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HOBO UCHNOJbABAIGE JIYAJIHOTI UJIEHTUTETA ¥
IPHOJ I'OPU: U3A30B CPIICKOJ HALIWJU™

Caxerax: Pag nokasyje kako je TOkoM JuTHjamkor nokpera 2020. 1 Heroc-
penHo mocie modene CPICKUX cTpaHaka Hax JleMoKpaTCKoM MapTHjOM COIHjalucTa
Ha m30opuma y Llproj I'opu (30. aBryct 2020), u3 pemoBa MHPCKOT CBEIITEHCTBA
Murtponoiuje IpHOTOPCKO-PUMOPCKE M KOHIepHa Bujectw nomnmio je mo u3He-
Haljyjyher HaieTa nmpoMoIiyje qyamHOT HPHOTOPCKO-CPIICKOT HISHTHUTETa Ha IITETY
CpIICKE HaI{je, ITO je KOPECTIOHIUPAIO ca HACjOM CaMOCTAHOCTH emapxuja y
Lpnoj I'opn y ogHOCcy Ha CpIicKy MpaBOCIIaBHY IIPKBY.

Kibyune peum: Cpbu, Llpua I'opa, Cprmcka mpaBociaBHa I[pKBa, TyaslHA
WJICHTHUTET, CerapaTu3am

U nocne u3bopue modeze cpnckux crpanaka y Llpuoj [opu 30. aBrycra 2020.
HacTaBJba ce 0opOa unenturera. C jemHe CTpaHe je CpIICKa HaIMja Kao jeuHa UCTO-
pujcka Hanmja y LpHoj 'opwm, ¢ mpyre cTpaHe je T3B. IIPHOTOPCKA HAIMja YUjU JTUC-
PH CYy je IOTITYHO M3OMIITHIIN U3 CPIICTBA, a ¢ Tpehe cTpaHe je y MoBojy peluKiInpa-
HU KOHCTPYKT Ha3BaH IIPHOTOPCKO-CPIICKU MICHTUTET a HOCHOLU Cy My HAMEHUIN
rpahancku ob6muk (ITeposuh 2020a) m MyT KOju Mpojia3H, Kako Kaxy, m3Mely nBe
ucksbyunBoctr (Kosovi¢ 2021). Taj 1ipHOTOPCKO-CPIICKH UIACHTUTET HE OU OHO HU-
mITa Apyro A0 pHoropcka Hanuja 2.0. a KOHCTPYKT je Hajy’Ke MOBe3aH ca CTaTyCoM
enapxuja y Llpaoj ['opu npema Cprickoj IpaBociaBHO] IPKBH.

Hyanau uaeHtuter Beh roquHy AaHa 100Wja Ha jaBHOM 3aMaxy, a HaMepa je
Jla ce MPEKO LETHICKOI Kpyra MHUPCKUX CBEIUTEHHMKAa MUTPOIOHje LIPHOIOPCKO-
MPUMOPCKE M MEIHMjCKOT KOHIEepHa Bujecmu TPOMOBHINE TOJA APKAaBHOM KaroM
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LPHOTOPCTBA a HE CPICTBA. TO Cy yIpaBO akTEepH KOjH Cy YTHLAIU Aa C€ M3BPIIX
peBmu3uja mobene cprckor Hapona LipHe ["ope Ha mapnameHTapHuM nzdopuma 2021.
W3BecHO mocToju Hamepa Aa ce MPEKO TOr IyajJHOT WIEHTHUTETa 3ayCTaBH YCIIOH
uHTerpayHor cprctsa y LipHoj ['opu Koje npexo HallMOHAIHOT U3jalllbaBamba MOXKE
nmocehu Opojky oxo mnn mpeko 40% a mpeko jesuakor u 10 60% yKyITHe ToITyJIaIuje
Lpue lope. Tume 6u Cpbu mocranu peratuBHa BehnHa npeMa HApOTHOCTH a arco-
nytHa Behuna o jesuky (PaxoBuh 2020a, PakoBuh 2020b). Ty nojaBy, 3Bany myai-
HU HIECHTUTET, Beh je ToTpeOHO CAOIMITHTH HAYYHO] jABHOCTH, Ha BPEME pearoBaTH
Y U3JIOKUTH j€ JaBHO] KPUTHIIH.

JyajHu HIeHTUTET y NPOULIOCTH Ka0 KOHCTPYKT TOTAJIHTAPHUX H1€0JI0THja

V IpHoj I'opu kojom je Bmagana nunactuja [lerpouh Hberom cmatpano ce
Jla je HallMOHAJIHO CPIICTBO M3Han apkaBHocTH Llpue I'ope. Ctora Huje HeroBaH
OyanHu uneHtuteT Beh cy llpHoropmm Ouiam M3pHuUUTE CPICKE HAPOAHOCTH. Y
Kmaxesnnn/Kpasesunn LlpHoj ['opu omiagnna je BacnuTaBaHa Ha OBaj HAYMH:
,»OcuM LlpHe ['ope mMa jomr cprcKux 3eMaiba, y KojuMma sxuBe Hama Opaha CpOu.
Hexu cy, kao Mu c10001HH, a HEKU HUjecy, Hero cy mox tyhuHoM. CBaku CpOuH y
Lpuoj I'opu nyxaH je MO3HATH U JbyOUTH CBOjy L[jEJIOKYITHY JTOMOBHHY — CBE CPII-
CKe 3eMJbe, Y KOjUMa JKMBE Hala ocioboheHa u Heocnobohena Opaha Cpou. Huje-
nmaH Cp6oun u Cprnkuma, Ma Koje Bjepe OWIH, HE CMHUjy IMOXKaIUTA HU XKUBOT HU
MMame 3a OMINITY CPIICKY cliobomy, modpo u Omarocrame. Tpeba, ma je Opat mwo,
Koje Bjepe O6uo, jep Temko Opary 0e3 Opara” (Ilonosuh, Poranosuh 1899, 36).

MebhyTtum, ciosbHM pazbujaun cprictBa y LlpHoj [opu mpuberaBanu cy Tome
na llpHoropue WM MOTHYHO M3OMIUTE M3 CPICTBA WIM Ja MM HAMETHY IyalHU
uaeHTuTeT. Uranujancku QammcTy u XpBaTCKU MpaBalld UMAJIH Cy IUIAHOBE J1a ce
LlpHOTOPIM Y OTIYHOCTH U3y3My M3 CPIICKE HAllMje U CTPIIAjy y jOII jelaH KOHC-
TPYKT KpeHpaH ca cTpaHe, T3B. LIPHOTOPCKY Hauujy: wim y PumMcky chepy n/mmm y
xpBaTcky nuBminzanyjy (Pakosuh 2019, 39-74).

C npyre ctpane, Hemauku ucropuuap Mandpen Crpaka u3 3u10jue HHCTHTY-
ta y I'pamty, caannmno je 1940. ernnuky many Kpamesune Jyrocnasuje 3a morpede
BpxoBHe komaHzae KomHeHe BoOjcke Bepmaxrta. Ha mamm cy ,,upHOropcku Cpbu” —
Montenegrinische Serben — o3Hauern uctoMm 60joM Kao u ocranu CpOu anm je camo
npoctop Lpue ['ope mpadupan. IIpoctop ,,1ipHOTOpcKUx Cpbda” OTHPUINKE CE TIO-
IyJapao ¢ TpaHulioM Hekanammke Kpassesune Lipue [ope ¢ Tum mto je Metoxuja y
MOTIYHOCTH 000jeHa anbanckoM 6ojoM (Straka 1940). dakine, HUje ped 0 3aBUYajHO]
NPUNAaTHOCTH, A HU HEeKaJalllbUM ApKaBHUM rpanunama. [lopa3 Hauucra y [py-
TOM CBETCKOM paTy OCYyjeTHO je MOTYhHOCT Ja ce Ioj BHXOBHUM CTapaTeJbCTBOM
03BaHWYH KOHCTPYKT IIPHOTOPCKO-CPIICKOT UACHTUTETa Kao OCEOHOCTH — M31IBOje-
HOT TeJa — y OJHOCY Ha CPIICKY HaIHjy.

[To6Gena xomyHucra y Jpyrom cBeTckoMm pary y JyrociaBuju IoBema je IO
denepamHor ypehema conujanuctuake Jyrocnasuje ¢ L{paom ['opom kao jeaHoM of
niect penyOiuka. Ynankom MunoBana busaca y 6eorpazackoj bopou ,,O upHorop-
CKOM HanuoHanHoM muTamy” (1945), KomyHuctuuka naptuja Jyrocnasuje je ycra-
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HOBMJIa TIOCTOjarkbe¢ LPHOTOPCKE HAaIMje U TO Y M3BECHOM AyalHOM BHIY: ,,MH cMO
3a TO, jep CMO YBjE€pPEHH, 3HaMO Ja TO Xohe I[PHOTOPCKU HAPOJ, a OH TO Xohe jep ce
ocjeha, jep jecte HemTo nmoceOHO, moceOHu, npykunju ‘Cpou’ ox ceux Cpbda, — Lp-
Horopiu” (Bumac 1945). I'oBopuito ce 1a TakBa MPHOTOPCKa HaIMja UMa MPHOTOP-
CKy HaITMOHAJIHY CBECT, a CPIICKY UcTOpHjcKy cBecT (Byjosuh 1987, 96-97, 100). To
je Omna JOMHHAHTHA MaTpHUIa U y BpeMe AHTHOMpOKparcke peBonynuje y LIpHO]
I'opu (1989) n TokoM npBUX roAMHA BlagaBuHe JleMOKpaTCKe MapTHje COUUjaNncTa,
o 1997. u 3aokpera Muna Bykanosuha npema antucprictsy (Pakosuh 2019, 125—
134).

Haunonanno usjammasame Ha nonucuma y LipHoj ['opu (Kmaxesuna Lpna ['opa,
Kpassesuna CXC, conujanuctnuka Jyrocnasuja u Penyomnuka LipHa 'opa)
(ITpema: Pakosuh 2004, lujakosuh 2011, 825)

Cpbu Liproropuu Ocramu YKymHo

1909 Kmax. o 0 0
Lpwa Fopa 95% 0,00% 5% 317.856
19&;;:}}.‘0(I§I(C 91,35% 0,00% 8,45% 199.227
ulp%;l:g(l)}l; 1,78% 90,67% 6,95% 377.189
Hlp9}{5;§(l)i3 3.30% 86,62% 9,45% 419.873
ulp9H6allF(I)ia 2.99% 81,37% 14,56% 471.894
ulp 9H8alrcoll;1 3.32% 68,54% 27,30% 584.310
it | o | o | e | oo
mor | o | s | e | o
it | wo | | o | o

U 13B. IIpHOTOpCKA HalWja W AyaJHHW UICHTUTET ITOKA3aIN CYy Ce Ka0 KOUHHIE
MOBpaTKy Ka MHTErpaHOM cprickoM uaeHTuteTy LlpHe ['ope kakaB je HEroBaH y TOj
JpKaBH JOK je ’oM Biiajana quaactuja [lerposuh Bberom.

lea.mm HACHTUTET JaHAC Kao ﬁpaﬂa MPOTUB HHTEIPAJIHOI CPIICTBA

Crora cy HapenHe roguse (1998—2003) mpoTekie y NpoOMHUIIJbalbUMa Kako Jia
ce AeUHHUIIE pa3aBajarkbe CaBPEMEHOT CPIICKOT HAIMOHAHOT WAeHTUTEeTa y LIpHO]
I'opu ox T3B. I[PHOTOPCKE HAIlMje KOja je KPEHyJia CTPaHIyTHIOM, Ipriehu uzaeje
XPBaTCKOT MpaBaliTBa U (ppaHkoBiIyKa. Y Tome je Omio ycnexa Ha momucuma 2003.
n 2011. au je ¥ AyaaHH UACHTHTET OICTAja0 IMyTEeM MCKa3HBarmba O MaTEPHEM je3U-
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Ky. Ha mpumep, mako je mpoueHaT HamuoHamHO wu3jammeHnx CpoOa 2003. 6mo
31,99%, cpricku je3uk je Ono marepmu 3a 4ak 63,5% rpahana Lpae ['ope (Pakosuh
2019, 135-154). Hame, nyannu ugentuter je 2011. cacBuM Mano mpukasaH U y
HanuoHaHOM camooapehuBamy (Cpou—Llpuoropuu 0,34% u LlpHoropuu—Cpou
0,30%) (Monstat 2011, 8-9).

[Topen Tora, mpema uctpaxkuBamy Mrcoca y Llpraoj I'opm ox 31. aBrycra mo
18. cenrembpa 2011. y okBupy npojekra Cumbonuuna uzepaora Hayuje na 3anao-
Hom Banxany, ytBpheHo je nma yak 29% HanumoHanmHO ompeaesbeHux llpHOTroparia
cMmatpa ,,aa cy Lproropun y cymruan Cpou” (Dzanki¢ 2016, 137-138). Hdawe, y
MOCTU300PHOM HUCTpPaXuBamwy [[prozopcka nayuonaina uzbopua cmyouja (MNES)
o0aBibeHOM Yy jeceH 2016, y okBupy mehyHaponaHor npojexkra Komnapamugua cmy-
ouja uzboprux cucmema (Comparative Study of Electoral Systems — CSES) u nipoje-
kta Cmyouja enacara y Llpnoj I'opu, yrBpheno je na 25% oHUX Koju ce HallMmOHaJ-
HO H3jalimaBajy kao LlpHoropuu cmarpajy ,Ja cy LlpHoropiwm y cymrrunu Cpou”
(Bugetu: Mnes.defacto.me/podaci).

Jakne, gyalHi WACHTHTET y OBOM WJIM OHOM BHIY j€ PEalHOCT, ajld M OIac-
HOCT JIa c€ JIJaKO Memajy Tabopu u MyTH Boja. Jla O ce mpuimke BpaTwie y peao-
BaH MOpe/iaK, HajuUCTHje pelliemhe Ou OMilo ako OM ce CTaHOBHHUINTBO y MTO Behoj
MEpH BpPaTHJIO UHTETPAITHOM CPIICTBY, Ca IITO Mame Hacjara TOTAIUTAPHUX HJICO-
JIOTHja Koje Cy HampaBwie uaeHTuTercku xaoc y Llpuoj ['opu u mocejame jabyky
paszaopa.

Hakon ycBajama 3akoHa 0 ¢1000aH BjepOUCITOBH]jECTH, MUPOTBOPHA ITOOYHA
y LlpHoj I'opu kojy ce 3acBoauIIie JIUTHjE, BOAMWIA j€ IO OYUTOT MOpacTa WHTErpall-
Hor cprictBa. OMitaguHa je Ha ynunama Llpre ['ope neBana ,,boxe npasue”, ,,OHaMm,
oHamo”, ,,Becenu ce cpricku pone”, knunana Cpouju u cprnckom KocoBy, Bujopria
3actaBama Pemyonmke Cpouje, Kpassesune Lipae ['ope, Cpricke npaBociiaBHe IpKBe
Y OCTaJUM BapHjaHTaMa LPBEHO-IUIABO-0eHX CPICKUX TpoOojku. CLieHe caaBiba u3
[onropume mocne m3dopue mobdeae 30. aBrycra 2020. moncehane cy Ha 6mII0 Koju
rpan y Peny6muin Cpouju u Perry6mmmm Cprickoj.

Ay, mapaneirHo ¢ TUM pa3BHjajia Ceé TOKOM JINTHja CACBHM JIpyraddja HaMe-
pa, OMACHOCT 3BaHA PELMKIUpPAHH AyalHU HACHTUTET. 3opaH YBoposuh je To mpe-
nmoceTro U Kpajem Maja 2020. Hamucao Kako je mMoTpeOHO ,,TAKTHYKO MPUXBaTamkE
IPHOTOPCKE JIP’KaBHOCTH Ka0 HEYNHUTHE MaKap y JOTJIEIHO BPEME, a C Ipyre CTpaHe
TpajHO cTpareliko onpenaesbuBame Cpoda y LpHoj ['opu mpoTHB KOHIENTA IIPHOTOP-
CKOT TIOJIUTHYKOT HapoJia Kpo3 oJpKaBama AyallHOT cpOO-LPHOTOPCKOT HACHTUTETA
(eranuku CpOuH, monmtruku LpHoropan)” (Usoposuh 2020).

VY wmajy 2020. obGjaBpeH je 300pHUK Crob6oda, pasHonpasHocm, onpecuja.
Cuayuaj Ilpue I'ope, m3name Mature cprncke y Lproj ['opn ¢ TekcTOM cBemTeHUKA
I'ojka [epoBuha, neTumCKOT mapoxa, MOA HACIOBOM ,,JelaH Hapo[, ABHje Haluje”,
TZie y ey TeKCTa HacloBJBEHOM ,,JIBocTpyku uaeHtuter LlpHoropamna” I[leposuh
nute na ,,llpHa ['opa n \eHo cafanrmke CTAHOBHHUINTBO, MMajy OCHOBE J1a Tpaje oda
OBa UACHTUTETa” — CPICKU U IPHOTOPCKU — Jojajyhu moToM aa To ,,MOXKE Ja Ce
Mpeno3Ha Kao Halla MoceOHOCT, U Kao HeKa BpcTa IBOCTpPYKOr mamhema, ABOjaKkor
unenruteta” (Ileposuh 2020b, 113-117).
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3a [lepoBuha cy cBu LlpHOTOpnH jean Hapoa Hako ce apyradije HallMOHAITHO
u3jammarajy (Ileposuh 2020b, 116). Taj jenan Hapon ce MOAEIHO HA ,,JBa IOJH-
THUYKa HJCHTHTETa” OJHOCHO JBe nomutnuke Hanwje ([leposuh 2020a, 97-101). 3a
[leposuha je, Takohe, ,,llpHa ['opa mmpa ox cBakor npesuMeHa”. 3a mwera cy crora
camo Ilproropnn mme (Ileposuh 2020a, 68—71). To O6m makme Tpebano ma Oyme
TIpUMapHH HISHTUTET CBUX rpahana Lpue ["ope.

[eposuh y ToM TekcTy Mmokaszyje Ja Majio 3Ha WM HUIITA HE 3HA O CTBapamby
Halja Ha 00a aMepuyKa KOHTMHEHTa, Koje He MOI'Yy UMaTH Oalll HHKaKBe Be3e ca
CTBapameM Hallkja Ha MATHYHOM IMPOCTOPY. Y HCTOM TEKCTY y 300pHHKY TpPaBH U
KapJMHAJIHE TPEIIKe Kao IITO je OHAa rje Kaxe Ja je AycTpuja, KacHUje AycCTpo-
VYrapcka, Ouna ApkaBa y 4Hjoj je Ip>KaBOTBOPHOCTH Y4YECTBOBAO CPIICKH HAPO.
Hauwme, Ileposuh nume na je mopex Lipre ['ope ,,cpricku Hapoa WMao joi jenHy, a
HeKaJIa " JIBHje apkaBe Ha cjeBepy (MuciuM Ha CpOujy n XaOcOypIIKy MOHAPXH]Y)
Y 4Hj0j je Ap>KaBOTBOPHOCTH akTUBHO yuecTBoBao” (Ileposuh 2020b, 116).

[MomyT Tora WITO TOBOPH O IyaqHOM HIeHTUTETY LlpHOTOpAana, u mpoMoBHIIIe
ra, Ha uctu HauuH ['ojko [lepoBuh y BpeMe NUTHjaIIKOT TMOKPETa MUIIE O AyTOHO-
muju ,,IIpaBocnaBHe 1pkBe y Llproj I'opu”. To ce youaBa y HEroBOM TEKCTY MOBO-
oM nosacka mutpononura Onydpuja y Lpay [opy (2020), kaga kaxe 1a ,,1071a3aK
PKBEHUX BEIMKOJOCTOJHUKA U3 YKpajuHe, MpeAcTaBba MOAPLIKY cecTpuHcke Llp-
kBe — Lpksu y Lpuoj ['opu” (Ileposuh 2020c). Kako ase enmckomnuje Cpricke mpa-
BocnaBHe npkse y Lproj ['opu (MuTpormonnja ipHOTropcKo-ipuMopcka u Enapxuja
OyauMIbaHCKO-HUKIIMNKA) MOTY OUTH CECTPUHCKA LPKBa ayTOHOMHO] YKpPajuHCKO)]
MpaBOCIIaBHOj IpkBH MockoBcke marpujapmrje? He mory To Omth Oamr HHKako.
[TepoBuh je cBOjuUM cTaBOM caMoO yKa3ao Ja ce 3ajlaxe 3a To na ,,IIpaBociaBHa IpK-
Ba y llpHoj I'opu” Tpeba na Oyzxe ayronomna. Tume Ou ce, nakiie, jeIMHCTBEHOM
Hapony llpHoropama mpupomana W caMocTalHa NpaBociaBHa LpkBa. IlepoBuh y
jyHy 2020, Takohe y BpeMe JIMTHja, Hariamasa W ga ume ,,Cpricka IpaBociIaBHA
[PKBa HUje HAjTIPUMjCPEHUjH HA3WMB 3a jeJHY MPaBOCIaBHY LPKBY”, Kao IITO TO,
Ka)ke OH, HUCY HHM Ha3WBH JPYTUX NPaBOCIABHUX IpKaBa KOje HOCE HAalMOHAIHA
umena ([leposuh 2020d). akme, mpema IlepoBuhy, cpricko mme 6u Tpebano uc-
KJbYUUTH W3 3BaHUYHOT Ha3WBa I[PKBEHE jepapxuje He camo y LpHoj I"'opwm, Beh cBy-
rze.

Ycnenuo je untepsjy [ojka ITepoBuha 3a 6eorpazncky [Hoaumuxy 27. nenem-
Opa 2020. y KoM je mopes ocTalor pekao: ,,Kaja je y nmuramy KOJCKTHBHH, HalUO-
HaJHU HaeHTUTeT LlpHOTOpara nMaMm pasyMeBama 3a oHy Opahy, pohake n kymoBe
Koju xohe J1a Ta rpaje UCKJbYYHBO Ha OCHOBY JPXKaBHUX T'paHHIA U OHOT OKBHpA
KOjH HM37Ia3u M3 Tacolla, cTaBbajyhn y Ipyru IUlaH WM HOTIYHO MOHHWINTaBajyhn
uaeHTuTeT npenaka ox npe 100 u Bume rogunaa”, a ,,caM0 OMX BOJIEO Ja OHH, UCTO
TaKo, UMajy pa3yMeBame 32 MOjy NMPUBPKCHOCT TPATUITHjH, OaIll OHOj ayTEHTUIHO)]
U LPHOTOPCKOj, U /1a MOje dyBame 00a WACHTHTETa, U CPICKOT U LPHOTOPCKOT, HE
cMaTpajy HUKAaKBOM OKYIAalMjoM, HUTH CTaBOM KOjU MMa Mama rpahaHcka mpasa y
onHocy Ha muxoB” (ITepouh 2020e).

[TepoBuh y mormyHOCTH TipeBHha ma je T3B. IPHOTOPCKA HAIMja HACTaja TO-
TAIMTApHUM HAMETamheM, UMa pa3yMeBamba 3a pacp0JbaBambe U CBOj IBOCTPYKH CpII-
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CKO-IIPHOTOPCKU MJCHTHTET, a MOTIIYHO MpeBuha MOCTOjarke WHTErPaJHOT CPIICKOT
unentureta y Lpuoj lopu. BunHo je, nputom, aa ce untaonuma y Cpouju obpaha
ca CPIICKO-IPHOTOPCKUM TyaTHUM WACHTHTETOM KOjH OM UM — OYHTO CMaTpa — MO-
rao OWTH NPUXBATIFUBHjU HETO PHOTOPCKO-CPIICKU AyallHH UACHTHUTET.

VY crpes3u ca OBHM je TEKCT TIABHOT M OJrOBOPHOT ypEeIHHKA MOATOPHYKUX
Bujecmu Cpnana Kocosuha, o0jaBiber 22. ¢pedpyapa 2021. yak Ha YeTUPH CTpaHE, a
0 JyaJlHOM HJCHTUTETY THIIE Ja Ce, IOK Cy CPIICKHU U ,,LIpHOTOPCKHU” yJIaJbeHH I0-
JIOBU WM ,,y TIPaBIy UCKJBYYHBOCTH U €KCKIY3MBHOCTH HAaCyNpOT TOME ,.y HEKY
PYKY ce OOHOBHO ¥ YTBPMO JyalTHH LIPHOTOPCKO-CPIICKH HJCHTUTET Y OKBUPY Tpa-
BOCJIABHOT KOpa, KOjU je PEJaTHBHO JIAKO MJICHTHU(HKOBATH, a KOjU CE Kao jeaHaKa
NpHUjeTkha JT0KNBhaBa U y bykanosuhesuM u y Byunhesum Buzujama Ilpue Tope.
Panu ce o rpahannma koju cMmarpajy aa cy yjeano u LpHoropim u Cpbu (mputom
OBE JIBHj¢ UACHTHTETCKE KaTeropHje ce He MpeIInhy Ha UCTH HAYWH KOJl CBHUX, alld
Cy HECYMIHMBO INPHCYTHE W CTBAp Cy JIMYHOT JIOKHBJbaja), HEMajy IWIIEME 1A je
Lpna ['opa muxoBa MaTH4HA IpKaBa, 010aIlyjy HIejy Aa je mpeacjenauk Permryomu-
ke Cpbuje ‘mpencjennnk cBux CpOa’ W TTIaBHU ayTOpUTET (JINTHje Cy TOKaszaie Ja
Mehy oBuM rpalhjaHumMa MHOTO CHaKHHjH ayTOPUTET UMa LPHOTOPCKH MUTPOIIOIHT,
Hero Ju cpOujaHcku npencjentuk)”’ (Kosovic 2021).

Hame Kocosuh jomr kaxe ,,Takole, Ta AyalHOCT HACTyIa U y 3HaK MpoTecTa 1
JIUCTAHIIE TIpeMa OHOME IITO je CHMOOJIN30Ba0 OMBIIY PEXHUM, AJTH HA HAYUH TIje Ou
Ce TeK TaKO MOTJIO KBaTM(HUKOBATH Kao aHTHApkaBHO. Ca npyre CTpaHe, jeJaH Ofl
KJBYYHHX TpOOJIeMa OHUX KOjU KOjU CY 3aJly’)KEHUX Ja oapelyjy Mjepy HpHOropcTBa
jECcTe TO MITO HHUCY MPENO3HANIHU Ja je MPETXOMHO OMUCAHH AyATHH UICHTUTET WIAK
JMIOMHUHAHTHO IIPHOTOPCKH — TIa TIje ce€ MOKe BHIjeTH BehH moka3aTesb Ol PUXBa-
Tama Kpcrani-0apjaka Kao jeHOT O]l IJIaBHUX CUMOOJIA JIUTH]a, KOJH C€ JICBEICCETUX
MOTa0 BHJjeTH caMo Koj npuctaiuia JludepanHor cape3a?” (Kosovi¢ 2021).

Kana je peu o upksenom nutamy Kocosuh je Hammcao ,,1a cy (6apeM nBuje)
IPHOTOpPCKE emapxuje” — OYUTO je MHCIMO Ha MHUTPONONHjy LPHOTOPCKO-
npumopcky U Enapxujy OyauMipancko-HUKIIHOKY” — ,,0Mte e (akTo caMOCTalIHE Y
olTyunBamy Hu pacnonarary HoBueM” (Kosovic 2021). To Huje ucTuHa jep Te
ernapxuje HeMajy HUKaKBy CaMOCTAIHOCT Y OUTy4HBamy O CBOM crarycy Oyayhu na
ce pamy 0 M3pUIUTOj HamtexkHoctn CpIlicke mpaBociaBHe Hpkse. [IpuTom ce obe
enapxuje 3HaTHUM CPeJICTBUMA J0THpajy u3 Oyueta Pemyonuke Cpouje, a Ta cpenc-
TBa MOpajy Ja IpaBJajy ApKaBHUM opraHuma Peny6muke Cp6uje.' Meljyrum, Ko-
coBuheBe HEHCTHHE Cy y MOTIyHOCTH Ha Tpary [lepoBuhesor nckasa o ,llpksu y
Lpuoj lNopu” (u3BecHO THM JBeMa emapxujama) Koja je CECTPHHCKA ayTOHOMHO)]
VYKpajuHCKO] MpaBOCIaBHO] IPKBU MOCKOBCKe maTpujapidje. Jlakie, camocTtan-
HOCT LIPKBE M OBJIe Tpeba ja KOPECHOHANPA C JyaTHUM HICHTUTETOM.

! VpaBa 3a capasy ¢ IpKBaMa M BEpPCKEM 3ajeauuiiaMa Pery6mmke Cp6uje (6usire MunmcTapcTso
Bepa Pemrybmuke CpOuje) je ap>kaBHU OpTaH KOjU IPEKO CBOjHX IporpamMa (GHMHAHCUPA TPATUTEIECKY U
W3/1aBayKy JIeJIaTHOCT MUTpornoiuje npHoropcko-npumopceke 1 Enapxuje 0y nuMibancko-HuKIhKe,
MecedHe IUIaTe HaCTaBHHUIMMA M Ofip)KaBarme HHTepHaTa borocnosuje Ha Lletumy u naje Meceune
JIOTallnje CBELITeHCTBY M MOHAIITBy Enapxuje OyaumibaHcKo-HUKIIHNKe.
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3a pa3nuky ox IlepoBuheBor unrepsjya y [loaumuyu y KOM TOBOPU O Jyal-
HOM CPIICKO-I[PHOTOPCKOM WAEeHTHTETY, KocoBrh poMOBHIIIE TyalTHH LIPHOTOPCKO-
CPIICKM UIEHTHUTET MOJ KaroM LpHoropcTBa. OuuTo Aa je To — cMarpa — 0ojba Mepa
3a yutaone y Llproj ['opu. [Iputom, Omito je M OHHUX KOjU Cy OBaj TeKCT y Bujecmu-
Ma Ha YETHPH CTPaHe MPUIUCUBAIN Makap jexHuM aeinoM I 'ojky Ilepouhy. Ctora
ce Ha noptany bopba 1ojaBuO TEKCT MO HACIOBOM ,,JlokTopaT [pyre damunuje u
I'ojka IlepoBrha” KOjuUM je ykazaHO Ha CTpENUIEC Y OBOM TEKCTYy MPOTHUB CPIICKOT
Hapoxa u Cpricke mpaBociaBHe 1pkse (A. [lerporuh 2021).

JlyaqHU MIECHTUTET je MPOMOBHMCAH W KOHKPETHHM JAEIOM. Y BpeMe Kajia je
01O KaHAMIAT 33 MHHUCTPA BambCKUX MocioBa Dophe Pamynosuh je momynuo dop-
MyJiap Y KOM je y pyOpHKYy HAIlMOHAJIHOCT yMHCao ,ayalHu uaeHTuretr”. OBoO je y
jaBHOCTH 00jaBJbeHO 8. HOBeMOpa 2020. u yuHM ce J1a je TO MOMEHAT KaJa y peao-
BUMa BJIACTH MTOYHIHE IPOMOLIMja T3B. PHOTOPCKO-CPIICKE HAIWje.

[TpomoBuCame JyaHOT HUACHTHTETA OJMax je JIOBENO JIO Peakidje Cpricke
aKaJeMCKe ¥ MmoyiTuuke 3ajenuuiie. C TuM y Be3u cam 25. ¢pedpyapa 2021. pekao aa
Bujecmu ,3nonamepno rypajy 'ojka [lepoBuha” y HeBOJBY ,,Ja MOCTaHE HEKU UACO-
JIOT T3B. IPHOTOPCKO-CPIICKE HAITHje 3a pa3Oujame jeIMNHCTBECHE U HEICIFUBE CPIICKE
Haruje y Llpuoj I'opu” (PakoBuh 2021a). [Ipotojepej-ctapodop ap Bemubdop Llo-
muh je 21. mapra 2021. ynozopuo: ,,)KpTBe HOBe ‘nyanne’ mpeBape Hehe Outu Ha-
[UOHAITHO M3jalliikbeHu [[pHOrOpIM Hero NCKIbYYHBO HAIIMOHAIHO H3jarnmenn Cpou
u3 Lpue IN'ope” (ILlomuh 2021). Pajko IlerpoBuh n3 MHCTHTYTA 32 €BPOIICKE CTYIH]E
Hanucao je 27. mapta 2021. kako ,,Hema cyMmme aa he outu cTpykrypa koje he mo-
kymarn CpOuma Aa MOType KyKaBHUje jaje y BHIy H3jalimaBama kao ‘CpOuH—
Hpnoropan’ wm ‘I{proropan—CpOun’” 1 MOKa3a0 HA MIIAHCKOM IPUMEPY KOJIHUKO
Cy JAyallHH WJCHTUTETH MOTYOHHM 32 NMpPUMapHH HISHTUTET jep jeé TO BOIUIO Ka
jadyamy pernoHanHux uckaszusama (P. Ilerposuh 2021a). [lerposuh je 4. maja 2021.
ontyxuno KpupokanuheBy BmacT nma *enu Ja Ha 4eqo MHUTPOMOJHje HPHOTOPCKO-
npumopcke nohe ,mnenrurercku ayanmucta’” (P. [lerposuh 2021b). [Tocnannk Hoe
cpricke aemokpatuje u [emokparckor ¢pontra y Ckymmrunu Llpue I'ope JoBan
Byuyposuh ynozopuo je 9. maja 2021. ,,na Ha monucy Tpeba OUTH Kpajie Mperu3aH,
Kako Ou ce n30erie 3aMKe 3a CPIICKU HApOJl Y BUJLy HEKOT TyaTHOT UICHTUTETA, IITO
je jemna ox uneja” (Kamgmh 2021).

OTKyZ TO Ja IPKBEHO MUTakE UAE PYKY MOJ PYKY C AyaTHHM HICHTUTETOM?
Ha majckom 3acenamy Csetor apxujepejckor cabopa Cpricke mpaBociaBHE IPKBE,
onmax miocne cerecuje Lpae I'ope (2006), noHeTa je oryka 0 ocHUBamYy Emmckorr-
ckor casjera Llpue I'ope koju je BpeMeHOM NpeHMMEHOBaH y ENuCKONCKH caBjeT
[IpaBocnasue npkee y LpHoj ['opu. Takohe, CeTu apxujepejcku cabop je Ha UCTO]
cenuunM y Majy 2006. 101eM0 MOYacHy OJHOCHO ,,IUTYPTHjCKY TUTYIY apXHeIuc-
KOIIa IETHECKOT MHUTPOIONIUTY IIPHOTOPCKO-TIpUMOpckoM Ambunoxujy. Hamepa
Caeror apxuejepckor cabopa Ouiia je Ja OCHUBAHEM CIHCKOIICKOT CaBjeTa U apXue-
MMUCKOTICKOM THUTYJIOM ,,30yHe DykanoBuha”. Melyytum, Dykanosuh Huje 6o HU-

? TMopranu In4s.net u Borba.me cy 8. HoBemGpa 2020. 06jaBrin hakCHMII 0Bor GOPMyIIapa, Oy Hbe-
Hor PagynoBuheBoM pykoMm, aiti ¢y yOp30 MOBYKJIM Te 00jaBe a ayTeHTHYHOCT caaprxkaja popMmyiapa
MH je MoTBpheHa.
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Maio 30ymen. C npyre crpaHe, KOBaHHIIOM ,,IIpaBociaBraa npksa y Lipuoj ['opu” u
MOYaCHOM THTYJIOM ,,apXHEMICKONa ETHICKOT” 30YbCH je Bepyjyhu Hapon, ma yak
U MambH alld YyTHLAjHU OpOj CBEIITEHCTBA KOjU j€ MOMHCIHMO Aa JAENyje y OKBHPY
Apxuenuckonuje nernmcke [IpaBociasae npkse y LipHoj ['opu, a He Mutpomnonuje
IpHOTOpCcKO-TIpuMopcke Cplicke mpaBociiaBHe mpkBe. CTora je moceOHO OMII0 TOT-
pebHo na Cpricka rmpaBociiaBHa LPKBa HCKJbYYHW U3 ynoTpede KoBaHuLy ,,IIpaBocia-
BHa npkBa y Llpuoj ['opu”, a moyacHy apXHENHUCKOINCKY THUTYJY BEXEe MEPCOHATHO
UCKJbYYMBO 32 MUTpOIoianTa AMQMIOXHja — HUKAKO 3a HApeJHE MHUTPOIOIUTE Lp-
HOTOpCKO-ipuMoOpcke (Pakosuh 2021Db).

[Mocne akageMCKUX U HOJUTUYKUX peakiiyja y jaBHOCTH o (pedpyapa 10 Maja
2021. yrnaBHOM Cy YTHUXHYJH TEKCTOBH KOjU Cy MPOMOBHUCANM OyalHU HICHTUTET.
Hctopemeno, CBetu apxujepejcku cuHOa CpIicKke MPaBOCIaBHE IPKBE je, HAKOH
KOHCYJITallAja ¢ BIAJUKOM OyAMMIBbaHCKO-HUKITHNKUM JOaHWKHjEM, YCBOJHO TEKCT
TemespHOr yroBopa koju je ynyhen Ha nornucuBame Brnagu Lpue ['ope. V Tekcry
CTOjH J1a je 3BaHUYHO uMe 3a enapxuje y [pHoj [opu uckimyurso — Cpricka mpaBoc-
naBHa IpkBa. TUMe ce cTaBiba BaH ynoTpede HegopManHo numMe ,,[IpaBociaBHa IPK-
Ba y llpHoj ['opu” koje ce mokasano kao cacBUM HemnoysaaHo. To HeGopMalHO UMe
je Omno Betap y jeapa nyanucTHMa Aa OW ce M MPEeKO Hera HapyIIWIO HHTErPalHO
cprctBo y LpHoj 'opu u mokasane acriupanuje koje Ou BoAMIIE Ka IPKBEHO] ayTo-
HOMHjH.

To pememe ce HUje nomano HU npemujepy Llpae I'ope, maeHTHTETCKOM Iya-
muct 3apaBky Kpusokanuhy koju je 27. maja 2021. momao y beorpan na ¢ matpu-
japxom llopdupujem normumre Temessan yroop uzmely Lipae ['ope u Cprcke npa-
BOCJIaBHE I[PKBE, ajlM je Ha MyTy 10 beorpama oaycTao M m3a3Bao HECBAKHIALIBU
ckaHzan nako je y Cprckoj maTpujapiidju Ouia IpunpemMibeHa CBEYaHOCT. Y MECTO
na nornuie Temessau yrosop, Kpusokanuh je Cprickoj mpaBociaBHOj LIPKBU UCTIO-
CTaBHO YIEHY Ja 32 MUTPOIOJIUTA I[PHOTOPCKO-IPUMOPCKOr Mopa OWTH n3abpaH
Bnaauka Joanukuje (Paguo-tenerusuja Cpouje 2021). Tume je usrieaa umMao Hame-
Py Za u300p MUTPOIOIHNTA YUUHH HeperylapHuM, a aa motoMm y Llpnoj I'opu oxro-
BOPHOCT 3a Moryhe crommpame H300pa MHTPOIOIHTA IPHOTOPCKO-IIPUMOPCKOT
Oynme cBasbeHa Ha 3BaHWYHY CpOwujy. CyTpamaH je BIaguKka JOaHUKH]je OIMTPO OJrO-
Bopuo KpuBokanuhy na ra je mo3Bao aa mormuine TeMmeJbHH YroBOp, a HE Aa OA-
pebyje ko he 6utu MuTpomnonut npHOTOpcKOo-puMopckn (Byjoeuh 2021). Ceetn
apxujepejcku cabop nzabpao je 29. maja 2021. Braguky JoaHHKHja 32 MUTPOITIOJINTA
PHOTOPCKO-TIPUMOPCKOT KOjU je, WHaue, ¥ OMO jeIMHW KaHAWAAT 3a Ty Kareapy.
Murtpononut Joanukuje je uaTerpatan CpOWH 1 HeMa Ty alH! HIICHTUTET.

Ha wmajckoj cennuim Cetor apxujepejckor cabopa Cpricke mpaBociiaBHE LIp-
kBe 2021. noHeTa je M O/UTyKa O YKHIamy CMUCKOICKUX CaBeTa y OHUM OHMBIINM
JYTOCTIOBEHCKAM pemnmyOiamkaMa Tae cy Owmimm ycraHoB/beHH (XpBaTcka, bocHa u
XepueroBuHna, Llpua ['opa), a HajBakHHUje je OMIIO WTO je YKUHYT EMUCKOIICKH caB-
jer y Llpuoj I'opu (Cprcka npaBocnaBHa 1pkBa 2021). MurpomnonuT JoaHukwuje je
THUTYJy MHUTPOIIOJINTA IIPHOTOPCKO-TIPUMOPCKOT 100H0 y ckiaxy ca YcraBom Cpr-
CKe TIpaBOCIIaBHE IPKBE U C TUM Y BE3W HEMa IOYacHy THTYIy apXHEIUCKOIa Iie-
TUIHCKOT, KOja je MepCOHaIHO Be3aHa caMo 3a MUTpomonuta Amdunoxuja. akie,
Cpricka mpaBociaBHa IIPKBa je YKHHYJIA CBE €IEMEHTE Ha KOje Cy Ce IMO3HMBAIH Jya-
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aucT Kako O y LlpHOj ['Opr MHCTHTYIIMOHAIN30BAIN HM3JBOjEHO IPKBEHO TEJO:
Enmuckoricku casjer, HehopmanHo ume ,,I1paBociaBHa upksa y Lipuoj ['opu” u TH-
TyJy apXHEMUCcKONa HETHHCKOT.

VYrpkoc Tome, He Tpeba MOTUEHHUBATH AyATUCTE OKYIIJBEHE OKO IPHOTOPCKO-
CPIICKOT MACHTHUTETa MaKO MOXeE M3IJIeJaTd Ja Cy BUXOBE HaMepe 3a cala 3ayCTaB-
JbeHe. 3abpumaBajyhe je MmTo je HOCHWIIAIl TyaITHOT WACHTUTETa M0CTa0 MambH aJH
YTHLAJHH 10 MUPCKOT Krpa MHUTpOTONHje IPHOTOPCKO-IIPUMOPCKE H TO Y BpeMe
ollp’KaBama JIUTHja MPOTHB Hamajga DykanoBuheBor pexuma Ha CpIicKy mpaBocia-
BHY 1pkBY. ['0jko [lepoBuh kao na je cxBaTtno jma cy JHTHje, KOje Cy OKYILJbaje CTO-
THHE Xuibana Jpyau y LpHoj Topu n Ban me, Ouiie MpHIIMKA Jla POMOBHIIIE CBOjE
ujieje TyaTHoOT UICHTUTETA U IPKBEHE Ay TOHOMHU]E.

Ta mojaBa y okBupy Mutpormosnuje 1pHOrOpCKO-MPUMOPCKE j& JOCKOpO Ouia
npesuljana. Haxanmoct, mocejaHa je KIuia TOr HOBOT CENapaTHCTHYKOT MpaBla Y
Lpnoj 'opu koju je Takohe ycMepeH MPOTHB HHTETpATHOT cpricTBa, Cpouje u beo-
rpaga. CHara jeIMHCTBEHOCTH CPIICKOT Hapopa Tpebajo Ou ma moKake Cymephuop-
HOCT Yy OJIHOCY Ha 00a cenapaructuuka unenturera y L{paoj ['opu, kako T3B. 1[pHO-
ropcKe Halllje TaKo U T3B. I[PHOTOPCKO-CPIICKOT UACHTHTETA.
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NEW MANIFESTATION OF

DUAL IDENTITY IN MONTENEGRO:
A CHALLENGE TO THE SERBIAN IDENTITY"

Summary: The paper shows how during the Cross Processions’ Move-
ment in 2020 (/itijaski pokret) and immediately after the triumph of the Serb
political parties over the Democratic Party of Socialists (DPS) in the Montene-
grin election of 30 August 2020, the certain part of clergy of the Metropolitanate
of Montenegro and the Littoral, in cooperation with the Vijesti Publishing Com-
pany, launched a surprising wave promoting a dual Montenegrin-Serbian iden-
tity to damage the Serbian identity, what was consistent with the idea of the dio-
ceses in Montenegro being independent of the Serbian Orthodox Church.
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Separatism.

The struggle for identity continues even after the election victory of the
Serb political parties in Montenegro on 30 August 2020. On the one side is the
Serbian nation, which, historically speaking, is the only ethnicity in Montenegro,
on the other side is the so-called Montenegrin nation (in a sense of forged ethnic-
ity), whose leaders have excommunicated it completely from Serbdom, and on
the third side is an emerging recycled construct called Montenegrin-Serbian
identity whose founders have given it a civic form (Perovi¢ 2020a) and a path
that passes, as they say, between two unbending stands (Kosovi¢ 2021). This
Montenegrin-Serbian identity would be nothing but a Montenegrin nation 2.0
and the construct is very closely linked to the status of the dioceses in Montene-
gro towards the Serbian Orthodox Church.
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Aleksandar Rakovi¢, New Manifestation of Dual Identity in Montenegro: A Challenge to the Serbian ...

Dual identity has been gaining public momentum for a year now, and the
intention is to promote itself under the state cap of Montenegrin statehood and
not Serbdom through the Cetinje circle of clergy from the Metropolitanate of
Montenegro and the Littoral in cooperation with the Vijesti Publishing House.
These are the very people who prompted a revision of the victory of the Serbian
people of Montenegro in the 2020 parliamentary election. There is definitely an
intention on their part to use this dual identity to stop the rise of integral Serbian
identity in Montenegro, which can reach on census more than 40% of the total
population of Montenegro through ethnicity and up to 60% through mother lan-
guage. Thus, Serbs would become the relative majority based on ethnicity and
the absolute majority based on language (Rakovi¢ 2020a, Rakovi¢ 2020b). This
phenomenon, called dual identity, already needs to be communicated to scholars,
and duly addressed and exposed to public criticism.

Dual Identity in the Past as a Construct of Totalitarian Ideologies

In Montenegro, which was ruled by the Petrovi¢ Njego$§ dynasty, it was
considered that ethnic Serb identity was above Montenegrin statehood. There-
fore, no dual identity was nurtured and the Montenegrins were of explicit Serb
ethnicity. In the Principality/Kingdom of Montenegro, this was taught to young
generations: “Apart from Montenegro, there are other Serb lands where our Serb
brothers live. Some, like us, are free, and some are not, but are under foreign
rule. Every Serb in Montenegro is obliged to know and love his entire homeland
— all Serb lands, in which our liberated and not liberated Serb brothers live. No
Serb man or woman, regardless of religion, should regret giving up their lives or
property for the freedom, well-being, and prosperity of all Serbs. A brother
should be loved no matter what faith he is, because wretched is a brother without
a brother” (Popovi¢, Roganovi¢ 1899, 36).

However, foreigners who want to destroy Serbdom have resorted to either
separating Montenegrins from their Serb identity entirely or imposing on them a
dual identity. The Italian fascists and Croatian right-wingers had plans to sepa-
rate Montenegrins from their Serb ethnicity altogether and put them into another
externally created construct, the so-called Montenegrin ethnicity: either as part
of the Roman and/or Croatian civilization (Rakovi¢ 2019, 39-74).

On the other hand, in 1940, German historian Manfred Straka from the
Stiddeutsche Institute in Graz, created an ethnic map of the Kingdom of Yugo-
slavia for the needs of the Supreme Command of the German Army. On the
map, “Montenegrin Serbs” — Montenegrinische Serben — are marked in the same
color as other Serbs, but only the area of Montenegro is hatched. The area of the
“Montenegrin Serbs” roughly coincided with the border of the former Kingdom
of Montenegro except that Metohija was completely shown in the Albanian col-
ors (Straka 1940). So, this was not about homeland affiliation or former state
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borders. The defeat of the Nazis in World War II foiled their plans of implement-
ing the construct of the Montenegrin-Serbian identity as a distinction - a body
separate from the Serbian ethnicity/nation.

The victory of the communists in Yugoslavia in World War II led to the
federal organization of socialist Yugoslavia with Montenegro as one of its six
republics. With an article in Belgrade's Borba daily newspaper by Milovan
Djilas entitled: “On the Montenegrin National Question” (1945), the Communist
Party of Yugoslavia established the existence of the Montenegrin ethnicity in a
certain dual form: “We are in favor of this, because we are confident, we know
that the Montenegrin people want it, and they want it because they feel they are
kind of special, distinct, different ‘Serbs’ from all other Serbs - they are Monte-
negrins” (Djilas 1945). Their idea was that such a Montenegrin ethnicity had a
Montenegrin national consciousness and a Serbian historical consciousness (Vu-
jovi¢ 1987, 96-97, 100). This was the dominant template during the Anti-
Bureaucratic Revolution in Montenegro (1989) and during the first years of the
rule of the Democratic Party of Socialists, until 1997 when Milo Djukanovié
made the move toward anti-Serbism (Rakovi¢ 2019, 125-134).

Ethnicity at the censuses in Montenegro (Principality of Montenegro, Kingdom of Serbs,
Croats & Slovenes, socialist Yugoslavia, the Republic of Montenegro and today’s Montene-
gro) (According to: Rakovi¢ 2004, Sijakovi¢ 2011, 825)

Serbs Montenegrins Others Total
1909 Principality of 95% 0.00% 50, 317,856
Montenegro
1921 Kingdom of Serbs, 91.5% 0.00% 8.45% 199,227
Croats & Slovenes
1948 People’s Republic 1.78% 90.67% 6.95% 377,189
of Montenegro
1953 People’s Republic 3.30% 86.62% 9.45% 419,873
of Montenegro
1961 People’s Republic 2.99% 81.37% 14.56% 471,894
of Montenegro
1971 Socialist Republic | o, 67.15% 23.81% 529,604
of Montenegro
1981 Socialist Republic | 5 5,4, 68.54% 27.30% 584,310
of Montenegro
1991 Reti‘;'zlg‘rco"f Mon- 1 g 340, 61.86% 26.41% 615,035
2003 Ref:;‘;gf(f’f Mon- 1 3 9904 43.16% 17.16% 620,145
2011 Ri‘;‘;‘;gﬁ)"f Mon- 1 56 079 45.28% 18.03% 620,029

And the so-called Montenegrin ethnicity and dual identity proved to be ob-
stacles to going back to Montenegro’s integral Serbian identity as it was nurtured
in that state under the Petrovi¢ Njegos dynasty.
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Dual Identity Today as a Barrier Against Integral Serbdom

And so the ensuing years (1998-2003) passed in devising a way to define
the delineation between the contemporary Serbian ethnic identity in Montenegro
and the so-called Montenegrin ethnic identity, which had gone astray, drawing
on the ideas of the Croatian Party of Rights. There was success in the censuses
of 2003 and 2011, but the dual identity also survived through statements about
the mother tongue. For example, although the percentage of ethnically declared
Serbs in 2003 was 31.99%, the Serbian language was the mother tongue for as
many as 63.5% of the citizens of Montenegro (Rakovi¢ 2019, 135-154). Fur-
thermore, dual identity was shown very little in 2011 in ethnic self-determination
(Serbs-Montenegrins 0.34% and Montenegrins-Serbs 0.30%) (Monstat 2011, 8-
9).

In addition, according to a survey conducted by Ipsos in Montenegro from
31 August to 18 September 2011 within the project Symbolic Nation Building in
the Western Balkans, it was found that as many as 29% of ethnically determined
Montenegrins believed that “Montenegrins are essentially Serbs” (Dzanki¢ 2016,
137-138). Furthermore, in the post-election survey Montenegrin National Elec-
toral Study (MNES) conducted in the autumn of 2016, as part of the interna-
tional project Comparative Study of Electoral Systems (CSES) and the project
Voting Study in Montenegro, it was found that 25% of those who declare them-
selves as ethnic Montenegrins believe that “Montenegrins are essentially Serbs”
(see: Mnes.defacto.me/podaci).

Therefore, dual identity in one form or another is a reality, but also a dan-
ger of easy change of camps and fishing in muddy waters. For the situation to
return to its regular order, the purest solution would be for the population to re-
turn to integral Serbdom, with as few layers of the totalitarian ideologies as pos-
sible that cause a creation of the identity chaos in Montenegro and sowed the
apple of discord.

After adopting the Law on Freedom of Religion (29 December 2019), the
pacifistic uprising in Montenegro enfolded by cross processions, led to an obvi-
ous increase of integral Serbdom. In the streets of Montenegro young people
chanted Serbia’s national anthem and other Serbian patriotic songs and shouted
in praise of Serbia and Serbian Kosovo, waved flags of the Republic of Serbia,
the Kingdom of Montenegro, the Serbian Orthodox Church, and other variations
of the Serb red-blue—white tricolors. The scenes of celebrations coming from
Podgorica following the election of 30 August 2020 were reminiscent of any city
in the Republic of Serbia and the Republic of Srpska.

But, at the same time, a completely different intention was developing dur-
ing the cross processions, a danger called recycled dual identity. Zoran Cvorovi¢
predicted this and wrote in late May of 2020 that it was necessary to “tactically
accept Montenegrin statehood as unquestionable at least for the foreseeable fu-
ture and then to ensure a permanent strategic stand of Serbs in Montenegro,
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against the concept of a Montenegrin political people through maintenance of a
dual Serbian-Montenegrin identity (ethnically Serb, politically Montenegrin).”
(Cvorovié 2020).

In May of 2020, a collection of papers entitled Freedom, Equality, Op-
pression — The Case of Montenegro, was published by Matica Srpska in Monte-
negro with a text by Gojko Perovi¢, the parish priest of Cetinje, entitled “One
People, Two Nations”, where in the part of the text entitled “The Double Identity
of Montenegrins” Perovi¢ writes that “Montenegro and its current population
have a basis to build both of these identities” — Serbian and Montenegrin — add-
ing then that “this can be recognized as our uniqueness and as a kind of double
memory, dual identity” (Perovi¢ 2020b, 113-117).

For Perovi¢, all Montenegrins are one people, although in terms of their
ethnicity they declare themselves differently (Perovi¢ 2020b, 116). That one
people divided itself into “two political identities,” in other words, two political
ethnicities (Perovi¢ 2020a, 97-101). Perovi¢ also feels that “Montenegro is
much broader than any surname.” (Perovi¢ 2020a, 68—71). That should therefore
be the primary identity of all citizens of Montenegro.

In that text, Perovi¢ shows that he knows little or nothing about the crea-
tion of ethnicities on both American continents, which cannot have anything to
do with the creation of ethnicities in European homelands. In the same text, he
makes cardinal mistakes, for example when he says that Austria, later Austro-
Hungary, was a country in whose statehood the Serbs participated. Specifically,
Perovi¢ writes that in addition to Montenegro, “the Serbs had another, some-
times even two states in the north (I am referring to Serbia and the Habsburg
Monarchy) in whose statehood they actively participated” (Perovi¢ 2020b, 116).

Like when he talks about and promotes the dual identity of Montenegrins,
during the Cross Processions’ Movement Gojko Perovi¢ also writes about the
autonomy of the “Orthodox Church in Montenegro”. This can be seen in his text
when Metropolitan Onufriy visited Montenegro (2020), when he says that “the
arrival of church dignitaries from Ukraine represents support from the sister
Church — the Church in Montenegro” (Perovi¢ 2020c). How can two dioceses of
the Serbian Orthodox Church in Montenegro (the Metropolitanate of Montene-
gro and the Littoral and the Diocese of Budimlja and Niksi¢) be a sister church
to the autonomous Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the Moscow Patriarchate?
There is no way that can be. With his attitude, Perovi¢ only showed that he was
in favor of the “Orthodox Church in Montenegro” being autonomous. That
would mean adding an independent Orthodox Church to the unified Montenegrin
people. In June of 2020, also during the cross processions, Perovi¢ pointed out
that the name “Serbian Orthodox Church is not the most appropriate name for an
Orthodox church,” just as, he said, neither were the designations of other Ortho-
dox churches that bear ethnic names (Perovi¢ 2020d). Therefore, according to
Perovi¢, the Serbian name should be excluded from the official name of the
church hierarchy, not only in Montenegro, but everywhere.
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This was followed by an interview with Gojko Perovi¢ for the Belgrade
Politika daily newspaper on 27 December 2020, in which he said, among other
things: “When it comes to the collective, ethnic identity of Montenegrins, I un-
derstand those brothers, relatives, and godparents who want to build it exclu-
sively based on state borders and the framework of their passports, marginalizing
or annulling completely the identity of their ancestors from 100 years ago and
more,” and “I just wish that, by the same token, they would have an appreciation
for my commitment to tradition, authentic and Montenegrin, and would not con-
sider my preservation of both identities, Serbian and Montenegrin, as any kind of
occupation or attitude that has lesser civil rights than theirs ”(Perovi¢ 2020e).

Perovi¢ completely overlooks the fact that the so-called Montenegrin eth-
nicity was created by totalitarian imposition; he has a sympathetic attitude to-
ward de-Serbization and for his own dual Serbian-Montenegrin identity, com-
pletely overlooking the existence of an integral Serbian identity in Montenegro.
At the same time, he is conspicuously addressing his readers in Serbia with a
Serbian-Montenegrin dual identity, which, he obviously thinks, could be more
acceptable to them than a Montenegrin-Serbian dual identity.

In conjunction with this is a four-page text by Srdan Kosovi¢, editor-in-
chief of Vijesti, a daily newspaper from Podgorica, published on 22 February
2021 and about dual identity it says that while the Serbian and “Montenegrin”
distant poles were headed “in the direction of oneness and exclusivity,” in con-
trast to that “in a certain way, the dual Montenegrin-Serbian identity within the
Orthodox population was renewed and established, which is relatively easy to
identify and is perceived as an equal threat to both Djukanovi¢’s and Vuci¢’s
visions of Montenegro. These are citizens who believe that they are both Monte-
negrins and Serbs (these two identity categories do not intertwine in the same
way for everyone, but they are undoubtedly present and a matter of personal
experience), they have no doubt that Montenegro is their home country, they
reject the idea that the president of the Republic of Serbia is the ‘president of all
Serbs’ and the main authority (the cross processions have shown that the Metro-
politan of Montenegro has a much stronger authority among these citizens than
the Serbian president)” (Kosovi¢ 2021).

Kosovi¢ goes on to say: “also, this duality appears as a sign of protest and
distance from what the former regime symbolized, but in a way where it could
simply be described as anti-state.” On the other hand, one of the key problems of
those in charge of determining the measure of Montenegrinhood is that they did
not recognize that the previously described dual identity is still predominantly
Montenegrin — so where can we see a greater indicator than accepting the cross-
flag as one of the main symbols of the cross processions, which could only have
been seen in the 1990s by the supporters of the Liberal Alliance?” (Kosovié¢
2021).

When it comes to the question of the church, Kosovi¢ wrote “that (at least
two) Montenegrin dioceses” - he was obviously referring to the Metropolitanate
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of Montenegro and the Littoral and the Diocese of Budimlja and Niksi¢ “were de
facto independent in their decision-making and money managing” (Kosovi¢
2021). This is not true because those dioceses do not have any independence in
deciding on their status, since this is explicitly under the authority of the Serbian
Orthodox Church. At the same time, both dioceses are subsidized with signifi-
cant funds from the budget of the Republic of Serbia, and the disbursement of
those funds must be justified to the government institutions of the Republic of
Serbia.! However, Kosovié’s fabrications are completely in line with Perovi¢’s
assertion about the “Church in Montenegro” (certainly those two dioceses)
which is a sister church to the autonomous Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the
Patriarchate of Moscow. Therefore, here too the independence of the church
should correspond to the dual identity.

Unlike Perovi¢’s Politika interview in which he talks about the dual Ser-
bian-Montenegrin identity, Kosovi¢ endorses the dual Montenegrin-Serbian
identity under the Montenegrin cap. It is obvious that — he believes — it is a better
measure for readers in Montenegro. At the same time, there were those who as-
cribed this four-page text in Vijesti at least partly to Gojko Perovi¢. Therefore, an
article entitled “Doctorate of the Second Family and Gojko Perovi¢” appeared on
the Borba portal, in which author pointed out the indicators in this text against
the Serbian people and the Serbian Orthodox Church (A. Petrovi¢ 2021).

Dual identity was also promoted in a concrete act. At the time when he
was a candidate for foreign minister, Djordje Radulovi¢ filled out a form in
which he entered “dual identity” in the column under ethnicity. This was an-
nounced to the public on 8 November 2020 and it seems that this is the moment
when the promotion of the so-called Montenegrin-Serbian ethnicity in govern-
ment circles began.?

Promoting dual identity immediately prompted a reaction from the Serbian
academic and political community. On 25 February 2021, I said that Vijesti was
“maliciously pushing Gojko Perovi¢” into trouble “to become an ideologue of
the so-called Montenegrin-Serbian nation to break up the united and indivisible
Serbian nation in Montenegro” (Rakovi¢ 2021a). On 21 March 2021, Proto-
priest-Staurophore Dr Velibor DZomi¢ warned: “The victims of the new ‘dual’
fraud will not be those who have declared themselves ethnically as Montene-
grins, but exclusively those who have declared themselves ethnically as Serbs
from Montenegro” (Dzomi¢ 2021). Rajko Petrovi¢ from the Institute for Euro-
pean Studies in Belgrade wrote on 27 March 2021, that “there is no doubt that

! The Directorate for Cooperation with Churches and Religious Communities of the Republic of Serbia
(former Ministry of Religion of the Republic of Serbia) is a government body that finances construction
and publishing activities of the Metropolitanate of Montenegro and the Littoral and the Diocese of
Budimlja and Niksi¢ and awards monthly grants to the clergy and monks of the Diocese of Budimlja
and Niksi¢.

2 On 8 November 2020, the portals In4s.net and Borba.me published a facsimile of this form, filled in
by Radulovi¢, but they soon withdrew those announcements and the authenticity of the content of the
form was confirmed to me.
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there will be a structure that will try to deposit a cuckoo's egg on the Serbs in the
form of declaring themselves as ‘Serb-Montenegrin’ or ‘Montenegrin-Serb’” and
pointed to the Spanish example of how dual identities are lethal for the primary
identity because they had led to the strengthening of regional manifestations (R.
Petrovi¢ 2021a). On 4 May 2021, Petrovi¢ accused Krivokapi¢’s government of
wanting an “identity dualist” to become head of the Metropolitanate of Monte-
negro and the Littoral (R. Petrovi¢ 2021b). On 9 May 2021, Jovan Vucurovié, a
MP from the New Serbian Democracy Party and the Democratic Front in the
Assembly of Montenegro, warned that “the census should be extremely precise
in order to avoid traps for the Serbian people in the guise of some kind of dual
identity, which is one of the ideas.” (Kadi¢ 2021).

Why is it that the church issue goes hand in hand with dual identity? At the
May session of the Holy Assembly of Bishops of the Serbian Orthodox Church,
immediately after the secession of Montenegro (2006), the decision was made to
establish the Episcopal Council of Montenegro, which was eventually renamed
the Episcopal Council of the Orthodox Church in Montenegro. Also, at the same
session in May of 2006, the Holy Assembly of Bishops awarded the honorary or
“liturgical title” of Archbishop of Cetinje to Metropolitan Amfilohije of Monte-
negro and the Littoral. The intention of the Holy Synod was to “confuse Djuka-
novi¢” by establishing the episcopal council and awarding the archbishopric title.
However, Djukanovi¢ was not confused in the least. On the other hand, the
coined title of “Orthodox Church in Montenegro” and the honorary title of
“Archbishop of Cetinje” confused the believing people and even a small but
influential number of clergy who thought to act within the Archbishopric of the
Cetinje of the Orthodox Church in Montenegro, and not within the Metropoli-
tanate of Montenegro and the Littoral of the Serbian Orthodox Church. There-
fore, it was especially necessary for the Serbian Orthodox Church to exclude
from use the coined title of “Orthodox Church in Montenegro” and bind the
honorary title of archbishop personally to Metropolitan Amfilohije — not to the
ensuing metropolitans of Montenegro and the Littoral (Rakovi¢ 2021b).

After the academic and political public reactions from February to May of
2021, the texts that promoted the dual identity mostly fell silent. At the same
time, after consultations with Bishop Joanikije of Budimlja and Niksi¢, the Holy
Synod of Bishops of the Serbian Orthodox Church adopted the text of the Basic
Agreement, which was sent for signing to the Government of Montenegro. The
text states that the official name for the dioceses in Montenegro is exclusively —
the Serbian Orthodox Church. This supersedes the informal name “Orthodox
Church in Montenegro,” which proved to be completely unreliable. That infor-
mal name was the wind in the sails of the dualists to use it to disrupt the integral
Serbdom in Montenegro and show the aspirations that would lead to church
autonomy.

The Montenegrin Prime Minister, identity dualist Zdravko Krivokapic,
who came to Belgrade to sign the Basic Agreement between Montenegro and the
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Serbian Orthodox Church on 27 May 2021, did not like that solution either, but
had a change of heart en route to Belgrade and caused an unusual scandal even
though a ceremony in the Serbian Patriarchate had already been prepared. In-
stead of signing the Basic Agreement, Krivokapi¢ tried to blackmail the Serbian
Orthodox Church into electing Bishop Joanikije (Radio-televizija Srbije 2021) as
Metropolitan of Montenegro and the Littoral. Thus, it seems that he intended to
make the election of the metropolitan irregular, and then in Montenegro blame
official Serbia for stopping the election of the metropolitan of Montenegro and
the Littoral. The next day, Bishop Joanikije sent a sharp reply to Krivokapi¢ say-
ing that he had invited him to sign the Basic Agreement, not to determine who
would be the Metropolitan of Montenegro and the Littoral (Vujovi¢ 2021). On
29 May 2021, the Holy Synod of Bishops elected Bishop Joanikije as Metropoli-
tan of Montenegro and the Littoral, who was, by the way, the only candidate for
that position. Metropolitan Joanikije is an integral Serb and has no dual identity.

At the May 2021 session of the Holy Assembly of Bishops of the Serbian
Orthodox Church, a decision was made to abolish episcopal councils in those
former Yugoslav republics where they had been established (Croatia, Bosnia-
Herzegovina, Montenegro), and the most important was the closure of the Epis-
copal Council in Montenegro (Srpska pravoslavna crkva 2021). Metropolitan
Joanikije received the title of Metropolitan of Montenegro and the Littoral in
accordance with the Constitution of the Serbian Orthodox Church and in this
regard he does not have the honorary title of Archbishop of Cetinje, which was
given personally only to Metropolitan Amfilohije. Therefore, the Serbian Ortho-
dox Church abolished all elements that the dualists had invoked in order to insti-
tutionalize a separate church body in Montenegro: the Episcopal Council, the
informal name “Orthodox Church in Montenegro” and the title of Archbishop of
Cetinje.

In spite of this, it would not be prudent to underestimate the dualists gath-
ered around the Montenegrin-Serbian identity, although it may seem that their
intentions have been stopped for now. It is disquieting that the center of the dual
identity has become a small but influential part of the clergy of the Metropoli-
tanate of Montenegro and the Littoral, and this happened during the Cross Pro-
cessions’ Movement against the attack of the Djukanovi¢ regime on the Serbian
Orthodox Church. Gojko Perovi¢ seems to have realized that cross processions
that rallied hundreds of thousands of people in Montenegro and abroad were an
opportunity to promote his ideas of dual identity and church autonomy.

This phenomenon within the Metropolitanate of Montenegro and the Litto-
ral had been overlooked until recently. Unfortunately, the seeds of that new
separatist movement have been sown in Montenegro, which is also aimed
against integral Serbian identity, Serbia, and Belgrade. The strength of the unity
of the Serbian people should show superiority in relation to the two separatist
identities in Montenegro, both the so-called Montenegrin ethnicity and the so-
called Montenegrin-Serbian identity.
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