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Abstract: Most former SFRY territory belongs to the Serbian ethnical, ethno-national, and spiritual space within 
which the processes of arti  cial ethno-genesis, governed throughout history, have resulted in three arti  cial nations, 
i.e. Macedonians and Montenegrins (right upon the completion of WW II) and Bosnians (during the late stage of SFR 
Yugoslavia). A smaller part of former Yugoslavia space belongs to the Slovenian and Croatian ethnos and their ethno-
national being. 
Different and juxtaposed interests of the three natural and three arti  cial nations within the space of former SFR 
Yugoslavia were actuated by globalist geopolitical interests, the traditional cultural interests of Vatican, and the Islamic 
fundamentalism. Therefore, in early 1990s, the end result was a violent break-up of SFR Yugoslavia and formation of new 
states, which carried a burden of mutual relations and development issues. 
Key words: SFRY, Kingdom of SCS, Serbs, Croats, Slovenians, Macedonians, Montenegrins, Bosnians, nation, ethnos, 
arti  cial ethno-genesis.
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INTRODUCTORY DISCUSSION

Upon the wars run in order to obtain 
liberation from Turkey and Austro-Hungary, 
Serbian, Croatian and Slovenian political 
interests resulted in the creation of a joint 
state, i.e. Kingdom of SCS, the borders of 
which were internationally recognized and 
affirmed at the Paris Peace Conference in 
1919. 

The new state, Federative People’s 
Republic of Yugoslavia (FPRY), formed after 
the 1945 liberation consisted of six republics 
relying on different principles. Except from 
Slovenia, the borderline of which was drawn 
based on the ethnical principle, the borders 
of other republics (Serbia, Croatia, BiH, 
Montenegro, and Macedonia) were arbitrary, 
in which process Serbian ethno-territoriality 
and statehood suffered consequences.

Processes of artificial ethno-genesis 
in the region of former Yugoslavia have a 
large historical background. The Turkish 
colonialism, centuries of islamisation and 
cultural assimilation of Serbs all set basis for 
the formation of a new artificial nation within 
Serbian ethno-national space – Moslems 
(Bosnians). This artificial ethnogeny 
formation and its political and any other 
interests are nowadays largely supported by 
extremely fundamentalist Islamic countries 
and Islamic states, among which Turkey holds 
a major role.      

The process of cultural assimilation of 
Serbs, first through unijacenje (the process of 
recognition of Catholic church authority along 
with keeping Orthodox customs and tradition) 
and then through croatization and latinization, 
was a long-term historical process within the 
region of West Serbian countries (i.e. Serbian 
ethno-cultural space west from the Drina 
River). This process was extremely present 
during the Military Border (Vojna Krajina) 
but also upon its formal break-up in 1881 and 
it has practically subsisted ever since.

Due to the impact of occupation regime 
and Catholic Church, the cultural, linguistic, 
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and any other form of Serbian assimilation 
were a part of the ethno-genesis process of 
Croatian nation outside the authentic Croatian 
borderline - which, in addition, refers to the 
areas of Kajkavian and Chajkavian dialects 
( , 1993, p. 26). Therefore, in practice, the 
total Serbian population in the modern days 
Croatia, outside Croatian Zagorje region and 
its vicinity, underwent the process of Croatian 
artificial ethno-genesis, the outcome of which 
varied in different parts of the country. 

“The rise of Croatian national question 
and the spiritual, political, and territorial 
formation of the Croatian nation emerged in 
late 19th century…The framing of the nation 
and national-political orientation were many-
sided and complex. Illyrian Movement and 
Catholicism were of the utmost relevance for 
the spatial definition of Croatian nation. By 
acquiring the Stokavian dialect from the Serbo-
Croatian language as the means of their basic 
cultural and educational communication, the 
Croats largely spread the spatial framework 
of the future nationality…” (ibidem, pp. 41). 
Hence, the modern Croatian nation, its ethno-
cultural and ethno-national space largely rest 
upon the framework of the Serbian ethos, its 
ethno-cultural and ethno-territorial matter. 

The process of Croatian artificial ethno-
genesis left deep traces in the total ethno-
demographic and ethno-territorial progress 
of Serbs in the area of modern days Croatia. 
Actually, it can be referred to as the historical 
process of cultural assimilation of Serbs 
under the influence of Catholic Church and 
Vatican policies throughout the processes 
of unijacenje, and then croatization and 
latinization. 

The process of artificial ethno-genesis 
of Croats practically started in 11th century 
as Serbs were largely forced into the 
Catholicism in the regions of Konavle, 
Dubrovnik, Dalmatia, Lika, Gorski Kotar, 
Slavonia, Istria…and it continued through 
the processes of croatization and latinization, 
which escalated in mid19th century and have 
been actual ever since. The aforementioned 
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factors of croatization and latinization of the 
Serbian ethnos in the area of modern Croatia 
were accompanied by the political impact of 
extreme Croatian geo-politicians and political 
parties in late 19th century, along with the 
ideas of NDH (Independent State of Croatia) 
and also the modern Republic of Croatia.

Depending on the historical circumstances, 
the aforementioned processes varied in their 
intensity. In his colossal work Curia Romana 
and South-Slavic countries from 16th to 19th 
century, J. Radonji , a well-known Serbian 
historian, chronologically analyzed the time, 
space, intensity, and background of those 
processes, paying most attention to the impact 
that Vatican policy had on the Serbian ethnical 
space. Based on the thorough study of vast 
historic data, the same author mentioned a 
range of events that articulated a well-planned 
and organized work that the Catholic Church 
had performed in order to assimilate Serbs 
in the region of modern Republic of Croatia 
( , pp. 4, 39-41, 43-44, 57-58, 60, 73-
77, 191-196, 207, 212-217, 225-228, 338-
339, 405-406, 411-414, 487-489, 607-608, 
687-688).

The practice of transferring Serbs into 
Catholic union started in 1054, right upon 
the Christian Church schism, and gained 
larger intensity after the counter-reform and 
the 1540 Council of Trent. The Propaganda 
Congregation (Congregatio de propaganda 
fide) was founded, pointing out the Serbian 
ethnic space and trying to join the Patriarchate 
of Pec and Metropolitan of Cetinje under the 
umbrella of Catholicism. Despite its difficult 
position, Serbian clergy managed to fight 
the attempts of Congregation, above all due 
its good inner organization. Nevertheless, 
in Dalmatia, Lika, Slavonia, Baranja, Istria, 
Kranjska Gora…, the intensive immigration 
of Serbs was followed by concentrated 
operations of Catholic clergy, who, by all 
means, aimed at bringing Serbs under the 
Catholic reign and finally Latinize them in 
full. Orthodox clergy had ever more difficulty 
performing their tasks as Russian church 
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books were hard to provide. Furthermore, 
there were massive attempts to recruit Serbs 
into Catholic clergy and people were violently 
forced into the union (ibidem). 

In mid 19th century, the ideas and actions 
of the Illyrian movement, extreme Croatian 
politicians and the Catholic Church intensified 
the process of croatization trying to proclaim 
Serbian population (previously forced into 
catholicism) as Croats. Having analyzed the 
writings of many foreign itinerary writers, 
state statistics and scientists, J. Ilic said that 
“Croats are only few in Bosnia, Herzegovina, 
Dalmatia, Slavonia, and Istria. The typical 
Croatian region is bound to Slovenian 
borderline, from Gorski Kotar across Zagreb 
all the way to the Hungarian borderline. There 
are evident members of Catholic Church 
but no Croats whatsoever. Roman Catholics 
living in the region were mainly considered 
as Serbs” (Ilic, 1993, pp. 31). The fact that 
in the mid 19th century Dalmatia there was a 
strong dislike of Catholics, who considered 
themselves as Croats,  witnesses that those 
Roman Catholics did not feel as Croatian. The 
situation was similar in Slavonia ( , 
1990, pp. 140-152). Thus, we may infer, based 
on the aforementioned facts, that Stokavian 
population on the soil of modern Croatia 
mostly belongs to the Serbian ethnos.

Late 19th and early 20th centuries were 
marked by the extreme Croatian nationalist 
politicians Eugene Kvaternik, Ante Starcevic, 
Josip Frank, and others, who spread the ideas 
of Catholicism and croatization influenced by 
Catholic clergy. Ever since, Catholic clergy 
has become a part of everyday life of Croats 
attaining anti-Serbian and anti-Orthodox 
character. Due to more and more aggressive 
croatization, members of Serbian Catholic 
population were fewer and fewer ( , 
1993, pp. 44).

The key event that scattered the Serbian 
ethnic corpus in modern Croatia was the All 
Croatian Catholic Congress held in Zagreb in 
1900. The assembly was run by Archbishop 
J. Schtadler, who gave a speech on Croatian 
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identification with Catholicism. Upon that, 
many cleric magazines came out of press, the 
most extreme of which were Hrvatsvo, Dan, 
Hrvatska straža, Vrhbosna, and Katoli ki 
list. As the time went by, the resistance of 
Yugoslav-oriented intellectuals came to 
silence and the clergy gained vast political 
power and influence due to support from 
Austria and Vatican (Novak, 1948/1986).

The processes of catholization and 
croatization reached the climax at the beginning 
of WW II as the Serbs suffered genocide from 
the Ustaša government governed by extreme 
ideology and cleric-fascism. The idea was 
to kill, catholicize or banish all the Serbs. In 
his capital work Magnum Crimen, a famous 
Croatian historian V. Novak explained the 
impact of clergy on those events in first half 
of 20th century on more than 1,200 pages. 
The chapter named Terror and catholization 
specifically analyzed the key processes of 
catholization and croatization of Serbian 
population living in NDH (ibidem, pp. 600-
804). There is a belief that around 240,000 
Serbs were catholicized in 1941-1945 period 
(ibidem, pp. 788).

The process of cultural assimilation of 
Serbs living in modern day Slovenia has 
lasted for a long time. Serbs from Bosnia, 
Lika, Dalmatia, and Herzegovina migrated to 
Styria, Pivka, Kras, Zumberka, Bela Krajina…
in period from late 15th to late 18th centuries. 
The Serbian population who came to this area 
of Military Border was called uskoci and the 
process of their croatization and catholization 
had lasted ever since they came there. The 
Catholic Church had taken this matter very 
seriously with help from Vatican and Austria, 
using the shortage of Serbian clergy and 
religious guidance.

Those uskoci, who populated the region 
individually, did not manage to keep their 
tradition and customs due to actions of 
Catholic clergy. “Even in areas where uskoci 
lived in large number (Istria, Pivka, and Kras), 
they could not maintain their religious identity 
because of careful actions of Catholic clergy. 
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At first they were allowed to perform Greek 
rituals, by they were eventually absorbed into 
Roman Church ceremonials…” ( , 1924, 
pp. 147). 

Austrian authorities were most double-
faced when it came to Serbs. On one side, 
they promised and guaranteed freedom of 
religious beliefs, but on the other, they “used 
all means to force the Catholic union onto 
Serbian population” ( , 1996, 
pp. 43). The best example is the ideas of 
queen Maria Theresa that were enforced by 
Catholic bishops and generals by humiliating, 
punishing, and oppressing Serbian priests and 
depressing the construction and reconstruction 
of Orthodox churches (ibidem).

The impact of Slovenian surroundings and 
Catholic clergy eventually made the uskoci 
eventually adopt the local language and 
Catholicism. “There are only few villages left 
in Bela Krajina from uskoci who once lived 
in modern Slovenia and the population are 
partially Orthodox Serbs” ( , 1997, 
pp. 3).

Centuries of cultural assimilation of Serbs 
in Bela Krajina (the historical ethno-cultural 
region of Serbs in modern Slovenia) eventually 
blended them into Slovenian ethnos. In 
only few settlements in Bela Krajina did the 
Serbs manage to keep the idea of ethnical 
background and nowadays they do not even 
have the status of a national minority.         

The artificial ethno-genesis within the area 
of east Serbian countries (east from the Drina 
River) generated two artificial ethno-national 
forms (Macedonians and Montenegrins). We 
shall discuss the ethnogeny development and 
the geopolitical consequences of those two in 
the chapters to come.
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THEORETICAL AND PRACTICAL 
APPROACH TO THE NATION WITH 
REFLECTIONS UPON THE SERBIAN 
IDENTITY AND ARTIFICIAL ETHNO-

GENESIS WITHIN THE FRAME OF 
SERBIAN ETHNO-NATIONAL BEING

Historians, ethnologists, anthrop-
geographers, and other scientists within similar 
 elds have all, to some extent, reached an 

agreement on the de  nitions of terms such as 
people, ethnos, ethno-genesis, and nation. “Ever 
since ancient times, there has been a consistency 
as of what a single nation is. Herodotus made a 
connection between the identity of the Hellenic 
people and a speci  c language, Gods from the 
Olympus, and political freedom. The Roman poet, 
Vergilus, wrote poems of different ‘gentes’, which 
differed in languages, customs, and weapons 
(“variae lunguis, habitutam vestis et arms”). In 
4th century AD, the historian Ammien Marcellin 
differed peoples based on the ‘language, customs, 
and laws’. Up to now, all attempt to de  ne a 
national identity started from three speci  cities 
– language, customs, and political orientation” 
( , 2007, pp. 4). A. Ekme i , a well-
known Serbian historian, inferred that from the 
scienti  c aspect one cannot prove that a nation 
is natural phenomenon distinguished by speci  c 
racial characteristics. Furthermore, he claimed 
that a theoretic de  nition of a nation as a natural 
and not an arti  cial phenomenon “is based on 
the natural concept consisting of long-term 
processes of creating a speci  c identity”. He also 
pointed out the thinking of a French historian, F. 
Braudel, who explained the French identity, as 
a natural phenomenon, by the number of people 
continuously living in the territory of France 
and by the two millennium period of building 
an agrarian society. As he spoke of the national 
identity, Ekme i  also mentioned the historian 
Reinhard Wenskus, who had made a connection 
between the ethnical identity of the Middle Ages 
tribes and ‘small traditional cores’ of speci  c 
groups. According to Wenskus, a nation is not 
speci  c due to racial characteristics but rather 
due to awareness of the speci  city. “He said that 
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one such awareness of the speci  cities may have 
been reached in a long-term process, at least 
three centuries long, within the number of at least 
100,000 people from the same tribe. They must 
have had a speci  c tradition, or religion, and a 
mutual feeling that differed them from others” 
(ibidem, pp. 5).

The history of most world countries proved 
that speci  cities of one ethnos, both material and 
spiritual, are the basis of a national identity. Thus, 
one of the models of a nation and a national state 
rests on the ethnos – the key component of a 
national being.

Apart from the ethnical principle as the basis 
of a nation and a national state, there is also the 
political unity as the basis of a nation and the 
state model, so “the nation as a political (social-
cultural) community is de  ned as a group of 
people, often of different background or even 
race, who live together at the joint territory and 
accept the common identity. The unity of a nation 
is usually strengthened by the mutual language, 
or, sometimes, the mutual religion. This further 
refers to the community of citizens, gathered by 
the idea of mutual statehood. The idea has been 
known ever since the French Enlightenment 
and is mostly applied in countries such as USA, 
France, Italy, and others, in which all citizens are 
treated as members of a certain nation” ( , 
2000, pp. 124).

Apart from the ‘natural’ ethnogeny forms and 
‘natural’ nations, the political practice generated 
arti  cial ethno-genesis and arti  cial nations. 
These are typical of the Serbian historic, ethno-
cultural, ethno-territorial, and total spiritual space.

  The nation being the basis of the creation 
of a national state, the history marked different 
interests that prompted processes of arti  cial 
ethno-genesis under the umbrella of certain 
ethno-cultural and ethno-national communities. 
Admittedly, the  nal goal of arti  cial ethno-
genesis (and eventually arti  cial nations) is not 
only the formation of new states but rather the 
usage of the newly-formed nations and states 
in order to achieve major geo-political and geo-
strategic aims initiated by certain geo-political 
subjects.
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Serbian ethno-territoriality and ethno-cultural 
speci  city

A speci  c language and political orientation 
are the basis of each people’s speci  city. “19th 
century linguistics produced an idea of Serbs 
being the third fraction of the former Slavic 
unity…Breaking the Slavs down into Russian, 
Polish, and Serbian wings meant a vast territory 
covered by all three branches. Ever since 18th 
century, European linguistics has thought of all 
South Slavs, including Bulgarians, to be within 
Serbian boundaries” ( , 2007, pp. 5).

The Serbian language of Stokavian dialect 
is the ground basis of the Serbian identity. 
Throughout history, and even nowadays, this 
language was used all the way from “west 
Bulgaria to Kopar in Istria. In 10th century, 
Constantine Porphyrogennetos marked a 
boundary between the Serbs and Croats, as one 
people, down the Cetina River in Dalmatia and 
the Imot and Pliva Rivers inland. Other medieval 
writers thought that, during the Major Migration, 
Serbs inhabited Dalmatia, which back then 
covered the area from Adriatic coast to the 
Drava River in north. Various factors caused not 
even single Serbian national identity to develop 
in the area. First, there was the fact that people 
living there belonged to different states. In 15th 
century, before the Turkish invasion, that area 
was divided between Bosnia, Serbia, whole 
of inland Dalmatia, Slavonia, and later parts 
of it belonged to Vojvodina, Montenegro, ad 
Kosovo and Metohia. By de  nition, Old Serbia 
ranged from north-east Macedonia,  rst down 
to the Skadar Lake, and then down to the Sar-
Planina Mountain. In despot Stefan Lazarevic’s 
chronicles, Constantine the Philosopher said he 
had ruled ‘the country of Serbs’ from Dalmatia 
to Dacia. It proved that there was no real ethnic 
borderline of the Serbs rather than it proved that 
the estate had existed whatsoever. Documents 
on the history of Serbs in Hungary, published by 
Slavko Gavrilovi  on several occasions, we can 
see that by the end of 18th century in Hungary 
there was a difference between the Orthodox 
Rascians and Catholic Rascians. The idea that 
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they were a single people called Rascians has 
been present ever since as much as the idea 
that they separated through religious beliefs” 
(ibidem, pp. 6). The religious separation of the 
Rascian people into two fractions – Orthodox 
and Catholic – set a clear path down to creating a 
new ethno-national identity – Croats. Therefore, 
the theory that separate confessions divided 
Serbs from homogenous Croats is absolutely 
wrong. On the contrary, Catholic Church only 
separated the Serbs (ibidem, pp.7).

Directed by Vatican and the Catholic Church, 
the process of unijacenje, and then latinization 
and croatization, had been going on for centuries 
in all parts of Serbian ethnic space (Bosnia, 
Herzegovina, Dalmatia, Slavonia, Montenegro, 
Vojvodina, Bela Krajina, Old Serbia, etc.) varying 
only in intensity. Simultaneously with those 
processes, Serbian ethno-cultural space suffered 
the process of islamization. Consequences of 
that process left deep marks on confessional, and 
lately, ethnic and national structure of population 
within all Serbian countries of ex-Yugoslav 
territory, especially in Bosnia, Herzegovina, 
Raska region, Montenegro, and Macedonia. 

Various political and cultural systems 
within the frame of Serbian historic and ethnic 
space (Turkish-oriental, Austro-Hungarian, and 
dominantly Catholic) had a strong impact on 
scattering awareness of ethno-cultural and ethno-
national unity of the Serbian people. Cultural 
assimilation (both religious and linguistic), 
political and other means of action used by the 
colonists all largely in  uenced the Serbian ethno-
cultural and ethno-territorial space, its strength, 
and impact of the Serbian Orthodox Church. 
Furthermore, the colonial forces supported the 
processes of arti  cial ethno-genesis, which were 
the basis for creating arti  cial nations and new 
nationalist states. 
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Ethno-genesis of Macedonians   

Studies of Jovan Cviji  and other researchers 
within the  eld of ethnology, anthropogeography, 
and history largely contributed to the knowledge 
about Macedonian ethnos and Macedonian 
Slavs…

“Although he did not solely advocate the 
concept of Serbian state based on its ethno-
territoriality and ethno-national principle, Cviji  
accused some ex-Yugoslav geographers, mostly 
those Albanians coming from Kosovo and 
Metohia (Hivzi Islami, Rejep Ismaili), to have 
used non-objective approach to scienti  c facts…
We shall provide no more space in this paper 
to notes by those and some other ‘objective’ 
researchers, such as Gustav Vajgandi, a German 
Balkanologist, who had said that Cviji ’s work 
was ‘one-sided and partial’. Nevertheless, 
numerous reviewers of his work, both local and 
foreign, provided different opinions marking 
his efforts as original and scienti  cally based… 
Cviji ’s researches, mostly those within the 
 elds of anthropogeography and ethnography, 

de  ned the ethnic and spiritual space of the 
Serbian people within the Balkans. In his famous 
paper written in French named ‘’La Peninsule 
Balkanique (1918) - translated into Serbian in 
1922 – Cviji  clearly de  ned Serbian countries 
and Serbian ethnos of various groups from 
Slovenia all the way to Macedonia (performed 
on the basis of a thorough study, going beyond 
the framework of geographic determinism and 
Ratzel’s anthropogeography). On the principle of 
Serbian ethno-territoriality, he proved the ethno-
genesis of Macedonians and Montenegrins, 
which may nowadays be applied to Bosnians 
as well” ( , ,   

, 2011, pp. 41-42).
In modern times, the self-awareness of 

national speci  city of the Macedonians is a 
product of complex historic and ethno-cultural 
processes and recent approaches to solving 
the national matters within the region of ex-
SFR Yugoslavia. Essentially, it is about the 
long-term process of ethno-genesis of the 
Macedonian Slavs. This population, according 
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to Cviji ’s extensive studies, “adopted and kept 
anthropologic characteristics and some ancient 
ethnographic uniqueness from the previous 
generations (unless those characteristics 
altered due to mixing with foreign peoples). 
Nevertheless, there was no evolution regarding 
historic tradition and national awareness, but the 
Slavic mass kept its archaic-Slavic amorphous 
nature with a lot of mixture of old Byzantine 
civilization. Not having any historic-national 
awareness, that Slavic population mass was 
neither Serbian nor Bulgarian” ( , 1991a, 
pp. 153).

Cviji  mentioned that “nowhere in Europe 
are the nations so mixed as in Macedonia, 
especially south Macedonia parts. There is 
also much blending between peoples…so the 
Macedonian ethnographic issue is one of the 
most complex” ( , 1991b, pp.243). The 
ethno-genesis of modern day Macedonians is an 
extremely complex process articulated through 
various historic, cultural, and geopolitical 
circumstances. There is no doubt that Cviji ’s 
research proved that the core of the Macedonian 
ethnic group is made of ‘Macedonian Slavs’, a 
open mass with no bold awareness of ethnical 
af  liation.

The area of modern FYR Macedonia partly 
belongs to the Serbian ethno-national space. 
For instance, the regions of Skopje and Tetovo 
belong to the area of Old Serbia, from which 
we may infer that most modern Macedonians of 
these two regions is of a Serbian origin and some 
of those people still feel that way.

The genesis of the Macedonians was 
in  uenced by the cultural traces of Serbian 
medieval state. A proof might be the presence of 
Serbian tradition within the Macedonian folklore 
(stories and poems about the Kosovo battle, 
the Nemanji  dynasty, grand duke Lazar, etc.).  
As he performed a research on the population 
of Old Serbia and Macedonia, Cviji  wrote 
down that “there were still many descendants 
of old Macedonian families who never thought 
of themselves as anything else but Serbian” 
( , 1991a, pp.155).
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The most distinguished reviewers of 
Macedonian ethnic issues in the first half of 
20th century believed that the Macedonian 
ethnic specificity had not come out from 
the key elements of a ‘naturally’ generated 
nation (language, territorial continuity, 
church, ethnic continuity, statehood) but it 
had rather come out from a specific spiritual 
and material heritage (customs, folklore, 
ethnomusicology, folk tales, language, etc.) as 
a historic amalgam of different cultures and 
political systems. Actually, only during the 
period of socialist Yugoslavia did they get the 
status of a nation. Up to then, Macedonians 
were an amorphous, open form, archaic mass 
and ‘nation in formation’ ( , 1991b, 
pp.245).

M. Vasovi , a distinguished Serbian 
geographer, said that “Cviji  did not live 
to witness everything that the pain-staking 
Macedonian people managed to achieve 
through their effort to emancipate – the 
standard language and their own literature, 
Macedonian university and many other 
schools, Macedonian Academy of Sciences, 
and, finally, their own state within SFRY” 
( , 1991, pp. 13). Still, we believe 
that Vasovi  neglected the fact that all those 
elements of the Macedonian nation were a 
product of political solutions to the Macedonian 
matter within former SFR Yugoslavia. 
Admittedly, those facts do not challenge a 
right of a people to self-determination and 
destination. On the other hand, even upon 
gaining the status of a nation and parting 
from former Yugoslavia, Macedonia today 
suffers many geopolitical problems, among 
which the largest one is the issue with 
neighboring Greece and the name of the 
country that is being disputed. When it comes 
to ethnic problems, there is the inappropriate 
status of the Serbs, their inability to express 
themselves on ethno-national grounds and 
gain the right they should have. In order to 
strengthen the Macedonian national identity, 
the newly-formed state did not acknowledge 
Serbs as a national minority and jeopardized 
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centuries of autocephalous Serbian Orthodox 
Church by prosecuting Serbian clergy and 
declaring so-called Macedonian Orthodox 
Church. These and many other similar matters 
burden the mutual relations between Serbia 
and Macedonia and jeopardize the cultural 
life and spiritual needs of the Serbian ethnos 
living there. 

   
Ethno-genesis of Montenegrins     

The creation of the Montenegrin nation is an 
example of braking down the Serbian ethnos and 
Serbian national being. The process of arti  cial 
ethno-genesis of Montenegrins is a product of 
Serbian ethnos and national being whatsoever. It 
is the consequence of both historic and modern 
geopolitical environment in which Serbian 
ethnos developed and still is developing within 
the adequate space. The process of arti  cial 
ethno-genesis of Montenegrins reached its  nal 
form during socialist Yugoslavia as the nation 
of Montenegrins was formed. 

A relevant basis for the ethno-genesis 
of Montenegrins was the decision of the 
Berlin Congress (1878), which declared the 
independency and international recognition of 
the Serbian historic and ethno-cultural space, 
geographically known as Montenegro. 

The historic sources  rst mentioned 
Montenegro during the reign of Serbian king 
Milutin in 14th century. Some researchers 
believe that the name had existed even before 
referring to a region within the medieval state 
of Zeta ( , 1960, pp. 107). The 
ethnologic and historic-geographic researches, 
especially during the early 20th century, 
indicated that Montenegro was named after 
many dense forests that once had covered the 
area, and the population was named after the 
country (ibidem, pp.107). Obviously, the notion 
of Montenegrin is of a geographic and not 
national origin.

J. Erdeljanovi , a famous Serbian anthrop 
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geographer and ethnologist, studied in details 
the area of Serbian countries, especially 
Montenegro. Unlike the modern geographic 
area of Montenegro and its borders, he de  ned 
the ‘real’, i.e. Old Montenegro, which covered 
four counties – Katun, Rijeka, Ljesan, and 
Crmnik. That fact implies that the decision of the 
Berlin Congress not only gave Montenegro its 
independency but it also expanded the borders 
affecting other Serbian countries, especially 
Herzegovina ( , 1926/1978, 
pp. 456-457). So practically, the borders of 
Montenegro set by the Berlin Congress were 
later con  rmed within the political regime of 
SFR Yugoslavia, setting a path to its modern 
day ‘independency’.

The alleged ethnic speci  city of 
Montenegrins is one of the arguments used 
by both foreign and local political subjects 
in order to justify the nature of genesis of the 
Montenegrin nation. Admittedly, the ethnos of 
Montenegrins does hold certain speci  cities, 
but their nature is local and expresses solely 
the geographic environment with its natural 
and social factors. Besides, ethno-cultural 
speci  cities are typical of all parts of Serbian 
ethnic space and countries (Bela Krajina, Lika, 
Baranja, Dalmatia, Banija, Kordun, Bosnia, 
Herzegovina, Slavonia, Baranja, Vojvodina, 
Sumadija, east Serbia, Kosovo and Metohia, 
Old Serbia, Macedonia). Those speci  cities can 
be clearly noticed in the language, especially 
the dialects, the culture of living, elements 
of spiritual and material heritage, ethno-
psychological traits, etc. 

The ethnic speci  city of the Montenegrins 
is illustrated by the de  nition:”Montenegrins 
have always been self-absorbed and one may 
say they have always enjoyed some sort of 
isolation…” ( , 1975, pp. 4). This 
type of isolation is partly a consequence of the 
natural surrounding and the relief. Furthermore, 
the isolation led towards the stronger connection 
with the nature and preserved the archaic culture 
to a larger extent.

As it is nowadays, in the medieval times 
the Serbian ethnos was scattered into several 
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separate Serbian states. One of those was the 
state of Duklja, and the statehood of Montenegro 
is essentially connected with Duklja, and later 
on, with Zeta – the  rst Serbian kingdom.

In late 18th century, there was a major 
process of formation of national states Europe 
wide. In that time, the Montenegrin ethnos 
belonged to the Serbian nation beyond any 
doubt. In the early 19th century, at the time 
of Serbian revolution, the Montenegrins 
displayed their national choice in practice. 
“The revolution included all Serbian countries 
and the main goal was to unite two old Serbian 
countries – Serbia and Montenegro, but the 
process was suppressed by the interests of great 
political forces” ( , 2004, pp. 125). 
Therefore, there is no doubt that the Serbs and 
Montenegrins are one people, who, throughout 
history, created and lost separate states, united 
and formed a common state, and then broke it 
up all over again.

During the course of history, the relations 
between the Serbs and Montenegrins were the 
closest in the region of Herzegovina and then 
we can speak of a same people whatsoever. 
Montenegro and Herzegovina are identical – one 
country, one people, only arti  cially divided. 
The Montenegrins and Herzegovinians are, like 
the Serbs, most dedicated to the national matter. 
During the Serbian revolution, they all had one 
common goal, which was to get freedom and 
unity for all Serbian people (ibidem, pp. 126).

As Bosnia and Herzegovina suffered 
annexation, the Montenegrins once again 
proved the af  liation to the Serbian ethnos. V. 
Ilin i  (2009) analyzed the speech given by king 
Nikola (Long live Serbia- September 1908) in 
which the ruler of Montenegro, affected by the 
annexation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, said…
”the two free countries of the Serbs may not, 
even for a moment, leave the tower from which 
they observe all of the Serbian people and 
should keep guard of their destiny. Montenegro 
and Serbia are two countries but one people, 
one soul, and one power” ( , 2009, 
pp.316). The fact that the Montenegrin ruler, 
Nikola, declared the Montenegrin country a 



18

    
RAJKO GNJATO AND MARKO STANOJEVI

,  1910. ,   -
 .    

      
   -

    .  , -
        
     -

    ( , 1988, 
. 37).

    
,  ,     

    
.  XX   -

  „   -
    

    ,    -
  “  (ibidem, . 

37).
 „  -

 “ (2000. ),  -
,      -

      (2006. -
)      -

,    . 
  ,    - -

     
        
     

  ,  
     

  .   , 
 - .
    

    , 
      

 ,    
    -

     . 
,   ,     , 

         
   . 

       
     -

.       
    .  -

       -
    ,   

kingdom in 1910 indicates an arti  cial ethno-
genesis and not an ethnic or ethno-national 
speci  city of the Montenegrins. In an elaborate 
of their decision, the Montenegrin Parliament 
stated that Montenegro is a continuation of the 
Serbian medieval state and policy. Besides, 
after WW I, Nikola was trying to impose his 
dynasty (the Petrovi s) as the supreme one in 
the Kingdom of SCS ( , 1988, pp. 
37).

The Orthodox population of Montenegro, 
throughout history, had been under the patronage 
of Metropolitan of Cetinje, of the Serbian 
Orthodox Church. In the early 20th century, 
the Montenegrin of  cials considered the 
“Metropolitan of Cetinje as the only Episcopal 
throne of St. Sava church that had been constant 
during the history and the heritage of the Pec 
Patriarchate” (ibidem, pp. 37).

The newly-formed ‘Montenegrin Orthodox 
Church’ (2000), which holds no canon 
recognition, is a product of interests of some 
political circles that separated Montenegro 
(2006) from the joint state with Serbia, thus 
giving it a formal independence. At the same 
time, it serves as a mechanism for daily political 
needs of some political groups and individuals 
in Montenegro, who are dedicated to breaking-
up the Serbian national unity. These groups and 
individuals are also aiming at the realization of 
some geopolitical, geostrategic, and cultural 
interests of the Catholicism and the leader 
countries of so-called new world order (USA 
above all).

The best way to illustrate the status of 
the Montenegrin Orthodox Church among the 
spiritual life of Orthodox population is the 
support they get from the Bulgarian Orthodox 
Church, which was announced as sectarian 
by the canon Bulgarian Orthodox Church. 
Actually, its status does not exist and cannot be 
valid, which only indicates its temporary role.

The language is the major trait of an ethnos 
and all the nations derived on the basis of ethnic 
individuality. The language and alphabet used 
in Montenegro are Serbian. Moreover, some of 
the most in  uential works of Serbian literature 
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were written in Serbian, including ‘Gorski 
vijenac’ written by the Montenegrin ruler, Petar 
II Petrovi  Njegoš (1847). That clearly indicates 
that Njegoš fully supported and accepted the 
reformed standard Serbian language of Vuk 
Stefanovi  Karadži . 

Hence, the newly-proclaimed Montenegrin 
language of modern Montenegro state – enriched 
with a few localisms and new graphemes – is, by 
no means, a special language or alphabet. These 
two are a surrogate of the Serbian language and 
alphabet (Cyrillic) being a part of the project 
of the Montenegrin nation, derived from the 
ethno-genesis of the Montenegrins.

The process of the arti  cial ethno-genesis 
of the Montenegrins and the formation 
of the arti  cial nation led Montenegro to 
the international recognition and formal 
independency.

Ethno-genesis of Bosnians  

The ethno-genesis of Bosnians refers 
to the centuries of historic, geopolitical, 
civilization, and confessional processes at the 
Balkans, mostly those affecting Bosnia and 
Herzegovina. The ethnic groups of Bosnians 
are dominantly derived from the Serbian 
ethnos. They were given the status of a nation 
in 1971 as they were named muslimani, and 
then in 1991 under the name of Bosnians. The 
arti  cial generation of Bosnians was helped 
by several key historic processes. The  rst 
and most relevant is the islamization of the 
population of the Balkans (chie  y in Bosnia) 
upon the Turkish invasion.

The well-known historian, M. Vasi , 
dealt with the issue of islamisation in details. 
He believed that super  cially the process of 
islamization referred to Christians who had 
adopted Islam (the folk term used is tur enje). 
Nevertheless, he implied that the process was 
far more complex because, during the Turkish 
reign in the Balkans, it indicated not only the 
religion but also the state and civilization. 
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Within the framework of Serbian ethno-
national space, islamization took place in 
several phases with different consequences. 
There were numerous reasons for Christians 
to have adopted Islam. First, we should point 
out the economic and legal privileges that 
Islamic population enjoyed, and then there 
were the religious and legal consequences 
that the Christians suffered. Discrimination, 
taxes, intolerance, terror performed over 
the Christians were all a part of the great 
pressure that should have led towards the 
locals accepting the new religion, i.e. Islam 
( , 2005, pp. 14-15). There have been 
certain attempts to show that the acceptation 
of Islam was purely voluntary. Nevertheless, 
many historic facts oppose those attempts. 
There were some cases of seemingly voluntary 
acceptance, but the background was the poor 
 nancial situation of Christian population 

accompanied by the horrifying pressure. “It 
was only the acceptance of Islam that could 
have helped a Christian change his status and 
life conditions…” (ibidem, pp. 16).

The islamization was most evident in 
Bosnia during the reign of Turkish sultan 
Salem I. There were also other examples of 
accepting Islam in other Serbian countries that 
suffered Turkish invasion, but to a smaller 
extent. The Bogumiles sect and the Church’s 
inability to resist Islam largely affected the 
intensity and duration of islamization, which 
practically was conducted until the end of the 
colonial period. 

The consequences of islamization in former 
Yugoslavia are vast, especially in Bosnia and 
Herzegovina, Montenegro, Serbia (Raska 
region, Kosovo and Metohia) and Macedonia. 
Nowadays, those are evident in every sphere 
of Islamic-oriental culture, social life, political 
practices, etc.

J. Cviji , referred to the population, who 
nowadays declare as Bosnians, mohamedians. 
He only extracts them as a separate ethnos 
according to the religious af  liation. He thought 
of them as Serbian people members and did 
not even once question their origin. The ethnic 
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speci  city of Bosnians was connected to Islam 
exclusively, as it in  ltrated the mind, way of 
life, customs, and tradition of Christians who 
had adopted Islam at  rst place.

The strong connection between the 
mohamedians and Islam (and not their ethnic 
roots) is clearly illustrated by the migrations 
upon the Berlin Congress, as they massively 
left Bosnia and Herzegovina and went to 
Middle East. They found it dif  cult to adapt to 
the new environment, which proved their true 
ethnic roots and af  liation ( , 1991v, 
pp. 167).

The arrival of Austro-Hungarian monarchy 
in Bosnia and Herzegovina and the regime of 
Benjamin Kalaj (1882-1903) are pertinent 
moments for the process of arti  cial ethno-
genesis of Bosnians. As he was well familiar 
with the history of the Serbian people, his 
policy was to separate the Serbs from Serbia 
(for fear of the rise of Serbian national 
movement) and Bosnians from Turkey. He 
attempted to conduct his idea by creating a 
‘Bosnian nation’, which was further supported 
by the Moslem population (chie  y their 
nobility) whom he had thought to have the key 
role in forming and leading the new nation 
(Bosnians).

During Kalaj’s regime, the thesis  rst 
appeared about the Bogumile origin of 
Bosnian Moslems ( , 2001, pp. 
197).  Certainly, that thesis should have 
‘separated’ them from their ethnic background 
and supported the fast process of creating the 
Bosnian nation. 

Kalaj strongly opposed the thesis on ‘three 
religion Serbs’ in Bosnia and Herzegovina, 
which was completely objective and accepted 
whatsoever (Karadži , Šafarik, Mikloši ). The 
Bosnian magazine, whose founder, owner and 
ideologist was Mehmed-beg Kapetanovi , 
marked the “action against nationalization of 
Moslems with reference to accepting Serbian 
and Croatian national ideologies, causing a 
clash between Bosnia and Herzegovina on one 
side and Serbia and Montenegro on the other 
side, promoting the authorities, etc.” (ibidem, 
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pp. 225). There were also some unsuccessful 
attempts to create the Bosnian language. It 
is precisely on the grounds of that language 
(a surrogate of the Serbian language) that 
modern Bosnians are trying to form their own 
language so as to strengthen their own national 
being and promote a unitary state based on the 
‘Bosnian’ national values. 

Apart from the arti  cial language, there 
were attempt to regenerate the medieval 
Bosnian church and to incorporate ‘Bosnian 
science’ and ‘state schools’ (ibidem, pp. 230-
272).

The of  cial population census dating 
from the period of Austro-Hungarian reign 
up to 1991 and lack of ethnical option for 
Bosnians both prove that we are talking about 
the arti  cial ethno-genesis of Bosnians. The 
population who suffered islamization declared 
themselves as mohamedians (with reference to 
religious af  liation) in 1879, 1885, and 1895 
censuses. 

The Moslems gained national identity in 
socialist Yugoslavia after WW II. According 
to the 1948 census, the Moslem population 
(the predecessors of modern Bosnians) 
declared themselves as – Serbs Moslems, 
Croats Moslems, Macedonians Moslems, 
or undecided. But in the 1953 census, the 
Moslems mostly declared as ‘Yugoslavs 
undecided’. The ethnic category of Moslems 
was  rst introduced in the 1961 census, and 
in the 1971 census there was the category 
Moslems in terms of nationality. Up to the 
former SFR Yugoslavia break-up, this ethno-
genetic group had declared themselves as 
‘Moslems’ ( , pp. 86-87). 

After the war in former SFRY (1990-1995), 
most members of previously formed nation 
(the Moslems) in Bosnia and Herzegovina 
declared themselves as members of the new 
nationality – Bosnians. The reasons are very 
simple and refer to political interests of both 
Bosnians and foreign political factors, who 
played the key role in forming the Bosnian 
nation and the ‘independent’ state of Bosnia 
and Herzegovina.    
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CONCLUSION

The process of artificial ethno-genesis in 
the area of former SFR Yugoslavia, derived 
from the Serbian ethnos and national being, 
was the basis for creation of new artificial 
nations – Macedonians, Montenegrins, and 
Bosnians. The processes of artificial ethno-
genesis within the Serbian historic and ethnic 
space in the form of cultural assimilation of the 
Serbs have largely contributed the spread of 
Slovenian national identity in the area of Bela 
Krajina (the Serbian ethno-cultural region 
of former Military Border) and Croatian in 
most of its modern territory. Practically, the 
three nations made up the first Yugoslavia 
(Kingdom of SCS) and six nations came out 
of its final form (SFR Yugoslavia). 

Different political and other interests 
(foreign ones above all) supported the right of 
a people to self-declaration and led towards the 
violent break-up of former SFRY. Admittedly, 
the result was the international recognition 
of six former Yugoslav republics that are 
burdened by many internal problems and 
complex mutual relations, which are initiated 
by unsolved issues of ethnic minorities. 

The violent breakup of SFRY used the 
ethnos and nation as a political means to 
pursue huge geopolitical and other goals of 
the western countries, which are aiming at 
setting a new world order and unified world.    
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