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Anastasia Barone

Ana Kralj, Tanja Rener, Vesna Leskošek, Metka Mencin,
Mirijana Ule and Slavko Kurdija: Abortion and reproductive
rights in Slovenia. A case of resistance. 
Abingdon; New York: Routledge, 2024.
158 pp., (ISBN 978-1-03-256152-3), £135.00. 

	 Abortion and Reproductive Rights in Slovenia: A Case of Resistance is a timely and 
significant contribution to contemporary academic and political discussions on repro-
ductive rights. Initially published in Slovenian in 2021 and now translated and adapted 
into English, the volume arrives at a particularly contentious moment, with abortion rights 
facing renewed threats globally, including the US Supreme Court’s 2022 decision to 
overturn Roe v. Wade. In this context, Slovenia serves as an important case study, of-
fering lessons about how reproductive rights can be defended against the conservative 
backlash.
	 The book provides a comprehensive examination of the evolution of sexual and 
reproductive rights in Slovenia where the right to abortion is secured in the Constitu-
tion, and despite persistent challenges, has maintained its robust legal protection. The 
book illustrates Slovenia’s broader ‘resistance’ to efforts aimed at restricting access to 
abortion. The authors not only offer an in-depth look at Slovenia’s history but also draw 
parallels with global trends concerning reproductive rights and the movements that seek 
to protect them.
	 In the first chapter, Vesna Leskošek traces the origins of the abortion rights movement 
in Slovenia, beginning in the late 19th and early 20th centuries when women’s journals 
first addressed reproductive autonomy. The chapter then considers the evolution of re-
productive rights in the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia: major milestones include 
the 1969 General Law on the Termination of Pregnancy and the 1974 Constitution, 
which recognised the right to decide freely concerning childbirth. This historical account 
extends beyond the right to abortion, exploring related issues such as contraception, 
family planning services, and sex education, reflecting the broader socialist programme 
for the emancipation of women. 
	 In Chapter 2, Metka Mencin examines the shifting political landscape in the 1980s 
and 1990s, focusing on how nationalist movements used concerns with declining birth 
rates to challenge women’s reproductive autonomy. As Yugoslavia dissolved and Slo-
venia attained independence, conservative and nationalist forces increasingly targeted 
abortion. Pronatalist policies began to emerge, linking women’s roles to reproduction 
of the nation. In a compelling analysis, Mencin illustrates how the threats to abortion 
rights formed part of a broader attack on the socialist legacy, framed as undermining 
the “natural essence” of women. The author takes a closer look at the debates within 
the Constitutional Commission on abortion that unfolded after Slovenia’s independence 
in 1991. After harsh discussions, Article 55 guaranteed that everyone shall be free to 
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decide whether to bear children. While the article did not explicitly mention abortion, 
an explanatory memorandum accompanying the article unequivocally clarified that it 
included it.
	 Despite constitutional protection, attempts to undermine reproductive rights persisted 
in the decades following independence. In Chapter 3, Ana Kralj and Tanja Rener inves-
tigate these ongoing threats, such as proposals to remove abortion from state-funded 
healthcare and introduce policies aimed at reducing women’s reproductive choices. 
The authors analyse the strategies employed by anti-abortion movements, which have 
adapted to the legal protections for abortion by operating outside formal political 
channels. For example, the Catholic Church has supported secular-sounding civil so-
ciety organisations that promote anti-choice agendas. This strategy mirrors broader 
efforts by the Vatican to challenge gender equality and reproductive rights globally, 
often cloaking moral arguments in the language of cultural preservation. At the same 
time, feminist and LGBTQ+ activists have mobilised to resist these threats, although they 
face considerable challenges, including limited funding and organisational instability. 
Kralj and Rener delve into the contradictions of professionalisation within feminist and 
LGBTQ+ movements, which can bring resources and stability yet may also compro-
mise autonomy and grassroots energy. Chapter 4 thus offers valuable insights into the 
strategies and challenges of feminist organising in Slovenia, particularly in the face of 
growing conservative forces. The authors show that while legal protections remain intact, 
the ongoing threats to reproductive rights call for constant vigilance and activism.
	 In the last chapter, Mirjana Ule and Slavko Kurdija turn to public opinion and show 
that Slovenia ranks among the highest in Europe in support for abortion rights, with levels 
similar to those found in Scandinavian countries. Such data underscore the widespread 
public support for reproductive autonomy, even as political and religious forces continue 
to challenge it. The authors present statistical data which suggests a robust culture of 
support for reproductive rights, a factor that has helped sustain these rights in the face of 
opposition. However, they caution that public opinion alone is not enough to guarantee 
long-term protection, especially in an era when conservative movements are becoming 
more sophisticated in their tactics.
	 Abortion and Reproductive Rights in Slovenia offers several key contributions to the 
study of reproductive rights and social movements. The book provides an extremely rich 
examination of the Slovenian case, which highlights the specific nature of the country 
compared to other former socialist countries. At the same time, the analysis of the case 
provides valuable insights that enrich the study of reproductive rights and gender politics 
beyond the country’s specific features. Indeed, the book is an essential contribution 
to the study of both past and present developments in the field of reproductive rights 
in Slovenia, underlining how the distinct local history intertwines with broader global 
trends. 
	 The book also contributes to the study of contentious gender politics by offering a 
thorough examination of how women’s reproductive rights become the instrumental target 
of different political ideologies and discourses: From the ambiguous, albeit emancipatory 
socialist policies promoting women’s employment and supporting women’s reproductive 
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rights in the light of a broader discourse about workers, to nationalist discourses that 
frame women as biological gatekeepers of the nation and view abortion as a deviance 
from women’s natural essence. Therefore, the book shows how reproductive rights, nota-
bly abortion, have constituted a public battleground for broader ideological struggles. 
The analysis of how anti-communist politics challenging the emancipatory legacy of 
socialism framed its discourse as going against “communist abortion culture” (p. 59) is 
a vital contribution of the book. 
	 Further, the book offers a rich examination of feminist and LGBTQ+ groups in Slove-
nia and the challenges they face nowadays. On one hand, the analysis of feminist and 
LGBTQ+ activists’ networks shows how alliances and coalitions have been crucial for 
countering anti-choice initiatives and protecting reproductive rights and, on the other, 
considers the difficulties of the precarious and often ephemeral life of these groups. In 
this regard, the book also adds to the study of feminist movements in the context of the 
conservative backlash.
	 Finally, the book provides important insights into the strategies of anti-abortion actors 
in circumstances where the right to abortion is legally protected by the Constitution. It 
examines how these actors present themselves as concerned citizens, masking their 
political agendas, a tactic that mirrors similar trends in other countries. This analysis 
contributes to a broader understanding of anti-choice and anti-gender movements in 
Europe, revealing the subtle ways these groups navigate legal frameworks to advance 
their ideological goals.
	 In conclusion, Abortion and Reproductive Rights in Slovenia: A Case of Resistan-
ce offers a nuanced and comprehensive analysis of the historical and contemporary 
struggles surrounding reproductive rights in Slovenia. The book’s insights into the evolving 
political and social contexts that shape these debates make it an essential resource for 
scholars and activists alike. While it documents the ongoing threats to reproductive rights, 
it also points out the resistance of the movements that continue to fight for reproductive 
rights in an ever more hostile global landscape.
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Tjaša Učakar

Niko Toš, Peter Klinar: Sociologija in teorija mednarodnih migracij.
Ljubljana: Založba FDV, 2023.
796 str., (ISBN 9789612950477), 35 EUR

 »Migracije so trajna sestavina družbene resničnosti« (str. 9), v pojasnjevalni Prole-
gomeni poudari Niko Toš in s tem poda osnovni vrednotni okvir celotnega dela. Širok 
naslov na prvi pogled bralca vodi v mišljenje, da je pred njim sistematičen, pregleden 
popis horizonta socioloških teorij mednarodnih migracij. A že prelet kazala in Toševe 
uvodne besede pojasnijo, da gre za precej drugačno teoretsko široko delo, ki pa témo 
mednarodnih migracij naslavlja od spodaj, prek konkretnih raziskav, po induktivni 
metodi, od posameznega k splošnemu. Dejansko gre za spise, ki so nastajali v se-
demdesetih in osemdesetih letih prejšnjega stoletja v okviru raziskovanja vključenosti 
Slovencev in Slovenk v tokove mednarodnih migracij, ključni osrednji del knjige pa so 
Klinarjeve teorije mednarodnih migracij, ki so s svojo sistematiko, tehtnostjo obravnave, 
širino vključene literature in virov ter izvirnostjo dognanj v sedemdesetih in osemdesetih 
letih slovensko raziskovanje migracij umeščale ob bok evropski in svetovni migracijski 
literaturi.
	 V uvodnem delu Niko Toš začrta zgodovinski kontekst raziskovanja migracij v 20. 
stoletju, torej v obdobju, »ko se ljudje, socialne skupine, celo narodi, na videz po svoji 
volji, dejansko pa bolj ali manj prisilno, premikajo, se selijo, naseljujejo v nova okolja, 
predvsem zaradi preživetja« (str. 21). Migracije torej Toš takoj v uvodu izpostavi kot 
družbeni pojav, ki vedno vsebuje vsaj majhen element prisile, kar je ključno osnovno 
izhodišče vrednotnega umeščanja migracijskih vprašanj; in podmena, ki v aktualnih 
migracijskih politikah pogosto umanjka. Toša zanimajo predvsem delovna migrantstva 
in begunstvo, pa tudi mehka meja med pojmi selitve, preseljevanja in pri- oziroma iz-
seljevanja. Avtor se po polju razvoja migracijskih teorij sprehaja izjemno sistematično 
in natančno. Začne v 19. stoletju s Simmelovo teorijo tujstva, nadaljuje s konceptom 
horizontalne mobilnosti, ki je v šestdesetih letih dopolnila pomen vertikalne mobilno-
sti. Medtem ko slednja pomeni premik po lestvici socialne stratifikacije, horizontalna 
mobilnost pomeni premik v prostoru, sprememba družbenega prostora, pri čemer pa 
se že pojavljajo ekonomska motivacija ter različni procesi prilagajanja med migranti 
in okolji priselitve. Avtor v tem sistematičnem pregledu vsak novi vsebinski fokus analiz 
migracijskih študij, ki se je skozi stoletje pojavil, umesti v širši družbeni kontekst ter ga 
tako osmisli, kar je pomemben znanstveni doprinos pričujočega dela in relevantno branje 
za vse, ki se danes ukvarjajo z vprašanji migracij. Razumevanje geneze znanstvenega 
diskurza raziskovanja migracij namreč omogoča marsikateri uvid v današnje navidezno 
nasprotujoče si diskurze zapiranja, zamejevanja in humanitarne, solidarne pomoči. Avtor 
tako tematizira vznik begunstva kot fokusa raziskovanja, ki se pojavi šele v postmigrantski 
družbi, torej družbi, kjer že sobivajo heterogene skupine »domačinov« in »imigrantov« 
(str. 53). Postmigrantska družba ne pomeni družbe v času, ko migracij več ni, temveč 
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raziskovalno osredotočenost na družbo kot celoto, ne le na njene migrantske segmente. 
V tem kontekstu niso več ključne delitve glede na izvor in migracijsko ozadje, ampak 
so ključni položaj in odnosi v družbi priselitve, kjer migrantski status posameznika ni 
odločujoči dejavnik socialnega umeščanja. V tem kontekstu avtor razpravlja o novih 
pristopih v migracijskem raziskovanju, kot so integracijski paradoks, interkultura, večinska 
manjšinska družba, generacija miks, paralelna družba, védenje o migracijah ipd. Vsak 
pojem razloži v smislu njegove geneze in umeščenosti v aktualno raziskovanje na polju 
migracij.
	 Toševemu prispevku sledi obsežen osrednji del knjige, ki je namenjen dvema ključ-
nima spisoma Petra Klinarja, s katerima je slovensko migracijsko raziskovanje postavil 
ob bok svetovnemu. Prvi zvezek iz leta 1974 se osredotoča na odnose med imigrantsko 
družbo in imigrantskimi skupnostmi, pri čemer se opira na razredno teorijo. Avtor raz-
vije hipotezo, da so odnosi med imigrantsko etnično manjšino in dominantno večino »v 
bistvu razredni odnosi, saj gredo imigrantom – izhajajoč iz dimenzije družbene moči 
– v imigrantskih družbah po večini t. i. negativne avtoritarne vloge, torej vloge podre-
jenosti« (str. 97). Druga Klinarjeva knjiga, Mednarodne migracije v kriznih razmerah, 
ki je nastala dobro desetletje po prvi, leta 1987, se ukvarja z vedno bolj razširjenimi 
krizami in konflikti glede migracijskih vprašanj. Kot zapiše Klinar, »migracijska politika 
se je spremenila; vse manj pomembna je migracijska politika emigrantskih družb in vse 
bolj prevladuje enostranska migracijska politika imigrantskih družb« (str. 101). Oba 
Klinarjeva spisa sta s časovne distance in v današnjih razmerah precej zaostrenega 
antiimigracijskega diskurza v Evropi še toliko bolj aktualna, saj ponujata sistematičen 
pregled teorij, konceptov in družbenih področij, pregled procesov in odnosov med 
imigrantsko družbo in imigrantskimi etničnimi skupnostmi ter tako obračata pogled od 
trenutnih konfliktov in sovražnosti na osnovna vprašanja motivov migriranja ter procesov, 
ki se pri tem sproščajo med skupnostjo migrantov in domačinov.
	 Tretji del knjige je namenjen pregledu obsežne empirične sociološke raziskave mi-
gracij na primeru izseljevanja Slovencev v Nemčijo. Objavljena je dejanska projektna 
dokumentacija, prikaz celotne operacionalizacije projekta, vključno z vsemi vprašalniki 
in izbranimi podatki iz raziskave. Gre za izjemen vpogled v dejansko empirično raziska-
vo, kar je v splošno dostopni literaturi redek fenomen. Avtorje raziskave je v sedemdesetih 
letih pritegnila dvoumnost državnega odnosa do emigracij/imigracij. Po eni strani je bila 
emigracija videna kot nasprotje patriotizma, a je bila po tihem sprejeta kot izhod v sili v 
zaposlitveni krizi, nato pa celo sistemsko podprta v obliki delovne emigracije. A ostajal 
je diskurz o »naših delavcih na začasnem delu v tujini« (str. 600); torej s predpostavko 
vrnitve v domovino, ki pa se ni vedno uresničila. Ta odhajanja so imela trajne končne 
posledice za družbi izselitve in priselitve, in natanko to si je ta raziskava zadala, da 
razišče. Interes družbe, ki je desetletja gradila socializem, »ki je normativno in deklara-
tivno zgrajen na človeku-delavcu in na ravni sistema na delavskem samoupravljanju«, 
nato pa svoje delavce pošiljala v tujino, je raziskovalna skupina zaznala kot prvi znak 
krize družbenega sistema. Izvedli so empirične raziskave med Slovenci v Nemčiji, med 
Slovenci, povratniki iz Nemčije, in med pari. Zaključno poročilo predstavlja Klinarjev 
spis O mednarodnih migracijah v kriznih razmerah. Skozi leta so ugotovili naraščanje 
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obsega prisilnih remigracij in razrast konfliktnih odnosov med remigranti in nemigranti v 
emigracijskih družbah. Kot glavno gonilo kriznih razmer Klinar izpostavi »neusklajenost 
med ekonomsko adaptacijo imigrantov in akulturacijskimi procesi, ki zaostajajo pod 
vplivom diskriminacije« (str. 615) – ugotovitev, ki je še kako aktualna tudi danes v 21. 
stoletju.
	 Delo Toša in Klinarja ima ambiciozen naslov in res je, da na prvi vtis zavede. A naslov 
zavaja v pozitivno smer, saj knjiga dejansko ponudi veliko več, kot obljublja naslov. 
Gre za dokument nekega časa, ki pa ne izgubi niti drobca na aktualnosti. Klinarjeva 
spisa ponujata celovit teoretski pregled širokega sociološkega spektra migracijskega 
raziskovanja, ki je še kako aktualen za razumevanje današnjega sveta, ki ga bolj kot 
kdaj koli prečijo vprašanja izseljenstva, priseljevanja, delovnih migracij, begunstva ipd. 
Na drugi strani pa celovit popis empirične raziskave izseljencev iz Slovenije v Nemčijo 
predstavlja edinstven vpogled v drobovje obsežne sociološke empirične raziskave, za 
katero danes, v poplavi hiperprodukcije in kratkoročnega projektnega financiranja, ni 
na voljo ne časa ne finančnih virov.
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Marko Hočevar

Tibor Rutar: Capitalism for realists: 
Virtues and vices of the modern economy. 
London: Routledge, 2023. 
188 p., (ISBN 978-1-032-30592-9), £35.99. 

	 The questions of how capitalism works, the analysis of the benefits and drawback 
of the market, and the specific social, economic and political outcomes of capitalism 
have been considered by numerous different authors over the last century. Is there 
anything new left to say about capitalism and its strengths and weaknesses? In his very 
interesting and provocative book Capitalism for realists: Virtues and vices of the modern 
economy, Tibor Rutar shows us that many things which we thought we know about how 
capitalism, markets and governments function and the social and economic outcomes 
of capitalism do not necessarily hold true. His unique approach of combining different 
theoretical traditions – his attempt is to combine some Marxist insights with libertarian 
approaches within the rational choice paradigm – lead him to uncover a host of very 
interesting details about capitalism. 
	 The book is divided into six chapters. The first one initially presents some historical 
data concerning the development of capitalism. Rutar shows how the interest in and 
affinity with Marxism and critical approaches to capitalism have not disappeared, 
notwithstanding the positive effects that the spreading of the market has brought in the 
last three decades: with declines in extreme poverty, child and infant mortality rates, and 
inequalities. He devotes a lot of time to explaining which insights of Marxism (relying on 
reinterpretations within Analytical Marxism and scholars like Cohen, Elster and Wright) 
are either empirically false or have serious theoretical and explanatory limitations. Rutar 
goes on to present some of Marxist theoretical insights as correct, although he claims 
that these are not distinctively Marxist. He then presents his synthesis of some Marxist 
insights with public choice theory, stressing the rational calculation behind political and 
economic actors’ decisions and actions, which makes it not so dissimilar from specific 
Marxist assumptions about how actors function. 
	 In the second chapter, Rutar discusses the specificities and exceptional nature of 
capitalist economic growth while critically analysing manner three different cultural 
interpretations of the transition from feudalism to capitalism (theories of Weber, Henrich, 
and Mokyr) and drawing on statistical data. In the second part of the chapter, Rutar 
follows a materialist explanation of the transition from feudalism to capitalism relying on 
Marxist historical sociology, institutional economy, and historiography. He argues that 
the transition was quite a unique occurrence in England in the 15th and 16th centuries, 
while it had much to do with the economic and structural changes and the interests of 
the main actors. 
	 In Chapter 3, the author discusses some economic consequences of capitalism, 
especially concentrating on poverty and the discussion between Jason Hickel and Max 
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Roser regarding poverty in capitalism and precapitalist societies arguing against their 
thesis and showing that capitalism actually reduces extreme poverty. From here, he 
argues that exploitation does exist in capitalism but, instead of using the Marxist theory 
of value or other concepts, Rutar stays within the framework of rational choice theory 
and mainstream economics. He contends that even though capitalism actually “tames 
exploitation”, it can structurally never completely do away with it. Finally, Rutar looks 
at wealth and income inequality trends in different countries and regions and also on 
various levels: world inequality, and between- and within-country inequality. 
	 Chapter 4 focuses on specific problems with neoliberalism. He questions whether 
the world has become more neoliberal in the last four to five decades and, if so, has this 
led to certain problematic social and economic outcomes. The author also discusses 
the Washington Consensus and the literature on the effects of it while detecting that it 
had little impact on growth prior to 2000 and an important impact after 2000. The 
chapter concludes with a discussion on the relationship between capitalism and political 
democracy where Rutar compares the arguments and statements of Milton Friedman 
with the insights of Marxist and more critical theories. 
	 In Chapter 5, Rutar combines his analysis of capitalism and neoliberalism especially 
with the insights of psychology, behavioural economics and international relations. He 
considers several negative impacts of neoliberalism and market imperatives and shows 
that according to the most recent data it can hardly be argued that neoliberalism leads 
to more aggressiveness, selfishness and mistrust. He point outs that, according to recent 
scholarship, small government size – as one of the indicators of neoliberalism – does 
negatively correlate with trust. Despite these results, Rutar concludes the chapter by 
claiming that, usually and pervasively, capitalism and neoliberalism have had a positive 
impact on pro-social outcomes. 
	 In the last chapter, Chapter 6, Rutar discusses the capitalism–environmental crisis 
relationship. He shows that capitalism per se is not the sole problem but it is especially 
the levels of industrial production and industry, while arguing that the environmental 
aspect is one of those that resembles well the mixture of capitalism, which contains 
“many virtues that are ignored, denied, or down-played by its critics, and it embodies 
quite a few vices one would not know about if one only listened to the most passionate 
proponents of capitalism” (p. 161). He stresses that although the climate crisis is a serious 
problem, no degrowth or other unspecified alternative can do better than capitalism 
does, while stressing that it is not the countries pursuing capitalism which have been 
the reason for these developments, and that real-socialist countries have also followed 
quite an unecological path. 
	 The book has a very strong empirical basis and is filled with different data that shed 
light on the more global picture of capitalism and neoliberalism, while also focusing on 
some more micro details. However, when reading his arguments carefully, especially 
some of his theoretical conclusions, a few contradictions appear. Below, I will reflect 
on one of those.
	 Rutar presents a strange argument in the introductory chapter where he first discredits 
some of the original Marxist insights regarding capitalism because they are determined 
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to be false, while some others, which according to him are correct, he discredits as not 
original or not unique, hence making Marxism a paradigm which has very little to offer 
today and should be seriously questioned and in the last instance abandoned because 
the only true claims of Marxism are not really specifically Marxist. Yet, if some of the 
insights of Marxism (such as that the state typically functions in line with the interests of 
the capitalist class, or that there is class antagonism in society, that exploitation exists, 
the separation of the economic sphere from the political, just to name some of those 
that Rutar refers to) are also taken up by other theoretical schools, one should actually 
question whether this is actually not evidence of the strength and not the weakness of 
Marxism. Is it not that the others who have taken up the arguments of Marxism have very 
little to offer to us and hence we should abandon or at least seriously question them, not 
Marxism? 
	 Rutar’s approach is special and deserves credit for the theoretical reflections and 
especially for gathering and presenting such strong empirical datasets. It opens up 
many new questions with respect to inequalities, poverty, functioning of the markets, the 
environmental crisis etc. and gives a fresh perspective on how to think about capitalism 
as it functions in reality. One only has to question the validity of some of his theoretical 
assumptions and conclusions in the light of the different possibilities and individual 
preferences, which do not necessarily speak about the strengths and weaknesses of a 
specific theoretical stream.
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Igor Jurekovič

Olivier Roy: Je Evropa krščanska?
Ljubljana: Založba Krtina, 2023.
148 str., (ISBN: 978-961-260-158-4), 22 EUR 

	 Se spomnite škandala, ko je trgovska veriga Lidl z linije grških izdelkov blagovne 
znamke Eridanous, na katerih je slovita panorama otoka Santorini, s pravoslavnih 
cerkva izbrisala križe? Čeprav smo morda ob takratnem rohnenju medijev, kakršen je 
Nova24TV (2017), le zamahnili z roko in zavili z očmi, nas Oliver Roy v knjigi Je Evropa 
krščanska? želi opozoriti, da pri takšnih primerih ne gre za nebodigatreba občutljivost 
konservativnih Evropejcev, marveč da v ozadju tovrstnih razprav brbota nič manj kot 
»kriza evropske kulture« ali »kriza definicije evropske identitete in mesta religije« (str. 13), 
ki po avtorju izhaja iz preprostega vprašanja: kakšno mesto ima religija v evropskem 
javnem prostoru? 
	 Francoski politolog Olivier Roy je znan preučevalec islama. Zaslovel je delom Glo-
balizirani islam (2007) – prevedeno je tudi v slovenščino – v katerem je prepričljivo 
dokazoval, da sodobnih pojavov radikalnega islamskega fundamentalizma ne gre 
razumeti kot znamenja zaostalosti, temveč izrazite sodobnosti islama. V svojem najno-
vejšem delu je ostrino analize uperil v sociološko dokaj obrabljeno tematiko evropskega 
odnosa med krščanstvom in sekularizacijo. Ob priznavanju neizpodbitnih krščanskih 
korenin Evrope avtorjevo izhodišče sestoji iz danes poznanega dejstva, da Evropa ni 
več v osrčju krščanstva, da bi nato na dobrih 140 straneh odgovoril na vprašanje, ali 
je krščanstvo še v osrčju Evrope. 
	 Roy na majhnem prostoru zavidljivo spretno stke zgodovino krščanstva v Evropi od 
protestantske reformacije pa vse do sodobnih odločitev Evropskega sodišča za člove-
kove pravice, ki se tičejo urejanja religije. Avtor za glavnega igralca te zgodovinske 
drame izbere Katoliško cerkev, s katero pokaže na oklevajoče prilagajanje krščanstva 
modernizmu, ki je vrhunec doživelo z drugim vatikanskim koncilom (1962–1965). Toda 
zgolj tri leta kasneje je papež Pavel VI. izdal encikliko Humanae vitae, s katero se je po 
Royu zoperstavil »antropološkemu prelomu« (str. 71) šestdesetih let. Katoliška cerkev je 
z encikliko vzpostavila sistem vrednot, ki je utemeljen na vprašanju spolnosti in družine 
zavračal »vrednote svobode in hedonizma« (str. 80). Roy ta sistem vrednot prepozna 
kot temelj cerkvenih odnosov z državo in civilno družbo v prihodnjih desetletjih.
	 Sledi argumentacijsko jedro, v katerem Roy prav gotovo najbolj blesti. V njem doka-
zuje, da se je evropsko krščanstvo v minulih letih bodisi samosekulariziralo, kar naj bi 
bilo značilno za evropski protestantizem, bodisi je žrtev sekularizacije od zunaj, kar je 
privedlo do preobrazbe krščanstva iz religije v identiteto, kar odlično ponazarja nedavna 
izjava slavnega ateista in biologa Richarda Dawkinsa, ki se je oklical za kulturnega 
kristjana. Roy uspe prepričljivo dokazovati, da k sekularizaciji paradoksalno prispeva 
tako Katoliška cerkev sama kakor tudi raznovrstni desničarski populisti – bodisi s poskusi 
rehabilitacije krščanskih znamenj v javnem prostoru, ki izpraznjeni religije obstanejo 
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kot neposrečeni označevalci folklore, bodisi s proti islamu uperjenimi sodnimi pregoni, 
ki zgolj poglabljajo nadvlado sekularne normativnosti nad religijskimi zadevami.
	 Pri tem Roy ponudi vrsto izjemnih primerov – naj izpostavim dva. V prvem Roy okrca 
francoske populistične identitarce, ki so v promocijo krščanstva organizirali javna uži-
vanja svinjskih klobas in rdečega vina. Čeprav je tarča namere očitna – islam – takšni 
populisti obenem delajo karikaturo evharistije, s čimer nevede uničujejo tisto, kar naj bi 
promovirali. V drugem pa avtor izpostavi primer bavarskega notranjega ministra, ki je 
leta 2018 zahteval javno izobešanje razpel v vseh vladnih stavbah kot izraz bavarske 
družbene in kulturne identitete. Na uredbo se je mdr. ostro odzval kardinal in münchenski 
nadškof Reinhard Marx, ki je dejal, da če na križ gledamo kot na kulturni simbol, potem 
ga očitno ne razumemo (str. 117). Roy tako v odgovoru na naslovno vprašanje odkima 
– in obenem prikima. Sklene, da Evropa, če želi biti krščanska, »potrebuje preroke, ne 
zakonodajalcev« (str. 141). V luči brbotajočega krščanstva na globalnem jugu v zaključku 
smelo doda, da je »pri prerokih nevarno to, da jih ni tam, kjer jih pričakujemo« (prav 
tam). 
	 Občudujoča širokopoteznost pa se kakopak izkaže za dvorezni meč. Royu se namreč 
pripeti kar nekaj spodrsljajev, ki jih sicer ne gre razumeti kot usodne za končno izpeljavo. 
Tako npr. beremo, da naj bi se papež Benedikt XVI. leta 2004 zavzemal za omembo 
krščanskih korenin v preambuli Evropske ustave (str. 9), čeprav je takrat še papeževal 
Janez Pavel II. Po drugi strani ustanovitev slavnega Alfa tečaja krščanstva pripiše kato-
ličanom (str. 89), čeprav je plod dela anglikanskega in evangelijskega duhovnika Nic-
kyja Gumbla. Podatkovnim napakam gre prišteti še nekaj splošnejših kritičnih opažanj. 
Prvič, avtorjev zapis, da je protestantska reformacija »razbila univerzalnost Katoliške 
cerkve« (str. 22), bo po eni strani verjetno presenetila pravoslavne kristjane, po drugi 
strani pa sprožila pomisleke, ali se Roy nemara ne posveča predvsem zahodni Evropi. 
Drugič, čeprav je z vidika preučevanja odnosa med religijo in državo osredotočenje 
na Katoliško cerkev morda razumljivo, obrobje, na katerega so postavljene številne 
protestantske cerkve, vendarle pušča grenak priokus. Avtor jih na stranski tir analize 
postavi rekoč, da so se samosekularizirale, s čimer so boj zoper sekularnost prepustile 
Katoliški cerkvi. Toda pri tem ne ponudi natančnega odgovora na vprašanje, zakaj naj 
bi npr. danska državna cerkev, ki priznava tako istospolne poroke kakor tudi istospolni 
kler, nujno veljala za sekularizirano. Ali obratno: zakaj naj bi religijsko bilo zgolj kato-
liško vztrajanje pri prepovedi splava? Čeprav Roy zapiše, da se bo v knjigi posvečal 
sociološki sekularizaciji, s katero meri na upad udeležbe pri krščanskem bogoslužju, 
bralstvu ostane nepojasnjeno, zakaj naj bi ravno ta lastnost označevala sekularnost. 
	 Žal pa Roy ni edini, ki si sem ter tja privošči spodrsljaj. Čeprav smo slovenski religiologi 
od slovenjenja angleškega izraza religion s slovenskim vera praktično že povsem oto-
peli, vendarle velja znova opozoriti, da se pri takšnem prevajanju pripeti konceptualna 
zmešnjava. Religiologija v zadnjih desetletjih kar kipi od študij, ki dokazujejo, da sta vera 
(ang. faith) in verovanje (ang. belief) neprimerni sopomenki za obči koncept religije, saj 
sta oblikovani na podlagi osredinjenja (primerjalne) religiologije na krščanstvu. To je 
privedlo do analitično neopravičljivega abstrahiranja partikularnih krščanskih pojmov 
na mesto univerzalnih kategorij religijskih pojavov. 
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	 Toda na našo nesrečo se kategorične napake pri prevajanju nadaljujejo pri nepo-
znavanju razlik med evangeličani in evangelijci. Prve v naših krajih običajno poznamo 
tudi kot luterane, saj gre za neposredne dediče reformacije, ki se združujejo v Evange-
ličanski cerkvi augsburške veroizpovedi. Nemara najbolj znani slovenski evangeličan 
je tudi njihov prvi superintendent – Primož Trubar. V tej luči je dokaj nerodno brati, da 
so »evangeličanski protestanti« na polje evropske »verske prenove« stopili v »80. letih 
20. stoletja« in da jih »preteklost sploh ne zanima« (str. 11). V resnici je v tem primeru 
govor o drugi skupini protestantov, tj. o evangelijcih, ki jih poznamo kot protestantske 
skupnosti, ki so se v Združenih državah Amerike razmahnile predvsem v 19. in 20. 
stoletju. Evangelijci so verjetno najbolj poznani po entuziastičnih slavljenjih, spretni 
uporabi digitalnih medijev in zagrizenem evangeliziranju. Mednje npr. štejemo bapti-
ste – v Sloveniji poznamo kar nekaj baptističnih evangelijskih skupnosti, kakršna je npr. 
Evangelijska krščanska cerkev – in binkoštnike, ki se pri nas združujejo v raznovrstne 
Binkoštne cerkve. Čeprav gre v vseh primerih za protestantizem, je njihovo razlikovanje 
izrednega pomena. Vendar tovrstnih napak ne želim pripisati niti prevajalki niti uredni-
štvu, temveč vsesplošni religijski nepismenosti, na katero opozori tudi avtor (str. 69–70).
	 Ne glede na vse zapisano je knjiga dobrodošel opomnik strokovni in obči javnosti, 
da je dandanes religija še kako pomemben pojav, vreden naše pozornosti – ne zgolj 
v obliki esejističnega mnenja, kakršno je pričujoče delo, temveč tudi v obliki podrobnih 
analiz. Le želimo si lahko, da bi slovensko družboslovno in humanistično založništvo 
prepoznalo sušo, ki vlada na področju religioloških prevodov. Do rodovitnejšega časa 
pa si bomo z delom Je Evropa krščanska? lahko zadovoljivo potešili žejo po sodobnih 
razpravah o pomenu religije. 
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Primož Krašovec

James M. Robertson: Mediating Spaces. 
Literature, Politics and the Scale of Yugoslav Socialism, 1870–1995.
Montreal & Kingston: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 2024.
304 p., (ISBN 978-0-2280-2137-7), CAD 110

	 Although I personally remember him as a darling of the post-Yugoslav new-left 
intellectual social circles when he was still doing research on his PhD on a Belgrade-Za-
greb-Ljubljana axis in the early 2010s, James M. Robertson has since become a widely 
published scholar of some stature. He is currently teaching at the School of Humanities 
at University, Irvine, USA and researching the intersections of geopolitics and cultural 
politics in the history of Eastern European and especially Balkan socialism(s).
	 His Mediating spaces reads like the work of an accomplished historian with none 
of the flaws usually associated with debut books: its central thesis is highly original and 
intriguing; it is of just the right length without unnecessary digressions or polemics; it is 
expertly composed and organised; and it is accessible to a wider readership without 
sacrificing analytical rigour or historical detail. It is readable without being superficial, 
short (for a work of history) without being shallow, and written in a very engaging style 
that is never tendentious. 
	 Given Robertson’s commitment to socialist politics, the choice of topic and historical 
period considered in the book are hardly surprising. The author’s politics serve as a 
guiding light that uncovers a crucial dimension of proto-Yugoslav and Yugoslav socialist 
history that is often overlooked in standard historiography, which typically focuses on 
either its national (multiethnic state building) or its global (its complicated relations to 
the Eastern and Western blocks, the Non-Aligned Movement) scale, a supranational 
dimension in between the national and the global or, as Robertson calls it, mediating 
spaces, which is also the titular main concept of the book. 
	 So, what are mediating spaces? For Robertson, they present a geopolitical frame for 
South-East European socialist national self-determination movements in the late 19th and 
the 20th century. They are supranational (more than national, less than global) (geo)
political spaces in which the complicated power relations characterising the history of 
the Balkan region were and continue to be mediated. Attention to this supranational 
dimension in Balkan socialist politics emerged from the realisation that – given the re-
gion’s history of being divided between the Ottoman and Habsburg empires that lasted 
until the end of the First World War – Balkan nations cannot become truly independent 
and begin to develop alternative forms of socialist economy and society on a national 
scale alone as that would mean that they would remain too weak and easy prey for the 
newly emerging imperial powers of the 20th century on one hand and the accelerating 
global capitalist processes on the other. Moreover, given that the Balkan region was 
historically a patchwork of subjugated imperial provinces, regional socialist movements 
neither could nor wanted to make the Balkans into a global imperial power. Instead, 
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the idea of a Balkan federation as a mediating space able to transcend ethnic primor-
dialism and give the Balkan nations enough leeway to construct a socialist alternative 
was becoming increasingly influential in Balkan progressive circles during the final crisis 
and collapse of the ancien regime empires.
	 Starting from this early idea of a Balkan federation, the book then traces its (per)
mutations during the long 20th century that, in book’s periodisation, lasts from the 
early Serbian socialism of the 1870s to the disintegration of Yugoslavia and its wars 
in the 1990s. In Robertson’s highly original (re)interpretation, Yugoslav socialism does 
not start with the Yugoslav Communist Party nor with the Second World War partisan 
resistance movement, but with a new spatial awareness and regional politics of the late 
19th century (his case study is a close examination of discussions within the Serbian 
social democracy) and a reimagination of the Balkans not as the backwaters of Europe 
but as a vanguard in the struggle against capitalism and imperialism.
	 This new awareness came into full bloom in the 1920s with the explicitly anti-Europe-
an orientation of both the Yugoslav Communist Party as well as the literary avantgarde. 
In the interwar period, the Kingdom of Yugoslavia became a very sensitive geopolitical 
site, sandwiched between European restoration after the demise of the old empires and 
Russia’s post-revolutionary geopolitical ambitions. In this situation, socialist politics con-
tinued to be imagined and practised in a supranational space, mediated by the global 
geopolitical power struggles, and the Balkans continued to be understood as a positive 
alternative to Europe and a key site of anti-imperialist and anti-capitalist resistance. After 
the intense political repression of the Communist Party, socialist politics retreated into 
culture and avantgarde writers like Krleža, Micić and Kosovel demystified Europe as a 
supposed beacon of freedom and progress and instead presented it as a declining and 
corrupt hotbed of war, imperialist oppression, capitalist exploitation as well as ethnic 
and cultural chauvinism.
	 In the context of positioning the Balkans vs. Europe, Robertson also provides a very 
innovative reading of the famous dispute about the Yugoslav literary left during the 
1930s, whose mainstream textbook interpretation is that it was a falling out between 
modernist defenders of the notion of artistic autonomy on one side and social realist 
defenders of explicit political tendentiousness on the other. For Robertson though, the 
dispute was more about rival strategies of cultural development and the scale on which 
this development should take place, whereby social literature neglected the spatial scale 
and tried to integrate Yugoslav culture into a seemingly frictionless global counter-he-
gemonic cultural project, while its critics emphasised the spatial scale and contradictory 
regional power relations. In this sense, social literature represented a kind of abstract 
cultural internationalism and was opposed by more spatially sensitive and concrete 
supranational cultural strategies. Robertson demonstrates this with a thorough study of 
the role of the periphery and provincialism in Krleža’s writing. 
	 Later on, commencing with a brief period of rapprochement with Europe during the 
1930s’ popular front phase of the Yugoslav Communist Party, whereby Europe was 
imagined as a civilised ally against oncoming fascist barbarism, the idea of a Balkan 
federation as a mediating space gradually fell out of favour. During the Stalinist period 



BOOK REVIEWS

DRUŽBOSLOVNE RAZPRAVE/Social Science Forum, XLI (2025), 108–109 249

of Yugoslav socialism in the 1940s, it was replaced by a mediating space of racially 
conceived Slavism, whereas after Yugoslavia’s break with the Soviet Union a Third-Worl-
d-focused non-aligned mediating space took centre stage. In the 1980s, supranational 
mediating spaces were abandoned and replaced by ethnic nationalism, culminating 
in the Yugoslav wars of the 1990s. However, the Balkans as a mediating space flared 
up briefly in the writings of two key critical intellectuals of the 1980s: Matvejević, who 
integrated the Balkans with Asia and Africa in a mediating space of the Mediterranean; 
and Ugrešić, who defended the vision of cosmopolitan Yugoslavia vs. the parochial 
notion of Central Europe, beloved by the concurrent anti-communist dissidents. 
	 To conclude in the present: in the 21st century Balkans, a dominant geopolitical 
programme is the integration of nation states into the EU and mediating spaces have 
no place in official state politics. Yet, on the political margins there is a new aware-
ness of the neoliberal reality of the EU that defies its official narratives of peace, unity 
and progress, as well as a critique of the EU’s collusion in the new imperialism(s) and 
Mediating spaces, with its rare and precious combination of literary sensitivity, broad 
historical perspective and political engagement, will definitely not go unnoticed here.  
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Gorazd Kovačič

Tomaž Mastnak: Civilna družba. 
Ljubljana: Založba ZRC, 2023. 
219 str., (ISBN 978-961-05-0799-4), 12 EUR

	 Tomaž Mastnak je bil v osemdesetih letih preteklega stoletja v središču opozicijskega 
gibanja in kulture. Imel je vodilno vlogo pri njegovi teoretski osmislitvi, stikih z drugimi 
vzhodnoevropskimi disidentskimi gibanji in (po njihovem zgledu) tudi pri njegovem 
samopoimenovanju kot civilne družbe. Kmalu po izteku takratnega gibanja in preusme-
ritvi njegovih akterjev v oblastne strukture, privatizacijske posle, akademske kariere ali 
desničarstvo je Mastnak v knjigi Vzhodno od raja: civilna družba pod komunizmom in 
po njem korenito revidiral, kaj je gibanje počelo, kako in s pomočjo katerih pojmovnih 
okvirov in njihovih slepih peg je mislilo družbo, politiko, gospodarstvo in samo sebe 
ter kakšne transformacije je s tem doživel ohlapni označevalec civilne družbe. Vendar 
besedilo tiste knjige po avtorjevih besedah ni bilo dovršeno, temveč je šlo za tipkopis 
v delu, ki ga je urednik objavil brez avtorjevega soglasja. 29 let kasneje se je Mastnak 
s Civilno družbo vrnil h kritiki pojma civilne družbe, ki ga je štiri desetletja prej lansiral 
v slovenski javni prostor. Tokratna izvedba samokritike je reartikulirana in bistveno bolj 
zrela kot tista iz leta 1992. Odlikuje jo tudi uporaba številnih virov in literature.
	 Mastnakova Civilna družba paradigmatsko spada v pojmovno zgodovino. Njena 
osnovna predpostavka je, da pojmi vsebujejo določene predpostavke, fokuse, vred-
notenja in spreglede, ki prodrejo v mišljenjski okvir skupaj z rabo določenega pojma, 
četudi ta v javnih razpravah učinkuje kot plavajoči označevalec. S te perspektive avtor 
oriše vrsto premen pojma civilne družbe in skoznje nakaže ideološki horizont družbenih 
bojev določenega obdobja, pa tudi omejitve intelektualnih artikulacij teh bojev.
	 Knjiga se začne z zgoščenim poglavjem o izbranih etapah v modernem pojmovanju 
civilne družbe s poudarkom na škotskih razsvetljencih, ki so jo enačili s tržno, poslovno 
usmerjeno družbo, na Heglu, ki je poudaril vlogo države pri brzdanju egoističnih in 
konformističnih teženj v civilni družbi, in na Marxu, ki je državo reduciral na prisilni 
aparat vladajočega razreda, vreden ukinitve, in je po Mastnaku s tem prispeval k 
liberalističnemu razcepu med civilno družbo in državo.
	 Sledi osrednji del, posvečen ponovnemu odkritju pojma civilne družbe v vzhodnoe-
vropskem disidentskem gibanju pod komunizmom. Avtor kratko, a jedrnato dokumentira 
razvoj pojma v različnih srednjeevropskih državah in jugoslovanskih republikah ter 
podrobneje v Sloveniji.
	 Ena njegovih ključnih ugotovitev je, da so disidenti ponovno odkrili omenjeni pojem 
skupaj s kritiko socialistične države, z zgodovinskim revizionizmom ter z lastno opustitvijo 
marksistične teorije in programa reformnega komunizma ali demokratičnega socializ-
ma, ki sta predstavljala predhodni okvir znotraj- in prosocialistične kritike avtoritarne 
partijske države. Do sedemdesetih let je intelektualna notranja opozicija uporabljala 
pojem civilne družbe v okviru svojega zavzemanja za demokratizacijo socializma 
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(socialistična civilna družba, v Jugoslaviji tudi v navezavi na samoupravljanje). Po 
zatrtju praške pomladi in študentskega gibanja je nova generacija opozicije oblikovala 
svoj idejni horizont onstran socializma. Socialistični projekt je izenačila z represijo ter 
tej nasprotovala z zavzemanjem za človekove in državljanske pravice ter za »civilno 
družbo«. Pri promociji diskurza civilne družbe so sodelovali določeni zahodni intelek-
tualci, ki so vzhodnoevropskim disidentom verificirali produktivnost njihovega ponovno 
odkritega pojma civilne družbe.
	 Šibkost protikomunističnih disidentov je bila, da niso poznali in študirali liberalistične 
tradicije, iz katere izhaja izvorni pojem civilne družbe, zato so spregledali določene 
politično teoretske implikacije pojma. Z njegovo pomočjo so si organizirali svojo poli-
tično misel okrog nasprotja med represivno državo in med »civilno družbo«. Ta pojem 
so uporabljali kot nalepko za marsikaj. Tako so menili, da se vzporedne komunikacijske 
in akcijske mreže za samopomoč lahko imenujejo civilna družba in da je civilna družba 
kot prostor avtonomnih praks identična z demokracijo. Demokracijo so torej mislili zunaj 
države, njihov edini program, povezan z državo, pa je bil program omejitve njenih 
pristojnosti in poseganja. Njihova neposredna tarča je bila konkretna socialistična 
država, ki so jo pomagali zrušiti, ne da bi hoteli prevzeti oblast, saj jih je zanimala 
gradnja avtonomnih struktur, se pravi distanciranje od avtoritarne države. Posledica 
njihovega antietatističnega diskurza je bila, da zatem niso zmogli misliti razkroja države 
v nacionalizme, v vladavino oligarhije ter materialno, kulturno in politično osiromašenje 
večine prebivalcev ter v periferno kompradorsko integracijo v globalne proizvodne 
verige.
	 Mastnakova osrednja teza je, da je vzhodnoevropsko disidentsko gibanje pod 
komunizmom prek nereflektiranega ponovnega odkritja pojma civilne družbe uvozilo 
liberalistični idejni okvir. Žal uvodni del knjige zaradi omejitve obsega ne poseže še 
nekoliko dlje in podrobneje v novoveško zgodovino pojma kot sestavnega dela na-
stajajoče liberalne družbene in politične teorije. S tem bi avtor natančneje analiziral, 
katere liberalne predpostavke so uvozili s ponovnim odkritjem pojma in zakaj je bil to 
problem na pragu obnove perifernega kapitalizma.
	 Zgodovina pojma bi se lahko začela z Lockom, ki je skozi pojem civilne družbe že 
v poznem 17. stoletju artikuliral razredne interese nastajajoče buržoazije. Po njegovi 
drugi Razpravi o oblasti so razvita razredna razmerja, prakse in institucije obstajali že v 
družbi naravnega stanja, civilno družbo kot družbo družbene pogodbe z javno oblastjo 
pa so ustanovili zavoljo zaščite lastnine tistih, ki jo imajo, pred tistimi, ki je nimajo, potem 
ko so jo prvi nakopičili v procesih primarne akumulacije oz. razlaščanja in prilaščanja. 
Kasneje, ko sta se povečala politična moč in samozavest buržoazije, so njeni ideologi 
razvili pojem civilne družbe v predstavo o sferi, ki lahko deluje avtonomno in samoregu-
lativno, se pravi v zahtevo po vitki državi, reducirani na obrambo in pravosodje. Sredi 
19. stoletja, ko se je industrijski korporativni kapital lastniško koncentriral in si podredil 
državno oblast, pa so buržoazni misleci opustili normativni pojem civilne družbe, saj je 
ideja avtonomije pred državo postala zanje odveč. Prejšnji liberalni imaginarij civilne 
družbe kot samoregulativne sfere pa je ponovno vzniknil v funkcionalistični sociologiji 
in tudi v utopičnih projekcijah marksistov (idealna družba).
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	 Tisto, kar so protikomunistični vzhodnoevropski disidenti ponovno odkrili in zaradi 
česar je bil že zdavnaj opuščeni pojem civilne družbe zanje spet zanimiv, je bil pro-
gram avtonomije pred državnimi posegi. Ta okvir je usmerjal njihovo mišljenje politične 
situacije in njihovih bojev. Z njegovo pomočjo niso mogli misliti države. Obenem jim je 
diskurz civilne družbe kot postmarksističen diskurz usmerjal pozornost proč ob problemov 
restavracije kapitalizma. S tem so pripravili teren za skorajšnji neoliberalni program 
deregulacije, privatizacije in vzpostavitve periferne države.
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Antonija Todić
﻿
Brigitte Aulenbacher, Helma Lutz, Ewa Palenga-Möllenbeck, 
Karin Schwiter (eds.): Home Care for Sale: The Transnational 
Brokering of Senior Care in Europe. 
London: SAGE, 2024.
322 p. (ISBN 978-1-5296-8041-6), 70€ 

	 The publication of the edited volume Home Care for Sale: The Transnational Bro-
kering of Senior Care in Europe is very timely as it reflects on certain challenges faced 
by most European societies when it comes to providing senior care. Edited by Brigitte 
Aulenbacher, Helma Lutz, Ewa Palenga-Möllenbeck and Karin Schwiter, the book 
focuses on the complex transnational brokerage of home care, facilitated by the incre-
ased marketisation of care and growing demand for care services among the ageing 
population. Consequently, there has been a proliferation of a wide variety of instituti-
onal and individual intermediaries that provide different services to cater to the needs 
of seniors and their relatives but also foster new forms of social inequality or reinforce 
existing ones. With contributions from over 20 authors spanning diverse disciplinary 
perspectives  – including sociology, social geography, anthropology, and gender stu-
dies – the volume covers an extensive range of countries, as well as the multidirectional 
mobilities between them. It thus presents a striking mosaic of the arrangements, policies, 
experiences, and social relations involved in cross-border care in Europe.
	 The book is divided into five parts. In Part I, Care Markets, Care Provision, Wor-
king Conditions and the Role of Brokering Agencies, live-in care is examined via the 
interplay of emerging care markets, welfare states, and the intermediaries that connect 
employees with employers across transnational value chains. The chapters in this part 
highlight, on one hand, the role of agencies in formalising home care and transforming 
care markets, as well as the contradictions arising from their efforts to provide affordable 
care and decent working conditions while making profits at the same time. This affects 
business practices in various ways, usually leading agencies to diversify their services 
and exploit grey zones in regulation (Chapter 3 by Mercille). Yet, on the other hand, 
informal arrangements remain a crucial element of home care as either a dominant 
mode of placing care workers through migrants’ social networks, as Cvajner describes 
in Chapter 4, or the hidden underbelly of the formal sector that enables businesses to 
reap the benefits from various informal agreements between clients and workers.
	 Part II, Transnationality, Mobilities, Border Regimes and Global Care Chains, shifts 
attention to transnational political economies of care, revealing different aspects of the 
international division of care across European borders. A prominent feature of care 
migration in Europe is East–West migration, historically rooted in the division between 
capitalist and socialist countries and reinforced by EU structures. This gives rise to new 
patterns of transnational care mobility that also involve semi-peripheral countries as 
simultaneously sending and receiving migrant carers, as Hrženjak and Breznik (Chapter 
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7) demonstrate in the case of Slovenia. In Chapter 8, Uhde addresses the highly salient 
issue of gender inequality stemming from the “extraction” of care from East to West, 
which brings about a “distorted emancipation” only for those women who benefit from 
the labour of migrants in the care economy. 
	 Part III, Worlds Apart: The Household as a Workplace, as the title suggests, offers 
an in-depth look at the dynamics within homes employing live-in (migrant) care workers. 
The specificity of private households functioning as workplaces is especially clear in 
relation to defining working hours and leisure time. As Giordano (Chapter 11) notes, 
the lines between work and “mere presence” (p. 168) are often blurred, negatively 
affecting the remuneration of live-in workers and leaving them with little to no free time. 
The home, the symbolic and physical space of intimacy and care, is rendered a place 
of isolation, burnout, and subordination, as Lutz and Benazha (Chapter 15) so vividly 
demonstrate:  “’You live the life of the family’” (p. 227). Although this issue is evident 
in most chapters, Hussein, Turnpenny and Emberson (Chapter 14) go a step further by 
providing a useful framework for studying care workers’ well-being that lends itself to 
reuse in future studies.
	 The hugely important questions of fairness and ethics are further explored in Part IV, 
Contested Labour Rights, Fair-Care Initiatives and Labour Organizing. By examining the 
Western ideals of “decent” and “just” work, Emunds (Chapter 16) discusses whether 
live-in home care is, by definition, an unfair arrangement. The commentary is beautifully 
complemented with a case study of Caritas Switzerland (Chapter 17 by Schwiter and 
Villalba Kaddour), which consciously tries to organise home care fairly for the (mostly 
Romanian and Slovak) migrant women working in the sector. Despite the organisation’s 
optimism-inspiring efforts, the authors conclude that “a ‘fair’ care arrangement requires 
a considerable number of mobile care workers in addition to the live-in worker to cover 
the latter’s hours and days off. In consequence, live-in care can only ever be a solution 
for well-off care recipients” (p. 258). 
	 The last part consists of an afterword (Chapter 20 by Peng), which provides a valu-
able synthesis of individual chapters and reflects on the overarching themes. Given the 
variety of perspectives, occasional inconsistencies in methods, concepts or terminology 
can arise across the chapters, which makes this expansive view particularly beneficial. 
Further, by zooming out from Europe to examine the global stage of care migration 
it offers a conceptualisation of the uniqueness of the European case presented here, 
notably in contrast to other major intraregional care chains like those in Asia. While the 
distinct parts are useful in breaking down this relatively extensive collection into more 
manageable sections, in all honesty the chapters could be organised in several ways 
since most of the studies arrive at similar conclusions. After all, senior care is universally 
quite a physically and emotionally demanding job subject to ongoing social and eco-
nomic devaluation. Some themes that crop up repeatedly in the volume were mentioned 
already: informality, leisure vs. work, labour struggles, and workers’ well-being. Another 
such theme is the role of states in shaping transnational markets by way of various in-
terventions, from visa exemptions to labour regulation. In addition, and unsurprisingly, 
many studies include a perspective on the COVID-19 pandemic (especially Chapter 
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9 by Ezzedine), which generally revealed or exaggerated practices already in place 
before its onset.
	 Overall, this edited volume is an invaluable resource for scholars of the subject, 
relevant policymakers, and the broader public. With its wealth of empirical examples 
and theoretical perspectives, it contributes significantly to the debates on care work 
and care migration. Even though each national context, or transnational care chain, 
has its specific features, the biggest strength of this volume’s approach is that it presents 
the phenomenon of care migration as deeply transnational and interconnected. At the 
same time, the many useful models, typologies and frameworks found in the book can 
no doubt be adapted for further studies in different contexts. For readers interested in 
the Slovenian case, along with the chapter dedicated to it, chapters on its neighbours 
(Italy, Hungary, Austria) offer insights into trends in transnational home care that are im-
portant links in the chains involving Slovenia. Moreover, the findings from other countries 
serve as both an affirmation of research in the local context and a haunting warning 
of what is to come should the currently nascent policies continue to be pursued. One 
thing is clear: the increasingly transnational nature of senior care makes it imperative 
that research is also as transnational as possible to generate knowledge that is both 
comprehensive and decentralised. In this respect, the book Home Care for Sale is an 
exemplary contribution to the field.
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Majda Černič Istenič

Lev Centrih, Polona Sitar: Pol kmet, pol proletarec: integrirana 
kmečka ekonomija v socialistični Sloveniji, 1945–1991. 
Koper: Založba Univerze na Primorskem, 2023. 
253 str., (ISBN 978-961-293-238-1), 25 EUR 

	 Kmečki sloj je v slovenskem družboslovju in humanistiki redko v ospredju kritičnih in 
poglobljenih analiz. Monografija Leva Centriha in Polone Sitar Pol kmet, pol proletarec 
je ena izmed redkih svetlih izjem. Nastala je v okviru temeljnega projekta Koncepti 
kmečke ekonomije: teoretični in empirični primerjalni pristop, ki ga je v letih 2019 in 
2022 financirala Javna agencija za raziskovalno dejavnost Republike Slovenije, izvajala 
pa skupina raziskovalcev in raziskovalk s Fakultete za humanistične študije Univerze na 
Primorskem. Vodja projekta Aleksander Panjek v predgovoru zapiše, da je vpetost kmetov 
v nekmetijske panoge »ena vidnejših značilnosti v zgodovini slovenskega podeželja 
vsaj od konca srednjega veka dalje« (str. 9), s čimer utemeljuje nujnost in upravičenost 
obravnave te teme. Ob tem poudari, da je monografija sestavni del večletnih priza-
devanj skupine zgodovinarjev iz Slovenije in tujine ovreči zakoreninjeno prepričanje 
o družbeni in gospodarski pasivnosti kmečkega prebivalstva. Táko gledanje poudarja 
naravnanost kmetov zgolj k samozadostnosti in samooskrbi ter preživetju v skromnih 
razmerah, ne priznava pa jim lastne pobude, iznajdljivosti in sposobnosti za delova-
nje in vplivanje na tok družbenih procesov. Analiza zgodovinskih raziskav, statističnih 
podatkov, arhivskega gradiva in terenskih polstrukturiranih intervjujev, ki zajemajo čas 
od druge svetovne vojne do zgodnjih devetdesetih let prejšnjega stoletja za Slovenijo 
in delno tudi za nekdanjo skupno državo Jugoslavijo, predstavljena v tem delu, take 
poglede oz. tezo prav tako postavlja pod vprašaj. 
	 Monografija obsega uvod Žarka Lazarevića ter tri poglavja in zaključne povzetke 
obeh omenjenih avtorjev. Uvodno besedilo postavlja obravnavano temo v problemski 
kontekst domačega in mednarodnega zgodovinopisja. Bralca seznani z opredelitvijo 
pojma »integrirana kmečka ekonomija« (IKE), zasnovanega v krogu domačih in tujih 
zgodovinarjev ter dojetega kot vključenost kmetov tako v primarne kot tudi v raznolike 
dejavnosti v sekundarnem in terciarnem sektorju, pri čemer vse tri dejavnosti blažijo 
nihanja in nedovršenosti vsake od njih. Obenem poudari pomen raziskovanja tega 
pojava v obdobju socializma v Sloveniji, ko so imeli kmetje kot posamezniki in kot 
skupina poseben položaj v družbi. Oblasti in del javnosti so v kmetih videli sloj, ki v 
razmerah koncentriranega lastništva zemlje in monopolizacije proizvodnje kot mali 
proizvajalci dolgoročno ne morejo preživeti. Kot poudarja Lazarević, je kmetijska 
politika v prvem obdobju socializma kmete poskušala odpraviti kot poseben družbeni 
sloj, kasneje pa jih je zaradi neuspešnih poskusov omejila na ozke proizvodne okvire. 
Poleg teh poudarkov uvodno poglavje vključuje še opredelitev periodizacije kmetijske 
politike do kmetov v socializmu, ki ji sledimo v nadaljevanju monografije. Prvo obdobje, 
1945–1953, zaznamujejo agrarna reforma, prisilna kolektivizacija in odkup, ukinitev 
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trga in ekonomskih spodbud ter posledično odvzem ekonomske subjektivitete kmetov. 
Za drugo obdobje, 1953–1957, je značilna opustitev prisilne kolektivizacije; kmetje 
lahko zapustijo kmetijske zadruge, hkrati pa z dodatno agrarno reformo, ko socialistična 
oblast zameji zasebna kmetijska gospodarstva na 10 hektarjev, kmetijska proizvodnja 
še naprej temelji na državnem kmetijskem sektorju, ki je z reorganiziranim zadružnim 
sektorjem nosilec tehnične preobrazbe in produktivnosti kmetijstva. Tretje obravnavano 
obdobje, 1957–1965, ki mestoma sega v začetek devetdesetih let, zaznamuje vrsta 
nadaljnjih sprememb – zmanjševanje prvotne restriktivne kmetijske politike do kmetov. 
V vseh teh obdobjih, kot poročajo naslednja poglavja, IKE ni bila opuščena, čeprav je 
bila ovirana. 
	 V prvem in najobsežnejšem poglavju monografije, Rdeče klasje, Lev Centrih predstavi 
ekonomske strategije podeželskih gospodinjstev v okolici Ljubljane v prvem povojnem 
obdobju. Na podlagi uporabljenih virov potrdi obstoj oz. nadaljevanje praks IKE v času 
agrarne reforme, ko so različno posestno velika gospodinjstva združevala dohodke iz 
različnih dejavnosti, kot so dninarstvo, rokodelstvo, mezdno delo v industrijskih obratih, 
prevoz in trgovina z različnimi izdelki, gostinstvo, tihotapstvo. Priložnosti za podjetnost 
in podjetništvo iz prejšnjih časov so se zožile zaradi ideoloških idej Partije o nujnosti 
prenosa podjetništva z ravni posameznika in gospodinjstva na delovno skupnost (zadru-
go). Vendar so potrebe po delovni sili ob obnovi porušene domovine in industrializacije 
podjetij kmetom odprle nove možnosti in priložnosti za zaposlovanje. Centrih ocenjuje, 
da je v omenjenem obdobju delež dohodka iz dela članov kmečkih gospodinjstev zunaj 
kmetijstva znašal med 50 in 65 odstotki.
	 V drugem poglavju z naslovom Pred traktorji Centrih obravnava gospodarski razvoj 
v Sloveniji v letih 1957–1965, to je v času neuspešnih preusmeritev kmetijske politike, 
ki so privedle do gospodarske reforme leta 1965. Za to obdobje je bilo značilno 
znatno povečanje naložb v agroindustrijski kompleks v državni lasti, ki naj bi zapolnil 
primanjkljaj v proizvodnji hrane in znižal njene cene. V novem pojmovanju zadrug so 
bili zasebni kmetje zamišljeni kot partnerji države. Zadrugam so lahko prodajali pre-
sežke pridelkov ter od njih dobili semena in gnojila z ugodnimi krediti, odplačanimi v 
naturalijah. Na voljo sta jim bila svetovanje in pomoč z mehanizacijo. Svojo zemljo so 
lahko zadrugam oddajali tudi v zakup. V tem obdobju je potekala živahna polemika 
o preskrbi zasebnih kmetov z mehanizacijo, na podlagi katere je bila kmetom dana 
možnost nakupa traktorjev in drugih strojev, ki je prej niso meli. Ker so se takrat povečale 
tudi priložnosti za kombiniranje prihodkov, je intenzivno naraščalo število polkmetov 
oz. polproletarcev. Od njihovega dela je bila odvisna vrsta industrijskih panog. Poleg 
stabilnih dohodkov, ki so prispevali k razvoju kmetij, in nastajajočih vrednot potrošništva 
je bil pomemben dejavnik vključevanja kmetov in njihovih družinskih članov v sekundarni 
sektor tudi njihova izvzetost iz sistema zdravstvenega in pokojninskega zavarovanja vse 
do konca šestdesetih oz. začetka sedemdesetih let. Druge poklicne skupine so bile v ta 
sistem vključene že leta 1945. Centrih ugotavlja, da je vključevanje kmetov v nekmetijske 
dejavnosti, zlasti v industrijski sektor, koristilo podjetjem in nacionalnemu gospodarstvu, 
saj je omogočilo odložitev naložb v gradnjo stanovanj in dvig plač. Hkrati pa je bilo 
problematično, ker je izčrpavalo in krnilo produktivnost te delovne sile. Kot ugotavlja, je 
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šlo za izrazito samoeksploatacijo – neskončno garanje članov kmečkega gospodarstva, 
kar je sicer pretežna značilnost vrednostnega sistema kmečkega habitusa. 
	 Osrednji del tretjega poglavja Za boljši življenjski standard Polone Sitar temelji na 
analizi intervjujev s kmeti obeh spolov, rojenimi pred drugo svetovno vojno, in njihovimi 
potomci, rojenimi med letoma 1950 in 1960. Intervjuji omogočajo vpogled v vsakdanje 
življenje in vrednote kmečkega sloja – moralne razsežnosti trdega dela, poštenosti, 
podjetnosti, kmetijska znanja, ki so se prenašala med generacijami, ter njihovi načrti, 
uspehi in razočaranja. Opozarjajo tudi na vztrajnost tradicionalizma, skupaj s kulturnimi 
in zgodovinskimi vzorci, kot so družinske ideologije in odnosi med spoloma. Analiza 
intervjujev še kaže, da se je IKE v tem obdobju še okrepila. Avtorica pojasnjuje, kako 
se je življenjski standard kmečkega prebivalstva povečal zaradi vključevanja v več 
dejavnosti, pa tudi kako je uvedba sodobne tehnologije spodbudila in tudi olajšala 
vključevanje članov kmečkega gospodinjstva v nekmetijske dejavnosti. Prav tako ugo-
tovi, da je uvedba kmetijske mehanizacije vplivala na procese upadanja kmečkega 
prebivalstva in razslojevanja podeželja. Bistveni prispevek te analize pa je ugotovitev, 
da se je industrializacija v Sloveniji lahko razvila prav zaradi nekmetijskih dejavnosti 
kmečkega prebivalstva. Kljub uvedbi mehanizacije je bila zaradi vztrajanja pri največ 
10 hektarjih zaradi trdovratnih ideoloških predsodkov zamujena priložnost za obliko-
vanje sloja sposobnih neodvisnih proizvajalcev (močnih kmetov), nosilcev sodobne in 
visoko produktivne kmetijske proizvodnje.
	 Analize bogatega gradiva v monografiji skozi koncept IKE omogočajo vpogled v 
politične, gospodarske in družbene procese ter položaj kmečkega sloja v obdobju so-
cializma na Slovenskem, v veliki meri pa omogočajo tudi vpogled v razloge za sedanjo 
številčno majhnost kmečkega sloja. Nakazujejo odgovor, zakaj in kako kmetje še naprej 
kombinirajo svoje dohodke – skoraj vsi si socialno varnost zagotavljajo z zaposlitvijo v 
drugih sektorjih. Odprto pa ostaja vprašanje, kako lahko le peščica kmetov poskrbi za 
prehransko varnost vsega prebivalstva. Nedavna pandemija covida-19 je opozorila 
na resnost te zagate. Bilo bi torej smiselno, da se slovenski sociologi in sociologinje v 
večjem številu kot doslej pridružijo živahni akademski razpravi, ki o tem in podobnih 
vprašanjih poteka v mednarodnem okolju.
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