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TEOPUJCKE KOHTPOBEP3E

Y BE3 CA CPIICKVMM UIJEHTUTETOM

Temar oBor dpoja Coyuonouxoi ipeinega nocseheH je TeopujckuM KOHTpOBep3aMa
y Be3U ca CPICKMM MJEHTUTETOM, a PajloBe Cy HalMCalu WIAHOBU UCTPAKMBAYKOT THMa
KOj! pajie Ha MICTOMMEHOM Hay4HOM IIPOjeKTy>.

ITpojexar ucTpaxkyje mpodieM reHese CaBpeMeHOT CPIICKOT HAI[VIOHA/THOT, ITOJIN-
TUYKOT, BEPCKOT U KY/ITYPHOT MJEHTUTETA, OfTHOCHO eJIeMeHTe IUTypannu3Ma UAeHTUTeTa
y Cpduju — momyT Ipek/anama Wiy pUBaICTBA jyrOCIOBEHCKOT M CPIICKOT MACHTUTETA.
Takobe ce McTpaxxyjy caBpeMeHe MJEOIOIIKe KOHTPOBEpP3e 1 CYKOOMU Y Be3! C ITOKYIIajiMa
IeKOHCTpPyKLUje, pefeduHICcama WIN peKOHUrypanyje pa3nuunuTUX acreKara Iomu-
TUYKOT U KY/ITYPHOT UjieHTnTeTa y caBpeMeHoj Cpduju. [TocedHo naxk/buBo ce pasmarpa
(dbeHOMeH eiliHuuKol camotipesupa, Koju fanac y Cpduju usasusa MHOTe UjiejHe CLIOpPOBe
Y OKBUPY ITONUTHKE NIEHTUTETA.

Y Cpduju, kao 1 y HeKUM ipyruM (rorny)nepudepHUM fpKxaBaMma, Biafiajyhe enmre cy
IIPOK/IaMOBaJIe Pa3sBOjHM YT ,MOAepHU3alje” (BecTepHU3alje) Lie/IOKYIIHOT APYIITBa,
Kpo3 Tpoljec pupyxkuBama Esporckoj yunju (Miladinovi¢, 2006; Suvakovié, 2014, str.
181-204), ouekyjyhu ma Cpduja penatuBHO dp30 yhe y Kpyr eKOHOMCKM pasBIjeHIX 3eMarba.
ITorTo ce TO HYje HOTOLUIIO, Y ey APYLITBEHNX (MEAMjCKUX U KYNITYPHMX) eMTa pasBuja
ce KPUTUYKI IPUCTYII KOjU I0Be3Yje eKOHOMCKY 3aocTanocT Cpduje ca TpauI[IOHaTHUM
KYITYPHUM HacneheM, HallMOHaIM3MOM, ITPaBOC/IAB/beM, €TalTiUTapU3MOM, aTPUjapXaTHIM
MEHTA/IUTETOM, Kao ¥ HeKVM K/bYYHUM e/IeMEeHTVIMa HallMOHA/THOT MAEHTHUTeTa (O TOMe y
0BOM TeMaTy, n3mMeby ocrasor, e M. bopyH). Y ToM cMICITy HEOIIXOJJHO je MCTPaKUTH
Ta JI je TaKaB MJEOJIOIIKM CTaB OIPaBIaHa KPUTHKA TPAANIMOHA/IM3Ma I eTHOHAIIVOHA-
ym3Ma (,,MajIor MMIlepyjanmuaMa) Win TeK CIeNVpUYIHY, MHBEP3HY eTHOHALIMOHAIVI3aM.
Ja 1 je MOXZa ped 0 CTBapamy CBOjeBPCHOT IOINTUIKOT KOHTPauIeHTUTETa KOjI je
pe3ynTar AMCTaHIe IpeMa HYDKVM CI0jeBMMa CTAHOBHUIITBA KOjI Ce ,TEHIKO YK/IAIajy y
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»POpMIpare CPIICKOT NIEHTUTETA U TeOPMjCKe KOHTPOBEP3e OKO MOKYIIAja IheroBe JeKOH-
crpykuuje“ (Formation of Serbian identity and theoretical controversies concerning attempts of its
deconstruction, FSITC 1561), ®oHp 3a Hayky Penry6muke Cpouje.
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CBETCKe TOKOBe', /I je IIaK Ha JIe/Ty CUCTeMCKM MH/YKOBaHa KY/ITypa ay TOKOJIOHMja/I13Ma,
KapaKTepUCTUYHA 3a IPYIITBA Ha (IIOMTy)nepudepuji CBETCKOT KaIMTATUCTUIKOT CHCTeMa
(Tome je y oBoM Tematy nocBeheH wianak C. AHTonnha).

KonTtposepse y Be3u ca cajjpykajeM CPIICKOT HAl[MOHATHOT UJIeHTUTEeTa 3aIIpaBo Cy
jemaH off K/BYYHMX Ky/ITypaaHuX cykoda y caBpeMenoj Cpduju. Kao mrro ce Bupm us canp-
’Kaja WIaHaKa yBPIITEHMX y TeMaT OBOT Spoja, OTIVIC, aHa/M3a 11 0djalllkberhe OBOT (peHOMEHa
MOTYhM €y TeK y3 CHaXXHY UCTPXNMBAYKy MYTTUAUCHVIIIMHAPHOCT, OHOCHO CUHEPITjY
COLIMOIOTYje ¥ APYIUX CPOJHMX XyMAaHUCTMYKUX U JPYLITBeHNX Hayka. CaMa reHesa,
0d/IMKOBame U OUyBarbe CPIICKOT UIEHTHUTETA Pa3MaTpajy ce KopuurheweM pasnuanTux
TEOPUjCKUX MIPUCTYIA — Of TeOpIje NACHTUTETA Y K/IACUIHOj HeMaukoj ¢umoszoduju (Kant,
Fichte, Schelling, Hegel), mpexo aHTpOIONIONIKIX KOHLEIIIja (KYTYPHOT eBOMYLMIOHI3MA,
CTPYKTYpaaHOT QYHKIMOHAM3Ma, TeopHje CyKoda, eTHOT@HETCKOT KOHCTPYKTVMBU3MA Y
Be3y ca II00a/IM3aljoM, HallMoHaM3Ma 1 pa3sojHe nomutrke /Eriksen, Baulch, Pham,
Reilly/), n conyonomkux Teopuja usrpapmwe Hanyje (Gellner, Bendix, Anderson, Rokkan,
Galtung, Smith), 0 HOBUjUX TeOPUjCKMX KOHIeNIaTa KaKBJ Cy ay TOKOJIOHMjaI3aM
(meTadopa camoKoIOHNM3ALMje) WK ayTopacu3aM (MHTepHANMN30BAHM Pacu3aM), IPEKO
KOjJX IOKYIIaBaMOo JIa PasyMeMo CIOKeHY TTO3UIINjy MajIMX Haluja Ha (mony)nepudepuju
CBETCKOT KaIlMTa/IMCTUYKOT CUCTEMA.

Y peny uctpakupama Koju ce OFHOCK Ha MICTOPMjCKY I'eHe3y CaBPeMeHOT CPIICKOT
UJICHTUTeTa, ITocedHa IMaxKmba rocsBehena je pasgodspy ox cpicke peBonynuje y 19. Bexy
(4mjer MHTENMEKTyaTHOT IpefiCTaBHMKA, [locuteja Odpanosuha, anamsnpa y oBom Temary
M. Jlonuh), 1o coMa jyrocioBeHCKOT COLMjaai3Ma I TIOHOBHOT OXKMB/baBakbha CPIICKOT
KY/ITypHOT UJIEHTUTETa, Y BpeMe ,,[I0CTCOLMjanucTuuKe TpaHsuuuje®. Vcmuryjy ce pa-
37IMYUTY OOpaCIiM CPIICKOT KY/ITYPHOT naeHTHTeTa (yi. Mitrovi¢, 2004) Koje cy cpricke
e/IMTe HaCTOjaJjie la U3Tpajie y OKBUPY IPOjeKTa eBpoIlen3aliyje ¥ MoflepHMU3alje CpIICKe
MOJiepHe Ip>KaBe, IeHNX MHCTUTYIVja ¥ Ha4MHa )KMBOTA. TY je ¥ MiTarbe jyTOC/TIOBEHCKOT
upieHTUTeTa, N3rpahenor 1918-1992. ropure (ym. Matevski, 2018), koju Koersucrupa ca
CPICKVIM UAEHTUTETOM, IIP) 4eMY je JBOJHU U/ICHTUTET — II0CeQHO Y Jlelly MefyjcKe 1
KynTypHe enute y Cpduju — HacTaBMO fla IIOCTOjU U IOC/Ie pacmaja Jyrocnasuje (1992).
Y TOM mor7Iely BaXkKHa je aHa/In3a KOMIIOHEHTH UeHTUTeTa QUKCHPAHUX Y CTEPEOTHUIIN-
Ma, KaKo IO3UTUBHYM TaKO VI HETaTUBHUM, YK/bYUyjyhu U eilinuuke ayiliociiiepeoitiuiie
(o yemy y oBoM Temary munte A. Bykosuh). Takobe je BaxkHa pedrexcuja oBUX cTepeoTna
y HaI[VIOHaJIHOj KIbJDKEBHOCTH, IIOTOTOBO KOJ IbeHUX HajU3BPCHUjUX IIPENiCTaBHIUKA (KaKaB
je b. ITexuh, o xome unramo y pany M. Cranojesuha).

ETHO/IOLIKY fle0 TIpojeKTa, Kao 1 OBOT TeMaTa, MCIIUTYje caBpeMeHe HaunHe ofdpaHe 1
OYyBatba UAEHTUTETA, KaKBe Cy MuTHje u caase (y oBoM dpojy o Tome muie V. Togoposuh),
JIOK KY/ITYPOJIOIIKY [ieo, n3Mebyy ocTanor, ncrpaxyje mTepapHe 1 KyITypHe OFHOCE U3Me-
by Cpda n ncrounux CnoseHa off cpeber Beka 1o 19. Beka, Kao leTepMUHAHTeE KY/IType
n upenturera (o Tome muue C. JenecujeBuh). [Togpasymena ce 1 Teopujcka pedriekcuja
CBETOCaB/ba ¥ KOCOBCKOT 3aBeTa, KA0 J[yXOBHMX OCHOBA CPIICKOT UJEHTUTETA, M MOTKE
ETOBOL 0UyBama y BpeMeHIMa ocMaHcke okymnanuje (ym. Miljkovi¢ Mati¢, 2017a; 2017b).
IMomTo NAEHTUTET HUje CTATUYAH M OKaMekheH, Beh caipykut TpeHyTaK pasnnKoBama I
mozpasyMeBa nocpenoBatbe ¢ apyruM (Vukovié, 2013), Hy)XHO ce UCTPaKyje 1 KaKo Cy
adupmaluja u/umm Heraiyja CBeTOCaB/ba M KOCOBCKOT 3aBeTa (POPMATMBHO YTHULIAMN Ha
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CPIICKV HAIIVIOHA/THYU MJIEHTHUTET, Of[HOCHO KaKO TO YMHe JaHaC (Y TeMaTy O TOMe pacIpaB/ba
3. Kunbuh). Yomurre, HeonxonHa je Teopujcka Usrpagmwa guHamuukoi mogena popMupama
U PEKOHCTPYKIIMj€ CPIICKOT KOMEKTUBHOT UIEHTUTETA, Y3 YK/bY4/Batbe Y HAyIHO IIOMMAbE
TOT (peHOMeHa I IMHAMIYKIX eJleMeHaTa HeraTUBHOT MIeHTUTeTa (ay TOCTePeOTHIIN, eT-
HIYKY CaMOIIpe3Np) ! KOHTPaUJeHTUTeTa — Kao OeKCTBA Y a/ITepHATVBHY HaIUICHTUTET
(jyrocmoBencTBO) MM OAUACHTUTET (deorpau3aM, BOjBODaHCTBO).

OBUM TeMaToM, Kao I LIeJIOKYITHIM IIPOjeKTOM, XKe/ley OXCMO [ y Hallloj HAY4HOj
3ajeIHMIY OTBOPYIMO JiedaTy o reHes! ¥ KOHTPOBep3aMa CaBPEMEHOT CPIICKOT CHTHUTETA.
Tume ducmo mocTurim 1 dobe pasymeBame APYIITBEHOUCTOPHjCKMX M3BOPA jeTHOT Off
K/bYYHMX UJIEONOIIKIX CyKoda y caBpeMeHoj CpOuju, 1 3ajefHIYIKM PaIu/Iy Ha IIPOHAa-
KeIby HauMHa 33 CMatbelbe KOH(IMKTHUX TeH3uja. Takohe >xemmMo fia oficTakHeMo Hay4YHe
3ajegHuUIle [PYINX 3eMasba, HocedHO Ha (1Momy)nepudepuju CBeTCKOT KaIlMTaluCTUIKOT
CUCTeMa, T7ie Cy YOueHM CIMYHY (eHOMEHM Y Be3) Ca M3TPaboM UV O9yBamheM UeH-
THUTeTA, /ja Ipefy3My CTMYHA HayYHa MCTPaXMBAha, U 1a Y CBOjUM Jacommcruma odjase
TeMaTe IIOIIyT OBOT KOjI je cafla JOCTYIIaH YATAOLIMA.
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THEORETICAL CONTROVERSIES
IN RELATION TO SERBIAN IDENTITY

(Translation In Extenso)

The topic of this issue of the Sociological Review (Sociologki pregled) is dedicated to
theoretical controversies in relation to Serbian identity, and the papers have been written
by the research team members who work on the eponymous scientific project?.

The project explores the problem of the genesis of modern Serbian national, political,
religious and cultural identity, i.e., pluralism identity elements in Serbia - such as overlap-
ping or rivalry of Yugoslav and Serbian identities. Moreover, it explores modern ideolog-
ical controversies and conflicts in relation to the attempts of deconstruction, redefinition
or reconfiguration of different aspects of political and cultural identity in today’s Serbia.
Special consideration is dedicated to the phenomenon of ethnic self-loathing, which causes
a number of idea-based disputes within the identity policy.

In Serbia, just as in some other (semi)peripheral countries, ruling elites have proclaimed
the development road of “modernization” (Westernization) of entire society through the
European Union accession process (Miladinovi¢, 2006; Suvakovi¢, 2014, pp. 181-204),
expecting Serbia to relatively quickly enter the circle of economically developed countries.
Since it has not happened, in one part of social (media and cultural) elites a critical approach
develops which associates Serbia’s economic backwardness with the traditional cultural
heritage, nationalism, Orthodox Christianity, egalitarianism, patriarchal mentality, as well
as some key elements of national identity (in this thematic issue, M. Bodin writes about
it, among other things). In that respect, it is necessary to explore whether such ideological
approach is justified criticism of traditionalism and ethno-nationalism (“small” imperialism)
or just specific, inversive ethno-nationalism. Perhaps is it about the creation of a specific
political counter-identity as a result of the distance towards lower classes of population,
which “find it hard to fit in with the world trends”, or the systemically induced culture of
self-colonialism, typical of societies on the (semi)periphery of the world capitalist system
(in this thematic issue, the article by S. Antoni¢ is dedicated to it).

! santonic@f.bg.ac.rs; ORCID 0000-0002-5693-9952
2 “Formation of Serbian identity and theoretical controversies concerning attempts of its decon-
struction”, FSITC 1561), Science Fund of the Republic of Serbia.
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Controversies in relation to the content of Serbian national identity are actually one of
the key cultural conflicts in modern Serbia. As it can be seen from the list of articles includ-
ed in this thematic issue, it is possible to analyze and explain this phenomenon only with
strong research multidisciplinarity, i.e., synergy of sociology and other related humanities
and social sciences. The very genesis, formation and preservation of Serbian identity are
considered by using different theoretical approaches — from the identity theory in classical
German philosophy Kant, Fichte, Schelling, Hegel), via anthropological concepts (cultural
evolutionism, structural functionalism, conflict theory, ethnogenetic constructivism in
relation to globalization, nationalism and development politics of Eriksen, Baulch, Pham,
Reilly/), and sociological theories of nation building (Gellner, Bendix, Anderson, Rokkan,
Galtung, Smith), to more recent theoretical concepts, such as anticolonialism (the self-colo-
nizing metaphor) or self-racism (internalized racism), through which we try to understand
the complex position of small nations on the (semi)periphery of the world capitalist system.

In the part of the research concerning the historical genesis of modern Serbian
identity, special attention is dedicated to the period from the Serbian revolution in the
19" century (whose intellectual representative in this thematic issue is analyzed by M.
Loli¢) to the collapse of Yugoslav socialism and revival of Serbian cultural identity, during
“post-socialist transition”. Different patterns of Serbian cultural identity are examined (cf.
Mitrovi¢, 2004), which Serbian elites attempted to build within the project of Euroization
and modernization of the modern Serbian state, its institutions and ways of life. There is also
the question of Yugoslav identity build in the period 1918-1992 (cf. Matevski, 2018), which
co-exists with Serbian identity, whereas dual identity — particularly in one part of Serbia+s
media and cultural elite — continued its existence even after the breakup of Yugoslavia
(1992). In that respect, there is an important analysis of the identity components fixed
in stereotypes, both positive and negative ones, including ethnic self-stereotypes (written
about in this thematic issue by A. Vukovi¢). The reflection of these stereotypes in national
literature is also important, particularly among its most outstanding representatives (e.g.,
B. Peki¢, about whom we can read in the paper by D. Stanojevi¢).

The ethnological part of the project, as well as this thematic issue, explores modern
forms of defending and preserving identity, such as litiya and feast days (written about in
this thematic issue by I. Todorovi¢), while the cultural part, among other things, explores
literary and cultural relations between Serbs and East Slovenes from the Middle Ages to the
19" century, as determinants of culture and identity (written about by S. Jelesijevi¢). This
also includes the theoretical reflection of Saint Sava’s Orthodoxy and the Kosovo myth as
spiritual foundations of Serbian identity, and the backbone of its preservation during the
Ottoman occupation (cf. Miljkovi¢ Mati¢, 2017a; 2017b). Since identity is not static and
petrified, but contains the moment of distinction and implies mediation with the other
(Vukovi¢, 2013), it is also necessary to explore how affirmation and/or negation of Saint
Sava’s Orthodoxy and the Kosovo myth formatively affected Serbian national identity, i.e.,
how they are doing it nowadays (discussed by Z. Kindi¢ in this thematic issue). Generally
speaking, there is a need for the theoretical construction of a dynamic model of forming
and reconstructing Serbian collective identity, whereas the scientific understanding of this
phenomenon should also include dynamic elements of negative identity (self-stereotypes,
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ethnic self-loathing) and counter-identity — as an escape into alternative super-identity
(Yugoslavism) or sub-identity (Belgradeism, belonging exclusively to Vojvodina).

In this thematic issue, as well as the entire project, we would like to open a debate in
our scientific community about the genesis and controversies of modern Serbian identity.
In this manner we would also achieve better understanding of socio-historical sources of
one of the key ideological conflicts in modern Serbia, and work together on finding a way
for reducing conflict tensions. We would also like to encourage scientific communities of
other countries, particularly those at the (semi)periphery of the world capitalist system,
where similar phenomena have been observed in relation to identity construction or pres-
ervation, to undertake similar scientific research and publish thematic issues in their own
journals such as the one available to our readers now.
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