University of Belgrade—Faculty of Philosophy
ELECTION ASSEMBLY

Elected by decision confirmed at the session of the Election Assembly of
the Faculty of Philosophy in Belgrade held on November 15, 2018, in a Commit-
tee for the drawing of a report on candidates for the position of ASSOCIATE
PROFESSOR for the subject and area of study of BYZANTINE STUDIES, with
full working hours for the period of five years, we are free to submit the follow-

ing

REPORT

The announcement for the job and position of one ASSOCIATE PROFE-
SOR for the subject and area of study of Byzantine Studies made by the Faculty
of Philosophy in Belgrade and published in “Poslovi”, the official publication of
the National Employment Service, on website of the Faculty of Philosophy and
on the website of the University of Belgrade on November 21, 2019, received the
application of two candidates (in alphabetical order): Dr. Dragoljub Marjanovi¢;
and Dr. Maja Nikoli¢.

INFORMATION ABOUT THE CANDIDATES (in alphabetical order)
1. Dr. Dragoljub Marjanovié¢

CURRICULUM VITAE AND BIOGRAPHICAL DATA:

Dr. Dragoljub Marjanovi¢ was born in Belgrade on July 30, 1980. He at-
tended International English School in Tehran before returning to Belgrade
where he finished Elementary and High School. He has graduated from the Uni-
versity of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy in 2007 and has defended his Ph.D.



thesis in 2014. He was awarded a “Starac Isaija” price by the Center for Church
Studies of the University of Ni§ for his graduate thesis as the best work on
church history in 2007. During his Ph.D. studies, the candidate no. 1 has partici-
pated in the Seminar “Culture and Society in Medieval Europe™ at the Nordic
Centre for Medieval Studies, University of Bergen, Norway; in the Summer
School “From Constantinople to Belgrade. Constantinople and the Balkans: His-
tory, Topography, Monuments, Ideology™ at the University of Belgrade-Faculty
of Philosophy, as participant and coordinator; and at four international confer-
ences (at the Masaryk University-Brno, the Monastery of MileSeva, the Universi-
ty of Ni§, and at Sofia University ‘St. Climent of Ohrid’, in Sofia and Kiten).
From 2011, the candidate 1 is employed at the University of Belgrade-Faculty of
Philosophy within the framework of the project no. 177015 “Christian Culture in
the Balkans in the Middle Ages: Byzantine Empire, the Serbs and the Bulgarians,
9th-15th Centuries”, directed by Professor V. Stankovi¢, first as a junior re-
searcher, 2011-2013, then as researcher, 2013-2016, and from 2017 as scientific
collaborator.

Among other activities, Dr. Marjanolvié presented the communication ‘Between
History and Ecclesiology. Images of Byzantine Patriarchs in the Short History of
Nikephoros of Constantinople’ in 2014 at a conference at the Queens University
in Belfast; participated with communications in two sessions at the 23rd In-
ternational Congress of Byzantine Studies in Belgrade in 2016; and presented the
paper (with R. Pilipovi¢) ““Serbian Lands” in the Tarnovo Inscription of the Bul-
garian Emperor Ivan Asen II’, at the invitation-only conference ‘Emperor of the
Bulgarians and the Greeks — Conference on the Occasion of the 800 years of the
Ascension of Ivan Asen II (1218-1241)’ held in Sofia in 2018.

He is married and the father of three.

ACADEMIC AND RESEARCH WORK:
For the period 2014 through 2018, the candidate no. 1 reported the follow-

ing works:
1. Creating Memories in Late 8th Century Byzantium. The Short History
of Nikephoros of Constantinople, Amsterdam University Press, Amster-
dam 2017, 250 pages. (in English)
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The monograph represents enlarged and adapted doctoral dissertation
“The Short History of Nikephoros of Constantinople. Historical Analysis’, de-
fended in 2014 before the three-member Committee (Professor Vlada Stankovié
(supervisor), Professor Radivoj Radi¢, Profesor Vojislav Jeli¢c, Department of
Classics). The monograph is a result of Dr. Marjanovi¢’s original research of a
complex and intricate work of the learned Nikephoros, a high dignitary and a
prominent Patriarch of Constantinople between the two waves of the Iconoclastic
controversy that had shaken Byzantine society, and at times radically altered
Byzantine political and theological thought. In many aspects, the results of the
candidate no. 1’s research presented in this book are ground-braking. Although
the focus of the monograph is the Short History of the Patriarch Nikephoros, the
author takes into account the broader social and political context of Nikephoros’s
time, and analyzes the peculiar literary milieu to which the learned Byzantine au-
thor belonged. Dr. Marjanovi¢ has firmly grounded his approach in the strict
methodological principles of adhering first and foremost to the information of the
primary sources, but has also shown the breadth of his capabilities by engaging
in the theoretically vexed problems of memories, their conscious creations and
the intents of their creators, and the use and misuse of real or fictitious memories.
Written in English and published by a renown publishing house, the book on the
topic that had divided scholars for generations will certainly provoke further dis-
cussion. That is even more plausible since the author did not shy from disputing
opinions of the esteemed scholars of the previous generations, including those of
the modern editor of the critical edition of Nikephoros’ Short History, Cyril
Mango. The candidate no. 1’s analysis of this complex work, which is permeated
with the strong political attitudes of its Byzantine author toward the past and the
protagonists of the major crisis that shook the Empire, shows careful but neces-
sary appreciation for the deftness of Nikephoros’s message-rich narrative and the
artfulness of his presentation of events. Dr. Marjanovi¢’s detailed analysis
presents the multidimensional Nikephoros, providing a rebuttal to the simplistic
view of the narrow positivistic approach that Byzantine authors were little more
than automated copyists of the works they had on their disposal. The adherents to
this reductionist views will surely be unhappy with Dr. Marjanovi¢’s original re-
search (as proved by a highly subjective and ill-informed review by W. Tread-



gold in The Medieval Review from September 3, 2018). The majority of the
scholarship, however, will doubtlessly appreciate the innovativeness of Dr. Mar-
janovié’s monograph and the opportunity to engage in productive conversation
(as witnessed by a recent review by Meredith Riedel in Speculum 94/1 from Jan-
uary 2019).

2. Buzanmujcku ceéem u Cpncka ypkea y 13. u 14. éexy [The Byzantine
World and the Serbian Church in the Thirteenth and Fourteenth Century],
Novi Sad, 2018, 176 pages (in Serbian)

The monograph The Byzantine World and the Serbian Church in the Thir-
teenth and Fourteenth Century represents in the best possible way the second set
of topics—apart from the Patriarch Nikephoros, his works and his time—of ex-
pertise in Byzantine scholarship of Dr. Marjanovi¢. His intertwined interests for
analysis of complex historical works of Byzantine authors, or the even more 1in-
tricate church matters and the relations between the church and the polity, find
their best example in this monograph that places the foundation of the Auto-
cephalous Serbian Church in a broader historical complex of the disintegrated
and greatly perturbed Byzantine world in the aftermath of the catastrophe of
1204 and the Crusaders’ destruction of the Empire. The candidate | traces tireless
activities of the founder of Serbian church and its first Archbishop, St. Sava Ne-
manji¢, and his multilayered connections with Byzantine world, whose integrate
part he and his family doubtlessly constituted. The Nemanji¢ were strongly con-
nected with the Byzantine imperial family and the rulers of both Byzantine poli-
ties, in the East and in the West alike. Dr. Marjanovi¢’s analytical talents are at a
full display in the second part of the book in which he analyzes the not always
easy or friendly relations between the Patriarchate of Constantinople and the
Serbian Church, focusing on the period after the open division of the two church-
es in the second half of the fourteenth century. He offers new and original views
of the old questions hotly disputed in scholarship, as well as a detailed analysis
of specific terminology and documents that had enabled him to reconstruct the
lost act of anathema by Constantinopolitan Patriarch Kallistos against Serbian
Emperor Stefan Dusan and his Patriarch Joanikije, issued between 1350 and
1352.



3. ‘Seventh Ecumenical Council and Historical Representations of Patri-
archal Successions in Literature of the Late 8th and Early 9th Century
Byzantium’, Belgrade Historical Review 6 (2015), 49 - 67. (in English)
At the intersection of the ideological projections of the past and the church
history after the Iconoclasm, stand the historical and hagiographical works either
by or about the Patriarchs of Constantinople during this turbulent period of
Byzantine history. In this paper, the candidate no. 1 traces the fascinating and
subtle line of narration in the literary works of the late eight and early ninth cen-
tury Constantinople through which the skillful and learned authors convey their
political message as the program for the future generations—that the Ecumenical
councils take precedence over all other forms of deliberation; and that the Patri-
archs of Constantinople are all members of a closely knitted circle whose main
goal is fight for, and the preservation of the Higher Good. The ideas formulated
in the literature of the late eight and early ninth century will be readily adopted
by Patriarch Photios in the next generation. By creating—artificially and post
factum—a special and isolated stratum exclusively from the Patriarchs of Byzan-
tine capital, the authors managed to create a new ideology of Patriarch of Con-
stantinople and with it a new political reality whose repercussions would be felt

most intensely in the late ninth and the early tenth century.

4. "Modes of Narrativity in the Short History of Nikephoros of Constan-
tinople’, ZRVI 52 (2015), 9 - 29. (in English)

The narrative structure and the modes of narrativity in Nikephoros’s Short
History are almost mathematically precise, and the candidate no.l skillfully dis-
sects, analyzes and categorizes Nikephoros’s interesting repetitive technique.
From the very beginning of his historical work, the Byzantine author establishes
the sets of narrative motifs and teh image of the ideal ruler through the descrip-
tion of the Emperor Heraclius. Nikephoros will consequently apply the same nar-
rative modes or images in order to characterize other characters of his History.
Consciously creating the historical parallel between the Emperors and the Patri-
archs of Constantinople, Nikephoros creates similar sets of motifs and modes of

narration that would be applicable not only to the emperors, but to the spiritual



leaders of the Empire too. In that way Nikephoros implicitly but clearly creates
the broader image of symphony of the powers, the balance of which is, perhaps
unsurprisingly, tilted toward the Patriarchs in such a measure that—this time
maybe surprisingly—even the Iconoclastic Patriarchs received a positive treat-
ment in his work, represented as victims of the Iconoclastic emperors. In all these
examples, Dr. Marjanovi¢’s immersion into the sources comes to the full light,
together with his ability to understand the wider social and intellectual move-
ments of the time he studies, and to connect different layers of Byzantine politics
and political theory, ideology and pragmatic goals the realization of which

Byzantine authors were hoping for when projecting specific views into the past.

5. ‘BusanHTHiickoe NapcTBO KakK TOYKAa BCTpEeYM CEpOOB M PYCKUX B
Cpennue Beka’, [Byzantine Empire as the Meeting Point of the Serbs and
Russians], in I. Gu¢kova, A. Semenov (eds.), Buecme creo3v 6exa. K
ucmopuu pyccxo-cepﬁcmsx K)1bHYPHbBLX, d)vcoaubfx U NOAUMUHECKUX
ceasen, Sankt Peterburg, 2017, 21-28. (in Russian)

The controversial concept of the so-called Byzantine Commonwealth has
usually been understood as a more or less direct and one directional line provid-
ing the influence of the dominant Byzantine world and its supreme capital over
the vast and quite indistinguishable periphery. Dr. Marjanovi¢ examines in this
paper the relations between the two peripheries of that imagined Byzantine
Commonwealth and analyzes a few meeting points of the Serbs and the Russians
within the Byzantine world, from the Mount Athos to the common culture, ap-
propriated and adapted from the Empire and the imperial ideology that flourished
both among the Serbs as among the Russians in different epochs from the sunset
of the Middle Ages to the outset of the Modern Times.

6. ‘The Term tprokatdpotoc in Byzantine and Serbian Medieval Litera-
ture’, Limes Plus 2 (2016), 109-128. (in English)

Dr. Marjanovié’s attention to detail is best exemplified in this original re-
search paper, that traces the term tpioxatdparoc from Demosthenes to Constan-
tine Manasses in Hellenic world and from the works of St. Sava in the early thir-
teenth century to the fourteenth and fifteenth century transcripts of the Synodicon



of Orthodoxy and the Archbishop Danilo II's historical work The Lives of Ser-
bian Kings and Archbishops. The analysis shows the breadth of Dr. Marjanovi¢’s
theological knowledge as well, and his ability to draw bigger conclusions based
on an analysis of seemingly irrelevant terminology. Byzantine, and following in
their footsteps, Serbian authors, ascribed almost magical power to words in gen-
eral, and used terminology skillfully in order to accentuate or nuance the descrip-

tion of their heroes and antiheroes.

7. ’Emergence of the Serbian Church in Relation to Byzantium and
Rome’, Huw u Buzawmuja/Ni§ and Byzantium 16 (2018), 41-50. (in
English)

In the world after the collapse of Byzantine Empire in 1204, Serbian poli-
ty suddenly gained political significance for both the remnants of the Byzantine
world and the victorious papal authority, symbolized in the dominant figure of
the Pope Innocent III (1198-1216). Sandwiched between the Catholic Hungary
on the north, with whose royal house the Serbian ruling family has been connect-
ed for generations, and the freshly minted Catholic kingdom in Diokleia at the
Adriatic coast, Serbia’s turn toward the Byzantine world and the wholehearted
embrace of Byzantine Orthodoxy might seem as historically illogical and politi-
cally unsustainable move. The candidate presents the path and the reasons for
this grave historical decision that has marked the history of Serbia ever since, and
stresses the “class” connections of Serbian ruling dignitaries with both Hungary
and the Byzantine world, through the prism of Serbian medieval historians Do-

mentijan and Teodosije.

Since Dr. Marjanovié¢ did not held teaching position at the time of apply-
ing, he was required to submit the list of the previously published papers, as well:

1A. ‘Breviarium Historicum of the Patriarch Nikephoros of Constantino-
ple. Some Remarks on Literary Aspects of the Work’, in: M. B. Kotari, J.
Zouhar (eds.), Cogito, Scribo, Spero, Auxiliary Historical Sciences in
Central Europe at the Outset of the 21st Century, Pontes Series No. II,
Hradec Kralové 2012, 165 - 175. (in English)



The candidate no.l lays out the principles on which Patriarch Nikephoros
has structured his historical work, and underscores the importance that different
structure blocks had for conveying the author’s message. The idea that
Nikephoros of Constantinople was a mere script that objectively copied informa-
tion from the earlier work is convincingly refuted and Nikephoros’s literary skills
presented as a means to hide his message within the nominally objective histori-

ographical genre.

2A. ‘Cpbu, moj napoo, Xpucmosu cy, e nanurnu — Ognoc cgetor Cage
npema narnctBy 13. Beka y cBeTiy jeaHor HoBor anokpuda, [*The Serbs,
my People, are of Christ, not the Pope —St. Sava’s Relationship towards
the 13th Century Papacy in the Light of One New Apocrypha],
Mehyuapoonu nayunu cxyn Ocaw eexosa manacmupa Murewese [In-
ternational Conference, Eight Centuries of the Monastery MileSeva] 1,
Mileseva 2013, 45 — 59. (in Serbian)

In this paper, Dr. Marjanovi¢ analyzes the politically loaded question of
the relations with and the attitudes of the first Serbian Archbishop toward the
“Catholic west” through few examples: the purported letter by St. Sava to the
Pope Honorius III and the image of St. Symeon in the works of both St. Sava and
his older brother, Stefan, the great Zupan and from 1217 the First-Crowned king
of Serbia. This paper confirms the candidate’s ability to shed new light on hotly
debated questions through a strict methodological adherence to the primacy of
the sources and their correct reading and understanding.

3A. ‘Jlujanor npenogodunor Ilamcuja Benuxor u napa Koncrantuna

Benukor uin: 0 mperMyhcTBY MOHAIIKOT jKMBOTA Hajl Bacuimjom’ [Dia-

logue Between Paisios the Great and Constantine the Great Or:(sic!) On

the Superiority of Monastic Life Versus Basileia], Ceemu yap

Koncmanmun u Xpuwhancmeo [Saint Emperor Constantine and Chris-
tianity] I, ed. D Bojovi¢, Ni§, 2013, 165 — 176. (in Serbian)

The paper presents an interesting reading of the Vita of Paisios the Great

that offers a better understanding of the undercurrents within the Byzantine

Church during the Iconoclasm. Dr. Marjanovi¢ concludes that the parts of the



Vita, relating the dialogues between the saint and the—also saint—Emperor
Constantine the Great, stem from the monastic circles during the period of Icon-
oclasm. The monastic communities especially in Constantinople were strongly
opposed to all forms of imperial dominance in spiritual matters, going so far as to
degrading the “saintly rank™ of Constantine the Great and placing monks higher
in hierarchy than the equal-apostles Emperor.

4A. ‘Kutuje narpujapxa Hukudopa napurpazackor on Urmarnja bhaxona
Kao u3BOp 3a OnMke gartoBame BpeMeHa HacTtaHka "Kpatke
Hctopuje ” [Vita of the Patriarch Nikephoros of Constantinople by Igna-
tios the Deacon as a Source for the Closer Dating of the “Short
History™], IlpkBene ctyauje/Church Studies 8 (2011) 271-278. (in Ser-
bian)

After analyzing the information from the Vita of Patriarch Nikephoros by
Ignatios the Deacon, Dr. Marjanovi¢ suggest the years leading to Nikephoros’s
ordination as a Patriarch in 806 as the time in which he composed his Short His-
tory.

ENGAGEMENT IN FOSTERING ACADEMIC EXCELLENCE OF
JUNIOR STAFF:

Dr. Marjanovi¢ has been engaged in teaching since the time of his em-
ployment at the University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy and had participat-
ed in committees for defense of multiple MA theses. He was a member of the
four-member committee for the defense of the doctoral thesis of Ms. Bojana
Pavlovi¢ ‘““Romejska istorija” Niéifora Grigore: istorijska analiza dela’ [*“The
Roman History” of Nikephoros Gregoras: Historical Analysis of His Work (sic!)]
on May 25, 2018, together with Professor Radivoj Radi¢, supervisor, Professor
Vlada Stankovié, and Professor Tatjana Subotin-Golubovi¢. He is currently ad-
vising two doctoral students and will supervise their theses. From October 2018,
Dr. Marjanovi¢ is a director of the Center for Hellenic and Byzantine Studies at
the University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy and from November 2018 a
member of the interdepartmental Election-Committee at the University of Bel-
grade-Faculty of Philosophy.



TEACHING ACHIEVEMENTS:

Even though without a formal teaching position, the candidate had held
readings for the course Introduction to Historical Studies (2012), was a guest lec-
turer at the Department for History at the University of Nis-Faculty of Philoso-
phy (2015) and taught the course Byzantine Civilization during the academic year
2016/2017, with Assistant Professor Larisa Vilimonovic.

As required by applicable regulations, Dr. Marjanovi¢ held a public lec-
ture, scheduled by the Dean of the University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy,
Professor Miomir Despotovi¢ on January 31, 2019 in front of the Committee,
with the theme “The Short History of Patriarch Nikephoros in Light of the Icon-
oclastic Controversy in Byzantium, 8th-9th Centuries”. All members of the
Committee had graded the candidate’s lecture with the highest mark 5 in all three
categories: the preparation of the lecture; structure and quality of the content of
lecture; and, didactical and methodical aspects of the presentation of the lecture.

The signed Record of the lecture forms the integral part of this Report.

ACHIEVEMENTS IN CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT:

Even with limited possibilities due to his status, Dr. Marjanovi¢ con-
tributed to development of specific thematic units within the course Byzantine
Civilization, particularly regarding the units on Early Church history, the Devel-
opment of Early Christian Dogma, The Iconoclasm and the Hesychastic Dispute

in Byzantium.

2. Dr. Maja Nikolié

CURRICULUM VITAE AND BIOGRAPHICAL DATA:

Dr. Maja Nikoli¢ was born in Belgrade in April 13, 1973. She finished her
undergraduate studies at the University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy in |
2002, her MA Studies in 2007 with the MA thesis titled *“ Byzantine Sources on
Serbian Lands, 1402-1439”, and defended a Ph.D. thesis entitled “Byzantine



Aristocracy in the Fifteenth Century” at the same Faculty in 2014. She has been
employed at the University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy since 2003 as Ju-
nior Assistant, 2003-2008, Assistant, 2008-2014, and Assistant Professor, since
2014. The candidate is since 2011 a collaborator on two projects financed by the
Ministry of Education, Science and Technological Development of the Republic
of Serbia, with equal, 50 percent distribution on each: the project no. 177015
“Christian Culture in the Balkans in the Middle Ages: Byzantine Empire, the
Serbs and the Bulgarians, 9th-15th Century”, headed by Professor V. Stankovi¢,
and no. 177032 “Tradition, Innovation and Identity in the Byzantine World”,
headed by Academician Lj. Maksimovi¢/Dr. B. Krsmanovi¢ at the Institute for
Byzantine Studies at the Serbian Academy of Sciences and Arts. Despite the can-
didates’s more than a decade long employment at the University of Belgrade-
Faculty of Philosophy’s Chair for Byzantine Studies, her portfolio regarding in-
ternational scholarship cooperation is rather modest: in the election period under
consideration (2014-2018), Dr. Maja Nikoli¢ had not had a single participation
on a scholarly conference outside the borders of Serbia. Her participation at the
23rd International Congress of Byzantine Studies held in Belgrade in August of
2016, together with a 2017 participation at the Summer Seminar of Ancient
Greek and Culture at the European Culture Center in Delphi, Greece, represent
the only activities in this regard, which is highly unsatisfactory given the in-
ternational character of the field of Byzantine Studies and the renown in-
ternational excellence of the Chair for Byzantine Studies at the University of

Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy.

ACADEMIC AND RESEARCH WORK:
For the period under consideration (2014-2018), the candidate reported

the following works:

1. Jelena Dragas Paleologina—poslednja carica Romeja [Jelena Dragas
Palaiologina—the Last Empress of the Romaioi], Belgrade 2018, 286
pages (in Serbian);

The item number 1, submitted as a monograph—a prerequisite for the po-

sition of Associate Professor—does not meet the formal criteria to be considered



as monograph, as formulated in the “Pravilnik o postupku, na¢inu vrednovanja i
kvantitativnom iskazivanju nau¢noistrazivackih rezultata istrazivaca” [Rulebook
on the Procedure, the Ways of Estimating and Quantitatively Rendering the Re-
sults of the Scholarly Work of Researchers], published in the ‘SluZbeni glasnik
Republike Srbije’ — Official Gazette of the Republic of Serbia, nos. 24/2016,
21/2017 and 38/2017, that applies in present case. On page 21 of the aforemen-
tioned Rulebook it is stated explicitly that “Recenzentska komisija koju obrazuje
domacda ustanova treba da se sastoji od najmanje tri ugledna nauc¢nika iz tematske
oblasti monografije, od kojih dvoje moraju biti izvan te ustanove” [The Commit-
tee of the Reviewers formed by a domestic (i.e. publishing) institution shall con-
sist of at least three esteemed scholars from the thematic field of the monograph].
Since the submitted book under the number 1 has only two reviewers, one of
whom-—additionally—has no expertise in the thematic field or the topic in ques-
tion, it cannot formally be accepted as a monograph. The formal grounds aside,
the book in question raises many doubts regarding the scholarly competence and
acumen of its author and a candidate that had applied for the position of an As-
sociate Professor in Byzantine Studies. From the very beginning of the book, it is
evident that the author is not theoretically well equipped for an analysis of a sig-
nificant historical personality and the writing of a ‘biography’. The author con-
fuses “role” with an “image” of the studied historical personality, and actually
only presents the latter aspect of the Empress Jelena Draga$ Palaiologina, despite
the opposite statements in the book. The inability of Dr. Nikoli¢ to comprehend
the broader historical and social context leaves her presentation hollow, with the
scattered meaningless terms, like “the only Serbian Byzantine Empress” left es-
sentially unexplained and without any significance attached to them.

The main and the most significant objection, however, is the flawed methodolo-
gy, particularly when presenting and approaching the source material and the
modern scholarly work. The author does not go beyond the mere paraphrase of
the sources (in the Chapter ‘Sources and Literature’, pp. 13-32, and throughout
the book), and avoids their substantive analysis and comparison. Similar ap-
proach is applied to the often conflicting views of the modern scholarship on var-
ious issues, leaving no possibility for producing either an innovative synthesis or

even a comprehensive review of the topic in question. These flaws underscore



instead the main deficiency of the candidates no. 2’s production: methodological-
ly inadequate and one-dimensional it is highly derivative, remaining predomi-
nantly descriptive and non-analytical. These features are met throughout the can-

didate no. 2’s submitted works.

2. ‘Cujem da imas plemetinog konja—pismo Manojla II Paleologa Dimitriju
Hrisolorasu br. 43’ [/ hear you have a noble horse—Manuel II Palaiologos’
letter no. 43 addressed to Demetrios Chrysoloras], ZRVI 50-2, Mélanges
Ljubomir Maksimovi¢ (2013), 789-801 (in Serbian);

The paper under number 2, written before the period under examination
(2014-2018) but published during it, reaffirms the judgment stated above, as the
author shows no theoretical understanding of the genre of epistolography, nor
does she delve deeper beyond the superficial allegory of the learned Byzantine
emperor, refraining from analyzing all the social implications of the concrete re-

lations between Manuel II Palaiologos and his correspondent.

3. ‘The Biggest Misfortune in Qikoumene — Byzantine Historiography on
the Fall of  Constantinople in 1453, Balcanica 47 (2016), 119-133 (in
English);

The items 3 through 5 represent a little more than an attempt of the candi-
date no. 2 to artificially boost her bibliography. The item under number 3 is a
verbatim copy of the paper rejected for publication in the volume V. Stankovié¢
(ed.), The Balkans and the Byzantine World before and after the Captures of
Constantinople, 1204 and 1453 (Lexington Books (Lanham-Boulder-New York-
London), 2016, 2nd paperback ed. 2018, in a process of a double-blind peer re-
view. The major objection of the reviewer were that the paper was too short for a
treatment of such a big topic — four authors, all very different from one another;
that too much of the paper is taken up by well-known background information
and summary from the narratives of the historians, leaving only about a para-
graph or two devoted to the original analysis of each and, given that some of
these works are quite large, the inevitability that the author selectively quotes the
sources; and, most importantly: that there is no evident methodology for reading



long texts, and no hermeneutic that would guide the reader through many contra-
dictions in the sources, apparent and real.

4. “Vizantija i Srbija u vreme firentinske unije Crkava’, [Byzantium and
Serbia in the times (sic!) of the Church Union of Florence] Zbornik Mat-
ice s¥pske za istoriju 96/2 (2017), 9-23 (in Serbian);

The item number 4 represents a review article on a well-known topic
without any original research. Obviously hurriedly prepared, it is actually—as it
is stated in the asterisk-marked footnote—the communication read at a 2009 con-
ference in Cluj-Napoca, Romania, and only published eight years later. It is in-
dicative that in this item, as well as in the items 1 and 5, the candidate no. 2 does
not follow the instructions of the Ministry of Education, Science and Technologi-
cal Development of the Republic of Serbia that mandates the explicit naming of
the project(s) from which the author receives benefits, by omitting her engage-
ment on the project no. 177015 “Christian Culture in the Balkans in the Middle
Ages: Byzantine Empire, the Serbs and the Bulgarians, 9th-15th Century”, which
was already mentioned in the section CURRICULUM VITAE AND BIO-
GRAPHICAL DATA above.

5. With Bojana Pavlovié, ‘Slika Mihaila VIII Paleologa u delima istoricara
epohe Paleologa’ [The image of Michael VIII (sic!) in the historical works

(sic!: in Serbian: “in the works of historians”) of the Palaiologan period],

ZRVI 54 (2017), 143-181.

The paper number 5 is a case in point for Dr. Nikoli¢’s attempt to artifi-
cially augment the list of published works. It is also a false and dishonest presen-
tation of one’s achievements and results, since the vast majority of the paper—
more than 95 percent in fact—must be viewed as the product of the author named
as a second author of the paper, Ms. Bojana Pavlovi¢. Ms. Bojana Pavlovi¢ has
defended her Ph.D. thesis titled “Romejska istorija” Nicifora Grigore: istorijska
analiza dela’ [*“The Roman History” of Nikephoros Gregoras: Historical Analy-
sis of His Work (sic!)] on May 25, 2018 before the four-member Committee
(Professor Radivoj Radié, supervisor, Professor Vlada Stankovic, Professor Tat-
jana Subotin-Golubovi¢, Dr. Dragoljub Marjanovi¢), and the pages 96 to 131 of



her doctoral dissertation correspond in a great measure to parts of the paper pre-

sented as a collaborative.

ENGAGEMENT IN FOSTERING ACADEMIC EXCELLENCE OF
JUNIOR STAFF:

Dr. Nikoli¢ has shown no particular interest or capability in fostering aca-
demic excellence of junior staff at the Chair for Byzantine studies. During the
period under the examination (2014 through 2018), the candidate no. 2 had su-
pervised a number of graduate and MA thesis, but was not a supervisor of Ph.D.
theses, or a member of the Committees for examination of Ph.D. theses at the
Chair for Byzantine Studies, as required by the terms of the position she is now
applying to.

SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES:

While examining the candidate no. 2’s application materials, the Commit-

tee has found no information about the candidate no. 2’s relation to the Faculty’s
ethical policy and her professional conduct. As the candidate no. 2 has already
been employed with the Faculty and its Chair for Byzantine Studies, the Com-
mittee therefore required from this institution an additional and neutral informa-
tion that could be applicable in evaluating the candidate no. 2’s ethical and work-
ing performance. Two documents were found relevant in this regard: 1. a call to
the members of the Election Assembly of the University of Belgrade-Faculty of
Philosophy to vote against three colleagues from the Department of History (Ap-
pended Document #1); 2. a formal complaint against Dr. Nikoli¢ from then head
of the Department of History to then head of the Chair for Byzantine Studies,
Professor Radivoj Radié (Archive of the University of Belgrade-Faculty of Phi-
losophy, document no. 1491/1 from September 30, 2015).
The examination of the quoted documents has shown that despite the obligation
of every member of academic community to work towards creating a friendly
and collegial atmosphere and to foster academic excellence of junior staff
(‘Statut Univerziteta u Beogradu-Filozofskog fakulteta’ [Statute of the University
of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy], article 163; ‘Kodeks profesionalne etike
Univerziteta u Beogradu’ [Codex of Professional Ethics of the University of Bel-
grade], article 5), Dr. Nikoli¢ had participated in unethical practices, namely:



— By signing the call to the members of the Election Assembly of the
University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy to vote against three explicitly
named colleagues from the Department of History, the candidate no. 2 participat-
ed in an attempt at preventing other colleagues from acquiring the position they
were qualified for and have been positively evaluated (Appended Document #1);

During the above-mentioned examination of the additional materials, the
Committee also discovered the document no. 2 referred to above (Archive of the
University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy, document no. 1491/1 from Sep-
tember 30, 2015) from September 20135, in which Dr. Nikoli¢ was formally con-
tested by then Head of the Department of History, Professor Nikola Samardzi¢,
whose complaint, in addition for formally protesting Dr. Nikoli¢’s unauthorized
attempt to accredit a couple of courses without informing the Chair for Byzantine
Studies and its head, Professor Radivoj Radi¢, added three other points:

1. Dr. Nikoli¢’s participation in the blocking of the Department of Histo-
ry’s session on June 11, 2015;

ii. Unauthorized holding of the exams outside the mandated terms for July
exam period of June 2015 (*Statut Univerziteta u Beogradu-Filozofskog fakulte-
ta’ [Statute of the University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy], article 163);

ii. the candidate no. 2’s unauthorized travel abroad during the working
period of the University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy.

While these circumstances have been used exclusively to broaden the
Committee’s understanding of the candidate no. 2 and her potential in contribut-
ing to the academic community, and have not been used as the ground for the
Committee’s evaluation of the candidate no. 2’s work, the Committee is unani-
mous in concluding that candidate no. 2’s ethical and professional performance is
surprisingly low and inappropriate for a university, or any other academic colle-

gial environment.

TEACHING ACHIEVEMENTS:

The candidate no. 2 has taught limited number of topics within the
framework of the subject History of Byzantium and led readings of selected
Byzantine sources in Serbian translation within the same subject. The candidate
no. 2 stated in her C.V. for application that she has been engaged since 2015 as



lecturer at interdisciplinary MA studies at the University of Belgrade “Religion
in society, culture and European integrations”, with a course “Byzantium and Eu-

rope”, but has provided no further information or evidence.

ACHIEVEMENTS IN CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT:

The candidate no. 2 has not contributed to the development of new syllabi
but has taught topics from the 15th century Byzantine history within the frame-
work of the optional course The Epoch of the Palaiologoi. Without informing the
Chair for Byzantine Studies and its then head, Professor Radivoj Radi¢, the can-
didate no. 2 had suggested in September 2015 to the Department of History ac-
creditation of a couple of courses from the epoch of the Palaiologi. Since the
formal process of accreditation of a new course in a middle of an accreditation
cycle is a laborious process, once informed the Chair for Byzantine Studies re-
jected the proposal deeming it unnecessary since the course The Epoch of the
Palaiologoi already existed. This issue, however, resulted in a formal complaint
against the candidate no. 2 of then Head of the Department of History, Professor
Nikola Samardzi¢ to then head of the Chair for Byzantine Studies, Professor
Radivoj Radi¢, which was already mentioned above, in the section ENGAGE-
MENT IN FOSTERING ACADEMIC EXCELLENCE OF JUNIOR STAFF.

The Committee is of the opinion that in her overall academic performance
so far, candidate no. 2 has shown imminent qualitative retardation, refraining
from innovating the curriculum of studies, and producing more than meagre re-
search results, thus failing to adequately prompt the visibility and contribution of
Byzantine studies to the national and international scholarship, and consequently
does not meet the criteria for the election to the position of Associate Professor

for the subject and area of study of Byzantine Studies.

CONCLUDING REMARKS AND SUGGESTION OF THE COM-
MITTEE:
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Taking into account all the above-mentioned, the Committee is of strong
opinion that Dr. Dragoljub Marjanovi¢ fulfills all the necessary criteria and con-
ditions as determined by law and statute required for the position of Associate
Professor for the subject and area of study of Byzantine Studies. Dr. Marjanovi¢
has demonstrated academic excellence in more than one area of Byzantine Stud-
ies and has proven his capacity for understanding and explaining complex histor-
ical phenomena, based on meticulous methodology and extensive work with
primary sources. His active engagement in various activities at the Chair for
Byzantine Studies and at the University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy, in
general, as well as his interaction with students of all levels of studies, have al-
ready proven as valuable addition to the scholarly and collegial aspects of the
academic community at the University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy.

It is therefore the Committee’s unequivocal conclusion to suggest Dr.
Dragoljub Marjanovié¢ for the election to the position of ASSOCIATE PROFES-
SOR for the subject and area of study of BYZANTINE STUDIES, with full work-
ing hours for the period of five years.

Belgrade, Committee:
February 18, 2019.

Professor Vlada Stankovi¢,
University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy, Head of the Chair for Byzantine
Studies

@@@f /

Professor Ra ivoj Radic,

University of Belgrade-Faculty of Philosophy (presiding)



Professor Albrecht Berger,
Ludwig-Maximilan University, Munich, Germany

Professor Christos Stavrakos,
University of Ioannina, Greece

Wecond)

Dr. Nada Zecevi¢, Senior Researcher Fellow,
Royal Holloway University of London, UK



YHUBEP3UTET ¥ BEOT'PALLY
OUITO30PCKHU GAKVIITET
bpoj:

beorpan, 31.01.2019. roauue

JAINTMCHHUK
O INPUCTVYITHOM IPEJNABARBY

Kanaupar ap [Jparosbyd MapjaHoBuh, no KoHKypcy pacnucaHoMm aava 21.11.2018.
roauMHe y oriacHum HoBuHama Hauuonanne cnyxOe 3a 3anoubaBarbe "[lociaosu”,
cajry ®unoszodekor ¢akynrera y beorpany u cajry Yuupepsutera y beorpany, 3a
paaHO MECTO BaHpeAHM mnpodecop  yxka HayuyHa oOnact  BusanTonoruja, nana
31.01.2019. roaune, ca noyerkom y 13 catu, Ha @unosodpckom dakynrery y Beorpany,
y canu 101, oapkao je mpucTynHo npejasawe ca teMom : ,, The Short History of
Patriarch Nikephoros in Light of the Iconoclactic Controversy in Byzantium, 8" - 9™
Centuries®.

[MpucyTHu ynanoBu Komucuje 3a oLeHy NPUCTYHOr MpeaBama:

1. npod. ap Paamsoj Paauh, penosuu npodecop (npeacenasajyhu komucuje),

2. npod. np Bnana Crankosuh, peoBHHU nipodecop,

3. npod. np Anbpext beprep, penosuu mnpodecop, Jlyapur — Makcumunujau
Vuusepsuter y Munxeny, CP Hemauka,

4. npod. np Xpucroc CraBpakoc, pefoBHU mnpodecop, YHuBep3uteT y JarmbHHM,
['puka,

5. np Hapa 3euesuh, Senior Researcher Fellow, Royal Holloway University of
London, JlonnoH, Benuka bpuranuja

[Mpucyrna Komucuja je npucTynHO npejaBame oleHuna npema caeaehem:

1. unau Komucuje: npod. ap Pagusoj Paguh
- NpUnpema npejababa oueHa 5
- CTPYKTYpa W KBAJIMTET cajipXkaja npeaaBarmba oueHa 5
- ILJIAKTHYKO — METOJIMYKH acreKT W3Boljera npefaBa  oLeHa

2. unan Komucuje: npog. np Bnaga Crankosuh

- IpUMpeMa npejaBarba olieHa X
- CTPYKTYypa W KBaJIMTET Cajpiaja rnpejaBarba oleHa L
- IMIAKTHYKO — METOAMYKK acneKT u3Bohera npeasamba  OlieHa

3. unan Komucuje: npo¢. ap Anbpext beprep e
- IpUIpeMa npeaaBarmba oueHa 5
- CTPYKTYypa W KBAJIMTET cajpiKaja npejaBarmba oueHa -

- IJHJAKTHYKO — METOAHYKH acleKT uasoljeu,a npejasaka OLEeHa 5



4. unan Komucwuje: npod. ap Xpucroc Craspakoc
- NpUnpemMa npejasama oueHa 5
- CTPYKTYpa ¥ KBAJIMTET CajipXaja npejasaa oueHa 5
- IMJIaKTHYKO — METO/IHYKH acnekT u3soherba npesasama  oleHa 5

5. unan Komwucuje: 1p Hana 3euesuh
- NIpUnpema npejasaiba oueHa <
- CTPYKTYpa ¥ KBAJIMTET cajipxaja npejabaa oueHa ;
- AMIAKTHYKO — METO/IHYKH acnekT u3Boljerba npefasamwa OLEHa 5

[Ipema rope HaBeaeHMM oOueHama CBaKOr tmanagou CcHje nojeanHavHo, yTephuje ce
NpoceyHa OLleHa NPUCTYNHOr NpeaaBama ! [E Par
YUnanosn Komucwuje:

[Mpod. ap_PaausojPaauh
SETN

lMpo¢. ap Bnapa Crankosuh

[pod. ap AnGpext Beprep
b b

[Mpod. ap Xpucroc Craspakoc

ap Hapa 3euesuh




YHUBEP3UTET ¥ BEOI'PATY
OHUJIO30PCKH PAKVYIITET
beorpan, 31.01.2019. roauune

I[MPUCTYTIHO INMPEJABAKBE KAHJIUJIATA agp Hparossy6a Mapjanosuha

Y cBojcTBy unana Komucuje 3a npunpemy uM3BeliTaja 0 kKaHAMAaTHMA 3a U300p y 3Baibe
1y cBOjcTBY unaHa Komucuje 3a oLieHy MPUCTYMHOT MpejiaBama, Mo KOHKYpCy
pacnucanom 3a BAHPEJTHOI' I[IPO®ECOPA 3a yxy HayuHy oGiact Busanrtonoruja

Kanaunat, ap Jparossy6 Mapjanosuh, no koHkypcy pacnucanom gava 21.11.2018.
roaune y OrnacHuM HoBMHama Hauuonanwe ciny:x6e 3a sanoubaBadje "[Tocnosu", Ha
cajty @unoszodekor dakynrera y beorpany u cajry Yuusepsutera y Beorpany 3a paaHo
mecto BAHPEJIHU ITPO®ECOP 3a yxy HayuyHy obnact BusaHTonoruja, naHa
31.01.2019. ronune ca noyetkom y 13 catu ,y canu 101, ozapikao je npuCTYyNHO
npejapatbe ca TemMom : ,, The Short History of Patriarch Nikephoros in Light of the
Iconoclactic Controversy in Byzantium, 8" - 9™ Centuries .

[lpucTynHo npenapame ouewyjem mnpema cieaehem:
- Mpunpema npjasarba oueHa

- CTPYKTypa ¥ KBAJIWTET cajipXaja npejaBarba oueHa
- AMJAKTUYKO — METOAMYKH acneKkT u3Bohema rnpeaasama OLeHa

n |9

5 (Gm]

[Ipoceuna oueHa :

[MOTINC YJIAHA KOMHUCHIE
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YHUBEP3UTET Y BEOI'PALY
OUJIO30OCKHU GAKVIITET
beorpan, 31.01.2019. ronuue

[TPUCTVYTIHO INMPEJABAKBE KAHIUIOATA ap Jlparossy6a Mapjanosuha

Y cBojcTBy unana Komucuje 3a npunpemy u3BeLTaja 0 KaHAWAATHMA 338 U300p Y 3Barbe
ny cBojcTBY unaHa KomucHje 3a oLleHy npUCTyNHOT npejiaBama, o KOHKYpCY
pacnucanom 3a BAHPEIHOI' [IPO®ECOPA 3a yxy HayuHy obnact Busantonoruja

Kanaunat, ap Jparossyd MapjaHoBuh, no koHKypcey pacnucanom gana 21.11.2018.
roaune 'y OrnacHum HoBuHama Hauunonanne ciyxGe 3a sanounbasasje "Ilocinosu', Ha
cajty @unozodcekor akynrera y beorpany u cajty YHusepsutera y beorpany 3a paaHo
mecto BAHPEJIHU ITPO®ECOP 3a yixy HayuHy obnact Busanrtonoruja, gana
31.01.2019. ronune ca noyerkom y 13 caru ,y canu 101, oxpkao je npuctynHo
npeaasase ca TeMoM : ,, The Short History of Patriarch Nikephoros in Light of the
Iconoclactic Controversy in Byzantium, 8™ - 9" Centuries .

[TpucTynHo npenaBame oueryjeM npema cneaehiem:

- pUnpeMa npjasara ouLeHa (
- CTPYKTYypa W KBaJMTET cajpikaja npeaaBara oleHa S _
- AWIAKTHYKO — METOUY KK acnekT u3Bohera npeaasama OLeHa ]
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[TpoceyHa oueHa : \rf '?T[O/Vl/\ /

C j

[TOTTIMC YIIAHA KOMUCHIE




YHUBEP3HUTET V¥V BEOI'PALTY
OUIJIO30PCKH PAKVIITET
Beorpan, 31.01.2019.

MPUCTYTIHO MPEJIABAIGE KAHJAUIATA ap Jlparosmy6a Mapjanosuha

¥ cpojetBy wiana Komucuje 3a npunpemy U3BeLITaja O KaHMAATHMA 33 U300p Y 3Bae U Y
cBojcTy unana KomucHje 3a OlieHy NPHCTYTHOT Mpe/iaBakba 10 KOHKYPCY pacrnycaHoM 3a
BAHPEJTHOI" [TPO®ECOPA 3a yxxy Hayuny o6nact BUSAHTOJIOT'MJA

Kanpupar, ap Jiparosbyd Mapjanosuh, no koHKypcy pacnucaHom aaxa 21. 11.2018. rogune y
Ornacuum HosuHama Hauuonanue cnyx6e 3a 3anomssaBatje "[locnosu” , Ha cajty
®unozodcekor daxkynrera y beorpany u cajry YHuBep3ureta y beorpay 3a pagHo Mecto
BAHPEJIHU [TPO®ECOP 3a yxy Hayuny obnact Buzanronoruja, nana 31. 01. 2019. ronune
ca noyetkoM y 13 catu ,y canu 101, ogprkao je npuctynHo npeaasamwe ca remom: "The Short
History of Patriarch Nikephoros in Light of the Iconoclactic Controversy in Byzantium, 8th - 9th
centuries".

[TpuctynHo npenaBawe oueryjeM npema cieaehem:

- Npunpema npaabata oLleHa f;

- CTPYKTYpa M KBAJIMTET CajipiKaja rpejaBama oueHa l;

- IWJIAKTUYKO - METO/IMYKHU acreKT u3polera npeiasaa  OlieHa S
[TPOCEYHA OLIEHA: (

[MOTIMHUC YJITAHA KOMUCHIE
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YHHUBEP3SHUTET ¥ BEOIPALLY
GUIO30DCKU DAKVIITET
beorpas, 31.01.2019. roauue

MPUCTYNHO MPEJABAKE KAHAUJIATA ap Jlparomy6a Mapjanosuha

Y ceojeTsy unana Komucuje 3a npunpemy u3BewTaja 0 KanauaaTHMa 3a u36op y 3same
ny cojeTBy ynana Komucuje 3a olleHy NPUCTYNHOT NpeaaBakba, no KOHKYpCY
pacnucarom 3a BAHPEJHOI [MPOOECOPA 3a yxy Hayyny o6nact Busaurosoruja

Kananpar, ap Jparony6 Mapjatosuh, no koukypcy pacnucasom aana 21.11.2018.
rojmue y OrnacHum HoBuHama Haumonanme cayxGe 3a 3anowsbaBakje "[Tocnosn", Ha
cajry ®unosodekor pakynrera y beorpany u cajty Yuusepautera y Beorpany 3a panuo
secto BAHPEAHU MPO®ECOP 3a yky Hayuny obnact Busautonoruja , nana
31.01.2019. roaune ca nouerkom y 13 catu ,y caau 101, OAP¥ao j& MPHCTYIMHO
npejasare ca teMom : , The Short History of Patriarch Nikephoros in Light of the
Iconoclactic Controversy in Byzantium, 8™ - 9™ Centuries *.

[puctynso npeaasaise ouemyjem npema cneaehem:
- IPHNpPEMa npaasatba oueHa ;

- CTPYKTYpPa W KBAJIHTET cajipikaja npeaaparba oueHa
- INNAKTHYKO — METOAHYKH acreKkT u3sohera npeaasaia  oLeHa

-~

[Mpoceyna ouena : g

[MOTIHC YJIAHA KOMHUCHIE
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YHUBEP3UTET Y BEOI'PALTY
OUJI030PCKHU PAKYIITET
beorpan, 31.01.2019. roaunxe

MPUCTYITHO NMPEJIABAIGE KAHIMIATA  ap Jparosy6a Mapiasosuha

V cBojerey unana Komucuje 3a npunpemy H3BeluTaja 0 KAHAHAATHMA 3a H300p y 3Bake
1 y cBojcTBY unana KomucHje 3a oueHy NpHCTYNHOT npeaasawa, No KOHKypey
pacnucanom 3a BAHPEJIHOI' [TPO®ECOPA 3a yxy HayyHy o6nact Bu3sanronoruja

Kanaunar, ap Jlparosey6 MapjaHosuh, no konkypcy pacnucaHom aaxwa 21.11.2018.
roause y OrnacHum HoBHHama Haumonanse cnyxGe 3a sanouunasasje "[Tocnosu", Ha
cajty Punosodekor dakyarera y beorpany u cajry Yuusepsurera y beorpany 3a panHo
mecto BAHPEJIHU ITPOPECOP 3a yxy HayuyHy obnact Busantonoruja, sana
31.01.2019. roaune ca novetkom y 13 catu ,y canu 101, oapxao je npucTynHo
npezasase ca TeMom :  ,, The Short History of Patriarch Nikephoros in Light of the
Iconoclactic Controversy in Byzantium, 8% . 9™ Centuries “.

lMpucTynHo npeaaBare ouekbyjeM npema cneaehem:

- punpemMa NpAaBakbLa oueHa g
- CTPYKTYpa M KBaJIHTET cajipXaja npejasakba . oleHa 5
- IMAAKTHYKO — METOJMYKH acnekT uisoljera npeaapaba OLEHA b

[Tpoceuna oueHa : 5/

MOTIUC YWIAHA KOMUCHIE
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rUeaIx # /]

ITomrToBaHe KOJIErHHIE U KOJIere,

V npeanory aHeBHOr pesa npeacrojehux cennuna M3dopnor n Hayuno-nacrasaor
peha Hanasu ce sehu 6poj Tayaka morexsnx ca Ojesberba 3a UCTOPU]Y. Y KeJbU J1a ce
NPHIIMKOM OJJIYYHBAba O THM Taykama IpeayIpeie MaHuIyIaltje Koje Ce MOTy OUEKHBAaTH
¢ 003UpOM Ha TPeHYTHY cutyauujy Ha Ozespery U DakyaTery, MOJIMMO Bac Jla odoparuTe
Ballly HaKmwy Ha cieaehe:

1) Taura VI, noomauke 6—16 u 18-26, u mauxa VII, noomauxa 1, npeonoea onesnoe
peoa Hayuno-nacmasnoz éeha nornuy ca cequuue OJeberba 3a HCTOPHjy 011 3. centeMOpa
2015. roauHe, Koja je u3ryomIa HEONXOIHH KBOPYM IIpe O/UTyuHBamka 0 TUM NUTamhMa. Ta
HOTOpHA YMELEHHUIIA MOJKE Ce Ca/la I0Ka3aTH Ha OCHOBY 3allMCHHMKA Ca JOTHYHE CEHHUIIE KOJHU
j€ BHIIIE O MET MECEIH T10CIIe BeHOT OpkaBaiba KOHAYHO J0CTaB/beH YIaHoBHMa Oiesbermba
3a UCTOPHjy. Yoctaiom, onu wiaHoBH OJle/berba KOJU Cy Y BHILIE HaBparta jJaBHO OpaHHIIN
JIEraIHOCT IIOMEHYTHX OJITYKa M caMu cy npehyTHO Npu3HaIM OBY YMHLEHUILY cTaBiba)yhu
MIOHOBO JIe0 THX nuTama (Tayka VII, moxrauka 1) Ha qHeBHu pex ceauuie Onesbema 3a
ucropujy ox 1. meriem6Opa 2015. Mehytum, Kao mTo ce BUAM U3 ,,3alIMCHUKA™ ca CE/IHHIIE O]1
1. neueMGpa, KOM HEJOCTa]y TaKBU eJIeMEHTapHU aTpHOYTH Kao ITO Cy MOTIIUC
npejcenasajyher u 3anucHUYapa, BEHa JIErallHoCT U JISTHTUMHOCT Takohe cy, y HajMamy
PYKY, HEIIPUXBAT/bHBO CyMbHBH. UnanoBu Oiesberba 3a HCTOPH]Y KOJH MOTIIUCY]Y OBa]
MOJIHECaK CMaTpajy je HeJeraJIHOM U HEeJIETHTUMHOM.

2) Tauxa IV, noomauxe 3, 9 u 14, npednoea onesnoz peoa Hzbopnoz 6eha notexie cy
ucre ca ceauuue Oneberma 3a ueTopHjy o 3. centemdpa 2015. Kana je M36opHo Behe
dunosodekor paxyntera Ha ceIHHIH 0/ 5. HoBeMOpa 2015. BehuHOM T1acoBa OUTY4HIIO J1a
13 JJHEBHOT pella M30CTaBU TavkKe Koje cy IpHCIee ca noMenyTe ceanuie Onebema 3a
HCTOPH]Y, OBE TAauKe Cy BELITOM M, MOpa Ce IIPU3HATH, YCIIEJIOM MaHHITYJIalHjoM
Npe/ICTaBJbEHE Ko Tauke Koje cy npucrnese ca Kaaposcke komucuje, naxo ux je Komucuja,
HapaBHO, npummia ca Ozesberba. 300r MoryhHocTn 1a ce OpojeBu Tayaka pasjimKyjy Ha
rracaykuM JMcTHhHMa HacTaBHUKA U CapaHUKA PA3IMUUTUX 3Bakba, HAIIOMHILEMO J1a ce
pajy o mpeJUIo3uMa oJTyKa 3a n3bop y 3ame ap Jlyopaske Crojanosuh, ap Xapuca Jlaj4a u
ap Jenene Padamnosuh.

3) Ocmane mauxe npedioza OHe6HUX peoosa ceonuya Hzoopnoe u Hayuno-nacmaeno?
eeha nomexne ca Odemerba 3a ucmopujy He cMaTpamo HaveIHO criopHuM. Behu neo mux
notuye ca pegosHe ceauuie Oneberma 3a UICTOPHJY Koja j€, OCIIe 0CaM MECEIH 1 BHUILIe

3axTeBa JI0JIe OTIHCAHUX HACTABHUKA U capaJHUKa, KOHauHO ca3BaHa 3a 12. ¢pedpyap 2016.



M OJIpJKaHa J0 Kpaja y HelpHjaTHO] U MHLUIEHTHO] aTMocdepu. JIpyre noTudy ca ceiHULa 01
3. centembpa u 1. neremdpa 2015, anu ce THUY IIKOJICKUX U TekyhuX nuTama, 300r 4yera ux,
y IyXy mpernopyke yHuBepauterckor OmOyacmana oz 29. centemOpa 2015. v y HHTEpECy
KOJIEra KOj HX CC HENOCPCIHO THYY, HaKHaJIHO IpHUXBaTaMo.

Mmajyhu nyHo nmosepeme y 0/yKe Koje hete 1o oBUM nurtamuMa JOHETH BalllUM
w3jalmaBameM Ha cefnuuama M3dopuor u Hayuno-nacrasror Beha, ynyhyjemo Bam

cpJavHe KoJIerujaiHe 1no3apase U Hajay0/be H3BUILCHE 300T BpeMeHa Koje BaM OBHM

0/1y3MMaMmo.
beorpan, npod. ap Jbyboapar JIumuh
24. pebpyap 2016. npod. 1p Cmusba Mapjanosuh-Jlymanuh

npod. ap Anekcanaap Potuh
npod. ap Munom Antonosuh
pod. 1p Mupa Paznojeuh
npod. ap Kapxko [lerkosuh
npod. ap bhophe bydaro
npod. ap CHexana Pepjanunh
noit. ip Munowm Kosuh

noit. ap Mupko O6paiosuh
nou. ap Hebojma ITopunh
nou. ap Anekcanap JKupotuh
no1. ap Maja Huxonuh

nout. ap Hebojma [lyneruh

acuc. mp JKapko Byjowesuh



