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bstract: This paper provides an analysis of psychological resil-

ience to propaganda in the contemporary information space,
with particular emphasis on digital platforms, which represent key chan-
nels in the distribution of propagandistic and manipulative messages.
The transformation of communication channels has led to a change in
the nature of propagandistic activity, which has become participatory,
decentralized, and algorithmically supported, thereby significantly in-
creasing its reach and impact. The paper considers the basic theoretical
characteristics of propaganda, disinformation, and contemporary forms
of manipulation, as well as the psychological mechanisms that enable
individuals and communities to defend themselves against propagan-
distic influences. Special emphasis is placed on a theoretical overview
of cognitive and socio-affective individual psychological factors that con-
tribute to resilience to propaganda, as well as on collective resilience
factors, given that psychological resilience, particularly in the contem-
porary information space, does not depend exclusively on individual
characteristics but also on the broader social environment. The paper
examines the characteristics of inoculation theories in the context of
strengthening psychological resilience through the development of indi-
vidual and collective capacities for recognizing and rejecting persuasive
messages. The paper emphasizes that inoculation mechanisms, based
on the principle of “cognitive immunization,” represent an effective form
of preventive action that enables the creation of psychological protection
mechanisms against propaganda-related influence. In the conclusion,
the significance of defensive psychological resilience in contemporary
information conflicts is considered, particularly in the military context,
where propaganda can undermine morale, cohesion, and trust in com-
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mand structures. The need to integrate media and digital literacy train-
ing into military education and training programs is highlighted, in order
to increase readiness for action in conditions of information warfare.

Key words: psychological resilience, propaganda, manipulation, dis-
information, information warfare, digital platforms, media literacy, inoc-
ulation theory

Introduction

Propagandistic activity in contemporary information warfare occupies a central
position, given that digital media have enabled the rapid and mass dissemina-
tion of content across an almost unlimited internet space. The development of digital
media, followed by their transformation through social networks, has opened space
for more intensive propaganda-related activity that encompasses various aspects of
social life. With the development of digital technologies, global connectivity, and social
media platforms, propaganda has become an integral part of so-called information
warfare, in which military, political, economic, and informational instruments intertwine
(Prorokovi¢ & Parezanovi¢, 2023).

In the contemporary environment, information warfare increasingly takes the form
of a struggle for dominance in the information space. Its important objectives include
actions directed at the opponent’s sources of information, as well as changing the way
the opposing side thinks, both in the military sphere and in the broader social context
(Miljkovi¢ et al., 2022). Since propaganda significantly influences the outcomes of
these struggles, it is necessary to clarify its basic characteristics in order to under-
stand its importance in the context of the contemporary era.

According to Roth (2010), propaganda can be viewed as a specific form of com-
munication and message transmission aimed at inducing changes in the behavior
of those at whom propaganda is directed. In other words, propaganda represents a
form of communication that conveys certain ideas, attitudes, and opinions in order to
influence recipients and shape their beliefs, seeking to win them over. A more con-
temporary definition of propaganda states that it is a “deliberate, systematic attempt
to shape perceptions, manipulate cognition, and direct behavior in order to achieve
a response that furthers the desired intent of the propagandist” (Jowett & O’Donnell,
2015, p. 7).

Throughout history, the term propaganda did not carry a negative connotation until
the First World War, when it began to be used in public discourse to denote manipula-
tion and deception of the public (McCluskey et al., 2023). According to some authors,
propaganda became synonymous with manipulation or deception primarily because
of the morally questionable methods that were used over time to disseminate infor-
mation, beliefs, or doctrines, particularly in the period following the world wars. Prop-
aganda is often viewed primarily as media manipulation aimed at achieving social
control in a political sense, since it is most commonly associated with the activities of
governments, political parties, and various organizations (Morav¢ikova, 2020). This
perception has been further reinforced by the fact that propagandistic activity has of-
ten accompanied certain violent actions and the use of force during periods of political
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and wartime upheaval (Sutiu, 2012), representing one of the instruments for achiev-
ing military objectives and manipulating the intensity of combat morale (Cabarkapa,
2007), which remains the case today.

Such a development of the concept of propaganda has led to the emergence of
numerous classifications, among which the most frequently highlighted in the litera-
ture is the division into white, black, and gray propaganda, which is still widely applied
today, particularly in the context of hybrid and various forms of psychological warfare
(Gacinovi¢, 2012). White propaganda is based on the open, public presentation of in-
formation, the source of which is clearly identifiable and legitimate, and whose content
is largely accurate and objective, although it may be selectively presented (Gacinovi¢,
2012). Black propaganda refers to information originating from concealed or false
sources, as well as completely fabricated or falsified information. Such information
aims to deceive the audience by concealing the actual sources and motives (Jowett
& O’Donnell, 2015); the goal of this type of information dissemination is for the audi-
ence to remain unaware of the manipulation, that is, not to know who stands behind
the messages, while believing the content to be legitimate, thereby granting the mes-
sages greater persuasive power and making their verification and contestation more
difficult. Finally, gray propaganda represents a phenomenon between white and black
propaganda, involving the dissemination of partially accurate or distorted information.
These messages are difficult to verify because they combine true and false elements,
while the sources behind them remain unclear. The objective of gray propaganda is to
create uncertainty and confusion among the audience regarding the content, thereby
increasing the influence of the propagandist and making it more difficult to challenge
the conveyed messages (Jowett & O’'Donnell, 2015; Gaéinovi¢, 2012). It can be said
that contemporary propaganda is predominantly based on the principles of gray prop-
aganda, due to the specific nature of the digital environment in which it operates,
which will be discussed further.

With regard to the use of propaganda in modern conflicts, technical and techno-
logical development has led to the necessary transformation of their character. Con-
temporary conflicts are increasingly conducted in the informational domain, in which
unarmed, informational and propagandistic content assumes an almost central role
and becomes one of the key instruments of action (Vuleti¢, 2018). In parallel with the
evolution of modes of warfare, propagandistic methods have also advanced, adapting
to contemporary technical and technological conditions. For this reason, propagan-
da-related content and activities today should not be viewed solely within the tradi-
tional framework of political or military action; rather, these activities encompass not
only classical propaganda methods but also economic and political pressures, there-
by making propaganda a key element of information warfare strategy and enabling the
manipulation of perceptions, beliefs, and behavior of target groups (Vu€ini¢, 2017).

Modern propaganda, including specific psychological—-propagandistic activities, is
not limited solely to the dissemination of messages but may encompass an entire
spectrum of actions aimed at shaping the perceptions and behavior of target groups—
for example, activities such as various forms of pressure (economic or political) often
possess a pronounced psychological component in order to exert additional influence
on the psychological states of state actors and individuals (Vugini¢, 2017). In this
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context, according to Alispahi¢, propaganda can be viewed as an effective system
of endangering and destroying an enemy that does not exist in a physical or material
form, but rather in an abstract, invisible, and elusive one (Alispahi¢, 2020, p. 75).

Understanding these processes enables a clearer insight into the ways in which
propagandistic strategies are integrated into broader psychological-propagandistic
activities, thereby opening space for a theoretical analysis of their operation in con-
temporary digital media and communication environments. For this reason, within this
paper, the term propaganda will be used in a general sense, that is, as any deliberate
effort to convey a particular message or attitude to the widest possible audience (Sela
et al., 2025, p. 2). Following the theoretical overview of the concept of propaganda, an
analysis of the modes of its dissemination in contemporary communication conditions
is presented, given that digital spaces have conditioned the emergence of key differ-
ences in comparison to traditional models of its transmission.

The Dissemination of Propaganda in the
Contemporary Information Space

Propaganda-related activity has always required certain means and channels ca-
pable of broadly transmitting and “implanting” appropriate messages into the “hearts
and minds” of target populations, whether domestic, friendly, allied, or (most often)
enemy peoples (Alispahi¢, 2020). The evolution of propagandistic techniques, as well
as their application, demonstrates that propaganda cannot be viewed outside the so-
cial and technological context in which it emerges. Whereas in the past the means of
message dissemination were limited and controlled by the state or religious institu-
tions, in the contemporary digital environment they have become more decentralized,
significantly faster, and far more difficult in terms of identifying their true sources and
intentions.

The rapid development of information technologies, combined with the influence
of social networks, has significantly facilitated the implementation of propaganda and
various psychological-propagandistic activities. The introduction of new information
technologies has contributed to the formation of a complex information environment
that encompasses not only physical and virtual components (such as infrastructure,
communication networks, rules, and processes) but also a cognitive dimension, that
is, the sphere of human perception, understanding, and information processing. This
practically means that the contemporary information space includes not only infor-
mation as such but also the way in which it is understood and interpreted, that is, the
manner in which it influences attitudes, emotions, and behavior (NATO, 2023, AJP-
10.1). The contemporary information space therefore represents a specific communi-
cation environment that possesses the capacity to shape individual decision-making
as well as to construct social narratives, which is indeed one of the key tasks of prop-
agandistic messages (Jowett & O’'Donnell, 2015).

The dissemination of propaganda in the contemporary digital space has a marked-
ly different character compared to traditional forms. Social media platforms have led
to a transformation of communication models, reflected in the loss of a clear boundary
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between senders and receivers of information, that is, between propagandists and
the target audience (Lewandowsky, 2022). Instead of static and passive recipients of
messages, users of these platforms have become so-called prosumers, who simulta-
neously receive messages while actively participating in their production and further
distribution. This aspect is of fundamental importance for online propaganda, as it
transforms message recipients into active participants in the propagandistic process,
as a result of which propaganda, in comparison with its traditional form, becomes
participatory and seeks to engage the target audience in the active dissemination of
its messages (Wanless & Berk, 2022).

The characteristic of participation has led to a shift in the understanding of con-
temporary propaganda, and the scholarly literature increasingly refers to the concept
of participatory propaganda, through which traditional definitions of propaganda are
adapted to the contemporary technological and communicative capacities of the dig-
ital age, given that propagandistic activity has acquired new dimensions, reach, and
influence (Wanless & Berk, 2022). Active participation in the process of message
dissemination within the information space is further facilitated by the fact that al-
most all existing digital network platforms are easily accessible and designed to be
user-friendly, while at the same time functioning as both a “lure” and a “target” for
certain, specifically defined user groups (Carr, Cuervo Sanchez, & Daros, 2020). It
should be emphasized that the idea of audience participation in the dissemination of
propaganda is not new; however, in the contemporary digital environment there has
been a change in power relations among actors. Namely, although strategies of prop-
aganda dissemination continue to spread “top-down,” that is, from influential actors
and organizations toward the broader public, the contemporary environment exploits
the phenomenon of participation in order to encourage audiences and media to react
actively, thereby further disseminating, amplifying, and legitimizing messages through
the participation of users themselves (Briant, 2024; Lewandowsky, 2022).

Participatory propaganda enables the establishment of dominance in the infor-
mation space, as it is based on the distribution of messages that spread through
the actions of real users as well as automated accounts (so-called bots), thereby
deliberately blurring the boundary between false and authentic content and making
their differentiation more difficult (Wanless & Berk, 2022). Finally, another important
characteristic of participation on digital networks is reflected in the possibility of so-
cial engagement, which provides users with a psychologically rewarding and socially
acceptable opportunity to participate in online activities; namely, participation creates
a sense of directly influencing important social issues. It is important to note that this
form of participation requires minimal effort, which further increases the likelihood of
engagement and content dissemination. Although this sense is most often superficial
and illusory in nature, it represents one of the main motivations for the transition from
the passive role of message recipients to active participants in their dissemination,
which directly enables propagandists to more effectively amplify their messages, ob-
scure their sources, and increase their acceptance among the wider public (Wanless
& Berk, 2022).

Digital networks play a key role in the information space, serving primarily as chan-
nels for message distribution, but not merely as passive transmitters—through them,
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messages are shaped, adapted, and further amplified in order to exert influence on
target audiences. Various digital network platforms, such as X (formerly Twitter), Tel-
egram, TikTok, Reddit, Instagram, Facebook, YouTube, and others, represent fertile
ground for the placement and processing of messages, which may originate from
different actors, whether known or anonymous. According to Tadi¢ (2025), the afore-
mentioned social networks have become the main channels for the dissemination of
contemporary propaganda, which largely takes place through the spread of disinfor-
mation and fake news, the publication of fabricated content, as well as false “testimo-
nies” of individuals and groups.

What makes these platforms suitable for the placement of propagandistic and ma-
nipulative messages is the use of specialized digital tools, algorithmic systems, and
bots, which can automatically disseminate predefined content as well as target spe-
cific user groups or territories, thereby significantly increasing the reach and impact of
propagandistic messages in the digital space (Sela et al., 2025). Another advantage of
automation in message dissemination lies in the fact that, in addition to improving dis-
tribution efficiency, it allows propagandists to remain anonymous throughout the entire
communication process, which is a key aspect of concealing not only their identities
but also their true intentions (Nerino, 2023). The lack of clear authorship and control
creates fertile ground for the spread of false or manipulative content, as identifying
the original creator is often very difficult or even impossible (Usher & Carlson, 2018).

These processes significantly undermine the quality of public information, contrib-
ute to the formation of alternative sources of information, and encourage the gathering
of individuals into closed online communities, within which the capacity for critical as-
sessment of reality is considerably limited (Bubanja, 2024). This represents one of the
main challenges posed by digital media and social networks—namely, the increasing-
ly intensive spread of disinformation and deception, which are often viewed as part of
propaganda-related activity aimed at shaping audience attitudes and behavior.

In the contemporary era, disinformation has been recognized as a significant so-
cial and security challenge. According to the Global Risks Report 2025 of the World
Economic Forum, disinformation and misinformation, together with social polarization,
continue to represent key contemporary risks, ranking fourth and fifth on the global
list, respectively (World Economic Forum, 2025). Such a high ranking is not surprising
given the accelerated spread of false and misleading content, which further amplifies
other leading risks faced by contemporary societies, including armed conflicts and
extreme weather events.

Disinformation represents a complex and evolving concept that changes depend-
ing on the involvement of various actors, as well as on new techniques and tech-
nologies for the production and dissemination of falsehoods and manipulations, par-
ticularly within the information space. In order to understand the complexity of this
phenomenon, it is first necessary to operationalize the concept of disinformation and
distinguish it from related forms that are often used in parallel, despite referring to dif-
ferent phenomena. To introduce clarity into the terminology, under the auspices of the
Council of Europe a conceptual framework was defined in which this phenomenon is
referred to as information disorders, within which three basic types are classified: dis-
information, misinformation, and malinformation. This classification takes into account
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the dimensions of harm and inaccuracy, on the basis of which the main differences
between these concepts are described.

Disinformation refers to deliberately created false information intended to cause
harm to an individual, a social group, an organization, or a state (Wardle & Dera-
khshan, 2017), and according to some interpretations represents the smallest unit in
the chain of propaganda dissemination (Kazi¢, 2025, p. 106). Disinformation can also
be considered a form of propaganda when it is used to achieve political, economic, or
military objectives, regardless of whether it is supported by official institutions or not
(van der Linden, 2023; Majchrzak, 2023).

Misinformation also consists of inaccurate information, but information that is
shared without the intention to cause harm. It represents a milder form of incorrect
information, most often shared under the belief that its dissemination may be useful or
informative to others (Wardle & Derakhshan, 2017). Such information often appears
credible and reliable, yet is the result of misinterpretation or misunderstanding. Mis-
information also includes accidental journalistic errors, such as incorrectly reported
dates.

Finally, the third concept refers to malinformation. These are information based
on true and factual data but used with the intention to cause harm to individuals, or-
ganizations, or states (Wardle & Derakhshan, 2017). For this type of information, the
term malicious information may be used, as it involves a direct and deliberate intent
to cause harm.

We consider it important to mention another significant term that frequently ap-
pears in the scholarly literature, namely fake news. The use of this term has experi-
enced a sharp increase in public discourse, to such an extent that it was designated
the “word of the year” by the Collins Dictionary in 2017. Given that the heterogeneity
of meanings and the breadth of usage of the term exceed the scope of this paper, a
more recent definition will be adopted, according to which fake news refers to news
articles or messages that are published and disseminated through the media and
contain inaccurate information, regardless of the means and motives behind their pub-
lication (Sharma et al., 2019). As can be seen, within the classification of information
disorders, the term fake news is not distinguished as a separate category, despite its
particular popularity and widespread use in public discourse; fake news should be
viewed as part of the broader phenomenon of disinformation, that is, as its subset,
since it involves inaccurate information and the potential to deceive audiences (Broda
& Stromback, 2024; Wardle & Derakhshan, 2017).

According to the aforementioned classification, disinformation represents the most
serious form of information disorder, as it combines the fabrication of content with the
deliberate intent to cause harm. The combination of false content and harmful intent
renders disinformation particularly dangerous, as it can undermine trust in institutions
and the media. This outcome is achieved through the creation of false representations
and perceptions, whereby efforts are directed toward shaping a distorted worldview
or interpretations among recipients, based on inaccurate beliefs (Hameleers, 2023).

However, it should be noted that disinformation is not always consciously devised
by the actors who further disseminate it, particularly within the information space.
In practice, it often occurs that propagandists (creators) deliberately produce false
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content and then inject it into information flows at points where it can be picked up
by more credible or widely followed actors (amplifiers), thereby increasing its reach,
credibility, and speed of dissemination (Wardle & Derakhshan, 2017). In this way,
media organizations and individuals frequently act as intermediaries in the spread
of disinformation, often unknowingly, by adopting unverified content or distributing it
through algorithms that are designed to favor popular and emotionally engaging ma-
terial. Thus, even unintentionally, they become channels through which manipulative
information reaches the wider public (Falis, 2009). The business models of modern
digital platforms are based on maximizing user engagement and retaining attention for
the purpose of monetization. Such a model prioritizes content that generates higher
engagement and viral potential, not necessarily content that is accurate (Lazer et al.,
2018). Research has shown that false content spreads “farther, faster, deeper, and
more broadly” than truthful information (Vosoughi, Roy, & Aral, 2018, p. 1147). As a
result, disinformation attains greater reach and an appearance of legitimacy, thereby
further amplifying its impact. Empirical studies confirm that audience attention is par-
ticularly attracted by content that is controversial, sensationalist, surprising, confirms
existing beliefs or prejudices, and contains strong emotional charge and visual sali-
ence—precisely the characteristics that often define disinformation (Lewandowsky et
al., 2017; Vosoughi, Roy, & Aral, 2018).

Given that disinformation poses a serious threat to the adequate understanding
and perception of reality for individuals as well as for entire groups, nations, and
states, the development of resilience becomes one of the key factors in preserving
psychological stability and social cohesion (Red, Pursiainen, & Eklund, 2025). For
this reason, understanding the psychological mechanisms of resilience is of essential
importance for protection against propagandistic influence.

The Concept of Psychological Resilience

Although the concept of resilience is present across various scientific disciplines,
psychology can be said to occupy a central place in its study, given that resilience rep-
resents an important concept within its specific fields (clinical, developmental, social,
and health psychology). The broad use of the term has led to multiple interpretations
of the concept of resilience which, due to its interdisciplinary nature, encompass both
individual and broader social aspects and largely depend on the context of applica-
tion. The concept itself covers a wide range of phenomena—from cells and biological
systems, through individuals and organizations, to environments, nations, and states
(Southwick et al., 2014). The term resilience derives from the Latin word resilire (re
— back, salire — to jump), meaning to bounce back or “return to the original position.”
This etymological origin forms the basis of contemporary definitions and conceptual-
izations (Den Hartigh & Hill, 2022).

Theoretical approaches emphasize the multidimensionality and complexity of the
concept of resilience to varying degrees, yet they share common essential elements.
In brief, psychological resilience may be defined in the scholarly literature in various
ways: as the ability to recover and return to a state of balance after adversity; as a set
of individual traits and attitudes that enable successful coping with difficulties; as the
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capacity for persistence and growth despite unfavorable circumstances and challeng-
es; as a dynamic process that develops through the interaction of personal, social,
and societal factors; and as a form of positive adaptation that involves the use of one’s
emotional, cognitive, and behavioral resources when facing challenges (Rutter, 1993;
Southwick, Vythilingam, & Charney, 2005; Fletcher & Sarkar, 2013; Sisto et al., 2019).

Despite the heterogeneity of approaches and definitions, the fundamental charac-
teristic of resilience lies in its connection to confronting challenges or threats, which
constitute necessary elements for its emergence (Bracke, 2016). In situations in which
an individual faces threats, whether real or anticipated, resilience denotes the ability to
withstand such threats, adapt to them, and recover from them, thereby

mitigating potential negative outcomes for the individual (Luthar & Cicchetti, 2000).
It can be observed that across all conceptualizations of resilience, the capacity for
adaptation is particularly emphasized, as most of its aspects are grounded in it to
a greater or lesser extent (Sisto et al., 2019). Resilience therefore represents a key
component in managing emotional and social difficulties, as it enables individuals to
employ psychological and behavioral resources when confronting adversity (Shrivas-
tava & Desousa, 2016). These resources primarily include individuals’ cognitive and
emotional capacities, social networks and support, as well as various motivational
factors underlying resilience, which are interrelated, complementary, and together
contribute to the overall level of resilience (Fletcher & Sarkar, 2013).

The presentation of different understandings and definitions of resilience serves to
illustrate the breadth and complexity of this construct and to facilitate a better under-
standing of its key components that enable adaptation, recovery, and stability under
conditions of threat and adversity. It is precisely these dimensions of resilience that
provide the foundation for understanding its significance in the context of defense
against contemporary propagandistic influence within the information space.

The Role of Psychological Resilience in
Defense Against Propaganda

The concept of resilience has only recently begun to be applied in the context of
propaganda practices and the spread of disinformation. This concept can be adapted
to contemporary forms of informational and communicative digital channels, given
that propagandistic activities, as part of broader information warfare, represent a spe-
cific type of challenge that requires the development of resilience at both the cognitive
and the broader societal levels.

According to Hansen (2017), it is possible to distinguish two dimensions of resil-
ience that counter information attacks: physical and cognitive. The physical dimen-
sion aims to prevent propagandistic content from reaching users at all. This includes
various practices implemented by digital platforms, such as limiting the visibility of
certain content (e.g., shadow banning) or the complete removal of content. On the
other hand, the cognitive dimension is viewed as a kind of psychological firewall, that
is, as a filter that prevents the penetration of disinformation by retaining or blocking
information that is assessed as potentially harmful (Hansen, 2017). Although there is
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a theoretical distinction between these two dimensions of resilience, it can be said that
they operate in parallel and that a deficiency in one requires compensation through
the other, and vice versa (Bjola & Papadakis, 2020).

The foundation of psychological resilience consists of various factors whose com-
bined action enables individuals to confront propagandistic information in a way that
reduces its psychological impact. Factors of resilience to propaganda represent inter-
connected cognitive and socio-affective characteristics of individuals that participate
in the processing and evaluation of information. Although differences exist among
them, none of these factors operates in isolation; rather, they are integrated and form
adaptive strategies of information processing, thereby contributing to defense against
propagandistic activities (Ecker et al., 2022).

With regard to cognitive factors, research has shown that the ability for analytical
thinking is one of the most important protective factors of psychological resilience,
whereas, on the other hand, a tendency toward intuitive reasoning, as well as vari-
ous forms of memory errors, contribute to greater vulnerability to inaccurate informa-
tion and reduced resilience to propagandistic influence (Pennycook & Rand, 2020;
Ecker et al., 2022). In this context, it has been established that individuals with pro-
nounced analytical thinking evaluate information content and sources more rationally
and demonstrate a greater ability to recognize inconsistencies, exaggerations, and
implausible claims, particularly on digital platforms (Pennycook & Rand, 2018). Con-
versely, memory errors refer to situations in which individuals forget the sources of
information, disregard or fail to attend to contradictory information, or misattribute ac-
curacy to information simply because it is familiar to them (Mitchell & Johnson, 2009;
Ecker et al., 2022). These processes lead to the phenomenon known as the illusory
truth effect, which occurs when repeated false claims are perceived as more accurate
and credible due to a sense of familiarity and cognitively easier processing of content
(Fazio, 2020; Brashier, Eliseev, & Marsh, 2020). Consequently, the level of resilience
is weakened, as the ability to distinguish reliable from manipulative information is
compromised, given that detailed and thorough analysis of content and its accuracy
does not take place (Ecker et al., Pennycook & Rand, 2020).

Among socio-affective factors, a key role in resilience to propaganda and manip-
ulative content is played by the capacity for emotional regulation, which represents
the ability to control and adjust one’s own affective reactions (Southwick et al., 2014).
Research indicates that individuals with reduced emotional regulation during content
interpretation show a higher likelihood of believing false information (Martel, Penny-
cook, & Rand, 2020; Luhring et al., 2024). However, it should be noted that emotions
arising during content interpretation are neither unidirectional nor do they invariably
reduce levels of resilience; their influence largely depends on the broader context—on
the type of emotion, the moment of its emergence, and the way in which the individual
interprets it in accordance with prior beliefs. In other words, the effect of emotional
responding is shaped by situational factors as well as by cognitive processes accom-
panying information processing (Llhring et al., 2024). It can be said that emotional
arousal and affectively charged reactions, particularly when expressed automatically,
contribute to diminished critical judgment, whereas well-developed skills of emotional
self-regulation contribute to higher levels of resilience (Martel et al., 2020; Ecker et al.,
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2022). Research has also shown that certain emotional states, such as positive mood
(Koch & Forgas, 2012), social exclusion (Poon et al., 2020), and the need for social
validation (Melchior & Oliveira, 2023), may increase susceptibility to deception and
contribute to the emergence of the aforementioned illusory truth effect, particularly in
situations where credibility judgments rely on subjective feelings of familiarity or ease
of information processing.

Within socio-affective factors, personal beliefs and values, political affiliation, iden-
tification, and the attractiveness of information sources also play a significant role in
psychological resilience (Ecker et al., 2022; Hameleers, 2023). This is consistent with
the view that individuals tend to process information in ways that confirm their existing
attitudes and protect their social identity (Kahan, 2013). However, when these pat-
terns become overly rigid and closely tied to personal identity, vulnerability to propa-
ganda increases. This is explained by findings showing that individuals are more likely
to accept information that affirms their identity and beliefs, while being less inclined to
accept information that threatens their identity (Kahan, 2017; Zmigrod, 2022)..

Nevertheless, psychological resilience, particularly in the contemporary informa-
tion space, does not depend exclusively on individual characteristics. It is also condi-
tioned by the broader social environment. According to Humprecht et al. (2020), re-
silience represents a complex phenomenon that includes collective capacity to over-
come adverse circumstances, with particular emphasis placed on the role of social,
political, and informational structures, especially the level of societal polarization and
the functionality of the media system. Research has shown that in societies character-
ized by high levels of political polarization and support for populism, environments are
created that are less resilient to disinformation, which is explained by greater “infor-
mation pollution” within the information space and difficulties in achieving consensus
on facts (Humprecht et al., 2020). Furthermore, declining trust in mainstream media
further undermines collective levels of resilience, as media lose their capacity to unify
audiences around reliable information, thereby opening space for the spread of disin-
formation and manipulative narratives (Humprecht et al., 2020). Such circumstances
further lead to an increased tendency for individuals to seek information from dubious
alternative sources, which may be composed entirely of false information (Altay et
al., 2024). According to domestic authors (Pesi¢ & Miljkovi¢, 2025; Petrovi¢, 2021),
education about current social phenomena, as well as truthful and regular reporting
on them, also represent important factors in defense against information influence,
as they can affect the assessment of the credibility of messages aimed at shaping
individual perceptions and behavior.

As can be concluded, resilience to propagandistic influence is a complex and mul-
tidimensional process that cannot be adequately built once information has already
spread. In support of this claim are research findings indicating that post hoc correc-
tion of disinformation is often slower and less effective than the proactive development
of “cognitive immunity” (Lu et al., 2023). Therefore, it is necessary to act proactively
and preventively in order to increase individuals’ ability to recognize and reject manip-
ulative messages before they exert their influence.
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Inoculation Theory as a Model for Strengthening
Defensive Psychological Resilience Against
Propagandistic Influence

Contemporary research increasingly points to the importance of preventive action
as a key means of strengthening individual and collective resilience to propaganda
and manipulative content, particularly within the information space which, as previ-
ously noted, is highly susceptible to such threats. One of the most effective theories
based on a preventive approach is the classical inoculation theory, which continues to
find wide application in contemporary research and practices aimed at strengthening
resilience to propaganda, especially in the modern information environment.

Inoculation theory was developed in the 1950s by McGuire (1964), immediately
following the Korean War. The primary impetus for the development of the theory was
the case of nine American prisoners of war who decided to remain with their captors
after the end of the Korean War, which was then interpreted as a consequence of
“pbrainwashing.” In response, McGuire began to explore ways of developing resistance
to persuasion and propagandistic messages, representing a significant shift away
from research that had almost exclusively focused on increasing message persua-
siveness (van der Linden, 2023).

At the core of this theory lies a concept based on an analogy with medical immu-
nization. Namely, during the process of medical immunization, weakened forms of a
virus are introduced into the body so that the immune system can respond to their
presence (for example, through the production of antibodies) and create protection,
enabling the organism to successfully defend itself against stronger variants of the
virus at a later stage (McGuire, 1964). By analogy, McGuire argued that attitudes can
be “protected” against persuasive attacks if individuals are first exposed to milder,
weaker versions of persuasive arguments opposing their beliefs, followed by strong
and convincing counterarguments to the presented claims. In this way, resistance to
future, stronger attempts at persuasion is developed (McGuire, 1964). Because of
this parallel with the process of developing “immunity,” McGuire’s inoculation theory is
popularly referred to as a “vaccine against propaganda” (Panjeta, 2012).

In brief, according to inoculation theory, the preconditions for strengthening the
resistance of attitudes and opinions (that is, for preventing changes in attitudes and
opinions) consist of two key mechanisms: threat (or what some authors refer to as a
forewarning of threat) and the preventive generation of counterarguments (Compton,
2013). Threat refers to the recipient’s awareness that there is a possibility of exposure
to persuasive attacks and manipulative messages (Traberg et al., 2023), as well as
recognition that the attitudes under attack are “vulnerable” and thus susceptible to
change (McGuire, 1964). In this context, threat functions as a signal and motivation-
al force for activating a “mental immune system,” which initiates cognitive defense
against persuasive attacks (Compton et al., 2021; Panjeta, 2012). The second key
mechanism, the preventive generation of counterarguments, involves providing recip-
ients with concrete content that they can use to strengthen their own attitudes in de-
fense against persuasive messages. This primarily refers to designing and presenting

11/70



Psychological Resilience to Propaganda in the Contemporary Information Space

counterarguments that preemptively refute persuasive claims, as well as highlighting
possible deceptive tactics that may be employed. The goal is to equip message recip-
ients in advance with an “arsenal” of arguments and knowledge that can be used in
future situations involving stronger attempts at deception and persuasion. In this way,
cognitive resources that are important for protection against persuasive and poten-
tially deceptive messages are strengthened (Traberg et al., 2023; Compton, 2013).
Inoculation can be implemented in an issue-based manner, where the focus is on pro-
viding counterarguments related to specific topics (e.g., health-related information), or
in a technique-based manner, where the emphasis is placed on broader manipulative
techniques used in the production of propagandistic messages (Lewandowsky & van
der Linden, 2021). According to the classical model, inoculation interventions are con-
sidered to function by increasing the perceived sense of “threat” from manipulation,
thereby enhancing motivation for self-defense (Compton, 2013). More recent inter-
pretations of the theory emphasize the role of memory processes, suggesting that the
strength of established memory traces is a more important factor for the effectiveness
of inoculation interventions than motivation or perceived threat (Maertens et al., 2021).

Research has repeatedly confirmed the effectiveness of inoculation theory. It has
been found that inoculation significantly increases resistance to propaganda across
various domains, including politics, health, and climate change (Lewandowsky & van
der Linden, 2021; Traberg et al., 2022; Cook et al., 2023), improves the ability to dis-
tinguish accurate from false information (Lu et al., 2023), and reduces the likelihood
of acceptance of online radicalization (Braddock, 2019). As can be concluded, inoc-
ulation theory represents an effective approach to strengthening individuals’ psycho-
logical resilience, as research indicates that the inoculation process provides a certain
degree of protection against various forms of persuasion and propagandistic influence
and can be considered a significant defense mechanism in the contemporary informa-
tion environment.

Conclusion

Contemporary technological development clearly indicates that digital propaganda
will remain a persistent phenomenon. Although it cannot be completely eliminated, its
negative effects can be significantly mitigated through a better understanding of the
ways in which it operates and an assessment of the types of influence it produces,
as well as through an understanding of the psychological processes that strengthen
resilience at both the individual and societal levels.

In the military context, understanding these phenomena is of crucial importance,
as the information space increasingly represents the central battlefield of contempo-
rary conflicts. Propagandistic activity in the digital environment does not target only
the perception of the enemy, but also the trust, cohesion, and morale of one’s own
forces. Building psychological resilience among personnel should therefore become a
strategic priority, as it enables the preservation of individual stability, collective morale,
and trust in institutions and command structures.
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Continuous exposure to propagandistic activities and the inability of personnel to
resist them may carry the risk of more serious consequences, which can potentially
lead to the disruption of the functioning of the military system, both at the unit level and
at the institutional level. The application of principles of psychological resilience and
inoculation theory within the military should include training personnel to recognize
manipulative content and propagandistic mechanisms, as well as to critically evaluate
information through various training programs and educational initiatives. In addition
to these competencies, it is considered important to implement training focused on the
development of media and digital literacy, given that digital media and forms of prop-
aganda-related activities are rapidly evolving; accordingly, military training programs
must keep pace with these changes in order for personnel to remain aligned with the
contemporary challenges of the information space.
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Summary

his paper analyzes psychological resilience to propaganda in the contemporary
information space, with particular emphasis on digital platforms, which repre-
sent key channels in the distribution of propaganda and disinformation. The transfor-
mation of communication channels has led to a change in the nature of propagandistic
activity, which has become participatory, decentralized, and algorithmically supported,
thereby significantly increasing its reach and impact. The paper examines the basic
theoretical characteristics of propaganda, disinformation, and contemporary forms of
manipulation, as well as the psychological mechanisms that enable individuals and
communities to defend themselves against propagandistic influences. Special em-
phasis is placed on a theoretical overview of cognitive and socio-affective individual
psychological factors that contribute to resilience to propaganda, as well as on collec-
tive resilience factors, given that psychological resilience, particularly in the contem-
porary information space, does not depend exclusively on individual characteristics
but also on the broader social environment. The paper discusses the characteristics
of inoculation theory in the context of strengthening psychological resilience through
the development of individual and collective capacities for recognizing and rejecting
persuasive messages. It is emphasized that inoculation mechanisms, based on the
principle of “cognitive immunization,” represent an effective form of preventive action
that enables the creation of psychological protection mechanisms against propagan-
distic influence. In the conclusion, the importance of defensive psychological resil-
ience in contemporary information conflicts is considered, particularly in the military
context, where propaganda can undermine morale, cohesion, and trust in command
structures. The need to integrate media and digital literacy training into military edu-
cation and training programs is highlighted in order to increase readiness for action
under conditions of information warfare.
Key words: psychological resilience, propaganda, manipulation, disinformation,
information warfare, digital platforms, media literacy, inoculation theory
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AﬂCTpaKTZ Pag ce 6aBv aHanM3oM MCUXOIMOLLKE OTMOPHOCTU Ha
nponaraHgy y caBpemMeHOM MH(OPMaLMOHOM MPOCTopy, ca Mno-
ceOHMM OCBPTOM Ha guriTanHe nnatgopme, Koje NPeacTaBrbajy Kibyu-
HE KaHane y aucTpubyumju nponaraHoHUX ¥ MaHWUNynaTMBHUX NOpyKa.
TpaHcdopmauyja KOMyHUKAUMOHMX KaHana [Josena je OO0 NpoMeHe
npupoge nponaraHgHor AenoBaka, Koje je noctano napTuuMnaTuBHo,
[eLeHTpan1M3oBaHo 1 anroputaMck NoapXaHo, YuMe ce 3Ha4ajHo no-
BehaBa HeroB JOMET v yTWUaj. Y pady ce pa3marpajy OCHOBHe Teo-
pujcke KapakTepucTuke nponaraHie, Ae3vHdopmaumja u caBpeMeHmx
obnuka MaHvnynauuje, Kao U NCUXOMOLLKU MeXaHu3MK Koju omoryha-
Bajy nojedvHUMMa W 3ajegHuuama ga ce ogbpaHe o mponaraHgHUX
yTuuaja. MNocebaH akueHaT CTaB/bEH je Ha TEOPMJCKU MpUKa3 KOrHM-
TUBHUX U COLMOAEKTUBHUX WHOMBUOYANHUX MCUXOMOLIKMX haKTo-
pa Koju AOMPUHOCE OTMOPHOCTU Ha MponaraHdy, Kao U Ha KOMeKTUBHE
¢hakTope oTnopHoCTM, Byayhu Aa NCuxonoLlka OTMOPHOCT, HAPOYNUTO
y CaBpeMeHOM MH(OPMaLMOHOM NPOCTOPY, HE 3aBUCU UCKIbYUMBO Of
kapakTepucTuka nojeauHua Beh 1 of Lwuper ApYLITBEHOr OKpYXeha.
Y pagy cy pasmartpaHe kapakTepucTuke Teopuja MHOKynaumje y KOH-
TEKCTY jayarba NCUXOMOLLKE OTMOPHOCTU, KPO3 pa3Boj UHAUBUAYAMHUX U
KONEKTMBHUX KanauWTeTa 3a NpenosHaBate 1 ogbaumBame yoehyjyhnx
nopyka. Y pagy je HarmaleHo a MexaHusmu MHOKynaumje, 3acHoBa-
HW Ha NPUHLMMY ,KOrHUTUBHE UMYyHW3aLWMje”, NpeacTaBmbajy edmkacaH
HaYMH NPEeBEHTUBHOT [ernoBaksa koju oMoryhasa ctBapare ncuxonoLu-
KX MexaHu3ama 3allTuTe of nponaraHAaHor yTuuaja. Y 3akrbyyky paja
pa3maTpa ce 3Hayaj NCUXosoLLKe OTNOPHOCTU oAbpaHe y CaBpeMeHUM

* OBaj pag je pe3yntat paga Ha npojekty ,BojHa npodecuja y Cpbujm y caBpemeHom 6e36en-
HOCHOM OKpYXXeky”, Koju ce peanwuayje y MIHCTUTYTY 3a cTpaTterujcka ucTpaxviBara, a omHaHcmpa
MuHucTapctBo ogbpaHe Penybnuke Cpbuje (ISI/DH/3/24-26).

1 YuuBep3auTeT opbpaHe y Beorpaay, WHcTuTyT 3a ctpaternjcka uctpaxuBana, beorpap,
Penybnuka Cpbuja, E-mail: uros.miljkovic@mod.gov.rs, https://orcid.org/0009-0006-9374-8641
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MHOPMaLMOHNM CykoBMMa, HAapOYMTO Yy BOJHOM KOHTEKCTY, rae npo-
naraHga MOXe YrposuTW Mopasi, KOXe3ujy W MOBepewe y KOMaHOHe
CTpyKTYype. Vctnue ce notpeba 3a UHTErprcarem TpeHUHra Megmjcke 1
aurutanHe NMCMEHOCTM y BOjHe nporpame obyke, kako 6u ce noeehana
CMPEMHOCT 3a [ief10Bak€e Y YCNoBMMa MHGOPMaLMOHOT paToBatba.
KrbydHe peum: [lcuxonowka ommopHOCM, nponazaHOa, MaHumy-
nayuja, Oe3uHgpopmauuje, UHpOpMaUUOHO pamosarbe, OuaumarHe
nnamegopme, medujcka NUCMeHocm, meopuja UHOKynayuje

YBog

I-IponaraHLlHo [enoBamwe y CaBpeMEHOM WMH(OPMAaLMOHOM paToBaky 3ay3u-
Ma LeHTpanHo mecTo, 6yayhu ga cy gurutanHu megujy omoryhunu 6p3o u
MaCOBHO LUMpeHe cagpxkaja Ha roToBO HEOrpaHUYEHOM WHTEPHET npocTopy. Pa3goj
AUrUTanHux megumja, a 3atm 1 HUXoBa TpaHcgopMaLumja Kpo3 ApyLTBEHE Mpexe,
OTBOPMO je NPOCTOP 3a WHTEH3MBHWje NponaraHaHO AernoBake Koje 3axBara pasnu-
4uTe acnekTe ApyLUTBEHOr XMBOTa. Ca pa3Bojem AurutanHmux TexHonoruja, rnobanHe
MOBE3aHOCTU 1 MeAWja ApYLUTBEHMX Mpexa, NponaraHaia je noctana uHTerpaniu aeo
T3B. MH()OPMALIMOHOT paToBakaZ, y KojeM ce BOjHU, MOUTUYKM, EKOHOMCKM 1 MHAOP-
MaLMOHM MHCTPYMeHTM MeRycobHo npennuhy (Prorokovi¢ & Parezanovic, 2023).

Y caBpeMeHOM OKpYXehy MHGOPMAaLMOHO paToBake cBe Yellhe monpuma o6-
nuk 6opbe 3a JOMUHALM|OM Y MHEOPMALMOHOM NPOCTOpY. HberoBn BaxHU LUIbEBK
obyxBaTajy oenoBare Ha U3Bope MHopmaLmja NPOTUBHKKA, ann 1 MPOMEHY HauuHa
MULLIbEeHa CYMapHUYKE CTPaHe, Kako y BOJHOM, Tako U Y LUMPEM APYLUITBEHOM KOH-
Tekcty (Milikovi¢ i sar., 2022). Byayhv ga nponaraHga 3Ha4ajHoO yTuMYe Ha ucxog OBMX
6op6u, HEOMXOAHO je pasjacHUTW HeHe OCHOBHE KapaKTepucTuke Kako bu ce carne-
[3A0 HeH 3Hayaj y KOHTEKCTY caBpeMeHor goba.

Mpema Poty (2010), nponaraHaa ce Moxe carnegaTtv kao cneuuduyna dopma
KOMYHMKaLMje 1 NpeHoLLera Nopyka, koja uMa 3a Luib 13a3nBare NpoMeHa y no-
Halaky OHKX Ha KOje je nponaraHaa ycMepeHa. [pyrum peydvma, nponaraHaa npes-
cTaB/ba 06MK KOMyHMKaLuje Koju npeHocu ogpefieHe uaeje, CTaBoBe M MULLIbEHA
pagy yTvuaja Ha npuMaoLie, kako bu obnmkoBana HUxoBa yBepersa, HacTojehn aa ux
npugobuje. MogepHuja aedmHuumMja nponaraHae Kaxe fa je T0 ,HamepHu, cuctemar-
CKM NoKyLLaj obnunkoBaka nepuenuuja, MaHunynucame casHamwyma v ycMepaBahe
noHallaka pagy nocTusara peakuuje Koja nogpxasa XerbeHy HaMepy nponaraH-
aucre” (Jowett & O’'Donnell, 2015: 7).

Kpo3 nctopujy TepMuH nponaraHza Huje Mmao HeraTuBHy KOHoTauujy, cse fo lNp-
BOr CBETCKOT paTta Kaja je y jaBHOCTM NOYe0 Aa Ce KOPUCTH Y 3HaYetby MaHunynaumje
1 obmane jaBHocTu (McCluskey et al, 2023). MNpema Hekum ayTopyma, MponaraHaa je
nocTana CMHOHVM 3a MaHunynaLwujy unv obMaHy NPBEHCTBEHO 360r MOPANHO YNUTHUX
MeToZa Koje Cy kopulheHe y Uurby LuMpera HopMaLimja, yBepera Unm JOKTpuHa
TOKOM BpeMeHa, HapounTO y NEPUOAY HAaKOH CBETCKMX paToBa. [ponaraHaa ce 4ecTo

2 [letarbHuje 0 VMHMOPMALMOHOM paToBaky Y BOJHOM KOHTEKCTY BWAETU y MOHorpadmju
QDu3suoHOMUja caspeMeHUX opyaHux cykoba (IHCTUTYT 3a cTpaTternjcka ucTpaxuBama, 2025).
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carnegaBsa Kao NpeTexHo Megumjcka MaHunynauuja, ca LMrbeM noctusarwa apyLuTse-
HE KOHTPOe y NONMUTUYKOM cMucily, Byayhn fa ce HajuLe NoBesyje ca AeNnoBatbeM
Braga, NoONMUTMYKMX napTuja u pasnuuntix opraHunsaumja (Moravéikova, 2020). Oak-
BOM Buf)erby 4OAATHO je JOMPUHENa YuHeHMLA Aa je nponaraHaHa akTUBHOCT YECTOo
6una npatunay ogpefeHe HacunHe akuuje u ynotpebe cune y nepuoamnma nonutuny-
KUX W patHux npeeupana (Sutiu, 2012), npeactasrbajyhu jeqaH og MHCTpyMeHaTa
33 0CTBapMBaH-€ BOjHMX LMIbeBa M MaHunynauujy uHTeHsuteta 6opbeHor mopana
(Cabarkapa, 2007), wrto je yoctanom cry4aj n gaHac.

OBakaB pa3Boj nojma nponaraxHie yTuuao je Ha noja.y GpojHMX knacudmkauwja,
Mehy kojuma ce y nutepatypu Hajuelwhe nctude nogena Ha 6eny, LpHy 1 cyBy nNpo-
naraHzy, Koja ce u faHac LUMPOKO NpUMeHsYje, HapOUMTO Y KOHTEKCTY XMBpUAHOT U
pasnuMunTx obnuka ncmxonoLkor patoBaka (Gacinovic, 2012). bena nponaraHga
3aCHMBa Ce Ha OTBOPEHOM, jaBHOM M3HOLUEHY WMHGOpMauuja, Ymju je M3BOp jacHO
MPeno3HaT/bUB W NErMTUMaH, a Cagpxaj YrnmaBHOM TayaH U 00jeKTMBaH, Nako MoXe
OuT cenekTmBHO NpukasaH (Gacinovi¢, 2012). LipHa nponaraHaa o3HavaBa MHAOp-
MaLuje koje Jonase ca NPUKPUBEHUX UM NaXHUX M3BOPA, Kao 1 NoTnyHo habpukosa-
He unu pancugukosaHe nHgopmauumje. Ose HopmaLmje MMajy 3a Lurb Aa obmaHy
nybnuKy Tako WTo NpukpuBajy cTBapHe nasope 1 motuee (Jowett & O’'Donnell, 2015);
LMSb OBaKBOT LUMpeHa MHopmaumja je ga nybnuka He Byae cBecHa MaHunynauyje,
Tj. 4@ He ca3Ha Ko CTOju M3a nopyka v Aa NpuToM NoBepyje Aa je caapxaj nerntumad,
4yume ce nopykama aaje Beha moh yTuuaja 1 oTexaBa HMX0Ba NpoBepa W ocnopa-
Bakse. Ha Kpajy, cvBa nponaranza npefcrasrba oeHoMeH uamehy 6ene v LpHe, Koju
nogpasymeBa LUMpere AENMMUYHO TadHWUX UNW UCKPUBIbEHUX MHGOopMmaumja. Ose
MH(opMaLje Huje Nako MPOBEPUTU jep KOMOWHYjy WCTUHUTE W NaxHEe efniemMeHTe,
JOK y No3afuHu cToje HejacHu m3sopu. Lnrb cvBe nponaraHga je ctBapare Hecu-
TYPHOCTW 1 KOHdby3uje ko nybnuke y norneay cagpxaja, YmMe ce nosehasa yTuuaj
nponaraHaucTa 1 oTexasa ocrnopaBane npeHeTux nopyka (Jowett & O’Donnell, 2015;
Gacinovi¢, 2012). Moxe ce pehun fa ce caBpemMeHa nponaraHa NpeTexHO 3acHUBA
Ha MpUHUMNMMa CuBe nponaraHge, ycnesn cneuuduyHe npupoae AuruTanHor okpy-
XeHa Yy Kojem ce oaguja, o yemy he 6uTn peun.

Kaga je pev o ynotpebu nponaraHie y MOOEPHUM CyKOOMMa, TEXHWUYKO-TEXHO-
MOLLKM Pa3Boj AOBEO je A0 HYXXHE TpaHcdopmaLmje rxoBor kapaktepa. CaBpeMeHm
CykoOm cBe ce BuLIE BOAE Y MHPOPMALMOHOj cchepu, Npy Yemy HeOpYXKaHu, MHADOpP-
MaTVBHO-NpONaraHaHU CaapKaju UMajy roToBO LIeHTpasnHy ynory v nocTajy jedaH oa
KIby4HUX MHCTpyMeHTa genosama (Vuleti¢, 2018). MapanenHo ca pa3BojeM HaumHa
Bohera cykoba, HanpegoBane Cy U nponaraHaHe mMeTode, Koje cy ce npunarogune
CaBPEMEHUM TEXHWUYKO-TEXHOSMOLLUKMM ycnoBumMa. 36or Tora nponaraHaHe cagpxaje
1 aKTMBHOCTY JaHac He Tpeba mocmaTpaTtit camo Kpo3 TpagvLUMOHanHU OKBUP MOmu-
TWYKOT UMK BOJHOT [€N0Bakba; HauMe, OBe MponaraHaHe akTMBHOCTK 0ByxBatajy He
camo KrnacuyHe nponaraHaHe metoae Beh 1 eKOHOMCKE 1 NOMUTUYKE MPUTUCKE, YUME
nponaraHza nocTaje Kiby4YHu enemeHT cTpaTteryje MHOpPMaLMOHOr paToBaHa, OMO-
ryhasajyhv MaHunynaumjy nepuenumjomM, yBeperma 1 NoHallaweM LUIbHUX rpyna
(Vucinic, 2017).

MogepHa nponaraHga, a y OKBupY e U cneunduyHe ncuxonoLLKo-nponaraHa-
HE aKTMBHOCTM, He CBOAE Ce CaMo Ha LuMpete nopyka Beh mory obyxeartat YmTas
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CrekTap nopyka y uurby obnmkoBama nepuenumje v noHalamwa LurbHUX rpyna — Hip.
aKTMBHOCTM KaO0 LUTO Cy PasnuynT NPUTUCLM (EKOHOMCKM MM NOSIMTUYKK) YECTO Mo-
cenyjy 1 U3paxeHy NCUXOMOLLKY KOMMOHEHTY, Kako b1 ce 4o4aTHO yTuLano Ha neuxo-
foLKa cTaka ApXaBHUX YiHMnaua u nHanemaya (Vucini¢, 2017). Y 0BOM KOHTEKCTY,
npema pednma Anucnaxuha, nponaraHga ce MoXe nocMarpaTy kao edukacaH cuc-
TEM yrpoxaBara W yHULITaBaka Henpujaterba Koju He NocToju y M3NYKOM U Ma-
TepujanHom obMnKKy, HEro y ancTpakTHOM, HEBUASBLMBOM M Heaokyymsom (Alispahic,
2020: 75).

PasymeBate 0BMx npoueca omoryhaBa 6orbe carnefaBakbe HauyMHa Ha Koju ce
nponaraHfHe cTpaTeryje UHTErpuLLy y WMpe NCMXONOLWKO-NponaraHaHe akTUBHOCTM,
Yyume ce OoTBapa NPOCTOP 3a TEOPUCKY aHanM3y HUXOBOT AenoBata Y CaBPEMEHUM
AUrUTanHUM MeaujumMa 1 KOMyHUKaLMOHUM OKpY»Keksma. M3 Tor pasnora, y oKBupy
OBOr paga, TEpMWH nponaraHaa u 6uhe KopuwheH y onwTemM CMUCIY, OGHOCHO Kao
CBaKuW HaMepHu Hanop Aa ce ogpeheHa nopyka wnu ctaB NpeHece LITO LMpeM ay-
autopujymy (Sela et al., 2025, pp. 2). HakoH Teopujckor nprkasa nojMa nponaraHge
cream aHanusa HaumHa HEeHOr LUMPEeHa Y CaBPEMEHUM KOMYHMUKALIMOHWUM YCIOBMMA,
Oyoyhv oa cy gurutanHu NpocTopu YCNoBMAKM NOjaBy KIbyYHUX pas3nuka y OgHOCY Ha
TpaguUMOHanHe MOAesne heHor NPeHOLEHA.

LLinperwe nponaraHge y caBpeMeHoM
MHOPMaLIMOHOM MPOCTOPY

MponaraHgHo AenoBakse je oayBek 3axTeBano ofpefeHa cpeacTBa U kaHarne Koju
MOTY LUMPOKO Aa npeHoce v ,ycage” ogroBapajyhe nopyke y ,cpua 1 ymose” Luib-
HUX nonynaumja, 6uno ga cy To gomahu, Npujaterbcku, caBe3HNYKM uniu (Hajuelhe)
HenpujaTerscku Hapoaw (Alispahi¢, 2020). EBonyuuja nponaraHgHux TEXHUKA, Kao U
HeHa ynoTpeba, nokasyje Aa ce nponaraHaa He MoXe nocmaTtpaTi U3BaH APYLUTBEHOT
1 TEXHOMOLLIKOT KOHTEKCTa Y KOMe HacTaje. [Jok cy y NpoLunocTi cpeacTsa LWmpetba
nopyka 6una orpaHuyeHa 1 KOHTpoONMcaHa of ApXaBe UMW PenurnjcKUX MHCTUTYLW;a,
y CaBpeEMEHOM AUrMTanNHOM OKpYXekby OHa NoCTajy BULLIE AeLeHTpanM3oBaHa, MHOro
Opxa 1 faneko je Texe OTKPUTH HUXOBE NpaBe M3BOPE W HaMepe.

Bp3 pa3Boj MHPOPMaLMOHMX TexHonoruja, y KoMbuHaLuju ca yTuuajem apyLTee-
HUX Mpe3Ka, 3Ha4ajHo je onakLiao cnpoBofere nponaraHae U pasnuuUTHX NCUXONOLL-
KO-nponaraHgHUX akTMBHOCTY. YBOReHe HOBUX MHPOPMaLIMOHMX TEXHONOorvja Aonpu-
Heno je hopMupatrby CRoXeHOr MHGhOPMAaLMOHOT OKpYXekba, Koje obyxBaTa He caMo
pUsnYKy 1M BUPTYENHY KOMMOHEHTY (Kao LUTO Cy MHGPaACTPYKTypa, KOMYyHMKaLmjcka
Mpexa, npasuna u npouecu) Beh U KOTHUTUBHY OUMEH3W)Y, Tj. cepy rbyacke nep-
Lenuuje, pasymeBata n obpage nHopmaumja. To NpakTUYHO 3HA4YM Ja CaBpeEMEHU
MHopMaLmoHM NpocTop obyxsaTta He caMmo MHopMaLmje kao Takee Beh U HAYMH Ha
Koju oHe GuBajy cxBaheHe W MHTepnpeTupaHe, Tj. HAYMH Ha KOjU YTy Ha CTaBOBe,
ocehana n noHawara (NATO, 2023, AJP-10.1). CaBpemeHu MHGOPMaLMOHM NpOC-
TOp, Aakne, npeacTaBrba cneumuyHy KOMYHUKALMOHY OKOMMHY, Koja uma moryh-
HOCTM 32 0ONMKOBaH-€ JOHOLLEHa OAsTyKa NojeanHaLa, anv U usrpagHe ApyLTBEHUX
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HapaTWBa, WTO U jecTe jedaH of Kiby4HMX 3afaTtaka nponaraHgHux nopyka (Jowett &
O’Donnell, 2015).

Lvpetse nponaraHae y CaBpEMEHOM AUMMTANIHOM NPOCTOPY MMa 3HaTHO Apyra-
Ymnju KapakTep y O4HOCY Ha TpaguumoHanHe obnuke. Mnatdopme ApYLUTBEHUX Mpe-
Xa [oBene cy Ao NpoMeHe mogena KOMyHWKaumje, koju ce ornega y ryouTky jacHe
rpaHuue nsmehy nowwurbaoua v npuMaoua uHgopmaumja, ogHoCHO usmehy npona-
raHgucTa u umrbHe nybnuke (Lewandowsky, 2022). YMECTO CTATUYHMX WM NACUBHUX
nprMmanada nopyka, KOpUCHWLM 0BKX NnaThopMm caga nocTajy T3B. MPOCYMepW (EHT.
prosumers), Koju UICTOBPEMEHO NPVMajy MOPYKe, ann 1 akTUBHO YYECTBY]Y Y HUXOBO]
npou3BoakKn 1 Aarboj anctpudyumjn. OBaj acnekT je o CYLUTUHCKOr 3Havaja 3a OH-
najH nponaraxay, jep npMmaoLle nopyka npeTsapa y akTUBHE yYeCHWMKe nponaraHg-
HOTr npoueca, 360r Yyera oHa (y nopehekwy ca TpaguuMoHanHuM obnmkom), nocraje
napTuuunaTMBHa 1 HACTOjM Aa aHraxyje LUurbHy nyonmky y akTMBHOM LUMPEHY CBOjUX
nopyka (Wanless & Berk, 2022).

KapakTepuctvka naptuumnaumje foBena je 4O NPOMEHe Yy pasyMeBaky CaBpe-
MeHe nponaraHge, Te ce y CTPYYHOj nuTepatypu cBe 4elhe roBopu O TEPMUHY
napTuuuMnaTuBHa nponaraHga, KojuMm ce TpaguuuoHanHe AeduHuumje nponaraHge
npunarofaeajy caBpeMEeHUM TEXHOSOLUKMM U KOMYHUKALWMOHUM MoryhHocTuma au-
ruTanHor goba, 6yayhu ga nponaraHgHo Aenosane Aobuja HoBe AMMeEH3unje, AOMET
n ytuuaj (Wanless & Berk, 2022). AKTMBHO y4eCcTBOBak-€ Y NPOLIECY LUMPEH-A NMOpYKa
y WHOpPMaLMOHOM NPOCTOPY AOAATHO je ONaKWaHO YMHEHWLIOM a Cy FOTOBO CBE
noctojehe nnatgopme AuUrUTanHUX Mpexa nako AOCTYMHE U OCMULLIbEHE Tako Aa
Oyny jeaHocTaBHe 3a kopuwhere, ann 1 ,mamal’ n ,MeTa” 3a nojeguHe, UnIbaHe
rpyne kopucHuka (Carr, Cuervo Sanchez, & Daros, 2020). Tpeba uctahu ga ugeja o
ydyewwhy nybnuke y LWMpeHy NponaraHaHe Huje HOBa, anu Aa je y CaBpeMEHOM auru-
TasTHOM OKPY>EHY OO0 A0 M3MEHEHOT 0AHOCa MOhK MeRy akTepuma; Haume, nako
ce cTpaTervje LMpewa nponaraHae Wwupe ,0003ro Hagone”, Tj. kpehy of yTuuajHmMx
aKTepa v opraHusauyja Ka LUMpoj jaBHOCTU, CaBPEMEHO OKPYXEeHE KOPUCTWN PEHOMEH
naptuumnaumje y uniby nogcruuama nybnvke n megumja oa aktmBHO pearyjy, Ynme
ce nopyke Jo4aTHO LKUpe, Nojadyasajy v NerMTuMuLLy Kpo3 yyellhe caMmnx KOpUCHUKa
(Briant, 2024; Lewandowsky, 2022).

MaptuumnatBHa nponaraHga omoryhaea ycnocTaBrbake AOMUHALMje MHAOP-
MaLumMoHMM npocTopoM, Byayhm ga ce 3acHuBa Ha AuCTpubyuwMjM nopyka Koje ce
LIMpe AenoBaweM CTBapHMX KOPUCHWKA, anu v ayToMaTu3oBaHux Hanora (T3B. 60-
TOBa), YUME CE HAaMEHCKM OpuLLEe rpaHMLa M3MeRy NaxHWX U ayTEHTUYHUX cadpxaja
1 oTexaBa HIKXxoBO pasnukoBamwe (Wanless & Berk, 2022). Ha kpajy, jow jenHa Ba-
XHa KapakTepucTvKa napTuumnauuje Ha gurntanHuM Mpexama orneaa ce y moryh-
HOCTV APYLUTBEHOr aHraXKoBakba, Koja KOpUCHMLMMA Npy»a NCUXOmnoLLKK Harpahyjyhy
M OPYLUTBEHO NMPWXBaT/bUBY NPUMMKY Aa YYECTBYjy Y OHNajH aKTUBHOCTUMMA; Haume,
y4eCTBOBaHE [0BOAM [0 CTBapawa ocehaja [a ce HEemoCPenHO YTWYe Ha BaxHa
ApYyLITBEHA NuTawa. BaxHo je HanoMeHyTU Ja oBakaB BMA Y4ECTBOBaH-a 3axTeBa
MWHMManNaH Hanop, LTO AoAaTHO noBehaBa BepoBaTHONY aHraXoBakba U LIMpeH-a
cagpxaja. Mako je oBaj ocehaj HajueLlhe NOBPLLHOT 1 UNy30pHOT KapakTepa, OH npea-
CTaBsba jefiaH Of rMaBHKUX MOTMBA 3a Npenasak U3 NacyBHe yrore npyMmarnada nopyka
Y aKTUBHE YYECHVKE HUXOBOT LUMPEH-A, a LITO AUPEKTHO oMoryhasa nponaraHancTu-
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Ma [a edmkacHuje nojavajy CBoje nopyke, 3amarne H1xoB 13Bop 1 noehajy HUxoBy
npuxsaheHocT y wunpoj jasHoctn (Wanless & Berk, 2022).

Krby4Hy ynory y uH(OpMauyoHOM MPOCTOpY MMajy AUruTanHe Mpexe, Koje y
HajBehoj Mepun Crnyxe Kao kaHanu auctpubyumje nopyka, anu He camo Kao HKXOBU
Mac1BHW NpeHoCKoLM — y3 NoMoh KX Mopyke ce 06nukyjy, npunarohasajy v aogatHo
nojavasajy kako 6u ocTBapune yTuuaj Ha unrbHy nybnuky. Pasnuunte nnatdopme gu-
rMTanHux mpexa, kao wro cy X (paHuwje Twitter), Telegram, Tik Tok, Reddit, Instagram,
Facebook, Youtube vta., npeacTaBrbajy norogHo Tne 3a mrnacupare 1 obpagy no-
pyka, Koje MOry [onasuTty 0f pasnuuuTiX aktepa, Oum oHW NO3HATH UM AHOHUMHM.
Mpema Taguhy (2025), noMeHyTe ApyLITBEHE MpeXe nocTane Cy rMaBHW KaHan 3a
LMpere caBpeMeHe npornaraHge, Koja ce y Hajehoj Mepu ofBuja nyTem LUMpersa
Ae3vHgopmauyja, naxHux Bectu, objaBrbuarem abpukoBaHor cagpxaja, kao u
NaXXHUM ,,cBegoYeuMa’ nojeanHaua u rpyna.

OHo wTto oBe nnatopMe YMHM MOrOAHWUM 3a nracuparse nponaraHgHUX U Ma-
HUNYNaTUBHUX MOpyKa jecTe ynotpeba Cneuujanu3oBaHnx AUrMTanHux anara, anro-
pUTamcKux cuctema n 60ToBa, Koju MOry ayToMaTCku [a LumMpe 3aati cagpxaj, anu
1 Oa Tapretvpajy crneumduyHe rpyne KOPUCHWKa U TepuTopuje, Yime ce 3Havaj-
HO noBehaBa AOMET W yTuuaj NponaraHgHUX Nopyka y aurutanHom npoctopy (Sela
et al, 2025). Jow jegHa npegHOCT ayToMaTu3aumje y WMpeky nopyka ornega ce y
TOMeE LWTO, Nopen yHanpehvBara HirxoBe aucTpubyuyje, oHa omoryhaea nponaras-
AMCTMMA [ia OCTaHy aHOHUMHM TOKOM LIEMNOKYMHOT KOMYHUKALMOHOT NpoLeca, WTo je
KIby4YHW acneKT 3a NpUKpPUBake He Camo HUXOBOT UaeHTUTeTa Beh 1 CTBapHUX Ha-
mepa (Nerino, 2023). HegocTartak jacHor ayTopcTBa U KOHTPOIE cTBapa norogHo Tio
3a LWMpekbe NaxHUX U MaHUNynaTUBHUX cadpxaja, jep je npoHanaxeke U3BOPHOT
TBOpLA YeCTO BeoMa Telwko unu vak Hemoryhe (Usher & Carlson, 2018).

HaBeneHv npouecn ymMHOroMe noapvBajy KsanuTeT MHGopMuMcarba jaBHOCTH, J0-
npuHOCce (hopMUpary anTepHaTUBHUX M3BOPa UHDOPMaLMja 1 MOACTUYY OKyMIbare
nojeamHala y 3aTBOPEHE OHNajH 3ajegHuLe, Y KojuMa je MOryRHOCT KpUTUYKOr carne-
[aBakba CTBAPHOCTY 3HATHO orpaHuyeHa (Bubanja, 2024). YnpaBo To npeacrtasrba
jedaH of rmaBHUX M3a30Ba KOjU OOHOCE AWUTMTAmNHW Meauju U OpYLITBEHE Mpexe —
CBE WHTEH3UBHWje WMpere AesnHdopmaumja n obmaHa, Koje ce 4ecTo nocmatpajy
kao [eo nponaraHgHoOr JernoBama yCMepeHor Ha 0bnmkoBake CTaBoBa W NoHallaHka
nybnuke.

Y caBpemeHoM o0y Ae3nHopMaumje cy npenosHate kao 3HavajaH ApYLUTBEHU
1 6e3benHocHM 13asoB. Haume, npema M3gewmajy o enobanHum pusuyuma 3a
2025. 200uHy CBeTCKOr eKOHOMCKOT (hopyma, Ae3nHdopMaLmje U norpeLlHe WH-
¢opmaumje, 3ajedHo ca ApyLITBEHOM NoONapun3aLmjoM, 1 Jarbe NpeacTaBibajy Kibyu-
HEe CaBPEMEHe pu3unKe, 3ay3umajyhn YETBPTO M NETO MECTO Ha rMobasnHoj MCT (eHr.
World Economic Forum, 2025). OBakaB BUCOK paHr Huje u3HeHahyjyhu ako ce uma y
BuAY yOp3aHo Lumpere NaxHWX 1 obMaryjyhnx cagpxaja, Koju gogatHo nojavasajy
apyre Bofehe pu3nke ca KojyMa ce caBpeMeHa ApyLuTBa cyodaBsajy, yKkibyyyjyhu opy-
XaHe cykobe 1 eKCTpeMHe BpeMeHcke gorahaje.

[esnHdopmaumje npeacTaBbajy CNoXeH KOHLENT Koju ce CTafHO Meha, Y 3aBu-
CHOCTMW Of} YKIbYYEHOCTW PasnuunTMX akTepa, anu 1 HOBUX TEXHUKA U TeXHomnoruje
MPOW3BOAHE Y LUMPEHA MaXW U MaHunynaumja, norotoBo y MHOpMaLMOHOM Mpoc-
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TOpYy. Y unrby pasymeBarba CroXEeHOCTH 0BOr (peHOMeHa HEOMXOAHO je Hajnpe onepa-
LIMOHaNM130BaTK Nojam Ae3nHdopMaLje u pasnmuKoBaTy ra o4 CPOLHUX 00MnuKa, Koju
Ce 4YeCTO napaneniHo KOpUCTe, Mako O3HayaBajy pasnuumte eHomeHe. Kako 6u ce
YHEena jacHoCT y TepMUHONOrUjW, noa nokposuTersctBom Caseta Espone gedmHucaH
je KoHLenTyanHu oKBup npema Kome je oBaj (heHOMeH HasBaH MHGOpPMaLMOHK NOo-
pemehaju, a yHyTap TOr oKBMpa KriacudukoBaHa Cy TpU OCHOBHa Tuna: Ae3vHpop-
mMaumje, MucuHdcopmauumje, 1 MmanuHdpopmaumje. Ta knacudukaumja yamma y
0631p AYMEH3Mje LUTETE U HETAYHOCTM, HA OCHOBY KOjUX CE OMUCYjy rMaBHE pasnmke
“3mefy nojMosa.

[esnHdopmaumje npeactaBrbajy CBECHO KpeupaHe naxHe uHdopmauuje Koje
“Majy UMb fa HaHecy LUTETY 0cobu, APYLUTBEHO] rpynu, OpraHn3aLmnjn unu apxasu
(Wardle & Derakhshan, 2017), a npema HekuM cxBaTtarMa NpeacTaBrbajy Hajmamy
jeavHnuy y naHuy wupekba nponaradge (Kazic¢, 2025:106). Takohe, aesvHdopmaumje
ce Mory cmatpatv obMkom nponarane oHAa kaja ce KopuUcTe 3a oCcTBapvBakse Mo-
NUTUYKMX, EKOHOMCKMX UMW BOjHUX LinrbeBa, 6e3 063vpa Ha TO fa N1 Cy noapxaHe of
3BaHUYHMX UHCTUTYUMja unm He (van der Linden, 2023; Majchrzak, 2023).

MucuHdopmauuje cy Takohe HeTauHe MHopMaumje, anu koje ce aene 6es Ha-
Mepe ga ce HaHece wTeta. OHe npeacTaBrbajy bnaxu obnuk NorpeLHMx nHgopma-
umja, Koje ce Hajuelwhe aene ca yBepekeM Aa HUXOBO Aerbete MOXe OUTW KOPUCHO
unu nHdopmatueHo 3a apyre (Wardle & Derakhshan, 2017). Hajuewhe ce pagv o
MH(OopMaLvjamMa koje Mory AenosaTtit BepO4OCTOJHO M Moy3daHo, anu cy pesynrtar
NOrpeLLHor Tymadera Unm Hekor Hecrnopasyma. Y mucuHdopmMaumje Takohe cnagajy
1 CryyajHe HOBMHAPCKE rPeLLKe, Kao LUTO Cy HNpP. HETAYHO NPEHETN AaTyMU.

Ha kpajy, Tpehu nojam ogHocu ce Ha manuHpopmauuje. To cy nHopmauuje koje
Cy 3aCHOBaHe Ha UCTUHUTUM ¥ CTBapHUM YWHseHULama, anv ce KopucTe ca Hamepom
Ja ce HaHece LuTeTa ocobama, opraHu3aumjama v apxasama (Wardle & Derakhshan,
2017). 3a oBaj TMN MHOPMAaLMja MOXe Ce KOPUCTUTH CUHTarMa 3rnoHamepHe MHAop-
mauuje, 6yayhm oa ce oBae paau 0 AMPEKTHO] M CBECHOj HAMEPY Aa Ce HaHece LuTeTa.

Cmatpamo BaxHMM Aa NOMEHEMO jOLU jefaH 3Hayaj TePMUH Koju ce YecTo cpehe
y CTPYYHOj NUTEepaTypu, a To je TEPMWH NaxkHe BecTu (eHr. fake news). Moxe ce pehu
da je ynotpeba 0BOr TepMuHa AOXMBENA HArmM NOpacT Y jaBHOM MPOCTOPY, YaK To-
nuko aa je 2017. rogmHe O3HayeHa kao ,ped roguHe” o pedHuka KonuHce.® byayhu
[la XETEPOreHOCT 3HayYeha TEPMIHA U LUMPUHA ynoTpebe npeBasunasn OKBupe OBOr
pafa, y Hactasky hemo NpuxeaTUTX jeaHy HOBWjY OeduHMLMjy, NpemMa Kojoj naxHe
BECTU NPEACTaBIbajy HOBUHCKE YNaHKe UIn nopyke Koje ¢y objaBrbeHe 1 NpoLLUnpeHe
nyTemM Meauja, a Koju cagpxe HeTadHe uHopmaumje, 6e3 063upa Ha cpeacTea U Mo-
TVBE KOje CToje n3a wmxoBor objaBrbuBara (Sharma et al, 2019). Kao wro ce moxe
BUAETK, Y KOHTEKCTY Krnacudumkaumje nHgopmaumoHmx nopemehaja TepMUH naxHe
BECTU HUWje U3ABOjEH Kao 3acebHa kaTeropuja, Mako je nocebHO nonynapaH v pac-
MPOCTpakEH Y jaBHOM MPOCTOpPY; NaxHe BecTu Tpeba nocmarpaTtv kao Aeo Lumper
heHoMeHa aesnHopmaLmja, OQHOCHO HeH noackyn, byayhn ga ykrbydyje HeTau-
He uHdopMaLymje 1 noTeHumjan ga ce obmaHe nybnuka (Broda & Stromback, 2024;
Wardle & Derakhshan, 2017).

3 Collins Dictionary. (2017, November 2). Collins 2017 Word of the Year shortlist.
Preuzeto 20. septembera 2025, sa https:/tinyurl.com/m3kenk33
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[esvnHdopmaumje cy, npema HaBegeHoj knacudukaumjmu, HajosdureHUju 0BNMK NH-
copmaumoHor nopemehaja, byayhu ga ce y wmma koMbuHyje dhabpukoBare caap-
Xaja 1 CBECHa Hamepa Aia ce HaHece WwTeTa. KombrHauwja naxHor cagpkaja v LWTeT-
HE HaMepe YMHU UX HapouuTO onacHuMm, Byayhu fa mory Aa nogpujy noBepewse y
nHcTUTYUMje n meauje. OBaj ucxog OCTBapyje ce Kpo3 CTBapake NorpeLlHnX npeacra-
Ba ¥ nepuenuuja, Npu Yemy Cy Hanopu ycMepeHu Ha 0bnnKoBame UCKPUBIHEHOT MO-
rnefa Ha CBET UNu Tymaversa Kof nprmanada, 3aCHOBaHOr Ha HETa4YHUM yBepeHuMa
(Hameleers, 2023).

MehyTum, Tpeba HanomeHyTH Aa Ae3MHOpMaLImMje HIUCY YBEK CBECHO OCMULLITbE-
HEe Of aKTepa Koju X Jarbe Wupe, HapouMTO Y MHEOPMALIMOHOM npocTopy. Hamme,
y Mpakcu ce YeCTo AellaBa Aa nponaraHaucTu (kpeaTopu) LnMrbaHo CTBapajy nax-
He cafpxaje, Na Ux 3aTum nnacupajy y MHopMaLmoHe TOKOBe Ha MecTUMa rae ux
MOry Mpey3eTu Noy34aHWju UM MacoBHO NpaheHn akTepu (aMnauduepm), Yymve ce
noeehaBa HMXOB AOMET, kpeanbunutet n 6panHa wupewa (Wardle & Derakhshan,
2017). Ha Taj Ha4uH Meawjcke opraHu3auuje W MojeamnHLM YeCTO HECBECHO Aenyjy
Kao nocpegHuum y LUnMpeny aesnmHdgopmaiuja, npeyaumajyhu HenpoBepeHe cagpxaje
unu ux guctpubympajyhu nytem anroputama Koju Cy, ONeT, KpeupaHu ga chaBopu-
3yjy nonynapaH 1 eMOLMOHaNHo npmenavaH matepujan. TMe OHW, ako HeHaMepHO,
MoCTajy KaHanm Kpo3 Koje MaHunynaTueBHe MHGopmaumje Jonupy A0 LWMpE jaBHOCTU
(Falis, 2009). NocnoBHWM MOAeNU MOAEPHUX AUMUTANHUX NNaTdOopMU TeMerbe ce Ha
MaKCMMM3aLUMju aHraxxoBama KOPWUCHUKA W 3apXaBakby HUXOBE Maxwe, Y Luiby
OCTBapuBaka MOHeTu3auuje. TakaB NOCMOBHWU MOZEN [aje NpeaHOCT cagpxajuma
Koju ocTBapyjy Behu aHraxmaH 1 noTeHuujan 3a BUPasiHOCT, He HYXXHO OHKMMa Koju cy
TayHu (Lazer et al., 2018). VcTpaxuBara Cy nokasana fa ce naxHu cagpxajy gonu-
py ,4aree, opxe, Aydrbe n wupe” og uctuHntmx (Vosoughi, Roy & Aral, 2018:1147).
Ycneq Tora gesvHgopmauuje ctudy Behu JOMET U NPUBUAHY NEMMTUMHOCT, Yume ce
[0AaTHO nojavasa HUXoB yTULAj. EMnupujcka nctpaxueara notephyjy Aa naxwby
ny6rnuke Hapo4UTO NpUBMaYe CaapXKaju Koju Cy KOHTPOBEP3HU, CEH3ALMOHATNMUCTUAYKMY,
nsHeHanyjyhu, notephyjy noctojeha yBeperwa Unun npegpacyne, 1e cagpXe CHaxaH
eMOoLMOoHanH1 Haboj 1 BU3yenHy yneyaTrbMBOCT, yNpaBo 0COBMHE Koje YeCTo Kapak-
Tepuwy aesnHopmaumje (Lewandowsky et al., 2017; Vosoughi Roy & Aral., 2018).

C 063mpom Ha To aa gesvHdopmaumje NpeacTaBrbajy 030UrbHy NPeThY 3a afek-
BaTHO pa3yMeBak-€ 1 NepLenuujy CTBapHOCTH, Kako 3a MojeauHLe, Tako 1 3a YuTase
rpyne, Hapoge 1 Apxase, pa3Bujale OTNOPHOCTM MOCTaje jefaH Of KibyYHMX (hakTo-
pa y ouyBakby MCUXOIOLLKE CTabunHOCTM 1 apyliTBeHe koxeaunje (Rad, Pursiainen &
Eklund, 2025). 360r Tora je pasymeBare NCUMXOMOLLIKMX MEXaHW3ama OTNOPHOCTM 04
CYLUTMHCKOT 3Ha4aja 3a 3alTWUTy of nponaraHaHor AenoBarba.

KoHuenT ncuxonoLuke OTNMOPHOCTH

Mako je KOHLENT OTNOPHOCTY NPUCYTaH Y PasnuunTUM Hay4HUM obrnacTima, Moxe
ce pehu ga LeHTpanHo MecTo y npoyyaBaty v Jarbe 3aysuma ncuxonoruja, byayhu
[a OTMOPHOCT NpPeACTaBrba BaXaH KOHLENT Y OKBUPY HEHWUX CneunpUIHUX ancum-
nnuHa (KNMHUYKe, pasBojHe, couujanHe, 3apaBcTBeHe ncuxonoruje). Lupoka yno-
Tpeba TepMmnHa OoBENa je [0 BULIE CXBaTakba KOHLEMNTa OTMOPHOCTYW, Koja, ycnen
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HEroBe MHTEpPAUCUMNIMHApHe npupode, obyxBaTajy Kako uHOMBWMAYyanHe, Tako u
LMpe ApYLUTBEHE acrnekTe ¥ YMHOroMe 3aBuce Of KOHTekcTa npumeHe. Cam nojam
obyxBaTa WMpoK cnekTap heHoMeHa — o henuja 1 G1onoLLKKnX cucTema, Npeko noje-
[1HaLa 1 opraHusaumja, na 4o OKpyxeka, Hauuja u apxasa (Southwick et al., 2014).
TepmnH OTNOPHOCT (eng. resilience) noTnye of natuHcke peun resilire (re — Hasag,
salire — CKOYNTMW) WU 3HA4M OACKOUUTW, UM ,BPaTUTU Ce y NpBOBMTHM nonoxaj’. OBo
€TMMOINOLLKO MOPEKO YMHN OCHOBY CaBpeMeHuX AeduHMLMja U KOHLEenTyanusauuja
(Den Hartigh & Hill, 2022).

Teopwujckn NPUCTYNN Y pasnMunToj Mepun Harnallasajy MynTMaMMEH3MOHANMHOCT 1
KOMMIIEKCHOCT KOHLIENTa OTMOPHOCTU, anu [ene 3ajefHuYKe CYLUTUHCKE enemeHTe.
YkpaTko, NCUXOMNOoLLUKa OTMOPHOCT MOXe Ce Yy CTPYYHOj nuTepatypu AedmHucaTn Ha
pa3nuyuTe HauYMHe: Kao CnocoBHOCT ornopaska ¥ NoBpaTka y CTake PaBHOTEXE HAKOH
Tewkoha, Kao ckyn uHAMBMAyanHux ocobuHa n cTaBoBa koju omoryhaBajy ycnell-
HO CyovaBatbe ca Tellkohama, Kao KanauuTeT 3a UcTpajaBarbe 1 pacT yrnpKoc Herno-
BOIbHUM OKOMHOCTMMA M Tellkohama, Kao AUHaMUYKK npouec Koju ce passuja Kpo3
MHTEepaKUMjy NIMYHKX, COLMjanHUX 1 OpYLUTBEHWUX (hakTopa WM Kao OBMUK NO3UTUBHE
afanTauuje koju nogpasymeBa Kopulihere CONCTBEHWUX €MOLMOHASTHNX, KOrHUTUB-
HUX 1 BUXxeBMOpanHUX pecypca y cyodaBaky ca nsasosuma (Rutter, 1993; Southwick,
Vythilingam & Charney, 2005; Fletcher & Sarkar, 2013; Sisto et al., 2019).

YNpKOC XeTeporeHoCTM npucTyna u geduHuumja, OCHOBHA KapaKTepucTuka oT-
MOPHOCTU jeCTe HeHa NOBE3aHOCT Ca CyovaBak-eM Ca 13a30BOM WIS NPETHOM, KOju
npeacTaBrbajy HyXkHe enemeHTe keHe nojase (Bracke, 2016). Y cutyaunjama y koju-
Ma ce nojegmHal, cyodaBa ca npetkama, bune oHe CTBapHE UMK OYeKMBaHe, oTnop-
HOCT 03Ha4yaBa CMOCOBHOCT a Cce NpeTe M3apxe, 4a UM ce npunaroaun, anu v ga
ce of HUX onopasu, YuMe ce ybnaxasajy NoTeHLMjanHn HeraTUBHN MCXOAM MO 0CoBy
(Luthar & Cicchetti, 2000). Moxe ce Buaet oa ce y CBUM CxBaTakblMa OTMOPHOC-
TV N0ceBHO MCTUYe CNOCOBHOCT aganTauuje, jep BehnHa HEHMX acnekata, y Makoj
unu Behoj mepu, nounsa Ha w0j (Sisto et al., 2019). OTnopHocT, Aakne, NnpeacTaBmba
KIby4HY KOMMOHEHTY Yy ynpaBrbaky eMOLMOHANHUM 1 couumjanHum Tewkohama, 6y-
Ayhu ga omoryhaea nojeauHUy fa KOpUCTUM NcuxonoLuke 1 buxesmopanHe pecypce y
cyovaBamy ca Tewwkohama (Shrivastava & Desousa, 2016). To cy npBeHCTBEHO KOrHU-
TWBHE 1 eMOoLMOoHanHe cnocobHOCTM nojedmnHLa, colmjanHa Mpeka v NoapLLKa, Kao 1
Pa3nUYUT MOTMBW KOjW CTOjE Y MO33aJMHM OTMOPHOCTY, KOju Cy MeRycoBHO noBesaHu,
Jonykyjy ce 1 3ajedHo JONPUHOCE YKYNMHOM HMBOY oTrnopHocTu (Fletcher & Sarkar,
2013).

PasnuunTa cxBatara 1 gedmHnLmje OTNOPHOCTW HaBedeHu Cy Kako bu ce carne-
Jana LMpuHa 1 KOMMIIEKCHOCT OBOr KOHCTPYKTa 1 6orbe pasymene HeroBe KibyyHe
KOMMOHeHTE koje omoryhaBajy npunarofaBate, onopasak v CTabUnHOCT y yCroBMMa
YrpOXeHOCTH 1 Tewkoha. YnpaBo Te AMMeH3unje OTNOPHOCTM NpyXajy OCHOBY 3a pas-
yMeBak€e HEHOT 3Havaja y KOHTEKCTY oabpaHe 0f CaBpeMEHOr nponaraHaHor Aeno-
Bakba y OKBMPY MHGOPMaLMOHOT NpocTopa.
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Ynora ncuxoroLuke OTrnopHOCT Yy ogbpaHu oA
nponaraHaHor JenoBaka

KoHUeNT 0TNOPHOCTY je TeK ofckopa MoYeo Aa ce NPUMEHYje Y KOHTEKCTY mpona-
raHZHOr fenoBaka 1 LWnpewa aesnHgopmaumja. OBaj KOHLENT MOXeE Ce Npunaroau-
TV caBpeMeHUM 06m1LMa HGOPMALIMOHKX 1 KOMYHUKALIMOHUX AUTUTaNHUX KaHana,
6yayhu ga nponaraHgHe akTUBHOCTW, Kao AeO LuMper MHopMaLmMoHor pata, npesa-
CTaBIbajy creuuduyaH Bua n3asoBa Koju 3axTeBa pa3Boj 0COOMHE OTMOPHOCTY Kako
Ha KOrHUTVBHOM, Tako ¥ Ha LUMPEM APYLITBEHOM HUBOY.

Mpema XaHceHy (2017), moryhe je pasnukoBaTh [Be AMMEH3Uje OTNOPHOCTU Koje
ce CynpoTCTaBibajy MHGOPMALMOHUM Hanaguma: U3NYKY U KOrHUTUBHY. ®uamuka
“Ma 3a UMb crpeyaBakse nponaraHgHWX cagpkaja Aa yonwTte Aofy [0 KOPUCHMKA.
Ty cnapajy pasnuyute npakce koje cnpoBode AuruTtanHe nnargopme, Kao LUTO Cy
orpaHuyaBare BUABMBOCTM pasnuMunTux cagpxaja (Hnp. shadow banning) wnn not-
MyHO yKknarare cagpxaja. C apyre cTpaHe, KOrHATMBHA AMMEH3Wja mocMaTpa ce Kao
HeKa BpCTa MCUXOJOLWKOT 3alWTUTHOT 3uda (eHr. firewall), oOHOCHO Kao ¢huimep
Koju oHemoeyhasa npodop de3uHghopmayuja mume umo epuiu 3adpxasaH-e
OHUX UHGbopMauuja Koje ce npoueHe Kao nomeHuyujasHo wmemHe (Hansen,
2017). WNako noctoju Teopumjcka pasnuka uamehy oBe ABe AMMEH3Mje OTMOPHOCTY,
Moxe ce pehu fa oHe Aenyjy napanernHo u fa HegocTaTak jedHe 3axTeBa KOMMEH3a-
umjy Kpo3 apyry, n 06pHyTo (Bjola & Papadakis, 2020).

OcCHoBY NMCKXOMOLLKE OTNOPHOCTY YMHE PAsNNUMTK DaKTOPH, Ymnje 3ajeaHUYKO Ae-
nosawe omoryhasa nojeauHUMMa Ja ce cyode ca nponaraHgHWM MHdopmalmjama
Ha HauYvH KOjUM Ce yMatbyje HUXOB MCUXOMOLWKM yTuuaj. Gaktopu OTMOPHOCTM Ha
nponaraHzy npeactaBrbajy MehycobHO noBe3aHe KOrHUTUBHE U CoLMoatpekTUBHE Ka-
paKTEPUCTMKE MojeanHala Koje y4ecTByjy y obpaam v npoueHn nHgopmaumja. Mako
MeRhy tK1Ma NocToju pasnuka, HujedaH of TMX hakTopa He y4ecTByje Kao U3ABojeHa
LIENMHA; HaMMe, OHM Ce MHTErpULLY 1 hopmmpajy aganTuBHe cTpaTternje obpaae WH-
opmaumja, uume gonpuHoce ogdpaHu of nponaraHgHux akTueBHocTu (Ecker et al,
2022).

Kaga cy y nutamy KOrHUTMBHU (hakTopu, UCTpaxuBama Cy nokasana fa je cno-
COBGHOCT aHaNMMTUYKOr MULLIbEHA jedaH Of HajBaXKHMjUX 3aLUTUTHUX bakTopa Ncuxo-
NOLLKe OTMOPHOCTH, AOK, C Apyre CTpaHe, CKMOHOCT Ka WHTYMTUBHOM 3aKrbyyuBaksy,
Kao W pasnuyuTi 0bnMUM MEMOPMjCKMX rpeLuaka, fonpuHoce Behoj pawMBOCTY Ha
HETa4yHe MH(OpMaLIMje U CMarEeHOj OTNOPHOCTM Ha NponaraHaHu yTuuaj (Pennycook
& Rand, 2020; Ecker et al., 2022). Y oBoM KOHTEKCTY yTBpfEHO je Aa nojeanHuym ca
U3paXeHUM aHaNUTUYKM MULLIbEH-EM paLMoHanHuje NpoLiekyjy caapxaje 1 u3sope
MHGopMaLja Koju gonase A0 MX, kKao 1 Aa nokasyjy Behy cnocobHOCT npenosHa-
Bakba HEeMorMYyHOCTH, NpeyBennyaBara U HEBEPOBATHWUX TBPAHW, HAPOUUTO Ha Au-
rutanHum nnatopmama (Pennycook & Rand, 2018). C gpyre ctpaHe, memopujcke
rpeLLKe ogHOCE Ce Ha cuTyauuje y KojuMa nojeanHum 3abopaerbajy n3Bope nHgopma-
umja, 3aHemapyjy u He obpahajy naxhy Ha KOHTPaguUKTOpHE MHopmaumje, Unm no-
rpeLUHO NPUNKCYjy TAYHOCT MHPOPMaLIMjama camo 3aTo LUTO Cy UM OF paHuje no3HaTte
(Mitchell & Johnson 2009; Ecker et al., 2022). lNomeHyTn npoLecn 4OBOAE A0 Mojase
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nosHaTe Kao edpekar unyauje uctmHutoctn (eng. illusory truth effect), oo koje go-
na3v Kaja ce NOHOBIbEHE HETAYHE TBPAHE NEPLMINPaAjy Kao TayHuje 1 BepoaocToj-
Huje 360r ocehaja No3HATOCTH U KOTHUTUBHO jeAHOCTaBHUMje 0bpaae cagpxaja (Fazio,
2020; Brashier, Eliseev & Marsh, 2020). MNocneauyHo gonasw oo crnabrbewa Heoa
oTnopHocTH, Byayhu Aa ce Ha Taj HauMH HapyluaBa CrnoCOBGHOCT pasnukoBakba noys-
JaHWX o4 MaHunynaTuBHUX MHGopMaLyja, jep He Jonasn 00 AeTarbHe U TeMesbHe
aHanu3e cagpxaja n kerose Ta4HocTm (Ecker et al., 2022; Pennycook & Rand, 2020).

Mefy counoadeKkTBHUM (hakTopMma KibyuHy Yrory y OTOPHOCTY Ha nponaraHay
1 MaHUNynaTuBHe caZpxaje MMa crnocobHOCT eMoLMOHanHe perynauyje, Koja npeg-
CTaBrba KanawuuTeT 3a KOHTponucare 1 npunarofasakse CONCTBEHNX aheKTUBHIUX pe-
akumja (Southwick et al., 2014). ctpaxuBara nokasyjy aa ocobe Koje umajy cMakeHy
€MOLMOHanHy perynaumjy npunukom nHTepnpetauuje cagpxaja nokasyjy sehy sepo-
BaTHONy BepoBaa y HencTuHuTe nHgopmaumje (Martel, Pennycook, & Rand, 2020;
Lihring et al, 2024). MehyTum, Tpeba HanoMeHyTH fa eMoLMje Koje ce jaBrbajy npu-
NVKOM MHTEpRpeTaumje cagpxaja HACY jeqHOCTpaHe, HUTU YBEK YTUYY Ha CMamere
HMBOA OTMOPHOCTYU; HUXOB YTULIA] YMHOTOME 3aBWCH O LUMPET KOHTEKCTa — 0 BPCTE
emMoumje, TpeHyTKa HEeHOr HacTaHKa U Ha4yMHa Ha Koju je MmojeamHal, MHTepnpeTmpa
y CKnagy ca CBOjUM NpeTXo4HUM yBepersuma. dpyrum peyuma, edekar eMOTUBHOT
pearoBaksa 005MKyjy U CUTyaLUMOHN haKTOpM 1 KOTHUTUBHM NpoLecy Koju npate ob-
pagy uHgopmauuja (Lihring et al, 2024). Moxe ce pehu a eMouMoHanHo y3byhere
1 acheKTMBHO 000jeHe peakumje, HapPOUNTO HIXOBO ayTOMATCKO UCMOSbaBake, yTudy
Ha CMarEeHEe KPUTUYKOr NpocyhmBama, AOK pa3BujeHe BELUTUHE eMOLMOHAnNHe ca-
moperynauuje gonpuHoce Behem HuBoy otnopHoctu (Martel et al., 2020; Ecker et
al., 2022). VctpaxwuBara Takofe nokaayjy Aa ogpefjeHa emounoHarnHa ctara, nonyT
cpehHor pacnonoxeta (Koch & Forgas, 2012), counjanHe mnckrbyydeHoctv (Poon et
al., 2020), kao n noTpebe 3a coumjanHom notepaom (Melchior & Oliveira, 2023), mory
noeehat noanoXHOCT obmaHama v JOMPUHETM NojaBK NOMEHYTOr edhekTa unyauje
WCTUHWUTOCTM, HAPOYMTO Y CUTyaLMjaMa Kaga ce NpoLeHa BEPOLOCTOJHOCTU Ocnaka
Ha cybjekTBHM ocehaj no3HaTocTu unu nakohe obpage nHgopmauyja.

Y okBupy coumoaekTUBHUX (hakTopa 3HayajHy yrnory y ncuxornoLLKoj OTNOPHOC-
TV OCTBapyjy » hopMMpaHa fiMyHa BepOBaka 1 BPEAHOCTY NOjeAnHaLa, nonmnTuyka
NPMNagHoCT, naeHTndUKaumjia u npueBna4YHoCT mssopa mHgopmaumja (Ecker et al.,
2022; Hameleers, 2023). To je y cknagy ca cxBaTaweM Aa NojeauHLUM Texe da ob-
pahyjy nHopmauuje Ha HauuH Koju noTBphyje wKxoBe nocTojehe cTaBoBe W LUTUTK
HMXO0B coumjanHu naeHtutet (Kahan, 2013). MefhyTtum, kaga oBu obpacum noctaHy
npeBuLLEe NOBe3aHn ca NIMYHUM UAEHTUTETOM W pUrMaHW, noBehasa ce noTeHuumjanHa
parMBOCT Ha nponaraHgy. OBo ce objalwraBa pesynTatMa Koju Cy nokasanu ga cy
nojeanHUM CKNOHWjK Ja npuxBaTe OHE MHGopMaLmje Koje NoTBphyjy HUXOB NOEHTU-
TET U CTaBoOBe, 0K Make BEepOBaTHO NMpUxBaTajy OHe MHhopMaLmje Koje yrpoxasajy
noeHtutet (Kahan, 2017; Zmigrod, 2022).

Mnak, ncMxonoLuka OTNOPHOCT, HAPOUMTO Y CaBPEMEHOM UH(OPMALMOHOM NPOC-
TOpPY, He 3aBM1CK UCKIBYYMBO Of KapakTepucTyka nojeauHua. OHa je Takohe ycrnosrbe-
Ha W WUpWM OPYLUTBEHUM OKpYyXeweM. Haume, npema XymnpexTy U capagHvumMa
(2020) oTnopHOCT NpeacTaBrba COXeHN PeHOMEH Koju 0byxBaTa 1 KONMEKTVBHM Ka-
nauuTeT 3a NpeBa3viaxere HEMOBOSbLHUX OKOSHOCTH, rae ce nocebHO Harnallasa
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yrnora ApyLUTBEHWX, NONUTUYKMX N MHEPOPMALIMOHUX CTPYKTYpa, Y NPBOM pedy H1Boa
ApYLUTBEHE nonapu3aumje 1 PyHKLMOHANHOCT Meaumjckor cuctema. Mictpaxusarma cy
nokasana Aa y ApyLTBMMA Y KOjMa je NpUCyTaH BUCOK HUBO MOMWTUYKE nonapusa-
LMje 1 nofpLUKa NOMynu3My Aonasv 4O CTBapaka OKPYKeka Koje je Mare OTNOPHO
Ha pesuHdopmaumje, WTo ce objawrasa Behum MHpOpPMaLMoHUM 3arafewem” y
MHGOpMaLMOHOM NPOCTOpYy M Telwlkohama MocTu3ara KOHCEH3yca O YMkeHuLaMa
(Humprecht et al., 2021; Prior, 2018). [larbe, nag noBepewa y 3BaHUYHE Meaunje o-
[,aTHO NOAPYMBA KONEKTUBHU HUBO OTNOPHOCTH, Byayhu aa meamju rybe cnocobHocT Aa
yjeavHe nybnmky oko noysgaHux Hopmalmja, YumMe ce 0TBapajy Bpata 3a Lnpere
fesvHdopmaumja n ManunynatueHux Hapatmea (Humprecht et al.,, 2020). Osaksa
CUTyaumja gogatHO Boaum ka nosehawy TeHAeHuuje fa ce MHdopmaumje Tpaxe Ha
CYMHSMBMM, anTepHaTUBHUM M3BOPUMA, a Koju Mory BuTty y NOTNYHOCTU CacTaBrbeHM
0f HEUCTUHNTMX MHGopMmaumja (Altay et al., 2024). MNpema gomahum aytopuma (Pesic
i Miljkovi¢, 2025; Petrovi¢, 2021), eqykoBaHOCT O aKkTyenHUM ApYLUTBEHWUM MNojaBama,
Kao 1 UCTMHWTO M pedoBHO 0baBeLLTaBake 0 hiMa Takohe NpeacTaBrba BaxaH dak-
TOp opbpaHe of MHGOPMAaLMOHOT AenoBara Oyayhv Aa MOXe Aa yTuye Ha NpoLeHy
KpeambunuteTa nopyka Koje uurbajy Aa obnukyjy nepuenumjy 1 noHalaxe nojegu-
Haua.

Kao WTo ce 13 Moxe 3aKiby4nTu, OTMOPHOCT Ha NponaraHaHO AenoBame je Cro-
XEH W1 BULLIEAMMEH3NOHaNaH NpoLeC Koju Ce He MOXe adeKBaTHO M3rpaguTi oHAa
kaga cy ce MHopmaLmje npolumpune. Y Npuior 0BOj TBPAHM rOBOPE U pesynTtatu
NCTPaXuBaH-a Koja Cy Nokasarna [a je HakHaZHoO UcrpaBrbakbe Ae3nHdopmaLmja Yec-
TO Cnopuje 1 Mare eduKacHO of NPOAKTUBHE M3rpagHe ,KOrHUTUBHOT UMyHUTETA”
(Lu et al., 2023). 360r TOra je HeONXoAHO AenoBaTh NPOAKTUBHO U MPEBEHTUBHO KaKo
6u ce noBehana cnocobHOCT nojeauHaua Aa npenosHajy u ogbavue maHunynaTmeHe
MopyKe Mpe Hero LWTO OHe OCTBape CBOj yTuLa.

Teopuja nMHOKynaumje Kao Mogen jadana
MNCUXOMOLLKE OTNOPHOCTU Yy UnIby oabpaHe of
nponaraHaHor gernoBama

CaBpemeHa ncTpaxmuBarba CBe BULLE YKasyjy Ha 3Hayaj NPEBEHTUBHON AenoBarba
Kao KIby4HOT HaYMHa javarba MHAVBUAYANHE U KONIEKTMBHE OTMOPHOCTU Ha Nponarax-
4y U MaHunynaTuBHe cagpaje, nocebHo y MHGopMaLMOHOM NPOCTOPY Koju je, Kao
LUTO CMO paHuje HaBenu, M3pasunTo NOAJSIoKaH TakBUM MpeThama. JegHa of Hajedu-
KaCHWjuX Teopuja Koja ce 3acHMBa Ha NPEBEHTUBHOM MPUCTYMY jecTe KnacuyHa meo-
puja UHOKynauyuje, koja n faHac Hanasm LUMPOKY MPUMEHY Yy CaBpeEMEHUM UCTPaxu-
BakMMa U Mpakcama YCMEPEHWM Ha jadarbe OTMOPHOCTU Ha Mponaraxgy, HapoimTo
Kada je y nuTawy MOAEPHU MH(OPMALIMOHM NPOCTOP.

Teopwjy nHokynauuje je negecetux rogmHa 20. Beka pa3sujao Mekrsajep (McGuire,
1964), HenocpeaHo HakoH Kopejckor paTa. maBHM noBoa 3a pa3Boj Teopuje 6o je
Crnyyaj AeBeT aMepuyKnX paTHUX 3apobrbeHvKa Koju Cy oanyyunu ga HakoH 3aBp-
weTka Kopejckor pata ocTaHy Kof CBOjUX 3apobsbmBaya, LWTO je Taga TyMayeHo Kao
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nocneguua ,Mcnuparba mosra”. Kao ogroeop Ha 1o, Mekreajep je noyeo ga uctpaxyje
Ha4MHe 3a pasBujarbe OTMOPHOCTY Ha ybehuBawe 1 nponaraHgHe Mopyke, WTO je
npeacTaBrbano 3HavajaH NomMak M ckpeTare (hoKyca ca UCTpaxuBara Koja Cy ce
roTOBO UCKIbY4MBO DaBMna NCTpaxuBakeM HaunHa 3a noeehawem y6ears1eocTu no-
pyka (van der Linden, 2023).

Y cpeauwiTy OBE Teopuje Hamas3u ce KOHLENT KOoju je 3aCHOBaH Ha aHanoruju ca
MEAMLMHCKOM MMYHW3aLMjOM: HauMe, TOKOM mpoLeca MeauumuHeKke MMyHu3auuje y
opraHu3am ce yHoce ocrnabrbeHun obnmum Brupyca, kako 6 UMyHU CMCTEM Tada Morao
[la pearyje Ha HUXOBO NPUCYCTBO (Ha NpUMEP, KPO3 CTBaparbe aHTUTENA) 1 CTBOPMO
3alUTMTY, 3axBarbyjyhu Kojoj opraHu3am KacHuje Moxe YCrewHo aa ce ogbpaHu of
jauunx BapujaHTtu Tor Bupyca (McGuire, 1964). MNo oBoj aHanoruju Mekreajep cmatpa
[a ce CTaBoBM MOry ,3alITUTUT’ o yb6ehuBaykux Hanaga YKONWKO ce MojeauHum
NPeTX04HO n3noxe Gnaxum, cnabumjum Bepsnjama ybefrsaykmx aprymeHara cynport-
HUX HWMXOBUM YBEpEHWMA, HAKOH Yera creau CHaxaH u ybearoms KOHTpaapryMeHT
Ha U3noxeHe TBpAHE. Ha Taj HauMH pasBuja ce OTMOPHOCT npema Oyayhum, CHax-
HUjuM nokyLajuma nepcyasuje (McGuire, 1964). 36or oBe napanene n3mehy npove-
ca HacTaHka ,MMyHuTeTa” MerBajepoBa Teopuja MHOKynauuje nomnynapHo ce Hasuea
1 ,BakuMHa NpoTue nponaraHae” (Panjeta, 2012).

YKpaTko, npema Teopuju MHOKynauuje Npeaycnos 3a jayake OTNOPHOCTU CTaBOBa
1 MuLIbena (Tj. 3a cnpevaBare NPOMEHE CTaBOBA U MULLIbEHA) NPeACTaBIbajy ABa
KIby4YHa MexaHu3ma: npeTka (MM Kako je Heku ayTopy HasuBajy npeayno3operse
O MpEeTH:U) U NPEBEHTUBHO OCMULLIbaBake KoHTpaaprymeHata (Compton, 2013).
lMpeTka nogpasymeBa CBECHOCT NpuMaoLia nopyka Aa noctoju MoryhHOCT nanarawa
ybehuBaykum HanagmMma u MaHunynaTuBHuM nopykama (Traberg et al, 2023), kao u
npenosHaBawe fa Cy CTaBoBM Koju he ce HanacTu ,paruBK” 1 Kao TaksBW MOAMOXHN
npomeHama (McGuire, 1964). MpeTta y OBOM KOHTEKCTY Aenyje Kao curHanm u mo-
TUBALMOHA CUMa 3@ aKTUBMPaHE ,MEHTasIHOr UMYHOr cucteMa”, Koja MHMUMpa Kor-
HUTWUBHY oabpaHy of ybehusaukux Hanaga (Compton et al, 2021; Panjeta, 2012).
Opyrn KibyYHM MexaHW3aMm, NpeBEHTUBHO OCMULLIbaBaHke KOHTpaaprymeHara, noj-
pa3ymeBa Mnpyxare KOHKPETHWUX cafpxaja koje npumMaoLy nopyke mory ynotpebutu
Y LWiby OCHaXumBakba COMCTBEHMUX CTaBoBa y oabpanu oa ybefyjyhux nopyka. Osge
Ce NMPBEHCTBEHO MUCIM Ha OCMULLIbaBaH-e W NpeaoYaBakbe KOHTpaaprymeHara Koju
yHanpeq nobujajy ybefyjyhe nopyke, anu n Ha moryhe obmaryjyhe TakTuke koje he
ce KopucTut Hamme, umnsb je npumaoLyma nopyke yHanpen obesbegntu ,apceHan”
aprymeHata v 3Haka Koju ce Mory Kopuctutu y 6yayhum cutyaumjama cyodaBaka
ca CHaXHWjUm Mokywajuma obmammBaka U nepcyasunje. Ha oBaj HauuH jayajy ce
KOFHWUTUBHWU PECYpPCH KOjU Cy 3HavajHu 3a 3awTtuty og ybehyjyhux n noteHumjanHo
obmarbyjyhux nopyka (Traberg et al, 2023; Compton, 2013). MHokynauuja ce moxe
BPLUMTK Tako Aa Oyae 3acHOBaHa Ha TeMu (eng. issue-based), rae je CylwTuHa y
MpyXaky KOHTpaaprymeHarta Koju cy hokycupaHu Ha Teme (HMp. y Be3u ca 3apas-
CTBEHMM MH(OpMaLMjama), unu Tako Aa ¢okyc Byae Ha WMpUM MaHUNynaTuBHAM
TexHukama (eng. tehnique-based) koje ce kopucTe y NPOAYKLUMjU nponaraHgHMX no-
pyka (Lewandowsky & van der Linden, 2021). MNpema knacvyHoM Mogeny, cMatpa
ce [a VHTepBeHuuja NHOKynaumje yHKUMOHULLE TaKo LUTO AoBoAM A0 nosehasara
nepumnupaHor ocehaja ,npeTwe” 04 MaHuMnynaumje, YuMe pacte MoTMBauuja 3a ca-
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moogbpany (Compton, 2013). Houja Tymavuera Teopuje Harnawaajy ynory npowe-
ca namhema, y CMUCAY Aa je jadmHa ycnocTaBrbeHor namhersa BaxHWju hakTop of
MOTUBMCAHOCTU UK ocehaja npeTke 3a ePUKaCHOCT MHOKYNAaLMOHWX MHTEPBEHLMja
(Maertens et al, 2021).

WcTpaxmBarsa Cy BULLECTPYKO NOTBpAMIa eduKkacHOCT Teopuje MHOKynauuje.
Y1BpheHo je Aa nHOKynaumje 3HayajHo yTuyy Ha nosehare OTMOPHOCTM Ha npona-
raHgy y pasnuyutiM JOMEHWUMa, YKibydyjyhu nonuTuky, 3paBcTBoO, KNMMaTcke npo-
meHe (Lewandowsky & van der Linden, 2021; Traberg et al, 2022; Cook et al, 2023);
nobosbLiaBajy cnocobHOCT pasnuKoBaka TadHWX Of NaxHUX uHdopmaumja (Lu et
al.,, 2023), kao u ga cmakbyjy BepoBaTHONY NpuxBaTaka OHMajH paaukanusauuje
(Braddock, 2019). Kao wwTo ce Moxe 3akrbyunTh, TEOPUja MHOKYNaLmje NnpeacTasiba
[EernoTBopaH MPUCTYN jayaky NCUXOMOLLKe OTNOPHOCTU nojeauHaua byayhu ga wc-
TpaxwuBara yKasyjy Aa npouec MHokynauvje omoryhaea ogpefeHn cTeneH 3awtnte
oA pasnuunTux obrnuka ybefmBama 1 nponaraHaHOr AenoBaka U MOXe ce cMaTpaTu
3HaYajHUM MexaHW3MOM ofbpaHe y CaBPEMEHOM VHGOPMALIMIOHOM OKPYXXeHsY.

3aKkrbyyak

CaBpeMeHy TEXHOMOLLKM pa3Boj jacHO ykadyje Aa he gurnTanHa nponaraHga oc-
TaTu TpajHO NpuUcyTHa nojaea. Mako je Huje moryhe y nOTNYHOCTM eNMMUHUCATH, MO-
ryhe je 3HayajHO ybrnaxwTu HeHe HeraTuBHe nocneguue Kpo3 Gorbe pasymeBare
HauYMHa HeHOr (PyHKLMOHMCaa 1 MPOLEHY BPCTa yTuLaja Koje npou3Boam, Kao u
KpO3 pa3yMeBaH-e MCUXOOLLUKMX NpoLeca Koju jayajy OTMOPHOCT, Kako nojeauHalla,
Tako ¥ LENOKYMHOr ApyLUITBa.

Y BOjHOM KOHTEKCTY pasymMeBare OBUX (PeHOMeHa MMa KibyyaH 3Hayaj, Oyayhu
Ja VHGOopMaLMOoHM NPOCTOpP CBE BULLE NpeAcTaBiba LeHTpanHo 60jHO nosbe caspe-
MeHux cykoba. ponaraHgHO AenoBarbe Y AWUTMTANHOM OKPYXKEHY He Lurba caMo
Ha nepuenuujy Henpujaterba, Beh 1 Ha NoBepere, KOXe3njy 1 Mopan COMNCTBEHUX
cHara. Marpazta ncuxonoLuke oTnopHocT Mefy npunagHuLmma mopana bu noctatu
cTpaTeLUKV NpUOpKUTET, jep omoryhasa ovyBawe MHAMBMAYanHe CTabunHOCTy, Konek-
TWBHOI MOparna 1 noBepersa y UHCTUTYLMje U KOMaHOHe CTPYKTYpe.

KoHCTaHTHa M3noXeHOCT nponaraHaHUM akTMBHOCTUMA W HEMOTYRHOCT NpyXxama
oTnopa npunagHuka MoXe HOCUTW PU3MK Of 030MIbHMjMX nocneauua, Koje noTeH-
LMjariHO Mory JOBECTU [0 yrpoxaBaka (PYHKLMOHMCAka BOJHOT CUCTEMA, KaKO Ha
HUBOY jedMHULE, Tako U Ha MHCTUTYLMOHANHOM HKBOY. [TpuMeHa npuHLmMna ncuxo-
NOLLKe OTMOPHOCTM U TeOpWje MHOKynaumje y Bojcum Tpeba fa obyxsatu ocnocobrba-
Bakbe MpunagHMka 3a npernosHaBare MaHWMynaTUBHWX cagpxaja, nponaraHgHux
MexaHu3ama 1 KpUTUYKY NpoLeHy MHopmMaLmja Kpo3 pasnuyute TpeHUHre 1 eayka-
umnje. Ocum HaBeeHKx 0cnocobrbeHOCTH, cMaTpamo Aa 6u Guno BaxkHO CNpoBOAMTH
1 TPEHUHre Koju he BUTK hokycMpaHu Ha pasBujatbe MEeAUjCKe U auUruTanHe nucme-
HocTu, Byayhu aa ce gurutandy Meaumju u obnuum NnponaraHaHor AenoBakba panuaHo
pa3Bujajy, Te je Heonxo4Ho Aa BojHe 0byke npaTe OBe NPOMEHEe Kako BGv npunagHuLm
ocCTanu y kopaky ca caBpeMeHUM 13asoBrMa MHGOPMaLMOHOr NpocTopa.

1/72



lNcuxonoLuka oTNOPHOCT Ha nponaraHgy y caBpeMeHoM MHOPMaLMOHOM npocTopy

Jlumepamypa

[1] Alispahi¢, B. (2020). Propaganda kao oblik specijalnog rata. Drustvena i tehnicka
istraZivanja, 2, 71-90.

[2] Altay, S., Lyons, B. A., & Modirrousta-Galian, A. (2024). Exposure to Higher Rates
of False News Erodes Media Trust and Fuels Overconfidence. Mass Communication and
Society, 28(2), 301-325. https://doi.org/10.1080/15205436.2024.2382776

[3] Bjola, C., & Papadakis, K. (2020). Digital propaganda, counterpublics and the
disruption of the public sphere: The Finnish approach to building digital resilience.
Cambridge Review of International Affairs, 33(5), 638-666. https://doi.org/10.1080/09
557571.2019.1704221

[4] Bracke, S. (2016). Bouncing back: Vulnerability and resistance in times of resilience.
In J. Butler, Z. Gambetti, & L. Sabsay (Eds.), Vulnerability in resistance (pp. 73-92).
Duke University Press. https://doi.org/10.1215/9780822373490-004

[5] Braddock, K. (2019). Vaccinating against hate: Using attitudinal inoculation to confer
resistance to persuasion by extremist propaganda. Terrorism and Political Violence, 1-23.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09546553.2019.1693370

[6] Brashier,N. M., Eliseev, E.D., &Marsh, E. J. (2020). Aninitial accuracy focus prevents
illusory truth. Cognition, 194, 104054. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2019.104054

[7] Briant, E. L. (2024). Researching influence operations: ‘Dark arts’ mercenaries
and the digital influence industry. In C. Bjola & I. Manor (Eds.), The Oxford
handbook of digital diplomacy. Oxford University Press. https://doi.org/10.1093/
oxfordhb/9780192859198.013.5

[8] Broda, E., & Stromback, J. (2024). Misinformation, disinformation, and
fake news: lessons from an interdisciplinary, systematic literature review. Annals
of the International Communication Association, 48(2), 139-166. https://doi.org/1
0.1080/23808985.2024.2323736

[9] Bubanja, 1. B. (2024). Delovanje laznih vesti na poverenje u medije i smernice za
smanjenje njihovih negativnih uticaja. Tehnika, 79(1), 105-112. https://doi.org/10.5937/
tehnika2401105B

[10] Caled, D., & Silva, M. J. (2022). Digital media and misinformation: An outlook on
multidisciplinary strategies against manipulation. Journal of computational social science,
5(1), 123-159. https://doi.org/10.1007/s42001-021-00118-8

[11] Carr, P. R., Cuervo Sanchez, S. L. & Daros, M. A. (2020). Citizen Engagement in
the Contemporary Era of Fake News: Hegemonic Distraction or Control of the Social Media
Context?. Postdigital Science and Education, 2(1), 39-60. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s42438-019-00052-z

[12] Compton, J. (2013). Inoculation theory. In J. P. Dillard, & L. Shen (Eds.), The Sage
handbook of persuasion: Developments in theory and practice (2nd ed., pp. 220-236).
Sage.

1/73



BOJHO JENO, 4/2025

[13] Compton, J., van der Linden, S., Cook, J., & Basol, M. (2021). Inoculation theory in
the posttruth era: Extant findings and new frontiers for contested science, misinformation,
and conspiracy theories. Social and Personality Psychology Compass, 15(6), Article
€12602. https://doi.org/10.1111/spc3.12602

[14] Cook, J., Ecker, U. K. H., Trecek-King, M., Schade, G., Jeffers-Tracy, K.,
Fessmann, J.,Kim, S. C., Kinkead, D., Orr, M., Vraga, E., Roberts, K., & McDowell,
J. (2023). The cranky uncle game—Combining humor and gamification to build
student resilience against climate misinformation. Environmental Education
Research, 29(4), 607-623. https://doi.org/10.1080/13504622.2022.208567 1

[15] Cabarkapa, M. (2007). Uloga medijske i psiholo$ke propagande u savremenom
ratu sa posebnim osvrtom na oruZane sukobe u bivSoj Jugoslaviji. Zbornik radova
Filozofskog fakulteta u Pristini, 37, 441-452.

[16] Den Hartigh, R. J., & Hill, Y. (2022). Conceptualizing and measuring psychological
resilience: What can we learn from physics? New Ideas in Psychology, 66, 100934.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.newideapsych.2022.100934

[17] Ecker, U. K. H., Lewandowsky, S., Cook, J., Schmid, P., Fazio, L. K., Brashier,
N. M., Kendeou, P., Vraga, E. K., & Amazeen, M. A. (2022). The psychological drivers of
misinformation belief and its resistance to correction. Nature Reviews Psychology, 1(1),
13-29. https://doi.org/10.1038/s44159-021-00006-y

[18] Fallis, D. (2009, February 28). A conceptual analysis of disinformation
[Conference paper]. iConference 2009. Retrieved from https://hdl.handle.
net/2142/15205

[19] Fazio, L. K. (2020). Repetition increases perceived truth even for known falsehoods.
Collabra: Psychology, 6(1), Article 38. https://doi.org/10.1525/collabra.347

[20] Fletcher, D., & Sarkar, M. (2013). Psychological resilience: A review and critique
of definitions, concepts, and theory. European Psychologist, 18(1), 12-23. https://doi.
org/10.1027/1016-9040/a000124

[21] Gacinovié, R. (2012). Propaganda u ljudskom drustvu. Vojno delo, 64(1), 205-215.

[22] Hameleers, M. (2023). Disinformation as a context-bound phenomenon: Toward
a conceptual clarification integrating actors, intentions and techniques of creation and
dissemination. Communication Theory, 33(1), 1-10. https://doi.org/10.1093/ct/qtac021

[23] Hansen, F. S. (2017). Russian Hybrid Warfare: A study of disinformation. Danish
Institute for International Studies. DIIS Report Vol. 2017 No. 06

[24] Humprecht, E., Esser, F., & Aelst, P. V. (2020). Resilience to online disinformation:
A framework for cross-national comparative research. The International Journal of Press/
Politics, 25(3), 493-516. https://doi.org/10.1177/1940161219900126 - NE IDE ZA
SAD

[25] Jowett, G. S., & O’donnell, V. (2015). Propaganda & persuasion. Sage publications.

[26] Kahan, D. M. (2013). lIdeology, motivated reasoning, and cognitive
reflection. Judgment and Decision Making, 8(4), 407-424. https://doi.org/10.1017/
$1930297500005271

1/74



lNcuxonoLuka oTNOPHOCT Ha nponaraHgy y caBpeMeHoM MHOPMaLMOHOM npocTopy

[27] Kahan, D. M. (2017). Misconceptions, Misinformation, and the Logic of Identity-
Protective Cognition. Cultural Cognition Project Working Paper Series No. 164. Yale Law
School. https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2973067

[28] Kazi¢, T. (2025). Digitalna propaganda i dezinformacije generisane vestatkom
inteligencijom — studije slu¢aja izraelsko-palestinskog sukoba i pada BaSara al-Asada u
Siriji. Politika nacionalne bezbednosti, 28(1), 101-122. https://doi.org/10.5937/pnb28-
56408

[29] Koch, A. S., & Forgas, J. P. (2012). Feeling good and feeling truth: The
interactive effects of mood and processing fluency on truth judgments. Journal
of Experimental Social Psychology, 48(2), 481-485. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
jesp.2011.10.003

[30] Lewandowsky, S., & van der Linden, S. (2021). Countering Misinformation
and Fake News Through Inoculation and Prebunking. European Review of Social
Psychology, 32(2), 348-384. https://doi.org/10.1080/10463283.2021.1876983

[31] Lewandowsky, S. (2022). Fake news and participatory propaganda. In R. Pohl
(Ed.), Cognitive illusions: Intriguing phenomena in thinking, judgment, and memory
(3rd ed., pp. 324-340). Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003154730-23

[32] Lewandowsky, S., Ecker, U. K. H., & Cook, J. (2017). Beyond misinformation:
Understanding and coping with the “post-truth” era. Journal of Applied
Research in Memory and Cognition, 6(4), 353-369. https://doi.org/10.1016/].
jarmac.2017.07.008

[33] van der Linden, S. (2023). Foolproof: Why misinformation infects our minds
and how to build immunity. W. W. Norton & Company.

[34] Lu, C., Hu, B,, Li, Q, Bi, C., & Ju, X. D. (2023). Psychological Inoculation for
Credibility Assessment, Sharing Intention, and Discernment of Misinformation: Systematic
Review and Meta-Analysis. Journal of medical Internet research, 25, e49255. https://doi.
org/10.2196/49255

[35] Luthar, S. S., & Cicchetti, D. (2000). The construct of resilience: implications for
interventions and social policies. Development and psychopathology, 12(4), 857-885.
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0954579400004156

[36] Lihring, J., Shetty, A., Koschmieder, C., & Krause, U. (2024). Emotions in
misinformation studies: Distinguishing affective state from emotional response and
misinformation recognition from acceptance. Cognitive Research: Principles and
Implications, 9(1), 82. https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-024-00607-0

[37] Maertens, R., Roozenbeek, J., Basol, M., & van der Linden, S. (2021). Long-
term effectiveness of inoculation against misinformation: Three longitudinal experiments.
Journal of experimental psychology. Applied, 27(1), 1-16. https://doi.org/10.1037/
xap0000315

[38] Majchrzak, A. (2023). Russian disinformation and the use of images generated by
artificial intelligence (deepfake) in the first year of the invasion of Ukraine. Media Business
Culture, 14(1), 43-55.

1/75



BOJHO JENO, 4/2025

[39] Martel, C., Pennycook, G., & Rand, D. G. (2020). Reliance on emotion promotes
belief in fake news. Cognitive Research: Principles and Implications, 5(1), 47. https://doi.
org/10.1186/s41235-020-00252-3

[40] McCluskey, L. M., Hamilton, J. M., & Reynolds, A. (2023). When Propaganda
Became a Dirty Word. Journalism History, 49(2), 140-157. https://doi.org/10.1080/00
947679.2023.2203026

[41] McGuire, W. J. (1964). Inducing resistance to persuasion: Some contemporary
approaches. In L. Berkowitz (Ed.), Advances in experimental social psychology (Vol.
1, pp. 191-229). Academic Press.

[42] Melchior, C., & Oliveira, M. (2023). A systematic literature review of the motivations
to share fake news on social media platforms and how to fight them. New Media & Society,
26(2), 1127-1150. https://doi.org/10.1177/14614448231174224

[43] Milenkovi¢, M., Vuleti¢, D., Pesi¢, A., Bojani¢, D., & Buki¢, A. (2025). Fizionomija
savremenih oruZanih sukoba. Institut za strategijska istraZivanja.

[44] Milikovié, M., Jevti¢, D., & StojiCevi¢, S. (2022). Informaciona dimenzija
bezbednosnog okruzenja — osnovna obelezja. Vojno delo, 74(2), 18—40. https://doi.
org/10.5937/vojdelo2202018M

[45] Mitchell, K. J., & Johnson, M. K. (2009). Source monitoring 15 years later:
What have we learned from fMRI about the neural mechanisms of source memory?
Psychological Bulletin, 135(4), 638-677.

[46] Morav¢ikova, E. (2020). Media manipulation and propaganda in the post-truth era.
Media Literacy and Academic Research, 3(2), 23-37.

[47] NATO. (2023). Allied joint doctrine for information operations (AJP-10.1).
NATO Standardization Office / UK Ministry of Defence. Dostupno na: https://www.gov.uk/
government/publications/allied-joint-doctrine-for-information-operations-ajp-101

[48] Nerino, V. (2023). Overcome the fragmentation in online propaganda literature:
The role of cultural and cognitive sociology. Frontiers in Sociology, 8, 1170447. https://
doi.org/10.3389/fs0c.2023.1170447

[49] Panjeta, L. (2012). Virtualna vakcinacija realnosti: novo shvatanje teorije
inokulacije. Pregled: ¢asopis za drustvena pitanja, 2(2), 99-117. Retrieved from https://
pregled.unsa.ba/index.php/pregled/article/view/659

[50] Parezanovi¢, M., & Prorokovi¢, D. (2024). Psychological and propaganda
operations as a form of hybrid warfare. NBP. Nauka, bezbednost, policija, 29(1), 43-55.
https://doi.org/10.5937/nabepo29-45316

[51] Pennycook, G., & Rand, D. G. (2018). Lazy, not biased: Susceptibility to
partisan fake news is better explained by lack of reasoning than by motivated
reasoning. Cognition, 188, 39-50. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2018.06.011

[52] Pennycook, G., & Rand, D. G. (2020). Who falls for fake news? The roles
of bullshit receptivity, overclaiming, familiarity, and analytic thinking. Journal of
Personality, 88(2), 185-200. https://doi.org/10.1111/jopy.12476

[63] Petrovi¢, J. R. (2021). Psiholoski rat i vojne nauke. Bastina, 55, 267-278. https://
doi.org/10.5937/bastina31-33489

1/76



lNcuxonoLuka oTNOPHOCT Ha nponaraHgy y caBpeMeHoM MHOPMaLMOHOM npocTopy

[54] PeSic, A. S., Miljkovié, M. D. (2025). Mediji u kriznim situacijama — socio-psiholoSke
posledice i preporuke. Bastina, 65, 455-470. https://doi.org/10.5937/bastina35-53540

[65] Poon, K.-T., Chen, Z., & Wong, W.-Y. (2020). Beliefs in conspiracy theories
following ostracism. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 46(8), 1234-1246.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167219898944

[56] Rot, N. (2010). Osnovi socijalne psihologije (izabrana dela, tom 3). Zavod za
udzbenike i nastavna sredstva.

[57] Rutter M. (1993). Resilience: some conceptual considerations. The Journal of
adolescent health : official publication of the Society for Adolescent Medicine, 14(8), 626-
696. https://doi.org/10.1016/1054-139x(93)90196-v

[58] Rad, B., Pursiainen, C., & Eklund, N. (2025). Combatting disinformation:
How do we create resilient societies? Literature review and analytical framework.
European Journal for Security Research. https://doi.org/10.1007/s41125-025-
00105-4

[59] Sela A, Neter O, Lohr V, Cihelka P, Wang F, Zwilling M, et al. (2025) Signals of
propaganda—Detecting and estimating political influences in information spread in social
networks. PLoS ONE 20(1): e0309688. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0309688

[60] Sharma, K., Qian, F., Jiang, H., Ruchansky, N., Zhang, M., & Liu, Y. (2019).
Combating fake news: A survey on identification and mitigation techniques. ACM
Transactions on Intelligent Systems and Technology, 10(3), Article 21. https://doi.
org/10.1145/3305260

[61] Shrivastava, A., & Desousa, A. (2016). Resilience: A psychobiological construct
for psychiatric disorders. Indian Journal of Psychiatry, 58(1), 38-43. https://doi.
org/10.4103/0019-5545.174365

[62] Sisto, A., Vicinanza, F., Campanozzi, L. L., Ricci, G., Tartaglini, D., & Tambone, V.
(2019). Towards a Transversal Definition of Psychological Resilience: A Literature Review.
Medicina (Kaunas, Lithuania), 55(11), 745. https://doi.org/10.3390/medicina55110745

[63] Southwick, S. M., Sippel, L., Krystal, J., Charney, D., Mayes, L., & Pietrzak, R.
(2016). Why are some individuals more resilient than others: the role of social support.
World psychiatry:official journal of the World Psychiatric Association (WPA), 15(1), 77-79.
https://doi.org/10.1002/wps.20282

[64] Southwick, S. M., Bonanno, G. A., Masten, A. S., Panter-Brick, C., & Yehuda,
R. (2014). Resilience definitions, theory, and challenges: Interdisciplinary perspectives.
European Journal of Psychotraumatology, 5(1), 25338. https://doi.org/10.3402/ejpt.
v5.25338

[65] Southwick, S. M., Vythilingam, M., & Charney, D. S. (2005). The psychobiology
of depression and resilience to stress: implications for prevention and treatment.
Annual review of clinical psychology, 1, 255-291. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.
clinpsy.1.102803.143948

[66] Sutiu, C. L. (2012). Propaganda: How a good word went wrong. Agathos: An
International Review of the Humanities and Social Sciences, 3(2), 122-130.

1/77



BOJHO JENO, 4/2025

[67] Tadi¢, D. (2025). Internet and digital propaganda: Social media. JITA - Journal
of Information Technology and Applications, 15(1), 73-78. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.7251/J1T2501073T

[68] Tormala, Z. L., & Petty, R. E. (2002). What doesn't kill me makes me stronger:
the effects of resisting persuasion on attitude certainty. Journal of personality and social
psychology, 83(6), 1298-1313. https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-3514.83.6.1298

[69] Traberg, C. S., Roozenbeek, J., & van der Linden, S. (2022). Psychological
inoculation against misinformation: Current evidence and future directions. The
Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 700(1), 136-
151. https://doi.org/10.1177/00027162221087936

[70] Traberg, C. S., Harjani, T., Basol, M., Biddlestone, M., Maertens, R., Roozenbeek,
J., & van der Linden, S. (2023). Prebunking against misinformation in the modern digital
age. In T. D. Purnat, T. Nguyen, & S. Briand (Eds.), Managing Infodemics in the 21st
Century (pp. 99-111). Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-27789-4_8

[71] Usher, N., & Carlson, M. (2018). The Midlife Crisis of the Network Society. Media
and Communication, 6(4), 107-110. https://doi.org/10.17645/mac.v6i4.1751

[72] Vosoughi, S., Roy, D., & Aral, S. (2018). The spread of true and false news online.
Science (New York, N.Y.), 359(6380), 1146-1151. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aap9559

[73] Vuleti¢, D. V. (2018). PsiholoSka dimenzija hibridnog ratovanja. Vojno delo, 70(6),
274-281. https://doi.org/10.5937/vojdelo1806274V

[74] Vucini¢, D. M. (2017). PsiholoSko ratovanje u prostoru drustvenih informacionih
medija— aspekt hibridnog ratovanja. Vojno delo, 69(7), 326-337. https://doi.org/10.5937/
vojdelo1707326V

[75] Wanless, A., & Berk, M. (2022). Participatory propaganda: The engagement of
audiences in the spread of persuasive communications. In D. Herbert & S. Fisher-Hgyrem
(Eds.), Social media and social order (pp. 111-139). De Gruyter Open Poland. https://
doi.org/10.2478/9788366675612

[76] Wardle, C., & Derakhshan, H. (2017). Information disorder: Toward an
interdisciplinary framework for research and policymaking (Council of Europe report
DGI(2017)09). Strasbourg, France: Council of Europe.

[77] World Economic Forum. (2025). The Global Risks Report 2025. Geneva: World
Economic Forum. Retrieved from https://www.weforum.org/publications/global-risks-
report-2025

[78] Zmigrod, L. (2022). A psychology of ideology: Unpacking the psychological
structure of ideological thinking. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 17(4), 1072-
1092. https://doi.org/10.1177/17456916211044140

1/78



lNcuxonoLwka oTNOPHOCT Ha nponaraHgy y caBpeMeHOM MHOPMALMOHOM npocTopy

Pesume

Pa,q ce 6aBu aHanM30M NCUXOIOLLKE OTNOPHOCTY Ha NMponaraHay y CaBpeMEHOM
MHOpPMALMOHOM NPOCTOPY, Ca NOCEGHUM OCBPTOM Ha AUrnTanHe nnardopme,
KOju NpeacTaBrbajy KibyydHe kaHane y auctpubyumju nponaraHaHe v AesvHgopma-
umja. TpaHcdopmaumja KOMYHUKALMOHUX KaHana JoBena je 40 NpoMeHe npupoae
nponaraHgHor JenoBaka, Koje je nocTano napTMUMnaTUBHO, AELEeHTPanM3oBaHo U
anroputamcku nogpxaHo, Yume ce 3HavajHo nosehasa HeroB JOMET 1 yTuuaj. Y pagy
ce pasmaTtpajy OCHOBHE TeOopujcKe KapakTepucTvke nponaraHae, Ae3vHdopmadmja 1
CaBPEMEHMX 00nmka MaHunynaumje, Kao 1 NCUXOMOLLKY MeXaHU3MK koju omoryhaeajy
nojeamnHLMma 1 3ajegHuuLama fa ce ogbpaHe of nponaraHgHux ytuuaja. MNocebaH ak-
LIeHaT je CTaBIbEH HA TEOPUjCKM MPUKA3 KOTHUTUBHUX U COLIMO-adhEKTUBHWUX MHOWBH-
[yarHux ncUXonoLLKUX dakTopa Koju JONpUHOCE OTMOPHOCTU Ha nponaraHay, kao 1
Ha KONeKTUBHe hakTope oTnopHOCTH, Byayhu fa NCMXOMOLLKa OTMOPHOCT, HAPOUMTO Y
CaBPEMEHOM MHGOPMALIMOHOM MPOCTOPY, HE 3aBUCK UCKIBYYMBO Of KapakTepucTuka
nojeanHua, Beh 1 of LWMper ApyLITBEHOr OKpYXXekba. Y pady Cy pasmaTtpaHe Kapak-
TEPUCTUKE Teopuja MHOKyNaLuje y KOHTEKCTY javyarba NCUXOSIOLLKE OTMOPHOCTHU, KPO3
pa3Boj UHAMBMAYATHUX U KONEKTUBHWX KanawuTeTa 3a npeno3HaBatre 1 oabaLyBake
y6efyjyhnx nopyka. Y pagy ce Harnawiaea Aa MEeXaHu3Mn UHOKynaumje, 3aCHOBaHM
Ha NPUHUMNY “KOrHUTUBHE UMYHM3aUMje”, NPeacTaBbajy edukacaH HauMH NpeBeEH-
TWBHOr JenoBara Koju omoryhaea cTBapare MCUXOMOLLKUX MexaHW3ama 3allTuTe
0 MponaraHZHor ytvuaja. Y 3akrbyyky paga pasmaTpa ce 3Hadvaj NCMXOsoLlke OT-
MOPHOCTU ofOpaHe y caBpeMEHUM MHDOPMALIMOHUM CyKOBMMA, HAapOYUTO Y BOjHOM
KOHTEKCTY, re nponaraHga Moxe yrpo3vuTi Mopar, KOXe3ujy 1 NoBepere y KoMaHaHe
cTpykType. Uctnye ce notpeba 3a MHTErpucakem TPEHWHra Meamjcke U aurntanHe
MUCMEHOCTK y BOjHE Nporpame obyke, kako 6u ce noBehana cnpemMHoCT 3a AenoBarbe
y ycrnosuma nHgopmMaLmoHor paToBamsa.

KrbyuHe peun: lcuxonowska omnopHocm, nponazaHOa, mMaHunynayuja, 0e3uH-
¢hopmayuje, uHgbopmayUuoHO pamosar-e, QuaumarHe niamgopme, Medujcka nucme-
Hocm, meopuja UHoKynayuje
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