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METROPOLITAN MIHAILO (JOVANOVIC) AND
PROVINCES OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

Abstract: The authors of this article examine the relations of Metropo-
litan Mihailo (Jovanovic) of Belgrade with the provinces of Bosnia and Her-
zegovina. Recognizing the fact that the Metropolitan was supportive for the
idea of liberation of all Serbs from Ottoman rule and their unification in one
single nation state, the Ottoman ruled provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina
were, without exception, the focus of his attention and actions. He especially
proved this during the Serb uprisings in the periods 1852-1862, 1875-1878 and
in 1882. Politically, the Metropolitan supported co-operation with Russia. As
such his determination in the period when Serbia was relying on Austro-Hun-
gary caused him difficulties, resulting in his dismissal in 1881. After return to
Serbia he was reappointed as Metropolitan in 1889 and continued his work
for nationhood, but did so by paying attention to Old Serbia and Macedonia
rather than to the provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina.
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The social, economic and political crisis that the Ottoman Empire faced
from the end of the 17" century, and through the entire 18" and 19™ centuries,
resulted in a decline of central power over all the territories that it held, includ-
ing the Eyalet of Bosnia. In order to preserve the system by which it adminis-
tered its Empire, the central power struggled throughout the 18" and first half
of the 19" century to implement, more or less, successful reforms to sustain the
Empire’s functions. The reforms were also implemented in the Eyalet of Bosnia,
but provoked protests of the Muslim feudal lords who belonged to conservative
Muslim groups." It was in this political climate that by the middle of the 19* cen-
tury the strongly held idea for the unification of the area of Bosnia and Herze-
govina with Serbia developed in the Eyalet of Bosnia. The Sabac based Bishop
Mihailo (Jovanovi¢)? was well informed about the uprising in Herzegovina in
the middle of the 19" century. He was one of crucial persons acting as a liaison
between the Serb rebels and the Government in Belgrade, even though over
time disagreements arose between the Bishop® and the Government regarding
the future direction of the uprising.* In the same period, after the political de-
feat of Austria’s Chancellor Klemens von Metternich, Vienna became more inte-
rested in the Balkans. And recognizing that military circles were the dominant
influence in the Habsburg house, their stance was that the Ottoman provinces
of Bosnia and Herzegovina should not be shared with Serbia, but rather fully
integrated within the Monarchy.®

During the uprising in Herzegovina between 1852 and 1862 the Austrians
gave great attention to the activities of Mihailo as Bishop and also later when
he became Metropolitan of Belgrade. They regarded him to be the main connec-

' D. Niki¢, ,Bosna u politickim planovima Srbije s kraja XIX i na pocetku XX veka“ (Doktorska
disertacija: Fakultet politickih nauka Univerziteta u Beogradu, 1987), 1-6.

2 Mihailo (Jovanovi¢) was appointed as the Sabac based Bishop in 1854. P. M. Tpyjuh, Ipa-
BOC/IABHA cpricka LpkBa (beorpap, Kparyjesad: EBpo, Kanenuh, 1995), 151.

* Bishop Mihailo was a huge Russophile. He displayed this publicly in 1856 during the visit of the
Russian general consul to Serbia when he sanctified the flag of Russia in front of the Consulate
in Belgrade. Jb. 1. Puctuh, Beanka bputanuja n Cpbuja (1856-1862) (beorpap: bankaHonowWwKu
nHcTUTYT CAHY, 2008), 61.

“[. bepuh, YcTaHak y XepuezoBuHn 1852-1862 (beorpap — Hosu Can: CAHY, Yapyxerse Cpba
13 XepLeroBnHe y Bojsoannu, 1994), 171.

> B. hoposuh, bopba 3a HeasucHocT bankaHa (beorpag; Jloroc apt, 2007), 94; 96.
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tion of the rebels with the Serbian Government, as well as with Russian circles
in the Balkans and with Serbian public opinion. Their goal was to disable the
Metropolitan’s activities in providing a link between the rebels and the Serb
political leadership in the Danube region and halt the increasing politicization
of Serb public support for the uprising.®

The Austrians were not wrong in their assessment. During his visit to Vien-
na in 1859, Prince Mihailo Obrenovic spoke with the Russian ambassador Viktor
Petrovich Balabin and emphasized the Turkish violence over the Serbs in the
Ottoman provinces along the border with Serbia. He specified that this was an
issue of concern that Serbia wished to resolve permanently. Balabin’s response
was to request Prince Mihailo to convey a message from Russia to the Serb
leadership in the provinces, asking them for more patience. This especially re-
ferred to Bosnia, where people of Sabac’s based Bishop Mihailo were expected
to deliver the message notifying people there to prepare for an uprising which
would be supported not only by Serbia, but also by Russia and by France.”

During March of 1859 intensive efforts were made in raising the aspirations
of Muslims in Bosnia against the state power, in which, as could be seen, the
Bishop played an active part. Kosta Cuki¢ wrote about this to Miloje LeSjanin
on March 20" /April 1t 1859, stressing the hypocrisy of Serbian state politics:
This can be seen from the fact that the old politics of the uprising inhibition
and expectancy that the events would themselves do something for the Serbi-
an Government and its interests in Bosnia was still in effect during the month
of March. In the instruction from March 20" it was said that “Through Bishop
Mihailo and other known people we have to tell Bosniacs who ask for help from
us against those criminals, the Turks, who are not obeying the emperor, that
they should be peaceful for some time and only submit complaints. Those who
are afraid from being killed should run. We should not take away their hope in
Serbia, which will certainly help them and fully release them“®

¢ [. bepuh, YctaHak Y Xepue2oBuHu 18521862, 343-344.
7 Jb. M. Puctuh, Bennka bputanuja n Cpbuja (1856-1862), 143.
8 [. bepuh, YcTaHak y XepueaoBuHu 1852-1862, 572.
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However, in the same months of March and early April the Serbian Go-
vernment was working on settling the uprising in Herzegovina. The role of the
Sabac based Bishop was significant in this process since he enjoyed huge re-
spect among leaders of the uprising. In that regard Bishop Mihailo told the
British delegate in April that it would not be possible to end the uprising with-
out satisfaction of the basic Christian requests. In particular was the need to
resolve the agrarian issue in the Ottoman provinces, which represented a major
cause of social difficulties for the Serb people.’

Mihailo became Metropolitan of Belgrade on July 25t 1859. His appoint-
ment followed the forced resignation of Metropolitan Petar (Jovanovic)." Ac-
cording to the British consul in Belgrade, Thomas de Grenier de Fonblanque,
this development meant Russian influence in Serbia was strengthened." De
Fonblanque’s assessment proved accurate. With Mihailo’s appointment as the
Head of the Serbian Church he became the central figure of Panslavistic propa-
ganda in the Balkans,™ as well as for the national fight for liberation and union
of all Serbs, who were under foreign rule in the Serb state. His keen interest
in the situation in the provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina was in accordance
with the politics of Serbia toward these Ottoman provinces at that time. The
idea was to work through church organization for an uprising of the entire Serb
people living outside out of Serbia, their home country.®

In the last months of 1859 and early 1860 an attempt was made to organ-
ize an uprising by the people in Bosnia. Metropolitan Mihailo was known to be
one of the main initiators of this idea. Commencing in the second half of 1859
the Serbian Government in Belgrade, using confidential channels, asked Russia
to approve the establishment of a private organization, which would not have
public relations with the Government in Belgrade, but would act in the territo-
ries of Greece, Bulgaria, the Danubian Principalities, Austria, Macedonia and

? 1bid, 573-574.

1©p. M. Tpyjuh, MpaBocrasHa cpricka Upkea, 151.

" Jb. N. Puctuh, Beanka bputanuja u Cpbuja (1856-1862), 151.

2h. Cnjenyesuh, MicTopuja cpricke npaBociaBHe LpKBe, Kib. 2 (beorpaa: JPJ, 2002), 384-385.
¥ h. Cnmnjenyesuh, Muxawnno, apxuenuckon 6eo2pagcku u Mutponoant Cpbuje (MuHxeH: Uc-
Kpa, 1980), 506-507; M. BojBoayh, ,MuTpononut Muxamno n CtojaH HoBakoBuh', Mictopujckm
3anmcn, 1-2 (2000), 154.
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Bosnia and Herzegovina and be headed by either Serbia’s Prince Milo$ or Prince
Mihailo. Russia was also requested to assist in starting the uprising in Bosnia.
It is more than likely that Metropolitan Mihailo and Serbia’s Minister of Foreign
Affairs, Cvetko Rajovic, were creators of this plan. This is based on Austrian in-
telligence, which emphasized their connections with merchants in Vinkovci and
Vukovar, as well as notable links with merchants in Bulgaria. For example were
the messages sent by Metropolitan Mihailo that: Serbs do not sleep but they
are preparing seriously to settle accounts with Turkey.™ Further, in July 1860 a
work program in the form of a public manifesto, written without the knowledge
of the Serbian Government, predicted liberation of the provinces of Bosnia and
Herzegovina from Ottoman rule and in August The Serbian-Bosnian Committee
was established with a secret patron, but who was known to be Bishop Mihailo.
Other members were: Matija Ban, Zarija Kurti¢, Dimitrije Golubovi¢ and Niko
Okan. The idea in forming the Committee was that it would provide the condi-
tions for launching and maintaining the uprising in Bosnia and as a means to
involve Serbia and Russia indirectly in assisting the uprising.”

It is hard to believe that the Serbian Government did not know about this
Committee and its ideas having in mind that Dimitrije Golubovi¢ held the posi-
tion of Administrative Department Secretary of the Prince’s Office and Secretary
of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs.' From 1859 and throughout the 1860’s Prince
Mihailo and llija Garasanin were engaged in activities with the goal of recruit-
ing European public and diplomatic circles in supporting the liberation of Serb
people from Ottoman rule. GaraSanin was running secret propaganda through
the Serbian Committee, especially in the provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina.”
In 1866, just prior to the Austro-Hungarian Compromise, Garasanin discussed
the status of the provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina with Josip Juraj Strosma-
jer. Strosmajer accepted that in case of a breakdown of the Habsburg's house
Croatia would create a union not with Hungary, but with Serbia in which case

" [1. bepuh, YcTaHak y XepueaoBuHu 1852-1862, 641.

5 1bid, 650-651.

'® 1bid, 650.

'7Y. NMonos, ,MeRyHapoaHu nonoxaj, cnosbHa noanTUKa 1 aunnomatuja Cpbuje 1804-1878" Y:
[1Ba Beka mogepHe cpricke gunaomatuje (beorpaa: bankanonowkun nHctutyt CAHY, 2013), 48.
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the provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina would belong to Serbia.”® However,
this agreement failed following a meeting between Prince Mihailo and the Hun-
garian Prime Minister Gyula Andrassy in August 1867. Their agreement was for
Serbia to abandon active politics in the Balkans and, in return, Austro-Hungary
would persuade the Ottoman Empire to peacefully handover the two provinces
of Bosnia and Herzegovina to Serbia to govern.” Although it seemed that Ser-
bia and the Ottoman Empire might reach an agreement over the two provinces,
Austro-Hungary was alert to reconciling its own interests and those of Serbia
on what the future of the provinces should be. Vienna did not hide its inten-
tions to pursue control of the Balkans, despite the 1867 agreement between
Prime Minister Andrdssy and Prince Mihailo.*® As such in 1870 Vienna was more
assertive on what had been agreed three years earlier. It directly offered Serbia
to share the Bosnia and Herzegovina provinces between themselves. The real
motive of Vienna behind this proposal, however, was to estrange Serbia from
Russia and to align it to Austro-Hungary, and assume at the same time this
would weaken Serbia’s political and propaganda activities in both provinces.”
Metropolitan Mihailo understood the official game of Vienna very well.
In March 1868, based upon his idea for the church organizations to launch an
uprising of the entire Serb people living outside of Serbia, he sent a proposal
to Ministry of Education and Church Affairs asking that a Committee be estab-
lished to improve education in the Serb territories under Ottoman rule.?? In it
he specified that a special department be created within the Belgrade Seminary
for students from the Ottoman Empire, since upon their graduation priests and
teachers from that area would be fully occupied after return home. Due to the
death of Prince Mihailo in June 1868, the Metropolitan did not receive a re-

% Ibid, 49-50.

" 1bid, 50.

2 B. hoposuh, bopba 3a He3aBMCHOCT basnkaHa, 95.

2 D. Niki¢, Bosna u politickim planovima Srbije s kraja XIX i na pocetku XX veka, 14.

2 Metropolitan Mihailo had earlier worked on improving the education of Serb people in Bosnia.
He had intense correspondence with Vaso Pelagi¢ in the period 1866 to 1869 regarding the
work of the Seminary in Banja Luka. The first school textbooks needed for that newly opened
Seminary in 1866 were sent from Belgrade to Banja Luka personally by Metropolitan Mihailo.
[. Ctpatbakosuh, ,Baca Menarnh n mutpononnt Muxamno (npenucka n [oKymeHTH) XKugor,
roa. 11, cB. 19, khb. IV (1954), 260.
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sponse and the future politics of Serbia, mainly advocated by Jovan Risti¢, was
focused on the area of Old Serbia under Ottoman rule. Nevertheless, in August
that year the Metropolitan’s plan was adopted and soon after The Committee
for schools and teachers in Old Serbia, Macedonia and Bosnia and Herzego-
vina was established. The Metropolitan was dominant in leading its work with
others prominent individuals Nicifor Duci¢, Panta Sreckovi¢ and Milos Miloje-
vi¢. A range of achievements denoted the Committee’s contribution, mainly in
the area of Old Serbia? and Bosnia and Herzegovina, constructing and opening
schools, obtaining financial aid, providing books and teachers and funding the
building of new churches.*

In the early 1870’s the situation in the provinces of Bosnia and Herzego-
vina became linked to an expectation that Serbia and Montenegro would libe-
rate and associate those provinces with themselves. Serbian and Montenegrin
propaganda contributed to this since it had proved to be very successful in
these provinces.” Very often discussions between Serbian and Austro-Hun-
garian diplomats on the destiny of these provinces at the end of the 1860’s
and early seventies caused the Serbs in Bosnia and Herzegovina fear and hope

% Since his arrival in Prizren in 1866 llija Stavri¢ (1844-1879) was very effective in works of
national significance. Sima Igumanov was regularly informing the Metropolitan about this. B.
bosaH, ,Cpbu 13 bocHe 1 XepLEeroBrHe — NPOCBETHM U HALMOHANHW pagHnum y CTapoj Cpouju
Of We3geceTnx rogmHa XIX Beka [0 Kpaja Typcke BnafasuHe (Manja CTaBth y I'Ipv|3peHy)“,
360pHuK 3a uctopujy bocHe n XepuezosuHe, 6 (2009), 97-98.

%M. BOjBO,[I,VIh, Mutpornoant Muxanno n CTojaH Hosakosuh, 154-155; M. Ekmeunh, ,CPNCKK
Hapop, y Typckoj o, cpeaunHe XIX Beka fo 1878.% y: McTopuja cprckoz Hapoga, V-1 (beorpaa;
CKA, 1994), 499; B. Milosevic, S. Luki¢, ,The Serbian orthodox church and Serbian education in
Bosnia and Herzegovina in the last century of ottoman rule’ IstraZivanja - Journal of historical
researches, 31 (2020), 141; B. CtojaHueBuh, ,Ynora muTpononnta Muxavna y nomarakby
ocnoboaunnaykor nokpera Cpba y Typckoj y: XKuoT u geno mutponommta Muxamna
(1826-1898) (beorpaa: CAHY, 2008), 97, 102; K. B. Menbuakosa, bocHus u lepLe20BmHa B
001LeCTBEHHO-MONNTNYECKON Xn3HW Poccum B 1856-1875 22. (MockBa: MHapwk, 2019), 287;
C. Pajuh, CriosbHa nonntuka Cpbuje. M3mehy oyekmBarba 1 peanHocTn 1868-1878 (beorpap;
CKA, 2015), 275-276, 279; C. Tepauh, Ha kannjama KOHCTGHTMHOMO/bA. Pycuja n 6aAKaHcko
nutare y 19. Beky (beorpap: Uctopujcku mHctuTyT, HoBu Cap: lMpasocnasHa peu, 2021),
282; . Tenuh, bocHa u XepLe20B1Ha y pyckum n3opuma (1856-1878) (Capajeso: BecennH
Macnewa, 1988), 541-542.

% D. Niki¢, Bosna u politickim planovima Srbije s kraja XIX i na pocetku XX veka, 10; V. Maslesa,
Mlada Bosna (Beograd: Kultura, 1945), 43, C. Pajuh, ,Kpu3sa npe kpuse - Cpbuja n Bennke
cune 1870-1875. roamHe’, y 360pHWKY: Besmka MICTOYHA Kpr3a 1 cpricko nutare (beorpap;
McTopujcku nHCTMTyT, 2019), 20-21, 24.
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at the same time. One such discussion from January 5" 1870 with Milivoje
Blaznavac was noted by Béni Kallay: He is just worried about one thing. The
Serbian Government is doing everything to reach the biggest influence in Bos-
nia and Herzegovina and totally terminate the Russian influence. This was par-
tially successful but not fully and the Serbian Government was afraid if they
make that step Russia would initiate one “early Russian oriented uprising”, and
Serbia would be forced to participate but not to lead the uprising. He promised
to think carefully about this matter. He was talking on the most drastic way
against the Russian politics stressing some examples of his attempts to prevent
Russian influence.”®

Metropolitan Mihailo was of an opposite opinion. He was against sup-
pressing Russian influence,” and was actively helping Serb refugees from
Bosnia or political exiles. Among them was the priest Doko Karanovi¢ Karan
who, on escaping to Serbia in September 1870% was appointed to the parish in
Vladimirci by Metropolitan Mihailo.*

In a later discussion with Blaznavac on June 121" 1872, Kallay noted: He
talks about creation of one Serbia with Bosnia as it is the best way to suppress
the Russian influence. He states if it is possible to create “one independent Serb
state” it would be the best to neutralize it since it would be the most appropri-
ate when it comes to security. | told him that we could not approach them be-
cause their attitude (1 stressed that | was not talking about facts) consolidated
our South Slavs in their decision against us. He only responded that our Slavs
used tense situation but the Serbian Government was always fair and never
agitated against us.*

*h. CanjenyeBnh, Muxauno, apxuennckon 6eo2pagckin u Mutponoant Cpbuje, 404-405.

77 MockBa - Cpbuja, beoepag - Pycuja, [JokymeHTa u marepujanu, Tom 2, [LpyliTBeHe 1 no-
nMTHYKe Bese 1804-1878, npupennnn M. JoBaHosuh, A. Tumodejes, J1. Kyabmuuesa, E. MBa-
HoBa (beorpan — MockBa: Apxve Cpbuje, MaBHOe apxvBHOe ynpasneHue ropofa MOCKBbI,
oCynapCTBeHHbIN apxvB Poccuiickoi depepauun, 2011), 239; 244-245; 289-290.

% Priest Doko Karanovi¢ Karan and his cousin, priest Stevo Karanovi¢ were deported from
Bosnia to Asia Minor by the decision of the Ottoman provincial and judicial authorities in the
spring 1870 due to their encouragement of the peasants” uprising. They managed to escape
from the Turkish police escort close to Izmir and through Montenegro they managed to arrive
in Serbia.

% B. Kpacwh, Bojsoga bocaHckmx Cpba norn — boko KapaH KapaHosuh (barba J1yka, bocaHcku
MeTposau: Enapxuja buxahko-netposauka, 2011), 15-16.

30h. Cnunjenuesuh, Muxawio, apxuenickon 6eoepagcku n mutponoant Cpbuje, 405.
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Regardless of official and unofficial discussions that the Government was
having with Vienna based diplomats, the Metropolitan worked increasingly for
the idea of liberation and unification of Serbs in one state. Under his patronage
a secret association The Main Committee for Liberation of Serbs in Turkey was
established in Belgrade in early 18727

After the Serb uprising took place in the Bosnia and Herzegovina provinc-
es, public opinion in Serbia was divided. Some supported it, but others were
saying: We do not need karst of Herzegovina or stones of Bosnia whose poor
people would make Serbia poor and fail.*> Metropolitan Mihailo, being among
those supporting the uprising, was appointed to the position of Chairman of
The Main Uprising Support Committee, while Boko Vlajkovi¢ was appointed
Secretary.® The Committee was established with the assistance of the Serbian
Government at the end of July 1875, and provided liaison between the Serb
rebels, the Serbian Government and the Slavophil committees. Its tasks were
to recruit and send volunteers to Bosnia and to collect and distribute money,
weapons and other necessary equipment to the rebels.**

Thanks to his good connections with Bosnia, on August 8" 1875 Metro-
politan Mihailo was informed by Sava Kosanovic¢ that the Serb uprising was
impossible to stop: Shall we get support and help from you, and do you want
us to be at your disposal? Whatever you thought about the uprising before,
it is impossible to stop it anymore. We will not purposely discuss details now.

51 Jb. Oypkosuh Jakwuh, ,Mpunpeme 1872. rof. 3a ocnoboamnauky 6opoy’ macHmk — CryxbeHu
amct CriL, 1-2 (janyap - ¢ebpyap 1959), 101-103.

32 M. Ekmeunh, ,Cpnicka BOjCKa Y HaUMOHa/HMM patoBuma of 1876. fo 1878 Balcanica, 1X
(1978), 126.

%5 B. Yybpunoswh, ,Cpbuja of 1858. fo 1878. roauHe’; ¥: Cpricku Hapog y XIX Beky, Ktb. 3 (be-
orpag: leua KoH, 1938), 74-75; b. M. bpaHkosuh, ,Mutponoant Muxauno u yctaHak Cpba y
bocHu 1875-1878. rogunHe’, y 360pHuKy: Yctanak Cpba y XepuezouHu un bocHu 1875-1878.
2oguHe (barba Jlyka: drno3odckn GakynTeT YHuBep3nuTeT y barboj Jlyuu, 2016), 35; Y. Monos,
,Cpbuja 1868-1878.% y: McTopuja cprnckoz Hapoga, V-1 (beorpan: CKA, 1994), 370; C. Pajuh,
CnomHa noantuka Cpbuje. 3mehy odeknBarba 1 peanHocT 1868-1878, 377.

34 B. Yybpunosuh, bocaHcku yctaHak 1875-1878 (beorpap;: Cny6eHn ninct CPJ, bankaHonowwkm
nHCTUTYT CAHY, 1996), 327-328; M. Ekmeci¢, Ustanak u Bosni 1875-1878 (Sarajevo: Veselin
Maslesa , 1973), 91; Y. Monos, Cpbuja 1868-1878., 370; M. Ekmecic, ,Istorijski znacaj ustanka u
Bosni i Hercegovini 1875-1878", u zborniku radova sa medunarodnog nau¢nog skupa: Povodom
100-godisnjice ustanka u Bosni i Hercegovini, drugim balkanskim zemljama i Istocnoj krizi
1875-1878., tom | (Sarajevo: ANUBIH , 1977), 65
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There will be time, if you need us (...) Now it is not time for explanations but for
prompt work.*

The Metropolitan was also having contact with Josip Juraj Strosmajer
through The International Aid Committee for Bosnia and Herzegovina Refu-
gees.®® Being the Chairman of this Committee he asked Strosmajer to actively
participate in its work by sending him an invitation letter on October 20" 1875.
Strosmajer’s reply arrived on October 25™: (...) our heart witness with comfort,
the most educated peoples with no difference judge hard slavery of our people
under inhuman Ottoman yoke, they bless its heroism, every form of yield that
we protect relieves misery and pressure, the holy goal that is taking our mar-
tyrs to death, it is a pledge that blood of our brothers will be seed for better
and happier future (...).%

When the 1875 uprising broke out in Herzegovina and Bosnia, Metropo-
litan Mihailo was trying to get help from Russia.*® On September 14t that year
he addressed the people of Russia* with message*® in which he wrote: Tens of
thousands of poorly dressed and hungry women, children and weak old people
running away from enemy are asking for help and protection from Serbia, Mon-
tenegro and Austrian brothers. Unfortunate people, without roof and shelter,

35 h. Canjenuesnh, Muxaunno, apxuenvckon 6eoepagcku n mutponoant Cpbuje, 522.

3 J1. 10. MaxoMoBa, bankaHCKMit 1aKkMyc. ABCTPO-BeH2epCkas NoanTuka B bocHum n Tepue-
20BMHe 1 poccuickas gunaomatms 1878-1908 (Mocksa: UHapuk, 2021), 148.

" b. Cnujenuesuh, UcTtopuja cpricke npaBociasHe LUpkse, 386-387; b. M. bpaHkoswuh, Mu-
TponoanT Muxauno n yctaHak Cpba y bocHn 1875-1878. 20guHe, 36.

8 Mocksa - Cpbuja, beoepag - Pycuja, [JokymeHTa n matepujam, 408-409; Poccumst u Boc-
cTaHme B bocHuu u lepuezoBuHe 1875-1878. [JlokymeHTbl, peaaktop K. B. Hukudopos (MockBa:
Poccuiickan akagemus Hayk. IHCTUTYT cnaBsHoBefeHus, 2008), 154-155; 162-164; C. Pajl/lh,
Cno/mHa nommtnka Cpbuje. Viamely ouekuBara n peanHocty 1868-1878, 419; W. Tenuh, bo-
CHa M Xepue20BMHa y pyckum mu3Bopuma (1856-1878), 541; B. J., Tpocyn, ,Pycko gpywTBO
n WcTouHa kpu3a 70-Tvx roguHa XIX Beka', y 300pHUKY: Beamka UCTOYHa Kpu3a u Ccpricko
nutare (beorpag: Mcrtopujckun nHCTUTYT, 2019): 51.

% According to the data that Grigory Konstantinovich Gradovsky published in one of his texts
in Russia, by December 28" 1875 financial aid in the amount of 330,873 rubles was collected
in Russia for the people of Herzegovina and Bosnia. J. Jovanovic, ,Zbornik: Bratskaja pomo¢'
postradavsim' semejstvam’ Bosnii i Gercegovini', Bibliotekarstvo, XV/1-2 (1969), 25.

0 Metropolitan of Montenegro Ilarion Roganovi¢ sent a message to Russia describing Turkish
persecutions in Herzegovina and Bosnia and asking for help and protection for Serbian people
suffering in these provinces. J. Jovanovi¢, Zbornik: Bratskaja pomoc' postradavsim' semejstvam'’
Bosnii i Gercegovini, 11.
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they are hiding in woods. Winter is coming, hunger and cold, there is no bread,
there is no money."'

This and similar actions of the Metropolitan, as well as the pressures that
the Serbian authorities placed on him were the subject of a letter from Milica
Stojadinovi¢ on January 10" 1876 to German Andeli¢: (...) anyhow (...) I feel
sorry for him, if he falls, Orthodox Christianity in Turkey would lose, would lose
everything (...) He works without rest.*

Metropolitan Mihailo developed good connections with Anglican Church
circles in the United Kingdom. Since the British Government and Prime Minister
Benjamin Disraeli were not supportive of the Serb uprising in Bosnia, good rela-
tions with Methodists and Baptists were of huge importance for the Serb issue
among the British public. Henry Liddon, a clergyman at St Paul’s Cathedral, had
regular correspondence with the Metropolitan during that time. He wrote that
when he was travelling to Serbia, he had the opportunity to witness Turkish cru-
elty over Orthodox Christians in Bosnia and reported of seeing people impaled
on a stake along the Sava river.*

After Belgrade realized that the war with the Ottoman Empire failed fol-
lowing the defeat of the Serbian army to the Turks in Djunis on October 29
1876, it also recognized the urgent need to establish an organization to deal
with the issue of Serb refugees from Bosnia, Old Serbia and Bulgaria and which
would act as a liaison between the Serbian Government and Serb rebels in Bos-
nia. Serbia’s Ministerial Council decided on September 6/18" 1877 to reactivate
the work of The Main Uprising Support Committee. Metropolitan Mihailo* was

“1J. Jovanovi¢, Zbornik: Bratskaja pomoc’ postradavsim' semejstvam’ Bosnii i Gercegovini, 9.
2. Cnnjenueuh, McTopuja cpricke npaBociasHe upkae, 419; b. M. bpankoswh, Mutponoant
Mwuxawuno n yctaHak Cpba y bocHu 1875-1878. 2oguHe, 37; M. Koswh, n3paemm n McTouHO
nutarbe (beorpap: CLIO, 2007), 150.

M. Kosuh, ,Bennka bpuTaHuja n bocHa M XepueroBuHa y MCTouHoj kpusn (1875-1878)"
360opHuk 3a nctopujy bocHe n Xepue2osmHe, 6 (2009), 166; M. Kosuh, [u3paean 1 McToyHo
nuTarbe, 244; b. M. bpaHkoBuh, Mutponoant Muxauno u yctaHak Cpba y bocHu 1875-1878.
20guHe, 37.

*“ Following disputes among the Serb rebels after the defeat at Crni Potoci, Vid Milanovi¢ and
Simo Cavka travelled for help and advice to Jovan Risti¢ and Metropolitan Mihailo in early
August 1877 but they were not received in friendly manner. Since divisions among the rebels
were constant, Petar Uzelac allegedly asked the Metropolitan in September 1877 whether it was
true that the Government in Belgrade was not supportive of Golub Babi¢ as had been stated by
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reappointed as Chairman of The Committee.* Three letters that he received at
the end of 1877 and in early 1878 from the rebels and people in Bosnia support-
ing the uprising, testify how much they trusted the Metropolitan. Even though
it was known that Serbia had withdrawn its support to the Serb rebels in Bos-
nia, the three letters asked for help to continue supporting the troops of the
uprising, as well as addressing the situation of Bosnian refugees in Austria.*®

On February 16 1879 Archimandrite Sava Kosanovi¢ wrote to Metropoli-
tan Mihailo about the difficulties of Serb people in the provinces of Bosnia and
Herzegovina immediately after the occupation: Peasants, majority of our peo-
ple, remain slaves and they are under bigger pressure than ever before. Agha
preserves all previous rights that are protected by rigorism of the Government.
Maybe it is temporary matter and political direction for the reason of further
occupation - to Thessaloniki. Croats in Sarajevo are furious and everything
that is Serb or Orthodox is despised. | would say that Vienna Ministry does
not approve too much of Croatism. However, Roman Curia and propaganda
work hardly on establishment of schools. Society “Jeronim” is very much pres-
ent in Bosnia with support of the Government. Besides diocese and seminary
in Sarajevo, there will be vicars in Travnik, Banja Luka and even Zvornik. We do
not have any support and encouragement for Orthodox Christianity and our
nationality. Merchants are devoted to acquisition, clergy is thoughtless and
incautious while peasants are confused - it is so poor position that it cannot
get worse.”

Jovo Skobla. B. Kpacuh, YcraHak y bocHn 1875-1878. [paka 3a HoBujy cpricky uctopujy pata
3a ocnoboherve (Hosu Cap, 1884), 189-190; H. Curi¢, Arhivska zbirka Vladimira Desnice. Prilozi
radu Obrovackog odbora i ustanku u Bosni 1875-1878 (Sarajevo: ANUBIH , 1971), 141.

% B. Yybpunosuh, bocaHcku yctaHak 1875-1878, 328.

% Letter of Jovo Skobla sent to Metropolitan Mihailo on September 20% (October 2) 1877
from Knin (Apxve Cpbuje beorpag, ®MUI-TO (1871-1918)-1/23); Letter of Jovo Bilbija sent to
Metropolitan Mihailo on January 13% 1878 from Tiskovac; Letter from Vid Milanovi¢ and Pero
Kreco sent to Metropolitan Mihailo on January 19" 1878 from Tiskovac; Letter from Aleksandar
Katic sent to Metropolitan Mihailo on January 14 1878 from Knin (Apxvs Cprncke npaBociaBHe
LpkBe beorpag, Jinuxn q)OH,D, mMuTponoanTa Muxanna, HecpeheHa rpaF)a; BpaHKOBMh, 2015);
Cpbuja 1878. [JokymeHTu, npupeanan M. Bojsoguh, 1. XXusojuHosuh, A. Mutposuh, P. Ca-
mapuwnh (beorpan: CAHY, 1978), 334.

7 h. Cnunjenuesuh, Muxawno, apxvenuckon 6eoepagckn u mutponoant Cpbuje, 523; b. M.
bpankosuh, Mutponoant Muxanno u yctaHak Cpba y bocHu 1875-1878. 2oguHe, 41.
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After the death of Prince Mihailo, Serbia lost the support of Russia. The
strengthening of democracy in Serbia caused the autocratic regime in Russia to
shift the center of its support to Montenegro, while the main focus of Balkans
politics was on the consolidation of Bulgaria. This was visible from the Articles
of The Treaty of San Stefano.*®

At the Congress of Berlin Austro - Hungary was given mandate to oc-
cupy and govern Bosnia and Herzegovina and this resulted in new problems
for the Orthodox Serbs. Metropolitan Mihailo devoted much attention in try-
ing to resolve them. The highly complex state and legal system that came with
Austro-Hungary’s control in the provinces, required changes in the structure
of the Orthodox Christian Church.*® This situation was used by the occupation
authorities to interfere in the work of the Orthodox Church. One such exam-
ple was to gain influence over lower positions in the clergy and the Orthodox
population through the church hierarchy. Knowing those intentions made it
necessary to downgrade relations with the Patriarch of Constantinople to a for-
mal kind.*® The occupation authorities were not wasting time. They began their
offensive against the Orthodox Church immediately after being assigned con-
trol and occupational authority for the provinces. Besides interference from
state officials, Roman Catholic proselytist propaganda, with a very aggressive
attitude toward the Orthodox Church and Serb people, was also part of the
offensive.” Further, The Patriarchate of Karlovci wanted to place the Orthodox

“ B. NMonosuh, McTouHo nutarbe. Mctopujcku npeaneg 6opbe 0KO ONCTAHKA OCMAHAMjCKe Lid-
peBuHe y JleBaHTy u Ha bankaHy (beorpas: Cnyx0eHn nuct CPJ, BankaHONOWKM WHCTUTYT
CAHY, 1996), 186; 193.

“ Metropolitan Mihailo was trying to influence how the status of the Serb Orthodox Church
in the Eyalet of Bosnia should be resolved prior to conclusion of The Treaty of San Stefano
and also after its suspension. B. Ctojanuesuh, ,MUTPONoaMT Muxanao n nuTarbe ayToHoMMje
Cpnicke UpkBe Yy Typckoj 1878. roanHe’, [1pn03u 3a KHKeBHOCT, je3uk, ctopujy u gosknop,
1-4 (2002/03), 236-237.

0B, Mayap, ,KoHBeHLwja 0 Non0Xajy MpaBocnaBHe LpKBe y BOCHK 1 XepLEeroB1HuM 3ak/byyeHa
1880. roguHe n3mehy Ayctpo-Yrapcke u Lapurpagcke natpujapuunje’, fpuaosu, 11-12 (1975-
1976), 79; b. M. bpaHkoBuh, ,bocHa 1 XepLerouHa u notnmcuBarbe KoHeeHumje 1880. rognHe’,
CuHe3sa - Yaconuc 3a XyMaHUCTUYKe u gpyLuTeeHe Hayke, 2 (2021), 9-10.

51 C. Bykosuh, ,Meluarbe 3emasbcke Bnaje y Capajesy y yHyTpalitbe nocnose Cpricke npaso-
CnaBHe LpkBe 1879. ropuHe’; 360pHiK 3a nctopujy buX, 3 (2002), 195; b. M. bpaHkoBwuh, bocHa
1 Xepue2o08uHa 1 notnucnsarbe KonseHuuje 1880. 2ogunte, 10.
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Church in the occupied provinces under its jurisdiction. These initiatives were
met with strong resistance from the Serb people. They were influenced by Ser-
bia. It realized the danger posed by The Patriachate of Karlovici’s intention to
expand jurisdiction over the provinces. Robert Vasi¢ was of the opinion that the
issue of association of the Orthodox Church in the occupied provinces with The
Patriarchate of Karlovci should be discussed when the ecclesiastical and legal
relations of the Church were being decided. This was accepted by Vienna.*
One year later, in 1879, during the decision-making process on the auto-
cephaly of the Orthodox Church in Serbia, Metropolitan Mihailo sent a request
to the Patriarch of Constantinople. This request was not clear about the terri-
tories under jurisdiction of the Serb Autocephalous Church, nor whether the
Patriarch or Synod should be the head of the Church. The decision to prevent
association of the Orthodox Church in the occupied provinces with the Serb
Orthodox Church seated in Belgrade was taken at the joint session of the prime
ministers of Austria and Hungary.” The view of Austro-Hungary was obvious.
It regarded such an association as a permanent threat to their interests in the
provinces.* The extent of Austro-Hungary's applied authority was clear from
the co-operation between Vienna and The Patriarchate of Constantinople. This

52B. Maviap, lMokpeT Cpba bocHe v XepLie2oBu1He 3a BjepCKo-rpocBjeTHy camoyrnpaBy (CapajeBo:
Becennn Macnewa, 1982), 17; b. Mawap, KoHseHuuja o nonoxajy lpasociasHe upkse y bo-
CHM 1 Xepue20BMHK 3aK/bydeHa 1880. 2oguHe nmehy Ayctpo-Yeapcke v Liapuepagcke na-
Tpujapiumje, 81; 83; B. bornhesuh, ,Crarbe Cpncke npaBocnasHe Lpkse y buX of okynauuje
1878. 5o nouetka 6opbe 3a Bjepcko-NpOCBjeTHY ayToHOMW]y 1896. ropnHe’, macHuk CrL, 3-4
(1959), 50-67; b. M. bpaHkoBuh, bocHa u XepLie2oBUHA M NOTNUCUBAHE KoHBeHuumje 1880.
2ogunHe, 10-11.

>3 Fear that such an idea could be implemented was expressed in the report that the chief of the
Provincial Government of the occupied provinces sent to the Joint Ministry of Finance: Honored
Ministry is aware that the idea of association of the Orthodox Church in Bosnia with the Serb
Orthodox Church is being intensively discussed in the circles of the Orthodox clergy and this is
being supported by the Serb and Russian side. Arhiv Bosne i Hercegovine Sarajevo, ZMF, 5848/
BH, 1879, Virtemberg Hofmanu 17 novembra, 1879; b. M. bpankosuh, bocHa 1 XepLie20B1Ha 1
notnucusarbe KoHseHuuje 1880. eogute, 12.

% b. Mayap, M. Nanwuh, MommTnka n Cprnaka NpaBocaaBHA UPKBA Yy bocHW 1 XepLe2oBuHU
1878-1945 (barbanyka: CMK[ Mpocsjeta, 2005), 15-16; b. Mayap, KoHBeHuUumja 0 nonoxajy
lpaBocnasHe LpkBe y bocHn u XepLie20BuHM 3akwydyeHa 1880. 2oguHe m3mehy Ayctpo-
-Yeapcke u Lljapuepagcke natpujapiumje, 85; b. Mavap, Mokpet Cpba bocHe n XepuezoBuHe
3a Bjepcko-npocBjeTHy camoynpasy, 22-23; b. M. bpaHkoBwuh, bocHa u XepLie20B1Ha v not-
nucuBarbe KoHseHuumje 1880. 20guHe, 12.
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was absolute when it came to the prevention of association of the Orthodox
Church in the occupied provinces with the Orthodox Church in Serbia. That was
confirmed by the decision of the Ecumenical Council dated October 20" 1879
by which the independence of the Serb Orthodox Church was declared as being
within the territory of the Principality of Serbia under the name Independent
Holy church of the Principality of Serbia.>

Within Bosnia, Metropolitan Mihailo had a significant role in the appoint-
ment of Sava Kosanovic to the position of Metropolitan of Dabar-Bosna in 1881
following the dismissal of the previous Metropolitan Antim. While the Serb
public was supportive of Kosanovi¢, the occupation authorities opposed the
idea based upon police reports from Sarajevo warning that he was having reg-
ular contacts with Serbia and the Russian consul.*®

After brief discussion, however, the authorities decided to appoint Ko-
sanovic¢ as the Metropolitan believing that in this way they could have control
over him. During the appointment process Sava Kosanovi¢® asked from the
Patriarch of Constantinople to allow him to address Serbian church-school mu-
nicipalities in the provinces, in order to learn whether the Serb people there
supported his appointment. Besides the opinion of the church-school muni-
cipalities, he also asked for the opinion of Metropolitan Mihailo. His response
to Kosanovi¢’s question was: There are many times when one man cannot do
what he wants to do, and he must accept what he can do at that moment. You
know that even holy laws are being desecrated by inadequate executors. It is
the most important that people over there get righteous bishop who will not
increase their suffering but try to decrease it. People look at you and people
want to give you a hug trying to get fatherly comfort and morality. These are
the reasons that make us advice you to not to give up the offer and leave a
poor herd without a good shepherd.

> b. Maylap, KoHseHumja o nosoxajy llpasociasHe upkBe y bocHu 1 XepLe20BrHu 3aK/byqeHa
1880. 2oguHe n3mehy Ayctpo-Yeapcke u Liapuepagcke natpujapuumje, 86.

5 b. Mayap, M. Manuh, Moantuka n Cpnaka npaBocIaBHA UPKBA y BocHM 1 XepLezoBrHM
1878-1945, 48.

5 He was chirotonized on April 10" 1881.

%8 B. Makcumosuh, Mutponoant Casa KocaHosuh 1839-1903 (JobpyH — Capajeso: [abap,
2003), 38.
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During the uprising in Herzegovina in 1882, Metropolitan Mihailo was an
active member of the group in Serbia that was agitating against Austro-Hungar-
ian politics of occupation in the provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina, as well as
collecting aid for the rebels.> According to Austro-Hungarian intelligence data,
activities of aid collection for the rebels were made through the Red Cross in
Serbia, in which the Metropolitan was its head.®

In the same period the Metropolitan began having to deal with problems
that were directly affecting him within Serbia. After the Austro-Serbian Conven-
tion of 1881 Serbia ceased its duties to Serb nationals in the occupied provinces
of Bosnia and Herzegovina for Austro - Hungarian support in the process of
proclamation of Prince Milan as King of Serbia.®" This development saw Stojan
Novakovic¢ assigned with responsibility to place the Church and Metropolitan
Mihailo under state control. This he carried out by publication of the Law on
Charging High Fees for Clerical Ranks in April 1881. The Metropolitan react-
ed harshly. He believed that this Law represented interference of the state in
the internal affairs of the church.®* Serbia’s Progressive Party led Government,
Prince Milan and supporters of Austro-Hungary criticized him. Vienna officially
warned Prince Milan about the Metropolitan’s agitation in the occupied pro-
vinces, demanding that such activities end. This was a clear signal that Prince
Milan should dismiss Mihailo from the position of Metropolitan. The decision
to do so was carried out on October 30" 1881.%3

*9 H. Kapidzi¢, Hercegovacki ustanak 1882. godine (Sarajevo: Veselin Maslesa, 1973), 256; B.
Kasumuposuh, Hukona fawuh n we2080 goba 1845-1926, k. 2 (beorpap: Hoea Espona,
Kyntypa, 1990), 437.

%0 H. KapidZi¢, Hercegovacki ustanak 1882. godine, 260-261; B. Kasaumuposwh, Hukona Mawmh
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Although that was the situation, according to Austro-Hungarian intelli-
gence data, even after his dismissal Metropolitan Mihailo continued as head of
the Committee that was supporting the Serb uprising in Herzegovina. This was
one reason why such pressure was placed on him in Serbia in 1882. That was
especially demonstrated by the Austro-Hungarian representative in Belgrade,
who requested that the Government transfer the Metropolitan from Belgrade
to a monastery to prevent his connections with the Committee and with Serbs
in the occupied provinces. That this was the extent to which action against him
could go, was confirmed by a communication from Metropolitan Mihailo to
Jovan Risti¢, saying that Stojan Novakovi¢ had informed him that the Govern-
ment would send him to monastery by force. Because of these extreme pres-
sures, the Metropolitan left Serbia in 1883. He journeyed through Constantino-
ple and Bulgaria and arrived in Russia in the summer of 1884.% During the time
he spent in Russia he refrained from plans for subversions. Rather he engaged
in assessing the politics of Serbia, criticizing the Government of the Progressive
Party and in emphasizing that Serbia’s alliance with Austro-Hungary would re-
sult in loosing Old Serbia and Macedonia in the same way that its earlier ac-
tions had resulted in loosing Bosnia and Herzegovina.®

However, within five years political circumstances had changed. With the
abdication of King Milan in 1889 and adoption of the new Constitution, the
improved environment enabled Metropolitan Mihailo to return to his homeland
safely. The invitation for his return was sent in April by the new Government
led by Sava Grujic.*® He came back quietly and his first task was to resolve the
disputable laws between the state and Church. His main aim was to strengthen
national politics in Old Serbia and Macedonia.®” His return was objected the
most strongly by Austro-Hungary, which feared he would renew activities in
Bosnia and Herzegovina.®® His interest in the situation affecting Serb people

upkBa, 151-152; C. Tepauh, Ha kanujama KOHCTAHTUHOMO/bA. Pycuja n 6aNKaHCKO NUTame y
19. Beky, 622.

* M. Bojsoauh, Mutponomt Muxawnno n CtojaH Hosakosuh, 160.

® Ibid, 161.

% C. Tepauh, Ha kannjama KOHCTAHTUHOMO/bA. Pycuja n 6ankaHcko nutare y 19. Beky, 635.
7M. Bojsoauh, Mutponoant Muxauno n CtojaH Hoakosuh, 161.
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and Church in these provinces proved that Austro-Hungary was not wrong.
In order to obtain as precise information as possible Metropolitan Mihailo, in
one of his last acts for the cause he had served, sent Mile Pavlovi¢ Krpa on a
secret mission in the occupied provinces. Pavlovi¢ published his observations
in the book Orthodox Christianity in Bosnia and Herzegovina in 1898. In it he
described the difficulties from political, economic and religious pressures on
Serb people in these provinces.®

The death of Metropolitan Mihailo in 1898 was a huge loss for the Ser-
bian people. A great hero for national unification had passed. As Metropoli-
tan across four decades he was not only a dedicated servant of the Orthodox
Church. His commitment and support to Serbs in the provinces of Bosnia and
Herzegovina made an extensive impact on the development of the idea of na-
tionhood, as well as in the formulation of national goals in those provinces. So
too were his predictions on the hostile attitude of Austro-Hungary toward the
Serb people, which proved to be correct and very obvious before, and during,
World War I.

% . Cnnjenuesuh, MicTopuja cpricke npaBociaBHe Lipkee, 415-416.
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MUTPOMOJINT MNXANJIO (JOBAHOBWH)
N MTOKPAJVHE BOCHA U XEPLLETOB/HA

Pe3snume: Mutponoamt Muxawno (JoBaHoBumh) buo je nobopHuMK ngeje o
ocnobohetrby cix Cpba 0g OCMAHCKe BAACTU U yjegurberba y jegHy HaUMOHA-
HY gp)Kasy, C TUM y Be3u 1 NMOKpajuHe bocHa n XepLe20BnHA Cy HeM30CTaBHO
bune y okycy He20Be NaxHe 1 HaUMOHAIHOR §jes0Batbd, LUTO je HApOYUTO
MOKA3MBAO 34 Bpujeme CPrcKkmx ycTaHaka 1852-1862, 1875-1878. n 1882. 2o-
guHe. Hbe20Ba aH2aXO0BAHOCT Y MOMa2arby CPIICKOM HApogy y nokpajuHama
bocHn n Xepue2oBnHM U3BpLLINAA je BeMKM yTULAj HA pa3BOj HALMOHA/IHE
MUCIU 1 POPMYINCAHbE HAUMOHAHUX Lin/beBa Y OBUM MOKPAjUHAMA, d Hbe-
20Ba npegsuharba 0 HerpujaTe/bCKoOM gpxkarby AycTpo-Yeapcke npema cpii-
CKOM Hapogy NoKasa/da cy ce Ta4yHa 1 HapoynTo BMG/bMBA 3a Bpujeme 1pBoe
CBjeTckoz2 para. MoimTn4ku je 1Mo NpuBPXKeH capagrbu ca Pycujom WTo my
je goHocuno Henpunvke y Cpbunju y MOMeHTUMA Kag ce OHA OCIaHaad Ha
AyCTpo-Yeapcky, a WTo je goBeao go me208e cmjeHe 1881. 2oguHe. HaKoH
noBpatka y Cpbujy n'y MUTponoanTcky ctoimuy 1889. 20guHe HACTaBmo je
€A HAUMOHAIHMM pagom, anu oBaj nyT Buwe obpahajyhu naxy Ha Ctapy
Cpbujy n MakegoHujy, He20 Ha nokpajuHe bocHy u Xepue2oBuHy. Ca cmphy
muTpononnta Muxauna 1898. 2oguHe cpnckm Hapog n32ybmo je Besmkoe bop-
Lid 30 HAUMOHAJIHO yjegurberbe.

KmbydHe pujeun: Muxauno (JoBaHosuh), Cpbuja, nokpajuHe bocHa un
XepLe20BMHa, MOJIMTUKA, LPKBA.





