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CBETO3AP MAPKOBWh:

»CPBUJA HA UICTOKY“ WJ/IN ,,BEJIUKA CPBUJA“

Caxerak: CBeto3ap Mapkosuh je cBojum MelycodHO IIoOBe3aHUM HjjejaMa IpBU CTBO-
PO CHCTeMATN30BaHO 3Hakbe O CPIICKOM JPYLITBY, a0 (er0BO 0djallliberbe I IIPeABUIe0
weroso dynyhe kperame. TuMe je y caBpeMeHOM CMUCITY MICIIYHMO Haj3Ha4ajHUje KpuTe-
pujyme geduHMIje COLMOMONIKE TEOPHUje U HAIICAO Le/IOBUTY APYIITBEHOIOMUTUYKY
crynujy Cpduja na ucitioxy, Kputukyjyhu n ocriopasajyhn nporpam ,,Bennke Cpduje®
Ode he duty mpepMeT aHaNU3e, YMjI je LIJb IIOKA3ATU HUXOB TEOPYjCKH, IIPAKTUYHO
IIOJINTUYKN I HAIVIOHA/THN 3Ha‘{aj, Ca CTAaHOBUIITA KPUTNYIHE TeopMje ApyLITBa, TeOpI/[je
Hal[MOHAIM3Ma U CUCTeMCKe Teopyje apyiursa. [Tputom he ce umary y Bupy nieonomko
CTAaHOBMINTE IIPBOT CPIICKOT COLMjaINCTE U IIPBOT CPIICKOT ,,PafJKaTHOT COL[MOsIora‘
COLIMOIOUIKE MMaTruHaLyje.

Kipyune peun: Ceprosap Mapkosuh (1846-1875), conyjanuct, pafuKanta COLu-
onoruja, Cpduja Ha ucToKy, Bennka Cpduja

Y mojum scunama itieve aprayiticka kpe... Moj je gega iio oyy duo
ajgyx 20 ioguma, oH je TaKo vy Hosex ga my je jegrom moja dada mopana
ga saga otianke oxo kyhe, Kao wiitio ce Korou 6agajy... Ja moia oya namiium
€amo Kaxo je xiieo ga yduje mojy maitiep u3 UUwiiiona, ga je Hucy caacau
UPUCYTHY cebanu, a MATU je Xifiena ga monu 3a tweHoi dpaiia, Koia je
OH y THi0 8peMme WiyKao HA MPITLBO UMe Y ,,lipaseqHoM THesy “ uiiio je 08aj
4UHUO 10 HeKA HACUA 10 centy kao kaieitianos Spaiti. O mom geqgu iio
Matiepu, YuHU MU ce ga cam 6am ipu4ao, ga je Suo HajcilpauHiju Hosex,
Witio cam ia ja 1o3Hasao...

Caero3ap Mapkosuh — Auku Hunkosuh
JaropmHa, 12. aBrycr 1873.

' sutovicm@gmail.com; https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3719-6919
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YBOJI

Joan Ckepnuh, cpICcKU KEVDKEBHY KPUTHYAP, Tpodecop 1 MOMUTUYAP KOjH je IH-
cao o Ceetosapy Mapkosuhy (1846-1875) kao 40BeKy U IJIeOTIOTY, KaXke fia Ce IOPOAMLa
Mapxkosuh 1o jenHoj mopopmyHoj Tpaguumju socemna 13 Crape Cpduje ca Kocosa, a mo
npyroj u3 Crapor Konanmua y HoBomasapckom Canrtaky (Skerli¢, 1910, str. 1). Mapkosuh je
O10 ITaBHU COLMjaMMCTIYKI MUCTVIIALL, IIBajIiapcku hak, poheH y yunrebckoj mopoaumm
y 3ajedapy, a popmaTrBHe TofiHe MpoBeo je y Jarogyuuu u Kparyjesiy. Crynupao je Ha
mypuikoM [TonmurexHnakoM nHCTUTYTY. [Ipe Tora y Cankr Iletepdypry. Tamo ce ynosHao
ca pagom Huxonaja Yepuumresckor (1821-1878), pycKor HUXMINCTe U COLIMjAIICTe, U ca
menoM necHuka u ¢punosopa Hukonaja Hexpacosa (1821-1878). 3a pasnuky of CpIrickor
HaLMOHAJIHOT /I1depai3Ma Koju Cy BoHee ,,mapusnuje’, Mapkosuhes corujanmsam d1o
je mokanHo 000jeH. ,,OH 1 WweroBu cinendeHuIy cmarpanu cy ga Cpduja moxxe nsdehn
MHAYCTPUjaMM3alLUjy ¥ KalUTanu3aM 3alaJHOT CTUIA U Jja MOXKe MSTPAUTI [PYIITBO
3aCHOBAHO Ha KOOIlepaTyBaMa ¥ ceocKuM 3ajeguunama’ (Poki¢, 2023, str. 322).

CTygeHTV U3 PYCKMX IIKOJIA, YMCTO KPUTUIKOT TIPaBIia, KOjI je BIAfja0 y PYCKOj
KIBJDKEBHOCTM, PA3NMKOBaM Cy ce of Minafux Cpda, IKOTOBaHMX Ha 3amapy.

»1lapus je Cpduju nao npasue ¢pasepe, beu — monnruuke sapanuiie, bepninx
- mocedHy BPCTy Mpaumaka, a MockBa 1 IleTporpaj HEKOINKO TMYHOCTU TeMe/bHOT
odpasoBama, CBET/IMX YMOBa I [ie/Ia, C KojiMa je capahusao u Ceroszap Mapkosuh®
(Perovié, 1993, str. 186, 187).

dunosodujy ,,3apaBor pasyMa“ 0CaMHaeCTOT BeKa, CByfa ma u 'y Cpduju, HoTucHyo
je POMaHTMYHO-HAL[MOHAIHM [IPaBall, IPOTECTOM IIPOTUB HErOBUX U3BPHYTUX WJ€ja,
Tpakehn panykanHu npeodpaxkaj APYLITBA U peaMCTIYHYjY IIpaBall y KIbVDKeBHOCTY U
Hay1y, 4uju je Mapkosuh dmo TBopar u rmaBau npotaronucra (Gavrilovi¢, 2008, str. 562).

buna je To ,,jemHa cMeca pallMOHA/NIN3Ma, HaTypasy3Ma, ONITYMM3Ma U aHapXU3Ma',
»Bepyjyhmx® jbynu us mesgecetnx rogyHa 19. Beka (Jovanovi¢, 1903, str. 3). CeeTosap
Mapxkosuh je 8110 peTKu conyjanucta Koju je I03HaBao TeOPU)y COLMjanu3Ma, U IIPaTIo
COLIMjaNMMCTIYKY TIOKPET CBOTA 1003, TI03HABAO je HeMauke 1 PyCKe COLIMjaNCTe, C jefiHe
cTtpane Mapxkca u Jlacana, a ¢ gpyre Yepuuesckor. VIntepecantno, Jupunros Kypc
HApogHe U COuUjanHe eKOHOMUje TIPETIOPYINBAO je Kao Hajdo/be CaBpeMeHO eKOHOMCKO
meno. Ilogpoduuje je dno odaemrren o cucremuma Opannysa Jlyja brana u Iljepa JKoseda
IIpynona. MispaBao ce 3a umaHa IIpse uHiliepHAayoHa e Y leHOT IIporpaMa, TTofipyKaBajyhm
Kapna Mapkca y cykody ¢ Muxanmnom bakymunoM, 390r yera cy ra CpIicKy ,0aKymBIHIN
OLITPO Hamafamu, Ha3uBajyhu ra ,nmonyranoMm”. OH je BaTpeHo dpanuo Ilapucky komyHy
(1871) xap cy je CpIICKM 3BaHMYHM JIMCTOBY OLITPO HANAJIAJIN. »,3a CBOje BpeMe, Mapkosuh,
je duo jemaH eBporcku odpasosaH conyjamucta’ (Isto, str. 1, 2).

Y sem/bu KakBa je Ouma tagamma Cpduja, Mapkosuh je umao ymory cifipanya, a
(aHATH3MOM CBOje Ujieje MMao je HEIITO Off MUCTUYHOCTH U TeMIIepaMeHTa PYCKIX pe-
BOJIYLIMOHapa, Ouo je uynHoBatu carap (Isto, str. 167).

»Kao 1oBek, Mapkosuh je 8110 MCKpeH, OCeT/bUB, YaK ¥ HeXaH, aMOMIIO3aH, eHep-
TUYaH U BPJIO KypakaH. EberoBa 1CKpeHOCT je Suta allco/yTHa: OH Bajblia HIfje HAIICA0
HII jefIHY ped, y Kojy Huje Beposao (Isto, str. 162).
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Mapxkosuh je duo ,,ypeamcT-0jeTa’, jeiaH IOIpaB/beH 1 YOnaXeH jakoSuHcku iui,
KOjM ce OfiBaja Of paHAailika N PasIuKyje off JbyH ,CYjeTOM XUIIepTPOpUpaHOT pOMaH-
TUYAPCKOT Hapamraja‘, ,jeman ek mnaan npumep” (Skerli¢, 1910, str. 115, 120, 121,
259). IIpe cBera, Mapkosuh je 8110 ,,IporaraTop, aruTaTop, OPraHNU3aTOP, YOBEK aKIiuje,
dopan” (Lapéevié, 1922, str. 43). OH ce mop, yTuiajeM MapKCUCTUYKe IIKO/IE OCIOOO0RMO
HapoJibayuKe yTOIINje ¥ 0CIIOCOOMO 3a IPUMEHY MapKCUCTIIKO-MaTepyja/InCTIIKO-/yja-
JIEKTUYKE METOfe, MU3BPLIMBIIY ONIINUPHY U IIOGHY KPUTUKY COLIMjaTHOT U HOMUTUIKOT
xmBoray Cpduju, yKasapum Ha ITyT KojuM Tpeda nhu y ;eroBoM yiederny. JacHO je ommicao
Hepa3BUjeHOCT, jeTHOINYHOCT, IIPMMITUBI3aM IIpUBpefie U C1ady conyjanny nudepeHnn-
PaHOCT CPIICKOT IPYIITBa, Hamadehu y HapogHoj camoyiipasu jeMcTBO IPOTUB THPaHMje
1 dp>Ker Ky/ITYpHOL ¥ IpuBpegHor Harpetka (Isto, str. 51, 52, 57).

Kako cy je nasBanu enrnecku mucuy, Cpduja je duna ,,paj CMpOMAILIHUX /bYAU,
3eM/ba KOja je y IIOMTUYKOM CMMCITY yCBOjuIa 1 u3rpabhnpaia mporpam jegHe cpIcke
IeMOKparuje, Ha OCHOBY IIOTITYHOT U HEIIOIe/beHOT HAPOGHOI cyseperuiiieiia, clodope
U jefHAKUX MpaBa CBUX IpahaHa, IOTIIYHOM CaMOYTIPABOM OUULlfiLHe U CPe3a, jeffHaKe
IpaBjie 3a CBe, MOf{3amheM MaTepyjaTHOT 1 KY/ITYPHOT O/larocTama Hapoya, porpama
4ije je OCHOBHE IIOCTaBKe paspajyo u cam Mapkosuh, IITO Cy IPUXBAaTU/IN U BETOBU
cnendenunu (Zujovié, 1922, str. 7-8).

Hecymmuso, Mapkosth je duo npsu mycian, y Cpduju, Koju je y M3BECHOM CMUCITY
VM0 MapKCUCTUIKH TIOTTIE], KOji Ce HETIOCPEHO, OCPpeHO uy pehyTHO mosnsao Ha
nena Mapkca u EHrernca, HapounTo y cBojum Hauenuma napogre exonomuje. Mapkc je sa
mera O1o ,,[71aBa” pafHIIKOr OKpeTa, mucal Katiuitiana u Manugecitia, xoje je Mapxosuh
4ynTao. Anu je conujanay peponyuujy y Cpouju cMaTpao 6ecMIC/IEHOM, TIOMITO jOIT YBeK
HIIje I0CTOjao mpoeTapujat y MapkcoBoM cvycny. Hutu je Cpduja duma mumycTpujcka
Ip>kaBa, Beh mpeMoepHO ce/bauko APYIITBO Ca 3adelMa KaliTamuCTIIKe KiTace.

OcHOBHM ITpodJieM TaKBUX ApyluTaBa Mapkosuh je Bujieo y U3rpanmy gp>kase, Koja
CBOjOM IIEHTpaNIN3alyjoM MOHNIITaBa TPAAUIINjY CONMMIAPHOCTY, IOPOANLIE, 3a/JpyTe
ONIITHHE, Koje du Tpedasto fa Symy ocHOBa HOBE IpKaBe, KOja 3alpaBo IOUNIbe TaMO Ifie
je d1a mpe 0CMaHCKOT OCBajamba. YIIPKOC KPUTUIIM SUPOKPATCKOT CUCTeMa, OH HHje YCIIeo
CTBOPUTH je[IHYy OPUTMHAIHY T€OPUjy [P>KaBe, TAKO J]a je BErOBO [e/I0 TEIIKO CBPCTaTH
y Heke LreMarcke Knacudukanuje. ITyn qvoBexopydba, Mapkosuh je 0cTao Ha mO3MLIMjK
Ufleau3Ma i CTapor YTOMMjCKOT COLMjalN3Ma, jefHOT PaJiKa/IHOT ITOJIUTAYIapa KOju ce
3a/1arao 3a pellerbe COLMjalHOT [INTama, KpUTUKYjyhu mmdepanny cTpaHKy 1 ,,BeMKy
nomutuky . CBOjy MaXKby YCMEpPHO je Ha aHaIM3y APYLITBEHe, IOMUTHYKE U UCTOPUjCKe
numensuje Cpduje Ha UciHioky ¥ Ha OLITPY KPUTUKY U ofdaliiBaibe Jjeje U Iporpama
»Bermke Cpduje®, kao mITeTHE II0 AYTOPOYHE MHTepece HarrpeTKa gpicase Cpduje. 3aro je
MaJIo 9yIHO Aa je MapkoBuh BUIIle KpUTUKOBAH KaO HAIMOHA/IVCTA HETO KA0 COLVjaIuCT
(Jovanovié, 1903, str. 133).

CPBEMJA HA ICTOKY

Hanwje cy, xaxo je mucao ®. EHresic o npasHyKy Halyja, OfflaBHO HOOMIIe CBOje MeCTO:
Hewmnu y Teopuju, @pannysn y nomnruny, a Exrnesn y rpabanckom gpymrsy (Marx &
Engels 1976, str. 354). Cpdu y McTOpUjI U CpebOBEKOBIbY, a KaCHMUje, HAPOINTO KpajeM
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20. BeKa, y penuruju, IpaBoCIaB/by U C6eillocasby. HemTo HammK Ha KpU3y CPIICKOT Ha-
IIOHA/IM3Ma 13a3Bao je MapkoBuh, CKpeHyBIIN TXKbY ca HAlMje Ha Ce/hAIITBO Koje je
cMaTpao nocedHoM KacoM. IbeHo eKOHOMCKO CTame, OfljefIHOM, IIOCTAJIO je ,,BaXKHIIje Of
nomuridake dyayhuocTtu enor cprickor Hapopa“ (Jovanovic¢ 12/11, 1991, str. 551). Hberosn
cnendeHnIy Cy MM 1 fajbe. CxBarajyhu Harmjy Kao upeast, ¢ HayYHOT IJIEAMIITA, CMaTpa-
JIVL CY la MMa CMIUCTIA, jef1HO, 00e3denuTy mTo Behy Komm4nHy MaTepujaTHux godapa 3a
To BuIe Jbymit. To ce moksanano ¢ iudepannum yimunuiapusmom (M. IIL.) 1 MuiUberseM
jeIHOT PYCKOT IICLA ,KOjH je TBPAMO, /A je APYLITBY KOPMCHUjU jeiaH odyhap Koju nmpasu
nodpy odyhy, Hero llexcrmp ca cBojum Tpareaujama“ (Isto, str. 552). Ho, ynpkoc ToMe,
Mapxkosuhes peannsam, 4ak 1 y IpeTepyBarbY, JOOPO CY MPMXBATIIN IeTOBY HAC/IeTHNLIN,
cpricku pagukaimt. Mapkosuh ce Huje 3a10BO/baBa0 TEOPIjCKIM pazioM, Beh ce HemocpegHo
aHT'X0Bao y dopdu IpoTUB CTapux ujeja, CTpaHaKa, O[IyYHO ce 3a/1aKyhu 3a cTBapame
jenHe ,,IeMOKpPATCKe, aHTVMOHAPXMjCKe U COLMja/IICTUUKe CTPaHKe , Kako du ce y Cpduju
CPpYLINIO CTapo ¥ usrpagmm TeMesbu HoBor (Skerli¢, 1910, str. 29).

Mapxkosuhes pap 010 je n3/10XKeH LieH3ypu, 00peHOBMNEBCKOM CyMBbIYCHY 3a
capanmwy ca Kapahophesuhnma, xao mmagux ,,komyHana®, u ,pasdojundke dange” oko
nucTa Pagnuk Kao caydecHnKa y yductsy xkHesa Muxanma Odpenosuha (Isto, str. 67).
Y TaKBOj APYIITBEHOj 11 HOMNTNYKOj KMy Mapkosuh je ,,1872 mrrammao (coje) Hajdorbe,
HajopUrMHa/IHMje U HajBaxkHuje fieno Cpduja Ha ucitioky®, dmje ce pacTyparbe cMaTpao
Kao imexcax 3nouun (Isto, str. 73, 107). Kwura je mrammana y Hosom Cany, HoBocazcka
3acifiasa je odaBecTnIa OI1ACOM YMUTAOLIE O IeHOM M3/IACKY, Ka3aBllN fia »,Beh camo nme
HMIIYEeBO jeMYM 3 YHyTpallllby BpeTHoCT cappkaja’ (Markovi¢ VIII, 1995, str. 107).

To je mpBa cTyaMja 0 HACTAHKY U Pa3BOjy CPIICKE PXKaBe U APYIITBA, HAKOH OC/IO-
dohema oxf Typaka, Koja MMa KapaKTep MOMUTHIKE, UICTOPHjCKe, a Y M3BECHOM CMMCITY, 1
KoMItapatusHe cryguje. Hacrama je mog yumajem ugeja @paHirycke peBonyLuje, jefiHa-
KOCTH, crodozie u dparcTsa, u upeja [Ipynona. Mapkosuh je mokyao ga pasyme ,MUCHjy
Cpdnje Ha ICTOKY, TpaHMIIE B-eHe p)KaBe 1 BIIajie, CIo/balllibhe MOMMTIIKe opMe y KojuMa
je OHMK/IA ,,HOBa CpIIcKa ApykaBa ‘. [TocedHO ce daBMO IeHNM YHYTPAILBIM APYIITBEHUM
npeodpaxkajeM, IIPELM3HO U jacHO AepuHmiyhu gp>kaBy Kao ,,cCaMOOPTaHU30BAHO ApY-
IITBO', Ylfje MOJINTUYKe YCTAHOBE ,,9yBajy IIOPOANYHM U APYIITBEHO eKOHOMCKY CHCTEM,
mTo je Temess Apxkase (Markovi¢ VIIL, 1995, str. 7). V oBoj gedunnmmju je gato jacHo un
opurnHaaHO MapkoB1heBo TeOpMjCKO CTAHOBUIILTE, BPJIO CAaBPEeMEHO, I jeflaH M3y3eTaK Y
MOJIePHOj TONMUTIYKO]j HayI 1 Teopuju. OHa ce TeMerbl Ha ay TOXTOHOj CPIICKOj IPYIITBEHO]
TpaJVIju, Ha K0joj je jemnHo Moryhe rpafiuTi MOfiepHY Ap>KaBy, Kao OIIITY ITOMUTUIKY
MHCTUTYLU]Y U CyBEPeHY PaIMOHATHY OpraHM3aIujy, Kako U ce IIpeB/iajiaie OnacHOCTH
TIoIleTIaHe Ap>KaBe U MOfie/beHOT APYIITBA, KOje Cy 3aCHOBaHe Ha CTPaHMM 0dpacIjuMa, ma
JieTyjy Kao KOpOB, Ha T/Iy KOje HIje HeroBo. Taj ApyITBeHM Ha/las, CPIICKA HayKa U IIPaK-
TWYHA TTONMTYKA ¥ BaflaBMHA y 3a/[iba /iBa BeKa MOTIIYHO je TIpeBuzena, odoxkasajyhm
CTpaHe 3amafiHe Mofiesie 1 odpaciie, TAKO fla Cy ce ApsKaBa U APYIITBO, Ka0 U KyATYypa,
PpasBujau Kao HeKa BPCTa KapUKAType MWV UMBIIM3ALMjcKe mu3odpeHnje, Tymapajyhn
usMeby KapaHTIHa V1 KOJIOHNje.

Mapxosuh je nokymao fa nokaxe Cpduma Ita UM Bajba pajiuTyu 1 yeMy Tpeda Te-
JKUTH, KaKo 811 ocTBapym ocnodobeme Ha bakany, y kojeM cy nmamm nocedny yiory. Tom
LIM/bY CTPYKTYMpaHa je caMa OpraHusalija cajip>kaja KibITe, laTa y TPMHAECT IOI7IaB/ba,
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dpoj koju Cpdu, marehn o cTepeoTnma u mpefpacysa, yriaBHOM He BOJIE M CMATpajy ra
»Hecpehuum. Cxoxro Tome Mapkosuhesa Cpduja Ha ucifioky ce MajIo YUTaIa, A jOII Makbe
KPUTHIKO-TYOMHCKN aHAM3MPATIa.

Caojy ananusy Cpduje Ha nctoky Mapkosuh je 3amodeo pasmaTparmeM opraHusarje
OILITMHE, HaX}je ¥ LPKBEHE BIACTU Y TYPCKOM ApP>KaBHOM cucTeMy npe IIpsor cprckor
YCTaHKa, y KOMe je afMUHUCTPATUBHA, Cy[CKa U IIPKBEHa BJIACT, Ca CBOjUM LIeHTPOM
y Cramdony, duna ,TBpa Be3a, Koja je Beauana HoKopHy pajy” (Isto, str. 12). Typun
HIICY XKMBEJIM IIO CeMMa, ¥ OCTABI/IM Cy OIILITHHCKY CaMOYIIpaBy, ofpkaBajyhu Besy
Ca CeOCKMM KHe30BNMa, a IIPKBEHa B/IACT je dW/Ia y TeCHOj Be3M y TYPCKOj IfapeBMHM Ca
no/mTuakoM pramrhy. CaHKIMOHMCAIA je TYPCKY ApXKaBHY BIacT, pakTHUKy moMaxxyhn
Pajy y HIOKOPHOCTH.

Mapxkosuh je moxasao Taj XUBOT, CTaB/bajyhn y mpBu ITaH MOPOANILY, 3aPyTy 1
FIIXOB €KOHOMCKY 3Ha4aj Y OKBMPY TATpUjapXalTHMX YCTaHOBA: MOde, T03ajMMUIIe 1 CIIpere,
uMajyhy y BUIY ONIITUHCKY, 3aJpY>KHY U1 INYHY CBOjUHY, APYLITBEHM 3HA4aj 3aJpyre u
OIIIITIHE, a TOCeOHO pa3BUTAK IMYHOCTH y aTpujapxanHoM Apymrsy (Isto, str. 13-21).
[TopomiryHa /bydaB 1 ONMIITHHCKA Y33jaMHOCT Y IIATPYjapXaTHOM APYIITBY MIMaJI CY U3-
y3eTHy cHary. [TaTpujapxaman >KuBoT OMO je y CTamy CTBOPUTY U BaCIIUTATH ,,9eTNIHN
KapakTep“ I ce/baKe PeBOMYLMIOHApe.

3ajipyra 1 OIIUTHHA CY jefiUHE CPIICKE YyCTAaHOBE KOje Cy MPEXUBETIE TYPCKIU PEXKIUM.
Y m1Ma je CpIICKY Hapofi OipyKao jeAMHCTBO HApOJHOT X1BOTa 1 oTrop Typuuma. ,,3ampyra
je duta eKOHOMCKA a OIIITVHA IOMTUYKA jef{HNILA CPIICKOT Hapofia®, ler0B MOPA/IHU I
MaTepHjaIHI U3BOP CHAre 3a 0c7I0d0herbe, OrmulIlTe peBONyILMje, KOja je YHUIITIIA Typ-
CKM Ap>KaBHMU cucTeM. V Huje HUMAJIO C/Iy4ajHO TO WITO jy je MapkoBuh y3eo 3a OCHOBY
HOBe cpIicKe gpxase (Isto, str. 21). Oryza je 3aucTa 4ygHO IITO Ce JaHAC TaTpyjapXalaH
JKVBOT y3MMa Kao Y3pOK CPIICKUX Heflaha y ITpoliecy MofepHu3anyje, Kajia je 3axBasbyjy-
hu mweMy cpIcku Hapop OIICTa0 U MPEXMBEO MOMYMIIEHIjyMCKO podoBame. 3adnyna je
U TIpeApacya, CBeCHA M/ HECBECHA, fla IIaTPUjapXa/IH )XUBOT IPOTUBPEYN MOJEPHOM
XMBOTY V1 CaBpeMeHoj Ap>kaBy. HarmpoTus, oH 01 je yImHIO caMo CTaOMITHMjOM U COL-
jamHO GYHKIMOHATHI]OM YCTAHOBOM JIPYLITBEHOT CCTEMA, U HAIIMOHATHO OfITOBOPHjOM.

Oryna je Mapkosiha mocedHo 3aoKyIbajia CyIIpOTHOCT CPIICKOT APYIITBA U TYPCKe
IpiKaBe, 1I0jaBa Xdjgy4uje 1 leHOT rpahaHCKOT U MOMUTUYKOT 3HAYaja U yTHUIIAja CPIICKe
peBOTyLMje Ha IOMMTUYKY 1 ApywmTBeHy npespar (Isto, str. 23-26). Taj mpespar y cprickom
HapOJY, KOj! je yIMHMIA CPIICKA PEBOYIINja, TOMMKO je AYOOK U JJaTIeKOCeKaH, /ja MU HI
TaHac, kao Hu y MapkosuheBo Bpeme, He MOYKeMO CXBATUTH U IIPETIIOCTABUTH HETOBO
IIPaBO 3HAYEHE.

Mapxosuh je oBeo y Besy IpeBpart CpIICKe PeBOJIyLyje ! OpraHM3aLjy HOBe CpII-
CKe [ip>KaBe, IaTPUjapXaTHO U JeMOKpPAaTCKO APYLITBO, TOCIOAApa I ,BPXOBHOT BOXK/IA',
KPUTHKYjyhy Tako3BaHy MHTeNI€HLINjY 0dpa3oBaHy y MOHAPXIYHOM XY, KOja CPAMHO
CaKaTU UCTOPHUjy CPIICKOT HAPOJa, IpeAcTaB/bajyhu ra kao dorama, MojefuHe MMIHOCTI
Kao Werose cracuorie. T JeMOKpaTCKOr APYIITBa jeCTe Acoyujauiija, a IaTpujapXanHor je
iiopoguya. IlaTpujapxamHo APYIITBO, SMTIO /1A je MOHAPXUja MU PeryOuKa, KapaKTepuIe
TO IIITO HAPOJT jelIHOj M/ BUIIe TMIHOCTH, YCTyMa BracT des oppehennx rpannma. Tako ce
PasBu/Ia ¥ MOHApXMYHa Biazia y Cpduju, y K0joj MHOTY Jby/iM He Pas/MKYjy MaTpyjapXxaaHo
off feMoKpaTckor gpymrsa (Isto, str. 27-32).
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ITpoyuaBajyhu passurak mojmosa u ycranosa y Cpduju, Mapkosuh je Ha npsu
TIOIVIE], YOUMO Jia OpraHM3alija IpBe CPIICKe Ap>KaBe, POBUTE U MOLeNaHe, He 3aCIyXyje
uMe ,,ipxaBa‘. CoBjeT, Mar¥CTpaTy ¥ HapOJHa CKYIILITHHA [0YMBajIe Cy Ha JeMOKpaT-
cKo-TmarpujapxaaHoM Haderny. Cpduja je Omma Ha Iy Ty /ja TTOCTaHe IeMOKPATCKa JApKaBa
monyT IBajuapcke. Ayu paToBambeM pasBuUIa ce KIMIA jefTHOT IIPUBUIETOBAHOT HOBOT
CTaJIeXa, KOjy Ceé MOTao YIyIIUTH JEMOKPATCKMM Have/IoM 4Mja je OCHOBa OpraHu3alnyja
COBjeTa ¥l MaruCTpara, ajIi ¥ pa3BUTaK MOHAPXIYHe BIacTy, y dopdu nameby Bemkara
U BOX/Ia, KOjU HUCY TIpefICTaB/baIy Hadeso c1odofie MPOTUB aIlCOMyTH3Ma, HUTH TIpaBa
Hapofa MPOTHB Heropux Hocumaa. Cpduja je momma MOHAPXMYHNM Iy TEM, a IIpe HEeTo
IITO Ce OH Pa3BIo, IPOIIAJIA je IpBa CpIIcKa fpxKasa (Isto, str. 33-39).

Ca [Ipyrum cpIcKuM yCTaHKOM IIOYME>€ HOBA CPIICKA p>KaBa, PasBUTaK II0jMOBA O
3aKOHUTOCTH U [ipKaByL. I10jMOBY O Ip>KaBHOM IOPETKY OV Cy BPJIO HejacHMU. Y THILIAjU
Pycuje n AycTpuje camo cy ux 38pkanu. YHampe je mMyIITeHa MIUCA0 O HEOTPaHMIEHO]
BJIACTM KOjoj ce HMKO Huje mportuByo. Cpduja je ocTana TYypCcKu IallanayK y KoMe je
Mutomry Odpenosuhy faTo IpaBo ja HEIOCPEIHO YIIPaB/ba HAPOZOM KOjU je MMA0 HEKy
camoympaBy. A Mujron je yro mocie MpusHama 3a HACTEHOT KHe3a d1o HeoTpaHWIeHN
Brnagap (Isto, str. 41-45), ka0 HEKM TYPCKM TIallla, HAPOJ, je Ky/Ty4no CPIICKUM BOjBOTAaMa
U Huje 01O y CTamby [ia pas/MKyje BIACT U OP>KaBy, IITO ce JO AaHAC 3ap>Kaslo.

CrBapame HOBe CpIICKe IpXKaBe IpaTuie Cy dopde OKO BIACTY U MIPOTHUB BIACTH,
¢ mocedHMM offHOCOM mpeMa Typckoj u Pycuju, koje cy pesynTupane cTadunIm3aryjom
MoHapxujcke fipxase (Isto, str. 47-55). 3HauajHa je u dopda 3a ycTas u ycTaBHO ypebemwe
IpyIITBa, H0denoM OMpOKpaTcke napTuje 1 yuspurhemeM dMpoKparckor moperka y Cpduju,
nportus Kora ce Mapxosuh dopno (Isto, str. 58-59).

Beh 1835. roguue Cpduja je mpummta [laBuoBuhes ycTas koju Hije Zyro Tpajao. 3a
Mapxkosuha je 811710 Hy>KHO a APYILITBEH) OFHOCU dYIy 3aCHOBaHU HA Hpasgu U MOPasy,
To je Hemoryhe Tamo rze je jemaH cutennja a fPyru pod, jefaH BIACHNK a APYTY IOJAHNUK.
Topme cnojese cpIIcKor Hapoga ody3sene Cy mapTujcke dopde, MHTpuUre 1 MNyjyHnpame. To
Ce IPEHOCHU/TO Ha OOMYAH CBET, BU/JHO IIO€/beH Ha ,,IMHACTIYApe U ,, aHTUANHACTIYApe
ITapTujcke dopde 1 mMapTHjcKa MOIEITAHOCT MMANIH Cy HeTaTUBHE MOCTIeNIIe Ha CBEYKYIIHE
IIpaBHE OJJHOCE CPIICKOT HapoJja, HAPOYMUTO YMHOXKaBakhe MapHUYEba IPef] CyTOBUMa,
otiwitie edxctve ga ce Hetipasgu ga 3akoHuili 06nux, momyheHNx ojMoBa o ipasy u ipasgu.
AZIBOKATY Cy yI/TaBHOM Oy TIpucTanuile Brajajyhux mapruja. Hacrana je ommrra rpadesx.
Pabaiu cy ce cacBuM pyru eKOHOMCKY U IIPaBHMU IIOjMOBY Y APYLITBEHUM OJHOCKMA,
UIIYe3aBarmeM IIaTpyjapXalHuX ofHoca 1 odmyaja (Isto, str. 61-66).

EKOHOMCKM pasBUTAK CPIICKOT HapOJa, OJ| yTHUIIajeM [IpKaBe, JOBEO je 10 pachaja
TaTpMjapXanTHNX eKOHOMCKMX OfJHOCA, TIPOIIaflak-a 3aHaTa U foMahe MHAyCTpHje, pasBuT-
Ka HOBYAHUX Ta3[HCTaBa, 3ayKNBamkba y3 BUCOKe KaMaTe 1 hndtuHCcKor Mopara. Ilog
yTHLajeM CTpaHalla U ,TOCIIOfie, Pa3B1jao ce [PYIu yKyc 1 odndaju ,moze”. CBe Bullle ce
yBO3€ CTpaHy IPOM3BOJIM, @ U3BO3€ CUPOBUHE. Y BETUKOM CUPOMAILTBY jaB/ba C€ CyBUIIHA
HACe/beHOCT U CYBUIIHU TPOM3BO/IM. 3eM/ba C€ KOHIIEHTPUIIIE Y PyKaMa HOBYaHIX Kalll-
tanucra 1 paha ce mpoetapujar (cupoTHIba) IIpe NHAYCTPUje 1 padpiiKe IPOUSBOLIHE.
HoBa1 je moctao Mepusio Bp/nHe, a HOBa apUCTOKpaTyja, HOBYaHN BIacHMLY, ypebuBamu
Cy YHyTpallllhe ;p>KaBHO ypeherme 1 crio/bHy MOMUTHKY cpricke pxkase (Isto, str. 67-74).
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Cae 0B0, KaKo je 3amas3no Mapkosuh, Bopuo je pa3Bojy maxuux mojmosa y Cpduju
0 UMBUIN3ALV) I, [PYIITBY 1 SPKaBy, KOjJ Cy PYILMIN OPUTMHAIHY CIOBEHCKY 1 CPIICKY
LVBUIN3ALMjy KOja Ce MOITIa Pa3BUTH Ha ay TOXTOHO] OILITIHIA, jep jOLI Hije Pas/IuKoBaa
HOJIeTy Ha Ap>KaBy U APYIITBO, I JPYLITBEHy nogeny paga. Cpduja je modena ga yBogu
3amajiHy UMBIIN3ALNjY KOja IIPOIIOBeAa CTI0J0NY, jefHAKOCT 11 dpaTCcTBO, ,Ipadexa Ka-
muTamcTa’ u yamna SypyKoacke eKOHOMCKe Teopuje, IOCTaBIIN BOjHIIKO-TIONMMIIN)CKa
Ip>KaBa, LITO joj je O1Io cacBUM HeloTpedHO. Pa3BojeM fprxaBe cBe BUILE je IIpOIIafaa
YHYTpalllba CaMOCTaTHOCT CPIICKOT Hapoga. Cpduja ce pasBmjama Kao dypykoacka Iju-
BIUIM3ALN]jA ,KOja ce KapaKTepulle cjajuornhy BIacHuKa, dorarcTBoM u Hauudpanoirhy
IIIXOBE OKOJIVHE @ ¥ MCTO BpeMe IIOHM3HOIINY 11 KpajiboM cupoTumoM Behnne Hapoga“
(Isto, str. 75-85). Tume je onemoryhena usrpagma ,,cjajHe, OpUIMHaIHE CPIICKE LIVBUIN-
3aryje’, YMHM ce 3ayBeK.

CpIicku Hapof OCTAO je paja IMoJ CPIICKOM Birainhy, y HOBOj Ap)KaBuU MpOIafana
je yHyTpalIma 1 clio/bHa c10dozia, pahana ce omosnija HHTENMUTEHINje, HEOTPAHIYeHA
MOHapXUja I IIapJaMeHTapusaM, npeja Bemke Cpduje 1 peBoyLuje kao IpaBHOT OCHOBA
HOBe JpxxaBe. KibJDKeBHOCT OHOT Hoda ImaTuIa je of yMHe CUPOTHIbE ¥ POICKOT yXa.
CBauyM ce nasapwuio: 4anihy, bydaBiby, HOIITEHEM, IOPOLUIIOM Y MaTepyjaIHUM Cpef-
ctBuMa. CpIICKM Be/IMKAIIM Iy3WIN Cy TIpef MaliaMa 1 KoH3ymMa. ITonnTrka u 3akoHn
yAelIaBaju Cy ce IIPeKo CTpaHalja, XeHa, IINNjyHa 1 JlaKeja Y TOCIOACKUM CaJloHUMa. 3a
IyKaTe U TUTYJIe TpofaBaja ce HapoJHa CI0dOJIa M JbYCKO OCTOjaHCTBO, @ Hallpe/ioBame
TPAXIJIO Y KOH3Y/ICKMM ca/loHuMa. ITapaMeHT je mocTao urpaydka, Ipuia ce HoINTUKa,
II03HaTa [0f] HauesIoM ,,Be/ika Cpdnuja“. IIpema Mapxosuhy To je duma Hajseha momiuka
»yromuja“ (Isto, str. 87-94).

ITopyka Mapkosnhese ,,mucuje” Cpduje Ha UCTOKY je jacHa 1 HEJBOCMIUCIIEHA,
peBOTyIja Kao IPaBHU OCHOB I ITyT HOBe Ap>KaBe, 0e3 TyhuHckux Gpopmiu mox nMeHoM
LMBUIN3alje, HA OCHOBY HapOJHUX YCTAHOBA M [I0jMOBA CaBpeMeHe HayKe IPafuTi
OPUTMHAJIHY CIOBEHCKY IPYLITBEHY 3TPafy, Y APYLITBY Y KOjeM je CPIICKM HapOJi ITaBHA
CHara, a He MOHapXx 1 dupokparuja. Ha ocHOBY crodoge, jemHaKocTy 1 dpaTcke y3ajaMHO-
CTH, KaKO >KIBe HaIlpeHU Hapomy cBeTa. bes xpTBoBama Cpduje MHTepecuMa HeKOIMKO
BIacTobydalla, Beh cjennmaBarme CT0OOOMHNX /bYAY U PAaBHOIIPABHUX PafjHMKA Y CaBe3
OIIIITVHA, JpXKaBa Iie/or bajkaHa, HOTIYHUM ocimodohemeM CpIICKOr U ApyruX Hapopa.
Bes xprBOBama 3a ,,Benuky Cpdujy*, Koja du mmumia Ha AycTpoyrapcky, Koja o TBpA-
HhaMa CPIICKMX Ap>KaBHMKA He MOXKe Jla TOCTOju. IpauTu CpIICKy Ap>KaBy IO TOM Y30pY,
Mapxkosuh je orBopeno HasBao decmucnuyom (Markovié, 1995, str. 95-97). Cymmao je y
To ga /i he ra Cpdu yormrre pasymeTn. Iberosa cyMma mokasasa ce OIpaBIaHOM.

BEJIIKA CPBUJA

Cseto3ap Mapkosuh je >xuBeo y foda yCIlOHa HaI[MOHa/IM3Ma Kao JOMMHAHTHOT
00/IMKa MOJEPHOT CydjeKTUBUTETA, UIEOJIOIKOT IIPOjeKTa I feTeTa IPOCBETUTE/bCTBA
(Malesevi¢, 2021, str. 15), ,mponeha Haruja‘ yjenumbema ,,3aKacHeNIX Haryja‘, y HOMUTIIKO]
noBogypBOCTY Tpabanckor fyxa (Plesner, 2005), ocmodopmiaukux mokpera 1 dopde 3a
MehynapopHo mpusHame daIKaHCKUX ApyKaBa I eBPOIICKe KOHCOMMAALINje Halluje-IpKaBe
Kao IPMPOJIHe OpraHM3aLjyje APYIITBA I CI0O0fe KpeTarba KAINTaIa, PajjHe CHATe 1 YC/IyTa.
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IMonmTyKa n peanmsalyja HAIMOHAMTHNX ITpojeKaTa OMJIO je IMTabe JaHa. ,PagukamTHoM
COLIMOTIOTY" U HheroB0j ,,coLMonomKoj nmarnnanuju (Sutovié, 2012) oHo Huje MPOMaKIIo,
U B UMe Ce MHTEH3UBHO 0aB1o. ,Mucuja“ nsdopa kperama, odnuka ypebera u oprannsa-
I1Ije MOfiepHe CpIICKe Ap>KaBe, I IbeHOT MeCTa Y eBPOIICKOj IUBIIIM3ALMj!U U yIore Mehy
HaIlpeHNM HapoayMa, duye cy Mapkosuhese teme. [Tocedny yory faBao je ocmodobemy
CPIICKOT Hapoja 1 Apyrux OajKaHCKMX Hapoaa. KOHTpoBepsHO ,HAIMOHAIHO MUTabe"
duo je cymTHHA HETOBOT flefla, HEOCIOPHO Y KPUTUIIM HAIMOHAMTHOT MndepanysMa 1
nporpama ,, Bennke Cpduje, ,,camo 3ato, IITO Cy HEKM CPIICKM APYKABHULIM JOOUIM BOJBY Jia
majmyHuiny Kasypy mwin Busmapxy® (Markovi¢ VIIT, 1995, str. 97), Bohama uranmjanckor
U HEMAYKOT HAI[OHAIHOT Yjeiuberba.

Cpdu cy dumu packomaziaHa Hallyja, IIofie/beHa y YeTHPH ApxKaBHe GopMaliuje, Tpu
penuruje, iBe JUHACTHjE, USTIOXKEHN CHAYKHUM CTPaHUM yTUIIAjMIMa, HUCY VIMAJIN jeJVH-
CTBEeHY Bepy 11 YMETHOCT, I'yOWJIN CY CJIOBEHCKe KapaKTepUCTHKe, SWIN ITYKY ,,IIOCPeHNLN
usmeby eBpornckor u asujckor gyxa“ (Todorova, 1999, str. 154, 226).

[Tpema Mapkosuhy, opraHusanuja ZpymTBa 3aBIUCK Off APYIUX JBYACKNUX IOTpeda, a
He caMo eKOHOMCKIX, I HeH 3afiaTak je Hahy HajkopucHuje gpyirseHe odmuke (Markovi¢
IX, 1988, str. 34, 35). bes HapopHe codozie He MOXKe duTy mpasor dmarocrarma (Markovié
XI, 1996, str. 179). Ocuosa gpyurrseHor ypehemwa jecte cnodona muanoctu (Markovi¢ VII,
1996, str. 22). PenremeM cpIICKOT APYIITBEHOT IMTakba MapKCUCTUYKA TeOpuja He faje
HMKaKBY IO3UTUBHY Teopujy (Markovi¢ XI, 1996, str. 220).

Hapopnu nHTepecy cy 4ygHU 1 Heollpefe/beHyt, 1 Mapkosuhes Lk je Ba yTBpAU
IITa HIfje HApOJHA TO/INTHUKA Kaj| aHam3upa ,,Benuky Cpdujy“ (Markovi¢ I, 1987, str. 183,
186) Kojy Ha3uBa BeJIMKOCPIICKOM HOMTUKOM. OHa 3Haul ,,0cBeTUTH KOCOBO — MOBpaTuTH
menosuHy napa Jymana“ (Isto, str. 186). OBo mpoucTuye u3 T3B. UICTOPUjCKOT IIpaBa Koje
je CYIIpOTHO ,,[IpaBy HAPOZHOCTMU , KOje 3HAUM Jia JbYAMU KOj! TOBOPE MICTHUM je3UKOM, UMajy
UCTe HaBUKe U 0d14aje, OIIITe IToTpede, MOTY YjeOVMHIUTH CBOje MaTepyjaiHe M YMHe CUIe Y
jerTHO ONMTIYKO TeTIo, jeniHy Apkasy (Isto, str. 187). Tume Mapkosuh faje Beoma caBpemMeny
HedVHUIM)Y HAI[OHA/IM3Ma J HallYIOHA/IHe Ip)KaBe, IIOJe/IMBIIY BeroBe IPUCTAINIE Ha
JIETUTUMIICTE V1 HapOIIbaKe peBOyLOHape, KakBy cy Oyt Manuuy u Tapudannu (Isto,
str. 188). Yjenumerme Hemauke IO je TETUTHMHNM ITyTeM, a UTaAMjaHCKa BIajla IyBasa
ce pesonynuoHapHe ocnodabajyhe monuruxke (Isto, str. 189).

Mapxosnh je pasymeo morpedy nunactuje Odpenosuha n xkHesa Muxanma fa
yBeha tepuropujy Cpduje, anmu Huje gemo MUIUberbe CPICKNX MMdepaa O TOM INTambY,
uctuayhy HecBeCHOCT U IONIUTUYKY He3PeJIOCT CPIICKOT Hapoga. ,PasyM mpocra 4oBeka
He MO>Ke 7la 00yXBaTH I1e0 AP>KaBHMU CKJIOII 1 fIa YBUAM fia ce peopMa y MOjef[ITHOM ey
He MOXke ocTBapuTi des3 peopme y cBum nenosuma’ (Matkovic I, 1987, str. 191). 3a raj
Mapkosnhes ¢ynkinonam3am npe E. [Tupkema n T. IlapcoHca, u cTajanuimra Teopuje
cucreMa npe H. Jlymana, motpedaH je mmpy npucryI, godpo odpasoBame U pa3BljeH
rpabancky )xmBOT Kakas mocToju y llIBajmapckoj n CesepHoj AMepuiin. Jep odpasoBan
YOBEK JIONA3N IO CacBUM Apyrux pesyirara (Isto, str. 191-192).

[Monntuka ,jake u Benuke Cpduje®, mpema Mapkosuhy, IpoTuBHa je NHTEepecuMa
CPIICKOT HAapOJia, /laje CTPAIIHY XPTBY y HOpe3MMa U IPUPE3UMA, jaKy LieHTpaIu3aujy
C LIEH3ypOM U HeoAroBopHourhy, OKOBaHM YMHU pa3BUTaK HAapOJa, BUCOKE TPOLIKOBE
3a BOjHY CIUTY, CTapy Helpujate/bu Ou 1 fasbe IOCTOjas, moBehao du ce mp>xkaBHU AYT.
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Yjenumeme du duno camo ¢popmanno. TakBa MOMIUTHKA 3aBPIIMIA OU C HEKOM CIIO/BHOM
WIY YHY TPAIIBOM KaTacTpodoM. ,,CpIICKM Hapof BaH KHeXXKeBIHe Jod1o 811 BpJIo MaJIo, a
HapOJy y KHeXXeBUHN Y ‘Benukoj Cpduju’ dusmo du MHOTO rope HO IITO MY je cafia y Masioj
Cpduju® TTommrika Mopa dutu ycMepeHa Ha omtrre ocnodobhere BakaHcKor momyocTpsa.
»Bemnka Cpduja“ je phaBa TBOpeBIHa KOja HHje ¥ CTamby 00€30eAnTI CPIICKe HALMOHATHE
nHTepece. CTora IITO CPIICKM HAPOJ, He MUC/IU HI O CBOjJIM TIpaBMMa HUTH O paBHOIPAB-
HOCTH € OpyruM HapopguMa. Camo odpa3oBaHa MambJHA HIje jaCHO OfpenuIa b KojeM
texxn. OHa ra3u OCHOBHY IIPVHINII [ iPpAso HAPOGHOCTIU Tipouciiiuve u3 nuute cnodoge,
a He U3 UCTOPMjCKUX, JUHACTUYKIIX [TpaBa U IMYHUX padyHa 1 nHTepeca. Tako #ga cpIcka
HOMUTIYKA pafilba CINYY Ha pa3dujeHy BojcKy. Maio je dumo Cpda Koji HuCy cMaTpanm
cpehom ma Cpduja ,3anoduje bocuy n Xepuerosuny, lpuy Topy n Crapy Cpdujy*. Anmn
Mapxosuh, 300r HaBeeHUX pa3jiora, Huje fe/o To Mulberbe (Markovic I, 1987, str.
192-195). Mosauk dankaHCKMX Hapopa y ,Benukoj Cpduju” Huje moryhe acumunosaTu
YIIPKOC TOMe IITO Cy HajyBa)keHUje Haluje ,,yBeK HacTajajie TaMo I7ie dap jejaH fieo wu-
XOBe rpaHule 3arbycKyje Mope” (Ferguson, 2007, str. 196). To je duo feo cHa 1 mporpama
CPIICKVIX HAIIVIOHA/IVICTA KOjI Cy OWJIN YBEPEHU Y TO fa O0e3 jegHol Upuctilanuiiiia np>kasa
He Mo>Ke orctaTu. Taj mporpam Mapkosuh je omITpo KPUTIKOBAO.

3AK/bYYAK

»MapxoBuh jour 1 faHac MoXke ja Hay4y CPIICKY IeMOKPATHjy KaKo IeMOKPaTCKI
upean Tpeda TpaXXUTH KOJ| HAIPEHUX, KYITYPHUX U ITOIMTUYKNA PAa3BUjeHUX Hapona“
(Skerli¢, 1910, str. 259), koju ce MOpa IOBe3aTH Ca TPARMULYjOM ¥ CAMOYIIPAaBOM CPIICKOT
Hapoyia, KoHcomupaaryjoM Cpduje Ha CTOKY, @ He M3TPafilboM decMICTIeHe 3Tpajie ,, Bemke
Cpduje®. Mapkosuh je d1o [yX0BHO 4eio CBOT BpeMeHa, a/li U BheroBIUX 3adiy/a 1 opra-
HIYema. /IMao je conmonIonKy MMarnHanyjy Ipe CoIMouoryje, i CliocodHOCT ia pasyMe
1 0djacHIM CTBAPHOCT HOBE CPIICKe ApkaBe 1 3adyze ,,Bemnke Cpduje, ga oa KpuTHIKy
BU3Ujy HOCTIeAMIA X y3pOKa. B1o je jeHoCcTaBaH mucan, TynuaHuX 3anaxama. CTpacTseH
dopall Koju je CBOjy MUCHjy 1 XKVBOIIVCHY €Heprujy IUIaTIO HajBehoM [[eHOM, COIICTBEHUM
x1nBoTOM. CBe)X<a Ip03a OBOT jarOf{HCKOT ,,lJaHIP}3aBIia‘“ joII yBeK HaM U3ITIefa Kao fa
Cpdnja xxusu y MapkosrheBo goda wi 1a off iera Hije MHOTO OJMAK/Ia, HY [yXOBHO HI
normTiaky. CBeT ce MPOMEeHNO, a/u Cy ocTanu cTapy nmpodnemu. Cpduja He camo IITO HIje
»BeJIMKa“ HeTO je I ,HefoBplIeHa Ap>kaBa. Mapkosuh je Beoma MIaji HAITyCTHO CBET, ajIit
FeT0Ba MIICAO0 KUBM Y HeTOBUM flenmuMa. Kopucrehn meros jesnk, xemeo caM fla yKaxkeM
Ha 3Hayaj HerOBUX Jiela U Ha AKTYETHOCT MUC/M TIPBOT CPICKOT COUU0/I01d, HALIIOHATIHE
TUYIHOCTY M CONVjAMICTIIKOT CIefideHNKa, TpaUIIMOHAIICTe ¥ MHOBaTopa Kora Cpdn
H1Cy pasymert. Hu meroBy ocehajHoCT Hu cBeXXMHY Berose aymre. buo je nckpenn dpa-
HIJTAI] JbYZICKOT dpaTCTBa U C110d07Ie, HafJAXHYT KOCMOIIONMUTI3MOM Off, COLIMjanm3Ma Jio
xymaHusma. Mapkosuh je Cpdyma cyrepucao oHO IITO je y BbIIXOBOM MHTEPECY J OHO IITO
je mpaBepgHo. ,,Bermka Cpduja“ 3a Mapkosnha Huje Hu jemHo Hyt ipyro. Eberoso cepaduxo
APYIITBO Ko U3BOP 3/IpaBjba HallMje M H-eHe NMBUIM3ALU]je je IIOTUCHYTO M Pa3OPEHO, a
rpabaHncko jom Huje nsrpaheno.
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SVETOZAR MARKOVIC:
“SERBIA IN THE EAST” OR “GREATER SERBIA”

(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: Svetozar Markovi¢, through his interrelated ideas, was the first to create
a systematized body of knowledge about Serbian society, to provide its explanation, and
to foresee its future development. In doing so, he fulfilled, in the modern sense, the most
significant criteria of the definition of the sociological theory and authored a comprehensive
socio-political study “Serbia in the East, in which he criticized and contested the program of
“Greater Serbia”. Both will be the subject of the analysis, with the aim of demonstrating their
theoretical, practical-political, and national significance. This will be approached from the
perspective of the critical social theory, the theory of nationalism, and the systems theory
of society. At the same time, consideration will be given to his ideological standpoint as the
first Serbian socialist and the first Serbian “radical sociologist” with sociological imagination.

Keywords: Svetozar Markovi¢ (1846-1875), socialist, radical sociology, Serbia in the
East, Greater Serbia

Albanian blood flows in my veins.... My paternal grandfather was an
outlaw for 20 years; he was such a fierce man that once he had my grand-
mother carry his shoes all around the house, as if they were horses... The
only memory I have of my father is when he wanted to shoot my mother, but
fortunately she was rescued by the peasants who witnessed it. My mother
just wanted to help her brother, who was at the time beaten by my father.
Namely, my father was “justly wrathful” and punished him because he,
as the captain’s brother, thought he could commit some violent acts in the
village. I think I have told you more about my maternal grandfather, he
was the most terrible man I have ever met...

Svetozar Markovi¢ to Anka Ninkovi¢
Jagodina, 12" August 1873

! sutovicm@gmail.com; https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3719-6919
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INTRODUCTION

Writing about Svetozar Markovi¢ (1846-1875) as a man and an ideologist, Jovan
Skerli¢, Serbian literary critic, professor and politician, says that, according to one family
tradition, the Markovi¢ family moved from Old Serbia, from Kosovo and, according to
the other tradition, from Old Kolasin in the Sandzak of Novi Pazar (Skerli¢, 1910, p. 1).
Markovi¢ was the main socialist thinker, Swiss student, born in the family of teachers in
Zajecar, while he spent his formative years in Jagodina and Kragujevac. He studied at the
Polytechnic Institute in Zurich and, before that, in St. Petersburg. That is where he became
familiar with the work of Nikolai Chernyshevsky (1821-1878), Russian nihilist and so-
cialist, and with the work of poet and philosopher Nikolai Nekrasov (1821-1878). Unlike
Serbian national liberalism, which was brought by Parisian students, Markovi’s socialism
was locally coloured. “He and his followers believed that Serbia could avoid Western-style
industrialization and capitalism and build society based on cooperatives and rural com-
munities” (Poki¢, 2023, p. 322).

The students from Russian schools, with a strictly critical orientation which prevailed
in Russian literature, differed from the Serbian youth studying in the West.

“Paris schooled those with meaningless platitudes, Vienna - political crooks, Berlin
- a special kind of gloomy-disposed ones, while Moscow and St. Petersburg sent back
several persons with thorough education, bright minds and deeds, with whom Svetozar
Markovi¢ cooperated as well (Perovi¢, 1993, p. 186, 187).

The 18" century philosophy of “common sense” was suppressed everywhere, includ-
ing Serbia, by the romantic-national orientation protesting against its distorted ideals and
seeking a radical transformation of society and a more realistic direction in literature and
science, which was created and promoted exactly by Markovi¢ (Gavrilovi¢, 2008, p. 562).

It was “a mixture of rationalism, naturalism, optimism and anarchism”, of “believing”
people from the 1860s (Jovanovi¢, 1903, p. 3). Svetozar Markovi¢ was among the rare socialists
who was familiar with the theory of socialism and followed the socialist movement of his
time, knowing German and Russian socialists — on the one hand, Marx and Lassalle, and,
on the other hand, Chernyshevsky. Curiously, Markovi¢ recommended Diihring’s Course in
National and Social Economics as the best contemporary economic work. He was thoroughly
informed about the systems of Frenchmen Louis Blanc and Pierre-Joseph Proudhon. He
declared himself as a member of the First International and its agenda, supporting Karl
Marx in the conflict with Mikhail Bakunin, because of which he was fiercely attacked by
Serbian “Bakuninists” and labelled as “a mongrel”. Markovi¢ fervently defended the Paris
Commune (1871) at the time when Serbian official press sharply attacked it. “For his time,
Markovi¢ was a European-educated socialist” (Ibid., p. 1, 2).

In the country like Serbia of the time, Markovi¢ played the role of a foreigner, while
with the fanaticism of his idea he resembled the mysticism and temperament of Russian
revolutionaries; he was a strange dreamer” (Ibid., p. 167).

“As a man, Markovi¢ was honest, sensitive and even tender, ambitious, energetic
and quite courageous. His openness was absolute: it seems that he never wrote a single
word in which he did not believe” (Ibid., p. 162)
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Markovi¢ was an “idealist-poet”, a reformed and milder Jacobin, who distanced himself
from fanatics and distinguished himself from people “with the vanity of the hypertrophied
romantic generation”, “a great personal example” (Skerli¢, 1910, p. 115, 120, 121, 259).
Markovi¢ was primarily a “propagator, an agitator, an organizer, a man of action, a fighter”
(Lapcevi¢, 1922, p. 43). Under the influence of the Marxist school, he freed himself from
populist utopia and became capable of applying Marxist/materialistic-dialectical method,
by providing an extensive and fruitful critique of social and political life in Serbia, showing
the path to be taken in its recovery. He clearly described the underdevelopment, uniformity
and primitivism of the economy, and weak social differentiation of Serbian society, find-
ing in people’s self-government a guarantee against tyranny and of more rapid cultural and
economic progress (Ibid., p. 51, 52, 57).

Serbia, according to English authors, was the “paradise of poor people’, the country
which, in political terms, adopted and built the program of a Serbian democracy, based
on complete and undivided called by popular sovereignty, freedom and equal rights of all
citizens, complete self-government of the municipality and the county, equal justice for
all, improvement of the people’s material and cultural wellbeing, the program whose chief
postulates were elaborated by Markovi¢ himself, which was also accepted by his followers
(Zujovi¢, 1922, pp. 7-8).

Markovi¢ was indisputably the first thinker in Serbia, who, to a certain extent, held a
Marxist viewpoint, who directly, indirectly or tacitly cited the works by Marx and Engels,
particularly in his Principles of National Economy. For him, Marx was the “head” of the
worker movement, the author of Das Kapital and Communist Manifesto, which Markovi¢
read. However, he considered social revolution in Serbia meaningless, since there was still
no proletariat as understood by Marx. Furthermore, Serbia was not an industrial country
but a pre-modern peasant society with the capitalist class in its initial stage.

The main problem of such societies was seen by Markovi¢ in the construction of the
state that, with its centralization, denies the tradition of solidarity, family, cooperative and
municipality, which should be the basis for the new state that actually begins where it was
before the Ottoman conquest. Despite his criticism of the bureaucratic system, he failed to
create an original theory of the state, so his work is difficult to fit into any schematic classi-
fications. Full of love for humanity, Markovi¢ remained on the position of idealism and old
utopian socialism, as a radical politician who advocated for the solution of the social issue,
criticizing the Liberal Party and “great politics”. He directed his attention to the analysis of
social, political and historical dimensions of Serbia in the East and the blunt criticism and
dismissal of the “Greater Serbia” idea and program as detrimental to long-term interests of
the progress of the state of Serbia. Therefore, it is slightly odd that Markovi¢ was criticized
more as a nationalist than as a socialist (Jovanovi¢, 1903, p. 133).

SERBIA IN THE EAST

Nations, as F. Engles wrote about the holiday of nations, had long got their respective
places: Germans in theory, Frenchmen in politics, and Englishmen in civilian society (Marx
& Engels 1976, p. 354). Serbs got their place in history and the medieval times and, later on,
particularly at the end of the 20™ century, ion religion, Orthodoxy and St. Sava’s Orthodoxy.
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Markovi¢ caused a sort of a crisis of Serbian nationalism by diverting attention of the nation
to peasantry, which he considered a special class. Its economic condition suddenly became
“more important than the political future of the entire Serbian nation” (Jovanovi¢ 12/11, 1991,
p- 551). Markovi¢’s followers took a step further. Understanding the nation as an ideal, from
the scientific perspective, they believed that it only made sense to ensure as large quantity of
material goods as possible for the largest possible number of people. This This coincided with
liberal utilitarianism (italic by the author) and the opinion of a Russian writer “who claimed
that a shoemaker making good shoes was much more useful to society than Shakespeare with
his tragedies” (Ibid., p. 552). Nevertheless, Markovi¢’s realism, even in its exaggeration, was
well accepted by his successors, i.e. Serbian radicals. Markovi¢ was not content with theoretical
work, but was directly engaged in the fight against old ideas and parties, resolutely advocating
for the creation of “a democratic, anti-monarchy and socialist party’, so that the old could
be destroyed and Serbia and the foundations of the new could be built (Skerli¢, 1910, p. 29).

Markovi¢’s work was subject to censorship, being suspected by the Obrenovi¢ dynasty
of cooperating with the Karadordeviés, as young “communists” and “a gang of outlaws” gath-
ered around the paper Radenik (The Worker), as an accomplice in the assassination of Prince
Mihailo Obrenovi¢ (Ibid., p. 67). In such a social and political climate, Markovi¢ “in 1872
published his best, most original and important work, Serbia in the East”, whose distribution
was considered a grave crime (Ibid., p. 73, 107). The book was printed in Novi Sad, while
Novi Sad-based Zastava (The Flag) informed readers about the publication, saying that “the
title itself is a guarantee of the internal value of the content” (Markovi¢ VIII, 1995, p. 107).

It is the first study about the emergence and development of the Serbian state and
society after the liberation from Turkish rule, with a character of a political, historical and,
in certain terms, comparative study. It was written under the influence of the ideas of the
French Revolution - equality, liberty and brotherhood - and Proudhon’s ideas. Markovi¢
attempted to understand the “mission” of Serbia in the east, the borders of its state and
government, external political forms in which “the new Serbian state” emerged. He ad-
dressed in particular its internal social transformation, defining precisely and clearly the
state as a “self-organized society” whose political institutions “preserve the familial and
socio-economic system, which is the foundation of the state” (Markovi¢ VIII, 1995, p. 7).
This definition contains Markovi¢’s clear and original theoretical attitude, quite modern
and an exception in modern political science and theory. It is founded on the autochtho-
nous Serbian social tradition, on which it is only possible to build the modern state, as a
general political institution and a sovereign rational organization, in order to overcome
the dangers of the torn state and divided society, based on foreign patterns and thus acting
like weed in the soil that does not belong to it. This social finding has been completely ne-
glected by Serbian science and practical politics and governance in the past two centuries,
while adoring foreign, Western models and patterns, so that the state and society, as well
as culture, have developed as a sort of caricature or civilizational schizophrenia, wandering
between a quarantine and a colony.

Markovi¢ tried to show the Serbs what to do and to strive for in order to achieve
liberation in the Balkans, in which they played a special role. In line with this goal, the
organization of the book content is structured in thirteen chapters — the number generally
resented and considered “bad luck” by the Serbs in their susceptibility to stereotypes and
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biases. Accordingly, Markovi¢’s Serbia in the East was insufficiently read and even less
analyzed in a critical and in-depth manner.

Markovi¢ begins his analysis of Serbia in the east by examining the organization of
the municipality, the nahiyah and church power in the Turkish state system before the First
Serbian Uprising, in which administrative, judicial and clerical authorities, with the centre
in Istanbul, were “a strong connection binding the subordinated ordinary people” (Ibid., p.
12). The Turks did not live in villages and they left municipal self-government, maintaining
ties with Serbian princes, while clerical authorities were closely connected with political
power in the Turkish empire. They sanctioned the Turkish government power, actually
helping to keep the ordinary people in subordination.

Markovi¢ described that life, putting forward the family, the cooperative and their
economic importance within patriarchal institutions: volunteer work for a specific purpose,
loans and partnerships, taking into account municipal, cooperative and personal property,
social importance of the cooperative and the municipality, and in particular the develop-
ment of personality in patriarchal society (Ibid., pp. 13-21). Family love and communal
reciprocity had extraordinary strength in patriarchal society. Patriarchal life was able to
create and bring up the “character of steel” and peasant revolutionaries.

The cooperative and the municipality are the only Serbian institutions which survived
the Turkish regime. In them, the Serbian nation maintained the unity of popular life and
resistance to the Turks. “The cooperative was an economic unit, while the municipality
was a political unit of the Serbian people’, its moral and material source of strength for
liberation, the hearth of revolution that destroyed the Turkish state system. It is by no
means accidental that Markovi¢ took it as the basis of the new Serbian state (Ibid., p. 21).
Therefore, it is really odd that today, patriarchal life is taken as a cause of Serbian troubles
in the modernization process, when, thanks to it, the Serbian people persisted and sur-
vived the semi-millennial slavery. It is also a misconception to have the bias, consciously
or unconsciously, that patriarchal life contradicts modern life and the modern state. On
the contrary, it would only make it a more stable and socially functional institution of the
social system, and nationally more responsible.

Hence, Markovi¢ was particularly occupied by the opposition between Serbian soci-
ety and the Turkish state, the emergence of Haiduks (outlaws) and its civilian and political
significance and the influence of the Serbian revolution on the political and social coup
(Ibid., pp. 23-26). This coup in the Serbian nation, brought about by the Serbian revolution,
is so deep and far-reaching that even today, just as in Markovi¢’s time, we are unable to
understand and assume its true meaning.

Markovi¢ associated the coup caused by the Serbian revolution and the organization of
the new Serbian state, patriarchal and democratic society, master and the “supreme vozhd”,
criticizing the so-called intelligentsia formed in the monarchic spirit, which shamefully
mutilates the history of the Serbian people, representing them as cripples, and some figures
as their saviours. The association is the type of democratic society, while the family is the
type of patriarchal society. The characteristic of patriarchal society, either a monarchy or
a republic, is that the people concede power to one or several persons without determined
limits. That is how the monarchic rule developed in Serbia, in which many people do not
distinguish patriarchal from democratic society (Ibid., pp. 27-32).
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Examining the development of concepts and institutions in Serbia, Markovi¢ at first
sight noticed that the organization of the first Serbian state, unstable and torn, did not de-
serve to be called “the state” The council, magistrates and the people’s assembly relied on the
democratic-patriarchal principle. Serbia was on the road towards becoming a democratic
state like Switzerland. However, the warfare developed a germ of a privileged new class which
could be suppressed by the democratic principle whose foundation is the organization of
councils and magistrates, as well as the development of monarchic power, in the struggle
between noblemen and the vozhd, who did not represent the principle of liberty against
absolutism, or the people’s rights against its bearers. Serbia took the monarchic road but,
the first Serbian state had collapsed before it developed (Ibid., pp. 33-39).

The Second Serbian Uprising marked the beginning of the new Serbian state, the
development of concepts of legality and the state. The concepts of the state order were
rather unclear. The influences of Russia and Austria only blurred them further. The idea
of unlimited power was put forward in advance and no one objected to it. Serbia remained
a Turkish pashalik in which Milo§ Obrenovi¢ was given the right to directly govern the
people with a certain degree of self-government. Long after being recognized as the he-
reditary prince, Milo$ was a ruler with no limits (Ibid., pp. 41-45), just as some Turkish
pasha, while ordinary people paid rent to Serbian dukes, unable to distinguish power and
the state, which has persisted until today.

The creation of the new Serbian state was accompanied by struggles for and against
power, with a special relationship to Turkey and Russia, which resulted in the stabilization of
the monarchic state (Ibid., pp. 47-55). Of relevance is also the struggle for the constitution and
the constitutional order of society, with the victory of the bureaucratic party and the strength-
ening of the bureaucratic order in Serbia, against which Markovi¢ fought (Ibid., pp. 58-59).

As early as 1835, Serbia adopted Davidovi¢s constitution that did not last long. In
Markovic’s opinion, it was necessary that social relations should be based on justice and
morality, which is impossible if one is a bully and the other one is a slave, if one is an owner,
and the other one a subject. The upper layers of the Serbian nation were inundated by party
struggles, intrigues and espionage. This was transmitted to the ordinary people, visibly divided
into “dynastics” and “anti-dynastics”. Party struggles and party division had negative conse-
quences on the overall legal relations of the Serbian people, particularly the multiplication
of lawsuits in courts, a general tendency to give injustice a legal form, distorted concepts of
law and justice. Lawyers were mainly the followers of the ruling parties. There was plunder
prevailing everywhere. Completely different economic and legal concepts emerged in social
relations with the disappearance of patriarchal relations and customs (Ibid., pp. 61-66).

The Serbian people’s economic development, under the influence of the state, led to the
breakup of patriarchal economic relations, decline of crafts and domestic industry, develop-
ment of monetary estates, loans with high interest rates and merchant’s morality. Under the
influence of foreigners and “gentlemen’;, a different taste and “fashionable” customs evolved.
Foreign products were increasingly imported, while raw materials were exported. In great
poverty, surplus population and surplus products appear. The land is concentrated in the
hands of money capitalists and a proletariat (the poor) is born before industry and factory
production. Money became a measure of virtue, while new aristocracy, money owners, deter-
mined the internal state organization and foreign policy of the Serbian state (Ibid., pp. 67-74).
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In Serbia, all this, as observed by Markovi¢, led to the development of false concepts
about civilization, society and the state, which destroyed the original Slavic and Serbian
civilization that could have developed on the autochthonous municipality, because it still
did not distinguish the division into the state and society, and the social division of labour.
Serbia began introducing the Western civilization that preached liberty, equality and frater-
nity of the “capitalist plunder” and taught the bourgeois economic theory, thus becoming a
military-police state, which was completely unnecessary. With the development of the state,
the internal independence of the Serbian people increasingly declined. Serbia developed
as a bourgeois civilization “characterized by the splendour of owners, wealth and opulence
of their surroundings and, at the same time, by the humility and extreme poverty of most
people” (Ibid., pp. 75-85). This prevented the construction of a “splendid, original Serbian
civilization’, seemingly for ever.

The Serbian people became oppressed under Serbian authorities; in the new state,
both internal and external freedom declined, while the opposition to intelligentsia emerged,
unrestricted monarchy and parliamentarism, the idea of Greater Serbia and revolution as a
legal foundation of the new state. The literature of that era suffered from intellectual pov-
erty and a servile spirit. Everything was traded: honour, love, honesty, family and material
resources. Serbian noblemen crawled before pashas and consuls. Politics and laws were ar-
ranged through foreigners, wives, spies and footmen in noblemen’s salons. People’s freedom
and human dignity were sold for ducats and titles, while promotion was sought in consuls’
salons. The parliament became a toy and the policy was promoted under the principle of
“Greater Serbia”. According to Markovi¢, it was the greatest political “utopia” (Ibid., pp. 87-94).

The message of Markovi¢’s “mission” of Serbia in the east is clear and unambiguous
- revolution as the legal foundation and path of the new state, with no foreign forms in
the name of civilization, building an original Slavic social structure on the basis of people’s
institutions and concepts of modern science, in society in which the Serbian nation is the
main force, and not the monarch or bureaucracy. Based on liberty, equality and fraternal
reciprocity, just as progressive nations of the world live. Without sacrificing Serbia for the
interests of several power-hungry persons, but unification of free people and equal workers
into an association of municipalities, of the states of the whole Balkans, through complete
liberation of the Serbian and other nations. Without sacrificing for “Greater Serbia” that
would resemble Austria-Hungary and that, according to the Serbian statesmen’s claims,
cannot exist. Building the Serbian state by that model was openly called as nonsense by
Markovi¢ (Markovi¢, 1995, pp. 95-97). He doubted whether the Serbs would understand
him at all. His doubt proved to be justified.

GREATER SERBIA

Svetozar Markovic¢ lived during the rise of nationalism as the dominant form of
modern subjectivity, an ideological project and a child of the Enlightenment. (Malesevi¢,
2021, p. 15), “the springtime of nations’, the unification of “belated nations’, in the political
susceptibility of the civilian spirit (Plesner, 2005), liberation movements and the struggle
for international recognition of the Balkan states and the European consolidation of the
nation-state as a natural organization of society and the freedom of movement of capital,
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labour and services. Politics and the realization of national projects were the question of
the day. “The radical sociologist” and his “sociological imagination” (Sutovi¢, 2012) did
not fail to see it and he dealt with it intensively. “The mission” of the choice of movement,
form of the order and organization of the modern Serbian state, its place in European
civilization and its role among progressive nations, were Markovic’s topics. He assigned
a special role to the liberation of the Serbian and other Balkan nations. The controversial
“national question” was the essence of his work, indisputably in the critique of national
liberalism and program of “Greater Serbia’, “just because some Serbian statesmen wanted
to make fools of themselves before Cavour or Bismarck” (Markovi¢ VIII, 1995, p. 97), the
respective leaders of Italian and German national unification.

The Serbs were a fragmented nation, divided into four state formations, three religions,
two dynasties, exposed to strong foreign influences; they had no uniform religion and art;
they were losing Slavic characteristics and were mere “mediators between EurOopean and
Asian spirit” (Todorova, 1999, p. 154, 226).

According to Markovi¢, society organization depends on other human needs and
not only economic ones, and its task is to find the most useful social forms (Markovi¢ IX,
1988, p. 34, 35). There can be no true wellbeing without national freedom (Markovi¢ XI,
1996, p. 179). The basis of social order is personal freedom (Markovi¢ VII, 1996, p. 22).
Through the solution to the Serbian social question, the Marxist theory gives no positive
theory (Markovi¢ XI, 1996, p. 220).

National interests are strange and indeterminate, and Markovi¢’s aim is to deter-
mine what is not national politics in his analysis of “Greater Serbia” (Markovi¢ I, 1987, p.
183, 186) which he calls Greater Serbian politics. It means “to avenge Kosovo - to return
Emperor Dusan’s legacy” (Ibid., p. 186). This derives from so-called historical right that is
opposite to “nationality right”, which means that people who speak the same language, have
the same habits, customs, and general needs, can unite their material and mental forces
into a single political body, a single state (Ibid., p. 187). In this manner, Markovi¢ gives a
very modern definition of nationalism and the national state, dividing its followers into
legitimists and populist revolutionaries, such as Mazzini and Garibaldi (Ibid., p. 188). The
German unification proceeded in a legitimate manner, while the Italian government wary
of the revolutionary liberation policy (Ibid., p. 189).

Markovi¢ understood the need of the Obrenovi¢ dynasty and Prince Mihailo to expand
the territory of Serbia, but he did not share the opinion of Serbian liberals regarding that
question, pointing out unawareness and political immaturity of the Serbian people. “The
mind of a simple man cannot encompass the entire state structure and see that reform in
one part cannot be achieved without reform in all parts” (Matkovi¢ I, 1987, p. 191). Such
Markovi¢’s functionalism, before E. Durkheim and T. Parsons, and the viewpoints of the
system theory before N. Luhmann, require a broader approach, good education and devel-
oped civilian life as in Switzerland and North America. Namely, an educated man reaches
completely different results (Ibid., pp. 191-192).

The politics of “strong and great Serbia”, in Markovi¢’s opinion, is opposite to the
interests of the Serbian people; it implies a terrible sacrifice in taxes and surcharges,
strong centralization with censorship and unaccountability, shackled mental development
of the people, high expenditures for military power; old enemies would still exist, while
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the state indebtment would increase. The unification would be only formal. Such politics
would end up in an external or internal disaster. “Serbian people outside the principality
would get very little, while the people inside the principality in ‘Greater Serbia’ would
fare much worse than now, in small Serbia”. Politics must be directed towards the general
liberation of the Balkan Peninsula. “Greater Serbia” is a bad creation which is unable to
ensure Serbian national interests. It is because the Serbian nation does not think either
about its rights or about its equality with other nations. Only the educated minority has
not clearly determined the goal to which it aspires. It treads on the basic principle that the
nationality right derives from personal freedom, and not from historical, dynastical rights
and personal reasons and interests. That is why the Serbian political action looked like a
disbanded army. There were very few Serbs who did not consider it good fortune for Serbia
“to acquire Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro and Old Serbia”. However, because of the
above-listed reasons, Markovi¢ did not share that opinion (Markovi¢ I, 1987, pp. 192-195).
The mosaic of Balkan nations in “Greater Serbia” is impossible to assimilate despite the fact
that the most respected nations “always emerged where at least one part of their borders
was washed by the sea” (Ferguson, 2007, p. 196). It was part of the dream and program of
Serbian nationalists who believed that the state could not survive without one pier. That
program was bluntly criticized by Markovi¢.

CONCLUSION

“Even today, Markovi¢ can still teach Serbian democracy how to seek a democratic
ideal in progressive, cultured and politically developed nations” (Skerli¢, 1910, p. 259),
which must be connected with the tradition and self-government of the Serbian people,
the consolidation of Serba in the east, and not by constructing the meaningless building of
“Greater Serbia”. was a spiritual child of his time, but also of its misconceptions and limita-
tions. He had a sociological imagination before sociology, and the ability to understand and
explain the reality of the new Serbian state and the misconceptions of “Greater Serbia’, to
give a critical vision of causes and consequences. He was a simple writer with lucid obser-
vations. A passionate fighter who paid the highest price for his mission and quaint energy
— his own life. The fresh prose of this “nagger” from Jagodina makes it look as if Serbia still
lived in Markovi¢’s time or that, at least, it has not progressed too much since then, either
spiritually or politically. The world has changed, but old problems remain. Serbia is by no
means a “greater” state, but it is “not completed” either. Markovi¢ died very young, but his
thought lives on in his works. By using his language, I wanted to point to the significance
of his works and the current quality of the thought of the first Serbian sociologist, national
figure and socialist follower, traditionalist and innovator who was not understood by the
Serbs. They did not understand either his sensitivity or the freshness of his soul. He was
a sincere defender of human brotherhood and freedom, inspired by cosmopolitanism
from socialism to humanism. Markovi¢ suggested to the Serbs what was ion their interest
and what was just. To Markovi¢, “Greater Serbia” is neither of these. His peasant society
as a source of the nation’s health and civilization was suppressed and destroyed, while no
civilian society has been built yet.
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