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MPOCTOP KAO ®NJTO3O0ODPCKA N TEOIMPAD®CKA KATEIMOPUNIA

ANCTPaKT:

Y o0BOM pagy ayTop pacrpas/ba O KOHLeNTyanusauum npoctopa y reorpaguju. MnaBHa naxba
KOHLeHTpMCaHa je Ha NojMoBe arcosyTHOr, PenaTUBHOr U PenaTMBUCTUYKOr NPOCTOPa, NOTOM Ha reorpagpujy
Kao XOPOJIOLIKY HayKy, permoHanvsam 1 ekcuenuuoHanusam y reorpagmjn. OCuM XOpO/oLLKe KOHLEeNLuje,
pasMOTpeHe Cy jow TpW KOHLernuuje npocTopa - Ky/NTYpHW Mej3ax, NpoCTop Kao COuujasHUM MpOu3BOL,
M npocTop kao npoussog Mohwu. OBaj Mocnefwu y CBOjOj eBOMyUMjuU MMa Bulle (hasa - hasy TepuTopwuja,
(hasy ympexkaBawa, (pasy cajbep npoctopa U Ha Kpajy cTBapare ,,Jefana” iy naBupuHTa. Y 3akbyuky, cBe
noctojehe KoHUeNTyanu3alumje NpocTopa Ce CBOAE Ha ABa acnekra: OHTOMOWKU (06jeKTUBHU) U MaeanHu
(cy6jeKTu1BHM).
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SPACE AS A PHILOSOPHICAL AND GEOGRAPHIC CATEGORY

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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YBog

MpocTop 1 Bpeme cy opme MocTojawa mare-
pvje, 1 360r Tora cy oBe KaTeropuje OCHOBa CBUX
CUCTEMA MMLL/bEHA. Y CBAKOj HayLy MpOCTOPHU
npucTyn je cneunguyan, JoTu4ye Apyradunjy KoHuen-
umjy npoctopa. Mnak HUKO Tako CHaXHO Kao reor-
pagu Huje TeXMo fa CTBOpPU Of NpocTopa aTpudyTe
CBOje Hayke.

eorpaty KOHLEHTPULLY FNaBHY NaXty Ha Tpu
KOHUenTa: npocTop (space), mecTo (place) n oko-
NMHa unn cpeguHa (environment). To cy Beoma 3Ha-
YajHe peuu, ca ofrosapajyhviM HayUHUM 3HAYEHEM.
leorpacu ysumajy jeaHy Of OBe TPU peunm U KOH-
CTPyVLLY YMTaBe HayuyHe AUCLMUMMHE OKO HuX. Ha
npumep pey NpocTop, Ofpaxasa uAejy reorpaduije
Kao YMCTO MPOCTOPHE Hayke. Pey MecToO, Koja noTu-
Ye U3 KOHTEKCTa CTape peym ,,pernoH”, je Tpaguuno-
Ha/lHa njeja U3 Koje je faHac 0XMB/bEHO LIEHTPa/IHO
jesrpo reorpaguje y HoBoM 061Ky, Kao LUTO je Au-
CKypC ,,JJIOKaNHOCTN® 1 ,,MmecTa“ n ngeja 138. ,,HOBE"
pervnoHanHe reorpaguje. Peu okonuHa (cpegviHa) je
[yro npuenaynna naxmwy reorpada, NOCe6HO OHUX
Koju ce 6aBe (hmsmukom reorpadmjom, Koju cy go-
KyCMpaHW Ha OHe MpoLiece Koju 06AMKYjy (husnuke
n 6uonowwke npegene (nejsax, landscape), noce6HoO
Kao KOHCeKBeHLa /byACKMX aKTMBHOCTW. OBge Ta-
Kohe cycpehemo reorpage Koju Texe fa geuHuily
reorpadujy Kao cTyauj ,,3emsbe u byan* unm 3emsbe,
Kao ,,40Ma 4yoBeka“.

leorpatnja Kao AUCLMNAMHA JaHac ce ocnamwa
Ha CBa TPW 0f OBMX KOHLEMNara CUMY/TaHO W CBaka
jenHOCTpaHOCT orpaHuWyaBa yCnex Uan Bogu y Hey-
cnex uctpaxusamwa. OBa TPy KOHLeNTa gaHac nmajy
cBe Behu 3Hauaj y Teopuju coumjanHux n gpyLuTee-
HMX Hayka. Lin/b oBOra pajaje fa KOHLeHTpuLLe na-
XHY Camo Ha NpBMW 0f 0Ba TPU KOHLeMTa - NpocTop,
6e3 yK/byuuBara KOHUENTa BPeMeHa, C Hajom ja
he uMTaoum yxBaTUTW HEKM CMMCA0 U Besy M3Mehy
CXBaTHa NPoOCTOpa, MecTa U CpeamHe.

AMNCONYTHW 1 pPenaTMBHU NPOCTOP

3a reorpaujy cy BaxxHe Tpu JOMUHAHTHe Ujeje
0 npupogM npocTopa M BpeMeHa. Teopuja amnco-
NYTHOr NPOCTOpa Ce YrNaBHOM Be3yje 3a KNacuyHy
MexaHWKy 1 HbyTHOBY (m3mky. PenaTveHa Teopuja
je uBpCTO BesaHa 3a Teopujy Anbeprta AjHLUTAjHA.
Tpeha je penaTuBUCTUYKA KOHLIeMLMja Koja notuye
og 1ajoéHuua, ann Kojajow uma cnegbeHnke y guno-

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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30bckmMm pafosuma Andgpesa H. BajTxajga n Xex-
puja Netespa.

Opn HbyTHa noTuye pas/vKoBake arcosiyTHor
M penaTMBHOI MPOCTOPa, LUTO je CTBap 0f npBopas-
pefHoOr 3Havaja 3a MEeTOLOMOMNjy CaBpeMeHe reorpa-
thnje. hopgaHo BpyHo je cmaTpao fa npocTop uma
CBOjCTBO 6ECKOHAYHOCTU W BEYHOCTU. ,,BeCKOHauYHU
npocTtop objapeH je GeCKOHAYHUM CBOjCTBOM a Y
6eCKOHa4YHOM CBOjCTBY C/naBU Ce BECKOHaYHW YMWH
nocrtojawa” (hopgaHo BpyHo, uut. Kostof, 1985,
537). HbyTH je cxBaTao MPOCTOP Kao anconyTaH,
6eckoHayaH v npasaH. o wemy, NpocTop, BpeMe K
Matepmja cy MehycoOGHO He3aBUCHe Kateropuje. Y
anconyTHOj KOHUenumju ce cmatpa, ga MpocTop u
BpeMe MOoCTOje He3aBMCHO 0f, 610 Kor npoueca Koju
Ce Aewwasay tuma. [pocTop v Bpeme cy matepujan-
He TBOpPEeBMHe, MehyCOOHO He3aBUCHE, YHYTap Kojux
ce fellaBajy Heku npouecu. MpocTop 3a cebe je kao
npasaH ,,KOHTejHep* Uau ,,CrpemMuLlTe” y Kojem ce
Hanase matepumjanHa Tena. tbyTHOBa KOHUenuuja
npocTopa Malo je KOpUCHa 3a ApYLUTBEHY reorpa-
thujy. Ta KOHUemNuMja je Halina BenKY MpUMeHy Yy
MEXaHULUW N UHXEeHepCTBY, TECHO Be3aHUM ca Tex-
HO/OLLKOM MPaKCoM MOAEPHOr KanuTanusma. Hbyt-
HOB MOr/ief NOCTao je LOMMHAHTaH MocebHo nocne
reHnjanHe KaHToBe MHTepBeHUMje, Kaja je moaudu-
KOBaH ¥ npeuunwheH of KOHTpagnKLUuja.

JlajoHunuoB npurosop HbyTHY je fa anconyt-
Ha Teopuja NpaBM yTUCak Kao Aa je bor foumpaH y
NPOCTOPY W BpeMeHy W 360r Tora, Jakse, NpocTop u
BpeMe ersucTmpajy anpuopu y ogHocy Ha bora. Taj
3aK/byyaK Harnawlasa TeO/IOWKY eneMeHT. J1aj6HuL
je 3acTynao penaTWBACTMYKO FNeauLITe - NpocTop
je HewTo WTo nocToju Mehy pasHUM Tenuma, A0K
nocToje Ta Tena (3Haun KoHayaH), a bor je ancony-
TaH ¥ u3BaH npoctopa. o wemy, NpocTop je cKyn
y3ajaMHMX UHTepakumja 0bjekaTta, OrpaHNYEeHNX Ha-
YMHOM HUXO0BOI pasMellTaja. CBaku npouec npous-
BOAM CBOj BNacTWTW NPOCTOP W Bpeme. Vima MHOro
,»MOryhux cBeToBa“, KOMMKO 1 pa3nMumTiX NpoLeca,
KOju CTBapajy noTrnyHo pasuynte nNpocTope y Koju-
Ma ersuctupajy. 3ato bor moxe ga 6upa Hajbossu of
CBMX MOryhmx CBETOBa y AW3ajHMpary cafallmer
CBETA Y KOjeM MM XXWBWUMO, U O KOjeM HbyTH uma
TayHe oncepsaumje. Maja MU XXMBMMO y CBETY KOju
Ce KapakTepuile jefJHUM MPOCTOPOM U BPEMEHOM,
TO je camo jefaH of moryhux cBeToBa Kojer je u3a-
6pao bor. MNeguwTe JlajoHMuUa NpeTnocTas/ba, .42
je npoctop npoussos MehygejcTBa Mehy Taukama
pasmewTaja objekata® (Mpuddmt 4. A., 1982, 102),
»M YK/byuyje, Ha Taj HauvH, U bYTHOBCKM NpucTyn”

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 aworld that is characterized by a space
and time, it’sjust 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 (MupoHeHko H. C., 1993, 52 - 53).
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(MupoHeHko H. C., 1993, 52-53).

Naj6bHnL, OTKprBa MaeannucTuuke MoryhHocTu
MYNTUNAWKaLuje NpocTopa, LUTO Ce 04paswio Ha
MapKCUCTUYKMN NPaKTUUYHN peann3am W KOHUenuujy
LpyLITBEHEe npoaykuuje npoctopa. A. H. BajTxajg
pasBuja peanucTnuky nosmuunjy pasnuunty og /ajo-
HMUa, Ja cy Ta MynTUNAMUMpara NpocTopa u Bpe-
MeHa y aKTye/IHOM CBETY NPUCYTHa BULLE HEro KOH-
Lenumje npocTopa byTHa nnn AjHwTajHa. BajTxajg
YBOAM MOjaM ,,KOHFpeueHLe", pa3maTpa Kako npo-
CTOpP ¥ BpeMe KOju NOTWYy 0f pasiMunTux npoLeca
NnoBe3yjy W reHepuLly ,,KOHrpeaueHLy* U KOXepeH-
unjy. Ty 3ago6ujajy 3Hauaj KomyHukaumje. Ta ngeja
KOMYHMKaLMja MOXe Ce MOBe3aTh ca TEOpNjoM KoMy-
HMKaTVBHE akuuje Xabepmaca, Koju, Kpo3 Ty Teopujy
feduHuwwe naejy o opMuparsy HeKor nMpoCcTOpHOT
M BPEMEHCKOI MOpeTKa Yy CBETY, Ha OCHOBY Jby/CKe
KOMYHVKaTUBHe akuumje. Tako je faTa y OCHOBHUM
upTama metauanuka 6aza 3a Te3y O ApPYLUTBEHO]
(couujanHoj) Npom3BOAHM MPOCTOPA U COLUjaSTHUM
KOH(NKTUMA Y feuHKCaky NpocTopa U BpeMeHa.
CnnyHnmM nuTamwymMa ce 6aBno n XeHpu Jledesp y
CBOjUM pajoBMma 0 NPoAyKUMju npocTopa.

Heobn4HO 3HauajHW 3a XyMaHWUCTWUUKY re-
orpagmjy, Koja je uspacna Ha 11y peHoMeHosnoruje,
6vnn cy nornegn MmaHyena KaHta o npocTopy Kao
MHTYUTUMBHOM npoussofy. KaHT fepeudmkyje (ae-
MaTtepujanunsyje) NnpocTop v BpeMe v pasasaja ux. OH
je cmaTpao fa npocTop Huje cyncraHua (Kao Hu Bpe-
ME), HEro anpuopHM 3HaK YHYTpallkbuX penauwja,
KOjU He NpoWUCTUYe M3 UCKYCTBA, HEro je yHuBep3a-
naH. TpocTop koa KaHTa je cuHTesa cyncTaHumjan-
HWUX 1 penaTMBHMX KOHLeNumja. KaHToBM CTaBOBM y
MOYETKY HEroBor paga ounm cy camyumn Jlaj6Huuo-
BUM. 3aTuM je Mano KacHuje (1765-70) npuxeaTno
HbyTHOBE MAeje jep cy My u3rnejane Hay4yHo 3a-
CHOBaHe y obnactun usmke. Kaga je noyeo fa nuuie
cBojy ,,Kputuky unctor yma“, KaHT je Taga, noce6-
HO Mof yTuLajeM eHrneckux emnupuyapa Jloka, bep-
Knnja n Xjyma, MoHOBO pasMoTpuo NuTakba BpeMeHa
1 npocTopa. OH je TO YYMHNO Ha OpUTUHANaH HauuH,
M3HOCERM MULL/BEHE Aa CY NPOCTOP U BpeMe M/og
TPaHCUeHAEHTAIHUX UHTYMLM]ja U fa NpeLcTaB/bajy
anpuopHe Karteropuje y OfHOCY Ha UCKYCTBO (4yn-
HOCT), LUTO 3Ha4M Aa je HEMCTUHMTA TBPAbA Aa Halle
rovmMare NpocTopa 1 BPeMeHa NPonCcTUYe 13 UCKY-
ctBa. Mo KaHTy, Hawa cxsatawa npoctopa U Bpe-
MeHa MpeAcTaB/bajy YCN0Be CBakKoOl MCKYCTBa T. j.
LoXuB/baja ceeTa. pema TOMe, HU jeHO WCKYCTBO
HWje y CTawy [a [OKaXe WM OMOBPrHe NocTojame
anconyTHOr BpeMeHa WaM NpocTopa, MowTo 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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M NpoCTOp NpeAcTas/bajy YnpasBo YCNOBE CBaKor
MCKYCTBa, Ma KakBO OHO 6uno. To npefcras/ba fe-
pendurKoBare NpocTopa 1 BpeMeHa. Mehytum, Tme
Ce y UCTU Max, Y NoapyYjy (umsunke, byTHOBMM CxBa-
TawkMMa MpocTopa W BpeMeHa npuiaje anconyTHa
BPeHOCT Koja Ce 1 cama Hanasu C OHe cTpaHe 6uno
Kaksor uckycTea. lNpema Tome, KaHT je noyeTkom
XIX Beka (popMynucao Heky BPCTY XUNEpHYTHOB-
CKOI yyewa Koje he yTuuaTh Ha CBe OHe Koju cy Yy
XIX Beky pasmuws/bann 0 npobnemy npocTopa u
BpeMeHa.

Y AjHWTAjHOBOj (hU3NLM, MpPesMeTn ersucTu-
pajy y YeTmpu AMMeH3uje - TPWU NPOCTOPHe U jefHOj
BPEMEHCKO]j, Tako fa je CBET Yy KOjeM XVBUMO CBET
»Bpeme-npocropa“. No3HaTo je, faje cam AjHLITajH
pa3fMKoBao Tpu rnojma npocTopa: 1. Mecto oapeheHor
Has3uBa, 2. ANColyTHU NpocTop, 1 3. YeTBOPOAUMEH-
310HaIHM M0jaM penaTuMBHOr npocTopa. Y Teopuju
penaTuBMTETA, BPeMe W NPOCTOP CYy HepacKuavBo
MoBe3aHu C MaTepujoM, CIMYHO Kao LITO CY HEOABOjU-
BU matepuja (Maca Kao Mepa eHepruje Tena) u Kpe-
Tate (eHeprvja Kao Mepa KpeTamwa martepuje). Ha Ty
reorpaguje AjHLWITajH MNaK HXUje MHOro NOMOrao.

KBaHTHa MexaHvKa onucyje objekte y npocTop-
HO-BPEMEHCKOM KOHTUHYYMY. 3a WCTpaXKuBawe 3e-
Ma/bCKMX Tena (u3nyap KOPUCTU ancTpakTHe Nnojmo-
Be eYK/IMACKOT MPOCTOpa; ancTpakTHe 3aTo LTO, 1aKo
je eyknuackm npoctop 6ecKoHavaH, Ta 6eCKOHauYHOCT
je marematmyka anctpakuuja. Y Besu ¢ TUM CTBapHU
(hM3NYKM NPOCTOP HUje KOHayaH Uy 6eckoHavaH cam
rno cebu, Hero camo ca rneguiiTa Ha ogpeheHe ycnose
N BPCTY reomMeTpujckmx nojMmosa. MpocTop y reome-
Tpuju JlobayeBCKOr MMa BeOMa HeObM4YHa CBOjCTBA,
KOja TeWKO MOXeMo cebu npefctaBuTu - da ce na-
pafiefiHe NIMHKje CeKy, Aa Cyma yrioBsay Tpoyriy Huje
1800m1 T. . Y eyKnuAcKoj reometpuju (Unm 06UYHOj)
CBOjCTBA NMPOCTOPA He NPOTUBYPEYE UCKYCTBY YOBEKA.
To ce MoX[a YMHY NapafoKCa/IHUM Ha TNy reorpadumje,
an Unak 10 HKje napafoKe ako pasmarpamo npobnem
Ha T/Ty MaTeMaTUuKuX ancTpakuuja. "eorpadcku npo-
CTOp je KOHKpeTaH CTPYKTyupaH NpocTop Koju mMma
CBOjy MOCe6HY NormKy, Kojy mpoy4aBa reorpadmja.
leorpatn pasmuLLbajy 0 NPOCTOpY Y KaTeropujama
eYK/MACKe reoveTpuje 1 [lekapToBOr KoopAvHaTHOr
cucTema, oK Cy Apyre ersakTHe Hayke 1 TeXHWUYKa pe-
Lera 6a3npaHn Ha HYTHOBCKOM MOMMay NpocTopa.
Ca nojmom npocTopa y TpaAuuMoHanHoj reorpagujm
MaJ10 3ajefHYKOr UMajy BULLIEAVMEH3NOHANHW MNPo-
cTopu. LUTO je 4yaHO, TPOAMMEH3NOHANHW MPOCTOP
(,,reorpadhckn npocTop™) je NpUMereH Uy Teopuju
nHhopMaumja (NprHUMN XajreHca).

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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Meorpagmja Kao xoposoLuKa Hayka

Xoponorujy He Tpeba MeLLaTn ¢ Xoporpagujom.
Mojam xoporpaduije yBeo je Knayauje Mronemej (Il
B.), fIOK XOPO/IOLLIKa KOHLEmMLuja noTnuye Henocpea-
HO 13 dwmnosotuje MimaHyena KaHTa. CylituHa xo-
POJIOLLKE KOHLenuuje, Ynju je npesctaBHUK Andpes
XeTHep (1927), je cno3Haja 3eMa/bCKe MOBPLUUHE Y
HEHUM NPOCTOPHUM pasnnkama. Linu/b XoponoLuke
KOHUenuuje, npema XeTHepy, je pasmeLuTaj npupoa-
HWX Mojasa y NpocTopy Ha 3emsbu, TO jecT ,,CNo3Haja
KapakTepa 3ema/ba M MecTa, Koja nonasu 0f CXBa-
Takba KOersucteHuuje n mehyaejctea pasnuUTUX
LapcTasa MpUpoAe U BUXOBUX PasNUUNTUX (HOPMH,
a Takohe cnosHaja 4nMTaBe 3eMasbCKe MOBPLUVHE
Yy HheHOM MpUPOAHOM pallyfiarbaBarwy Ha [efioBe
cBeTa, npegene un nokanutete (CettHep A., 1930,
120). MNpema Tome, y reorpagmju, jefMHO NpocTop
Mopa 6UTK NpeaMeT UCTPaXKMBama; AY>XXHU CMO Aa
046aunMo ,,MaTepujasHy Tauky rnefama’, To 3Hauu,
MOpa Hac MHTepecoBaTtu, Kako je NcnykweH npocTop,
a He Mak yvme. .Y HaumHy aHanu3vpara - nucao je
XeTHep -reorpaguja He cMe 6UTK MNaK Hayka o pac-
nopegy pasnnumTux objekaTa Npema MecTuma, Hero
HayKa O UCMYHEHOCTU npocTopa. To je npocTopHa
HayKa 'y OHOM CMUC/TY, Y KOjeM je McTopuja BpeMeHc-
Ka Hayka“ (leTTHep A, 1930, 115).

To je BaXaH METOJO/OLIKM TMPEOKPET, jep cy
reorpady [o Tafa pasmarpaniv 3eMasbCKM MPoOCTop
€amo Kao OCHOBY, Ha K0joj Ce U3y4aBasia Heka rnojasa,
a He Kao 06jeKT 1 npeaMeT ucTpaxusamwa. Pa3sojem
XOPO/IOLLKe nieje, reorpaguja ce of Hayke 0 pasmeLu-
Tajy objekaTa npeTBOpUNay ,,HayKy 0 UCMYHEHOCTH
npoctopa“. Ha Taj HauuH, ycnes CBOjUX KOHCTPYK-
umja A. XeTHep je M3BeO 3aK/byyak, Aa NpeameT re-
orpaduje jecy npoctopHe penauuje. Kako unak fe-
(hMHWCaTM MPOCTOP, & TUM BULLIE HErOBe penaunje?
Ha Tom mecTy A. XeTHep Ce ocnarba Ha marepujy,
L,CNyWTa ce* Ha wy. Y KO/MKO UNaK - MNULLe OH -
MPOCTOPHE penatyje HACY HULLITa APYro Hero YMCTo
(hopmaiHe penauuje, 3Hayaj camocTasHUX 0o6wujajy
NCK/bYUMBO KPO3 CBOje MaTtepujanHe (PyHKUUje, Kao
MeCTO MOCTOjarba CUPOBMHA W eHepruje, cTaHUWTe
W apeHa JenaTtHOCTW XXMUBMX buha, Gurbaka 1 XXMBO-
TUHA, a Takohe 1 YyoBeKa. 3aTo0 MOXEeMO cMaTpaTu 3a
Neny, Wako He eneraHTHy, feumHuunjy reorpaduje
Kao Hayke 0 NPOCTOPY 3eMa/bCKe MOBPLUNHE C HEro-
BUM maTepujanHum cagpxajem” (FettHep A, 1930,
123).

Mpeamet reorpaduje A. XeTHep je femHuUcao
Kao CKyn [Bajy 3afaraka: npoy4asare MpPOCTOPHMX

Geography as a Chorological Science

Horology should not be confused with cho-
rography. The term chorography introduced
Claudius Ptolemy (1l 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” (FetTHep 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'eTTHep
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” (FeTTHep A, 1930, 123).

A subject of geography Hetner defined as a
set of two tasks: the study of spatial differenc-
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pas/nnka 3eMa/bCke MOBPLUMHE U NpOyYaBare CTPYK-
Type VHAMBUAYANHUTX MPOCTOPa, UK pernoHanmnsa-
umja. Kao wro ce Bpeme Aenun Ha nepuofe, Tako ce u
MPOCTOpP A€ Ha pervoHe. ,,CBako MECTO Ha 3eM/bi
WAW NOKanuTeT MMa CBOJY WHAMBUAYANHOCT, Koja
Ce ucrnosbaea 'y CBUM LLapCTBMMa NPUPoAe; yrnopeso
pasMmeLUTeHa MecTa Ha 3eM/bu 06pa3yjy KOMMeKCe,
Koje MW, C 063MPOM Ha HUXOBY BENMUMHY, Ha3MBa-
MO 3eM/bama, naHAawapTnma (npegenuma), 4enosu-
Ma CBeTa. YCnocTaB/bate naHgwadra u nogena 3e-
M/bMHE NOBPLUNHE JeCT 1U3pa3 Halle Hay4yHe Cro3Haje
3eMa/bCKe MOBPLUMHE U UCTOBPEMEHO MPETMOCTaBKa
pervmoHaaHo-reorpa)ckor manarama... Hayka y ue-
NVHN MOpa fa NOoKyLla NyTem CTPOre HayyHe aHau-
3e [ja CXBaTW Pasnke v y3ajaMHe OfHOCe 3eMasbCKMX
MPOCTOpa Yy HMXOBOj Y3POUHO] YC/OB/LEHOCTU W fa
[ia CBOj AOMPMHOC y caMuM MPUHLMNUMA Nojene 3e-
MasbCKe nospLunHe” (MeTTHep A, 1930, 265).

XeTHep je cmaTtpao fa he Ha Taj Ha4uH ycreTtu
[la KOHKpeTu3yje cBoOje Mornefe Ha npeagmeT reor-
patmje. Mnak, ncTuHa ce nokasana gpyraydvjom. Y
CaMUM HEroBuMM MorjedvMma Ha npeaMeT reorpa-
thuje 6una je cagp)kaHa npoTuBypeyHocT. C jefHe
CTpaHe npeameT reorpaguje 61UN0 je UCTpaxKMBatbe
MPOCTOPHMX pefaunja ¢ UCKIbYUereM ,MatepujanHe
Tauke rnefawa” a ¢ Apyre nak cTpaHe, Te penayuje
[Lobujajy camoCTasiHO 3Hayere caMo 3axBasbyjyhu
mMaTepujanHoM cagpxajy. [pyrayunje He Moxe 6uTH -
TO, LUTO je HepacknaMBO 06jEKTMBHO, He MOXEe 6UTK
CNO3HaTO 3axBasbyjyhy BellTaukoM pasfBajaky Ha
nojedviHe enemeHTe, acrekTe WM Tauke rneguwita
(MykuTaHos, 1979, 187).

MeTogooLWKa rpelka KoHenumje XeTHepa ca-
CTOju ce y TOMe, LITO Npu ob6jalirery MehycoBHUX
Besa reorpag)ckux rojaea OHa Monasn 0f HMWUXOBE
Bese ca ofpeheHOM jeAVHULOM MPOCTOpa Kao of
Bogeher dpaktopa. Mehy3aBUCHOCT Ce Ha Taj HauuH
CBOAMMA HA Cno/balltbe KapakTepucTuke a He Ha
YHYTpaLlkbe, FreHeTCKe M y3pOUHO-NOCNeANYHe Be3e.
TakBa KoHLenuuja 6rnaje norogHa 3a BojHy reorpa-
thujy, anm He 1 3a Hay4HO Objallbere. XOponoLKa
reorpafujaje TMnuyHa ,,reorpaguja objekara” (npu-
POAHMX W APYLUTBEHUX).

Mpema yuerwy XeTHepa y Kwbusm ,,I'eorpaguja“
(1927), oBa Hayka ce fefnv Ha ABa fena: onwity u
pervnoHanHy reorpaujy. OH u3fBaja 1 Tpehu feo -
ynopeaHy pernoHanHy reorpadujy, anv ra He cmarpa
CYLUTMHCKMM. PernoHanHa reorpaguja nsyvasa Ka-
pakTepuCcTUKe MOojeAnHUX ApXasa W npefena y no-
rnefy CBEYKYMHOCTW Mojasa y wuUMa, pasmartpajyhu
CBaKy 3eM/by W CBaku npeneo (pervjy) Kao Heky

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 (leTTHep 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 (MykutaHos, 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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LIe/IMHY Koja He MOXe 6WTW paluynareHa Ha Leno-
Be. 3aTo nojeAuHe AUCLMNIMHE Kao 300reorpaguja,
thmToreorpaduja, reorpauja CTaHOBHULLITBA, NOAN-
TUYKa reorpaguja, mory 6UT1 camo [enoBu OMLITe
reorpagumje. M3syuaBare NPOCTOPHOr pasMeluTaja
nojeauHKX rpyna nojaea y rpaHuuama gare fpxa-
Be WNW npefjena y pernoHasnHoj reorpamju moxe
Ce BPLUMTK CaMo y BE3U C U3yyaBarem CBUX APYrnx
nojaBa Koje KapakTepuLly Ty 3eMsby WKM Taj npeseo.
Be3 Tora oHa rybu cBoj XOPOJIOLLKM KapakTep v npe-
CTaje 6uTn reorpagmja, Beh nocraje reo6oTaHvKa,
reo3oonoruja, reononnTuKa u T. 4., U Npenasu y ca-
CTaB ofrosapajyhux cycefHuUX Hayka.

EBosyLMja XOpOIOLWKOr NPUCTYMa - NPUHLAN
pervioHanun3mMa

Cse o XIX Beka reorpagu HUCy pallynarasa-
nu npocTop. MocTeneHo cy ce 3Hawa LWMpuna, obje-
Ovrbasana “nokanHe” v wupe “pervoHanHe” npo-
cTope. MpocTopHe LenuHe (peruje, naHawagTu) cy
BeLUTayKy pas3fBOjeHN U N1ako je foKasaTh ga ux ce
MOXE U3ABOjUTU NPaKTUYHO 6eckoHadaH 6poj. eor-
pagm cy ,,CTBOPUIN® CBOjCTBO PETMOHANHOCT .

,INOLLTO je pernoHanusauuja nogena seMasbcke
MoBpLUMHE, TO UCKPCaBa NuTake O NPUPOLHOj W Be-
LUTAYKOj NOAeNU UK, y CaBpPeMeHUM TepMUHUMA, O
Cy6jeKTUBHOCTU 1 06jeKTUBHOCTU pernoHanusawmje.
OfcycTBO cneuuduke pervoHam3aumiie Kao 4mncTo
reorpagcke maeje u reorpadckor nojma Hasogu A.
XeTHepa fa y3uma y 063up cBe Nofenie 3eMa/bCKe
MoBpLUMHE, YK/bY4YYyjyhn MOMUTUUKE U [pXKaBHE.
MowTo je HejacHa crneymguka permoHanmnsauuje, To
MWTawe HE Haa3n HayyHo peLlere Y OKBMpMMA XO-
ponoLuKe KoHuenuumje* (3amatuH H. 4., 1999., 7).

MpuHUMN pervoHanu3Ma nopapasymesa crie-
UMUYHO TepuUTOpujanHO jeamHCTBO, ,,LeNInHy"
NMPUPOAHMX U APYLITBEHUX nojaBa. OpurvHanHa
reorpacka KoHuenuuja ,,uennHe" je y CyLlTUHU UH-
TYUTUBHA KOHLenumja hyHKLMOHANHOT pernoxa, 3a-
CHOBaHa y (hpaHLyCKOj LLIKONN ,,reorpauje yoBeka“
(Bugan ge na bnaw v gpyrun). ®yHKUUOHANHW peru-
OH je CKyn 06jekaTa, MPUPOAHMX N aHTPOMOreHNX,
KOju NoCToje Ha TepUTOPUjanHO AeuHMCAHOM Aeny
NnoBpLUMHE 3eMsbe, PYHKLMOHANHO NOBE3aHUX Y jes-
Hy UenuHy. PervoH mMoxe 6uUTtK ¢opmasiHu (3acHo-
BaH Ha MeTofy Crno3Haje), hyHKLUMOHaNHN (3aCHOBaH
Ha KpuTepujymy notpe6a) u nnaHepcku (3acHoBaH
Ha /by[CKoj npakcu). Apyrum peunma, ,,pervoH” je
WHCTPYMEHTa/IHW KOHLEMT KOjU CNYXM 3a CUCTeMa-

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 (
3amaTtuH 4., 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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TU3aLunjy enemeHarta YOBEKOBE OKO/MHe ((hopmanuH
pernoH); ,,pernoH" je Takohe 06jekTMBHO noctojeha
Lle/IMHA Y YOBEKOBOj OKONMMHU ((DYHKLMOHAHW peru-
OH); ,,PErMOH" je 1 HaUMH paja YoBeKa, KOju CNyXu
3a npunarohjaBarbe OKOMUHE WM HEHO Mehare Y
LWy 3a/10BO/baBakba Notpeba (N1aHepCKU PervuoH).
Y nocnefweM 3Hadewy TO je TBOpPeBMHa Koja Mma
mMaTepujaIMCcTUYKe U XyMaHUCTUYKE OCHOBE.

Prvuapg XapTtwopH (1939), koju je 3acTynao
nornege Te BpCTe, CMATPao je Aa je npegmeT reor-
pauje KOHKPETHW MaTepujasiHh 3eMasbCKU Mpo-
CTOp, & He ancTpakTHW npocTop. WMHTepnpeTtauuja
XapTLWwopHa, Koja He arnconyTusyje NpocTop y re-
orpagmju, npeacTaB/ba HajpalluMpeHunje KnacuyHo
cXBaTarbe Y CBECTM MPOCEYHOr reorpada. XapTLwopH
(1950) cmatpa ga cy peanHo noctojehu pervioHu
caMo Ap>kaBe, a CBW OCTa/IN CY UHTeNeKTyanHe TBO-
peBvHe. XapTLWOpH Y Kwin3u ,,Mpupoga reorpaguje’
ofbauyje Tesy o peruju unu npegeny (naHgwagpry)
Kao LeNoBUTOj TBOPEBWMHM, npunucyjyhu cBojcT-
BO LEIOBUTOCTU CamMoO OGMONOLIKMM OpraHn3MUMa.
PernoHanusam kao (hopMa pervoHasHor npasua y
CA/, kapakTtepuie ce emnupusmom (6e3 063upa Ha
MHOLUTBO TEOPUjCKMX pajoBa), pasmarparbem peru-
OHa Kao TepuTopuje, Ha KOjoj KOersucTupajy Hajpas-
HOBpPCHUje nojaBe 1 3aKOHOMepHOCTU. Ocnamare Ha
Mefy3aBUCHOCT, Koja MocToju n3mehy TMX nojasa, He
peLuaBajy npobsieM, jep CYLUTUHCKO Ce He 0fBaja 0f
HECYLUTUHCKOT, HeMpaBW/IHO Ce U3fBaja KpUTepujym
reorpauyHocTn objekata. CTBap Huje MpocTo Yy
Mefy3aBMCHOCTMMa, HEro y Be3ama Koje cTBapajy
oApeheHn TUM LENOBUTOCTU. AHanuse Mpexe ys3-
pOYHO-MocneanYHMX Be3a Ha oapeheHoj TepuTopuju
(nocebHO Kaaaje pey 0 of4HOCMMA ApYLUTBA U NPUPO-
[ie), 6e3 KBaMTaTUBHUX UCTPaXKMBaHA LIeN0BUTOCTH
npegmeTa M HeroBmMx PasHOBPCHMX CBOjCTaBa, BOAM
Ka NpUHUMNY MHAMBUAYaNM3aLmje Uam yHUKaaHoCcTu
y reorpaguju (XapTwWwOopH), Ka ogpuuary npuMeru-
BOCTM 3aKOHa Ha reorpadcke o06jekte (American
geography and prospect, 1954).

EkcuenumoHanusam y reorpaguju

XOMOreHOCT NMpPOCTOpa Ce Hapyluasa Yy reorpa-
(humjun Kafa ce ofpefleHN HEeroBmn [en0BM MapKupajy u
Y BUX Ce cMeLTajy ogpeheHn maTepujaiHn 06jeKTu.
3aT0 ce MpoCToOp pas/nMKyje of mMecTa Ao Mecta. @.
K. LWedep je 610 3aroBOPHUK eKCLEMNLMOHANN3MA,
Wnn nornefa fa reorpaguja Kao NpocTopHa Hayka He
MOXe 6UTK orpaHMyeHa Ha cKyn objekara, 360r yera

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 fedmHuncaTn y nornegy cagpxaja (npeg-
MeTa), Hero y mornegy metoga. lNpema Tome, reor-
pathmja je yCTaHOB/bEHA HE HA OHTOJ/IOLIKO] OCHOBM,
Beh Ha enMCTEMONOLLKO], KOja MPOUCTUYE U3 HAUMHA
cxBaTarta M objallmera MnpegmeTa UCTPaXKMBatba.
Enuctemonowkn npuctyn AeduHucany npegme-
Ta nonasu of Cyb6jekTa, Tj. YOBEKa, Koju je cybjekT
N 06jeKT UCTpaXKMBara UCTOBpPeMeHO. Kputepujym
reorpaMyHOCTU TPaXu Ce y MeTody, Tj. HAYUHY or-
cepsaumje, objallberba U UHTeprpeTaluje - permo-
HasHOM, KapTorpadickom, KOMMNIEKCHOM reocucTeM-
ckom (Mpumh M., 2007, 49-57).

EkcuenumoHanusam MpeHoCM TeXulTe ca
objekTa reorpaguje Ha NuTaka HayyHe MeToge. Mo-
nasehu og unosoguje KaHta, reorpadcku npocrop
je edekaT “cy6jeKTMBHOr OopraHu3oBawa U ypehu-
Bakba CBeTa Kpo3 cybjekt”. Crora, Yy [e(mHucawy
npeameTta Mopa ce nohu of TeOpUjCKOr KOHLEeNTa unm
o4 Metofa. Monasehn o mMeTofa Tj. 0f XOPOJOLLKe
KOHLenuumje Kao Kputepujyma reorpauyHocTu, ,re-
orpauuyHo“ je cBe OHO LUTO MoOKa3syje Teputopmjan-
He pa3nMkKe, a NOLITO Ha 3em/bW Hema MPaKTUYHO
HMYera LWITO He MoKasyje TepuTopujaiHe pasfvke,
NOTMYHO Aa je Hemoryhe UCK/bYUNUTY HELUTO U3 reor-
padguje. JegHa of OCHOBa MOCTOjakba HayKe jecT Mo-
ryhHOCT reHepanusauuje n hopmynmcama Hay4yHuX
3aKOHa M 3aKOHOMEPHOCTW. Hebu 6mno xemuje, ako
6v ymecto 60 enemeHarta 6Mno wux 60 mMu., Hebu
6uno 6uonormje ako 6K ymecTo BpCTa MocTojane
camo jeinHKe; Hebu 6uno reorpaguje ako 61 ymecto
pervoHa, TMMNoBa, NPOCTOPHUX TPeHA0Ba NOCTOjanu
camo nojeauHayHu nokanntetn (Massey, 1979).

®. K. LLedep (1953) u B. byHre (1962) cy npes-
CTaB/ba ! HOMONOLLKO CXBaTake. TO CXBaTame 1mMa 3a
LM/b [ KPO3 NPOCTOPHY aHanu3y fofe [0 KOHCTPYK-
UMje HayyHUX 3aKoHa y reorpaguju, wuam onwTux
TBPAHM Ca NOTEHUMjaIHO 6ECKOHAYHUM [OMETOM,
KOje HUCY KOHYKLMje KOHAa4YHOr 6poja YmkbeHuua u
He cagp>ke reorpafcka MMeHa ¥ HIX0Be eKBVBAsEH-
Te (Kpajescku, 1972). NnaBHa (pyHKLM]ja HAYUHUX 3a-
KOHajecT o6jawmerbe 1 npeasuharbe. MNoctynat npu-
MeHe MaTemMaTUUKMX MeTofa M Mogena 6uo je camo
jenHa KoMNOHeHTa Beher cKyna TBPAHM 1 MocTynara
OHOr METOAO/OWKOr MOAena y reorpaduju, kojer
Ha3nmBamo ,,HeOMO3NTUBUCTUUKOM UM 6o/be pede-
HO ,,CLUMjeHTUCTMYKOM® napagurmom. OcTas/bajyhu
MO CTpaHW KapakTep Tora mogena, UCTUYEMO da je
NCTPaXMBAYKN MOAEN M3rpafeH Ha Herosoj OCHOBYU
€KCMOHMPao Tpu Unmba: 1) Ta4HOCT M 06jeKTUBHOCT
onuca, 2) opmynucare yorniitaBawa U HayuYHUX
3aKoHa 1 3) MOryhHOCT NPOrHO3upama 1 peLlaBaka
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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 (Grci¢, 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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npakTUyHbIX Nnpobnema (Wrobel A., 1991, 321). MNo-
CTWUTHYT je camo npsu Unb. CUNMjeHTUCTUYKY Npu-
CTYn cxBara reorpagnjy Kao eMnupujcky Hayky, He-
3aBUCHY 0f cybjekTa (MCTpaxmBaya).

Kwura B. byHrea ,Teopujcka reorpaguja“
(1962) npomoBucana je NpocTopHy aHanmsy. Mpo-
CTOpHa aHanu3a y reorpamju je Lyro BpemMeHa
npefcTaB/basa XOPO/IOLKO CXBaTarbe, a HeHW rNas-
HW npegcTaBHUUM 6unmn cy Hrp. M. XareT (Hagget
P), M. fleucu (Dacey M.), P. Mopuss (Morill L. R.)
n gpyru. MNMpocTtopHa aHanM3a Haluna je cBoj u3pas
Yy UCTpaXuBarbUMa Koja Ce CNpoBOfe Yy OKBMPY pe-
rmoHanHe Hayke (Regional science), Koja npeTeHayje
Ha ynory camocTanHe Hayke. MpocTopHa aHanunsa y
reorpauju passuja ce fasbe y TOM MpasLy, 0 Yemy
CBeflove pajoBu O y3ajaMHOM MehynejcTBy y npo-
ctopy (Morill, 1978; Ullman, 1980), o opraHu3a-
uunu reorpadckor npoctopa. Hajsuile pagosa Tora
TMNa nojae/byje ce y 4aconucuma ,,Geographical
Analysis“ n ,,Environment and Planning“.

VHTepecaHTHa je MoHorpaguja A. L. atpena
(Gatrell C. A., 1983) nocseheHa guctaHLama u npo-
cTopy - reorpagickum ((U3NUKUM), BPEMEHCKUM,
€KOHOMCKIMM, Cca3HajHuMm, coumjanHum. OBaj ayTop
noBesyje MPOCTOPHY aHanu3y y reorpauju c Tak-
BMM NPo6/1eMyMa Kao LITO CY BPEMEHCKO-NPOCTOPHM
npouecu, NPOCTOPHO NJaHUPaHe U NPOrHO3UpaH-E.
MowTo je npocTop, no [atpeny, penauuja y CKy-
ny o6jekata, npou3unasy fa npocTopa Moxe 6uUTU
TOIMKO MHOFO, KO/MKO YyCremo fa fAeduHuLIEMO
TakBMX penauuja. To je nuTarme METPUKE MPOCTO-
pa. Penauuje He Mopajy BUTU UCTpaxXuBaHe Ha TNy
XOpO/Orn3Ma, MOXEMO Y HUX YBPCTUTK penauuje
YOBEK-CPeAVHa, Yy BUAY eKOMOLWKMX NMPocTopa, Ynjmn
npuMep Mory 6uTW eKONOLIKE HULLe, YBaXKeHe 3a
Mepy reorpaf)cke pasbujeHoCTU BpCTa, Koje ce Mory
TPeTMpaT Kao PervoHn Yy BULIEAUMEH3NOHANTHOM
xunepnpocTtopy. Telukohy npefcTas/ba npenas of
nojMa nMpocTopa Kao AMCTaHue Ha nojam npoctopa
Kao penauuje y ckyny o6jekata. Taj npenas omo-
ryhyjy cneuujanHu anroputmu, 3a npenas Ha BuLle-
[OVUMEH3MOHAMHW NpoCTop.

HOMOMOLWKO cxBaTawe y MPOCTOPHUM WCTPa-
XuBawKMa y reorpauju yuspcTunnm cy pagfosu
[. Caka (Sack D.), ca yHuBep3uTeta BUCKOHCUH Y
MegucoHy. Mpema Caky, Hay4yHO O6jalltbere Yy re-
orpagmm MOXxe pasmaTpaTi reoMeTpujcke KapakTe-
PUCTUKE, ann He MOXE Ce Ha WX OrpaHNYMTH, Kao
wTo je npegnarao Lledep. Cak y cBojuM pagoBrma
13 1970-nx roguHa, orpaHnyaBsa ce Mnak Ha eyknua-
CKy reoMeTpujy 1 NpuKnawa ce paguje anconyTHOM

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

1
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npocTopy, cmaTpajyhu fa cy cBe HeeyknuACKe Me-
TpUKe Hereorpadicke. TO 3HauM fa OH He y3uma y
0631p Apyre npocTope OocuMM (DU3MYKOr MpocTopa.
OH ce Bpaha Ha CcTapo cxBaTawe y3ajaMHOr Mmehy-
fejcTBa y npocTtopy. BpegHocT pagoBa Caka mnak
je y ToMe, LUTO je Y XOPOJIOLLKOM MPUCTYNy Mokasao
BE/IMKN KPUTWLM3aM, NOCE6HO Mpema LUMPOKO pac-
NpOCTpaweHOj NPOCTOPHOj aHanu3u, Koja ce orpa-
HMYaBa jeJMHO Ha UCTpaKuUBatba CrosballibnX Mop-
(hoNOLIKMX penaumja, HNP. Ha aHaU3y CKyna Tavaka,
NpoCTOpHE ayTokopenauuje, Audysuje MHoBauuja
n 1. 4. Cak cmatpa, fa reorpauja mopa OTKpuBaTtu
(hYHKLMOHANHM M YMETHUYKM 3Ha4aj NpocTopa, Hu-
XO0Be y3ajaMHe penauuje, pasyMeTu HUX0B yTULaj Ha
nejsa>k (Sack, 1978; 1994).

Meorpagnja Kao xymaHUCTMUKaA HayKa

Heratueusam (aHTUNO3UTKBM3AM) Y reorpaduiju
npescTaB/bajy CTPYKTYPaIMCTUYKA U XYMAHUCTUYKA
reorpaguja. CTpyKTypanuctu, Tpaxehu CcKpuBeHe
CTPYKTYpE, CMaTpajy NpoCTOPHY aHanu3y 3a CysuLle
noBpLUHy. XyMaHWUCTK Ce yAasbaBajy of NpOCTOpHE
aHanmse ¢ 063MpoOM Ha TO, fay TOj aHaI13n HacTaje
pefyKoBate CYLITMHe YOBEKA, (PU3NYKOM NPOCTOPY
ce npunucyje KaysasnHa noruvka u yspodHa moh (Ha
npumvep, Teopuja BoH TuHeHa, NOKaLMOHN MOAeN
A. Bebepa u A. Jlewwa, Mofen LeHTpanHuX mMecta B.
KpucTanepa). XymaHuCT# UCTUYY Aa camo ,/by[-
CKu (hakTopu (agents) umajy y3pouHy moh“ (Shields,
1991, 57; Vranje$ M., 2002, 51). XyMaHUCTUYKH (aH-
TUCLUMjEHTUCTUYKN) NPUCTYM, HEMA YUCTO eMMunpuj-
CKMN KapakTep U cafip>Xn CybjeKTUBHe efleMeHTe Kojui
MPOUCTUYY U3 JbYLCKe CBECTU U LPYLUTBEHOI CUCTe-
Ma BpeAHOCTH.

MpocTop J/byACKUX AKTUBHOCTW, MNpeAMeT je
NCTpaXxuBara LPYLUTBEHO-reorpaCKmMx gucLmniv-
Ha 1 MMa Maso 3ajeJHNYKOr C (PU3NYKUM TPOLAUMEH-
3MOHA/THUM MPOCTOPOM Y eYK/IMACKOM cmucny. [nas-
HY MOTWB TOra npuctyna je yoehere 0 0fB0OjeHOCTU
CMo3Haje CBeTa YOBEKa Of CBeTa npupofe (aHTUHa-
Typanmsam) 1 0fBOjEHOCTU HauMHa Te CMNo3Haje, pas-
yMeBara 1 PyHKuuje. KopeHn Tor npucTyna notu-
4y Off KOHLeNTa “oncepsBauuje y4ecHUKa” y genuma
Bugan ge Jla bnawa. YoBek ce cmeLTa “y” (hnU3nyKm
CBET Kao akTep, a He “m3BaH” Hwera Kao nocmarpad.
Camu nojMoBWM PervoH, cpeauHa, npegeo (nejsax,
NaHgwadT) cy NPon3BOS /byACcKe CBECTU. BuilesHay-
HOCT npocTopa NocToju y BUXejBMOPUCTUYKO] NuTe-
paTypu y Buay 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 Thinen, location models of A.
Weber and A. Losh, amodel of central places of W.
Christaller). Humanists say that only “human fac-
tors (agents) have a causal power” (Shields, 1991,
57; Vranje§ 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 XyMaHMCTUYKOM OpMjeHTauunjom Yy reorpa-
(hvju nosesaHa je NpYMeHa nojMa coLmjanHor npo-
cTopa, Koju MoTuye M3 nefeceTux roguHa kKaga ra
je npegnoxuo ¢paHuycku couuonior CombapTt ge
Nesun (Chombart de Leuwe N. B.). CouujanHu npo-
CTOp MMa O6jeKTWBHU XapakTep (HMpP. EKOMOLLKK,
KYNTYpHU) © cy6jeKTUBHM (MepLenLmja npocTopa).
CrnoXeHu npegenu, Koju YnHe XNBOTHY CPefuHy Yo-
BeKa, YeCTO MMajy Y CYLUTUHU ECTETCKY WU eTUYKY
[LUMEH3Mjy, Koja je Y CLMjeHTUCTUYKOM MpUCTyny
3aHemapeHa. OBO CTaHOBMLUTE MpPeACcTaB/bajy faHac
XYMaHUCTUYKN (BUXEjBUOPUCTUYUKM) U paSUKaHK
npucTyn y reorpagmju. Y pagukanHom npucTyny
npocTop je 06jeKT KOHTPONe, Y XyMaHUCTUUYKOM je
nosesaH C APYLITBEHOM W WHAWBUAYaIHOM WAEH-
TMMKaumMjom n ca CUMOOIUYKMM BpeaHOCTMMA.
Kpajem XX n noyetkom XXI Beka, ApyLUTBeHa re-
orpafuja enucTemMoOLIKN ca3peBa, LUTO ce Mpe-
nosHaje y bpucamwy aLyannsma nsmehy npeacrasa o
06jeKTMBHOM MPOCTOPY ,,M3BaH Hac* U KOTHUTUBHOM
npoctopy ,.y Hama“. Ynopefo ¢ Tum npennuhy ce
MO3UTUBUCTUYKN, CTPYKTYPa/IUCTUYKK, MOCTCTPYK-
TYPaMCTUYKU, (PEHOMEHOJIOLLKU, XEPMEHEYTUYKN U
CNNYHW NpUCTYNU 1 MeToge (Soja, 1996, 78; Vranjes,
2002, 52). Y penvmMa nocTMOAEPHUCTUYKON NpasLa,
Koja 4yecto uMmajy npedukc ,,noct* (-MoAepHU3amM,
-Mapkcmsam, -CTPYKTypanusam, -KOJoHWjanusam),
moryhe je npaTUTK cxBaTamwa Hayke Kao ,,He-CUCTe-
Ma“ U gujanekTvyka pasMuLL/bakba O [PYLUTBEHOj
NPoAYyKUMju NpocTopa.

MeHeanoruja reorpackux 3Harwa o
coumjasiHoM nNpocTopy

Mpenom y cxBatawy reorpagckor npocTopa,
KOju je y Be3n C XyMaHWUCTUUYKOM reorpagmjom, 3a-
CHMBaO Ce Ha CxBaTawy, [a je HEeOCHOBaHO TpPeT-
pame reorpag)ckor npocropa UCK/bYUUBO Yy pu3sny-
KOM acnekTy (pacTojare, (husnyka Teputopuja) unm
Y XOPO/IOLIKOM acrnekTy (XOMOreHa pervmoHaiHa cpe-
[MHa Kao ,,KOHTejHep“ pa3HOBPCHUX 0bjekara). Y
enoxy rnobanmnsaumje M MHHOPMAaLMOHOT APYLUTBA,
HacTaje ,,aHMxunawmja* pusnukor reorpagckor npo-
cTopa (guctaHue) 3axBasbyjyhu peBonyumnju y TpaH-
CMOpPTY U KOMyHMKauujama. Y TUM YCNoBMMa HacTa-
Nle cy jol TpU KOHLeNuumje reorpadckor npocropa.

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 is 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 (Vranje$, 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

1 MpocTop Kao KynTypHu nejsaxk. Teopawgoncept is particularly acceptances in the Ger-

naeje KynTypHor rejsaxa, y Kojem ce cTaB/ba akLe-
HaT Ha /byde W M3paxkaBake [APYLUITBEHWX BPefHO-
CTW KPO3 CTPYKTYPY aKTMBHOCTU, 61O je aycTpujcKu

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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reorpat X. bobek (1948). Taj koHLUENT je nocebHO
aKuenTupaH y HeMaykoj nejsaxkHoj wwkonu B. Xap-
TKea U GepK/InjeBCKOoj LIKONW Yunju je npekypcop K.
Cayep (C. Sauer). NpBu nonasn of perucTpoBara a
Lpyru of, KnacugukoBara KyNTypHOT nej3axa, a oba
npasLa BULLE KOHLEHTPULLY NaXby Ha MaTepujaiHe
ehekTe flenaTHoCTM y NpocTopy (Kao 13Bope MHMOop-
MaLuin), Hero Ha came Jbyfde. Y T0j UAEJU KYNTPYHM
nej3aX YMHMW PervoH UauM MecTo, Y KojeM jefiHa unu
BULLIE rpyNa XMBU U UMajy 3ajeJHNYKe Norfeae Koju
Ce TUYy HhUXO0BE APYLUTBEHE CPeanHe.

CnuyHo y apxuteKktypu 50-X roguHa, ersucTeH-
unjanHa Teopuja rpaga (c ,,Ayxom* rpaga - genius
loci) 3ameryje MaTepujanncTUUKy KOHUenuujy npo-
cTopa y 3anasHoj Esponu. NHavBuayanHu n gpyLu-
TBEHW NPOCTOP UCKYCTBA M Y BE3W C TUM MPOCTOPHE
npeAcTaBse, NpeAcTaB/bajy Ce Ha Manama npeacTasa,
Koje cy jow of ABafieceTux roguHa XX Beka, npes-
MeT reorpa)CkMx NCTpaxmsarba. Te mane, 0CUM LUTO
omoryhyjy fa ce aHanmsmpa TeLKO AOCTYNHW CBeT
npeAcTasa, fa ce NpaTu HeroB passoj OPTOreHeTCKK
N (OMNOreHeTCKN, UCNyHaBajy WU MpPakTUUHY (yH-
Kuujy. CTeneH nofyAapHoOCTU npejcTasa U CTBapHO-
CTW MOXe 6UTW OCHOBA Pa3HOBPCHMX MaHEePCKUX U
MPOjeKTaHTCKUX OAYKa.

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,

2. MpocTop Kao apywTBeHM nponssod. Mako jeut there wasn’t some relationship between

[0CTa [aBHO Hanpas/beHa pas3nuka uamehy cybjek-
TUBHOT 1 06jeKTUBHOr APYLUTBEHOT NPOCTOpPa, MMnaK
Huje 6uno oapeheHnx penaumja Mehy TUM acnekTu-
ma. lMojaM ApyLITBEHOr MPOCTOpa YBEO je Y reor-
patpunjy Makc Cop (Max Sorre) nonasehun of pago-
Ba E. [upkema (kpajem XIX B.) 1 pafioBa YMKaLLKe
LLIKO/Ie eKONOrUje YOBEKa U3 ABafeceTux rofuHa XX
Beka. Haume, ¢paHuycku coumonor Emun Jupkem
6aBMO Ce UCTpaMBarbeM couujaiHe mopdonoruje
(morfologie sociale) n nonasehu of KaHTUjaHCKOr
[lyanusma ofBojuo ,,coumjanHo® of ,,NpocTopHOr®,
pasrpaHMuYmMBLLM Tako 06jeKT couuonornje (o6ja-
LUHEeHE COUMjanHe CTPYKTYpe ca TeXMIUTeM Ha
coumjaHMM npouecuma) of objekta reorpaduije
yoBeka (geographie humaine: o6jawraBare MNpo-
CTOPHMX CTPYKTypa Ca TeXMWLUTEM Ha MPOCTOPHUM
npouecuma). Mo Aupkemy, couuonoruja ce cactoju
0f, ApyLiTBEHe Mopdosioruje, Koja je cuctem gpyLu-
TBEHUX (hopMU, U APYLUTBEHE MCUXO/Oruje, Koja je
NCTpaxuBare yTuuaja rpyna M KynType Ha Mcu-
XWYKe MojaBe U aHann3a NCUXUYKUX MexaHu3ama y
[PYLUTBEHOM XMBOTY.

Capfia je focTa nonynapHay reorpafujn nHtep-
npeTtauuja ApyLITBEHOr npocTopa npema Teopuju
cumbonuuHe wuHTepakuuje E. Kacupepa (Wilson,
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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). Kop Kacupepa aHanu3sa npupoje 4oeeka no-
nasun of werosux ocehawa, notpeéa n mucau, no-
Be3aHMX MefycoOHO Kpo3 UHTepakuuje. Cumbonny-
He (hopme cy je3nK, YMeTHOCT, pefiurnja u uctopuja
(Cassirer, 1953). TakBa cxBaTara npocropa 6aucka
CY XYMaAHWUCTUYKOj WHTepnpeTtauuju u MNoOjMOBU-
Ma ukoHorpaguja (XK. Fotman), Tonogunuja (Yi-fu
Tuan) 1 TonoaHanu3a.

Vaejy 0 coumjasHOj KOHCTpyKuuM npocTopa
nokpexyo je X. Nlegpesp (Lefebvre H., 1991; 1994).
LLITa ce TauHO nojgpasymesa nog Tom ugejom? OHa
nofpasymesa, fa pasniuMuuTa [LpywiTea CTBapajy
(npousBofe) cacBMM cneuu@uyHe KoHUenuuje npo-
cTopa W BPEMeHa, Tako LITO npuxsaTajy onpeheHe
MPOCTOPHE MOjMOBE W rpaje BacTUTO MNPOCTOP-
HO MuLWsbere. Mpema X. SletheBpy, NpocTop Huje
npasaH, Tako fa Kao TeMe/bHO OTO/IOLKO MuTarbe
MOXEMO NOCTaBUTU ,,APYLITBEHY NPOAYKLMjY Mpo-
cTopa“ wuau camy [pYLUTBEHO-MPOCTOPHY Auanek-
TuKy (Lefebvre H., 1991, 154). /leheBp je Hanpasuo
320KpET 0f NpoyyaBara CTBapy y NPOCTOPY Ka npo-
yyaBay LpYyLUTBEHE MPoAyKuuje ApYyLWTBEeHOr Mpo-
CTOpa MM NPOCTOPHOCTU. OHO WTO JledheBp U He-
roBu ,,OCTMOAEPHMN HacnegHuum® M. dyko v gpyru
3axTeBajy, je NpeycmepaBarbe aHaIMTUYKE NaXHe Ka
pasIMuNTUM MpoLecnMa MnpoayKuuje ApYLUTBEHMX
WM KYNTYpPHUX CxBaTaka (M KOHLUenTyanusaumja)
npocTopa Te caMuX NMPOCTOPHWMX Mpakcu, HacynpoT
MyKOj XOPOJSIOLIKOj WHBEHTapu3auuju ApyLiTBEHOr
N KyntypHor. Jledesp je y €BOjOj ,.yHUTapHOj Teo-
pnju“ nokywao fa usHahe TEOPUjCKM OKBUP KOju
61 noBe3ao [Ba acnekTa /by/AcKe (4pyLUTBEeHe) npo-
CTOPHOCTW: Ha jeflHOj CTpaHu hu3nyku (Matepujan-
HY), ,,00jEKTUBHN" UK ,,CrOMballbK®, U HA ApYroj
CTpaHu MeHTanHu, ,,Cy6jeKTUBHN Unn ,,yHyTapHhmn*
acrnekT npocTopHocTu. CnuyHe pasnuke, no A. batu-
mep (A. Buttimer), noctoje y (peHOMeHOI0rMjN ABajY
3Havema ,,Lebenswelt* (,)kMBOTHM CBET™): Yy hr3ny-
KOM cmucny (y Tom 3Hauewy kog M. Llenepa (M.
Scheler) n Mepnoy-INoHTtuja (M. Merleau-Ponty) un
Yy WUHTepcy6jeKTUBHOM, APYLUTBEHOM cMmucny kog I
Mapcena (G. Marcel). ¥ uurby npeeasunaxera Ta-
KO3BaHWMX MaTepujaIMCTUYKNX N NOLANTNCTUYKNX UH-
TeprnpeTaunja npoctopa, Jlethesp je y cpeauuTe na-
XHe MoCTaBuo ,,ApYLITBEeHN NpoCTOop*, Kao ,,Tpehn”
acrekT JbyfiCKe NPOCTOPHOCTU, KOju NoBe3yje ocTana
[iBa ann ce He MOXe peflyKoBaTu HW Ha ,MaTepujas-
HU“ HU Ha ,,MeHTanHn* acnekT (Lefevr A., 1994).

Kpaj XX Bekaje 03HauMo y ApyLUTBEHOj reorpa-
hnjun, Kao Uy CBUM JPYLUTBEHUM HayKama, ,,KynTyp-
HY npeBpaT", HajyoubMBujuU Y (DopMupary ,,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 ofsocial construction ofspace 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 reorpaguje, Koja Ha gpyLUTBeHY NpocTop-
HOCT MOKyLUaBa Aa rnefja Kpo3 ONTUKY ApYLUTBEHe
nnn KyntypHe penpogykuuje ( eap, 1997, 66).

relations between space, power and informa-
tion. Space as a product can have several stages:
3. 1 Phase territory. This is the stage of

3. lMpocTop Kao cucTem, NpeActasba U3BecHyhe struggle for space dominance, as indicated

CTPYKTYpY penauuja usamehy npoctopa, Mohu 1 uH-
thopmauuja. MpocTtop Kao npoussos mohu mMmao je
HEKO/IMKO (asa:

3. 1 dasza TepuTOopuja. To je hasa 6opbe 3a
MPOCTOPHY LOMWMHAUMjY, Ha LWTa YKa3yjy TePMUHM
cTauuoHuparse, pacnopehusarbe, ofceliarba, KOHTp-
ona TepuTopuje, opraHusalmja obnactu. ,,lreorpad -
TO je MOX[a HEroB CYLUTUHCKM, CTpaTeLlKy 3ajaTak
- cakynsba nHopmauuje (o npoctopy). MyTHULM 13
XVII Beka, ogHocHO reorpadu XIX Beka, 6unm cy, y
CTBapw, 0baBellTajum Koju Ccy cakymn/ba U KapTor-
pacucanu uHgpopmaLmje, Koje cy KonoHujasHe Bnac-
T, BOjHULM, TProsuM, OAHOCHO WHAYCTpWjanuu,
MOrnM AUPeKTHO fa kopucte“ (®Pyko M., 2010). O
pasMumMTuM 06aMUMMa SOMUHALMje NPOCTOPOM ro-
BOPE NOjMOBY Kao LUTO CYy MoJbe, No3uLunja, Permox,
TepuTopuja. MojMoBM Kao LWITO cy yTBphere, BOjHU
noxof, NOKpeT, KONOHWja, TepuTopuja, NpuKasyjy re-
orpathckv NpocTop Kao apeHy BOjHe opraHusauuje,
3Haka 1 BeLTWHe. Y 0BOj (hasu ce pasnukyjy: A) na-
pagurva gpxxasHe Teputopuje Pauena (Ratzel), Xa-
ycxogepa (Haushofer) n Hemaukux npegpaTtHux re-
ononuTuYapa, U xXeremoHuje nosioxaja MakuHzepa
(McKinder); B) Teputopuje Kao ,,thasu Teputopuje”
(fuzzy teritories - nabaBe TepuTOpuje), Koje UMajy
HeoapeheHe KynTypHe, eKOHOMCKe, ApYLUTBEHe rpa-
Huue; L) KoHuenT ,,cuctem ceeT” bpogena (Broudel)
n BanepwrajHa (Wallersein), koju ogpaxasa nmne-
PUjannCTUUKY reonoiMTMKY CBETCKE AOMUHALM]e.

3. 2. dasaympe>kaBawa - Mpexa je napagurma
Kanutanuama, [LOK je TepuTopuja 6una napagurma
nvnepuannsma. NpemMa KOHUENTY XeremoHuje Ko-
MyHMKaumja FoTmaHa (Gottman) u rnobanHux mpexa
KacTtenca (Castells), y 0Boj ¢ha3n: A) Be3se y cuctemy
CaBpPEMEHNX re0eKOHOMCKMX, FeonofMTUYKUX, Feo-
€KOMOLWKMX U reogemorpag)cknx 0fHOca MHOro cy
3HavajHMje Hero nNpocTop W nonoxaj; b) KoHTpona
TOKOBa poba (TProBuHe) je 3HayajHuja Hero pecypca;
L) MHhopmaumja nocTaje BaxkHa kKao 0OCHOBa CrMoco6-
HOCTU 0f/1lyumBara (KO KOHTpO/uLe UH(opMaLuje,
Taj emuTyje uaeje). Kactenc je y geny ,,YMpexeHo
[LpYLITBO® MCTaKao 3Hayaj MHGopMaLmja 3a passoj
rnobasiHe mpexe nnbepasnHe ekoHoMmuje. geonornja
yMpeXxaBawa je uieonoruvja peruoHaHuX u rno-
GanHMX MHTerpauuja. YMpexasawe MpeTnocras/ba
cybCcuanjapHOCT 1 LeHTpann3aumjy 0f/y4nBatkba Ha
rno6a/IHOM HMBOY, LUTO HAa HEKU HauuH 3HA4n Kpaj
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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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cnobofe 1 AemMoKpaTuje Ha HUKUM TepUTOpUjanHum
HMBOMMA. AMepryKa KOHTpOa KOMyHUKauuja npes-
CTaB/ba Kpaj NpuHLMNa MehyHapogHOr npasa.

3. 3. Cajb6ep npocTop (Sajber space) o3HauaBa
fLeTepuTopujanusaumjy npoctopa. Edekar wnHoBa-
uvja y KOMyHMKaumjama je Caxumarbe BpeMeHa U
Komnpecuja npocTopa. PeanHe gncrtaHue ry6e 3Ha-
ya), MPOCTOP WM BPeMe MOoCTajy CBe Mare 3HayajHa
Gapvjepa 3a KOMYHWKaTMBHE aKTUBHOCTW. Pefyk-
Umja npocTopHuUx 6apujepa NPOM3BOLM HOBU Bpe-
MmernipocTop. Taj edekaT cTBapa HeWTOo LITO Xapsej
Ha3nBa BPEMEHCKO-NpPOCTopHa Komrpecuja (Xaesej
0., 1994). Tpeba gogatu fda je BpeMe-MpoCcTopHa
KOMMpecuja npouec KpeaTwBHe AeCTPyKuMje, Koja
pagn Ha pasapaky M3BECHOT HauuHa XWBOTA, KOju
noBe3yje M3BeCHe NPOCTOPHOBPEMEHCKe PUTMOBE M
Kpeupa cacB/MM HOBW MOJES XXMBOTA, Y KOjeM Cy UH-
KOPNopupaHu HOBWU MNOjMOBY BPEMENPOCTOPHOCTW.
EdekTn BpemMenpoCcTOpHMX KOMMpecuja cy gparmeH-
TUPaHW KPO3 KOMIMOHEHTE MO/0oXKaja.

Cnajate 3ema/bCKOr mpocTopa v cajéep npo-
cTOpa KapakTepulle MOCTMOAepHO aoba. Pesynrtar
crajawa BUPTYE/IHOT W peanHor npoctopa je ,,Ae-
pan“ (¢p. Dedale - naBupuHT). [efan je naBUpUHT
13 Kojer Hema 13/1asa, 3aTo LUTO CBa MecTa inye jes-
HO Ha fpyro. To HacTaje noj yTuuajeM Kanutaaus-
Ma - He MOoCTOju pa3fa/buHa, He NOCTOjM HULLITA LUTO
je pa3nnuuTo; y CyLITUHU Hema Bulle reorpaduije
(,Kpaj reorpaduje); catenutn Mory faH npoHahy
CBaKy Tauky y npocTopy; y ToM cajéep cnejcy Hema
BYMLLE XMBOTA HU CMPTMW - YBEK OCTaB/baTe Tparose
M yBeK nocTojute. NMocTmogepHM3am y reorpaduijm
Kapaktepuwie: 1. MeTofoNOWKN Naypannsam Koju
03Ha4aBa Kpaj TpaguLMOHaNHNX NapagurMmu u Moje-
Nna MULLbera y reorpaguju, n 2. daHTactTuka, upa-
LIMOHANHOCT, aBaHrapfa.

Y nocTMoAepHM3My Meka Cce pasmepa no-
cMaTpara. YMecTo TpaguLMOoHanHOr nocMaTparba
,»0[03ro", ¢ aKUeHTOM Ha ,HauuMoHanHoMm* (Tj. Ap-
)KaBHOM) MpOCTOPY, Y MOCTMOZEPHU3MY [0Ma3n [0
n3paxkaja KpynHa pasmepa 1 noKanHa LemMokKpartuja.
AKUeHaT je Ha uHameuayw. MNojaebyje ce HOBU Tep-
MWH ,,FnoKamsaumja’ - ytuuaj rnobanHux npote-
ca Ha nokasiHe 1 06pHyTO. Ty je K/by4HM Npobriem
MHTepakLumja pasmepa: Kako rnobanHo yTuye Ha no-
KaJIHo 1 0BpHYTO; Ha OCHOBY TOra nocTas/ba ce Mpo-
6nem KpuTepmnjyma pasMeLlTtaja Mo Xvjepapxunjckum
HMBOVMMA. Y Teono/IMTUYKOM NPOCTOPY, HeKadalltbu
KOMOHMjanm3am 3amMerbyje KynTYpHU U HayUYHU WM-
nepujanusam, ykwbyuyjyhu v rnobanunsaunjy jesuka
(eHrneckor). JefaH of uu/beBa CBaKor pajuKaiHor

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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MoKpeTaje Aa CTBOPM NPOCTOP M BPeMe jeiHOT 6osber
CBeTa, Kao LITO je cMaTpao Jlaj6Huu, n fa aeduHu-
lWe, Aa TO UMaK HWje HeKa upaeasHa KOHCTPyKUMja
HEero je penatMBMCTMYKM CKYyN YCNOBa, Kao LUTO je
HaBeo BajTxaja. Kao nocneguuy KOHCTpyKUuMje Ho-
BOI BPeMenpocTopa nMamo ocrobahare cHara Kanu-
Tanusma 3a ,,KpeaTuBHY [eCcTpyKumjy* reorpadckor
npegena, LWTO pacnjiamcaBa >KECTOKe OMNo3vLUOoHe
rnokKperTe.

3ak/pbyyak

Y Be3n C MHOLUTBOM KOHLeMUMja npocTopa, Kao
LUTO Cy HMp. reorpag)cky npocTop, (U3nYKW, reome-
Tpujcku, npoctop gorahaja, Cy6jeKTUBHU, UCKYCTBEHU,
npocTop nepuenuuje, APYLUTBEHW, €KOHOMCKW, Ky/-
TYPHM, PYHKLMOHAIHW, XXMBOTHW NPOCTOP U T. 4., MpOo-
Llybune cy ce TepMUHOSOLLKe Telkohe. Cee noctojehe
KOHLeMNLuje MOXeMO CBECTU Ha [Ba Herosa acrekTa:
OHTOMOWKN (06jEKTUBHM) W naeanHn (Cy6jekTUBHK).
Y npeasiHOM acnekTy NpocTop Ce 04Baja Of BPeMeHa,
nocTaje akcuonoLLKu ofapeheH. Mpenom y metogono-
rmy reorpaguje 6una pesanopusaLlpja XoposoLKor
npuctyna. Mog yTuuajeM HOBWMX KOHLeMNuuja y Xy-
MaHCTWUYKOj reorpaguju, Hactane cy HoBe KoHLenuuje
(vnn napagurme) reorpagckor npoctopa: 1 reonpo-
CTOP Kao KyNTypPHW Mej3ax, 2. reonpocTop kao ApyLu-
TBEHV NPOU3BOA, 3. Fe0NPOCTOP Kao cUCTeM (Kao Tepu-
Topuja, Kao ,,Mpexa“ 1 kao ,,cajoep npoctop®). Mpema
peunmMa GpuTaHCKoOr reorpaga Xapseja, LEHTPasHO
nuTtawe Huje: ,LLTa je npoctop?“, Hero: ,,Kako pas-
NNYMTE fbYACKe Npakce CTBapajy U KOpUCTe pasimuunte
KOHUeNTyanusauuje npoctopa?*. To ckpehe nutawe y
CMepy 0f, OHTO/IOTMije Ka enmucTeMOON M)y AnjanekTnke
npocTopa v ApyLUTBa Y reorpa)ckum Haykamva.
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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
the time and becomes axiological set. Thus, the break
in the methodology of geography was revaluation of
chorological approach. It has found reflection in the
territory of philosophy. It turned out, that was once
rejected “Kantian” subjective-idealistic interpreta-
tion of space and time, “not the actual characteris-
tics associated with things in it” but a priori form,
in some relationships in the social geography is very
convenient. To conclude with the words ofthe British
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