suvremene drustvene
i tehnoloske promjene
i perspektive razvoja sela

Ve¢ duze vrijeme vlada prili¢na letargijo na podruéju istrazivanja su-
vremenih drudtvenih promjena u selu i agraru. Raznoliki su razlozi takva
stanja koje, vise ili manje, pogada cielokupni jugoslavenski prostor.
Prili¢no je slaba i komunikacija medu ruralnim sociolozima, agrarnim
ekonomistima kao i srodnim struénjacima koji se bave problematikom
razvoja sela.

To su neki od vaznijih razloga $to je Institut za drustvena istraZivania,
odnosno, njegova radna grupa za sociologiju sela inicirala odrzavanije
znanstvenog skupa, pod gornjim naslovom. Nakon duZih priprema
i tetko¢a prvenstveno organizacijske i financijske prirode, skup je odrzan
u lloku 21. i 22. svibnja 1987. Namijera je bila da se okupi $iri, jugo-
slavenski sastav relevantnih istraZivaéa koji se bave promjenama i per-
spektivama suvremenog sela. Tematski sklop ovog skupa fokusiran je
na problemske cjeline, kao $to su: suvremena tehnoloska revolucija v
poljoprivredi i njen utjecaj na socijalni razvoj sela; transformacija osnov-
nih kategorija seoskog drustva (porodica, domaéinstvo, polj. gospodar-
stvo); polozaj i perspektive znaajnijih drustvenih grupa u selu; drustveni
procesi i demografski razvoj sela, te kulturne promjene u selu.

Na savjetovanju je podneseno deset referata, od kojih se veéi broj
objavljuie u ovom broju &asopisa »Sociologija sela«. Pokazalo se da
je vrlo teko na samo jednom skupu apsolvirati tako Sirok krug tema,
a nismo ni uspjeli okupiti sve relevantne istraZivage. Neke nismo mogli
pozvati zbog financijskih ograniéenja, a neki pozvani bili su sprijeceni
drugim obavezama.

Prvi radni dan pro$ao je u izlaganju referata i koreferata te v diskusiji
oko znagajnih problema. Rasprava je bila vrlo Ziva, ponekad polemi¢na
i pridonijela je rasvijetliavanju mnogih, otvorenih, teorijskih pitanja pra-
vaca i smisla modernizacije sela u nasoj zemlji. Najvise se raspravljalo
oko glavnih trendova promjena u nadem selu, seoskoj kulturi te dezinte-
graciji i integraciji sela u globalne drustvene promijene.

Drugi dan savjetovanja, osim $to se nastavila diskusija prethodnog dana,
imao je za temu raspravu o nedavno iziloj knjizi H. Mendrasa: Seljacka
drustva. Kako su u knjizi izloZzene interesantne teze o nastanku i kraju
seljadtva, te o prirodi selja¢kog drustva, uéesnici su imali vrlo zanimljiv
medii za pretresanie fundamentalnih pitanja selia¢kog drustva, a mo-
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derator rasprave V. Puljiz, pored uvodnih napomena, vrlo je konstruk-
tivno usmjeravao cjelokupnu debatu.

Uz radni sadrzaj savjetovanja dogovaralo se oko daljnjih akcija ruralnih
sociologa na planu izdava&ke i prevodilaéke aktivnosti, oko &asopisa
»Sociologija sela« i dr. Jedinstveni je zaklju¢ak da takva savjetovanja
treba nastaviti i pretvoriti ih v redovite dvogodisnje skupove, s uzim
tematskim sadrzajem. To je jedan od naéina za ozivljavanje rada ru-
ralnih sociologa i srodnih struénjaka, za pobolj$anje medusobne komu-
nikacije i prezentacije rezultata istraZivanja $iroj javnosti.

Valja jos$ istaéi da je na ovom skupu sudjelovalo dvadeset i pet uéesnika
i da su financijsku potporu za njegovo odrizavanje dali Samoupravna
interesna zajednica za znanstveni rad SR Hrvatske i Centar za idejno-
-teorijski rad CK SK Hrvatske »Vladimir Bakariée.

Prvog dana skupa predsjednik Organizacijskog odbora prof. Svetozar
Livada vrlo je nadahnutim, i samo sebi svojstvenim rije¢ima podsjetio
na nase preminule kolege i posebno apostrofirao djelo i zna&aj doajena
ruralne sociologije prof. Cvetka Kosti¢a, kao i kolega Vojisiava Puriéa,
Borislava Dimkovi¢a i Edhema Diliéa.

milan Zupanéié



Technological Changes, Rural
Development and the Perspectives
of Rural Regions

For a long time already a rather
considerable lethargy has been felt
in the field of research into current
social changes in the village and
agriculture. There are many
different reasons for this state,
which affects more or less the
whole of Yugoslavia. There is also
rather poor communication among
rural sociologists, agrarian
economists and experts from
related fields concerned with
problems of rural development.
These are some of the more
important reasons why the Institute
for Social Research, i.e. its work
group for rural sociology, initiated
a meeting of scientists and
researchers to discuss the above
subject. After extensive
preparations and difficulties of
primarily organizational and
financial nature, the meeting was
held in Ilok on 21 and 22 May
1987. The intention had been to
gather a large number of research
workers from the whole of
Yugoslavia who are concerned with
the subject of changes and
perspectives of the modern village.
Thematically this gathering focused
on groups of problems like: the
modern technological revolution

in agriculture and its influence on
rural social development; the
transformation of the basic
categories of village society
(fam_ily, household, farm);
positions and pespectives of more
important social groups in the
village; social processes and
demographic development in the

village; and cultural changes in the

village.

Ten papers were presented, most of
which are published in this issue
of Sociologija sela. It was shown
that it is very difficult to cover
such a wide range of subjects at
only one meeting, especially as all

CoBpeMeHHbIE ofmiecTBeHHBIE M
TeXHOJIOTMYECKHEe M3MEHEHMA M
nepCcHeKTHBLI Pa3BUTHA CeJId

Pe3siome

ViKe NPOAOCIKUTENbHOE BPEMsA B
obnacTy MCCIeA0BAaHUA COBPEMEHHBIX
06IIeCTBEHHBIX IIEPEMEH B CeJie U
arpapHoM cekTope Habimopaerca
onpefleJIEHHOE JieTapru4yecKoe
cocrosgHue. Clregyer OTMETHUTb, HUTO
BecbMa Ppa3iM4HbIE IIPUYMHBI
BBLI3BAJIM TaKoe COCTOfHME KOTODPBIM,
B GOabIeit MIM MEHBIIIE) Mepe,
o0xBadeH M BeChb IOIOCJIaBCKMIA
npocrop. HaGmogaeTrcsa TaKxe
HEY/OBJIETBOPUTEJILHOE [IeJIOBOe
o0lleHne MEXJAY COLpMoJIoTaMu
U3y4dalolMMy CeJI0 M CEJBCKYIO
cpejly, arpapHbIMM SKOHOMMCTAMM W
COOTBETCTBYIOLMMY CIIEL[MAJTVCTAMMI
3aHMMAaIOLecs NpPoGJIeMaTHUKOM
pa3sBuTHA ceJa.

STO TOJHKO HEKOTOpble M3 IPUYUH
u3-3a KOTOPBIX VIHCTUTYTOM
OBILIIeCTBeHHBIX VICCIEROBAHMIL T. €.
ero paboueil rpymIIOi IO BOIpocaMm
cejla M CeJbCKO/ MECTHOCTU
NpeJIoXeHO Hay4YHOe COBeIljaHue Ha
yriomaHyTyio Temy. ITocne
NPOAOIKUTENIbHOV IIOATOTOBEM ¥
3aTpyAHEHMA BCTPE4YEHHBIX B
OTHOLIIeHM OpraHM3aIwmt "
(bMHAHUMPOBAaHMA, COBeILlaHWe
cocTossoCh B I, VInore 21. m 22 mad
1987 roja C LEJbI0 OO0BEeAMHEHN
GoJiee IIMPOKOTO KPyra IOroCAaBCKUX
yccienoBaTejeil B paCCMOTPEHM
BOMPOCOB KaCaloLIUXCA U3MEHEHMI U
[epCIEKT™B pPa3BUTUA COBPEMEHHOTO
ceJla. B OTHOLIEHUM TEMATUKN
coBelllauna 00CYXKJaJNUCh IPYIUIbI
npobieM KakK HalpuMmep:
COBpEMEHHAad TEeXHOJIOTMYeCKad
peBOJIIOLMA B CEIbCKOM XO3AMUCTBE
U ee BIMAHMEe Ha COLMAJIbBHOE
paseuTHe cela, TpaHchOPMALAA
OCHOBHBIX KAaTE€TOpWMii CeJbCKOro —
KpecTLAHCKOro oblecTsa (CeMbd,
moMarnIHuee XO3fAMCTBO U
KPeCTLAHCKOE XO3AMCTBO),
[IOJIOXKEHMe M IIE€PCIEKTUBBI Golee
BaXXHBIX OOILIECTBEHHBIX TpyIIl B
ceje, obI{eCTBEHHBIE IPOLECCHI 1
nemorpacdudeCKMii pocT cejla "
U3MEHEeHUA B KYJITYPHOM XKWM3HU
ZIepeBHI.

Ha coBellaHUM NIPUHAJO yUACTHE
lecATh AOKJIAMOB, GojblIee 4ymcIO
KOTODBIX TyOAMKYEeTCA B HACTOALIEM
HoMepe »CoLMOJIOrUA cela«.

B TeyeHue OZHOro COBell[aHUA
0Ka3aJioch O4YeHb TPYAHBIM OOCYAUTH
HACTOJIb OOIIMPHYIO TEMATUKY, KpOMe
TOrOo HaM He YJAAJIOCh NPUTJIaCUTh
BCceX mcclenoBaTeleil BBUAY
(bMHAHCOBBLIX OrPaHWYEHVIA, TOTZAA
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the research workers we would have
liked to participate were not present.
Some we could not invite due to
financial limitations, and others
could not come because of prior
engagements.

The first working day passed in
reading papers and supplementary
papers and in discussing important
problems. The discussion was very
lively, sometimes even polemical,
and helped to throw a new light
on many open theoretic questions
about the currents and meaning of
modernization in the Yugoslav
village. There was most debate
about the main trends of change in
Yugoslavia, about rural culture,
disintegration and integration of
the village into global social
change.

On the second day of the
conference discussion from the
previous day was continued, and
the recently-published book by

H. Mendras, Peasant Societies, was
also discussed. As the book presents
some interesting theses on the
origin and end of the peasantry
and on the nature of the peasant
society, the participants had a
very interesting medium for
debating fundamental issues of the
peasant society. The moderator of
the discussion V. Puljiz made some
introductory remarks and
conducted the whole debate very
constructively.

Besides the working part of the
meeting, some agreements were
also made about the further
activities of rural sociologists in the
field of publishing and translating,
concerning the periodical
Sociologija sela and so on. The
unanimous conclusion was that
such cunsultations should be
continued and turned into regular
biennial meetings with a more
limited thematic conception. This is
one of the ways for bringing more
life into the work of rural
sociologists and experts from
related fields, improving
communication among them and
presenting research results to the
wider public.

KakK C APYTroiyl CTOPOHBbI, MHOTME U3
NpUrJIalleHHbIX YYeHHBIX He CMOIJIN
NPUHATE y4acTHe Ha COBelaHvM
u3-3a CBOMX Y2Ke 3apaHee
3aIJIaHMPOBAHHBIX 00s3aHHOCTEI.
ITepBOro AMA COBELLAHMSA BLICTYNAJN
MOKJAAYVKM CO CBoMMM pedeparammu
n Kopedeparamu, Kpome TOTO
BeJIaCh OYeHb OXKMBJICHHAas
AMCKYCCHUA, KOTOpas WHOTAA
[epexond B NOJEMMKY, HaXoauJa
OyThb K0 PeLIeHUI UM NPaBUIbHBIX
OTBETOB Ha MHOTIME€ OTKPBIThbIe
TeOpeTUUIEeCKNe BOIPOCHI B CBA3M C
TEHASHIMAMM U CMBICJIOM
MOJIEPHM3ALMM CeJla B HAIIIEH CTpaHe.
Boabile Bcero o6CyRAaInCh
OCHOBHBIE TEHAEHLWM M3MEHEHU! B
HallleM ceJle, CEJIbCKOI KYJbType,
Ae3MHTerpauMy ¥ MHTEerpaluM cena
B r00ajybHbIe OOILIECTBEHHBIE
M3MEHEHNH.

BToporo nHA coBeljaHMA KpoMe
NPOJOJIZKEHHOM IOUCKYCCUU U3
OpeABIAYLIEro OHA, 00CYyRAAIUCh
HEJaBHO I1yOJMKOBaHHasA KHUra

X. Mangpaca: »KpecTbAHCKUE
ofigecTBa«. B KHUre M3JI03KEHbI
MHTEPEeCHBbIE Te3UChbl O Ha4yajax u
KOHIIaX KPECTLAHCTBA, XapaKTepe
KPECTbAHCKOro obiecrsa u
NIPMHABILME yCadTHe B AUCKYCCOUU
MUCCJIEIOBATENN AOTPOHYIN
dyHAaMeuTaNbHBIE BOIIPOCHI
KPeCTbAHCKOro o6LIecTBa a TOB.
ITynu3, Kak npepcexaTeib
COBEIaHUA KPOMe BCTYIMTEJILHOTO
CJiOBa, OYeHb KOHCTPYKTHMBHO CJIEAMJI
3a XOAOM JAMCKYCCHUM.

Kpome paGoueit yacTu, Ha
COBEILaHMM AOCTUTHYTAa
JOrOBOPEHHOCTL OTHOCUTEJLHO
OadbHeMIel neATeIbHOCTU
COLIMOJIOT'OB II0 BOIIPOCaM ceJja u
CeJIbCKOJ MECTHOCTM Ha ILJIaHe
M34aTeNbCKOTO Zejla U
IepeBOAYMECKOM REeATEJILHOCTU U
XypHaJa »CoLMOJIOrMA cejla« M TH.
B eamHOrJIIacCHOM 3aKJIOYEHMMA
COBeIlJaHMA OTMedaeTcA Haao6HOCTL
OpraHM3aIMy TaKMX COBELaHMiI B
Ka4decTBe PEeryJsapHO OPraHM3yeMbIX
cobpamwit, Kaxkjble ABa r'ofa, C
GoJlee OrpaHMYEHHOM TEMaTMKOIL.
TaguM 0Gpa3oM cO3JAIOTCA HOBBIE
YCHOBUA AJA OXUBJIEHUA PaboThbl
COLMOJIOTOB M3Yy4alollUX CeJI0 U
CEeJILCKYI0O MECTHOCTb U
COOTBETCTBYIOLIUX CIIELMAJIVCTOB,
YIAydLUIeHMsA COTPYAHMUYECTBa U
IIPEeACTaBJIEHUA Pe3yJbTaTOB
uccaenoBauma 6ojiee IIMPOKOMY
KpPYTy Jrope. ~
Ha coBeljauuy npmuHAIo ydacTtue
FBaALaTh NATH MCCIENOBaTEJel,
Py 4YeM coBeljaHue (OUHAHCUPOBAJO
CaMOyYIIPaBJIeHYEeCKOe COAPYIKECTBO
Ha OOGIITHOCTM MHTEPECOB MJIA
Hay4HOI neAreabHocT CP
XopBatnu w1 LleHTp MaeHo-



On the first day of the conference
the President of the Organizational
Committee, Professor Svetozar
Livada, made a very inspired
speech reminding us of our
departed colleagues, especially
emphasizing the important work

of the doyen of rural sociology
Professor Cvetko Kostié, and that
of our colleagues Vojislav DPuri¢,
Borislav Dimkovi¢ and Edhem
Dilié.

-TE€OPEeTUYECKON AEATENIHLHOCTU oK
CP Xopsatuy »Baagumup Bakapmd«.
IIepBOro AHfA COBEILAHNA,
npenceAaTeNb OPraHM3alMOHHOTO
rommuTeTra npod. Ceero3ap JIuBaga
He 3a0bl, ¢ eMy CBOJCTBEHHBIM
BOOAYIIEBJIEHUEM YNOMAHYTh HaIUMX
yMepImX COTPYAHMEOB, 0c06o
NogYepKMBaA MECTO M 3HadeHHUe
AyaleHa COIMOJIOTVMA cejla U
ceJILCKOiT MecTHocTM Ipod. IlBeTka
KocTida a TakKXke COTPYAHUKOB
Bomcaasa JXypuda, Bopuciasa
ImmxoBuuya v Opxema Jnimda. [ ]
Munan Kynananda
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