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The research of social goals and aims as the basic grounds and components of social development
is extremely significant for the understanding of the direction in which society is heading. Their generalized
ideological profile is a relevant indicator of the dominant form of socialization in society, which is of special
significance in studying youth values. The article presents to the reader the results of an empirical study
conducted in the University of Belgrade in May 2010.
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Sociologists have defined the social context in which new generations of children
and youth grow up in Serbia as a period of a “specific anomic transformation of society”
[19]. Social scientists have almost reached a consensus on the subject, regarding the
dominant determinants of the social environment of the societies in transition. The eco-
nomic crisis, manifesting itself in a dramatic fall of production, growing unemployment,
formation of a parallel, “grey economy” and lower life standards of citizens are only
a part of the collage that illustrates a society in transition. Some other manifestations
of the crisis are visible in the retarded reconstruction of the most important social institu-
tions, resulting in their inefficiency, frequent political conflicts and absence of consensus
on the most important global social goals, as well as the higher crime rate and other forms
of pathological phenomena in society.

The transformation of the economic system, often followed by different forms
of predatory practices in privatization [8; 21] causing enormous damage to the state and
the overall context that “allows” some to make a big fortune, while the broadest social
groups tend to become impoverished, has slowly introduced Serbia among the states with
considerable social stratification. One should also take into consideration the specific
developments in Serbia, where the state is still suffering from plunder in Kosovo and Me-
tohija [13]. This creates a possibility that some other territories will be questioned (e.g.,
Old Raska, the two southernmost municipalities in central Serbia inhabited mostly by
Albanians: Presevo and Bujanovac, insisting on giving more autonomy to Vojvodina,
etc.). Distinct social differences and a weak potential for investments in efficient social
protection have given rise to a special surviving strategy of Serbian citizens — escape
to privacy and indifference to questions of public interest. Therefore, the overall politi-
cal and economic power has been concentrated in the hands of a small number of people
making up the political and economic “elite” [S. P. 79—S80; 11], and their concern for the
general welfare of those on whose behalf they manage the economic and social resources
is rather questionable. Such an economic and political context is suitable for the processes

90



Petrovic J.S., Suvakovic U.V. Social Goals and Values of Belgrade University Students

of ‘re-traditionalization’ [17] in contrast to the expected tendency of strengthening the
autonomy of contemporary Serbia.

The research was focused on student groups in several countries (Russia, Serbia,
China the Czech Republic) in 2010, and the same instrument was used — a questionnaire
with some questions adjusted to the conditions of the country under study only when
it was necessary (e.g., names of institutions). The results presented in this work originate
from the research conducted among the students of the University of Belgrade in May
2010 (1). They refer to the value orientations of the student population of Belgrade Uni-
versity. The analysis was made on the material of a two-step quota sample, which origi-
nally was to include 500 respondents, but in effect had 430 students (2): we took into
consideration the proportional number of students in certain groups of higher educational
institutions. The questionnaire for Serbian students carried a number of additional specific
questions.

In the article, we introduce only the basic research results at a descriptive level, since
the more detailed value profile requires a more precise scale for identifying value disposi-
tions and, accordingly, a suitable data processing technique. The research instruments
contained a series of questions regarding the social environment, when the students could
answer them in different manners, applying evaluation scales with five modalities of an-
swers to measure the intensity of attitudes, and in certain cases — through dichotomous
answers. Personal preferences (value priorities) were identified by determining the sig-
nificance the respondents assigned to each object of evaluation. A number of self-
estimation scales was also applied (religiousness, optimism, etc.). Due to inevitable limi-
tations in the duration of the inquiry, the preciseness of measurement was sacrificed to
getting a wider description of Serbian attitudes, opinions and preferences.

The results of value internalization during the socialization process that the new
generations have come through are visible in their evaluation of certain aspects of life,
and the acquisition of a certain hierarchy of value dimensions. Family, education, work,
friends, health, material standards, etc. found their place on the list of the values offered
to the respondents. The students had the task to evaluate each of the offered areas of life
along the continuum on the 1—10 scale. The average mean value (3) of certain aspects
of life shows that the questioned students valued the family, health (4) and education the
most, which is not surprising. Sociologists often claim that the family has the characteris-
tics of being “the only stable component of every-day life” and that “people give it an
extreme importance and have trust in its strength” [2. P. 268]. Without discussing such
attitudes with the use of adverse indices [7] it should be mentioned that the authors are
right at least regarding the evaluation of the family by our respondents. Friendship and
work are also very important life segments. Material standards appear to be more impor-
tant than religion, politics and social activities, but less important than leisure time.

Proceeding from the analysis of the students’ answers, it can be concluded that non-
material and personal aspects of life that also include the primary social relations (evalu-
ated as objects of the highest value) as well as education (was highly evaluated), are more
important than the other areas of life presupposing involvement in the life of a wider
community (Graph 1). Politics and social activities are of least importance for the stu-
dents, regardless of the fact that they represent forms of activity with a long-term ef-

91



Bectauk PYIH, cepust Coyuonoeus, 2012, Ne 1

fect on other aspects of a person’s life. However, from the answers to other question
regarding the influence of the general situation in the country on the realization of one’s
personal plans, it can be concluded that students are fully aware of the impact that the
social environment has on one’s personal life. Namely, a considerable number of stu-
dents believe that the situation in the country significantly affects the realization of per-
sonal plans (47.4%), while every tenth student considers that the realization of one’s
plans completely depends on the situation in the country. Only 8.8% believe that the
situation in the country has no connection whatsoever to their life plans. Thus, despite
their view on politics and social activities as those of lower rating, the students are aware
of the influence of the general climate in the country on their overall professional and
personal achievements.
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Graph 1. Evaluation of importance of certain aspects of students’ life

The data obtained from the questionnaire regarding the students’ motivation in get-
ting a higher education shed additional light on the fact that they highly value education
in the context of ranking preferences of relatively generalized personal and social value
goals. The basic results suggest that two reasons dominate in the students’ answers:
the wish to acquire knowledge necessary for their future life, as well as the intention
to become a qualified expert — these mostly complement each other, therefore, they com-
bine the status and direct benefits given by education. Getting a diploma appears a little
more often than the other offered reasons — 7.4%. So, regardless of the popularity of
sinecures in Serbia, which to a certain extent undermine the value of diplomas in the job
market, most students truly appreciate higher education and are motivated by the wish
to become a professional in a certain field, considering that education will give them
the necessary knowledge for their future life. Students very rarely chose other options
connected with the ultimately pragmatic reasons for studying, such as postponing military
service or possibly meeting a partner for marriage at college, etc.
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Table 1
Distribution of students’ answers to the question on the motivation for studying
% 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
79.8 60.5 7.4 2.8 1.9 5.4 2.0 1.5 3.1
Rank 1 2 3 6 8 4 7 9 5
Legend:
1. I'wish to acquire knowledge, necessary for my future life
2. lwish to become a qualified expert
3. Alllneed is a diploma
4. My parents insisted on this
5. The company in which | work/will work requires this
6. ltis boring to sit at home
7. Studying is an excellent opportunity to meet a good spouse
8. Possibility to postpone military service
9. Something else

When displaying expectations of their future employment the students gave the
highest value to ‘good material satisfaction’ (69% state that the job should be “well
paid”), as well as ‘interest” — 66.7%. More than half of the recorded answers (54.8%)
show that the possibility to build one’s career is also very important as a status dimension
of future employment. In addition to that, the possibility that a job provides freedom and
self-realization as one of the important dimensions of future employment was highly
evaluated by almost half of the students — 48.3%.

The idea of success is equally associated with success in the career and creative
self-realization, which are the two most common answers (52.9% and 51.2% respec-
tively), combined with the answers like, ‘I associate success with family welfare (44.1%),
social recognition (37.9%), glory, material benefits and wealth’ (37.2%).

As for the factors crucial for a successful professional career, we found that in 58.2%
of cases the students completely agree with the assertion that “acquaintances and connec-
tions are very important in achieving professional success”. If we add the attitudes of re-
spondents who mainly agree with this attitude, we may conclude that only every tenth
student considers acquaintances and connections to be unimportant for a successful
career. Students believe that the mentioned circumstances are more important than a dip-
loma of a prestigious faculty, the support of parents, friends and close people or merely
luck. In other words, according to the obtained results connected with the mentioned
personal characteristics, hard work and strong professional skills, students consider ac-
quaintances and connections a very important factor for a successful career, which shows
that the students’ awareness of the social disparity in vertical social mobility has been es-
tablished earlier [3]. Besides, there is also a tendency to find a “bypass” as an easier way
to achieve the wanted goals (success). Such results are understandable in terms of the
existing social disparities in the educational system in Serbia [3; 11; P. 1—16], therefore,
these should be interpreted in the light of the social selection mechanisms and the disclo-
sure of irregular manifestations of sociability within the educational system [10. P. 360].

In terms of how the students see their future, it is interesting to mention their plans
for the future. The answers show that the majority of students (44.5%) make plans only
for the closest future, less than a third (30.1%) plan their lives a little further, while 16.1%
mostly do not plan or never think about the future (9.3%). The collected data are in ac-

93



Bectauk PYIH, cepust Coyuonoeus, 2012, Ne 1

cordance with the trend in the countries with transitional economies where the economic
crisis created a feeling that every-day life is a struggle for survival. The phenomenon
of “shrunk perspective” dominates in the social atmosphere of communities suffering
from transition hardships, which manifests itself in redefining long-term goals, interests
and strategies and urges people to plan in more and more limited terms, i.e. “their re-
duction to here and now” [4. P. 372].

Religiosity was also on the list of value orientations. The results show that 74.9%
of students consider themselves as “believers”, 6% defined themselves as “believers
who do not belong to any confession”, and almost every fifth denied his religiosity
(19%). We suppose that the results would be slightly different if measured with an at-
titude scale that would comprise statements that, apart from the indicators of religious
participation, would also measure the dogmatic and eschatological dimensions of religi-
osity. We mention this because students did not declare in the expected way the most
usual indicators of religious participation (e.g., the frequency of attending religious insti-
tutions). Namely, the majority of students go to church several times a year (40.8%),
i.e. only during the great religious holidays (19%), while the percentage of students that
do this every day (14.6%) or twice or three times per week (1.4%) is considerably lower,
and this does not agree with the volume of religious declaration.

The revival of religious feelings recorded in Serbia in the past decades is rather
a manifestation of traditional religiosity and actualization of its anthropological founda-
tion in the time of crisis than a fundamental turn to religiosity implying all the basic di-
mensions of religiosity [9. P. 886]. This is partially proved by the data obtained in an-
swers to the question as to what people find/look for in religiosity. Students usually gave
the following answers: soul purification, repentance (52.4%), moral support (50.3%),
remission of suffering (49.2%), meaning of life (36.4%), soul salvation, a way to eternal
life (36.2%), a sense of ‘togetherness’ with other people (22.4%). Every tenth student
considers that in religion people look for an escape from reality — 11%.

Besides the above given data concerning the correlation of personal and social goals,
obtained by evaluating the effect of the actual situation in the country on the realization
of personal goals, we identified the attitude to the country and interiorization of pro-sys-
tematic values expressed in the students’ self-evaluation of patriotic feelings, their evalua-
tion of Western politics, their feelings of pride in the country’s history, cultural, material
and other potentials of the country, confidence in social institutions and the evaluation
of problem settlement in Kosovo and Metohija (K&M). It is important to note that inves-
tigating the attitudes of students as regards K&M does not only have a general signifi-
cance in discovering the opinions of a relatively small part of the population on this acute
question. It also has a special significance, as students are the most educated members
of society from whom, as a rule, social and political elite of the nation is recruited [1;
20. P. 253; 12].

The national structure of the student body is an important factor in the discussion
of their acceptance of patriotism as a value, especially as regards the fact that leaders
of some national minorities contested Serbia as their state. In the case of Belgrade Uni-
versity students, 93.9% of them pronounce themselves as Serbs. Answering the direct
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question, “Do you consider yourself a patriot?” 64.1% answered “Yes”, 11.1% said
“No”, 24.8% declared that it was “difficult for them to give a concrete answer”. If we
sum up those who decidedly answered “No” and those who had difficulties giving an
answer, it becomes evident that over '/; of Belgrade students have problems in quali-
fying themselves as patriots.

It is dificult for me
to give specific answer,
24,8%

No,
11,1%

Graph 2. “Do you consider yourself a patriot?” (%)

Among those who had such a problem, 9.8% answered that “they do not under-
stand the meaning of “patriotism’”, 45.1% stated that “it was difficult for them to define
their attitude to the country as patriotism”, while 33.2% consider that in the era of globali-
zation “the idea of patriotism completely loses its meaning”.

I do not understand
the meaning of the idea
Something other, “patriotism”,
10.9% 9.8%

It is difficult for me to define
my attitude to the country
specifically as patriotism,

| 45.1%

The idea of patriotism
completely loses its sense
in the contemporary epoch
of globalization,

33.2%

Graph 3. Distribution of students’ answers to the question
why it was difficult for them to answer the question on their patriotism (%)

Given the dogmatic attitude, generally spread among the members of almost all
the political parties in Serbia, that there is no alternative to Serbia becoming a member
of the European Union [14. P. 167—173], we were interested to find out how students
evaluate the results of cooperation with Western countries. All the more so, because the
policy of Westernization — in the sense of completely non-critical acceptance of all the
values and everything that comes from the West — is the dominant policy pursued in all
transitional societies, and, on the other hand, because criticism is an inherent charac-
teristic of intellectuals, especially regarding the young ones.
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Graph 4. Distribution of answers to the question of how students
evaluate the rapprochement between Serbia and Western countries (%)

As for different elements of patriotism, we were interested in what makes the stu-
dents proud of their country. We can see in Graph 5 that Belgrade students are mostly
proud of something neutral in the contemporary social-political context: natural resources,
achievements in sports, cultural heritage, history of Serbia and, significantly less than
all these, the educational system. On the other hand, they are the least proud of life stan-
dards, the situation in the economy, conditions in the social sphere, Serbia’s position
in the world and the work of the state institutions.
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Graph 5. Distribution of students’ answers to the question
what they are proud of in Serbia (%)

Proceeding from the fact that more than '/; of students of Belgrade University do not
consider themselves as patriots or at least do not have a clear attitude to this notion, we
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can refer them to cosmopolites in the ideal sense of the word, devoted to the values of the
West. However, if we combine the answers to the question “Do you consider yourself
a patriot?” and to the question regarding the benefits of the rapprochement between Ser-
bia and the West, we will see that this assumption is incorrect. Among those who do not
consider themselves as patriots, 25.5% believe that the rapprochement between Serbia
and the West has brought great benefits to Serbia, 19.1% — that there were more benefits
than damage, unlike 12.8% who consider that there was more damage than benefits, and
only 2.1% see only negative consequences. 40.4% of the students believe that the conse-
quences were almost equally good and bad.

Among those who see themselves as patriots, there are fewer students who believe
that the rapprochement between Serbia and the West has brought great benefits to Ser-
bia — 24.9%, with only 7.7% of patriot students who think that there are more benefits
rather than damage; unlike 18.7% of the respondents stating that there was more damage,
and 4.8% of those who see only negative consequences. Here the middle category —
43.6% — also dominates, with the students believing that these consequences are equally
good and bad. This leads us to the conclusion that although the majority of Belgrade stu-
dents are critical about the process of Westernization and its impact on Serbia, however
they avoid painting it black and white.

Concerning the question of Kosovo and Metohija, Belgrade students express very
patriotic views stating that they are an integral and inalienable part of the Republic of Ser-
bia and that Serbia should not recognize the so-called “independence of Kosovo”.
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Graph 6. Distribution of students’ answers on the attitude
that Serbia should not recognize “independence” of Kosovo (%)

Therefore, a resolute resistance to the independence of K&M was expressed by
71.1% of Belgrade students, to which we should add partial resistance of 6.4% students,
which amounts to over */, of those who do not recognize the so-called “independence”,
with 11.2% of students feeling irresolute. On the other hand, the percentage of students
that plead for the recognition of Kosovo is 7.9% and is a bit lower than the 8.6% figure
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shown by Prishtina University temporarily? placed in Kosovska Mitrovica [18]. In spite
of the fact that many people both in the past and today suggest “division of Kosovo”
as a solution to this “frozen conflict”, (which lately has been getting more and more “de-
frosted” and is about to flare up), Belgrade students oppose this solution. Their logic
is — why should we share what is ours in essence?
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| completely | partly I am irresolute I mostly | completely
agree agree disagree disagree

Graph 7. Distribution of students’ answers on the territorial division of Kosovo (%)

Opverall, the students’ disagreement with the idea accounts for 60.2%, and as compa-
red with the cited research in the University in Prishtina temporarily placed in Kosovska
Mitrovica, the difference in the expressed disagreement with the students from Kosovo
is only 1.1% [18]. Irresolution about the “division of Kosovo” was expressed by 15.4%
of Belgrade students, while agreement was shown by almost '/,, or 24.4% (complete ag-
reement 11.7%, partial agreement 12.7%). However, this resistance is not very firm, so,
with the persistent pleading from the Serbian state bodies, representatives of foreign
countries, including Russia, we can expect movement towards affirmation of the “divi-
sion of Kosovo”, although even then it would be questionable. The results of the survey
point to this — one cannot “mostly disagree” on the question of division, therefore the
majority of students who gave this answer should be counted together with those who
“silently” opt for this idea. This argument mostly refers to the category of “irresolute”
students and those who “partly agree”.

The actual question facing the Serbian community, both political and academic,
is if it is possible to forsake the idea that Kosovo and Metohija are part of Serbia for
membership in the European Union, which is messaged by the Western countries to the
state authorities of Serbia in the form of various conditions. In this respect, it is interest-
ing to monitor the evolution of the agendas of political parties regarding this question
[15; 16], which does not correspond to students’ clear attitudes. Since this research was
carried out in 2010 and since then the attitude of Western countries to the Serbs in Koso-
vo and to Serbia has been radicalized, it is reasonable to assume that the number of
people who plead for rejecting this condition because of the risk of not joining the Euro-
pean Union has grown.
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of Kosovo,
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independence at the cost
of not entering the EU,
53.90%

Graph 8. “If recognition of “independent” Kosovo by Serbia were
a condition of Serbia joining the EU, Serbia should”

In the context of evaluating policies and social activities, the data concerning the
level of confidence in state institutions is very interesting. Students showed the greatest
confidence in the Serbian Orthodox Church — the mean value on the confidence scale
is 2.93, in the media — 2.52 and in the Army — 2.09, and the least confidence — in big
business, 1.52, political parties — 1.55 and international NGOs acting in Serbia — 1.63.
The mean values of confidence in the Government of Serbia, Parliament and Police are
also very low — below 2, which means that the answer “mostly do not believe” domi-
nates among the students (Table 2).

Table 2
Students’ level of confidence in certain institutions of the state of Serbia
HOW MUCH DO YOU COMPLETELY | MOSTLY MOSTLY DO NOT | CAN MEAN
BELIEVE IN: BELIEVE BELIEVE DO NOT BELIEVE NOT VALUE
BELIEVE AT ALL ANSWER
The Government 5.1 21.7 31.9 29 12.8 1.78
of the Republic of Serbia
The Parliament of RS 3.4 16.5 35.7 31.8 12.6 1.66
The President of the 9.9 28.7 30 22.5 8.9 2.08
Republic of Serbia
Political parties 2 10.5 37.1 41.7 8.8 1.55
Local NGOs 2.7 21.8 31.9 36 13 1.71
International NGOs acting 2.2 20.9 31.3 29.4 16.3 1.63
in Serbia
Police and bodies for 2.7 28.1 32.7 28.8 7.7 1.89
protection of rights
The Courts 3.9 31.2 30.3 26.2 8.5 1.96
The Banks 5.3 30.8 30.5 24.7 8.7 2
Big business 3.2 9.3 38 35.9 13.7 1.52
The Mass media 5.1 34.1 30.2 22.9 7.6 2.52
The Serbian Orthodox 22.5 36.3 20.6 11.9 8.7 2.97
Church
The Army 9.1 33.6 27.8 16.4 13.1 2.09

Students are not satisfied with the social institutions in Serbia and have no confi-
dence in them. For this reason, it is interesting to see how much they personally contribute
to changing the situation. As for the question on their interest in politics, half of the stu-
dents state that they follow political actions only when necessary, that they do not try
to know everything, but they are not completely indifferent to politics. However, every
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third student is not interested in politics (hears something by chance or is not interested
at all). The students who are not interested in politics explain it in various ways: they
say that politics is “a dirty thing” (30.4%), that they lack time (29.3%) or do not see
any point in dealing with politics (22.1%). Every tenth student uninterested in politics
explains it saying, “it is too early for me to deal with politics”. Only 42.8% of students
take part in all elections, 36.7% only vote at the most important elections, every fifth
student is disappointed by the outcomes of the elections and never votes, as he is sure
“it will not change anything”.

Speaking of personal activities and anomie among students, it is important to note
towards whom students primarily feel responsible. They are primarily responsible to the
family and their peers (81.4%), to themselves (74.5%) and to friends (43.9%); only every
tenth student feels responsibility to his people (9.7%) and the state (9.2%). The data pre-
sented in the research illustrate the life areas, which are the most valuable to students
and partly shed new light on the already mentioned data concerning patriotism. It would
be also interesting to check the attitudes regarding the duties of the state to the individual,
as well as preferences bearing on personal and collective identities.

Our research mostly confirmed the results of the studies organized periodically in
the previous period. Students show significant anomie and orientations towards religion,
resignation to the future and unwillingness to plan their own life in the forthcoming peri-
ods. No doubt that there is a high degree of disappointment concerning the general life
conditions in Serbia, which manifests itself in their extreme distrust towards the key state
institutions, including political parties and both international and local NGOs. Under
these circumstances, they show a resolute turn to themselves: this is the reason for the
high evaluation of education, despite the wide spread of sinecure, for the turn towards
the family and significant responsibility to the family and themselves. This is why they
turn to the church, which is an intermediary “in communicating with God”, which even-
tually brings peace and seclusion.

The high evaluation of education is notable — the students study because they want
to get knowledge necessary for their future life and becoming qualified professionals.
The students show heterogeneity in their pro-social attitudes, attitudes to patriotism, po-
litical activities, to the effects of the established cooperation between Serbia and the
West. Although one third of the students cannot define themselves as patriots, when
reaching the terrain of “concrete patriotism” more than % are against recognizing the so-
called “independence” of Kosovo, while 53.9% consider that this condition should be
rejected even at the price of Serbia staying out of the European Union. They are also
against the idea of “division of Kosovo” due to the logic “why should we share some-
thing that is ours?”, although in the meantime such attitudes might have changed due
to the firm determination of the Serbian state authorities, the support of the Western coun-
tries and Russia.

The students in Serbia are mostly proud of the country’s natural resources, achieve-
ments in sports, the country’s history and its cultural heritage — in other words, of some-
thing that has a relatively neutral value. They are least proud of the situation in the econ-
omy, people’s material well-being, the country’s position in the world, the activities of
the state authorities and conditions in the social sphere (they are actually ashamed of
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these). The students show no pride in how human rights are protected, or in the function-
ing of the system of education in Serbia. They are aware of the impact of the current
social environment on their personal and professional achievements and thus cannot be
called optimists, essential characteristics of the youth in healthy social environments.

NOTES

(1) The holder of the research project in Serbia was the Serbian Education Academy (SEA) and
the executor was the Department of Sociology of the Faculty of Philosophy of the University
of Prishtina with contemporary head office in Kosovska Mitrovica. The manager of the research
in Serbia was Prof. Dr. Danilo Z. Markovic.

(2) At first, the proportions for certain groups of higher education institutions were established
(socio-liberal arts, natural and technical sciences, engineering sciences, groups of medical sci-
ences), and in the second step faculties from certain groups were chosen where research was
conducted.

(3) The value that is the closest to the mark 1 is of the highest valuation.

(4) It is interesting that the family is a priority before health in the culture where the oath “I swear
on my health” exists. Nevertheless, the data might be explained by the fact that extremely
young people who are “having” health often do not consider it as a value.

REFERENCES

[1] Avramovic Z. Drustvene elite i daroviti uéenici // G. Gojkov (ur.) Daroviti i drustvena elita. —
Vrsac: VrSac: Visoka sSkola strukovnih studija za obrazovanje vaspitama ,,Mihailo Palov®,
2009. — P. 27—45.

[2] Ferge Z. Social values and evolution of regime change // Innovations. — 1996. — Vol. 9 (3). —
P.261—277.

[3] Ivanov J. Obrazovanje i profesionalno-zivotna afirmacija diplomiranih studenata, magistarski
rad. — NiS: Filozofski fakultet, 1999.

[4] Janos P. Process of transition in post-communist countries. Comparative perspective / Innova-
tions. — 1994. — Vol. 7(1). — P. 221—231.

[5] Markovic Z.D. Prilozi elitopedagogiji. — Vrsac: Visa skola za obrazovanje vaspitaca, 2006.

[6] Markovic-Krstic S. Socijalno poreklo studentske omladine, uspeh u Skolovanju i izbor studijskih
programa visokih $kola strukovnih studija, doktorska disertacija. — Nis: Filozofski fakultet,
2010.

[7]1 Milic A. Porodi¢ni bilansi i politicke i vrednosne orijentacije // Promene vrednosti i tranzicija
u Srbiji: pogled u buduénost. — Beograd: Friedrich Ebert Stiftung, Institut drustvenih nauka,
2003. — P. 157—164.

[8] Mitrovic Lj. Tranzicija u periferni kapitalizam. — Beograd: Institut za politicke studije, 2009.

[9] Petrovic J. Vrednosni stavovi studenata: religioznost, prosocijalni stavovi i odnos prema
buduénosti // Godisnjak SAO za 2010. — P. 881—896.

[10] Petrovic J., Bascarevic I. Obrazovanje u ,,ogledalu® Stampanih medija u Srbiji // B. Stevanovic,
A. Kosti¢ i LJ. Mitrovi¢ (prir.) Mediji i kultura mira na Balkanu. — NiS: Departman za
sociologiju i Centar za socioloSka istrazivanja Filozofskog fakulteta Univerziteta u Nisu,
2010. — P. 345—361.

[11] Smiljkovic R. Morlno-ekonomska kriza burzoaske restauracije u Srbiji i odgovornost elita
moci // Politicka revija— 2011. — Ne 28(2). — P. 125—158.

[12] Suvakovic U. Drzava i daroviti: meduuticaj ili odvojeno postojanje / G. Gojkov (ur.) Daroviti
idrustvena elita. — VrSac: Visoka skola strukovnih studija za obrazovanje vaspitaca
»~Mihailo Palov*, 2009. — P. 563—58]1.

[13] Suvakovic U. Globalizacija nasilja: ‘novi svetski poredak” i otimanje Kosova i Metohije // D. Ma-
likovic (gl. 1 odg. ur) Kosovo i Metohija u civilizacijskim tokovima, knj. 4 U. Suvakovic (ur.)
Sociologija i druge drustvene nauke. — Kosovska Mitrovica: Filozofski fakultet Univerziteta
u Pristini, 2010. — P. 923—942.

101



Bectauk PYIH, cepust Coyuonoeus, 2012, Ne 1

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

Suvakovic U. O bezalternativnosti puteva drustvenog razvoja ili o novom dogmatizmu s pocetka
XXI veka // M. Bozi¢, S, Golubovi¢ (ur.) Balkan u procesu evrointegracije — unutarregionalni
odnosi. — Nis: Ni§: Centar za socioloska istrazivanja Filozofskog fakulteta Univerziteta u Nisu,
2010. — P. 157—176.

Suvakovic U. Partije u Srbiji i Kosovo i Metohija (2000—2008) // Srpska politicka misao. —
2009. — Ne 4. — P. 393—420.

Suvakovic U. Partije u Srbiji i Kosovo i Metohija 1990—2000 // Nacionalni interes. — 2009. —
Ne 3. —P. 73—97.

Suvakovic U. Politika Srbije na raspecu izmedu retradicionalizacije i modernizacije // M. Bozic,
LJ. Mitrovi¢, G. Stoji¢ (ur.) Tradicija, modernizacija, identiteti: Mesto tradicije i medernizacije
u razli¢itim koncepcijama i strategijama razvoja zemalja u tranziciji. — Nis: Filozofski fakultet
Univerziteta u Nisu, Centar za socioloska istrazivanja, 2011. — P. 127—142.

Suvakovic U., Petrovic J. Odnos prema Kosovu i Metohiji i vrednovanje najvaznijih globalnih
ciljeva Srbije — komparativna analiza stavova studenata Univerzitetta u Pristini sa privremenim
sedistem u Kosovskoj Mitorivici i studenata Univerziteta u Beogradu // Zbornik radova Filozof-
skog fakulteta Univerziteta u Pristini — 2010. — Ne 40. — P. 291—306.

Tomanovic S. Problemi roditeljstva kao odraz drustvenog konteksta odrastanja // Lj. Milosavljevic,
N. Jovanovic, D. Stjepanovic-Zaharijevski (ed.) Protivurecnosti socijalizacije mladih i uloga
obrazovanja u afirmaciji vrednosti kulture mira. — Nis: Filozofski fakultet Univerziteta u Nisu,
Centar za socioloska istrazivanja, 2009. — P. 155—166.

Uzelac M. PriCe iz Bolonjske Sume. — VrSac: Visoka Skola strukovnih studija za obrazovanje
vaspitaca ,,Mihailo Palov*, 2009.

Vidojevic Z. Demokratija na zalasku. — Beograd: Institut drustvenih nauka, Sluzbeni glas-
nik, 2010.

Vukasovic M., Sarrico C. Inequality in Higher Education. Definitions, Measurements, Infer-
ences. The Serbian Case // Gaéle G. (ed.) Understanding Inequalities in, through and by Higher
Education. — Rotterdam: Sense Publishers, 2010. — P. 1—16.

COLUMAJIbHbIE LEHHOCTU U LLIEJTN
CTYOEHTOB BEJITPAACKOIO YHUBEPCUTETA

SA.C. llerpoBuy, Y.B. lllyBakoBuu

Kadenpa conmonorun
dunocodcekuii hakynbTeT
Yuusepcutet [IpuITuHbt
Va. @ununa Bunvuua, Kocoecka Mumpoesuya, 38220, Cepbus

I/I3yquI/Ie COIMAJIbHBIX YCTaHOBOK U Heﬂeﬁ KakK (byH,E[aMeHTaJ'H)HLIX OCHOBAHUM U KOMITOHEHTOB CO-

LMABHOTO PA3BUTHS UCKITIOUHUTEBHO BaXKHO JUIS TOHUMAHUS, B KAKOM HaIpaBJICHUH JBYKETCS OOIIECTBO.
Nx 00001eH Bl MUPOBO33PEHYECKHIA MTPOQUIIb — PEIeBaHTHBIH WHIUKATOP CIOXKUBIIEHCS B 00IIecTBe
JOMHUHAHTHOH (POPMBI COIMANTM3AIMK, YTO OCOOEHHO aKTyaJIbHO MPU U3YYSHHH LEHHOCTEH MOJIOJIBIX MOKO-
nennit. CTaThsl pe/uIaraeT YUTaTeIsIM Pe3yIIbTaThl SMIIMPHYECKOTO HCCIEIOBAaHMS, TPOBEICHHOTO B Mae
2010 r. cpenu crynentos benrpanckoro yHuBepcurera.
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