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Caxerak: [IpomjeHe TEOPH]jCKO-METOOJIONIKHIX TapaJuIrMU TOKOM pa3Boja HayYHHUKa pPEJIaTUBHO Cy 4YecTa 1ojasa. Mely-
THM, IPOM]jeHa KOjy J0XHBJbaBa JlejBu XapBu 101ackoM y bantumop jecte cacBuM apyre npupoje. AyTop pajia TBpH ja
HaBeJICHA [IPOM]jCHA FIMa CBE CIIEMCHTE MPEyMIbeHha (MeTaHoje). [IpeymMmibeme moapasymMujeBa u ojaBy KpUuTHIKO-pediie-
KCUBHOT Tpouninhiersa ca U3pa3uTHM €THYKHAM eJIeMEHTUMA. Y pajy ce M3/Bajajy U aHaJIM3Upajy TPU TeMeJbHa acIeKTa
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MJIABEH TPUOYHOBUR
MLADEN TRIFUNOVIC

KAHTOBA CJEHA HA/]I TEOT'PA®NIOM U1
3ABJIVE [IO3UTUBUCTUYKOI
PACBJET/bABAIHA

[IpenucraBajyhu XpoHUKe Koje OUIBEKE €BO-
JyLWjy HaydHe MHCITH U TIpate MojeJMHYaHu pa3Boj
Hay4YHHKA, JIAKO CE YBJEPHUTH J1a CY TEOPHjCKHU Ipe-
OKpETH M HOBU METOJIOJIOIIKH TPaBIIM, 3aIPaBo,
MHOT0 Yerthu 071 OHOTa ITo OM e MOIJIO Ha3BaTH
KOH3UCTEHIIMJOM Hay4HOT MyTa. To je MOTMyHO Yy
CKJIay ca MPHUHIMIIOM JbYJICKOT UCKYCTBA, KOj€
kako rpuMjehyje Kepjy (Carew, 2019) nozusajyhu
ce Ha Xerea, M0YrMBa Ha HEYMUTHO] 3a0JTy/iu UITH,
MOXa 60Jb€ PeUeHO, HHXEPEHTHO] HEZIOBOJbHOCTH
U MAPTUKYJAPHOCTH JbY/ICKOTa MUILbEeka. OHO
LITO y HAaBEJICHUM XPOHHUKaMa U XpecToMaTHjama
HeheMO eKCIUIMIIUTHO MPOYMUTATH jecTe TO Aa y
CBHM THUM ITyTE€BUMA M CTPAHITyTUI[AMa HayYHHUKA
UTEKaKO MOCTOjU KOH3MCTEHIINja U TO KOH3HUC-
TEHLIMja Hay4YHOT CTpeMJberha kKa ucThHU. OBO je
cTpeMJbeHbe, 6e3 003upa Ha 3a0ITy/Ie U MOTHBE KOjU
ce IpU TOM Hajla3e, jecCTe OCHOBA HAay4HOT JyXa.
Morio Ou ce, cTora, TBpIAUTH Ja Cy Hay4He (aJii 1
CBe Apyre) 3a0iy/e Ty TeK pajiy HCTHHE.

Jenna on Haj3HAYAJHUJUX U HAJTBPAOKOPHH]UX
3a0myna y reorpadckoj HayIM Koja je IpOouCTeKIa
13 UMIIepaTuBa UCTUHE, Y YeMy U Tpeba Tpaku-
TH pasJiore kbeHe NyOOKe YKOPHU)eHEHOCTH, jec-
TE€ MO3UTUBUCTHYKA OHTOJIOTHja 00jeKTHBH3MA.
Tpaxehu Haunne ociobahama o1 HeMoy31aHOCTH
YyJiHe MepLeniyje Koja CyIITHHCKA HHUje MOIJIa
JIOBECTH JI0 OTIIITET BaXKEHa, OTHOCHO (hOPMYIIHU-
cama 3aKOHUTOCTH, MOJIEpHA HayKa BPIIH jEIHO
M30KpeTame cTBApHOCTH, ymehyhu maremMaTniku
uzeann3oBane GopMe Ha MjecTo UyITHHUX o0jeKaTa
(Softer, 1990). Ha Taj HaunH ce OHO LITO je POu3-
BOJI aliCTPaKIIMje KOHKPETHOT (T€OMETPUJCKU 00-
JIMITH, KpEeTare, UT/1.) IOCTaBJba, y3 oAroBapajyhy,
Ha 06231 MjepJbUBOCTH (POPMUPAHY METOOIOTH]Y
UCTPaKMBAa, 32 OCHOBHU NPEAMET UCTPAKU-
Bamba, JIOK CE MPEKO KOHKPETHUX 00jeKara HaBJIauH
MpeHa ,,CTBapH 1o ceou.

[ToTenmujanHa eMuCTEMOIOIIKO-METO 0O
Ka UJieann3alyja ¥ TeoMeTpHU3allja y OKBUPY Te-
orpafcke Hayke 3aycTaBjbeHa je KaHTtoBom mo-
CTaBKOM Jla reorpaduja 3ampaBo HE MOXKe OUTH
HayKa, jep je Ipupojaa reorpad)cke crio3Haje Takpa
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KANT’S SHADOW OVER GEOGRAPHY
AND THE MISTAKES OF ITS
POSITIVISTIC ILLUMINATION

Flipping through the chronicles that record
the evolution of scientific thought and follow the
individual development of scientists, it is easy
to see that theoretical reversals and new meth-
odological directions are, in fact, much more
common than the consistency of the scientific
path. This is completely in accordance with the
principle of human experience, which, as Carew
(2019), with reference to Hegel, notes, rests on
the inexorable fallacy or, perhaps better said, the
inherent insufficiency and particularity of human
thinking. What we will not explicitly read in the
mentioned chronicles is that in all those paths
and detours of scientists there is definitely con-
sistency, and that is the consistency of the scien-
tific pursuit of truth. This striving, regardless of
the misconceptions and motives involved, is the
basis of the scientific spirit. It could therefore be
argued that scientific (as well as all other) falla-
cies are only there for the sake of truth.

One of the most significant and stubborn
misconceptions in geographical science that
arose from the imperative of truth, and in that
imperative we should look for the reasons for
its deep rootedness, is the positivist ontology
of objectivism. Searching for ways to get rid of
the unreliability of sensory perception, which
essentially could not lead to general validity,
that is, the formulation of scientific laws, mod-
ern science makes a twist of reality, inserting
mathematically idealized forms in the place of
sensory objects (Soffer, 1990). In this way, what
is the product of the abstraction of the concrete
(geometric shapes, movement, etc.) is placed,
with an appropriate research methodology based
on measurability, as the basic object of research,
while the veil of “things in themselves” is drawn
over concrete objects.

Potential epistemological-methodological
idealization and geometrization within geo-
graphical science was stopped by Kant’s posi-
tion that geography cannot actually be a science
because the nature of geographical knowledge is
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Jla YBHjEK OCTaje JIOKaJIHA, OTHOCHO OrpaHruYeHa
camo Ha oruc o0jekara. FbeHa cuHTe3a, Kako TO Ha-
3uBa KaHr, Huje noruuka Hero ¢pusmnuka (Schaefer,
1953; Tpudynosuu & I'asito, 2018). Apyrum puje-
YrMa, MO3UIIHja eKCIEMIMOHAIN3MA JeCTe Ja IIPH
npoy4aBamy reorpadckux peHomena, 300r BUXO-
BE MPOCTOpPHE jeTUHCTBEHOCTH, HUje Moryhe u3-
BPILLIUTHU BaJHIaH ,,lIPEHOC" 3aKJbyYaKa ca jeTHOT
MIPOy4aBaHOT MjecTa Ha HeKo apyro. Ounu, Oyayhu
Jla UMajy MPOCTOPHO-JIOKAIMOHU j€IMHCTBEHH
UJCHTUTET, HE HyJEe OCHOBY 3a CHHTE3Y Y HEKH
yHUBep3aaHu npuHIwmil. Kantoscka reorpaduja je,
npema ToMe, ocyheHa Ha OnHc JIOKAIUTETa, OHa je
uarorpadcka mo cBojoj MPUPOIH U 32 Y, JaKie,
Ba)KU MPHUHIMI €KCLEIIMOHAIN3MA.

dacuuHaTHa je YMIBCHUIA JIa je CjeHa KOjy
Ha reorpa¢ujy Oara KaHTOBCKA €MUCTEMOJIOTHja
Y OHTOJIOTHja IIPOCTOpA jOII YBHjEK TOBOJBHO Y-
O0Ka M cefTaMJIeCeTUX rO/IMHa JIBa/IECETOT BUjEKa,
JlaKJie TOTOBO JIBa BUjeKa KacHUje, kana JlejBua
Xapsu nuine Explanation in Geography (1969)
(y maswem Tekcry Explanation). Ilpema meroBum
pujeanma (Harvey, 2001) ocHOBHH MOTHUB ITHCamkba
TOT JIjesia jecTe MOoKyIaj 1a ce Hale oaroBop Ha, 3a
IEra, TaJla [IEHTPAIHO MUTambe reorpag)cke HayKe
— TEOPH]jCKO MPEBA3HIIAKEHE EKCLETIIMOHATI3MA.
3a XapBuja je To Ta1a 3HAUUIIO OC/Iamharbe Ha, KAaKO
Kaxe, ,,OU1030(CcKy Tpaaulujy TO3UTHBU3MA U
MOKYyIIa] Aa ce (GOpMyJIHIIEe TEOPHjCKO-METOH0-
JIOLIKa OCHOBA Koja Ou reorpaduju ocurypana
MjecTO y KBaHTUTATHBHO] peBoiyuju’ (Harvey,
2001, ctp. 4).

W3na3ak u3 JIaBUPUHTA EKCIETIMOHAIN3MA,
13 XeTEPOTreHOCTH MjeCcTa, U3 PEJIaTUBHO HEUCIIp-
ITHE TIPOCTOpHE ArdepeHIrjaIyje u 00mba Mpu-
ponHux (peHoMeHa, MO3UTHUBUCTHYKA reorpaduja,
Kao WITO je MO3HATO, HAIllIA je Y HaeaTu3aluju 1
XOMOT€HHU3AIIMj1 IIPOCTOpA IO y30py Ha (prsnkal-
HE HayKe.

Wneanu3anujom npoctopHux Gopmu o6aBibe-
HO je, TeK, NoJa rnocia. YKOJIMUKO ce, MaK, ¥ J103-
BOJIM TPETIIOCTABKA J1a Ce MaTepujaiHu 00jeKTH
MOTY CBECTH Ha JEKapTOBCKY (popMyiy Koja UM
3a CYIITUHY TIpUaje eKCTeH3U]y (res etensa), Kao
BUXOBY ommty Gopmy koja o6e30jehyje objek-
TUBHOCT EHHXOBOT IIPOyYaBama, OTBapa ce Iu-
Tamke KOHLEIUHUje APYIITBA, OJHOCHO YOBjeKa.

such that it always remains local, that is, limited
only to the description of objects. The type of
its synthesis, as Kant calls it, is not logical but
physical in nature (Schaefer, 1953; Tpudynosuu
& I'nsito, 2018). In other words, the position of
exceptionalism is when studying geographical
phenomena, due to their spatial uniqueness, it
is not possible to make a valid “transfer” of
conclusions from one studied place to another.
They, since they have a unique spatial-locational
identity, do not offer a basis for synthesis into
some universal principle. Kant’s geography is,
therefore, condemned to the description of local-
ities, it is idiographic by its nature and, therefore,
the principle of exceptionalism applies to it.

It is a fascinating fact that the shadow cast
on geography by Kantian epistemology and
ontology of space is still deep enough even in
the 1970s, that is, almost two centuries later,
when David Harvey writes Explanation in
Geography (1969) (hereinafter Explanation).
According to his words (Harvey, 2001), his
main motive for writing that work was an at-
tempt to find an answer to what was, for him,
the central question of geographical science
at the time — theoretical overcoming of ex-
ceptionalism. For Harvey, this meant relying
on, as he says, “The philosophical tradition
of positivism and an attempt to formulate a
theoretical-methodological basis that would
ensure geography a place in the quantitative
revolution” (Harvey, 2001, pp. 4).

The exit from the labyrinth of exceptional-
ism, from the heterogeneity of places, from the
relatively inexhaustible spatial differentiation
and abundance of natural phenomena, positivist
geography, as it is known, found in the idealiza-
tion and homogenization of space following the
example of the physical sciences.

The idealization of spatial forms is only
half the work done. If, on the other hand, the
assumption that material objects can be re-
duced to a Cartesian formula that gives them
extension (res etensa) as their essence, as
their general form that ensures the objectivity
of their study, is allowed, than the question of
the conception of society, i.e. man, opens up.
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HaBeneHn METOIONOIIKY MOCTYIAK peayKLHje y
OKBHPY NPUPOJHUX HayKa, TIOTPEOHO j€ aHATIOTHO
MPUMHJEHUTH U Y JIOMEHY JIPYIITBEHHX MpOyda-
Bamba, OJHOCHO y OOJIaCTH JIPYLITBEHE IpakKce,
JBYJICKOT JIjeJIOBarba Y CBUM H-ETOBUM OOJIHIIMA
Y OJHOCHMA, T€ 3Ha4YCHUMa KOoja Ce TUM Jjelio-
BameM Kpenpajy. [Ipema Soffer (1990) npupon-
HO-Hay4YHa pallMOHATHOCT arcTpaxyje of cyojekTa
KaKO BpHjEIHOCTH, MOTHBE, HHTEpECEe JIUYHE U
JPYLITBEHE MpaKce, Tako M 3Ha4YeHa Koja mocpe-
nyjyhu 00jeKTH, OJHOCHO MPEAMETH U IPYILITBEHH
O/IHOCH HEN30jeXXHO JJ00Hjajy Y OKBUPY Te€ TMpaKce.
OgakaB pacuujemn, koju je no Harvey (1973) y
CYIITHHH paciyjen Gpuiao3oduje o1 MEeTo0I0THje
HayKe JOBOJI JIO TOTa JIa C€ YUEEHUIIE TOCMATPajy
O/IBOjEHO O] BPHjeTHOCTH, 00jeKTH 0] cy0jeKara.
Ha taj HaunH MeTo0I0THja, Koja ce OTPrHYJA Off
¢unozoduje, mocrapiba KJbYuHy T€3y Ja PeIMETH
MOTY [I0Cj€I0BaTH HICHTUTET HE3aBUCHO O JbY/I-
CKe TepIeNIHje U JjelI0Bamba. YCIOCTaBIbalkheM
OBE€ HOBE MO3UTHUBUCTUYKE OHTOJIOTH)E MPUPOLE,
HayKa ce, 3alpaBo, CBOIM Ha METOJOJIOTH]Y KOja
npey3uma ynory ¢unosoduje, a cBa octana Qu-
71030()CKa MUTamka (CMUCIIA, BPUjETHOCTH, TIPABIE)
OuBajy om0aveHa Kao UpeJICBaHTHA.

OJ1 ,JTIVXA” EKCHEIMIIMOHAJIN3MA
KA IIPEYMJbEY U KPUTUYKOJ
T'EOTPA®UIN

Kako ce ucnocrasmio, reorpaduja ce 3aucra
YKJbYy4WIJIa Y KBAHTHUTATUBHY pEBONIYLIHjYy Oazupa-
HY Ha NO3UTHBUCTHYKO] HJICaTU3alllj1 IpOyvaBa-
HUX 00jeKaTa U KUXOBO] OHTOJOIIKHA Oa3HupaHoj
METOJIOJIONIKO] PeAYKINjU Ha MjepIbUBOCT. [eo-
rpaduja je 1o0ua HOBU 3aMax, a lbeHa HAyYHOCT
Y alTMKaTUBHOCT HUCY JoBoheHe y muTame. Cy-
nehu o Tome Moryo Ou ce CacBUM jaCHO TBPAUTH
na je XapBHjeB Ipojexar y okBupy Explanation
JOKMBUO YCITjeX, T€ JIa jeé OH UMao CBE pasJiore
na Oyzie 3a/I0BOJbaH OHHUM IITO je ypaauo. U cBe
61 To OMIIO YIIPaBO TAKO J1a, TOMAJIO Mapa oKca-
HO, PYIITBEHA CTBAPHOCT TOKOM CeJaMIeCEeThX
TOJMHA MPOLLIOT BHjeKa HUje TOTOBO CBAaKU JaH
XapBHjy ynopHO MoOKa3uBaja Jia je TaKkBa KOH-
nenuuja reorpaduje HenoBosbHa. U ynpaso y uc-
TOj TOOWHM Kaja je XapBu npenao Explanation
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The aforementioned methodological procedure
of reduction within the natural sciences should
be applied analogously in the domain of social
studies, that is, in the field of social practice, hu-
man action in all its forms and relationships, and
the meanings that are created by that action. Ac-
cording to Soffer (1990), natural-scientific ratio-
nality abstracts from the subject both the values,
motives, interests of personal and social practice,
as well as the meanings that mediating objects,
that is, things and social relations inevitably
acquire within that practice. Such a split, which
according to Harvey (1973) is essentially a split
of philosophy from the methodology of science,
leads to the fact that facts are viewed separately
from values, and objects from subjects. In this
way, the methodology, which broke away from
philosophy, puts forward the key thesis that ob-
jects can have an identity independent of human
perception and action. By establishing this new
positivist ontology of nature, science is actually
reduced to a mere methodology that assumes the
role of philosophy, and all other philosophical
questions (meaning, values, justice, etc.) are
dismissed as irrelevant.

FROM THE “SPIRIT” OF EXCEPTIONALISM
TOWARDS CONVERSION AND CRITICAL
GEOGRAPHY

As it turned out, geography really joined
the quantitative revolution based on the positiv-
ist idealization of the studied objects and their
ontologically based methodological reduction
to measurability. Geography gained new mo-
mentum, and its scientificity and applicability
were not questioned. Judging by this, it could
be clearly argued that Harvey’s Explanation
project was a success, and that he had every
reason to be satisfied with what he had done.
And all of this would be exactly so if, some-
what paradoxically, the social reality during the
1970s did not persistently show Harvey almost
every day that such a conception of geography
is insufficient. And in the very same year that
Harvey submitted the Explanation to the pub-
lisher for printing, tectonic changes occurred
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W3aBady Ha INTaMIame, aorahajy ce TeKTOHCKe
MIPOMjeHe Koje Cy mokasaine aa Explanation oHa-
KO KaKo MX je OH 3aMHUCIIMO, Y CTBApU MOTY Ma-
1o tora na objacHe (Harvey, 2001). IIpecememe
y bantumop (na yHusep3utet [lonc XonkuHc)
1969. ronune, nakie caMo TOMUHY JaHa TOCIH]je
KyJIMUHAllMje HACITHUX HEMHUpA KOjH Cy Tpajaju
TOKOM III€3/IECETUX T'OIMHA TPOLLIOT BHUjeKa, O1o
j€ KJbyYHH MOTHUB, OZIHOCHO TTO3UB CTBaPHOCTH Ha
Koju XapBU HHjE OCTao UMYH. Taj je mo3uB Ono
U TI03MB MPOQeCcHOHANHE CaBjeCTH, jep ce MoKa-
3aJI0 J1a je jemaH oJ] IIABHUX Y3pOKa HaBEIACHUX
Hemupa Ouo, 3ampaBo, Jerpaaupajyhu comuja-
HO-TIPOCTOPHH OKBHP JKHBOTA U pajia MPETeKHO
appoamepukanana (ANON, 1967). A ynpaso je
OIITHMAJIHU TMIPOCTOPHU Pa3Boj MPOKJIAMOBAH Kao
IJIaBHU IIWJb IPOCTOPHUX HAyKa, TIOCEOHO y OKBU-
PY PErMOHAITHOT MPUCTYTIA U IPOCTOPHOT TJIaHHU-
pama rpagoBa. Ymjecto 60poe mpoTus ,,cabnactu
EKCIIETIIIMOHAIIM3MA, T HACTOjarba J1a C€ TEOPH)CKU
3acHyje KBaHTHTaTUBHA Mapajnurma y reorpaduju,
bantumop ce XapBujy mnokasyje kao jenHa BpcTa
KHMBE U CTBapHE reorpadcke adoparopuje mpes
KOjOM KaTeropuje KBaHTHTaTHBHE reorpaduje HUCy
HUIITA JPYTO JI0 Tpa3He ,,0eCKpBHE™ aliCTpaKIyje.

HeMoryhHOCT KBaHTUTAaTUBHOT NPUCTYTIA,
y3€eTor caMor 3a cebe, 1a 00jacHH pazjore 6anTu-
MOPCKOT ,,CHHIpOMa‘“ ¥ yKaxe Ha Moryha pjeriesma
HaBeJso je XapBHja Ha HYKHOCT IIPOMjeHE Teo-
rpadcke napagurme. MehyTuMm, y HBeroBom ciy-
Yajy Ta MpoMjeHa, ayTop ce ycylyje TBpauTy, Huje
OuIa camo IyKa mpomjeHa y ,,HayqHOM ' IPUCTYILY.
Xapsu y bantumopy, 3anpaBo, 10KUBJbaBa HEKY
BPCTY Hay4He, JaKjie MeToaooIKe, punozodcke
Qv ¥ TMYHE ¥ ipodecroHanHe Tpancopmarimje.
Ty Bpcty npomjeHe, ayTop ce ycyhyje TBpAUTH U
apryMEeHTOBaTH, Haj0OOJbE OMHCYje MaTPUCTUUKH
TepMHUH Memanoja (LETOVOLL), OJHOCHO npey-
Mmerve (Y TaTbeM TEKCTY, y IyXy CPIICKOT je3uKa,
aytop he xopuctutu nspas npeymsseme). Oaj
ce (eHOMEH JeUHHILIE HA PA3INIUTE HAYMHE,
anu BehuHa neduHMIMja yKasyje a ce Koi mpe-
YMJBEHA Pajiil O MIPOMjEHH KOja je Pe3yiTaT Heke
BpcTe pedrieKCHBHOT npounihermna, a Koje y ce-
6u o0yxBaTa HEraTUBHO-PE(ICKCUBHH U TIO3H-
TuBHO-peduiekcuBHn MoMmeHaT (Berkhof, 1939;
Lampe, 1961; Sremac, 2008). I1pBu pedrekcuBHHA

that showed that the Explanation, as he con-
ceived it, could in fact explain little (Harvey,
2001). Moving to Baltimore (to Johns Hopkins
University) in 1969, just one year after the
culmination of the brutal and violent riots that
lasted throughout the 1960s, was a key event,
that is, a call from reality that Harvey could
not remain immune to. That call was also a
call to one’s own professional conscience, be-
cause it turned out that one of the main causes
of the aforementioned unrest was, in fact, the
degrading social-spatial living and working
conditions of predominantly African Ameri-
cans (ANON, 1967). And precisely the optimal
spatial development has been proclaimed as the
main goal of spatial sciences, especially within
the regional approach and spatial planning of
cities. Instead of the cabinet’s fight against the
“specter” of exceptionalism, and the effort to
theoretically base a quantitative paradigm in
geography, Baltimore appears to Harvey as a
kind of living and real geographical laboratory
in front of which the categories of quantitative
geography are nothing but empty “bloodless”
abstractions.

The impossibility of a quantitative approach,
taken by itself, to explain the causes of the Balti-
more “syndrome” and indicate possible solutions,
led Harvey to the necessity of changing the geo-
graphical paradigm. However, in his case, that
change, author dare to claim, was not just a mere
change in the “scientific” approach. In Baltimore,
Harvey, in fact, experienced a kind of scientific,
therefore methodological, philosophical, but also
personal and professional transformation. That
kind of change, author dare to claim and argue,
is best described by the patristic term metanoia
(uetavowa). In the following text, author will use
the term conversion. In its cognitive and spiri-
tual-experiential meaning. This phenomenon is
defined in different ways, but most definitions
indicate that in the case of conversion, it is a
change that is the result of some kind of reflexive
purification, which includes a negative-reflexive
and a positive-reflexive moment (Berkhof, 1939;
Lampe, 1961; Sremac, 2008). The first reflective
moment is negation, i.e. self-critical assessment
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MOMEHAT jecTe Heraluja, OJHOCHO CAMOKPUTHYKA
OLjeHa MPETXOJHOT UCYCTBA U MPAKCE KAO HEMO0-
BOJbHE U Hejopacie, a Jpyru, NO3UTHBHU, O3HA-
YyaBa KBaJMTAaTUBHY MPOM]jEHY, IIpeJIa3aK Ha jeaH
BUIIM HUBO MHUILBEHA, ocjehama U ajenoBama
KOju je Oa3upaH Ha YBPCTOM YBjeperbY U BOJBH Ja
ce cTBapu nompase. Tako ce npeymibere, n3Mehy
OCTaJIOT, MOJKE CXBaTUTH M Kao MPEKUJ] ca MpeT-
XOJIHUM MOJTyCOM CXBaTara CTBAPHOCTHU Kao TaK-
BE, ICHOT JI0KMBJhaBama U JjeJIoBamba y 10j. Kako
HanoMume Sremac (2008, ctp. 287) npeymibemne
ce manudecryje kao ,,dugorocna i sveobuhvatna
promena pojedinca na bolje... Ono nije pobozna
ideja, ve¢ se dokazuje kao realni duhovni preporod
u stvarnosti ljudskog zivota®. [Ipeymsbeme, mpe-
Ma ToMe, He Tpeba CXBaTUTH caMo Kao ozapeheny
BPCTY MHTEJIEKTYAJIHOT MPEOKPETa KOju BOAU Ka
HEKOM WH/IMBHUIyTMTHYKOM U KOHTEMIUIaTUBHOM
HavuHY >krBoTa. CyITHHA IPEyMIbEHha HAJla3! Ce,
3ampaBo, y U3J1aCKy U3 aliCTPAKTHOT Pa3yMUjeBamba
1, 00JbE PEUCHO, U3 YBPHjEXKEHUX Mpeapacy/ia 1
KaTeropmja Koje ctoje uzmely Hac u cBujera, Te y
IIPEAacKy y KOHKPETHY ,,)KUBY* CTBAPHOCT Halller
JYXOBHOT U cOLMjaJHOT Ouha Ha KOjy HE MOXKEMO
OCTaTu UMYHHU M KOjy HAaCTOjUMO IMOTPABIbATH.
300r Tora Berkhof (1939) narnamasa na npey-
MJBEH-E, OCUM MHTEJIEKTYaJIHOT eJIEMEHTA, Ca/IPKH
Y EMOTHBHH, aJI1 U BOJbHU. be3 BoJbHOT efleMeHTa
norahaj npeymsbemha Ou 0CTao camo jeIHa eMmu30-
7a, a He KUBOTHU nporec. [locmarpano u3 xopu-
30HTA HAay4HE er3MUCTEHIMje, OBO OM 3HAUMIIO Ja
j€ Hay4HO JIjeJI0Bambe MPEBACXOTHO YCMjepEeHO Ha
JPYTo JbYACKO Ouhe Wim JpymTBO y 1jeNIUHU, Te
71a je YKYITHH HayYHHU MOCTYIAaK, O/l METOJI0JIOTHje
UCTPAXUBAHA IO KOHKPETHUX 3aKJby4aKa, 3aIpaBo
Tpeba OUTH yCMjepeH Ha OTKpUBaby MEXaHW3aMa
U Tmporeca nomohy kojux onpehene npymTBeHe
rpyIe HacToje 1a 3aAp>ke U yBehasajy cBoje mo3u-
uuje mohu Ha pauyH Behune. [Ipeymibemem uneja
WCTHHE 3aTO HY>XHO 00yXBaTa W WJejy MpaB.e, O
yemy he Butie 6utH prjeun y Tpehem nujeny pana.

Jla ce, y XapBujeBoM cily4ajy, 3arpaBo, He
paau TeK O MPOMjEHHU METOMOOUIKOT TOJIA3UILITa
JacHO yKa3zyjy HEeroBa CBjeI04€Ha O TOM MEPUOTY
KOja ce Hajla3e y pasIMuyuTUM IyOJIMKaiujama
MUCAaHUM Y PACIIOHY OJ] BHILIE O] 10JIa BHjEKa.
Hajyneuat/puBuje cBjeodeHe 0 JOKUBIHEHOM
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of the previous experience and practice as insuffi-
cient and immature, and the second, positive, sig-
nifies a qualitative change, a transition to a higher
level of thinking, feeling and action, which is
based on firm conviction and the will to improve
things. Thus, conversion, among other things, can
be understood as a break with the previous mode
of understanding, experiencing, therefore living
reality as such. As Sremac (2008, pp. 287) notes,
conversion manifests itself as “a long-term and
comprehensive change of an individual for the
better... It is not a pious idea, but proves itself as a
real spiritual rebirth in the reality of human life”.
Conversion, therefore, should not be understood
only as a certain kind of intellectual turn that
leads to some individualistic and contemplative
way of life. The essence of conversion is, in fact,
in getting out of the abstract understanding or,
rather, from the established prejudices and cate-
gories that stand between us and the world, and
in the transition to the concrete “living” reality of
our spiritual and social being, which we cannot
remain immune and which we strive to improve.
That’s why Berkhof (1939) emphasizes that, apart
from the intellectual element, conversion also
contains an emotional as well as a voluntary one.
Without the voluntary element of the event, con-
version would have remained only an episode, not
a life long process. Observed from the horizon of
scientific existence, this would mean that scien-
tific activity is primarily aimed at another human
being and society as a whole, and that the entire
scientific procedure, from research methodology
to concrete conclusions, should actually be aimed
at discovering mechanisms and processes using
which certain social groups strive to maintain and
increase their positions of power at the expense
of the majority. Through conversion, the idea of
truth therefore necessarily includes the idea of
justice, which will be discussed more in the third
part of the paper.

That, in Harvey’s case, it is not just a matter
of changing the methodological starting point
is clearly indicated by his testimonies about
that period, which are found in various publi-
cations written over a span of more than half a
century. The most impressive detail about the
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1 )KUBJHEHOM NPEYMIBCHY (aKO CE€ M3y3ME HEroB
YKYIIHM Hay4YHH aHTa)XKMaH) HaJlas3u ce y ayTo-
O6uorpadckoM OCBPTY Ha BJIACTUTY aKaJEMCKY
kapujepy (Harvey, 2022) raje, uzmely ocraior,
OIKCYje KAKO je TaJa JIMYHO yUeCTBOBAO, 3aIIPaBO
CcraBao Ipex Bparuma cjeauiira L{paux nanrepa
y bantumopy kojuma je mpujeTuia JIMKBUIALH]a
ox ctpa”e nonuiyje. Takohe, Beoma cy pjednTu
nacaxxu u3 Xapsujese kmwure Social Justice and
the City (1973) xoja ipeqicTaBIba jeTHy BPCTY CBje-
JI0UEH-a O BIACTUTOM NPEyMJbEEbY KOje je AaTo y
(hopMU HAYYHO-METOIOJIONIKE UCTIOBH]ECTH, Ha-
PaBHO MCIOBHjECTH KOja ce HE 3aJI0BOJbaBA CAMO
Jla TIpU3Ha 3a0Iysie, HEero UX TauyHO JIOLHpa, J1aje
bUXOBE pasiiore U Hyu KOPEKTHBE, OTHOCHO HOBE
yBuze. Opaje he 6uTh U31BOjeHE caMO HEKE O
X KOJHU CY, ayTOp CMaTpa, JOBOJHHH J1a IOTBP/E
Te3y 0 XapBHjeBOM IIPEYMIBCHY U YKaXKy Ha BaXK-
HOCT IIpeyMJbeHha y HaydyHOM JjenoBamy. Kako
je BUhEHO y MPETXOAHOM CETMEHTY, MPEyMJbCH-C
10 1e(PMHULIU]H O3HAYaBa MPEOKPETahe KOje nMa
HEeraTuBHO-pe(IeKCUBHE MOMEHAT KOjU je Moryh
caMo Kao eBallyalllja MPETXOAHOT U3 XOPH30HTA
HOBOJIOCTHTHYTOT BHIIIET CTeNeHa cro3Haje. Kox
XapBuja je Ta KpUTHYKa CBUjECT, KaKo IIpemMa Mo-
HOIOJTy KBAaHTHTaTUTBHE MApaurMe, Tako U ImpemMa
CBOjOj Y1034 Yy H0j BeOMa MPHUCYTHA U jacHA. Y
JeIHOM o1 MHTEpB]ya, onucyjyhu nepuon pajga Ha
ku3u Explanation, u3jaBibyje na je ,, ...ouo cam
TOJIMKO 3a0KYIIJbCH PaJIOM Ha KEHbH3H J1a YOIILTEe
HHUCaM NpuMjehrBa0 KOJIMKO Ce 3ampaBo CBHU)ET
OKO MeHe pymno... CXBaTHO caM Jja HalpoCTO
MOpaM MOHOBO PAa3MHCIUTH O MHOTUM CTBapuMa
KOj€ caM y3MMao 3/IpaBo 3a TOTOBO TOKOM III€3/1e-
cetux ronuHa“ (Harvey, 2001, ctp. 5). 13 nurara
j€ OUHMIVIEZHO 1A je ,,Ipe0anTUMOpPCKu XapBu
CMaTpao J1a HayuyHO MCTpaXMBame Tpeda 1a uie
OJ1 arICTPAKTHOT (TIPETXOHO pa3pal)eHe KBaHTHUTA-
TUBHE METOJIONIOTH]€, TEOpHU]e HAyKe U OHTOJIOTH]e
KOja je TeXWIa Ka yHUBEp3aJiHoj ,,00]€KTHBHOCTH,
6e3 0031pa 0 KojeM ce Mpolecy, HCTOPHjCKOM
NEepUOJy M JIPYLITBEHO] CTBAPHOCTH PajaM) Ka
KOHKPETHOM, OJJHOCHO CTBApHOM IIpH 4eMy Ou
C€ CTBapHOCT IOKOpaBajia U ,,yKaaylbuBaja
YHHUBEP3aJIHUM Kareropujama. OuurienHo je aa
OBaKaB BH/J] UCTPAaXXMBamba 00e3/IM4aBa CTBAPHOCT,
BUIIIE CKpHBajyhu mporiece, HETo MTO UX Pa3oT-

experienced and lived conversion (if his entire
overall scientific engagement is excluded) is
found in the autobiographical review of his
own academic career (Harvey, 2022) where,
among other things, he describes how he per-
sonally participated in the Baltimore events
at the time, actually sleeping in front of the
door of the Black Panthers headquarters in
Baltimore, who were threatened with liquida-
tion by the police at that time. Also, passages
from Harvey’s book Social Justice and the City
(1973), which represents a kind of testimony
about one’s own conversion given in the form
of a scientific-methodological confession, of
course a confession that is not content only to
admit errors, but precisely locates them, gives
their reasons and offers correctives, i.e. new in-
sights. Here it will be singled out only some of
them, which, the author believes, are sufficient
to confirm thesis about Harvey’s conversion
and indicate the importance of conversion to
scientific activity. As seen in the previous seg-
ment, conversion by definition means a reversal
that has a negative-reflexive moment that is
possible only as an evaluation of the previous
one from the horizon of a newly reached higher
level of cognition. In Harvey’s case, this critical
awareness, both towards the monopoly of the
quantitative paradigm, and towards his role in
it, is very present and more than clear. In one of
the interviews, describing the period of work on
the book Explanation, he declares that “... I was
so engrossed in the work on the book that I did
not even notice how much the world around me
was collapsing... I realized that I simply had to
rethink many things that I had taken for granted
during the sixties” (Harvey, 2001, pp. 5). It is
obvious from the quote that the “pre-Baltimore”
Harvey believed that scientific research should
proceed from the abstract (previously elaborated
quantitative methodology, theory of science and
ontology that tended towards universal “ob-
jectivity”, regardless of the process, historical
period and social reality works) towards the con-
crete, whereby reality would obey and be “mold-
ed” by universal categories. It is obvious that this
type of research actually depersonalizes reality
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KpHUBa. JEMHO KPUTHUYKA CAMOCBH]ECT Hay4HH-
Ka, OJJHOCHO pe(IIeKCUBHH OJIMaK MOXe, cMaTpa
Harvey (1973, ctp. 149) ,,noBectu 10 aganraruje
TEOPH]jCKO-METOOJIOMKNX yOjehema, lbuxoBe
MpoMjeHe U IMpujiarohaBama MporecuMa Koju ce
UCTPaXyjy, 1a OU ce MOIJIO AUPEKTHO CYCPEeTH
ca cTBapHHM TpoOnemuma““. Camopedrekcuja u
pedrexkcrBHA ITpakca HUCY YECT CIIy4aj y HayYHUM
UCTpaKUBAabUMa IPBEHCTBEHO 300T HHEPIH]E /10
KOj€ JIOBO/IM YXOJaHOCT U (DYHKIIHOHAITHOCT pa3-
pal)eHOr METOIOJIOIIKOT TOCTYIIKA KOJU C€ IPH TOM
U U3y4aBa Kao jeJlaH Ol TeMEJbHHX acrekara 00-
pazoBama. OHa 1ocTaje caMopa3yMJbHuBa HaBHKa,
KOjy HHj€ HUMAJIO jeJHOCTABHO IOBECTH Y TIMTAE.
[Ipeymibere y HaylM 3axTujeBa Oair To ja ce Ta
CaMOpa3yMJBMBOCT MPEUCIINTA, a TO 3HAYH Ja ce
MIPEUCIIUTA U Hallla MO3ULUja Y UCTPAKUBAYKOM
MPOIIECy KOjU C€, YIIIaBHOM, CAcTOjU y TOME Ja
MEXaHHYKH CIIPOBOIMMO yTBplEeHy UCTPAKUBAUKY
npoueaypy. YUMHUTH TaKBY NPOMjeHyY 3Ha4X Mhu
poTuB ofpeleHe HaydHe TpaJuIHje y KOjoj ce
METOJI0JI0OTH]ja YCIIOCTaBJba, MPOTUB CaMUX cede
KOJU TPAKTUKYjeMO Ty METOOJIOTH]Yy U MPOTHUB
akaJieMCKe 3aje[HuIle yuja ce mocturuyha 6a-
3upajy Ha Toj MeTononoruju. 3a Harvey (1973,
cTp. 146) je mpBU KOpak HA TOM IyTY ,,M3a3aK U3
Hallle 30He CUT'YPHOCTH KOjU JIOBOIH JI0 TOTa Ja
Halll IPETXOIHN HAay4YHU aHTaKMaH U3Iesa mpe-
CHUMIUTM(HKOBAHO U HEJIOPACIIO, YEMY CE€ HajBHUIIIE
MIPOTUBH HAIll HHTEJIEKTYaIHU ITOHOC.

Kiby4yHu crio3HajHu (MHTEJIEKTYaJIHH) eje-
MEHAT MPEyMJbEHa CacT0jao Ce y CHaXXHOM HH-
cUCTHpamy Ha pasznunu usmely ¢unozodpuje u
MeTO/I0JIoTHje Hayke. 3a XapBHja je yinora Kojy
METOJ0JI0THja Tpeba Ja uMa, 3ampaBo, HeHa U3-
BOpHA yJIOTa y Hay4YHOM UCTPAKUBAmY, a TO je Ja
OCHUTYpa KJbYyYHE HCTpaKUBauke nocrtymnke. OHa
Tpeba J1a aleKBaTHO CITY>KH OHOME IIITO OH HAa3WBa
¢$r1030(hcKOM MEPCTIEKTUBHOM CMHCIIA JTj€JI0BAHA
KOja YKJbydyje APYLITBEHY OJTOBOPHOCT M IOT-
pary 3a CMUCJIOM U JIDYIITBEHOM HCTHHOM. | J1aB-
Ha Wjeja, JaKie, jeCTe HACTOjame Jla Ce YapyKe
€TUYKH aCTIeKTH JPYIITBEHE NpaB/e 1 reorpadcka
metononoruja (Harvey, 2022).

CapnalhjuBame MHTENEKTyalHOT MMOHOCA, Ha-
YUYHHYKOT HapIM3Ma U PU3MK OCTaBJbaha CUTYP-
HE UCTPaKUBAuKe MO3UIUje, T€ yaa3aK y HOBY
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by hiding processes rather than exposing them.
According to Harvey (1973, pp. 149), only the
critical self-awareness of the scientist, i.e. the
reflective attitude, “can lead to the change of
theoretical-methodological convictions, their
modification to the processes being researched,
in order to be able to face real problems di-
rectly”. Self-reflection and reflective practice
are not a common case in scientific research,
primarily due to the inertia that leads to the
routine and functionality of an elaborate meth-
odological procedure, which is also studied as
one of the fundamental aspects of education.
It becomes a self-evident habit, which is not
at all easy to question. Conversion in science
requires precisely that this self-understanding
needs to be reexamined, and this means that our
position in the research process, which mainly
consists of mechanically carrying out the es-
tablished research procedure, must also be re-
examined. To make such a change means to go
against a certain scientific tradition in which the
methodology is established, against ourselves
who practice that methodology and against the
academic community whose achievements are
based on that methodology. For Harvey (1973,
pp. 146), the first step on that path is to “get
out of our safety zone, which makes our previ-
ous scientific engagement seem oversimplified
and immature, which is most opposed by our
intellectual pride”.

The key cognitive (intellectual) element
of conversion consisted in a strong insistence
on the difference between philosophy and the
methodology of science. For Harvey, the role
that methodology should play is, in fact, its
original role in scientific research, which is
to provide key research procedures. It should
adequately serve what he calls a philosophical
perspective on the meaning of action, which
includes social responsibility and the search
for meaning and social truth. The main idea,
therefore, is an effort to combine ethical aspects
of social justice with geographical methodology
(Harvey, 2022).

Overcoming intellectual pride, scientific
narcissism and the risk of leaving a secure re-
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o0nact, Ka0 MHUILIMjAJTHU €JIEMEHTH HaBeIECHOT
peyMJbeba, 3aXTHjeBajy U BEIUKH aHTaXMaH
Koju je Hemoryh 0e3 BOJbHOT MOMEHTa KOju ce
6a3upa Ha yBjepewy y CMUCA0 TOT HOBOT ITyTa.
MoOTHBaLIMOHM aCTIEKT OMJIO KOje TPOMjEeHE MO-
pa OuTH mpucyrtaH, a XapBHjeBO 0AITHUMOPCKO
npeyMibee Tpeba OUTH OCMaTpaHO YHpaBoO M3
BH3ypE MPOMjeHEe MOTHUBAIMje HETOBUX HCTpa-
KMBama. Y Nepuoay mnpuje nonacka y banrumop
¢doxyc XapBujeBOr HayuyHOI aHTa)XMaHa OUo je
Ha 00jalllkemby CTBAPHOCTH Kao IVIABHOM 3ajart-
Ky Hay4HOT JjeJIoBama, IITO jé BUIJbUBO U U3
HACJIOBA H-ETOBE KJbYUHE KIbUTE U3 TOT MEPUoAa
(Explanation). Mehytum, o0janimemhe CTBAPHOCTH
caja 3a XapBHja ocTaje camo MO IyTa, OTHOCHO
jenHa erarna koja je y pyHKIuju rm1aBHoT Iuska. [la
6u uinyctposao Ty npomjeny Harvey (1973, ctp.
148) ce mo3uBa Ha jeiHy APYTY, a1 CIIMYHY BEOMa
MHCTPYKTHUBHY €MU30/1y U3 UCTOpH]je reorpadcke
Hayke nozicjehajyhu na cy ¢pynnamenTante u npu-
JUYHO PEBONYLIMOHApHE (opMmynaiyje Ayrycra
Jlema y 001acTH JIOKAIMOHUX TEOpHja MPOH3aLILIe
u3 ,,lberoBOT Ocjehaja cTBapHE MyKHOCTH... HE
Ja 00jacHH Hallly OTY>KHY CTBapHOCT, HETO Jia je
HorpaBu.

BPCTE IIPEYMJbBEIHLA 11 HALIPT HOBE
I'EOI'PA®UIJE

VY oBOM cermMeHTy paza 6uhe u3BpIIeHa cuc-
TeMaTu3alyja eleMeHara XapByjeBOT HayYHO-HC-
TpaXMBAYKOT TIpEyMJbeiba, U ypalena kpaha ana-
JH3a KUXOBOT KOHKPETHOT 3HAa4YeHa 3a TEOpHjy
u npakcy reorpaguje. [lorpebHO je HamoMeHyTH
Jla Cy OBH €JIEMEHTH U3/IBOJEHHU y CBPXY jeIHOC-
TaBHMjET NpUKa3a XapBHjeBOT yuema, 0K Ce, Y
CYILTHHH, OHHM HaJIa3¢ CUCTEMATCKH IIOBE3aHU U HE
MOTY CTajaTu camu 3a cede, Hero TeK y MelycoOHO]
MIOBPATHO] CITPE3H.

— Ilpeymsbeme y Be3u oHOCA METOIOIOTH]A —
dunozoduja.

M30110BaHOCT, HEAOAUPIHUBOCT M CAMOJIOBOJb-
HOCT KBAaHTUTATUBHO 3aCHOBAaHE METOJIOJIOTH]E j&
MOTPEOHO BPATUTH, KaKoO je peyeHo, y OKBUp (u-
no3o¢uje, onHocHO ¢unozodekor crasa. Harvey
(2022) ¢unozodeka nepcnekTuBa moapazyMuje-
Ba METOJIOJIOTH]Y Kao JAMO IIMPEr KOMILJIeKca

search position, as well as entering a new field,
as the initial elements of the aforementioned
conversion, also require a great commitment
that is impossible without a voluntary moment
based on the belief in the meaning of that new
path. The motivational aspect of any change
must be present, and Harvey’s change of mind
in Baltimore should be viewed precisely from
the perspective of a change in the motivation
of his research. In the pre-Baltimore period of
Harvey’s scientific involvement, the focus was
on the explanation of reality as the main task
of scientific activity, which is evident from the
title of his key book from that period (Explana-
tion). However, the explanation of reality now
becomes for Harvey only a part of the road,
that is, a stage that serves the main goal. To
illustrate this change, Harvey (1973, pp. 148)
refers to another, but similar, very instructive
episode in the history of geographical science,
reminding that August Lesch’s fundamental and
quite revolutionary formulations in the field of
locational theory arose out of “his sense of the
real duties ... not to explain our sad reality, but
to fix it”.

TYPES OF CONVERSION AND DRAFT
OF THE NEW GEOGRAPHY

In this part of the paper, the elements of
Harvey’s conversion will be systematized, and
the brief analysis of their concrete meaning for
geographic theory and practice will be made. It
should be noted that these elements were singled
out for the purpose of a simpler presentation of
Harvey’s teachings, while in essence, they are
systematically connected and cannot stand on
their own, but only in mutual feedback.

— Conversion regarding the relationship be-
tween methodology — philosophy

As seen, the isolation, untouchability and
self-sufficiency of the quantitatively based
methodology must be returned to the frame-
work of philosophy, that is, a philosophical
attitude. Harvey (2022) philosophical perspec-
tive implies methodology as part of a broader
complex of the idea of research, which also
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u/ieje UCTPAKUBAA, a KOja YKIbYUyje U IHUTamba
BPHjEIHOCTH, CMHUCJIA U OATOBOPHOCTH HAYYHOT
uctpaxuBama. Habermas (1972) pjearnxom pe-
YEHO, JbYJICKM MHTEpEC HE MOIPa3yMHje€Ba CaMO
MHCTPYMEHTAJIN3AI1jy HAYYHOT UCTPAXKUBAHbA.
Omn, Takohe, Tpeba aa caapKu XepPMEHEYTHUKH,
aJi IPBEHCTBEHO M €MAaHLUMIAIN]CKH €JIEMEHT.
Jlo pa3Boja Hay4He MHCJIH J0JIa3u, HE 10 WHEp-
LI1j1, HETO CIajarheM KOHIIeNaTa ueja, Kareropuja
u penanuja. Kako je moryhe 3Hatu na je Takas
HOBHM Hay4YHH CHUCTEM HAIPETHHUjH OX MPETXO.-
Hor? Kputepujym je HapaBHO cTBapHOCT. [Ipema
Harvey (1973) noy3nan kpuTepuj je OUHIIeaHA
HEZI0PACIIOCT MPETXOJHOL, OTHOCHO CYTIEPHOPHOCT
HOBOHACTAJIOT MOJIEJIa IIPU CYCPETy ca CTBAPHUM
npoOremMuMma.
—  EnmcremMononiko-aucKkyp3uBHO MPEyMIBEHE

OBaj cerMeHT je KJby4aH 3a pa3yMH]jeBambe
XapBujeBe HOBe KpuTHuke reorpaduje. Karero-
pHjaiHM anapar Tpeba mocMarpaTH U3 Meperek-
THBE UCTOPUYHOCTH H JIPYIITBEHE YCIOBJHEHOCTH
H-ETOBOT HACTAaHKa U MPOMjEHE.

3Hauemha TEOPHjCKUX KOHIICTIIN]a U HAYYHUX
KaTeropuja He MOTy OMTH IocMaTpaHa Kao anpu-
OpHa, YHUBEP3aJHA U CaMOPa3yMJbUBA, TAKJIE O/-
BOj€Ha OJ1 IPYIITBEHHUX yCJIOBA. 3HAE CE MU]jCHha
CXOJIHO YHYTpAIIHUM NPUHLIUIINMA KOJU BIIa/1ajy
y CTpYKTypama MojeTHIX HayKa, ajli T€ IpOMjeHe
HE MOTy OMTH TOCMaTpaHe HE3aBHCHO O] Ipo-
1[eca ¥ OJHOCa YHYTap APYIITBA Y IjeTUHH YHjH
je Hayka HeozBojuBH auo. 3a Harvey (2001) Te
MIPOMjeHe Cy 3ampaBo peduieKkcuje IpyIITBEHUX
KpeTama, HHTepeca U MoTiBa. OHe ce 1akiie npo-
U3BOJIE U ,,lTyHE"* 3HaUCHUMa CXOAHO Bianajyhoj
JPYIITBEHO-EKOHOMCKO] TIPaKcH. Y CKJIOIy OBOTa,
3a reorpa)cKy HayKy je BeoMa OMTHO CXBATUTH
BpCTE M HAYMHE NTPOMjeHE Y 00JIaCTH OHTOJIOTHje
pocTopa.

Haxne, rmaBuo nutame (Harvey, 1973) Huje
y TOME J1a JU HEeKHU I0jaM O3HayaBa ,,ACTUHY
WIH ,,JJaX" (y CMUCILy HIP. CUJIOTMCTUYKOT ara-
para, Jakie IocMaTpaHo ariCTPaKHO Of IjjesIuHe
HEKOT IpoIleca WK CTPYKTYpE), HETO je KIbY4IHO
NUTamkbe Ha KOjU HAUMH OHM OMBajy Mpou3Bere-
HU (KOjU IPYLITBEHH YCIIOBU MX MPOU3BOJE) U
KOju e(peKaT OHU MPOU3BOJIE Y IPAKCH (YEMY OHH
IIPAKTUYHO CITYKE).
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includes issues of value, meaning and respon-
sibility of scientific research. In Habermas
(1972) vocabulary, human interest does not
imply only the instrumentalization of scien-
tific research. It should also contain a herme-
neutic, but primarily an emancipatory element.
The development of scientific thought occurs,
not by inertia, but by combining the concepts
of ideas, categories and relations. How is it
possible to know that such a new scientific
system is more advanced than the previous
one? The criterion is of course reality. Accord-
ing to Harvey (1973), a reliable criterion is the
obvious inadequacy of the previous one, that
is, the superiority of the newly created model
when dealing with real problems.

— Epistemological-discursive conversion

This segment is crucial to understanding Har-
vey’s new critical geography. The categorical
apparatus should be viewed from the perspective
of historicity and social conditioning of its origin
and change.

The meanings of theoretical concepts and
scientific categories cannot be viewed as a priori,
universal and self-evident, thus separated from
social conditions. Knowledge changes according
to the internal principles that govern the structures
of individual sciences, but these changes cannot
be observed independently of the processes and
relationships within society as a whole, of which
science is an inseparable part. According to Har-
vey (2001), these changes are actually reflections
of social movements, interests and motives. They
are therefore produced and “filled” with meanings
according to the prevailing socio-economic prac-
tice. For geographic science, within this segment
of its transformation, it is very important to under-
stand the types and ways of changing the meaning
of categories in the field of ontology of space.

Therefore, (Harvey, 1973), the main question
is not whether a term denotes “truth” or “false” (in
the sense of, for example, a syllogistic apparatus,
therefore viewed abstractly from the whole of a
process or structure), but it is crucial the question
of how they are produced (what social conditions
produce them) and what effect they produce in
practice (what they practically serve).
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XapBH, HA OCHOBY YIPaBO T€ peialuje u3-
Mel)y ApyIITBEHOT KpeTama U HaydHEe I10jMOBHE
arapatype U BpILH IOjeTy TEOpHja Ha OHE Koje
Cy KpUTHYKE U KOj€ JIOBOJIE JI0 TpOMjeHe (peBo-
JTyLIMOHAPHE), OHE YMja je aKTUBHOCT yCMjepeHa
Ha oApiKaBame Statusa quo U OHE KOHTPapeBO-
JTyLMOHApHE, KOje MMajy 3a IIUJb J1a Ce Y OKBUPY
JPYIITBEHE HAayKe U CTBAPHOCTHU YHECE CTAHE KOH-
dy3uje, 1e30pujeHTAal]e 1 OMIITE PETAaTUBHOCTH.
— IIpeymibeme y Be3u KOHLIETIIH]€ UCTHHUTOCTH

XapBujeBa KOHIENINja UCTUHE oapelheHor
Moziena o0jalmbaBamba CTBAPHOCTH HUje OazupaHa
Ha UTAamY J1a JI1 Taj MOZIEN OJICITUKAaBA CTBAPHOCT.
Ona He nojpa3yMujeBa, OJHOCHO He TIOJIpa3yMuje-
Ba caMo KOHLIENIH]y adaequatio rei et intellectus,
HETO je MPBEHCTBEHO Oa3upaHa Ha HJIeju APYILTBE-
He npap/e. VIcThHA MO3UTUBUCTUYKE TEOPH]E JECTe
TEeK MoueTHa (haza jeHe 3aKucTa peleBaHTHE Ieo-
rpadcke Teopuje U mpakce. Pesynraru 10 Kojux
ce J10J1a31 Ha OCHOBY TIO3UTHBUCTUYKOT TIOCTYTIKA
(Harvey, 1973) npencraBibajy moueTHy UIEHTH(U-
Karjy npodnema. TaMo rjje ce eMIUpH)jCKH MO3HU-
THBH3aM 3aBpIlIaBa, Ty Teorpaduja Kao CpeacTBo y
(yHKLM]H JPYIITBEHE MPABJIE U TPOMjESHE 3aIIpaBo
noune. tbeHa vctuHa je apyradnje mpupoae o
uctuHe mo3utuBm3Ma. Jlok ymorpeda Hip. GoH
TunenoBe Teopuje nmokasyje HauMH (HOpMHpaba
yp6anor rera, Harvey (1973, ctp. 138) cmarpa
na uusb reorpaduje (Hayke) Tpeba O6utu ,,1a ce
YKJIOHE Y3pOIM (popMHparsa IeTa U CBe HeraTuBHE
MOCJbETUIIE, KOje IIPOUCTUYY M3 TeTOU3aIIH]je Map-
IMHAJIM30BAHUX JPYIITBEHUX rpymna‘‘. HoBom KoH-
LIETIIIMjOM HCTHUHE y reorpaduju, IpeTXoaHa, TaKie
MO3UTHUBUCTHYKA UCTUHA, OMBAa MHKOPIIOpPHpaHa
Kao JIMO INjaJIeKTUYKOT KpeTama Ka UCTHHU 0a3u-
paHoj Ha KOHIICTIIIMjU APYILTBEHE MPABIIE.

Jla 61 ce MpaKTUYHO MOKAa3aJo IITa, Y CTBapH,
3HaYM OBO XapBHjEBO MpPEyMIbEE Y reorpaduju
6uhe ypahena xpaha ananmza jeqHOT HEroBOT
CTaBa y Be3W ofHOca m3Mel)y IpyIITBEHUX MpO-
11eca U BbUXOBUX MPOCTOPHUX (POPMHU KOjH, ayTOp
cMartpa, IpeICTaBIba CPXK U ITIABHU U3a30B KOJU CE
MocTaBsba Ipesl reorpadcKy HayKy YOIIITE.

[TpocTopHe ¢opme je morpemHo nocMarpa-
TH Ka0 MPTBE 00jeKTe YHYTap KOjUX CE€ OJIBU]ajy
JpYIITBEHH Tporiecu. tbux tpeda ananu3uparu Ha
Ha4uH J1a Te popme “cagprke’” qpyIITBEHE ITpoLece

Harvey, based on this very relationship be-
tween the social movement and the scientific con-
ceptual apparatus, divides theories into those that
are critical and lead to change (revolutionary),
those whose activity is aimed at maintaining the
status quo, and those that are counter-revolution-
ary, which aim to a state of confusion, disorienta-
tion and general relativity is introduced into social
sciences and reality.

— Conversion regarding the conception of truth

Harvey’s conception of the truth of a cer-
tain model of explaining reality is not based
on the question of whether that model reflects
reality. It does not imply only the concept of
adaequatio rei et intellectus, but is primarily
based on the idea of social justice. The truth of
the positivist theory is only the initial phase of a
truly relevant geographical theory and practice.
According to, the results arrived at on the basis
of the positivist procedure (Harvey, 1973) rep-
resent the initial identification of the problem.
Where empirical positivism ends, geography,
as a tool in the function of social justice and
change, actually begins. Its truth is of a differ-
ent nature than the truth of positivism. While
the use of e.g. von Thiinen’s theory shows the
way of urban ghetto formation, Harvey (1973,
pp. 138) believes that the goal of geography
(science) should be “to remove the causes of
ghetto formation and all negative consequences
resulting from the ghettoization of marginal-
ized social groups”. With the new conception
of truth in geography, the previous, therefore
positivist truth, is incorporated as part of the
dialectical movement towards truth based on
the conception of social justice.

In order to demonstrate what, in fact, this
Harvey’s conversion means practically in geo-
graphical research, a short analysis of one of his
statements regarding the relationship between
social processes and their spatial forms will be
done, which, it is argued, represents the core and
the main challenge that is posed to geographical
science in general.

Spatial forms are there seen not as inanimate
objects within which the Introduction social pro-
cess unfolds, but as things which “contain” social
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Ha UCTU HA4YMH HAa KOJU Cy JIPYIITBEHHU IPOILECH,
y cTBapu, npoctopuu. [Ipobrem HajOoBeT Ha-
YyiHa yckiahuBama Mel)ycoOHOT MpoXUMama H
JjenoBama JIPYITBEHUX MPOIeca U MPOCTOPHUX
(dopMH Koje ce M0jaBIbyjy YCIbe JbYACKE TpaKce
JjecTe 3arpaso ,,ipodyieM came JbY/ACKE IPaKce, a He
npo0JieM HeKakBe CTBapHOCTH 1o cedbu™ (Harvey,
1973, ctp. 11).

Wutepriperanyjy HaBeACHOT TEKCTa MOTPEO-
HO je 3aloueTH aHaJIM30M 3Hauema HajayOJbuXx,
OZTHOCHO TEMEJbHUX KaTeropuja Koje, y CTBapH,
ycMjepaBajy WM AETePMHUHUIIY CMUCAO IH]jeJIoT
nacaxa. Kibyuny kareropujy moryhe je npernossa-
TH TI0 TOME IITO OHA HOCH TEeMEJbHY OHTOJIOIIKY
BAaXXHOCT, 0e3 Koje HHUje Moryhe 3aMUCINUTH T10-
CTOjame OMIIO KakBe penaiyje. Y oBoM (Kao U y
CBUM OCTaJIMM CIy4YajeBHMa) Ta je KaTeropuja
npoctopHOCT. IIpBU KOpak jecTe, qakiie, HOKyIaj
J1a ce pa30TKpHjy HeHa pa3IniynTa 3Ha4dema. Ha Taj
HayuH he, cmaTpa XapBH, MHOTH MTPOOIEMH KOjH
ce T0jaBJbyjy y pa3Marparmy OJHOCA POCTOPHUX
¢dopmu u npymTBeHux npoueca Hecraru (Harvey,
1973). Takole, oBakaB MpHUCTYI MOAPA3yMHjeBa
U YKJbYUYHBaHbE OCTAIUX €JIeMEHaTa HaBEICHOT
MIPEyMJbEHa, MOIMYT EMHUCTEMOIOIIKO-UCYP3U-
BHOT, JId U METOJOJIOIIKOT U BepU(PHKALMOHOT.
OHTOJIOIIKA aHATN3a KOHIIEIIH]je TPOCTOPHOCTH
HapaBHO J1a MO/Ipa3yMHjeBa U KaTeropHjaiHy, a
pe3yaTaTH Te aHaJIM3e Heu30jexxHo ynyhyjy u Ha
oabup aJIeKBaTHE METOJOJIOTH]e U, Kako he ce
BUJIj€TH, KpUTEPHjyMa BepH(pUKaImje.

OBnje HUje MjecTo J1a ce /1ajy pa3iuyuTe KOH-
LETIHje IPOCTOPHOCTHU MPUCYTHE KPO3 UCTOPH]Y
BUXOBOT (QHII030()CKOT pa3marpama, aiu he, y
nap pedeHuIa, OUTH MOKA3aHO KaKo pa3inyuTa
TyMauema yCMjepaBajy KOMIUIETHO HCTPAKUBAE
y OUjaMeTpaliHO pa3IMyuTUM npaBuuma. To he
OUTH YUMEHEHO MPEKO aHaIN3€E M0jMa Ca/IpyKaBarba
(omHOCHO OMBama/y) Koje je ¥ MHa4e, a Uy CaMOM
LIUTaTy, O3HaY€HO Kao KJby4Ha (yHKIHja Mpoc-
TOPHOCTH. Y OKBHpY (DPM3MKaIHE KOHIICIIMje arl-
COJIyTHE MIPOCTOPHOCTH (KOja KOpECHOHIMpa ca
HAIIIUM CBAaKOJTHEBHUM ITOUMAHEM TI0jMa IIPOCTOP)
caJp)KaBame Ce Pa3yMHjeBa aHAJIOTHO HAUYMHY Ha
KOJU HEKaKBa MOCY/a CapKH MPeaAMET — IOIyT
HIIp. jaOyka y mocyau. TemesbHa KapakTephCTKa OBE
OHTOJIOTH]j€ jecTe Ja je MPOCTOp, 3arpaBo, MpazaH
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processes in the same manner that social process-
es are spatial processes in the same manner that
social processes are spatial. How best to portray
the interpenetration between social process and
spatial form that arises out of human practice is
“itself a problem for human practice to overcome
rather than a problem which attaches to the prop-
erties of reality itself” (Harvey, 1973, pp. 11).

The interpretation of the mentioned text
must be started by analyzing the meaning of
the deepest, which is, fundamental categories
that, in fact, direct or determine the meaning
of the entire passage. The key category can
be recognized by the fact that it carries funda-
mental ontological importance, without which
it is impossible to imagine the existence of
any relationship. In this (as in all other cases)
that category is spatiality. The first step is,
therefore, to try to unravel its various mean-
ings. In this way, according to Harvey, many
problems that appear in considering the rela-
tionship between spatial forms and social pro-
cesses will disappear (Harvey, 1973). Also,
this approach implies the inclusion of other
elements of the aforementioned conversion,
such as epistemological-discursive, but also
methodological and verification. The ontolog-
ical analysis of the conception of spatiality
naturally also implies a categorical one, and
the results of that analysis inevitably point to
the selection of an adequate methodology and,
as it will seen, verification criteria.

This is not the place to give different con-
ceptions of spatiality present throughout the
history of philosophy, but it will be shown in
a few sentences how different interpretations
direct the complete research in diametrically
different directions. This will be done through
the analysis of the concept of containing (that
is, being/in), which is otherwise, and in the
quote itself, marked as a key function of spa-
tiality. Within the physical conception of ab-
solute spatiality (which corresponds to our
everyday understanding of the concept of
space), content is understood analogously to
the way a container holds an object — like, for
example, an apple in a crate. The fundamental



[TTACHUK — HERALD 26

O/IHOCHO XOMOT'€H U aricoiyTaH. Jpyrum pujeunma,
OH Ce€ TocMarpa Kao OIpHjelleH Of penamuja ca
OHHM IIITa ce y BheMy Hanas3u. [IpoctopHa anammsa
y OKBUPY OBE KOHILIETILIH]j€ YIIIaBHOM MOpa3yMHuje-
Ba JoIHpame onpeheHor reorpadcekor ,,00jexkra’
WM TIPOLIECa, PA3IMuUTa Mjepera y OKBUPY EyK-
JHMIOBCKE TeOMeTpHje BezaHa 3a ¢opme o0jeKTa
(IumeH3uje, yaaJjbeHOCTH, MoBpIIuHe...). [Ipema
Harvey (1973) eykiunoBcka reoMeTpuja jecTe Beo-
Ma OMTHA M peJieBaHTHA IIPUITMKOM PETpe3eHTalH]e
pasmjeriraja objexara y pU3MKaIHOM HPOCTOPY.
OmHa je ,,pupojIHa TeOMETpHja caoOpa3Ha HAYMHU-
Ma Ha KOj! ()yHKLIMOHHMIITY HHXUE-EPCTBO U rpal)e-
BuHa” (Harvey, 1973, ctp. 29). Mehytum, BaxHO je
HAIOMEHYTH Jia ce IpH ToMe HU opma o0jekTa, a
HHTH H-ET0Ba JIOKAIWja He CTaBJbajy Y (PyHKIHMOHAII-
HY 3aBHUCHOCT Ca JIPyTHM €JIEMEHTHMAa OKPYXKeHmha
(Tpudynoswuh, 2020). OBakBa OHTOJIOTHja TIPOCTOPA
MPWIMKOM HHTEpIIpETaIyje IpyIITBeHUX Mpolieca,
y CTBapH, CKpHBA COLMjaJHy MPUPOIY MPOCTOP-
Hoctu. OHa je Hau3IIe HeyTpasHa, Tj. ,,MpTBa‘
M03aJHA JIPYIITBEHUX KpeTama, IPUKpUBajyhu
H-ETOBY JIPYIITBEHY MPOU3BEICHOCT U yTHIIAjE KOje
»CaJiprkaBame™ y oapeh)eHoM MmpocTopy MMa Ha
JPYIITBEHE TpoIIece.

Hacynpot ¢u3ukaiHoj napaaurmu, y Kojoj je
MPOCTOP HEKa BPCTa TPAHCTIAPEHTHOT Me/IHja Mpei-
cTaBJbamba 00jekara, rmojam cajpkaBarba MOXe OUTH
cxBaheH W Tako J1a ce MPOCTOp UHTEPIpPETHpa y
Kay3aJHO-CUCTEMCKOj BE3H Ca OHHMM IIITO CaJipiKa-
Ba. AHTUYKU U3BOPU POCTOPHE MHUCIIH, Ha KOj€ Ce
notpeOHo Bpahary, ynyhyjy 1 Ha Ipyro TymMadermne
O/IHOCA MPOCTOPHUX (POPMH U APYIITBEHUX IPO-
reca uyBajyhu OutHy pasnuky usmely ¢uznkan-
HO-JIOKAIIMOHOT aCMEeKTa IPOCTOPHOCTHU (100) U
OHTOJIOMIKO-penanroHor (16mog) (TpudyHnosuh,
2020). OBo Apyro 3HaYECHE OTHOCA CATPHKABAOLA U
caJp KaBaHOT (TOMOC) U3PAKEHO je MPEeKo ApHCTO-
teoBor TepmuHa nepiEyew (Trifunovié, 2020), mro
01 y TpeBOy O3HA4YaBajO CBOjCTBO CaJipKaBaolia
Jla CBOJUM JjjerioBameM omoryhasa cazipkaBaHOM
HETOBY (DYHKIIMOHAJIHY aKTUBHOCT, OTHOCHO OMO-
ryhaBa EBeroBo MoCTojame, OIBUjarbe U MaHu(ecTa-
yjy. CangprkaBare Ha HAUMH TOIOCA, AAaKJIe HUje
OIPaHUYECHO CaMO Ha HEKaKBO MPOCTO (PU3UKAIHO
caJp)KaBambe, HETro je MUIJBEHO OHTONIOMIKH. OHO
Ce OTHOCH Ha CBE OHO IITO MOCTOjarbe Ca/ipyKaBa-

characteristic of this ontology is that space is,
in fact, empty, homogeneous and absolute.
In other words, space is seen as freed from
relations with what is in it. Spatial analysis
within this concept mainly involves locating
a specific geographical “object” or process,
various measurements within Euclidean ge-
ometry related to object forms (dimensions,
distances, surfaces...). According to Harvey
(1973) Euclidean geometry is very import-
ant and relevant when representing the ar-
rangement of objects in physical space. It
is a “natural geometry consistent with the
ways in which engineering and construction
work” (Harvey, 1973, pp. 29). However, it
is important to note that neither the form
of the object nor its location are placed in
functional dependence with other elements of
the environment (Tpudynosuh, 2020). Such
an ontology of space when interpreting so-
cial processes, in fact, hides the social nature
of spatiality. It is apparently neutral, i.e. a
“dead” background of social movements, con-
cealing its social production and the effects
that its “containment” in a certain space has
on social processes.

Contrary to the physical paradigm, in
which space is a kind of transparent medium
for the representation of objects, the concept
of containing can also be understood so that
space is interpreted in a causal-systemic con-
nection with what it contains. Ancient sources
of spatial thought, which need to be returned
to, point to another interpretation of the re-
lationship between spatial forms and social
processes, preserving the essential differ-
ence between the physical-locational aspect
of spatiality (mov) and the ontological-re-
lational (t6moc) (Tpudynosuh, 2020). This
second meaning of the relationship between
the container and the contained (topos) is
expressed through Aristotle’s term mepi€yewv
(Trifunovi¢, 2020), which in translation would
mean the characteristic of the container that
through its action enables the contained its
functional activity, i.e. enables its existence,
unfolding and manifestation. Topological
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HOT 3axTHjeBa Win JoHocu ca cobom (Tpudyno-
Buh, 2020). [Ipema Tome, 1a Ou ce OITOBOPUIIO
Ha mHUTame oapehene npocropue popme HEKOT
JPYLITBEHOT TIpoLieca, Hy>KHO je pa3MarpaTH Taj
JPYIITBEHH Tpoliec y 1jenuHu. CBaka JjenaTHoCT
KOja je MPOCTOpHA MUMa HEKONMMKO acrekara. OHa,
u3mely ocranor, ykipydyje y cebe 3axTjeB 1a ce
U3BpILHM ofipel)eHa KOHCTPYKIIMja T3B. MaTepHjaTHIX
o0jekara, TUIaHUpa U HAIMPaBU HHXOB IMPOCTOPHH
pacriopeq;, T€ 3a TO CIy)KH HaBe/eHa (pU3UKaTHA
KOHIIeNIKja npoctopHocTH. Mehytum, mTa je ca
Pa3IMYUTHM JPYIITBEHHM OJHOCHUMA, 3HAUCHUMA,
cmuciom? Koja BpcTa mpoCTOPHOCTH HUX CapiKa-
Ba? Kako ce oHa nokasyje? XapBujeB OAroBOp Ha
OBa [MUTarba BOJIM ITPEKO aHAIN3e YpOAHUX I]jeJIHa,
O/IHOCHO apXUTEKTYPHHX €JIEMEHATa, IIPU YeMy ce
pazuKyje PU3NKATHO-MATEPHjATHH ACTIEKT O CHIM-
OOJIMYKOT MJTM 3HAYEH-CKOT aCTEKTa MMPOCTOPHOCTH
(Harvey, 1973).

CBaku apXUTEKTOHCKU HIJIM TPOCTOPHO-YP-
OaHUCTUYKH 3aXBaT HOCH ca coboMm u oapehe-
HU KOHIIeNT, oapeleny uiejy, OJHOCHO MOPYKY
KOja JI0J1a3u ca BU3YEITHUM HJICHTUTETOM 00jeKTa,
HAYMHOM KOH(UTrypaiuje, pacnopeaom, 6ojama,
Marepujanuma. [IpyruM pujedrmMa, IpoCTOPHOCT
cxBaheHa Ha HAYMH TOMOCA, TIOPE OCTAJIOT, CaAP-
’aBa M cCMMOOJINYKE, OTHOCHO 3HAUCH-CKE €IIEMEH-
TE Ha KOJUMa, 3aIlpaBo, MOYMBA KYITYpa.

Pazymjetu npoctopHy opmy, 1aTH H-eHY eBa-
Tyauujy, 3a XapBuja, 3Ha4d pa3yMjeTu KpeaTus-
Ha 3HaYeHa Koja Cy joj MHXEPEHTHA, a MOCEOHO
EHY KapaKTEePUCTHKY MEIHjaTHOCTH, OJHOCHO
CMOCOOHOCT J1a MPEHOCH Pa3IUuUTa CUMOOINYKA
3HauYea KojuMa je Moryhe MaHuIynucara. 300r
TOTa JPYLITBEHA NMPOCTOPHOCT ,,caAprkaBa“ Ha
cacBUM Jipyrauuju HauynH. OHa je ,,KOMIUIEKCHa,
XeTeporeHa MOXJIa YaK M JAUKOHTHUHYyaJlHA U 3a-
CUTYPHO JIpyraddja oj (pU3UKaJIHOT MPOCTOpa Yy
KOjeM ITaHepH U HHKUEbEPU yoOrUajeHo Jjeryjy*
(Harvey, 1973, ctp. 34).

OBakaB NPHUCTYII, HAPABHO, MTOAPa3yMHjeBa U
jJeIHy APYTY BPCTY METOIOIOIIKO-UCTPAKUBAYKOT
amapara, Hero IITO je TO Cly4aj KaJ ce paau O
UCTPaKUBAKY y OKBHUPY CapKaBarma M3 BU3YPE
(u3MKaTHE KOHIIETIIIH]E IPOCTOPHOCTH.

I'eorpaduja, nakie, MOpa HOCTaTH HEKa BPCTa
MHTEPIIPETAllMOHE TEOpHje, OJJHOCHO XEpMEHe-
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containing, therefore, is not limited only by
the physical aspect, but is meant essential-
ly. It refers to everything that the existence
of the contained requires or brings with it
(Tpudynosuh, 2020). Therefore, in order to
answer the question of a specific spatial form
of a social process, it is necessary to consider
that social process as a whole. Every activity
that is spatial has several aspects, i.e. includes
the requirement to carry out a specific con-
struction of so-called material objects, plan
and make their spatial layout, etc. and that
is what the mentioned physical conception
of spatiality serves us. However, what about
different social relations and meanings? What
kind of spatiality does it contain? How does
it show? Harvey’s answer to these questions
leads through the analysis of urban units, that
is, architectural elements, whereby the physi-
cal-material aspect differs from the symbolic
meaning aspect of spatiality (Harvey, 1973).

Every architectural or spatial-urban inter-
vention carries with it a certain concept, a cer-
tain idea, that is, a message that comes with the
visual identity of the object, the type of configu-
ration, layout, colors, materials. In other words,
spatiality, understood in the manner of a topos,
also contains symbolic, that is, the meaningful
elements on which, in fact, culture rests.

To understand the spatial form, to give its
evaluation, for Harvey, means to understand
the creative meanings that are inherent in
it, and especially its characteristic of medi-
ality, that is, the ability to convey different
symbolic meanings that can be manipulated.
Therefore, social spatiality “contains” in a
completely different way. It is “complex, het-
erogeneous, perhaps even discontinuous, and
certainly different from the physical space in
which planners and engineers usually operate”
(Harvey, 1973, pp. 34).

This approach, of course, implies a differ-
ent type of methodological-research apparatus
than research with the view of the physical
conception of spatiality.

Therefore, geography must become a kind
of interpretative theory, that is, hermeneutics
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yTuke mnpoctopa. OHa Tpeba UCTpaKuBaTu CHUM-
O0NIMYKY CTpaHy MPOCTOPHHUX (POPMHU, HAJIA3UTH
o0pactie pearoBama 10jeJMHUX JPYIITBEHUX TPY-
na Ha ofpeheHa 3Ha4Yema Koje MpocTopHe Gopme
WHXEepeHTHO Tocjenyjy. Ilog yrunajem Xapsuja
JIOIILIIO j€ JI0 pa3Boja METOOJIOTH]E UCTPAKUBAHA
yTHI[aja IPOCTOPHOT CUMOOIN3MA Ha JbY/ICKH KU~
BoT U pazx (Castree, 2007).

MelyTuM, yKOJIHMKO Ce U3BPIIM MOBPATaK Ha
KOHIICTIIIN]Y Cajp KaBarba YMjU j& OHTOJIOLIKH Ka-
paxkTep 03Ha4E€H TEPMUHOM TOIMOC U YKOJIHMKO CE
HampaBy CHHTE3a ca XapBHjeBUM TyMaucmhUMa
JPYLITBEHE MPOCTOPHOCTH, OHJA C€ JIETUTHMHO
MOK€ 3aKJbYUUTH Jla APYIITBEHA aKTUBHOCT (Xe-
TeporeHa npuposa (akropa u ynaora mojeaAMHUX
JPYIITBEHUX TPYIa) MOXKE PA3IUYUTO yTULATH
Ha KapaKTEepUCTUKE TOT cajpkaBama. To oTBapa
MUTake KpUTEpHjyMa BepuHKallje M0jeIMHUX
BPCTa MPOCTOPHOT CaJpKaBarba, Te HAYMHA Ha KOjH
ce MOXKe yIpaBJbaTH MpolecuMa Koju oapelyjy
KapakTep cajapxaBama. [Ipeymibeme y Be3u mu-
Tara UICTHHUTOCTH XapBHjy oMoryhasa J1a yTBpau
Taj KPUTEPHjyM TPEKO MOjMa JPYIITBEHE TPaB/e
(Harvey, 1973), a nocpenHo na nohe u 10 Kpure-
pHjyMa KBaJIMTaTUBHOT PAa3IMKOBamka TEOPH]ja KOje
ce 0aBe OTHOCOM IMPOCTOPHUX (hOPMHU U JPYIIITBE-
HUX IIpoIieca Ha OHE KOje Cy PEBOIYLIMOHAPHE, KOje
OZIpIKaBajy status quo N Ha KOHTPAPEBOIYIIMOHpa-
HE TeopHje.

3AKJbYYHAK

bantumopcko npeymibeme Jlejsuna Xapauja
U BEroB 3Ha4yaj y Haylnu Moryhe je carnenaTtu
U TpeMa BEeJIMYMHH ,,exa‘’ KOju ce CTBOPHO Kao
peakiMja Ha HeroBe pajaoBe (1 00MMOM HayudHE
MPOIYKIMje KOja je TIOTOM HacTaia), moceOHO Ha
kwury Social Justice and the City (1973). XapBu
j€ OBOM KEbUTOM reorpadujy yBeo y pell KIby4HUX
JPYIITBEHUX HayKa 0e3 KOje T3B. IPOCTOPHHU OKPET
(eHm. spatial turn) ocamaeceTux roarHa MpoILIOT
BHUjeKa, Kao jOII YBHjEeK JOMUHAHTHA Mapajurma
JPYIITBEHUX U XyMaHUCTHUYKUX HayKa, He 01 610
Mmoryh. IToce6HO je OuTHA KpUTHYKA AUMEH3HUja
TOT IIPeoKpeTa MoMohy Kojer ce, n3a Bejia HaBOIHE
BPHjEAHOCHE HEYTPATHOCTH KBAaHTUTHBHO-TIO3HU-
THUBHUCTUYKOT TPUCTYTIA, TIOKa3aja U TaMHA CTpaHa

of space. It should explore the symbolic side
of spatial forms, find patterns of reaction of
certain social groups to specific meanings that
spatial forms inherently possess. Under the
influence of Harvey, there was a development
of the research methodology of the influence
of spatial symbolism on human life and work
(Castree, 2007).

If a return is made to conception of con-
taining, whose ontological character is denot-
ed by the term topos, and if a synthesis with
Harvey’s interpretations of social spatiality
has been done, then it can be legitimately
concluded that social activity (heterogeneous
nature of factors and the role of certain social
groups) can differently affect the characteris-
tics of that containing. This raises the question
of criteria for verification of certain types
of spatial containing, and the way in which
the processes that determine the character of
containing can be managed. Verificational
conversion allows Harvey to determine that
criterion through the concept of social justice
(Harvey, 1973) and indirectly to arrive at a cri-
terion for qualitatively distinguishing theories
that deal with the relationship between spatial
forms and social processes into: those that are
revolutionary, those that maintain the status
quo and those that are counter-revolutionary.

CONCLUSION

David Harvey’s Baltimore conversion and
his importance in science can be seen by the
size of the “echo” that was created as a reac-
tion to his works (and the volume of scientific
production that followed), especially to his
book Social Justice and the City (1973). With
this book, Harvey introduced geography to the
ranks of key social sciences, without which
the so-called the spatial turn of the 1980s, as
the still dominant paradigm of social sciences
and humanities, would not have been possible.
Especially important is the critical dimension
of that reversal, through which, behind the
veil of the supposed value neutrality of the
quantitative-positivist approach, the dark side
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MJIABEH TPUOYHOBUR
MLADEN TRIFUNOVIC

MIOBE3aHOCTH MPOCTOPHOCTH, MONH U eKcIIIoara-
1je. Ma koimko XapBujeBa MpoMjeHa rapajurme
O1s1a KOMIUIEKCHA, Ma KOJIMKO je OHA JIyTaJla, IeH
j€ U3BOp BEOMa JeZTHOCTaBaH M MOJKE CE CBECTH Ha
MUTakE CMUCIIA HAYYHOT aHrakmana. OHO peBo-
JTyLHOHApHO KoJ XapBHja jecTe yrnpaBo TO IITO
j€ MUTame JAPYIITBEHE MpaBJe MOCTAI0 KIbYYHO
MUTambe, KAKO TEOPHU)CKO-METOIOOLIKOT, TAaKO H
MPaKTHYHOT JjenoBama. M3 Tor neHTpa pasBuia
ce 1 OH/a U ofpeheHa enucTeMonoruja Kojy ouc-
MO MOTJIM Ha3BaTU €MHCTEMOJIOTH]OM OpIKHOC-
TH 0a3upaHe Ha EMaHLMIALN]CKOM HHTEpecy 3a
IpymTBo y mjenuHu. Ha oBaj HaumH reorpadcka
HayKa, 3aIrpaBo, JI0)KHUBJbaBa CBOje TEOPH)CKO U
MIPAaKTHYHO (HE U METOIOJIOIIKO) 3a0KpYyKEHe Ou-
Bajyhu M3ByuYeHa, KaKo U3 BPHjeTHOCHOT BaKyyMa
y KOjH je 3amajia, Tako U U3 JJABUPUHTA PA3INIUTHX
TEOPUjCKUX cablacTH Koje Cy HEeHY Hay4yHOCT H
JPYLITBEHY PEICBAHTHOCT JOBOAMIIEC Y TIUTAHE.

To je 3ampaBo TeMeJbHH pe3yaTaT ,,0ainTH-
MOPCKOT* TIpeyMJbeHha U KPUTHUYKE Treorpaduje
HejBuna Xapsuja.

of the connection between spatiality, power
and exploitation was revealed. No matter how
complex Harvey’s paradigm shift was, no mat-
ter how wandering it was, its source is very
simple and can be reduced to the question of
the meaning of scientific engagement. What is
revolutionary about Harvey is precisely that
the issue of social justice has become a key
issue, both theoretical and methodological, as
well as practical. From that center, a certain
epistemology developed, which we could call
the epistemology of care based on the eman-
cipatory interest in society as a whole. In this
way, geographical science actually experiences
its theoretical and practical (not methodologi-
cal) integrity, being pulled out both from the
value vacuum into which it fell, and from the
labyrinth of various theoretical specters that
questioned its scientificity and social relevance.

It is actually a fundamental result of the
“Baltimore” conversion and critical geogra-
phy of David Harvey.
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