Ta3u kHuza e uHmeaekmyanHa paBHo-
cvemka. 1 8 cowomo Bpeme mA
omkpuBa HoBu xopu3oHmu 3a uHoBa-
muBHu u epekmuBHu couuorozuyecku
uscregBanus. ToBa e ueama Ha akmy-
aAu3upaHusA CUHME3 Ha ugeu, NpbCHa-
mu 8 cmomuuu nybaukauuu 8 pasHu
CMpaHu U Ha pasHu eauuu. Mybauka-
uuume ca nogeomBAHU N0 pa3HOo-
6pa3Hu noBogu u B pasauyHu ycAoBus.
MHoz20 gemailau 8 mexHume ueAu u
apaymeHmu He ca cpaBHumu. Ho Bb8 Beaka om max moxke ga ce npocaegu egHa obwia
cmpamezus Ha uscregoBamencku uHmepec u peaausauuu. HediHomo pa3Bumue 3anoy-
B8a ¢ 3awumexama B Aalnuuz npe3 1975 2. gokmopcka gucepmauusa u cmuza go
MoHo2paduama 3a 2A0barHama uHguBugyaausauus, koamo Palgrave Macmillan nybau-
kyBa npe3 2018 2. Cmpamezuama npegBukga ga ce obocHoBe, usepagu u akmuBHo ga
ce usnoA3Ba HoBa gucuunauHapHa napaguzma, kosmo edpekmuBHo ga opueHmupa u
pezyaupa couuoaozuyeckume uscaegBaHus.B ueHmbpa Ha npegaazaHama napaguama e
wupoko cxBawiaHomo noHAmue 3a couuaaHo BaaumogeicmBue. To e geduHupaHo Ypes
obmena Ha BewecmBo, exepaua u uhpopmauus MeXgy uxguBugyaaiu u koanekmuBHu
couuaaHu cybekmu, mexHume omHoWEHUA U Npouecu Ha Mukpo-, Me3o- u Makpocouu-
anHo paBHuwe. OnpegeAeHU ca aHaAumUYHU hapaMempu Ha couuaaHume B83aumo-
geticmBus, kakmo u ocHoBHUMe gemepmuHauuoHHu Bepuau B8 meax.
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IIPEATOBOP

TA3U KHUTA E UHTEAEKTYAAHA PABHOCMETKA. M B crijoro
BpeMe TSl OTKPHBA HOBU XOPH3OHTH 3a MHOBAaTHBHH U e€(peKTUBHU
COITMOAOTHMYECKH HM3CAeABaHMA. ToBa e IleATa Ha aKTyaAM3HPaHUS
CHHTe3 Ha UAEH, IIPBCHATU B CTOTHLH ITyOAUKAIIMN B Pa3HU CTPAHU
U Ha pasHu e3uny. [TybAuKaMuTe ca MOATOTBSHHM IO Pa3HOOOPa3HU
IIOBOAHY U B Pa3AMYHHU YCAOBHSA. MHOTO AeTafAU B TEXHHTE LI€AH U ap-
T'YMEHTH He ca cpaBHUMHU. Ho BBB BCsIKa OT TSAX MOXKe Ad Ce TIPOCACAU
eAHa obmja CcTpaTerus Ha U3CAEAOBATEACKH MHTEPeC M PeaAU3aLiH.
HeitnoTo passutue 3amoysa c 3amureHara B Aainmur npes 19785 ro-
AVHA AOKTOPCKA AMCEPTALMs U CTUTA A0 MOHOTpadusTa 3a rao6aa-
HaTa MHAUBHAYaAu3anus, Kosito Palgrave Macmillan my6ankysa npes
2018 roauna. CrpaTerusra IMpeABIKAA Al ce 060CHOBE, HU3TPaAU U
aKTHBHO A2 Ce M3IIOA3BA HOBA AMCIJUIIAMHAPHA IAPAAUTMA, KOSTO
epeKTUBHO AQ OPHEHTHUPA H PEryAHpa COIIMOAOTMIECKHUTEe H3CACABA-
HISL. B 1jeHThpa Ha mMpeaAaraHaTa ImapapurMa e MHUPOKO CXBAIAHOTO
nousmue 3a coyuaio ézaumodeiicmsue. To e pepunmpaHO Upe3 00-
MeHa Ha BellleCTBO, eHeprus 1 HHYOPMAIH MeXXAY HHAUBUAYAAHU H
KOAEKTUBHU COLMAAHU CyOeKmu, TEXHUTE OMHOUEHUs 1 Npoyecy Ha
MHKpPO-, Me30- 1 MAaKpOCOIIMAAHO paBHHUIIe. ONpeAeAeHH ca aHAAH-
THUYHH [TApaMeTPH Ha COITMAAHUTE B3aUMOAEHUCTBHS, KAKTO M OCHOB-
HHTe AeTePMUHAIIMOHHU BEPUTH B TAX.

CrpaTernyeckusT MPexoA OT COIJHOAOTUYECKHU ITAPAAUTMH, pas-
BUTH OKOAO ITOHSTHS 332 COLMAAHA CHCTEMa, CTPYKTYpa HAM QYHK-
st 1 pOKYCHPAHH IPEAVMHO BBPXY COIIMAAHATA MHTETPALUs, KbM
mapapurMa ¢ OKyc BBPXY COIIMAAHUTE IPOLECH U MIPOMEHH Ce Ha-
Aara OT YCKOpEeHaTa AMHAMHKA Ha ChBpeMeHHHUTe obmecTBa. bpp3o
Ce IIPOMEHST MaTepPUAAHUTE U UACHHHTE YCAOBUS, KAKTO U IJEAUTE U
CpeACTBaTa Ha coluaAHuTe AefiHOCTH. OnuTHTE AQ Ce Hamepu 06wy
3HaMeHATeA Ha Te3U IPOMEHH Ce COABCKBAT C TSIXHOTO U3KAIOUHTEA-
HO MHOroo6pasue. Ho To He e cepro3eH apryMeHT 3a OTKa3 OT CHH-
Te3 B OCHOBAHHUATA HA COLIMOAOTHYIECKOTO To3HaHue. [Ipeasaranuar
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ITpaBu cre, TakaBa nH$popMarus e 6raa crdupana. Ilpocro e Hs-
MaAO KO AQ S AOPabOTH AO ITPeAAOXKeHNUe 32 B3eMaHe Ha pellre-
HUe 3a AeficTBUe. TOYHO B TO3H IYHKT € perrcTpHpaHara obimia
caaboct Ha EBpomeiickus Cpi03 IPU pearupaHeTo My CIPSIMO
TpUTe KPHU3H, 32 KOMTO CTaHa Ayma. IIpmdmHara 3a opraHusa-
1IMoHHaTa HeepekTUBHOCT Ha Cplo3a e B TpOMaBaTa MOAIOTOBKA
Ha pelIeHNs 32 ACHICTBIE H 0COOEHO B IIOATOTOBKATA U OCHIIECT-
BSIBAHETO Ha ACHICTBHS 3a CIIPaBsHe C KPU3UCHH CUTYAL[UH.

I'epmamm HsIMa AH AQ IIPOMEHH CBOsTAa IIOAMTHKA ITO OTHO-
MI€HHE Ha MUI'pafuiaATa A MI/II‘PaHTIfITe?

Tasu nmpomsHa Beue e ¢axt. IIpean HiIKoAko AHU ByHaecTarsr
IpHe HOB 3aKOH 33 TPUEMaHeTO Ha CeMelCTBaTa Ha OeXXaHIH, Ha
KOHTO e paspelneHo mpebusasaHe B cTpaHara. He 6uBa aa ce 3a-
OpaBs, 4e MOHATUETO 32 CEMEFICTBO B ApaOCKIsI CBSIT € MHOTO II0-
IIHPOKO, OTKOAKOTO B EBpoIia, KbA€TO HOPMaAHATa CUTyallUs e
HYKA€apHOTO CEMENCTBO.

Mrucante An, ye I'epMaHus cTaHA 3aA0KHHK HAa HHTEpeCHTe
Ha Typnus u I'spius, kakTo ce rosopu?

Iepmanus mpecaeaBa CBOUTE HHTEPECH II0 OTHOIIEHHE Ha ABe-
Te CTpaHHU. A\eHCTBUTEAHUST MPOOAEM e B TOBA, Ye CTAHA TBBPAE
TPYAHO Aa Ce CHYeTaBaT Pa3yMHO U e(peKTHBHO HHTepecuTe Ha
BCSAKA OT Te3U CTPAHM C UHTEPeCHTe Ha APyTHu crpaHu. Topa e
TPYAHO U 3a epMaHMA — cTpaHa ¢ MOITHA HUKOHOMUKA U BHCOKO
PasBUTa TIOAUTHKA M KyATYpa. Ho 3aA0XKHHUK Ha MHTepecuTe Ha
Typuus u I'bpipyis — TOBa € TBBpAE CHAHA, HEPEAANCTHYHA XapaK-
TePUCTHKA HAa BHHIIHATA ITOAUTHKA Ha [epManus crpsmo Te3u
ABE CTPaHH.

Foto: Matej Leskovsek

SUMMARY

THE PRESENT BOOK CONTAINS A recapitulation of decades of
intensive intellectual activities. In the same time it opens new horizons
for creative and efficient sociological studies. This is the aim of the
entirely updated synthesis of ideas dispersed in hundreds of author’s
publications in various languages and countries. The publications
used to be prepared on specific occasions. Consequently, many
details in their contents differ. However, all publications have one
common feature. Explicitly or implicitly, they are all guided by one
and the same strategic continuity of analysis and argumentation. It
started with the doctoral dissertation defended in Leipzigin 1975 and
reached maturity in the monograph Challenges of Individualization
published by Palgrave Macmillan in 2018.

The strategy is focused on laying the foundation of sociological
theorizingand research by developing and applying anew disciplinary
paradigm. It is intended to orient and regulate sociological studies in
a well differentiated and systematic way. The core of the suggested
new disciplinary paradigm is the broadly conceived concept of social
interaction. It is defined by the analytical concepts of social actors
involved in exchange of matter, energy and information in networks
of social relations and in the course of social processes. The assumption
is that such interactions are identifiable at the micro-, mezzo- and
macro-structural level of social life. The next step in the development
of the paradigm is the outline of potentials for operationalization of
the three analytical concepts. The identification of major determining
factors and determination lines in social interactions follows.

The inspiration of this conceptual innovation mostly comes
from the multidimensional and accelerated social change dominating
the contemporary global situation. It makes the strategic shift from
sociological paradigms organized around concepts of social systems,
structures and functions towards a paradigm focused on social
processes urgently needed. The attempts to identify a common
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denominator of these processes clashes with their broad variety.
Though, the difficult conceptual reduction of the social over-
complexity cannot be a convincing argument for radically giving
up the search for a new synthesis in the foundations of sociological
theorizing and research. The suggested paradigmatic synthesis
is based on general principles for building and testing scientific
theories, on ideas developed in the sociological tradition as well as
on five decades of personal experience in theoretical and empirical
sociological studies. The experience confirms the productivity of the
new paradigm in descriptive, explanatory and prognostic procedures
focused on the study of spontaneous social change and organized
social innovations. The results of the studies provide the cognitive
resources needed for putting a diagnosis of our contemporary times
and for visions about the prospects of countries, global regions and
the human civilization.

The strategic relevance of these meta-theoretical discussions
became particularly clear against the background of the wave of
radical changes in Eastern Europe after 1989. They caught social
scientists by surprise. The conceptual frameworks they had at their
disposal did not match the profound nature, the complexity and the
speed of the changes. The expectation that the conceptual vacuum
could be properly filled out by using the concept of transition turned
out to be theoretical and ideological illusion. The concept allows the
establishment of aframework for description but hardly for systematic
explanation and prognostication of the fastand all-embracing changes
of post-socialist societies. In this respect the concept of societal
transformation offers a broader conceptual space for experimentation
and productive explanatory and prognostic studies. This particularly
applies to the societal transformation concept synchronized with the
paradigm of social interaction. The fusion allows de-composing the
processes of post-socialist societal transformations in specific action
areas defined in synchronic and diachronic manner. This opens
convincing ways for distinguishing processes of privatization of
industrial and agricultural properties, democratization of the distribution
and use of political power, pluralization of culture, digitalization of
production and services and ecologization of thinking and behavior as
major characteristics of the profound changes in and of post-socialist
societal systems. The analysis strengthens the point that the same
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processes occur at various structural levels of the present day global
society. Thus the application of the societal transformation concept
adjusted to the research paradigm of social interaction appears as
theoretically and methodologically much more relevant in broader
contexts than the concept of Eastern European transition to
democracy and market economy.

However, in the course of the studies on societal transformations
it became increasingly clear that the concept has its own explanatory
and prognostic limitations. Now it is well understood that the societal
level of social integration and social change is not broad enough for
allowing a proper diagnosis of the contemporary social situations.
New conceptual schemes are needed for explanations which refer
to fundamental global processes. The switching of the sociological
research interest from the exclusive focus of the studies on social
structures and functions of societal systems towards global social
structures and processes offers a promising perspective for resolving
the issue. This shift from methodological societalism towards
methodological globalism is a qualitative breakthrough in the
development of sociological theory and methodology. As suggested
in the present monograph, the shift can be achieved by turning the
research interest towards global trends. The background assumption
is that they are the outcome of various types of social interaction.
As seen from the opposite point of view, the global trends shape the
present day social reality and will fundamentally affect the future
social interactions.

The intensive research invested in these and in related issues
has identified four global trends shaping the situation of localities,
national societies, macro-regions and the global society. The
trends are also responsible for the current situation and the
prospects of social change and development at these structural
levels. The trends have been defined as upgrading the rationality of
organizations, individualization, spreading of instrumental activism
and universalization of value-normative systems. The studies on the
controversial interactions in each of these global trends as well as
between them facilitate the differentiated diagnosis of contemporary
social situations at various social structural levels substantially.

The long shadow of the intellectual heritage of Max Weber and
Talcott Parsons falls on every effort to discuss and resolve the above
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fundamental problems of sociological theorizing and research. At
present it is a common professional habit of sociologists to refer to
the works of both classics in order to verify or falsify the orientation
or results of their own studies. On numerous places in the present
book one may notice this link which determines the contours of
the disciplinary identity of sociology and the professional identity
of sociologists. The strengthening and development of this identity
requires permanent renewals of the sociological conceptual
frameworks in correspondence with the development of social reality
and the knowledge about it.

The efforts to achieve this result are directed towards the
development and use of the conceptual framework of social
interaction in coordination with the development and use of
concepts of global trends and their interactions. The productive
potential of this conceptual innovation has been verified in the
analysis of the causes and effects of the recent global financial and
economic crisis and the Eastern European societal transformations.
The tests consistently show that the suggested conceptual synthesis
makes surprising systematic and informative outcomes possible. The
probability that the new conceptual models will establish themselves
as a breakthrough in sociological theory and methodology, in
theoretically guided empirical studies and in the upgrading of their
practical relevance is pretty high. This development would bring
about new quality in putting diagnoses on social situations at different
structural levels as well as a more efficient practical management of
the situations.

The scientific and practical effects of the suggested conceptual
innovation might be best understood by analyzing situations in
which advances in sociological knowledge are being prepared
and achieved. The guiding assumption of such analyses is that the
advances are the outcome of the efforts of individual sociologists
to carefully study achievements, failures, sufferings and sacrifices of
human beings under the impact of environmental, technological,
economic, political and cultural structures. They exert their impacts
on sociologists and sociological institutions via formal and informal
organizations. For the purpose of doing sociology sociologists rely
on the knowledge, values, norms and practical skills acquired in
their socialization. Still another group of factors determining the
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advancement of sociological knowledge consists of the socially
modified inborn intelligence, emotions and will of sociologists.
The close attention to all these factors and their interactions is the
key to the precise understanding of the links between social and
intellectual processes shaping the vocation of sociologists. This result
cannot be properly understood by focusing on the often debated but
not particularly meaningful platform of ,sociology as a vocation®. The
question immediately arises: Which sociology? Is this the sociology
of the thousands professionals living from the discipline? Or the
sociology of the few who really live for sociology? These are divisive
questions debated in the national and international communities of
sociologists. Everybody of their members has the right of having his
or her opinion on these sensitive issues. The answers suggested in
the book are based on the analysis of an individual case of ,doing
sociology* by living for sociology.



