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OHTOJIOHIKE U EIIMCTEMOJIOIIKE HEJOPEYEHOCTH
HNOCTCTPYKTYPAJIUCTHUYKE ITAPAIUI'ME Y 'TEOI'PAOHUIU

Mualen Tpudynouh'!

TpuponHo-MareMaTiHuky pakynret, Yausepsurer y bamoj JIyuu, Peryomuka Cpricka

Caskerak: [TocTcTpyKTypanucTHyKa mapaauryma y reorpadujy yia3u MpBEeHCTBEHO NMPEKO KPUTHUKE TEOpHje 3HaYCHha Koja
ce pa3BHja y OKBHUPY JHTEpapHE Teopuje U pro3odpcke xepmeHeyTuke. [lejcask 6uBa Tako mocMarpaH aHaJIOTHO TEKCTY,
[P 4eMy OCHOBHE KapaKTEpHCTHKE HMPOCTOPHOCTH IMOCTajy OTBOPEHOCT, AMUHAMHYHOCT, CJIOjeBUTOCT, HCTOPUYHOCT.
JloMuHTaHa KOHIIETIIIHja MIPOCTOPHOCTH Ha KOjOj C€ 3aCHHMBA ITOCTCTPYKTYPATUCTHYKA Teorpaduja jecTe pearioHaIn3aM
y KOME Ce MjecTo IocMaTpa Kao IPECjelyINTe pPa3IMYUTHUX BHJIOBA KpeTama, HENPeCTaHOT TOKa M pasjarama
upeHTuTeTa. Jloaasu 4O MOTIYHOT HETHpama MU caMor MojMa IPaHHMIle, Te HHCHCTHPAby Ha TPaHCTEPUTOPH)jaTHOCTH.
VY pany ce nmokyIaBa yKa3aTH Ha OCHOBHE IpoOJieMe M HEJOPSYCHOCTH PEJIallMOHAIMCTUYKOT BUl)erba IIPOCTOPHOCTH U
MTOCTCTPYKTYPATUCTHUKE Treorpaduje Ha OCHOBY pesynTara [lmaronoBor nujanora [lapMenns y KoMme je moka3aHo /1a 0Ba
KOHIIETIIH]ja JTOBEJICHA IO CBOjUX KPAjIbHX JOTMYKUX MOCIHEIUIA, Y CTBAPH, HETHpa APYTOCT YMjECTO Ia je apupmuiie.
Ha Taj HaumH penanroHaqTucTHYKa reorpaduja mocTaje 3ampaso MOIUTHKA, OJHOCHO HICOJIOTHja IPOCTOpA.

KibyuHe pujedn: nocTcTpykTypainsam, peainoHaIn3aM, 3Hauewe, TpaHnia, [1naroH, nomuruka npocropa.
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Abstract: Initially, the post-structuralism paradigm entered geography via the meaning theory criticism, which developed
within the literary theory and philosophical hermeneutics. The landscape is being observed analogue with the text, in
which process the basic characteristics of spatiality are openness, dynamics, layering and historicism. The dominant
concept of spatiality, on which post-structuralist geography is based, is now relationalism that observes a location as
an intersection of different types of migrations, incessant flow and identity decomposition. In addition, the notion of
boundary is being denied and trans-territoriality is being insisted on. The paper attempts to outline basic problems and
vagueness of the relationism perception of spatiality and post-structuralist geography based on the results of Parmenides
dialogue of Plato which suggested that this concept reached its final logical consequences in denial of otherness instead
of affirmation. Hence, rationalistic geography becomes policy, i.e. an ideology of space.

Key words: post-structuralism, relationalism, meaning, boundary, Plato, policy of space.

O AYXA HAPOJA 10 FROM THE SPIRIT OF PEOPLE TO
I[MTPOCTOPHE HAYKE THE SCIENCE OF SPACE
[ocTcTpykTypann3am ce jaBjba Kao peakiuja Post-structuralism emerged as a reaction

Ha CTPYKTYPaJHCTUUKY Mapagurmy oljammema  to structuralism paradigm, which interpreted
MIPOCTOPHHX I10jaBa W MpPOMjeHa Koja je y cBojoj  spatial phenomena and changes in line with
CYIUTHHH 0a3upaHa Ha ITOCTaBIM Ja ¢y paznmuuute  the postulate that different spatial formations
npocTopHe dopmanuje pesyinranta jeqre ommre  resulted from a general invariable fundamental

25



MJIABEH TPUOYHOBUh
MLADEN TRIFUNOVIC

YU HENPOMjEHHUBE CTPYKTYpE KOja UM JIKH Yy
TeMeJby. Y HMCTOpUjU TEOpHUja U UZCja Y OKBUPY
reorpad)cke Hayke MOXXeMO McTahu MpUPOTHO-
reorpad)CKu JeTEPMHUHU3AM Kao jeAHY TaKBY
CTPYKTYpaducTU4YKy KoHuenuujy. OcHOBHa
HETOBa MTOCTABKA jecTe 1a je popma er3ucTeHIrje
onpehena nomMuHaHTHUM (Pu3HIKOTEOTpadCKUM
KapakTepHCTHKaMa HeKor mpocrtopa. [pyrum
pujeduMa, TPOCTOpHE Tpakce U OOIUIIH
JIPYIITBEHOT XUBOTa ofpeheHe cy mMpupoaHuM
ycnoBuma xuBoTa. [To3naro je ma Xeren (1951) yak
YKYTIHY CBjETCKY HUCTOPH]Y ITOocMarpa Kao JyOOKO
MOBE3aHy ca OjJIMKaMa MPUPOJHE CPEIUHE KOoja
yak ozpehyje u HauMH Ha KOjU TOjeIMHU HAPOIH
HacTynajy Ha "MO30pHHUIU" CBJETCKE HMCTOpH]E.
Xere 0BO MyTOBame "CBjeTCKOr ayXa" oO0jalrmaBa
myteM Metadope cyHueBor Toka. OHO ce 3a4Hmbe
Ha HCTOKY, a JOBpIlIaBa Ha 3amaay, TayHHUje
y TEpPMaHCKOM CBHjETy TIje IyX JOXKHBJhaBa
TOTITYHY 3pENIOCT. Y UCTOM Jijeny Xeren UCTOKY,
nakie A3Wju MPUIHCYje HE3PEeOCT, OJHOCHO
HECIIOCOOHOCT pa3jaBajakba CyOjeKTHBUTETA,
Tj. TMYHE ca000/€ O KOJIEKTHUBUTETA. Ty joIIr
HEeMa CyKoOa JUYHOT U KOJEKTHUBHOT, JIMYHO je
nofipel)eHo OHOM KOJIEKTUBHOM U OMILTEM, ajH He
CBOjOM BOJHOM, HETO TE€K IMYKOM IOCTYIIHOIIhY.
Oga noapelh)eHOCT MHAUBUTYTHOT OIIITEM, KOjY
Xeren kapakTepuIlie Ka0 OCHOBHY KapaKTePUCTUKY
JTyXa a3ujCKUX HapoJia, YCIIOBJhEHA j€ TTPBEHCTBEHO
pesbedHUM KapaKTEepUCTHKaMa KOje C€ y3HOCE
JI0 HUBOA TIPUHIIMITA KOJH KapakTepulle "Hapoje
(uzukaHo u myxoBHO" (Xeren, 1951, ctp. 104). 3a
A3Wjy je Taj MPUHIIUII jeTHa BPCTA 1] aJIEKTUIKOT
oHOca mW3Mehy ropja ¥ pujedyHux monuHa. M3
ropja HacTymnajy paTHHYKH HapOIX KOjU TOTOM
OuBajy TOTIIYHO arncopOOBaHH y OTPOMHE
asmjcke paBHHIlE. Ha Taj ce HaumH cBaka BpcTa
VH/IMBU/IyaJIN3Ma, OJHOCHO BIACTUTOCTU TOPCKUX
Hapoja pacradye U MpejAaje OMILTEM MPUHIUIY
KOjH arlCoIyTHO HAJABHCYje MmojeanHaqHoCT. OBaj
OMIUTH MPUHIIMUI, OJHOCHO JIyX KOJIEKTHBHUTETA
W3JIMKE C€ YNpaBO M3 pesbeHOr MPUHLHUIA —
HEMpErIeHOCTH paBHULIE, HEHE TPAJHOCTU U
ctabmiHOCTH BeHe dopme. lyx je Hapoma mon
Bnamhy yapcmea npocmopa, Kako TO Xerein
cymupa y ®uino3odguju HCTOpH]je Koja MpeCcTaBIba
MOCJhEIFbU BEIUKHU TIOKYIIa] CUCTEMAaTHU3alln]je
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structure. Within the historical development of
theories and ideas in geography, we may refer
to natural-geographical determinism as one
such structuralist concept. Its basic postulate
is that the form of existence is determined by
predominant physical-geographical features
of some space. In other words, spatial practice
and forms of social living are determined by
natural living conditions. It is well-known
that Hegel (1951) suggested that the history
of humankind was deeply connected with
characteristics of natural environment that
even determined how some peoples acted ,,at
the stage” of history. Hegel used the metaphor
of sun movement to explain this voyage of the
»global spirit®. It starts in east and ends in
west, i.e. among Germanic people where the
spirit reaches its full maturity. Furthermore,
Hegel described east, i.e. Asia, as immature
and incapable of separating subjectivity
(personal freedom) from collectivism.
There is still no clash between personal and
collective because personal is inferior to
collective and general, not in its own will but
rather by pure obedience. This subordination
of individualism to collectivism, which
Hegel classified as an Asian state of spirit, is
determined by relief features that grow into
a principle that determines ,,peoples both
physically and spiritually* (Hegel, 1951,
p. 104). In Asia, this principle is a type of
dialectic relationship between highlands
and river valleys. The highlands procreate
martial arts peoples, who later become fully
absorbed into vast Asian plains. Hence, each
type of individualism, i.e. typical highland
singularity, decomposes and submits to the
general principle which absolutely surmounts
individuality. It is from this relief principle,
the vast plains, their permanence and stable
form that this general principle of collectivism
rises. Spirit of peoples is under the rule of
space empire, as it was summed by Hegel in
his History of Philosophy, which represented
a last great attempt to systematize and explain
the stream of world history by interconnecting
features of space and spirituality. Having
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u ofjammema KpeTama CBJETCKE HCTOpHje
JOBOhEHEM y YHYTpallllby Be3y KapaKTepHCTHKa
MPOCTOPHOCTH M {yXOBHOCTH. [IpemnyH naymaaHux
Y PACUCTUYKHX OTIACKH, OH OMBa C MPaBOM OI0aYCH
Kao peTporpajaH U eBpoueHTpuyaH. Mnak, "y
Ba3ayxy" M JI0 JaHAC OCTaje MUTAke O TOME JIa
JHM je TMOTPeOHO y MOTITYHOCTH OMOAIMTH cCaMy
n/iejy TIOBE3aHOCTHU MPOCTOPHOCTU U AyXOBHOCTH
WIM je HY)KHO HAaHOBO MPOMHIIJBATH Ta] OTHOC
ca Jpyrayljux UCTOPH]CKUX M KYITYPOJIOIIKUX
TIO3UITHja OfT XeTeJIoBUX? Y CBOjEBPCHOM CTPaxy Off
Xerenose cjeHe, MoJIepHe KOHIICTIIH]E TIEIECETUX U
11e3/IeCETUX TOIMHA TPOILILIOT BHjeKa y MOTITyHOCTH
OJIyCTajy OIl TeMaTh3allfje T Be3e, YIIABHOM CE
omrydyjyhu 3a "HaydHH" MPUCTYN MPHU YeMy ce
MIPOCTOPHOCT OpHIlle O CBUX APYIMX 3HauCH-a
OCHM IreoMeTpHjcKuX. Ha Taj HaumH mocTeneHo ce,
TokoM 50 1 60-THX TOTMHA MPOIILTOT BHjeKa, T0J1a3u
JI0 TeopHjcKe (hopMyIIalije JeTHOT O HajaRKHHjUX
CTPYKTYPJIMCTUYUKHX TpaBalia y oomacTty reorpaduje
- npocmopHe Hayke (spatial science). Y keJbH 1a ce
MOCTUTHE "HaydHOCT" U "ersakTHocT" reorpaduje,
pa3Buja c€ METOMOJOUIKH MPUCTYI MpOyvaBamba
JPYIITBEHO-IIPOCTOPHUX T0jaBa TaKo ILTO CE BPILIN
penyKildja MHOIITBA M Pa3HOBPCHOCTH (hakTopa
reorpad)Cke CperHE Ha HEKOJIMKO HajBAKHU]JUX.
OCHOBHHM KpHUTEpH] PEIyKTHBHOT 3axBaTa jeCTe
MoryhHOCT KBaHTH(HKAIM]je TIOjenuHuX (hakTopa
— HIp. yOajbeHOCT WU e(puKacHOCT. TakBuUM
rocTynkoM, cMarpajy aytopu (ITurep Xarer, [lejpun
Xapswy, y paHoj ¢da3u, u Pugapa Yopmm), morie 6u
ce 00jEeKTHBHO caryie/IaTH 3aKOHUTOCTH IPOCTOPHOT
pa3mjerTaja reorpad)cKux o0jekara u OIHOCa KOj!
Branajy mehy muma. I[Ipema Mapaoky TtemespHa
OHTOJIOIIKA KapaKTepUCTHKA MPOCTOPHOCTH Y
CTPYKTYpaJIu3My Yy CB0jOj je OuTu OasmpaHa Ha
EyximmoBoj KOHIENIHUjH XOMOTEHOT MPOCTOpa:
Tako, CTpyKTypalMcTUUKa Teopuja BUAU MPOCTOP
Kao TOBPIIIMHY KOja j¢ KOHCTUTYHCAHA JIjeJIOBAheM
TeMeJbHUX CTpykTypa: "Kopucrehu mame wim
BUILIE EyKIIMIOBCKE MeTapope CTPYKTYpaIUCTHUKA
TeOpHja HACTOJU Ja YTJEIOBH U TPOM3BEJE
EYKIIMIOBCKH MHITUBEHY PEATHOCT KOja CE CacToju
071 TIOjeIMHAYHNX EHTUTETa PA3IMYUTUX BEINYMHA
KOjU Ce Hasla3e y IPEeTeKHO XOMOTEHUM JIPYILITBEHIM
npocropumMa” (Murdoch, 2006, ctp. 23).

OBakaB TEOPHjCKU MPUCTYH MPOCTOPHOCTH

been rich in ambiguous and racist comments,
it was righteously rejected as retrograde and
Eurocentric. Still, an unaddressed question
remains whether we should completely reject
the idea of interconnectivity of space and
spirituality or it is necessary to rethink one
such relation from points of view different
than those of Hegel’s, historically and
culturally. Somewhat frightened by Hegel’s
shadow, modern concepts from 1950s and
1960s fully rejected the reevaluation of that
connectivity and decided to take a ,,scientific*
approach which treated space as having
only one meaning, i.e. geometrical. Hence,
1950s and 1960s witnessed a theoretical
formulation of one of most pertinent
structuralist approaches in geography -
spatial science. In an attempt to introduce
,science” and ,,exactness into geography, a
novel methodological approach was designed
in order to study social-spatial phenomena
by reducing diverse factors of geographical
environment down to several most relevant
ones. The basic criterion of reduction was
quantification of specific factors such
as distance or efficiency. Authors (Peter
Haggett, early David Harvey and Richard
Chorley) believed that one such procedure
might help objectively view laws of spatial
distribution of geographical objects and
their interrelations. According to Murdoch,
the fundamental ontological characteristic
of spatiality within structuralism was based
on Euclidean concept of homogenous
space. Thus, theory of structuralism regards
space as a surface constituted by actions of
fundamental structures: “Using metaphors
that are more or less Euclidean this means
that (structuralist theory) tends to enact and
produce a Euclidean reality of discrete entities
of different sizes contained within discrete
and very often homogeneous social spaces”
(Murdoch, 2006, p. 23).

One such theoretical approach to
spatiality detracts its fundamental features
— heterogeneity and practical correlation
with different life practices that cannot be

27



MJIABEH TPUOYHOBUh
MLADEN TRIFUNOVIC

ofly3uMa meHe (pyHTaMeHTalHe KapaKTepUCTHUKE
— XETepOreHOCT W MPaKTH4YHY IOBE3aHOCT
ca pa3IMYUTUM >KHBOTHUM IIpakcama Koje ce
HE MOTY caMO CBECTH Ha jeIHy ''mapagurmy"
U Tako OJCTpaHUTU. UBpCTO TiO KOjer ce
reorpaduja "mouenana" y BUAY KBaHTUTATHBHE
MO3UTUBUCTUYKE TapagurMe, UMak HHUje OuiIo
TaKO YBPCTO KaKO C€ y MOYETHOM EHTY3Hjazmy
muciuiio. M cam [lejeun XapBu kao jemad on
pOlOHAYEIHUKA NPOCMOpHe HAayKe, OIyCTaje
KacHH]j€ O]l CBOje 3amMHcin "Hay4He" reorpaduje
nare y kisu3u Explanation in Geography (1969), Te
(hoxyc nctpaxunBama, yriasHoM mmoj JleheBpoBum
yTHIIajeM, CTaBJba Ha KPUTUKY OJHOCA
KalmuTajlu3Ma, MPOCTOPHOCTH M JPYIITBEHE
HejeqHakocTu. [eorpadcka Hayka Tako OuBa
3arjaBjbeHa W3Mel)y HeraTMBHOT HCTOPH]CKOT
Hacaujeha JeTepMUHHU3MA W TTO3UTUBUCTHUYKE
KOHIICTIIIH]€ KOja JeTHOCTaBHO HUje OMiIa y CTamy
na ofjammaBa CBE KOMILUIEKCHHU]E JPYIITBEHE
npoMjeHe. CaM TMPaKTUYHU KUBOT 3aXTH]EBAO j€
JIpyTa4uju MPUCTYT KOju OW OMO y CTamy JaBaTh
aziekBatHe AroBope. [ eorpadcko ce, y cTBapu, TH4e
CBEYKYITHOCTH OJIHOCA YOBjeKa U MPOCTOPHOCTH,
a HATU Y0BjeKa HUTH MPOCTOPHOCT HHUje Moryhe
penykoBatu Ha (hakTope.

I[TOCTCTPYKTYPAJIMCTUYKA
ITAPA/TMI'MA. HOBA
JECKPUIITUBHOCT KPETABA

[TocTcTpykTypanuszam, Tako, OIHCY]e
IPYUITBEHE M KYJITypallHE CHCTEME KOjU
Cy OTBOPEHHM U JAUHAMHUYHHU, KOHCTAHTHO
y mpouecy '"mocrtajama' (ibidem, ctp. 11).
[MocTeTpykTypanuszaM oTBapa MNYKOTHHE Y
NMPETXOJAHUM KOHIleTIIMjaMa jeIHOCTaBHUM
nutambeM. Ha koju HaunH je moryhe o0jacHUTH
"HCTOPUYHOCT" OBUX JPYIITBEHO-TIPOCTOPHUX
MpakcH, OJHOCHO HHHUXOBE TMPOMjEHE Yy
HCTOPH]CKOM BPEMEHY YKOJIUKO j€ CTPYKTypa Kao
TaKBa HEMPOMjEHUBA WIH OapeM JaJIeKO Mame
poMjerrBa o1 GopMu Koje yciaoBbaBa? Y OKBUPY
JUTEepapHEe TeOpHje U3 KOje IOCTCTPYKTypaIn3am,
3aMpaBo, U CTHXKE Y reorpadcky HayKy TO MTUTambe
j€ TOCTaBJbEHO KpO3 KPUTHUKY CyXkKaBama U
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simply downsized to a single paradigm. A
firm ground that geography was ,,bestowed”
with via a quantitative positivist paradigm
was yet not so firm as it was believed at
the beginning. David Harvey himself was
one of spatial science pioneers but he later
gave up his idea of a ,,scientific” geography
as it was elaborated in his book Explanation
in Geography (1969). Under the impact of
Lefebvre, he switched his focus onto criticism
of relations among capitalism, spatiality and
social inequity. Thus, geographical science
was stuck between the negative historical
heritage of determinism and the positivist
concept which simply was not able to
provide explanation for all complex social
changes. A practical living demanded a
different approach that might deliver adequate
answers. Actually, geographical refers to the
overwhelming relation between man and
spatiality but neither man nor spatiality can
be reduced down to factors.

POST-STRUCTURALIST PARADIGM.
NOVEL DESCRIPTIVENESS OF
MOVEMENT

Post-structuralism describes social and
cultural systems that are open and dynamic
and keep “emerging” (ibidem, p. 11). It is
post-structuralism that opens cracks in some
earlier concept by asking a simple question.
How is it possible to explain “historicism”
of social-spatial practices, i.e. their historical
changes if the structure itself is unchangeable
or at least far less changeable than the forms
it causes? Within the literary theory, from
which post-structuralism was introduced
into geography, this question is posed
through criticism of narrowing and enclosing
interpretations of a literary work down to a
single exact and legitimate (beyond history)
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3aTBapama HHTEPIpPETaTUBHUX MoryhHOoCTH
KEbKEBHOT JTjeJIa Y CaMo jeTHO Ta9HO U JISTUTUMHO
(BaHHMCTOPH]CKO) 3HAUYCH:-C. Y 00acTu reorpadcke
HayKe, aHaJOTHO TOME, OTBapa Ce€ MHUTa’ke
CBOjeBpCHE Teorpad)cke XepMEeHEYTHKE Y K0jo] On
caMa IPOCTOPHOCT OWIIa MocMarpaHa Kao jeHa
BpcTa "TekcTa", mpu Yemy Ou ce y HHTepITpETaIju
JETUTHMHO ¥ PaBHOINPABHO I0jaBJbUBANA
pasznuunta 3Hauewa. (Barnes and Duncan, 1992).
OBaKBHM XEPMEHEYTHUKUM YILTHBOM JO0JIA3U JI0
KOHIIETIIH]CKOT ¥ METOJIOJIONIKOT oOorahmuBama
TIOUMarha M HCTPAKUBAHA MjeCTa U3 TIPEBACXOIHO
MOP(HOMETPH]CKOT y 3HAYCHCKO TI0Jbe. KOHKpeTHO
roBopehu, MPUITMKOM HCTpaKMBamka HEOIXOIHO
j€ MjecTo mocMaTpaTH/4uTaTH M Kao pe3yiTaT
Pa3TUYHUTHX KYJITYPOJIOMIKUX, APYIITBEHUX M
MOJIUTHYKKUX TMPAKCH KOje Ce y HeMy Haase,
aHaJIOTHO, JTAKJIe, 3HAUYCHUMa y TEKCTY.

VY obGmactu apymTBeHe Teorpaduje TUMeE
JI0JTa3H JI0 OTBapama jeTHOT W3y3€THO MIMPOKOT
MoJba HCTPAXKHBAKA, Al M TEOPH]CKUX H
MPAaKTUYHUX MpoOJIeMa ca KojuMa c€ CBaka
teopuja untepnperamuje (I'amamep, 1978) mopa
cyountu. CBe OHE KapaKTePUCTHKE TEKCTa —
Mpo0JieM jJeIMHCTBA 3HAYCHa, FIheTOBE BPEMEHCKE
MPOMjEHLUBOCTH W HEeMOTyhHOCTH ojapehema
Heke (UMKCHE TauKe MOYeTKa, HECTAOMIHOCTH
Y TIOJIMBAJICHTHOCTH TIPUCYTHE CY W TPUIHKOM
npoydaBama camor Mmjecra. Kpecsen (2004)
OBy HOBOOTKPHBEHY CErMEHTAIHjy acIeKTara
reorpad)CKuX MpoydaBamba MPAKTUIHO 00jalmhaBa
kopuctehu ce nmpumjepuma koje naje [lon Army.
ATHY TaKo U3/1Baja TPy KOMIIOHEHTE, OITHOCHO TPH
"nmuia" Koja CBako MjecTo mokasyje — 1. zoxayujy
(koopnuHare), 2. aoxkarumem ( HEKa BpCTa
KOHKPETHOT MaTe€pHjaTHOT CKJI0Ta, MOP(OIOITKIX
1 MaTepHjaTHUX KapaKTEPUCTHKA) U 3. 3Hauerve
(cMmcao Koju CBAaKOM MJECTY, Y CTBapH, J1aje HEKY
1J€JIOBUTOCT W MJICHTUTET TIOBE3YjyhH pa3nnduTe
KOMITOHEHTE JIOKAJIUTETA).

Kakag je Mel)ycoOHM OHOC ¥ TpUpOIa OBUX
xeTeporennx ciojeBa? Jlokanuja mpenacraBiba
YHHUBEP3AJTHY pehepeHTHOCT MjecTa KOjy je Moryhe
W3pa3UTH HEKUM KOHKPETHUM IMPECjeHUIITEM
arniCTPaKTHUX TEOKOOpAWHATa. YKOIUKO Ou ce
MjE€CTO CBOJMJIO Ha JIOKAIlM]y, 3a/1aTak TeOHayKa
010 O omaBHO ycmjemHo aoBpiieH. Jlokanurer,

meaning. Analogue to this, geographical
science opens a question of geographical
hermeneutics in which spatiality itself is
observed as a “text”, in which process the
interpretation would legitimately provide
different meanings (Barnes and Duncan,
1992). It was hermeneutics that enriched
the concept and methodology of perception
and study of space and switched it from a
morphometric to a meaning field. To be more
precise, during a research it is necessary
to observe/read a place as being a result
of different cultural, social and political
practices that dwell within it as it is a case
with text meanings.

Within social geography, a vast field
of study was introduced accompanied by
theoretical and practical problems which
every theory of interpretation must face
(lFamamep, 1978). All the characteristics of
a text — problems of uniform meaning, its
time alterations and lack of a determined
starting point, instability and polyvalence —
are present when we study a place. Creswell
(2004) explains this novel segmentation of
aspects of geographical studies by using
examples provided by John Agnew. Agnew
singles out three components or three
“faces” that each place displays — 1. location
(coordinates), 2. locality (a specific material
composition which has morphological and
material characteristics) and 3. meaning
(a meaning that provides each place with
unity and identity by connecting different
components of a locality).

What is the interrelationship and nature
of these heterogeneous layers? Location
stand for a universal referrentiality of a place
that is possible to express by using specific
intersections of abstract geo-coordinates. If
we narrowed down a place to a location, the
task of geoscience would be long completed.
On the other hand, locality expresses all
the characteristics of a place that provide it
with a specific outlook shaped by different
procedures, processes and forces. For
instance, it is a natural landscape and it
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Mak, W3pakaBa OHE KapaKTepUCTHUKE MjecTa
Koju My pnajy oapehenu wusrien Qopmupan
pa3IMYUTHAM 3aXBaTHMa, TPOIeCUMa, CHIIaMa....
To je HIp. HEKW MPUPOIAHHM TI€JCAXK U TIPEICTABIbA
HapeIHH BUIIM CTENCH IpoydYaBama MjecTa.
OBaj MarepujallHM CKJION JOCTyNaH HaM je
MpeKo CBOjUX (OpPMATHUX KapaKTePHUCTHKA
KOje ce, YIJIaBHOM, MPOy4aBajy Kao Pa3IHuUTH
reoMOp(OJIONMIKH WM TEOMETPHjCKU OOJIHUIIH.
Onu ce gajbe MOTY MPOYYaBaTH TeHEAJIONIKH H
M3pakaBaTu MpeKo onpeheHnX KBaHTHTATHBHUX
KpakTepucTruka. OUuIiIeHO je 1a OBako cxBaheHa
reorpaduja noxarumema npema Iluxency
(1985) dynKIIMOHMIIIE HA OCHOBY KapTe3HMjaHCKE
OHTOJIOTH]€ TIPOCTOpa, KOja CYIITHHY CBaKOT
MIPOCTOPHOT 00jeKTa CBOJM Ha MPOTEIKHOCT — Tes
extensa. [IpoTexHOCT, Tj. TMMEH3NOHATHOCT OMBa
Ha Ta] HAYMH TOCTaBJheHA Kao HEMPOM]jCHHBA
CyHITHHA TMPOCTOpPa U MPOCTOPHHX OOjeKara.
Ha ocHOBy Tora W MeTOIOJIOTHja HHUXOBOT
npoyJyaBama Tpeba OWUTH mpuiaroheHa Toj
CYWNITUHU, IITO C€ IMPEBACXOAHO OJHOCH Ha
KBaHTUTaTUBHE METOMONOIIKE TocTynke. OBO je
yIpaBo JJOMEH OHOT'a IITO C€ Ha3WBa MPOCTOPHA
Hayka. OcTanu acrnekTu OuBajy 3aHEMapeHH,
OIHOCHO CKpAjHYTH U3 KIDKE HHTEPECOBaMba Kao
CTIOpE/IHU, TIPOMjCHUBU U HEHAYYHH.

Pesynraru ¢enomenomnomke u dunozopuje
er3uCTeHIIMje TIOKa3alll Ccy Ja je OBaj
KapTe3WjaHCKU MOJE] TEK jeaHa O MOryhmx
KOHIIEIIIMja TMPOCTOPHOCTHU. JlekapToBCcKa
KOHIIETIIH]ja TIPOTEKHOCTH Ka0 CYIICTAHIE CaMo
je jemHo of 3Hauerba KOj€ MPOCTOPHOCT Kao
TakBa nMa. OHa ce 1M0jaBJbyje MPEBACXOIHO KA0
n3pa3 MaTemaru3aiyje YKyImHe MPUPOAe MpH
YeMy C€ IoKasaja Kao HajIoroJHHja IUJHHO
paIlMOHAIIHOM M TeXHUYKOM BHhewy cBujeta. O
TOME YIpaBO TOBOPH HaBeleHH Tpehu cermeHT
MjecTa — 3HaueHe. 3Ha4YCHE MPECTaB/ba HAYlH
Ha KOjJU HaM C€ HEIITO MOKa3yje y CBOJO]j CYIITHHHU.
[Ipexo 3Hauewma cTBapu OO0JEKTH HMMaA]y HEKH
CMHCa0 3a Hac, OAHOCHO OWBjy HaM pa3yMJbUBU
Y KOHIIETITYaJTHO TOCTYIHHU. CBAaKO MCTPAKHBAHE
jecte onpeheHa uHTepmpeTranuja, a CcBaka
WHTpenpeTalyja npema Xajaerepy (Xajmerep,
1985, ctp. 170) Hyx)HO Beh anpuopHo Gapara ca
HEKUM TpeTrnocTaBkama. OHa HHje HUTH MOXE
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represents a next step in studying a place.
This material composition is only available
to us through its formal features which are
mostly suited as different geomorphological
or geometrical shapes. They can further be
studied from a genealogical point of view
and expressed through various quantitative
characteristics. It is obvious that one such
perception of geography of locality in line
with Pickles (1985) functions on the basis of
Cartesian ontology of space, which reduces
the core of each spatial object down to
extension — res extensa. Thus, extension or
dimensionality becomes the unchangeable
essence of space and spatial objects. Based
on this, methodology of studies should
comply with the essence, which firstly refers
to quantitative methodological procedures.
It is precisely the domain of what we refer
to as spatial science. Other aspects are being
neglected and put aside from the limelight
as being secondary, changeable and non-
scientific.

Results of phenomenology and philosophy
of existence have shown that the Cartesian
model is only one of potential concepts of
spatiality. Descartes’ concept of extension
as a substance is only one of meanings that
spatiality possesses. Firstly, it appears as an
expression of mathematization of the whole
nature in which process it has proved to be a
most appropriate for the rational and technical
perception of the world. It is precisely what
the third segment of the place is — meaning.
Meaning represents a manner in which
something reveals itself in its own essence.
It is meaning that provides objects with sense,
i.e. the object become conceptually available
and easier for us to understand. Each study
is a certain interpretation and, according to
Heidegger (Xajmerep, 1985, p. 170) each
interpretation a priory addresses some
assumption. It is not and cannot be deprived
of earlier meanings. The consciousness never
meets something that is meaningless but
rather the objects are available only if they
have a meaning.
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OWTH JIMIIIEHA TIPETXOJHUX 3Ha4YeHa. Hukaz ce He
noraha na ce cBuject cycpehe ¢ Heunm mTo je 6e3
3Ha4YeHa, HETO CTBapY OMBajy TOCTYITHE CaMO aKO
HEIITO 3Haye.

3Havyera HaM oMoryhaBajy Kako CBaKOJHEBHY
KOMYHHKAIMjy, TAKO ¥ HAaydyHa UCTPaKUBAIba.
Onpehena 3Hadewa ce, Takohe, HE Mopajy
MoIpa3yMjeBaTH — 300T TOTa j€ HY)KHO MPHUINKOM
KOPHIITeHha HEKOT TePMUHA M O0jaCHHUTH IITa
OH KOHKPETHO Yy TOM Clly4ajy 3Hauu. Tako je
3HAUCHE TEPMUHA Mjecno y aHTUIKOM TIEPHOLIY
OWJIO TIOTITYHO Jpyravuje of 3Hauemka Koje My
TIpH/1aje HOBOBHUjEKOBHA (PH3UKA M TO j€ BUIJTBUBO
n3 o0jammkera Koje ¢y Hip. Apuctoten u byt
JaBaJIM y CBOJHM KOHIIETIIHjaMa MPOCTOPHOCTH.
Pycku reorpad MBan Mwutun (2007), Takohe,
cMaTpa Ja 3Hauelka HHCY YHHBEp3ajTHa H
HenpoMjemuBa. IbHUXOBY KapaKTEpUCTUKY
UCTOPUYHOCTH U MelyycoOHE YCIIOBIBEHOCTH
MuTHH M3pakaBa Tako IITO MjECTO MocMmarpa
aHaJIOTHO nanumncecnty. OBa CpeIHOBjeKOBHA
KIbMOKEBHA TMpaKca THCama TEKCTa MPEKO
TEKCTa, TIPU YeMy je TPETXOJAHU TEKCT MOTao
OuTH peKkoHCTpyHrcaH Oyayhu camo JjelToOMUYHO
n3bpucaH, clyXu Kao edukacHa metadopa
MutnHy na O TUIAaCTHYHO W3Pa3uo YHEHCHUILY
MOJINCEMUYHOCTH MjecTa. YNPaBO TO IKEIH
HaracTu U ATmy Kaja M3]Baja 3Hauewa 0e3
KOJHX MJeCTO He OM OMJIO aZIeKBaTHO Pa3yMJbHBO.
[TocrerpykTypanucTuuka reorpaduja 300r Tora
HaCTOJU Jla C€ y TeMaTHh3alijy MPOCTOPHOCTH
yKJbyde ¥ JApyra 3Hauema H HHUXOBE
HMHTEpHpeTalje Koje ce, 3a Pa3IuKy O MPOCTOPHE
HayKe, HE 3aCHUBAjy CaMO Ha aliCTPAKTHUM H
BHCOKO TE€OMETPU30BAHUM W YHHBEP3aIHUM
(hakTopuma.

OCHOBHE TEOPHUjCKE M METOJOJIOIIKE
KPaKTEpUCTUKE TMOCTCTPYKTYpPATHCTUUKE
reorpaduje moryhe je, mpema Mapnoky (2006),
cymuparu Ha cibeachu Hauwn: Ilpocmopnocm
je ysujex npouzso0 NpOICUMArba Pa3TUYUMUX
OpYUIMeeHUx npoyeca u NpOCMOPHUX NPAKCU
Koje cy, eomoso no npasunry mehycobno
cynpomcmasmerne. Konctutyucame oapeheHor
MPOCTOpa CTOTa j& BHINE CTBAp HEMPEKUIHE H
HEJIOBPIINBE KOHCTPYKIIM]€ U PEKOHCTPYKIIH]E
HBETOBUX 3HauYeWma, OJHOCHO HICHTHUTETA,

Meanings help us in everyday
communication as it is the case with scientific
studies. In addition, specific meanings are not
obvious — therefore it is crucial to explain
the meaning of a term once we decide to use
it. Furthermore, the meaning of word place
used to refer to something quite different in
ancient times in comparison with the new age
meaning in physics as explained by Aristotle
and Newton in their concepts of spatiality.
Ivan Mitin (2007), a Russian geographer, also
believed meanings were not universal and
unchangeable. Mitin explained the historicism
and mutual condition by observing place
as analogue to palimpsest. Mitin used an
efficient metaphor of this medieval literary
practice of text writing, in which a text could
be reconstructed once it was partially deleted,
in order to express the factual polysemy of a
place. It was precisely what Agnew attempted
to elaborate as he singled out meanings
without which it would be impossible to
adequately understand a place. Therefore,
in an endeavor to thematize spatiality, post-
structuralist geography attempts to include
other meanings and interpretations which,
unlike spatial science, are not based on
abstract and highly-geometrical universal
factors.

According to Murdoch (2006), it is
possible to summarize basic theoretical
and methodological characteristics of post-
structuralist geography as follows: Spatiality
is always a product of interferences of
different social processes and spatial
practices which are, almost as a rule,
mutually opposed. Hence, constitution of a
specific space is a result of incessant  and
unfinishable construction and reconstruction
of its meanings and not a one-way petrified
relation between the fundamental structure
and determined forms.

Post-structuralism places all its answers
to spatiality within the domain of social
construct. If we want to approach the
problem of spatiality objectively, it is
crucial to avoid or even fully abandon the
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HETO MITO C€ paad O HEKOM JEeITHOCM]jEPHOM
U TeTpuPUIMpaHOM OJIHOCY yTemelbyjyhe
CTPYKTYpE H ACTEPMHUHUCAHUX (POPMHU.

[Ipema ToMe, IOCTCTPYKTYpaIn3aM OATrOBOPE
Ha CBa MMUTamka MPOCTOPHOCTH CMjeIlTa y IOMEH
JIPYIITBEHE KOHCTPYKIIHjE. YKOJIHUKO C€ HACTOJH
npoosieMy MPOCTOPHOCTU TpUhU 00jEKTUBHO,
notpebHO je wm30jeraBaTd W YaK TMOTITYHO
HaITyCTUTH MUTakE O TOME Wma j€ MjeCTO Kao
MjecTo. Mopa ce HaIyCTUTH OHTOJIONIKH HAYUH
pa3MHUILIbaha U 33JJ0BOJEUTH OHUME IITO jeIIHO
MPEOCTaje - PErUCTPOBATH HETPEKHUTHO KPETahe
u GAyKTyanujy HHUKaj 3aTBOPEHE MPHPOJIE
MjecTa. [71aBHM 3aaTak MOCTPYKTYPaTUCTHIKE
reorpaduje TMOCTaje TaKO JEKOHCTPYKIIHja
JOMHHAHTHHUX POCTOPHUX mpakch. [Ipoctop cam
1Mo ceOM HeMa HUKAKBY CYIITHHY, CBOJCTBA HUTH
Moh. OH ce yomiuTe U HE MOXE Pa3IMKOBATH,
OJTHOCHO W3/IBOJUTH Kao ofipe)eHr €HTHTET KOjU
j€ Pa3IMUUT Ol OHOTA IITa CE Halla3M y mwemy. Y
cBoM njeny Social Justice and the City Jlejpun
Xapsu (Harvey, 1973, ctp. 13) nume: Jpyrum
pujeunMa, Hema (uno3odckor oaroBopa Ha
NMUTamke Koje ce Hamehe y Be3W ca MPHUPOIOM
MPOCTOpa - OATOBOP JIEKH Y JBYIACKO] TPAKCH.
[urame "mra je mpocTop" mpema TOME jecTe
3aMH]jCHCHO MIUTAKHEM ""Ha KOJU HAYMH PA3TUIUTE
JPYIITBEHE TIPAKCE CTBAPA]y M KOPHCTE PA3THINTE
KOHIIETITyaJTu3allije mpocTopa”

XapBu THME TIOCTYJIMPa TEMEJbHY TEOPH]jCKY
MHCA0 TOCTCTPYKTYpPaJIMCTHUKE Teorpaduje
koja je xacHuje (Massey, 1995 u 2005; Amin,
2004; Thrift, 2006) noxxuBJ/paBajga CBOje
pa3IuYnuTe pEUHTEpIIpEeTalrje U MPONIHpEHha.
Tako Em Amua (Amin, 2004, ctp. 34) cmarpa
Ja Cy MpOCTOpHE (opmaryje HacTaie IMyTeM
MPOCTOPHUX TOKOBa, Melymnmo3nnuoHupama,
MOPO3HOCTH M peJIallHOHAIHE TOBE3aHOCTH.
3a OCHOBHY KpPaKTEpUCTHKY MTPOCTOPHOCTH
OH cMaTpa KOHTHHyUpaHU (PIyKC KOjU YBH]jEK
JIOBOJTH JIO TIPOMjeHE CTPYKTYpE U KapaKTePHCTHKA
NMpOCTOpHUX oOjekaTa W pejanuja. ¥ OBOM
HETIPEeCTaHOM KpeTamy Koje, IpeMa ayTopy U YHHH
CYHITHHY TMPOCTOPHOCTH, jJEAUHO IITO CE MOXKE
y3€TH Kao JIETEPMUHAHTA JECTE PETalliOHATHOCT.
3a llopun Mejcu (Maasey, 2005, ctp. 200)
MMPOCTOPHOCT C€ T0jaBJbyje Ha HAYMH CycpeTa
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question of what a place as a place is. We
must abandon the ontological way of thinking
and remain satisfied with the only thing
left — incessant movement and fluctuation
of the never enclosed nature of a place. It
is the deconstruction of dominant spatial
practices that now becomes the main task
of post-structuralist geography. Space in
itself has no essence, properties or power. It
cannot be differed or singled out as a single
entity different from what is within it. In
his work Social Justice and the City, David
Harvey (Harvey, 1973, p. 13) wrote: In other
words, there is no philosophical answer to
the question on the nature of space — the
answer lies in the human practice. Hence,
the question “what is space” is being replaced
with the question “in which way do different
social practices create and use different
conceptualization of space”.

Namely, Harvey posed a fundamental
theoretical idea of post-structuralist geography
which was later further reinterpreted and
expanded (Massey, 1995 and 2005; Amin,
2004; Thrift, 2006). Ash Amin (Amin, 2004,
p. 34) believes that spatial formations resulted
from spatial movements, inter positioning,
porosity and relational connection. He
reckons that the basic feature of spatiality
is a continuous flux which always causes
changes in structure and characteristics of
spatial objects and relations. According to the
author, within this incessant movement which
is the core of spatiality, the only determinant
is relationalism. For Dorin Massey (Massey,
2005, p. 200), spatiality is evident through
relational streams or trajectories between
objects and processes. Spatiality itself
possesses no firm inner structure or hierarchy
of mutual relations. It rather narrows down to
relationalistic ideas on space-time nodes in
which networks of social relations intersect.
Nigel Thrift (2006) determines the essence
of spatiality by using the idea of connectivity
and he completely rejects any possibility that
connectivity, i.e. mutual connection among
specific spaces, is hierarchical either by
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pelaluoHAIHUX CTpyjamba WIH TpajeKTopHuja
mmel)y objekara u mporeca. Cama mpoCTOPHOCT
HeMa HEeKakBy uBpIIhy YHyTpallkby CTPYKTYpY,
a HUTH oxapeheHy xujepapxujy MmehycoOHmX
onHoca. OHa ce CBOIU Ha pealMOHATHUCTUYKU
cxBaheHe NPOCTOPHOBPEMEHCKE YBOpPOBE Yy
KOjuMa ce€ TpPOXUMAjy Mpexke NPUCYTHUX
npymTBeHux onHoca. Hajuen Tpudt (2006)
CYIITHHY TIPOCTOPHOCTH ofipeljyje Mpeko mojMa
KOHEKTHUBHOCTH (connectivity), TIpu 4Yemy Yy
MOTIYHOCTH oj0aIryje Omio kKakBy MoryhHoct
Jla jeé oBa KOHEKTHMBHOCT, OJIHOCHO MOryhHOCT
MOBE3UBama MOJEINHUX MjEeCTa, XHjePapXHjCKH
CTPYKTyHpaHa Ouiio mpemMa (PyHKIUjU WA TaK
npemMa BenmInHU. [ [pocTopHOCT Ha Taj HaYMH OvBa
BUl)eHa caMO Kao YHCTa MpaHCMepUmopujatHocm,
TJIj€ He MTOCTOj€ HEKAKBE YHYTPAIIikhe TOCEOHOCTH
Ha OCHOBY Kojux Om Owio Moryhe wu3nBajatu
npoctopHe 1jenuHe. OBnaje je mTOTpeOHO
MPUMJETUTH J1a XEerejioBO HWHCHUCTHpAE Ha
3Hauajy CycpeTama U NPOKHMama BEIUKHX
pebeDHUX IjeTMHa ¥ UHTEpIpeTaIija bHUXOBOT
yTHIIaja Ha JyX HapoAa U TOK CBjETCKE UCTOPH]E
OapeM HACcTOJU JaTH HEKaKBO O0jalllmbeme THX
yTunaja u npoxkumama (Xerem, 1951, ctp. 93
U fajbe). TpudT, HAIPOTUB CaMO KOHCTATyje
TPaHCTEPUTOPHUJATHOCT, HE aajyhum HUKakBa
oO0jalmemha HUTH OHOTA wima TIPesIa3y v POXKHUMa
ce ca yum, HUTH MOCJbeIUIIa TOT TIpesiacka!l AMUH
(Amin, 2004, ctp. 36) 4aK U3PUYHUTO CAOTIIITABA
na "Hema OApeIJbMBUX PETrHOHATHUX IfjeJIMHA
KOjuMa O ce MOTJIO YITpaBJbaTH.

I[MTOCTCTPYKTYPAJIMCTHUYKE
HEJJOPEYEHOCTH

PenarnorncTiyKa KOHIIETIIH]a IIPOCTOPHOCTH
Kao TeMeJbHa TEOPHjCKa MOCTaBKa JOMHUHAHTHE
BehrHE MOCTCTPYKTYpamuCTHYKOT Teorpad)cKor
MoKpeTa caJapXu 030uJbHAa TEOpHjCKa W
MeTOI0JIONIKA orpanrydera. Maptus [lonc (2010)
CakMMa MX y HEKOJIMKO 3HAYajHHUX MMUTamka Ha KOje
penanoHaIr3am He Jiaje OAroBOp | Koja rorahajy
y camy cpx mpobOiema. 3a moTpede oBOT paaa
n3nBojuhemo camo HajouTHHje. Kao mpBo paam
Ce 0 TOME J1a je 3aucTa HY)KHO JaTh aJIeKBaTaH

function or size. In this manner, spatiality
is being perceived as pure trans-territoriality
where there is no inner property upon which
spatial units can be singled out. It is crucial
to point out that Hegel’s assertion on clash
and interference of large relief units and
interpretation of their impact on the spirit of
peoples and course of history is actually an
attempt to provide an explanation for those
impacts and interferences (Xeremn, 1951, p. 93
etc). As opposed to this, Thrift only singles
out trans-territoriality without providing
further explanation on what transits, what
interferes and what the consequences of the
transit are! Amin (2004, p. 36) exclusively
states that “there are no determinable regional
units which could be managed”.

POST-STRUCTURALIST
VAGUENESS

Relationalism concept of spatiality as
a fundamental theoretical postulate of the
dominant majority of post-structuralist
geography comprises severe theoretical and
methodological limitations. Martin Johns
(2010) summarizes them into several pertinent
questions that hit the core of the problem
and to which relationalism cannot provide
answers. For the purpose of this paper, we
shall single out only the most relvant ones.
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OJITOBOP Ha TMHUTame O BpCTaMa M TPHPOIH
camux penanuja usMmely mojequHux objekara.
VYKOIMKO HE JKeTTUMO J1a T0jaM peJlaliije OCTaHe
ariCTpaKTaH M TakKo Tpa3aH W HEymnoTpeOJhUB
3a KOHKPETHO 00jalimherhe, OHAa MOpaMo JaTh
W OITOBOP O caapkajy THUX pernaruja. To mpuje
CBera Imojpa3yMrjeBa Ja c€ TOJOXH padyyH O
MOJIyCHMa, y3pOIlMMa M KOHTEKCTY I0jaBe H
onBujama mporeca. C mpyre ctpaHe, mOTpeOHO
je Topea OBOT MHTama O HAYMHHUMA CaMHUX
penanyja JaKkako JAaTH OATOBOP M Ha MUTAHkE O
TOME wma jecTe y penanuju. AHaiau3za BpCTa
obOjekara m3mel)y kojux ce morabhajy Bese je
Hen3ocTaBHa. [IuTame O WICHTUTETY HE CMH]E
OWTH TEK TaKO MPECKOYCHO. YKOIUKO Ce TO HE
ypaau OHJa UMaMO MPWIHYHO TapagOKCaIHY
CUTyalljy Ja TOBOPHMO O peyaijama, Mpu
4yeMy HE 3HaMO HHUIITa O YIAHOBHMA Te
penanyje. JlupekTHa JIOTHYKa MOCIbEUIA OBAKBE
KOHIICTIIIHj€ jeCTe HEeMOTYNHOCT pa3IMKOBamba
BpcTa TreorpadcKux WM OUII0 KOJUX JPYTHX
objekara, Tj. BUXOBA MOTIIYHA yHU]UKAIH]a.
Yaudukamnuja odjekara J0BOIM 1 10 yHU(DUKAITH]E
camux penanuja. Huje camo mgoBosbHO pehnm
Jla ce paJii O HENPECTAaHOM KpEeTamy, CTPYjH H
(bykcy, Te TBPAWTH Ja Cy MjecTa jeJHa BpCTa
YBOpOBa, MpECjelHINTa Ba3la IMPOM]jEeHUBHX
y CBOM TOKY M TMPEJICTABUTH IPOCTOPHOCT
Kao jeAHy BPCTY CjeIUINTa KOHTHHYHUPAHHX
nuHUja 1 TokoBa. OBa MOryhHOCT TIOBE3HBama,
KOHKEKTUBHOCT, OJIHCOHO PEJIaIlMOHAIHOCT, Kao
3ancTa OWTHA KapaKTEPUCTUKA MPOCTOPHOCTH,
OuBa y CTBapW XHIOCTa3upaHa a (EeHOMEH
MIPOCTOPHOCTH PEAYKOBAH HA CIMYaH HAYMH Kao
ITO je TO pal)eHO y HEKUM JETePMUHUCTUIKUM
KOHIIETII[HjaMa KPUTHKOBAHUM YIPaBO O]
CTpaHe TOCTCTPYKTypallUCTU4YKe Teorpaduje.
[MocTcTpykTypanu3aM W pellaliMoOHATUCTHIKA
reorpadwja, 3arpaBo, je caMmo OKpeHysIa "Ha raBy"
ctporu aerepmuHu3am. [Ipu Tome, mocmarpajyhu
CTBApM Cca HAy4YHOT, a HE HJICOJOIIKOT
CTaHOBHIIITA, IMaMO MapaIOKCAITHY CUTYaITH]y Ja
peManroOHAIMCTHYKA KOHIIETIIH]a OCTaje Y BIACTH
JeTePMUHHU3Ma TPOCTO 3ayMajyhul CympoOTHY
TIO3MIIH]Y, IIITO je OHeMoryhasa Jia carieia CTBapHA
mpobaeM. YKOIMKO C€ 3aUCTa JKeMH TOKYIIaTH
JaTH OJIrOBOp Ha MpoOIeM MPOCTOPHOCTH,
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Firstly, it is crucial to provide an adequate
answer to the question on types and nature of
relations among specific objects. Unless we
wish the term of relation to maintain abstract,
empty and useless for a specific explanation,
we should elaborate on the content of these
realtions. By this we mean amplification of
the mode, cause and context of a process. On
the other hand, we should also provide an
answer to what lies in a relation. The analysis
of types of objects among which connections
exist is inevitable. The question of identity
should not be simply neglected. If we do so,
then there emerges a paradox in which we
speak of relations without knowing anything
about the entities within one such relation.
A direct logical consequence of this concept
is inability to single out geographical or
any other objects, i.e. we cannot fully unify
them. It is the unification of objects that
leads towards the unification of relations. It
is not sufficient to say that there are constant
movements, streams or flux or that places are
simply types of nodes and intersections of
variables and that spatiality is an intersection
of continuous lines or flows. The connectivity,
i.e. relationalism, as a pertinent feature of
spatiality becomes hypostasized and the
phenomenon of spatiality becomes reduced
similar to some earlier determinist concepts
that were criticized by post-structuralist
geography. Post-structuralism and relationalist
geography simply twisted severe determinism
“upside down”. In addition, if we assume a
scientific and not an ideological stance, we
face a paradox in which relationalist concept
remains under the rule of determinism by
simply taking an opposite stand, which
disables it to see the real problem. If we truly
wish to answer the question of spatiality, we
should start addressing reasons for such types
of spatial movements.

To regard topos as an accidental
intersection means to give up from a true
effort of a scientific research. According
to Malpas (2011), the key reason for
relationalists to “abandon” these issues is the
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OHJIa C€ MOpajy MOYeTH JaBaTH OJrOBOPHU O
pasio3uMa TakBe BPCTE MPOCTOPHUX KpeTHa.
Cwmarparu Tomoce CiIydajHUM IpecjeruInTuMa
3Ha4YM OIYCTaTH O]l CTBAPHOI HAropa HAay4yHOT
uctpaxuBama. [Ipema Manmacy (2011) raBHu
pasJor 3a "3aHemMapuBame” OBUX MUTaHA OJ CTPAHE
cJbeI0EHUKA pPEeJIAllMOHN3MAa Hala3u OA0Hjame
caBpeMEHHX TeopeThyapa Jia y OKBUpy mpodiema
MIPOCTOPHOCTH pa3Marpajy u nmpoodsiemM rpaHurie. Y
OKBHPY peNallioHaIHe KOHIIETIIH]€ TPOCTOPHOCTU
(heHOMEH TpaHUIlE C€ TUCKPEIUTYjE JETHUM,
Ha/IacBe HJICOJIOIIKUM MIOTE30M KOjH Ce OIpaBiaBa
Moryhum 3moynorpebama Koje CBaku IojaM H
Mpakca TpaHUIle HOCH ca coboM — moryhum
HETaTUBHUM BPH]JETHOCHUM IU(EPEHIINPAHEM
TPaHMUIIOM TMOJHjeJbeHUX Tpyma. Moryhe je
3aKJbYYUTH Ja pellallMoOHalHa KOHIIeNIuja
MIPOCTOPHOCTH, HacTojehu ma "okuBH" OKoIITaNe
TIPOCTOPHE OTHOCE KOjH CE jaBJhajy Kao MOCIbEIUIIA
MIPUIM]j€HE ariCOyTHE KOHIICTIIH]E, OJIA3H Y JeTHY
IpyTy KpajHocT. OBa ce KpajHOCT MaHHU(ECTyje y
OJIpHIIahy OWIIO KaKBE KOHIICTIIIN]E XHjepapXuje
MPOCTOPHUX OJHOCA U HETHPABY Y3POUHO-
MOCJbEIMYHUX Be3a Mel)y mpoCcTopHUM TojaBama.
360t Tora Manmac (2011) ¢ mpaBom cMaTpa na
OBa TIOIJIaBa pejalMoHOr Bulema mpocropa/
MjecTa YONIINTe HHUje MO3UTHUBHO yTHIIAJIa HA
JaJbe pasjallmbaBambe TI0jMa MPOCTOPHOCTH, HETO
HampoTUB, HABOAM Ja C€ JOTOAMIO 0OpaTHO —
"HepedrekTupano Myhkame MPOCTOPHIM OKPETOM
3aMpavmIIO j€ TI0OJMOBE U OTPAHHYMIIO KPUTHUUKY
esayarjy!" Cam (heHOMEH MPOCTOPHOCTH BHIIIS
HUje y (HOKyCy MCTpakMBama, MOIITO C€, KaKO
TO UCTHUYE ayTOp, BHUILE PaJHu O T3B. IPOCTOPHO]
MIOJTUTULIH.

IINIATOHOB ®APMAKOH 3A
I[TOCTCTPYKTYPAJIMCTUYKY
I'PO3HULLY

Teopujcke KOHTPOBEP3E, a MIPH]jE CBEra 3aMax
Y YTHIIA] pealiOHI3Ma M MMOCTCTPYKTYPAIH3Ma,
HapOYHNTO HETOBO HECEIEKTUBHO Y HEKPHUTHUYKO
MpUXBaTame y JTOMEHY reorpadcke Hayke, joII
JeIHOM TIOKa3yjy HEOMXOJHOCT TpoydyaBama
ucropuje umozoduje. Ma KOIMKO CaBpEMEHOCT

rejection of modern theoreticians to discuss
issue ofboundary within the issue spatiality.
Within the framework of relationalist concept
of spatiality, the boundary phenomenon is
being discredited by an ideological attempt,
which is further justified by potential
misusage that the idea and practice of the
term boundary carries — the potential negative
value-based differentiation of groups divided
by boundaries. It is plausible to infer that
relationalist concept of spatiality, in an
attempt to “revive” firm spatial relations
that result from the application of absolute
concepts, pushes itself to the extreme. This
extreme is manifested through abandonment
of any hierarchical concept of spatial relations
and through negation of causal connection
among spatial phenomena. Therefore, Malpas
(2011) rightfully believes that the abundance
of relation-based stance on space/place did
not positively affect further illumination of
spatiality. On the contrary, quite an opposite
thing happened — “a non-reflected stir of
spatial twist blurred terms and limited
any critical evaluation!” the phenomenon
of spatiality is no longer in the limelight
because, according to the author, now it is
more of a so-called spatial policy.

PLATO’S PHARMAKON FOR
POST-STRUCTURALIST
FEVER

Theory of controversy, and above all the
emerging impact of relationalism and post-
structuralism and their non-selective and
non-critical acceptance within the field of
geographical science, once again point out
the necessity to study history of philosophy.
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cMaTpa Jia CBOj HayYHU W IUBWJIM3AIU]JCKH TTYT
MPOJIa3y U3BOPHO U ayTEHTUYHO, MITAK CE ITOKa3yje
1a je anTruka Gpuno3oduja MUCIUIA MHOTO BUIIIE
HETO IITO C€ TO MOXKE WJIM MOXK/Ia YKEIU JIaHacC
npusHatu. [IpoOiemMu Ha Koje HaWIIa3uUMO Yy
PEILEHTHUM paJioBUMa KOJU TEMATHU3y]y MPOCTOP
HUCY TIpel HaMa NpPBH IMyT. JoIl Mame Cy TO
pjeriema Koja HaM Ce MOCTCTPYKTYPATUCTUIKOM
reorpadujom Hyzae (peranuoHaIu3aM), HUTH
Cy TaK TO CBOJE€BPCHA OJyCTajama OJ XBaTama
y KomTail ca mpooiemom (XapBu). AHTHYKA je
¢dbunmo3oduja mokazaga MHOTO BHIIIE XpaOpOCTH
Y OJITOBOPHOCTH, UAKO YJIO3U HUCY OWJIM HUIITA
Mamu. TaMo Taje je Hekaa Ouiia OmacHOCT
codUCTHUKE MaHHWMYJIaTUBHE peJlaTUBHU3AIIH]eE,
JlaHaC je OHa y3eya, Kako To Masrmac JTyIuIHO
npuMjehyje, MK momuTrke npoctopHoctu. Hayuny
OJITOBOPHOCT MOTPEOHO j& HapaBHO 3aJpKaTH U
mpeMa pe3yJiTaTuMa MOCTCTPYKTypaiu3Ma KOjH
CHTYPHO HUCY 3aHEMapJbUBU U HEBAKHHU.

JemHa o1 KIbYYHHX ITOCTABKH peJlaliOHATI3MA
jecrte, Kako CMO BHUJIj€JTH, HETPECTAHOCT IMpolieca
npomjene. OHa je HEMOCpPEAHO TOBE3aHa WIIH
Ta4HH]€ U3BEJICHA M3 KOHIIEMIIH]E HEIOCTOjamka
Heke Bpcte uaeHTuTeTa. CBe je y HempecTaHOM
pacTakamy, a OHO IITO MPEOCTaje U IITO MOXKE
OWTH TIpeIMET jecTe cama IMOBE3aHOCT, OJJHOCHO
KOHEKTUBHOCT. OBO je OMO OATOBOp Ha TEOpHUje
KOje Cy TIOTIpTaBajie KPyTOCT U JCTEPMUHH3AM
MPOCTOPHUX OIHOCA KAa0 M TMO3UTHUBUCTHUYKO-
TEOMTEPHJCKY PEAYKIH]y TPOCTOPHOCTH Ha
JIOMUHAHTHE (akTope. YIIpaBo OBaKBY TEOPH]CKY
IYyaJIUCTUYKYy TO3UIU]y, OJHOCHO aropujy
Hajla3uMO Kao WEHTPAIHH MOTHB KPHUTHUKE
[ImatonoBe (ITapmenun, Tumaj, Codwucrt...)
amu u Apucrorenoe (dusuka) dunozoduje.
buxoB MHCcaoHW Hamop WMao je 3a [Hb
M3HATKEHE CPEIIHET PjellieHha KOje Or TOMHPHIIO
MapMEHUJIOBCKY TO3HIU]y HEMOKPETHOT
OuBCTOBama U AHAKCAaropuHO (XEpPaKIMTOBCKO,
JIaKJIe) y4YeHEe CBEOIIITET KpeTama, OTHOCHO
KoHTUHYYMa. U jenHa u ipyra mo3uimja BOIuIe Cy
Hepa3pjelInuBe aropHje, aHAJIOTHO PETAIIMOHU3MY
U JETEPMHHU3MY Y OKBHpPY reorpad)cke Hayke.
buno je morpebHO TPBO MOKa3aTH HHHUXOBY
HEOAPKUBOCT M HAyYHY HEOCHOBAHOCT, a
MOTOM TIOKYIIaTH W3Hah¥W KOHIEMIH]y Koja Ou
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Despite the fact that modern age believes that
its science and civilization are authentic and
genuine, ancient philosophy had thoughts
superior than it is acknowledged nowadays.
The problems we encounter in recent papers
on space are not so novel. These are not
solution offered to us by post-structuralist
geography (relationalism) nor are they
abandonment from copingwith a problem
(Harvey). Ancient philosophy demonstrated
more courage and responsibility although
the stakes were just as high. Maplas lucidly
inferred that an earlier threat from Sophist
manipulative relativization is currently
present in the form of spatiality policy.
Naturally, scientific accountability should be
maintained even in case of post-structuralist
results, which are certainly worth paying
attention to.

As we have seen, one of major postulates
of relationalism is the incessant process of
alterations. It is directly connected with or
drawn from the concept of non-existence of
an identity. Everything keeps decomposing
and what is left and might be an object is
the connectivity itself. This was an answer
to theories that advocated rigidness and
determinism of spatial relations as well as
to the positivist-geometrical reduction of
spatiality into dominant factors. It is one
such dual theoretical stance, i.e. a priori,
that is a central motif of criticism on Plato’s
(Parmenides, Timaeus, Sophist...) and
Aristotle’s (Physics) philosophy.  Their
cognitive effort aimed at a mean solution
that might have reconciled Parmenides’
position of immovable existence and
Anaxagoras’ (and Heraclites’) study on the
general movement, i.e. continuum. Both
stances ran an unsolvable apory, analogue
with relationalism and determinism within
the geographical sceince. It was crucial
first to demonstrate their unsustainability
and scientific futility and then attempt to
design a concept that would simultaneously
preserve identity of objects and enable their
movement, connectivity and alterations. It
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HCTOBPEMEHO dYyBajla ojpeheHu HIEeHTUTET
oOjekara anu u oMoryhaBaja BUXOBO KpeTame,
KOHEKTUBHOCT U MPOMjEHUBOCT. ¥ OBOM paay
HUje Moryhe NaTu MpuKa3 W TeHe3y Pa3BOJHUX
(haza anTuke Gpunozoduje, OMHOCHO OHTOJIOTH]E
npoctopHocTH. [Iprka3ahemo camo OCHOBHE LpTe
[InatoHoBe M3y3eTHO MpELU3HE KPUTHKE, JaTe y
mujanory [lapmenny (ITnaton, 2002), koja HUKaKo
HE MOXKE€ 3a00MhHM M TMOCTCTPYKTYPaJTUCTUUKY
reorpadujy. 3aucta je HeBjepOBaTHA CIMYHOCT
MO3UIMj€ KOJy Y TOIIeAy TPHUPOAE CBHjETa U
MIPOCTOPHOCTH 3ay3nMa AHakcaropa u Mo3uiyje
penanroHanM3Ma. 3a AHaKcaropy je CBUjeT jeaHa
BpcTa KOHTHHYYMa, HEMPEKUIHOCT KpeTama
U Cclajakba CBera ca CBa4yuM Koje je moryhe
MOIITO C€ Yy CBAaKOj CTBapHW CaJpXe CjeMeHa
CBHUX JIpyrux ctBapu. Huje morpedbHO moceOHO
HarjamaBaTd Ja jeé KOHEKTHUBHOCT, KJbYUHH
TEPMUH pellalliOHaIu3Ma 3alpaBo IVIaBHHU CTyO
AHakcaropuHe KoHIIeTHje, 0e3 003upa Kako OH
To popmynuitie u umenyje. Hucy i pujeun lopun
Mejcu (Massey, 2005, ctp. 9—-11) o mpocTopHoCTH
Kao cycpemy pelayuoHaIHux cmpyjared uiu
mpajekmopuja usmehy objekama u npoyeca
CBOJEBPCHU €XO0 AHAKCAaropuHOT TyMauema
CBHj€Ta Ka0 OHTOJOUIKOI KOHTUHYyMa. Y HbHMa
Ce 3aCHTYpPHO Yyjeé HhEroBa IMOCTaBKa CBHjeTa
Kao moJha Omha y KojeM HENpEeKHUIHO 0JIa3H
0 Mujemama u ¢urykca. AKo je Tako, OHJa Ce
[TnaronoBa kputnka Anakcarope (ILmaron, 2002,
ctp. 144—-145) ognocu u Ha Mejcu. A KpuTHKa
je 3amcra pasapajyha u cacroju ce y Te3u aa cy
KOHIICTIIIHje TOMyT AHaKcaropuHe (3ampaBo CBe
YUCTO PEJIAIIMOHUCTUYKE KOHIIEMIHje), Oa3upaHe
Ha TapaJoKcaJHOM MPUHIHUITY Kojer bpamOay
(Brumbaugh, 1961, ctp. 108) ¢opmynumie kao
"yuenthe Hennenturera". To MPaKTUYHO 3HAYM /1A
TaKBE TEOPH]je TOCTYIMpajy MeljycoOHe pernaruje,
aJIM TP TOME YOTIIIITE HE M3/1BAjajy U HE Pa3JIUKY]y
MOJIyCce €r3UCTEeHIIMje CaMUX YYECHHMKa OJIHOCA.
Kao nupexkTHa mnocsbenuiia OBaKBUX YyUEHa
jaBJba ce€ CBOJEBPCHH MapaJoKC — MHCUCTHPAjyhu
Ha pa3ulM pejalnroHaiW3aM 3aBpllaBa Yy
aricoryTHOM HeujeHTuTeTy. [ImaronoBe ananumze
u3 [lapmenuaa To jacHo mokasyjy. OH cMmarpa aa
YKOJIMKO IMaMO HETIPEeCTaHO KPeTame, OH/IA j€ OHO
Koje ce kpehe 3arpaBo cTaiHo y HeuemMy opyeom, y

is impossible for this paper to outline the
genesis of development of ancient philosophy,
i.e. ontology of spatiality. We shall only
outline Plato’s precise criticism elaborated
in Plato’s Parmenides (Ilnaton, 2002), which
also refers to post-structuralist geography.
There is an astonishing resemblance between
Anaxagoras and relationalism positions on
the nature of world and spatiality. Anaxagoras
believed that the world was a continuum, the
incessant movement and merge of things,
which was possible due to the fact that each
thing contained seeds of other things. It is
understandable that connectivity, being a key
term of relationalism, is actually the key pillar
of Anaxagoras’ concept, regardless of how he
defined and named it. It is Dorin Massey’s
(Massey, 2005, p. 9—11) words on spatiality
as an encounter of relational streams or
trajectories among objects and processes
that echo Anaxagoras’s interpretation of
the world as an ontological continuum. Her
words reflect his idea of the world as a field
full of beings in which there are the constant
mixing and flux. If so, then Plato’s criticism
on Anaxagoras (Ilmaron, 2002, p. 144-145)
refers to Massey as well. This criticism is
indeed devastating and is based on the thesis
that concepts such as the one of Anaxagoras
(all purely relationalist concepts actually),
are created upon a paradox which Brumbaugh
(Brumbaugh, 1961, ctp. 108) formulates as
“participation on non-identity”. It practically
means that such theories postulate mutual
relations without differentiating the existence
mode of participants in these relations. There
is a paradox consequence of such studies —
relationalism insists on differences but ends
up in an absolute non-identity. It was clearly
indicated in Plato’s Parmenides. He believed
that if we are in a constant movement, then
the moving entity is present in something
else, another place, or another intersection as
stated by Massey. Furthermore, if an entity is
present in something else, it is impossible to
make difference of otherness, which implies
that it cannot be regarded as otherness by
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JPYTOM MjeCTy, OJHOCHO Y JPYTOM YBOPHILTY WU
MIPECjeIUINTY Kako TO Kake Mejcu. YKoumko je,
Hak, CTaJHO y JIpyroM OHJa Huje Moryhe yorire
HAIIPaBUTHU Pa3iuKy u3Mel)y TUX Apyrocrtu, a
TUME HUTH JIOTHYKHU OIPABJAHO TBPAUTH JIa j€ TO
JIpyrocT. AKO HeMa WJEHTHUTETa, OHJa HeMa HU
TOJIMKO Tpa)keHe Apyroctu. [lmarony je umib ga
MOKake J1a H1je Moryhe HanpaBUTU UICHTUTETCKY
JTUCKPUMHHAIIM]Y HUTH u3Mely mojenuHux Ouha,
HUTU U3Mel)y caMux MjecTa YKOJIHMKO C€ TeK ITyKO
CIWjenu JOTHKAa AHaKcaropwHoOr moJba Ouha,
OJIHOCHO penanuoHusMa. Ilnaton He craje camo
Ha OBOj KPHUTHIIM, HETO TPa)kH Ja KOHIEHIHja
Heuoenmumemuoe yyewha TPYX U OITOBOP
U 0 MOTyhHOCTH TNpoy4yaBama jeJHOT TaKBOT
npocropa. IberoBa arpymeHramuja HpOTHUB
OHTOJIOIIKOT U EMUCTEMOJIOIIKOT 3acCHUBamba
jelHe peNalMOHAIUCTHYKE HayKe MOTIpTaBa
HY’)KHOCT TIOCTOjamba TpPaHUIE MUIIJbEHE Y
CylITUHCKOM cMmuciy. Ilmaton cmarpa na
YKOJIMKO j€ IMPOCTOPHOCT HEKaKBa IjeIMHA U
aKo CE cacToju O] MjecTa, OHJ]a OHa HY>KHO MOpa
UMaTy HEKy IpaHully, MOpa Ha HEKH HauuH OUTH
pasrpannuena on apyrux (ITmaron, 2002, ctp.
145). Ako uma TpaHUILy, OHAA UMa U KPajHOCTH.
AKO MMa KpajHOCTH uUMa M cpeauny. Mmaru
IpaHHIly, OJHOCHO KpajeBe U CPEeIUHY 3HauH
uMaTu U Heky memy. [llema je y oBoM ciydajy
npezcTaB/ba HEKY BPCTY CTPYKTYPHOT pacropena
JMjeJI0Ba U YCIOB jeé MOTyhHOCTH Hay4YHOT
npoyudaBama. [lo3HaBaTu HekH O0JEKT HYKHO
3HA4YM MO3HABATU Ty LIEMY, OAHOCHO CTPYKTYpY
U BEeHE y3poKke. AKO HeMa TpaHUIle, aKo JaKiie
HEMa OJpeIJbUBUX PErHOHAIHUX I[jeJIMHA Kao
HITO y pPeTalMOHaIN3My TBpAU AMUH, OH/Ia HeMa
HUTH MOTYhHOCTH OMJIO KaKBOT' METOJIOJIOIIKOT
NOCTYINKAa, [a HU HAYYHOCTH Y H3BOPHOM
CMHCIy T€ pHjeud. AKO HeMma H3JIBOjUBHUX
I[jeJINHA, OJHOCHO HJCHTUTeTa HHje Moryha
HUTH HUXOBA KOHIIENTyanu3aluja, Ma Kako TU
UACHTUTETH OWi (QiyuHu. PenanmoHnCcTHYIKOj
napajgurMu Off €MUCTEMOJIOLIKOT arapaTa Ha
pacronaramy CTOjU camMO OHO IITO j€ Y aHTHUIH,
KOHKPETHO 3a ApHCTOTENIa, CMAaTPaHO CaMo
MOYETKOM HCTpakHBama — KpeTame (KHMHECHC)
Kao TeK eMIHPHUJCKH YBUJI Yy IpoOiieM Toroca
(Tpudynoruh, 2013).
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pure logic. If there is no identity, there is
no otherness. Plato wanted to demonstrate
that it was impossible to perform an identity
discrimination among beings or places by
simply following Anaxagoras’ logics on
field of beings, i.e. relationalism. This is not
where Plato’s criticism ends. He demands
that the concept of non-identity participation
provides an answer on studying one such
place. His arguments against an ontological
and epistemic foundation of a relationalist
science implies a necessity to determine
boundaries in their essence. Plato believed
that, if spatiality was a unit and it comprised
of places, it was crucial to set boundaries and
delineate it from others (IImaton, 2002, p.
145). If there is a boundary, there is a limit.
If there is a limit, there is a middle. To have
a boundary, end and middle means to have
a scheme. In this instance, the scheme is a
structural distribution of parts which make it
possible to study from a scientific point of
view. Knowing an object necessarily means
knowing a scheme, its structure and causes.
If there are no boundary and determined
regional units as advocated by Amin, there
is no opportunity to design a methodological
approach or authentic science. If there are
no determined units, i.e. identities, it is
impossible to conceptualize them regardless
of the fluidity of identities. Among the
epistemic apparatus, the relationalism
paradigm disposes only of kinesis that stands
for an empiric introduction into the topos
problem, as it was the case with ancient times
and Aristotle (Tpudynosuh, 2013).

Being sensitive to Plato’s words means
standing up for your position. Relationalism
is becoming an ideology of spatiality as it
misses to critically observe its own theoretical
premises and cannot move further from the
initial step of an empirical evidence of kinesis.
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Nmaru cnyxa 3a [lmaroHoBe pujeun 3Ha4YM
MOpaTH TOJIaraTh padyyH 3a CBOj€ CTaBOBE.
Penanmonanusam mponymrajyhu na KpuTudku
camiezia BIIacTUTE TEOPHjCKE PEMUCE | ocTajyhu
3aryiaB/b€H Ha MOYETHOM KOpaKy eMIUpPHjCKe
€BUJICHIIM]E KUHecuca TOCTaje CBE BUIIE
HJICOJIOTHja POCTOPHOCTH.
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