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KYJATYPHA T'EOTPA®UJA — ACHHEKT U JUCLHUIIJIMHA IPYIITBEHE
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Teorpadcku dakynret, Yauuepsurer y beorpany, Pemmy6nuka Cpouja

Caxerak: KynrypHa reorpaduja je HacTana kao peakiyja Ha reorpad)Cku IeTepMHUHH3aM U CTaTHYHU IECKPUTITUBHU
OPUCTYI y MCTPaKMBamUMa OCOOCHOCTH paclpoCTpamelma KyITYpHUX eldeMeHara M (OpMH Yy KIIACHYHO]
antponoreorpaduju. lbbennum ocHuBauem cmarpa ce amepuuku reorpad Kapn Cayep (Sauer, 1925), nako cy beHHU acrieKTH
OuiIM 3aCTYIIJbEHU U paHuje y aHTpororeorpaduju u reorpaduju goseka (Géographie humaine). 1 nanac ce kynrypHa
reorpaduja geUHUIIE PA3INUUTO — KA0 CTPOra Hayka ca CBOjUM METOJOJIOLIKUM arapaTtoM, WK Kao aCleKT WX HAauMH
nocMarpama y reorpaduju. Cayep je neuHucao oBy HayKy y JyXy IOCHOMIIMCTHUKOr KoHLenTa reorpaduje ITox Bugan
ne na brama. ¥V gyXy Tor KoHIIENTa pa3Bujaja ce U cpIcka anTponoreorpadceka mkona Joana Lisujuha, koja Takohe nma
U3pasuT KyITypHO-reorpadcku acrext. Llusb oBora paza je 1a pa3MOTpH MUTamba MIPeIMETHE U METOIOJOIIKE CYIITHHE
KynTypHe Teorpaduje, y CBeTIy pa3IMIUTHX HPUCTyIa U IpaBalla pa3Boja.

Kibyune peun: Kyntypna reorpaduja, KynTyponoruja, anrpornoreorpaduja, KyITypHH [ej3ax, JaHAmadT.
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Abstract: Cultural geography was created as a reaction on geographic determinism and static descriptive approach in
researching of the characteristics of cultural elements and forms distribution in classical anthropogeography. An American
geographer Carl Sauer (19295) is considered to be its founder, although its aspects were present in Anthropogeography
and Human geography (Géographie humaine) before. Even today, Cultural geography is defined differently - as a strict
science with its methodological apparatus, or as an aspect or way of looking in geography. Sauer has defined this science
in the spirit of possibilistic concept of geography of Paul Vidal de la Blache. In the spirit of this concept Jovan Cviji¢’s
Serbian anthropogeography school was developed, which also has expressive cultural-geographical aspect. The aim of
this paper is to discuss issues of subject and methodological essence of Cultural geography in the light of different
approaches and directions of development.
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YBOJ INTRODUCTION

Peu xynmypa (nar. culture — obGpaluBame, The word culture (lat. culture - cultivation,
u3paga) ce mojaBmia y ¢paniyckoMm jesuky — production) appeared in French language (XIII
(XIII Bek), mpahena peurima KynTuBarop u Kyin-  century), followed by the words of a cultiva-
TuBUCaTH — oOpahuBatu 3emspy (agriculture, tor and cultivate - to cultivate the land (agri-
civiculture, horticulture). To je mopamo 6utm  culture, civic culture, horticulture). It had to be
npaheHo ,,00pagoM™ camor 4oBeka, T.j. 1yxoB-  followed by “cultivating” the man, i.e. spiri-
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HOM KynTypoM. ¥ ToM cmuciy Bonrep (XVIII
BEK) je ynoTpeOuo Taj 1mojaM y HIMpeM 3HaYCHY
y CMUCIY ,,JyXa, HapaBu, mpenpacyaa, KyiaTo-
Ba, YMETHOCTHU W 3aHara‘ Hapoga. OBa peu ce
cMarpaia CHHOHMMOM 32  YuUIU3Ayujy CBE
no XIX Beka, a To je u nanac y ®paniyckoj u
Awmepunu (Zelinsky, 1973). Nnak, ako je 4oBek
[IMBWJIM30BaH, HE MOpa Jla 3HAYH A j& U KYJITY-
paH, u oOpHyTO. Y "emy je paznuka? YommTe
MoxeMmo pehu n1a je Kyntypa nmpakca, a HUBUIIH-
3allMja TEeKOBHHA €THOCA.

VY paznuuutuM neduHUIMjaMa 1mojaM Kyd-
Type MMa TpU CMHCICHA 3HA4YCHA: TPaIUIH-
OHAJIHO, HAyYeHO H ,,040BEYCHO™ (CyNmpOTHO
TEHETCKOM, WHCTUHKTHBHOM, ,,BaApPBapCKOM").
Jaxie, nojam kyiaTtype oOyXxBaTa CBE OHO IITO
4OBEK HHUje 0010 ox mpupoxae Beh je crekao
y4€HEeM U TPaJAMLINMjOM YHYTap COLUjalHe Ipy-
me, a TO MOTY OUTH pa3InYUTe CTBAPH — je3UK,
penuruja, UCTpUjcko mamhemwe, JuUTEparypa,
ecrercke mnpedepeHnuje, OIHOC Tpema IMpH-
poau, oOWdaju, MOpajHe HOpPME W TIpaBUIIA.
ITo moneny Xakcnuja (Huxsley, 1966; npema:
Xarret, 1979), koju ce ykiamna y XOpPOJIOIIKH
KOHIIeNT reorpaduje (ci. 1), KyaATypy y mmpem
CMUCITy YUHH CKYI CyHepCTPYKTypa JIpYLITBeE-
HO-EKOHOMCKOT JKUBOTA:

1. Menmugaxmu — MEHTAIHO IOBE3Y]jy
JbyIe y jeOHy JYXOBHY W MOpAIHY
3ajenHuily (penuruja, jeswk, Marwuja,
(bonKI0p, YMETHHYKE TPAIHIIH]jC, KEU-
KEBHOCT, HayKa).

2. Coyuoghaxmu — 1oBe3yjy Jbyle y jeHy
couujanHy 3ajeqHuity (MOpoJUYHU OfI-
HOCH, onHOCH Mely momoBuma, mpuH-
UM BacluTama Jere, MOJTUTHIKA KyJl-
Typa, KyJITypa KOMYHHKAIIHja).

3. Apmegaxmu — moOBe3yjy HAPYLUITBO C
MaTtepujaTHOM (KUBOTHOM) CPEIUHOM
(oOnuIn  TPOM3BOTHO-EKOHOMCKE  JIe-
JATHOCTH, KOju oMoryhyjy na ce 3a-
JI0OBOJbE OCHOBHE TNOTpeOe dYoBeKa Yy
XpaHHu, CTaHOBamY, CPEJACTBHMA KOMY-
HUILINPAHa).

tual culture. In this sense, philosopher Voltaire
(eighteenth century) has used this term in a
broad sense of meaning “spirit, nature, preju-
dice, cults, arts and crafts” of people. This
word was considered to be synonymous with
civilization until the nineteenth century, and it
is still in France and America (Zelinsky, 1973).
However, if the man is civilized, does not nec-
essarily mean that he is cultured, and vice ver-
sa. What’s the difference? In general, we can
say that the culture is a practice, and the civili-
zation is achievement of ethnos.

In the various definitions, the term of cul-
ture has three meanings: traditional, learned
and “humanized” (as opposed to genetic, in-
stinctive, “barbarian”). Thus, the concept of
culture encompasses everything that a man has
not received from nature, but gained by learn-
ing and tradition within social groups. These
can be different things - language, religion,
historic memory, literature, aesthetic prefer-
ences, relationship with nature, customs, moral
standards and rules. According to the model
of Huxley (Huxsley, 1966) which fits into the
chorological concept of geography, in broad
sense, culture is consisting of a set of super-
structures of socio-economic life:

1. Mentalfacts - mentally connects people
in a spiritual and moral community (re-
ligion, language, magic, folklore, tradi-
tion, art, literature, science).

2. Sociofacts - connects people in one
social community (family relations,
gender relations, the principles of the
upbringing of children, political culture
and the culture of communication).

3. Artifacts - connects society with mate-
rial (living) environment (forms of pro-
duction and economic activity, which
allow the basic needs of man in food,
housing, and means of communication
to be satisfied).
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Cn. 1. Cxemamcku mpooumMeH3uOHAIHU MOOe
xkynmype (3enuncku, 1989)

W3BOPU KYJITYPHO-TEOI PAGCKIX
WJIEJA

Kyntyponoruja XIX — XX Beka camo je Ha-
3Haumina Moryhe myrteBe mpuMene reorpad)ckor
NpUCTyNa y UCTpaKkuBambuMa Kyntype. [IuTtama
MOKpPETaYKNX CHara pasBoja M 3aKOHOMEPHO-
CTH PacHpOCTpambeHha KyITypHUX eJIeMeHaTa U
KOMITJIEKCa, KOja Ce jaBJbajy Kao KIbYYHH 32 KyJI-
TypHY Teorpadujy, Hajupe cy Ouiia mocTaBbeHa
y UCTOPHO30(HjH, aHTPOTIOIOTHJH U KYyITypO-
JOTHjH, Y BHIY CTaJHjaTHO-CBOJYTHBHUX KOH-
neniyja paspoja nuBmimzanuja (I'pauh, 2005r).
KynTyponoruja unak Huje MOIVIa PEHIUTH CIe-
uupuyHe reorpadcke mpodieme, Kao IITO CY,
onpehuBame KynTypHUX TpaHUIa U AudepeH-
IMjanyja CBETCKOT KYJITYPHOT mpocTtopa. Ta mu-
Tama cy MOKpeHylia pa3Boj reorpaduje y mpasity
a"Tpororeorpaduje, reorpaduje 4oBeka M KO-
HAYHO — KYJITypHE reorpaduje.

A
g ek
\\%”'emw } MeHTH(AKTH
WTonorvja

donknop
Octann

KyntypHu oGjekTn

Fig. 1. Schematic three-dimensional model
of culture

SOURCES OF CULTURAL-GEOGRAPHIC
IDEAS

Culturology of nineteenth and twentieth cen-
tury has only indicated possible ways of apply-
ing of geographic approach in the researches of
culture. Questions of driving forces of develop-
ment and regularities of distribution of cultural
elements and complexes, which appear as the
key questions for cultural geography, were first
asked in historiosophy, anthropology and cultur-
ology, in the form of stadial-evolutionary con-
cepts of the development of civilizations (Gr¢ic,
2005d). However, culturology couldn’t solve
specific geographical problems, for example, de-
termining the cultural boundaries and differen-
tiation of the world cultural space. These issues
were launched the development of geography
towards anthropogeography, geography of man,
and finally - cultural geography.
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N3BOPU KVJITYPHO-I'EOT'PAD®ACKUX

NAEJA
HUcTtopuosoduja u ETtHoreorpajguja AHTponoreorpaduja
KyﬂTypOﬂO”fja apcana - KynrypHa exonoruja u
NHEHIAIANHA]A - O. Megjcom, E. exoreorpaduja
- T'. llInennep, Cemmpo, K. - AHTpOmoreoneHose
- A. TojuOH, Brcaep
- HIxona“Amnana‘ - UctpaxkuBama
- @. bponen ' HCTOPH)CKO-
- H. JlanniieBckuyj eTHOrpaCKuX
- JI. 'ymusboB obOmactu

Cn. 2. H3e0pu kynmypHo-eeoepagpckux uoeja

1. leoieTepMUHUCTUYKH KOHIENT OWO je
KapakTepUCTHYaH 32 KIACHYHY aHTPOIOIeor-
padujy kao HayKy o omHOCy u3Mel)y doBeka u
NpPUPOIHE CpeavHe. [aBHa TeopujcKa OCHOBA
,paHe* anTpornoreorpaduje 6uo je reorpadcku
Marepujaau3aM  (QpaHIyCKHX MHpPOCBETHTEIbA
(L. MownTeckje, XK. XK. Pyco u npyrn), ¢uio-
30¢cku cuctem . Xerema W HaydyHH CHUCTEMH
Hemaukux reorpada A. Xymbonra u K. Pure-
pa. Kapn Putep (1852) je cmarpao, na 4oBek
ca CBOjOM KYATYpOM Hrpa UCKJbYYHUBY YIOTY Y
HCTOPH]CKOM TIporiecy (opMupama 3eMibe H Y
TOME je meroB boxxancku mo3us. Moxe ce pehu
na je Putep 610 BeCHUK XyMaHUCTUYKOT U KyJI-
TypoJomKor Hadena y reorpaduju. Ondamnmjyhu
marepujanmuzam [IpocBeTuTespCTBa, OH je HarIa-
cro MeTau3NYKy ITUMEH3H]y YOBEKa M CBETa.
[TocTeneHo oOyxBar KyAType ce MpoIIupyje Ha
marepujainy Kynrypy. @. Panen, oxymebern
3aroBOpPHHUK Teorpad)CKor JAeTepMHHHM3MA, Oa-
BHO C€ M WCTPaXHMBAamHMa KYITypHE TU(y3Hje
U KynTypHe agantanuje. [Torom ce mpemnnio Ha
o0uMHHja, MyATH(AKTOPCKA HUCTPAKUBAIbA.
Pa3Bujajy ce Besze ¢ TepuropujoMm (TI0M), Koje
Cy OCHOBa 3a JIeQUHUCAE K)IMYPHUX PecOHA
(Hettner, 1927).

Fig. 2. Sources of cultural-geographical ideas

1. Geodeterministic concept was
characteristic forthe classicAnthropogeography
as the science of relationship between the man
and the environment. The main theoretical basis
of“early” anthropogeography was geographical
materialism of French enlightenment (C.
Montesquieu, J. J. Rousseau and others),
philosophical system of G. Hegel and scientific
systems of German geographers A. Humboldt
and C. Ritter. Carl Ritter (1852) believed that
man with his culture plays an exclusive role
in the historical process of formation of the
Earth and that is his Divine calling. It can be
said that Ritter was a herald of humanistic
and culturological principles in geography.
Rejecting the materialism of the enlightenment,
he emphasized the metaphysical dimension
of man and the world. Gradually, the scope
of culture extends to the material culture. F.
Ratzel, enthusiastic proponent of geographical
determinism, also dealt with researches of
cultural diffusion and cultural adaptation.
Then, it was moved to more comprehensive,
multifactor studies. Relationships of social
development with the territory are the basis for
defining cultural regions (Hettner, 1927).
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Kako reorpadu, Tako 1 KyATypoJI03H OYeT-
koM 20. B., cTaBJbajy aKLEHAT Ha YOIy NPUPO-
HUX (pakTopa y Ky/ITyporeHesu. ¥ ToMe HpaBiLy
panwia je mo3Hara amepuyka mkona K. Bucre-
pa, jeHoT oJ1 TBOpaIa KOHIENIHje culture area.
ITojaBipyjy ce 1MOjMOBH ,,KYJITypPHA €KOJIOTHja™ U
»ekororuja yopeka“ (human ecology). Konauno,
M3/1ajy CBOj€ paIoBE 3HAMEHHTH CIIEOCHHIIN Te-
orpadcxkor aerepmuan3ma Enen Yepunn Cemr,
Encopt Xantunrron, Anbept Ilepu bpurxem u
JPYTH.

2. Ilocubunucmuyuku Konyenm je yxBaTuo
JyOOKe KOpeHEe Y KyJITYpHO] M COLIMjajiHO]j Teor-
paduju. Haume, mouetkom 20. Beka paHIrycKu
reorpad I[Tox Buman ne na bnam je ucrakao na
IPUPOIHU YCIIOBH HE JAeTepMHUHHMILY, Beh najy
MoryhnocTu (posibilité) 3a HHUBHIN3ANN]jCKH
nporpec. Haunn xopumrhewa moryhnoctu 3a-
BUCH on (hakTopa koju (hopmMupajy MpHUPOIHO-
AaHTPOIOTEHE Tpejiesie WK Tiej3axe (pays), Kao
IITO CY:

* HAYWH XMBOTA CTAaHOBHHUINTBA (genre de

vie) WM KynaTypa,

* HemocpeaHO (YHKIMOHATHO OKPYKEHE
(milieu), cxBaheHO kao cTBapalauku
JIPYIITBEHU HU300D.

Bunan je moceGHO yBaXHO JTyXOBHY KYJNTY-
py ¥ yJOTy HEMaTepHjalTHUX BPETHOCTH Y (op-
Mupamy pernoHa. OH je AeQUHHCAO KYITypy
(aa ¢paniryckom civilization), kao u3Bop ujaeja,
BPEIHOCTH, 00MYaja ¥ BepoBama. OBU €JIEMEHTH
ce cajipxe y MojMy ,,HauuH kuBoTa* (genre de
vie), Koju ce orena y eleMeHTUMa MaTepH)jall-
HE KYJIType Yy JaToM PErHoHY (HIp. JIOKAJIHOJ
ApPXUTEKTYPH, OPUTUHATHUM WHCTPYMEHTHMA H
opyhuma, HaunHy kopuiihema 3emibuIlTa, QU-
3UYKHUM IpTamMa ¥ (OIKIOPHUM 0COOCHOCTUMA
CTaHOBHHMINTBA). Kynrypa mpucycTByje Kpo3
CBOje elIEMEHTE y CpEAMHH, CTBOPEHO] Melhy-
JejcTBoM 4doBeka u mpupoze (ci. 3). PaszBoj Te
nocuOUIMCTHYKE HJigje JToBeo je Buaan ne na
bnama nmo cxBarama, Aa KyaTypa Jaje 4OBEKY
CTBapaJlauke M pyIIMJIa4Ke CHare, Koje ra 4YhHe
HE3aBUCHUM O] JIETePMHHU3MA MPUPOAHE Cpe-
nuHe (bruBapos, 2004).

As geographers, and culturologists in early
20th century, put accent on the role of natural
factors in culturogenesis. Famous American
school of C. Wissler (1923), who is one of the
creators of the concept of culture area, was
working in that direction. The terms “cultural
ecology” and “human ecology” appear. Finally,
famous followers of geographical determinism
Ellen Churchill Semple (1911), Ellsworth
Huntington (1907), Albert Perry Brigham
(1903), and others, betray their works.

2. Possibilistic concept has caught deep
roots in the cultural and social geography. In fact,
in the early 20th century French geographer Paul
Vidal de la Blache noted that natural conditions
do not determine, but give the possibilities
(posibilité) for the progress of civilization. The
way to using the possibilities depends on factors
that form a natural-anthropogenic landscapes or
sceneries (pays), such as:

» A way of life of the population (genre de

vie), or culture,

* Immediate functional environment
(milieu), understood as a creative social
choice.

Vidal especially respected spiritual culture
and the role of immaterial values in the formation
of region. He defined culture (fr. civilization), as
a source of ideas, values, customs and beliefs.
These elements are included in the notion of a
way of life (genre de vie), which is reflected in
the elements of material culture in a given region
(e.g., local architecture, original instruments and
tools, land use, natural features and folkloric
characteristics of the population) (P. Blache,
1922). Culture is present in the environment
through its elements, created by the interaction of
man and nature. Development of this possibility
conception have led Vidal de la Blache to the
comprehension that culture gives the creative
and destructive forces to man, that make it
independent of environmental determinism (bb-
4yBapos, 2004).



MWPKO T'PUWhR
MIRKO GRCIC

PU3UYKHU YCITOBH
Monoxaj y ogHocy Ha:
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bubke < XusoTure
Yoeek
A |
Jbyacke notpebe
_ OcHoBHe [ApywTBeHe MoTpebe
MaTepujanie  penathocTy notpe6e BULLEr peaa
XpaHa JloB Hacnehe Ynpaea
Opneha Pubonos 3ApaBCcTBO BacnuTarse
CraH CroyapcTso Kyntypa LLikoncTeo
Opyha LLlymapcTso 3abasa Penuruja
MpeBo3Ha | | Pyaapcreo YMEeTHOCT 1
3aHaTCcTBO
NHaycTpuja
| TprosuHa |
LUMBUJIN3ALIMIA U NPOIPEC

Cn. 3. Jeourncmeo my0cKux nocmynaxka y npocmopy
no Buoan oe na Bnauty (useopu: Vidal de la Blache,
1922, Elements de la geographie humaine;
bvusapos, 2004)

Fig. 3. The unity of human actions within a single
space (Vidal de la Blache)(sources: Vidal de la Blache,
1922, Elements de la geographie humaine;
bvusapos, 2004)
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3. Konuenuuja KyamypHoz nejzaxca
(meM. — landschaft, enrn. — landscape, ¢p. —
pays, cp. — Ipeaeo), MOTHYE OJT aMEPUUKOT T'e-
orpada Hemaukor nopekna K. Cayepa (1925).
Cayep je 6uo kopudej Karupopnujcxe (bep-
KIUujescke) wikoie KyntypHe reorpaduje, koja
je O6mucka KyJITypHOM €BOJNYHUMOHU3MY H IH-
by3noHU3MYy, 3a paziuky ox mkosie Cpenmer
3amnajia (YuKamike), koja mpeaiaxe QyHKIUO-
HAJUCTUYKH TIPHCTYIl M CTaBJba aKIEHAT Ha
conujanny exosorujy. Cunmesa Ta ABa NMpas-
a MPETIOCTaBIba, J1a Pa3BOj KYITYPHUX KOM-
niekca Hacraje y onpeheHuM QyHKIHOHAI-
HUM OKkBHpHMa. Ha Taj HauWH pa3marpa ce u
(GYHKIIMOHATHA CXeMa JbYJACKE NIeTaTHOCTH Y
JaTOj CPEANHU, U KYJITYpHO MOPEKIO ONroBa-
pajyher HaumHa XuBOTa. ¥ OCHOBHU CBEra je
JEIMHCTBEH KYJITYpPHHU MPOIEC.

Cayep je cMarpao jaa reorpadcku gerep-
MHHHM3aM HHUje KOpEeKTaH, Te aa reorpadujy
He Tpeba nepuHUCaTH Kao HCTPAKUBAKE YTH-
11aja OKOJHE CpeJuHe, MOoITo He Tpebda anpu-
OpH cMaTpaTtu, Ja NPUPOIHU (HAKTOPU YTHUUY
Ha QopMHupame KyATypHOT cioja. [Ipuponnu
YTHUIIaj, IO HETOBOM MUIIJbCHY, HE Tpeba HU
NOTIICHbUBATH, HA HETUPATH, ali OH HE Tpe-
0a na Oylne y OCHOBM KyITypHO-Teorpadckux
UCTpaXMBama. YMECTO TOra OH MpeJIaxe
KOHLEMIU]Y KYImypHo2 nejzaxca, KOju ce, y
IEroBOj MpencTaBu, Gopmupa mo GopMyinu:
,»KynTypa je areHc, mpupojHa cpeauHa je Me-
IUjyM, KYITYpHH Tiej3ax je pesynarar™ (ci.
4). Jlpyrum peumma, akIeHaT c€ MPEHOCH ca
u3y4yaBama yTHIaja NPUPOJHUX YCIOBAa Ha
KyJITypy, ITO je OWUI0 KapaKTEPUCTUYIHO 3a
KJIaCUYHY aHTpornoreorpadujy u reoperep-
MHHUCTHUYKE KOHIICIMIIUje, Ha Teorpadujy 4o-
Beka (human geography) y ko0joj je KyaTypa
camocTtanHu (hakTop OOIMKOBama KyITYpPHOT
nej3axa.

3. The concept of cultural landscape
(ger. - Landschaft, fr. - Pays, ser. - predeo),
comes from the American geographer with
German origin, C. O. Sauer (1925). Sauer was
coryphaeus of Californian (Berkeley's) school
of cultural geography, which is similar to cul-
tural evolutionism and diffusionism, in con-
trast to Middle West School (Chicago school),
which suggests the functionalist approach and
puts accent on social ecology. The synthesis
of these two directions assumes that the de-
velopment of cultural complexes occurs in
certain functional frameworks. The functional
diagram of human activity in a given environ-
ment, and cultural origin of appropriate life-
style is also considered in this way. In basic of
all is the unique cultural process.

Sauer believed that geographical deter-
minism is incorrect, and geography shouldn’t
be defined as the research of impact of sur-
rounding environment, because it shouldn’t
be a priori considered that natural factors af-
fecting the formation of the cultural layer. The
natural effect, by his opinion, should not be
underestimated, nor denied, also, it should not
be base for cultural-geographic researches. He
proposes the concept of cultural landscape in-
stead, which is, in his performance, formed by
the formula: “Culture is the agens, the natu-
ral environment is the medium, and the cul-
tural landscape is the result”. In other words,
the emphasis is transferred from the study of
the impact of natural conditions on the cul-
ture, which is characteristic for the classical
anthropogeography and geodeterminstic con-
ceptions, to the human geography in which
the culture is an independent factor in shaping
cultural landscape.
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Cn. 4. Cxema kynmypHoe ranowagma no K. Cayepy
(npuxaz: M. I'puuh)

Kapn Cayep (1925) ce 6aBuo mpeTexHO
TEPEHCKUM HCTPaXUBAmUMa Mamepujanue
KyJIType JOKaJTHUX 3ajeJlHuIla — HaceoOWH-
ckux (GopMH, HauMHA Kopuirhema 3eMJBUIITA
U CHeU(PHUYHUX 3eMJbOPAAHUUYKUX KYJITYpa,
KOMYHHKAIIHOHUX CPEICTBA M EKCIUIOATalunje
npupogHux pecypca. OH mosia3u off XMIIOTe-
3e, J1a ce KyJITYpHH IIej3aX CTBapa Ha OCHOBH
NPUPOIHOT TIej3axa, OJI CTpaHe JbYACKHUX TPy-
na Koje uMajy 3ajeJHUUKy KyITypy. YIpaBo je
KyATypa akTHBaH (aKTop, MPUPOIHH apean je
CpelMHA HETOBOT yTHIIAja yCIe] KOjer HacTaje
KyaTypHH Tiej3ax. [lonq yTumajem mare Kynry-
pe, Koja ce Mema y BpeMEeHY, 1ej3ax ce pa3Byja,
nposasu Kpo3 ¢asze, 10K He JOCTHTHE KPaj CBOT
nukiyca pazButka. OcuM Tora HCTpaxyjy ce
caMO MaTepUjaliHU eIEMEHTH KYIType U HBUXO-
Ba nudysuja. C mojaBoM HOBE, Y HEKOM CMUCITY
CTpaHe KyIType, MOuHi-e Inpolec noamialhu-
Bama KYJITYPHOT Iej3aka, WM CE€ CTBapa HOBU
cJ0j mej3aka Ha ocrarnuma crapor (Johnson,
2006; bruBapos, 2004).

F
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naHEImahT

F

EVITVPHH

Fig. 4. Schematic cultural landscape
(notion: M. Grcic)

Carl Sauer (1925) mainly dealt with re-
search of material culture of local communi-
ties - settlement forms, land use and specific
farming culture, communication tools and the
exploitation of natural resources. He begins
with the hypothesis that creation of the cultural
landscape is based on the natural landscape by
human groups that have a common culture. Pre-
cisely, the culture is an active factor; the natural
area is media of its impact that causes forming
the cultural landscape. Under the influence of
a given culture, which varies in time, the land-
scape is evolving, going through the stages until
it reaches the end of its cycle of development.
Furthermore, only the material elements of cul-
ture and its diffusion are investigated. With the
advent of new, in some sense foreign culture,
begins the process of rejuvenation of the cul-
tural landscape, or creates a new layer on the
ruins of the ancient landscape (Johnson, 2006;
bruBapos, 2004).
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Jlyxosna xynrypa, cnerupudna armocdepa
JIaTOT MECTa je y LIEHTPY XyMaHUCTUYKe reorpa-
¢duje — npaBua xoju ce nojaBuo 70-THX roauHa
XX.B.y CAHl, y Be3u ¢ pajoBuma Ju @y Tyana
(Tuan, 1974) Ha Temy monogunuje ka0 Hayke
0 VHMBHYaJTHO] TICPLEIIIUjU U OIICHH TI0jaBa
y npocropy. [IpaBu ce nHBeHTapu3aluja mnoja-
Ba y3 moMoh caBpeMeHNX MeToza, alli aKIeHaT
ce CTaBJjba HAa MHTEpIIpETalH]jy, Y3pOuHE Be3e
u nyx mecra (Spiritus Loci). Xymanuctuuka
reorpaduja je aHTHIMO3UTHBUCTUYKA; JYXOBHA
KyATypa jé HEeH WHCTPYMEHT HMPOTHB KBaHTH-
TaTUBHE (MOJIENICKEe) Mapajaurme y reorpaduju.

4. Y mapkcucmuuroj mpaouyuju npouecu
MehynejcTBa,,90BeK-40BEK " U ,,dOBEK — TPUPO/I-
Ha cperHa‘ cy moapelheHu CTPOruM 3aKOHUMa
HCTOPH]CKOT U JMjalICKTUYKOT MaTepHjann3ma,
rie JApyuTBeHa 0a3za yclIOB/baBa APYLITBEHY
HAATpaliby, MPOU3BOAHE CHAre YCIOBJHABAjy
npousBoaHe ogHoce. Ca TOT IIeAHIITa, eKOHO-
MHU3HUpaHa je YHWTaBa JpylITBeHa reorpaduja,
yak u 'y Cpobuju, rae je LlBujuhesa antponore-
orpadcka mKkoiia HaueIHoO ofHeNa mobeny. Kyn-
TypHa reorpaduja je TOTUCHYTa, a TPOydaBambe
KyAType je YKJbYYEHO y PEeruoHajiHy reorpa-
¢ujy crpaHux 3emMajba W KOHIICTLHUjy O JIaH-
nmadtuma (y CCCP) unu perujama (y 6CDPJ).
VY nepuony TpaH3UIMje M0jaBIbY]jy C€ KyITypo-
JIOIIIKE CTY/IN]e, KOje Ce OClamkajy Ha MPOCTOPHY
aHaNM3y ca NMPUMEHEHUM LubeBuMa. [Ipumep
TaKBUX NPHUMEHEHUX HCTPAKUBAmba je IHO-
Hupcka cryauja J. A. Benenuna ,,['eorpaduja
ymeTHOCTH (1997), y K0jOj ce BpIIM aHAIIN3a
pPErnOoHAIHUX TUIIOBAa HAPOJHOT CTBapasallTBa
u (onkinopa y Pycuju, xao u pa3marpame mpo-
61ema BUXOBOT ouyBama. Takohe ce nojaBibyjy
TEOpHjCKe pacrpaBe Ha TEMY KyJITypHE reorpa-
duje y Pycuju ([pyxunun, 1999; Typosckuii,
2001), byrapckoj (bsuBapoB u np., 2004), yu-
ocnuim y Yemkoj (Hefmanova, Chromy, 2009)
u Pymynmju (Voiculescu, Cretan, 2005), mpe-
BOJIM pajoBa 3alMaHUX ayTopa y XpBaTCKOj
(Atkinson, Jackson, Washbourne, 2008).

Spiritual culture, the specific atmosphere of
a given place is in the center of humanistic ge-
ography. This direction appeared in 70-s of the
twentieth century in the United States, in Yi-Fu
Tuan (1974) works about fopophilia - a science
of individual perception and evaluation of phe-
nomena in space. The inventory of phenomena
has been made by using modern methods, but
emphasis is on the interpretation, causal con-
nections and the spirit of place (Spiritus Loci).
Humanistic geography is anti-positivist; spiri-
tual culture is its instrument against quantita-
tive (model) paradigm in geography.

4. In the Marxist tradition processes of
interaction “man-man” and “man-the natural
environment” are subordinate to strict laws of
historical and dialectical materialism, where
social base causes social upgrade, and forces of
production cause relations of production. From
this perspective, the entire social geography
is economized, even in Serbia, where Cviji¢’s
Anthropogeographical School generally took a
win. Cultural geography is suppressed, and the
study of culture is included in the regional ge-
ography of foreign countries and in the concept
of landscapes (in former USSR) or regions (in
former SFRY). In the transition period appears
culturological studies which rely on spatial
analysis with applicable aims. An example of
such applied research is a pioneer study of J. A.
Vedenin “Geography of Art” (1997), in which
regional types of folk art and folklore in Rus-
sia, as well a problem of their preservation are
analyzed. Theoretical discussions on the topic
of cultural geography also appear in Russia,
(Apyxunun, 1999; Typosckuii, 2001), Bulgar-
ia (bpuBapos, 2004 and others), in textbooks in
the Czech Republic (Hefmanova and Chromy,
2009) and Romania (Voiculescu and Cretan,
2005), translated works of Western authors in
Croatia (Atkinson, Jackson and Washbourne,
2008).
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[NPEAMETHA CYIITUHA KYJITYPHE
I'EOT'PADUIE

Kynrypna reorpaduja mnpoyuaBa y3ajam-
He Be3e m3Mel)y JbyICKHX Trpyna (Kao HOCHOoIa
oapehene kynType) u ¢puznUKe cpenuHe ca aBa
IJIEAMIITA — KaKO CPeAMHA yTU4e Ha GopMUpame
KyJIType M KaKo KyATypa MOAU(DUKYje CpEIHHY.
To nuTame mpeacTaB/ba MOJbE 32 JTUCKYCHJY O
HAyYHO] CYIITHHH, METONOJOTHjH M HCTPAXKH-
BauKUM IIMJbE€BHUMaA KyITypHE reorpaduje. Kyi-
TypHa reorpaduja UPIH CBOjY npeoMemHy Cyul-
MUHY U3 00HOCA KyimypHe napaoueme (JTyXOBHE
KYATYpe) u KyaimypHoe nejzadica (Marepujaiue,
BUUBMBE KyaType). Hamme, xyntypHa reorpa-
¢duja HaNa3u CBOj AMCUUIUTMHAPHU UJCHTUTET Y
rpaHnydHOj obmactu m3Mel)y JbyICKHUX J1enaTHO-
cTH (KOje Ccy YBEIIMKO KYITYPHO YCIIOBJbEHE) U
NPUPONHE W IPYIITBEHE CPEIMHE Yy MPOCTOPY.
bamr koHIenmyja KyaITypHOT Tiej3axka, Kao HOBE
TBOPEBHHE Ha 3eMaJbCKOj TMOBPIIMHHU, KOja JIO-
MybYyje WK 3aMembyje MPUPOIHU I1€j3aK, OMO-
ryhuna je ga ce oABOjU KynTypHa reorpaduja
on (usmuke aHTpororeorpaduje M MOBE3AHOT
C BOM reorpa)ckor 1eTepMHHU3MA, UCTO Kao U
OJ1 Ky/ITypOJIOTHj€ KOja je ciabo reorpaduyna. Y
LEJIMHY KYJITYpHH T1€j3aK — TO j& KBUHTEHCAIH]ja
KynTypHE reorpaduje.

Illupe cxBarame KylnTypHE reorpaduje Ka-
PaKTEPUCTUYHO je 3a TPaJUIHOHAIHY aMepHy-
Ky reorpadujy. Y aMepUUKHM YHUBEP3UTETH-
Ma cultural geography je ono, mto je human
geography y Bemukoj Bpuranuju u geographie
humaine y ®panmyckoj. Ilo ayropuma Kmu-
re ,,The Human Mosaic“ (Jordan, Domosh,
Rowntree, 1994), xyimypna ceoepagpuja je cee
oHo, wmo Huje pusuuka eceocpachuja. Taksa
,KYIITypHu3amuja®“ 4YuTaBe IpYyHITBEHE Teorpa-
¢uje (Human Geography), npeTBapa KynTypHY
reorpadujy y acmeKkT WIM Ha4MH MOCMaTparmba
JpYLWITBEHO-Teorpa)cKuX TeMa Kpo3 MpU3MY
KyJITYypOJIOIIKMX TI0jaBa U mporeca. OBre HUCY
HOBa reorpagcka 3Hama, Beh BbHUX0Ba cUcTeMa-
TU3aIMja y BUAY TEMAaTCKHUX LEJIHHA, Kao MITO
CY KYJITYpPHU PETMOHU (UCTOPHjCKH, KYITYpHH,
MPOU3BOIHO-EKOHOMCKH), KYITypHa audy3uja
(kpeTame JbyaH, poba, ujaeja), KyJITypHa HHTET-
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SUBJECT ESSENCE OF CULTURAL
GEOGRAPHY

Cultural geography studies the interconnec-
tions between human groups (as the holder of
a particular culture) and the physical environ-
ment from two perspectives - how environment
influences the formation of culture, and how
culture modifies the environment. This ques-
tion is a matter for discussion about scientific
essence, methodology and researches aims of
cultural geography. Cultural geography derives
its subject essence from the relationship be-
tween cultural paradigm (spiritual culture) and
cultural landscape (tangible, visible culture).
Actually, cultural geography finds its disciplin-
ary identity in the border area between human
activities (which are largely culturally condi-
tioned) and the natural and social environment
in space. The concept of cultural landscape, as a
new creation on the earth’s surface, which sup-
plementing or replacing the natural landscape,
made it possible to separate the cultural geogra-
phy from the physical anthropogeography and
geographical determinism connected with it, as
well of culturology, which is low geographic.
In general, cultural landscape - that is “quintes-
sence” of the cultural geography.

Broader understanding of cultural geog-
raphy is typical for the traditional American
geography. “Cultural geography”, on Ameri-
can universities, is the same as “Human geog-
raphy” in the Great Britain and “Geographie
humaine” in France. According to the authors
of the book “The Human Mosaic” (Jordan, Do-
mosh and Rowntree, 1994), cultural geography
is everything which is not physical geography.
Such “culturalization” of the whole social ge-
ography (Human Geography), converts cultural
geography in aspect, or way of looking at the
socio-geographical issues through the prism
of cultural phenomena and processes. This is
not new geographical knowledge, but its sys-
tematization in the form of thematic units, such
as cultural regions (historical, cultural, and
production-economical), cultural diffusion (the
movement of people, goods and ideas), cultural
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panuja, KyITypHH TI€j3aKH.

Ca npyraumje nosuuyje, 4ak U ca HeOYeKH-
BaHMM TeMama M ujejama, HacTyma T3B. ,,HO8d
KyimypHa eeozpaghuja’“. Y w0j ce MpeoCMHUIIIb-
Bajy COIMjaJHU U MOPAJHHU MpoOJIeMu MmoBe3a-
HU ¢ 0COOEHOCTUMA HOBOT BpEMEHa, Kao IITO CY
robanu3anuja, Cykod KyJlTypa y mpoiecy Io-
Oaym3anuje u cajoep-peBoiyInje, MECTO U yiiora
MOjeTMHIA Y TOj HOBOj KOMIUIEKCHO] TJI00AITHO]
CpEJIUHU, COIMjaIHEe HEjeJTHAKOCTH, PaJHU Ol
HOCH, paJlHe MHTpalldje, Iujacropa, pacuszam,
demMuHn3aM, €THU3aM, WICHTUTET, TpPaHCHA-
IMOHAJIHE Be3e Mel)y Jbyauma, KyITypHH Ty-
pu3aM, KyITypHE TIpaHHIe, XCHIUKEIHPAaHOCT,
cekcyamHocT ((peMuHM3aM, XOMOCEKCyaan3aM),
MopanHa reorpadwuja, rpahaHcKu cTaTryc, Kyi-
TypHa OamTHHa, U T. /1., ACTOBPEMEHO KPO3 TpH-
3My ,,[TPOCTOpHOT U ,,KynTypHOr* (Anderson,
Gale, 1999; Andersona, Domosh, Pile, Thrift,
2003; Norton, 2006; Atkinson, Jackson, Sibley,
Washbourne, 2007).

[Tocroju u yxe cxBatame reorpaduje Ky-
Type Kao TEpUTOpHjaJHE aHaIM3e KYJITYPHHUX
ycTaHoBa — OHOCKOIA, MO30pHINTA, My3eja,
KapHeBasla, MecTa 3a CIIeKTakjie U ¢ecTuBalie,
MeCTa MOBE3aHUX C MO3HATHM IHUCIMMA, YMET-
HUIMa U T. A. Taj Tun reorpadcke nHpopma-
1Mje je MoceOHO HEeOoIXo/[aH Y TEePUTOPH]jaTHOM
mianupawy. OHa je Ouna KapakTepuCTUYHA 32
OMBIIIE KOMYHHCTUYKE 3€MJbE, alll je OCHOBHA
KOMIIOHEHTa U Y YpOaHUCTUYKOM IUIAHUPAY
Ha 3amany (Town Planing). Y KOMyHUCTHYKHM
3eMJbama Ta HH(pOpMaImja ce ImoBesyje ¢ reorpa-
dbujom ycmyxkHe cdepe.

METOAOJIOILKHU ITPUCTVYIIN Y
KVJIITYPHOJ '’EOT'PA®NIN

WHuTerpaTuBHA TPUCTYNT y KyITypHO] Te-
orpaduju TPETIOCTaB/ba UCTPAKHBABE TEPH-
TOPUjATHAX OCOOCHOCTH KYJATYPHOT TIpoIieca.
A oBae cy Moryhu pasivuuTH METOIOJONIKH
NOPUCTYNH M HHXoBe KomOuHaiuje. CTpyKTy-
PAIMCTHYKH MPHCTYN ce Oa3upa Ha ceMaH-
THYKO-CEMHOTHUYKO] aHAJHM3H KYJIType U pa3ma-
Tpa PEerHOHATHH pa3MeIlTaj KylITypHHUX (GopmHu.

integration, and cultural landscapes.

From different position, even with unex-
pected themes and ideas, appears so-called
“new cultural geography”. It reassessed social
and moral problems associated with the char-
acteristics of a new era, such as globalization,
the clash of cultures in the process of global-
ization and cyber-revolution, the place and role
of the individual in the new complex global
environment, social inequality, labor relations,
labor migration, diasporas, racism, feminism,
ethnicism, identity, transnational connections
between people, cultural tourism, cultural
boundaries, handicap, sexuality (feminism, ho-
mosexuality), the moral geography, civil status,
cultural heritage, and so on, simultaneously
through the prism of “environmental” and “cul-
tural” (Anderson and Gale, 1999; Anderson,
Domosh, Pile and Thrift, 2003; Norton, 2006;
Atkinson, Jackson, Sibley and Washbourne,
2007).

There is a narrow definition of cultural ge-
ography, as a territorial analysis of cultural in-
stitutions - cinemas, theaters, museums, carni-
vals, space for spectacles and festivals, places
associated with famous writers, artists etc. This
type of geographic information is of particular
importance in territorial planning. It was char-
acteristic for former communist countries, but
it is also the basic component of urban plan-
ning in the West (Town Planning). In the former
communist countries, this information is asso-
ciated with the geography of the service sphere.

METHODOLOGICAL APPROACHES IN
CULTURAL GEOGRAPHY

Integrative approach in cultural geogra-
phy assumes research of territorial character-
istics of cultural process. Different method-
ological approaches and their combinations
are possible here. Structuralistic approach
is based on semantic-semiotic analysis of cul-
ture and considers the regional distribution of
cultural forms. Dynamic approach is based

11
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JlMHAMUYKH pUCTYyn 0a3upa ce Ha eBONYIH-
OHU3MY, IU(Y3UOHU3MY, aHAJINU3U IPOCTOPHE
OUHAMUKE KyaType. ®OYHKIHMOHAJIHCTHYKH
NMPHCTYN pa3MaTpa MUTamke, Kako Kynrypa QyH-
KIIMOHHUIIIE Y TIPOCTOPY?

1. CrpykTypHa aHaiu3a 0aBH ce peruo-
HAJIM3ALHHjOM KYJTYPHOTI MpocTopa cBeTa. Y
KyJITypHO]j Teorpaduju pa3uKyjy ce TPH THIIA
KyITypHUX PErHoHa — opmanuu uinu xomoze-
Hu (JeTHOPOIHU y TIOTVIEY HEeKe KapaKTePHUCTH-
K€, YMHE MO3aWK), ()YHKYUOHATHU UIU HOOATHU
(YBOpHH, TIPOCTOPHO-OPTAHMU3ALMOHU — YHHE
MPEXY) GepHaKyiapHu uau J0KanHu (SHII.
vernacular — qomahu, ykopemeHU y HapOIHO]
nepuenuuju). [IpBa nBa Tnna cy GazupanHa Ha
onpeheHNM KpUTEpUjyMUMa W TPEACTaBIbajy
MHTEJICKTyalIHy Kpealujy npo(ecrnoHaTHuX re-
orpaca, 1ok TpehH UMa NepLenTUBHU KapaKkTep,
0a3upaH Ha KOJIEKTUBHO] MEHTAIHOj Malu CTa-
HOBHUIIITBA KOj€ KHMBH y JaTOM PETUOHY WIIH Y
CYCEIIHUM PErHOHMMa. 3a OBaj MOCIEIbH HHje
HeonxofHa (GopMaiHa Win (pyHKIIMOHATHA Iie-
JIOBUTOCT. TakBU pEernoHM NOCTOj€ y TpaIuIiuja-
Ma ¥ TIpe/icTaBaMa KyJATypHUX TpyTia, UMajy Ha-
POIHO MM€ WJIM HaJlMMaK, ajli HejaCHE TPaHulle
(Jackson, 1984; Zelinsky, 1973; Wylie, 2007).

2. JlnHaMU4YKa aHAJIH3Aa KYJITYPHOT TPO-
cTopa — JUQY3HOHU3aM W TEopHja MUTpaimja
UCTAaKIM Cy IpoOiieMe MPOCTOPHO-BPEMEHCKOT
nporeca pa3BuTKa Kyiatypa. Pasoj maudyswo-
HU3Ma HACcTao je MmodeTkoM XX Beka MPBEHCT-
BeHO y Hewmaukoj, 3axBasbyjyhu pagoBuma E.
bepuxejmc u JI. dpobennjyca. [Ipomec kynrtyp-
He nudysuje je y cymtuHu reorpadeku. Y mpBoj
anpoOKCUMAIMjU TEPUTOPHjE C€ y CKIAIy C JH-
(Gy3MOHUM TIPUCTYTIOM JIelie Ha JBa TUIMA — JI0-
HOpE U peLunHjeHTe. Y OCHOBHOM MPOIIECY KyJ-
TypHe audy3uje JIeKH aKyITypanuja. Y cKiamy
C TEOpHjOM aKynTypaiuje, 4uju cy ayropu P.
Pendwnn, P. Jluaton m M. XepckoBull, naTh
Ipolec MPOTUYE Kpo3 TPU CTagujyma — IMpH-
XBatame ofpeheHe KynTypHe pTe, aganTtaiyja
JIOKaJIHE CPeAMHE TOj LPTH, peakiuja CpeauHe,
KOja MOYKE KpEHYTH IIyTEM YCBajama WU 0j10a-
muBama. [Iporec akyaTypamnyje numa O4uriieIHy
IPOCTOPHY KOMIIOHEHTY, IOLITO Cy JOHOPU U
PELUIUjeHTH OOWYHO JIOKAIN30BaHU Y Pa3iiu-
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on evolutionism, diffusionism, analysis of
spatial dynamics of culture. Functionalistic
approach considers the question, how culture
functioning in space?

1. Structural analysis deals with the
regionalization of the cultural space of the
world. In cultural geography there are three
types of cultural regions - formal or homo-
geneous (related in terms of some character-
istics, on map it makes a mosaic), functional
or nodal (spatial-organizational - form a net-
work), and vernacular or local (lat. vernac-
ular - local, rooted in the folk perception).
The first two types are based on certain cri-
teria and they present intellectual creation of
professional geographers, while the third has
perceptual character, based on a collective
mental map of the population which lives in
a given region or in neighboring regions. For
the latest one, formal or functional integrity is
not necessary. Such regions exist in the tradi-
tions and cultural representations of cultural
groups; have national name or nickname, but
vague boundaries (Jackson, 1984; Zelinsky,
1973; Wylie, 2007).

2. Dynamic analysis of a cultural space -
diffusionism and migration theory emphasizes
the problems of space-time process of culture
development. Development of diffusionism
began in early twentieth century, primarily in
Germany, thanks to the works of E. Bernheim
and L. Frobenius. The process of cultural dif-
fusion is in fact geographically. In the first
approximation territories are divided into two
types, in accordance with the diffusion ap-
proach - donors and recipients. Acculturation
exists in the primary process of cultural dif-
fusion. In accordance with the theory of ac-
culturation, written by R. Redfield, R. Linton
and M. Herskovic, the process flows through
three stages - the acceptance of certain cul-
tural traits, adaptation of local communities to
that cultural trait, the reaction of environment,
which can go through the adoption or rejec-
tion. The process of acculturation has an ob-
vious spatial component, because the donors
and recipients are usually localized in differ-
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YUTAM Ta4KaMa CBETCKOT KYJATYPHOT IPOCTOpA.
Moxemo pehwu, oa je kynmypna oughysuja mepu-
mopujanna npojexyuja akyimypayuje. J. Liujuh
je, Takohe, UCTpaXMBaO0 MUTPAIMOHE CTpYje,
npwiarohaBame y HOBOj CPEAMHHU U KYITYPHY
acuMmiIanujy Ha bamkanckom momyocTpsy. Teo-
puja nudy3noHn3Ma 1Monasu oJl mpejcTaBa o He-
NPEKUIHOCTH KYIATYpHOT Tpoctopa. To 3Hayw,
Jla IpeMeLITamke KYJITYPHUX KapaKTepUCTHKA He
HACTaje CKOKOBHUTO, HETO ,,[IOCTETICHO ™ 0] MeCTa
no Mecra. l{Bujuh je TakBy BpcTy murpanuja
Ha3Bao ,,MeraHacTaznyka kperama* (J. Cvijié,
1918).

3. DyHKIMOHAJUCTHYKH NPUCTY, MTOJpa-
3yMeBa ,,TOTATHO WJIN XOJIIUCTUYKO (I[EJTOBUTO)
pasmarpame KyJITypHOT HpOCTOpa Yy AWHAMHY-
KOM (COIIMO-UCTOPHjCKOM), CTPYKTypHOM ((pyH-
KLIMOHAJIHU KYJITYPHM DPETHOHHM) M IPUPOAHO-
EKOJIOIIKOM (KYATYpHH TI€j3aX C€ CXBara Kao
BUIICAMMEH3NOHATHO (DYHKIIMOHAIHO jEIMHCT-
BO).

Jour jenan BakaH rmoJa3Hu mapameTap je pas-
Mep UCTpakuBama (TakcoHoMuja). HezaBucHo
O]l TOra, Ha KOjU acMeKT KYJITYpHOT IMPOCTOpa
hemMo cTaBUTH akIEHAT — Ha PaclpOCTPABLEHE
KyITypHUX KapaKTepUCTUKA WM (DyHKIHOHAJ-
HE Be3e, CTPYKTYpHA aHaJU3a je BHIICCTEICHA.
Camo y pBOM CIiIydajy Wb j€ U3/IBajambe KyJ-
TYPHHX PETHOHA Pa3IMYUTOr PaHTa, y APYTOM
— KyATypHUX 1IeHTapa u Be3a. Llto ce Thue dyH-
KIIMOHATHOT TPUCTYIA, OH MOXE Ja C€ TOIeIH
usMel)y cTpykrypHOr (Ha mp. (QyHKIIMOHATHH
KyJITypHH PErHOHH) U JIaHAMAPTHOT (KYJITYypHH
JaHgaT cxBara ce Kao BUILEAMMEH3MOHAIHO
¢dynkmonanto jeauncTso) (Typosekuit, 2001).

CTPYKTYPHU EJIEMEHTHU KVYJITYPHO-
I'EOI'PA®CKHNX NCTPAXKMBAA

3anarak KyntypHe reorpaduje je 1a cTBopu
[EJIOBUTY TPEACTaBy O TEPUTOPHjATHO] Opra-
HU3AIHMjH ¥ MPOCTOPHO-BPEMEHCKO] JAMHAMUIINA
kyntype. Taj 3agarak ocTBapyje ce Kpo3 ucTpa-
KUBamWa CTPYKTypa y cienehum npasumma:

ent points of the world cultural space. We can
say that the cultural diffusion is territorial
projection of acculturation. J. Cviji¢ was also
investigating migrational flows, adaptation to
new surroundings and cultural assimilation
on the Balkan Peninsula. Diffusionism theory
is based on the ideas about the continuity of
cultural space. This means that the transfer
of cultural traits does not occur abruptly, but
“gradually” from place to place. This kind of
migration, Cviji¢ called “metanastasic move-
ment” (J. Cviji¢, 1918).

3. Functionalistic approach, entails “to-
tal” or holistic (comprehensive) review of
cultural space in a dynamic (socio-historical),
structural (functional cultural regions) and
naturally-ecological (cultural landscape is
seen as a multidimensional functional unity).

Another important initial parameter is the
scale of research (taxonomy). Regardless to
which aspect of cultural life we put empha-
sis — on the distribution of cultural charac-
teristic or functional relationships, structural
analysis is multilevel. Only in the first case,
the goal is the separation of cultural regions
of different rank, in second - separation of
cultural centers and connections. As for the
functional approach, it can be split between
the structural (e.g. functional cultural regions)
and landscaped (cultural landscape is consid-
ered as a multidimensional functional unity)
(Typosckuii, 2001).

STRUCTURAL ELEMENTS OF THE
CULTURAL-GEOGRAPHIC RESEARCH

The task of cultural geography is to create a
complete picture of territorial organization and
spatial-temporal dynamics of culture. This task
is achieved through the research of structures in
the following directions:
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CTPYKTVYPHU EJIEMEHTU KVJITYPHE

/ A

y \

IT'EOTPA®UIA IF'EOTPA®UIA IMOT'PAHUYHE
KYJTYPHUX CTBAPAJIALITBA || TPAHE
I'PYIIA :
- 'eorpaduja - Teorpaduja
- Teorpaduja yMETHOCTH eKOHOMCKE H
penuruja - 'eorpaduja Hayke OusHHUC KyaType
Eua || sLeomabe |- reomii
reorpahuia . KyJIType Hacesba u
pajuj (pomk reorpaq)ﬂj a) CTAHOBAMA
- JInHTBUCTHYKA - I'eorpaduja )
reorpa(bﬂja MAaCOBHC KYJTYp€ - reOFpaq)H_]a
(My3uKe, criopTa, ITOJINTUYKE
cajoep KyaType) KyJnType (oxHOCA
npema BJIACTH)

Cn. 5. CmpykmypHu enemenmu KyamypHe
eeoepaguje

1. TlpaBum, mocBeheHW TEPUTOPHUjATTHUM
CTpyKTypama KyiTypHux rpyna. OBae cranajy
eeoepaghuja penucuja, emuuuka eeozpaguja,
NUH2BUCMUYKA 2eocpaghuja.

2. IlpaBum, mnoceheHH TEpUTOPHUjATHUM
CTpyKTypama MOjeAMHUX KyITypHHX rpaHa. To
cy reorpaduje YMETHOCTH, HayKe, KyIType cTa-
HOBama, HapOIHE KYITYpe, MAaCOBHE KYITYpeE,
MOJIUTUYKE KYJITYpe.

3. ,Jllorpannun mpaBlIM, KOjU H3y4aBajy
KyJITypHO-Teorpa)Cke acmeKTe Yy OKBHpPHMA
npeaMeTa JIpyrux Hayka — €KOHOMCKe reorpa-
dwuje, permonanHe reorpaduje, KyITypHE KOJIO-
ruje, Teopujcke reorpaduje. Ocum reorpaduje
KyJIType, TOBOPHU c€ U O reorpaduju y KyJITypH,
MIPH Y€MY Ce U3JIBAJa]y 2e0aKCUOI02Uja UNU 2e02-
paguja cumbona, cakpanna ceoepaguja, HaMo-
HajHa reorpaduja (0IHOC HAIHje TIpeMa HEKOM
MPOCTOpY), MEHTaIHa Teorpaduja (IpeacTase o
CBETYy), T€OTONOHUMHKA M T€OCEMaHTHKa, MH-
Torpaduja wim reorpaduja kBazureorpadckux
npocropa (1o P. Typosckom, 2001).
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Fig. 5. Structural elements of cultural
geography

1. “Directions”, dedicated to the territorial
structures of cultural groups. These include the
geography of religions, ethnic geography and
linguistic geography.

2. “ Directions”, dedicated to the territorial
structures of the different cultural sectors. These
are the geography of art, science, culture of liv-
ing, popular culture, mass culture, political cul-
ture.

3. “Border” directions which study the
cultural-geographical aspects within the sub-
jects of other sciences - economic geography,
regional geography, cultural ecology, theoreti-
cal geography. Beside the cultural geography,
the geography in culture is also discussed about,
where emphasize geoaxiology or geography of
symbols, sacral geography, national geography
(relationship of the nations to the space), men-
tal geography (representations of the world), and
geotoponymic and geosemantics, geomytogra-
phy or geography of quasi geographical spaces,
(by Typosckuit, 2001).
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MECTO KVJIITYPHE 'EOI'PAOUIE Y
CUCTEMY I'EOI'PA®CKHUX HAYKA U
OBPA3OBABA

VY uuTaBOM MO3aMKy pPa3HOBPCHUX CXBa-
Tama cajipkaja KyJITypHe reorpaduje mocraBiba
ce MUTame Kako Tpeba TpeTuparu KylITypHY re-
orpadujy y o0pazoBamy — Kao rmocedaH KBaHTyM
3HaWka O KyJATypama, WIH Kao MPHUCTYI OLEeHU-
Bamby U NpeocMulybaBamy Beh mocrojehux re-
orpa)ckux 3Hama, WK kao oboje 3ajenno? To
NUTAkE j€ BAXKHO 32 MO3UIMOHUPAE KYJITYpHE
reorpaduje y cuctemy reorpadckor oopazoBama
u popmupame npegaBadykor kazapa. C mubeM aa
onrosope Ha To nutame J[. Muxosa u Jamaryuu
(MuxoBa u Jamaryum, 2004), cy aHanmuzupaiu
110 mporpama (Outlines) 3a KypceBe U3 KyJITyp-
He reorpaduje y aHrmopoHCKUM 3emibama, He-
Maykoj U PpaHIyCKOj, U TPYMUCAIN UX TpeMa
norvieIMMa Ha cajipkaj U CYIITHHY TpeaMeTa.
Hajsuie xypceBa y npakcu ,,KynTypusyje’ xy-
Manucmuuky eeozpaghujy, Tpetupajyhm je ca
DIEAMIITA PA3IUYUTHX KYJITypa, OUio y peruo-
HAJTHOM, TEMaTCKOM HJTH KyJITypHO-HCTOPH]CKOM
(LIMBUITN3A1IM]CKOM) KOHTEKCTY.

Hpyry rpymy mo OpojHOCTH YMHE KypCEBH,
TOBE3aHU C KYIMYPHUM nejzadcem (lanoutagh-
mom) u KyimypHom exono2ujom. OHU YBEIUKO
oIpakaBajy nmoBehanu mHTEpec reorpada y mo-
cneqmux 20-30 ronuHa 3a mpobieMe 3amTUTe
U paIMOHATHOT KopHIThema KHUBOTHE CpEINHE.
VY KylITypHOM acleKTy ce 3axBarajy 0coOeHO-
CTH Pa3IMYUTHX KYITypa U Pe3yJTaTd HUXOBOT
MmehyznejcTBa ca KMUBOTHOM CPEAMHOM. Y THUM
KypCeBUMa, 3Hama O MPUPOIHUM eIEMEHTUMA
CPEIMHE Cy 3aCTYIJbeHA y Pa3IMYUTOM CTEIICHY.

HajpasnoBpcHuju 1o caapxajy cy Kypce-
BH, KOjU pasMarpajy KyITypHY reorpadujy kao
0eo pecuonante 2eozcpaguje. MHOTH 0] BUX CY
olpa3 TPATUIMOHATHHUX KYJITYPHHUX HCTPAXKH-
Bama pa3zIuuuTuXx peruja. Heku on Tux Kypce-
Ba OCBETJhaBajy QyOsbe Be3e m3mely KynTypHux
peaidja y pa3jiMYUTAM PETHMOHMMA C OCTAIUM
reorpacKiuM eNeMEeHTUMa — MPHPOIHOM Cpe-
JTIMHOM, €KOHOMH]OM, TOJTUTUKOM, HCTOPH]OM
T. 1. Jlpyru ce 6aBe caMO HajUHTEPECAHTHU]jOM
U JIOKAJTHO OCBETJHEHOM KYITYPHOM CPEIHHOM,

CULTURAL GEOGRAPHY AND
EDUCATION

Throughout the mosaic of diverse under-
standings of cultural geography content, raises
the question how to treat cultural geography in
education - as a particular quantum of knowl-
edge about cultures, or as an approach to as-
sessment and reassessment of existing geo-
graphical knowledge, or both together? This
issue is important for positioning of cultural
geography in the system of geographical edu-
cation and formation of the teaching staff. In
order to answer this question Mihova and Ya-
maguchi (Muxosa, fImaryun, 2004), analyzed
110 programs for courses in cultural geography
in Anglophone countries, Germany and France,
and grouped them according to the views on
the contents and essence of the subject. “Cul-
turalization” of humanistic geography is most
common in those courses, treating it from a
viewpoint of different cultures, whether in a
regional, thematic or cultural-historical (civi-
lization) context.

The second group consists of courses, con-
nected with the cultural landscape (landschaft)
and cultural ecology. They mostly reflect the
increased interest of geographers in the last 20-
30 years for the problems of rational use and
protection of the environment. Characteristics
of various cultures and the results of their inter-
action with environment are covered in the cul-
tural aspect. In these courses, the knowledge of
the natural elements of environment is present in
varying degrees.

The most diverse by content are courses
which consider the cultural geography as a part
of regional geography. Many of them are re-
flection of traditional cultural researches into
the various regions. Some of these courses fur-
ther clarify connections between cultural reali-
ties in different regions with other geographi-
cal elements - environment, economy, politics,
history, etc. Others deal only with the most
interesting and local cultural environment, be-
cause on this way they approach ethnographic
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MOIITO C€ Ha Taj HAYMH NPHUOIIKaBajy BHUIIIE
eTHOrpa)CKUM U (OJIKIOPUCTHYKIM HCTPAKH-
BambMMa M OroBapajyhuM HaCTaBHUM KypCEBH-
Ma.

and folkloristic researches and appropriate ed-
ucational courses.

PETHOHATHA
TEOTPADHIA

-Kyntypsre peangje v
KOHEPETHHM PerijaMa

JPYIIITEBEHA K¥VITYPHA
TEOTPADHAIA EKOJIOTHIA
- Ex0oHOMCEA Teorp. KYITYPHA - Kyntvpss npegeo
- IonuTsTsa reorp. TEOTPADPHIA (mejzasz, TasamadT);
- Te. CTaHOBHHIITEA -Kyarvpeerpyne u
-Teorp. Hacena cpeaHHa
- Kyarvp=areorp.

AMETOTIE H MO TETHA

- MeToge HCTpasHEaRa
- Mogens gudvane

Cn. 6. Mecmo kynmypue eeoepaguje y cucmemy
2eoepagckux Hayka

Hajmame cy oHe rpyne, koje Ipe/CcTaBibajy
Mooele pacnpocmparserba C8emcKux Kynmypa
(Cultural patterns), nojedune meme uz Kyimyp-
He ceoepadghuje (MpUMEpPHU: KyITYPHU HICHTUTET
WM CaMo je3UIH, WM CaMO HapOJHa MeIUIINHA
U T. I.) U Memooe ucmpajicuearba y KylTypHO]
reorpaduju.

KVIITYPHA I'EOI'PA®UNJA KAO
HALOMOHAJIHA HAYKA

[IpBe Muciu o KyITypHO-Teorpad)CKoM Io-
JOKajy CPICKOT Hapola Haja3uMo y Jeluma
CpIicKUX TpocBeTuTesba. Byx Cmeghanosuh Ka-
pauuh (1787-1864) je 3amouco OopOy 3a Kyi-
TYpHH WJEHTHTET CPIICKOI Hapoja, Hactojehu
Jla IPUKYTH U cUcTemartusyje rpaly o jesuky,
o0Ou4ajuma, HapOJHOM CTBAapaJIAIITBY, IPYIITBE-
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Fig. 6. The cultural-geographic position in the
geographic science system

There are at least three groups that represent
the models of the distribution of world cultures
(cultural patterns), some topics from cultural ge-
ography (examples: cultural identity, or only the
languages, or just a folk medicine etc.) and re-
search methods in cultural geography.

VISIONS OF CULTURAL GEOGRAPHY IN
SERBIA

First thoughts on the relationship between nat-
ural and social categories and the significance for
the cultural development of the people in the spatial
aspect are found in the works of Serbian enlighten-
ers. Vuk Stefanovi¢ Karadzic (1787-1864) began the
struggle for cultural identity of the Serbian people
trying to gather and systematize the material about
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HUM HHCTHTYNHjaMa W HAYUHY )KHBOTA y CBUM
cprckuM kpajeBuma. Y crucy “‘Teorpadmuue-
cko-craructuiecko onvcannje Cpouje” koju je
Byk o6jaBuo y anmanaxy “lanuna” (beu, 1827)
JIBA CYy OCHOBHA ojieJbka — “Onucanuje 3emibe”
n “Onucanuje Hapoma”. Cseemoszap Mapkxosuh
cBojoM kmHuroM “Cp6ouja Ha nctoky” (Hosu Cap,
1872) u Cmojan Hosaxoeuh (1842-1915) cry-
nujoM “Ceno” (1890), yrunanu cy Ha [[Bujuhena
a"Tpororeorpadcka IMpoydaBama bakaHckor
HOJIYyOCTpBA.

Josan I]sujuh je y cBom “PexTopckoM roBo-
py” (1907) mpen antponoreorpadujy bamkana
MOCTAaBUO TPU KJby4Ha Mpobiema: muepayuje,
NOpPEeKNIO CMAHOBHUWMEA U NCUXUYKE OCOOUHE
bankanckux Hapooa. YjeaHo mokpehe mpoy-
YaBamwke Munosda U noiodicaja Hacesba, HauuHA
KUBOTA Y BbUMa M KyATYpHUX MojaceBa (I'punh,
2004).

VY cBom kamuTamHOM Jjeiny La peninsule
Balkanique, uznatom y ITapusy 1918. ., LiBujuh
je mpoy4aBao HE caMO THIIOBE Hacesba, Kyha,
“HauMH KMBOTA  HEr0 M MHUTpalMOHE ‘“MeTa-
HAacTa3W4Kke CTpyje” W3 IUIaHWHA y PaBHHILY,
“3oHe UWBWIM3ANMja” (KyrmypHe nojacese),
MpoIece €THUYKE acHUMHJIAIje U MUMUKpPH]E,
ETHOTICUXHYKE OCOOMHE, KOjUMa HE MOXKEMO
Hahy eKBUBAJIEGHT y JlelMMa JIPYTHX aHTPOIIore-
orpacda. ITocBeTno je neny K\bUTY “TICUXHYKHIM
TUTIOBUMA”, KOjUMa C€ HUKO TIpe IHhera y aHTpo-
noreorpaduju Huje OaBwo. Ilo memy jemuHa
IpaBa HayyHa METO/a je reHeTcka Metona. Oty-
J1a je OH BeJHKY Maxmy nmocsehnBao nmpomecuma
€THOTeHe3e, €THOEBOIYLMje U eTHOTpaHC(op-
mammje. Ty je oOpaano IIaBHE aHTPOIIOTEOT-
padcke u etHorpadcke dakTe U MojaBe Kao IITo
Cy TMPOCTOpPHH pacmopen OalKaHCKUX Hapoja,
TUNIMYHE HAuuHH TpuBpehuBama, CBOJUHCKH
arpapHu OJHOCH, TUIIOBH CEOCKUX M TPaJICKUX
Hacesba, TBOPEBUHE MaTepujaiHe KynType (kyhe
U JIpyre CeoCKe 3rpajie U ynoTpeOHU npeaMeTH)
U JyXOBHE KyaType (TICHXHYKa CBOjCTBA, KyJ-
TYpHH 00paciiy, MOpajHe U BEepCKe Mpe/ICTaBe,
YMETHHYKHU U3pa3) U Apyra APYLITBEHO-KYITyp-
Ha o0OereXja 0aTKaHCKOT YOBEKa M OAIKAaHCKOT
npymrea. [maBHe reorpadceke ocobune, mona-
3ehu 0] MPUPOAHUX YCIIOBA M COIIMO-KYATYPHHUX

the language, customs, national heritage, social in-
stitutions and ways of life in all Serbian regions.
In writing “Geographical-statistical description
of Serbia”, which was published in the almanac
“Danica” (Vienna, 1827), there are two main sec-
tions - “Description of land” and “Description of
people”. In “Description of land”, boundaries, ter-
restrial surface, mountains, plains, water, cities and
towns, roads, division of the country, village names
are given. In “Description of people” the sections
are: overview of old history, the Turkish rule over
Serbs, “ajduci”, villagemayors and serfs, domestic
life, law, religion and schools. Svetozar Markovic¢
with his book “Serbia on East” (1872) and Stojan
Novakovi¢ (1842-1915) with the study “The vil-
lage” (1890) have influenced Cviji¢’s anthropogeo-
graphical researches of villages and rural culture in
the Balkan Peninsula.

Jovan Cviji¢ noted methodological lack in
the works of anthropogeographers F. Ratzel and J.
Brunhes, pointing out that they are more concerned
with the types and methods of occupation of the
territory, rather than people, folk life and folk cul-
ture. Their attention was focused on the forms of
material culture - the economy, settlements, houses,
roads, and similar. They were less interested for the
forms of social organization, in the spiritual culture
even less, and about religious beliefs they had often
misperceptions. In his “Rector’s speech” (1907),
Cviji¢ has set three key problems in front the an-
thropogeography of the Balkan: migration, origin
of the population and psychological traits of the
Balkan peoples. He also initiates the study of #ypes
and location of settlements, lifestyles in them and
cultural belts (I'parth, 2004).

In his capital work “La peninsule Balkanique”,
published in Paris in 1918th, Cviji¢ studied not only
the types of settlements and houses, “a way of life”,
but also migrational “metanastasic flows” from the
mountains to the plains, “the zones of civilizations”
(cultural belts), processes of ethnic assimilation and
mimicry, ethno-psychological characteristics, to
which, we can’t find the equivalent in works of oth-
er anthropogeographers. He devoted a whole book
to “psychological types” that no one dealt with, be-
fore him in anthropogeography. According to him,
the only true scientific method is a genetic method.
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nporieca, CBpCcTaBa y TPH BEIIMKE TPyIe: eBpo-
aszmjcke ocoOWHe, 0COOMHE Crajama M MPOXKH-
Mamba U HhHMa MIPOTHBHE 0COOMHE M30JI0Bakha U
onsajama (I'pumnh, 2005a; 20056).

lBujuh je craBbaO eTHOTEPUTOpPHUjAITHE,
CTHOTIOJINTUYKE, CTHOKYJITYPOJIOIIKE U YOIIIITEe
anTpornoreorpadcke TmojaBe, y HCTOPH]jCKO-Te-
HETCKe OKBHpE, TyOOoKo 3amazehu y ibHX0Be po-
cTopHo-Teorpadcke, punozodeke u coruomnoii-
ke acriekre. L[BujuheBo cakymbame ayTeHTHIHE
emnupujcke rpahe u akara Ha bankanckom mo-
JTyOCTpPBY, UMAJIO je HaydyHH LuJb: “‘PazoTkpuTu
TM0jaBe U KapaKTEePHUCTHUKE IIETIOKYITHE KOHKPETHE
reorpaduje JbyIu B Hacesba, ceo0a U CTHUYKUX
mporieca, COIMjajHe OpraHu3aIyje, MPUBPE-
HOT ’KMBOTa, MaTepujajHe U TyXOBHE KYITYpe,
MEHTAJINTETa, ¥ CBE TO JIOBECTH y BE3y Ca Ieor-
padckoM CpeaMHOM, NOTUTUYKO-UCTOPUJCKUM U
KyJITypHO-HCTOpHjcKUM Tiporiecom’ (PamoBano-
Buh, 2003).

[BujuheBn napoBUTH capagHUIM W CIIEH-
Oennin xao mto cy Ounu JoBan Epaemanosuh,
Bojucnas C. Panosanosuh, Pucra Huxonuh,
Jby6a ITasnosuh, bopusoje JIpo6makoBuh, Jed-
to [enujep, B. IBopuukosuh, Tuxomup bophe-
Buh, Aranacuje Ypomesuh, Munenxo ®unmro-
Buh, bopuBoje Munojesuh, Munucas Jlyrosari,
bpanucnas Bbykypo, Cperen BykxocasibeBuh
¥ MHOTH JIDYTH, pasrpaHalli Cy M yCaBPIIWIH
UCTPaXUBAUKH MOKPET Koju je [[Bujuh 3amoueo.
HcTtoBpemeHo je pomwio 1o npoxyOJbeHe crie-
nujanuzanyje u audepeHiujamnmje aHTporore-
orpaduje, Kao W ,,KyATypH3amuje” rmoneaa Ha
aHTpornoreorpadcke, aemoreorpagcke, exore-
orpad)cke U ApymITBEHO-Teorpadcke mpobdiaeme
npocropa HacelbeHux CpOuma Ha bankany (I'p-
quh, 20058). I[ToueB ox 60-Tux roguna XX Beka,
reorpaduja TypusMa obpaha maxmy Takohe Ha
KyITypHO Haciiele, Kpo3 mpu3My pasBoja TypH3-
Mma. ['eorpaduja KyaType y MpoCTOPHOM IUIaHH-
pamy CBEJEeHa je Ha TepUTOPUJATHOCT HEHUX
MarepujaTHuX Hocwiana y chepu ycmyra (Ou-
OCKOIH, MY3€jH, TeaTpu, JOMOBU KyIAType, Ou-
ommoteke U T. 1.). Kynrypna undpactpykrypa
Ce aHaJIM3upa U 'y paloBUMa O CTAaHOBHUIITBY U
HaceJbiMa, O PErHOHAIHOM Pa3BUTKY M PEruo-
HAaJIHOj TOJIMTHUIIM, O Pa3BOjy yciykHe cdepe Ha
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Thus, he devoted much attention to processes of
ethnogenesis, ethnoevolutions and ethnotransfor-
mations. There was elaborated the main anthro-
pogeographical and ethnographic facts and phe-
nomena, such as spatial distribution of Balkanian
nations, the typical ways of economic activities,
ownership agrarian relations, types of rural and ur-
ban settlements, creation of material culture (houses
and other rural buildings and household items) and
spiritual culture (psychic characteristics, cultural
patterns, moral and religious standards, artistic ex-
pression) and other socio-cultural characteristics of
the Balkanian person and Balkanian society. The
main geographical characteristics, starting from
the natural conditions and socio-cultural processes,
classifies into three major groups: Eurasian charac-
teristics, characteristics of merge and permeation,
and opposite to them, characteristics of isolation
and separation (I'puanh, 2005a; ['puarh, 20056).
Cviji¢ puts ethno-territorial, ethno-political, eth-
no-culturological and generally anthropogeographi-
cal phenomena in the historical-genetic frame-
works, digging deeply in their spatial-geographical,
philosophical and sociological aspects. Cviji¢’s col-
lection of authentic materials and the empirical facts
on the Balkan Peninsula had a scientific goal: “To
uncover the phenomena and characteristics of the
whole particular geography of the people and settle-
ments, migration and ethnic processes, social orga-
nization, economic life, material and spiritual cul-
ture, mentality, and to bring in connection with the
geographical environment, political-historical and
cultural-historical process” (PagoBanosuh, 2003).
Cviji¢’s talented associates and followers as:
Jovan Erdeljanovi¢, Vojislav S. Radovanovi¢, Risto
Nikoli¢, Ljuba Pavlovi¢, Borivoje Drobnjakovic,
Jefto Dedijer, V. Dvornikovi¢, Tihomir Djordjevié,
Atanasije Urosevi¢, Milenko Filipovi¢, Borivoje
Milojevi¢, Milisav Lutovac, Branislav Bukurov,
Sreten Vukosavljevi¢ and many others, branched
and improve research movement that Cviji¢ began.
At the same time, there has come to specialization
deepening and differentiation of human geography,
as well as “culturalization” of view on anthropo-
geographical, demogeographic, ecogeographical
and socialgeographic problems of area, inhabited
by Serbs, in the Balkans (I'puuh, 20058). Starting
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KOHKPETHUM TE€PUTOPH]jaMa.

[Tocne 1990. ronune, ycnen no3HaTux reomo-
JUTUYKKX orahaja, TpaH3ummje, rmodanu3anyje
U BHIIECTPYKE Kpu3e (NMOJIMTUYKE, JaeMorpad-
CKe, CKOHOMCKE, MOpaJlHE), Ha CPIICKOj HAYYHO]
CIICHHU BOJIE C€ JIUCKYCH]jE KOj€ CIaaajy y TOMEH
Jnemorpaduje, TEOMOJIUTHKE U KYJITYpOJIOTH]e,
MIOHEKa/I C TpUMecamMa HeHay4YHe TIOJUTH3AIH]je
U nucanux komnuianuja. C npyre cTpaHe, Kpusza
y 3€MJBH U JPYIITBY j€ CMambHjia HA MUHUMYM
MHTCH3UTET HAayYHUX HMCTPAKHBAWka U CTBapa-
JalliTBa Y JOMEHY T3B. ,,HALIMOHAJIHUX HayKa®,
yCIIeNT uera ornajia HHTepec HCTpaKMuBava 3a KyJi-
TYPHU UACHTUTET U HHTETPUTET CPIICKOT HApo/a.
Petke cy ctynuje xoje o0palyjy cpricku Kyntyp-
HU TPOCTOp, y TOINIEAY CaBPEMEHUX CXBaTamba
KyJITypHOT Tiporieca (TIOCTMOAEPHU3AM, MYJI-
TUKYJITypaln3aMm, mobanus3anuja U KylaTypa |
CIIMYHO), WJIM KPUTHKE aHTHIWBUIM3ALHN]CKUX
rojaBa HETOJIEpaHlldje, Kiepukanuzanuje, ¢a-
mu3aiuje, Kopyrmniuje, HeonoepaaHor Tepopa,
colljayiHe Hempasae. 1o Cy HemoCTanu KOjH
TEIIKO MOTY Ja Ce€ YKIJIOHE, MOMmTOo y o0pa3o-
Bamby CaJallibuX 1 MiIajux OKoJbeHa reorpada
y Cpbuju HepocTaje KoMITIeKcan (Qrio30¢cKo-
KyJITypHH U HCTOpHjcKH GyHaameHT. CTora Huje
pealHO OYEKHBATH, Y JIOTJICIHO BpeMe, IyOsbe
KyJITypHO-Teorpa)cke aHaIn3e Yy HallMOHATHOM
Y PETUOHAITHOM pa3Mepy.

[eononuTuyka MOAEIHLEHOCT CPICKOT €T-
HUYKOT MpocTopa nocie pacnaga 6usme COPJ,
cTBOpMia je kon BehuHe aytopa ,,ciaenumio® 3a
npoctope HacesbeHe CpOuma Ban PemyOmu-
ke CpOuje, a OHM PETKH KOju Cy cadyBalld Ha-
IIMOHAJIHY CBECT, MOKYIIaBajy na Taj mpoodiem
KaHAIUITY Kpo3 (opMyiHcame ,,HalMOHATHE
reorpaduje” (I'maro, 2007; 2011). Mehytum,
Ty HacTajy MeTojojouke Temkohe, ¢ 063upom
Jla IpeIMET HaIMOHATHE Teorpaduje 3aBUCH Off
HaunHa JeduHUCcama Haruje. Y AMepui, Tie
ce 1ojaM Hallyje TEepPUTOpHjaHO MoayJapa ca
JpXKaBOM, HAIMOHAJHA Teorpaduja o3HaYaBa
reorpadujy Te apxase. Kox nac, y EBponu, rie
npeosialyje eTHUYKY 10jaM Hallyje, HalluOHall-
Ha reorpaduja ce 0aBU MPOyYaBaEkHEM STHUIKOT
npocropa, koju (kao mro je y ciaydajy Cpoa)
MOKe OMTH IIUPU Off HAIIMOHAJHE aApxase. [1po-

from the 60-ies of the twentieth century geography
of tourism also pays attention to cultural heritage,
through the prism of tourism development. Cultural
geography in spatial planning is reduced to territori-
ality of its material carriers in the sphere of services
(cinemas, museums, theaters, cultural centers, li-
braries, etc.). Cultural infrastructure is also analyzed
in the works about population and settlements, re-
gional development and regional policy, develop-
ment of services sphere in specific territories.

After the year of 1990, due to the well-known
geopolitical events, transitions, globalization and
multiple crisis (political, demographic, economic,
moral), on Serbian scientific scene, discussions are
made in domain of demography, geopolitics and
culturology, sometimes with a hint of unscientific
politicization and written compilation. On the other
hand, the crisis in the country and society reduced
intensity of scientific research and creativity in the
field of so-called “national sciences”, to a mini-
mum, thereby decreasing the interest of research-
ers for cultural identity and integrity of the Serbian
people. The studies, dealing with Serbian cultural
space, in terms of modern understanding of cultural
processes (postmodernism, multiculturalism, glo-
balization, culture, etc.), or criticisms of anti civi-
lizational phenomena of intolerance clericalization,
fascization, corruption, neo-liberal terror and social
injustice, are rare. These are defects which are dif-
ficult to remove, because, education of current and
younger generations of geographers in Serbia lacks
a complex philosophical, cultural and historical
fundament. Therefore, it is not realistic to expect
deeper cultural-geographic analysis in national and
regional scale, in due course.

Geopolitical division of the Serbian ethnical
space after the decomposition of former SRFY
made most authors ‘blind’ to the areas inhabited
by the Serbs out of the Republic of Serbia territory.
Only few of them kept their national awareness and
tried to find the solution to the problem through the
field of ‘national geography’ (I'waro, 2007; 2011).
Nevertheless, this caused methodological difficul-
ties since the subject matter of national geography
depends on the definition of a nation. In United
States, where the idea of a nation territorially match-
es the idea of a state, national geography refers to
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CTOpHO onpeheme CPICKUX 3eMaba JlaHac ce
MOXKE€ BPUIUTH 10 Pa3InYUTHM KPUTEPUjyMHMA,
TE je Taj TojaM JI0CTa OCETJHHB U HeMpenu3ad. Y
CBAaKOM CIIy4ajy, IMaMo apXuIesar CpIcKHX 3e-
Masba. Hanmonanna reorpaduja uma perunonasi-
HU KapakTep, alld ’EHO je3rpo YMHU KYJITYpHA
reorpaduja. Crora je moTpeOHO KOHCTUTYHUCATH
eeocpagujy cpnckoe KynimypHoe npocmopd, Kao
JTHMCUUILIMHY KYITypHE reorpaduje.

3AKJbYUAK

OuurnenHo fa y CBETy HeMa jeJUHCTBEHOT
CXBaTama 0 CaIPXKajy KyJITypHe reorpaduje, anu
cBe BHIIE Teorpadu NPEOCMHIIBABajy 00jeKT
CBOJUX TpPaAMLIHOHATHUX HMCTPAXUBAEka KPO3
npusMy Kyntype. IIpobiem je y Tome, mro Kyi-
Typa [pe/ICTaBIba TaKBY Cepy JbYICKE JeaTHO-
CTH, KOjy HHje MOTyhe U3IBOJUTH Y YHCTOM BULY.
3aTo0 ce roBOpH O Pa3IMUUTHUM aclieKTHMa KyITY-
pe U 10jaBJbyjy ce HOBE ,,KyATypHE reorpaduje”.
Kynrypna reorpaduja moxe ga ce mocMmarpa kKao
HayKa, YMju TPEeIMET HCTPAKUBabA je KyITypa
sensu stricto, MM Kao acIeKT MOoCMaTpamba Of-
HOCA YOBEKa IpeMa OKOJIHOM CBETY KpPO3 IPU3MY
KynType. Jlanac kyntypHa reorpaduja o3HadaBa
HE TOJMKO reorpadujy KyATYypHHX pealinja, Ko-
JIMKO KYJITYpHY MHTErpanmjy odjexara u 1ojasa,
KOje M3y4aBa reorpagcka Hayka.

Cprcka reorpaduja Ou Tpedaso aa HarpaBu
KPUTHUYKH MTPETJIe]] CBOT Pa3BHUTKA U J1a MPOIICHA
KOJIMKO je TpaJMIMOHaliHA aHTpororeorpaduja
yTUIaja Ha BY; KOJIMKO Cy KYJITYPHH €JIeMEH-
TH OWJIM WJIM Cy jOII YBEK 00jeKT reorpadckor
MHTEPECOBamba; KOJIMKO MOJCPHHU acIeKTH KyJ-
TypHe reorpaduje Hanase TpeTMaH U UHTepIpe-
Taujy y cprckum ycinosuma. [Tocebno 6u 6mino
MHTEPECAHTHO pPa3rpaHUYaBambE HACOJIOIIKUX
OJ1 KYATYpHHX eJIeMeHAaTa HJIH OTKPHBAE PE3yJI-
TaTa BUXOBOT MPOXUMakha y PA3IUNIATHM NIEpH-
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the geography of the state. Here, in Europe, with the
prevailing ethnical idea of a nation, national geog-
raphy studies the ethnical space that (as it is with the
Serbs) might be a wider notion than a national state.
Nowadays, the spatial arrangement of Serbian lands
may be performed by various criteria, all of which
makes it rather sensitive and imprecise. Anyhow,
there is a whole archipelago of Serbian lands. Na-
tional geography is regional in its nature, but its core
studies refer to the cultural geography. Therefore, it
is necessary to constitute the geography of Serbian
cultural space, which might be a discipline of the
cultural geography.

CONCLUSION

It is obvious that there is no a unique under-
standing of the content of cultural geography in
the world, but more and more geographers re-
assessed object of their traditional researches
through the prism of culture. The problem is that
culture represents such a sphere of human ac-
tivity, which can not be separated in pure form.
That’s why is spoken about different aspects of
culture and appears new “cultural geographies”.
Cultural geography can be viewed as a science
whose subject of study is a culture sensu stric-
to, or as an aspect of observing the relationship
of man and the surrounding world through the
prism of culture. Today, cultural geography does
not indicate geography of cultural realities, as
much as the integration of cultural objects and
phenomena that studies geographical science.

Serbian geography should make a critical re-
view of development and estimate how tradition-
al anthropogeography influenced it; how many
cultural elements were, or still are an object of
geographical interest; how many modern aspects
of cultural geography are getting treatment and
interpretation in Serbian conditions. It would be
particularly interesting the demarcation of ideo-
logical from cultural elements or disclosure of
the results of their permeation in different peri-
ods of the history of Serbian geography. It would
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ouMa ucTopuje cpricke reorpaduje. Takohe Oou
0110 MOTPEOHO MO3UIMOHUPATH KYJITYpPHY T'eOr-
padujy y Kopmycy ApylITBeHe reorpaduje, mo-
HITO KyATypa NpOoKUMa U J1aje BpeAHOCHY ,,00]y
cBUM cdepama MaTepHjaTHOT U JIyXOBHOT JKH-
BOTa JIPYIITBA M JTMYHOCTH. HayuyHU KpyroBu u
npocBetHe Biactu y CpOuju, Tpeba ma cxpate
BO)XHOCT KyATypHE reorpaduje 3a HaydHH I0-
IJIe/l Ha TEOTOIUTHYKE, COLMjalIHe, EKOHOMCKE,
EKOJIOIIKE, JeMorpadcke, M YOIIITe IpYyIITBe-
HE Tpollece Y CBOjoj 3eMJbH, PETHOHY, EBponu
u cety. Ho, To cy nuTama 3a crielujann3oBaHa
UCTpaKMBamka U IUPE JUCKYCH]eC.
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