THE FATE OF CULTURAL HERITAGE
IN KOSOVO AND METOHIJA

@ ongins of the endowments of the Serbian Orthodox
Church and the heritage of the Serbian state can be
traced in documents since the Eary Middle Ages.
Throughout the course of their long history, Serbian

religious objects have often been exposed to attacks of
numerous invaders. In the centuries of the Ottoman rule, both
the people and the heritage, tangible and intangible, suffered
much. However, not even those sufferings can be compared
to the hardship borne by them since June 1988, when the
region of Kosovo and Metohija, due to unfavourable palitical
circumstances, was turned into a protectorate of the United
Mations and occupied by considerable military forces and
civil administration of the Mission.

As a single glance at figures shows, it is in Kosovo and
Metohija that the richest group of monuments of religious
endowments bequeathed by the Christian East to the
European civilization can be found. According to the official
inventory of protected cultural properties of the Republic of
Serbia, as of 1986 and 1994, more than three hundred
cultural properties, belonging to the 15 and the 379 cate-
gories, have been granted protected status in Kosovo and
Metohija. There is also a considerable number of properties
having status of recognized heritage, i.e. preventively
protected properties.

A continuous series of monuments over a penod of four mil-
lennia, from the prehistory o the present times, is the most
convincing evidence of the importance of this area in the
course of history. A considerable number of cultural proper-
ties in the highest categories — mediaeval monumental her-
itage in particular - distinctly shows that the Serbian mediae-
val state, marked by the Nemanji¢ dynasty, which gave ten
rulers in the course of two centuries (1168-1371), once
helonged to the developed counfries of Europe. This is the
heritage that continued the tradition of the Byzantine archi-
tecture: numerous religious objects and cities were built on
Byzantine foundations, while in some of them elements of
Western European mediaeval architectural styles — before all
Romanesque - were incorporated in a unigue, original man-
ner, The fact that king Stephen Dedanski (1322-1331) dedi-
cated to Christ Pantokrator his great burial church in the

CYOBUHA KYNTYPHE BAWTWUHE
HA KOCOBY U METOXWJWU

acTaHak ceeTMHa Cprcke nNpaBocnaBHe LUpKBE W
GaWTWHE CPNCKOT HapDda W CRNCKe ApHaBe AoKy-
MEHTOBEHD ©8 MOME NPpatwTi 0f pador cpagHer
BEKA A0 AaHAWHWX fada. Tokow CBOje Ayre WCTopW-
[, cpncke cBaTWHE CY 4ecTo Oune ManoweHe Hanaguma
pasHnx oceajaya. Y sexoBuMa TYDCKE BNacTh TPNEnW cy M
Hapod W CEETWHE, anW He Y TOMWKO] MEPW Kao WTo ce TO
Aoraka og jyWa 1989. roguHe, kaga je npocTop Kocosa w
MeToxuje, cnegom HenoBOMBHHWY NONWTHYKWX  gorakarba
nocTan npoTekTopar Yjeawresuy Hauwja, Ha Kome oy
CMEWTEHE 3Ha4ajHe BojHe W UMBWNTHE cHarg Mucuje.

Hajfioratvja yMaTHWYKA rpyna caxkpande apxWTexkType Kojy
j& EBpONCKA UMBWNW3AUMjA Hacnewna of xpuwkadckor
Mcroka wanasu ce ynpaso Ha TepuTopwjn Kocoea w
MeToxmje, wTo notepkyje W NETHMW4aH norneg  Ha
Gpojqade nopatke. Mpema pervcTpy 3awTWheHus  Kyn-
TypHux Aobapa w3 1986. v 1994, rogwHe, Ha npocTopy
Kocosa M MeToxwje sawTukeHo j& NPexKo TPW CTOTHHE Kyn-
TypHWx fobapa y npeof v Tpehof KaTeropujv, ca sHauajHWM
Gpojem eBuAeHTHDAHKX KYATYpHWX Jobapa, Koja ce Hanase
y NpoLecy NPeTxogHe SaWTHTE.

HenpekwsyTd cneg cnoMeHrKa TOKOM YaTUpH MuneHnjyma,
04 NpancTopuie 00 HALKMX OaHa, Ha HAJOYWrNegHIM HaYyuH
noTEphyje WCTOPWiCKW axada] oBor npocTopa, MayseTHo
aHayajad Gpoj KynTypHWY qo00apa y HajBuWeM KaTeropwja—
Ma, nocefiHO cnNoMeHWYKo Hacnehe w3 cpegHer BeKa,
YNeYaTreweo NOoOKadyje Aa je cpncka  Ccpegrs0BeKOBHa
Ap#aea, kojy obenexasa guwHacTvja Hewmarsuha y KOHTW-
HYWTETY OF OBa BeKa W geceT enagapa (1168-1371), ceo—
jEBEpaMEHD NpUNagana pasavjeHrM 3sMmkama Erpone. To je
fawTKHa Koja j@ HacTaenna TpaawuW)y BUIAHTHjCKOr rpa-
AWTEMECTEA W KOj@ j@ A0 cBOJUX Bepckux rpahesmHa W
rpaaoBa nogurna Ha TAM TEMEersMMa, a Y Hekwsa, Ha
jeOMHCTEEH 1 HENOHOBIBLME HaYWH, WHTarpucana w ane-
MEHTE 3anafHiX CPEAH0BEKDBHWX CTWNOBA, POMaHHKe,
npe ceera. O4WT W NOWTOBAHAE JOCTOJEH NPWMER BEPCKE
WWpMHE NpegcTaEiba YWEEHVLE na e Kpame Credad

——

17



monastery of Deéani, entrusting its construction to the
Franciscan Vito, a member of the order of Friars Minor from
Kotor, is an obvious and respectable example of an unbiased
approach. The architecture of the region acquired some spe-
cific features owing to the facts that some other royal mau-
solea were built in Kosovo and Metohija - like burial church-
es of king Uros 11l Milutin in Banjska and emperor Dugan in
the monastery of Holy Archangels near Prizren — and that the
Patriarchate of Pec, an important religious centre, with its
church of Holy Apostles, was the burial place of the highest
Serbian prelates since the 131 century.

Kosovo and Metohija was the homeland of numerous aristo-
cratic families (Musics, Brankovics, Lazarevics) and their
estates were situated in this region. However, the greatest
part of the land, rich in ores, belonged to the rulers. The
rulars granted to the monasteries vast estates, including vil-
lages and shepherds’ settlements (katuni), so that the major
part of the present territory of Kosovo and Metohija was
occupied with church estates — metochies. It was for that rea-
san that the western part of the region got the name of Greek
origin — Metohija.

In the centuries of the Ottoman rule, people gathered around
churches and monasteries. After the sudden change of for-
tune in the war operations of the Austrian general
Piccolomini, whose campaign against the Ottoman Empire
was readily supported by the Serbian population of Kosovo
and Metohija, Serbs were forced to migrate to northern
areas, across the rivers of Sava and Danube (1690) in order
to escape retaliation. In the opening decades of the 18% can-
tury, the great Ottoman Empire began to show signs of weak-
ness, while after the First Serbian Uprising (1804-1812), the
Ottoman authorities were compelled to accept requests of
the greal powers, and Russia in particular, regarding protec-
tion of the Christian population in the Balkans. When Serbia
and Montenegro finally managed to liberate Kosowvo,
Metohija and the whole region of Old Serbia in 1912, not a
single of the most important monuments of Islamic architec-
ture was destroyed or desecrated — Bayrakli mosgue in Peg,
Sinan-pasha's mosque in Prizren, built in the 17 century of
stone and fragments of sculptural decoration brought from
the ruins of the monastery of Holy Archangels near Prizren
(an endowment of emperor DuZan), the Imperal (Fetih)
mosgue in Pristina or Hadum-mosque in Bakovica.

Unfortunately, the major part of Christian religious
objects, which despite all managed to survive cenluries
of hardship, could not withstand the latest devasfations
lasting since 1999 - more precisely since the arrival of
the international military and civil representatives of the
UN Mission in Kesovo and Metohifa. Destruction and
devastation of the Christian cultural heritage of Serbia,
and particularly its mediaeval heritage, which In other
European couniries usually acquires special treatment,
is unprecedented in the recent history of Europe.
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flevanckw (1322-1331) Xpwcty MMawTokpatopy NOCEETWD
BEMMKW  HagrpofHW  xpam Y savactipy  [Jedaduma,
a 3Wjame NoBepwo (hpameByy BuTw, npunagHuky pega
Mane Gpake w3 KoTopa. ApxuTekTypa oBOr nogpydja
Aofuna je nocebHa obenewja ynpaso 300r ToOra WTD cy Ha
Kocosy w MeToxuj 3ngaqu n gpyrd HagrpofHn Xpamoed -
Ypowa [l MunytwHa y Barecko) W uapa [ywawa Kog
Mpuapesa, y wasacTupy CeeTvx apxakhena ¥ wio je
MNekka natpujapwwia, cpegWwTe AYXOBHOr MMBOTA, Ca
Ceemwm anocTonuma y ceom jearpy, of Xl ctonska Guna
NOKOMIITE HAJBUALLIMY CRNCKWAX JYXOEHWX QOCTOjEHCTEEHHKA.

Kocoso w Metoxuja je vy cpefrbeM Beky OWNa 3aswda)
BEnUKoM Opaly YrNegHWX CPNCKUX BRACTEOCKMX NOpPOAMLE
(Mycuby, Bpanwosuhe, Nazapesubi), Koje cy oBAE WMane
CBOjE NOCEAS, AO0K cY JeMmMbUlTes GOraTiM pyaaMa pacno-
naranu y Hajseko] Mepk camu Bnagapd. OHW cy Aapueanu
MEHACTHRE OFPOMHMM MMEHWMa C3 CEnWMa W KaTyHuMa,
TaKo Aa je Hajeekw Aeo AaHawrse TepuTopuje Kocosa M
Metoxuje G0 NPEKpHBEH LPKBEHWM NOCEOMMA - METOCH-
wa. 30or Tora cy 3anagHi Kpajesd W Ao0MNK HASHWE TPYKOr
nopekna - MeToxuja.

¥ OyriM BeKOBWMA TYPCHE BNAcTH CTAHOBHWWTBO Ce
OKYNMLANo Y UpKBAMa W MaHacTWpWMa — cBe go obpra y
paTHO] cpehM ayoTpujckor resepana MHKonoMUHEKa, HWjW je
noxog npotwe COcmadcke WMNepWje CPNckM Hapog Ha
KocoBy W MeToxWiw nogpwaoc, na je 3aro, crpaxyjykuv og
oceeTe, GwWo NpuHyhed fa ce wcend y Kpajeee npexo Caee
W Oyuwaea (1690). Npeux gsuedvja XV Bexa nodeno je
yamnyawe Ocmanckor yapctea, a nocne [Mpeor cpnoxor
yeTanka (1804-1812) snact je Guna NnpWMopada ga npux-—
BATW 3aXTeBe BENWKMX CWNa, HapouwTo Pycuje, O3 WTWTK
XpUWRaHcKo cTaHoBHWWTEO Ha Bankady, Kapja cy Hajaap,
1812, rogwHe, Cpbuja v UpHa lNopa ocnofogune Kocoso,
MeToxmjy o wwtaey Crapy Cpbujy, HWjeOaH of WCNaMocKux
cnoMeHWka Huje GW0  NOPYWEH HW OCKPHEB/LEH -
Bajpaknu-yamuja v Mekw, CuHaH-nNawKHa yamuja v MNpra-
peHy, carpakeHa y XVIl eeky wokibyqMBO Off KameHa W
AEN0Ba APXMTEKTOHCKE NNACTHKE QOHECEHWX W3 MaHaCTW-
pa Ceetux apxawhena wog Mpuapesa (3agywbnHe uapa
Oywana), 2atuM Llapcka (Petux) yamuja v MNpUwTvHK wnu
Xagym-yamuja ¥ hakosuuw.

Hajeetw Gpoj xpuwwhanckWx xpamoBa KofWw cy ce,
YOpKOC CBEMY, OfPMANH BEKOBHMMA, HA MANOCT, HWje
OMCTa0 HaKoH nocnegrux pazaparea - og 1999, roguwe
4o [aHac, npeyw3HMfe of gonacka MelyHapogHHx
BOJHHX M YHBHAHKX npegcTasHika Mucuje YH Ha npoe-
Top Kocoea w Meroxwje. Ywuwrasawe W pazapare
Xpuwkadekor Kyntypsor Hacneha CpGuje, nocetHo
OHOr gena Koju faTWpa u3 cpegier Bexa, a Koju ce y
APYruM  eBponckMM gpxasaMa 4yBa ca Mayser-
HOM naxH0oM, HelamnahkeHo fe y HoBHjoj esponckoj
HCTOPHIH,



e purpose of this document, jointly published by the
Ministry of Culture of the Republic of Serbia and the
Museum in Pristina (displaced), with kind assistance of
the Information Service of the Serbian Orthodox

Diocese of Raska and Prizren, is to point to the dramatic
situation of the Christian cultural heritage and other religious
objects in Kosovo and Metohija. It presents information about
145 categorized and protected properties of the Orthodox
Christian religious and vernacular architecture. In order to
give the fullest possible insight into the scale of devastation
of the cultural heritage, the publication includes the informa-
tion about 16 Christian religious objects destroyed in the
latest outburst of viclence in March 2004, which have not
been recognized as cultural properties by the official heritage
protection service of the Republic of Serbia, but which
undoubtedly are of importance to the Serbian Orthodox
Church and the Serbian population of Kosovo and Metohija.

Along with the detailed presentation of the devastations and
acts of viclence that took place in March 2004, given in the
text under the title Religious objects and culfural properties
destroyed in the March pogrom, the book comprises two
more chapters: Destroyed and damaged cuffural properties
in Kosovo and Melohifa, 1989-2004 and Cultural Properties
at Risk in Kosovo and Metohiia. All the lists of cultural
properties presented in this document have been based on
two official docurments of the Republic of Serbia: Registered
Immovable Cultural Properfies, current as of Decembar 31,
1994, Republic of Serbia, Statistical Office of the Republic of
Serbia, Bulletin 372, Belgrade 1995, and Monumental
Haritage of Kosovo and Metohija, Institute for the Protection
of Cultural Monuments of Serbia, Belgrade 2002, These
documents provide information on the properties falling into
the 1# and the 3'd categories, i.e. the most important monu-
ments, The information about religious objects devastated in
the March Pogrom was provided by the Information Service
of the Serbian Orthodox Diocese of Ragka and Prizren.

The March pogrom resulted in devastation of 19 cultural
monuments, & of which fall into 1% category — churches
from the 14, 15t and 16" centuries, and 16 religious
objects without heritage value, which makes a total of 35
cultural properties and churches.

In the period between 1989 and 2004, 15 cultural menu-
menls from the 1% category and 23 from the 3™ were
destroyed, which makes a total of 38 cultural properties.
The group of cultural properties at risk, i.e. preserved
monuments, includes 88 properties: 31 from the 15 and
57 from the 3 category.

After the latest vandalistic assaults of the Albanian ter-
rorists in March 2004, the number of devastated cultural
properties has reached 21 for the 1% and 36 for the 3
category, which makes a total of 47 monuments and
objects. If we take into account all the other destroyed
cultural properties, as well as ordinary religious objects,

OKyMeHT koju objasreyje MuwucTapcTeo KynType

Penynuke Cpbuje y capagsd ca Mysejew v

MpMWTHHK (ca WIMBLITEHKM CEAWLITEM) Y3 ceecpi-

Hy nowmok Wudopmatvewe cnyxbe Pawko-
NpU3peHcKe enapxuje yKkasyje Ha ApamaTi4HO cTame
¥xpurhaHcKe KynTypHe GawTvHe W CBETWHE Ha Kocosy M
MeToxujn. ¥ nybnvkaumin cy WaHeTH nogauw o 145 warte-
ropucaHux W 3awTwhenwx gofiapa npasocnaBHo-
KpUhaHcKe CcakpanHe apxwTexType W HapogHor rpa-
AUTEMLCTEE. Y MerkW Ja ce wWTo JeTarHWje npeqcTaee
pasMEPE  YHUILTABAHA KYNTYpHE OawTwHe, KyYNTYEHHM
pobpuMa cy npugogat W onogauw o 16 xpuwhanckmx
CEETHHE YHWWTEHWY TOKOM HajHOBM[Er Tanaca Hacuma Yy
Mapty 2004. roguHe, koje cTpyuse cnywxbBe PenyGnuke
CpOuje HHCY EBWAEHTWPENE Kao KyNnTypHa gobpa, ann Koje
wMaly Hecnopad 3uadaj 3a Cpnecky NpaBocnaBdy UPKBY W
CPACKM Hapog va Kocosy W MeToxuju.

Mopen  pevamHor yeuga Yy pasMepe YHMWUTaBara W
HacWmLa Koje jeé noymbeHo wmapta 2004, rogwHe w Koje je
NpeAcTaBlLeHo nog Hacnosom CeeTirne M KyNTypHa gJoopa
YHUILTEHA y MapTOBCKOM MOrpoMy, ¥ KHM3W Cy joll Asa
nornaeba: YWMwTenwa W owTekewa KynTypea gofpa Wa
Kocoay # Metoxwiu y nepuaqy of 1998, qo 2004. roguve
W Vrpowena kyntypHa fofipa Ha Kocosy w Metoxuu. Cee
nucTe KynTypHUX gofapa cOyxeakewuy OBMM FOKYMEHTOM
u3pakeHe cy Ha OcHDBY JBa 3BaHW4HA [OKYMEHTA
Penybnuke Cpbuje: HenokpeThHa percTpOBaNE KYNTypHA
Agotpa, craree 31, 12, 1994, rogwee, PenyGnuka Cpowja,
PenyGnu4kn 3aBof 3a cTATHCTWRY, Bunted 372, Beorpap
1995, w  Cromenwdka GawTwa Kocosa w Meroxuie, Pe-
nyGru4Ky 33804 23 3AWTUTY cnomedwka kyntype, Beo-
rpag 2002. CeM NojalM ce OfHOCE CAMO HA  CNOMEHMKE
¥ NpEcj W Tpeho] KaTeropujn, WTO JHAYKW OHE HajaHaYajHW-
je. Mogauw o0 CEETHHEME YHHWTEHWM Y MAPTOBCKOM
norpoMy npeysetd cy of WHdopmatuede chysbe Pawko-

npWapeHcke enapxuje.

Y maproBckom norpomy yHWWTEHO je 19 cnomeHdka
KynType - WeCT Yy nNpB0] KATEropwjW, WTO 3Ha4W
upkBeHux rpakesmHa w3 XIV, XV u XVl Bexa w 16
CBETHHE, LPKaBa KOj@ HWCY KaTeropucaHe, wWro je
YKYNHO 35 cnomeHWMKa W upkKaea.

¥ nepwogy op 1999. go 2004. rogwee yHuwTeHo je 15
CNOMEHWKA KYNTYpe ¥ npeoj karteropvjn W 23 y Tpehoj
KaTteropuju, wWTo je ykynuo 38 cnomedwka u objexara.
Y rpynw yrpomedwx KynTypHux gobapa, CNOMEHWKA
KOJW Cy cayyeaHW Ao Aadac, npegcTaersedo je 88 kyn-
TYpHHUx gobapa - 31 y npeoj kateropuju u 57 y Tpehoj
KaTeropuju.

Hakon nocnefieux BaHfanckwx Hacpraja anGaHCKMX
TEpOpMCTa Ha xpuwhaHcke ceeTurse mapta 2004, Gpoj
YHHWITEHHWY KYNTypHux pobapa y npeoj KaTeropuju
noneo ce Ha 21, a y tpeko] kateropujn Ha 36, wro je

yrynHo 47 cnomedwka W objexarta. Ao ce wmajy y eugy
E—TR
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the total surpasses 140 cultural monuments, churches
and ather religious objects.

It is clear that we are facing the organized and deliberate
destruction of monuments and religious objects, aiming to
arase any trace of the Christian civilization and the Serbian
cultural heritage in this territory under the interim administra-
tion of the UN Mission, belonging to Serbia and Europe. The
destruction is accompanied with promotion of false historical
data, undue claims to cultural hertage belonging to other
peoples and the changing and renaming of geographical
names and toponyms. Unfortunately, such a situation met no
adeguate response from the International professional
circlas.

As the major problem in the context of continuation of the
process of protection and preservation of the Christian cul-
tural heritage in Kosovo and Metohija, we see the exclusion
of Serbian professionals and institutions form the heritage
protection system:

« During the past five years, access to cultural properties
and work on their protection was impossible for the
exiled Serbian experts;

= For the most monuments and objects no protection has
been provided,

« Even in cases where certain kinds of action is possible,
contacts with the responsible institutions are reduced,
and the effects of curatorship are, thus, negligible;

« Recommended regimes of protection are not being
improved nor implemented; measures of protection
are not being put into effect, or, to be more precise,
they are being Implemented in a discriminative man-
nar. The Ministry of Culture wants to point to the
process of the reconstruction of kulias (fortified hous-
es) in Metohija, which is in the course and has been in
great part accomplishad, as well as to the restoration
of two protected mosques — Bayrakli in Pec¢ and
Hadum in Blakovica, both from the 15! category - out of
three damaged in the military operations at the begin-
ning af 1984, In the same period, not a single process
of rehabilitation of devastated or destroyed Christian
monuments has been initiated.

« Supervision by responsible higher rank institutions of
the Republic of Serbia has been precluded;

« Vandalization of cultural properties is still occurring, but
the offenders, of 1999 like those of 2004, have not
bean condemned never mind apprehended.

Among major problems we would also like to point out are:
« Disrespect for the international legal acts and
= Application of a policy of “double standards” by UNMIK.

he efforts of Serbia and Montenegro and the

Government of the Republic of Serbia, in particular, to

establish cooperation with the UNMIK administration in

the field of hertage protection in accordance with the
international documents regarding the organization of gov-
ernment like the UM Security Council Resolution 1244, or
TE—
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W CBA OCTana yHWWTeHa kynTypsa gobpa, Kao W CBeTH-
e, koHadyad Gpoj npemawyje 140 cnoMeHuKa, CBETHH:A
W objexarta.

Jacwo j@ ga ce pagM O OpraHMs0BaHOM W HEMBDHOM
pyWwerky CNOMEHMKA W CBETAMRE, YWjW |8 uWwb ga ce
w3fipMlle cBaK¥ Tpar O nNocTojadky XpUWhaHcKe UMBWN-
nu3agpie u kynTypHe OawTwHe Cplwje Wa ToM  geny
Cprcke W esponcke TEPMTOpWiE KoM ce Hanaaw nog
npuBpaseHos ynpasom Mucuje YH.

Kao ocHoBHW npofnewm Y OKBWpY HacTaeka npoyeca
33ATHTE W OYyBaHa XpulWhadcke KynTypHe GalTuHe Ha
Kocoey W MeToXWjM, WCTUMEMO NPOTEPMBAILE CPMNCKMX
CTPYYH=aKa W YCTAHOBA KYNTYPE M3 CMCTEMA 3JaWTHTE
Hacneha:
® TOKOM NPOTEKNMX NET rogMHa NPOTEpaHM CPNCHHM
CTDY4YH-ELMME OHaMOrYREHW CY NpUCTYN W pag Ha
KYATYpHAM AoGpuma,
* 33 OrpoMHy BEhWHY chomedkka W ofjekara zawTuTta
CE He BpWW;
= W Tamo rae e wmoryhe [enosat, KOHTaKkTW ca
CTPYYH=ELAMA  Cf PEOYKOBAHW, a camuMm TeMm W
eeKTH cTapaka CHMBONUYHK,
= NPONMCEHM PECKMMKA JELWITHTE Ce He yHanpelyly W He
CNpoBOge, Mepe ZAWTWTE C8 HE NpUuMersy]y, OgHoC—
HO, MpHMEH)|y Ce8 CenexTHBHO - MUHWCTAapoTEO
KYNTYpe yKasyje WA NPOLeC PeKOHCTRYKUMjE kynra y
MeToxK, KojW YBENWKD Teue W KoK je aobpwm
AEnoM 3aBplWeH, W Ha ABe obHOBILEHE yaMmuwie Yy
npegj kateropuin, Bajpakny y Mekn v Xagym-yamu—
ja v hakopnuMm, of TPW OWTEReHEe Y TOKY OPY#EHWX
Aejctaga noveTkom 1999, roguHe; ¥ WCTOM nepHogy
HW]E NOKpeHyT npoyec oHDBE HWjEAHOr feBacTupa-
HOT WNK NopyWeHsor XpUWhaqckor cnoMedrka;
= OHEMOTYREHA |8 KOHTpONa BUWLKX  MHCTATYUMWja
Penyfinuke Cpiwje;
* BEHOANM3EM Hag KynTypHMM aobpuMa ce npogysasa
083 WKaKBNX CAHKUMA 38 NoOuMHWOUE, Kako wa 1999,
TaKo W wa 2004, roguHe,

Of Key4HAy NpoBneMa HaBoguMo:
= HEMOWTOBaHE MehyHapogHe NpaBHe perynaTuee,
Kao W
= MPUMEHY NONWTHKE AYNNWE cTadgapaa” AAMWHM-
cTpaynje YHMWK-a.

BW Aocafawsn nokywaw Opsaeqe 3ajegHaue CLN w

Bnage Penybnuke Cpiuje ga ce ca AgMUHWMCTAPLMoM

YHMIK-a yonocTaed capajrsa Ha 3aWTHT KyNTypHe

GawTuHe, a y CKNaay ca NOTRMCaHWM MeRyHapaaHuM
AOKYMEHTHME KOjW CB TWYY HAYWHA Opraswsaywje enactu,
Guno ga j@ pey o Peaonyuwim 1244, W o KOHBEHUMjaMma
Kao Wro |& npe cBera, Xallka KOHBEHUMA © S8ITATWH
KyNTypHvx nobapa y opymxaHuM cykoBuma (1954), octanm
cy Ge3 suareMBMY peaynara.



conventions like the Convention for the Protection of Cultural
Property in the event of armed canflict (the Hague, 1954),
have yielded no results so far.

For that reason, we are pleading for respect of human
rights and freedom of movement and work, as necessary
preconditions for the normalization of life and further
waork on heritage protection, and we are calling for:

« the implementation of international conventions and
standards in the field of heritage protection in Kosovo
and Metohija;

« ensuring that all the heirs of cultural properties have
their heritage protected and respected; this calls for
inclusion of the exiled Serbian professionals in the
heritage protection system, their full participation in the
establishment of mechanisms to ensure shared
responsibility;

= continuity of care for already recognized, protected and
nominated cultural heritage;

« an assessment of the condition of cultural and natural
heritage, drafting of measures of urgent and long-term
protection and definition of priorities; adequate physi-
cal, legal and professional protection of monuments,
protected environment and nature in accordance with
the principle of integrated protection of heritage;

« engagement of international expert teams; and

« financial support.

Artistic, cultural and religious heritage of Kosovo and
Metohija (both movable and immovable properties) has been
exposed to the most severe damages and devastation
caused not only by military aclions and various acls of
vandalism (particularly after the arrival of the UN Mission in
1999}, but also owing to intermission or lack of care and
maintenance. Meglect caused by current political perplexi-
ties, could cause irreparable damage.

We reilerate that the territory of Kosove and Metohija is a
centre of cultural, religious and artistic heritage of the highest
value, which is not only a testimony of presence of different
religions and civilizations, but also a vital cross-road of cul-
tures. This haritage belongs to the mankind and is thus worth
of protection in accordance with the principle of the
"European common heritage”. Salvaging and preserving the
cultural heritage in Kosovo and Metohija is a great challenge
and duty to be undertaken by modern Europe.

3aTo ce Janamemo 3a MOWTOBAME JBYACKHMX npasa W
cnobogy kpetarsa M paga, Kao ocHOBHE npegycnose 3a
HOpManW3ayHfy MWBoTa M 3a famy 3awTuTy Hacneka
M, ovekyjemo:

= [OCRegHy NPUMEHY MebyHAPOGHUX KOHBEHUME W
cTavfapaa y AoMeHy KynTypHe GawTwHe Ha Kocosy
1 MeToxujm;

= ZAWTHTY NpaBa cBWX DaWTHHUKE KynTypHWx gobapa
Ha O4yBaH2 BNACTWTOr Hacneha WTOo  Hanawe
NOBpATaK CPRCKWX CTPYYHEKa Y CHCTEM 3alTWTe
Hacneha, HeMXDBY  NyHY  naptiuunaguiy v
YONOCTAEMaHY  MEeXaHwIama koM he obesbeguTi
nogeny oAros0pHOCTH,

* KOHTWHYWTET OfHOca npesa Beh  eBWgeHTHpaHo],
3awTHhado] W NpeanoeHs] KYNTYpHO] GalTHHK,

= yTEphMBAHE CTaHa KYNTYPHE W NpUpogHe DawTvHe,
NPeanor Mepa ypredTHe W AyrOpo4qHe JawTwTe ca
NUCTOM NPWORHTETA, AfeKBATHY MIVHKY, NPaBHy W
CTRYYHY 3BWTWTY CNOMEHMKE, 3AWTHREHE OKOMWHE W
NPMPoAe, NOWMEHOM NPWHUKNA WHTErpanHe aawTwTe
Hacneha;

*  YKIbYYMBAHE MEkyHAPOOHUX SKCMEPTCKUY TWMOBA W

= hMHEHCHICKY NOAPLLKY.

YmeTHWYxO, KyNTYpHO W cakpanvo wacnehe Kocoea W
MeToxuje (nokpeTHa W HenokpeTda gobpa | npeTtpneno je
W HECTaBMa fa TPNM HajTewa owTehkersa W yHUWTaBAA
He cAMO Of NOCNeguua paTHWX pa3lapara W Janux  BaH-
janckux HacpTaja (nocefHo Haxkod Aonacka Muecwje YH,
1999. roguHe) seh W 3007 NPEKKZa WNW CMatbEHa HaLa0-
pa W oOpeaearsa Hacneha, Hefpwra npoyapokosada ak-—
TYENHUM NOMMTUHKHM HEWIBECHOCTMMA MOME NpOY3poOKo-
BATW HENCNDABILMBE LWTETE,

Mopcekamo Aa je TepuTopuja Kocoea v MeToxuje ceaWwTe
KYNTYPHOT, CAKPanHor W yMETHWYKOr Hacneha Hajauwe
BpEOHOCTW, KDje He CBefoYM camo O NpucycTey pas-
nW4MTAX  Kontheckia W uMBWnasWja eek j@ W BWTANHOD
packpwhe wyntypa, To Hacnehe nNpunaga 4YoBeYaHCTBY W
Mopa GUTH 3aWTHREHD W CayyBaHo y chIaqy 3 NOHHLMNOM
BBpONCKOr |, 38j84HHYKOr wacneha”. Cnacasarbe W
oqyBaree  KynTypHe OawTwie Ha Kocoey W MeToxwja,
nocefHo W Aame  YrpoweHor xXpuwhanckor Hacneha,
BEMWKM j@ W3asoe w o0asesa caspewexe Espone.
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