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%}::aA”KaH’ Mpo6nemure co
Munocasmesni | IHTEPAUCLUUNAMHAPHNOT
-YajeTunau, KapaKTep Ha }XeHckute/
BukTopuja poaoBuTe CTyann:
FaspuTosa* Mpumepure co Peny6namnka
Yewka, MakegoHuja u Typuuja
Boeep

TpaguruonanuuTe (KJIACUYHM) OIINTECTBEHU HAYKH,
odopMeHH U pa3BUEHU BO €JHA ,,IUCITUTIMHAPHO T0/Ie-
JieHa CTPYKTypa“, mojipa3bupaar oco0eH CTUJI U HAaUUH
Ha ,3Haeme”, OJHOCHO: O0U/ 1a ce OCBpPHAT HAa, Ja TO
pasbepat u co371a/1aT 3Haeke 3a OIIITECTBOTO TaKa IIITO
Ke T0 Io/iesIaT Ha ofiiesii. BakBara mepcnekTuBa (opmu-
pasa ezeH Buy napagurma. Co Toa IIITo 3acTpaHyBaaT Off
OBaa JIOMHHAHTHA MapaJIirMa, CBojaTa mpeTeH3uja (1
COH) 3a WHTEPAUCIUIUIMHAPHOCT >KEHCKUTE/POJOBHU
CTYZY BCYIITHOCT ja U3BEJTyBaaT 0] OCHOBHOTO ITIOMMAaHhe
Ha — aKaJIeMCKHOT - heMUHU3aM:

SLAJHTEPAUCITUILIHHAPHOCTA KaKO EMHUCTEMOJIONIKYA U360p
KOj ce o/iHeCyBa Ha HEZIETMBUOT UHTETPUTET Ha OIIIITECTBOTO,
IIOTEKHYBa 0 OCHOBHOTO TBPJZI€HE€ HA (1)eMI/IHI/13MOT Koe 1o
IIOCOYyBa ‘POAOT KAKO €/IeH O] IJIaBHHUTe (PAKTOPU IPU

* JI-p AjTeH AJIKaH e acCUCTEHTKa Ha YHUBEP3UTETOT HA AH-
kapa, ®akysireT 3a MOTUTHYKK HaykH (YpOaHU U €KOJIOIIKU
crynun) u Karezpa 3a :KeHCKH cTyauu Ipu VHCTUTYTOT 3a
omrecTBeHU Hayky; Tujana MuiocaBibeBUK-YajeTrHall e
JlokTopaHTKa Ha KapsoBuoT yHuBep3urtet Bo [Ipara, ®uioc-
obcku dakynrer, UHCTUTYT 32 dunocoduja U peTUTUCKU
crynuu; M-p Bukrtopuja aBputoBa pabotu Bo MHCTHUTYT
~EBpo-bankan®, crpakyBauku IleHTap 3a POJOBU CTYAUH.
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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 dividingitinto 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:

“[Interdisciplinarity 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-

* Ayten Alkan, PhD, is a Res. and Teaching Ass. at the Univer-
sity of Ankara, Faculty of Political Science (Urban and Envi-
ronmental Studies) & Department of Women’s Studies at the
Institute for Social Sciences; Tijana Milosavljevié-Cajetinac
is a PhD student at the Charles University in Prague, Faculty
of Philosophy, Institute of Philosophy and Religious Studies;
Viktorija Gavritova, MA, works at the “Euro-Balkan” Insti-
tute, Research Center in Gender Studies.
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YTBPZAYBAIETO U TOJIKYBAHETO Ha ONIIITECTBEHUTE ITOjaBU. Co
Zpyru 360poBH, cepaTa Koja ja HapeKyBaMe ‘OIIITecTBeHa’
€ I[eJIOCHO CTPYKTypUpaHa U PECTPYKTYPHPAHA Off CTpaHa
Ha OPOJIOBEHU OJTHOCH; HE ITOCTOU cepa HaJBOP O] BAKBaTa
CcTpyKTypanuja — cdepa Koja He € OpOJOBEHA, KOja He
moapa3bupa MoK IIpeKy IMXOTOMHjaTa MaIlIKOCT/ 3KEHCKOCT.
(Sancar, 2003)

3Hauy, camMara WHTEPAMCHUIUIMHAPDHOCT MOXKe Ja ce
CMeTa 3a HOBa Iapa/IurMa, HOB CTUJI Ha 3Haeke Koj Tpeba
Jia Ti 00eIMHY HOBUTE NI CTEMOJIONIKH/ METO0JIOIIKY
JIOCTUTHYBamkha — KaKO OCIIOPYBAIETO Ha Io/iesibaTa Ha
JIUXOTOMHUjaTa IIO3HaABaTeJIeH Cy0jeKT/00jeKT, HOBUTE
MHCTUTYIIIOHAJIHU CTPYKTYPU — KaKO MHTEPAUCITUILIIN-
HAapHUTE KaTe/pU, U HOBUTE IOJUTUYKU (opManum
- Kako copaboTkara W BpcKaTa IoMmely Ha/JiBOp U BHa-
Tpe, IOMery aKaZleMCKOTO W OIIITEeCTBEHOTO, MOMery
3HAEHETO U ITOJIUTHKATA.

OBOoj Tpys uMa 3a Ies /a TU OTKpue (1) CTerneHOT U
COAp’KMHATA HAa OCTBApYBameTo, (2) NIpeIHOCTUTE U
HeJIOCTATOIUTe Ha TaKBaTa IIO3UIlMja HAa OCIOPYBambe
IIpEKy KOMIIAapaTUBHA CTYAMja Ha KEHCKUTE U/WJIHA PO-
J0BU cTyauK BO Pemy6auka Yenika, Makegonuja u Typ-
nuja. 3a Taa 1eJj, IpBo Ke OU/IAT peBUIUPAHU IOUMUTE
JUCIUIUIMHAPHOCT U UHTEPAUCHUIIMHAPHOCT. BTOpo,

» ucropujata Ha BoBexyBameTo Ha JKPC Bo akaznem-
CKUTEe KPYTOBH - aKO BOOIIIITO U BJIETJIE — BO OJHOC
CO HAIpPeIOKOT Ha GEeMHUHU3MOT U KEHCKOTO
JIBIKEhE;

» IIOCTOjHUTE 3acerHaTd WHCTUTYIUH/E€INHUIIHU, T.€.
KaTe/py, HACTaBHU IUIAHOBU U IIPOTPAMU, MOJTYJIH,
IIEHTPH U TeJIa BO U HAJIBOP OJT aKaJIeMCKHUTE 3ae/l-
HUIIA HAa CEKOja 0] 3eMjUTe.

*  2KPC monaramy Bo TekctoT; 2KC 3a >xeHcku cryaun, PC 3a

POAOBU CTYyIUU

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

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.

* From now on, WGS in the text; and WS for Women’s Stud-
ies, GS for Gender Studies
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TpeTo 1 1mocJie/IHO, ce MPOIeHyBa aKTyaJIHATa CUTYaIlHja
Ha ?KPC Bo 0lHOC Ha UHTEPAUCIIUIINHAPHOCTA.

Kora ce mpeucnutyBa Hay4YHO-akazemcka(ta) cdepa,
MoOpa Jla ce MMaar IpeBUJ, TPUTE [JIABHU acIEeKTH Ha
KyMyJalja Ha HaQyYHOTO 3Haeme:

» Herosara ucropuja (HAaUMHUTE U MOCEOHUTE YCIIOBU
Ha HETOBUOT Pa3Boj);

» HeroBara driocoduja (cTpyKTypaTa, EMUCTEMOJIOTH-
jara ¥ MeTo/oJIoTHjaTa); U

» HeroBara coImoJIoTHja (CTAaBOBUTE U BPEJHOCTUTE Ha
HAyYHO-aKaJIEMCKUTE 3a€THUIIN).

Bo TekcToB, OBUE TPU ACHEKTH Ce 3eMeHU KAaKO HCIIpe-
IUIETEHN BO pacOpaBUTe 3a AWCHUILINHAPHOCT-UHTEP-
JVCIUILUINHAPHOCT, Kako U 3a 7KPC.

HoB ocBpT Ha
AVNCUMNIMHAPHOCTA/UHTEPAUCLUNIMHAPHOCTA

3HauuresieH Opoj kputuku ynareHu koH KPC ce oc-
BpHyBaaT TOKMYy Ha HeMOKTa Ha obOJsiacra ma Ouze
(crane) aucnuIUIMHA. BakBUTE KPUTHKH 3aBHCAT O]
OTPAaHUYYBAUYKH apTyMEHTH, KAKO IIITO Ce CTPYKTyparTa
Ha 3HAEHETO, HEJIOCTUTOT Ha CIEeNUDUYHU METOAU U
MIOMMH, TBPJIEhA 3a CyOjEKTMBHOCT U TaKaHapeuyeHaTa
HEMOXKHOCT Jla C€ CMEHAT IIOCTOJHUTE WHCTUTYIUO-
HAJIN3UPAHU CTPYKTYPH. 3acera, Ou ce 3ampariaie JJaau
JMUCIUAIUIMHUTE Ce TOTAJUCTHUYKUA, YHUTAPHU WIH XO-
MOTeHH CTPYKTypHu. ['osieM 6p0Oj AUCIUTITHUA BO CBOUTE
pPaMKH HyJaT ,pa3jIMuHU CO3HAjHH CTPYyKTypu“. Taka
Ha MpUMep, HE MOXKe Jla TBPJIUME JIeKa eKCIepUMEeH-
TaJIHUOT, KJIUHUYKUOT, (PPOjAOBCKUOT, KOTHUTHBHHUOT
U CJIMYHUTE TPUCTAIU BO IICHXOJIOTHjaTa Ce MOXKeOu
KOMIUIEMEHTapHU, HO HUKOTAIll KOXEPEHTHH! ITPUCTAIIH.
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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);

» anditssociology (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
criticsdepend onlimitative argumentslike 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




Taxka, mozmesbuTe BO caMuTe AUCHUIUINHYA HE Ce HUIITO
IIOMAaJIU OJi OHUEe Mely WHTePANCIUIUIMHAPHUTE 006JIac-
TH YU UHTEPANCHUIUIMHAPDHUTE Pas3iauku. McTtoTo Moxe
Jla To TBpAuMe U 32 noumuTe. Ilokpaj camuTe nuCIy-
IUTMHY, CO TEKOT Ha BPEMETO Ce MEHyBaaT M HUBHUTE
MeTO/IU, PEMETH U IOMMH, KaKO IIPOIINPYBAETO Ha
reorpadujata o NMPUPOAHUTE HayKu; pU3UUYKaTa Te-
orpaduja KOH ONIITECTBEHUTE HAYKU M KOH YOBEeYKaTa
¥ eKOHOMCKaTa reorpaduja.

JIMCIUIUTHHUTE, CEKAKO, Ce Pa3INKyBaaT eHa O] IPYTa;
HO 30IITO U KaKO T'M CMeTaMe I'PaHUIIUTE Mely HCIIH-
IUTMHUTE 32, TAKa /1a Ce KayKe, HajBa>KHHU KaTeropu3aIiuu,/
mo/iesion Ha 3HaemeTo? 3a Jla T'M HajjeMe OJTOBOPUTE,
MoOpa IPBO /Ia TO pasriieZlaMe CaMUOT ITOUM JTHUCITUTLIH-
Hara.

ITocTojHata suTepaTypa Ha TeMaBa IIOKaXKyBa JieKa
rosieM Opoj of AedWHUNIMHTE HA AUCIUIUIMHATA Ce
WHCTPYMEHTAJIHU W MeXaHUCTUYKU (Ha IpUMeED,
Pfinister, 1969; Scott, 1979), a aApyru, mak, My npuoraar
Ha MOUMOT KPUTUYKU U C€ MOTIHPAAT Ha JIETUTUMHU
eMUCTEMOJIONIKA U KYyJITYPHO-ONIITECTBEHU, UCTOPU-
cku dakropu (Ha mpumep, Becher, 1981; 1989; Lattuca,
2002).

Onx WHCTpYMeHTaJlHA W MEXaHHUCTHYKA IepCIeKTUBA,
LIUCIUIUTNHA, OZirOBapa Ha U7eja 3a CYIITECTBEH, Jie-
TUTUMEH W JIOCJIeJIEH KOPIyC 3Haema, CTPYKTYpPHUpaH
OKOJIy TToceO€eH MpeMeT U MPOoOIeMaTHKa CO TOMOIIT
Ha mocebHa Metozosioruja. O Apyra cTpaHa, Iak, Of
KPUTHUYKA TJIeJ[HA TOUYKA, JAWCIIUIUIMHATA € BEIITaYKH,
HMCTOPHICKH U KOHTHHTEHTEH KOHCTPYKT, BO rojieMa Mepa
OTIpejiesieH O/ OTHOCHUTE Ha MOK U aBTOPUTET. A BO IpH-
CTaIOT KOj Ce KOHIIEHTPHPa Ha KyJITyPHO-OIIIITECTBEHATA
CTpaHa, MOUMOT ce ieMHUPA KAKO ,HAyIHU 3aeJTHUITHA ",
»AKaZIEMCKH IUIEMUba“ U/WIN CPEICTBO 32 CO3/IaBabe
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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-
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MelryJIMYHOCHU, MEIYHHCTUTYIIMIOHAIHYU, KYJITYPHU U
VHTEeJIEKTyaJIHU JIEJHOCTHU.

OBze TpaguIMOHAJIHATA JUCHUIUIMHAPDHA HAY4YHO-
aKa/ieMCKa CTPYKTypa ja 3eMaMe OJi CHHTe3aTa Ha I0C-
JIeHUTE JIBE TJIEANINTA, U Ke ja HapeueMe: KPUTHYKA
OIIIITECTBEHO-UCTOPUCKA mepcrekTuBa. Kako mro 06-
jacuyBa Bokcep (Boxer, 2000):

»--» MOKHH aBTOPUTATHUBHHU IJIACOBH, IPETEKHO MAIIIKH, KOU
Ipe] ABa BeKa... 3alI0YHaa Jla 3aTBOPAaT CEKaKBU BU/OBHU
3HAaeHa BO JAUCIHUIUIMHAPHUTE OOJIMIM INTO T'O OCBOHUja
MHHATHUOT BEK, 34 /1a TH CTPYKTYPHpPaaT BUCOKOOOPAa30BHUTE
akazemun.” (og Caruana & Oakey, 2004)

MojiepHHUTE OMINTECTBEHU HAYKH, POJIEHH U Pa3BHUEHHU
BO JMCIUILUIMHAPHO IO/ieJieHa CTPYKTYpa, yllaTyBaa Ha
efleH 1mocebeH ,II03HABaTEJIeH CTHJI : Pa3MUCIyBambe,
pa3bupare 1 co3/IaBalbe Ha CO3HAHUETO 34 OIIITECTBOTO
co Heroma moziesba. 3ropa Ha TOA, BAaKBHOT ITPHUCTAI,
KaKO U camaTa CTPYKTypa, GopMupa e/ieH BUJI Imapajur-
Mma. ’KPC, co cBojaTa npeTeH3uja 3a UHTEPAUCHUILINHAD-
HOCT, OTCTaIlyBaaT O/ BAaKBaTa JJOMUHAHTHA IIapaJlATMa
ounejku:

(1) HyzmaT ocTpa KpUTHKA Ha POJIOBOTO CJIENIUJIO U PO-
JIOBUTE IIPEAPACYAU HA TPAAUIMOHATHUTE JUCIU-
IUIWHY;

(2) ja ucrakHyBaaT HEBHJIUBOCTA W/WJIA BTOPOCTE-
[IEHOCTA HA YKEHCKUTE YKUBOTHU IIPUKA3HU, UCKYCT-
Ba u mpobJiemu;

(3) 3aBmcar oJ HOBUTE EIKUCTEMOJIOIIKO-METOIOJIOIIKHI
MIEPCIEKTUBYU KOU HE T PA3JIUKyBaaT JUXOTOMUTE
Io3HaBaTesIeH cy0jeKT/00jeKT, 3Haehe/ OIIITECTBO,
HayKa/MOJINTHUKA.

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

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.




Bo cxion Ha pasBojuuoTr nponec Ha KPC, HOBUTE
IapyeHIla He BJIeTyBaa BO IIOCTOjHATA CJIOXKYBAJIKA.
Bunejku npobseMOT W3HECEH TIpes aKa/IeMCKUTE
KpyroBu He Oele mpobJyieM Kako /a ce J10/a/ie HOB
HACJIOB 32 HCTPA)KYBAaI€ BO OIIITECTBEHATA TEOPU]a;
He cTaHyBalle 300p 3a ,H-jac-u-jac-uzam”. [IpobsemoT
ce O/THECyBallle Ha JIOMUHAHTHUTE Ie(UHUIIIN HA ITOU-
mute (011 ,pabora“ ;10 ,JOBEKOBHU IIpaBa‘“), Ha TOa KaKO
mpuoraMe M o7 Kajie mpuorame (HEMOKHOCT 3a 00jek-
THUBHOCT), KAKO ¥ HAa aHAINTHYKUTE CPE/CTBA INTO T'M
Kopuctume (KakKo ,Kkmaca®).

bnaromapenne Ha TakBaTa PEKOHCTPYKIMja Ha
CJIOKYBAJIKaTa, UMallle HalpeZoK KOH U/WJIK BO paM-
KHTEe Ha €JlHA -TI0CAKyBaHA- MHTEPAUCIUIUITMHAPHOCT.
Bunejku, TpagunyoHasIHATa MOZIEPHA MUCIA U JUCIU-
IUTMHApU3aIfja CO3/aBaaT CEPHO3HU NPOOJIeMH IIPU
o6uoT /1a ce pa3bepar KEHCKUTE JKUBOTH U POJIOBUTE
oxHocu. Canuap (Sancar, 2004) HyZU eieH IPUMeED KOj
OJUTMYHO ja HarylacyBa KJIyYHaTa Ba)KHOCT Ha WUHTEp-
JUCIUILUIMHAPHOCTA BO HAJIMUHYBAIETO HA OBHE IIPOO-
JileMu:

»~IIOMMOT YOBEKOBH IIpaBa ce pa3BHUBA HACIIPOTU KPIIEHETO
Ha [IpaBara Ha IOeNHEIOT O] CTPaHAa Ha JIpiKaBaTa: 3aBUCH
O/l TIPUHIIUIIA KAaKO MMYHUTETOT Ha TeJIOTO, cdepaTa Ha
MIPUBATHHUOT KUBOT, 3abpaHaTa 3a KOH(]HUCKaIMja HA HEYH]
TpYyZA. Bo omHOCHTE Mely HOeANHITUTE U IPKABATa, HajBAYKHO
€ /1a ce 3aIITUTAT HOPMHUTE 3aL[PTaHU CO IIOUMOT YOBEKOBH
IpaBa, a IO3HABAaKmETO Ha OBaa cdepa ce aHAIM3HUpPA BO
PaMKuTe Ha HPaBOTO M HOJIUTUYKHUTE Hayku. Meryroa,
LITOM Ke IIOYHETE J]a TO UCTPAKyBaTe CEMEjHOTO HACUJIICTBO,
IITO € OCHOBHA IpOOJIeMaTHKa 3a JKEHHUTE, COIJIEJIyBaTe
Jleka BO paMKHTe Ha IOMMOT YOBEKOBU IPaBa, pa3sBUEH
O]l CTpaHa Ha NMPABOTO M NMOJUTHYKUTE HAyKU oBaa cdepa
€ HeBHU/IJINBA KAaKO MOBpeAyBabe Ha mpaBata. llITom ke ce
BOCIIOCTaBU OPAKOT KaKO JIOTOBOP KOj 3aBUCH 0] 3a€MHaTa
‘COIJIACHOCT BO PaMKH Ha MIPUBATHOTO IIPABO, TOA U3JIETYBa
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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
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on nedUHHUIjaTa Ha jaBHOTO’, I1a OTTYKA U Ha ‘TTIOJTUTHIKOTO
ypenyBame’ U cTaHyBa cdepa Koja He MOXe Jia ce rnobuve
CO NOMOIII Ha NMOUMOT ‘TipaBa’. 3HA4H, CEMEjHOTO POZOBO
HACWJICTBO, KO€ € HajpacIpOCTPAaHETHOT POZIOB MeXaHU3aM
Ha MOK BO CBETOT, /I0JITO BpeMe OHJIO 3aTBOPAHO BO PAMKHUTE
Ha [ICUXO0JIONIKATa 06J1acT Ha ‘O1MXejBUOPATHHI HAPYIIIyBaba ',
a mojaBata cu o00e30beAruia OICTAHOK KaKO €IHA Of
‘HEBUJUJIMBUTE OPOJIOBEHH OIIITECTBEHH II0jaBU. Toa IITO
JKEHUTE Ce MOJIJIOKEHN Ha POJIOBU KPIIIEHa Ha YOBEKOBUTE
IpaBa, CTAaHAJIO MOJIJIOKHO Ha JleDUHIPAhE, UCTPAXKYBAHE
¥ aHasM3a 6yiaroziapeHre Ha HACTOjYUBUTE (PEMUHUCTUYKY
CTYyUU KOU I'Ml IPEUCITUTYBAAT ChepUTe IMPaBo, MOJIUTUYKH
HAyKH, COITMOJIOTHja U IICUXO0JIOTHja”.
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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.”

3Haq1/1, KaKO eIIUCTEeMOJIOIIIKU H36op WIiu 1'[0’1‘pe6a, SO, as an epistemological choice or necessity, interdisci-
UHTEPAUCIUIUINHAPHOCTA ja Kpeupa CBOjaTa JIeTUTUM- plinarity creates its gI‘OllIldS of legitimacy in the context
HocT BO KoHTekeT Ha JKPC. Mefyroa, kako u moumor Of WGS. However, just as the notion of disciplinarity,
JUCHUIUIMHAPHOCT, TaKa M IIOUMOT HHTEPAUCIIUILIN- the notion of interdisciplinarity too, is argumentative
HapPHOCT € CIopeH Bo MHOTy noryieu. Jlaryka (Lattuca, — In many ways. Lattuca (2003) depicts interdisciplinary
2()()3) ro ONHUIIlyBa HHTEPAUCHUIUIMHAPHOTO 3HAaEHe scholarship as a continuum from informed diSCipliTlClT’-
KaKO KOHTUHYYM O[ uH¢opMupaHa aucuuﬂﬂu;—lap}[ocm lty to conceptual interdisciplinarity (from, Caruana &
0o xonyeiliiyaaHa uniiepducyuiirunapHocit (ox Caru-  Oakey, 2004):

ana & Oakey, 2004):

ylIpBaTa mozpa3bupa npobJIEMH IOTTUKHATH OJ €JHO
QUCIUIUIMHAPDHO IIpaliare, HO IMpodecopure KOPHUCTAT
MpUMEPH Of JIPYTM AUCIMIUIMHYM 33 Ja WM IIOMOTHAT
Ha CTYZEHTHTEe J1a TW IIOBP3aT, a BTOPOTO Ce 3aHMMaBa
co mpoOyieMH M Ipalllakba KOM MOXKE J1a Ce OJrOBOpAT
camMo co ymorpeba Ha eHA Jene3a Off JUCIUIUINHH,
LITO TMOAPa30upa KpUTHKA Ha JUCHUIUIMHADHUTE cdaka-
Ba 32 HEKOj mpobJieM WM Tpaiamke, byucka 1o pemu-
HUCTHUYKUTE ¥ THOCTMOzepHuUTe mnpuoau. Ce Ha cg,
3aCTAlTHUIINTE HA WHTETPATUBHU JIeOUHHUIIN TBPAAT JIeKa
VHTEPJUCIUIUINHADHATa pPaboTa IOCTUTHYBa ITOBUCOKO
HUBO Ha WHTETpaIyja o MyJITHIUCIUIINHAPHATa paboTa,
KOja camMo I'l HOApeyBa AUCIUIUIMHUTE TaKa IITO Ke buze
3a4yyBaHa HUBHATA II0/IBOEHOCT, a ce 6apa eZIMHCTBO CaMO BO
¢opma Ha camoTo 0O6pa3oBaHKE HA TUUYHOCTA®.

“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.”




Yekop mnoHatamMy o7 ,MHTerpangjara“ e MOXKHOCTA
3a MOJUTU3Upame U Ipeobpa3ba Ha JOMHUHAHTHATA
JUCHUIUIMHApHA TapaaurMma, koja bupz (Bird, 2001)
ja HapekyBa ,KpUTHYKAa HWHTEPAUCHHUILUIMHAPHOCT .
Tyka, rpanunuTe Mely caMuTe AUCIUILIMHYA CTAHyBaaT
~chepu Ha 60pba“ Mery pa3TUYHUTE ,,CYIITHHCKHU CTPYK-
Typu“ WK ,peKUMU Ha cTBapHOcTa“. Taka, KpuTUIHATA
MHTEPANCIUIUINHAPHOCT MOKe J1a ce cMeTa 3a 00JINK Ha
HHTeJIEKTyaJIHa eMaHIUIIAIIja BO KOja 3HAEETO Ce pe-
neduHypa, HEe HU3 e[leH IPollec Ha MHTETpalnuja, TyKy
IIOCKOPO HU3 IIPOIeC Ha Pa3rpajyBambe.

3a ma pasbepeme kazme BO OBOj KoHTuHYyyM JKPC
’KBeaT BO TPUTE 3eMjd, MOpa Jia TU pasriiefiaMe pas-
BOjOT W WHCTUTYIHOHAJIU3al{jaTa BO HAcoKa Ha/BO
paMKH Ha YHUBEP3UTETOT, HCIPEIUIETEHH CO KEH-
ckuTe/PEeMUHUCTHUKUTE JABIKeHa. 110 HapeaHUTe /iBe
IOTJIaBja, KOU ja 00paboTyBaaT BaKBaTa peBU3Hja, Ke ce
BpaTHMe Ha MPAIIAkHeTO 38 HHTEPAUCIUILIMHAPHOCTA.

BoBepgyBatbe Ha XKeHCKUTE/POAOBUTE CTYANU
BO aKaf;eMCKMTe KpYroBu

Bo cniopenba co 3amajiHO ¥ CEBEPHO-EBPOIICKUTE 3€M]jH,
BO IIEHTpaJIHa, NcTouYHa U jy»kHa EBpomna XKPC ce nmojaBu-
ja peslaTUBHO JOI[HA: BO HAIIMBE CIyYyau, Ha IPUMED,
Bo Penybsimka Yemka u Make/joHHja IO pacmagoT Ha
,KOMYHUCTUYKHOT pexxuM”, a Bo Typiuja ro cienea 3a-
MMaJIHOTO MCKYCTBO CO MaJio 3aocTaHyBambe. /lozeka BO
JIBETE TIOPAHENIHW KOMYHHCTUYKH 3eMju OOHuauTe aa
ce BOBeJIe OBa aKaJieMCKO Ipalllalbe ce CMeTaa 3a HOp-
MaJIHa TOCJIEINIIAa Ha OCJIO0OAYBAameTO W IOCTUTHY-
BaIbeTO IIOroJieMa cj1000/la Ha Muciaewme, Bo Typiuja,
coceMa CIPOTUBHO, ()eMUHU3MOT — W IIOJUTHYKU H
aKaJIeMCKH — O’KMBea BO eIHAa aHTHIEeMOKpaTcKa 700a,
10 AP>KAaBHUOT yJiap O] 12 cenTeMBpH 1980 roguHa BO
K0j Oea ITOTHCHATH CUTE JBI)KEHha Ha OTIO3UIIHjaTa.

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

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, thebordersbetweendisciplines
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 12"
September 1980, where all other opposition movements
were oppressed.
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[Ipuuunute 3a ,JonHewmero” Ha KPC Bo PemyGinka
Yemka ¥ B0 MakefoHHja CH HAJWKyBaaT, CJIMYHO Ha
MOBEKETO 3eMjH 3a]] ,,JKeJIe3HaTa 3aBeca” ¥ BO TOpaHelrHa
COPJ. IIpusHaBaMe ieKa BaKBaTa CJIMYHOCT CE MOTIIMPa
Ha YIIPOCTYBaba U MPEBUAU OFf AHATUTUYKH U CIIOPEJ-
O6enu npuunHu. HeCOMHEHO MOCTOeja CYIITHHCKH pas-
JIMKK Mely TIOpaHeIIHUTe KOMYHHCTHYKH B3EMjU O
IleHTpaJiHa U ucTouHa EBpoma u oHue of BajakaHOT.
bunejku, npeure ro mpudaruja conujaTM3MOT OTKa-
KO Ce Hu3rpaZfja KakKo KaIUTAJIUCTUYKKA TIparaHCKH
OIIIITECTBA, a BTOPUTE MMaa IIPETEKHO pypajiHa Op-
raHusarnyja, HacoueHa KOH TPaJAUIIMOHAJIHUTE IaTpH-
japxayHu ommrtectBeHu BpeaHoctu (Duhacek, 1998). U
MTOKpaj 3a0eJIesKUTETHATA CPOTHOCT, CJIMIHUTE CJIOBEH-
CKHM ja3UIIH, 3aeTHUYKUTE HCTOPUCKHU MCKYCTBA U CHJTHU-
Te KyJITYPHU BJIMjaHHja KOW TH IIOBP3yBaaT OBUE 3eMjH,
[IEHTpa/IHA U jyrowicroyHa EBpoma BO MHOIY acCIEKTH
He IpeTcTaByBa XOMOreH Ipocrop. Ha mpumep, mako
TeHEpPaJIHO Ce CMETaaT 3a COCTAaBEH JieJl HA IPOIECOT
3a JeMOKpaThzallfja W JmOepaiuzanuja, ujejata 3a
dbemuHU3MOT U BocmocTaByBamero Ha PC Bo Pemy6iin-
ka Yelka U mopaHelrHa JyrocjiaBuja ©Maa pasjiMdHa
mo0OyZu U ce COOYHja CO pa3juyHM mpenpeku. Jlome-
Ka 3amaZHuoT JubepasieH peMUHU3aM MM JlejTyBalie
LIPEJIEBUYAPCKU " HA YEHIKUTE KEHH U TH IIOTCETyBAallle
Ha UJeoJIoTHjaTa OJi Koja ,TYKYIITO Ce OTKauuie*
(Siklova, 1999), Bo MakenoHHja, NapamOKCAIHO,
(beMUHU3MOT He ce J0KHMBYBAIlle TOJIKY KaKo 3allajieH,
TYKy KaKO OCIIOpyBad TOKMYy Ha IaTpUjapXaJHUTE H
HaI[MOHAJIUCTUYKYU CTPyea KOU Ce jaBHja II0 pacrmajoT
Ha Jyrocasuja.

IIpen cemympaeceTTrTe, KOTa Ce jaBU BTOPUOT (PEMUHMUC-
TUYKHU OpaH Ha 3a11a/I0T, IBETE 3€MjH KOU ' Pa3ryieyBa-
Me-YexocsmoBaukan MakeoHUja — I0KHBeaja IPEeKPIIy-
Bame, OJHOCHO, BropaTa cBeTcka BOjHA M HEj3UHUTE
MTOCJIETUITA, HO BO Pa3JIMYHU KOHTEKCTH. 3a Mozo0po
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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 totraditional patriarchal social values
(Duhacek, 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”
(Siklova, 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




Ja pasbepemMe OBa, MOpa /a Ce BpaTHMMe BO BPEMETO:
HaI[MOHA/IHATA eMaHIMIanuja Ha YexocsoBadka Of
ABCTpoyHrapckaTa MOHapXHja TO BKJIydyBallle U ,KeH-
CKOTO Ipalliambe” KaKo COCTaBEeH JeJ1 O/ IpoiiecoT. Iuca-
TeskuTe Kako Boxena Hemmnosa (BoZena Némcova)
OJIMrpaa 3HavajHa yJIora Bo IIOAUTHYBAETO HA YEIITKHOT
jasWK Ha HUBO Ha JIUTEpPATypPEH jashK, KAKOB JOTOrAIlll
6ermre repmanckuot. Kaponnna Ceetsia (Karolina Svétla)
u Emmmka Kpacnoxopcka (ElisSka Krasnohorska) so
1890 roauHa ja ocHoBaa ,MwuHepBa“, mpBaTa >KEHCKa
rHIMHa3Hja Bo ieHTpaHa EBporia, 3acHOBaHa Ha UjejaTta
3a oOpasoBaHue Ha keHuTe. OCBEH T0Oa, BO 1903 TO1HA,
rojieM Opoj MAHU MOJUTHYAPKH IO OCHOBaa YeIIKHOT
KIyd Ha sxenu. Ha mouertoxor ox Tpuecerture Kiybot
M3TPAJIKI — CO IIOMOIII Ha IOHAITUY — Oorart neHTap: 6uo-
JINOTEKa, CMECTYBakbe, IIPelaBaiHa, PECTOPAH U Cajiu 3a
COCTAHOIIH, KOj, 32 KaJl, YEHIKUTE KEHU MOKeJIe /a TO
KOPHCTAT caMo JieCeTHHA roAuHN." buiejku:

»llesaenHareHepanyjayHuBep3UTETCKHI 00pa30BaHU YE KU
JKeHU co3pea npey 1a 3racHe [IpBaTta Yerka Peny6iinka Ko
KpajoT Ha TpHeceTTHUTe. BTopara cBeTCKa BOjHA J0OBEJE /10
cepuo3eH 3acToj Bo obpazoBanueto. Hajeunnuor yaap 6erre
3aTBOPAIHETO HA CUTE YEIIKM YHUBEP3UTETH O CTpaHa Ha
T'epMaHIIUTE CE ZI0/IeKa TPaellle BOjHATA U YEIITKUTE CTYZEHTH
Oea ucnpakanu Bo pabotHu sioropu. ITo kpajoT Ha BOjHATa,
Yecute 3abeserkaa OTPOMHH 3aryOU BO MHTEJIUTEHITU]ATa,
BKJIYUYyBajKU 'Y TyKa ¥ IOOOPHUYKUTE 32 JKEHCKUTE IIpaBa”.
(Kotlandova Koenig, 1999)?

JKeHckurte BUKema BO MakelnoHHja Off KpajoT Ha 19
BEK, IMaa MaJIKy IONHAKOB Pa3BOEH I1aT, TJIABHO BO J[BE
HAaCOKU: JMOepasiHO (eMUHUCTUYKA U IPOJIETEPCKA.
IIpBaTa ce cocroelie o/ rpafaHCKU CJIOEBU U PA3JTUYHU
’KEHCKU TparaHCKU 3/Ipy»KeHHja, T0/IeKa IIpoJieTapcKara
HAaCcOKa ce pa3BU II0 TpAaruTe Ha pabOTHUYKaTa Kyaca
U TI0JT BJIMjaHUE Ha COIUjaJIUCTHYKUTE uaeu. Mopa na
ce WMa IIpeABH], JieKa, KaKO U BO ABCTpOyHrapcKaTa
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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 BoZzena Némcova,
had played a great role in raising the Czech language
to a language of literature, which until that time was
German. Karolina Svétla and Eliska Krasnohorska 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.' 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.” (Kotlandova Koenig, 1999)*

Women’s movements in Macedonia, starting from late
19" 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
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MoHapxuja, 1 Bo OcmaniuckoTo IlapcTBo Bo Toa Bpeme
OTIIOYHAJIE HAIMOHAJIMUCTUYKHUTE JBIIKEHA, 1A MPBUOT
Tek (mubepasHO (EMUHUCTUYKHA) HA MaKeIOHCKOTO
’KEHCKO [IBIDKEHe MOXKe Jla ce pasIyieia BO BaKOB
KoHTekcT. Oj Apyra cTpaHa, MaK, eMaHIhIaIujata
Ha JKEHUTe, pa3BHeHAa U IMPOMOBHpPaHA BO JieJlaTa U
TEOpUCKUTE pacnpaBu Ha Mapke, Enresc, JlenuH,
Bebesn, llerkun, l'onaman u JlykceMOypr, ce ogpasuia
M HAa MaKeJIOHCKaTa CTBAapHOCT. 3a IPB YEKOp KOH
eMaHIAIallFjaTa Ce CMETa OPraHU3UPAETO Ha JKEHCKHU
peBOJIyIIMOHEPHHU  37ApYy:keHUja (BeckoBuk-BaHreinw,
1990). Opra"nusupaHaTa 6opba Ha *KEHUTE 3a IeJI0CHA
PaMHOIIPABHOCT AaTHPa O/ BpEMETO Kora ce ¢popMupaia
KomyHuctrukara nmapruja Ha Jyrociaasuja (1919).

Bo nepuozioT Mery /iBeTe CBETCKH BOjHU, MAKeIOHCKOTO
’KEHCKO JIBIPKEHhe CE JaBUJIO TaPaJIeTHO CO CTY/IEHTCKOTO
JIBIDKEE€ HeKaJle BO 1925 roamHa. Bo mOYeTOKOT
opraHuzanyjaTa ce HapeKyBaja ,lajHa MakeOHCKA
KyJITYPHO-TIPOCBETHA OpraHMW3aldja Ha MaKeOHCKHUTE
Byrapku — TMKIIOMB*; 3a mokycara Bep3uja a CTaHe
MakenoHCKa TajHa ’keHcKa opraHswjanuja — MTKO,
KOja Ce COCTOeJIa MPETEKHO O] YUUTEIKH, CTYAEHTKH U
npodecopku. /IBe 07 HajUCTAKHATUTE AKTUBUCTKU BO
oBaa opraHusaiuja 6uie I'eHa BeseBa u Jlonka BaHo-
Ba. /lejHOCTHTE HA OpraHu3aIujaTa ondakase ONUCMeH-
yBame Ha KeHUTe, MEIUITUHCKU U XUTUEHCKU COBETU U
00yKH, TOMOIII BO IIOPOIYBAKETO 10 PyPATHUTE 00JIACTH
u cuvHo.® Bo Toa Bpeme nocroesia u MakesoHCKa TajHA
Mamka opranuzanuja — MTMO. MT2KO decronaTtu ja
noaap:kyBasia MTMO Bo Hej3UHHTE JejHOCTH.*
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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 (BeckoBuk-Banrenau, 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 11, 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.® 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.*

-

B
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ITo Bropara cBeTcka BojHa, MakefoHMja cTaHA e OF
jyrocioBeHckara denepanuja. EgHa o7 IIpecBpPTHH-
rure B0 COPJ BO 0IHOC HA OCBECTYBAaIbE 3a JKEHCKUTE
po6JieMy ¥ MaCOBHOTO OpPTaHU3HMPAathe Ha JKEHUTe OUI
AnTudamuctudkuoTt GpoHT Ha keHu (ADPIK), popmu-
paH 1942. llenrta Ha A®XK 6wia ma ru MoOOMIM3UpA
’)KEHUTe BO OWTKaTa 3a 0cj000/yBalbe Ha 3eMjaTa U 3a
HOB OIIIIITECTBEH MOPeNOK. Bo 1953 roanHa, 6uia 0CHO-
BaHa YIIITe e/[Ha KEeHCKa OpraHu3aIuja, ,3ApyKeHne Ha
»KEHCKHUTe JPYIITBA Ha JyrociaBuja“, unja Mmucuja buia
Jla ce CIIpaByBa CO YKEHCKUTE palliamba U MHTEPeCH.’

[IpuemoT Ha poyioBUTE U (PEMUHUCTUYKUTE MPAIIarba
Bo YexocimoBauka u COPJ mo Bropara cBeTcka BOjHA
OYMTIJIEJTHO 3aBHUCEJT O] TPETXOTHUTE UCTOPUCKU UCKYCT-
Ba, 3a€THUYKOTO COIIMjAJIMCTUYKO UCKYCTBO CO 3€MjUTE
OJ1 IleHTpaIHa U ucTroyHa EBpona, kajie paMHOIIPaBHOC-
Ta Mely MaKUTe U JKeHUTe OuJia MpaBHO 3arapaHTUpPa-
Ha — I1a HAaBUAYM HeMaJio HH MOoTpeba Jja ce co3zaBaaT
pobJIEMU U /1a Ce UCTPaKyBa KEHCKOTO IIpalllakhe HUTY
BO pamyoOHaJHA, HUTY BO MeTa(opuyKa/cTepeoTHITHA
cvucia. O exHa cTpaHa, JUJieMaBa MOXKE /1a Ce CMeTa
3a cnenuduyHa 3a MapajurMata Ha MOJIEPHU3MOT, a
He 3a YCJIOBUTE Ha COIUjaIU3MOT — OWJIO TEOPUCKH WJIH
MPAKTUYHO. 1 BO KATUTATUCTUYKUTE U/ VJTU 3aTIaJ[HUTE
OTIITECTBA, XETE€MOHUCTUYKUTE JUCKYPCH ,paMHO-
MIPaBHOCT® | ,,AP’KaBjaHCTBO“ TH HAIPaBUja HEBU/IJIUBU
POIOBUTE HEPAMHOIIPABHOCTH, a MPOOJIEMOT CTaHA BO
rojieMa Mepa HECOMHEH C€ /10 IOITHUTE IIeeCeTTH TO/IH-
HH, JI0 IIITO € obJIMcKa cuTyanujara Bo Typiuja.

Corjayim3MOT BO TrojieMa Mepa TH KOPHUCTEIe CUTE
IIPUI0OMBKHU OJT MOJIEPHHU3MOT KOH MO3Kea JIa IOMOTHAT
BO YTBP/YBamhe U OJIP3KyBathe Ha CUCTEMOT, IIPABEJKHU IO
MIOTEIIKO IIPENO3HABAhEeTO M OJIBOjYBAIb€TO Ha IIPO0-
JIEMUTE KOW ITOTEKHYBaaT O] MOJEPHHU3MOT, Of OHHE
TUMAYHU 3a conujasim3mMor. OBa € MOKeOu eHa Off
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After WW 1II, 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.®

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
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IMPUYMHUATE 30IITO MPAIIAbeTO 32 POOBA €JHAKBOCT,
IIOCTaBEHO OJf CTpaHa Ha 3alagHuTe (PEMUHUCTKH, UM
ce YMHEeJI0 MHOI'Y IIO3HATO Ha JKEHUTE BO ITOPAHEIIHUTE
COIIHjaJTUCTUYKH 3EM]jH.

MeryTtoa, mmocroejie U OUTHM pas3/IMKH: [paBaTa 3ara-
PaHTHpPaHM 3a KEHUTE O] CTPaHa Ha COIHjaIMCTHIKATA
JIpxaBa (mogemHakBu OOpcKM Hpu BpaboTyBambe 3a
MayKUTe M 3a »KEHHUTe, II0TOa IIPaBOTO Ha abopTyc H
IJIAHHPakhe Ha CEMEJCTBOTO, KAKO M IIPABOTO HA Pa3BOJL)
ce YrHea ITOTIIOJIHO MCTH CO CTPEMEKUTE Ha 3aMagHuoT
nubepanHo-eBuYapcku  (emuHuzam. Biazejaukara
MapKCHCTUYKO-JIEHUHUCTHYKA H/I€0JIOTHja 3aCHOBaHA
Ha WjiejaTa 3a JUKTATypa Ha IIPOJIETEPHUJaTOT M HaMaJIy-
Barbe Ha IPHBATHATa COIICTBEHOCT T'M HaIpaBUJIa pas-
JIMKUTE Mely MaXKUTe U JKEHHUTEe MOMAJIKy MPECyIHH
daxTopu Bo pacnpeseibata Ha JOKHOCTUTE IIOBP3aHU
co m3rpazbaTa Ha colpjaJMcTHYKaTa apskaBa. Cemak,
OHA IIITO Ha 3amagHuTe (PEMHUHUCTKH KaKO Ja UM Oerre
TEIIKO JIa TO IIPU3HAAT € /IeKa ,,Bpa00TyBarbeTO Ha KEHHU-
Te He Oellle JOBOJIHO 3a Jia MPHUJIOHECE 3a HUBHO OCJIO-
Oo/lyBame M JieKa COIMjaJim3MOT He Oellle BO cocTojba
Jla TH paspelrd >KeHCKUTEe Ipalliama KaKo IITO Toa I'0
HaIpaBUJI KalIMTAJIU3MOT, U IIOKPaj ocBpTHUTe Ha Babed
u Enrenc® (Siklova, 1997). BakBara eMaHIUIanuja He
Oerrre ua3rpajieHa Ha peMuHUCTHYKY ujen. CrernuduaHo
’KEHCKUTE MHTEPECH UM Oea IOpe/IeHN Ha HHTEPECUTE
Ha pabOTHHYKaTa Kjaca M Ha KOMYHHCTHYKaTa Iap-
THja, I1a JKEHUTE — KaKO U MakuTe — Oea 3arocTaBeHH
Kako moenuHI. OTTyKa, €IMHCTBEHOTO MECTO Kase
JKEHUTE W Ma’kKHUTe MO’Kea /ia T'M OCTBapaT CBOUTE HMH-
JUBUYAJTHA WAEHTUTETH, HAZABOP OJ KOHTpOJAaTa Ha
TOTaJINTapHaTa Jip;KaBa, Oellle ceMejcTBOTO: ,,bumejku
JIyfeTo He cakaa M He MO’Kea /ia ce UYyBCTBYBAaT KCIIOJI-
HETH BO yecTomnaT Oe3HauajHaTa paboTa 3a JprKaBara
HJIH OTIIITECTBOTO, TMYHHUTE OJTHOCH MM Oea Mo3HavYajHU
OTKOJIKY Ha »HTenuTe Ha 3amazuure semju” (Siklova,
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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 spite of the references to Babeuf and
Engels” (Siklov4, 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” (Siklova, 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

B



1997). Ce YMHH JeKa UCTOYHHUTE U 3amagHuTe deMu-
HHUCTKH He ce bopea MPOTUB ,,MCTUOT Hempwujaren‘. Jlo-
Jleka OuTKaTa Ha 3amaHuTe GEMUHUCTKYU MTOBeKe Oerre
HAcOYeHA KOH KallUTAIMCTUYKHUOT IIaTPHUjapxar, ... Fo-
JieM 6pOj UCTOYHOEBPOIICKY (DEMHUHUCTKHU Ke TBP/AT Jie-
Ka [OPa/i¥ aKIEHTOT KOj COLMjaIM3MOT IO CTaBalle Ha
eMaHINIanujaTa, BO UCTOYHUOT OJIOK HUKOTAll HE ce
pa3BU NaTPHjapXaaHO OIMIITECTBO HAJIMK HA 3aTIaJHOTO
(Hanakova, 1999).

Bupnejkn KOMyHHU3MOT UM ,Jia/ie” HA >KEHUTE paMHO-
IIPaBEH CTATyC CO MaKHUTE BO CUTE ACIIEKTU OJ 3KUBOTOT
(obpaszoBaHme, paboTa, MpaBO HA IJIaC M CJIUYHO), ,He
ycIlea Jia T¥ MOTTHKHE IIPOMeEHUTE BO chaKkamaTa 3a po-
JIOBUTE YJIOTH KOW OW IOMOTHaJie BO BKOpPEHYyBame Ha
pojoBata €HAKBOCT BO CEKOjAHEBHUOT JKUBOT"
(Kotlandova Koenig, 1999). Mako BoO coceMa pa3yIMIHU
KOHTEKCTH, Baka Oerre 1 Bo YexocsoBauka 1 Bo COPJ.
Wneonorujata, yne BiHjaHHe Oellle MHOTY CYNTHJIHO
U TEIIKO 3a0esIeKJIMBO, ce 3aCHOBAIlle Ha BEPYBAHETO
JleKa paMHOIIPaBHOCTA ¥ IIOYUTYBAHETO HA YOBEKOBUTE
mpaBa, 0coOOEHO Ha JKEHCKHUTe IpaBa € TapaHTHUPAHO
on ,cucremor”. Kako mocsemuna of BakBaTa 3aMHCIIa
IITO 3acjelyBa, HECBECHOCTA 3a JMCKPUMHUHAIMjaTa
Oellle TOTKpeleHa CO MAaTpHIlaTa Ha MaTPUjapXaTHO
BOCIIUTYBalb€ M OJIp)KyBalbe Ha jacHO Je(pUHUpaHUTE
YJIOTH Ha MayKUTe U jkeHuTe. VIcTo Taka, KaKo JIOTUYHO
MIPO/IOJI’)KEHNE Ha BaKBaTa ,IlapaJiIiTMa Ha 3arapaHTH-
PaHU YOBEKOBH IIpaBa U PaMHOIIPABHOCT", HE IIOCTOEIIe
neduHUpaHa MOTpeda 3a U3YUyBabe U UCTPaKyBatbe Ha
’KEHCKHUTE Ipaliama. TeOPUCKU U PETOPUYKH, KEHHUTE
¥ Ma)KWTe ' MMaa UCTUTE IpaBa U MOXKHOCTH, UAKO BO
IpaKca He II0CTOoea MaTepujaaHu/o6jeKTUBHH A0Ka3:.®
Maxo Bo MaJIKy TOMHAKOB KOHTEKCT (HAI[MOHAIM3AIH]a,
MOZIEpPHU3AIMja U PAaCKUHYBabe co CUCTeMOT Ha OcMaH-
JickoTo 1]apeTBO), UCTOTO BasKellle U 3a CUTyaljaTa BO
Typruja, mTo HaKyco ke 6uze 06jacHETO MTOI0ITY.
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similar to the Western version never developed in the
Eastern block” (Hanakova, 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” (Kotlandova 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.® 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.
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Taka, u Bo YexocsoBauka u Bo COPJ mocroeja MHOTY
Mas Opoj MCTpakyBama BO BpCKa CO po/oBaTa Ipob-
nematuka. Bo COPJ, keHCKkuTe Ipalllarka ce cMeTaa
caMo 3a COCTaBeH JieJs O] IIorojieMaTa CJIMKa Ha pa3Boj-
HU npamama. MerpakyBamwaTa OKOJIy IPOMOBUPAETO
Ha paMHOIIPAaBHOCTA Ha »KEHUTe IIPpeTCTaByBaa caMo JieJl
0]l CEBKYIIHATa cTpaTervja 3a pa3Boj U MOJlepHU3aIHja
Ha 3eMjara. M 1ocTojaHuoT pact Ha 6POjOT HA KEHHU BO
aKaJIeMCKUTe KPYIrOBY — U KaKO aKaJIeMUIU U KaKO CTY-
JleHTH — 110 BropaTa cBeTcka BOjHA e IOBP3aH Co IIpe-
tTeH3ujata Ha COPJ 3a cute BHM0OBH paMHOIPABHOCT,
ocobeHO BO akazeMmckara cdepa, Kako U BO obpa-
30BaHUETO, KyJITypaTa U IIPaBOCYACTBOTO. Taka, pozo-
BaTa eHAKBOCT Omia motdar Koj 3aBHCEJT 0Jf BAKBUOT
OIIIT ,[IPOEKT", IIa He MOJXKe J]a ce peue JieKa PO/IOBUTE
IIpaliama Bo TOa BpeMe ro uMajie Ipes3HaAKOT ,,»)KEHCKU
WIN ,,(peMUHUCTUUKU .

BoTypruja, mpuka3HaTa3akeHCKUTe/ PeMUHUCTUUKUTE
JIBIKEEha HOCH U CJINYHU (0COOEHO 110 OTHOC Ha MOJIED-
HU3anyjaTa ¥ HalMOHAIN3aIMjaTa) U MOWHAKBU (0CO-
06eHO BO BpCKA CO HEIIOCTOEHETO Ha OCTpU TpaHcdOp-
Manuy Ha MOPEIOKOT U UCKycTBO o7 BropaTa cBercka
BojHA) Gesie3u co Apyrute /Ba npumepu. Jloaro Bpeme
IIPEOBJIA/TyBAllle ,MUTOT" JleKa ,KEMAJTUCTHIKATA PEBO-
sJynuja u npeobpaszba oz IJapcTBO BO HAIIMOHAJIHA Pe-
myOJiKka UM T'H ‘7jazie’ Ha JKEHUTE OCHOBHUTE IIpaBa U
JleKa ‘JKeHCKOTO Ipaiame’ Oerre pa3pereHno”. Heomam-
HemHuTe GPeMUHUCTUYKH UCTPAXKyBarbha,® 0cOGEeH0 OHUE
3a HCTOpHjaTa, jaCHO HArjlacyBaar JieKa, BO OJHOC Ha
[aTPUjapXaToT M HA KEHCKUTE JIBIKEA, MOYHYBAjKU
O]l cpeiWHATa HAa 19 BeK, UMaJ0 U KOHTHHYUTET U
IIPEKPIIYBakha, KaKo INITO BO 1913 rojauHa 3abesexka
Xanune Enun (Halide Edip), pomaHcuepka, mucaresika
U TOJINTUYKA aKTUBHCTKA 3a BpeMe Ha TypckaTa Bojna
32 HE3aBUCHOCT:
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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 11 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
hasbeen 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.”

In Turkey, the story of women’s/feminist movement(s)
has characteristics both similar (especially vis a
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 anational republic ‘gave’ women their basic rights, and
the ‘women’s issue’ was resolved” has been hegemonic
for a long time. Recent feminist studies®, especially
those on history (or rather “herstory”), highlight very
well that, concerning patriarchy and the women’s
movement(s), starting from the mid-19™ 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:




»J1OleKa ce MNHIIyBa IOBPIIHA M IIOYETHA HCTOPHja Ha
CBETOTO JABMIKEHHE Ha JKEHCKOCTa, 0¥ 0110 0COOEHO I0XKETHO
0BOj XpoHOorpaMm jia Gellle Kyca MpPUKasHa 3a HAIPEAOKOT
¥ Pa3BOjOT Ha OCMAHJIMCKUTE 3KeHU. MeryToa, He € TOJIKY
JKaJIHO 1IITO paboTHTE ce BO CylITHHA nmouHakBu. Hacekane,
Oy/ZemeTo 1 HATIPEIOKOT Ha KEHHUTE ce OZBUBaaT OaBHO U ce
HaJIOBP3yBaar, KaKo U CEKOE JPYTO OIIITECTBEHO ABIKEHE.
Hemocturor Ha wucropwja Ha Gopbara 3a HampeoK Ha
OCMAHJIMCKHUTE >KeHU He 3Haud U JeKa THe HUINTO He
cropuie [...] U neHec, cera, mozieka Bu ce obpakaM, a BUe Me
cayIiaTe, HECOMHEHO co3aBame ucropuja. (ox Cakir, 1993:
10)

IIpen PenyOsmkaTta, OCOOEHO IIOKpaj €€ MOCHJIHATA
atrMocdepa Ha cioboza Koja ja coszajzie BTopaTa yc-
TaBOTBOpPHA Biyiaza (1908), ImOCTOeIle CUJIHO >XEHCKO
nBmkeme 1o ockata ComyH-HcranOyn-CamcyH-Bypea,
Yypja ImporpaMa BO rojieMa Mepa HaJWKyBallle Ha OHaa
Ha MelyHapOJHOTO >KEHCKO JBIIKeHe. 3aemqHo co Pe-
mybJinkaTa (1923) U JBHIKEHETO 3a MOJIEpHU3aIuja, bea
BOBEJIEHH MpaBHU PeOPMH U CE MOrojIeMa BUATHBOCT
Ha >KeHHUTe BO jaBHaTa cdepa. Mlako BaKBUTE ApP:KaBHU
WHUIIjaTUBU Oea pPEBOJIyIUOHEPHU, 0Oea MPOTKAeHU
CO OmpefeseHd IUJIEMH, TEIIKA 3a HaJAMUHYBarbe.
IIpBo, mpaBHuTe pedopmMH, 0COOEHO BO BpCKa CO
rparaHCKUOT 3aKOHHK WJIM CEMEJHOTO IPaBoO, MpPeTCTa-
ByBaa paCKUHYBakbe CO UCIAMCKHUTE IIPAaBUJIa, HO HE U CO
maTpujapxaJHuTe. BTopo, 0BO3MOKyBambeTO Ha jaBHATA
BHU/IJIMBOCT Ha JKEHUTE OUJIO MPHUAPYKEHO CO KOAUPAHE
Ha jaBHaTa cdepa Kako POJ0BO HEyTpasHa, [1a KeHUTE
ja mpeseioa BakBaTa pojioBa HeyTpasHOCT. Taka, IpBU-
OoT OpaH Ha >KEHCKOTO JIBHIKEHe, 0DOPMEH OKOJY ,,e/l-
HAKBUTE TparaHCKHU IpaBa“, 3aBpIIX BO TPHUECETTHTE,
CO BeKe jacHaTa WHCTHUTYIIMOHa/IM3amuja Ha Pemy0-
svkata. IHTepecHO e 1ITO BeHaIl 110 MefyHapo{HUOT
dbevuHuCcTHUKY KOHTPeC (1935, Mcranbys), MmoaepHara
JIpKaBHA eJINTa ja 3aTBOpU AJIjaHcaTa Ha TYPCKH sKeHH
(ocHOBaHa BO 1924 ToAWHA), KOja Oelre JoMakuH Ha
Konrpecor, TBpaejku neka ,PemyOsvkara uMm ru jaje
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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 Cakir, 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-Istanbul-
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, Istanbul), 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.”
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CHTe IIpaBa Ha JKEHHTe, [1a Beke HeMa IoTpeba o MKeH-
CKa opraHusamnuja.”

Kako 111T0 crioMeHaBMe orope, ocyMzeceTTuTe 6ea HOB
[IEPHO/T 32 JKEHCKOTO JABHKeEbe Bo Typruja. ITpuHyqHu-
OT MOJIK IO JIOJITHOT Iepuoj (Ipex Ap:KaBHUOT yaap
o/l 1980) BO KO] WHUTE IIPOEKTH Ha OIIITECTBEHO-
MIOJINTHYKUTE JIBH)KEerba ce (popMupaa BO paMKUTE Ha
TpPaJUI[MOHATIHUATE JIEBHUIA U JIECHUIIA BO CEAYMECET-
TUTE, 32 OJIPE/IEHH OIIITECTBEHH IPYIIU ce peobpasuja
BO KPUTHUYKO pasriie/lyBatbe Ha MUHATOTO M TPAIUIIMO-
HAJIHOTO. 3HAYH, BTOPUOT (PeMUHUCTUYKHU OpaH Bo Typ-
I[Mja Ce jaBH KaKO HOBO ITOJIUTHYKO JIBUKEEhE BO BAKBH-
ot ciwtet Ha oKoHOCTH (Timisi & Agduk Gevrek, 2002:
13).° BakBara oOHOBa Ha (PeMHUHHM3MOT Oellle MHOTY
KPUTHKYBaHa 3apajii ToA IITO O1jIa CTPYKTypHUpaHa Bp3
OCHOBA Ha CpeJ{HATa Kjiaca; M HaBUCTUHA, GEeMUHU3MOT
BCYIITHOCT 3aIl0YHa KaKO JIBI)KEEbe Ha Cpe/iHaTa Kiaca.
[TpeaBOHUYKUTE Ha JBUIKEHETO BO rojieMa Mepa Oea
JKEHH O]l PEZIOBUTE Ha JE€MOKPATCKUTE MAaCOBHHU Op-
raHu3aluy, JeBUYapckuTe dopmaruu ox mpes 1980.
Bea obpaszoBanu, ypbanu — 6apeM j[Be TeHepanuu — U
CTPYYHU KEHHU.

»BOBE/IyBambeTO Ha POOBATA HEETHAKBOCT KAKO IOJTUTHIKO
Ipalame [BO cpe/lHATa Ha OCY/IMECETTUTE], IPETCTaBYBa-
e rojseM ycrnex 3a (GEMUHHCTUYKOTO ABIMKeme. Jlanu
(akToT IITO BAaKBHOT yCIIEX HE Ce CIy4H BO atMocdepara
Ha ‘HaZie)kl W crTpeMeku’ (3a ‘HOBa PEBOJIyIMOHEPHA
omirrectBeHa (opmanuja’) o cefyMIECETTUTE, TYKY BO
MEPUOJIOT IO JPXKABHHUOT yZap, KOra cera IOpaHeNIHa
JIeBUYApCKa ONO3uIMja Oellle CHWIHO MOTHUCHYBaHA U
3abpaHyBaHa, ro 06e3Bpe/IHyBa BAKBOTO JOCTUTHYBamwe? bu
pexJie, He. Bo HajrosiemMa paka, OBaa UCTOPUCKA CIyYajHOCT
HE TIOTCETYBA JleKa THe ‘HAJIEXKU U CTPEMEeXKU IPeKpHUBaa
ompenesnenu mpobiaemu”. (Bora, 2006)
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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 & Agduk Gevrek,
2002: 13).° 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)




3a cmopenba, TpBUTE CTYAUM HaA BOJIEUKHUTE >KEHH-
aKaJieMUIld W3HHKHAa BO paMKUTE Ha IIOCTOjJHUTE
aKaJIEeMCKHU JUCIUILIMHU BO TEKOT Ha CEIyM/IECETTUTE.
Texenu (Tekeli, 1991) ro KopucTu U3pasoT ,,CHHAPOM Ha
OoTCycTBO“ Kora pedepupa Ha CBOETO JIUMYHO HCKYCTBO
BO ceyMieceTTuTe. HaBeayBa fieka BO 1974 ro usbpasa
,yYECTBOTO Ha ’KEHHUTE BO IOJIUTHKATa“ KaKO TeMma 3a
Hej3WHaTa JAucepranuja. Meryroa, mpueMOT Ha TeMarta
Kaj aKaJIeMUIUTe He OWJI MHOTY fo0ap. Alyaupase Ha
00KeM-HEITOCTOeUKH-TIpeiMeT. Taka, OIycoT BO CeayM-
JIECEeTTHTE TOCTeneHo (opmupaliie HeKakBU I0O001a-
cTU Ha pasnuuyHuTe aucruiuinau. Co Apyru 300poBH,
BO mpBata ¢aza, Kako u cekazie, ’KPC ce pazpuBaa napa-
JIEJTHO CO IIOCTOJHUTE AUCHMILIMHAPHU IOAEI0N, KaKO
HOB TpeAMeT Ha OoOpa3oBaHUE M HCTPa)KyBambe: ,Ce-
MEjCTBOTO U KEHUTE", ,IPAaBOTO U JKEHUTE", , [IOJTUTUKA-
Ta U JKEHHUTE", ,JprKaBaTa U KeHuTe", ,,BpaboTyBambeTo
u sxeuute“, uTH. [IpBoTO M3nanue (Abadan Unat, 1979)
IIITO Ke ce ITaMeTH KaKO KaMeH-TeMEJTHUK, MHOTY 100pO
ja OTCJIMKYBa TJIeIHAaTa TOYKa Ha OBOj MIEPHOI.

BakBHOT ,,0cHOBaYKM Iepuo/ Gelrie MoYyBCTBYBaH KaKO
HEKAaKOB CIIOHTAH U 33/I0JKUTEJIEH TIPOIIEC, A TIOHYIH U
Oorara KyMyJialifja Ha 3Haeha KOU Ke M CJTy>KaT Ha ITPeT-
CTOJHUTE HCTpakyBama (Sancar, 2004). /lo xpajoT Ha
OCyM/IECETTUTE, KOTa IIpBaTa reHeparyja TUBKO U ja mpe-
Jlazie ,aKajieMcKaTa MUcHja“ Ha BTopaTa, KJIyYHH TOYKH
Oea TOJIMTUYKATA IEPCIEKTHBA U EMHUCTEMOJIOIIKUTE
KPUTUKU Ha GEMUHUCTUYKOTO JBIIKEHE BO TTopact. Bo
TOAa BpeMe OTIIOYHA paclpaBaTa OKOJIy MOXKHOCTUTE Ha
(beMuHU3MOT BO pamMKuTe Ha yHHBep3uTeToT. IloToa
7KC Ha yHUBEP3HUTETOT ce 371001ja cO HOBU ITPABHU U aJ-
MHUHUCTPAaTUBHU JUMEH3HUU.

U 3a Pemnybsinka Yemnika u MakenoHMja, 1eBe/IeCETTUTE
IpecTaByBaa JielieHrja Ha 00HOBa HA GEMUHU3MOT U Ha
JKC, HO BO pas3iuuHU KOHTEKCTH. MjejaTta 3a BOBemdy-
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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
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Bambe Ha PC Bo yHuBep3urerure Bo Permybinka Yernka
ce jaBu 110 1989 rojiHa; roJluHaTa Ha ypuBame Ha bep-
JUHCKUOT suf. O efHa CcTpaHa ce IOYyBCTBYBA KAaKO
IIPOJIOJIKYBame, CEJIeKTUBHO, ZI0 OZpefileH CTelleH, Ha
JloJiraTa — IoBeke 07 CTO FOJMHU — JIEMOKPATCKa TPa/IH-
nuja Ha [IpBara YexocioBauka Pemybinka. Meryroa, u
IIOKPAj JloJIraTa TpaJUyja U CUTe HAallopy 3a 0OHOBA HA
(beMUHHUCTUYKOTO JBIKEHe, chaKkambeTo Ha , KEeHCKO-
TO mpamame” Bo Pemybinka Yemka JeHec € MHOTY
ciabo. ITpobiemor e mto Yexuja ro UCHYIITH BTOPUOT
demMuHMCcTHUKYU OpaH, KOj Ce jaBH BO CEIYMIECETTUTE
U OcyM/ieceTTUTe, U eHeprujara Ha Ilpamikara mposer,
Koja ce ¢poKycHupallle Ha OIIITH TEMU KaKo JIeMOKpaTuja,
cJ10060/1eH Ma3ap U Ha KalUTaJIOT, & He TOKOHKPETHO Ha
JKeHCKUTe ¥ YOBEKOBUTE IpaBa.'’

U Bo Makeznonnja, ocymieceTTure 6ea cBeIOIN HA I10-
cuwieH OpaH Ha (GeMHHUCTHYKA TEOpHUja, MAaKO BO TOA
BpeMe He IIOCTOelle IO0/JIa00K MHTEPEC WJIM MOXKHOCT
3a HEj3MHO HU3ydyBame Kako 3acebHA HayuyHa 00JIacT.
Toj 6pan Ha ¢peMUHHCTHYKA TEOpU]ja TJIABHO OCTAaHA Ha
HUBO Ha JINYHU HCTpakyBamwa. Bo o0Boj ,dopmaTuBeH
Iepuoa”, ce mojaBuja MPBUTE TEKCTOBU, CTATHU U U3/1a-
HUja, IIPETEKHO 0] 00JIacTUTE HA KHIDKEBHATA TeOpHja
Y KHIDKeBHaTa KpUTHKA. VcTakHaTU IpeIBOJHUYKU
Ha BaKBHUOT KPUTHUYKO-UHTeJEKTyasleH omyc Oea Kartu-
na KynaBKOBa u Enmuzabera IlleneBa." IlojaBaTta Ha
dbemMuHHCTHYKATA TEOPHja BO OBOj IIEPHOJ Ce coBIara
CO I0jaBaTa Ha MOCTMOZiEpHaTa Teopuja. Meryroa, He
IIOCTOM HCTPaKyBame Koe ja 00paboTyBa cylmITHHCKAaTa
BpCKa Mer'y OBHE JIBe T0jaBu."”

ITo oBUE MOYETHH CTyAWH, He OU IIpeTepasie Kora Ou ro
HaBejsie U cnucaHuero Mpaentureru: CiiucaHue 3a iio-
Autliuxa, pod u Kyaittiypa ciiyouu u xkyAilypa, 4uj Ips
Opoj m3Jie3e BO 2001 roJiiHa, KaKO KaMeH-TEMEJTHUK
Ha MakejjoHCKaTa (eMuHHCTHUYKAa Teopuja. EaHa of
OCHOBHUTe Ieau Ha HoeHitiuitieitiu e na IpUJIOHECE 3a
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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.*

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.” 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.*

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.'

B




beMuHHCTHYKATA TEOPUCKA U MOJUTHYKA paclpaBa BO
Makeionmja. '

I[IpBuoT HacTraBeH IHpeaMET BO BpPCKAa €O POJIOBUTE
mpamama Bo MakesioHuja Oelle BOBeJIeH BO IIOYETOKOT
Ha JieBeJleCeTTUTE II0J, HACJOBOT ,,peMUHUCTUUKA
KHIDKEBHA TeopHja“. A mNpPBUOT NpeAMET IITO IO
BKJIydyBallle TONMOT pod belie ,,posi U KyJaTypara®, Bo-
BeZleH BO 1999 roanHa Ha THCTUTYTOT 3a COLIMOJIONIKH,
MPaBHU U NMOJUTUYKU UCTPAXKyBaba 0] cTpaHa Ha Kare-
puHa Koso3oBa.

FH*

Naxko, ommro 3eMeHO, MOXKE Jja Ce H3/IBOjaT HEKOJI-
Ky 3aeTHUYKH [IPTH BO IIPUMEPHUTE CO OBUE TPHU 3EM]jH,
MOXKE Jla Ce 3aKJIyYd U JieKa IMOCToesIe Pa3IMYHU KOH-
TEKCTU TIPU BOBEIyBAKETO U, J€JIyMHO, Pa3UyBambe BO
epuoioT Ha nojaBaTa Ha KPC. Pa3imyHUTE UCTOPUCKH
Y TTOJIUTUYKY 33/THUHU Ha 3eMjUTe, KAaKO U Pa3IUYHUTE
peXUMU, JOBEI0A 0 IOMHAKOB Pa3BOj M Ha JKEHCKHUTE/
(eMUHUCTUUKY ABIKEHa U HA BKIIydyBameTo Ha KPC
BO aKaJIeMCKUTE KPYTOBH.

Jloeka mojaBaTa Ha KEHCKUTE JBIDKEHma BO Yexo-
cJIoBayKa BO 19 Bek Oelme cdaTeHa Kako JieJl Off OI-
IITOHAPO/IHATA €MAaHIUIIaIMja of ABCTpOyHTrapckara
MOHApXHWja, U JofeKa HPBUOT OpaH (HEeMUHUCTHYKH
JIBIKERbA BO Typiruja Gerire o/t IPUTUCOKOT HA (popMU-
pameTo HOBA JIPKaBa, JKEHCKUTE JBUKEmha 0/1 19 BEK BO
MakeioHHja U OCTAaTOKOT 071 JyrocjiaBuja, UAEOJIONIKI
MOOJIFICKH IO JIEBUYAPCKUTE COIUjATUCTHYKH UJEU U
JYTOCJIOBEHCKHUOT AyX, KaKO /ia TO OCIIOPyBaa MOCTOjHHU-
OT HAIIMOHAJIMCTUYKH, PypaTHO-TIaTpUjapXajieH KyJITy-
PEH U eKOHOMCKH MO/ieJI. 3aToa OBUE JIBHKEHa J00uja
CHJTHA TOJPIIKA O] BOAEYKHUTE COIUjATUCTUIKH PEBO-
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The first course in Macedonia regarding gender issues
was established at the beginning of the 9os 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.

KKK

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 19™ 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 19™
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
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JIyITUOHEPU Y aKTHUBHCTH IIPEJ], 32 BpeMe Ha U 1o Bto-
para cBeTcka BojHa. Meryroa, 110 BOjHaTa, II0jaBaTa Ha
conujaru3MoT Bo YexocsoBauka, MaKO HUKOTAIIl HE TH
HaMaJIWI JKEHCKHUTE IIpaBa CTEKHAaa BO 19 BEK U Pa3BH-
eHu Bo IIpBaTta Penybsimka Ha Macapuk, ¥ UaKoO JKEHHU-
Te TH YKHBaa MUCTUTE MpaBa 3a oOpa3oBaHue, paboTa,
MTOJTUTUYKO yUECTBO, UTH., HEKAKO T'Y CMETAIIIE JKEHCKUTE
JIBUJKEHhA 32 OITACHA 3aKaHA KOH HOBUOT CTAJIMHUCTUYKU
OTIIITECTBEH MOJIEJ, TOKMY KaKO IITO OWJIE JI0KUBEAHU
u Bo Typuuja Bo TpueceTTuTe, KaKO 3aKaHa 3a HAIUO-
HaJIHOTO eUHCTBO. Bo Make/ioHHja, a ¥ BO IIOpPaHEITHA
JyrocnaBwuja, BenHam nmo Bropara cBercka BojHa, ADK
I[eJIOCHO TH BKJIYYHU JKEHHUTE BO PEKOHCTPYKIMjaTa Ha
OTIITECTBEHO, TOJUTUYKN M €KOHOMCKH YHHUIITEHATa
3eMja. M3arpajbata Ha HOBOTO COIIUjAJIUCTHYKO OII-
IITECTBO HMCTOBPEMEHO 3Hauellle M 0Ca000ayBame Ha
>KeHUTE 0/ HUBHUTE MaTtpujapxasHu yyioru. AOK mHory
aKTUBHO pellaBalie KOHKPETHHU JKeHCKH IIPOOIEMHU KaKO
rproKaTta 3a Jielara, 3paBCTBEHaTa 3allTuTa, 006paso-
BaHUETO, BPaOOTYBambeTO, MPO(PECUOHATTHHOT PAa3B0j U
YUeCTBOTO Ha JKEHUTE BO ITOJIUTHUKATA, CO IITO JKEHUTE
CTeKHaa IIpaBa, O] KOH JIeJI YeXOCIOBAUKHUTE KEHU BeKe
'Yl IMaa CTEKHATO YIIITe IIpe/i BojHaTa.'* MeryToa, Bo 1952
TOZIMHA JIBIIKEHHETO Oellle YKIMHATO TOPaJu HeroBaTa ce
IIOTOJIEMAa CAMOCTOJHOCT BO JIOHECYBAHHE€TO OJUTYKH U
e(puKacHOCT BO OCTBapyBatb€e Ha CBOUTE IJIAHOBH, CO IIITO
CTaHa CepHoO3Ha 3akaHa 3a KoMyHHCTHUYKaTa mapruja.
MNaxko oBa ykuHyBab€e He T HaMaJIu IIPaBaTa KOU JKEHHU-
Te KOHEYHO T'Ml CTEKHAa, CeNak My OTBOPH BpaTa Ha HO-
BHOT MaTpHjapxajieH MOJIEJI IIITO Ce jaBU BO IIIEECETTHTE.
OBojmaT MozeJIOT He Oellle pypaTHO-HAaITHOHATTUCTHYKH,
TYKY ITOCKOPO IIOTPOIILYBAYKH, U ja TPOMOBHPAIIIE JKeHa-
Ta Kako cekcyasieH o0jekT (Slapsak, 1996). OBoj HOB MO-
JleJI Ce jaBU IapaJieJIHO CO MOCTUTHYBAHETO OIpeziesie-
Ha IIOJINTHYKA M eKOHOMcKa crabuiHoct Bo COPJ, ma
HEIIITO OJf TUIIOT Ha (DEMUHUCTHYKO JIBUKEHHE, KOE OBOj-
1IaT TOCKOPO OW MpEeTCTaByBaJIO AJITEPHATUBA, OTKOJIKY
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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 19™ 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.* 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 (Slapsak, 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, —thesameasin Czechoslovakia —becamealmost
impossible in the public sphere. Surprisingly, even the
dissident movements from 1968 in both Yugoslavia and
Czechoslovakia, did not consider feminism as a serious




IIOTKpeINa 3a COLMjaICTUYKATa HUJEO0JIOTHjA - KAKO BO
Yexoc0BavYKa — CTAaHA PEYMCH HEBO3MOXKHO BO jaBHATA
cdepa. 3a uyzno, Iypyu HU JTUCHUJIEHTCKUTE JIBIKEHA OFf
1968 u Bo Jyrociasuja u Bo UexocyioBauka, He TO 37102
npenBus, GEMUHU3MOT KAaKO CEPHO3HO Ipallame, I1a
BO obeTe 3eMju oBa mpamame ce nputau. Bo Typiyja,
CJINYHO, JIEBUYapCKaTa IMapaiuiTMa o/ IIIeeCETTUTE U ce-
ZyMJIeCEeTTHUTe JieTyBallle KaKo ITperrpeka 3a CaMOCTOJHOC-
Ta Ha KEHCKOTO JIBIKEIbe.

Bo Makenonuja u Bo Yennkara Pemny6sinika, oOHOBaTa Ha
deMuHU3MOT U HzejaTa 3a BKiIydyBamwe Ha KPC Bo Ha-
CTaBHUTE IJIAHOBU U IIPOTPAMU Ce jaBU IapajieiHO CO
TPaH3UIMjaTa U pacnaioT Ha pe;kuMoT. Celak, BakBaTa
0o0HOBA MMaIlle ITOBeKke BPCKA CO HAIyIITame Ha jaBHA-
Ta [IeH3ypa U IIOCTUTHYBAaIbe MorosiemMa ca000/ia Ha ro-
BOPOT, OTKOJIKY CO BUCTHHCKO ¥ CEpUO3HO IIPU3HaBambe
0/l CTpPaHa Ha HOBUTe ONIIITeCTBEeHN NUHUIIMjaTUBU. Taka,
JloZleKa JKeHCKOTO M (PEMHUHHCTUUYKOTO JBHXKEHe BO
Make/ioHHja U OCTAHATUTE JYTOCJIOBEHCKH PemyOJIMKU
IIPBEHCTBEHO JleJTyBallle KaKo IPOTECT IPOTUB BOjHATA U
HaIMOHAJIN3MOT, Bo Penybanka Yemka u Bo CioBauka
’)KeHCKUTe MHUIMJaTUBU T'U IPETCTaByBaa peakuuTe Ha
dakToT /leka HOBUTE JAEMOKPATCKU IPOMEHU, 0COOEHO
IIOJINTHKATA U CJIOOOTHUOT [1a3ap, MOBTOPHO ja 3aII0CTa-
BUja cuenuduyHaTa mosaox0a Ha JKeHHTe.

Honexa Bo Typija BoBelyBamweTO Ha IPBUTE CTYIUHU
— Hako pacdpyieHH — ce jaBU BO CeyMJleceTTUTe, BO
Yemkara PenyObsvka m Bo Make/ioHHja Mopallle Jia ce
yeKa ce JI0 ieBesieceTTUTe. llako He MOXKe Jja ce TOpeKHe
IPUJIOHECOT HA KOMYHUCTHYKHOT YCTaB 3a OFperouTe
U CIIPOBE/yBamaTa HA PAMHOIPABHOCT (Ha IIpHUMep, BO
KOMYHUCTUUYKHUTE 3€MjU HUKOTAIll HEMaJIO Pa3JIMKU BO
IIJIATUTE Kaj MAXKUTe U JKEHUTE 33 HCTOTO PaOOTHO MeCTO,
a pe;KMMOT OBO3MO3KyBallle U 3rojieMyBarbe Ha BpaboTy-
BamaTa Ha JKeHH, UTH.), IapaZIOKCATHO, PEKUMOT I1OB-
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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,
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TOPHO, UCIIPEIIETEH CO IapaiurMmara Ha MOJIepHU3MOT,
Oe1ie cy1el 3a po/loBUTe acuMeTpuu. 1 y1re rnonapasiok-
CaJIHO, 3eMjUTe HeJIOIIPEHHU 0/1 KOMYHUCTUUYKUOT PEXKUM,
BO KOM He ce Herysallle ,e/JHAKBOCT 32 CHOT YOBEUYKHU
pon®, mokaaa mobp30 MoAUTame Ha CBECTA 32 JKEHCKa-
Ta CUTyallja U POZIOBUTe IIpalllama, I1a CTaHa KJIy4HO 3a
nojasata u BoBeayBamweTo Ha JKPC, kako Bo Typuuja u
JIDYTUTE 3aIaHOEBPOICKH (KATUTAIUCTUIKH) 3€MjHU.
Taka, MOKe /1a 3aKJIlyduMe JieKa IIaHCUTe Jja ce U3POJAU
pacmpasa 3a poJioBaTa HeeHAKBOCT OUJIe IIOT0JIEMU BO
nocsiaba MOJIMTUYKA U Pa3TOBOPHA KJIMMA OKOJIy ,,paM-
HOIIpaBHOCTA".

Bo Bpcka co CJIMYHOCTHUTE Kaj OBUE TPU IMPUMEPH, UMa
MaJIKy IIOTOJIEMO COBIIafame Mely YemKHOT M Make-
JIOHCKUOT CJIy4aj, U TOa IOBeKe BPEMEHCKO OTKOJI-
Ky cymTuHcko. CylITHHAaTa MOXKe Jja ce IIPOHAj/ie BO
IIPETXOJHUTE DEXKUMHU BO OBHE JIBE 3€MjU, MaKO, HE
MOJKe Jla ce 3aHEMapy HU BJIMjaHHETO Ha PA3JIHIHUTE
pETHMOHAIIHN KOHTeKcTH: Pemybiuka Yemka 6mia
IO/l TIOroJIEMO BJMjaHHe Ha 3amnazHa EBpoma u Ha
KAIIUTAJIUCTHIKOTO MHUHATO Ha 3eMjaTa, a MakeoHU-
ja ox ocraHaTuTe OaJIKaHCKHU 3€MjH, 1A BJIHMjaHHETO HA
COIUjJIICTUYKHUOT PEKUM OUJIIO TOCHITHO.

Meryroa, BriyuyBawero Ha KPC Bo akajeMCKu-
Te KPYrOBH BO C€KOja O]l 3eMjuBe He OWJIo/e JIECHO U
HerpevyeHo. IIpomecor O MpeENosH €O TENIKOTHHI
n npenpeku. Cemak, €O IOCJIeUIUTE OFf >KEHCKUTE
JIBIKerha, (EMUHUCTHUKHTE OpaHOBU, CMEHUTE Ha
peXUMH, UCTPAjHUTE HAIOPX HA IOCBETEHUTEe IPYyIH,
OpraHu3alluy U MOeIUHIY, ce BOCIIOCTaBUja UHTEPANC-
IUIUIMHAPHUTe akazieMcku obsactu Ha 2KPC, niu 6apem
CO jaByBambe HOBU IIPeJIMETH BO HACTaBHUTE IJIAHOBU U
IIporpaMu KoM TH 00paboTyBaaT POJOBUTE/>KEHCKUTE
Ipalama.
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has blindfolded concerning gender asymmetries. Again
paradoxically, countries that were not affected by the
communistregime, 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.




CTeneH 1 cOApXKMHA HA aKafileMCKaTa
MHCTUTYLMOHaNu3aumja Ha XPC

a. Mpumepor Bo Peny6nuka Yewka

Haxko mocrou oira TpaJuiifja Ha KeHCKH IBUKEA BO
YexocsmoBauka u Pemybsimka Yerka, ce jaBuja rojiemMm
Opoj cympu 1 Heaopa3oupama co 3aaIHIOT QEeMUHU-
3aM, KaKo IIITO € 00jaCHETO MO0JIY:

»,IIPBUYHOTO HecOBIarame Mery IeJINTe Ha 3amajaHara
‘beMuHHCTHYKA Opuraza’ W dYelmKUTe (HEMUHUCTKH
IIOTTHKHA paclnpaBy M aKTUBHOCTHU KOH C€ KpHUCTaJIU3HWpaa
HU3 OCHOBAKETO PA3/IMYHU JKEHCKU opraHusanuu. [IpBara,
U BepojaTHO Hajmo3Hara, e l[eHTapoT 3a pomoBU CTYAUU
Bo IIpara. ®opmupan Bo 1991 roAwHa BO AHEBHATa coba
oxn craHoT Ha JupmHa IllukioBa, eHA Of HAjIO3HATHTE
vermky (GEMHUHUCTKH, 32 CAMO HEKOJIKYy TOJWHHU IIpepacHa
BO BHCTHHCKU II€HTap KO OpraHWU3Wpa KOHQEpeHIUH,
paboTUTHUITH, TTPElaBatba, M BOAX OTPOMHA OHOJIHOTEKA CO
U3JaBa4YKl U apXUBHUPAYKH AaKTHBHOCTH. Pa6OTI/IJIHI/II_[I/ITe
ondaruja MHUPOKA Jieres3a oJf TEMH, Of] IETCTBO, CTapeee
U JYXOBHUOT CBET, A0 HOpHOrpadmja, CEeKC, IMOJIUTHKA,
HacwIcTBO u pacu3am. OcBeH T0a, llenTapor opranusuparie
QJITepHATUBHU YHUBEP3UTETCKU IIpeJaBama Ha TPUTE
Haj3HauajHU dakynaretn Bo Pemyonmka Yemka: Karenpara
3a conujasiHa paboTa W MPUMEHEeTa COIMOJIOTHja Ha
Kapnosuor yHuBep3uter BO IIpara, YHHBEpP3UTETOT
[Maymanxu Bo Osiomyn u YauBep3uTeToT Macapuk Bo BpHo.“
(Hanakova, 1999)

MerfyToa, BUCTHHCKHOT akKajieMcKu cratyc Ha PC He
Oerre mpu3HAaT ce 710 1998. JleHec, KOHEUHO, CUTE OBUE
TP YHUBEP3UTETU UMaaT peOBHU IIporpamu 3a PC.

Ilenitapoiu 3a PC 6o Ilpaza, kKakO OPOJOJKEHNE HA
IlenTapot Ha IIIukn10Ba;
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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 Jifina Siklova, 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.”
(Hanékova, 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 Siklova’s
Center;
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»PYHKIIMOHMpA KaKo LieHTap 3a MHGOpPMUpame, KOHCYJI-
THpame U 00pa30BaHUE BO IIOJIETO HA MAIIKO-KEHCKUTE
OTHOCH W HUBHATa moJokba Bo ommrectBoTo. llenTa Ha
opraHmu3anyjata e fa cobupa, aHAIHU3Wpa M JTUCEMHUHUPA
moBeke wH@OpPMANMU BO BPCKA CO POJOBUTE IIpAIIama.
ITpeky KOHKpDETHU IIPOEKTH, IIEHTApPOT AKTUBHO BJIHjae
Ha TNPOMEHHUTE BO OJHOC HA €HAKBHUTE MOKHOCTH BO
Hajpa3yinJHu 00JIaCTH, KaKO IITO Ce MHCTUTYIMOHAJIHUTE
MEXaHU3MH, [1a3apoT Ha TPYAOT, KEHCKOTO YYECTBO
BO IOJUTUKATa, WUHQMOPMATUUYKUTE TEXHOJIOTMU UTH."
IlenTapot Bozu 1 OMOIMOTEKA KOja IOKPHUBA HAjpPA3IMIHI
WU37jaHUja U MaTepyjain 3a GeMUHU3MOT, POZAOBUTE CTYAUH,

IpaBaTa Ha MA’KHTE U KEHUTE UTH "

Ha Kapnaosuoii yHueep3uitieiti 6o IIpaza, PC Gea
obunujasrHO BoBeZleHN Ha Puiocodckmor dakyarer
BO OKTOMBpHU 1998 roamHa, a nogounHa Karexgpara Gerre
npedpsieHa Ha HOBUOT PaKysITeT 3a ONIITECTBEHU Hay-
ku. IIpeTxozHO ce HyZilea caMo JiBa mpeJMeTa BO aKaJieM-
ckaTta 1992/1993 roamHa Ha Putocodckuor ¢axysaTeT.
Bo mMoMeHTOB mocToM Iporpama 3a JOJUIIOMCKH CTY-
JINY, a BO 3MMCKHOT ceMecTap o7 2005 roauHa Karexnpa-
Ta OTIIOYHA U aKpeuTHUPaHa Iporpama 3a MaruCTepCKu
crynuu. ,JcrpaxkyBaukure akTUBHOCTH Ha Karexgpara,
1oz, pakoBojictBO Ha Bepa CokosioBa, IPBEHCTBEHO Ce
KOHIIEHTpHpAaaT Ha CTYAUUTE 3a CEKCYaJHOCTa, 3a PO-
JIOBUOT UJIEHTUTET U CEKCyasTHaTa pa3HOOOPAa3HOCT, PO-
JIOBUTE IMMEH3UU BO cdepaTa Ha MeIuyMuTe, IpUMeHa
Ha pO/IOBUTE acClleKTH Ha MOJIMTUYKO U KHHUKEBHO HUBO,
kako u apyru obiactu” (Linkova, 2006).

JlomuTHKaTa Ha KareApaTa ce 3aCHOBA HAa MOXKHOCTA
32 CHCTEMATCKO aKaZIEMCKO IPOYIyBame HA TEOPUCKU U
METOZIOJIOIIKY CPEeZICTBA 33 HCTPaKyBame HA POJIOBUTE
Ipamama BO UCTOPUCKATA IEPCIIEKTHBA HA KYJITYPHUTE U
eTHUYKUTE AUMEH3UN Ha IpobseMaTHKaTa. AKaJleMCKHOT
Ka/1ap IJIaHUPA PA3BOj HA IOHATAMOIITHY HACTABHYU MOZYJIH
1 copaboTKa CO YeImIKH W MelyHapOJHH IIPOrpaMu, KOU
0u npuzmonese Bo ob6pa3oBHHOT cucreM Ha Kapiosmor
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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.” 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.”®

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 Véra Sokolov4, 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” (Linkova, 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.

B



yuuBep3uteT. lleaTa Ha BakBara copaborka 6m 6Owuia
MIOHY/Ia Ha IIPEJMETH KOU OU UM OBO3MOXKHUJIE €ZJHA PO/IOBA
IJIeZiHA TOYKA Ha JAPYTH AOAUIUIOMCKU M TOCIEIUIIOMCKH
MIPOrpaMH, 3a LITO C€ YIITe IOCTOU HEJIOCTUT BO IOBEKETO
obiactu” — OHOCHO, pa3buBame Ha POJIOBUTE YJIOTH BO
OIIIIITaTa aKaZleMCKa CTPYKTypa“.

ITokpaj He3aBUCHHUTE JOJUIUIOMCKH W MAaruCTEPCKH
nporpamu, Katenpara 3a PC Hyin 1 m300pHHU IIpeIMETH
Y NIOBPEMEHU CEeMUHApHU 3a CTY/IEHTU He caMoO Of JIpy-
ruTe Kareapu Ha PaKyaTETOT 3a OMIITECTBEHU HAYKH,
TYKy U 3a CTyIeHTUTe O Apyrure daxyaretu. M360p-
HUTe NpeaMeTd Bo pamku Ha PC mmaar 3a 1es J1a uMm
OBO3MOJKAaT Ha CTYAEHTUTE O] IpyTUTe 00JIacTU Jia ce
CIpaBaT CoO pojoBaTa IMpobJyieMaTHKa W Ja 3eMaT ak-
TUBHO YYECTBO BO Pa3BOjOT HA WHTEPAHUCIUILIMHADHU
HACTaBHU U UCTPAXKyBAUKU IIPUCTAIIN, KAKO U /1A ja IPH-
MeHaT BaKBaTa IepPCIeKTUBA BO PaMKU HA UHCTUTYIU-
OHaJIHATA CTPYKTYypa Ha YHUBEP3UTETOT BoonITo. Taxka,
3aeJIHO co NpodecoprTe ' CIIPOBEyBAaaT HEOIXOAHUTE
HOBUHHU M Pa3HOOOpa3HOCTH HAa 0OPa30BHHOT CHCTEM,
KaKO M CHCTEMOT 32 KOMYHHKAIFja BO caMaTa aKaJieM-
CKa 3aeTHUIIA.

,OTIpe/ieieHa e crielijaTn3upaHa 00J1aCcT Ha KaTeZ[paTa 3a Jia
ce ITIOZIUTHE CBECTA HA CTY/IEHTUTE 32 PO/IOBUTE KOHCTPYKITUH
¥ IPUHIAIY U 1a UM OBO3MOKHU KPUTUUYKHA U KOMILJIEKCHO
Jla TH BpeJHyBaaT COIICTBEHUTE yJIOTU U 3HAUYEHa BO PAMKH
Ha CeBKyITHATa OpraHu3alyija Ha OIIITECTBOTO, KaKO U
MOCJIEIUITNTE O/ UCTUTE BO AKTyaJIHUTE U HCTOPUCKUTE
MoJI0Xk0u Ha MakuTe U skenute. O6sacra 6u Tpebaso ma
ra o0yuM CTyZIeHTHTe 3a pPOj0Ba aHAJIN3a Ha OJIpeleHH
JUCHUIUIMHU, CO IITO OM TM ITOATOTBMJIA 3a Kapuwepa BO
mupokata obsiacT MPo(eCHOHATHH AaKTUBHOCTH, KaKoO
VTBpZyBaib€ BO jaBHATa afIMHHMCTpAIH]ja, OIMIITECTBEHATA
TIOJINTHUKA, OIIITECTBEHA W 3APaBCTBEHA Hera, Kako U BO
mpaBHaTa, oOpa3oBHATa W akKajeMcKkara obsact. /[umniaom-
uute of Karempara 3a PC ke moxke Aa ce JoKaxkaT BO

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

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 fields'” — 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-
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mpodecuoHaTHATA TEOpPHCKA U TIefaromka pabora Ha
VHUBEP3UTETCKO HUBO W Ja IPHUZOHECAT BO pPa3BOjOT Ha
WHTEPANCIUIUINHADHUOT KapaKTep Ha POJOBUTE CTYAUU

« 18

IIpeKy UCTpaKyBama U IipefiaBama’.

BropaTta nporpama 3a PC e opranusupasa BO paMKHU
Ha Karexpara 3a comuosioruja mpu PaxysnreToT 3a
onmrecrBenu Hayku (POH) Ha YHugep3uiteituoiu Ma-
capux 60 bpHo Ha JOAMIJIOMCKO HHUBO Of 2005/06
roiiHA.

»lIporpamara ce KOHIIEHTpUpPAa Ha CTPYYHHOT OIIUC,
peliaBauknTe GaKTOpU U UMILJIMKAIIMA HA MOMEHTAIHUTE
YCJIOBH Ha pojioBaTa CTPYKTypa BO  OIIITECTBOTO.
Obyacra PC Hyau MOXKHOCT 32 HAcOKa BO TEOPHUCKHTE,
METOZOJIOLIKHTE U IPUMEHETUTe COI[MOJIOIIKN OCHOBU Ha
POZOT U ja AOIOJHYBA CO MPEAMETHU OJ KyJITYPOJIOIIKHTE
cryauu. Karezgpara Bo uiHMHA IVIAaHUPA Jja HOHYAY CJINYHU

KOMOWHAIuu Ha Apyrute pakyarern”."”

Bunejku dakynreToT ru HyaU JOJUILIOMCKHUTE IIPOTpa-
MM KaKO JIBOEH TJIaBeH IpeaMeT (CTyZieHTuTe n30mpaar
JIBa TJIABHU JIOJMILJIOMCKH IIPEeJIMETH OJ IIporpamara
Ha ®OH), cTynenTHTE KOU N30MPaaT POJIOBU CTYIUU TH
KOMOUWHUpaaT co ymTe Hekoj npeamet ox POH, kako
»COIIFIOJIOTHja, COI[MjasTHA aHTPOIOJIOTH]ja, IICUXOJIOTHU-
ja, CTyAuU MO MeANyMH M HOBUHAPCTBO, OIIITECTBEHA
MOJINTHKA U paboTa, IMOJIUTHKA, MEFYHAPOIHH OJHOCH,
OMIITECTBEHN HAYKU, €KOJIOIIKU CTYAUU, UTH. CO IITO
CTEKHYBaaT MOIIMPOK YBUJT BO OIIITECTBEHUTE HAYKU".
CrynuuTe NMPBEHCTBEHO Ce KOHIEHTpHpaaT Ha obsac-
TU OF TUIIOT Ha Iejaroruja U obpas3oBaHUe, CEMEjHU
CTPYKTYpH, Ia3apoT Ha TPY/AOT, HACWICTBO BP3 JKEHHU-
Te W CEeKCyaJHOCT. Bo IocyielHMBE HEKOJIKYy TOJUHH,
HCTPaKyBaUKHUTE JIEJHOCTU HA HACTAaBHUUYKHOT Kajap
IIPETEeKHO Ce KOHI[EHTPUPAaT Ha IIpobJIEMOT CO TaTKOB-
CTBOTO ¥ POJIUTEJICTBOTO BOOIIIITO, CEKCyaJHOCTA U
XeTepOHOPMAaTUBHOCTA, PO/I0BaTa COLMjaIn3aIyja, 3aT-
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disciplinary character of gender studies, through researches
and teaching.” *®

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.”"

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 (Linkova,
2006).




BOPEHUIIITBOTO ¥ POZOBUTE PACIIPABH BO UEIIKATA KyJI-
typa (Linkova, 2006).

Tpeto, KatespaTa 3a po/ioBu CTY/ITHH U COITUOJIOTHja berre
OCHOBaHa BO 1990 rojiuHa mpu MHCTUTYTOT 3a COIU-
osioruja, Yewxaitia akademuja 3a Hayxu 8o IIpaza. Oc-
HoBaTa Ha Kareapara Gellre mpe/iyioroT /ia ce UCTpaXkKyBa
moJyiokbaTa Ha JKEHHUTE BO YENIKOTO ommrecTBo. ExHa
rO/IHA OTKAaKO Oele hOPMHUPAH UCTPAKYBAYKHUOT THM,
Jlobuja TpaHT u Oea IMOCTaBEHHW TeMeJuTe 3a Pa3BOj Ha
obJlacta poIoBH CTYyJIMHM U couuosioruja Bo Pemybsmka
Yemka, kazie He mocroelnne mpes toa. Kareapara Teo-
PUCKHM U €eMIIUPUCKH T'O Pa3BUBa MIOUMOT ,POJOBA CO-
I[UOJIOTHja“, TPEMUHYBAjKU KOH (PEMUHHUCTUYKA COIU-
osioruja. Bo TekoT Ha JieBesiECETTUTE, UCTPAIKYBAYKHOT
THUM IIOCTEIIEHO C€ MPOIIMPHU U BCYIIHOCT CTAHA €JHA
O/l TJIABHUTE HAYYHU HHCTUTYIIMU KOU ja TPETUPaaT
oJI0K0aTa Ha MaXKUTE U JKEHUTE BO OIIIITECTBOTO.

Hauuonannuoiu xoHiuakiu-ueHiuap - KeHuilie 80 Hay-
Kaila Gelre OCHOBaH BO paMkuTe Ha KaTtenpara Bo 2001
roguHa nop ,IIpoekt OK 437 dunancupan oq MuHmc-
TEPCTBOTO 32 0Opa3oBaHMe, MJIAAU U cHopT. lleHTapoT
ce KOHIIEHTPHPA Ha [Ipallamara 3a oJaoxbara Ha KeHH-
Te U MJIQJIMHATA BO HAyKaTa U Ha IIPOYIYBAKHETO HA PO-
JIOBUTE aCIeKTH IIpU MPOU3BOJCTBOTO HA 3Haema. Pas-
BHUBA U aKTUBHOCTH 32 IPOMOBUPAamkE Ha POJ0BA PAMHO-
IIPaBHOCT BO HAayKaTa MpPeKy ceMHHapu, PaOOTUIHUIIH,
mpefaBama u uznanuja.’® [TomaramomHaTa 3asa4ya Ha
IlenTapoT e f1a T pa3Bue TEOPHUCKUTE HCIUTYBAHkA BO
pemunucTHuKUTE enucremosiorud. Bo 2003, Ilenra-
pot, Bo copabotka co PC Ha YauBepsuteror Macapuk
oz bpartuciasa, ®runocodpckuor QakysiTeT ro HOATrOTBU
nesoT Opodosero 3Haewe: IIpeobaukyearbe Ha ‘Hop-
ManHailia’ Hayka Ha MefyHapoaHaTa KoHGepeHIH)ja
~KeHn HayuyHuin u uHctutynuu“>' (Linkova, 2006).
MowmenTasnHo, lleHTapoT ocTBapyBa efieH MelyHapoAeH
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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.>® 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™ (Linkova, 2006). Currently, the
Center is realizing an international research project,
“Knowledge, Institution, Gender: an East-West Com-
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HCTPa’KyBauKU IPOEKT, ,3Haere, UHCTUTYLHja, POJA:
KOMIIapaTUBHA cTyauja 3a Vcrok-3aman“ mojaprkaHa
ox EBpomnckara xomucuja. [IpoeKToT ce KOHIIEHTpHUpA
Ha CO3/]aBame TaKaHapeYeHU eNUCTeMUYKHU 3aeTHULU
0/l pO/IOBa IEPCIIEKTHBA BO JiBe AUCHUIUINHU (61O0JI0-
THja ¥ COITMOJIOTH]ja) BO meT 3eMju o EY — Pemybiinka
Yemka, Puncka, Ascrpuja, CnoBauka u Benmka Bpu-
tanuja (Linkova, 2006).

ITokpaj oBHe TPU aKaJIeMCKH €IMHHUIIN, OTPOMeH Gpoj
HEeaKaJIeMCKU UHCTUTYIIUU U OPTaHU3AIUU O] TUIIOT Ha
HEBJIQJINHU ¥ HEMPO(DUTHU OpPraHU3aIliU U TparaHCKH
3Ipy’KeHHja ce KOHIIEHTpUpaaT Ha ojipe/ieHu mpobJie-
MU BO BpPCKa CO TOJI0K0aTa Ha KeHUTe BO PermyOsn-
ka Yelrka, Kako CEMEJHOTO HACHUJICTBO, TPrOBHjaTa CoO
syfe, BpaboTyBamara, 3/[paBCTBEHATa 3alllTUTa, oOpa-
30BHHTE IIpobseMu UTH. THe urpaar 3HadyajHa yJiora BO
[IO/TUTAhETO Ha POJIOBATA CBECT BO PAMKUTE Ha PA3JIMUHU
3ae/THUIIM U BO BOBEJyBabe CPEICTBA U MHCTPYMEHTH 32
00e30e/ryBame eIHAKBA MOKHOCTU U €THAKBU IIpaBa 3a
Makute U skeHure. CopaboTkaTa Mely YHUBEP3UTETOT U
HEBJIQ/INHUOT CEKTOP BO BPCKA CO POZIOBUTE IIpalllama
IIPETEKHO Ce OCTBApYyBa MPEKY Pa3IMUHUA Mel'yHapOIHU
IIPOEKTH, PeZOBHU paboTwiHunM 3a PemuHuciliuuka
fiedazo2uja,” ABa JOMOJIHUTEHU M3BEIITAal BO BPCKA
CO CIIPOBE/yBAab€TO HA €HAKBUTE MOMKHOCTH (2004,
2006), noroa mnpeky genderlist, uuTepHer popym 3a
JIUCKYCHja, KaKO U TpeKy cnucanuero Gender — rovné
prilezitosti (Po0 — edHak8u MoxcHOCIIU) KOe TO U37jaBa
VHCTHTYTOT 3a COLMOJIOTHja MPU AKa/ieMujaTta 3a Hay-
KH.

OnytnyHa MOKHOCT 32 MHTEPAUCIUILUIMHAPHA cOpaboT-
Ka Mely UeNIKUTe CTPyYmalld U aKTUBHCTU Oea, Ha
npuMep, npoekture IIpowupysarse, pod u yiipasa,
noaap:kaH o7 EBpomnckara komucuja, u Coszdasarve
HadHayuoHaaHu tloauttiuuku tpocitiopu; Egpoiickaitia
YHuja, uctiounottio tipowupysarse u dHceHCKUO Upu-
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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 (Linkova, 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,> 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 prileZitosti (Gender — Equal Opportunities)
issued by the Institute of Sociology of The Academy of
Science.

Thegreatopportunityforaninterdisciplinary 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

’II




JdoHec, noanp:xkanu on Hanmonamnara doHpanuja 3a
Hayka Ha CA/l. Ilopagu Toa mto mpoekrure orndakaa
IIMpOKa 00J1acT 3a UCTPAXKyBakhe U PA3JINYHU ACIEKTU
Kou O I'l IOKpUJIe, y4eCTByBaa CTPyUhalld U aKTUBUC-
TH O/1 PA3JINYHU JUCIUIUINHY, aKa/IEMCKU U HeaKaleM-
cku cpeaunu (Linkova, 2006).

MefyToa, cCiBe OBHE pa3JINYHHU IPeAMEeTH — (paKkyITeTH U
KaTe/py, HEBJIAIUHU OpPTaHU3aIlUH U IIOeIUHIY 3aUHTe-
pecupaHu 3a POJIOBUTE IIpalllarka, HAWAyBaaT U Ha IIpe-
IIpeKU KOU I'o IPEeKUHYyBaaT KOHTUHYUTETOT BO HUBHATA
copaboTKa ¥ BO Pa3BOjOT HA MOIIMPOKA U MocTabmIHa
Mpeska. 3apaJil BpeMeTo U eHeprujaTa 1o Tpeba Ja ce
BJIOXKAT BO HAYYHOTO UCTPAXKyBakbe, [JITaBHUTE IPUIUHU
3a He/I0BOJIHATa copaboTKa ce, Ha IpUMep, 3aCTapeHuTe
Y KPYTU aIMUHUCTPATUBHU aJIaTKU KOU 'O OTEKHYyBaaT
IIPOIIMPYBAKETO U HAZrpasbaTa Ha akaJIeMCKUOT IIPOC-
TOP, IOTOA CJIAa0OTO MTPU3HABAE HA 00J1acTa BO CAMUTE
aKaZIeMCKU KPYTOBH, KaKO U HEJJOCTUTOT O] CTPYYHhallU
obyuyeHu u oOpazoBaHH BO pojioBaTa obJact. ,,Of cuBe
OBHe IPO0JIeEMU TPOU3JIETYBa U HEZJOCTUTOT Ha JIOKAJTHU
PO/IOBH TeOpUU KOU OM UBHUKHAJIE O] HICTOPUCKOTO HC-
KYCTBO CO POJIOBUTE O HOCH BO Permy0Osimka Yerka, 1mro
noBeke O IIPUJIOHEJIO 32 OIPE/IETyBahe Ha IPUOPUTE-
THTE IIPU Pa3B0jOT HA JIEJHOCTUTE HEOIIXOTHU 32 ITOCTHUT-
HyBamb€ POI0Ba pAMHOITPAaBHOCT BO onITecTBOTO . (Lin-
kové, 2006)

IIpen na ro mobujar cratycoT opMasHO 0Opa3oBaHUE,
KAaKO U BO IOBEKETO IMOCTKOMYHHCTHUYKHU 3eMju, PC ce
CIpOBe/yBaa BO aJTEPHATUBHU OOpPAa30BHU IIPOCTO-
P4, IPETXOAHO CIOHTAHO OPTaHU3UPAHU BO CTAHOT HA
Jupuna IllukioBa, 3a moToa Aa NpepacHaT BO HeBJla-
nuHa opranusanuja — llenrapor 3a PC Bo IIpara. Ilen-
TapoT 00eNHyBallle CTPYUYlmhAalld CO Pa3jIMiyeH aKa/leM-
cku pod I, KOU BeKe ce 3aHMMaBaa co 00pa3oBaHHUeE:
3Ha4M, IPBUTe YEKOPHU BO aKaJieMcKaTa 3aefHuIa Oea
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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 (Linkova, 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.” (Linkovéa, 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 Siklova 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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HaIlpaBeHU IIpeKy OJleJIHUTe mpeaMeTH Ha Puiocod-
cKUOT dakynTeT. buziejku efleH o NMPUOPUTETHTE HA
EY mpu mpuMameTro HOBH WIEHOBU Oellle ITpOMOLHja
Ha IoJsioxk0aTa Ha >KeHUTe U HUBHO y4ecTBO BO jJaBHHU-
T€ W TMOJUTUYKUTE IIPOCTOpU, M OUAEjKU OnJiesTHUTe
IpeaMeTH o7f obyiacta Ha pOJIOT, NOHYy/AeHH Ha ®uio-
codckuoT ¢axysITeT HauA0a Ha rojieM UHTepec Kaj CTy-
JIEHTUTE, ce 00U CUJIeH MOTTHK 32 NPOIINPYBake U
MHCTUTYIIMOHAJIN3AI[1ja Ha POJIOBUTE IPOTPaMU BO B
Ha HE3aBUCHO IIOJIe HAa IpoyuyyBame. lako moBekeTo
YellIKY CTPy4YHhally BKIIy4eHU BO POJOBUTE IIpallama ce
corjiacyBaat Jieka MHCTUTynmoHanu3sanujara Ha PC Bo
YernrKkaTa akazieMcKa 3aeJHUIA Oy MHOTY 0aBHO U He
6e3 pa3JIMYHU aJMUHUCTPATUBHU, UJIEOJIOMIKU U JPYT
BU/I IIpeIIpeKy, Mopa Jia IIpu3HaeMe JieKa, Bo criopezdoa
CO JIpyTUTe MOCTKOMYHUCTUYKU 3€MjHU, OBOj IIpollec €
IIOHAIIpeIHAT U Hy/IU 3Ha4ajHU uckycrBa. Ha fiBaTa Haj-
roJieMH yHUBEpP3UTeTH BO PenyOsinka Yerka, KapsioBu-
oT yHuBep3ureT BO lIpara u YHusepsurteror Macapuk
B0 bpHo, PC nobuja cratyc Ha dopmanrHo o6pa3oBaHue
Y Ce MHCTUTYIIMOHAIN3UPAHU KaKO CAMOCTOjJHU IIporpa-
mu. O6ara Hy1aT JOAUIUIOMCKA IPOrpama, a o/f HeoZiaM-
Ha, Paky/aTeTOT 3a ONIITECTBEHU HayKu Ha KapsoBuor
yHuBep3uTteT BO Ilpara oTmnoyHa u Marucrepcka IIpo-
rpama. Ha obarta yHuBep3uTeTH, IpOrpaMuTe HyZaT U
1300pHU MIPEMETH 32 CTYZAEHTUTE Of IPYTUTE KaTeapHu
u ¢pakynrerd. OcraHaTuTe efiHaeceT YHUBEP3UTETCKU
rpasioBu Bo PemyOinka Yennka He HyJlaT akpeJUTHUpa-
Hu nporpamu 3a PC. 11 nokpaj BooOuuaeHUTE Npenpe-
KU IIpU MHCTUTYLHOHanMu3anujata Ha PC, mpueMoT Ha
obs1acta Mery CTy/IeHTUTE € TJIABHO IO3UTHUBEH:

+CTyZIeHTHTE TI0JIEKA CTaHyBaaT CBECHU 3a POJIOBUTE IIPO-
6yieMH ¥ OYHYBAAaT Jla Pa3MUCIIYBAaT 3a HUB; MAJIKy CH T'O
CMeHHja MOIJIeJIOT Ha OMIITeCTBOTO. [JieaaT paboTu KOU
He MO’Kea /la T BUZAT MPETXOZHO U Pa3MHCIIyBaaT 3a HUB.
Hexou MHOTY ce MHTEpecupaaT 3a POAOBUTE Ipalllamba; T
BKJIy4yBaaT BO cBojaTa pabora. Ce 3ajiaraM 3a mpoMeHa
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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




Ha cBecTa Ha pasynuyHu HUBoA. Cexoj o7 HAc e pa3IudeH
— HEeKOH cakKaat 7ja OujiaT IoCcBeCHHU 3a POIOBUTE IIpaIlama,
HEKOW HE TOJIKY, HO 00pO e IITO 3HAaaT HemTo. BaxkHo e
IITO HE UM ce IVIeia YyAHO, IITO pa3dupaaT IITO Ce POAOT
¥ PaMHOITPABHOCTA U JIeKa O] pO/IOBaTa HeeHAKBOCT CTpa-
JlaaT ¥ MaXky U JKeHH. U MaxkuTe Mopa Jja ce CBECHHU JieKa
ce COOYyBaaT co MHOTY IIPOOJIEMU MTOPaAy TOMUHAHTHATA
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CTPYKTypa Ha MaIIKOCT".

6. CocTojb6ata Bo MakepoHuja

JKPC Bo MakenoHHja OTHOYHAAa CO OCHOBAHETO HA
Hcittipaxcyeaukuoiti ueHiiap 3a podosu ciuyouu
(UI[PC) tipu HHctuuitiyitoit ,,Eepo-baakaH“ Bo Ckorje,
BO 1999 rojauHa. ,EBpo-bankan“ e HeBiamuHa, Hemap-
THCKA W HENpPO(HUTHA HUCTpa)KyBayka WHCTUTYIHjA. Bo
jynu 2006 roxuHa, THCTUTYTOT KOHEYHO IPepacHa BO
MPBUOT NpuBaTeH MHCTUTYT 3a ONIITECTBEHN HAYKU BO
Makenonwnja, a UIIPC ce mpeobpasu Bo Oxzaen 3a PC.
Hajznauajuara ysiora u Biujanue Ha UI[PC Bo copaboT-
ka co CKOICKHOT yHUBEpP3UTET Oellle OCHOBAKETO Ha
I{enTap 3a mogApIIKA ¥ pa3B0Oj HA HACTAaBHUTE IIPOTPAMU
OJ1 POJIOBUTE CTY/IMH 32 BUCOKOTO obpaszoBanue (I[ITPH-
ITPC). Enna ox nesiute Ha LleHTapoT Oellle peBu3uja Ha
MIOCTOjHUTE HACTABHU IUIAHOBU M IIPOTPAMU U OCHOBAHE
Ha HOBa mporpama 3a PC Ha YHuBep3uTeToT (KaTeapu
3a ommrecTBeHn Hayku). Ox 3anoxkbute Ha IleHTapor
Ipomusjie3e HOBAa MporpaMa M HOBHU MPEAMETU O 00-
nacra KPC Bo akazeMckaTa 3aeJHHUIA, IPEKy HEKOJIKY
poeKTH. Mlako He MoCTojaT BUCTUHCKHA UHCTPYMEHTH CO
Kou OU ce U3MePHJIO BAKBOTO BJIMjaHUE, ITI0jaBaTa Ha HO-
BUTE IIPEJMETH Ce COBIAra co MHUIMjaTUBUTE U paboTa-
ta Ha VI PC. JleTeKTUpaHUOT HEJOCTUT HA UYBCTBUTEJ -
HOCT Kaj MHCTUTYI[UHUTE U CUTE PelIaBauyku GaKkTOPH BO
3eMjara, MOTTUKHA HHUIMpamke Ha mpoekt Ha UIIPC 3a
npamameTo Ha PC Bo akazieMckara 3aeJHUIA, TIOCBETEH
Ha MOAUTHYBAETO/CO3/IaBAKHETO UYBCTBUTEIHOCTA BO
aKaJieMCKUTe KPyrOBH.
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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.“*?

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.
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EMHCTBEHOTO IIOCTOjHO CTPYKTYPHUPAHO 0Opa30BaHUeE 32
PC, co Hamepa 3a ofip:KyBarbe 00pa30BaHUeE HA aKaJieM-
CKO, HAyYHO HUBO, € [I[xoaaitia 3a pod u tioauiliuka,
OCHOBaHa BO 2002 rozinHa oA crpada Ha UIIPC. Ilo op-
raHyd3alyjara U CTarycoT, crmara BO ,HedopMaIHOTO®
obpaszoBanue. [TojaBara Ha IIIkosaTa nmpoussiese of 1e-
JIOCHHOT HEJIOCTUT Ha 3HavyajHO (EMUHUCTUYKO U PO-
JI0BO 0Opa3oBaHue Bo MakeJoH1ja TOpaJy HeZIOBOJTHATA
MOJIUTUYKA U jJaBHA paclipaBa 0 OBHE IIpalllama. YIITe
efieH (akTop KOj T'M moaApa3bupa BasKHOCTA M HEOIIXO/I-
HocTa 32 BoBeayBame PC ce pesysnTaTuTe 07 HEKOJIKYTE
HCTPa)KyBamkha KOU I'O HarjiacyBaaT HHUCKUOT CTeIleH 3a
PO/IOBa YYBCTBUTEIHOCT U CBECT Mery IOJIUTHYAPKUTE,
KaKO M HEJIOCTUTOT Ha COOJBETHU MOJIUTUYUKH JIEjCTBA U
pacrpaBu (AnamoBa, 2001). Cekoja rojiusa, [lIkosaTa 3a
POZ ¥ IOJIUTHUKA HYJU OCYM JIO IECET UHTEPAUCITUILIIN-
HapHU NIpPeJIMETH, CO aKIeHT BP3 POJOBUTE ACIEKTH U
Bp3 ¢eMUHUCTUUKATA TEOPH)A, HA IIIEECETUHA CTYAEHTHU
CO Hajpa3JIMuHa Bo3pacT 1 oopa3oBaHue. CUTe CTy/IEHTH
MOKAT Ja IpHUCYCTByBaaT OeciuiaTHo. Mako 1mesnHara
MOITyJIallKja € Pa3HOBU/IHA, TIOBEKETO CTYJIEHTH KOU Ce
3aIUIILyBaaT ce JIOUIIOMCKU WJIN OCTAUIIJIOMCKY CTY-
JIEHTH, IIITO yIaTyBa Ha morpebara 3a BoBeyBame JKPC
Ha NOCTAUIIJIOMCKO HHUBO.

Enna npyra aktuBHocT Ha MIIPC okosy obGpasoBHaTa
numensuja Ha PC e Oxpudckuoil aeilien yHusep3uilieill
(OJIY). OcHoBHuTe 1iesu U 3amauu Ha OJIY ce 1BOjHH.
Op enHa cTpaHa, MMa 3a 11eJ1 ia T IIOCTaBU TeMeJIuTe Ha
€/THO IIOMHAKBO BHCOKO 0Opa3oBaHue U /1a co3niazie epu-
KACHH aKaJIeMCKHU IJIAHOBU U IIPOTPaMH, €O IITO OU ce
IOTTUKHAJIA 0OHOBA HA MOCTOjHUTE IIJIAHOBU U IIPOTpa-
MM BO 00J1acTa Ha onuIrTecTBeHuTe Hayku. Of ipyra cTpa-
Ha, I1aK, UMa 3a [1eJI Ja IOTTUKHE HayYHU UCTPaKyBambha
Kaj MJIaZIIOT Kajiap, co mro 6u ru 3abp3an pedhopmure
BO BHCOKOTO obpaszoBaHue. Ha moiru mareku, 1eauTe
ce cyeHUBE: MOI00pYBame HA MYJITHKYJITYPHOTO pas-
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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 (AmamoBa, 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-
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Oupame, IOTTHK Ha MelyHapo/lHa U peruoHaJIHa copa-
0oTka, U3paboTKa Ha HOBH IMPOTPAMU U BOBEAYBAHHE
HAa HOBM HACTaBHU METOJH W TEXHHUKH, 00e30eayBarbe
MOZAPIIIKA U TTpodecroHaIeH Pa3B0oj 3a MJIQJIMOT KaJiap
¥ BHCOKOTO 0Opa3oBaHHE BO PETHOHOT, OTCTPAHYBAHhE
Ha TOCTOJHUTE CTEPEOTHUIM Kaj APKABUTE U HAPOJUTE
Ha BasikaHOT, 3ajakHyBab€e Ha yJIoraTa Ha HEBJIAJIUHUOT
CEKTOP BO OCTBapyBameTO Ha 00pa3oBHUTE pedopMH,
KaKo U CIIpeuyBambe Ha IPOIIECOT Ha OJIJIeBarhe Ha MJIa-
nute 00pa3oBaHU Kajipw.>

Bo TekoTr Ha mocsenHuBe ocyM rogunu, OJIY uma op-
TaHU3UPAHO HEKOJIKY IIKOJIM IOCBETeHW Ha Pa3jIMYHU
HayuyHu obsactu kako KPC, ucropuja Ha yMeTHOCTA,
€THOJIOTH]ja, KYJITYPOJIOIIKU CTYAUH, AHTPOIIOJIOTH]a,
MeTojioyIorrja UTH. Y mokpaj nozenbata Ha HAYIHUTE
obJlactd, cekoja o/ HUB ja 00paboTyBaille GasikaHCKaTa
nepcrektusa. [llkonara 3a 2KPC ce opranusupa yuire of
2001 roguHa. 3Ha4H, OBA € YIITe eleH 001K Ha Hedop-
MaJIHO 00pa30BaHHeE, HO OBOjIAT PETHOHAJHO (IIesIHa
rpyna My ce CTyA€HTH O/ PETUOHOT Ha jyroucroyHa EB-
pora) ¥ co MefyHapO{HO IPU3HATH POdECOPH.

Bo cMmucia Ha mozsp:KyBamkbe M IpPUMame IMOZJPIIKA
O] CTpy4YmhaIy Bo obsacta Ha pogoBara Teopuja, UIIPC
dopmupamie mpexa o7 Inpodecopu, HCTPaKyBauH,
MAarucTpaHTH U JIOKTOPAHTH, PEZIOBHO BKJIyUeHU BO
Hay4YHO-UCTPA’KyBAauUKWTe IIPOeKTH BO obsacra Ha JKPC
ox pernoHoT Ha JUE. OBue crpyumanu npousseryBaaT
0/l Hajpa3JIMYHU 00JIACTH BO OININTECTBEHUTE HAYKU U
ymetHoctuTe (duiocoduja, HCTOpHja, COIMOJIOTH])A,
IIpaBo, MOJIUTHKA, KHUKEBHOCT, JPAaMCKH YMETHOCTH,
€THOJIOTH]a, UTH.). [Ipeky npoekTot HacyoBeH ,,CTpare-
THH 32 POJIOBUTE/MKEHCKUTE CTY[UH BO JYrOMCTOYHA
EBpoma: pernoHajiHa HHUIIMjAaTHUBA“, KOj ©Ma 3a 1IeJl J1a
ja 3ajakHe pacmpaBa U pa3MeHaTa Ha HUCKYCTBa OKOJIy
CTpaTeruuTe 3a WHCTUTYIMOHAIM3alMja W/WJIN HaC-
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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.*

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, RCGShasestablished anetworkofteachers,
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
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taBHUTe Tpuou Bo KPC Bo pernoHOT, U Ipero3HaBame
Ha peruoHaJIHUTE MOTPebU BO BPCKA CO Ipallamara 3a
IIOJIMTHUKA, MHCTUTYLIIMOHAIW3AIMja U pa3BOj Ha Hac-
TaBHUTE IJIAHOBU U MpOrpaMu Ipeky dhopMuUpame pe-
2UOHA/NHA Mpedxca Ha WHTeJeKTyasllld IIOCBeTeHU Ha
KOHKpEeTHaTa I11eJI 3a copaboTka.”

ITocrojat Tpu p>kKaBHU YHUBEP3UTETH U €T IPUBATHU
BUCOKOOOPAa30BHU WHCTUTYIUU (pakynreT, HWHCTHU-
TYTHU WIN KoJeyu) Bo Penybinka MakesioHnja, ma Hako
vHUIjaTuBUTe Bo obsacta Ha PC ce uspaseHu mpeky
NIIPC, Bucokoto obpa3zoBanue BO MakeloHHja He TH
uHyzu 2KPC kako nmocebHa mporpama Win Katezpa Ha Koe
OMJI0 HUBO: JIOAUIIOMCKO HJIH TIOCJIEAUILIIOMCKO (Maru-
CTEepPCKHU U JIOKTOPCKH cTyiun). MefyToa, BO paMKUTe Ha
oIpesiesIeH! KaTeZIpy U MHCTUTYTH MOKe Jla ce HajaaT
HEKOJIKY IIpeZIMeTH KOW T'M TpeTHpaar IipallamaTa Ha
2KPC. Bo nocsieiHo BpeMe ce jaByBa 3roJieMeH MHTepec
3a BaKBUTe IIPEeIMETH.

Kaxo 11to cnomeHaBMe IOTOpe, IIpBaTa UHUILIMjaTHBA 32
mpoMonuja u pas3Boj Ha PC Bo BUCOKOTO 0Opa3oBaHHeE
ce jaBu BO 3aeHHYKaTa copaborka mery UIIPC u YHu-
Bep3uTeToT ,,CB. Kupun u Metoauj“ on Ckormje Bo 00-
UK Ha lleHTap 3a moAJpIIKa U pa3BOj HA HACTaBHUTE
IJIAHOBU U IIPOIPaMHM OJi POZIOBUTE CTYZIMU 32 BUCOKOTO
obpaszoBanue. OBaa 3aegHuyka mporpama (L[TITPHIIPC)
JlejcTByBa KaKO CaMOCTOjHA JIOIOJIHUTEJIHA Nporpama,
3ae/lHUUYKA 3a JiBeTe INapTHep-UHCTUTYIHUH. AJIMUHU-
crpatuBHo, IITIPHIIPC ce Haofa BO mpocTOpHUTE Ha
NIIPC. I'naBHaTa 11eJ1 Ha BaKBaTa copabOTKa € /1a IPOu3-
BeJle cTpaTeruja 3a BoBelyBame Ha PC Ha YHUBep3UTETOT.
OBaa HaMmepa e IIpyJIpy>KeHa co KOHKpeTHaTa IocToja-
Ha 310:k0a 32 BKJIyYyBarme Ha HOBH IIPEJMETH O] OBa
nosie. [ITITPHIIPCII e BkIy4eH u BO m3paboTkaTta Ha
CTpaTeIlIKH IIPEelOpPaKy 3a BOBelyBambe YyBCTBUTEITHOCT
3a POJIOBUTE PAa3JIMKU U POAOBATA PaMHOIIPABHOCT BO
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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.*

There are three State Universities and five Private
Institutions of Higher Education (Faculties, Institutes
or Colleges) in the Republic of Macedonia, and although
initiativesinthearea 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.”
Thisjoint program (CSCDGS) functionsasanautonomous
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
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YHUBEP3UTETCKUTE MMOJTUTUKH, OM/IeJKU CKOTICKUOT YHHU-
Bep3UTeT UMa HajrosieM Opoj CTy/IeHTH U € eINHCTBEeHU-
OT BO 3eMjaTa KOj HyAU CTYy/IMU O/ PEUYHCH CHUTe pejie-
BaHTHH JUCHUIUIUHU (O IOJUIUIOMCKO JI0 JJOKTOPCKO
HUBO) Ha COBpeMeHaTa akazieMcka 3aeHura. CeBKyII-
HaTa IIeJT Ha MTPOEKTOT (BKJIyYyBarhe Ha PojjoBaTa Iep-
CIIEKTHBA BO TJIaBHATa BHCOKOOOpPA30BHA HMHCTUTYIIHja
B0 MakesioHHja) e HAZIOMOIHETA €O YIITE eHA 3HAYajHA
3a71aua — co3/laBame KaralureT 3a pa3B0j HA HACTaBHUTE
IJIAHOBU U IIPOTpaMu Ha (akysareToT. Bo oBaa cmucia,
tuMoBuTe Bo IITTPHITPC paborat Ha iBe HUBOA: ) pa3-
BOj Ha BEIIITUHU 32 N3pabOTKa HA HACTABHU IJIAHOBU U
nporpamy; 6) mpoMoryja, u3paboTka U UHTETPHPAHE
Ha UCTPaXKyBamaTa KaKo e/leH O/l COCTABHUTE eJIeMeHTHU
BO U3paboTKaTa Ha HACTAaBHUTE IIPOTPAMHU.

Bo nmpBara ¢dasa Ha mpoekToT Oellle CIIPOBEZEHO Ma-
nupame, 3a Jjla ce OTCJIMKA MOMEHTaJIHaTa CUTyalrja
co PC. HcrpaxyBameTo ja HpHKa)ka CUTyalyjara co
HacTaBHUTe NIPOrpaMu U IpeaMeTuTe Bo Bpcka co 7KPC
Ha YHUBEP3UTETOT. PesynraTuTe 07 HCTpaKyBameToO
IIOKaXkaa JleKa, OIIITO 3eMeHO, IpeAMeTuTe Kou Ou
Moxkesie a cnaraat Bo JKPC ce peTku, HO OoBHE TeMU
MO2Kea /la ce IIPOHajZiaT BO COAP:KMHATa HA HEKOH I10C-
TOJHU TIpeIMETH, a BO HEKOJIKy IPHUMEPH IIOCTOU U
MOXKHOCT Jla ce BKJIydaT mpamiamara of 2KPC Bo pam-
KHUTe Ha IOCTOJHUTEe IIpeAMeTH WMJIM BO IpeliopayaHara
JuTepaTtypa 3a npeameTor. IIpeameru IMOBp3aHU €O
JKPC Gea mocoueHu Ha ciefHUBe (akyaTeTH U HUH-
crutytu: IIpaBeH daxysrer, ®akyaTeT 3a MOJTUTHIKU
HayKH W HOBUHapcTBO, Pmtocodcku dakynrer (MH-
ctuTyT 3a duinocodbuja, MHcruryr 3a ucropuja, Uu-
CTUTYT 3a comuoJioruja), duwronomku pakynrer (Ka-
Te/jpa 3a OINIITa ¥ KOMIAapaTHUBHA KHMXeBHOCT, Ka-
Te/ipa 3a MaKe/I0HCKa KHUKEBHOCT U Jy>KHOCJIOBEHCKH
KHIDKEBHOCTH), PakysnTeT 3a JIpaMCKU YMETHOCTH,
[MpuponHo-matemaruuku dakyarer (MHCTUTYT 32 eT-
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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
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HoJsiorHja) U VIHCTUTYT 32 COIIMOJIOIIKY, ITOJTUTUIKHA U
IIPaBHU UCTPaKyBamwa. bpojoT Ha mpeMeTH KOU MOXKe
na nornanHat oz 2KPC win TpeTrpaat po/ioBY/2KEHCKU
Ipalmiamka BO CBOjaTa COJIp’KMHA Ha CUTE WHCTUTYTHU
e JieceT, fozieka OpOjoT HA IpeIMeTH KOM OM MOKese
Jla BKJIydyaT POJIOBH M >KEHCKM IIpallama BO CBOjaTa
COZIp;KMHA BO UJHMHA e ABaeceT. IIpoekTor numaiie 3a
I[eJI He caMo /la ja OTCJIMKA CUTyanujaTa co IOCTOJHUTE
npeameru oz 2KPC, Tyky u fja H”HUIIUPA BKJIydyBame Ha
HOBHU npenMeTH of obsacra Ha JKPC. BpojoT Ha mpe-
Mmetu o7 ?KPC mTo ke 6uaaT npernopavyaHy 3a BOBEJY-
Barbe BO W/IHUHA € TeT.>

Bo moHOBO Bpeme, Gea o/iopaHeTH MOBEKe JAUCEPTAIUN
(Ha AMIUIOMCKO, MarvucTepcKo U JOKTOPCKO HHUBO) Of
o6s1acra Ha YKPC Ha HEKOU O] TOpeCIIOMeHaTUTE UHCTH-
tyT. OBa MOKe /1a ce 00jacHM CO 3roJIEMEHUTE POJIOBA
CBECT ¥ YyBCTBUTETHOCT HA aKaJIeMCKaTa 3ae/lHUIIA U CO
3TOJIEMEHUOT MHTEPEC Kaj MJIaINTEe UHTEIEKTYAIH Ja
r'0 UCTPakyBaaT OBa HOBO aKaJIeMCKO IT0JIE.

Ha xpaj, ymrre egHa HeBIaJMHA JIEJHOCT BO BPCKA CO
KPC, nako co NMOMHAKOB OOJIUK, IIeJIW U CTPYKTypa
oa oHue 1mto ru opranuszupa UIIPC, ce npenasa-
1BaTa, oOyKkWuTe, PAOOTIUIHUIIUTE, TPKAJE3HUTE MAacCH
¥ pacnpaBuTe mTO I'm opranusupa Cojy3oT Ha >KeH-
cku opraHuzanuu Ha Pemy6iuka Maxkemonuja (COXK
M) mnpeky ekcunepuMmeHTaymHata nporpama ox JKC.
COXKM, kako KOMIIOHEHTa Ha HEeJ3UHUOT aKTUBUCTUIKU
KapakTep, ja 3all0yHa cBojaTa Iporpama Bo 1998 roau-
Ha. Hajuecro Gere opranusupaHa Bo 00JIUK Ha OOYKH U
PabOTHUITHUIY, HE KAKO HAYYHU 00JIaCTH HA IPOYIyBabe
U HUCTpakyBame. Bo IpBUTe [Be TOJWHU IPOTPAMUTE
6ea BO 0OJIMK Ha pacIipaBu 3a noaurame Ha cecra. Co
II0YEeTOK 0] 2000 roINHA, IporpaMara IIpoJ0JIKH BO BUJ
Ha NOMHTEH3UBHU U 3ajaKHATU O0YKU U IIpefiaBama. Oc-
HOBHATA I1eJI Ha OBHE CTYAUU Oellle Jja ce MMOAUTHE POJIO-
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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. 2

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,




BaTa CBECT, /Ia ce aHAJIM3UpaaT npobsemMuTe oz obacra
Ha JKC u, HU3 OTKpHUBambe Ha HOBU KEHCKU IJIEJIUIITA U
HCKYCTBa, /1a ce Pa3BHUe caMo7ioBepOaTa U /1a ce IOTTUKHE
COIICTBEHUOT pa3Boj Mery CTy/IEHTUTE U J1a ce MU3BPIIN
BJIMjaHHE BP3 OMIITECTBEHATA CTBAPHOCT U OIIIITECTBOTO
BOOIMIITO.”” BKymHMOT 6pOj Ha CTYZEHTH KO TU ITOCETY-
Baa OBHE YACOBH € 250 BO MEPUOZIOT 01 2000 JI0 2004
roanHa (KOJKy IITO Tpaemle mporpamarta). JlejHoctute
Ha IIKosiaTa 6ea OpraHU3UpPaHU BO OOJIMK HA PEOBHU
IIpe/iaBaba, MOABIKHO 00pa3oBaHMe (BKJIYYHTEIHO U
IIpe/iaBaba BO JieceT IpazioBu HU3 MakesoHuja 1 pabo-
THJIHUITY Ha HAjpa3JINYHU TeMU), paOOTWIHHIY, 1e6aTh
Y TPKaJIE3HU MaCH, UCTPAKyBambha U aHATIU3H.

EneH ox npBuTe 4eKOpU KOH HHCTUTYIIMOHAJIW3allU-
jara Ha 2KPC e dopmupame Ha cdepa HAZBOP O YHU-
Bep3uTeToT. OBOj THH HedopmanHO obOpasoBaHUE U
HCTPa)KyBaIbe ce cpeKkaBaar, Iokpaj MakesioHUja, U BO
npyru 3emju o JUE, kako Ha mpumep: Benrpajackuor
LIeHTap 3a »KeHCKU CTyJIMU U POJOBU HCTPAKyBamba U
’Kencku crynuu u ucrpaxkyBamwa - Hosu Can, Cpbuja,
IenTap 3a »keHcku cTyaumn — 3arpeb, XpBaTtcka u llen-
Tap 3a KEHCKH CTyfuu Bo Asibanuja. IIpmumHure 3a
BaKBaTa ,,JITEDHATHBHA" CTPYKTYpa MOKe /la ce HajaaT
BO TEIIKOTHUUTE IIPU BOBEAYBAHETO U MHCTUTYIIMOHAJI-
n3upameTo Ha PC Bo pamku Ha opuniMjaIHUTE BUCOKO-
00pa30BHU CHCTEMH Ha 3€MjUTe, ITOPAITH KOH3EPBATHB-
HaTa IIPUPOJia Ha BUCOKOOOPA30BHUTE WHCTUTYLIUH H
IIpaBHUTE IPOLelypH IIPU BOBEIyBambETO HOBU aKaJleM-
CKH 00s1acTHU, BO CJIy4ajoB UHTEPUCIUIUIMHApHA 00-
sact. Mefyroa, BakBUTe HCKYCTBA IIOCOUYYBAaaT U JeKa
IIOINTHYBAKETO Ha CBecTa OJHAZBOPD MOXKe Jia Oujie u
IIPBHOT YeKOp KOH BKIydyBameTo Ha KPC Bo akazem-
CKHUTE KPYTOBH.

HNmajku tv TpefBUJ OBHE AacCIeKTH, CHUTyalHjaTa CoO
JKPC Bo MakezioHMja MOXKE J1a Ce OLleHU KaKO ITO3UTHBHA
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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.” 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




Identities )

JTOKOJIKY TIPOJIOJIKH CO CBOjaTa TEH/IEHIMja Ha ITOCTeNeH
Hampesiok. Meruot mporec 3a BKIydyBarbe Ha JKPC BO
YHuBep3UTETOT Oelnre 3abeieskaH BO MUHATOTO BO IPYTH
3eMj1 KOH cera MMaar mporpamu uiu kareapu 3a PC Ha
MarmcTepcKo WIH JOKTOPCKO HUBO. CJIETHUOT YEKOP BO
OBaa HACOKa, ce HajleBaMe, OM OWJIO BOBEIYBAHETO HA
nporpamu o7 JKPC Ha MarucTepcko u JOKTOPCKO HUBO
BO HEKOH 07 KaTeJPUTe Ha YHUBEP3UTETOT WJIH BO MIPHU-
BAaTHUTE UHCTUTYTH.

B. [lpumepor Bo Typuuja

Bo Typuwuja, kako mocaeauna oj pacipaBure Mery peMu-
HHUCTKHUTE 3a MOKHOCTa Ha (PeMHUHU3MOT BO PaMKHUTe Ha
YHUBEP3UTETOT O] JOIHUTE OCYyMJIeCeTTH, II0 HAIUIUB
O/i IPEeBOJIM HA KJIACUYHHU (PEMUHHCTUYKU PAKOIIUCH,
6ea ocHOBaHU yeTupu Katenpu 3a KC: Bo 1990 roguHa
Ha Hciianbyackuoili yHusep3uitieiti, B0 1994 Ha CTY
(CpedHoucitiouHuotl tliexHUYKU YHUBep3uilieill — AHKa-
pa), Bo 1995 Ha YHugep3uilieitiol Ha AHKapa u Bo 1999
Ha Eeejcxuoii YHugep3uitieii — H3mup v 3amodHaa co
Marucrepcku nporpamu. Cute katenpu 6ea/ce Bo paM-
ku Ha MIHCcTUTyTHTE 32 omintectBeHn Hayku (MMOH) npu
coomseraute yHuBepautern. YOK (IlenTpasHarta WH-
CTUTYI[H]ja 32 BUCOKO 0Opa3oBanue) ru perysaupa XKC He
KaKo 00J1aCT BO paMKU Ha GaAKYJITETOT, TYKY KaKO ITOcJIe-
JMIIOMCKA IIporpaMa Ha HUBO Ha MHCTUTYT. Taka, Tue
06ea MHCTUTYIIOHAJIHO OCHOBAHU U C€ OJIP>KyBaaT KaKo
MHTepANCIUIUINHAPDHYU obsactu. Bo paMkuTe Ha oBHe
KaTeZ[ph MOKe J]a ce OpraHu3upaaT MarucTePCKu U JI0K-
TOPCKH IIPOTrPaMU M MO2KE Jia ce BpabOTyBaaT aCUCTEHTHU
3a UCTpaKyBame. MeryToa, 3acera He IIOCTOjaT JJOKTOP-
cku nporpamu. Op ckopo, KC craHaa efiHa o7 JUCIU-
IJIMHUTE 32 KOU MOXe J]a ce CTaHe BOHpPeZleH Ipodecop.
3Hauu, 1ITO ce OJHECYBa J|0 akajieMcKaTa kapuepa, KC
ce cMeTaar 3a HeIITO Mely CKJIOI O] I0/100JIacTH U ca-
MOCTOjHA aKa/ieMcKa 00JIacT.
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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 Istanbul University, in 1994 at METU (Middle East
Technical University — Ankara), in 1995 at Ankara
University, and in 1999 at Ege (Eagean) University
— Izmir, and they have started to run MA programs.
All the departments were / are under the Institutes for
Social Sciences (ISS) of those universities. YOK (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. H

|




Mefy ropeHaBe/ieHUTe 4YeTUpU CTPyKTypu, camo CTY
HeMa U HUCTpaKyBauku LeHTap. OcraHaTuTe TpU Kare-
JIpU UCTOBPEMEHO paboTaT U KaKo UCIIPA#CYB8AUKU 1eH-
ttipu 3a sceHcku ctayouu (MIPKC). HajkoHLleHTpUYHATA
CTPYKTYpa, HAa KOja MMa HajrosiemMa copaboTka, e YHU-
Bep3uTeToT HA AHKapa: Kartegpara 3a 2KC npu MOH u
KACAYM (MIL?KC Ha YHUBEP3UTETOT HAa AHKapa) TeCHO
copaboTyBaar. JI[pyruTe ABe CTPYKTYPH UMaaT Pas3IndHa
oJiasiedeHoCcT Mefy Tue JiBe equHUI. OCBEH THE YeTH-
pu katezpu u Tpu UIPKC, mocrojaT ymire yeTupmuHaeceT
NIKC Bo HEKOM yHUBep3UTeTH BO Typluja, HO Hajro-
JIEMHUOT JieJI OJf HUB BOOIIIITO He ce aKTUBHU.

KapakrepuctuuHOo 3a JeBezieceTuTe He Oele caMo
dbopMupameTo Ha KaTeApUTe, MAarkUCTEPCKUTE IIPOTpa-
vu u UIPKC. McroBpemeHo, rojieM OpoOj >KEHCKH Op-
raHU3aIUy, Of] KOU JIeJI ce aKTHUBHU M BO 0OyKa M BO
HCTPA)KyBame, KaKO W HEKOJKY OPUTMHAJIHU WHCTHU-
TYI[UH, KaKO efHa OubJIMOTeKa, HMKHAa BO TEKOT Ha
JIOITHUTE OCYM/IECETTH, 2 0CODEHO BO TEKOT HA JiEBeJie-
cerrute. Mery HuB, PoHAanujaTa Ha OMOIMOTEKATa 3a
JKEHCKH Jiesla 1 MHDOPMATUBHUOT IIEHTap, OCHOBaHA
BO 1989 roguHa Bo VcTtanOys1, 3a3eMa oceOHO MECTO.
JlokymeHTHTE BO OHOJIFOTEeKaTa ordakaar MUIIaHU, BU-
3yeJTHU, BepOaTHU U TPUIAUMEH3UOHATHU MaTepHjasIu.
Bo uHCTHTYHIIIjaTa MOXKe /1a ce HajaaT moBeke 071 10.000
KHUTH — BKJIYIyBajKU M KHUTH O OCMAaHJIUCKH JKEHH,
OKOJIy 1.500 OpOeBU 07 YeTHpHECET U JBE CIIMCAaHHja
0J1 OCMAaHJINCKUOT IIePUO/JI, IIPEKY 10.000 Opoja HA 175
TYPCKU CIIHCaHHja, 252 CTPAHCKU CIIHCaHHja, 30UpKa
3a KEHCKU OpTraHU3aIyy, 30MpKa 3a »KEeHHU-YMETHHUIH,
OKOJIy 150 MarucTepCKH U JIOKTOPCKU JIUCEPTAIUH, IIpe-
Ky 1.500 HE3aBHCHH CTAaTHUH, 30UPKU MOCTEpH, IJIAKa-
TH, [IOKAHU, pas3rieqHuny, ¢doTtorpadun, JHEBHULIH U
BUJIEO CHIMKHU, 30MpKa MCEeYOLH O] BECHUIM U 30MpKa
on npuBatHH apxuBH (Davaz Mardin, 2002). Ox cBoe-
TO OCHOBame, PoHanjaTa cexoja roJluHa U3/1aBa Ipo-
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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 Istanbul, 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 anissued agenda each year,and
amongst its other original publications can be counted:
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rpama, a Mefy OCTaHaTUTe OPUTHHAIHU U3/IaHUja Ce U:
JKenckoto cekaBame (1992), bubimorpaduja Ha 3KEHCKH
CIHCaHWja Ha OCMAHJIMCKH jasuk 1869 — 1927 (1993),
WHCTUTYIMOHAIA3alMja Ha YKEHCKOTO JBUKEIbE U I1a-
TpHOTU3MOT (1994), Bubirorpaduja Ha JKEHCKH CIThca-
Huja o Xanymuiap Asiemu 10 Po3a 1928 — 1996 (1998).

Kaxo 1mto cnoMmeHaBMe IIOrope, paHUTE OcyM/leceTTH bea
CBEZIOIY HAa HAJIETOT Ha ,,BTOPUOT (PEMUHUCTUYKY OpaH“
Bo Typuuja, a oBa mMalile HHCTUTYIIMOHAIHU ITOCIeUIN
He CaMo BO aKaJIEMCKUTe KPYTOBH, TYKYy U BO rparaHcKaTa
cdepa. Jlonexa BO JOITHUTE OCYM/IECETTH KEHCKUTE IPy-
Iy co3zaBaa ¢JeKCHOMIIHU OPTaHU3aICKU CTHJIOBH,
oco0eHO 3a IMOANTame Ha CBeCTa, PAaHUTE JIeBeJeceT-
T Oea rofuHU Ha TpaHchOpManMja BO 3[pYKEHUja U
douganun: co apyru 300poBH, 3all0YHA IIPOIECOT HA
HHCTUTYIMOHANMu3anuja. OB/le Ke I'M HarjacuMe reo-
rpadckute (a co Toa W ONIITECTBEHU) OTPAaHUUYYBArba
Ha BakBaTa MHCTUTYIMOHAIU3alMja: KaKO U aKTUBUCT-
KHTE BO BTOPUOT OpaH heMUHUCTHYKA MOOMIN3AIY]a,
U oBUe opranusanuu 6ea ypbanu. [lypu u nenec, 55%
0]l CUTe >KEHCKU opraHu3anuu Bo Typnuja ce cMecTeHU
Bo AHkapa, V3amup u Mcranbys. Meryroa, Bpeau ia ce
CIIOMeHe JieKa 12% 07 45% >KeHCKU OpraHu3aluyd KOU
He ce BO AHKapa, M3mup unu Mceranbys fiejcTByBaaT BO
Jyroucrouna Anatosmja (Ecevit, 2006).

ITpBuoT kourpec 3a JKC Gelre opranu3mpaH Bo Maj 1996
roauHa of crpaHa Ha KACAYM Ha YHUBepP3UTETOT Ha
Anxkapa. Bropara cpenba ja opranusupamre bubsuo-
TeKaTa Ha >KeHCKHU Jiejla BO HOeMBPH HCTaTa OUHA BO
Ucraunbyn. Bo HapemnuTe ropuHu 6ea opraHU3NpaHU
ylITe ABe cpeniou, mpeara ox crpana Ha MIDKC Ha YHU-
Bep3uteToT Ha YykypoBa (Azana), a Bropata ox MIKC
Ha Erejckuot ynusepaurer (M3mup). BeymHoct, mpBu-
OT U HapeJJHUTe /IBa KOHI'PeCH, OpraHu3UPaHU Of IPyTU
YHUBEP3UTETCKU UCTPAKYBAaUKHU IIEHTPU MMaa 3a LieJ1 Jja
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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 Hamimlar 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, Izmir and Istanbul. However, it is worth quoting
that 12% of the 45% of women’s organizations which are
not settled in Ankara, Istanbul or Izmir 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 Istanbul
by the Library of Women’s Work. In the following years
two more meetings were organized respectively by the
RCWS of Cukurova University (Adana) and by the RCWS
of Ege University (Izmir). 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




co3zmazar miatdopMa mTo ke OBO3MOXKH JIUjasIoT Mery
‘BHaTpe’ ¥ ‘Ha/IBOP’ Ha aKa/leMCKUTe Kpyrosu. Vckyc-
TBOTO O] OBHE TPU KOHTPeCH ITOKaKa /IeKa, 3a J1a ce HaJl-
MUHe BaKBaTa 11o7iej1ba Ha BHATpe U Ha/IBOP, HAMECTO /1a
ce ,IIPETIIOCTaByBa Ope/ieHa 3aeTHUYKA IpTa“, Tpeba
Jla ce pasBUjaT pa3JIMYHU CPEZCTBA 3a ,,BOCIIOCTABYBa-
e 3aeJHUINTBO", a camaTa mozesbda ma Ouze rmocodyeHa
kako mpo6siem (Timisi, 2002-3). 3a ka1, cuTe THE Cpe/-
Ou He ycrieaja /a MpeINU3BUKAAT MOCJIEAUNHN O TUIIOT
Ha cTabMJIHA KOMYHUKAIFICKA MpPeXKa WM NePUOANIHU
koHrpecu. O/ HUB He OCTaHA HU 3aeITHUYKU U3BEINTa]
Koj 6u ru omdakan pacumpaBute, nedUHUPAHLETO HA
mpobJieMuTe U pelnieHrjata. Hakyco, ce yiire He IOCTOU
dopmanHa akaseMcka KOMyHUKanuja Bo pamku Ha 2KC
BO TypIiiyja: MOMeHTaJIHATa CUTYaI1ja ce OJIP>KyBa KaKo
CTPYKTYypa 3aBUCHA O] IUYHUTE U HepOpPMaJTHU OHOCH
(Sancar, 2003).

3aKnyyoK: COMHMTENHA UHTEPANCLUNIMHAPHOCT

[TpeTeH3ujaTa 3a MHTEPAUCIHUILIMHAPHOCT KAaKO €IHa
o/l ocHOBHHUTe Kapakrtepuctuku Ha JKPC, 6uio kako
HaMepa/IporpaMcKka MHUIMjaTUBa WU KaKO COH/Hje-
aJ1, e u3paseHa BO CUTe NMPUMEPH PA3IJIeZaHU IIOTOPE,
MaKOo BO PA3JIMYHU CTENeHU W KOHTeKcTh. Ha mpumep,
PC BO pamMKHTe Ha YHUBEP3UTETCKUOT CHCTEM Ha Perry-
6sinka Yernka ce opraHU3upaHu Bo (aKyyITeTH, a He BO
WHTEPAUCIUIUINHAPDHU HHCTUTYTH, /I0/IeKa, akK, 3a Typ-
[[Aja TJIaBHO BaXKH 00paTHOTO. MeryToa, OBHe IPpUMepH
II0COYYBaaT JleKa [PaIlambeTo ,,Ka/ie BO OpraHu3anujara
Ha YHUBEP3UTETOT He cMee /1a Ou/ie eIMHCTBEHUOT KPH-
TEPUYM IIPU UCIIUTYBakhe HAa OCTBAPYBAIbETO U KBAJIUTE-
TOT HAa UHTepAUCIUILUIMHapHOcTa. [LnanoBuTe Ha PC BO
pamvku Ha KapsioBHOT yHUBEpP3UTET 3a MOHYZA Ha IPe/-
METH KOU Ha APYTUTE AOAUIIIIOMCKHU U TIOCIETUTIIIOMCKHI
mporpamu 61 UM OBO3MOKIJIE €/THA POJIOBA ITEPCIIEKTH-
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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
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Ba, WJIM OpraHu3anyjaTa Ha IpeIMeTH BO KOMOMHANMja
CO peuucH cute cTygucku obsactu npu Pakynreror 3a
OIIIITECTBEHN HAYKH Ha YHHUBEP3UTETOT BO BpHO, KOj
IJIAHUPA CJIMYHU KOMOWHAIUY /13 UM [TOHYAH U Ha JIpy-
rute dakyaTeTH Bo OJIMCKA MIHUHA, KAKO U IIeCTe IPeJi-
MeTH o7 obsiacTa Ha pOJIOBUTE IO (PaKy/ITeTUTE U €]l-
HUOT IIPE/IMET BO €/IeH HHCTUTYT BOo MakeloHUja — HaKO
He nocTou 3ace6Ha nporpama 3a PC Hu Ha dakynrerure
HU Ha WHCTUTYTUTE — IIOCOUYBaaT JieKa OTCYCTBOTO Ha
onnenHa nporpama 3a ’KPC Bo eHa CYyIITHHCKYA UHTEP-
JUCIUIUIMHADHA WHCTUTYIHMja (KaKO HWHCTUTYTHTE 32
OIIIITECTBEHU HAYKU II0 YHUBEP3UTETHUTE) HE € IOKa3a-
TEJI ¥ 32 OTCYyCcTBOTO Ha nHTepaucrunanaapau KPC Bo
e/lHa WIN JpyTa pa3BojHa da3a.

Opn npyra cTpaHa, Iak, UcKycTBoTO Bo Typuuja, T.e. opra-
HU3aI{jaTa 10 KaTe/ipy HAa UHCTUTYTHUTE 32 OIIITeCTBEHU
HayKU, IPeJIU3BUKa O/Ipe/IeHU OrpaHUYyBamba,/mpobJie-
MU OKOJIy UHCTUTYIIHOHAQJIHUTE IIpOllecH: BakBaTa WUH-
CTUTYIIMOHATHA OpTaHK3all1ja IUPEKTHO BJIMjae Bp3 aka-
JIeMCKHUOT Ka/iap, COAP:KUHATA Ha Ipe/IMeTUTe, COCTaBOT
Ha CTYZIeHTUTe, CBOETO IIOCTOEHE U O/Ip3KyBambe, KaKo U
CTEKHYBaWeTO UJIEHTUTET Ha caMHuOT yHUBep3uTeT. O6-
Jlacta GopMHupaHa 0/ CTpaHa Ha aKa/IeMULIU U CTY/IeHTH
0/l Pa3JIMYHM JJUCIUIIMHYU TUPEKTHO Ce COOUYyBa CO UH-
CTUTYLIIIOHATHA/aIMUTHUCTPATHUBHA CJ1Ia00CT BO CIIOPEI-
6a co obyracTUTE KaKO COIMOJIOTHjaTa, aHTPOIIOJIOTHjaTa
Y IICUXOJIOTHjaTa — 07 KOU ceKoja MMa JIUCHUIIIMHAPHA
BHATpeIIHa JocyiefHocT. Hekou o1 mpobiemMuBe MoxKe
JIECHO J1a ce UMEeHyBaaT KaKo Ipo0yieMu Ha akajeMcKa-
Ta CAMOCTOJHOCT: HEJIOCTUTOT Ha JIOJITOPOYEH, ITOCTOjaH
Kasap U (pMHAHCUCKU Cpe/icTBa MMa, BCYIIHOCT, BpCKa
co BakBaTa KpeBKa nosioxk0a. I1ITo ce omHecyBa 10 oBue
npobsiemu, Karenpara 3a KC Ha YHUBEP3UTETOT HA AH-
Kapa HeoZlJaMHa ITO/ITOTBU IIPE/IJIOT 32 PECTPYKTYPHUPAHE
BO O0JIMK Ha ofiesieH THCTUTYT 32 POJIOBU CTYAHH, KOj
6u ro ondakan u UIHKC — KACAYM.
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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.
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MefyToa, TOKMy TyKa Mopa I0JJ1Iab0KO /1a ce pasriena
IIpaliameTo/ IpeTeH3njaTa 3a HHTEPAUCIUILTNHAPHOCT,
KOe He € CaMO0 OPraHu3aIUCKI/MHCTUTYIINOHAJIEH IIPO-
6siem. Bajurapt (Weingart, 2000) 30yHeTO ce OCBpHYBa
Ha OrpOMHATAa JINTepaTypa 3a HHTEPAUCIIUILIMHAPHOCTA
BOOIIIIITO, IIITO, CIIOPEJ] HETO, IIPETEKHO CaMO ja IPOoTJjIa-
cyBa 3a MOpaJIHO noxxesnaHa. OcBeH TOa, TOj TBPAY JieKa
aKa/ieMcKaTa CcIlelUjayin3anyja e HempeKuHaT IIPOoIIeC,
HeIlpevyeH O] paclipaBara 3a MHTEPAUCIUIUIIHAPHOCT,
a Moxxebu ypu U 3acmieHa of ucrata. Ilo auHHja Ha
BaKBUTE TBP/IEHHA, JIAJIU IIPETEH3MjaTa 32 UHTEPAUCIU-
mrHapHocet Ha JKPC e camo ,MopasnHa »kenba“ wiy,
Mak, HapuctuHa ¢pyHkumnonupa? I'u cozzgasaat iu KPC
BUCTHUHCKHUTE MOXKHOCTH 0apeM 3a IPeMOCTyBambe Ha
aKa/IeMCKUTE OJIZIEJTH UM CAaMO T'H PENIPOAYIIPAAT OBHE
noJsieJieHu crenyjanuctuaku obsactu? Jamum Crnepbep
(Sperber, 2004), kora ro KPUTHKYBAIIle CTABOT KOj /103~
BOJIyBA ,AUCHHUIUIMHAPHATA paboTa /1a CU IPOJOJIKU 110
CTapo, 0 HUCKATA I[eHa Ha HEK0ja MHTePAUCIUILINHAD-
Ha peTopuKa“, 6erre mpecTpor?

3a HCKpEeHO /1a TO OATOBOPHME IIpallamkeBO, MOpa Ja
ce 3eMar IpeiBUJ JieJl Of] TEIIKOTUUTE U YIITEe HEKOJI-
Ky Ipallama OKOJIy WHTepANCHUIUIMHAapHOcTa. IIpBo,
CaMHUOT TEPMUH — HHTEPAUCIUILUIMHAPDHOCT — O3HAYYBa
copaboTka 6e3 Jja ce 3aryOu CeKOj IPBHYEH/COICTBEH
UJIEHTUTET. A JIyfeTo T'M IpallyBaMe 32 HUBHHUTE JIHC-
[UIUINHE/00IaCTH HAa TPOydyBame, 3alITO CMeTaMe
JleKa ,pa3MHciIyBaaT MmomHaky . OTTyKa, IMpakTUYHATa
Y TIO3UITVCKA MIPEHOCT Ha ,,0pPUTHHATHATA JUCITUILIIN-
Ha (Kako, ,Jac cyMm oz ypOaHU CTyAMH, HO CIIPOBEyBaM
POJIOBO UCTPAKyBae/IPUOHECYBAM BO PO/IOBUTE CTY-
nuu’) coszasa cepuos3Hu aunemu 3a PC. 3Hauwm, nanu
CMe KaKo ,,pu0u IITO IUTUBAAT BO €3epa OJf APYTH JUCIH-
winH“ Kako mro Benu Kojaep (Coyner, 1983), u nanmu
TOA TIPeTCTaByBa IIpernpeka 3a TpaHcdopmanujara?
Wi, co npyru 360poBHU, JaIN CMe ,HAYIHU UMUTDAH-
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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
specializationis an ongoing process, and itisunhampered
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
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T KaKko mro TBpau Masnkaj (Mulkay, 1975)? Janu cme
HCTOPUYAPH, IICHUXOJI03H, COLFIOJIO3H, EKOHOMUCTH, CO
HHTEpEC 3a POJIOT, WM AKaJEMUIIM/UCTPAKYBAUYN KOU
ja mpoyuyBaart obiacta PC, a oco6eHO CTpyYHH 3a UCTO-
pHUja, ICUXO0JIOTH]a, COIIUOJIOTHja, EKOHOMU]ja?

Ha emen konrpec (jaHyapu 2003) OpraHU3UpaH Of
crpaHa Ha UIIKC — KACAYM op YHUBEP3UTETOT Ha
AnKapa, K0j cobpa akaJieMUIH U CTYZAeHTH KOu paborar/
cryaupaat Ha kareapure 3a 2KC co 1est /1a pa3roBapaar
3a mpobJiemMuTe 071 001acTa, KAKO MHOTY MCTaKHAT IPO-
6s1em Ha nHCTUTYITMOHATM3UpaHuTe 2KC Gelre mocoueHa
,ITO/I-MHTEPAUCIIUIUTHHAPHOCTA® (HE0OBOJIHATA WHTEP-
JUCHUITHHApHOCT). Ha mpumep, mpamiamero ,InTo 6u
ce CMEHWJIO JIOKOJIKY JINCEePTAIlUUTE IMOATOTBEHH BO Ka-
teapute 3a ;KC Oue mpoydyBaHU BO PaMKH Ha Jpyra
JIUCIUILINHA/KaTeapa?“ mocouyBa sieka KC — kowu ce
JneUHUpAaT KaKO UHTEPUCIUIIMHAPDHU — BCYIITHOCT
ce CIIPOBe/yBaaT O/ CTpPaHa/IpeKy aKaJeMHUId KOU
IIPOM3JIETYBAAT 07 OJIPE/IEHH JUCIUILUINHUA U TH PEIpOo-
JIyIIIpaaT CBOUTE AUCIUIUIMHAPDHU IJIeAHU TOYKH. Oc-
BEH TOA, UCTUTE I10/1eJI0N Ha TPAJAUIMOHATHATA JIUCIIH-
IUIMHCKA CTPYKTYpa BO TOJIEMA Mepa Cce IIOBTOPyBaaT BO
COZIP’KUHUTE HA mporpamute. Ha mpumep, nMumbaTa Ha
yeTupH off ocymre nipeamvetn o7 2KC Ha YHUBEP3UTETOT
Ha Mcrauby: ce (2006-07): ,, KeHute BO MEI'yHAPOIHOTO
U TYPCKOTO IPaBo, JKeHnTe U ONIITECTBEHATA IOJIUTHKA,
Kenwure u ekonomujara, Pogor u nonurukara.“*® (Ocra-
HATHUTE ce e/leH OIIIT IMpPeIMeT, ,,JeXHUKH 32 HayqHO
HCTpaKyBambe“ M JBa BOBEAHU mpenmera.) Meryroa,
Mopa Jia Ipu3HaeMe Jieka nHTepaucnuiutnHapau KPC
O0u Owie HemTO IMOBeKe O] eIHOCTaBeH 30Up Ha eKo-
HOMMja + IICUXOJIOTHja + COLMOJIOoTHja, UTH. Kako 1mrro
nmocouyBa Canuap (Sancar, 2003):

»llpen mrTo O6mao Apyro, BakBaTa IpeTeH3Wja [3a WHTEp-
QUCHUIUTHHApHOCT] 6apa MHOTy Iorojema 3ajoxba of
0o0OHUZIOT Ja ce IPUKAYAT U BpEHYBaaT 3HAeHhAaTa CO3/1aZieHH
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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 Istanbul University are (2006-
7): “Women at International and Turkish Law, Women
and Social Policy, Women and Economy, Gender and
Politics.”® (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-




BO/IIOZ, CHUTE [UCHUIUIAHU 3aeqH0. TakBo 3Haeme Of
KOHKpeTHa 00JIacT ce CTeKHyBa CO IIOMOII Ha KOHKPETHA
KOHIIENITya/IHA paMKa M KCTpa’kyBauKa MeTOMO0JIOTHja BO
cekoja AuCHUIIIMHA. Taka, MOCTOM OIACHOCT EIHUCTEMO-
JIOIIKY KOHTPAZAUKTOPHU CO3HAHH]a /1A Ce IIOCTaBaT €IHO /10
JIPYTO, KaKo J1a ce O] UCT BUIL.“

HecomHeHo, akafieMHUITUTE KOU IPOU3JIETYBAAT O/Jf OTIpe-
JleJIEHU TPAAUINOHAIHY JUCIUIUINHY, a UCTPa)KyBaaT/
npenasaat JKPC, um 00e30enmja Ha THE AUCIUIIMHU
MHOTY HCTakHaTU chepu Ha JIOCTUTHYBame — IOTEH-
I1jasHo. BakBHUOT MOTEHIIMjasI U Kaj ABETE CTPAHHU € Ce
yIITE BO rojieMa Mepa HeocTBapeH. On cTpaHa Ha Tpa-
JUITMOHAIHATA JUCIHUIUINHA, KPUTHKATA MPOAYyIIpaHa
BO obOstacta Ha PC o0uuHO e 3amocraBeHa. 3HauH, He
camo PC, TyKy MHTEPAUCIUILJIMHAPHOCTA BOOIIITO HEMA
HUKAKBO BJIMjaHHE BO aKaJE€MCKUTE KOHBEHIIMOHATHU
Mozenu. A, of crpadHa Ha PC, mak, akajgeMuIure,/ mpo-
(ecopure 06MYHO 3amypaaT HAa HUBO Ha KPUTHKA Ha
TPAINIIMOHAIHUTE TIOMMH; OOMYHO HEMAaaT IPEAJI03HU
KaKo J1a ja BMETHAT IePCIEKTUBATA BO TPAAUIIMOHATHO-
T0. OCBeH Toa, pacrnpasara Bo pamkure Ha PC e ciaba
(ma mpumep, 360pyBaMe 3a pOAOBOTO CJIEMUJIO HA IIPO-
CTOPHUTE TEOPUH, HO HE U 32 IIPOCTOPHOTO CJIEMIJIO HA
pomoBUTE CTyIuM). MeryToa, MHTEPANCIIUILIMHAPHOCTA
- IypM M aKO ce YIITe € caMO Ha HUBO HAa HamMepa WA
BO IIpoIlec Ha obOpa3yBame — BOeIHO U 30oraryBa. Ha
rOpeCIIOMEHATHUOT KOHTPEC, CTYJEHTHUTE T0COoUHja JIeKa
Pa3HOJIMKUOT COCTaB/MeIlIaBUHA HAa aKaJeMHUIN U CTY-
JIEHTH O pa3JIMYHU 0OJIACTH ja MMa U IpeJHOCTAa Ha
,ITOBEKE3BYYHOCT U CJIOOO/THA MHUCJIA,  KOU ce HEOIXO/I-
HUTEe HHOPACTPYKTYPHH CBOjCTBA HA TPA/IEHETO HAYIHO
3Haeme. OCBEeH TOa, MHTEPAUCITUIUIMHAPHOCTA ja HYIH
MO’KHOCTA 3a OCBET/IyBalbe Ha TEMHHTE arjid Ha JIHC-
OUIUIMHAPHUOT U TapajurMaTCKU KOH3EPBAaTHBU3AM:
ycreBa Jia co3zmaze atMocdepa Bo Koja MOKe Jia ce I10-
CTaByBaaT HOBH ITpalllaiba — a KOM HE MOJKe JIa ce TI0CTa-
ByBaaT BO C€KOja IUCITUILIMHA OJIJIEJTHO.
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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.
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Ha kpaj, Mmopa /1a ro mpoTOJIKyBaMe ITPaIlarkbeTO BO CMUC-
Jia ,JJaJId OCIIOPYBAaKeTO HA POJOBUTE CTYAUU IIPOU3JIe-
ryBa OJi HUBHUOT HHTEPJHCIHUILUIMHAPDEH KapakTep?“
MerfyHapoHUTE CTYAUHM WA €KOJIOIIKUTE CTYAUU, Ha
MIPUMeEp, Ce UCTO TaKa MHTEPAUCIUIUIMHAPDHU 00J1aCTH,
a HUKOj He TH OCIIOpyBa. 3HAYH, JJAJIU OCHOBHUOT IIPO-
6J1eM € BO HHTEPAUCIIUIIMHAPHOCTA WJIH BO CTABAEbETO
Ha POJIOBUTE aCUMETPUH U IIaTPUjapXaTHUTE MOJIEIN BO
IIEHTapoT Ha ciydyBamaTta? Bo MakenoHHja, ce YUHHU
JleKa camMaTa UHTEePAUCIUIINHAPHOCT € rojieM (hakTop
BO mocrojaHara kosiebsmuBoct okosry KPC. Bo make-
JOHCKMOT IIpUMep ce MOKa)Ka NUCKJIYYUTEIHO TEIIKO Ja
ce WHCTUTYIIMOHAIHU3UPA KOe OWJI0 WHTEPAUCIIHUILIH-
HApHO HAY4YHO I0Jie, OJ TUIIOT Ha KYJITYPOJIOLIKUTE
CTyAUM, €THOJIONIKUTE CTyAUH, UTH., He camo Ha KPC.
HNuctutynuure Bo MakeJloHHja ce€ yIITe ce KOH3epBa-
TUBHH, BOJIEHH O/ ITA00KO BKOPEHETAa MO3UTUBUCTHYKA
uzeosioruja. MHTepAUCIUIUIMHAPDHUTE O0JIACTH JI0JITO
BpeMe ce CMeTaa 3a HEHAyYHU IMOJINa. [ apaHmujara®
3a HAYYHOCT Mo pa3oupalie KpyTa MpUnagHoCT Ha JTUC-
IUIUIMHApHATa 00J1acT. AKaZIeMCKUTE KPYTOBH JIyPH Of
HeoZlaMHa 3aI0YHaa JIa ce OTBOpAaT 3a OBOj THI HAYYHH
MIOJTNEHA, HO TIPOIIECOT O/ MHOTY OaBHO U CO CHJIHA He-
JloBepba KOH UHTEPAUCIUIIMHAPHUTE HAYKH.

JacHo e Jieka, Kako ¥ MHOTY JIpyTH MPOo0JIeMH U HAyKH,
u PC GapaaT efieH XOJIMCTUYKHU mpucrai. MefyToa, BO
Maxkenonuja mpo6ieMOT IPBEHCTBEHO Ce jaByBa BO 3a-
KOHO/IaBCTBOTO. VIMeHO, BO 2001 ToiiHA, MUHUCTEPOT
3a obOpa3oBaHHE MPOIMUINA MPABUIA 32 H3JI0KYBAIbE
JIOKa3W TIPU aKaJIeMCKO-UCTPpasKyBaukara pabora (cro-
pen wieH 60, naparpad 2 o 3aKOHOT 3a aKazeMCcKa U
UCTpaskyBauka aejuoct, Cayxcber sectux na PM, Op.
13/96). OBue mpaBWja BKJIy4dyBaaT U KJIacHUHUKAIU-
ja Ha obJacTuTe, MOJHIbaTa U JUCIHHUIUIMHUTE IITO CE
UCTpaskyBaaT. BakBara kiacuduKanuja € BO COIJiac-
HocT co HanmonanHaTta wiacudukaiuja Ha npodecuu
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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




(Cayocben secrux Ha PM, 6p. 54/97) BO Koja HeMa Me-
CTO 32 CTPYYHally O] UHTePAUCIUIIINHAPHY aKa/IeMCKU
cdepu. HanmonaaHuoT 0160p 32 akpeAUTaIMja TH 3eMa
IIpE/IBU/ IPUjaBUTE 32 OPTaHU3HPAHE BUCOKOOOPA30B-
HU MPOYYyBama caMo Off Hay4YHHUTe 00JIACTU U JUCIU-
IUIMHU HaBe/leHU Bo kiacudukanujara. CnomeHaTuTe
vHTepAucHuIUInHapHu obsactu (PC, kyntyposomku
CTyZIUH) He ce BKJIyUYeHH BO KJacudUKanujaTa, co IITO
yIITE TOBeKe ce YCJIOKHyBa BKIydyBamero Ha KPC
KaKo JIETUTUMHA UHTePAUCIUIUINHAPDHA Hay4yHa 001acT
BO BHCOKOTO oOpasoBaHue. EfieH 071 MOXXHHUTEe HAUNMHU
3a HaJMUHYyBame Ha OBaa Ipernpeka O6u OMJIO BMETHY-
Bame HAa MHTEePAUCIUIUINHAPDHOTO I10JIe BO pAMKUTE Ha
IOBeke IOCTOJHHM JUCIUIUIMHADHU IOJIMEba, KaKO Ha
IpuMep: Marucrepcka nporpama 3a dunocodbuja u PC
WJIM MarucTepcKa mporpama 3a couuosioruja u PC.

*Hk*

Co TpuTe npuMepu LITO I'M pasrjeflaBMe BO OBOj TPY,
Mopa /Ja IpuU3HeMe JieKa ,,[IOBP3yBameTO  Ha CEeBKYII-
HOTO aKa/IeMCKO M Hay4YHO 3Haeme e MHory cyiabo. Ce
YUHU Jleka KapyioBHOT yHUBep3UTET U YHUBEP3UTETOT
BO BpHO ycIieaja /10 o/ipe/ieH cTelleH Jia ce cIpaBaT co
BakBUOT IpobsieM. Bo oBaa cmmciia, IBOjHUOT IJIaBEH
npeameT Ha ©OH nipu YHuBep3uteToT Macapuk Moxe
Jla ce II0COYHU KaKo 7100ap MOJIeI.

Op npyra crpaHa, mak, opranusupawmero Ha KPC no
dakynrerute Bo Pemybsmka Yenika, a Ha UHCTUTYTUTE
32 OMIIITECTBEHU HAYKU HA UETHUPUTE JIP:KaBHU yHUBEP-
3uteTH BO Typlyja 1 Ha MpUBaTEH UHCTUTYT Bo Make-
JIOHU]a, € BO CJIy:k0a Ha TPU PA3IMYHU OPraHU3AIUCKU
Y UHCTUTYITUOHAJIHU MOJIEJIN, CEKOj CO CBOU IIPETHOCTU
u Hegocraronu. Ha mpumep, PC Bo MakenoHuja moBeke
JlejJcTByBaaT KaKO CaMOCTOjHA CTPYKTypa, JloZieKa BO
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interdisciplinary academic areas. The National Board of
Accreditationistakinginto 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.

Kr*

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.

Onthe 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
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Typruja akagemuiiure oz obyracta HocaT IBOEH TOBAp U
KaTeIPUTE 3aBHCAT O] OIIITHUTE OUPOKPATCKU ITPaBUIa
Ha BUCOK00Opa30BHHUOT cucteM. OJ1 e/lHa ApyTra IJIe/THA
TOYKA, CUCTeMOT BO TypIyja ro rapaHTHUpaar Ap:KaBHU
(uHaHCUCKH cpeficTBa — KaKO U JIPYTUTE €JIEMEHTH Ha
JIp’)KaBHUTE YHUBEP3UTETH, noAeka PC Bo MakenoHuja
Mopa Jia 6apaar COICTBEHH CPEJCTBA.

Bo curte npumepu, KPC 3anoyHaa HaZiBOp 0J1 yHUBEp-
3UTETUTE, a II0TOA, Ce YNHU, NaKO UHCTUTYIINOHAJIU3U-
PaHU BO paMKHU Ha YHHUBEP3UTETOT, CEKOjIIaT KaKo Jja ce
CO eJlHaTa HOTa Ha/IBOP, BO IOJIUTUKATA, CTPATETUUTE U
onmTectBoTo. OBa e efieH ucTtakHat GaKTop KOj ja mpa-
BU jacHa U HEIOXO/JHA WHTEPAUCHUIIMHAPDHOCTA Ha
JKPC — nmopagu mpo0bJieMCKUTE J€JHOCTU — BO cIiopezda
CO TPAIUIIMOHAIIHUTE JUCIUILJINHU U MHOTY JPYT'Hl UH-
TepAUCIUIINHAPDHYU chepH.

Bo Makenonuja, u Bo JUE BoomiTo, objacta cTeKHA
0COOWHU Ha perHOHaJTHA MPesKa, Koja JIeJIyMHO ja TOKPH-
Ba u Typuwuja, IITO € HIOBTOPHO BO CJIy:K0a Ha 1moo6po
OCTBapyBame HAa UHTEPAUCIUIIMHAPHU NPOYYyBamka U
AKTHUBHOCTH.

U na kpaj, Kymysianyjata Ha 3Haewa, 00pa30BHUTE HC-
KyCTBa JIOCTUTHAA HUBO HECIIOPE/JINBO CO PAHUTE OCYM-
JleCeTTU TOAMHU BO CUTE NPUMEPH U BO JYroHMCTOYHA
EBporma Boomro, IITo 0] MHOTY aceKTH BeTyBa J00pa
UJIHUHA.

[IpeBox ox aurucku jasuk: Kasmna Janesa
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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.

’II



benewku:

Cure ckopelmHM OOHAW Ha >KEHCKHUTE OPTraHW3alldy 1a
ce Bparar BO 3rpajiaTa — BO cpuero Ha [Ipara — ocraHaa
Oesycreniay. 3Ha4M, BO JieHelHa ITpara ;keHiuTe MOKe J1a
ro IOCeTyBaaT MHOTY IIOTECHHOT IIpocTop 3a PomoBu
CTyAWH, OMHOCHO OuOIMOTEKaTa; MeryToa, Taa € Hajro-
JieMara BaKBa Cllelijain3upaHa OubInoTeka BO IeHTpaI-
Ha u ucrouHa Espomna. (http://www.ewec.net/course-lo-
cations.html).

(13. 11. 2006)

JIBeTe HajucTaKHATH JKEHU O] Toa BpeMe Oea mMoryOeHwH:
®pantumka [lnamuHKOBA ja morybuja HamuCTHTE, a
Mwunaga XopakoBa ja morybuja KOMyHHUCTHTE OTKAaKO ja
mpe3eMaa 3eMjara.

[ToBeke nHdOpMaIU 3a OBaa OpraHu3aiuja ke HajaeTe
kaj Kpymanos (Cr'nushanov, 1992)

Huxoram He ce pacnpasasio 3a MTXKO u Bo MakezoH-
ckara ucropuorpaduja He MOCTOjaT 3aIUCH 3a OBaa Op-
ranu3anvja. EHa of1 mpeTmocTaBKUTe 32 OBA HEMTOCTOEHHE
e gexa MTKO ce cMmeTasa 3a mpoGyrapcka opranusaiyja
(axo ce 3eMe mpeZBU ITOZ0JITaTa Bep3uja Ha nmeto) (MH-
TepBjy co Cysana MuieBcka, 05.04.2007). [IpumapHUIOT
u3Bop Ha mHdopManuy 3a Hea Genre Jbuspana ['yseosa,
kepkata Ha Jlonka lBaHOBa.

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

Kako ezieH oj HajHArJIacEHUTE ACIIEKTH, ,2KEHUTE BO CO-
[AjaIM3MOT CE Hajloa CO YeCTO CIOMEHYBAHHOT ‘IBOEH
ToBap’ Ha paboTa co MOJIHO pabOTHO BpeMe, IOMAIITHUTE
0OBpCKH M TpurKara 3a fernara. MiMaa u mpaBo U 00OBp-
cka 7a 6umaT BpabOTeHH, OCBEH Kora Oea Ha MOPOIHII-
HO OTCYCTBO, a ©Maa OOBpCKa M Jja ce IprkaT U 3a Jie-
mara u 3a gomakuHcTBoTo“. (Kotlandova-Koenig, 1999)
Bu ce sampamasie mo IITO ce pas3juKyBaa Of JIPYTHTE
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Notes:

1.

2.

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)

Two most prominent women of the time were executed:
Frantiska Plaminkova who was executed by Nazis, and
Milada Horakova who was executed by communists after
they took over the country.

More information about this organization can be found in
Cr'nushanov (1992)

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.

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

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.” (Kotlandova-Koenig, 1999) One might ask
what the difference was from other (capitalist) countries.




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.
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(kanmuraymucTuukuTe) 3eMju. MefyToa, :xeHuTe BO Yelka,
Ha IpUMED, HE caMo IITO UMaa IPaBo Ha TOa, TYKy MOpaa
Jla paborar, 11a He IIOCTOeIe JITYEH U300p.

NaTepnjy co Karepuna Koso3oBa, 12.04.2007

Hen o uuB ce: Arat Y., 1990; Arat Z., 1998; Berktay, 2001,
Cakir, 1991, 1993; Demirdirek, 1993; Durakbasa, 2000;
Yaraman, 1996; Zihnioglu, 2003.

3a moBeke nHGOPMAIUKM U TOETAIHA aHAIN3A BUIETE
Bo: Sirman, 1989; Tekeli, 1986; 1988; 1989.

Nurepsjy Petr Pavlik, 24. 08. 2004.

Jla cmoMmeHeMe caMo JIeJT 0T HUBHUTE U3JJaHHja: KyﬂaBKo—
Ba, 1981; 1998; 1998; 2001; IlleneBa, 1996; 2000.

NuTepnjy co Karepuna Kosozora, 18.09.2006
http://www.identities.org.mk/eng/

[IpaBoTo Ha r71ac u 1a 6ujat u3bupanu Bo YexocsioBadka,
Ha mpuMep, Oellle CTEKHATO BO 1920 a Bo MakenoHwuja
JIyPHU BO 1946 roiuHa.

Jlest o ocTBapeHUTe MPOEKTH, WJIM OHHE IIITO CE BO TEK,
MPEKY HCTPA)KyBarkha M IPENOPaKUd /0 HHCTUTYIUUTE,
¢pupmute n meguymure Bo Permybiuka Yemka ce: Hai-
fipesap 3a Hajoobpa dupma 3a edHakeu modxcHociu, K
eHuille 80 floauiliukailia uau dajilie UM 21acC HA JHceHuille,
Iocitiapuitie xcenu u otiwidiecitisoitio. IToBeke aeranu
MoOzKe Jla Hajaere Ha http://www.en.genderstudies.cz/ac-
tivities/ (26.11.2006). IllerTapor ro usgane u /JotionHu-
flienHUOTH u38ewiliaj 3a eJHak08 UpelliMaH U e0HAK8U
MOXMCHOCTIU 3a madicuilie u xcenuite, (Pavlik, 2004), 3ac-
HOBaH Ha HEKOJIKY UCTPAKyBakba OKOJIy CHTYaIlHjaTa BO
KJIy4HU UHCTUTYI[UU, MEJUYMUTE U IPABOTO.

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

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.
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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.

Interview with Katerina Kolozova, 12.4.2007

Several of them are: Arat Y., 1990; Arat Z., 1998; Berktay,
2001; Cakir, 1991, 1993; Demirdirek, 1993; Durakbasa,
2000; Yaraman, 1996; Zihnioglu, 2003.

For further information and analysis see: Sirman, 1989;
Tekeli, 1986; 1988; 1989.

Interview with Petr Pavlik, 24. 08. 2004.

Just to mention some of their publications: Kymnaskosa,
1981; 1998; 1998; 2001; IlleseBa, 1996; 2000.

Interview with Katerina Kolozova, 18.09.2006
http://www.identities.org.mk/eng/

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

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.

http://www.en.genderstudies.cz/ (13.11.2006)
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18.

19.

20.
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22,

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

http://www.ths.cuni.cz/gender/ (13.11.2006)
http://www.ths.cuni.cz/gender/ (13.11.2006)
http://fss.muni.cz/gs/ (13.11.2006)

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

Ogxp:xana Bo Ilpara, 08.-11. jyHu 2003 roguna. Bunere:
Linkova & Alice Cervinkova, 2004.

PenoBuure paborunuuiun PemuHuciivuka tedazozuja,
HaMEHETH 32 CTPYYHAalll KOU Ce 3aHMMaBaar co obpaso-
BaHUeE 3aII0YHAa BO 2001 FOJIMHA U CE OAP:KyBaa JABaIaTu
TOAUIITHO HAa Pa3HU YHUBEP3UTETH BO Pemybinka Yemnka.
PaborwiHnuTe ce KOHIEHTPUPAAT HA COJPIKUHUTE
u obiunuTe Ha PONOBOTO 0OpasoBaHWE, KAKO M HA
MIOANTAKETO HA POJIOBATA CBECT BO 0OPAa30BHUOT IIPOIIEC.

Wutepsjy co Ilerp IlaBnuk, 24.08.2004
Bunere http://www.euba.org.mk/eng/sub.asp?kat=70

Bupnere http://www.gendersee.org.mk/conference/index.
asp. Enen op pesysararure Ha oBaa copaborka e u: Koso-
308Ba (yp.), 2000-2002.

HeobjaBeHo wucTpakyBame, CIIPOBEZEHO OFf CTpaHa Ha
HIIPC Bo 2004-2005.

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

BakBata cTpyKTypanuja He caMo Ha IMUEATA Ha IIpPeIMe-
THTE — a OTTYKA U COAPKUHUTE HA IIporpaMara — TyKy U
Ha KHUTHUTE, KOHQEPEHIIUNUTE U CUMIIO3UYMHUTE YKAXKyBa
HA YIIITE e7IeH 3aCTOj: IPEBJIACTA HA TIEPCIEKTUBATA ,,)KEHH-
Te u...“ yIIITe He € HaJIMUHATA.
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

http://www.ths.cuni.cz/gender/ (13.11.2006)
http://www.ths.cuni.cz/gender/ (13.11.2006)
http://fss.muni.cz/gs/ (13.11.2006)

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

Held in Prague, 8-11 June 2003. See: Linkova & Alice
Cervinkova, 2004.

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.

Interview with Petr Pavlik, 24.08.2004

See link: http://www.euba.org.mk/eng/sub.asp?kat=70
See link: http://www.gendersee.org.mk/conference/
index.asp. One of the outcomes of this collaborative

process has been: Kosiozosa (ed.), 2000-2002.

Unpublished research, conducted by RCGS in 2004-
2005.

See, http://www.sozm.org.mk/mak/rodovi%2o0studii.asp

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.
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