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IHOPOIUIIA N COINJAJIHU PA3BOJ: USMEDBY PU3UKA U KAIIUTAJIA

JbVBULIA PAJKOBUR', BECHA MUJETUR-CTEAHOBUR |

'Yuusepsumem y Beozpady — 'eozpagpcku dpaxynmem, Cmydenmcku mp 3/3, Beozpad, Cpbuja

Caxerak: Y 0BOM pajly je aHAIM3UPaAH OJJHOC MOPOJHILIE U COLMjaHOT paBoja y CpOuju u Makenonuju
y TPeHyLHMa TOCTCOLHjaIUCTHYKe TpaHC(OpMaNHje, Py YeMy ce Hariamasa aMOMBAJICHTHOCT M3Mel)y pu3uka u
kanurana. [1o1a3HO TEOPHjCKO CTAHOBHIITE j€, KA0 MPBO, TEOPHUja CTPyKTypauuje (paniyckor commosora Iljepa
Bypajea, xkao u aHanu3a TpagULMOHAIHOT U MOJEpPHOT maTtpujapxara ¢pemunuctukume Kapoin Ilejtmen. OcHoBHe
npoy4aBaHe 06JIacTy Cy: 1. yJora npommpeHnx MOPOANLIa, 2. PeTpaIuIHOHAIN30BaHa yJIOra KeHa y HOPOJULH, 3.
HAacH/be HAJ[ JKEHaMa Kao 3JPABCTBEHH PH3MK: PU3HIM KOHTposie pahama W CHMOONWYKHM pH3ULM (jadame
TpaJMLIHOHATHOr ayTopureta M Opaune Mohu Mymikapana). Kao w3Bopu mnojaraka, y paay ce kopucre: 1.
cratuctiyku nofanu 3a CpOujy u Makenonujy, 2. mnojauu ucrtpaxuBawmba Bepe Epmux ,Ilopomuma y
TpaHcopMalHju - CTyuja Yy TPH CTOTHHE jYTOCIOBEHCKHX cella™ 3. MmoJany J[Ba UCTPaXKHMBamba Ha y30pLuMa: a.
HcTpaxuBame HMHeTHTyTa 3a coumuonomka HcTpaxuBama Puiosodekor dakynrera y beorpagy Ha
PEIpPEe3eHTaTHBHOM Y30PKy 6. HCTpaXXHBame O MOJIOXKaAjy CEOCKHX JKeHa Ha y30pKy o1 580 mocMaTpaHHX CEOCKHX
nopoauna y ImecT okpyra nentpamHe CpOuje (3marmbopcxwu, Illymanmjcku, Mausancku, mozapydje I'panma
beorpana, Humascku n Pacunckn). Iloce6Ha makma he 6utn obpahena Ha morpaHudHe pernoHe MakenoHujue
npema Cp6uju — [Monomku, Cxoncku 1 CeBepOUCTOYHU.

KibyuHe peun: conujaany pa3Boj, Iopoauna, pu3nny, kanuraiu, Cpouja, Makenonuja

YBoxa

Lwe pana je ma, U3 COLMOJIOMIKOI YIVIa, HMOKaXe YJIOTY MOPORHMLE U JKEeHa Y
COLIMjaJTHOM pa3Bojy, ONCTAHKY W NPEKHBJbABABY y TPeHyLUMa Kpuie npymrsa. Dokyc
HCTpaXXWBama je YCMEpeH Ha morpanndyaa noapydja Cpouje u Makenonuje, Kao ApyIiTaBa y
KOjuUMa je TOpoAMIia aMOWBAajJCHTAT COLMjaJIHM YHWHWIIAIl. HMCTOBPEMEHO M Mpom3Bohay
KamuTajia v Ipou3Bolay pu3uKa.

PasBujena gpymTBa 3amamHe EBporme m Amepuka CBOj pa3Boj 3acHHBAjy Ha
WHCTUTYIMOHATHIM MEXaHU3MHMa MPOM3BOAME Oarocrarma. 3a pa3iiKy O TOra, IpyIITBa
nonynepudepuje, nonyt Cpbuje u MaxkenoHuje, UMajy HEIOBOJBHO TpaHCPOpMHUCAHE
WHCTUTYLHje CHCTEMa, W Ocllamkajy Ce Ha TpaJulHOoHalHe olpacle NpOU3BOIBE
0JIarocTama, y KojuMa JJOMUHUPA TIOPOMIIA U KECHE Y E0j.

* E-mail: vmiletic@f.bg.ac.rs
Pan mpencrasipa pe3ynTare UCTpaXKHBama y OKBUPY mpojekara 179035 koju ¢unHaHcupa MUHHCTapCTBO HayKe U
TEXHOJIOLIKOT pa3Boja Pemyonuke Cpouje.
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Teopujcku oKBHP

[Ipomec perpanuroHanu3ayje mopoaune AeGUHUIIEMO U aHATH3UPaMo oMohy
TeopHje cTpykTypammje, ¢panmyckor coumoinora lljepa Bbypmjea (Burdje, 2001). Osa
TEOpHja MOja3u Ol MOCTaBKE Ja je YMTAaBO CABPEMEHO JPYIITBO HEIOBOJHHO TpPaHCHO-
PMHCaHO W yCle]l Tora NOJJIONKHO peTpaauiioHanu3anuju. Ha taj HauuH, TpagunruoHaIHa
MOPOJIHIIA TOCTaje EJIEMEHT COIUjaIHOT pa3Boja MojepHHX apymrTaBa y XXI Beky. Y
CHUTyallfjaMa IMOCTCOIHMjaIMCTHYKE KpPH3€, M CHa)KHE COIMjaJHE MCKJbYYEHOCTH, CHpOMa-
IITBAa M HE3aITOCIEHOCTH, JI0JIa3H JI0 Tpolieca peTpaiuiioHaNn3anyje u hamMmwinianuje, npu
yeMy ce (YHKIHOHHCame ApYIITBAa 00aB/ba HAa OCHOBY TPaIULIMOHAIHUX MEXaHH3ama
NPOU3BOAKE OJIarocTama.

Kapon Ilejrmen, nmpoydaBajyhn marpujapxar, AedHHUIIE HEKY BPCTY TPaaMIH-
OHaJM3Ma, jep cMaTpa 1a je Moryha camo menMMUdYHA TpaHCOpMallija maTpujapxarta: of
TpamuIMOHATHOT (Y KOME ayTOpUTeT HMa MYX-OTal) A0 MOPEIHOT (ayTOpHUTET HMa
Mymrkapail kao takaB) (Pateman, 2001).

VY okBupy pama Group for the History of Population and Social Structure Hacranza
je crynmja ,.EBpornicku obpaszan Opaka“ (The European Marriage Pattern) ayrtopa [lona
XajHana. ¥ w0j cy KOHIMIKpaHa ABa oOpacia Opaka u jomahnHCTaBa Npe-WHYCTPH)CKOT
apymrTea 'y EBponu: 3amaHo-eBpOIICKH M HCTOUHO-eBporicku. CpOuja u MakenoHuja uMajy
MCTH TIOJI0XKA] Y OJHOCY Ha XajHATOBY IHHHjy’: HAA3e CE MCTOUHO OJ e, y OKBHPY
HCTOYHO-EBPOIICKOT Mozena Opaka u noMahuHcraBa. MIcTOYHO-BPOIICKH MOJIEN YMHH T3B.
cucreM cioxeHnx maomahunaasa (joint household systems). Y okBHpYy HCTOYHO-EBPOIICKOT
Mojzena, OajlKaHCKO CIIOKEHO AoMahWHCTBO/ TWOpoAWMIa WMa jaKo BEIUKH YTHIA] Y
TPaIUIMOHATHOM JPYIITBY: NPEICTaBIba jelaH O COLMjaJIHUX WHCTPYMEHATA, KOjU nMa
BHCOK CTENEH IPHIATOAJbUBOCTH COIMjaJHIM M EKOHOMCKHM Tpobiemuma (Mosely,
1976:77). TpagumuoHanad OOJHK IMOPOAWYHOT XKMBOTA KOjU je OMO KapaKTepHUCTHYaH 3a
Cpbujy m Makenonujy je 3aapyra, crieruduyuad "KyITypHH MOJEN KHBOTA, IOHAMIAma 1
munubewa" (Muuh, 1996).

Y cBoM uctpaxuBamwy, Bepa Epnux je mzBpmmia ceamocternieHy kinacudukaimjy
NpOyYaBaHUX CEOCKUX Haceba, MpPU YeMy I[oJla3h OJ  TPaAMUHOHAJIHUX U
HeTpaHC(OpPMHUCAHUX Ka MojepHuM. Xpumhancka Makenonuja (mpaBociaBHa —ceja
Makxkenonuje, Canrlaka, KocoBa u MeTtoxuje) je nMaa Ha HajJHWKH HUBO TpaHchopMarlyje:
Ona je Ha APYroM MeECTy IO aHCjeHUTeTy (marpujapxainHoctu), a Cpbuja (cenma y Cpbuju y
rpanniaMa ox npe 1921. ronune) Ha eToM MecTy 1o aHcjenuTery. Hanme, Makenonuja je
nmana camo 10% HykneapHux nopoauna, a Cpouja gak 30% (Epmux, 1967: 326).

ITosnazne MpETNnoCTaBKe

JpymrBo Cpbuje u apymrBo MakenoHHje ce Haja3e y IOCTCOLMjINCTHYKO]
KPH3H, CTAHOBHUILTBO 00€ JAP)KaBe TPIH CHAKHY COLHjATHY HCKJbYYEHOCT.

VY TpeHYTKy CHa)KHE COLMjaJHe MCKJbYUYECHOCTH M JieTpuBanyje, y oda ApymrTsa ce
noraha perpaguuoHanM3anuja, Bpahamke Ha TpaJUIMOHAIHE MEXaHH3ME HPOU3BOAKE
Omarocrama ¥ COIMjaTHe KOXe3Hje.

[oponuna y npymreuma Cpbuje 1 MakenoHuje nMa JBOCTPYKHU 3HAYA]:

- ca jemHe cTpaHe, OHA je BakaH KOMIICH3AIIMHOHH (PaKTOp: 3aMemyje ypyIlIeHe
MHCTUTYyLWje, oMoryhaBa COIMjaIHy YKJbYYEHOCT Y CPOJHUYKY MpPEXKY, CMamyje
CHPOMAIITBO, yTUYE HAa PACT LIAHCH 32 MPEKHUBIbABAKHE KPU3a.

? I'panmuna muHmja n3Melyy mux koja ue ox Tpera go Cankr IMerepcGypra (Hajnal J., 1965), T38. Xajuanosa
JIMHUja
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- ca Jpyre, NpeACTaBjba YMHWIAL IPOU3BOIIE CONHMjATHUX pH3HKA H
UCKJbY4HBama, IIPe CBera y BUAY MUCKPUMHHALMjEe U eKCIUIOATAlMje JKeHa, HaCHJba Hall
JKEHaMa, HapylIaBamke PENpOLyKTUBHOT 37]paBba jKEHA.

WHpnukaTopu KOju ce KOPHCTE y OBOM pajay Kao IOKa3aTesbu JBOCTPYKOI 3Hadaja
NOPOJIMIIE Y TPOLECY peTpaaulMOHAIM3anrje cy: 1. yiora MpoIIUpeHHX MOpPOJHIA Kao
TPaAMIOHAIHOT MEXaHU3Ma MPOHM3BOJAIE Olarocramba W IpeBa3WIaXKema Kpuza, 2.
peTpaaMIOHaIM30BaHa YJIOTa JKe€Ha y IMOPOAMIH, JIONI II0JIOXKA] XKEHA M HACHUJbe Hajl
JKEHamMa y JpYIITBUMA Y KOjUMa IOPOJHIA IPEACTaBsba JOMHUHAHTAH PECYpC OICTAaHKA.
Hacuspe Han xeHama Kao 3/IpaBCTBEHU PHU3WK: -3[pAaBCTBEHHM PU3UIM KOjU C€ OJHOCE Ha
KoHTposly pahama - TpUMEHY CpejicTaBa KOHTpaleniuje U IpumeHe abopryca -
CHMOOJIMYKH PU3ULN: jadare TPAIULIHOHATHOT ayTopuTeTa 1 OpauHe Mohu MyIIKapara.

Kao m3Bopu noparaka, y pany ce kopucre: 1. craructnuku nojanu 3a CpOujy u
Maxkenonnjy, 2. momanm wucTpaxkuBama Bepe Epmux ,Ilopogmma y Ttpanchopmanmju-
CTyIMja y TPU CTOTHHE jYTOCIIOBEHCKHX cena’ Koje je 3amoueTo m3Mmely aBa cBeTcka para,
1937. romune, 3. momany JBa UCTpakKWBama Ha y30pHuMa: a. UCTpakuBame VHCTHTYTA 32
conuosomka ucrpaxuBama dunozodekor dakynrera y beorpamy, obaBibeHO y OKBUPY
npojekra ,,CpOuja y KOMIIQpaTWBHO]j COILMOJIONIKO] MEPCHEeKTUBH Y3 (HHAHCUjCKY
HOApIKY MHUHHUCTapCTBa 3a HAyKy U TexHonorujy Pemy6nuke CpOuje, y OKBUpPY HETOr O~
nimer nepuona 1996-2000. ronune, Ha y30pky on 1200 wcruTaHuKa, 0. UCTPAKUBABE O
MOJIOXKA]Y CEOCKUX JKCHA: HAa OCHOBY HEMOCPEIHE HAYYHE HCKYCTBEHE CBHICHIIM]jC I00HjeHE
METOJIOM Pa3roBOpa ca CEOCKHM >K€Hama y BUXOBUM MopoaunaMa y nepuoay TokoMm 2001-
2004 Ha y30pKy o1 580 mocMaTpaHUX CEOCKUX MOPOJIUIIA y MIECT OKpyra eHTpaitne Cpouje
(3matubopcku, Illymanmjckm, Mauancku, moxapydje I'pama beorpama, Humascku n
Pacunckn).

Kao morpanmuna moxapydja CpOmje mpemMa MakenoHWjH, aHANHM3a JPYIITBCHE
uckibydeHoctn he oOyxBatutu Jyxay CpOmjy, aHanm3a Hacwba Hax JKeHama he
obyxBatutn Hum. ¥ Maxkenonuju, moceOHa naxkma he Outm oOpaheHa Ha morpaHWdYHE
pernone — Ilomomku, Cxorcku 1 CeBeporCTOUHH. 3a HUBO aKTyelHe IIOPOANTIHE TPAHC(O-
pmarje y MakeIoHuju HeMa PacoIOKUBHX MTOaTaka, HU CTATUCTUYKUAX HU UCTPAKHUBAMA
Ha y3opuuMa. MeljytuM, Ha ocHOBY aHam3e Bepe Emex,3 , IIPETIIOCTaB/baMO Jla JlaHac,
noyetkoM Tpeher munennjyma, cremneH (pe)TpaadIMOHAIN30BAaHOCTH HOpoaudHe Qopme,
Kao CHaXaH KyJITypHH oOpasan, y Makenonuju Huje HIxH Hero y CpOuju, 3a Kojy ©MaMo
HCTPaKMBAYKHX PE3yJITATA.

PesyaraTu

JlpyliITBeHa HCK/bYYEHOCT

Mepeme IpylmTBeHe UCKJbYYEHOCTH, OJI CBUX IIeT eneMeHarta JlakeH HHAnKaropa
(puHaHCHjCKO CHPOMAIITBO, MCKJBYYEHOCT W3 TPXKHUIITA pajna, oOpa3oBame, 3/paBibe,
COlMjaJIHA MAapTHILMUIALKM]a) Y OBOM pajay MMa 3a OCHOBY TPH €JIEMEHTa: He3aIloCIEHOCT,
(hMHAHCH]CKO CHPOMAIIITBO U 00pa30BHY ACHPUBAIIH]Y.

Heszanocnenocm
Tpxuire paga je jeaHo oA KJbYYHHX HOJApYdYja IPYIITBA U IMOApPYYja COLMjaITHE

YKJBYYEHOCTH - HCKJbydeHocTH. CToma HE3aloCIICHOCTH IIpeJCTaBjba MPOIOPLHjy ocoda
KOje ce HaJla3e y CTaTyCy He3aIlloCIeHOCTH Y OJJHOCY Ha YKyIaH Opoj aKTUBHHUX JIMIIA.

* npema KoMe je Make/I0HHja HMala MHOTO BHIIH CTETEH TPaIHIIMOHATHOCTH Nopoune gopMe u3mely 1Ba
cBeTcka paTa (camo 10% HyKIeapHUX HOPOIMIIA)
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JpymTBeHa HCKIBYYEHOCT Y OMHOCY Ha (HE)3alOCICHOCT je jako M3pakeHa y o0e
3eMJbe, Ha HUBOY o7 0ko 30% (I'paduxon 1).
"padmkoH 6poj 1: HezanocneHocT

1997 2000 2001 2002 2006 2009

|I Cpb6uja FMakenoHuja |

Hesanocnenocr y Cpbuju, MepeHa CTOIOM He3amocieHocTd, ca 26,8% 2000.
roguae noctmwke 33% 2006. roguHe, on Kajxa, MpeMa 3BaHHYHUM ITOAalnMa, TOUYHke N1a
omaia, Tako fga je momoBuHOM 2009. 20% (I'padmkxon 1). Croma HE3amociIeHOCTH Y
Makemonnju’ TokoM mocTcommjanucTHuke hase Bapupa, anM HNaK je momoBuHOM 2009.
roguae (34,93%) na Bumem HuBOy Hero 2000. (wak 45%) (I'paduxon 1). Ocum Tora, ako
M3BpIIMMO KOMITapanujy cTtoma HesamocieHoctn Cpbuje m Makenonuje, y CBUM
IMOCMaTpaHUM IeproanMa oHa je Buma y Makenonuju (I'paduxon 1).

Y Makenonuju, npema rnojanuMa EKOHOMCKOT HHCTUTYTa, IIOCTOjH APacTHYaH Taj
€KOHOMCKE aKTMBHOCTH, KOHLIENT INpuBaTH3aiuje je crBopuo npeko 300 000 wiu npeko
35% HesamocieHUX, cTedyajana ¥ TexHoyolkor Bumika. [Ipema anamm3u EkoHOMCKOT
nHCcTUTyTa Y Makenonuju, 4yak oko 80% T1j. ak npeko 360 000 He3armocieHNX Mmocao yeka
BHUIIIE O TO/IMHY JlaHa.

Cupomawmeo: ,, Anapm 3a y30ymny

JlpyuITBeHa MCKJbYYEHOCT IpeMa CTOIH CHPOMAIITBA je Takohe y o0e 3emibe jako
n3pakeHa, 710 Te Mepe /1a Cy o0e IprKkaBe JOHETa CTpaTerrja 3a 60pOy MPOTHB CHPOMAIIITBA.

Cupomarinteo y Cpouju

3BaHuuHa AeUHUIMja CHPOMaIITBa, Koja ce kopucth y Cpbuju (Crparteruja 3a
CMamCHkEe CHUPOMAIITBA) MOCMAaTpa OBaj MOjaM Kao BHIICIUMCH3MOHAJAH (PEHOMEH, KOjU
oOyxBara HEIOBOJbHE NPUXOJIE 3a 3aJ0BOJBEHEC JKMBOTHUX NOTpeba, HemoryhHoct
3anolbaBama, HeoArorapajyhie cramOeHe ycioBe, HEaJICKBaTaH IPUCTYI COIH]jaIHO]
3aIUTHTH, 3IPABCTBCHHM, OOpPa30BHUM M KOMYHAIHHM ycCJyrama, Kao U HEOCTBApPEHOCT
npaBa Ha 3/[paBy KMBOTHY CPEAUHY U MPUPOIHA OGOraTCcTBa — BOLY U Ba3IyX.

[Tpema 3BaHnuHNM HHpOpManujama Biage Penyonnke Cpouje, 2002. roaune, oko
20% Jpymu je matepujaHo HeobeszOeheno, a 10% wm oxo 800 000 sbynu *KMBH HCIOA
acIOJIyTHE TPaHHIEe CHUPOMAIlTBA — MMa Mame ox 1,5 monapa AHEBHO M HE MOry Ja
3a[I0BOJb¢ HU HajoCHOBHHje moTpede. IIpema kputepujymmuma CBercke OaHKe, TpaHHIA
cupomaiutsa y CpOuju je 2 nonapa JHEBHO, HCIOJ KOje KHUBHU 4ak oko 60% momymaryje.

[Ipobnem je u y YNEH-CHUIIN a2 CBAaKW MIPUBPEIHH IIIOK MOXE YTHIATH Ha moeharme
Opoja cMpOMamIHAX W BUXOB IaJ] WCHOJ JuHHje cupomamTBa. Y 2002. rogmHHu, OmiI0 je
cupomamiHo 14% wnm oxo MuiuoH Jeyad, y 2006. romuuu, 8,8 % cTaHOBHHUINTBA je
KJIacu(pHUKOBaHO Kao cupomaiiHo. CTaHOBHHIITBO PYypajHOr TIOJpydYja ca HHICKCOM
cupomamtia ox 13,3%, je aBa u mmo myTta cupomarisuje of rpagckor. Y 2007. roauuu, 6,6%
craHoBHUINTBA Wi 0ko 490 000 sbyu je OIII0 CHPOMAIITHO.

3BaHMYHU CTATUCTUUKUM IOJALU JOCTYNHU cy camo 3a 1997.,2001. u 2009. ronuny
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Opx moceOHOT 3HaYaja je YHEHCHUIA Ja Cy pa3Mepe Hepa3BujeHocTH nena CpoOmje
KOoju ce Hanmasu ka Maxkenonuju - Jyra CpOuje u moapyuyja crapor Paca, Take naa je
CHpPOMAIITBO Y OBHM IMOJpYyYjUMa JABOCTPYKO jaue on mnpoceuHor Beh penenujama. Y
nopehemy ca beorpagom, rae je crenen cupomamrsa 4,2%, y OZHOCY Ha CHPOMAIITBO Y
jyrouctouHoj Cpbuju (creneH cupomamta 23,5%) y HM3y3eTHO je HEraTUBHOM OJHOCY,
KOjU M3HOCH YaK 1: 6 Ha ety jyroctuune Cpowuje.

Cupomarteo y MakenoHuju

CupomaiitBo y MakenoHuju je 3HATHO 3acTyrubeHuje Hero y CpoOuju. Ilpema
3BaHUYHO] JAe(UHUIMja CHpPOMalITBa 3aBOJa 3a CTATHCTHKY Y MakeloHHjH, KOjH
MIpUMeyje pacxoaHu MeTox — 1,5 nomapa qHEBHO wim 62 eypa MECeuHO, KOHCTaTOBAaHO je
na je cupomamnHo oko 500 000 spynu nm 24,6 % - cBakM YETBPTH.

Anammze Exonomckor mHcTHTyTa (10 Kputepujymmuma UNDP, xoju 3a rpanuiry
cupomamTBa onpelyjy 2,5 momapa), cupoMaIiaHaje CBaKd IIPyTW CTAaHOBHUK MakKeqoHHje
(56,68%) - oko MunmoH Jbyau. [1o oBoj ananmu3u, 3a MakenoHujy ce Kaxe J1a je ,,Adpurka Ha
bankany*, jep je cupomamrnuja u o [lakucrana (40%) u Henana (51,3%).

3a pa3nuKy of 3BaHMYHHX nojaraka y CpOuju, 3BaHUUHM Mojany y MakeaoHuju
NOKa3yjy cramHu pacT cupoMamTBa. M Makenonuja je koHumnupaia Harmonanny
CTpaTerujy 3a CMamCHkhe CHpOMaIITBa y capaamu ca MM®d-om u CBeTcKOM OaHKOM H 'y
OBOM JOKYMEHTHY Ca HaBOJM JAa je OpyTo IpYLITBEHH MPOM3BOJ MOCIEAIE JeleHH]je
omasiao no 1,7%, HeTO mpUMama pajHMKa M INeH3uoHepa 1o 3,9% romumime, Tako naje
CHPOMAIITBO pacio.

Ooépaszosna oenpusayuja

MoyepHo IpylmITBO UMa 3a HUJb Ja MOCTaHEe JAPYLITBO 3aCHOBAHO Ha 3HAKBY. Y TOM
CMHCIY, 00pa3oBame WM KyATYPHH KalWTal je jako BaKaH Pa3BOJHH PECypC U €IEMEHT
JIpyIITBeHE YKJbydeHocTH. OJCYyCTBO HajMame Cpelmer o0pa3oBama TpeTHpa ce Kao
o0pa3oBHA JeNpHBalMja - HEJOBOJBHOCT OBOI pecypca 3a YKIbYYHBAHKE Y MOAEPHO
apywrtBo. M3 tabene Buanmo na u'y CpOuju 1y MakeoHHju OCTOjU CHa)XKHa 00pa3oBHA
JCTpHUBallMja Kao PHU3MK 3a JIPYIITBEHY HCKJbydeHocT, jep y CpOuju mocroju 45%
CTaHOBHHUIITBA 0€3 cpe/imer 00pa3oBama, a y Makenonuju uak 53,2% (I'padukon 2).

"padpukoH 2: KynTypHu kanutan
1 1
MakeaoHuja T T I ]
Cpb6uja I ]
L) L) L) : : L]

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

| BMocHoBHa Ocpearwa OBuwa-Bucoka

IIpomnpeHna nopoanua Kao COLMjaTHU KAHTAJ

VYV OBakBMM YyCIOBMMa CH&KHE [PYIITBEHE WCKIBYYECHOCTH, KOMITCH3AIN]Y
YPYIICHNX HHCHUTUTYLHja W ,,jeldHA W3a3" 3a TpeXuBJbaBame je Bpahame Ha
TPAJUIHOHATHE COIMjaTHe MHCTPYMEHTE 32 OIICTaHaK, Kao IITO j€ CIOKEHO MOPOIMIHO
JNoMalinHCTBO WITH TPaIUIHOHATHA TIOPOIHIIA.

TpaauioHaHa TPOIIHPEHa TOPOIHIIA, Tj CIOKEHO NTOMahHHCTBO, Hajase ce y
HECKJIaZy ca MpeTIoCcTaBKaMa MOJCPHU3allMje, WHAyCTpHjaau3aluje u ypOaHH3aluje.
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Cnoxeno nmomahWMHCTBO je TpaguIHMoOHaNaH oONMK gomMahwHCTBAa, y KOME IIOCTOjU
XHjepapXujCKH clie]] MOPOIMYHNX jeAUHHMIIA, Ca POLUTEIHCKOM MOPOJMYHOM jEANHHIIOM Ha
BpXy XHWjepapxuje, Tj. maTpujapxaiiHa Xujepapxuja u IucTpuOymmja Mohm m ayropurera
npema mosty u crapoctu. OBa nopuadna (opma je JOMHHHpANa y MPEIHHIYCTPH]CKOM
JpYyLWITBY, Yy KoMe je BehMHa CTaHOBHUINTBA XXMBEJA y PypalHUM Hace/bMMa W OaBuiia ce
MOJHOTIPUBPEIHOM NPOU3BOIKBOM. TpajulMOHAIHA MOPOAMIA - 3a[pyra WM MpOIIUpeHa
MOPOJINIIA, j€ MOPOAWYaH OOJUK KOjU je OMO KapaKTepHCTHYaH 3a Iepuoj u3Mely 1Ba
CBeTCKa parta u panuje u 3a Cpoujy u 32 MakenoHujy.

VY naHammeM TPEHYTKY, COIMOJIONIKA HCTpakuBama JapymTBa CpOuje, xao u
PECTPYKTHPCAaHH CTaTUCTUYKK IIOJAalalld, TOBOPE O CHAXXHO] PETPaJAWIMOHAIM3ALM]U U
CKOpPO UCTOM yuemhy TpaJuIHOHATHUX NPOLIMPEHUX TOPOIULIA Y IIOPOAUYHO] CTPYKTYPH -
oko 30% (Munernh-Crenanosuh, 2009). IToganu 3a MakenoHHjy HUCY JOCTYIIHH, ajii, HA
OCHOBY KJacu(UKaIije jyrocIOBEHCKUX CEOCKHX Haceshba M3 MCcTpakmBama Bepe Epmux u
monokaja MakenoHuje y mH0j, MoTyhe je MpeTHOCTaBUTH N1a TPaaulMOHaTHA MPOIIHpeHa
MOpoIUIla, ¢ 0O3MPOM Ha jauyMHy KYJITYpPHOT oOpaciia, MOpa MMaTH 3HA4ajHO MECTO M Y
TPEHYTKY HMOCTCOIHjaIUCTUYKE KPU3€ H Y OBOj 36MJbH.

Kommnenzanmona (yHKIMja MPOLIMPEHE MOPOJHIA CACTOjH C€ Yy UYMICHHIMU Ja
,,TIOCTOJH KOHBEp3Hja COLMja]HOr KanuTana y marepujanuu’ (Muneruh-Crenanosuh: ctp.
286, 2009) mpu uyeMy ce cmamyje, m3Mely ocramor, W JAEjUCTBO CHpPOMAINTBA U
HE3aloCJIeHOCTH. ,,YOAHOCYy Ha CHaXHY KoMmoiudukauujy ¥ JAeperyianumjy vy
MOCTCOLIMjaJIU3MY, pajid CE O PECIIOH3MBHOCTH JPYLITBA U KOHIMIIMpAakhy NOTEHIMjala 3a
TpaXkelhe CaMO3allTUTe, YnMe ce yOnakaBajy HecTaOWJIHOCTH, NOCTH)KE H3BECHA KBa3H-
JekoMoaHu(uKanrja JWUBJBET ITOCTOCOIMjATMCTUYKOr TPIKMINTA, KOjOM C€ CMambyje
JernpuBalyja ¥ nosehaBa yKynmaH KamWTal y OJHOCY Ha yKymHe norpebe” (Mwuneruh-
Crenanosuh, 2009: 286). Hamme, ¢opmupa ce cBOjeBpcHa ,,[IOPOIAMYHA CHTYPHOCHA
Mpexka“ (Munernh-Cremanosuh: 2009), unju edexaT yTude W Ha MAaTEPHjalll TIOJOXKA]
nopoue (MHASKC MaTepHjAITHOT IOJI0Kaja Y Y30PKY MPOLIMPEHUX TTOPOAUIIA j& BHILIH HETO
y IeJOM Y30pKy IOpPOIHIId) M TAaKO BPIIM COIHjaJHy XapMOHH3AIHjy ILEJOT IPYIITBa
(Muneruh-Cremanosuh: 2009).

Couujannu pusnum

[lopen cHakHe KOMIIEH3ALMOHE YJIOTe KOjy MOpOJWIa MMa Kao COLMjajiHA
KanuTall, oHa e(eKkTynpa CHa)KHE CHCTEMCKE TPaJWIMOHAIHE PU3UKE, MOMYT Hacuiba Hajl
JKeHaMa, ypyllaBama 3[paBjba JK€Ha, Ka0 UM TPAJAMUILUOHANHE paclojese ayTopuTera y
TTOPONIIH.

Hacwusse y mopoauiu

Hacwpe Han xeHaMa je jemaH ol OCHOBHHX CTyOOBa IaTpHjapxaTa, W MPenCcTaBiba
JUCKPUMHUHALM]Y - KpIIEHE JbYJCKHX IpaBa >KEHA, HCIIOJbABAHEM HejeJHAKHMX OJHOCA
apywireeHe Mohm m3melhy wymkapama m okeHa. [IpencraBmpa jemaH o0 OCHOBHHX
JPYIITBEHHX IIPeNpeKa y MOCTH3amby jeIHAKOCTH, COLUjalIHOT pa3BUTKa 1 Mupa. Hacube y
MOPOAMIIM je PENaTHBHO MOJEpaH IOKa3aTesb IOJIOXKaja KEeHa M Jeme. JaBjba ce Kao
€JIEMEHT HEKOJIHMKO HOBHJjHX W CIOXCHUjUX HMHIUKATOpa - HWHIAEKC JbyAcKe 6e30emHocTH,
WHJIMKATOp APYIITBEHE MapTHUIMIAIM]jE KA0 EIEMEHT colujanHe ykibydeHoct. Uy Cpouju
n y MakenoHHjH, 3aKOHCKa 3a0paHa M CaHKIMOHKMCAkhe HAaCHJba Haj JKeHaMma je TeKOBHUHA
MMOCTCOLMjAIMCTHYKE TpaHchopMmalmje: TeK mpe map roawHa, y CpOWjU je TO yYUECHO
KpuBnunum 3akoHoMm, wiman 118-a w3 2002. rommHe, a y MakenoHnju 3akoHOM Ha
cemejctBoTO U3 2004, ronuHe.

Hacwusse y mopoaui y CpOuju
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Amnanunza Hacuwiba y nmopoaui y CpOuju 3acHuBa ce Ha uctpaxkuBamy UCU OO o
MOHAIIAKY - APYIITBEHO] Mpakcu mopoawna. OmepannoHanHa AepUHHUIMja MOIpasyMeBa
cneneha monamama: 1. yckpahuBame naxme, 2. yckpahuBame HOBHA, 3. yckpahuBame
cnobome Kperama, 4. BHKame-Bpehame, 5. mperme, 6. Oamname-pasOujambe cTBapu, 7.
ynapame. MHaekc Hacuiba HaJ| )KeHaMa KOHIMITUPAH je Ha TPOCTEIeHOo] ckaiu: a. Huzak:
0,1-1,0 6. Cpeamu: 1,1-2,0 1. Bucok: 2,1-3,0. Ilomenyra monamama ynopehusahemo y
rpanoBuma Hosu Can-beorpan-Hum.

Pesynrati mokasyjy na je HacuJbe y MOPOJAWIM Tpe CBEra HAaCHJbE HaJ jKeHaMa
(Munernh-Crenanosuh, 2006).

Hacwbe Hast )keHaMa Hajla3u Ha HUBOY M3Mel)y HHCKOT M CPEIEber HHICKCA Y CBHM
rpajioBUMa, anu je HajBumM y Hwmry, HajjyxHujeM rpaxy u Hajommwkem MaxkenoHHjH
(I'padmkon 3), mpe cBera Ha OCHOBY HAjCHAXKHHjE H3PaKEHO HAjOIITPHjE arpeCHBHO
moHamame (ynapame), Kao u ykpahuBame Kperama M yckpahnBame HoBHA. Y 001acTu
OCTANINX HACHWJIHMX TOHallamba Hanasu ce Ha cpenuHu, nsMehy Hosor Cama u beorpana
(I'padukon 3).

"padmkoH 6poj 3: MiHaekc HacunHocTh
1.5 4
H=
0 0O Beorpag,
WHOEKC HacunHoCTun D HVILU
Uctpaxvearne NCU dP

Kao pazinosu ucrojpaBama HacUiba HaJl )KEHaMa, 10jaBJbyjy ce IeT IIaBHUX Ipyna
MOHAIllaka, y KOje crhajuajy 3aHeMapHhBambe MOpPOJMYHHMX 00aBe3a, HEJAOCTAaTaK HOBIA,
HEBEPCTBO - JbyOOMOpa, CeKcyasiHa mpolieMaTHKa M O0JIECTH 3aBHCHOCTH - aJIKOXOJU3aM 1
Hapkomanuja (I'papuxon 4).

I'padukon 4: Y3poru Hacusba HaJ )KeHaMa

60
40

Wt m

Hoeu Capg Beorpag Huw

|I nopoxuyHa ynora O nosan Msy6omopa O cexc O onnjame-npora |

HajzacTynsseHnju pasjior 3a HacHJbe je HepocTaTak HOBIa. Ha moapyyjy Huma wu
OKOJIHHX CeJla, HeJJOCTaTaK HOBLA je€ JOMHHAHATaH Pa3Jior, KaKo y OJHOCY pasiore, TaKo U y
onHocy Ha octana nojpydyja — beorpax u HoBu Cax (I'padukon 4). [pyru pasnor mno
3aCTYyIJBCHOCTH j€ 3aHEMapHBame IMOPOAMYHHMX 00aBe3a, Kao TPAIMIMOHAIHO JKEHH
HaMeTHYTe oOaBe3e. HajMame 3aTCyrbeHH, ajiu MOTCHIIMjAIHO HAJOMIACHHUJH Pa3o3H Cy
HEBEPCTBO U JbyOOMOpa, CeKCyaHu ofHocH 1 Oonecty 3aBucHocTu (I'padukon 4). [Toceban
3Ha4ya] 3a KCIOJbaBAlC HACWJba HAJI JKCHAMa HMa HEBEPCTBO M JhyOoMopa Mely
CYIpYKHHIIIMA, KA0 W CEKCYaJHH OJHOCH M OOJIECTH 3aBUCHOCTH, jep Cy HHAMKATOP jaKuX
HacWIHUX noHamama (I"padukon 4).

[otBphyje ce ma cy y3pouu Hacu/ba HajJ >K€HaMa y TMOPOAHIN CHCTEMCKOT
KapakTepa, jep ce Hajase y CKJIady ca CUTyalHjoM Ha TIJ00ATHOM HHBOY: CHA)KHO
CHpPOMAIITBO, ToceOHO n3paxeHo y JyxxHoj CpOuju, mpencrasiba (Kao HelOCTaTaK HOBIA)
CHa)KaH Y3pOK HacWwiba HaJ >keHama. JKeHe Kao MapruHajHa TIpyma, IPeACTaBIbajy
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Hajcnabmjy TayKy, KOja TpPIIM CBE CHUCTEMCKH Y3pOKOBaHE pH3WKE, CBE IO TpaHHIIA
MATOJIOUIKUX IPaHMIIA.

Y najbeM TEKCTy, BEJMKY paclpoCTPamEHOCT U TPAAUIHOHAIHY JIETHTUMHOCT
¢u3MYKOr KaXKmaBama JKEHA, Koja II0Kaszyje jacHe 3HaKe COIUjalHe MaToJOTHje,
nyctposaheMo U3jaBamMa HCITHTAHMIA  : YaK je 94.5% CeOCKMX JKeHa M3 y30pKa H3jaBUIIO J1a
UX je My Oap jeJaHnyT MCTyKao, mamapao — (U3UYKH KaKmbaBao, Hajuenrthe cmarpajyhu
Jla je To HeompaBAaHO W 0Oe3 pasmora: "decto, Oe3 pasiora, kamx uM ce hedue, Kam ce
HanWjy", ynapajy UM IaMape, rma 4ak ux u nospelyjy: ("momommo Mu pyKy, HampaBHO
MojpuIie, pa3dro Mu Hoc'"), Kao ¥ Jia MyIIKapl¥ YBeK MHCIE Ja cy y npaBy ("kaxy, Tpeda
TaKo, MYIIKOCT je y ToMe", "Jak ce XBaJHo Jia M€ Be3a0 3a IIJbMBY U TyKao'") M J1a TO HUje
cpamoTa 3a BUX — "CBE 3aBHCH O/ KPUBHIIE JKCHE M KaJl HHje KpHuBa 100Hja OaTHHE - paje
Kako 'ohe u mTa 'ohe".

Ox MHOmTBA OArOBOpa M3 WCTpaKUBama, W3IABOjWM cMo cienche wu3jaBe
ncnutanuna of beorpamakor ka Humasckom okpyry. Beorpaacku okpyr: "MeHe je Tykao
300r Majke, BEroBa Majka cMaTpa Jia IMa mpaBo U Kaxe yapu, yapu" (Bemuko Cerno, Buma
1IKOJIa, BacnuTauuia, 31 rox); "oBle yKuBajy KaJ TyKy >keHe, npase uM mojpuie” (Crapo
MupujeBo, 29 ron, cpenma Ikoia, paaHuna); MauyBaHcKH: "TyKao Me je Mako caMm CBe
MOCJIOBE cama pajiiiia, HUje Mapruo HU Jal caM TpyAHa, MMao Jpyre, MO U KOLKao ce, a ja
He cMeM HuIrta aa kaxkeMm" (Jlunomucr, 67 101, MOJHONPUBPEIHUIA, O€3 MIKOJE); "mepeM
My HOT€ Tpea MajkoM meroBoM, a oH Mme oOuje" (bema Peka, 55 ron, moJsonpuBpeqHHIIA,
OCMOTO/IMIIIRA); "decTo, 300r JbyOoMope, JKeHa Hema NpaBa, hyTuM, paguM HeMam Kyn,
noBpehuBao Me, jeAHOM Me CTaBHO Ha Bellaja, Ha cy Me npyru crnacwin” (Jlunomucr, 36
TOJ1, TOJLOIPUBPEIHHIIA, CPEAHA palHIUKa); "KaJ HEKO HEIITO KaXke MY)Xy 3a )KEHY, H OH je
tyue" (bykop, 32 roa, nossonpuBpenHuLa, Cpeama); "kag My ce hedu na me 6uje 6no me je,
KaJ| je XTeO M KOJIMKO je XTeO, HACaM CMella [la MMOTPOIINM HH jeJHY Tapy, IpaBo U IMOHOC
My To Omno" (Bema Pexa, 65 ron, mossonpuBpennuiia, 0e3 mxone); lllymagujeku: "ma, u
TPEe3HH W THjaHU, o0WdYaj je Aa TyKy >keHe u yxuBajy y tome" (I'pabomam, 40 ron,
npodecopka ¢usuke), "y ceny ['yHuatu myx mperykao skeHy u ympna" (Kyme, 53 rop,
MOJHONPUBPEHIIA); 3JaTUOOPCKHU: "TyKao Me je, moMuo MU pykKy" (CKpXKyTH, pagHHULa y
KaaHu y TOpOANYHOM BIacCHUIITBY, 31 ronuHa); PacuHceku: "kax je nujaH, a oHa Hehe na
hyTu, a on mosyau"; 10BOJbHA je U Maja cBalja, ma na je omamapu'; "kax Haly apyry"; "kan
HeMa pasJiora, OH OKpeHe Haomako 'meda ma Me Ouje, 3aIlITo caM OKpeHyJia Haomako 'neba";
Humasckn: "Tyde Me uvecto Oe3 pasnora, mwia caMm TaOJeTe Ja ce OTpyjeM, CBe MU
monpuie Hanpasu" (Lpeena Peka, 32 rop, pagHuiia, OCMOTOIUIIERA); "TYKY KaJl )KEHA HUjC
nmo0pa, oHa MUCIH Ja HHje KPHBa a jecTe, jep je My CTapuju, ja caM Jo0mIa JBa I1aMapa,
OTHIILIA CaM Y cello, a oH gom'o panuje kyhu" (barymmHar, 75 roa, mosponpuBpeHALA, 6€3
mkose); "Tyde Me, cpehHa cam mer roauHa Me HHjEe TYKO, CBE MH IIpaBU CBEKpBa'
(JIumosar, 27 Tox, NOJEOTIPUBPEIHALIA, O3 IITKOJIC);

PesynraTe oBor mcrpaxmBama ymopemmhemo ca ucTpaxkuBamuMma Bepe Epmmx
(Erlich, 1964) o Oatummamy >keHa OIl CTpaHe HHXOBHX MyKeBa Ha moapydjy CpOuje u
Maxenonuje ox mpe mesfecer roguHa. Y CpOHju My>XeBH TYKY *KEHE JOCTa YeCTO YaK Y
50% cnyuajeBa, Bpso uecto y 37.5% mnopoxuia, mrto naje BHCOK mpoueHar (87.5%)
MOPOAUIIA ca CYpOBUM (HU3HUKUM KaKIaBameM JKEHa OJl CTpaHEe BUXOBUX MyxeBa. CaMo
12.5% >xeHa HUCY HHKaJia WK cy Ouite peTko TydeHe. 3a CpOujy ayropka nume: "Y Cpouju
HaJla3MMo atMocdepy Koja uje HapOUYHUTO y MPHJIOT MPUMjEHH CHie y MOopoJuLu. ['oToBO
CBH OITOBOPH MCTHYY Jia UMa Y NMOpOAMIIaMa MHOTO OaTHHama U Jia TO TOTOBO CBU CEJballl
U3pUYUTO 0700paBajy ... Cnoj paznnuuTtx Qakropa J0Beo je 1o HeoOuuHe rpy0ocTy npema
keHama. bopOeHa Tpamunuja, Typckd yTjenaj, Hario HaJupamke HOBYAHOI T'OCIOAApCTBa

5 . . .
JIOOMjEHUM HCTPaXKMBAHkHEM MOJI0OKaja ceockux xeHa y CpoOuju. Ha nocraBibena nurama: "TyKy auM MyKeBU
skeHe Ha ceny"? "IToBpelyjy nmu ux"? "Cmatpa 1 ce 1a je To mpaBo MyIIKapla WM 1a je cpamora'?,
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CTBapajy CIeMU(pUIHU CIOj U3 KOjer MPOHUCTjede MPUMjeHa CHIIe Y MPAaKCH W 3arOBaparme
CTPOTrOCTH IIpema jkeHama y npuHuuiy. Kapakrepuctuune cy y3peuune: "Ako He Oujer
JKeHy, 3a derpaeceT gAaHa moinyau" — Cpe3 MopaBceku.: "KeHy un koma Tpeba 4OBEK CBAKOT
tpeher nana tyhu" — Cpe3 numku (ibidem: 222). HcroBpemeHo, nogany o MakeaoHuju cy
y KOPHUCT JKeHa: "HHWKaJa WIM U3HUMHO" HHCY Ty4deHe yak y 80% ciyuajeBa, 10K "decto" u
"Bpsio decto" mo 10%. Ayrtopka o tome muiie: "V npasociasnum cenuma MakeaoHH]e
MYKEBU TYKY JKEHE PETKO W CIy4ajHO. JelmuHo u3 JbyOoMope Noja3u KaTkazua 10 OaTtuHa,
aiu to cy m3HnMmHH ciydajeBu” (Erlich, 1964: 218).

Hacuise y nopoaum y Makenonuju

IMpema HajHOBHjuM ucTpaxuBambuma UNDP, Hacuiby y mopoaunM je M3jI0XeHa
jemna ox yernpu xeHe (UNDP Macedonia, 2005.), 1j. 25%.

AHaJTH3a HacHJba y HOPOIMIN Y MakeToHH]i® 0 OMpaBIaHOCTH (QU3HYKOT HACHIbA
HaJl )KeHaMa, IIpe CBeTa NMpoyvaBa (U3MIKO HACHJbE, & 3aI10CTaBJba OCTAJIE BHJIOBE HACHIbA.

Hcnuranuiama je nonyheHo mect pasiora 3a onpasaBame (pu3nykor Hacuiba HaJl
’KeHaMa, U OHH Ce JIOHEKJIe MOKalalajy ca pa3Io3uMa 3a HaCHJbe U3 UCTPaKUBama Koje ce
onnocu Ha CpOujy (mopouyHa yiiora — Opura o eIy, ICpeMambe pydkKa, CeKc).

[Momaum roBOpe aa mocToje 3Ha4yajHe paznuke Mehy caMUM perHoHMMa y
MakenoHHjH, a Koju ce Hanaze ka Cpouju, [Tomomku, Crorcku 1 CeBepOMCTOUHU.

HajrpaguuuoHanauju y norpaHudHoM nonpyyjy je Ilonomku, y kome cBaka Tpeha
JKeHa OIpaB/iaBa Hacuibe 0e3 003npa Ha pazinor. OBaj peTHOH je Mamke TPAIUIHOHATIAH CaMO
o JyrozamagHor, Koju ce mpoTexe ka AnOaHHjH, y KOME Ce ca HaCHJbEM CIIaXe CKOpO
cBaka Jipyra xeHa. HajMoxepHUju y nmorpannyHoM noapy4yjy je CeBeponcTouHy, y KoMe ra
ompaBiaBa cBaka jgeceTa. CKOIICKH PErwoH jeé MHOTO OJIDKH TPaguIlMOHATHOCTH, jep Y
BEMY CBaka UYETBPTA )KEHAa HCIIOJbAaBA alCypIHE CTABOBE M IIOHAIIAMKa, Tj. ONpPaBIaBa
Hacuijbe HaJl caMoM coOOM, M Haja3W ce mo TpamunuoHamHocTH m3Mmely Ilonomkor u
CeBepOUCTOYHOT.

On nojenHayHMX  pasjiora, JOMHHHpa 3aHeMapuBame Jeme. Uy
HajTpalMOHATIHUjEM U y HajMoJepHHujeM peruoHy mnpema CpOuju y OJHOCY Ha CTaBOBE O
HacuJby Haj jK€Hama, JIOMUHHMpA WCTH PasJior - 3aHeMapuBame jeue: y Ilonomkom ca
26,4%, a y CesepoucrounoMm ca 9,8%. Jlpyru pasnor je u3nak u3 kyhe 0e3 murama —
jaBjbama MYXy (KOjU ce KOCH Ca OCHOBHUM JbYJCKHM IIPaBUMa), TOBOPU O Kpajioj
Hec000/1M JKeHa 3a yJla3ak y jaBHM (PU3MYKM IPOCTOp y Hapujapxary. Y NOTpaHUYHUM
perrnonnMa MUHUMYM je 7% y CeBepoucTouHOM, a MakcumMyM 4ak 22,7%. Tpehu pasinor mo
Ba)XHOCTH je cBal)a ca My»XeM, KOju NMITIMIUpa A2 KeHa He CME Jla YJIa3H y AWjaJIoT HU ca
corcTBeHNM OpavyHuM mapTHepHOM (['padukon 5)..

6 . .
MYJITH-HHIHKATOPCKO HMCTpaKMBame J[p)kaBHOT 3aBOJa 3a CTATHCTHKY MakemoHHje, Koje je O0yXBaTHiIo
CTaBOBE JKeHa crapoctu 15-49. ronuna
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"padbmkoH 6poj 5: Pa3nosmn 3a Hacurbe Hag xeHama
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VY pernonnma npema CpOuju oBaj passnor ce kpehe on 5% y CeBeporcTogHOM /10
yak 20% y [lonomkom Okpyry. AKO je cuTyaluja y MpHBAaTHO] c(epH OBAKO aJapMaHTHA,
IITa CC MOXXE OYEKMBATH Yy OJHOCY Ha JEMOKpATH3alHWjy OJIHOCa JKCHA Ca OCTaIUM
aKTepuMa y IpymTBy?

30pascmeenu pusuyu: konmpayenyuja u abopmyc

[laTpujapxaiHu TpaguIMOHATN3aM Y CPIICKO] CEO0CKOj MOPOIWIM Oriefia ce H Y
HENpHUXBaTaby KOHTpAlENIIMje, y IPUXBaTamy KPTBOBaba Kpo3 abopTyc, KOjU MPeaCcTaBIba
rmocebaH BUJ HETaTHUBHE CJ000/€, KOje HE J0Jla3d TOJIMKO A0 H3paXkaja KoJ KEHHHUX
npBHX, Beh MHOTO BHIIE KOJ mocheamux Tpyanoha. Hajuemihe je ynpaBo xkesba 3a CHHOM
OHO IITO MOJCTHYE MOPOAWYHY pernpoaykiujy y Cpouju. Ilo poljemy *kesbeHOr CHHA,
penpoayknuja ce o0ycTaBiba. Tako HpakTHKOBame abopTyca MpeJcTaBiba Haj3HAYajHUjH
perynarop pahama MyIIke Jgerne WM MeTona 3a oOe30OehuBame MyIIKe JOMUHALU]E Yy
BEPTHUKAITHO MPOIINPEHO] TTIOPOMIHO] 3aj€THHUIIH.

Hcnuranuie cy u3jaBuiie J1a je OCHOBHH Pa3jior BUXOBOT CTyIama y Opak pahame
MMOTOMCTBA Kao ¥ Ja je HOPMAlHO Ja y Clydajy ’heHe HeMOhM OJHOCHO HeMama Jele Y
mopoauIy Tpeba pacKuHyTH Opak. Y ciydajy TpyxHohe mociie polema MyIIKOT 1eTeTa, CBe
kKeHe mnpuberaBajy abopTycy, kao MynTH(azHH OATOBOpP y KPU3HHM CHUTyalldjama, KOjH
eKCTpeMHO e(uKacHO cMambyje HuBO (peprunurera cranoBuuiuTBa (Kingsly Davis, 1956),
anu u perynuiie "QyHKUMOHHCame" cucrema jeauHia-Hacnennuka (Pajxosuh, 2002).
TokoMm 1eJI0T TepHuosia CBOje POJHOCTH KEHE HE KOPUCTE CPEICTBA 32 KOHTpALECHIHjy Y
3alITUTH OJ1 HeXeJbeHUX TpyAHoha, Beh npuMmemyjy nobauaj, Tpomehu 31paBibe Kao JIMUHH
pecypc.

[Tocmarpano o okpy3uMa u3 y3opka, yak 70.3% He KOpHUCTH HH jeIHO CPEICTBO.
Jenuna cpencrBa Koja MOBPEMEHO KOPHUCTE jecy crimpaia, KOHIoM, a Hajpehe Tabmere. Ha
noapy4jy I'pama bBeorpanma, Huje KopHCTHIO cpencTBa 3a KoHTpauenudjy 80%, y
Mausanckom 90%, y Illymagmjckom 87%, y 3matubopckom 96%, n y Pacurckom 99%
(Mazma cy u oHe mMMaie abopTtyce, 4ak nocie 13 abopTyca yrpaauie cy Ciupany H Cl.), ¥
Humasckom 97%., Hekopumiheme cpencraBa obpasnaxy Ha cienehu HaumH: "My ce
OpuHe 0 Tome"; "ako ce IeCH AeCHIIO Ce, BOAUMO padyHa, 9yBaMo ce"; "HeMaM MOoBepeme y
wmux"; "HUCy 37paBa Ta cperctsa’; "mMTETHO 3a 3apaBibe’; "HHUCAM JOBOJHHO YIIO3HATA;
"pauyHaMm Ha IoaHe U HerutoaHe nane" u cit. (I'padukoHn 6)
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"padmkoH 6poj 6: Kopuwhere koHTpauenuuje npema
obpa3soBary
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05 I O ocmoroanika
n| Ocpeatba

= BMwa/Bucoka

N3mely nexopumhema cpencraBa 3a KOHTPAICIIN]Y U CTAPOCTH CEOCKUX JKCHA
NoCTOjM Be3a. To 3HauYM, MOMAjETHAKO YeCTO He KOPUCTE CPECTBa 3a KOHTpPALCILH]y Miaje
xene 10 30 roguHa kao u crapuje ox 51 roguse.

Ca monmm3ameM HHBOA OOpazoBama M Ca 3alOCICHOIINY CEOCKHMX >KeHa W3BaH
noMahMHCTBa, MOCTENICHO CE€ MEHajy CTaBOBH O MOTPEOHO] MPEBEHTHWBHO] 3aIITHTH O]
HexxesbeHUX Tpynuoha. Tako cy ceocke »eHe 0e3 M ca HajHWKUM 00pa3oBambeM
W3jaBJbUBANC Ja HUKaZa HUCY KOPUCTHJIC CPEICTBA 3a KOHTpareniujy 4ak y 77.9%
ciydajeBa Uy 70.8%, a mosponpuBpenuuie y 74.2%. HcToBpeMeHO, CeoCKe KEHe ca
BHCOKHUM 00pa3oBameM U JKEHE CTPYUalld HHCY UX Kopuctwie y 55.6% u 56.3% mocto
nopoauna. Mnak, npoueHaT peloBHOr Kopuihema CpelicTaBa 3a 3alITUTY OJ] HEeXKEJbEeHUX
TpyzaHOha je HM3aK KOJ CBUX jKeHa M n3HocH camo 2.6%. [Tocroju Be3a u3mely kopuiihema
cpelncTaBa 3a KOHTpALECNIMjy W 3aHHUMama, M OHAa je jaya Hero y Be3a ca crapoiuhy
UCTIMTaHUIa W o0pa3oBama, IITO je IIOBE3aHO ca HW3JIaCKOM KEHE M3 JOMHUHAHTHOT
TIaTPHjapXaJIHOT CEOCKOT OKpykema. OBO O/ICTYHame O MPOTPECHBHUX MOCTYIIAKa MIIA/INX
CEOCKHX JKE€Ha MOXKe ce 00jaCHHUTH W CaMHMM HM3jaBaMa MJIaIuX JKeHa: "camga paham mery u
HHUCY MU mToTpeOHa Ta cpeactsa’.......

Heymotpeba cpencraBa 3a KOHTpALEMNLHjy OJ CTpaHE HCIUTAHMIA U H-HXOBHX
napTHepa, YCIIOBMIIA je BeJMKU Opoj aboptyca. JKeHe koje npekuaajy TpyaHohy adoprycom,
NIPUXBaTajy OBaj HAYMH peryiucama pahama Kao HOpMaiaH. Y CBHM OKpYy3HMa, MOCTOjH
Bulile o] 2/3 xeHa Koje 00aBsbajy abopTyc, a MaKCUMaIIHO Y Ma4yBaHCKOM OKPYTY, BUILE O]1
4/5, I'padukon 6poj 7.

MpadmkoH 6poj 7: Kopuwhewe koHTpauenumje npemMa 3aHMMaky

o4 W norsonpuepeaHuLie

B pagHuue

0.2

O cnyxbeHnue

OcTpyyraum

padmkoH 8: MpoueHaT xeHa ca abopTycom

B beorpagcku
T MauBaHcku
O Wymaawmjckn
O3natnbopckm
T PacuHckn

T HUwaecku

[Ipobnem ce mojauaBa YMEEHHLIOM Ja JKeHe Hajuemhe MMajy BHIIE O jEJHOT
aboptyca. Y cBUM OKpy3uMa, Hajuiehe nmajy o 5 abopryca. Mehytum, ox 6-10 aboptyca y
Iymamujckom uma 11%, y 3natudopckom 12%, a y Humasckom vak 15 % wmcnuranuma.
On 11- 15 abopryca nmaio je Hajpumie y Mauanckom 9%, y Pacunckom 6% u Humasckom
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5%. Onx 16-20, ma gyak m mpexko 20 HajBumie je umano y beorpaackom 7%, u 'y
Hlymanujckom 7%, I'padukon 9.

MpadukoH 9: Bpoj nobayaja no ucnuTaHuum npema
OoKpy3umMa

Huwascku

21 v suwe PacuHckn
Wop 16 po 20 3naTtu6opcku
Oon 110015 LWlymaavjcku
Bon 6010 MausaHckm
Opo5

Beorpapacku

90

YnopehuBame pesynrata ucrpaxuBama Bepe Epmmx (1964: 245), Bunu ce ma ce moapydja
Makenonuje 1 CpOuje jene Ha I1Be IOJOBUHE: Yy "CTapuHCKe KpajeBe" — maTpHjapxaiHa
MOJIpy4ja, KOje OJUINKYje H3BAaHPEIHO BICOK HATAJIUTET, TJie TOTOBO CBa Cela CIajiajy y JBE
HajBUIIIE KaTETOpHje TOpoa, mpumaga Makenonuja, a y "MozepHa noapydja”, rae Hajsehu
Opoj cena cmaga y JBe HajHIKe KaTeropuje mopona — Cpowuja. M3mely nBa cBetcka para,
roauHe 1931., Makenonuja (Bapnapcka 6anoBuHa) je nmana Ha 1000 cranoBHuka yak 42.27
mopoJia U TUME je Omia MCIpeq CBUX EBPOICKHX 3eMasba U Jyrocmasuje (34.6 mpommia)
(Erlich, ibidem: 244). YV "moxepuuMm mompydjuma’ y CpOuju, OpojeBu mopoja cy Owiu
3HATHO HIDKHM. JoII o TOT TMepHoja ce CPIICKM MOPOAMYHH JKMBOT Op30 M PaIMKaIHO
MPHUJIArOTUO EKOHOMCKUM MTPOMEHAMa HACTAJIMM C HaJupamkeM HOBYaHe mpuBpene (ibidem:

244).
Ta6ena 1. Bpoj nopoaa y Cpouju u Makenonnju’ y %

Bpoj xxuBopohennx Ha 1000 cranoBHHKA YkynHo
Opn 5 no 25 26 o 35 36 no 45 IIpeko 45
Cpbwuja 50 25 22 3 | 100.0
Makenonuja® - 3 77 20 | 100.0
UsBop: Vera S. Erlich (1964): ITopoouya y mpancgopmayuju. CTynuja y TpU CTOTHHE jyTOCIOBEHCKHX
cena, Hanpujen, 3arpe6, crp. 245.

Y CpOuju je TeHACHIMja cCMambHBama MOpPOAa OWia yCIOBJbEHA OTPAaHUYABAEEM
pabama mobauajem, Tabema 2. Buime on moOJOBHHE cella MPHUIIANANO je TPYNMHA YEeCTHUX
nobauaja (55%), a NCTOBpEeMEHO OWIIO je BP0 MaJIo IPEBEHTHBHOT OTrpaHWYaBama palarma
(70% Humje MMao IPEeBEHTHBHO OorpaHuyaBame pahama 3a Cpoujy u 85% 3a MakenoHujy).
OBakBa TEH/ICHIIMja je HACTaBJbCHA W JIaHAC — OIIIITE IMPUCYTHA HEymoTpeda cpeacrasa 3a
koHTpaneniyjy (70.3% ceockux KeHa je W3jaBUIIO Jla HUKaJa HHje KOPHUCTUIIO CPEACTBA 3a
KOHTpAIICTIIHjY), ¥ MpHOeraBame mobdavajuMa KOjU Cy 3a J)KCHE OMACHH U MopasHu. Bemuku
Opoj abopTyca je 3Ha4YajaH Pa3BOJHH PU3MK, KOjU JEBACTHpa XyMaHH KamHUTajl JKeHa, Tj.
BIXOBO PENPOJYKTHBHO 3[paBJbe.

Y Makenonuju, cpe3 beshennja, npema nucamy Epnnx, "Opoj nopona cespanu He
cMamyjy, jep xeie Behu Opoj mopona, MOMITO y TOME BHJIE HOBU M3BOp pajHuX cHara'. Y
NpaBOCJIaBHUM cenrMa MakenoHuje (GaTaaucTHYKO pacroioXkemne je OMIIO MPOTHB CBaKe
natepBennmje: "UyBajy ce. Y cimydajy 3aueha ymorpebsbaBajy jekoBe — mujy. CBe 0BO

7
TIpema ucrpaxxuamwy Bepe Epnux, cnposenenom 1937. ronune
8 0/IHOCH e Ha IPABOCIABHO CTAHOBHHIITBO
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HOCJIEIbUX TOIMHA; IIPE paTa HHje Ce PEryHcalo ma Cy POAWTE/bH MMand u 1o 15-opo
Jietie, jep Cy MUCIUIIH Ja je To "0oxja padota" (cpe3 mpecrnancku) (ibidem: 249, 250).

Ta6ena 2. OrpaHnyaBame Nopoaa MNodavajeM 1 NPeBEHTHBHO OTPAaHHYABak-€ MIOPOJa

OrpannyaBame opoja nodayajem IIpeBeHTHBHO OrpaHNyaBamke Mopojia
Yecro Petko Hema Nma Hema
% % % % %
Cpbuja 55 40 5 30 70
MaxkenoHunja 15 15 70 15 85

WUsBop: Vera S. Erlich (1964): Ilopoouya y mpancgopmayuju. CTyauja y TpH CTOTHHE jYTOCIOBEHCKUX CeJa,
Hanpujen, 3arpe6, ctp. 252.

Jomr jeano ymnopehuBame momaraka o CpOuju u  MakenoHuju U3
NpeANHIYCTPHUjCKOT Tepruoja (TOKoM 1enor 19. Beka u paHuje), KOji ce OJHOCE Ha BUCOKY
CTOIly CMPTHOCTH >K€Ha IpPH MOpohajy, TOJIMKO ydecTana CMPTHOCT Ja je IpeAcTaBbaia
TJIaBHU pas3nor 3a nopemehaj mojHe CTpyKType CTaHOBHHMINTBA - Mame yderhe >KEHCKOT
CTaHOBHUILTBA Y YKYITHOj IIOIyJallMjU y OJHOCY Ha MymKko. Pexak je 6o cityyaj na sxeHa
pomu y kyhn. O06uuaj xena n3 Maxkenonuje, kao u u3 Cpouje, je 6uo na kpujy nopohaj ox
MYy>XeBa I1a 4ak M oJ] Oyke eHcke ponduHe, Beh cy came pahane nemy "mo xOymy, y
nrymMama Wid NoJbuMa U 3a0aueHuM cTajuriama’ win y3 moMoh Heke JKeHe, jep je cpamora
na mpen mymkapiuMa pahajy (Pajxosuh, 2002; Erlich, Ibidem) mpencraBipajy 3ajeqHmyake
MOKa3aTesbe TEIIKOT MOJI0XKaja JKeHe y MOPOAWLN M Y APYIUTBY y YCJIOBHMa COLMjaJIHE
HEpPa3BHjEHOCTH | ommTer cupomamntsa y Cpouju u MakenoHuju.

Cumbonuuxu puzuyu: Tpaduyuonanrna pacnodena aymopumema

Tema ayTopureTa je BaXKHa M HE3a00MJIa3HA, YTOJIMKO TIpPe ako ce 3Ha Ja MOh u
ayTOpHUTET MoceGHO Jojase 10 M3pakaja y MpOLecy AOHOLICHA OUTyKa y CBAaKOIHEBHOM
JKHBOTY, Kao0 U Jla C€ BEJIMKH JIe0 MApTHEPCKUX OJIHOCA 3aCHUBA Ha IOMHHAIMjU jeTHE 0co0e
HaJl IpyTrOM.

[TpernocraBsba ce 1a Ha pacHoAeNy ayTopuTeTa y OPOIUIM YTHYE BIACHUIITBO U
3aHUMamb€ YIAHOBA.

[Momo ce on ucnutuBama pacnojene "Opaune mohu" (Mumuh, 2001), npu yemy
ce TMpeTIOCTaBba TpaHCopMalMja IMaTpHjapXajlHe pacrmojeie Mohm y TpaBLy
JneMokpaTckor mozena (ibidem: 200). OBa crnoxeHa TUMEH3Hja YKJbYUyje HEKOJIHUKO ONTHHX
MOJAMMEH3Hja aHAllM3e OJHOCa MOhW/IoMHHAIHje Y moponudHoM aomahwuucTBy (Mumuh,
2001; bo6uh, 2008): 1. ocHOBa WiaM TeMesh MOhHM, W3BOpHINTa MOhM; 2. MPOIECH MyTeM
KOjuX ce MOh peanmm3yje — MpoOLeCH HaMeTama KOHTpoJe; 3. pe3yiaTatd ogHoca Mohwm —
mocJeuIle MpuMeHe Mohu.

Pacronena ayropuTera y MOpPOAMIM HCIMTHBAHA je€ MPEKO OCHOBE WJIM M3BOpa
Mohu 1 mporeca TOHOIICHa OJUTYKa Y CBAKOJJHEBHOM JKHBOTY.

Ilpn ToMe ce pa3nuKyjy [ABE OCHOBHE KaTEropHje OJUIyka Yy IOPOAUYHOM
nomahunceTBy: ¢uHaHcujcke u HeduHancujcke (boouh, ibidem: 381). dunancHjcke ce
OHOCE Ha KpyNHHUja MUTama - YIpaBjbalke MaTepujajiHUM Jo0puMa M HOBUEM Kao
pecypcom. HeduHaHcHjcKke o/uTyKe ce OJHOCE Ha OpraHM3alyjy MPOU3BOAE, YIIPaBIbAE
nomahuM nociioBrMa, IMTama OKO Jele.

Ha HuBOy nenor y3opka, yak y 88.6% mopoauna npeosnalyje nampujapxanmu
MOJIeN BJIaCHUINTBA Haja KyhoMm M uMameM. Ha HUBOY OKpyra, 110 HmaTpujapXaiHOM MOJIEITy
ctude ce 3matubopku ca 94,8 m Mausancku ca 92,0%, u xao «HajHIKM» Humascku ca
83%. ITocToju MuHMManHO y4enihe »eHa y BIaCHUIITBY Hax Kyhom (jeanHo Kan je yJoBUIa
wm jenuauna). Ca mpyre, crpaHe, momahwH ocraje GopManHM BIacHUK Hajg KyhoM u
MMambeM YaK U [0CiIe CMPTH.
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[Ipomene y mpodecnoHatHoj CTPYKTypu ceockux momahmHcTaBa (moBehan Opoj
MeIIOBUTHX IoMahMHCTaBa) OOPa3W0 C€ HA YHYTPALIkbY OPTaHW3aLWjy U TMOPOIUIHY
nonmuTuky. Te mnpomeHe cy Behe KO MENIOBHTHX HEro KOJA IIOJbONIPUBPEIHUX
noMahnWHCTaBa, IITO je YCIOBJBEHO Pa3sHOBPCHOIINY CTpaTerdja 3apaie 3a OICTaHaK y
yCJIOBUMA OMIITET cupoMainTBa. CaMHM THM Ce MeHha U Paclofiesia ayTOPUTETa y MOPOAUIH
y TOrJIey pacnojarama nopoandaum Oynerom. Ilampujapxannu monen (43.3%): "HoBaig
ce laje CBEKpy M OH pacmojesbyje”; "MOK Cy JBa HOBUaHHMKA, HEMa CJIOre W Hamperka',
npenasnu MOAEN pacnoiarama HoBLeM — 42.6%: "cBu, kajga ra uma"; "CBU 3HAMO TIJe
croju"; "CTOjM HA jeTHO MECTO M CBaKO MOXe Jia ra y3Me'"; "CBU y3uMaMo ca jeqHe rommie”
(y 76% cmyuajeBa jaBiba ce y HyKJIICAPHUM ITOPOIUIIAMA), TOK j& MOOEepHU MO WIIH CBaKO
CBOJUM pAacCHoNaXe 3aCTyIUbeH y 6.2% mopoanua.: "Ko ra 3apaayu oH ra 1 uMa'"; "oH MU He
naje mape ja rajum nBehe u 3a cebe 3apamum’.

ITpomeHe y pacnonaramy HOBIEM O] MATPHjapXaHOT Ka MOJECPHOM, €raIMTapHOM
HAa4YMHY yKa3yjy Ja MyIIKaply BUIIEe HUCY CYIEPHOPHU]H O] )KeHa Y TOTJIely Paclojarama
HOBIeM. To 00janTmaBaMo IPOMEHOM Y MPO(ECHOHATHO] CTPYKTYPH CEOCKUX TTOPOAMIHUX
nomahuHcTaBa, Koje Cy ce olpasuiie Ha BUXOBY YHYTpallkby opranusanujy. Te cy npomeHe
Behe yKONMMKO ce MoMahHMHCTBO II0jaBJbyje BHIIE Kao IMOTPOIIAYKa 3ajeJHHIIA HEro Kao
npousBohauka. Y TUM ciydajeBMMa CBE BUIE Cia0W, 1Ma M HecTaje MoJjoxkaj aomahuHa.
Pa3HOBpCHOCT cTpareruja 3apajie 3a ONCTaHAK Yy TEIIKUM YCIOBHMA CBAKUJIAIIHET KHBOTA
YTHIA0 je Ja ce y MemoBUTHM JoMahuHCTBMMA jaBsba moBehaH yzeo IMpeia3Hor Mojesa
pacnionarama HOBLEM, Kao M YJE€O JKEHa W MOJEPHOI MOJela, a CMameH YIeo
narpujapxansor moaena (I'padukon 10).

"padukoH 6poj 10: Mogenn pacnonararwa
HOBLEM Mpema Tuny gomahuHcTea

100% - —=
50% -:E _ I t
0% -

norbonpuepeaHa MeLloBUTa HenorbonpuBpeaHa

|.Tpa,ElVILl,VIOHaJ'IaH Onpena3Hn @moaepHn |

[IperxonHo mara aHanu3a IHojaTaka Kasyje Aa CBe BuUIIe ciaOu, 1ma W Hecraje,
TOJI0Kaj | ynora qoMalinHa, Kao ¥ Ja je ayTOPUTET MYy>ka TOITyCTHO Y MOJICPHO] TTOPOTHUIIH.

[lpouec wWHIMBHAYyanu3almdje CEOCKEe MOPONMIE M IIPOMEHa HECHE COIHUO-
npoeCHOHANHE CTPYKTYpe OJBHja CE MapajelHO Cca IPOLECOM IOMyIITama ayTOpUTETa
nomahuHa Kao TJIaBHOT OpraHM3aTopa MPOU3BO/HbE. AYTOPUTET MyKa MOIYCTHO je y 2/3
nopoauna u3 ysopka (65.5%): «cama myTyje, W37masW, W caM TPOIIM CBOjy 3apamy»;
MOITyCTHO (AyTOPUTET) BUIH CE TI0 AOTOBapamy, O0auey KeHe, M IIMHHKakY»; OIcycTBO
TpaHdopMallije ayTopuTeTa MyKa HIyCTpyjy cienche m3jaBe: "KeHe HMX CIyIIajy Kao
crapuje on cebe"; "KkeHa je HepaBHOIIpPaBHA ca HUM"; "'"TO je camMo caH KoMe ce Texu';
"He, YBEK je OH IiaBHH'"; "MyIIKO oTydyje"; "KEHCKO je po0, MyX rasia W rocmojap,
THPaHU Cy, MOTYy Ja pajae mTa 'ohe"; "He, MyIIKO UMa CBY MpPEIHOCT, a He Ou Tpebaio";
"MOTr'y J1a IpKHEM OJ1 pajia, OH je BaxHuju'"; "

3akipyuak

[MocToju cHaXKHO M3paskeHa U AyTroTpajHa JPYLITBEHa HCKIBYUYEHOCT — CHPOMAIITBO
W HesarocJeHocT - BehnHe craHoBHumTBa CpOuje 1 MakenoHHje y NMOCTCOLUjaU3My, Y
BpeMe MocTcouujanicTiuke TpaHcadopmaruje. Takohe, jako je m3pakeHa W 0Opa3oBHA
JeNpUBaIja Kao BEJIMKU PH3UK 38 COLMjalIHy UCKIbYYEHOCT.
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CHaxHa IIpyImITBEeHAa UCKIBYyYeHOCT y CpOuju, OTeXaH! YCIIOBH 32 MPEKUBIHABAHE
U OIICTaHAaK, JIOBENIM Cy IO y3[H3ama IOpOAWYHE cdepe Ha HUBO OCHOBHOI' COLMjAIIHOT
KaluTajla 3a TpeXuBbaBame. MelhyTuM, ma OM Morma na mpeys3Me yiory mnpoms3Bolada
Onarocrama, MOpoOIHLA je Mopaja Ja perpecupa Ha HHBO MOJEPHOCTH on npe [lpyror
CBETCKOr para. Tako ce TpaJMIHOHAJHA, MPOIIUPEHa MOPOJIUIa TTOHOBO MOTBPAMIIA Kao
CONMjaJJHH KaNHuTajJ, W HMHCTPYMEHT KOjU HMa BHCOK CTENEH MPHUIAroAJbUBOCTH
COIL[MjaJJHUM W EKOHOMCKHMM IpO0OJieMHMa, Ha OCHOBY CIIOCOOHOCTH KOHBEpPTOBamba
COLIMjaJTHOT KaluTaja y €KOHOMCKH.

IMopomuna y Cpbuju u MakenoHuju UMa IBOCTPYKH 3Ha4aj: ca jeqHe CTpaHe, OHa
je xommneHzanuoHu Qakrop: 3amemyjyhn QykHIMjy YpyIIEHHX HWHCTHTYLMja, OHa
oMoryhaBa colujaJiHy yKJbYYEHOCT Y CPOIAHHYKY MpPEXKY M TaKO CMamyje CHPOMALITBO,
yTHYE Ha PACT WIAHCH 32 IPESKHUBIHABABE KPH3a.

Ca [gpyre, mpeAcTaB/ba YHHWIAL IPOM3BOJE COLWjATHUX pH3MKA H
HCKJbYUHBama, Mpe CBEra y BHAY MAWCKPHUMHHANHMje M EKCIUIoaTalyje )KeHa, Hachjba Haj
KeHaMa, 3[PaBCTBEHHX pH3HMKA (HapylIaBamke pENpoONyKTHBHOT 31paBjba >KEHA) H
CUMOOHYKKX pH3KKa (OJIOKHUpaHOCT TpaHchopmanuje ayropurera). Hacuibe Haj jkeHama
MIPUCYTHO je Y CKJIaay ca HOPOANYHOM PETPaAUIHOHATIM3AIM]OM U YPYIIaBamkeM I0JI0XKaja
JKEHa y MOCTCOIMjaTUCTUYKOj Kpu3u U 'y Cpouju y Makenounuju. [ToceOHO je MHANKATHBHO
NIPUCYCTBO €KOHOMCKHMX (hbaKTopa - HeJOCTaTka HOBIA, Kao pasjiora Koju ce Hajyeurhe
HaBOJM 32 UCIIOJbABAE HACKIbA HAJl JKEHaMa U ypyLIaBambe BHXOBOT M10JI0XKaja.

VY TeHIKMM YCIOBHMA CBAKUIAIIET KHBOTA, )KEHE CBOJHUM JBYICKHM PECypcHMa
(31paBibe, emonuje, BpeMe, 3Hame) KOMIIEH3Yjy HEraTHBHE COLMjaHE IOCIIEINIE KpH3E.
TpanunuoHaiHa XMjepaxuja ayTOPUTETa y HOPOIUIIN HOCH XHjepapxujy notpeda koje Tpeda
3aJ10BOJbUTH. Benmuku Opoj abopTyca cCBeno4YM O JOMUHALMjH E€MOLMOHAIHUX IOTpeda
MyIIKapana y IOPOAWIM - MYIIKE IPyNe WIM MYLIKOT arHaTCKOI CpOJCTBA, YUME Ce
HapyllaBamba XyMaHH KalluTaJ )KeHa -PEIpPOAYKTUBHO 31PaBJbe

[Tocroje jacHU 3HaNIM KOjU TOBOPE O pasrpaljuBamy TPaaUIIMOHATHOT MMaTpHjapxara
(ayTopuTeT cTapeliMHe) y MpaBIly jadama MOJEpHOr maTtpujapxarta (omohaBama CBHX
Mmymikapra). OBaj mpolec mMoka3yje ONOKHpaHOCT TpaHchopMmanmje ayTOpHTeTa, Tj.
MUCKPUMUHAILIN]Y U €KCIUTOATAIIH]Y JKeHa.

Tako je mpou3BeleHAa CHa)KHA MpernpeKa Yy IMOCTH3alky OAPXKUBOTI COLMjaTHOT
pas3Butka u tpanchopmanuje y Cpouju 1 Make10H1jH, KOja CBOJM CBaKOJHEBHU )KUBOT Ha
MIPOCTO MPEKUBIHABALE Y YCIOBIMA CHAKHE EKCKITy3Hj]e.
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as a health risk: the risks of birth control and symbolic risks (of strengthening traditional authority and marital
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This paper aims to investigate from the sociological perspective the role the family
and women play in social development and survival in times of social crisis. The
investigation is focused on border regions of Serbia and Macedonia, as societies in which
the family is an ambivalent social subject: at the same time the source of capital, and the
source of risk.

Highly developed societies of the Western Europe and America base their progress
on institutional mechanisms for the production of wealth. As opposed to them, societies near
the margin, such as Serbia and Macedonia whose system institutions are underdeveloped
rely on traditional patterns for the production of wealth, in which the family and the women
in it dominate.

Theoretical frame

The process of retraditionalisation of the family is defined and analysed under the
theory of structuration by French sociologists Pierre Bourdieu (Burdje, 2001). The
underlying assumption of the theory is that the whole society is undertransformed and
therefore subject to retraditionalisation. In this manner, the traditional family becomes an
element of social development of modern societies in the XXI century. Against the
background of post-socialist crisis and severe social exclusion, poverty and unemployment,
processes of retraditionalisation and familisation occur at which the society operates on the
basis of traditional mechanisms for the production of wealth.

In her studies of patriarchate Carol Pateman defines a sort of traditionalism since
she maintains that only partial transformation of patriarchate is possible: from traditional
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The paper contains the research results of the project No 179035 supported by the Ministry of Science and
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(where the authority is possessed by husband-father), to modern (authority goes to man, as
such) (Pateman, 2001).

The study The European Marriage Pattern by the author John Hajnal was
produced by the Group for the History of Population and Social Structure. There he
postulates two marriage and household patterns in pre-industrial European society: West
European and East European. In relation to Hajnal’s line* Serbia and Macedonia have the
same position, to the east, under the East European marriage and household model. The East
European model comprises the so-called joint household system. Within the East European
model, Balkan joint household/family has strong influence in traditional societies: it
presents one of social instruments, highly adaptable to social and economic problems
(Mosely, 1976:77). A traditional form of family life which used to be characteristical for
Serbia is a ’zadruga’ (an extended family group), a specific “cultural model of life,
behaviour and thought™ (Mili¢, 1996).

Vera Erlich postulated a seven-tier classification of rural settlements under
observation, starting with the traditional and untransformed towards the modern ones.
Christian Macedonia (Orthodox Christian villages of Macedonia, Sandzak, Kosovo and
Metoch) presented the lowest level of transformation: they ranked second by ancienty
(patriarchality), while Serbia (villages in Serbia within the boundaries prior to 1921) ranked
fifth by ancienty. Namely, Macedonia reported only 10% nuclear families as opposed to
Serbia’s as much as 30%.

Starting Assumptions

The societies of Serbia and Macedonia are experiencing post-socialist crisis and the
population of both countries suffers from severe social exclusion.

Against the background of high social exclusion and deprivation, both societies go
through retraditionalisation, namely, the return to traditional mechanisms for the production
of wealth and social cohesion. In Serbian and Macedonian societies the family plays double
role:

- on the one hand, it is an important compensational factor: it replaces destabilized
institutions, provides for social inclusion within the kinship network, alleviates poverty and
improves chances of surviving crises;

- on the other hand, the family is one of the factors from which social risks and
exclusion stem, primarily in the form of discrimination and exploitation of women, abuse
and harm inflicted on female reproductive health.

This study uses the following indicators of the double role of the family in the
process of retraditionalisation: 1. the role of the extended family as a traditional mechanism
for generating wealth and overcoming crisis, 2. retraditionalised role of women in the
family, their unfavourable position and abuse against women in societies in which the
family is a dominant resource for survival. Abuse of women presents a health issue: health
risks relating to birth control — the use of contraceptives as opposed to abortion; symbolic
risks: growing strength of traditional authority and marital power of the male.

The study makes use of the following sources of data: 1. statistical data for Serbia
and Macedonia; 2.data stemming from the study by Vera Erlich Family in Transformation —
the Study of Three Hundred Yugoslav Villages, which was begun between the two world
wars, in 1937; 3. findings from two sample investigations: a) the study by the Institute for
Sociological Research of the Faculty of Philosophy, published under the project “Serbia in
Comparative Sociological Perspective” financially supported by the Ministry of Science and
Technology of the Republic of Serbia, in the five-year period 1996-2000, on the sample of 1

2 The line of division which goes from Trieste to Sankt Petersbourg, (Hajnal J., 1965), so called Hajnal’s line.
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200 respondents; and b) the study of the position of rural women: based on direct scientific
experience records obtained through interviewing village women in their families, in the
period 2001/2004, on the sample of 580 rural families under observation in six districts of
the central Serbia (Zlatibor, gumadija, Macva, the City of Belgrade, Nisavski and Rasinski).

The analysis of social exclusion will cover South Serbia, namely, the regions of
Serbia bordering Macedonia, while the analysis of violence against women will extend to
Nis. In Macedonia, special attention will be given to border regions: Poloski, Skopski and
Northeastern region. No data are available for the level of current family transformation in
Macedonia, nor statistical studies on samples. However, on the basis of the analysis
provided by Vera Erlich®, it can be assumed that today, at the beginning of the third
millennium, the level of (re)traditionalisation of the family form, as a strong cultural pattern,
in Macedonia is not lower than in Serbia, for which research findings have been made
available.

Findings

Social exclusion

Out of the five elements of the Lacan indicator (financial poverty, exclusion from
the labour market, education, health and social participation), this study makes use of four:
unemployment, financial poverty and educational deprivation.

Unemployment

The labour market is one of society’s major areas in terms of social inclusion or
exclusion. The unemployment rate is presented by the proportion of individuals with the
status of the unemployed in relation to the total number of active persons.

In both countries social exclusion in terms of unemployment is severely
pronounced, at the level of about 30% (Graph 1).

Graph No. 1 Unemployment

Unemployment in Serbia, measured by the unemployment rate, which in 2006 was
at 26.8% began to rise to stand at 33% in 2006; according to the official data it started to fall
at that point, so that by the mid 2009 it was at 20% (Graph 1). During the post-socialist
phase the unemployment rate in Macedonia® has varied; however, at 34.93% in 2009, it
was still higher than in the year 2000 (by as much as 45%) (Graph 1). In addition, if we
compare unemployment rates in Serbia with those in Macedonia, they are higher in
Macedonia for all periods under observation (Graph 1).

According to the data by the Institute of Economy, there has been a substantial drop
in economic activity; privatization created over 300 000 (over 35%) unemployed:
redundancies and those whose companies went into liquidation. According to the analysis
by the Economy Institute in Macedonia, over 80% of those, that is, more than 360 000
individuals have been waiting for a job for over a year.

Poverty: “ Sounding the Alarm"

3 According to which Macedonia used to report far higher level of traditional family form between the two world
wars (only 10% of nuclear families).

4 Official statistical data are available only for 1997, 2001 and 2009
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Social exclusion in relation to poverty rate is also highly pronounced in both
countries, to such an extent that both states have adopted poverty reduction strategies.
Poverty in Serbia

The official definition of poverty in use in Serbia (Poverty Reduction Strategy)
treats poverty as a multidimensional phenomenon which includes lack of income necessary
to satisfy basic needs, inability to find employment, inadequate housing, poor access to
social protection, health care, education and utility services, as well as the failure to exercise
the right to healthy environment and natural resources — water and air.

According to the official data by the Government of the Republic of Serbia, in 2002
about 20% of the population lacked material resources, while 10%, or about 800 000
individuals live below the poverty line — on less than $ 1.5 a day which is insufficient to
meet most basic needs. By the criteria of the World Bank, poverty line in Serbia is set at § 2
per day; actually as much as 60% of the population falls below it.

Another problem is presented by the fact that all disturbances in the economy can
bump up the number of the poverty stricken and precipitate their fall below the poverty line.
In the year 2002 about 14% of the population was poor, that is about a million people, while
8.8% of the population was classified as poor in 2006.

With the poverty index of 13.3% rural population is two and a half times poorer
than urban population. In the year 2007, 6.6% of the population, that is, about 490 000
people were poor.

Of especial importance is the fact that the depth of undevelopment of the part of
Serbia along the border with Macedonia — South Serbia and the area of ancient Ras, has
been double the average for decades. In comparison with Belgrade, where the level of
poverty stands at 4.2%, the level of poverty reported for the Southeastern Serbia (poverty
rate of 23.5%) is as much as 1:6 to the disadvantage of the Southeastern Serbia.

Poverty in Macedonia

Poverty in Macedonia is far more widespread than in Serbia. According to the
official definition of poverty by the Statistical Office of Macedonia, which uses the method
of expenditure - $1.5 a day or €62 a month, it has been determined that about 500 000
people are poor, that is, 24.6% or one citizen in four.

The analysis by the Institute of Economy (by the UNDP criteria, which sets the
poverty line at $2.5), every second citizen of Macedonia is poor (56.68%), which is about 1
000 000 people. This analysis maintains that Macedonia is “Africa of the Balkans”, since it
is poorer than Pakistan (40%) and Nepal (51.3%).

In contrast to official data for Serbia, official data in Macedonia report continuous
growth of poverty. Macedonia has also prepared a National Poverty Reduction Strategy in
cooperation with the IMF and the World Bank. It is stated in this document that gross
national product has been falling by 1.7% a year, and that net income of workers and
pensioners fell by 3.9% a year, and so the level of poverty grew.

Educational deprivation

Modern society aims to become society based on knowledge. In terms of this,
education, or cultural capital is an important resource for development and the element of
social inclusion. Educational attainment below primary school is treated as educational
deprivation — as insufficiency of the resource for inclusion into the modern society. The
tables show that both Serbia and Macedonia display severe educational deprivation as the
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risk for social exclusion, namely, 45% of the population of Serbia does not have secondary
school education, while in Macedonia the figure is as much as 53.2% (Graph 2)

Graph No. 2 Cultural capital (Primary, Secondary, Higher / High)

Extended family as a social capital

Against the background of severe social exclusion, compensation for the
inadequate functioning of system institutions and the ‘last resort’ for survival is provided by
falling back on traditional social instruments for survival such as a complex family
household or a traditional family.

Traditional extended family, that is to say, a complex household is at odds with the
assumptions of modernization, industrialization and urbanization. It is a traditional form of
household comprised of a hierarchical order of family units, with the parent family unit at
the top of the hierarchy, that is, patriarchal hierarchy and distribution of power and authority
by sex and age. This family form was dominant in the pre-industrial societies when the best
part of the population lived in rural settlements and engaged in agricultural production.
Traditional family — a zadruga or an extended family was typical for the period between the
two world wars and before them, both in Serbia and Macedonia as well.

At present, sociological studies of the Serbian society, together with restructured
statistical data, testify to strong retraditionalisation and nearly the same share of traditional
extended families in the family structure — about 30% (Mileti¢ — Stepanovi¢, 2009). Data for
Macedonia are not accessible, but, based on the classification of Yugoslav rural settlements,
and the findings by Vera Erlich concerning Macedonia, it can be assumed that extended
family, taking into account the strength of this cultural pattern, must still hold a significant
share at the time of post-socialist crisis in this country.

Compensational function of the extended family is based on the fact that “there
exists conversion of social capital into material” (Mileti¢ — Stepanovié: 286, 2009), which,
among other things, alleviates the effects of poverty and unemployment. “In comparison to
strong comodification and deregulation in post-socialism, this concerns the responsiveness
of the society and its potential for seeking self-protection, which lightens instability and
achieves a certain amount of quasidecomodification of the wild post-socialist market, which
eases deprivation and increases total capital in relation to total need” (Mileti¢ — Stepanovié:
286, 2009). In other words, a sort of “family safety net” is created (Mileti¢ — Stepanovic,
2009), which affects the material position of the family (the material position index in the
sample of extended families is higher than in the whole sample of families), in this manner
providing social harmonization of the society as a whole (Mileti¢ — Stepanovi¢, 2009).

Social risks

Along with strong compensational role played by the family as social capital, it
also poses strong systemic traditional risks, such as violence against women, inflicting harm
to their health, as well as the traditional distribution of authority within the family.

Family violence

Violence against women is one of the supporting pillars of the patriarchate, which
presents the discrimination — violation of the human rights of women through the unequal
distribution of social power between men and women. It poses one of the main social
obstacles to achieving equality, social development and peace. Family violence is a
relatively modern indicator of the position of women and children. It appears as an element
of several newer and more complex indicators — human security index, and the indicator of
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social participation as an element of social inclusion. Both in Serbia and Macedonia,
prohibition under the law and sanctioning of the violence against women is an achievement
of the post-socialist transformation: only a few years ago, in Serbia this was provided for by
the Article 118 of the Criminal Law of 2002, and in Macedonia by the Law on Equality of
2004.

Family violence in Serbia

The analysis of family violence in Serbia is based on the research ISI FF on the
behaviour — social practice of families. Operational definition comprises the following
behaviours: 1. deprival of attention; 2. deprival of money; 3. deprival of freedom of
movement; 4. yelling, insulting; 5. threats; 6. throwing and breaking things; 7. hitting. The
index of the violence against women is based on a three level scale: a) Low: 0.1-1.0 b.
Medium: 1.1-2.0 c. High: 2.1-3.0. The above behaviours will be compared between Novi
Sad, Belgrade and Nis.

The findings show that family violence is primarily violence against women
(Mileti¢ — Stepanovié, 2006).

In all cities violence against women is on the scale between low and medium;
however, it is the highest in Nis, the southernmost city nearest to Macedonia(Graph 3),
primarily owing to the highest incidence of the most aggressive forms (hitting), as well as
denying freedom of movement and withholding money. As for other forms of abusive
behaviours, it is in the middle, between Novi Sad and Belgrade (Graph 3).

Graph No. 3 Index of Violence (Study ISI FF, Novi Sad, Belgrade, Nis)

Five main groups of behaviour are cited among the reasons for violence against
women: neglect of family duties, lack of money, infidelity — jealousy, sexual problems and
substance abuse — alcoholism and drugs (Graph 4).

Graph No. 4 Causes of Violence against Women (family role, money, jealousy, sex, drinking/drugs)

The primary reason for violence is lack of money. Lack of money is at the top of
the list on the territory of Nis and surrounding villages, putting this area ahead of Novi Sad
and Belgrade in this respect (Graph 4). The second reason by prevalence is neglect of family
duties, traditionally imposed on women. Less prevalent, but potentially more dangerous are
infidelity and jealousy, sexual problems and addictions (Graph 4). Infidelity and jealousy,
sexual problems and substance abuse are especially important since they present an
indicator of severely violent behaviours (Graph 4).

It has been confirmed that causes of family violence against women are systemic in
nature since they are in harmony with the global situation: deep poverty, especially in South
Serbia (manifested as lack of money) is a powerful cause of violence against women. As a
marginal group, women are the weakest link sustaining pressure from all systemic risks, to
the borders with pathology.

In further text the widespread, traditionally legitimate physical punishing of
women, exhibiting clear signs of social pathology will be illustrated by respondents’”
statements: as many as 94.5% women in the sample reported being at least once beaten by
their husbands — slapped or physically punished; most of them considered it to be without
reason: “often with no reason at all, when they are in the mood or drunk”, they reported

* The answers were collected during the study of the position of rural women in Serbia. The questions posed were:
“Do husbands in the village beat their wives?”, “Do they hurt them?” “Is it considered to be the right of the
husband or a shame?”
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being slapped and sustaining injuries: “he broke my arm, he bruised me, broke my nose”,
and the fact that men always considered to be in the right: “they sayj, it is as it should be, this
is what being a man means”, he even bragged about that “he tied me to a plum tree and beat
me”; this is not considered to be shameful: “it all depends on what the wife is guilty of — she
gets beaten whether guilty of something or not - they do what they want whenever they feel
like it.”

Here we quote some of the answers recorded within the study of respondents from
Belgrade to the NiSava district. Belgrade districti: “he beat me because of his mother, she
thinks he has the right, and says: hit her, hit her” (Veliko Selo, higher school, preschool
teacher, 31); here they enjoy beating women, bruising them (Staro Mirijeveo, age 29,
secondary school, worker); Macva district: “he used to beat me although I did all the
chores by myself, he did not care much whether I was pregnant, he chased other women,
drank and gambled, and I did not dare say a word” (Lipolist, age 67, farm worker, without
school); “I wash his feet in front of his mother, and he beats me” (Bela Reka, age 55, fam
worker, primary school attainment); “often, out of jealousy, a woman has no rights, I keep
quiet, keep working, there is no way out, he injured me, on one occasion he hanged me,
some people saved me” (Lipolist, age 36, farm worker, secondary vocational school); “when
someone says something to the husband about the wife, and he beats her” (Bukor, 32, farm
worker, secondary school); “He beat me whenever he felt like it, as much as he wanted, I
did not dare spend a dime, credit to him, he can be proud” (Bela Reka, age 65, farm worker,
no school attainment). Sumadijski: “yes they do, sober or drunk, it is customary to beat
wives and enjoy it” (Grabovac, age 40, physics teacher); “in the village of Guncati the
husband beat his wife to death” (Zunje, age 53, farm worker); Zlatiborski: “he beat me,
broke my arm” (Skrzuti, worker in a family owned inn, age 31); Rasinki: “when he is
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drunk, and she won’t keep quiet and he loses his temper”, “it only takes a small argument
for him to slap her”, “when they find somebody else”, “when he cannot find the reason, he
turns a loaf of bread the wrong way round and then beats me for turning the loaf the wrong
way round.”, NiSavski: “he beats me often with no reason at all, I took pills to kill myself,
he makes me bruises all over” (Crvena Reka, age 32, worker, primary school attainment);
“they beat when the wife is not good, she thinks she is not guilty of anything, but she is,
because the husband is the older, I received two slaps on the cheek because I had gone to the
village and he came home earlier” (Batusinac, age 75, farm worker, no school); “I was
lucky, he has not beaten me for five years, my mother-in-law makes him do it” (Lipovac,
age 27, farm worker, no school).

The finding of this research will be compared to those obtained by Vera Erlich
(Erlich, 1964) on women being beaten by their husbands on the territory of Serbia and
Macedonia, carried out sixty years ago. In Serbia husbands beat wives often in as much as
50% of cases, and very often in 3.5% of cases, which make up a high percentage (87.5%) of
families in which severe physical punishment is inflicted on women by their husbands. Only
12.5% of women reported being beaten never or only rarely. The author writes for Serbia: In
Sebia we encounter the atmosphere especially conductive to the application of force in the
family. Almost all answers report high incidence of beating in the family, and that almost all
village men explicitly approve of it... A combination of several factors resulted in the
extraordinarily harsh treatment of women. Military tradition, Turkish influence, fast
approach of monetary economy, they all create a specific mixture which affords the
application of force in practice and the promotion of severe treatment of women in principle.
The following proverbs typify this attitude: from Moravski district: “If you fail to beat your
wife, she goes crazy in forty days”, or from the NiSki district: “A man should beat his wife
and his horse every third day” (ibidem: 222). However, the data on Macedonia are
favourable to women: they have been beaten ‘never’ or ‘only exceptionally’ in as much as
80% cases, in 10% of the cases they report being beaten ‘often’ and ‘very often’. The author
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writes the following about this: “In Orthodox Christian villages in Macedonia husbands beat
their wives rarely and by accident. On occasion beating occurs out of jealousy, but such
cases are exceptional” (Erlich, 1964: 218).

Family violence in Macedonia

According to the current study by the UNDP, one woman in four is exposed to
domestic violence, that is, 25% (UNDP Macedonia, 2005). The study carried out in
Macedonia® concerning the attitudes towards physical violence against women primarily
dealt with physical violence and disregarded other forms of abuse.

The female respondents were offered six reasons for justifying physical violence
directed at women, which to some extent overlap with the reasons for violence quoted in the
study concerning Serbia (family role — care of children, cooking lunch, sex).

Data show considerable differences between regions in Macedonia lying along the
border with Serbia, namely, Poloski, Skopski and the Northeastern.

Of the border regions, Poloski is the most traditional, with one woman in three
justifying violence regardless of its cause. This region is less traditional only in comparison
with the Southwestern region bordering Albania, in which almost every second woman
justifies violence. The most modern border region is the Northeastern where one woman in
ten justifies violence. Skopski region is far more traditional since every fourth woman
exhibits absurd attitudes and behaviours, that is, justifies violence against herself; in terms
of traditionalism it is between Poloski and the Northeastern.

Neglecting children dominates among individual reasons for violence. In the most
traditional just as in the most modern region bordering Serbia neglectful behaviour towards
children predominates as a reason: in Poloski with 26.4%, and in the Northeastern with
9.8%. The second reason is leaving the house without asking permission — informing the
husband (which is the violation of a basic human right) testifying to the utter lack of
freedom of women to enter public physical space in patriarchate. In the border regions this
reason ranges from 7% in the Northeastern region to as much as 22.7%. The third reason in
importance is quarreling with the husband, implying that a woman is not to enter the
dialogue even with her spouse (Graph 5).

Graph No. 5 Reasons for Violence against Women (anything, lunch, refusing sex, quarrel, neglecting
children, leaving home

In the regions bordering Serbia this reason ranges from 5% in the Northeastern to
as much as 20% in the Poloski region. If the situation is so alarming in the private sphere,
what is to be expected in terms of the democratization of the relationship of women with
other social actors?

Health hazards: contraception and abortion

Patriarchal traditionalism in Serbian rural family is also manifested as refusing to
apply contraception and demanding that women make sacrifices in the form of abortion,
which represents a special form of negative freedom, less noticeable in a woman’s first
pregnancies then in her later ones. The desire to have a son is the main drive behind family
reproduction in Serbia. Once a son is born, reproduction ceases. Thus practicing abortion

® Multi-indicator study of the National Statistical Office of Macedonia also covering attitudes of women between
the ages of 15 to 49.
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constitutes the primary vehicle for regulating the birth of male children and the method for
securing male domination in a vertically extended family.

Female respondents stated that the main reason for their getting married was

bearing offspring, and that if the woman failed to bear children, or when there were no
children in the family, marriage should be dissolved. After the birth of a son all further
pregnancies are terminated by abortion, as a multiphase response in crisis which is
extremely efficient in reducing the fertility of the population (Kingsly Davis, 1956), which
in addition secures the functioning of the system of the only male hair (Rajkovi¢, 2002).
During the whole reproductive period women do not use contraceptives to protect
themselves from unwanted pregnancies but resort to abortion, thus expending their health
which constitutes personal resource.
In districts under observation, as many as 70.3% of women do not practice any
contraception at all. The only contraceptives they occasionally use are IUDs and condoms,
and only rarely pills. On the territory of the city of Belgrade contraception is not used by
80% of women, in Maévanski by 90%, in Sumadijski by 87% in Zlatiborski by 96%, and in
Rasinski by 99% (although they also sought abortion and some started using the IUD only
after the thirteenth abortion or similar). The omission to use contraceptives is justified in the
following manner: “my husband takes care of it”; “if it happens, it happens, we take care,
we are careful”; “I do not trust them”; “they are not good for your health”; “they are
damaging to health”; “I do not know enough about it”; “I count on fertile and infertile days”
and similar (Graph 6).

Graph No. 6. Use of Contraception by School Attainmentment (No School,
Primary, Secondary, Higher / High7.

Correlation has been established between the use of contraceptives and the age of
village women. Young women under the age of 30 report similar incidence of failure to
practice contraception as the women over the age of 51.

With the rise of the level of education and employment outside of the home,
attitudes concerning the necessity of prevention of unwanted pregnancy gradually change.
Consequently, rural women without, or with primary school attainment reported that they
have never used contraceptives in as many as 77.9% and 70.8% of cases respectively, and
farm workers in 74.2%. In contrast, rural women with higher school attainment and those
who practice a profession do not use contraception in 55.6% and 56.3% of families
respectively. However, the overall regular use of contraceptives is low in the population,
and stands at meager 2.6%. Correlation has been observed between the use of contraception
and profession, and it is higher than the correlation with the age of the respondents and
education: this is connected to the women’ entering the world outside dominantly
patriarchal rural environment. This omission to practice progressive methods on the part of
young rural women can be explained in their own words: “I am bearing children now, and I
do not need them”...

The omission to use contraception on the part of respondents and their partners
caused a large number of abortions. Women who seek them consider this procedure as a
normal method of birth control. In all districts observed over 2/3 of women obtain abortion;
Macvanski district is at the top of the list with over 4/5 (Graph 7).

Graph No. 7 Use of Contraception by Occupation (Farm workers, Workers, Office Workers, Professionals)

Graph No. 8. Percentage of Women Undergoing Abortion
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The problem is exacerbated by the fact that women as often as not have more than
one abortion. In all districts, they most often had up to five. However in Sumadijski district
11%, in Zlatiborski 12%, and in Nisavski as much as 15% of women had 6-10 abortions.
Between 11 — 15 abortions underwent 9% of the women in Macvanski district, 6% in
Rasinski and 5% in Nisavski. With between 16 and 20, and even over 20 abortions at the top
of the list are Belgrade district with 7% of women and Sumadijski 7% (Graph 9).

Graph No. 9. Number of Abortions per Respondent by Districts (21 and over; from - to -; under 5)

When comparing the above with the findings by Vera Erlich (1964: 245), we can
see that the territory of Macedonia and Serbia can be divided into two parts: ‘traditional
parts’ — patriarchal areas characterized by extremely high birth rate, where almost all
villages fall within the two highest categories for birth rate are in Macedonia, and the
‘modern parts’ where most villages fall within the two lowest categories of birth rate — in
Serbia. Between the two wars, in 1931, Macedonia (Vardarska Banovina) had as many as
42.27 births per 1000 inhabitants, at the head of all European countries and Yugoslavia
(34.6 %0) (Erlich, ibidem: 244). In ‘modern parts’, in Serbia, birth rates were considerably
lower. As far back Serbian family life speedily and radically adapted itself to the economic
changes affected by the spread of monetary economy (ibidem: 244).

Table 1. Number of Births in Serbia and Macedonia’, in %

In Serbia the tendency to restrict the number of births was achieved through
termination of pregnancy (Table 2). Over half of the villages belonged to the group with
frequent abortion (55%), while at the same time very little prevention of unwanted
pregnancies was in evidence (70% did not use contraception in Serbia and 85% in
Macedonia). This trend continues today; the omission to use contraception is widespread
(70.3% of village women stated that they had never used contraceptives) seeking instead
abortion which is dangerous and harmful. A large number of abortions poses a considerable
risk to development which devastates human capital of women, that is, their reproductive
health.

According to Erlich, in Macedonia, the district of Pevdelija, “village people do not
reduce the number of births as they want more offspring, since they see it as a source of
labour.” In Orthodox Christian villages of Macedonia, fatalistic attitude was against all
intervention: “They take care. In the case of conception they use remedies — they drink. This
has began only recently; before the war there was no regulation, and parents had as many as
15 children, as they thought it was ‘God’s will’.” (Prespanski district) (ibidem: 249, 250).

Table 2. Birth control by abortion and preventative birth control

Another comparison with the data on Serbia and Macedonia in the pre-industrial
period (during whole 19" century and before), relating to high death rates during childbirth
shows that it was so high that it was the main reason for the misbalance in the sex structure
of the population — smaller proportion of women in the overall population. Only rarely did
women give birth in the home. It was customary for women in Macedonia, as well as in
Serbia, to keep childbirth hidden from their husbands, and even from close female relatives;
they gave birth alone, “in bushes, and forests or fields, in remote stables” with the help of
some woman, as it was considered shameful to give birth in front of men (Rajkovi¢, 2002;
Erlich, ibidem). These are all common indicators of hard position of women in the family

7 According to the research by Vera Erlich, carried out in 1937
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and in society in the conditions of social underdevelopment and widespread poverty in
Serbia and Macedonia.

Symbolic risks: traditional division of authority

The topic of authority is of primary importance here, especially taking into account
fact that power and authority play a key role in the everyday process of decision making,
along with the fact that most partner relations are based on the domination of one person
over the other.

It is assumed that the division of authority in the family is dependent upon the
ownership of property and the occupation of the members.

The starting point was the investigation of the division of “marital power” (Mili¢,
2001), assuming the transformation of the patriarchal division of power in the direction of
the democratic model (ibidem: 2001). This complex dimension comprises several important
subdimensions of the analysis of the relationship power/domination in a family household
(Mili¢, 2001; Bobi¢ 2008): 1. the basis, or the foundation of power, sources of power; 2.
processes through which power is executed — processes for imposing control; 3. results of
the power relations — consequences of the application of power.

The division of authority in the family was investigated through the basis, or the
source of power, and the process of decision taking in everyday life.

Two main categories of decisions taken in the family household are considered:
financial and non-financial (Bobi¢, ibidem: 381). Financial decisions relate to major issues —
management of material goods and money as resource. Non-financial decisions relate to
organization of production, management of household chores, issues concerning children.

On the level of the sample as a whole, in as much as 88.6% of the families
predominates patriarchal model of ownership of the house and property. On the level of the
districts, the highest share of patriarchal level is reported for Zlatiborski district, with 94.8%
and for Macvanski with 92.0%, while Nisavski with 83.4% reported the lowest level. In
relation to the ownership of house the share of women is minimal (only when she is a
widow or an only child). On the other hand, the head of the household remains formal
owner of the house and property even after his death.

Changes in the occupational structure of rural households (increased number of
mixed households) affected its internal organization and family policy. These changes are
more profound in mixed households as opposed to farming ones, which is brought about by
the various strategies for generating income for survival in the conditions of general
poverty. Changes in occupational structure also afforded changes of the distribution of
authority in the family concerning the disposal of the family budget. Patriarchal model
(43.3%): “money is handed over to the father-in-law and he disposes of it”; “as long as there
are two money purses there is no unity and progress”; transitional model of managing
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finances — 42.6%: “all of us, when there is some”, “we all know where it is kept”, “it is kept
in one place and every one can take it”; “we all take from the same pile” (in 76% of the
cases it appears in nuclear families), while the modern model in which everybody disposes
of his or her own income is practiced in 6.2% of the families: “the one who earns it disposes
of it”, “he does not give me money, I grow flowers and make my own”.

The transition in the disposal of money from patriarchal towards modern,
egalitarian model shows that men are no longer in a superior position to women as it comes
to the management of finances. This is explained by the change in occupational structure of
rural family households, which affected their internal organization. The changes gain in
importance if the household is a consumer unit, rather than the production one. In this case
the position of the head of the household loses in importance, or even disappears. Variety in
income generating strategies for survival under difficult conditions of everyday life resulted
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in the rise in the share of the transitional model of the management of finances, as well as
the share of women in the modern model, and the fall in the share of the patriarchal model
(Graph 10).

Graph No. 10 Models of Disposal of Money by Type of Household (Farming, Mixed, Non-farming)
(Traditional, Intermediate, Modern)

The above analysis shows that the position and the role of the head of the
household gradually weakens, and even disappears, and that the authority of the husband is
reduced in the modern family.

The process of the individualization of a rural family and the change in its socio-
occupational structure runs in parallel with the process through which the authority of the
head of the household as the main organizer of production becomes undermined. The
authority of the husband has diminished in 2/3 families in the sample (65.5%): “she travels
by herself, goes out by herself and spends her earnings by herself”; “it can be seen (loss of
authority) by the fact that they seek agreement as well as by the way women dress and wear
makeup”. The lack of relaxation of the authority is illustrated by the following statements:
“women obey them as their elders”; “his wife is not his equal”; “it is just a dream to aspire

t0o”; “no, he is always the one in charge”; “man makes decisions”; “a female is a slave, a
99, 6.

man is a lord and master, they are tyrants, they can do as they please”; “no, men hold all the
advantage, and it shouldn’t be so”; “I can drop dead working, still he is more important”.

Conclusion

There exists strongly pronounced and long standing social exclusion — poverty and
unemployment — of the majority of the population in Serbia and Macedonia in post-
socialism, at the time of post-socialist transformation. In addition, educational deprivation
which poses a serious risk of social exclusion is also widespread.

Severe social exclusion in Serbia, and difficult conditions for survival resulted in
the family sphere becoming a fundamental social capital for survival. However, in order to
be able to take over the role of the producer of wealth, the family had to regress to the level
of modernization that existed before the Second World War. In this manner the traditional,
extended family reconfirmed its value as social capital and the instrument with a high
level of adaptability to social and economic problems, based on the possibility of conversion
of social capital into economic.

The family in Serbia and Macedonia has a double role: on the one hand it is a
compensational factor: taking over the function of devastated institutions, it provides for
social inclusion into kinship network and in this way reduces poverty and improves the
chances to survive in crisis.

On the other hand, it becomes a root cause for the generation of social risks and
exclusion, most notably in the form of discrimination and exploitation of women, violence
against women, health hazards (harmful effects on the reproductive health of women) and
symbolical risks (presents an obstacle to the transformation of authority). Violence against
women is consistent with family retraditionalisation, and the deterioration of the position of
women in post-socialist crisis in Serbia and Macedonia. Especially indicative is the presence
of economic factors — lack of money, as the most often cited reason for the manifestation of
violence against women and deterioration of their position.

In difficult conditions of everyday life, women use up their personal human
resources (health, emotion, time, knowledge) to make up for negative social effects of the
crisis. Traditional hierarchy of authority in the family carries a hierarchy of needs that must
be satisfied. High number of abortions testifies to the fact that emotional needs of men, male
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group or male agnatic kinship in the family are given precedence, thus harming human
capital of women — their reproductive health.

There are clear signs of the dissolution of traditional patriarchate (authority of the
head) in the direction of strengthening of modern patriarchate (empowering all men). This
process points to the fact that transformation of authority has been blocked, that is,
discrimination and exploitation of women.

This presents a serious obstacle for the achievement of sustainable social
development and transformation in Serbia and Macedonia, which reduces everyday life to
mere survival in conditions of deep exclusion.
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