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Abstract: The paper discusses the position of national geography within the system of geography as a unique science, 
or being one of the geographical branches. Regarding this, the subject matter, tasks, and goals of national geography are 
being de9 ned. From the theoretical, conceptual, and practical points of view, national geography refers to dual approach 
to the subject matter. On one hand, there is the geography of states, depending on whether the states originate from an 
ethnical-national principle, or they are civil states in which all the citizens belong to the same nation regardless of their 
ethnical or any other characteristic. On the other side, national geography is connected with ethnical territoriality of 
a nation no matter whether a nation belongs to one or several countries, all of which tightly refers to Serbian national 
geography. Based on the relevant researches of geography and its complementary sciences, there have been hypotheses 
that potentially solve the issues of Serbian geospace (Serbian lands).  Among these, we stress out the issues of territorial 
organization and position of Serbian ethnos within the existing political-territorial systems (geographical forms). 
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Regarding this one and many other issues of Serbian geospace within the spheres of political, economic, social, cultural, 
and other aspects of development as well as with the reference to natural resources, or environment, in the past century 
or so, Serbian national geography has provided and is still providing possible solutions through models that might grant 
an overall progress of the Serbian nation and spirit without threatening the legitimate interests of other ethnical groups 
within the Serbian geospace – including those who have attained the status of a nation through the process of etnogenesis 
over both short and long time periods, and thereby affected the Serbian national being.
Key words: Serbian national geography, Serbian countries, nation, ethnos, ethnogenesis, state, Serbian ethnical space, 
former SFRJ
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INTRODUCTION

It is necessary to make a brief account of 
the modern geography concept and put for-
ward some ideas that make this science spe-
cial in comparison with other sciences both 
natural and social ones, all this in order to 
define the notion of Serbian national geog-
raphy, its subject matter, tasks and goals, its 
place within the field of geography (either as 
a unique discipline or being a part of the sys-
tem of geographical sciences), and its role in 
solving modern geopolitical issues in Serbian 
lands. 

Both Serbian and foreign goeographers 
still have antidote opinions on geographu as 
a asciences and its subject matter. On one 
hand, geography is defined as a unique, fun-
damental science on geographical enclosure 
(geographical space), and on the other, it is 
defined as a system of sciences on specific 
spheres of geographic enclosure, each of 
which has specific subjects, tasks, and goals. 

Many local and foreign geographers have 
expressed their own points of view regard-
ing geography, its tasks, goals and subjects of 
research. Some of these opinions have even 
been basis of specific geographic fields. 

The foundation of modern geography 
was set by German geographers A. Humbolt 
and K. Ritter. They both saw geography as 
a spatial (horological) science with a unique 
subject matter divided into general and re-
gional. Their conceptual and methodological 
approaches rest on evolutionism, which later 
accompanied the works of Charles Darwin 
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(1809-1892). Both Humbolt and Ritter had 
had a huge impact on not only the develop-
ment of German and European geography but 
on the world one as well. Humbolt’s research-
es set the foundation of physical geography 
whereas Ritter set the basis for the social ge-
ography. Actually, it was Humbolt’s approach 
to geographical space and studies that rested 
on mechanicistic materialism of elementary-
materialistic scientific field, and Ritter’s rest-
ed on idealism rooted in the work of Leibniz. 

The essence of Leibniz’s ideas is the no-
tion of space, which he called ‘a group of 
objects’ interactions limited by their spatial 
arrangement’. Each process generates its own 
space and time. There are numerous «poten-
tial worlds» as much as there are numerous 
processes, which create completely different 
spaces of their own existence.  Therefore, God 
can choose the best possible world to design 
the world we live in, and of which Newton 
had some accurate observations.  Although 
we live in a world characterised by one space 
and time, it is only one of the possible worlds 
God chose “ (���	�, 2010, p. 3). According 
to the work of Leibniz that refer to the mul-
tiplication of space, A. N. Whitehead devel-
oped an idea according to which both multi-
plications of space and time originate from 
different processes, which further generates 
„con-gradience“ and coherence and, at last, 
the communication. „@he idea of communica-
tions can be related with Habermas’s theory 
of communicative action, which defines the 
idea of world’s spatial or time order based on 
the human communicative actions. That was 
a brief methaphysical basis for the thesis on 
social space production and  social conflicts 
within defining space and time“ (ibidem, p. 
4).

Immanuel Kant (1724-1804), the found-
er of German idealistic philosophy, and his 
ideas of space largely contributed the devel-
opment of geography. According to Kant, the 
world (geographical space) is realistic only 
within the limits of empirism and it is tran-
scedentally ideal the moment we cross these 
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limits. These ideas make us believe that „no 
experience can prove or deny the existence of 
absolute time and space, since time and space 
are precisely the prerequisite of any experi-
ence whatever it may be “ (ibidem, p. 4-5).

Various philosophic approaches to the ma-
terial and idealistic foundations of the world 
(geographic space) have strongly affected 
the definition and division of geography into 
physical and social fields, and contributed the 
independency of a whole range of physical-
geographical and athropogeographical disci-
plines. Friedrich Ratzel (1844-1904), Ritter’s 
disciple, developed a special geographical 
field of study – anthropocentrism, which 
gave a variety of approaches to science, poli-
tics, culture (geographical fatalism, racism, 
social-Darwinism, malthusianism, etc.). 

Late 1800s and early 1900s were marked 
by geographical determinism, through which 
the complex relations within a geographical 
space, i.e. the relations between man and na-
ture, were explained by a crucial influence 
of nature. Though its roots lie in the ancient 
times, it was not before late 1700s that de-
terminism dominated the works of French 
materialists. Furthermore, it reached pros-
perity in late 1800s in F. Ratzel’s „Antropo-
geoghraphie“ I and II, and  in 1897 edition 
of „Politische Geographie“. Actually, Ratzel 
saw anthropogeoghraphy as a part of bioge-
ography, within which geopolitics was devel-
oped based on the vulgargeographic compre-
hension of nature-man relation. 

Geographic posibilism was a specific 
field of geography that emerged in late 1800s 
as a reaction to French geographic determin-
ism. It developed within a well-known French 
school of Paul Vidal de la Blacha – ‘human 
geography’ (Geographie humaine), the sub-
ject matter of which was Earth’s surface and 
the centre of studies was man and his mate-
rial culture. Despite the fact that man became 
one of the centres of studies of geographic 
space,  the posibilists have kept the elements 
of determinism  all up to now, certainly for a 
good reason. 
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 �����
�$�	 ������	-
�	�
� � /�
�!�$��� $� ��
��� ������
�$��� 
�	���
 �
��	�
 "�$�#
� "�
�
! � �����
�	�	 – 
���������� �����������. 
��	� $� � ���	'� 
"���
�� ��
�!�$�� &���� ��� �	�
� �� �
 
��
&
 – „�����
�	�� ������
“ (Geographie 
humaine), ���
 �
 "������ "����
�
�
 	�
 ��-
�'	�� "���&	��, 
 � $���	&�� "����
�
�
 
�� ������ 	 �����
 �
���	�
��
 ������
. E
�� 



27

���<; +;]E>+;�+; �I>�;/E8; – @I>E8�<; �@I�I^I+>�@ E �>��H; ��>�; � 8I`;�;?� 
�;�I�I+EZ �I>�>�@E[<EZ �>��I�; � ���<E� {I�^;�;

SERBIAN NATIONAL GEOGRAPHY – THEORETICAL FOUNDATIONS AND ITS POTENTIAL ROLE IN SOLVING 
MODERN GEOPOLITICAL ISSUES IN SERBIAN COUNTRIES

Deterministic studies and the abandon-
ment of interdependance of nature and man 
generated a new field of geography – interde-
terminism. Interdeterministic ideas rested on 
Marksistic theory and the theory on qualita-
tive differences between  natural and social 
phenomena, and the negation of dialectic uni-
ty of diversity.  Interdeterminism as an ideal-
istic field of philosophy originated from the 
old Greeks and an old saying that man is the 
measure of all things. In its specific forms, it 
was most strongly advocated by economists 
and economic geographers in former USSR 
(+	���	�, 1977). 

K. Sheffer left a deep mark in geogra-
phy with his idea that geography rests not on 
onthological but on epistemic foundations, 
which further defined a new field of geogra-
phy – exceptionalism.  Sheffer’s idea of ge-
ography and its subject matter started from 
„ a subject, i.e. man, who is both subject 
and object of a study. The criterion of geo-
graphicality is looked for in the method, i.e. 
the manner of observation, explanation, and 
interpretation – regional, cartographic, and 
within a complex geosystem  (���	�, 2010, 
p. 10).  

Alfred Hettner (1859-1928) gave a new 
field of geography – horologism, rooted in 
the works of Humbolt and Ritter, which as-
sumes determinism in geographical science. 
Hettner presented his ideas of geography in 
‘Geography, its history, essence, and meth-
ods’ (Geographie, ihre Geschichte, ihr Wesen 
und ihre Methoden) published in  1927. He 
defined geography as a spatial science, the 
subject matter of which was the distribution 
and connection among elements and phenom-
ena within a space (Earth’s surface). The ma-
jor weakness of Hettner’s geography was the 
lack of time as a feature of development. His 
methodological approach returned geography 
down to mere descriptivism. Regarding this, 
attention is drawn to the following statement: 
„methodological error of Hettner’s concept 
was that, while providing explanations for 
interrelations of geographical phenomena, he 

�� ������ �
��#	� �	��� ���$�� �����
�$��� 
�
����
 � "����
�
�� �����
�$��� "��$���
, 
�������	 ������	�	��
 � �����	�
 "�$	#	-
�	$�
 �
���
�	 $� $� $�� �� �
�
$, $�
�
�� $ 
�
������. 

N�����	�	$�	��� ����� 	 ���	!
�� 
��*��
�	$��$�	 "�	���� 	 ������
 "����-
���
�� �� ���	 "�
�
! � �����
�	�	 – ��
�-
���������.  E�������	�	$�	��
 $%�
�
�
 
"��	�
�� �
 �
��$	$�	���� ����	�	 � ��
�	�
-
�	��	� �
��	�
�
 	���*� "�	����	% 	 ���&-
����	% "��
�
 	 "��!�$
 	 ���	�
�� �	�
-
����	���� ���	�$��
 $�"�����$�	. <��	���� 
	�������	�	��
 �
� 	��
�	$�	���� "�
�!
 � 
�	��$��	�	 	 �����
�	�	 �
�
�	�� ��& ��� 
$�
�	% Z����
 � "���
��� 	���!	 �
 �� ������ 
����	�� $�	% "��
�
. � $"�!	�	��	� �#�	!	-
�
 �
��
�� �"��	&�� �
&
� �� ��� ������	$�
 
	 ������$�	% �����
�
 � #	�&�� ���-� 
(+	���	�, 1977). 

�	���� ��
�
 � �
����� �����
�	�� �$�
-
�	� �� <. `���� $%�
�
��� �
 �����
�	�
 "�-
�	�
 �� �
 ������&��� ��� �"	$������&��� 
�$���	, &�� �� ���	�	$
�� "�$�#
� "�
�
! 
� �����
�	�	 – ����������������. `������� 
$%�
�
�� �����
�	�� 	 ����� "������
 	$��
-
�	�
�
 "��
�	 �� „$�#����
, ��. �����
 ���	 �� 
	 $�#���� 	 �#���� 	$��
�	�
�
 	$���������. 
<�	���	��� �����
�	���$�	 ��
�	 $� � ����-
��, ��. �
�	�� �"$���
!	��,  �#�
&���
 	 	�-
���"���
!	�� – ���	��
����, �
�����
�$���, 
���"���$��� ���$	$���$���“ (���	�, 2010, 
$��. 10).  

;����� Z����� (1859–1928) �
��	� �� 
"�$�#
� "�
�
! � �����
�	�	 – �����������, 
$
 ���	���	�
 � �
���	�
 Z��#���
 	 	��-
�
, &�� "���"�$�
�'
 ������	�	�
� � ����-
�
�$��� �
�!	.  ������� �
 �����
�$�� �
��� 
Z����� �� 	��	� � ����� „�����
�	�
, ���
 
	$���	�
, $�&�	�
 	 ������“  (Geographie, 
ihre Geschichte, ihr Wesen und ihre Methoden), 
�#�
�'���� 1927. ���	��.  �����
�	�� ���	-
�	&� �
� "��$����� �
��� ���
 �
 "������ 
"����
�
�
 	�
 �
����&�
� 	 ���� 	���*� 
������
�
 	 "��
�
 � "��$���� (�
 ���'	��� 
"���&	�	). ��&�	�$�	 ����$�
�
� Z����-
����� �����
�	�	 ��$�� 	��$�
�'
�� ������
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started from their connection with a certain 
space measure as a crucial feature. Therefore, 
the interdependance was narrowed down to 
external characteristics, and not to internal 
genetic and proximate cause connections 
’(ibidem, p. 7).  

Richard Hartshorne also affected the de-
velopment of geography with his idea that 
key tasks of geography are the description 
and classification of geographical objects 
and phenomena (Hatrshorne, 1939). Such one 
idea deprived geography from a scientific ap-
proach, i.e. from setting laws of development 
of geographic contents, phenomena, and pro-
cesses within a geographic space, making it 
less valuable. 

Longterm consequences for the develop-
ment of modern geography were made by the 
works of Russian 1800s geographers, among 
whom the most relevant was V. V. Dokuchaev 
and his studies of natural zones. Here, the 
concept of geography was based on the the-
ory of the whole and interdependance within 
a geographic space. The Russian geographic 
school, based on V. V. Dokuchaev’s work,  
made an impact on the development of gen-
eral and regional physical geography. Within 
the general physical geography there was a 
whole range of specialized physical-geo-
graphical sciences, whereas regional physical 
geography gave out the study of geographic 
landscapes (;. ;. Kruber, L. S. Berg, S. G. 
Grigoriev, I.S. Schukin, S. V. Kalesnik).  Ac-
tually, the theoretical approach in Russian 
geography, ever since Dokuchaev up to now, 
referred to a dual approach to its concepts 
and subject matter. It was about geography 
as a unique science belonging to a system of 
sciences, and, taking into account its field of 
study, it was about its division into physical 
and economic geography.  

A strong impact on former USSR geog-
raphy development with the reflection on the 
geography development in Russia, Europe, 
and other leading schools nowadays, had the 
ideas of S. V. Kalesnik, who defined geogra-
phy as a science on the structure of Earth’s 

�
� �
����
 �
����
. @
��	� ��������&�	� 
"�	$��"�� Z����� �����
�	�� ��
�
 �
 "�-
�	!	�� ��$��	"�	�	��
. � ���	 $ �	� "
��� 
"�	��
�	 ���$�
�
!	�
 ���
 ��
$	: „������-
��&�
 ���&�
 ���!�"!	�� Z�����
 $
$���	 $� 
� ����, &�� "�	 �#�
&���� ��*�$�#�	% ���
 
�����
�$�	% "��
�
 ��
 "��
�	 �� �	%��� ���� 
$
 ����*���� ���	�	!�� "��$���
 �
� �� ��-
����� �
����
. ��*��
�	$��$� $� �
 �
� �
�	� 
$���	�
 �
 $"�'
&�� �
�
����	$�	�� 
 �� �
 
�����
&��, �����$�� 	 �������-"�$���	��� 
����“ (ibidem, $��. 7).  

N�#��� ��
���� � �
����� �����
�$�� �
-
��� �$�
�	�� �� $%�
�
�� 	�
��
 Z
��&��-
�
, "���
 ����� $� �'���	 �
�
!	 �����
�	�� 
$���� �
 ��$��	"!	�� 	 ��
$	�	�
!	�� ����-
�
�$�	% �#���
�
 	 "��
�
 (Hatrshorne, 1939). 
@
��� $%�
�
�� �����
�	�� �	&
�
 �
����� 
"�	$��"
, ��. ����*	�
�
 �
���	��$�	 � �
�-
���� �����
�$�	% $
���
�
, "��
�
 	 "��!�-
$
 � �����
�$��� "��$����, 	 �	�	 �� �
�� 
��	������. 

N
����$���� "�$'��	!� �
 �
���� $
�-
������ �����
�$�� �
��� � $�	���� 	�
�� �� 
����� ��$�	% �����
�
 ��& � ������
�$��� 
�	����, ���� �'���
 ����
 "�	"
�
 �. �. N�-
���
����, $
 ������ � "�	����	� ���
�
. 
<��!�"� �����
�	�� �
$�	�
 �
 ����	�	 !��-
���	��$�	 	 ��*��
�	$��$�	 � �����
�$��� 
"��$����. � ���	�� ��$�� �����
�$�� &����, 
�����'��� �
 ����� �. �. N����
���
, $�
�-
�� $� �
��	�
 �"&�
 	 ���	��
��
 �	�	��
 
�����
�	�
. � ���	�� �"&�� �	�	��� �����
-
�	�� �
��	� $� �	� $"�!	�
�	���
�	% �	�	�-
�������
�$�	% �
��
, ��� �� ���	� ���	��
��� 
�	�	��� �����
�	�� 	����	� ����� � �����
�-
$�	� �
��&
��	�
 	 �	�	��������
�$�	� 
���"���$	�
 (;. ;. <��#��, �. �. ����, �. �. 
��	������, E. �. `���	�, �. �. <
'�$�	�...).  
� $��
�	, ����	�$�	 "�	$��" � ��$��� �����
-
�	�	, �� N����
���
 "
 �� �
�
$, "���
���	��-
�
� �� ����
� "�	$��" ����� ���!	"	�
�� 	 
"������� 	$��
�	�
�
. 	��� �� � �����
�	�	 
�
� ���	�$������ �
�!	 	 �����
�	�	 �
� $	-
$���� �
��
, ��, $ �#�	��� �
 "������ 	$��
-
�	�
�
, � ����� "�����	 �
 �	�	��� 	 ���-
���$��.  
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layer and the laws of forming spatial struc-
tures, so basically we are talking about so-
called structural geography. In his theoreti-
cal works, he strongly opposed the concept of 
geography as a unique sceince on geographi-
cal space (<
'�$�	�, 1965). 

Dualism in geography strongly affected 
the development of Soviet economic geogra-
phy, widely applied in economic segmenta-
tion of former USSR and adoption of five-
year-plans of development.   

N. N. Baranski set the basis of the concept 
of the regionally-oriented Soviet economic 
geography. Apart from dealing with working 
class distribution and arrangement, economic 
resources, territorial complex development, 
etc., this concept also dealth with the matters 
of population and settlements, industry, agri-
culture, traffic, trade, etc.  

Special roles in the growth of Soviet eco-
nomic geography and the world geography 
are taken by the theoretical works of N. N. 
Kolosovski, J. G. Saushkin, and V. A. An-
uchin. They made stress on the relevance of 
geographical unity and sinthesis of geograph-
ical studies. 

Modern aspirations of Russian geog-
raphy are highlighted by the theoretical 
works in the field of social-economic ge-
ography (�
�&�	�, 1984; `�"��, 2001;  
N���	�	�, 2005; N���	�	� 	 `��
���, 
2010; N���	�	�, 2010;...).  There is an 
opinion that Russian social-economic geog-
raphy functions within a complex context 
of basic economic, political, and social-cul-
tural changes in post-Soviet region, and that 
„geourban and cultural geography are crucial 
to the structure of Russian social-economic 
geography. Despite numerous economic-geo-
graphic studies and general humanization of 
science based on pure „theory“ (as well as on 
the account of social-humanistic ideas), even 
when the priority is given to the metropolis 
growth and spatial-social divergence, inter-
border and interterritorial forms of spatial 
structure of a society, there is still a growing 
trend of interactions with the natural historic 

����
 $�
�
� ��	!
� �
 �
���� �����
�	�� 
� #	�&�� ���-�, $
 ������$	�
�
 �
 �
���� 
�����
�	�� � �
�
&��� �$	�	, I���"	 	 ��-
���	� �����
�$�	� &���
�
 � $�	����, 	�
�� 
�� $%�
�
�� �. �. <
'�$�	�
, ���	 �����
�	�� 
���	�	&� �
� �
��� � $�������	 �����
�$��� 
����
�
 ���'� 	 �
���	�
 ���	 ����	�
�� 
"��$����� $��������, "
 �� � $��
�	 �	��� � 
���. ��������	 ��������	�. � �
���	�
 ��-
��	�$��� �
�
����
 $�
��� $� $�"���$�
�	� 
���!�"�� �����
�	�� �
� ���	�$����� �
��� � 
�����
�$��� $���	�	 (<
'�$�	�, 1965). 

N�
�	�
� � �����
�	�	 $�
��� $� ������-
���
� 	 �
 �
���� $�����$�� ������$�� �����
-
�	��, $
 &	����� "�	������ � ������$��� 
�����	�
�� #	�&�� ���-
 	 ����&��� "�-
�����	&�	% "�
���
 �
����
. 

>$���� ���!�"�� $�����$�� ������$�� ��-
���
�	�� ���	��
���� �$������
 "�$�
�	� 
�� +. +. �
�
�$�	. ��� "	�
�
 � ���	 $ "��-
#���
�	��� �
����&�
�
 "��	�����	% $�
�
, 
������$�	% ��$��$
, "��#���
�	��� �
����
 
���	���	�
��	% ���"���$
 	 $�., ��
� ���!�"� 
�#�%�
�	� �� "��#���
�	�� $�
����	&��
 
	 �
$�'
, 	���$��	��, "�'�"�	�����, $
�-
#�
�
�
, �����	�� 	 ��. 

��$�#
� ��
�
� � �
����� $�����$�� ���-
���$�� �����
�	�� 	 �����
�	�� � $�	���� 
	�
�� ����	�$�	 �
����	 +. +. <���$��$��� 	 
8. �. �
�&�	�
 	 �. ;. ;���	�
. � �	�
 �� �
-
��
&��� ���	�$��� �����
�$�� �
��� 	 ��
�
� 
$	����� � �����
�$�	� "����
�
�	�
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� ���	�� $
������	% $����'��
 � ��$-
��� �����
�	�	 "
��� "�	��
�� ����	�$�	 
�
���	 $�!	�������$�� �����
�	�� (�
�&-
�	�, 1973; `�"��, 2001;  N���	�	�, 2000; 
N���	�	�, 2011...).  E���$	 $� $�
� �
 ��$�
 
$�!	�������$�
 �����
�	�
 ����!	��	&� � 
$������� ������$�� �$����	% ������$�	%, 
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parts of the geographic science“ (N���	�	�, 
2011, p. 117). Such points of view indicate 
the unity of geography and its subject mat-
ters.

In his Theory of Geography, V. Bunge 
(1962) gave theoretical hipotheses that af-
fected the development of geography in sec-
ond half of 1900s. He posed the idea that 
geographical studies rested on a formal, i.e. 
mathematical background, with an aim to set 
the laws of element distribution and connec-
tions within the geographical space. Actually, 
it was about a spatial analysis, with a wide 
application within so-called regional science, 
and about the application of spatial analysis 
within domain of regional geography and spa-
tial planning. Practical reasons of economic 
and social types were initiated by the need 
to optimize the interdependant objects distri-
bution in a geographical space and resulted 
in a well-known theory of location (theory 
of central cities) by a geographer named V.  
Kristaler (1933).

Several more opinions that imply theoret-
ical and practical issues of geography shall be 
adressed hereby. Certainly, attention is drawn 
by E. Neff, who was „one of the most influ-
ential German theorists of geography and an 
advocate of Soviet constructive geography... 
unlike Bunge and his disciples, Neff thought 
that mathematical models cannot be a priori 
used for an account of complex processes 
that take place within a geographic space“  
(@�&	�, 2005).  Hence, there is a logical con-
clusion that models can, by no chance, be a 
means of research but only a an aim of devel-
opment within a geographic space.

The researches that surpass the frame-
work of spatial analysis and estimation of 
interdependance between physical space and 
social proceses largely influenced geography 
as a science. Such researches favour the role 
of man nad his causal power (��
��&, 2002). 
This approach to geography and geographi-
cal researches determines its place among 
the humanities. The roots of geographical 
humanism lie in geographic posibilism, and 

$�	��	% 	���
), �
� 	 �
�
 $� "�	��	��� �
�� 
"��#���	�
 �
����
 �����"��
 	 "��$�����-
$�!	�
���� ������
��$�	, �� ��*���
�	��	� 
	 ��*����	���	�
��	� �#�	!	�
 "��$����� 
����	���
!	�� ���&��
, ����
� �� �
$���	 
����� 	����
�!	�� $
 "�	����	� 	$���	�$�	� 
�	�����	�
 �����
�$�� �
���“ (N���	�	�, 
2011, $��. 117). >�
��	 $�
���	 �"����� �
 
���	�$��� �����
�$�� �
��� 	 "������
 ����-
�
�$�	% 	$��
�	�
�
.

��	!
� �
 �
���� �����
�	�� � ������ "�-
���	�	 ��
��$���� �	���
 	�
�� $� ����	�$�� 
"�$�
��� �. �����
 (1962), 	���$��� � ��	�	 
„@���	�$�
 �����
�	�
“. E���$	 $� $%�
�
�� 
�
 �����
�$�
 "����
�
�
 "��	�
�� �
 ���-
�
���� ��. �
���
�	���� �$���	, $
 �
�
���� 
����*	�
�
 �
���	��$�	 �
����&�
�
 �����-
�
�
 	 ���
 � �����
�$��� "��$����. � $��
-
�	, �
�	 $� � "��$������ 
�
�	�	, $
 &	����� 
"�	������ � ���. ����������	 �����, �� "�	-
����	 "��$����� 
�
�	�� 	 � ������ ���	�-
�
��� �����
�	�� 	 "��$������ "�
�	�
�
. 
��
��	��	 �
����	, ������$�� 	 $�!	�
��� 
"�	����, 	�	!	�
�	 "����#�� �"�	�
�	�
-
!	�� �
����&�
�
 �#���
�
 � �����
�$��� "��-
$���� $
 ��
�
��	� ��*����$����, ������	�
-
�	 $� "���
��� ����	�� ������	�  (����	� 
��������� �	���) �����
�
  �. <�	$�
���
 
(1933).

{
 ��� "�	�	�� 	$�
������� ��& ���
 
$%�
�
�
 ���
 	�"�	!	�
�� ����	�$�
 	 "�
-
��	��
 "	�
�
 �����
�$�� �
���. ��
�
��, "
-
��� "�	��
�� ����	&�
 I. +��
, �
 ����� $� 
�
�� �
 �� „���
� �� �
�"���
�	�	% ���
��	% 
������	�
�
 �����
�	�� 	 �
������	�
 $�����-
$�� ���$�����	��� �����
�	��... {
 �
��	�� 
�� �����
 	 �����	% $���#��	�
 $�
��
 �
 $� 
�
���
�	��	 �����	 �� ���� a priori ���	$�	-
�	 "�	 �#�
&�
�
�� $�����	% "��!�$
 ���	 
$� ���	�
�� � �����
�$��� $���	�	“  (@�&	�, 
2005).  >���� $� �
���� ���	�
� �
�'��
� �
 
�����	 �	 � ��� $���
�� �� ���� #	�	 $���-
$��� 	$��
�	�
�
 ��� !	' �
����
 � �����
�-
$��� "��$����.

�	��� �#	'���� �����
�	�	 �
�
 $� "��-
��
�
�
 ���
 	��
�� 	� ���	�
 "��$����� 
�
-
�	�� 	 ����*	�
�
 ��*��
�	$��$�	 	���*� 
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its achievements established the significance 
and relevance of a whole range of geographi-
cal disciplines aiming at the study of key pro-
cesses and issues of a social space (ecologi-
cal, social, cultural, human, etc.). Therefore, 
humanism in geography is making the role of 
geography ever more actual when it comes to 
studying social space and giving it a scien-
tific relevance. 

An elementary insight into the theoretical 
and methodological development of geogra-
phy, from its scientific concepts up to now, 
undoubtedly indicates that it is a science with 
its own subject matter and complex theoreti-
cal and methodological hipotheses. Regard-
less of various theoretical and methodologi-
cal approaches, various schools and fields of 
study, it is possible to conclude that there is a 
unique point of view when it comes to defin-
ing the geography subject matter. Certainly, 
it is about the geographic space. Neverthe-
less, the complexity of geographical space 
determines the theoretical approaches and 
methodological procedures of studying the 
geographical space. If we consider the geo-
graphical space through the following forms: 
physical, geometric, social, economic, cul-
tural, functional, processing, subjective, and 
experience forms, then it is these forms that 
are the subject matter of geography. These 
are all relatively differentiated subsystems of 
a unique system – geographical space (geo-
graphical layer). 

With reference to theoretical, method-
ological, and practical matters of geography 
there are some logical issues – is the es-
sence of geography its subject matter or its 
perceptive abilities, is it a unique science or 
a system of sciences. A response to the first 
questions is rather simple and it refers to in-
divisibility of subject matter and perceptive 
abilities of geography. Therefore, the essence 
of geography is in both its subject matter and 
its perceptive abilities, which a priori means 
adequate methodology in studying geographi-
cal forms – their structure, territoriality, func-
tionality, and the processes and problems of 

�	�	���� "��$���
 	 ���&����	% "��!�$
.  
@
��
 	$��
�	�
�
 �
���	���� ����� �����-
�
 	 ������ ������� ��� (��
��&, 2002). 
>�
�
� "�	$��" �����
�	�	 	 �����
�$�	� 
	$��
�	�
�	�
 ����*��� ���� ���$�� � %�-
�
�	$�	��	� �
��
�
. <�����	 �����
�$��� 
%��
�	��
 $� � �����
�$��� "�$	#	�	���, 
 
�����	 �����	 �����	�	 $� ��
�
� 	 $�	$
� 
�	�
 �����
�$�	% �	$!	"�	�
 �$������	% �
 
	���
�
�� �'���	% "��!�$
 	 "��#���
 � $�-
!	�
���� "��$���� (�����&�	%, $�!	�
��	%, 
�������	%, %��
�	%...). {
�� ����������� 
������ � ��������	� $�� �	&� 
�����	���� 
���$�� 	 ����� �����
�	�� � "����
�
�� $�-
!	�
���� "��$���
   �
���	 �� $!	����	$�	�-
�	 ��
�
�. 

I������
�
� ��	� � ����	�$�	 	 ����-
����&�	 �
���� �����
�	�� �� ����� �
��-
��� ���!	"	�
�
 �� �
�
$ �����$�	$���� 
�"����� �
 �
�'��
� �
 $� �
�	 � �
�!	 ��
-
$�	��� "������
 "����
�
�
 	 $�����	% ��-
��	�$�	% 	 ��������&�	% "�$�
��	. ��� �#-
�	�
 �
 �
��	�	�� ����	�$�� 	 ��������&�� 
"�	$��"�, �
��	�	�� &���� 	 "�
�!� � �
����� 
�����
�$�� �
���, ������ �� �
�'��	�	 �
 "�-
$���	 ���	�$����� ����	&�� � "	�
�� ���	-
�	!	�� "������
 ����� "����
�
�
. ��
�
��, 
� "	�
�� �� �����
�$�	 "��$���. ��*��	�, 
$������$� �����
�$��� "��$���
 �"�����'��� 
����	�$�� "�	$��"� 	 ������&�� "�$��"�� � 
"����
�
�� �����
�$��� "��$���
. ����	�� 
�����
�$�	 "��$��� $%�
�	�� �
�: �	�	���, 
�������	�$��, ���&�����, ������$��, ������-
��, ����!	��
���, "��!�$��..., �� $�#����	��� 
	 	$��$����� �����, ���
 "������� ����� 
�	�� "������ "����
�
�
 �����
�	��.  >�� 
$� ���
�	��� �	�����!	�
�	 "��$	$���	 ��-
�	�$������ $	$���
 – �����
�$��� "��$���
 
(�����
�$��� ����
�
). 

� ���	 $ ����	�$�	�, ��������&�	� "
 
	 "�
��	��	� "	�
�	�
 �����
�	�� �
���� 
$� ���
 ���	��
 "	�
�
: �
 �	 �� $�&�	�
 
�����
�	�� � "������� 	$��
�	�
�
 	�	 � 
���	� $
��
��	� �������$�	�
, �� �
 �	 $� 
�
�	 � ���	�$������ �
�!	 	�	 $	$���� �
��
. 
>������ �
 "��� "	�
�� ����
 �� �����$�
-
�
� 	 "���
���	���
 ��
	������ ���
��� 
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development. 
The complexity of geographical space, 

defined by geographical forms (natural and 
anthropogenic systems and subsystems), de-
termines the specificity of geography’s sub-
ject matter, tasks, and goals. Geographical 
space being a unique form makes geography 
a unique science about geographical space – 
the subject matter of geographical researches. 
At the same time, the functional unity of a 
vast number of conditionally differentiated 
geographical forms (both natural and anthro-
pogenic) makes the unique form (geographi-
cal space. Each of these forms is subject to a 
whole range of natural and social sciences, 
including geography. 

The specificity of geographical forms 
(geographical nature of forms) established 
the development of a series of scientific dis-
ciplines in a framework of geography. Some 
of them, taking into account the relevance of 
their field of study (climate changes, demo-
graphic growth, political processes, social-
economic processes, environment, natural 
resources, etc.) often overshadow the signifi-
cance and sense of geography as a unique sci-
ence with a unique subject matter. Therefore, 
specificity of geographical forms, specificity 
of the subject matter, and practical demands 
contributed a conditional differentiation of 
geography into: general, physical, social, re-
gional, and national, acc�mpanied by a whole 
range of tightly specialized disciplines, each 
of which has its own methodological ap-
proach to subject matter.  

One of the conditionally differentiated 
forms of geographical space is the national 
space, which stresses out the role of national 
geography when it comes to studying nation-
al spaces. 

The issue of national space poses a lot of 
questions. The key questions refer to defini-
tion of national space, processes and problems 
of development, models of deveopment, etc. 
Since national spaces are parts of a unique 
geographical space, the development pro-
cesses and problems within a national space 

���������� � �����	��� ��������� ��-
������	�. N
���, $�&�	�
 �����
�	�� �� 	 � 
"������� 	$��
�	�
�
 	 � ���	� $
��
��	� 
�������$�	�
, &�� a priori "���
���	���
 
�����
�
���� ���������	�� � "����
�
�� ��-
���
�$�	% ����	 – �	%��� $�������
���$�	, 
���	���	�
���$�	, ����!	��
���$�	, �� "��-
!�$
 	 "��#���
 � �
�����.  

�������$� �����
�$��� "��$���
, ���	-
�	$
�
 �����
�$�	� ����
�
 ("�	����	� 	 

����"����	� $	$���	�
 	 "��$	$���	�
), 
�"�����'��� $"�!	�	���$�  "������
, �
�
�-
�� 	 !	'��� "����
�
�
 �����
�	��. <
�� �� 
�����
�$�	 "��$��� ���	�$����
 ����
, 	 ��-
���
�	�
 �� ���	�$����
 �
��
 � �����
�$��� 
"��$���� – "������� �����
�$�	% 	$��
�	-
�
�
. � 	$�� ��	����, ���	�$����� ����� 
(�����
�$�	 "��$���) �	�	 ����!	��
��� 
���	�$��� �������� #���
 �$����� �	�����-
!	�
�	% �����
�$�	% ����	 ("�	����	% 	 

����"����	%). ��
�
 �� �	% �� � $���	 	���-
��$
 �	�
 �
��	�	�	% "�	����	% 	 ���&���-
�	% �
��
, "
 	 �����
�	��. 

�"�!	�	���$� �����
�$�	% ����	 (��-
���
�	���$� ����	) �����	�
 �� �
���� �	�
 
$"�!	�
�	���
�	% �
��
  	 �
���	% �	$!	-
"�	�
  � ���	�� ���	�$����� �����
�	��. 
+��� �� �	%, $ �#�	��� �
 
�������$� 	 ��
-
�
� "��#���
�	�� ���� "����
�
�� (��	�
�$-
�� "�������, ������
�$�	 �
����, "��	�	��	 
"��!�$	, $�!	�-������$�	 "��!�$	, �	����
 
$���	�
, "�	����	 ��$��$	...), ��$�� �
$���� 
$�	$
� 	 ��
�
� �����
�	�� �
� ���	�$����� 
�
��� $ ���	�$����	� "�������� "����
�
�
. 
N
���, $"�!	�	���$� �����
�$�	% ����	, 
$"�!	�	���$� "������
 	$��
�	�
�
 	 "�
-
��	��	 �
%����	 ��"�	�	���	 $� �$������ �	-
�����!	�
!	�	 �����
�	�� �
: �"&��, �	�	�-
��, ���&�����, ���	��
��� 	 �
!	��
���, 
 
� ���	�� �	% �
 �	� �$��$"�!	�
�	���
�	% 
�	$!	"�	�
, �� ���	% $�
�
 	�
 $"�!	�	��� 
��������&�� "�	$��"� "������� "����
�
�
. 

8���� �� �$����� �	�����!	�
�	% ����	 
�����
�$��� "��$���
 �	�� �
!	��
��	 "��-
$���	, &�� 
"�$����	�
  ����� �
!	��
��� 
�����
�	�� � "����
�
�� �
!	��
��	% "��-
$���
. 
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are a product of actions and interdependance 
of a unique geographical space (global geo-
space) and internal factors of a national space 
(geographical forms of national space). Such 
one approach tonational geography � priori 
imposes scientific and practical problems 
thay may vary in their nature (political, eco-
nomic, social, demographic, ecological, cul-
tural, etc.). 

The problems of national geography men-
tined above also refer to various theoretical 
and methodological approaches to the study 
of certain processes and problems of devel-
opment of national spaces. Since the primary 
task of all sciences is solving scientific prob-
lems, the primary task of national geography 
is tightly connected with the scientific ap-
proach to dealing with issues of geographical 
forms within the national space framework, 
caused by actions and interdependance of 
global space and internal (geographical) fac-
tors of a national space. 

Bearing in mind the fact that develop-
ment processes and problems of national 
spaces may alter, the direct tasks of national 
geography relate to the curent issues of pro-
cesses and problems of development. This 
definition determines the tasks of Serbian na-
tional geography and relates them to modern 
political-geographical development problems 
and processes in the framework of overall 
ethnical-national and spiritual space, caused 
by factors of both global and ethnical-natioal 
Serbian space. 

���#���
�	�
 �
!	��
���� "��$���
 ��-
�
�
 #����
 "	�
�
. <'���
 $� � ���	 $ ��-
�	�	!	��� �
!	��
���� "��$���
, �
�����	� 
"��!�$	�
 	 "��#���	�
, �����	�
 �
����
 	 
$�.  <
�� $� �
!	��
��	 "��$���	 �	�����	 
���	�$������ �����
�$��� "��$���
, �
�����	 
"��!�$	 	 �
�����	 "��#���	 � ���	�� �
!	-
��
���� "��$���
 "��	���� $� ���$��
 	 ��*�-
�
�	$��$�	 ���	�$������ �����
�$��� "��$��-
�
 (���#
���� ���"��$���
) 	 �����
&�	% 
�
����
 �
!	��
���� "��$���
 (�����
�$�	% 
����	 �
!	��
���� "��$���
). >�
�
� "�	-
$��" �
!	��
���� �����
�	�	 � priori �
���� 
�
���� 	 "�
��	��� "��#���� �
��	�	�� "�	-
���� ("��	�	���, ������$��, $�!	�
���, ��-
����
�$��, �����&��, ��������...). 

����%���� �
��
���
 "��#���
�	�
 �
!	-
��
��� �����
�	�� "���
���	���
 	 �
��	�	�� 
����	�$�� 	 ��������&�� "�	$��"� � "����
-
�
�� ����*��	% "��!�$
 	 "��#���
 � �
����� 
�
!	��
��	% "��$���
. <
�� �� "�	�
��
 �
-
�
�
 $�	% �
��
 � ���&
�
�� �
���	% "��-
#���
, �� $� 	 "�	�
��	 �
�
�
� �
!	��
��� 
�����
�	�� �����	 � ���� $ �
���	� "�	$��-
"�� "����
�
�� 	 	��
�
���� ���&��
 �
 
"��#���� �����
�$�	% ����	 � ���	�	�
 �
-
!	��
��	% "��$���
, �������
�	% ���$���� 	 
��*��
�	$��&�� ���#
���� "��$���
 	 ���-
��
&�	% (�����
�$�	%) �
����
  �
!	��
�-
��� "��$���
. 

E�
���	 � �	�� �	���	!� �
 $� �
����-
�	 "��!�$	 	 "��#���	 �
����
 � ���	�	�
 
�
!	��
��	% "��$���
 "������	�	, 	 ��"�-
$����	 �
�
!	 �
!	��
��� �����
�	�� ������ 
$� � ���� $ 
�������&�� �
�����	% "��!�$
 	 
"��#���
. >�
 ���	�	!	�
 �"�����'��� 	 �
-
�
��� $�"$�� �
!	��
��� �����
�	�� 	 ���� 
	% �
 $
������� "��	�	��������
�$�� "��-
!�$� 	 "��#���� �
����
 � ���	�	�
 ���"��� 
$�"$��� �����
!	��
���� 	 ��%����� "��$��-
�
, �������
�	% �
����	�
 �
�� ���#
����, 
�
�� 	 �����
!	��
���� 	 ��%����� "��$���
 
��#
.  
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THEORETICAL APPROACH TO NATIONAL 
GEOGRAPHY WITH AN OVERVIEW OF 
THE SERBIAN NATIONAL GEOGRAPHY 

CONCEPT 

As it was aforementioned, national geog-
raphy is a science the subject matter of which 
is national space. The nation being a key fea-
ture of a national space, national geography 
and its subject matter are closely connected 
with a nation’s territoriality. This way, ele-
ments of a nation (ethnos, language, spitirual 
and material cultures) are spatial determinants 
of a national space and national geography.  

Interests of a single nation, along with the 
ethnos as a major determinant of a nation and 
national space, created national states as a 
most suitable form for achieving national in-
terests. That way � state, defined by a politi-
cal system, becomes an additional element of 
a nation and national space. Then, there is a 
logical conclusion that the geographical space 
of a state is a subject matter of national geog-
raphy studies. 

Through historical development, certain 
ethnoses, motivated by their ethnical inter-
ests, have created ethnical (ethnical-national) 
states.  Nevertheless, some ethnoses with an 
adequate ethnical space have, throughout his-
tory, lost and regained their state, coming in 
and out of some other state’s fetaures, and 
some of them still have no ethnical (ethnical-
national) state of their own.

There are certain examples of some small-
er or larger parts of an ethnical space being 
situated out of the mother country’s borders 
and being a part of one or more neighbouring 
countries.  In such examples, national geogra-
phy studies the overall ethnical space of a cer-
tain nation. Serbian ethnical space is a clear 
instance of one such ethnical space scattered 
in several different states. 

It was in 1802 that Hegel said that „the 
culture of a nation should be set and devel-
oped in their own state “ (I����	�, 1999, 
p. 69). This Hegel’s idea has been proven by 
time on several occasions on the example of 

@I>E8�<E  �E�@�� +;]E>+;�+>8 
�I>�;/E8E  �  �>�I�+E� >��@>� 
+; <>+]I�@ ���<I +;]E>+;�+I 

�I>�;/E8I 

<
� &�� �� "���%���� �
��
&���, ����-
������ ��������	� �� �
��
 ���
 �
 "������ 
"����
�
�
 	�
 ���������� ������. ��&�� 
�� �
!	�
 �'���
 ������	!
 �
!	��
���� 
"��$���
, �
!	��
��
 �����
�	�
 	 ��� "���-
��� "����
�
�
 ���� $� �
 ���	���	�
���$� 
�
!	��. +
 ��
� �
�	� �������	 �
!	�� (����$, 
���	�, ��%���
 	 �
���	�
��
 ������
) ��$� 
"��$����� ������	!� �
!	��
���� "��$���
 
	 �
!	��
��� �����
�	��.  

E�����$	 "����	�	% �
!	�
, $
 ����$�� 
�
� ��
���� ������	!�� �
!	�� 	 �
!	��
�-
��� "��$���
, $����	�	 $� ���������� 
�-
���� �
� �
�"���'�	�	 �#�	� �
 �$��
���� 
�
!	��
��	% 	�����$
. @	�� 
�����, ���	-
�	$
�
 "��	�	��	� $	$�����,  "�$�
�� ���
�-
�	 ������� �
!	�� 	 �
!	��
���� "��$���
. 
��	���	 ���	�
� �
�'��
� �
 �����
�$�	 
"��$��� ���
�� �	�	 "������ "����
�
�
 
�
!	��
��� �����
�	��.

<��� 	$���	�$�	 �
���� ����*��	 ����$	, 
���	�	$
�	 ���	��	� 	�����$	�
, $����	�	 
$� ���	��� (�����
!	��
���) ���
��. ��*�-
�	�, ���	 ����$	 $
 "�	"
�
���	� ����-"��-
$�����, ���� 	$���	�$�	 �
���� $��
�
�	 $� 	 
��#	�	 ���
��, ��
�	�	 � $
$�
� ����	% ���
-
�
 	 	� ���
 	��
�	�	, 
 ���	 �	 �
�
$ ���
�� 
$�"$����� ���	��� (�����
!	��
���) ���
��. 

� ����*��	� $	��
!	�
�
 �
�	 	�	 ���	 
�	�����	 ���	���� "��$���
 �
�
�� $� 	��
� 
�
�	��� ���
�� 	 ��
�� � $
$�
� ����� 	�	 
�	&� $�$����	% ���
�
.  � �
��	� "�	����	-
�
 �
!	��
��
 �����
�	�
 �
 "������ "����
-
�
�
 	�
 ���"
� ���	��	 "��$��� ����*���� 
�
���
. >�	� "�	���� �
�#	����$�	 ���	���� 
"��$���
 �
 �	&� ���
�
 �	�	 $�"$�	 ���	�-
�	 "��$���.    

8�& �
���� 1802. ���	�� Z���� �� ���
� 
„�
 ������
 ������ �
���
 ���#
 �
 $� �$��
�	 
	 �
��	�� � ������� ���
�	“ (I����	�, 1999, 
$��. 69). >�� Z������� �	$
� ��	���� �� ��-
���$�	$���� "�����	�� �
 "�	����� ���	�� 
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more than one European nation. 
One of the models of a nation, i.e. a na-

tional state, rests on the ethnos – a major com-
popnent of a national being. Nevertheless, the 
political system, or better to say a state, plays 
a crucial role in forming and developing a na-
tional being. Therefore, the ethnical model of 
a nation and a national state based on the eth-
nical principle are the features to define the 
concept and field of national geography.  

Apart from the ethnical principle as a ba-
sis of a nation and a national state, there is 
a political unity as a basis of a nation and a 
state model, so the „nation as a political (so-
cial-cultural) community is defined as a group 
of people, often of a various background and 
sometimes different race, living together on a 
specific territory  accepting a common iden-
tity. Unity of a nation is usually strengthened 
by the mutual language or even religion. This 
idea often refers to „the society of citizens“ 
gathered by the idea of mutual sovereignity. 
This idea has been known ever since French 
Enlightenment and has been applied in coun-
tries such as USA, France, Italy, and others 
in which citizens are treated as members of 
a certain nation“ (���	�, 2000, p. 124). This 
process, and it might be addressed to as  po-
litical in its origin, was used by some newly 
formed countries in former Yugoslavia region 
to overcome the problems of certain ethnos’s 
constitutionality in order to strengthen their 
new state by political unity, which formally 
support the state of citizens but actually is 
used to protect the constitutionality of the 
priviledged ethnoses. An illustrative example 
is the modern state of Montenegro. 

Unlike the ethnical model of a nation and 
national state, the model based on political and 
social-cultural foundations makes the concept 
of a national state and national geography in 
most European countries.        

Practices have shown that some ethnoses, 
under certain historical conditions, suffered 
ethnogenesis in which process new modi-
fied ethnoses and new (modified) nations 
emerged. Through the process of artificial 

����"$�	% �
���
. 
8��
� �� �����
  �
!	�� ����$�� �
!	�-

�
��� ���
��, �
� &�� �� �� "���%���� �
��
-
&���, "��	�
 �
 ��%)*# – ��
���� ���"�����	 
�
!	��
���� #	�
.  ��*��	�, � �#�	���
�� 
�
!	��
���� #	�
 	 ������� �
����� "��-
$���� ����� 	�
 "��	�	��	 $	$���, ����$�� 
���
�
. N
���,  ���	��	 ����� �
!	�� 	 �
-
!	��
��� ���
�� �
 ���	���� "�	�!	"� ��-
�	�	&� ���!�"� 	 "������ "����
�
�
 ����-
������ ��������	�.  

{
 �
��	�� �� ������� ��������  �
� 
�$���
 �
!	�� 	 �
!	��
��� ���
��,  "�$���	 
�������� 	�
����� �
� �$��� �
!	�� 	 ��-
���
 ���
��, "
 $� „�
!	�
 �
� "��	�	��
 ($�-
!	��������
) �
����	!
 ���	�	&� �
� ���"
 
'��	, ��$�� �
��	�	��� "�����
, "����
� 	 
�
$� ���	 �
����� �	�� �
 ����*���� ���	���	�	 
	 "�	%�
�
�� �
����	��	 	����	���. 8��	�$��� 
�
!	�� �#	��� �� ��
�
�� �
����	��	� ���	��� 

 "����
� 	 �
����	���� ���	�	���. ��� �	� 
"����� $� "���
�����
 „���&��� ��
*
�
, 
�#���	���	% 	����� � �
����	���� ���
���-
$�	. >�
� "��
� �� "���
� ��& �� ��
�!�$��� 
"��$���	��'$��
, 
 "�	������ $� �
��	&� � 
���
�
�
 �
� &�� $� �;N, /�
�!�$�
, E�
-
�	�
 	 ������, � ���	�
 $� $�	 ��
*
�	 ����	-
�
�� �
� ��
���	 �����
�
���� �
!	��“ (���	�, 
2000, $��. 124). +
 ��
�
� �
�	�, ����� #	 $� 
���	 "��	�	��	 �$�	&'��, ���� �����
$�
�� 
���
�� �
 "��$���� #	�&� 8���$�
��	� "���-
&
�� $� "���
�	�	 "��#��� ���$�	���	���-
$�	 "����	�	% ����$
 	 �����
$�
�� ���
�-
��$� ��
�
�	 "��	�	��	� ���	�$���� ���� $ 
����
��� $��
�� 
�	��	&� ���
�� ��
*
�
, 

 � $�&�	�	 "�����	�
 ���
���$� "�	�	��-
���
��� ����$
. E��$��
�	�
� "�	���� ���� 
�����
 �� �
�
&�
 ]��
 ���
. 

{
 �
��	�� �� ���	���� �����
 �
!	�� 	 
�
!	��
��� ���
��, ����� �
 "��	�	���� 	 
$�!	�-��������� �$���	 �	�	 �$��� ���!�"�� 
�
!	��
��� ���
��, �	�� 	 �
!	��
��� ����-
�
�	�� � ���	�	 ����"$�	% ���
'
.         

��
�$
 �� "��
�
�
 �
 $� ���	 ����$	, � 
����*��	� 	$���	�$�	� �$���	�
, � ��
���� 
����	 "����"���	 ����������, "�	 ���� $� �
-
$�
�	 ���	�	���
�	 ����$	 	 ���� (���	�	-
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ethnogenesis, the Serbian ethnos gave the 
following new (modified) nations within the 
borders of Serbian ethnical space (from Bela 
Krajina in Slovenia to southern Macedonian 
borders): Macedonians, Montenegrins, Bosni-
acs (��
��, 2007). 

The development of Serbian national be-
ing, with various consequences, has largely 
been influenced by the cultural assimilation of 
Slovenian Serbs, especially within the region 
of Bela Krajina – a unique Serbian histori-
cal and ethnical-cultural region (/	�	"��	�, 
1970), then in Austria (����	�, 1922), Alba-
nia, Hungary, Greece, Macedonia, Bosnia 
and Herzegovina, Croatia... (]�	�	�, 1918; 
N��	���, 1909; 1912;   
���
���	�, 1937...).

The process of artificial ethnogenesis 
and the appearance of new nations out of the 
framework of Serbian national being have 
been greately prompted by the political im-
pact of the state, especially former SFR Yugo-
slavia. This course of action was largely the 
background of disappearance of the mutual 
state and emergance of the new ones. With 
reference to this, national geography of for-
mer SFR Yugoslavia brought down to nation-
al geography of the newly formed countries, 
each of these having different theoretical and 
methodological concepts. 

The exception is Serbian national geogra-
phy, which cannot be directly connected with 
only one of the states in the geospace of for-
mer SFR Yugoslavia but rather with the over-
all Serbian geospace, i.e. its ethnical territori-
ality and the total spiritual space. The reason 
is that the unity of the Serbian national be-
ing, above all its ethnos, history, material and 
religious herritage are located within each of 
these newly formed states, or even wider.   

There are two types of national states: 
) 
a national state in which ethnos is the foun-
dation of a nation, and b) a national state in 
which all citizens of various ethnos are gath-
ered by a mutual identity as an expression of 
political-territorial affiliation and political-
territorial unity, thus forming a nation. Both 
these concepts of a national state encompass 

���
��) �
!	��.  E� $�"$��� ����$
, � ���	�� 
��
�	!
 $�"$��� ���	���� "��$���
 (�� ���� 
<�
�	�� � ������	�	 �� ����� ��
�	!� �
��-
���	��), "��!�$�� �	������ ��������� �
-
$�
�� $� ���� (���	�	���
��) �
!	��: ����-

����, ���������,  !������  (��
��, 2007). 

+
 �
���� $�"$��� �
!	��
���� #	�
, $
 
�
��	�	�	� "�$'��	!
�
, � ���	��� ����	 
��	!
�
 �� �������
 
$	�	�
!	�
 ��#
 � ���-
���	�	, �
���	�� �
 "��$���� ���� <�
�	�� 
– ���	�$����� $�"$�� 	$���	�$�� 	 �������-
����� �#�
$�	 (/	�	"��	�, 1970), ;�$��	�	 
(����	�, 1922), ;�#
�	�	, �
*
�$���, ������, 
�
�����	�	, ��$�	, Z��!����	�	, Z��
�-
$���... (]�	�	�, 1918; N��	���, 1909; 1912;   

���
���	�, 1937...).

���!�$ ���&�
��� ���������� 	 �
$�
��
 
���	% �
!	�
 	� ���	�
 $�"$��� �
!	��
���� 
#	�
 �������� �� #	� "��$�
���� "��	�	�-
�	� ��	!
��� ���
��, �
���	�� #	�&� �/ 
8���$�
�	��. >�
� "��!�$ � ��
���� ����	 #	� 
�� "�����
 ��$�
��� �
����	��� 	 �
$�
��� 
���	% ���
�
.  � ���	 $ �	�, �� �
!	��
��� 
�����
�	�� "��$���
 #	�&� �/ 8���$�
�	�� 
��&�� $� �� �
!	��
��� �����
�	�� �����
-
$�
�	% ���
�
, �
��	�	��� ����	�$��� 	 ��-
������&��� ���!�"�
. E�����
� �	�	 $�"$�
 
�
!	��
��
 �����
�	�
, ���
 $� �� ���� ���
-
�	 	$�'��	�� �
 ���� �� �
�
&�	% ���
�
 
���"��$���
 #	�&� �/8, ��� �
 ���"
� $�-
"$�	 ���"��$���, ��. �
 ������ �������	��-
�	�
���$� 	 ���"��$� ��%����� "��$���
, 	� 
�
����
 &�� $� ���	�$����� $�"$�� �
!	��
�-
�� #	��, "�	�� $���
 ����� ����$, 	$���	�
, 
�
���	�
��
 	 ��%���
 ������
, �
�
�� � $�	� 
�����
$�
�	� ���
�
�
  "��$���
 #	�&� 8�-
��$�
�	��, "
 	 	��
� ���
.   


��	������ 
�� �	"
 �
!	��
��	% ��-
�
�
: 
) �
!	��
��� ���
�� ���� ����$ �	�	 
�$��� �
!	��, 	 #) �
!	��
��� ���
�� � ����� 
$�	 ��
*
�	 �
��	�	�	% ����$
 �#���	���	 
�
����	��	� 	����	����� �
� 	��
��� "��	-
�	������	���	�
��� "�	"
���$�	 	 "��	�	�-
�����	���	�
���� ���	�$��
 �	�� �
!	��. >#
 
���!�"�
 �
!	��
��� ���
�� "���
���	��-
�
�� �
!	��
��� �����
�	��, ���
 �
 "������ 
"����
�
�
 	�
 ���
�� ��. ���� �����
�$�� 
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national geography, the subject matter of 
which is a state, i.e. its geographical issues. 
Nevertheless, a logical question is posed 
whether there is a national geography without 
a national state, either ethnical or civil one? 
As it is well-known, states come and go, often 
altering their borders, but the ethnos remains 
as a key feature of a national being and na-
tional space. Therefore, national geography is 
connected with the ethnical space, which ex-
plicitely refers to Serbian national geography.  

The collapse of former multinational state 
(SFR Yugoslavia) gave out new states of dif-
ferent national concepts. Some of these are 
ethnonationally homogeneous (Slovenia), 
some are extremely uninational (ethnical-na-
tional) e.g. Croatia, others are extremely mul-
tinational, e.e. BiH, Serbia and Macedonia, 
and some are formally civil (Montenegro). 
Hence there are different constitutional and 
ethnical assumptions that resulted in various 
concepts of national geography (national ge-
ography of a state or national geography of a 
people).  

Since ethnical territoriality, statehood, 
ethnical culture, and the overall Serbian na-
tional being,  through both history and mod-
ern days, are connected with all the states 
formed in the region of former SFR Yugosla-
via as well as with the historical and ethno-
cultural areas in former SFRY border coun-
tries (south Hungary, west Romania, north 
Albania, enclaves in north Greece and central 
Hungary), the Serbian national geography is 
based on the sum of elements of Serbian na-
tional being, defined through Serbian lands, 
i.e. Serbian geospace (��
��, 2007). 

SERBIAN SPIRITUAL SPACE, SERBIAN 
LANDS AND SERBIAN NATIONAL 

GEOGRAPHY 

The spiritual space of a nation is made 
by „its specific national culture that is ac-
cepted within certain geographical borders 
and which gives sense to the life and activi-

"��#���
�	��. ��*��	�, "�$�
�'
 $� ���	�-
�� "	�
��: E�
 �	 �
!	��
��� �����
�	�� 
#�� �
!	��
��� ���
��, #	�
 ��
 ���	��
 	�	 
��
*
�$�
? <
� &�� �� "���
��, ���
�� �
$�
�� 
	 ��$�
��, ��$�� �	���
�� ��
�	!� 	 �#�%�
� 

�	 �$�
�� ����� �
� �'���	 �������	 �
-
!	��
���� #	�
 	 �
!	��
���� "��$���
, "
 
$� � ���	 $ �	� ���������� ��������	� ���� 
�
 ������ ������, &�� $� ��$"�	!	�� ��-
��$	 �
 $�"$�� �
!	��
��� �����
�	��. 

+
��� �
$"
�
 #	�&� �	&��
!	��
��� 
���
�� – �/ 8���$�
�	��, �
$�
�� $� ���� ��-
�
�� �
��	�	��� �
!	��
���� ���!�"�
. +��� 
$� �����
!	��
��� %�������, (������	�
), 
���� $� �
��
&��� ������
!	��
��� (�����
-
!	��
���) �"�. Z��
�$�
, ���� $� �
��
&��� 
�	&��
!	��
��� (����	�
!	��
���) �"�. 
�	Z, ��#	�
 	 �
�����	�
, 
 ���� $� ����
�-
�� ��
*
�$�� (]��
 ���
), "
 $�  �
��	�	�� 
�$�
��� 	 ���	��� "���"�$�
��� ������	�
�� 
�
��	�	�	� ���!�"�	�
 �
!	��
��� �����
-
�	�� (����������� ��������	�� 
����� 	�	 
����������� ��������	�� ����
�).  

"��� �� ���������	�����, 
�-
����������, �������������, 
����-
��� � ������� ������� ����������� ����, � 
��������	�� � �
������� ��������, ���� �� 
��� ����� ������ �� ������� ����� #$% 
&��������	�, � �� �����	��� � ��������-
�� ������� � ��������� 
������� ����� 
#$%& (����
 �
*
�$�
, �
"
��
  ����	�
, 
$������
 ;�#
�	�
, ����
�� � $�������� ������ 
	 !����
���� �
*
�$���), ������ ���������� 
��������	� ����� �� �� �������� �������-
� ������� ����������� ����, 
���������� � 
����� ������� ������, �
�����  ������� ���-
�������  (��
��, 2007). 
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ties of that nation (�
����	�, 1999, p. 141).  
Refering to this definition, there is a question 
of constituents of the Serbian spiritual space. 
One of the answers that might be acceptable 
is that these constituents are „valuable as-
sumptions of its culture, its own historical 
experience, national legends and myths, Or-
thodoxy, the Serbian language, tradition and 
customs, Serbian art and humanities“ (ibi-
dem, �. 141). These constituents encompass 
the geographical space from Bela Krajina in 
Slovenia down to southern borders of Mace-
donia, making ethnical territorial unity as a 
key factor of Serbian national being. Still, 
as it has been previously defined, ethnical-
cultural spaces of Serbian people nowadays 
exist in a whole range of states out of its eth-
nical-territorial unity (up to 1990s this also 
referred to state unity) forming, to some ex-
tent, isolated geospatial systems of overall 
Serbian geospace. And it was the historical, 
cultural, mental, and all other connections 
that make a national being compact, that set 
the Serbian geospace, which we also define 
as Serbian spiritual space. Therefore, there is 
no crucial difference between the generally 
acknowledged idea of Serbian lands, Serbian 
ethnical-cultural, and Serbian spiritual space. 

Apart from the previous definition of Ser-
bian spiritual space and its territoriality, there 
is also a definition that „these refer to the 
total cultural activities throughout history, 
wherever the Serbs have lived and are still 
living. At the same time this also has to refer 
to the cultural activities of the ethnical groups 
who extracted from the Serbian community, 
in both past and present times. Second thing 
relevant to this definition is that spiritual 
space is connected with the national state 
in which it is embodied“ (I����	�, 1999, �. 
39). There is a logical conclusion that Serbian 
spiritual space, in various forms of territorial 
organization, is the subject matter of Serbian 
national geography.   

"�	"
��	�
 ��� �
���
“ (�
����	�, 1999, $��. 
141).  � ���	 $ ���� ���	�	!	��� "�$�
�'
 
$� "	�
�� ���$�	����
�
 ��%����� "��$���
 
$�"$��� �
���
. ��	%�
�'	� ������� �
 ��� 
"	�
�� ��
$	 �
 $� �� „������$�� "���"�-
$�
��� ������ �������, $�"$����� 	$���	�$�� 
	$��$���, �
!	��
��	 �	���	 	 "���
�
, 
"�
��$�
��
 ���	�	�
, $�"$�	 ���	�, �#	�
��
 
��
�	!	�
, $�"$�
 ������$� 	 %��
�	$�	��� 
�
���“ (ibidem, $��. 141). +
�����	� ���$�	-
�����	�
 	�"����	�
� �� �����
�$�	 "��$��� 
�� ���� <�
�	�� � ������	�	 �� ����	% ��
-
�	!
 �
�����	�� �	���	 �������	���	�
��� 
���	�$��� (���"
����$�) �
� �'���� �����-
�	!� $�"$��� �
!	��
���� #	�
. +�, �
� &�� 
�� "���%���� ���	�	$
��, �����������	 "��-
$���	 $�"$��� �
���
 �
�
$ ���	$�	�
�� � �	�� 
���
�
 	��
� ������ �������	���	�
��� 	, �� 
"�����
 ������$��	% ���	�
 "��&��� �	���
, 
���
�������� ���"
����$�	, �	���	 �� 	�-
���$�� ����� 	�����
�� ���"��$����� $	$��-
�� ���"��� $�"$��� ���"��$���
. �"�
�� $� 
	$���	�$��, ��������, "$	%	��� 	 $�� ������ 
���� ���� �
!	��
��� #	�� �	�� ���	�$����	� 
������	!� $�"$��� ���"��$���
, ���	 �
 ���-
�	 �
�	� ���	�	&��� �
� $�"$�	 ��%���	 
"��$���. N
���, � #	�	 �� "�$���� $�&�	�$�� 
�
��	�� 	���*� �"&��"�	%�
���	% "�����
 
$�"$�� ���'�, $�"$�	 �����������	 	 $�"$�	 
��%���	 "��$���. 

� ���	 $ "�������� ���	�	!	��� $�"$��� 
��%����� "��$���
 	 ������� ���	���	�
�-
��&�� "
��� �
$������ ���	�	!	�
 „�
 $� 
�� ����$	 �
 ���"�� �������� ���
���$� � 
"��&��$�	, $���
 ��� $� ��#	 �	���	 	 ��� 
$
�
 �	��. � 	$�� �����, 	� ���
 ����
 $� �� 
���� 	�����	�	 �������� 
��	���$�	 ��	% ��-
�	��	% ���"
 ���� $� $� 	�����	�� 	� �
����	-
!� $�"$��� �
���
, � "��&��$�	 	 $
�
. N���
 
#	��
 ������	!
 �� ���	�	!	�� ��$�� ���
�� 

������� ������� �� ���������� 
����� � 
����� $� �� ������������“ (I����	�, 1999, $��. 
39). E����	 $�  ���	�
� �
�'��
� �
 $�"$�	 
��%���	 "��$���, � �
��	�	�	� ����
�
 ��-
�	���	�
��� ���
�	�
!	��, �	�	 "������ "��-
��
�
�
 $�"$�� �
!	��
��� �����
�	��.   
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*
The violent decomposition of former SFR 

Yugoslavia and creation of new states broke 
the state unity of the Serbian people, which 
was a key assumption to achieve legitimate na-
tional interests. These interests are completely 
endangered by the new world order politics 
and the interests of globalism run by geostra-
tegic interests of USA ans some EU countries, 
interests of radical islam run by Turkey with 
ever-growing impact, etc. But the overall de-
velopment of Serbian lands and geopolitical 
processes in the Balkans and worldwide are 
more and more in� uenced by the renewed 
Russia. Nevertheless, the globally dominant 
USA up until late 20th century and its strategic 
interests inferred the geopolitical recomposi-
tion of the Balkans, including former SFR Yu-
goslavia, all this aiming at elimination of geo-
strategic and geopolitical Russian presence in 
the Balkans. The domination of power and in-
terests resulted in the existing and still incom-
plete geopolitical picture of former Yugoslavia 
region. The stress in on geopolitical problems 
and issues regarding destroying sovereignity 
and territorial integrity of Serbia. 

   The development Serbian lands and posi-
tion of Serbs in some of these countries are ev-
idently burdened by political systems of newly 
formed states, formal ethnical-national status, 
forms of territorial organization in some of 
these states, possibilites for making cultural 
and other connections with Serbian „mother“ 
state, etc. Therefore, the position of Serbs are 
differently de9 ned in Slovenia, Croatia, Bos-
nia and Herzegovina, Montenegro, and Mace-
donia. Speci9 city of the geopolitical problem 
is also de9 ned by various options for the Ser-
bian development within the borders of the in-
ternationally acknowledged borders of present 
day Serbia, which further affects the position 
of Serbs in all former SFR Yugoslavia border 
countries. Thus, the tasks of Serbian national 
geography, apart from mutual characteristics, 
also have the speci9 c ones adapted to speci9 c 
problems of a certain Serbian land (��
��, 
2011). 
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���
'
 I���"$�� ��	��,  	�����$	�
 �
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	$�
�
, "�����*���� $�� ��	!
��	��� @��$���, 
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���"��	�	��� "��!�$� �
 �
��
�� 	  � $����$�	� 
�
�����
�
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 �#���'��
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���� 
"�
��, $�� �� ��
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*
The forerunners of Serbian national ge-

ography were representatives of Serbian En-
lightenment, among whom Vuk Stefanovic 
Karadzic (1787-1864) takes a special place. 
His basic works within the fields of lan-
guage, customs, tradition and folk culture 
made a huge contribution to the cultural ge-
ography of Serbs. In his well-know work of 
„�����
�	��$��-$�
�	$�	��$�� �"	$
�	�� 
��#	��“ (Geographical-statistical description 
of Serbia) published in „Danica“ almanac 
(Vienna, 1827) contained two key sections 
named „>"	$
�	�� ���'�“ (The descrip-
tion of the country) and „>"	$
�	�� �
���
“ 
(The description of the people). 

Apart from Vuk’s work, it was Svetozar 
Markovic’s „Serbia in the East“ (the town of 
Novi Sad, 1872) and Stojan Nikolic’s (1842-
1915) „Countryside“ (1890) that strongly af-
fected the anthropogeographical researches 
of the Balkan peninsula done by Jovan Cvijic 
(���	�, 2011).

The impact of these works, especially 
those performed by Vuk S. Karadzic, influ-
enced the development of geography through 
the dual approache to the subject matter – 
„state“ and „people“, which further makes 
the basic concept of modern days national 
geography in which case we are talking about 
the geography of states and geography of 
peoples.  

Scientific roots of Serbian national geog-
raphy were set by Jovan Cvijic. His scientific 
research, including the fields of geology, geo-
morphology, karstology,  glaciology, limnol-
ogy, regional geography, anthropogeography, 
sociology, ethnology, and ethnopsychology, 
influenced geography as a unique science 
the subject matter of which is geographical 
space formed as a unitary system. At the same 
time, through his studies of various contents 
and problems of geographical space, Cvijic 
set the foundations of the aforementioned 
specialized geographical sciences. Such one 
approach to the subject of geographical re-
search and the usage of specific methodology 

*
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�	�	 ��#
. � "�-
��
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helped Cvijic define   geography explicitly 
as a unique sceince and as a system of geo-
graphical sciences on geographical space as a 
unique system with its special parts some of 
which are in the forms of clearly defined na-
tional spaces. This all makes the geographical 
research on national space the basis of Cvi-
jic’s approach to defining the subject matter 
of national geography. 

Despite the fact that he had not advocated 
the concept of a Serbian state on the basis of 
ethnical-territorial and ethnical-national prin-
ciples, some geographers (including Hivzi Is-
lami, Redzep Ismaili) accused Cvijic of not 
being objective about scientific facts saying 
that, among other things, he introduced Koso-
vo into the geopolitical idea of Old Serbia. 
But we shall no longer address to these ‘ob-
jective’ accusations along with the German 
balkanologist Gustav Weigand, who referred 
to Cvijic’s works as „biased and tendentious“ 
(
���
���	� 	 �������	�, 1978, p. 95). 
Nevertheless, many reviewers of J. Cvijic’s 
scientific researches, both local and foreign, 
had provided completely opposite points of 
view calling them original and scientifically-
based. Special attention is drawn by the re-
views of his anthropogeographical studies in 
which he makes an active and interdependant 
connection between man and natural sur-
rounding. Through such one approach, Cvijic 
rose above the framework of Ratzel’s anthro-
pogeography and the absolute relevance of 
geographical determinism. 

Cvijic’s research – above all those refer-
ing to anthropogeography and ethnography 
– defined the ethnical and spiritual space of 
Serbian people at the Balkan peninsula. In 
his well-known French work „ La Peninsule 
balkanique“ (1918) that was translated into 
Serbian in 1922, Cvijic had done extensive 
and complex study that surpassed geographi-
cal determinism and Ratzel’s anthropogeog-
raphy, and clearly defined Serbian lands and 
Serbian ethnos of different groups all the way 
from Slovenia to Macedonia but within the 
borders of the overall Serbian ethnical and 
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spiritual space that makes a part of the former 
SFR Yugoslavia border countries. 

Using the principle of ethnical territorial-
ity of the Serbs and proving the artificial eth-
nogenesis of Macedonians and Montenegrins 
(that nowadays could be applied to Bosniacs) 
Cvijic clearly spoke of Serbian lands saying 
that „Bosnia and Herzegovina is the prima-
ry country with reference to Serbian lands“ 
(]�	�	�, 1918). Cvijic’s anthropogeographi-
cal and ethnographical studies of the Balkan 
peninsula provided some scientific basis for 
a possible concept of a unique Serbian na-
tional state, which had never been created 
and which he had never loudly advocated.  
Though he had spoken of the relevance of na-
tional work, meaning the scientific research, 
he had given all of his work to creating a joint 
multinational state– the Kingdom of Serbs, 
Croats, and Slovenians. It was in  1915 that 
he was sent to London as a Serbian govern-
ment ambassador in order to advocate the Yu-
goslav idea and creation of a new state – the 
Kingdom of SCS. Undoubtedly, he had con-
tributed the border setting of the Kingdom at 
the Peace Conference in Paris  1919 (��
�� 
	 ��
������	�, 2002). 

The emergence of the Kingdom on the 
principles of multiethnicity and multination-
ality of southern Slavs within the internation-
ally acknowledged borders was the basis of 
the concept and development of the national 
geography of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenians 
since its foudation up to its breakup. After 
WW II, during the period of socialist Yugo-
slavia, the concept of „national“ geography 
was connected with the new-formed state 
(FPRY, i.e. SFRY) up until its formal breakup 
in 1990. 

Regardless of Cvijic’s evident role in cre-
ating former joint state (the Kingdom of SCS) 
that served as a basis and model for soicialist 
state of Yugoslavia, his research within the 
fields of anthropogeography and  ethnogra-
phy are even nowadays greately important for 
science and practice. Whatsmore, it puts the 
current problems in the context of historical 
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and geographical factors, explaining spatial, 
cultural, social, and other aspects of develop-
ment. 

A large contribution to studies of Serbian 
ethnical and spiritual space was provided by 
Cvijic disciples, such as J. Erdeljanovic, J. 
Dedijer, B. Drobnjakovic, T. Djordjevic, A. 
Urosevic, V. Radovanovic, M. Filipovic, M. 
Lutovac, B. Bukurov and others. They greate-
ly strengthened the idea of the unity of Ser-
bian ethnical and spiritual space, set basis to 
understanding the ethnogenesisi fo Macedo-
nians, Montenegrins, and Bosniacs, defined 
the general and specific conditions of cul-
tural, social, political, and other types of de-
velopment within the framework of Serbian 
lands and Serbian ethnical space.  

Furthermore, we shall briefly sum the re-
searches of J. Erdeljanovic and J. Dedijer and 
their contribution to the studies of Serbian 
lands in terms of concept of modern Serbian 
nationalgeography. 

The scientific work of J. Erdeljanovic is 
rich and encompasses many studies in domain 
of anthropogeography, historical geography 
and ethnology. In his biography he said: „I 
was most interested in a specific branch of 
geography since the High school had no de-
partment of ethnology but our geography 
teacher, Jovan Cvijic, used a part of his lec-
tures to teach us about the geographic impact 
and what it does to a people and the lives they 
run“ (��
�� 	 ��
������	�, 2002. p. 130-
131).  

Anthropogeographical and ethnological 
studies of J. Erdeljanovic were based on the 
histrography of a nation and states and cov-
ered various parts of Serbian historical and 
ethnical space, from Banat and Backa in north 
to Old Serbia and Macedonia in south. 

Special attention is paid to his vast vol-
ume named „Old Montenegro“ (1926) in 
which, according to a vast analisys of hys-
tography and his own research, he imposed 
that the idea of Old Montenegro refered to 
four areas: Katunska, Rijecka, Lijesanska, 
and Crmnicka. This region is refered to as 

;. ���&��	�
, �. 
���
���	�
, �. /	�	"�-
�	�
, �. �����!
, �. �������
... >�
 $� ���
�-
�� "��&	�	�
 	 "����#	�
 $%�
�
�
 � ���	�-
$��� $�"$��� ���	���� 	 ��%����� "��$���
, 
�����'	�
 $%�
�
�
 � ���������	 �
�����
-
!
, ]������
!
 	 ��&�
�
, ���	�	$
�
 �"-
&�� 	 "�$�#�� �$���� ���������, $�!	�
����, 
"��	�	���� 	 �$�
�	% �	���
 �
����
 � ���	-
�	�
 $�"$�	% ���
'
 	 $�"$��� ���	���� "��-
$���
 	 $�. 

� $�	$�� "���%�����, �$�������� $� 
��
��� �
 	$��
�	�
�
 8. I���'
���	�
 	 8. 
N��	���
 	 �	%�� ��"�	��$ "����
�
�� ��-
����� ������ �
� "������ ���!�"�� $
�����-
�� $�"$�� �
!	��
��� �����
�	��. 

+
���	 �"�$ 8. I���'
���	�
 	�����
� �� 
	 �#�%�
�
 #����� �
���� 
����"������
�$��, 
	$���	�$��-�����
�$�� 	 ������&�� ��
*�. 
� $����� #	���
�	�	 �� �
��: „<
�� �
 �
-
�
&��� ���	��� &���	 �	�� #	�� �
����� �
 
�������	�� 	 �
�� �� "����$�� �����
�	��, 
8��
� ]�	�	�, ���
� ��� $���	% "���
�
�
 	 
���#
�
 "�$���	�
� 	��
�
�� ��	!
�
 ����-
�
�$�	% "�	�	�
 �
 �
��� 	 �
����	 �	���, 
�
��� 
����"������
�	�	, �
 $
� $� �
��
�	�� 
�
�	�
� ��� ��
��� �����
�	��“ (��
�� 	 
��
������	�, 2002. $�� 130–131).  

;����"������
�$�
 	 ������&�
 "���-
�
�
�
 8. I���'
���	�
, ����'�� �$�����
 
�
 	$���	���
�	�� �
���
 	 "����
�
�	% ��-
�
'
, �#�%�
�	�
 $� �
��� �	������ $�"$��� 
	$���	�$��� 	 ���	���� "��$���
, �� �
�
�
 	 
�
��� �
 $������ �� ��
�� ��#	�� 	 �
����-
�	�� �
 ����. 

��$�#�� "
��� "�	��
�	 ������ �#	�-
�� ����� „��
�
 ]��
 ���
“ (1926), � ����� 
�
 �$���� �#	��� 	$���	���
�	�� 	 ��
$�	-
�	% 	$��
�	�
�
 ����*��� �
 $� "��
� ��
�
 
]��
 ���
 ����$	 �
 ���	�	 �
%	��: <
���$-
��,  	�����, ^�&
�$�� 	 ]���	���. {
 ��
� 
"��$��� I���'
���	�, �� #����	 ���
�	 	 
$��
�	 	$��
�	�
�	, ��*� ���	�
 "�$�#-
�� ���$�� "�	"
�
 <. 8	�	����, �
�� �
 �� 
��   „"�
�
“ ]��
 ���
 (I���'
���	�, 1926, 
$��. 14–15). � "�������� ����� 	���$	 �
��� 
���	 "����*��� �	���	!� �
 $� ��
�	!� ]��� 
���� ����*��� ����	�$�	� ������$�� (1878), 



44

;8<> �?;@>, �E8;+; �;8EH, �+IK;+; ��8;NE+>�EH E �;<> �@;+>8I�EH
RAJKO GNJATO, MIRJANA GAJIX, SNEŽANA VUJADINOVIX AND MARKO STANOJEVIX

‘real’ Montenegro by both Erdeljanovic and 
many other researchers, especially K. Jiricek 
(I���'
���	�, 1926, p. 14-15). In this vol-
ume, he presented the facts that confirm the 
notion of Montenegro borders having been set 
by Vienna Congress (1878) at the account of 
other Serbian lands, especially Herzegovina. 
On the other hand, his ethnological and ethni-
cal-geographical researches strongly confirm 
the following: Serbian ethnical-cultural and 
ethnical-territorial autochthony in Old Mon-
tenegro, ethnical specificities of local tribes 
as a consequence of cultural impacts (eastern 
oriental and western catholic), as well as cer-
tain ethnical-cultural specificities about the 
impact on natural environment. Furthermore, 
ethnical characteristics of Old Montenegrin 
tribes and their territoriality are tightly con-
nected with  the processes of Serbian migra-
tions after 15th century as many households 
from many parts of Serbian ethnical space 
were situated in Old Montenegro and the total 
space of modern days Montenegro. A special 
impact on the migrations were made by the 
migration flows from East Herzegovina, West 
Serbia, from Kosovo and Metohia... (ibidem, 
�. 456, 457, 748,...).       

These and many other anthropogeograph-
ical, ethnological and historical geographical 
studies of J. Erdeljanovic certainly confirm 
that the modern days Montenegro belongs to 
Serbian historical and ethnical space and that 
there was an obvious genesis of Montenegrin 
nation within the framework of Serbian na-
tional being.  These facts embody the subject 
matter and modern tasks of Serbian national 
geography. 

Ethnological studies of J. Dedijer refer to 
the description of „ethnical structure and eth-
nical characteristics of Serbian lands popula-
tion, starting with Herzegovina, Stara Raska, 
to Metohija, Kosovo, Macedonia, and Thes-
saloniki. Special attention is paid to material 
and spiritual culture of Serbian population 
and other ethnical groups, the impact and mu-
tual cultural interactions, especially regard-
ing the spread of islam through the Arnauts, 
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Turks, Muhajirs over the Orthodox Serbian 
territory, at the account of Serbs and Serbian 
ethnical, historical, constitutional, and over-
all spiritual space.  8. Dedijer points out the 
loss of Serbian national identity, especially in 
Macedonia, but also in other parts of a unique 
spiritual and ethnical space accompanied by 
the processes of violent assimilation, migra-
tions, etc. 

All of these issues J. Dedijer addressed 
at the level of Serbian historical and state re-
gions and at the level of a settlement“ (��
�� 
	 ���
�-@
��
, 2009, �. 29-30). The facts 
that he had gathered cast a light on the issues 
of ethnical-cultural and ethnical-territorial 
development and statehood of Serbian people 
within the Serbian geospace. They also cast 
a light on processes of cultural assimilation 
of Serbs and other processes that caused the 
origin of other nations in Serbian ethnical and 
spiritual space. In late 20th and early 21st cen-
turies it turned out to be a crucial feature of 
geopolitical processes and their result in the 
forms of new state subjectivities. 

The researches of J. Cvijic, J. Erdelja-
novic, J. Dedijer and their contemporaries and 
disciples (B. Drobnjakovic, V. Radovanovic, 
B. Milojevic...) in the fields of anthropogeog-
raphy, ethnography and other branches (cul-
tural history, linguistics, toponomastics, eth-
nical musicology, etc.) are the foundation of 
scientific basis of setting boundaries to  Ser-
bian ethnical territorial and spiritual space, as 
well as the basis of the existing and potential 
new forms of territorial organization. On the 
other hand, these researches contribute the 
„understanding“ of geopolitical and political-
geographical  processes after 1990s, which 
caused the formation of new states in the for-
mer Yugoslavia region  – in which Serbian 
ethnical space occupied most parts. When it 
comes to Serbia, these processes opened a 
whole range of issues  among which the cen-
tral ones are as follows: unilateral seccesion 
of Kosovo and Metohia, radical demands of 
islamic population in Raska region, Albanian 
demands in southern Pomoravlje, certain po-
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litical pressures in Vojvodina, etc. 
Geopolitical processes in Macedonia, af-

fecting the development of Serbian national 
being, also endanger the constitutional posi-
tions of Serbs in that recently formed state. 
Namely, nowadays in Macedonia Serbian 
population does not even have the status of a 
minority, so objectively, a more suitable con-
stitutional status would certainly help renew 
the overall development of Serbian ethnical 
and national being.

In present times, in other parts of a 
unique Serbian historical, ethnical, and spiri-
tual space there are complex geopolitical and 
political-geographical processes as a conse-
quence of different interests, including those 
ethnocultural and ethnonational ones. Hence, 
most important are the studies regarding fac-
tors and processes of ethnocultural and eth-
noterritorial Serbian development and their 
direct connection with the formal assump-
tions of development in the newly-formed 
states – BiH, Croatia, Montenegro, and part-
ly in Slovenia. There are also studies of ;. 
Urosevic, dedicated to anthropogeographic 
issues of Kosovo first published in 1965 in 
a monography „Kosovo“, issued by Serbian 
Academy of Science and Arts. Using the rele-
vant resources (LJ. Stojanovic, S. Novakovic, 
T. Stankovic, Jirecek-Radonjic, M. Pavlovic, 
J. Popovic,  M. Kostic, T. Vukanovic, ;. 
Giljferding, ;. Bue,  8. Cvijic, and many oth-
ers) and vast information he had gathered in 
his own researches, Urosevic thoroughly ex-
plained the ethnodemographical development 
of Kosovo (from Kacanik to Ibarska Klisura) 
practically from the 1st century A.D.  to the 
second half of 20th century. Still, most per-
tinent are the researches that dealt with the 
historical-geographical, anthropogeographi-
cal, ethnogeographical, and political-geo-
graphical processes after the arrival of the old 
Slavic tribes, especially after the foundation 
of the Serbian state in late 11th century. ;. 
Urosevic documented the ethnical-territorial 
and ethnical-demographical development of 
the Serbs and other ethnos living in Kosovo 
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through the processes of islamization, cultur-
al assimilation, violent migrations, immigra-
tions of the Arbanas from North Albania, col-
onization of Serbs between two WWs from 
Boka, Herzegovina, Lika, etc. Regarding the 
settlements, he precisely addressed to some 
peoples (Serbs, Arbanas), their number, ori-
gin, relations with the natives, gave the fig-
ures of Serbs that suffered islamization and 
arbanazation, Orthodox and Moslem gipsies, 
etc.

In total, the studies of ;. Urosevic and 
many other both local and foreign researchers 
indicated the complex ethnical-demographi-
cal processes in Kosovo and Metohia ever 
since the formation of the Serbian state, es-
pecially after the Turkish invasion up to now, 
and numerous consequences regarding the 
Serbian ethnicity and national being.

The results of vast anthropogeographical, 
ethnodemographical, and political-geograph-
ical studies of Kosovo and Metohia are found 
in the works of �. Radovanovic, published 
in 2004 in a monography titled „Ethnical and 
demographic processes in Kosovo and Meto-
hia“, in which he proved that this part of Ser-
bia was beyond the historical and ethnical 
space of the Arbanas (
���
���	�, 2004 �. 
132-136). 

Some recent studies of J. Ilic (1993) have 
been dedicated to ethnical-territorial and eth-
nodemographical development of the Serbs 
in Croatia. R. Gnjato and M. Gajic (2000) 
wrote about the suggestion for the territorial 
organization of western Serbian lands, and 
in 2011 R. Gnjato suggested the territorial 
organization of Kosovo and Metohia. These 
all stress out the place and role of the ethnos 
within the territorial organization of a space, 
the role of ethnos in the concept of Serbian 
national geography,   as well as the place and 
role of this science when it comes to political 
practices of Serbian lands and relevant politi-
cal institutions. 

Through all the works we have mentioned, 
geography in the form of national geography 
offers solutions to problems of Serbian politi-
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cal practices regarding a whole range of open 
issues that endanger Serbian national being in 
all Serbian lands and the overall ethnical and 
spiritual space. Therefore, key questions with 
reference to Serbian political practices, based 
on the relevant studies, are in close connec-
tion with the following: foundation of Ser-
bian autonomy in the region of the violently 
abolished Republika Srpska Krajina,  poten-
tial forms of territorial organization of BiH, 
territorial organization of Kosovo and Meto-
hia and total territory of Serbia, certain ethni-
cal status of Serbs in Macedonia and Slove-
nia, a more favourable ethnocultural status of 
Serbs in Hungary, Romania, Albania, Monte-
negro, positions of Serbian national interests 
on global and regional levels, etc. 

M. Grcic (2011) made a decisive point of 
view when it comes to significance and role 
of national geography for the study of Ser-
bian lands, as he said „ National geography 
is regional in its nature, but its essence is 
composed of cultural geography. Therefore, 
it is crucial to constitute the geography of 
cultural space as a discipline of cultural ge-
ography“. Since the cultural space of Serbs 
encompasses the overall Serbian ethnical and 
spiritual space, the geography of Serbian cul-
tural space fully matches the subject matter 
of Serbian national geography. 

CONCLUSION

Modern Serbian national geography is 
tightly connected with the historical, ethni-
cal, state and overall Serbian spiritual space. 
Its subject matter, tasks and methodology en-
compass the complexity and diversity of geo-
graphical forms of Serbian national space. It 
si about various models of organziation and 
functionality, and typical processes and prob-
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lems of development within the unique ethni-
cal-territorial, ethnical-national and spiritual 
space of the Serbs (Serbian geospace). This 
makes Serbian geospace a subject matter of 
Serbian national geography whereas the ac-
tual problems of development impose special 
tasks of research. 

Bearing in mind the historical, ethnical, 
cultural and, to some extent, statehood di-
mensions of Serbian nation, along with the 
specificities of  nations that emerged from 
Serbian ethnos and Serbian national being 
(Macedonians, Montenegrins, Bosniacs), Ser-
bian national geography refers to the over-
all region of former SFR Yugoslavia. Actu-
ally, its subject matter is the overall territory 
of Macedonia, Serbia, Montenegro, Bosnia 
and Herzegovina, partially Croatia (the area 
of the violently abolished Republika Srpska 
Krajina) and partially Slovenia (the area of 
Bela Krajina). Within the domain of Serbian 
national geography, there is the ethnical-ter-
ritorial, ethnical-demographical, and spiritual 
Serbian space in Hungary, Romania, Greece, 
and Albania. 

From methodological point of view, Ser-
bian national geography claims that it is cru-
cial to study processes and problems within 
the framework of total Serbian geospace 
along with definitions of the sustainable de-
velopment models. All of this challenges Ser-
bian national geography with new tasks that 
are scientific, political and practical in their 
nature. 

All the recent studies of Serbian geospace 
(Serbian lands) within the domain of theo-
retical and empirical geographical abilities 
(national geography) along with the auxiliary 
disciplines provided valuable results. Never-
theless, these are still assumptions to an ob-
jective approach to solving key matters of 
geopolitical and other development problems 
of Serbian ethnos in the framework of Serbian 
lands and Serbian geospace.  
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