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Secularization and Orthodoxy:
The Case of the Serbilans

Dy Dragoljub Djordjevic and Bogdan DJurovic, Nis

In the Western lıterature and perliodicals there 15 inadmıssıble sma number of
artıcles, studies and 00 dealıng wıth eıther Orthodoxy in general the Serblılan
Odoxy and the Serbilan Orthodox Church in partıcular. Ernst Benz, the famous
German eologian 15 rıght in hıs remark that it 15 consıderably dıfficult for non-Orthodox
cıtizens of Western Europe understand the Eastern Orthodox Church SINCEe people In
the West do NOTL ave enough owledge of the Orthodox 1fe and doctrine;
theır present INCALTEC owledge 15 cCovered wıth prejudıces and mısunderstandings 378

partly confess1onal and partly polıtic.
Now 1S the rıght polıtıcal, cultural and spırıtual Ooment paY attention Orthodoxy

d the other equa branch of istianıty, in order elımınate the exıisting prejudıces
and the confessional and polıtic. dısagreements. Chrıstian Europe wıth ıts
nO g0oal of ulldıng UD the »European home from the Atlantıc the ral Mountalins«
CannotTt OW itself OVeEerVIeEW the fact that 1ts spirıtualıty 1s ase| the Orthodox
cultural herıtage d ell The TthOdOX natıons the Russ1ans, the Ukrammıians, the
Armeninans, the Georgl1ans, the Romanıans, the ulgarıans, the Greeks and the Serblans

ASs descendants of the Byzantıne c1iviılızation AfIC representatives of the CONtemporary
A actıve European spirituality. f they CX© ıt 1S practically ımposs1ible COIMN-
stitute One Europe, and thus the ullding UD of HG  S » Berlın Wall« between ast
European and the West European cultures has be absolutely prevented. Why? Milorad
Pavıc, the mMoOost famous erblıan wrıter and author of the wıdely read »Dictionary of the
Hazars« cons1iıders hımself »the last Byzantıne« and explaıns thıs VIEW A real CONNOIS-
SCUT. » European spiırıtualıty SUrVIve if it excludes OT wrıtes off ıts cultural
inheritance j @$ began In the Classıcal Greece and eached the WOTr. of oday 0Ug
the ast Roman Empıire and Byzantıum« 39)

All the Eastern Orthodox nations WEeIC doomed lıve under the Communist regımes in
Varıous per10ds of time rangıng from 11Cy seventYy VYCars ese reg1mes WCIC prımarıly
un]just 1{8 the Orthodox confession and the Orthodox Church, that 1S, the institution
1C had been uardıng and cherishing the Byzantıne tradıtiıon for centurles. The dis-
integration of the »Communist tzardom« has Tee& the Orthodox natıons of the ondages
and they 19(0)  < diırected towards [WO goals amely, the ONC hand, they
returnıng the of theır c1ıvılızation and culture and, the other hand, they
engagıng themselves in the Contemporary democratıc Europe. In both there 18 much
bewilderment and m1sunderstandıng dASs ell aAs Man Y planned and unplanned act1ons; In
short, there thıngs for 16 Western Europe does NOoTt have g00d and enough
understanding.
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IThe Casc of the Serblans sharıng the fate 1C befell all the ast European

natıons 1$ specıfic In ONC Ihıs Can be SCCIH In VIEW f the relatiıonshıp between
secularızatiıon and Orthodoxy aASs presented In thıs Ihe KeYy question C should
be as here IS how it appene that secularızatiıon and athe1isatıon had such deep
I the Serblans that they had almost completely departed from theır relıg10n and
Church

Up the latest adıcal changes and the dısıntegration of the socı1alıst totalıtarıan
socletlies, the Orthodox SDaCCS except for the TrTeeC one) WOIC considered extremely
secularızed enviıronments. It COU. ave been decıdıngly laımed and supporte Dy
empirıcal evidence that the secularızatıon PTOCCSS of the ole realıty had Ourıshe
mostly In the Orthodox homogenous socletlies unlıke the ONC in the Catholıic, Protestant
and Islam aIicas TIhe Serblılan Orthodox confirmed such theses 1C WeTC elevated

soclologıical principle.
TeE facts played important role In creating ambient background for

concentratıon of the forms and products of secularızatıon the Serblılan Orthodox
terraın, that IS. for deep rooting of secularızatıon IN the Serblans: the
sufferings of the Second Or War, the Bolshevık regıme and the internal weakness of
the Church d instıtution. The War per10 maımed the erblan Orthodox Church
More than mıllıon Serblans dıed in the War including OVECT tWO hundred clergymen;
OVCT 45() Orthodox cshrines WEeEIC estroyed, burnt, damaged, desecrated and robbed The
Church Camme Out of the War wıth ıts flock, priests and houses of (J0d devastated, that 1S,
in A sıtuation 1 much arger and greater rel1g10us organızatıons COUuU CODC
wıth What the War dıd 1971011 INANASC do Was eft the Bolshevık reg1ıme: the H6  S

socılalıst government brought about the total defeat of the erblan Orthodox Church TIhe
polıtical government dıd NOL have the Same attıtude towards all the rel1g10us confessions
and rel1210us communities that each of them had dıfferent chare of the OTITICcC1a.

The erbiıian Church Was also the victim under the Communist regıme
1 Was partly ıts OW au Was naptly and ınadequately led For instance, 1ts
former Patrıarch (Jerman Wäas nıcknamed the »red Patriıarch«. The Church showed d|
Cessive loyalty the System, brought harm upOoNn ıtself and increased the negatıve ffects
of the War sufferings and of the Bolshevık torture

In short, an Yy sketch of the ambıient framework of the Serblan's secularızatıon WOU.
sShoOow that ıt Wäas stimulated by ser1es of Causes IN 16 the ıdeologı1-
zatıon of soc1lal relatıons and the atheıist upbringing and educatıon WeEIC the MOST
prominent ones, due theır specıfic character. The former ugoslav soclety Was

example of monolıthıc System 1C cherısne: one-dimensional atheist culture and
iıdeology. TIhe maın centers of socı1al W mposed patterns of behavıour and forms of
act1vıty wıthın the athe1ist paradıgm. Chances for hıgher socıal promotıon WeTC denied

the cıtızens who WEeEeIC outsıde the integrated atheıist enviıronments. The chances WEIC

theoretically g1ven but NOot in the real constellatıon of soc1al factors and relatıons. More
demandıng socı1al engagements required atheism and VE often the OMNC wıth
trıumphant note. TIhe Serblans carrıed the burden of the antı-fascıist 1g and of
the soc1al revolution led Dy the Communıists and WeTITC also the MOST agıle in respecting
the CanNnOonNs of the soclalıst ideology. For instance, thıs went far that In Serbila people
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WEIC den1i1ed membership of the only polıtic party (the Communıist one) they had
problems al work d punıshment for church whereas CTroatıa and Sloven1a
people had such rouble and they openly declared and publıcly expressed theır
rel1210s1ty

In the TINOdOX thepof the trıumphant athe1ism dıd evıl
relıgı1o0n and the Orthodox Church In Serbia there Was mıiılıtant athe1ism wıth ıfs
1INqu1S1010N methods d> Albanıa Neıther Was there sclentific atheism wıth 1fs
sc1entific exclusıveness d the SOovıiet Unıion Si1 erblılan authors conclude that »the
integral Marxısm inevıtably assumed atheism and athe1ism Was ONeC of the MOoOst effective
WCAaDONS for destroying the erbiıian natıonal dentity The atheıst W ds
dırected agaınst Orthodoxy« (VuCckovic 1990 The erbılan Odoxy SaAaVC u
under the attack of INass athe1sm 1 W as effectively spread through 1fs System of
educatıon and upbringing Thıs dıd NOoL happen Catholicism and Islam Yugoslavıa
Therefore 1t cshould be admıtted that Urthodoxy had not uly experienced 1fs internal
»protestantızation« yel Neıther had 1t contrıbuted the formatıon of modern and firm
»C1IVIl« Thıs explaıns why 1il Was poss1ıble fiınd that »behind consiıderably
large NON rel1g10s1ty, there Was kınd of polıtiıcal and cultural OC nduced Dy the
fusıon of such 1deology d Marxısm 15 such organızatıon dAS the Communist ONEC
Was and cCertaiınm eNVıronNMENTS 1C had NOL been repared for ıf especılally when 1{

relıgı1on (namely, agrıcultura. ONECS especlally the Orthodox ones Thıs
S1tuatıon 15 best exemplıfıed the Sayın g The Party COINIMNSSATr 5SdYyS there 15 (10d«
(KerSevan, 9084 39)

As nowhere else Yugoslavıa, all the above mentioned factors brought about the fact
that ı the erbıan Orthodox socı1al and cultural nTt the Church Was hıghly de-
monopolızed, the number of the althful Was enormously reduced, the rel1g10us practice
Was wıthering AdWaY, the influence of rel1g210us orlentation and behavıour everyday ıfe
dısappeared the decomposition of al took place the rel1g10s1ty eft the propulsıve
soc1al strata and STOUDS and spread only AaINONS the margınal ONCS and al had become
the mark of the DOOTI Just as unfaıthfulness became the mark of the rich Therefore the
ypıcal al Camme from agrıcultural and workıng layers and rural OT rural perıpheral
Arcas they NCIuUudE: mostly and the er part of the populatıon usually people
wıth 1l0w education who WeTiTC polıtically DASSIVC and outsıde the INaın informatıon OWS
and eneral modern1zatiıon Secularızation produce the called margınalızatıon of the
ypıcal Orthodox aıthful Serbilans WeTIC separated from theır Church and relıg10n A4Ss
shown Dy the data the Iollowıiıng tables (the first [WO show the atholıc
populatıon Croatians and Sloven1lans and the 1T' shows the erblan Orthodox
populatıon).
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Religi0us Panorama of the Populatıon In the Region of Zagreb (Croatla)

1968 1972 909872/83
%n %o %n

Faıthful 48,9 51:2 44,6
Neutral 20,7 20,0 19,5
Notal 16,7 159 18,0
Atheists 137 123 17,8

0,6No repIYy

Religi0us Panorama of the Slovenlj]an Population

975/76 1978 1980 9081/82 1983 9084968
On %n %n %n n On On

al 67,8 51,9 453 48,1 505 A 50,9
Notal 295 36,6 42,7 41,6 39,1 38,1 38,0
Neutral 29 115 12,0 85 8, 1 114 9,8

Religi0us Panorama of the Serblan Population

Vojvodına Regıon of NısS elgrade elgrade
9’/5 1982 9’74 90984

%n %n %n %n
al 10,029,2 23,8 9,0
eu 13,4 225 12,0 16,0
Not althful 45,4 270 37,0555Atheısts 58,0 38,0
Rest 1,9 87

In the last few YCAaLS the secularızatıon thes1is has been losıng ıts X00d repute urdene:
wıth the »empiırıcal piIcCture« of revıtalization of conventional rel1g10s1ty and increase
of the soclal importance of relıgı10n oughout the WOT. Thıs has made socilologı1sts

uDON the pre-elaboratıon of the secularızation thesis and conclude that the
Support 15 NOT g1ven the triıumphant SCeNAaTIO of secularızatıon, according IC
decrease of.the importance of rel1ıg10n 1S NECCCSSaALY feature of modern1zıng and modern
socleties (Beckfor: and Luckmann, The secularızatiıon PITOCCSS 1S extremely
ındere': in the Second and 1TrOr countrIies.

Serblans SCCII the above-stated opınıon. tendency IMOTe distinct
separatıon of the erbiıian Orthodox populatıon from the classıcal rel1g10s1ty, 1C had
continuously been go1ng EVET SsInce the Second [0)8 War, Callle end Dy the late
eıghties. sıngle breadth of democracy and pluralısm Was enough dısperse all
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iıllusıons about soclety wıthout relıg10n. elıg10n has proved ıtself be hard nut
crack, much er than assumed Dy the Communist eaders The dısıntegration of the
Communist reg1mes and the lıberalization of socıl1al relatıons in Serbila made poss1ble the
lıberatiıon of rel1210us complex, and relıg10s1ity 1s Ireely expressed the general,

indiıvıdual eve Repressed long time dDO, lıberated recently, relıg10n 1$ comingthe surface of publıc 1fe and leaves impression of ıts revıtalızation, ıf not elan It 18
Iirue that certaın revıval of the erbilan rel1g10s1ity Can be noticed, but
conclude Drior that adıcal and spectacular had taken place from the
secularızation the all-ınclusive and firm desecularization PTOCCSS. It 15 INOTEe eIYythat it 15 the SaJmle rel1g10sity appearınz as 11C  < phenomenon due increased number
of people iIreely expressing their rel1g10us eelings, hıch WeIeC hıdden before Much

1s needed behalf of the Serblan Orthodox Church along wıth ıts lay SUT-
roundıngs annul OT reduce the CONSCQUCNCES of the Serblan's secularization.

The PTITOCCSS of desecularization 1s troublesome. ere are Man Yy dangers awaıltıng the
erblılan Orthodox Church and the Serblans. It 15 clear CVECN 110 that there awkward
ures, ceremonIles, verbal follage, rel1210us pathos, unsulntable celebrations and
tasteless 1Conography. Sometimes the urn the 15 connected wıth extreme
manıfestation of confessional mentalıty including natıonalism and intolerance towards
other ethnic STOUDS If the desecularization PTOCECSS 15 NO ollowe: by general humanı-
zatıon of lıfe, Orthodoxy 111 not fınd ıtself the road modernıity and Serblans 111 be
ST1 consıdered »a COSmIC faılure«. Thıs they certainly not, but ıt 1S NECESSATY for
them establısh connection between historical vertical and CONteMporary 1ıfe hori1-
zontal. Wise nations do thıs and persist. elıgı1on and rel1210us cCommunities play 1N-
dıspensable In ıt
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