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MHNPOCTOP KAO ®NJIO30PCKA U 'EOT'PA®CKA KATEI'OPUJA

AICTpaKT:

VY oBoM pamy ayTop pacmpaBjba O KOHLENTyalM3alWju IMpocTopa y reorpaduju. [7naBHa mnaxma
KOHIICHTPHCAHA je Ha TIOjMOBE aIlCOIYTHOT, PEJIATUBHOT M PEIATUBHCTHYKOT IPOCTOPA, TIOTOM Ha reorpadujy
Ka0 XOpOJIOIIKY HayKy, perMOHAIN3aM M eKCIICTIHOHaIu3aM y reorpaduju. OcuM XOpOJIoIKe KOHIIETIIH]e,
pa3MOTpeHe Cy jOIl TPU KOHIICMIHje MPOCTOpa — KYJATYPHH I€j3aX, MPOCTOP KAO COIMjaJIHU IMPOU3BOJ
U MpOCTOp Kao mpoussox Mohu. OBaj mocnenmy y ¢BOjoj €BOIyLHMjH MMa Buile (aza - a3y Teputopuja,
a3y ympexaBama, a3y cajoep mpocTopa u Ha Kpajy CTBapame ,,AeAana’ WK JaBUPUHTA. Y 3aKJbYUKY, CBE
nocrojehe KOHIIETITyaln3alyje MpoCcTopa Ce CBOJIC Ha J[Ba ACIIEKTA: OHTOJOMIKH (O0jEKTUBHM) W HJICAITHH
(cyOjexTHBHR).
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Abstract:

In this research paper the author discusses about the conceptualization of space in geography. The main
attention is concentrated on the concepts of absolute, relative and relativistic space, then the geography as
chorological science, regionalism and exceptionalism in geography. Besides chorological concept, author
discussed the three more concepts of space - cultural landscape, space as a social product and the space as a
product of power. Space as a product of power in its evolution has several phases - the phase of the territories,
networking stage, the stage of cyberspace and ultimately create a “Dedale” or maze. In conclusion, all existing
conceptualization of space are reduced in two aspects: ontological (objective) and ideal (subjective).
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YBoxa

IIpocrop u Bpeme cy ¢opme mocrojama Mare-
puje, U 300T Tora cy OBE KaTeropuje OCHOBa CBHX
CHCTeMa MHILUbEHA. Y CBakKoj HaylH MPOCTOPHH
MPUCTYT je criennpudan, J0THYE IPyTradnjy KOHIICTI-
nujy mpocropa. Mnak HUKO Tako CHa)KHO Kao Ieor-
padu HHje TeXHO Aa CTBOPH Of MpOCTopa aTpulyTe
CBOj€ HayKe.

l'eorpadu KOHIIEHTPHITY TNIABHY NMAXIBY Ha TPH
KoHIlenTa: npocmop (space), mecmo (place) u oko-
auxa unu cpeauna (environment). To cy Beoma 3Ha-
yajHe peuu, ca oAroBapajyhum HaydyHUM 3HAYCHEM.
leorpadu y3nmajy jemHy o oBe TPH Peud W KOH-
CTpYHIy YHTaBe Hay4YHEe TUCHUILUIMHE OKO HHX. Ha
MpUMep ped npocmop, OfipaxkaBa ujejy reorpaduje
Kao YHCTO MPOCTOpHE Hayke. Peu mecmo, koja motu-
9e U3 KOHTEKCTA CTape PedH ,,peTHOH ™, j& TPAIHIIIO-
HaJIHA UJIgja U3 KOje je JaHaC OKHMBIJbEHO LECHTPATHO
jesrpo reorpaduje y HOBOM OOJHKY, Kao IITO je JIu-
CKypC ,,JJOKaJTHOCTU " U ,,MecTa* ¥ ujeja T3B. ,,HOBE"
pernonainHe reorpaduje. Peu oxonuna (cpenuna) je
JIyTo MpHBIaYMia Maxmy reorpada, mnoceGHO OHUX
Koju ce OaBe (m3mukoMm reorpadujoM, Koju cy ¢o-
KyCHpaHH Ha OHE Mpolece KOju OONHKYjy (hU3nUKe
u Omornouke npenene (mej3ax, landscape), moceOGHO
Kao0 KOHCEKBEHIA JbYACKHX akTHBHOCTH. OBIe Ta-
kohe cycpehemo reorpade koju Texe na neduHUITY
reorpadujy kKao CTyauj ,,3eMIbe H JbYH  HIIH 3eMIbE,
Kao ,,J;IoMa 40OBeKa .

leorpaduja ka0 IUCIMIUIMHA JTaHAC CE OCNarba
Ha CBa TPHU OJ] OBHX KOHIIEIIaTa CHMYJITAHO U CBaKa
JETHOCTPAHOCT OTpaHUYaBa yCIIeX WM BOJAU Y HEy-
crex ucTpaxkuBama. OBa TpH KOHIENTA JaHAC UMajy
cBe Behu 3Ha4aj y Teopuju colMjaHUX U JIPYIITBE-
HUX Hayka. L{nip oBora pasa je 1a KOHICHTpHIIE T1a-
KIbY CaMO Ha IPBH OJ] 0Ba TPU KOHIIETITa — TPOCTOP,
0e3 ykJbyuMBama KOHIENITa BPEMEHa, ¢ HAJOM Ja
he unTaonM yXBaTUTH HEKHM CMHCA0 H Be3y H3Mely
CXBaTHa IIPOCTOPa, MECTa U CPEANHE.

ATIICOJIYTHHM M PeJaTHBHH MPOCTOP

3a reorpadujy cy BaxxHE TPH JOMHUHAHTHE HJIE]e
0 MpHUPOAM MPOCTOpa W BpeMeHa. Teopwja arco-
JYTHOTI IIPOCTOPa C€ YIIaBHOM Be3yje 3a KJIaCHYHY
MexaHuKy u BbyTHOBY dmsuky. PenarmBHa Teopmja
je uBpcTo BesaHa 3a TeopHjy Anbepra AjHINTajHA.
Tpeha je penaruBucTHYKa KOHIIEIIUja KOja TTOTHYE
on JlajoHutia, anu koja join uMa ciieioeHuKe y (hrio-

Introduction

Space and time are forms of existence of mat-
ter, and because of that these categories are the
basis of all systems of thought. In each science
spatial approach is unique, touching a different
conception of space. Only geographers so strong-
ly seek to create from the space the attributes for
their science.

Geographers concentrate attention on three
main concepts: space, place and the environment.
These are very important words, with appropriate
scientific meaning. Geographers take one of these
three words, and construct the entire scientific
discipline around them. For example the word
space, reflects the idea of geography as a space
science. The word place comes from the context
of the old word “region”, as the traditional idea
from which appears the central core of geography
in the new format, such as the discourse of “local-
ity” and “place” and the idea of “new” regional
geography. The word environment has long at-
tracted the attention of geographers, particularly
physical geographers, which are focused on those
processes that shape the physical and biological
landscapes, particularly as a consequence of hu-
man activities. Here are also geographers who
seek to define geography as the study of “Earth
and People” or the Earth as a “home of man”.

Geography as a discipline still relies on all
three of these concepts simultaneously, and each
one-sided limited the success or leads to research
failure. These three concepts today are of increas-
ing importance in social theory and social scienc-
es. The aim of this paper is to focus attention only
on the first of these three concepts - space, with-
out including the concept of time, with the hope
that readers will catch some meaning and connec-
tion between understanding of space, place and
environment.

Absolute and Relative Space

For Geography are important three domi-
nant ideas about the nature of space and time.
The theory of absolute space is mostly based
on classical mechanics and Newtonian phys-
ics. Relative theory is strongly related to Albert
Einstein’s theory. The third is a relativistic con-
cept that comes from Leibniz, but which still has
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On IbyTHa notuye pasiMKOBamE arCoIyTHOT
U peNaTHBHOT MPOCTOpA, LITO je CTBap O IPBOpa3-
peIHOT 3HaYaja 32 METOIOJIOTH]Y CaBpEeMEHe reorpa-
¢wuje. Bopnano bpyHo je cmarpao nma mpoctop mMa
CBOjCTBO OECKOHAYHOCTH U BEYHOCTH. ,,beckoHauHU
npocTop obnapeH je OECKOHaYHUM CBOJCTBOM a y
OECKOHAYHOM CBOjCTBY CIIaBH C€ OCCKOHAUYHW YHH
nocrojama” (bopaano bpyHno, mut. Kostof, 1985,
537). IbyTH je cxBarao mpoCTOp Kao ancomyma,
OeckoHauaH ¥ mpaszad. [lo memy, mpocTop, BpeMe H
Mareprja cy MmehycoOHO He3aBHCHE Karteropmje. Y
arcoNyTHOj KOHIICTIIMH C€ cMaTpa, Jia MpoCTop U
BpEMe [IOCTOje He3aBUCHO O OMIIO KOT IpoLeca Koju
ce nemrasa y muMa. [IpocTop 1 Bpeme cy Marepujai-
HE TBOpPEBUHE, Mel)ycOOHO He3aBHCHE, YHYTap KOjUX
ce nmemiaBajy Heku npouecu. [Ipoctop 3a cebe je kao
rpasaH ,,KOHTEjHEep™ WJIH ,,CIPEMUIITE” Y KOjeM ce
Hajla3e MarepHjajHa Tena. IbyTHOBa KOHIETIHja
MIPOCTOpa MaJo je KOpPHUCHA 3a APYIITBEHY reorpa-
¢ujy. Ta koHUeNIHKja je HalIa BEIUKY MPUMEHY Y
MEXaHUIU ¥ WHKCEHEPCTBY, TECHO BE3aHUM Ca TeX-
HOJIOIIKOM IMPAKCOM MOJICPHOT Kamurtanu3ma. Hhyt-
HOB TIOTVIC]] ITOCTA0 j¢ JOMUHAHTAH IOCEOHO Iocie
rearjanHe KantoBe MHTEpBEHIM]jE, Kaja je Moaudu-
KOBaH ¥ MpeunmheH o1 KOHTPaIHuKIIHja.

JlajonunoB npurosop HbyTHY je ma amconyt-
Ha TeopHja MpaBu yTHCaK Kao jaa je bor mommpan y
IPOCTOPY M BPEMEHY U 300T Tora, AakKje, IPoCTop
BpEMe er3UCTUpajy anpHopH y oxHocy Ha bora. Taj
3aKJby9aK HarvIallaBa TEOJOMIKHM eleMeHT. JlajoHum
j€ 3aCTymnao penamugucmuyxo TICTUIITE — IPOCTOP
j€ HEIITO MTO MOCTOju Mehy pa3HuM Tenuma, 0K
MoCTOje Ta Tena (3Hauu KoHadaH), a bor je amcomy-
TaH 1 W3BaH npocropa. Ilo memy, mpocTop je CKyn
y3ajaMHUX MHTepakiuja objekara, OorpaHUueHUX Ha-
YHHOM EUXOBOT pa3mernraja. CBaKkH Mporec Ipous-
BOJI CBOj BJIACTHTH TPOCTOp M Bpeme. Mima MHOTO
,,MOTYhHuX CBETOBA®, KOJIMKO U Pa3IUYUTUX MIPOIIECa,
KOjU CTBapajy MOTIYHO Pa3IMYUTEe IPOCTOPE Y KOjH-
Ma er3uctupajy. 3aro bor Mmoxe n1a Oupa HajOOSBU O
CBUX MOTryhHX CBETOBa y JU3ajHHPay CaJallmber
CBETa y KOjeM MH XHBHMO, U O KojeM IbyTH mma
Ta4yHe orcepBanuje. Mamga MU )KUBHMO Y CBETY KOjH
Ce KapaKTEepHIIC jeHHM MPOCTOPOM U BPEMEHOM,
TO je camo jemaH oJf Moryhux cBeToBa Kojer je m3a-
Opao bor. Imegumre JlajoHuna npeTnocTasiba, ,,1a
je mpocrtop npousBoj MmehynejctBa mely Taukama
pasmemrTaja objekara (Ipuddur . A., 1982, 102),
./ YKJbyUyje, Ha Taj Ha9WH, U IbYTHOBCKHU TPHCTYI

followers in the philosophical works of Alfred
N. Whitehead and Henri Lefebvre (Harvey D.,
1994).

Newton promotes differentiation of abso-
lute and relative space, which has a great impor-
tance for the methodology of modern geography.
Giordano Bruno argued that the space has the
property of infinity and eternity. “Infinite space
endowed with infinite capacity and the infinite
capacity celebrates the infinite act of existing”
(Giordano Bruno). Newton understood space as
absolute, infinite and empty. According to him,
space, time and matter are mutually independent
categories. In the absolute conception is consid-
ered that space and time exist independently of
any process that occurs in them. Space and time
are the material creation, mutually independent,
within some processes are taking place. Space
for itself is as an empty “container” or “store”
in which material bodies are. Newton’s concep-
tion of space is useful for social geography. That
concept has broad application in mechanics and
engineering, closely related with the techno-
logical practice of modern capitalism. Newton’s
view has become dominant especially after the
Kant’s genius intervention, when was modified
and refined of a contradictions.

Leibniz’s objection to Newton’s absolute
theory was about the real impression that God
is located in space and time and because of that
space and time exist a priori in relation to God.
This finding emphasizes the theological element.
Leibniz represented relativistic view - space ex-
ists among the various objects, till there are the
objects, and God is absolute even out of space.
According to him, space is a set of mutual in-
teraction of objects limited by their deployment.
Each process produces its own space and time.
There are many “possible worlds”, as the vari-
ous processes that create very different spaces in
which they exist. Therefore, God can choose the
best of all possible worlds in the design of the
present world in which we live, and on which
Newton has an accurate observation. Although
we live in a world that is characterized by a space
and time, it’s just one of the possible worlds that
God has chosen. The point of Leibniz view as-
sumes “space is a product of interaction among
the items of objects layout” (D Griffit. A., 1982,
102), and includes, in this way, the Newtonian
approach (Muponenko H. C., 1993, 52 - 53).
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(Muponenko H. C., 1993, 52-53).

JlajOoHMIl OTKpHMBa WICANTHUCTHYKE MOTYhHOCTH
MYJITUIUTMKAIMjEe TPOCTOpa, LITO Ce Opa3uiio Ha
MapKCUCTHYKH TPAKTUYHH Peasin3aM ¥ KOHIICIIIN)Y
JpymTBeHe mpoaykiuje mpoctopa. A. H. Bajrxaja
pa3BHja peaMCTUIKy TO3UIH]y pazauuuty o Jlajo-
HUIA, Ja Cy Ta MYJITHILIHLIHpPamka IpocTopa U Bpe-
MEHA y aKTyeJIHOM CBETY MPUCYTHA BHIIE HETrO KOH-
nernyje npocropa thytaa mmm AjamrajHa. BajTxajn
YBOJIM TI0jaM ,,KOHTPEAUEHIIE, pa3Marpa Kako Ipo-
CTOp U BPEME KOjH MOTHYY OJ] Pa3IMYUTHX IIpoIeca
MOBE3yjy W TEHEPHIIY ,,KOHTPESIHEHITY U KOXCPEH-
umjy. Ty 3a00ujajy 3Ha4aj komyHuKanmje. Ta nieja
KOMYHHUKAIIH]ja MOXKE C€ TTOBE3aTH Ca TEOPHjOM KOMY-
HUKaTHBHE aKiyje Xabepmaca, Koju, Kpo3 Ty TEOpH]jy
neduHuIe uaejy o GopMupamy HEKOT MPOCTOPHOT
1 BPEMEHCKOT TIOpETKa Y CBETY, Ha OCHOBY JbYJICKE
KOMYHUKaTuBHe akuuje. Tako je mata y OCHOBHHM
nprama Meradusznyka 0aza 3a Te3y O JPYUITBEHO]
(commjaHoj) MPOU3BOAKU MPOCTOPA M COIH]ATHUM
KOH(IUKTHMA y Je(HUHICAY MPOCTOPa U BPEMCHA.
CnanynuM nutamuMa ce 6asuo u Xenpu Jledesp y
CBOjHM paJIOBAMa O TPOAYKIUjH IPOCTOPA.

Heobnuno 3HauajHM 3a XyMaHUCTHUKY Te-
orpadwujy, koja je uzpacia Ha Ty (EHOMEHOJIOTH]e,
ounu cy norniean Umanyena Kanra o npocropy kao
unmyumuenom nipousBony. Kanr nependuxyje (me-
MaTepHjainsyje) mpocTop u BpeMe U paszpaja ux. OH
j€ cMaTpao Jia IpoCcTop HUje CyICTaHIa (Kao HHU Bpe-
Me), HEro ampHOpHH 3HAK YHYTPALIBUX pelaluja,
KOjU HE TPOUCTUYE U3 MCKYCTBA, HETO je YHHUBEp3a-
naH. [Ipoctop xon KaHTa je cuHTe3a cyrncraHimjai-
HUX U pellaTUBHUX KOHLEMNMja. KaHTOBU cTaBOBU Yy
MOYETKY HEroBOr paja owim cy cimunu JlajoHuIo-
BUM. 3aruM je maso kacHuje (1765-70) mpuxBarno
IbyTHOBE mMpaeje jep cy My H3INefane HaydHO 3a-
cHoBaHe y obnactu usuke. Kana je moyeo na nuiie
cBOjY ,,Kputuky uncror yma®, Kanr je taga, noced-
HO TI0]1 YTHIIAjeM eHITIecKux emrupuyapa Jloka, bep-
kiuja 1 Xjyma, HOHOBO pasMOTPHO MHTamka BPEMEHA
u poctopa. OH je TO yIMHHO Ha OpUTUHAJIAH HAYKH,
n3HOcehn MUIIBEHE 1a Cy MPOCTOP U BPEME IUIOA
TPAHCIICHICHTATHUX MHTYUIMja U JIa IPEICTaBIbajy
anpHoOpHE KaTeropuje y OIHOCY Ha MCKYCTBO (4yil-
HOCT), LIITO 3HAYH JIa j¢ HeMCTUHHUTA TBPAbA J1a HAIlIC
MIOUMAKsE TIPOCTOpPA M BPEMEHA MIPOUCTHIC U3 UCKY-
crea. Ilo Kanry, Hama cxBarama ImpocTopa W Bpe-
MEHa TPEeNCTaBJbajy YCJIOBE CBAKOI MCKYCTBa T. ].
JIOKUBJbaja cBeTa. [IpemMa TOMe, HU jeIHO UCKYCTBO
HUje y CTamy Ja JTOKa)Ke WM OMOBPTHE TOCTOjarbe
arcoyTHOT BpeMEHa WM MPOCTOpa, IOIITO BpeMe

Leibniz reveals the idealistic possibility of
multiplication of space, which is reflected in the
Marxist conception of practical realism and so-
cial production of space. A. N. Whitehead de-
veloped realistic position different from Leib-
niz, that the multiplication of space and time
in the current world presents more than a space
concept of Newton or Einstein. Whitehead in-
troduces “congredience” and looks at how space
and time which come from different processes
connect and generate “congredience” and coher-
ence. Those acquire the importance of communi-
cation. This idea of communication can be con-
nected with the theory of communicative action
by Habermas. Through this theory Habermas de-
fines the idea of forming a spatial and temporal
order in the world, on the basis of human com-
municative action. Time was given in general
terms as the metaphysical basis for a thesis of
the social production of space and social conflict
in the definition of space and time. Henry Lefe-
bvre dealt with the similar issues in his analysis
of production space.

Very important for humanistic geography,
which was grown on the ground of phenomenol-
ogy, are the views of Immanuel Kant on space
as an intuitive product. He held that space is not
a substance (or time), but a priori sign of internal
relations which does not emanate from the expe-
rience, it is universal. According to Kant space
is synthesis of substantial and relative concept.
Kant’s views in the beginning of his work were
similar to Leibniz. Then a little later (1765-70)
he accepted the Newton idea because it seemed
like science based on physics. When he began to
write his “Critique of Pure Reason”, Kant, es-
pecially under the influence of the English em-
piricist Locke, Berkeley and Hume, has recon-
sidered issues of time and space. He did it in an
original way, by presenting the view that space
and time are the result of transcendental intu-
ition and that are a priori categories in relation
to the experience (sensuality), which means that
the false claim that our understanding of space
and time comes from experience. According to
Kant, our understanding of space and time are
conditions of every experience or experience of
the world. Therefore, no experiences are able to
prove or disprove the existence of absolute time
or space, since time and space are exactly the
conditions of every experience, no matter what
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U TPOCTOp MPEACTaBIJbAjy YIPaBO YCIOBE CBAaKOT
HCKYCTBa, Ma KakBo oHO Ommo. To mpezacrasba je-
peudukoBame IpocTopa U BpeMeHa. Mehytum, Tume
Ce Y HCTH MaXx, y oApy4jy pusuke, tbyrHoBHM cXBa-
TambUMa MPOCTOpPa M BpPEMEHA IPHAaje arcoiTyTHa
BPEIHOCT KOja Ce M caMa HaJla3l ¢ OHE CTpaHe OmIIo
KakBor MCKycTBa. IIpema Tome, KaHT je moueTkom
XIX Beka (hopmynrcao HEKYy BPCTY XUIEPHYTHOB-
CKOT yd4ema Koje he yTumartu Ha cBe OHE KOjH CY Y
XIX Beky pasMulLbaid O MPOOJEeMy HpPOCTOpa U
BpEMeHa.

Y AjHmrajHoBoj Gu3UIM, TPEIMETH €Tr3HUCTH-
pajy y 4eTHpH IUMEH3Hje — TPH NPOCTOPHE U jeIHO]
BPEMEHCKOj, TaKO J1a je CBET Y KOjeM YKHBUMO CBET
,»Bpeme-tipoctopa“. [lo3naro je, na je cam AjHIITajH
pa3nruKoBao TpH rmojMa npocropa: 1. Mecto onpehenor
Ha3MBa, 2. ATNICOIyTHU IPOCTOp, U 3. YeTBOpOMEH-
3MOHAIIHY T10jaM PENIaTUBHOT IpOCcTOpa. Y TEOpHju
peramugumema, BpeMe ¥ TPOCTOP Cy HEPACKUIMBO
MIOBE3aHH C MAaTEPHjOM, CITMIHO Kao IITO Cy HEOBOjH-
BU MaTepuja (Maca Kao Mepa CHEepruje Tena) U Kpe-
Tame (eHepruja kao Mepa Kpetamwa mMarepuje). Ha iy
reorpaduje AJjHIITajH UITAK HUjE€ MHOTO TIOMOT'a0.

KBaHTHa MexaHMKa OMHCYje 00jeKTe y TPOCTOp-
HO-BPEMEHCKOM KOHTHHYYMY. 3a HCTPaXHUBAmbE 3¢-
MaJbCKHUX Tela (pu3ndap KOPUCTH arcTPaKkTHE TI0jMO-
BE SYKJIUJICKOT TIPOCTOPA; allCTPAKTHE 3aTO IITO, HAKO
j€ eYKIUJICKH MPOCTop OecKoHa4YaH, Ta OCCKOHAYHOCT
j€ MareMaTuyKa arcTpakiuja. Y Be3U ¢ TUM CTBAPHU
(bH3UYKHY IPOCTOP HYje KOHAYaH MK OSCKOHAYaH caM
1o ceOu, Hero caMo ca IIeAUITa Ha oxpel)eHe ycmose
1 BPCTY TeOMeTpHjcKux mojmosa. [IpocTtop y reome-
Tpuju JloGayeBckor uMa BeoMa HEOOMYHa CBOjCTBa,
KOja TELIKO MOKEMO CeOM HPEICTaBUTH — JIa Ce Tia-
pajielnHe JIMHHjE CEeKy, 1a CyMa yIVIoBa y TpOyTIy HHje
180° u T. 1. V eyKInICcKoj TeoMeTpuju (HiIn 0OUYHO])
CBOjCTBa IPOCTOpPA HE POTHBYPEYE UCKYCTBY YOBEKA.
To ce MOrk/1a YMHHM TapaJOKCATHIM Ha TITy Teorpaduje,
QUM MIITaK TO HHje TapaIoKC ako pa3Marpamo IpodiieM
Ha Ty MaTeMaTu4KuX arncrpakuuja. [eorpadcku mpo-
CTOp je KOHKpETaH CTPYKTyHpaH MPOCTOpP KOjU UMa
CBOjy TOCEOHY JIOTHKY, KOjy Tpoyd4aBa reorpaduja.
Ieorpadu pasmunIbajy 0 MpocTopy y Kareropujama
SYKIIMJICKE TeoMeTpHje U JIeKapToBOr KOOpAWHATHOT
CHCTEMa, JIOK CY IpyTe er3akTHe HayKe U TeXHUYKa pe-
nIemha 6a3upaHd Ha By THOBCKOM MTOMMARby TIPOCTOPA.
Ca 1ojMOM MPOCTOopa y TPaJAUIMOHAIHO] Teorpaduju
MaJIo 33jeJHHYKOT MMajy BUILEIMMEH3HOHAIHHU IPO-
cropu. IlITo je uyaHO, TPOIUMEH3MOHATIHH MIPOCTOP
(,,reorpadcku mpocTop™) je TMPUMEHEH U 'y TEOPHjU
nHpopManyja (MpuHOUI XajTeHca).

happened. However, this is at the same time, in
the fields of physics, Newton’s conceptions of
space and time given the absolute value which
itself is beyond any experience. Therefore, Kant,
in early nineteenth century, was formulated a
kind of Hipper-Newtonian learning which af-
fected all those who thought about the problem
of space and time in the nineteenth century.

In Einstein’s physics, objects exist in four
dimensions - three spatial and one dimension is
time, so the world we live in is the “time-space”
world. It is known that Einstein himself distin-
guishes three concepts of space: 1 Place of a
specific name, 2 Absolute spaces, and 3 Four-
dimensional concept of relative space. In the
theory of relativity, time and space are inextri-
cably linked with matter, similar to the inherent
material (weight as a measure of the energy of
the body) and movement (energy as a measure
of the movement of matter). On the ground of
geography Einstein was not much help.

Quantum mechanics describes the objects
in space-time continuum. For the researching
objects in the Earth physicist uses abstract con-
cepts of Euclidean space; abstract because the
Euclidean space is infinite and that infinity is
a mathematical abstraction. In connection with
this physical space is finite or infinite in itself,
but only with a view to certain conditions and
the type of geometric concepts. Space in the hy-
perbolic geometry of Lobachevski has very un-
usual properties, which makes it hard to intro-
duce ourselves - that parallel lines intersect, and
the sum of the angles of a triangle is not 180°
and so on. In Euclidean geometry (or ordinary)
properties of space does not contradict the expe-
rience of man. It may seem paradoxical on the
ground of geography, but it’s not a paradox if
we consider the problem on the ground of math-
ematical abstraction. Geographical space is a
concrete structured space that has its own logic,
which studies the geography. Geographers think
about space in terms of Euclidean geometry and
Decart’s coordinate system, while others exact
science and technical solutions are based on the
Newtonian concept of space. With the notion
of space the traditional geography have little in
common with multidimensional space. What is
strange, three-dimensional space (“geographical
space”) is applied in information theory (Huy-
gens principle).
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TI'eorpaduja kao xoposionka Hayka

Xopoorujy He Tpeba MenaTh ¢ Xxoporpadujom.
[Tojam xoporpaduje yseo je Knaynuje I[Itoneme;j (11
B.), IOK XOPOJIOIIKA KOHILIETIHja TIOTHYEe HEIOCpe-
HO u3 ¢unozodpuje Umanyena Kanra. CymruHa xo-
POJIOIIKE KOHIIETIIH]E, YHjH je TPEeACTaBHUK Adpen
Xetnep (1927), je co3Haja 3eMajbCcKe TOBPIIMHE Y
BCHUM INPOCTOPHHUM paziukama. [{usb Xoposomrke
KOHIIETIIHje, MpeMa XeTHEpY, je pa3MelnTaj mprpo-
HUX 110jaBa y IPOCTOPY Ha 3eMJbH, TO jeCT ,,CTI03Haja
KapakTepa 3emMajba MU MecTa, Koja ToJIla3d O]l CXBa-
Tamka KOET3UCTeHIMje W MehynejcTBa paznuuuTux
apcTaBa MpUpoJie U HUXOBUX Pa3IHIUTHX (HOPMH,
a Takohe CIO3Haja YHWTAaBE 3EMaJbCKE IMOBPIIUHE
y BCHOM MPUPOIHOM pallvwIambaBamby Ha JEJO0BE
cBeta, nipenene u nokanurere (Ierruep A., 1930,
120). IIpema Tome, y reorpaduju, jeIHHO IPOCTOP
Mopa OWTH TpenMeT HCTpa)kMBamwa; JYyKHH CMO Ja
010anuMo ,,MaTepHjaIHy TayKy IIeama’, TO 3HAYH,
MOpa Hac MHTEPECOBATH, KAaKO je UCITYE:EH IIPOCTOp,
a He TaK 4uMe. ,,Y HauMHy aHAJIH3Mpamba — IHCA0 je
XetHep —Teorpaduja He cMe OUTH UITaK HayKa O pac-
MOpey Pa3In4uTHX OOjexara ImpeMa MeCTUMA, HEro
HayKa O HCIYEHEHOCTH Ipoctopa. To je mpocTopHa
HayKa y OHOM CMHCIY, y KOjeM je UCTOpHja BPeMEHC-
ka Hayka“ (I'ertHep A, 1930, 115).

To je BakaH METOMOJOIIKU IPEOKPET, jep Cy
reorpadu 10 Taga pa3MaTpaId 3eMajbCKU MPOCTOP
€aMo Kao OCHOBY, Ha KOjOj ce U3y4yaBalia HeKa 110jaBa,
a He Kao 00jeKT U MpeMeT HCTpaKuBama. PazBojemM
XOPOJIOIIIKE H7eje, reorpaduja ce o1 HayKe O pa3Mell-
Tajy o0jexara MpeTBOPMIIA y ,,HAyKy O UCITYECHOCTH
mpocTopa“. Ha Taj HaumH, ycien CBOjUX KOHCTPYK-
mja A. XeTHep je U3Beo 3aKJby4ak, Ja MpeaMer re-
orpaduje jecy npocropHe penanuje. Kako unak me-
(uHMCATH TIPOCTOpP, @ TUM BHIIIE FHEroBe pernanuje?
Ha Tom mecty A. XeTHep ce ocnamba Ha Marepujy,
,»CIIYIIITa ce*“ Ha BY. Y KOJUKO UINAK — IUIIE OH —
MIPOCTOPHE pellanyje HUCY HUIITA JPYro HETO YHCTO
(dopmanHe pernanuje, 3Hauaj CaMOCTAIHHUX JI00H]jajy
HCKJbYUYHMBO KpO3 CBOje MarepHujanHe (QyHKLHje, Kao
MECTO MMOCTOjarba CHPOBUHA U CHEPIHje, CTAHUIITE
W apeHa JIeIaTHOCTH JKMBUX Onha, Ouibaka M )KHUBO-
THIA, a Takohe ¥ YOBeKa. 3aT0 MOKEMO CMaTpaTH 3a
JIeTy, UaKo He eJIeTaHTHY, AeQUHHIN]Y Teorpaduje
Kao HayKke O IMPOCTOPY 3eMaJbCKe IMOBPIIIHE C HET0-
BUM MartepujamauM cagpxkajeMm” (Iertaep A, 1930,
123).

[Ipenmer reorpaduje A. XetHep je nedunucao
Kao CKyII JBajy 3a/araka: MpoyJaBare IIPOCTOPHHX

Geography as a Chorological Science

Horology should not be confused with cho-
rography. The term chorography introduced
Claudius Ptolemy (II c.), while chorological con-
cept comes directly from the philosophy of Im-
manuel Kant. Essence of chorological concept
represented Alfred Hetner (1927), as the findings
in the Earth’s surface and spatial differences. The
aim of chorological conception, according to Het-
ner, is the distribution of natural phenomenon in
Earth space. It is “understanding the character
of countries and places, which comes from the
ideas of coexistence and interaction of the vari-
ous kingdoms of nature and their different forms,
and also knowledge of the entire Earth’s surface
in its natural breakdown the parts of the world,
regions and localities” (I'ertHep A, 1930, 120).
Therefore, in geography only space must be the
subject of research, we are obliged to reject “the
material point of view”, which means that we
must be interested about filled the space, not even
making. “The mode of analysis - wrote Hetner
- geography cannot be the science of scheduled
various objects to a place, but the doctrine of ful-
fillment space. It is a spatial science, in the sense,
in which the history is science of time” (I'erTHep
A, 1930, 115).

It is an important methodological shift, be-
cause geographers until then were considered
Earth space only as basis in which was studied a
phenomenon, not as an object and subject of re-
search. Development of chorological ideas trans-
formed geography from the science of disposition
of objects into a “science of fulfillment space”. A.
Hetner has drawn the conclusion that the subjects
of geography are spatial relations. How to defined
space, and further more its relations? Hetner re-
lies on the matter, “goes down” on it. However
- he writes - “spatial relations are nothing more
than purely formal relations, the importance of
self-obtained exclusively by their material func-
tions as a place of existence of raw materials
and energy, habitat and arena activities of liv-
ing things, plants and animals and also humans.
Therefore we can consider for a nice, although
not elegant, the definition of geography as a sci-
ence of the Earth’s surface area with its material
content” (I'ertHep A, 1930, 123).

A subject of geography Hetner defined as a
set of two tasks: the study of spatial differenc-
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pasiiKa 3eMaJbCKe TIOBPIINHE U [IPOyYaBambe CTPYK-
Type UHIUBUILYaTHUTX POCTOPA, HIIH PETHOHAI3a-
uuja. Kao mto ce Bpeme enu Ha epuoze, Tako ce u
MPOCTOp NIeNH Ha peruoHe. ,,CBako MECTO Ha 3eMJBH
WK JIOKATUTET MMa CBOjY WHIUBHIYaTHOCT, KOja
Ce HCI0JhaBa y CBUM I[apCTBUMA IIPUPOE; YIIOPEIO
pa3MeriTeHa MecTa Ha 3eMJbU 00pasyjy KOMIUICKCe,
KOje MH, C 003MPOM HA IUXOBY BEIHYHHY, Ha3HBa-
MO 3eMJbama, JiaHamadruma (rpenenuma), J1eIoBH-
Ma CBETa. YCIIOCTaBJbamE JaHma(Ta U IMoJeTa 3¢-
MJbHHE MOBPIIMHE jeCT M3pa3 Hallle HayuyHe CII03Haje
3eMaJbCKe MOBPIIMHE M HCTOBPEMEHO MPETIIOCTaBKA
pernoHaHO-Teorpad)cKor m3narama... Hayka y me-
JIMHU MOpa J1a IOKyIIa IyTeM CTPOre Hay4yHe aHalu-
3€ 1a CXBATH Pa3IIHKe U y3ajaMHe OJJHOCE 3eMaJbCKUX
MIPOCTOpa Y BUXOBOj Y3POUHO] YCIOBJBEHOCTH H A
Jia CBOj JIOTIPUHOC y CaMUM MPHUHIUITAMA MOJIEIIE 3e-
masbcke nospmmae™ (I'ertHep A, 1930, 265).

XetHep je cMmarpao na he Ha Taj HAYMH ycTeTH
Jla KOHKPETH3yje CBOje MOIIene Ha TpeIMeT Teor-
paduje. Mmak, ucTrHA ce TOKazaja JIpyradujom. Y
CaMHMM HETOBHM TMOIIEAMMAa Ha MpeaMeT reorpa-
(duje Ouna je campkana nporuBypedHocT. C jemHe
CTpaHe NpeaMeT reorpaduje OMIO je NCTpaKMBaHE
MPOCTOPHUX pellalfja C UCKIbYUCHEM ,,MaTepHjaTHe
Tayke miefama’™ a ¢ Jpyre Mmak cTpaHe, Te peliaiuje
J00Mjajy caMOCTaTHO 3HaueHke caMo 3axBasbyjyhu
MaTepHjaTHOM capxkajy. Jpyrauuje He Moxe OUTH —
TO, IITO j€ HEPACKUIUBO O00jEKTUBHO, HE MOXE OUTH
CIIO3HATO 3aXBaJbyjyhu BEITAUKOM pa3/iBajamby Ha
MOjeIMHE CJIEMEHTE, acleKTe WIN TauykKe TIICIUIITa
(MyxkuraHos, 1979, 187).

Merozonomnika rpenika KoHenuuje XeTHepa ca-
CTOjU C€ y TOMe, IITO NpH o0jaimemny MehycoOHnx
Be3a reorpadcKmx IojaBa OHA IMOJNA3M O FHXOBE
Be3e ca oxpeheHOM jenmMHHIIOM TpoCTopa Kao OJ
Boneher ¢akropa. Mehy3aBucHocT ce Ha Taj HauMH
CBOIWJIA HA CIOJbALIE KApPAaKTCPHCTHKE a HE Ha
VHYTpAIllhe, TCHETCKE W Y3POUHO-TIOCIICANYHE Be3e.
Takpa KoHIemMja OWIa je MOoroiHa 3a BOjHY reorpa-
(dujy, anu He U 3a HAyYHO OO0jallmbere. XOPOoIomiKa
reorpaduja je Tunu4Ha ,,reorpaguja odjexara* (mpu-
POIHUX W JIPYIITBCHHUX ).

[Ipema yuewy XeTHepa y Kwu3u ,,I eorpapuja‘
(1927), oBa Hayka ce Jjenu Ha JiBa Jieja: OMINTY U
pernonanny reorpadujy. On u3nsaja u tpehu neo —
VIIOPE/IHY PETHOHAIHY Teorpadujy, ajli ra He cMarpa
cymTiHCKuM. Pernonanna reorpaduja m3ydaBa Ka-
PaKTEepUCTHUKE MOjEeNUHUX Jp)KaBa M mpenesia y mHo-
IJIely CBEYKYITHOCTH T0jaBa y WUMa, pazmarpajyhu
CBaKy 3eMJbY W CBakd Mpeneo (perujy) Kao HEeKy

es Earth’s surface and studying the structure of
individual spaces, or regionalization. As time is
divided into periods, so the space is divided into
regions. “Every place on the land or locality has
its own individuality, which is manifested in all
realms of nature, simultaneously deployed places
on the Earth formed complexes, which we, due to
their size, call states, and landshafts (landscapes),
parts of the world. Establishing landshafts and
share the Earth’s surface is an expression of our
scientific knowledge of Earth’s surface and at the
same time preconditions for regional and geo-
graphical exposure... Science has to try to use
strict scientific analysis to understand the differ-
ences and mutual relations of Earth space in their
causal condition and to contribute to the very
principle of division Earth surface (I'ertmep A,
1930, 265).

Hetner thought that in this way is possible to
concretize his own views on the subject of ge-
ography. However, the truth has proved different.
According to his views on the subject of geog-
raphy was a contained contradiction. On the one
hand the subject of geography was to explore
spatial relations and excludes “material point of
view”, and on the other hand, these relations are
given meaning only through its own substantive
content. Otherwise might be - that, which is inex-
tricably objectively, cannot be known due to the
artificial separation of certain elements, aspects
or points of view (Mykuranos, 1979, 187).

Methodological error in Hetner’s concept
consists in the fact that understanding the inter-
relationships of geographical phenomenon is
based on their relationship with a particular unit
of space as the leading factor. Interdependence is
thus reduced to the external characteristics rather
than internal, genetic and causal links. This con-
cept was suitable for military geography, but not
for scientific explanation. Chorological geogra-
phy is typical “Geography of objects” (natural
and social).

According to the Hetner’s book “Geography”
(1927), this science is divided into two parts:
general and regional geography. He identifies the
third part - a comparative regional geography,
but it is not considered essentially. Regional Ge-
ography studies the characteristics of individual
countries and regions in terms of the totality phe-
nomenon in them, considering each country and
each region as a unit, which cannot be separated
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LEeMMHY Koja He MO)Ke OWTH palraiameHa Ha JeJo-
Be. 3aT0 MojeIMHe TUCIHIUIMHE Kao 300Teorpaduja,
¢utoreorpaduja, reorpaduja CTaHOBHHUIITBA, MOIH-
THYKa reorpaduja, MOTy OUTH CaMO JIEJIOBH OTIIITE
reorpaduje. l3ydyaBame MPOCTOPHOT pa3MeIlTaja
MOjeJIMHUX TPyINa T0jaBa y TpaHUIAMa Jlate JipriKa-
BE WM TpeieNia Y PEerHOHaHOj reorpaguju Moxe
CE BPILUKTHU CaMO y BE3U C U3yYaBambEeM CBUX IPYTUX
IojaBa Koje KapaKTEepHIly Ty 3eMJbY HIIH Taj Ipereo.
be3 Tora ona ryou cBoj XOpOJIOIIKH KapakTep U mpe-
craje Outu reorpaduja, Beh mocraje reodoraHuKa,
re0300JI0THja, TEONONINUTHKA U T. 1., U IIPEeNa3u y ca-
CTaB oJroBapajyhux cycemHux Hayka.

EBoJtynuja xopos1omkor npucTyna - NpuHUHUII
peruoHajgu3Ma

Cge o XIX Beka reorpadu HUCY panrdiamaBa-
au npoctop. IlocTeneHo cy ce 3Hama mupuia, ooje-
JUbaBajia “JIoKalHe” Y IIUpe “peruoHanHe” Ipo-
ctope. [Ipoctopue uenune (peruje, nanamadT) cy
BEIUTAYKH Pa3/BOjeHU M JIAKO je JIOKa3aTH Ja ux ce
MOKE M3/IBOJUTH MTPAKTHIHO OeckoHadaH Opoj. ['eor-
padu cy ,,cCTBOPHIIU CBOJCTBO pPecUOHATHOCTIL.

[ [OIIITO je pernoHanu3alyja mnojena 3eMajbCKe
MIOBpIIKHE, TO UCKPCaBa IUTambe O MIPUPOIHO] U Be-
IITA49KO] TIOJIENIN HJIH, Y CABPEMEHUM TEPMHHHMA, O
Cy0jeKTUBHOCTH ¥ 00jeKTHBHOCTH PETHOHAIM3AIIH]C.
OncycTBO crienuduKe pernoHanu3anuje Kao 4ucTo
reorpadcke uzaeje u reorpadckor mojMa HaBoau A.
XetHepa ma y3uMa y 003Up CBE IOAENE 3eMasbCKe
MOBpIIMHE, YKJbYy4dyjyhu MOJIMTHYKE M Ip’KaBHE.
[Tomro je HejacHa cnenuduKa peruoHaIu3aImje, TO
[IUTalkE He Hajla3u Hay4yHO pelliemhe Y OKBUPHMA XO-
posomnke koruenmuje (3amsatur H. 1., 1999., 7).

[MpuHnun permoHamu3Ma MoApasyMeBa  clie-
IM(QUIHO TEPUTOPUjaTTHO JEIUHCTBO, ,IICTHHY"
MPUPOIHUX M JIPYIITBCHUX TojaBa. OpHrHHATHA
reorpadcka KOHIIENIIH]a ,,[IeIUHE" je y CYIITHHH UH-
TYMTHBHA KOHIENIH]a (PyHKI[MOHATHOT PErMOHa, 3a-
CHOBaHa y ()paHILyCKOj MIKOJHU ,,reorpaduje JoBeKa
(Bupnan ne na bnam u npyru). @yHKIMOHATIHU PEru-
OH je cKyn o0jekara, MIPUPOAHUX M aHTPOIOTCHUX,
KOjH TOCTOj€ Ha TEPUTOPHUjATHO ACPUHUCAHOM JIEITy
MOBpIINHE 3eMJbe, PYHKIIMOHAIHO TTOBE3aHMX Y jelI-
Hy nenuHy. Permon moxe 6ut opmaiHu (3acHO-
BaH Ha METO/Y CII03Haje), GYHKIHMOHATHH (3aCHOBAaH
Ha KpUTepHjyMy noTpe0a) W IiaHepCKu (3aCHOBaH
Ha JbYACKOj Tpakcu). JIpyruM pednma, ,,perrmoH je
MHCTPYMCHTAJIHH KOHIIENT KOjH CITYXH 3a CHCTEMa-

into parts. Because of that each of discipline as
zoogeography, fito-geography, geography of pop-
ulation, political geography may be just a part of
general geography. Studying the global distribu-
tion of certain groups of phenomena within the
limits of the state or the regions in regional ge-
ography can only be used in connection with the
study of any other phenomena that characterize
the country or the region. Without that it loses its
chorological character and geography cease to be,
but becomes geo-botanic, geo-zoology, geopoli-
tics, and also becomes part of the corresponding
neighboring sciences.

Evolution of the Chorological approach - the
principle of Regionalism

Until the nineteenth century geographers
didn’t divide the space. Gradually, the knowl-
edge spread and consolidates “local” and “re-
gional” spaces. Spatial units (regions, land-
shafts) are artificially separated and it is easy to
prove that they can be separated practically in
unlimited number. Geographers have been “cre-
ated” status of regional responsibility.

“Because the regionalization is dividing of
the Earth’s surface, it raises the question of natu-
ral and artificial division, or, in modern terms,
about the subjectivity and objectivity of region-
alization. The absence of specifics regionaliza-
tion as a purely geographical concept of geo-
graphical ideas affected Hetner to consider all
share of the Earth’s surface, including the politi-
cal and state. Because of that specifics region-
alization is unclear, the issue is not the solution
in terms of scientific chorological concepts (
3amstun /., 1999, 7).

The principle of regionalism implies a spe-
cific territorial unity, “entities” of natural and
social phenomena. The original geographical
concept of “entities” is essentially an intui-
tive concept of functional region, based in the
French school of “Géographie humaine” (Vidal
de la Blache, and others). Functional region is
a set of objects, natural and anthropogenic, that
are part of the territory defined by the Earth’s
surface, functionally connected in one unit.
Region can be formal (based on the method of
knowledge), functional (based on the criterion
of need) and planning (based on human prac-
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TH3aLHjy eJIeMeHaTa YOBEKOBE OKONMHE ((hopMarHH
PETHOH); ,,peTHOH" je Takolhe o0jekTuBHO nocTojeha
LIEJINHA Y YOBEKOBO] OKOJIMHU ((YHKIIMOHAIIHH PETH-
OH); ,,pETHOH" je M HAaYMH paJia YOBEKa, KOJU CITYKHU
3a TpHiIarohaBame OKOJIHMHE WM FHCHO MEHAmE Y
[IUJBbY 33JI0BOJbaBamba MoTpeda (MIaHePCKU PETHOH).
VY mocnenmeM 3Hauewky TO je TBOPEBHHA KOja MMa
MaTepHjaTUCTUIKE U XyMAaHHCTHIKE OCHOBE.

Puyapa Xaprmopn (1939), koju je 3actymnao
MorJie/ie T¢ BPCTE, CMATPao je Jia je MpeaMeT Ireor-
paduje KOHKPETHU MaTepHjaliHd 3eMaJbCKHU IpO-
CTOp, a HE alCTPakTHU NpocTop. MHTepmperanyja
XapTimopHa, Koja He arcoilyTH3yje NpPOCTOp y Te-
orpaduju, TpeAcCTaB/ba HajpalllipPeHUje KIACHYHO
CXBaTambE y CBECTH MPOCEUHOT reorpada. XapTiopH
(1950) cmarpa na cy peamHo mocrojehm perwoHu
caMo JIpXKaBe, a CBH OCTAJN Cy MHTEIICKTyaIHEe TBO-
peBuHe. XapTIIOPpH y Kibu3u ,,[Ipupoxaa reorpaduje’
ondaityje Te3y 0 peruju uiu npeneny (anamadry)
Kao IIEJIOBUTO] TBOPEBWHH, Npunucyjyhu cpojct-
BO IICJIOBUTOCTH CaMO OHWOJIOMIKMM OpraHW3MHUMA.
Pernonanmuzam kao ¢opma pernoHajIHOT MpaBLa Y
CAJl, kapakrepuiiie ce eMmnupusMoM (0e3 o03upa Ha
MHOIIITBO TEOPH]CKHX PaJIoBa), pa3MaTpameM PerH-
OHa Kao TEPUTOPH]je, Ha KOjOj KOCT3UCTUPAjy Hajpas-
HOBPCHH]E 110jaBe ¥ 3aKOHOMepHOCTU. Ocamame Ha
Mel)y3aBHCHOCT, Koja TIOCTOju n3Mel)y THX 1ojaBa, He
pelaBajy mpooieM, jep CYIITHHCKO ce He ollBaja Oj
HECYIITHHCKOT, HETIPABUIIHO CE U3/IBaja KPUTEPUjyM
reorpaduunocTu objexara. CTBap HHje MPOCTO Y
Meljy3aBHCHOCTHMa, HEro y Be3ama Koje CTBapajy
oJlpeheHn THI 1ENOBUTOCTH. AHAalIHM3Ee MpEXEe Y3-
POYHO-NIOCTIEAMYHHX Be3a Ha oxpeleHoj repuropuju
(moceOHO Kaia je pev 0 OIHOCKMA IPYIITBA ¥ TIPUPO-
Ie), 6e3 KBAJTUTAaTUBHAX HCTPAKUBAHA IICTIOBUTOCTH
MpeJIMeTa U HBErOBHX Pa3HOBPCHHUX CBOjCTaBa, BOAU
Ka IPUHIUITY HHIUBH/YaTH3alldje W YHUKATHOCTH
y reorpaduju (XapTiopH), ka oqpulamky MPHUMEHU-
BOCTH 3aKOHa Ha reorpadcke objekre (American
geography and prospect, 1954).

Excuenumnonaiuzam y reorpaguju

XOMOTEHOCT IPOCTOpa Ce HapyllaBa y reorpa-
(huju xkana ce ogpel)eHn HETOBH ICTIOBH MapKHUPajy U
y BbHX Ce CMEITajy oapehenn mareprjarHu 00jeKTH.
3aTo ce mpocTop pasiHKyje of MecTa A0 Mecta. .
K. Illedep je Omo 3aroBOPHUK eKcyenyuoHanumda,
WK TIOTIIe/1a Ja Teorpadija Kao MpoCcTopHa Hayka He
MOXKe OMTH OTpaHWYEHA Ha CKyI o0jekara, 300r uera

tice). In other words, “region” is an instrumental
concept that serves to systematize the elements
of the environment (formal region), “region” is
also objectively existing entities in the environ-
ment (functional region), “region” is the mode
of man, which is used to adjust environment or
its change to meet the needs (planning oriented
region). In the latter sense it is a creation with
materialistic and humanistic foundations.
Richard Hartshorne (1939), represented
the views of this kind, considered subject of ge-
ography as a concrete material of Earth space,
not an abstract space. In Hartshorne interpreta-
tion absolute space is not in geography, and it
is the most widespread traditional understanding
in the minds of the average geographer. Harts-
horne (1950) argues that the real existing of the
regions are only states, and all other are just in-
tellectual creations. Hartshorne in the book “The
Nature of Geography” rejected the thesis of the
region or area (land shaft) as the coherent cre-
ation, attributing the property of completeness
only to biological organisms. Regionalism as a
form of regional route in the U.S. is character-
ized by empiricism (regardless of the multitude
of theoretical papers), considering the region as
a territory, which coexist most diverse phenom-
ena and regularities. Analysis of network cause-
effect relations in a specific territory (particu-
larly the relation between society and nature)
without qualitative research of subjects integrity
and of its various properties are leading to the
principle of individualization or uncial in geog-
raphy (Hartshorne), and to the waiver of the ap-
plicability of laws on the geographical objects
(American geography and prospect, 1954).

Exceptionalism in Geography

Homogeneity of space violates in geography
when its parts are mark and placed a certain ma-
terial objects in them. Because of that the space
is different from place to place. Schaeffer was
representing exceptionalism, or approach that
geography as spatial science cannot be limited
to the object, and because of that cannot be de-
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je He Tpeba neduHUCATH Y TIOTIeay canpikaja (mpej-
MeTa), Hero y mormexy merona. Ilpema Tome, reor-
paduja je yCTaHOBJbEHA HE HA OHTOJIOUIKO] OCHOBH,
Beh Ha enucmemonowikoj, Koja MPOUCTUYE U3 HAYNHA
cxBaTama W o0jalImema MpeaMeTa HCTPAaKUBAmbA.
Enucremonomkn mpuctyn jaeduHHCARY TpeaMe-
Ta MOJNa3u Of CyOjeKTa, Tj. YOBEKa, KOjH je CyOjeKT
1 00jeKT UCTpakMBama MCTOBpeMeHo. Kpurepujym
reorpaGuIHOCTH TPaXH Ce Y METOAY, Tj. HAUUHY OIl-
cepBaiyje, o0jallbehba U UHTEPIPETAIH]e - Peruo-
HAJTHOM, KapTorpad)CKoM, KOMILIEKCHOM Te0CHCTEM-
ckoM (I'punh M., 2007, 49-57).

ExcrenmuonanusamM MpPeHOCH TEXKHIITE ca
o0jexTa reorpaduje Ha mUTamba HaydHe metoze. [1o-
na3ehu on ¢punozoduje Kanra, reorpadcku nmpocrop
je edexar “cy0jeKTHBHOT OpraHHW30Bama U ypehu-
Bama cBeTa Kpo3 cyOjekr”. Crora, y nepUHUCABY
MpeaMeTa MOpa ce Iohu 01 TEOPHjCKOT KOHLIENITA WK
ox meroza. [lomaszehn on mMerona Tj. 01 XOPOJIOLIKE
KOHIIETIIIHje Kao KpUTeprjyMa reorpaduaHoCTH, ,,re-
orpauIHO™ je CBE OHO INTO MOKa3yje TePUTOpPH]ja-
HE pa3jiMKe, a MOWTO HAa 3eMJbH HeMa MPaKTHYHO
HHUYCra LITO HE IOKa3yje TEePUTOPHjaHE pa3iuKe,
JIOTHYHO J1a je HeMoryhe UCKJbYYUTH HEIlITO U3 Teor-
paduje. JenHa o1 OCHOBA MMOCTOjaka HAYKE jECT MO-
ryhHocT renepanuzanuje u GopMmysrcama HayqYHHX
3aKOHa M 3aKOHOMepHocTH. HeOu Omio xemuje, ako
ou ymecto 60 enemeHara Owio mux 60 mui., HeOU
O0mI0 OuojorMje ako OM yMECTO BpCTa MOCTOjalie
camo jenuHke; HeOu Omito reorpaduje ako Ou ymecto
pETHOHa, THITOBA, IPOCTOPHUX TPEHIOBA MOCTOjalTH
camo nojenuHavHu okaiauteTn (Massey, 1979).

@. K. llledep (1953) u B. bynre (1962) cy npen-
CTaBJbAIIU HOMOIOUIKO CXBaTame. To cXxBararme nMa 3a
IWJB J1a KPO3 IMIPOCTOPHY aHann3y ohe 10 KOHCTPYK-
IMje HayYHUX 3aKOHA y Treorpaduju, WIN ONIITHX
TBPIAIbH Ca MOTCHIHMjaJHO OCCKOHAYHHM JIOMETOM,
KOje HHCY KOBbYKIIMje KOHAYHOT Opoja YMICHUIA U
He cajipke reorpadcka MeHa U FbUXOBE CKBUBAJICH-
te (Kpajescku, 1972). [maBHa QyHKIIHMja HAYIHUX 3a-
KOHa jecT o0jainheme u npeasubhame. [loctynar npu-
MEHE MaTeMaTHYKHX METOola W Mojeia Ouo je camo
jeaHa KOMITOHeHTa Beher cKyma TBp/ibH 1 OCTYJIaTa
OHOT' METOIOJIOIIKOT MOjieNna y reorpaduju, Kojer
Ha3MBaMO ,,HEOMIO3UTHBUCTUYKOM ™ UK 00JbE peue-
HO ,,CIIMjeHTUCTHYKOM  TlapagurmMoM. OctaBibajyhu
IO CTPaHM KapakTep Tora MOJENa, MCTHUEMO Jia je
HCTPaXMBAYKU MOJIeN n3rpal)eH Ha HEeroBoj OCHOBH
EKCIIOHMPAo TPpH IKJba: 1) TaYHOCT U 00jJEKTUBHOCT
ommca, 2) (opMyiHcame YOIITaBama W HAYTHHUX
3aKkoHa 1 3) MOryhHOCT IIpOrHO3Mpama 1 penaBama
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fined in terms of content (subject), but in terms
of methods. According to that, geography is not
established on ontological grounds, but on the
epistemological, arising from the manner of un-
derstanding and explanation of the research topic.
Epistemological approach to defining cases is
based on the subject or man, who is the subject
and object of research simultaneously. A geo-
graphical criterion is searching in the method or
mode of observations, explanations and interpre-
tations - regional, cartographic, complex geo-sys-
tem (Gréi¢, M., 2007, 49-57).

Exceptionalism shifts the focus from the
object of geography to questions of scientific
method. Starting from the philosophy of Kant,
the geographical area is the effect of “subjective
organize and regulate of the world through the
subject”. Therefore, defining objects must pro-
ceed from a theoretical concept or method. Start-
ing from the method or of chorological concept
as a geographic criterion, “geographic” is all that
shows geographical differences, and because the
Earth has nothing that shows no geographical dif-
ferences, it is logical that it is impossible to ex-
clude anything from geography. One of the foun-
dations of the existence of science is the ability
of generalization and the formulation of scientific
laws and regularities. There would be no chemis-
try, if instead of 60 elements was of 60 million.
There wouldn’t be biology if instead of species
have only individuals, wouldn’t be geography if
instead of in the region, types, spatial trends ex-
isted only single sites (Massey, 1979).

F. K. Scheffer (1953) and W. Bunge (1962)
were represented the nomological conception.
This concept aims that the spatial analysis comes
to the construction of scientific laws in geogra-
phy, or general statements with a potentially in-
finite range, not a finite number of conjunctions
of facts and do not contain geographic names
and their equivalents (Krajevski, 1972). The
main function of scientific laws is to explain and
predict. Postulate of mathematical methods and
models was only one component of a larger set of
claims and postulates of the methodological mod-
els in geography, which we call “neopositivism”
or rather “scientism” paradigm. Leaving aside
the character of this model, we emphasize that
the research model built on its grounds expose
three objectives: 1) accuracy and objectivity of
the description, 2) formulation of generalizations
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npakTHuHUX npodiema (Wrobel A., 1991, 321). Ilo-
CTUTHYT je caMo NpBH b, Cyujenmucmuuxu npu-
cmyn cxBaTa reorpadujy Kao eMIMPHjCKY HayKy, He-
3aBHUCHY OJ Cy0jeKTa (MCTpaKuBaua).

Kmura B. bynrea ,Teopujcka reorpaguja‘
(1962) mpomoBucana je MpocTopHy aHanu3y. [Ipo-
cmopua avanuza 'y reorpaduju je Ayro BpeMeEHa
IpeNCcTaBJbalia XOPOJIOIIKO CXBaTamke, a HheHH IJaB-
HU rnipenctaBHUIM Onu cy Hip. [1. Xarer (Hagget
P), M. [leucu (Dacey M.), P. Mopusb (Morill L. R.)
u apyru. [IpocropHa aHanm3a HalDIa je CBOj M3pa3
y HCTpaKHBambHMa KOja Ce CIPOBOIC y OKBHUPY pe-
euonantne Hayke (Regional science), koja mpeTeHyje
Ha yJIOTy camocTaiHe Hayke. [IpoctopHa aHanmza y
reorpaduju pa3Buja ce Jajbe y TOM TPaBIly, O YeMy
CBe/Ioue PaJoBH O y3ajaMHOM MelyJiejcTBy y Ipo-
cropy (Morill, 1978; Ullman, 1980), o opranuza-
umju reorpadekor mpocrtopa. Hajsume pagosa Tora
TUTIA TI0jaBJbyje ce y uacomucuma ,,Geographical
Analysis* u ,,Environment and Planning™.

WutepecantHa je moHorpaduja A. L. arpena
(Gatrell C. A., 1983) nocBehena nucrannama u mpo-
cTopy — reorpapckuMm (PU3NYIKUM), BPEMEHCKHUM,
CKOHOMCKHM, CaszHajHUM, compjarHuM. OBaj ayTop
MOBE3yje MPOCTOPHY aHamu3y y reorpaduju ¢ Tak-
BUM MPOOJIEMHUMA Ka0 LITO Cy BPEMEHCKO-TIPOCTOPHH
MIPOLIECH, TIPOCTOPHO TUIAHUPAE M MPOTHO3HPAE.
[Momro je mpocrtop, mo [arpeny, penanuja y cKy-
my oOjekara, IPOU3WIIA3H Ja MPOCTOpPA MOXKE OUTH
TOJMKO MHOTO, KOIHMKO YCIEMO na JIe(pHHHUIICMO
TakBUX penandja. To je TMHTame METPUKE MPOCTO-
pa. Penarmje He Mopajy OMTH HCTpaXMBaHE Ha TIY
XOpOJIOTH3Ma, MOXKEMO y EBHX YBPCTUTH pelaluje
YOBEK-CPEIUHA, Y BHIY €KOJIOLIKHX HIPOCTOpA, YUjH
IpuUMep MOTy OHTH EKOJIOIIKE HHIIe, yBa)KCHE 3a
Mepy reorpadcke pa3OHjeHOCTH BPCTa, KOje ce MOTY
TPETUPATH Kao PETMOHU Y BHIICIUMEH3MOHATHOM
xuneprnpocTopy. Temkohy mpencraBiba mpeias Of
IojMa IpocTopa Kao IHCTaHIle Ha MojaM MPOCTopa
Kao penammje y ckymy obOjekara. Taj mpena3 omo-
ryhyjy crnenujaiHu airopuTMu, 3a mpeas Ha BUllie-
JMMEH3HOHAITHH POCTOP.

Homornomiko cxBarame y NMPOCTOPHUM HCTpa-
KUBalkbUMa y reorpaduju YYBPCTHIM Cy pPaJOBH
. Caka (Sack D.), ca ynuBep3urera Buckoncus y
Menucony. IIpema Caky, Hay4HO OOjallmbeme y Te-
orpaduju MOXKe pa3MarpaTd reOMETPHjCKe KapaKTe-
PHCTHKE, alli HE MOXE Ce Ha HBUX OIPAaHUYHTH, Kao
mTo je npemnarao [ledep. Cak y cBojuM pagoBuma
n3 1970-ux ronuHa, orpaHNYaBa ce UITaK Ha yKITU/I-
CKy TE€OMETPH]Y ¥ TIPUKIIakha Ce Pajrje arcolyTHOM

and scientific laws and 3) predicting and solving
practical problems (Wrobel A., 1991, 321). There
has been only the first goal. Scientific approach
understands geography as an empirical science,
independent of subject (researcher).

Book by W. Bungee “Theoretical Geogra-
phy” (1962) promoted the spatial analysis. Spa-
tial analysis in geography has long represented
chorological understanding, and its main repre-
sentatives were Hagget, Dacey, Morill and others.
Spatial analysis has found expression in research
conducted in Regional Science, which aspires to
the role of independent science. Spatial analysis
in geography is developed further in that direc-
tion, and it’s demonstrated by the work on the
mutual interaction in space (Morill, 1978; Ull-
man, 1980), and the organization of geographical
space. Most of the works of this type appears in
the journal “Geographical Analysis” and “Envi-
ronment and Planning.”

Interesting monograph by Gatrell (1983) is
dedicated to the distances and space - geographic
(physical), weather, economic, cognitive, and so-
cial. The author connects the spatial analysis in
geography with such issues as temporal and spa-
tial processes, spatial planning and forecasting.
Since the space is, by Gatrell, relations in the set
of objects, it seems that space can be so many,
depending to how we manage to define such re-
lationships. That is the question of metric spaces.
Relationships do not need to be investigated on
the ground of chorologism, so we can include
them in man-environment relationships, in terms
of ecological space, which may be an example of
ecological niches, distinguished as a measure of
geographic fragmentation species, which can be
treated as regions in a multidimensional hyper-
space. Difficulty is represented by the transition
from the notion of space as the distance to the
concept of space as a relation in the set of ob-
jects. This transition allows special algorithms,
the transition to a multi-dimensional space.

Nomological conception of space research in
geography has strengthened by the papers of D.
Sack, from the University of Wisconsin in Madi-
son. By Sack, scientific explanation in geogra-
phy may consider geometrical characteristics, but
not be limited to them, as proposed by Scheffer.
Sack in his works from the 1970s, was limited
to the Euclidean geometry and inclined prefer to
absolute space, believing that all non-Euclidean
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mpocTopy, cMarpajyhn na cy cBe HESyKIIHICKEe Me-
Tpuke Hereorpadceke. To 3HAUM na OH He y3uUMa y
003up Apyre mpocTope OcUM (U3NYKOT IMIPOCTOpa.
On ce Bpaha Ha crapo cxBarame y3ajamHOr Mehy-
nejcTBa y mpoctopy. Bpemnocr pamoBa Caka umak
jey ToMe, IITO je Y XOPOJIOIIKOM IPUCTYITY TTOKa3ao
BEJIMKHM KPUTHIU3aM, MOCEOHO MpeMa IUPOKO pac-
MPOCTPamkEHOj MPOCTOPHO] aHaJM3M, Koja ce orpa-
HUYaBa jeJIMHO Ha UCTPAKUBAKA CIIOJBAIIEBUX MOP-
(hosoIKKX pernaiyja, HIIp. Ha aHAIKM3Y CKyIla Tayaka,
MPOCTOpHE ayToKopenaiuje, audys3uje WHOBaIuWja
u 1. A. Cak cmarpa, Aa reorpaduja Mopa OTKPHBATH
(YHKINOHAIHY W YMETHHYKH 3Ha4aj IIPOCTOpa, HH-
XOBE y3ajaMHe peJianyje, pasyMeTH BUX0B YTHIIA] Ha
nejzaoic (Sack, 1978; 1994).

I'eorpaduja kao XxyMaHHCTHYKA HayKa

Herarusuzam (aHTUNIO3UTHBH3aM) y reorpadujn
MIPEICTaBIbajy CTPYKTYPAIMCTHYKA U XyMaHUCTHYKA
reorpaduja. CTpykrypanuctu, Tpaxehu CKpuUBeHE
CTPYKTYype, CMaTpajy IPOCTOPHY aHAIN3Y 32 CYBHILE
MOBPIIHY. XyMaHUCTH CE yAajbaBajy O IPOCTOpHE
aHanm3e ¢ 003MpPOM Ha TO, Jla Y TOj aHAJIM3U HACTaje
pelnyKOBamke CyIITHHE YOBEKa, (PU3MYKOM MPOCTOPY
ce TpUITNCYje Kay3allHa JIOTWKa U y3pouHa moh (Ha
npumep, Teoprja Bor TuHeHa, TOKAIIMOHN MOJIEIH
A. Bebepa u A. Jlemra, Mozien neHTpalHUX Mecta B.
Kpucranepa). XymMaHHCTH HUCTHYY Jla €CaMoO ,,Jbya-
cku (akropu (agents) umajy y3pouny moh* (Shields,
1991, 57; Vranjes M., 2002, 51). XymaHucTH4ku (aH-
TUCLWjEHTUCTHYKH) MPUCTYII, HEMa YHCTO EMITHPH]-
CKH KapakTep M CaAp)kKu CyOjeKTUBHE elIeMEeHTe KOjU
MIPOMCTUYY U3 JbYJCKE CBECTH U JAPYLITBEHOI CUCTE-
Ma BPEIHOCTH.

[IpocTop JBYACKMX aKTUBHOCTH, NPEIMET je
HCTPaXHBakba JPYLITBEHO-Ieorpa)CKuX AUCLUIIIN-
Ha ¥ AMa MaJIo 3ajeJHHYKOT ¢ (PM3MYKUM TPOIUMEH-
3MOHAJTHIM IIPOCTOPOM Y SYKJINACKOM cMUCTy. [ maB-
HU MOTHUB TOTa NPUCTYyTa je yoeheme o onBojeHoCTH
CIIO3Haje CBeTa YOBEKa Of CBeTa MpHUpoAe (aHTUHA-
Typain3aM) M O/IBOjEHOCTH Ha4YMHa Te CII03Haje, pas-
yMeBama U QyHKIHje. Koperu Tor mpucTtymna moTu-
4y OJ1 KOHIIETITa “OrcepBalyje yuecHuKa” y nemma
Bunan e JIa biama. Yosek ce cmemTa “y” GU3NIKH
CBET Kao aKkTep, a He “U3BaH” Wera Kao mocmarpad.
CaMu 1OjMOBU PEruOH, CpeJuHa, mnpeneo (Iej3ax,
na”amadT) cy Iporu3BoJ JbYICKE CBeCTU. BuiesHay-
HOCT TIPOCTOPA MOCTOjU Y OMXE]BHOPUCTUYKO] JTUTE-
parypu y Buy espace vécu (Fremont, 1976).
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metrics are non-geographic. This means he does
not consider other areas except physical space.
He returns to the old notion of mutual interac-
tion in space. Sack contributed this issue with his
chorological approach that already experienced a
great criticism, especially by the widespread spa-
tial analysis, which is limited only to studies of
external morphology relation, for example, the
analysis of points, spatial autocorrelation, and
the diffusion of innovations. Sack believes that
geography has disclosed a functional and artistic
importance of space, their mutual relations, and
understands their impact on the landscape (Sack,
1978).

Geography as a Humanistic Science

Negativism (antipositivism) in geography
represents the structural and humanistic geogra-
phy. Structuralists, looking for hidden structure,
are considered that the spatial analysis is too su-
perficial. Humanists are removed from the spatial
analysis because in this analysis occurs reducing
the essence of man, physical space is attributed to
the causal logic and causal power (for example,
the theory of Fon Thiinen, location models of A.
Weber and A. Losh, a model of central places of W.
Christaller). Humanists say that only “human fac-
tors (agents) have a causal power” (Shields, 1991,
57; Vranjes M., 2002, 51). Humanistic (antiscien-
tistic) approach has no purely empirical character
and contains subjective elements that arise from
human consciousness and social value system.

The space of human activity is a study of so-
cio-geographical disciplines and has little in com-
mon with the physical three-dimensional space
in Euclidean terms. The main motive of this ap-
proach is the belief of separation of knowledge of
the world of man from the natural world (antin-
aturalism) and separation methods and the knowl-
edge, understanding and function. The root of this
approach comes from the concept of “participant
observation” in the works of Vidal de la Blache. A
man is saved “in the” physical world as an actor,
not “out” him as an observer. Own notion of the
region, environment, landscape (landshaft) are the
product of human consciousness. Ambiguity of
space exists in the behaviorist literature as espace
vécu (Fremont, 1976).
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C XyMaHHUCTHYKOM OpHjEHTANHjOM Yy Teorpa-
¢uju moBe3aHa je MpUMEHa MojMa COIMjaTHOT MPo-
CTOpa, KOjU TMOTHYE W3 NeJeceTHX TOAMHA Kajaa ra
je mpemioxuo (paniycku coruoior ComOapT e
JleBu (Chombart de Leuwe N. B.). Couujaau npo-
CTOp MMa obOjexmueHu KapakTep (HIIP. EKOJIOUIKH,
KyATYpHH) U cy6jexmusnu (MepUeniuja mpocTopa).
CI10XKeHH TpeeITH, KOjU YHHE KUBOTHY CPEIUHY YO0-
BEKa, YECTO UMa]y Y CYIITHHH €CTETCKY WM CTHUYKY
JMMEH3HUjy, KOja je y CIHMjEeHTHCTHYKOM IPHCTYITY
3aHeMapena. OBO CTaHOBHILTE MPEACTABIbAjy JaHAC
xXymanucmuuxku (OVXEJBUOPUCTHYKN) U PAOUKATHU
npucmyn 'y reorpaduju. Y paouxanrtom npucmyny
MPOCTOP j& O0JeKT KOHTPOJIC, Y XYMAHUCIUYKOM j&
MOBE3aH C JIPYLIITBEHOM WM WHIUBHIYATHOM HICH-
TU(UKAIMJOM M ca CUMOOIMYKUM BPEIHOCTHMA.
Kpajem XX u mouerkom XXI Beka, qpyIITBeHA Te-
orpaduja enuCTEeMOJIONIKH ca3peBa, LITO ce Ipe-
rno3Haje y Opucamy jayann3Ma usMely mpezcraBa o
00jEeKTHBHOM TIPOCTOPY ,,M3BaH HAC™ ¥ KOTHUTHBHOM
MPOCTOpy ,,y HaMa“. Yrmopemo ¢ TUM mperumhy ce
MO3UTUBUCTUYKH, CTPYKTYPATUCTUYKH, NOCTCTPYK-
TYPaJIUCTUYKH, PEHOMEHOIONIKH, XePMECHEYTUIKHU H
CJIMYHU nipUcTyH 1 Metozie (Soja, 1996, 78; Vranjes,
2002, 52). ¥ nenuma nocmmooepHucmuyKko2 npasyda,
KOja decTto umajy mnpedukc ,,moct™ (-MOJepHU3AM,
-MapKCH3aM, -CTPYKTypain3aM, -KOJOHHjallH3aM),
Moryhe je mpaTuTH cxBaTama HayKe Kao ,,He-CHCTe-
Ma“ M JIMjaJIeKTUYKa pPa3MUIbalkba O JIPYHITBEHO]
MPOIYKIHjU IPOCTOPA.

I'eneasioruja reorpadckux 3Hama o
COLMjAJTHOM MPOCTOPY

[Ipenom y cxBaramy reorpadckor MmpocTopa,
KOJU je y Be3H ¢ XyMaHHCTHYKOM Teorpadujom, 3a-
CHHBAO C€ Ha CXBaTamy, Jla je HCOCHOBAHO TPETH-
pame reorpadckor mpocropa HCKJbYUUBO y (HU3HU-
KOM acIieKkTy (pactojame, GU3nvKa TEPUTOpHja) U
y XOPOJIOIIKOM aCHeKTy (XOMOreHa perroHaiHa cpe-
JIMHa Kao ,,KOHTEjHEp' pa3HOBPCHHUX objekara). Y
eroxu Tobanu3anyje 1 HHPOPMAIIMOHOT JPYIITBA,
HACTaje ,,aHuXWIanuja’ GuU3nIKor reorpad)ckor mpo-
CTOpa (UCTaHIIe) 3aXBajbyjyhu peBOIYLUjU y TPaH-
CIIOPTY Y KOMyHHUKanujama. Y THM yCIOBHMa HacTa-
JIe Cy joll TPH KOHIIETIHje reorpad)cKor mpocTopa.

1. Ilpocmop kao kynmypru nejzadxc. TBopail
njeje KyaTypHOT Tiej3axka, Y KOjeM ce CTaBjba aKiie-
HaT Ha JbyIe W M3pa)kaBambe IPYIITBEHUX BpPEIHO-
CTH KpPO3 CTPYKTYpPY aKTUBHOCTH, OHO je ayCTPHjCKU

With humanistic orientation in geography is
related the application concept of social space,
which dates from the fifties when it was proposed
by French sociologist Chombart de Leuwe. Social
space has an objective nature (environmental, cul-
tural) and subjective (perception of space). Com-
plex landscapes, which make the environment,
often have the essence of an aesthetic or ethical
dimension, which is the Scientology approach ig-
nored. This humanistic view is now behavioral
and radical approach in geography. In the radi-
cal approach space is an object of control, in the
humanistic approach 1is associated with social
and individual identity and the symbolic values.
In the late twentieth and early twenty-first cen-
tury, the social geography of epistemological
matures, and recognizes the removal of dualism
between the notion of objective space “out there”
and cognitive space “in us”. Along with these in-
tertwined positivist, structuralism, poststructural-
ist, phenomenological, hermeneutic and similar
approaches and methods (Soja, 1996, 78). In the
works of post-modern direction, which often have
the prefix “post” (-modernism, -Marxism, -struc-
turalism, -colonialism) it is possible to monitor
the understanding of science as “non-system” and
dialectical thinking about the social production of
space (Vranjes, 2002, 52).

Genealogy of Geographical Knowledge
in the Social Space

Break in the understanding of geographical
space, which is associated with humanistic ge-
ography, based on the understanding of the un-
justified treatment of space only in a physical
(absolute) aspect. Besides chorological concep-
tion of space, in geography were resulting three
concepts of space.

1. Space as a cultural landscape. Creator of
the idea of cultural landscape, in which the em-
phasis is on people and the expression of social
values through the structure of activity, was an
Austrian geographer H. Bobeck (1948). This
concept is particularly acceptances in the Ger-
man landscape school of V. Hartke and Berke-
ley school which precursor is a C. Sauer. The
first starts from the registration and the second
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reorpa¢ X. boGek (1948). Taj xonuent je mocedHO
aKIEeNTHpaH y HeMadKoj Iej3akHo] mkomn B. Xap-
TKea U OepKJIMjEeBCKO] HIKOJIU 4Mju je npekypcop K.
Cayep (C. Sauer). [IpBu nonasu o perucTpoBama a
JPYTH O KIIacH(pUKOBarba KyATYypHOT Iej3aka, a 00a
MpaBIa BHIIIEC KOHIICHTPHUIILY M)XKy HA MaTepHjaTHe
edexTe AeTaTHOCTH Y IpocTopy (Kao u3Bope HHMop-
Mallija), Hero Ha came Jbyze. Y TOj Ueju KyJITPYHHU
Tej3aK YMHH PETHOH MM MECTO, ¥ KOjeM jeIHa WIIH
BUILIC TPYIa KHUBH U UMajy 3ajeJIHUYKE TIOIIE/Ie KOjU
Ce THUY IbUXOBE JPYIITBCHE CPEAUHE.

CnmaHo y apXuTeKkTypH 50-X rOJHHA, er3UCTEH-
[MjaHa Teopuja rpana (¢ ,,JyXoM™ rpaga — genius
loci) 3amemyje MaTepHjaIuCTUUKy KOHIICIIIH]Y TIPO-
cropa y 3amnaanoj EBpornn. UHauBUYalHU U qpyIiI-
TBEHU TIPOCTOP MCKYCTBA U Y BE3H C THM IIPOCTOPHE
MIPE/ICTaBe, MPEACTaBIbajy Ce Ha Marama Ipe/icTaBa,
Koje Cy jour on nBajeceTux roguHa XX Beka, Mpeji-
MeT reorpa)CKuX HCTpakuBama. Te Mare, OCUM IITO
omoryhyjy nma ce aHanm3mpa TEMIKO JOCTYITHH CBET
MIPE/ICTaBA, J]a CC TPATH HETOB Pa3BOj OPTOTCHETCKH
U (QUIOTEHETCKH, HCIyHaBajy M NpPaKTHYHY (yH-
kuyjy. CTerneH noayaapHOCTH MPEICTaBa U CTBAPHO-
CTH MOXKe OUTH OCHOBA Pa3HOBPCHHX TUIAHEPCKHUX U
MIPOjEeKTAHTCKUX OJTYKa.

2. IIpocmop kao Opywmeenu npoussoo. Naxko je
JIOCTa JIaBHO HalpaBJbeHa pazinka uzMel)y cyOjex-
THBHOT ¥ 00j€KTHBHOT JPYIITBEHOT IIPOCTOPA, UIaK
Huje 6uno onpeheHux penanmja Mehy THM acreKTH-
Ma. [lojamM ApymITBEHOr HPOCTOpa YBEO je y reor-
padujy Makc Cop (Max Sorre) nonazehu on pajo-
Ba E. Jlupkema (kpajem XIX B.) n pajgoBa UHKaIIKe
LIKOJIE €KOJIOTHje YOBEeKa M3 J[Ba/leCeTHX roanHa XX
Beka. Hanwme, dpanmycku commonor Emun J{upkem
0aBHO Ce UCTPaKUBAKEM COIMjalTHe MOPQOIoTHje
(morfologie sociale) u monmasehn on kaHTHjaHCKOT
Jlyanu3Mma OJIBOjUO ,,COIMjaTHO™ Of ,,[IPOCTOPHOT,
pasrpaHMYMBIIM Tako OO0jeKT couuornoruje (obja-
[IBCHE COIUjalTHE CTPYKTYpe ca TCeKHUIITEM Ha
COLIMjaJTHUM TpoliecuMa) o o0jekra reorpaduje
yoBeka (geographie humaine: objammaBame mpo-
CTOPHHX CTPYKTypa Ca TEKHUIITEM Ha MPOCTOPHHM
nporiecuMma). [lo JIupkemy, conmosoruja ce cactoju
O]l JIpyIITBeHE MOP(OIIOrHje, Koja je CUCTEM JPYIil-
TBEHUX (POPMH, U JIPYIITBEHE MCUXOJIOTH]jE, KOja je
UCTpaXMBalkhe YTHIAja TPyHa M KyIType Ha ICH-
XHYKe 10jaBe W aHaJIM3a MCUXUYKAX MEXaHW3aMa y
JPYLITBEHOM >KUBOTY.

Cana je nocra nonynapaa y reorpaduju HHTEp-
IpeTanyja IPYyIITBEHOT IIPOCTOpa IMpeMa TeOpHjH
cumbonmyne wHTepakuuje E. Kacupepa (Wilson,
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from the classification of cultural landscapes,
and both directions are focusing more attention
on the material effects of activities in space (as
sources of information), but on the people. The
idea that the culturally landscape makes a re-
gion or place in which one or more groups live
and share their views concerning their social
environment.

Similar as in architecture during 50°’s, ex-
istential theory of (the “spirit” of the city - the
genius loci) replaces the materialist conception
of space in Western Europe. Individual and so-
cial space and experience in connection with
the spatial representations are presented on the
maps, which during the twenties of the twenti-
eth century have been the subject of geographic
research. These maps, in addition to allow for
analysis of difficult to reach the world plays, to
follow its evolution and phylogenetic, orthoge-
netic, are fulfilling a practical function. The de-
gree of match play and reality can be the basis
of various planning and design decisions.

2. Space as a social product. Although has
been a long time ago that distinction between
subjective and objective social space is made,
but there wasn’t some relationship between
these aspects. The concept of social space was
introduced in geography by Max Sorré starting
from the papers of E. Durkheim (end of XIX c.)
and works of the Chicago school of ecology of
man from the twenties of the twentieth century.
In fact, the French sociologist Emil Durkheim
investigated social morphology (morfologia
sociale) and starting from the Kantian dualism
separating “social” from “space”, so dividing
object of sociology (the explanation of social
structures, focusing on social processes) from
the object of geography man (Géographie hu-
maine: clarifying the spatial structure focusing
on spatial processes). According to Durkheim,
sociology is made up of social morphology,
which is a system of social forms, and social
psychology, which is researching group and the
impact of culture on psychic phenomena and
analysis of psychological mechanisms in social
life.

It is rather popular in geography interpre-
tation of social space according to the theory
of symbolic interaction of E. Cassirer (Wilson,
1980). Cassirer analysis starting with the na-
ture of man based on his feelings, needs and
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1980). Kox Kacupepa ananuza npupoje 4oBeka 1o-
na3u of meroBux ocehama, morpeda M MHCIH, I0-
Be3aHux MelycoOHO kpo3 uHTepakiuje. CuMOoIy-
He QopMe Cy je3UK, YMETHOCT, PeIirija U UCTOpHja
(Cassirer, 1953). TakBa cxBaTama MpOCTOpa OIHCKA
CYy XYMaHHCTHYKO] HWHTCPIPETANMjH M MOjMOBH-
ma uxonorpaduja (K. I'orman), Tonopunuja (Yi-fu
Tuan) u Tonoananusa.

Hoejy o coyujannoj xoncmpykyuju npocmopa
nokpenyo je X. Jlepesp (Lefebvre H., 1991; 1994).
[Ita ce TauHo moxpasymera mox ToM uaejom? OnHa
nmojjpa3yMeBa, Ja pas3iuyuTa JApYLITBAa CTBapajy
(mpown3sBojie) cacBuM crieliu(UIHE KOHIICIIH]jE TIPO-
CTOpa W BpEeMEHa, Tako LITO MpuxBaTajy onxpeheHe
MIPOCTOPHE IOJMOBE W TIpaje BIACTUTO MPOCTOP-
Ho munubewe. I[lpema X. JledeBpy, mpocrop Huje
Mpa3aH, TaKo Jia Kao TEMEJbHO OTOJIOIIKO MUTAHe
MOXEMO TIOCTaBHUTH ,,APYLITBEHY MPOAYKIH]Y HPO-
CTOpa“ WM caMy APYLITBEHO-IIPOCTOPHY JAWjasieK-
tuky (Lefebvre H., 1991, 154). JledeBp je HanpaBuo
320KpeT OJ1 MPOy4aBarmba CTBAPH Y MPOCTOPY Ka Mpo-
yuaBamy JPYLITBEHE MPOAYKLHUje APYLITBEHOT MPO-
cTopa uiy npoctopHoctu. OHo o Jledesp u we-
TOBH ,,lIOCTMOJIepHU HachenHuim* M. dyko u aApyru
3axTEeBajy, je MpeycMepaBambe aHATMTHYKE aKBE Ka
pa3NMYUTUM MpollecuMa MPOAYKUHUje APYIITBEHUX
WM KYATYPHHX CXBarama (M KOHIENTyaJln3aiuja)
MPOCTOpa T€ CaMHX IPOCTOPHHUX TMPAKCH, HACYIPOT
MyKO] XOPOJIOIIKOj WHBEHTAPU3alUjH JPYIITBECHOT
u xynrypHor. JledpeBp je y cB0jOj ,,yHUTapHO] T€O-
puju* moxymao na u3Hahe TEOpHjCKH OKBUDP KOjU
OM TIOBe3a0 JIBa aclekTa JbyJIcke (APYIITBEHE) IPO-
CTOPHOCTH: Ha jeHOj CTpaHu @usuuxu (Marepuja-
HH), ,,00jEKTUBHU" WK ,,CTIOJBAIITLU, U HA JIPYTOj
CTPaHU MeHMAIHU, ,,Cy0JeKTUBHU WITH ,,yHyTapHu‘
acriekT mpoctopHoctu. CiinvHe pasnuke, mo A. batu-
Mmep (A. Buttimer), moctoje y heHOMEHOIOTHjH 1Bajy
3Ha4ewa ,,Lebenswelt” (,,,knBOTHU cBeT™): y puzmu-
koM cmuciy (y Tom 3Hauewy ko M. Illemepa (M.
Scheler) 1 Mepnoy-Ilontuja (M. Merleau-Ponty) u
Yy UHTEPCYOjEeKTUBHOM, JPYIITBEHOM cMUCIy Koj .
Mapcena (G. Marcel). ¥ by npeBazuiaxkema Ta-
KO3BaHUX MaTEePHjaJTMCTUUKAX U HICATUCTUIKIX UH-
TepIpeTanmja npocropa, Jlegesp je y cpeauiure na-
JKELE TIOCTABHO ,,0pyutmeeHu npocmop’*, kao ,,rpehu‘
aCIIEKT JbY/ICKE IIPOCTOPHOCTH, KOjU IIOBE3yje ocTala
JIBa alld Ce HE MOXKE PEAyKOBaTH HU Ha ,,MaTepHja-
HU" HU Ha ,,MeHTanHU" acniekT (Lefevr A., 1994).

Kpaj XX Beka je 03Hauno y APYyHITBEHO] Teorpa-
¢ujH, Kao My CBUM JIPYIITBEHUM HayKaMma, ,,KyATyp-
HU TIpEeBpaT", HajyOWHHUBHJH y (OPMHpPABY ,,HOBE

thoughts, associated with each other through
interaction. Symbolic forms of language, art,
religion and history (Cassirer, 1953). Those un-
derstanding of space are close to the humanistic
interpretation of the terms of the iconography
(J. Gottman), topophilia (Yi-Fu Tuan) and topo-
analyse.

The idea of social construction of space has
launched by H. Lefebvre (Lefebvre H., 1991).
What exactly is meant by this idea? It implies
that different societies generate (produce) very
specific conception of space and time, by ac-
cepting a certain spatial concepts and build its
own space review. According to H. Lefebvre,
space is not empty, so that ontological question
we can call the “social production of space”
or in the very socio-spatial dialectic (Lefebvre
H., 1991, 154). Lefebvre made the shift from
studying things in space to study the social pro-
duction of social space or space. What Lefeb-
vre and his “postmodern heirs” M. Foucault and
others demand, the divert analytical attention to
the various production processes of social and
cultural understanding (and conceptualization)
of space and spatial practices themselves, as
opposed to mere chorological inventory of so-
cial and cultural. Lefebvre, in his “unitary the-
ory” tried to find a theoretical framework that
would link the two aspects of human (social) of
space: one physical (material), “objective” or
“external”, and on the other side of the mental,
“subjective” or “internal” aspect of space. Sim-
ilar differences by A. Buttimer, have two mean-
ings in phenomenology of “Lebenswelt” (“liv-
ing world”): in the physical sense (in the sense
of M. Scheler and M. Merleau-Ponty) and the
interpersonal, social sense of G. Marcel. In or-
der to overcome the so-called materialistic and
idealistic interpretation of space, Lefebvre is
at the center of attention placed “social space”
as a “third” human aspect of space, which con-
nects the other two but cannot be reduced or the
“material” or the “mental” aspect.

End of the twentieth century was marked
in the social geography, as well as in all social
sciences, as the “cultural revolution”, the most
conspicuous in the formation of “new cultural
geography”, which in the social spatiality is
trying to look through the lens of social and
cultural reproduction (Dear M., 1997, 66).

3. Space as a system, a certain structure of
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KynTypHe reorpaduje®, koja Ha JpyIITBEHY MPOCTOP-
HOCT IOKYIIIaBa Jia TIeAa Kpo3 ONTHUKY JIPYIITBEHE
WM Kyntypse penpoaykuuje ( deap, 1997, 66).

3. IIpocmop kao cucmem, NPeACTaBIba U3BECHY
CTPYKTYpYy penanuja u3mel)y mpocropa, Mohu u WH-
¢dopmarmja. [Ipocrop kao mpousBog Mohu UMao je
HEKOJIMKO (a3a:

3. 1. @aza mepumopuja. To je daza 6opbe 3a
MPOCTOPHY JIOMHHAIM]Y, HA IITa yKa3yjy TEPMHHH
CTaIlOHUpame, pacropehuBame, ofcenama, KOHTp-
oJla TepUTOpHje, opranusanuja oomnacru. ,,l eorpad —
TO je MOX[Ia FeTOB CYIITHHCKH, CTPATEHIKH 33/1aTaK
— cakymuba uHMopManuje (o mpocropy). [lyTHHIN 13
XVII Beka, ogaocHo reorpadu XIX Beka, Ouiu cy, y
cTBapy, 00aBeNITajIM KOjU Cy CaKyIlJbaJl U KapTor-
paducanu nadopmarmje, Koje Cy KoJIOHH]jaTHE BIac-
TH, BOJHHIIM, TPTOBIH, OIHOCHO HWHIYCTPH]aIIIH,
MO UpeKkTHO Aa kopucre (dyko M., 2010). O
Pa3IUYUTUM OOJIHIMA JOMHUHAIH]E TPOCTOPOM TO-
BOpE ITOJMOBH Ko IITO CY IT0JbE, TO3MITH]ja, PETHOH,
tepuropuja. [lojMoBH kao mTo cy yTBpheme, BojHH
MOX0/I, TOKPET, KOJIOHH]a, TEPUTOpHja, IPUKaA3Y]y re-
orpad)CKu TIPOCTOP Kao apeHy BOjHE OpraHu3alluje,
3Hama M BEIITHHE. Y 0BOj a3y ce pa3nukyjy: A) ma-
pamurma ap>kaBHe Teputopuje Panena (Ratzel), Xa-
ycxodepa (Haushofer) n Hemaukux npeapaTtHux re-
OIIOJIUTHYAPA, U XETeMOHHje ToJiokKaja MakuHIepa
(McKinder); b) Teputopuje xao ,,(pazu Tepuropmje*
(fuzzy teritories — nabaBe TepUTOPH]jE), KOje UMajy
HeonpeljeHe KyaTypHe, eKOHOMCKE, IPYLITBEHE rpa-
nute; 1) Konnenr ,,cucrem cet* bpogena (Broudel)
u Banepmrajaa (Wallersein), koju ompakaBa umre-
PHjaTMCTUYKY F€OTIOJIMTHKY CBETCKE JOMHHAIIH]E.

3. 2. @asza ympesicasarba - Mpexa je napajaurma
KaluTain3Ma, J0K je TepuTopuja Omia mapagurma
nmrepujanmsMa. [Ipema KOHIENITY XereMoHHje KO-
myHukanuja [ormana (Gottman) 1 roGamTHUX Mpexa
Kacrenca (Castells), y oBoj da3u: A) Bese y cucremy
CaBPEMCHHUX T'COCKOHOMCKHX, TC€OMOJIUTUYKHX, T€0-
CKOJIOMIKUX H TEOAEMOTPA(CKUX OJHOCA MHOTO CY
3Ha4YajHHUje HEero MpOCTOp U MONokKaj; b) KoHTposa
TOKOBa po0a (TProBHHE) je 3HaUajHuja HErO pecypca;
1) Uadopmarmja mocraje BaxkHa Ka0 OCHOBA CIIOCO0-
HOCTHU OJITy4rBamba (KO KOHTPOIUIIEe HHPOpMAIHje,
Taj emutyje uaeje). Kacrenc je y neny ,,YMpexxeHo
JIPYIITBO* MCTaKao 3Ha4ya] WH(opMaIyja 3a pasBoj
m106anHe Mpexe nbepaiiHe ekoHomuje. neonoruja
yMpekaBamba j€ HWACOJOrHja PErHOHATHHX W TJIO-
0aJHUX WHTErpaluja. YMpEKaBambe MPETIIOCTABIba
CyOCHIHjapHOCT W ICHTpaIN3aIMjy OTydnBamka Ha
71002 THOM HHBOY, IITO Ha HEKH HAauWH 3HAYH Kpaj

16

relations between space, power and informa-
tion. Space as a product can have several stages:

3. 1. Phase territory. This is the stage of
the struggle for space dominance, as indicated
by the terms stationing, scheduling, cutting,
control of territory, the organization field. “The
Geographer - it may be his core, a strategic task
- collecting information (on space). Passengers
from the seventeenth century, and geographers
of the nineteenth century, were, in fact, intel-
ligence officers who collected and cartographic
information, which the colonial authorities, sol-
diers, traders and industrialists, could directly
be used” (Fuko M., 2010). The various forms of
domination space show concepts such as scope,
location, region, territory. Terms such as fortifi-
cation, campaign, movement, colony, territory,
are showing the geographical area as an arena
of military organization, knowledge and skills.
At this stage vary: A) The paradigm of state ter-
ritory of Ratzel, Haushofer and Germany’s pre-
war geopoliticians, and hegemony position of
McKinder, B) Territories as a “fuzzy territory”
(fuzzy territories), which have a vague cultural,
economic, social boundaries, C) The concept
of “world system” of Broudel and Wallersein,
which reflects the imperialist geopolitics of
world domination.

3. 2. Networking Phase - network is a para-
digm of capitalism, while the territory was a
paradigm of imperialism. According to the
concept of hegemony by Gottman communi-
cation and global networks of Castells at this
stage: A) relationships are more important than
the space and location, B) controls the flow of
goods (trade) is more important than resources,
C) The information becomes important as basis
for decision-making abilities (who controls the
information transmitted the idea). Castells is in
“society” stressed the importance of informa-
tion for the development of a global network
of liberal economics. Networking ideology is
the ideology of regional and global integra-
tion. Networking assumes subsidiary and cen-
tralization of decision-making at the global
level, which in some way mean the end of free-
dom and democracy at lower territorial levels.
American control of communications is the end
of the principles of international law.

3. 3. Cyber space indicates the deteritori-
alization of space. The effect of innovations in
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c11000/1e U AEMOKpaTyrje Ha HIKUM TePUTOPH]jaTHUM
HUBOMMA. AMepHYKa KOHTPOJIa KOMYHHKAIUja Mpe/-
CTaBJba Kpaj NpUHIIMIIA MeyHapOAHOT mpasa.

3. 3. Cajobep npocmop (Sajber space) o3HauaBa
JeTepuTopHjanu3anujy mpocropa. Edexar wmHOBa-
Mja y KOMyHHUKallMjaMa je CaKHMMambe BPEMEHa U
Komnpecuja npocmopa. Peanne nucranue ryoe 3Ha-
4aj, IPOCTOP M BpEMe T0CTajy CBE Mame 3HauajHa
Oapujepa 3a KOMYHHKATHBHE aKTHBHOCTH. Peayk-
[1ja MPOCTOPHUX OapHjepa MPOU3BOAM HOBU Bpe-
merpoctop. Taj edekar cTBapa Hemro mrto Xapsej
Ha3WBa BPEMEHCKO-IIPOCTOpHA KomIipecHuja (Xaesej
., 1994). Tpeba nmomaté ma je BpeMe-TPOCTOPHA
KOMIIpecHja Mpolec KpeaTHBHE JIECTPYyKIHje, Koja
pamy Ha pa3apamy HW3BECHOT HA4YMHA JKUBOTA, KOjH
IOBE3yje M3BECHE MPOCTOPHOBPEMEHCKE PUTMOBE M
Kperpa cacBUM HOBHU MOJIEIN KHBOTA, Y KOjeM Cy UH-
KOPIIOPUPAaHU HOBU IOJMOBH BPEMENPOCTOPHOCTH.
Edextu BpemenpocTopHUX KOMITpeCH]ja Cy pparMeH-
THPAaHU KPO3 KOMITOHEHTE ITOJI0XKaja.

Cnajarve 3emasnckoe npocmopa u cajoep npo-
cmopa KapakTepulle MocTMonepHo aoba. Pesynrar
criajamha BUPTYEIHOT M PEajHOT MPOCTopa je ,,0e-
oan* (¢p. Dedale - nmaBupunT). Jlenan je gaBUpHHT
U3 KOjer HeMa M371a3a, 3aTo IITO CBa MECTA JINYE je-
HO Ha npyro. To HacTaje Moj yTHULIAjeM KaluTalu3-
Ma — He TIOCTOjH pa3lajbuHa, He MOCTOjU HHUIITA IITO
j€ pa3IMumuTo; y CYIITHHH HEMa BHIIE Teorpaduje
(,,kpaj reorpaduje”); caTeauTH MOTY JIaH NpoHaly
CBaKy TauKy y IPOCTOpPY; Y TOM cajOep crejcy Hema
BUIIIC KMBOTA HU CMPTH — YBEK OCTaBJhaTE TPAroBe
n yBek noctojure. [loctmonepansam y reorpaduju
Kapakrepumie: 1. MeTononomkn miypaiu3aM Koju
03HAaYaBa Kpaj TPaJAUIMOHAIHHUX MapaIurMyi 1 MOJIe-
Ja MUIUBEH-a y reorpaduju, u 2. danractuka, npa-
[IIOHATHOCT, aBaHTap/a.

VY mocTMomepHU3MY Mema ce pasMmepa Io-
cMaTpama. YMECTO TPaJUIMOHAIHOT IOCMATparbha
,»OI03r0, C akKIEHTOM Ha ,,HAIIMOHATHOM™ (Tj. Jp-
KaBHOM) TIPOCTOPY, Y MOCTMOJACPHU3MY J0JIa3H M0
M3paxkaja KpyrnHa pa3Mepa U JIOKaJHa JeMOKpaTHja.
AktieHar je Ha uHaUBUAYH. [lojaBIbyje ce HOBU Tep-
MUH ,,2loKkanuzayuja‘ - yTHIaj TIOOATHUX IPOoIie-
ca Ha JokaiHe U o0pHyTO. Ty je Kiby4HH mpoliiemMm
HHTEpaKIHja pa3Mepa: Kako MI00aIHO yTHYC Ha JIO-
KaJIHO ¥ OOPHYTO; Ha OCHOBY TOT'a II0OCTaBJha CE IIPO-
O1eM KpHTEpHjyMa pa3MeIlTaja 10 XHjepapXujCKIM
HUBOUMA. Y TE€OMOIUTHYKOM MPOCTOPY, HEKATAIIbU
KOJIOHUjalI3aM 3aMerbyje KYATypHH W HayYHH HM-
repujanusaM, YKbydyjyhn n modanuzanujy jesuka
(enrneckor). Jeman o nMJbEBa CBAKOT PaJUKAIHOT

communications is the compression of time and
space. Real distance, losing significance, the
space and time become more significant barri-
ers to communication activities. The reduction
of spatial barriers is producing new time-space.
This effect creates what Harvey called time-
space compression. It should be added that the
time-space compression process of creative de-
struction, which is the destruction of a certain
lifestyle, which connects certain space-rhythms
and creates a new model of life, in which new
concepts are affected by time/space. Effects of
compression time/space fragmented compo-
nents of the position.

Connecting the ground spaces and cyber
space characterized the postmodern era. The
result of merging virtual and real space is the
“Dedale” (French - labyrinth). “Dedale” is a
labyrinth from which there is no escape, be-
cause all places are like each other. This oc-
curs under the influence of capitalism - there
is no distance, there is nothing that is different,
when in reality has no more geography (“end
of geography”) satellites can find us in the
space, in that cyber space has no more life or
death - always leave traces always exist. Post-
modernism in geography is characterized by: 1.
Methodological pluralism that marks the end of
traditional paradigms and models of thinking in
geography, and 2. Fantasy, irrationality, avant-
garde.

In postmodernism the scale of observation
is changing. Instead of the traditional observa-
tion from above, with the emphasis on “nation-
al” (state) space, in postmodernism is prominent
large-scale and local democracy. The emphasis
is on individuals. A new term “glocalization” -
the impact of global processes on local and vice
versa. There is a critical problem of interaction:
how global influences on local and vice versa;
on the basis of this raise the problem of the cri-
terion distribution over the hierarchical levels.
In the geopolitical space, replaces the former
colonialism cultural and scientific imperialism,
including the globalization of language (Eng-
lish). One of the goals of any radical movement
is to create space and time of a better world, as
Leibniz thought, and to define, that is not an
ideal structure than the relativistic set of condi-
tions, as stated A. Whitehead. As a result of the
construction of a new time/space we release the
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MIOKpPETa j€ 1a CTBOPH IIPOCTOP ¥ BPEME jeTHOT OOJbeT
cBeTa, Kao mTo je cMarpao Jlajonu, u na neduHu-
e, Ja TO WIIAaK HHje HeKa HJealHa KOHCTPYKIIHja
HEro je PeJaTHMBUCTUYKU CKYI yCJOBa, Kao IITO je
HaBeo BajTxajn. Kao mocrmeanity KOHCTpyKIHje HO-
BOT BpEMEIPOCTOpa uMamo ocjiobalhame cHara Karm-
TanM3Ma 3a ,,KpeaTHBHY JIEeCTPYKIUjy* reorpadckor
npernena, MTO PacIylaMcaBa >KECTOKE OIO3HIMOHE
MOKpeTe.

3ak/byyak

VY Be3u ¢ MHOLITBOM KOHIIEMIIMja TIPOCTOPa, Kao
LITO Cy HIp. reorpad)cku mpocTop, (PU3NIKH, reoMe-
TPH]CKH, TPOCTOp joralaja, cy0jeKTHBHH, UCKYCTBEHH,
MPOCTOp TEPIIENINje, IPYIITBCHH, SKOHOMCKH, K-
TypHH, (OYHKIMOHAJIHH, }KMBOTHU IPOCTOP U T. 1., IPO-
Jyousie cy ce TepMuHorionike temkohe. Cee mocrojehe
KOHIICTIIINje MO)KEMO CBECTH Ha JIBa FhETrOBa acIIeKTa:
Onmonowku (00jeKTHBHU) U udeanHu (CyOjeKTHBHH).
VY uneanHoM acrleKTy MpoCTop ce ofBaja Ol BpeMeHa,
nocraje akcuonommky oxapehen. [lpemom y meromomno-
ruju reorpaduje Owia peBaopu3aimja XOPOJIOIIKOT
npuctyna. [log yThiiajeM HOBHX KOHIEIIIHja Y Xy-
MaHCTHYKOj reorpaduju, HacTajae Cy HOBE KOHIICIIIN]e
(wmm mapaaurme) reorpadckor mpocropa: 1. reompo-
CTOp Kao KyJITYpPHH II€j3aK, 2. TEOIPOCTOp Kao JPYII-
TBEHH IPOH3BOJI, 3. TEOIPOCTOP Kao CUCTEM (Kao TepH-
TOpHja, Kao ,,Mpexa“ u Kao ,,cajoep nmpoctop). [Ipema
peunmMa OpuraHckor reorpada Xapseja, IIEHTpaTHO
matame Huje: ,,llTa je mpocrop?”, Hero: ,,Kako paz-
JIMYUTE JbYICKE MPAKCE CTBAPAJY U KOPUCTE PA3TUINTE
KoHIenTyanm3auje npocropa?*. To ckpehe nurame y
CMepy OI OHTOJIOTH]j€ Ka HCTEMOIOTHjH JIHjaJIeKTHKE
MIPOCTOPA M JPYIITBA Y Teorpa)cCKUM HayKama.
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power of capitalism “creative destruction” of
geographic areas, which ignites fierce opposi-
tion movements.

Conclusion

In connection with a number of concepts of
space, such as geographical space, physical, geo-
metric, area of events, subjective, experiential, space
perception, social, economic, cultural, functional,
living space etc, the terminological difficulties was
deepened. All the existing concepts can be reduced in
two aspects: ontological (objective) and ideal (sub-
jective). In an ideal aspect the space is separated from
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