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COILIMOJIOTUJA VI UCTOPUJA Y KOC'REBOM JIE/TY:
OCAM TIEIIEHUJA KACHUJE?

Pap je ycpencpeben Ha pasmaTpame ofHOCA JBe HayKe - COLMOJIOTYje M UCTOPHje.
Mapa oH Moxxe fia 6yfie TpeTMpaH Ha pasu4uTe HadMHe, OCMaTpavyHMIIA Ca Koje je aHa-
NM3MpaH je conmonouko xgemo Mupka M. Kocrha.

Osaj mornen curHupajy aHanoruje Kocuhepor omyca ca pafoBuMa HeroBux Cab-
peMeHMKa, ca JIeJIOM OBOBPEMEHNUX COIMO/IOra, pedjy, ca IepoM ayTOpUTaTa U3 o0-
JIACTM COLMOTIOTHje, UCTOpHje, Te ucropujcke counonoruje. Kocuheso Bubemwe opHo-
ca [1Bajy HayKa je U ZaHAC HEYIMTHO, IofgpasymeBajyhe, Maza je 6mmo ayTopa Koju cy
HEILITO JIOLHNMje HAKOH Ibera 3aroBapajy CacBUM Jpyradnje Mulberbe. [IaBHM Hamas
OBOT IPOMUILI/bAIbA j€ /1A je Hall IIPBYU IIKOJIOBAHM COLMOJOT jelaH Off POJjOHAYeNTHMKA
ucropujcke counonoruje y Cpouju, Mafa HUIIOLITO jeRuHNU Mnu HajBakHuju. Ho, oHO
LITO BpeJy 3a CTBApa/lallTBO HAllleT COIMOJIOTA YOIIIITE, a TO jé U3BECHA 3aHEMapEHOCT,
CKPajHYTOCT, OFHOCK Ce 1 Ha 0BO IuTame. OHO je, IaK, OB/le OCEHYEHO, TOTEHIIMPAHO
KpO3 pe3y/ITaT IIOMEHYTOT 3aK/bydKa. Y KOHAUHMIM, OBAj paji caM IO ceOy 03HauaBa U
CBOjEeBPCHU OTKJIOH Off KOIbYKTYpPa KOje II0CTOj€e Ha Hallloj COLIVIO/IOLIKOj aBaHCLICHM.

Kipyune peun: Cormonoruja, ucropuja, Mupko M. Kocuh, ncropujcka conuornoruja.

OpHoc commonoruje u ucTopuje MoXxe Aa Oyfe TpeTUpaH Ha pasnuMduTe HadMHe.
To je mokasama mpoutoct. JaHac u3Mehy moMeHyTuX Hayka He IIOCTOjU JVICjYHKTUB,
Mafia je Taj OJHOC TOKOM IPOLUIOCTM y3MMao MECTO KOHjyKTMBY KOjUI I Y OBOM pPajy
IIpeoBIaflaBa Kao KakaB TpynsaM. ©PopMarTHO-TOTMYKM CAOIIITEHO, OBO HICY KOHTpap-
HU, Beh MHTeppepeHTHN 10jMOBY. [0TOBO pUTYa/IHM NOYeTaK YBOZHOT LITHBA Y TeMaT
COIIMOJIONIKe HayKe pasyMeBa ITOB/Iavyere JUCTVHKIMOHe MMHUje n3Mehy commonoruje
U OCTaNMX JPYIITBEHMX HayKa. Pasyme ce, usyseTak ojj OBOT NpaBMa HUje HU NPBU
yLIOeHMK colyonoruje y Hac, yuoennk Mupka M. Kocuha - Ysog y oniwitiy coyuonoiujy
(Kosi¢, 1934). lltaBuite, y mHUIMjanHoj a3y pasBoja Hayke, IOCTaB/balbe METOO/IONI -
KOT IIMTama je YTOMMKO BaXKHMje 3a eTabnupame KOHKpeTHe JUCLUIUINHE.

JIue TakBOr MaHMpa Ce a BUJIETM U TeK 4eTUPM TORMHE HOLHNje, y IpBOM 6pojy
vacormca Couyuonowikol ipeinega. Ayropu Ha 421 cTpaHu oBor Opoja memux 175 crpa-

1 jovanoviciZZ@gmai].com
2 Tlocsehyjem oBaj pajg cBoM Bo/beHOM o1y Muoppary.
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Ha 1ocsehyjy ofHOCy coumonoruje u, Ipe CBUX, JPYIITBeHNX HayKa. [IpaBo, dunosoduja,
6uorornja, eKOHOMIja, TIOIUTITIKA eKOHOMIJjA, ETHOIOTH]A, /I Vi MICTOPHja — TO Cy APYILT-
BeHe Hayke KojiMa Cy nocseheHu pajioBy Kojit HOB/Iade TMHjy OFHOCA HIOMEHYTHX 00IacTy
npema couyonoruju. Mciwopuja u coyuonoiuja (Popovi¢, 1938) n Coyuonoiuja u uciiopuja
(Pordevi¢, 1938) cy paioBu koju ce 6aBe OfHOCOM iBejy Hayka. JInlLie, IIaK, ¥Ma CBOje Halmdje,
[pyraumje, MMa CBOje IMTalbe: ITIE jé Ped Haller IIPBOr MIKOJIOBAHOT COLMOJIOrA M Ay TOPa ro-
pernoMeHyTor yii6eHrKa o0 oBoM Iuramy? 3amro je Kocuhes cra nsocrao us npsor 6poja
Coyuonowixoi ilpeinega? Vicropudapy Cy U3MIOXKIIU CBOj CTaB O IMTakby OBOT OfHOCA, & CO-
ILMOJIOT HIje, fia apafokc Oype Behi, To ce morabao y COLMOIONIKOM YaCOIINCY.

Jeman op aprymeHaTa MOXK€ C€ OJHOCUTM Ha HeroB Hecapaji/blBU, HEKOMYHMKa-
TUBaHV, MTHINBUAYAINCTUYIKIM TEMIIEpaMEHT. KocuheBa €puCTNYIHA IIPpMPOTa CE€ MOXKE
IIPaTUTU Off TMMHA3MjCKMX JaHa Kaja je 3060T HEIMCLNUIUINHE MOpao [1a HaIyCTH LIKO-
ny. Takobe, KOHIleM TpuzieceTX rofMHa Hije MOCTAa0 HpeficeHUK Matniie cprcke 360r
CBOje KOH(MKTHE MIHOCTH. IToTOM, 360T HE3aJOBO/BCTBA CBOJIM CTATYCOM IIOffHEO je
ocraBky Ha IIpaBHoM dakyntery y CyboTunm. Victe rofuse gomasu y cykob ca pyko-
BOJCTBOM TProBMHCKO-MH/IYCTPUjCKE M 3aHATCKE KOMODE, HAKOH Yera je OTIIYLITEH U3
cryx6e (B. Trkulja, 2013, str. 457-469). CnnaHo je 6110 1 Kaja ce JOTOAMO M30CTaAHAK
KOjJ je IIpefMeT oBor objalumersa. Hanme, naxo je Tacuh ycreo ga oxynu sehuny /pymu
Koju cy ce y To fo6a y CpOuju 3aHMMaIN 3a COLMOJIOINU]jY, Tafia y OuM OfiCYyCTBO MupKa
Kocrha (Antonié, 2013, str. 406). ,,Pasior Tome BepoBaTHO Tpeba TPaKUTU IPBEHCTBEHO
Y BEroBoM MHAUBUAYINCTNYKOM, HEJOBO/PHO KOMYHNKATIIBHOM TEMHepaMeHTy”, one-
HI1O je 0BO oficycTBO Boxxnmap C. Mapxkosuh (Janicijevi¢, Miljkovi¢, 1978, str. 18). 36mmpa,
MOXIa KOCI/IhEBa JINYHOCT U TEMIIEPAMEHT, Ib€roBa HECApaA/bMIBOCT HICY O IPECyAHOT
3Hayaja 3a BeroBO OJCYCTBO Y OFHOCY Ha IPUCYCTBO, IIpe cBera, pasosa JI. ITomosuha un
J. Bopbesuha y Coyuonowxom iipeineqy us 1938. ronyHe, anu CBaKako HUCY Oe3HauajHIL

ITocToju jou jeHa BaykKHA 30HA TOTEHIIVja/THOT 00jallIberba, jeffHO YHCTO U/EOTIOMIKO
objalmberse IpeMa KojeM ce OIIO3UT JIeBMUIIE ¥ JeCHIILIe, Y OBOM CIIy4ajy, IepCOHNPUKYjY
y muxoBuma Bopbha Tacnha u Mupka Kocrha. Ca gpyre crpane, Antonuh He cmarpa fa
je Tacuheso JIpymrBo 6mmo Tek npeonomka rpymamnuja koja 6u Kocuha ogbujama s6or
IErOBOT HABOJIHOT KOH3epBaTuBm3Ma (Antonic, 2013, str.406-407).

OsBaj msocranak Mupka Kocrha us npsor 6poja Coyuonowxoi tipeinega jour je
YIaJbMBUjU KaJl MY Ce [JOfla ’beTOBO OfICYCTBO KOje Ceé OJHOCU Ha MUTamhe €KOHOMMje, Te
Ha IIITare OFHOCA COLMOTIOTHje I eKOHOMIUje®, Mafia 0 OBOM OfHOCY He TOBOPJI HIT/e Ha
Ha4MH Ha KOjY TO YJMHM Y CBOM YHO@HUKY, KaJia je ped O COLIMONIOTHjH, OFHOCHO YICTOPUjH,
6uonoruju, ncuxonoruju. Maxo je Mupko Kocuh npBeHcTBeHO 1MO3HAT Kao COLMOIOL,
Y BEroBOM JXMBOTY BaXXKHY YJIOTy je urpana eKOHOMI/Ija, I1a ce IMopen HETOBOT MIMEHA C
IIpaBOM HaBOJe [IBa 3aHMMama: eKOHOMIUCTa 1 conuornor (Mijatovi¢, 2012, str. 163). Oc-
Hosu exoHomHe Honuitiuke Huje jennun Kocrhes pan n3 o6nactu ekonomuje.! TenepaiHo,
Kocuh je mpeTexxHO m1cao OBY KHUIY KaO €KOHOMCKM COLIMOTIOL, @ He Ka0 eKOHOMUCT

3 3anumpuso je ga Cnobogan M. [Ipauikosuh unju pag Coyuonoiuja u exoHomuja ce Hamasu y
npBoM 6pojy Coyuonouikoi iipeinega, iBa myTa y GpycHoTaMa momuse Mupka Kocnha, ogHocHo
HO311Ba Ce Ha Wmerosa fiena IIpobnemu caspemetnie coyuonoiuje 1t Y80g y 0iuliiiy coyuonoiujy.

4 Toj xareropuju pagosa npunanajy Caspemenu donumuuku ipasuu, ocobuino y Cpegrooj Eepoiiu,
Ilpesuparwa y ceeitickoj fipuspequ — xkpusa xaniumianusma?, Ionuitiuuxe ilieopuje u caspemena
eKOHOMCKa Teopuja.
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(Trkulja, 2013, str. 276).5 Ho, 1 y 0BOM Herny, a IITO je 3a TeMaT OBOT pajja IIPeTeXHIje,
Kocuh noxkasyje xako KOpucTu UCTOpPHjy fa 611 [OIIA0 O OATOBOpA Ha APYIITBEHO pe-
NeBaHTHA nuTama. [Ipumepune, ox 40. o 122. cTpaHe OBOT Jiefla IMIE O MICTOPUjCKOM
Pa3sBoOjy eKOHOMCKO-IIONIMTIYKNX HOKTPMHA M €KOHOMCKMX IIKO/IA, HEe CaMO fia YMTao-
Iie yIosHa ca TeMoM, Beh u fa cam 3abe ynogpydje oxn nHajseher snawaja 3a cebe camor,
QI ¥ 3a COLMOJIOrN)Y. Y APYroM feny Kibure, muinyhu o arpapHOj HOMUTHLIN, TOBOPU
0 IIOjMy M 3ajalluMa arpapHe HMOMUTHKE, i M O BeHOM MCTopujckoM pasBojy (Kosic,
1925, 125-136). Kocuhes censubummrer 3a ynorpeby ucTopuje 3Ha4ajHO je IPUCYTAH Y
PasIN4UTIIM perrjaMa beroBor IpOMUII/baba APYIITBEHNX (GeHOMEHa.

Hajsan, mra 6u ce nop KocrhesyM fietoM Morio pasymeBaTy 3a yclIoBe HAacIoBa
OBOT pajja. 3alpaBo, ped je o Mepy Koje je Mucajao Ay>ke off YeTUPHU JelieHMje, 1 Koje ce
Kpehe y mmpokuM MyITUAMCIUIUTMHAPHNUM OKBUpuMa,° ITa 611 Habpajarbe HeroBor yKyII-
HOT pajia 3a YC/IOBe OBe TeMe BOIM/IO Y TeMaTcKo Oesobasbe. Pedjy, cxBaTame HeroBor
Ilejla MOXKe a 6yJ1e TeMaTCKJ eHTPUPAHO OKO OHVX CIica Koju he Haje(beKTHMje OCeH-
YJTY CXBaTambe OfHOCA IIOMEHYTUX HayKa.

O uemy xoHkpetHo Kocrh rosopu y yibeHuKy y moraeqy OfHOCA COLMOOTHje 1
ucropuje? Hajpe pasmarpa OfHOC COLMOMOTHje ITpeMa OMOIOTYj! M IICUXOJIOTH)H, a TeK
IIOTOM IIaXKIby KOHIIEHTPHUINE Ha pa3MaTpame OfHoca couuornoruje n ucropuje. Kocuh
Ka)ke Jla je TpeTHpame OBOT IUTamba jeflHa HeIpyjaTHA JY>KHOCT, jep ce paful O OJHOCY
BeunTor TpBema u HecHouwpuBocTH (Kosi¢, 1934, str. 26). AuToHuh rosopu o Tpu fo6a
y OZHOCY OBe JiBe HayKe: fo0a usasosa (1820-1880), noba xpuse (1880-1960) u foba 06-
HoBe (of 1960- ). Temmopanuo nocmarpano, Kocuhes ynbenux namucas je 1934. rogu-
He, IaK/Ie, HUIIOIITO He Ou Tpe6asio ja M3HEHA/V TOH KOjUM je II0Ye0 pasMaTparbe OBOT
opHoca. To cy roguHe u meneHmje akageMcKe IpoTuBo¢daH3MBe UCTOPUje Ha aMOuIuje
COLIMOJIOTMje Kao TeOpHjCKe UCTopHje u3 106a n3asosa. Y mMOCIefmbeM BeKy OTHOC n3Mehy
OBe /IBe HayKe OMO je Mambe-BIUIIE y LIEHTPY IaKibe KAKO MCTOpUYapa TaKo U COLMOIO-
ra, a MOBPeMeHO ¥ M3BOP OLITPUX IIONeMHKa U CyKoOmaBama (Bazi¢, Pesi¢, 2012, str.
13). KocrheBa ped >xuBm u gaHac, Te ce MOXKe [IPEMO3HATY YaK I Y jeJHOM Off yiIOeHNKa
counonoruje us 2012. rogune.

Tensnjy y onHocuma fisejy Hayka Kocuh BuAM [ofaTHOM M3 jOII jefHOT pasyora.
Vcropuja je cTapuja, MHOTO CTapuja Of COLMOJIOrMje, 1 fatupa Beh off cTBapama cBeTa
- OHa je U CBar/ja Off BIACTOAp)KAIla YBaXKaBaHa U JJAPEeX/bUBO HeroBaHa. Colnornoruja
je MHOTO KacHUje JIOIIIA, I TO Kao ,,0MO3UIMOHapcKa” HayKa. AKO je MCTOpHja Ipudaja
»KaKo je cBe To60K OMII0”, COLMOMOTHja je TI0YesIa TUM Jja ,CBe IIOCTaB) Ha CBOje MeCTo .
E ma, K0 jOj je OHZIa KpMB IITO je caMa OCTaa Ayro ,0e3 MecTa’, 6e3 KaTenapa, 6e3 MHCTHU-
TyTa, 6e3 mpucTyna y akagemuje, 6e3 cyoBeHnuja u 6e3 cera mTo oMoryhyje >kuBot u
npousat (Kosi¢, 1934, str. 26).

OBy 1 oBakBy KBanudukanujy He 61 Tpebaso saHemaputi. Vako je coronoruja kao
HayKa 3Ha4ajHO Miaba off ucropuje, COLMOIOIIKA 3allaXKamba CTapa Cy KOMKO 1 JbY/CKa
mucao (Popovi¢, 1938, str. 77). Conmonoruja je Miraia Hayka o cTapuM InTamuma. [a,

5 Ospe ce Mucu Ha pag bourka Mujarosuha Exonomcke ugeje Mupka Kocuha.

¢ Topune 1911. Kocuh mmuze mpBe TeKCTOBe Ha KHbIVDKEBHE M CIM4YHE TeMe, a 06jaB/byje mx
y bpankoBom kony n bocanckoj Bumn. Ilpemnnyo je 1956. ropuHe, a gBe rofivHe paHuje je y
vyacorvcuMa Koelner und Zeischrift fuer Soziologie und Sozialpsychologie n Soziale Welt (bapen-
BajieH) o6jaBbyje Hekonmko cTpy4Hux nprkasa (Trkulja, 2013, str. 458- 465).
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MICao O OPYUITBY C€ MOXXE IIPATUTH, pEeOUMO, O HajCTapI/IjI/[X IIO3HATUX NMMCAHUX 3a-
koHa.” OBy 3aKkoHM ypebyjy BaxkHe IpyLITBEHEe OXHOCE: IOPOFUIHE, IMOBUHCKE, OFHOCE
usmeby nonosa. To he pehu fa je cormonornja xao Hayka (Maza je HacTama TeK MOJIO-
BrHOM XIX Beka Kafa je M TepMUHOOWIKY GYHAVMPaHA), Ia MIMpe y3€B U COLMOIOLIKA
MICa0, 3HA4ajHO CTapuja.

Ho, Temxo ce, mehyTum, Mo>xe IpUXBaTUTK [a je FOLIIA KAO ,0IO3UIIMOHAPCKA”
Hayka. Haume, Musucrapckum ykasom o 20. jyna 1887. rogune Emun Jupkem (Emile
Durkheim), cpegmourkoncknu npodecop punozoduje y mecty Tpoa, crap 29 rogusa, 610
je Kao sharge de cours, TO jecT y 3Bamby [jolleHTa 0e3 JOKTOpara, Ha 3a Hera OCHOBaHOM
npenmery ,Ilegarornja u gpymrsena Hayka® Ha Pumosodckom dakynrery y Boppoy
(Mimica, 1991, str. 14). OBaj HasuB je IPUKPMUBAO AKa/IEMCKO MHCTUTYL[IOHAII30Babe
jenHe HOBe Hayke — coumornoruje. VI mpe [Iupkema je y PpaHiyckoj 6umo mopcTuuaja
U3rpajitbe COLMONOTHUje, Al CY, IIOPef; OCTAJIOL, UITO jeé MOX/A U HajBaXKHUje, TOME I10-
rofj0Bajle UJeONoLIKe oTpebe GppaHIycKux pajgukana npoiwior Beka® (Mimica, 1991,
str. 17). HajkoHKpeTHMje, yCIIOCTaB/ba Ce IaNdKIL HOPefaK, aiu IIopeaK Koji Tpe6a HoBI
KOXe3MBHHU e/leMeHT ppaHItyckor ApyiTsa. CBOj pesepBoap Tafallliba BIACT IPOHA/IN3N
y pebopmu 06pasoOBHOT CrCTeMa Y KOjeM Ce Y IEPCIeKTUBY OTBAPa ,MHTENEKTyaTHI
IIPOCTOP 32 COLMOTIOTH]Y.

ITanac 6u 6m1a oropa ped fia je COLMONOryja, MIu 6110 Koja HayKa, CHCTeMCKa Tj.
kako Kocuh kaxe ,,omosurmonapcka” HayKa. To CTOju y KONM3W)H €A eUCTEMOIOIIKIAM
CTaHfIapAMMa HayKe, a IIpe cBera ca objexTusHolhy u panyonanHouthy. O6jeKTUBHOCT
j€ HajoIIITHja KapaKTEePUCTIKA CBAKe, a He CaMO TeOPUjCKe HayKe. Y MCTOj MepHu ce Tpa-
XM O MICTOPMje fla JOHOCU 00jeKTVBHA 1 IIpOBepeHa Ca3Harba, Kao LITO Ce TO 3aXTeBa
o1 counornoruje mwiu 6uno xoje Hayke (Mili¢, 1996, str. 263). Taunuje, cMaTpaM fja caMo
»HAYIHUK  MOXKe fja Oyfie CUCTEMCKY WM ,OIO3NUIMOHAPCKN” HacTpojeH. YnHnm ce fa
je n cam Kocuh mopierao yrucky oBe HaIleTOCT! Y OFHOCUM COLIMOJIOTHje U MCTOPHje,
a TO ce HMKAKO He O6u Morno ompaspiaty. Hayka kao o6/1acT casHama TO He MOXe Jia
6yne. IucjyHKTUB HuKako He mocrtoju Hu y KocuheBoM amckypcy pasmarpama OfHO-
ca MCTOpHje U COLMOJIOTHje, a KoMK je mpuyor u ocehaj camor Kocrtha 3a gBocmepun
OJIHOC OBVIX [IBejy HayKa Bujiehe ce u3 pasMaTpama OCTaTKa HEroBOT 13pa3a OBE TeMe.
Hajmocre, oBakBor KapakTepucama COLONOryje W uctopuje Hema Hit y [Torosnhesom,
Hophesnhesom, Antonnhesom, uuru y pagy Jennca Cmura (Dennis Smith) nra.

OnMax HaKOH yBOJIHE pedeHNIe KOjoM M3paXkaBa OffHOC ITyH TeH3Mja 13MeDy nBe Ha-
yKe, Halll COLIIIOJIOT LieH! fia 611 ce MOIIa HaIlMCaT IIpaBa COLMOMONIKA CTYAMja O HbeMy
(Kosi¢, 1934, str. 26). Ha Taj HaunH je anTununmpao 6pojHe paoBe Koju pa3MaTpajy oBaj
ofiHOC of Kojux cy Heku Beh momenyrtu. Hameroct je nHcnmprcana 6pojHe momeMudxe
papoBe y ob6a cMepa, TaKe, Hije ped CaMO O COLMOIOLIKYM CTYAMjaMa. Y TOM IIOI/IeRy
je ersemmiapHo fieno ¢paHnyckor ncropudapa Ilona Bena (Paul Van) us 1971. roguae
- Kaxo @tuwemo ucitiopujy, Taunmje, meHO HOINMaB/be VIciopuja, coyuonoiuja, UomilymHa

7 Yp-Hamy 3akoHuK Koju je moret oko 2100. rogune mpe HoBe epe. 3akoHuk Jlumur-Vmrap je
HacTao oko 1930. (wmu oko 1900.) rognHe npe HoBe epe. EMIHYHCKM 3aKOHMK ITOTUYE U3 BpeMeHa
oko 1720. (mmu oxo 1770.) ropuue mpe HoBe epe. Hajzan, XamypabujeB 3aKOHUK je JOHET OKO
1680. (mnu oxo 1750.) roguHe npe HOBe epe (Avramovié, Stanimirovi¢, 2009, str. 61).

8 Pasyme ce, Mumnria cBoje feno Pagukasncka coyuonoiuja niie y BajjeCeTOM BeKy, I1a je OBjie
pey O IeBETHAECTOM BEKY.
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uciiopuja.’ JacHo je ia je KOHAMIMOHAN Y KojeM roBopu Kocnh us nanauimse nepcrextuse
HEILTO IITO He IIPeCTaB/ba NPeTeHIMO03Hy onacKy. llltaBuie, Huje BeHoBO fieno jenum
mpuior ocaoBanoctu Kocuhesor crasa.

JTunuja Kocuhese mmcnu o oBoj Temu ce ja mpartuti 1 kpo3 ocratak Kocuhesor
usnarama. Viameby ucropuje n counosnoruje (HapOINTO OHE FTeHETUYHE U ,,KYITypHE ) He
IIOCTOjU Pa3/MKa y MpeaMeTy IIpoydyaBama Hero y fipasyy MHTEPeCOBaba, Y INefUIITIMA
U nocTynky casuama (Kosi¢, 1934, str. 27). OBge Kocuh ncrude nsBanpenan tpenyrak
Y PasnuMKoBamby OBe fiBe Hayke. IIpe cBera, coluooruja u UCTOpUja Cy y IpoydyaBaimby
ApyLWITBAa BPEMEHCKM pPas3IMYMUTO ycMepeHe. VIcTopuja Kao HayKa je ycMepeHa Ha
M3y4yaBame IIPOIITIOCTH, 0K je COLMOIOTHja IIPeBACXOJHO OKPEHYTA UCTPAKUBAbY CaB-
pemenoctn (Bazi¢, Pesi¢, 2012, str. 34). YipaBo y 0BOj Ta4ykM ce jaCHO Ha3Mpe ycMepe-
HOCT OBMX HayKa jeflHe IIpeMa APyroj. AKO je Ha IOYETKy pajia pedeHo [ja COLMOIOTHja
U ICTOPMja HICY KOHTPApHU IIOjMOBH, OHJIA j€ MCTY NPeJMET OBUX HayKa, OTHOCHO pa3-
JIMKa y CMepy IIpoydYaBama OBOT IIPefMeTa, apryMeHT Ja Cy 0BO, (GOPMa/HO ¥ JIOTMY-
K1 pedeHo, nHTepdepeHTHN MojMoBN. [lakite, pas/Ke MOCTOje, /i Ce He U3PaXKaBajy y
IIpeMEeTY HEero y MeTOZy, OGHOCHO METOJO/IOUIKOM IIPUCTYITY y Npoy4yaBamy APYLITBA
U JpyLITBeHUX 1ojaBa (Bazi¢, Pesi¢, 2012, str. 34). KocuheBa peu Ha oBOM mIany fernyje
yIoTpe6/bMBO U TOTOBO HAKOH LIe/IOT BeKa.

Humrra mame Huje Baxkao Kocuheso ofpehemse fa je ucropuja, npe csera, omncHa
HayKa, a COLMOJIOrMja MMa aMOuLujy fa objaiumasa ApyiuTseHe nojase (Kosic¢, 1934, str.
27). OHo je 3Ha4ajHO jep ce UCTa OfpeSHMIIA 1a TpoHahy Ha MHOTMM MeCTUMA Y COLMO-
JIOIIKOM LITUBY, /I X y TUTEPATypH KOja y ITOJIEMUYKOM JJUCKYPCY caryeflaBa JBe HayKe.
raBuime, ITon Ben cacBuM jacHO mcTHYe Jja je COLMONOTMja TEK IyKM omuC. ITie y 0BOj
KOMIIO3MIUjH TIOI7Iefja Tpuiafa Mecto KocuheBoM cTaBy 1 Kako ce OH TaHAC MOXKe Tpe-
tuparn? Hajmpe, KocrtheBa pedennna mpegcrasmpa jefHy Off [IaBHUX KapaKTePUCTHUKA
onora mro Antonuh Hasusa goba usasosa (1820-1880). Mana Kocuh xpononomku He
[IpUIIafia OBOM IIEPUOAY, Y OFHOCY Ha OBaj CTAB OH CYIICTAHTMBHO IPUIAJA OBOM J00Y.
Kako KocnheBu caBpemenuiu rnenajy Ha oo mutame? [yman [Tomosuh nenn ga 6u
UCTOPMja 32 COLIVIONOTH]jy KaO TEOPETCKO-CUCTEMCKY ¥ eMIMPHjCKY HayKy IpefCcTaB/baa
OTKJIOH Of OIACHOCTH fAa coluosoruja mpehe y ¢pumosodujy n gujamexruxy. On naje
U jefHy, 3a OBy TeMy, BakKHY TBpamy. VicTopuja he omer ox coumonoruje fo6uti oHo
IITO je HAPOUUTO BaKHO: fob1he objammere (Popovié, 1938, str. 82). [Takie, ITonosuh
COLIMOJIOTHj ! TIPUINCYje Y AEIOKPYT HEeHOT 3aHNMama 00jalllberbe, a caMe YMEbeHNIle
KojuMa 61 je orckp6Ouia ucropuja jecy y papuu onuca. Hophesnh, nmax, pasmarpame of-
HOCa [iBe HayKe IIOUMIbe pasMaTpambeM Kiure Vciiopuja iiocmaitipana kao Hayka GpaH-
yckor ucropudapa Jlakomba. [ToMeHyTI CTOpUYap CMaTpa [ja je UCTOPHja OIICUBAbE
norabaja. Ho, Hophesuh usnocu u cBoj craB npema oBakBoj TBpAmM. Jlakom6 HarIa-
masa camo omuc MehyTuM, ucTopuja, yKOIUKO Ce CBe BHIE Iekbe Ha HIUBO HayKe, 00-
yxBara u objaurmera (Dordevi¢, 1938, str. 83). [Ipema ToMe, MMTatbe AECKPUIILUjE, TO
jeCT eKCIUTaHalyje je BpJIO yYecTajla TeMa y TpeTMpamy OffHOCa OBe JiBe Hayke. [laHac
ce He MOXKe ITO3/IpaBUTH OCHOpaBambe jefHOT Off OBa [Ba JIOTMYKA IOCTYIKA MCTOPUjU
y KOPUCT COL{MOsIOruje. Y TOM IOITIERY He 61 OMIO TeIe0MOMKOr 06jallberba, OFHOCHO
ucropujckor (y3pouror). Majja nma ayTopa Tor BpeMeHa KOji1 He OCIIOpaBajy objalmerbe

® O Benosoj kputunu coumonoruje muie Crobopan Autornh y csom peny baso, ucimopuja,
pemunuzam: coyuonowke iycionosure (Antonié, 2012).
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UCTOPUjH, ca fpyre CTpaHe, IPeOB/IafaBa fpyradnje cxsaramwe. Kocuh Huje y Tom more-
Iy 610 MCIIpef fyXa BpeMeHa y KojeM je XKIBeo.

ITocToju jenna Tauka y KocuheBoM manaramy o 0BoM muTamy Koja 61McTaBo roBo-
PM O TIOI7IERY KOjU BUIM JajIeKO YHAIpe[, Koju jour 1934. rofnHe HajaB/byje UCTOPUjCKY
COLIMOJIOTH]y — IAaHAC jeAHy of Mtabhux conuononkux gucunmmHa. [Tnmyhn o mpobie-
My KOjJ MJMCAOHO CTPYj! KPO3 Lie/IM OBaj paji, OH M3JIarame Ha OBy TeMy 1934. rogune
3aBpIlIaBa OHAKO Kako je [Jernc Cvut 3anounmse 1990. ronyue. Hu HajeeKTHUjM KPOKK
OBe HallOPeJHOCTH He MO)Ke 3aMEHMTH HOB/Iadebe apaene u3Mely oBux HaBopa.

Hajmpe, kako Kocuh pemmasa, y ToM TpeHyTKY, Ipo6eM onHoca usmehy nBe Hayke?
»1aj ce OIHOC jollTe BMILIe KOMIUIMKYje KajJia y3MeMO Y 0031p fa ce 06e HayKe HafJOIy byjy
TUMe, LITO je CBaKa Of IbMX HeolxofgHa moMohumua apyroj. He moxke mcropmyap
Ty HUKAaKOBa y3pOYHa objallmbera 3a forabaje, HMKaKBy Hay4HY MHTepIIpeTaLujy
UCTOPUjCKVX UMEbEHNITA, fla He IpuberaBa HeKaKBoj OIIIITOj, JaK/le COIMOMOIIKOj Te3,
casHama 13 conuonoruje. OMacHOCT je BeluKa U OILITA [a UCTOPUYAPU CBOja COLMO-
JIomIKa 0bjallberba LpIie U3 ,3ApaBe MaMeT , Tj. U3 BY/ITapPHUX COLMOJIONIKIX Ipeapa-
Cy[ia 1 []a JaZIeKO 3a0CTajy Y OGHOCHMM MHTepIIpeTallljaMa 3a CTatkheM CaBpeMeHe HaydHe
counornoruje” (Kosi¢, 1934, str. 27).

OBakBM CTaBOBM MMajy CMIC/Ia Y CBAKOM IIOKYIIajy fia ce MpUO/IVDKe 3Ha4aj U HeOll-
XOJHOCT 3aHMMama UCTopuyapa 3a couyosnorujy. OBo Bpeiu TMM BUIIE Kafia Cé UCTAKHE
cynporan cMep KocmheBor mormega. A mra moma Beka KacHmje ropopu Hernc Cmut?
Hexu ncropuyapu cy ,,He-COLMONOTMYHN ; eMIIMPHjCKI, OHY 3aHeMapyjy HauMH Ha KOju
Ce IPOLeCH 1 CTPYKTYpe OfHOCe mpeMa fenuma u gorabajuma (Smit, 1991, str. 9). Cnnka
je jacHHMja YKO/IMKO Ce HaCTOjM yKa3aTy Ha IOTIIyHY, a He TeK JeNMMUYHY Bu3ujy Mupka
M. Kocnha, jegroBpemeno u Jlennca Cmura.

VlcTo Tako, ucropmja ca cBoje CTpaHe MOXKe Jja IIOCTY KM COLMOJIOTY Kao Jparole-
Ha PUSHIIA YMEbeHUIA 13 Mehy/bycKor felaBama 3a HeroB aHaTUTUYKO-CUCTEMCKI
pap (Kosi¢, 1934, str. 27). Jakre, Kocuh Buny ma je omHOC OBe oBe Hayke OniaTepasaH.
Kaxo oBaj ognoc y uontpuju Cmuta usriefa u3 CympoTHor cmepa? Hexu conuonosu cy
»HE-MCTOPYYHN : eMIIMPMjCKH, 3aHEMAPYjy IPOIUIOCT; IOjMOBHO, OHM He pa3MaTpajy Hu
OIIILIITA CBOjCTBA IIpOIieca U CTPYKTYPa, HI HUXOBe OFHOCE IpeMa fenumMa u gorahajuma
(Smit, 1991, str. 9). JacHo je ja Ko 0BUX ayTOpa IOCTOju pa3BujeH ocehaj 3a HEOIXOTHOCT
capajitbe ICTOPHje U COLMONOTHjE.

Hacynpot ToMe, MCTOPMjCKY COLMOIOTHMjy CTBapajy MCTOPMYApU M COLMONIO3MU
KOjJ MICIIUTYjy Y3ajaMHO IIpOXMMakbe IPOLUIOCTI M CafalliboCcTy, forabhaja, mpoueca,
IenoBama U CTpyKTypanuje (Smit, 1991, str. 9). CMUTOB cTaB U3/1a3y U3 Ha3VBa HETOBOT
mena Ycilon ucitiopujcke coyuonoiuje. OH cam 1o ceb6u He HMpeACTaB/ba HUIITA CEH3a-
LIIOHAJIHO ¢ 0631poM Ha BpeMe Kafia je nspede. Kocuh, mehytum, jomr 1934. rogune
IMIIe Ha OBY T€MY, I1a OHO IITO FOBOPU MMa CACBMM JIpyTauljy JUMEH3Njy. Y 4eMy OH
BUJM pelilerse 0BOr nuTama? [loy ykpurameM o6e Metoze!'? Moxe fja ce fobuje kao Heka
HpenasHa NUCLMIUIMHA ,MCTOPMjCKA COLMONIOTMja” WM, TadyHMUje, ,COLMOIOIM30BaHa
ucTopuja’ pa3HUX CTYIbEBa TUIN3UPaba NCTOPHjcKor femasama’ (Kosi¢, 1934, str. 28).

Hajsap, oH je joir ogpebennju y mormeny oBor nurama. Ila nmak, mopes cBUX He-
criopasyma ¥ HeIpMMepeHOCTH, Mopa pohu fo mpucHuje capapme usMmeby mcropuje
u couyosoruje. Vicropuju HapodnmTo AaHac Tpeba IOAPIIKE M CyrecTija Of OIIIITe

10 Kocwh, pasyme ce, MIC/II Ha ICTOPHJCKY M COLIMIOMOLIKY METORY.
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COLIMOJIOTHje, jep pacTe OMACHOCT Aa CBOja Objallrberba PN U3 BY/ITapHUX HA30BU-
COLIMOTIOTHja YCKOT eKOHOMMU3Ma M/IM pacu3Ma. A CoLorioruja Tpeba fa mpofy K CBoje
[EePCIEKTUBE, jep aKO ce OrpaHI4M Ha rpaby 13 cafalrmboCTt APYIITBEHOT )KUBOTA IPeTH
jOj OITACHOCT MONMUTU3KPaIba U TUTEPATU3UPAba, a IbeHM Cy HAYYHU 3ajaliyl TPAjHUjU U
MoryhHOCTI MacUBHUje Hero fa camo usMehapy HHeBHOj monMuTuIN 1 3abas/ba pajos-
Haste gyxoBe (Kosi¢, 1934, str. 28).

Baxxroct KocrheBux mompunoca Buam ce y umebeHMIM 1mTo je jour 1934. ropune
TOBOPMO O MCTOPMjCKOj COLMONIOTHjM KAao HajpeajlHjeM pellaBamy CIIOpOBa BOheHMX
usMeby 1Be Hayke, Ma KOJIMKO Ce CTUIIA0 YTHUCAK JIa jy je CTIOMMIbA0 TEK CaMO CIIOpainy-
Ho. Mosxxe ce pehu 1a je oH jenan of 6apjakTapa oBe AucHuUIIINHe y Hac. Humomnrro He 6ux
pekao fia je HajBakHMUjI. HuTu cMaTpam yrogHOM yrnorpe6y CymepaTiBa y APyLITBEHO]
MMCIH, a OCTaTakK paja he cyrepucaTyt HApoOUMTO Ba>KHE IMYHOCTH Ha TOM IUTaHy. CMuT,
nak, roBopu o Tpu (pase moceparre!! ncropujcke conmonoruje.

Ho, Kocuh o cBoM cTaBy mpema MCTOpyju TOBOPU MHAMPEKTHO 1 OH/A Kajja MMIIIe
0 HEKMM JpyruM TeMama. To ce y M3BECHOM CMMCITy BUMIENO Kaja ce 0aBMO eKOHOM-
cxkuM TeMama. Hajja/be, Kpo3 HberoBy COLMOJIOIIKY aHA/IN3y MHCTUTYLMjE€ KPBHE OCBe-
Te nposejaBa ocehaj 3a kopuutheme ucropuje. Y mwerosoM pany M3 gybuna Banxana
(1948/1949) na ce IpoYNTATH OHO O YeMy TOBOPY Y CBOM YILIOEHIKY, a O YeMY je Y OBOM
pajy IpeTXofHO 6110 peynt. Y ITIOMEHYTOM TeKCTY Y KOjeM IHIIe O KPBHOj OCBETH je BPJIO
u3pakeHa UCTOPUjCKa, BpeMeHCKa JuMeHsnja. O ToMe CBeIOYM HeroBo Klacupamwe TH-
IoBa KpBHe ocBeTe. [/taBHe TunuyaHe popMe KpBHE OCBeTe O MOITIe OUTH: ) UHAUBULY-
aJIHa KPBHA OCBETa Ka0 MPUMUTUBHM (aKTUUKY ,,0014aj” 6) KpBHA OCBETa I/IEMEHCKOT
ypebema kao oxrosapajyha nmpaBHa MHCTUTYLHMja B) KPBABU MIOPOSUYHN CYKOOU, OHO-
CHO KpBaBe CTpaHauke 60pbe Kao UMIbeHNMYHA ,BeX6a” y BpeMeHMMa CIabor fpiKas-
HOT ¥ LIPKBEHOT ayTOpUTETa I) KPBHA OCBeTa MOPOAMIA Kao (HOpManHu) obudaj Ha
TI0je/ITHAYHO-TIOPOINYHO] TIeCTBUIM TIOC/IEIIEMEHCKOT BpeMeHa YIPKOC e(eKTUBHOM
Ip>kaBHO-IIpaBHOM IopeTKy (vendetta XIX Bexa Ha Kopsuny, Capaunuju, Cunymju,
Kanabpuju, y IIkorckoj n Mpckoj jom y XVII u XVIII Beky, amu u y Tekcacy mam
Kenraknjy cBe mo XX Beka) /1) IaTOMIOMIKI OFHOCK Y IOPOAUYHOj KPBHOj OCBETH YIIPKOC
edeKTUBHOM Ip>KaBHO-IIPaBHOM IIOPETKY, CAMO Ca M3y3elMa U IPaKTUKOBAHO He Kao
Hapopuu o6u4aj (Kosi¢, 1948/1949, str. 130-131). Kocuh je y nenunn pasmarpao ¢eo-
Me€H OBe MHCTUTYIIM]je Tj. IOCMATpa je y LIMPOKOM OBMPY OJ] caMe IeHe Iojase. HapasHo,
MHCTUTYIMja Ce Huje yracuaa ofjenHoM u y notmyHoctn (Kosi¢, 1948/1949, str. 134). Ha
Taj HA4MH je CBOjy COLMOJIONIKY aHa/IN3y KPBHE OCBeTe yBehao JIyIIoM MCTOpUjcKe aHa IV -
3€ 10 TPEHYTKa Yy KOjeM O 10j TOBOpH. Y TOM CMUCIIY je YClefu/a puda O pasananuTiM
¢dbopmama noTHCcKUBama KpBHe ocBeTe. OHa je, HapaBHO, IPATIIa UCTOPYjCKY HUT.

ITomenyTu paj Hyje jenyHy npumMep Koju rosopu o Kocuhesom ocehajy 3a ncropumjcky,
TeMIIOpa/Hy [MMeH3Ujy GpeHoMeHa o kojem muiue. [IITaBuile, HeroB COLMOOMKM OITYC Y
3Ha4YajHOj Mepy 063mzaH je Kopuirhermem ncropujcke rpabe. Ilocroje, HapaBHO, pafoBu y
KOj/Ma TOBOPH, O OCEOHNM COLMOONIKIM NUCLMINIMHAMA, Te 0 QyHaMeHTaTHUM COLM-
OJIOIIKMM KaTeropujama. Y myMa HeMa IIPOCTOPa 3a MICTOPUjCKY M3pas, Majia Ce OH YaK U y
TAaKBJM aHa/IM3aMa MECTVMIYHO Haszupe. KoHKpeTHO, MIC/IN ce Ha weroB paf Ionuitiuuka
coyuonoiuja. Kocuh muiue o momTHYKMM HayKama II0Ce6HO, O HOMUTUYKO]j COLMOTIOTH)H, O
couuornoryju Mohu, 0 COLVIONOrUj! HallMje ¥ MHTePHALVIOHATHIX TeH3Mja, O COLMONOTIjI

11 Mucrn ce Ha mepuop mocie JIpyror CBeTCKOT para.
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pata, Te o mporecuMa y femoxpatuju (Kosi¢, 1951, str. 171). OBo He 3HauM fja je BDEMEHUTOCT
OecripeiMeTHa Kajja Ce TOBOPU O OBUM IIMTAbUMA. JeJHOCTABHO, pa3sMepe y KOjuMa Iulie
O OBUM IUTaUMa Cy TUIMYHE 32 HEKOTa KO, Ka0 HaIll IPBM HIKOIOBAHM COLMOJIOL, IPBU
rOBOPY O OBMM TeMaMa. 3a oMepe JaHalllibe corpornoruje, Kocuh o oMM nmuramma ropopiu
Ha eJIeMeHTapHOM HIBOY 3a KOju 611, 300r IIPOLieCYaTHOCT! IIOMEHY TUX TeMa, 0110 IToTpebaH
nocebaH paj 0 CBaKoj Of 1JIX. Je[iHa Off YBOJHUX PedeHMIIa OBOT PaJia HajKOHKPEeTHHje TOBO-
pu o oBome. ITpenycioB M3BelITaBatba O CTalby Y MOJMTUYKO] COLMONOIUY je IPUOIIKHO
jacHo ozpeberse Kpyra safaraka 1 Merona Haute gucyuiHe (Kosié, 1951, str. 171). Jakre,
OBaj paji je LEHTPMPAH OKO IPEAMETHIX, METONO/OIIKIX IIUTaba ¥ PasyM/bUBO je ITO Hifje
Y KPYTy OHVIX KOjI Cy eT3eMIUIAPHN Y IIOITIEAY OFHOCA HAlIleT COLIOTIOTa IIpeMa HCTopuji'2.

KocnheBn pagoBu koju HpefcTaBbajy jefHy of 60/bUX M3BEHOM HEroBOr CIyXKera
uctopujckom rpahom jecy Ianiepmanusam, ogrocHo Mogepra Iepmanuja. To motphyje cam
HOYeTaK OBJie TPBOIOMEHYTOT pajia. TexXrbe IMaHrepMaHU3Ma U3paXkaBa HberoB HajBUIHMjU
npencraBHMK, Bubem II peunma: ,,Hamra je my>XHOCT [ja carieMeHMKe Hallle Y MHO3E€MCTBY
IITUTIIMO, @ HAILIOj OTAIOMHY IpUIIOjuMo jor jenHo Behe Hemauko mapcro” (1896. ropm-
Ha), ,3a CBETCKOM MMIIEPUjOM TeXu AyX Hemauku’ (1902. ropmHa), ,Kako je Herma pum-
cxu rpabamunu 610 rocronap csera, Tako u rpahannu repmancku y 6ygyhe Bpeme tpeba na
6yne” (1904. roguia). Kocuh 13 0Bux Heko/mMKO HaBOJA MICTOPUjCKIUX MOfATaKa Ha edek-
TaH Ha4MH, y CBUM 00jaMa BuaM OHO 1uTo he JaHaC Ha HUBOY CPE/HOLIKOICKOT yIIOeHMKa
coumororyje 611 He3ao011a3Ha TeMa. Pa3BuIa ce JOKTPJHA O CYIIePHOPHOCTY TFepMaHCKe
pace Haj octa/mMMma, Mare BaxanM CrioBeHnMa ,,nereHepucannm Pomannma” (Kosi¢, 1912,
str. 1). Y pagy Za nu je Mupxo M. Kocuh tipegsugeo Benuxu paia? (Jovanovié, 2014) je mpuxka-
3aHO KaKo je KopuiurhemweM UcTopyje Ipensyneo pat. [loMeny T pan HajpeduTyje roBOpH O
KocnheBoj cripemMHOCTH f1a ce KA0 COLMOIIOr KOPUCTI UCTOPUjcKnM objaiibereM. Ha oBom
MeCTy ce MO)Ke Ka3aTl Jia je IIpeBUieo UAEOTIOIUjy Koja je IpelcTaB/bala IathopMy 3a
HoYeTaK Cyko0a Koji je JOMUHAHTHO oberexino XX Bek.

Kao ncropujckn cormornor, Moxe ce Tako pehu, y fo6puM MaHMpKMa Te HayKe Ha-
cTynmo je ny feny Mogepra Iepmanuja. JeFHOBPEMEHO, IOCTOj/ OKOTHOCT KOjy HAIIOIITO
He 6u Tpebasno saneMapyuy. [Inmyhu osaj pan, am u Ianiepmanusam, Kocuh to unnn
TeK Kao, y TOM TpeHyTKy, 6yayhn comuornor.!* Ho, Beh Tapma ce jacHo fajy mpumerntn
Hazopy Koju 1 fgoiHuje ¢purypuiry kpos Kocuhesa gena. O6jammasajyhn o vemy he nn-
CaTu y CTYAujU, ITA MPEACTaB/ba HheH TeMaT, OH UCTUYe HeWTo gparoneHo. Hampocro,
HaroBellITaBa [a je CTyAuja yIIaBHOM ucropuja cagaummuie (Kosi¢, 1912, str. 8). [la, on
TOBOPM O IIOCTAHKY HOBOT TUIIA MOfiepHOT IepMmaHa.

3ampaBo, mpyya 0 TOMe Kako MMCIM 1 kKako ce oceha momepun Hemar cpenme
VMHTEUTEHIIMje U KaKBa je ’heroba MOpajHa M eCTeTCKa CYIUTHHA, a/li CBOj INCKYPC KPO3
LIe7I0 JlefIo HelpecTaHo ycropusyje. Kocnhesa ananmmisa nma focta COIMOMONIKIX, OHN-
TUYKMX Y €TUYKMX pasMaTparba, ajiil jeé Y ’eroBOM MICAOHOM TOKY IIPYCYTHA MCTOpHMja.

12 VlcTo Bpeny, penymo, 1 3a pajioBe y KOjuMa 0 pesy/ITaTiMa Homca cTaHoBHuITBa y Mabapckoj
1910. TopuHe, i o onafamwy pabama y Mahapckoj. IIpema cB0joj BoKarjit 0BO Cy eMIMPHUjCKH,
CTATUCTUYKU PaJIOBU.

13 Toguue 1911/1912 3anountse cryanje Ha Yausepsutery y Crpac6ypy/Illrpac6ypry (Ha Hemaukom
jesuky). Toguue 1912. 6opasu y Benukoj Kukunpy, a y mrrammapuju JoBan Pajak o6jaBmbyje
nBa pykonuca, Ilaniepmanusam u Mogepra Iepmaruja, Ha KojuMa je pafiuo NOCTENHUX TOMHA
(Trkulja, 2013, str. 458).
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Yrucak je na 6u ce moce6Ho Morio rosoputu o MogepHoj Iepmaruju y oBoM KOHTEKCTY,
Te fla HU Hajo0/bU KPOKI Jiefia Y TOM JyXy He MO>Ke HU Y IIPeTIIOCTaBLM HajaBUTH CIIPeT-
HOCT ¥ OKpeTHOCT Kopuirhema 1cTopujoM of cTpate Miazior Kocrha. bpojanu cy npume-
P¥ KOjMa ce MO>Ke MTyCTpOBaTH OBaKBa TBPAiiba. VImak, oBJie Huje 110 Cpeiyi 3aHMMalbe 3a
Mogepny Tepmanujy, Beh 3a Kocnheo geno yommre, a he 61ty HaBesieH Tek jeaH edek-
taH ersemmiap. Konkperso, Kocuh y jegHom opme/bKy roBopy 0 mMO30pPUILTY U EETOBO]
MopanmHocTH. OH KTacuduKyje rpyIe by Koju Ioxozie mosopumTe. Ha koHIy mornasspa
OHO M3BOJM 3HaYajaH 3aK/by4aK: ,Haire fo6a je moba maca. [JeMokparusarje KyaType.
Bynrapusanuje. XKypHanucTtuka youja kmuiky obpasosanoct” (Kosi¢, 1912, str. 148).
Llemu Bex KacHuje je yrucax fa Kocuh nuire xao Haur caBpemennk, 6e3 063mpa Ha TO IITO
je mncao o Hemaukoj ¢ moyetka XX Beka. Kako 06jacHUTH TY ,,MCTOBpeMeHOCT ¢ AKO ce
YIIAT jaB/ba Ha Kpajy OBOT IIOIVIaB/ba, YTUCAK j€ Ia je OOTOBOP Ha EHErOBOM IIOYETKY. Y
IPBYIM pedrMa OH MaeCTPasHO UCTOPH3Yje TeMaTCKI OKBUD, /iaje My BPeMEHCKY bmyms-
HOCT KOja IIPy>ka 3aIlpaBO CBEBPEMEHCKM paM 0BOj aHamm3u. [losopuire je Tpu myra y
VICTOPMjU JOCETTIO BUCOK CTyHam: Kof Ipka y V Beky, y Vitanuju, @pannyckoj n EHrneckoj
y IaHMMa [I03He peHecaHce U y cpefiiboj EBpomy off 6euke II030pHuULIE O HeMadKe, 1 cajia
Ha pyckoj (Kosi¢, 1912, str. 142). Bue ox cBera, oBa pedeHMIa pelllaBa 3aTOHETKY IITa
jETHO JIe/I0 MOXKE YUMHUTY YKUBUM U BE€K KaCHMje HAKOH LITO jeé OHO HaIMCAHO.

Beh je peueno na je Kocuh y rpenyTky mucamwa Ianiepmanusma v Mogepre Iepmariuje
610 BafeceToropuImak, Tek 6yayhu connornor. OBo He Tpeba ry6utn us Buga. CrBapao
je oH, MehyTuMm, U y Ieprony HakoH J[pyror cBeTCKOr paTa. Y KOHTMHYYMY HeroBOr CO-
LMOJIONIKOT MMCAOHOT IperHyha HeMa Iepyofia y KojeM ce paMaTH4HO OfpUI[A0 YIIO-
Tpebe nctopuje.l* Vsyserak He IpefcTaB/ba HI HeEroBa JOKTOPCKA Auceprauuja. Ham-
Me, 1917. ropune OpaHm JOKTOpCKy mecepraumjy Die soziologischen Grundlagen der
Geburtenbeschraenkung (Coyuonouike ocrose oipanuuerba pahara) Ha YHUBEP3UTETY Yy
Hupuxy (Trkulja, 2013, str. 459). CymTuHCcKM, TIOI/IEAOM HA OBO A0 He MOXe Ce IIpHU-
METUTH HUIITA HOBO 332 KOHTEKCT TeMe OBOT paja. Vmak, Ba/ba HaI7lacUTy ia iucepTanujy
npoxuma KocrheBa cormoronika mMcMeHOCT Koja ce OBJie He MCLpPIUbYje 3Ha4ajHUM
opnocoM Kocnha npema ncropuju. To He 3Ha4M fa 0BO Heno JUCKBamipuKyje yHoTpedy
UCTOpHje Ha ITYTY Ka [JIABHOM Liu/by ayTopa. llITaBuie, paj Ha COMMAaH HA4MH IOTBphyje
Jia COLIMOIONIKO y ceb1 Tpeba fja cafipskut uctopujcko. OH TroBOpH O IaHAC, O HOBOM, O MO-
JE€PHOM, O CTaTUCTUYKIM JJATOCTMMA KOje IIPaTe Ca[Alllibi TPEHYTaK, TPEHYTaK y KOjeM je
mucao. [TomenyTe gaTocTyt 0bjarimbaBa COLMOIONUIKNM, AeMorpadcKuM Teopujama, Ma-
TYCOBOM TE€OPHjOM CTAaHOBHMINTBA, @ CBE OHe Ce pabajy 13 KOHTUHYATHOT, IPOIIeCyaTHoT,
MCTOPUjCKOL. MoxKe ce IPUMETHTH Ja U TeMa JUCepTalije KOHOTUpa yHoTpeby ucropuje.
Mosxza je 0BO [ie/10 Koje HajMame Of OCTA/IMX COLMOIOMIKMX pagoBa Mupka Kocnha
TOBOPM O MICTOPMjI, A/l je NMPUMEP KOjUM MCTOBPEMEHO y 3HAYajHOj MEPY MMIUIMIIAT-
HO Kopucty ucropujy. OBo Bubeme ce MoXKe MIyCTPOBAaTI MHOTOOPOjHUM pedeHMIaMa
pucepranuje. Kakoroz, y pasMepama 0OBOT pajja e MOYKe HaBeCTY TeK HEKO/IMKO ITpUMepa.

14 OBum pagom Huje o6yxsaheno KocuheBo nemoxymnuo nayuno u crnmcarescko geno. OBpe ce
MICIV Ha pajioBe M Ha TEKCTOBe Koje je objaBmpuBao of 1922. mo 1929. ropuue y Jleiwiotiucy
Maitiuye cpiicke, Ha NOjelMHE YTAHKE Y HEMAYKMM CTPYYHUM YacONMCHUMA KOje TIMIIe y MIeCTOj
nenenuju XX Beka... Pedjy, mop fiemomM ce y oBOM pajly MUC/IM Ha HeTOBe HajMapKaHTHUje
JompuHoce y obmactu cormonoruje, a Kocuh ce cyBepeHo KpeTao y 06/1acTu eKOHOMCKe HayKe,
Ha IeToBe TEKCTOBE I OpolIype 0 NCTOPUjcKUM forabajuma.
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Moxxe TO 6UTH jeZHO Off PETOPCKUX IUTama KOjuMa IOUMIbe CBOj erabopar o
IpenpeKaMa IpOLeCy pPalMOHa/NM30Bama. [la M HOBOBEKOBHO DaLMOHA/IN30BASE,
ocnobabame of Tpaguuuja 1 BUXOBUX OOMUYAjHNX 3aXTeBa, CTAPOOTAYKUX IOIVIEfA Ha
XKMBOT U 00M4aja y mormnyHocty nporude 6es npemnpexa? (Kosi¢, 1917, str. 30). Pern-
MO, y TIOI/IaB/bY KOje IpeTXOfu ropernoMenytoM, Kocnh mmime o etnorpadcknum u gemo-
JIONIKMM OCHOBaMa OBOT IIPOIieCa, IIPOoLeca palliOHa/IN30Bamba y KOjeM rOBOPK O MaJIoj
6pavHOj IJIOFHOCTH KOje je HeKajja IPUIAfao CEOCKOM IUIEMCTBY, alu KOje je TOKOM
XVIII n XIX Beka npenuio y cespbauku ctanex (Kosi¢, 1917, str. 30).

Iaxne, Kocuh y cBOjuMa panioByMa 1pe 1938. roguue, any 1 HAKOH Te TOAMHE, Pas-
yMe, oceha ncropujcka rubama y ApymrBeHNM (PeHOMEHNMMA 1 HEOXOFHOCT FbIIXOBOT
Bubema y COLIMOTIONIKOM IIPOyYaBamy APyLITBa. TO je jefHa KOHCTAHTa, OHA Ce IIOMEHYTe
rofyiHe HMje MOIJIA IeTeKTOBaTM, HACTyTUTM Ha HAUMH KOjU [aHAC, IaKaKo, 3aCIyXyje
omax. Crora, y KocuheBom ofcyctsy us mpsor 6poja Coyuonouikoi ipeinega He 6u Tpe-
6aJ10 TPUEBIUTO TparaT 3a jeTHUM Y3POKOM KA0 PellIeHOM 3aTOHETKOM OfICYCTBA HerOBOT
KOHKpeTHOT paja. Takobe, y ananorujama Kocuhesor fena ca enom meroBux caBpeme-
HIIKQ, Ca OBOBPEMEHIM ayTOpMMa, foMahnM u cBeTcKuM, Hajas je ucti. Kocrtheso coun-
OJIOIIKO JIEJIO je HelTO BPefHOo, borarto, BakHo 3a (momahy) coumonorujy. OHo je momyT
llapa Koju He IIpecTaje fa Japyje.

VHTemeKkTyaHa KOPEKTHOCT U IOMITeHe O YMHWIM IPETEHIVO3HVUM AaICOIYy-
T30Bame 3Havyaj KocuheBor fema y mpBMM IOKpeTVMa COLMOJIOLIKEe MUCIN HA IUIA-
HY MCTOPMjCKe coumosoruje. [ITaBHUM yTeMe/biBadeM MCTOPUjCKE COLMONIOIMjE CMaTpa
ce axkaemuk CrobopaH JoBaHOBMh, KOjit je YjeHO U HAj3aCIy>XHUjU 3a [OYETHE KO-
pake MHCTUTYLMOHA/IM3ALMje COLMONOIMje M APYTMX IPAaBHO-MONMTHMYKMX HayKa Ha
jyrocnoserckum npocropuma (Mitrovié¢, Todorovié, 2003, str. 9).15 He 6ux ce oako cara-
CMO ca CTaBOM fia je JoBaHOBUh I/IaBHY yTeMe/bIBaY MCTOPUjCKe COLIMOJIOTH]je Y Hac. JefiaH
Off IJIABHMX HeCYyMBUBO jecTe. Bapa ce cetutu u yyBenor CnmHosuHor (Spinoza) crasa
ia je cBako oppebeme Heranuja.!® Heruparu max, 4nmeHnIe Koje ce OfgHOCe, Ipe G110
Kora gpyror, Ha [lymrana J. Tlonmosuha 61 6110 Heoprosopao. 3amro? Ped je o gokTopy
ucropuje Koju je y Buny crenujanusanuje y bpuceny, Jlongony n Ilapusy crygupao co-
uyononike Hayke. Og 1926. ropyHe npenaje ncropujy Cpbuje Ha COLMOTOMIKO] OCHOBI.!
Oret, 0BO TOBOPH O KaImauuTeTy Couuonowroi tipeinega u Te 1938. ropuue, O YNHEHULN
Jia HUCY TeK abeljefilapit y CBOjuM eCHauMa TOBOPI/IN O KOHKPETHUM TeMaMa.

Ho, pocnenno nomenyroM CHMHO3MHOM CTaBY, OBaj Pafl TEXXU Jja HAIIPAaBM OTK/IOH
ox neranuje Kocuhesor 6aB/persa muramumMa OfHOCA [1Bejy HayKa, a Kpo3 oapebeme ore
HOMMIbAHNX MCTOPUYApA, COLMOIOra. YpaBo he Ha Taj HaYMH OUTK COMUAHNje U3Me-
angpupano u Bubeme gomahe counosonke H6aITHHE IpeMa 0BOj TEMI, /TN U YOIILITe.
Vpeornolike mpoTese, He Hay4He apryMeHTe, BUX Tpeba 3aMeHNTH OaB/bermheM HayKOM.
BpemeHcka nosunyja 3a norney Ha Kocuhes Hayunm pap je ganac commpHuja Hero 1938.
ropuHe. Y meroBoM feny tpeba IefaTi caMo HaykKy, ocoboheny cuMmInimdukoBaHmux
HEeHay4HIX, U/ICOOLIKIX eTHKETa.

15 O 3nauajy Cnobopana JoBanosuha 3a koHcTUTYMCae OBe gucuuumte (Misi¢, 2012).

16 Bapyx ne Crmnosa, Kpainika pacipasa o 60iy, uosexy u weiosoj cpehu, Jepera, beorpaz, 2011.

17,0 BaxkHocTH ciomenyTor [lymana J. [Tonosuha go6po rosopu emuicuja 3a6opasmweriu ymosu Cpou-
je (2015) unja je jenHa ermsona nocBeheHa YIIpaBo HETOBUM MHTEIEKTYaTHUM aKTYBHOCTHMA.
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SOCIOLOGY AND HISTORY IN THE WORK OF MIRKO KOSIC:
EIGHT DECADES LATER®

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: This work is focused on examining the relationship between two sciences-
namely sociology and history. Although the latter can be treated in various ways, it is
perceived through the lenses of the sociological work of Mirko M. Kosié. This view is
outlined with the analogy of the work of the above named sociologist with his contempo-
raries, with the work of present day sociologists, namely, with the pen of the authorities
from the field of sociology, history and historical sociology. His view of the relationship
between two sciences is beyond dispute, intrinsically understandable, although there were
authors that were adherents of diametrically different viewpoint short period after his
agency. The main finding of this rethinking is that our first learned sociologist is one of
the founders of historical sociology in Serbia, but nonetheless he is neither the only nor
the most important. Nevertheless, what is valid for the opus of our sociologist in general,
and that is a reasonable degree of neglect, deflection, applies to this question as well. This
is, however, marked in bold and accentuated as the result of the conclusion. Finally, this
piece of writing in itself is doing away with certain conjectures that exist in our sociologi-
cal avant-garde.

Keywords: sociology, history, Mirko M. Kosi¢, historical sociology

The relationship between sociology and history can be treated in various ways. Past is
a convincing argument in support of this view. There is not a discreet distinction between
these two sciences, although it has prevailed over concordance in the past which is held as
a truism in this piece of work. Expressed formally and logically, these are not diametrically
opposed notions, but these interfere. Almost ritualistic beginning of this introductory
reading in the theme of sociological sciences is based on the understanding of the drawing
of the demarcation line between sociology and other social sciences. The first sociological
textbook in our country is not an exception to this general rule and this is Introduction
to General Sociology (Kosi¢, 1934) by Mirko Kosi¢. What is more, in the initial phase of

1 jovanoviciZZ@gmai].com
2 I dedicate this work to the loving memory of my father Miodrag.
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the development of sciences, asking the methodological questions takes on importance in
establishing the concrete discipline.

An expression of such an attempt can be seen four years later, in the first issue of the
journal Socioloski Pregled/Sociological Review. The authors on page number 421 of this
issue dedicate a total of 175 pages to the relationship between sociology and other social
sciences. Law, philosophy, biology, economics, political economy, ethnology and history,
these are social sciences that brought burgeoning literature that draws the distinction be-
tween these fields and sociology. Istorija i sociologija (Popovi¢, 1938) i Sociologija i istorija
(DPordevi¢, 1938) are pieces of work of Dus$an J. Popovi¢ and Jovan Dordevi¢ that deal
with the relationship of the two sciences. Face also has its rear side that is different and
this evokes a question: where is the work of our first learned sociologist and the author of
the above mentioned textbook on this question? Why is the contribution of Kosi¢ miss-
ing from the first issue of journal Socioloski Pregled/Sociological Review? Historians have
expressed their view on the issue of this relationship, and sociologist has not, to make the
paradox bigger, and this happened in the sociological journal.

One of the arguments can refer to his lack of cooperative spirit, lack of communica-
tion skills and solitary character. His eristic nature can be traced back from his days of at-
tendance of grammar school when he was forced to drop out because of lack of discipline.
In addition to this, at the end of 1930s he did not become a president of Matica Srpska
because of his pugnacious character. Shortly thereafter, because he was dissatisfied with
his status he resigned from the Faculty of Law in Subotica. The same year he enters into a
conflict with the leadership of trade and industrial chamber and after this he was sacked
from service (Trkulja, 2013, pp. 457-469). The same occurred when the absence happened
that is the key issue of this explanation. Namely, although Tasi¢ managed to gather the ma-
jority of people at the time that took interest in sociology, what is striking is the absence of
Mirko Kosi¢ (Antoni¢, 2013, p. 406). ,, The reason for this should be sought in his individu-
alistic, and taciturn character, this was a depiction of Bozidar S. Markovi¢ (Janic¢ijevi¢,
Miljkovi¢, 1978, p. 18). Indeed, perhaps the character and personality of Kosi¢, his lack of
cooperative spirit are not crucial for his absence compared to presence, first and foremost,
of writing of D. Popovi¢ and J. Dordevi¢ in Socioloski Pregled/Sociological Review for the
year 1938., but this distinction is not insignificant.

There is another level of potential explanation, one purely ideological explanation
according to which the distinction between left and right, in this case, becomes embodied
in the personalities of Porde Tasi¢ and Mirko Kosi¢. On the other, Antoni¢ does not argue
that the work Drustvo by Tasi¢ has been an ideological grouping that would reject Tasi¢
because of his putative conservativism (Antoni¢, 2013, pp. 406 - 407).

This absence of contribution of Mirko Kosi¢ from the first issue of the Socioloski
Pregled/Sociological Review is more striking when we take into account the issue of eco-
nomics and the relationships between sociology and economics?, although he does not
treat these problems exclusively the way he does this in his textbook, when it comes to
sociology history, biology and psychology. Although the analyst treated herein is known
as a sociologist, economics played an important role in shaping of his role, so there are

3 Itis interesting to note Slobodan Dragkovi¢ whose work Sociology and Economics can be found in
the first number of Sociologki Pregled/Sociological Review mentions Kosi¢ twice in footnotes and
calls on his works Problems of Contemporary Sociology and Introduction to general sociology
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two occupations that go under his name: economist and sociologist (Mijatovi¢, 2012, p.
163). The Basics of economic policy is not the only work of Kosi¢ from the field of econom-
ics®. Broadly conceived, Kosi¢ wrote this book as an economic sociologist, and not as an
economist (Trkulja, 2013, p. 276).> Nonetheless, in this work, and this is crucial for the is-
sue under scrutiny in this work, our analyst shows how he uses history to reach a response
on socially relevant issues. For an example, starting from 40 page to 122nd of this work
he writes about historical development of economic and political doctrines and streams of
thinking within economics, not only with a view to acquainting the readers with the topic,
but in order to enter in an area that is important for himself, but for sociology in general.
In the second part of the book, writing on agricultural policy, he speaks on the notion and
goals of agricultural policy, but also on its historical development (Kosi¢, 1925, pp. 125 -
136). His sensibility for the use of history is present in different regions of his thinking on
social phenomena.

Finally, what we could understand by the opus of this sociologist could be under-
stood as conditions of the title of this work. Namely, the issue under scrutiny is the pen
that had been active more than three decades and that works across disciplines® and dis-
ciplinary others, so that enumerating his work would be coterminous with thematic prof-
ligacy. Namely, understanding his work can be thematically focused on the writings that
will effectively mark the understanding of the relationship between the two sciences.

What is Kosi¢ speaking about when it comes to the relationship between sociology
and history? First and foremost, he examines the relationship of sociology to biology and
psychology and then focuses on the relationship between sociology and history. He argues
that treating this question is an unpleasant duty, because this is the relationship between
arguments and intolerance (Kosi¢, 1934, p. 26). Antoni¢ argues about three eras in the
development of these two sciences: the era of challenges (1820 -1880), the era of crisis
(1880 - 1960) and the era of renewal (from 1960 - ). Temporally speaking, the textbook
under scrutiny had been written in 1934. Hence: tone and content of the beginning of the
examination of this relationship should not be surprising. These are years and decades
of academic counter struggle of history on the ambitions of sociology and theoretically
informed history from the era of challenges. In the last century the relationship between
the two sciences had been more or less in the focus of attention of historians and sociolo-
gists, and the focus of arguments and conflicts (Bazi¢, Pesi¢, 2012, p. 13). The work of the
sociologist examined herein lives until the present date and can be recognized in one of
the textbooks on sociology from 2012.

Tension in the relationship of the two sciences is seen from a different angle of view.
History is older, much older than sociology, and can be traced back to the beginning of the
world, it had been As history has argued ‘how it all came about;, while the aim of sociology

4 To this category of works belongs Contemporary political streams of thinking in Central Europe,
and Turmoil in World Economy; crisis of capitalism and Political theories and contemporary eco-
nomic theory.

w

Herein we refer to the work of Kosi¢ Economic ideas of Mirko Kosi¢

=)

In the year of 1911. Kosi¢ makes first writing on literary and other topics and he publishes these
in journals Brankovo kolo and Bosanska vila. He died in 1956 and two years earlier he published
in Kolner Zeitschrift fur Soziologie and Sozial psychologie and Soziale welt (in German) (Baden
Baden) he publishes some critical expert reviews (Trkulja 2013, p. 458-456).
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was to ‘put the pieces together’ Then, whose fault is it that it remained without ‘places’ on
university departments, without institutes, without the access to academia, without subsi-
dies and without resources that enable life and flourishing (Kosi¢, 1934, p. 26).

This qualification should not be neglected. Although sociology is much younger than
history as a science, sociological knowledge is as old as the human thinking (Popovi¢,
1938, p. 77). Sociology is a young science on the old questions. Indeed, thinking on society
can be traced back to the oldest written laws’. These laws shape important social relation-
ships: those relating to family, property and the relations between sexes. That is to say
that sociology as a science (although it was founded in the middle of the 19 century as a
discipline), so that broadly speaking, sociological thinking is much older.

Nonetheless, it is hard to accept that it came about as an ‘oppositionist’ science.
Namely, by the act of the ministry from 20t July 1887., Emile Durkheim, secondary
school teacher of philosophy in the place Trois, aged 29, was a sharge de cours, in the status
of assistant professor without a doctorate, on the study pathway ‘pedagogy and social sci-
ence’ on the Faculty of Philosophy in Bordeaux (Mimica, 1991, p. 14). This name covered
the academic institutionalization of the new science of sociology. Even before Durkhiem
there were incentives to institutionalize sociology in France, but among many other is-
sues, favorable to this were the ideological struggles of French radicals of the 18 century
(Mimica, 1991, p. 17).8 To be more concrete, there is the structure of laicity and this is the
structure that needs the new cohesive element of the French society. The reservoir for this
is found by the government of the time in the reform of the educational system within
which there is ‘intellectual’ space for sociology.

Today it would be bitter to say that sociology, or any other science for that matter
is systemic or as Kosi¢ argues ‘oppositionist’” science. This is in collision with the epis-
temological standards of science, and with objectivity and rationality in the first place.
Objectivity is the most basic characteristic of any, and not only theoretical science. One of
the key goals of history is to bring objective and verifiable findings, as it is the case with so-
ciology or any other science (Mili¢, 1996, p. 263). To be more specific, I believe that only
‘scientist’ can be oriented towards the support of the current government or opposition.
It is an impression that Kosi¢ was vulnerable to this tension between sociology and his-
tory, and this cannot be justified. Science as a field of activity cannot be vulnerable to this
fallacy! Diametrical opposition cannot exist either in the discourse of Kosi¢ in examining
the relationship between sociology and history, and the contribution of Kosi¢ for the two
way relationship of these sciences will be made apparent from the rest of his consideration
of this topic. Finally, this examination of theorizing of the relationship between sociology
and history cannot be found in the work of Popovi¢, Pordevi¢, Antoni¢ or Denis Smit.

After the introductory sentence that expresses the relationship filled with tension
between the two sciences, our sociologist believes that an entire sociological study can be
written on it (Kosi¢, 1934, p. 26). In so doing, he anticipated numerous pieces of work that
theorize this relationship, and some of these have already been mentioned. The tension

7 Ur Namu law that has been enacted 2100. Years B.C. Lipit I§tar Law had been enacted 1930. B.C.
E$nun law had been enacted 1770. B.C. Finally, the law of Hamurabi had been enacted 1750 B.C.
(Avramovi¢, Stanimirovi¢ 2009, p. 61).

8 It is understood that Mimica wrote his work in twentieth century, so we refer herein to 19th cen-
tury.
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inspired many critical papers both ways, and these are not strictly sociological in char-
acter. There is exemplary work of Paul Veine dating back to 1971, How we write history,
namely the chapter ‘history, sociology, total history’® It is apparent that conditional that
Kosi¢ uses is not a pretentious undertaking from the perspective of agent working in the
field of sociology today. What is more, the work of Veine is not the only contribution to
the justifiability of the view expounded by Kosic.

The stream of thinking of Kosi¢ on this topic can be traced back in the remainder of
his cogitations. Between history and sociology (especially sociology labeled as ‘genetic’
and ‘cultural’) there is no difference in the field of study but in the topic of investigation,
viewpoints and the process of knowledge acquisition (Kosi¢, 1934, p. 27). Herein Kosi¢
highlights the exceptional moment in the distinction of these two sciences. First and fore-
most, sociology and history have different temporal standpoints in the study of society.
History as a science is directed to studying the past, while sociology is directed to the
research of the contemporary period (Bazi¢, Pesi¢, 2012, p. 34). This is the point which
makes these sciences somehow disciplinary closer. If it has been argued at the beginning
of this article that sociology and history are not diametrically opposed notions, then the
phenomenon of study of these two sciences is the same, and there is a difference in the
direction of study of these two sciences, so that formally and logically these interfere. Still,
there are differences, but they are not expressed in the topic but in the method, that is to
say the methodological approach in the study of society and social phenomena (Bazi¢,
Pesi¢, 2012, p. 34). The work of sociologist mentioned herein comes useful after a whole
century.

It is not least important the depiction of Kosi¢ that history is, first and foremost, a
descriptive science, and sociology has the ambition to describe social phenomena (Kosi¢,
1934, p. 27). This is important because the same depiction can be found in many instances
in sociological writings, but as well in the literature on the critical examination of the two
sciences. What is more, Paul Veine clearly underscores that sociology is a pure descrip-
tion. Where can we situate the view of Kosi¢ in this multiplicity of attitudes and how can
it be treated at the present date? First and foremost, the sentence of Kosi¢ is one of the
biggest characteristics of the era that Antoni¢ labels as the era of challenges (1820 - 1880).
Although Kosi¢ chronologically does not belong to this period, in relation to this attitude
he substantively belongs to this age. What is the view of Kosi¢’s contemporaries on this
question? Dusan Popovi¢ believes that history helps in preventing that sociology turns
into philosophy and dialectics as a systemic and theoretical science. He gives an assertion
that is quintessential for this topic. History will get from sociology what is important: it
will get explanation (Popovi¢, 1938, p. 82). Hence, Popovi¢ ascribes to sociology within
its field of interest explanation and the facts that history would supply would be at the
level of description. Pordevi¢, on the other, starts the thinking on these two sciences with
the consideration of the book History viewed as a science by French historian Lacombe.
The historian mentioned above argues that history is the description of events. Nonethe-
less, Dordevi¢ gives his attitude on this topic. Lacombe highlights the description, but
nonetheless history involves explanation as is struggles to reach the status of the science
(Dordevi¢, 1938, p. 83). Hence, the issue of description and explanation is a frequent topic

9 Veine’s critique of Sociology is elaborated in the work of Antoni¢ entitled “Devil, history, femi-
nism, sociological adventures” (2012).
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in the treatment of the relationship between these two sciences. Nowdays, the negation of
these two logical acts of history cannot be done in favor of sociology. In that aspect there
would be no teleological or historical-causal explanation. Although there are authors from
that era that do not negate the explanation of the author, and on the other, there is a dif-
ferent understanding. In that aspect, Kosi¢ was not ahead of the spirit of the time when
he lived.

There is a point in the work of Kosi¢ and his thinking on this issue which nicely
speaks about a view ahead of its time, that anticipates historical sociology in the year of
1934. nowadays one of the younger sociological disciplines. Writing on the problem that
is weaving though this work, he concludes the speech on this topic in 1934. The way Denis
Smith begins in 1990. Even the most effective avoidance of the parallel cannot underscore
the importance of the comparison of the streams of thinking.

First and foremost, how does Kosi¢ resolve, at that moment, the problem between
the two sciences? ,This relationship becomes even more complicated when we take into
account that these two sciences complement each other, that each serves as an assistant
to other. Historian cannot give any causal explanations. Historian cannot give any causal
explanations for events, no interpretation of historical facts, if he does not call on a gen-
eral, sociological thesis, sociological knowledge. The danger is huge and general so that
historians draw their sociological explanations from —common sense-, that is to say from
vulgar sociological prejudices and that they lag behind in relational interpretations from
the state of contemporary historical sociology“ (Kosi¢, 1934, p. 27).

This attitude makes sense in every attempt to acquaint the readers with the impor-
tance and inevitability of the interest of historian for sociology. This is valid to even a
greater extent when we highlight the conflicting nature of Kosi¢’s attitudes. And what is
the thinking of Denis Smith a century later? Some historians are ‘non sociological’; em-
pirically oriented, they neglect the way processes and structures relate to acts and events
(Smith, 1991, p. 9). This picture becomes even clearer as we strive to point to fuller, and
not only partial vision of Mirko Kosi¢ and Denis Smith.

In addition to this, history can serve to a sociologist as a precious source of facts on
the interhuman relationships for the systematic and analytic work (Kosi¢, 1934, p. 27).
Hence, Kosi¢ sees that the relationship between two sciences is bilateral. How this re-
lationship looks perceived through the lenses of Denis Smith from the other direction?
Some sociologists are ‘non historical’: empirical, they neglect the past; when it comes to
the delineation of notions, they do not examine either, nor their relationships to acts and
events (Smith, 1991, p. 9). It is clear that with these authors there is a developed sense of
the inevitability of the cooperation of history and sociology.

Contrary to this, historical sociology is created by historians and sociologists that
examine the relationships between past and present, events, processes, agency and struc-
turation (Smith, 1991, p. 9). Smith’s attitude comes from the title of his work that is la-
beled The Rise of Historical Sociology. In itself, it does not represent anything sensational,
given the time when it was written Nonetheless, Kosi¢, writes on this topic in 1934., so
that his words have a different dimension. Where is the resolution of this problem? The
intersectionality of both methods can be a transitional discipline as ‘historical sociol-
ogy’ or ‘sociological history’ of various ways of classification of historical events “ (Kosi¢,
1934, p. 28).

68



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LII (2018), no. 1, pp. 53-74

Finally, he is even more direct when it comes to the treatment of this question. Still,
given all these misunderstandings and inadequacies there must be a closer cooperation
between sociology and history. Nowadays, history stands in the need of support and sug-
gestions from general sociology, because, there is a danger that explanations are drawn
from vulgar quasi sociologies of vulgar economism and racism. Sociology, on the other,
should broaden its perspectives, because if it limits itself on the material from the present
of the social life, there is a danger of politicizing and literaturizing, and its scientific goals
are longer and the possibilities are bigger than the narrow goals of serving politics or en-
tertaining curious minds (Kosi¢, 1934, p. 28).

The importance of Kosi¢’s contribution can be seen in the fact that in 1934. He spoke
of historical sociology as the most realistic way of resolving conflicts between the two sci-
ences, although there was a sense that he spoke on this only sporadically. It can be said that
he is a pioneer of this discipline in our country. I would not dare say that he is the most
important author. I do not think that the use of superlatives in social science is plausible,
and the rest of the work will suggest the important people on this topic. Smith, nonethe-
less, speaks on three phases of historical sociology. 1°

Still, Kosi¢ gives his attitude on history only indirectly when he speaks on other top-
ics. This can be seen with his treatment of economic issues. Further, through his socio-
logical analysis of the blood revenge, there is the sense of the use of history. In his work
From the depths of the Balkans (1948/1949) We can read the line of thinking first sketched
in his textbook, and we have treated this to an extent in this article. His classification
of the types of blood revenge testifies additionally to this. Typical forms of blood re-
venge can be: a) Individual blood revenge as primitive factual ‘custom’ b) blood revenge
of tribal social structure as corresponding social institution c.) Bloody family conflicts,
namely, bloody party conflicts as factual ‘exercise’ in the times of weak church and state
authority d) Blood revenge of families as normal custom on individual family level of the
post tribal era, in spite of effective state and legal order (vendetta in XIXth century Cor-
sica, Sardinia, Sicilia, Calabria, in Scotland and Ireland in XVII and XVIII century, but
as well as in Texas and Kentucky until XX century) e) pathological relationships in family
blood relations in spite of effective state and legal order with exceptions and practice of
popular customs (Kosi¢, 1948/1949, pp. 130 — 131). Kosi¢ examined thoroughly the phe-
nomenon of this institution, that is to say he perceives it in the context broader than the
phenomenon itself. Naturally, institution did not stop functioning immediately (Kosi¢,
1948/1949, p. 134). By so doing he magnified the sociological analysis of the blood re-
venge through the looking glass of the historical moment in which he lived. In that way
the story of different forms of suppression of blood revenge ensued. It has, naturally, fol-
lowed historical essence.

The above mentioned work is not the only example that speaks about Kosi¢’s sense
for historical, temporal dimenstion of phenomena he writes about. What is more, his soci-
ological oeuvre is distinguished by the use of historical material. Clearly, there are writings
where he speaks of specific sociological disciplines and about fundamental sociological
categories. There is no space for historical expression although there is occasional men-
tion. To be more concrete, we refer to the work Political Sociology. In other words, Kosi¢
writes about political sciences, on political sociology, on sociology of power, on sociology

10 The period treated herein is after World War Two
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of nations and international conflict, on sociology of war and processes within a democ-
racy (Kosi¢, 1951, p. 171). This does not imply that temporality is beyond dispute when
we discuss these issues. Simply, the spectrum that his writings span across is typical of an
individual who speaks of these topics as the first learned sociologist. From the perspective
of contemporary sociology, he speaks on these phenomena at a rudimentary level so that
the process perspective of the topic under scrutiny would require a piece of writing each.
One of the introductory sentences speaks on this with a highest degree of concreteness.
An indispensable condition of reporting about the state of affairs within political sociol-
ogy is broad definition of the set of tasks and methods of our discipline (Kosi¢, 1951, p.
171). Hence, this work is centrally concerned with topical, methodological issues and it
is understandable that is is not within the circle of those that are exemplary when we are
discussing the relationship between sociology and history. !!

The works of Kosi¢ that represent a better demonstration of his use of historical ma-
terial are Pangermanism or Modern Germania. This is confirmed with the beginning of
the former of these works. The aspirations of pangermanism are expressed by the most
pronounced representative Willem the Second, with the words: ,It is our duty that we
protect the members of our tribe abroad, and to merge to our fatherland another German
Kingdom® (1896.). ,German spirit aspires for world empire® (1902.) ,,As at the time a ro-
man citizen ruled the world, so the german citizen should rule in the future® (1904. ). In
an effective way Kosi¢, from this historical data, and a number of citations, in all colours
sees what is seen as an inevitable topic from secondary school sociological textbooks. A
doctrine developed on the superiority of German race over others, less important Slavic
people ‘degenerate Romans’ (Kosi¢, 1912, p. 1). In the work Did Mirko Kosi¢ predict the
Great War? it is depicted how he had foreseen the war with the use of history. The above
mentioned work speaks most eloquently about the readiness of this sociologist that uses
historical explanation as a social scientist. It is useful to say here that he had foreseen
ideology that represented a platform for the development of the conflict that dominantly
marked the twentieth century.

As a historical sociologist, it can be said, he displayed good manners in the work
Modern Germany. At the same time, there are circumstances that should not be neglected.
Writing this work, Pangermanism, he does this as a sociologist!2. Even then there are con-
tours of the views that are weaving through his works. Explaining what he will write about
in his study, what is its theme, he highlights what is precious. He simply asserts that study
is the history of the present (Kosi¢, 1912, p. 8). Yes, he speaks about the emergence of the
new German.

Indeed, he reports on the thinking and feeling of the modern German of average
intelligence and what is his moral and aesthetic essence, and he historicizes his discourse
through his work. The analysis of Kosi¢ has many sociological, political and ethical con-
siderations, but history is present in his stream of thinking. It is a general sense that we
could speak of Modern Germany within this context, so that not even the best synopsis of

1 Same can be argued for works that report on the census in Hungary in 1910 and the declining
birthrate. These are empirical, statistical works. XLVIII

121n 1911 and 1912 he begins studies at the university of Strasbourg in German. In 1912, he visits
Kikinda and in print enterprise Jovan Radak he publishes two manuscripts Pangermanism and
modern Germany that he worked on over the last number of years (Trkulja 2013, p. 458).
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this work can hypothesize or anticipate the ability or the virtue of using history by Young
Mirko Kosi¢. There are numerous examples that illustrate such a claim. Nonetheless, what
is at issue here is not an intimate interest in Modern Germany, but for the work of Kosi¢
in general, so that we need to mention an effective example. To be more concrete, Kosi¢
discusses theatre and its morality. He makes a classification of individuals that frequent
theatre. At the end of the chapter he makes an important conclusion: ‘Our age is the age of
the masses; the age of the democratization of culture; the age of vulgarization; journalism
kills bookish learnedness’ (Kosi¢, 1912, p. 148). A whole century later there is a sense that
Kosi¢ writes as our contemporary, regardless of the fact that he wrote on Germany from
the beginning of the twentieth century. How could we explain this ‘contemporality“? If
the query comes up at the end of this chapter, there is a sense that the response is at the
beginning. In the first words he masterfully historicizes thematic frame of reference, gives
it temporal fluidity that gives evergreen frame to this analysis. Theatre reached high level
three times in history: with Greeks in the fifth century, in Italy, France and England, dur-
ing the era of the late renaissance and in the middle Europe from the theatre in Vienna
to Germany and now we can speak of Russian scene (Kosi¢, 1912, p. 142). More than
anything else, this sentence solves the puzzle of the issue of what can make a writing alive
a century after it had been written.

It had already been mentioned that at the moment of writing of Pangermanism and
Modern Germany Kosi¢ was a twenty year old, a sociologist in the making. We need to
bear this in mind. Nonetheless, he did create in the period after the Second World War. On
the continuum of his sociological agency that dramatically refuted the validity of the use of
history!3. Not even his doctoral dissertation represented an exemption from this general
rule. Namely, during the year 1917. He defends his doctoral dissertation Die soziologischen
Grundlagen der Geburtenbeschraenkung (,Sociological foundations of the limitation of
childbirth®) at Zurich University (Trkulja, 2013, p. 459). Fundamentally, by looking at this
work we cannot notice anything of importance for the context of this work. Nonetheless, it
is worth mentioning that author’s sociological literacy is weaving through this dissertation
that does not exhaust the important relationship of Kosi¢ towards history. This does not
entail that his work disqualifies the use of history on the way towards achieving the main
purpose of the author. What is more, the work confirms the hypothesis that sociological
intrinsically implies historical. It speaks on new, modern, on statistical facts that weave
through the present moment in which it was written. He explains the mentioned above
with sociological, demographic theories, by the views expounded in Malthus’ theory of
population and these come up from the use of processual and historical. It can also be said
that the topic of dissertation intrinsically implies the use of history. Perhaps this work, that
is least concerned with history of all Kosi¢’s works, but it is an example that implicitly uses
history. This viewpoint can be illustrated by many sentences of the dissertation. Whatever,
for the purposes of this article we need to enumerate a number of examples.

This can be one of the rhetorical questions with which he begins his writing about
hindrances to the process of rationalization. Does modern age rationalization, freeing up

13 This does not exhaust the whole writing of Mirko Kosi¢. Herein we refer to the works written from
1922 to 1929 in the Godisnjak Matice srpske and some German magazines in the sixth decade of
20th century. We elaborate herein only the most important contributions to sociology. That said,
Kosi¢ elaborated issues belonging to economics.
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of traditions and customs, ancient and outdated view on life goes unmolested? (Kosi¢,
1917, p. 30). For an example, the chapter that precedes the above mentioned Kosi¢ writes
on ethnographic and demological aspects of this process, and the process of rationaliza-
tion where he speaks of the low marital fertility that was a characteristic of the country
dignitaries, but which transformed in the country class in 18" and 19 century (Kosi¢,
1917, p. 30).

Hence, Kosi¢ does, in his works before 1938., but after that as well, sense historical
echo in social phenomena and the inevitability of their viewing within the sociological
study of society. This is a constant that could not be identified in a way that deserves
homage nowadays. Hence, the absence of contributions of Kosi¢ from the first issues of
Socioloski Pregled/Sociological Review should not be down to monocausal explanation for
the resolution of the puzzle. In addition to this, the analogies of the work of Kosi¢ with
that of his contemporaries, domestically and the world over, the finding is the same. His
sociological work is valuable, rich, important for domestic sociology. It is like a gift that
does not cease giving.

Intellectual honesty would make pretentious the absoluteness of the importance of
the work of Mirko Kosi¢ in the first movements of sociological thinking within the field
of historical sociology. The main founder of historical sociology is academician Slobodan
Jovanovi¢, that has the most credit for the first steps of institutionalization of sociology and
other legal and political sciences in the area of former Yugoslavia (Mitrovi¢, Todorovi¢,
2003:, p. 9).14 T would not easily agree with the attitude that Slobodan Jovanovi¢ is the
founder of historical sociology in our time. He is certainly one among a number of found-
ers! It it worth recalling the famous dictum of Spinoza that every definition intrinsically
implies negation. Negating!®, hence, facts that refer to, Dusan J. Popovi¢ would be ir-
responsible. Why? The person concerned has a Phd in history that studied sociological
sciences in the form of specialization in Brussels, London and Paris From 1926. He taught
the history of Serbia founded on sociology'®. Still, this speaks volumes of the capacity of
Socioloski Pregled/Sociological Review in 1938., about the facts that literates spoke on con-
crete topics on their association meetings.

Still, to consistently mention attitude of Spinoza, we had the aim to deflect the course
of thinking from the negation of the Kosi¢’s consideration of the two sciences, and this
would be done by the definition of the historians and sociologists mentioned herein. This
would be the path conducive to nuancing the view of sociological heritage on this topic,
and even more generally. Ideological shoehorning should be replaced with acting scien-
tifically. Temporal position for the view on Kosi¢’s scientific word is more robust than in
the year of 1938. In his work we need not only see scientific endeavor, freed of simplistic
and non-scientific labels.

14 The importance of Slobodan Jovanovic for the constitution of the discipline (Misi¢, 2012)
15 Baruch de Spinoza, short treatise on Man God and his happiness, Beograd Dereta, 2011

16 The importance of the above mentioned Dusan Popovi¢ is highlighted in edition forgotten minds
of Serbia and one issue is dedicated to his intellectual cogitations

72



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LII (2018), no. 1, pp. 53-74

REFERENCES / JINTEPATYPA

Antonic¢, S. (1995) Challenges of Historical Sociology. Beograd:Institut za politicke studije
[In Serbian]

Antoni¢, S. (2012) Devil, History, Feminism: sociological adventures. Kragujevac: Centar
slobodarskih delatnosti [In Serbian]

Antonié, S. (2013). Mirko Kosi¢ and Sociological Society. In J. Trkulja (ed) Mirko M. Kosic-
Personality and Work, 457-469. Beograd: Pravni fakultet Univerziteta u Beogradu,
Srpsko sociolosko drustvo; Kikinda: Narodna biblioteka “Jovan Popovi¢” [In Serbian]

Avramovi¢, S, Stanimirovié, V. (2009). Comparative legal tradition. Beograd: Sluzbeni
glasnik [In Serbian]

Bazi¢, ., Pesi¢, M. (2012) Sociology. Leposavi¢: Utiteljski fakultet u Prizrenu [In Serbian]

DPordevi¢, J. (1938). Sociology and History. Socioloski pregled vol 1, 83-91. Beograd:
Drustvo za sociologiju i drustvene nauke. Available atlhttp://www.socioloskipregled.I
[org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938] [In Serbian]

Janicijevi¢, M, Miljkovi¢, A. A. (1978). Prof. dr Bozidar S. Markovi¢: interview. Socioloski
pregled XII (3), 16-18. Available at|http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/]
[socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/ [In Serbian]

Jovanovi¢, I. (2014). Has Mirko Kosi¢ predicted the Great War? Socioloski pregled XLVIII
(4), 583-600. foi: 10.5937/socpreg1404583]| [In Serbian]

Kosi¢, M. (1912). Modern Germany. Velika Kikinda: Izdavacka kuca Jovan Radak [In
Serbian] Kosi¢, M. (1912) Pangermanism. Velika Kikinda: J. Radak [In Serbian]
Kosi¢, M. (1917). Die soziologischen Grundlagen der Geburtenbeschrankung [In German]

Kosi¢, M. (1925). Basics of economic policy. Beograd: Geca Kon [In Serbian]

Kosi¢, M.(1934). Introduction to general sociology. Novi Sad: Jovanovi¢ i Bogdanov [In Serbian]

Kosi¢, M. (1948/1949). Aus den Tiefen des Balkans, Koelner Vierteljhrshefte und
Sozialpsychologie, Vol. 1, No. 2, pp. 125 - 143 [In German]

Kosi¢., M. (1951). Politische Soziologie In Soziologische Forschung in unserer Zeit: Leopold
von Wiese zum 75. Geburtstag. Herausgegeben von Karl Gustav Specht, Koeln Westde
Verlog, pp. 171 - 196 [In German]

Mijatovi¢, B. (2012). Economic ideas of Mirko Kosi¢. Socioloski pregled XLVI (2), 163-187.

[doi: 10.5937/socpreg1202163M|[In Serbian]

Mili¢, V. (1996). Sociological method. Beograd: Zavod za udzbenike i nastavna sredstva
[In Serbian]

Mills, R. (1988) Sociological imagination. Beograd: Plato [In Serbian]

Mimica, A. (1991). Sociology of the Radicals. Ni$: Gradina [In Serbian]

Mitrovi¢, M. (1982). Yugoslav pre-war sociology. Novi Beograd: IIC SSO Srbije [In Serbian]

Mitrovi¢, Lj. and Todorovi¢, D. (2003) Sociology and history: collection of texts from the
field of historical sociology. Nis: Prosveta [In Serbian]

Misi¢, S. (2012). Foundation of historical sociology in the work of Slobodan Jovanovi¢. Socioloski
pregled XLVI (1), Special Edition, 264 — 279. Available at http://www.socioloskipregled. |
[org.rs/2017/08/18/socioloski-pregled-god-xIvi-2012-sv-1/ [In Serbian]

Popovi¢, D. (1938). History and Sociology. Socioloski pregled vol 1, 76-82. Beograd:
Drustvo za sociologiju i drustvene nauke. Available at |http://www.socioloskipregled |
[org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/|[In Serbian]

73


http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
doi: 10.5937/socpreg1404583J
doi: 10.5937/socpreg1202163M
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/18/socioloski-pregled-god-xlvi-2012-sv-1/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/18/socioloski-pregled-god-xlvi-2012-sv-1/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/
http://www.socioloskipregled.org.rs/2017/08/15/socioloski-pregled-vol-i-1938/

Ivan M. Jovanovi¢, Sociology and history in the work of Mirko Kosic...

Smith, D. (2001). The rise of historical sociology. Beograd: Zavod za udzbenike i nastavna
sredstva [In Serbian]

Spinoza, B. de (2011). Short discussion on God, man and his happiness. Beograd: Dereta
[In Serbian]

Trkulja, J. (2013). Mirko M. Kosi¢: Cronology of Life and Work. In J. Trkulja (ed) Mirko
M. Kosi¢-Personality and Work, 457-469. Beograd: Pravni fakultet Univerziteta u
Beogradu, Srpsko sociolosko drustvo; Kikinda: Narodna biblioteka “Jovan Popovi¢”
[In Serbian]

Edition Forgotten minds of Serbia (2015). Dusan J. Popovi¢. Beograd: RTS Available at
|i_1ttEs: /lwww.youtube.com/watch?v=ZDianE9L]gM&index=2&list=PLINN50G6jDk |

[exsg8Txizo]RONDIUhUQe&t=0s][In Serbian]

74


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZDianE9LJgM&index=2&list=PLInN5OG6jDkIexsg8IxizojR9NDfUhUQe&t=0s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZDianE9LJgM&index=2&list=PLInN5OG6jDkIexsg8IxizojR9NDfUhUQe&t=0s



