
Journal for Politics, Gender, and Culture Vol. 6 / No. 1 / Winter 2007

11

Identities

Introduction

Traditional (classical) social sciences, being established 
and improved in a “disciplinarily divided structure,” have 
been implying a particular style and way of “knowing”: 
That is, trying to reflect on, understand, and produce the 
knowledge of the society by dividing it into compartments. 
This perspective has itself formed a certain paradigm. 
Swerving from this dominant paradigm, women’s/
gender studies’ claim to (or dream of) interdisciplinarity, 
has in fact derived from a basic conception of – academic 
- feminism:   
 

“[I]nterdisciplinarity as an epistemological choice referring 
to the unsplitable integrity of the society, derives from a ba-
sic assertion of feminism which puts ‘gender’ as one of the 
main factors establishing and interpreting the societal phe-
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Voved

Tradicionalnite (klasi~ni) op{testveni nauki, 
oformeni i razvieni vo edna „disciplinarno pode-
lena struktura”, podrazbiraat osoben stil i na~in 
na „znaewe”, odnosno: obid da se osvrnat na, da go 
razberat i sozdadat znaewe za op{testvoto taka {to 
}e go podelat na oddeli. Vakvata perspektiva formi-
rala eden vid paradigma. So toa {to zastranuvaat od 
ovaa dominantna paradigma, svojata pretenzija (ili 
son) za interdisciplinarnost `enskite/rodovi 
studii vsu{nost ja izveduvaat od osnovnoto poimawe 
na – akademskiot - feminizam:

„[I]nterdisciplinarnosta kako epistemolo{ki izbor  
koj se odnesuva na nedeliviot integritet na op{testvoto, 
poteknuva od osnovnoto tvrdewe na feminizmot koe go 
poso~uva ‘rodot’ kako eden od glavnite faktori pri 
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nomenon. In other words, the sphere named as the ‘societal’ 
is entirely structured and restructured by gendered rela-
tions; there is no other sphere external to this structuration 
–no sphere  which is not gendered, which does not comprise 
power through the masculine / feminine dichotomy.” (San-
car, 2003)
  

So, interdisciplinarity itself can be considered as a 
new paradigm, a new style of knowing which should 
bring together new epistemological/methodological 
ascensions –like the contest to the division of the 
knowing subject/object dichotomy, new institutional 
structures –like interdisciplinary departments, and new 
political formations –like the cooperation and relation 
between the outside and inside, between the academia 
and the social, between knowledge and politics.

This paper aims to trace (i) the degree and content 
of realization, (ii) advantages and disadvantages of 
such a positional contest via a comparative study of 
women’s and/or gender studies* in the Czech Republic, 
Macedonia and Turkey. To this end, firstly, the notions 
of disciplinarity and interdisciplinarity will be revised. 
Secondly, 

 the history of WGS’ introduction to the academia, -if 
so- in parallel to the improvement of feminism and 
women’s movement(s); 

 

 the existing concerned institutions/units –i.e. 
departments, curricula, modules, centers, and bodies 
inside and outside the academia in each country is 
outlined. 

Challenges of the Interdisciplinary Character of Women’s/Gender Studies

utvrduvaweto i tolkuvaweto na op{testvenite pojavi. So 
drugi zborovi, sferata koja ja narekuvame ‘op{testvena’ 
e celosno strukturirana i restrukturirana od strana 
na orodoveni odnosi; ne postoi sfera nadvor od vakvata 
strukturacija – sfera koja ne e orodovena, koja ne 
podrazbira mo} preku dihotomijata ma{kost/`enskost.” 
(Sancar, 2003)
  

Zna~i, samata interdisciplinarnost mo`e da se 
smeta za nova paradigma, nov stil na znaewe koj treba 
da gi obedini novite epistemolo{ki/metodolo{ki 
dostignuvawa – kako osporuvaweto na podelbata na 
dihotomijata poznavatelen subjekt/objekt, novite 
institucionalni strukturi – kako interdiscipli-
narnite katedri, i novite politi~ki formacii 
- kako sorabotkata i vrskata pome|u nadvor i vna-
tre, pome|u akademskoto i op{testvenoto, pome|u 
znaeweto i politikata.

Ovoj trud ima za cel da gi otkrie (1) stepenot i 
sodr`inata na ostvaruvaweto, (2) prednostite i 
nedostatocite na takvata pozicija na osporuvawe 
preku komparativna studija na `enskite i/ili ro-
dovi studii* vo Republika Чe{ka, Makedonija i Tur-
cija. Za taa cel, prvo }e bidat revidirani poimite 
disciplinarnost i interdisciplinarnost. Vtoro,

	 istorijata na voveduvaweto na @RS vo akadem-
skite krugovi - ako voop{to i vlegle – vo odnos 
so napredokot na feminizmot i `enskoto 
dvi`ewe;

	 postojnite zasegnati institucii/edinici, t.e. 
katedri, nastavni planovi i programi, moduli, 
centri i tela vo i nadvor od akademskite zaed-
nici na sekoja od zemjite.

*  From now on, WGS in the text; and WS for Women’s Stud-
ies, GS for Gender Studies

*   @RS ponatamu vo tekstot; @S za `enski studii, RS za 
rodovi studii
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Thirdly and finally, the actual situation of WGS with 
regards to interdisciplinarity is evaluated.

When questioning a (or, the) scientific-academic sphere 
one has to take into consideration the three main aspects 
of scientific knowledge cumulation:
 
 its history (the ways and the specific conditions of its 

development); 
 its philosophy (its structure, epistemology and 

methodology);
 and its sociology (attitudes and values of the scientific-

academic communities). 

In this text, these three aspects are taken as cross cuttings 
of the debates of disciplinarity-interdisciplinarity, and of 
WGS. 

Disciplinarity/Interdisciplinarity Revisited
 

A considerable body of critics targeting WGS has been 
about the area’s inability to be(come) a discipline. These 
critics depend on limitative arguments like the structure of 
knowledge, lack of specific methodologies and concepts, 
claims of subjectivity and the so-called impossibility 
to change the existing institutionalized structures. 
At this point, one shall question whether disciplines 
are totalistic, unitarian and homogenous structures. 
Many disciplines offer “different knowledge structures” 
within themselves. For example, we cannot claim that 
experimental, clinic, Freudian, cognitive, etc. approaches 
within psychology are perhaps complementary, but 
never coherent approaches. Thus, differentiations within 
disciplines are not less than that of interdisciplinary 
areas, and interdisciplinary differences. We can argue 

Treto i posledno, se procenuva aktualnata situacija 
na @RS vo odnos na interdisciplinarnosta.

Koga se preispituva nau~no-akademska(ta) sfera, 
mora da se imaat predvid trite glavni aspekti na 
kumulacija na nau~noto znaewe:

	 negovata istorija (na~inite i posebnite uslovi 
na negoviot razvoj);

	 negovata filosofija (strukturata, epistemologi-
jata i metodologijata); i

	 negovata sociologija (stavovite i vrednostite na 
nau~no-akademskite zaednici).

Vo tekstov, ovie tri aspekti se zemeni kako ispre-
pleteni vo raspravite za disciplinarnost-inter-
disciplinarnost, kako i za @RS.

Nov osvrt na  
disciplinarnosta/interdisciplinarnosta

Zna~itelen broj kritiki upateni kon @RS se os-
vrnuvaat tokmu na nemo}ta na oblasta da bide 
(stane) disciplina. Vakvite kritiki zavisat od 
ograni~uva~ki argumenti, kako {to se strukturata 
na znaeweto, nedostigot na specifi~ni metodi i 
poimi, tvrdewa za subjektivnost i takanare~enata 
nemo`nost da se smenat postojnite institucio-
nalizirani strukturi. Zasega, bi se zapra{ale dali 
disciplinite se totalisti~ki, unitarni ili ho-
mogeni strukturi. Golem broj disciplini vo svoite 
ramki nudat „razli~ni soznajni strukturi”. Taka 
na primer, ne mo`e da tvrdime deka eksperimen-
talniot, klini~kiot, frojdovskiot, kognitivniot 
i sli~nite pristapi vo psihologijata se mo`ebi 
komplementarni, no nikoga{ koherentni pristapi. 
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the same thing for the concepts, too. Besides disciplines 
themselves, their methods, subjects and concepts change 
in time, like the expansion of geography starting from 
natural sciences; physical geography to social sciences, 
and to human geography and economic geography. 

Disciplines are of course different from each other; but 
why and how do we consider the lines between disciplines, 
to say, the most important categorizations/divisions of 
knowledge? In order to reveal the answers, one has to 
look at the notion of discipline itself. 

Existing literature on the notion demonstrates that 
many of the discipline’s definitions are instrumental 
and mechanistic, (for ex. Pfinister, 1969; Scott, 1979) 
while others approach the concept critically, drawing on 
legitimizing epistemological and socio-cultural, historical 
concerns (for. ex. Becher, 1981; 1989; Lattuca, 2002). 

From an instrumental and mechanistic perspective, 
“a discipline” corresponds to an idea of an essential, 
legitimate and coherent corpus of knowledge, which is 
structured around a specific subject or problematic via a 
specific methodology. On the other hand, from a critical 
point of view, a discipline is an artificial, historical and 
contingent construct, which is determined by power 
and authority relations to a great degree. And from an 
approach focusing on the socio-cultural aspect, the 
notion is defined as “scientific communities,” “tribes 
of the academia” and/or the means of framing inter-

Taka, podelbite vo samite disciplini ne se ni{to 
pomali od onie me|u interdisciplinarnite oblas-
ti i interdisciplinarnite razliki. Istoto mo`e 
da go tvrdime i za poimite. Pokraj samite disci-
plini, so tekot na vremeto se menuvaat i nivnite 
metodi, predmeti i poimi, kako pro{iruvaweto na 
geografijata od prirodnite nauki; fizi~kata ge-
ografija kon op{testvenite nauki i kon ~ove~kata 
i ekonomskata geografija.

Disciplinite, sekako, se razlikuvaat edna od druga; 
no zo{to i kako gi smetame granicite me|u disci-
plinite za, taka da se ka`e, najva`ni kategorizacii/ 
podelbi na znaeweto? Za da gi najdeme odgovorite, 
mora prvo da go razgledame samiot poim discipli-
nata.

Postojnata literatura na temava poka`uva deka 
golem broj od definiciite na disciplinata se 
instrumentalni i mehanisti~ki (na primer,  
Pfinister, 1969; Scott, 1979), a drugi, pak, mu prio|aat 
na poimot kriti~ki i se potpiraat na legitimni 
epistemolo{ki i kulturno-op{testveni, istori-
ski faktori (na primer, Becher, 1981; 1989; Lattuca, 
2002).

Od instrumentalna i mehanisti~ka perspektiva, 
„disciplina”, odgovara na ideja za su{testven, le-
gitimen i dosleden korpus znaewa, strukturiran 
okolu poseben predmet ili problematika so pomo{ 
na posebna metodologija. Od druga strana, pak, od 
kriti~ka gledna to~ka, disciplinata e ve{ta~ki, 
istoriski i kontingenten konstrukt, vo golema mera 
opredelen od odnosite na mo} i avtoritet. A vo pri-
stapot koj se koncentrira na kulturno-op{testvenata 
strana, poimot se definira kako „nau~ni zaednici”, 
„akademski plemiwa” i/ili sredstvo za sozdavawe 

Challenges of the Interdisciplinary Character of Women’s/Gender Studies
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personal, inter-institutional, cultural and intellectual 
activity.

 Here, we take the traditional disciplinary scientific-
academic structure from a synthesis of the latter two 
perspectives, to name as: the critical socio-historical 
perspective. As Boxer (2000) puts the issue:

“… powerful authoritative voices, largely male, that two cen-
turies ago... began to corral all kinds of knowledge into the 
disciplinary forms that came over the last century to struc-
ture academies of higher learning.” (from Caruana & Oakey, 
2004)  

Modern social sciences having been born and developed 
in a disciplinary divided structure were alluding to a 
specific “knowing style”: reflecting on, understanding, 
and producing the knowledge of the society by dividing 
it into compartments. Moreover, this approach and 
structure itself has established a certain paradigm. WGS, 
with its claim to interdisciplinarity, has been diverging 
from this dominant paradigm as it has been: 

(1) offering a strong critic to the gender-blindness and 
gender-biased-ness of traditional disciplines;

(2) highlighting the invisibility and/or secondarization 
of women’s life stories, experiences and problems;

(3) depending on new epistemological-methodological 
perspectives which have been indistinct knowing 
subject/object, knowledge/society, science/politics 
dichotomies.

me|uli~nosni, me|uinstitucionalni, kulturni i 
intelektualni dejnosti.

Ovde tradicionalnata disciplinarna nau~no-
akademska struktura ja zemame od sintezata na pos-
lednite dve gledi{ta, i }e ja nare~eme: kriti~ka 
op{testveno-istoriska perspektiva. Kako {to ob-
jasnuva Bokser (Boxer, 2000):

„... mo}ni avtoritativni glasovi, prete`no ma{ki, koi 
pred dva veka... zapo~naa da zatvoraat sekakvi vidovi 
znaewa vo disciplinarnite oblici {to go osvoija 
minatiot vek, za da gi strukturiraat visokoobrazovnite 
akademii.” (od Caruana & Oakey, 2004)

Modernite op{testveni nauki, rodeni i razvieni 
vo disciplinarno podelena struktura, upatuvaa na 
eden poseben „poznavatelen stil”: razmisluvawe, 
razbirawe i sozdavawe na soznanieto za op{testvoto 
so negova podelba. Zgora na toa, vakviot pristap, 
kako i samata struktura, formira eden vid paradig-
ma. @RS, so svojata pretenzija za interdisciplinar-
nost, otstapuvaat od vakvata dominantna paradigma 
bidej}i:

(1) nudat ostra kritika na rodovoto slepilo i ro-
dovite predrasudi na tradicionalnite disci-
plini;

(2) ja istaknuvaat nevidlivosta i/ili vtoroste-
penosta na `enskite `ivotni prikazni, iskust-
va i problemi;

(3) zavisat od novite epistemolo{ko-metodolo{ki 
perspektivi koi ne gi razlikuvaat dihotomite 
poznavatelen subjekt/objekt, znaewe/op{testvo, 
nauka/politika.
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Within the process of the development of WGS, the new 
pieces did not fit into the existing puzzle. Because the 
problem which was carried to the academia by feminism 
was not a problem of how to add a new research title to 
social theory; it was not an issue of “me too me too-ism.” 
The problem was related to the dominant definitions of 
the concepts (from “work” to “human rights”), to how we 
approach and from where we approach (impossibility of 
objectivity), and to the analytical tools that we use (like 
“class”).

Improvement towards and/or within a -desired- 
interdisciplinarity arose due to such a reconstruction 
of the puzzle. Because traditional modern thought 
and disciplinarization creates serious problems when 
one attempts to understand women’s lives and gender 
relations. Sancar (2004) gives an example that excellently 
highlights the critical importance of interdisciplinarity 
to overcome these problems: 

“The notion of human rights is developed in face of the viola-
tion of the individual’s rights by the State: it depends on prin-
cipals like the immunity of one’s body, private life sphere, 
the prohibition of confiscating one’s labour. Concerning the 
relations between individuals and the State, it is central to 
protect the norms grounded by the notion of human rights, 
and the knowledge of this sphere is analyzed in the frame-
work of law and political science. However, once you start 
to research domestic violence, which is a basic problem-
atic for women, you realize that this sphere is invisible as 
a violation within the notion of human rights developed by 
law and political science. Once marriage is established by a 
contract depending on reciprocal ‘consent’ in the framework 
of private law, it is exterior to the definition of the ‘public.’ 
and thus the ‘political arrangement.’ and becomes a sphere 

Vo sklop na razvojniot proces na @RS, novite 
par~enca ne vleguvaa vo postojnata slo`uvalka. 
Bidej}i problemot iznesen pred akademskite 
krugovi ne be{e problem kako da se dodade nov 
naslov za istra`uvawe vo op{testvenata teorija; 
ne stanuva{e zbor za „i-jas-i-jas-izam”. Problemot 
se odnesuva{e na dominantnite definicii na poi-
mite (od „rabota” do „~ovekovi prava”), na toa kako 
prio|ame i od kade prio|ame (nemo`nost za objek-
tivnost), kako i na analiti~kite sredstva {to gi 
koristime (kako „klasa”).

Blagodarenie na takvata rekonstrukcija na 
slo`uvalkata, ima{e napredok kon i/ili vo ram-
kite na edna -posakuvana- interdisciplinarnost. 
Bidej}i, tradicionalnata moderna misla i disci-
plinarizacija sozdavaat seriozni problemi pri 
obidot da se razberat `enskite `ivoti i rodovite 
odnosi. San~ar (Sancar, 2004) nudi eden primer koj 
odli~no ja naglasuva klu~nata va`nost na inter-
disciplinarnosta vo nadminuvaweto na ovie prob-
lemi:

„Poimot ~ovekovi prava se razviva nasproti kr{eweto 
na pravata na poedinecot od strana na dr`avata: zavisi 
od principi kako imunitetot na teloto, sferata na 
privatniot `ivot, zabranata za konfiskacija na ne~ij 
trud. Vo odnosite me|u poedincite i dr`avata, najva`no 
e da se za{titat normite zacrtani so poimot ~ovekovi 
prava, a poznavaweto na ovaa sfera se analizira vo 
ramkite na pravoto i politi~kite nauki. Me|utoa, 
{tom }e po~nete da go istra`uvate semejnoto nasilstvo, 
{to e osnovna problematika za `enite, sogleduvate 
deka vo ramkite na poimot ~ovekovi prava, razvien 
od strana na pravoto i politi~kite nauki ovaa sfera 
e nevidliva kako povreduvawe na pravata. [tom }e se 
vospostavi brakot kako dogovor koj zavisi od zaemnata 
‘soglasnost’ vo ramki na privatnoto pravo, toa izleguva 

Challenges of the Interdisciplinary Character of Women’s/Gender Studies
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indisputable via the notion of ‘rights.’ So, domestic gender-
based violence, which is the most widespread gender-based 
power mechanism all over the world has been prisoned only 
to psychology’s area of ‘behaviour disorders’ for long time, 
and this phenomenon has maintained its existence as one 
of the ‘invisible’ gendered social phenomena. The fact that 
women are subject to gender-based human rights violations 
has become definable, searchable and analyzable by insist-
ing feminist studies questioning the spheres of law, political 
science, sociology and psychology.” 

So, as an epistemological choice or necessity, interdisci-
plinarity creates its grounds of legitimacy in the context 
of WGS. However, just as the notion of disciplinarity, 
the notion of interdisciplinarity too, is argumentative 
in many ways. Lattuca (2003) depicts interdisciplinary 
scholarship as a continuum from informed disciplinar-
ity to conceptual interdisciplinarity (from, Caruana & 
Oakey, 2004): 

“The former involves issues which are motivated by a disci-
plinary question but teachers use examples from other dis-
ciplines to help students make connections between them, 
the latter engages with issues and questions which can only 
be answered by using a variety of disciplines, implying a cri-
tique of disciplinary understandings of an issue or question, 
akin to the feminist and post-modern approaches. Overall, 
proponents of integration-based definitions argue that in-
terdisciplinary work achieves a higher level of integration 
than multidisciplinary work that merely concatenates or 
juxtaposes disciplines in such a way that their separateness 
is preserved and the only unity sought is in the form of a 
person’s education itself.” 

od definicijata na ‘javnoto’, pa ottuka i na ‘politi~koto 
ureduvawe’ i stanuva sfera koja ne mo`e da se pobie 
so pomo{ na poimot ‘prava’. Zna~i, semejnoto rodovo 
nasilstvo, koe e najrasprostranetiot rodov mehanizam 
na mo} vo svetot, dolgo vreme bilo zatvorano vo ramkite 
na psiholo{kata oblast na ‘bihejvioralni naru{uvawa’, 
a pojavata si obezbedila opstanok kako edna od 
‘nevidlivite’ orodoveni op{testveni pojavi. Toa {to 
`enite se podlo`eni na rodovi kr{ewa na ~ovekovite 
prava, stanalo podlo`no na definirawe, istra`uvawe 
i analiza blagodarenie na nastoj~ivite feministi~ki 
studii koi gi preispituvaat sferite pravo, politi~ki 
nauki, sociologija i psihologija”.

Zna~i, kako epistemolo{ki izbor ili potreba, 
interdisciplinarnosta ja kreira svojata legitim-
nost vo kontekst na @RS. Me|utoa, kako i poimot 
disciplinarnost, taka i poimot interdiscipli-
narnost e sporen vo mnogu pogledi. Latuka (Lattuca, 
2003) go opi{uva interdisciplinarnoto znaewe 
kako kontinuum od informirana disciplinarnost 
do konceptualna interdisciplinarnost (od Caru-
ana & Oakey, 2004):

„Prvata podrazbira problemi pottiknati od edno 
disciplinarno pra{awe, no profesorite koristat 
primeri od drugi disciplini za da im pomognat 
na studentite da gi povrzat, a vtoroto se zanimava 
so problemi i pra{awa koi mo`e da se odgovorat 
samo so upotreba na edna lepeza od disciplini, 
{to podrazbira kritika na disciplinarnite sfa}a-
wa za nekoj problem ili pra{awe, bliska do femi-
nisti~kite i postmodernite priodi. S$ na s$, 
zastapnicite na integrativni definicii tvrdat deka 
interdisciplinarnata rabota postignuva povisoko 
nivo na integracija od multidisciplinarnata rabota, 
koja samo gi podreduva disciplinite taka {to }e bide 
za~uvana nivnata podvoenost, a se bara edinstvo samo vo 
forma na samoto obrazovanie na li~nosta”.
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A step further than “integration” hidden is the potential of 
politicizing and transforming the dominant disciplinary 
paradigm, which is termed by Bird (2001) as “critical 
interdisciplinarity.” Here, the borders between disciplines 
themselves become “struggle spheres” between different 
“essential structures” or “reality regimes.” Thus, 
critical interdisciplinarity may be regarded as a form of 
intellectual empowerment where knowledge is redefined, 
not through a process of integration, but rather through 
a process of dismantling.

In order to understand where on this continuum WGS 
inhabits in three countries, we have to review the 
area’s development and institutionalization orienting 
towards/within the university, interlaced with women’s/
feminist movements. After the following two chapters, 
aiming at this review, we will return to the question of 
interdisciplinarity.    

Introduction of Women’s / Gender Studies  
to the Academia 

When compared to Western and Northern European 
countries, in Central, Eastern and South Eastern Europe 
WGS arose in a relatively late era: considering our cases 
here, in the Czech Republic and Macedonia after the 
collapse of the “communist regime,” and in Turkey, 
following the Western experience with a slight time-
lag. Whereas efforts for introducing this academic issue 
were perceived as a normal consequence of liberation 
and achieving more freedom in thinking in the two 
ex-communist countries, in Turkey, antagonistically, 
feminism –both politically and academically revived 
in an anti-democratic era, after the coup d’état of 12th 
September 1980, where all other opposition movements 
were oppressed. 

Чekor ponatamu od „integracijata” e mo`nosta 
za politizirawe i preobrazba na dominantnata 
disciplinarna paradigma, koja Bird (Bird, 2001) 
ja narekuva „kriti~ka interdisciplinarnost”. 
Tuka, granicite me|u samite disciplini stanuvaat 
„sferi na borba” me|u razli~nite „su{tinski struk-
turi” ili „re`imi na stvarnosta”. Taka, kriti~nata 
interdisciplinarnost mo`e da se smeta za oblik na 
intelektualna emancipacija vo koja znaeweto se re-
definira, ne niz eden proces na integracija, tuku 
poskoro niz proces na razgraduvawe.

Za da razbereme kade vo ovoj kontinuum @RS 
`iveat vo trite zemji, mora da gi razgledame raz-
vojot i institucionalizacijata vo nasoka na/vo 
ramki na univerzitetot, isprepleteni so `en-
skite/feministi~kite dvi`ewa. Po narednite dve 
poglavja, koi ja obrabotuvaat vakvata revizija, }e se 
vratime na pra{aweto za interdisciplinarnosta.

Voveduvawe na `enskite/rodovite studii  
vo akademskite krugovi

Vo sporedba so zapadno i severno-evropskite zemji, 
vo centralna, isto~na i ju`na Evropa @RS se pojavi-
ja relativno docna: vo na{ive slu~ai, na primer, 
vo Republika Чe{ka i Makedonija po raspadot na 
„komunisti~kiot re`im”, a vo Turcija go sledea za-
padnoto iskustvo so malo zaostanuvawe. Dodeka vo 
dvete porane{ni komunisti~ki zemji obidite da 
se vovede ova akademsko pra{awe se smetaa za nor-
malna posledica na osloboduvaweto i postignu-
vaweto pogolema sloboda na mislewe, vo Turcija, 
sosema sprotivno, feminizmot – i politi~ki i 
akademski – o`ivea vo edna antidemokratska doba, 
po dr`avniot udar od 12 septemvri 1980 godina vo 
koj bea potisnati site dvi`ewa na opozicijata.
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The reasons for the “delay” of WGS in the Czech Republic 
and Macedonia resemble each other, similar to the 
majority of countries behind the “Iron Curtain” and in 
ex-SFRY (Yugoslavia). We concede that this resemblance 
depends on an oversimplification and overlook due to 
analytical and comparative reasons. Doubtless there 
existed crucial differences between ex-communist CEE 
countries and those of the Balkans. Since the former 
entered into Socialism after they had been built as 
capitalist civil societies, the latter were mostly rurally 
organized, oriented to traditional patriarchal social values 
(Duhaček, 1998). Despite the remarkable propinquity, 
common Slavic language, shared historical experiences 
and strong cultural influences connecting these countries, 
Central and SE Europe is not one homogenous space in 
many terms. For example, although generally perceived 
as a component of democratization and liberalization 
process, the idea of feminism and establishing the GS 
in Czech Republic and Ex-Yugoslavia had different 
motives and faced different obstacles. While Western 
liberal feminism seemed “too leftist” for Czech women, 
reminding them on the ideology they had “just got rid of” 
(Šiklová, 1999), in Macedonia, paradoxically, feminism 
was perceived not so much as Western but challenging 
the very patriarchal and nationalistic streams following 
the destruction of Yugoslavia. 

Before the 1970s, where the second wave of feminism 
arose in the West, the two countries examined here – 
Czechoslovakia and Macedonia- experienced refraction, 
that is to say, World War II and its consequences, albeit 
in very different contexts. To understand this further, we 

Pri~inite za „docneweto” na @RS vo Republika 
Чe{ka i vo Makedonija si nalikuvaat, sli~no na 
pove}eto zemji zad „`eleznata zavesa” i vo porane{na 
SFRJ. Priznavame deka vakvata sli~nost se potpira 
na uprostuvawa i previdi od analiti~ki i spored-
beni pri~ini. Nesomneno postoeja su{tinski raz-
liki me|u porane{nite komunisti~ki zemji od 
centralna i isto~na Evropa i onie od Balkanot. 
Bidej}i, prvite go prifatija socijalizmot otka-
ko se izgradija kako kapitalisti~ki gra|anski 
op{testva, a vtorite imaa prete`no ruralna or-
ganizacija, naso~ena kon tradicionalnite patri-
jarhalni op{testveni vrednosti (Duhaček, 1998). I 
pokraj zabele`itelnata srodnost, sli~nite sloven-
ski jazici, zaedni~kite istoriski iskustva i silni-
te kulturni vlijanija koi gi povrzuvaat ovie zemji, 
centralna i jugoisto~na Evropa vo mnogu aspekti 
ne pretstavuva homogen prostor. Na primer, iako 
generalno se smetaat za sostaven del na procesot 
za demokratizacija i liberalizacija, idejata za 
feminizmot i vospostavuvaweto na RS vo Republi-
ka Чe{ka i porane{na Jugoslavija imaa razli~na 
pobudi i se soo~ija so razli~ni prepreki. Dode-
ka zapadniot liberalen feminizam im deluva{e 
„prelevi~arski” na ~e{kite `eni i gi potsetuva{e 
na ideologijata od koja „tuku{to se otka~ile” 
(Šiklová, 1999), vo Makedonija, paradoksalno, 
feminizmot ne se do`ivuva{e tolku kako zapaden, 
tuku kako osporuva~ tokmu na patrijarhalnite i 
nacionalisti~ki struewa koi se javija po raspadot 
na Jugoslavija.

Pred sedumdesettite, koga se javi vtoriot feminis-
ti~ki bran na Zapadot, dvete zemji koi gi razgleduva-
me - Чehoslova~ka i Makedonija – do`iveaja prekr{u-
vawe, odnosno, Vtorata svetska vojna i nejzinite 
posledici, no vo razli~ni konteksti. Za podobro 
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must take a look back in time: National emancipation of 
Czechoslovakia from the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy 
had included the “woman question” too as a component 
of the process. Women writers like Božena Němcová, 
had played a great role in raising the Czech language 
to a language of literature, which until that time was 
German. Karolina Světlá and Eliška Krásnohorská had 
founded “Minerva” in 1890 as the first girls’ high school 
in Central Europe based on the idea of female education. 
Moreover, in 1903, a Czech Women’s Club has been 
established by a number of future female politicians as 
its members. At the beginning of the 1930s, the Club 
had built –thanks to finances from collections– a center 
rich in concepts: a library, accommodation, lecture hall, 
restaurant and meeting rooms, which unfortunately 
could have been used by Czech women only for about 
ten years.1 Because:

“A whole generation of university-educated professional 
Czech women matured before the First Czechoslovak Repub-
lic came to an end at the end of the 1930s. The Second World 
War brought a serious setback in education. The hardest blow 
was the closing of all Czech universities by the Germans for 
the duration of the war and the sending of Czech students 
to labor camps. After the war was finally over, the Czechs 
registered an enormous loss of their intelligentsia, including 
women’s rights activists.” (Kotlandová Koenig, 1999)2 

Women’s movements in Macedonia, starting from late 
19th century followed a rather different path, mainly 
along two courses: liberal feministic and proletarian. 
The former was comprised of civil strata and different 
women’s civil organizations, whereas the proletarian 
course was developing along the lines of the labour class 
and under the influence of socialistic ideas. What must be 
borne in mind is that, just like in the Austro-Hungarian 

da razbereme ova, mora da se vratime vo vremeto: 
nacionalnata emancipacija na Чehoslova~ka od 
Avstroungarskata monarhija go vklu~uva{e i „`en-
skoto pra{awe” kako sostaven del od procesot. Pisa-
telkite kako Bo`ena Nemcova (Božena Němcová) 
odigraa zna~ajna uloga vo podignuvaweto na ~e{kiot 
jazik na nivo na literaturen jazik, kakov dotoga{ 
be{e germanskiot. Karolina Svetla (Karolina Světlá) 
i Eli{ka Krasnohorska (Eliška Krásnohorská) vo 
1890 godina ja osnovaa „Minerva”, prvata `enska 
gimnazija vo centralna Evropa, zasnovana na idejata 
za obrazovanie na `enite. Osven toa, vo 1903 godina, 
golem broj idni politi~arki go osnovaa Чe{kiot 
klub na `eni. Na po~etokot od triesettite Klubot 
izgradil – so pomo{ na donacii – bogat centar: bib-
lioteka, smestuvawe, predavalna, restoran i sali za 
sostanoci, koj, za `al, ~e{kite `eni mo`ele da go 
koristat samo desetina godini.1 Bidej}i:

„Cela edna generacija univerzitetski obrazovani ~e{ki 
`eni sozrea pred da zgasne Prvata Чe{ka Republika kon 
krajot na triesettite. Vtorata svetska vojna dovede do 
seriozen zastoj vo obrazovanieto. Najsilniot udar be{e 
zatvoraweto na site ~e{ki univerziteti od strana na 
Germancite s$ dodeka trae{e vojnata i ~e{kite studenti 
bea ispra}ani vo rabotni logori. Po krajot na vojnata, 
Чesite zabele`aa ogromni zagubi vo inteligencijata, 
vklu~uvaj}i gi tuka i poborni~kite za `enskite prava”. 
(Kotlandová Koenig, 1999)2

@enskite dvi`ewa vo Makedonija od krajot na 19 
vek, imaa malku poinakov razvoen pat, glavno vo dve 
nasoki: liberalno feministi~ka i proleterska. 
Prvata se sostoe{e od gra|anski sloevi i razli~ni 
`enski gra|anski zdru`enija, dodeka proletarskata 
nasoka se razvi po tragite na rabotni~kata klasa 
i pod vlijanie na socijalisti~kite idei. Mora da 
se ima predvid deka, kako i vo Avstroungarskata 
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Monarchy in the Ottoman Empire, the nationalist 
movements have started that time, and the first course of 
(liberal feministic) the Macedonian women’s movement 
can be considered in this context. On the other hand, 
the emancipation of women developed and promoted 
in the work and theoretical debates of Marx, Engels, 
Lenin, Bebel, Zetkin, Goldman and Luxembourg, had its 
reflections in Macedonian reality. The first step towards 
emancipation was considered as organizing women’s 
revolutionary associations (Весковиќ-Вангели, 1990). 
Organized struggle of women, for their complete equality 
is dated at the same time when Communist Party of 
Yugoslavia was formed (1919).

In the period between WW I and WW II, the Macedonian 
women’s movement emerged in parallel to the male 
students’ movement in approximately 1925. At the 
beginning, the name of the organization was “Secret 
Cultural Educational Organization of Macedonian 
Bulgarian Women” (Tajna Makedonska kulturno 
prosvetna organizacija na Makedonskite bugarki – 
TMKPOMB); a shorter version to read as Macedonian 
Secret Women’s Organization (Makedonska tajna 
zenska organizacija - MTZO), which was an organization 
composed mostly of female teachers, students and 
professors. Two of the most eminent activists of this 
organization were Gena Veleva and Donka Ivanova. 
Activities of this organization were a combination of 
educating illiterate women, giving medical and hygienic 
instruction and advice, helping in birth-giving processes 
in the rural area, etc.3 At that time, there was also the 
Macedonian Secret Men’s Organization (Makedonska 
tajna mashka organizacija - MTMO). MTZO in many 
occasions was supporting MTMO in its activities.4

monarhija, i vo Osmanliskoto Carstvo vo toa vreme 
otpo~nale nacionalisti~kite dvi`ewa, pa prviot 
tek (liberalno feministi~ki) na makedonskoto 
`ensko dvi`ewe mo`e da se razgleda vo vakov 
kontekst. Od druga strana, pak, emancipacijata 
na `enite, razviena i promovirana vo delata i 
teoriskite raspravi na Marks, Engels, Lenin, 
Bebel, Cetkin, Goldman i Luksemburg, se odrazila 
i na makedonskata stvarnost. Za prv ~ekor kon 
emancipacijata se smeta organiziraweto na `enski 
revolucionerni zdru`enija (Veskovi}-Vangeli, 
1990). Organiziranata borba na `enite za celosna 
ramnopravnost datira od vremeto koga se formirala 
Komunisti~kata partija na Jugoslavija (1919).

Vo periodot me|u dvete svetski vojni, makedonskoto 
`ensko dvi`ewe se javilo paralelno so studentskoto 
dvi`ewe nekade vo 1925 godina. Vo po~etokot 
organizacijata se narekuvala „Tajna makedonska 
kulturno-prosvetna organizacija na makedonskite 
Bugarki – TMKPOMB”; za pokusata verzija da stane 
Makedonska tajna `enska organzijacija – MT@O, 
koja se sostoela prete`no od u~itelki, studentki i 
profesorki. Dve od najistaknatite aktivistki vo 
ovaa organizacija bile Gena Veleva i Donka Ivano-
va. Dejnostite na organizacijata opfa}ale opismen-
uvawe na `enite, medicinski i higienski soveti i 
obuki, pomo{ vo poroduvaweto po ruralnite oblasti 
i sli~no.3 Vo toa vreme postoela i Makedonska tajna 
ma{ka organizacija – MTMO. MT@O ~estopati ja 
poddr`uvala MTMO vo nejzinite dejnosti.4
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After WW II, Macedonia became part of the Yugoslav 
Federation. One of the milestones in SFRY, considering 
the awareness of women’s issues and massive organizing 
of women, had been the “Anti-Fascistic Front of Women” 
(AFW), established in 1942. The aim of the AFW was to 
mobilize women in combat for liberation of the country, 
and for the new social constituting. In 1953, another 
women’s organization, “Association of Women’s Societies 
of Yugoslavia” was founded whose mission was to deal 
with women’s issues and interests.5

The reception of gender and feminist issues in 
Czechoslovakia and SFRY after WW2 have obviously 
been dependent on the previous historical experience(s), 
sharing the experience of socialism with the countries 
of CEE, where the equality of men and women was 
guaranteed by law –thus seemed to have no need to 
create a problem and research women’s question in 
both rational and metaphorical/stereotyped senses. In 
one aspect, this dilemma can be identified as specific to 
the paradigm of modernism rather than being specific 
to the conditions of socialism – either theoretically or 
practically. In capitalist and/or Western societies too, 
the hegemonic “equality” and “citizenship” discourses 
rendered gender inequalities invisible, and the issue 
indisputable to a great degree until late 1960s, to which 
the situation in Turkey is closer. 

Socialism was largely using every achievement of 
modernism that could help in establishing and 
maintaining the system, thus making it very complicated 
to recognize and disentangle the problems that were 
rooted in modernism from those specific for socialism. 
This is perhaps one of the reasons why the question of 

Po Vtorata svetska vojna, Makedonija stana del od 
jugoslovenskata federacija. Edna od presvrtni-
cite vo SFRJ vo odnos na osvestuvawe za `enskite 
problemi i masovnoto organizirawe na `enite bil 
Antifa{isti~kiot front na `eni (AF@), formi-
ran 1942. Celta na AF@ bila da gi mobilizira 
`enite vo bitkata za osloboduvawe na zemjata i za 
nov op{testven poredok. Vo 1953 godina, bila osno-
vana u{te edna `enska organizacija, „Zdru`enie na 
`enskite dru{tva na Jugoslavija”, ~ija misija bila 
da se spravuva so `enskite pra{awa i interesi.5

Priemot na rodovite i feministi~kite pra{awa 
vo Чehoslova~ka i SFRJ po Vtorata svetska vojna 
o~igledno zavisel od prethodnite istoriski iskust-
va, zaedni~koto socijalisti~ko iskustvo so zemjite 
od centralna i isto~na Evropa, kade ramnopravnos-
ta me|u ma`ite i `enite bila pravno zagarantira-
na – pa navidum nemalo ni potreba da se sozdavaat 
problemi i da se istra`uva `enskoto pra{awe nitu 
vo racionalna, nitu vo metafori~ka/stereotipna 
smisla. Od edna strana, dilemava mo`e da se smeta 
za specifi~na za paradigmata na modernizmot, a 
ne za uslovite na socijalizmot – bilo teoriski ili 
prakti~no. I vo kapitalisti~kite i/ili zapadnite 
op{testva, hegemonisti~kite diskursi „ramno-
pravnost” i „dr`avjanstvo” gi napravija nevidlivi 
rodovite neramnopravnosti, a problemot stana vo 
golema mera nesomnen s$ do docnite {eesetti godi-
ni, do {to e pobliska situacijata vo Turcija.

Socijalizmot vo golema mera gi koriste{e site 
pridobivki od modernizmot koi mo`ea da pomognat 
vo utvrduvawe i odr`uvawe na sistemot, pravej}i go 
pote{ko prepoznavaweto i odvojuvaweto na prob-
lemite koi poteknuvaat od modernizmot, od onie 
tipi~ni za socijalizmot. Ova e mo`ebi edna od 
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gender equality, raised by Western feminists, appeared 
too familiar to women in ex-socialist countries.

However, there have been critical distinctions too: Rights 
guaranteed to women by the socialist state (obligation 
for employment applied to men and women equally, then 
the right for abortion and family planning as well as for 
divorce) seemed to be exactly what Western liberal-leftist 
feminism was striving to achieve. Dominating Marxist-
Leninist ideology based on the idea of the dictatorship 
of the proletariat and reduction of the private property, 
made differences between men and women less decisive 
factors in distributing the duties related to building the 
socialist state. However, the fact, which for Western 
feminists seemed hard to admit is that “the employment 
of women was not enough to bring about their liberation 
and that socialism was unable to solve women’s issues 
as capitalism in spitе of the references to Babeuf and 
Engels” (Šiklová, 1997). This emancipation was not built 
on the idea of feminism. Specifically women’s interests 
were subordinated to the interests of the working class 
and communist party and women –as well as men – as 
individuals were neglected. Consequently, the only place 
where women and men could realize their individual 
identities, out of the control of the totalitarian state, 
was the family: “Because people did not and could not 
fulfill themselves in the often meaningless work for 
the state or society, their personal relationships were 
more significant for them than they were for people 
in Western countries” (Šiklová, 1997).  It seems that 
Eastern and Western feminists did not fight against 
the “same enemy.” While western feminist struggle was 
more oriented against capitalist patriarchy, “… many 
Eastern European feminists would claim that because of 
the socialist stress on emancipation, a patriarchal society 

pri~inite zo{to pra{aweto za rodova ednakvost, 
postaveno od strana na zapadnite feministki, im 
se ~inelo mnogu poznato na `enite vo porane{nite 
socijalisti~ki zemji.

Me|utoa, postoele i bitni razliki: pravata zaga-
rantirani za `enite od strana na socijalisti~kata 
dr`ava (podednakvi obrski pri vrabotuvawe za 
ma`ite i za `enite, potoa pravoto na abortus i 
planirawe na semejstvoto, kako i pravoto na razvod) 
se ~inea potpolno isti so streme`ite na zapadniot 
liberalno-levi~arski feminizam. Vladeja~kata 
marksisti~ko-leninisti~ka ideologija zasnovana 
na idejata za diktatura na proleterijatot i namalu-
vawe na privatnata sopstvenost gi napravila raz-
likite me|u ma`ite i `enite pomalku presudni 
faktori vo raspredelbata na dol`nostite povrzani 
so izgradbata na socijalisti~kata dr`ava. Sepak, 
ona {to na zapadnite feministki kako da im be{e 
te{ko da go priznaat e deka „vrabotuvaweto na ̀ eni-
te ne be{e dovolno za da pridonese za nivno oslo-
boduvawe i deka socijalizmot ne be{e vo sostojba 
da gi razre{i `enskite pra{awa kako {to toa go 
napravil kapitalizmot, i pokraj osvrtite na Babef 
i Engels” (Šiklová, 1997). Vakvata emancipacija ne 
be{e izgradena na feministi~ki idei. Specifi~no 
`enskite interesi im bea podredeni na interesite 
na rabotni~kata klasa i na komunisti~kata par-
tija, pa `enite – kako i ma`ite – bea zapostaveni 
kako poedinci. Ottuka, edinstvenoto mesto kade 
`enite i ma`ite mo`ea da gi ostvarat svoite in-
dividualni identiteti, nadvor od kontrolata na 
totalitarnata dr`ava, be{e semejstvoto: „Bidej}i 
lu|eto ne sakaa i ne mo`ea da se ~uvstvuvaat ispol-
neti vo ~estopati bezna~ajnata rabota za dr`avata 
ili op{testvoto, li~nite odnosi im bea pozna~ajni 
otkolku na `itelite na zapadnite zemji” (Šiklová, 
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similar to the Western version never developed in the 
Eastern block” (Hanáková, 1999).

Since communism “gave” women equal status with men 
in all aspects of their lives (education, work, voting, etc), 
“it failed to bring about changes in people’s thinking 
about gender roles that would help ground gender 
equality in daily reality” (Kotlandová Koenig, 1999). 
Albeit in very different contexts, this has been the 
case both for Czechoslovakia and SFRY. The ideology, 
the influence of which was very subtle and hard to 
detect, has been built on beliefs that equality and an 
appreciation of human rights, especially women’s rights, 
were guarantied by the “system.” As a consequence 
of this blindfolding conception, the unawareness of 
discrimination was being substantiated by the matrix of 
patriarchal upbringing and upholding of the well defined 
roles of men and women. Also, as a logical continuation 
of this “guarantied human rights and equality paradigm,” 
there was no defined need for studying or researching 
women’s issues. Theoretically and rhetorically, women 
and men had the same rights and opportunities, albeit 
without material/objective proofs in practice.6 Albeit in a 
rather different context (nationalization, modernization 
and break off from the Ottoman Empire system), the 
same was valid for the situation in Turkey too, which will 
be explained shortly below.  

1997). Se ~ini deka isto~nite i zapadnite femi-
nistki ne se borea protiv „istiot neprijatel”. Do-
deka bitkata na zapadnite feministki pove}e be{e 
naso~ena kon kapitalisti~kiot patrijarhat, „... go-
lem broj isto~noevropski feministki }e tvrdat de-
ka poradi akcentot koj socijalizmot go stava{e na 
emancipacijata, vo isto~niot blok nikoga{ ne se 
razvi patrijarhalno op{testvo nalik na zapadnoto” 
(Hanáková, 1999).

Bidej}i komunizmot im „dade” na `enite ramno-
praven status so ma`ite vo site aspekti od `ivotot 
(obrazovanie, rabota, pravo na glas i sli~no), „ne 
uspea da gi pottikne promenite vo sfa}awata za ro-
dovite ulogi koi bi pomognale vo vkorenuvawe na
rodovata ednakvost vo sekojdnevniot `ivot” 
(Kotlandová Koenig, 1999). Iako vo sosema razli~ni 
konteksti, vaka be{e i vo Чehoslova~ka i vo SFRJ. 
Ideologijata, ~ie vlijanie be{e mnogu suptilno 
i te{ko zabele`livo, se zasnova{e na veruvaweto 
deka ramnopravnosta i po~ituvaweto na ~ovekovite 
prava, osobeno na `enskite prava e garantirano 
od „sistemot”. Kako posledica od vakvata zamisla 
{to zaslepuva, nesvesnosta za diskriminacijata 
be{e potkrepena so matricata na patrijarhalno 
vospituvawe i odr`uvawe na jasno definiranite 
ulogi na ma`ite i `enite. Isto taka, kako logi~no 
prodol`enie na vakvata „paradigma na zagaranti-
rani ~ovekovi prava i ramnopravnost”, ne postoe{e 
definirana potreba za izu~uvawe i istra`uvawe na 
`enskite pra{awa. Teoriski i retori~ki, `enite 
i ma`ite gi imaa istite prava i mo`nosti, iako vo 
praksa ne postoea materijalni/objektivni dokazi.6 
Iako vo malku poinakov kontekst (nacionalizacija, 
modernizacija i raskinuvawe so sistemot na Osman-
liskoto Carstvo), istoto va`e{e i za situacijata vo 
Turcija, {to nakuso }e bide objasneto podolu.
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Thus, both in Czechoslovakia and SFRY there existed 
very little research regarding gender problematic. In 
SFRY, women’s issues were treated only as a component 
of a bigger picture of development issues. Research 
about promotion of women’s equality was part of the 
overall strategy for development and modernization 
of the country. The continuous increase in the number 
of women in academia – both for academics and for 
students - after WW II is also related to SFRY’s claim to 
all forms of equality, especially in the sphere of Academia, 
education, culture and Judiciary. Thus, gender equality 
has been an endeavor dependant to this general “project,” 
so it cannot be said that gender issues at that time had 
the auspice of “feminist” or “feministic.”7 

In Turkey, the story of women’s/feminist movement(s) 
has characteristics both similar (especially vis á 
vis modernization and nationalization) with and 
distinguishing from (especially concerning non-existence 
of harsh regime transformations and the experience of 
WW II) the other two cases. The “myth” to read as “the 
Kemalist revolution and transformation from an Empire 
to a national republic ‘gave’ women their basic rights, and 
the ‘women’s issue’ was resolved” has been hegemonic 
for a long time. Recent feminist studies8, especially 
those on history (or rather “herstory”), highlight very 
well that, concerning patriarchy and the women’s 
movement(s), starting from the mid-19th century, there 
were continuities as well as refractions, as Halide Edip 
–novelist, writer and political activist during the Turkish 
War of Independence noted in 1913:

Taka, i vo Чehoslova~ka i vo SFRJ postoeja mnogu 
mal broj istra`uvawa vo vrska so rodovata prob-
lematika. Vo SFRJ, `enskite pra{awa se smetaa 
samo za sostaven del od pogolemata slika na razvoj-
ni pra{awa. Istra`uvawata okolu promoviraweto 
na ramnopravnosta na `enite pretstavuvaa samo del 
od sevkupnata strategija za razvoj i modernizacija 
na zemjata. I postojaniot rast na brojot na `eni vo 
akademskite krugovi – i kako akademici i kako stu-
denti – po Vtorata svetska vojna e povrzan so pre-
tenzijata na SFRJ za site vidovi ramnopravnost, 
osobeno vo akademskata sfera, kako i vo obra-
zovanieto, kulturata i pravosudstvoto. Taka, rodo-
vata ednakvost bila potfat koj zavisel od vakviot 
op{t „proekt”, pa ne mo`e da se re~e deka rodovite 
pra{awa vo toa vreme go imale predznakot „`enski” 
ili „feministi~ki”.7

Vo Turcija, prikaznata za ̀ enskite/feministi~kite 
dvi`ewa nosi i sli~ni (osobeno po odnos na moder-
nizacijata i nacionalizacijata) i poinakvi (oso-
beno vo vrska so nepostoeweto na ostri transfor-
macii na poredokot i iskustvo od Vtorata svetska 
vojna) belezi so drugite dva primeri. Dolgo vreme 
preovladuva{e „mitot” deka „kemalisti~kata revo-
lucija i preobrazba od carstvo vo nacionalna re-
publika im gi ‘dade’ na `enite osnovnite prava i 
deka ‘`enskoto pra{awe’ be{e razre{eno”. Neodam-
ne{nite feministi~ki istra`uvawa,8 osobeno onie 
za istorijata, jasno naglasuvaat deka, vo odnos na 
patrijarhatot i na `enskite dvi`ewa, po~nuvaj}i 
od sredinata na 19 vek, imalo i kontinuitet i 
prekr{uvawa, kako {to vo 1913 godina zabele`a 
Halide Edip (Halide Edip), romansierka, pisatelka 
i politi~ka aktivistka za vreme na turskata Vojna 
za nezavisnost:
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“While writing a shallow and initial history of the sacred 
movement of womanhood, it would be very much desirable 
that this chronogram could have been a small story of the 
progress and improvement of the Ottoman women. Howev-
er, it shouldn’t be so deplorable that things are different ac-
tually. Everywhere, women’s awakening and progress have 
been slow and in continuous succession, like all other social 
movements. The lack of the history of Ottoman women’s 
struggle for progress doesn’t signify that they haven’t done 
anything [...] Today, at this time, while I am addressing you, 
and you are listening to me, doubtlessly we are making his-
tory too.” (from Çakır, 1993: 10)

Before the Republic, especially in parallel to the 
arising freedom atmosphere brought by the Second 
Constitutional government (1908) there existed a strong 
women’s movement, at the axis of Salonica-İstanbul-
Samsun-Bursa, whose agenda was more or less the 
same as that of the international women’s movement. 
Together with the Republic (1923) and the modernization 
movement, legal reforms and women’s accelerating 
visibility in the public sphere were introduced. Albeit 
those State initiatives were revolutionist, they were also 
embedded with certain dilemmas hard to overcome. 
First, legal reforms, especially concerning the civil 
code and family law, represented a break off from 
Islamic rules, but not the patriarchal ones. Second, 
enabling women’s public visibility came together with 
the coding of the public sphere as gender-neutral, and 
women’s internalizing this gender-neutrality. Thus, the 
first wave of the women’s movement shaped around 
“equal citizenship rights” ended in the 1930s, where the 
Republic’s institutionalization was then well-founded. 
It is interesting to see that right after the International 
Feminist Congress (1935, İstanbul), the Turkish Women’s 
Alliance (founded in 1924), who hosted the Congress was 
closed by modern state elites, arguing that “the Republic 
gave women all the rights, so there is no more a necessity 
for a women’s organization.” 

„Dodeka se pi{uva povr{na i po~etna istorija na 
svetoto dvi`ewe na ̀ enskosta, bi bilo osobeno po`elno 
ovoj hronogram da be{e kusa prikazna za napredokot 
i razvojot na osmanliskite `eni. Me|utoa, ne e tolku 
`alno {to rabotite se vo su{tina poinakvi. Nasekade, 
budeweto i napredokot na `enite se odvivaat bavno i se 
nadovrzuvaat, kako i sekoe drugo op{testveno dvi`ewe. 
Nedostigot na istorija na borbata za napredok na 
osmanliskite `eni ne zna~i i deka tie ni{to ne 
storile [...] I denes, sega, dodeka vi se obra}am, a vie me 
slu{ate, nesomneno sozdavame istorija.” (od Çakır, 1993: 
10)

Pred Republikata, osobeno pokraj s$ posilnata 
atmosfera na sloboda koja ja sozdade vtorata us-
tavotvorna vlada (1908), postoe{e silno `ensko 
dvi`ewe po oskata Solun-Istanbul-Samsun-Bursa, 
~ija programa vo golema mera nalikuva{e na onaa 
na me|unarodnoto `ensko dvi`ewe. Zaedno so Re-
publikata (1923) i dvi`eweto za modernizacija, bea 
vovedeni pravni reformi i s$ pogolema vidlivost 
na `enite vo javnata sfera. Iako vakvite dr`avni 
inicijativi bea revolucionerni, bea protkaeni 
so opredeleni dilemi, te{ki za nadminuvawe. 
Prvo, pravnite reformi, osobeno vo vrska so 
gra|anskiot zakonik ili semejnoto pravo, pretsta-
vuvaa raskinuvawe so islamskite pravila, no ne i so 
patrijarhalnite. Vtoro, ovozmo`uvaweto na javnata 
vidlivost na `enite bilo pridru`eno so kodirawe 
na javnata sfera kako rodovo neutralna, pa `enite 
ja prezedoa vakvata rodova neutralnost. Taka, prvi-
ot bran na `enskoto dvi`ewe, oformen okolu „ed-
nakvite gra|anski prava”, zavr{i vo triesettite, 
so ve}e jasnata institucionalizacija na Repub-
likata. Interesno e {to vedna{ po Me|unarodniot 
feministi~ki kongres (1935, Istanbul), modernata 
dr`avna elita ja zatvori Alijansata na turski `eni 
(osnovana vo 1924 godina), koja be{e doma}in na 
Kongresot, tvrdej}i deka „Republikata im gi dade 
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As mentioned above, the 1980s was a new period for 
Turkey’s women’s movement(s). The compulsory silence 
following the long period (before the 1980 coup d’état) 
where the future projects of social-political movements 
were shaped within traditional left and right in 1970s, 
transformed for certain social groups into a critical 
consideration of the past and the traditional. So, Turkey’s 
second wave of feminism arose as a new political 
movement in this conjuncture (Timisi & Ağduk Gevrek, 
2002: 13). 9 This revival of feminism has been criticized 
a lot for being structured on a middle-class basis; and it 
was true, feminism started as a middle-class movement 
actually. The vanguards of the movement were, to a great 
degree, women from the directory bodies of democratic 
mass organizations, left-wing formations of pre-1980. 
They were well-educated, metropolitan -at least for two 
generations - and professional women. 

“The introduction of gender-inequality as a political issue 
[in mid-1980s], was a great success of this feminist move-
ment. Might the fact that this success has occurred not in the 
‘hopes and ambition’ (for a ‘new revolutionary societal for-
mation’) atmosphere of the 1970s, but in the post coup d’état 
era where all the ex-left-wing opposition was under high re-
pression and prohibition, reduce the value of this acquire-
ment? We don’t think so. At most, this historical coincidence 
recalls us that those ‘hopes and ambition’ was over-covering 
certain problems.” (Bora, 2006) 

site prava na `enite, pa ve}e nema potreba od `en-
ska organizacija.”

Kako {to spomenavme pogore, osumdesettite bea nov 
period za `enskoto dvi`ewe vo Turcija. Prinudni-
ot molk po dolgiot period (pred dr`avniot udar 
od 1980) vo koj idnite proekti na op{testveno-
politi~kite dvi`ewa se formiraa vo ramkite na 
tradicionalnite levica i desnica vo sedumdeset-
tite, za odredeni op{testveni grupi se preobrazija 
vo kriti~ko razgleduvawe na minatoto i tradicio-
nalnoto. Zna~i, vtoriot feministi~ki bran vo Tur-
cija se javi kako novo politi~ko dvi`ewe vo vakvi-
ot splet na okolnosti (Timisi & Ağduk Gevrek, 2002: 
13).9 Vakvata obnova na feminizmot be{e mnogu 
kritikuvana zaradi toa {to bila strukturirana vrz 
osnova na srednata klasa; i navistina, feminizmot 
vsu{nost zapo~na kako dvi`ewe na srednata klasa. 
Predvodni~kite na dvi`eweto vo golema mera bea 
`eni od redovite na demokratskite masovni or-
ganizacii, levi~arskite formacii od pred 1980. 
Bea obrazovani, urbani – barem dve generacii – i 
stru~ni `eni.

„Voveduvaweto na rodovata neednakvost kako politi~ko 
pra{awe [vo sredinata na osudmesettite], pretstavuva-
{e golem uspeh za feministi~koto dvi`ewe. Dali 
faktot {to vakviot uspeh ne se slu~i vo atmosferata 
na ‘nade`i i streme`i’ (za ‘nova revolucionerna 
op{testvena formacija’) od sedumdesettite, tuku vo 
periodot po dr`avniot udar, koga seta porane{na 
levi~arska opozicija be{e silno potisnuvana i 
zabranuvana, go obezvrednuva vakvoto dostignuvawe? Bi 
rekle, ne. Vo najgolema raka, ovaa istoriska slu~ajnost 
n$ potsetuva deka tie ‘nade`i i streme`i’ prekrivaa 
opredeleni problemi”. (Bora, 2006)
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In parallel, first studies of vanguard woman academicians 
have flourished in frameworks of existing academic 
disciplines throughout 1970s. Tekeli (1991) uses the term 
“absence syndrome” referring to her personal experience 
in the 1970s. She quotes that, in 1974, she had decided to 
choose “women’s participation to politics” as the subject 
of her assistant professorship dissertation. However, 
this choice was not well-received by academics. They 
alluded to an as-if-nonexistent-thing. Thus, the body of 
work in the 1970s gradually formed some kind of sub-
areas of different disciplinary expertise. In other words, 
at the first phase, just like elsewhere, WS developed 
parallel to the existing disciplinary divisions, as a new 
education and research subject: “family and women,” 
“law and women,” “politics and women,” “the state 
and women,” “employment and women,” etc. The 
first published edition (Abadan Unat, 1979) which can 
easily be commemorated as a cornerstone reflects the 
perspective of the period very well.  
 

This “constituent period” has been experienced as a kind 
of spontaneous and compulsory process, and offered 
a very rich knowledge cumulation that would feed the 
following studies (Sancar, 2004). By the end of the 
1980s, when the vanguard first generation silently passed 
the “academic mission” two the second, the political 
perspective and epistemological critics of the arising 
feminist movement were important foci. The debate on 
the possibility of feminism within the university started 
at that point. Afterwards WS at the university gained 
new legal and administrative aspects.

For the Czech Republic and Macedonia too, the 1990s 
were a decade which saw the revival of feminism and 
WS, but in a different context. The idea of introducing GS 

Za sporedba, prvite studii na vode~kite `eni-
akademici izniknaa vo ramkite na postojnite 
akademski disciplini vo tekot na sedumdesettite. 
Tekeli (Tekeli, 1991) go koristi izrazot „sindrom na 
otsustvo” koga referira na svoeto li~no iskustvo 
vo sedumdesettite. Naveduva deka vo 1974 go izbrala 
„u~estvoto na `enite vo politikata” kako tema za 
nejzinata disertacija. Me|utoa, priemot na temata 
kaj akademicite ne bil mnogu dobar. Aludirale na 
bo`em-nepostoe~ki-predmet. Taka, opusot vo sedum-
desettite postepeno formira{e nekakvi podobla-
sti na razli~nite disciplini. So drugi zborovi, 
vo prvata faza, kako i sekade, @RS se razvivaa para-
lelno so postojnite disciplinarni podelbi, kako 
nov predmet na obrazovanie i istra`uvawe: „se-
mejstvoto i `enite”, „pravoto i `enite”, „politika-
ta i `enite”, „dr`avata i `enite”, „vrabotuvaweto 
i `enite”, itn. Prvoto izdanie (Abadan Unat, 1979) 
{to }e se pameti kako kamen-temelnik, mnogu dobro 
ja otslikuva glednata to~ka na ovoj period.

Vakviot „osnova~ki period” be{e po~uvstvuvan kako 
nekakov spontan i zadol`itelen proces, a ponudi i 
bogata kumulacija na znaewa koi }e im slu`at na pret-
stojnite istra`uvawa (Sancar, 2004).  Do krajot na 
osumdesettite, koga prvata generacija tivko & ja pre-
dade „akademskata misija” na vtorata, klu~ni to~ki 
bea politi~kata perspektiva i epistemolo{kite 
kritiki na feministi~koto dvi`ewe vo porast. Vo 
toa vreme otpo~na raspravata okolu mo`nostite na 
feminizmot vo ramkite na univerzitetot. Potoa 
@S na univerzitetot se zdobija so novi pravni i ad-
ministrativni dimenzii.

I za Republika Чe{ka i Makedonija, devedesettite 
prestavuvaa decenija na obnova na feminizmot i na 
@S, no vo razli~ni konteksti. Idejata za vovedu-
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to the universities of the Czech Republic came up after 
1989; the year the Berlin Wall fell. On the one hand it was 
experienced as reassuming selectively to some degree the 
long –more than a hundred years - democratic tradition 
of the First Czechoslovak Republic. However, despite the 
long tradition and all the efforts to revive the feminist 
movement, the perception of the “woman question” in 
Czech Republic today is very weak. The problem is that 
CZ missed the second wave of feminism, which came up 
in 1970s and 1980s, and the energy of the Prague Spring, 
which was focused on general topics like democracy, free 
market, and capital rather than in particularly women’s 
rights and human rights.10 

In Macedonia too, the 1980s witnessed a stronger wave 
of feministic theory, although at that time there was 
no further interest or possibility for studying it as a 
separate scientific field. That wave of feministic theory 
remained mostly at the level of personal research. In 
this “establishing period,” the first texts, articles and 
publications, mainly from the area of Literary Theory 
and Literary Criticism emerged. The distinguished 
vanguards of this critical-intellectual body of work were 
Katica Kulavkova and Elizabeta Sheleva.11 The arising of 
feminist theory in this conjuncture coincides with that 
of postmodern theory. However, there exists no research 
highlighting the essential correlation between these two 
phenomena.12 

Following these initial studies, it would not be an 
exaggeration to put the journal Identities: Journal of 
Politics, Gender, and Culture, first published in 2001, as 
the cornerstone of Macedonian feminist theory. One of 
the main aims of Identities has been contributing to the 
feminist theoretical and political debate in Macedonia.13 

vawe na RS vo univerzitetite vo Republika Чe{ka 
se javi po 1989 godina; godinata na urivawe na Ber-
linskiot yid. Od edna strana se po~uvstvuva kako 
prodol`uvawe, selektivno, do odreden stepen, na 
dolgata – pove}e od sto godini – demokratska tradi-
cija na Prvata Чehoslova~ka Republika. Me|utoa, i 
pokraj dolgata tradicija i site napori za obnova na 
feministi~koto dvi`ewe, sfa}aweto na „`ensko-
to pra{awe” vo Republika Чe{ka denes e mnogu 
slabo. Problemot e {to Чehija go ispu{ti vtoriot 
feministi~ki bran, koj se javi vo sedumdesettite 
i osumdesettite, i energijata na Pra{kata prolet, 
koja se fokusira{e na op{ti temi kako demokratija, 
sloboden pazar i na kapitalot, a ne pokonkretno na 
`enskite i ~ovekovite prava.10

I vo Makedonija, osumdesettite bea svedoci na po-
silen bran na feministi~ka teorija, iako vo toa 
vreme ne postoe{e podlabok interes ili mo`nost 
za nejzino izu~uvawe kako zasebna nau~na oblast. 
Toj bran na feministi~ka teorija glavno ostana na 
nivo na li~ni istra`uvawa. Vo ovoj „formativen 
period”, se pojavija prvite tekstovi, statii i izda-
nija, prete`no od oblastite na kni`evnata teorija 
i kni`evnata kritika. Istaknati predvodni~ki 
na vakviot kriti~ko-intelektualen opus bea Kati-
ca ]ulavkova i Elizabeta [eleva.11 Pojavata na 
feministi~kata teorija vo ovoj period se sovpa|a 
so pojavata na postmodernata teorija. Me|utoa, ne 
postoi istra`uvawe koe ja obrabotuva su{tinskata 
vrska me|u ovie dve pojavi.12

Po ovie po~etni studii, ne bi preterale koga bi go 
navele i spisanieto Identiteti: Spisanie za po-
litika, rod i kultura studii i kultura, ~ij prv 
broj izleze vo 2001 godina, kako kamen-temelnik 
na makedonskata feministi~ka teorija. Edna od 
osnovnite celi na Identiteti e da pridonese za 
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The first course in Macedonia regarding gender issues 
was established at the beginning of the 90s with the 
title “feminist literature theory.” And, the first course 
including the term gender was “gender and culture,” 
established in 1999 at the Institute for Sociological, 
Juridical and Political Research by Katerina Kolozova.
 

***

Though one can extract several similar lines in the cases 
of these three countries generally, it can also be concluded 
that different contexts for establishment, and in some 
part, discrepancy in the period of emergence of WGS 
existed. Different historical and political backgrounds 
of the countries and different regimes, contributed in 
diversity in the development of both women’s / feminist 
movements and introduction of WGS to the Academia.

 
While the appearance of women’s movements in 
Czechoslovakia in the 19th century was perceived as a 
part of a general national emancipation from Austro-
Hungarian monarchy, and while in Turkey the first 
wave feminist movement had tensions with the new 
state formation, women’s movements of the 19th 
century in Macedonia and other parts of Yugoslavia, 
being ideologically closer to leftist socialist ideas and 
Yugoslavian spirit, were rather perceived as challenging 
the existing nationalistic, rural-patriarchal cultural and 
economical model. That is why those movements were 
largely supported by leading socialist revolutionaries and 

feministi~kata teoriska i politi~ka rasprava vo 
Makedonija.13

Prviot nastaven predmet vo vrska so rodovite 
pra{awa vo Makedonija be{e voveden vo po~etokot 
na devedesettite pod naslovot „feministi~ka 
kni`evna teorija”. A prviot predmet {to go 
vklu~uva{e poimot rod be{e „rod i kulturata”, vo-
veden vo 1999 godina na Institutot za sociolo{ki, 
pravni i politi~ki istra`uvawa od strana na Kate-
rina Kolozova.

***

Iako, op{to zemeno, mo`e da se izdvojat nekol-
ku zaedni~ki crti vo primerite so ovie tri zemji, 
mo`e da se zaklu~i i deka postoele razli~ni kon-
teksti pri voveduvaweto i, delumno, raziduvawe vo 
periodot na pojavata na @RS. Razli~nite istoriski 
i politi~ki zadnini na zemjite, kako i razli~nite 
re`imi, dovedoa do poinakov razvoj i na `enskite/
feministi~ki dvi`ewa i na vklu~uvaweto na @RS 
vo akademskite krugovi.

Dodeka pojavata na `enskite dvi`ewa vo Чeho-
slova~ka vo 19 vek be{e sfatena kako del od op-
{tonarodnata emancipacija od Avstroungarskata 
monarhija, i dodeka prviot bran feministi~ki 
dvi`ewa vo Turcija be{e pod pritisokot na formi-
raweto nova dr`ava, `enskite dvi`ewa od 19 vek vo 
Makedonija i ostatokot od Jugoslavija, ideolo{ki 
pobliski do levi~arskite socijalisti~ki idei i 
jugoslovenskiot duh, kako da go osporuvaa postojni-
ot nacionalisti~ki, ruralno-patrijarhalen kultu-
ren i ekonomski model. Zatoa ovie dvi`ewa dobija 
silna poddr{ka od vode~kite socijalisti~ki revo-
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activists before, during and after WW II. After the war 
however, the appearance of socialism in Czechoslovakia, 
though never having decreased the rights women 
achieved in the 19th century and developed during the 
Masaryk’s First Republic, and although gave women the 
same rights for education, work, political participation, 
etc., rather considered the women’s movements as a 
serious threat to the newly established Stalinist model of 
society, just as had been experienced in 1930s in Turkey, 
as a threat to the unity of the nation. In Macedonia, 
respective ex-Yugoslavia, right after WW II, the AFW 
fully included women in the reconstruction of the socially, 
politically and economically destroyed country. Building 
the new socialist society at the same time represented 
the emancipation of women from their patriarchal roles. 
AFW was very active in resolving specific women’s issues 
such as childcare, women’s health, women’s education, 
employment, professional development and political 
participation, providing women the rights some of 
which Czechoslovak women already achieved before the 
war.14 However, in 1952 the movement was abolished 
due to its increasing independence in decision-making 
and efficiency in realizing its plans, becoming a serious 
threat to the Communist Party. Although this abolition 
never decreased the rights women finally achieved, 
it gave way, however, to the new patriarchal model 
which appeared in the 1960s. This time the model was 
not a rural-nationalistic one but rather consumerist, 
promoting the woman as a sexual object (Slapšak, 1996). 
This new model appeared together with achieving a 
certain political and economical stability of SFRY, thus 
something like a feminist movement, which now would 
rather be an alternative than a support to the socialist 
ideology, – the same as in Czechoslovakia – became almost 
impossible in the public sphere. Surprisingly, even the 
dissident movements from 1968 in both Yugoslavia and 
Czechoslovakia, did not consider feminism as a serious 

lucioneri i aktivisti pred, za vreme na i po Vto-
rata svetska vojna. Me|utoa, po vojnata, pojavata na 
socijalizmot vo Чehoslova~ka, iako nikoga{ ne gi 
namalil `enskite prava steknaa vo 19 vek i razvi-
eni vo Prvata Republika na Masarik, i iako `eni-
te gi u`ivaa istite prava za obrazovanie, rabota, 
politi~ko u~estvo, itn., nekako gi smeta{e ̀ enskite 
dvi`ewa za opasna zakana kon noviot stalinisti~ki 
op{testven model, tokmu kako {to bile do`iveani 
i vo Turcija vo triesettite, kako zakana za nacio-
nalnoto edinstvo. Vo Makedonija, a i vo porane{na 
Jugoslavija, vedna{ po Vtorata svetska vojna, AF@ 
celosno gi vklu~i `enite vo rekonstrukcijata na 
op{testveno, politi~ki i ekonomski uni{tenata 
zemja. Izgradbata na novoto socijalisti~ko op-
{testvo istovremeno zna~e{e i osloboduvawe na 
`enite od nivnite patrijarhalni ulogi. AF@ mnogu 
aktivno re{ava{e konkretni ̀ enski problemi kako 
gri`ata za decata, zdravstvenata za{tita, obrazo-
vanieto, vrabotuvaweto, profesionalniot razvoj i 
u~estvoto na `enite vo politikata, so {to `enite 
steknaa prava, od koi del ~ehoslova~kite `eni ve}e 
gi imaa steknato u{te pred vojnata.14 Me|utoa, vo 1952 
godina dvi`eweto be{e ukinato poradi negovata s$ 
pogolema samostojnost vo donesuvaweto odluki i 
efikasnost vo ostvaruvawe na svoite planovi, so {to 
stana seriozna zakana za Komunisti~kata partija. 
Iako ova ukinuvawe ne gi namali pravata koi `eni-
te kone~no gi steknaa, sepak mu otvori vrata na no-
viot patrijarhalen model {to se javi vo {eesettite. 
Ovojpat modelot ne be{e ruralno-nacionalisti~ki, 
tuku poskoro potro{uva~ki, i ja promovira{e ̀ ena-
ta kako seksualen objekt (Slapšak, 1996). Ovoj nov mo-
del se javi paralelno so postignuvaweto opredele-
na politi~ka i ekonomska stabilnost vo SFRJ, pa 
ne{to od tipot na feministi~ko dvi`ewe, koe ovoj-
pat poskoro bi pretstavuvalo alternativa, otkolku 
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issue, so in both countries this issue went underground. 
In Turkey, similarly, the left-wing paradigm of the 1960s 
and 70s have functioned as an obstacle to the autonomy 
of women’s movement.

In Macedonia and the Czech Republic, the revival of 
feminism and the idea of including WGS in university 
curricula came together with transition and the collapse 
of the regime. Nevertheless, this revival was rather con-
nected with abandoning the public censures and achiev-
ing more freedom of speech than with real and serious 
recognition by new social initiatives. Thus, while the 
feminist and women’s movement in Macedonia and 
other Yugoslav republics primarily appeared as a protest 
against the war and nationalism, in the Czech Republic 
and Slovakia women’s initiatives represented the reac-
tions to the fact that new democratic changes, especially 
the politics of liberal market, yet again neglect the speci-
ficity of women’s position. 

While in Turkey, introduction of the vanguard studies 
–albeit dispersedly - appeared in the 1970s, in the Czech 
Republic and Macedonia one had to wait until the 1990s. 
Although, the contribution of the communist constitution 
to equality regulations and practices cannot be denied 
(for example, in communist countries there was never 
the case of salary difference between men and women at 
the same position, the regime also enabled the increase 
of women’s employment etc.), paradoxically, again the 
regime, intertwined with the paradigm of modernism, 

potkrepa za socijalisti~kata ideologija - kako vo 
Чehoslova~ka – stana re~isi nevozmo`no vo javnata 
sfera. Za ~udo, duri ni disidentskite dvi`ewa od 
1968 i vo Jugoslavija i vo Чehoslova~ka, ne go zedoa 
predvid feminizmot kako seriozno pra{awe, pa 
vo obete zemji ova pra{awe se pritai. Vo Turcija, 
sli~no, levi~arskata paradigma od {eesettite i se-
dumdesettite deluva{e kako prepreka za samostojnos-
ta na `enskoto dvi`ewe.

Vo Makedonija i vo Чe{kata Republika, obnovata na 
feminizmot i idejata za vklu~uvawe na @RS vo na-
stavnite planovi i programi se javi paralelno so 
tranzicijata i raspadot na re`imot. Sepak, vakvata 
obnova ima{e pove}e vrska so napu{tawe na javna-
ta cenzura i postignuvawe pogolema sloboda na go-
vorot, otkolku so vistinsko i seriozno priznavawe 
od strana na novite op{testveni inicijativi. Taka, 
dodeka `enskoto i feministi~koto dvi`ewe vo 
Makedonija i ostanatite jugoslovenski republiki 
prvenstveno deluva{e kako protest protiv vojnata i 
nacionalizmot, vo Republika Чe{ka i vo Slova~ka 
`enskite inicijativi gi pretstavuvaa reakciite na 
faktot deka novite demokratski promeni, osobeno 
politikata i slobodniot pazar, povtorno ja zaposta-
vija specifi~nata polo`ba na `enite.

Dodeka vo Turcija voveduvaweto na prvite studii 
– iako rasfrleni – se javi vo sedumdesettite, vo 
Чe{kata Republika i vo Makedonija mora{e da se 
~eka s$ do devedesettite. Iako ne mo`e da se porekne 
pridonesot na komunisti~kiot ustav za odredbite 
i sproveduvawata na ramnopravnost (na primer, vo 
komunisti~kite zemji nikoga{ nemalo razliki vo 
platite kaj ma`ite i ̀ enite za istoto rabotno mesto, 
a re`imot ovozmo`uva{e i zgolemuvawe na vrabotu-
vawata na `eni, itn.), paradoksalno, re`imot pov-
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has blindfolded concerning gender asymmetries. Again 
paradoxically, countries that were not affected by the 
communist regime, where “equality of all the human kind” 
was not cultivated, manifested faster rising of awareness 
for women’s situation and gender issues, and therefore it 
was crucial for the emergence and introduction of WGS, 
like the case in Turkey, and other Western European 
(capitalistic) countries. Thus, it can be concluded that, 
a weaker political and discursive climate concerning 
“equality” was somehow more likely to render gender 
inequalities discussable.  

Regarding the similarities of these three cases, there 
is little more coincidence between the Czech and 
Macedonian cases, which is more in manner of timeline 
than in its substantiality. The substance can be found 
in previous regimes of these two countries, although, 
one cannot neglect the influence of different regional 
contexts of these two countries: The Czech Republic was 
more influenced by Western Europe and the capitalistic 
past of the country, and Macedonia was influenced by 
other Balkan countries, and here the influence of the 
socialistic regime was much stronger. 

However, the introduction of WGS in Academia in each 
of these countries was/is not smooth and easy. The pro-
cess was bristled with obstacles and difficulties. Yet, the 
consequences of women’s movements, feminist waves, 
changes of regime, persisting efforts of dedicated groups, 
organizations or individuals, resulted with establishing 
of interdisciplinary academic areas of WGS, or at least 
with the emergence of new courses treating the gender/
women’s issues in the curricula.

torno, isprepleten so paradigmata na modernizmot, 
be{e slep za rodovite asimetrii. I u{te poparadok-
salno, zemjite nedopreni od komunisti~kiot re`im, 
vo koi ne se neguva{e „ednakvost za siot ~ove~ki 
rod”, poka`aa pobrzo podigawe na svesta za `enska-
ta situacija i rodovite pra{awa, pa stana klu~no za 
pojavata i voveduvaweto na @RS, kako vo Turcija i 
drugite zapadnoevropski (kapitalisti~ki) zemji. 
Taka, mo`e da zaklu~ime deka {ansite da se izrodi 
rasprava za rodovata neednakvost bile pogolemi vo 
poslaba politi~ka i razgovorna klima okolu „ram-
nopravnosta”.

Vo vrska so sli~nostite kaj ovie tri primeri, ima 
malku pogolemo sovpa|awe me|u ~e{kiot i make-
donskiot slu~aj, i toa pove}e vremensko otkol-
ku su{tinsko. Su{tinata mo`e da se pronajde vo 
prethodnite re`imi vo ovie dve zemji, iako, ne 
mo`e da se zanemari ni vlijanieto na razli~nite 
regionalni konteksti: Republika Чe{ka bila 
pod pogolemo vlijanie na Zapadna Evropa i na 
kapitalisti~koto minato na zemjata, a Makedoni-
ja od ostanatite balkanski zemji, pa vlijanieto na 
socijalisti~kiot re`im bilo posilno.

Me|utoa, vklu~uvaweto na @RS vo akademski-
te krugovi vo sekoja od zemjive ne bilo/e lesno i 
nepre~eno. Procesot bil prepoln so te{kotii 
i prepreki. Sepak, so posledicite od `enskite 
dvi`ewa, feministi~kite branovi, smenite na 
re`imi, istrajnite napori na posvetenite grupi, 
organizacii i poedinci, se vospostavija interdis-
ciplinarnite akademski oblasti na @RS, ili barem 
so javuvawe novi predmeti vo nastavnite planovi i 
programi koi gi obrabotuvaat rodovite/`enskite 
pra{awa.
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Degree and Content of Academic  
Institutionalization of WGS

a. The Case in the Czech Republic

Although there is a long tradition of women’s movements 
in Czechoslovakia and the Czech Republic, a number of 
conflicts and misunderstandings with Western feminism, 
as explained below, have appeared: 

The “initial misunderstanding between the goals of the 
Western ‘feminist brigade’ and Czech feminists gave rise to 
discussions and activities which have crystallized in estab-
lishing various women’s organizations. The first of them, 
and probably the most widely known, is the Gender Studies 
Center in Prague. Founded in 1991 at the living room of a 
flat owned by Jiřina Šiklová, one of the most famous Czech 
feminists, it grew within a few years into a real center, which 
organizes conferences, workshops, lectures and runs a huge 
library, with publishing and archiving activities. The work-
shops embraced a wide range of topics, from childhood, 
aging and the spiritual world to pornography, sex, politics, 
violence or racism. Besides, the Center was organizing alter-
native university lectures at three most important universi-
ties of the Czech Republic: Department of Social Work and 
Applied Sociology at Charles University in Prague, Palacky 
University in Olomouc and Masaryk University in Brno.” 
(Hanáková, 1999)
 

However, the real academic status of GS was not 
recognized until 1998. Finally, today, all of these three 
universities have permanent GS programs.  

GS Center in Prague, as the continuum of Šiklová’s 
Center; 

Stepen i sodr`ina na akademskata  
institucionalizacija na @RS

a. Primerot vo Republika Чe{ka

Iako postoi dolga tradicija na `enski dvi`ewa vo 
Чehoslova~ka i Republika Чe{ka, se javija golem 
broj sudiri i nedorazbirawa so zapadniot femini-
zam, kako {to e objasneto podolu:

„Prvi~noto nesovpa|awe me|u celite na zapadnata 
‘feministi~ka brigada’ i ~e{kite feministki 
pottikna raspravi i aktivnosti koi se kristaliziraa 
niz osnovaweto razli~ni `enski organizacii. Prvata, 
i verojatno najpoznata, e Centarot za rodovi studii 
vo Praga. Formiran vo 1991 godina vo dnevnata soba 
od stanot na Jirina [iklova, edna od najpoznatite 
~e{ki feministki, za samo nekolku godini prerasna 
vo vistinski centar koj organizira konferencii, 
rabotilnici, predavawa, i vodi ogromna biblioteka so 
izdava~ki i arhivira~ki aktivnosti. Rabotilnicite 
opfatija {iroka lepeza od temi, od detstvo, stareewe 
i duhovniot svet, do pornografija, seks, politika, 
nasilstvo i rasizam. Osven toa, Centarot organizira{e 
alternativni univerzitetski predavawa na trite 
najzna~ajni fakulteti vo Republika Чe{ka: Katedrata 
za socijalna rabota i primeneta sociologija na 
Karloviot univerzitet vo Praga, Univerzitetot 
Palacki vo Olomuc i Univerzitetot Masarik vo Brno.” 
(Hanáková, 1999)

Me|utoa, vistinskiot akademski status na RS ne 
be{e priznat s$ do 1998. Denes, kone~no, site ovie 
tri univerziteti imaat redovni programi za RS.

Centarot za RS vo Praga, kako prodol`enie na 
Centarot na [iklova;
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“has performed the function of an information, consulta-
tion and education centre in the area of relations between 
women and men and their position in society. The goal of the 
organisation is defined as to gather, analyze, and dissemi-
nate further information related to gender-relevant issues. 
Via specific projects, the center actively influences change 
concerning equal opportunities in different areas such as 
institutional mechanisms, labour market, women’s politi-
cal participation, information technologies etc.15 The Cen-
ter also runs a library covering a variety of publications and 
materials related to feminism, gender studies, women’s and 
men’s rights etc.”16

At Charles University in Prague, GS was officially 
established at the Faculty of Philosophy in October 
1998 and later, the Department was moved to the new 
Faculty of Humanities. Previously, only two courses 
were offered in the academic year of 1992/1993 at 
the Faculty of Philosophy. Currently, a certificated 
undergraduate bachelors’ program is offered and in 
the winter semester 2005 the Department started the 
accredited MA program. “Researching activities of the 
Department, ran by Věra Sokolová, are focused primarily 
on sexuality studies, gender identity and queer studies, 
gender aspects of the medial sphere, implementation 
of the gender mainstreaming on the political level and 
literature as well as further areas” (Linková, 2006). 

“The philosophy of the department is based on the possibility 
of the systematic academic studies of theoretic and method-
ological instruments for researches on gender issues in the 
historical perspective regarding cultural and ethnic aspects 
of the problematic. The academic staff is planning the devel-
opment of further teaching modules, and cooperation with 
Czech and international academic programs, which would 
contribute to the education system of the Charles University. 

„funkcionira kako centar za informirawe, konsul-
tirawe i  obrazovanie vo poleto na ma{ko-`enskite 
odnosi i nivnata polo`ba vo op{testvoto. Celta na 
organizacijata e da sobira, analizira i diseminira 
pove}e informacii vo vrska so rodovite pra{awa. 
Preku konkretni proekti, centarot aktivno vlijae 
na promenite vo odnos na ednakvite mo`nosti vo 
najrazli~ni oblasti, kako {to se institucionalnite 
mehanizmi, pazarot na trudot, `enskoto u~estvo 
vo politikata, informati~kite tehnologii itn.15 
Centarot vodi i biblioteka koja pokriva najrazli~ni 
izdanija i materijali za feminizmot, rodovite studii, 
pravata na ma`ite i `enite itn”.16

Na Karloviot univerzitet vo Praga, RS bea 
oficijalno vovedeni na Filosofskiot fakultet 
vo oktomvri 1998 godina, a podocna Katedrata be{e 
prefrlena na noviot Fakultet za op{testveni nau-
ki. Prethodno se nudea samo dva predmeta vo akadem-
skata 1992/1993 godina na Filosofskiot fakultet. 
Vo momentov postoi programa za dodiplomski stu-
dii, a vo zimskiot semestar od 2005 godina Katedra-
ta otpo~na i akreditirana programa za magisterski 
studii. „Istra`uva~kite aktivnosti na Katedrata, 
pod rakovodstvo na Vera Sokolova, prvenstveno se 
koncentriraat na studiite za seksualnosta, za ro-
doviot identitet i seksualnata raznoobraznost, ro-
dovite dimenzii vo sferata na mediumite, primena 
na rodovite aspekti na politi~ko i kni`evno nivo, 
kako i drugi oblasti” (Linková, 2006).

„Politikata na katedrata se zasnova na mo`nosta 
za sistematsko akademsko prou~uvawe na teoriski i 
metodolo{ki sredstva za istra`uvawe na rodovite 
pra{awa vo istoriskata perspektiva na kulturnite i 
etni~kite dimenzii na problematikata. Akademskiot 
kadar planira razvoj na ponatamo{ni nastavni moduli 
i sorabotka so ~e{ki i me|unarodni programi, koi 
bi pridonele vo obrazovniot sistem na Karloviot 
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The aim of this cooperation would be to offer courses that 
would provide other bachelors’ and MA programs a gender-
sensitive perspective, which is still missing for the majority 
of the fields17 – that is, mainstreaming gender in general aca-
demic structure.” 

Besides independent bachelor and MA programs, GS 
Department offers the optional courses and irregular 
seminars designed for the students not only from other 
departments of the Faculty of Humanities, but for the 
students from other faculties as well. The optional 
courses provided within the framework of GS aim to 
enable students from other fields to deal with the gender 
problematic, and to take part actively in the development 
of the interdisciplinary way of teaching and research, and 
apply this perspective within the institutional structure 
of the University in general. Thus, together with teachers 
they contribute the needed innovation and diversification 
of the system of education and training as well as the 
system of communication within the Academia. 

“A specialized field of the department is defined as to raise 
the students’ awareness of gender constructions and prin-
ciples, and to enable them to critically and complexly value 
their roles and meanings within the whole organization of 
society, as well as their effects in actual and historical posi-
tions of men and women. The field is expected to educate 
students in gender analysis of different disciplines, thus pre-
paring them for the career in a broad area of professional 
activities including confirmations within public administra-
tion, social policy, social and health care, as well as in the 
legal, education and academic area.  The graduates of the GS 
Department as their specialized field will be able to assert 
in the professional theoretic and pedagogic work at the uni-
versity level, and contribute to the development of the inter-

univerzitet. Celta na vakvata sorabotka bi bila 
ponuda na predmeti koi bi im ovozmo`ile edna rodova 
gledna to~ka na drugi dodiplomski i poslediplomski 
programi, za {to s$ u{te postoi nedostig vo pove}eto 
oblasti17 – odnosno, razbivawe na rodovite ulogi vo 
op{tata akademska struktura”.

Pokraj nezavisnite dodiplomski i magisterski 
programi, Katedrata za RS nudi i izborni predmeti 
i povremeni seminari za studenti ne samo od dru-
gite katedri na Fakultetot za op{testveni nauki, 
tuku i za studentite od drugite fakulteti. Izbor-
nite predmeti vo ramki na RS imaat za cel da im 
ovozmo`at na studentite od drugite oblasti da se 
spravat so rodovata problematika i da zemat ak-
tivno u~estvo vo razvojot na interdisciplinarni 
nastavni i istra`uva~ki pristapi, kako i da ja pri-
menat vakvata perspektiva vo ramki na instituci-
onalnata struktura na Univerzitetot voop{to. Taka, 
zaedno so profesorite gi sproveduvaat neophodnite 
novini i raznoobraznosti na obrazovniot sistem, 
kako i sistemot za komunikacija vo samata akadem-
ska zaednica.

„Opredelena e specijalizirana oblast na katedrata za da 
se podigne svesta na studentite za rodovite konstrukcii 
i principi i da im ovozmo`i kriti~ki i kompleksno 
da gi vrednuvaat sopstvenite ulogi i zna~ewa vo ramki 
na sevkupnata organizacija na op{testvoto, kako i 
posledicite od istite vo aktualnite i istoriskite 
polo`bi na ma`ite i `enite.  Oblasta bi trebalo da 
gi obu~i studentite za rodova analiza na odredeni 
disciplini, so {to bi gi podgotvila za kariera vo 
{irokata oblast profesionalni aktivnosti, kako 
utvrduvawe vo javnata administracija, op{testvenata 
politika, op{testvena i zdravstvena nega, kako i vo 
pravnata, obrazovnata i akademskata oblast. Diplom-
cite od Katedrata za RS }e mo`e da se doka`at vo 
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profesionalnata teoriska i pedago{ka rabota na 
univerzitetsko nivo i da pridonesat vo razvojot na 
interdisciplinarniot karakter na rodovite studii 
preku istra`uvawa i predavawa”.18

Vtorata programa za RS e organizirana vo ramki 
na Katedrata za sociologija pri Fakultetot za 
op{testveni nauki (FON) na Univerzitetot Ma-
sarik vo Brno na dodiplomsko nivo od 2005/06 
godina.

„Programata se koncentrira na stru~niot opis, 
re{ava~kite faktori i implikacii na momentalnite 
uslovi na rodovata struktura vo op{testvoto. 
Oblasta RS nudi mo`nost za nasoka vo teoriskite, 
metodolo{kite i primenetite sociolo{ki osnovi na 
rodot i ja dopolnuva so predmeti od kulturolo{kite 
studii. Katedrata vo idnina planira da ponudi sli~ni 
kombinacii na drugite fakulteti”.19

Bidej}i fakultetot gi nudi dodiplomskite progra-
mi kako dvoen glaven predmet (studentite izbiraat 
dva glavni dodiplomski predmeti od programata 
na FON), studentite koi izbiraat rodovi studii gi 
kombiniraat so u{te nekoj predmet od FON, kako 
„sociologija, socijalna antropologija, psihologi-
ja, studii po mediumi i novinarstvo, op{testvena 
politika i rabota, politika, me|unarodni odnosi, 
op{testveni nauki, ekolo{ki studii, itn. so {to 
steknuvaat po{irok uvid vo op{testvenite nauki”. 
Studiite prvenstveno se koncentriraat na oblas-
ti od tipot na pedagogija i obrazovanie, semejni 
strukturi, pazarot na trudot, nasilstvo vrz `eni-
te i seksualnost. Vo poslednive nekolku godini, 
istra`uva~kite dejnosti na nastavni~kiot kadar 
prete`no se koncentriraat na problemot so tatkov-
stvoto i roditelstvoto voop{to, seksualnosta i 
heteronormativnosta, rodovata socijalizacija, zat-

disciplinary character of gender studies, through researches 
and teaching.” 18

The second GS program is organized under the 
Department of Sociology at the Faculty of Social Studies 
(FSS) of Masaryk University in Brno at the bachelors’ 
level since 2005/6. 

“The program is focused on competent description, determi-
nants and implications of the actual conditions of the gender 
structure of the society. The field of GS offers the possibil-
ity of orientation in theoretical, methodological and applied 
sociological bases of gender, and completes it with courses 
in culture studies. The Department is also planning to offer 
similar combinations to other faculties in the future.”19 

Since the faculty offers its bachelor’s programs as a 
double major (students choose two BA subjects for a 
study program at FSS), students who choose gender 
combine it with another subject offered by the FSS, like 
“sociology, social anthropology, psychology, media and 
journalistic studies, social policy and work, politics, 
international relations, humanity, environmental 
studies, etc. thus developing broader perspective in 
social sciences.” Studies are primarily focused on fields 
such as pedagogy and education, family structures, job 
market, violence against women or sexuality. In the 
last couple of years the research activities of the staff 
have been focused predominantly on the question of 
fatherhood and parenthood in general, sexuality and 
hetero-normativity, gender socialization, prisoning and 
the gender discussions in the Czech culture (Linková, 
2006).
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voreni{tvoto i rodovite raspravi vo ~e{kata kul-
tura (Linková, 2006).

Treto, Katedrata za rodovi studii i sociologija be{e 
osnovana vo 1990 godina pri Institutot za soci-
ologija, Чe{kata akademija za nauki vo Praga. Os-
novata na Katedrata be{e predlogot da se istra`uva 
polo`bata na `enite vo ~e{koto op{testvo. Edna 
godina otkako be{e formiran istra`uva~kiot tim, 
dobija grant i bea postaveni temelite za razvoj na 
oblasta rodovi studii i sociologija vo Republika 
Чe{ka, kade ne postoe{e pred toa. Katedrata teo-
riski i empiriski go razviva poimot „rodova so-
ciologija”, preminuvaj}i kon feministi~ka soci-
ologija. Vo tekot na devedesettite, istra`uva~kiot 
tim postepeno se pro{iri i vsu{nost stana edna 
od glavnite nau~ni institucii koi ja tretiraat 
polo`bata na ma`ite i `enite vo op{testvoto.

Nacionalniot kontakt-centar - @enite vo nau-
kata be{e osnovan vo ramkite na Katedrata vo 2001 
godina pod „Proekt OK 437” finansiran od Minis-
terstvoto za obrazovanie, mladi i sport. Centarot 
se koncentrira na pra{awata za polo`bata na ̀ eni-
te i mladinata vo naukata i na prou~uvaweto na ro-
dovite aspekti pri proizvodstvoto na znaewa. Raz-
viva i aktivnosti za promovirawe na rodova ramno-
pravnost vo naukata preku seminari, rabotilnici, 
predavawa i izdanija.20 Ponatamo{nata zada~a na 
Centarot e da gi razvie teoriskite ispituvawa vo 
feministi~kite epistemologii. Vo 2003, Centa-
rot, vo sorabotka so RS na Univerzitetot Masarik 
od Bratislava, Filosofskiot fakultet go podgotvi 
delot Orodoveno znaewe: Preoblikuvawe na ‘nor-
malnata’ nauka na me|unarodnata konferencija 
„@eni nau~nici i institucii”21 (Linková, 2006). 
Momentalno, Centarot ostvaruva eden me|unaroden 

Thirdly, the Gender and Sociology Department was 
established in 1990 at the Institute of Sociology, The Czech 
Academy of Sciences in Prague. A research proposal to 
study the position of women in Czech society formed the 
basis of the Department. A grant was received one year 
after the research team was formed and the foundations 
were laid for developing the field of gender and sociology 
in the Czech Republic, where prior to this time it did 
not exist. The department advances theoretically and 
empirically a concept of a “gender-oriented sociology” 
extending to feminist sociology. Over the course of the 
1990s the research team expanded gradually, which is 
actually one of the key scientific institutions focusing on 
the position of men and women in society. 

The National Contact Centre  – Women in Science was 
established within the framework of the Department in 
2001 under the “OK 437 project” funded by the Ministry 
of Education, Youth and Sports. The Centre focuses on 
the issues of the position of women and young people in 
science, and on research concerning gender aspects of 
knowledge production. It also develops activities to pro-
mote gender equality in science by means of seminars, 
workshops, lectures and publications.20 The further 
task of the Center is to develop the theoretical inquie-
ries in feminist epistemologies. In 2003 the Center, in  
cooperation with the GS at the Masaryk University in 
Bratislava, Faculty of Philosophy prepared the section  
Gendered Knowledge: The Reshaping of ‘Normal’ 
Science at the international conference “Women Scho-
lars and Institutions”21 (Linková, 2006). Currently, the 
Center is realizing an international research project, 
“Knowledge, Institution, Gender: an East-West Com-
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istra`uva~ki proekt, „Znaewe, institucija, rod: 
komparativna studija za Istok-Zapad” poddr`ana 
od Evropskata komisija. Proektot se koncentrira 
na sozdavawe takanare~eni epistemi~ki zaednici 
od rodova perspektiva vo dve disciplini (biolo-
gija i sociologija) vo pet zemji od EU – Republika 
Чe{ka, Finska, Avstrija, Slova~ka i Velika Bri-
tanija (Linková, 2006).

Pokraj ovie tri akademski edinici, ogromen broj 
neakademski institucii i organizacii od tipot na 
nevladini i neprofitni organizacii i gra|anski 
zdru`enija se koncentriraat na odredeni proble-
mi vo vrska so polo`bata na `enite vo Republi-
ka Чe{ka, kako semejnoto nasilstvo, trgovijata so 
lu|e, vrabotuvawata, zdravstvenata za{tita, obra-
zovnite problemi itn. Tie igraat zna~ajna uloga vo 
podigaweto na rodovata svest vo ramkite na razli~ni 
zaednici i vo voveduvawe sredstva i instrumenti za 
obezbeduvawe ednakvi mo`nosti i ednakvi prava za 
ma`ite i `enite. Sorabotkata me|u univerzitetot i 
nevladiniot sektor vo vrska so rodovite pra{awa 
prete`no se ostvaruva preku razli~ni me|unarodni 
proekti, redovni rabotilnici za Feministi~ka 
pedagogija,22 dva dopolnitelni izve{tai vo vrska 
so sproveduvaweto na ednakvite mo`nosti (2004, 
2006), potoa preku genderlist, internet forum za 
diskusija, kako i preku spisanieto Gender – rovné 
přίležitosti (Rod – ednakvi mo`nosti) koe go izdava 
Institutot za sociologija pri Akademijata za nau-
ki.

Odli~na mo`nost za interdisciplinarna sorabot-
ka me|u ~e{kite stru~waci i aktivisti bea, na 
primer, proektite Pro{iruvawe, rod i uprava, 
poddr`an od Evropskata komisija, i Sozdavawe 
nadnacionalni politi~ki prostori; Evropskata 
Unija, isto~noto pro{iruvawe i `enskiot pri-

parative Study” supported by the EU Commision. The 
project is focused in creating so-called epistemic com-
munities from the gender perspective in two disciplines 
(biology and sociology) in five EU countries – the Czech 
Republic, Finland, Austria, Slovakia and the United Kin-
gdom (Linková, 2006).

In addition to these three academic units, a huge number 
of non-academic institutions and organizations like 
NGOs, NPOs and civil associations are focused on certain 
problem areas regarding the position of women in the 
Czech Republic, like domestic violence, sex trafficking, 
employment, health, education issues etc. They play 
a remarkable role in raising gender awareness within 
different communities, and in introducing tools and 
instruments for providing equal opportunities and equal 
rights for men and women. The cooperation between the 
university and the NGO sphere regarding gender issues 
is mainly realized through various international projects, 
regular workshops on Feminist Pedagogy,22 two Shadow 
Reports concerning the practice of equal opportunities 
(2004, 2006), then through the genderlist, an on-line 
discussion forum as well as through the journal Gender 
– rovné přίležitosti  (Gender – Equal Opportunities) 
issued by the Institute of Sociology of The Academy of 
Science. 

The great opportunity for an interdisciplinary cooperation 
of Czech experts and activists were, for example, the 
projects Enlargement, Gender and Governance, 
supported by the EU Commision and Constructing 
Supranational Political Spaces; The European Union, 
Eastern Enlargement and Women‘s Agency, supported 
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dones, poddr`ani od Nacionalnata fondacija za 
nauka na SAD. Poradi toa {to proektite opfa}aa 
{iroka oblast za istra`uvawe i razli~ni aspekti 
koi bi gi pokrile, u~estvuvaa stru~waci i aktivis-
ti od razli~ni disciplini, akademski i neakadem-
ski sredini (Linková, 2006). 

Me|utoa, sive ovie razli~ni predmeti – fakulteti i 
katedri, nevladini organizacii i poedinci zainte-
resirani za rodovite pra{awa, naiduvaat i na pre-
preki koi go prekinuvaat kontinuitetot vo nivnata 
sorabotka i vo razvojot na po{iroka i postabilna 
mre`a. Zaradi vremeto i energijata {to treba da se 
vlo`at vo nau~noto istra`uvawe, glavnite pri~ini 
za nedovolnata sorabotka se, na primer, zastarenite 
i kruti administrativni alatki koi go ote`nuvaat 
pro{iruvaweto i nadgradbata na akademskiot pros-
tor, potoa slaboto priznavawe na oblasta vo samite 
akademski krugovi, kako i nedostigot od stru~waci 
obu~eni i obrazovani vo rodovata oblast. „Od sive 
ovie problemi proizleguva i nedostigot na lokalni 
rodovi teorii koi bi izniknale od istoriskoto is-
kustvo so rodovite odnosi vo Republika Чe{ka, {to 
pove}e bi pridonelo za opredeluvawe na priorite-
tite pri razvojot na dejnostite neophodni za postig-
nuvawe rodova ramnopravnost vo op{testvoto”. (Lin-
ková, 2006)

Pred da go dobijat statusot formalno obrazovanie, 
kako i vo pove}eto postkomunisti~ki zemji, RS se 
sproveduvaa vo alternativni obrazovni prosto-
ri, prethodno spontano organizirani vo stanot na 
Jirina [iklova, za potoa da prerasnat vo nevla-
dina organizacija – Centarot za RS vo Praga. Cen-
tarot obedinuva{e stru~waci so razli~en akadem-
ski profil, koi ve}e se zanimavaa so obrazovanie: 
zna~i, prvite ~ekori vo akademskata zaednica bea 

by the US National Science Foundation. Regarding the 
fact that the projects embraced a broad area of research 
and various perspectives from which it was intended 
to reflect, professionals and activists from different 
disciplines, academic and non academic workplaces 
have participated (Linková, 2006). 

However, all these different subjects – faculties and 
departments, NGOs and individuals engaged in gender 
issues, also face obstacles that cause discontinuity in 
their cooperation and developing the broader and more 
stable network. Out of the great amount of time and 
energy to be invested in scientific research, the main 
reasons for the insufficient cooperation are for example, 
old and rigid administrative tools that embarrass the 
enlarging and upgrading the academic space , then the 
weak recognizing of the field within the Academia, as 
well as the insufficiency of experts trained and educated 
in the field of gender. “All these problems result in a lack 
of the local gender theories that would arise from the 
historical experience of the gender relations in the Czech 
Republic, which could better contribute to the definition 
of priorities for developing the actions necessary for 
achieving gender equality in society.“ (Linková, 2006)
 

Before achieving the status of formal education, as 
in most of the post-communist countries, GS were 
practiced in alternative education spaces, spontaneously 
organized previously in the flat of Jirina Šiklová and 
later grew in an NGO – The GS Center in Prague. The 
Center gathered professionals from different academic 
backgrounds who have already been involved in teaching: 
so, the first steps in Academia were made through 
the individual courses at the Faculty of Philosophy. 
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Since one of the priorities of the EU in accepting new 
members was promoting the position of women and 
their participation in public and political spaces, and 
since individual gender courses, held at the Faculty of 
Philosophy, met with a great interest among students, an 
important impulse for enlarging and institutionalizing 
the gender programs as an independent field of study 
was given. Although most of the Czech experts involved 
in gender issues would agree that the insitutionalization 
of GS in the Czech Academia has been very slow and 
not without different administrative, ideological, and 
other obstacles, we should admit that, compared with 
other post-communist countries, this process is more 
advanced and can offer very important experiences. In 
the two biggest universities in the Czech Republic, the 
Charles University in Prague and the Masaryk University 
in Brno, GS achieved the status of formal education and 
are institutionalized as independent programs. Both 
offer the bachelor‘s program and recently, the Faculty of 
Humanities at Charles University in Prague started the 
MA program. In both universities, programs offer also 
optional courses for the sudents of other departments and 
faculties. The other eleven university cities in the Czech 
Republic do not offer accredited programs in GS. Despite 
the usual obstacles concerning the institutionalization of 
GS, the general acceptance of the field among students 
is positive: 

“Students start to be aware of gender issues, start thinking 
about it; they changed their view of society a little bit. They 
see things that they couldn’t see before and they think about 
that. Some of them are very focused on gender issues; incor-
porate them in their work. I go for changing consciousness 
to different levels. Each of us is different – some people are 

napraveni preku oddelnite predmeti na Filosof-
skiot fakultet. Bidej}i eden od prioritetite na 
EU pri primaweto novi ~lenovi be{e promocija 
na polo`bata na `enite i nivno u~estvo vo javni-
te i politi~kite prostori, i bidej}i oddelnite 
predmeti od oblasta na rodot, ponudeni na Filo-
sofskiot fakultet naidoa na golem interes kaj stu-
dentite, se dobi silen pottik za pro{iruvawe i 
institucionalizacija na rodovite programi vo vid 
na nezavisno pole na prou~uvawe. Iako pove}eto 
~e{ki stru~waci vklu~eni vo rodovite pra{awa se 
soglasuvaat deka institucionalizacijata na RS vo 
~e{kata akademska zaednica odi mnogu bavno i ne 
bez razli~ni administrativni, ideolo{ki i drug 
vid prepreki, mora da priznaeme deka, vo sporedba 
so drugite postkomunisti~ki zemji, ovoj proces e 
ponaprednat i nudi zna~ajni iskustva. Na dvata naj-
golemi univerziteti vo Republika Чe{ka, Karlovi-
ot univerzitet vo Praga i Univerzitetot Masarik 
vo Brno, RS dobija status na formalno obrazovanie 
i se institucionalizirani kako samostojni progra-
mi. Obata nudat dodiplomska programa, a od neodam-
na, Fakultetot za op{testveni nauki na Karloviot 
univerzitet vo Praga otpo~na i magisterska pro-
grama. Na obata univerziteti, programite nudat i 
izborni predmeti za studentite od drugite katedri 
i fakulteti. Ostanatite edinaeset univerzitetski 
gradovi vo Republika Чe{ka ne nudat akreditira-
ni programi za RS. I pokraj voobi~aenite prepre-
ki pri institucionalizacijata na RS, priemot na 
oblasta me|u studentite e glavno pozitiven:

„Studentite poleka stanuvaat svesni za rodovite pro-
blemi i po~nuvaat da razmisluvaat za niv; malku si go 
smenija pogledot na op{testvoto. Gledaat raboti koi 
ne mo`ea da gi vidat prethodno i razmisluvaat za niv. 
Nekoi mnogu se interesiraat za rodovite pra{awa; gi 
vklu~uvaat vo svojata rabota. Se zalagam za promena 
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willing to be more aware of gender issues, some of them less, 
but it is good that they do know something about that. It is 
important that they do not take it as a wired thing, that they 
understand what are gender and equality and that gender 
inequality hurts both men and women. Men also have to be 
aware that they face a lot of problems because of the domi-
nant structure of masculinity.“23

b. The Case in Macedonia 

WGS in Macedonia were initiated with the establishment 
of Research Center in Gender Studies (RCGS) at the 
“Euro-Balkan” Institute in Skopje, in 1999. “Euro-
Balkan” is a non-governmental, non-partisan and non-
profit think-tank institution. Finally, in July 2006 the 
Institute outgrew into the first private Institute for Social 
Sciences and Humanities in Macedonia, and RCGS 
transformed into the Department for GS. The most 
important role and influence of the RCGS in cooperation 
with the University of Skopje was the establishment of 
Center for Support and Curriculum Development of 
Gender Studies in Higher Education (CSCDGS). One of 
the goals of this Center was revising existing curricula 
and the establishment of a new GS curriculum at the 
University (Departments of Humanities and Social 
Sciences). The efforts of this center resulted in the 
emergence of new curricula and new courses, regarding 
WGS in the Academia through several projects. Although 
there are no actual instruments for measuring this 
influence, appearance of new courses coincide with the 
initiatives and work of RCGS. Detection of the lack of 
sensitivity of the institutions and all decision-makers in 
the country, resulted with a project of RCGS related to 
the issue of GS in Academia, and that was the sensitivity 
raising/building of the Academic area. 

na svesta na razli~ni nivoa. Sekoj od nas e razli~en 
– nekoi sakaat da bidat posvesni za rodovite pra{awa, 
nekoi ne tolku, no dobro e {to znaat ne{to. Va`no e 
{to ne im se gleda ~udno, {to razbiraat {to se rodot 
i ramnopravnosta i deka od rodovata neednakvost stra-
daat i ma`i i `eni. I ma`ite mora da se svesni deka 
se soo~uvaat so mnogu problemi poradi dominantnata 
struktura na ma{kost”.23

b. Sostojbata vo Makedonija

@RS vo Makedonija otpo~naa so osnovaweto na 
Istra`uva~kiot centar za rodovi studii 
(ICRS) pri Institutot „Evro-Balkan” vo Skopje, 
vo 1999 godina. „Evro-Balkan” e nevladina, nepar-
tiska i neprofitna istra`uva~ka institucija. Vo 
juli 2006 godina, Institutot kone~no prerasna vo 
prviot privaten Institut za op{testveni nauki vo 
Makedonija, a ICRS se preobrazi vo Oddel za RS. 
Najzna~ajnata uloga i vlijanie na ICRS vo sorabot-
ka so Skopskiot univerzitet be{e osnovaweto na 
Centar za poddr{ka i razvoj na nastavnite programi 
od rodovite studii za visokoto obrazovanie (CPRN-
PRS). Edna od celite na Centarot be{e revizija na 
postojnite nastavni planovi i programi i osnovawe 
na nova programa za RS na Univerzitetot (katedri 
za op{testveni nauki). Od zalo`bite na Centarot 
proizleze nova programa i novi predmeti od ob-
lasta @RS vo akademskata zaednica, preku nekolku 
proekti. Iako ne postojat vistinski instrumenti so 
koi bi se izmerilo vakvoto vlijanie, pojavata na no-
vite predmeti se sovpa|a so inicijativite i rabota-
ta na ICRS. Detektiraniot nedostig na ~uvstvitel-
nost kaj instituciite i site re{ava~ki faktori vo 
zemjata, pottikna inicirawe na proekt na ICRS za 
pra{aweto na RS vo akademskata zaednica, posveten 
na podignuvaweto/sozdavaweto ~uvstvitelnosta vo 
akademskite krugovi.
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The only existing structured education in GS, with the 
intention to hold academic, scientific level education, is 
the School for Gender and Politics, which was established 
in 2002 by RCGS. By its organization and status, it is a 
“non-formal” education. The emergence of the school 
resulted from the utter lack of significant feminist and 
gender education in Macedonia, maintained by the 
deficiency of political and public discourse about these 
issues. Another factor implying the importance and 
necessity for introducing GS has been the results of 
several researches highlighting the low degree of gender 
sensitivity and awareness among women politicians, 
as well as a lack of convenient political practices and 
discourses (Адамова, 2001). Every year, the School for 
Gender and Politics offers eight to ten interdisciplinary 
courses, with the emphasis on gender perspectives and 
feminist theory to around sixty students from various 
ages and educational backgrounds. Attendance is free for 
all students. Although the target group population has 
been variegated, most of the students signed in for the 
courses are undergraduate and graduate students, which 
points to the importance and necessity for introducing 
WGS at the graduate level. 

Another activity of RCGS referring the educational as-
pect of GS is the Ohrid Summer University (OSU). The 
major objectives of the OSU are twofold. On the one 
hand, it aims at laying the foundations of an alternative 
higher education and establishing efficient academic 
curriculum, encouraging renewal of the current curricu-
lum and syllabi in the field of social studies and humani-
ties. On the other hand, it aims at stimulating scientific 
research among young faculty, and thus at accelerating 
the reforms in higher education. In the long run, the 
goals are as: improvement in multicultural understand-
ing, stimulation of international and regional coopera-

Edinstvenoto postojno strukturirano obrazovanie za 
RS, so namera za odr`uvawe obrazovanie na akadem-
sko, nau~no nivo, e [kolata za rod i politika, 
osnovana vo 2002 godina od strana na ICRS. Po or-
ganizacijata i statusot, spa|a vo „neformalnoto” 
obrazovanie. Pojavata na [kolata proizleze od ce-
losniot nedostig na zna~ajno feministi~ko i ro-
dovo obrazovanie vo Makedonija poradi nedovolnata 
politi~ka i javna rasprava po ovie pra{awa. U{te 
eden faktor koj gi podrazbira va`nosta i neophod-
nosta za voveduvawe RS se rezultatite od nekolkute 
istra`uvawa koi go naglasuvaat niskiot stepen za 
rodova ~uvstvitelnost i svest me|u politi~arkite, 
kako i nedostigot na soodvetni politi~ki dejstva i 
raspravi (Adamova, 2001). Sekoja godina, [kolata za 
rod i politika nudi osum do deset interdiscipli-
narni predmeti, so akcent vrz rodovite aspekti i 
vrz feministi~kata teorija, na {eesetina studenti 
so najrazli~na vozrast i obrazovanie. Site studenti 
mo`at da prisustvuvaat besplatno. Iako celnata 
populacija e raznovidna, pove}eto studenti koi se 
zapi{uvaat se dodiplomski ili postdiplomski stu-
denti, {to upatuva na potrebata za voveduvawe @RS 
na postdiplomsko nivo.

Edna druga aktivnost na ICRS okolu obrazovnata 
dimenzija na RS e Ohridskiot leten univerzitet 
(OLU). Osnovnite celi i zada~i na OLU se dvojni. 
Od edna strana, ima za cel da gi postavi temelite na 
edno poinakvo visoko obrazovanie i da sozdade efi-
kasni akademski planovi i programi, so {to bi se 
pottiknala obnova na postojnite planovi i progra-
mi vo oblasta na op{testvenite nauki. Od druga stra-
na, pak, ima za cel da pottikne nau~ni istra`uvawa 
kaj mladiot kadar, so {to bi gi zabrzal reformite 
vo visokoto obrazovanie. Na dolgi pateki, celite 
se slednive: podobruvawe na multikulturnoto raz-
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tion, new curriculum design and introduction of modern 
methods and teaching techniques, provision of support 
and professional development of young faculty and high-
er education institutions in the region, elimination of the 
existing stereotypes among the states and nations on the 
Balkans, strengthening the role of NGOs in the realiza-
tion of educational reforms, and prevention of the pro-
cess of brain drain.24 

Over the past eight years OSU has organized several 
different schools consecrated to several scientific 
areas such as WGS, history of art, ethnology, cultural 
studies, anthropology, methodology etc. Despite the 
differentiation of the scientific areas, each of them had 
its focus on the Balkan perspective. The School of WGS 
has been organized since 2001. So, that is another form 
of informal education, but this time regionally oriented 
(targeting the students from the South-East European 
region) and with internationally renowned professors.

In terms of supporting and taking the support of gender 
professionals, RCGS has established a network of teachers, 
researchers, MA and PhD candidates and holders who 
are permanently involved in scientific-research projects 
at the area of WGS in SEE region. These professionals 
come from different fields of Social Sciences, Humanities 
and Arts (philosophy, history, sociology, law, politics, 
literature, drama arts, ethnology, etc.). Via the project 
titled “Strategies for the Gender/Women’s Studies in 
Southeastern Europe: A Regional Initiative,” intensifying 
and furthering the improvement of the existing 
discussion, exchanging experiences on strategies for 
institutionalization and/or modes of teaching the WGS in 
the region, and identifying the regional needs related to 

birawe, pottik na me|unarodna i regionalna sora-
botka, izrabotka na novi programi i voveduvawe 
na novi nastavni metodi i tehniki, obezbeduvawe 
poddr{ka i profesionalen razvoj za mladiot kadar 
i visokoto obrazovanie vo regionot, otstranuvawe 
na postojnite stereotipi kaj dr`avite i narodite 
na Balkanot, zajaknuvawe na ulogata na nevladiniot 
sektor vo ostvaruvaweto na obrazovnite reformi, 
kako i spre~uvawe na procesot na odlevawe na mla-
dite obrazovani kadri.24

Vo tekot na poslednive osum godini, OLU ima or-
ganizirano nekolku {koli posveteni na razli~ni 
nau~ni oblasti kako @RS, istorija na umetnosta, 
etnologija, kulturolo{ki studii, antropologija, 
metodologija itn. I pokraj podelbata na nau~nite 
oblasti, sekoja od niv ja obrabotuva{e balkanskata 
perspektiva. [kolata za @RS se organizira u{te od 
2001 godina. Zna~i, ova e u{te eden oblik na nefor-
malno obrazovanie, no ovojpat regionalno (celna 
grupa mu se studenti od regionot na jugoisto~na Ev-
ropa) i so me|unarodno priznati profesori.

Vo smisla na poddr`uvawe i primawe poddr{ka 
od stru~waci vo oblasta na rodovata teorija, ICRS 
formira{e mre`a od profesori, istra`uva~i, 
magistranti i doktoranti, redovno vklu~eni vo 
nau~no-istra`uva~kite proekti vo oblasta na @RS 
od regionot na JIE. Ovie stru~waci proizleguvaat 
od najrazli~ni oblasti vo op{testvenite nauki i 
umetnostite (filosofija, istorija, sociologija, 
pravo, politika, kni`evnost, dramski umetnosti, 
etnologija, itn.). Preku proektot nasloven „Strate-
gii za rodovite/`enskite studii vo Jugoisto~na 
Evropa: regionalna inicijativa”, koj ima za cel da 
ja zajakne rasprava i razmenata na iskustva okolu 
strategiite za institucionalizacija i/ili nas-
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the issues of policy, institutionalization and curriculum 
development through establishing a regional network of 
scholars committed to the specific goal of collaboration 
were aimed.25

There are three State Universities and five Private 
Institutions of Higher Education (Faculties, Institutes 
or Colleges) in the Republic of Macedonia, and although 
initiatives in the area of GS are quite vivid via RCGS, higher 
education in Macedonia does not offer WGS as a separate 
program or department at any level: undergraduate or 
graduate (postgraduate studies and doctoral studies). 
However, within certain departments and institutes, one 
can find several courses that refer to WGS issues. The 
interest in such courses has risen recently. 

As said above, the first initiative for promoting and 
developing GS in higher education emerged in mutual 
cooperation between RCGS and Ss. Cyril and Methodius 
University - Skopje in the form of the “Center for Support 
and Curricula Development of GS in Higher Education.” 
This joint program (CSCDGS) functions as an autonomous 
extension program, shared by both partner institutions. 
Administratively, the CSCDGS is located on the premises 
of RCGS. The main target of this cooperation has been 
to come out with a strategy for introducing GS to the 
University. This particular goal is accompanied by that 
of an on-going commitment towards the introduction of 
new courses from the realm. CSCDGS is also involved in 
producing policy recommendations introducing gender 
differences and equality sensitivity to the policy of the 
University, recruiting the greatest number of students 
and being the only one in the country offering studies 

tavnite priodi vo @RS vo regionot, i prepoznavawe 
na regionalnite potrebi vo vrska so pra{awata za 
politika, institucionalizacija i razvoj na nas-
tavnite planovi i programi preku formirawe re-
gionalna mre`a na intelektualci posveteni na 
konkretnata cel za sorabotka.25

Postojat tri dr`avni univerziteti i pet privatni 
visokoobrazovni institucii (fakulteti, insti-
tuti ili kolexi) vo Republika Makedonija, pa iako 
inicijativite vo oblasta na RS se izrazeni preku 
ICRS, visokoto obrazovanie vo Makedonija ne gi 
nudi @RS kako posebna programa ili katedra na koe 
bilo nivo: dodiplomsko ili poslediplomsko (magi-
sterski i doktorski studii). Me|utoa, vo ramkite na 
opredeleni katedri i instituti mo`e da se najdat 
nekolku predmeti koi gi tretiraat pra{awata na  
@RS. Vo posledno vreme se javuva zgolemen interes 
za vakvite predmeti.

Kako {to spomenavme pogore, prvata inicijativa za 
promocija i razvoj na RS vo visokoto obrazovanie 
se javi vo zaedni~kata sorabotka me|u ICRS i Uni-
verzitetot „Sv. Kiril i Metodij” od Skopje vo ob-
lik na Centar za poddr{ka i razvoj na nastavnite 
planovi i programi od rodovite studii za visokoto 
obrazovanie. Ovaa zaedni~ka programa (CPRNPRS) 
dejstvuva kako samostojna dopolnitelna programa, 
zaedni~ka za dvete partner-institucii. Admini-
strativno, CPRNPRS se nao|a vo prostoriite na 
ICRS. Glavnata cel na vakvata sorabotka e da proiz-
vede strategija za voveduvawe na RS na Univerzitetot. 
Ovaa namera e pridru`ena so konkretnata postoja-
na zalo`ba za vklu~uvawe na novi predmeti od ova 
pole. CPRNPRSP e vklu~en i vo izrabotkata na 
strate{ki preporaki za voveduvawe ~uvstvitelnost 
za rodovite razliki i rodovata ramnopravnost vo 
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in virtually all relevant disciplines (from BA to PhD 
level) of  contemporary academia. The overall aim of 
this project (integration of the gender perspective in 
the chief HE institution in Macedonia) is supplemented 
by another very important objective – building of the 
curriculum development capacity of the faculty. In this 
sense, CSCDGS teams work on two levels: a) developing 
of skills for curriculum design; b) promoting, producing 
and integrating research as one of the constitutive 
components in the curriculum creation.

At the first step of this project, a mapping survey to 
highlight the actual situation of GS was realized. This 
survey provided a profile showing the situation of 
curricula and courses regarding WGS at the University. 
The results of this research have shown that, generally, 
courses that could be classified as WGS were rare to 
find, but these issues could be found in the content of 
some existing courses, and in several cases there is 
a possibility to integrate WGS issues in the content of 
the existing courses or in the suggested literature for 
the course. Curricula pertaining to WGS were detected 
in the following Faculties and Institutes: Faculty of 
Law, Faculty for Politics and Journalism, Faculty of 
Philosophy (Institute for Philosophy, Institute for 
History, Institute for Sociology), Faculty of Philology 
(Department of General and Comparative Literature, 
Department of Macedonian Literature and South Slavic 
Literatures) Faculty of Dramatic Arts, Faculty of Natural 
Sciences and Mathematics (Institute for Ethnology) and 
Institute of Sociological, Political and Juridical Research. 
The number of courses that can be classified as WGS or 

univerzitetskite politiki, bidej}i skopskiot uni-
verzitet ima najgolem broj studenti i e edinstveni-
ot vo zemjata koj nudi studii od re~isi site rele-
vantni disciplini (od dodiplomsko do doktorsko 
nivo) na sovremenata akademska zaednica. Sevkup-
nata cel na proektot (vklu~uvawe na rodovata per-
spektiva vo glavnata visokoobrazovna institucija 
vo Makedonija) e nadopolneta so u{te edna zna~ajna 
zada~a – sozdavawe kapacitet za razvoj na nastavnite 
planovi i programi na fakultetot. Vo ovaa smisla, 
timovite vo CPRNPRS rabotat na dve nivoa: a) raz-
voj na ve{tini za izrabotka na nastavni planovi i 
programi; b) promocija, izrabotka i integrirawe 
na istra`uvawata kako eden od sostavnite elementi 
vo izrabotkata na nastavnite programi.

Vo prvata faza na proektot be{e sprovedeno ma-
pirawe, za da se otslika momentalnata situacija 
so RS. Istra`uvaweto ja prika`a situacijata so 
nastavnite programi i predmetite vo vrska so @RS 
na Univerzitetot. Rezultatite od istra`uvaweto 
poka`aa deka, op{to zemeno, predmetite koi bi 
mo`ele da spa|aat vo @RS se retki, no ovie temi 
mo`ea da se pronajdat vo sodr`inata na nekoi pos-
tojni predmeti, a vo nekolku primeri postoi i 
mo`nost da se vklu~at pra{awata od @RS vo ram-
kite na postojnite predmeti ili vo prepora~anata  
literatura za predmetot. Predmeti povrzani so 
@RS bea poso~eni na slednive fakulteti i in-
stituti: Praven fakultet, Fakultet za politi~ki 
nauki i novinarstvo, Filosofski fakultet (In-
stitut za filosofija, Institut za istorija, In-
stitut za sociologija), Filolo{ki fakultet (Ka-
tedra za op{ta i komparativna kni`evnost, Ka-
tedra za makedonska kni`evnost i ju`noslovenski 
kni`evnosti), Fakultet za dramski umetnosti, 
Prirodno-matemati~ki fakultet (Institut za et-
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which have gender/women’s issues in the content in all 
Institutes is ten with the number of courses that could 
include gender and women’s issues in the content in the 
future being twenty. The purpose of this project was not 
only to depict the situation of existing WGS courses, but 
also to initiate introduction of new courses from the area 
of WGS. The number of courses that will be nominated 
for introduction in the future referring WGS is five. 26 

Recently, a number of thesis (at BA, MA and PhD levels) 
regarding WGS, emerged in some of the aforementioned 
institutes. This can be explained by the rise of gender 
awareness and sensitivity of the academic community, 
and by the increased interest of young scholars to explore 
this new academic field. 

Finally, another NGO activity regarding WGS, although 
different in its form, goals and structure than the one 
that RCGS organizes, are the lectures, training programs, 
workshops, round tables and debates organized by 
the Union of Women’s Organizations of the Republic 
of Macedonia (UWORM) through an experimental 
program of WS. UWORM, as a component of its activist 
character, started this program in 1998. It was generally 
organized as training programs and workshops, not 
as scientific fields of study or research. In the first two 
years the programs were organized in form of debates 
for raising awareness. Starting from 2000 the program 
proceeded as more intensive and strengthened training 
programs and lectures. The main goal of these studies 
was to raise gender awareness, to analyze WG issues 
and, by discovering new women’s views and experiences, 

nologija) i Institut za sociolo{ki, politi~ki i 
pravni istra`uvawa. Brojot na predmeti koi mo`e 
da potpadnat pod @RS ili tretiraat rodovi/`enski 
pra{awa vo svojata sodr`ina na site instituti 
e deset, dodeka brojot na predmeti koi bi mo`ele 
da vklu~at rodovi i `enski pra{awa vo svojata 
sodr`ina vo idnina e dvaeset. Proektot ima{e za 
cel ne samo da ja otslika situacijata so postojnite 
predmeti od @RS, tuku i da inicira vklu~uvawe na 
novi predmeti od oblasta na @RS. Brojot na pred-
meti od @RS {to }e bidat prepora~ani za vovedu-
vawe vo idnina e pet.26

Vo ponovo vreme, bea odbraneti pove}e disertacii 
(na diplomsko, magistersko i doktorsko nivo) od 
oblasta na @RS na nekoi od gorespomenatite insti-
tuti. Ova mo`e da se objasni so zgolemenite rodova 
svest i ~uvstvitelnost na akademskata zaednica i so 
zgolemeniot interes kaj mladite intelektualci da 
go istra`uvaat ova novo akademsko pole.

Na kraj, u{te edna nevladina dejnost vo vrska so 
@RS, iako so poinakov oblik, celi i struktura 
od onie {to gi organizira ICRS, se predava-
wata, obukite, rabotilnicite, trkaleznite masi 
i raspravite {to gi organizira Sojuzot na `en-
ski organizacii na Republika Makedonija (SO@
M) preku eksperimentalnata programa od @S.  
SO@M, kako komponenta na nejziniot aktivisti~ki 
karakter, ja zapo~na svojata programa vo 1998 godi-
na. Naj~esto be{e organizirana vo oblik na obuki i 
rabotilnici, ne kako nau~ni oblasti na prou~uvawe 
i istra`uvawe. Vo prvite dve godini programite 
bea vo oblik na raspravi za podigawe na svesta. So 
po~etok od 2000 godina, programata prodol`i vo vid 
na pointenzivni i zajaknati obuki i predavawa. Os-
novnata cel na ovie studii be{e da se podigne rodo-
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to initiate self-confidence and self-change/improvement 
among students and to make an impact on social reality 
and the society in general.27 The total number of students 
who have attended these courses is 250 for 2000-2004 
(the duration of the program). Activities of the school 
have been organized in forms of regular lectures, mobile 
education (including lectures in ten towns around 
Macedonia and training workshops on different topics), 
workshops, debates and round tables, analysis and 
survey activities.

One of the initial steps for institutionalization of WGS 
is establishing a sphere outside the university. This 
kind of non-formal education and study can be found in 
other countries of SEE, besides Macedonia, for example: 
“Belgrade Women’s Studies and Gender Research 
Center” and “Women’s Studies and Research – Novi 
Sad” in Serbia, “Center for Women’s Studies – Zagreb” in 
Croatia; and “Women’s Studies Center” in Albania. The 
reasons for this “alternative” structure can be considered 
to be because of the difficulties in introducing and 
institutionalizing GS in official higher education systems 
of the countries in terms of the conservative nature of 
HE institutions, legislation procedures for introducing 
new academic fields, in this case an interdisciplinary 
field.  However, these experiences also highlight that 
awareness-raising from outside can be the first step for 
introduction WGS into the Academia.

Keeping all these aspects in mind, the situation of WGS 
in Macedonia can be assessed as positive if this tendency 

vata svest, da se analiziraat problemite od oblasta 
na @S i, niz otkrivawe na novi `enski gledi{ta i 
iskustva, da se razvie samodoverbata i da se pottikne 
sopstveniot razvoj me|u studentite i da se izvr{i 
vlijanie vrz op{testvenata stvarnost i op{testvoto 
voop{to.27 Vkupniot broj na studenti koi gi posetu-
vaa ovie ~asovi e 250 vo periodot od 2000 do 2004 
godina (kolku {to trae{e programata). Dejnostite 
na {kolata bea organizirani vo oblik na redovni 
predavawa, podvi`no obrazovanie (vklu~itelno i 
predavawa vo deset gradovi niz Makedonija i rabo-
tilnici na najrazli~ni temi), rabotilnici, debati 
i trkalezni masi, istra`uvawa i analizi.

Eden od prvite ~ekori kon institucionalizaci-
jata na @RS e formirawe na sfera nadvor od uni-
verzitetot. Ovoj tip neformalno obrazovanie i 
istra`uvawe se sre}avaat, pokraj Makedonija, i vo 
drugi zemji od JIE, kako na primer: Belgradskiot 
centar za `enski studii i rodovi istra`uvawa i 
@enski studii i istra`uvawa - Novi Sad, Srbija, 
Centar za `enski studii – Zagreb, Hrvatska i Cen-
tar za `enski studii vo Albanija. Pri~inite za 
vakvata „alternativna” struktura mo`e da se najdat 
vo te{kotiite pri voveduvaweto i institucional-
iziraweto na RS vo ramki na oficijalnite visoko-
obrazovni sistemi na zemjite, poradi konzervativ-
nata priroda na visokoobrazovnite institucii i 
pravnite proceduri pri voveduvaweto novi akadem-
ski oblasti, vo slu~ajov interdisciplinarna ob-
last. Me|utoa, vakvite iskustva poso~uvaat i deka 
podignuvaweto na svesta odnadvor mo`e da bide i 
prviot ~ekor kon vklu~uvaweto na @RS vo akadem-
skite krugovi.

Imaj}i gi predvid ovie aspekti, situacijata so  
@RS vo Makedonija mo`e da se oceni kako pozitivna 
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of gentle progression continues. The same process of 
introducing WGS to the University should have been seen 
in the past in other countries that now have GS programs 
or departments on postgraduate or doctoral level. The 
next step in this line of progression should hopefully 
be the introduction of WGS programs at postgraduate 
and doctoral level in some of the departments at the 
university or private institutes.

c. The Case in Turkey

In Turkey, as a consequence of the debates on the 
possibility of feminism within the university amongst 
feminists in the late 1980s, following a rash of 
translations of feminist classical writings, four WS 
departments have been established respectively in 1990 
at İstanbul University, in 1994 at METU (Middle East 
Technical University – Ankara), in 1995 at Ankara 
University, and in 1999 at Ege (Eagean) University 
– İzmir, and they have started to run MA programs. 
All the departments were / are under the Institutes for 
Social Sciences (ISS) of those universities. YÖK (Central 
Institution for Higher Education) has regulated WS not 
as an area under the faculties, but as a graduate program 
at the level of Institutes. Thus, they were established and 
are maintained as interdisciplinary areas institutionally. 
Within these departments, MA and PhD programs can 
be organized and research assistants can be employed. 
However, there exist no PhD programs yet. After a 
recent arrangement, WS has been accepted as one of 
the disciplines to which one may appeal for an Assistant 
Professorship. So, WS, with regards to academic career, 
is perceived at somewhere between a composition of 
sub-areas and an independent academic area.

dokolku prodol`i so svojata tendencija na postepen 
napredok. Istiot proces za vklu~uvawe na @RS vo 
Univerzitetot be{e zabele`an vo minatoto vo drugi 
zemji koi sega imaat programi ili katedri za RS na 
magistersko ili doktorsko nivo. Sledniot ~ekor vo 
ovaa nasoka, se nadevame, bi bilo voveduvaweto na 
programi od @RS na magistersko i doktorsko nivo 
vo nekoi od katedrite na univerzitetot ili vo pri-
vatnite instituti.

v. Primerot vo Turcija

Vo Turcija, kako posledica od raspravite me|u femi-
nistkite za mo`nosta na feminizmot vo ramkite na 
univerzitetot od docnite osumdesetti, po napliv 
od prevodi na klasi~ni feministi~ki rakopisi, 
bea osnovani ~etiri katedri za @S: vo 1990 godina 
na Istanbulskiot univerzitet, vo 1994 na STU 
(Srednoisto~niot tehni~ki univerzitet – Anka-
ra), vo 1995 na Univerzitetot na Ankara i vo 1999 
na Egejskiot Univerzitet – Izmir i zapo~naa so 
magisterski programi. Site katedri bea/se vo ram-
ki na Institutite za op{testveni nauki (ION) pri 
soodvetnite univerziteti. YÖK (Centralnata in-
stitucija za visoko obrazovanie) gi regulira @S ne 
kako oblast vo ramki na fakultetot, tuku kako posle-
diplomska programa na nivo na institut. Taka, tie 
bea institucionalno osnovani i se odr`uvaat kako 
interdisciplinarni oblasti. Vo ramkite na ovie 
katedri mo`e da se organiziraat magisterski i dok-
torski programi i mo`e da se vrabotuvaat asistenti 
za istra`uvawe. Me|utoa, zasega ne postojat doktor-
ski programi. Od skoro, @S stanaa edna od disci-
plinite za koi mo`e da se stane vonreden profesor. 
Zna~i, {to se odnesuva do akademskata kariera, @S 
se smetaat za ne{to me|u sklop od podoblasti i sa-
mostojna akademska oblast.
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Among those four structures only METU doesn’t have 
a research center at the same time. The other three 
departments work parallel to research centers for 
women’s studies (RCWS). The most collaborative and 
concentric structure is at Ankara University: The WS 
Department of the ISS and KASAUM (RCWS of Ankara 
Un.) work very closely. The other two structures have 
differential distances between those two units. Except 
for those four departments and three RCWSs, there are 
fourteen more RCWSs at certain universities of Turkey, 
but a substantial part of them do not function actively.

The characteristic of the 1990s was not only the 
formation of Departments, MA programs and RCWSs. 
At the same time, a lot of women’s organizations some of 
which are active in training and research also and several 
original institutions like a library have mushroomed 
over late the 1980s, but especially in the course of the 
1990s. Amongst them, the Foundation for the Library 
of Women’s Work and Information Center, established 
in 1989 in İstanbul, occupies a particular place. The 
library documents embrace written, visual, verbal and 
three-dimensional materials. At the institution one 
can find more than 10,000 books –including the ones 
from the Ottoman women, approximately 1,500 issues 
of forty-two periodicals from the Ottoman period, more 
than 10,000 issues of 175 Turkish periodicals, 252 
foreign language periodicals, a collection of women’s 
organizations, a collection of women artists, about 150 
MA and PhD dissertations, more than 1,500 detached 
articles, collections of posters, placards, invitation 
cards, postcards, photos, dias and videos, a collection of 
newspaper cuttings and a collection of private archives. 
(Davaz Mardin, 2002) Starting from its establishment, 
the Foundation published an issued agenda each year, and 
amongst its other original publications can be counted: 

Me|u gorenavedenite ~etiri strukturi, samo STU 
nema i istra`uva~ki centar. Ostanatite tri kate-
dri istovremeno rabotat i kako istra`uva~ki cen-
tri za ̀ enski studii (IC@S). Najkoncentri~nata 
struktura, na koja ima najgolema sorabotka, e Uni-
verzitetot na Ankara: Katedrata za @S pri ION i 
KASAUM (IC@S na Univerzitetot na Ankara) tesno 
sorabotuvaat. Drugite dve strukturi imaat razli~na 
oddale~enost me|u tie dve edinici. Osven tie ~eti-
ri katedri i tri IC@S, postojat u{te ~etirinaeset 
IC@S vo nekoi univerziteti vo Turcija, no najgo-
lemiot del od niv voop{to ne se aktivni.

Karakteristi~no za devedesetite ne be{e samo 
formiraweto na katedrite, magisterskite progra-
mi i IC@S. Istovremeno, golem broj `enski or-
ganizacii, od koi del se aktivni i vo obuka i vo 
istra`uvawe, kako i nekolku originalni insti-
tucii, kako edna biblioteka, niknaa vo tekot na 
docnite osumdesetti, a osobeno vo tekot na devede-
settite. Me|u niv, Fondacijata na bibliotekata za 
`enski dela i informativniot centar, osnovana 
vo 1989 godina vo Istanbul, zazema posebno mesto. 
Dokumentite vo bibliotekata opfa}aat pi{ani, vi-
zuelni, verbalni i tridimenzionalni materijali. 
Vo institucijata mo`e da se najdat pove}e od 10.000 
knigi – vklu~uvaj}i i knigi od osmanliski `eni, 
okolu 1.500 broevi od ~etirieset i dve spisanija 
od osmanliskiot period, preku 10.000 broja na 175 
turski spisanija, 252 stranski spisanija, zbirka 
za `enski organizacii, zbirka za `eni-umetnici, 
okolu 150 magisterski i doktorski disertacii, pre-
ku 1.500 nezavisni statii, zbirki posteri, plaka-
ti, pokani, razglednici, fotografii, dnevnici i 
video snimki, zbirka ise~oci od vesnici i zbirka 
od privatni arhivi (Davaz Mardin, 2002). Od svoe-
to osnovawe, Fondacijata sekoja godina izdava pro-
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Women’s Memory (1992), Bibliography of Women’s 
Periodicals in Ottoman Language 1869- 1927 (1993), 
Institutionalization of the Women’s Movement and 
Patriotism (1994), Bibliography of Women’s Periodics 
from Hanımlar Alemi to Roza 1928-1996 (1998). 

As mentioned above, the early 1980s witnessed the 
arising of the “second wave of feminism” in Turkey, 
and this occurrence created institutional consequences 
not only in the Academia, but also in the civil sphere. 
Whereas until the late 1980s women’s groups created 
flexible organizational styles particularly for raising 
consciousness, the early 1990s were the years of 
transformation into associations and foundations: in 
other words a process of institutionalization has started. 
We shall underline the geographical (and thus social) 
limitations of this institutionalization: just like the 
activists of the second wave feminist mobilization, those 
organizations too, have been metropolitan. Even today, 
55% of all women’s organizations in Turkey are located in 
Ankara, İzmir and İstanbul. However, it is worth quoting 
that 12% of the 45% of women’s organizations which are 
not settled in Ankara, İstanbul or İzmir are functioning 
in South-East Anatolia (Ecevit, 2006).   
 

The First WS Congress was organized in May 1996 
KASAUM of Ankara University. The second meeting 
was organized in November the same year in İstanbul 
by the Library of Women’s Work. In the following years 
two more meetings were organized respectively by the 
RCWS of Çukurova University (Adana) and by the RCWS 
of Ege University (İzmir). In fact, the first congress and 
following two congresses by other university research 
centers were intended to create a platform allowing 
a dialogue between both ‘inside’ and ‘outside’ of the 

grama, a me|u ostanatite originalni izdanija se i:  
@enskoto se}avawe (1992), Bibliografija na ̀ enski 
spisanija na osmanliski jazik 1869 – 1927 (1993), 
Institucionalizacija na `enskoto dvi`ewe i pa-
triotizmot (1994), Bibliografija na `enski spisa-
nija od Hanumlar Alemi do Roza 1928 – 1996 (1998).

Kako {to spomenavme pogore, ranite osumdesetti bea 
svedoci na naletot na „vtoriot feministi~ki bran” 
vo Turcija, a ova ima{e institucionalni posledici 
ne samo vo akademskite krugovi, tuku i vo gra|anskata 
sfera. Dodeka vo docnite osumdesetti `enskite gru-
pi sozdavaa fleksibilni organizaciski stilovi, 
osobeno za podigawe na svesta, ranite devedeset-
ti bea godini na transformacija vo zdru`enija i 
fondacii: so drugi zborovi, zapo~na procesot na 
institucionalizacija. Ovde }e gi naglasime geo-
grafskite (a so toa i op{testveni) ograni~uvawa 
na vakvata institucionalizacija: kako i aktivist-
kite vo vtoriot bran feministi~ka mobilizacija, 
i ovie organizacii bea urbani. Duri i denes, 55% 
od site `enski organizacii vo Turcija se smesteni 
vo Ankara, Izmir i Istanbul. Me|utoa, vredi da se 
spomene deka 12% od 45% `enski organizacii koi 
ne se vo Ankara, Izmir ili Istanbul dejstvuvaat vo 
Jugoisto~na Anatolija (Ecevit, 2006).

Prviot kongres za @S be{e organiziran vo maj 1996 
godina od strana na KASAUM na Univerzitetot na 
Ankara. Vtorata sredba ja organizira{e Biblio-
tekata na `enski dela vo noemvri istata godina vo 
Istanbul. Vo narednite godini bea organizirani 
u{te dve sredbi, prvata od strana na IC@S na Uni-
verzitetot na Чukurova (Adana), a vtorata od IC@S 
na Egejskiot univerzitet (Izmir). Vsu{nost, prvi-
ot i narednite dva kongresi, organizirani od drugi 
univerzitetski istra`uva~ki centri imaa za cel da 
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academia. The experience of those three congresses 
showed that, in order to overcome this inside-outside 
division, instead of “assuming a given commonality,” 
various tools should be developed “to establish the 
commonality” and the division itself should be defined 
as a problem (Timisi, 2002-3). Unfortunately, all those 
meetings could not create consequences like a stable 
communication network or periodical congresses. 
Neither a collective report including the debates, the 
problem definitions and resolutions has been left behind 
from those meetings. In short, there is still not a formal 
academic communication within WS of Turkey: the 
actual situation maintains itself as a structure dependant 
on personal and informal relations (Sancar, 2003).   

To Conclude: Interdisciplinarity in Question

The claim to interdisciplinarity as one of the constituent 
characteristics of WGS, either as an intention/a 
programmatic initiative or as a dream/an ideal, 
manifests itself in all the three cases reviewed above, 
though in differential degrees and contexts. For example, 
GS within the university system of the Czech Republic 
is organized under faculties instead of interdisciplinary 
institutes, whilst the reverse is prevalent in Turkey. 
However, the cases highlight that the question of “being 
organized where within the university” cannot be the 
only criterion for testing the realization and quality of 
interdisciplinarity. The plans of GS at Charles University 
on offering courses that would provide other bachelors’ 
and MA programs a gender-sensitive perspective, or 
the organization of courses in a combination of almost 
all fields of studies at the Faculty of Social Studies in 

sozdadat platforma {to }e ovozmo`i dijalog me|u 
‘vnatre’ i ‘nadvor’ na akademskite krugovi. Iskus-
tvoto od ovie tri kongresi poka`a deka, za da se nad-
mine vakvata podelba na vnatre i nadvor, namesto da 
se „pretpostavuva odredena zaedni~ka crta”, treba 
da se razvijat razli~ni sredstva za „vospostavuva-
we zaedni{tvo”, a samata podelba da bide poso~ena 
kako problem (Timisi, 2002-3). Za `al, site tie sred-
bi ne uspeaja da predizvikaat posledici od tipot 
na stabilna komunikaciska mre`a ili periodi~ni 
kongresi. Od niv ne ostana ni zaedni~ki izve{taj 
koj bi gi opfa}al raspravite, definiraweto na 
problemite i re{enijata. Nakuso, s$ u{te ne postoi 
formalna akademska komunikacija vo ramki na @S 
vo Turcija: momentalnata situacija se odr`uva kako 
struktura zavisna od li~nite i neformalni odnosi 
(Sancar, 2003).

Zaklu~ok: somnitelna interdisciplinarnost

Pretenzijata za interdisciplinarnost kako edna 
od osnovnite karakteristiki na @RS, bilo kako 
namera/programska inicijativa ili kako son/ide-
al, e izrazena vo site primeri razgledani pogore, 
iako vo razli~ni stepeni i konteksti. Na primer, 
RS vo ramkite na univerzitetskiot sistem na Repu-
blika Чe{ka se organizirani vo fakulteti, a ne vo 
interdisciplinarni instituti, dodeka, pak, za Tur-
cija glavno va`i obratnoto. Me|utoa, ovie primeri 
poso~uvaat deka pra{aweto „kade vo organizacijata 
na univerzitetot” ne smee da bide edinstveniot kri-
terium pri ispituvawe na ostvaruvaweto i kvalite-
tot na interdisciplinarnosta. Planovite na RS vo 
ramki na Karloviot univerzitet za ponuda na pred-
meti koi na drugite dodiplomski i poslediplomski 
programi bi im ovozmo`ile edna rodova perspekti-
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Brno University, in addition, plans to offer similar 
combinations to other faculties in the near future, and 
finally six gender-related courses under Faculties and 
one course under an Institute of Macedonia –though 
a separate GS program exists neither under Faculties 
nor Institutes - highlight that the absence of a separate 
WGS program under an essentially interdisciplinary 
institution (like social sciences institutes of universities) 
is not an indicator of the absence of interdisciplinary 
WGS at that or this progression phase.

On the other hand, the experience in Turkey, i.e. 
organizing at social sciences institutes as a department, 
brought about certain limitations / problems concerning 
the institutional processes: This kind of institutional 
organization has affected directly the academic staff, 
the content of the courses, the composition of students, 
existing and maintaining itself, and gaining an identity at 
the university. The area which is formed by academicians 
and students from different disciplines comes face 
to face with an institutional/administrative debility 
when compared to areas like sociology, anthropology 
or psychology – each of which has a disciplinary inner-
consistency. Some of these problems can easily be 
named as problems of academic autonomy: Lack of 
legal long-term, stable staff, and of financial resources 
are in fact related to this fragile position. Concerning 
those problems, WS Department of Ankara University 
has recently prepared a proposal on restructuring as a 
separate “Gender Studies Institute” which would also 
comprise the RCWS – KASAUM.  

va, ili organizacijata na predmeti vo kombinacija 
so re~isi site studiski oblasti pri Fakultetot za 
op{testveni nauki na Univerzitetot vo Brno, koj 
planira sli~ni kombinacii da im ponudi i na dru-
gite fakulteti vo bliska idnina, kako i {este pred-
meti od oblasta na rodovite po fakultetite i ed-
niot predmet vo eden institut vo Makedonija – iako 
ne postoi zasebna programa za RS ni na fakultetite 
ni na institutite – poso~uvaat deka otsustvoto na 
oddelna programa za @RS vo edna su{tinski inter-
disciplinarna institucija (kako institutite za 
op{testveni nauki po univerzitetite) ne e pokaza-
tel i za otsustvoto na interdisciplinarni @RS vo 
edna ili druga razvojna faza.

Od druga strana, pak, iskustvoto vo Turcija, t.e. orga-
nizacijata po katedri na institutite za op{testveni 
nauki, predizvika odredeni ograni~uvawa/proble-
mi okolu institucionalnite procesi: vakvata in-
stitucionalna organizacija direktno vlijae vrz aka-
demskiot kadar, sodr`inata na predmetite, sostavot 
na studentite, svoeto postoewe i odr`uvawe, kako i 
steknuvaweto identitet na samiot univerzitet. Ob-
lasta formirana od strana na akademici i studenti 
od razli~ni disciplini direktno se soo~uva so in-
stitucionalna/administrativna slabost vo spored-
ba so oblastite kako sociologijata, antropologijata 
i psihologijata – od koi sekoja ima disciplinarna 
vnatre{na doslednost. Nekoi od problemive mo`e 
lesno da se imenuvaat kako problemi na akademska-
ta samostojnost: nedostigot na dolgoro~en, postojan 
kadar i finansiski sredstva ima, vsu{nost, vrska 
so vakvata krevka polo`ba. [to se odnesuva do ovie 
problemi, Katedrata za @S na Univerzitetot na An-
kara neodamna podgotvi predlog za restrukturirawe 
vo oblik na oddelen Institut za rodovi studii, koj 
bi go opfa}al i IC@S – KASAUM.
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However, just at that point one shall look more closely 
to the question of / or the claim to interdisciplinarity, 
which is not only an organizational / institutional 
problem. Weingart (2000) has taken a puzzled look 
at the enormous literature on interdisciplinarity in 
general, which according to him, mostly proclaims its 
moral desirability. Besides, he argues that aacademic 
specialization is an ongoing process, and it is unhampered 
by the discourse on interdisciplinarity, perhaps even 
reinforced by it. Coherently to these arguments, is WGS’ 
claim to interdisciplinarity only a “moral desire” or does 
it really work? Does WGS create the real possibilities of 
at least bridging academic compartments or reproduce 
these divided specialization areas? When Sperber 
(2004) was criticizing an attitude allowing “disciplinary 
business to go on as usual at the cheap price of some 
interdisciplinary rhetoric,” was he too harsh? 

In order to answer this question honestly, several 
of the difficulties and several more questions of 
interdisciplinarity have to be taken into account. First, 
the term itself –interdisciplinarity- signifies cooperation 
without losing each prioritized/own identity. And, we 
ask people their disciplines/areas of study, because 
we believe they “think differently.” Thus, the practical 
and positional priority of the “original” discipline (like, 
“I am from urban studies and do gender research / 
contribute to gender studies”) creates hard dilemmas for 
GS. So, are we like “fish who swim in lakes of different 
disciplines” as Coyner (1983) says, and is this an obstacle 
for transformation? Or, in other words, are we “scientific 
immigrants” as Mulkay (1975) argues? Are we historians, 
psychologists, sociologists, economists, interested in 
gender, or academicians/researchers who study in the 

Me|utoa, tokmu tuka mora podlaboko da se razgleda 
pra{aweto/pretenzijata za interdisciplinarnost, 
koe ne e samo organizaciski/institucionalen pro-
blem. Vajngart (Weingart, 2000) zbuneto se osvrnuva 
na ogromnata literatura za interdisciplinarnosta 
voop{to, {to, spored nego, prete`no samo ja progla-
suva za moralno po`elna. Osven toa, toj tvrdi deka 
akademskata specijalizacija e neprekinat proces, 
nepre~en od raspravata za interdisciplinarnost, 
a mo`ebi duri i zasilena od istata. Po linija na 
vakvite tvrdewa, dali pretenzijata za interdisci-
plinarnost na @RS e samo „moralna `elba” ili, 
pak, navistina funkcionira? Gi sozdavaat li @RS 
vistinskite mo`nosti barem za premostuvawe na 
akademskite oddeli ili samo gi reproduciraat ovie 
podeleni specijalisti~ki oblasti? Dali Sperber 
(Sperber, 2004), koga go kritikuva{e stavot koj doz-
voluva „disciplinarnata rabota da si prodol`i po 
staro, po niskata cena na nekoja interdisciplinar-
na retorika”, be{e prestrog?

Za iskreno da go odgovorime pra{awevo, mora da 
se zemat predvid del od te{kotiite i u{te nekol-
ku pra{awa okolu interdisciplinarnosta. Prvo, 
samiot termin – interdisciplinarnost – ozna~uva 
sorabotka bez da se zagubi sekoj prvi~en/sopstven 
identitet. A lu|eto gi pra{uvame za nivnite dis-
ciplini/oblasti na prou~uvawe, za{to smetame 
deka „razmisluvaat poinaku”. Ottuka, prakti~nata 
i poziciska prednost na „originalnata” discipli-
na (kako, „Jas sum od urbani studii, no sproveduvam 
rodovo istra`uvawe/pridonesuvam vo rodovite stu-
dii”) sozdava seriozni dilemi za RS. Zna~i, dali 
sme kako „ribi {to plivaat vo ezera od drugi disci-
plini” kako {to veli Kojner (Coyner, 1983), i dali 
toa pretstavuva prepreka za transformacijata? 
Ili, so drugi zborovi, dali sme „nau~ni imigran-
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area of GS and especially expert in history, psychology, 
sociology, economy? 

At a congress (January 2003) organized by KASAUM 
– RCWS of Ankara University which brought 
academicians and students who work/study at WS 
departments together in order to discuss the issues of 
the area, a very prominent problem of institutionalized 
WS was claimed to be “under-interdisciplinarity” (not 
enough interdisciplinary). For instance, the question 
“what would change if dissertations prepared in WS 
departments had been studied at an other discipline/
department?” indicates that, in fact, WS – which defines 
itself as interdisciplinary - is practically carried out by/ 
via academicians who come from certain disciplines and 
reproduce their own disciplinary perspectives. Moreover, 
the same divisions of the traditional disciplinary 
structure are repeated to a great degree in the content of 
the programs. For instance, the course titles of four out 
of eight courses of WS at İstanbul University are (2006-
7): “Women at International and Turkish Law, Women 
and Social Policy, Women and Economy, Gender and 
Politics.”28 (The others are a general “Scientific Research 
Techniques” course and two introduction courses). 
However, we shall admit that interdisciplinary WGS shall 
be something more than the simple sum of economy + 
psychology + sociology, etc. As Sancar (2003) points 
out: 

“Before anything else, this claim [to interdisciplinarity] re-
quires an endeavor surmounting the efforts for attaching 
and evaluating the knowledge produced in/under each dis-

ti” kako {to tvrdi Malkaj (Mulkay, 1975)? Dali sme 
istori~ari, psiholozi, sociolozi, ekonomisti, so 
interes za rodot, ili akademici/istra`uva~i koi 
ja prou~uvaat oblasta RS, a osobeno stru~ni za isto-
rija, psihologija, sociologija, ekonomija?

Na eden kongres (januari 2003) organiziran od 
strana na IC@S – KASAUM od Univerzitetot na 
Ankara, koj sobra akademici i studenti koi rabotat/
studiraat na katedrite za @S so cel da razgovaraat 
za problemite od oblasta, kako mnogu istaknat pro-
blem na institucionaliziranite @S be{e poso~ena 
„pod-interdisciplinarnosta” (nedovolnata inter-
disciplinarnost). Na primer, pra{aweto „{to bi 
se smenilo dokolku disertaciite podgotveni vo ka-
tedrite za @S bile prou~uvani vo ramki na druga 
disciplina/katedra?” poso~uva deka @S – koi se 
definiraat kako interdisciplinarni – vsu{nost 
se sproveduvaat od strana/preku akademici koi 
proizleguvaat od odredeni disciplini i gi repro-
duciraat svoite disciplinarni gledni to~ki. Os-
ven toa, istite podelbi na tradicionalnata disci-
plinska struktura vo golema mera se povtoruvaat vo 
sodr`inite na programite. Na primer, imiwata na 
~etiri od osumte predmeti od @S na Univerzitetot 
na Istanbul se (2006-07): „@enite vo me|unarodnoto 
i turskoto pravo, @enite i op{testvenata politika, 
@enite i ekonomijata, Rodot i politikata.”28 (Osta-
natite se eden op{t predmet, „Tehniki za nau~no 
istra`uvawe” i dva vovedni predmeta.) Me|utoa, 
mora da priznaeme deka interdisciplinarni @RS 
bi bile ne{to pove}e od ednostaven zbir na eko-
nomija + psihologija + sociologija, itn. Kako {to 
poso~uva San~ar (Sancar, 2003):

„Pred {to bilo drugo, vakvata pretenzija [za inter-
disciplinarnost] bara mnogu pogolema zalo`ba od 
obidot da se prika~at i vrednuvaat znaewata sozdadeni 
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cipline together. Such specific area knowledge is obtained 
via specific conceptual framework and research methodol-
ogy of each discipline. Thus, there exists a risk of putting 
epistemologically contradictory knowledge side by side as if 
they were of the same kind.”   

Undoubtedly, academicians coming from a certain 
traditional discipline and researching / teaching in 
WGS provided those disciplines with highly prominent 
ascension spheres –potentially. This potential is yet 
unrealized to a great degree within two sides. At the 
side of the traditional discipline, the critique produced 
at the area of GS is generally neglected. So, let alone 
GS, but interdisciplinarity in general actually does not 
influence the academic mainstreams. And, at the side of 
GS, academicians/teachers generally stop at the level of 
the critic of traditional concepts; they generally do not 
have suggestions about how to integrate the perspective 
to the traditional. Moreover, the discussion within GS is 
weak (for instance we talk of gender-blindness of spatial 
theories but not the space-blindness of gender studies).
However, interdisciplinarity - even if it is at the level of 
an intention or in a process of formation yet - is enriching 
too. At the same Congress mentioned above, students 
were underlining that the plural composition/variation 
of academicians and students from different areas is also 
an advantage of “polyphony and free thought” which 
are indispensable infrastructural qualities of scientific 
knowledge production. Besides, interdisciplinarity of-
fers the possibility of highlighting the dark corners of 
disciplinary and paradigmatic conservatism: it succeeds 
to create an atmosphere in which new questions can 
be asked -which cannot be asked in each discipline 
separately.

vo/pod site disciplini zaedno. Takvo znaewe od 
konkretna oblast se steknuva so pomo{ na konkretna 
konceptualna ramka i istra`uva~ka metodologija vo 
sekoja disciplina. Taka, postoi opasnost epistemo-
lo{ki kontradiktorni soznanija da se postavat edno do 
drugo, kako da se od ist vid.”

Nesomneno, akademicite koi proizleguvaat od opre-
deleni tradicionalni disciplini, a istra`uvaat/
predavaat @RS, im obezbedija na tie disciplini 
mnogu istaknati sferi na dostignuvawe – poten-
cijalno. Vakviot potencijal i kaj dvete strani e s$ 
u{te vo golema mera neostvaren. Od strana na tra-
dicionalnata disciplina, kritikata producirana 
vo oblasta na RS obi~no e zapostavena. Zna~i, ne 
samo RS, tuku interdisciplinarnosta voo{to nema 
nikakvo vlijanie vo akademskite konvencionalni 
modeli. A, od strana na RS, pak, akademicite/pro-
fesorite obi~no zapiraat na nivo na kritika na 
tradicionalnite poimi; obi~no nemaat predlozi 
kako da ja vmetnat perspektivata vo tradicionalno-
to. Osven toa, raspravata vo ramkite na RS e slaba 
(na primer, zboruvame za rodovoto slepilo na pro-
stornite teorii, no ne i za prostornoto slepilo na 
rodovite studii). Me|utoa, interdisciplinarnosta 
- duri i ako s$ u{te e samo na nivo na namera ili 
vo proces na obrazuvawe – voedno i zbogatuva. Na 
gorespomenatiot kongres, studentite poso~ija deka 
raznolikiot sostav/me{avina na akademici i stu-
denti od razli~ni oblasti ja ima i prednosta na 
„pove}ezvu~nost i slobodna misla,” koi se neophod-
nite infrastrukturni svojstva na gradeweto nau~no 
znaewe. Osven toa, interdisciplinarnosta ja nudi 
mo`nosta za osvetluvawe na temnite agli na dis-
ciplinarniot i paradigmatski konzervativizam: 
uspeva da sozdade atmosfera vo koja mo`e da se po-
stavuvaat novi pra{awa – a koi ne mo`e da se posta-
vuvaat vo sekoja disciplina oddelno.
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Finally, we have to interpret the question to read as 
“does the contest to gender studies derive from its 
interdisciplinary character?” International studies or 
environmental/ecological studies for instance, are other 
interdisciplinary areas; but they are not contested. So 
is the main problem about being interdisciplinary or 
putting gender asymmetries and patriarchy at the center? 
In Macedonia, interdisciplinarity itself seems to be a 
strong determiner of the persistent hesitation towards 
WGS. In the Macedonian case, it proved to be very hard 
to institutionalize any interdisciplinary scientific field 
such as cultural studies, ethnological studies etc, not only 
WGS. Institutions in Macedonia are still conservative, 
led by a positivistic ideology very strong in its roots. 
Interdisciplinary areas have been conceived as non-
scientific fields for a long time. Rigid, belonging to the 
disciplinary area implied “warranty” for being scientific. 
Academia started to open for these kinds of scientific 
fields very recently, but the process is very slow and still 
with distrust towards interdisciplinary sciences. 

It is clear that, many problems and sciences require 
holistic approaches, GS as well. However in Macedonia 
the problem appears firstly in legislation. Namely, in 2001 
the Minister of Education legislated rules for conducting 
evidence of academic-research workers (according to 
the article 60, paragraph 2 from the Law on academic 
and research activity, Official Gazette of RM No. 13/96). 
These rules include the classification of scientific realms, 
areas and disciplines of research. This classification 
is in correlation with the National Classification of 
Occupations (Official Gazette of RM, No. 54/97) in 
which there is no place for professionals coming from 

Na kraj, mora da go protolkuvame pra{aweto vo smis-
la „dali osporuvaweto na rodovite studii proizle-
guva od nivniot interdisciplinaren karakter?” 
Me|unarodnite studii ili ekolo{kite studii, na 
primer, se isto taka interdisciplinarni oblasti, 
a nikoj ne gi osporuva. Zna~i, dali osnovniot pro-
blem e vo interdisciplinarnosta ili vo stavaweto 
na rodovite asimetrii i patrijarhalnite modeli vo 
centarot na slu~uvawata? Vo Makedonija, se ~ini 
deka samata interdisciplinarnost e golem faktor 
vo postojanata koleblivost okolu @RS. Vo make-
donskiot primer se poka`a isklu~itelno te{ko da 
se institucionalizira koe bilo interdiscipli-
narno nau~no pole, od tipot na kulturolo{kite 
studii, etnolo{kite studii, itn., ne samo na @RS. 
Instituciite vo Makedonija s$ u{te se konzerva-
tivni, vodeni od dlaboko vkoreneta pozitivisti~ka 
ideologija. Interdisciplinarnite oblasti dolgo 
vreme se smetaa za nenau~ni poliwa. „Garancijata” 
za nau~nost podrazbira{e kruta pripadnost na dis-
ciplinarnata oblast. Akademskite krugovi duri od 
neodamna zapo~naa da se otvoraat za ovoj tip nau~ni 
poliwa, no procesot odi mnogu bavno i so silna ne-
doverba kon interdisciplinarnite nauki.

Jasno e deka, kako i mnogu drugi problemi i nauki, 
i RS baraat eden holisti~ki pristap. Me|utoa, vo 
Makedonija problemot prvenstveno se javuva vo za-
konodavstvoto. Imeno, vo 2001 godina, ministerot 
za obrazovanie propi{a pravila za izlo`uvawe 
dokazi pri akademsko-istra`uva~kata rabota (spo-
red ~len 60, paragraf 2 od Zakonot za akademska i 
istra`uva~ka dejnost, Slu`ben vesnik na RM, br. 
13/96). Ovie pravila vklu~uvaat i klasifikaci-
ja na oblastite, poliwata i disciplinite {to se 
istra`uvaat. Vakvata klasifikacija e vo soglas-
nost so Nacionalnata klasifikacija na profesii 
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interdisciplinary academic areas. The National Board of 
Accreditation is taking into consideration the applications 
for organizing HE studies only from the scientific areas 
and disciplines named in this classification. Mentioned 
interdisciplinary areas (GS, cultural studies) are not 
included in this classification, therefore, this makes the 
establishing of WGS as a legitimate interdisciplinary 
academic field in HE even more complicated. One of the 
ways for overcoming this obstacle could be by placing the 
interdisciplinary field into several existing disciplinary 
fields, for example: MA Program for Philosophy and GS 
or MA program from Sociology and GS.  
     

***

In the three cases examined here, we shall admit that 
“mainstreaming” to the overall academy and scientific 
knowledge is very weak. It seems as if Charles University 
and Brno University could have been able to cope with 
this problem to a certain degree. The Double major at 
FSS of Masaryk University seems as a good model in this 
sense. 

On the other hand, organization of the WGS at Faculties in 
the Czech Republic, whilst in Social Sciences Institutes of 
four State Universities of Turkey, and at a private Institute 
in Macedonia serve three different organizational and 
institutional models, one of each having its particular 
advantages and disadvantages. For instance, in 
Macedonia the GS acts as a more independent structure, 
while in Turkey academicians in the area have to carry 

(Slu`ben vesnik na RM, br. 54/97) vo koja nema me-
sto za stru~waci od interdisciplinarni akademski 
sferi. Nacionalniot odbor za akreditacija gi zema 
predvid prijavite za organizirawe visokoobrazov-
ni prou~uvawa samo od nau~nite oblasti i disci-
plini navedeni vo klasifikacijata. Spomenatite 
interdisciplinarni oblasti (RS, kulturolo{ki 
studii) ne se vklu~eni vo klasifikacijata, so {to 
u{te pove}e se uslo`nuva vklu~uvaweto na @RS 
kako legitimna interdisciplinarna nau~na oblast 
vo visokoto obrazovanie. Eden od mo`nite na~ini 
za nadminuvawe na ovaa prepreka bi bilo vmetnu-
vawe na interdisciplinarnoto pole vo ramkite na 
pove}e postojni disciplinarni poliwa, kako na 
primer: magisterska programa za filosofija i RS 
ili magisterska programa za sociologija i RS.

***

So trite primeri {to gi razgledavme vo ovoj trud, 
mora da prizneme deka „povrzuvaweto” na sevkup-
noto akademsko i nau~no znaewe e mnogu slabo. Se 
~ini deka Karloviot univerzitet i Univerzitetot 
vo Brno uspeaja do odreden stepen da se spravat so 
vakviot problem. Vo ovaa smisla, dvojniot glaven 
predmet na FON pri Univerzitetot Masarik mo`e 
da se poso~i kako dobar model.

Od druga strana, pak, organiziraweto na @RS po 
fakultetite vo Republika Чe{ka, a na institutite 
za op{testveni nauki na ~etirite dr`avni univer-
ziteti vo Turcija i na privaten institut vo Make-
donija, e vo slu`ba na tri razli~ni organizaciski 
i institucionalni modeli, sekoj so svoi prednosti 
i nedostatoci. Na primer, RS vo Makedonija pove}e 
dejstvuvaat kako samostojna struktura, dodeka vo 
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a double-burden and the departments are dependent to 
the general bureaucratic rules of the HE system. From 
another perspective, the system in Turkey is guaranteed 
by public financial resources – as other components of 
public universities, whereas in Macedonia the GS has to 
create its own resources.  

In all of the cases, WGS started outside the University and 
then, it is observed that albeit institutionalizing in the 
university, one foot has always been outside, in politics, 
policies and the society. This is one of the prominent 
factors rendering the WGS very vivid, necessarily 
interdisciplinarity – due to problem-centered activities 
- when compared to traditional disciplines and many of 
the other interdisciplinary areas.
 

In Macedonia, and more generally in SEE, the area 
gained a quality of a regional network, covering Turkey 
partially, which again serves to a better realization of 
interdisciplinary study and work.

And finally, the knowledge cumulation, teaching and 
learning experiences have come to a level which cannot 
be compared to the early 1980s in all the cases and in 
SEE in general, that is very promising for the future in 
many senses.      

Turcija akademicite od oblasta nosat dvoen tovar i 
katedrite zavisat od op{tite birokratski pravila 
na visokoobrazovniot sistem. Od edna druga gledna 
to~ka, sistemot vo Turcija go garantiraat dr`avni 
finansiski sredstva – kako i drugite elementi na 
dr`avnite univerziteti, dodeka RS vo Makedonija 
mora da baraat sopstveni sredstva.

Vo site primeri, @RS zapo~naa nadvor od univer-
zitetite, a potoa, se ~ini, iako institucionalizi-
rani vo ramki na univerzitetot, sekojpat kako da se 
so ednata noga nadvor, vo politikata, strategiite i 
op{testvoto. Ova e eden istaknat faktor koj ja pra-
vi jasna i nepohodna interdisciplinarnosta na 
@RS – poradi problemskite dejnosti – vo sporedba 
so tradicionalnite disciplini i mnogu drugi in-
terdisciplinarni sferi.

Vo Makedonija, i vo JIE voop{to, oblasta stekna 
osobini na regionalna mre`a, koja delumno ja pokri-
va i Turcija, {to e povtorno vo slu`ba na podobro 
ostvaruvawe na interdisciplinarni prou~uvawa i 
aktivnosti.

I na kraj, kumulacijata na znaewa, obrazovnite is-
kustva dostignaa nivo nesporedlivo so ranite osum-
desetti godini vo site primeri i vo Jugoisto~na 
Evropa voop{to, {to od mnogu aspekti vetuva dobra 
idnina.

Prevod od angliski jazik: Kalina Janeva
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Notes:

1.  All recent activities by women’s organizations aiming at 
getting back the building -situated at the heart of Prague- 
have remained without success. In today’s Prague, women 
therefore can only visit the much smaller space of Gender 
Studies, that is the library; which is however the largest 
specialized one of its kind in Central and Eastern Europe. 
http://www.ewec.net/course/course-locations.html  
(13. 11. 2006)

2.  Two most prominent women of the time were executed: 
Františka Plaminková who was executed by Nazis, and 
Milada Horaková who was executed by communists after 
they took over the country.

3. More information about this organization can be found in 
Cr’nushanov (1992)

4.  MTZO has never been discussed and there exists no records 
about this organization in the Macedonian historiography. 
One of the presumptions for this non-existence might 
be that MTZO had been treated as a pro-Bulgarian 
organization (if one takes into consideration the longer 
version of the name of this organization) (Interview with 
Suzana Milevska, 05.04.2007). The primary source for the 
information about this reference was Liljana Gjuzelova, 
the daughter of Donka Ivanova.

5. http://www.arhivsa.ba/vodic/7.htm

6. As one of the most underlined aspects, “women under 
socialism ended up with the often-mentioned ‘double 
burden’ of full-time employment, household chores and 
childcare. They were given the right and the obligation to 
be employed, unless on maternity leave, while retaining 
the full-time responsibility of caring for their children and 
households.” (Kotlandová-Koenig, 1999)  One might ask 
what the difference was from other (capitalist) countries. 

Bele{ki:

1.  Site skore{ni obidi na `enskite organizacii da 
se vratat vo zgradata – vo srceto na Praga – ostanaa 
bezuspe{ni. Zna~i, vo dene{na Praga ̀ enite mo`e da 
go posetuvaat mnogu potesniot prostor za Rodovi   
studii, odnosno bibliotekata; me|utoa, taa e najgo-
lemata vakva specijalizirana biblioteka vo central-
na i isto~na Evropa. (http://www.ewec.net/course-lo-
cations.html).

      (13. 11. 2006)

2. Dvete najistaknati `eni od toa vreme bea pogubeni: 
Franti{ka Plaminkova ja pogubija nacistite, a 
Milada Horakova ja pogubija komunistite otkako ja 
prezemaa zemjata.

3. Pove}e informacii za ovaa organizacija }e najdete 
kaj Kru{anov (Cr’nushanov, 1992)

4. Nikoga{ ne se raspravalo za MT@O i vo makedon-
skata istoriografija ne postojat zapisi za ovaa or-
ganizacija. Edna od pretpostavkite za ova nepostoewe 
e deka MT@O se smetala za probugarska organizacija 
(ako se zeme predvid podolgata verzija na imeto) (In-
tervju so Suzana Milevska, 05.04.2007). Primarniot 
izvor na informacii za nea be{e Qiqana \uzelova, 
}erkata na Donka Ivanova.

5. http://www.arhivsa.ba/vodic/7.htm

6. Kako eden od najnaglasenite aspekti, „`enite vo so-
cijalizmot se najdoa so ~esto spomenuvaniot ‘dvoen 
tovar’ na rabota so polno rabotno vreme, doma{nite 
obvrski i gri`ata za decata. Imaa i pravo i obvr-
ska da bidat vraboteni, osven koga bea na porodil-
no otsustvo, a imaa obvrska i da se gri`at i za de-
cata i za doma}instvoto”. (Kotlandová-Koenig, 1999) 
Bi se zapra{ale po {to se razlikuvaa od drugite 
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However, for ex. women in CZ were obliged to work, not 
just having the equal right, so there existed no individual 
choices. 

7.  Interview with Katerina Kolozova, 12.4.2007

8. Several of them are: Arat Y., 1990; Arat Z., 1998; Berktay, 
2001; Çakır, 1991, 1993; Demirdirek, 1993; Durakbaşa, 
2000; Yaraman, 1996; Zihnioğlu, 2003. 

 
9. For further information and analysis see: Sirman, 1989; 

Tekeli, 1986; 1988; 1989.

10. Interview with Petr Pavlik,  24. 08. 2004.

11. Just to mention some of their publications: ]ulavkova, 
1981; 1998; 1998; 2001; [eleva, 1996; 2000.

12. Interview with Katerina Kolozova, 18.09.2006

13.  http://www.identities.org.mk/eng/

14. Right to vote and to be elected, for example, in 
Czechoslovakia was achieved in 1920, while in Macedonia 
it was as late as 1946. 

15. Some of the realized and ongoing projects via researches 
and recommendations to the institutions, companies and 
media in the Czech Republic are: Best Company for Equal 
Opportunities Contest, Women in Politics or Give Women 
(the) Voice, Women Seniors and Society. All details are 
available on http://www.en.genderstudies.cz/activities/ 
(26.11.2006). The Center has also published Shadow 
Report of Equal Treatment and Equal Opportunities for 
Women and Men, (Pavlik, 2004), based on a number of 
researches concerning the situation in key institutions, 
media and law.

 

16.  http://www.en.genderstudies.cz/  (13.11.2006)

(kapitalisti~kite) zemji. Me|utoa, `enite vo Чe{ka, 
na primer, ne samo {to imaa pravo na toa, tuku moraa 
da rabotat, pa ne postoe{e li~en izbor.

7. Intervju so Katerina Kolozova, 12.04.2007

8. Del od niv se: Arat Y., 1990; Arat Z., 1998; Berktay, 2001; 
Çakır, 1991, 1993; Demirdirek, 1993; Durakbaşa, 2000; 
Yaraman, 1996; Zihnioğlu, 2003.  

9. Za pove}e informacii i podetalna analiza videte 
vo: Sirman, 1989; Tekeli, 1986; 1988; 1989.

10. Intervju Petr Pavlik, 24. 08. 2004.

11. Da spomeneme samo del od nivnite izdanija: ]ulavko-
va, 1981; 1998; 1998; 2001; [eleva, 1996; 2000.

12. Intervju so Katerina Kolozova, 18.09.2006

13. http://www.identities.org.mk/eng/

14. Pravoto na glas i da bidat izbirani vo Чehoslova~ka, 
na primer, be{e steknato vo 1920 a vo Makedonija 
duri vo 1946 godina.

15. Del od ostvarenite proekti, ili onie {to se vo tek, 
preku istra`uvawa i preporaki do instituciite, 
firmite i mediumite vo Republika Чe{ka se: Nat-
prevar za najdobra firma za ednakvi mo`nosti, @
enite vo politikata ili dajte im glas na `enite, 
Postarite `eni i op{testvoto. Pove}e detali 
mo`e da najdete na http://www.en.genderstudies.cz/ac-
tivities/  (26.11.2006). Centarot go izdade i Dopolni-
telniot izve{taj za ednakov tretman i ednakvi 
mo`nosti za ma`ite i `enite, (Pavlik, 2004), zas-
novan na nekolku istra`uvawa okolu situacijata vo 
klu~ni institucii, mediumite i pravoto.

16. http://www.en.genderstudies.cz/ (13.11.2006)
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17.  http://www.fhs.cuni.cz/gender/ (13.11.2006)

18.  http://www.fhs.cuni.cz/gender/ (13.11.2006)

19.  http://fss.muni.cz/gs/ (13.11.2006)

20. http://www.soc.cas.cz/departments/en/4/42/Gender-
Sociology.html (13.11.2006)

21. Held in Prague, 8-11 June 2003. See: Linková & Alice 
Červinková, 2004. 

22. Regular workshops Feminist Pedagogy, started in 2001 
and held twice a year in different universities in the Czech 
Republic, are designed for professionals involved in 
teaching. Workshops are focused in contents and forms of 
gender education as well as in raising the gender awareness 
in the process of education. 

23.  Interview with Petr Pavlik, 24.08.2004

24.  See link: http://www.euba.org.mk/eng/sub.asp?kat=70

25.  See link: http://www.gendersee.org.mk/conference/
index.asp. One of the outcomes of this collaborative 
process has been: Kolozova (ed.), 2000-2002.

26. Unpublished research, conducted by RCGS in 2004-
2005. 

27.  See, http://www.sozm.org.mk/mak/rodovi%20studii.asp

28.  This kind of structuration of not only the course titles -thus 
program contents- but also edited books, conferences and 
symposiums points out to one more plug: The domination 
of the, “women and ...” perspective is not overcame yet. 

17. http://www.fhs.cuni.cz/gender/ (13.11.2006)

18. http://www.fhs.cuni.cz/gender/ (13.11.2006)

19. http://fss.muni.cz/gs/ (13.11.2006)

20. http://www.soc.cas.cz/departments/en/4/42/Gender-
Sociology.html (13.11.2006)

21. Odr`ana vo Praga, 08.–11. juni 2003 godina. Videte: 
Linková & Alice Červinková, 2004.

22. Redovnite rabotilnici Feministi~ka pedagogija, 
nameneti za stru~waci koi se zanimavaat so obrazo-
vanie zapo~naa vo 2001 godina i se odr`uvaa dvapati  
godi{no na razni univerziteti vo Republika Чe{ka. 
Rabotilnicite se koncentriraat na sodr`inite 
i oblicite na rodovoto obrazovanie, kako i na 
podigaweto na rodovata svest vo obrazovniot proces.

23. Intervju so Petr Pavlik, 24.08.2004

24. Videte http://www.euba.org.mk/eng/sub.asp?kat=70

25. Videte http://www.gendersee.org.mk/conference/index.
asp. Eden od rezultatite na ovaa sorabotka e i: Kolo-
zova (ur.), 2000-2002.

26. Neobjaveno istra`uvawe, sprovedeno od strana na 
ICRS vo 2004-2005.

27. Videte http://www.sozm.org.mk/mak/rodovi% 20studii.
asp

28. Vakvata strukturacija ne samo na imiwata na predme-
tite – a ottuka i sodr`inite na programata – tuku i 
na knigite, konferenciite i simpoziumite uka`uva 
na u{te eden zastoj: prevlasta na perspektivata „`eni-
te i...” u{te ne e nadminata.
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