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COLMOJIOIKN 1N OPYIITBEHU NOIIPMTHOC
CBETO3APA MAPKOBU'RA

Caxxerak: Y oBoM papty nocseheHOM TeMaTcKoj cexuyju ,,CBeTosdap Mapkosuh: 150
TOMIVIHA Off, CMpTM“ HACTOjUMO Jja MUHTEPIIPETUPAMO I OCBET/IMMO COLIMOIOIIKMN U IPYIITBE-
Hu ponprHoc CBeto3apa Mapkosuha cpIIcKoj Hayly Ha OCHOBY KBa/IUTaTUBHE aHA/IN3e
cagp)Kaja, HAPOUMTO Kajia je ped O CPIICKUM U da/JKaHCKMM Ipuinkama. Mapkosuhesa
IIPOMUIIUbAA U Jiajbe IPEACTaBIbajy IIPOCBeT/bYjyhe cMepHMIIe 3a MHTEIeKTyalLe KOju ce
daBe APYWITBEHVM NINTAbNIMa, a KOjI/I Cy 3aroBOpHMIMN 3AIITUTE HAVIOHA/IHVIX MIHTEpPECa
¥ KOj TIOACTUYY Pa3BOj IOKATTHUX M PETVOHATHIX 3ajeHuIra. OHM ce PyKOBOJie I/IejoM O
APpYLITBY KOje CIIy>XI CTBapHVM HOTpeSaMa PpamHUX JbYIN Y TEXIBU [Ta HpeBasmby IIpOTUB-
PEeYHOCTH HacTasle U3 aKyMynanuje KanuTana. CacByM o4eKrBaHO, MHOra Mapkosuhesa
IJIeIUIITA JIeyjy 3acTaperna I UjleaTMCTIYHA, ¢ 003MPOM Ha TO JIa je TPOIIA0 TOTOBO BEK
U 110 O BbUIXOBOT HAaCTaHKa. MebyTI/IM, BUX0BaA pa3/INM4nTa TyMade€iba I a/b€ MOTy a
IIOACTAaKHY MOJEPHY MICA0 V1 IIOHY/E€ YBUI Y IPYIITBEHA U IIO/INTNYKA IINTamkba ca KOjI/IMa
ce cyo4aBa CPIICKU HApOJ Y IaHAIIbEM IPYLITBEHOMCTOPUjCKOM KOHTEKCTY.

Kipyune peun: Cerozap Mapkosuh (1846-1875), meHTpanusam, I0KaJHa CaMOy-
paBa, COLMja/IN3aM, CPIICKA KEbVDKEBHOCT

YBOIJHA PEY

Ca craHOBMIITa Kpajber (II0CT)MOfIePHI3Ma, CTapHje Ufieje 4ecTo ce ITI0CMaTpajy Kao
3acTaperie I HETOTIIYHE, jep CafpyKe IPeLIKe CBOje eII0Xe I OTY/A Ce CMaTpajy HelOBO/bHO
NPUKIAJHUM 32 aHAJIM3Y U TyMadembe caBpeMeHNX nsasosa. OHOCHO, eKcTpeMHa (110CT)
MOJIEPHIUCTIYKA MTePCIEeKTYBA yKasyje Ha Hen30eKHOCT IpoIajialha CTapuX Hapagurmm
TIOJ] TePETOM HOBUX Ca3Hamba J YMbEHNUIIa, 1 Oalla y 3adopas MpoIIajie CUCTeMe MULI/beba.
MebyTum, y OKBUPY COLMOJIONIKOT NCTPAKUBAba, KA0 ¥ Y CBUM HAYYHUM JVICIUIUIVHA-
Ma, [I03MBame Ha PajioBe PaHMjUX MUCIUIALA jeflaH je of QyHAaMeHTaTHUX HIPUHIUIIA
HayYHOT Jiujajiora Koju omoryhasa akyMy/Ianyjy 1 fa/by pa3Boj Hay4yHOT 3Hama. Ha oBaj
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Ha4lH Ce OffpyKaBa eMICTeMOJIOIIKY KOHTVHYUTET, KOjI1 ce Tpaill yIIPaBO KPo3 I03UBambe
Ha pafloBe HalllX IPETXO/IHMKA, Ha IbUXOBE Teopuje I ujeje.

OBaj pag 1MMa 3a IW/b Ja, KPO3 KPUTUYKO IIPEUCIUTIBAbE I CUHTe3y HOCTYIIHE /-
Teparype, IpUKa>ke COLMOJIONIKY FOIIPMHOC I OPUTMHATHOCT y CTBAPA/IAIITBY Y MIUCIN
Cserosapa Mapkosuha. Y akafieMcKOM pajy, UAeHTU(PUKOBabe IIPETXONHIIX Mieja Hitje
caMo GOPMAIHOCT, jep BUXOBO MO3UIVOHNPAE Y CaBPeMEeHM) NPYLITBEHN KOHTEKCT
IpefcTaB/ba IPeJyC/IoB ja/bel MHTEeIEKTYa/IHOT pacTa U pasBoja. HayuHoMmeTopomomxm
IIOCMATPAHO, PYIITBEHM M UCTOPMjCKM KOHTEKCT IIpefiCTaB/bajy pyHIaMeHTa/IHN IIpefy-
CJIOB 3a pa3yMeBarbe U MHTEpIpeTalijy ApyITBeHNX (PeHOMeHa 1 ICTOPMjCKUX JellaBarba
y npouutocty. baBpeme conyonomkumM gonpruHocoMm Ceero3apa Mapkosuha nma mmpn
OIIITePYIITBEHN 3HaYaj He CaMo 3a IIOIITOBaolle Aea 1 paga Ceroszapa Mapkosuha
HEro U 3a CBe OHe KOju ce daBe TyMadyemeM CPICKUX U OalKaHCKUX IpuINKa. ,OBUM
IIPUMepPOM CMO JKeJleJIN Jia YKa)KeMO Ha TO Ja Kafla [IeHVIMO Heulj! HOIIPUHOC, TO MOPaMO
YMHIUTY He Ca CTAHOBMIIITA CaBPeMeHMX Mepua, Beh ca Tauke Mepwia 1oda y KoMme je Taj
Heko xuBeo 1 fenao (Suvakovié, 2025).

PamoBu xmacn4HYX TeopeTndapa, nonyT Evmta [Jupkema u Maxca Bedepa, moncehajy
HaC Ha YMIbEHNUIY fIa Ce HayYHM HaIpelaK MOXKe OCTBAPUTH jeAMHO KPO3 KOHTMHYMPAHO
HOBe3VBaIbe Ca IPETXONHO CTeYeHNM MHTeNeKTyatHuM Hacmehem. [Tupkem (1895) kao jemHo
Off OCHOBHYIX IIPaBIJIa COLIMOJIONIKOT MeTOJA IIOMIIbe I03VBatbe Ha APYLITBEHE YMIbCHMLIE,
KOje Cy OCHOBHM IIpefycoB cuctemarckor npucryna (Durkheim, 1982). OxHocHo, cBaka
COLIMOIONIKA aHa/M3a Tpeda fia ce oc/marba Ha Beh rmocrojeha casHama 11 fja vx gajbe yuspiuhyje
nomohy apyurrBeHux unmennia. C gpyre crpate, Bedep (1922) je cBojuM MCTOPYjCKOKOM-
MAPATUBHIM IIPUCTYIIOM II0Ka320 1A Ce pasyMeBarbe APYLITBEHUX (heHOMeHa MOXKe TocTihn
jEIMHO aKO ce CaBpeMeHe MHTEPIIPeTALVj€ TOCMATPAajy Y OGHOCY Ca IIPETXOMHIM TeOPUjCKIUM
oksupnma (Weber, 2013). Meby akagemckuM Mucmonmma mosHara je MepToHOBa uspekxa
Za ,CBaKa HOBa IeHepallija CTOji Ha paMeHMMa CBOjUX ImpeTxofHuKa“ (Merton, 1968, str.
35). Takobe, ITjep Bypanje odpasmaxe fa akafjeMCKO 3Hatbe (PYHKIMOHNIIIE K0 CUCTEM Y
KOjeM je CMOOMUYKY KaIlUTasl Off KpyLjanHe Baxxuoctu (Bourdieu, 2000). ¥ Tom cMucry,
H03VIBakbe Ha pafioBe IIPETXONHIKA HIfje CaMO 3HAK aKaJJeMCKOT MOIITerba Beh 1 TpakTiyan
HA4UH U3rpajilbe HayuHe aprymeHTanyje. Xadepmac (1981) kpo3 KOHIIEN'T KOMYHUKAaTHBHE
PaLOHATHOCTI HAIJIAIaBa 3HAYA]j IMjaJIora Y apryMeHaTa, IMTUpamba I II03MBaba Ha IpyTe
ayTope Koju omoryhasajy fia ce uyieje He caMo KpUTHIKY peBUAMpajy Beh u akTyenusyjy y
caBpeMeHNM yckypcnma (Habermas, 2007). Ha Taj HauyH ce Kpo3 KpUTIYKO IPEVCIITIBAbE
Y MIHKOPIIOPAIMjy CTapuX Jfieja y HOBe KOHTeKCTe KOHTUHYMpaHo odorahyje n nponydibyije
COLMOJIONIKO 3Hakbe, LITO CTBApa fja/be YBPCTY MHTEIEKTYa/IHY OCHOBY 3a dyznyhe mcrpa-
JKMBaye. YIIpaBo 3aTo, IO3MBaIbe Ha IIPETXOJHMKE OCTaje TpajHa OCHOBA MHTENIEKTYaTHOT
pacra 1 pa3Boja COIMOIOrMje Kao HayJHe TUCIUIIINHE.

OPYIITBEHOIIOJIMTUYKHM JOIIPVMIHOC
CBETO3APA MAPKOBM'RHA

Csero3ap Mapxosuh cBpcraBa ce Meby HajsHauajHMje MHTeIEKTyalIe CPIICKe
IOpYILITBEHE U MOMUTUYKE MUCIN. VIako je fenao TOKOM Apyre monosuHe 19. Beka, mwe-
TOB MHTETIEKTYa/IHU U UMEjHN JOIPMHOC OCTABYO je HeM3OpUCKB Tpar Ha Od/IMKOBambe
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HOMUTUYKUX MOKpeTa u upeonoruja y Cpduju. Mucaonn u unejan norner, CeeTosapa
Mapxkosuha HafguIa3Mo je OKBUpe HEroOBUX CaBpeMeHMKa U nocTojeher monutuyxor
nopetka. Iberoso nepMaHeHTHO 3a/arame 3a J[eMOKpPaTU3aLMjy HOTUTUYKOT CICTEMa
Cpduje n momynapusanmjy ZeMOKpaTCKIX UfieaIa YMHM Ta Y30POM JJPYLITBEHO aHI'aXKO-
BaHIX MHTEJIEKTyaana 1 pogosbyda. OH ce Kpo3 OpUTKe TeKCTOBE I MHCIIMPATUBHE Ufieje
OLITPO CYHPOTCTAB/bA0 LIEHTPAMCTUIKOM U SMPOKPATCKOM ypebemy Koje je JOMUHAHTHO
KapaKTepHcalo TaJallby IOMUTUYKY TTOPefiak.

Y Mapxkosuheso foda Cpduja je duia mop TypcKUM CYBEPEeHUTETOM, M MAKO je
yXuBaja pactyhn crereH ayToHOMMje, YHYTpalllibe YIIpaB/batbe OUIIO je 3aCHOBAHO Ha
IPUHIUINMA eHTPa3Ma, IOf JUPEKTHOM KOHTPOJIOM Kibasa 1 monmuuje. Mapkosuh
je McTymao mpey cBoje caBpeMeHUKe ykas3yjyhu Ha ,,00CycTBO HOMUTUYKUX cnodoma“
(Guzina, 1969, str. 382) Koje je BIIeo Kao jefaH of IJITaBHMX y3poka Temrkoha. Takobe,
OCeSHO je MCTHUIIA0 LeHTPAIM30BaAHY YIIPaBy 1 OMPOKpATH3aM Kao K/bydIHe Ipodieme
Koju oHeMoryhaBajy 13/1a3 13 TaKBOT pe>KuMa U pasBoj fpyuTseHe ceectu y Cpduju. On
jé Kao pellerbe IMpejiIarao pasBoj ,/IOKAJHE CAMOYIIPaBe, Ca IAp/IAMEHTOM Ha Y€y Jp>KaBe,
y Koju &y ynaswiv c1odonHo usadpaHy u mpasy npepcraBHuImM Hapopa“ (Guzina, 1969,
str. 382). Mapkosuh je Kof CBOjuX caBpeMeHIKa IIOACTNULA0 IMYHY NHUIIMjaTUBY Y pa3Ma-
Tpaky HaulMHa ITOMOohy KOjUX ce MOTY CMambJUTH HEeIIOTPEdHM TPOLIKOBH IpXKaBe KaKo du
ce HapoJI 0C/I0dO/INO BEMUKOT Aea nopesa. OH je jaBHO KPUTUKOBAO 3aKOH O OINIITHHAMA
n3 1866. ropune, KOju je IpeMa BberoBoM MUILJbEY IMOAPELMO ONIITHHE ITOMULNU U
onemoryhaBao mpaBy HapopHy camoynpasy. OTyza je IpefyIarao cMamere dpoja Mmosu-
LUjckux cmyxdeHnka. Fberopo nMHCKUCTUpambe Ha TOMe fja LIeJIOKYTIaH CyBepeHNUTeT Tpeda
Jla IIpUIIajia OMIITYHCKOM Tely ) Jia HMKaKaB CIIO/balllibyi Hafi30p, Mo moauuuje dumo
MVHJCTapCTaBa, Hije IoTpedaH, e y IPUIOT HeroBOM [YOOKO YKOPEHheHOM YBepemy
y IOMUTUYKY CTIOCOOHOCT HApOJia 32 CAMOYTIPaB/barbe.

Jemau ox sHavyajHyx gompuroca CBetosapa Mapkosuha jecte u meroBa Busmja opra-
HM3al[yje IOKaJIHe CaMOyIIpaBe Koja Io4MBa Ha HauenMa M300PHOCTH 1 OffTOBOPHOCTI
npeMa Hapopy. Iberos mpepor fa ommUTHHCKHN 380p pacmonake opnanhemeM /ja MOXe
fla CMEHV U CYJ U OIIITUHCKY OfOO0P, I [ja IIOHNUIITH ITOPeCKe CIUCKOBe KOje OLleH! Kao
HeJIETUTUMHE ITPECTaB/bao je PEBONYLVIOHAPHY a/ITePHATUBY TaJAIlbeM LEHTPaTMCTUIKOM
Mopeny BracTu. JlonaTHu eneMeHT MapkosuheBor [OIpUHOCA je BeTroB MOJIeN ,,BeNIIKe
omuTyHe (cpesa) 3aMUIIJbeHe Kao jeflHNUIIe KOja je CIOCOdHA [ja HOAP>KY Pa3Boj U IIPYKU
MOAPLIKY Makbe Pa3BUjeHNM Y CUPOMAIIHMj /M ONIITYHAMA.

Iberosa mpeja a jomeny CTpaTEILKy yIOTY CPe3y jaCHO MIIYCTPyje PasBUjeHYy CBECT
kofi Mapkosuha o morpedu 3a capafmboM paiu IOCTN3aba JIOKATHOT pasBoja U IeroBO
pasyMeBame 3Hadaja Koju ¥Majy ekoHoMcKU ¢akropu. Takohe, Mapkosuh je mpepiarao
pedopmucame yiore cyfa, 3aMMIbajyhn ra Kao MHTETPATHL [fe0 CUCTEMa CaMOyIIpaBe.
OH je OMITPO KPUTUKOBAO MOCTOjehyt CYICKM CUCTeM M HPEMIIOXKIO je BeroBy 3aMeHY ,, 13-
SopHMM cyoM“ HapOIHNX MOPOTHUKA, KOjJi HA OCHOBY ITO3HaBaba JTOKATHOT KOHTEKCTa
MOXKe Jla CIIPOBOAM afileKBaTHY IpaBay y uMme Hapoga. OBa MapkosuheBa 1MHOBaTHBHa
ujieja je 3HaYajHa 110 TOMe IITO CYACTBO U CAMOYIIpaBy TPeTHpa Kao MehycodHo ycosbe-
He MeXaHM3Me 3a OCTBapUBambe JIEMOKPATCKOT IIOPETKa, IITO je Y OH/IAIIbIM YCIOBMMA
IpEZICTaB/balo MICKOPAK Y JEMOKPATCKOj BUSMjI SPYLITBA.

Y mmpeM JpyIITBEHOIOMUTUYKOM AenoBamwy, CBeTo3ap Mapkosuh ce uctude co-
juM cBeoOyXBaTHMM IIPMCTYIIOM: He OTPaHIYaBa ce caMo Ha Ipejyiore pedopMu T10KaIHe
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camoympase Beh yBozu 1 TpaHchOpMATHBHE Ujieje 3a Ipeodparkaj APy TBEeHOEKOHOMCKOT
CHCTeMa, yCMepeHe Ka OCTBapemby COIMjanMCTUYKOT IPYIITBA 3aCHOBAHOT Ha HAPOJTHOM
CaMOyIIpaB/bamby.

YKpaTKoO, jefjaH aCleKT APYIITBEHOIOMNTNIKOT HompuHoca CBeTosapa Mapkosuha
MO>Ke Ce CXKeTH Y ’eT0BOM KPUTUYKOM OJHOCY IIpeMa LIeHTpaIn3My U SUpOKpaTHjiL, Koje
je cMaTpao I7IaBHMM IIpelpeKamMa pa3Boja CPIICKOT PYIITBa 1 HapopHe cnodope. OH je
CMaTpao Ja je JOKaTHA CaMOYIIPaBa LeJIOBUTA CaMO YKOJIMKO je ocrodobeHa mommmmjckor
Hazi3opa. CMaTpao je ToKalHy CaMOyTIpaBy K/bYJHOM 32 IeMOKPATCKo ypeheme 1 ocrmoda-
bamwe gpyurrBenux cuara. ITonasehn ox Haverna ja CBa BIaCT y ONMIITUHY IPUIIAZIA BEHIM
YWIAHOBMMA, 3aCTYIIA0 je CTT0d0aH M300p CBUX OpPraHa I BIXOBY IIOTIIYHY OATOBOPHOCT
caMoj 3ajeJHIIY, a He LIeHTpanHoj BracTu. [Ipensumeo je na cpes, Kao mpommpeHa caMo-
yIIpaBHa je[UHNIIA, IOCTaHe eKOHOMCKY ¥ KYITYPHHU CTOXKEP 32 IOIM3aHe CUPOMAIIHIX
OIIITHHA ¥ OCTBApPMBakbe 3ajeJHNUKIX L[I/beBa. 3aMIUIIIBAO je pehopMy CYACTBa Koja Ou
ra npudmkmia rpahanuma kpos nsdopue cynose, cmarpajyhu ga he ce Tako nmocruhn
»CTBapHa Ipasja“ Koja je y cmyxOu Hapopa. Mako je mpepinarao ocTBapyBe HOMUTUYKE
pedopme, merosa Busnja dynyhHocTn moppasymeBana je fyOOKu mpeodpaxaj ApyLITBe-
HOEKOHOMCKUX IIPMINKA KOje je BUIeO Kao IIPeRycIoB 3a GopMupatbe IpaBeHOT, COL-
JAUIMCTUYKY ¥ CaMOYIIpaBHO ypeheHor npyirsa. Eberosa Busuja ocmamarma Ha HAPOTHU
CYBEPEHUTET U ONIUTMHCKY CAaMOYIIPaBY IpeNCTaB/baja je PeBOMyLMOHAPAH KOHILIENT y
OIHOCY Ha TaJalllib}l ay TOPUTAPHY, OUPOKPATCKI U LeHTPpaINCTIIKY Hopenak. Kpos
CHa)XHY KPUTHKY CTPAaHUX yTHUIaja, SUpOKpaTuje ¥ allCOTyTU3Ma, OH je MHCUCTUPAO Ha
TOTpedy la HapoJ, Ipey3Me KOHTPOITY HaJl COTICTBEHOM CYZIOMHOM, cMaTpajyhm monmmTiake
u rpabancke c1odope OCHOBHMM CTYyOOM APYIITBEHOT HAIPETKA.

LenokynHM OIlyC IenoBama U APYIITBEeHONOMUTUYKOT JonpuHoca CBeTo3apa
Mapkosuha 3acHOBaH je Ha BeTOBUM NPEAVIKTUBHUM IPOMUIUbABIIMA ,0 IOTOXKAjy
Cpduje xao durHoM dunHMONy cTadumHocTu y oBoM feny EBpome® (Palavestra, 1992, str.
13). MHoTe Berose ujeje Cy MHTETPUCAHe y CUCTeM JIOKaTHe CaMOyIIpaBe Y JyrociaBuji.
Hberos mporpam mpezncTaB/bao je uaejHn TeMess 3a dynyhe pedopme, HapounTo 3a pa-
IMKaJIHe MONMUTUYKe CTPAaHKe Koje Cy ycIene Jja yBelly apJaMeHTapu3aM U JeNMMUIHY
JIOKaJHy camoynpaBy. OBe upieje 1 faHac fenyjy MHCIMPATUBHO, jep MOACTUYY Pa3Boj
TIOKa/THe CaMOYTIpaBe U IeMOKPATCKMX MHCTUTYIMja y CmyxOu rpabana.

YHYTPALIIHA CJTIOBOJA KAO ITPENYCJIOB
HAIIMOHAJTHE HESABMCHOCTH

Mapxkosuh ce y cBOM fie7I0Baby HETIOKO/IEO/BUBO [AP>KA0 HAUYeNIA [jA je YHYTPallba
c7odoza mpenycIoB 3a OCTBapyBarbe HAIMOHATHe He3aBUCHOCTH. CMaTpao je ga Hema
HallpeTKa Hapofia 0e3 MOJIMTUYKMX U rpabanckux cnodoxa, uctuayhu ma je num dopde
nodefia ,,00eCIIpaB/beHOr Hapofia HaJl IIPMBIJIETOBAaHOM MamIHOM, 0dpadyHaBao [ce] ca
CaMOBO/bOM U CBeBjamhy mojeguHara, MHCUCTUPAO Aa IMOAAHNIN MOPAjy a HOCTAHy
rocrogapu csoje cyndune“ (Vukovié, 2016, str. 11).

AxtyenHoct MapkoBuheBux ujeja ornefa ce y \beroBoj Me0I0LIKOj CMHTe3! Koja je
HACTasIa IOf YTUI[ajeM eBPOIICKMX MICIWIALA, A/l KOja je 0O/IMKOBaHa IIpeMa CPIICKIM
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IpUIMKaMa. ,Iberos KoHIIENT dorber YoBjeKa, YOBjeKa Koji He XVBH 3a TMYHE NHTepece,
Beh ormTe KOpucHe nzeje, ¥ JaHAC je MHCIMPATUBAH OHMMA KOjI Balle 3a HadeaHoihy y
HOTUTIYIKOM )XUBOTY, POZIO/bYOUMa Ca U3pakeHNnM corpjanrHuM censudmmreroM (Vukovié,
2016, str. 25). Certosap Mapkosuh je 6110 poo/byd cripeMaH Jja ce mpefiaHo dopu 3a CBoje
Ufieje 1 CMATPao je f1a ,0Haj KOjit Hitje TOTOB JIa Ce 3a CBAKI aTOM CBOjUX ydjehera xKpTByje,
HeKa ce He 30Be TpencTaBHNKoM Haponae mucmu (Markovié, u: Vukovié, 2016, str. 11).

Mapxosuh je uzejy cpIcKOr HaI[IOHATHOT jefHCTBA MCTULIA0 Kao HajIIpOrpecuB-
HIjy HONMUTIYIKY MIICAo Y damKaHCKOM KOHTeKCTy. Mel)yTum, oH je cMaTpao fia ce fio Tor
Y3BUILEHOT I111/ba MOXe JONU NCK/bYYNBO KPO3 TeMe/bHe APYLITBeHe IIPOMeHe, Koje Cy
HopasyMeBajie yHyTpalllibe ocriodabarme, ocTBapyBame apJIaMeHTapHe He3aBICHOCTH,
CBpraBame OMPOKPATCKe BACTU ¥ eMAHIUIIAIINjY PafHIIKe U cebadke Kiace, fja du ce
TeK HAKOH TOTa MOIJIO IIPUCTYINTY dopdu 3a CHOJbAIY c/10d0Ry 1 He3aBucHOCT Cpduje.
YMecTO HeKpUTUYKOT IpeysiMama CTPaHUX pellerna, Mapkosuh je sacTymao pasBojHy
cTpaTterujy ycMepeHy Ka uckopuinhapamy fomMahux pecypca, Kao IITO Cy IIaTpujapXajHe
YCTaHOBE, 3aJpyre ! ONUITUHCKA UMOBMHA. Iberosu exonomcku crucu, nonyt Havena
HapogHe exoHomuje, ToTBphyYjy ma je 1o mosHaBamal, MapKcoBe Teopuje BpeHOCTH I
fla je MMao HaMepy Ia IPWIATOAY MapKCUCTIUIKe Mfeje arpapHuM npuinkaMma Cpduje u
banxana. CBeTosap Mapkosnh ykasyje Ha To Ja IIeHTpan30BaHa 1 SMPOKpPATCKa ApsKaBa
IOIIPMHOCE OfIp)KaBalby OJHOCA JOMIHALMje KOju ce MaHU(eCcTyje Kpo3 eKCIUIOATaIjy I
HO/IMTIYKY MaprUHA/IM3aIMjy Hapoa Off CTpaHe YCKUX Biafajyhux emnra. Vako je TeMe/bHO
KPUTHUKOBAO LIeHTPa/IM30BaHN Jp>KaBHM arapat, Mapkosuh Hije IOCBETIO CUCTEMATCKY
[IXKIbY U3TPajIbil TEOPHjCKOT KOHLENITa OTyhera Ha HaulMH Ha Koju ra flepuHMIIe KTacd-
Ha MapKCUCTUIKA TeOpHja ,,0 OTyheHOCTH pafHMKa Off CBOT pajia y KalMTaInu3My ca UCTO
takBoM oTyhenoctn /bynu op mpupope” (Tomi¢ & Kesié, 2025, str. 530). MehyTum, moxe
ce nieHTNOUKOBATI CPOJHA UJieja 0 OTYhemwy Hapoia off IIof0Ba CBOT pajia y KojuMa
CEbAIITBO U PATHUIIM I'yde KOHTPOY HaJl CBOjUM KMBOTHUM VM €EKOHOMCKVM YCTTOBUMA,
a KOja mpousnasy 13 cuHTese MapkoBuheBor cxBaTama PyCKOT peBOTYIIOHAPHOT IeMO-
KpaTu3Ma I BberoBe KpUTYKe IpYyIITBeHuX ofHoca y Cpduju 19. Bexa.

Ogaj Hanop /la cé MOIEPHO APYIUTBO U3TPa/i HA UCTOPUjCKM YTeME/bEHOM HMaTpu-
japxamHOM QyH/ITaMEHTY ONMYaBaO je jeAMHCTBEH 1 ayTeHTNYaH MOJieNT MOfiepHU3aIyje.
Mapxosuh je ,,koHcTaTyjyhn HensdexxHocT MHTepecHe naprujcke dopde™ (Simeunovié, 2000,
str. 344) yka3uBao Ha HEOIIXOIHOCT IOJIMTIYKOT OPraHN30Baba HAPOJA Y OKBUPY CTPAHKe.
bes 0031pa Ha OpevyHa MUIIBEHA O HeTOBOM JIOTIPMHOCY y OCHUBabY PafukanHe cTpaH-
Ke, eBUJIEHTHO je Jla Cy OHOBPeMeHa 3anarama CBeTosapa Mapkosyha mofcTakia mmpeme
JIeMOKpATCKuX upeana y Cpduju mako cy ce U3 iberoBe COIUjaMCTITIKe IPyTIe pasBIIa ,,/iBa
HONUTHYKa Kputa — Pagukarua crpanka Hukore ITanmrha n connjammctuakn opujeHTCaHO
Omiure pagHudko gpyurrso Jumurpuja Murte Llennha“ (Vukovi¢, 2016, str. 20).

Jlparan CnmeyHoBuh ykasyje Ha mocTojambe SpOjHNX TOTPENTHNX TyMaderma CBeTosapa
Mapxosuha, 1 yoTpedy meropor MMeHa 1 fiefia off CTpaHe pasHMX U/eOMOIIKIX OIIja;
Ofj, JIeBUIIe 10 JileCHMIIE, T1a YaK U Off CTpaHe KOMYHMCTa 1 /boTuheBalla, 0K Cy 0 BpeZHOCTI
FberoBe MIC/IN HajOOjeKTUBHIje IICa/IIL CTPAHM CTpydmbari (Simeunovié, 2000). Byxosuh
takobe npumehyje ma:

»]IOBPIIIHNM U jeHO3HAYHMM MHTEpIPETHPAbeM IhEerOBUX KPUTUKA OHIALIBLUX
cHoBa 0 ‘Bennkoj Cpduju’ u crapajyhn 1x y KOHTEKCT caBpeMeHMX IPOLeca, [0jeANHIIN
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U3 TIOMUTWYKIX U MHTEIEKTyaTHMX KPYroBa CYCjeHMX HapoJja MOC/beIbIX TOMHA HU-
ynile 3710ynotpedpapajy ume Cerozapa Mapkosuha u Jumurpuja Tynosnha“ (Vukovic,
2016, str. 25).

Mapxkosuh Huje npunagao pefoBMMa OHUX KOjI Cy Ce CTPACHO 3ajIarajy 3a CTBa-
parbe jyrocoBeHCKe 1 daIKaHCKe Ap>KaBHe 3ajefHuIe. ,OH je Te 3ajefHMIIe BUAMO Kao
moryhHocT, a He Kao Hy)xHOCT® (Simeunovi¢, 2000, str. 311). IlltaBumure, Mapkosuh je dmo
CKENTUYAH I10 MMTakby €BEeHTYa/THOT yjeIMiberha ca IPYTYM jy)KHOCTIOBEHCKIM HapOJVMa,
ykasyjyhu Ha xpBaTCKe 1 dyrapcke TexXmbe, 1 aHaMU3Upajyhn KOMIIMKOBaHe OHOCE ca
TagammboM Lipaom [opom.

Ha ocHoBy aHanmuse MapkosuheBux npeja u APyLUITBEHOIOMUTUIKIX IPUINKA Y
KOj/IMa je OH CTBapao, jaCHO IIPONU3JIa3IL Ia Cy IeroBe Bu3uje IpyIITBeHOT npeypebema n
MOIMTUYKE OpraHM3alyje, yIipKoC BENMNKOj BpPeMEHCKOj IMCTaHIy off 150 rofuHa, MapruHa-
JIM3ALjI BETOBOT fie/ia U OPOjHIM OIIPEYHUM TYMaderbuMa, duie CyMITUHCKIU UCIIPe] CBOT
BpeMeHa ¥ HajaBuJIe KaCHMj! Pa3Boj IOMMTUYKE MUC/N KOl HAPOJia Ha OBMM ITPOCTOPUMA.

3HAYA] HAPOJHE CBECTU 1 CTBAPAIBE BOJ/bMX
JbYIN'Y OEIY CBETO3APA MAPKOBIMRA

Caerosap Mapkosuh je ykasuBao Ha TO [ja MVCI{IL, HAPOIUTO ca OAIKAHCKIX IPOCTO-
pa, Tpeda fa Oymy OKpeHy T yIO3HaBamy Ca KapaKTepPOM COIICTBEHOT HAPOJja M FbeTOBOM
myuoM. OIHOCHO, YKa3uBao je Ha BAKHOCT Kojy Tpeda Jja IIpuiajeMO HapOJHOj CBECTIL.
Mapxkosuh je Busieo 3Ha4YajHy yIOr'y KibJDKeBHIUKA y HETOBalby HAPOJHE CBECTH, jep je
CMAaTpao Jja KIbVDKeBHOCT VIMa [TPeBACXOJHO BaCIIITHI 3a/IaTak, fja Tpeda fa dyxne y ciy>xdu
APYLITBEHOT IIPEIIOPO/A ¥ fIa OApaXKaBa CTBAPHM >KUBOT u motpede Hapopa (Markovié,
1960). OH je 3Ha4YajHO YTUI[A0 Ha CPIICKY KIBVDKEBHOCT ¥ KY/ITYPY KPO3 CBOjy peanHy
€CTETUKY U KIbVDKEBHY KPUTUIKY, HO3I/IBajth/I C€ Ha pyCKe MMC/INOLE IIOITY T qepHI/IHIeBCKOI‘.

Mapxosuh je ncro/paBao BeIMKO HE3a{OBO/BCTBO CTAKEM Y CPIICKO]j KEbVDKEBHOCTIL.
On je y [lanuyu n3 1860. roguHe mucao:

»Mu du pagio y MecTo OBU CIaByja I/lefianu 1o Kojer opmiha mu cokonuha, win
npoctuje pehy, MHOro Ham ce unHuM Kay usmeby 13 necama He Hahemo Mame off mecet
JbyOaBHM U CEHTUMEHTA/IHM IlecaMa. 3ap CPIICKY ITeCHUK HeMa KaKBOT JIEIIIIeT, CBeXXIjer
ocehama, koje he My necmy us rpyau usmamni? 3ap he goBeka jja nesa camo /bydaBHy
4YeXIbY, THXe y3ucaje, denm Mecel, pocHo 1Behe, AparnHe oun? 3ap CpIICKyM HeCHMK fia
HeMa CBeT/IMje TyTe Off pacTaHKa C [paroM, 3ap Jia HeMa BaTpeHuje JKeJbe Off IIO/bYIIIA C
weHn ycana“ (Markovi¢, u: Mladenov, 1992, str. 158).

b1no je 3aroBopHUK peannsMa, HOK je pOMaHTI3aM CMaTpao CIALYHaBUM JIe/IOM
IPOLIIOT BpeMeHa Koje Huje Y CKJIafly ca APYIITBEeHUM KpeTamuMa 1 30MBambliMa OH-
Jammer foda y KojeM je menao u ctBapao. OH je cMaTpao fa mposa Tpeda Ia Texu jja
IIpeHece HapOZIHM CBAaKOJHEBHY Pa3TroBOP, HAUMH JXMBOTA, Iy TOMMCHE OIINCe KpajeBa,
MecTa, 1 eTHOrpadCKe OINCe, ajli U Ujieje ¥ MICIIY JapOBUTHUX IojefnHana. Ondayusao
je pOMaHTMYapCKy IOe31jy U 3aXTeBao Ja KIbJDKeBHOCT Jyfie peaiCTIYKa, pasyMHa U
KOPJMCHa, OFJHOCHO Jia Tpeda Jla CIIy>KM OIIITEeM APYLITBEHOM IIpenopony. Vako je weros
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IIPUCTYN KiIbVKEBHOCTV ITIOHEKA[, Sduo IIpeTepaHo AMOAKTNIaH, OH je yCIIeo fa ycMepun
CPIICKY KIbVKEBHOCT Ka peannsmy.

Hberosu TIorjiean Ha yMeTHOCT 570071 CYy YIMINTAPHU, CManajth/[ 1a YMETHOCT, IIOITYyT
HayKe, Tpeda 1a CIIY>XK! APYIITBEHOM HAIPETKY U 00jeKTMBHO Jja OffpakaBa CTBAPHOCT.
Ympaso 3dor Tora JoBan Ckepnnh kpurtukyje Cerozapa Mapkosuha fia je

»KIBVDKEBHOCT ¥ CYBHIIIE CTABYO Y CIYXKOY IIONMUTHKE COLMjaIMCTUYKOT TOKPeTa
npeHTUUKYjYhy KIbVDKEBHY peanns3aM ca HayKOM, FUAAKTIKOM U IIPOTPeCUBHOM CO-
1L[Mja/THOM TeHJeHI[ujoM u TuMe unHehn of yMmeTHOCTH Opyhe odmaropohasama pymckmx
ocehama 1 mopu3sama wIXOBe CBeCTH Y Iporiecy Gpopmupama domux pyan (Skerli¢, u:
Stojkovi¢, 1992, str. 47).

VsBop CxepnuheBux KpUTHKa IPOM3/Ia3u U3 YMIbeHNIE ia ,he des mpyskama jacHor
OILLIITET U YBEP/BUBOT TEOPYjCKOT II0jMOBHOT OKBYPA, OIIIITI TEPMUH ‘TI0d0/bIIaka’ Onti
jemHAKO HejacaH M Y Ze/IVIMIYHO eMIMPUjCKIM AVUCLUITIMHAMA Kao LITO Cy IICUXOIOTYja
mwn counmonoruja“ (Cekié, 2024, str. 440). VMaxo ce Mapkosuh 3anarao 3a peanncTnaku
HPJCTYIL, OHO LIITO je 3HaYajHO 0OENIEeXXIIO BeT0BO AeIO je IO3UTUBAH CTaB 0 MOryhHOCTI
CTBapama dO/BYX JBYANM U COLMjaTHO-TIOTINTUIKIX IPUINKA.

3AK/bYYHA PASMATPAIDA

Iaxo cy Heke MapkosuheBe upeje leMaHTOBaHe TOKOM BpeMeHa, CBetosap Mapkosuh
0CTaje K/byYHa IMYHOCT y Pa3Bojy colujamicTiake myuciu ko Cpda. HeocropHo je ma cy
IETOBE JJieje U Je/IoBarbe IOCTAK/IN IIPOMeHe Y IIOJIMTUYKOM CUCTEMY U JPYIITBEHUM
opHOCHMa Ha ripoctopy Cpduje, yIpKoc ToMe IITO je SKUBOTHY BeK IIPOBEO Y KOHTMHYMPAHO]
dopdu ca BIacTMMa U peaKIMOHAPHNM CTpyKTypaMa. Ceetosap Mapkouh je, kpos cuHTe3y
moMahyX U eBPOIICKMX COLVjaTUCTUYKIX TeKOBUHA, Ja0 K/BYYHN NOACTUIIAj 3a dyheme
MoJIepHe TIONUTUYKe CBECTH, TIPY YeMY Cy IberoBe aHajM3e YecTo pefBuhae ApyuITBeHe
TPeHJJ0Be KOjI Cy ce y HOTIYHOCTH MaHNU(eCcToBaIN TeK fielieHnjaMa KacHuje. Vigeomonkn
KOHCTPYKT CBeTosapa MapkoBuha IIoCTaBIoO je TeMesbe 32 KOHCTUTYMCatbe JeMOKPATCKOT
U CoLIMjaTHOT ypehema Ha oBUM mpocTopuMa. Iberopo 3anarame 3a yHanpeherme Hapon-
He VHUIIMjaTHBe, M300pHe Ipoleffype ¥ KOHTPOJIe BIACTHU, Kao U IIPOMOBMCabe HavyesIa
eKOHOMCKe IIpaBJie 1 IPYLITBEeHe CONMMAAPHOCTH, CBPCTaBajy ra Mebhy Hajucraknyruje
pedopMarope 1 MUCIHOLE CBOT BpeMeHa 4lja je Ae/TATHOCT MOfICTaK/Ia TpaHchopMaLujy
HONUTIYKOT 1 fipyinTBeHor cucteMa y Cpduju. Vpeje Ceetozapa Mapkosuha, Meby koju-
Ma ce MCTHYe BU3Nja ,,00/ber YoBjeka“ yCMepeHOT Ka OIIIITeM J0dpy, OfI0NeBajy BpeMeHY,
aKTYye/IHe Cy 1 JJaHaC, U MOfICTUYY Ha pasMUII/barbe.
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Abstract: In this paper dedicated to the thematic section “Svetozar Markovié: 150"
death anniversary”, we strive to interpret and highlight Svetozar Markovi¢’s sociological
and social contribution to Serbian science on the basis of the qualitative content analysis,
particularly in relation to the circumstances in Serbia and the Balkans. Markovi¢’s reflec-
tions still represent the enlightening guidelines for intellectuals dealing with social matters,
advocating for the protection of national interests and encouraging the development of local
and regional communities. They are guided by the idea of society that serves real needs of
working people in an attempt to overcome contradictions deriving from capital accumu-
lation. Quite expectedly, many Markovic’s attitudes seem obsolete and idealistic, having in
mind that almost a century and a half have passed since their creation. Nevertheless, many
of his interpretations may still encourage modern thought and offer an insight into social
and political issues encountered by the Serbian nation in today’s socio-historical context.

Keywords: Svetozar Markovi¢ (1846-1875), centralism, local self-government, so-
cialism, Serbian literature

INTRODUCTION

From the perspective of ultimate (post)modernism, older ideas are often seen as ob-
solete and incomplete because they contain errors of their epoch and, thus, are considered
insufficiently suitable for the analysis and interpretation of modern challenges. In other
words, the extreme (post)modernist perspective points to the inevitable decline of old
paradigms under the burden of new findings and facts, thus making the failed systems of
thought fall into oblivion. However, within sociological research, as well as in all scientific
disciplines, citing the works of earlier thinkers is one of the fundamental principles of
scientific dialogue which enables the accumulation and further development of scientific
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knowledge. In this manner, epistemological continuity is reflected, which is built exactly
through citing the works of our predecessors, their theories and ideas.

The aim of this paper is, thorough the critical re-examination and synthesis of the
available literature, to show the sociological contribution and authenticity in the oeuvre
and thought of Svetozar Markovi¢. In academic work, identifying former ideas is not just a
formality because their positioning in the modern social context is a prerequisite of further
intellectual growth and development. From the perspective of scientific methodology, the
social and historical context constitutes the fundamental prerequisite for understanding
and interpreting social phenomena and historical events in the past. Dealing with Svetozar
Markovi¢’s sociological contribution has a broader general social significance not only for
the admirers of Svetozar Markovi¢’s work and thought, but also for all those who deal with
the interpretation of Serbian and Balkan circumstances. “With this example, we wanted to
point to the fact that when we appreciate someone’s contribution, we must do it not from
the perspective of contemporary standards, but from the point of view of the era in which
that person lived and worked” (Suvakovi¢, 2025).

The works of classical theoreticians, such as Emile Durkheim and Max Weber, remind
us of the fact that scientific progress may be achieved only through continued connection with
the previously obtained intellectual legacy. One of the basic rules of the sociological method
mentioned by Durkheim in 1895, is citing social facts which are the chief prerequisite of a
systematic approach (Durkheim, 1982). Namely, every sociological analysis needs to rely
on the already existing findings and to strengthen them with the aid of social facts. On the
other hand, in 1922, Max Weber showed with his historical-comparative approach that the
understanding of social phenomena could be achieved only if modern interpretations were
observed in relation to the former theoretical frameworks (Weber, 2013). Academic thinks
are familiar with Merton’s famous words that “every new generation stands on the shoulders
of its predecessors” (Merton, 1968, p. 35). Moreover, Pierre Bourdieu explains that academic
knowledge functions as a system in which symbolic capital is of crucial significance (Bourdieu,
2000). In that respect, citing the works of predecessors is not only a sign of academic honesty,
but also a practical way of building scientific argumentation. Through his concept of commu-
nicative rationality, Habermas (1981) emphasizes the importance of dialogue and arguments,
quoting and citing other authors who enable not only the critical revision of ideas, but also
giving them a current quality in contemporary discourses (Habermas, 2007). In this manner,
through critical re-examination and incorporation of old ideas in new contexts, sociological
knowledge is continually enriched and deepened, which creates a further firm intellectual
basis for future researchers. That is precisely why citing predecessors remains a permanent
basis of intellectual growth and development of sociology as a scientific discipline.

SVETOZAR MARKOVIC’S
SOCIO-POLITICAL CONTRIBUTION

Svetozar Markovi¢ is ranked among the most important intellectuals of the Serbian social
and political thought. Although he worked and created in the second half of the 19* century,
his intellectual and conceptual contribution left an indelible trace on the formation of political
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movements and ideologies in Serbia. Svetozar Markovi¢’s thought and ideal standpoint went
beyond the frameworks of his contemporaries and the existing political order. His persistent
advocation for the democratization of the political system in Serbia and the popularization of
democratic ideals makes him the model to socially engaged intellectuals and patriots. Through
his bright texts and inspirational ideas, he bluntly opposed the centralist and bureaucratic
order which was the dominant characteristic of the political order of the time.

In Markovi¢’s time, Serbia was under the Turkish sovereignty and, although it had
a growing degree of autonomy, internal governance was based on the principles of cen-
tralism, under the direct control by the prince and the police. Markovi¢ was ahead of his
contemporaries by pointing to the “absence of political freedoms” (Guzina, 1969, p. 382)
which he considered one of the main causes of difficulties. Furthermore, he particularly
emphasized centralized governance and bureaucratism as the key problems preventing the
abandonment of such a regime and the development of social consciousness in Serbia. As
a solution, he proposed the development “of local self-government, with the parliament
leading the state, which would be composed of the freely elected and true representatives
of the people” (Guzina, 1969, p. 382). Markovi¢ encouraged a personal initiative among
his contemporaries in considering the manners with the aid of which the state’s unneces-
sary expenses could be reduced for the sake of releasing the people of the great portion of
taxes. He publicly criticized the Law on Municipalities from 1866 which, in his opinion,
subordinated the municipalities to the police and prevented true people’s self-government.
Hence, he proposed the reduction in the number of police officers. His insistence on the
entire sovereignty belonging to the municipal body without the necessity of any external
control, either by the police or ministries, supports his deeply entrenched trust in the
people’s political capacity for self-government.

One of Svetozar Markovic¢’s significant contributions is also his vision of the organiza-
tion of local self-government that relies on the principles of electiveness and responsibility
towards the people. His proposal that the municipal assembly should have the authority
to dismiss both a court of law and a municipal committee, and to cancel tax lists deemed
illegitimate, constituted a revolutionary alternative to the centralist model of governance
of that time. Another element of Markovi¢’s contribution is his model of the “great munic-
ipality” (or county), devised as a unit capable of supporting development and providing
support to underdeveloped and poorer municipalities.

This idea of allotting a strategic role to the count clearly illustrates Markovi¢’s developed
awareness of the need for cooperating with the aim of achieving local development and his
understanding of the importance of economic factors, Moreover, Markovi¢ proposed the
reformation of the court’s role, devising it as integral part of the self-government system.
He sharply criticized the existing judicial system and suggested the replacement with the
“elective court” of people’s jurors who, due to their familiarity with the local context, can
exercise adequate justice in the name of the people. This innovative idea of Markovi¢’s
is significant because he treats judiciary and self-government as mutually conditioned
mechanisms for achieving the democratic order, which was, in the circumstances of that
period, a step forward in the democratic vision of society.

In his broader socio-political activities, Svetozar Markovi¢ stands out with his com-
prehensive approach: he does not merely limit himself to the proposals of the reforms
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of local self-government, but also introduces transformative ideas for the change of the
socio-economic system, directed towards the achievement of socialist society based on
people’s self-government.

In a word, one aspect of Svetozar Markovi¢’s socio-political contribution can be sum-
marize din his critical attitude towards centralism and bureaucracy, which he considered
the main barriers in the development of Serbia society and people’s freedom. He believed
that local self-government was comprehensive only if it was freed from police control. He
considered local self-government crucial for the democratic order and the liberation of
social forces. Starting from the principle that all power in a municipality belonged to its
members, he advocated for the free election of all bodies and their full responsibility to
the community itself, and not to central authorities. He predicted that the county as an
extended self-government unit, should become an economic and cultural pillar for raising
the municipalities from poverty and for achieving common goals. He devised the judicial
reform that would bring judiciary closer to citizens through elective courts, believing that
in this way “true justice” would be achieved in the service of the people. Although he pro-
posed feasible political reforms, his vision of the future implied a profound transformation
of socio-economic circumstances he considered the prerequisite for the formation of one
just, socialist and self-governed society. His vision relying on the people’s sovereignty and
municipal self-government was a revolutionary concept in comparison to the authoritarian,
bureaucratic and centralist order of the time. By sharply criticizing foreign influences, bu-
reaucracy and absolutism, he insisted on the need for the people to take over control over its
own destiny, finding political and civilian freedoms the fundamental pillar of social progress.

The overall opus of Svetozar Markovi¢’s activities and socio-political contribution is
founded on his predictive thoughts about “the position of Serbia as an important stability
factor in this part of Europe” (Palavestra, 1992, p. 13). Many of his ideas were integrated
in the local self-government system in Yugoslavia. His agenda constituted a conceptional
foundation for future reforms, particularly for the radical political parties which managed
to introduce parliamentarism and partial local self-government. Even today, these ideas
seem inspirational because they encourage the development of local self-government and
democratic institutions in the service of citizens.

INTERNAL FREEDOM AS A PREREQUISITE
OF NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE

In his activities, Markovi¢ unwaveringly observed the principle that internal freedom
is a prerequisite for achieving national independence. He believed that a nation could not
progress without political and civilian freedoms, pointing out that the aim of the struggle
was the victory “of the disenfranchised people over the privileged minority, and he fought
against the arbitrariness and omnipotence of individuals, insisting that the subjects had to
become masters of their own destiny” (Vukovi¢, 2016, p. 11).

The current quality of Markovi¢’s ideas is reflected in his ideological synthesis, created
under the influence of European thinkers, but shaped in compliance with Serbian circum-
stances. “His concept of a better man, a man who does not live for the sake of personal
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interests but for the sake of general useful ideas, is still inspirational today to those who call
for the principles in political life, the patriots with pronounced social sensibility” (Vukovi¢,
2016, p. 25). Svetozar Markovi¢ was a patriot ready to fight persistently for his ideas and
he believed that “the one who is not ready to sacrifice himself for every atom of his beliefs,
he should not pass himself off as a representative of the people’s thought” (Markovié, in:
Vukovi¢, 2016, p. 11).

Markovi¢ highlighted the idea of Serbian national unity as the most progressive
political thought in the Balkan context. However, he thought that such a noble aim could
be achieved solely through radical social changes which implied internal liberation, the
achievement of parliamentary autonomy, overthrowing bureaucratic authorities and eman-
cipation of the working and peasant classes, and only then it would be possible to begin
the struggle for external liberty and independence of Serbia. Instead of the non-critical
borrowing of foreign solutions, Markovi¢ promoted the developmental strategy directed
towards the use of local resources, such as patriarchal institutions, cooperatives and mu-
nicipal property. His economic texts, for example Principles of National Economy, confirm
that he was familiar with Marx’s theory of value and intended to adjust Marxist ideas to
the agrarian circumstances in Serbia and the Balkans. Svetozar Markovi¢ points out that
the centralized and bureaucratic state contributes to the maintenance of the domination
relations manifested through the exploitation and political marginalization of the people
by narrow ruling elites. Although he thoroughly criticized the centralized state apparatus,
Markovi¢ did not dedicate systematic attention to the construction of a theoretical concept
of alienation in the manner it is defined by the classical Marxist theory “about the workers’
alienation from their work in capitalism with the identical alienation of the people from the
nature” (Tomi¢ & Kesi¢, 2025, p. 530). However, it is possible to identify a related idea of
the people’s alienation from the fruits of their labour, in which peasantry and workers lose
control over their living and economic conditions and which derive from the synthesis of
Markovi¢’s perception of Russian revolutionary democratism and his critique of the social
relations in Serbia of the 19* century.

This effort to build modern society on the historically based patriarchal foundation
reflected a unique and authentic model of modernization. “By stating the inevitability of
the interest party struggle” (Simeunovi¢, 2000, p. 344) Markovi¢ pointed to the necessity of
the political organizing of people within the party. Regardless of the conflicting opinions
about his contribution in the foundation of the Radical Party, it is evident that Svetozar
Markovic’s efforts encouraged the dissemination of democratic ideals in Serbia of the
time, although, from his socialist group “two political wings developed - Nikola Pasi¢’s
Radical party and Dimitrije Mita Cenic’s socialist-oriented General Labour Association”
(Vukovi¢, 2016, p. 20).

Dragan Simeunovi¢ points out the existence of numerous misinterpretations of
Svetozar Markovi¢ and the use of his name and work by various ideological options: from
the left wing to the right wing, and even by communists and Ljoti¢s followers, while the
value of his thought was most objectively written about by foreign experts (Simeunovi¢,
2000). Vukovi¢ also notes the following:

“By superficially and unambiguously interpreting his criticism of the former dreams
of ‘Greater Serbia’ and by placing it into the context of contemporary processes, individuals
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from the political and intellectual circles of the neighbouring nations have abused indis-
criminately the names of Svetozar Markovi¢ and Dimitrije Tucovi¢ in the past few years”
(Vukovi¢, 2016, p. 25).

Markovi¢ did not belong to the ranks of those who passionately fought for the cre-
ation of a Yugoslav or Balkan state union. “He considered such unions a possibility, and
not a necessity” (Simeunovi¢, 2000, p. 311). In fact, Markovi¢ was sceptical regarding the
question of potential unification with other South Slav nations, pointing to Croatian and
Bulgarian aspirations and analyzing the complex relations with Montenegro at that time.

Based on the analysis of Markovi¢’s thoughts and socio-political circumstances in
which he created, it can be clearly seen that his visions of social rearrangements and political
organization, despite the huge time distance of 150 years, marginalization of his work and
numerous contradictory interpretations, were essentially ahead of their time, announcing
the subsequent development of political thought among the nations in this territory.

SIGNIFICANCE OF NATIONAL CONSCIOUSNESS
AND CREATION OF BETTER PEOPLE
IN SVETOZAR MARKOVIC’S WORK

Svetozar Markovi¢ asserted that writers, particularly from the territory of the Balkans,
should be oriented towards becoming familiar with the character and the soul of their own
nation. He actually pointed to the importance we should allot to national consciousness.
Markovi¢ saw the writers’ significant role in fostering national consciousness, convinced
that literature had a primarily educational task, that it should be in the service of social
revival and reflect the people’s real life and needs (Markovi¢, 1960). He had a significant
influence on Serbian literature and culture through his real aesthetics and literary criticism,
citing Russian thinkers such as Chernyshevsky.

Markovi¢ expressed huge dissatisfaction with the state of affairs in Serbian literature.
In Danica from 1860 he wrote:

“Instead of this nightingale, we would rather see a small eagle or falcon or, to put
it simply, we find it exaggerated when out of thirteen poems we find ten love and senti-
mental ones. Is it possible that a Serbian poet has no lovelier, fresher feeling which will
bring poetry from his chest? Will a Serbian poet forever sing only about his love longing,
soft sighs, the pale moon, dew-covered flowers and his darling’s eyes? Is it possible that
a Serbian poet has no brighter sorrow than the parting from his beloved, no more fierce
desire than the kiss of her lips” (Markovi¢, in: Mladenov, 1992, p. 158).

He was an advocate of realism, while he looked at romanticism as a sweetish part of
the past times that was not in line with social trends and events of the period in which he
worked and created. He thought that prose should strive to transmit the people’s everyday
conversation, way of life, travelogue descriptions of different regions, places, and ethno-
graphic descriptions, as well as ideas and thoughts of talented individuals. He rejected
romantic poetry and called for realistic, sensible and useful literature, i.e., serving general

1320



Socioloski pregled | Sociological Review, vol. LIX (2025), no. 4, pp. 1308-1322

social revival. Although his approach to literature was sometimes too didactic, he succeeded
in directing Serbian literature towards realism.

His views of art were utilitarian, since he believed that art, just as science, should
serve to social progress and objectively reflect the reality. That is exactly why Jovan Skerli¢
criticized Svetozar Markovi¢ for

“placing literature too much into the service of the politics of the socialist movement,
identifying literary realism with science, didactics and progressive socialist tendency,
thus making art a weapon of ennobling human feelings and raising their awareness in the
process of forming better people” (Skerli¢, in: Stojkovi¢, 1992, p. 47).

The source of Skerli¢’s criticism derives from the fact that “without providing a clear
general and convincing theoretical framework, the general term ‘improvement’ will be
equally unclear in partly empirical disciplines as well, such as psychology or sociology”
(Cekic¢, 2024, p. 440). Although Markovi¢ advocated for a realistic approach, what signifi-
cantly marked his work is his positive opinion about the possibility of creating better people
and socio-political circumstances.

FINAL CONSIDERATIONS

Although some of his ideas have been denied with the passage of time, Svetozar
Markovi¢ remains the key figure in the development of the socialist thought among the
Serbs. It is indisputable that his ideas and activities encouraged changes in the political
system and social relations in the territory of Serbia, despite the fact that he spent his en-
tire life in a continual struggle with the authorities and reactionary structures. Through
a synthesis of Serbian and European socialist legacies, Svetozar Markovi¢ gave the key
incentive to the awakening of modern political consciousness, whereas his analyses often
predicted the social trends which were fully manifested only several decades later. Svetozar
Markovi¢’s ideological construct laid the foundations for the constitution of a democratic
and social order in this territory. His striving for the improvement of the people’ initiatives,
electoral procedures and control of authorities, as well as his promotion of the principle of
economic justice and social solidarity, place him among the most eminent reformers and
thinkers of his time, whose activities encouraged the transformation of the political and
social system in Serbia. Svetozar Markovi¢’s ideas, one of which is the outstanding vision
of “a better man’, directed towards general good, resist the passage of time and even today
they are modern and thought-provoking.
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