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OPTAHM30BAHO HACWDBE ! IPYIITBEHU
PA3BO]J: PAT KAO ITPOV3BO MOJEPHOCTH

Caxerak: ITusb pajia je ja ce aHam3mpa ofHOC M3Melhy Hacusba, pata M MOfIePHOCTH,
Kao U Jja ce IIPEVICINTA YBPEXKEHO CTAHOBUIITE Jja MOJICPHI IPYLITBEHY Pa3Boj OBOIM 1O
cMamema Hacrba. [Tomasn ce of IpeTriocTaBKe /ja paT HYje yHMBep3asHa VM IPYPOJHA IT0-
jaBa, Beh crrenmduyHa, MHCTUTYIMOHAM30BaHa (hOpMa KOJIeKTUBHOT HACK/ba, KOja 3aBUCK
Off H/BOA JPYIITBEeHe OpraHu3anyje 1 pa3Boja MHCTUTYLMOHAHNX KaranuTteTa. Paj ce
3aCHMBA Ha TEOPUjCKOj aHA/IM3Y KITACMYHIUX Y CaBPEeMEHMX COLVIOJIOIIKIX IIPUCTYIIA, Ko
¥l Ha YBUJY Y @HTPOIIOJIONIKA Y ICTOPMjCKa MCTPaKuBamba O IIOPeKITy U BapujadVIHOCTH
Haciba. AHa/M3a IOKa3yje [la paT HYje YHUBEP3a/IHa 10jaBa, Beh IpyITBeHO M MCTOPUjCKI
YCTIOBTbeH 08NMK Hacusba. Jako MofiepHa ApyIITBa defeske onajjarbe MHTepIIepCOHATHOT
Hacn/ba, MICTOBPEMEHO Pa3BUjajy /o cajia HeBuleHe opraHusanoHe, MHCTUTYIIMOHATHE
¥ UJIeOTIONIKe KaIlallUTeTe 32 MACOBHO, KOOPAMHICAHO M JIETUTUMMCAHO Hacusbe. Y TOM
CMIICTTY, MOJIEPHOCT He JIOBOJIM JI0 HeCTaHKa Hacusba, Beh /10 merose Tpancopmanyje. Par
ce CTora MOJKe pa3yMeTH Kao ITPOM3BOJ, pa3Boja CIIOKEHNUX APYIITBEHNX OpTaHU3aInja, a
He Kao MOCTIefIia JbYACKe IPUpOe.

K/byune peun: Hacumbe, paT, ApyLITBEHAa OpraHMU3alyja, IPYIITBEHA CTPYKTYpa,
IpyIITBEHE MHCTUTYIIMje, OpraHM3anujcka Moh, IUCINIUINHA, TeTUTUMALVja, APYLITBeHN
pasBoj

VBOJI

CaBpeMeHO JpYyLITBO IOKasyje apafoKcaaaH ofHOC IpeMa Hacuby. OHO je cBe-
IIPUCYTHO Y ME[JVjCKOM IIPOCTOPY, JOK CE Yy jABHOM M IIOTTMTUYKOM JVICKYPCY HaI/IallaBajy
BPEHOCTU MMpA, TOJIePaHIje M HEHACUTHOT pelllaBama KoHdmkaTa. OBaj mapagoKc
OTBapa CBOjeBPCHY COLMOJIONIKY 3aTOHETKY: [la 1M MOJEPHOCT CMakbyje Hacu/be WIN
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CaBpeMeHa pyLITBa MICTOBPEMEHO Pa3BMjajy IheroBe HajopraHN30BaHMje ¥ HajMaCOBHIje
od/Ke, TIOIYT paTa, KOjU OCTaje 3Ha4ajaH 1 KOHCTUTYTUBAH /Ie0 CaBpeMeHOT CBeTa?

ITonasehu o oBe HareTOCTH, LIW/b Pajia je ja IpeycnuTa ofHoc u3Meby gpymrrseHor
pasBoja 1 para Kao crennuyHor odNmKa OpraHN30BaHOT Hacu/ba, foBofehny y nurame
YBPEXEHO CTAaHOBMIITE 1a MOJEPHOCT HY’)KHO CMabyje PaTOSOPHOCT. Y TOM CMUCITY, paT
ce He TOCMATpa Kao YHNMBep3ajTHa MV ITPMPOJIHA TT0jaBa, Beh kao crrennduana, BICOKOOp-
raHM30BaHa I MHCTUTYIMOHAMM30BaHa (OopMa Hacusba, ITO oMoryhaBa aHa/mM3y ycimosa
II0J], KOjuIMa Hacu/be ITOCTaje MAaCOBHO, IETUTUMHO ¥ CUCTEMATCKI ITpou3BeneHo. Jako
SpojHU IpUCTYIN Hacu/be OdjalllbaBajy KO3 MHAUBMAYAIHE, SMOTIOLIKe I KY/ITYPHe
(daxTope, Mame Maxkibe MocBeheHo je aHaNMM3U OPraHU3AIMOHNX Y MHCTUTYIVIOHATHNX
MeXaHu3aMa Kojy oMoryhaBajy lberoBy MacOBHY U CUCTEMATCKY ITPOU3BONIbY.

Pap ce nosuumonnpa y OKBUpy IIMpe COLMOIOIIKE PacIpaBe O OFHOCY MOJEPHO-
cti v Hacwsa. JJok ayropu nonyt Hopdepra Ennjaca (Elias, 2000) u CtuBena IInnkepa
(Pinker, 2011) ykasyjy Ha ;yTOpOYHM TIaJi MHTEPIIEPCOHATHOT HACU/bA U ,, [BVIM3AIINj-
CKI ITpo1Liec’, MaKpOCOLMOMOIIKY IPUCTYIN, HapounTo Kop, Yaprca Tunmja (Tilly, 1985),
Majkma Mana (Mann, 1986) u Cunnine Manemesnha (Malesevi¢, 2011; 2017a), mokasyjy
fla MOJlepHa JPYLITBA ICTOBPEMEHO pasBUjajy 1o cafa HeBubeHe opraHmMsanoHe Ka-
HanuTeTe 32 MACOBHO U JIETUTUMMCAHO Hacwube. [Tomasehn ox oBe TeH3uje, HacTOjUMO
Jla TTIOKa)XKeMO Jla MOJIePHOCT He YKIJa Hacube, Beh TpaHchopMuine merope odnmke n
MexaHusMe. [JonpuHoc paja ornesia ce y oBe3uBaky OpraHM3allIOHMNX, JUCIAIUIMHCKIX
U MJICOTOUIKMX MEXaHM3aMa Y jeIUHCTBEH aHAIUTUIKY OKBUP 3a pasyMeBambe paTa Kao
crielu¢puYHOTr IPOU3BOJA Pa3Boja CIIOXKEHMX APYIITBEHNX OpraHusanuja.

HacympoT pefyKImoHncTUaKmuM odjalliibersliMa, Koja HaCube CBOJie Ha MHAVBUYaTTHY
arpecUBHOCT WV OMOJIONIKe IPENUCIIO3UIINje, Y OBOM pajly IOJIa3! Ce Off CTAHOBUIIITA Ja
ce Hacu/be He MOXKE pasyMETH M3BaH IMPET IPYIITBEHOT, ICTOPUjCKOT ¥ OPraHU3aIIOHOT
koHTekcTa. OCHOBHA Te3a pajia jecTe Jia je paT crenmuyaH M MCTOPHUjCKHU YCTOBIbeH 00K
APYIITBEHO OPraHM30BAHOI HACKU/bA, KOjU HACTaje TEK Ca Pa3BOjeM CI0)KEHIX, HAPOYUTO
MOJIEpPHMX APYIITBEHNX OPTAHM3aLMja, Te [a He IPOM3/Iasy U3 apXaudHe /byfICKe IPUpPOJeE,
Beh U3 CTPYKTYpHUX, OPraHM3aLMOHNX 1 U/IEOOMIKIX KaTlallNTeTa MOJAEPHUX APYIITaBa.
Y TOM OKBMPY, MHTEHSUTET U 0OpacIiy OpPraHM30BAHOT HACWba, YK/bYdYjyhu pat, ycnos/beHn
Cy pasBojeM JPYIITBEHMX OpraHM3aliyja, KalayuTeTMa Jp>KaBe, CTeIeHOM OMpPOKpaTy-
3aIMje M MeXaHM3MIMa UjeonolKe nerntumanyje. OBakBo pasyMeBambe para oTspbyje
ce ¥ Ha HUBOY IeroBMX NocIeaua. VicTpakpaba I10/10)Kaja PaTHUX BeTepaHa IOKasyjy
Jla BMIXOB CTATYC HUje MOCTeNNITa MHAVBU/YaTHIX KapaKTepUCTIKa, Beh HaunHa Ha Kojn
Ip>KaBa M MHCTUTYLMje BpeAHyjy 1 uHterpuiry ydemhe y pary (Markovi¢ Savi¢, 2023).

CxopHo TOMe, pafi je CTPYKTYPMpPaH TaKo Jja HajIIpe pasMaTpa pasanyuTa TeopujcKa
ozipebema Hacuba 1 yKasyje Ha TeHsujy uaMeby nmpux u yxxux npuctymna. ITorom ce aHa-
JM3YPa pacrpasa O /byACKOj HACMITHOCTH, OJHOCHO IMTakbe /la JIM Cy PaT ¥ OPIraHM30BaHO
Hacu/be YHUBEP3aIHA CBOjCTBA JbY[CKE BPCTE MM APYIITBEHO-UCTOPWjCKI IPOU3BOJ,.
Y HacTaBKy ce UCIIUTYje MpoIlec MHCTUTYI[MOHAN3aIije Mohy U pasBoj OpraHM3aIu-
OHUX KallallTeTa MOfIepPHMX IPYIITaBa, KaKo OJ ce TT0Ka3aso Ha KOjy HauMH ITOCTaje
Moryhe MacOBHO 11 CHICTEMATCKO Hacu/be. Y TOM KOHTEKCTY, ITocedHa Makiba mocseheHa je
aHa/IU3Y TPM K/byYHA MeXaHNM3Ma: OPTAHU3ALMOHNM KalaluTeTUMa, JUCHNIUTNHYjyhuM
CTPYKTYypaMa ¥ UZEOJIOIIKO]j TeTUTUMALIMj! Hacu/ba. Ha Taj HadmMH mocTeneHo ce rpajn
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apryMeHT [ja CaBpeMeHN PAaTOBHU HICY OCTAaTaK IPMMUTUBHE IPOLIIOCTH, Beh mpoussox
IPYLITBEHOT pa3Boja ¥ OpPraHM3aIIOHe KOMIIIEKCHOCTL.

Y papy ce aHanmuTIYKU GOKYC IIOMepa ca IUTamba ,3alITO CY JbYAM HACKIHU  Ha
HNTambe ,TI0fl KOjUM APYIITBEHUM YCIOBMMA HacH/be ITOCTaje Moryhe, IETMTYIMHO U MacoOB-
HO OPraHN30BaHO". Y TOM CBETITY, HACTOjMMO Ja IOHYAMMO KOHSMCTEHTaH COLIVOTIOLIKI
OKBJP 32 pa3yMeBaibe Hac//ba U paTa Kao KOHCTUTYTUBHIUX, a He IeBMjaHTHNX efleMeHaTa
MoJiepHUX ApyiTasa. [lomasehu of HaBeeHOT, IPBY aHAIUTUYKY KOPaK HOfipasyMeBa
Hpelusupambe CaMoT II0jMa HacKba, KaKo OU ce paT MOTao OJPENUTI Kao Hberos Hajopra-
HM30BAHUjU U MHCTUTYIMOHAIM30BAHYU OO/IUK.

IITA JE HACUBE V1 KAKO I'A PA3BYMETN?

K/by4Ha Tauka y pasyMeBamy paTa jecTe Hheropa OpraHMu3alioHa YCIOB/bEHOCT.
Y oBoM pajly monasu ce ofj CTAHOBUIITA JIa PaT HUje MOCHAENNIIA YHUBEP3aIHe /bY/ICKe
arpecMBHOCTM, Beh APYIITBEHO M OPraHM3aLMOHO YCIOB/bEH OdNMNK Hacumba. [la du ce
onHoc usMeby paTa u Hacu/ba afileKBaTHO pa3yMeo, HEOIIXO[HO je HajIpe MpelusHuje
OJpENTH 1T0jaM Hacu/ba. Hacuibe je mmpu 1mojaM off paTa: JOK CBaKM PaT yK/bydyje Hacu-
Jbe, HIfje CBaKO Hacm/be paT. PasyMeBarbe Hacu/ba yC/IOB/bEHO je NPYIUTBEHNM KOHTEKCTOM
U MeIba ce KPO3 BpeMe I IIPOCTOP, IITO YKa3yje Ha HberoBy PYIITBEHO KOHCTPYUCAHY U
ucropujcku Bapujadunny npupony (Collins, 2008, str. 2-3). OTyga, MCTU YMH Y pasnu-
YMTUM KOHTEKCTMMa MOXKe OUTM O3HaueH Kao 3/I0YVH MIN Xepoy3aM, Y 3aBUCHOCTH Of
ayTopuTeTa KOjy Ta fedyHuIIe.

3a pasyMeBame para Kao CIenMpUIHOT 0dMKa Hacyyba BayKHO je HaIIpaBUTY aHaTIN-
TUYKY Pas3NuKy M3Mehy MHTeprepcoHalTHOT M OpraHM30BaHOT Hacu/ba. VIHTepHepCcoHamHO
Hacmbe OfjBMja Ce y AMPEKTHUM MHTEpaKIjaMa ,,/IMIeM Y IuIe” M MoXKe Ta MHULIMPATH
TOjelMHAl] WIM Makba IPYIIA, JOK OPTaHM30BaHO Hacu/be IOfIpasyMeBa II0CTOojabe CTPYK-
TypPUCaHNUX KOJEKTUBHUX aKTepa KOj/ CMCTEMCKM IJIAHUPAjy ¥ CIPOBOJie HaCUIbe, Kao
IITO Cy Ap>KaBe, BOjCKe VTN peBOMyIMoHapHHU mokpeTu (Malesevi¢, 2017b, str. 1-2). Opa
pasnMKa mpecTaB/ba aHAIUTIYKY KOPaK Koju oMoryhasa Jia ce paT IperysHuje pasyme
Kao crenuduyHa GopMa OpraHM30BaHOT ¥ MHCTUTYL[MOHATN30BAHOT HACUIbA.

Y TOM KOHTEKCTy TocedaH 3Ha4aj MMa aHa/M3a yaore Ap>kase. PasBoj MogepHIX
Ip>KaBa TOBe3aH je ca cocodHomhy fa ce Hacube MHCTUTYIIVIOHAN3Yje ¥ MOHOIIONN-
3yje, LITO Ce Y KIACMYHOj COLMOIOTHjI AedUHUIIE KO JIETUTYMHY MOHOIION (QM3IYKe
npunyge (Weber, 1978, str. 38). OBaj mporjec 00/1MKYyje MHCTUTYLMOHAIHY IPeyC/IoB 3a
OpraHN30Balbe Para, jep oMoryhasa IieHTpann3oBaHy KOHTPOITY, MOOMIN3ALNjy pecypca 1
JETUTUMU3ALjY IPYMEHe cuile. YIIpaBo KO3 Ipoliece OpraHusanyje, MHCTUTYLVIOHA N -
3aIyje ¥ IeTUTVMAIIje, Hacube oduja KalaluTeT fa IpepacTe Y MaCOBHY M CHCTEMATCKY
npakcy. 3axBasbyjyhy oBMM KamanuTeTIMa, Hacube pecTaje fa dyae GparMeHTHpaHo
CUTYaLIMOHO, Te IIOCTaje TPajHO OPraHNM30BaHa, KOOPAMHIICAHA I MAaCOBHA IIPaKca, IITO
IpeficTaB/ba K/byYHY OfIMKY parta. Hanasbe, AIp>kaBHO Hacu/be CTUYE CTATYC IETUTUMHOT
9uMe ce CTBapa HOPMATMBHIY OKBYP y KOjeM je paT Moryh Kao MHCTUTYIVIOHATHO ONTPaBaH
00/MMK KOTeKTVUBHE ITPUHYTIE.

Vnak, y nureparypy He HOCTOjM jefMHCTBEHO Car/acje y Be3y C TUM IITa Ce CMaTpa
HacybeM. Y IIVPUM TEOPUjCKMM ITPUCTYIMMA T10jaM Hacu/ba IIPOIINpYje ce U3BaH (usnuke
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npuHyze. [antysr (Galtung, 1969, str. 167-169) KOHIIETTOM CTPYKTYPaTHOT HaCH/ba yKasyje
Ha TO JIa [PYIITBEHE HejefHAKOCTU MOTY IIPOU3BOAUTI CUCTEMCKY LITETy 0e3 AUPEKTHOT
IenoBaba NojenuHana, fok bypanje (Bourdieu, 2001, str. 6-9) KOHI[eITOM CUMOOMNIKOT
Hacuba IOoKasyje Kako ce OXHOCHU JOMMHALMje PeIPOLYKYjy KpO3 MHCTUTYLMje U Ky/I-
TypHe odpaciie. Kmxex (Zizek, 2008, str. 1-2) mofaTHo npaBu pasnuky usmehy Bumbu-
BOT, CYOjeKTUMBHOT HacW/ba U 0djeKTUBHOI Hacu/ba yrpaheHor y fpylTBeHe CTPYKType.
AyTOpKa paji HO3UIMOHNpa M3MeDy MMpux IpUCTyIa U Y>KIX, aHIUTUYIKA TPEIV3HUjIX
ozpebema Hacupa, HacTojehn fa sagp>KuU BIXOBE YBUAE, a1 U Aa U30eTHe IPeKOMEePHY
KOHIIENTYa/IHy enacTudHoCT. OBU MPUCTYNNU YKa3yjy Ha AYOOKY yKOPEHmEeHOCT Hacu/ba
y HPYLITBEHNMM OHOCKMA, a1yl MICTOBPEMEHO HOCe PU3MK aHaIUTHYKe HejacHohe ycren
IIPEKOMEPHOT LIMperba [ojMa. Jako mpoimpyjy pasymeBame Hacl/ba, OBaKBY IPUCTYIIN
OTeXXaBajy jaCHO pasrpaHuderbe usMehy pasmmanTux odnmka IpUHYHe, IITO je K/BYIHO 3a
aHa/IM3y paTa Kao cleluIYHOT APYLITBEHOT (PeHOMEeHa.

Hacynpot ToMme, y y>xum onpelemnma Hacnpba, ayTopn Kao mto ¢y Tumm (Tilly,
2003), Komnuc (Collins, 2008) n Manemesnh (2017b) Harmacak cTaBmbajy Ha ynoTpedy
¢dbusuuKe cnje Koja M3asuBa MOBPEAY MM CMPT, YMMe Ce IT0jaM Hacu/ba aHATUTUYKN
mpenysupa 1 orpannyana. 3a Tunnja, Hacube je APYIITBEHO OPTraHM30BaHa AKTUBHOCT
II07] KOJIEKTMBHOM KOHTPOJIOM, HEO[BOjIBa Off IIpolLieca U3Tpafbe fpxKaBe U IOJIUTIUYKe
mohu (Tilly, 2003, str. 3-5). Konuuc (Collins, 2008, str. 19-23) uctude fa je Hacube pe-
K U CUTYaIJIOHO YC/IOB/beH JMICXOJ] APYIITBEHVX MHTEePaKIINja, a He ay TOMATCKa JbyICcKa
peaxnuja. Manemesuh (2017a, str. 15) Hacube geduHMIIe Ka0O CTEIIEHACT APYLITBEHU
mpoljec Koju odyxBara pasmrduTe odIiKe IPIMHYe, Off MHAVBUAYATHIX CYKoda o paToBa,
Har/amaBsajyhy \beroBy OpraHmu3anyony 1 MCTOPUjCKY YCIOBbeHOCT. OBaKBO yiKe Ofpe-
beme mpezncTaB/ba OCHOBY 3a M3[Bajarbe paTa Kao CHelupUIHOr 0/IMKa OPraHN30BaHOT
U KOJIEKTYBHOT HAacW/ba, KOjy Ofjpa3yMeBa CUCTEMATCKy IpuMeHy GU3UUKe CuIe.

I3 HaBeqieHOT CJIey Jja HY IIMPOKa HY YCKa ofipebera Hacu/ba caMa 1o cedu HUCY
posospHa. Illvpa oppebhera pu3NKyjy aHATUTUUKY TaCTUYHOCT, IOK YoKa, MAKO IPYyXKajy
Behy KOHIeNITya/IHy IPeU3HOCT, TeXe Ia OrPaHMYe aHA/IN3Y HA HEIIOCPENHY IIPUMEHY
cute, 0CTaB/bajyhu y ApyroM IUIaHy MMPK MHCTUTYLMOHATHY I OPTaHU3AIMOHN KOH-
TEeKCT. VImax, yBohere KOHTMHYyMa PasInunTUX OOMMKaA HaCK/ba He 3HAYM fIa Ce CBakKa
APYIITBEHA HejeqHAaKOCT, CUMOOMMYKA JOMIHALMja WM CTPYKTYPHA IPUHYAA Y OBOM
pajy aHaJIMTUYKU TPETUPA Kao HaCKU/be Y MCTOM CMUCTY. Vako Mypy IpUCTynu yKasyjy
Ha Ba)KHE MeXaHU3Me PeIponyKIMje Mohy 1 JoMUHaLYje, ITpeMeT aHa/Ii3e Y OBOM pajy
0CTajy OHV OQ/IMIIM IIPUHYTiEe KOjU YK/BYUYjy CTBapHY WM HEIIOCPenHO ImpeTehy npumeny
¢dusuuxe cute. YpaBo 3ato ce par He ogpebyje kao duso Koju odIMK APYIITBEHOT KOH-
¢muxTa nnn foMuHanyje, Beh xao crernuduyara Gpopma OpraHN30BaHOL, KOIEKTUBHOT 1
MHCTUTYLUMOHATHO KOOPAVMHUCAHOT (pM3MYKOTr Hacuba. [1ojaM KOHTMHYYMa OBJie CITYXKI
[la YKa)ke Ha pasnu4yuTe CTEIeHe OpraHusanyje u jerntumManyje pusmudke IpuHyse, a
He Ja n3dpullle aHAMUTUYKe pasnuke usMehy cumdonnuke gomunanmje, CTpyKTypHe
npuHyge 1 ¢pusuuKor Hacyuba. CTora ce y 0BOM pajy Hacube padyMe Kao KOHTUHYVpPaH
U IPYIITBEHO IOCPENOBAH IIPOLeC pas/IMIUTIX CTelleHa OpraHu3alyje, 9ijy ce oIy
kpehy of MHTepIepCOHaTHNX O BUCOKOOPTaHN30BAHNX M MHCTUTYLVOHATN30BAHUX
Ipakcy. YIIpaBo 0Baj PaclioH pasIyNTIX CTelleHa OpraHu3alyje 1 rernTumanuje Gpusnake
npuHyae oMoryhaBa fa ce Imokake Kako ce y yCI0BMMa pa3Boja CIOXKEHNX APYIITBEHIX
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OpraHusanja Hacube TPAHCHOPMIUIIIE Yy CBOjy HAJKOMIUIEKCHU]Y M MHCTUTYL[MOHATHO
HajpasBujeHnjy Gopmy — par.

CarnefjaBaHo OBaKo, NTake HaCcK/ba He MOXKe Ce OfIBOJUTH Off IIPOLieca MOJIEPHOCTH.
Jlox mojenuuu aytopu, momyT [Innkepa (Pinker, 2011, str. 56-60), yka3yjy Ha CMamerbe
MHTEpPIIEPCOHATHOT HaC/ba, COLMOIOIIKY IPUCTYIIN ITOKa3yjy fa MOJepHa APYIITBA UC-
TOBpeMeHO pasBUjajy o cafa HeBubeHe KamamyTeTe 3a OPraHU3ALN]Y, TETUTUMU3ALIN]Y
M MaCOBHY MOOMIN3ALMjy HACK/ba, LIITO Ce HajjaCHUje UCII0/baBa Y PATy KO IerOBOM
HajOpraHn30BaHMjeM OOJIMKY.

VI3 oBe mepcIieKTuBe, paT ce MmokKasyje kao crennduiad 0dIMK OPraHU30BAHOL,
MHCTUTYIMOHAM30BAHOT ¥ KOJIEKTMBHOT Hacu/ba. 3a PA3/IUKY Off MHTEPIIEPCOHATHNX
00/MKa, paT YNMHY CUCTEeMCKY ¥ MHCTUTYLMOHATHO IOCPeioBaHy pOpMy IpUHYIE, Ynje
y3poke Tpeda TPaXXUTU Y APYIITBEHUM CTPYKTYpaMa, IIOTUTUYKIM MHCTUTYIjaMa I
OpTaHM3ALMOHNMM KanaluTeTuMa ApyiTsa. CTora paToB) HUCY YHUBEP3aTHa KapaKTepy-
CTHKa JbYJICKe BPCTe, Beh BapujaduiIHa U UCTOPUjCKY YC/IOB/bEHA M0jaBa Koja IIPOM3/Iasn
U3 PasIMYUTUX HUBOA JPyLITBEHE OpraHMu3anje.

Ocnamajyhu ce Ha Makpocouuononky npycryn Cunnie Manemesuha, par ce y
OBOM pajly pasyMe Kao crieliuduiaH od/IMK OpraHU30BaHOT, KOTeKTUBHOT M MHCTUTYIIV-
OHAJTHO KOOPAVHICAHOT (PM3NYKOT HAaCUIba, KOjU MOfipasyMeBa TPajHIjy MOOUIM3AIUjy
IPYLITBEHUX pecypca ¥ MOMUTUIKY OpTaHM30BaHMX akTepa. OBakBo ofpeheme omory-
haBa fa ce paT aHaMMTUYKY Pas3nMKyje Off MHTEPIEePCOHATHOT, CIIOPAANIHOT VTN HeVH-
CTUTYIMOHAN30BAHOT KOJIEKTMBHOT HACWba, jep TOfipasyMeBa IT0CTOjarbe CTAdMTHMIX
CTPYKTYpa OpraHM3alnmje, KOMaHTOBaba U IETUTUManyje. Y TOM CMUCTY, II0jaM paTa y
oBOM papty odyxBaTa Mehyap;kaBHe 1 rpal)aHcke paToBe, Kao 1 mmpe odnuke state-based
conflict-a y Kojuma mocroje peaTuBHO CTadUIHE CTPYKTYpe KOMaH/IOBamba, MOOM/IN3a-
Lyje 1 IeTuTUManuje Hacusba. HacynpoT ToMe, y aHammusy ce He yK/bydyjy MHAVBIyaTHI
od/muIy OcBeTe, CHOPAJIHO TPYITHO HACUIBE, CTIOPTCKY XYIUTAH3aM VU PYTY 00NN
HEMHCTUTYIMOHATN30BAHOT KOMIEKTHMBHOT CyK0da KOju He IOfipasyMeBajy CTadumHy op-
TaHU3ALVOHY U IOMUTUYKY CTPYKTYDY.

OTBapa ce nuTame Ja 1 je paT MIMaHeHTaH JbY/ICKO]j IIPUPOJY UM Pe3y/ITaT pasBoja
OPYWITBEHUX MHCTUTYLMja. YIIPABO TO MUTambe IPefiCTaB/ba MOIa3HY TAUKY 3a aHA/IN3Y
HEroBOr IIOpeK/Ia Y HaCTaBKY pajia.

MIUTATSE JbYIICKE HACVTHOCTY: BUOJIOIIKA
IOVICIIO3ULIMJA VUIM IPYIITBEHU KOHTEKCT? [IA JIU
JE PAT YHUBEP3AJTHA VI HEMHOBHA TTOJABA?

ITonasehu of craHOBUIIITA /A je HACU/bE PYIITBEHO 1 OPTaHU3ALMOHO YC/IOB/BEHO, Y
OBOM IIOI/IAB/bY Pa3Marpa ce Jja Jii Ce paT Moxke 00jaCHIUTI OMOMOLIKIM IIPeAVICIO3NIIjaMa
WIN TIpe CBeTa APYLITBEHUM ycoBuMa. K/bydyHo nmuTame, CTora, Huje fia Jin /Yy UMajy
KalallXTeT 3a Hacube, Beh Mof KojuM yc/oB1Ma Taj KallaluTeT Ipenasy y OPraHN30BaHO
U KOTIEKTMBHO JenoBamwe. HafoBesyjyhu ce Ha mpeTxofHy aHammsy, paT ce oBfie pasyme
Kao crenudunyaH odNMMK KOIEKTMBHOT HaCWba,  He Ka0o YHMBEP3aTHa M HeMMHOBHA
nojaBa. Jako par mopipasymMeBa Hacl/be, He MOXKe ce CBaKO Hacube, Ila HU CBaKy OOIMK
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OpraHM30BAHOT HAaCM/ba, CMATPATH PATOM, jep OH IOfipasyMeBa ClieludIIHe 0dInKe
KOJIEKTMBHe MOOWIM3alje, KoopauHanuje u erutumManyje (MaleSevié, 2011, str. 45-47).

/13 oBe mepcrieKTNBe, MMTambe IOPEK/Ia paTa He MOXKe Ce CBECT Ha IIMTambe JbyficKe
arpecuBHOCTH, Beh 3axTeBa aHa/IN3y MCTOPUjCKMX YCIOBA Y KOjMIMa Hacu/be MOIpUMa
opraHusoBaHe ¢popme. YIIpaBo Kpo3 nporjece geMorpadcke KOHIIEHTpallje, HOMUTIIKe
IleHTpaM3alyje M MHCTUTYLMOHATHE KOOPAVHAIMje, Hacusbe o0uja KalauTeT fa mpe-
pacTe y OpraHM30BaHO M TPajHO KOJIEKTUBHO JleNIoBame. HajaupekTHmj1 HauMH Jja ce oBa
Te3a UCMNTA jecTe aHA/IIM3a PAaHNUX OO/IMKA JBYACKNX APYIITaBa. APXeOJIOMKI I aHTPOIIO-
JIOLIKY TIOJALIY YKas3yjy Ha TO [ja Cy y Ha/Ie0/IUTy OONUIM OPraHM30BAHOT HACU/ba VN
orpanndenu u pparmentupanu (Guilaine & Zammit, 2005, str. 12-18). IIpeosmabyjyhu
odNMK IpyIITBEHe OpraHU3alMje YNHMIE CY Mase, (IeKCUOUITHE T0BaYKO-CaKyI/bauke
TpyTle, y KOjuMa Cy cykodu, Kajia Cy moCTojany, uMamn orpannder odum (Fry, 2013, str.
21-25). ITpumepu nonyT barek 1 Mopuopu ykasyjy ia ¢y HeHaCVIHY OQ/IMIIM APYLITBEHE
opraHusanyje ucropujcku mocrojamu (Fry, 2013, str. 85-92). OBu Ha/1asy ZOBOJE Y MUTatbe
Te3y O YHMBEP3a/THOCTH paTa ! II0Ka3yjy /ia je HheroBo MOCTOjakbe YCIOB/beHO Crieruy-
HIUM JAPYIITBEHNM OKOTHOCTMMA. CaMO MOCTOjarbe MTOTEHIIVjaIa 32 HaCWbe Hifje IOBO/BHO
3a HaCTaHaK para, Beh /ia je HeonxozaH ofipeheHN HUBO ApPYIITBEHE OpraHU3alyje Koju
omoryhaBa lberoBy KOOPAMHALIU]Y U PEIPORYKIIN]Y.

Hacympot Tome, ayTopu nmomyr Iara (Gat, 1999; 2016) u IInnkepa (Pinker, 2011)
yKasyjy Ha eBOTy TMBHe KOpeHe Hacu/ba, HaI/alraBajyhy KOHKypeHIjy 3a pecypce, maprT-
Hepe U cTaTyc. VaKo oBM IPUCTYIIN FOBOPE O IMOCTOjakby MOTEHIMjaIa 32 HACUI/be, OHI He
odjalmaBajy HaCTaHAK paTa Kao CJI0XKeHe APYIITBeHe IIPaKce, OMHOCHO He pasjalllibaBajy
Iperas Off MHAMBYU/YATHUX U Ma/IuX 0O/IMKa HacU/ba Ka KOJIEKTUBHO] ¥ OPTaHM30BaHO]
mectpykuyju. Jpyrum pednma, Suosolka odjallmersa MOTy YKasaTl Ha ycoBe Moryh-
HOCTM Hacl/ba, a/lii He ¥ Ha MeXaHM3Me HheroBe JPYUITBeHE OpraHusanyje. YIpaBo 3aTo
odjalmerbe para 3aXTeBa aHa/MN3Y APYIITBEHNX MeXaH3aMa Koju oMoryhaBajy KonmeKTHBHY
MOSWIM3AIVjy I MHCTUTYIMOHATN3AIIN}Y Hacu/ba.

Cu4HO TOMe, HeOAPBUHUCTUYKY IPUCTYIN KOjU Ce OC/Iamajy Ha mopebema ca
BE/IMKIMM MajMyHIMa He IIPY>Kajy 3afoBo/baBajyhe odjallimberbe Ha MUTatbe JbYACKe HACUI-
HocTi. Kako uctunye Tonmraju (Goldstein, 2001, str. 184-194), Bapujanuje y moHaIIA®KY
Smuckyx BpcTa, HonyT O0HOda, OKasyjy 4a FeHeTCKa /ICKOCT He ofpehyje jerHo3HaYHO
HOoHamIame, Beh fla je OHO MOCpeoBaHO APYIITBEHUM U KYNTYpHUM akropyuma. OBu
HaJIasy [I0Ka3yjy Ja IOCTOojambe IMOTeHIMjajla 3a Hacube He 0djalllibaBa II0jaBy paTa Kao
OPraHM30BAHOT U KOJEKTUBHOT HACHU/ba.

Hopatro, ®paj (Fry, 2013, str. 85-92) moBoAM y IMTame Te3y O YHMBEP3aTHOCTH
parta, mokasyjyhu ga MHOTe JIOBauKO-CaKyIbauKe 3ajefHuIie GYHKIMOHUIIY de3 OpraHu-
30BaHOT paToBama. OH JMCTUYE [1a je HaCK/be BapyjadITHO 1 YCIIOB/BEHO APYLITBEHUM 1
€KOJIOLIKMM KOHTEKCTOM, IIPM YEMY OJ,CYCTBO paTa Huje IOC/IeANIIa ,MIPHE /by CKe IIpH-
pore®, Beh criennpuYHNX APYIITBEHNX YCIIOBA, KA0 LITO Cy Maja IyCTUHA HACE/bEHOCTH,
OZICYCTBO II€HTPAIN30BaHe BIACTH ¥ CIIeNNPIIHN MEeXaHI3MM KOHTPOsie KOH(IMKaTa.
OBy Ha/asy jofaTHO NOTBPhYjy fa je pat mpe cBera QyHKIMja APYIITBeHe OpraHu3anyje,
a He INPEKTAH U3Pa3 JbyfICKe IPUPOJIE.

K/byuHa mpoMeHa y 1ojaBy parta HacTaje ca ITpe/lacKoM Ha Cefle/IayKy Ha4lH )KMBOTa
U Pa3BOjeM CTIOXXEHUjMX APYIUTBEHNX M IIOTUTUYKMX CTPYKTypa. Ca pacToM IOIy/anyje u
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jadameM IOMTUYKe OPraHM3alMje, HACU/be II0CTaje CTPYKTYPUCAHO M MHCTUTYLMOHATIN-
30BaHO, YMMe Ce CTBapajy YCTI0BM 3a I10jaBy paTa Kao TPpajHe U CUCTEMATCKU OPTraHM30BaHe
mpymTeeHe mpakce. Man (Mann, 1986, str. 109-115) mokasyje fia je pat y Mecomoramuju
OO MHTeTPaIHY [leo NOMUTNYKe OpTaHu3alyje, ToK cy y ErnnTy neHTpanmnsoBaHa BIacT
U CTadWIHYjU ITOpelaK OrpaHNMYaBa/IN YHYTpallibe cykode. OBY IpuMepy yKasyjy Ha TO
Zla paT Huje CIIOHTAHM U3pas arpecuje, Beh pesynrar cieiupuIHNX MHCTUTYLMOHATHIUX
U IOJIUTUYKYX YCTI0Ba Koju oMoryhaBajy meropy opraHusanujy 1 1eTuTUMALjy.

Otypa ce aHanu3a paTa IoMepa ca MNTamba OMOJIOIIKe HACH/THOCTY Ha IUTalbe
IPYLITBEeHe OpraHusanyje 1 KyITypHe nerutumanuje Hacruma. Knuren (Keegan, 1993, str.
3-12) cmatpa fa je pat y ApeBHUM APYLITBUMA V0 AYOOKO YKOPEHeH Y PEIUTIjCKIM 1
KYITYPHUM BPeJHOCTUMA, IITO YKa3yje Ha TO Jja paT HUje CaMO NNTalbe IPUMEHE CHUJIe
Beh 11 Impoljec ApyLITBeHe U KYATYpHE IETUTUMaLje Koja oMoryhasa lberoBy CTadMIHOCT
U PENPOAYKLINJY.

PacmpaBa o mopekiy parta 1 Hacusba OfipakaBa KJIACUUHY AUXOTOMMU)jy usMeby
Xodcosor u Pycoosor cxBarama /pyficke pupope. Jok Xodc IprpoiHO cTambe BUAM Kao
CTame KOHQMKTA M HeCUTYpHOCTH, Pyco Hacube OBOAM y Be3y ca [10jaBOM CBOjUHE 1
IpyLITBeHe HejenHakocTi. MebhyTum, oda nmpucryna ocrajy orpanndeHa jep He y3UMajy y
003Mp MCTOPUjCKY BapujadWIHOCT paTa U y/IOry LPYIUTBEHUX MHCTUTYLMja y oMoryhaBamy
IberoBe OpraHusaluje 1 IeTuTuManuje.

AHTPOIIONIONIKA 11 APXEO/IOIIKa MICTPAKMBamha OCTajy TO/le/beHa, a/lll Ce CIaXy Y
jemHOM: HacKbe y IIPaNCTOpujU Hitje OMJIO YHMBEP3aHO HUTY YjeHa4eHo, Beh je 3HadajHO
BapUpao y 3aBUCHOCTH Of APYIITBEHOT 1 eKonouKor koHrekcra (Keeley, 1996; Kelly,
2000; Fry, 2013). Ha ocHOBY pe4eHOL, paT He 0O3Ha4aBa Hy>KaH MCXOJ JbyfICKe IIpUpofie, Beh
ZIa je BeroBO I0jaB/bUBaIbe YCIOB/bEHO ClIeU(IYHNM APYLITBEHNM U OPraHU3ALIOHUM
OKOJTHOCTHMA.

Vako pasmranTy odMUIM HacKba MOCTOje TOKOM YMTaBe JbY/CKe MICTOpHje, paT Kao
OpraHu30BaHa, KOJEKTMBHA VM JIETUTYMICAaHa IIPAKCa HIje YHUBEP3a/lHa HUTY HEMHOBHA.
OH ce jaB/pa Kao pesynTar crenudMIHIX KOMOMHALIMja APYIUTBEHNUX, eMOrpadCKIX I
MONIUTUYKMX YCIOBA, T€ I'a jé HEOIXOJHO Pa3yMeTy Kao MCTOPUjCKYU ¥ OPraHU3aLMIOHO
ycnoB/beH 00k Hacuba. Trume ce moTBphyje monasuHa Te3a paja fga paT Huje IOCTeFUIa
JbyfiCKe TIpUpofe, Beh pesyarar pasBoja crieludpuuHNX OPraHU3AMOHNX M MHCTUTYIU-
OHA/IHUX KalalUTeTa JPYyLITBa.

,3ATBAPAIBE YV IPYIIITBEHU KABE3“:
VHCTUTYLMOHAJIM3AIIUJA MORU Y HACTAHAK
MOJIEPHOT KATIAIIMTETA 3A HACUJ/BE

KipyuHo nurame, gaKie, Huje 3aIITO Cy HOjeANHIIN CIOCOOHY 3a Hacube, Beh Kako
ApPYIITBA CTUYY KATALUTET [ja HACU/be OPTaHM3Y]y, IIPOLIUPE U yIMHE TeTUTUMHIM, TT0ced-
HO Y hopMu pata. 380r TOTa je HEOIXOTHO UCIIUTATH MOJ, KOjUM [APYIITBEHUM YCTOBUMA
Hacube IIO0CTaje TPAjHO OPraHM30BAHO, MACOBHO ¥ IHCTUT YLIMOHA/THO MOZIPYKAHO. Y OBOM
TIOI/IAB/bY 3ay3JIMa Ce MAaKpOCOIIMOJIONIKA [TO3MIMja KOja paT II0cMaTpa Kao pesy/arTar pa3Boja
MHCTUTYLMOHATHNX J OPIaHM3AIMOHNX KallallTeTa MOJIepHIUX APYIITaBa. Y INUTamYy je
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IIPOLEC KOjU MPeCTaB/ba MOCTEIEHO jaYaibe OPTaHM3aMOHNMX KallaljuTeTa KOji OMOTY-
haBajy KOHTpOJIy, KOOPAMHALVjY 1 MOOMIN3ALIMjy BEMUKMX IIOy/Ialyja. Victu mporecn
MOTY Ce aHa/IMTUYKM pasyMeTH KPO3 TpY II0Be3aHa MeXaHM3Ma: MHCTUTYLVOHA/IN3ALIjy
Mohu, IVCIUIIMHOBabe aKTepa U UJIEOOLIKY TIETUTUMAIIN}y KOJIEKTYBHOT Je/I0Baba.

Vicropujcku pasBoj /bYACKMX ApYLITAaBa HIje OO JMHeapaH, alu je IOCTEeNeHo
BOJVO MHCTUTYLMOHAIN3AVj) MORM U cTBapamy CBe KOMIUIEKCHUUX CTPYKTypa Koje
ypebyjy apymsenn xmBor. OBaj mporec MOXKe ce aHaIMTUYKI OIIMCATH Kao CTBapabe
»IPYLITBEHOT KaBe3a®, OffHOCHO Ipolieca fPYIITBEHOT 3aTBapama y MaHOBOM CMUCITY, Y
OKBIPY KOjer HaCTajy CTad1IHe, TEPUTOPHjaTHO ¥ MHCTUTYLIVIOHA/THO YTeMe/beHe CTPYKType
Y KOjuMa Cy IOjeMHLM TPAjHO YK/bY4YEHH) Y OJHOCE IIOCpeoBaHe MHCTUTYIMjaMa. [1ojam
»IPYIITBEHOT KaBe3a“ HafoBe3yje ce Ha MaHOBY aHa/IM3y Koja yKasyje Ha Ipolec popmu-
pama CTadVTHUX U MHCTUTYIMOHAIN30BAHNUX IPYLITBEHUX CTPYKTypa. OBa MeTadopa
He 03HauaBa CaMo OTpaHM4Yerbe MHAUBNAYanHe cnodofe Beh 1 cTBapame mpegyciosa 3a
KOOPJVHAIIN]Y, AUCIIUIIINHOBAbE I MOOUINM3AIN]y BeMMKMX MOIy/IaIja.

ITonazehu o MaHOBOT KOHIIEITa ,,JPYIITBEHOT 3aTBapama’ (caging), koju omnucyje
IpOL[eC TePUTOPUjaTHOT U MHCTUTYLIMOHATHOT YK/bYYiBatha CTAHOBHUIITBA Y CTadU/IHEe
ApyuITBeHe cTpyKType (Mann, 1986, str. 1-33), oBaj paj Iokasyje fa yIpaso Ty IIPOLeCH
CTBapajy IMpefycIoBe 3a OpraHM3aljy, MOOVMIN3ALV]Y Vi TeTUTUMAIINjy MaCOBHOT HacH/ba
y 0d/1uKy MozepHOT para. 3a pasnuky of XodcoBoOr Mofiena f0dpOBO/PHOT HAITYIITamba
IPUPOTHOT CTaba, MaH 0Baj mpoliec TyMadn Kao [yTOTPajHO CTPYKTYPHO OdMMKOBabe
APYWITBEHUX OJHOCA KPO3 IIOIMTUYIKE, EKOHOMCKE, BOjHE M UJI€OJIOUIKE MHCTUTYIyje
(Mann, 1986, str. 42-44). Y ToM nporecy nHcturynuje ode3dehyjy curyprocr, pecypce n
HPeBUIMBOCT, TOK IIOjefMHIIV IPUXBaTajy cBe Behyt CTeleH MHCTUTYIMOHATHE 3aBYCHOCTI
U HOpMaTVBHe KOHTPOJIe, YMMe Ce UCTOBPEMEHO OTBapa MOTYhHOCT 3a KOOpAMHALIUjY 1
MOOWIM3AIVjy BEMKUX IIOIyIaluja.

K/by4Hu acmekT oBOT mpoleca jecTe fa MCTY MEXaHM3MIU KOjM OrpaHMYaBajy
MHAVBUIYATHO JieTOBamkbe ICTOBPEeMeHO oMoryhaBajy KOOpAMHAIIN}Y, MOOUIU3AIV}Y 1
IUCITUTIIMHOBAbE BENMMKIX ITOMY/IAIja y OKBMPY KONMeKTUBHMX IpojekaTa (Mann, 1986,
str. 70-90). Tex pa3Boj cTaTHMX apMIja, LIeHTPAIM30BaHMX allapara ¥ SMpOKpaTCKIX JIa-
Halja KOMaH/j0Balba oMoryhaBa ApyIITBMMA Ia CUCTEMATCKYU aKyMY/IUPajy U IPUMEY]y
Hacwbe y BeukoM odumy (Mann, 1986, str. 135-150). Crora MOZepHY KaIaljuTeT 3a paT
HMje OCTIeANIIa ,arpecuBHIje TbyACKe Ipupozie’, Beh pesynrar pasBoja MHCTUTYIMOHA-
HIX KalaluTeTa IpYHITBa.

Ha Manos yBup HajjoBesyje ce Yapsc Tumi, Koju cMaTpa [ja ce OBY KallaluTeTn
MCTOPMjCKM pa3BMjajy yIIpaBo Kpo3 par i IpumpeMe 3a par. tberosa nosnara Tesa jja ,,par
cTBapa ApKaBy, a fpxxaBa rpasu par” (Tilly, 1985) ykasyje Ha ysajaMHO jadarbe paToBarba,
usrpajile Ap>KaBe ¥ Ipolieca 3allTUTe M eKCTPaKILMje pecypca. Y TOM IpoIiecy Jp>KaBe
IpOLINPYjy aAMUHNUCTPATUBHE, (UCKAJIHE I BOjHE KallalliTeTe, JOK Ce CTAHOBHMUIITBO
yK/bydyje y TpajHe odpaciie mopecknx odaBesa, BOjHe MOOMIM3alMje U TIOMUTUIKE
kxoutpoe (Tilly, 1985, str. 170-181). VcToBpeMeHO, 0Ba [JUHAMMKA IOBOAY U [0 jadarba
MHCTUTYLVOHAIHE MHPPACTPYKTYPE U IIOCTEIIEHOT MMPerha IpahaHCKMX U MOMNTIIKIX
mpasa, unMe ce yuBpirhyje AyropodHa CrocOOHOCT ApKaBe 3a OPraHN30BAHO HACWUbE,
HapouuTo y popmiu para. Y TOM KOHTEKCTY, OZHOC fp)KaBe IIpeMa yIeCHIUIIMMa paTa g0-
IIaTHO TOTBphyje meHy LIeHTPaIHY YIOTy y IPOU3BOAIGI U YIPaB/batby HacubeM. OfHOC
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Ip>KaBe IIpeMa PaTHUM BeTepaHUMa JOJATHO IOKa3yje la paT Hije caMo TPEHYTHU YMH
KOJIEKTVMBHOT Hacyba Beh u gyropounn nHcrutyunonanun mnporec. CraTyc Betepana,
IPYCTYII IIPaBUMa, CUMOOIIMYKA IPY3HAA U [PYIITBEHA BU/BMBOCT 3aBICE OFf HAYMHA
Ha KOjI1 p>KaBa MHCTUTYLMOHATHO BpeiHyje ydeurhe y opraHM30BaHOM Hacusby. Y TOM
CMIUCITY, BeTepaHM IIPeACTaB/bajy crenndyan IpuMep IOCTpaTHe MHTETpaljyje paTHe
Modum3alyje y "HCTUTYLMOHAIHY TIOpefiak, duMe ce ToTBphyje na MomepHn paT PpyHK-
L[MOHUIIIE KPO3 TPajHe affMIHUCTPATUBHE, IOIUTUYKE U UEO/IOLIKe MeXaHN3Me, a He
VICK/BYUMBO KpO3 HellocpegHy npuMeny cute (Markovi¢ Savi¢, 2023).

Bedep oBaj mpouec onucyje meradopom stahlhartes Gehduse, koja IpeBeneHa Ha
cprcku jesuk (Weber, 1989) sHaun: ,,kao denuk TBp, oMortad 2. OBaKBO pa3yMeBaibe Ha-
IJIaIlaBa Jja MOfiepHe MHCTUTYIMje He QYHKI[VIOHNIITY Kao MeXaHM3MI OTpaHNMYera, Beh 1
Kao0 YBPCTO OPraHM30BaHM OKBMPY KOOPAMHALIMje, AUCIIUIUINHE U Modunusanuje. Y Tom
CMICTTY, PALiVIOHA/IN30BaHe SMPOKPATCKe IPOLEAype NCTOBPeMeHO oBehaBajy mpefBuanBoCT
APYLITBEHOT [1e/I0Bakba I OPraHM3alMOHe KallalNTeTe fpXKaBe, YK/bydyjyhu cmocodHoCT
IUTaHMpaba I CIPOBOlera MacoBHOT Hacuba. MeTtadopa je OBfje aHA/IMTUYKY OTPaHMIeHa
Ha OpraHm3alyoHe eeKTe MOJEPHUX MHCTUTYLV]A, @ He HA OTIIYHY JeTePMIHALV]Y
IPYLITBEHOT flenoBaba. [Jok Tumu mokasyje Kako pat IpOIINpYyje KanaluTeTe fpxKase,
Bedep odjanrmasa Kako TV Kalal[UTETH IOCTAjy CTAaOWIM30BAHNU KPO3 M pOKpaTUsanujy,
¢dopmanHa mpaBuIa U NpefBUAUBe IpoLeaype. Panonanusarmja MOfepHOr IPYLUITBA
TOBOJM /10 CUCTEMA Y KOjeM IIOjefIHAlL flefTyje YHyTap (OpMann30BaHNX MHCTUTYIINO-
Ha/THIX CTPYKTYpa Koje moBehasajy e(uKacHOCT, anu MCTOBPEMEHO OTPaHIYABAjy ayTO-
HOMUjY. Y TOM KOHTEKCTY JUCIMIUIVHA Ce jaB/ba KA0 K/bYYHM OPraHM3aIIOHN IPVHIIVII
MOJICPHUX MHCTUTYIIMja, HOCESHO BOjCKe, IIPU 4eMy, Kako uctude Bedep, ,,qucrumimua
BOjcKe je, MebyTum, koneBKa guciumte yomure (Weber, 1976, vol. 11, str. 243). Ha Taj
HAYVH MOJIEPHN AT HONpUMa 0INK KOOPAVHICAHOL, IPeABUUBOT U MHCTUTYI[VIOHATTHO
OpraHM30BAHOT HACK/bA.

CarrenaHo 13 OBe EPCIIEKTUBE, ,,IPYIITBEHI KaBe3 03HauYaBa aHA/IMTUYKY OIINC
MICTOPYjCKOT IIPOLjeca KPo3 KOji APYLITBA CTUYY KANALMTET /ja TeHEPUIY, KOOPAMHNUIIY
U CTIIPOBOJIe OPTAHN30BAHO HACHU/bE Y BEIMKOM 00VMY. YIPaBO OBaj MHCTUTYIVMOHATHN
Pas3Boj 0d/IMKYje KIby4aH IPeNyCIoB 3a padyMeBarbe paTa Kao MOJEpHe, a He CIIOHTaHe
WIN IpUpPOJHe /byficKe mojaBe. OTyAa, paT ce He MOXKe PasyMeT! Kao IIPOAY>KeTaK MH-
IVIBMIYa/IHOT Hacuba, Beh Kao crenydnyad 081K MHCTUTYILMOHAIHO OPTaHU30BaHe
U JleruTUMuCaHe mpruMeHe cue. CTora ce aHaaM3a y HACTABKY yCMepaBa Ka pary Kao
HajKOMIUIEKCHNjOj GOPMIL APYIITBEHO OPTaHM30BAHOT HAaCU/ba.

PAT KAO ITPOM3BO MOIEPHOCTU:
OPTAHV3ALINJA, IPJKABA 1 HACUJBE

Y 0BOM IOI7IaB/by IOTA3M CE Off T€3€ [jA PAT HMj€ OCTATAK IPUMUTUBHE IIPOILIIO-
ctu, Beh mponsBoz MOfepHNX APYIITBEHNX OpTraHM3anyja Koje oMoryhasajy MacoBHO 1
cucTeMaTcko Hacube. OBaj PUCTYI Hala3y CBOjy HajKOH3MCTEHTHU)Y apTUKYIAL]Y Y
MaKpoconyoomkoj anamsy Crannre Manemmesnha, koja omoryhasa sja ce par pasyme kao

2 Jlok je y aHIZIO(OHO]j pelieniyju [I03HaTa Kao ,iron cage®
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pesy/nTaT pa3Boja OpraHM3alIOHMX KallallUTeTa PYILITBA,  He Ka0 aHOMaJInja MU OCTY-
Hambe Off , HOPMA/THOT“ IPYIITBEHOT CTama. JaKo ce 0Baj paj y 3HAYajHOj Mepy OC/Iarba Ha
MaremreBnheBy MaKpOCOLMOMONIKY aHAIN3Y, BeHU YBUJIY CE OBJle KOPHCTE Kao JIe0 LInper
COLIMOJIONIKOT OKBMPA KOjU YKIbYdyje 1 K/IaCHYHe Teopuje Apxkase u Mohu. Manemesuh
HI0Ka3yje Ja cCaBpPeMeHM CBeT, YIIPKOC ITa iy MHTePIIepCOHATHOT Hacuba, oceyje Hajsehe
KamalnuTeTe 3a OpraHM30BaHo Hacube y ucropuju (Malesevié, 2011; 2017a). Manemesuh
aHa/lM3Mpa Kallal}uTeT APYLITaBa fja IPOU3BOJe HacKU/be, yKadyjyhu Ha orpaHnMYeHOCT
IPUCTYIIA KOjU HaCU/be Mepe MCK/bYIMBO KPO3 IberOBY Y4eCTaIoCT, 3aHeMapyjyhu cTpyxk-
TYpHe KamaluTeTe 3a beroBy OPraHIU3aLNjy, Te IOKa3yje a MOIEPHOCT He YKI/a Hacube,
Beh ra Tpancdopmuine, omoryhasajyhn merosy MacoBHy u cucTeMarcKy npuMeny. Ha Taj
HaulH Ce aHATUTUYKY 320KPY>Kyje OKBUP KOjU je y PETXOIHNM MOITIaB/bJIMa TOCTEIIEHO
pa3BUjaH, a KOjU yKa3yje Ha K/by4HY Y/IOTY OPTraHM3aLMOHNX, JUCIUIUINHCKUX U U€0/I0-
IIKVMX MeXaHM3aMa y padyMeBamby MOJIePHOT para.

Krpy4Ha ofyiika MOZIEpHOT paTa jecTe HeroB BICOK CTelleH opranusanyje. Croxene
IpyLITBeHe opranmsanyje oMoryhasajy KoopAMHaIMjy BeIMKOT dpoja aKTepa, KOHTPOIY
pecypca u [yroTpajHy MOOSMINSALH]y, ILITO IIPEfCTaB/ba OCHOBHE IIPEYC/IOBE 3a CIIPOBO-
hemwe MacoBHOr U CMCTeMaTCKOT HacK/ba. PacT OpraHM3alMOHNX KalalyuTeTa JUPEKTHO
nosehaBa MOTeHIMjas 3a CUCTEMATCKO HACU/be 1 TIPECTaB/ba K/bYYHY MeXaHU3aM KOju
pasmnKyje MofiepHe 0O/IMKe paToBamba Off PAaHMjIX, OTPAaHIIEHNX OO/IMKa HaCu/ba.

ITomnasehu ox Bedepose anamse gpiaBe Kao dupokparcke opranusanyuje, Majemesnh
HaIJIallaBa Jja MofiepHa Moh IIo4MBa Ha JMCLMIUIMHY ¥ OPraHM3al1OHOj KoHTpos. Kog
Bedepa aucunminua ce jaB/ba Kao K/by4HHU €leMEHT PallliOHA/TN30BAHUX M OUPOKpAT-
CKIX CTPYKTYPa, mocedHo y Bojcuu u ynpasu. Mumten @yko (Foucault, 1975) getamHuje
paspabyje oBe yBufe, mokasyjyhu Kako MHCTUTYLMje KpO3 KOHKPETHE TeXHNUKe HaJ30pa,
HOpMau3saluje ¥ KOHTpPOJIe IPOoN3Bojie AVCUUIDIMHOBaHe U KOOPAMHMCaHe akTepe. Tako
ce BedepoBa aHannsa CTPyKTypHIX KallaluTeTa OIybyje OYKOOBUM YBIUIOM Y KOHKPETHE
MeXaHI3Me IbIXOBOT Jie/ioBaba. OBM MeXaHM3MI Cy HOCeOHO BU/bUBMU Y BOjHUM OpraHu-
3alujaMma, e AMCLMIUIMHE, XMjepapXiija M PyTHHCKO U3BpllaBabe Hapendn omoryhasajy
eduKacHy KOOPAMHALN]Y KOMEKTUBHOT HACH/bA.

Bupoxparusanuja, cTora, uMa BOCTPyKM edeKaT: OHa MCTOBpeMeHo nosehasa
KoHTpony 1 omoryhasa Modunusanujy. MogepHe opraHmsarje He caMo Jia IIPOIIMPY]y
KaraIuTeT 3a Hacube Beh n 08miKyjy akTepe Koji Cy CIIpeMHN JIa TO HacKbe CIIPOBOJIE.
Ha Taj HauuH, IpuHYy/a He feyje UCK/bY4INBO CI10/ba, Beh ce MHTepHAINU3Yje KPO3 AMCLI-
IVIMHY 1 OpTaHM3alMOHe IIPaKce MOfIePHIUX MHCTUTYLHja.

IMopen opraHM3aI{MOHKX ¥ AUCLUIUINHCKIX MeXaHI3aMa, MAEO0NIornja mpefcTa-
B/ba K/bY4YHU yC/IOB KOju oMoryhaBa MacoBHO Hacusbe. JJOK SMpOKpaTcKe CTPYKType
0de3dehyjy koopauHaiujy 1 KOHTpOny, ugeonoruja odeszdebyje MopanHy nerntTumanujy
U eMOLMOHATHY MOTUBAIMjy 3a yuelnhe y KoneKTHBHOM Hacuby. Kpos odpasoBHe uH-
CTUTYLUje, Mefjuje U MOMUTHYKY JYCKYPC, MOflepHa [PYLITBA OOIMKYjy HapaTuBe Koju
KOHCTPYUIY KOJIEKTUBHE MIEeHTUTETe, YCIIOCTaB/bajy rpanuLe usMeby ,,Hac“ u ,,mux” u
HOPMann3yjy yrmoTpedy cuie Kao ONpaBJaHOT CPefCTBa. Y TOM CMUCITY, Halije ce MOTy
pasyMeTH Kao ,3aMuibeHe 3ajegauie” (Anderson, 1998), koje omoryhasajy fa Benmukm
Spoj mebhycodHO Hemo3HATHX TI0jeMHALA [leyje KAo jefHCTBEH KOJIEKTHUB CIIOCOOaH 3a
KOOPZAVHIICAHO JieioBambe. Tako, MIeoyIoruja He iefyje caMo Kao HaKHaJIHO oIlpaBfambe Beh
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Kao KOHCTUTYTUBHY MeXaH13aM Koju omoryhasa Tpancdopmarnjy nojefnHara y akrepe
OpPraHM30BaHOT U JIETUTVIMHOT HAacU/ba.

VI3 HaBefieHOT C/le fa CIIPEMHOCT Ha Hacu/be Huje HU OVOJIOLIKY ayTOMAaTCKa HI
KYITYpHO yHanpeq ogpebena, Beh gpymrBeHo nocpegoBaHa. Pat Huje anomanuja, Beh
pesy/ITaT fe/ioBama MOEPHUX APYLUITBEHNX OpPraHM3alyja Koje IOCeAyjy CIIoCOdHOCT
Ia IMCUMIUINHYjY, MOSWIMIY U IETUTUMUINY Hacube. CTOTa ce MOIEPHO Hacl/be MOXKe
pasyMeTy MCK/bY4MBO KPO3 aHaNIM3y OpraHM3alMMOHMX KalalUTeTa, JUCIUIIIMHCKIX
MexXaHy3aMa J UJIe0NIOMKIX OKBIUPa KOju oMoryhaBajy lberoBy MacOBHY 1 CUCTEMATCKY
MpUMEHY.

W3 mpeTxopiHe aHaM3e MPOU3/Ia3K Jla MOIEPHOCT UCTOBPEMEHO PelyKyje MHTep-
[IepCOHA/IHO HaCWbe, /I Jla PaMaTUYHO IT0BehaBa KallallUTeT 3a IbeTOBY OPTaHU30BaHY
U CUCTE€MATCKY IPYMEHY. YIIPABO y CIIOjy OPTaHM3aIMIOHUX KalaluTeTa, JUCIUIIMHCKIX
MeXaHu3aMa ¥ UeONOLIKe JIETUTYIMALVje HACTajy YCIOBM Y KOj/IMa Hacu/be MOXKe OUTHI
MAaCOBHO MOOWJIVICAHO, JYTOTPAjHO KOOPAMHICAHO VM MHCTUTYLMOHATHO ONPKUBO. YIIPaBo
Y CIIOjy OpTaHM3aLMOHMX KallauTeTa, AUCUUIUIMHCKMAX MeXaHM3aMa I WJEO0IOIIKE JIeT -
TUMallyje HacTajy YCTI0OBY KOjJ Y/HE PaT KOHCTUTYTUBHIM, a He IEBUjaHTHIM €/IEMEHTOM
MOJIEpHUX JJPYILITaBa.

Y ToM cMucy, paj npoinpyje mocrojehe MaKpoconmonolKe NpuUCTyIie ykasyjyhu
Ha HEeONIXOJHOCT MHTeTpalllije OpraHMU3alVOHUX, AUCHUIIIMHCKUX U Me0NTOIKNX MeXa-
HI3aMa y aHa/IM3¥ MOJEPHOT para.

3AK/bYYAK

AHanm3a Hacuba U paTa ImokKasyje fa ce oBU (heHOMEHM He MOTY CBECTU Ha MH/IU-
BUJyaJIHY arpeCUBHOCT MIN ypoheHy CKJIOHOCT Ka Hacwuby, Beh fia mpencrasbajy npy-
HITBEHO ¥ MICTOPUjCKM YCOB/beHe mporece. [lonmasna resa pajia, a paT Huje yHMBEp3aaHa
Y HeMIHOBHa I10jaBa, Beh pousBox criennuIHNX APYUITBEHNX Y MHCTUTYIMOHATHIX
ycnoBa, moTepheHa je Kpo3 M3BefIeHy TEOPUjCKY aHATU3Y.

AHTPOIIONONIKY ¥ UCTOPUjCKY YBUAM TOKA3yjy fia paT Hije SUo MPUCYTaH Y CBUM
APYLITBMMA HATH je IpeficTaB/bao KOHCTAaHTHY II0jaBy, 4/Me Ce JOBOJie Y MATambe PefyK-
IIMOHMCTHYKA 0djalImhersa Koja Hacu/be CBOJie Ha OMOJIONIKe MM eBOMyTUBHE (akTope.
VcTroBpemeHo, aHaMM3a HAC JOBOJY JI0 3aK/byUKa JIa je K/byd 3a pasyMeBame paTa y
IpoljecuMa APYIITBeHe OpTraHu3alje M MHCTUTYIMOHanm3anyje Mohn. Pa3Boj croxe-
HMX JPYLITBEHUX CTPYKTYpa OMOTyhHo je akyMy/aIiyjy, KOOPAMHALV]Y U TeTUTUMALU]y
Hacu/ba Y BE/IMKOM OOMMY, IIPY Y€MY Cy OPraHM3aLMOHY KAIlAL[UTEeTH IUPEKTHO IOBE3aHN
Ca ITOTeHIMjaJIOM 3a CHCTEMATCKO I MAaCOBHO HaclJbe.

Y TOM KOHTEKCTY, CaBpeMeHa APYIITBa, YIIPKOC CMamerby MHTepPIIepCOHATHOT Ha-
CuIba, oceyjy Hajeehe KamaryureTe 3a OpraHI30BaHO Hacube y ucTopuju. OBaj mapajoKc
yKasyje Ha TO Jia pacT pefia, CUTYPHOCTYU U MHCTUTYLIMOHAIHE CTadMTHOCTH UJie YIOPeno
ca pa3BojeM MexaHM3aMa Koju oMoryhasajy MacOBHO U CUCTEMATCKO Hacube.

Jaspe, aHa/MM3a IOKa3yje fa ce HacU/be He MOXKe pasyMeTH de3 HberoBUX OpraHu-
3aIVIOHUX, IUCIVTUIMHCKYX VM MICOTIONIKNX AuMeH31ja. [lok dupokpaTusanyja u ayciu-
inHa oMoryhasajy KOHTpOy, KOOpAMHALMjy 1 MOdMUIM3anujy, ugeonoruja odesdebyje
MOpaIHy JIETUTYMALV)Y M MOTHBAIMjy 3a ydelrhe y KOJeKTMBHOM HAaCUIbY. YIIPaBO Y CIIOjy
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OBUX MeXaHM3aMa HACTajy yCIOBM KOji oMoryhaBajy HacTaHaK ¥ Offp)KaBarbe MOJEPHNX
odnuka paToBama.

V3 HaBefleHOT C/Iefiy fla PaT HUje U3y3eTaK WM aHOMauja, Beh KOHCTUTYTUBHU
IIPOM3BOJI MOJIEPHUX APYIITBEHUX Opranusanyja. tberoso pasymepame 3axTeBa MaKpoCo-
IIVIOTIONIKY IIePCIIEKTHBY KOja ¥ GOKYC CTaB/ba CTPYKTYype, MHCTUTYIUje U Tporjece KPo3
KOje ce Hacu/be IPOM3BOM, OfpKaBa I IETUTUMIMILIE.

Crora ce MOXXe 3aK/by4NTH Jja MOJLEPHOCT He YKI/a Hacu/be, Beh ra TpaHcopmuIie:
penykyjyhm nnTepriepcoHanHe oduke, OHa MCTOBpeMeHO NoBehaBa KanalureT 3a BHEeroBy
OpraHM30BaHy ¥ CUCTEMATCKy IPUMEHY. YIIPaBO y TOM IIAPAJOKCY je K/byd 3a PasyMeBambe
CaBpeMeHNX [IPYIITaBa, y KOjMa PacT OpraHusaIyje, CTadMIHOCTU U CUTYPHOCTH MICTO-
BPeMeHO CTBapa yC/IoBe 3a JI0 cajia HeBubeHe 0O/mKe KOMEKTMBHOT HacK/ba.
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ORGANIZED VIOLENCE AND SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT:
WAR AS A PRODUCT OF MODERNITY

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: The aim of this paper is to analyze the relationship between violence, war,
and modernity, and to re-examine the widely held assumption that modern social devel-
opment leads to a decline in violence. The paper starts from the assumption that war is
not a universal or natural phenomenon, but a specific, institutionalized form of collective
violence that depends on the level of social organization and the development of institu-
tional capacities. The study is based on a theoretical analysis of classical and contemporary
sociological approaches, as well as insights from anthropological and historical research
on the origins and variability of violence. The analysis shows that war is not a universal
phenomenon, but a socially and historically conditioned form of violence. Although
modern societies exhibit a decline in interpersonal violence, they simultaneously develop
unprecedented organizational capacities for large-scale, coordinated, and legitimized vi-
olence. Modernity does not eliminate violence but transforms it. War can be understood
as a product of complex social organization rather than a consequence of human nature.

Keywords: violence, war, social organization, social structure, social institutions,
organizational power, discipline, legitimization, social develo9pment

INTRODUCTION

Modern society demonstrates a paradoxical attitude towards violence. It is omnipresent
in the media environment, while in public and political discourse there is an emphasis on
the values of peace, tolerance and non-violent resolution of conflicts. This paradox opens
a specific sociological riddle: whether modernity reduces violence or modern societies si-
multaneously develop its most organized and most mass forms, such as war, which remains
a significant and constitutive part of the modern world.

Starting from this tension, the aim of the paper is to reexamine the relationship
between social development and war as a specific form of organized violence, bringing into
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question the commonly held assumption that modernity necessarily reduces belligerence.
In that respect, war is not observed as a universal or natural phenomenon, but as a specific,
highly organized and institutionalized form of violence, which enables the analysis of the
conditions under which violence becomes mass, legitimate and systematically generated.
Although numerous approaches explain violence through individual, biological or cul-
tural factors, little attention is dedicated to the analysis of organizational and institutional
mechanisms enabling its mass and systematic generation.

The paper is positioned within a broader sociological debate about the relationship
between modernity and violence. While the authors such as Norbert Elias (Elias, 2000)
and Steven Pinker (Pinker, 2011) point to a long-term decline in interpersonal violence
and “civilizational process’, macro-sociological approaches, particularly those of Charles
Tilly (Tilly, 1985), Michael Mann (Mann, 1986) and Sini$a Malesevi¢ (Malesevi¢, 2011;
2017a), show that modern societies simultaneously develop so far unseen organizational
capacities for mass and legitimized violence. Starting from this tension, we strive to show
that modernity does not cancel violence, but transforms its forms and mechanisms. The
contribution of this paper is seen in connecting organizational, disciplinary and ideological
mechanisms into a single analytical framework for understanding war as a specific product
of the development of complex social organizations.

Contrary to reductionist explanations that reduce violence to individual aggressivity
or biological predispositions, this paper starts from the viewpoint that violence cannot be
understood outside a broader social, historical and organizational context. The basic thesis
of the paper is that war is a specific and historically conditioned form of socially organized
violence, which arises only with the development of complex, particularly modern social
organizations, and that it does not derive from the archaic human nature, but from struc-
tural, organizational and ideological capacities of modern societies. In that framework, the
intensity and patterns of organized violence, including war, are conditioned by the devel-
opment of social organizations, the state’s capacities, the degree of bureaucratization and
mechanisms of ideological legitimization. Such understanding of war is confirmed even at
the level of its consequences. The examination of the position of war veterans shows that
their status is not a consequence of individual characteristics, but of the way in which the
state and institution value and integrate war participation (Markovi¢ Savi¢, 2023).

Accordingly, this paper is structured so as to first consider different theoretical
definitions of violence and point to the tension between broader and narrower approaches.
Then the debate is analyzed about human aggressivity, i.e., the question whether war and
organized violence are universal features of the human species or a social and historical
product. In the continuation, the paper examines the process of power institutionalization
and the development of organizational capacities of modern societies, so as to show in
what manner mass and systematic violence becomes possible. Within that context, special
attention is dedicated to the analysis of three key mechanisms: organizational capacities,
disciplinary structures and ideological legitimization of violence. In this manner, an ar-
gument is gradually built that modern wars are not a remnant of the primitive past, but a
product of social development and organizational complexity.

In this paper, the analytical focus is shifted from the question “why people are vio-
lent” to the question “under what social conditions violence becomes possible, legitimate
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and mass organized”. In that light, we try to offer a consistent sociological framework for
understanding violence and war as constitutive and deviant elements of modern societies.
Starting from the above-mentioned, the first analytical step implies a precise definition of
the concept of violence itself in order to determine war as its most organized and institu-
tionalized form.

WHAT IS VIOLENCE AND HOW TO UNDERSTAND IT?

The key point in understanding war is its organizational conditionality. This paper
starts from the viewpoint that war is not a consequence of universal human aggressivity, but
a socially and organizationally conditioned form of violence. To understand adequately the
relationship between war and violence, it is first necessary to define the concept of violence
more precisely. Violence is a broader concept than war: while every war involves violence,
not all violence is war. Understanding violence is conditioned by the social context and it
changes through time and space, which points to its socially constructed and historically
variable nature (Collins, 2008, pp. 2-3). Hence, the same act in different contexts may be
marked as crime or heroism, depending on the authority defining it.

To understand war as a specific form of violence, it is important to make difference
between interpersonal and organized violence. Interpersonal violence proceeds in direct
“face-to-face” interactions and can be initiated by an individual or a smaller group, while
organized violence implies the existence of structured collective actors that systematically
plan and implement violence, for example, states, armies or revolutionary movements
(Malesevi¢, 2017b, pp. 1-2). This difference is an analytical step that enables more precise
understanding of war as a specific form of organized and institutionalized violence.

In that context, the analysis of the role of the state is of particular importance. The
development of modern states is connected with the ability to institutionalize and monop-
olize violence, which is defined as a legitimate monopoly of physical coercion in classical
sociology (Weber, 1978, p. 38). This process forms the institutional prerequisite for war
organization because it enables centralized control, resource mobilization and legitimization
of applying force. It is exactly through the processes of organization, institutionalization
and legitimization that violence acquires the capacity for turning into a mass and system-
atic practice. Due to these capacities, violence stops being fragmented and situational and
becomes a permanently organized, coordinated and mass practice, which is the key feature
of war. Furthermore, state violence acquires a legitimate status, thus creating a normative
framework in which war is possible as an institutionally justified form of collective coercion.

However, there is no absolute agreement in literature about what is considered
violence. In broader theoretical approaches, the concept of violence is expanded beyond
physical coercion. With a concept of structural violence, Galtung (Galtung, 1969, pp.
167-169) indicates that social inequalities may produce systematic harm without direct
action of individuals, while Bourdieu (Bourdieu, 2001, pp. 6-9) uses the concept of symbolic
violence to show how the relations of domination are reproduced through institutions and
cultural patterns. Zizek (Zizek, 2008, pp. 1-2) makes further difference between visible,
subjective violence and objective violence entrenched in social structures. The author of this
paper positions herself between broader approaches and narrow, analytically more precise
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definitions of violence, trying to keep their insights, but also to avoid excessive conceptual
flexibility. These approaches point to the deep roots of violence in social relations, but at
the same time bear a risk of analytical unclearness due to the excessive expansion of the
concept. Although these approaches expand the understanding of violence, they make it
difficult to clearly distinguish between different forms of coercion, which is crucial ion the
analysis of war as a specific social phenomenon.

In contrast, in narrower definitions of violence, the authors such as Tilly (Tilly, 2003),
Collins (Collins, 2008) and Malesevi¢ (20176) place an emphasis on the use of physical force
that causes injury or death, which makes the concept of violence analytically precise and
limited. In Tilly’s opinion, violence is a socially organized activity under control, insepa-
rable from the process of state building and political power (Tilly, 2003, pp. 3-5). Collins
(Collins, 2008, pp. 19-23) emphasizes that violence is a rare and situationally conditioned
outcome of social interactions and not an automatic human reaction. Malesevi¢ (2017a, p.
15) defines violence as a gradual social process that involves different forms of coercion,
from individual conflicts to wars, stressing its organizational and historical conditionality.
This narrower definition is the basis for distinguishing war as a specific form of organized
and collective violence, which implies the systematic application of physical force.

From the above-mentioned, it follows that neither broad nor narrow definitions of
violence are sufficient in themselves. Broader definitions distinguish analytical elasticity, while
narrower ones, although providing higher conceptual precision, stend to limit the analysis
to direct application of force, leaving a broader institutional and organizational context in
the background. However, introducing the continuum of different forms of violence does
not mean that every social inequality, symbolic domination or structural coercion in this
paper are analytically treated as violence in the same terms. Although broader approaches
point to important mechanisms of the reproduction of power and domination, the subject
of the analysis in this paper are still those forms of coercion that include real or directly
threatening application of physical force. That is exactly why war is not determined as any
form of social conflict or domination, but as a specific form of organized, collective and
institutionally controlled physical violence. The concept of continuum here serves to point
to different degrees of organization and legitimization of physical coercion, and not to erase
analytical differences between symbolic domination, structural coercion and physical vio-
lence. Therefore, in this paper violence is understood as a continued and socially mediated
process with different degrees of organization, whose forms range from interpersonal to
highly organized and institutionalized practices. It is exactly this range of different degrees
of organization and legitimization of physical coercion that enables showing how, in the
conditions of the development of complex social organizations, violence transforms into
its most complex and institutionally most developed form - war.

Seen in this manner, the question of violence cannot be separated from the process
of modernity. While some authors, such as Pinker (Pinker, 2011, pp. 56-60), point to a
decrease in interpersonal violence, sociological approaches show that modern societies si-
multaneously develop so far unseen capacities for the organization, legitimization and mass
mobilization of violence, which is most clearly manifested in war as its most organized form.

From this perspective, war is perceived as a specific form of organized, institution-
alized and collective violence. In contrast to interpersonal forms, war makes up a systemic
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and institutionally mediated form of coercion, whose causes should be sought in social
structures, political institutions and organizational capacities of society. That is why wars
are not a universal characteristic of the human species, but a variable and historically con-
ditioned phenomenon deriving from different levels of social organization.

Relying on Sini$a Malesevi¢’s macro-sociological approach, in this paper war is un-
derstood as a specific form of organized, collective and institutionally coordinated physical
violence, which implies longer-term mobilization of social resources and politically organ-
ized actors. This determination enables distinguishing war analytically from interpersonal,
sporadic or non-institutionalized collective violence, because it implies the existence of
stable structures of organization, command and legitimization. In that respect, the concept
of war in this paper includes interstate and civil wars, as well as broader forms of state-
based conflicts in which there are relatively stable structures of command, mobilization
and legitimization of violence. In contrast, the analysis does not include individual forms
of revenge, sporadic group violence, sports hooliganism or other forms of non-institution-
alized collective conflict that do not imply a stable organizational and political structure.

The question arises as to whether war is immanent to the human nature or a result
of the development of social institutions. This question constitutes the starting point for
the analysis of its origin in the continuation of this paper.

THE QUESTION OF HUMAN HACIVJIHOCTU: BIOLOGICAL
DISPOSITION OR SOCIAL CONTEXT? IS WAR A
UNIVERSAL AND INEVITABLE PHENOMENON?

Starting from the viewpoint that violence is socially and organizationally condi-
tioned, this chapter examines whether war can be explained by biological predispositions
or primarily by social conditions. Therefore, the key question is not whether people have
the capacity for violence, but under what conditions this capacity turns into organized and
collective acting. Building on the previous analysis, war is here understood as a specific
form of collective violence and not as a universal and inevitable phenomenon. Although
war implies violence, any violence or form of organized violence cannot be understood as
war because it implies specific forms of collective mobilization, coordination and legiti-
mization (MaleSevi¢, 2011, pp. 45-47).

From this perspective, the question of war origin cannot be reduced to the question
of human aggressivity, but it requires an analysis of historical conditions in which violence
assumes organized forms. It is through these processes of demographic concentration,
political centralization and institutional coordination that violence acquires the capacity
for turning into organized and permanent collective acting. The most direct way of ex-
amining this thesis is the analysis of early forms of human societies. Archaeological and
anthropological data indicate that forms of organized violence in the Palaeolithic were
limited and fragmentary (Guilaine & Zammit, 2005, pp. 12-18). The prevailing form of
social organization included small, flexible hunting-collecting groups in which conflicts,
in case they arose, had a limited scope (Fry, 2013, pp. 21-25). Examples such as the Batek
and the Moriori show that non-violent forms of social organization have existed throughout
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history (Fry, 2013, pp. 85-92). These findings dispute the thesis about war universality and
show that its existence is conditioned by specific social circumstances. The sole existence
of the potential for violence is not sufficient for the beginning of war, but a certain level of
social organization is necessary that will enable its coordination and reproduction.

In contrast, the authors such as Gat (Gat, 1999; 2016) and Pinker (Pinker, 2011)
point to the evolutionary roots of violence, emphasizing competition for resources, part-
ners and the status. Although these approaches speak of the existence of the potential for
violence, they do not explain the creation of war as a complex social practice, i.e., they do
not clarify the transition from individual and small forms of violence towards collective and
organized destruction. In other words, biological explanations may point to the conditions
of the probability of violence, but also to the mechanisms of its social organization. This
is exactly why the explanation of war requires an analysis of social mechanisms enabling
collective mobilization and institutionalization of violence.

Similarly, Neo-Darwinist approaches that rely on comparisons to large apes do not
provide a satisfactory explanation to the question of human aggressivity. As stressed by
Goldstein (Goldstein, 2001, pp. 184-194), variations in the behaviour of related species,
such as bonobos, show that genetic closeness does not determine unambiguous behaviour
but, instead, it is mediated by social and cultural factors. These findings show that the ex-
istence of the potential for violence does not explain the phenomenon of war as organized
and collective violence.

Furthermore, Fry (Fry, 2013, pp. 85-92) questions the thesis about war universality
showing that many hunting-collecting communities function without organized warfare.
He emphasizes that violence is variable and conditioned by a social and environmental
context, whereas the absence of war is not a consequence of the “peaceful human nature”,
but of specific social conditions, such as small population density, absence of centralized
power and specific mechanisms of conflict control. These findings additionally confirm
that war is primarily a function of social organization and not a direct expression of the
human nature.

The key change in the phenomenon of war comes with the transition to the sedentary
way of life and the development of more complex social and political structures. With the
population growth and stronger political organization, violence becomes structured and
institutionalized, which creates conditions for the beginning of war as a permanent and
systematically organized social practice. Mann (Mann, 1986, pp. 109-115) shows that the
in Mesopotamia was integral part of political organization, while centralized power and
a steadier order in Egypt limited internal conflicts. These examples show that war is not
a spontaneous expression of aggression, but a result of specific institutional and political
conditions enabling its organization and legitimization.

Hence the analysis of war shifts from the question of biological aggressivity to the
question of social organization and cultural legitimization of violence. Keegan (Keegan, 1993,
pp- 3-12) believes that in ancient societies war was deeply rooted in religious and cultural
values, which indicates that war is not only the question of the application of force, but also
a process of social and cultural legitimization that enables its stability and reproduction.

The debate about the origin of war and violence reflects a classical dichotomy be-
tween Hobbes” and Rousseau’s understanding of the human nature. While Hobbes sees the
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natural state as the state of conflict and uncertainty, Rousseau connects violence with the
appearance of property and social inequality. However, both approaches remain limited
because they do not take into account the historical variability of war and the role of social
institutions in enabling its organization and legitimization.

Anthropological and archaeological studies remain divided, but they agree in one
thing: violence in prehistory was neither universal nor uniform, but varied significantly
depending on the social and environmental context (Keeley, 1996; Kelly, 2000; Fry, 2013).
Based on this, war does not mark a necessary outcome of the human nature, but its appear-
ance is conditioned by specific social and organizational circumstances.

Although different forms of violence have existed throughout human history, war
as an organized, collective and legitimized practice is neither universal nor inevitable. It
appears as a result of specific combinations of social, demographic and political conditions,
and needs to be understood as a historically and organizationally conditioned form of
violence. This confirms the starting thesis of the paper — that war is not a consequence of
the human nature, but a result of the development of society’s specific organizational and
institutional capacities.

“SOCIAL CAGING”: INSTITUTIONALIZATION
OF POWER AND THE CREATION OF
MODERN CAPACITY FOR VIOLENCE

Therefore, the key question is not why individuals are capable of violence, but
how societies acquire the capacity for organizing, extending and legitimizing violence,
particularly in the form of war. That is why it is necessary to examine under what social
conditions violence becomes permanently organized, mass and institutionally supported.
This chapter takes a macro-sociological position that looks at war as a result of the devel-
opment of institutional and organizational capacities of modern societies. This is a process
which constitutes gradual strengthening of organizational capacities enabling control, co-
ordination and mobilization of large populations. The same processes may be analytically
understood through three connected mechanisms: power institutionalization, disciplining
of actors and ideological legitimization of collective acting.

The historical development of human societies was not linear, but it gradually led
towards poser institutionalization and the creation of more and more complex structures
that organize social life. This process may be analytically described as the creation of “the
social cage’, i.e., the process of social caging in Mann’s terms, within which stable, territorially
and institutionally founded structures appear with individuals being permanently involved
in the relations mediated by institutions. The concept of the “social cage” complements
Mann’s analysis which points to the formation process of stable and institutionalized social
structures. This metaphor marks not only the restriction of individual freedom, but also the
creation of prerequisites for coordination, disciplining and mobilization of large populations.

Starting from Mann’s concept of “social caging”, which describes the process of
territorial and institutional inclusion of population in stable social structures (Mann,
1986, pp. 1-33), this paper proves that exactly those processes create prerequisites for the
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organization, mobilization and legitimization of mass violence in the form of modern war.
Unlike Hobbes” model of voluntarily leaving the natural state, Mann interprets this pro-
cess as a long-lasting structural formation of social relations through political, economic,
military and ideological institutions (Mann, 1986, pp. 42-44). In that process, institutions
ensure safety, resources and predictability, while individuals accept an increasingly higher
degree of institutional dependence and normative control, which simultaneously opens
the possibility for coordinating and mobilizing large populations.

The key aspect of this process is that the same mechanisms that limit individual ac-
tion simultaneously enable coordination, mobilization and disciplining of large populations
within collective projects (Mann, 1986, pp. 70-90). It is only the development of standing
armies, centralized apparatuses and bureaucratic chains of command that enables societies
to accumulate and implement violence systematically on a large scale (Mann, 1986, pp.
135-150). Therefore, modern capacity for war is not a consequence of “more aggressive
human nature’, but a result of the development of society’s institutional capacities.

Mann’s insight is complemented by Charles Tilly, who believes that these capacities
evolve historically exactly through war and preparations for war. His well-known thesis that
“war creates the state and the state makes war” (Tilly, 1985) points to the mutual strengthening
of warfare, the construction of the state and the processes or protection and extraction of
resources. In that process, states expand their administrative, fiscal and military capacities,
while inhabitants are included in permanent patterns of tax duties, military mobilization
and political control (Tilly, 1985, pp. 170-181). At the same time, such dynamics also leads
to the strengthening of the institutional infrastructure and gradual extension of civil and
political rights, thus strengthening the state’s long-term capacity for organized violence,
particularly in the form of war. In that context, the position of the state towards war par-
ticipants further confirms its central role in the generation and management of violence.
The state’s position towards war veterans further shows that war is not only a momentary
act of collective violence, but also a long-term institutional process. The veteran status,
access to rights, symbolic awards and social visibility depend on the manner in which the
state institutionally values participation in organized violence. In that respect, veterans
are a specific example of the post-war integration of war mobilization in the institutional
order, which confirms that modern war functions through permanent administrative,
political and ideological mechanisms and not exclusively through direct application of
force (Markovi¢ Savié, 2023).

Weber describes this process through a metaphor of stahlhartes Gehduse (Weber,
1989), which can be translated into Serbian as “steel-hard casing”>. This understanding
stresses that modern institutions do not function as limitation mechanisms, but also as
tirmly organized frameworks of coordination, discipline and mobilization. In that respect,
rationalized bureaucratic procedures simultaneously increase the predictability of social
action and organizational capacities of the state, including the ability to plan and execute
mass violence. Here, the metaphor is analytically limited to organizational effects of modern
institution and not to a complete determination of social action. While Tilly shoes how
war expands the state’s capacities, Weber explains how those capacities become stabilized

2 Also known as the “iron cage” in the Anglophone reception.
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through bureaucratization, formal rules and predictable procedures. The rationalization
of modern society leads to a system in which an individual acts within formalized insti-
tutional structures that increase efficiency but at the same time limit autonomy. Within
that context, discipline appears as a key organizational principle of modern institutions,
in particular the military, whereas, as emphasized by Weber, “army discipline is, however,
the cradle of discipline in general” (Weber, 1976, vol. II, p. 243). In this manner, modern
war assumes the form of coordinated, predictable and institutionally organized violence.

Perceived from this perspective, “social cage” denotes an analytical description of
a historical process through which societies acquire the capacity to generate, coordinate
and execute organized violence on a large scale. This very institutional development shapes
the key prerequisite for understanding war as a modern and not spontaneously or natural
human phenomenon. Hence, war cannot be understood as a continuation of individual
violence, but as a specific form of institutionally organized and legitimized application of
force. Therefore, the analysis below is directed towards war as the most complex form of
socially organized violence.

WAR AS A PRODUCT OF MODERNITY:
ORGANIZATION, STATE AND VIOLENCE

This chapter starts from a thesis that war is not a remnant of the primitive past,
but a product of modern social organizations that enable mass and systematic violence.
This approach finds its most consistent articulation in Sini$a Malesevi¢’s macro-sociolog-
ical analysis, which enables understanding war as a result of the development of society’s
organizational capacities, and not as an anomaly or deviation from the “normal” social
condition. Although this paper substantially relies on Malesevi¢’s macro-sociological
analysis, its insights are used here as part of a broader sociological framework that also
includes classical theories of the state and power. Male$evi¢ shows that the modern world,
despite a decline in interpersonal violence, possesses the greatest capacities for organized
violence in history (Male$evi¢, 2011; 2017a). Malesevi¢ analyzes the capacity of societies
to generate violence, pointing to the limitation of the approaches that measure violence
exclusively through its frequency, neglecting structural capacities for its organization and
shows that modernity does not cancel violence, but transforms it instead, enabling its mass
and systematic application. In this manner, the analytical framework gradually developed
in the previous chapters has been completed and it points to the key role of organizational,
disciplinary and ideological mechanisms in understanding modern war.

The key feature of modern war is its high degree of organization. Complex social
organizations enable the coordination of a large number of actors, resource control and
long-term mobilization, which are the main prerequisites for executing mass and system-
atic violence. The growth of organizational capacities directly increases the potential for
systematic violence and constitutes the key mechanism that distinguishes modern forms
of warfare from earlier, limited forms of violence.

Starting from Weber’s analysis of the state as a bureaucratic organization, Malesevi¢
emphasizes that modern power relies on discipline and organizational control. According
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to Weber, discipline appears as the key element of rationalized and bureaucratic struc-
tures, particularly in the army and administration. Michel Foucault (Foucault, 1975)
elaborates these insights in detail, showing how institutions, through concrete techniques
of surveillance, normalization and control, produce disciplined and coordinated actors.
Thus, Weber’s analysis of structural capacities is supplemented by FoucaultOs insight into
concrete mechanisms of their action. These mechanisms are particularly visible in military
organizations, where discipline, hierarchy and routine execution of orders enable efficient
coordination of collective violence.

Therefore, bureaucratization has a two-fold effect: it simultaneously increases con-
trol and enables mobilization. Modern organizations do not only extend the capacity for
violence but also shape actors ready to implement such violence. In this way, coercion does
not act only externally, but is internalized through discipline and organizational practices
of modern institutions.

Apart from organizational and disciplinary mechanisms, ideology is the key con-
dition enabling mass violence. While bureaucratic structures ensure coordination and
control, ideology ensures moral legitimization and emotional motivation for participating
in collective violence. Through educational institutions, media and political discourse,
modern societies shape narratives that construct collective identities, establish bounda-
ries between “us” and “them” and normalize the use of force as a justified means. In that
respect, nations may be understood as “imaginary communities” (Anderson, 1998) that
enable a large number of mutually unfamiliar individuals act as a single collective capable
of coordinated action. Thus, ideology does not act only as a subsequent justification, but
as a constitutive mechanism that enables the transformation of individuals into actors of
organized and legitimate violence.

From the above-mentioned, it derives that readiness for violence is not biologically
automatically or culturally previously determined, but socially mediated. War is not an anom-
aly but a result of the action of modern social organizations with the ability of disciplining,
mobilizing and legitimizing violence. Therefore, modern violence can be understood solely
through the analysis of organizational capacities, disciplinary mechanisms and ideological
frameworks enabling its mass and systematic application.

From the previous analysis it derives that modernity simultaneously reduces inter-
personal violence, but also dramatically increases the capacity for its organized and system-
atic application. It is exactly in the combination of organizational capacities, disciplinary
mechanisms and ideological legitimization that conditions are created in which violence
can be mass mobilized, long-lasting, coordinated and institutionally sustainable. It is in
this combination of organizational capacities, disciplinary mechanisms and ideological
legitimization that the conditions are created making war a constitutive and not deviant
element of modern societies.

In that respect, this paper extends the existing macro-sociological approaches by
pointing to the necessity of integration of organizational, disciplinary and ideological
mechanisms in the analysis of modern war.
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CONCLUSION

The analysis of violence and war shows that these phenomena cannot be reduced to
individual aggressivity or innate inclination towards violence, but they constitute socially
and historically conditioned processes. The starting thesis of the paper - that war is not
a universal and inevitable phenomenon, but a product of specific social and institutional
conditions - has been confirmed through the performed theoretical analysis.

Anthropological and historical insights show that war was not present in all so-
cieties nor was it a constant phenomenon, which brings into question the reductionist
explanations reducing violence to biological or evolutionary factors. At the same time, the
analysis leads us to a conclusion that the key for understanding war is in the processes of
social organization and institutionalization of power. The development of complex social
structures enabled the accumulation, coordination and legitimization of violence on a
large scale, whereas organizational capacities are directly connected with the potential for
systematic and mass violence.

Within that context, modern societies, despite the decline in interpersonal violence,
have the largest capacities for organized violence in history. This paradox points out that
the increase in order, safety and institutional stability goes along with the development of
mechanisms that enable mass and systematic violence.

Furthermore, the analysis shows that violence cannot be understood without its
organizational, disciplinary and ideological dimensions. While bureaucratization and
discipline ensure control, coordination and mobilization, ideology ensures moral legitimi-
zation and motivation for participating in collective violence. Exactly in the combination
of these mechanisms the conditions are created enabling the appearance and maintenance
of modern forms of warfare.

From the above-mentioned it follows that war is not an exception or anomaly, but
a constitutive product of modern social organizations. Its understanding requires a mac-
ro-sociological perspective that focuses on structures, institutions and processes through
which violence is generated, maintained and legitimized.

Therefore, it can be concluded that modernity does not cancel violence, but trans-
form it by reducing interpersonal forms, and it simultaneously increases the capacity for
its organized and systematic application. This very paradox holds the key to understanding
modern societies in which the growth of organization, stability and safety simultaneously
creates conditions for yet unseen forms of collective violence.
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