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EGERI ’S STUDY OF OR E JOVANOVI ’S 

LITERARY-CRITICAL WORK AND THE NATURE OF THE 

ANTI-DOGMATIC CRITICS’ ATTITUDE TOWARDS 

PRE-WAR LITERATURE

Summary

This paper primarily deals with Egeri ’s interpretation of or e 
Jovanovi ’s opus and aims at demonstrating that the book Re  u 
vremenu is not at the same standard as some of Egeri ’s other 
achievements, primarily with respect to ideological vocabulary 
used therein. It is also noted that in general, such an approach 
towards pre-war literature was typical for modern post-war Ser-
bian critics (up until the 1990s) and that the nature of anti-dog-
matic critics’ attitudes towards pre-war writers and critics is 
problematised. It is also pointed out that this mainly concerns 
insu   ciently clariÞ ed ideological relations within which there 
are both illogicity and inconsistency and emphasised that, in 
the opinion of the author, there exists not only anachronism but 
also unviability within such literary – historical attitudes.
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