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Реч захвалности

Стварање ове књиге било је радосно путовање у прошлост. Уз 
мене су на том путу, од запитаности до усхићења, били моји драги 
пријатељи и колеге Марија, Милан, Катарина, Дејан, Владана, потом 
Мина и Тамара које су заслужне за визуелни идентитет књиге, као и 
бројни саговорници чије су ми речи долазиле као охрабрење. Подршка 
издавача, моје матичне куће Факултета уметности, да књига угледа 
светлост дана последица је колегијалне и подстицајне атмосфере на 
Факултету, пре свега на Катедри за научне области, те захвалност 
дугујем свим колегама.

Истраживачка питања на која монографија одговара отво-
ри  ла су се 2008. године, када сам као студент први пут угледала 
Богородицу Љевишку. Њих сам покушала да уобличим у дипломском 
раду, а усложим и, надам се, правилно разумем и тумачим у доктор-
скоj дисертацији 2016. године, коју овде делом преносим.

Процес истраживања и прикупљања грађе је био надасве за-
нимљив. У Републичком заводу за заштиту споменика културе у 
Београду сам наишла на предусретљивост колега која ми је пуно зна-
чила. Приступ свој документацији похрањеној у овој установи, као 
и савременим методима бриге о баштини, указао се као јасан пут 
од прошлости ка садашњости који могу да пратим, анализирам и о 
њему учим.

Љубазношћу архитекте, директора завода Зорана Гарића и 
археолога Светлане Хаџић било ми је омогућено истраживање доку-
мен тације и новије фото-грађе Покрајинског завода за заштиту спо-
меника културе у Лепосавићу. Разговори са њима будили су у мени 
свест о значају савременог тренутка и савесном очувању баштине.

За посебно вредне разговоре захвалност дугујем и архитекти, 
Јусуфу Џибоу из Општинског завода за заштиту споменика кул-
туре у Призрену, који ми је пружио увид у документацијску грађу 
Завода али и пренео слику стварног стања споменика и данашње 



службе заштите. Такође, уверио да је људски приступ наслеђу једини 
професионални.

Мом истраживању, али и интимном враћању у прошлост, до-
принели су баштиници које сам препознавала. Разговори са прото-
јерејем Милутином Тимотијевићем, Сретом Бошњаком, Славицом 
Живковић, Иваном Крстићем и Будимиром Костићем показали су ми 
да је „прошлост која има смисла“ оно чему се вреди враћати, а ради 
смислене будућности, свакако.

Уобличавању мојих размишљања, решавању појединих недоу-
мица или рађању нових, које су, надам се, добро истраживачко пола-
зиште, допринео је професор Драган Војводић. За рано упућивање у 
пр облемске везе историје уметности и заштите наслеђа, као и за све 
пријатељске савете посебно сам му захвална.

На овај пут, вероватно, не бих кренула да нисам наишла на 
подршку и охрабрење професора Драгана Булатовића. Његови погледи 
на савременост баштине произвели  су осећај одговорности, не само 
моје, већ, рекла бих једног круга људи окупљеног око Центра за музео-
логију и херитологију. Вођени тим осећајем, вредно смо реализовали 
многе пројекте бриге о наслеђу, али најуспешнији је био стварање те 
мале академске породице, која је била извор напајања, за мене сва-
како. На том „пројекту“ и на свим разговорима који су ми отварали 
нове перспективе му неизмерно захваљујем.

Наравно, свако путовање је лепо само ако нас неко чека 
кући, зато велико хвала мојој породици, мами, тати, Марији, Вуку, 
Милошу и Дуњи, на стрпљењу и огромној љубави.



Дуњи, 
за радознале погледе
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HERITAGE OF THE  HOLY 
VIRGIN OF LJEVIŠ АND 
MEMORY PRESERVATION

SUMMARY

This book developed around the question whether it is possible to 
enhance our attitudes towards heritage, that is, is it possible to redefine 
the protection of monumental heritage as a part of heritage in general 
and arrive at a more efficient model. Given the breadth of the issue, the 
problem has been narrowed down and resolved using the example of pro-
tecting and preserving the heritage of the Serbian Orthodox Church of 
the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš in Prizren. The Holy Virgin of Ljeviš was chosen 
as a representative heritage example and one that harbours testimonies 
about different layers of the past inscribed in the form of a unique experi-
ence. The sacred character of the site where the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš was 
ere cted as a medieval church has been maintained. It was constructed in 
1306/7 as the endowment of the Serbian king Stefan Uroš II Milutin of 
the Nemanjić dynasty upon the remains of a 13th century church, which 
lay on the foundations of an even older basilica (10–11th century). This 
church is the material bearer of a limited number of messages; howev-
er, the different meanings, as an immaterial heritage component, have 
changed and endured depending on the context within which they were 
created, interpreted and utilised.
 The Holy Virgin of Ljeviš was declared a medieval cultural he-
ritage monument as early as 1948 and imminently after it underwent re-
search scrutiny. In writing this book what came to light was an awa reness 



282 | Heritage of the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš and Memory Preservation

of the different valuations of the rich history of this church, which held 
sway over a selective understanding and acceptance of this sacred place 
within the body of social consciousness. This became most apparent fol-
lowing the events of the late 20th century in Kosovo and Metohija, during 
and after which the church was targeted by numerous devastating attacks 
as well as misinterpretations. The current condition of the monu ment in-
dicates a discrepancy of the preservation services, scientific inter pretation 
and interests of the local community in relation to the monument. The 
recognition of this discrepancy has further motivated this research: 
namely, if forgetting segments of the temple’s history is the result of the 
discrepancy brought forth by different approaches, then their integration 
is a matter of memory preservation. 
 Insight into the contemporary reception of the Holy Virgin of 
Ljeviš church, which is detrimental to the protection of this monument, 
was only possible based on 19th century documents, a time when Prizren 
was visited by travellers – state officials and researchers. During the 1920s 
there appear the first scholarly interpretations of the history and then also 
the architecture of the church, and in the following decades research of 
its frescoes and architecture led to the church’s positioning within the 
framework of medieval art historiography. What also came to light was 
that different scientific disciplines such as art history, influenced the val-
uation of monuments as heritage objects and determined an approach to 
protection that guarantees preservation, i.e., preserving memory of a con-
crete value, recognised primarily in the material properties of the object.
 Nevertheless, in circumstances defined by new social paradigms, 
the rapid progress of science in relation to the changing needs of the co-
mmu nity, including the transformations of the way science relates to the 
past, it has become apparent that the practices of heritage protection are 
facing new challenges. In that sense, a need was recognised to reconsider 
the object of protection, as well as approaches to treasuring (trezoriranje) 
as the protective practice of monumental heritage. Emphasis has therefore 
been placed on the fact that the development of heritage studies (or heri-
tology) as a scientific discipline, has indicated an axiological shift of the 
heritage object, through the object – item relation, that is, from object 
as bearer of meaning to its testimony potential, which has (further) led 
to the conclusion that the theoretical framework of heritology be tested 
on the example of monumental heritage. Primarily, because heritology’s 
theoretical postulates presuppose the possibility of heritage preservation 
only by approaching heritage as a living organism that lasts and develops. 
Treasuring implies the preservation of the material bearers of meaning as 



| 283Summary

well as the preservation of the process of creating testimony as memory, 
that is, the ideas, experiences and knowledge about a monument stored 
in the material world through other media. Such an approach to heritage 
preservation is called idealistic compared to the mere protection of the 
material properties of the object. Detecting the idea that it is possible to 
determine such an ideal in heritage protection, is what gave form to this 
book. 
 Having recognised the biographical elements of the monument, 
the issue of the effectiveness of monument protection has been defined as 
the problem of maintaining memory models, symptomatic to the process 
of heritage preservation. In the case of the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš these 
models of remembering generate knowledge that is expressed and dis-
tributed through two dominant interpretative models. The first nurtures 
remembering Serbian medieval past and the second occurred in the post-
war atmosphere burdened by Albanian nationalism and the insistence 
on rehabilitating an ancient or made-up past. Both stem from several 
models of remembering, at the intersection of indivi du al and institution-
al memory. For these reasons research was focused on models of cultural 
memory of the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš in Prizren through inheritance prac-
tices since their implementation in the prote ction system in 1947 (that is 
1948) to the present. The recognition and reception of the value of this 
monument through time has been recognised as a general problem of 
monumental heritage preservation, especially regarding four of the most 
important monuments in Kosovo and Metohija. Even though the Holy 
Virgin of Ljeviš church has been approached as paradigmatic for the ex-
amination of historical models of cultural protection and preservation, 
this study only partly investigates related examples that have been put 
to practice in Dečani, Gračanica and the Patriarchate of Peć monaster-
ies. Researching the activities of the protection service commissioner, the 
work of the guardians (custodians) and curators of those monuments, as 
well as interpreting the dissonance of the mentioned four monuments in 
the contemporary context, has contributed to creating a complete pic-
ture of the treatment of the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš, but also confirmed its 
representative status regarding its vulnerability and protection issues. In-
heritance practices, therefore, refer to recognising, recording, researching, 
storing, maintaining and utilising testimonies of the past, and producing 
new testimonies. Such practices generate different memory models as an 
attitude towards heritage within the protective system framework, thus 
summarising the way monuments are perceived over the course of time, 
whereby they (in time) constitute the notion of heritage itself.
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 This book arises from the straightforward assumption that by 
researching previous protection and preservation practices of the Holy 
Virgin of Ljeviš, as well as monumental heritage in general – which in 
time constitute the notion of heritage – it is possible to create a more com-
prehensive understanding of earlier cultural circumstances and models 
of heritage preservation that can influence the creation of a more efficient 
model of inheritance processes today and in the future. It is impossible to 
plan the future without understanding past events and by knowing, ana-
lysing and interpreting the constitutive elements of heritage, it is possible 
to understand the contemporary heritage concept that integrates individ-
ual heritage contents into overall experience as value. This was therefore 
the bases for the presupposition that by interpreting the historical para-
digm shift called heritage, using the example of the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš, 
it would be possible to understand the layered character of its legacy and 
to re-examine the way the preservation of testimonies is dependent on 
historical remembrance models.
 Answering this hypothesis influenced the way this research was 
organised, as well as the book structure. Two main discussion chapters – 
one focusing on the period from 1947 to 1999, and the other from 1999 
to the present – are not different because of their subjects or due to their 
periodisation, but rather, because of the crucial change that occurred in 
relation to the monument. Research has shown that over the course of a 
very long time, attitudes towards the monument have been complementa-
ry to those of a document from the past. Therefore, the methodology of its 
protective practice treasuring remains almost completely unchanged on a 
descriptive level, leaving interpretation to the field of historical research. 
It was not before the end of the 20th century that monuments were per-
ceived by scientific disciplines as documents of the present, which inevi-
tably led to a more responsible approach to heritage, on the one hand, and 
broader categories of monument valuation, on the other. The contribu-
tions of heritology encourage us to expand the methodology of treasuring 
to the extent that it integrates new, recognised values, that is, to create 
measures for the protection of monuments that are sensitive to the rele-
vance of different values in the current moment.
 The period from when the church was pronounced a cultural 
monument until 1999, is thoroughly analysed through phases of value rec-
ognition and verification in the system of organised cultural monument 
protection after World War II. At the time, the first systematic research, 
conservation and restoration activities began, which were followed by in-
terpretative and exhibition interventions of the church as a museum of 
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Serbian medieval art, and then complemented by more relevant scientific 
research. This cultural monument, as a partially realised museum, that is, 
based on the important difference made in the study, as a museum-inter-
preted and not museum-used monument, gained a guardian in charge of 
taking care of the church-monument, and in time a curator as well. The 
analysis of the protection actions of representatives led us to the issue of 
(tourist) promotion, as well as the problem of the broader social verifica-
tion of monuments. Tourist guides published in the 1950s and 1960s ap-
pear as a reflection of new attitudes regarding heritage and its role in so-
ciety. Their authors were monument curators, art historians Sreto Bošnjak 
and Roksanda Timotijević. Until 1999 and the war in Kosovo and Meto-
hija, the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš had an appointed guardian and curator, but 
also other people who researched its values and attributed new meanings. 
One of them was the painter and art historian Mladen Mirić to whom a 
part of this book is dedicated. His painterly notations and writings about 
Ljeviška – as a unique individual effort to interpret a monument outside 
the institutional and scientific framework – encouraged us in the idea, 
more recently recorded by research analyses, that the production of new 
testimonies is a way of actively remembering monuments, expressly, that 
it contributes to its effective protection. A positive example, analysed in 
this study, is also the organised production of testimony in the form of 
fresco copies for the Fresco Gallery of the National Museum in Belgrade 
and the Museum of Applied Arts in Belgrade. 
 Such inheritance practices were understood as a specific relation-
ship towards the testimony potential of monuments within the protection 
system. They have been arranged in this book as sequences that include 
different narratives that share the same motivation and are built around 
the problem of preserving the testimonial potentials of monuments. That 
they have been treasured in the same meaning sequences is understood. 
 From the position of contemporary heritology, as we have already 
pointed out, we do not perceive the cultural monument only as a mate-
rial object but as one group of experiences connected through meaning 
that need to be preserved for the future. Therefore, historical inheritance 
practi ces, as a set of experiences related to the problem of identifying the 
te sti mo nial potential of the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš through time and the 
ways it has been interpreted, i.e., they ways its messages were commu-
nicated, are part of the heritage of the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš and enter the 
vault (treasury) of idealistic protection.
 The importance of this is revealed in the second discussion chap-
ter dedicated to the analysis of the overall acceptance of the Holy Virgin 
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of Ljeviš during and after the war in Kosovo and Metohija among domes-
tic, Albanian and international experts, as well as through the tourism 
phenomenon in which the dissonance of this monument first manifested 
itself. The official end of the war in Kosovo and Metohija brought about 
the Kumanovo Agreement (9 June 1999), which led to the adoption of the 
Security Council Resolution 1244 on the situation in Kosovo and Meto-
hija (10 June 1999). Like later legal acts it encourages the presence of the 
Serbian Orthodox Church in “places of Serbian cultural heritage”, how-
ever, regardless, the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš has since suffered great damage 
having been left without its active users, devotees and heritage guardians.
 In the 1999 and 2004 Albanian attacks, the church was damaged 
and in the new political climate it was also the subject of conflicting inter-
pretations, which encouraged a distorted interpretation of the hi story of 
the place and forgetting its original meanings. Since the Holy Virgin of 
Ljeviš church is the witness of historical cultural and artistic events, lo-
cated in the area of the self-proclaimed Republic of Kosovo and its pres-
ervation part of wider post-conflict processes, in 2006 it was added to the 
List of World Heritage in Danger. The attitude of the protection service 
towards this monument after 1999 and the state it is in, show that all 
earlier heritage protection and preservation models have been suppressed 
and that technical protection appears as the only form of preservation. 
Since it covers only certain effects of its endangerment (the material, but 
not semantic aspects), and because it is not feasible in the current political 
circumstances, such an approach to the monument is completely mean-
ingless.
 The second hypothesis of this research arose from the optimis-
tic notion that if the heritage protection system is a part of social norms 
formed within the range of scientific knowledge, on the one hand, and 
social reality, on the other, then its changing nature is a certainty. We 
have recognised the problem of contemporary protection practice in 
the domain of memory preservation, i.e., the inability of institutions to 
instrumentally preserve all the fields constituting heritage. Neverthe-
less, the contemporary theoretical approach to heritage, tested through 
research of the case of the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš heritage, can improve 
the existing system of protection, which would, bound by the content of 
the heritage concept, and not only legal legislation, make the generated 
cultural values accessible and usable, thus keeping and remembering the 
experiences of the previous heirs of the object – the Holy Virgin of Ljeviš. 
Since heritage is a public good and has an active role in society, then the 
protection system should be improved through an active model of mem-
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ory preservation based on the idea of nurturing a critical attitude towards 
earlier heritage receptions (in theory and in practice), as well as a vigilant 
attitude towards heritage in the current context – hence, the production 
of new testimonies. This also implies reintroducing documents of the past 
to create witnesses to the present. An example of that is the use of the doc-
umentation of the Republic Institute for the Protection of Cultural Mon-
uments – Belgrade, which, although part of the treasury has not been 
utilized to its full advantage since the time of its creation, thus making it 
merely a potential. By relying on it as a resource for the purposes of this 
study in the sense of approaching it as a document of the time and society 
in which it was created, the documentation has acquired the properties of 
a testimony.
 Our research was focused on building an inheritance model as 
process of active memory that affirms the commitment to preserve what 
is known, and it points to a change in protection practice, which also 
implies a non-institutional and multi-institutional form of action. The 
offered model of understanding the effective protection of monumental 
heritage supports the production of new testimonies by documenting the 
contemporary man-heritage relationship. Thus, the heritage thesaurus 
commits itself to the network of heritage relations as an open structure 
that offers a better understanding of past events, and for the sake of un-
derstanding the present, the optimal use and preservation of the testimo-
nial potential of heritage for future generations, which is the underpin-
ning of heritage itself.
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