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METODOLOSKE OSNOVE SAVREMENE MARKSISTICKE
ANALIZE

Cesto isticana tvrdnja kako u marksistickom intelektualnom
opusu nije dovoljno jasno objasnjena primijenjena metodologija, niti
preovladujuéi metod analize, posluzila je za kriticke zamjerke, za
zanemarivanje rezultata istrazivanja i teorijske sinteze. Istina, objek-
tivniji istoricari ekonomske misli ocijenili su »da je marksisticka
analiza jedina istinski evolutivna ekonomska teorija koju je dao taj
period« (J. A. Sumpeter). Pored toga, isti autor, u vise navrata je
istakao, kako se radi o cjelovitom sistemu analize socio-ekonomskog
razvoja. Ipak, okolnost da Marks nije napisao posebnu raspravu o
primijenjenoj metodologiji, kao i prigovori savremenika, uticali su
na to da se Marks izjasni kako je primijenio u osnovi dijalekti¢ki me-
tod, ali suprotan Hegelovom shvatanju i tumacéenju dijalektike. Uka-
zao je ma razlikovanje i od drugih teorijskih pravaca, isti¢uc¢i osobe-
nost sopstvenog pristupa proucavanju istorije, postoje¢e stvarnosti i
projekcije razvoja ljudske zajednice.

Sustinska je razlika od drugih u pristupu podruéju istrazivanja,
jer se Marks izjaSnjava za kriticku analizu stvarnosti, ¢ime se opre-
djeljuje za poricanje postojete skale drusStvenih vrijednosti. Speci-
fiéni pristup analizi i oblikovanju teorijskog koncepta omoguéili su
izvodenje pojmovnih odredenja o ¢ovjeku i drustvu, drustvenoj isto-
riji, socijalnim odnosima i ekonomiji. Razumljivo je, po sebi, da su
tako zasnovana istrazivanja zadrzavala bitna obiljezja radnih hipo-
teza. Ispravnost primijenjene metodologije potvrdila se u mjeri koliko
su kasnije obavljena istrazivanja opravdala kriticku alternativu u
odnosu na teorijske koncepte drugih autoriteta nauke.

Radi jasnosti Marks je u primjeru analize stanovniStva, s»kao
osnove i ¢itavog drustvenog ¢ina proizvodnje«, ilustrovao naédin kri-
ticke analize, tj. prouavanjem struktura i bitnih obiljezja aktivnosti
konkretizovao je pojam stanovniStva umjesto sticanja »haoti¢ne
predstave o cjelini«. Zastupajué¢i neophodnost identifikacije apstrak-
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tnih pojmova u konkretnom sadrzaju, »$to se u misljenju ispoljava
kao proces sjedinjavanja«, smatrao je opravdanim primjenu progre-
sivnog metoda analize — od jednostavnog ka sloZzenom. Isti¢uéi zna-
¢aj empirijske analize i s tim u vezi izvodenje zakljuéaka, dosljedno
ukazuje na potrebu apstrahovanja, jer su instrumenti ekonomske
analize sasvim razli¢iti od prirodnih nauka.

Naknadni razvoj i savremena dostignuéa nauke, naroc¢ito primjena
modeld kao pojednostavljenih oblika stvarnosti i afirmacija sistem-
skog pristupa, potvrduju opravdanost pristupa u istrazivanju, primije~
njeni metod analize i nadin interpretacije. Realizovani metod apstrak-
cije oblikuje se u modelu, pri éemu redukcija mora da se vrsi brizljivo
kako bi se o¢uvala sustina, odnosno reprezentanti cjeline. Sli¢no tome,
»prividni haos empirijskih pojava otkriva odredene zakonitosti«,
§to se moze interpretirati u obliku sistema.

Sazet prikaz interpretacije metodoloske osnove savremene mark-
sisticke analize moZe se saopstiti u troc¢lanom sastavu: (1) objektiv-
nosti analize, (2) istinitosti dokaza i (3) nauc¢nosti primijenjenog me-
toda. Postupnost u analizi objasnjava se logi¢kim redoslijedom pocev
od: identifikacije fenomena, utvrdivanja zakonitosti pojave, analize
sustine, utvrdivanja meduzavisnosti i meduuslovljenosti, pa do izvo-
denja konstatacije, odnosno sinteze. U takvom kontekstu postaje
razumljivo Marksovo upozorenje »da bi nauka bila suvisna kada bi
se pojavni oblik i sustina stvari podudarali«, ili, »kada bi ljudi shva-
tili uzajamne povezanosti, ¢emu bi onda uopSte sluzila nauka?«
Savremena marksisti¢ka analiza pretpostavlja i dijalekticki pristup
razvoju, u smislu unapredivanja strukture koja proizilazi iz unutra-
Snjih protivrje¢nosti, tj. shvatanja da nista nije trajno i jednom
zauvijek dato.

Prof. BOZIDAR GLUSCEVIC, Faculty of Economics, Titograd

THE METHODOLOGICAL GROUNDWORK OF THE PRESENT-DAY
MARXIAN ANALYSIS

Summary

The assertion has made itself frequently heard that neither the metho-
dology applied in the Marxist writings nor the prevailing method of ana-
lysis have been explained clearly enough, which has given rise to critical
comments and to the disregard of the results of research an the theoretical
synthesis. Indeed, objective historians of the economic thought have found
that ,the Marxian analysis is the only evolutionary economic theory produ-
ced during this period“ (J. A. Schumpeter). The same author has emphasized
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several times, in addition, that it is a complete system of the analysis of the:
socio-economic development. Yet, the circumstance that Marx has written
no separate work on the methodology applied as well as the objections of his.
contemporaries made Marx declare that he had applied the dialectical method,
which differed, however, from Hegel’'s concept and interpretation of dialec-
tics. He emphasized that it differed also from other theoretical streams,
stressing thereby the specificity of his own approach to the investigation of
history, to the existing reality and to the projection of the development of
the human society.

Marx chose the critical analysis of reality, denying thereby the existing
scale of social values. His specific approach to the analysis of the theoretical
concept has helped him to derive concepts of man and society, the history of
society, social relations and the economy. It goes without saying that the vital
features of working hypotheses are evident in these researches. Later investiga--
tions justified the correctness of the methodology applied.

Through the analysis of population, ,being the groundwork of the whole-
social act of production“, Marx gave an example of a critical analysis. Na-
mely, by investigating the vital features of activities, he defined the concept
of population instead of presenting ,a chaotic image of the whole“. Holding
that abstract concepts must be identified in the given contents, he odvocated
the application of the progressive method of analysis — from the simple to the-
complex. Emphasizing the importance of the empirical analysis and in this
connection the derivation of conclusions, he says that abstractions are-
necessary as instruments of the economic analysis differ altogether from
natural sciences.

The further development and the contemporary achievements of science,
particularly the application of models as simplified forms of reality, and the-
systems approach show that his approach to research, the method of analysis.
he applied and his way of interpretation were justified. The method of
abstraction is developed in the model, whereby the reduction must be made:
carefully so as to preserve the essence. Similarly, ,the illusive chaos of
empirical phenomena discloses certain laws“, which can be interpreted in the-
form of a system.

A succinct review of the interpretation of methodological groundwork
of the present-day Marxian analysis can be given through the following:
(1) an objective analysis, (2) a true proof and (3) a scientific method applied.
The analysis has the following logical sequence: identification of the pheno--
menon, the accordance of the phenomenon with the law, the analysis of the:
essence, the identification of the interdependence and the synthesis. In such
a context we can easily understand Marx’s warning that science would be
superfluous, if the form of appearance and the essence of things coincided.
We can also understand his question: which would be the purpose of science,
if people understood the interdependences? The contemporary Marxian ana-
lysis presupposes also a dialectical approach to development, holding that.
nothing lasts for ever and that nothing has been given once and for all
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METOJOJOTHMYECKUE OCHOBEI COBPEMEHHOIO
MAPKCHUCTCKOTO AHAJIU3A

Pe3zioMme

YacTo yTBEPXKAAETCA, YTO B MapPKCUCTCKOM MHTENJIEeKTyallbHOM OIlyce He
ZOCTATOYHO fACHO AAHO OOBACHEHME O NPMMEHEHMM METOAOJIOTMM M, UTO METOX
aHaJM3a He ABJAETCA OCHOBHBIM METOMOM, YTO B CBOIO Ouepenb IIPUBEJNIO K KpU-
TUYECKMM 3aMeYaHMsAM ¥ NpeHeOpexeHMI0 pe3yJbTaTaMy MCCJIEeAOBaHUIL M Teo-
PUTHMYECKOro cuHTe3a. IIpaBfa, OOBEKTMBHHBIE JCTOPMKM 9SKOHOMMYECKON
MBICJM OLIEHUJIM, YTO ,,JIMIIL MAapPKCUCTCKMII aHAJMM3 ABJIAETCA IMOINJIVMHHO 9BOJIK)-
ILIMOHMPYIOLIEN 9SKOHOMMYECKONM Teopmeit Toro mepuona (V1. A. Ilymmerep). Ha-
PARY € 3TUM, 3TOT K€ aBTOP HEOTHOKPATHO IIOJUYEPKMBAJ, UTO TaKiKe ABJIAETCA
IIOJIHBIM aHAJM30M COIMO-9KOHOMMYECKOTO pa3Buruda. OAHaKO IpMHMMAs BO
BHMMAaHMeE YIIPEK) COBPEMEHHUKOB ¥ OTCYTCTBME TpakKTaTa O IIPMMEHEHHO) MeTO-
posorny, Mapkc foJizKeH ObLI 3aABUTH, UTO B OCHOBE CBOeil TEOpMM OH IIpU-
MEHAJ AMAJEKTUYECKUII MeTOJZ, OTHAKO IIPOTMBHBIN IOHMMAHMIO ¥ TOJKOBAHUIO
auanekT™ury I'erena. OH TakXKe IIONYEPKHYJ M Pa3HUIY MEXKAY €ro Teopueir mu
OPYTMMM TEOPeTHMHECKMMM HaNpaBJEeHMAMM, JeJiad yAapeHye Ha OCODEHHOCTAX
COGCTBEHHOTO MOAXO0Ma K M3YYEHMIO MICTOPUM, CYIIIECTBYIOIIE NeliCTBUTEIbLHOCTU
¥ IpEeACTaBJeHMA O Pa3BUTMM HEJOBEYECKOro obliecTBa.

CyulecTBeHHasd pa3HMLA 3akKJIIO4YaeTcsi B €ro MmojaAxoAe K obJjacTu uccie-
moBaHusA, npyu yeM Mapkc IIpMMeHAeT KPUTUYEeCKMiI aHaJu3 AeiCTBUTEIHLHOCTH,
TeM CaMbIM OTPMIAA CYI[EeCTBYIOIIME Mepuia OOIIecTBeHHBIX IjeHHocTeit. Crne-
mduyecknii  mogxox K aHaAIM3y M CO3JAHME TEOPUTMUYECKOro KOHIIeNTa
CIoCOOGCTBOBANY BBIBOJY TEOPETHMUECKMX OIpefesieHniti O YeloBeke U 00-
miecTBe, OOIIIECTBEHHOI MCTOPWUM, COLMANBHLIM OTHOLIEHMAM ¥ 9SKOHOMMM.
Camo co6oit pa3ymeeTcs, YTO OCHOBaHHBIE TaKMM 06pa30M MCCIeAOBaHUSI HECIHN B
cebe CyllleCTBEHHBIN XapakKTep TPYAOBBIX TMIIOTE3MUCOB. IIpaBMILHOCTL IIPUMEHe-
HUSA MeTOJOJIOTUM IIOATBEPAMJIACh B TOM Mepe, B KaKOil IO3JHee OnyOJIMKOBaH-
Hble pPe3yJbTaTbl MCCJIEAOBAHMII NOATBEPAMJIM KPUTHMYECKYIO aJIbTEPHATUBY B
OTHOLLIEHUM TEOPETMHYEeCKMX KOHIENITOB JPYIMX M3BECTHBLIX aBTOPUTETOB B 00Ja-
CTM HaYKW.

Mapkc jajg aHaaM3 HaceJeHus, ,KaK OCHOBBI COBOKYIIHOI'O IIpoliecca IIpo-
M3BOACTBA“, NPOMJIIIOCTPMPOBAB HA 3TOM IIpUMEpe CHocod KPUTUYECKOTro aHa-
au3a, ulydasa CTPYKTYPY M CYILIECTBEHHbIE OCOOEHHOCTY TPyHAa, KOHKPEeTUMBUPYA
TIOHATVME HaceJeHMA BMECTO IIOHATUA ,,XaOTMIECKOro NPe[CTAaBJIeHMA O LieJIoM“.
HacranBaa Ha HeobGxoamMocTy MuaeHTMOMKALMM abCTPAKTHBLIX MOHATHMIA O KOH-
KPETHOM COJEepIKaHuM, ,4YTO B MBIIJIEHMM IIPOABJAETCA KaK Iporecc obbemu-
HeHMA“ OH TaKXkKe YKas3blBajJ Ha IIPAaBMIbHOCTL IIPUMEHEHUSA IIPOTPEeCCUBHBIX
MEeTONOB aHajaM3a — OT IIPOCTOrO K CJIOXKHOMY. IloguepKuBas BaxXXHOCTb 9MIIM-
PUYECKOr aHajaM3a, a BMeCTe C STUM M HeOGXOJMMOCTL BBLIBOJOB, IOCJEHO0-
BaTeJbHO yKa3blBaeT Ha HEOGXOAMMOCTH MCKIIIOYEHMH, T. K. MHCTPYMEHTBI KO-
HOMMYECKOro aHaJM3a COBCEM Pa3JMYHBI OT €CTECTBEHHBLIX HayK.
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ITo3pHelee pa3BUTHE ¥ COBPEMEHHBIE AOCTMIKEHUS HAYKM, B YaCTHOCTH
npyMeHeHMe MOJeJM B BUAe YIPOUIEeHHBIM (DOPM MAECTBUTENBHOCTM ¥ IIOR-
TBEPIKAEHME CUCTEMATHYECKOTO IMOAXO0AA, IMOATBEPIKAAIOT ONMPABAAHHOCTH IIOA-
XO0Za B IIpOI[eCcCe MCCJIEROBAHMM, NPUMMEHEHHBII METO[ aHajm3a M crocob ToJ-
KoBaHusa. Peann3oBaHHBIA MeTof abCTpaki] Iojy4aeT CBOIO (hopMy, BO MOAeNH,
LPM YeM PEeAyKLUMA IOJIIKHA OCYIECTBJATHLCA OCTOPOIKHO B LEJIAX COXPaHEHMUSA
CYLIIHOCTH, T. €. IIPeACTaBUTENM Liesioro. Cxoxe 3TOMY, ,KaxkKyLIMIACA Xaoc SMIN-
PHMYECKMX ABJIEHMII OTKPbIBAET ONpeesIeHHbIe 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH, KOTOPhIe MOTYT
MCTOJIKOBBIBATLCA KaK CHCTEMA.

KpaTguit 0360p TOJKOBaHMA METOHOJIOTMYECKOI'0 OCHOBAHMA COBPEMEHHOTO
MapKCUCTCKOTO aHajM3a MOXKHO JAaTh CleAylolmM obpa3oM: 1) OOBEeKTMBHOCTH
aHanus3a, 2) NOMJIMHHOCTBL JNOKa3aTeNbCTBA, 3) HaydYHOe IIPMMEHEeHMe MeToAaa.
TlocoenoBaTeIbHOCTE aHaJAM3a OOBACHAETCA JIOTMYECKMM IIOPAAKOM, HadMHAA
OT: MAeHTUdUKAUMM SBJIEHUHA, OIpeAesieHNe €ro 3aKOHOMEPHOCTM (ABJieHusd),
apaJan3a CyTH, YTBEPXKAEeHNe B3aVIMHOI 3aBUCUMOCTM ¥ B3aMMHOM 00y CJIOBJIEHHO-
CTM M CUHTE3MNC.

B TakoOM KOHTEKCTE BIIOJIHE CTAaHOBUTCA IIOHATHBIM M IpeAynpexXIeHyue
Mapkca O TOM, YTO ,HaykKa Obuia ObI M3JMIIHE! B ciydae Korga Gbl ¢hopMbI
M CYLIHOCTBL Bellleil coBmamanam‘, iy ,ecayu Obl JIOAYM MOHAJNM B3aMMHbIE CBA3MH,
IJA Yero HyzkHa Oblna Obl Hayka?“, CoOBpeMeHHbII MapKCUCTCKMIA aHaJIu3 Ipen-
roJlaraeT U AMaJIeKTUMYEeCKMIT ITOAXOJ K MCCIEeNOBaHMIO IIpoliecca pa3BUTHUA, KaAK
CTPYKTYpPbI, IIPOUCTEKAIOIEe! M3 BHYTPEHHMX IIPOTMBOpPEYMii, T. €. IOHMMAaHMA,
YTO HMYTO B MMPE He BEYHO M HaBcerjga JaHHOe.
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