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Annomayusa. B 2019 romy B benrpage Obul omyOJIMKOBaH TPyA H3BECTHOTO CEpOCKOTO
ucropuka Ausekcanapa PakoBuua «YepHoropckuit cemapatusm». OTa  paborta cTana
KBUHTACCEHIMEHN AesTenbHOoCcTH A. PakoBuua 1o M3y4eHHIO COBPEMEHHOM MCTOPHM CEpOCKOTOo
Hapoza. B cBoell KHUIe aBTOp paccMaTpuBaeT OCHOBBI CETOJHALIHETO CELECCHOHUCTCKOIO
JBUKEHUSI CTpPaHbl, MPEJOCTaBisAs JOCTaTOYHO IIMPOKUN HCTOPUYECKHIl 0030p coObITHI
MOCJIEAHUX CTa JIET, IPUBEAIINX K BOSHUKHOBEHMIO He3aBUCUMOU YepHoropuu.

Kniouesvie cnosa: cepObl, uepHoropisl, cenapatusM, YepHoropus, CepOus, JKykaHoBuu,
cepOckas UIEHTUYHOCTb, XOPBAThI.

Abstract. The work by a well-known Serbian historian Aleksandar Rakovi¢ Montenegrin
Separatism was published in 2019 in Belgrade. This work has become quintessential in
A. Rakovi¢’s studies of contemporary history of the Serbian people. In his book, the author
considers the foundations of today’s secessionist movement in the country and provides a fairly
broad historical overview of the last century’s events which resulted in the emergence of
independent Montenegro.
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[Ipupoaa He TEPIUT MYCTOTHI: TaM, IJIE JIFOJIU HE 3HAIOT
MIPaBJIbl, OHU 3AIOJIHSIOT MTPOOEITBI IOMBICTAMH.
bepnapo Loy

HoBas paGota crapuiero HaydyHOro cotpyaHuka MHcTUTyTa HOBeMIel ucropun
Cepbuu (benrpan) Anekcannpa PakoBuua «UepHOropckuii cemapaTiuaM» MOCBSIIEHA
MCTOKaM M OCHOBHBIM XapaKTEPHUCTUKAM YEPHOTOPCKOro cernapaTu3Ma B IPOLLUIOM U
HacrosimeM. B 2000-e rr. A. PakoBu4 jonroe BpeMsi paboTai CHaydajia B COIO3HOM
(2001-2003 rr.), a 3aTeM u B pecnydsukanckom (2008—2012 rr.) MUHHUCTEPCTBE IO
BOIIPOCaM PEJIMIUU, a Takke Ha borocnoBckoMm (akynsrere benrpanckoro YHusep-
cutera (20042008 rr.)'. ITo Bceil BHANMOCTH, MMEHHO STHM OGYCIOBICH MHTEPEC
aBTopa k uctopuu CepOckoit [IpaBocnasnoit Llepksu (CIILL), a Takxke peIuruno3HbIM
CBSI3sIM CEpOOB, UTO OTPA3UJIOCh B PsjIe 3HAUMMBIX HAyYHBIX MOHOTpaduil U crarei
A. PakoBuya mo 3toil Temaruke. Ilomumo mpouero, A. PakoBuu Takke H3BECTEH
CBOMMM HCCIIEJOBAHUSIMHM PA3IUYHBIX aCIIEKTOB MCTOpUM couuaimuctuyeckoil KOro-
ciaBuu, coBpeMeHHOM uctopun Cepbuu u UepHoropuu. B yacTHoCcTH, B mTOCIEIHNE
roJibl OCHOBHOE BHUMAHHE OH yJIEJIsI aclieKTaM, 00YCIOBUBLIMM BbIX0J YepHOropuu
U3 coCTaBa CO3HOro rocynapctsa ¢ CepOueil, paccMarpuBas 3Ty MpoOJieMy Kak ¢
MOJINTUYECKOMN, TaK ¥ C STHOKOH()ECCHOHAIBHOM TOUEK 3PEHUSI.

«YepHOropckuii cenapaTu3My» aHaJIU3UPyEeT UCTOPUIO BOZHUKHOBEHUS CaMOM ce-
LIECCUOHUCTCKON HJIeW Ha TEPPUTOPUU CTPaHbl, OCOOEHHOCTU «IpeoOpazoBaHHON
UJICHTUYHOCTU» U CO3JIaHUSI «YEPHOTOPCKON» HAIlMU, YTBEPKIEHUS cepOodhoOrm KaK
rocyJapCTBEHHOW MOJIUTUKH, & TAKKE BOIMPOCHI, CBA3aHHBIE C MTPOLIECCOM «JIecepOou-
3alMu» U ero uctokamu. KirtoueBoe BHUMAaHHUE aBTOP MPH 3TOM YIENSIET BHEIIHEMY
dakTopy, ToBopsi 00 OCHOBHBIX OcHeduIMapax TaKoW MONUTUKHU. J[aHHBIH TOIX0]
aBTOpa JenaeT paboTy Kak HUKOTAa akTyanbHOW. CeromnsiiHue coObiTus B YepHo-
TOPUU CBUJAETENIBCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO «JlecepOu3alus» CTpaHbl Jajneka OT 3aBepllie-
HUS, @ aKTUBU3ALMs COOBITUI B pecnyOJIMKe MPUBIIEKAET BCE OOJIbIIee BHUMAHUE HC-
cieoBaTesnel, 3aHMMalOIINXCS FOrOCIABIHCKUMH HapOJdamMHu.

B coBpemenHoit uctopuorpadguu HanOosiee SpKo BbIIEISIOTCS ABE TOUKU 3PEHUS
Ha UcTOpHio YepHOTOPUM U HA HAUMOHAIBHYIO UACHTUYHOCTh ee HaceneHud. [lep-
Basi, OCHOBBIBAsICh B OCHOBHOM Ha MCTOPUYECKUX MCTOYHUKAX, TOBOPUT O TIPUHAJ-
JexxHOCTH YepHoropun K cepOCKOMy UCTOPHUECKOMY mpocTpaHcTBY. Hacemnstomiue
3Ty TEPPUTOPHIO IJIEMEHA MCIIOBEAOBANH, KaK MPaBUIIO, XPUCTHAHCTBO MO BOCTOY-
HOMY 00pas3ily ¥ JOBOJBHO PAaHO HAYa M UACHTHU(PUIIMPOBATH CE0s B paMKaxX €IMHOMN
cepOCKoi dTHHUUECKON coobOmHocTh. [IpeacTaBurenu BTOpON TOYKHM 3pEHMs, 3adac-
TYI0 TOJIb3YSICh MAacCHITAOHBIMU XPOHOJIOTMYECKUMHU TpoOerIamMu, CHEeKyJIupys AaH-

' Jlp Anexcammap Pakouh // Wucruryr 3a HoBujy wucropujy CpGmje. — URL:

https://www.inisbgd.co.rs/cir/biografija-i-bibliografija/66/2019/06/05/dr-aleksandar-rakovic.html
(mara obpamenus — 14.02.2020)
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HBIMA HCTOPUYECKUX HCTOYHUKOB W 3aHUMASACh IMOJMEHOW MOHSATHUM, OTPUIIAIOT
CBSI3b C cepObaMu U cepOCKUM KyJIbTYpHBIM MPOCTPAHCTBOM U 3aSIBISIOT O CYIIECT-
BOBAaHUU YEPHOTOPIIEB KaK OTAEIHHOW HAIMU CO CBOUM COOCTBEHHBIM SI3BIKOM U
KYyJIbTYpPHBIM KOAOM. MIMEHHO NEPBYIO TOUKY 3pEHUSI aKTUBHO MOJAJECPKUBACT U Jie-
TaJbHO OOOCHOBBIBAET B cBoei pabote A. PakoBuu. [loMrMo Hero, Ha 3TUX MO3UIIU-
X CTOWUT W 3HAYMTENbHAs YacTh akajeMu4eckoro coobdbmectBa CepOuu, Poccun,
yacTb yueHbIX U3 CIIA u crpan EC, a takxke camoil YepHoropuu. Cpean HUX MOX-
HO BBIJICJIUTH TaKUX HCCIIedoBaTelei, Kak A. raCTI/IHl“Cz, E.1IO. FyCLKOBa3, C. Tep-
sua’ u psg apyrux. TeM He MeHee, Y IPO-4epPHOTOPCKO BEPCHH HCTOPHH CTPAHBI
TaKXe €CTh HEMAJI0 CTOPOHHUKOB CPENIM HCCIIeIoBaTelied Kak B UepHoropuu, Tak u
3a pyoexom, Harpumep, XK. AugpusimeBuy, [1. PaCToI[eps, C. [asnosuu’ u Ipyrue.
Tpyn «HepHOTOpPCKHMM cenapaTu3M» pa3leieH aBTOPOM HA TPU YacTH U JBEHa-
auaTth riaaB. Bo BBeneHMM aBTOp 0003HAYaeT CBOM B3IV HA MCTOPUIO CEPOCKOIO
HapoJia B YepHOTropHH, BBIIBUTAET HECKOJIBKO MOCTYJIATOB, @ TAaKK€ OOOCHOBBIBAET
TaKoe CMBICIIOBOE pasnenenue Tpyaa. [lepBas wacts — «IIpeobpazoBanHas UaeHTUY-
HOCTB» — IOCBSIIIEHA UCTOPUHU PA3TUYHBIX MOMBITOK (POPMUPOBAHUS YEPHOTOPCKOM
«HaumW». BBO/ISI HECKOJIBKO HOBBIX MOHATHI, aBTOP aKIEHTUPYET BHUMAHUE Ha pe-
aJIbHOM, MO €r0 MHEHHUIO, UICHTUYHOCTH, B COOTBETCTBUM C KOTOPON YEPHOTOPIIBI B
CBOEH CYIIHOCTH SIBJSIIOTCSI HE KEMU WHBIM, Kak cepOamu. [Ipu s3tom A. PakoBuu
MOJIKPEIUISIET CBOIO MO3UIUIO CCHUIKAMU HE TOJIBKO Ha COOCTBEHHO cepOCKHUE HCTOY-
HUKH U UCTOpuOrpaduio, HO U Ha padOTHI 3apyOEKHBIX UCTOPUKOB. 3HAUUTEIHLHYIO
4acTh MEPBOM IJ1aBbl 3aHUMAET ONKMCAHUE WUJIEU U BESIHWM, BHECEHHBIX Ha TEPPUTO-
puto YepHoropuu ¢ cepennnbl XIX B., KOTOpbIE aBTOP AAET B XPOHOJIOTUYECKOM I10-
psaake. A. PakoBu4 npsiMO yKa3bIBaeT Ha OTKPOBEHHOE MU(POTBOPUECTBO CO3/aTeNei
«UEPHOTOPCKOM HAlUM» M OYEHBb SICHO TMPOCIEkKUBaeT co3faanue muda od 000co6-
JISHHBIX YEpHOTroplax, «He cepOax», B mepuoj ¢ koHna XIX — navana XX B. u 3a-
KaH4YMBasi COBPEMEHHOCTHIO. ['0BOps 0 nepBoit yeTBepTu XX B., aBTOP OTMEYAET, YTO
YEepHOTOPCKUI cenapaTu3M B TO BpeMsl MOT ObITh JIMIb BUAOM CEpPOCKOro cemnapa-

? Hastings A. The Construction of Nationhood: Ethnicity, Religion and Nationalism. — Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 1997.

3 I'vewrosa E.FO. CepOusi: OT HjieH 10rociaBu3Ma k uaee cepocrsa / Crassine n Poccnst: TIpo-
6nemsbl BoitHbI U Mupa Ha bankanax. XVIII-XXI BB.: k 100-eTuto co qHS pOKICHUS aKaJeMUKa
FO.A. Tlucapesa: coopauk crateit / mon penakiueir C. . Jlanuenko u ap. — Mocksa: UHCTHTYT
cimaBstHOBemenns PAH, 2017. — C. 509-524.

Terzi¢ S. Ideoloski koreni crnogorske nacije 1 crnogorskog separatizma. — URL:
http://www.rastko.rs/rastko-cg/povijest/terzic-ideoloski_korijeni.html  (mara  oOpamenuss  —
15.01.2020)

. Anopuswmesuy K., Pacmooep [ll. ctopust UepHoropun. — [loaropuma: Llentp uepHOTOp-
ckoit auacnopsl, 2009.

® Paviovic S. Balkan Anschluss: The Annexation of Montenegro and the Creation of the Com-
mon South Slavic State. — West Lafayette: Purdue University Press, 2008.
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TH3Ma, W JIMIIb B IUIAHE TOCYJAPCTBEHHON MJEH, HO HUKAK HE B HAIMOHAILHOM .
Hanee A.PakoBHY J€TaqbHO MPOCIEKUBACT SBOJIIOLNUIO BO3HUKIIETO B KOHIIE
1910-x rr. OBMKEHHUS «3€JeHalleil», KoTopoe, Oyaydd HM3HAYAJIbHO CEpPOCKUM TIO
cBOeMYy xapakrtepy, B 1940-x rr. yke BbICTyHal0 Kak aHTUCEPOCKasi BOCHU3UPOBAH-
Has rpynnupoBka. B ronael counanuctnyeckoi OrocnaBum B YepHoropuu Ha odu-
LIAAJIBHOM YPOBHE YTBEPAMJIACH W€ O CYLIECTBOBAHMU YEPHOTOPLEB KAaK OTHAEIb-
HOM HallM{, OJHAKO HA ATOM 3Talle OHA PACCMATPUBAIACh UMEHHO KAaK OTBETBIICHHE
cepOoB. Cam A. PakoBuY mpu TOM HE NPUHUMAET HU PAJUKAIBHBIX, HU KOMIIPO-
MUCCHBIX TOJKOBaHUN. KOMMEHTUPYS yTBEPKACHUS HEKOTOPHIX UCTOPUKOB O CYIIle-
CTBOBAaHMWU YEPHOTOPCKOIO U CEPOCKOr0 HAPOAOB C €AUHBIM HUCTOPHUYECKUM M KYJb-
TYPHBIM TPOMCXOXKIECHHUEM, OH TOBOPUT O HEBO3MOKHOCTH YCTAHOBJIEHUS JIBYX
«MACHTUYHBIX Hauui». [Io ero MHEHHIO, B KOMIUIEKCHOM MCTOPUYECKOM IIPOLIECCE B
YepHOTOPHH CIIOKHIACH TOIBKO CepOCKas HaLHs .

XapaKkTepHO, YTO ABTOP TAKXKE CEPHE3HOEC BHUMAHUE YACISAET ICUXOJIOTMYECKUM
O0COOEHHOCTSIM YEPHOTOpLEB U cepOOB. YKa3biBasi HA SAPKO BBIPAKEHHYIO arpeccuB-
HOCTb U PE3KOCTh «OOpalIeHIEB», OTKA3aBIIMXCA OT CEpOCKOW HIAEHTHYHOCTH,
A. PakoBUY OTMEYAET, 4TO NMEPEXO] B HOBOE 3THOKOH(PECCHOHATIBHOE KaYECTBO UMEI
IUISL TAKKX JIFOJEN CEPhE3HBIE NICUXOJIOTHUECKUE U COLMabHbIe nocaeAcTBusa. Camux
«00OpalIeHIIEB» aBTOP MOJAPA3EiAeT Ha «aHTUCEPOOBY (OTPULIAIOIIUX BCE CEPOCKOE)
W, KaKk TPOSBIICHUE KpalHeh ctaauu, «cepoodoOoBy». KiroueBbiM (hakTOpoM Takon
«necepouzauun» A. PakoBuu cunmrtaer BaTukaH, a UCHOJHUTENEM — KaTOJIMYECKYIO
1epkoBb B XopBatnu. CaMHuX K€ XOpBAaTOB OH IIPU 3TOM HAa3bIBAET «IIOKATOJUYEH-
HBIMH cepOaMm».

Bo BTOpOi yacTu, nmonayuyuBiield Ha3zBaHHEe «AHTHCEPOCTBO U cepbododus», oc-
BEIlaeTCsl Hay4yHas AUCKyccus, pazropeiuasica B 1960—1980-x rr. Bokpyr Bompoca o
«YEPHOTOPCKOM HJIEHTUYHOCTH», & TAKKE PACCMATPUBAKOTCA HIEH W TMOCTYJAThI
MIPUBEP>KEHIIEB YEPHOTOPCKOTo cenaparu3ma. [[o MHEHHI0 aBTOpa, aHTUCEPOCKUM
XapaKTep YEPHOrOPCKOro HALMOHAIM3MA CTajJl aKTUBHO NpOABIATECA B 1970-¢ rT. Ha
(doHe pasropeBieiics B coceHeld XOpBaTUU «XOPBATCKOM BECHBI». BmecTte ¢ Xop-
BATCKUM HAllMOHAJIMCTUYECKUM JBHKEHHEM BHOBb BO3HHUKIIM U YEPHOTOPCKHUE Ipa-
BbI€ MJIEH, 3a4acTyl0, Kak cuuTaeT A. PakoBHUY, OTKPOBEHHO ()PAHKUCTCKOTO TOJIKA.
OTH HUJIEU TIOJYYUIIA BBIPAKEHUS B «HCCIIETOBAHUAX» HEKOTOPBIX YUYEHBIX, KOTOPBIE
MPULUIA K BBIBOAY, YTO YEPHOTOPUBI SABIAKOTCA PE3YJIbTATOM CIUSHHS 3amaJHOCIIa-
BSHCKOI'O 3JIEMEHTa C TOTaMU U JIATUHCKUM 3JIEMEHTOM; ydacTue cepOoOB B ITOM
IIpOLIECCE BCAYECKHA OTPULAIOCH. ABTOP NIPUXOAUT K BBIBOJY, UTO CTOPOHHUKH TAKO-
r'0 poja TEOPUI BBICTPAUBAIN CBOM HCCIEAOBAHMS HA aHTAKUPOBAHHOM TOJIKOBAHHUH

7 Paxosuli A. Ljproropcku cenapatusam. — beorpan: Catena mundi, 2019. — C. 77.
¥ Pakoeuh A. puoropcku cenaparuzam. — C. 91.
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BBIPBAHHBIX M3 KOHTEKCTAa UCTOPUYECKUX (DAKTOB, a TaKKe HAa MCTOUYHHKAX COMHHU-
TEIBHOTO XapaKTepa. .

AHanoruyHble MOJXO0JIbI MTPOCMATPUBAIOTCS W BO B3MUIs1aX Ha 0ojiee COBpPEMEH-
HBIE COOBITHS. AHTHOIOPOKpATHUECKYIO peBoonnio A. PakoBuy Ha3piBaeT cepOckoi
M0 XapakTepy, TorJa Kak 4YepHOTOPCKHUE CEMapaTHCThl U JUOepasibl pacCMaTpUBAIN
ee Kak «akT okoH4aTtesnbHOro pacrnana» COPHO. Ilocnennue, kak cuuTaeT aBTOp, B
OTBET Ha coObITUS KOHIA 1980-X TT., KOT/1a C HOBOM CHJION aKTUBU3UPOBAJIOCH CEepO-
CKOE€ JBWXXEHHE, CIUIOTHINCH B Hawaie 1990-x rr. Bokpyr JluGepanbHOro corosa
UYepnoropuu (JICH). Croponnuku JICYU, mo A. PakoBuuy, cTpeMsCh KOONTHPOBATh
YepHoropuio B 3amagHyl0 KaTOJWYECKYIO HMBUIM3AIMOHHYIO cepy M BOCXBAIA
MJICOJIOTOB YEPHOTOPCKOTO cenmapaTu3Ma BpeMeH BTopoi MUPOBOM BOWHBI, MHOTHE
13 KOTOPBIX COTPYAHUYAIN C HALIMCTAMM, SIBJSIIOTCS, 110 CYTH, HALIMOHAJIMCTAMU Tpa-
BO-(PaHKUCTCKOrO Xapaktepa. B To ke Bpems, mpuiieaiias K BIaCTH MOCJIe aHTH-
OIOPOKpPATHUUECKON PEBOJIIOLIUU JIUTa, OOBEIUHUBILASACSA B YACTHOCTH BOKpYT Jlemo-
kparnueckor Ilaptuum ConmanucroB (HAIIC, OwiBmieit CKY, nepenMeHOBaHHOW B
1992 r.), nonp30BaBIICHCS HApPOJHOW MOIIEPKKOM, MOHAYaly aKTUBHO IPOTHUBO-
crosuta JICH. Tem He meHee, psij ee PyHKIIMOHEPOB, KaK U3BECTHO, BO BTOPOM IOJIO-
BrHE 1990-X IT. mepenuiM Ha OTKPOBEHHO CENAapaTUCTCKHUE IMO3WLHH, B YaCTHOCTHU
npembep-MuHUCTP M. JIKykaHOBHUY U ero okpyskeHue. [IpuunHy oTkaza oT cepockoit
WJIEW CO CTOPOHBI HEKOTOPHIX aesitenei pykopoasuien AIIC u apyrux KpymHbIX IMo-
TUTUKOB A. PakoBHY BUAMT B MX CJa00XapaKTEpHOCTH, MPOSBIEHHON Ha (QoHE TH-
KEJIBIX YCIIOBUH, B KOTOphIX OKka3anach Coro3Has PecniyOnuka FOrocnaBus (CPIO) B
cepenune 1990-x rr.: Heynauu cepOckoro nemwxkenus B bocuuu u I'eprierosune (bul’)
1 X0pBaTuH, 3KOHOMUYECKHE CAHKIIMUA MEXTYHAPOIHOIO COOOIIECTBA, AEMOHU3ALIUS
3apyoesxxupiMu CMU cepOckoro Hapoaa. C 3Toro MOMeHTa HaunHaeT HabupaTth 000-
poTHI TIpouiece «aecepouzaunn». Hanbosiee 04eBUAHYIO pOJIb B HEM ChITpall aMepu-
KaHCKU BHemHUM ¢akrop. 3agavya CIIIA, kak oTmedaer aBTOp, COCTOsANA B CO3/a-
HUW YEPHOTOPCKOM HAllMM W TOCYJIapcTBa, MpOTUBONOCTaBiIeHHOro CepOuu, — aHTH-
rocyaapcta. CIIOXHMBIIAsCS CUTyallusi co3jana B cTpaHe atMmochepy cepbododum,
npuMepsl KoTopoit A. PakoBuu moapoOHo pazbupaer. Tak, Obul co3gaH psij aHTH-
cepOCKUX opraHuzauuii U yupexaeHui (JykisHckas akajgemusi), BBEJIEH HECYIIEeCT-
BYIOIIIMI YEPHOTOPCKUM SI3BIK, packoiabHuKkaMu 3 CepOckoii [TpaBocinaBuoi LlepkBu
(CIIL) yupexnena Yepnoropckas IlpaBocnaBhas Ilepkoss (UIILL), coBepmanuch
Hanajenus Ha aesteneid u o0bekThl CIIL. CepObl B OTBET HA CEMapaTUCTCKYIO JIEs-
TEJIBbHOCTh PYKOBOJCTBA CTPAHbl OTBETHJIM CAMOOPTaHU3ALMEN, B TOM YHUCIIE B BUJC
CO3MIaHUSI psiia KPYHHBIX TMOJUTUYECKUX MapTUl W BEIEHUS KYJIbTYpHO-
MIPOCBETUTEINILCKON nesiTesIbHOCTU. KimtoueByto posib B 3ToM mporecce urpaet CIIL,
YEPHOTOPCKO-ITPUMOPCKOM MUTPOIOINU KOTOPOW CEroJHs MPUHAIIEKHUT aOCOIOT-

® Pakoeuh A. Hpuoropcku cenaparuzam. — C. 115.

636 2020 » Vol.4 e+ Ne2



http://hpchsu.ru Reviews

HO€ OOJIBIIMHCTBO MPABOCIABHBIX MPUXOJ0B U MOHACTBIPEH cTpaHbl. B 1ienom, mpu-
XOJIUT K BBIBOAY aBTOp pabOThI, CenapaTUCTaM MOKa HE yJIaJoCh PEIIUTh CBOIO 3aja-
yy. KiroueBasi nmpobnema uepHoropckoit Haruu, mo A. PakoBuuy, 3akirodaercss B
TOM, YTO OHA «HE UMEET COACPKAHUI» U SIBISAETCS HE PE3yJIbTATOM CIIOKHOTO MHO-
TOBEKOBOI'0 UCTOPUYECKOTO MPOLECCA, a NUCKYCCTBEHHBIM TBOpeHHEM X X—XXI BB.

Tperbst yacTh o3arnasieHa A. PakoBuueM «AHTUTOCYHapcTBO». M3Ha4ambHO OH
BBIJICJISIET JIBA YPOBHSI TOJKOBAHUS 3TOr0 TEPMHUHA: SKOHOMHUYECKUU WU TMOJIUTHYE-
CKHil. B S5KOHOMMYECKOM IJIaHE OH TOBOPUT O MapajuIeIbHOW SKOHOMHKE, KOTOpas
Obla co3ngana B YepHoropuu emie B cepenaune 1990-x IT. U OCHOBBIBAJIACh HA KOH-
TpabaHjie curapeT u Toprosie JoapMu. Ee 6eneduimapamu, kak 0OTMEYaeT aBTop CO
CCBUIKOM Ha PAI KYPHAIMCTCKUX PACCICHOBAHMUM, a TAK)KE JAHHBIE UTAIbSHCKUX
MIPaBOOXPAHUTENIbHBIX OPTraHoB, ABISIUCH M. J[)KykaHOBUY U ero okpyxkenue. O0b-
ABJICHHE TpaBUTeIbLCTBOM M. JDxykanoBuua Yepuoropuu od@duiopHoi 30HOU B
1996 rony A.PakoBHY cUMTAaeT HayajgoOM €ro CEmnapaTUCTKou aesrenbHOCTU. [Ips-
MBIM CJIEJICTBUEM TaKOH MOJUTUKU, IO MHEHUIO PakoBHuYa, SBISETCA U OTKa3 pyKo-
BOJICTBA CTPaHbI OT CEpPOCKOI0o JUHApa, C MEPEX0/I0M CHaYala Ha HEMELIKYI0 MapKy, a
3aTEM — Ha €BPO.

[TonmuTHYECKUI acleKT aHTUIOCYJapcTBa 3aKIJIIOYAETCs B CYIIHOCTH COBPEMEH-
HOI UepHoropuu, ee yTBEpKJAECHUU KaK IMOJTHOW MPOTUBOIOJIOKHOCTH HCTOPUIECKOM
rocyJapCTBEHHOCTH KaK caMoi CTpanbl, Tak U Cepoun, ¢ KoTopoit YepHoropus pas-
NEeNsieT OJHY W Ty K€ HAIMOHAIBHYIO HJICHTHYHOCTb. UYEpHOropus CErojaHs, IO
A. PakoBuuy, — HUYTO Jpyroe, Kak aHTu-CepOusi |, H IMEHHO B 3TOM 3aKIIOYaeTCs
€€ EIMHCTBEHHAs peajbHas WACHTUYHOCTh. ['JIaBHBIM K€ MOJUTHYECKUM Bparom
CTpaHbl, B CBSA3H C 3TUM, CTaJIH CEpPOBbI.

OcHOBHOE BHMMaHHUE B ATOW YacCTH aBTOp yAEJsIeT coObITHsM B UepHoropuu B
1990-2010-¢e rr. OH naet ucuepnbiBaromuii 0030p otHomeHuit Cepobun u YepHoro-
pUM B paMKax OJHOTO rOCyJIapCTBa, B XOJ€ KOTOPOIO MOATBEPKAAET CBOIO MBICIb.
Taxk, Mo ero MHEHHUIO, Ha4aJIo0 CELIECCUHOHUCTCKOMY MyTH YepHOropuu ObLIO MOJIOXKE-
HO ctropoHHuKamu J[>xykanoBuya B nipassuieit JI1C B 1997 r. Ilonavany M. JIxyka-
HOBUY 3aurpbiBaji ¢ cepockumu m3bupatensimu v CIIL, 9To0s puBIeYsh UX TOI0Ca
Ha MapJIaMeHTCKUX BbiOopax 1998 r., omHako 3aTeM BCTaJl HA OTKPOBEHHO aHTHCEPO-
CKH€ MO3MIIMM U Hayal «IOATauuBaThy COl3HOE rocyaapctBo u CepOuto. Ilomyuus
HE3aBUCUMOCTh, UepHOTropusi, YKa3bIBa€T aBTOp, OMATh-TAKU MPOsIBUIIA ceOsl KaK aH-
tu-Cep6usi, mpuzHaB Kocoso B 2008 r. bonee Toro, pykoBoacTBo YepHoropuu B Te-
YeHHE MOCJIETHUX JIET pa3paboTano METOJOJOTHIO PENpeccuil HaJ ONMO3UIIMOHHBIMU
pexumMy mpocepOckumMu mapTusiMu. Pa3BuBast uaer0 00 aHTHTOCyIapCTBEHHOM Xa-
pakTepe ceroansinet Yepnoropuu, A. PakoBu4 rOBOPUT O HOBOM rOCYyIapCTBEHHO-
CTH pecnyOJIMKK U OTPHUIAET €€ MPEeMCTBEHHOCTh MO OTHOILIEHUI0 K KopojeBcTBy

10 Paxosuti A. Hpuoropcku cenaparuzam. — C. 199.
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YepHoropusi, kKak 00 3TOM 3asBISIOT BIACTH CTpaHbl cerojHs. [lo mHenuio aBTOpa,
BUHOM TOMY OTKa3 HBIHEIIHETO PYKOBOJACTBA PECIYOJIMKH OT UCTOPUYECKOU cepO-
CKO#f TOCYapPCTBEHHOCTH ', KOTOpas OblIa mpucyma YepHOropuy BpeMeH JMHACTHH
IlerpoBnueii-Heromeln. Tem He MeHee, B utore A. PakoBUY IIPUXOIUT K 3aKIrOUe-
HUIO, YTO BO3MOKHOCTH BO3BpAIllEHUsI CTpaHbl HA CBOM HOPMAaJIbHBIN MpocepOCKuii
IIyTh PA3BUTHS U BOCCTAHOBJIEHHUSI COBMECTHOTO rocyaapcta YepHoropuu u Cepoun
€Ille CYLIECTBYET, TaK KaK CO CTOPOHBI ObIBIIMX BbIcIMX (yHKIMOHepoB JAIIC B mo-
CJIEHUE TOJIbl CIBIIATCS NMPU3HAHUA O (pambcupuKaluu pe3yabTaToB pedepeHayma
0 HezaBucumocT 2006 T., 4TO MO3BOJSAET MPU3HATH €r0 HEIAECHCTBUTEIBHBIM U I10-
BEPHYTB BECH ITPOLIECC BCIISATH.

B nocnennux rnaBax A. PakoBud gan 0030p OTHOIIEHUM COBpeMEeHHOM YepHoro-
pUU C BHEIIHUM MUPOM M OJIMKAUIIMMU apTHEpaMu cTpaHbl, B yacTHocTd HATO u
Poccueit, uto npeacTaBiseT 0ocoOblii HHTEpEC IS UCCIIE0BaTENsl COBPEMEHHOM HC-
topuu. [logaepxky MOCKBOI 4epHOIOPCKOM HE3aBUCUMOCTH aBTOP OOBSICHSIET TITy-
OOKMMU CBSI3SIMH YaCTHOTO POCCHUKCKOTO KalMTalla ¢ 3KOHOMHUKOM pecnyOonuku. [lpu
ATOM aHTUpOCCUMCcKui noBopoT YepHoropuu B 2013-2014 rr. aBTOp BUAUT UMEHHO
B JKEJIaHUM BJACTEl CTpaHbl U30aBUTHCS OT M30BITOUHOTO POCCUMCKOrO BIUSHUS. B
CBOIO OuYepellb OTBETHBIE AEUCTBUA Poccuu U ee conpoTHUBIICHUE BCTYyIUIEHUIO Yep-
Horopuu B HATO aBTop Ha3pIBaeT CKOpee JEKIapaTUBHBIM.

B 3akmrouenun PakoBruY pe3roMHpYyeT CBOM OCHOBHBIE ITOCTYJIAThl U MPUXOIUT K
BaXXHOMY BBIBOAY. HecMoTpst Ha TO, yTo cepOckuii Hapoj B UepHOropuu, mo €ro
MHEHHIO, TIOTEPSJ CBOK TOCYAAPCTBEHHOCTh, (DYHKIIMM 3alllMThl HAMOHAIbHOU
HUJICHTUYHOCTH Ha ceOs ceromus B3sia CIIL[. Tem He MeHee, OIMacCHOCTH ITOJHOM ac-
CUMWIALIMY WM W3THAHUS AJs cepOoB B UepHoropuu gocratoyHo Benuka. MimeHHO
mosTomy, cunutaer aBTop, Cepbust u Pecryonuka CepOckas bul nomkHBI ceroHs
HalTH croco0 3alUTUTL cepOoB B UepHOropuu M, 1Mo BO3MOKHOCTH, BOCCTAHOBUTD
camy 3Ty CTpaHy B KauecTBe cepOCKOro rocyapcraa.

Pabota A. PakoBuYa, HECOMHEHHO, UMEET CEPhE3HOE 3HAUYECHHUE NJISi U3Yy4YEHUs
COBpPEMEHHOI ucTopun UepHOropuu u aHaM3a STHOKOH(ECCUOHATBHOW CUTYalluH B
pecnyonuke Ha npoTspkeHnn XIX—XX BB. O0uIre HICTOYHUKOB, KaK CEPOCKUX, TaK U
3apyOexHBIX (B TOM YHCJIE XOPBATCKHX), a TAK)KE JIMYHBINA OMBIT aBTOpa U €ro padora
B rocyaapcTBeHHbIX opranax Coro3noil Pecnyonuku FOrocnasuu, 06e3ycnoBHO, 00y-
CJIaBJIMBAIOT BBICOKYIO HAYYHYIO IEHHOCTh 3TOT0 TPYyAa.

[Tpu sTOM XO0Tenoch Obl BHECTH M 3aMEYaHUe, Kacalolleecsl CMBICJIOBOIO HamoJ-
HeHus pabotel. KimtoueBoii ocobenHocThio «UepHoropckoro cenapatuzma» A. Pako-
BUYA SIBJISIETCS] OOMIIME HOBBIX M YK€ U3BECTHBIX TEPMHUHOB, HOCSIINUX U3JHUIIHE Iy 0-
JUIUCTUYECKUNA, HA Hall B3I, Xapakrep. K HUM OTHOCATCA MOHATUS «aHTUCEPO-
CTBO», «@HTUTOCYIAPCTBO», & TAKKE YACTO YIIOMUHAEMbIE aBTOPOM TEPMHUHBI U CJIO-

" Paxosuti A. Lpuoropcku cenaparuzam. — C. 254.
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BOCOYETAHMS, TUTA «(PPAHKUCTCKUI), «YCTAIIECKUI», «IPEAaTEIbCTBOY, «ar€HTHI
KAaTOJIMYECKOW LEPKBU» U T. I. B OTHOUIEHUU psiia MOJUTUKOB, NIEATEIIEH HAYKU U
KyJbTYpbl. B OOJBIIMHCTBE CIy4yaeB TaKME XapaKTEPUCTUKH HaBEPHSIKA UMEIOT MO/
co0olt ocHOBaHME. TeM He MeHee, 4acTOTa MCIOIb30BaHMs aBTOPOM MOJ00HOH Tep-
MHHOJIOTUM TIOHA4Yajly 3aCTaBJseT 3aloM03pUTh A. PakoBHYa B M3JIMIIHEN aHTaXKH-
POBAHHOCTH U JIa’K€ CO3/Ia€T OLIMOOYHOE BreyaTieHue o «YepHOropckom cemapa-
THU3ME» KakK 0 padoTe MyOIUITMCTUHYECKOTO XapaKTepa, XOTs TaKOBOW OHA, 0 HallleMy
MHEHHUI0, HUKOUM 00pa3oM He SIBJISICTCS.

B nenom cinegyer KOHCTaTUPOBATh, YTO JAHHBIN TPYJ SIBJIAETCS OJHHUM M3 OCHO-
BOIOJIAraloNIUX JJi1 uccieaoBareneil copeMeHHon UepHoropuu. OH MOXET Mpei-
CTaBJISITh CEPHE3HBIM MHTEPEC U JJISl CIECHHATUCTOB MO COBPEMEHHOW uctopun ban-
KaHCKHUX CTPaH, a TAaK¥Ke IS THOJIOTOB.

Nature abhors a vacuum: whenever people do not
know the truth, they fill the gaps with conjecture.
George Bernard Shaw

The new work by Aleksandar Rakovi¢, a senior research fellow at the Institute for
Recent History of Serbia (Belgrade), Montenegrin Separatism, is devoted to the ori-
gins and main characteristics of Montenegrin separatism in the past and at present. In
the 2000s, A. Rakovi¢ worked for a long time at first at the Federal Ministry / Secre-
tariat for Religious Affairs (2001-03), then at the Ministry of Religion / Ministry of
Religion and Diaspora of the Republic of Serbia (2008—12), and also at the Faculty of
Orthodox Theology of the University of Belgrade (2004—08).! Apparently, this is
what caused the author’s interest in the history of the Serbian Orthodox Church, as
well as in religious connections of the Serbs, which was reflected in a number of sig-
nificant monographs and articles by A. Rakovi¢ on this subject. What is more,
Aleksandar Rakovi¢ is known for his research on various aspects of the history of so-
cialist Yugoslavia and the contemporary history of Serbia and Montenegro. In partic-
ular, in recent years he has focused on the aspects that determined Montenegro’s se-

I «Aleksandar Rakovi¢,” Institute for Recent History of Serbia, accessed February 14, 2020,
https://www.inisbgd.co.rs/cir/biografija-i-bibliografija/66/2019/06/05/dr-aleksandar-rakovic.html.
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cession from the State Union of Serbia and Montenegro, considering this problem
from both political and ethno-confessional points of view.

Montenegrin Separatism analyzes the history of the emergence of secessionist
idea in the territory of the country, the features of the “transformed identity” and for-
mation of the “Montenegrin” nation, the establishment of Serbophobia as a state poli-
cy, and the issues related to the process of “deserbization” and its origins. Paying
special attention to the external factor, the author speaks about the main beneficiaries
of such policy. This approach makes the work topical more than ever. Today’s events
in Montenegro indicate that deserbization of the country is far from being completed
and the intensification of events in the republic is attracting more and more attention
of the researchers involved in the studies of Yugoslav ethnic groups.

Contemporary historiography clearly distinguishes two points of view on the his-
tory of Montenegro and on the national identity of its population. The first one,
mainly relying on historical sources, states that Montenegro belongs to the Serbian
historical space. The tribes which inhabited this territory, as a rule, professed Christi-
anity of the Eastern tradition and began to identify themselves within the framework
of a single Serbian ethnic community quite early. Taking advantage of large-scale
chronological gaps, speculating on the data from historical sources and juggling with
concepts, the representatives of the second point of view deny the connection with
the Serbs and Serbian cultural space and declare the existence of the Montenegrins as
a separate nation with their own language and cultural code. It is the first point of
view that A. Rakovi¢ actively supports and thoroughly substantiates in his work.
This position is shared by a significant part of academic community in Serbia and
Russia, some scholars from the USA and EU countries, and from Montenegro itself
as well. Among them are such researchers as A. Hastings,2 E.Yu. Gus'kova,’
S. Terzi¢" and some others. However, the pro-Montenegrin version of the country’s
history also has quite a few supporters both in Montenegro and abroad, for example
Zh. Andriyashevich, Sh. Rastoder,” S. Pavlovic® and others.

> A. Hastings, The Construction of Nationhood: Ethnicity, Religion and Nationalism (Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 1997).

? E.Yu. Gus'kova, “Serbia: from the Idea of Yugoslavian Identity to the Idea of Serbian Identi-
ty” [in Russian], in Slavs and Russia: Problems of War and Peace in the Balkans. The 18" — the
21" century: To the 1 00" Anniversary of the Birth of Academician Yu.A. Pisarev: A Collection of
Articles, ed. S.1. Danchenko et al. (Moscow: Institut slavyanovedeniya RAN, 2017), 509-24.

*'S. Terzi¢, “Ideoloski koreni crnogorske nacije I crnogorskog separatizma,” Projekat Rastko
Cetinje,  accessed  January 15, 2020,  http://www.rastko.rs/rastko-cg/povijest/terzic-
ideoloski_korijeni.html

> Zh. Andriyashevich and Sh. Rastoder, History of Montenegro [in Russain] (Podgorica: Tsentr
chernogorskoi diaspory, 2009).

%'S. Pavlovic, Balkan Anschluss: The Annexation of Montenegro and the Creation of the
Common South Slavic State (West Lafayette: Purdue University Press, 2008).
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The work Montenegrin Separatism is divided by the author into three parts and
twelve chapters. In the introduction the author outlines his view on the history of the
Serbian people in Montenegro, puts forward several postulates and gives his reasons
for the structure of the work. The first part, “Transformed Identity,” is dedicated to
the history of various attempts to form the Montenegrin “nation.” Introducing several
new concepts, the author focuses on the real, in his opinion, identity, according to
which the Montenegrins in their essence are none other than the Serbs. In doing so,
A. Rakovi¢ supports his position not only with references to Serbian proper sources
and historiography, but also to the works of foreign historians. A substantial part of
the first chapter is devoted to the description of the influences and ideas, presents by
the author in chronological order, which have been brought to the territory of Monte-
negro since the middle of the 19™ century. A. Rakovi¢ explicitly points to the out-
right myth-making by the creators of the “Montenegrin nation” and very clearly re-
traces the creation of the myth about the separate Montenegrins, “non-Serbs,” in the
period between the late 19™ — early 20™ century and the present. Speaking about the
first quarter of the 20™ century, the author notes that Montenegrin separatism at that
time could only be a form of Serbian separatism and only in terms of the idea of the
state, but by no means in terms of nationality.” Further on, A. Rakovi¢ traces in detail
the evolution of Zelenasi, or the Greens, the movement which arose in the late 1910s
and, being Serbian in origin, in the 1940s already acted as an anti-Serb paramilitary
group. During the years of socialist Yugoslavia, the idea of the existence of the Mon-
tenegrins as a separate nation was firmly established at the official level in Montene-
gro, but at that stage it was considered as nothing but an offshoot of the Serbs.
A. Rakovi¢ himself does not accept either radical or compromise interpretations.
When commenting on the statements of some historians about the existence of the
Montenegrin and Serbian peoples of the same historical and cultural origin, he states
the impossibility to establish two “identical nations.” According to him, only the
Serbian nation has formed in the complex historical process in Montenegro.®

It is significant that the author also pays serious attention to the psychological
characteristics of Montenegrins and Serbs. Specifying clearly pronounced aggres-
siveness and harshness of the “converts” who refused Serbian identity, A. Rakovi¢
notes that the transition to a new ethno-confessional quality had serious psychological
and social consequences for them. The author subdivides the converts into ‘“‘anti-
Serbs” (who deny everything Serbian) and, as an extreme stage, “Serbophobes”.
A. Rakovi¢ considers the Vatican to be the key factor in such “deserbization” and the

Catholic Church in Croatia to be the executor. In doing so, he refers to the Croats as
Catholicized Serbs.

7 A. Rakovié, Montenegrin Separatism [In Serbian] (Belgrade: Catena mundi, 2019), 77.
¥ Rakovi¢, Montenegrin Separatism, 91.

2020 * Vol.4 e+ Ne2 641



Reviews http://en.hpchsu.ru

The second part, “Anti-Serbism and Serbophobia,” highlights the scholarly debate
which flared up in the 1960—80s on the issue of “Montenegrin identity” and the ideas
and postulates of the adherents of Montenegrin separatism. According to the author,
the anti-Serb character of Montenegrin nationalism began to actively reveal itself in
the 1970s against the background of the Croatian spring in neighboring Croatia. To-
gether with the Croatian nationalist movement, their right-wing ideas reappeared,
which, as A. Rakovi¢ believes, often had a pronounced Francoist orientation. These
ideas were expressed in the “studies” of some scholars who came to the conclusion
that the Montenegrins originated from the West Slavic element merging with the
Goths and the Latin element; Serb participation in this process was denied in every
possible way. The author concludes that the supporters of such theories built their re-
search on dubious sources as well as on biased interpretations of historical facts taken
out of context.’

Similar approaches can be seen in the views on more recent events. A. Rakovi¢
calls the Anti-Bureaucratic Revolution Serbian in nature, while Montenegrin sepa-
ratists and liberals saw it as an “act of the final breakup” of the Socialist Federal Re-
public of Yugoslavia (SFRY). According to the author, in response to the events of
the late 1980s, when the Serbian movement intensified with renewed vigor, the latter
rallied around the Liberal Alliance of Montenegro (LSCG) in the early 1990s. Ac-
cording to Rakovi¢, trying to co-opt Montenegro into the Western Catholic civiliza-
tion sphere and praising the ideologists of Montenegrin separatism of the World War
IT period, many of whom collaborated with the Nazis, the LSCG supporters are in
fact nationalists of the right Francoist orientation. Meanwhile, at first the LSCG was
opposed by the elite who came to power after the Anti-Bureaucratic Revolution and
rallied around the Democratic Party of Socialists (DPS, former LCM, the League of
Communists of Montenegro renamed in 1992) supported by the people. Nevertheless,
as 1S known, a number of the DPS functionaries, such as Prime Minister Milo
Dukanovi¢ and his entourage, moved to openly separatist positions in the second half
of the 1990s. A. Rakovi¢ accounts for the reason why some leaders of the ruling DPS
and other major politicians rejected the Serbian idea by the lack of character they
demonstrated in the difficult situation of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (FRY)
in the middle of the 1990s: failures of the Serbian movement in Bosnia and Herze-
govina (BiH) and Croatia, economic sanctions of the international community, de-
monization of the Serbian people by foreign media. From this moment on, the pro-
cess of deserbization starts gathering pace. The American external factor played the
most obvious role in it. As the author points out, the task of the United States was to
create the Montenegrin nation and a state opposed to Serbia, an anti-state. That situa-
tion gave rise to the atmosphere of Serbophobia in the country, and its examples are

? Rakovi¢, Montenegrin Separatism, 115.
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analyzed by A. Rakovi¢ in detail. Thus, a number of anti-Serb organizations and in-
stitutions were established (The Doclean Academy), the non-existent Montenegrin
language was introduced, the Montenegrin Orthodox Church (MOC) was established
by secessionists from the Serbian Orthodox Church (SOC) and attacks were made on
the SOC activists and property. Serbs responded to the separatist activities of the
country’s leadership with self-organization, which included the establishment of sev-
eral large political parties and conducting cultural and educational activities. The key
role in this process is played by the SOC and today its Metropolitanate of Montene-
gro and the Littoral owns the majority of Orthodox parishes and monasteries in the
country. As the author of the work concludes, on the whole the separatists have not
yet been able to achieve their goal. According to Aleksandar Rakovi¢, the key prob-
lem of the Montenegrin nation is that it “has no substance” and is not the result of a
complex centuries-old historical process, but an artificial creation of the 20™-21% cen-
turies.

The third part is entitled by A. Rakovi¢ “The Anti-State.” Initially, he distin-
guishes two levels of interpretation of this term: economic and political. On the eco-
nomic plane, he speaks about a parallel economy, which was created in Montenegro
in the middle of the 1990s and was based on cigarette smuggling and human traffick-
ing. As the author points out with reference to a number of journalistic investigations
and the data from Italian law-enforcement agencies, Milo Pukanovi¢ and his entou-
rage were its beneficiaries. Rakovi¢ believes that the declaration of Montenegro an
offshore zone in 1996 by the government of Milo Pukanovi¢ was the starting point of
his separatist activities. According to the author, the refusal of the country’s leader-
ship to use Serbian dinars and further transition first to the deutschemark and then to
the euro were direct consequences of that policy.

The political aspect of the anti-state lies in the essence of contemporary Montene-
gro, in its establishment as a complete opposite of the historical statehood of the
country itself and Serbia, with which Montenegro shares the same national identity.
According to A. Rakovi¢, today Montenegro is nothing more than anti-Serbia,'® and
this is what its unique real identity is. In this regard, the Serbs have become the main
political enemy of the country.

In this part of the work, the author pays special attention to the events in Monte-
negro in the 1990-2010s. Giving a comprehensive overview of the relations between
Serbia and Montenegro within a single state, the author corroborates his idea. In his
opinion, the beginning of the secessionist course of Montenegro was marked by the
supporters of Milo Pukanovi¢ in the ruling DPS in 1997. At first Milo Pukanovi¢
was pandering to the Serbian voters and the SOC in order to attract their votes in the
1998 parliamentary elections, but then he took up a clearly anti-Serb position and

10 Rakovi¢, Montenegrin Separatism, 199.
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started to undermine the Union State and Serbia. As the author points out, having
gained independence, Montenegro again showed itself as anti-Serbia by recognizing
Kosovo in 2008. Moreover, over the past few years the leadership of Montenegro has
developed a methodology of repression against pro-Serbian parties in opposition to
the regime. Developing the idea of the anti-state character of today’s Montenegro,
A. Rakovi¢ speaks about the new statehood of the republic and denies its succession
to the Kingdom of Montenegro, which the authorities of the country declare today.
According to the author, to blame for that is the current leadership of the republic re-
jecting the historical Serbian statehood,'' which was essential for Montenegro during
the times of the Petrovic—Njegos dynasty. Nevertheless, in the end A. Rakovi¢ con-
cludes that there is still a chance for the country to return to its normal pro-Serbian
path of development and to restore the state union of Montenegro and Serbia, since in
recent years some of the former senior DPS functionaries have confessed that there
were falsifications of the 2006 Montenegrin independence referendum results, which
might make it possible to declare the referendum invalid and to turn the whole pro-
cess back.

In the last chapters, A. Rakovi¢ overviews the relations of present-day Montene-
gro with the outside world and the country’s closest partners, NATO and Russia in
particular, which is of special interest to the researchers of contemporary history. The
author explains Moscow’s support for Montenegrin independence by the deep ties of
Russian private capital with the economy of the republic. At the same time, according
to the author, it is the desire of the country’s authorities to get rid of excessive Rus-
sian influence that accounts for the anti-Russian turn of Montenegro in 2013—14. On
the other hand, the author describes the response of Russia and its resistance to Mon-
tenegro’s joining NATO as declarative.

In the conclusion Rakovi¢ summarizes his main postulates and draws an important
inference. In his opinion, despite the fact that the Serbian people in Montenegro lost
their statehood, the SOC has taken over the functions of protecting national identity.
Nevertheless, the danger to the Serbs in Montenegro of being completely assimilated
or exiled is quite high. The author believes that for this very reason Serbia and Bosnia
and Herzegovina should find a way to protect Serbs in Montenegro today and, if pos-
sible, to restore this country as a Serbian state.

The work of Aleksandar Rakovi¢ is undoubtedly of great importance for studying
the contemporary history of Montenegro and analyzing the ethno-confessional situa-
tion in the republic during the 19"™-20™ centuries. The author’s personal experience
and his work at the government bodies of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia as well
as the abundance of sources, both Serbian and foreign (including Croatian), undoubt-
edly add to high scientific value of this work.

"' Rakovi¢, Montenegrin Separatism, 254.
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However, there 1s a remark I would like to make on the content of the work. The
key feature of Montenegrin Separatism by A. Rakovi¢ is the abundance of new and
already existing terms which, in my opinion, may seem excessively journalistic in na-
ture. They include the concepts of anti-Serbism and anti-state as well as terms and
phrases often used by the author, such as “Francoist,” “Ustase,” “betrayal,” “agents
of the Catholic Church,” etc. with reference to a number of politicians and academic
and cultural figures. In most instances such characteristics are most probably justi-
fied. Nevertheless, at first the frequent use of such terminology by the author might
make the reader suspect A. Rakovi¢ of excessive bias and produce an erroneous im-
pression that Montenegrin Separatism is a work of journalism, which, in our opinion,
1s by no means true.

In general, it should be noted that Montenegrin Separatism 1s fundamental for the
researchers of contemporary Montenegro. The work can be of interest for ethnolo-
gists as well as for specialists in contemporary history of the Balkan countries.
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