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op Mapuna Jarwuh—Komap,
ooyent IlpasHoz gpaxyarera y beoipady

MEXAHH3AM TIPABHOT VPEBEIbA IIOPOOHYHHX OOHOCA

Vpebeme NOPOAMYHUX OJHOCA MpecTaje ga Oyfe caMO TEOPUjCKO H
MMPaKTHYHO IMTale NpaBHe HayKe K Tadka pa3ua’Kerkha PasiIMUHTHX HIEO-
JIOLIKHUX Tornena. HajHOBHja HCTpa’KHBarha Yy COLMjaIHOj aHTPOIIONIOTH}H,
MICUXOJIOTHjH, COLIHjaliHOj IICHXOJIOTHjH MNMa H V CEMHOTHIH VCIOBHIA CY
MPOMEHY ITPHCTYNa HpoGleMiima ITPaBHOr HOpMHpaiha IOPOOHYHHX OIHOCA.
HacToju ce ma ce yIBpae NpoMeHe Pa3sBOjHO-TEHETHUYKH H Ja Ce YTBPAE OCHOB-

He jedHHHIle KOje cy 3axBalieHe ITPOMEHOM.

1. H3meHa npagHONOAUTUMKUX 3axTesa

TloTpe6Ga 3a nMpaBHHUM vpebemeMm MOPOAHYHUX OJHOCA HacTana je v Tpe-
HYTKY Kajg Cce CpPONHWYKM CHCTeM Kao OpraHH3allHjCKH MPHHIMI IPVIOTBA
pacnao W Kaj Cy IIPOLIECH XETepOoreHH3allMje KyJATVpe M paciiojaBarka OpVII-
TBa IPOY3POKOBAJIM HYJ)KHOCT COLHjallHE H CHCTEMCKE HHTerpauuje Ipyio-
TBa(1l). IlopoguyHo mpaBO je Oyro Bpeme OHJIO HM3BaH TIJIaBHUX IIyTEBa IIPO-
MeHa, IpenymreHo obuuyajuma W Mopany(2). Y npouecuMa PyHKIMOHAIHOT
AridepeHUMpaba APVILTBA IMOPOJHUA T'YOM €KOHOMCKe VYHKIMje anHd IpaBHO
yBajiaBame TPaOWLMOHAIHHX ONHOCAa Yy TOPOAMIM ONpaBfiaBa IpHBHIIETH]je
pacnonarama. HMOBHHCKH ORHOCH CE€ NMpPaBHO PEryiHUIY H Jouupajy Y rpaban-
CTBY cdepy CHCTEMA H TaKO NOJMTHUKH HeyTpamuirv(3).

3a caBpeMEHO APVIITBO MHOTO je 3HavyajHHjU MpoGJieM KPH3e COLMjalu-
3anuje NMYHOCTH Y nopomuiy. TpagullioHallHa npefaja Imocraje HeQOBOJbHA H
HeaJeKkBaTHa. 3aMemyje je HMIepaTHBHO H3rpabeHa eTHKa KOja Harjiamasa
JyHKLUHjy vcMepaBama. PacTe ayTOHOMHja cHcTeMa Koja HM3asuBa noreharse
NnpaBHe HHTepBeHIHje, amu U yBehaBa ja3 HopmaTuBHOT H ¢akTHykor. CvBu-
IaK MHTEPBEHIIHje KOjH He MO)<e Ja ce NMpHXBaTH Hamehe cucremy KBaudH-
Kauuje APVYIOTBEHOT HHXKemwepcTBa. Pacte 6poj areHumja 3agy’KeHUX 3a Ipos-
neMe Topojulle, a HHUXOB IlepCOHAN AeNYyj€ H Kao peajHa ApYINTBEHa CHara v
npolewUuBay U AedUHMCawy THX Mpodilema. CBe BHIE ce oueKvje of JbYi-
CKHX OJHOCA HOK CY HCTOBPEMEHO APVINTBEHH YCIIOBH CBE BHIlE OrpaHHMYaBa-
jvhu(4). IIpaBHONIOMHMTHYKH LHEEBH Memajy KapaKTep H IIOCTaB/bajy CE MHO-

(1; Z. Bauman, Kyarypa u Opywrteo, Beorpaa, 1984, crp. 145.

(2) G. EO0rsi, Comparanve Civil (Private) Law, Budapest, 1979, p. 351.; p. 601.

3) Mapxc-—EHrel\c Panu padosu, Hampujea, VI nsaame, crp. 5481,

4) M. A. Glendon, The American Family in the 200th Year of the Republic, FLQ V.

(
X n. 4, 1977, p. 354.
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To amMOHIUMO3HMju 3axTeBH. He xemu ce mocTHhE caMO NYKO OXp>KaBambe
nopeTka Beh M 3aJ0BOBEHe IOTpeba WIaHOBAa IIOPOMMIIE, IIpE CBera JHelle.
Ilopoguuna mpaBa ce TpaHcopmuily y conujamHe ¢yHximje. Ox pomurespa
ce ouekvje ma obesbeme MaTepHjanHe YCIIOBE M afe€KBaTaH GH3WUKH pPasBoj
Kao M da VTHYy Ha MopainHo dopmupame pnerera. CYIpOTHO paHHjOj CIpeM-
HOCTH fla Ce IPHXBaTH Aa DPONUTEIBH HMajy NPHBHIETH]Y OIUIYYMBArsa, YC-
Baja ce IpeTNocTaBKa camoofipebema Yak H Y3 PH3HK ,MIlafallaykux Ipe-
mraka’“(s).

Memajy ce u obmm 3amTure. JIOK Ccy cTapHja IpaBa IOTUTHIA Of-
pacie wWiaHOBe MNOPOJMIle Of ,HETOCIVIIHE fele’ cala ce 3alllTUTA Ipy)Ka
Jeud Koja cy JKPTBe 3JI0CTaBlbakha, 3aHEMapHBamka HIH HECIIOCOGHOCTH pPOAM-
Teba(6).

HcroBpeMeHO, COUMjaJlHH 3aXTeBU BpTorlaBo pacry. Ilopommiia mocra-
je ,ApyioTBeHu IpoOieM'“, a OPVINTBO C€ IOCTaB/kha Y IIONOXKAj BEIHKOT
IV KHHKA HAKO XPOHHMUYHO IIaTH Off HHCOIBEHTHOCTH.

Tlopen OoBakBOr IPABHOIOIMTHYKOT YCMEpPeHa 3alladka Ce U IIOCTEIEHO
TipoGHjamke HOBe KOHIleIm¥je HNpaBHOr ypebewa NOpPOIHMYHIX OOHOCA H TO
Ha MebyHapogHOM IUIaHY KOJjH ce cykoOikaBa ca IPVYINTBEHHM H HOEOJOIL-
KUM IpaHullaMa H3pa’XeHUM Yy HaIlMOHAIHHM IIPaBHMM CHCTeMHMa. OCHOBHHU
1Hb KOjE ce »xenm nocTuhu je obe3bebeme cIOGOANE IHMUYHOCTH H  EHEHOT
JIMYHOT M IOpojuuyHor >kuBoTa. OBO Hacrojame ce cymapa Ipe cBera ca jem-
HHMM VCKHUM CXBaTalmeM IpaBa KOje IPaBHO pelleBaHTHUM CMaTpa caMoO Cy-
KoOe y €KOHOMCKO] M ColHjaHOj cdepH, a IpUMEHY IpaBa Ha Apyre OOMe-
He KBanuduKyje Kao 310ynoTpefy NpaBHOI OOMHMKa, IOIITO OpPaBO IpER-
cTaB/ba MexaHH3aM pa3pelllaBalba JIpYIUTBeHe maTonoruje. Ilpm ToM ce 3a6o-
PaB/ba H 0jaBa CBOjEBpCHe NATONOTHje koja ce AedHHHUIIEe Kao Kpaj HHIWBU-
nyyma(7). )

2. Tunosu npasre UHTEpPEEHYUje

IMapanenno ca OpolecCHMa CeKylapHusalMje IMPaBHOI HOPMMpama IOpo-
OUUYHUX OfiHOCA, Teye Ipollec pa3fBajaka IIpaBa M Mopana. UurbeHuUa Aa
Opak mnpecTraje na ob6e3bebyje €eKOHOMCKY CHIVPHOCT, JIMIIIaBa Pa3BOpd MOpall-
HHX MMIUIMKandja ¥ HeyTpamule 3Hayaj KpHBHIlE VY IIOCTYIKY IIOBEPaBakha
meTera. Mepe Koje ce mpenysHMajy rybe kKapakTep KasHe. TexHHMKa Mopamu-
30Bama 3aMemyje ce TEeXHUKOM HOPMAalM3allHje, PaclpaBbalkheéM CYKOGILEHHX
uHTepeca. MopajlHO HeyTpaJlHd HHTEpecH YoOmJaBajy ce HOpMaMma Koje Of-
pebyjy oBmawhewa u npormicyjy 3abpane. ©OpMyNHIille ce LPYIITBEHO IIO-
>KelbaH MOJEN TOpOodMile: IIOTIIVHA, OpadHa, HyKJleapHa nopomuria. Y oOnHO-
cuMa pOfUTelhba U Jelle IPaBHH MOJEN IIOpOIHIle Ce KOHKperHayje creme-
hum npernocraBkama: 1) ma cy POOMTEEH YTBpbeHH, 2) pna NOCTOjH 3ajeq-
HHIla >KHBOTa DOMHTEha M Jele M 3) Ja ce mpaBa CIOpPa3yMHO OCTBapyjy
u obaBese cropa3yMHO H3BpmiaBajy. Kapm ce mopeMere oOBe IIpeTIOCTaBKe,
HacTaje Cyko6 HHTepeca PpOOMTEba H JEle, ONHOCHO HY’>XHa je HHTEpBEH-

(5) W. Miiller—Freienfels, Possibilities and Limits to legislation in Cases Affecting
Chxldren, ,,The Child and the Law New York, 1976., p. 607
Dingwall, J. M. Eekelaar, T. Murray, Childhood as a Social Problem A Survey of
the Hxstory of Legal Regulatxon, Journal of Law and Society’ v. 11 n. 2/1984.
3’_157(7) J. Habermas, Hpoﬁ/teMu newuTuMayuje y KacHom xanurasusmy, 3arpe6, 1982 crp.
14

7 (8) 5M Jamuh—Komap, IIpaso Oerera Ha acusor u 30pasme, Aucepraunja Beorpaa, 1981.,
<Tp. 72—12
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UHja HaQIEXKHOr OpraHa W j07a3H 10 IIpOMEHe Y IpaBHOM CTaTvCcy cvhje-
raTta(8). IlpaBHa HHTEpBEHL}Ija V TAKBOj KOHLEMIWjH NpENCTaB/ba PEaKUHjV,
a TMpoMeHe Ce KBAaTHQHKY]Y Kao peryiicame IaTONOLIKe cHTyauuje(9).
Cnepmehn TuHn uHTepeeHuHje [aH3enOT HasHBa ,CTapaTeibcKa HHTEPBEHILIH-
ja“ u kBanudHKYje Kao IMOKyILIAj Ja ce MPHBATHO NOHAalIawke peryiuile Ge3
AupekTHe mnpucuie. OCHOBHa mNpeTNOCTaBKa cTapaTe/bCKe UHTEPBEHIMjE je
Ja rnopofauile Koje HeMajv IUTa Ja CKPHBajy HeMajv pasnora pa oadHjajy
Haa3op. Tako opdujawke Hag3opa MMIUTHUMPA KPHBHIY @a MOCHAEIWYHO M
penpecujv(10). KomOuHoBalseM VIPaBHOI IIOCTVIIKA Ca MeTOJaMa COLIMjalHOT
paga MOCTENEHO ce NHCKPEeOHTVje IpaBHHU IIOCTVIIAK Kao penpecHBaH, Nnoced-
HO 30or creuudHuHe NPHPOAe VYNPaBHOT TNOCTVIIKA, H HarjlalllaBa ce 3Hayaj
TICHXOMOIUKOT M ICHXMJaTPHjCKOr TPEeTMaHa Ma MOCTVIIAK Y UEeIHHH [00Hja
KapaKkTep TepamneyTCKor pasymeBama(ll).

3. Kpusa nopoduie uau (u) ixpusa npasa

ITojam KpH3e je, Moxke ce pehH, NMoOCTao CBaKHMAAlllH H TPH TOM Ce
eroBa cafp’KMHa pacTBOpMJIa V Ppa3lIUyMTHM 3HauemHMa. Kpu3a ce Han
nu3jeqHayaBa ca KpajeMm nopoguue(l2) unu ce pedunHHllle Kao TemMebHa NPO-
THBPEYHOCT APVIITBA, Ma Ce TpaXke keHH V3poluH. AKO ce Vy3poLH KpH3e
JouMpajy v HOPMaTHBHH CHCTEM, MHIILBEEA CE [elle Ha OHa Koja V VCle-
paBajyhoj ¢yHKUMjU NpaBa BHAe NpHMapHe V3pOKe HeBobe(13), MIH KpH3V
cariefaBajy Kao TeXHHUKO-TIpaBHY(14) MMM VvKa3vjy Ha HECNOCOBHOCT ITpaBa
1a pemaBa npo6neme nopoauue(l15). Msrnena ucrnpaBHHje nedHHHCame KpH3e
Kao Kpu3e KpuUTHuke MHCIH(16), jep ce CYIITHHA TmNHTama MOMEpHIa ca
JpVILTBa Ha MeEXaHH3Me INpeTaKala COLHjalHHX CVKoba y TNCHXHYKE V KO-
juAla aAMHHHCTPAaTHBHO NpaBO [OOHja TepanevTCKy MepjaHHIY a NpHiapHa
rpvna-nopogvia ryéy OWTKY ca TONEePaHTHHjHM HMHCTHTVLHjaMa Koje HMajv
MMVHHTET O MHCTHTVLIHOHAJIHOI 3aHeMapHBaiba.

HUnak, ako ce aHajiM3Hpa CHCTeM HOpPMH Hauehe ce uumweHHua 1Ja
ApVIUTBEHO NOX<ebaH MOJen NOpojMlle 3aMemyvje cBe Behin Opoj pa3snHUHTHX
nopoaHuHux curvauuja(l7). 36or Tora ce MoOCTaBma INITalbe aJeKBaTHOCTH
NMpaBHOr MOfeNla MOPOAMile U NOHVBEHH cy pa3nUYHTH OAroBopH oa Aedop-
vanMsanMje Gpaka M CJIOGOAHMX BaHGpauyHux 3ajepnuua(l8), npviuTBeHHX ve-
TaHOBa 3a nely, no npocBehuBamwa(l9).

. (9) He Ttpe6a ry6uTit 13 BiAQ il jeAaH HACOAOWIKH MOMEHAT NPHCYTAIl ' 3aKOHCKOj
npakcu. HcrHue ce aa obGa poaHTe.ma HMajy JICTa MpaBa H O0ABe3€ YaK 1l NO MpecTanky 3a-
jeantiue x:npora: Kodexc PCPCP.

(10) R. Dingwall, J. M. Eekelaar, Family and the State: An Historical Perspective on
the Public Regulation of Private Conduct, Oxford, 1985., p. 12

(11) ArTepHaTuBHY ¢opMy couHjasHe opraHu3auilje npeaaaxky J. Goldstein, A. Freud it
A. Solnit v Beyond the Best Interest of the Child a v HOBHje BpeMe KpPHTHUYKE oleHC TpeHAa
Aa Cce MNCHXOAOTHja KOPHCTH A2 AErHTHMHIIE HAAA COUHjaAHe OpraHH3auiljeé TaKo, Aa MOpPaAHe
W TIOANTHUKe OAAVKe MOCTajy crBap mnpslpoaHor mpasa u3Hoce R. Dingwall u J. M. Eckelaar,
Judgements of Solomon: Psychology and Family Law, Oxford, 1985, p. 22.

(12) R. Romi.y uaanky: La conception de la famille en droit Europeen: Le droit nom
civil de la famille, Paris, 1983, p. 343 HaBOAH Aa je noceban Gpoj pesitje ,Autrement’’ nocse-
lien mopoamuit 43 1975 umao HacaoB |, Finie la famille.

(13) Koxen, Fenomenologija prava, Beorpaa, 1984, crtp. 1#4.

(14) G. Eorsi, op. cit., cTp. 542—546.

(15) J. Goldstein, op. cit.

(16) P. Ilekodu, Apviuteenu 3ab6opas, Beorpaa, 1981, crp. 132.

(17) G. Cornu, Droit Civil, La Famille, ed. Montchrestein 1984, p. 22—26.

(18) OBa pewema Cy H3pa3 HacTojarba Aa ce pelidilkyje nojeaiHau Tako wro he ce
aTOMH3HpaTH.

(19) 36or orpaHiueHOr MPOCTOpa 3aAp>KaheMo Ce caMo Ha MOCAEAmEM MNMOHVBEHOM pelletsy .
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4. ITpoceehusarve

Kako Kpaj NnoOpoiHile Huje NMOCTao M ApVIUTBeHa pearHocT(20), Ha mo-
NyJIapHOCTH CBe BHIlle N0OHja mpocBehHBame Kao HHCTHTYLIMOHAJIHU OIrOBOD
MOTIOMOTHYT CLUMEHTH3MOM KOjH JIAKO Y DOJUTE/bHMAa IIperno3Haje HHXOBY
HECTPYYHOCT, a u300p OpayHOr Apyra Kao KpyUHjaJHO MOPAlHO IHUTAILE
(panudje je To OWJIO CTymame V IOJHE OJHOCE) HeyTpalullle IOjMOBHMA:
Pa3iTMYHTO NOPEKIIO, HUBO 0oOpa3oBakba, MpodecHja, HecarjlaCHOCT HapaBH UTH.

V Be3u ca mpocBehuBambeM, npukasyjvhu camMo jemaH IpuMep ,,0CHTY-
pama CBHX IPETIIOCTAaBKHU U yBjeTa crnonHe cpelie mynu“, Pajx maje npukas
v KOjeM HEKH CTaBOBM HHM [0 JaHaC HHCV H3TYOMIIH Ha aKTYEeIHOCTH H Ba-
Kewv. ,Ja pOOHTEbH M VYHTEbH JAjelle HUCY CaMH IOIPelIHO OATOjeHH,
Ja OHM CamMH HHCYy OONECHH, U Kaj OH ce MAjeNH M ajoJecCLieHTHMa MOTIH
HernocpeiHo JaTH HajOoO/bH OAIOjHH YBjeTH, cTBapH OH OuHle jemHOCTaBHE.

HsBan Tux UeHTapa (y30pHH OArojHu 3asogu — M. Jamwmnh) Bamar ie
MPHIIpEMATH CEKCYaTTHO-€KOHOMCKO INPHPOAHO ypebliBalbe CIOJHOT >KHBOTA Y
\MacoOBHOM pasajepy. Kao npso Hauveno Ty he ce makako MopaTH ITPH3HaTH
Ja CMO:IHM >KHBOT HHMje NpHBaTHa CTBap; TO He Baba KPHBO CXBATHUTH MOX-
Ja y TOM CMHCIY Kao fa OM Taga HeKH Ip;KaBHH QYHKIHOHAp JOOHO mpa-
BO Ja ce MHjellla y HeuyHje KpeBeTHe TajHe. Tume ce MHcau jJa ce Gpura
OKO CIMOJIHOr NPECTPYKTVHpalba JbYOH, OKO VCIOCTaBbalha HUXOBE IOTIVHE
CITOCOOHOCTH 3a CNOJHO VY KHBalbe He MO’Ke NPENYCTHUTH NPHBATHOj HMHHLU-
jaTHBH, HEro na je OHa jeAHO KapAHHAHO NHTake LjeNOKYMHOr APYUITBEHOT
JKMBOTA.

Tlpeypebewe crnonHora >KHBOTa HHKaKko Hehie cMeTH JeKpeTHpaTH HeKa

IleHTpaiHa BnacT. Hameby >kMBOra >KMBOTa Mace H CTPYYHO NIKOJIOBaHHX
lleHTapa IocpeloBaT he WIMpPOKONET/baCcTa MpeKa CIOJHOIONHTHYKMX Opra-
HHU3aU4ja .. .
... V mpouecy couHjanHe peBoilyuHje oOHUTED lie ce mocBe CHIVPHO pacnac-
TH. IToBpaTak Ha CTapH OOHTE/BECKM MNopefak Huje moryh. Obutembcku oceha-
ju U OOHTE/bCKe BE3aHOCTH Mace MOopajy ce yBaykaBaTH, THMMe LUTO he ce o
OOMTE’bCKOM MHTawy VY HEroBy >KHBOM TOKY HENpecTaHO FOBOPUTH M pjelua-
BaTH nocBe jaBHO''(21).

Dr. Marina Janjié-Komar,
Assistant Professor of the Faculty of Law in Belgrade

THE MECHANISM OF LEGAL REGULATION OF FAMILY RELATIONS
Summary

Perceiving of the mechanism of legal regulation of family relations by
using the genetic method and the construction analysis of units rather than
elements, amounts to greater heuristic value. The significance of the synthe-
tic, but also of the critical insight, is even greater since we are witnessing
an ever greater acceleration of social processes and changes which could
hardly be ecknowledged by means of applying tools of strictly limited scien-
tific disciplines.

Legal regulation of relations within the family is becoming more and
more a controversial theoretical and practical issue. The changes are visible

(20) Pomwu, op. cit., cTp. 343.
(21) W. Reich, Cnoana pesoayyuja, 3arpe6, 1985, crp. 311—314.
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in defining the legal-political objectives. One endeavours to tchieve more
ambitious goals, such as ensuring the needs of family or the freedom of
personality. The types of legal intervention too change. The technique of
resorting to morals is replaced by the one of normalisation of relationships,
but also of extending public intervention by using verious techniques of
guardianship.

The characters and scope of legal intervention are justified by the
crisis which is located in the world of experience and life, or within the
system. The tendency is noticed in this process of replacing legal means and
instruments for settling family conflicts, which are considered of a repressi-
ve nature, by other mainly therapeutic instruments and ways. These ways
and means extend the intervention in the sphere of prevention too, which
is most frequently identified with education. In any case, without further
research in the field, which would provide adequate critical position, such
solutions do remain in the sphere of abstract humanism which is good to
serve various ideologies.

Dr Marina Janjic-Komar,
proffesseur agrégé a la Faculté de droit a Belgrade

MECANISME DE REGULATION JURIDIQUE DES
RAPPORTS FAMILIAUX

Résumé

En observant le mécanisme de la régulation juridique des rapports
familiaux par la méthode génétique et analyse de construction, soit analyse
des unités et non des éléments, on assure une plus grande valeur heuristique.
L’'importance de l’examen syntétique mais aussi critique est d’autant plus
grande que nous sommes les contemporains de l'accélération croissante des
processus sociaux et de 'amoncellement des changements qu'on peut diffi-
cilement observer par des moyens rigoureusement délimités par les disci-
plines scientifiques.

La régulation juridique des rapports en famille devient une question
théorique et pratique de plus en plus contestée. On remarque des changements
dans la définition des objectifs juridico-politiques. On tache d’atteindre des
objectifs plus ambitieux, tels que d’assurer les besoins de la famille ou bien
la liberté de la personnalité. Les types d’intervention juridique changent
aussi. La téchnique de moralisation est remplacée par la téchnique de nor-
malisation des rapports mais aussi I'élargissement de l'intervention publique
par des téchniques de tutelle.

Les caractéres et le volume de l'intervention juridique sont justifiés par
la crise qui se situe dans le monde de la vie ou bien dans le systéme. On y
remarque la tendence de rejeter les moyens juridigues pour la solution des
conflits en famille comme etant repressifs et on les remplace par d’autres
moyens, surtout thérapeutiques. Ces moyens permettent d’élargir l'interven-
tion sur la prévention aussi qui est le plus souvent identifiée a l'instruction
(civilisation). En tout cas, sans recherces poursuivies qui assureraient une
position critique, ces solutions restent dans le domaine de I’'humanisme ab-
strait qui sert bien les differantes idéologies.
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