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Milica Antié Gaber

GUEST EDITOR’S INTRODUCTION

The articles published in this issue are revised versions of papers presented at the
Meeting of Slovenian Sociological Association (SSA) held in November 2015 when
Slovenian sociologists celebrated the SSA’s 50 anniversary together with colleagues
from other sociological communities. Let me therefore briefly say a few words about the
SSA and its journal Druzboslovne razprave.

The Slovenian Sociological Association was established in 1965, although it only took
on its present formal name in 1978. From the outset, the Association has endeavoured to
develop and promote sociology as both a profession and a scientific discipline.

During the period of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, Slovenian sociologists
played an important role in the then federal sociological association “Yugoslav Associa-
tion for Sociology”, primarily by focusing on major issues concerning the development of
Yugoslav society and issues of the professionalisation of sociology.

The SSA seeks to constantly respond to current social developments and phenomena.
This is also reflected in the selection of topics for the regular annual meetings and the
scope of their sections in which a mix of Slovenian and international sociologists and other
professionals discuss their latest research results and the most burning social issues. The
Association also aims to take part and encourage public discussion on weighty issues
facing society and to contribute its views on possible solutions in important decision-making
processes.

Every year, the SSA organises an annual conference under a different commonttitle. The
title chosen for its 50™ anniversary meeting was Sociology between Producing Knowledge
and Shaping Society.

In the call for papers, the organisers underlined they wanted authors to reflect on the
work carried out in the previous decades and thus prepare for future challenges. Through
such an invitation, the organisers wished to reaffirm their commitment to a multitude of
perspectives and approaches for tackling a range of standpoints and expectations con-
cerning the individual and the well-being of a pluralistically structured society.

The focus of the meeting held in November 2015 was on the various forms of scientific
output produced and sociology’s role in co-shaping society; a society that will create the
conditions not only for technological but also for social innovations; a society that will
learn how to understand, respect and take from the past, but will chiefly direct its energy
to the present and the future; a society not based on excluding ‘others’ and those who are
‘different’; a society whose highest value will be the individual and the common good.
In the so-called International Panel, the podium was primarily opened to sociologists
from other sociological communities but sociologists from Slovenia were also welcomed.
The collection of the papers delivered at the meeting is now published in Druzboslovne
Razprave, a journal that has been publishing sociological research results since 1984.
The Journal publishes original research papers addressing topics relevant to the scientific
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community in which the journal is grounded and correspond to global research trends in
the areas of the social sciences and the humanities.

The articles are published in Slovenian and English languages in the fields of sociology,
media studies, political science, cultural studies and other studies that sit on the border
with the above-mentioned fields.

Papers in this special issue thus discuss the wide variety of topics announced in the
call for papers from knowledge production in scientific journals to questions of teaching
sociology in contemporary society.

The paper by Barbara Bach- Hoenig - Europeanisation of Sociology? A Bibliometric
Comparison of Druzboslovne razprave and Osterreichische Zeitschrift fir Soziologie -
seeks to identify the impact of Europeanisation dynamics on the formation and develop-
ment of sociology in Slovenia and Austria. The author examines in detail the two journals’
scientific production over the last three decades and compares their problem choice in
research areas, topics, and the language of citations. By applying bibliometric analysis,
the author concludes that society’s structural change, political transformation and European
integration have all been subjected to much more research by Slovenian sociologists than
among their Austrian counterparts. Apart from that, her findings indicate the Slovenian
sociological community’s strong international orientation towards the Anglo-American
sociology discourse, whereas their Austrian colleagues are primarily citing scholarly
work published in German. The empirical results also show that Slovenian sociology
as incorporated in DR has yielded very high proportions of knowledge produced in
political sociology compared to a much smaller share in the Austrian journal OZS. This is
partly due to DR’s more interdisciplinary orientation, including contributions from political
science and other fields of the social sciences and the humanities. DR also much more
strongly highlights the importance of European integration issues and those indicating
social, economic and political change and structural transformations in general than the
Austrian OZS. The author also finds that, as internationalisation pressure on sociological
communities grows, both sociological communities are thus at a disadvantage compared
to the specialised journals published in the English language.

The paper by Du3an Risti¢ and Dudan Marinkovi¢ entitled The Disciplinary Society
and the Birth of Sociology: A Foucauldian Perspective is genealogical research that aims
to present one of the historical ways that led to the emergence of sociology as a modern
science. Following a Foucauldian analysis of power and knowledge, the authors describe
how disciplinary practices in European societies during the 18th and 19th centuries and
the appearance of new institutions show the rise of new discourses of their legitimisation
and led to the birth of sociology. The authors conclude the social construction of knowl-
edge is never exclusively one type of social practice, but connected to different spheres
of society (the economy, politics, power) and is not emerging from the different settings of
power relations - hence power/knowledge. Their even more intriguing conclusion is “that
society has become the primary generator of discipline and normalization - through the
network of social institutions and knowledge that have emerged during the 18™ and 19'h
centuries” calls for further careful sociological examination.

8 DRUZBOSLOVNE RAZPRAVE, XXXII (2016), 83: 7 -9



GUEST EDITOR’S INTRODUCTION

Kreimir ZaZar's paper Examining the Position of Sociology in an Increasingly Inter-
disciplinary Environment focuses on the increasing interdisciplinarity and reflects on the
need to establish sociology’s position in these relatively new circumstances. His paper
addresses two important topics: the heterogeneity of sociology, and the possibility that
sociology can create diverse types of interdisciplinary arrangements. The author discusses
several issues in this respect: modalities of interdisciplinary conjunctions; attributes of levels
at which interdisciplinary cooperation may appear; what sociology could provide to and
what it may require from other disciplines; the potential advantages of participation in
interdisciplinary scientific ventures, as well as their possible hazards; the preference for
multidisciplinarity as a ‘softer’ variant of interdisciplinary connection and the urgency of
sociology’s pertaining disciplinary uniqueness due to its capability to adequately answer
a vast number of social challenges today. The author concludes the paper by advocating
the multidisciplinary or interdisciplinary connections of sociology with other sciences as
he does not perceive any type of interdisciplinary knowledge able to compensate the
possible absence of sociological expertise.

Gdbor Kirdly and Péter Miskolczi's paper entitled Teaching Society? Looking for
New Ways of Teaching Sociology in Contemporary Hungary discusses several different
approaches to teaching sociology. The authors refer to the issues of value-free sociology
as well as Burawoy's programme of public sociology, and connect them to the Hungarian
experience. They are aware that sociology faces constant dilemmas about its possible roles
of producing knowledge and shaping society and of the active role of sociology in forming
society on the side of those who want to legitimise or those who change the status quo. But
for the architects of today'’s political power in Hungary, this function seems unnecessary.
Sociology in Central and Eastern Europe - in the authors’ words - lacks credibility in the
eyes of a large part of the population, and is also disliked and neglected by politics. Here
the authors see an important role for the teaching of sociology whereby this problematic
situation could be changed. They are convinced that especially by showing the scientific
and dialogic nature of sociology to students, reflexive and critical sensitivity to the issues
of knowledge production and the possibility of multiple viewpoints can be enhanced.
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Original scientific article UDK 316(436+497.4):[050.486:316](436+497.4)"1986/2015"

Barbara Hoenig

THE EUROPEANISATION OF SOCIOLOGY?
A BIBLIOMETRIC COMPARISON

OF DRUZBOSLOVNE RAZPRAVE

AND OSTERREICHISCHE ZEITSCHRIFT

FUR SOZIOLOGIE

ABSTRACT

This paper investigates the impact of Europeanisation dynamics on the formation and de-
velopment of sociology in Slovenia and Austria. Compared are problem choice in research
areas, topics, and the language of citations of sociological knowledge published in two
sociology journals, Druzboslovne razprave and Osterreichische Zeitschrift fir Soziologie
over a 30-year period (1986-2015). Methodologically, the bibliometric analysis of journals
was undertaken as a study entailing two distinct phases and methods of comparison. The
empirical findings indicate that society’s structural change, political transformation and
European integration have been subject to much more research among Slovenian sociolo-
gists than among their Austrian colleagues.

KEYWORDS: comparative sociology, bibliometrics, Slovenia, Austria, Europeanisation

Evropeizacija sociologije? Bibliometri¢na primerjava
revij Druzboslovne razprave in Osterreichische
Zeitschrift fir Soziologie

1ZVLECEK

Pri¢ujo¢i prispevek raziskuje vpliv evropeizacijske dinamike na oblikovanje in razvoj socio-
logije v Sloveniji in Avstriji. Primerja izbiro problemov na razli¢nih podrogjih raziskovanja,
teme in jezik citiranja socioloske vednosti, ki so bili objavljeni v dveh socioloskih revijah,
Druzboslovne razprave in Osterreichische Zeitschrift fir Soziologie v zadhnjih tridesetih
letih (1986-2015). Metodolosko gledano, je bibliometriéna analiza revij izpeljana kot
$tudija dveh razli¢nih obdobij in metod primerjave. Empiriéni podatki nakazujejo, da so
bile strukturne druzbene spremembe, politi¢ne transformacije in evropske integracije veliko
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pogosteje raziskovane teme pri slovenskih sociologinjah in sociologih, kot je bil to primer
med avstrijskimi kolegi in kolegicami.

KLJUCNE BESEDE: primerjalna sociologija, bibliometrika, Slovenija, Avstrija, evropeizacija

1 Introduction

When Slavoj Zizek reflected on the notion of the neighbour, he recognized that the
term is often used 'to serve as a test of the meaning of affiliation, membership, or com-
munity insofar as the commandment seems to require a relationship or affective bond of
some sort between the other and the self’ (Zizek 2005: 6). Zizek went on to ask whether
that commandment ‘calls us to expand the range of our identifications or does it urge us
to come closer, become answerable to, an alterity that remains radically inassimilable?’
(Zizek 2005: 7). Taking a neighbour’s view thus seems to imply acting vis--vis an other’s
society from a position of middle-range distance or scope, balancing between two poles:
neither, on the one hand being intimately familiar as an insider with the respective com-
munity, nor on the other hand qualifying as ‘the perfect stranger’, invisible, unknown,
subject to the anonymity of modern societies. The notion of neighbourhood is frequently
at stake when talking about European integration. Developing a neighbour’s view here
may qualify as a pragmatic device for comparing two neighbouring countries and their
sociological communities in terms of the social knowledge they produce.

The historical formation of the social sciences and humanities has been bound to the
rise of the nation state. Thus, there are reasons to assume that scholarly communities of
sociologists in the neighbouring countries Slovenia and Austria rely on historically grown
intellectual preferences concerning problem choice in scientific knowledge production.
‘National traditions of sociology’ (Genov 1989) refer to particular research themes or
"foci of interest’ (Merton 1938) relevant to a respective nation state, its society and public
discourse. Within the international division of labour in sociology, these research sites
indicate the particular intellectual resources of a country, in terms of problem choice,
theoretical 'schools” and methodological traditions that may become of interest to interna-
tional communities as well.! The general assumption here is that path-dependent national
traditions of sociology are subject to Europeanization and more general internationaliza-
tion pressures towards professionalization of the discipline; in reverse they may also be
capable of feeding these dynamics towards an increasing Europeanization of research
in sociology.

1. To mention an example: The Austrian Marienthal study on psychosocial effects of long-term
unemployment (Jahoda et al. 1933), written by Marie Jahoda, Paul F. Llazarsfeld and Hans Zeisel
in the early 1930s, has been bound fo locally specific historical contexts and needs, but also
mirrored a political interest in a research field of international scope. All three authors emigrated in
the 1930s, and the Nazi-regime prevented the reception of the study for along time. However, the
relevance of the local study's findings for politically relevant research was an important condition
for its more widespread reception in sociology after the Second World War (Nowotny 1983).

12 DRUZBOSLOVNE RAZPRAVE, XXXII (2016), 83: 11 - 28
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This paper pursues the question whether there exists any potential impact of European
integration on the professionalization of sociology as a scientific discipline and in particular
on the content of knowledge produced. Which commonalities and differences in problem
choice are observed when comparing the corpus of sociological knowledge generated in
the two neighbouring countries? How have they evolved over the last three decades, as
potential intellectual continuities, or rather indicating change in research interest instead?
Can the latter causally be attributed to time-specific effects of more general dynamics of
European integration and Europeanization in societies at large?

These questions are analysed by investigating two leading sociological journals in
Slovenia and Austria, the Druzboslovne razprave (DR) and the Osterreichische Zeitschrift
fir Soziologie (OZS). The research interest is in bibliometrically comparing the corpus of
sociological knowledge incorporated in these journals over three decades (1986-2015).
It can be assumed that intellectual continuities and changes in problem choice mirror more
general internationalization pressures to which scholars accordingly adapted in their
publication practices. The main research interest here, however, is how and to what extent
research issues of potential ‘European concern’, as a result of Europeanization processes
in knowledge production, are reflected in these two journals. Choosing Druzboslovne
razprave (DR) and Osterreichische Zeitschrift fir Soziologie (OZS) for investigating
sociological knowledge content more in detail, is justified since both are official organs
of the respective national sociological associations and thus among the most important
for researchers’ communities in the two neighbour states.

2 The Many Uses of Europeanization in Science

In European integration theory, a distinction is usually made between ‘neo-functionalist’
or 'vertical” approaches towards understanding integration on the one hand, and ‘transac-
tionalist’ or ‘horizontal” approaches on the other hand. The former are associated with the
oeuvre of Ernst B. Haas (1958), who considers regional and European integration evolving
as a process of supranational institution-building. In this sense, the notion of Europeaniza-
tion indicates the adding of a supranational level to institutional fields that were previously
mainly subject to legal and political regulations within the borders of the nation states. The
analytical core of the notion of Europeanization thus entails the complex relationship of
the supranational and the national level of social institutions and the social consequences
of the former towards the latter (Bach 1996). Conversely, ‘transactionalists’ such as Karl
W. Deutsch et al. (1957) have interpreted transnational practices of interaction across
European border regions as the social foundation of integration processes. Approaches
towards Europeanization developing as a bottom-up process through social practices of
interaction in everyday life (Delanty and Rumford 2005) often regard the region as the
central unit of restructuring European territories. In addition, public perceptions of EU ac-
cessions and social scientific discourses on Europeanization often very much depend on
the respective country context and its particular history of European integration. Rakovi¢
recently argued that Europeanization processes can also be considered as a 'rite of pas-
sage’ of an imagined Europe, and as ‘a ritualized myth building process employed for
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the sake of European unity, and for the purpose of overcoming the flaws and foibles of
the European existence, and aiming at survivance’ (Rakovi¢ 2013: 114).

How can the notion of Europeanization be fruitfully applied to the field of science
and research, in particular to sociology? An interest in how European policies led to
structural transformations of sociology as a scientific discipline? needs to consider the
characteristics of a scientific discipline and its process of institutionalization and profes-
sionalization. In his reflection of the historical formation and development of intellectual
traditions in sociology, Shils (1970) mentioned three central indicators for the existence
and status of a discipline’s institutionalization. First, a discipline requires students to whom
the new knowledge is taught, usually in the academic context of a university. Second,
a public interest in sponsoring research done in that field of (social) science is required,
articulated either by a governmental ministry or other funding institution. Third, scholars
of that discipline communicate their work and scientific findings in joint publication organs
such as journals recognized as specific ones for the respective discipline.

Shils” general indicators for the existence of scientific disciplines can usefully be applied
to the case of sociology prior to analysing whether any Europeanization effects occurred
in its process of formation and development. While the first indicator that a discipline must
be taught to students is affected by institutionalizing the Bologna Reform Process in higher
education, the second applies to sociologists’ participation in European research funding
structures such as the Research Framework Programmes.3 In this paper, the analysis of
Europeanization effects on sociology focuses on considering Shils’ third indicator, under-
scoring the importance of scientific communication among scholars, when comparatively
investigating two leading sociology journals located in European neighbourhoods.

3 Previous Research on Sociology Journals

In the Sociology of Science, Robert K. Merton considered science as a social institution
in which @ community’s collective endeavour provides reward and reputation for scientific
achievements on a meritocratic basis (Merton 1973). Based on the invention of the Social
Science Citation Index in the late 1960s, the publication behaviour of ‘invisible colleges’ of
scientists, communicating and networking through their work, became empirically measur-
able (Price 1963). Merton's former students at Columbia University were among the first to
apply citation analyses in order to evaluate the ‘perceived quality’ of scientific knowledge
(Cole and Cole 1973). However, with good reasons there is raised the objection that in
sociological studies of science the use of databases such as Thomson Reuters’ Web of
Knowledge remains severely limited because of its many biases in terms of region and

2. Recall that sociologists from both countries were also active in founding the European Sociolo-
gical Association, as a supranational professional association of sociologists, at the beginning
of the 1990s. There can be observed a rather long history of transnational cooperation among
sociologists and social sciences in Slovenia and Austria, independent from the accessions of these
countries as new member sfates to the European Union in 1995 and in 2004 respectively.

3. For a comparative analysis of these two institutional indicators of Europeanization, see Hoenig

(2009).
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language, still insufficiently covering knowledge produced in the social sciences, arts and
humanities (Hicks 2006). Historical sociology reconstructs the enfolding of distinct journals
within their respective contexts, such as Abbott’s path-breaking analysis of the Chicago
School, underscoring that the development of scientific journals can be understood as
part of an academic discipline’s professionalization process (Abbott 1999).

Concerning bibliometric analyses on sociological journals in Slovenia and Austria, a
long-term analysis of Slovene journal Teorija in Praksa has been undertaken by Kramberger
and Jug (2004). Their time-sensitive analysis covered about 80 per cent of all journal
articles published over four decades. In particular, they focused on the changing contri-
bution of different disciplines or social scientific (sub-Jfields to the in-house journal of the
Faculty of Social Sciences (FDV) over time, finding a strong increase in contributions from
political science. Mali (1996), Mali et al. (2010), Ferligoj et al. (2015) and Groboljsek et
al. (2014) compared Slovenia’s social sciences and humanities with the natural and life
sciences, in particular concerning co-authorship networks. Despite the increasing relevance
of co-authorship across all disciplines, they observed divergent patterns of collaboration
networks by field, such that, in contrast to natural scientists, social scientists who co-operate
with colleagues from abroad are less likely to co-author papers with colleagues at home.
For the social sciences in Central and East European countries, Mali (2011) more gener-
ally identifies great expectations towards an anticipated breakthrough in international
productivity whereas the latter can only be understood by reference to the existence or
lack of institutional support and national contexts of evaluation systems of public science.

The Osterreichische Zeitschrift fiir Soziologie has been analysed by Crothers (2000),
who compared its content with sociological knowledge produced on a global scale. Par-
ticular strengths of Austrian sociology were a quantitatively strong interest in the history of
sociology, indicating that Austrian sociologists often work in the shadows of an illustrious
past of the discipline in their country. Fleck (2001) has scrutinized the professional status
of authors that have published articles in the OZS between 1976 and 2001. He found that
among OZS authors the proportion of researchers outside universities steadily declined
(from 24% to 3%), along with declining proportions of women (from 26% to 22%) and
young researchers (from 45% to 10%). In reverse, the proportion of authors with higher
status has strongly increased, including sociologists with tenure (from 12% to 61%) and guest
authors affiliated to universities abroad (from 7% to 48%). Reichmann (2011) extended
that analysis 10 years later with a focus on modified patterns of co-authorship indicating
a changing scientific publication culture of science in general.

4 Research Design: A Bibliometric Comparison
in Two Phases of Study

The bibliometric comparison of Druzboslovne razprave and the Osterreichische
Zeitschrift fuer Soziologie [Austrian Journal of Sociology] has been undertaken as a com-
parative investigation in two phases of study. In Phase One, the investigation considered
the relative status of the two journals for researchers affiliated to sociology departments in
the common border region Slovenia and Southern Austria. In addition, sociologists’ citation
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practices and language-orientation in terms of cited literature were analysed, as well as
journal content in terms of problem choice, country-profiles and time-dependent effects,
the latter potentially related to Europeanization. This has been undertaken in the second
half of the 2000s in the context of a more encompassing examination of Europeanization
processes in Slovenia and Austria.

Apart from bibliometrics, historical comparative analyses of two public science sys-
tems, documentary analyses of changing study curricula in light of the Bologna Reform
Process, and analyses of research projects funded by the European Research Framework
Programmes have been applied. In addition, more than 20 in-depth interviews were
conducted with sociologists affiliated to five university departments of sociology and
three external research institutes in the common border region of Slovenia and Southern
Austria. The first phase of the bibliometric study was based on hard copy search of so-
ciological publications only, including a) all publications of researchers affiliated to these
five university departments who at least have received a PhD, and b) a comparison of the
two journals’ content from 1986 up until 2007. In interviews with sociologists, the latter
have also been asked to interpret country-specific findings of bibliometric analyses from
their professional perspective.

For the three departments in Slovenia (FDV Ljubljana, FF Liubljana, Maribor), we relied
on publication lists available at the national virtual bibliographical system COBISS (status:
31/12/2007). For the two Austrian university departments (Graz, Klagenfurt) publica-
tion lists were available on the respective departmental webpage, some of them as full,
some of them as incomplete lists.> During the first phase of study, the two journals were
only insufficiently covered by Sociological Abstracts.® Since a solely electronic research
would be incomplete and result in inadequate findings, the literature search and resulting
bibliometric analyses were performed mainly by hand, taking the hard copy versions of
the complete set of primary sources into account. Therefore, in a second step comparing
article content of the two journals, a manual investigation of all issues of the respective
journals was undertaken in the Joze Goricar library in Ljubljana and the library of the

4. Theinstitutional sample comprised five university departments of sociology: Fakulteta za druzbene
vede (FDV) Lljubliana, Filozofska fakulteta (FF) Liubliana, Maribor, Graz, Klagenfurt, and three
external research institutes: the Mirovni Institut, the Interuniversitdres Forschungszentrum Graz
(IFZ), and the Fakuliat fur interdisziplingre Forschung und Fortbildung Klagenfurt (IFF). IFZ and IFF
meanwhile became formally integrated in the respective universities. Findings of the comparative
historical analysis and of the interviews are reported in Hoenig (2012).

5. Unfortunately, sociology in Austria does not provide an electronic database comparable to CO-
BISS. Reporting requirements at national level were infroduced in the late 2000s in the confext of
universities' infellectual capital reports (Wissensbilanzen) vis- -vis the ministry, while the standardi-
zation of documentary systems across universities is sfill rather low.

6. In2008, the international electronic database of formerly Cambridge Sociological Abstracts (now
Sociological Abstracts Proquest] was rather poor, covering comparable data for both sociology
journals from 1995 up until 2001 only. Even now, Sociological Abstracts covers DR data from
the year 1995 onwards only. In other words, the problem with a solely electronic research by the
Sociological Abstracts database lies in its inadequacy for identifying articles published prior fo

1995 (DR) and after 2001 (DR and OZ9).
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University of Graz. To identify any long-term change in research content it was necessary
to identify a sufficiently broad time-window.” Thus, the sample included original scientific
articles published between 1986 and 2007, but excluded research notes and book re-
views. It included 434 articles of DR and 508 articles of OZS, in sum 942 journal articles
for Phase One (1986-2007).

In Phase Two, these initial results were then complemented and compared with a
comparative analysis of the two journals, as indexed in the Sociological Abstracts data-
base. Coverage of Sociological Abstracts has substantively increased in the last decade,
now entailing articles for both journals from 1995 up until 2015. Thus, | was able to run
a follow-up study of our previous investigation, complementing long-term findings from
Phase One, at the same time comparing previous data to the more recent ones, both
methodologically and in terms of empirical results. In Phase Two of the study, | relied
on the Sowiport Gesis electronic portal (URL sowiport.gesis.org) that is fed by several
databases, among them Sociological Abstracts. Since the database does not make a
distinction between scientific articles and research notes, the number of articles has been
corrected manually, excluding OZS research notes. This decision reduced the number of
articles to a quantitatively comparable sample of 659 DR articles and 664 OZS articles
for the time-span 1995-2015 (total n = 1,323 articles). Synthesizing samples from these
two phases of study, | present and discuss comparative bibliometric data on sociological
knowledge published in these two journals over three decades (1986-2015).

Graph 1. Distribution of DR and OZS articles over time, 1986-2015,
in n of articles by year (n = 1,323).
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7. Thisis also in line with Abbott's suggestion that an intellectual paradigm in sociology on average
lasts for about 25 to 30 years, corresponding to the median durafion of a sociology professor’s
affiliation to the university (Abbott 2001).
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The distribution of articles over both phases is shown in Graph 1; on average 22 articles
per year were published in DR and in OZS respectively. The distribution over time was
relatively homogeneous, except for the fact that in 1993 no DR volumes were published,
and in the 1980s the number of articles was greater in OZS than in the following years
in which research notes were introduced in a new section. Peaks in the OZS distribution
indicate special issues that were frequently published as supplements to particular research
themes from the mid-1990s up until the mid-2000s.

The cognitive content of articles published in DR and OZS has been analysed with
a focus on country-specific differences and potential changes in time from 1986 up
to 2015. Journal content has been analysed by extracting a set of keywords or codes
from articles’ titles and abstracts that were available in the respective vernacular and in
English respectively. The set of keywords mainly derived from the classification system of
the International Sociological Association’s (ISA) sociology sections (URL isa.org), using
keywords mentioned in section titles as search terms. In Phase One of the study, we were
also interested in empirical methods and theoretical paradigms, sociological key theorists
mentioned and in the language-orientation of cited references. In Phase Two of the study,
we have also taken research themes indicated by Sociological Abstracts into account,
insofar as they corresponded with these previously defined ISA keywords.

5 A Transnational Case Study:
Comparing the Two Sociology Journals

Druzboslovne raprave was founded in 1984 at the time of the awakening civil society
in Slovenia, and was edited both by the Slovene Sociological Association SSD and the
Institute of Sociology.? Inter-disciplinary social scientific researchers dedicated the jour-
nal to the Institute, which had been founded in 1959, later on the Institute of Sociology
and Philosophy located in Ljubljana. The Institute has been located outside universities
and therefore differed from academic sociology taught at the FDV faculty, in its exclusive
focus on research. After the independence of Slovenia in 1991 the Institute was closed;
half of the staff went to the FDV, half either took retirement, or remained without a job.
‘Druzboslovne razprave was a heritage which they brought with them ... as given from
open minded sociologists not to forget that it was from the Institute’ (from an interview).
After 1991, several social scientific disciplines in Slovenia founded more specialized
English-speaking journals, which was also supported by a general trend of enforced
qualification requirements to primarily focus on English-language journals. Since 1991,
DR has been edited by the Slovenian Sociological Association and by the Faculty of the
Social Sciences (FDV). Printing regularly three times a year, volumes are also available
online and contain scientific articles, translations, book reviews and event reports.

The journal Osterreichische Zeitschrift fir Soziologie was founded in 1976. Quite similar
to DR, it initially considered itself in contrast to academic sociology, so that the journal

8. This partis based on the DR website and on in-depth interviews with several sociologists affiliated
fo sociology departments in Slovenia. The interviews were conducted in spring 2008.
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for a long time was dominated by authors located at small research institutes outside the
academe. The goal of the editors of these times was ‘to express the variety of theoretical
and methodological positions ... finding their basis in social problems occurring in this
country’ (Balog and Cyba 2001: 10ff, translation added). From the 1980s onwards, a
shiftin focus from mainly empirical studies, done to a large extent in social policy research,
towards more theory-oriented contributions in cultural studies has been observed (ibid.).
According to the editors, sociology as an instrument of a rational societal reform should
also have an impact on the development of the discipline as empirical, critical science
(Balog and Cyba 2001: 18). Since both intentions, however, did not always merge, the
section of research notes for widening the journal’s empirical scope has been introduced.
On the occasion of the journal’s 25th anniversary, former editors critically reflected that
not all initial missions towards strengthening a critical forum for young scholars and the
more general public have been met (Balog and Cyba 2001). Edited by the board of the
Austrian Sociological Association, OZS volumes are published four times a year and
are also available online. Subject to publication are scientific articles, research notes as
descriptions of current projects, intfroduced in the 1990s, comments on events, and book
reviews. lts target groups are sociologists and scholars from neighbour disciplines.

6 Relative Importance, Journal Clusters, and
Language-Orientation in Citation Practices, 1986-2008

In which journals do sociologists in Slovenia and Austria actually publish, and what is
it about the relative importance of DR and OZS among all journals that attract sociologists
as authorsg Based on the universal set of journal articles’ produced by university-based
sociologists in the border region, in Phase One of the study journals were identified and
clustered. This led to estimating the relative domestic importance of the two sociology
journals as a subset of the entire field of knowledge production in the region. Of all ar-
ticles published by staff affiliated to Ljubljana FDV department, 12.6% found their way
into DR (total n = 1,371), but only 4.5% of articles from Maribor department (total n =
132) and 2.1% of Ljubljana FF department (total n = 582) were published in the same
journal. Compared to OZS, 7.1% of publications written by staff from Graz department
(total n = 451) and 5.8% of Klagenfurt staff (total n = 103) were published in the same
journal. Huge differences in staff numbers, availability of publication data and the higher
importance of monographs and book sections for sociologists of these times, contribute
to explaining remarkable differences in the absolute number of publications of Slovene
versus Austrian sociology departments; relative frequencies thus are expected to give
more adequate results.

These journals were clustered in four groups indicating the respective intended audi-
ence of readers, entailing either sociological or inter-disciplinarily oriented journals, and
journals of either regional or trans-regional scope. Clusters of journals were obtained

9. The universal setincluded scientific and professional arficles published in DR, and scientific arficles,
excluding research notes, published in OZS.
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by defining ‘sociological’ journals as those in which the discipline is either mentioned in
the journal’s title (e.g. Soziologie, Sociologija, American Sociological Review) or on the
background knowledge that these journals play a particular role in the institutionalization
of sociology in the respective countries (such as Druzboslovne Razprave and Teorija in
Praksa). Conversely, ‘inter-disciplinary’ journals lacked these distinct features; their titles
often refer to social sciences in general or to neighbouring disciplines (e.g. Ethik und
Sozialwissenschaft, Casopis za kritiko znanosti). ‘Regional’ journals were identified by
their place of publication in the respective country, border region, and by the vernacular
language used (Slovene respectively German). ‘Trans-regional’ journals were identified by
the publisher being located outside the two countries, being published in other languages
than the vernacular, and showing an explicitly trans-regional orientation indicated by title
keywords such as ‘European’ and ‘international’. Based on a simple frequency count of
journal articles, respective results are given in Graph 2.

Graph 2. Clusters of journals by university department,
in relative frequencies of journal articles (n = 2,639).
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Data in Graph 2 show that staff of FDV was more strongly inclined towards explicit socio-
logical journals (34%), whereas staff of FF (31%) and Maribor University (35%) published
more in journals of multi- and inter-disciplinary scope. Graz and Klagenfurt did not very
much depart in their share of publications in sociology journals (each 19%), but the former
department’s staff also published much in multi-disciplinary journals (23%). Concerning
geographical scope, publishing in regional journals of the vernacular was predominant
among all departments (with values between 38% and 51%), whereas trans-regional journals’
share was between 9% and 20%. Klagenfurt department’s respective high share may also
be a result of the early inclusion of foreign sociologists from Germany in its research staff.
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The most important sociology journals in a Slovene context were Teorija in praksa,
Druzboslovne razprave, and Nova revija, apart from the Serbian journal Casopis Soci-
ologija, located in Beograd, and the French journal Annales, while most relevant sociol-
ogy journals in an Austrian context were Osterreichische Zeitschrift fir Soziologie and
the Kriminalsoziologische Bibliographie and the German journals Kélner Zeitschrift fir
Soziologie und Sozialpsychologie, Journal fiir Sozialforschung, and Soziologische Revue.
(Trans-Jregional journals of some importance to both Slovene and Austrian researchers
were the journals Innovation and the Osterreichische Zeitschrift fir Politikwissenschaft,
European Societies and International Sociology.

In addition, | was interested in the citing practices of researchers and their respective
language affiliations as readers of sociology, mirrored in citing research literature published
in the national or in other languages. In identifying citations’ languages, | did not refer
to languages of translations but to the anticipated original language-community of the
researcher. In both journals, articles’” mean number of citations was apparently increas-
ing over time, and the share of English literature cited was increasing as well. Concern-
ing language-orientation, however, DR authors primarily refer to literature published in
English, to a much greater extent than to any other language. Up until 2004, apart from
Slovene language, DR authors also cited literature published in German, in other European
languages such as French and Italian, or in additional East European languages such as
post-Yugoslav languages, Russian or Hungarian.

Graph 3. Articles’ citations in two journals, by language, year, and mean number
of citations per article (1: 1-10 citations; 2: 11-20 citations; 3: 21-30 citations).
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This finding indicates a high international orientation of the Slovene sociological com-
munity towards the Anglo-American sociology discourse, which might also result from the
constant need of a small language community to internationalize itself. Conversely, OZS
authors were primarily citing scholarly work published in German, although references
towards literature published in English increased. Parallel to the latter, and apart from
the respective national language, other European languages seem to have declined in
importance among authors of both journals.

7 Country-Profiles and Time-Dependent Effects
in the Corpus of Sociological Knowledge, 1986-2015

What about identifying specific ‘national traditions’ in the corpus of sociological kno-
wledge published in DR and OZS respectively? Findings that indicate certain strengths,
preferences or intellectual traditions in the respective sociological communities are given
in Table 1. The fact that respective data partly depend on problem choice of journals’
special issues, does not contradict the result that there exist research themes of particular
interest to a national sociological community. In addition, it has to be taken into account
that similar sociological topics may be differently addressed and enfold different meanings
in the respective country context. For instance, articles published in DR frequently indicate
different categories of change, whereas we seldom find any use of the notion of transfor-
mation; in the case of articles published in OZS, it seems to be the reverse. Nevertheless,
it is assumed that issues of problem choice can be compared across country-contexts
without too much loss of information.
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Table 1. Country-profiles and time-dependent effects in the corpus
of sociological knowledge, by journal and decade, in absolute numbers and per cent.
DR: Druzboslovne razprave, OZS: Osterreichische Zeitschrift fir Soziologie.

DR 0zs
Country
profile / 1986~ 1996- 2006- 1986~ 1996- 2006-
trajectory Keywords 1995 | 2005 | 2015 | Totaln | Total % | 1995 = 2005 | 2015 | Totaln | Total %

1. STRONG  Civil society 26 4 4 34 | 163 3 2 0 5 0.2

PROFILEin | Comparative | 0 6 9 15 072 1 0 0 1 004
DR

Buopelan), | 55 57 29 | 96 459 14 26 25 | 65 242
including EE

Identities 6 5 10 2 10 8 0 0 8 03
Methodology = 57 |« 22 14 93 | 445 45 18 | 7 | 70 282
Nationalfism), | o1 1o 0 ag 925 315 10 28 113
ethnicity

Polifcal 74 87 | 64 225 1078 28 | 2 | 59 89 | 359
(sociology)

Poverty,

welfare, social | 40 33 20 93 | 445 17 6 21 44 | 177
policy

Straffication, ¢\ a0 7 45 216 13 5 5 | 23 09
elite

Transformo- 54 | 68 | 25 | 147 704 58 36 65 159 | 641
tion, change

Quality of life 21 18 1 40 | 192 1 0 0 1 0.04
Youth 0 5 4 9 o043 1 10 2 008

2. STRONG | Deviance,

PROFILEin  confrol 0 1 7 18 | 086 2 31 27 60 | 242

018 i
History {of 0 | 59 42 | 101 484 4 136 137 | 277 117
sociology)
Migration 0 5 0 5 1024 4 5 31 50 | 202
(Sociological] | (o | yo | 43 180 se2 | 90 51 &7 228 907
Theory
Women, 70030 17 | 54 259 51 44 | 46 | 141 569
gender

3. STRONG | Communica-

INCREASE | fion, know/ 9 50 | 74 133 637 46 | 137 122 305 1226

(both) ledge, culture
Economics, 0 25 31 56 268 6 | 65 12 183 738
economy
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DR 0158
Country
profile / 1986- | 1996~ | 2006- 1986- | 1996- | 2006-
trajectory Keywords 1995 | 2005 | 2015 | Totaln | Total % | 1995 | 2005 | 2015 | Totaln | Total %
4 WEAK | Agriculture, 0 1 4 5 024 3 5 7 15 06

INCREASE | food

(both) Education 2 7 8 7 (o8 7 12 13 32 129
Environment 0 0o | 12 12 057 7 18 32 129
Language 0 10 1 21 1.01 2 9 16 | 065
Health 4 |12 9 25 12 5 no9 077
(In-)Equality 10 15 13 38 182 8 | 10 30 48 194

Organiza/ 0 38 2 59 283 4 19 12 35 | 14
tion(s)
(Social) 3 14 8 25 12 4 | 4 | 15 | 23 093
Psychology

5. DECREASE | Capitalism

(both) 36 1 9 56 | 268 40 26 27 93 | 375

6. INCREASE | Ageling),
- DECREASE | demography

5 20 13 38 | 182 5 2 5 12 | 048

Ats 2 10 10 2 105 6 9 6 2 085
Family 7 19 27 53 254 10 8 | 13 31 125
Religion 110 14 25 12 13 4 8 25 100
Science, 10 | 54 30 94 45 53 25 19 97 39
technology
Work, labour 14 30 27 71 34 36 1 38 85 | 343
7. DECREASE | Democracy 37 21 2 60 | 287 1 42 37 90 | 3463
- INCREASE | population 3 5 0 8 1038 0 8 10 18 | 073
Regionutban = 14 9 | 4 | 27 129 3 | 6 15 24 | 097
8. SMALLN, ' Law 0o 5 1 6 029 1 4 4 9 036
CONTINU- | gjsure 3 3 2 8 038 0 0 1 1 | 004
ous Sociotechnics 2 0 0 2 0.09 3 0 0 3 0.12
Sport O 4 3 7 033 7 0 3 10 04
IZ;"C‘!‘;':’OﬁY 0 4 3 7 03 0 2 0 2 008
Housing 2 8 1 1 05 0 | 0 0 0 00
iT::’l codes, 561 | 888 | 639 2088 10000 633 792 | 1055 2480 100.00

Slovenian sociology incorporated in DR gave very high proportions of knowledge
produced in political sociology, when compared to the Austrian journal OZS (10.8% vs.
3.6%). This might partly reflect DR’s more inter-disciplinary orientation, including contri-
butions from political science; partly it may result from field-specific intellectual speciali-
zation and the high societal relevance of corresponding problem choice. Of continuing
importance in DR across all three decades are European integration (4.6% vs. 2.6%) and
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issues indicating social, economic and political change and structural transformations in
general.

The first decade in which the state of Slovenia gained independence has been
characterized by a pronounced sociological interest in political change and the ‘civil
society’ concept, but also in research on regional and urban development. In addition,
research themes on poverty, the welfare state, and social policy issues were flourishing,
apart from research on quality of life; they continued to be relevant in the second decade
(1996-2005). The latter has also shown a deep interest of Slovene sociology in issues of
social differentiation, stratification research and the explanation of elite-reproduction and
circulation. Moreover, research on methodology and in particular comparative sociology
was more pronounced in DR than in the OZS; the latter gains more relevance in an explicit
European framework of sociological research (Haller 1990).

In which sense do these foci of research reflect transition processes of Slovene society,
and in which sense do they indicate increasing Europeanization of research? It can be
assumed that research in the civil society concept, in social stratification and in the transition
of elites may more strongly be connected to transformations of Slovene society than to
the processes of Europeanization that followed from Slovenia’s independence. However,
the latter has also supported a visible research interest of Slovene sociologists in topics of
(East) European integration from the mid-1990s onwards, but also research on citizenship,
nationalisms, and interethnic relations in particular from the 2000s onwards. The latter
are seen as partly resulting from the break-up of former Yugoslavia and the catastrophic
Balkan wars of the 1990s.

Table 1 does not give any evidence that the interest in (East) European integration has
found a comparable resonance among Austrian sociologists. Neither has the scientific
community in Austria reflected on major processes of political transformation, social strati-
fication, and social change. Although Austria does not share the experience of Slovenia’s
rather recent stately independence and connected transition processes, the comparable
lack of research on European integration in OZS is particularly surprising. Both Austria’s
EU accession in 1995 and the Eastern enlargement almost one decade later could have
initiated much more sociological research on these issues. The relative ignorance of
Austrian sociologists to phenomena of civil society and social stratification in interviews
has been explained by some of them by an increasing neglected interest in theorizing
class inequalities in favour of differences by gender, ethnicity, and sexual orientation.
Anglophone cultural studies’ discourse, but also recent research on economic sociology,
apparently attracted increasing interest in both sociological communities.

So what about research topics and problem choice prominent in Austrian sociology?
In OZS there can be observed a considerable interest in the history of sociology and also
in sociological theory. Visible research in the sociology of education may indicate a rather
indirect effect of Europeanization, in particular by the evolving Bologna Reform Process.
In addition, high proportions of research on both gender and migration that did not find
much interest among academic sociologists until recently, can be partly interpreted as a
potential outcome of research funded by the EU’s Framework Programmes, and thus as
an indirect consequence of the Europeanization of public science systems.
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8 Conclusions: Towards a Europeanization
of Sociological Knowledge?

Both DR and OZS are national journals of the sociological communities, and they share
specific characteristics, such as being broader in the range of subjects and being published
in the national language. With increasing internationalization pressure on sociological
communities they are thus discriminated against more specialized journals published in
English language. Current changes in the social organization of the (social) sciences and
in institutional requirements for qualification suggest that the publication behaviour of
social scientists is also subject to cohort effects. A comparison of journal content across
three decades revealed differences in intellectual traditions of sociology, depending on the
respective societal conditions of the discipline as well. Cognitive continuities and change
in problem choice at least partly reflect the causal effects of the Europeanization of the
discipline and of science at large. It remains to be seen how and to what extent increasing
processes of disintegration in the European Union will shape changing conditions of the
social sciences in both member states and whether these foreshadowed transformations
will attract the research interest of sociologists publishing in OZS and DR too.
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THE DISCIPLINARY SOCIETY
AND THE BIRTH OF SOCIOLOGY:
A FOUCAULDIAN PERSPECTIVE

ABSTRACT

This paper is genealogical research that aims to present one of the historical ways that led
to the emergence of sociology as a modern science. We discuss how and why this kind
of genealogical research is important for explaining the emergence, transformation and
regionalisation of power/knowledge. By following the arguments developed by Michel
Foucault, we argue that the disciplinary practices emerging in European societies during the
18" and 19" centuries strongly influenced the upsurge of power/knowledge that would be
transformed in sociology. We conclude that the appearance of the institutions - elements
of what Foucault called the disciplinary society - led to the rise of new discourses of their
legitimisation and to the birth of sociology.

KEYWORDS: discipline, Foucault, genealogy, power/knowledge, sociology

Disciplinarna druzba in rojstvo sociologije:
foucaultovska perspektiva

1ZVLECEK

Pri¢ujo¢i prispevek predstavlja genealosko raziskovanje, ki ima za cilj predstaviti eno od
histori¢nih poti, ki so vodile k nastanku sociologije kot moderne znanosti. V njem razpravlja-
mo o tem, kako in zakaj je ta tip genealoskega raziskovanja pomemben za pojasnjevanje
nastanka, transformacije in regionalizacije moci/vednosti. Na sledi argumentov, ki jih je
razvil Michel Foucault, trdimo, da so prakse discipliniranja, ki so se pojavile v evropskih
druzbah v 18. in 19. stoletju, moéno vplivale na pojav mo&i/vednosti, ki se bo transfor-
mirala v sociologijo. Prispevek zaklju¢imo s tezo, da pojav institucij - elementov tega,
kar Foucault imenuje disciplinirajo¢a druzba - vodi k vzponu novih diskurzov njihovih
legitimacij in k rojstvu sociologije.

KLJUCNE BESEDE: discipline, Foucault, genealogije, mo&/vednost, sociologija
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1 Introduction

One of the most important questions that tackle the very identity of social theory and
sociological knowledge is the question of its legitimization. If we aim to reveal the social
aspects of the processes of legitimization, the following questions arise: What kind of
knowledge are we speaking of2 What (social) authority and power stands behind that
knowledge? Or, in other words: Whose knowledge matters2 (Weiler 2009).

In the Coming Crisis of Western Sociology, Alvin Gouldner wrote that: “Academic
Sociology is a science of repeatedly new beginnings; which is to say, it has a strange ten-
dency towards amnesia” (Gouldner 1970: 159). The lack of agreement over the meaning
of social theory is constantly present in sociological discourse. As a reflexive discipline,
sociology understands that “its own project is part of the social reality it studies” and that
a sociological understanding of society is an integral part of what society is (McCarthy
1996: 8).

Gouldner also pointed that “it is not possible to write a viable history of social theory
today without creating a new intellectual genre - a genre which will be one part history,
one part sociology, one part criticism, the whole encompassed in @ membranous boundary
permitting mutual access of facts to values and of technical analysis to cultural interests”
(Gouldner 1965: 168; Calhoun 1995). Within the field of sociology, he recognized the
need for questioning the problem of social change and the tendency to explain its own
paths or genealogy of changes (Antonio 2005). However, it seems that sociology has
lacked the analytical tools for doing it on its own. Not because of its underdevelopment,
but because of the complexities of the social reality.

From a different perspective, Foucault’s studies have shown that the analysis of politi-
cal, economic and institutional regimes of the “production of truth” in society is possible
if various regimes of discourse are explored through genealogical re-contextualization.
This kind of research revealed the fact that knowledge is always tied to a technology of
power: discipline, surveillance (Foucault, 1995), control (Foucault, 1998; 2006), etc.,
hence the importance of genealogical research. In sociology, it is primarily reflected in
the fact that it can “narrow down” the problem of the general history of knowledge and
transfer it from global to local level (Foucault 1984b: 90). The genealogy also aims to
trace the origin of sociological knowledge by “localizing” it and in that way “protecting”
us from the generalizations of the total history (Foucault, 1984d: 250).

This paper addresses the importance of the genealogical research in the analysis of
the history of sociology as a modern science'. Our aim is to explain the significance of the
disciplinary practices and the rise of what Foucault (1995) called the disciplinary society
for the emergence of sociological discourse. Still, we examine just one of the “genealogi-
cal paths”, through the connections between disciplinary practices and their infusion in
the epistemological apparatus of social sciences. In other words, we examine how insti-
tutional practices and procedures - that have emerged during the 18" and 19" centuries

1. This arficle is based on the paper presented at the ‘Annual Meeting of the Slovenian Sociological
Association 2015 - Sociology between Producing Knowledge and Shaping Society’ that was
held from 6th to 7th November 2015 in Ljubljana, Slovenia.
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in European societies, became the modern disciplinary regime of power/knowledge and
how they have influenced the emergence of the scientific discourse on society.

2 Regional character of knowledge
and the genealogical project

|u

Moving through the genealogical paths of “local” European geography and a number
of common fields where knowledge has been produced, we are introduced into the field
of research - the field of politics and fields of power and resistance. In defining what
knowledge is, we can use different concepts, due to the fact that no knowledge is shaped
without a system of communication, registering, accumulation, and shifting (Foucault 1994:
389). Hence, the recognition of the fact that knowledge and power are closely related is
nothing new, and it can be found in the many works from Marx to Foucault.

Knowledge has the relational and regional character. It means that the changes in the
processes of its legitimization “cannot be explained - at least not exclusively - in terms of
the content of knowledge itself” (Weiler 2009: 3). The knowledge is never autonomous in
the absolute sense. Itis notindependent of time, locality of space and geography, institutions
and practices in which it is embedded. The regionality of knowledge considers it to be a
spatial category. Knowledge is related to the context where it emerges from - regardless
if its background is symbolical or territorial region. More important: “Once knowledge
can be analysed in terms of region, domain, implantation, displacement, transposition,
one is able to capture the process by which knowledge functions as a form of power and
disseminates the effects of power” (Foucault 1980c: 69). In other words the regionaliza-
tion of knowledge signifies the differences in “an administration of knowledge, a politics
of knowledge”, as well as “the relations of power which pass via knowledge” (Foucault
1980c: 69). In addition, the perspective of the regionality of knowledge also points to its
relationality in the sense of its different ways of interconnectedness to some context (for
instance, through the practices of teaching, administration, politics, power, etc). Relationality
is the characteristic feature of scientific knowledge (Latour 2007: 16). For instance, one
possible genealogical line of the regionalization of (scientific) knowledge can be seen
through the history of universities in Europe, since the public and anonymous knowledge
have been constituted partially because of the institutionalization of universities during the
12" century in Western Europe. However, the other genealogical line, or the subject of our
interest in this enterprise, leads us in paths of Enlightenment and the rise of the practices
of disciplining knowledge in different social fields.

Knowledge has been firmly connected with science for many centuries, and science
converted knowledge into the “regime of the truth” by different, “local” practices and
institutions - always in order to monopolize it, globalize it and universalize it. However,
we should not forget that the term “knowledge” includes not just the scientific knowledge,
but all the possible types of knowledge identified in past and present societies. In other
words, anything that counts as knowledge (McCarthy 1996: 16). Knowledge is not just
the knowledge of truth in the scientific sense of the word, but also the knowledge of sense
- because it secures basic interpretative and symbolic schemes for what people call
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social reality. In an even more general sense, knowledge is the most immediate and yet
mediated relationship between us and the world. It is the most immediate one because
the world (necessarily) appears as a representation of knowledge; it is considered a me-
diator, because there is an entire symbolic system, interpretative mechanisms, concepts,
interests, strategies, culture, politics, power, institutions and practices between us and the
world. Knowledge is also a kind of ‘resistance’ to the unforeseen world events that do not
depend on us (Marinkovié et al. 2014). Although these general claims about knowledge
should ensure us to see knowledge everywhere and in everything, genealogy should help
us to narrow down the means of its analysis.

Genealogical project and the research of the regionalization of knowledge aims to
explain how a certain kind of knowledge is constructed, what can pass as acceptable
way of getting at reality and how knowledge claims are justified and stabilized in social
practices (Livingstone 2003: 88). Regionalization in this context could be defined as a
social process that includes - depending on the sphere (politics, geography, culture,
economy) - different criteria for delimitation between the social practices. Regions are
not exclusively geographical units, just as geography is not only the question of space.
Regions of discourses in society are based upon the fragmentation and differentiations of
social practices and knowledge. This is because “knowledge is not made for understanding;
it is made for cutting” (Foucault 1982: 208); to separate, distribute, classify, to produce
different regions of knowledge and identities or subjects in the opposite sides of this “cut-
ting”. Pierre Bourdieu wrote that regional discourse is the performative discourse whose
aim is to legitimize certain definition of borders (Bourdieu 1992) - not just between the
territorial regions, but also between the symbolic ones. In other words, the question of the
regionality of knowledge is the question of the classification or the systems of classifica-
tions. Also, it is the question of division between the epistemological fields and subfields,
the question of regionalization of subjects and boundaries between the sciences. They
emerge, however, not as a consequence of “pure” research efforts of the scientists, but also
as a consequence of the differentiation between social practices and spheres or fields of
social action.

3 Enlightenment and the rise of the disciplinary society

If we look back in the history of sociology, we can see that it is the Franco-German
fusion. We can also see that in the period of the emergence of the sociological discourse,
there were structural and social fusions - or, the mixture of de-structured aristocracy and its
socio-political conservatism on one side, and the middle class and its technical intelligence
on the rise with their socio-political liberalism on the other. That is the deep dichotomous
core structure of sociology and the reason why “sociology was thus at first the intellectual
product of old strata that had lost their social power and of new ones that were still far
from fully developed” (Gouldner 1970: 106-107).

However, when it comes to sociology, “the genealogy of knowledge must first - before
it does anything else - explain the problem of the Enlightenment. It has to say what was at
the time described (and was still described in the 19" and 20" century) as the progress of
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Enlightenment, the struggle of knowledge against ignorance, of reason against chimeras,
of experience against prejudices, of reason against error, and so on” (Foucault 1998:
178). In short, genealogy and its discourse-power axis, should examine the processes of
institutionalization and legitimization of knowledge.

In attempt of tracing the genealogy of sociological discourse, we can notice that the 18
century and the Enlightenment were the periods of the “Great exclusion” (Foucault 1984c;
1995) and discontinuity between the two epochs or types of social order. In Gouldner’s
terms, it was also the period when the “tragic vision of the world was fading away” (also
see Marinkovi¢ 2006; Gouldner 1976). Although we may wish to draw a dividing-line
between the epochs, or between the different social orders and ontologies, the limit we
are trying to set “may perhaps be no more than an arbitrary division” (Foucault 2002b:
56). Either way, we are speaking about the historical period, an archive (Foucault 2002a),
and the transition and transformation of knowledge as well as the creation of the new
“space” for the sociological knowledge to emerge. In other words, we are trying to detect
the new ways of thinking, the era of new relationships among people and the emergence
of the social as the type of the human relation, but also the way of legitimization of com-
munity. Society and the knowledge on society were formed as the system of practices and
the system of scientific thought that has been significantly modified, and still lasts. In the
long historical period, from the emergence of Protestantism, over the Enlightenment to the
revolution in France, we can see a number of important social transformations that could
be sublimed in the new type of social identity, social reality and the new Weltanschauung
(Marinkovi¢ 2006: 67; Chriss 2002).

The Enlightenment is, as Kant (1784) indicated in his famous essay “Was ist Aufklérung?”,
a "way out” - or the process that releases us from the status of “immaturity”. By that term
he meant “a certain state of our will that makes us accept someone else’s authority to lead
us in areas where the use of reason is called for” (also see Foucault 1984c). However,
this historical period also provided the strengthening of a certain type of philosophical
reflection, a problematization (Foucault 1984a) of the present time and articulation of
the subject. But what is more important in the context of this paper is that during the 18"
century, there was a development of many different types of technical knowledge (as a
consequence of the demands of the production and the prices of these knowledges) and
also “the development of processes that allowed bigger, more general, or more industrial-
ized knowledges, or knowledges that circulated more easily, to annex, confiscate, and
take over smaller, more particular, more local, and more artisanal knowledges” (Foucault
1998: 179).

At that time, in the “battle for the knowledge” and its legitimization, the State will
intervene, either directly or indirectly, in four different ways. The first is by elimination or
disqualification of “what might be termed useless and irreducible little knowledges that
are expensive in economic terms” (Foucault 1998: 180). Then, by normalizing knowledges
- clustering them together and breaking the barriers of secrecy and technological or
geographical boundaries. The normalization also signified the unification or control of the
“dispersed knowledges”. Third operation is hierarchical classification of knowledge while
the fourth operation is derived from this one: it considers the “pyramidal centralization that
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allows these knowledges to be controlled, which ensures that they can be selected, and
both that the content of these knowledges can be transmitted upward from the bottom,
and that the overall directions and the general organizations it wishes to promote can be
transmitted downward from the top” (Foucault 1998: 180).

Hence, we can say thatthe 18 century was the century when different types of knowl-
edge were disciplined and when the “internal organization of every knowledge became
adiscipline” - that allowed it “to eradicate false knowledge or non-knowledge” (Foucault
1998: 181). And the disciplining of knowledge led to the new way of systematization and
organization of knowledge into the global field that we call science.

Besides the focus on the problem of the Enlightenment, the genealogy of (sociological)
knowledge should also trace the development of the other “disciplinary dispositives” of
modern societies since the end of the 18™ century (Foucault 1995).

For instance, at the end of the 18 century, there were significant transformations in
the “disciplining of space” in society. In other words, disposition of space started to serve
significantly to the economical and political ends (Foucault, 1980d: 148). New spatial
strategies or spatially mediated multiplication of discipline contributed to the formation of
“pure community”, but also the “disciplined society” (Foucault 1995: 198). “Underlying
disciplinary projects the image of the plague stands for all forms of confusion and disorder;
just as the image of the leper, cut off from all human contact, underlies projects of exclu-
sion” (Foucault 1995: 199). Clive Norris summarizes these two different social models
of discipline and control: “Power over the plague victims is exercised by ‘differentiation’,
‘segmentation’, and ‘training’. In contrast, power over the leper is managed by enforced
‘segregation’, ‘separation’, ‘confinement’and ‘exile’ (Norris 2003: 250; see also Myers
and Wilson 2014). Whilst “the leper gave rise to rituals of exclusion... the plague gave
rise fo disciplinary diagrams” (Foucault 1995: 231). These schémas disciplinaires “require
a strict spatial partitioning, careful surveillance, detailed inspection and order” (Elden
2003: 243). This was about a disciplinary project that multiplied spatialization - an area
was divided into infected and uninfected parts, as well as the towns. Parts of the town
tissue were “sick”, others were not.

Then we can also see the “dramaturgy of liberation” of the madman, also analyzed by
Foucault. It was the differentiation of power/knowledge and the microphysics of medical-
ized disciplinary practice. That was the practice of power/knowledge within the hetero-
geneous spatialized forms - in hospitals, prisons, schools, army barracs, factories - with
the disciplining and surveilling mechanisms that were applied to bodies. And the power/
knowledge gained its discursivity precisely through these mechanisms - as the outcome
of the disciplinary practices over the objects that were separated, classified, spatially dis-
tributed, medicalized (Foucault 1980e: 44). The best example and the substance of these
“scattered” disciplinary techniques was the model of Panopticon developed by Jeremy
Bentham (1995) and consequently, the concept of Panopticism introduced by Foucault.
Panopticon “could be used as a machine to carry out experiments, to alter behaviour, to
train or correct individuals” (Foucault 1995: 203). But research procedures, which were
too inquisitorial, would liberate space more and more for investigative analysis. Investiga-
tion would be established in opposition with research: “Such forms of analysis gave rise
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to sociology, psychology, psychopathology, criminology, and psychoanalysis” (Foucault
2001: 5).

In all of these, we can notice the constitutive transitions in the disciplining order and
the emergence of disciplinary society - through the institutions that have introduced the
different types of disciplinary practices. In addition, those practices were getting more
implemented in different social fields. We see the birth of different social institutions
that articulate not just what Foucault called the power/knowledge, but also the positive
knowledge: psychiatric clinics, hospitals, schools, modern universities, prisons, laborato-
ries, etc. (Marinkovié¢ 2006: 72). That is why the concept of power/knowledge reflects
the permanent connection and intertwinance of power and knowledge. Aforementioned
social institutions, as well as the humanistic and social sciences, got the monopoly over
time i.e. power and monopoly over the legitimization of knowledge.

In the processes of the general social and historical deritualization (Marinkovi¢ and

Risti¢ 2016) and rationalization of the Western societies at the end of the 18'™ century, we
see the emergence of new types of discourses: legal, pedagogical, psychological, medi-
cal, and psychiatric. In other words, we are witnessing the grouping of the new regions
of discursive practices and knowledge/power. For a long time, different statements could
be come across in Europe: on wealth (which was not yet economy), on nature (which was
still not biology), on representations (which were still not philology), on the lack of clarity
of madness (which was still not psychiatry), on crimes (which were still not penology and
criminology) - until they were homogenised and disciplined by the spheres and institu-
tions that became the authorized places for the production of the legitimate knowledge
(Marinkovié 2012). But even before the established autonomy gave a relative permanence
to discourses, they were tied to temporarity, cyclicity and periodicity of knowledge and
communication as ritual practices. And just like that, by the end of the 18" century, a
gloomy ceremony of punishment started disappearing along with the body exposed to
public torture and execution (Foucault 1995). In parallel to these processes of the deritu-
alization of punishing the body, many practices of saying, stating, uttering and knowing
were deritualized (Risti¢ and Marinkovié¢ 2015). Finally, through the different processes
of disciplinary practices in 18™ and 19 centuries - development of social institutions and
disciplining the knowledge - many different objects emerged as the subjects of research.
And one of them is society as the subject of sociology. These new subjects fulfilled new,
regionalized and discursive spaces of knowledge creation.
Therefore, the disciplining of European societies from the 18" century did not imply that
individuals became more and more docile or that societies were created just out of the
prisons, schools or army barracks. It meant that societies were aiming towards more
rationality and control of productivity and networks of communication - Entzauberung
der Welt - (Weber 2005). In these processes, we can see that different forms of power/
knowledge are transferred through the disciplines and technologies of individual discipline,
working, learning, procedures of normalization, sexual behaviour - whether we speak
of the production with the economical purpose or of institutions that have the important
function in the organization and control of the social action.
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4 Transformations and transitions of disciplinary practices
into sociological discourse

Overall changes and transitions in the disciplinary diagram of power signified the
need to expand, fade away and diffuse the former norms of discipline that were limited
to the localization and internment of the bodies in the classic prisons and military instituti-
ons. In other words, more subtle forms and practices of surveillance and control needed
to be implemented in the emergent field of the social. One of them is the disciplining the
knowledge creation and knowledge production.

As it was mentioned, from the end of the 18" century, a new social body emerged. It
was the body of society. Along with this body, the new epistemological concept arose - the
concept of population (Foucault 2007). Population is the multitude that lives, works and
reproduces. Society and population were the great revelation: “What was discovered at
that time - and this was one of the great discoveries of political thought at the end of the
eighteenth century - was the idea of society” (Foucault 1984d: 242). In other words, it
was the new body “which becomes the new principle in the nineteenth century” (Foucault
1980b: 55). The same matrices and models of discipline that had earlier been constructed
over concrete, individual bodies would be applied to this new body. The trihedral measure-
investigation-interrogation would be applied to the social body through the emergence
and regionalization of knowledge: statistics, demography, economy, political science,
sociology.

Through the collective body of the population the society becomes the object of the
study - of a new anatomy, mechanics, pathology and panoptics. Through the population,
society becomes the object of bio-politics (Foucault 2008). This abstract phenomenon
- society - finally becomes visible. That is because population has its morphology and
it can be measured, investigated and interrogated. It becomes visible through the new
discourses on society that emerge - the rise and development of the sciences. Discipline
and Punish, History of Madness and History of Sexuality represent the genealogy of the
new practices and technologies of power/knowledge, especially during the 18™ and
19t centuries. These are also genealogies of new practices of disciplining (Revel 2002:
21), that took place in space and that could not be possible without different institutions
and techniques developed within those institutions. Those were the ways of disciplining
the multitude - new social programs of institutions at their early stage of development in
Europe. They have embodied the use of technical abilities, the “games” of communication
and relations of power/knowledge. They have shown how system of objective purpose
can be joined as a model of articulation and model of diffusion that in certain context
(school, prison, factory or clinic) gives priority to the relations of power and docility. In
addition, they have showed how certain institutions were able to become the places of
articulation of epistemological models and dichotomies - for instance one between the
normal and pathological (Canguilhem 2013). In a certain institution (factory, clinic), priority
was directed to purposeful activities, or (in schools) to the relation of communication and
disciplines of teaching (Foucault 1982).
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If we aim to understand how those institutions and their legitimization of certain type of
knowledge influenced the formation of sociological discourse, we should pay our attention
to the problem of the normalization of the representations.

Social representations as ,normalizing judgements” are part of the social technologies
of governmentality (Foucault 2010). In other words, representations are the instruments of
discipline. One of the fundamental effects of power is the social acceptance and circula-
tion of certain discourses - the ones that legitimize the social reality we are living in. The
complexity of the social process of normalization is reflected in the fact that it does not
imply exclusively the regime of discourses that circulates in one society (Neumann 1999),
but also many different social non-discursive practices and other social technologies.

Institutions always articulate and legitimize the adequate forms or rationalities that
organize doings. These are actually social technologies that can be applied in many
different social fields in order to achieve certain social objectives. For instance, discipli-
nary technologies and the way the work is organized in economy, should contribute to
greater precision, labor productivity and so on. In science, particular way of thinking and
discipline contribute to a greater precision and elaboration of ideas, concepts and terms.
They also contribute to the improvement and development of (scientific) knowledge. Social
technologies are thus established and modified in accordance with different social norms
and relationships. At the same time, they express the distribution of discipline and power/
knowledge.

Social technologies are also the ways of homogenization and systematization of
different spheres of social beaviour. Practices are complex assemblages of rational and
irrational behaviour, but they are also the strategic and tactical freedom games (Foucault
1980a). It means that practices always contain the disproportion or the specific economy
of relation of power/knowledge. They are not just the instruments of social control, but
also the instruments of resistance. Discursive practices are the mean of reproduction of
social technologies? but also of their articulations (Laclau and Mouffe 2001). Programs,
technologies and dispositives of social practices are notideal types in the Weberian sense,
but elements that are articulated one on another. They are as real as the institutions that
stabilize them, or as the behaviour of people (Foucault 1994). The consequences of social
technologies can be seen in the whole social field, but for them to emerge it is necessary
that tools, or the material machineries are used by diagrams in the certain disposition
(Deleuze 2006).

In accordance with previous statements, the genealogy of knowledge should follow
the genealogy of disciplinatory practices as the operative mechanisms and technologies

2. The notion of reproduction in this context signifies the repetitive acts or the repetition of certain social
behavior and practices. It “implies continuity of a system or structure as well as human agency.
More theorefically, the notion is used to bridge the well-known gap between the macro-level
and the micro-level of social structure. Systems or abstract structures, such as ideologies, natural
languages, and societal arrangements are thus said to be both manifested in, as well as made to
persist as such through, social practices of social actors at the micro-level. A language like English
is reproduced, daily and by millions of people, by its everyday use. And so are capitalist, sexist

or racist ideologies” (Van Dijk1998: 228).
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that are placed within the institutions, within the certain relation of power and ,fix” them
into a kind of reproductive setting.

Discipline is in Foucault’s work a principle “which is itself relative and mobile; which
permits construction, but within narrow confines” (Foucault 1981: 59). It makes possible
the individualization and authorization of discourse and is ,defined by a domain of
obijects, a set of methods, a corpus of propositions considered to be true, a play of rules
and definitions, of techniques and instruments” (Foucault 1981: 59). Discipline is not just
the sum of what can be said about a subject: ,Medicine is not constituted by the total of
what can be truthfully said about illness; botany cannot be defined by the sum of all the
truths concerning plants” (Foucault 1981: 60). Discipline is the procedure of producing the
truth, but also the errors that have the positive function of renewal and progress: “Within
its own limits, each discipline recognizes true and false propositions; but it pushes back a
whole teratology of knowledge beyond its margins” (Foucault 1981: 60).3 It “fixes limits
for discourse by the action of an identity which takes the form of a permanent re-actuation
of the rules” (Foucault 1981: 61).

In addition, disciplinary methods made “the meticulous control of the operations of the
body, which assured the constant subjection of its forces and imposed upon them a relation
of docility-utility” possible (Foucault 1995: 137). The historical moment of the discipline to
arise, according to Foucault, was the moment when “an art of the human body was born,
which was directed not only at the growth of its skills, nor at the intensification of its subjec-
tion, but at the formation of a relation that in the mechanism itself makes it more obedient
as it becomes more useful” (Foucault 1995: 137-138). Discipline produced the subjected,
practiced and “docile” bodies. The history of the different disciplinary institutions, with
all their differences would show precisely the effects of those subjections, practices and
“docility”.

What was obvious is that from 17 century onwards, mostly on the territory of Western
Europe, we could testify of the development of the mechanisms of power that were applied
in different social fields (education, punishment, production, reproduction).

Hence, the importance of the genealogy of institutions is considered to be as equal as
the importance of their procedures and disciplinary techniques or the differences among
them (for instance, between prison discipline, hospital discipline or school discipline). These
institutions created different types of inmates as the object of the inquiry and complex
procedure of surveillance and punishment (Foucault 1995).

As we have already mentioned, disciplinary techniques had to take into account a
new phenomenon that was articulated like never before - new social body of popula-
tion (Foucault 2007). Processing, controling and surveilling of a large number of people

3. Foucaultuse the example of Mendel: “What Mendel did was to constitute the hereditary frait as an
absolutely new biological object, thanks to a kind of filtering which had never been used before:
he detached the trait from the species, and from the sex which transmits it; the field in which he
observed it being the infinitely open series of the generations, where it appears and disappears
according fo sfatistical regularities. This was a new object which called for new conceptual insfru-
ments and new theorefical foundations. Mendel spoke the fruth, but he was not ‘within the truth’
of the biological discourse of his time" (Foucault 1981: 61).
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opened new types of problems as well as the need for the new types of knowledge - those
of demography, health and other public policies, dealing with hygiene, life-span, fertility
and so forth. These problems would also be of the specific interest of sociology, since
its subject matter - a social body - was settled in the continuum between the individual
body and the body of the population.

The techniques of the discipline were not considered to be the ideal types in one mo-
ment of history but more as the different techniques and practices and concrete behaviours
that had the purpose to serve the particular, local needs (Foucault 1980a; 1994). For
instance, we can see the disciplinary connection between the Quaker theory and prison
punishment, since both insisted on isolation, solitude and silence. The obligation and disci-
pline of silence were installed in the prison system and a reward for good behaviour was
the privilege of speech (Rusche and Kirchheimer 1939). Everything that had to be said,
spoken or shaped in utterances and discourses was supposed to happen in the spaces of
the investigation - this was the only acceptable place to produce the utterances. There
was, namely, a deep inquisition pattern - model “inquisitorial” (Foucault 1994: 391) -
relation not only towards the body, but also towards the speech. Despite the fact that our
representations were familiar with inquisition practices which use the body, those were to
a great extent practices over texts and utterances. This pattern would later become part
of the epistemological strategy of empirical sciences (Foucault 1994: 391).

In this pattern the body and the text (Risti¢ and Marinkovié¢ 2015) were caught in the
trihedral measure-investigation-interrogation, where the measure was a mean of establis-
hing or re-establishing the order; the investigation was a mean of establishing or restoring
the facts; interrogation was a mean of establishing or restoring a norm, a rule, a division,
and classification (Foucault 1994:390). The Inquisition system became “one of the most
significant juridical-political matrices of our knowledge” (Foucault 1994: 392).

The development of society also brought “a separation of the functions of the doctor
and the priest, and then a transfer of moral regulation from the church to the clinic”, which
gave Turner a basis to conclude that medicine occupied “the social space left by the erosion
of religion” (Turner 2002: 22). This was a new codification, or rather a re-codification
of practices by the technology of separation, that is medicalized classification and rise
of the medical knowledge. Since the 17" century, body became both the place and the
instrument of knowledge, a place of the new epistemology of empiricism (Wolfe and Gal
2010). Primarily, medicine, anatomy and pathology found the body as a place that could
“produce” a new kind of texts, utterances and discourses or the new epistemology of the
social sciences.

Now we can see how the disciplinary practices that have developed due to the social
concepts of measure, investigation and interrogation are incorporated in the epistemo-
logical apparatus of sociology. The very practice of investigation, being essentially the
inquisitorial model or form, has its long history in Europe and is not eventually embedded
in scientific procedures and construction of facts. What was once designed primary for
practice in courts and was modified during the transition from revenge to punishment,
become applied in different social institutions and practices of governmentality. It also
became important in the context of the development of the system of knowledge. What
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once were social measures, techniques and technologies, later became the epistemological
instruments, transformed into models of research in medicine, law, linguistics and in other
sciences. Finally, it was articulated during the 19" century in the works of classic sociolo-
gists. For instance, Durkheim’s sociology appeared (as well as structural-functionalism in
Parsons, or system theory) as the sociology of measure. If we considered the sociology of
investigation, then we could point to whole field of empirical sociological studies and not
just early, classical works. Subsequently, a good example of the sociology of interrogation
would be Marxism and it's varieties.

This is to emphasize that sociology and sociological discipline emerged from the
certain social needs. They are inextricably linked to some social problem. On the other
side, we have tried to trace some of the aspects of the development of disciplinary soci-
ety that established the new norms to individuals and societies, and accordingly, made
possible the development of sociology as a modern science. However, we should not
neglect the other important aspect of the development of sociology such as the fact that it
had appeared (both in France and in Germany) in the context of the serious threat to the
post-revolutionary constellation along with the growing risk of jeopardizing social order.
One of the ideals of the era of Enlightenment was articulated through the revolutionary
practice, while other was legitimized due to the development of the concept of rational
scientific discourse in society.

5 Conclusion

With all the changes that have led to the development of science in general, sociology
in particular, as a modern discursive practice, there have been the unavoidable, constitu-
tive transitions in disciplining order. This paper highlighted the most important outcomes
of aforementioned processes through the emergence and development of institutions that
began to produce the positive knowledge - psychiatric clinics, hospitals, schools, labora-
tories, etc. (Foucault 2003).

In every respect, the key elements for the broader genealogical research are given in
the Foucault’s works that was only partly mentioned in this paper, not with the aim to pres-
ent his arguments, but to interpret them in accordance with the question of the genealogy
of sociology as a modern science - since it seems that Foucault’s analysis only indirectly
tackled the question.

The aim of tracing the genealogical path of disciplinary practices and the sociological
discourse was to show that regionalization of knowledge was possible when the social
reality became “divided” and multiplied with the help of the Enlightenment. Furthermore,
it was argued that fragmentation of different practices is possible due to the knowledge
creation. Since the new institutions - prisons, schools and clinics were established, new
discourses of legitimization followed, and that opened the space for the emergence of
sociology.

Following these settings, we can conclude that social construction of knowledge is
never exclusively one type of social practice - it is connected to the different spheres of
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society (economy, politics, power) and it is emerging out of the different settings of power
relations - hence power/knowledge.

There is still an open question of how far one could go in the research of the rudimentary
forms of disciplining practices: all the way to the Roman legions and their regimentations,
to the Benedictine monastic practices of discipline in the early Middle Ages? What is for
sure, at least until our time came, is that society has become the primary generator of
discipline and normalization - through the network of social institutions and knowledge
that have emerged during the 18" and 19" centuries. In somewhat different forms, it lately
overtook the organized social life in the Western Europe and beyond.
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EXAMINING SOCIOLOGY’S
POSITION IN AN INCREASINGLY
INTERDISCIPLINARY ENVIRONMENT

ABSTRACT

The perspective of growing interdisciplinarity implies the need to establish sociology’s
position within an even more ‘interdisciplinary environment’ of contemporary science.
Sociology’s relationship with other sciences is intimately intertwined with several types of
issues scrutinised here: a) the modalities of interdisciplinary conjunctions; b) the attributes
of levels at which interdisciplinary cooperation may appear; c) what sociology can provide
to and what it may require from other disciplines; and d) potential advantages of parti-
cipation in interdisciplinary scientific ventures, as well as their possible hazards. Further,
the preference for multidisciplinarity as a ‘softer’ variant of interdisciplinary connection is
emphasised. Finally, the urgency pertaining to the disciplinary uniqueness of sociology,
due to its capability to adequately answer a vast number of social challenges today, is
underlined.

KEY WORDS: contemporary science, disciplines, forms of interdisciplinary conjunctions,
fragmentation of sociology, role of sociology

Raziskovanje mesta sociologije
v naraséajoce interdisciplinarnem okolju

1ZVLECEK

S perspektive vse veéje interdisciplinarnosti se zdi nujno dolo¢iti tudi mesto sociologije v
kontekstu rastoéega interdisciplinarnega okolja sodobne znanosti. Odnos sociologije do
drugih znanosti se nemudoma preplete s tevilnimi vprasanji, ki jih tu preuéujemo: a) nacini
interdisciplinarnih povezav; b) lastnosti ravni, na katerih se lahko pojavijo interdisciplinarna
sodelovanja; c) kaj sociologija lahko zagotovi in kaj lahko pri¢akuje od drugih disciplin;
d) potencialne prednosti sodelovanija v interdisciplinarnih znanstvenih podvigih kot tudi
njihove morebitne nevarnosti. Poleg tega je poudarjena prednost multidisciplinarnosti kot
»mehkejSe« razli¢ice interdisciplinarne povezanosti. In na koncu, poudarjena je nujnost
disciplinarne enotnosti sociologije zaradi njene sposobnosti, da danes ustrezno odgovori
na veliko $tevilo druzbenih izzivov.
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1 Introductory Notes

The landscape of the contemporary science has increasingly been marked by interdis-
ciplinarity (see, for instance, Henry 2005; Jacobs and Frickel 2009: 45-47; Crane 2010:
170).! Obviously, interdisciplinarity has become a certain fashion in the academic world
(Burawoy 2013: 7). It has become ascendingly favoured in funding scientific research
(Garforth and Kerr 2011: 660) and, particularly in some countries (like the UK) it seems
to be on everyone's agenda (Strathern 2007: 125). The depicted situation indicates
tremendous expectations of interdisciplinarity that is viewed ‘as a solution to a series
of contemporary problems’ (Barry et al. 2008: 21). While interdisciplinarity represents
one of the major topics today, it seems that this concept is frequently taken for granted,
without detailed examination of its key features, preceding presumptions and following
implications. In this article the basic definition of the concept and crucial determinants of
interdisciplinarity will be provided, contextual determinants of its appearance disputed,
diverse types of interdisciplinary connections presented, particular flaws and obstacles
related to the emergence of interdisciplinary collaborations analysed, as well as critical
remarks addressed to the idea of interdisciplinarity debated.

However, the basic aim of this paper is to situate sociology within the growing inter-
disciplinary map of contemporary science. The relation of sociology with other sciences
is tightly linked to several types of issues that will be discussed: forms of interdisciplinary
connections, attributes of levels (epistemological, theoretical and methodological) at which
interdisciplinary cooperation may be instituted, possible contributions and requirements
of sociology regarding other disciplines and probable benefits and dangers of entering
into interdisciplinary arrangements. Moreover, a general anticipation of the upcoming
trends considering intradisciplinary and interdisciplinary issues of sociology will be briefly
exposed.

The anyhow challenging question of the relation of sociology and interdisciplinarity
is even more demanding to analyse due to the highly complex nature of sociology itself.

2 Intradisciplinary Queries of Sociology

Perhaps squarely uttered yet quite adequately defining scientific disciplines is the fol-
lowing categorisation: they are ‘firmly established social structures for the organization
of knowledge’ (Greckhamer et al. 2008 according to Crane 2010: 170). This definition
highlights the institutional foundation, regularly identified with academic departments that
educate new generations of students, and the epistemological foundation, i.e. theoretical

1. This arficle is based on the paper presented at the ‘Annual Meeting of the Slovenian Sociological
Association 2015 - Sociology between Producing Knowledge and Shaping Society’ that was
held from 6th to 7th November 2015 in Ljubljana, Slovenia.
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concepts and tools, codified language and research methods, as crucial determining pillars
of any discipline (Coast et al. 2007 according to Crane 2010: 170).2 A commitment to
a particular discipline ensures that certain disciplinary concepts and methods have been
applied properly while other elements that are not ranked as part of a discipline are put
aside (Barry et al. 2008: 20-21). Any science presumes an organized group of experts
who decide about what can be considered as valid disciplinary knowledge. In the most
general sense, any discipline is rooted in ‘an “assumptive world”, beliefs and practices so
hallowed that they go without saying, taken completely for granted” (Scheff 2013: 180).

However, in sociology it is intensely demanding to detect such an assumptive, un-
disputable world. Instead of consensus on the crucial categories of sociology, one can
find ‘dissensus’ about the core of the discipline (Holmwood 2010: 649), blatant disunity,
fragmentation and heterogeneity that appears at diverse axes and levels: ontological,
epistemological and methodological.

The diversity of sociology is articulated in numerous ways. At the most abstract level,
the discipline is considered as multi-paradigmatic, or as a science consisting of diverg-
ing research programmes and traditions. It is a fractured discipline (in Moody and Light
2006: 68) that suffers from a pronounced level of incoherence (Davis 1994; Holmwood
2010: 647), permanent proliferation of diverse schools of thought (in Fuller 1991: 313),
that has been facing crisis (Gouldner 1970; see also Weif3 1995 according to Steinmetz
and Chae 2002: 113), that has been grasped by a decomposition process (Horowitz
1994) and that is ‘irremediably interstitial’ (Abbot 2001: 6). The interstitial character of
sociology betokens that it contains sets of fractal distinctions, or binary dichotomies, which
have been ramified across the whole body of the discipline (Abbot 2001: 3-33). Real-
ism - nominalism, structure - agency, positivism - interpretavism are only a few pairs of
a considerably more extensive list of binary oppositions that reflect the disruption within
the core of sociology. Exceptional subspecialisation also contributes to the disintegration
of the discipline, i.e. the dispersion into a tremendous number of particular substantial
realms. Due to the enduring process of fragmentation (Garforth and Kerr 2011: 659), at
the theoretical level, sociology has become the ‘discipline dominated by a highly detailed
research on minute problems’ (Ritzer 1990: 11) with a bulk of over-specialized theories
(Turner and Boynes 2006: 376). The scope of substantial subject matter fields is, thus,
ample and among them exist strict boundaries, what implies a lack of interest for the works
of sociologists specialized for other topics (Stinchcombe 1994: 283). Regarding this issue,
| entirely agree with Scheff (2013: 184) that specialization must not represent an end in
itself. From the viewpoint of exponents of sub-specialized fields, sociology may appear as
a coherent structure, but a glance at the totality of science indicates ‘disconnection and
chaos’ (Moody and Light 2006: 67).

The disunity of sociology is also manifested at the organizational level. According to
Fuchs and Turner (1986: 148-149) this is actually the weakest point of the discipline as

2. Similarly, Fuller (1991: 302) emphasizes the importance of disciplinary boundaries since they
‘provide the structure needed for a variety of funcfions, ranging from the allocation of cognitive
authority and material resources to the establishment of reliable access to some extra-social reality’.
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governing patterns of organizational control over sociological work imply its immaturity. In
comparison to mature sciences marked by a single, homogenous establishment that defines
the standards of all dimensions of scientific work, in sociology there is a pluralistic structure
with no single group possessing a monopoly position and control ‘over the production
and administration of sociological knowledge’ (Fuchs and Turner 1986: 149). The lack of
central control over material, organizational and symbolic resources is perceived as the
cause of incoherence and disintegration (Turner 2006). A disintegrated state of affairs
goes along with the ineffectiveness of professional organizations (Stinchcombe 1994:
289). In that sense reflexive weakness is attributed to sociology, since it is not capable to
be properly constituted as a social unit (Fuller 1991: 314). Additionally, the disintegration
of sociology induces steady difficulties for justifying its existence (Stinchcombe 1994: 279)
and makes future prospects of the discipline uncertain. This uncertainty is produced by the
incapability to obtain consensus about the criteria for stratification of sociologists. Instead
of unified criteria for defining excellence, within the discipline a ‘partially ordered stratifi-
cation system’ (Stinchcombe 1994: 281) with multiple standards for evaluating research,
training and prestige of departments is at work (Stinchcombe 1994: 281-283, 288).
Alongside the denoted frictions and divisions, there is an additional tension related
to the adversative conceiving of its final telos. On the one hand, sociology is viewed as
stringent science about the social world, while on the opposite side there are sociologists
who underline the primacy of social engagement and activism. The enormous disruption
of the two contrary angles may even end in a bifurcation and cleavage of sociology as
a humanistic and, on the diametric pole, narrowly scientific discipline (Turner 2006: 26).
Even a brief glance at the surface of sociology unfolds that it is a highly messy, dis-
ordered, fractional discipline with an amorphous identity. Finally, it can be assessed that
‘sociology as a discipline exists in a state of internal interdisciplinarity’ (Holmwood 2010:

650, also 646).

3 The Basic Assumptions of Interdisciplinarity
3.1 Definitions of Interdisciplinarity

An incipient preliminary remark when examining interdisciplinarity refers to a common
attitude that it represents a confemporary phenomenon, what is entirely wrong. There is a
long history of coexistence between interdisciplinary centres and academic departments
of single disciplines (Strathern 2007: 125). Rather than conceiving interdisciplinarity as
something novel, it should be interpreted as a ‘historical constant’ (Barry et al. 2008: 23).
However, what is epochally new is that interdisciplinarity has turned into ‘a totalising mode
of academic being’ (Strathern 2007: 125), i.e. it has been deployed into the core of the
academic world, and is faced with huge expectations, as it is perceived as an instrument
that should bridge science with society and economy (Barry et al. 2008: 23).

A quite comprehensive definition of interdisciplinarity is provided by Rogers and oth-
ers (according to Coast et al. 2007: 496) who designate it as the ‘emergence of insight
and understanding of a problem domain through the integration or derivation of different
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concepts, methods and epistemologies from different disciplines in a novel way". It should
be stressed that interdisciplinarity appears in problem domains that cannot be properly
comprehended from the angle of a single discipline. In this sense, interdisciplinarity should
be primarily seen as complementary to monodisciplinary researches, as it strives o fill
knowledge gaps that single disciplines cannot accomplish (Coast et al. 2007: 4946).
Certainly, interdisciplinary research is not a substitution for disciplinary knowledge, but
its completion, as it ‘can only enrich our understanding of the world’ (Burawoy 2013: 7).
The basic intention of interdisciplinary research projects is twofold: a) they aim to produce
novel knowledge, i.e. to explain a particular phenomenon under consideration, and b) they
try to find a solution for a certain problem. Therefore, besides the cognitive component,
interdisciplinarity also includes the practical component. The latter is particularly empha-
sized, as interdisciplinarity exhibits a remarkable problem-solving orientation (Burawoy
2013: 7; Barry et al. 2008: 29-30; Jacobs and Frickel 2009: 47). Probably exactly in
this attribute lies the attraction of interdisciplinarity to political actors who perceive it as
an answer to numerous social challenges.

3.2 Variety of Interdisciplinary Modes

Interdisciplinarity cannot be examined as a monolithic endeavour, but as a heteroge-
neous phenomenon that is shaped in a variety of disciplinary connections and manifests
in multiple forms, fields, institutions, trajectories and practices (Barry et al. 2008: 21, 24,
41). One of the urgent tasks is to distinguish interdisciplinarity from the proliferating akin
concepts like multidisciplinarity and transdisciplinarity (author’s emphasis) (Garforth and
Kerr 2011: 673).3 The softest form of interdisciplinary cooperation is multidisciplinarity,
within which researches of two or more disciplines work parallel on the same issue without
changing their own disciplinary frameworks, epistemologies, theories and methods (Coast
etal. 2007: 499-500; Barry et al. 2008: 27; Crane 2010: 171; Strathern 2007: 124-125;
Davis 2007). Multidisciplinarity may appear even entirely without a cross-disciplinary
connection (Viterbo 2007). On the other side, the strongest forms of interdisciplinary col-
laboration represent transdisciplinarity that presumes the merging of fundamental norms,
epistemological assumptions, theories and methodologies of distinctive disciplines and,
finally, their fusion (Coast et al. 2007: 500; Barry et al. 2008: 27; Crane 2010: 171; Strath-
ern 2007: 124-125; Viterbo 2007; Steinmetz 2007: 55; Holmwood 2010: 644, 654).
In such circumstances initial disciplines disappear while novel knowledge fields emerge.
Such hybrid knowledge fields are designated as interdisciplines marked by ‘intentionally
porous organizational, epistemological and political boundaries’ (Frickel 2004 according
to Crane 2010: 171). Cultural studies, migration studies, media studies, science studies,
gender studies and material culture studies are only a few examples of a dozen of such
hybrid knowledge areas (see also Crane 2010). Multidisciplinarity and transdisciplinarity

3. Inthe rich body of literature about the disciplinary organization of current knowledge production
the prefixes pluri-, poli-, cross-, post-, a-, anti-disciplinarity also can be found. Due fo limitation of
space, and since it is not of crucial importance for this paper, | will omit here a defailed clarification
of subtle distinctions among the numerous terms.
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may be considered as two extreme poles on a wider continuum of possible interdisciplin-
ary arrangements that may vary in degree and complexity (Strathern 2007: 124-125,
132). | find this gradual image of instances of interdisciplinarity completely convincing.
The term interdisciplinarity is within this framework a type of neutral, ‘generic term’ (Barry
et al. 2008: 28) or denominator for a whole array of possible modalities of cooperation
between sciences.

Burawoy (2013: 14-17) takes a somewhat different approach in identifying the types
of interdisciplinarity. According to him, interdisciplinarity ought to be clarified by answer-
ing two questions: a) to whom is the knowledge addressed (whether the knowledge is for
an academic or extra-academic audience), and b) what is the purpose of knowledge (is
it reflexive or instrumental). Hence, by classifying the types of interdisciplinary connec-
tions one should be aware, Burawoy rightly points out, of the nature of the developed
knowledge and the social actors who will benefit from it.

3.3 Challenges in Implementing Interdisciplinary Work

Albeit interdisciplinarity has been extensively promoted and placed into the spotlight
of contemporary science, there are numerous obstacles in its accomplishing. These barri-
ers can be grouped in four categories: a) epistemic, b) administrative, c) organizational,
d) practical.

Epistemic barriers are inevitably outcomes of the specificity of each discipline that dif-
fer in the ‘incompatible styles of thought, research traditions, techniques, and language’
(Jacobs and Frickel 2009: 47) and overall sets of basic ontological, epistemological,
theoretical, and methodological assumptions, as well as a variety of codified procedures.
Additionally, diverse sciences may operate on a different level of abstractness and gen-
erality and that could represent a setback to synchronizing the interworking.

The existing administrative system is regularly not supportive to the researchers that
work in interdisciplinary fields. They need to devote greater efforts to conducting more
risky interdisciplinary researches (Jacobs and Frickel 2009: 47-48). The present reward
and promotional system within academia favours overspecialization and remaining inside
the strict specialized topics within single disciplines, which has a discouraging effect on
undertaking interdisciplinary work (Wright et al. 2015: 271-272). The evaluation and
assessment of interdisciplinary knowledge is a special issue. Currently, there is an obvious
dominance of indirect measures, as are a number of patents and publications conveyed
through the interdisciplinary research. At the same time, there is a discernible lack, or at
least insufficiency, of epistemic criteria (like explanatory power or comprehensiveness)
for the estimation of solely interdisciplinary work, and not assessing it through the lens
of monodisciplinarity (Mansilla and Gardner 2004; Strathern 2005 according to Coast
et al. 2007: 498). Yet, a transparent and satisfactory system of assessing the quality of
interdisciplinary work, | would like to emphasize, still needs to be developed.

Closely related to the former are difficulties that appear at the organizational level.
The empirical study conducted by Garforth and Kerr (2011) indicates a certain division
between different units of a university, i.e. between permanent staff employed in depart-
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ments and fixed-term contract staff that works in units on applied research. The latter
researchers adhere considerably more to the axial premises of interdisciplinary work.
However, scientists from applied research units have quite a low prestige, lack institutional
recognition and work in precarious conditions at the periphery of academic structures
(Garforth and Kerr 2011: 669, 671). Even though these researchers possess symbolic
capital and are skilful in gaining financial capital needed for research projects, they lack
academic/scientific capital, which (except in the case of the most successful individuals)
very negatively affects their career path (Garforth and Kerr 2011: 671).

Finally, Coast et al. (2007: 497-499) suggest practical obstacles that a researcher,
willing to become a practitioner of interdisciplinarity, confronts: training, funding, rec-
ognition, institutional structures, time and effort and readiness. Reaching competence
in an interdisciplinary field is tremendously demanding, since it is a vexatious process
that requires extensive time, lots of patience and hard work and also presumes certain
individual traits as open-mindedness, curiosity and aptitude for taking risks. On the other
hand, the current scientific system is designed to gauge monodisciplinary science. Despite
the nominally proclaimed preferences toward interdisciplinarity, research grant committees
‘tend to favour grant proposals that build in interdisciplinarity rhetoric without necessarily
delivering interdisciplinarity’ (Coast et al. 2007: 498). The exposed difficulties indicate
that interdisciplinarity is an agenda that appears attractive as a written word, but that is
hardly convertible in concrete research practice.

3.4 The Social Context of Increasing the Relevance
of Interdisciplinarity

Why has interdisciplinarity become such a favoured form of scientific endeavour
nowadays? Globalization processes, expansion of technological advancement and the
postmodern framework are extracted as factors that impact the ascendance of interdisci-
plinarity (Riley and McCarthy 2003 according to Coast et al. 2007: 494). In addition,
there has been a crucial switch in the logic of funding scientific research. Namely, diverse
types of funding agencies have begun to privilege research projects at the intersections of
diverse disciplines with the attitude that at these boundary areas lie productive research
agendas (Coast et al. 2007: 494-495).

The switch towards interdisciplinarity can be conceived as an expression of redefining
the relation between society and science at the end of the 20™ and the beginning of the
215 century. This relation is reshaped in the requirement for science to be directly involved
in solving social issues and actively contribute to economic development. In order to achi-
eve the denoted demands, science should exhibit ‘the ability to break down disciplinary
barriers’ (Strathern 2007: 125). By erasing the distance towards publicity, contemporary
science, and universities in particular, are faced with two types of expectations: a) to
provide the solution for a given social issue, and b) to convey patents and other forms of
intellectual properties (Strathern 2007: 127-128).

These currents are effectively articulated in the concept of MODE 2 of knowledge
production (Gibbons et al. 1994). MODE 2 accentuates the broader social and econo-
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mic context within which various types of actors take part. One of the crucial features of
MODE 2 is transdisciplinarity#, since problem-solving oriented knowledge that is at the
forefronttoday requires overcoming of a single disciplinary framework (see also Gibbons
et al. 1994 in Schmidt 2007: 314). The current model of generating knowledge, finally,
underlines its social accountability (Gibbons et al. 1994: 7; see also Strathern 2007: 125)
and highlights its orientation towards application (Gibbons et al. 1994: 4).

The rise of interdisciplinarity profoundly corresponds to the upheaval in conceiving
the social function of scientific institutions. The new agenda insists on the utilization of
knowledge for social and economic purposes. Knowledge production organizations
are expected to be an integral part of the emerging knowledge economy. Therefore, the
reconfigured role of science today may be interpreted as part of a broader project of (re)-
instalment of the currently dominant neoliberal socio-economic paradigm.

3.5 Advocates and Critics of Interdisciplinarity

A dozen of recent austere social issues, like climate change, pandemic diseases, terro-

rism, poverty, social exclusion, structural unemployment, financial and economic crisis, or
the more current migration crisis, require proper solutions. Due to the complexity of these
phenomena, advocates of interdisciplinarity argue that it is unlikely to expect that right
answers would come from single traditional disciplines. Thus they echo the already stated
attitudes about economic and overall social benefits of science in its interdisciplinary facet.
On the opposite side, critics of interdisciplinarity warn that such claims are unconvincing
and the whole concept is conceived as, basically, ideologically driven. According to
Schmidt (2007: 313-314, 318) interdisciplinarity is primarily a political term, situated in
the heart of current knowledge politics. Nonetheless, interdisciplinarity has become a type
of buzzword (author’s emphasis), frequently used by public administrators (Davis 2007).
Without expressing an additional value judgement, | agree with these critical remarks.®
The current discourse on interdisciplinarity is considerably coloured with a neoliberal
agenda that knowledge should be commodified and science put in service to economic
(and social) development. Interdisciplinarity is here a popular catchword, a concept
often used, but without precise meaning (Schmidt 2007: 313-314, 316). This holds true,
I would add, not just for businesspersons and public officers, but also for academics who
frequently use the concept entirely uncritically.
Some commentators entirely rightly point out that insisting on interdisciplinary work may
present a threat to intellectual autonomy, since such researches are regularly funded by
extra-scientific actors who not rarely ignore deeper theoretical insights on a given issue,
what may consequently lead to eroding standards and decrease the quality of scientific
work (Puddephatt and Mclaughlin, 2015: 317).

4. Gibbons et al. (1994, particularly 4-6 and 27-30) prefer transdisciplinarity as the most suitable
form of interdisciplinary knowledge production activity.

5. Itis mandatory to stress that | am not sceptical considering the idea of social and economic utili-
zation of scientific knowledge, but | am against the primacy of pragmatic logic that might totally
instrumentalize science and undermine the standards of scientific work.
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The reconfigured financial environment and system of funding scientific institutions
compatible with MODE 2 of knowledge production that favours interdisciplinary research
could imply a negative impact on single disciplines. In such an environment sociology
is particularly vulnerable, since particular thematic sub-fields of this science, marked by
weak disciplinary identity, incline to be displaced out of sociology and constitute new,
often applicably oriented, subject fields (Holmwood 2010). Eventually, such an institutional
environment currently efficient in the UK, Holmwood expresses his concerns (2010: 652),
leads to disappearance of sociology.

Critics also unravel the epistemic issues with interdisciplinarity by underlining that to
become an expertin a given field one has to learn during the whole lifetime (Davis 2007),
so it is not realistic to expect that a specialist for two (or even more) fields will be met in
one person. Quite the opposite, under the banner of interdisciplinarity a certain intellec-
tual amateurism is not a rare appearance (Davis 2007). Moreover, it is not clear that
interdisciplinarity is universally superior to traditional disciplinary research’ (Puddephatt
and Mclaughlin, 2015: 317). Although it holds true that the existing (mono)disciplinary
framework of science is not capable of resolving numerous challenges nowadays, | am
inclined to express agreement with the convincingly elaborated evinced sceptical views
and critical objections addressed to interdisciplinarity.

4 Sociology and Interdisciplinarity
4.1 Modalities of Interdisciplinary Connections

As there are different modalities of interdisciplinary collaboration, there are also vari-
ous paths of establishing such interdisciplinary connections, as ‘researchers have been
shown to find various routes into and between disciplines’ (Garforth and Kerr 2011: 660).
When analysing the dynamics of development of interconnectedness among disciplines,
one has to take info account the epistemic and institutional context (author’s emphasis)
(Garforth and Kerr 2011: 660).

By viewing the relations towards original disciplines, three ideal types of interdisci-
plinarity can be distinguished: integrative-synthesis, subordination-service and agonistic-
antagonistic mode (Barry et al. 2008: 28-29). The first mode presumes a productive
dialogue of separate disciplines which generates (however, not necessarily) a new common
knowledge field. The basic feature of the second mode is the hierarchical division of labour
within which some disciplines are valued as more worthy, while others are undervalued.
Such distinction of tasks and the inevitable asymmetry in the power relation may, actually,
reinforce the stability of a single discipline rather than foster an epistemic change towards
a new hybrid interdisciplinary knowledge field (Barry et al. 2008: 28-29). The third
mode is driven by an agonistic or antagonistic relation to existing forms of disciplinary
knowledge and practice’ (Barry et al. 2008: 29), thus, it marks the type of establishing
interdisciplinarity that emerges exactly in critical dialogue with the starting disciplines.
Newly profiled interdisciplines are irreducible to initial disciplines (Barry et al. 2008:
28-29).
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The question that inevitably arises in this stage of our discussion is: What types of rela-
tions with other disciplines may sociology enter2 | suggest at least three possible types
of relations considering primarily the distribution of power or the relation of dominance:
interdisciplinary indifference (disciplinary isolationism), hegemonic pretensions and equal
partnership. Obligatory emphasis is here placed on ‘at least’, since | do not intend to claim
that some other possible types may also be identified.

4.1.1 Interdisciplinary Indifference / Disciplinary Isolationism

Under this header | presume a mode within which sociology barely establishes con-
nections with other sciences and entirely retains its autonomy. If they even occur, possible
connections are superficial and represent minimal scientific communication in the form of
reading books and articles shaped in other disciplines, or the participation in discussions
at scientific meetings or in a public discourse. The apex of the connection within this mode
is the possible borrowing of certain concepts or ideas and methodological procedures,
initially formed in other disciplines, like biology, psychology, economics or politics, and
transposing them into sociology. Take, just as an illustration, the basic premises of rational
choice (theoretical) framework initially developed in economics, the concept of adaption
or (natural) selection firstly elaborated in biology, ethnographical researches pioneered
by anthropologists, or the method of discourse analysis originally intfroduced in the field
of linguistics. The mentioned theoretical assertions and methodological approaches find
their proponents among sociologists who adapted and applied them in a sociological
manner. The reverse direction of such transfers is feasible as well. For instance, function-
alism developed by Comte, Spencer and especially Durkheim was later embraced by
anthropologists. Further examples of such two-directional interchanges are multiple. It is
obvious that the depicted type, indeed, does not represent authentic interdisciplinarity
in the strict sense. This mode, quite the contrary, strengthens the vision of science as a
conglomerate of a series of distinctive disciplines.

4.1.2 Hegemonic Pretensions

When sociology enters the realm of cooperation with other disciplines, it may tend
to express its (presumed) superiority and entail itself as a leading (social) science. The
idea of the dominant role of sociology in the hierarchy of sciences is not new and can be
traced back to the early days of the discipline when already Comte proclaimed its central
place among all modern sciences (Comte 2000/1896: 27-55). This motive has been
since recognized as the Comtean vision of sociology as the queen of sciences (author’s
empbhasis) (Katunarié 2009: 202). The royal image of sociology is rooted in the idea of
its capability to encompass and explain society in its totality, which can be accomplished
if it hires other disciplines to fill in the gaps in the knowledge about society. The final aim
is that sociology should comprise knowledge about the totality of the entire social world
(Katunari¢ 2009: 202-203). In order to acquire the denoted objective, sociology needs
to broaden ‘disciplinary boundaries outwards into fields covered by other sciences’
(Katunari¢ 2009: 202), which leads to the emergence of ‘intradisciplinary interdiscipli-
narity’ (Faber and Scheper 1997 according to Katunarié 2009: 207). Interdisciplinarity
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is, conditionally speaking, present here, but it is completely enshrined in the framework
of one single discipline - sociology.

According to Steinmetz (2007: 52-56) in particular periods in history sociology
managed to impose hegemony over other disciplines. Such circumstances occurred from
1945 until 1970s which is the phase of dominance of hegemonic positivism. This period
was marked by Parsons’ imperial ambition to promote sociology as the axial social science
with other disciplines as its satellites (Steinmetz 2007: 54-55).

The examined type of interdisciplinary connectivity is fully compatible with the above
presented subordination-service mode. Within any hierarchy, the elements at the bottom
are in an unfavourable position, so in the hierarchy of sciences there is a threat for weak
disciplines to be dissolved and to completely vanish (Burawoy 2013: 7).

In the immensely interesting analysis based on the examination of co-citation patterns
in social sciences journals, Moody and Light (2006) came to the finding that sociology is
the central social science in terms of a vastly broad scope of examined topics. Yet, works
of sociologists are not so frequently cited by their colleagues, as is the case with econo-
mists, law scientists, psychologists, or political scientists. That indicates that sociology is a
general discipline that examines a vast range of issues, evinces weak internal cohesion
and has open borders for possible cooperation with other disciplines.

4.1.3 Equal Partnership

There is also the possibility to establish interdisciplinary connections that would not
imply an asymmetry in power relations. The basic idea here is that each discipline conduct
its own part of research task, after which the assemblage of particular researches would
yield the whole mosaic of the phenomenon under scrutiny. The cooperation between disci-
plines in such cases is centred on specific empirical issues that are analysed from different
disciplinary angles. For instance, ethnic conflicts or processes of post-socialist transition
represent complex fields of inquiry that require the interworking of economists, political
scientists, historians and others without an a priori presumption of the crucial relevance of
a given discipline® (Katunari¢ 2009: 209-212). Other examples of such interdisciplinary
connections are quite numerous, like the issue of climate change that gathers experts from
natural science disciplines, who analyse its dynamic and monitor particular parameters,
and a wide span of social scientists who examine the economic, political and overall social
consequences of the global warming.

This mode of interdisciplinary nexus does not assume the merging of disciplines at
any level, or the emergence of hybrid disciplines, i.e. interdisciplines. It is obvious that it
entirely corresponds to multidisciplinarity as it was defined earlier. Within this mode, a
discipline may cross the disciplinary borders, but the border remains intact and stable,
and the discipline preserves its autonomy.

6. A more careful inspection reveals that this form of interdisciplinary cooperation also comprises the
latent hegemonic pretensions of particular disciplines. For example, emphasizing the relevance
of the rational choice theory in explaining the behaviour of social actors during the post-socialist
fransition, in fact, represents an attempt to promote the position of economics, to which the denoted

theory is atfached (Katunari¢ 2009: 210-212).
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4.2 The Atiributes of Levels at Which Interdisciplinary
Cooperation May Appear

Regardless of the degree of encounter of disciplines, interdisciplinary work can function
at the methodological level. This may include applying the same sets of methodological
procedures and particular methods and techniques by different sciences in interdisciplinary
research projects. Indeed, scientific methods are rarely monopolies of a distinct discipline.
Certainly, questionnaires, interviews, observation, diverse types of text analysis and many
others are not exclusive methods of sociology” as they can be found in the methodological
arsenal of different sciences. In short, principally it should not be an obstacle to link diverse
disciplines at the methodological level, despite the specific manner in which they can be
applied in their home disciplines.

A look into the past indicates that sciences have borrowed ideas, concepts and whole
theories and usually adapted and refined them to their own purposes. Just to mention the
idea of evolution that was imported, unfortunately not seldom with intensely negative
effects, from biology. Regarding this topic, Urry (according to Holmwood 2010: 652) yet
depicts sociology as a parasite discipline that imports issues and discourse initially intro-
duced in other sciences. Since it is placed in the network centre of social sciences, such
position allows it to readily borrow ideas from neighbouring disciplines (Moody and Light
2006: 72-73). On the other hand, sociology has often exported its ideas, frameworks,
concepts and theories (Holmwood 2010: 643, 646; Garforth and Kerr 2011: 659). This
kind of intellectual interchange among sciences is quite common, and it is likely that it will
be maintained in the future. These insights lead to the conclusion that it is not particularly
easy fo set interdisciplinary connections at the theoretical level.

The most demanding task is to institute an interdisciplinary relation at the epistemological
level, though one could question whether such epistemological connections are inevitable,
even advisable at all. My suggestion to this dilemmais simply - no. If there is any defining
feature of a particular discipline, it is the specific conceiving of the ontology of a given
phenomenological realm that has been examined and a certain set of epistemological
assumptions. Thus the possible adopting of the epistemology of another discipline indeed
represents an essential ransformation of the departing discipline. Such a process actually
occurs in the case of transdisciplinarity when at the end initial disciplines cease.

4.3 What Sociology Could Provide to and
What it May Require From Other Disciplines?

Certainly, there is the question why sociology should enter into cooperation with other
sciences, what the potential benefits are, as well as what it can offer to them. As a soci-
ologist convinced in the profound relevance of the discipline, | would suggest that it can
provide immensely valuable insights mainly by unfolding the social aspect of a particular

7. Quite the contrary, sociology has serious difficulties to allege its disfinctiveness in the methodolo-
gical field, especially in comparison to other social sciences, such as economics, psychology or
anthropology (Holmwood 2010: 645).
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phenomenon. Namely, the broad scope of phenomena that primarily represent subject
fields of other disciplines inherently possess a social component. Even phenomena that
are not of direct interest to sociologists, as climate changes, GMO, diseases, urban de-
sign or invention of technological devices, comprises a dimension of emphasized social
relevance. Sociologists undoubtedly can reveal the social aspects of these phenomena
and thus contribute to the improved understanding of issues under scrutiny of ecologists,
medical scientists, architects, technology engineers efc.

On the other hand, sociology may also find the knowledge developed in other fields
useful. When it attempts to explain the behaviour of individual actors or groups in social
environments, insights from psychology, psychiatry, economics, political science or even
ethnography or historiography can represent a valuable contribution. By the same token
as diverse non-sociological phenomena include social aspects, different sociological
phenomena also contain aspects that are not entirely just social.

Therefore, sociology undoubtedly has a rationale to establish interdisciplinary con-
nections through which knowledge can flow in both directions: from sociology to other
sciences and vice versa.

4.4 Advantages and Flaws of Participation
in Interdisciplinary Scientific Ventures

In the preceding section some arguments were provided that highlight the leverages
that the logic of interdisciplinarity opens to sociology. This is intimately intertwined with
the increased awareness that a vast number of phenomena in the sphere of technology,
culture, sports, everyday life or medicine is immersed in society and contains a particular
social dimension. From this point of view, interdisciplinarity can be comprehended as a
platform that provides an extraordinary opportunity for sociology to express its social
relevance and urgency.

There are also some threats of the interdisciplinary work of sociologists. One of them
is the possible disruption between professional or disciplinary sociology and sociology
engaged with social issues, that is interdisciplinary oriented (Burawoy 2013: 10). The
denoted division may take the shape of a spatial split between the Global North, inclined
to the former, and the Global South, attached to interdisciplinary researches; the tenden-
cy to such geographical allocation of sociological work should be restrained (Burawoy
2013: 10-11, 14). This partition corresponds to the gap between fundamental researches
conducted within the traditional disciplinary environment of an academia and applied,
interdisciplinary aimed, researches (Garforth and Kerr 2011: 662-668). The major con-
cern related to this division is that it, since applied researches more directly depend on
funding, as a final consequence can undermine the autonomy of academia by mitigating
the critical inquiry of researchers (Bourdieu according to Garforth and Kerr 2011: 662).
In such circumstances, proponents of disciplinarity claim that they preserve the autonomy
of scientific labour, while interdisciplinarity is conceived as a danger for an academia
(Garforth and Kerr 2011: 667-668; see also Barry et al. 2008: 22). Undoubtedly, this

concern is entirely comprehensible, even though it is undisputable that scientists, whether
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they act from the disciplinary or interdisciplinary position, are not allowed to diminish the
standards of scientific performance when faced by any type of external pressures.

It is also important to avoid the possible interdisciplinary arrangements within which
sociology would take a pro forma role, only to legitimate the ‘interdisciplinary’ character
of a certain research. Sociologists ought to think carefully about the real nature of interdi-
sciplinary research projects they intend to be involved into, bearing in mind the already
stated proposition that interdisciplinarity is a buzzword, often used completely superficially.

4.5 Sociology between Isolated Monodisciplinarity
and Radical Interdisciplinarity — Discussion on Some Key Matters

Regarding the variants of interdisciplinary connections, three envisaged forms are
extracted. Taking the position of interdisciplinary indifference, i.e. disciplinary isolationi-
sm, may imply that sociology is a self-sufficient science. Some may object that such an
argument is somehow naive as social phenomena and processes are too complex to be
accurately grasped only with the analytical tools of a sole discipline. In my opinion, it is
not an advisable strategy to stay confined to the borders of a single discipline, but there
is also no sense in embarking in interdisciplinary projects at any price. The decision to
initiate interworking with other sciences needs to be rooted on the estimation that such
relation may lead to new, otherwise unreachable, insights and knowledge.

There is a certain ambivalence in estimating the mode of interdisciplinarity between
sociology and other disciplines labelled as hegemonic pretensions. The possible outcome of
entire disciplines disappearing does not seem attractive and the overall idea of dominance
of sociology over other sciences is quite controversial. From the viewpoint of sociologists,
there are some advantages of the attitude of superiority of sociology in explaining and
understanding the complex social world. Certainly, the comprehensive scope of socio-
logical epistemologies, theories and methodologies represents a powerful set of tools to
analytically grasp a dozen of social phenomena and processes and provide quite an
overall, if not entirely complete, view of them. Other disciplines gain considerably more
particular insights into objects of inquiry that are of interest to sociology, as well. However,
it is arguable whether sociology alone is capable of comprehending the totality of the
social universe. Therefore, | would suggest that a kind of cooperation between sociology
and other disciplines seems inevitable.

In that sense, perhaps the most pertinent type of interworking is the egalitarian par-
tnership. Specific contributions of each discipline may be treated as puzzles that taken
together reveal the overall picture of an object of research. Such relation (principally)
assumes equal power relations and allow fo retain disciplinary distinctiveness. The depicted
form of interdisciplinary interlinking was recognized as multidisciplinary.

The stated proposition goes entirely along with the following claim that interdiscipli-
nary connections may be accomplished at the methodological level, and can partially
hold also at the theoretical level, as an exchange of ideas, concepts and other theoretical
elements. However, the possible connecting of separate disciplines or the linkage at the
epistemological level is somehow contradictory, even paradoxical, as it leads towards the
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disappearance of genuine disciplines. From the perspective of sociology, such possible
transdisciplinary arrangements are not desirable and | would not advise or encourage
them.

Undoubtedly, sociology can offer a lot to many other sciences by revealing the social
dimension of a broad scope of phenomena, particularly having in mind that numerous
issues and challenges nowadays require proper answers of experts. On the other side,
sociology may also benefit from the cooperation with diverse disciplines and enrich its
corpus of overall knowledge. Other scientists certainly can find interest in cooperating
with sociologists, as well as later regard such connections as fruitful.

However, establishing interdisciplinary connections should not be taken for granted, but
oughtto be accurately and systematically reflected. Prior to enrolling into interdisciplinary
projects, | would like to underline, practitioners of a single discipline must mandatorily
carefully appraise the potential advantages, as well as identify possible threats of such
projects. In the case of sociology, but also of other sciences, possible flaws are concealed
in the threatening instrumentalisation, diminishing the norms of a scientific work due to
external pressures, or the cleavage of a discipline into fundamental researches and applied
researches. The latest issue turns us back to the considerations of some intradisciplinary
tensions within the core of sociology and leads us to the attempt of anticipating some
future developments.

4.6 A Note about Future Prospects

An inevitable, although intensely demanding question is: Which tendencies are likely
to occur in the future regarding the fragmented state of sociology and its interrelation
with other sciences. When considering the heterogeneous character of the discipline,
its dispersion and fragmentation, one can predict the continuation of this process. Such
further specialization of the discipline and the scrutiny of narrow research questions can be
conceived as a centripetal tendency. Itis part of a wider process of internal differentiation,
ongoing in all knowledge fields. The further division of sociology into narrow empirical
subfields opens the door to particular substantial sociologies to enter interdisciplinary,
preferably multidisciplinary, relations with other sciences dealing with the same subject
matter.

However, | identify the need, and actually forecast an emergence of the opposite,
centrifugal tendency that would enhance the level of integration of sociology and elevate
disciplinary unity. At the core of this process there is auto-reflexivity, or the urgent demand
to constantly consider the role, responsibility and challenges of sociology in contemporary
societies. Besides, the centrifugal tendency within sociology may also take place at the level
of internal epistemological discussion, particularly in quest of minimal common epistemic
standards. By this syntagma | mean the requirement to achieve a certain consensus about
the fundamental features of sociological expertise. Simply speaking, minimal common
epistemic standards which | advocate represent a definition of core sociological categories
as defining determinants of the discipline. It is immensely important to stipulate this core,
since it may prove to be quite lucrative in the possible encounter with other disciplines as
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well. Hence, | am rather convinced that centripetal tendencies will be complemented by
centrifugal tendencies, and that there is an exigency to achieve a proper balance between
the two denoted processes.

5 Concluding Remarks

Albeit interdisciplinarity does not represent a contemporary innovation, in recent time
we witness a raising relevance, increasing influence and also certain favouring of various
interdisciplinary forms of knowledge production. In such an environment a considerable
number of diverse new hybrid research fields and disciplines, as already noted, cultural
studies, gender studies or migration studies, has appeared. Undoubtedly, such (inter)di-
sciplines have provided worthy insights; however, it turns out that the emergence of novel
disciplines contributes to the further specialization of scientific activity. Principally, any
topical or substantial domain may become the subject of a new distinctive science, and
such tendencies might represent just an instalment of a new logic of forming of disciplines.
However, the crucial question is whether such a tendency really improves our knowled-
ge about given phenomena or makes things even vaguer. New hybrid (inter)disciplines
seem to be more vulnerable to external non-scientific factors and pressures, due to the
fact that interdisciplinary (especially transdisciplinary) work usually represents an eclectic
knowledge domain without clear epistemological standards or criteria of valorisation
that is primarily directed to problem solving and is expected to contribute to economic
development. Undoubtedly, pertinent criteria and epistemic evaluation measures ought
to be urgently developed.

When discussing the variety of forms of interdisciplinarity, it ought to be emphasized
- and this is one of the crucial claims of the article - that | advocate multidisciplinarity or,
in general, ‘softer’ versions of interdisciplinary connections of sociology with other sci-
ences. Such types of interdisciplinary encounter do not presume the melting of crucial
epistemological categories of single disciplines, and they retain disciplinary autonomy. It
is extremely important to maintain the disciplinary uniqueness of sociology, as it is a sci-
ence capable of providing solutions to a wide range of contemporary social issues. Letting
sociology establish transdisciplinary connections would mean the ceasing of sociology and
its transmutation into new forged hybrid knowledge fields. | entirely agree with Burawoy’s
(2013: 13-14) stand of persisting on the relevance and urgency for disciplines, as they
represent nutshells which ensure the advancement of knowledge. On the other hand, a
serious trap of interdisciplinarity lies in the possible abandonment of disciplines and their
substitution with the ‘superficial fusing of incompatible frameworks’ that frequently produce
‘obscure knowledge’ (Burawoy 2013: 13, 17). Thus, there is a lasting exigency for the
existing of disciplines, as well as an even growing need for sociology. Moreover, it would
be a demanding effort to imagine a time that would so desperately need sociology as it
is the case today.
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TEACHING SOCIETY? LOOKING FOR
NEW WAYS TO TEACH SOCIOLOGY
IN CONTEMPORARY HUNGARY

ABSTRACT

Sociology’s possible roles of producing knowledge and shaping society can suggest
several different approaches to teaching. In our article, we conduct a macro-level review
of sociology’s role in society. We touch upon the issue of value-free sociology (stressing
scientific neutrality) and then refer to Burawoy’s programme of public sociology (advocating
involvement in civil society) and its criticism. We connect this with the Hungarian experience
which shows that while sociology was historically involved, to various extents, in shaping
society by either legitimating or challenging the status quo, nowadays this function seems
to be superfluous for the architects of political power. In such a social context, even the
goals of improving students’ reflexivity and critical thinking might be seen as a political act.

KEYWORDS: sociology’s social role, knowledge production, shaping society, CEE socio-
logy, Hungarian democracy, critical thinking, reflexivity, teaching sociology

Uceca se druzba? Iskanje novih nadinov poucevanija
sociologije v sodobni Madzarski

1ZVLECEK

Iz izhodiséne mozZnosti sociologije, da proizvaja vednost in oblikuje druzbo lahko izhaja
vrsta razli¢nih pristopov k pouéevanju. V nasem prispevku smo opravili pregled vloge
sociologije v druzbi na makroravni. Dotaknili se bomo vprasanja objektivne sociologije
(poudarjanje znanstvene nevtralnosti) ter referirali na Burrawoyev program javne sociolo-
gije (ki zagovarja sodelovanje v civilni druzbi) in njegovo kritiko. To povezemo z madzar-
sko izkusnjo, ki pokaze, da se je v zgodovini sociologija do dolo¢ene mere angazirala v
ustvarjanju druzbe ali pa tako, da je status quo zagovarjala ali ga izpodbijala, da pa je
danes taksno pocetje arhitektom druzbene mo¢i odveé. V taksnem kontekstu so celo cilji
razvijati refleksivnost in kritiéno misljenje pri $tudentih lahko videti kot politiéno dejanje.

KLJUCNE BESEDE: druzbena vloga sociologije, proizvodnja vednosti, oblikovanje druzbe,
madzZarska demokracija, kritiéno misljenje, refleksivnost, uéeéa se druzba
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1 Introduction

The aim of this article is to investigate the roles that sociology can play in society, with
special attention to the Hungarian - and to a certain extent, Central-Eastern European
(CEE) - experience, and then draw conclusions with regard to teaching sociology. In doing
5o, we also make a connection to the main theme of the November 2015 Conference of
the Slovenian Sociological Association, ,Sociology between producing knowledge and
shaping society”!. The choice of the topic is partly based on personal motivations (reflec-
tion on our professional roles and identities) and partly on external pressures (pressing
questions concerning the role of sociology and the state of Hungarian democracy). We
believe that these problems have not been discussed previously in this particular constel-
lation.

The first section of the paper investigates the role of sociology in society on a macro
level. Is studying society sociology’s sole function, or can it possibly have the authority to
drive social change in a particular direction? What are the possible roles sociology can
take up in its relationship with society? In discussing these questions, we visit the debate on
value-free sociology, then move on to the programme of public sociology and its critique.
By adding the Hungarian (CEE) experience, we highlight that sociology (just as every
science) cannot pretend to be completely independent from external social conditions,
which also suggests that it has to commit itself to society to a certain extent.

In the second part, we turn our focus to the activity of teaching sociology (Halasz and
Kaufman 2008; Finkelstein 2009; Rickles et al. 2013). Based on the findings of the first
part, we delineate a number of possible directions for teaching (introductory) sociology
courses, and discuss the challenges that they face. We present some of the decisions that
we have made in our struggles to capture, motivate and develop our student audience
while being responsible scholars as well.

2 The role of sociology in society

What is the purpose of sociology? Is there a single, unitary ‘sociological ethos'2 What
is its relation to ‘society’ at large? All important questions, the answers to which have
strong implications concerning the identity and role of the individual sociologist and their
everyday activity.

2.1 Can sociology be value-free?

The debate on the possibility of value-free sociology concerns the problem of ‘moral
statements’. Since sociology studies social life, it is inevitable that value judgements and
moral issues will fall under its scope. However, it is not at all obvious whether sociology
itself can present evaluative, judgemental statements as its (scientific) findings. If sociology

1. This arficle is based on the paper presented at the ‘Annual Meeting of the Slovenian Sociological
Association 2015 - Sociology between Producing Knowledge and Shaping Society’ that was
held from 6th to 7th November 2015 in Ljubljana, Slovenia.
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can be value-free (or, as some assert, it can be only that), then it has no grounds whatsoever
to prescribe a direction for shaping society.

Philip Gorski (2013) is a defendant of the value-involved position. He argues from the
standpoint of ethical naturalism, which states that since human beings will flourish under
certain conditions and falter under others, it is possible to tell what is ‘good” for humans
from what is ‘bad’ for them (Gorski 2013: 543). Moreover, facts and values are not easily
separated even philosophically. On the one hand, facts are often value laden, being esta-
blished with the help of ‘good’ theories or ‘the best possible’ methods, which inherently
carry a value judgement. Conversely, values are also fact laden, because they have an
‘experiential basis’, and we adjust our values on the basis of facts we encounter. Therefore,
science is fit to investigate values as well as facts. ,The object of these investigations is [to
deliver] discoverable truths about the good life and the good society” (Gorski 2013: 543,
our emphasis). Even so, he does not think sociology can ‘legislate’ values or become a
»Ministry of Ethical Information” (Gorski 2013: 553).

In response, proponents of the value-free position assert that philosophically, facts and
values are totally distinct worlds with no logical connection. The only foundation that a
value-free social science needs is the mere ability to construct value-free statements, and
that is perfectly possible. Confronting the idea of facts being ‘value-laden’, they agree
that within the practice of social science, ‘good’ theories and methods are selected in an
evaluative way. However, this value judgement is internal to science, which in no way
compromises the output, which can be presented in a value-free way. What they reject
are external value judgements, whereby social science evaluates the world it studies, or
gives advice on how the world ‘ought’ to be (Black 2013: 767-768; Campbell 2014:
446-447). They also refer to Max Weber, who in an essay on the topic repeatedly calls
,all matters of evaluation scientifically undemonstrable” (Weber 1949: 6). For them, such
a value-involved social science is simply not science. Thus, what is the ethos they suggest
for sociology and the sociologist2 Campbell allows that scientific findings can be put to
use in order to achieve an end, and that rigorous scientists, outside their scientific roles, can
engage in honest and well-separated value-involved activities (echoing Weber 1949: 5).
However, this dual role of the scientist might ‘confuse audiences’ and, therefore, it is best
to stick to one’s ,true vocation” instead of playing the ,high priest of humanity” (Campbell
2014: 449-451).

This debate pertains strongly to sociology’s role between producing knowledge and
shaping society. The latter role seems incompatible with value-free social science, at least
in the eyes of those who defend it. We will revisit the problem below and see if some
ground for consensus between the positions might exist or not.

2.2 Public sociology

In his 2004 American Sociological Association (ASA) Presidential Address, Michael
Burawoy delivered a grandiose call For Public Sociology (Burawoy 2005a). His address
and subsequent articles on the matter (Burawoy 2005b; 2007; 2009) offer a very clear
and ambitious programme for sociology, in both the roles of producing knowledge and
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shaping society. In Burawoy’s narrative, sociology ‘responds’ to waves of market and state
encroachment upon civil sociei‘y.2 By civil society, he means ,organizations, associations
and movements that are neither part of the state nor part of the economy” (Burawoy 2009:
196). Without civil society, sociology as a whole cannot exist and will disappear, as it did
in Nazi and Communist regimes (Burawoy 2005a: 24; 2009: 196).

Burawoy outlines four types of sociology (a “division of labour’), inseparable from
each other even in their antagonisms. The first is professional sociology, which defines its
research programmes according fo its own considerations, and executes them with the
utmost methodological rigour and exactness (Burawoy 2005a: 10). It produces instrumen-
tal (“factual’) knowledge for an academic (professional) audience. Burawoy repeatedly
stresses the prime importance of professional sociology (Burawoy 2005a: 10; 2005b:
424; 2007: 139-140), because this is the branch that provides legitimacy and expertise
for the others. Without it, all sociology could be discredited as unscientific.

Next, policy sociology is ,in the service of a goal defined by a client” (Burawoy 2005a:
9), instrumental knowledge aimed at an extra-academic (lay) audience. The client can be
the state and private organisations alike; a general risk here is that the privately defined
goal can divert the scientific process (Burawoy 2005a: 17). Then, pubic sociology ,brings
sociology into a conversation with publics” (Burawoy 2005a: 7), providing reflexive
(‘evaluative’) knowledge to extra-academic audiences. Finally, critical sociology provides
reflexive knowledge to academic audiences, and acts as some sort of ‘conscience’ of the
discipline. His critical sociology is not the internal value-judgement of an otherwise value-
-free sociology: it questions the very foundations of established paradigms as its duty,
serving scientific progress (Burawoy 2005a: 10).

The programme of public sociology is, therefore, engaging sociology and society in a
dialogue. Burawoy also refers to Habermas's (1984) notion of ,communicative action” in
his discussion3. He assures us that ,public sociology has no intrinsic normative valence,
other than the commitment to dialogue” (Burawoy 2005a: 8). He sees this activity as a
must in the present time of market and state colonisation. By defending civil society, soci-
ology defends ,the interests of humanity” (Burawoy 2005a: 24). For him, this is seemingly
self-evident since he believes that most sociologists were driven to the profession by a
.passion for a better world” (Burawoy 2005a: 5).

2. We are currently witnessing an ,offensive against civil society”, and the academy is subjected ,to
political surveillance” (Burawoy 2007: 144 -145) while being financially insecure as well (Burawoy
2005a: 7). This experience is not unique to the West; in post-Socialist European countries, the free
reign of the market damages civil society and the pracfice of sociology (Burawoy 2009: 191).

3. Habermas's theories could also offer a strong foundation for a discussion on the role(s) of socio-
logy. His model of deliberative democracy (Habermas 1996] outlines an arrangement in which
the power centre is influenced by a periphery during the political decision-making process. Since
the centre cannot manufacture legitimacy for and by itself, it is provided through public discourse:
the opinion- and will-formation of citizens. (Public) sociology looks very much compatible with this
model, playing a part in public discourse.
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2.3 Critique of public sociology

Burawoy's vision of public sociology was not met with unqualified enthusiasm. Even
those sharing his passion for a ‘better society’ do not wholly agree with him. Brint's (2005)
overall assessment is that Burawoy’s vision of public sociology is leftist and liberal. Brint
reminds us that whatever passions govern the sociologist, they must always put scientific
truth first, even if it contradicts their personal convictions (Brint 2005: 48-50). Similarly,
Scheiring (2006) brings his experience as an ‘activist’ into his commentary. He, too,
emphasises the prime importance of sticking to scientific standards, even in the most ‘public’
of activities, because prejudicial blindness or methodological weakness (bad enough in
themselves) will ultimately ‘hurt the cause’ as well (Scheiring 2006).

Brint finds it unlikely that public sociology would really want to engage all kinds of
civil publics (such as book-reading or gardening clubs); many of these do not need re-
flexive sociological knowledge. He suspects that Burawoy is concentrating on community
groups that challenge the power structure (Brint 2005: 51-52). He accepts Burawoy's
fourfold division of sociological labour, however, he draws attention to the risks that the
competition of these four arms pose. He would like to see professional sociology as the
unquestioned structural and moral centre of the discipline (Brint 2005: 57-58). Lengyel’s
(2006) remarks bear some similarity to this argument: he does not agree to have the four
branches institutionalised separately. For him, it should be the same sociologist who carries
out strictly scientific research, informs the pubic, teaches and gives advice, and is attentive
to the grievances of civil society (Lengyel 2006: 108).

Deflem (2013), writing in the American context, labels public sociology ,heavily po-
liticised”, and its stance toxically ideological. Sociologists have fallen for ,a radicalized
sociology, under the seemingly benign heading of public sociology, simply because they do
not have the intellectual skills necessary to think critically about their own activities” (Deflem
2013: 161-162, our emphasis). Marketisation also played some part in this deterioration,
namely in the sphere of higher education. In short, the problem is that universities now need
a high number of students to survive financially. While other (mostly natural) sciences are
able to maintain their standards, sociology, being intellectually weak already, seems to
succumb to these pressures, and accepts students of mediocre ability, helping them obtain
a degree. For Deflem, this amounts to a ,total lack of morality” and his remedy is to ,make
sociology unpopular” and relaunch it on much stricter scientific standards (Deflem 2013:
162-165).

Overall, the debate suggests that Burawoy and his public sociology is equally committed
to both activities of producing knowledge and shaping society, where the latter must be
firmly founded on the former. However, he also sees the existence of a civil society as a
precondition for the existence of the whole of sociology. Some of the criticism is concerned
with stressing the importance of the scientific approach even more. Some of it questions
Burawoy’s fondness for civil society. Finally, some of it sees the whole project of public
sociology as radicalised and partisan, finding the roots of sociology’s troubles not mainly
in state or market domination (i.e. wider social conditions), but rather in its own intellectual
weakness.
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2.4 The role of sociology: The Central-Eastern European
historical experience

In the review so far, we have investigated the role of sociology ‘in general’ - and while
some of the views were highly abstract, some of them were obviously situated in a certain
time and place. Naturally, we are most familiar with the contemporary Hungarian situa-
tion concerning the role and challenges of sociology, and our analysis is centred on our
country. Nevertheless, we would like to present a ‘regional’ post-socialist account of this
topic. We believe that the Central-Eastern European experience will add an important new
aspect to the discussion by drawing attention to the importance that wider social conditions
bear not only to the (contentious) society-shaping, but also to the knowledge-producing
activities of sociology. The views of CEE authors also help us to map out the similarities and
differences between Western (European and American) and Central-Eastern European
discourse on the roles of the discipline.

Sociology’s history as an institutionalised discipline does not span a full century in
Central-Eastern Europe. However, almost every country has an early 20"-century tradition,
in which social scientific thinking was linked to questions of social modernisation: whether
to conduct it in an ‘imported Western’ way or on the basis of national cultural resources.
In Hungary, early sociology had strong links to journalism as well - informing the public
on a range of issues, e.g. living conditions of the peasantry (Némedi 2009: 152-154).
Sociology was established as a science following the ‘Khruschev thaw’, in the early to
late 1960s, throughout the socialist bloc. Sociology'’s relationship with the Socialist state
power was ambivalent. [t was a servant of official propaganda, strictly Marxist in its foun-
dation, and ‘careful’ in its choice of research topics. However, this did not fully quench
the development of a methodologically rigorous, positivist social science - one which,
by uncovering ‘unfavourable truths” about social reality, also provoked the anger of the
authorities (Boyadijeva 2009: 163-165; Mucha and Keen 2009: 130-133; Némedi
157-154 :2009; Zdravomyslova 2009: 142-143).

Zaslavskaia (1997), in her discussion of Russian sociology, names three functions of
the field: the first one is scientific-cognitive, i.e. knowledge production, which already had
its beginnings in socialist times. The possibility for the next two functions was opened up
by the transition to a democratic society (with a market economy). The political function
means the provision of feedback for government and assistance in ,the effective manage-
ment of social development”. The civil function is the ‘creation of a civil society” and ‘social
enlightenment’ - strong words which imply activism; however, Zaslavskaia sees it fulfilled
through the provision of reliable knowledge to the public sphere (Zaslavskaia 1997: 34,
37), arguably not going even so far as Burawoy does with his dialogic public sociology.

In post-transition years, CEE sociologies faced a number of challenges. These seem
to recur almost invariably in every country. First of all, the discipline had to renew itself,
shaking off (then re-evaluating) its Marxist philosophy, updating its theoretical and method-
ological standards. A successful renewal led to the pluralisation and fragmentation of the
discipline at the same time (Zaslavskaia 1997: 38; Zdravomyslova 2009: 140). Second,
the market economy opened up new possibilities for putting sociological knowledge to
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practical use. The new fields of market research, media analysis and opinion polling were
often presented as ‘sociology’ in the media, creating a false impression and undermining
the social status of the discipline, because these marketised activities were often seen as
inaccurate, arbitrary or outright partisan (Boyadijeva 2009: 167). Third, sociology had
to reevaluate its relationship to politics. While sociologists found it a ‘natural’ role for them
to participate in the democratic transition with the provision of scientific knowledge, they
had to accept that they were ill-prepared for it. The fact that sociology failed to foresee
the collapse of socialism weakened its status as a proper science (one capable of making
predictions). Moreover, the production of sociological knowledge could not keep up with
the pace of the rapid social transformation, and was often unable to provide informa-
tion, either for policy use, or for the purpose of keeping the public informed, undermining
sociology’s status further (Boyadijeva 2009: 170-171; Némedi 160 :2009).

Another possible role of sociology, described in connection with the post-socialist
transition (but also applicable to its social role in general), is to provide a vocabulary
of public reasoning which helps to understand social reality not only to professionals,
but to the members of society as well. In Hungary, sociology exercised such functions
in the past (Kuczi and Becskehdzi 1992; Szabari 2010). As Kuczi argues, sociology
became the lingua franca of public reasoning with many ‘lay’ sociologists entering the
debate (Kuczi 1991). Using Kuczi’s own words, sociology ,became the language of
transmission for various groups of intellectuals; physicians, teachers, engineers, public
educators, editors, etc. who used the terminology of sociology in public discourse”
(Kuczi 1996). To this we might add that, while supplying vocabulary in itself can be a
value-free exercise, in public discourse, uses and abuses of this vocabulary will deepen
the public’s confusion: is it sociology, the language of which we use, that is inherently
value-involved?

Observing the experience of the post-socialist transition, CEE authors draw similar
conclusions to each other (Boyadijeva 2009; Mucha and Keen 2009; Zdravomyslova
2009). First, they contend that the relationship to politics is highly problematic, and that
direct (personal) involvement in politics, or propagandistic misuse of scientific sociology is
unacceptable (although in Russia, a certain group of sociologists want to re-establish the
discipline on national-religious grounds, see Zdravomyslova 2009: 144). Nevertheless,
many also hold the view that providing knowledge for policy use - in order to improve
social conditions - is an acceptable and desirable role, or a natural part of sociological
practice which goes without comment (Boyadijeva 2009: 172). As for Zaslavskaia's civil
function, CEE sociology looks cautious in its activism: the need for a strong civil society
is spelled out (Boyadijeva 2009: 172), but sociology’s main role is seen in informing it,
even by those who emphasise that the discipline has to ,engage with a civic position”

(Zdravomyslova 2009: 147).
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2.5 The Hungarian experience: recent developments

The works cited above suggest a number of roles for sociology in post-socialist countries.
Besides being a science, established and professionally reproduced within the university,
the roles of the ‘expert on social redlity’, ‘policy advisor’, ‘educator of the people’ and
‘partner of civil society’ are all possibilities. Practically all of them require, to some degree,
the functioning of a democratic country where these activities are possible.

Looking at the actual political landscape of present-day Hungary, we can see that
there are concerns about democracy in terms of hollowing out (declining involvement in
politics) and backsliding effects (returning to semi-authoritarian practices) (Greskovits
2015). Critical voices are strong not only in relation to Hungary (Kornai 2015), but to
Poland as well (Albrecht 2016). Notably (although for different reasons), concerns about
weakened democracy were also part of Burawoy's analysis (2005: 4-5), to which his
public sociology was a response.

It seems that political leaders in Hungary (and Poland) step away from dialogic me-
chanisms of public opinion- and will-formation to create politically effective constellations
and acquire more political control. Some have argued that the shift toward a ‘leader de-
mocracy’ (Kérésényi 2005) can be attributed to the crises of ‘party democracy’ and the
celebrity culture of the mass media (Pakulski and Kérésényi 2013). Thus, it is a common
phenomenon in the political sphere, not just in Hungary but in many countries.

However, the Hungarian case on ,national consultation on immigration and terrorism”
paints a rather grim picture in relation to both the potentials of deliberative democracy and
the roles of sociologists in it. According to the official reasoning, ‘national consultations’
- questionnaires sent to all Hungarian citizens - were instigated so that the government
seeks the opinion of Hungarian citizens on important policy issues. Yet, in many ways those
who designed these consultations did not even attempt to meet any kind of scientific and
professional criteria. This is particularly true for the last national consultation ,on immigra-
tion and terrorism”. According to experts in migration?, questions were formulated in a
biased way (Bocskor, manuscript), additionally, the ordering of questions was misleading,
connecting immigration and terrorism, and since the prime minister asked citizens to fill
and send back the questionnaires, the resulting sample was skewed politically. Moreover,
a billboard campaign had already commenced when the data gathering phase was still
under way. These facts together show that the aim of the national consultation was not to
seek but instead shape citizens' opinion.

Apart from the fact that it was particularly bad social science, as a political strategy
it was quite effective and the national consultation proved to be a shrewd political tool.
As official language dominated public reasoning and the media in general (Berndath and
Messing 2015; Bocskor, manuscript), everyday discussions are also structured according
to the official vocabulary.

4. In an open letter sent to the prime minister, a group of social scientists requested the halting of the
‘national consultation” because the questionnaire ,lacks all professional and moral considerations”
(Artemisszié blog 2015, our emphasis).
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Further, it is also worth mentioning that in the national consultation and the follow-up
campaign, we can witness elements of the magical narrative worldview - similarly to the
archaic, ‘fairy tale’ type narrative structure of the official discourse in 1950s Hungary
(Kuczi and Becskehdzi 1992: 28-29). As an analogy to the linear chronology of events
in tales (Kuczi and Becskehdzi 1992: 91), at first there is ‘order and peaceful life’ (our
way of European life based on Christianity and national uniformity), which is then distur-
bed by an external evil (mostly Muslim migrants), which calls for an extraordinary hero
(Hungarian government protecting Hungarian people) who fights the disturbance and
restores balance to the universe (see also: Propp 1999). While the political effectiveness
of this strategy cannot be questioned, there are several lessons to be learnt from the case.

Firstly, it seems that in a relatively new democracy, the social opinion- and will-formation
mechanisms of the citizenry can be ‘hijacked’ by political actors strengthening their fears
and anxieties, thereby producing mass loyalty and legitimacy for specific policies. This
questions the potential of civil society and public discourse shaping policies and decisions in
the present. Thus, the likelihood of sociology - through engaging with civil society - being
able to shape public policy (directly or even indirectly) is dwindling. Secondly, the case
also demonstrates that political actors are becoming very aware of the role of interpretative
frames (Goffman 1974) and the vocabulary they use (Lakoff 2014). Moreover, they also
know that they must dominate the scene with their discourse in order to strategically ensure
that citizens use the same vocabulary and frames for thinking and reasoning as the official
discourse. This also limits the sociologist’s role as the one who elaborates and develops the
vocabulary for public reasoning. Thirdly, the national consultation also tells us how politics
can utilise knowledge production mechanisms for their own benefits. While the consultation
was neither a real consultation based on dialogue nor a proper opinion poll, its results
still aimed to present reality - even if it is the reality political actors want the public to see.
Scientific criteria of knowledge production such as neutrality and objectivity are cynically
ignored, while the whole set-up was camouflaged as a quasi-scientific research process
piggy-back riding on the prestige of scientific procedures.

The most painful lesson of the national consultation is that social scientists are not even
required to assist in producing the knowledge that political actors want to see, but are
totally bypassed in presenting the ‘true voice’ of the people. Of course, it can be argued
that this was a one-off situation, but still one may ask whether social science in general
and sociologists in particular still stand a chance, not even of shaping social reality,
but to operate as a truth-producing enterprise, if political actors can produce their own
'knowledge’ about the world and communicate the alleged results on billboards. After
all, what could be the role of the sociologist in such a situation? Even the most value-free
and purely scientific observations (namely, pointing out the appalling methodological
errors amounting to manipulation) will propel them into the centre of political turmoil - in
the words of C. W. Mills, ,in a world of widely communicated nonsense, any statement
of fact is of political and moral significance” (Mills 1959: 178). Another possibility is to
remain silent, perhaps because the government’s national consultation never aimed to be
published in peer-reviewed journals, and it could, theoretically, therefore fall outside the
confines of scientific discourse.
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2.6 Synthesis of theory and CEE experience

So far, we have conducted a macro-level review in search of sociology’s role between
producing knowledge and shaping society. We have summarised the findings in Figure 1,
which we explain below.

Figure 1: The possible roles of sociology in society, coupled with the CEE experience.
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First of all, we would like to highlight that sociology and society are never two distinct
entities, since the former exists and operates within the latter, even if it often has to take the
standpoint of the perfectly disinterested observer. Therefore, sociology, just as the other
circles in the figure, is one of the ‘spheres’ within society. We identified a number of other
spheres, and the arrows describe the relationships between them, with references to the
authors cited above. It is notable that a number of connections were identified by several
authors, even though they may have used different terms to explicate them.

The diagram aims to spell out that not all of the relationships are legitimate in everyone’s
eyes, because some of them venture beyond knowledge production and aim at shaping
society. However, we would also like to highlight the possibility of a consensus between
the views presented above. The knowledge producing function was not questioned by
anyone, thus it looks to be a good starting point. Personal involvement in politics is ba-
sically also forbidden by all. However, the figure also shows that connections to politics
will exist through other avenues, e.g. by providing vocabulary for public discourse, and
sociological knowledge being adopted for policy use (which could actually happen
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without sociology explicitly ‘providing’ such information; after all, scientific results, once
published, are free to be used by all). We also showed the possibility of politics hijacking
the pivotal truth-producing activities of sociology.

The project of ‘defending civil society’ is contentious, and, as the figure shows, una-
cceptable for some. However, proponents of a value-free sociology, who find this connec-
tion suspicious and radical, did not discuss the type of social organisation which allows
scientific activity. The Hungarian experience especially strongly reminds us that even the
most ‘disinterested’ science needs a wider social environment where freedom of scientific
thinking, knowledge production and dissemination are possible, and truth production is
not monopolised by the market or the state (politics). When this basic freedom is at stake,
all of the sciences might have to subscribe to a ‘minimal social programme’ of its defence.

3 Teaching sociology in Hungary

We now turn to the sphere of the university, where sociologists engage in their research
and feaching activities. This seems to be the sphere which is not going away, whether we
uphold value-free science or not, agree with public sociology, participate in the public
discourse, or are ignored by the political centre, the classroom audience is just as ever
present as the pressure to publish.

While many of the founders and headlining figures of sociology were also active as
teachers, the practice of teaching currently does not seem to be at the forefront of scientific
discussion within the field. This absence has been pointed out in various contexts (Davies
2010; Harley and Natalier 2013: 392). On the other hand, Teaching Sociology is a
quality journal in its own right, dedicated to this very topic. Most of its articles focus on
methodological innovations in teaching and on ways to improve students’ cognitive (and
in its service, sometimes emotional) involvement in learning the subject®. Many of these
methods aim to help students establish the connections between ‘real life” and sociology’s
body of theoretical and abstract knowledge. While showing great dedication (perhaps a
value commitment in itself) to the cause of good teaching, very few of Teaching Sociology’s
articles reveal explicit value involvement in their titles®.

Whether familiarising students with issues of social justice (Petray and Halbert 2013),
domestic violence (Latshaw 2015), class inequality (Norris 2013) and other themes through
simulation games and other methods crosses the line between facts and values, scientific
and unscientific, is a fascinating question. However, the goal of the present article is not
the evaluation of others but to find an acceptable modus operandi for sociology teaching
with regard to the particular macro-level considerations outlined above, including the
contemporary Hungarian situation.

5. Similar arficles can be found from the CEE region as well, e.g. Malikova (2003) and Toshchenko
(2012).

6. We redlise that this is an impressionistic statement, but researching the topic more rigorously would
have required a study on ifs own.
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3.1 The situation of sociology in Hungarian higher education

As we have mentioned earlier, sociology was established as an academic discipline
after the second world war in Hungary, more precisely in the 1960s (Némedi 2009: 155).
Currently, 9 universities offer sociology as a BA programme (Hungarian Educational Office
2012), in the capital Budapest and 4 other major cities. In the last five years the number
of first-year students enrolled in these programmes has risen from 300 to over 500, while
roughly 100 people started sociology MA studies each year (Felvi n.d.”). Sociology
teaching takes place within Humanities faculties in several universities, while some have
Social Science faculties. Furthermore, thousands of students of humanities, economic
and social sciences (but also engineers and medical students) will study sociology at an
introductory level, either as mandatory or elective classes.

Both of the present authors are actively involved in teaching sociology at two of
Budapest's universities. We hope to be intellectually fit for both the researcher and teacher
roles. Currently, neither of us is involved in social activism, and we would not find the use
of ,the academic platform” for such activity acceptable. Having also outlined above the
dire position in which sociology finds itself in the (increasingly pseudo-) democratic deci-
sion- and will-formation process in contemporary Hungary, we came to realise that quite
possibly the biggest ‘power’ we have in shaping society is through teaching sociology to
some 400-500 undergraduate students every year (this is the number of students who
participate in our introductory classes®). So the question arises: How can we use this
power responsibly?

3.2 Teaching scientific sociology

One possible approach is to teach scientific professionalism. This tradition goes back
to Weber, who emphasised the importance of specialised training, a strict adherence to
facts and exactness even at the cost of seeming ‘boring’ to the audience, and stated that
pedagogical losses result from the introduction of ‘the manner of public discussion’ into
education (Weber 1949: 2-4). Elsewhere, he explicitly warns that all matters political
must stay outside the lecture hall (Weber 1946: 145-147). Proponents of value-free
sociology would certainly agree with him. Brint emphasises academic ‘rigour’ because
it is essential to doing valid sociological research, and contends that students should find
as much excitement in learning these skills as some might do in ‘changing society’ (Brint
2005: 61-62). Deflem (2013) also strongly argued for the strengthening of professional
requirements in sociological curricula.

Presumably, all this could be done in an elegant, value-free way. However, as we have
pointed out above, even a keen eye for methodological correctness becomes a political
force in situations such as the Hungarian ‘national consultation’, whereby the government
seeks to produce its own knowledge through manipulation. Therefore, a strict professional

7. We obtained these numbers through an online database query. In the references, we include the
URL of the dafabase’s main page.

8. Presently, only one of us teaches specialised subfields of sociology: namely, history of sociology,
sociological theory, and scientific writing. We are not active in teaching methodological courses.
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training becomes at once an act of defiance. However, this is not the reason for which we
do not make scientific rigour the only priority in our introductory courses.

Rather, it is the fact that a strict style of professional training would be at odds with the
fields of study and number of our audience. Each year, roughly 300 first-year students
participate in our introductory course at the Corvinus University of Budapest, out of whom
roughly 70 will take part in the sociology programme (the rest of them study political scien-
ce, media and communications, and international studies). Out of those 70, not all of them
will do a sociology MA, and roughly 5-10 can be expected to begin PhD studies. Then, at
Budapest Business School, we have 120-180 students of economics, management, finance
and human resources a year, for whom sociology is only an elective subject. Very few of
these students will become social scientists in a strict sense, and that is why we believe we
should introduce them to a different cross-section of the science of sociology - one we
elaborate upon in the next section.

3.3 Critical thinking and reflexivity

Reflexivity and critical thinking, also strongly linked to abilities of complex reasoning
and communication, are 21%-century skills (indispensable in a knowledge-based economy)
that higher education generally aims to improve in students (Arum and Roksa 2011). We
believe that sociology teaching can play a big part in improving these skills.

Critical thinking can be defined as the ability ,to evaluate, reason and question ideas
and information” (Grauerholz et al. 2009, quoted in Rickles et al. 2013). It involves the
evaluation of information on the basis of logical and empirical sufficiency, as well as the
ability of creative argumentation. It is an exercise in rationality and logic. One of its basic
requirements is the ability to apply theoretical concepts to real-world phenomena (Rickles
etal. 2013: 272).

Reflexivity is described by Kaufman (2013) as both ,a process of being and a process
of thinking”. It involves being ,conscious of the lenses through which we view the world”,
understanding our ‘situationality’ and ‘positionality’. Being reflexive is to gain awareness of
our own categories and processes of thought, which we typically take for granted. Kaufman
highlights that these operations are strongly linked to rigorous scientific methodology as
well. However, the importance of reflexivity does not lie solely in methodology, but also
in a wider realisation of the constrained and subjective nature of our personal worldviews
(Kaufman 2013: 71).

How can we improve critical thinking and reflexivity in sociology classes? First of
all, by demonstrating the scientific nature of sociology: its methodological exactness
and empirical basis (even if we do not require our students to become methodological
experts themselves). Our students should be able to realise the similarities as well as the
big differences between scientific and everyday thinking. We also familiarise them with
sociology’s findings: from classics to contemporary ones. This should help them realise
that while ‘naturally’” we are all ‘experts’ of the social world we live in, sociology has its
own special viewpoint and body of knowledge (and is not ‘arbitrary’, as some may think).
This can perhaps bring the benefit of enhancing sociology’s public image a little as well.
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Often, we see that sociological findings are in conflict with the preconceived worldview
or values of some of our students - we take this conflict as a starting point for dialogue,
not wanting to inculcate ‘the truth” into our students, but to help them develop the abilities
of reflexivity and critical thinking, both towards their own views and those of science. They
can rethink the relationship of their own values to social reality, and they become aware
of the processes whereby truth is produced and gains acceptance. Incidentally, this also
implies criticality towards power (of any kind), therefore, by developing these 21%\-century
skills, we again find that we are not producing obedient subjects of the state. Still, this does
not seem to go beyond the ‘minimal programme’ described earlier.

3.4 Dialogic teaching - Value-involved teaching?

We have already touched upon the topic of dialogue above. The term was the central
idea of Burawoy’s programme, and it is applicable to education as well. He calls students
sociology’s ,first and captive public”, suggesting that teaching falls under the auspices
of public sociology. Indeed, he derides standardised courses and intensive examinations
as ,disciplinary techniques”. According to him, we should engage students in dialogic
teaching, starting from their experience, not taking them for ‘empty vessels’ to be filled
with some authoritative ‘truth” (Burawoy 2005a: 5-9).

Burawoy himself recommends service learning, a method which involves students in a
project that serves a community. Arguably, this goes beyond the boundaries of value-free
science. There are also a number of other educational methods that combine learning with
experience (conducting local case studies, games, simulations), and might or might not be
aimed at developing empathy in students - something which, according to Latshaw (2015),
is ,an unspoken goal of many sociology courses” (Latshaw 2015: 277). We believe that
reflexivity and critical thinking are already steps in the direction of empathy - the ability to
see a situation from someone else’s point of view -, and therefore this latter is not a goal
in itself in our courses. Besides, the number of our students does not really permit the use
of experiential methods.

However, we believe in dialogue as a method. In the age of information technolo-
gy, the authority of the teacher has greatly diminished and no one can possibly hold
a monopoly over knowledge anymore. What is more, the university lecturer basically
has to compete with a myriad forms of entertainment that the digital world provides to
the young audience (Jeffries and Andrews 2014). In such a situation, we find dialogic
teaching especially valuable. We strive to make this dialogue more than merely formal,
allowing time for debates, and demonstrating the connections between the sociological
body of knowledge and the personal experience and views of our students. Finding and
articulating these connections on the spot is one of the biggest challenges but also one
of the biggest thrills of the teacher’s job, and it adds an element of improvisation to each
lesson, making every occasion unique.
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3.5 The role of course assessment

Obviously, we cannot make a person think critically and reflexively if they refuse to do
so. Nevertheless, we aim to steer our students gently towards greater levels of dedication
to learning sociology. Quoting John W. Moore, Eric Mazur (1997) writes that ,for students,

|II

the exam is the dog and the course is the tail”, meaning that the way a course is assessed
influences the way students learn it. Our assessment system consists of several elements.
First, we admit that while we recognise the frustration of Deflem (2013) who writes that
earning a college degree has lately become ,,a matter of justice” and the idea of an earned
degree seems to be ridiculed, we do not consider it our duty to ,,sift” students. Therefore it
is possible to get a pass by answering a set of multiple-choice questions, although nobody
gets through without having learnt a few basics of methodology and sociological findings.
However, in order to get good grades, students also have to write a short research pro-
posal on a given topic as part of the exam, testing their scientific thinking. Further, active
participation in lessons is rewarded with a small amount of extra points, which can also be
earned by way of preparing small-scale project works throughout the semester, in which
students can try their hands at writing a well-referenced, critically thought-out university
paper. At Corvinus University, we also prescribe certain readings which are then tested.
According to Arum and Roksa (2011: 204-205), the amount of reading and writing exer-
cises correlate with the improvement of students’ skills during college years.

Finally, we are determined to investigate and improve the effectiveness of our teaching
practices. In accordance with the concept of the knowledge-creating school (Hargreaves
1999), we have decided to develop some research about our activities. With the use of
diagrams called mind maps, we collected data from our Corvinus University students in
September (before the start of the introductory course) and December 2015 (at the end)
(Miskolczi et al. 2016). We are currently undertaking data analysis, which will help us
understand, both in quantitative and qualitative terms, how students view sociology prior
to studying it, how the course alters their views, how much and what they learn from it.

4 Conclusion

Sociology and its practitioners constantly face a dilemma about their possible roles
in producing knowledge and shaping society. On the one hand, the debate may seem
philosophical, concerning the worlds of facts and values. However, the stakes are already
high here, because whether sociology can or should be value-free will suggest different
approaches to resolve the ‘role ambiguity’ towards the social world. It is natural for every
science to guard its integrity and social standing by staying methodologically rigorous and
strictly neutral (almost ‘disinterested’). At the same time, scientific truth production is not
a solitary activity, it involves the free exchange, discussion and criticism of findings and
ideas. Therefore, we can observe that scientific activity - sociology included - is tied to
a way of social organisation which allows this discourse to take place.

Because of its historical trajectory, sociology in Hungary lacks credibility in the eyes
of a large part of the population, and is also disliked and neglected by politics. While
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sociology used to play a part in public discourse throughout the decades of democrati-
sation, currently the Hungarian government is carrying out large-scale ‘truth production’
exercises on its own, in the service of the logic of politics and power. Through teaching
sociology to a few hundred students every year, we will inevitably come across this
problematic situation. By showing the scientific and dialogic nature (which are not
opposites) of sociology to our students, we can enhance their reflexive and critical sen-
sitivity to issues of knowledge production and the possibility of multiple viewpoints - the
earmarks of a ‘grown-up’ citizen. We do not demand to have a say in shaping society
by communicating our personal values to students, but rather we prepare them to act as
autonomous agents in a democratic society, towards the full realisation of their personal
and collective potential.
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ORIS IZBRANIH KAZALNIKOV
RETRADICIONALIZACIJE
SLOVENSKE DRUZBE

1ZVLECEK

Prispevek orisuje izbrane kazalnike procesa retradicionalizacije slovenske druzbe s po-
udarkom na zadnjih petindvajsetih letih. Uvodoma so opredeljeni kljuéni pojmi, kot so
tradicija, modernost in retradicionalizacija. Proces retradicionalizacije slovenske druzbe
temelji na slovenskem tradicionalnem prezivetvenem modelu. Avtorja ocenjujeta, da ostaja
slovenska druzba pretirano politi¢no integrirana na podrogju gospodarstva in drzave ter
na ravni lokalne samouprave. Zelo nizka raven zaupanja v demokratiéne institucije skupaj
z nekaterimi drugimi dejavniki utrjuje integriranost v lokalno okolje. Na socialnem podrogju
se krepi preZivetveni pomen druZine in vi$a raven identifikacije z lokalnim okoljem. Raven
socialnega kapitala je nizka. Na podroé&ju vrednotnega sistema in kulture pa prevladujejo
ali se krepijo egalitarizem, avtoritarizem, »nizka kultura« ter ksenofobija. Orisani kazal-
niki kaZejo, da so modernizacijski trendi v Sloveniji v zadnjih 25 letih, $e posebej pa po
gospodarski krizi leta 2008, vsaj deloma zaustavljeni.

KLJUCNE BESEDE: tradicija, modernost, retradicionalizacija, tradicionalni preZivetveno-
-poslovni model, druzbena integracija in regulacija

An Outline of Selected Indicators of the
Retraditionalisation of Slovenian Society

ABSTRACT

The article describes selected indicators of the retraditionalisation of Slovenian society.
Special attention is paid to the last 25 years. At the outset, key terms are defined, such as
tradition, modernity and retraditionalisation. The Slovenian traditional subsistence model is
presented as the foundation of the retraditionalisation of the country’s society. The authors
claim that Slovenian society remains overly politically integrated in the area of the economy,
the state, and at the level of local self-government. Since, amongst other factors, the level
of trust in democratic institutions is very low, integration into the local environment is being
reinforced, as is the importance of the family. The level of social capital is low. The value
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system and culture are dominated by egalitarianism, authoritarianism, and “low culture”,
along with xenophobia. The outline of the selected indicators reveals that the trends of
modernisation in Slovenia, especially in the last 25 years, have now at least partially halted.

KEY WORDS: tradition, modernity, retraditionalisation, traditional subsistence-business
model, social integration and regulation

1 Uvod

V prispevku izhajava iz domneve, da se v Sloveniji v zadnjih dveh desetletjih sreéujemo
s pojavi, ki nakazujejo, da se slovenska druzba retradicionalizira (prim. Vehovar 2010).
Na procese retradicionalizacije slovenske druzbe vplivajo dejavniki in procesi, ki izhajajo
iz lokalnega in 3irfega okolja. Ni pa to zgolj znadilnost slovenske druzbe, nasprotovanije
procesom modernizacije in globalizacije je namreé globalno ter se vedno bolj odraza na
politi€énem prizorid¢u (npr. Inglehart in Norris 2016). V slovenskem prostoru s tem ponovno
odpirava razpravo, ki je med slovenskimi sociologi in sociologinjami potekala zlasti konec
80. let prejinjega stoletja; Bernik (1989) je tako razpravljal o »obmodernosti«, Adam
(1989) o »deformirani modernizaciji«, Stanojevi¢ (1989) o »nedokon&ani modernosti«
in Novak (1989) o »zalomu elit modernizacije.!

Pred natanénejSo opredelitvijo tradicije, ki predstavlja to¢ko vraéanja, &e Zelimo
razpravljati o obnavljanju njenih znagilnosti, tj. o retradicionalizaciji, navajava nekaj
opredelitev njenega pojmovnega nasprotja, modernizacije in modernosti. Modernizacija
sicer velja za osrednjo temo socioloskega raziskovanja druzbenih sprememb (npr. Bernik
2014). Vendar pa opredelitev modernizacije v izhodis€u ni enoznaéna oz. lahko nave-
demo le njene splosne znadilnosti, ki jih ni mogode brez zadrzkov in teZav prevajati v
okolja »druzb sledilk, ki se razlikujejo od obeh okolij prvotne modernizacije, Anglije in
Francije 18. stoletja (Bendix 1967). Za modernizacijo so sicer znadilne tri transformacije,
gospodarska, politiéna in socialna (prav tam). Podobno tudi Inglehart (1997) navaija,
da v jedru modernizacijske teorije lezi podmena, da je gospodarski razvoj povezan s
koherentnimi in do dologene mere predvidljivimi spremembami v kulturnem, druzbenem
in politiénem zivljenju (prav tam).

Tradicijo in modernost si sicer lahko predstavljamo kot nasprotna pola, vendar je
razumevanije, da se medsebojno izkljuéujeta, neutemeljeno. Ko obravnavamo procese
modernizacije, moramo zato upostevati specifi¢ne, razlikujoce se modernizacijske poti,
ki ne izklju¢ujejo tradicije (Gusfield 1967). Modernizacijski procesi in ukrepi se tako ali
drugade naslanjajo na obstojeée tradicionalne institucije in druzbene strukture, ki jih lahko
spodbujajo ali zavirajo (prav tam). V tem okviru je odnos med tradicijo in modernostjo
relativen ter referenéen. Ena pogojuje in opredeljuje drugo.

1. Razprave, v katerih so uporablieni navedeni pojmi, so bile objavljene v tematski stevilki Druzboslov-
nih razprav z naslovom Tradicija, modernost, postmodernost. Bernik (1989 v angleskem povzetku
uporabi zanimiv prevod izraza »obmodernost¢, namre¢ »submodern societys, f. »podmoderna
druzbac [prav tam).

86 DRUZBOSLOVNE RAZPRAVE, XXXII (2016), 83: 85 - 107



ORIS IZBRANIH KAZALNIKOV RETRADICIONALIZACIJE SLOVENSKE DRUZBE

Navedeno potrjujejo tudi spoznanja Ingleharta in Bakerja (2000), ki temeljijo na
analizi asovne serije raziskave World Values Survey. Proces modernizacije na eni strani
povzrodi velike kulturne spremembe v dokaij jasni splo$ni smeri: industrializacija privede do
prehoda od tradicionalnih k sekularno-racionalnim vrednotam, za postindustrijske druzbe
pa so znadilne vi3ja stopnja medosebnega zaupania in tolerantnosti, druzbena blaginja
in vzpon postmaterialistiénih vrednot. Na drugi strani pa tudi v moderniziranih druzbah
vztrajajo znadilne tradicionalne vrednote, ki kaZejo visoko stopnjo odpornosti - dokaz
za to so kulturna obmogja (na primer protestantsko, pravoslavno, islamsko, konfucijansko),
v katerih se proces modernizacije odvija po specifi¢nih poteh, v moé&ni odvisnosti od Ze
utecenih tirnic. Vztrajanje ali celo ponovni vzpon tradicionalnih vrednot sta $e posebe;
izrazita v ¢asu gospodarskega nazadovanja (prav tam).

Ugotovitve Ingleharta in Bakerja (2000) so skladne z Eisenstadtovimi (2000). Ei-
senstadt modernizacijo opredeljuje kot »sploen trend k strukturni diferenciaciji, ki se je
v velikem obsegu razvil v veéini teh (zahodnih, op. a.) druzb - v druzinskem Zivljeniu,
gospodarskih in politi¢nih strukturah, urbanizaciji, modernem izobrazevaniju, mnozi¢nem
komuniciranju in individualisti¢nih usmeritvah« (prav tam: 1-2). In ker se je organiziranost
v vsaki od omenjenih aren razlikovala, so se na tem temelju razvili razligni institucionalni
in ideoloski vzorci. Opraviti imamo z multiplimi oz. ve¢ modernostmi (prav tam).

|z zgoraj navedenega je razvidno, da zavraéava kongruenéen pogled na procese mo-
dernizacije. Ta je prevladoval v 50. letih prej$njega stoletja in je znadilen za interpretacije
Marxa, Durkheima in celo Webra, vendar je bil desetletje kasneje zavrnjen (Bendix 1967).

Genov (2000) obravnava pospesene druzbene spremembe, ki so se v postsocialistic-
nih druzbah odvijale po letu 1989, v kontekstu globalnih (modernizacijskih) trendov. Na
splogno velja, da je spremembe mogoée razbrati na tirih podrogjih, na gospodarskem,
politi¢nem, socialnem? in na podroéju kulture. Na gospodarskem podrodju se razsirjajo
ideje in institucije instrumentalnega aktivizma, tj. podjetnistva in profitnega naéela. Kljuéno
vpradanie, ki zadeva to podroéje, je uravnotezenje instrumentalnega aktivizma z vzdrzno-
stjo razvoja v ekoloskem in socialnem smislu. Na politiénem podroé&ju, ki vklju€uje drzavni
aparat na lokalni in drzavni ravni ter na ravni lokalne samouprave (op. a.), se srecujemo s
trendom nadgrajevanja organizacijske racionalnosti, tj. s sposobnostjo diferenciranja druz-
benih struktur in funkcij, ki jo spremlja druzbena integracija. Temu nasprotno je delovanje
birokracij in politi¢nih elit v smeri zadovoljevanja lastnih interesov, v nasprotju z interesi
skupnosti. Kar zadeva socialni sistem, je zanj znadilna institucionalizacija modernih oblik
individualizma, ki jo spremlja vse vi§ja raven osebnostne avtonomije. Na drugi strani pa
so posamezniki v vse ve&ji meri prepu$ceni tveganjem in negotovosti, ker njihove identitete
niso vec koherentne in trajne. Obenem se morajo sami integrirati v druzbo. Za podroéje
kulture je v globalnem kontekstu znadilna univerzalizacija vrednotnih sistemov, denimo
koncept ¢lovekovih pravic. Na drugi strani in v nasprotju z univerzalizacijo vrednot pa
se krepijo partikularizmi, ki so posledica rastoega individualizma ter krepitve partiku-

2. »Socialno«logiva od »druzbenegac. »Druzbeno« zajema druzbo kot celoto, »socialno« pa druzbene
skupine in posameznike, slednje v odnosu do druzbenih skupin in druzbe v girsem smislu besede
(gospodarsko, politi¢no, kulturno).
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larnih, religioznih in nacionalnih identitet (prav tam). Genov navaja, da so se v vedini
postsocialistiénih druzb na vseh podrogijih okrepili negativni trendi (prav tam). Odgovor
na vprasanie, v kolikdni meri je to znagilno za Slovenijo in ali so zanjo znagilne kak3ne
posebnosti, pa zahteva podrobnejso obravnavo.

2 Namen in izhodis$éa

Osredniji namen prispevka je orisati stanje slovenske druzbe po posameznih podsiste-
mih in ugotoviti, ali se v Sloveniji dejansko sredujemo s pojavom retradicionalizacije kot
stanjem ter odzivom na procese modernizacije in globalizacije. Pri obravnavi retradici-
onalizacije se naslanjava na v uvodu povzete avtorje in predstavljene poudarke. Na tej
osnovi opredeljujeva »tradicijo« in s modernost«.

Prvi¢, izhajava iz orisa slovenskega tradicionalnega preZivetveno-poslovnega modela,
ki predstavlja specifi¢no izhodi$&e in temelj procesa modernizacije (na tem mestu slediva
Bendixu in Gusfieldu). Obenem pa predstavlja »tradicionalno« oz. »tradicijo, s kakrino
se sreCujemo na Slovenskem. Ne trdiva pa, da tradicionalne znagilnosti Ze same po sebi
zavirajo modernizacijske procese ali modernizaciji nasprotujejo (tudi na tem mestu slediva
zgoraj omenjenima avtorjema).

Drugi¢, pri opredelitvi kriterijev modernizacije se naslanjava na opredelitev Genova,
ki je v jedru evropocentriéna in presega lokalne idiosinkrezije. Odmikanje od prevlade
tradicionalnih znacilnosti - ob hkratnem zavedaniu, da to ne pomeni njihovega zanikanja
- in priblizevanje k potezam modernosti predstavlja »modernizacijo«. Na drugi strani
pa odmikanje od modernih zna&ilnosti v smeri ohranjanja ali krepitve potez, znadilnih za
slovenski tradicionalni preZivetveno-poslovni model, predstavlja »retradicionalizacijo«.?

In tretji¢, izhajava iz predpostavke, da je slovenska druzba »sledilka« in da pripada
evropskemu miselnemu polju. Potemtakem smo pri orisu procesov modernizacije, ko go-
vorimo o multiplih oz. ve¢ modernostih, zavezani specifi¢ni, evropocentriéni opredelitvi
oz. samorazumevanju na ravni identitete in delovanja (na tem mestu slediva Eisenstadtu).

3. Pojem refradicionalizacija sicer ninov. Leroy in van Tatenhove (2000 jo opredeljujeta kot druzbeni
in kulturni odziv na neresene fezave v procesu modernizacije. Po Charltonu in Andrasu (2003) pa
pojav vkljuguje nasprotovanje demokraciji, kapitalistiénemu gospodarstvu in zahodni kulturi.
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3 Oris slovenskega tradicionalnega prezivetvenega
modela in nekaterih potez retradicionalizacije
na podrodju gospodarstva

»Slovenski druzbeno-poslovni sistem« (Jakli¢ 2009) predstavlja osnovno strukturo
procesa retradicionalizacije slovenske druzbe in je njen klju¢ni dejavnik. Star je najmanj
toliko kot zemljiska odveza, ki je bila na Slovenskem izvedena po letu 1848.4 O kljuénem
dejavniku je treba govoriti predvsem zato, ker se strukture »dolgega trajanja« spreminjajo
steZka in le v obdobjih izrazitih strukturnih prelomov. NajlaZje jih razberemo na podrogju
gospodarstva. Razkrivajo jih »(konjunkturni, op. a.) cikli in medcikli, strukturne krize, za
katerimi se skrivajo pravilnosti, vzirajanje sistemov, nekateri bi rekli gospodarskih civili-
zacij - torej starih navad misljenja in delovanija, odpornih okvirjev, ki tezko umro, v&asih
v nasprotju z vso logiko« (Braudel 1958: 733).° Zgodovini dolgega trajanja sta sorodna
tudi koncept »odvisnosti od Ze utecenih tirnic« (ang. path dependence), ki se nana3a na
razumevanije dolo&enosti vseh druzbenih procesov z lokalno zgodovino in lokalnimi na-
&ini, na katere so druzbeni procesi Ze potekali v preteklosti (npr. Kalb 2002), in koncept
»ukle&enosti« oz. »ume§&enosti« (ang. embeddedness) (Polanyi 1944). Ta oznauje vpe-
tost gospodarskih dejavnosti v druzbene odnose, kajti posameznikovi ekonomski interesi
niso podrejeni goli ekonomski logiki, temveé je zanj kljuéno vzdrZevanje socialnih vezi,
ki integrira skupnost v stabilno celoto.®

Zgodovino slovenskih prezivetvenih praks in gospodarjenja opredeljujeta dva kljuéna
dejavnika. Na eni strani imamo opraviti z razdrobljenostjo kmetijskih zemljis¢ in poslediéno
eksistenéno ogroZenostjo veé kot polovice slovenskih kmetov, ki ju je povzroé&ila zemljiska
odveza v Avstrijskem cesarstvu (Vilfan 1961). Na majhnih kmetijah namreé ni bilo mogoge
preziveti, zato so morali majhni kmetje in kocarji nujno poiskati dodatne preZivetvene
vire, na primer delo v rudnikih ali gozdovih (Grafenauer 1970).” Na drugi strani pa je
bila Slovenija nizko urbanizirana in industrializirana, zato viskov kmeckih pridelkov ni
bilo mogoée prodajati mes¢anom niti v mestih Zive¢emu delavstvy, ker so bile mezde
delavstva na Slovenskem vse do leta 1940 niZje od prezivetvenega minimuma (Dragos
2010). Revégina s pripadajoo mentaliteto igre ni¢elne vsote - ali vsaj z mo&nimi nastavki

4.V nadalievanju besedila bo poimenovan z besednima zvezama »(slovenski] prezivetveno-poslovni
model« oz. »(slovenski) tradicionalni prezivetveni model«. Poudarek je na besedi »prezivetvenic
(v angleskem jeziku bi uporabili izraz »subsistence«, ki opozarja na sorazmerno omejenost virov
in primamost potrebe po golem prezivetju, v nasprofju s podjetnistvom oz. poslovnostjo (prim.
Vehovar 2010 in 2012).

5. Braudel ob bok »gospodarskim konjunkturam« postavlja »druzbene konjunkiure«. Braudel je
prepri¢an, da mora zgodovinska obravnava nujno vklju€evati tako gospodarsko kot druzbeno
razsezje, v enem in drugem primeru s stalis¢a struktur dolgega trajanja (prav fam).

6. Pojmovanije, da je ekonomski interes nad interesom skupnosti, se pojavi sele s koncem fevdalizma
(prav tam).

7. Crpanie iz vec prezivetvenih virov je znacilno za vse kmecke druzbe. Braudel (1989: 306) na
primer navaja, da so se kmefje »zaradi stotine dopolnilnih poklicev« vedno znasli (prav tam). V
&asu industrijske revolucije je dostopnost dodatnih prezivetvenih virov celo nujni pogoj prezivetja

(Braudel 1991).
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zanjo - tako vse do druge polovice 20. stoletja predstavlja pomembno preZivetveno
izkudnjo nekaj ve¢ kot polovice slovenskega prebivalstva.

»Gospodarski vzlet« (ang. take off) (Rostow 1960)2 se je na Slovenskem zagel 3ele
tik pred 2. svetovno vojno (Novak 1991). Vojna je gospodarski zalet prekinila, po letu
1945 pa sta bili izvedeni specifi¢na, usmerjena industrializacija in agrarna reforma z
zemljiskim maksimumom (10 ha), ki sta kmetovanje na majhnem kosu zemlje vzpostavili
kot nujno obliko kmetovanja.? Obliko gospodarienja, ki se je na Slovenskem razvila po 2.
svetovni vojni, Jakli¢ imenuje »dolinsko gospodarstvo« (prim. Jakli€ in Hribernik 2010), sqj
so »partizanski direktorji« (Jakli¢ 2009), ki so izhajali iz lokalnih okolij (»dolin«), omogodili
polno zaposlenost posameznikov, Zive&ih v bliZini na novo zgrajenih ali prevzetih tovarn.
S tem so tudi upravicili svoj vodilni polozaj (prav tam).

Po letu 1945 se slovenski tradicionalni prezivetveni model okrepi, ko sicernje nasla-
njanje na veé prezivetvenih virov dopolnita industrializacija z moZnostjo trajne zaposlitve
in vzpostavitev sistema socialne drzave. S tem je bila dosezena kar se da velika razpriitev
virov, ki blaZijo prezivetvena tveganja. Na eni strani sta to uradno gospodarstvo in usluge
socialne drzave, ki vklju&uje brezplaéno 3olanije in zdravstvo ter zagotavlja pokojnine, na
drugi strani, na neformalni ravni, pa siva ekonomija ter varovalno omreZje sorodnikov in
sosedstva. Slednje vkljuéuje ohidnico (na kmetiji pridelana hrana'® in pijaga), potrosne
dobrine (na primer les, ki se uporablja pri gradnii in kurjavi), vire v obliki fizi¢nega dela
(izmenjava pomoéi v obliki dela pri gradniji hi§ ali delu na polju) ter denarne vire v obliki
prihrankov (Vehovar 2010 in 2012). Skupno torej govorimo o §tirih prezivetvenih virih. Ori-
sane znadilnosti prezivetveno-poslovnega modela pri¢ajo o moéni odvisnosti prebivalstva
od lokalnega okolja in lokalnih nosilcev moéi. Vzpostavljeni model Ze v svojem izhodi3cu
spodbuja tvorbo moénih lokalnih identitet, obenem pa vzpostavlja model vodenja druzbe,
ki je v svojem jedru avtoritaren. Ne le da so lokalni voditelji zagotavljali delovna mesta za
lokalno prebivalstvo, zagotavljali so tudi tipendije za tiste posameznice in posameznike,
ki so nadaljevali 3olanje v univerzitetnih sredid¢ih, in omogocali osebno kreditiranje (Jakli¢
2009). Ce je bila zavezanost lokalnemu okolju s pripadajo&o identiteto in mentaliteto
sprva »spontanac oz. je bila posledica nizke stopnje modernizacije, je bila po letu 1945
bistveno okrepliena v procesu specifiéne industrializacije.

Zanimivo je, da Crowley in Stanojevié (2011) ugotavljata, da predstavlja zgodovinska
dedid&ina Slovenije, ki vklju€uje samoupravljanje, osnovo, na kateri je bil vzpostavljen
specifi¢en model koordiniranega trznega gospodarstva, ki vkljuéuje neokorporativisticne
dogovore med drzavo, delodajalci in delojemalci. Lokalna zaveznidtva managerjey,

8. lzraz oznaduje eno od faz v gospodarskem razvoju, prehod od tradicionalnega k modernemu
gospodarieniju. V tej razvojni fazi druzbo usmerja ekonomski interes, in ne ve¢ tradicija, 1j. nagelo
prezivefia (prav tam).

9.V bistvu so vse agrarne reforme, ki jih je dozivel slovenski kmet (od Habsburske monarhije do
socialistiéne Jugoslavije), prispevale k drobitvi zemljis¢ in ohranjale eksistenéno ogrozenost ve&
kot polovice kmetov [prim. Knezevic Hocevar in Cemnic Istenic 2010).

10. V Sloveniji je leta 2002 lastno hrano pridelovalo kar 42,9 % gospodinistev, kar drzavo uvrea v

evropski vrh (Statisti¢ni urad RS 2002).
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politi¢nih elit in delavstva so se v tem okviru preoblikovala v telesa koordinacije na ravni
drzave, tj. v neokorporativistiéne aranzmaije (prav tam).

Da se pretirana politi¢na integriranost slovenskega gospodarstva ohranja tudi po
letu 1991, je razvidno iz podatkov o »politiéni okuzenosti« (Domadenik in dr. 2011) nad-
zornikov in uprav podietij v delni ali ve&inski drzavni lasti, kar povzro&a gospodarsko in
druzbeno 3kodo. Znizuje namreé raven produktivnosti podietij (Domadenik in dr. 2015)."!
Ker imamo v Sloveniji visok delez podietij v delni ali vecinski drzavni lasti,'? nadzornike
in uprave podjetij pa v tem primeru imenujejo politiéne stranke in interesne skupine, sta
visoka tudi delez politiéno okuzenih podietij in $koda, ki je posledica politiéne okuzenosti. '
Slovenske politiéne stranke skorajda popolnoma obvladujejo tudi komunalna podietja (Ve-
hovar 2015) in javne zavode, ki so neizogibno ume3&eni v lokalno okolje.'* Na podlagi
dostopnih podatkov je mogoée opredeliti tudi delez politi¢no obvladanih podietij glede na
posamezne politiéne stranke in izradunati $kodo, ki jo je povzrogila vsaka od njih (Pataky
2014). Konéno pa navedeno pomeni, da se izrazita politiéna integriranost slovenskega
gospodarstva ohranja 3e po letu 1991, razlika pa je v tem, da si danes odgovornost zanjo
in njene posledice deli ve¢ politi¢nih strank.

Navedeno se odraza tudiv izrazitem padcu konkuren&nosti Sloveniie, ki ga razkrivajo
mednarodne primerjalne raziskave kakovosti poslovnega okolja.'® Rezultati raziskave
Letopis svetovne konkurenénosti (World Competitiveness Yearbook 2008-2016) kazejo,
da je Slovenija od leta 2008 pa do leta 2014 izgubila kar 23 mest (z 32. smo padli
na 55. mesto med 60 v raziskavo vklju&enimi drzavami).'® Nezadovoljive razmere v
poslovnem okolju razkriva tudi poroilo o stanju korupcije, ki ga je izdelala Komisija za
preprecevanje korupcije (Ocena stanja ... 2012).

4 Prostorska organizacija druzbe

Temelj retradicionalizacije - prezivetveno-poslovni model - in njegove simptome
pogojuje tudi ume3Zenost v specificen prostor, ki ima svojo tradicijo, vrednote in druzbene
prakse. Prostorsko organizacijo slovenske druzbe zaznamuje razprien poselitveni vzorec,

11. Da so slovenska podiefja v drzavni lasti upravliana slabo, je razvidno tudi iz porocil OECD (Kor-
porativno upravljanje ... 2015).

12. Ta je najvisji med postsocialistiénimi Elanicami EU (State-Owned Enterprises ... 2016).

13. |zraguni kazejo, da en politicno okuzen nadzomik na letni ravni zniza produktivnost podiefja za
2,25 %. V obdobju 2000-2010 je povzrocena skoda znasala 1,25 milijarde evrov (Domadenik
2015, osebna komunikacija).

14. Politieno obvladovanije javnih zavodov doslej ni bilo zadostno ali pa sploh ni bilo preu¢eno in
ozavesceno.

15. Obravnava znagilnosti drzavnega aparata sicer spada v poglavie, v katerem so orisane razmere
na podrogju politiénega, vendar jo zaradi posledic za delovanje gospodarstva obravnavava tudi
na fem mestu.

16. V letih 2015 in 20106 se je Slovenija uvrstila bolie, na 49. in 43. mesto, vendar predvsem zaradi
odboja od kriznega dna in nekaterih ukrepov, povezanih s stabilizacijo gospodarskih razmer.
Podrobnejsi pregled podatkov pa pokaze, da se poslovna ucinkovitost in pogoji poslovanija
podijetij niso izbolj¥ali.
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ki se kaze v prevladi majhnih, podezelskih naselij in v odsotnosti vegjih urbanih sredis¢.
Slovenija ima z 49,7 % &etrti najmanisi delez mestnega prebivalstva v Evropi, ki je veéji
samo od Liechtensteina, Bosne in Hercegovine ter Moldavije in je primerljiv s precej manj
razvitimi drzavami, kot so na primer Indonezija, Liberija in Turkmenistan (The World Bank
2016). Na ta »urbani primanjkliaj«'” so odlogilno vplivale zgodovinsko-politi¢ne okoli-
i&ine, kot so izrazito zamudniska industrializacija (Novak 1991), zasebna, »neformalna«
gradnja enodruZinskih hig, ki je bila $e posebno izrazita v 70. letih prej$njega stoletja in
prisotna tudi v ve&jih mestih (Kos 1993; Drozg 1999), ter politika policentri¢nega razvoja
in integralnega razvoja podeZelja, ki je ohranjala pomen manisih naselij (Kovaé&i¢ 1991).
Ob tem velja dodati, da 3tevilo prebivalcev v mestih od 80. let prejinjega stoletja upada
zaradi preseljevanja v obmestja (Ravbar 1997), trend pa se s podobno dinamiko nadaljuje
tudi v sodobnosti (Pelc 2015).

Razprien poselitveni vzorec je skozi &as v kombinaciji z drugimi dejavniki krepil
navezanost na lokalno okolje; med temi dejavniki posebej izpostavljamo organiziranost
lokalne samouprave, ki se kaze v visoki ravni prostorske fragmentacije oz. izrednem pove-
&aniju tevila ob&in po osamosvaoijitvi. To je problemati¢no zaradi izprtja oz. »getoizacije«
lokalne demokracije, ki se v svojem delovanju omejuje na lokalne zadeve brez hkratnega
povezovanja v irfem prostoru (Mlinar 2003). Krepitev lokalne navezanosti je povzroéila
tudi Ze omenjena zasebna gradnja enodruZinskih his. Hi§ v tako kratkem asu vecinoma
ni bilo mogoé&e zgraditi brez dela na &rno ter sorodstvene in sosedske pomodi, torej dveh
(neformalnih) od &tirih prezivetvenih virov.

Odyvisnost od lokalnega okolja in zavezujoco umes&enost v to okolje spodbuja tudi
nizka stanovanjska mobilnost. Delez lastniskih stanovanj v Sloveniji je med najvisjimi v
Evropi - 91 % stanovanj je v lasti fiziénih oseb (V vsakem Zetrtem ..., 2015). Po drugi
strani je sklad javnih najemnih stanovanj marginalen, delez najemnikov pa je z 9 % med
najmanisimi v Evropi (prav tam). Tak3no stanje visa cene stanovanj in najemnin (Cirman
2007; Mandi¢ 2009) in niza Ze tako nizko raven prostorske mobilnosti; leta 2012 se je
v drugo stanovanie preselilo samo 7,8 % prebivalstva, kar Slovenijo uvri¢a med najmanj
mobilne drzave OECD (Stanovaniska problematika ... 2016). Se posebno problematicen
je stanovaniski poloZaj slovenskih mladih. Populacija od 18 do 29 let spada med tiste
mlade v Evropi, ki v najvedjem delezu ostajajo pod streho svoijih starev: leta 2011 je bilo
taksnih kar 85 % mladih, kar je najviji delez med drzavami Evropske unije, ob tem pa se
ie od leta 2007 ta delez poveal za kar 22 % (Eurofound 2014). To skupaj s podalisano
ekonomsko odvisnostjo od starev vodi k vsesplo3ni marginalizaciji in druzbeni anomiji
mladih, ki so bili $e konec osemdesetih glavni akterji modernizacije (Ule 2012).

Opisane znadilnosti prostorske organiziranosti druzbe vplivajo na vedeniske in vre-
dnotne znadilnosti prebivalstva ter posledi¢no spodbujajo proces retradicionalizacije
slovenske druzbe. Stevilni avtorji ugotavljajo, da so elementi tradicije in lokalnosti zelo

17. »Urbani primanikljaj« se kaze tudi v neskladju med delezema kmeckega in mestnega prebivalstva.
V primarnem sektorju (kmetijstvo, lov, gozdarstvo in ribistvo) je bilo leta 2011 zaposlenih samo 2,7
% akfivnega prebivalstva (Statistieni urad RS 2011), kar je bistveno manj, kot bi pricakovali glede
na visok delez na podezelju zivecega prebivalstva.
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pomembna sestavina pri oblikovaniju slovenske kulturne identitete (npr. Rotar 1985; Ursi¢
in Hoéevar 2007; Uri¢ 2015). Ursi¢ in Hogevar (2007) na primeru Slovenije razpravljata
o »protiurbanosti kot nacinu Zivljenjax, ki se najbolj o&itno kaze v averziji do bivanja v
gosteje poseljenih obmogjih. Z njim so povezani tudi drugi, v Sloveniji moéno raziirjeni
pojavi, kot so domagijstvo oz. »ideologija rodu in grude« ter njena pretirana povezava
z nacionalno identiteto, kulturni izolacionizem in protekcionizem ter pastoralizem oz.
idealiziranje podezelskega Zivljenja (Rotar 1985: prav tam).'® Za Slovenijo tradicionalno
znadilna redka in razpriena poselitev je od nekdaj vplivala tudi na obstoj druzbenih in
lokalnih partikularizmov: Ze v staroslovenski druzbi je botrovala nastanku jasno definiranih
skupin, med seboj nepovezanih, nepoenotenih, mo&no povezanih navznoter, prostorsko
lo&enih z velikimi obmogiji neposelienega sveta (Vilfan 1961; Magek 2007).

Navedene lokalizme in pripadajole vrednote omogoéa ali celo krepi tudi slabo sta-
nje javnega prometa v Sloveniji. Ta je zlasti od 90. let prej¥njega stoletja tako po 3tevilu
prepeljanih potnikov kot po vlaganju v infrastrukturo povsem podrejen avtomobilskemu
prometu (Gabrovec in Bole 2009; Kazalci okolja v Sloveniji: promet 2016). Ta se je naj-
bolje prilagodil podurbaniziranemu in razprienemu poselitvenemu sistemu, saj zagotavlja
dostopnost tudi do manisih in odro&nih naselij (Ursi¢ 2006). Gre za za&aran krog, saj
brez odlo&neijiih posegov drzave to pomeni prilagajanije sistema poselitve v smer 3e veéje
razprienosti.

5 Politicna arena ter odnos do drzave in njenih institucij

Modernizacijo lahko obravnavamo tudi skozi druzbene in politiéne razcepe. Eden
od najpomembnejsih razcepov, ki je oblikoval slovenski politi¢ni prostor v letih po osa-
mosvoijitvi, je kulturni razcep - zbir razcepov med sekulariziranim in nesekulariziranim,
urbaniziranim in neurbaniziranim ter industrializiranim in ruralnim polom druzbe -, ki ga
lahko oznaéimo tudi kot razcep med »modernim« in »tradicionalnim« (Vehovar 1996).
Pri¢akovati je, da je z modernizacijo ta delitev skozi ¢as zbledela in da so jo v sodobnosti
nadomestili drugi razcepi. Vendar Tiranovi izracuni (2015) kaZejo, da se v zadnjem de-
setletju ta delitev spet krepi: razlike v volilnih izidih med mestnimi in podeZelskimi obmog;ji
od leta 2000 stalno naraéajo in so bile najvedje na predéasnih drzavnozborskih volitvah
leta 2011. Na volitvah 2014 se je razcep nekoliko zmanjsal, a zgolj do referenduma o
noveli Zakona o zakonski zvezi in druzinskih razmerjih (2015), ko je predlog zakona v
velini vedjih mest prejel vec kot poloviéno podporo, skoraj povsod na podezelju pa je bil
plebiscitarno zavrnjen. Razlike med mestom in podezeljem so se v primerjavi s podobnim
referendumom leta 2012 e poveéale (Tiran 2016).

Krepitev politi¢nega razcepa med urbanim in ruralnim lahko pripisemo veé vzpore-
dnim pojavom: nere$enim razvojnim vpra3anjem med mesti in podezeliem, tudi z vidika
odnosa do modernizacije in globalizacije, poglabljanie politiénega diskurza med urbanim

18. Po mnenju Hocevarja (2002) niti Ljubljani ni uspelo razviti razlo¢ljive urbane kulture, kar povezuje
s prevladujocim kmeckim zna&ajem slovenstva (in v Ljubljano priselienega prebivalstva), nekdanjim
prevladovanjem nemstva in malomestnostjo v vseh pogledih.
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in ruralnim ter njegovo izkori¥¢anje v politiéne namene (Kozorog 2012), vedno veéjemu
pomenu kulturno-vrednotnih razlik pri strankarskem opredeljevanju (McKee 2008) in vse
manijsi tolerantnosti v delu druzbe. Kot pomembnejsi dejavnik posebej izpostavljamo . i.
uéinek sosedstva, ki deluje v smeri poenotenja volilnega vedenja na lokalni ravni (vasi,
soseske ali krajevne skupnosti).'? Ljudje s svojim delovanjem, obnasanjem in druzbenimi
praksami oblikujejo tudi politi¢no ideologijo prostora, ki se prenada na posameznike, ki
se v prostoru socializirajo, z njim identificirajo ter do njega razvijejo ob&utek lojalnosti
in pripadnosti (Agnew 1987; Kropivnik 1998). Nekatere preliminarne analize kazejo,
da je uginek sosedstva v Sloveniji edalje moéneisi (Tiran 2016). To lahko pojasnimo s
&edalje intenzivnej$im zapiranjem prebivalstva v lokalna okolja in sorodstvena omrezja
(Malnar 2012a in 2012b), krepitvijo pomena druzine (Bogki¢ in dr. 2005) in z vagkim
kolektivizmom oz. prevlado kolektivnega nad individualnim (lhan 2012; Godina 2015).

Retradicionalizacijo politiénega podsistema ponazarjajo tudi razlike v mehanizmih,
ki oblikujejo volilne preference na drzavni in lokalni ravni. Na drzavni ravni je politi¢ni
prostor éedalje bolj nestabilen: to se kaZze v nenehnem nastajanju novih, marsikdaj celo
»instant« politi¢nih gibanj in strank, menjavanju oblasti in upadaniju volilne udelezbe (npr.
Rogeljin Tiran 2014). Povsem drugaéna je slika na lokalni ravni. Volilna uspe3nost Zupanoy,
ki ponovno kandidirajo, se z vsakimi Zupanskimi volitvami poveduje in je bila na lokalnih
volitvah 2014 Ze 84,2 odstotna (Kukovié¢ in Brezoviek 2015). Nara$cajolo podporo
lokalnim voditeljem spodbuja tudi razmerje moé&i med obcinskim svetom in Zupanom: ta
je izrazito v prid Zupana, po Eemer se Slovenija uvriéa v sam vrh evropskih drzav (prav
tam 2015).

Za Slovenijo niso znadilni le druzbeni (Godina 2015), temve¢ tudi lokalni partikularizmi,
ki teZijo k prevladi lokalnih interesov nad drzavnim. Vecina od teh partikularizmov ima
lastnosti sindroma NIMBY (ang. not in my backyard), ko prebivalci nasprotujejo ne¢emu
v njihovem kraju, kar bi bilo sicer koristno za $ir§o druzbeno skupnost. Tak3nih primerov je
v Sloveniji ogromno, v njihovo obravnavo se na tem mestu ne bova podrobneje spuiéala.
Pojavljajo se tudi 3tevilni primeri lokalnega samoorganiziranja, bodisi na ravni sosedske
pomodi, krajevnih gasilskih drustev v primeru naravnih nesre€, ki nadome3¢ajo neuginko-
vitost in pocasno odzivnost drzave, na primer v obliki »vaskih straZ« v primeru druzbenih
konfliktov (primer Ambrus). V druzbenem in politiénem Zivljenju je opazna tudi Eedalje
vedja nastrojenost proti Ljubljani, kjer je osredotodena gospodarska, upravna in politi¢na
moc.

Krepitev nasprotij med urbanim in ruralnim ter drzavnim in lokalnim je najverjetneje
tudi posledica nezadovoljstva z demokracijo ter visoke ravni nezaupanja v Drzavni zbor,
Vlado RS in politiéne stranke. Ravni nezadovoljstva in nezaupanija so bile v letu 2014
najvidje, odkar jih merimo (Politbarometer 2002-14). Stopnja zadovoljstva z demokracijo
ie po prelomu leta 2008, ko je pridlo do izrazitega poslab3anja Ze sicer nizke stopnije
zadovoljstva z demokracijo in stopnje zaupanja v demokrati¢ne institucije, v letu 2014
znadala 8 %, medtem ko je istega leta zaupanije v vlado izrazilo le $e 4 % anketirancey,

19. Nekatere analize [pri¢akovano) kazejo, da je ucinek sosedstva na podezelju mo¢ne;si kot v mestu

(Cerv 2015).
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zaupanije v Drzavni zbor 2 % in zaupanije v politiéne stranke 1 % (prav tam). Krepi se tudi
instrumentalen odnos do demokracije v odnosu do vsebinskega (Stebe 2012).2° Zahteva
po splo3ni druzbeni enakosti pa je povezana z avtoritarizmom (prav tam). Upraviena je
domneva, da se nezadovoljstvo s politiéno ureditvijo na drzavni ravni prevaja v vijo raven
avtoritarizma ter odvisnosti od lokalnega okolja, lokalnih podpornih mrez in druzine.

Porodilo Komisije za prepredevanie korupcije (Ocena stanja ... 2012) omogoéa sklep,
da imamo v Sloveniji opraviti z »ujetiem drzave« (ang. state capture) (Hellmann in dr.
2000), natanéneje pa s sistemsko korupcijo. Za sistemsko korupcijo je znaédilno ujetje
drzavnega aparata, vkljuéno z nadzornimi in represivnimi institucijami, ujetje denarnega
toka, ujetje in izprtje posameznikov, organizacij in podieti, ujetje trga in ujetje medijev
(Vehovar 2015). Tako kot na gospodarskem podroéju je torej za Slovenijo znadilna tudi
izrazita politiéna integriranost drzavnega aparata. Ponovno velja, da si drzavni aparat
danes - v primerjavi z obdobjem pred letom 1991, ko ga je obvladovala ena sama
politi¢na stranka - deli veé politiénih strank.

6 Socialno podrodje

Vrsta podatkov kaze, da se dandanes krepita identifikacija z lokalnim okoljem ter od-
visnost od sosedskih skupin in sorodstva. Podatki raziskave Slovensko javno mnenije tako
kaZejo, da se v zadnjem desetletju in pol krepi ob&utek pripadnosti domaéemu kraju in
da upada obé&utek pripadnosti Sloveniji (Malnar 2012a). Od zaéetka 90. let preteklega
stoletja se krepijo tudi vrednotenije druzine (Boski¢ in dr. 2005) ter raven zaupanija druzini
in sosedom (Malnar 2012a). Krepi se tudi pomen osebnostnih v primerjavi s skupnostnimi
socialnimi oz. podpornimi omrezji (Mandi¢ in Hlebec 2005; Hlebec in dr. 2010).

Rasto&o identifikacijo z lokalnim okoljem in visoko raven zaupanja v druzino si lahko
razlozimo tudi z Ze omenjeno visoko ravnijo nezadovoljstva z demokracijo ter nezaupa-
njem v demokrati¢ne institucije. Ce posamezniki ne zaupaijo drzavi in drzavi pripadajo&im
institucijam, bodo toliko bolj zaupali lokalnemu okolju in skupinam, ki jim pripadajo.?! Oprli
se bodo tudi na vire, ki jih te skupine premorejo. Zato ne preseneda, da je na Slovenskem
nesorazmerno nizka tudi raven socialnega kapitala oz. »posplo$enega zaupanja« (ang.
generalised trust), ki se nanaa na zaupanije neznancem (prim. Igli¢ 2004). Raven posplo-
$enega zaupanja je v obdobju nagle gospodarske rasti in nara3¢anja blaginje od leta

2000 do leta 2008 sicer nara3éala, vendar je po tem letu moéno upadla (Igli¢ 2014).22

20. Z instrumentalnim odnosom je mislieno pogojno sprejemanje demokracije, ko so zadovoliene
posameznikove eksistenéne zahteve, substantiven odnos pa vklju¢uje sprejemanje demokrati¢nih
nacel, na primer sprejemanie nacela enakosti pred zakonom in enakopravnosti vseh pripadnikov
druzbe ne glede na njihovo emi¢no pripadnost ali spolno usmerjenost. V zadnjem primeru gre, v
skladu s teoretizacijo Genova (2000), za sprejemanie univerzalisticnih vrednot.

21. Collier {1998) navaja, da nizka raven »vladnega socialnega kapitala« (government social capital)
vpliva na raven »civilnodruzbenega socialnega kapitala« (civil social capital).

22. Nizka je tudi v primerjavi s primerjalno kupno mogjo prebivalstva, kije v RS v primerjavi s preostalimi
postsocialistiénimi druzbami zelo visoka. Slovenija je v okviru drzav &lanic EU v tem primeru izrazit
posebnez (Tomsi¢ in Vehovar 2007).
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PreZivetveno-poslovni model, ki sva ga podrobneije opisala Ze prej, se na ravni orga-
niziranosti in znadilnosti druzbenih skupin prekriva z domagijskim produkcijskim naginom
(Sahlins 1999). Njegove temeljne znacilnosti so domadijski partikularizem, razdrobljenost
druzbe na majhne, vzajemno neodvisne in samostojne skupnosti, odsotnost skupne avto-
ritete, medsebojna izoliranost in ceplijenje domagij na manjse enote, kar se izide v redko
naseljenost in razprienost. Menjava in proizvodnja sta usmerjeni k preZivetju, preZivetvene
zahteve so nad profitom in nad zakonitostjo.?® V druzbah z domagijskim produkcijskim
nadinom je druZina temeljna »mi skupina« - posamezniki ji pripadajo, se z njo identificirajo
in so od nje prezivetveno odvisni. Vezi med ¢&lani domacdije so najmoé&nejse in najobliga-
tornejie, individualne avtonomije pa skorajda ni (prav tam). Vse te znacilnosti se moéno
ujemajo z nekaterimi Ze opisanimi pojavi in procesi v Sloveniji (prevlada zavezujoc¢ega
socialnega kapitala, sistemska korupcija na lokalni ravni, egalitarizem, pripadnost lokal-
nemu okolju ipd.). Po mnenju Godine (2015) je domagijska logika prevladujoéa logika
druzbene organizacije na slovenskem ozemlju skozi zgodovino vse do danasniih dni.?4

7 Podroéje kulture in vrednot

Eno od osrednijih vprasanj v tem sklopu je, v kolik$ni meri so vrednote, staliséa in Zivljenj-
skostilne opredelitve Slovencev usklajene ali naklonjene procesom druzbene modernizacije
z vidika globalnega trenda univerzalizacije vrednotnih sistemov. Da je univerzalizacija
&lovekovih pravic v Sloveniji v zadnjem &asu v zastoju, nazorno pri¢a zavrnitev Zakona o
zakonski zvezi in druzinskih razmerijih leta 2012 ter njegove novele leta 2015.

Kar zadeva toleranco do drugaénosti, se je po letu 1995 stopnja ksenofobije (netole-
rantnosti do Romov, ljudi druge rase, priseljencev/tujih delavcev, muslimanov in Zidov) v
Sloveniji ustalila, leta 2008 pa je ponovno nekoliko narasla, in sicer na 30 %. Drugade
je z zivljenjskostilno netolerantnostjo (do sodno kaznovanih, pijancev, narkomanov in
homoseksualcev), ki je bila vseskozi visja (okrog 60 %), leta 2008 pa je upadla na 40,3
% (Kirbi§ in dr. 2012). Primerjalno je problematiéna zlasti stopnja ksenofobije, ki je v
Sloveniji vi§ja tako od razvitih evropskih drzav kot tudi od ostalih postsocialistiénih drzav
in drzav vzhodne Evrope, kar ni skladno z visoko stopnjo druzbeno-ekonomske razvitosti
(prav tam).2>

23. Sorodne dli celo identi¢ne znacilnosti opisuje Rihtman Avgustin (1984), ko analizira delovanje
zadrug, tj. razsirjenih druzin, v 19. in na zagetku 20. stoletja na podro&ju Balkana. Tudi Rihiman
Avgustin pise, da nezakonitost in tudi kraje v zadrugah niso bile sporne. V razmerju do zunaniih
avtoritet (»oblasti«) je nezakonitost spadala med docela sprejemljiva dejanja (prav fam).

24. Po mnenju Godine (2015) se je domacijska logika na poseben nagin uveljavila tudi s samoupravlja-
njem v socialistiéni Jugoslaviji, ki je pomenilo prenos in raziiritev tradicionalne domagijske logike iz
agrarnih v neagrarna, mesina in industrijska okolja. V samoupravnem socializmu domagija ni bila
ve¢ kmetija, ampak tovarna ali krajevna skupnost. Tovarna je bila razumljena kot posebne vrste
dom, ki je skrbel za celotno Zivljenje delavcev in njihovih druzinskih ¢lanov (poleg zaposlitve tudi
za stanovanije, zdravstveno in socialno zavarovanije, pokojnine, pocitnice itd.] (prav fam).

25. Dawson in Hanley (2016) kot eno od kljugnih znagilnosti zatona »liberalnega konsenza« v vzhodni
in srednji Evropi navajata neliberalizem [illiberalism), za katerega je znagilen tudi zaton druzbene
folerance.
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Krepijo se tudi avtoritarne tendence. V zadniji raziskavi Slovensko javno mnenje (2015)
je dobrih 62 % anketiranih izjavilo, da potrebujemo moénega voditelja (leta 1995 je bilo
tak3nih dobrih 45 %). Prav tako se vse od zacetka 90. let prejinjega stoletja krepi egalita-
rizem.2® Medtem ko je konec 80. let kazalo, da se krepijo neegalitarna nagnjenja (trend
je predstavlien v Vehovar 1991; Malnar 2012b), se odtlej krepi naklonjenost zmanijaniju
razlik v dohodkih. Leta 2015 je kar 85 % anketiranih izjavilo, naj se razlike v dohodkih
zmanjajo (prav tam). Izhodi$¢e egalitarnega trenda predstavlja leto 1991, svoj vrh, na
katerem odtlej vziraja, pa je ta trend dosegel takoj po letu 2008.

V Inglehartovi (1997) opredelitvi dveh razsezij, ki omogoéata umestitev druzb na
kulturni zemljevid sveta, je eden od kazalcev druzbene modernizacije tudi vernost; zato
bi pri¢akovali, da se je raven vernosti v Sloveniji v zadnjih 25 letih vsaj malo zmanjala.
Javnomneniske raziskave temu le delno pritrjujejo. Po eni strani pomen vere kot vrednote
pocasi, a konstantno upada: da je vera zelo pomembna vrednota, je leta 2011 menilo
le dobrih 10 % prebivalstva (Malnar 2012a). Nekoliko drugaéno sliko dajejo podatki o
delezu vernih: Eeprav je Slovenija po vecini kazalnikov vernosti blizje sekulariziranim in
protestantskim drzavam zahodne in severne Evrope (Rus in To§ 2005), druzbeni pritiski
na vernost pa so majhni (Flere in Klanj3ek 2007), se delez vernih pri nas bistveno ne
zmanjiuje. Leta 2011 je v boga verjelo 65 % Slovencey, kar je celo en odstotek veé kot
leta 1995. Delez katolikov se je v istem Easovnem obdobiju sicer zmanj$al za 6 %, a le
za desetinko manj v primerjavi z letom 2005, ko je bil 65-odstoten (World Values Survey
2016). Izmed kazalnikov vernosti velja izpostaviti tudi obiskovanje cerkvenih obredov. To
je sicer vedno bolj ob&asno, a se je Stevilo tistih, ki se jih nikoli ne udelezujejo, v zadnijih
letih pomembno zmaniialo, in sicer z 37,8 % leta 2003 (Rus in To§ 2005) na 31,4 %
leta 2011 (World Values Survey 2016). Rus in To% (2005) ugotavljata, da se Slovenija
po obiskovaniju cerkvenih obredov v mednarodnih primerjavah uvriéa visje kot pri veini
ostalih kazalnikov vernosti; enako velja za pomentt. i. prehodnih ritualov (obredi ob rojstvu,
poroki, smrti), ki je primerjalno prav tako zelo visok. Avtorja tega pojava ne pripisujeta
vernosti, ampak ga oznadujeta kot sestavino splosne kulturne prakse (prav tam). Temu
lahko dodava, da je obiskovanije obredov predvsem ritual, ki kaZe na integracijo v lokalno
okolje in omrezja.

Pomemben kazalnik stanja kulturnega podsistema je tudi kulturni okus prebivalstva,
ki se najbolj izrazito manifestira skozi glasbeni okus in je hkrati pomemben pokazatel]
druzbenih vrednot (Shuker 1994). Glasba je na splosno zelo ob&utljiv barometer kulturnih
dispozicij in je nekak3no znamenje »legitimne kulture«. Ljudje glasbe ne sprejemamo le
kot zvok, ampak skozi asociacije z vrsto podob, identitet ter z njimi povezane vrednote,
prepri¢anja in emocionalne Zelie (Negus 1992). Bourdieu (1984) trdi, da je povezava
med kulturnim okusom, druzbenim razredom in kulturnimi praksami zelo moéna. Stevilne
raziskave kazZejo, da Slovenija kljub moé&ni egalitarnosti pri tem niizjema (na primer Luthar
in Hafner Fink 1993; Jontes 2011; Luthar in Kurdija 2011).

26. Da so egalitarna nagnjena tesno povezana z egalitarizmom, sta pri obravnavi razmer v bivsi
Jugoslaviji ugotavliala Ze Tadi¢ in Zupanov (1969). Redistribucijo dohodkov in uravnilovko lahko
namre¢ zagotavlja le mocan voditel;.
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Retradicionalizacijo slovenske druzbe je zato mogoce obravnavati tudi skozi po-
pularnost narodno-zabavne glasbe. Ceprav natanénejii podatki ali raziskave niso na
voljo, se zdi, da ta zvrst glasbe v Sloveniji doZivlja ponoven razcvet in demistifikacijo,
ki se med drugim kaZe skozi izjemno popularnost prireditve No& Modrijanov in velikem
$tevilu gasilskih veselic.?” Stanonik (1990) soroden fenomen folklorizma, katerega tipicen
predstavnik je nekdanja izjemno obiskana ljubljanska prireditev Kmecka ohcet, razlaga
s tem, da je modernizacija izzvala mo&no sentimentalen odnos do ljudske kulture. Tudi
Ursi¢ in Hocevar (2007: 65) veliko popularnost in $teviléno udelezbo na tak$nih dogod-
kih razumeta kot obliko nostalgije, saj ljudje zavestno ali pa nezavedno zadovoljujejo
svoje potrebe po pokrajinski pripadnosti ali pa izvornem, 1j. ruralnem nacinu Zivljenja« in
»ohranjanije potrebe po iskanju opore za kulturno avtonomijo med domacdijskimi namesto

bolj urbanimi Zivljenjskimi vzorci«.28

8 Razprava in sklep

Osrednji namen prispevka je bil orisati stanje slovenske druzbe na posameznih podro-
&jih in ugotoviti, aliin v kolik$ni meri se slovenska druzba retradicionalizira. V nadaljevanju
povzemava kljuéne ugotovitve in jih primerjava z opaZanji Genova (2000) o druzbenih
trendih v postsocialistiénih druzbah.

Na gospodarskem podrodju vziraja visoka stopnja politiéne integracije, ki se od
obdobija pred letom 1991 razlikuje toliko, da si podijetja v vedji ali manjii lasti drzave
namesto ene same lasti ve€ strank. Poglavitno na&elo politiéne integracije so politicne,
interesne ali osebne koristi, v nasprotju z instrumentalnim aktivizmom, ki je v svojem jedru
usmerjen profitno (Genov 2000). Drzavna lastnina sama po sebi ni problemati¢na, &e je
dobro upravljana, problematiéno pa je, &e drzavna podjetija, kot se dogaja v Sloveniii,
obvladuijejo in iz&rpavajo politiéne stranke.

Genov (prav tam) navaja, da naj bi organizacijsko racionalnost v postsocialistiénih
druzbah nadgradila demokratizacija, hkrati pa naj bi tudi na politiénem podrogju prislo
do premislienega zmanj$anja ravni politiéne integriranosti druzbe. To se v Sloveniji tako
na drzavni kot na lokalni ravni ni zgodilo, kar je mogoée razbrati iz raziskay, ki kaZejo, da
so slovenska podjetja nekonkurenéna zaradi nespodbudnega poslovnega okolja, ki ga
zagotavlja drzava s svojim delovanjem in regulativnim okvirom. Izjemno nizki sta tudi raven
zadovoljstva z demokracijo in raven zaupanja v demokrati¢ne institucije, kar spodbuja ano-
micno vedenje prebivalstva, ki i§&e alternativne poti za zadovoljevanije svojih prezivetvenih
potreb. V slovenski politi¢ni areni se v zadnjem desetletju soo&amo tudi z nekaterimi pojavi,
v katerih lahko ravno tako prepoznamo kazalce retradicionalizacije: to sta zlasti globok
politiéni razcep med urbanim in ruralnim, ki se 3e krepi, ter visoka in nara$&ajoca stopnija
ponovne izvoljivosti Zupanov, dodatno podprta s prevlado Zupanov nad ob&inskimi sveti.

27. To opazaijo $tevilni novinarji, glasbeniki in glasbeni uredniki (glej na primer Kuralt 2016).

28. Skufca (2014) je s pogloblienimi inferviuji ugotovila, da narodno-zabavna glasba pri poslusalcih
sproza precej mo&ne obcutke in sproza asociacije, kot so pripadnost, druZina, dom, doma&nost
in domoljubje.
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Na socialnem podrogju je kljuéno vpra3anje druzbene integracije. Javnomneniske
raziskave kaZejo, da se v Sloveniji v zadnjem desetletju sre¢ujemo s krepitvijo lokalnih
identitet in porastom pomena druZine. Ta trend je posledica nezaupanja v drzavo, nizke
stopnije urbanizacije in kréenja socialne drzave, ki vodi do tega, da se druzbena integra-
cija v vse ve&ji meri odvija na lokalni ravni in da druZina prevzema vse veéja bremena
pri blazitvi posledic tvegani, ki jim je izpostavljen posameznik (brezposelnost, bolezen,
oskrba ostarelih). Raven posplosenega zaupanja je zelo nizka, kar pomeni, da se krepi
zavezanost lokalnemu okolju in krvnemu sorodstvu. Slovenska druzba ima po teh kriterijih
Stevilne znadilnosti domadijskega produkcijskega nacing, ki je sicer osrednja znadilnost
agrarnih, predmodernih druzb. Anomiéne razmere na ravni drzave pa ne pomenijo, da
imamo opraviti z izginotjem normativne in integrativne strukture druzbe, pad pa se ta
struktura premesti na niZjo raven njenega delovanja (Puffer 2009) oz. v tem primeru nizje
ravni prevzamejo toliko ve&jo vlogo (prav tam). Ne gre torej za razmerije ali-ali, temveé je
upraviéeno sklepanije, da Sibkost vije, drzavne ravni okrepi procese druzbene regulacije
in integracije na ravni lokalne skupnosti in druzine.

Da se v Sloveniji sre¢ujemo s trendi retradicionalizacije, je razvidno tudi na podrogju
kulture in vrednot. Na splo3no velja, da se na globalni ravni odvija proces univerzalizacije
vrednotnih sistemov, v katerega jedru se nahaja koncept univerzalnih &lovekovih pravic
(Genov 2000). Da je univerzalizacija &lovekovih pravic v Sloveniji omejena, pri¢ata za-
vrnitev Zakona o zakonski zvezi in druZinskih razmerijih ter njegove novele v letu 2015.
|dentitetni partikularizem je mogo&e razbrati tudi iz sorazmerno visoke stopnije ksenofobije.
O vztrajanju ruralne, predmoderne mentalitete pri¢a tudi zelo visoka stopnja egalitarizma,
ki jo spremlja skriti avtoritarizem, ki ju Genov pripisuje vrednotno-normativni labilnosti in
dezorientiranosti postsocialistiénih druzb (prav tam). Ohranja se tudi religiozna identite-
ta, pri ¢emer izstopata zlasti primerjalno visoki stopnji udelezevanja verskih obredov in
pomena prehodnih ritualov.

Posebnost, po kateri Slovenija izstopa od drugih (postsocialistiénih) drzayv, je velika
stopnja integracije v lokalno okolje, ki jo spodbuja prostorska organiziranost druzbe:
razprien poselitveni vzorec s prevlado manjsih, podezelskih naselij, ureditev lokalne samo-
uprave, nerazvit javni prevoz in nizka stanovanjska mobilnost. Vendar ni nujno, da imajo
lokalizmi zgolj negativen predznak. Po Strassoldu (1990) postane lokalnost v globalnem
svetu celo pomembneij$a, ob tem pa ni nujno, da v globalni druzbi pride do zamenjave
teritorialnih korenin z neprostorskimi sistemi interakcije. Tudi Harvey (2004) meni, da je
intenzivnej$e lokalno Zivljenje eden od mogocih odzivov na postmoderno: obrat v lokalno
lahko razumemo kot poskus oblikovanja razumljivega sveta znotraj neskonénih moznosti
svetov. Sledeé izpeljavam Strassolda in Harveyja, bi lahko rekli, da je eden od kljugnih
problemov slovenske druzbe poruseno ravnotezje med lokalnim, drzavnim in globalnim.

V sklepu ponovno poudarjava, da ni nujno, da se tradicija in modernost izkljuéujeta.
Specifi¢na oblika industrializacije v obdobju po 2. svetovni voini, ki se je naslanjala na tra-
dicionalni prezivetveni model, je dvignila Zivljenjski standard prebivalstva na sorazmerno
visoko raven. Slovensko druzbo je - ne glede na politiéno integracijo - tudi modernizirala.
Ne nazadnje je mogoce tudi pozitiven odnos do samoupravljanja in uspeh neokorpora-
tivizma v obdobju po letu 1991 pripisati vpetosti prebivalstva v lokalno okolje ter obstoju
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za lokalno okolje znaéilnih koalicij in preZivetvenih metod. Vprasati pa se moramo, ali
vztrajanje znadilnosti slovenskega tradicionalnega prezivetveno-poslovnega modela
danes 3e omogoéa ali pa morda zavira procese modernizacije slovenske druzbe. S tem
se vraZamo k razpravi, ki je na straneh Druzboslovnih razprav potekala konec 80. let
prejdnjega stoletja.

V prispevku sva obravnavala predvsem tiste kazalce, ki spodbujajo sklepanje, da
se krepijo tradicionalne poteze slovenske druzbe. Na drugi strani se srecujemo tudi z
nekaterimi kazalci, ki kaZejo nasprotno, denimo na obstoj postmaterialistiénih vrednot.
Odnos do dela, na primer, je $e pred dobrim desetletiem nihal med moralistiénim in post-
materialistiénim (prim. Rus in To§ 2005), medtem ko zadnji dostopni podatki (SJM 2015)
nakazujejo, da se utrjuje pojmovanie, da je delo vrednota samoizrazanja.

Vendar je, gledano v celoti, bolj upraviéen sklep, da so modernizacijski trendi v Slo-
veniji v zadnjih 25 letih - 3e posebej pa po gospodarski krizi leta 2008 - vsaj deloma
ustavljeni. Kot odziv na razmere v slovenski druzbi ter gospodarske, politi¢ne in druzbene
spremembe, ki se odvijajo na globalni ravni, se krepijo nekatere znacilnosti tradicio-
nalnega, ki imajo svojo podlago v vsaj 150 let starem tradicionalnem preZivetvenem
modelu. Ob tem dodajava, da se nasprotovanje modernizaciji in globalizaciji krepi tako
v postsocialistiénih kot zahodnih druzbah. Trend retradicionalizacije slovenske druzbe s
tega vidika ni presenetljiv, slovenska posebnost pa je predvsem poudarjena umeséenost
v lokalno okolje, ki je vredna nadaljnje, $e temeljitej$e obravnave.
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SUMMARY

The main goal of the article is to determine whether Slovenia is experiencing a retra-
ditionalization process as a response to modernization and globalization processes. The
authors present the Slovenian traditional subsistence-business model as a key structure
of “longuee duree” of Slovenian society and the starting point and the basis of its mod-
ernization and retraditionalization. At the outset, basic terms are defined, i.e. “tradition”,
“modernity”, and “retraditionalization”, based on the writings of Bendix, Gusfield, Eisen-
stadt, and Genov.

The fundamental characteristic of the Slovenian traditional subsistence-business
model is the redistribution of subsistence risks, i.e. funnelling funds from a larger number
of subsistence sources. Even though this model is threatened today, it perseveres and still
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fundamentally defines Slovenian society due to the deeply-rooted subsistence-business
practices; its basic characteristic, dependence on multiple sources of subsistence, were
reinvigorated after 1945 in a specific process of guided industrialization, with the intro-
duction of welfare state and the land reform.

One of the important consequences of established subsistence practices is integration into
the local environment. It is encouraged by a high share of rural population, low migratory
mobility, dependence on automobile transport, and a high fragmentation level of the local
government. In addition, certain specific values, identities, and social practices are also tied
to society’s spatial characteristics, such as localism, pastoral life, and cultural isolation.

Retraditionalization and localism are also evident in many phenomena in the political
subsystem, e.g. the deepening cleavage between the city and the countryside, an expressed
“neighbourhood effect” that leads to a unified voting behaviour at the local level, as well
as political instability and a lower voter turnout on one hand and a growing support for
the local leaders on the other. It seems evident that the local particularisms are nurtured by
a high level of dissatisfaction with democracy and its corresponding institutions combined
with distrust towards the state and its elites.

With regards to the economic and political subsystem, another trait remains in place
despite the political and economic transition that took place in 1991: a high level of political
integration of both subsystems. The dominance of one political party that held monopoly
over society in the pretransitional period was substituted by fragmented domination
over state owned enterprises and the apparatus of state by various political parties. The
consequences of the enduring political integration are lower productivity of firms, and
lower competitiveness, since political control of state apparatus leads to its suboptimal
performance. In general, satisfaction with democracy and trust in political parties, the
government, and parliament are extremely low.

We are witnessing not only pronounced localisms, but a growing dependence on
family and kin that pronounce them even further. The level of social capital, i.e. the level
of generalized trust is also low. Finally, traditional tenets of cultural-value dimension of
Slovenian society are being strengthened as well. Egalitarian attitudes are pronounced to
a very high degree, as well as authoritarianism. The religiousness of the population and
the presence of “low culture” are relatively pronounced. The growing salience of “low
culture” is discernible in the growing popularity of Slovenian folk music that is associated
with traditional, homestead values. Also, particularistic values are being strengthened at
the expense of universalistic values, which is revealed by a high level of social intolerance.
It seems that Slovenian society is characterized by many elements of the domestic mode
of production.

The distinctive feature of Slovenia’s retraditionalization in comparison to other (post-
socialist) countries is its specific form, which is visible in its expressed locality: the local
identities, local particularisms, local power holders, and the dependence on local environ-
ment, neighbourhood and family are all strengthened. It seems the anomic conditions at
the state level largely shifted the integrative and the normative structure of society onto
a lower, local level. This is not an either-or principle; rather, the weakness of the higher,
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state level has awakened processes of social integration and regulation that occur on the
level of the local community and family.

The outline of the selected indicators reveals that trends of modernization in Slovenia,
especially in the last 25 years, have been at least partially halted.
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Gregor Moder: Komi¢na ljubezen: Shakespeare, Hegel, Lacan. Ljubljana:
Drustvo za teoretsko psihoanalizo, 2015.
181 strani (ISBN 978-961-6376-67-9), 22 EUR

Bruce Fink, Sre¢ko Horvat, Mirt Komel, Alain de Botton in le stezka bi ne nasli e kaksnega
avtorja iz polja humanistike, ki je nedavno neposredno naslovil tematiko ljubezni ter tako ali drugace
pritrdilno odgovoril na izhodiséno vpraianje Komi&ne ljubezni: je trenutek za komedijo pravi2 Ce
gre verjeti Lacanu, ki vse od svojih dvajsetih, kot je nekje zapisal, ni poéel ni¢esar drugega, kot
prouéeval filozofe, ki so se ukvarjali z ljubeznijo, je ljubezen komigno obéutje. V ljubezni je neka;j,
kar jo umes&a v red komiénega, komedija pa je nekaj, kar je notranje, inherentno strukturi oblasti.
S konceptom komiéne ljubezni, ki poseze v vez med seksualnostjo in politiéno mogjo, Moder ze
takoj na za&etku postavi temelje za izpeljavo teze, da je komedija eti¢no nujna. Strukturirana na
nadin, ki razkriva heterogenost, neharmoniénost, kaoti¢nost, neobvladljivost ali kontingentnost,
ki je v sredisu vsakega (ne)razmerja, komiéna ljubezen ali specifi¢no sre¢anje z drugim v tocki,
ki je ni mo¢ zreducirati na subjekt, predstavlja odmik tako od ljubezni, koncipirane skozi strastno
tragi¢no-romanti¢no perspektivo na eni strani, kot od ljubezni, ki temelji na vzajemnem spostovaniju
na drugi. Resniéna ljubezen, pravi Alenka Zupanéi¢, ni ne sublimna ne vsota Zelje in prijateljstva.
Resnigna ljubezen se rodi v spregi dostopnosti in transcendentnega, pomeni ohranjanje transcen-
dentnega skozi samo dostopnost, natanko ta forma pa je tista, ki je na delu v komediji na ravni
svojega pojma. Dobra komedija ni fista, ki sfero univerzalnega lo¢i od sfere konkretnega, temveé
tista, kjer posami¢no spodnasa neko univerzalnost. Kralj, ki misli, da je kralj.

Prvo poglavije, naslovljeno kot Etika falosa, si skozi razdelavo konceptov in argumentacijo priza-
deva legitimirati predvsem to - zakaj komedija, zakaj danes toliko bolj, kaj je tisto, kar jo prepleta z
mehanizmi politiéne moci in logiko seksualnosti. Avtor se pri tem opira na koncept falosa in na neki
nadin bi zagetek njegove knjige lahko razumeli kot poskus nadaljevanja Poetike, Druge knjige, na
katero se Moder tudi sicer znatno sklicuje in ki jo Zupanéi¢eva zaklju¢i ravno s poglaviem o falosu
(Apendiks (bistveni): falos). Nemara ne pretiravamo preveg, &e v odsotnosti referiranja na temeljna
dela, v katerih Lacan krozi okoli tistega, o &emer ni mogo&e govorit, tj. okoli ljubezni (Transfer, Se,
Etika psihoanalize, Tesnobal), zapidemo tudi, da je bolj kot plod komi&ne ljubezni Modrovo delo plod
liubezni do komi¢nega. Da je poudarek prej na ravni komedije kot na ljubezni, da bi samostalnik
in pridevnik v naslovu morala zamenjati mesto. Pa vendar, avtorju pomanijkanja primerov komiéne
liubezni ne moremo ogitati, Eetudi (ali pa prav zato, ker) se v knijigi pojavijo kasneje in lahko pot
do njih osmislimo skozi retroaktivno matrico ljubezenskega sreé¢anja - ko prispemo do nijih, se zdi,
kakor da je bil vsak zavoj potreben in kakor da nas je vsak novi odstavek neizbezno vodil ravno tja.

Z oznadevalcem kastracije, ki vzpostavlja razmerje med ¢lovekom in njegovim uzitkom, Mo-
der tako za&enja (in v izteku tudi sklene) utemeljevanije privilegiranega mesta komedije in njenih
potencialnih u&inkov v sferi politiénega. Falos je kot oznaéevalec manjkajoega élena v komediji
vzpostavlien kot meso besede, ki je ni, utelesen v objektu predstavlja manifestacijo necesa, kar je
sicer neubesedljivo in deluje komi&no prek razkrivanja vrzeli v navidez harmoniéni celoti: komedija
ima »specifiéno razmerje s falosom: fali¢na je v tem pomenu, da je njena naloga razbiti ,'urok
falosa”, njena naloga je falofanija kot prikaz, da razloéek ne nastopi 3ele v (teolosko mislienem)
razmerju med neskonénostjo kraljevega politiénega telesa in banalnostjo kraljevega naravnega
telesa, temveé Ze v nezadostnosti same fantazije o tem, da je mogoée kralja misliti kot enotnost
dveh substanc« (str. 176). Z drugimi besedami, komedija je strukturirana na naéin, ki omogoéa
demistificirati sicer$njo zastrtost falosa, pokazati na inherentno ne-celost ¢loveske eksistence in
sproducirati neki nenadejani smisel, presenecenje, presezno satisfakcijo, ki se vzpostavi kot cilj,
onkraij cilja; kot rezultat operaciije, v kateri je zadovoljitev najdena, ravno &e je cilj zgresen; kot
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harmonié¢na disharmonija, ki najde satisfakcijo v spodletelosti; kot nepri¢akovan odgovor, ki nima
svojega vpradanja. V tem kontekstu se odpre vprasanie &loveske kon&nosti, ki jo komedija prikaze
na specificen nacin. Kot je nekje dejal Lacan, je tisto, kar nasmeje, pobeg Zivljenja, in ne njegov
triumf, dejstvo torej, da Zivljenje uide vsem preprekam, (potencialno emancipatorni) eksces komiénih
likov, ki nikakor ne morejo umreti ali - kot iz »ob&osti na delu« izpelje Zupanéi¢eva: ne samo, da
nismo neskonéni, tudi konéni nismo. Komiéni imperativ ne vodi do skladnosti, tako kot tudi komiéna
liubezen ni tista, kjer se vse lepo izide, temveé natanko tista, ki je je vselej prevel.

Od tu naprej so nesmisli kot smisli, ki presenetijo, najprej obravnavani skozi figuro dvornega
norca. V naslovitvi vprasanja o razmerju med umetnostjo in oblastjo avtor kraljevega norca umesti
na mesto kraljevega falosa - nor&evim nesmislom pripise delovanje na osnovi na&ela »produktiv-
nega nia, ta pa se izkaze za potencialno subverzivno silo logike, ki ji norci notranje pripadaijo.
Specifi¢no mesto, ki ga na strukturni ravni zasedajo dvorni norci in ki je edino mesto, od koder je
mozna distanca do kraljevega zakona, namreé na sebi $e ni porok transformativnega u¢inkovanija.
Smeh, ki zagotavlja distanco do ideologije, je ob hkratnem ustvarjanju pogojev, znotraj katerih
nanjo svobodno pristanemo, zavajajo¢ in kot tak primer ideoloske vpetosti par excellence. Norca
na ravni svojega pojma tako najdemo Sele v (faliéni) razseznosti, kjer utelesa kraljevo kraljevskost,
v to&ki, v kateri je kralj ve¢ od kralja samega. Skozi formo mita, v katerem so dvorni norci séasoma
postali uveljavljene, sprejemljive figure, oropane moéi proizvajanja spodletelo uspelih u&inkov, nam
Moder subverzivnega norca predstavi v obliki noréevega zezla - v obliki ponazoritve ponovitve
razcepa, ki ga med kraljem in kraljevskostjo utele3a Zze noréeva funkcija, v obliki, ki torej materia-
lizira ponovitev »geste razcepa znotraj Enegac (str. 88).

Lik Minijaza iz serije filmov o Austinu Powersu, nogaviéna lutka iz serije Parékanje, Minidick iz
Tretjega kamna od Sonca, rokav iz predstave Slava’s Snow Show, Shakespearov 20. sonet, film
Nekateri so za vroe ... vse to so primeri, v katerih Moder identificira in analizira sodobne modre
norce in v katerih naslovi ter interpretativno razdela tisti (komiéni) del preve& oz. »minisebstvo« kot
nadin komike fali¢nega objekta. Z analizo filma Lady Eve se naposled vrne do koncepta komiéne
liubezni in premisleka o transformativni mogi komedije in njenih u&inkov, ki so »navsezadnje lahko
bistveno bolj daljnosezni in koreniti, kakor so u¢inki neposrednih politi¢nih akcij« (str. 167). Nor&evo
dejanie, ki razkrije inherentno nezadostnost kraljevega, je v pretiravanju in natanéno kot pretirano
subverzivno ravno zato, ker nam v trenutku spodmakne tla pod nogami ter v tej gesti sopostavi
in naredi vidni obe plati M&biusovega traku. Dojemanie sublimnega in banalnega objekta na
isti strani pa je po besedah Zupanéi¢eve natanko formula padca v ljubezen, oblika strukture, ki
med banalnim objektom in objektom Zelje vzpostavi minimalno razliko ter v slednji prepozna tisto
razseznost Drugega, ki jo ljubimo. In tisto, kar nenazadnje v ljubezni tudi dajemo - tisto, Eesar
nimamo. Kakor je to nekje izvrstno artikuliral Schuster: ljubezen je stvar medsebojno kompatibilnih
simptomov. Je interobjektivna igra, ki dialosko sre¢anje nadomesti z monoloskim - fisti, ki ljubi,
nisem jaz, temve& ono, in tisto, kar ljubim, nisi ti, temvec tisto v tebi, ve¢ od tebe. Via Lacan: Zelim
si te, Eetudi tega ne vem; e drugace: vedeti, kaj bo naredil tvoj partner, ni dokaz ljubezni.

V izpeljavi, skozi katero se giblie med dvema objektoma, ljubezen - ki zahteva ljubezen in
zahteva jo Se - svojo roko ponovno iztegne proti komediji, ki se ji iz druge smeri pribliza prek
mehanizma delovania, ki ni mehanizem Zelje, temve& mehanizem gona. Ljubezen sublimacija je
zato, kot zapide Zupanéieva, natanko desublimacija, ki humanizira vzitek in ki se pojavi v vrzeli
med tem, kar vidimo, in tem, kar dobimo. Njen zapis, ki ljubezen 3e jasneje zdruzi s komedijo in ki
pravi, da se ljubezen ne koné&a v trenutku, ko se zmerjamo, varamo, zalimo ..., temve& takrat, ko to
niti malo ni ve& smesno, pa lahko poskusimo neposredno prenesti e na raven politiénega. Sedanii
slovenski premier Miro Cerar je v nekem intervjuju dejal, da si kot predsednik viade $e dovoli humor,
vendar mora biti pri svoji funkciji predvsem resen - gre pa¢ za resne stvari. Mar ne bi mogli re¢i,
da se politika ne koné&a takrat, ko se zaénemo 3aliti, temveé tedaj, ko ves humor ni niti malo veé
resen? Moder bi verjetno pripomnil, da je to takrat, ko sodobni norec ostane brez svojega zezla.
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Michel Foucault: »Druzbo je treba braniti«. Predavanja na
Collége de France (1975-1976). Ljubljana: Studia Humanitatis, 2015.
229 strani (ISBN 978-961-6798-58-7), 25 EUR

Knjiga Druzbo je treba braniti je nastala kot popis govorjene besede Michela Foucaulta na njegovih
enajstih predavanijih na Collége de France, ki so se zvrstila med 7. 1. in 17. 3. 1976. Foucault je s
predavanii na Collége de France sicer zael januarja 1971 v sklopu profesure, ki je bila poime-
novana Zgodovina sistemov misljenja. Teoretsko, vsebinsko in zgodovinsko lahko omenjeni sklop
predavanj uvrstimo med za mnoge temeljna dela Foucaultove misli, saj so predavanja »Druzbo je
treba braniti« ume3&ena za izdajo Nadzorovanja in kaznovanja ter pred izdajo Volje do znanja. Ze
v svojem prvem predavanju Foucault jasno izrazi namen svoje raziskave, ko zaéne s predstavitvijo
in opredelitvijo projekta genealogije kot protiznanosti, upora vednosti, ki je dejaven v boju zoper
institucionalizacijo znanstvenega diskurza s strani oblasti in katerega namen je boj proti oblastnim
u&inkom znanstvenega diskurza (in kritika pretenzije po znanosti), nato pa si kmalu zastavi enega
izmed kljuénih vprasanj sklopa predavani: kako (in s pomo¢jo katerih dispozitivov) deluje oblast?
Kljub temu da Ze ob koncu prvega predavanja nakaze, da bo vsebina prihodnjih pravzaprav
poskus neekonomske analize oblasti, analize, ki bo presegla kanonski liberalnopravno (oblast se
konstituira pod pogojem pravne forme - menjalna pogodba) in marksisti¢no analizo (oblast se
konstituira prek ohranjanja produkcijskih razmerij), pri ¢emer je, kot vidimo, za temelj obeh analiz
izbrana ekonomija. Ko nam avtor v nadaljevaniju 3e bolj jasno prikaze temeljne koncepte, okoli
katerih bo gradil vsebino predavani, ki sledijo, nam v iskanju neekonomske analize oblasti predstavi
$e dve potencialni (prezveéeni in priloznostni) hipotezi, ki sta kljuéni za samo jedro predavani:
Reichova hipoteza oblasti, ki je zvedena na opresijo (pogodba - zatiranje) in Clausewitzevo
hipotezo oblasti kot nenehno vojno, vojno z drugimi sredstvi (vojna - represija, dominacija - re-
presija). Foucault se, seveda, v nadaljevaniju loti razmisleka o pomenu, vplivu in delovaniju vojne na
delovanie oblasti. Vojna postane sredi3¢e predavanj »Druzbo je treba braniti«, saj se nam, kot nas
opomni Foucault, zdi povsem naravno, da oblast brani druzbo (str. 11-30). V drugem predavaniju
(14. 1. 1976) Foucault pravzaprav govori o dvojem: ko nam predstavlja pravnopoliti¢no teorijo
suverenosti (ki Ze od srednjega veka naprej doloca legitimnost oblasti) in njene 3tiri zgodovinske
vloge, v bistvu govori (tudi) o svojem prejdnjem raziskovanju na Collége de France, katerega re-
zultat je bila analiza disciplinarnih oblastnih mehanizmov, ki delujejo na telesa in na vse tisto, kar
telesa delajo. To, éemur smo bili pri¢a od 17.in v 18. stoletju, je pojav popolnoma novih oblastnih
mehanizmoy, ki ga ni mogoce prevesti v jezik do takrat veljavne suverenosti, je pa bil zagotovo
klju¢en za nastanek industrijskega kapitalizma in industrijske druzbe. Po petih letih ukvarjanja z
disciplinami in vprasanii, »kako« preucevati oblast, je Foucault napovedal prihodniih pet let ukvar-
janja z vojno, spopadi in boji (str. 31-51). Tretje predavanje (21. 1. 1976) razkrije podrobnejsi
nacrt take analize oblasti. Foucault namreé ponudi predlog druga&nega projekta analize oblasti,
ki naj se ofrese tradicionalne trojne predpostavke suverenosti (subjekt, enotnost oblasti, zakon) in
naj namesto tega poudarja razmerja dominacije, z drugimi besedami to pomeni, naj nas zanima,
kako se skozi odnose podrejanja proizvaja subjekte. Na tem mestu se pojavi tudi vojna. Foucault
predstavi diskurz vojne kot osnove druzbenih razmerij, ki ne proizvaja tradicionalnih polozajev
subjektov, diskurz vojne je diskurz perspektive, kjer resnica deluje kot orozje, to je diskurz, ki prekine
s filozofsko tradicijo pravnih diskurzov, 3e ve¢, Foucault ga oznaéi za prvi izkljuéno zgodovinsko-
-politiéni diskurz na Zahodu. Za ta diskurz sta zna&ilni mragnost in kritika, ki je za laZjo artikulacijo
pomo¢ poiskala pri velikih mitolokih zgodbah, ki govorijo o pretekli dobi pomembnih prednikov,
prihodu novega kraljestva ... Foucault je rojstvo tega diskurza identificiral na dveh mestih: okrog
leta 1630 naij bi se pojavil kot diskurz puritancev in revellerjev v Angliji, poleg tega pa je prisoten
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tudi okoli leta 1720 ob koncu kraljevanja Ludvika XIV. Okolid¢ine nastanka in nadaljnji potek
diskurza avtor podrobno (in za zamejenost nadega prostora preveé obsirno) obravnava, zato na
tem mestu predstavimo zgolj kljuéno idejo, ki iz tega sledi, to je, da je od tega Easa naprej (od 17.
stoletja) vojna, ki naso druzbo prepreda in binarno deli na dva dela, rasna vojna, to pomeni, da je
druzbeno telo artikulirano v dveh rasah (str. 51-73). Od vojne do drzavnega rasizma pride Michel
Foucault ob koncu tretiega predavanija in temu v resnici tudi posveti celotno drugo polovico knjige
(oziroma predavani). Rasna teorija je dozivela prepis, ki se dogaja od za&etka 19. stoletja naprej
in ki v nameri definiranja razrednega boja tezi po izbrisu rasnega konflikta. Ta prepis je, kot nam
kaze Foucault, omogogil nastanek drzavnega rasizma in diskurz rasne vojne se je ob koncu 19.
stoletja transformiral v rasistiéni diskurz, ki staro idejo »Moramo se braniti pred druzbo« zamenija z
»Druzbo moramo braniti pred vsemi bioloskimi nevarnostmi te druge rase, te pod-rase, te proti-rase,
ki jo proti svoji volji sproti konstituiramo« (str. 71). Vsebina predavanj od &etrtega do predzadnje-
ga, desetega predavanija je posveéena dvojemu: Michel Foucault nam po eni strani predstavlja
hvalnico diskurza vojne ras, zgodovinske zavesti, ki jo ta producira, ta zgodovina rasne vojne je
v &istem nasprotju z zgodovino suverenosti, ki jo je Zahod poprej poznal, to je proti-zgodovina,
zgodovina, ki ne utrjuje in ne opraviéuje oblasti, temve& jo nenehno izziva in napada. Ce nam je
torej v drugi polovici knjige Foucault po eni strani prikazoval skoraj$njo revolucionarno mo¢ dis-
kurza vojne ras (poglavija/predavania, kjer opisuje anglesko in francosko izku$njo diskurza vojne
ras), nas je po drugi opozarjal na nekaj, kar bo poimenoval in dokonéno pojasnil 3ele v zadnjem,
enajstem poglavju. Ko bi diskurz vojne ras lahko dejansko postal revolucionaren, to je bilo v éasu
19. stoletja, smo bili pri¢a nekemu novemu zastavku diskurza, ki ga je uvedla drzava. Pojasnimo:
diskurz ras (v mnozini) je omogocal orozje za boj proti zgodovini (rimske) suverenosti, a Drzava
je za namene ohranjanja lastne suverenosti rekodirala in obrnila to orozje v diskurz rase (rase v
ednini), ki je omogoéal nastanek rasizma. Ce je bil &as 18. stoletja &as, ki je vojno ustolicil kot
enega kljugnih vidikov za analizo politi¢nih razmerij, se moramo ob koncu (s Foucaultom) vprasati,
kaj se je zgodilo v zgodovinskem diskurzu 19. stoletja, da je bila vojna izbrisana, omejena. Vloga
vojne je pri3la na svetlo, a bila je izrazito negativna - ne konstituira ve& zgodovine, temveé brani
in ohranja druzbo, neizogibno je torej v 19. stoletju stala ideje interne vojne, drzavnega rasizma,
ki druzbo brani pred nevarnostmi, ki se rojevajo v njej sami, v njenem lastnem telesu. Ali - &e se
vprasamo druga&e - kak3na oblast je nastopila takrat, da je za svoj temeljni mehanizem izbrala
ravno rasizem? Biooblast. Foucault poudari, da je eden izmed paradoksov biooblasti to, da ubija,
kljub temu da je celotna zgodba njenega obstoja posve&ena ideji podalisevanija Zivljenja, a ravno
na tem mestu se pojavi rasizem, ki poskrbi za morilsko funkcijo Drzave (str. 73-293). Misli zadnjega
predavanja Michela Foucaulta so, kot lahko vidimo, v resnici nujen zacetek novih premisljevani.
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Po propadu velikih totalitarnih rezimov 20. stoletja se je ve&ina drzav prepustila kapitalistiénemu
produkcijskemu nacinu, ki naj bi v svojem demokrati¢no-liberalnem duhu osvobodil posameznike
iz najrazliénejiih ideologij in jim s tem omogoCil, da postanejo »gospodarii v lastni hii«. Na prvi
pogled se nam tako zdi, da Zivimo v &asu neskoné&nih moznosti, ki se udejanjajo pod okriliem
svobodnih odlogitev. Vendar pa 3tevilne raziskave, nastale od druge polovice prej3njega stoletja
naprej, kaZejo na to, da se subjekti, katerim je bila podeliena svoboda izbire, v mnogih situacijah
vedejo enako kakor fisti, ki slednje niso imeli, le da svojo odlocitev druga&e osmislijo. Medtem ko
tisti, ki so v podreditev prisiljeni, svoja dejanja zgolj racionalizirajo (npr. »storil bom to dejanie, saj
je dobro za doloéen cilj«), akterji v liberalnodemokrati¢nih pogojih svojih dejanj ne spremenijo,
temve¢ jih ponotraniijo in spremenijo v vrednoto (npr. »ker sem avtonomna in pogumna oseba,
bom storil to dejanje«). Paradoks liberalnih zapovedi je v tem, da navidezna svoboda odlogitve v
stevilnih primerih hitreje kot v njihovih avtoritarnih razli¢icah pripelie do podreditve in ponovitve
storjenih dejanj. Ne samo, da je vedenje akterjev v danih razmerah enako predvidljivo, temve¢ je
tudi veliko manj »svobodnox, kot si radi zami3ljamo (Beauvois 2000).

Ce danes is¢emo razlog za branje Foucaultovega kurza predavani o viadnosti, kijih je imel na
Collége de France v prvi polovici leta 1979, ga gotovo najdemo v Zelji po razumevanju danega
paradoksa. Tisto, kar je resni¢no inovativnega v Foucaultovi razdelavi koncepta oblasti, namre& ni
sam prikaz dejstva, da razli¢nim druzbenim sistemom pripadajo razli¢na oblastna razmerja, temved
ugotovitev, da sprememba v organizaciji oblastnih razmerij ne spremeni vloge oblastnih razmerij
samih. Re&eno drugade, Foucaultova analiza prikaze, kako mehanizmi oblastnih razmerij skupaj
z oblastjo, ki jo ti mehanizmi proizvajajo, niso v liberalni in neoliberalni druzbeni ureditvi ni¢ manj
»oblastni« kot v kakdnem drugem druzbenem sistemu, spremeni se zgolj tehnika vladanja. Medtem
ko je 3e v 17. stoletju druzbena omejitev prihajala »od zunai«, torej od suverena zakonodajalca, se
v 18. stoletju pojavi »notranje uravnavanie racionalnosti viadanja« (str. 17). To preprosto pomeni,
da vladanije ni ve& naravnano na racionalnost posameznega suverena, ki sme redi »jaz drzavag,
temve¢ na racionalnost tistih, ki so vladani. S svojim geslom »kako ne vladati preve&« (str. 20) li-
beralizem izvede zgolj kvaziumik s podro&ja vladanija, saj se njegovo podrogje v resnici ne iznici,
temveé zgolj premakne. Namesto na vsesplo3no podreditev ljudstva nova oblast cilja na to, da
bodo ljudje sami presodili, kako je v danih okolis&¢inah najbolj »racionalno« delovati.

Kljub zacetnim napovedim, da bo med 3olskim letom govoril o biopolitiki, torej o naginu racio-
nalizacije problemoyv, ki jih od 18. stoletja naprej praksi vladanja postavljajo »populacijski pojavi,
kot so higiena, rodnost, zdravstvo, rasa, zivljenjska doba ipd. (str. 290), se Foucault v svojem delu
posveca predvsem genealogiji liberalizma in $tudijam njegovih posameznih razli¢ic - nemskega
ordoliberalizma ter francoskega in ameriskega neoliberalizma. Tisto, kar je pri nacinu njegovega
postopanija e posebej zanimivo, je to, da se avtor liberalizma ne loti s stalis¢a ideologije, lazne
zavesti, zaslepitve mnozic ipd., temved s stali3¢a posebnega nacina delovanja. Nacin delovanija
vladnosti je torei tisti, ki postavlja okvire nove politi¢ne racionalnosti, znotraj katere se vrsi biopolitika.
Tak$en postopek avtorja tako metodolosko kot vsebinsko logi od drugega pomembnega avtorja
$tudij neoliberalnih praks, ki je v slovenskem prevodu izel pred leti (gl. Harvey 2012).

V 3tudijah ordoliberalizma, katerim so posvecena kar stiri od dvanajstih predavanj, Foucault
vzitraja na tem, da neoliberalizem ni zgolj ponovitev liberalizma in njegove laissez-faire politike
iz 18. in zacetka 19. stoletja. Medtem ko je stari liberalizem vztrajal na naravni danosti trga, za
katerega moramo znotraj druzbe samo pripraviti in zavarovati prostor, v katerem bo deloval, pa
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njegova povojna nemska razli¢ica opozarja, da mora drzava najprej vzpostaviti pravilne pogoje
zato, da bo trg sploh lahko zaéel delovatiin da bo lahko razvil ves svoj potencial. Za ordoliberalce
(Franz Béhm, Walter Eucken, Hans GroBmann-Doerth itn.) se vpradanje namre ne nahaja v tem,
ali obstajajo stvari, v katere imamo pravico posegati, temveé je treba zgolj ugotoviti, kako moramo
posegati vanje (str. 122). Vladanje v neoliberalizmu tako ne sme posegati v uéinke trga, 3e veg,
ne sme niti popravljati uni€ujogih u&inkov, ki jih ima trg na druzbo. »Posegati mora v samo druzbo
v njenem tkivu in globini« (str. 136). Posamezniku se ni¢ ve¢ ne zapoveduije, kako mora delovati,
temve se mu zgolj omogoZi pogoije, v katerih lahko deluje. Tak3no nacelo se 3e posebej uresnici
v ameridki razli¢ici neoliberalizma (Friedrich A. Hayek, Milton Friedman itn.), kjer neoliberalne
politike uvedejo ekonomske posege v vse sfere druzbenega Zivljenja. Ekonomska oblika trga se
posplodi na celotno druzbo, ki zaéne delovati po modelu podietja, v njem delujoéi posameznik
pa postane homo economicus, »podietnik samega sebe« (str. 205). »Z gledi3&a teorije vladanja
je homo economicus tisti, v katerega se ne sme vtikati. Homo economicusa se pusti delati« (str.
246). Taksen nagin delovanja svojo najvijo razli¢ico doseze v teorijah &loveskega kapitala. Kar
je pomembno in kar je tudi Foucaultova glavna poantq, je to, da s prihodom liberalizma vladnost
ne potrebuje ve¢ nadzornega telesa, saj se v celoti prenese na delovanie vsakega posameznika.
To pa danasnjega sistema, kot smo rekli, ni¢ manj ne naredi za »vladnega«.

Foucaultova metodologija, s katero se loti preuevanja konceptov oblastnih razmerij, ne poteka
v kontinuiranem zgodovinskem ali konceptualnem zaporedju. Njegove analize skacejo med 17.in
20. stoletjem ter med razli¢nimi analizami konceptoy, kot so zakon, svoboda, interes, civilna druzba
ipd. Tak3en postopek nas po eni strani drzi v nenehni pripravljenosti, saj za nobeno predavanije
ne vemo, kam nas bo predavatelj popeljal, hkrati pa na ve& mestih dobimo obéutek, da tega niti
sam ne ve. Metodo serij predavanj tako morda 3e najbolje ponazarja avtorjev lastni citat »kaijti
kakor veste, sem kot potoéni rak, premikam se bo&no« (str. 75). Nesistematiénost najverjetneje
izhaja iz tega, da predavanija niso bila namenjena objavi. Iz§la so ele posthumno, prek zapisa
zvoénih posnetkov. Poleg tega je avtorjeva iz&rpna obravnava neoliberalnega rezima, ki v knjigi
veckrat meji na fascinacijo, mnoge kritike pripeljala naidejo, da avtor sam, kot pravi Zdravko Kobe
v spremni besedi, »koketira z neoliberalizmom« (str. 334). Morda je k temu prispevalo dejstvo,
da se v njegovih analizah problemi izkoris&anja, neenakosti in redistribucije bogastva zakrijejo
s problemom delovanja mo¢i. Na tem mestu vidimo tudi najveéjo pomanikljivost Foucaultovega
dela, ki s svojim konceptualnim aparatom ponudi izredno prodorno analizo neoliberalnih praks,
kar mu omogoéa zelo dobro misliti, kdo, kje, kdaj in kako, ne more pa misliti zakaj.

Omenjenim pomanikljivostim navkljub ostaja tema neoliberalizma danes, 30 let kasneje, bolj
aktualna kot kadarkoli, kar je zgolj eden izmed razlogov, zakaj je Foucaultovo delo nepogresljivo
branje za vse, ki zelijo razumeti delovanje sodobnih oblik druzbene oblasti.
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Delo Vsi spoli so resni¢ni - transspolnost, transseksualnost in cisspolna nenormativnost je
pomemben mejnik pri naslavljanju in obravnavanju nastetih tem v slovenskem prostoru. Gre za
delo, ki je sicer deloma prevod publikacije Put u prostranstvo (2012), a je ustrezno in smiselno
dopolnjeno ter prilagojeno glede na specifike slovenskega prostora in v dolo¢enih vsebinskih vi-
dikih. Obravnavane so teme, ki so kljuéne za osnovno razumevanije in poznavanije transspolnosti,
transseksualnosti in cisspolne nenormativnosti ter njihove heterogene in kompleksne pojavnosti.
Sama postavitev in vrstni red bralko_ca vodi od spoznavanija z osnovnimi koncepti in distinkcijami,
ki so temelinega pomena za korektno razumevanije izbranih tem, od jasno vpeljane in razlozene
razlike med spolnim izrazom, spolno vlogo, spolom, pripisanim ob rojstvu, spolnim binarizmom,
cisspolnostjo (in cisspolno normativnostjo) in druzbenim spolom, pri tem pa jasno izpostavlja
potrebno, a druzbeno-3e-ne-realizirano utemeljenost spola v samoidentifikaciji osebe, ne glede
na spol, ki je osebi bil pripisan ob rojstvy, in ne glede na kontinuirane nasilne druzbene pripise
spola (spolnega zaznamovania), utemeljenih v druzbeno prevladujocih predpostavkah spolnega
binarizma. V nadaljevanju se delo precizno loteva konceptualiziranja razlik med pojavi, s katerimi
se je slovenska 3irda javnost v politiéno sprevrzeni in zmanipulirani obliki (»queerseksualnosti«)
prvi¢ seznanjala Sele v zadnji referendumski kampaniji o noveli ZZZDR, v kateri se je tovrstne
nenormativne identitete zlorabljalo v namene manipulacije in vzbujanja strahu: avtorice_ji tako
strokovno utemeljeno in argumentirano pojasnijo transspolnost, transseksualnost in kvirspolnost
(genderqueer), spolno nebinarnost (non-binary), bispolnost, trispolnost, spolno fluidnost, aspolnost,
neutrois in identitetno pozicijo fransvestitk_ov, pri tem pa dolocene pojavnosti konkretno prikazejo
tudi z Zivljenjskimi izku3njami in subjekfivnimi pomeni oseb, ki se identificirajo z dolo&enimi spolno
nenormativnimi identitetami. Pomemben prispevek k obravnavanju nenormativnih spolov je tudi
interseksualnost, ki je v slovenskem prostoru izrazito podobravnavana. V povezavi z Zivljenjskimi
izkuSnjami transspolnih in cisspolno nenormativnih oseb so v delu predstavljeni tudi doloceni izsledki
prve raziskave o potrebah transspolnih oseb v Sloveniji, katere podatki kazejo na visoko stopnjo
diskriminiranosti, marginaliziranosti in dozZivljanja nasilja, medtem ko osebne pripovedi transspolnih
in cisspolno nenormativnih oseb hkrati pri¢ajo o njihovi izjemni mo¢i, ki jim zagotavlja preZivetje
in zivljenje v druzbi, ki je saturirana z razmerji mo¢i, sedimentiranimi v cis- in heteronormativnosti.

Kljuéni prispevek dela je - poleg neizkljuéujocega obravnavanja transspolnosti, transseksualno-
sti in cisspolne nenormativnosti - tudi izrazit depatologizirajoéi pristop, ki prevladujoco medicinsko
obravnavo omenjenih polj u&inkovito podvrze kritiki, ob hkratni usidranosti v Zivljenjske svetove
transspolnih, transseksualnih in cisspolno nenormativnih oseb, 1. delo ucinkovito razgrne ambiva-
lentnost medicinskega interveniranja, ki se ne z-more izogniti patologizaciji in diagnosticiraniju,
hkrati pa tudi izpostavi pomen dostopa do raznolikih terapevtskih moznosti. Pri tem avtorice_ji ne
ostanejo samo pri kritiéni analizi pomena medicinske obravnave, temve opozorijo tudi na z njimi
povezane zakonodajne pomanikljivosti in krsitve Evropske konvencije o ¢lovekovih pravicah ter
relativne deregulariziranosti tovrstnega podrocja v Sloveniji, pri €emer jasno predstavijo tudi primere
dobrih praks iz nekaterih drugih drzay, ki so to zakonodajno podro&je bolj ali manj uéinkovito
utemeljile na samoidentifikaciji mimo medicinskih intervencij, ki transspolnost, transseksualnost in
cisspolno nenormativnost podvrzejo diskurzu »motnje« in patoloskosti. Pri obravnavi zakonodajnega
podroéja se avtorice_ji tako ne ustavijo le pri kritiki, temve& nadaljujejo s predstavitvijo korakoy, ki
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bi jih veljalo narediti v prihodnje z namenom zagotovitve enakopravne obravnave vseh oseb, ne
glede na spol, spolno identiteto in/ali spolni izraz, in z namenom spostovanja &lovekovih pravic.
S tega vidika lahko delo obravnavamo tudi kot opomin in poziv pristojnim institucijam, ki ne mislijo
in ne upostevajo nasilja cisnormativnosti in spolnega binarizma, kot ga &utijo in Zivijo osebe, ki
tovrstne prevladujoce druzbene ureditve presegaijo s tem, ko Zivijo v skladu z lastnim spolom in
s tem razgrinjajo nasilnost pripisovanja spola ob rojstvu ter hkrati tudi ranljivost prevladujoce
cisnormativne druzbene ureditve.

Glede na to, da je transaktivizem v Sloveniji 3ele izstopil iz povojev, upostevajoé dejstvo, da
je bila prva organizacija, ki se ukvarja izklju&no z omenjenimi druzbenimi skupinami, tj. Zavod
Transfeministiéna Iniciativa TransAkcija, ustanovljena $ele pred dobrim letom, potem ko je neuradno
delovala od leta 2014 naprej, pomeni tovrstno delo pomemben mejnik, tudi zaradi tegq, ker se je
transaktivizem v tem obdobju sre¢eval z mnogimi ovirami, izhajajogimi tako iz 3irdedruzbenega
zivljenja kot tudi znotraj LGBT+ skupnosti, v kateri ima »T« (kot tudi »B+«) pogosto le provizori¢no
mesto, saj v njej mestoma prevladujejo interesi gejevsko-lezbicnih politik, v&asih tudi na ragun manj
vidnih spolnih in seksualnih manjsin znotraj LGBT+ manjsine. S tem delom (in nedvomno tudi z dru-
gimi projektnimi aktivnostmi in dogodki v zadnjih letih) se je transaktivizem povsem jasno usidral
v slovenski prostor, v katerem opozarja na relativno nevidnost nenormativnih spolnih identitet, ki
so druzbeno marginalizirane, patologizirane ali celo povsem spregledane. Domet dela Vsi spoli
so resniéni je izjemno 3irok, saj se pri obravnavi vsebin avtorice_ji publikacije u&inkovito izognejo
strogemu teoretskemu jeziku, kar nedvomno prispeva k Sirsemu doseganiju bralk_cev, ne da bi pri
tem sama obravnava omenjenih vsebin izgubila na pogloblijenosti in kompleksnosti, obenem pa
delo sluZi tudi kot konkreten prikaz ustrezne terminologije in tak3ne rabe jezika, ki ni izkljuéujoca
do oseb raznolikih spolov.

Publikacija je tako namenjena vsem osebam, ki se Zelijo bliZje spoznati s transspolnostjo, trans-
seksualnostjo in cisspolno nenormativnostjo, osebam, ki se identificirajo ali se Zelijo identificirati
kot zaveznice_ki transspolnim, transseksualnim in cisspolno nenormativnim osebam v okviru politik
zaveznidtev, osebam, ki se identificirajo z nenormativnimi spolnimi identitetami in njihovimi bliznjimi,
pa tudi osebam, ki se z omenjenimi druzbenimi skupinami sreujejo v svojem strokovnem polju, ter
osebam, ki se zomenjenimi temami ukvarjajo na razliénih prakti¢nih in teoretskih ravneh, vkljuéno s
feminizmi in feministi¢nimi praksami, katerih odnos do transspolnosti, transseksualnosti in cisspolne
nenormativnosti je véasih ambivalenten, neredko pa tudi izkljuéujoé, s &imer predstavljajo le e
dodatno instanco nasilja in podaljska obstojece cisnormativne druzbene ureditve, spregledujoé
dejstvo, da se razliéne oblike feminizmov pravzaprav borijo za skupni cilj, tj. za enakost vseh oseb,
ne glede na spol, kaijti: vsi spoli so resniéni, kar v naslovu in v vsebini sporo¢a prva publikacija v
slovenskem prostoru, ki heterogenost sicer druzbeno homogeniziranih skupin transspolnih, trans-
seksualnih in cisspolno nenormativnih oseb obravnava v vsej njihovi raznolikosti. Gre torej za delo,
ki nikoli ne more priti prehitro, oziroma delo, za katerega se zdi, da - upostevajo¢ zgodovinsko
kontinuiranost nasilnosti cisnormativnosti in obstojeéa razmerja moéi - vedno pride prepozno.
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llan Pappe v knjigi The Idea of Israel: A History of Power and Knowledge prevpraiuje, kako
Judje v Izraelu producirajo vednost o drzavi Izrael. Interpretacije oziroma produkcija vednosti o
razli¢nih dogodkih je tisto, kar zanima Pappeija, kajti produkcija vednosti in vednost sama imata
klju¢en vpliv na izvajanje in legitimiranje (nad)oblasti Judov v razmerju do Palestincev. Avtor anali-
zira produkcijo vednosti v akademskih krogih (s poudarkom na zgodovini in zgodovinariih), medijih
in kulturi ter spremembe, ki so se dogaijale (in se Se vedno dogaijajo) znotraj produkcije vednosti
o Izraelu med Judi v Izraelu. Knjiga je napisana izjemno pregledno, tako da ni tezko slediti njeni
rdedi niti skozi obdobje od leta 1948, ki je klju&no za izgradnjo enotne judovske nacije (leta 1948
je bila ustanovljena drzava Izrael), pa vse do danes.

Pappe najprej spregovori o sionizmu, ki ga na zacetku knjige definira kot diskurz, in sionisti¢cnem
kanonu interpretacije dogodkov po letu 1948. Drugi¢, avtor locira nekaksne obrise postsionizma (in
ne antisionizma) v za&etek 90. let prejinjega stoletja. Postsionizem je gradil na dognanijih »novih
zgodovinarjeve, ki so Ze ob koncu 80. let kritizirali sionisti¢no interpretacijo dogodkov ter z lastni-
mi analizami razbijali hegemonske predstave o nastanku Izraela in odnosih z Arabci. Po izbruhu
druge intifade leta 2000 ter po napadih 11. septembra 2001 pa v Izraelu pride do ponovnega
obrata in vznika neokonservativizma, ki uspe povezati sionizem in ortodoksne judovske skupnosti.
Pappe v tem primeru govori o neosionizmu, ki pa ne temelji na novih odkritjih, temveé na drugaéni
interpretaciji zgodovinskih spoznanj. Skozi te fri prizme oziroma oblike in vsebine produkcije
vednosti - sionizem, postsionizem in neosionizem - ter njihovo razmerje do obstojecih razmerij
moci uspe avtor razgaliti rasizem in izklju¢evanije vseh tistih, ki ne odobravajo hegemonske (neo)
sionisti¢ne interpretacije zgodovine Judov.

Zgodovina in zgodovinarii so imeli klju&no vlogo pri nastanku in kreiranju samopodobe Izra-
ela ter legitimaciji obstoja Izraela in apartheida nad Palestinci. Sionisti¢no zgodovinopisje je po
ustanovitvi Izraela postalo izraelsko zgodovinopisje o drzavi, ki je Zelelo »znanstveno« dokazati
pravico Judov do lastne drzave v Palestini. David ben Gurion, prvi premier |zraela, je uporabil
zgodovinarie, da so kreirali sliko, ki je ustrezala sionistom za utrditev oblasti v Palestini. Sionizem
kot diskurz se je (re)produciral s pomogjo specifi¢ne produkcije vednosti o letu 1948 in o Izraelu.
Sionisti¢ni akademiki so sionizem in Izrael razlagali kot izjemne primere modernizacije, hkrati
pa so legitimnost Judov do izklju¢evanija in etni¢nega &id¢enja Palestincev Erpali iz mitoy, ki so s
pomogjo sionisti¢ne produkcije vednosti postali »resnice«. Eden takih je, da je bila dezela prazna
vse do konca 19. stoletja, kar tudi pomeni, da ne obstaja nobena ovira za njeno naselitev. Ob tem
Pappe identificira $e nekaj dodatnih mitov: mit o zmagi manjdega 3tevila judovskih vojakov proti
StevilénejSemu nasprotniku v vojni leta 1948; mit o tem, da obstajata konsenz in Zelja Arabcev do
uniéenja vseh Judov. Izjemno pomemben mit, ki je omogo¢il narodno enotnost Judov, pa je bila
trditev, da so bili Judi z vsega sveta sionisti, ki so se Zeleli preseliti v I1zrael. V ta namen so »sioni-
zirali« razli¢ne upore Judov v ¢asu nacizma, med drugim tudi upor v varsavskem getu, ki so ga
vodili socialisti in komunisti ter antisionisti, ki so se zdruzili v Bundu (General Jewish Labour Bund
of Lithuania, Poland and Russia). Ti miti so postali podlaga, na katerih je zgrajen kolektivni spomin
Judov.

Kot odziv na sionisti¢no produkcijo vednosti se ob koncu 80. let prejinjega stoletja pojavi krog
»novih zgodovinarjev«, med katere Pappe ob Bennyju Morrisu, ki ob prelomu tiso¢letja dozivi ra-
dikalno preobrazbo in postane sionist, Tomu Segevu, Simhu Flapanu, Aviju Shlaimu in drugih 3teje
tudi samega sebe. Ti zgodovinarii so pod vplivom vojne z Libanonom in prve intifade zaéeli kriti¢no
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analizirati zgodovino in sionistiéne »resnice«. Slo je, lahko bi rekli, za pisanje kontrazgodovine. S
tem so bili nadaljevalci tistih »pionirjev«, ki so bili od zagetka nastanka Izraela kritiéni do sionizma
in so postavili pod vpra3aj celotno mreZo sionistiénih mitov. Za nove zgodovinarie je bilo jasno,
da je leto 1948 za Palestince nakba in da sami niso prostovoljino zapustili lastnih domov, temveé
da so bili iz njih izgnani.

Kljub tem mikro premikom v akademskih krogih je sionizem kot specifi¢en diskurz vztrajal vse
do leta 1994, ko so na sreanju zgodovinarjev prvi¢ uporabili besedo postsionizem. V to gibanie,
po Pappeiju, spadajo tako antisionisti kot tudi sionisti. Sicer pa Pappe ozna&evalec postsionizem
uporablja dosledno, saj pripadniki tega gibanja samih sebe niso oznacevali kot antisioniste. Sio-
nistiéni postsionisti so nekako Zeleli obdrzati tisto »dobro« sionizma, se pravi predvsem moment
in mit modernizacije, kritizirali pa so poéetje sionistov po letu 1967. Zaradi tega so se antisionisti
otepali postsionizma, medtem ko so sionisti z veseljem sprejeli postsionizem. Pappe, slede¢ tej
dikciji, zase prej trdi, da je antisionist kot pa postsionist.

Postsionizem, vsaj tisti akademski, ni imel cilja radikalno prelomiti s sionizmom. Pappe vztraja,
da je 3lo za notranjo kritiko sionizma, in izpostavi, da je v velikem $tevilu za sionistiéne postsioniste
sionizem postal problematien 3ele po vojni leta 1967 in okupaciji palestinskih ozemelj. Vsekakor
pa je prislo do velikih premikov: pod okriljem postsionizma so se za&eli zgodovinarji podrobno
ukvarjati z vprasanjem britanskega mandata v Palestini (1920-1948). V tem obdobju so zaradi
izjemnega zanimanja za teorijo in metodologijo zaceli prevajati dela Michela Foucaulta in Marxa
v hebrejiino. Pri3lo je do vzpona feminizma, pa tudi do heterogenosti v metodolo3kih vpra3aniih.
Ravno tako je prislo do demistifikacije in razkrivanja vloge, ki jo pri okupaciji in izgradnji mita o
Izraelu igra spomin na holokavst. V &asu postsionizma so veliko pozornosti namenili vpra3aniju
izklju€evanja mizrahi Judov znotraj Izraela. Za sionizem je znadilno, da »spregleda« ter s tem
omogo¢i reprodukcijo izkljuéevanija in hierarhi¢nega vkljuéevanja mizrahi Judov, ob predpostavki,
da so bili ti normalizirani, da so opustili arabsko identiteto oziroma se je »znebili«. O diskriminaciji
mizrahi Judov se izjemno malo govori, gre pa le za nekak3no »notranjo« preslikavo odnosa sionistov
do Palestincev.

Tak3na kriti¢na, a hkrati tudi ambivalentna pozicija ni bila nikoli splo3no sprejeta, kaj 3ele hege-
monska, je pa odprla vrata in moznost za emancipatorne boje tako Judov kot tudi Palestincev. Pappe
nekje na prelomu tretiega tisoéletja identificira vznik neosionizma ter novega obrata v produkciji
vednosti in izvajanja oblasti, ki je potekalo v Easu druge intifade in sovpade z »zaetkom boja proti
terorizmu«. Avtor opozori na zgodovinsko specifi¢nost neosionizma - pri3lo je do radikalizacije
nacionalistiénih in religijskih skupin. Sionizacija do tedaj antisionisti¢nih, ortodoksnih Judov je nekaj
povsem novega, &e vemo, da so pred tem ortodoksni Judje nasprotovali sionizmu, pa tudi Izraely,
saj nova judovska drzava po njihovem mneniju ni bila bozje stvarstvo. Toda po letu 2000 je veliko
Stevilo rabinov postalo gorecih sionistov, s &imer sta se dodatno zaéela prepletati politika in religija.
Rabini so pridobivali na politi¢ni mogi, vplivali so na politiko in s tem na sprejemanje zakonov v
Knessetu, vse skupaj pa je kulminiralo s poskusi zagetka gradnije tretjega templja v Jeruzalemu.
Ob tem so mizrahi Jude ponovno potisnili na margine druzbenega, ekonomskega in politi¢nega
zivljenja, v ospredje pa je zopet prisla varnost Judov, ki omogoca nadaljevanije lo¢evanja med
Judi in Palestinci.

Kljub izjemno zanimivi analizi, ki jo ponudi Pappe, moramo izpostaviti dve tezavi knjige. Prvi¢,
obstaja kar nekaj zagat s pojmom sionizem oziroma s Pappejevim razumevanjem pojma diskurz.
Na za&etku Pappe jasno izpostavi, da sionizem razume enako kot Edward Said razume orientali-
zem - kot diskurz - oziroma kot specifi¢no razmerje med vednostjo in oblastjo. Ker je eden glavnih
o&itkov Saidu ravno nerazumevanie in »napadna« raba Foucaultovega koncepta diskurz, bi lahko
Pappe ve& prostora namenil temu vprasaniju. Po drugi strani pa v samem besedilu veckrat naletimo
na opredelitev sionizma kot ideologije. Je torej sionizem diskurz ali ideologija? Ce Pappe enagi
diskurz in ideologijo, bi si to vsekakor zasluzilo posebno teoretsko obravnavo.
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Drugi¢, manjka nekak3na analiza za&etkov (politiénega) sionizma ter njegovih kompleksnosti
in notranijih protislovij. Bralec namre¢ lahko dobi ob&utek, da gre pri sionizmu za zelo koherentno
zgodbo, kar pa ne drzi. To, da je prislo do poenotenja vseh - ali ve&ine - Judov glede njihovih
politi¢nih aspiracij po letu 1948, je bil politiéni projekt in konstrukt. V za&etku 20. stoletja so obsta-
jali razkoli med sionisti, saj niso vsi sionisti zagovarjali vrnitve v Palestino. Na tem mestu bi lahko
omenili na primer plan Uganda, ki je propadel leta 1903, a je do takrat vsaj del sionistov razmisljal
onkraj vrnitve v Eretz Israel.

Kljub tem pomanikljivostim gre za izjemno kompleksno raziskavo, za refleksijo in obenem za
kritiko sionizma. Jasno je, da se je avtor (tudi) s to knjigo politiéno pozicioniral. Gre za boj proti
izklju&evaniu, proti rasistiénim praksam lzraela do Palestincev ter za razgradnjo zgodb o nacionalni
enotnosti in homogenosti Judov. V luéi politiénih dogodkov na Bliznjem vzhodu v zadnjih stotih letih
kot tudi danes lahko trdimo, da gre za neprecenljivo knjigo, ki odpira zelo neprijetna vprasanja za
sioniste, hkrati pa omogo&a misljenje heterogenosti, ki obstajajo na Bliznjem vzhodu tukaj in zdaj.
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IN MEMORIAM
THOMAS (TOMAZ) LUCKMANN
(14. 10. 1927-10. 5. 2016)

Desetega maja je v 88. letu umrl Thomas (Tomaz) Luckmann, sociolog svetovnega
slovesa, rojen 14. 10. 1927 na Jesenicah in po materi (iz druZine Voduskovih) slovenske-
ga rodu, Eastni doktor Univerze v Ljubljani (1993), &astni &lan Slovenskega sociolodkega
drustva, dopisni &lan SAZU.

Odrascal je v Sloveniji, vojna leta je prezZivel v Avstriji, leta 1950 se je po zaletnem
$tudiju na Dunaju in Innsbrucku preselil v ZDA, kjer je na New School for Social Research
konéal 3tudij sociologije in filozofije ter zagel svojo akademsko kariero. Sredi 3estdesetih
let prej$njega stoletja se je vrnil v Evropo in postal profesor za sociologijo na frankfurtski
univerzi, od koder je leta 1970 predel na novoustanovljeno univerzo v Konstanzu in tam
ostal do upokojitve leta 1994. Zadnja desetletja je Zivel na avstrijskem Koroskem, nad
Osojskim jezerom. Svetovni uspeh in preboj je dozZivel s knjigo Nevidna religija, 1967
(njena prva verzija je iz8la v nem3&ini leta 1963 z naslovom Problem religije v sodobni
druzbi), ter z delom Druzbena konstrukcija realnosti, ki ga je leta 1966 napisal skupaj s
Petrom Bergerjem, prijateljem in prav tako avstrijskim izseljencem. Obe knjigi sta bili kmalu
iz angle3cine prevedeni v 3tevilne jezike ter sta danes klasi¢ni deli (novej3e) sociologije
religije in sociolo3ke teorije. IzhodiZéa in spoznanja iz obeh del je Luckmann kasneje upo-
rabljal in razvijal pri raziskovanju problematike jezika, komunikacije, smisla in identitete
v modernih druzbah, kot lahko beremo v knjigah Sociologija jezika (1975), Modernost,
pluralizem in kriza smisla (1995), Zivl]en]ski svet in druzbene stvarnosti (1980), Znanje in
druzba (2002), Zivljenjski svet, identiteta in druzba: spisi iz sociologije vednosti in pro-
tosociologije (2007) ter stevilnih &lankih in razpravah v znanstvenih revijah in zbornikih.
Nekatera najpomembnejsa delaimamo tudi v slovenskem prevodu. Druzbeno konstrukeijo
realnosti je leta 1988 prevedel Ales Debeljak, spremno besedo napisal Dimitrij Rupel,
Nevidna religija je v prevodu Friderika Klampferja in s spremno 3tudijo Marka KerSevana
iz8la leta 1997, prevod knjige Modernost, pluralizem in kriza smisla je leta 1999 pripravil
Frane Adam; Vinko Potoénik in Igor Bahovec sta leta 2007 poskrbela za obsezen izbor
Luckmannovih spisov pod naslovom Druzba, komunikacija, smisel, transcendenca, ki sta
ga pospremila tudi z iz&rpnim Zivljenjepisom, bibliografijo, pregledom dela ter spomini
na sreCanja in sodelovanje.

Thomas Luckmann je znanstvena dela pisal in objavljal v nem3&ini ali angles¢ini, ob
predavaniih ter na konferencah in sreanjih v Sloveniji pa nas je vedno znova presenetil
s svojo lepo, knjizno slovens&ino. Prvié¢ je v Sloveniji javno nastopil leta 1984 na povabilo
SAZU, na mednarodnem simpoziju Znanost in vera. Od takrat je veckrat predaval na
Fakulteti za druzbene vede, na Filozofski fakulteti - 40-letnici zacetka rednega 3tudija
sociologije na Slovenskem - na Teoloski fakulteti in ob ustanovitvi Fakultete za uporabne
druzbene $tudije v Novi Gorici; udelezil se je veg strokovnih sre¢anj, imel intervjuje v Te-
oriji in praksi, Novi reviji in vseh slovenskih dnevnikih. Prva osebna sre¢anja s slovenskimi
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druzboslovci segajo v konec 3estdesetih in zadetek sedemdesetih let, ko sva imela to ast
in privilegij zdaj Ze pokojni Mi3o Jezernik in jaz; za Franetom Adamom v osemdesetih
letih so sledili - kot jih leta 2011 v predgovoru k Izbranim spisom Marka Ker$evana Luck-
mann izrecno nasteje - Vinko Potoénik, Igor Bahovec, Bojan Cas, Matevz Tomi&, Darka
Podmenik, Matej Makarovi¢ ...

Thomas Luckmann je bil za Zivljenja s svojo osebnostjo in delom opora ter spodbuda
slovenski sociologiji, sociologom in sociologinjam razli¢nih generacij. Ko mu izrazam(o)
hvaleznost za to, sem prepri¢an, da bo njegovo delo (p)ostalo opora, spodbuda in izziv
sociologkemu in druzboslovnemu misljenju marsikomu tudi iz generacij, ki 3ele prihajajo.
Pisal sem Ze, kako mi je sre¢anje s Thomasom Luckmannom v davnih sedemdesetih letih
razsirilo sociolosko obzorje z vpogledom v drugaéno sociologijo od tiste, ki je prevlado-
vala v takratnih teoretskih (in ideoloskih) spopadih. Tokrat - ob slovesu - bi rad dodal:
dolgoletna sre¢evanja s TomazZem (in njegovo druzino) so meni in mojo druzini, Zeni in
sinovoma, pokazala, kako lahko ob ¢loveski pokon&nosti in empatiji kljub vsem razlikam
v porekly, Zivljenjskih poteh in izku$njah, razli¢nim teoretskim usmeritvam in politi¢nim
presojam nastane in obstane ne le medsebojno spostovanije, ampak tudi prijateljstvo.

Marko Kersevan
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