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Abstract

Social and political theory recognizes several conjunctural, as well as long-term
factors that shape how citizens conceptualize democracy and what they expect from
it. Based on Round 10 of the European Social Survey, we analyse how Europeans
view and evaluate democracy, distinguishing liberal (basic) model and several
additions, such as social-democratic, participatory and populist models (that we
analyse integrated as alternative model of democracy). We explore whether liberal
and alternative models of democracy are mutually complementary or exclusionary,
and which model prevails, but also to what extent there are discrepancies between the
normative elements and evaluated outcomes. The paper examines whether and how
the length of historical experience with democracy (operationalized through different
waves of democratization) influences the predominant normative of democracy, as
well as evaluations of the implemented standards. Finally, in the last section, the aim
of the analysis is to draw conclusions on the profile of both proponents of liberal and
alternative models of democracy but also of critical citizens, who value democracy as
an ideal, while remaining wary in terms of its empirical manifestations.
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Introduction

Based on the results of the Round 10 of the European Social Survey, the aim
of this paper is to explore which models of democracy prevail among European
citizens, what they expect from democracy and how they evaluate it. Democracies,
both established and unconsolidated, are currently facing political and normative
challenges, which primarily come from two directions — from the rise of exclusionist
and authoritarian tendencies in various contemporary states, on the one hand, but also
from different emancipatory and radical democratic political projects, on the other.
The enthusiasm that the third wave of democratization brought about in Europe and
Latin America in the mid-1970s has since evaporated. It has been replaced with the era
of “democratic disillusionment™: “liberal democratic regimes are being eroded and
discredited, with regard to both their institutional basis and normative fundamentals,
and their symbolic and ideological dimensions” (Ortiz Leroux, 2020:138).
According to Turner (2021), four major “catastrophes” have shaken the world and
undermined confidence in liberal democracy in the 21st century: the attack on the
World Trade Centre in New York City in 2001 and the subsequent “war on terror”;
the global financial crisis of 2008-2011; the intensifying of migratory trends and the
2015 European refugee crisis; and the COVID-19 pandemic. The “techno-sanitary
Leviathan of therapeutic capitalism” (Fuzaro, 2022:12), which grew out of the need
to curb the epidemiological crisis, with its states of emergency, expertocracy, and
autocratic decision-making, further contributed to the divorce between liberalism
and democracy. Even before the pandemic, the technocratic challenge (Bertsou &
Caramani, 2020) has deeply transformed the conditions of democracy and turned
into a source of tensions. The ever-growing concentration of power in the hands of
the unelected expert elites, often unresponsive to the needs of the community, as well
as the social isolation during the COVID-19 pandemic, which limited conventional
political participation and encouraged the further spread of conspiracism and
phantasm of “the deep state”, jointly instigated the resurgence of anti-party and anti-
establishment populist sentiments in undemocratic and democratic systems alike.

For decades now, the malignant impact of business lobbies on governments’
policies and the commercialization of public services have been generating the
de-democratizing developments in liberal democracies, leading some authors to
define this entire process as post-democracy (Crouch, 2004). Furthermore, in many
countries around the globe, democratic procedures coexist with the abuse of power
and declining political and civil rights, as we can witness in Hungary — the EU
member state — whose prime minister Viktor Orban publicly embraced the concept
of “illiberal democracy” (Antal, 2022). The challenge to liberal democracy also
comes from the leading authoritarian political systems, such as China, suggesting
that economic progress is attainable without a democratic government (Plattner,
2017).

In contrast to the growing theoretical and public criticism toward representative
democracy over the last decades, empirical research provides evidence that democracy
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still has a wide appeal among citizens (Ferrin & Kriesi, 2016:11). Almost 89% of
the citizens of the 37 countries covered by the fifth wave of European Values Study
indicate a democratic system as a desirable system of governance (Fotev, 2022:52).
While the acceptance of democracy as a political system remains solid over time, as
well as the democratic vision of the political community, conceived around an idea
of a presumed common good (diffuse or generalized support, according to Easton,
1965), the support for particular governments and political authorities (specific
support, oriented towards outputs) is in decline as a result of negative evaluation of
their performance. Various surveys have confirmed that citizens show strong support
for fundamental democratic principles and values, while at the same time expressing
dissatisfaction with how the democratic regime functions in practice, pointing to the
fact that the legitimacy of democratic political order is produced on the output side
of the political system and that it is largely influenced by the quality of government,
i.e. the effects of the specific public policies (Klingemann, 1999; Norris, 2011). It is
reasonable to expect that dissatisfaction with democracy would therefore be higher
in a relatively new than in long-living democracies. As Kriesi and Saris (2016:192)
notice, not only that the democratic performance is lower in young democracies,
which causes dissatisfaction, but it is precisely the low performance that also
keeps the issue of functioning of democracy on the public agenda and in people’s
minds. The constant public pointing to the failures in institutions’ performances
might explain why in the younger, fragile, or deficient democracies, with not such
remote non-democratic history, attitudes of a majority of citizens go in the direction
of the positive view of democracy on the normative level together with the high
expectations of democracy. As previously shown by Kriesi and Morlino (2016), it
is exactly the direct (negative) political experience that shapes the (maximalist)’
democratic expectations of Europeans. Even though the liberal notions of democracy
are frequently combined with the illiberal notions in the states with authoritarian
historical backgrounds (Kirsch & Welzel, 2019), this certainly in no way diminishes
the principled dedication of citizens of these countries to democratic ideals.

Data collected in Round 6 of the European Social Survey (ESS), provided
the empirical base for the examination of the concepts of views and evaluations
of democracy (Ferrin & Kriesi, 2016). These concepts, which have been presented
as a modified version of Easton’s distinction between diffuse and specific political
support, will be used as a starting point for our study. According to Ferrin and Kriesi
(2016a:10), views refer to the citizens’ normative ideal of democracy, to their ideas
about what democracy should be. Evaluations of democracy, on the other hand, refer
to the assessments of the way the democratic principles and different aspects of

* Minimalist conception of democracy is defined by common features shared by all conceptions of
democracy (included in Dahls’ or Schumpeter’s visions of liberal democracy, which will be presented
in more detail later), while maximalist conception encompasses all the features of the minimalist
conception, plus some additional ones. As research by Kriesi et al. (2016) showed, those citizens who
have a maximalist view of liberal democracy also express direct-democratic and social-democratic
expectations from democracy, while citizens who do not call for such supplementary features also tend
to have a minimalist view of the basic form of liberal democracy.
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democracy have been implemented in specific countries. Previous studies based on
ESS Round 6 data, which analysed the citizens’ ideal views of democracy, i.e. their
relation to various components of the three conceptions of democracy (liberal, social
democratic and direct democratic), have shown that citizens of different European
countries embrace a demanding conception of democracy since their democratic
preferences comprise universal normative attachment to the liberal democracy
model, but also include elements of the social and direct democratic concepts and
views (Ferrin & Kriesi, 2016). It has also been established that citizens of the newly
emerging democracies in Southern, Central, and Eastern Europe have maximalist
conceptions of all three visions of democracy and “the most acute awareness of what
it takes to make democracy work” (Kriesi, et al., 2016:89). Following the theories of
institutional learning, Heyne (2018) suggests that the question of why some citizens’
expectations have gone beyond the basic liberal model of democracy can be explained
by their socialization experiences: Europeans have a more performance-based view
of legitimacy and are more likely to demand social outputs from democracy when
they live in a post-authoritarian democracy, particularly if that democracy was under
communist rule. Where European citizens are dissatisfied with the way democracy
works in their own country (in Southern, Central and Eastern Europe), they tend
to make greater demands on democracy and hold more maximalist understandings
of it, whereas in highly performing democracies (in North-western Europe), their
conceptions are more minimalist (Kriesi & Morlino, 2016:310). The European
citizens’ views and evaluations of democracy are shaped by specific contextual
factors related to (non-)democratic history and the quality of democracy in their
countries. However, they all share the tendency to react to the perceived democratic
deficit in a similar manner — by adopting a broader understanding that goes beyond
the basic liberal model of democracy.

Models of democracy - liberal, social, participatory and populist

Two of the most influential contemporary endeavours to define liberal
democracy are Joseph A. Schumpeter’s “minimalist” competitive elitist model and
Robert A. Dahl’s concept of polyarchy. The two constitutive elements of democracy,
for Schumpeter, are free competitive elections and participation of citizens in
electing their political representatives who are thus given a mandate to carry out their
will and govern (Schumpeter, 1994). According to this understanding, “democracy
is an institutional arrangement to generate and legitimate leadership”, and therefore
it “has at best a most tenuous relation to the classical meaning of democracy: ‘rule
by the people’” (Held, 2006:143). Dahl’s pluralist conception of democracy rests
on the premise that democracy is warranted by the competition among organized
interest groups and on the five requirements for a democratic process — effective
participation, voting equality at the decisive stage of collective decisions, enlightened
understanding, control of the agenda of government decisions, and inclusiveness. In
the political reality of large-scale governments, there are seven criteria of polyarchy,
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i.e. seven institutions that distinguish democracy: 1) elected officials assigned with
a task of control over government decisions, 2) free, fair and frequent elections, 3)
eligibility for public office, 4) inclusive suffrage, 5) freedom of expression, 6) free
access to alternative information, and 7) associational autonomy (Dahl, 1972, 1998).

Dahl and Schumpeter provide a model of procedural democracy, centred on
the electoral process, with elections of political decision-makers at regular intervals
as the main institutional pillars of representative democracy. Within this orientation,
the elections are additionally seen as a means to establish a double link between the
political input (the citizens’ preferences) and the political output (public policies
adopted by elected representatives), which assumes engagement of a “chain of
responsiveness” and a “chain of accountability” (Bithlmann & Kriesi, 2013). The
“chain of responsiveness” refers to the obligation of governments to acknowledge
and implement preferences of the citizens through their policies, while the “chain
of accountability” confronts governments with a demand to inform the public and
to explain and justify their decisions. The electoral definition of democracy also
requires guarantees of basic civil liberties and a developed public sphere in order
to effect the mechanisms and channels that enable control and communication,
which constitutes the liberal component of democracy, comprised of the rule of
law, horizontal accountability (control of account-holders by the institutions and
independent administrative bodies), and civil liberties (Ferrin & Kriesi, 2016a).

The mid-20th century re-examinations of theories of liberal democracy
emerged from the understanding that democratic political systems face several
challenges: first, from corporate interests that endanger the relative autonomy of
democratic institutions; second, from declining political participation that signals
the existence of deeper political inequalities; and finally, from the tension between
democratic legitimation and capitalist accumulation, as well as between democracy
and liberalism, which began to lean more and more toward consensual solutions,
narrowing the space for political confrontation (Toplisek, 2019). This presents a
challenge for contemporary democracies, as well as for theory of democracy.

One of the conceptions, which was introduced as a possible response to the
crisis of electoral democracy, is the model of social democracy. It is a variant of
substantive democracy, connected with the reduction of economic inequalities
and the minimizing of the effects of social class, where well-being is seen as a
necessary prerequisite for equalizing citizens’ competencies and improving political
participation. This alternative model of democracy represents the echo of the social-
democratic variant of capitalism, in the post-war decades, characterized by a mixed
economy, Keynesianism, and a welfare state. Although the system of social capitalism
and its corporatist structure collapsed, the social partnership between unionized
labour, organized business, and government was not completely dismantled. In the
1990s, it was renewed and reconfigured in the form of “national social pacts”, through
which the governments in crisis-hit economies agreed with trade unions about wage
moderation or consulted about consolidation of public budgets, but “it remained
confined to national arenas which, in the course of European integration, became
embedded in supranational markets and governed by supranational imperatives of
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austerity and liberalization”, and so “as a consequence its agenda was more and
more set, as it were, from above” (Streeck, 2006:24).

Relics of the social-democratic model of the welfare state, present only
partially in policy and institutional arrangements, today mainly serve to mitigate
and legitimize painful economic decisions that produce extreme wealth imbalance.
Although Sweden, Germany and France retain their welfare states, the general
trend is showing that “the historical achievements of post-war social democracy
in Western Europe — universal welfare, high-quality public services, the social
investment state — seem imperilled as never before” (Diamond, 2012:2). The centre-
left parties abandoned the core social democratic ideological principles and accepted
a more pragmatic catch-all political strategy, which was clearly demonstrated in
the “third way” governing policies. However, the global economic crisis of 2008
shed a new light on today’s democracies and reaffirmed the issues of social equality
and economic security, both through anti-austerity movements and new movement
parties that appeared on the political scene (Della Porta et al., 2017).

If the crisis of the welfare state conditioned the reactualisation of the social-
democratic concept of democracy, the crisis of participation (Norris, 2011) produced
the need for a stronger emphasis on the participatory and inclusive aspects of
political decision-making processes, which go beyond the dominant representative
model. Direct democracy is a “regime in which the population as a whole vote on
the most important political decisions” (Budge, 1993:137). The central idea behind
this form of government is to increase the involvement of citizens in making political
decisions, whether it is carried out through referendums or plebiscites, or face-to-
face, through popular assemblies. Since direct (participatory) democracy can occur
within different institutional modalities (Budge, 1993; Held, 2006), direct-democratic
tools are applied in many representative democracies in which a proper balance has
been established between the popular will and the constitutional system of checks
and balances, but these tools have also become a standard part of the repertoire
within populist anti-establishment and anti-party politics. Direct democracy, in its
main features and instruments, overlaps with populist democracy and could even
be considered its variant, as populism can rest on direct-democratic principles,
but due to the specificity of contemporary populist regimes, we will treat them as
analytically separate forms, since historically direct democracy is a phenomenon that
precedes contemporary populist regimes (Held, 2006; Matsusaka, 2020). Despite
certain commonalities at the level of the model, it should be emphasized that in
political practice, direct-democratic demands come as a result of efforts to encourage
participation from below, while populism is a strategy of voter mobilization created
and imposed from above, by political elites or charismatic leaders, who often
respond to the “populist” criticism of the loss of popular control by offering and
implementing undemocratic solutions (Matsusaka, 2020). Participatory democratic
theory and populist rhetoric share a redemptive democratic trait, but unlike the latter,
the former is discursive and deliberative, strongly committed to ideas of critical
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thinking and empowerment (Canovan, 1999).6

Populist democracy is understood as the ideal of radical democracy which
“aims at the closest possible approach to direct popular self-government without the
intervention of a political elite” (Canovan, 1981:173). The populist conception of
democracy presents three characteristics: first, it advocates direct democracy based
on referendums initiated by the people; second, it defends the project of a “polarized
democracy”, denouncing the non-democratic character of unelected authorities and
constitutional courts, and finally, it affirms the immediate and spontaneous expression
of popular opinion (Rosanvallon, 2021:21). Populist insistence on popular control of
political and legislative decisions and a strong emphasis on popular sovereignty,
results in a high valuation of the institutions of representative recall, people’s
initiative and referendum as devices through which the “government by the people”
is realized. The populist model of democracy, like the direct-democratic model, is
centred around the idea of the people as sovereign, but unlike the latter, it is anti-
pluralist and rests on the premise of the existence of a homogeneous and virtuous
people, the assumed general will, based on the unity of the people and on a clear
demarcation from those who do not belong to the demos (Mudde & Kaltwasser,
2017). Itis precisely the denial of particular interests and narrow-group identifications
that tear apart the collective unity of the people, that lies at the basis of internal
tensions between populism and constitutional aspects of liberal democracy, whose
mechanisms serve to prevent the tyranny of the majority and endangering of the rights
and freedoms of minorities and groups exposed to systemic discrimination (Mudde
& Kaltwasser, 2017; Canovan, 1981, 1999). The populist model of democracy offers
a radical understanding of responsiveness and vertical accountability, where only
citizens can hold their governments accountable, while the liberal principles of
horizontal accountability, resting on checks and balances, are neglected. The context
of erosion of party democracy and declining importance of political partisanship,
with political parties casting aside their traditional representative and mediating
role and espousing their procedural role of governors (Mair, 2002), can (partially)
explain why this type of democracy that prioritises agile reaction to public opinion
and to citizens’ changing concerns over representation of competing interests, gains
ever more popularity in different societies.

Contextual background

Much of the contemporary analyses of global democracy rest on Huntington’s
conceptualization of waves of democracy (Huntington, 1991), recognizing the
length of democratic experience as a factor that determines the stability of certain
democratic systems and the quality of democratic institutions. In addition to the
countries’ democratic traditions and prevailing patterns of political socialization,

¢ Thomas Cronin (1989) equates self-government as a key element of direct democracy with government
by discussion.
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their paths to democracy also predetermine the success of democratization and the
possibility of establishing an appropriate institutional configuration. Huntington
distinguishes three waves of democratization. The first, long wave of democratization
that lasted almost a century, from 1828-1926, saw the transition to democracy in
the countries of Western Europe. In the second, short wave of 1943-1962, they
were joined by Italy, West Germany and Austria. In the third wave, which began in
1974, democracy came to Portugal, Spain and Greece, and the peak was represented
by the democratic transition of the former socialist countries in 1989-917. Three
waves of democratization were interrupted by two “reverse waves” (1922-1942,
bringing fascism to Italy, national socialism to Germany, and 1958-1975, when,
among European countries, Greece fell back under authoritarian rule). Modern
democracies, the old and well-institutionalized as well as those new and fragile,
periodically fall short of democratic ideals. As Diamond (1996) suggests, the concept
of “democratic consolidation” is useful, as long as consolidation is understood as a
process of improving democratic standards and creating political legitimacy that is
not irreversible.

The fall of the Berlin Wall left Western democracies bereft of one of the key
grounds of their legitimacy, based on self-proclaimed superiority over their socialist
rivals. Western democracies have since faced heightened expectations of freedom,
equality, access and participation (Schmitter, 2015:43), making them vulnerable
to their own increasingly critical citizens (Norris, 2011). The crisis of democracy
became more pronounced after 2008 in light of the failure of neoliberal reforms
whose purpose was to remedy the economic and social consequences of the “Great
Recession”, in which European countries particularly failed. Among the post-
communist countries that began the democratic transition in early 1990s, some have
built consolidated democratic structures, while some troubled democracies have yet
to reach the level of democratic development of established democracies.

Certain structural and conjunctural factors explain the diversification of
transition trajectories within post-communist Europe, as well as the similarities that
have manifested. The latter can be attributed to the influence of the historical legacy,
i.e. socioeconomic and political configuration before the turning point of 1989. The
economic lagging of Southeastern and Eastern Europe in the 19th and the first half
of the 20th century in comparison to the more developed Western economies was
somewhat compensated by the accelerated socialist modernization and economic
recovery after 1950, which lasted for the next two decades. This was followed by the
faltering and stagnation that ended with the fall of the communist regimes in 1989-
91. The systemic changes initiated after the fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989 resulted
in the unequal economic and political development of the post-communist societies
of Central Eastern (CEE) and Southeast Europe (SEE). Even two decades after the
regime change, the CEE group of countries showed significant economic progress,
including Croatia and Slovenia, while in the SEE group Albania, Macedonia, Serbia,

7 Post-socialist countries can be treated as part of the fourth wave, for arguments see: Moller & Skaaning,
2013.
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Bulgaria and Romania made more modest advances in economic development since
2000 (to illustrate — in 2010, Slovenia was at a 71%, while Albania was at 11% of
the EU’s GDP per capita) (Dolenec, 2013:59—60). The 2007-2008 financial crisis
exposed the structural deficiencies of Western Balkan economies: persistent problems
in the labour market, rising external imbalances, and fast deindustrialisation (Uvali¢,
2019).

Divergences also showed in the sphere of politics. Periods of regime change
in Southeast Europe were dominated by authoritarian parties reluctant to establish
the rule of law. Because some of these political systems combine formal democracy
with authoritarianism, they are often labelled as “competitive authoritarian” regimes
(Levitsky & Way, 2002; Bieber, 2020) or “electoral autocracies” (Schedler, 2006;
Cohen & Lampe, 2011). This, together with the rigged privatizations of state-
owned assets, and the violent conflicts that followed the breakup of Yugoslavia
during the 1990s, created objective conditions that undermined the capacities for
democratization and its further development. The democratic stagnation of certain
post-communist countries, including those that did not go through the war, such as
Romania and Bulgaria, is largely due to the lack of a functional rule of law system
(Dolenec, 2013). Against the background of this institutional defect, the mechanisms
of party control over state resources, corruption and clientelism are strenghtening.

The EU conditionality has undoubtedly had a positive impact on the
democratization of post-communist countries, including the member states since
2007 like Bulgaria and Romania, that are lagging in the domain of judicial reform
and corruption. The restrictiveness of the EU accession process has weakened since
the first rounds of enlargement, so the EU today exhibits a more flexible approach,
contributing to the maintenance of the political status quo or even authoritarian turn
in the EU candidate countries (Bieber, 2020:72). Another dimension of the EU’s
involvement in the democratizing processes concerns the concept of democracy that
the EU promotes, which is “dominantly liberal but deliberately fuzzy” (Dolenec,
2013:52). This “fuzziness” comes from a discrete liberal democratic agenda that
is often combined in the EU documents and actions with social democratic and
participatory democracy principles and governing practices (ibid.). This can push
towards the acceptance of a broader understanding of democracy among citizens,
but also in a situation of economic crisis, it can result in discrediting the idea of
democracy as such. With the Great Recession (2007-2008), the challenges facing
young democracies are multiplying. Economic difficulties, combined with austerity
measures, significantly contributed to the decline of trust in the state and its
democratic institutions in these countries, paving the way to alternative concepts
and expectations of democracy. However, under the influence of the economic crisis,
but also of the public health crisis (the COVID pandemic), even the consolidated
European democracies are deteriorating, combining neoliberal and conservative
policies, and populist mobilization and legitimation strategies.
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Methodological-hypothetical Framework and Data

In order to determine which views on democracy prevail in European
countries, as well as how Europeans evaluate implementation of different aspects of
democracy, we have used European Social Survey (ESS) data from Round 10. The
analysis has been done on data comprising the following national samples: Austria,
Bulgaria, Switzerland, Czech Republic, Germany, Estonia, Spain, Finland, France,
Greece, Croatia, Hungary, Iceland, Italy, Lithuania, Montenegro, North Macedonia,
Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Sweden, Serbia, Slovakia and Slovenia.®

Operationalization of different concepts of democracy (both in terms of views
and evaluations) followed the items provided within the ESS survey (more on that,
see in: Ferrin Pereira, Hernandez & Landwehr, 2023). Liberal, social-democratic,
direct (participatory) and populist concepts of democracy were represented by the
following statements®:

1. Liberal:

.. that the courts treat everyone the same;

.. that national elections are free and fair;

.. that governing parties are punished in elections when they have done a bad job;
.. that the rights of minority groups are protected;

.. that different parties offer clear alternatives to one another;

.. that the media are free to criticize the government.

2. Social-democratic:

.. that the government takes measures to reduce differences in income levels;
.. that the government protects all citizens against poverty.

3. Participatory:

.. that citizens have the final say on the most important political issues by
voting on them directly in referendums.

4. Populist:

... that the views of ordinary people prevail over the views of the political elite;
... that the will of the people cannot be stopped.

The first hypothesis that we aimed to test is that in all sampled countries there
is a discrepancy between views and evaluations on both liberal and alternative

8 The data were weighted by the variable combining population size and design weight (anweight).

® The introductory question differed in items measuring views and evaluations of democracy. In the first
case, it referred to the importance of the following items for democracy in general (How important do
you think it is for democracy in general...?), while in the latter case it indicated the presence of each of
the items in respondents' countries (To what extent do you think each of the following statements applies
in [country]?).
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concepts of democracy. Given the overall growth of critical citizenship towards the
performances of democratic systems (Norris, 2011), we expected higher scores on
the normative than on the evaluative dimensions of democracy.

The second step of the analysis was related to between-country comparison of
the average scores on each of the items measuring different concepts and evaluations
of democracy, followed by the formation of composite indices assessing the degree of
respondents’ agreement with liberal and alternative concepts of democracy (views)
and evaluation of their presence in examined societies. In order to test the adequacy
of the division of items into liberal and alternative concepts of democracy, we have
done a factor analysis on the entire sample for items measuring the views. The factor
analysis showed the consistency of the grouping of items around two factors — one
clustering items related to the views on liberal democracy and the other comprising
socio-democratic, participatory and populist elements of democracy (that we jointly
named the alternative concept of democracy). In terms of evaluations, the grouping
was not as consistent, since two items, originally belonging to liberal concept of
democracy (punishing parties at the elections and equality before the courts), had
higher factor loadings on factor denoting alternative democracy than on the one
comprising liberal democracy evaluation. However, in order to maintain consistency
between the concepts and indices, we decided to group the evaluation items in
the same way as was done with normative statements (views).!° In this way we
constructed four indices measuring liberal democracy views, alternative democracy
views, liberal democracy evaluations and alternative democracy evaluations. The
second hypothesis is that liberal and alternative conceptions of democracy are not
mutually exclusive, but rather complementary. Instead of a basic understanding of
democracy, we expect a stronger inclination towards its maximalist variant, where
the current general crisis of democracy raises awareness on the importance of
different components for its legitimation.

In the following step of the analysis, we have grouped the countries belonging
to different waves of democracy'!, in order to compare their positioning on the two
pairs of dimensions (liberal and alternative views and evaluations of democracy).
The third, central, hypothesis was that the wave of democratization to which a
country belongs determines the degree of importance that its citizens attach to liberal
and alternative concepts of democracy: the shorter is the democratic experience,
the lower are the scores related to the evaluation of the outcomes of liberal (basic)

10 Before constructing the index, we additionally analysed the reliability of the scales and obtained
Cronbach Alpha values well above 0.7: for the scale of liberal democracy views Alpha was 0.799, for
alternative democracy views scale Alpha was 0.784, for liberal democracy evaluations scale Alpha was
0.826 and for alternative democracy evaluations scale it was 0.863.

" The countries were classified in three different groups. The first group comprised first wave
democracies - Switzerland, Iceland, Sweden, Finland, France, Netherlands and Norway; the second
group encompassed second and third wave democracies — Austria, Germany, Italy, Spain, Greece and
Portugal, while the third group distinguished post socialist countries — Bulgaria, Czech Republic,
Croatia, Hungary, Lithuania, Montenegro, Serbia, Estonia, North Macedonia, Poland, Slovenia and
Slovakia (i.e., the fourth wave democracies, according to Moller & Skaaning, 2013).
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elements of democracy in practice; and, as a consequence, the importance of
alternative normative concepts of democracy, as a complementary to the liberal
elements, is growing. Or, in other words, the longer is the length of democratic tenure,
the better is the performance of liberal democracy, and the weaker is the inclination
to reach for additional alternative concepts of democracy on the normative level.
Following this hypothesis, we will assume that there are no significant variations
between respondents coming from the countries belonging to different waves of
democratization when it comes to the norms of liberal democracy, but that differences
appear with regards to alternative concepts of democracy, as a consequence of the
weaknesses in the implementations of liberal democracy.

Therefore, we have conducted Analysis of Variance and Tukey’s test of multiple
comparisons in order to test whether there were statistically significant differences
on four scales measuring liberal and alternative democracy views and evaluations
between groups of countries belonging to different waves of democracy.

In the final step, by using Linear Regression Analysis, we tested if the same
or similar factors within the three groups of countries determine the degree of
citizens’ agreement with the views and evaluations of democracy. The aim of the
analysis was to check which factors are the best predictors of liberal and alternative
views and evaluations in each group of countries belonging to different waves of
democratization, so that we could draw conclusions on the structure of critically
oriented citizens in terms of their age, education, gender, material status, ideological
orientation, but also in terms of the level of institutional trust they display, the
degree of contentment with functioning of different institutions, the importance of
democracy, their interest in politics and degree of political participation.

Results of the analysis

Before testing our key hypothesis on the relationship between the waves
of democracy, the strength of liberal and alternative democracy norms and the
assessment on their outcomes, we try to provide a descriptive overview on how
Europeans, i.e. citizens of different European countries, positioned themselves on the
items measuring different concepts of democracy. The aims of this descriptive part
of the analysis are to determine: 1. the importance that Europeans attach to different
dimensions of liberal and alternative concepts of democracy, 2. whether there are
dimensions that stand out more than others, 3. if there are noticeable between-
country differences in the level of importance of different items, and 4. whether
there are significant between country variations in terms of views and evaluations on
each of the examined items, and if so, are these differences consistent in all countries
or not. Starting from these results, we will be able to conclude whether the norm
of liberal democracy is still prevailing among the citizens of European countries
(as it was the case a few years ago in the study of Ferrin and Kriesi, 2016.), and
subsequently, whether this basic concept of democracy is joined by alternative ones
— socio-democratic, participatory and populist.
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Average scores on items measuring views on different concepts of democracy
testify to the strong importance citizens of European countries attach to both liberal
democracy — equality before the law, free elections, media freedom, minority rights
protection, plurality of interest representation and accountability of the governments
— and to direct, social-democratic and populist concepts of democracy (see Graph
1). In general, these results also demonstrate that in citizens’ perceptions the norms
of liberal and alternative democracy are not mutually exclusive, even in the case
of populist democracy, but, on the contrary, complementary. Furthermore, it also
reveals that citizens of Europe go beyond the basic concept of democracy demanding
not only that the procedural elements of representative democracy be fulfilled, but
also a stronger role of the citizens in decision-making processes, and stronger level
of protection of vulnerable social groups by the state. In addition, although there are
minor variations between countries in the degree of attachment to these elements
(which will be discussed later), they are not large (on all items, average scores go
well beyond theoretical mean in all individual country samples).

On the other hand, when we look at the findings related to the evaluations of
the implementation of these concepts in specific countries, the situation changes
dramatically (Graph 1). First of all, on almost all items and in all countries, we
note a discrepancy between the normative and evaluation aspects (on several items
evaluation scores are well below theoretical mean within some of the country
samples). Secondly, items related to liberal democracy score better than alternative
models: discrepancy between norms and evaluations is more pronounced when
it comes to socio-democratic, populist and direct democracy, than in the case of
liberal democracy elements. This is supported by the fact that, on average, European
citizens’ perception is that the government’s role in protection against poverty and the
representation of the will of ordinary people are poorly executed and thus these two
items are scoring the worst. Thirdly, the variations between countries are now more
pronounced than in the case of views (with the item measuring the implementation
of equality before the law displaying the highest inter-country variation) testifying
to the perceived differences in achieved democratic standards between the countries.
In other words, European citizens understand the importance of not only liberal but
also supplementary elements of democracy, but they also tend to be critical when
assessing what was achieved.
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Graph 1
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With the aim to get more synthetic indicators on different concepts of democracy,
we have made two scales comprising items measuring liberal and alternative
concepts of democracy. Two graphs (Graph 2 and Graph 3) show distribution of
the average country scores on the two axes (liberal and alternative democracy) and
indicate patterns of the grouping of different countries. First of all, as was clear
from the previous segment of the analysis, inter-country variation is smaller when
it comes to views than in the case of evaluations, indicating ongoing tendency of
universalization of standards and expectations from the institutions of representative
democracy in Europe. However, despite relatively small variations, there are certain
patterns of country groupings that are observable: for example, SEE countries
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(Slovenia, Serbia, North Macedonia, Croatia and Bulgaria) are placed relatively high
on both axes, together with South European countries (Portugal, Spain or Greece),
revealing that the highest appraisal of both the elements of liberal and alternative
democracy is present among respondents coming from the countries that have the
least experiences with democratic institutions. It would not be wrong if we name
them democratic optimists, who, despite the weaknesses of modern democracy, still
have high expectations from it. The weakest representation of elements of liberal
democracy, with a moderate appraisal of alternative ones, is recorded in Lithuania
and Montenegro (the cautious alternatives), while on the contrary, the Netherlands,
Germany and Sweden record the lowest results in terms of the importance they attach
to alternative concepts of democracy, with moderately high standards of liberal
democracy (cautious liberals). Citizens of other countries are placed somewhere in
between in the triangle bordered by these three groups, granting relatively moderate
importance to both liberal and alternative elements of democracy.

Graph 2
Views on liberal and alternative democracy by countries
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Patterns of grouping of the countries drastically change when it comes to
evaluations of the implementation of democratic norms in individual countries.
Respondents that assess the scope of liberal and alternative elements of democracy
implementations as high are now coming from Switzerland, Norway and Finland,
followed by the citizens of Sweden and the Netherlands, countries that have the
longest history of the institutions of representative democracy. Besides, these are
also countries characterized with the rich experiences in citizens’ participation in
decision-making processes (Switzerland, for example), as well as with strong welfare
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states (Scandinavian countries). On the other pole of the overall grouping are those
countries whose citizens’ estimates of the outcomes of liberal and alternative models
of democracy are the lowest — Bulgaria, North Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia,
Croatia and Slovenia. With the exception of Montenegro, these are also the countries
that are ranked the highest when it comes to the normative aspect. Finally, a slightly
better ranking is recorded for the countries of Southern Europe — Portugal, Spain,
Italy and Greece, which are joined by the rest of the former socialist countries (with
the exception of the Czech Republic, which deviates from this grouping pattern).
To summarize, similar to as shown by earlier research (Kriesi et al., 2016), societies
that have a long historical experience with democratic institutions and that have
reached certain standards of liberal democracy, do not display such strong propensity
to evaluate the importance of liberal elements of democracy as high (and even less so
when it comes to its social justice outcomes or participatory and populist demands),
while newly emerging democracies are being more aware of what is essential for
democracies to function.

Graph 3
Evaluations on liberal and alternative democracy by countries
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Considering the observed patterns of grouping of the countries on two axes
with regards to both views and evaluations of democracy, in the next step of the
analysis we tried to test the hypothesis that the shorter the country has historical
experience with the institutions of representative democracy, the weaker are
performances of liberal democratic institutions in practice, and consequently, the
stronger is proclivity to embrace a supplementary, alternative model of democracy.
In other words, the weaker are the performances of liberal democracy, more resolute
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is commitment to supplement the concept of liberal democracy with elements that
embrace increased participation and the inclusion of wider sections of the population
in democratic decision-making processes, but also more compelling is the demand
towards the state to represent the interests of deprived social categories. The other
side of the coin of this hypothesis is that the longer countries have been democratic,
the better are evaluated performances of liberal democracy, which in turn reduces the
need to devise alternative correctives.

In order to test this hypothesis, we classified countries according to different
waves of democratization and ran ANOVA and post-hoc tests for scales of liberal
and alternative views and evaluations of democracy as dependent variables and
waves of democratization as a factor in each of the models (Table 1). Only in the
case of views on liberal elements of democracy we did not record statistically
significant differences between countries, indicating that regardless of the length of
historical experience with democratic institutions, the norm of liberal democracy
was universally accepted all over Europe and highly appraised in old as well as
in newly emerging democracies. Conversely, when it came to alternative elements,
the difference between groups of countries was registered, signalling that the
shorter the historical experience with democracy, the stronger was the emphasis on
alternative correctives to liberal democracy. This result also reveals that countries
that have recently fought for democratic institutions showed a stronger tendency
towards nurturing the maximalist ideal of democracy, as well as that their citizens
were aware of the fragility of democratic institutions, especially in the situation
of ongoing institutional democracy crisis at the global level. On the other hand,
in terms of evaluations of both liberal and alternative elements, the situation was
quite different, with the citizens of the first wave democracies displaying the
highest scores in assessing the implementation of liberal, direct, socio-democratic
and even populist elements of democracy, while respondents from the fourth wave
democracies (post-socialist countries) recorded the lowest. Although the results
were not straightforward in terms of the linear relationship between the length of
historic experience with democratic institutions and views on democracy, there were
grounds to accept as a valid hypothesis that the shorter the historical experience with
democratic institutions the worse the performances of democracy were evaluated,
and thus the need to supplement the liberal democratic institutions was more strongly
expressed. This corrective transcends the basic concept of democracy in the direction
of socio-democratic, participatory and populist additions.
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Table 1

ANOVA and Tukey Test. Factor: Waves of Democracy

Dependent variable F Factor: waves of 1 2 3
democracy

Liberal democracy views 2.853 Second and third ~ 50.7710

Fourth  50.9715
First  51.0022

Alternative democracy 43.557%* First ~ 38.7241
views Second and third 39.0196
Fourth 39.8756
Liberal democracy  876.360** Fourth  30.1114
evaluations Second and third 35.4645
First 38.1583
Alternative democracy = 244.236** Fourth  19.5638
evaluations Second and third 20.3157
First 23.0344

Note. ** p < .01.

Finally, if the citizens of the fourth wave countries have somewhat higher
expectations of democracy, precisely due to the fact that they are aware of the fragility
of democratic institutions, it is clear that their experience makes them more critical of
the way democratic institutions function. Therefore, we tried to check whether there
are differences in terms of social, demographic and other features of citizens coming
from the three groups of countries when it comes to their opinions on normative
aspects but also to the assessments of the functioning of democracy. We have made
several linear regression models testing the effects of socio-demographic variables
(age, education, gender and income category), but also different context-related
traits, such as ideological orientation, contentment with the current functioning
of different national institutions, institutional trust, general interest in politics and
importance of democracy, on the scales measuring views and evaluations of liberal
and alternative democracies.

In terms of socio-demographic characteristics that affect the views on liberal
and alternative democracy, we have singled out several specificities. Regarding
liberal views, the strongest socio-demographic predictor (Table 2) in the first wave
democracies is education (the more educated respondents are, they tend to cherish
more liberal components of democracy), whilst age, gender and income display
relatively low (although significant) effect; education remains the strongest predictor
in the second/third wave democracies, even though its effect declines in comparison
to the first wave democracies; and finally, in the fourth wave democracies, the prime
predictor is age (the older respondents are, they tend to emphasize the importance of
liberal democracy more), followed by the income categories (wealthier respondents
are more inclined to support liberal democracy than those of lower economic
status), whilst education, although significant, is not the most important factor that
determines the attitude towards the liberal normative.
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The models for the alternative concept of democracy also indicate the existence
of certain similarities between the countries of the first and the second/third waves of
democracy, and deviations within the countries of the fourth wave: in the first two groups
of countries the most significant, and negative, predictor is income (with an increase
in the level of income, the support for alternative model of democracy decreases),
while in the countries of the fourth wave, age is still the strongest positive predictor.
Furthermore, in all three groups of countries, in addition to income, education also has
anegative effect. In other words, those who have more cultural and material resources,
which could serve as proxies for representatives of the ruling social classes, show
a stronger tendency towards liberal democracy and more critical stance towards its
socio-democratic, participatory and populist elements (these results were previously
confirmed in: Coffé & Michels, 2014; Ceka & Magalhaes, 2020; Konig, 2022).

If we control for the effect of socio-demographic predictors and observe the
effects of context-related variables (Model 2), in all three groups of countries the most
important predictor of liberal democracy is the subjective importance of democracy.
However, if we now look at alternative democracy models, we see that the effect of the
importance of democracy, although still being the most important predictor, declines
when compared to regression models for liberal democracy. Models for alternative
democracy also reveal another set of differences between groups of countries: while
contentment with current functioning of institutions represents negative predictor of
alternative democracy in the first and the second/third wave democracies, its effect
in the fourth wave democracies is positive (and probably represents an indicator of
support for the ruling political elites). In addition, the difference is also noticeable
when it comes to political participation: in the countries of the first and the second/
third wave democracies, stronger involvement in political processes has a positive
effect on attitudes about the necessity of supplementing liberal democracy with
alternative elements, while in the countries of the fourth wave, its effect is negative.

When it comes to the profile of citizens who value the liberal concept of
democracy positively, it is very similar in the countries of the first and the second/
third wave democracies: they are mostly older men, with a higher level of education,
left-wing political orientation, who are politically active and emphasize the
importance of democracy; in the countries of the fourth wave democracies, these
are older citizens, with higher incomes, more politically active and also those who
stress the importance of democracy. Similarities are somewhat more pronounced
among all three groups of countries when it comes to the profile of respondents who
positively value alternative elements of democracy: they are less educated, women,
of low income, right-wing leaning (primarily in the first and the second/third wave
countries), those who value democracy and express low trust in institutions. On
the other hand, differences are manifested in terms of satisfaction with the current
functioning of institutions — in the first and the second/third wave democracies, those
who are dissatisfied with the state of affairs and who are politically active are more
strongly inclined towards alternative models of democracy, while in the fourth wave
countries, alternative democracy advocates are mostly those who are satisfied with
the functioning of the system and are not politically active.
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Table 2

Standardized Regression Coefficients for Scales of Liberal and Alternatives Views and
Evaluations of Democracy, by Waves of Democratization

Liberal democracy, views

First Wave Second/Third Wave Fourth Wave
Model 1 Model 2 Model 1 Model 2 Model 1 Model 2
Age 024+ .002 .099% .067* 133% .079%
Female -.051% -072x -.018x -.045% -.024 -026
Education (years) .218* .096% 146% .063* 104+ .028
Income (deciles) .073* .047* .050% -.004 112% .070%
Left-right scale -.090% -.065% -016
Political contentment -.017 -.003 -071%
Importance of democracy A427% .376% A421%
Political participation 101* 144% .048x
Institutional trust .003 -.036 -.037
Interest in politics .037% -.004 .010
R Square .063 .28 .03 ,204 .037 .23
Alternative democracy, views
First Wave Second/Third Wave Fourth Wave
Model 1 Model 2 Model 1 Model 2 Model 1 Model 2
Age -.020 -017 -.004 -.001 131% .073%
Female .079% .068* .054% 024 .019 .010
Education (years) -.061% -136% -.007 -.031% -105% - 134+
Income (deciles) -136% - 125+ -157% -162x* -.065x* -.096%
Left-right scale -127% -122# -.008
Political contentment -.039+ -.051+* .063%
Importance of democracy 194+ 178+ .284%
Political participation .048* .025 -.076%
Institutional trust -071% -.149x -067%*
Interest in politics -.008 -.024 -012
R Square .034 .099 .029 .106 .048 129
Liberal democracy, evaluations
First Wave Second/Third Wave Fourth Wave
Model 1 Model 2 Model 1 Model 2 Model 1 Model 2
Age 125+ .098x* .159% .091* .101* .048*
Female -.089+ -073% -.050% -.046x -.054+ -.042x
Education (years) .086* .007 074 .018 -.081# -.016
Income (deciles) 116% .025% .150% .063* .027 -.002
Left-right scale .025% -.007 .056%
Political contentment 322% 212+ A446%
Importance of democracy .084* .095* .045%
Political participation .002 -.027% -.043*
Institutional trust .336% .351% .235%
Interest in politics .049% .065* .028*
R Square .044 46 .052 .354 .02 465
Alternative democracy, evaluations
First Wave Second/Third Wave Fourth Wave
Model 1 Model 2 Model 1 Model 2 Model 1 Model 2
Age .050% .054% .008 -019 .057% .020
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Female -.044% -.016 -.005 .015 -.057% -.029%
Education (years) -.043* -.064* -.038* -.047% -.080% -.018
Income (deciles) 043+ -.050% .053% -.010 .016 -.002
Left-right scale .100% .040* .048*
Political contentment 372% 307+ 512#
Importance of democracy -.042+ -.047% -.048%
Political participation -.028x* -.033* .019

Institutional trust .266% .209% 178+
Interest in politics .021 -.004 .046%
R Square .008 .366 .003 ,218 .013 463

Note. ¥* p < .05

Touching on the positive evaluations of the effects of liberal democracy, in
all three groups of countries it is mostly related to the older respondents, and in the
first and the second/third wave democracies they are additionally joined by those
with higher incomes. In those societies where the evaluation of the functioning of
democracy is higher, this satisfaction is strongly predicted by the material position of
respondents, but also their age. On the other hand, in the fourth wave democracies,
where evaluations of the functioning of liberal democracy are significantly weaker
(see Table 1), income is no longer a significant predictor, while the negative effect
of education grows (the more educated respondents are, they tend to develop a more
critical view of the implementation of liberal democracy standards). When it comes
to the additional (alternative) components of democracy, education now appears as
relatively significant predictor in all three groups of countries, while the positive
effects of age (for the first and the fourth wave countries) and income (for the first
and the second/third wave countries) remain present here as in the models for liberal
democracy.

Satisfaction with the current functioning of institutions and institutional trust
in all three groups of countries appear as the most important predictors in the positive
evaluation of the achievements of liberal and alternative standards. However, in all
three groups, subjective importance of democracy now displays a negative effect on
the assessment of the implementation of alternative democracy elements. In other
words, in all three groups of countries there is a core of citizens whose expectations
from democracy are high and maximalist and who are thus also critical towards the
way in which it is implemented.

A profile of the critical citizens on how liberal democracy is functioning
comprises mostly younger respondents, females, low-income categories, left-leaning
citizens who are not satisfied with the current state of affairs and tend to be politically
active. This profile is, more or less, similar in all three groups of countries. Citizens
critical on how alternative elements of democracy function are also more likely to be
younger, well educated, left-leaning, politically active, dissatisfied with the current
state of affairs, while, at the same time aware of the importance of democracy.
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Conclusions

The aim of this analysis was to test several hypotheses about the prevailing
model(s) of democracy among European citizens. As demonstrated, our initial
expectations were justified. First of all, in all European countries the overall
evaluations of democracy models fell short of the expectations dictated by the ideals
citizens developed on democracy. Deteriorating performances of democratic regimes
in Europe and elsewhere, a tendency that was particularly noticeable in the last decade,
made Europeans more demanding in terms of democratic standards and conceptions,
opening the gap between the expectations (views) and the evaluations. What came
as a paradox was that the response to democratic backsliding was embodied in the
appeals towards more complex and enriched democracy, consolidating democracy
both at normative level and at the level of expectations. Citizens want more
democracy, but also more of democracy.

Secondly, when conceptualizing democracy, Europeans are inclined to
integrate socio-democratic, direct and populist elements, alongside the fundamental
liberal arrangements. A number of factors, related to the recent multiple global crises
contributed to the fact that citizens reach out to alternative concepts of democracy.
The reactions of European governments to the challenges induced by the Great
Recession or by the COVID-19 health crisis, for example, certainly allotted to
the relatively weaker assessments of both procedural and substantive outcomes
of democratic regimes and to the rising attentiveness to additional dimensions of
democracy. To this should be added long-term factors, such as the global tendency
of a declining trust in liberal democracies due to the concentration of power in the
hands of business lobbies or expert elites that were neither elected nor responsive to
the needs of the citizens.

We also demonstrated that the length of countries’ experience with democracy
plays an important role in both conceptualisation of preferable democracy models and
in evaluations of their outcomes. (Semi-)peripheral status of post-socialist countries
and lower quality of democracies within these societies certainly contributed to the
overall modest ranking of the effectiveness of liberal elements of democracy and to
their disappointment in how democracy works when compared to the established
democracies. Therefore, the acceptance of alternative visions of democracy is on the
rise here, while commitment to the basic (liberal) model of representative democracy
is still significant, and at the same level as in older democracies. Democratic
preferences in these countries, on the other hand, require and deserve additional
investigations since, based on our data, we can only indirectly conclude about where
they come from.

Finally, post-socialist countries distinguished themselves compared to the
older democracies (countries of the first three waves of democratization) in terms
of the profile of citizens when it comes to preferred conceptions of democracy
and, to a lesser extent, evaluations. In emphasizing the importance of the liberal
conception of democracy, the effect of (higher) material position contributes more
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significantly within post-socialist countries than in the older democracies, in which
the importance of cultural capital (education) and the left ideological orientation
tend to be more pronounced. Furthermore, although in all countries the advocates of
alternative conceptions of democracy are often less educated, of lower social status
and right-wing oriented citizens, differences appeared in terms of their political
engagement: namely, in post-socialist countries, those who are less politically active
and are satisfied with the current functioning of institutions reach more often for
alternative concepts of democracy, while in the older democracies the situation tends
to be the opposite. On the other hand, when it comes to evaluations, the profile
of critical citizens shows more between-country similarities, but also indicates the
congruence between the features of those negatively assessing the outcomes of both
basic, liberal, and complementary, alternative, models of democracy. Both in the old
and new democracies, younger citizens, those more prone to left political programs,
politically engaged and dissatisfied with the current functioning of institutions, form
the core of citizens critical of democratic performances.

Conclusively, despite the ongoing processes of political disaffection and
disengagement, especially expressed in post-socialist and certain South European
countries (Pesi¢, BireSev & Petrovi¢ Trifunovi¢, 2021), a significant part of
European citizens still sees democracy as a desirable form of political governance,
demonstrating readiness to overcome the fallacies in the outcomes of the basic
model with additions that go in the direction of increased participation of citizens in
the decision-making process, stronger interventions by the state in order to protect
vulnerable social categories, but also in terms of contention against estranged elites
who disregard needs of the citizens. These additions are part of the specific historical
legacies of individual countries, which further lays the imperative to study alternative
components of democracy separately, particularly in the case of the SEE countries,
in which they tend to be paired with fragility of democratic institutions.

References

Antal, A. (2022). Hungary in a State of Exception. Authoritarian Neoliberalism from the
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy to the COVID-19 Crisis. Lanham, Maryland: Lexington
Books.

Bertsou, E. & Caramani, D. (2020). The Technocratic Challenge to Democracy. London
and New York:  Routledge.

Bieber, F. (2020). The Rise of Authoritarianism in the Western Balkans. Cham: Palgrave
Macmillan.

Budge, 1. (1993). Direct Democracy: Setting Appropriate Terms of Debate. In D. Held
(ed.), Prospects for Democracy. North, South, East, West (pp. 136—155). Cambridge:
Polity Press.

Bithlmann, M. & Kriesi, H. (2013). Models for Democracy. In: H. Kriesi et al. (eds.),
Democracy in the Age of Globalization and Mediatization (pp. 44—68). Basingstoke:

34



More (of) Democracy: European Citizens’ Views and Evaluations of Democracy

Palgrave Macmillan.

Ceka, B. & Magalhaes, P. C. (2020). Do the rich and the poor have different conceptions
of democracy?  Socioeconomic status, inequality, and the political status
quo. Comparative Politics, 52(3), 383—412. https://doi.org/10.5129/00104152
0X15670823829196

Canovan, M. (1981). Populism. New York: Harcourt Brace Jovanovich.

Canovan, M. (1999). Trust the People! Populism and the Two Faces of Democracy.
Political Studies, 47(1), 2—16.

Cofté, H. & Michels, A. (2014). Education and support for representative, direct
and stealth democracy. Electoral Studies, 35, 1-11. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
electstud.2014.03.006

Cohen L. J. & Lampe, J. R. (2011). Embracing Democracy in the Western Balkans: From
Postconflict Struggles toward European Integration. Washington D.C.: The Johns
Hopkins University Press and Woodrow Wilson Center Press.

Cronin, T. E. (1989). Direct Democracy: The Politics of Initiative, Referendum, and
Recall. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press.

Crouch, C. (2004). Post-Democracy. Cambridge: Polity Press.

Dahl, R. A. (1972). Polyarchy. Participation and Opposition. New Haven: Yale University
Press.

Dahl, R. A. (1998). On Democracy. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press.

Della Porta, D. et al. (2017). Movement Parties Against Austerity. Cambridge: Polity
Press.

Diamond, L. (1996). Is the Third Wave Over? Journal of Democracy, 7(3), 20-37.

Diamond, P. (2012). From Fatalism to Fraternity: Governing Purpose and the Good

Society. In: O. Cramme, O. & P. Diamond (eds.), After the third way: The future of
social democracy in Europe (pp. 1-27). London/New York: I.B. Taurus.

Dolenec, D. (2013). Democratic Institutions and Authoritarian Rule in Southeast Europe.
Colchester: ECPR Press.

Easton, D. (1965). A Systems Analysis of Political Life. Chicago: University of Chicago
Press.

Ferrin, M. & Kriesi, H. (2016). How Europeans View and Evaluate Democracy. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Ferrin, M. & Kriesi, H. (2016a). Introduction: Democracy—the European Verdict. In: M.
Ferrin & H. Kriesi (eds.), How Europeans view and evaluate democracy (pp. 1-20).
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Ferrin Pereira, M., Hernandez, E. & Landwehr, C. (2023). Understandings and Evaluations
of Democracy. European Social Survey.

Fotev, G. (2022). Conflicts of European Values in Times of Turbulence. In R. Luijkx, T.
Reeskens & 1. Sieben (eds.), Reflections on European Values. Tilburg: Open Press
Tilburg University.

Fuzaro, D. (2022). Globalni udar. Terapeutski kapitalizam i Veliki reset. Novi Sad:
Akademska knjiga.

35



Ana Biresev, Jelena Pesi¢, Tamara Petrovi¢ Trifunovic¢

36

Held, D. (2006). Models of Democracy. Cambridge, Malden: Polity Press.

Heyne, L. (2018). The Making of Democratic Citizens: How Regime Specific Socialization
Shapes Europeans’ Expectations of Democracy. Swiss Political Science Review,
25(1), 40-63. doi:10.1111/spsr.12338

Huntington, S. P. (1991). The Third Wave: Democratization in the Late Tiventieth Century.
Norman, OK: University of Oklahoma Press.

Kirsch, H. and Welzel, C. (2019). Democracy Misunderstood: Authoritarian Notions of
Democracy around the Globe. Social Forces, 98(1), 59-92. https://doi.org/10.1093/
sf/soyl14

Klingemann, H.-D. (1999). Mapping Political Support in the 1990s: A Global Analysis.
In: P. Norris (ed.), Critical Citizens: Global Support for Democratic Governance (pp.
31-56). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Konig, P. D. (2022). Citizens’ preferences for liberal democracy and its deformations:
evidence from Germany. European Political Science Review, 14(3), 367-385.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S1755773922000194

Kriesi, H., Saris, W. & Moncagatta, P. (2016). The Structure of Europeans’ Views of Democracy:
Citizens’ Models of Democracy. In: M. Ferrin & H. Kriesi (eds.), How Europeans View
and Evaluate Democracy (pp. 64-89). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Kriesi, H. & Saris, W. (2016). The Structure of the Evaluations of Democracy. In: M.
Ferrin & H. Kriesi (eds.), How Europeans view and evaluate democracy (pp. 178—
205). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Kriesi, H. & Morlino, L. (2016). Conclusion—What Have We Learnt, and Where Do We
Go from Here? In: M. Ferrin & H. Kriesi (eds.), How Europeans View and Evaluate
Democracy (pp. 307-325). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Levitsky, S. and Way, L. (2002). The Rise of Competitive Authoritarianism. Journal of
Democracy, 13(2), 51-65.

Matsusaka, J. G. (2020). Let the People Rule: How Direct Democracy Can Meet the
Populist Challenge. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Mair, P. (2002). Populist Democracy vs Party Democracy. In: Y. Mény and Y. Surel (eds.),
Democracies and the Populist Challenge (pp. 81-98). Houndmills: Palgrave.

Moller, J. and Skaaning, S.-E. (2013). The Third Wave: Inside the Numbers. Journal of
Democracy, 24(4), 97-109. http://dx.doi.org/10.1353/j0d.2013.0057

Mudde, C. and Kaltwasser, C. R. (2017). Populism: A Very Short Introduction. Oxford/
New York: Oxford University Press.

Norris, P. (2011). Democratic Deficit. Critical Citizens Revisited. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Ortiz Leroux, S. (2020). Democracy, Disillusionment, and the New Social Question: A
Discussion of the Mexican Experience. In: O. Frausto, J. Powell & S. Vitale (eds.),

The Weariness of Democracy. Confronting the Failure of Liberal Democracy (pp.
137-149). Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.

Pesi¢, J., Biresev, A. & Petrovi¢ Trifunovi¢, T. (2021). Political Disaffection and
Disengagement in Serbia. Sociologija, 63 (2), 355-380.

Plattner, M. F. (2017). Liberal Democracy’s Fading Allure. Journal of Democracy, 28(4),



More (of) Democracy: European Citizens’ Views and Evaluations of Democracy

5—14. https://doi.org/10.1353/jod.2017.0060

Rosanvallon, P. (2021). The Populist Century. History, Theory, Critique. Cambridge,
Medford: Polity Press.

Schedler, A. (2006). Electoral Authoritarianism: The Dynamics of Unfree Competition.
Boulder, CO / London, UK: Lynne Rienner.

Schmitter, P. C. (2015). Crisis and Transition, but Not Decline. In: L. Diamond & M.
F. Plattner (eds.), Democracy in Decline? (pp. 39—-57). Baltimore: Johns Hopkins
University Press.

Schumpeter, J. A. (1994). Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy. London and New York:
Routledge.

Streeck, W. (2006). The study of organized interests: before ‘The Century’ and after. In: C.
Crouch & W. Streeck (eds.), The Diversity of Democracy. Corporatism, Social Order and
Political Conflict (pp. 3-45). Cheltenham, UK, Northampton, MA, USA: Edward Elgar.

Toplisek, A. (2019). Liberal Democracy in Crisis. Rethinking Resistance under Neoliberal
Governmentality. Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.

Turner, B. S. (2021). Introduction: Waves of democracy. In: J. Mackert, H. Wolf & B.
S. Turner (eds.), The Condition of Democracy. Volume 1: Neoliberal Politics and
Sociological Perspectives. London and New York: Routledge.

Uvalié, M. (2019). Economic Integration of the Western Balkans into the European
Union: The Role of EU Policies. In: J. DZanki¢, S. Keil & M. Kmezi¢ (eds.), The
Europeanisation of the Western Balkans: A Failure of EU Conditionality? (pp. 207—
235). Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.

Vise (od) demokratije: koncepcije i evaluacije demokratije
kod gradana Evrope

Ana BireSev, Jelena Pesi¢, Tamara Petrovi¢ Trifunovié
Univerzitet u Beogradu — Filozofski fakultet

Sazetak

Drustvena i politi¢ka teorija prepoznaje nekoliko konjunkturnih, kao i vise dugoro¢nih
¢inilaca koji oblikuju nacin na koji gradani koncipiraju demokratiju i njihova
oc¢ekivanja u tom pogledu. Polazeéi od 10. ciklusa Evropskog drustvenog istrazivanja,
istrazujemo kako Evropljani vide i ocenjuju demokratiju, razlikujuci liberalni (bazi¢ni)
model i nekoliko dodatnih, poput socijaldemokratskog, participativnog i populistickog
(koje smo u analizi podveli pod alternativni model demokratije). Ispitujemo jesu li
liberalni i alternativni modeli demokratije uzajamno komplementarni ili iskljucujuéi,
kao 1 koji model preovladuje, te postoje li odstupanja izmedu normativnih elemenata i
ocene uc¢inaka. U radu se proucava uticaj duzine istorijskog iskustva sa demokratijom
(operacionalizovane kroz razli¢ite talase demokratizacije) na dominantne normative
o demokratiji, kao i na evaluacije implementiranih standarda. Na kraju, u poslednjem
odeljku, nastojimo da izvedemo zakljucke o profilu pristalica liberalnog i alternativnih
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modela demokratije, te kritickim gradanima koji vrednuju demokratiju kao ideal, ali
iskazuju rezerve u odnosu na njena empirijska ispoljavanja.

Kljucne reci: liberalni i alternativni modeli demokratije, koncepcije, evaluacije, Evropa

RECEIVED: 20.2.2024.
REVISION RECEIVED: 29.3.2024.
ACCEPTED: 31.3.2024.

ana.biresev(@f.bg.ac.rs
jlpesic@f.bg.ac.rs
tamara.petrovic@f.bg.ac.rs



Toouwrax 3a coyuonoaujy XX/32 (2024), 39-55

UDK 323.25(497.11)
Research Article
https://doi.org/10.46630/gsoc.32.2024.02

Civil Disobedience or Not — The Case of Road Blockades in Serbia'?’

kL

Burica Stojanovic¢
Faculty of Philosophy, University of Nis, Serbia

Abstract

The aim of this paper is to answer the question whether the road blockades that
took place in Serbia in November and December of 2021 could be characterized
as an act of justified civil disobedience. The answer comes from the analysis of the
arguably most influental and well-known conception of civil disobedience that can
be found in contemporary political theory — the conception that was proposed by the
American political philosopher John Rawls. I will argue in support of the thesis that
the blockades were an act of justified civil disobedience because they fit the definition
of civil disobedience and meet all the conditions for a justified act of civil disobedience
that Rawls presented us with.

Keywords: civil disobedience; road blockade; Serbia; John Rawls; violence

Gradanska neposlusnost ili ne — slu¢aj blokade puteva u Srbiji

Uvod

Krajem novembra i poc¢etkom decembra 2021. godine Sirom Srbije odrzavale
su se blokade saobracajnica u znak protesta protiv usvajanja novog Zakona o
referendumu i narodnoj inicijativi kao i protiv usvajanja izmena i dopuna Zakona
o eksproprijaciji (Ekipa Danasa — Beta, 2021). Blokadama su usledili javni nastupi
velikog broja gradana i organizacija, koji su iskazivali svoje nezadovoljstvo i
zabrinutost predlozima pomenutih zakona i moguc¢im losim posledicama njihovog
usvajanja. ,,UdruZenje za zastitu ustavnosti i zakonitosti‘‘, zajedno sa jo$ nekolicinom
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civilnih udruzenja i organizacija, predalo je Skupstini Srbije peticiju sa 68.000
potpisa kojom je iskazano protivljenje usvajanja predloga Zakona o referendum
(Beta, 2021). Poruceno je da ¢e, ukoliko Vlada Republike Srbije usvoji pomenute
zakone, sledeéi korak biti blokada saobracajnica Sirom Srbije. Uprkos protivljenju
javnosti, protestima i peticiji, Vlada je zakone usvojila, te su 27.11.2021. odrzane
prve blokade u nekoliko gradova u Srbiji.

Savo Manojlovi¢, predsednik ,,Udruzenja za zastitu ustavnosti i zakonitosti
i jedan od organizatora blokade, o protestima je govorio kao o ¢inovima gradanske
neposlusnostii, kako biih opravdao, za primere sli¢nih praksi navodio je borbe Gandija
u Indiji (Tomié¢, 2021). Takode, drugi istaknuti organizatori, aktivisti, i intelektualci
su o protestima govorili kao o legitimnim akcijama gradanske neposlusnosti (B.
Dordevi¢, 2021), (T. Dordevi¢, 2021). Sa druge strane, u javnosti su bile prisutne
i negativne kritike i osude blokada. O blokadama se govorilo kao o destrukciji i
fagizmu, ¢istom kriminalu, divljastvu i nasilju (Tanjug, 2021), (Momirovié, 2021),
(Direktno, 2021).

Rad koji ¢e uslediti, predstavlja odgovor na pitanje: da li se novembarske i
decembarske blokade saobracajnica u Srbiji mogu okarakterisati kao gradanska
neposlusnost? Pozivaju¢i se na standardnu koncepciju gradanske neposlusnosti,
koju je ponudio americki politicki filozof DZon Rols (John Rawls), ponudic¢u analizu
gorepomenutih blokada sa ciljem da pokazem kako se slazu sa Rolsovom definicijom
i da se mogu nazvati gradanskom neposlusnos¢u. Takode, kako Rols uslove za
opravdanost gradanske neposlusnosti odvaja od same definicije, pokazacu kako su
blokade u Srbiji ispunile i uslove za opravdanost, te da se mogu okarakterisati kao
¢in opravdane gradanske neposlusnosti. lako Rolsova koncepcija (jo§ uvek) vazi
za standardnu koncepciju, vazno je istaci da je podvrgnuta kritici od strane velikog
broja savremenih autorki i autora, te da danas Cesto mozemo naiéi na stavove
koji tvrde kako je ona previSe uska, restriktivna i zahtevna (Videti: Brownlee,
2016; Celikates, 2016). No, uprkos tim kritikama, smatram da je vredno koristiti
se Rolsovom koncepcijom, jer ukoliko blokade saobra¢ajnica u Srbiji ispunjavaju
njegovu restriktivnu i zahtevnu poziciju, onda se sa velikom sigurno$s¢u moze reci
da bi bile u skladu i sa velikim brojem savremenijih koncepcija.

DzZon Rols i gradanska neposlu$nost — Rolsova i moja pretpostavka

Pre nego Sto pocnem sa izlaganjem Rolsove koncepcije gradanske
neposluSnosti, moram najpre skrenuti paznju na veoma vaznu pretpostavku i uslov
koji joj prethode, a koji odreduju njen okvir i domen primene. Naime, Rols navodi
da je ,,[...] ova teorija oblikovana samo za slu¢aj drustva koje je blizu pravednom,
onoga koje je u najve¢em dijelu dobro uredeno, ali u kome se ipak deSavaju neka
ozbiljna krSenja pravde™ (Rols, 1998) i napominje da se ,,[...] teorija ti¢e uloge i
primjerenosti gradanske neposlusnosti prema legitimno ustanovljenoj demokratskoj
vlasti (Rols, 1998).

Dakle, gradanska neposlusnost ima primenu samo u drustvu koje je blizu
pravednom i u ustavno demokratskoj drzavi Cija vlast nema samo legalitet vladanja
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vec 1 legitimetet. Drugim recima, ukoliko smo suoc¢eni sa drustvenim, ekonomskim,
politickim nepravdama veoma ozbiljnih razmera, ili ukoliko imamo posla sa
nedemokratskim, nepravednim, nelegitimnim drzavama i rezimima, onda ne samo
da je gradanska neposlusnost potpuno opravdan ¢in protesta, ve¢ ona mozda i nije
pravi nacin za iskazivanje naSeg nezadovoljstva i dostizanja pravde. U takvim
sluc¢ajevima, mada ih Rols ne obraduje podrobnije, on se ne libi da kaze kako bi
mozda bilo opravdano upustiti se 1 u ekstremniji vid protesta, poput organizovanih
nasilnih otpora i militantnih akcija, a koje bi zahtevale revolucionarne ili makar
radikalne promene (Videti: Rols, 1998).

Da li se drustvo u Srbiji moze okvalifikovati kao ,,blizu pravednom*® i da li je
rezim na vlasti legitimno uspostavljen, pitanja su na koja se ne ose¢am pozvanim
da odgovorim. Bas poput Rolsa, i ja ¢u pretpostaviti da ono jeste blizu pravednom
i da rezim ima legitimitet, jer u suprotnom pitanje da li su blokade puteva u Srbiji
bile gradanska neposlu$nost ne bi ni bilo pitanje od velike vaznosti. U tom slucaju,
pitanje koje bi se moglo i trebalo razmatrati jeste koji bi nacini protesta i otpora
ekstremnijih od gradanske neposlusnosti mogli biti opravdani. No, to sada nece biti
moja tema.

Definicija gradanske neposlusnosti i blokade u Srbiji
Za Rolsa, gradanska neposlusnost je:

[...] javni, nenasilni, mada svjesno politi¢ki ¢in suprotan zakonu, koji se obi¢no izvodi
sa ciljem da izazove promjenu u zakonu ili politikama vlasti. Djelujuci na ovaj naéin
oslovljava se osje¢aj za pravdu vecine u zajednici i objavljuje se da, prema necijem
promisljenom shvatanju, nijesu postovani principi drustvene saradnje medu slobodnim
i jednakim ljudima. (Rols, 1998)

Pod javnim ¢inom Rols misli na ono §to je suprotno privatnom. Dakle, ¢in
koji je izvrSen u javnom prostoru i koji je svima vidljiv, dostupan i poznat, odnosno
najavljen, a koji za cilj ima objavu odredene poruke ili politickog zahteva.*
Gradanska neposlusnost tako nuzno postaje ne samo javni, ve¢ i politicki €in, ¢in
voden i ustrojen principima pravde kojima je ureden ustav date demokratske drzave
(Rols, 1998). Sledstveno tome, ucesnici gradanske neposlusnosti se, prilikom svog
protesta i javnog objavljivanja svojih shvatanja o odredenoj nepravednoj praksi ili
zakonu, pozivaju ,,[...] na zajednicki prihva¢eno shvatanje pravde koje lezi u osnovi
politickog poretka* (Rols, 1998). Drugim recima, ukoliko smo suoceni sa javnim
¢inom gradanske neposlusnosti, vodenim principima pravde i pozivaju¢i se na
zajednicko shvatanje pravde koje postoji u skoro pravednom drustvu, onda ¢e oni
kojima je politicka poruka i zahtev protesta upucen, biti podstaknuti da preispitaju
trenutno drustveno-politicko stanje, politike ili zakone koji su prouzrokovali
nepravdu na koju gradanska neposlusnost reaguje.

* Iz ovog razloga mozZe se argumentovati da Henri Dejvid Toro (Henry David Thoreau), po Rolsovoj
definiciji, nije praktikovao gradansku neposlusnost jer njegovo neplacanje poreza nije bio javni ¢in.
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Javnost ¢ina gradanske neposlusnosti je u bliskoj vezi sa nenasilnosc¢u. Uzevsi
u obzir to da se izvodi u javnosti, gradanska neposlusnost treba biti nenasilna iz
nekoliko razloga. Prvo, kako je jedan cilj objavljivanje odredene politicke poruke
1 njena recepcija od strane onih koji sa njom nisu (dovoljno) upoznati, gradanska
neposlusnost treba biti nenasilna. Ucesnik ne treba da bude nasilan prema
sugradanima koji su posmatraci, prema njihovoj imovini ili prema pripadnicima
sluzbi za ocuvanje reda i mira, jer na taj nacin pokazuje iskrenost i promisljenost
svojih postupaka, a sve sa namerom da iskaze svoje nezadovoljstvo i da ukaze na
odredene drustvene probleme o kojima Zeli da obavesti svoje sugradane kako bi ih
zajednickim snagama razmotrili i preispitali. U suprotnom, ne samo da bi uspesnost i
efikasnost gradanske neposlusnosti bile ugrozene, $to je za Rolsa ovde mnogo manje
vazno, ve¢ to nije njena karakteristika kao specificnog vida javne poruke jednog dela
drustva. Rolsovim re¢ima:

Moze se [gradanska neposlusnost, prim. aut.] uporediti sa javnim govorom i, kako je
oblik poruke, izraz dubokog i savjesnog politickog ubjedenja, on se odvija unutar javnog
foruma. 1z ovog razloga, izmedu ostalog, gradanska neposlusnost je nenasilna. Ona
se trudi da izbjegne nasilje, posebno protiv pojedinaca, ne zbog gnusanja od upotrebe
nasilja u nacelu, nego zato sto je ona konacan izraz necijeg slucaja. (Rols, 1998)

Dakle, gradanska neposlusnost ne treba biti nasilna jer je ona oblik poruke,
nacin javnog obracanja, kojom se sugradanima, koji se ovde shvataju kao poStovanja
vredni sagovornici, skre¢e paznja i razlozno ukazuje na postojecu nepravdu koja po
misljenju ucesnika gradanske neposlusnosti treba biti ispravljena.

Drugo, vaznost nenasilnosti Rols iskazuje i uslovom da gradanska neposlusnost,
kao javni ¢in, mora biti unapred najavljen. Na taj nacin se smanjuju mogucnosti za
postojanje bilo kakvih prisila ili nasilja prema onima koji nisu ucesnici gradanske
neposlusnosti, ali i da bi vlasti bile upoznate sa namerama ucesnika te da bi mogli da
se pripreme za obezbedivanje i o¢uvanje mira.

I'trece, aza Rolsamozdanajvaznije, gradanska neposlu$nost mora biti nenasilna
jer ,,[...] izrazava neposlusnost zakonu unutar granica privrzenosti pravu, mada je na
njegovoj spoljasnjoj ivici“ (Rols, 1998). Privrzenost pravu (fidelity to the law) nuzan
je razlog ili karakteristika koja odredeni ¢in protesta moze kvalifikovati za gradansku
neposlusnost. Iako protestant, kako bi upozorio na ozbiljnost i postojanje odredenih
nepravdi u drustvu, krsi zakon i tako ¢ini jedan prestupni ¢in u odnosu na pravni
poredak drzave, on moze i mora iskazati poStovanje i prvrzenost pravnom sistemu
u celini. Osim §to se to postize nenasilnom prirodom ¢ina gradanske neposlusnosti,
ucesnik, kaze Rols, treba da prihvati i pravne posledice krSenja zakona, ¢ime se
iskazuje iskrenost ucesnikovih namera i teznja za ocuvanje pravnog sistema u celini
(Rols, 1998). Stoga, da bi neki ¢in prema Rolsovoj definiciji mogao biti ¢in gradanske
neposlusnosti on jeste i mora biti svojevrstan oblik javnog govora kojim se prenosi
odredena politicka poruka, a koji mora biti ustrojen na taj nacin da jasno iskazuje
postovanje i privrzenost pravnom sistemu u celini, iako se direktno suprotstavlja
jednom nepravednom delu. Drugim re¢ima, mora biti ustrojen kao nenasilni vid
protesta.
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Pitanje kojim ¢u se sada baviti glasi: Da li blokade u Srbiji zadovoljavaju
Rolsovu definiciju gradanske neposlusnosti?

Novembarsko-decembarske blokade puteva u Srbiji za cilj su imale povlacenje
Zakona o eksproprijaciji i izmene novog Zakona o referendumu i narodnoj
inicijativi. Organizatori blokada, stru¢na javnost i veliki broj gradana, smatrali su da
su pomenuti zakoni nepravedni i neustavni i da ¢e, ukoliko se ne promene, doprineti
veoma Stetnim posledicama po gradane Srbije (Videti: N1 Beograd i Beta, 2021,
Beta, 2021b, UdruZenje za zaStitu ustavnosti i zakonitosti, n. d.).’ Blokade su, jednim
delom, bile okrenute politickim strukturama vlasti, te su stoga imale i jasan politicki
cilj — promenu nepravednih i losih zakona. Sa druge strane, pozivajuci se na ustavne
principe i pravednost/nepravednost zakona, organizatori i ucesnici blokade su se
okretali 1 svojim sugradanima, nadajuci se vecoj podrsci, a oslanjajuéi se na ono
$to bi Rols nazvao ,,javno shvatanje pravde® (Rols, 1998). Ukoliko uporedimo broj
gradova u kojima su organizovane prve blokade i njihov broj ucesnika sa veoma
velikim povecanjem tih brojeva ve¢ prilikom organizovanja druge, a pokazalo se i
poslednje blokade nakon kojih su usvojeni zahtevi — ¢ini se da je njihovo pozivanje
na javno shvatanje pravde urodilo plodom. Na osnovu ovoga, moze se zakljuciti
da blokade jesu bile politicki ¢in kojim se krsio Zakon o bezbednosti saobracaja na
putevima, a sa ciljem promene zakona koji su smatrani nepravednim.

Sto se ti¢e Rolsove odredbe ,javnog &ina“, situacija je jasna. Blokade se
jesu odrzavale u javnosti, jer se saobracaj blokirao na saobra¢ajnicama, a njihovo
odrzavanje je uvek bilo unapred najavljivano i imale su jasnu i nedvosmislenu
poruku — menjanje nepravednih zakona. Takode, organizatori u Beogradu, gradu u
kome su bile najmasovnije blokade, skupove su prijavljivali i policiji jer su Zeleli da,
u saradnji sa njima, demonstracije proteknu mirno i da se u §to ve¢oj meri odrzi javni
red 1 mir te da se radi na obezbedivanju neometanog prolaza vozila hitnih sluzbi
(N1, 2021). Na prvim protestima, policija je bila prisutna, medutim kooperacije sa
organizatorima i ucesnicima nije bilo. Na drugoj blokadi, policije nije bilo. Uprkos
tome, ucesnici su sami uspeli da organizuju propustanje vozila hitnih sluzbi i njihov
neometan prolaz kroz blokadu (BEOGRAD SRBIJA, 2021), (Moj Novi Sad, 2021).

Uzevsi u obzir nelegalnu stranu blokada, koja se ogledala u krSenju Zakona
0 bezbednosti saobrac¢aja na putevima, policijske akcije privodenja te izdavanje
prekrsajnih prijava, organizatori su uputili poziv i saopsStenje svim ucesnicima
da im se obrate za pravnu i materijalnu pomo¢ ukoliko im budu bile potrebne, a
Savo Manojlovi¢, organizator blokada u Beogradu, izjavio je da je spreman da
snosi sve li¢ne posledice za krSenje zakona prilikom blokada (N1, 2021). Ovim
¢inom, organizatori su zasigurno pokazali ,,privrzenost pravu® jer su bili spremni
da prihvate pravne posledice svojih postupaka, a takode su i ucesnicima ponudili
pomo¢ prilikom plac¢anja kazni za krSenje zakona prilikom blokade. No privrZenost
pravu, iskazan je i na jo$ jedan nacin. Naime, organizatori su bili veoma istrajni u
zelji da blokade puteva proteknu mirno, dostojanstveno i bez nasilja, pa su, sem
spremnosti da po tom pitanju saraduju sa policijom, koristili svaku priliku da vaznost

* O argumentima koji su bili kori$¢eni kako bi se ukazalo na nepravednost i neustavnost, bice reci kasnije.
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nenasilja i mira istaknu i prenesu ucesnicima — davanjem izjava za medije ili slanjem
poruka preko drustvenih mreza. Dakle, nisu zeleli militantne akcije niti su za cilj
imali revolucionarne i radikalne promene postojeceg politickog sistema, ve¢ su
zeleli da dovedu do promene dva zakona koja su smatrali nepravednim. Stoga se
moze re¢i da je i izabrani nacin protestovanja bio pokazatelj njihove privrzenosti
pravu i pravnom sistemu u celini.®

Blokade zaista jesu, u najvec¢oj meri, protekle mirno i bez ikakvog nasilja.
Odrzavale su se dva puta 27.11.2021. i 4.12.2021., u ukupno pedesetak gradova,
sve dok Vlada nije usvojila njihove pocetne zahteve. Naj¢es¢i vid nemirnih scena
bili su nervozni i nezadovoljni vozaci koji su upucivali kritike i verbalno napadali
ucesnike blokade, a takode i oni koji su kolima pokusavali da probiju blokadu.
U tim situacijama, ucesnici su gotovo uvek propustali vozila koja su pokusavala
da nasilno produ. Najozbiljniji incident dogodio se u Sapcu 27.11.2021. Kao $to
sam ve¢ spomenuo, tokom odrzavanja prvih blokada, policija je bila prisutna na
gotovo svim mestima okupljanja, te je tako bilo i u Sapcu. No, u jednom trenutku
pripadnici policije su se povukli sa lica mesta i nakon odredenog vremena pojavila
su se maskirana lica koja su motkama i Stanglama napali demonstrante i pokusali da
probiju blokadu. Sem hladnog oruzja, za probijanje blokade koriS¢en je i bager koji
je pokusavao da prode kroz okupljene gradane. Kada je bager nastavljao da se krece,
iako su protestanti vozacu pokusavali da prenesu ozbiljnost i opasnost situacije,
jedan od ucesnika protesta je fizicki napao vozace kako bi zaustavio radnu masinu
(Ekipa Danasa — Beta, 2021).

Cinjenicu da su protestanti blokirali saobracaj, te fizicki napad na vozace
bagera, bili su najces¢e koriS¢eni primeri koje su kriticari i kriticarke blokada u
Srbiji koristili u svojoj argumentaciji kako bi napali, osudili i degradirali blokade.
Pozivaju¢i se na Rolsa, politicka analitiCarka i trenutna ambasadorka Srbije u
Hrvatskoj Jelena Mili¢ je u razgovoru sa Savom Manojlovi¢em rekla da sve ono $to
se desavalo — od blokade saobracajnica do tuce u Sapcu — jeste nasilna akcija i da to
ne ispunjava definiciju gradanske neposlusnosti (N1, 2021b).

Prvo od dva pitanja koje ovde treba razmotriti jeste: da li krSenje saobracajnih
zakona i blokade puteva predstavljaju nasilan Cin ili ne? Kriticari i kriticarke su
govorili kako blokade, same po sebi, predstavljaju nasilan ¢in kojim se spreava
pravo kretanja onih koji su zaglavljeni u toj blokadi, a neki su isli toliko daleko da
ih nazovu i ¢istim fasizmom. Iako Rols ne daje definitivan i odlucujuci odgovor na
pitanje razlike izmedu nasilja i nenasilja, on na jednom mestu kaze kako pod nasilnim
¢inom podrazumeva one postupke ,,koji mogu nanijeti Stetu ili povrijediti* i kaze da
ucestvovanje u takvim postupcima ,,nije u skladu sa gradanskom neposlusnoscéu kao
oblikom poruke (Rols, 1998). U nekim slucajevima, blokade zaista mogu naneti
Stetu — na primer, ukoliko vozila hitne sluzbe ne mogu da produ i pruZze pomo¢ onima
kojima je ona potrebna. No, to se u slucaju blokada u Srbiji nije desavalo jer su se

¢ Sli¢an pristup koristi i Vilijam Sojerman (William E. Scheurman) kako bi pokazao da je Edvard
Snouden (Edward Snowden) bio privrzen pravu kada je praktikovao gradansku neposlu§nost prilikom
objavljivanja tajnih dokumenata o Nacionalnoj bezbednosnoj agenciji (National Security Agency).
Videti: Scheuerman, 2014.
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organizatori i ucesnici potrudili da propuste sva vozila koja su hitno morala da produ
i unapred su najavljivali mesta na kojima ¢e se blokade odvijati kako bi sugradani i
sugradanke mogli da krenu drugim putem i, ukoliko ne zele, ne budu u koloni koja je
blokirana. Takode, vazno je primetiti da mnogi legalni i dozvoljeni protesti mogu da,
poput blokada, dovedu do potencijalne Stete — protest radnika hitnih sluzbi, protestne
Setnje saobracajnicama, protest prosvetnih radnika — ali se oni ne nazivaju nasilnim
¢inovima protesta i dozvoljeni su. Cini se da bi se i Rols slozio sa time da blokade
ne moraju biti okarakterisane kao nasilan ¢in protesta, jer eksplicitno navodi da se
u odredenim situacijama, kada je krSenje istih zakona protiv kojih se i protestuje’
previse zahtevno za ucesnike (negativne posledice su previse za prihvatiti), ,,[...]
mogu prekrsiti saobracajni propisi ili zakon o naruSavanju tude svojine, kao nacin da
se predstavi svoj slucaj* (Rols 1998). Na osnovu svega izreCenog, smatram da kritike
kriticarki i kriti¢ara koji su, pozivajuéi se na Rolsa ili ne, govorili o blokadama kao
nasilju a o uc¢esnicima kao nasilnicima, nisu bile osnovane.

Sto se ti¢e situacije iz Sapca, gde je Dragan Milovanovié, jedan od ucesnika
blokade, usao u fizicki okrsaj sa ljudima koji su bagerom pokusali da produ kroz
grupu protestanata, stvar je malo nejasnija. [ako za Rolsa, kako smo videli, blokada
sama po sebi ne predstavlja nasilan &in protesta, u Sapcu smo imali o¢igledan nasilan
¢in ucesnika (nasilan fizicki odgovor) nad osobom koja je ucestvovala u blokadi na
jedan specifi¢an na¢in — pokusavala je da probije i rasturi blokadu bagerom, ali i
nogom udarala demonstrante iz kabine (Nikolov, 2021). Odmah iza bagera pojavila
se i grupa maskiranih mladica koji su motkama i Stanglama napali u¢esnike blokade
(Regionalna televizija, 2021). Milovanovi¢ je izjavio da je svojim postupkom
pokusao da zaustavi radnu masinu, kojom je upravljalo nestrucno lice, a sa ciljem
sprecavanja tragedije u kojoj bi neko stradao, i podvukao kako ne bi ulazio u fizicki
okrsaj sa osobom iz kabine, da nije najpre bio udaren nogom (Regionalna televizija,
2021Db).

Rols, naravno, ne razmatra niita sliéno situaciji koja se desila u Sapcu, pre
svega zato §to pretpostavlja da do nje gotovo sigurno ne bi ni doslo, jer smatra da
u skoro pravednom drustvu ,,nevini gradani“, oni koji ne ucestvuju u blokadi, ne bi
usli u nasilan sukob sa onima koji protestuju i izkazuju svoje nezadovoljstvo. No,
kako sam na pocetku rada pretpostavio da je stanje u Srbiji skoro pravedno, i dalje
¢u se drzati date pretpostavke.

Najpre valja primetiti da je blokada u Sapcu bila mirna i da nasilja nije bilo sve
dok se nisu pojavile maskirane osobe koje su htele da, bagerom i motkama, rasture
protest i probiju blokadu. Dakle, protest sam po sebi nije za cilj imao upotrebu
nasilja nad policijom ili sugradanima. Organizatori i u¢esnici nisu zeleli da nasilnim
protestima ukazuju na nepravednost zakona Cije su povlacenje zeleli. U skladu sa
ovim, podsetio bih i na Rolsovu napomenu da je nenasilnost prilikom gradanske

7 Ovo bi bio primer neposredne (direct) gradanske neposlu$nosti, to jest, gradanske neposlusnosti
prilikom koje se krse oni zakoni protiv kojih se i protestuje i koji se smatraju nepravednim. Kada tokom
gradanske neposlu$nosti kr§imo zakone koje smatramo pravednima i koje bi inace trebalo postovati, a
sve kako bismo ukazali na nepravednost nekih drugih zakona, onda imamo slucaj posredne (indirect)
gradanske neposlugnosti. Videti: Rols, 1998; Cohan, 2007; Brownlee & Delmas, 2021.
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neposlusnosti bitna za njenu komunikativnost, to jest, za uspesnost prenosenja njene
poruke, iskazivanja iskrenosti, promisljenosti i savesnosti. Uzevs$i u obzir i mnogo
veéi broj ljudi i gradova koji su uéestvovali u blokadama nakon incidenta u Sapcu,
moze se re¢i kako je njihovo priklju¢ivanje protestima u stvari svojevrsna reakcija
na nasilni pokusaj probijanja blokade u Sapcu i izrazavanje poruke solidarnosti
(Pravni fakultet Univerziteta u Beogradu, 2022). Stoga, mozemo zakljuciti da nasilni
odgovor na probijanje blokade nije naStetio komunikativnom karakteru blokade,
Stavise, pokazalo se, kao u mnogim slucajevima u istoriji, da je nasilni odgovor na
mirne demonstracije, od strane nepoznatih lica i bageriste, kap koja preliva ¢asu za
mnoge gradane koji nakon toga odlucuju da se prikljuce protestima ili da podrze one
koji protestuju. Jedan od poznatijih primera su Putnici Slobode (Freedom Riders)
koji su 1961. godine autobusom krenuli put Nju Orleansa, kako bi protestovali
protiv rasistickih i diskriminatornih zakona u SAD-u. Na jednom delu puta sacekala
ih je grupa muskaraca koji su pripadali Kju Kluks Klanu (Ku Klux Klan). Najpre
su zapalili autobus i drzali vrata kako Putnici ne bi mogli da izadu, a kada su oni
ipak izasli, pretukli su ih van autobusa. No, to nije bio kraj. Kada su pristigli u
Montgomeri, sacekala ih je jos jedna grupa koja ih je takode napala. Nakon ovoga,
Putnici Slobode su imali veliku medijsku paznju u Americi i pridobili su podrsku,
kako velikog broja svojih sugradana, tako i politi¢ara koji su zapoceli proces ukidanja
nepravednih zakona (Videti: Delmas, 2018).

No, Sta uraditi sa fizickim sukobom Milovanoviéa i bageriste i da li se u svetlu
prethodnog pasusa moze opravdati njegov postupak? Do tog trenutka, zasigurno se
moze re¢i da su blokade ispunjavale uslov nenasilnosti i, na osnovu dosadasnjeg
razmatranja, mogu se nazvati gradanskom neposlusnoscu. Takode, valja napomenuti
i to da se radi o jednom slucaju i da na ostalim blokadama nije bilo nasilja, te da bi
na osnovu njega bilo tesko odbraniti stav da su onda sve blokade bile nasilne i da
nisu bile ¢in gradanske neposlusnosti. Najvise Sto se moze reéi, jeste da blokada u
Sapcu nije bila gradanska neposlugnost. No, ostavimo to po strani i primetimo da,
iako Rols kaze kako gradanska neposlusnost treba biti nenasilna, $to podrazumeva
nepovredivanje drugoga, on ostavlja moguénost za postojanje odredenih situacija
koje bi dovodile do povredivanja, a da ipak jesu gradanska neposlusnost. Rolsovim
re¢ima: ,,Ovi uslovi nijesu iscrpni; nekakvo odobrenje i dalje treba uciniti za
moguénost nanoSenja povrede tre¢im licima, da tako kazemo, nevinima® (Rols,
1998). Ovde se pre svega misli na osobe koje su nevini posmatraci, sugradani koji su
se nasli u blizini naSeg protesta i kojima se kroz gradansku neposlusnost obra¢amo,
no svakako da se moze prosiriti domen vazenja i na sugradane koji napadaju ucesnike
i, recimo, za cilj imaju probijanje blokade i razbijanje protesta. Rols bi, smatram,
dopustio da ucesnik gradanske neposlusnosti u samoodbrani fizicki povredi osobu
koja se upusta u aktivnost koja preti da ugrozi zivot ucesnika (voznja bagerom kroz
masu) 1 na taj nacin spre¢i moguce teske, ili mozda smrtne, posledice za ucesnike i
ucesnice gradanske neposlusnosti, pogotovo ukoliko organi reda i mira nisu prisutni.

Sklon sam da tvrdim da Rolsov uslov nenasilnosti u definiciji gradanske
neposlusnosti treba razumeti tako da ¢in gradanske neposlu$nosti ne sme biti ustrojen
i unapred planiran kao direktan napad koji bi za cilj imao izazivanje povreda i Stete
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pre svega sugradanima kojima se obraca, policiji i pripadnicima politickih struktura,
za razliku od militantne akcije i opstrukcije koje to mogu da ¢ine. No, to ne znaci da
gradanska neposlus$nost mora biti apsolutno nenasilna, do mere u kojoj bi od u¢esnika
zahtevala nadduznosnu zrtvu i gubljenje zivota, jer u nekim situacijama, kao Sto
smo videli u slucaju samoodbrane, manji fizicki odgovor na nasilje moze biti nacin
za spreCavanje ogromnih negativnih posledica i iz tog razloga moze biti tolerisan.
Ovaj zakljucak je takode koherentan i sa Rolsovom koncepcijom prirodnih duznosti
(Rols, 1998). Naime, iako Rols ne daje definitivan odgovor na pitanje prioriteta
pojedinaénih pozitivnih i negativnih duznosti, on ostavlja prostor da u nekim
situacijama neke pozitivne imaju prioritet nad nekim negativnim. Deluje intuitivno
da duznost da se pomogne drugima i sebi kada se nadete u velikoj opasnosti, moze
i treba da nadjaca duznost da se onima koji aktivno ucestvuju i prete tom opasnoscu
ne nanosi §teta. Na kraju krajeva, kako Sojerman na jednom mestu kaZe: ,,Rols je
mozda bio apstraktni filozof, ali nije bio politi¢ki nezreo* (Scheuerman 2022).2
Blokade saobrac¢ajnica, dakle, same po sebi ne mogu da se nazovu nasilnim
nacinima protestovanja prema Rolsovoj koncepciji. Takode, manji izolovani
nasilni odgovori u opasnim situacijama, na primer nasilje u samoodbrani, moze biti
dozvoljeno i opravdano u Rolsovoj koncepciji gradanske neposlusnosti. Uzevsi u
obzir da su blokade saobrac¢ajnica u Srbiji bile nelegalan, unapred najavljivan, javan
i nenasilan vid protesta (nenasilnost shvac¢ena na nacin koji je izlozen u prethodnim
pasusima), a koji je za cilj imao jasne politicke zahteve i €iji su organizatori i u¢esnici
pokazali privrzenost pravu — moze se zakljuciti da one zadovoljavaju sve uslove i
zahteve Rolsove koncepcije i da stoga jesu bile ¢in gradanske neposlusnosti.

Rolsovi uslovi za opravdanost gradanske neposlusnosti

U dosadasnjem delu rada sam, nadam se ubedljivo, pokazao kako blokade
saobrac¢ajnica u Srbiji zadovoljavaju Rolsovu definiciju gradanske neposlusnosti.
Sada ¢u se osvrnuti i na uslove za opravdanost gradanske neposlusnosti koje Rols
navodi u svojoj teoriji. Razlika izmedu definicije i uslova za opravdanost u praksi
znaci da neki ¢in protesta moze zadovoljiti definiciju gradanske neposlusnosti, i
samim tim biti klasifikovan kao ¢in gradanske neposlusnosti, a da u isto vreme ne
zadovolji uslove za njenu opravdanost. Drugim re¢ima, mozemo imati neopravdan
¢in gradanske neposluSnosti. Vazno je primetiti da su, kada je re¢ o blokadama
saobracajnica u Srbiji, kriticarke i kriticari tvrdili jedino da one nisu gradanska
neposlusnost, a ne i da jesu ¢in gradanske neposlusnosti ali da su neopravdan.

Rols navodi tri uslova za opravdanost gradanske neposlusnosti: 1. Cin je
posledica kooperacije i1 koordinacije sa drugim grupama koje imaju sli¢ne razloge
za gradansku neposlu$nost, 2. ¢in predstavlja poslednje sredstvo za iskazivanje
nezadovoljstva, 3. ¢in predstavlja odgovor na ozbiljnu i jasnu nepravdu (Rols, 1998).

Prvi uslov: Rols smatra da u drustvu u kome jedna grupa/manjina ima
opravdane razloge za gradansku neposlusnost, mozemo razumno da pretpostavimo
da ¢e takode postojati i druge grupe/manjine koje ¢e takode imati opravdane razloge

8 Ako drugacije nije naznaceno, svi prevodi su autorovi.
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za gradansku neposlusnost. U tom sluc¢aju, Rols predlaze da one saraduju ili oforme
svojevrsni savez kako se ne bi desilo da vec¢i broj njih u isto vreme, nezavisno i
samostalno iskazuje svoj protest u vidu gradanske neposlusnosti, jer bi se na taj
nacin mogla ugroziti i podriti efikasnost pravednog ustava date zemlje (Rols, 1998).

Blokade saobracajnica u Srbiji ocigledno ispunjavaju ovaj uslov jer u to vreme
nije bilo drugih grupa koje su samostalno i nezavisno ili iz drugih razloga praktikovale
gradansku neposlusnost. Takode, valja primetiti da su blokade okupile veliki broj
nezavisnih organizacija i grupa koje su se prikljucile protestu i podrzale prvobitnu
ideju, iako se pre toga nisu bavile pitanjima i problemima koji su izazvali protest,
ili im makar to nije bila primarna sfera javnog delanja. lako sam ovaj uslov izlozio
kao prvi, on dolazi nakon $to ostala dva bivaju ispunjena, §to se jasno moze videti
u Rolsovoj konstataciji da je moguce da postoji vise grupa koje imaju ,,opravdane
razloge za gradansku neposlusnost®, no njihov ¢in gradanske neposlusnosti postaje
opravdan tek nakon $to se ispuni i uslov kooperacije i koordinacije.

Drugi uslov: Ono $to je vazno za opravdanost ¢ina gradanske neposlusnosti
jeste zahtev da on mora biti poslednje sredstvo protesta, sredstvo za kojim se poseglo
nakon §to su iscrpljeni svi moguéi legalni nacini iskazivanja nezadovoljstva, a svi
dotadas$nji dozvoljeni pokusaji za ispravljanje nepravde propali (Rols, 1998). U
praksi to znaci da je grupa koja Zeli da ispravi odredenu nepravdu pre gradanske
neposlusnosti iskoristila i probala sve druge metode protesta kao $to su: upucivanje
izjave javnosti kako bi se ona upoznala sa postoje¢om situacijom, upuéivanje
formalnog zahteva u vidu peticije, organizovanje protesta... Vazno je napomenuti
da je Rols svestan da ovaj uslov u nekim situacijama ne mora biti ispunjen i to iz
dva razloga. Prvo, u skoro pravednom drustvu uvek mozemo iskoristiti pravo na
slobodu govora i u javnom prostoru iskazati svoj sluc¢aj i drugo, moze se desiti da je
urgentnost nekog sluc¢aja toliko velika da nije moguce iscrpeti sva pravna sredstva
pre nego Sto se upustimo u gradansku neposlusnost (Rols, 1998). Kada je re¢ o
urgentnosti, vazno je napomenuti i to da se blokade nisu dogodile iznenada i da su
bile kulminacija ekoloskih protesta koji su zapoceli u septembru iste godine, a koji
su bili organizovani kao reakcija na planove kompanije Rio Tinto koja je Zelela da se
bavi preradom rude jadarita i eksploatacijom litijuma u zapadnoj Srbiji. Stru¢njaci su
upozoravali da ¢e Rio Tinto svojim projektom ,,Jadar* doneti mnogo vise Stete nego
koristi gradanima i gradankama Srbije, jer bi doslo do ekoloske katastrofe u kojoj bi
se zagadila velika povrSina zemljiSta i vode: ,,Ostala bi nam gomila jalovista, mnogo
otpadnih voda, ogromna koli¢ina ugljen dioksida... “ (Rujevi¢, 2022). Sa druge
strane, pozitivni efekti iskopavanja su od strane eksperata prepoznati u rudarskoj
renti koju bi kompanija morala da plac¢a Republici Srbiji (5 procenata) i u otvaranju
radnih mesta pri kompaniji. Javnost je smatrala da je ovo nedovoljno i nedopustivo,
jer sa druge strane stoji potencijalna ekoloska katastrofa velikih razmera, te je iz tih
razloga zapoceto sa protestima protiv Rio Tinta, ali i protiv usvajanja novog Zakona
o referendumu i narodnoj inicijativi kao i protiv usvajanja izmena i dopuna Zakona o
eksproprijaciji koji su percipirani kao nacin na koji bi Republika Srbija olaksala rad
kompanije i pribavila potrebno zemljiste za izgradnju rudnika.
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Blokade saobrac¢ajnica u Srbiji ispunjavaju i drugi Rolsov uslov jer su usledile
nakon javnih izjava u kojima se govorilo o nepravednosti pomenutih zakona, nakon
predaje peticije sa 68.000 potpisa i nakon organizovanih legalnih demonstracija.
Kriti¢ari bi ovde mogli da kazu da su gradani mogli da nastave sa legalnim protestima
na kojima bi iskazivali svoje nezadovoljstvo i upucivali zahtev za promenu
nepravednih zakona. No, na osnovu preda$njih dogadaja i pokusaja ¢ini se da to ne
bi bilo dovoljno za pravednu promenu i da je, iz ugla efikasnosti, komunikativnosti i
urgentnosti protesta, blokada bila razuman i mudar potez, a kao $to se za sada moze
videti, 1 opravdan ¢in gradanske neposlusnosti.

Treci uslov: Treci, a za Rolsa prvi uslov koji mora biti ispunjen, nalazi se u
razlogu zbog Cega se neko upusta u gradansku neposlusnost. Da bi gradanska
neposluSnost bila opravdana, razlog i uzrok gradanske neposlusnosti moraju biti
opravdani — mora postojati ozbiljna i jasna nepravda na koju reaguju pocinioci
gradanske neposlusnosti. Rols smatra da gradansku neposlusnost treba ograniciti na
one slucajeve koji predstavljaju sustinske i jasne nepravde $to po njegovom misljenju
jesu ,,[...] ozbiljni prekrsaji prvog principa pravde, principa jednake slobode i na
napadne prekrsaje [u originalu ,,blatant violations®, prim. aut. | drugog dijela drugog
principa, principa nepristrasne jednakosti moguénosti® (Rols, 1998).

Rols ima nekoliko formulacija principa pravde kao pravi¢nosti, ali ja ¢u ovde
navesti onu najpoznatiju i najkori$¢eniju. Prvi princip glasi: ,,Svaka osoba treba da
ima jednako pravo na najSiri ukupni sistem jednakih osnovnih sloboda koji je u
skladu sa sli¢nim sistemom slobode za sve* (Rols, 1998), dok drugi princip glasi:
,Drustvene i ekonomske nejednakosti treba da su uredene tako da budu oboje:
a) od najvece dobiti onima u najnepovoljnijem polozaju, u skladu sa principom
pravedne Stednje, i b) da se odnose na sluzbe i poloZzaje koji su otvoreni za sve pod
uslovima nepristrasne jednakosti moguénosti“ (Rols, 1998). 1z prakti¢nih razloga
Rols ograni¢ava domen vazenja gradanske neposlusnosti na, pre svega, prvi princip
i na drugi deo drugog principa, jer smatra da je u praksi veoma tesko utvrditi krSenja
prvog dela drugog principa, principa razlike. Gotovo sigurno ¢e biti jasno, a i lako je
uveriti druge u to, da je krSenje prvog principa ozbiljna nepravda.

Da li su blokade saobrac¢ajnica u Srbiji bile reakcija na ozbiljnu i jasnu nepravdu,
kako bi to Rols formulisao, to jest, da li su bile reakcija na krSenje principa jednake
slobode ili principa jednakih moguénosti? Drugim re¢ima, da li se moze re¢i da
blokade zadovoljavaju i tre¢i uslov za opravdanost gradanske neposlusnosti? Ukoliko
one, u Rolsovoj koncepciji, jesu bile opravdane to bi znacilo da su zakoni protiv kojih
se protestovalo bili kr§enje pomenutih principa pravde. Podsetio bih da su se blokade
saobracajnica odvijale u znak protesta protiv usvajanja novog Zakona o referendumu
1 narodnoj inicijativi kao i protiv usvajanja izmena i dopuna Zakona o eksproprijaciji.

Kada je re¢ o izmenama i dopunama Zakona o eksproprijaciji, Advokatska
komora Srbije je uputila poziv predsedniku Srbije da ne potpiSe Zakon i tom prilikom
je iznela niz argumenata kojima je izrazila zabrinutost povodom predlozZenih
izmena: hitnost u postupanju, naknada, povezivanje zakona sa posebnim propisom
i privremeni zastupnik (Advokatska komora Srbije, n.d.). Sve odredbe govore o
ozbiljnim problemima koje proizilaze iz izmena i dopuna Zakona o eksproprijaciji:
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od neustavnosti do postojanja prostora za koruptivne radnje. Kako bih odgovorio na
gorepostavljena pitanja o opravdanosti gradanske neposlusnosti u Srbiji, dovoljno je
obraditi samo prvu odredbu: hitnost u postupanju (Advokatska komora Srbije, n.d.).

Hitnost u postupanju se prepoznaje u ¢lanu zakona koji vlasniku imovine
ostavljarok od 5 dana za izjasnjavanje o predlogu za eksproprijaciju iste. Po misljenju
stru¢njaka ovo je veliki problem jer je realno ocekivati da vlasnici ,,nemaju znanje i
sposobnosti da se izjasne u tako kratkom roku® i da je rok ,,éak prekratak da angazuju
advokata kao struc¢no lice koje bi im pomoglo* (N1 Beograd i Beta, 2021). Komora
navodi da je ovom uredbom prekrSen ustav jer:

Drzava kada zadire u imovinu sopstvenika ne sme da zanemari da se radi o zadiranju
u pravo na imovinu koje je zasticeno kako Ustavom RS tako i Konvencijom za zastitu
ljudskih prava i osnovnih sloboda, u smislu ¢lana 1 Protokola 1. Ustav Republike
Srbije, u ¢lanu 20, propisuje u kojim sluc¢ajevima se ljudska prava mogu ograniciti
i na koji nacin, a ¢lan 18 Ustava RS propisuje da se Zakonom ne mogu zajam¢ena
ljudska prava ograniéiti na nacin na koji se uti¢e na sustinu zajaméenog prava, u ovom
slucaju, prava na imovinu. Zakonom o izmenama i dopunama Zakona o eksproprijaciji
prekrSena su osnovna ustavna nacela. (Advokatska komora Srbije, n.d.)

Budu¢i da se ovim predlozenim ¢lanom krSi ustav Republike Srbije, to jest
ljudsko pravo na imovinu, re¢ je o potencijalnom krSenju Rolsovog prvog principa
pravde — principa jednakih sloboda. I zaista, Rols prepoznaje pravo na licnu svojinu
kao jednu od osnovnih sloboda koje treba da budu jednake za sve prema prvom
principu pravde (Rols, 1998). Ukoliko bi pravo na licnu svojinu bilo ugrozeno zbog
hitnosti u postupku, a pokazao sam da bi to bio slu¢aj, onda se moze reci da je
prekrSen prvi princip pravde, Sto znaéi da su pocinioci gradanske neposlusnosti
u Srbiji imali opravdan razlog za takav vid protesta. Takode, moze se dodati da
predloZeni ¢lan krsi i princip nepristrasne jednakosti mogucénosti, jer je ¢injenica da
¢e oni koji poseduju odredena pravna znanja ili su u polozaju koji im omogucéava
brzo i lako angazovanje advokata biti u boljem polozaju za ekspresnu reakciju, od
onih koji ne dele sli¢ne Zivotne okolnosti.
inicijativi predstavlja uvodenje takse za overu potpisa prilikom ostvarivanja narodne
inicijative. Kao $to primec¢uju autori peticije ,,Referendum po meri gradana“, kojom
je zahtevano povlacenje predloga Zakona o referendumu i narodnoj inicijativi,
,,ukoliko neko Zeli da organizuje predlaganje zakona potrebno je da ima za overu
potpisa preko milion i dvesta hiljada dinara® i navode da se uvodenjem takse
na overu potpisa gradanske inicijative zele onemoguciti da ostvaruju Ustavom
garantovanu gradansku suverenost (Udruzenje za zastitu ustavnosti i zakonitosti,
n.d.). Da li se uvodenjem takse ,,zelelo onemoguciti ostvarivanje prava na narodnu
inicijativu ili je taksa uvedena iz nekog drugog razloga, nije toliko bitno, koliko je
bitna sama &injenica da to jeste slu¢aj. Clanom 2 Ustava Republike Srbije se kaze da
,»Suverenost potice od gradana koji je vrse referendumom, narodnom inicijativom i
preko svojih slobodno izabranih predstavnika“ (Narodna skupstina Republike Srbije,
2021). Uvodenjem takse se onim gradanima ili grupi gradana koji nemaju potreban
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novac za overu 30.000 potpisa onemogucuje ostvarivanje zagarantovanog prava.

Kao i u slu¢aju Zakona o eksproprijaciji i ovde na delu imamo potencijalno
krSenje Rolsovog prvog principa pravde. Naime, jedne od osnovnih sloboda koje
moraju da budu zagarantovane svim gradanima jesu politicke slobode, medu kojima
Rols ubraja pravo da se glasa i da se obavljaju javni poslovi (Rols, 1998). Kao $to
se moze videti, Rols ne navodi pravo na narodnu inicijativu kao osnovno pravo, no
lista osnovnih sloboda koju daje u Teoriji pravde nije konacna pa tako on na drugim
mestima govori o nac¢inima na koje mozemo do¢i do liste ili Seme onih sloboda koje
treba da budu garantovane prvim principom pravde. Sada se postavlja pitanje da li
je pravo na ostvarivanje narodne inicijative osnovna politicka sloboda? Odgovor se
nazire u Rolsovom kasnijem delu, Pravda kao pravicnost: preformulacija, gde se
kaze kako je jedan nacin odredivanja liste osnovnih prava i sloboda upravo ¢injenica
da one moraju biti takve da mogu omogu¢iti i obezbediti politicke i drustvene uslove
za razvijanje i primenu sposobnosti za osecaj pravde tako §to bi gradani bili slobodni
da sude o pravednosti osnovne strukture drustva, njegovih socijalnih politika i
osnovnih institucija (Rawls, 2001). ,,Za nas kao slobodne i jednake gradane®, smatra
Rols, ,,0d sustinske je vaznosti da na ovaj nacin koristimo ove mo¢i“ (Rawls, 2001).

Na osnovu ovoga se moze reci da je ostvarivanje prava na narodnu inicijativu,
koje podrazumeva predlog ,,donosenja, izmene, dopune ili prestanka vazenja Ustava,
zakona, drugih propisa i opstih akata iz nadleznosti Narodne skupstine” (Narodna
skupstina Republike Srbije, 2021, Art. 56), nac¢in na koji bi se mogla primenjivati
osnovna moralna mo¢ gradana u smislu sudenja o pravednosti ili nepravednosti
osnovnih drustvenih institucija. Kriticari bi ovde mogli da tvrde da je ovakav
zakljucak diskutabilan i da bi se razvijanje i primenjivanje osnovne moralne moci
kod Rolsa moglo postignuti i bez postojanja moguénosti za ostvarivanje narodne
inicijative, jer pored nje postoji veliki broj drugih kanala i metoda za sudenje o
pravednosti ili nepravednosti, te da ona ne mora nuzno da bude jedna od osnovnih
politickih sloboda. No, kada je re¢ o Rolsovoj teoriji, ovakva kritika bi tesko bila
odrziva jer on eksplicitno kaze:

Zapazite da se prvi princip pravde ne primenjuje samo na osnovnu strukturu (vazi
za oba principa), ve¢ konkretnije na ono §to mi smatramo ustavom, bilo pisanim
ili nepisanim. Zapazite takode da neke od ovih sloboda, posebno sloboda jednakih
politickih sloboda i sloboda miSljenja i udruzivanja, moraju biti zagarantovane
ustavom (Teorija, poglavlje IV). Ono §to mi mozemo nazvati ,,konstitutivna vlast*,
za razliku od ,,obi¢ne vlasti®, treba da na odgovorajué¢i nacin institucionalizovana u
obliku rezima: u pravu na glasanje i vrSenja javne funkcije, i u takozvanom Zakonu o
pravima, kao i u procedurama za izmenu ustava, na primer. (Rawls, 2001)

Dakle, jasno je da narodna inicijativa kao svojevrsni nacin utvrdivanja
suvereniteta gradana i koji, na primer, moZe biti otelovljen u predlog za promenu
ustava kao Sto kaze Rols, ne samo da mora biti ustavom zagarantovana nego bi
nemogucénost njenog ostvarivanja bilo krSenje prvog principa pravde. Iz ovih razloga
smatram da su ucesnici gradanske neposlusnosti imali opravdan razlog za protest i
kada je re¢ o drugom Zakonu zbog koga su protestovali, jer se njime krsio princip
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jednakih sloboda, to jest, krsila se jednaka politicka sloboda gradana. Drugim re¢ima,
razlozi zbog kojih su se blokade puteva odvijale ispunjavaju uslove za opravdanost
¢ina gradanske neposlusnosti.

Zakljucéak

U ovom radu ponudena su cetiri zakljucka. Najpre, pokazao sam da blokade
saobracajnica, same po sebi, ne mogu da se okarakteriSu kao nasilan ¢in protestovanja
u Rolsovoj koncepciji gradanske neposlusnosti. Dalje, argumentovao sam u prilog
tome da ¢in gradanske neposlusnosti, koji nije bio ustrojen i unapred planiran
kao nasilni ¢in, a u kome su se desili odredeni nasilni elementi koji su doveli do
fizickih povreda, poput nasilne reakcije u samoodbrani, moze biti kompatibilan
sa Rolsovom koncepcijom gradanske neposlusnosti i sa njegovim razumevanjem
uslova nenasilnosti. Takode, pokazao sam da blokade puteva u Srbiji ispunjavaju
sve uslove 1 karakteristike Rolsove definicije gradanske neposlusnosti, te da se
iz tog razloga mogu okarakterisati i nazvati ¢inom gradanske neposlusnosti. Na
kraju, nakon analize uslova za opravdanost gradanske neposlusnosti pokazao sam
kako su blokade ispunile date uslove, pa se moze zakljuciti da su novembarsko-
decembarske blokade puteva u Srbiji iz 2021. godine bile ¢in opravdane gradanske
neposlusnosti.

Blokade saobracajnica mogu, stoga, biti opravdan ¢in protesta, a kako se u
slucaju Srbije jo§ jednom pokazalo — i efikasan vid protesta protiv nepravednih
politika, zakona ili praksi. lako efikasnost odredenog nacina protestovanja moze
zavisiti od velikog broja razlicitih faktora, ¢ini se da gradanska neposlusnost ima
ogroman potencijal ugrozavanja statusa kvo i dovodenja do pozitivnih drustvenih
promena. U vreme kada se svet suocCava sa velikim brojem problema od velike je
vaznosti znati koji legitimni nacini borbe stoje na raspolaganju na putu ka pravednijem
drustvu. Gradanska neposlusnost moze biti jedan od njih.
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Abstract

The paper starts from the following research questions: “How did the media present
women'’s issues and women'’s struggle for the right to vote in Leskovac?”” and “How did
the newspapers participate in building public opinion?” Qualitative content analysis
was used in the paper, and the unit of analysis is the newspaper texts of the weekly
“Leskovacki glasnik” from 1927 and 1928. In 1927, out of a total of fifty-two issues,
only three texts dealt with the topic of women’s issues, and the analysis included two,
one in sequels, which concern exclusively women’s political organization, while in
1928 there were three texts, one in sequels, dedicated to the same problem and all
included in the content analysis. From the point of view of the subject of interest of this
research, we can conclude that most of the texts of the weekly “Leskovacki glasnik”
in the 1920s dedicated to the women’s struggle for the right to vote are emotionally
colored: regardless of being supported by historical facts and giving practical reasons,
the authors of the newspaper texts represent the opinion of the majority of the public
that family and home are the priority duties of a woman, thereby participating in the
worldwar propaganda’s aspiration to “keep” a woman within the domain of the private.

Keywords: newspaper text, Leskovacki glasnik, women’s suffrage, Women’s party,
public opinion
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mTaMnama MOKPEeTHUM CIIOBMMa Ouia momynapHa y EBponu tek ca I'yrenbepro-
BUM mpoHanackoM, y Kunu u Kopeju je O6una mosnara Beh y 11. Bexy, anu Huje
nmana mupy npumeny. [1pe I'yrenbepra, y EBponu je mocrojana mrammapcka Tex-
HUKA 32 YMHO)KaBam€ CJIMKA M TEKCTOBA, Ma/la HEIIpakTH4Ha U ckyna (bjenuna, Jes-
touh 2006: 12). llItammna je y EBporn mpousBop rpahanckor apymrea. [lupeme
TpKUILTa, Teorpadcka oTkpuha, TpeTHpame CBAKOI MPOM3BOAA Kao pode, ypOaHu-
3alMja, pa3Boj MHAYCTpHjalu3alnje U AeMOKPAaTCKUX YCTaHOBA, JOMPUHENHN Cy Ja
ce mrramna Beh 70 mosoBuHe 18. Beka MOTBpPAM Kao 3HayajaH COIMjaJIHU (aKTop.
ToxoMm BpemeHa, IITaMITa ¢ pa3Briia y MAaCOBHH ME[TH], TOCEOHO of Kpaja 19. Beka,
300r OpOjHUX THpaka KIbUTa ¥ HOBHHA, IITO j€ TOBEJIO JI0 HEOAPEANBOT Opoja un-
tanamna (Radojkovi¢, Mileti¢, 2005). 3nadaj mramre he oncraru jour ayro, 4ak u
HaKOH I10jaBe eNeKTpoHckux Menuja (Brigs&Berk, 2006).

VY CpOuju, ycnen cnennUUHUX IPYIITBEHUX U MOTUTUYKUX OKOJHOCTH, J0-
J1a3u 710 030MJBHUjET pa3Boja mrammnanux meamja y 19. Bexy. Y Kparyjesity nounmse
mramname Hosuna cepockux, TOK ¢€ 0 MOICPHO] MOJUTUYKO] IITAMITH MOXE TO-
BopuTH noueTkoM 20. Beka, KaJa Cy ce caBpeMeHEe HOBMHAPCKE TEXHUKE U3 CBETa
noyese KoHayHo npuMmeruBati 1y Cpouju (Aleksic, 2018).

Besa uzmely pasBoja mramie u HanpeTKa rpalanckor ApylTBa U KaluTaIuc-
THYKE IPOU3BOAE je ounrieana. CBe OHO MITO je Ha OMIIO KOjH HAYWH JIOTIPUHEIIO
Pa3Bojy KalmuTaiu3Ma, IMPEKTHO WM MHAMPEKTHO je YTHUIIAJI0 Ha mrtamimy. Jomr of
19. Bexa CTBOPEHH Cy yCJIOBHU 3@ CaMOCTAJIHO (DUHAHCUPAKE ITAMIIE ITyTEM IIPUXO-
Jla o7l pojJaje, YUMeE je JHEeBHA LITaMIa, yMECTO Ja Oyzae 3aBHCHA OJ MOJUTHYApa
U JIp’KaBe, IOCTala 3aBUCHA Ol BEJIMKUX KalUTAIMCTHYKUX CTPyKTypa. Y Cpouju
cy HakoH [IpBor cBeTckor para MOKpeHYTH OpOjHH HOBH, T3B. HE3aBHCHH JIUCTO-
BH, KOjU Cy HACTaJH U3 KOMEPILHUjAIHUX pa3jiora U OWIM Cy MOKPEHYTH O] CTpaHe
MOJMTUYKHUX CTpaHaKa, KAMTAIHCTHUKUX TPyIia, MojenHAIA, TPUBPEITHUX U JIPY-
rux uHcTUTyIrja (bjenmmma, JesroBuh 2006: 235). Jeman ox TakBHX JIUCTOBA OWO
je ,,JIeckoBauku IMacHUK: JIUCT 3a TPrOBUHY, 3aHATe, MOJbOIPUBPEAY U APYLITBEHH
KHUBOT", KOjH je n3na3no y nepuony ox 1921. no 1941. ronune u mnpeacrasibao je
jelHo of Haj3HAYajHUjUX Tiacuia y JleckoBIly y To Bpeme.

JleckoBair ce HakoH ociiobohema o1 OcMaHCKoT 1apeTBa kpajeM 19. Beka 6p30
MOJIEpHU30Ba0 U 70 1914. TonnHe MOCTA0 je BaKaH ICHTAp TEKCTHIIHE WHIYCTPH]e
y KpasseBunan Cpouju (Jumurpujesuh, 1983). Henessauk ,,JIeckoBauky TiiacHUK
(bMHAHCHjCKH je 3aBUCHO O] YTHUIAjHUX IOjeIUHAIla U3 CBETa TPTOBHHE W WHIYC-
TpHje, Te je W 3acTylao MHTepece OBOr ApywmTBeHor coja (JumurpujeBuh, 1983:
422-423). OBaj a1CT NpyrKa IParoleHo CBEIOYAHCTBO O JPYIITBEHO] HCTOPHUjU Ipa-
Jla y Iepuoay u3Mely 1Ba cBeTcKa para, ¢ 003upoM Ha TO Jia ce 0aBHO pa3HOBPCHUM
temama (CtojrkoBuh, Crojuanh, Pakuh, 1992), kako Ha JTOKaJTHOM, TakO U HA TII00aI-
HOM HHBOY, YKJbyUyjyhn U nuTama 10JI0%kaja JKeHa y IPYIITBY U HBHXOBOI' cTaTyca
y PUBATHO] U jaBHO] cepH.

Cauky npymrsa JleckoBua u3mely fBa cBeTcka parta npukasao je Cepruje Ju-
MutpujeBrh y cB0joj KwU3M ,.Mcmopuja Jleckosya u okonune 1918—1928 (1983),
y K0jOj j€ JIe0 jEeAHOT IOIVIaBJba MOCBETHO KUBOTY JK€HA HA TEPUTOPHU)HU JISCKOBAY-
Kor kpaja Tpehe memenuje 20. Beka, mctnuyhm 3madaj mpumagHocTd oapeleHoj
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JPYLITBEHO] KJIAaCH HA HAUYMH M KBaJIMUTET *)HUBOTa. L1ITO ce THue ApymITBEHOT MOJI0-
*aja xeHa rmocie [IpBor cBerckor para Ha To HaMm ykasyje Muianka Tomuh (2008)
oO0janimaBajyhu Ja je pat 3HaTHO JONPUHEO KEHCKO] OOpOM 3a paBHOIPABHOCT, TOK
HaM je uctpaxuBame [pakuh (2019) mociyxuiio y by pasymeBarmba JAPYIITBE-
HO-IIOJIUTHYKE MTPOOJIeMaTHKe [TUTamba JKEHCKOT 1IpaBa riaca Ha Tepuropuju Kpasbe-
BuHe CXC (Jyrocnaswuje). 3axBasbyjyhu [onmnujeBoj ,,[cmopuju nosunapcmea
(2001) u weroBoj aHaITM3M KOMYHHUIIMPakha KPO3 BPEME U XPOHOJIOMIKE TOBE3aHOCTH
KOMYHUKaIMja, yBuaeheMo 3amto ce KOMyHUKaIHja cMaTpa MIPUBUJICTOBAHUM KJbY-
YeM 3a TyMauerhe¢ YUTABE HCTOPHU]E JbY/ICKOT JIPYIITRA.

JpywmTBenn craryc skeHa HakoH IIpBor cBeTckor para

VY npyroj monosunu 19. Beka, sxene mupom Esporie n y CA/l-y nouene cy na
ce opraHusyjy u Oope 3a cBoja mpasa. Y 3emibama kao mrto cy Enmiecka, ®@pan-
nycka, Hemauka u Pycuja, mocranu cy akTHBHHM TIOJIMTHYKU MOKPETH KOJH Cy Ce
3ajarajy 3a eMaHIUIAIN]y j)KeHa U lUXOBO MOJIMTHYKO H3jeTHaYaBahe ca MyIIKap-
nuMma. Y CpOuju, TpBH 3aXTEBH 3a TIPABO IIaca 3a )KEeHe IT0jaBIIIN Cy Ce Ha YTapCKOM
cabopy y HoBom Cany 1908. ronune, anu Tajamma IpyIITBEHA KIMMa HUje Onna
OJaroHaKJIOHa TaKBUM IIPOMEHaMa, a OCHM KeHama, IIpaBo Iiaca yckpaheHo je jour
HEKUM JIPYIITBEHUM TpylaMa y 3aBUCHOCTH O]l EKOHOMCKOT MJIH HEKOT JIpyror cTa-
tyca ([pakuh, 2019). Beh nakon [IpBor cBeTcKOT para CTEKIH Cy ce YCIOBH Jia ce
’KEHCKO IMUTAE BPATH Ha TOJIMTHYKY CILIEHY, ¢ 003UpOM Ja ce APYIITBEeHA, IIOJUTHY-
Ka, EKOHOMCKa 1 KyJITypHa CBECT YATABOT CBeTa paaukaiHo n3Menmia. XKene y CAJ]
u 3anagnoj EBponu cy nenuMu4HO ycrene aa ce u30ope 3a Heka popMaHa rnpasa u
cioboze, mTo je 6o pe3yATaT OrpOMHUX U3a30Ba KPO3 KOj€ Cy MPOIIJIe TOKOM parta.
Behuna sxeHa je TokoM para, 6e3 003upa Ha JPYIITBEHY KJiacy Ouiia y IMPUIIHIHI Ja
ce caMOCTaIHO O0pH 3a er3UCTEHIH]jY, ITO je moBehaso cBecT 0 3Ha4ajy yiore Kojy
nMajy y npymtBy (Toguh 2008/09:145).

Harmopu >xeHa 3a MOIMTHYKO W3jeHAYaBakbe ca MyIIKapluMa KOHAYHO Cy Kpy-
HHUCaHU yCIIeXOM Yy onpeh)eHuM enoBUMa CBEeTa, I/e je IPYIITBEeHO-IIOJUTHYKA CU-
Tyanuja Ouna onrosapajyha. ['onune 1918. xene y Benukoj bpuranuju cy nodune
rpaBo miaca, a 1920. ronune u 'y CAJl. Onatiie je oBa 6op0Oa mpoiipeHa u Ha Jpyre
3eMJbe, Koja je BpeMeHOM ao0mia cBercku kapakrtep (Obreni¢, 2008: 30). Hakon
para npaBo riaca skeHama nipusHaie cy u CAJl, Kanaga, CCCP, Hemauka, Aycrpuja,
Uexocinosauka, [losbcka, JIutBanuja, Ectonuja, Xonanauja, [llmanuja, JlykcemOypr
(dpaxuh, 2019).

XjyM Harnamara Jia je ydemhe )KeHa y paTHHM HarlopuMa H3a3Bajo CyMmbY
y nocrojame (PU3NYKe ¥ MEHTaIHEe HH()EPUOPHOCTH KEeHa, IITO je MPETXOAHO OHO
omuTH KoHceH3yc. OBO je 0BeJo 10 MPOMEHE y CTaBOBUMA IpeMa KeHaMa 1 OCIIO-
paBama ujieje a cy OHe HecriocoOHe 3a ydenthe y TOTUTHYIKOM )KHBOTY, YKIbY4yjyhn
u mpaBo riaca. Pa3marpajyhu unmenuily aa cy skeHe paguie y padbpukama MyHH-
LHje 1 J1a cy JOIPUHEIe paTHUM HaropuMa, O1Io je HelpaBeJHo JUIIUTH UX TpaBa
Ha macame (Hume, 2016: 281). Melytum, BaxHo je uctahu na je mpaso raca 3a
JKEHE TIPEJICTaBIbaJIO BUILIE O] caMe Harpajie 3a HBUXOB paj y pary. Yuenihe KeHa y
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pary moMorro je 1a ce pa3oujy CTPaXxOBH U MPETIOCTABKE O BbUXOBOj CIOCOOHOCTH U
MpUMnaaHoCcTH jaBHOM Tipoctopy. Y KpasseBunu Cp0Oa, XpBara u CioBeHana, koja je
Hacrana 1918. roqune, )keHe HUCY UMaJIe IPaBo Ilaca, HUTH IpyTa IMOJUTHYKA TIpa-
Ba, nako je YcraBoM u3 1921. romunae To mpaBo npensulero. Mehytum, 1926. xen-
CKO MHUTakE MOCTANO0 j€ aKTyeJIHO Yy NpHUIpeMama IIPOjeKTa 3aKoHa O ONIUTHHAMA,
LITO je JI0BEJIO JI0 MOKyIIaja a ce 00e30ean yuemihe jkeHa Ha OMILITHHCKAM H300-
puma (dpaxuh, 2019). bopba xena 3a nmpaso miaca y Kpamesunu CXC/Jyrocnasuju
OJIBMjajia c€ y HEKOJIIMKO (a3a, a lUXOBU 3aCTYIMHUIM Pa3MUIIJBAIN Cy O TOME Ja
JI Ta OCTaHy HEyTPaJTHU WK Aa GopMHUpajy CBOjY MOMUTHIKY apTHjy (Stefanovic,
2020: 62). Hakon Tora, 1927. ronnae ocHoBaHa je JKeHcka cTppanka y beorpamy
(Upaxuh, 2019), a ucre romune Mecau onoop XKencke crpanke y Jleckoity (Jlecko-
sauku enachux Op. 21 ox 26.5.1928, ctp. 1). bro je To BenMKH KOpak Ka eMaHIH-
Mamujy *eHa, pe3ysiTar yIiiBa MPOrpecuBHUX Hieja y Tpal Ha jyry CpOuje, kao u
BUXOBOT IIUPKYITUCaka IyTeM IITaMITAHUX MEJIH]a.

3Hayaj wTamMie TOKOM JBajeceTux roauHa 20. Beka

CBaxky HOBHHCKH TEKCT, Ka0 U APYTU MEJINjCKU TPOU3BOIH, (GopMHpajy ce 1Moz
yTULAjeM pasinuuTux (aktopa. Mmeonomkn KOHTEKCT, KyATypHH YMHHOLM, KOH-
TEKCT MECTa TJIe c€ TeKCT MpUIIpeMa, MeIUjCKH KaHp U TeMa Koja ce oOpalyje — cBu
UTpajy ylnory y o0iukoBamy mMeaujckor caapxaja (Joksimovic, 2014: 94). Menuju
Kao TocpenHuItd u3Mely MOhHHX Tpymna ¥ jaBHOCTH, UMa]y 3HAYajHY YIOTY Y 00-
JIMKOBAamY jaBHOT MIbeHa. [IpeacTaBibame pasIMIuTHX IpyTia U MojenHaIa, Kao 1
Kpeupame 3Ha4uea U HBHXOBa pa3MEHa, NPE/ICTaBIbajy KIJbYUHE 33a7aTKEe MEH]jCKe
nponykuuje (Milovanovic&Vujovi¢, 2014: 121). HoBune, kao AgocTynan H3BOP
nHpOpMaIMja, MOTY MMaTH BEJUKH YTHIAj Ha JAPYHITBEHA JcmaBama. [IpuMena
onpelheHor MennjcKor KaHpa ¥ HauuHa KOMyHHKAIlHje MOXKe 3Ha4ajHO yTHUIATH Ha
00JTMKe APYIITBEHOT KUBOTA M YCMEPHUTH TI0jeINHIIA Ha JCIIOBAmLE U yuerthe y jaB-
HoM xuBOTY (I'pros, 2024).

lTamma je jenan o BaKHUX (pakTOpa 3a OCTBapUBambE LIMJbeBa OMIIO TOjeIuH-
ua wnu rpymne Jjbyau. Haxon 3aBpmretka [IpBor cBerckor para y KpameBunu CXC
MOKPEHYT je JKerncku noxpem, IpBH jyrOCIOBEHCKH ()eMUHUCTUYKH YaCOTIHC, KOjH je
OKYIJbAa0 IIMPOK KPYT capaJHuKa U (eMUHUCTKHUIHA U3 CBUX JieioBa Jyrocnasuje, 1
obpahuBao Teme u3 pazmumunuTUX obnacty u gucnuiuinHa (Ilosbak&Banosa, 2019).
3axBaspyjyhu pa3Bojy MeproanKe KeHe Cy 0CBajalie jaBHH MPOCTOp jour ox 19. Beka,
LITO 3HAYM Jia je MTaMIa uMaja MpUINYHO YTHIAja Ha MUpPeHe (EeMUHUCTHUKUX
uzeja (Iospak&MBanosa, 2019), 0 ueMy roBopH M YIUIMB OBUX HJI€ja y Tpaj Ha jyTry
CpOuje, Tek ociio0oleH opujeHTaIHOT yTHIIaja. Y OBOME Ce Orvie/ia 3Ha4aj KOMyHH-
Karwje, Koja HHje caMo caMO TEXHHYKH IIpoIlec MpeHoca Mmopyka, Beh mpencraBiba
OCHOBY JAPYIITBEHE OpraHMU3alHje M YKIbydyje CTBapame 3ajeHUIe KPO3 KOMYHH-
KalMjy y CMHCITy pa3MeHe H 3ajeTHHYKOT JIeJberba, a THME M CTBaparbha 3ajeTHIIKOT
3Hauema (Ilepymko, 2008: 77). Kopumheme oapeheHor cpeacTBa KOMyHULUpPamba
MOX€ TPOMEHUTH Ca3Hama M OOJHKE JIPYIITBEHOT KUBOTA. [IpeHocuBa mpupoaa
HOBHMHA OTBapa MyT Ka WHJIUBHJIyaTHOM U CII000THOM KopHIIhewny HHQOpMaTHBHOT
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cajpikaja, ma caMMM THM M IIOJCTHYE MOjeAMHIA HA JEJIOBAKE M YKIbYUHBALE Y
jasau xuBoT (Gocini, 2001).

C 003upoM Ha TO Ja TpaJUIMOHAITHE MEHje KapaKTepHUIle jeJHOCMEPHH KO-
MYHHUKAIIHjCKH TIPOIIeC KOj! MOoIpasyMeBa Cllame TopyKa U3 IeHTpa MOhH Ka TiepH-
(hepuju npymTea, Op30 je youeH IMOTEHIHjal MeIdja Jda, OCUM IITO MPEHOCE CIUKY
cBera, Mory je u koHcrpyucaru (Aleksi¢, 2018). 3ato ce 6opOa 3a KEHCKO IPaBO
m1aca HakoH [IpBor cBETCKOr paTta M MpeAcTaBbambe OBOT Mpoleca y IITaMIu He
MOXe MOCMaTpaTd HEe3aBHCHO O]l CMamerma yIiiea mramie tora noba. Haume, y
OBOM paTy 3HATHO je KopuiheHa Tmpornarania y MeJujuMa paju oOIHKOBama CTa-
Ba jaBHOCTH. [ OIIMHM HABOAM 1A, JIOK je€ Ha CBOjUM ModyennmMa y 18. BEeKy MHT O
JaBHOM MHEbEHY TPENCTaBIha0 WJeall KOjUM je IITaMIla OCBOjWJIa CBOjy CI000my U
JOTIpUHeNa pa3Bojy AeMokparuje, y 20. BeKy Taj MUT OJie/id, a jaABHO MIbEHbE TIOCTaje
HacJara npejpacyja ¥ eMOLIHOHAIHUX CTamba KOjy CBaKO MOXeE Jla TyMauu cyOjex-
tuBHO (Gocini, 2001: 317). [Bagecerux roauna 20. BeKa aMEPHUKH TTOTUTHKOIOT
Xapomnn JlacBen je roBOprO 0 MOhH KOjy cpecTBa KOMyHHUKAIIHj€ UMajy HaJl jaBHUM
MIbEHEM, Ha3BaBIIH j€ TIOCJICIUIIOM MOJEPHOT para, a Ipoliaraliy HOBUM, CyIITHII-
HHUM CpPE/ICTBOM 3a M3a3uBame paroBa. JIMIMMaH je Tamamrmby HOBHHAPCKY IPAKCy
Ha3Bao ,,()a0pUKOBamkEM CArIACHOCTH ® Koje ce Hapel)yje y 3aBUCHOCTH OJI IIHJbe-
Ba BiacTH u Binanajyhux unrepeca (Gocini, 2001: 316-317). Ananusupame pas3iu-
YUTUX HAYMHA HOBHHAPCKOT HM3pakaBarmba MOXKE JIONPHHETH OOJHEM pa3zyMeBarby
IpYIITBEHE CTBapHOCTH oapehenor ucropujckor neprona (I'pros, 2024).

Metogonoruja

VY pany he 6utn xopunthen MeTon KBaIWTaTUBHE aHaimM3e caapxaja. Kopmyc
ynHe n3nama JleckoBaukor macHuka ox 3. 9. 1927. no 5. 5. 1928. rogune. Jequnu-
Lla aHAJIM3€ je HOBUHCKM TEKCT. TEeKCTOBU Cy aHAIM3HUPAHU PEAOM, XPOHOJIOLIKH.
VY 1927. roguHU 0Nl YKYIHO TIeNeceT JBa Opoja caMoO TpU TEKCTa ce OaBe TEMOM
KECHCKOT MUTama, a y aHaJU3y Cy YKJby4eHa JBa, jelaH Yy HaCTaBLUMa, jep Ce THUY
HCKJBYYHBO KEHCKE TOJIMTHYKE OpraHu3aluje, 10K cy y roaunu 1928. Tpu Tekcra,
jenaH y HacTaBIMMa, TocBelieHa UCTOM Mpo0IeMy M CBa TPH YKJbydeHa Y aHAJIU3Y
cazpkaja. /IBa TekcTa ce Halase Ha MPBUM CTpaHaMa HeJleJbHUKA, JIOK Cy OCTANU Yy
CPEIVHHM 1 3ay3MMajy MOJIOBHHY je/lHE CTpaHe JIUCTA.

[macHMK je M37a3M0 HEAEJPHO M CaAP)Kao YETHPH CTpaHe, U3Y3eB Y BpeMe
Boxxunha n Yckpca, kafa cy w3na3wiu, J0AaTHU, BaHpeaHn OpojeBu. CBaku Opoj je
caJip’kao OKO YETHPH JI0 TIET TEKCTOBA Ha MIPBUM CTpaHaMa KOjH Cy ce OaBWIIn TeMa-
Ma U3 00IacTH IpUBpEIE, APYIITBA, TPOCBETE, YMETHOCTH U MOJUTHKE Ha JIOKAITHOM
1 CBETCKOM HMBOY, JIOK Cy HACTaBaK YMHWIEC pPyOpHKe 3a KpaTKe BECTH, OIjlace U
peKIaMHe WITyCTpalyje.
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AHaJju3a cajpixaja

AHanmzupaim cMo clieniehie TekcTose:
»Llonoxkaj u ymora sxxene*, 3. 9. 1927. ronune, 6p. 36, cTp. 3, ca HACTAaBKOM
y HapenHoMm O0pojy — 11. 9. 1927. rogune, 6p. 37, ctp. 2, ayropa Pan. B.
Teonocuha u3 Jaronune;

* . Kencko npaBo raca‘ ayropa nornucasor kao ,,J1.%, 17. 12. 1927. rongu-
He, Op. 51, c1p. 2;

* ., Kencka crpanka y JleckoBmy*, 5. 5. 1928. ronune, ca nzjaBom ,,Omjex ca
300pa“, op. 18, cTp. 2.

* . Kena u momutuka“ 26. 5. 1928. ronune, op. 21, ctp. 1, 6e3 nornuca ay-
TOpa, ca HACTaBKOM y HapeaHoM Opojy — 2. 6. 1928. ronune, 6p. 22, cTp. 2;

* ,Kencka crpanka“, o0jaBibeH 16. 6. 1928. roqune, Op. 24, ctp. 1, y not-
nucy ,,Boj. [Taynuh®.

MecHu onbop JkeHCKe cTpaHke 3a Tpaj Jleckoar u3abpan je 1927. romune, amm
ETOB Pajl HUje OMO HApOYMTO BUIUUBMB U IIPUCYTaH Yy JaBHOCTH, (Jleckosauku 2nacHux
21, 26.5.1928, ctp. 1) Mazga ce jaBHOCT NPHIMYHO MHTEPECOBAJIA 3a OBO MUTame. Vcre
rofvHe y centeMOpy y [7acHUKy je M3amao TeKCT ayTopa MOTIMCAaHOT Kao ,,Pan. B.
Teomocuh Jaroquua“, ca HacioBoM ,,[losoxkaj u yiora xeHe™. Ha roueTky uiaHka ay-
TOp Jaje KpaTak Iperies] IpyIITBeHe UCTOpHje, KOMITapupajyhu mopoandHe 3ajetHu-
Lie y IPauCTOpUjU U aHTHULM Ca TIOPOIHMLIOM CaBPEMEHOI 1003, y *KeJbU Jla yKaKe Ha
JPYIUTBEHE M MpaBHE IPOMEHE KOje Cy Ce Oaurpaje Kpo3 BEKOBE U 300I KOjUX KeHa
BUILIE HHje TIOTIYHO y BIACHUIITBY MyLIKapua (J/leckosauxu anacnux 36, 3.9.1927, ctp.
3). Mehytum, y HacTaBKy TEKCTa OH KPUTHKY]E KEHE Koje ce Oope 3a MpaBo 1iiaca, cCMa-
Tpajyhu 1a TMMe 3arocTaBibajy MaTepHHCKE IYXKHOCTU: ,,mpajice eMaHyunayujy, a o
ceom npocsehusarvy 3a nopooudne u Mamepurcke OyacHocmu mano ce opuny* (Jlecko-
sauxu enacuuk 37, 11.9.1927, ctp. 2). Yipkoc Hauzmien HEYTPAITHOM CTaBy KOjU ayTop
3aCcTylNa — MCKa3MBABEM TOLITOBAA )KEHAMa, HABO)EHEM CBHUX apryMeHaTa H IpHCTa-
JMIA U IPOTHBHUKA KEHCKOT TpaBa Iiaca, yKa3uBambeM Ha APYIITBEHE NPOMEHE Koje
Cy HEMHUHOBHO JIOBEJIE JI0 XyMaHHjeT ¥ MpaBeJIHMjer IPYIITBA — OH UIAK 3acTyIla CTaB
BehrHe KOH3epBaTHBHE jJaBHOCTH M CMaTpa Jia je MaTepuHCTBO IPHMAapHa yIIora JKEeHe.

ITocnenmu TekCT Ha TeMy KEHCKOT TpaBa miaca 1927. romwHe mM3amao je y
JIerieMOpy, 1 MHCaH je y CaCBUM JApyradrjeM TOHY. TeKCT je 00jaBJbeH Mo Ha3MBOM
,»”KEHCKO TIpaBo miaca™, ayTopa IOTIUCAHOT Kao ,,J[.*, KOjH je arcoiryTHU IpucTaniia
PaBHOIIPAaBHOCTH MOJIOBA U MOJIa3H OJ] MPaBHUX HOPMH KOjUMA je MpeABUl)eHO MpaBo
1aca JkeHama, alli Koje Huje cripoBezieHo. Peunma 1a je nprkaBa IEHTpaTuCTHIKa U 14
HOBH, BUIOBIaHCKM yCTaB Mpe/ICTaBIba OCETaH Ha3aJlak, ayTop Ce CTaBJba Ha CTPaHy
JIEBUIIE, 300T Yera je U FeTOB MIPOTPECUBHU CTaB O KEHCKO] EMAHIIUTIAITH]H Pa3yMJIbH-
Buju (Jleckosauku enacnux 51, 17.12.1927, ctp. 1). Y HacTaBKy TekcTa ayTop moduja
CBE apryMeHTe Koje BehinHa jaBHOCTH M3HOCH MPOTHUB >KEHCKOT MpaBa 1v1aca, MOTIIyHO
CTaje y onOpaHy >KeHCKOr Tona, peunma: Ora padu, 3apalyje, bopu ce 3a ONCMAarax,
OHA Y ROTUMUYU YHeCme)je camo 3d cada Heeuo/bUBo, U NOMNYHO je npaso 0a joj ce
npaso 2naca oa* (Jleckosauxu enacnuk 51, 17.12.1927, ctp. 1).
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Cr.1
Jleckosauku enacnux 51, 17.12.1927, ctp. 1

Jlokanuu ogbop YKeHcke cTpanke ocHoBaH je 1928. roqune y Jleckosiry, a Bect
je objaBibeHa y ,,JleckoBaukoM IITACHUKY, KOja CaAp KU caMO HajBa)KHHUjE MOJATKe
0 MPUCYTHUMA, MECTY M BpeMeHy Aorahaja. MehyTum, oHO mTo Mmoce0HO MpUBIadH
MaXHY j€ U3jaBa Koja CTOjU y HACTaBKY Kao MPOTPATHH TECT, a YHjH je HacioB Odjex
ca 300pa. Hero3nara cyrpahanka ce HUje xerena ynucath y JKeHCKy CTpaHKy y3 00-
pasnoXkeme 1a 1hOj HUILTA He HEAOCTAaje Y KHUBOTY, 3aXBaJlHa je CBOM MYKY: ,,Hamnpa-
BHja MM Kyhy, KyniHja MU XaJbHUHY, IIUIIENe, TeTeNak, JoHeja MU y Kyhy cBe mTo Mu
Tpeda u jeso u muito. I1a koje hy car jour...” (leckosauku enacnux 18, 5.5.1928, c1p.
2). be3 003upa Ha HHGOPMATHUBHHU KapakTep TEKCTa, ayTop je 1a0 KOMUYHY HOTY ca-
MowMm joral)ajy, ynmpaBo ogabupom uzjase koja he ce nahu y HoBuHama. Hctor mecena
y ,,JIeCKOBauKOM IMTaCHUKY* je 00jaBJbeH M3BELITA] ca HAacI0BOM JKena u norumuxa,
u nogHacsioBoM Ca 36opa Kencke Cmpanke oopacanoe 20. ooz m-ya y Jleckosyy
u mehynaciosa: Tosop e-he Jape B. Kpocanuh, Iosop 2-ye Dr Kaje Maprosuh n
Tosop e-he Dr Hewxosuh. Tlopen npodheCHOHATHOT U3BEITABakha ayTOp YUTaB J10-
rahaj ommcyje kao ,orcencko 3abasuume *“, kao noralaj Koju ,, Huje HUKAKo HOCUO Qu-
3UOHOMUJY jeOHnoe napmujckoe 30opa™ (Jleckosauxu enacnux 21, 26.5.1928, ctp. 1).
Hexu teopernuapu TBpAe Ja MoCToje M3BECHA APYLITBEHA MOHAIIAMbA yCIOBJbEHA
POJIOM KOja MpOU3MIIa3e AUPEKTHO U3 OMOJIOIIKE Tpenoape)eHoCTH KeHCKOT Toa.
[Ipema eceHIMjaTMCTUUKUM CXBaTambHMa, TOCTOJH OCHOBA KOja KO MYyIIKapana u
JKeHa JeTepMHUHHMINE ToHammame 6e3 003upa Ha conmjamm3annjy (ITomosuh, LlBet-
xoBuh, 2012). Ctora, u3 HaBeJICHOI HOBHHCKOT TEKCTa MOXKEMO 3aIla3uTh ayTOPOB
CTaB 0 )kKeHaMa Kao HEJJOBOJFHO 030MJbHUM, HH(EPUOPHUM y OJHOCY Ha MyILKapIie
KaJa je ped O MOJIMTHLIH.

Hapennor mMecena u3amao je HacTaBak U3BEITAja, y KOME Cy U3HETH CTaBOBU
ynanuna JKeHcke cTpanke o 00pa3oBamy KeHa, 0 BAHOPAYHO] JACIH, O TPOCTHTYIIU)H
1 J)KeHaMa YMHOBHHIMMA. UaHuIe cy ucKas3aje CBOjy 3a0pHHYTOCT 3a KEHCKH €0
MoMyJanyje yciaea HeMapHOCTH MyIIKapara, Koje IITHTH APYIITBO M II03BaJie CBE
KEHE J1a UM ce MPUApYKe Yy oA0paHH CBOjUX IpaBa. AyTOp Ha IMOYETKY TEKCTa W3-
HOCH 3aHUMJbMBE MOZIATKE: ,,32 OBUM y3uMa ped r-1ia Dr Kaja Mapkosuh u ca myHo
WPOHHU]e, MAaKOCTU U Mpe3peHha Oaly Morie/l Ha MyIIKapIie, KOjUX je OO0 MPUCYTHO
oKo 15 u oTiounmse cBoj roBop™ (Jleckosauxu enacuux 22, 2.6.1928, ctp. 2). Aytop
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TEKCTa je CBOJHM 3allaKabeM Ha MOYETKY U3BEITaja jKesleo neTahu Kako ce eMOIHo-
HAJHOCT KOJ] ’K€Ha TEIIIKO NPUKPHBA YaK U Ha jaBHUM JiemaBambuma. [lonmutrka jecre
jemHa o 00JacTH JBYACKOT JIEJIOBama ¥ KOjOj C€ MYIIKAPITH M JKEHE TPOICHY]Y U
BpEIHY]jYy IIpeMa CTepeOTHIINMA T10J1a/poa. MyIiike cTepeoTHITHE 0coOnHe Ou Oure:
PAIMOHATHOCT, arpeCUBHOCT, MY/IPOCT, a MKEHCKE: eMOIMOHAITHOCT, JIYKaBOCT, CJia-
6oct n ap. CTepeoTHny Cy OCHOBA Mpeapacyia o IpyruMa U pa3induTuMa U jel-
Ha OJ] IPETIIOCTaBKH KOjOM C€ HAcTOje ONpaBAaTH pa3HHU BUJIOBH JIUCKPUMHUHALIU]jE
(Zuni¢, 2012).

Cn.2
Jleckosauku enacnux 18, 5.5.1928, ctp. 2

esch eToatea | Neconay

¥ noncienax 29, np. M-ua ospwan
je Chyn keHa nectomaukmx y Cam
Kencxe anarcue LUlkone, paw op
ranwiosama Hencxe Crpanxe. Wu-
nwjarm ovaj nokper y Jleckonny
ysena je rua Jleca Masunhena, nu-
cap cyackm
Mourra je spowstasa npasmss u
objackuta  uMn  crpanke, rocuohe
UPHCYTHE, KOjC CY mpmCTate ca ce
yuumy, wsafipase cy wispmen oafiop,
4 OCTANE KOje WHMCY Xreie Aa upR-
CTyne nokpeTy yKAOHHAE Cy Ce.
Oajek ca aGopa
Ha mam anrepnjy jeame rocuobe,
KOja Ce Hije XTela ynacarm y men-

Ky CTpanKy, A06HAN CMO OBAKAB 04-
ronop:

wJa ne anam xoje hy jom aa rpa-
wus o1 Mmojera mywa. Hanpasmja mn
wyhy, Mia  ME XALMHY, UMnede,
Tenedak, Aoueja mm y xyhy cee wro
& " jeo u nmro. Ila xoje hy

um TP
car jom.,

V jyny 1928. romune y ,,JIeckoBaukoM IIacHUKY je 00jaBJbeH WiIaHaK, TO]] Ha3H-
BoM JKercka cmpanka, i TIogHACIoBoM 1106000om ocnusarsa ucme y Jleckosyy, y moTiu-
cy ,,Boj. [Taynuh*. AyTop je HanpaBroO paBHOTEXY H3Mel)y KOH3EpBaTUBHOT U TIPOrpe-
CHBHOT CTaBa jaBHOCTH U yKa3ao Ha MpaKkTH4HE MpoOeMe ca KojuMma ce jkeHe cycpehy.
Hasnaumo je ma menpocBeheHOCT TpencTaBiba MIABHY MPETPEKy KEHCKOj eMaHIWIa-
muju. Cmarpa fa 0u 00pa3oBame jkeHa Tpedano aa Oyie MPUOPUTET, a TIOTOM EbHXOBO
AHTKOBAKE Ha JPYTUM ToJbnuMa (Jleckosauku enacuuk Op. 24 om 16.6.1928, ctp. 1).
AyTop je craBa aa je ,,JKeHcka cTpaHka™ OCHOBaHa IPepaHo U J1a je PUPOIHH]jE [1a KEHE
myTeM npocsehrBama 1oy 10 eMaHIUIalHmje, a 3aTUM e MOCBETE MOIUTUYKOj Opra-
HI3aIMju. VMcka3nBameM 3a0pHHYTOCTH ayTOp Ce MITaK CBPCTA0 Ha cTpaHy BehuHe jaB-
HOCTH KOja cMarpa Ja >keHaMa HHje MECTO y TIOJUTHIIH, aJTH j€ TIPSTHOCT OBOT TEKCTA Yy
AQHAIMTUYKOM carvieiaBarby IpodiieMa ca pa3IMInTHX CTpaHa U yKa3uBamwy Ha 3HaYajHE
JPYILUTBEHE ITpo0JeMe KOju MOT'Y IPEACTABIbATH KOUHUILY CBAKOM IIPOTPECY.

3ak/pyuak

Haxon ananmse caapikaja ,,JleckoBaukor mracHuka‘ 3a mepuon 1927. m 1928.
rO/IMHE, MOYKEMO 3aKJbYUUTH JIa je TeMa JKEHCKOT IpaBa Tiaca Owiia 3Ha4ajHO Mamke
3aCTyIUbEHA Y OBOM JIUCTY y OIHOCY Ha jpyre TeMe. CaMo MeT TeKCTOBa y aHaJM-
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3WpaHOM IEepHoay je Omio moceeheHo oBOj TeMu, ITO HAM TOBOPH Ja je OHa Omiia
Mame 3HayajHa WM 3aHAMJIbHBA 3a ayTope. OJ meT TeKCToBa, TPU Cy oIpa)kaBaja
CTEPEOTHITHO BHUN)EHE KEHCKE YIIOTe Y IPYIITBY ¥ apryMEHTE TPOTUB KEHCKOT I10-
JUTUYKOT aHTa)koBama. OBU TEKCTOBH Cy HarvallaBajil MaTEPUHCTBO KAa0 MpUMap-
HY YJIOTY JKCHE W M3HOCHIIM CTaB JIa j€ JKCHCKa MOIMyJanuja HeJOBOJFHO 00pa3oBaHa
Ja OM paLMOHAIHO OJUTyYrBajia Ha n300puMa.

Hacynpor Tome, kaTeropu4He MpUCTaIUIE PaBHONPABHOCTH IIOJIOBA, KOje,
KpUTHKY]yhH ,,lIeHTpann30Bany u ,,Ha3aJHy" Ap>KaBy, MOKEMO CBPCTaTH Y JICBHU-
yape, MOKa3aJid Cy OTBOPEHOCT IpeMa HOBUM TEHJCHIIMjaMa M3 CBETa M YHMHMIIH
nporpecuBHy MamuHy. OHH Cy JI0Ka3 Tora ja cy ce nmpomene y Jleckosiry, rpamy
opHjeHTaIHOT Hacneha, HeyMUTHO JiemnaBane, 0e3 0031upa Ha MPUCYTHOCT MaTpHjap-
XaJHUX CXBaTama M HEroJoBame XeHcke emanuunanyje. lltamma, mytem koje cy
JKCHE MCTHUIIAJIC CBOje 3axTeBe jolr oj 19. Beka, U pa3Boj Menuja yorliiTe, npeacTa-
BJbQIIM Cy 3Ha4yajaH (akTop NMPOTPECHBHUX TPOMEHA, Y YEMY C€ U CacTOju 3Hayaj
komyHuKanwje. Umak, Tpeba nMaTi y BUAY Ja MEIWjU UMajy BeTuky moh y oOmm-
KOBambY jaBHOT MIbEHa U J1a j€ CBAKHM MEJIH]CKH MPOU3BO OOJIMKOBAH IOJT YTUIAjeM
oznpeheHOr KOHTEKCTa, OWIIO MACOJIOMIKOT WM KyITypHOL JlpyImTBO je mocraino
CBECHO HMJCOJIOIIKE MM03aJnHe Meauja nmocebno tokoMm IIpBor cBerckor para, kaaa
ce y MeIujiuMa KOPUCTHIIA TpoMaraijia paan oONMKoBamba jaBHOT MEbEHA, O Kaja
j€ ¥ youeH MOTEHIUja)l Me/ija Y KOHCTpyHucamy peanHocTd. CTora je HauuH Mpe-
CTaBJbamhba MOTYNHOCTH JKEHCKE MOJIMTUYKE OpraHm3arije y JIeckoBIty y HajpeHO-
MHpaHUjeM 4acoITiCy TOT BpeMeHa BayKaH MHIUKATOP XpaOpOCTH TaIallibuX KeHa
Jla jaBHO HcTyne y 60pOu 3a cBoja mmpasa, uMajyhu y Buay H3a30Be ca KojuMa Cy ce
MopaJie CyouuTH, Kao B IOACMEX KOMe Cy Oniie U3JI0KEHE.
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Caskerak

Pan momasu ox crienehux MCTpaKMBaYKKUX MUTama: ,,Kako cy Menuju mpeacraBibalii
JKEHCKO TIHTame 1 00pOy KeHa 3a mpaBo rmaca y JleckoBiy?* u ,,Ha xoju Ha4mH Cy HO-
BHHE Yy4eCTBOBaJIe y rpaljerby jaBHOT MIbea aBaneceTnx roguaa 20. Bexa?. ¥V paxy
je xopumheHa KBaJWTAaTHBHA aHAIM3a CaapiKaja, a jeIWHHIIA aHAJIN3E CYy HOBHHCKH
TEKCTOBM HeNeJbHUKA ,,JleckoBauky rmmacHUK u3 1927. u 1928. ronune. Y 1927. ro-
JIMHM O YKYITHO TIe/IeceT JBa Opoja caMo TpH TEKCTa ce OaBe TEMOM JKEHCKOT MUTamba,
a'y aHaJIM3y Cy YKJbyUeHa JIBa, jelaH Y HacTaBLUMa, KOja c€ THIY HCKIbYUHBO KEHCKE
MOJIMTUYKE OpTaHU3aIMje, 0K ¢y y ronuan 1928. Tpu TekcTa, jesaH y HaCcTaBIMIMA,

nocseheHa ucToM mpodieMy 1 CBa TPH YKJbYUEHA Y aHAJH3Y calpikaja.
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CTpaHKa, jaABHO MIHCHHE
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Abstract

Socialization is a concept that permeates all life stages (childhood, youth and old age).
It signifies the internalization of value orientations, norms and symbolic meanings, as
well as the acquisition of social and practical skills through social learning and training.
The most important element of socialization is speech. The goal of this research was to
examine the sociological importance of informing the general population about voice
disorders as a prerequisite for the socialization process that is characteristic of a given
culture, with a wide possibility of adaptation to new living conditions. The research used
the Questionnaire on vocal hygiene taken from the “Voice Quality of Life Indicators”.
The results of this research showed that there are differences in the level of information
about voice disorders in the general population. Members of the female gender, of an
older age, have a more developed awareness of voice disorders and their impact on the
quality of life of an individual compared to members of the male gender, of a younger
age. | ask questions about the development of awareness about voice disorders in
recent years is considered a necessary prerequisite for active and healthy personality
development. The contribution of this study is reflected in the provision of information
on the development of the general population’s awareness of voice disorders, all with the
aim of providing various education programs on this increasingly topical topic in society.
In this way, social policy makers and social development practitioners understand the
range of relevant factors and possible mutual influences in social development processes
in order to improve the quality of life of individuals and society.

Key words: sociological importance of information, quality of life of an individual,
speech and voice, voice disorders, vocal hygiene
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Conuostomku 3Ha4aj HHGOPMHCAHOCTH OIIITE
nonyJjaunuje o nopemehajuma riaca

YBog

JaBHO MH(OpMHCame moapazymMeBa CI000AH HMPUCTYH AOCTYITHHUM HHQPOP-
MangjamMa myteM Menuja. Hampenmak npymrTBa TUPEKTHO 3aBHCH Ol CpelCTaBa
jaBHOT MH(MopMHUCcama. [IyTem jaBHOT HHpOpMECama 00e30elyje ce JemMokparuja y
JPYLITBY U CI000aH pa3Boj JINYHOCTH 1ojenunna. CpeacTsa jaBHOT HHPOPMHUCabha
pasBHjaia cy ce ca pa3BojeM JpyIITBa. Y CpPelcTBa jaBHOT HHPpOpPMHUCAa yOpajaMo
cBe nH(popMaIrje Koje ce Ipykajy ImyTeM pajanja, TeleBu3Hje, HOBUHA U JIUTHTAI-
HUX 1Iatopmu. [locnenmbux roaqrHa MUPOKy MPUMEHY y jaBHOM HH(OpMHCAY
JpYyLITBa UMajy AWTHTAIHU CagpXaju Koju ce miacupajy nytem ruiardopmu. OBaj
BH/JI Me/Mja JO00HO je Ha 3Ha4ajy 300T MIMPOKE NPUMEHE WHTEPHETA y JIPYIITBY ca
jeIHE CTpaHe M jeIHOCTABHOI, Op30r M IPUCTYIIAYHOT IIacupama uHdopMalja ca
npyre crpane (Aditi et al., 2022).

Cormonomky 3Ha4aj HHGOPMUCAHOCTH 0 MopeMehajuma Tiaca mpoucTude u3
OMOJIOILIKE ¥ TICUXOJIOLIKE OCHOBE pa3Boja ApyiuTsa. Couujanusaiyja je KOHIENT KOju
MIPOXXMMa CBE KMBOTHE (haze (Mepros AETHI-CTBA, MIaJOCTH U cTapocTh). O3HauyaBa
WMHTEpHAITN3a1l1jy BPEAHOCHUX OpHjEeHTAaIja, HOPMH M CHMOOJIMYKHUX 3Ha4YCHa, Kao 1
CTUIaE JIPYITBEHUX U NPAKTUYHKUX BEUITHHA COIMjATHUM ydereM 1 00ykoM. Haj-
BaXHH]H €JIEMEHT COITHjan3anyje je roBop. ConujaaHa cpearuHa MpeacTaBba OCHOB-
HM YMHHJIAL pa3Boja ropopa. ColujaHi YMHHOLM pa3Boja roBOpa MOACTUYY Pa3iv-
4quTe 00IMKE KOMYHUKALM]E jeTIMHKE — ITyTEeM JKUBE MM IMUCAHEe PeUH, TeCTUKYIIAIHje
Ha JIMIY ¥ TeJIy U IMyTeM AuruTanHux canpxaja (Petrovi¢-Lazi¢ 1 Kosanovi¢, 2008).

[Mocnenmux neneHnja pacTe HHTEPECOBAKE 32 EPrOHOMUjY IJlaca U TOBOpA.
ITocToju Bemmku Opoj pamoBa KOjU UCTPaKyjy MPEBAICHIIN]Y U y3poke mopemehaja
raca y pa3induTHM ApymTBeHHM rpynama. Camo Manu Opoj cTyamja je HCTpaku-
Bao MH(PPOMHCAHOCT OIMIITe momynanyje o nopemehajuma rmaca. Yenen ce Behe
yudecTanocTu nopeMehaja raca u yrpoKeHOCTH OCHOBHOI' CPEJCTBA KOMYHHKALUje
YOBEKa, TOBOPA, jaBJba C€ MOTPeda 32 MCTPAKUBAKEM Pa3BOja CBECTH O BOKAJIHO]
XWTHjCHU | 37IpaBJby TJlaca W roopa. Bokamuu nmpodecronany (MojequHIN duje
3aHUMark¢ HYKHO 3aBHICH Ol YIIOTpeOe Tiaca U ToBopa) jecy, y CBapH, APYIITBEHA
rpyma Koja je 1mox BehuM pru3uKoM 3a TI0jaBy BOKaIHE 3710yroTpede Tiraca. 300r Tora
je moceOHO BaYKHO UCTPaKMBATH HUBO MH(POPMICAHOCTH O BOKAIIHO] XUTHjEHU TJIa-
ca y OBOj MOMYJAlMOHOj TPYIIH, a CBE Y IIMJbY OUyBama Ilaca M KBaJHUTETa )KUBOTA
nojeaunua (Petrovi¢-Lazi¢, 2015).

[IpodecronanHo aHraxxopame riaca Mojpa3yMeBa BUCOKO CIEIH]jaTH30BaAHY
JBYICKY IETATHOCT KOja U3UCKYj€ ONTUMAITHO (PYHKIIMOHUCAHHE OMOJIOIITKIX, TICHXO-
JOIIKUX M COLMjaTHuX (pakTopa. JaBHU TOBOPHM HACTYI U3HCKY]j€ N3y3E€THE BOKAIHE
Harope. bpojHocT aynuTopujyma u nmoBehaHa oAroBOpHOCT BOKaJTHUX NPO(decHoHa-
Jana ycioBJbaBa MCUXMYKY TEH3H]Y, KOja yrpokaBa BHUXOBY HOPMAJIHY (OHAIIH]Y.
Ocoba ca nmopemehajem m1aca He MOXe ce KOHIIGHTPUCATH Ha W3JIarambe MUCIH H
nzeja, cTora je TakBoj ocobu momoh aparonena (Rantala et al., 2002).
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CBakoj jeJMHKH je UMIIepaTuB Ja rnocenyje onpelheHe kpanurere y racy 1 Ha-
YUHY J)KUBOTA KOju he joj 00e30equTu ycrex y npoQeCcuju u IyrorpajHo kopuiiheme
KBAJINTETHOT TJaca. J[a Ou ce To MOCTHIVIO, HEOIIXOIHO j€ MOCTOjarhe CBECTH O XH-
THjeHH TJlaca W HeHOM YTHIIAjy Ha OAprKaBame 37paBor Iiaca. MehyTtum, ga 6u ce
Pa3BUO MPOrpaM BOKAITHE XUTHjeHE MpUiiaroleH morpedbama roBOpHHUKA, MOTpedaH
je neTasbaH OIMC HUXOBUX BOKAIHUX HaBWKa. Ha Taj HaumH, BOKaJIHUM Marojo3u-
Ma ce oMoryhaBajy yCIOBH Ja CTpaTClIKH IUIaHUPajy IporpaM BOKaJIHE XWUTHjEHE
m1aca. BokanHu maronor npuimkoM Kpeuparma nmporpama BOKallHe XUTHjeHe Takohe
Tpeba ma y3Mme y 0031p CONMOKYATYPHY, EKOHOMCKY M BEPCKY MM033INHY JbYIH KOjH
he OuTH yKJby4YeHH y mporpam, Tako Jia IporpaM MocTaHe Bulle ycpeacpehen mo-
Tpebama jemuake (Boominathan et al., 2008).

o nanac cy crnpoBezneHa OpojHa UCTpaKMBamba O Y4eCTAIOCTH U BPCTH TO-
pemehaja raca Koju Cy MPUCYTHHU KOJ YUUTeJba U HACTaBHUKA, 1E€Baya, CIIOPTCKUX
TpeHepa U IPYrux BOKAUTHUX npodecronanana. [IpemMa ncrpaxnBarmy HEKUX ayTopa
(Van Houtte et al., 2011) yuutespu cy TOUIOKHK]H TT0jaBU adoHUje, eaemMa, mon-
na u yBoprha Ha TIacHWIIAMa Y OAHOCY Ha OMINTY momynanyjy. Yecrto ce cycpehy
U ca JapuHroapuHreasHUM peQiryKcoM, XUTIEPKUHE3HjoM B (PHOpPOBACKYTapHUM
Je3ujaMa IJIacHULA. Y4ecTanocCT 1ojaBe YBopuha Ha IJacHUIaMa MIPUCYTHA j& KO
13% no 14% yuureswa, mro ynyhyje Ha 3nmoynotpedy miaca (Lira Luce et al., 2014).

HNudopmucanoct o nopemehajy rmaca HeJIOBOJFHO je UCIIUTHBAHA y HAIIIO] TIO-
mynariju. C 003upoM Ha 3HAYajHOCT KBAJUTETA IVlaca 3a MPOIIeC COIHjaan3aluje,
Ha IITa Cy yKa3and MHOTH ayTopu u3 oe obmactu (Chen et al., 2010; Franco &
Andrus, 2007; Lira Luce et al., 2014; Petrovi¢-Lazi¢ 1 Kosanovi¢, 2008; Petrovié-
Lazi¢ et al., 2012; Petrovi¢-Lazi¢ 1 Kuli¢, 2014; Petrovié-Lazi¢, 2015; Rantala et
al., 2002; Speyer, 2008; Van Houtte et al., 2011), oBaj paj uma 3a Kb J1a UCIIUTA
COIIMOJIONTKY 3Ha4aj MHGOPMHUCAHOCTH OIIIITE TOIyJanyje o mopemehajuma rmaca
Kao TIPEMyCIIoBa 3a MPOIIEC COIHjaTH3aIije KOji Cy KapaKTepUCTHIHH 3a ATy KyI-
TYPY, y3 HIHUPOKY MOTyRHOCT ajanTaiuje Ha HOBE KUBOTHE ycioBe. COLMOIOIIKH
3Ha4aj MHPOPMHUCAHOCTH BayKaH j€ 3aTo ILTO j€ MaXKibha y UCTPAKUBAmY JaTa OIIITO]
nHpopMucaHoCTH 0 nopemehajumMa Tiiaca, BOKallHOj XUTHjEHH U IbeHOM yTHIA]y Ha
3apasibe nojeanHa. COnMOIONIKY aclieKT OBOT UCTPaKUBamha OIVIela Ce y aHaIN3H
WH(POPMHUCAHOCTH U3 aCIeKTa OMINTE MOIYJalHje, OJJHOCHO KOHTEKCTa II00aIHOT
JIpYIITBA M PEJIEBAHTHHX JIPYIITBEHUX (paKkTopa, 1mojaBa v mporeca Koju MOTy TO3H-
TUBHO WJIM HETATUBHO YTHUIIATH HA KBAIUTET XKUBOTA JbY/IU Y 3ajeAHUIH. JlomackoM
10 onpeleHnx 3aKibydaka y OBOj 0OJaCTH IIMPH CE CBECT U eAyKalHja O 30paBJby
1aca YuMe ce IONPHHOCH NO00JbIIakY KBAIUTETA )KUBOTA OIIITE MOIYJIalluje.

Meton

Hwb ucrpaxuBama

nse oBOr UCTpakuBama OMO je Jla Ce UCIHTA COIMOJIONIKH 3Ha4ya] HHQOp-
MHCaHOCTH OIILTE MoIynanyuje o nopemehajuma raca Kao mpegycioBa 3a MpoLec
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COILMjan3alrje KOjU Cy KapaKTePUCTHYHU 32 JaTy KYATYpY, y3 IHPOKY MOryhHOCT
ajlanTaiyje Ha HOBE XHBOTHE ycjoBe. Takole, mub je Jla ce UCIUTA MOBE3aHOCT
COLIMOJIOLIKOT 3Ha4Yaja nH(OPMHUCAHOCTH MCIIUTAaHUKa O TopeMehajuma riaca ca co-
nromeMorpadCcKuM KapaKTepUCTHKaMa KOjH KapaKTEepPHIIy ITOjeINHIA Y APYIITBE-
HOj 3ajeTHUIN Y K0joj ce kpehe 1 ocTBapyje Kao JINYHOCT.

VY3opak ucrpaxuBama

Y3opa1< HUCTpaXrBamka YNHWIIU CY BaCIUTa4u, YYUTCJbM U HACTABHUIIU HA TC-
puTopuju ommuTHHE 3Be3aapa, beorpaa. Y ucrpaxuBamy je yaecTBOBasIO 375 uciu-
TaHuKa, o7 Tora 178 (47.5%) ncnurannka mymmkor nona u 197 (52.5%) ucrnintanmka
YKEHCKOT TI0J1a.

Ta0ena 1
Jlucmpubyyuja ysopxa y oonocy na cmapocm
CTapocCT UCIUTAHUKA bpoj ncnurannka %
<25 103 27.4
25-35 155 41.4
35-50 94 25.2
>50 23 6
YKynHO 375 100

IIpouenypa U HHCTPYMEHT HCTPaKNUBaha

HctpaxuBame je crposeneno y Permyomumm Cp6uju ox jyHa 2022. mo jaHyapa
2023. ropune. Y HCTpakuBamwy je KopuilheH YIUTHHK O BOKAJIHO] XUTHjCHH Ipey-
3et u3 loxasamesma keanumema dcusoma y éesu ca anacom (Zeine & Waitar, 2002),
paszBujen y LleHTpy 3a 31paBibe raca Ha YHUBEP3HUTETY 3/[PABCTBEHOT cucTeMa y Mu-
gureHy. Micnuranuim cy uMalii 3a7aTak Jia oAroBope Ha 33 murama o mopemehajmma
I1aca 3a0KpyKHUBAmbEM jeTHOT O TpU MOHyheHa oaroBopa (TadHo, HE 3HAM W HHjE
TayHo). OcuM YIIUTHUKA O BOKAJIHO] XUTMjEHH UCTIMTAHULHU CY MOMYHAaBaJId U YIIHUT-
HUK O coLroieMorpag)ckuM 0coOMHaMa IMYHOCTH (I10J1, CTAPOCT U ITyLIa4yKHU CTATyC).

3a aHanmu3y J00MjCHHUX pe3yyiTaTa MPUMEHEH je METOJ HeeKCIIePUMEHTATHOT
HCTpaXMBarba Ha OCHOBY y30pKa — aHKeTHpame ucnuTanuka. Kako Ou ce 1o0ujeHu
pe3yATaTtu MOrH y HajBehoj Mepu ampoKCHMMHUpaTH Ha CKym, opMHUpaH je pemnpe-
3€HTaTUBHM Y30paK IIpeMa CBOjCTBHMA 3HAYajHUM 3a CIIPOBEACHO MCTPAXKUBAE.
[loy3nanoct YnuthHuka npoueweHa KpomOaxoBUM o KOEQHLHjEHTOM, MOXKE Ce
cMmarpaTu 3agoBoJbaBajyhiom (0=0,71). Y napennom neny paga Ouhe mpencraibe-
HE UCTPaKMBAYKe XMUIIOTE3€ ca MPHUKA30M 3aBUCHHUX W HE3aBUCHHX BapujadiH Koje
Cy y TIpollecy HCTpakHBama KopuilheHe Kako OM ce YCIoCTaBJbambeM Bese niMely
IBbUX MOCTAaBJFECHE XUIOTE3E MOTBpAMiIe Wiu omdarmie. KoHTpomHe Bapujadie cy
mmon (MYIITKH/KEHCKH), cTapocT (<25 rommna; 25-35 rogwna; 35-50 rogmna; >50
TO/IMHA) U MYIIaYKy CTaTyc (MyIIa4/Heryiaq).
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Oo6pana nogaraka

IIporpamu xoju cy kopumrheHu 3a CTaTUCTHYKY 00pary mogaraka cy Microsoft
Excell 2011 u IMB SPSS Statistics Data 21. 3a ucnutuBame 3Ha4ajHOCTH pazinKa
kopumiheHe cy mMepe MH(EpeHIHjalHe CTaTUCTUKE — t-TECT 3a HE3aBUCHE Y30pKe
(3a Bapujabne ca 1Ba HMBOA) U jenHO(hakTOpcKa aHanu3a Bapujance (ANOVA) — 3a
Bapujadie ca TPH U BHILE HUBOA.

Pe3yaraTru ucTpaxkuBama ca IMCKYCHjOM

WNudopmucanocT ncnuranuka o nopemehajuma riaca y OAHOCY Ha IO,
CTapoCT M MyIIaYKH CTaTyC UCIIUTAHUKA

[IpumeHOM t-TecTa 3a He3aBUCHE y30pKe TOOHjeHEe Cy CTaTUCTUYKH 3Ha4ajHe
paznuke (p<0,01) u3mehy ucnuTaHuKa MYIIKOT U JKEHCKOT T0J1a Ha Bapujaliid MH-
hopmucanoct o mopemehajuma rraca (t=-3,901; df=595; p=0,000). XKene (AS=18,93)
nH(popMucaHuje cy o mopeMehajuma rimaca y oqHocy mymkapie (AS=17,34).

Tabena 2
Ilpuxas epynne cmamucmuxe u t mecma npema nony UCHUMAaHUKA
Bapujabna Ilon N AS SD SG t-test df p
Wudopmucanoct o Mymku 178 17,34 5,185 0,291
nopeMchajuma rmaca  JKencku -4.114 745  0.000%**

197 18,93 5253 0,253

**p < 0,01

Jpyru 3amatak OBOT HCTpa)kMBama OMO je Ja ce ucmuTa WH()OPMHCAHOCT
UCIIUTAaHUKA O rmopeMehajumMa riaca y OHOCY Ha CTapoCT McnuTaHuka. Mcrpaxu-
Bamb€ j€ MOKa3aJio Ja cy 100MjeHe CTaTUCTUUKK 3HauajHe pasnuke (p<0,01) nzmehy
HCIIUTAHMKA pa3iuyute ctapocHe noodu (F=21,883; df=3; p=0,000).

Tabesa 3
IHpuxas epynue cmamucmuxe u F mecma npema cmapocnoj 0obu ucnumanuxa
Bapujabna Tomune N AS SD SG F test df p
CTapOCTH

Hngopmucanoct <25 103 1592 4,761 0316 21,902 3  0,000%*
o nopemehajuma 2535 155 1921 5349 0,319
raca 35-50 94 19,02 5077 0,396

>50 ’ 20,01 4,973 0,541

#%p < 0,01

Kaxko 6ucmo npoBepuin n3Mel)y Kojux cTapoCHUX rpyna IocToje CTaTUCTHY-
KM 3Ha4ajHe pasiuke y HHPOpMHUCAHOCTH KOpUCTHIN cMO [llegheos post hoc mecm
(TabGena 4).
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TaoGena 4
Pasnuxe y unpopmucanocmu o nopemehajuma enaca y o0Hocy Ha cmapocm —
Llegpeos mecm

VY3pact p
25-35 0,000%*
<25 35-50 0,000%**
>50 0,000%*
<25 0,000%*
25-35 35-50 0,9897
>50 0,792
<25 0,000%*
35-50 25-35 0,991
>50 0,702
<25 0,000%*
>50 25-35 0,791
35-50 0,701
*p < 0,05
**p < 0,01

Wcrmmrannmm mmahu om 25 romyHa cy CTaTUCTHYKH 3HAYAjHO Mame WHGOP-
Mucanu o mopemehajuma rimaca (AS=15,92) ox ucnuranuka crapocTa 25-35 roau-
Ha (AS=19,21), 35-50 roguna (AS=19,02) u ucnuranuka crapujux ox 50 romuHa
(AS=20,01). M3mely ocranux rpyna HCIUTaHUKA HE MTOCTOj€ CTATUCTUYKE PA3IIHKE
y HUBOY HH(QOPMHUCAHOCTH.

[IpumeHOM t-TecTa 3a He3aBUCHE Y30pKe YTBP)CHO je J1a He TI0CTOj€ CTaTHCTHY-
k¥ 3Ha4ajHe paznuke (p>0,05) m3mely myraga u Hermyrada Ha Bapujadiau nHGOpMHU-
ca”oct o nmopemehajuma raca (t=-1,701; df=751; p=0,90). [lymauu (AS=18,03) u
Henymaun (AS=18,63) nogjennaxo cy nadopmucanu o nopemehajuma riaca.

Tabena 5
Tpuxas epynne cmamucmuke u t mecma npema nyuwadkom cmamycy

Bapujatna I'pyna N AS SD SG  Ftest df p
Wudopmucanoct [ymaun 178 18,03 5262 0,282 -1,701 751 0,90

o nopemehajuma  Henymaun
1aca 197 18,63 5284 0,271

3aksbyyak

nse oBOr UCTpakuBama OMO je Jla Ce UCIHTA COIMOJIOIIKH 3Ha4ya] HHQOp-
MHCAHOCTH OIILTE MoIynanyje o nopemehajuma rmaca kao mpegycioBa 3a MpoLec
colyjanu3anmje Koju cy KapaKTepuCTHYHH 3a JaTy KyJITypy, Y3 IUPOKY MOryhHOCT
aJilanTaiyje Ha HOBE XXMBOTHE ycioBe. Takolhe, uib je Jla ce MCIUTa MOBE3aHOCT
COITMOJIONITKOT 3Havaja MH()hOPMICAaHOCTH HCIIUTAHNUKA O TIopeMehajima raca ca co-
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HOIeMOTrpa)CKUM KapaKTepUCTUKaMa KOjH KapaKTEPHUIIy M0jeANHIIA Y JPYIITBEHO]
3ajeTHUIIN Y K0jOj ce kpehe U 0cTBapyje Kao JIMYHOCT. Pe3ynraru 0BOT HCTpaKuBamba
MOKa3aly Cy Jia TOCTOje pa3iiike y cTereHy WHPOPMUCAHOCTH O TopeMehajuma
rIaca y OmIToj momyaandju. [Ipuna gaumm KeHCKOT ToJ1a, CTapHje cTapocHe mo0u
MMajy pa3BHjeHH]jy CBeCT O rnopeMehajuMa riaca U BUXOBOM YTHIIA]y Ha KBAJIATET
’KMBOTA jeIMHKE Y OIHOCY Ha MPHIIaJIHUKE MYIIKOT 110j1a, Mialhe crapocHe 1o0u.

C o03upomM s1a cy ce oOpaciy COlUjaTu3aluje MOCISABUX JICICHHUja TIPOMe-
HWIK, HajMiTahy YIaHOBH JIPYIITBA MMajy Mame orpaHnuerma u Behy ciobony aa
ce adupmumry. [locTaBirame mUTama O pa3Bojy cBecTH nopemehajuma rimaca mo-
CIIeIIbHX TOJJMHA CMAaTpa ce Hy>KHHUM IIPEAYCIOBOM 3a aKTHBAH U 3[paB pa3Boj JIHY-
HoctH. [Ipyxame peneBaHTHUX MH(pOpMaNHUja ¥ YUBEHUIA 0 mopeMehajuma riaca
MOXKE TIOCTaTH CAaCTaBHH JIe0 00pa3oBama MIaJie jeMHKEe ¢ UJbeM pa3Boja Behe
cBecTH o nopemehajuma 1aca u cBol)erba Ha MUHHMYM HJIM €TMMHHHUCAka CUTYya-
1Mja BOKaJIHE 3JI0ynoTpede riaca.

JlomprHOC OBE cTyauje orieaa ce y mpykamy HHpOopMaIiija 0 pa3Bojy CBECTH
OTIIIITE TIOMyJalje o mopemehajima raca, a cBe y Iiiiby 00e30ehBama pa3inauTux
Iporpama eayKaiyje 0 OBOj CBe aKTyeJIHH]j0j] TeMH y IpyiuTBy. Ha oBaj HaumH Kpe-
aTtopu IPYyLITBEHE MOJMTHKE M MPAaKTUYapy APYIITBEHOT Pa3Boja pasyMmejy Jieresy
peneBaHTHUX (akTopa U Moryhux MeycoOHUX yTuIaja y mpolecuma ApyITBEHOT
pa3Boja y 1iJby yHanpelhema KBaJIUTeTa )UBOTA 110jeIMHALA U JPYIITBA.
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CoumoJiomky 3Ha4aj HH(POPMHUCAHOCTH OIIITE
nonyaanuje o nopemehajuma rnaca

Mupjana [lerposuh-Jlasuh, MBana Mnuh Casuh
nesbeme 3a Jloronenujy, @akynTer 3a crenujanny eayKalujy U pexaOuinTaiyjy,
Yuusepauret y beorpany, Cpbuja

Caskerak

Conmjanuzanyja je KOHLENT KOjH MPOXXUMa CBE KUBOTHE (asze (Iepruoj AeTHICTBA,
MJII0CTH M cTapocTn). O3HauaBa HHTEPHAIU3AIN]Y BPEIHOCHUX OpHjeHTaNHja, HOp-
MH ¥ CUMOOJIMYKHX 3HAYeHa, Ka0 M CTHIAME JIPYIITBEHUX W NMPAKTUYHHUX BEIITHHA
COILIMjaJIHUM yuermeM 1 00ykoM. HajoutHujn enemenT conujanuzanuje je ropop. Linsp
OBOT UCTPaXXMBarha OHO je Jla Ce CIHUTA COIIMOJIOIIKHN 3Ha4a] HHPOPMHCAHOCTH OITIITE
nomnynanyje o nopemehajuma raca Kao IpeaycioBa 3a IpoLec COlMjaln3aluje Koju
Cy KapaKTepHCTHYHHU 3a JaTy KyATypy, Y3 LIMPOKY MOryhHOCT ajnanranyje Ha HOBE
JKMBOTHE yCJIOBE. Y HCTpaKUBaIby je KopuinheH YIIUTHHUK O BOKAJTHO] XUI'HjEHH TIpey-
3eT U3 ,,Jlokazarespa KBaIMTETa )KMBOTA Y BE3H ca TitacoM””. Pe3ynTary oBor ncTpasku-
Barba MOKa3aJi Cy Jia OCTOje pa3iiKe y CTEeNeHy HHPOPMHUCAHOCTH O opeMehajuma
raca y OIIIToj momyianuju. [IpumagHuim KeHCKOTr Mojia, CTapHje CTapocHe 100H
uMajy pa3BHjeHH]y CBecT o rmopemehajuma rnaca ¥ BUXOBOM YTHIIA]y Ha KBAJIUTET
JKMBOTA jeJMHKE Y OIHOCY Ha MPHITIaJHIKE MYLIKOT 1Toj1a, Miale ctapocHe noow. Ilo-
CTaBJbaM IHTakA O Pa3BOjy CBECTH 0 nmopemehajuma riaca mocienmbUX rouHa CMa-
Tpa ce Hy>KHHM IPEAyCIOBOM 3a aKTUBAaH M 3/IpaB pa3Boj JUYHOCTH. JlonpuHOC OBE
CTyAHWje OIvIeia ce y Mpykarmy HH(OpMaIja o pa3Bojy CBECTH OIIIITE IOITYJIaje O
nopemehajuma raca, a cse y by 00e30eljuBama pa3IMIUTHX Iporpama eayKaluje o
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OBOj CBE aKTYCJIHU]O] TeMH y APYIITBY. Ha 0Baj HAYMH KpeaTopu APYIITBEHE MOJTUTUKE
W MPAaKTUYapH JPYUITBEHOT Pa3Boja pa3yMmejy Jiemes3y pejeBaHTHHX (hakropa M MO-
ryhux MeljycoOHuX yTHIIaja y mpoliecuMa JAPYIITBEHOT pa3Boja y nuiby yHanpehema
KBaJIUTETA J)KUBOTA TIOjeIMHAIIA U IPYIITBA.
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MeToo011Ke MepcneKTHBE HOrpadcKuX HCTPAKNBAIHA
y APYIITBEHUM HayKama'

Amnhena b. Boxuh?
Ounozodceku dakynret, Yauep3uter y Humy

Monorpaduja Memoodonowke nepcnekmuge 6UOCPAPDCKUX UCPAACUBATLA Y
opywmeenum naykama, ayropa Jlammbopa Casuha y nm3namy Dakynrera MOTUTHY-
Kux Hayka y bamoj Jlyuu, pe3yarar je BULIETOMUILer HAyYHOT U UCTPAKUBAYKOT
paza ayropa y o0nacTH METONOJIOTHje APYIITBEHUX HCTpaxkuBama. Hacrana je u3
XKeJbe Ja Ce MOCTjyroCIOBEHCKO] HAyYHO] 3ajeAHUIH MPHOIMKK 3Hauaj Ouorpad-
CKUX MCTPa)XMBama, jep Kako u caM ayTop npumehyje, HayyHa 3ajeHHIIA HA OBUM
IIPOCTOpUMA jOIIT HHje MpHU3HaIa 3Ha4aj OnorpadCKuX NCTPaKMBaba Y APYIITBEHUM
Haykama. OCHOB CTy/Hje je 3ampaBo TOKTOpCKa Jucepraiyja, onopamena 2019. ro-
muHe Ha DaKkynTeTy MONMUTHYKUX HayKa y YHHBep3uTeTa y bamoj Jlymm.

MoHorpaduja HCTOBPEMEHO HYIU TUjaXpOHMjCKY U CHHXPOHHU]CKY aHAIH3y
ynorpebe 6norpadckux noparaxa, npyxajyhu cucreMarndan u o0yxBaTaH Iperies
TEOPHjCKUX, UCTOPUjCKUX M METOJIOJONIKHMX acliekaTa OMorpad)CKuX MCTpaKUBarba
y ApYIITBEHMM Haykama. TakBa aHaiu3a je O BEJIHMKOI 3Hauaja 3a CTyHCHTE, HUC-
TpakMBaue W CBE OHE KOjU Ce MHTepecyjy 3a OBy obnact. Temaruky kojom ce OaBu
ayTop m3naxe y mer nenuHa: 1. Hacranak m pa3Boj Omorpad)CKux MCTpakuBamba;
2. ENncTeMunosIomKo-TEOpHjCKH aclieKTn OnorpadCcKux ucTpaxuBama; 3. TexHuu-
KO-OpPTaHM3alMOHU aclleKTH Onorpadckux HcTpaxuBama; 4. HTepaucuurumHap-
HE TeHJCHIMje y Onorpad)ckuM HcTpaKuBamuMa; 5. HaydHocTparerujcku acrekTH
ouorpadckux mCTpakuBama. [lopex oBUX MmormaB/ba MOHOTpaduja campku: YBOI;
3akspydak, monuc kopuirthene gureparype (oudmuorpadujy), HHIEKC U OENeKy o
ayropy. Kako cam ayTop HaBozu, TOKOM CBOj€ HCTpaKMBaYKe IPaKce, y BUIIE HaBpa-
Ta ce 0aBUO MUTamUMa Koja MPOUCTUYY U3 allopHje JINYHOT U jaBHOT/UHANBUAYA-
HOT U KOJICKTHBHOT/TIOjE€IMHAYHOT JIeJIOBamba U JPYIITBEHE CTPYKTYpe, YCIe vera
je HacTaya ujeja /la akaJeMCKO] 3ajeHUIM Ha MOCTjyrOCIOBEHCKUM MPOCTOpUMA
MIOHYAX OIIITH Mperiesl TEOPUjCKUX U METOAOIOLIKIX aJIaTa KAPAKTEPUCTUIHUX 3a
ynorpeOy Onorpad)ckux UCTpakuBama y APYLITBEHUM HayKama.

VY yBOIHOM JieNy ayTOp TOBOPHU O 3Hauyajy U pa3Bojy Omorpad)ckux mMcTpaku-
Bama y JIPYUITBCHUM Haykama. Kako cam ayTop HaBoau pa3Boj OMorpad)CKux UcTpa-

! Dalibor Savi¢ - Metodoloske perspektive biografskih istraZivanja u drustvenim naukama, Banja Luka,
Fakultet politickih nauka, 2023, 261 str.

2 a.bozic-20482@filfak.ni.ac.rs
81



Amnhena b. Booicuh

KHUBamba MOXKE CE€ OMMCATH jeTHOM JIATHHCKOM H3peKoM (0 36e30a Ka mprpy U HA3a0
Ka 36e30ama. Takohe, ayTop y yBOJHOM Jieiy axkmwy ckpehie Ha To a cy ouorpadcka
HCTpaKUBama ca yHarnpehuBameM moctojehnx U ca pa3BHjamkbeM HOBHX HCTPaKH-
BauKWX MPUCTYIA Mpellia FPaHMIe jeJIHE HayKe, Te Cy MOCTala BeOMa pa3rpaHaro
HHTEPIUCIUIUTMHAPHO nofpyyje. [Iputom, mox 6uorpackiuM METOAOM Ce oapasy-
MeBa HHU3 PA3NUUUTHX UCTPAKUBAYKUX MPHUCTYIA MOMYT, XXUBOTHE UCTOpUjE, ayTo/
ouorpaduje, ycMeHe ucrtopuje, HapaTuBHe aHanuse (B. Savi¢ 2023: 7). Aytop Hac
OBJIC YBOJIM y JOIII HEKE MPOoOIeMe METOI0JIOMIKOT opel)erma Onorpackux ucTpa-
KHUBamba, K0 M yIOTpede pasIMuUuTHX TUIIOBA NOjIaTaka (JIHEBHUIIM, ITUCMA, JTMYHH
MIPEIMETH | JIp.) Kao W Pa3InYUTHX HadyMHA MPUKYTUbamha Mmojaraka Kox onorpad-
CKUX UCTPOKHBAbA.

[pBa uenuna (Hacmanax u pazeoj buoepagckux ucmpaxicusaroa), ce cacToju
on mer notuenuHa: 1. [Ipereye Omorpadckux ucrpaxuBama; 2. [lepuon ynkam-
ke mkoje; 3. Ha maprunama apymtBeHux Hayka; 4. [lepuon pesutanusanuje; 5.
[ToBparak Ha crase (cTape) ciaBe. Y OBOM Jely ayTOp TOBOPU O YHHUBEP3allHO aH-
TPOTIOJIOIIKOM KapakTepy OMorpadCcKux UCTPaKHBAba MOYEB OJ MPBUX CAYyBaAHUX
TparoBa O JbYJACKOM IOCTOjamby U JAeJamy, ayTo/Onorpa)CKux TEKCTOBA U JIPYyTUX
npeaMerta jou y n06a antuke (uprexxu y nehunu Jlacko, En o ['mnramenry, no3nara
Jena aHTHUKuX (uinozoda, ucropryuapa M KmHHKEBHUAKA), IPEKO Jeiia HACTAUX Y
Cpe/IleM BeKy, 100y ITPOCBETUTEIHCTBA U POMAHTU3MA, T1a CBE JI0 epe JOKyMeHTapa-
HOT (pMIIMa, cajToBa 3a JAcJheha BUICO-caipikaja M APYIITBEHUX Mpeka. MelhyTum,
AHTPOIIOJIONIKH KapakTep OHOrpad)CKuX UCTPAKUBAha Y TIOUETKY je OMO CBEJICH UC-
KJbYYMBO Ha KOMEMOpalLHjy )KUBOTa, 0€3 UHTEPIPETaTUBHUX TexXmbU. [IpBu momak
Ka pa3yMeBamy JbYJICKe TOTpede 3a (pe)IpoayKIHjy U TyMadewhe OUorpa)CKux uc-
kycraBa cpehemo xon Bunxema [unraja (Wilhelm Dilthey). [lunrajeBa Mucao nma-
JIa je TIOCPeTHHU YTHUIA] Ha Pa3BOj YMKAIIKE IITKOJIE, Y YHjeM Mepruoxy onorpadcka
HCTpaKUBamka J00Mjajy 3Ha4ajHO MECTO y APYIITBEHUM HayKama. Y APYToj MOTIe-
JIMHU ayTOP HaM HEIITO BUIIIE TOBOPH O Pa3BOjy YHUKAIIIKE IITKOJIE ca TTOCEOHUM OCBP-
toM Ha ctynujy llomcku cemwak y Eeponu u Amepuyu Tomaca u 3Hamenkor. OBaj
COILIMOJIONIKY KJIACHK j& OJPer0 Pa3Boj OMorpadcKux UCTpaKuBama, U CaM Pas3Boj
YHKAIIKE IKOJIE, KA0 M FheH CTaTyC Y COIMOJIOTH]jH, JOHOCEhN MHOIITBO TEOPH]jCKUX
1 METOAOJIOMKNX WHOoBanuja. Ilopen oBe crymuje aytop ce ocBphe u Ha apyre wc-
TpaKMBauKe CTy/IHje KOje MPe/ICTaBIbajy MapajurMaTHIHe TIpuMepe yroTpede 0mo-
rpadcexor npuctyna nonyT cryauje The Jack-Roller: A Delinquent Boy’s Own Story.

Tpunecere u yeTpeceTe rorHe MPOIUIOT BeKa 00eeKuiIe Cy OpojHe TpoMe-
He Koje he MMaTH BeTMKH yTUIa] Ha cTaTyc OMOrpad)CKUX UCTPaKUBamba y APYIITBE-
HUMM Haykama. HakoH mepuona mosera Onorpadckux UCTpakuBarmba CIEAH MepUOJT
MTOTIIYHEe MapTHHAN3aNKje. AYTOp UCTHYE CHIOTeHE U er3oreHe ¢akrope koju he
YTUIATH Ha CTaTyc OMOrpad)CKUX HCTPaXKHMBambha — jauyarhe CTPYKTypaju3Ma y Co-
LMOJIOTHjH, C jelHEe CTpaHe, U IPyLITBEHE IMpoMeHe, ¢ apyre crpane. Hakon tora
CIJIe/IM OCBPT Ha MEPUO/] peBUTANIN3aIM]e Onorpad)CKuX HCTpakMBama Koju Kpehe ca
MusicoM u weroBoM KiuroMm Coyuonowxa umazunayuja. TokoM cenamaeceTux
ocamMJieceTuX rojnHa ouorpadcka UCTpaKUBamka MOHOBO MOCTAjy JICO IIABHUX TO-
KOBa JIPYIITBCHUX HayKa. Y 4eTBPTOj TIOTIICJIMHU ayTOP HABOJH JIETaJbe O Pa3BOjy H
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crarycy onorpad)cKux UCTpaKUBamba y 1MOjeJUHUM eBpoIickuM 3emibama (ITosbekoj,
®pannyckoj, Hemaukoj, Benukoj Bputanujn). Taj nepron MoxkeMo Ha3BaTH MepHO-
JIOM peBUTAM3aIIM]je 1 eKCIan3uje onorpadckux NCTpakuBama. JleBenecere roau-
HE MUHYJIOT BeKa ayTop OIemYje Kao IMepHoT MoBpaTka Onorpad)CKuX UCTPaKUBamba
Ha ITyT CTape CJiaBe, Kajia 0Baj TUIT HCTPAKUBaba Ipepacta y HHTePIUCIUIUINHAPHY
00yacT APYMITBEHUX M XyMAaHUCTUUKUX HayKa.

Jpyra Temarcka LeinHa OAHOCH CE Ha EMUCTEMOJIOMIKO-TEOPHjCKE acleKTe
ouorpadckux ucrpaxubama. He Texxehn cBeoOyxBaTHOM MPHKA3y Pa3IUUUTHX Ba-
pujanTH 6HuorpadcKor nprcTymna (MoACEeTUMO Ha To Aa J(eH3WH MCcTH4e TpPEeKo /Ba-
JIeCeT BapHujalija y TepMHUHIMA H METOjaMa Y CKIIOIY OMorpad)CKUX NCTPaKUBamba),
Caguh ce y cB0joj MOHOTpaduju OrpaHUYaBa HA YETUPH HAjTIO3HATH]e/HajTIOITyIap-
HUje ouorpadcke METOIE — HCUBOMHY UCTNOPUY, YCMEHY Ucmopujy, aymo/ouozpa-
Qujy, nHapamueny ananuzy, Oynyhu na oHe TpeACTaBIbajy HAjydyecTallUje BHIIOBE
npuMeHe Oouorpad)ckux UCTpakuBama. MOTHB 32 HHHXOBO JIETAJHHO pa3rpaHuya-
Bame, ayTop, u3Mel)y ocTajor, mpoHaia3u U Yy YUHEHUIN Ja Y HAyIHO] jaABHOCTH HA
ITOCTjYTOCIOBEHCKOM ITPOCTOPY OUoTpadcka NCTPaKUBaha jOIIT YBEK MPEICTABIbA]Y
papurert. [Ipe Hero mWTO YnTaOIMMAa MPUOIHKH SHHCTEMHUOJIONIKE CIEIU(PUIHOCTH
OBHX METOJa, ayTOp OBY TEMAaTCKy LICJIMHY 3all0OYHIbE TAKO3BAHUM CHOPOM OKO Me-
mooa — CIIOPOM OKO CTPYKTYPE U JIeJIOBaka, CyOjeKTUBHOT ¥ 00jE€KTHBHOT.

Tpeha Temarcka IenvHa OAHOCH CE€ HA TEXHUYKO-OPTAHHU3AIIMjCKE aCIeKTe
OmorpadCKux UCTpakuBarma. Y OBOj IMETHHU ayTOp YHTAOIMMA HYIU jeIHY CHCTE-
MaTH4YHy U JeTaJbHY IMPOILEAYpY 3a MPOjeKTOBame, OpTraHu3alnjy W pean3alujy
ouorpadckux ucTpaxkupama. Kako n cam ayTop MoHOrpaduje Haramaba TEIIKO
je Hamucartu jenaH cBeoOyXBaTHHM BOAMY 3a OMorpadcka MCTpakuBama, jep cBaka
oJ1 Onorpa)cKux METO/Ia UMa CBOjE€ CIMHUCTEMOJIOIIKE, TEXHUYKO-OPraHU3aI[HOHE U
Hay4yHOCTparerujcke cnermduunoctu. Mehytum, jomr Behu mpobnem 3a mucame
jemHor cBeoOyXBaTHOT BOJHMYA IPEACTaBJbA TPETXOAHO HCTPAKHUBAYKO HCKYCTBO
MTOTEHUIIAjTHOT ayTopa. YTONHKO je 3Ha4ajHO TO INTO je ayTop CTYAUje yKa3ao u
Ha KJbY4HE METO/IONIOUIKE poliieMe pu u3Bohemy OHorpad)CKux UCTpakuBama ca
KOjMa Ce€ Cycpeo TOKOM BIIACTHTE MCTpa)kuBauke rnpakce. [IpeacraBibeHu cy HajBa-
KHHJH ,,TEXHHIYKO—OPTaHU3aI1]CKH aCTIEKTH OMOTpad)CKUX UCTPAKUBAA™ OJTHOCHO
eTare y crnpoBohemy ncTpakuBama: 1. n300p TeMe UCTpaxuBama; 2. ofpehuBame
IIaBHUX M3BOpa IOJaTaka; 3. y3pOKOBame; 4. MPUKYyIJbamke Ioaraka IyTeM HH-
TepBjya; 5. cpehuBame o0paga M aHanM3a mojaraka. Y CBaKoj Off OBUX MOTLEINHA
ayTop ce TPYAMO Aa MOHYIAH JeTajbaH U CUCTeMaTH4aH yBHJ y IPOOIEeMaTHKY pa3-
JIMYUTUX METOJIOJIOIIKUX aclieKaTa CIpoBohema Ouorpad)CKux UCTpaKMBamba, KPo3
CyMHpama 1 yOIIITaBamka KaKo BIACTHTOT HCTPAKMBAYKOT MCKYCTBa, TAKO H TO3H-
BamkbEM Ha HCTPAKMBAUKa NCKyCTBA JPYTHX UCTPAKMUBAYA.

VY 4eTBpTOM NOINIABJBY ayTop ckpehe makmby Ha WHTEPAMCIMIUIMHAPHE TEH-
JeHuuje y ouorpadckuM ucTpaxuBambuMa. [loceOHO KOpUCHHMM OLEHhYjeMO Ha-
CTOjame ayTopa Jla YuTaola yrno3Ha ca Mamke MO3HATUM TEXHHKaMa HCTPaKUBaba:
Gomo-unmepgjy; omo-enac; aymobuepagcxku cmpun; niejoex nosopuwime; Xo-
oajyhu unmepsjy. CBaky o OBUX TEXHHKAa OCMHIIJBEHHUX Y CBPXY JIAKIIIET MTPUCTY-
ma nH(GOPMAHTY 3apaja 1o0Hjama peleBaHTHUX MToIaTaka, ayTop je CUCTEMAaTHIHO U
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JeTajbHO TIpUKa3ao y MoHorpaduju, ykazyjyhn Ha METOJONOIIKE CIeNU(PUIHOCTH
cBake o]l ’bHX. Ha caMoM mo4eTKy mnoriaBiba ayTop MpaBu AUCTUHKIN]Y usMely do-
TO-MHTEPB]jya KOjy KOPUCTH Ka0 KPOBHU I0jaM 3a CBE MCTPAKMBAUYKE TEXHUKE KOje
TToIpasyMeRBajy ,,yKpITame  HHTepBjya u poTorpaduje u ¢poTo-riiaca Koju je BpcTa
MapTUIMIIATUBHOT GoTo-UHTEPBjya. Takohe, mopex oBUX TEXHUKA ayTOp yKasyje Ha
penieBaHTHOCT ayToOUrpad)ckor cTpuia y ApyLMITBEHUM HayKaMma U IpaBH JTUCTHHK-
uujy m3melhy crpura u rpaduukor pomana. Ha kpajy aytop uuraona yrosHaje ca
1ejOeK MO30pHUIITEM Kao (JOPMOM UMIIPOBU30BAHOT MO30PHUIITA U X01ajyhuM HH-
TEPBjyOM.

VY mocnenmeM IoraBby ayTop ckpehe makmy Ha HEPaCKUAMBY ITOBE3aHOCT
HAYYHOCTPATETHjCKUX aclieKTa OMorpadCKUX MCTPaKUBaEba Ca SMUCTEMOJIOMIKAM U
HHU30M TEOPHjCKHX, MPAKTUYHUX M €TUYKUX MHTamba Koja ce TUUy CYIITHHE HCTPaXH-
Bama y IpyluTBeHHM Haykama. [losuBajyhu ce Ha MunheBo onpeheme Hayune crpa-
teruje (Mili¢ 2014: 32), Cauh pasmarpa Tpu OUTHE TeMe 3a 0Baj THUI HCTPAKHUBAMA:
OCHOBHU YU/besU DUOSPAGDCKUX UCTPAICUBAFLA, PEATU3AYU]A YUbeBA U OPSAHUIAYUOHA
cmpykmypa ouoepaghckux ucmpagicusarba. Y TIPBOM eIy TOIVIaBJba Kaja TOBOPH O
OCHOBHHM ITMJbEBHMA OMOrpa)CKUX HCTPaXKMBAEba, ayTop MOCEOHY Maxby ckpehe u
JieTaJbHHje TOBOPH O IBa OCHOBHA Hay4Ha CTPATETHjCKa [UIba: KPUMUUKU XYMAHUZAM U
peghrexcugrnocm, y3 1eTaJbHO pa3MaTpame Ha KOji Ha9WH | 1071 KOjHM yCIIOBUMA CE OHU
MOT'Y HCTIOJBUTH Y OnorpadcKkiuM reTpakuBamuMa. Kana je ped o peannsaiyju HusbeBa
HCTpakuBamka OUTHO je McTahw 1a ce IMUJBEBH NCTPaKUBarha ONIBHjajy Ha KOHTHHYYMY
Ol nOCpedHo2 Ka HenocpedHom YTUIIAjy Ha TIOjeMHIIe U ApyITBeHe rpyne. Ha kpajy
norasJba ayTop ymyhyje Ha To Ja je OpraHu3aloHy CTPYKTYpy Onorpad)ckux ucrpa-
KHBarba MOryhe pa3marparu y Xopu30HmanHom u 6epMUKAIHOM CMUCTY. XOPU30HTATHH
acrekT ce Thye MehycoOHe capajme ucTpakuBaia, a y ciydajy MpuMeHe MapTHIIUIA-
THBHHX METOJIa OJTHOCH CE Ha capaJiiby U ca JIPYTUM aKTepuMa KOjU YUECTBY]Y y peaju-
3aI{j1 KOHKPETHOT UCTPAKMBAMA. BEpTHUKAITHI acTIeKT ce OJHOCH Ha o0JiKe Mel)ycoo-
HE capajmbe OnorpadcKuxX MCTpaXkuBaya, YCIe Yera b Capaimbe HHje caMo pealii-
3alMja eMIIMPHUjCKUX UCTpaXkuBama, Beh 1 mpoMormja u pa3Boj oapehene ouorpadeke
METOJIE, Kao M LIEJIOKYITHE 00J1acTh OMOrpad)CKUX NCTPaKUBamba.

MoHorpadujy 3aBpiaBa 3aKJby4KOM U TUTAHkEM TPEHYTHOT cTaTyca ouorpad-
CKHX HCTpaKMBama y JAPYIITBEHUM Haykama. CIOXHIN OHCMO ce ca ayTopoM, Aa
oOmact 6morpa)cKux UCTpaXMBama HHjE JI€0 TIIaBHUX TOKOBA JPYIITBEHUX HayKa,
aJli ¥ ca THM JIa C€ OHA BHIIE HE Haja3e Ha MapruHama. Taxole, JaHalImuU cTaTyc
Oouorpad)ckux MCTpakKMBamka Y BEJIIMKO] MEPU YCIOBJBEH j€ MHTEPIAUCUUTUINHAPHIM
KapaKkTepOM, Tj. OTIIOPOM IpeMa JUCIMILTIMHAPHUM KOHBeHIMjaMa. Moxemo pehu
na cy onorpadcka UCTpakMBama HeKa BPCTa MOCPEeTHUKA u3Mely ApyITBEeHUX U
ApYTuX Hayka, anu W u3Mmely IpyImITBEHHMX HayKa W ApPYyrux oOiHKa ca3Hama. Ha
Kpajy ayTop ckpehe maxkmy Ha cBe Behn yTuIaj caBpeMeHNX HHPOPMAINTOHO-KOMY-
HHUKAIMOHUX TEXHOJIOTHja Ha acleKTe JPYLITBEHOCTH, TAKO U HA caMy HayKy, TBp-
nehu na he napopmarnike Hayke UMaTH cBe Behu 3Hauaj Ha peanuzanyjy ouorpad-
CKUX UCTPaKUBAbA.

Mouorpaduja Memooonowke nepcnekmuge 6UOCPAPCKUX UCMPAANCUBAILA Y
OpyuimeeHuM HayKama TIPeACTaBIba 3HaYajaH JOMPHUHOC CHCTEMAaTHYHOM 1 00yXBaT-
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Memodonouike nepcnekmuge 6U0SPAPCKUX UCTNPAHNCUBAILA ) OPYULIMBEHUM HAYKAMA

HOM IIpHKa3zy Ouorpad)CKuxX MCTpaKMBamba y APYLITBEHUM Haykama. MoHorpaduja
j€ pe3yiTar BHIICTOIUINET HAyYHOT W MCTpakuBadkor pajaa Jlamubopa Casuha.
AyTop je y MoHOTpaduju 00pasimo KIby4HEe HCTOPHjCKE, METOIOJIONIKE U TEOPHUjCKe
acrmiekre omorpadckux ncTpakmBama. CHUCTEMAaTHYHO je TpHKa3ao IyT Omorpad-
CKUX MCTPa)KHBamba OJf BEJIMKOI YCIIOHA Y YMKAILKO] IIKOJIHM, 10 [1a/la Ha MapruHama
JIPYLITBEHUX HayKa (TPUAECETUX M YETPACCETUX TOAMHA), 1a JI0 IOHOBHE PEBHUTA-
JU3anrje ¥ HapaTUBHOT 00pTa y npyroj noioBuaH 20. Beka. AyTop 0e3 nmpeTeH3uje
Ha cBeOOYXBaTHOCT, HY/IM CHCTEMaTH4aH MPUKa3 EMHUCTEMHOJIOIIKUX, TEOPH]CKHX,
TEeXHUYIKO-OPTaHU3AIMOHNX U HAyYHOCTPATETHjCKUX acliekaTa OnorpacKux ucTpa-
KUBama. AyTop T0ce0HO TOTIaBJbe CBOje MOHOTpaduje mocsehyje ncrpaxuBauKkum
TEXHUKAaMa, aJIl U UHTPEAUCLMIUIMHAPHUM TeHICHLMjaMa OHOrpa)CKUX UCTPaKu-
Bama. Kao mro u cam ayTop 3amaxka JaHALIBU CTaTyc OMOrpad)CKUX HCTPaXKHUBaba
y BEJIMKOj MEPH je yCIOBJbeH MHTEPIUCHUIUIMHAPHUM KapakTepoM U MpeBa3uia3u
rpanuiie jeqae Hayke. Moxkemo pehin na on Mapuje bornanosuh u meHor ucropujc-
KOT, TEOPHjCKOT M METOMOJIONIKOT TpHKa3a onorpadcKux HCTpakuBarmba JIeBemece-
tux roguHa 20. Beka, ma 1o moHorpaduje lammbopa CaBuha y HaydHUM KPYTOBH-
Ma Ha HamleM TpocTopy HHje Omino Behwx mpereH3Wja 3a 0aBJbeHme OMOTrpadCcKuM
HCTpaXuBambKUMa. 300T cBera HaBEACHOT CMaTPaMo Jla OBO HITUBO MOXKE MOOYIUTH
HWHTEpECOBabha HCTPAXKHMBAYa ca IIOCT]YTOCIOBEHOT TPOCTOPA 3a MPOyUYaBamke JTHIHE
JMMEH3HUje JIPYIITBEHUX Ipolieca, TIPU YeMy MOXKE TIOCIY>KUTH U Kao CBOjEBPCHH
METOJIOJIONIKY IPUPYIHUK. Mako oBa MoHOTpadrja MOXKE TIOCITYKHTH Kao CBOjEeB]-
CHM METOJIOJIOLIKH IPUPYIHHUK, Tpebasio OM HaIIacuTH J1a ayTop MOHOorpaduje nuiie
Ha jeJJaH XepMEHEyTHYaH HaunH, ycpencpelyjyhu ce Ha HHTepIpeTanujy u pasyme-
Bam€ TEKCTa WM (PeHOMEHa O KOjuMa pacipaniba, 3aXTeBajyhu o ynTaona u3BeCHO
npeasHame. Ho, oBakaB kapakTep M3liarama HHUIIOIITO HE yMambyje BPEAHOCT OBE
3Ha4ajHe MOHOTpaduje y 00JacTh METOI0JIOTH]€ APYIITBEHUX HAyKa.
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being cited, the years need to be marked out in letters a, b, ¢, for example (1995a),
(1995b), both in the text itself and in the reference section.

Appendix. The appendix should include only those descriptions of material
which would be of use to the readers for understanding, evaluating or reproducing
the research.

Footnotes and abbreviations. Footnotes should be avoided, except when
necessary (for example, citing that the work originated as part of a project, etc.).
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