the professional and moral responsibility that practitioners
have to provide quality services to users. Engaging in critical dialogue and considering
what alternative perspectives offer to EBP is an important step towards fulfilling this goal.
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