TEME, r. XLV, 6p. 3, jyn — cenrembap 2021, ctp. 885-894

IMpernennu paj https://doi.org/10.22190/TEME210917052A
IMpumsbeno: 17. 09. 2021. UDK 303.035.43:168.522
PeBunnpana Bep3mja: 26. 09 2021.

OpnoOpeno 3a mrammy: 05. 10. 2021.

THE PROBLEM OF RESEARCH IN SOCIAL SCIENCES:
THE PLACE OF METHODOLOGY IN CONTEMPORARY
RESEARCH

Sanela Andri¢”, Srdan MilaSinovié
University of Criminal Investigation and Police Studies, Belgrade, Serbia

Abstract

We have tried to explore the place of methodology in contemporary research in social
and humanistic sciences; to consider the status of the methodology facing SCI lists,
scoring, proliferation of papers that threaten to jeopardize the quality and the status of the
social sciences. The basic question we want to find the answer to is whether there has been
a so-called crisis of methodology. Our goal is to draw attention to the quantification of
quasi-research that does not provide concrete answers to the social problems they (should)
investigate.

Key words: methodology, research, social sciences, quantity, quality.
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Ancrpakrt
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INTRODUCTION

The first and the most important step on which the further course
of research and the relevance of the obtained results depend is to design a
scientific research plan. The selection of relevant subject of research, the
properly proposed hypothesis, the basic research questions, the selection
of the representative sample and setting the research goals and tasks are
only some of the steps in this mental activity (Andri¢, 2017: 78-85).
However, running the race for points and being published in the SCI/SSCI
listed journals has resulted in the decline of quality of scientific papers in
social sciences and the quantification of quasi research which do not deal
with key social problems. More and more often the researchers skip the
basic steps in conducting research or omit the research outlining. In the
course of our academic and scientific work, we have noticed that there is
a proliferation of papers which do not investigate important and current
social problems. Here we will accept and emphasize the attitude of Mili¢
and Znanjecki that the primary experience of sociologists represents a
special source of information for (sociological) research (in Ili¢ &
Veljkovi¢, 2016: 9).

In other words, in contemporary social sciences there are insuffi-
cient practical researches that deal with the needs and problems of a soci-
ety. Instead of scientific discoveries, the attention of the academic public
should be directed at pragmatic and applicative research. On the other
hand, there is a proliferation of Internet surveys, to be more precise, the
research based on online questionnaires (Petrovi¢, 2014; Malikovié, Sve-
gar & Borkovi¢, 2017; Malikovi¢, Svegar & Somodi, 2017). Despite many
shortcomings, online researches are increasingly used both nationally and
internationally, although their approach has not yet been sufficiently inves-
tigated. In the imposed race for points and being published in the SCI/SSCI
listed journals, the scientists resort to “instant” researches which are re-
duced to cabinet work, classification and scientific explanations, while
“live” field work and gathering of new data have been neglected.

CHARACTERISTICS AND PROBLEMS OF CONTEMPORARY
RESEARCH IN SOCIAL SCIENCES

Traditionally, the research methods in social sciences are classified
as qualitative and quantitative, and in the contemporary science, it is in-
sisted upon the classification of methodology into qualitative and quanti-
tative (Suvakovi¢, 2011: 396). Qualitative research describes phenomena
with words, the phenomenon is not reduced, and the sample subjects are
selected according to certain characteristics. In the last several decades,
the more frequent use of qualitative methodology has been noticed and
with the increase of qualitative researches there comes a need for more
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precise standards of their quality control (Puri¢, 2010; MilaSinovi¢ &
Kesetovi¢, 2012). On the other hand, there is also an increase in online
research within contemporary research. The Internet is not only a source
of information, or the source of secondary sources, scientific papers and
researches, but it has become one of the main tools of scientific research
(Petrovi¢, 2014: 63; Malikovié, Svegar & Borkovi¢, 2017). Using online
questionnaires and forms in social researches (psychology, pedagogy, so-
ciology, economics, and political sciences) is on the rise, although their
advantages and disadvantages, as well as their influence on social theory
and the growth of scientific knowledge have not yet been fully investigat-
ed. Using online questionnaires, the data are gathered from respondents
via the Internet (Internet questionnaires), and their main advantage is the
speed of collection and processing of data, as well as low costs of con-
ducting research. Then, the advantages of online research are in that it is
easier and faster to obtain data, as well as to arrange them since they are
already digitalized; it is easier to approach the respondents regardless of
the geographic distance; the respondents are not limited in time for giving
their responses; human errors are reduced; there is a possibility to select
controlled samples. On the other hand, the most frequent objections in-
clude the rate of response and the sample representation, since only the
individuals with the access to the Internet can participate in the research.
Moreover, it is impossible to establish who answered to the questions and
if the same individual has filled in the same questionnaire more than
once. However, the problem of sampling is one of the greatest limitations
(Petrovi¢, 2014: 64-70). When outlining an online questionnaire, care
should be taken strictly about the formulation of questions because of the
absence of the examiner — the questions must be formulated clearly, pre-
cisely and unambiguously because the examiner is not there to explain
and elaborate them. We would add that one serious shortcoming of such a
manner of collecting data is also the inability to observe facial expres-
sions and body language of the respondents, which are also a rich source
of information when collecting data using traditional questionnaires -
when there is a relationship established between an examiner and a re-
spondent. The escalation in Internet (online) research has also influenced
the methodology of social researches (Brankovié¢, 2013). The first change
is the very shift to the research on the Internet. There is also a change in
research framework in terms of time and space.

Some authors indicate that the problem of contemporary science is
the commercialization of applied research at universities at the expense of
basic research whose task is to expand human knowledge (Roncéevi¢ &
Pavkov-Hrvojevi¢, 2018). The justification for this is decreased financing
of basic research as an expensive investment. We are of the opinion that
such an attitude is wrong and that it is necessary to invest into the devel-
opment of science and scientific knowledge, the methodological problems
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being among them. Without the development of methodology there is no
development of individual sciences, since science and method are insepa-
rable (Mili¢, 1978; Susnji¢, 2007; Milosavljevi¢ & Radosavljevi¢, 2013).
Some of the causes of reduced investment into basic research are of polit-
ical nature, but we shall not deal with this issue in this paper.

More important here is the race for impact factor (IF).

The attempt to evaluate the quality of scientific researches in quanti-

tative manner through IF measuring of scientific journals and citation

of papers has resulted in the reduction of basic research being carried
out. The considerable number of scientists is trying to get “liked” by
editors of the leading journals and they select their experiments ac-

cordingly... (Ronéevi¢ & Pavkov-Hrvojevi¢, 2018)

The quantity of scientific papers has become more important than
the quality of scientific results. Faced with the requirements set for career
progress, IF, SCI, SSCI and other factors, academic scientists are largely
forced to “flirt” with the quality of their papers in order to achieve a cer-
tain score. However, there is no applied research without basic research,
since the applied research uses the knowledge acquired through basic re-
search. Also, without basic research there is no development of methods
and methodology. In recent decades, all over the European Union, it has
been insisted upon the cooperation and connection of universities and in-
dustry, orin other words, on the harmonization of the basic and related re-
search, since giving freedom to scientists gives better (practical) results
(Roncevi¢ & Pavkov-Hrvojevi¢, 2018).

Another important characteristic of contemporary science is the
quality evaluation of universities and its influence on science and research
work (Hodol¢i¢é, et al, 2011; Popovi¢ & Vujisi¢-Zivkovié, 2012). Science
and research work are one of the obligations at faculties/universities - the
application of applied research and creation of new knowledge (Hodol¢i¢,
et al, 2011). In Europe, the quality of higher education is provided through
evaluation and accreditation: evaluation is given by grades ranging from
unsatisfactory, through conditional and good to excellent, while the
accreditation evaluates if the previously defined standards have been
fulfilled. In Serbia, the competence of a scientific-research organization
(faculty, university or institute) is evaluated by numerous criteria which
refer, among other things, to the number and quality of scientific and re-
search projects in the previous 4 years which are (co)financed by the
Ministry of Education, Science and Technological Development, to the
current scientific and research projects (co)financed by the Ministry, to the
scientific and research projects within international cooperation, then to
the quality of the ongoing projects, to the structure of researchers per
categories, etc. (Hodol¢i¢, et al, 2011). In brief, the scientists and re-
searchers are set criteria which can have two consequences: the increase
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of quality of scientific research or the quantification of quasi research for
the purpose of achieving scores.

The quality of research in education is one of the key methodolog-
ical questions and it assuresquantitative measuring of the research quality
(Popovi¢ & Vujisié-Zivkovi¢, 2012). Scientometrics is a scientific field
which deals with the development of methods and techniques for the pur-
pose of the structuring and application of quantitative indicators of evalu-
ation and monitoring scientific development; the development of infor-
mation system in the field of science; the study of the relationship be-
tween science and contemporary information-communication technology
and revealing the relationship between intellectual and socio-
organizational processes and the development of individual scientific are-
as. Evaluation of scientific and research work is carried out based on
three criteria: originality, significance of research and scientific-
methodological foundation of research (Popovi¢ & Vujisié-Zivkovié,
2012: 25-26). Another criterion based on which the quality of certain re-
search is evaluated is the Research Excellence Framework model in
which citation index is the key criterion of quality evaluation (Popovi¢ &
Vujisié-Zivkovi¢, 2012: 26). However, in addition to many advantages
implicit to scientific work evaluation, it results in quantitative methodol-
ogy prevailing over qualitative. It also raises the question of whether it is
possible to measure quality of research with quantitative indicators; if it is
possible to use the same indicators to measure the quality of natural and
social sciences and theoretical and applied research.

We can single out the three most often used indicators to measure
the quality of scientific research today: 1) the place of publishing, 2) the
citation index, and 3) the number of accesses to research in electronic da-
ta bases (Popovi¢ & Vujisié-Zivkovié, 2012: 29). The place of publishing,
or the journal status refers to the already mentioned SSCI and ERIH lists
and it is of great significance, since it refers to the number of points im-
portant for the researcher, as well and for certain scientific-research or-
ganization. The journal status and citation index are significant in the se-
lection and career progress of professors and researchers, since it provides
objective evaluation criteria. However, these criteria have deficien-
cies/shortcomings as well.

Empirical-quantitative research discourse in a journal’s publishing

practice results in paradoxical situations, for instance when articles

are categorized. Considering that the “Act on editing of scientific
journals” from 2005 defines the original scientific paper as “the ar-
ticle which presents previously unpublished results of someone’s
own research using a scientific method”, in journals dealing with
education almost all papers using historical or comparative meth-
odology, as well as those which have philosophical, anthropologi-
cal, culturological or similar approach are categorized as review ar-
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ticles (“the article which contains original, detailed and critical re-

view of a research problem or area in which the author has given

certain contribution, visible based on autocitations”). Originality
does not “provide” the position within the category of “original

scientific papers”, but the approach itself, taking by this as an a

priori important evaluation criterion one methodological approach,

while others are excluded or ranked as lower, regardless of other
quality criteria which are possibly satisfactory, so there is a ques-
tion of logic and consequence of this, allegedly objective evalua-

tion. (Popovi¢ & Vujisi¢-Zivkovié, 2012: 30-31).

This rather long quotation corroborates our question if it is possi-
ble, based on the same criteria, to evaluate theoretical and empirical re-
search, the research in natural and social sciences, or qualitative and
quantitative researches. If we look at the citation index, one paper or re-
search can be cited as an example of methodologically good or bad; the
scientists can cite each other in order to reach IF, and subsequently there
is a proliferation of autocitations. As for the total number of accesses to
research in electronic data bases, not all data bases are publicly accessible
and free of charge (Popovié¢ & Vujisié-Zivkovié, 2012: 31-32).

Finally, the global ranking of universities has led to the compari-
son of research and research results at a global level (Ga¢anovi¢, 2010).
The authors point out that a lot of problems result from this, in other
words, that simple lists (we have already mentioned SSCI and ERIH) can
become a source of information regarding the quality of faculties and sci-
entific and research work (Gacanovi¢, 2010: 185). On the other hand,
ranking leads to a new form of competition (Gacanovi¢, 2010: 186-187).
The majority of authors dealing with this issue agree that it is problematic
to compare and evaluate, based on the same criteria, the results and the
quality of research in natural and social sciences, or theoretical and prac-
tical research (see: Suvakovi¢, 2011). Also, there is (again) a problem of
the possibility to evaluate the quality by quantitative indicators (Gac¢anov-
i¢, 2010: 186-187). Some of the reasons (national and global) to rank uni-
versities, journals and the results of scientific research are to inform the
future students on the quality of education offered and to inform on the
academic quality of programs at all level of studies (Gacanovi¢, 2010:
189). However, ranking and ranking lists are met with many criticisms
and disapprovals, primarily because of the quantification of quality and
the imposed competition of quality. In this rat’s race, the quantification of
papers and research at the expense of quality inevitably happens.

Some authors have noticed that the sociologists in Serbia pay very
little attention to methodological problems, although they are the indica-
tor of development in a certain science (Stojsin & Vidicki, 2018). We
have already underlined the significance of methods and that the devel-
opment of a science depends on the development of its methods. The
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methodological problems imply logical-epistemological issues regarding
a scientific method, the principles of scientific knowledge, considering
problems on application, advantages and disadvantages of certain re-
search methods and techniques for gathering and processing of data and
similar (Stojsin & Vidicki, 2018: 76). The analysis of one of the leading
sociological journals Sociological Review (Coyuonowrxu npezned) has
shown that methodological articles make 3.2% of the total number of ar-
ticles from the first issue to the last issue before the beginning of the
analysis (Stojsin & Vidicki, 2018: 78). In the first issue from 1938, out of
17 articles,the significantl5 are dealing with methodological problems,
among which we have the relationship of sociology and other sciences
and subject delimitation, the development of sociology in other countries
and the development of methodology (Stojsin & Vidicki, 2018: 78).
However, the analysis of the issues starting from volume two in 1961 un-
til today has shown that the majority of scientists (sociologists) have not
paid great attention to methodological problems. Over the entire observed
period from 1961 to 2017, an average of 1.2 methodology-related articles
were published, in other words 0.8 scientific works with the subject of
methodology and 0.4 reviews annually. The largest number of methodo-
logical articles were published in 1970s (27.9%) or 2.1 article a year,
which represents the most fruitfull period for scientific papers. As for re-
views, the most fruitfull were 1960s, with even 11.8% of the total number
of articles on methodology. The fewest methodology-related articles were
published in the periods from 2000 to 2009 (10.2%) and from 2010 to
2017 (only 7.2%) (Stojsin & Vidicki, 2018: 79-80).

The solution to the crisis of contemporary methodology can be found
in action research at lower levels of education. In this kind of research,
the problems are identified by the practicing teachers (and not by profes-
sional researchers) in order to advance and improve educational practice,
which gives them the role of researchers. In order to stop this crisis of
methodology, i.e in order for it to continue to develop and improve
through contemporary research, it is necessary that the teachers are given
education in methodology. Many weaknesses of the educational process
result from insufficient methodological knowledge among teachers for
engaging in scientific and research work, and the disregard for strict
methodological procedure.

The appropriate methodological education includes the skills to
analyse pedagogical reality, the capability of theoretical foundation
of the subject and the goal of research as well as the selection of
adequate research methods, procedures and instruments, then crea-
tive application of certain theoretical postulates in constituting re-
search models, the explanation and presentation of research results,
as well as the determination of possible models and postulates for
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application of research results in order to improve the educational

practice. (Maksimovi¢ & Bandur, 2013: 600)

Methodological education and teacher training should start during
the studies (especially in social sciences), which would form their meth-
odological orientation, and the basic skills that the teachers should learn
include the basic scientific methods, the use of the results of scientific re-
search, understanding the language of science which belongs to the disci-
pline they are working in, mastering the techniques of intellectual work
(browsing and studying literature, the rules of citation and the listing of
references), the knowledge of basic methodological and logical rules, the
knowledge of scientific methods for gathering data, the knowledge of sci-
entific methods, the knowledge and respect of ethical rules and the stand-
ards of scientific and research work, scientific criticism, etc. (Maksimovi¢
& Bandur, 2013: 600-601).

CONCLUSION

Contemporary science and scientific-research institutions are fac-
ing numerous challenges and changes. Globalization and the development
of the Internet have made it easier to collect data and accelerated the re-
search process, which has led to changes in methodological research.
There is easier access to information, and the manner of gathering and ar-
ranging data is accelerated, but this has led to the commercialization of
research. The race for achieving scores, on the one hand, has created
“healthy” competition and the increase of researches, while on the other
hand, multiplication of quasi research and neglect of methodological is-
sues in scientific research work is increasing, which has slowed down the
development of methodology.

In contemporary science there is a so-called crisis of methodolo-
gy. In their work, scientists either completely omit the research outline or
omit certain parts of the outline. This practice is particularly present in
social science and the humanities on the whole. In addition to this, meth-
odological problems are not given sufficient attention in scientific articles
published in journals. Also, some authors single out the increase of ap-
plied researches in comparison with the basic researches as the problem
of contemporary science.

National and global ranking of researches and universities, in-
cluding the researchers, is another characteristic of contemporary science.
Scientists-researchers, science and research institutions and scientific
journals have been drawn into a new form of competition and quality
evaluation based on quantitative indicators. The quality of research in ed-
ucation is one of the key methodological issues; however, we cannot
evaluate the quality of theoretical and practical researches, or the re-
searches in social and natural sciences, based on the same criteria and in-



The Problem of Research in Social Sciences: The Place of Methodology ... 893

dicators. It is necessary, first of all, at the national level, to find a way to
overcome the global indicators of evaluation of quality of research and
science and research institutions.

REFERENCES

Andri¢, S. (2017) Projektovanje nau¢nog istrazivanja [Scientific research design].
Srpska nauka danas, 2 (1), 78-85.

Brankovi¢, S. (2013). Socijalne mreze i nove moguénosti drustvenog istrazivanja
[Social networks and new opportunities for social research]. Kultura polisa,
10 (20), 77-90.

Gacanovi¢, 1. (2010). Problem globalnog rangiranja univerziteta ili o iskuSenjima
savremenih visokoobrazovnih sistema [The problem of global ranking of
universities or the temptations of modern higher education systems].
Etnoantropoloski problem, 5 (2), 185-204.

Duri¢, S. (2010). Kontrola kvaliteta kvalitativnih istraZivanja [Quality control of
qualitative research]. Socioloski pregled, XLIV (4), 485-502.

Ili¢, V., Veljkovi¢, M. (2016). Neki problemi metodologije socioloskih istrazivanja:
homage Vojinu Mili¢u [Some problems of sociological research methodology:
homage to Vojin Mili¢]. Sociologija. 58 (1), 5-31.

Maksimovi¢, J., Bandur, Z. (2013). Savremena akciona istraZivanja i metodolosko
obrazovanje nastavnika refleksivnog prakti¢ara [Modern action reseaarch and
methodological training of reflektive teaching practicioners]. Teme, XXXVII
(2), 595-610.

Malikovi¢, M., évegar, D., Borkovi¢, D. Web-ispitivanja, uredaji i Web-forme [Web-
testing, devices and web-forms]. Politehnika: casopis za tehnicki odgoj i
ozbazovanje. 1 (1), 7-16.

Malikovi¢, M., Svegar, D., Somodi, S. (2017). Utjecaj vizuelne orijentacije skale za
odgovaranje i broja stranica web upitnika na rezultate ispitivanja [Influence of
the visual orientation of the answering scale and the number of pages of the
web-questionnaire on the test results]. Zbornik Veleucilista u Rijeci, 5 (1), 1-12.

Milasinovi¢, S., Andri¢, S. (2016). Studija slucaja u istrazivanju politickih pojava [Case
study in the study of political phenomena]. Kultura polisa, XI11 (30), 431-442.

Milaginovié, S., Kesetovi¢, Z. (2012). Izmedu kvalitativne i kvantitativne metodologije
[Between qualitative and quantitative methodology]. NBP-Nauka, bezbednost,
policija, 2urnal za kriminalistiku i parvo, 17 (2), 29-38.

Mili¢, V. (1978). Socioloski metod [Sociological method]. Beograd: Nolit.

Milosavljevi¢, S., Radosavljevi¢, 1. (2013). Osnovi metodologije politickih nauka
[Fundamentals of the methodology of political science]. Beograd: Sluzbeni
glasnik.

Petrovi¢, M. (2014). Advantages and limitations of online research method. Marketing, 45
(1), 63-74.

Popovié, K., Vujisié-Zivkovi¢, N. (2012). Kvantitativni pristup vrednovanju kvaliteta
istrazivanja U oblasti obrazovanja - otvorena pitanja, problemi i perspektive
[Quantitative approach to evaluating the quality of research in the field of
education - open questions, problems and perspectives]. Andragoske studije, 2,
23-42.

Roncevi¢, S., Pavkov-Hrvojevi¢, M. (2018). Budué¢nost osnovnih istraZivanja- izazovi
komercijalizacije istrazivanja na univerzitetima [The future of basic research -
challenges of commercialization of research at universities]. XXV skup Trendovi
razvoja: “Digitalizacija visokog obrazovanja ”. Kopaonik, 21-23.2.2018.



894 S. Andri¢, S. MilaSinovi¢

Stojsin, S., Vidicki, V. (2018). Metodoloski problemi u srpskoj sociologiji - analiza
sadrzaja Socioloskog pregleda [Methodological problem in Serbian sociology
- analysis of the content of the Sociological Review]. Socioloski pregled, (52)
1, 75-100. https://doi.org/10.5937/socpreg52-16273

Hodol¢i¢, J., at al. (2011). Akreditacija nau¢noistrazivackog rada i njegov znacaj za
obrazovni proces [Accreditation of scientific research work and its
significance for the educational process]. XVII skup trendova razvoja:
“Evropa 2020: Drustvo zasnovano na znanju . Kopaonik, 07-10.3.2011.

Sugnji¢, B. (2007). Metodologija - kritika nauke [Methodology-critique of science].
Beograd: Cigoja $tampa.

Suvakovi¢, U. (2007). Merox HcnuTHBaRa M MOTyHHOCTH IeroBe NpPHMEHE Y
MpOYyYaBamy IMOJUTHYKUX CTaBOBa IMOJUTHUYKHUX TapTHja KOje Cy JenoBaiie
npe mect u Buie aeueHuja [A research method and possibilities of its
application in the study of political attitudes of political parties which were
active six decades ago and earlier]. 36oprux padosa @unosopcroe axyrmema y
Hpuwmunu, 36, 271-288.

Suvakovi¢, U. (2011). On Exceeding Of Division For Qualitative And Quantitative
Researches In Contemporary Scientific Methodology. Cpncka noaumuuxa
mucao, 34 (4), 395-420. https://doi.org/10.22182/spm.3442011.20

MMPOBJIEM UCTPAKUBAIHA Y IPYIITBEHUM
HAYKAMA: MECTO METOAOJIOTUJE
Y CABPEMEHUM UCTPA’KUBAIBUMA

Canena Auapuh, Cphan Munamunosuh
KpnMuHamCTHYKO-TIONMIN] CKH YHUBEp3UTeT, beorpan, Cpouja

Pe3ume

CaBpeMeHa ApYIITBEHa HCTPaKUBamka CyodaBajy ce ca KPHU30M METOOJIOTHjE.
IIpen Hay4yHHKe-UCTPAKUBAYe MOCTABJbAjy CE 3aXTEBH LUTHPAHOCTHU, MHJEKCHUpamba,
panrupama, CIIU nucte, uMmmakT daktopa, ¥ CI., MTO JOBOAU 10 Tpoiudepanuje
UCTpaXUBamka Ha ymrTpO KBaiuTeTa. BpeaHoBame Hay4YHO-MCTPaKMBAYKOT pana je
CBAaKaKO KJbYYHO 3a pa3BOj HayKe M METOAOJIOTHje, aJli M 3a caM KBAJIUTET pajga. Me-
hyTuM, M3HOBaA ce MOCTaBJba NMUTAKE Na JIA j€ MCIPaBHO IpeMa UCTHM KPUTEPH]jy-
MHMa OIEHUBATH U PAHTHPATH HCTPAXHUBAUEC M UCTPAXKMBAKA y JPYIITBEHUM U HpH-
POIHUM HayKa, KBAJINTaTUBHA M KBAaHTHTAaTHBHA MCTPAXXHBamba, TEOPHjCKA U IIPHMe-
BEHA, C 003UPOM Ha HUXOB KapakTep M METOAOJOTHjy. Y paay CMO TOBOPHIH O M-
nakT (akTopuMa, KBAIUTETY M PAHTHPajy HAyYHHX pagoBa, 4YacomKuca U YHHBEp3UTe-
Ta KOjUMa je 3ajeHHYKU Wb IOAN3abe KBAIUTETa HAay4YHO-UCTPaXKUBAYKOT paja,
QJTM ¥ 0 HEOMXOAHOCTH METO/IONIOLIKOT 00pa3oBama 1 00y4aBama HACTABHHKA.


https://doi.org/10.5937/socpreg52-16273
https://doi.org/10.22182/spm.3442011.20

