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Yugoslavia and Security in Europe during the 1960s
(Views, Attitudes, Initiatives)*

Abstract: The issue of peace and security in Europe was one of
the key issues of the Yugoslav foreign policy during the 1960s.
Yugoslavia supported initiatives for the suspension and prohi-
bition of nuclear testing, destruction of obsolete military arse-
nal, nuclear non-proliferation, achieving global security, recog-
nition of Oder-Neisse border and a need for the acceptance of
two German states. The article is based on Yugoslav and Soviet
published and unpublished sources and relevant domestic and
foreign literature.

Key words: Yugoslavia, Europe, USSR, US, Cold War, security,
nuclear weapon, German issue, Josip Broz

The renewal of nuclear testing, construction of the Berlin Wall,
conflicts between military blocs, assassinations, crises, revolutions, ideo-
logical conflicts and interventions, fractures and conservative colonial re-
gime... were some of the problems arising from the controversial nature of

*  Thisarticle has been written within the framework of the scholarly project: Serbs and
Serbia in a Yugoslav and International Context: internal Development and Position in
European/International Community (No. 47027), financed by the Ministry of Educa-
tion, Science and Technological Development of the Republic of Serbia.
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the Cold War in the early 1960s.! The key issues of security and coopera-
tion needed to be negotiated. Non-aligned countries presented this need
to the representatives of the great powers (Khrushchev and Eisenhower)
at the 15" Session of the UN General Assembly in 1960.2 During the 1960s
the great powers showed a great interest in conclusion of partial agree-
ments on control of the nuclear weapon thus securing themselves from the
opposing side. They started the talks on suspension and prohibition of nu-
clear tests, destruction of obsolete military arsenal, nuclear non-prolifer-
ation, and achieving global security.® The initiatives for the establishment
of a nuclear-free zone in Northern Europe (Finland, Norway, Sweden, and
Denmark),* denuclearization of the Mediterranean,” “freezing” of hydro-
gen and nuclear weapons in Central Europe,® stability and security in Eu-

1 Llon JI. Teguc, Xaadnu pam. Mu danac 3namo, (beorpag: Clio, 2003); Od Arne Ve-
stad, Globalni hladni rat, (Beograd: Arhipelag, 2008); Henri KisindZer, Diplomatija,
1-2, (Beograd: Verzal press, 1999); Boatep Jlakep, Mcmopuja Espone 1945-1992,
(Beorpag: Clio, 1999); The Cambridge History of the Cold War, 1, edited by Melvyn P.
Leffler and Odd Arne Westad, (Camridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010).

2 One of five signatories of the mentioned appeal was Josip Broz Tito. /l[paran
Boretuh, Jby6oapar lumuh, beoepadcka koHgepenyuja HecepcmaHux 3emasva (1-6.
cenmembap 1961), (beorpaz;: 3aBoj 3a yni6enuke, 2013), 235-242.

3 For more information, see: Ljubivoje A¢imovi¢, Problemi bezbednosti i saradnje u
Evropi, (Beograd: Institut za medunarodnu politiku i privredu, 1978); Radovan Vuka-
dinovi¢, Evropska sigurnost i suradnja, (Zagreb, Globus, 1976); Radovan Vukadinovig,
Lidija Cehuli¢ Vukadinovi¢, Davor BoZzinovié, NATO euroatlanska integracija, (Zagreb:
Topical, 2007), 65-132; Lidija Cehuli¢ Vukadinovié, Euroatlantizam i suvremeni me-
dunarodni odnosi, (Zagreb: Politicka kultura, 2010), 61-87; Marco Rimanelli, The A to
Z of NATO and other International Security Organizations, (Lanham-Toronto, Plymon-
th: Scarecrow press, 2009), LXXVI-LXXXI; The Cambridge History of the Cold War, 11,
edited Melvyn P. Leffler and Odd Arne Westad, (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2010).

4  Thisidea was elaborated by Finnish President Urho Kekkonen in May 1963.

5 In May 1963, the USSR pledged to eliminate all forms of atomic weapons, close
the military bases in the Mediterranean and ban the production of nuclear weap-
ons, as well as those present at the Conference of Non-Aligned Countries, held in
Algiers in 1964. One of the promoters of the document was Yugoslavia. Its repre-
sentatives submitted a proposal to require the Government of the Mediterranean
countries to make Mediterranean, a nuclear-free zone. The great forces were also
asked to remove nuclear arsenals from the area of the Mediterranean and close
military bases.

6  Theideawasfirstpropagated by Secretary of Polish United Workers* Party Vladislav
Gomulka in December 1963 and February 1964 (the so-called “Gomulka Plan”). It
involved the establishing of nuclear-free zones, the cessation of production of nu-
clear weapons and the international control of the whole process of denucleariza-
tion.
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rope,” holding the Conference on Security and Cooperation,® new forms of
NATO presence in Europe,” Europe’s independence from US,° became in-
creasingly frequent.! Yugoslav state leadership had its own way of think-
ing, firm attitudes, and concrete initiatives regarding important issues of
European future.

During the 1960s, Europe was filled with contradictions and con-
flicts and Yugoslavia was searching its place therein. The main interest
of a Yugoslav state was the stability of foreign policy. The opposed war
blocks widely respected its independence and territorial integrity. The
West ceased to expect indirect involvement of Yugoslavia in its mili-
tary-political structure.’? The Balkan Alliance, as a potential military pact,

7  Theidea was presented by Andrei Gromyko in the autumn of 1964, at the 19th ses-
sion of the UN General Assembly.

8  The idea was launched by the Political Consultative Committee of the Warsaw Pact
in January 1965. A year later, in January 1966, the political leadership of the German
Democratic Republic came forward with a proposal of measures for reducing ten-
sions and establishing security in Europe. The need for such a meeting was confirmed
by the 23" Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU) held in March
1966. Political Consultative Committee of the member states of Warsaw Pact issued
a Declaration on strengthening of peace and security in Europe in July 1966. In the
fall of 1966, at the 21+ session of the UN General Assembly, a special resolution was
passed which regulated the exploration and use of the space, which is the cosmic
space was declared a nuclear-free zone. In late April 1967, the Conference of Europe-
an Communistand Workers’ Parties held in Karlovy Vary made a special “Declaration
on Peace and Security in Europe”.

9  This was discussed at the meetings of NATO member states from January to June
1965 without informing the public.

10 These ideas were particularly prominent in France. More on French politics: “France
‘Gaullism’ and the Cold War”, The Cambridge History of the Cold War,11/158-178.

11 For more information, see: D. Poki¢, ,Kontrola naoruzanja u Evropi (predlozi i inici-
jative 1946-1969)“ Materijali o evropskoj bezbednosti, publikacija DSIP-a, (Beograd,
1969); Diplomatic Archives of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Serbia
(Diplomatski arhiv Ministarstva spoljnih poslova Republike Srbije - DAMSPRS), Poli-
tical Archives (Politi¢ka arhiva— PA), 1966, f-154, dok. 2, br. 46194, Problemi evropske
bezbednostiiinicijative isto¢noevropskih zemalja, 2. 3. 1966; V. Vuksanovi¢, , Znacaj-
niji predlozi i inicijative za reSenje pitanja evropske bezbednosti i saradnje”, Materi-
jali o evropskoj bezbednosti, 106-108.

12 More onrelations between Yugoslavia and the West: Dragan Bogeti¢, Jugoslavija i Za-
pad 1952-1955, (Beograd: Sluzbeni list SR], 2000); Darko Beki¢, Jugoslavija u hlad-
nom ratu (Odnosi s velikim silama 1948-1955), (Zagreb: Globus, 1988).
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was almost completely “off”.}* The fear of the West that Yugoslavia was
a “Trojan horse” of the world communism was no longer real.!* There
was a belief that Yugoslavia could erode the monolithic structure of the
Eastern Bloc countries. On the other hand, Yugoslavia resisted the harsh
pressures for inclusion in the “camp” of socialist countries.!> The accusa-
tions of revisionism no longer had the form of campaign nor the potential
they had in the late 1950s and early 1960s. The Party and State leader-
ship was in favour of both East and West.!® Therefore, they stood away
from all the initiatives that could be interpreted as siding with one of the
parties in conflict, especially those that created the illusion of unilateral
and concerted action with the parties of socialist countries.!” The policy of
non-alignment and one of the leading positions he had in the movement,

13 More on relations between Yugoslavia and the Balkan Pact: Balkanski pakt, Zbornik
dokumenata, priredili M. Terzi¢, M. Basara, D. Tasi¢ et al., (Beograd: Vojnoistorijski
institut, 2005); Balkanski pakt, Zbornik radova, ur. Nemanja MiloSevi¢, (Beograd:
Institut za strategijska istrazivanja, 2009).

14 Lorejn Lis, Odrzavanje Tita na povrsini. Sjedinjene drzZave, Jugoslavija i hladni rat,
(Beograd: BMG, 2003).

15 For more information, see: Jyzocsiasuja u CCCP. Cycpemu u pazeosopu Ha Hajeuwem
Hugoy pykosodusaaya Jyeocaasuje u CCCP 1946-1964, npupeauau Jb. Jumuh, M.
Munomesuh, A. C. Ctukanus u ap., (beorpaa: Apxus Jyrocnaswuje, 2015); Jyeocsao-
8eHcKo-cogjemcku odHocu 1945-1956, 360pHUK AOKyMeHaTa, npupeanau Jb. [lu-
muh, M. Musnomesuh, b. boposan, (beorpas: MuHHCTAapCTBO CIIO/BHUX MOCJIOBA,
2010); b. Tripkovi¢, Jugoslavija-SSSR 1956-1971, (Beograd: Institut za savremenu
istoriju, 2013); Lj. Dimi¢, Jugoslavija i hladni rat, Ogledi o spoljnoj politici Josipa Broza
Tita, (Beograd: Arhipelag, 2014). For more information on USSR foreign policy,
see: Giuseppe Boffa, Povijest Sovjetskog Saveza. Od domovinskog rata do poloZaja
druge velesile. Staljin i Hruscov, 11, (Opatija: Otokar KerSovani, 1985); Mihail Geler
i Aleksandar Nekri¢, Utopija na vliasti. Istorija Sovjetskog Saveza, (Podgorica: CID,
2000); Vojtech Mastny, “Soviet foreign policy 1953-1962", Cambridge History of the
Cold War, (Cambridge, 2010),312-333.

16 Dragan Bogeti¢, Nova strategija spoljne politike Jugoslavije 1956-1961, (Beograd:
Institut za savremenu istoriju, 2006); Jyeocsaasuja u CCCP. Cycpemu u pa3zogopu
Ha HajeuweM HUsoy pykosodusaaya Jyzocaasuje u CCCP 1964-1980, npupenunu Jb.
Jumuh, A. )Kuotuh, A. AHukejeB u 1ip., (Beorpaa: Apxus Jyrocnasuje, 2016); Dimi¢,
Jugoslavija i hladni rat.

17 Archives of Yugoslavia, Office of the President of the Republic (Arhiv Jugoslavije,
Kabinet predsednika Republike - AJ, KPR), I-4-d, ZabeleSka o razgovoru drzavnog
podsekretara za inostrane poslove V. Mi¢unovic¢a sa ambasadorom SSSR Valjkovim
25. 11. 1954; Tekst jugoslovenskog odgovora na notu Vlade SSSR od 13. 11. 1954;
Archives of Yugoslavia, Central Committee, The League of Communists of Yugoslavia
(Arhiv Jugoslavije, Centralni komitet Saveza komunista Jugoslavije A], CK SK]), IX,
144/V1-3,8,9,15,19, 22,26, 34,37,42, 46.
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gave J. B. Tito the capacity to deal with the world politics!® which was con-
trary to the size, economic potential, military power and internal stability
of the country. The elimination of the fear of foreign invasion indirectly
influenced the development of internal relations, calculations within the
party leadership, “loosening” of the Yugoslav Federation, opening of the
national question, independence of the republics, and a new constitution-
al and legal system of the country. The internal crisis was deep: state and
party, ideological and organizational, political and economic, social and
moral. According to the party leadership, it lasted more than a decade,
and shook the foundations of the party in power, overcoming the state,
destroying institutions and society, and threatening international stabili-
ty, and causing numerous controversial problems.*

Yugoslav foreign policy during the 1960s was influenced by sev-
eral factors. Cooperation with the countries of Afro-Asian space, i.e. the
world that emerged from the anti-colonial revolutions and existed way
from Europe, the USSR, and the United States which were divided by the
cold war, and had similar problems as Yugoslavia, most directly influ-
enced the Yugoslav foreign policy at the beginning of the 1960s.%° The en-

18 Boretuh, lumuh, beozpadcka kongepenyuja HecepcmaHux 3emMasba, 235-242.

19 For more information on a crisis in Yugoslav state and society during the 1960s, see:
Ilouemaxk kpaja CPPJ. CmeHozpamu u dpyeu npamehu dokyMeHmu npowupeHe cedHuye
HzepuHoe komumema CK CK] odpacare 00 14. do 16. mapma 1962, (Beorpaa: Apxus
JyrocnaBuje, 1998); VII konepec SKJ, (beorpaa, 1964); Yemspma cednuya CK SK],
(Beorpag;: Apxus JyrocnaBuje 1999); YempHnaecma cednuya CK CK Cpéuje, (beorpag,
1968); Branko Petranovi¢, Momcilo Zecevic, Jugoslovenski federalizam. Ideje i stvar-
nost, 11, (Beograd: Prosveta, 1987); Bpanxko IleTpanoBuh, Jyzocs08eHcko uckycmeo
cpncke HayuoHaaHe uHmezpayuje, (Beorpag: Cayx6eHu sauct, 1993); DusSan Bi-
landzi¢, Hrvatska moderna povjest, (Zagreb: Golden marketing, 1999); Jby6ozapar
Jumuh, Hcmopuja cpncke dpscasiocmu. Cpbujay Jyeocaasuju, 111, (HoBu Caa: Cpricka
aKka/ieMyja Hayka 4 yMmeTHocTH (orpaHak y Hosom Capy), ,Becena’, usgaBauka
yCTaHOBa NpaBocjaBHe enapxuje bayke u JpymTBo ucropuyapa jy>kHo6adykor u
cpeMckor okpyra, 2011).

20 For more information, see: Leo Mates, Nesvrstanost. Teorija i savremena praksa,
(Beograd: Institut za medunarodnu politiku i privredu, 1970); Leo Mates,
Medunarodni odnosi socijalisticke Jugoslavije, (Beograd, 1976); Bojana Tadi¢, Olivera
Bogeti¢, Dragan Bogeti¢, Osobenosti i dileme nesvrstanosti, (Beograd: Komunist,
1982); Olivera Bogeti¢ i Dragan Bogeti¢, Nastanak i razvoj pokreta nesvrstanosti,
(Beograd: Export Press, 1981); Dragan Bogeti¢, Koreni jugoslovenskog opredeljenja
za nesvrstanost, (Beograd: Institut za savremenu istoriju, 1981); Od Arne Vestad,
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gagement in non-alignment policy pushed European issues into the back-
ground of the Yugoslav foreign policy interests. This, of course, did not
mean that the Yugoslav state leaders and the Yugoslav diplomacy “left”
Europe and stopped being interested in its problems. By dealing with the
issue of world peace, resolving conflicts by peaceful means, prohibition
of spreading nuclear weapons and nuclear testing, curbing the arms race,
advocating the peaceful and active coexistence of countries with different
political systems and ideological beliefs, Yugoslavia most directly contrib-
uted to stabilizing the situation in Europe.?! Since Yugoslavia was insepa-
rably linked to the European soil, its stability most directly depended on
its relationship with the East and West, as well as on easing the “tensions”
between the East and West in a divided Europe. The decrease of the Eu-
ropean crisis and peace across the continent, were of critical importance
for Yugoslavia.

During the preparations for the Conference of Heads of State and
Government of the Non-Aligned Countries, held from September 1 to 6
1961 in Belgrade, Yugoslav diplomacy wanted to give importance to Ber-
lin and Germany issue, and the Conference itself to contribute to over-
coming the current situation. Especially because in the time immediately
preceding the conference, the Cold War was in full swing. Confrontations
between the East and West regarding the Berlin issue resulted in raising
the Berlin Wall around mid-August 1961.22 The World peace was threat-
ened by military interventions of the colonial powers in Congo, Ango-
la, Vietnam, Laos and the escalation of the crisis over Cuba. The nuclear
moratorium was not respected. The information about the renewal of
nuclear testing, the events in Berlin and the measures yet to be taken
by each of the parties to the conflict, reached Belgrade directly from
first-hand sources. Yugoslav diplomats were aware of the fact that de-
spite diplomatic rhetoric, sometimes sharp, sometimes conciliatory, both

Globalni hladni rat, (Beograd: Arhipelag, 2009); Boretuh, [Jumuh, beozpadcka
KoH¢bepeHyuja HecepcmaHux 3eMasba.

21 Ibid.

22 Formore information on German issue, see: Dirk Verheyen, The German Questions: A
Cultural, Historical and Geopolitical Exploration, (Boulder - San Francisko - Oxford,
1991); William Glenn Gray, Germany'’s Cold War. The Global Campaign to Isolate East
Germany 1949-1969, (Chapel Hill - London: UNC Press, 2003).

14
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sides in the conflict made the peaceful solution of the problems quite
difficult. For Yugoslavia, the Berlin issue was not a regional problem, but
a crisis that could produce a new war. In the talks with the US represent-
atives, Belgrade pointed out that the rearmament of the Federal Republic
of Germany was a mistake, advocated recognition of Oder-Neisse line,
pointing to the need for acceptance of the two German states. For these
reasons, Yugoslav diplomacy appealed to the United States and the Soviet
Union to sit at the negotiating table and constructively resolve existing
problems. When it comes to the Soviet Union, their decision on the re-
newal of nuclear testing was considered wrong, and the fact that it was
happening on the day of the Conference of Non-Aligned Countries, coun-
terproductive and bad.” Tito believed that the existence of two German
states was a reality, advocated the recognition of existing state and tried
to persuade the heads of state and government of influential non-aligned
countries to recognize East Germany as a separate state. Tito accused the
great powers because after 1945, when it comes to Germany, they did not
choose the path of democratization but militarization. Armed Germany
was not a factor of security in Europe. In Tito’s opinion, the most effective
way to resolve the Germany and Berlin Issue was through negotiations,
removing elements that potentially encouraged conflict, finding solu-
tions that could lead to peaceful and constructive cooperation, without
prejudging the final outcome. He opposed the efforts of “preserving” the
question of Germany believing that such solutions could activate a crisis
point and lead to new conflicts.?*

With equal enthusiasm Yugoslavia was engaged on the issue of
suspension of the arm race, banning nuclear testing, and condemnation
of colonialism. However, when condemning Soviet nuclear testing, Josip
Broz was clear, but “moderate”. This political move led to establishing
better cooperation with Moscow and tightening the relations with the
West in the coming years.?> However, the Yugoslav views presented in
September 1961, most directly contributed to the consolidation of the
peace in the world, and therefore the cooperation and security in Europe.

23 Boretuh, lumuh, beoepadcka kongepenyuja HecepcmaHux semassa, 326-396.

24 Ibid.

25 AJ, KPR (837), [-4-a/ Beogradska konferencija, Zabeleska o zaklju¢cima sa sastanka
jugoslovenske delegacije odrzanog 25. 8. 1961; AJ, KPR (837); I-5-b SAD, Zabeleska
o razgovoru drzavnog sekretara Koce Popovi¢a sa ambasadorom SAD DZordZom
Kenanom od 31.8.1961; Boretuh, lumuh, beoepadcka koHgpepenyuja HecepcmaHux
3emasna, 371-396,447-448.
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The attitudes advocated by Yugoslavia at the Conference of Heads
of State and Government of Non-Aligned Countries (September 1961),
encouraged the recovery of “frozen” relations with the USSR. In the
spring 1962, the Soviet state and party leadership re-examined their pol-
icy towards Yugoslavia. Due to the internal problems faced by Yugoslavia
at that time,?® the Soviet side wanted to know “to which limit Yugoslavia
was ready to go” in mutual cooperation. At the same time, there was a
“crystallization” and long-term defining of the Yugoslav policy towards
the USSR. Belgrade was not ready to change the general framework of
its foreign policy. Summing up the overall policy toward the Soviet Un-
ion, in April 1962, the Yugoslav state leadership thought that the Soviets
“should be opposed” if “the essence of our policy” was at stake, i.e. where
accepting Soviet tendencies could cause damage to our own political in-
terests. In such circumstances, Gromyko and Brezhnev visited Yugoslavia
in April and September/October 1962 respectively.

Gromyko’s visit to Yugoslavia came after the failure of negotia-
tions of the great powers in Geneva, so the main issues discussed were
Germany, Berlin and disarmament. On that occasion, the Yugoslav side
was informed that the US agreed to respect the sovereignty of East Ger-
many, after specifying the free entry to West Berlin. Very important was
the information that the US would not provide atomic weapons to West
Germany, if other countries not having this type of weapon “waived their
right therein” which idea was opposed by the USSR. Other issues dis-
cussed in Geneva that helped Yugoslav side define its views and policies
were: non-aggression pact, the signing of peace agreements, the issue of
German borders, the withdrawal of foreign troops from military bases
in the territory of other countries, the US proposal on reducing rocket
weapons by 30%, efforts of the United States and the consent of Soviet
Union to continue bilateral talks and supress De Gaulle and Adenauer.
Since the main issue to be solved in the future was the issue of “western
army” in West Berlin, Tito was of the opinion that it should be replaced
by the troops of neutral countries or the UN forces. The Yugoslav side
thought that Berlin as a political issue was outdated. It agreed with the
assessment of the Soviets that “disarmament situation was dark.” It also

26 For more information on the gravity of internal situation, see: lumuh, Hcmopuja
cpncke dpacasgHocmu, 111/367-370.
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advocated further negotiations, “flexible” approach to resolving issues
that posed a threat to peace. Tito advised his interlocutor that, if the US
reintroduced nuclear testing, the Soviets should not rush in doing the
same. He was convinced that nuclear testing would not change the “basic
balance” of political and military powers in the world; hence, Yugoslavia
remained persistent in advocating the abolishing of all kinds of nucle-
ar tests. Tito believed that “disarmament was the most important issue”
and that Berlin issue was just a “trifle”.?’

The visit of Leonid Brezhnev to Yugoslavia and his meeting with
Josip Broz Tito (September 9 - October 4, 1962) definitely marked a new
stage in relations between Yugoslavia and the Soviet Union. It was agreed
that relations must be further developed on realistic basis, gradually and
without illusions. Observing international situation, Brezhnev put spe-
cial emphasis on the role of the USSR in the struggle for the peace in
the world. He spoke about the policy of disarmament, nuclear tests, and
exploring the cosmos. As for the “European issues”, he mentioned Berlin
and the opinion of the Soviet side “that a peace treaty should be signed
by all the countries that fought with Germany.” In this way, according to
the Soviets, “new adventures of German militarism” would be definitely
stopped. In his talks with Brezhnev, Tito did not refer to the problems
faced by Europe. Being familiar with the remarks made by the Soviets, he
specifically referred to the policy of non-alignment noting that develop-
ing countries “played an important role not at the expense but rather to
the benefit of the Soviet Union.” On that occasion, Tito rejected the objec-
tions that Yugoslavia undermined the reputation of the USSR in the Third
world countries. He told Brezhnev that the Soviets must feel “their pref-
erences” regardless of the fact that Yugoslavia did not belong to any bloc.
Pointing out that in recent years Yugoslavia acquired “reputation, trust
and position that others did not have or could not acquire,” Tito directly
alluded to the benefits Moscow could have. He warned that the Yugoslav
policy of non-alignment should be understood as a policy “in the interest
of the general common goal” (that is, socialism) and “world peace” and
that Yugoslavia then had “much more benefits than it had with them”
because in that case everybody would lose. The message was clear - “You

27 A], KPR, [-3-a/101-33, Zabeleska o razgovoru J. B. Tita sa ministrom inostranih
poslova SSSR-a A. Gromikom od 17. 4. 1962; A], KPR, 1-3-a/ 101-33, Zabeleska o
razgovoru potpredsednika SIV-a E. Kardelja sa ministrom inostranih poslova SSSR-a
Andrejom Gromikom od 19.4.1962.
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have to take care of us and see us as your friends.”?® The talks in Belgrade
enabled, after six years, a new meeting between Tito and Khrushchew.

In early December 1962, after the years of conflict and different
opinions “Yugoslav state leadership, led by ]. B. Tito, once again found
itself in Moscow. The circumstances under which the meeting took place
enabled the “widest political exchange of views on major issues of in-
terest to international relations and relations between the two socialist
countries.”?® The talks they had on that occasion led the Yugoslav nation-
al leadership to the undivided impression that the Soviet Union after
Stalin’s death, aware of its responsibilities and power, opted for lasting
peace, resolution of international disputes by peaceful means, elimina-
tion of war in international relations, and peaceful building of a commu-
nist society. The undisputable military forces and nuclear potential of the
USSR were no longer the subject of speculations about the new world
war which would abolish capitalism. The conclusion of the Yugoslav side
was that the first country of socialism no longer based its internal nor ex-
ternal orientation on the element of “force.” The Yugoslav state leadership
was encouraged by the fact that the Soviet leadership “resolutely opposed
dogmatic currents” and considered dogmatism as “the main impediment
to the implementation of a peaceful course of socialist forces.”*°

When it comes to European issues, both sides remained on the
positions set out in the previous meetings of Tito with Gromyko and
Brezhnev. There were certain changes in the field of cooperation between
the socialist countries. Defining mutual relations and relations among
socialist countries, Khrushchev tried to demonstrate to Tito, once again,
that “imperialistic” part of Yugoslavia evaluated the extent to which it
contributed to breaking the “camp” of socialist countries. Noting the dif-
ferences between attitudes in the Warsaw Pact and the “camp”, Khrush-
chev did not exclude the possibility of Yugoslavia joining the “camp”, but
also keeping its place within the circle of Non-Aligned Countries.?* The

28 More about the meeting in: AJ, KPR, 1-3-a/101-40, ZabeleSke o razgovorima jugo-
slovenske i sovjetske delegacije 24.9. - 4. 10. 1962; A], KPR, I-3-a/101-40, Zajednic-
ko saopstenje o zvanicnoj poseti Predsednika Prezidijuma Vrhovnog sovjeta SSSR L.
Breznjeva FNR].

29 A],KPR,1-2/16-1, Informacija o poseti generalnog sekretara SK] i predsednika FNR]
J. B. Tita SSSR-u decembra 1962.

30 Ibid.

31 The Russian State Archive of Contemporary History (PTAHH), ®.52, On. 1, /1. 595, JI.
1-20; AJ, KPR, I-2/16-1, Informacija o poseti generalnog sekretara SK]J i predsednika
FNR]J J. B. Tita SSSR-u decembra 1962.
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conclusion of Yugoslav side, which very much stood out from the content
of the talks, was that the further cooperation with the Soviet Union and
the “camp” of socialist countries “did not raise a question of changing
the course or returning to the ‘camp’, and so on,” because Yugoslavia had
already advocated “principled socialist relations and practical interna-
tional cooperation.” The Yugoslav state leadership also believed that “the
importance of our socialist practice grew.” Such attitudes meant the turn
in foreign policy and nearing the attitudes of Moskva.*? Such a policy was
additionally supported by the poor relations with the West.

The engagement of Yugoslavia in the Balkans most directly con-
tributed to the cooperation and security in Europe. These activities in-
tensified starting from 1959 and were reflected in the efforts of Bulgaria
and Romania to turn the Balkans into a “zone of peace”, i.e. “nuclear-free
zone”. [t was an attempt of the Eastern Bloc to neutralize the bases with
nuclear weapons in the Balkans and the Adriatic region.3® The sessions of
1961 in Athens and 1962 in Sofia, showed the ideological bias and split in
attitudes of gathered States regarding the issue of security in the Balkans.
At the third session of the Committee for Balkan Cooperation, held in
Bucharest in late May, the Yugoslav representatives principally accepted
the idea of a “nuclear-free zone in the Balkans”, but also drew attention
to the unreality of the given initiative. In their opinion, it was necessary
to build better bilateral relations among the countries in the Balkans. For
these reasons, the main objective of Yugoslav diplomacy was “to improve
and develop all forms of cooperation among the Balkan countries.” This
was considered a prerequisite for “improving the atmosphere,” gradual
advance towards “general consolidation” and improvement of political
relations. In their opinion, only a comprehensive development of bilater-
al relations, Balkan cooperation and trust, could lead to the fulfilment of
the idea of “a nuclear-free zone in the Balkans and the Adriatic region,”
the conclusion of a non-aggression pact and collective security, and re-
duction of armaments. In Belgrade, it was estimated that any Yugoslav

32 Ibid.

33 Initiative to expand the Balkan cooperation was started by Romania, and very soon
supported by Bulgaria. Basic slogans reflecting the efforts of cooperation were “zone
of peace” and “nuclear-free zone in the Balkans.” DAMSPRS, PA, 1963, f-111, dok. 5,
br.418122,419793,442104, 442383,442432.

19



TOKOBH HCTOPHJE 3/2016. 9-42

initiative without good bilateral relations between the Balkan countries,
was unrealistic, and interpreted as siding with the Eastern bloc. For these
reasons, Yugoslavia and the Balkans opted for a policy of active peaceful
coexistence.** Such a policy most directly contributed to cooperation and
security in the Balkans, and therefore in Europe.

A year later, at the fourth session of the Committee for Balkan
Cooperation, held in Belgrade in June 1964, the Yugoslav representatives
tried to objectively perceive the world political situation and its impact
on the Balkans. They considered it important that the Balkan countries
accept the codification of the principles of coexistence and its application
in the Balkans. This context covered three basic principles of coopera-
tion, “the consistent application of communication method and peaceful
resolution of outstanding issues in the spirit of the principles of active
peaceful coexistence, active involvement in all actions aimed at ensur-
ing peace and constructive peaceful cooperation and further improve-
ment and development of good, neighbourly bilateral relations among
Balkan countries.” Yugoslav representatives generally accepted a notion
of “nuclear-free zones” in Europe, including the Balkans, but they also
considered that the creation of nuclear-free zone in the Balkans and the
Mediterranean was a “very narrow” issue for the capacity of a confer-
ence with the participation of representatives of the Balkan countries.
The strengthening of the cooperation in the Balkan was considered “as
widely as possible” through interconnection, development of cultural
relations and strengthening of scientific ties among the Balkan nations.
Those views were incorporated into the framework of Yugoslav foreign
policy.®

A new meeting between Yugoslavia and the Soviet Union took
place in the second half of August 1963.2¢ “The Chinese issue” which
burdened external and internal position of the Soviet leadership largely

34 DAMSPRS, PA,1963,f-111,dok. 5,br. 418122,419793, 442104, 442383, 442432.

35 DAMSPRS, PA, 1964, f-182, dok. 9 i 10, br. 46004, 410664, 415924 i dok. 10, br.
424414.

36 During his visit to Yugoslavia N. S. Khrushchev visited the earthquake-devastated
Skopje and Zagreb. A], KPR, I -3-a/101-51, Razgovor N. S. Hru$¢ova i predsednika
Tita sa rukovodstvom Makedonije, 22. avgust 1963; PTAHHU, ®. 52, On. 1, /1. 544, JL
104-109, Pey H. C. Xpymr4oBa Ha pyuky y rpasy 3arpe6y 1. centem6ap 1963.
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influenced the content of the talks between N. S. Khrushchev and ]. B.
Tito. These were also influenced by a profound social crisis that made the
Soviets talk about the “brilliant” progress, successes in building social-
ism, the changed appearance of the towns and villages in the USSR.*’ The
aim was to make the Soviet Union more attractive than it really was. In
such circumstances, the talks on “European issues” were reduced to the
exchange of information, which contained the essence of the policy of
Yugoslavia and the Soviet Union. The position of Yugoslav foreign poli-
cy in Europe was marked “stable”. The relations with the Soviet Union
were defined as “good and getting better”. When it comes to the United
States, Tito noted that Yugoslavia was denied the status of most favoured
nation in trade, which meant that relations deteriorated. When it comes
to European countries, only relations with Spain and Albania were eval-
uated as bad, which indirectly led to the conclusion that Yugoslavia did
not distinguish between countries with different political or the same
systems. Tito noted that the cooperation with France was better than be-
fore, as well as that relations with West Germany were not diplomatic,
but economic, although reduced by 40%. When it comes to East Germa-
ny, he stressed the need and desire of Yugoslavia to improve relations
and noted that Belgrade and Berlin were negotiating compensation for
the victims of Nazi terror. Relations with the Third World countries Tito
defined as consistent.?®

The last meeting of N. S. Khrushchev and ]. B. Tito, which took
place in Moscow on June 8, 1964, was not an ordinary annual exchange
of views at the highest level of the Soviet Union and Yugoslavia. “Consul-
tations” in which they exchanged information of “sensitive” character, set
out precise analyses, evaluated the characters and the ability of political
leaders of the Third World countries, defined the political aims and the
ways to fulfil them, expressed a high degree of agreement, contained all
the elements of a common policy. It was the result of the bonding of Yu-
goslavia and the Soviet Union, which started in 1962. Topics were the
same as in previous meetings, but the talks were much more meaningful
and rich. N. S. Khrushchev and J. B. Tito only incidentally mentioned the
“European issues” i.e. the relations between the socialist countries, par-
ticularly the crisis in relations between the USSR and Romania caused
by the fact that the authorities in that country accepted China’s position.

37 PrAHMU, ®.52,0n.1, 1. 544, J1. 5-36, 3anucHuk pasroopa H. C. XpyurdoBa u J. B. Tuta
oA 26. aBrycta 1963. roguHe.
38 Ibid.
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Yugoslav assessment was that the Soviet Union liberalized their former
views regarding forms of cooperation of socialist countries and par-
ties, but also that the ideological conflict with China urged it to disci-
pline others and impose itself as the indisputable leader of the socialist
world.* In such circumstances, Moscow blamed Belgrade for “demon-
strating” its non-bloc policy too openly which itself could not have been
possible if there were no military blocs and their differences. The dispute
was further “deepened” by Yugoslavia insisting on “its special course”
in building socialism. Especially because Khrushchev believed that the
behaviour of Bucharest was due to the fact that the Romanian leadership
followed the example of Yugoslavia and was entering the conflict with
the USSR, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, and Hunga-
ry more and more frequently. N. S. Khrushchev believed that such behav-
iour was the result of the weakening of tensions between military blocs
and the absence of a direct threat of war.** During his visit to Moscow, .
B. Tito emphasized that “both sides started with the recognition of two
sovereign German states with different social and political systems.” On
that occasion, the Soviet Union and Yugoslavia agreed on the unchangea-
bility of existing borders in Europe, not providing the German states with
nuclear weapons, further easing of tensions on the European continent
including the Balkans, the formation of nuclear-free zone, convening a
European conference on security and cooperation.*!

Frequent meetings between Belgrade and Moscow were part of
the initiatives coming from the East whose aim was to stabilize the situa-
tion in Europe. The intention of the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe was

39 PrAHH, &. 52, 0n. 1, 1. 595, JI. 85-134, 3anuck 6ecenn! H. C. Xpymesa c U. B. Tuto
Bo BpeMs BusuTa U. B. Tuto B Jlenunrpaz, 8-9. Uwons 1964r; AJ, KPR, 1-2/18-2, Za-
pis razgovora Prvog sekretara CK KPSS i Presedavajuceg Saveta ministara SSSR N. S.
Hrus$cova sa Generalnim sekretarom SK] i Predsednikom SFR] J. B. Titom, 8.jun 1964;
Jyeocaasuja-CCCP, Cycpemu u pazzogopu, 606-640.

40 Ibid.

41 PrAHH, @. 52, 0=. 1, [I. 595, JI. 85-134, 3anucs 6eceann! H. C. Xpymesa c U. B. Tuto
Bo BpeMs Busuta M. B. Tuto B Jlenunrpazn, 8-9. Uona 1964r; AJ, KPR, 1-2/18-2, Za-
pis razgovora Prvog sekretara CK KPSS i Presedavajuceg Saveta ministara SSSR N. S.
Hrus$c¢ova sa Generalnim sekretarom SK]J i Predsednikom SFR] J. B. Titom, 8. jun 1964.
godine; DAMSPRS, DA, PA, f-154, dok. 2, br. 46194, NaSe izjave u vezi problema evrop-
ske bezbednosti.
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to resolve the “German issue” in a peaceful manner and with the conclu-
sion of a peace treaty that would sanction the existence of two German
states, establish a special status of West Berlin, and leave the question
of German reunification to Bon and Berlin. According to the estimates of
Yugoslav diplomats, the main goal of the USSR was to prevent future ag-
gression of Germany. For Moscow, the establishment of European secu-
rity system was essentially linked to the German issue. In the initiatives
coming from Warsaw, Prague, Bucharest, and Berlin, Yugoslav diplomacy
saw the tendency of the arming of the Federal Republic of Germany, iso-
lated US policy - the Federal Republic of Germany in Europe, stopped the
formation of multilateral NATO forces in the Old World, “frozen” the pro-
liferation of nuclear weapons, made decisive steps towards improving
the international situation in accordance with the principles of the UN,
improved neighbourly relations, improved economic and cultural coop-
eration, preserved the existing borders...*? Such efforts were contrary to
the European policy of the US and attempts to use the “common policy”
of the West for creating the impression of the cessation of American he-
gemony in NATO, indirectly enabling the nuclear arming of Germany, and
putting all nuclear facilities of Western European countries under the
unique American control.*?

Yugoslavia also made a statement regarding these issues. In a
statement issued on the occasion of the Polish Memorandum on nuclear
armaments freeze in Europe (so-called “Gomulka plan”), in addition to
unconditional support, it was stressed that this should be the initial and
transitional measure, aimed at stopping the nuclear arms race and con-
solidating security and trust among the countries of Central Europe.*

In the late June and early July 1964, Tito visited Poland. During
the talks, one of the main issues was the cooperation and security in Eu-
rope. Both sides emphasized the importance of a “program of general and
complete disarmament,” which was proposed in Moscow. In this context,
they also supported initiatives “that led to the limitation of arming and

42 DAMSPRS, DA, PA, 1966, f-154, dok. 2, br. 46194, Problemi evropske bezbednosti i
inicijative istoCnoevropskih zemalja.

43 Radovan Vukadinovi¢, Sila i interesi: Vanjska politika SAD, (Zagreb: Centar za kulturnu
djelatnost omladine, 1972), 273; Cehuli¢ Vukadinovié, Euroatlantizam i suvremeni
medunarodni odnosi, 71, 72; Vukadinovi¢, Cehuli¢ Vukadinovié, BoZinovié, NATO
euroatlanska integracija, 114-126.

44 Jby6ogpar /Jumuh, ,JyrocnaBuja u ‘Ilnman Tomynka'™, pedepar mnojgHeT Ha
MebhyHnapozaHoj HayyHOj KOHepeHIUjU [y20c108eHCKO-N0bCKU 00Hocu Y XX 8eky,
Beorpapg 29-30. centembap 2016, (pag y mrammnu).
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easing tensions in particularly irregular regions.” One of such initiatives
was to establish “nuclear-free zone in Central Europe and the Balkans,
as well as in other parts of the world.” Yugoslavia also supported the Pol-
ish initiative regarding “nuclear and thermonuclear armament freeze in
Central Europe,” believing that it could encourage further steps in dis-
armament and easing of tensions in the area of crucial importance for
European security. Tito and his collocutors marked the “German issue”
a key to security in Europe. They were consistent in the view that the
policy conducted by DR Germany contributed to peace. In contrast, the
views of the Federal Republic of Germany were estimated as militaristic,
revanchist, revisionist, and the support that the West provided to such a
policy destructive for security in Europe. The stability of the European
continent depended on: accepting the reality of the existence of two Ger-
man states, recognition of the unchangeability of existing German and
Polish borders, renunciation of nuclear weapons on the territory of two
German states, and the signing of a peace treaty with the two German
states.*

Just a few days after Tito’s visit to Poland and the presentation
of two almost identical views on key issues of European security and co-
operation, the delegation of the Yugoslav League for Peace at the confer-
ence of the representatives of peace movements of Mediterranean coun-
tries, held in Algiers from July 5 to 9, 1964, promoted denuclearisation
of the Mediterranean. On that occasion, they adopted documents which
requested the removal of all nuclear weapons from Mediterranean, elim-
ination of military bases, suspension and prohibition of production,
distribution and import of nuclear assets. One of the proposals of the
Yugoslav delegation for the governments of the riparian Mediterranean
countries was to begin denuclearization themselves, appeal to the great
powers to withdraw their nuclear weapons, close the bases and suspend
the nuclear arms race.*®

45 AJ,KPR(837),1-2/20, Poseta]. B. Tita Poljskoj od 21. 6. do 2. 7. 1964; Dragan Bogetic¢,
»Razgovori Tita i Gomulke u VarSavi 1964. i u Beogradu 1965. godine. Sli¢nosti
i razlike u jugoslovenskim i poljskim stavovima o medunarodnim odnosima i o
odnosima izmedu socijalistickih zemalja“, Jugoslovensko-poljski odnosi u XX veku,
urednici prof. dr Momc¢ilo Pavlovi¢, dr hab. Andrzej Zaéminski, dr Dragomir BondZi¢,
(Beograd: Institut za savremenu istoriju, 2015), 323-342.

46 DAMSPRS, PA, 1964, {-242, dok. 9, br. 416670, 428910, 431753; 'h. BacusbeBuh,
,JyTOCJIOBEHCKH CTaBOBH O €BPOINICKOM MUTawy", Mamepujaiu o e8ponckoj
6e36edHocmu u capadreu, (beorpag, 1969), 162.
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During his visit to Czechoslovakia in early June 1965, Josip Broz
and Antonin Novotny noted “the unity of views” on major internation-
al issues. They urged the Government to “strengthen the security and
peace” in Europe, condemned the militarization of the Federal Republic
of Germany and the efforts to annul the results of the Second World War.
They were worried about Bon’s efforts to gain access to atomic weapons
and ignoring the existence of DR Germany by the Western states. In a
joint statement, Tito and Novotny once again emphasized the importance
of strengthening security in Europe, condemned the revival of the milita-
rist and revanchist tendencies, requested recognition of the two German
states and the normalization of the situation in Berlin, stood up for the
convening of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe.*’

The solving of “German issue” and European security were dis-
cussed in June 1965 and during Tito’s visit to the German Democratic
Republic. On that occasion, Josip Broz and Walter Ulbricht expressed
almost the “exact match” of the two countries’ positions on key inter-
national issues. They agreed upon the growing influence of socialism,
strengthening of the forces committed to peace, increasingly important
role of non-aligned countries, and increasingly aggressive policy of the
US and the West. When it comes to European issues, Tito and Ulbricht
were of the opinion “that certain efforts and measures had to be taken
to permanently guarantee European security and peaceful development
of the peoples of Europe.” These “efforts” and “measures” included the
easing of international tensions, negotiations of European countries on
disarmament, elimination of the “elements of the Cold War” in Europe,
creating nuclear-free zones... Considering the political situation in FR
Germany, they spotted the strengthening of militarist and revanchist
forces, their attempts to revise the results of World War II, change the ex-
isting borders, and get their hands on nuclear weapons. Tito and Ulbricht
agreed that peace and security in Europe could only occur with respect
to the reality of the existence of two German states with different social
and political system, respect for the existing balance of power, stopping
the arms race, the ban on the deployment of nuclear weapons on the ter-
ritory of the Federal Republic of Germany, normalizing the situation in
Berlin, stop ignoring and isolating DR Germany. In this context, the two

47  AJ,KPR(837),1-2/26-2, Poseta . B. Tita DR Cehoslovackoj, 2-8.jun 1965; DAMSPRS,
PA, f-154, dok. 2, br. 46194, NaSe izjave u vezi problema evropske bezbednosti.
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statesmen have called for the convening of the conference of European
states on security in Europe.*®

All estimations regarding developments and ways to establish
cooperation and security in Europe made in Prague and Berlin were re-
peated during Tito’s visit to the Soviet Union in June and July 1965. Le-
onid Brezhnev and Tito estimated that Europe was not ready to embark
on an adventure in Algeria caused by the change of Ben Bella. They were
of the opinion that NATO was losing the power, suffering divisions and
probably would not survive 1969 and signing of a new agreement with
the members. In this context, the Soviets were willing to support France
and Norway in their dissatisfaction with the policy of the NATO pact. In a
joint statement, Tito and Brezhnev expressed the need for the formation
of “a reliable system of European security and the peaceful resolution of
the German issue - starting with the fact that there were two German
states with different social systems.”*

When it comes to the assessment of the situation in Europe and
ensuring security, the talks were conducted with representatives of the
Polish party-governmental delegation headed by Vladislav Gomulka in
Belgrade in November 1965. However, on this occasion, they noted a cer-
tain deviation from the “closeness of views” established in Prague, Berlin
and Moscow. The differences were visible around the “tactical approach-
es to and assessments of” certain issues and were a sign that the Yu-
goslav foreign policy began with mild deviation, when European issues
were concerned, in relation to the view in unison with the countries of
the socialist bloc, typical for the whole 1965. The Yugoslav side identified
European security as a “major concern” of the Polish state. They talked
about the German revanchism regarding the issue of borders and nucle-
ar weapons. The Yugoslav side supported the idea of nuclear-free zone
in Europe, but, at the same time, drew attention to the “positive trends,”
reflected in a larger number of contacts, expanded cooperation, and a Eu-
ropean policy of France. Joint statement once again highlighted the need
to guarantee the immutability of the German and Polish borders. Yugo-
slavia also supported the Polish initiative on the creation of nuclear-free
zone and the freezing of nuclear weapons in Central Europe. This was

48 AJ,KPR(837),1-2/26-2, Poseta]. B. Tita DR Nemackoj, 8-13.jun 1965; DAMSPRS, PA,
f-154, dok. 2, br. 46194, NasSe izjave u vezi problema evropske bezbednosti.

49 AJ,KPR,1-2/26-3, PasroBopu JI. U. BpexxweBa u ]. b. Tutay MockBu 19.1 29. 6. 1965;
BacusbeBuh, ,JyrocsioBeHCKH CTABOBY O €BPOIICKOM NMUTAaWY ", 164.
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once again followed by the proposal for the convening of a conference on
European security.>

The range of Yugoslav activities in Europe was somewhat re-
stricted by reserved attitude of European countries towards its non-
aligned policy (anti-colonialism, anti-block policy, opposition to spread-
ing nuclear weapons, and support for developing countries...). For these
reasons, Belgrade sought to improve bilateral relations, primarily with
neighbouring countries, and then with most European countries. This
could explain why at the beginning of the 1960s Yugoslavia did not pro-
mote its own initiatives and proposals. Priority was given to practical co-
operation with the countries of both blocs. Along with that, according to
estimates, Yugoslavia supported all initiatives that led to easing tensions,
increasing security, and developing cooperation among the European
countries. This was not contrary to the attitudes of national leadership
that the proposals were not realistic enough and therefore could not give
visible results. In such circumstances, Belgrade knew it had to “adjust”
its policy to the current situation in Europe and the growing need for
“wider cooperation and peaceful coexistence”, overcoming closed eco-
nomic markets, removing economic and trade barriers, the greater cir-
culation of ideas and people, and ensuring security. These issues were
very important and had to find their place in Yugoslav foreign policy as
soon as possible. This meant providing stronger support to initiatives
advocating a wider cooperation among the European countries and the
region. When it comes to initiatives that had a block or ideological char-
acter, the state leadership was of the opinion that such meetings should
be avoided. In addition to developing cooperation with neighbours, it
was also necessary to improve relations with “major partners” (social-
ist countries: the USSR, Romania, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, and western
countries: France, Scandinavia and the Benelux countries). They aimed
to intensify consultations on all current European issues and establish

50 AJ,KPR(837),1X,101/I-161, Informacija o poseti poljske partijsko-vladine delegacije
SFRJ 15-19.11. 1965; Bogeti¢, ,Razgovori Tita i Gomulke®, 323-342.
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a closer relationship with the representatives of European parliaments,
socio-political organizations, and parties.>!

Yugoslav involvement in the field of security in Europe once
again came to forefront in December 1965 at the 20™ session of the UN
General Assembly. On that occasion, Resolution no. 2129 was adopted
unanimously. Yugoslavia was one of the promoters of the “Actions on
the regional level with a view to improving good neighbourly relations
among European States having different social and political systems.”
The resolution was passed at a time of crisis in international relations.
The US increased their military presence in Vietnam and expanded the
range of military operations. The conflict between India and Pakistan
threatened to engage China. The United States continued to pressure
South American countries (Brazil, Bolivia, and the Dominican Republic).
The declaration of independence of Southern Rhodesia produced insta-
bility in Africa and revived the activities of former colonial powers. The
relations between Washington and Moscow were tensed. The interests
of the great powers have greatly paralyzed the activities of the United
Nations. In such circumstances, Yugoslav support to Resolution no. 2129
was a support to UN reaffirmation. The document emphasized the need
to respect the equal rights and mutual interests of European countries,
prompted an increase in their political, economic, scientific-technical
and cultural cooperation, appealed to the governments of European
countries to “increase efforts” to improve mutual relations in order to
create an atmosphere of trust and resolve issues that hinder the easing
of tensions in the world.>? At the session held on the occasion of the adop-
tion of Resolution no. 2129 Yugoslav ambassador to the UN Danilo Lekié¢
emphasized the commitment of Yugoslavia to strengthening internation-
al understanding and comprehensive development of friendly relations
in the world. Noting that in the past there were obstacles on the way of
establishing and deepening relationships “with countries in the Europe-
an region,” Leki¢ said that in recent years “certain steps were taken to
improve good neighbourly relations between European countries with
different political systems.” Such cooperation, according to him, was the
result of the willingness of European countries to cooperate with Yugo-

51 DAMSPRS, PA, 1966, f-154, dok. 2, br. 46194, Odnosi Jugoslavije sa evropskim
zemljama i njena pozicija u Evropi.

52 The resolution was submitted by Romania. Aide Memoire o unapredenju saradnje
evropskih zemalja, publikacija DSIP-a, (Beograd, 9. januar 1967); BacusbeBuh,
,JyTOCJIOBEHCKH CTaBOBU O €BPOIICKOM MUTamy", 163.
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slavia on the principles of full equality of respect, independence, sover-
eignty, territorial integrity, non-interference in internal affairs, and these
were the basic principles of active and peaceful policy advocated by Yu-
goslav diplomacy. He thought it was particularly important because res-
olution referred to Europe, an area where “different socio-political sys-
tems were most distinctive and most directly expressed” and where the
barriers artificially imposed by the Cold War should disappear as soon as
possible. Resolution no. 2129 greatly contributed to the stabilization of
peace in Europe, and Yugoslav diplomacy considered it the most effective
contribution to the peace in the world.>

Yugoslav diplomacy continued to promote these attitudes
through intensive cooperation and relations with the countries, sponsors
of the Resolution no. 2129. A number of meetings were organized in New
York to exchange opinions on how to implement the resolution in the
fields of politics, economy, culture, education, science and technology. At
these meetings, Yugoslavia represented the view that political develop-
ments in Europe imposed an obligation of “viable and realistic” approach
to solving the problems of security and cooperation. To this end, Yugosla-
via developed a special Aide memoire. It restored the support to Resolu-
tion no. 2129, represented situation in Europe and defined the possible
principles of cooperation. It also pointed to the capabilities of existing
organizations to establish cooperation among European states and indi-
cated possible forms of political, economic and cultural cooperation. Par-
ticularly intensive cooperation and exchange of views was established
with Austria and Romania.>*

In an expose submitted to the Federal Council of the National As-
sembly of the SFRY in January 1966, the State Secretary for Foreign Af-
fairs Marko Nikezi¢ recalled that the basis of Yugoslavia’s foreign policy
was an active peaceful coexistence. It implied commitment “to the right
of each nation to free and independent choice of development and social
system without outside interference, respect for sovereignty and terri-
torial integrity of all states, the renunciation of the use of force in inter-
national relations and the settlement of disputes by peaceful means, as
well as equal political and economic international cooperation.” When it
comes to Europe, he noted that situation on the continent was “relatively
calm” over the past year. He also assessed that the relations between so-

53 DAMSPRS, PA, 1965, f-182, Govor D. Leki¢a od 18. 12. 1965; DAMSPRS, PA, 1965,
f-182, dok. 7,br. 444178.
54 DAMSPRS, PA, 1966, f-154, dok. 2, br. 442150.
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cialist and Western countries improved, trade expanded, and the number
of peace initiatives increased. In his opinion, Yugoslavia gave a significant
contribution to a realistic approach to the issue of European security and
cooperation which implied the acceptance of the fact that there were two
German states in Europe. Presenting the views of Yugoslav diplomacy
Nikezi¢ particularly emphasized that the unification of Germany was “the
question of German people” but that such Germany must be “a factor of
peace and stability in Europe.” Military spirit of revanchism and plans
that would allow FR Germany access to atomic weapons Yugoslavia con-
sidered “dangerous and unacceptable” and strongly opposed them be-
cause they were contrary to the interest of European nations, and Ger-
man people.*®

During 1966, Yugoslavia did not significantly change its attitude
towards European security. Its diplomatic representatives, affirming the
recommendations of the United Nations, at the session of Inter-Parlia-
mentary Union held in Canberra in mid-April 1966, gave the initiative
for holding a conference, aimed at expanding cooperation and bringing
closer the countries with different social systems. The aim was to create
conditions under which, one day, the European countries would be able
to solve the problems they face. Yugoslav initiative was adopted unani-
mously.*>

The performance of Yugoslavia in Canberra was a part of diplo-
matic campaign whose aim was to support the idea of European Security
and Cooperation presented in Resolution no. 2129 unanimously adopted
at the 20™ session of the UN General Assembly.®’ Yugoslav initiative was
met with resistance based primarily on distrust of the West that it was a
part of Moscow’s plans for convening the Pan-European Conference that
would deal with the issue of European security. However, the Yugoslav
initiative was supported by the participants of the round table East-West,
held in Paris in April 1966.%

In the second half of April 1966, during Tito’s visit to Romania,
hosts and guests both observed “increased aggressive activity of impe-
rialist forces.” They thought it was a historic attempt to slow down the
process of “progressive and democratic development.” When it comes

55 Cmenoepagpcke Genewrke CagesHe ckynwmuHe, Cage3Ho gehe, 39. cednuya od 20.
janyapa 1966. zodune, (Beorpaz, 1966), 123-124.

56 BacusbeBuh, ,]JyrocsioBeHCKY CTABOBH O €BPOIICKOM MU Tawy", 164.

57 DAMSPRS, PA, 1966, f-157, dok. 7, br. 410614.

58 DAMSPRS, PA, 1966, f-157, dok. 7, br. 416942.
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to Europe, both parties supported the views on cooperation, trust, and
good neighbourly relations between the countries of Europe outlined in
UN Resolution no. 2129. In this context, both sides agreed to establish an
effective system of European security, and objected to the approach of
“the West German militarism to the nuclear weapons in any form.” They
thought that improving relations among the Balkan states was very im-
portant and demonstrated commitment to the promotion of cooperation
in the future.*

The meeting of representatives of parliaments of nine European
countries, supporters of the resolution “Actions on the regional level with
a view to improving good neighbourly relations among European States
having different social and political systems” was held at the invitation of
the Federal Assembly of Yugoslavia in September 1966. The meeting was
carefully prepared in the spring 1966 and UN Secretary General U Thant
was informed about the entire procedure. Preparations for the meeting
included prominent Yugoslav diplomats whose suggestions on the devel-
opment of economic relations between East and West, the conclusion of
the multilateral agreements of the European countries on economic co-
operation, planning of regional cooperation, promotion of scientific-tech-
nical cooperation, formation of a common European system of energy
supply, increased industrial cooperation and inter-regional circulation of
capital, creating an atmosphere for a faster resolution of political issues
were discussed before the conference. Representatives of the Western
states, sponsors of the Resolution no. 2129 held that meeting in Belgrade
might be for information purposes only and without making any deci-
sions. Representatives of the United Kingdom and the United States did
not approve of the gathering in Belgrade. Gaullists in French Parliament
supported the meeting in Belgrade, believing that it could bring “a quali-
ty change in relations in Europe.”®’

At the conference, the President of the Federal Assembly of the
FPRY Edvard Kardelj came forward with the proposal of holding a con-
sultative meeting of representatives of European parliaments, whose
task would be to “bridge” the obstacles and differences “in the field of in-
ternational relations and cooperation among European peoples.” Kardelj
believed that cooperation between European parliaments can be a sig-
nificant factor in providing trust, communication and security in Europe.
Representatives of the Western states shared a common view that the

59 AJ,KPR(837),1-2/28, Poseta]. B. Tita Rumuniji, 18-23. 4. 1966.
60 DAMSPRS, PA, 1966, f-157, dok. 7, br. 432220, 433815, 434129, 434215.
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future meeting should be held within the framework of the Inter-Parlia-
mentary Union. There were those who felt that the meeting in Belgrade
was sufficient and did not see the need for another gathering. However,
in the end, the Yugoslav proposal was unanimously accepted.5!

A further step in implementation of the recommendations of
Resolution no. 2129 and realization of Yugoslav initiative on the organi-
zation of consultative meeting of the representatives of European parlia-
ments, was the meeting of foreign ministers of “Nine” held in New York
in October 1966. Since the Yugoslav proposal was unanimously accepted,
and the Federal Assembly of Yugoslavia supported the idea of conven-
ing the conference of the members of European parliaments, E. Kardelj
sent a letter to the presidents of European parliaments on December 14,
1966. It conveyed the belief of the Yugoslav side that a conference of rep-
resentatives of European parliaments would make a significant contribu-
tion to the strengthening of a mutual trust in Europe, bringing the coun-
tries closer together, and freeing Europe from “the phenomenon and the
result of the Cold War.”%?

In early January 1967, in Aide memoire on the improvement of
cooperation between European countries, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs
of Yugoslavia expressed its willingness to contribute to a favourable de-
velopment in Europe “within the limits of real opportunities.” Yugoslav
diplomats believed that the pending process of improving relations and
cooperation in Europe was in accordance with the interests of all Euro-
pean countries regardless of their social and political system. They as-
sumed that, for these reasons, European countries were trying to come
up with “possibilities and ways” to improve security and cooperation in
Europe. In such circumstances, Yugoslavia made it clear that other Euro-
pean countries “did not conceive the future of Europe in the framework
of bloc and other forms of division,” but in “all-round cooperation be-
tween independent and equal states.” For Yugoslavia, the only possible
policy that could have provided security and cooperation in Europe, was
one based on the principles of active peaceful coexistence. In the opin-

61 Beside Yugoslavia, also invited were representatives of Sweden, Romania, Austria,
Belgium, Finland, Bulgaria, Denmark, and Hungary. Representatives of Austria did
not attend the meeting in Belgrade.

DAMSPRS, PA, 1966, f-157, dok. 7, br. 414722, 416942, 410614, 420616, 424936,
414759,432220,433815,434129,434215.

62 DAMSPRS, PA, 1966, f-157, dok. 7, br. 444460; Stenografske beleske Narodne
skupstine, Savezno vece, 48. sednica od 24. i 25. novembra 1966, (Beograd, 1966), 51—
52; BacusbeBuh, ,JyrocsioBeHCKY CTABOBH O €BPOIICKOM MUTawy", 164-167.
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ion of Belgrade, mutual cooperation of European countries would enable
them to fulfil another obligation - to provide more effective assistance to
developing countries.®®

“Shifts among the forces”, tendencies to change the inherited
relations between power and influence, complex and controversial de-
velopment of contemporary international relations, were some of the
characteristics of the times when the issue of European security was re-
opened. In such circumstances, the “European area” and “the direction of
its development,” became all the more significant for Yugoslavia. Accord-
ingly, the Yugoslav foreign policy started adapting to new circumstances,
and Yugoslav diplomacy turning to Europe. Yugoslav perspective of Eu-
rope made an important part of the exposé submitted by the Secretary
of State for Foreign Affairs Marko Nikezi¢ to the delegates of the Federal
Council of the Federal Assembly of Yugoslavia in January 1967.5* Exposé
confirmed that the Yugoslav diplomacy, regardless of its involvement in
the Third World, did not lose track of the situation in Europe and very
early noticed causal relations by which each confrontation of the great
powers in Europe, most directly threatened the world peace, just as the
easing of tensions on this continent contributed to the strengthening of
peace in the world. For these reasons, Belgrade believed that “favoura-
ble evolution of the situation in Europe, particularly in the field of rela-
tions between East and West,” indicated a real progress “on the way to
peaceful international cooperation.” Earlier bloc confrontations and the
policy of force derived therefrom experienced significant modifications
and were gradually abandoned as a frame of foreign policy in most Euro-
pean countries. Such developments were considered favourable for new
political initiatives and conscious action which was to move a historical
process in a desired direction. Belgrade was not ready to miss such an
opportunity. All the more so because there was a belief that the current
stability was not the result of nuclear powers’ interest in confrontations,
more autonomous operation, increased roles and specific national inter-
ests of European states to cooperate, develop rapidly and take care of

63 Aide Memoire o unapredenju saradnje evropskih zemalja.
64  Stenografske beleske Savezne skupstine SFR], Savezno vece, 51. sednica od 26.i27. janu-
ara 1967. godine, (Beograd, 1967), 7-15.
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security in Europe. Under the given circumstances, the military blocs in
Belgrade were forced to “adapt to new trends,” which in the future would
lead to their destruction. European countries were convinced that a bloc
division “was not inevitable in the future Europe” and that national secu-
rity could be protected more effectively by equal cooperation among the
states rather than relying on the great powers and their military poten-
tial. Yugoslav diplomacy supposed that the possibilities of Europe, after
the Cold War and divisions, would increase in the future, and that this
should be taken into account. Such a development is considered good
for the peoples of Europe, and the Mediterranean countries, Africa and
Asia, towards which Europe had responsibility, especially in the field
of eliminating colonialism and underdevelopment. Therefore, Yugoslav
diplomacy opted for launching initiatives that would, as an alternative
to “armed peace” imposed by military blocs, enable a broad dialogue on
European issues, encourage joint action of European states to ensure se-
curity, provide unhindered independent development of each and every
European country. Such initiatives included the support to the UN Res-
olution no. 2129, the efforts to convene meeting of representatives of
parliaments across Europe to discuss security, and insisting on bilateral
cooperation between European countries. The Yugoslav commitment to
the organization of the Conference on Security and Cooperation should
be also mentioned.®®

In the second half of the 1960s there were other initiatives for
holding of the conference on security. One of these initiatives, which Yu-
goslavia did not support, was the holding of a conference of communist
parties on the theme of collective security in Europe. The initiator of this
idea, which began in 1965, and gained full momentum and the support
of the USSR and the Warsaw Pact in 1966, was the Communist Party of
France. Yugoslavia thought it “needed to stay away from all the initiatives
that even bore semblance of unilateral and concerted action with the par-
ties of socialist countries.” In this way, it demonstrated “an independent
international position in the world, especially in relation to the blocs in

65 Ibid.
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Europe”.5® De Gaulle’s withdrawal from NATO, the imminent termination
of NATO agreement and uncertainty of its extension, the increasing inter-
est of the USSR in European issues, the opportunity to perform activation
of the movement for peace in European countries, grouping of forces op-
posed to increasing the danger of war, demonstration of the unity of the
communist parties of Europe were some of the motives for the convening
of the Conference of European Communist and Workers’ Parties devoted
to European security. The conference was held in Karlovy Vary.
Yugoslavia considered that this type of counselling “narrowed
the base” for achieving the desired results, whereas Josip Broz Tito point-
ed out that the attitudes of Yugoslavia differed in terms of “the way of
looking at current trends in Europe and assessment of the European situ-
ation as a whole.” There were some facts of particular concern: neglecting
positive elements of European trends and changes in the socio-economic
structures “leading to qualitatively new relations in Europe”; bypassing
the policy of non-alignment as “a major factor in the fight for the stabili-
zation of the international situation and the peace in the world”; neglect-
ing complex problems of developing countries and provoking instability
in the world. The Conference condemned the US policy in Europe and
marked it as a main impediment to the cooperation between European
countries. It pointed out that European problems should be solved with-
out involvement of the US. The policy of the Federal Republic of Germany
was marked as the main obstacle to the peace in Europe whereas the
policy of the German Democratic Republic was supported. The emphasis
was put to the role of European communist parties in the struggle for
peace and security in Europe and establishing cooperation with other
political parties that had the same goal (especially the Social Democrats,
trade unions and certain Catholic circles). There were claims for the rec-
ognition of two German states and existing borders, as well as for the ban
of nuclear weapons to FR Germany. The removal of artificial barriers be-
tween the socialist and communist countries was marked as the impera-
tive of security in Europe. There was also a call for withdrawal of foreign
troops and the liquidation of foreign military bases on the territory of

66 A], CK SK], IX, 144/LVI-3, Zabeleska o inicijativi KP Francuske za sazivanje evrop-
ske konferencije komunistickih partija o pitanju evropske bezbednosti, 21. 2. 1966;
AJ, CK SK]J, IX, 144 /LVI-4, Inicijativa evropskih komunistickih partija za saziv Konfe-
rencije o evropskoj bezbednosti, 23. 5. 1966; A], CK SK], IX, 144 /LVI-9, Informacija o
zvani¢nom sondiranju uce$¢a delegacije SK] na konferenciji evropskih komunistic-
kih partija o pitanjima evropske bezbednosti, 12. 7. 1966.
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Europe. The formation of Europe without military blocs was suggested.
There was an initiative for holding of the conference of European states
on the issue of security. The support was given to the principle of neutral-
ity and the prominent role of neutral countries in dealing with European
issues. There were also the requests for the liquidation of foreign troops
and foreign military bases. The attention was drawn to “favourable cir-
cumstances” that in 1969, the NATO agreement would expire; the crea-
tion of a Europe without military blocs was proposed.®”

The analysis of the present circumstances made by the Yugoslav
state and party leadership showed that the conference in Karlovy Vary
(April 1967), as well as counselling in Warsaw that preceded it (Febru-
ary 1967) aimed to firmly connect and instruct the Communist Party to
contribute to “the strengthening of camp cohesion,” enable long-term
hegemony of the CPSU in the international communist movement, slow
down the processes of evolution and independence of the leaderships of
the communist party in socialist countries, prevent direct connections
between the socialist and capitalist countries in Europe, and strengthen
the international position of the USSR as a great power compared to the
US and China.®

In the late 1967, Minister Nikezi¢ presented the circumstances in
Europe to the representatives of the Federal and Organizational Council
of the Federal Assembly of the SFRY. The main message of this presenta-
tion was that Yugoslavia would stay engaged at the international level,
but that “tasks of foreign policy must evolve” in line with the develop-
ment of internal and international circumstances. “Reforms”, as he called
the moment of socio-economic development of the country, offered
various forms of connecting with the world. When it comes to Europe,
Yugoslavia supported the tendency of “expansion of cooperation” be-
tween European countries, but its diplomacy was aware of the extent to
which the conflict in the Middle East (Arab-Israeli war of 1967), events in
Greece (Seduction military dictatorship) or Cyprus crisis, instigated new

67 A], CKSK], IX, 144/LVI-9, Informacija o zvanicnom sondiranju uces¢a delegacije SK]J
na konferenciji evropskih komunistickih partija o pitanjima evropske bezbednosti,
12.7.1966; AJ, CK SK]J, IX, 144 /LVI-11, Predlog odluke o neucestvovanju predstavni-
ka SK] na Konferenciji evropskih komunistickih partija o evropskoj bezbednosti; A],
CK SK]J, IX, 144 /LVI-26, Izlaganje ]. B. Tita na sednici Predsednistva CK SK] od 16. 3.
1967; AJ, CK SKJ, IX, 144 /LVI-37, Pismo CK SKJ upuéeno CK KP CSSR od 18. 4. 1967;
AJ, CK SK]J, IX, 144/1VI-46, Informacija o Konferenciji KP Evrope u Karlovim Varima,
12.5.1967; A], CK SK], IX, 144 /LVI-51, Rezolucija Konferencije u Karlovim Varima.

68 Ibid.
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disagreements and made European situation seem unfavourable. These
events led to the knowledge, very important for the Yugoslav diplomacy,
that Europe and the Mediterranean were linked to the extent that they
could not be separated and that it was illusory to believe that it was pos-
sible to achieve security in one of these areas, and have a crisis, conflict
and war in another. In such circumstances, Belgrade believed that Euro-
pean countries should be oriented towards a long-term cooperation and
“new relationships”, regardless of the different social systems, in order
to reduce the “external influences” that encourage conflicts and threaten
the security. In contrast to divisions, Yugoslav diplomacy saw Europe as
a “community of independent and equal states.” This goal was to be ful-
filled through bilateral cooperation with European countries, initiatives
within the framework of foreign policy, and willingness to help in over-
coming crisis situations.®

The amount of attention devoted to Europe and European issues
by the President, the government, and parliamentary bodies undoubted-
ly showed that the second half of the 1960s shaped “European policy of
Yugoslavia.”
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Pezume

Jby6ogpar Jumuh

JyrociaBuja u 6e36eaHoCcT y EBponu 60-ux rognHa XX Beka
(momwieay, CTABOBY, MHULIUjaTUBE)

Ancrpakrt: [lutawe Mupa u 6e36eaHocTH ¥ EBponu je 6usio
jeAHO OJf LEeHTpPaJHUX NUTamwa jyrocJOBeHCKe CIOJbHE I0-
JIMTUKe TOKOM lie3zeceTux rogavHa 20. Beka. JyrociaBuyja je
noApKaBajia UHUIMjaTUBE Y I[U/by 00yCTaB/balba U 3a0paHe
HYyKJIeapHHUX Np06a, YHULITeHa 3aCTapesor BOjHOT apceHala,
HellMpera HYKJIEApHOT OpYy:Kja, MOCTH3ama Iy06anHe 6es-
6e/JHOCTH, 3a/1araJa ce 3a npu3Hame rpanuia Ha Oapu u Hucu
Y yKasuBaja Ha NOTpeby NMpHUXBaTama JBe HeMadyKe JpKaBe.
YjaHak je mMcaH Ha OCHOBY jyTOCJOBEHCKUX U COBjeTCKHX
06jaB/beHUX U He0bjaB/beHUX JJOKyMeHaTa U peJieBaHTHE [[0-
Mahe u cTpaHe JiuTepaType.

Ksby4dHe peun: Jyrociasuja, EBpona, CCCP, CA/], XnagHu par,
6e30eJHOCT, HyKJIeapHO OpYy»Kje, HeMayKo NMUTakbe, Jocun bpos

TokoMm mesaecetux roaunHa 20. Beka Ha MehyHapo/JHOj CLieHH je
M0CTOjao BEJIMKU 6pOj MHULUjaTUBA yCMePEHHUX Ka OJipKatby MUpa U CTa-
6uHOCTU. BeslvKe cusie cy McKa3uBaJie HHTEepeC 3a 3aK/byUlBae Nap-
[UjaJIHUX YTOBOPA O KOHTPOJIU HYKJIEapHOT HAaopy»aka, 3al04YeTH Cy
pasroBOpU 0 00yCTaB/bakby M 3a0paHU HYKJIeapHUX NPo6a, YHUIITEHY
3acTapesior BOjHOT apceHasia, HellMpewy HYKJeapHOTr Opy»Kja, MOCTHU-
3amy IJ06anHe 6e36eJHOCTH UT/,. Y TaKBUM YCJI0BHUMA je U jyroc/JOBeH-
CKH BpPX MO3UIIMOHHUPAO CONCTBEHO MUI/beHE, CTABOBE U KOHKPETHE
MHUIMjaTUBEe O TUM Ba)XHUM IHTamUMa €BpOICKe 6yayhHOCTH, cMa-
Tpajyhu fia je co/bHOMOJUTUYKA CTAOUJIHOCT KJ/bYYHU UHTEpeC jyro-
CJIOBEHCKe Jip>KaBe. JyrociaByja je IOYETKOM lie3JeCeTUX UCTULaIa Aa
MOHOBHO Haopy:kaBawe CP Hemauke cMaTpa rpeluikomM, 3ajsarasa ce 3a
npusHame rpaHulle Ha Oapu ¥ HucH, ykasvuBasia Ha MOTPeOy MpPHUXBa-
Tamba /IBe HeMaukKe Jp>aBe, anesioBasaa Ha CAJl u CCCP pa ceqny 3a npe-
roBapayky CTO U KOHCTPYKTUBHO paspellle nocrojehe npobseme. CMa-
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TpaJja je oayyky CCCP-a 0 06HaB/baky HyKJIeapHUX MP0o6a MOrpelHoM.
[Tocne Heycnenux nperoBopa CCCP-a u CA/l-a y ’KeneBy, JyrociaBuja u
CCCP cy 1962. nocTaB/basii 0OCHOBe HOBUX Mehyco6Hux ofaHoca. CymTu-
Ha pas3roBopa TokoM noceta Jleonnzaa bpexmweBa JyrociaBuju U cycpeTta
ca Jocunom bposzom Tutom (24. 9. - 4. 10. 1962) ornenana ce y cTaBy Aa
ce 0JJHOCH MOpajy npofy6/buBaTH Ha pea/lHOj OCHOBH, IOCTENEHO U 6e3
unyauja. Capaamwu ube3egHoctuy EBponu JyrociaBujaje HajiupeKTHHje
JLONPUHOCUJIA U aHTaXKMaHOM Ha baskany. [I[puxBaTuIia je UHULIMjaTUBe
PymyHnuje u Byrapcke na bankas 6y/ie npeTBOpeH y ,30Hy MUpa“, Tj. ,6e3-
aTOMCKY 30HY", Kao /ieo nojuTuke UcTodyHor 6Ji0Ka Jja 61 ce HeyTpaJu-
caJIo 1ocTojakbe 6a3a ca HykJleapHUM Opy»KjeM Ha npoctopy bankaHa u
JazpaHa, aiy je ¥ cKkpeTasia HaXHy Ha HEONXOHOCT YCIOCTaB/bakba LITO
60/bUX OUIATEPATHUX O/HOCA U3MeDhy npkaBa baskaHa. JyrocioBeHcka
MOJINTHKA je 6u/1a KoMnaTu6uaHa nHuujaTuBama us CCCCP-a u Uctou-
HOT 6J10Ka YMjH je IIi/b 6UJI0 cTabUIM30Bakhe NpUu/arKa y EBponu u pema-
Bam€ ,HEMAUYKOT MU Taka“ HAa MUPOJbYOUB HAYUH U Y3 3aK/byYeHe MUPO-
BHOT yTOBOpa KOjy 61 CAHKLIMOHKCA0 NIOCTOjambe ABe HEMAUKe JipKaBe,
peryJsnicao nocebHu craryc 3anagHor bepsivHa, a nuTamwe yjesubemha
Hemauke npenyctuo cnopasymeBawy boHa u bepsinna. TakBu cTaBoBU
Cy U3HOILEHU Y CyCpeTHMa jyroCJI0BEHCKOT Bpxa ca Aeseranujama P He-
mauke, [losbcke, YexocnoBauke U CCCP-a. CBecHa mMoBe3aHOCTH MU Tamba
Mupay EBponu ca cutyanujoM Ha MeguTepany, AeJseranyja JyrocjioBeH-
cKe sidre 3a Mup ce Ha KoHdepeH1Uju npecTaBHUKAa MUPOBHUX IOKpeTa
MeJUTepPaHCKUX 3eMasba, OAPKaHOj 011 5. 710 9.jysa 1964. y Amxupy, 3as10-
»KWJIa 3a JeHyKJeapusanujy MegutepaHa. JyrocJo0BeHCKM aHTa»KMaH Ha
niaHy 6e36eaHocTH y EBponu fo1ao je Ao uspaxaja u fenemopa 1965.
Ha XX 3acezamwy ['eHepanne ckynmTrHe OYH-a. ToM npuMKOM jejHOT/1a-
CHO je ycBOjeHa pesoJyiuja 6p. 2129 ,,Akuiije peruoHaJHOT KapaKkTepa
paau yHanpehemwa g06pocyce/icKUX 0iHOCA Mely eBPOIICKUM Jip>KaBaMa
ca pa3/IMYUTUM APYUITBEHUM CUCTEMHUMA', YUjH je jeJlaH oJ] mpejJara-
ya 6uJ1a U JyrocaaByja. JyrocJ0BeHCKH JUIIJIOMAaTCKU IpeJCTaBHULHY CY
HacTaBWJIM UCTY MOJUTUKY U Ha 3acefjatby MHTepnap/iaMeHTapHe yHUje
O/Ip>KaHOM cpeiuHOM anpuia 1966. y Kamb6epu. Tajia cy faiy MHULMja-
THUBY O OPraHU30Bakby KOHpepeHIuje Yhjyu 61 LiU/b 610 NMpOoLIUpehEe ca-
pazme, 36/1MKemha U y3ajaMHe moMohu Mehy ApKaBaMa ca pa3niUuTUM
JApyuITBeHUM ypeheweM. Ta MHUMLIMjaTHBA je je/lHOT/IacHO puxBaheHa.
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and their Principals be Objective?*

Abstract: One of the first examples of using non-governmental
organizations for creating “humanitarian reasons” in order to
press upon the vulnerable states occurred in the Balkans a cen-
tury ago. The Carnegie Commission on the Causes and Conduct
of the Balkan Wars of 1912-1913 was a group of highly paid
“impartial experts” engaged to investigate and find the results,
which have already been known to the investigation customers.

Key words: Balkan Wars, Carnegie Commission, propaganda
warfare, Violation of war laws

Nowadays, nobody could be surprised by the fact that non-gov-
ernmental organizations are used for creating “humanitarian reasons” in
order to press upon the vulnerable states which are subject to external
influence. Engaging a group of highly paid “impartial experts” to investi-
gate and find the results, which have already been known to the investi-
gation customers, is a common case for modern psychological war, when
any action can be carried out in disguise of heightened concern for hu-

* This article has been written within the framework of the scholarly project Tradition
and Transformation - Historical Heritage and National Identity in Serbia in 20* Centu-
ry (N2 47019), financed by the Ministry of Education, Science and Technological De-
velopment Republic of Serbia.
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man rights, war crimes and crimes against humanity. One of the first ex-
amples of such manipulation occurred in the Balkans a century ago. We
mean the Carnegie Commission on the Causes and Conduct of the Balkan
Wars of 1912-1913.1

In Serbia, the activity of the Commission was estimated by con-
temporaries as a transparent propaganda campaign.? In fact, in Serbia,
the Commission Report is still perceived strictly in the context of military
propaganda.® The Report content was well-studied and was the subject
of many scientific discussions in Serbia.* The global scientific attention
was drawn to the Report after its republication by M. Abramowitz and
G. Kennan in 1993.5 It was critically mentioned by M. Todorova,® and
embraced by others,” such as N. Malcolm, T. Judah, G. Jacquignon, J. Mc-
Carthy, H. Sundhaussen etc.® For example, M. Vikkers wrote “In 1913 an
international committee including three Nobel prizewinners reported

1  International Commission to Inquire into the Causes and Conduct of the Balkan Wars,
(Washington (DC): Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 1914).

2 On what really drove Serbian soldiers and how they treated captured enemies or
civiliansin mass, see: [lparuma Bacuh, ,KapakTep u MeHTa/IUTET je JHOT OKOJbEHHA",
Oda6pana dena, (beorpag;: Altera, 1990); Xenpuk Aureun, Kada ce jedan maau Hapod
6opu 3a scusom, Cpncke sojHuyke npuye, (Beorpaa: Utaka, 1995).

3 Mupocaas CBupyeBuh, ,[Iponaranaa npotus Cpbuje 3a BpeMe baskaHCKUX paToBa
unocie wux 1912-1914. rogune’, Jlemonuc Mamuye cpncke 3/2013.

4 Mune bBjenajayu, ,IlpoBounpame 'XymMaHuTapHe HHTepBeHnuje’ mpoTuB Cpbuje
1913% Baakaucku pamosu 1912-1913: Hoea euberwsa u mymauersa, (Beorpag:
HUcTopujcku MHCTUTYT - UHCTUTYT 3a cTpaTeluke cTyauje, 2013).

5  MortonAbramowitz, Preface,, The Other BalkanWars‘,in: 41913 Carnegie Endowment
Inquiry in Retrospect with a New Introduction and Reflections of the Present Conflict
by George Kennan, (Washington (DC): Carnegie Endowment for International Peace,
1993).

6  Maria Todorova, Imagining the Balkans, (New York: Oxford University Press, 1997).

7  Detailed review of perceptions of the Carnegie Commission’s Report: Igor Despot,
The Balkan Wars in the Eyes of the Warring Parties: Perceptions and Interpretations,
(Bloomington (IN), iUniverce, 2012); Predrag Simi¢, “Balkans and Balkanisation:
Western Perceptions of the Balkans in the Carnegie Commission’s Reports on the
Balkan Wars from 1914. to 1996”, Perceptions, Summer 2013, Volume XVIII, Number
2,113-134;

8  McCarthy Justin, Death and exile: the ethnic cleansing of Ottoman Muslims: 1821~
1922, (Princeton: Darwin press, 1995); Tim Judah, The Serbs: history, myth and the
destructuion of Yugoslavia, (London: Yale University Press, 1997); Noel Malcolm,
Kosovo: a short history, (London: Papermac, 1998); Francois Grumel-Jacquignon,
La Yugoslavie dans la stratégie francaise de I'Entre-deux-Guerres (1918-1935): aux
origines du mythe serbe en France, (Bern: Peter Lang, 1999); Holm Sundhaussen,
Geschichte Serbiens: 19.-21. Jahrhundert, (Wien: Béhlau, 2007).
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from northern Albania...”” As we can see, there were neither three No-
bel prizewinners among the members of the Commission during their
mission in the Balkans, nor have they ever been to northern Albania...
N. Akhund had done some profound research in Carnegie Endowment
archives.!® She noted week points in the Report. In addition, she recog-
nized that some articles from Greece on Bulgarian atrocities and on al-
leged Serbian deeds upon the Albanians, disseminated by Budapest cor-
respondence, reached US and provoked some individuals in New York
and Paris to respond by sending inquiry.

At the beginning of the 20™ century there was an idea that wars
can be completely pushed out from the people’s lives by improving inter-
national laws and creating supranational commissions. The International
conference in Hague became one of the major international attempts to
accomplish that idea. The first such conference was held with the active
participation of the Russian empire in 1899 under the chairmanship of
the Russian Ambassador in Great Britain E. E. Staal and was attended by
26 countries. The second conference took place in 1907 with the partici-
pation of 44 states under the chairmanship of the Russian Ambassador in
France A. I. Nelidov. Neither the existing Pale of settlement, nor pogroms
stopped the Russian Empire from speaking of international humanitari-
an law. Conferences in Hague adopted 16 conventions and 4 declarations
on the ways of war prevention and warfare methods. It is symptomatic
that the third conference did not take place because of the beginning of
the World war in which the majority of the countries - participants of
peace conferences acted on the opposite sides. After the outbreak of the
war, most of conventions and declarations were violated. However, the
adopted conventions and declarations had not been in vain, and were
incorporated in structure of norms of international humanitarian law.
Further, this law had little effect on the behavior of the superpowers in
the warfare (in the period of World War II all participants of the conflict
neglected it), but it became a useful instrument of propaganda giving le-
gality to punishments of weaker and defeated sides. Mass resettlement
of “the hostile people”, practiced in the USSR, or the deliberate bombings
of residential areas carried out by the USA and Great Britain in the years

9  Miranda Vickers, The Albanians: a modern history, (New York: St. Martin’s Press,
London: I. B. Tauris, 1995), 72.

10 Nadine Akhund, “An Unexpected Outcome of the Balkan Wars: The Carnegie Report
of 1913”, baakaHcku pamosgu 1912-1913: Hoea suherwa u mymauersa, (Beorpan:
HUcTopujcku MHCTUTYT - UHCTUTYT 3a cTpaTeluke cTyauje, 2013).
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of World War II have caused only criticism from historians, but were not
publicly acknowledged as violation of the international rights. However,
Arthur Harris who burned the peaceful German civilians in their own
houses in 1942-1945, had already burned civilians of Pakistan and Iraq
in the 1920s, “pacifying” the whole villages by incendiary bombs. At that
time, it had not been officially recognized as a violation of international
humanitarian law. Examples of free interpretation of what is and what is
not a violation of international humanitarian laws can be found in abun-
dance throughout the past 20" century.

However, the idea of international humanitarian law, the idea of
peace commissions, overseeing the humanity of wars and, as far as pos-
sible, preventing war emergence, was extremely popular among the ed-
ucated and technocratic intellectuals, confident in the miraculous power
of progress. One of those intellectuals was the famous Andrew Carne-
gie. An industrialist, financier and philanthropist, supporter of science
and education, pursuing humanitarian and humane aims Carnegie was
an interesting, broad and rather controversial person. Questions of par-
ticipation of A. Carnegie in the backstage history of the Civil War in the
USA and the campaign to wealth (in the conditions of “the wild West”
capitalism which modern English-speaking researchers characterize by
two expressive idioms “robber barons” and “dog-eat-dog”) are far from
our subject. We will not either speak about scandalous tragedies of John-
stown and Homestead. Within our subject the late years of A. Carnegie
life are more interesting, when that naturalized in the USA Scot began
to pay the increasing attention to charity “for the improvement of man-
kind”. At first, a network of free public libraries was organized. In 1895,
the Carnegie Institute in Pittsburgh was founded including a concert hall,
exhibition gallery and the Museum of Natural History. Carnegie Institute
in Washington and Carnegie Hall in New York were established. In total,
A. Carnegie spent the incredible sum of 350 million dollars on charity,
288 million in the USA and the remaining 62 million in establishments
on the territory of the British Empire.!

By the end of his life, A. Carnegie had lost interest in big business,
and decided to fight “for peace in the world”. At that time, Europe was the
center of the world civilization, while the United States were rather far
away from it. The USA was still quite provincial and fond of ideas of iso-
lationism. Carnegie’s ideas presented active steps towards elimination of

11 James A. Mackay, Little Boss: Life of Andrew Carnegie, (Edinbyrgh: Mainstream
Pyblishing, 1997).
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that provincialism. However, his approach to the situation in Europe was
quite peculiar. For example, up to the beginning of World War I, A. Carne-
gie considered the German Kaiser Wilhelm as the most peace-loving and
respectable figure, supporting the consolidation of peace in Europe. So,
on June 8%, 1913, on the occasion of the 25™ anniversary of the reign of
the German Emperor Wilhelm, A. Carnegie “with pleasure and an honor”
published the article “Kaiser Wilhelm II, Peacemaker”!? in the newspaper
The New York Times beginning with the words: “The Civilized World This
Day Bows reverently Before You..” There was only a year left before that
peacemaker together with the other crowned heads of Europe would
give the Royal assent to the unprecedented carnage of the First World
War...

The Carnegie Endowment for International Peace was founded
on November 25, 1910, timed to coincide with the 75th birthday of An-
drew Carnegie. The first president of that Endowment was Elihu Root, a
former United States Secretary of War, which soon (in 1913) was awarded
the Nobel Peace Prize. Like nowadays peacefulness and nonparticipation
in wars were not obligatory for Nobel Peace Prize laureates at all. Radical
reforms were carried out under the leadership of Root in 1899-1904 in
the Ministry of Defense, in the General Staff and in the military education
system (e.g. West Point enlargement) that turned the American military
machine from local instrument into the system capable to operate far
beyond the territory of the USA. Under the leadership of E. Root all fruits
of the Spanish-American War of 1898 were reaped, and the USA became
the “classical” imperialistic state for the first time, having included Cuba,
Guam, Puerto Rico and Philippines in its empire. In 1899-1902 the USA
waged imperialistic war against the Philippine republic. The anti-impe-
rialist league of the USA criticized the cruel suppression of the Philippine
Insurrection. In response, E. Ruth declared that softness could only ex-
tend the crisis.’®* The war against the Moro people in the southern Phil-
ippines (1899-1913) was so fierce that the US military came to the con-
clusion that .38 caliber pistols were insufficient and asked for .45 caliber
pistols for the guaranteed killing of too resolute rebels. It is worth noting
that in that war, which in fact was the first counterinsurgency war against
the local rebel movements abroad for the US, the Sultan of the Ottoman
Empire became the US ally. The Caliph (the head of the Sunni Muslims)

12 Andrew Carnegie, “Kaiser Wilhelm II, Peacemaker”, The New York Times, June 8,1913.
13 James R. Arnold, The Moro War: How America Battled a Myslim Insyrgency in the
Philippine Jyngle, 1902-1913, (London, New York: Bloomsbyry Press, 2011),171-172.
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Abdul Hamid II called the local population and their leaders to obey the
US, so the Americans were strengthened due to the Sultanate of Sulu.’* In
fact, this event promoting strengthening of the American army became
the first major US foreign policy achievement of its own diplomacy, im-
portant for foreign policy of the USA in the Balkans.!® Besides elimination
of threat of jihad against the American troops, the Sultan’s intervention
led to the fact that local Muslims did not support the struggle of the Phil-
ippine republic for independence from the USA. Those events naturally
created the most positive attitude of E. Ruth towards the Ottoman empire
as during his tenure as the US Minister of War in 1899-1904, and later as
State Secretary in the 1905-1909.

In the period of the Balkan Wars the sympathy of A. Carnegie
Endowment management to the Ottoman Empire and Germany'® quite
unambiguously led to vigilance to the Balkan union and especially to
those countries which had no close relations with the central powers.
Many Western European countries vigilantly watched the Ottoman Em-
pire weakening on the Balkans in the result of the Balkan Wars. Citizens
of those countries were also included in the Carnegie Commission that
naturally caused the cautious relation of the Commission to the Balkan
question. The special correspondent of London Times Cyril Campbell
who visited Serbia and Bulgaria in the years of war gave the quintessence
of this interpretation of the Balkan question in his work The Balkan Wars
Drama:

The Balkan Problem originally had nothing what-

ever to do with Turkey. It arose solely and entirely from the

jealousies and rivalries of the minor States and of the two

great protagonists, Austria and Russia.'”

14 Idris Bal, Turkish Foreign Policy in Post Cold War Era, (Boca Raton (Flo.): Brown
Walker Press, 2004), 405-406.

15 John P. Finley, “The Mohammedan Problem in the Philippines”, The Journal of Race
Development, Vol. 5, No. 4 (Apr, 1915), 353-363.

16 Those sympathies disappeared after the beginning of the World War I, when the
USA interests became opposed to the interests of the Central Powers and their
allies. A special importance was given to the Root commission in Russia in 1917,
which had the aim to support the active participation of Russia in the war as both
the Tsarist government and the Bolsheviks obviously did not want to take part in
the world massacre any longer and were looking for the way to the separate peace.
The American peacekeepers preferred the position of the provisional government
which was actively seeking to continue the war. David Mayers, The Ambassadors and
America’s Soviet Policy, (London: Oxford University Press, 1977), 67-80.

17 Cyril Campbell, The Balkan Wars Drama, (New York: McBride, Nast & Co., 1913), 3-4.
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Such views on the events of the Balkan Wars were natural for
the Western European countries, reasonably perceiving Reconquista,
Charles Martel’s activities and the Battle on the Catalaunian Fields as
long-forgotten relics of the Middle Ages. But for the Balkan people and
for the closest European neighbors of the Ottoman Empire (Austria and
Russia) the battle with the green banner of Islam and defense of broth-
ers in faith under the power of Muslims were not so remote past. Unlike
the British, French, Belgians and Americans, these people have not con-
sidered colonial interests in wars with Muslims as dominant. That is
why the report of the Balkan Commission of Inquiry (the International
Commission to Inquire into the Causes and Conduct of the Balkan Wars)
which, in addition, did not have any official status, couldn’t be attractive
or objective in the opinion of the Serbian government or citizens. It is
worth noting that the general vigilance towards the unknown media
was promoted by the active information and propaganda operations
developing in parallel with the Balkan Wars. Educated contemporaries
of the Balkan Wars were acutely aware that

...the first and primary object of a belligerent nation

is to try and convince the world that the enemy is using or

planning to use every dirty underhand trick which could be

devised by the human brain. To disseminate this news the
agents or representatives of that nation do not hesitate to

make use of the Press of a neutral and supposedly impartial

people, a Press which in many cases is represented locally by

those who have the very best reasons for not being impartial

themselves.'®

In those circumstances, the role of a Russia’s representative
in the Commission increased since he could (or could not) become a
bridge to the perception of the whole Commission as a board, deprived
of bright anti-Serbian coloring though a self-proclaimed one. Unfortu-
nately, it is necessary to state that P. N. Milyukov failed to become such
a bridge. Moreover, in fact he was perceived in Belgrade as a negative
marker of the entire Commission. The Commission activities were ap-
preciated in Belgrade through the prism of Milyukov image. Therefore,
it is necessary to say something about this Russian scientist, politician
and public figure.

18 Ibid., 181.
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A descendant of a noble but impoverished family, a graduate of
the Moscow University Pavel Nikolaevich Milyukov was a person of nat-
ural humanitarian talents. In 1877, he finished the 1-st Moscow gram-
mar school with honours, many other stars of Russian historical science
(e.g., M. P. Pogodin, S. M. Solov’ev) also finished that school. Studying at
the faculty of history and philology of the Moscow University, the oldest
university in Russia, became natural continuation of his education. As
well as any humanitarian, young Milyukov kept abreast of current social
trends. While studying at the grammar school, Milyukov was a mem-
ber of Slavophile society, and in the period of the Russian-Turkish war of
1877-1878 he even went to the Caucasus for three months during his
summer holidays, where he helped to keep records of the Moscow san-
itary unit. According to the spirit of the time, the student P. N. Milyukov
passed from reading of Slavophiles’ books (K. Aksakov and N. Danilevs-
kiy) to the slight left opposition and reading of liberal literature. He was
expelled from the university for taking part in student riots, had to in-
terrupt his studying and went to Italy for the academic trip, but later he
was readmitted and allowed to take his degree. In spite of all these trou-
bles in 1883 Milyukov received a certificate of good behavior and excel-
lent success. The dean of the faculty, the well-known historian - slavicist
Nil Popov and the famous historian - specialist in the Russian history
V. O. Kliuchevskiy recommended toemploy P. N. Milyukov as an assistant
professor at the faculty. Slightly liberal and oppositional political views
were useful for an academic career in the imperial Russia.!® But at that
moment the idyllic path from an assistant professor to full professor’s
chair was interrupted by some unforeseen obstacles. Whether it was a
classical academic quarrel between V. O. Kliuchevskiy and P. N. Milyukov
(who had allegedly incited students to lampoon the aged colleague), or
whether there was an unfortunate set of circumstances, but the cup of
the authorities’ patience was overflowed and some slightly opposition-
al hints of Milyukov at his next public lecture were considered to have
definite political intentions.?? The career of the promising assistant
professor was destroyed - he was fired from the Moscow University and
banned from living in the capitals (university cities). Of course, it was
not the end of his academic career, but the career was slowed. Having
to leave the university students, the exciting passion of public work and

19 Anekcangp B. MakymuH, [laBen A. Tpu6yHckui, [lagesa Hukosnaeguu Muaiokos: mpydsl u
OHu (1859-1904), (Psi3anb: YactHeii usp. I1. A. TpubyHckwuii, 2001), 20-104.
20 Ibid., 130-150.
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the heady energy of social activity, and admiring girl students, was hard
for the successful associate professor in the prime of his life. Milyukov
has gone to provincial Ryazan’ where he felt extremely bored despite
all his attempts to apply his knowledge and talents. He vainly tried to
justify himself and to prove his loyalty to the authorities, addressing the
Ministry of Internal Affairs. With the help of his friends, Milyukov tried
to refute charges of his political influence on students. As a result, No-
vember 6%, 1896 the case was decided in administrative proceedings
and Milyukov was sentenced to the expulsion beyond capitals and uni-
versity cities for two years. At that period, P. N. Milyukov was lucky to get
a nice chance to escape from the provincial environment - he received
the invitation to lecture at the Higher School in Sofia. So, the assistant
professor left the drowsy Ryazan’, acquired the exit visa and hurried
to Bulgaria. In 1897 his wife and two young children joined. Milyukov
plunged into the Balkan world at the turning point of the history of the
Balkans (however, the turning points are characteristic of local history).
Bulgaria renewed and strengthened relations with Russia in 1896, after
a decade of conflict under the rule of St. Stambolov. The heir apparent
Boris converted to Orthodoxy, amnesty of Russophile emigrants was
carried out; Russia restored full diplomatic relations with Bulgaria. At
the same time, in Serbia, certain events were cooling the communication
with Russia - the persecutions of the radicals, the return of the king Mi-
lan, whose behavior towards his spouse and his country caused a strong
aversion of the public opinion in Russia.

In those circumstances, the arrival of Milyukov to Sofia became
his benefit. Actually, P. N. Miliyukov could not have read a course of lec-
tures up to the end at the higher school, so he started reading them in
Russian. Soon, at the insistence of the Russian Embassy, he was dismissed
from the University for the demonstrative refusal to participate in the re-
ception, devoted to the Emperor’s birthday, and for inciting the students
to anti-Russian actions. But according to the terms of the contract, within
a year he continued to receive payment at a rate much exceeding salary
of a regular Bulgarian professor. In addition to the solution of his finan-
cial problems, Milyukov found the friendly intellectual environment in
Bulgaria. The scholar, expelled from his native school, was warmly wel-
comed by I. Shishmanov, A. Malinov, P. Karavelov, L. Miletich, I. Georgov.
Sympathies for Russia along with the hostility to the Russian officialdom
were typical for the left intellectual environment in Sofia, which obvi-
ously favorably impressed Milyukov. On the other hand, sharp nationalist
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feelings concerning the Bulgarian interests in Macedonia and hostility
to the Serbs could not but enter the cognitive map of the scientist.** The
best proof of the importance of “Bulgarian motives” in the Milyukov’s
views could be an event that occurred with this elderly scientist at the
end of his active political and academic career. On Milyukov’s 70" anni-
versary the Bulgarian government presented him with a generous cash
reward of 270 thousand Bulgarian levs, which allowed him to buy a villa
in the south of France to spend there the last years of his life.??

In his articles and scientific papers P. N. Milyukov was more
and more biased in assessing the developments in Macedonia, which
could not escape from the eyes of those readers who did not share his
views.? The peak of this bias were, of course, the cartographic works
of Milyukov, among them a Boué’s map which Henry Robert Wilkinson
called the best specimen of “the pro-Bulgarian propaganda” and whose
distribution was later put to good use by the Bulgarian ‘revisionists’.

His map was incorporated, for example, in P. Milyu-

kov’s pro-Bulgarian work on ethnographic maps published

in 1900, and it formed part of D. Rizov’s atlas produced in

Berlin in 1917. Indeed, Boué’s map put the Bulgarian case in

such a favorable light that in 1918 A. Belié, the distinguished

professor of Slavonic languages at Belgrade, was forced to

make Boué’s map the subject of a special article, in which he

endeavored to explain away the pro-Bulgarian views adopt-

ed by the latter.**

Another Bulgarian propagandist map (Kancev’s map) was in-
cluded by P. Milyukov in the atlas in 1900 and later in the Carnegie Re-
port, Inquiry into the Causes of the Balkan Wars (1914).

21 TIaBen H. MuniokoB, Bocnomunanus (1859-1917), (Mocksa: Ilonutuszar, 1991),
125-135.

22 Pycckoe 3apy6eixcve. 3onomasi kHuza amuepayuu. Ilepsass mpemov XX eeka.
JHyukaoneduveckull  6uozpaguueckuii  caoeapb, (MockBa:  Poccuiickas
MOJINTHYeCKast SHIUKIoneaus1, 1997),415-417.

23 IlaBen H. Muiiokos, ,Ilucema u3 Makegouuu®, Pycckue sedomocmu, 1898-1899;
[laBen H. Muniokos, W3 noe3gku B Makenonuto (EBpomelickas gunioMaTus u
MakeZoHCKUH Bompoc)“, Becmuuk Egponwi, 1899, Ne 5; [Iamb amuozpaguueckux
kapm MakedoHuu ¢ mekcmom II. H. Musawkosa, (Cankr-IleTepbypr: U3ganue
[lIkonpHOM KapTonewyaTHu, 1900).

24 Henry R. Wilkinson, Maps and Politics: A Review of the Ethnographic Cartography of
Macedonia, (Liverpool: University Press, 1951), 39.
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In both cases it represented the official Bulgarian
view of ethnic conditions in Macedonia. In the first place it
re-emphasized Bulgaria’s traditional rights in Macedonia,
and secondly it gave weight to the idea that the Albanians
were the most important minority in the north and west.?

In this case, it certainly did not mean any kind of “love” for Bul-
garia. It is more likely that Milyukov, in “his westernized denial of nation-
alism have lost the interest in the Slavic communication at all.” After a
year of living in Sofia, Milyukov wrote: “My respectable colleagues have
managed to poison my stay here so, that the insistence of the agent [con-
cerning Milyukov’s dismissal from the University of Sofia - A. T] is a kind
of coup de grace”. In a quick temper he exclaimed that “after a year of
contacts with Bulgarian brothers he would not regret at all if he had to
liquidate all his affairs here”. His wife, A. S. Milyukova, made even more
categorical statement and spoke about the harmful influence of “the Bul-
garian spirit on local Russian women as there they became callous, self-
ish and self-serving.”2¢

Actually, the Milyukov’s choice of the Balkan country which he
“supported” had not been caused by definite profound knowledge or his
own preferences. It is possible to state that Milyukov just made a contra-
ry choice, as in his own words, the official policy of Russia emphasized
the importance of Slavic question with special emphasis on Serbia. The
pejorative characteristic given by Milyukov to new Russian Minister of
Foreign Affairs S. D. Sazonov is eloquent and revealing:

In the Slavic question, as I could see later in personal
intercourse, he held the official views of that time and was
entirely in the hands of the old politicians of the same type as
our representative in Belgrade Hartwig, an ardent fanatic of
Slavophile tradition. Sazonov shared, of course, the one-sid-
ed preference for the Serbians - Russian old clients to new -
the Bulgarians, and the faith in safety of Russian prestige in
the Balkans, and the traditional view of the providential role
of Russia among the Slavic peoples .”’

At the same time, in Milyukov’s opinion, the largest part of ruling
Russian elite of the early 20" century and Nicholas II himself regarded

25 Ibid.,131.
26 MakywmuH, TpubyHckui, [lasen Hukonaesuy Musiokos, 186,191, 193.
27 MwurokoB, Bocnomunanus, 347-348.
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Bulgaria attentively, negatively estimating its monarch Ferdinand.?® In
those circumstances it was natural that Milyukov (as well as many oth-
er Russian oppositional liberal politicians) looked at the situation in the
Balkans from the absolutely opposite point of view. Undoubtedly, his con-
tacts with the official Bulgarian institutes, with the Macedonian pro-Bul-
garian revolutionaries and komits before the Balkan Wars and during the
First Balkan War, his active pro-Bulgarian position made the figure of Mi-
lyukov quite unsuitable for objective investigation of the situation during
the Balkan Wars.? The objectivity of Milyukov was unlikely strengthened
by the fact that his trip to the Balkans during World War I was initiated
by his “old friend Charles Crane, the usual admirer of old cultures and
the supporter of the liberated peoples. It was later said that he had giv-
en financial support to the Albanians...”3® Milyukov’s trip took place just
in connection with the Albanian Uprising. The figure of Charles Crane
is not less interesting than A. Carnegie or E. Ruth. He was an American
millionaire, who had great interest in politics and international affairs.
Crane had already materially supported Milyukov earlier. In the frame of
this work we would only state that Crane gave active financial support
for lecturing at the University of Chicago not only to Milyukov, but also to
M. M. Kovalevskiy and Thomas Masaryk. He took part in the mission of
Ruth in Russia in 1917-1918, visited the East Europe and Russia many
times. However, affection for “the enslaved people,” impressions of the
Russian revolution and sympathy for Muslims drove him to open anti-Se-
mitic views.3!

This detailed insight into the biography of Milyukov is neces-
sary here not only because Serbia perceived activities of the Commission
on the basis of attitude to Milyukov as an obviously biased figure, but
also because his personality was essential in the work of the Commis-
sion. Naturally, Milyukov was known in the Balkans as a bias politician,
which ensured him a positive attitude in Bulgaria, but hostility in Serbia
and Greece, as he later recalled.?? At the beginning of June 1913, Serbian
newspapers published some articles under the expressive titles describ-
ing ,daring attacks of a person who received money from the Bulgari-

28 Ibid., 356.

29 Ibid., 135, 356.

30 Ibid,351.

31 Erik Larson, In the Garden of Beasts: Love, Terror, and an American Family in Hitler’s
Berlin, (New York: Crown Pyblishing Groyp, 2011), 38-39.

32 MwokoB, BocnomunaHus, 353.
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ans“* Interestingly, the information about the Bulgarian attack on Ser-
bian army at night of June 11-12, 1913 was published on the same page
with one of such articles, where Milyukov was mentioned in the same
context of “Bulgarian mercenary.” The article was retelling the report of
Count Bobrinsky about Milyukov’s speech, which stated that “Milyuk-
ov adhered to the Bulgarian point of view in the narrowest sense of the
word,” that “Milyukov’s speech was very good advocating summary of
the Bulgarian views and the Bulgarian interests,” and that his apology for
Albania as the safe country for the stability of the Balkans was question-
able.*

According to the recollections of Milyukov, four persons really
participated in the activities of the Commission

..the old man Dutton, a venerable teacher, a profes-

sor at Columbia University; deputy chairman Godard, a live-

ly energetic and dedicated man; and the two of us, Brailsford

and me, the only real members of the Commission familiar

with the aspirations and languages of the Balkan peoples.®

Who was that Brailsford? Henry Noel Brailsford was an Eng-
lish journalist, who had visited the Balkans at the time of major con-
flicts in 1897,%¢ after the events of 1903 he wrote about the Bulgarian
komits’ activities in the European part of Turkey with sympathy. In 1906
he published the book on Macedonia which in fact demonstrated close
to Milyukov’s sympathies in the Balkans question, but in slightly more
extremist expressions.3” In October 1904 Brailsford was a mediator in
buying British passports for members of Socialist Party, terrorists Boris
Savinkov and Maximillian Schweitzer. Having arrived with the English
passport to St. Petersburg, Schweitzer was engaged in preparation of the
explosive devices intended for terrorist attacks. On March 11, 1905 the
spontaneous explosion in the hotel killed Schweitzer and broke his body
into pieces. Fortunately, there were no victims among hotel guests and
employees. Upon the demand of the Russian government, England start-
ed investigation of Brailsford activities, but he got off with only a 100
pounds penalty for forgery. In May 1907, Brailsford helped fund-raising

33 AnonuMm,,MubykoB npotus Cp6wuje’, [Ipasda, 55, 8. 6.1913, 2.

34 Anonwmwm, ,JoBop rpada Bobpunckor, [Ipasda, 160, 13.6.1913, 2.

35 MutrokoB, Bocnomunanus, 361.

36 HenryN.Brailsford, The Broom ofthe War-god: A Novel, (London: William Heinemann,
1898).

37 Henry N. Brailsford, Macedonia; its races and their future, (New York: Arno Press,
1906).
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for the organization of the V Congress of the Russian Social Democratic
Labour Party in London. It is interesting that in the years of World War
[ Brailsford was not just a left pacifist, but adhered to the pro-German
views. In the interwar period, he actively criticized the Versailles system
and sympathized with the USSR, but abandoned these sympathies after
the beginning of the Soviet-Finland war.®

The arrival of the Commission to Serbia was described in the
memoirs of the first Secretary of the Russian mission in Belgrade Vasiliy
Nikolayevich Shtrandtman, who did not like the Russian Ambassador in Bel-
grade Nicholas Genrikhovich Hartwig and was rather an objective author
that added credibility to his perception of the occurring events.** Judging by
these memoirs, the arrival of “a faithful devotee of Bulgaria Milyukov” to
Serbia as a member of an international public commission was a well-
known and unpleasant event which the Russian diplomatic mission had
tried to prevent in any possible way because it threatened to turn into
a scandal. Before the arrival of the Commission, any data on war crimes
committed by Serbs were qualified as malicious slander and hostile prop-
aganda. However, the attempts to prevent the arrival of P. N. Milyukov
through the Russian Ambassador in Paris A. P. Izvolsky were not made
at all or were not successful. In Serbia, the information about the Com-
mission’s work was published on August, 8 (21).*° In Serbian press the
Commission was called “a Parisian commission on investigation of the
Bulgarian crimes,” its activity was not perceived hostilely and the only
name mentioned was the envoy of Reichsrat, the Austrian professor Josef
Redlich.*

The members of the Commission arrived to Belgrade by August
10 (23), 1913. The Serbian press immediately informed the readers
about that event.*? Next day after the arrival, P. N. Milyukov had a sharp
conversation with the ambassador who criticized him for his speech in
the State Duma, which had been far from objectivity and contained at-
tacks to N. G. Hartwig himself. The Ambassador also notified Milyukov

38 Fred M. Leventhal, The Last Dissenter: H. N. Brailsford and His World, (Oxford:
Clarednon Press, 1985); Bopuc B. CaBuHkOB, BocnomuHaHus meppopucma,
(Jlenunrpag; Jlenuszat, 1990).

39 Bacuauii H.lllTpanarman, baskaHckue eocnomunanusi, (MockBa: KHmxHuna, 2014),
205.

40 Awnonwuwm, Mcrparay Mahegonwuju’, [loaumuka, 3437,8.8.1913, 3.

41 It was mentioned that Austro-Hungarian government denied permission for his
traval to the Balkans.

42 Anonwmwm, Mcrparay Mahegonuju*, [loaumuka, 3441,12.8.1913, 3.
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about the undesirability of his stay in the country because “Serbians did
not wish to deal with him, did not trust him at all... Pasi¢ would not meet
him.” Thus, the Commission did not work in Serbia as the result of public
and government obstruction. That was actually due to Milyukov, whom
local public opinion perceived as the enemy of Serbia. It is worth noting
that N. Pasi¢ agreed to meet with the members of the Commission under
the condition that Milyukov was not present at the meeting, as the Ser-
bian government refused to collaborate with him. But the Commission
denied that proposal and decided to leave Serbia.

On the eve of the Commission departure, in the evening of August
12% (25%), an even more unpleasant incident occurred at the restaurant
of the luxurious hotel “Moscow” belonging to the Russian insurance com-
pany “Russia” where the members of the Commission were accommo-
dated. Milyukov recollected later:

We were sitting downstairs at the restaurant; the
protesters, mostly patriotic youth, gathered around us at

the separate tables. A sign was given and rough shouts and

sharp speeches sounded to the address of “the enemy” of Ser-

bia... I felt bitterness of undeserved insult and impossibility

to explain anything to that youth... In the early morning all

of us left for Thessaloniki. It was my last visit to Belgrade.*?

That very unpleasant incident was described by the Serbian press
with great pleasure. In a special article they informed their readers that

The famous slanderer of the Serbian people Mi-
lyukov was thrown out from the hotel “Moscow”. When he
appeared in the hotel “Moscow” after his dinner, the public

began to whistle and demand that Milyukov clear off. As a

result Milyukov went to his room and had to leave in the

morning.**

This incident was so unpleasant, unexpected and humiliating for
Milyukov that in his memoirs, trying to create an image of objectivity in
his relations with Serbia, he remembered some Serbian friends who had
come to say goodbye to him in the hotel and hotly stood up in his pro-
tection during the demarche. According to P. N. Milyukov, he was saved
by a “Montenegrin Venovi¢” with “Professor Ljuba Jovanovi¢” also being
present there.** In his memoirs, V. N. Shtrandtman clarified the situation.

43 MwunwkoB, BocnomuHaHus, 361.
44  Anonwuwm, ,M36auen MusmykoB®, [Ipasda, 221,13.8.1913, 3.
45 MwuokoB, BocnomunaHus, 361.
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According to his information, the hapless visitant expert on the Balkans
was saved by
an appointed by N. Pasi¢ official of the Ministry of

Foreign Affairs Cemovié, whose task was to warn Milyukov

about possible hostile actions of military and youth in case

of his public appearances in the restaurants or in the streets.

In the evening on August 25, in the presence of Cemovic¢ and

the former minister Ljuba Stojanovié... a group of protesters

approached them at restaurant “Moscow’”. One of the pro-

testers began to read aloud the spiteful Milyukov’s article
about Serbia, and then they all together in chorus demanded

his removal from Belgrade. Cemovic¢ tried to calm the crowd,

meanwhile Milyukov managed to leave the hall.*®

In fact it is clear that the rescuer was not any friend from Mon-
tenegro, but a Serbian diplomatic official, who tried to prevent an ob-
jectionable scandal that could have happened if a citizen of Russia, the
deputy of Duma, had been beaten in the friendly city of Belgrade. V. N.
Shtrandtman stated that N. Pasi¢ regretted the incident, but

did not feel himself responsible for it because Milyu-

kov had been warned. Needless to say that Pasi¢ had no con-

fidence in him and could not feel any confidence, knowing

how biased and tendentious Milyukov was in transforming

his, Pasi¢’s, words ... i.e. lied.*’

Echoing the official line, the Serbian press expressed hostility
towards P. N. Milyukov, but condemned a spontaneous act of the youth
incited by “Solarovi¢” who had collected young men that surely would
have punched the Moscow expert “if some serious people had not inter-
fered.”*® Obviously, that unique for traditionally Russophile Serbia inci-
dent concerned the public and a week later the Serbian press hurried to
inform its readers about the reaction of one of the Russian newspapers
to the incident in the article, beginning with the expressive statement “It
served him right!”#°

After the departure of the Commission members, Serbian semi-of-
ficial press specified the opinion of the Serbian government and society

46 llTpanarMmaH, basakaHckue gocnomuHanus, 206.

47 Ibid.

48 Anonwuwm, ,Hanag Ha MusbykoBa”, Beueprse Hosocmu, 215,13.8.1913, 2.
49 B[p6aBa]-u,,Pycu o MubykoBy*, Beueprbe Hosocmu, 221,19.8.1913, 1.
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about the Commission in general.>® The article was published on the first
page as an editorial that gave it more importance. The article emphasized
the unacceptability of the Commission due to the inclusion of Milyukov
and connected the Commission activity with the aspirations of “the ene-
mies of the Balkan independence, and in the first place of Austria-Hunga-
ry, who has been deceived in their expectations”, and whose press eagerly
relished the Bulgarian propaganda. The author of the article did not name
other beneficiaries of the Commission activity. However, it was stressed
that Serbia should express its negative attitude not only to the most un-
sympathetic member of the commission (P. N. Milyukov), but also to the
Commission work in general. The popular newspaper Politika informed
its readers about the details of the short-term stay of Carnegie Commis-
sion in Serbia. The author of the article reported that the Commission had
not been accepted either by the King or by Pasi¢, but only by the Chief of
the Secretariat of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs D. Stefanovié. He warned
the Commission members that P. N. Milyukov was an obviously preju-
diced person, who had been acting as the biased man for many years, and
could not hope for any cooperation with official authorities of Serbia as he
“would not be able to judge impartially”. At the same time the author of
the article referred to the French Le Temps which doubted the objectivity
of the second expert in the Balkans from the Commission, H. N. Brailsford
who “had been playing the part of a systematic defender for ten years if
not to tell the semi-official lawyer of the Bulgarian views before the English
public”®! With great pleasure, the Politika continued the theme of the Com-
mission in the following issue. Reporting that Professor Redlich could not
have participated in the work of the Commission, the newspaper assumed
that he had “renounced the society of Milyukov and Brailsford”>? Milyukov
discrediting the work of the whole Commission was unacceptable and also
underlined by the radical party newspaper Samouprava.>

Nevertheless, P. N. Milyukov whose views had been “warmed up”
by a meeting in Belgrade, according to his Memoirs, had done half of work
of the Commission on collecting data (about the Serbian-Greek-Bulgari-
an relations in Macedonia) while H. N. Brailsford got the Greek-Turkish
part. P. N. Milyukov claimed that he had written also not less than a quar-
ter of the final text of the report.

50 Anonwmwm,,KapHeyujeBa komucuja“, [Ilpasda, 223,15.8.1913, 1.

51 AnonuwM, ,MubykoB 1 KoMnaHwuja“, [loaumuka, 3442,13.8.1913, 3.
52 Anonuwm, Hctparay Mahenouunju, lloasumuka, 3444, 15.8.1913, 2.
53 Anonwmm, ,I. MumykoB - mapkupan!, Camoynpaea, 185,13.8.1913, 1.
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Serbian newspapers gladly relished the details of the boycott
towards P. N. Milyukov throughout his way. The Serbian media empha-
sized that in Skopje nobody wanted to see Milyukov nor even talk to him,
“except the holder of an inn where he was staying, and the chief of the
railway station who had told him the departure time of the train to Thes-
saloniki.”>* The Serbian press called Milyukov a “hostile to the Serbian
people Slav” and continued to remind the public about his actions and
words before and during the conflict with Bulgarians.>

At the same time, not only the Serbs but also Greeks (following
the advice of Belgrade and Paris) demonstrated hostility to Milyukov up
to the full boycott of his person because of his pronounced pro-Bulgarian
point of view.

As early as on August 18", the Thessaloniki governor
transferred the Commission the order to leave Thessaloniki.

I was also mentioned there; but the main Greece “enemy”

happened to be Brailsford, a participant of the struggle for

the Crete liberation and the person objectionable to the

Athenian government.*®

The Belgrade newspapers wrote about the British journalist in
details, specifying the charges in publishing pro-Bulgarian articles and
the membership in Bulgarophile Balkan Committee in London.’

Apparently, it was known in Athens, and that was the reason why
H. N. Brailsford prudently did not go there. In Athens, P. N. Milyukov was
also thrown out from the hotel almost immediately after the article in
the press informing the readers that the notorious “enemy of Greece”
had arrived to Piraeus. However, according to his memoirs, P. N. Milyuk-
ov spent even those few days not in vain but for “the tourist purposes.”
Watching those events, Serbian media reported briefly that the Greek
government did not express any confidence in P. N. Milyukov either, and
as the Commission insisted on his participation, the government refused
to cooperate with the Commission at all. The author of the article in Poli-
tika regarded boycotting Milyukov in Greece as the “event forcing to per-
ceive the work of the Commission as absolutely valueless.”*® Diminishing

54 AnonuwMm, ,MubykoBy Conyny*, Ilpasda, 225,17.8.1913, 3.

55 Bp6asan, ,MusbykoB“, Beueproe Hogocmu, 219,17.8.1913, 1.

56 MuwutokoB, Bocnomunatusi, 361-363.

57 Anonuwm, ,CBupencrtBa Ha bankany*, Beueproe Hogocmu, 226,24.8.1913, 2.
58 AnonuwMm, ,MusbykoBy I'pukoj”, l[Toaumuxka, 3448, 19.8.1913, 2.
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the value of Commission’s work became a commonplace in other Serbian
editions too.>’

But that apparently seemed not enough, so the Serbian news-
papers published one more article subtitled “Now we see what kind of
investigation was in Macedonia!” Retelling the article of the Le Temps
correspondent from Solun, the author explained in detail the double
standards and the pro-Bulgarian point of view of Milyukov and Brails-
ford. He opposed their views to the positions of Godard and S. Dutton
who had no prejudices about the Balkans before the arrival. The article
mentioned also Milyukov’s attempts to discredit the French commission
which had already visited Macedonia to investigate the events. The hor-
rible statement was attributed to H. N. Brailsford, that “he will believe in
the Bulgarian atrocities only if some mutilated corpses are shown to him
and brothers or sisters of the dead people testify that they are the victims
of Bulgarians.” It was also reported that Milyukov, looking at pictures of
Bulgarian komits, participants of the atrocities, exclaimed: “But I do not
see a single familiar face here!”®® At the same time, the official Serbian
position remained unchanged. As it was formulated by the State press
bureau:

The Serbian government declares categorically that

it is not against the idea of a commission of inquiry, but the

opposite - its purpose is the investigation (...) if the work of

the commission has failed, it is because one of its members

is an open enemy of Serbia and Greece, which is known for

what he wrote and did.®!

After that failure, Milyukov left Greece for Turkey where Me-
hmed Talaad-Pasha was the Minister of Internal Affairs. He was one of
Milyukov’s old friends from the circle of ,Young Turks“ After fruitful
work on collecting the information in Turkey, Milyukov left Istanbul for
Sofia where he could finish collecting the data which served as a basis for
writing the chapters of the Commission Report.

In fact, only in Turkey and Bulgaria members of the Commission
were accepted at the highest governmental and public levels. Both coun-
tries supplied the Commission with large quantity of the propaganda
material. But the Bulgarian information naturally dominated. As Milyuk-
ov stated in his Memoirs, the personal car of the Minister of Internal Af-

59 Anonuwm, ,MebhyHapogHa koMucuja 3a mup“, Camoynpaea, 189,19.8.1913, 2.
60 AnonuMm, ,MumykoBy Conyny*, lloaumuka, 3451,22.8.1913, 2.
61 AHoHuM, ,Uctpara cBupencraBa“, Beueproe Hogocmu, 227,26.8.1913, 2.
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fairs of Turkey with an adjutant drove him to the border of Bulgaria and
Turkey, where the assistant professor took the train specially sent for
him. Milyukov’s version of those events was contradicted by the Serbian
article which reported that “a notorious Serb-hater” had went incognito
through Ni$ on September 29%, 1913.%? In Bulgaria, the Commission was
working from August 315 to September 10" when its members breathed
a sigh of relief and left for Paris. The Bulgarian government strongly
supported activity of the Commission in every possible way both at the
internal, and at the international level, that was emphasized by the Ser-
bian press at every opportunity, publishing foreign messages on this sub-
ject.s3

P. N. Milyukov recalled:

... in Sofia, our work was arranged quite differently

than in three other countries we visited. We were official-

ly and solemnly recognized, but even the Bulgarians, who

were the first to raise the question about the investigation of

“atrocities’, did not expect our arrival and had not prepared

the material for us. And I have to admit, all this preparation

was made completely impartial and non-party... A large part

of the documents and testimony had been prepared for us

beforehand; the other part was delivered immediately upon

our request. Preparatory work was mainly made by my old

friend Professor Miletich and I could not have the slightest

doubt in his absolute honesty and conscientiousness...%*

No need to comment, indeed!®> No objective researcher can be-
lieve in objectivity of “information” collected by one of the conflict parts
during the military actions or just after their end. There are little useful
information for objective historian in the Report. This limited amount

62 AnonuM, ,MumykoBy Humy" IIpasda, 239,31.8.1913, 2.

63 AnonuM, ,CBupencrtBa Ha bankany*, Beueproe Hogocmu, 229,29.8.1913, 2.

64 MuntokoB, Bocnomunanus, 363-364.

65 Maybe only the personality of L. Mileti¢ who acted on behalf of Bulgarian cause
requires some additional notes. He was a son of Djordje Mileti¢ native brother of
Serbian politician Svetozar Mileti¢. Once, Serbian government sent him to Stip to run
a Serbian school. He shifted his Serbian attitude and affiliation for Bulgarian one. His
son soon became more ardent Bulgarian nationalist than his father was. He was a
famous author of political pamphlets, “applicated” historian. /lro6oMup MuseTuy oT
Illun, Bapdapcka Makedonus — ['psykume sxcecmokocmu 8 MakedoHust npe3 I'psyko-
6ss12apckama eotiHa, (Codust: JbpxaBHa nedyatHuna, 1913); JTrio6omup Musetny,
Pazopenuemo Ha mpakutickume 6sa2apu npe3 1913 2z00una, beazapcka akademus Ha
Haykume, (Codus: I'pprkaBHa neyaTHuna, 1918).
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of data could be, in the light of posterior sources, regarded as valid (for
instance the part (VI) on Economics Results of the Balkan Wars or list-
ed (official) documents in Appendix H or others in relation to previous
chapters). The Serbian press immediately reported about the Commis-
sion arrival to Sofia and briefly informed that on the 1% of September,
the members of the Carnegie Commission had come to Sofia and began
working “in hands of impartial Bulgarians.”®® The Serbian newspaper
Politika continued its virtual discussion with Carnegie’s Commission
by the publication of five Bulgarian documents with annotations and
with sarcastic comments that meanwhile as such documents were being
found in the trophies, “the Carnegie Commission, expelled from Serbia
and Greece, conducted investigation in Sofia against Serbians and Greeks
in favor of Bulgarians.”®’

Hostility towards the Commission was expressed even in poetic
form. In the poem “Reliable Expedition” in Pravda the anonymous author
noticed with irony that after the activities of the Carnegie Commission in
investigation of crimes, it is necessary to investigate crimes of Milyukov
in the Balkans.®® The editorial in Politika was to become the final volley
of the cannonade of the Serbian press to the Carnegie Commission. The
anonymous author called the Commission arrival to Sofia “the last act of
the comedy”, once again expressed doubts in both its experts (P. N. Mily-
ukov and H. N. Brailsford whom he called “Milyukov for Greece”), men-
tioned disagreements between them and the “uninformed members of
the commission” and rhetorically asked a question how much it was pos-
sible to trust members of the commission who had been expelled from
everywhere except Sofia where they would collect all evidence.®® After
this devastating text, it was necessary to report shortly that the Carnegie
Commission members left the Balkans and that was done.”®

And yet, the incident with the Commission had a scandal contin-
uation. It was connected with the name of Samson Chernov,’! a Jewish
photographer and cameraman, a Russian citizen, a talented film artist
and journalist, whose works were published in Russia and in France. His
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abundant photo-reports about the period of the Balkan Wars were used
not only in newspapers but also as photo exhibitions about the events.
His pro-Serbian point of view was beyond any doubts, he demonstrated
his views in public lectures and documentary articles about the Balkan
wars. Probably, journalist Chernov, as well as assistant professor Milyu-
kov, was also on the “salary”, but in Belgrade, not in Sofia. According to
S. Chernov, during his stay in Paris in the fall of 1913, Milyukov addressed
him with the request to have a meeting. When they met, Milyukov sug-
gested S. Chernov to pass all his notes and photos under a condition of
full transfer of rights, i.e. the actual termination of their public use, their
selections and destruction of “unnecessary” photos and material by P. N.
Milyukov. S. Chernov declined the offer and told about it in the media. A
scandal broke and spread to the pages of French and Serbian press.”?

The activity of the Commission can be estimated as a failure be-
cause the “data” were mainly provided only by Bulgarians and partially
by Turks. The main cause of it, of course, was P. N. Milyukov as due to his
shameless participation, the Commission was expelled from Athens and
Belgrade. After those events, the inquiry lost even visibility of objectivity.
A talented Russian journalist of the early 20™ century V. M. Doroshevich
not without reason called the perpetual assistant professor P. N. Milyuk-
ov “the god of tactlessness”.”?

The Commission Report cannot be observed as an objective study.
It can be considered only as a relic of propaganda wars of the early 20%
century, one of the first attempts to use non-governmental organizations
for achieving quite distinct interests of certain states. At the same time,
even an applied propaganda value of the Report published in 1914 was
insignificant. Owing to slowness of transport, information and technical
means, the idea of paymasters of the Report had lost its urgency. After
the beginning of WWI Serbia became a “useful” victim, and the Central
powers became enemies. Carnegie Endowment actively helped restor-
ing the libraries in Serbia damaged by the Austrian bombing of Belgrade.
Nevertheless, the money for publishing Report was not spent in vain. The
book languished in the dark corners of libraries waiting in the wings. In
the 1990s, the Serbs became “the main bad guys” in Europe once again.
Dust was blown off from the old volume; it was reissued on expensive

72 H, ,MwumykoB Ha nocay*, [loaumuxka, 3531, 10. 11. 1913, 1; AHonuwm, ,I. UepHOB y
Beorpany*, lloaumuka, 3537,16.11.1913, 2.

73  Hocud U. Kospiiko, Beaukutl pacnad: Bocnomunanusi, (Cankt-Iletep6ypr: Hectop-
HUcropus, 2009), 563.
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thick paper with hardcover for use in new media wars to support the
idea that the tragedy of Srebrenica had historical roots in Serbian past.

The Report was reissued in a genre of “gray propaganda” as a
reprint without the data on publishers and was distributed for free or for
nominal price. However, except a media war weapon and propaganda key,
the benefit of this reprinting is questionable. Violation of war laws by all
countries-participants of the Balkan Wars (Serbia, Montenegro, Bulgaria,
Greece, Romania, and Turkey) as well as by Albanian insurgents is a very
serious subject that deserves careful and attentive studying. It might
flash light on the roots of mutual intolerance of the Balkan people and of
their conflicts in the world wars of the 20" century, and at the turn of the
20" and 21°t centuries. The propaganda works covered by authors’ titles
and names lead only to the relativisation of events, devaluated memory
of the victims and, as a consequence, caused recurrence of the conflicts.
One side becomes confident in its sinless innocence and in the right (or
even the need) to take revenge; the other side ceases to believe any infor-
mation about its own involvement into war crimes which also gives a free
hand to extremists in or without uniforms. All these eventually results
in new rounds of the conflicts and recurrence of tragedies on a larger
scale. Perhaps this is the purpose of those who “sympathetically” reopen
almost healed old sores of the past of the Balkan peoples?! If, a century
ago, the paymasters of the Commission work had only wished to mount
an honest and credible investigation of violations of war laws just on the
basis of boundless respect for a human life, they could easily have done
it even without going into the “Balkan Far-Far-Away.” For example, it was
possible to conduct the inquiry in the Philippines, where the suppression
of the uprising for independence was waged with crimes against human-
ity, and some events (such as the massacre in Samar) were far crueler
than anything committed by the participants of the Balkan Wars.”*

74 The official US army point of view about mass execution of civilians in Samar on
Philippinesin 1901 (while Root was at the head of the US Department of Defense) is not
roundabout. “The indiscriminate violence and punishment that US Army and Marine
forces under Brig. Gen. Jacob Smith are alleged to have unleashed on Samar have long
stained the memory of the United States’ pacification of the Philippine Islands”. Charles
Hendricks, “Editor’s Joyrnal”, Army History Bulletin, PB 20-11-2 (No. 79), 2. Filipinos
speak even more directly: “In their desperation, the American soldiers turned arsonists
burning whole towns in order to force guerrillas to the open. One such infamous case of
extreme barbarity occurred in the town of Balangiga, Samar; in 1901-1902". Teodoro C.
Agoncillo, History of the Filipino People, (Qyezon City: Garotech Pyblishing, 1990), 228.
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Pezume

Anexkcej Tumodejen
Muana KuBanosuh

H3BemTaj KapHerujese KkoMmucuje o y3pouuma
U HauMHUMaA Bohema GakaHCcKux patoBa 1912-1913.
Jla 11 cy ayTopHy M3BelITaja U bUXO0BU HAJIOTOJ4aBLU
MOIVIH Aa GyAy 06jeKTUBHU?

AncrpakTt: KapHerujeBa komMucuja 0 y3pouuMa ¥ Ha4WHUMaA
Bohema GaskaHCKUX paToBa 1912-1913. roguHe 6uJa je je-
JlaH o/l MPBUX MpHMepa Kopuinhewa HeJpP)KaBHUX OpraHU3a-
[[Mja C IUJbeM CTBapama ,XyMaHUTApHUX pasjora“ Kako 6u
ce U3BPIINO NPUTHCAK HA cyabe Ap>KaBe Koje Cy ce MojaBuJie
Ha Bankany npe jegHor Beka. Komucuja je 6ua rpymna BUCO-
KO maheHUx ,,HEMPUCTPACHUX eKCIiepaTa” 3a UCTPAKUBALE U
006jaBy pe3y/TaTa, KOju Ccy yHampe[, 6UIM MO3HATHU CTpaHaMa
y4yecHUIIaMa KOHQJIUKTA.

KibydyHe peuu: GaskaHCKM paToBH, KapHerujeBa kKomucwuja,
IponaraHZHY paT, I0OBpe/ia 3aKOHa paTa

Ha moyeTtky 20. Beka niocrojasa je uzieja o Tome Ja paTOBU MOTY
OUTH y NOTIHYHOCTH U3THAHU U3 JbYACKOT )XMBOTA CHaroM MehyHapoj-
HUX 3aKOHa U CTBapaweM MehyapkaBHUX KOMUcH]ja. Uieja MUpOBHe KO-
MucHje 6uJa je U3y3eTHO NnomyjapHa Mehy o6pa3oBaHUM JIMYHOCTUMA U
TeXHOKpaTaMa. JelaH 0/ TAKBUX HHTeJIeKTyasnana 6uo je u Engpjy Kap-
Heru. nak, keroB NpUCTyI cuTyauuju y EBponu je 6uo cnenuduyas. Ha
npuMep, Ha novyetky IIpBor cBeTckor pata KapHeru je cmaTpao HeMau-
Kor 1apa Busixenma HajMuposby6UBHjOM GUIYPOM CTapor KOHTUHEHTA
Koja je AocTojHa mowToBawa. [IpBu npefceaHuk KapHerujeBor ¢poHaa
3a noJpILKy Mupa 6uo je Enuja PyT, 6uBiiu Bojuu munuctap CA/l-a, koju
je 1913. no6uo HobenoBy Harpagy 3a mup. Y nepuogy PyToBor MUHU-
CTpoBama, oA, 1899. no 1902, CjenumeHe AMepuuke Jlp>kaBe cy Boaue
MMIEPUjAJIUCTUYKH paT NpoTuB OUINNNHCKE PenyOJIUKe, KOjH je yje-
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HO 610 ¥ IPBU KOjH Cy BOAUJIe TPOTUB yCTAHUUKOT IOKpeTa BaH rpaHuLa
CBOje TepUTOpHje.Y oBOM paTy caBe3HUK CA/l-aje 610 OCMaHCKH CyJITaH.
Y TakBUM YCJOBMMa, 3Ha4aj pyCKOT npejcTaBHUKa y KoMucuju je mno-
pacTao c0631MpoOM Jia je OH MOrao Jia JonpruHece a paj LieJIOKyIIHe KOMU-
cuje byze neplenyupaH Kao o6jektuBad. Mehytuw, I1. H. MusbykoB Huje
y TOMe ycneo U y oyruMa beorpasa faBao je HeraTuBaH yTucak o Komu-
cuju. Jol jeHA KOHTpPOBep3Ha ¢purypa 6uo je eHrsieckd HoBuHap bpeji-
cooppg, ywiad Byrapoduiickor 6ankaHckor komuteTtay JloH0oHy. He camo
CPIICKO, HEro ¥ IrpyKo HelpUjaTe/bCKO AprKambe NpeMa Liejioj KOMUCHjU
je IOCTUI/I0 HUBO MOTHNYHOT 60jKOTa 360T lhbeHUX NPOOYTrapCKuX Mmorse-
Ja. Y Byrapckoj u Typckoj, nak, Komucuja je fo4yeKkaHa NpHjaTe/bCKHU.
MubykoB ce npucehao: .Y Coduju Hal paj je 610 opraHM30BaH NOTILY-
HO Jipyraydje Heroy octaJjie TpH Ap>kaBe Koje CMO IoceTuJH (...) Jou pa-
HUje je 3HaYajaH Zieo JJOKYMeHaTa U CBeJl0YaHCTaBa 610 NpUIpeMJ/beH 3a
Hac; ApYTH 1e0 HaM je J0CTaB/beH HENIOCPeHO Ha Halll 3axTeB. [Ipunpem-
HU pa/i je y Behoj Mepu 06aBUO MOj cTapu pUjaTesb, npodecop Musnetuh
Y ja HeEMaM HU HajMakby CYMHBY Y HberoB 0ATOBOPaH OJHOC U CAaBECHOCT."
HW3Bemtaj Komucuje Moxe 6UTH mocMaTpaH caMo Kao Noc/ieAula npona-
raH/HUX paToBa ca nodeTka 20. Beka U Kao jeJjlaH o/, IPBUX IIOKyIlIaja Ko-
pulihema Hep>KaBHUX OpraHu3alijja 3a ocTBapemwe NPUJINYHO pasJiu-
YUTUX UHTepeca ofpeheHux Ap>KaBa.
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Abstract: The goal of this article is to objectively assess the con-
duct of Czech soldiers during the First World War. In the past,
this issue was, for various ideological reasons, greatly oversim-
plified. German national propaganda portrayed Czech soldiers
fighting in the uniforms of the Austro-Hungarian Army in the
period 1914-1918 as a very unreliable element, owing to their
Slavic sentiments. However, after 1918 the Czechoslovak Repub-
lic also adopted a very critical position toward these soldiers, as
the main credit for the founding of the independent state was
ascribed to the so-called legionnaires, i.e. to the soldiers who
fought on the side of the Allied states. In this article the author
reflects upon the Czech historiographic production on the First
World War at the turn of the 20" and 21 centuries and attempts
to present a balanced (non-national) perspective on the subject.

Key words: First World War, Austria-Hungary, Czech soldiers,
Eastern (Russian) front, Southwest (Italian) front, Czechoslovak
legionnaires, Czechoslovakia

The naissance of the independent Czechoslovak Republic in
1918, which arose as a consequence of the dissolution of Austria-Hun-

*  This article originated under the auspices of a grant supported by the Grant Agency
of the Czech Republic: P410/12/1136, T. G. Masaryk a Slované.
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gary at the end of the First World War, as the culmination of a long-term
liberation struggle of the Czech and Slovak nations against several cen-
turies-long domination of the Austrian Habsburgs.! In the interwar pe-
riod the main credit for the founding of the Republic was attributed to
anti-Austrian foreign emigrants led by Tomas Garrigue Masaryk as well
as to the Czechoslovak soldiers who volunteered abroad, the so-called le-
gionnaires. These units were established during the war in Russia (ap-
proximately 60 thousand Czechoslovak legionnaires), in France (10
thousand), and in Italy (20 thousand), and they fought against Germany
and Austria-Hungary on behalf of the Allied states.? After the war, these
men were celebrated as having unambiguously been the principal heroes
in the Czechoslovak Republic and it is even possible to state that a certain
cult of the legionnaires was cultivated in the Czech milieu in the interwar
period. After 1918, in order to also preserve their important positions
in the society after the war, the legionnaires began to associate through
an organization named the Czechoslovak Association of Legionaries.
They occupied the most important positions in the Czechoslovak Army
and police, and many of them also became involved in in the highest ech-
elons of politics, e.g. General Silvestr Blaha, who in 1928-1938 held the
position of the Head of Presidential Military Bureau of T. G. Masaryk and
E. Bene$, or General Jan Syrovy, who in the interwar period twice held the
position of Minister of Defense and at the end of 1938 (during so-called
Munich Crisis) even became Czechoslovak Prime Minister.

On the other side of the front, tens of thousands Czech soldiers
had laid down their lives in the First World War for the Austrian Em-
peror and their homeland of that time - the Habsburg Empire. The total
number of Czech soldiers who fell during the First World War in the uni-
forms of the Austro-Hungarian Army is still not known, but it is estimat-
ed at around 130-150 thousand (not counting hundreds of thousands
of veterans who were injured or became permanent invalids).? This is

1 Ivan Sedivy, Cesi, Ceské zemé a Velkd vdlka 1914-1918, (Praha: Nakladatelstvi Lidové
noviny, 2001); Robert Kvacek, Prvni svétovd vdlka a cCeskd otdzka, (Praha: Triton,
2003); Michael Borovicka et al., Velké déjiny zemi Koruny Ceské, svazek XII. (1890-
1918), (Praha - Litomysl: Paseka, 2013).

2 Karel Pichlik, Bohumir Klipa, Jitka Zabloudilova, Ceskoslovensti legiondri (1914-
1920), (Praha: Mlada fronta, 1996); Frantiek Emmert, Ceskoslovensti legiond#i za
prvni svétové vdlky, (Praha: Mlada fronta, 2014).

3 Sedivy, Cesi, deské zemé a Velkd vdlka, 148-150; Arthur Rehberger, 1. svétovd vdlka
1914-1918. Rehabilitace c. k. vojdkii ze zemi Koruny Ceské padlych na jihozdpadni
fronté, (Ptibram: Ivan Fojt, 2012), 23.
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because from the perspective on the interwar Czechoslovak Republic
these soldiers fought for the “wrong side”. After 1918 they were rather
automatically grouped among the so-called Austrians, and some of the
survivors were even discriminated as far as their career was concerned
(in the Czechoslovak army, former legionnaires obtained higher ranks
more quickly).* The fallen Austro-Hungarian soldiers were not referred
to as heroes, but at best as “unfortunate victims” of the war. They had
already been forgotten during the interwar period, and forgetting con-
tinued throughout the more than forty years of the dominance of the
communist regime in Czechoslovakia. After the political coup in 1948,
the communists, who came to power, also repudiated the Czechoslovak
legionnaires. The communists banned the Czechoslovak Association of
Legionaries, blaming them because in the years between 1917 and 1920,
during the so-called Siberian Anabasis, they came into conflict with the
Russian Bolsheviks. Among all those who had participated in the First
World War, after 1948 the Czechoslovak communists only glorified those
Czech soldiers who entered the ranks of the Bolshevik Red Army after
the Russian Revolution.’

In the German national camp as early as at the beginning of the
First World War, the Czech soldiers serving in the Austro-Hungarian
Army were considered as traitors or, at the very least, as unreliable sol-
diers who with their frequent desertions from the fronts (mainly on the
Eastern Russian front) were allegedly sabotaging the efforts of loyal and
valiant German and Hungarian soldiers fighting for the monarchy. The
case of the Czech 28™ (Prague) Regiment was taken as an example of this
dishonorable conduct, as a large part of them fell into Russian captivity
during one of the great Russian offensives in the Carpathians, on Easter
1915. Afterwards, on April 1915, the Austrian Emperor Franz Joseph I
decided that the 28" Regiment should be “removed from the list of Aus-
trian regiments for all time”.®

The Czechs themselves also contributed to the image of the “un-
reliable Czech soldier”. In the interwar years when they depicted their an-

4 Marie Koldinska, Ivan Sedivy, Vdlka a armdda v éeskych déjindch: sociohistorické c¢rty,
(Praha: Nakladatelstvi Lidové noviny, 2008), 159-164.

5  Emmert, Ceskoslovensti legiondti za prvni svétové vdlky, 219-220.

6  Josef Fucik, Osmadvacdtnici. Spor o eského vojdka Velké vdlky 1914-1918, (Praha:
Mlada fronta, 2006). Regarding the 28" Prague Regiment it is necessary to add that
after the Czech soldiers in the spring of 1916 stood out in Italian front by the Soca
River by driving back one of the most massive Italian offensives, the 28" Prague
Regiment was renewed on the basis of a decree by the Emperor in June 1916.
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ti-Austrian endeavors during the period of the war in the brightest colors
possible. They made it seem as though just about every second Czech
soldier had been a conscious “resistance fighter” against Austria-Hunga-
ry. And then there was the world-famous novel by the Czech author Jaro-
slav Hasek, The Fateful Adventures of the Good Soldier Svejk during the
World War, in which the author attempted, in a humorous way, to laugh
at the horrors and stupidity of the war. This work of fiction also played a
definite role in the formation of the stereotype of a Czech soldier in the
period of the First World War in the 1920s when it was widely read, and
Svejk subsequently became a certain stereotype for a Czech soldier. This
was particularly true abroad, where people subscribed to the oversimpli-
fied notion that Czech soldiers had mocked service to Austro-Hungarian
Army and attempted to wait out the difficult wartime period with their
proverbial deviousness and know-nothingism.”

The question arises: were all Czech soldiers in the First World
War really “unreliable” and “devious”? Concerning this matter, it is nec-
essary to say the following: the attitude of Czech historians to the subject
of Czech soldiers’ participation in the First World War underwent a sig-
nificant change after the demise of the communist regime in Czechoslo-
vakia in 1989. Since that time, historians have been attempting to grad-
ually create more objective interpretations of the events of 1914-1918
and take a more intensive interest in the fates of the thousands of “for-
gotten” Czech soldiers who fought in the uniforms of the Austro-Hungar-
ian Army.® The evaluation of this very complicated subject has not been,
until today, brought to its full completion within Czech historiography.
Nonetheless, it is possible to formulate several partial answers to the
above-mentioned question, as well as some generalizing theses.

1) It is true that Czech soldiers - as Slavs - were put into a com-
plicated situation during the First World War. The Czechs could not iden-
tify with the outbreak of the military conflict, and this was mainly true of
the liberally-minded and -behaving part of Czech society. They were not

7  Premysl Blazi¢ek, Haskiiv Svejk. Monografie, (Praha: Ceskoslovensky spisovatel,
1991).

8  Atpresent, historians such as Ivan Sedivy (Faculty of Arts, Charles University, Prague)
and Josef Fucik (Military History Institute, Prague) are in the context of Czech
historiography those who most strive for providing an objective view of former
soldiers of the Austro-Hungarian Army. In the Czech Republic, there are also many non-
professional researchers, e.g. Arthur Rehberger or Jozef Vri¢an, who are interested in
fates of Czech soldiers in Austro-Hungarian uniforms mainly because of the fact that
some of their relatives were among the soldiers fallen during the Great War.
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entirely satisfied with Austria-Hungary (for which they were expected to
fight) particularly as pertained to their political rights and their position
within the Habsburg Monarchy. Psychologically, it was rather vexing for
most Czechs, who in that period were characterized by strong Slavic sen-
timents, to have to fight against other Slavs, particularly against Russians,
Serbs and Montenegrins, who were portrayed as “deadly enemies of the
Habsburg Monarchy” by the Austrian wartime propaganda in 1914.°

The battle morale of Czech soldiers and their units, however, was
not an absolute, unchanging value during the war. It differed fundamen-
tally depending on the enemies the Czech soldiers faced in individual
European theaters of war. On the Eastern (Russian) front, especially in
the years 1914-1915, the morale of Czech soldiers strongly declined. Be-
side the moments of great self-sacrifice in battles, there were also cer-
tain cases of faltering, such as that of the above-mentioned Czech 28®
(Prague) Regiment. In connection with this, it is also necessary to ad-
mit that among Czechs, particularly at the outset of the war, there were
strong expressions of Russophilia (which was at the same time also very
naive) and to a certain extent also Serbophilia. However, Czech histori-
ans today are of the opinion that Czech soldiers’ desertions on the fronts
of the First World War were not motivated either by conscious political
animosity toward Austria-Hungary or pronounced Slavic sentiments.
Rather, it was first and foremost caused by the aversion of the Czech
soldiers toward the military institutions of the monarchy, and particu-
larly toward commanders of the Austro-Hungarian Army who were not
of Czech nationality. There were specific problems concerning the strict
drill discipline and often a ruthless approach of German officers to their
squadrons, which greatly antagonized the Czechs on the fronts (most of
the high-ranking officers of the Austro-Hungarian Army in the first years
of the war were of German or Hungarian nationality, and Czechs in the
Army’s higher functions were like hens’ teeth). The tendencies of the
Czech soldiers to desert to the other side or to decide to give themselves
up to their adversaries on the front were often caused by the desperate
situation on the front, particularly in the initial moments of very strong
Russian offensives in the areas of Galicia and the Carpathians, and some-
times also by the general human instinct for self-preservation.?

On the other hand, Czech soldiers fought very determinedly in
the First World War on the Southwestern (Italian) front. In the Austrian

9 Kvacek, Prvni svétovd vdlka a Ceskd otdzka, 29-42.
10 Sedivy, Cesi, ceské zemé a Velkd vdlka, 149-150.
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Alps, and particularly in the watershed of the Soca River (Isonzo in Ital-
ian), which was the border between the Habsburg Monarchy and Italy
at that time, and where battles were fought in the period 1915-1917 in
the prevailingly rugged - and in winter frozen - mountainous terrain,
and eventually by the Northern Italian Piave River (1918), where, by
contrast in the unbearable heat and humidity from the marshlands, the
Czechs fought very valorously.!? At this point, there arises the question of
why the Czech soldiers fought so ferociously against the Italians. Sever-
al answers immediately impose themselves. For the Czechs, the Italians
were to a certain extent a traditional enemy.” Czech units had fought in
Austrian Army formations against Italians already in 1848-1849, then
again in 1859 at the battle of Solferino, and once more in 1866 at the
battle of Custoza. The grandfathers and fathers of the Czech soldiers who
departed for the Italian front in 1915 always described battles with the
[talians as very fierce and bloody. Moreover, in 1915, the Czech soldiers
perceived Italy as a contemptible state, for it was then when Italy be-
trayed its original allies Germany and Austria-Hungary for the sake of its
visions of territorial gains. It was also known that the Italians were not
partial to Slavs: the Czechs knew well how the Italians manifested their
animosity toward the Slovenes and Croats in the Adriatic Sea region. The
[talians had the tendency to think of the Slavs as a “culturally inferior,
backward element” that was allegedly forced, because of its own political
immaturity, to lean upon the Habsburgs and the Habsburg Monarchy. The
[talians automatically classified the Czechs, together with the Slovenes
and Croats, into their own category of “dyed-in-the-wool Austrians”, even
though they did not know them very well. For the intensity of its battles,
in particular in the scope and ferocity of combat between infantry and
artillery, and the use of the air force and poisonous gases, the Italian front
was entirely comparable with the legendary Western (French) front. In
sharply-pitched battles, mere seconds were decisive. Generally, a soldier
did not have a choice: he had to kill as quickly as possible, or he risked
being killed himself. The fact that Slovenes mainly lived along the Soca
River also played a role in the emotional reckoning of the Czech soldiers
in the Italian theater of war of where their “friends” and their “enemies”
stood. The Czechs maintained positive contacts with the Slovenian vil-
lagers, even though it was only because they were trying to acquire in-

11 Josef Fucik, Soca (Isonzo), (Praha - Litomysl: Paseka, 1999); Josef Fucik, Piava 1918,
(Praha: Havran, 2001); Jozef Vrican, Po zapadlych stopdch ceskych vojdkii. Z Julskych
Alp kJadranu, (Olomouc: Ondtej Havlik, 2008).
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valuable food supplies from them during the war. Many Czech soldiers
still recalled, after the war, about their sojourn among Slovenians on the
Soca front, even including, for example, the renowned artist and writer
Josef Vachal.*

Contemporary Czech historians have tallied up approximately
40-45 thousand Czech soldiers who were fighting in the Soca River Val-
ley in the summer of 1917, when it was decided by the banks of the Soc¢a
River, whether the Italians would or would not be able to gain control of
the largest Austro-Hungarian port of Trieste. This was in fact the greatest
concentration of Czech soldiers in all their military history (in an open
battle, in one concrete, territorially limited area).’® A great many Czech
soldiers also fell in these battles along the Soca River. It is not possible
to tell the precise number, though it was certainly in the range of thou-
sands of dead.'* To this day, this is witnessed by a number of memorials
and military cemeteries for Czech soldiers located in the borderlands
of Italy and Slovenia.'® The approach to Trieste in the summer of 1917,

12 Josef Vachal, Malit na fronté. Soca a Itdlie 1917-1918, (Praha - Litomysl: Paseka,
1996), 126-160.

13 Josef Fucik, Marek Pavlik, Socskd fronta 1915-1917. Priivodce po mistech bojil vojdkil
z Ceskych zemi, (Praha: Nakladatelstvi Elka Press, 2008), 55.

14 We only have individual case studies that address the numbers of fallen Czech
soldiers in the Soca River Valley. Several years ago, an interesting dissertation was
written on this subject at the Philosophical Faculty of Masaryk University in Brno:
Eligka Papcunova, ,U¢ast eskych vojaki na soéské fronté za 1. svétové valky 1915-
1917% (PhD diss., Masaryk University of Brno, 2009). On the basis of documents
compiled and published by the regional museum in the Slovenian town of Tolmin,
this study investigated the numbers of Czech soldiers buried in military cemeteries
that have been preserved till the present day and are still found in the region called
the Upper Posoci i.e, in a region that extends roughly between the Slovenian cities
of Bovec and Tolmin. In this roughly 50-kilometer-long segment of the former
battle lines of the so-called Soca front have been preserved the graves of altogether
15,769 Austro-Hungarians. Among them, ethnic Czechs (judged by their typically
Czech surnames), or people who have a documented origin in the Czech lands of the
Habsburg Monarchy (among whom are naturally also included some Germans from
the Czech lands), there were 1873 registered in the lists, which is about one eighth of
the overall number. It can be assumed that a similar ratio also existed in other sectors
of the Soca front.

15 Cemeteries of Czech soldiers from the First World War can also be found in Western
Slovenia, forexample,inthevillages Brje pri Komnu, Dutovlje and Logpod Mangartom.
In the last-mentioned cemetery there still stands a large sculptural group with an
Austrian soldier from the so-called Mountain (Huntsmen’s’) Division along with
a Bosnian soldier wearing the characteristic fez on his head. The sculptural group
was created there in the years 1916-1917 by the Czech sculptor Ladislav Kofranek.
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specifically in the period of the so-called 10" and 11 Italian offensives
on the Soca front, was managed by the Austro-Hungarian Army, due to,
among other things, the courage and determination of many of its Czech
units to resist the attacks (during the 10" Italian offensive in May and
June 1917 in the Southern sector of the Soca front in the vicinity of the
Gulf of Trieste, the soldiers of the 21 Infantry Regiment from Caslav and
the 28™ Infantry Regiment from Prague, particularly distinguished them-
selves. Also, during the 11 Italian offensive in August and September
1917, in the central part of the SocCa River’s course, the soldiers of the
28" Rifle Regiment from Pisek and the 7% Rifle Regiment from Plzeri de-
fended themselves valiantly).}® But then the tables turned, and in Octo-
ber 1917 the Austro-Hungarian and German Armies launched their great
counteroffensive by the Slovenian Kobarid (Caporetto in Italian) and beat
back the Italian Army by more than one hundred kilometers westward
toward the northern Italian Piave River, where battles thereafter raged
all the way until the end of the First World War. The 3™Italian Army Com-
mand drafted the following report about the Austrian units waging war
in the summer of 1917 at the Soca River: “When they are attacked [these]
units fight, whether due to their discipline or their instinct for self-pres-
ervation. The hate propaganda [in the Austrian Army] against the Ital-
ians is vehement and tireless. The growth in the percentage of squadrons
of Slavic nationality - before our front we now have 60 percent Slavs,
16 percent Hungarians, 13 percent Germans, and 11 percent Romanians
- could give rise to the assumption that these units were going to have
a reduced capability for resistance. However, experience has taught us
that these Slavs, who have surrendered en masse on the other fronts, are
striking on our front with particular relentlessness. It suffices to men-
tion the Czechs, who with unrivalled tenacity defended themselves and
would rather let themselves be killed in the trenches and shelters in the
cliffs than surrender”'” The facts mentioned here about the conduct of
Czech soldiers in battles on the Soca River enable us to state that the
Czechs, along with the Slovenes, Croats, Bosnians, Austrian Germans and

Several other authors have treated the cemeteries of Czech soldiers in Slovenia in
more detail in their works. See, e.g. Fucik, Pavlik, So¢skd fronta 1915-1917,176-180;
and David Erik Pipan, ,Spomenik hrabrim braniteljam Rombona“, Na fronti. Revija
vojaske zgodovine 3 (2003), 48-52.

16 Fucik, Soca (Isonzo), 71-114.

17  Sedivy, Cesi, ceské zemé a Velkd vdlka, 137.
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other nationalities, belonged among the bulwarks of the Austro-Hungari-
an Army and they persevered on this front right until its absolute end.!®

2) The battle morale of Czech soldiers during the First World
War was not only influenced by national factors, but also very strongly by
social factors. It is a well-known fact that men from the agrarian regions
of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy were generally more disciplined and
stalwart soldiers during the war than the recruits from industrial and ur-
ban zones. The soldiers from the predominantly rural Alpine countries,
especially the Muslim Bosnians, were usually given as examples of very
loyal soldiers in the Austro-Hungarian Army; these particularly stood out
for their truly great bravery and devotion to the Emperor.’® Czechs most-
ly hailed from the industrial areas of the Habsburg Empire and belonged
to the better-educated units of the Austro-Hungarian Army. During the
course of the war, the Austro-Hungarian soldiers from cities showed a
greater tendency to desertion and willingness to surrender to the enemy:.
However, an exceptional operation that took place in September 1917
on the Italian front can be provided as an example supporting this state-
ment - a group of Czech and South Slavic soldiers attempted to desert
to the Italian side at the South Tyrolean Carzano. A commander of the
group was a Slovenian lieutenant Ljudevit Pivko, a former teacher and
a pre-war official of Sokol. He convinced several dozens of Czech, Slove-
nian and Croatian Austro-Hungarian Army soldiers to participate in this
operation. The soldiers were mostly members of intelligentsia or people
from technical professions. As Pivko describes this case in his post-war
memoirs, preparations for the defection had to be concealed from Mus-
lim soldiers from Bosnia, who mostly came from rural areas and the idea
of “betraying the Army and the Emperor”, for whom they were fighting
on the front, was quite unconceivable.?

Czechs made up about 12 percent of all Austro-Hungarian sol-
diers. In the course of the First World War almost one million of
them alternated service on the various fronts. They particularly excelled
in the technically-based areas of the Army - in artillery divisions, in the
Navy, as well as in the Air Force (the Czechs made up to one third of the

18 Fucik, Soca (Isonzo), 115-122.

19 Werner Schachinger, Die Bosniaken kommen. Elittentruppen k. u. k. Armee 1879-
1918, (Graz - Stuttgart: Leopold Stocker Verlag, 1994); Zijad Sehi¢, U smrt za cara
i domovinu! Bosanci i Hercegovci u vojnoj organizaciji Habsburske monarhije 1878.-
1918, (Sarajevo: IP Sarajevo Publishing, 2007).

20 Ljudevit Pivko, Proti Rakousku. Carzano, (Praha: Pamatnik odboje, 1924).
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personnel in the Air Service).?! A number of officers of Czech nationality
were awarded high Austrian military honors for their accomplishments
in combat during the war, and thousands more ordinary Czech soldiers
were also honored for their selfless service and bravery.?? Czechs fought
in the uniforms of the Austro-Hungarian Army in all the European theat-
ers of war, and also, for example, in the Near East, where as artillerymen
they defended Turkish positions on the coast of the Anatolian peninsula
and in Palestine.?

3) Finally, it is also necessary to make a brief statement on the
Czechoslovak legionnaires. They were indisputably very brave soldiers
who, though their mere existence as well as the numerous military en-
gagements (especially on the Russian and the Western fronts) made
substantial political and military contribution toward the emergence of
the independent Czechoslovak Republic. During the period 1919-1920,
the legionnaires were those who, in the absence of an entirely regular
Czechoslovak army, helped to safeguard the borders of the newly-estab-
lished state. Nevertheless, it is still necessary to remark that their de-
termination to enter the legions was not just an unambiguous desire to
take part in the dismantling of Austria-Hungary. In the beginning, only
Czech nationals who lived outside their homeland entered the first le-
gionary divisions in France and Russia: it was only later that those who
had already had, for various political and social reasons, a very critical
relationship toward the Habsburg Monarchy and who additionally at the
moment when the war broke out had also been strongly influenced by
the Allied states’ propaganda, joined. But it was even later - as late as in
1917 - that the Czech prisoners of war also began to enter the legions
en masse. In the Europe of that time, this had already begun to manifest
as a general weariness of the war: the Habsburg Monarchy was already
strongly discredited among diverse strata of its population for its partic-
ipation in the war, and it was starting to become ever more evident that
further pursuit of this war was beyond the powers of Austria-Hungary.
On the other hand, it was also at this time that the influence of the Allies’
propaganda began to increase, as well as that of agitation by leaders of
the Czechoslovak foreign emigration (principally T. G. Masaryk and M.
R. Stefanik). The first significant military successes of the Czechoslovak

21 Fucik, Soca (Isonzo), 61-70.

22 Jifi Pernes et al.,, Pod cisar'skym praporem. Historie habsburské armddy 1526-1918,
(Praha: Nakladatelstvi Elka Press, 2003), 409-472.

23 Pernesetal., Pod cisarskym praporem, 376.
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legions in Russia, particularly after their successful deployment in the
battles at Zborov and Bakhmach also affected recruitment. However, it
was then that the nationally conscious and politically radical Czechs, es-
pecially those who had been members of Sokol before the war, entered
the Czechoslovak legions. In this context then, it is necessary to mention
a postwar quote by T. G. Masaryk: “Without Sokol there would not have
been legions; without the legions there would not have been Czechoslo-
vakia!”** However, after the war, many of the rank and file Czechoslovak
legionnaires admitted that their primary motive for entering the legions
had not been radical Czech patriotism, but an attempt to liberate them-
selves from the appalling and nearly unbearable conditions prevailing in
the prisoner-of-war camps, particularly in the Russian ones.?®

Arguing today, when one hundred years separates us from the
outbreak of the First World War, which of the Czech soldiers, whether the
legionnaires or soldiers in the uniforms of the Austro-Hungarian Army,
were “braver” or even “better” soldiers in the years 1914-1918, would be
in both factual and moral regards senseless. Czechoslovak legionnaires
deserve a great share of the credit for the creation of the independent
Czechoslovak Republic, and they are owed a great debt of appreciation
for this. Appreciation and respect, however, are also owed to those Czech
soldiers who were fighting in the units of the Austro-Hungarian Army,
for in their case it is necessary to especially appreciate the fact that they
faithfully fulfilled their civic duty - the promise given to the emperor and
their homeland of that time: the Habsburg Empire.

It is doubtlessly well for the majority of contemporary Czech his-
torians that the question of nationality is no longer the most important
factor for evaluating such a complicated period as the First World War.
The changed attitude of Czech historians as well as of the wider Czech so-
ciety toward soldiers who fell between 1914 and 1918 became noticea-
ble at the end of the 20™ century. At that time in the Czech Republic there
was a rising and unprecedented wave of interest, particularly among
young people, who began to investigate the fates of their grandfathers
and great-grandfathers who had died in various uniforms - legionary and

24  Emmert, Ceskoslovensti legiondti za prvni svétové vdlky, 13.
25 Ibid., 38-62.
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Austro-Hungarian - during the First World War on European battlefields.
In 1991, shortly after the fall of the communist regime, the activities of
the Czechoslovak Association of Legionaries, which was to renew and
uphold the traditions and legacy of the Czechoslovak legionnaires from
the time of the Great War in the new era, was renewed in its homeland.
In connection with this wave of seeking more objective “truths about the
past” at the turn of the 20™ and 21* centuries, the Czech government
and Army also supported the construction of a number of monuments
(principally in the Galicia area and in the region of the former Italian
front in the borderlands between today’s Italy, Austria and Slovenia),
which should - although with a significant delay since the events took
place - honor the memory of the fallen Czech soldiers in the uniforms
of the Austro-Hungarian Army. We are convinced that this is a small, but
very significant and valuable contribution towards forming a balanced
(non-national) perspective on the European events that took place one
hundred years ago.
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Pesume

JlagucnaB Xnaaku

Yemku BojHuLM Y BesinkoM paty (1914-1918)

AncrpakT: /b OoBOT 4JaHKa je Aa NpyXu 00jeKTUBHU IpHU-
Ka3 NOHalllamka YellKUX BOjHMKa y [IpBoM cBeTckoM paTy. ¥
NPOLLJIOCTH je OBO NMUTakbe, 300 pa3HUX HU/I€0JIOIIKHUX pa3Jio-
ra, y BeJIMKOj MepH 6uJio ynpourheHo. Hemayka HalnMoHa/iHa
nponaraHja NpuKa3suBaJa je yelllKe BOjHUKe KOju cy ce 60pu-
JIU Ha CTpaHM aycTpoyrapcke Bojcke 1914-1918. kao Henoys-
JlaH eJleMeHT, 300T CJIOBEHCKOI CeHTUMeHTa. MehyTuM, HaKOH
1918. yexocsoBauka uctopuorpaduja je 3aysesia Beoma Kpu-
TUYKHU CTaB [IpeMa OBUM BOjHUILIMMA, jep je TJlaBHaA 3acjyra 3a
OCHMBame He3aBHUCHe Peny6/iuke YexocsoBauke NMpUIMCUBa-
Ha TaKO3BaHUM JIETUOHAPUMA, Tj. BOjHUIIMMA KOjH Ccy ce 6Gopu-
JIM Ha CTPaHU CaBe3HUYKHUX JipKaBa. Y OBOM 4JIAHKY, ayTOp ce
oc/ama Ha 4yellKy uctopuorpadujy Ha npesnasy usmehy XX u
XXI Beka ¥ mMoOKyIlIaBa Jja NPyXKU U30aJaHCUpaHy (HeHaluo-
HaJIHY) NepClIeKTUBY OBe TEME.

Kibyune peun: [IpBu cBeTCKHU paT, AycTpoyrapcka, YelllKH Boj-
HULY, UCTOYHU (pycku) PpoHT, jyrosanajHu (UTaJHjaHCKH)
bPOHT, 4eX0CI0BaYKU JiernoHapH, Peny6simka YexocioBauka

OBaj unaHakK mpeJCcTaB/ba MOKYLIAj 06jeKTUBHOT MpHKasa Mo-
Halllakha YelIKMX BOjHMKA TOKOM Besnkor pata. Hemayka u ayctpujcka
npomnarasja y nepuogy o 1914. no 1918. Hyauia je npeBulle nojesHoO-
CTaBJ/beH Y HelpaBe/iaH NOPTpPeT YellIKOr BOjHUKA Kao BeoMa Heloy3/a-
HoTr ¢paKTOpa, 1a 4YaK 1 Kao U3/ajHUKA ayCTPHUjCKOT [1apa U lberOBE BOjCKe.
OBo cTaHoBHULITE je GOPMUPAHO HA OCHOBY HEKOJIMKO CIy4ajeBa Ae3ep-
THpakba YellIKNX BOjHUX jeINHUIIA KOje Cy O1Jie y cacTaBy ayCTpoyrapcke
BOjCKe, HAPOYUTO Ha UCTOYHOM (pycKoM) ¢poHTy y nepuoay oz 1914. no
1915. roaune. MehyTuM, HaKOH paTa, 3BaHMYHA YelllKa HcTopuorpaduja
3ay3eJia je KpUTUYKY CTaB IPeMa YelIKMM BOjHULIMMA KOjH Cy ce 6OpHIIH
Ha cTpaHu Xa6306ypliKe MOHapXHje, a TJlaBHA 3acJyra 3a OCHUBakb€e He-
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3aBucHe Peny6yinke YexocsoBauKe NpUIIKCAaHA je TAKO3BAaHUM 4€X0CJI0-
BauKHM JIeTHOHapUMa — BOjHULIMMA KOjH Cy ce J06pPOBOJbHO IPUJPYHKU-
JIM 4eXO0CJ0BAauYKUM jeflMHUILIAMa (JlerrjamMma) TOKOM paTa U GOpUJIU ce
npotuB Hemauke 1 AycTpuje Ha CTpaHU CaBE3HUYKUX TpyHa.

[Ilv/b oBOr 4JIaHKA je Ja NpyXH U3basaHCHpaH NPUCTYN TEMHU.
OBaj 4s1aHaK ce 3aCHHUBA Ha CaBpeMeHOj YeLIKOj JIMTepaTypH ca Ipesasa
XXy XXI Bek ¥ noKy1IaBa /ia JJloKake /ia Cy YelllKU BOjHUIIU KOjH cy ce 60-
PUJIM HAa CTPAHU ayCTPOyrapcKe BOjCKe, HAPOYUTO OHU KOjU Cy ce 60pu-
JIU Ha UTa/IMjaHCKOM GpOoHTY TokoM [IpBOTr cBeTCKOT paTa,y BehuHHU cJ1y-
YyajeBa OWJIM JIOjaJTHU U Xpabpu U YaCHO UCIyHaBaiu CBOjy rpahaHcky
JAYKHOCT NpeMa Llapy U JpKaBU y K0joj Ccy TaJja )KUBeau — Xab36yplIkoj
MoHapxHju. TokoM paTa noruHyso ux je suuie of 130.000. Y Yewkoj Pe-
ny6JMIM JaHac, JIerMOHapU M BOjHULM GHBIIE aycTpOyrapcke BOjCKe
BUIlle He Y)KUBajy pa3/IMYMT TpeTMaH. CBMMa je 04aTO AYXHO MOLITO-
Bakbe U 3aXBaJIHOCT 3a XXpTBe TOKOM [IpBor cBeTCKOT paTa.
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ing rental market.! Namely, given that the housing policy could seriously
affect the everyday life of a considerable portion of the population, it be-
came an important concern of daily politics. This was especially true as
politicians became much more concerned with the welfare of their vot-
ers at a time of general liberation and social turmoil after the war. Under
the given circumstances, all manifestations of general public resentment
or unrest played a significant role in policy decision-making, regardless
of their actual political context. Particularly, the well-organized interest
associations became associated and involved with political parties and
daily politics.

While the landlords’ associations stood for the old principles of
the inviolability of private proprietorship and the full freedom of con-
tract, the tenants’ associations appealed for a prolongation of the state
of emergency in the housing domain. Due to their numerical advantage
and the new era of mass-politics, the latter were in a more favourable
position to influence politics. Even in countries with relatively small ur-
ban population (such as Poland, Bulgaria and Yugoslavia), the political
influence of tenants’ associations went beyond mere numbers. The ur-
ban population, especially in capital cities, had significant influence on
state institutions. Within context, social unrest of the urban population
in close proximity to the seat of political power had a certain weight in a
turbulent post-war period.

Chronologically, the paper covers the first inter-war decade, in-
cluding both the period with the fastest rate of change in post-war de-
velopment and state intervention in housing rental market, namely the
period from 1918 to 1924, and the time of relative stabilization that end-
ed with the global upheaval caused by the Great Depression. The period
1918-1924 proved to be of exceptional importance for this article given
that the dynamics of societal and political interactions between the in-
terest groups and politics were at their peak in that period. This is the

1  On the housing rent control system and tenant protection schemes in the four
countries under study, see: Anekcanzap P. Munetuh, ,HopmaTuBHO perynucame
ctambeHor 3akyna y EBpomnwn, 1914-1938“ Tokosu ucmopuje 3/2013, 109-
141; Anexcangap P. Musneruh, ,Cyko6 craHozaBana u mofcraHapa, 1918-1928.
Opranu3salnyja UHTepeCHUX Ipyna y jyrouCcTOYHOj M UCTOYHO] cpeAmoj EBpomun®,
Toxosu ucmopuje 2/2016, 65-92; Aleksandar R. Mileti¢, ,Housing Disputes in East-
Central and Southeast Europe 1918-1928. Comparative Perspectives on Yugoslavia,
Bulgaria, Poland and Czechoslovakia®, Social Transformation and Mass Mobilization
in the Balkan & Eastern Mediterranean Cities (1900-1923), edited by A. Lyberatos and
Chr. Hadziiossif, (Irakleion: Crete University Press, 2013), 79-97.
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reason why the study focused on these years in particular; this refers to
both the sources and analytical framework used in this paper.

Apart from this introductory section, the study consists of four
more sections. The first one deals with the gradual transformation of so-
cio-political setting behind the tenants’ movement. The second section is
dedicated to seemingly constant landlords’ frustrations and disappoint-
ments with mainstream politics and politicians in the four countries
under study. The third section covers both the landlords’ and tenants’
attempts to directly participate in the politics. Conclusions and results of
the analyses are presented in the fourth section. The study is written on
previously unexplored primary sources. This particular topic and a more
general issue of housing rent control in the four countries under study
have generally been neglected by regional scholarship.

Tenants’ affiliations: from the leftist origins
to the independent interest associations

In the political arenas of the four countries, and especially at the
beginning of the period under review, tenants’ interests were primar-
ily advocated by social-democratic and communist parties. While the
former were staunch supporters of the peaceful reforms, rent control
system (RCS) and requisitioning, the latter demanded confiscation and
redistribution of housing facilities.? For instance, the Bulgarian housing
legislation of May 1920 was preceded by numerous legislation drafts,
proposals, and programs that appeared in the leftist parties’ newspapers.
Not surprisingly, the most radical ideas and policy proposals came from
the Communist Party of Bulgaria (CPB).? Georgi Dimitrov, one of its lead-
ers, and later a notable character in the Bulgarian and international com-
munist movement, demanded both the requisitioning and confiscation

2 Requests for peaceful reforms and appeals for maintaining peace and order in the
country were among common themes of journal Narod, official organ of Bulgarian
socialists, i.e. so-called “broad socialists” in 1919. See: K. I. Bo36enues, “Cpeigy
[I'bpBUMait”, Hapod, 30.4.1919; “EauncTBenuiiat nbt”, Hapod, 30.4.1919; “YepBeHa
codus”, Hapood,2.5.1919. Therequisitioning of “rich people’s semi-occupied houses”
was requested in “Naj-blizki zadaci”, Hapod, 12.5.1919.

3 Themoreradical, later communist fraction in the Bulgarian labour movement existed
under name of the Bulgarian Workers Social Democratic Party (Narrow Socialist)
until its 22" Congress in May 1919 when it was renamed to the Bulgarian Communist
Party (Narrow Socialists).
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of available housing facilities in Sofia.* These two measures, with only a
slight linguistic difference, can be found again in the official program of
the Communist Party for municipal elections in December 1919. Instead
of the term “confiscation”, the author(s) of the program used “expropri-
ation”> Few days before the elections, Vasil Muletarov, a Communist MP,
laid down a detailed elaboration of the CPB stance on the housing issue
in the official publication of the party.® One of his main arguments was
that any reform in the domain of housing, including even the most radical
forms of expropriation, would have been unsatisfactory if it had not been
accompanied with a general scheme of nationalization of banks, the con-
struction building sector, etc. The party leaders maintained these basic
political concepts throughout the 1920s.

The Bulgarian Social Democratic Party became more closely in-
volved in the official housing policy since its representatives took part in
coalition governments from October 1918 to October 1919. The party’s
Minister, Krasto Pastuhov, was, in fact, in charge of drafting an initial ver-
sion of the housing law which came into Parliament in January 1920.” By
that time, socialists were no longer in the government, but they voted for
the law and defended it during the Parliamentary debate. It happened
that the original socialist draft, which prolonged RCS and introduced rig-
orous requisitioning practices, was later accepted and carried out by the
Stamboliski’s agrarian regime, well-known for its interventionist eco-
nomic program.

During the parliamentary debate over this legislation, Stamboli-
jski made a few rather short statements. The most important debate took
place between a socialist MP Pastuhov, defending the government’s leg-
islation draft, and a communist MP Vasil Muletarov, who demanded even
higher level of state intervention. In addition, there was also one voice
raised against the very notion of restriction over property ownership.
Mihail Takev, a Bulgarian Democratic Party MP, was the only Bulgarian
politician who advocated the interests of landlords. In the parliamentary
session, he criticized a housing legislation draft on the high points of jus-
tice and legality and sacrosanct principles of the constitution.®

4  Dimitrov raised this issue on the session of Sofia’s Municipal Council. See:

“KunumHusaT Bprnpoc U coduiicka obuuHa”, PabomHuyvecku eecmtuk, 5.8.1919.

Published as front-page of Pabomnuuecku eecmuuk, 6. 12.1919.

Bacus Mynertapos, “Kunumnara Hy»xa”, PabomHuyvecku eecmtuk, 3.12.1919.

7  See Pastuhov’s speech in: Cmenozpagcku dnesnuyu na XVIII o6ukHoeero HapodHo
cvbparue, (Codus: I'ppkaBHa nevatHuna, 1920), 752.

8  Ibid., 743-750.

[e) et
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Takev’s centre-oriented Democratic Party still stood for the “old”
principles of the inviolability of private ownership, and full freedom of
contractual relationships. It is, therefore, not surprising that the party
did not win the support of more than about 10 percent of electorate in
the 1919 and 1920 elections. The speech was delivered only few weeks
before a political opponent assassinated Takev himself. When the new
housing draft entered the parliament in December 1920, the Democratic
Party remained strongly opposed, but its MPs were no longer as inflex-
ible. One of the MPs, namely, Georgi Danailov, criticized it for some par-
ticular shortfalls and inefficiencies and not for being anti-constitutional
and therefore unacceptable.’

One particular feature of the Bulgarian RCS, namely the absence
of the tri-partite principle in housing arbitration,!® was established as a
result of current political constellations during the parliamentary proce-
dure over the 1920 legislation. The stenographic records show that the
decision was purely politically motivated. The issue of a tripartite arbitra-
tion model was pointed out among other questions raised by a commu-
nist MP Muletarov. He actually tried to undermine the complete legislation
project which, in his opinion, was deficient both in details and generally.
Yet, in the domain of arbitration, he wanted to be constructive, i.e. to im-
prove the draft. He was insisting on the principles of equal representation
of both parties in the Housing Commissions (as was the case elsewhere in
Europe), and electoral procedure of choosing these representatives. Nei-
ther of these principles was included in the law. The members of the com-
mission were only supposed to have a high school education, to be adults,
and recognized as moral persons. During the debate, Muletarov exchanged
arguments with Prime Minister Stambolijski on this issue:

“Muletarov: (...) in this legislation draft you state: ‘In order to be
qualified to become a member of the commission you are supposed to be
arighteous citizen’.

9  CmeHozpagcku dHesHuyu Ha XIX o6ukHoseHo HapodHo cbb6panue, (Codus: I'bprxaBHa
nevyaTHHa, 1920),823-826.

10 Tri-partite principle in settling housing disputes was widely applied throughout
Europe in the 1920s. The arbitration was conducted by specially designed
commissions consisting of equal number of tenants" and landlords" representatives
and a state appointed president who could impose what was considered a
“conciliatory” solution. Munetuh, ,HopmaTuBHO perynucame”, 118-119. For a
general phenomenon of the tri-partite commissions in France, Germany and Italy,
see: Charles S. Maier, Recasting Bourgeois Europe. Stabilization in France, Germany
and Italy after World War I, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1988).
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P.M. Stamboliski: which means that you should not be a Bolshe-
vik (Laughter)

Muletarov: Exactly! He is not supposed to be a communist, i.e. a
tenant”.!!

In the previous elections of August 1919, communists won more
support than the socialists, and their popularity among the urban poor
was growing. Perhaps, this is what restrained lawmakers from giving
tenants institutional concessions in the domain of housing arbitration.
Housing commissions in Bulgaria were administrative, partisan bodies,
infamous for all sorts of power abuses and corruption, especially in do-
main of requisitioning. In this way, a huge political asset, which could
have been used to attract support from the urban poor for an agrarian
regime, went astray.

State intervention in housing issues affected only part of the ur-
ban population of Yugoslavia and Bulgaria, totalling about 20 percent
of the population. Their political influence, however, went beyond mere
numbers. The urban population, especially in capital cities could have
exercised more power against direct political influence on the author-
ities. The social unrest of urban population organized in close proxim-
ity to the seats of political power had specific weight in the turbulent
after-war period. The first Yugoslav housing legislation came after the
huge demonstrations were organized by the Serbian Social Democrat-
ic Party in Belgrade, in March 1919. Actually, the representatives of the
Bolshevik fraction, which soon would be integrated into Communist Par-
ty of Yugoslavia (CPY)*? delivered speeches.’® According to the Belgrade
Labour Chamber, there were about 15,000 demonstrators (out of about
100,000 inhabitants) on the spot.* It must have been a significant politi-
cal demonstration even if the numbers were rather overstated. Through-
out 1920, the CPY was a key political advocate for tenants’ interest. Its
official publication Radnicke novine [Labour Journal] was very much con-
cerned with tenants’ problems and focused on tenants’ issue.

The Party was organizing legal support for the tenants and huge
rallies thus making systematic public pressure when the housing law

11 Cmenoepagcku ouesnuyu Ha XVIII obuxkHoeeno HapodHo cwbpanue, (Codwus:
JbpxaBHa nevatHuna, 1920), 735-736.

12 Between April 1919 and June 1920, the official name of the party was the Socialist
Workers Party of Yugoslavia (Communists).

13 “Zaukinuce stambene bijede u Beogradu”, Sloboda 14, 8.3.1919.

14 Hzeewmaj PadHuuke komope 1914-1920, (beorpaa;: ConpjaniucTHiKa TaMnapuja
Tyuosuh, 1920), 19.
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entered parliamentary procedure in April 1920.!° As a part of this cam-
paign, not less than 20 rallies were held throughout Belgrade on April
4%16 As with the Bulgarian socialists, the Yugoslav socialists’ attempts to
gain support from tenants and more generally from the labouring poor
were compromised by the Party’s decision to participate in coalition gov-
ernments during 1919 and 1920.7” On the other hand, they were not even
trying hard to obtain tenants’ votes. For instance, during the April 1920
developments regarding housing legislation, the party’s official journal
Sloboda [Freedom] did not publish a single report, information or article
regarding this issue. In 1918 and 1919, this journal wrote on tenancy
issues in a rather academic way, without the zeal and aggressiveness of
the communist propaganda.'®

Not surprisingly, in the first national parliamentary elections in
November 1920, the communists won four times more votes than social-
ists. In all issues regarding the housing domain, communist propaganda
came up with more aggressive rhetoric and more radical programs than
the socialist. While the socialists insisted on tripartite housing commis-
sions and requisitioning, communist demanded one-party tenants com-
missions and general confiscations of housing property.’® The commu-
nists proclaimed a two-level political program: one realistic, which aimed
at the prolongation of the protection of tenants, and another one, aiming
at the overall revolutionary reform of society which would include the
abolishment of private property.

The tenants’ support was of such importance for the CPY that
they were, as a social group of particular significance, invited by the
Party’s publication Radnicke novine to vote for communist lists on the
parliamentary elections in November 1920.2° As has already been men-
tioned, the party won considerable support in the elections, and entered

15 ,llporuB ckynohe craHoBa! 3a 3amTuTy cupomamrHora beorpaza! Besvkyu MUTHHT
Georpa/ickora pagHHUIITBA U Kupajiuja“, Padnuuke HosuHe 87, 14. 4. 1920.

16 ,/lBajeceT BesIMKUX 360poBa“, PadHuuke HosuHe 79, 3.4.1920.

17 A unified social-democratic organization on the state level Social-Democratic Party
of Yugoslavia [Socijaldemokratska stranka Jugoslavije] was founded in April 1920.
In December 1921 this party merged with another two socialist factions and formed
Socialist Party of Yugoslavia [Socijalisticka partija jugoslavije]. Toma Milenkovi¢,
Socijalisticka partija Jugoslavije, 1921-1929, (Beograd: Institut za savremenu istoriju,
1974),31-74.

18 ,Stanbena bijeda“, Sloboda 4, 5. 11. 1918; ,Govor druga V. BuksSega i A. Kristana o
zakonu o stanarini‘, Sloboda 39, 10. 4. 1919.

19 ,Nasizahtevi po pitanju stanova“, Padnuuke HosuHe 79, 3. 4. 1920.

20 ,Kwupajuwuje!”, Padnuuke HosuHe 282,26.11.1920.
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the Parliament. Previously, the CPY won a majority of votes in municipal
elections in the most important Yugoslav towns, including the capital city
of Belgrade, Zagreb, Nis, Osijek, Podgorica, and Skopje. These election
victories, however, proved to be the peak of the party’s popularity and
its achievements in the inter-war period. By the end of 1920, after sever-
al terrorist actions against the King and state officials committed by the
communist followers, the Party’s political propaganda and organization-
al activities were forbidden by the government; the next year, the Party
was legally banned. From that time on, the CPY transformed itself into an
underground, secret organization, which prevented it from maintaining
its role as a tenants’ advocate. In reality, after both leftist parties virtually
disappeared as viable political organizations, tenants started organizing
themselves into their own interest group associations in 1921.

After it became clear that all parliamentary parties were ready
to support their claims, the tenants became cautious about maintaining
the strict non-party character of their organization. Yet, the communist
activists were trying to infiltrate into the tenants associations as it could
be seen from the Belgrade tenants’ publication, KirajdZija. According
to the source, not less than 15 officials, led by former president Nisim
Almozlino, were expelled from the association on the grounds of being
pro-communist on its annual assembly in March 1922.2* On this occa-
sion, tenants’ representatives of the Belgrade quarter of Dorc¢ol issued
a firm statement: “Our association does not belong to any political party
[...] we are struggling for our rights by legal means [...] politics cannot and
must not infiltrate our association.”

In its beginnings, the Warsaw tenants’ association was also in-
clined towards seeking political support from leftist parties. The asso-
ciation’s notes and demands for the Warsaw municipal authorities were
submitted via the Polish Socialist Party, “the party which advocates the
interests of working people.”?® The first issues of Lokator included phra-
seology and slogans of socialist provenance. The language used at the
general assembly of the Warsaw tenants’ association held on May 6% and
June 24%, 1923 inclined towards a leftist party more than towards an
interest group ideology. The assembly issued two resolutions. The first
criticized the government’s intention to treat state employees differently
from other workers. In the housing domain, for instance, only the former

21 ,U3opranusanyje. U3Bemtaj ca roguime ckynmtuHe, Kupajyuja 2, 30. 4. 1922.
22 ,360p Ha [lophouy*, Kupajuuja 2,30.4.1922.
23 ,Magistrat m. st. Warszawy broni prawa wtasnosci“, Lokator 6,16.7.1923.
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benefited from requisitioning schemes. The Warsaw tenants association
called for unity of all social groups of workers and branches of the labour
movement. This was particularly emphasized in the second resolution:
“The general assembly states that a proper outcome of the resistance to
the landlords’ attack against tenants’ rights can be attained by a united
campaign of the proletariat with no regard to [individual’s] ethnic and
party affiliation. From this point of view, the assembly considers separate
activities of whichever party or association as those who are dispersing
tenants’ strengths, and who are drawing water to the landlords’ mill, and
it calls on all parties standing on the ground of the protection of tenants’
rights to consolidate immediately their action in the field of the struggle
for the roof over one’s head with the tenants associations and workers’
parties in Poland.”#*

By the end of 1923, these elements of leftist ideology gradually
disappeared from the official phraseology of the association, which was
transforming itself into a non-political interest group. This transforma-
tion was certainly encouraged by frequent communication with the high-
est state officials and party representatives of all parliamentary groups.
From March 1924, as its officials became aware of the influence of their
lobbying in parliamentary proceedings on housing legislation, the ten-
ants’ association assumed a strictly neutral position towards political
parties.”® Not only that almost all of the political groups supported pro-
longation of the RCS in Poland, but one of the MPs, a left agrarian and
a Warsaw landlord Wactaw Lypacewicz, contributed to strengthening
tenants’ protection.?®

The March-April 1924 developments proved to be a turning
point in the association’s history; the Polish tenants finally realized that
they constituted “a huge majority of urban voters”, and were an impor-
tant voice in mass-politics.?”” When compared to Bulgaria and Yugoslavia,
this emancipation from the leftist organization tutorship in Poland was
even more remarkable as socialist groups in this country retained much
bigger support in electorate and in the Sejm. Not counting the represent-

24 “Ogolniezebranie cztonkéw 2-gozwigzkulokatoréwisublokatoréwm.st. Warszawy”,
Lokator 6,16.7.1923.

25 “W przededniu decyzji”, Lokator 12, (March 1924).

26 “Niezwykly kamienicznik. Posel W. Lypacewicz”, Lokator 12, (March 1924).

27 “Ochrona lokatoréw wedtug nowej ustawy”, Lokator 12, (March 1924).
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atives of ethnic minorities, the leftist parties had about one third of the
seats in Polish Parliament on the elections in 1919, 1922 and 1926.%8

Developments within the Czechoslovakian tenants’ movement
were quite analogous to those of other three countries under review. In
the first place, this refers to the common affiliation and interconnected-
ness with the leftist movement in the formative period. The landlords’
propaganda sources show that even in 1922 and 1923 tenants’ associa-
tion in Brno was dominated by people belonging to different factions of
the socialist and communist movement. Among them, probably the most
prominent figure was a National Socialist MP FrantiSek Langr who was
often presiding over the association meetings.?’ In 1925, when Czecho-
slovak tenants’ associations launched their joint publication Obrana nd-
Jjemnikii [The Tenants’ Protection] such special relationship was no longer
visible in associations’ everyday operations.

On the occasion of the drafting procedure for the new housing
legislation in 1925, the tenants’ publication proved to be indecisive in its
critic of the political protagonist of the legislation.?* This is a clear indi-
cation of a strict non-partisan tactic of the Czechoslovak tenants’ associ-
ation. The new legislation was less benevolent towards tenants, yet their
official publication was quite cautious in criticising political parties who
were members of the so-called Pétka Coallition. This coalition consisted
of five parties including two socialist parties who also agreed to the grad-
ual alleviation of the tenant protection system. The journal only noted
that “the leftist opposition” in the Parliament stood against the draft of
the law. In the first place this referred to the Czechoslovak Communist
Party which maintained its legal activity and was represented in the Par-
liament throughout the interwar period.

In the elections of 1925, communists won about 13 percent of
votes and took a second place among the Parliamentary parties.’! They
represented a significant political force, yet, at the time, they were op-
position party with no real influence on decision-makers. Czechoslovak
organized tenants were quite aware of this and focused their attention to
the members of ruling coalition of five parties: “[In doing so,] the asso-

28 Adam Préchnik, Pierwsze pietnastolecie Polski niepodlegtej, 1918-1933: zarys dziejéw
politycznych, (Warsaw: Ksigzka i Wiedza, 1957), 57, 135, 142.

29 “Dopisy. Z Husovic”, Domov 15, 15 April 1922; ,Poplach v Brné“, Domov 6, 10.2.1923.

30 ,Bojnajemniki a podnajemniki o zdkon na ochranu najemnikt”, Obrana ndjemnikii
1,31.3.1925.

31 Mary Stegmaier and Klara Vlachovg, ,The Endurance of the Czech Communist Party*,

Politics & Policy (August 2009), 801.
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ciation was motivated by the fact that among the membership we have
adherents of all political parties instigate second who could urge them
to either join at least at certain level our cooperative action or not to go
up against it.”32 The very same strategy, and almost in the same words
was elaborated on the associations’ congress which was held in Prague
November 28%, 1926. The non-partisan attitude and quest for a com-
mon platform of all the tenants was advocated as the best strategy in ap-
proaching decision-makers. It was underlined that association members
involved “supporters of both leftist and bourgeois parties.”??

A bit of remaining leftist phraseology one can find in the May
Day editorial column of Obrana ndjemnikii in 1926. The front page was
printed in red and much of text was dedicated to the notion of solidarity
among those exploited, which included also social category of tenants.3* It
should be noted that there was nothing revolutionary in celebrating the
May Day which was a state designated public holiday in interwar Czecho-
slovakia. Yet, throughout the period 1925-1928 covered by this research,
no ideological traces of socialist or communist origin could be found any-
where in the journal. In this period, the tenants’ organization functioned
as a strict interest group association.

Landlords’ disenchantment with politicians

According to the Czechoslovakian landlords’ sources, a tenant’s
position in this country was quite a desirable one. Allegedly, both the old
conservative parties and the newly emerging workers’ parties from the
Czechoslovakian political scene courted the tenants. On the other hand,
the threatened landlords’ attempts to get open support from the political
parties proved to be unproductive. In the new era of universal suffrage
and mass-politics, it was difficult to find a pragmatic politician who was
prepared to go against the interests of majority urban population. Even
those parties who still propagated conservative and liberal ideology did
not dare to express public support for proprietors’ interests. A speech
given by Mr. August Brozek, one of the leaders of the Czechoslovakian
landlords’ associations at the meeting held in March 1922, revealed a
bitter feeling of disappointment and helplessness of Czechoslovakian

32 ,Bojnajemniktli a podnajemnikd”.

33 ,Politicky vyznam konference najemnickych organisaci ze dne 28. listopadu 1926”,
Obrana ndjemniki 1,1.1.1927.

34 “Prvni maj a ndjemnici”, Obrana ndjemnikii 6,1.5.1926.
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landlords. The speech published in Domov, the official publication of the
association, expressed his frustration with political parties: “Our real en-
emies are not those numerous tenants, who can turn a decent home into
areal hell, who spoil and damage it, [...] Our enemies are not the housing
offices, who very often move against landlords in an unbelievable man-
ner, neither are they the courts, tax offices, and communal authorities,
but they are our political parties, all of them, with no exception, since
they subjected us to a level of persecution unknown in history. They en-
trusted the offices and tenants with the powers that enabled them to op-
press us at any place or time they wanted.”*

The bitter sentiments were addressed primarily to the Nation-
al-Democratic Party, which was the most conservative among the major
Czech parties, and was supposed to represent what was then consid-
ered bourgeois interests. Yet, the tenant protection policy was of such a
tremendous importance for broad strata of the Czechoslovakian urban
population that there was little political capital to be gained from advo-
cating the abolition or at least the moderation of these measures. “We
know that you care much more for the interests of your political parties
than for national property, that is our homes; therefore you persecute us
in order to obtain the votes of tenant-voters”, Brozek commented in his
resignation.

In support of this claim, BroZek mentioned a not very reliable ac-
count on a particular event from the parliamentary debate in 1920. The
session was focused on the issue of increasing the state-prescribed limit
of housing rents. Allegedly, the Social-Democrats who supported tenants’
interests were ready to accept a 50 percent increase (compared to 1914
level) but a National-Democratic Party MP, the well-known BoZena Vik-
ova Kunéticka, proposed not more than 20 percent, which was later ac-
cepted. BroZek’s informant was Vaclav Johanis, a Social-Democratic MP:
“Well, if a bourgeois party is pleased then we will agree to the proposal,
of course”, Johanis allegedly replied to Kunéticka.*® In addition, Brozek
addressed some serious accusations against Kunéticka’s party colleague,
the MP FrantiSek Lukavsky. According to Brozek: “Mr MP Lukavsky did
support and still supports the idea that the law on the confiscation of
housing should be prolonged for only one reason - to make a number of
owners vote for the ND party.” An overall impression from the Czechoslo-

35 “Narek persekovanych s politickymi stranami nepohne, ale hlasovaci listek”, Domov
11,18.3.1922.
36 Ibid.
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vakian landlords’ association was one of utter despair and disappoint-
ment with the political parties and political developments in the newly
created state. In some of the Domov texts one finds even reminiscences of
good old days of the late Habsburg Empire.?’

The Yugoslav landlords were equally disappointed by daily pol-
itics in the newly created state. Yet, their resentment over politics grad-
ually grew. In its beginnings, the landlords’ association was focused on
the leftist parties and the protagonist of socialist reforms and commu-
nist propaganda: “cadets of Lenin, Trotsky, Bronstein, Béla Kun, and
other Jewish bloodsuckers.”*® To some extent, this negative attitude was
expected as the communists were mobilizing the urban poor and organ-
izing protest rallies in favour of tenant-protection regulations, while the
socialists were governing this policy from the Ministry of Social Policy.
Namely, for almost the entire period between December 1918 and May
1920 the socialists were in charge of the ministry. When the ministerial
authorities were entrusted to the left-central Democratic Party (DP), in
May 1920, the landlords’ association also became engaged in a campaign
against this party. By the end of 1922, negative sentiments towards DP in
particular and leftist ideology in general were prevailing in the landlords’
public discourse.?® However, the overall disgust at and disappointment
with post-war politics came only after the Ministry of Social Policy be-
came controlled by the most influential and conservative Serbian party,
the People’s Radical Party, in December 1922.

The very first statements of the newly appointed Minister Ninko
Peri¢ enraged landlords. Not only could they not expect support from any
political party whatsoever, but it was clear that even this traditionalist
and conservative party was maintaining policy measures introduced by
the socialists in the extreme circumstances immediately after the war.
The language of the landlords’ official journal became harsh and unpleas-
ant to the politicians. An avalanche of insults was directed at that time to-
wards ministers who were portrayed as “pitiful figures”, “ordinary fools”,
“pathetic clodhoppers”, and even as “wet chickens”*® They renamed the
Ministry of Social Policy into the “Ministry of Confused Policy and So-

37 ,Zakon o ochrané najemnikid‘, Domov 19, 8.5.1922.

38 ,Axiuja Hauler yapyxema. [Ipes HOBUM pelllerbeM MUTaba 0 3aKymy 3rpaga“, Jom 4
(maj 1920).

39 ,llpexs koHayHuM pemeweM”, Jom, 22. 12. 1921; ,Ba"peaHu 360p 4YiaHOBa
yapyxema“, Jom 8,28.11.1922.

40 ,CnoxHo Haraszae“, Jom14,21.1.1923.
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cial Misery”.*! Allegedly, this ministry, “staffed by homeless people”, was
the source of all evil and incompetence in the housing market. Moreo-
ver, by maintaining extraordinary measures the “homeless” officials and
employees of the ministry were in the first place protecting their own
tenants’ interests. After the 1923 turning point, the landlords were to
stand against tenants’ associations, political parties, and state personnel,
who all benefited from the housing legislation: “No, no, and no. We do
not approve of being cheated or lied to. This [policy] was created by the
homeless of the Ministry of Social Policy, aided later by the homeless of
the other Ministries and, equally, by the tenants. They all were yearning
to lodge at no cost; they all did not consider the general costliness [...]
they only find rents expensive.’*?

The Bulgarian landlords’ lost faith in politics sooner than their
counterparts in Belgrade, no matter that at least one political party stood
behind their interests. From the very beginning, their official publica-
tion wrote with resignation about post-war politics; yet, an aggressive
campaign was only directed against Bolsheviks, i.e. against leftist par-
ties.*® Among other alleged wrongdoings, these parties were accused of
increasing general costs in the market. For instance, the leftist trade-un-
ion action intent on raising workers’ personal income was directly
boosting other prices, since the labour cost inputs were increased.* In
a similar way, the workers’ cooperatives, supplied with state printed
banknotes, were raising prices of goods on the domestic market.*> The
landlords who were usually labelled as “vultures” and “profiteers” were
trying to prove that actually the responsibility for the daily hardship laid
primarily on socialist and communist actions.

The Bulgarian landlords’ critical statements against other polit-
ical parties were always general without differentiating between them
or between their ideologies. According to the DomopriteZatel, politics is
one general entity with all sorts of negative connotations. Quite similar
to the rhetoric of their Yugoslav counterparts, they emphasized the fact
that the restrictions over property ownership came from “homeless par-
ty leaders”. Under the circumstances, there was no political option for
which the landlords could opt: “All our elected representatives, regard-

41 ,MwuHHCTapCTBO 32 KOHQY3HY NOJUTHUKY U coljujaiHy Hecpehy”, Jom 14,21.1.1923.
42 ,CnoxHo Harasze", Jom 14,21.1.1923.

43, KunumHuar Benpoc’, Jomonpumexcamen 5,15.1.1919.

44  ,McTHHCKUTE CMyTHTEN Ha 001ecTBeHMs pely Hac", Jomonpumesxcamen 9,15.2.1919.
45 ,Kowu ca ucTuHCKHUTE Koo iepu”, Jomonpumesxcamen 8,1.3.1919.
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less of their party affiliation, when they assume the power [..] immedi-
ately start to create onerous laws directed against owners’ interests and
in favor of the homeless.”*® For this reason, one of the priorities of the
landlords’ associations was to persuade their members to change radi-
cally the way they perceived their political affiliations and political ideas.
Instead of “old political parties” based on abstract ideas and beliefs, the
landlords association called its followers to opt for a new kind of “social
estate party” based on particular interests of their social group. Most of
all, the association argued against maintaining loyalty to “the old” polit-
ical ideas and beliefs: “To hell with [your] ideas and beliefs. You are for-
bidden to breathe air; you are not allowed to make use of your property
which is given to another; and still you are seated and you are babbling
about some beliefs and ideas! Don’t you see that, today, the whole world
has begun to spin round its ancient wheel on only one spoke and that
everything is transformed and changed and become unrecognizable -
everything is placed into the service of [particular] interests, and only
interests. [...] The old world is already dying out, and it is transforming
itself. The old political parties of yesterday are in convulsions and ago-
nizing, they are about to break apart as the old glue formed of some ideas
and beliefs, which joined them together, has already been dissolved [...]
and these will inevitably disintegrate in particular parts. [...] New parties
will be formed, new groups only based on interests, i.e. the parties of
[social] estates!”*

According to the Bulgarian landlords, the only way out was a di-
rect participation in politics. Since no party was defending their inter-
ests, they were to form their own party.*® The next section will show how
far Bulgarian, Yugoslav, Czechoslovak, and Polish landlords and tenants
advanced in implementing the idea of direct participation in politics.

Interest organizations evolving into political parties

While in Bulgaria the aforementioned idea of taking part in pol-
itics occurred to the landlords’ movement in 1919, in Czechoslovakia it
happened in 1922 and in Yugoslavia in 1924. Yet, this change of heart
seems to be nothing more than an act of desperation. Only in Czechoslo-
vakia and Poland did the landlords’ associations try their luck in munic-

46 “Bcuuku Ha pabota”, Jomonpumexcamen 6,30.1.1919.
47 “KakBo Hu npexcrtoju?”, Jomonpumesxcamen 9,15.3.1919.
48 Ibid.; “Bcuuku Ha pabota”, Jomonpumescamen 6,30.1.1919.
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ipal elections. The Polish Association of the Owners of Immovable Prop-
erty won about 6,000 votes and two seats in Municipal Council of Lodz.
In March 1923, the Landlords’ Tax Payers Party [Strana Poplatnickd m.
d.], which was its official name, won only 2 out of 36 seats in municipal
parliament in elections held in the South-Bohemian town of Jindiichiv
Hradec. Regardless of the poor election result, the Czechoslovakian land-
lords’ association was sure that it was moving in the right direction.*® A
year before, Avgust Brozek, the association’s high official was once more
reminded of an estimated 2,000,000 owners who might have created a
powerful political force in future.>® Their counterparts in Yugoslavia con-
templated about 200,000 votes - equivalent to 40 MPs who might win
seats in general elections.®! Yet, no further record of political accomplish-
ments of landlords’ associations was available in the period under study.
Regardless of much rhetoric and many plans for direct participation in
political life, and the same applied to the Bulgarian association.

Born out of a huge social turmoil, the tenants’ movements in
the four countries also had some political aspirations. When it comes to
their ideological grounds, there was a certain degree of uniformity in the
way these associations went through their stages of development. In the
formative period, they were either part of, or closely related to, the left-
ist movement. Gradually, as demonstrated above, the associations moved
towards non-political and strictly interest group organizations. From this
neutral position, they managed to obtain support from almost all influen-
tial political groups in their countries. When finally some of these asso-
ciations decided to consider engaging in politics, it was rather a decision
based on their impression of their own importance and power amongst
the electorate than on anything else. While landlords entered politics out
of sheer desperation, the tenants’ motives were quite reversed.

In Belgrade, the Tenants’ Party took part in the national elections
in 1923. Interestingly, it seems that during the campaign it was only con-
fronted by communists. Since the CPY was officially banned in 1921, its
leadership established a new party, namely, the Independent Labour Party
of Yugoslavia (ILPY) in order to participate in this election. In the domain
of housing issues their main worry was how to combat the activities of
the tenants’ association. For that purpose, the communist party activists

49 “Pouceni z obecnich voleb”, Domov, 17.3.1923.
50 “Narek persekovanych”, Domov11,18.3.1922.
51 ,Kongres svojine - Svecana sednica“, Dom 16, 27. 4.1924.
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distributed propaganda leaflets against the Tenants’ Party.>? The organiz-
ers of the communist underground movement probably still kept in mind
recent times when their party was the undisputed political campaigner
for tenants’ interests. Yet, the election results must have caused a huge
frustration for both party leaderships. While the communists won 1,134
votes, the tenants collected no more than 304 votes out of the ballot of
about 18,500.>* The Zagreb tenants’ association participated in 1927 mu-
nicipal elections and won 2 out of 50 seats in the town’s municipal parlia-
ment.>* The communist activists took the opportunity at the Tenants’ Par-
ty election meetings to regain support among their old electorate, which
caused various small incidents.’®* From 1924 on, the Polish tenants also
insisted on the political action of their association. According to their offi-
cial journal, the focus of the political activities should have been placed on
communal elections.>® According to the results of the 1927 elections from
the £.6dZ municipality, the results were more than disappointing. The Ten-
ants and Subtenants Party won only 36 out of about 243,000 votes.>” The
election results of both the tenants’ and landlords’ organizations proved
that they were quite far away from a successful participation in mass-pol-
itics.

Conclusion

Social and political developments in Europe during the WWI
and interwar period proved to be in favour of the organized tenants. Due
to their numerical advantage and the new era of universal suffrage and
mass-politics, they were in a more favourable position to influence politics
than it was the case with the landlords. Even in countries with a relatively
small proportion of urban population (such as Poland, Bulgaria, and Yugo-
slavia), the political influence of tenants’ organizations went beyond mere
numbers. The urban population, especially in capital cities, could exercise
significant influence on state institutions. Under the circumstances, social

52 Leaflet ,Ne glasajte za kirajdzijsku listu (1923)“ is available in the Collection of the
Biblioteka Matice srpske in Novi Sad: DK I 701.

53 ,Jy4yepammu uzbopu’, [loaumuxka 5353,19.3.1923.

54 ,Rezultat zagrebackih gradskih izbora“, Novosti 246,5.9.1927.

55 ,Izborni pokret za gradske izbore. Skupstina stanarinskog bloka“, Novosti 231, 22. 8.
1927.

56 “Lokatorzy do rad miejskich!”, Lokator 19, (October 1924).

57 “Wybory do Rady Miejskiej m. Lodzi", Dziennik Zarzqdu t.odzi 43, 25.10. 1927.
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unrest of urban population displayed in close proximity to the seat of polit-
ical power had specific weight in the turbulent post-war period.

Yet, regardless of all this advantages and such a favourable posi-
tion to influence politics, the tenants’ movement did not originally came
into being as an independent interest group association. In its formative
period it evolved as one separate branch within broader social and eco-
nomic program proclaimed by leftist parties. Inmediately after the war
and at the very beginning of the 1920s, the tenant interests were advo-
cated by social-democratic and communist parties. Whereas the former
were staunch supporters of the rent-control system and requisitioning,
the latter demanded confiscation and redistribution of housing facilities.
In Bulgaria, the state’s involvement in housing issues was intensified
during the agrarian regime, notable for its resentment of the urban up-
per classes.

Some significant changes occurred as a result of decline of po-
litical influence of the leftist parties in Yugoslavia and Bulgaria. By Au-
gust 1922 and June 1923, legal activities of their respective communist
parties had already been prohibited. Socialist or social-democrats, on
the other hand, had even before lost their ground among electorate. As
a consequence, tenants’ movement in these two countries was rapidly
moving towards a complete emancipation from the leftist groups. This
was especially the case after it became apparent that their (i.e. tenants’)
claims would be supported by almost all influential political groups in
these two countries.

In Czechoslovakia and Poland socialist and social-democratic
groups had much higher levels of popular support than it was the case in
Yugoslavia and Bulgaria. Yet, in these countries one finds the very same
trend towards emancipation from the ideological burden and political
tutorship by leftist parties. The final separation took place in 1923 and
1924 a bit later than it happened in Southeast European countries under
review. From that time on, the tenants” organizations in these countries
became truly independent interest group associations.

Landlords® associations, on the other hand, were quite independ-
ent in their formative period and later on throughout the 1920s. Con-
trary to the tenants” associations, landlords were trying hard to obtain
support from political parties. Almost continuously, they were faced with
bitter disappointments even with the most conservative parties which
were expected to defend principles of sacrosanct ownership rights and
freedom of disposal with one’s property.
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The tenants’ organizations in Czechoslovakia, Poland and Yugo-
slavia only returned to politics as independent political interest groups.
Yet, in neither of these countries did election results correspond to the
numerical strength of the tenant population. The landlords™ organiza-
tions also tried their luck in municipal elections in Czechoslovakia and
Poland. Taking into account relatively small share of landlords in Czech
and Polish society it is remarkable that they were able to gain some sup-
port on these elections.
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Pe3sume

Anexkcanpap P. Munetuh

CraMmGeHM CIOPOBU U NOJUTHKA. /IpyIITBEHO-IOJIUTUYKHU
KOHTEKCT CHCTeMa 3alUTHUTe CTaHapa y jyrouCTOYHOj M UCTOYHO]
cpeamwoj EBponuy, 1918-1928.

AncrtpakT: OBa KOMIapaTHUBHa CTyAHja aHaJIM3UpPa ApPYyIITBe-
HO-MIOJINTHYKH KOHTEKCT Mpolieca KOju cy npaTuIu yBohemwe
Y IPMMeHY CUCTeMa peryJMcaHor cTaMbeHor 3aKkyna y byrap-
cko0j, JyrocnaBujy, YexocnoBaukoj u Ilo/bckoj TokoM npBe fe-
1eHdje MehypaTHor nepuoja. YnaHak pasmaTpa cnenupuaHy
VMHTepaKI1jy Koja ce ogurpasasa usMehy Ap>kaBHe NOJUTHKE
Y MHTepeCHUX OpraHusalyja CTaHOAaBalla U CTaHapa-3aKyna-
1a. ¥ TOM KOHTEKCTY Hapo4yuTa NaXKHa je nocseheHa passojy
KOHIelI1ja Koje Cy 0Be UHTepeCcHe rpyIe umaJie rpema IoJau-
THUILY, YK/bY4yjylH 1 BbUXOBO aKTUBHO y4yelilie y 10j.

K/byuHe peun: cTamM6eHa MOJUTHKA, CUCTEM KOHTPOJIUCAHOT
3aKyna, MHTepecHe Tpyne, UCTOYHA cpefwa EBpomna, jyrouc-
To4yHa EBpona

Y oaMepaBamy cHara M3Mely CynpOTCTaB/bEHUX UHTEPECHUX
rpyna cTaHo/aBalla ¥ CTaHapa-3aKynala J0CTa Tora 3aBUCHJIO je Of bH-
x0Be 6pojuaHe 3aCTyN/beHOCTH y JpYyLITBY. [MUHAMUKa JPYIITBEHUX U T10-
JIUTUYKUX IpoMeHa y MehypaTHoj EBpony, a HapouuTo yBohemwe oniurer
npaBa Ijaca 4 pa3Boj GeHoMeHa T3B. MaCOBHe MOJIMTHKE, TIOCTABUJIH CY
CTaHape-3aKyIle, Kao OpOjHUjy UHTepeCHY I'pyly, Y NOBO/bHUjH 110JI0-
»Kaj. OBO ce 0HOCH YaK U Ha 3eMJbe Ca peJIaTUBHO MaJIUM yJieJIOM Ipaj-
CKOT' CTAaHOBHHILTBA, Kao LITO je TO C/1y4aj ca JyrocaaBujoM, [lo/bckoM u
Byrapckom, rje je noJUTHYKK YTULAj TPaCcKoOr Mjebca UIIao0 U NpeKo
HUXOBE pPeJlaTHBHE MaJo6POjHOCTH. YP6aHO CTAHOBHHULITBO, 8 HAPOYH-
TO y IVIaBHUM I'PaJlOBUMa, MOIJIO je Y BEeJIMKOj MepH Ja BpUIX IPUTUCAK
Ha Jip>KaBHe UHCTUTYLHje. JaBHU NIPOTeCT rpafcKe NonyaaLuje uckasaH
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y GJIM3UHU CeJUILITA MOJUTUYKE MONU UMao je TOCEOHY TEXKUHY Y Ipe-
BpaTHUM BpeMeHMMa HelloCpeHOT N10C/IepaTHOr epruoa.

W nopej, cBUX 0BUX NPEJHOCTHU KOje Cy UM Ce YKa3uBaJie, UHTe-
pPeCcHO OKYIIJbEHU CTaHapHU HUCY OpPTraHU30BajM CBOja yApYyKeka COIl-
CTBEHOM WHUIIUjaTHBOM. Y NMOYETHOM IEPUO/Y, OBO OPraHU30BakE Ce
CIIPOBOJUJIO ¥ OKBUPY NOJUMTUYKUX OpraHU3alyja jeBe opujeHTaluje.
[luTame ycnocTaB/bakba U OfprKaBama CUCTeMa KOHTPOJIHMCAHOT 3aKy-
na (CK3) 6uso je aeo mwupe couujanHe maatdopme U nporpama ca Koju-
Ma Cy HacTymaJld COLlMjaIMCTH U KOMYHHUCTH Tor BpeMeHa. [locTojase cy
3HayYajHe pa3JIMKe y [orjeJly nporpaMa Koje cy NpokJjiaMoBaJie OBe [JiBe
NOJINTUYKE Ipynanyje: 0K Cy COLUjaJUCTA OYeKUBaJU MOCTYIIHY €BO-
JIYLIHjy cUcTeMa ¥ 6U/IK 33/10BoJ/bHU yBoheweM CK3, KoMyHUCTH cy Tpa-
KUJIW paJiuKaJiHe POMEHE, KOje Cy YK/byurBaJie IpUMeHy Mepa KOHU-
CKallMje U peJUCTpubyLHje crambeHor mpoctopa. Y byrapckoj, ip>kaBHa
HHTEepBeHIMja y 0iHOCe CTAMOBEeHOT 3aKyIlla YMje Cy OCHOBE MOCTaBUJIU
CollMja/iMCTH OUJa je MHTEH3UBUpAHA 32 BpeMe pexuMa AjiekcaHapa
Ctram6osinjckor, Bohe 3eM/bOpaJIHUKA KOjU je 6HMO MO3HAT MO MPe3upy
KOjH je MOKa3uBao MpeMa ,,HelMpPOU3BOIHO]" IpaICKOj MOy Ial[HjH.

Y JyrocnaBuju u byrapckoj gpacTh4yHe NpOMEHE Ce JellaBajy
Kao nocjeaulia ciab/berma yTUI@ja IapTHja JeBoT ycMepewa. Of aBry-
cta1922.y]yrocnaBuju v o JyHckor npeBpaTay byrapckoj, y o6e 3eMbe
Cy 6uJie yBeZleHe 3a0paHe paJla KOMyHHCTUYKUX opraHusainuja. C jpyre
CTpaHe, COIMjaJUCTH CY y OBE JIBE 3eMJbe jOLI PaHUje NOTIYHO U3TYOHUIU
3Hauaj y 6upaykoM Teuy. [log 0BUM OKOJIHOCTHMA, TOKPET OpraHU30Ba-
HUX CTaHapa ce y6p3aHO 0CaMOCTa/bUBAO0 O/ CTPAHAaKa JIEBUIIE, U Opra-
HHM3allMOHO U Ha HUBOY KaJipoBa. TakBoM pa3Bojy maorahaja moromoBasa
je M YMbeHUIa 1a cy Beh TOKOM NIPBUX MOC/epaTHUX FOAMHA CTaHApU-3a-
KyIIy y JyrocaaByju v Byrapckoj ycnesu Jja Ha CBOjy CTpaHy IpUA06Ujy
NpeACcTaBHUKE TOTOBO CBUX YTULAJHUX NTAPTHja.

Y YexocsnoBaukoj ¥ [10/bCKOj pa3inyuTe CTpaHKe COLUjaTUCTHY-
Ke U ColjaslleMOKpaTCKe MPOBEHUjeHIHje yCcIese Cy a y 3Ha4ajHUujeM
06MMy cauyBajy yTH1aj y 6UpayKkoM Tesy. U y oBUM 3eM/baMa UIaK J0J1a-
34 J10 UICTOBETHOT TpeHJa: HauMe, /1o 1923 /24. nos1a3u /1o opraHu3aiu-
OHOT 0CaMOCTa/bUBamba CTaHapa-3akynaya. CTaHOAABLU Cy Ce UCLPIJbU-
BaJId y HeNpeCTaHUM IMOKylIajuMa Jia 3a CBOjy CylOMHY 3aUHTEpPECYjy
napTvje ofi yTUlaja, HAPOYHUTO CTPAHKe Koje Ccy CJ0BUJIe 32 KOH3epBa-
TUBHE WJU TpajuLMOHaIMCTUIKe. Enuior je TokoM 20-Ux rogrHa 610
yBeK ucTU. OpraHn3oBaHU CTAaHOJABLM, HeKaZja YIJIeHU CTaJleXX peH-
THUjepa, JOKUBJ/baBaJU Cy KOHTUHYHUPaHe GppycTpalyje oAJyKaMa MoJu-
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TUYKUX BJACTHU U CKYNIUTUHCKUX BelMHa Jla IpoJly»Ke CUCTeM OrpaHu-
Yyera y JJIOMeHY lbUX0BOT pacnoJjarakba CBOjuHOM.

OpraHu3oBaHU CTaHapu y JyrocaaBuju, YexocJ0Baukoj U
[Tosbckoj BpaTuau cy ce cpeguHoM 20-UX ToAMHA NOJUTULU U TO Kao
npeJCTaBHULM CONCTBEHUX NOJUTUUYKO-UHTEPECHUX rpyna. buse cy To
yIJIaBHOM HHULUjaTUBe JIOKAJHOI KapaKTepa Koje Cy ce 3aBpliaBaJie He-
yCIleXxoM U cJ1abuM 03UBOM GHpaya Ha JIOKaJIHUM u3bopuma. Y [1o/bCcKoj
1 Yexoc/10BauKOj Ha UCTOBETAH HAUMH Cy Ce Y HEKUM JIOKAJHUM CpeJu-
HaMa onpob6aJiv U cTaHoAaBL M. PacLlMHAHTHO je [a BbUX0BU pe3yJITaTH
HUCY 6UJIM TaKo 6e3HaYajHU KaKo OU ce MOIVIO OYeKMBATH € 063UpPOM Ha
c1abujy 6pojHy 3aCTy/beHOCT CTaHO/aBalla y momyJialyju.
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Fall of Aleksandar Rankovic¢ and Condemnation of
“Rankovic¢ism”*

Abstract: This study examines the circumstances which lead to
the purge of Aleksandar Rankovi¢, the longtime person “Number
one” in the State Security’s apparatus. The study also analyses the
impact it had on the future events in the history of Yugoslavia. The
political fall of Aleksandar Rankovi¢ coincided with the beginning
of the process of redefining relations between the member-states
of the Federation sparkling suspicions that the two events were
closely interlinked. Moreover, Aleksandar Rankovi¢ was posthu-
mously proclaimed Serbian nationalist. In this study, we also ana-
lyse what affairs during the Rankovi¢’s ouster can be linked to his
name; how much truth there is in the accusations of his involve-
ment in the wire-tapping of the Yugoslav top level political lead-
ers’ affair and what were his ambitions to become one of them.
What implications did these events have on the wider scope of the
state’s political actions?

Key words: Aleksandar Rankovi¢, UDBA (State Security Adminis-
tration), communism, Serbia, political purges, party purges, Josip
Broz Tito

According to the common view of historians, Aleksandar Rank-
ovi¢'s fall from power was the result of his opposed efforts to the pro-

This article has been written within the framework of the scholarly project: Serbian

Society in the Yugoslav State in the 20" century: Between Democracy and Dictatorship
(Ne 177016), financed by the Ministry of Education, Science and Technological
Development of the Republic of Serbia.
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motion of decentralization and constitutional reforms after 1963.* The
mainstream interpretations of Edvard Kardelj’s concept of the national
question emphasise that during the fall of Aleksandar Rankovi¢ Yugosla-
via was in the process of gradual redefinition to a federation of independ-
ent states (republics) invoking the right to self-determination and seces-
sion. During the 8™ Congress of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia
in 1964, it was decided that republics’ congresses were to be held before
the Congress of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia therewithal
nationality balance was maintained (parity of national representation)
within the state and party institutions became major concern. Soon after
the fall of Rankovi¢, the acceptance of an amendment giving favourable
status to the Serbian provinces (Vojvodina and Kosovo) led to further
strengthening of nationalism within the Party. The fall of Rankovi¢ did
not provoke radical changes and purges within the Party as much as did
the fall of the “liberals” during the 70s (apart from those within the state
security in Serbia and Kosovo). However, consequences of the Brioni Ple-
num have deeply affected the course of the socio-political life, the system
and, after all, the fate of the state. Is there any truth in the accusations
against Rankovi¢? Under what circumstances was the first man of the
state security dismissed and what did this really mean for the history of
Yugoslavia?

Security’s Number One - Party’s Number Two

Political and war biography of the Security’s First man and the
Second to Tito is exciting and dynamic. His inexhaustible work energy,
brilliant organisational skills, experience of an old revolutionary and his
unscrupulousness raised him to the highest political ranks. As a member
of the HQ of the National Liberation Army (NOV), and Partisan Armed
Forces (POJ) and Secretary-General of the Communists Party of Yugosla-
via (KPJ]) during the war, he was also member of the Tito’s inner circle.
He was involved in the most important decisions concerning war and
revolution affairs. He was a member of the most important army and
political organisations of the Yugoslav liberation movement: member of
the Anti-Fascist Council of National Liberation of Yugoslavia, (AVNO]J),

1 It was commonly noted that serious disagreements begun as early as in 1958
and lasted through to 1962 followed by more intensive ones including activities
preceding Rankovi¢’s dismissal. Milan Piljak, ,Brionski plenum 1966. godine: pokusaj
istoriografskog tumacenja dogadaja“, Tokovi istorije 1/2010, 76-77.

112



Srdan CVETKOVIC FALL OF ALEKSANDAR RANKOVIC AND CONDEMNATION OF “RANKOVICISM”

vice-president of the Anti-Fascist Assembly of National Liberation of Yu-
goslavia, (ASNOS) delegate of the Temporary and Constituent Assembly
of Democratic Federation of Yugoslavia (SDFJ). When, the first state se-
curity agency, the Department of People’s Security (0ZNA) was formed
on May 13™, 1944 on the island Vis (Croatia), Aleksandar Rankovi¢ be-
came its first chief. Following the adoption of the Yugoslav Constitution
in spring 1946, he was named Interior Minister of the Federal National
Republic of Yugoslavia (FNR]). Later, he was appointed to the highest
state and party positions including Vice-President of the Federal Govern-
ment and become a national delegate. He was twice re-elected member
of the Politburo and a member of the Executive Committee of the Cen-
tral Committee of the Communist Association of Yugoslavia (CK SK]J) at
the Fifth (1948) and Sixth (1952) Party congresses. In 1956, he became
Vice-President of the Federal Executive Council (SIV) and President of
the Committee for Internal Politics and Security, member of the Secretar-
iat of the Executive Committee of the Central Committee of the League of
Communists of Yugoslavia (CK SKJ]), member of the Central Committee
of the League of Communists of Serbia (CK SKS), and a member of the
Presidium of the Federal Committee of the League of the Socialist Work-
ing People of Yugoslavia (SSRNJ). After the war and until 1966, he was
official and also unofficial chief of all civil secret services.?

2 Aleksandar Rankovi¢ was born on November 28%, 1909 in a poor family in DrazZevac
(Obrenovac) near Belgrade (Serbia). He lost his father at an early age. He completed
elementary school in his native town and went to Belgrade to study to become
textile worker (abadzija) and became an apprentice. He was very young when he
joined the ranks of the Communist Youth League. Upon joining the Communist
Party of Yugoslavia in 1928, he became a secretary of the Provincial Committee of
the Communist Youth League of Serbia. Soon, he was caught in illegal distribution of
communist propaganda material and was sentenced to 6 years in prison by the Court
for the Protection of the Country. He served his sentence in the Sremska Mitrovica
and Lepoglava prisons. In 1936 he became a member of the Provincial Committee of
the Communist Party of Yugoslavia for Serbia, and in 1937 became a member of the
Politburo of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia. At the Fifth
National Conference of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia in Zagreb he was elected
to the Politburo of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia. After the uprising in late July
1941, at a time when Belgrade Radio station was sabotaged, he fell into the hands of
the police. After the arrest, Rankovi¢ was taken to the Gestapo where he was tortured.
His escape from the hospital was organized by S. C. Babovi¢ and b. Strugar supported
by the undercover partisans in Belgrade. Ko je ko u Jugoslaviji, (Beograd: Sedma sila,
1957),597-598.

113



TOKOBH HCTOPHJE 3/2016. 111-144

As an industrious operative, loyal to Tito,® he significantly con-
tributed to the strengthening and development of the state repression
apparatus which successfully and efficiently eliminated remaining of the
political opposition (Chetnicks, Ustasha, Rupniks) and later intra-party
opposition - the Stalinists, the kulaks and the remaining “reactionists”.
His visit to the Goli Otok Island in 1951 and his speech at the Fourth Par-
ty Plenum meant radical change and indicated liberal policies toward po-
litical opposition. Rankovié¢ and his right hand Svetislav Stefanovié-Ceca
were no longer in charge of the State Security Administration (UDBA)
and the Federal Secretariat for Internal Affairs (SSUP) at the time of their
ousting. However, Rankovi¢ was Vice-President of the Socialist Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia (SFR]) while Stefanovi¢ (Secretary of the Secre-
tariat for Internal Affairs from 1953 to 1963) was a member of the Fed-
eral Executive Council (SIV) and President of the Committee for Internal
Policy. In early 1965, the “third Rankovi¢ man” who was also removed
from his position was Vojin Luki¢, Secretary of the Federal Secretariat for
Internal Affairs (SSUP). Accusations of misuse of the Secret Police (SDB)
referred to times when Stefanovi¢ and Rankovi¢ were top-level federal
security and internal affairs officers who used their political influence
through their close allies Vojin Luki¢ in the Federal Secretariat for Inter-
nal Affairs and Srba Savi¢ in the Secretariat of Internal Affairs (SUP).*

Preparing to square accounts with the “Rankoviéism”

Tito’s bold address against particularism, nationalism, republi-
can economic localisms in Split, only few years before his 1962 clash with
Rankovi¢, was viewed as an attack against federalists and Kardelj's lean-
ing toward Rankovi¢ ideology. The same year, at the plenum of Central
Committee of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia (CK SKJ) such ide-
as were openly criticized and Kardelj was nearly sent home to Slovenia
to continue with his scholarly work.® However, by the beginning of Feb-

3 A. Rankovi¢ was Tito’s best man at Tito and Jovanka’'s wedding in 1952. General Ivan
Gosnjak was Jovanka’s best man - author’s note.

4 Archives of Yugoslavia, (ArhivJugoslavije - A]), Supreme Court of Yugoslavia (Vrhovni
sud Jugoslavije - VS]), 212, f. 18, Izvestaj o deformacijama u radu Sluzbe drzavne
bezbednosti, Neposredno uplitanje Rankovicai Stefanovi¢a u tekuce poslove SDB, 23.

5  This raised many suspicions about his hunting accident and the retreat to London.
He only returned from London after an intervention by Bakari¢, which was more of
a political payoff. Kardelj was wounded by a bullet which went through his mouth
stopping at a core of his spine. More on this incident in: Antun Duhacek, Ispovest
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ruary 1966 at the Third Party Plenum, Tito clearly had Rankovi¢ in mind
when he criticized “individuals who fall under the influence of the petit
bourgeois from the West and those reactionaries within the state who re-
mained after the war”® Those who supported Rankovi¢ were those who
opposed market economy reforms and who believed that these reforms
caused higher degree of techno-economic and political dependencies
from capitalist countries and decentralisation thus giving the republics
more independence. As many contemporaries recall, the relations be-
tween Tito and Rankovi¢ begun to deteriorate in the early 60s due to per-
sonal reasons. Tito allegedly kept passive during an argument between
Jovanka Broz and Lazar KoliSevski in 1961 and over the dismissal of
General Milan Zezelj in 1964.” Even later the death of Slobodan Penezi¢
alias Krcun in a car accident on the Ibarska magistrala® on November 5%,
1964 was under the scrutiny and interpreted in the context of preparing
a showdown with Rankovi¢. Tito also reacted in the same vein during the
replacement of Vojin Luki¢ with the Croat Milan Miskovi¢, whose brother
Ivan was head of the military security service. The conflict intensified
after Rankovi¢’s criticism of the constitutional reform at a rally in Tre-
biSnica in February 1966 when he claimed that the developed republics
were favoured. On the other hand, Tito and Bakari¢ indirectly criticized
Rankovi¢ accusing him of conservatism and centralism.’ Since the mid-
60s, Rankovi¢ drew attention to himself as he increasingly toured Serbia
where he was greeted with cheers, banners and music, which, some be-

obavestajca, (Beograd, 1992), 196; Biografija Josipa Broza Tita nepoznatog autora iz
zaostavstine Milana Pokovic¢a Popa - unpublished, author’s possession.

6  Zdenko Radeli¢, Hrvatska u Jugoslaviji 1945-1990, (Zagreb: Globus, 2006), 360.

Vojin Luki¢, Secanja i saznaja, (Beograd: 1989), 123.

8  The basis for this speculation lies in Krcun’s fiery nature and resilience to Tito’s
authority. There are recordings, thatin moments of anger and despair Krcun allegedly
would shout: “Man, we did not, fight for the ragged-Marx, but for Serbia!” Later, after
the dismissal of the disobedient generals Radivoje Jovanovi¢ Bradonja (bearded), he,
in the presence of Rankovi¢, asked: “Comrade Tito, when is our turn?” These doubts
were impassioned a quarter of a century later by the statement of Slavko Risti¢, Head
of the Department of Traffic Police, who claimed that he was forced to sign a false
report. Milan Tresnji¢, Podaci za biografiju Josipa Broza Tita, unpublished and in
possession of the author.

10 Veljko Kirbus, ,Moskovska zdravica za Rankovica, Prisluskivaci®, feljton, Revija 92,
No. 684, 2. 6. 2009; Miko Tripalo, Hrvatsko proljece, (Zagreb: Globus, 1990), 81;
JozZe Pirjevec, Jugoslavija 1918-1992, (Kopar, 1995), 254, 257; Dzasper Ridli, Tito,
biografija, (Beograd: Mir, 1998), 413; Richard and Ben Chrampton, Eastern Europe in
The Twentieth century, (London, 1997), 310.
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lieve, could have caught attention of his enemies in the party.!° According
to the later SDB findings, intelligence services of the socialist countries
allegedly counted on the “anti-reformists” around Rankovi¢. However,
the naive forecasts of the US intelligence suggested that it may resultin a
similar rebellion as in Hungary in April 1956.11

Even before the fall of Rankovi¢ and later during the Rankovié
inquiry, General Miloje Milojevi¢, Commander of the 1% Yugoslav Army
stationed in Belgrade, was considered “nationalist and unitarian”. The fact
that Gen. Milojevi¢ and Gen. Radoje Jovanovi¢ “Bradonja” (ret. in 1958,
expelled from KPJ] in 1967) were paying frequent visits to Rankovi¢ and
were also Vojin Luki¢’s war comrades did not go in their favour and caused
some speculation. By the end of 1965, Gen. Milojevi¢ wrote a critically in-
toned report on personnel policy in the Yugoslav National Army (JNA).
He intended to personally deliver the document to Rankovi¢ who was the
organizing Secretary of the Central Committee (CK); however, Rankovi¢
refused it. In his report, Milojevi¢ criticized the position of Croats in the
Army; especially those who were under the command of commandeer
Ivan GoS$njak, who was also Minister of State for National Defence. He also
argued that army officers from Montenegro were neglected and so on.
Milojevic¢ filed his report to the military authorities who responded to it
with violent campaign against him as a nationalist activist and against “all
those in Serbia who support Milojevi¢”. General Milojevi¢ was excluded
from the Party, dismissed from the Army and sent to early retirement.
Lukié¢ believes that the affair against Milojevi¢ may have been used against
him for his alleged attempts to affect the Army’s personnel policy which
was heard in the accusations against Rankovic.!?

In early June 1966, the Federal State Security Administration
(UDBA) already knew of Vladimir Bakari¢’s, Secretary of the Central Com-
mittee (SK) of Croatia, contact with a foreign ambassador in Belgrade at
the end of May1966, according to Vojin Lukié. During this meeting he
allegedly said that it should not come as a surprise if it was soon an-
nounced that Rankovi¢ was removed from the political life since it was a
necessary move for democratization of the country. One of the first steps

10 Kirbus,,Moskovska zdravica za Rankovica”.

11 AJ,VS],212,£.18, top secret, 1966, Neka zapazZanja o radu stranih obavestajnih sluzbi
prema SFR] u 1965.1 1966, 4; Momcilo Pavlovi¢, Dokumenta CIA o Jugoslaviji 1948-
1983, (Beograd: Institut za savremenu istoriju, 2008), 219-226.

12 Luki¢, Secanja i saznanja, 126; Svetko Kovac, Bojan Dimitrijevi¢, Irena Popovi¢, Slucaj
Rankovi¢ - iz arhive KOS-a, (Zagreb: Despot Infinitus, 2016), 73-76.
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in the champagne against Rankovi¢, Luki¢ believes, was removing Rank-
ovi¢ from the office of the Federal Secretary of the Interior, an impor-
tant role in the security system (executed in early 1965). The request for
Rankovi¢’s shift to the position of Organizing Secretary was made by the
Central Committee of the League of Communist of Serbia (CK SKS). There
were no serious objections to his work.!® Luki¢ also notes that much big-
ger misuse of the Service was during 1944-1945 (liquidation of oppo-
sition without trial), followed by purges of Stalinist during 1948-1953
(especially Goli otok), and at the time of the “forced buyout campaign”
against the farmers. This was common knowledge among the Party lead-
ers; however, no one was punished because actions were taken strictly
following Party and political directives. Luki¢ also believes that behind
these campaigns were a majority of the Party leaders and Tito himself
who all had desire to ouster Rankovi¢ but with no real intent to limit po-
litical abuse of Service and democratize society.'*

The wiretapping affair

One of the main arguments in the case against Rankovi¢ and Ste-
fanovi¢ was the unauthorized use of the technical resources for phone
tapping within the UDBA to establish UDBA within itself and having later
full control of UDBA from their new posts. The Service, allegedly, used
UDBA for wiretapping and control of Party and state officials.”® Krste
Crvenkovski was appointed President of the Commission organized to
substantiate charges now made against Rankovi¢ regarding the misuse
of the Service. Crvenkovski was Macedonian nationalist and this status
made him better suited for political liquidation of Rankovi¢ than a Croat
or a Slovenian.'® It has long been a mystery who participated in obtaining
evidence against Rankovié¢. Vojin Luki¢ claims that the Federal Security

13 Lukig, op. cit,, 25.

14 Luki¢ observes that, not coincidentally, at the time of preparation confrontation with
Rankovi¢, he was sent to Mongolia and he only learned of the ousting of Rankovi¢ at
the airport in a letter from Srba Savi¢ which his son secretly gave him at the arrival
in Belgrade: “I went to the toilet at the airport and then read the letter which Srba
wrote on behalf of Caca, in which he informed me to be prepared for an attack on
Rankovi¢ and the UDBA; and that all the accusations were false and fabricated aiming
to discreditand politically liquidate Rankovi¢ and compromise and break UDBA staff;
and that I should oppose it at the Plenum.” Luki¢, op. cit., 62-64, 71.

15 A, VS], 212, £. 18, Izvestaj o deformacijama u radu Sluzbe drzavne bezbednosti, 6.

16 The same principles were most probably used to bring a “neutral” Macedonian Borce
Samonikov, from Titov Veles as the Head of SDB.
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Service, as announced to the Commission Chairman K. Crvenkovski, was
unable to detect listening devices in the UZic¢ka Street (Tito’s residence)
because it had no access to the premises. However, for some years the
Military Security Service were in charge of the security there. Anoth-
er peculiarity about the existence of the tapping devices was that the
person who could have known was Selim Numi¢, head of the technical
department but he persistently denied any knowledge. Stevo Krajacic,
the longtime Head of the Security Services in Croatia, in an interview to
the daily Vjesnik dated October 28%, 1984 boasted that the “Rankovic¢
conspiracy” and the mechanism of wiretapping were revealed through
people and experts who were illegally sent from the Croatian Secretariat
for Internal Affairs.!” It seems rather odd that Tito, as the cables were
allegedly discovered, did not suspect a foreign intelligence plot. However,
he immediately pointed his finger at his security service, Rankovi¢ and
Stefanovié, his longtime close associates.

The pressure of many top Party leaders at the Brioni Party Ple-
num to ouster Rankovi¢ was overt and intense. Despite his undisputed
authority, Tito got involved in manipulating people playing with their
weaknesses and fears. He would assure them by saying: “After all, your
house is bugged too.”*® On the eve of June 16", 1966, before the session
of the Executive Committee KPJ, “Tito”, Kardelj, Bakari¢ and others “as-
sured” most of the Party members, in a similar manner. Although the
wiretapping was common practice and was totally legal and controlled
by the top-level Party leaders, the whole affair caused a lot of suspicion
among them. Svetozar Vukmanovi¢ alias Tempo claims that Tito showed
him the wires in the house and in his bedroom. Tempo at first did not
believe Tito’s allegations and was totally bewildered with what he saw.
Jovo Kapici¢ claims that Tito was noticeably shaken when he invited him
for a talk. Tito was adamant that Rankovi¢ was preparing a coup. More-
over, Tito insisted to show him his bedroom where, allegedly, the listen-
ing devices were installed.’® When Tito, 14 years later, received Gener-
al Lj. Duri¢, his former close associate who was ousted after the Sixth
Congress, he also showed him “how Marko eavesdropped on him”. Buri¢,
however, reminded Tito that the devices were fixed during his time with
Tito. On this remark tension eased and Tito changed the subject and said:
“Eh, Duri¢! ... And I should tell you, you know ... there was a plan for your

17 Kovac, Dimitrijevi¢, Popovi¢, op. cit., 87-89.
18 Lukig, op. cit., 30-31.
19 Testimony by Jovo Kapici¢, Crvenoicrno, TV Document, 11.4. 2008; Luki¢, op. cit., 32.
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liquidation while you were in prison! I saved you! I did not allow it ... We
are both alive and well. It’s all that matters.”?° Edvard Kardelj went even
further; he had suspicions that Rankovi¢ engaged Antun Vratusa to fol-
low him.?!

At this session, for the first time, it was officially announced
that Tito was wiretapped. A commission headed by Macedonian party
leader Krsto Crvenkovski was established to substantiate charges made
against Rankovi¢ and members of the Commission included represent-
atives from each republic including Puro Pucar, Blazo Jovanovi¢, Miko
Tripalo, France Popit and Dobrivoje Radosavljevi¢. Rankovié¢ offered to
resign from all the posts to enable undisrupted investigation, which was
accepted. At the CK SKS session on June 23", 1966 it was decided that
Vojin Luki¢ should no longer perform his duties as Secretary of SSUP and
as Secretary of CK SKS until the investigation was complete. When, on
the eve of the Brioni Plenum, Rankovi¢ and GoS$njak initiated a meeting
with Tito in his cabinet, Tito had dark glasses on, which Rankovi¢ took
as an ominous sign. Conversation was cold, and when Rankovi¢ stood up
to leave, Tito said that he did not need to see it all that tragic and added
dryly at the end, “Mind you, we’ll still cooperate.”??

As the source for discussion at the Fourth Plenum (Hotel “Istra”,
Brioni, July 1%, 1966) two documents were used: confidential Documents
and Committee Report, which was published and read at the plenary ses-
sion.

Documentation had incriminating four-point evidence mostly
based on the wiretappings from which conclusions about deformations
and abuses of the Security service and the roles of Rankovi¢ and Stefano-
vi¢ therein were made.?® According to Luki¢, as evidenced by S. Numié

20 Boro Krivokapi¢, ,Samoubistvo Sefa kabineta“, feljton Beskonacni Tito 5, Vecernje
novosti, 5. 2. 2008.

21 Biografija]Josipa Broza Titanepoznatogautora iz zaostavstine Milana Pokovica Popa,
unpublished, author’s possession.

22 Similar words, Tito used with bilas, then Nikezi¢ and Latinka Perovi¢, Tripalo and
others when they have already been defeated. Luki¢, op. cit., 33-37; Dusan Ckrebi¢,
Pogled iskosa, (Beograd, 2009), 175.

23 The first relates to the microphones installed in No 15 Uzicka Street, on the desk
in the study, which was connected with a cable to a tape recorder placed in a book
cabinet in the library next door (which was built much earlier). The second one was
installation of a PABX system with phone devices in the rooms and that one phone
device was installed in the bedroom of Jovanka Broz. Finally, there is mention of other
bugging devices and recorders, in the apartments of the party leaders Slavko Komara,
Moma Markovi¢ and others. The installation was the responsibility of a technical dep.
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and A. Duhacek, all wiretapping installations were set legally, following
the decision of the highest political leadership officials and Tito person-
ally in 1961, on the eve of the Conference of Non-Aligned Nations. Its
purpose was to eavesdrop on non-aligned leaders who resided in the vil-
las of the party officials in the Dedinje district, Belgrade. All the republic
services participated in this action including DSNO, SSUP and SSIP, which
were personally praised by Tito and there was extensive technical and
other documentation on it. Later, the lines went “dormant” but Party of-
ficials who occupied these houses were never informed about that, or
about their placement. Interestingly, the file was declared a state secret
and was distributed to plenum participants just before the session. How-
ever, its copies were seized when the session was over regardless the fact
that its publishing was meant to compromise Rankovi¢ and Stefanovic.
This can be explained by the fact that the evidence was pretty week for
publishing, let alone leave to members of the CK for scrutiny and cross-
checking after the Plenum.? In his notes, Rankovi¢ writes that the Head
of KOS Dusan Rusic¢ testified that no military-technical commission had
ever confirmed the evidence of wiretapping.?®

The Commission report was made public and contained infor-
mation on the situation and methods of work of the State Security and
responsibility of the highest officials, primarily Rankovi¢, who, allegedly,
entirely placed the Service “under his wing”. He underlines that the so-
ciety after a period of revolutionary struggle and transformation went
through democratization, which “security organs due to the conservative
resistance of individuals were not able to follow.”?® The Service went out
of control and as “a force above state” served the “conservative forces
gathered around Rankovi¢ and Stefanovi¢” and took control of the Party,
economy and social life through the involvement in the personnel and
organizational issues, abusing personal records, investment issues, etc.

A wide network of informants in the Party was created and state-
of-the-art spy technology was used on wiretapping officials. Citizens
were exposed to unfounded intrigues; there were massive breaches of

of the Military service. SSA technician V. Pordevi¢ was also involved. (Later under
investigation by art. 105, disclosure of state secrets) for which the entire SSA was
later charged. Luki¢, op. cit., 43-70.

24 Luki¢, op. cit., 43-70; Duhacek, op. cit., 222.

25  Ibid.

26 A],VS], 212, f. 18, Izvestaj o deformacijama u radu Sluzbe drZavne bezbednosti, 12.
oktobar 1966, 1-40.
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citizens’ rights (breach of privacy, secret letters and other means of com-
munication).

In the conclusion, the Commission report gives following rec-
ommendations: reorganization of the State Security, the Secret police no
longer be used for political purposes, ousting of Svetislav Stefanovi¢ and
his expulsion from the CK SK] and SK], Aleksandar Rankovi¢’s resigna-
tion was accepted; the State Commission was to continue with the in-
vestigation and naming names in the affair and to bring them to justice.
However, in the second report, at the end of 1966, Commission suggested
that further prosecution of Rankovi¢’s group be abandoned because of
their “past merits for the country”?” The only official who opposed the
Commission was Service’s Head of the Human Resources, B. Novakovi¢.
He remarked, “How comes, all of a sudden, such assessment of the UDBA
work and about all of us who have been with the Service for so many
years? Until yesterday we were receiving decorations and now this? Alle-
gations made by comrade Crvenkovski that we have become force above
the state and society and that we are in charge of the Party are untrue.”?®

Not only was the wiretapping affaire linked to Rankovi¢ and his
associates centre piece in the Report, they were accuses of many other
things. One of the most frequently mentioned is “control of privacy” of
senior officials. Besides Tito and his wife Jovanka, their regular targets
were Milka Kufrin and Stanka Veselinov. Milka Kufrin, Minister of Tour-
ism and member of the Federal Executive Council (SIV) was wiretapped
because she allegedly had an affair with her chauffeur, whose wife found
out and threatened with a scandal. Wiretapping had no immediate effect,
so one of the UDBA officials, Slavko Glumac, found out in a personal con-
tact with the chauffer and his brother that the rumours were true. At the
time, the Consul in Munich was S. Krsti¢ U¢a who confirmed that Milka
requested a residence permission and work permit from the German au-
thorities for the driver. At first, the driver claimed that he was forced into
the relationship being threatened that he would be punished if he re-
fused but later denied it saying that he was forced to such confession un-
der the pressure from the Luki¢’s office. Based on these allegations, Milka
was dismissed from the office and reprimanded by the Party. This affair

27 A], VS], 212, file 18, Izvestaj o deformacijama u radu Sluzbe drzavne bezbednosti,
12. oktobar 1966, 1-40; Izvestaj o protivustavnoj delatnosti Aleksandra Rankovica i
zloupotrebi SDB u politicke svrhe 1. decembar 1966, 10-16.

28  Luki¢ op. cit,,43-70, Selim Numic¢, Dobra zemljo laZu, (Beograd: IRO Nova knjiga, 1989), 95.
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was later used as an example of abuse of the Service.?® Another public
affair involved Stanka Veselinov. The affair triggered many rumours, ma-
licious remarks and recounting in the city couloirs. The wife of Jovan Ve-
selinov was prone to love affairs and had many protégés whose careers
she openly helped using her status and skills in abundance. She was also
known as alleged collectionner of antiques, paintings, rugs and objects of
great value from the committees, councils and other public institutions.
She would later sell those items to resellers at an enormous price. Many
prominent Party leaders including Rankovié, Stamboli¢, Penezi¢ and
Dusan Petrovi¢ alias Sane tried to come to the bottom of this case for
years. UDBA hired a team, led by Milan Pokovi¢ alias Pop, to work on this
case. The surveillance showed that Stanka was often seeing a young poet
Matija Bec¢kovié, who worked for the JeZ magazine. They often met at an
apartment in the Belgrade district of Topli¢in venac, which was owned by
an employee of the Municipality of Stari Grad. The apartment was wire-
tapped by UDBA. During those meetings the incriminating recordings
were allegedly collected. Except the intimate details, recordings testified
of Stanka’s “anti-socialist views”, mocking of the Party officials, socialist
self-management, and even Tito and Jovanka (they jokingly talked about
assassination on Tito, etc.).® Rankovi¢’s team agreed that, if the record-
ings were to be used as evidence against Stanka, the best way was to
present them as material obtained by following Becékovi¢ as a politically
dubious character, descendent of a “public enemy” (his “Chetnick’s ori-
gins”). Therefore, their relationship would have been discovered by ac-
cident. The reason for the cover up was to spare Zarko Veselinov from
being hurt and to avoid any insinuations of an attempt to deliberately
compromise him. D. Petrovi¢ Sane, President of the Serbian Parliament,
was satisfied with the success of the action. He awarded the operatives

29 There are interpretations that Rankovi¢, for security reasons, opposed liberalization
of travel, something, the federal Minister of Tourism Milka Kurfin insisted on, which
would raise tourism revenues and thus improve the negative foreign trade balance.
This conflict and the subsequent scandals were rated as the calculation of liberals
and conservatives within the SKJ. Same views were about Tito’s decision to deal with
Rankovi¢. The idea was conceived while he was travelling back on the “Blue Train“ to
Belgrade. Ridli, op. cit., 346; Luki¢, op. cit., 43-70.

30 Stanka Veselinov allegedly gave an UDBA document to Beckovi¢ about Beckovié¢
and other writers from Belgrade and Novi Sad, which she allegedly took from her
husband’s briefcase. When he learned that her phone was wiretapped, she told
Beckovi¢, who could not help wondering how it was done and he was embarrassed
because he felt responsible for the safety of the apartment which he found. Luki¢, op.
cit., 80.
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with the sizeable cash rewards. Only a year later they were tried for mis-
use of the Service. The wiretapping operation went on for almost three
years and many Party officials were aware of it including S. Penezi¢, D.
Radosavljevi¢, S. Doronjski, P. Stambolié, etc. However, after the Brioni
Plenum the affair was presented as a set-up and that even Beckovi¢ was
planted by UDBA, Rankovi¢ was accused and Stanka played victim to the
UDBA intrigue and returned to her husband Zarko. In the same context it
was referred to Mehmed HodZa case, former Minister, whose phone calls
had been intercepted since 1954 under suspicion that he kept contact
with saboteurs from Albania via his nephew. No action against him was
taken because the evidence obtained from the Service was not reliable.
Ismet Saéiri, Vice President of the Socialist Alliance of Serbia was also
under the surveillance which was requested by the Party and State Au-
thorities on suspicion of raping an underage cousin. The Party Commis-
sion headed by D. Petrovi¢ and Vice-Premier of the Republic Executive
Council (RIV) S. Penezi¢ ordered the wiretapping, but Saéiri was freed
of the accusations and his reputation restored as a victim of abuse of the
Security services in 1966.%

Wiretapping of the office of M. Miskovi¢ was also in the spotlight
in the context of wiretapping officials. The microphone and tape record-
er were installed during the time of S. Stefanovi¢ and were, as a part of
standard business practice, used to record meeting minutes and discus-
sions during the Board (Collegium) meetings. Later on, there was also
mention of monitoring and surveillance “of the Vojvodina officials”, most-
ly of Croatian and Hungarian nationality (G. Tikvicki, L. Rehak, F. Nandor,
and J. Nad) and Party activists who were arrested by the Hungarian forc-
es during the occupation. Under the magnifying glass were also “deaths
in the prisons in Kosovo”.*? It is interesting that all the wiretapping scan-

31 Slobodan Penezi¢ Krcun reportedly said that he believed that the control was unnec-
essary because “he wouldn’t kill himself, nor would he flee from embarrassment be-
cause if he was an honest man, he would not do that to a child, and especially not to a
child of his relative. Especially to an orphan.” Luki¢, op. cit., 77.

32 Increased mortality in prisons in Kosovo has been a de facto situation, but also the
fact was that prisons were getting overcrowded and incomparably worse hygienic
conditions than elsewhere, and that the Albanians did not have the opportunity
because of poverty toreceive frequentand abundantfood parcels, so theywere usually
dying of tuberculosis. Increased mortality of Albanians, after all, was the reality in
other prisons, primarily KPD Nis, which was relatively high until the construction of
the KPD in the East in the late 50’s. Velimir Doki¢, Robijanje demokrate, knjizevnika i
akdemika Pekic¢a, unpublished manuscript in the possession of the author.
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dals and allegations of the human rights violation related to managers
and bureaucrats (Veselinov, Kurfin, §aéiri) or the Albanian minority, and
that there was no mention about repression against ordinary citizens,
which dominated during 1944-1966.

In his speech at the Brioni Plenum, Tito stressed that the Plenum
was continuation of the extended session of the Executive Committee of
March 1962, which, according to him, failed “due to the compromise ten-
dency not to affect the unity of the Party and the unity of our leadership
that in fact, was already violated.”*® According to him, deviations in the
work of the Service began even before 1957 (the official reportleaked out
only by mistake after 1964). “Comrades, we have made a mistake, to have
our national security to itself for more than 20 years, and because of our
enormous confidence in comrade Rankovi¢ and the Security services, at
our Executive Committee we never questioned the work of the Service.”
Tito assessed that, in the case of Rankovi¢, it was about a fractional group
which struggled for power and that further investigation must move in
that direction. After the Committee Report, Rankovi¢ took to the floor
first. However, his presentation was pale and unconvincing.3* Rankovi¢’s
presentation and defence during the plenary session disappointed even
his sympathizers. Until the end, it remained unclear, as in case of Dilas
twelve years earlier, what were the motives behind his weak presenta-
tion during the Party condemnation, and six years later the behaviour of
Nikezi¢ and Latinka Perovi¢, Tripalo, Dapcevi¢ and others. Was it respect
for Tito, the Party’s ideology to which they belonged, psychological un-
preparedness or fear and concern for themselves and their families as
they knew the inner side of the mechanisms of terror?

After the Rankovi¢’s speech, political and military officials took
stand respectively. They all condemned Rankovi¢ and his associates for

33 Shortly after this meeting, Tito in his famous speech in Split on May 6, 1962, on the
occasion of commissioning of the hydroelectric Omis, harshly criticised the entire
Party leadership for political mistakes and weaknesses in the work, abuse, privilege,
corruption and other malfeasance in the economy. Momcilo Zecevi¢, Pocetak kraja
SFR] - Stenogram i drugi prate¢i dokumenti prosirene sednice Izvr$nog komiteta CK
SKJ, (Beograd, 1998), 16.

34 “I thought, and I was absolutely convinced that he as the accused, knows quite well
and in detail the materials and what he is guilty of and I could not understand why he
does not more energetically denies it (...) His strange defence strategy at the Plenum
led me to believe that there may really be some guilt and that the real reason for his
removal which his prosecutors have not mentioned” - recalls Vojin Luki¢ who as a
possible justification finds an alleged heart attack which Rankovi¢ had on the eve of
the Plenum when he received the materials. Luki¢, op. cit., 88.
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political conspiracy. Most of them believed that even “Rankovi¢’s follow-
ers” believed that they were in some kind of “voluntary misapprehen-
sion”; others, in their overzealousness, went above Tito’s views driven by
personal or political intolerance against Rankovi¢ and his ideology. First
speech was delivered by General V. Kovacevi¢, followed by C. Mijatovi, S.
Vukmanovi¢ Tempo, M. Mini¢, ]. Veselinov, and V. Popovi¢. The last three
spoke with hatred and revenge.?®> General Ivan GoSnjak was advised not
to attend the Plenum. He was told, “You do not know what’s coming! You
couldn’t take it!” Therefore, he did not speak at the Fourth Plenary ses-
sion for fear that Counter Intelligence Services (KOS) may also be under
scrutiny.?®

What the atmosphere was like during the session is best de-
scribed by Vojin Lukié, Rankovi¢’s sympathizer and associate, who de-
clined to speak. “I refused to speak because I had neither the strength nor
the will to challenge the motion of the entire CK. I couldn’t come to my
senses from the shock after reading the documents last night”, he said.
Contrary to Luki¢, S. Stefanovi¢ kept a firm stance and denied that the
Agency illegally wiretapped senior officials. During his speech, he was
sharply interrupted by S. Vukmanovi¢ Tempo, who yelled, “You're lying!
You've bugged me!” Lukié replied, “No, never, except, perhaps, in the case
of bilas. But, no, not even then, because Dilas was bugged, so we heard
your conversation with him.”¥” He was then interrupted by C. Mijatovi¢,

35 Thereasons for this were as follows: According to Rankovi¢, he was in disgrace with
Tempo since 1940, because he brought Blagoje Neskovi¢ to PK Serbia, instead of him,
as suggested by Dilas; Veselinov was mostly due to the scandal with Stanka Veselinov,
and Vlado Popovi¢, apparently, because after the withdrawal from the Central
Committee of Croatia, he was not posted to a higher position. Luki¢, op. cit., 92.

36 The only one who stood up to Tito, partly because of the political liquidation of
Aleksandar Rankovi¢, was State Secretary for National Defence, General Ivan
Gosnjak. Marshal immediately made clear that he should look for his replacement
and allegedly ordered him to accompany Rankovi¢ in a military plane on his way to
Brioni. The announced criticism of the KOS never happened because in September
1966 Proxy CK SK] in the JNA brought unambiguously clear conclusions regarding
the Brioni Plenum: The security agents of the JNA had nothing to do with abuses in
the highest ranks of the national security, nor with such deformations due to which the
state security tried to turn into a force above society. Things like that could happen in
the JNA because it has been managed for twenty years by the most responsible seniors
... In the system of command and subordination of the JNA security organs they couldn’t
rise to power over the command. Luki¢, op. cit., 91, 128.

37 Milovan Dilas was tapped by the decision of the highest political authorities, on the
eve of the Third Plenum of the Central Committee, which discussed the bilas case;
Tempo then phoned bilas and told him that he fully agreed with him, with all his
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who said, “It seems you’ve covered up the faux-pas of Slobodan Sako-
ta in Moscow.” C. Mijatovié, then explained, that Sakota was Assistant to
the Minister of Foreign Affairs when he was Ambassador in Moscow who
spoke to him in confidence of his appreciation of Rankovi¢ over Kardelj;
he also used to gossip about the top government officials in the Govern-
ment of Bosnia and Herzegovina. Rankovi¢, obviously, approved of such
stories therefore Sakota was not reprimanded.®® S. Stefanovi¢ denied
these allegations, claiming that “the Sakota case” was dealt with by the
Party Personnel Committee led by Velimir Stojni¢.>*

The Brioni Plenum was well organised. The potential “Rankovié’s
followers” were distinguished from others and under surveillance by the
KOS agents. General Petar Babi¢, who was the Head of Tito’s military
office until 1966, was conveniently dressed in civilian clothes and was
seated next to Luki¢ to prevent any potential danger to Tito from him.
Similar security arrangements were made for Rankovi¢, Stefanovi¢ and
few others.*® An experienced UDBA officer, Branislav Pendi¢ recalls that
the entire UDBA line-up was under surveillance by the KOS operatives in
days prior to the Brioni Plenum. Rankovi¢’s people were “covered, and
the UDBA operatives were monitored by Ivan and Milan Miskovi¢, mili-
tary and civil security services agents. That the situation was at a boiling
point was confirmed by the fact that during the Plenum even the army
forces were on standby and parts of the Guards division were brought to
protect access to Belgrade. There was fear that the clash with Rankovi¢
may escalate into a full scale Serbian political coup. Although the IK CKS
report states that “in explaining these problems to other republics, im-
pression of problems concerning personnel, security and society in the
Socialist Republic of Serbia must be avoided”, hunt of Security personnel

views and promised him unconditional support. That conversation was recorded
and immediately delivered to Tito who called Tempo the same evening. The next day,
Tempo was among the first to speak and sharply attacked bilas. Luki¢, op. cit., 95.

38 In the testimony before the commission Mijatovié¢ has even claimed that Sakota
openly said that Tito was too old and should withdraw, and that Rankovi¢ should
come in his place. Moscow evening become focus of attention and in particular its
part where a drunken Soviet Part leader allegedly glorifies Rankovi¢ as the future
president. Luki¢, op. cit., 95; Kirbus, ,,Moskovska zdravica za Rankovic¢a”.

39 Mijatovi¢, according to Stefanovi¢, apparently, was the inspirer of the false news in
Bosnia about Tito withdrawing from politics and Rankovi¢ succeeding him, which
was supposed to come to the Broz and contribute to his suspicion and resentment
towards Rankovi¢. Luki¢, op. cit., 113.

40 Luki¢, op. cit., 82.
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was conducted only in Serbia.*! It was difficult to swim against the main
current since the Communists were raised in the spirit of unity of action
and fostering the cult of Tito. Vojin Luki¢ later confessed, “When I saw
that everybody voted for the proposed decision, I raised my hand too and
voted for it. I acted against my conscience and contrary to my belief.” *2

At the Plenum, five recommendations were adopted: 1) to reor-
ganize Federal Security personnel in accordance with the new social ori-
entation; 2) to obtain approval from SIV for the Commission to further
investigate and persecute the culprits; 3) to deprive Svetislav Stefanovi¢,
responsible for the operation of the Service of all party and state func-
tions and expel him from the Party; 4) to accept Aleksandar Rankovi¢’s
resignation from all party functions and from the post of Vice President
of the Republic (exclusion from the Party was not immediately proposed
for tactical reasons and was done to bide time to prepare public for it)
and; 5) to declaratively invoke the Communists and the people to stay on
the path of democratization and the development of self-management in
the wake of the Brioni Plenum decision. In the final say Tito, in a familiar
manner (as with Dilas before and later with the liberals), paid Rankovi¢
tribute for his “good behaviour” and expressed hope that such is expect-
ed from him in the future, and expressed even possible cooperation. The
fact that the Croatian Secretariat for Internal Affairs “destroyed tape-re-
cordings from the Fourth session of the Central Committee at the begin-
ning of 1970 makes an interesting observation.”*

After the Brioni Plenum, Aleksandar Rankovi¢ definitely retired
from public life. He retreated to his villa in Dubrovnik far from the former
comrades. He enjoyed his family life and indulged in fishing. Although
he remained loyal to Tito and the Party to the end, he did not take any
public or illegal activities against the regime. No other specific “hostile
activity”, besides the political qualifications, rumours and allegations of
spreading étatistique and anti-reform slogans, could have been attribut-
ed to him until his death. There are brief remarks in the State Security
Services records about him: “Since the abolition time in December 1966,
actions of Aleksandar Rankovi¢ and members of his group were limited
to destruction of the traces of their activities”, claiming that “time will

41 Ibid, 35.

42  Ibid, 126.

43  AJ, Centralni komitet Saveza komunista Jugoslavije (Central Committee of the League
of Communists of Yugoslavia - CK SKJ), 507, IV/96, prilog 9; Pero Simi¢, Svetac i
magle, (Beograd: Sluzbeni list, 2006), 193-194.
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tell of his innocence”, with slanders to “discredit some party leaders” and
presenting themselves “as legitimate representatives of the Serbian na-
tion,” which “babbitry society accepts and spreads.”** On May 12%, 1967,
Tito held talks with a delegation of civil and military security services
when he was told that “Rankovi¢ did not realize that he was wrong”, but
still thought “thing were different”. Then, Tito said, “I am of the opinion
that he has limited intelligence, but is very cunning.”*®

Distancing from Rankovi¢ after the Plenum went to such an ex-
tent that there were examples of group photo retouching and cropping
sequences of newsreels to cut him out.*® He died of a heart attack on Au-
gust 19, 1983, on the hotel terrace in Dubrovnik. His funeral was an
unorganised mass-gathering which was attended by around 100.000
people, which speaks more of his reputation and popularity and less of
the national euphoria, the political moment and the frustration Serbs
felt because of their endangered national status after the constitution-
al reforms in the 70s, which “Rankovi¢’s unitarism” recognized him as
the protector of Serbian interests in Yugoslavia.*’ In spite of the dismissal
and political convictions, Rankovi¢ is still, in Serbia and within the varie-
ty of Communist circles and the people, perceived as a sincere fighter for
the unity of the country, the protector of Serbs, fighter for social justice
and honest revolutionary, the guardian of partisan ethics and steadfast-
ness.*®

44  AJ,VS], 212,£. 18, Analiza o sprovodenju Osnovnog zakona o unutrasnjim poslovima,
9.decembar 1967, 28.

45 AJ, Kabinet predsednika Republike (President’s Office - KPR), 837, 1I-2, k. 54; Pero
Simi¢, Raspeto Kosovo, (Beograd, 2006), 188.

46 “I remember that on May 25%, 1974, when I arrived, he had already read all the
newspapers of that morning, and with resignation showed me that the media
published articles commemorating the great partisan battle, ‘Landing on the Drvar
River’, and that none mentioned his name. Even the photos of him had his name
erased.” - recalls historian Dr. Venceslav GliSi¢ who has repeatedly spoken to him.
»Seks afere rasturile Jugoslaviju®, Revija 92, No. 652, 2.1.2009.

47 It was originally planned that he is buried here when his body is transported from
Dubrovnik to Belgrade. General Sreten Kosti¢ vigorously opposed to it and said that
Rankovi¢’s place is in the “Alley of the Greats” at the New Cemetery in Belgrade.
It is interesting that the city of Kraljevo and the town of Banatski Karlovac, which
were named after him “Rankovi¢evo” and “Banatsko Rankovic¢evo”, already in 1955
returned to their old names. This was in accordance with the new law, which forbade
places to bear other names but Tito’s.

48 Immediately after the plenary session official reports record that awkward questions
could be heard: “how comes only leaders from Serbia are being removed”. Constitu-
tional changes that were largely perceived as the “break up of Serbia” (to which he, ap-
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Showdown with the “Rankovi¢ clique” after 1966

After the condemnation of Rankovi¢ at the Plenum, the State Secu-
rity Service (SDB) introduced a new category of internal enemies “Rank-
ovicevci (Rankovi¢ism)” described as “bureaucratic-dogmatic power, bu-
reaucratic centralists, Unitarians” who advocated dogmatism and etatism,
and condemned self-management as destructive and similar. They report-
edly refused to confess their guilt for wiretapping of government officials
saying that it was a farcical show cooked up to remove loyal Serbian per-
sonnel from SDB and state authorities. Although the Brioni Plenum reso-
nated in other republics in terms of reorganization of services (reduced
jurisdiction of the federal departments and its decentralization) and audit
of documentation, however, its main result was a complete restructuring
of the Security services in Serbia. After the Brioni Plenum, there were re-
placements, early retirements and the arrests of people suspected of sym-
pathizing Rankovi¢ and his associates, mainly of Serbian nationality. V.
Luki¢ and S. Stefanovié, Service’s leading men were marked as the most
responsible for the abuse of the Service, even more than Rankovi¢ himself.
There were also many lower level officials on the list. Soon after, at the
VI Central Committee plenum on 15%September, 1966, as proposed by S.
Cana Babovi¢, Rankovi¢ was finally excluded from the Central Committee
of LSS and in October, he was also expelled from the League of Commu-
nists. However, there was no trial because of very inconclusive evidence
(despite the pressure on members of the Service to falsely testify). Though
Rankovi¢ “knew much” and could reveal much at the possible trial, there
was strong desire to preserve the “democratic reputation” before the rest
of the world. Provincial Committee of Kosovo quickly replaced Jovo Sotra,
Sekulovi¢ and Kadri Reifijn. Exposé of V. Deve, Dz Nimani, A. Sukrije and
others at the Fourth Plenum officially announced the beginning of a fierce
campaign against the UDBA and Rankovi¢ on the basis of “nationalism and
Serbian chauvinism against the Albanians.”

parently opposed and which were one of the main reasons for his dismissal) have fur-
ther contributed to his popularity among the people. Expansion of Albanian and Croa-
tian nationalism, rousing of social inequality and crisis of communist ideology in gen-
eral, contributed to the increase in the number of the “Rankovi¢ followers”. His burial,
therefore, turned into a silent protest of people dissatisfied with the political situation,
the decentralization of Serbia, the Yugoslav confederation, the proliferation of national-
ism and separatism, as well as the growing economic crisis. Luki¢, op. cit., 133. Integral
official report The Political situation in Serbia after the IV session of the Central Commit-
tee and the activity of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia is cited.
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An immediate broad investigation campaign of the special com-
mittees of the SSUP (Federal Secretariat of Internal Affairs) and SUP Ser-
bia began with criminal investigation of the organs of the Military and
District Courts in Belgrade, which sought to obtain evidence for Rank-
ovi¢’s criminal conviction and some staff and officials of the SDB (Fed-
eral Security Services). At the initiative of E. Kardelj, DrZzavna komisija
za ispitivanje zloupotreba (National Committee for Investigation of Abus-
es of the Service) was formed within UDBA, to gather evidence from all
over Yugoslavia on abuse of the secret service as soon as possible. The
President of the Committee was R. Lazarevié; other members included
editor of the Borba newspaper, P. Ivaci¢, editor in chief of the Tanjug, M.
Jovanovi¢, a journalist of the Federal Secretariat for Information, P. Sto-
janov, SSUP associates, 0. RuZi¢ and D. Miljani¢. They were later joined by
the Federal Minister Milan MiSkovi¢, who opened the UDBA archives for
research and requested information on the work of the secret services,
especially Rankovi¢, from the ministers of the republics and the police.
UDBA in Serbia was controlled by KOS (Counter Intelligence Services)
of JNA (Yugoslav Army). The Republican Party Commission headed by
Danilo Keki¢ was formed on July 5%, 1966 with a mission to collect ma-
terial for the conviction of Rankovi¢ at the SKS (League of Communist of
Serbia) at the Fourth Plenary session. Rankovi¢ was blamed for seizure
of weapons in Kosovo and Metohija, smuggling and cigarettes trafficking,
Goli otok affair and the affair of import of 195 electric locomotives from
Sweden.* Beside the confiscation of weapons from the Albanians, there
was a mention of the increased mortality in prisons in Kosovo, Prizren
trial process, wiretapping of the Minister of Forestry Mehmet Hodza (for
the suspicion of being the Sigurimi agent) and Ismet Saéiri, Vice-Presi-
dent of the League of the Socialist Working People of Serbia, accused for
the rape of a minor and because of the problem of exile of the Turks to
Bosporus during the 50s etc.>

49 Croatian political leaders were in favour of the “Swedish” locomotive versus “French”
which were better and cheaper, which were favoured by the management and unions
of the ZTP Beograd and other factories. Luki¢, op. cit., 22.

50 Thereportofthe Federal Public Prosecutor also mentions the use of force and torture
in the “Morava” operation (finding the archives, gold, securities and other valuables
belonging of D. Mihailovi¢ on the territory of the Ov¢ar-Kablar Gorge 1965). Then the
political liquidation of Predrag Ajti¢, the ambassador in Sofia for his critical remarks
on foreign policy of Josip Broz that was before the officials of the Embassy in Sofia
and other well-known materials on wiretapping Tito, Kardelj and other leaders
organized by Rankovi¢. A], VS], 212, IzvesStaj o protivustavnoj delatnosti Aleksandra
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Vojin Luki¢, Srba Savi¢ and other associates were put under pres-
sure by the investigating commissions and the Secretary of the Interior,
Slavko Zecevic to testify and provide compromising material on abuse
of the Service.’! Slobodan Krsti¢ Uca, previously a senior UDBA official,
was also pressured, but since no evidence was found, he was sent to
premature retirement from the Service; Lukic¢’s brother, Milisav, depu-
ty secretary of UDBA, ten days later was released and soon left the Ser-
vice.>? There was also an attempt to prosecute Luki¢ for misuse of the
material evidence from the confidential archives. His role in the secret
export hideout in Rijeka, which continued to operate well even after its
formal abolition in 1963, was also under scrutiny. It turned out that he
had no role in it. The operation was conducted by Edi Brajnik and Branko
Damjanovi¢. All classified documentation on Service abuses that was
used at Plenum was from a room in the Central Committee building in
New Belgrade and was open for public viewing. Vojin Luki¢ was also crit-
icized for a note in his report on a remark regarding Tito’s absence made
by Thessalonica soldiers who were present during the 50™ anniversary
celebration of the Battle of Cer in Tekeris in 1964. The soldiers comment-
ed that Tito was attending the Alka of Sinj event instead. The event was
attended by only one Party leader, the Mayor of Sabac. The media has not
covered the event probably to avoid a potential harm to Tito’s reputation.
As the result of all this, Vojin Luki¢, Srba Savi¢ and some other members
of the SDB and the police were suspended and excluded from the Party
and criminal procedures were soon initiated against them. Consequently,
714 employees, operatives and senior staffers in the federal police lost
their jobs after the reorganization.>®

Despite the main charges against them, A. Rankovi¢ and S. Ste-
fanovi¢ were not prosecuted because of the political immunity they en-
joyed. In October 1966, the authorities in Belgrade began criminal pro-

Rankovicaizloupotrebi SDB u politicke svrhe 1. decembar, 1966, Optuznica protiv 16
radnika SSUP-a Ktr. br. 713/66, 1-19.

51 Mark Lobi, Tajne sluzbe Srbije, (Beograd, 2001), 203-205; Luki¢, op. cit., 100-101.

52 Luki¢said thathis brother Bozidar was also interrogated in the “conveyor style” (they
gave him food and water, but he was not allowed to sleep), in order to prove that the
“Rankovi¢’s group” may have had a “foreign-spot”. Luki¢, op. cit., 194.

53 “We started slowly to send people to early retirement. UDBA staff were depressed
because most of them worked responsibly, believing that their work was in the
interest of the society”. Slavko Zecevi¢, Se¢anja i kazivanja, (Beograd, 2004), 213;
Mark Lobi, Tajne sluZbe Srbije 11, (Beograd, 2001), 183-199; A, Savezno izvrsno vece
(SIV), 130, 558, br. 2588, 19. novembar, 1966.
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ceedings against 16 people, including Vojin Luki¢, former Minister of the
Federal Police; Zivotije Srba Savi¢, former Minister of the Serbian Police;
Milisav Lukié, Deputy Secretary of SSUP; Selim Numi¢, Assistant Secre-
tary of SSUP and Head of the Department for Escorts and Interception;
Pavle Tepin, Director of the Technical Institute SSUP; his assistant Vo-
jislav BaldZi¢; BoZa Arnautovi¢, Head of the Operations and Technical
Department of UDBA; Mirko Trivié, Assistant of the Head of the SSUP
of the Fourth Directorate; Zivorad Paunovié, SSUP technician; Stanislav
Pavlin, Ass. Director of the SSUP Technical Institute, Velimir Dordevig,
technician of the SSUP of the Fourth Directorate; Aleksandar Ignjatovi¢,
retired UDBA employee; Milan Pokovié¢ Pop, Chief of the UDBA Belgrade;
Slobodan Jovovi¢, Assistant of the UDBA Belgrade Chief; Gvozden Pre-
dojevi¢, Chief of UDBA Belgrade and Zvonimir RadoSevi¢, Chief of the
Belgrade Secret Police. The accused were arrested between June 29% (V.
Pordevi¢) and the end of September 1966. Several of them were held in
custody for almost three months (Numic¢).>*

The exact insinuations and affairs relating to the wiretapping of
officials, creating scandals and abuse of Service were in the indictment
signed by the Federal Public Prosecutor F. Ho¢evar. Only Stanislav Pavlin
from Slovenia confessed. He claimed that he wiretapped E. Kardelj at the
behest of Numic¢.>® Vojin Luki¢ was initially suspected of the offense of
abuse of official position (art. 314), forgery and destruction of official
documents (art. 319) and the disclosure of official secrets (art. 320). The
defendant was represented by M. Jovanovi¢ Lale and his conduct dur-
ing the hearing was qualified as decent. By the court ruling of Novem-
ber 22nd, 1967, V. Luki¢ and his collaborator S. Savi¢ were remanded in
custody. The federal public prosecutor’s ruling, previously qualified as a
criminal offense, now under the Articles 100 and 105, qualified it as “a
crime against the people and state”, which the above named were plotting
“to unconstitutionally take power”. Selim Numi¢, who was the Chief of the
Technical Department of the 4™ UDBA Division and since 1963 Assistant

54 A], VS], 212, Izvestaj o protivustavnoj delatnosti A. Rankovica i zloupotrebi SDB u
politicke svrhe 1. decembar 1966, Optuznica protiv 16 radnika SSUP-a, Ktr. br.
713/66,1-3.

55 Eventhe collection of data on MPsin Serbia and councillors in Belgrade was described
as conspiracy of the UDBA and Rankovi¢. Pavlin later visited S. Numic at his apartment
and asked him for forgiveness, because he, as the Slovenian, was under particular
pressure to confess the alleged wiretapping - see: Numi¢, op. cit., 22-23; AJ, VS], 212,
[zvestaj o protivustavnoj delatnosti A. Rankovic¢a i zloupotrebi SDB u politicke svrhe
1. decembar 1966, Optuznica protiv 16 radnika SSUP-a, Ktr. br 713/66.
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to the Federal Secretary of the SSUP and who lost three brothers during
the war, got the worst end of the stick. He fell seriously ill and spent sev-
eral months in the prison hospital where he lost 40 kilograms, but still
refused to give false testimony and lay blame on anyone.>® Due to such be-
haviour of the accused Numi¢ and others and for political implications that
the court process could arise from, the general abolition of the accused
was delineated. However, by the end of 1966, they were all fired, sent to re-
tirement and excluded from the Party. The only ones who were spared for
their loyalty in the process were M. Lukié¢, Deputy Secretary of SSUP; Mi-
lan MiSkovi¢, who was later promoted to Deputy Governor of the National
Bank and DuSan Lazi¢. Although the Chief of the Fourth Davison until the
Brioni Plenum, Lazi¢ was transferred to the Technical Department and was
later promoted to colonel in the Army.>” Rankovi¢ and Stefanovi¢ were not
questioned according to the charges, which was violation of one of their
basic rights - the right to defend themselves. They were protected by
their parliamentary immunity (Art. 202 of the Constitution of the SFRY);
therefore, it was suggested to the SIV (Federal Executive Council) to ap-
prove the initiation of criminal proceedings, which never took place.*®
Based on the report of the Federal Public Prosecutor, the SIV
has prepared a report for the Assembly, which gave general, repeated
instances of abuse without citing any new evidence. Therein, the group
was advocating “firm hand against democracy” and similar, and was det-
rimental to the development of international relations, “especially in are-
as inhabited by the members of certain nationalities” and “slowing down
of the development of self-management”. Paradoxically, in the end, after
all these serious charges, the defendants were given recommendation for
amnesty, which can only be explained by political reasons and unsub-
stantiated evidence.*® Avdo Humo gave an exposé on abuses by the UDBA
on behalf of the SIV before the members of the Federal Assembly and
after a short debate in which Maksimlijan Bac¢e and Mile Milatovi¢ stood

56 “I'mready, Milan, to hung in the middle of Terazije if you find that I have in any way
abused the Service, Well... Are you crazy? ... Are you drunk? Have you lost your mind?
The Service to eavesdrop on Tito? Man, do you know that everyone of us, from the
Service, is ready to die for Tito? Are you aware of what you've done and what sin
you've committed against us, the entire Service and this country?”- S. Numic¢’s
emotional outburst during his visit to Milan Miskovi¢. Numi¢, op. cit., 22-23.

57 Numig, op. cit., 22-23.

58 AJ],VS],212,1zvestaj o protivustavnoj delatnosti A.Rankovica i zloupotrebi SDB u politicke
svrhe 1. decembar 1966, Optuznica protiv 16 radnika SSUP-a, Ktr. br. 713 /66, 1-19.

59 Luki¢, op. cit.,, 279-297. The report of the Federal Public Prosecutor is cited.
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out in the attack, the recommendation for abolition passed. No further
repressive measures were taken against the accused. They were fired,
sent to an early retirement and had difficulties obtaining passports. Tito
openly announced the abolition in early December in 1966 at a seminar
for leading legal experts giving directives to the Courts.*

Persecution of the “Rankovi¢ cliques” in the late ‘60s and early’
70s came just in time of the ousting of the Serbian liberals forewarning
the public that even Unitarians can expect massive persecutions if they
were too loud. This meant another confirmation of the existence of polit-
ical symmetry in persecution, this time it was between “Anarcho-liberals
and Unitarians” within the Party. Ousting of the “Rankovi¢ cliques” and
the condemnation of abuse of the UDBA, Party intended to acquire dem-
ocratic legitimacy in the domestic and foreign public. However, decen-
tralization and constitutional changes toward greater federalization lead
towards victory of the “Federalists” (“Confederalists”) over the “Central-
ists” in the SK]J. The purges of the “Rankovi¢ clique” were particularly
meticulous in Serbia, especially in Kosovo, where the Commission for
Assessment of Irregularities in the work of the UDBA, led by Ali Sukrija,
President of the Executive Committee of the Province, was formed. In the
first few months, 885 (71 anonymous) petitions were received against
the SDB employees, 763 of which were filed by Albanian and Turkish na-
tionals.®! By the beginning of 1967, the same authorities received 1,300,

60 Numic states, as per later remarks by Vuk Krnjevi¢ literary critic, editor of cultural
and entertainment programs RTB, who insisted that the film character Selim (was
named after Numié, Copic’s friend) in the TV series “Eight offensives” directed by Soja
Jovanovi¢, is renamed in Sejdo, which was in the end done, S. Numic, op. cit., 483. Tito
called for the abolition of the accused with the following words: “a number of people
are in prisons, but main culprits are out. This is certainly an anomaly, but it was
influenced by political considerations. We discussed aboutitand we have decided that
after the guilty verdict the whole thing is abandoned and proclaimed their abolition.
Butabolition mustalso include those who were only following orders. Lately we have
been receiving more letters from people who are carriers of commemorative and
war medals... It's ultimately not easily to separate, but we still need to bring to trial
the perpetrators of the most severe crimes from the Kosmet province, and perhaps
from other parts where stubbornness and cruelty are recorded.” AJ, VS], 212, f. 18,
top secret 13/66, Stenogram razgovora druga Tita sa sudijama Vrhovnog suda
Jugoslavije.

61 From Drenica - 164, Dakovica - 114, PriStina - 112, Prizren - 50, Pe¢ - 40... In the
Kosovo UDBA there were 58.3% Serbs, 28.3 % Montenegrins and 13.3% Albanians,
though the percent of them on the higher levels were less obvious because the most
prominent positions were taken by A. Sukrija, D% Nimani, S. Razak, M. Nimani and
others, Lobi, op. cit.
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and together with the municipalities as much as 2,500 petitions. Apart
from the obsolete criminal charges (causing bodily harm, abuse, etc.),
there were about 200 complaints for arbitrary deprivation of life and in-
fliction of serious bodily harm and similar acts that do not expire. Out of
these, 75 were murders and 45 beatings to death. In 1956, confiscation
of weapons was the most common reason for charges for harassment
and violence against citizens. During 1966-1967 majority of all peti-
tions submitted by the Commission, were from the public prosecutors
in Pe¢; 50 cases for murder and other ways of loss of life.®> The Executive
Committee of the SKS issued a recommendation to Regional Assembly
of Kosovo to review the abuse of the Service and punish the responsible.
Thousands of petitions to provincial commission meant inconvenience
for many intelligence operatives in Kosovo. They were fired from work
or sent to early retirement, some were even persecuted, but almost none
convicted. This can only be explained by political factors and the fact
that the decision at the highest party level was not to “rock the boat” and
show lenience towards the former Service employees (which is evident
in the case of abolition of the accused for wiretapping).

In Kosovo, only few SDB employees were sent to prison. Vujo
Vojvodi¢, Chief of Police in Pe¢, famous for apprehending saboteurs, in-
truders from Albania to Kosovo, was sentenced to 5 years in prison. Ibro
Haskaj, an employee of the security service in Pristina, was sentenced to
several years in prison, although his innocence was established by inves-
tigative judge Novak Taji¢. Jovo Bojat, longtime Chief of SUP in Pakovica
and Kosovska Mitrovica, spent 6 months on remand in Pe¢ due to the
death of three illegals at the border. When his innocence was established,
he was accused with an explanation that had he arrested them they
would not have reached the boarder. Mirko Ili¢, an employee of the SDB
in bakovica, was convicted of murder of the saboteur Reda Dervis. Vlado
Dasi¢ and Mile Vujovi¢, employees of the SDB in Pe¢, were in remand for
more than 2 months for similar charges. Golub Donc¢ié¢, UDBA operative,
lost his job because he kept a picture of his grandfather with Karadorde
decoration on the chest in his apartment, and Mile Kosti¢, a police Chief
in Pe¢, for selling his own hunting rifle.®®* Although under investigation
for serious murders (75), in spite heavy pressure on the judiciary and

62 A], VS], 212, f. 18, Kratka informacija o stanju krivi¢nih postupaka protiv pojedinih
radnika UDB-e i milicije u vezi samovoljnih ubistava i maltretiranja gradana Kosova,
20.januar 1967, 1-3.

63 Luki¢, op. cit., 221-223.
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police, none of them were charged. This clearly shows the merits of the
evidence against the suspects, which was acknowledged in the report of
the federal public prosecutor: “The fact that no indictments were filed
until now, public and relevant law instances find it alarming and view it
as opportunism or excessive caution and unnecessary pedantry of the
prosecution ... I believe that we should reject any attempt to sow doubt
about the legality of work, qualifications and judicial benevolence of the
administration.” It is noticeable prudence of the competent authorities
“they avoid hasty processing that could end in acquittals and thus cre-
ate an awkward situation on the ground.”®* Together with the Serbs fired
from the UDBA, according to Vojin Luki¢, were loyal Albanians as Serif
Bala, Head of the Secret Police in Pe¢ and Hajri Pota, Head of Counter-in-
telligence Department of the UDBA for Kosmet. Staff ethnic cleansing of
the top level UDBA Kosovo staff began. Many employees were evicted
from Pristina (mostly Serbs) under the pretext of reorganization of the
UDBA and rationalization of jobs. Slavko Zecevic¢ said that over 80 oper-
atives from Kosovo were given apartments in Belgrade and in this way
the Albanian leaders got rid-off the Serbs and Montenegrins. The only
one who refused to move to Belgrade was Radovan Grkovié. The main
instigators of the reorganization the UDBA in Kosovo were Fadilj HodZa
and Jovan Veselinov.®®

In the campaign against centralism and Unitarianism, the wife of
Aleksandar Rankovi¢, Ladislava Savka Rankovi¢, was removed from the
position of professor of the Faculty of Economics in Belgrade. She was
accused by the federal prosecutor that three special telephone lines were
installed in her study in a family house wiretapping Tito’s special line.®

Dobrica Cosi¢ was one of the few Communists who seriously
opposed ousting of Rankovi¢ in a personal letter to Tito. In the fall of
1965, Tito allegedly indirectly offered Dobrica Cosié¢ to support him for
the leader’s position at the KP of Serbia, which could be interpreted from
a later perspective, as an attempt to lobby the ousting of Rankovi¢.*” On

64 A], VS], 212, f. 18, Kratka informacija o stanju krivi¢nih postupaka protiv pojedinih
radnika UDB-e i milicije u vezi samovoljnih ubistava i maltretiranja gradana Kosova,
20.januar 1967, 1-10.

65 S.ZecCevi¢, op. cit., 221.

66 Numic, op. cit., 526.

67 Tito allegedly held Dobrica Cosi¢ suitable the in-between between separatists
Kardelj and centralists Rankovi¢. Kirbus, ,Moskovska zdravica za Rankovica“; Izjava
novinara Svete Puki¢a, Crveno i Crno, TV-dokument, 11. 4. 2008; Slavoljub buku¢,
Politicko groblje, (Beograd, 2009).
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May 29, 1968 at the XIV session of the Central Committee SKS, it was
already decided that, respecting the decisions of the Brioni Plenum, Do-
brica Cosi¢ and Jovan Marjanovi¢ were to be convicted for having raised
their voices against the persecution and discrimination of the Serbian
people in Kosovo which, according to them, intensified after the fall of
Rankovi¢. Many UDBA employees suspected as the “Rankovi¢ clique”
were removed or retired from diplomacy, such as Zivadin Zika Simi¢.®® On
the other hand, on May 13, honouring the 20" anniversary of the securi-
ty service, poet Oskar Davico, has publicly supported the condemnations
as “a decisive act of democratization of the party and society”.*°

Persecution of Vojin Luki¢ and Bosko Vidakovié¢ in 1973

They were the only Rankovi¢’s supporters who were genuinely
prosecuted and convicted for the classic verbal delict in the context of
the intensification of repression against all internal enemies in the early
70s. They were arrested on March 2"¢, 1973, at the time of the clash with
the Maspok in Croatia and liberals in Serbia. Vojin Luki¢ (1919) born in
Subotica, near Valjevo, holder of the highest partisan decorations and
Commander of the 2™ Proletarian Brigade, a former member of the Cen-
tral Committee and the SKS, Republican (1953-1963) and Federal Police
Minister (1963-1965) and Belgrade attorney Bosko Vidakovi¢, former
officer in the Department of information and documentation DSIP and
Federal Secretary for Foreign Affairs in retirement.

The process for “enemy propaganda” against Vidakovi¢ was in-
itiated at the Belgrade District Court. He was accused for being heard
on several occasions speaking “maliciously and falsely presenting the
socio-political situation in the country and doing so he was working on
breaking brotherhood and unity of the peoples of Yugoslavia.” The in-
criminating incidents happened in the period from 1967 to 1972 in the
restaurants Madera and Smederevska no¢, Hotel Elan in Arilje and two
private apartments. Among other things, he said, “The foreign policy of
our country is pro-Western (...) after the Fourth plenum of the Central

68 Zivadin Simi¢ pre-war member of the KP] and professional member of the King of
Yugoslavia Army. After the war was ambassador in several countries and secretary of
the Committee of SK in the Secretariat of Foreign Affairs. S. ZeCevi¢, op. cit., 159.

69 Atthe literary competitions for the anniversary of the Service in 1964, B. Mihajlovi¢
Mihiz participated with a heartfelt story about A. Rankovi¢, D. Cosi¢ with a story
about Josip Broz and P. Dzadzi¢ with an essay about SK]. Mihiz was the unofficial
winner. Duhacek, op. cit., 198.
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Committee, many good SSIP employees were fired” or “You, people from
Smederevo and PoZarevac, you are such Serbs, and if you fail Serbia,
then you can go to hell. Who is going to defend the Serbian cause, if not
us, we the citizens of UZice, you from Smederevo! You from Sumadija.
Draza Markovi¢ and Moma Markovi¢ are scum (...) They are not Serbs,
they are traitors (...) Our country is in a chaotic state (...) Many revolu-
tionaries have been removed. Kardelj and Bakari¢ remained. Who will
dare seize their personal planes and equity they have in foreign banks;
(...) Liberals in Serbia are brought to power by Petar Stamboli¢, Bakari¢
and Kardelj (...) Tito has the power to bring to power individuals who
suit him, but a difficult situation that was created in our country, cannot
be repaired. The country lacks the concept of policy and theft rules.”
For such radical criticism of top leaders of Serbia and Yugoslavia, Vida-
kovi¢ received surprisingly lenient sentence of only one year and two
months in prison. Vojin Luki¢, who after the ousting practiced law, was
also sentenced to a relatively light sentence of 18 months on probation,
and under the same article, was charged for verbal abuse and similar
alleged verbal statements. The accused were represented by a reputa-
ble attorney Veljko Kovacevi¢.”

The persecution of the “Rankovi¢ cliques” went as far as to label
views which aimed at strengthening of the Federation as “Rankovi¢ pol-
itics”. Sini$a Veli¢kovi¢, director of the Zupa promet (Zupa trade) from
Aleksandrovac was arrested in 1974, and sentenced to four years for
“techno-management machinations,” accusing him of being of the “Rank-
ovi¢ and Vojin Luki¢ cliques“’* During the 70s in Croatia, in the campaign
against the “Unitarian” Vicko Krstulovi¢, who was opposing Bakari¢, he
was accused for having “close ties with Rankovi¢ and some members of
the Praxis.”’? The SDB reports during the 70s describe some of the “Rank-
ovi¢ cliques” as being re-activated and meeting frequently. The reports
also say that Rankovi¢ had established contact with the fugitive tech-
no-manager Bata Todorovi¢ via a foreign suspicious intelligence agent

70 Rajko Danilovi¢, Upotreba neprijatelja, (Valjevo, 1991), 105-106.

71 A], Predsednistvo SFR] (SFRY Presidency), 803, 631-06/1975, Izves$taj o anonimnoj
dostavi iz KruSevca.

72 Bakari¢ was accused by Vicko Krstulovi¢ at the V congress SKH. He was accused of
favouritism of Dalmatia at the expense of Zagreb and improper attitude towards
the role of critical intelligence. Zdenko Radeli¢, Hrvatska u Jugoslaviji 1945-1990,
(Zagreb: Globus, 2006), 363.
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Susic¢.”® Milan Tres$nji¢, a close associate of Vojin Luki¢ and longtime SSIP
officer said: “Rankovi¢ was utterly faithful to Tito, honest and a good
man, but naive. I knew his wife Slavka, a great woman. He did not belong
to the world from Dedinje, which Dilas describes in his books. Srba Savi¢
and Vojin Luki¢, great professionals and honest patriots were sacked just
because they were Rankovi¢’s close allies. That was a game of the Slove-
nians and Croats. A way to make it easier to carry out a process of disin-
tegration of Yugoslavia..””* On the other hand, Dusan Ckrebi¢ believed,
that after the fall of Rankovi¢, Serbia had an easy way in getting approved
economic projects (Perdap, Sartid, EI Nis...).”>

The reasons for the dismissal and prosecution of Rankovic¢ and
his supporters should be sought in the sphere of higher politics, although
there were various personal motives of individual officials, some of which
were touched upon. Primarily, he did not fit in with the “federalists” (Kar-
delj and Bakaric¢), since Rankovi¢ was persistent and consistent advocate
for integrated Yugoslavia and a cautious approach of the national ques-
tion and its provinces, for which he later enjoyed certain popularity in
Serbia. Posthumously, he was even declared a “Serbian nationalist”. Tito,
according to these views, was mostly above these divisions and switched
sides, tactically and according to his own estimates and visions. He of-
ten steered a middle course between these streams (such as in the field
of foreign policy vacillated between East and the West).”® Rankovi¢’s fall
was a victory for other fractions in the SK], joined “conservative and lib-

73  A], Predsednistvo SFR], 803, 24-1975, 26. sednica, Neka aktuelna pitanja bezbedno-
sti - izlaganje saveznog sekretara za unutrasnje poslove Franje Herljevi¢a 18. marta
1975.

74 Testimony by Milan Tre$nji¢, 0ZNA Major and former Gen. Consul in Stuttgart,
Belgrade January 29, 2009.

75  Ckrebié, op. cit., 309.

76 About the A. Rankovi¢ affaire and wiretapping scandal, see: Luki¢, op. cit.; Numi¢,
op. cit.; Bojan Dimitrijevi¢, ,0djek Brionskog plenuma na Sluzbu unutrasnjih poslova
1966-1970° Istorija 20. veka 2/2001, (Beograd, 2002), 75-89; Jovan Popovi¢,
Momcilo Zecevi¢, Brionski plenum - 1V sednica SK], stenografske beleske, (Beograd:
Arhiv Jugoslavije, 1999); D. Markovi¢, S. Krzavac, Zasto su smenjivani, (Beograd,
1985), M. Zecevi¢, op. cit.; Borivoje Marjanovi¢, Aleksandar Rankovi¢ Leka, (Beograd,
2002); Aleksandar Rankovi¢, Dnevnicke zabeleske, (Beograd: Jugoslovenska knjiga,
2007); Kovac¢, Dimitrijevi¢, Popovi¢, op. cit.
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eral federalists” who clashed at the beginning of the 70s over the issue
of liberal reforms. Given that some, like Ivan Stevo Krajaci¢ and General
Gosnjak, were perceived as dogmatists and centralists, their siding with
Tito can be explained by Tito’s enormous and unlimited authority.”” A
somewhat different version, but not contradictory, is the one of Vojin
Luki¢, who said that the main instigator of the clash was Kardelj, who
wanted to remove Rankovi¢, who was Tito’s trusted support and who
would later have an easier way with the ailing Tito. Kardelj fed Tito’s fear
of wiretapping, which was for long consciously or unconsciously encour-
aged by Jovanka.”® It is interesting that neither Selim Numi¢ nor Vojin
Luki¢ believed that Tito had a major role in the conflict, but blamed it on
Kardelj and those leaders close to him, especially the infighting career-
ists’ senior UDBA operatives, Branko Damjanovi¢ and Edi Brajnik who
allegedly “masterminded the whole thing on Tito”.”°

The career ambitions of individuals and conformist who were
in bondage to Tito’s authority should also be taken into account (Petar
Stamboli¢, Draza Markovi¢, Krste Crvenkovski, Cvjetin Mijatovi¢), as well
as of those who were his intimate friends (Ivan Stevo Krajaci¢) and who
had personal reasons to deal with Rankovi¢ (Jovan Veselinov). Boris Kra-
jger, who had experience in the staging of the Dahau process in 1948, al-
legedly advocated even harsher measures against the accused members
of the security services.

By the nature of their functions brothers Ivan and Milan Misk-
ovi¢, leaders of civil and military security services had a significant role.
Later on, the Serbian public often emphasized the fact that in the political
liquidation of Rankovi¢ most important roles were played by the Croats
and Slovenians, which was perceived as a defeat of Serbian nationalism
and among the Croats, Slovenes and Albanians it was celebrated as a vic-
tory.®® Surprisingly aggressive campaign against Rankovi¢, as he calmly
and wordlessly retreated to private life, testifies that the real goal was to
create the political climate for change in the concept of Yugoslavia. Fierce
campaign of administrative changes and decentralization of the Security

77 Radeli¢, op. cit., 364.

78  Luki¢, op. cit., 109.

79 Branko Damjanovi¢ WW2 soldier, investigator and assistant manager of the Goli
Otok prison. Then-Secretary of the SSUP, alongtime operative and head of the federal
UDBA. He remained in the service after the Brioni Plenum in which he played a
significant role in dealing with Rankovi¢. Retired during the 80s. Numi¢, op. cit., 107;
Luki¢, op. cit., 110.

80 Radeli¢, op. cit., 362.
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Service were followed by a large-scale declarative democratization, de-
centralization and practically confederation of SFR]. So, this event is of-
ten viewed and perceived by some participants and analysts only as the
firstin a series of events with the ultimate aim of liquidating the Yugoslav
secret services as well as creation and introduction to the subsequent
gradual confederation and the disintegration of the country.®
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Pe3sume

CpbaH liBeTkoBUh

Ilag Anekcanapa PankoBuha 1966. u ocyaa ,,paHkoBuheBIITUHE

AncrapkT: Pajg ce 6aBH OKOJTHOCTHMA I10J] KOjUMa je CMereH
Anexcanpap PankoBuh, Ayroroauiimby NIPBYA YOBEK JpXKaBHe
6e306eHOCTH, U YTUL@jUMa KOje je 0Ba CMeHa MMaJa Ha UCTO-
pujy Jyrocnasuje. [lonutuuku naj Anekcangpa PankoBuha ce
MOKJIONIMO ca MOYEeTKOM pefepuHmcawma ofHoca y desepanuju
Y THMe KOJ, MHOTHX M3a3Bao CyMy Ja cy Ta JABa gorabaja
TecHO NoBe3aHa, a PaHKkoBUN je mak MOCMPTHO NMPOMOBHUCAH
y cpIicKor HanuoHaHuCTy. Koje cy cBe adepe Be3uBaHe 3a mwe-
roBO HMe y BpeMe CMeHe, KOJIMKO UMa UCTHHE y ONTy6aMa
0 NPUCIYLIKUBaY jyTOCJI0BEHCKOT PYKOBOACTBA U HErOBUM
JIMJIePCKUM aM6HIiMjaMa U IITa je TO 3HAYMUJIO Y KOHTEKCTY
YKyIHe JpXKaBHe IOJHUTHUKe Takohe cy TeMe Koje ce pasMa-
Tpajy y OBOM 4JIaHKY.

KibyuHe peun: AnekcaHjap PankoBuh, YnpaBa ap:kaBHe 6e3-
6eiHOCTH, KOMyHU3aM, Cpbuja, MOTUTHYKE YHUCTKE, TAPTUjCKe
4yucTKe, Jocun bpos Tuto

Pazsiore 3a cMeHy PankoBuha v MporoH meroBuX NpUCTAIULA
Tpeba TPaXKUTH y chepu BUCOKe MOJUTHUKE, Ma/Ia je GUI0 U Pa3JIUUUTUX
JIMYHUX MOTHBA KO/ N0je JUHUX QYHKIIMOHepa. PankoBuh je kao yHuma-
pucma npBeHcTBeHO cMeTao gedepaaucmumay CK] (Kapaesms, bBakapuh)
6yayhu 1a ce ynopHo U A0cjeleHO 3a/1arao 3a UHTerpaJjiHy JyrocjiaBujy
Y 32 06a3pUBHjU OJHOC NPEMa HAIMOHAJHOM MUTAaWY U NMOKpPajuHaMa.
[TocTxyMHO je yak 360T Tora y Cp6uju norJiamaBaH 3a ,,CPIICKOT Hal[UHA-
JIMCTY", IITO He O/[roBapa UCTUHU. TUTO ce Ayro Ap:Kao U3HAJ, Mojies1a y
NAPTHjH U IPUKJIAKkA0 Yac jeJHUMA Yac IPYTrMMa, TAKTUYKH U peMa BJia-
CTUTHUM IIpOLleHaMa U BU3HjaMa, (Kao IITO je Ha IIJIaHY CII0J/bHE MOJIUTUKE
JsaBupao usMmehy Mcroka u 3amaza). Ha kpajy ogsiyka je nasa. Apepa npu-
CIYUIKMBaMKba U OCTaJe ONTYX6e caMo Cy KOHCTPYKLHja y mpouecy PaH-
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KoBUheBe MoJUTUYKe JUKBUAALU]je. U3HeHahyjyhe arpecvBHa kaMnawba
NPOTHUB Hera, C063MpPOM Ha TO /la Ce OH MUPHO U 6€3 pe4yu IOBYKao y Npu-
BaTHM KMBOT, Kao Jja CBeJl04YH 0 TOMe /ia je NPaBy LiUJb 6UJI0 CTBapakbe 1o-
JIMTHYKe KJIMMe 33 IPOMeHY KOHLeNlLHje JyrociaByje Kpo3 fieKJIapaTHB-
Hy JeMOKpaTHU3allujy, a y CTBapU NpaKTU4HO KoHbeaepanuzanujy COP].
Crtora ce yecTo oBaj forahaj HaBoAU U J0XKHBJ/bAaBa KO/ MTOjeJUHUX aAK-
Tepa ¥ aHaJUTHU4Yapa CaMo Kao PBU Y HU3Y C KPajHbUM LIU/beM JIMKBHU-
Jaluje TajHe caykbe Kao jyrocJioBEeHCKe TBOPEBUHE U YBOJ, Y KaCHUjY
NOCTYIHY KOHbeepaau3alujy 1 le3uHTerpalujy 3eMm/be.
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Abstract: The paper deals with the mother tongue tuition for
children of Yugoslav immigrants in the German-speaking coun-
tries in the 1970s, focusing primarily on the organization of the
Yugoslav educational program abroad, the curricula, the role of
the host countries as well as the ideological aspects of the Yu-
goslav courses in the Federal Republic of Germany, Austria and
Switzerland. In addition, the research includes an analysis of
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The economic stagnation in Yugoslavia, accompanied by popu-
lation boom enormously increased the pressure on the Yugoslav labour
market in the 1960s. The economic reforms in Yugoslavia, launched in
1961 and 1965 respectively, did not boost the Yugoslav economy. Moreo-
ver, in the following years a number of economic indicators (GDP growth,
industrial production index, balance of payments deficit, investment fall,

This article has been written within the framework of the scholarly project Tradition
and Transformation - Historical Heritage and National Identity in Serbia in 20* Centu-
ry (N2 47019), financed by the Ministry of Education, Science and Technological De-
velopment Republic of Serbia.
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and price increase) continued to show a stagnant economy of socialist
Yugoslavia. In 1966 the inflation rate rose to almost 30%.!

The economic slowdown in Yugoslavia in the 1960s coincided
with the considerable population growth. Between 1953 and 1961, the
Yugoslav population increased by approximately 1.5 million (16,936,573
in 1953/18,549,291 in 1961).2 This specific combination of economic
and demographic trends badly hit the Yugoslav job market in the 1960s
and 1970s. Consequently, from 1964 to 1968 the number of Yugoslav job
seekers increased by 47 percent. The rising unemployment, accompa-
nied by considerably lower salaries in comparison to the West European
countries, led to the mass emigration from Yugoslavia in the 1960s. In
the following decades this phenomenon had profound political, econom-
ic and cultural consequences for the Yugoslav society. The Yugoslav re-
gime actively participated in this undertaking, particularly through bilat-
eral agreements with the key host countries.?

In the following years the labour migration from Yugoslavia
greatly intensified reaching a peak in 1973, when, according to Yugo-
slav sources, the number of Yugoslavs “temporarily employed abroad”
exceeded one million. After the zenith in 1973, the number of Yugoslav
“workers temporarily employed abroad” slightly decreased amounting in
1977 roughly 800,000. The vast majority of Yugoslav job seekers (three
quarters of the total number of Yugoslav Gastarbeiter in 1973) settled
in the German-speaking countries.* Outside the German-speaking area,

1  Branko Petranovi¢, Istorija Jugoslavije 1918-1988, (Beograd: Nolit, 1989), I111/380-
382; Dusan Bilandzi¢, Historija Socijalisticke Federativne Republike Jugoslavije. Glavni
procesi, (Zagreb: Skolska knjiga, 1978), 247-319; Marie-Janine Calic, Geschichte Jugo-
slawiens im 20. Jahrhundert, (Miinchen: C. H. Beck, 2010), 227-229.

2 Branko Petranovi¢, Momcilo Zecevi¢, Jugoslavija 1918-1988. Tematska zbirka doku-
menata, (Beograd: Rad, 1988),1198.

3 Bilandzi¢, Historija, 318; Calic, Geschichte Jugoslawiens, 229.

4 Arhiv]Jugoslavije (Archives of Yugoslavia - A]), Socijalisticki savez radnog naroda Ju-
goslavije (142), f-740(a), Savezni komitet za rad i zaposljavanje, Izvestaj o ostvare-
nju politike zaposljavanja u inostranstvu i postepenog vraéanja jugoslovenskih gra-
dana sa privremenog boravka u inostranstvu u 1977. godini, mart 1978. godine. On
labour emigration from Yugoslavia see: Ulf Brunnbauer, ,Labour Emigration from
the Yugoslav Area from the late 19th Century until the End of Socialism: Continu-
ities and Changes®, Transnational Societies, Transterritorial Politics. Migrations in
the (Post-Yugoslav Region, 19th-21% Century, Ulf Brunnbauer (Hg.), (Miinchen: R. Ol-
denbourg Verlag, 2009), (=Stidosteuropdische Arbeiten, 141), 17-50; Ulf Brunnbau-
er, ,Jugoslawische Geschichte als Migrationsgeschichte (19. und 20. Jahrhundert)*,
Schnittstellen. Gesellschaft, Nation, Konflikt und Erinnerung in Siidosteuropa. Fest-
schrift fiir Holm Sundhaussen zum 65. Geburtstag, Ulf Brunnbauer, Andreas Helme-
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the biggest Yugo communities in Western Europe were located in France
(75,000 in 1973) and Sweden (25,000 in 1973).° Children comprised a
considerable portion of the Yugoslav migrant population. According to
Yugoslav sources, in 1977 in Federal Republic of Germany there were
120.000 Yugoslav children under the age of 15.

The mass emigration from socialist Yugoslavia considerably
contributed to stabilization of the Yugoslav communist regime. The em-
igration of hundreds of thousands of Yugoslavs eased the pressure on
the Yugoslav labour market. Besides, the remittances of Yugoslav labour
migrants constituted an important source of foreign currency for the Yu-
goslav regime. Therefore, the Yugoslav establishment perceived the em-
igration from Yugoslavia as a lucrative business, in which the Yugoslav

dach, Stefan Troebst (Hg.), (Miinchen: R. Oldenbourg, 2007), 111-132; Ulf Brunn-
bauer, ,Emigration aus Stidosteuropa, 19.-21. Jahrhundert. Kontinuitaten, Briiche,
Perspektiven®, Siidosteuropa. Traditionen als Macht, Emil Brix, Arnold Suppan, Elisa-
beth Vyslonzil (Hg.), (Wien/Miinchen: Verlag fiir Geschichte und Politik/Oldenbourg
Wissenschaftsverlag, 2007), (= Schriftenreihe des dsterreichischen Ost- und Stidost-
europa-Instituts, Bd. 31), 119-142; Ivana Dobrivojevi¢, , U potrazi za blagostanjem.
Odlazak jugoslovenskih radnika na rad u zemlje Zapadne Evrope 1960-1976% Isto-
rija 20. veka 1/2008, 89-100; Slobodan Selini¢, ,Ekonomska emigracija iz Jugoslavi-
je Sezdesetih godina XX veka“, 1968 - Cetrdeset godina posle, urednik Radmila Radic,
(Beograd, 2008), 549-573; Otmar Nikola Haberl, Die Abwanderung von Arbeitskrif-
ten aus Jugoslawien, (Miinchen, 1978); Wilfried Kiinne, Die Auswanderung jugoslawi-
scher Arbeitskrdfte. Ein Beitrag zur Analyse internationaler Arbeitskrdftewanderung,
(Harnstein, 1979); Ivo Bauci¢, Social Aspects of External Migration of Workers and
the Yugoslav Experience in the Protection of Migrants, (Zagreb: Centar za istrazivanje
migracija Instituta za geografiju Sveutilista, 1975); Osterreich-jugoslawien: Determi-
nanten und Perspektiven ihrer Beziehungen, Otmar Holl (Hg.), (Wien, 1988); Vladi-
mir Ivanovi¢, Geburtstag pises normalno: jugoslovenski gastarbajteri u SR Nemackoj
i Austriji: 1965-1973, (Beograd, 2012); Predrag J. Markovi¢, ,Verloren in der Trans-
migration? Der Einfluss der serbischen Gastarbeiter auf das Alltagsleben in Serbien®,
Arbeitswelt- Lebenswelt, Klaus Roth (Hg.), (Miinster, 2004), 239-256; Petar Dragisi¢,
»Jugoslovenski ekonomski migranti u Austriji od pocetka 60-ih godina do raspada Ju-
goslavije®, Tokovi istorije 1-2/2009, 55-65; Petar Dragisi¢, ,Klubovi jugoslovenskih
radnika u Zapadnoj Evropi 70-ih godina“, Tokovi istorije 1/2010, 128-138; Petar
Dragisi¢, ,Ein Volk unterwegs. Migranten aus Serbien 1971-2002% Themenportal
Europdische Geschichte, datum pristupa 15. 10. 2016, http://www.europa.clio-online.
de/2010/Article=447.

5  AJ,142,£-740(a), Savezni komitet za rad i zaposljavanje, Izvestaj o ostvarivanju politi-
ke zaposljavanja, zapoSljavanja u inostranstvu i postepenog vracanja jugoslovenskih
gradana sa privremenog rada u inostranstvu u 1977. godini, mart 1978. godine.

6  A],142,{-277(a), Savezni sekretarijat za inostrane poslove (Uprava za radnike u ino-
stranstvu), Jugoslovenski gradani na privremenom radu u SR Nemackoj, Problemati-
ka zaposljavanja, radaiboravka, jun 1978.

147



TOKOBH HCTOPHJE 3/2016. 145-159

regime actively participated. Nevertheless, this experiment involved cer-
tain elements of political and economic risks. The Yugoslav regime was
afraid of a potentially negative impact of emigration of skilled workers
on the Yugoslav economy. In addition, the emigration from Yugoslavia
in the 1960s and 1970s posed a serious ideological and political threat
to the socialist system in Yugoslavia. The Yugoslav regime was particu-
larly anxious about potential deviation of Yugoslav labour migrants in
Western Europe from the Yugoslav ideological postulates. In this regard,
the regime was deeply worried about the influence of Yugoslav politi-
cal emigration on the Yugoslav Gastarbeiter communities. Therefore, the
Yugoslav regime endeavoured to control Yugoslav labour migrants and
their family members trying to prevent their ideological and political
“brainwashing” abroad. For this purpose, the Yugoslav regime created a
network of migrants’ clubs and associations.” In addition, the Yugoslav
communist establishment used the mother tongue instruction for Yu-
goslav children abroad to subject the offspring of the Yugoslav migrant
workers to subtle political and ideological indoctrination and strengthen
their ties with Yugoslavia.

The mother tongue tuition for Yugoslav children in the Federal
Republic of Germany and Switzerland was launched in 1970 and 1971
respectively. The introduction of the Yugoslav courses in Austria was dis-
cussed during the visit of Austrian minister of education, Fred Sinowatz,
to Yugoslavia in March 1973 and the subsequent Yugoslav-Austrian ne-
gotiations on bilateral cultural cooperation. However, the negotiations
were hampered by the lack of consensus among the Austrian states (Bun-
desldander) over this issue. The opposition was particularly strong in Up-
per Austria (Oberdsterreich) and Vorarlberg. Besides, the authorities of
the Austrian capital, Vienna, argued against this form of education claim-
ing that the additional tuition would heavily encumber Yugoslav children
in Austria. Nevertheless, in 1975 Austria agreed to allow the introduction
of the mother tongue tuition for the children of Yugoslav immigrants.?

Soon after it officially started, the Yugoslav tuition in Western
Europe became fully operational. In the mid-1970s, fifty percent of Yu-
goslav schoolchildren in the German speaking countries attended the
Yugoslav courses. According to Yugoslav sources, in the Federal Republic
of Germany, about 14,000 Yugoslav children were enrolled in the extra

7  Dragisi¢, ,Klubovi jugoslovenskih radnika“, 128-138.
8  Werner Weilguni, Osterreichisch-jugoslawische Kulturbeziehungen: 1945-1989,
(Miinchen, 1990), 59.
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tuition in Yugoslav languages. In the mid-1970s the number of Yugoslav
participants in the courses in Yugoslav languages in Austria and Switzer-
land was considerably lower - circa 3,000.

Migrant children participating in the Yugoslav educational program

School Year 1975/1976°
Number of pupils Total number
participating of Yugoslav

in Yugoslav tuition schoolchildren
West Germany 14,000 27,000
Sweden 2,000 5,400
Austria 1,850 5,200
France 1,500 6,500
Switzerland 1,200 2,500
Great Britain 500 1,000
Netherlands 310 350
Denmark 300 500
Belgium 140 1,000
Luxembourg 40 100
Norway 30 50
Total 21,870 49,600

A year later, the number of participants in the Yugoslav educa-
tional program in the Federal Republic of Germany rose to more than
16,500. The program was particularly successful in the German western
states - Baden-Wiirttemberg and Nordrhein-Westfalen.'’

9  Ibid

10 AJ, 142, £-277(a), Savezni sekretarijat za inostrane poslove (Uprava za radnike u
inostranstvu), Jugoslovenski gradani na privremenom radu u Saveznoj Republici
Nemackoj - Problematika zaposljavanja, rada i boravka, jun 1978.
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Number of migrant children participating in the Yugoslav educational
program in the Federal Republic of Germany in 1977

Schoolchildren participating
State in the Yugoslav educational
programme

Baden-Wiirttemberg 6,740
Nordrhein-Westfalen 3,981
Hessen, Saarland, Rheinland-Pfalz 2,954
Bavaria 1,226
Berlin 850
Hamburg, Bremen, Schleswig-Holstein 680
Niedersachsen 546
Total 16,617

In Austria, the level of participation in the Yugoslav mother
tongue tuition was particularly high in Vienna, which corresponded to
the size of the Yugoslav community in the Austrian capital. According to
Yugoslav sources, in the late 1970s Burgenland was the only Austrian
state in which the idea of Yugoslav mother tongue education for children
of Yugoslav migrants was not put in practice.'

11 Ibid.

12 A, 142, f-276(a), Ambasada SFR] u Austriji, Godi$nji izvestaj o dopunskoj nastavi
na maternjem jeziku za decu nasih gradana privremeno zaposlenih u Austriji za
1977/78. godinu.
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Yugoslav pupils in Austria participating in the mother tongue tuition
School Year 1977/1978%3

Schoolchildren from Yugoslavia
State participating in the mother tongue
educational program
Vienna 1,790
Vorarlberg 587
Lower Austria 328
Salzburg 215
Upper Austria 117
Tyrol 94
Carinthia 56
Styria 27
Total 3,214

The mother tongue tuition for Yugoslav schoolchildren abroad
was not carried out exclusively in Serbo-Croatian language. In the sec-
ond half of the 1970s, the Yugoslav educational program in the Federal
Republic of Germany, Austria and Switzerland included also courses in
Slovenian and Macedonian language. Besides, the mother tongue tuition
in the Federal Republic of Germany also included the children of Yugo-
slav migrants of Albanian, Hungarian and Slovak origin.'*

The vast majority of Yugoslav schoolchildren in the German
speaking countries attended the Yugoslav tuition in Serbo-Croatian
language. In the second half of the 1970s, 95 percent of participants in
the Yugoslav tuition in Austria were taught in Serbo-Croatian languag-
es.!> The situation was similar in the Federal Republic of Germany and

13 Ibid.

14 A, 142, {-275(a), Savezni zavod za medunarodnu nauc¢nu, prosvetno-kulturnu i teh-
nicku saradnju, Savetovanje o dopunskoj nastavi (Novi Sad 29-30. 6. 1976); A], 142,
f-276(a), Ambasada SFR] Be¢, Godisnji izvestaj o dopunskoj nastavi na maternjem
jeziku za decu nasih gradana privremeno zaposlenih u Austriji za 1977/78. godinu.

15 AJ,142,£-276(a), Ambasada SFR] Be¢, Godi$nji izvestaj o dopunskoj nastavi na maternjem
jeziku za decu nasih gradana privremeno zaposlenih u Austriji za 1977/1978. godinu.
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Switzerland.’® According to the reports of the Yugoslav embassy in Bern,
in 1977 approximately 90 percent of the Yugoslav children, attending the
Yugoslav courses in the host country, came from Serbo-Croatian-speak-
ing Yugoslav federal units - Serbia, Croatia, Bosnia and Hercegovina, and
Montenegro.”

The models of funding of the mother-tongue education for Yu-
goslav schoolchildren in Western Europe in the 1970s differed from
country to country. In Switzerland, the program was entirely funded by
Yugoslavia, while in Austria the Yugoslav education was financed both
by Yugoslavia and the host country. Austria provided salaries for Yugo-
slav teaching staff as well as teaching materials for the Yugoslav moth-
er-tongue education. Nevertheless, Yugoslavia financially supported
Yugoslav teachers in the Austria by awarding them bonus payments
(5,500 Schillings a month in 1977). Besides, Yugoslavia provided Yugo-
slav teaching staff and Yugoslav schoolchildren with additional teaching
materials, such as textbooks, maps as well as Yugoslav journals.'®

In the Federal Republic of Germany the states were free
to negotiate with Yugoslav federal authorities on models of funding the
Yugoslav tuition. As a result, in West Germany of the 1970s there were
three forms of funding the Yugoslav courses. In Hessen, Nordrhein-West-
falen and Bavaria the mother-tongue education for Yugoslav pupils were
fully funded by German partners. Quite the contrary, in Rheinland-Pfalz,
Saarland, Hamburg and Bremen the project was entirely financed by Yu-
goslavia. An exception was Baden-Wiirttemberg, where the Yugoslav tui-
tion was jointly funded by Yugoslavia and the local government.?

16 AJ, 142,f-276(a), Generalni konzulat SFR] Stutgart, Godinji izve$taj o dopunskoj na-
stavi na maternjem jeziku za decu nasih gradana privremeno zaposlenih u Stutgartu
za 1977. godinu; A], 142, f-276(a), Generalni konzulat SFR] Hamburg, Godi$nji izve-
$taj o Skolovanju jugoslovenske dece za 1977. godinu; A], 142, f-276(a), Vojna misija
- Zapadni Berlin, Godi$nji izvestaj o dopunskoj nastavi na maternjem jeziku za decu
nasih gradana privremeno zaposlenih u Zapadnom Berlinu za 1977. godinu.

17 AJ], 142,£-276(a), Ambasada SFR] Bern, Godisnji izvestaj o dopunskoj nastavi na mater-
njem jeziku za decu nasih gradana privremeno zaposlenih u Svajcarskojza 1977. godinu.

18 A, 142,f-277(a), Savezni sekretarijat za inostrane poslove (Uprava za radnike u ino-
stranstvu), Jugoslovenski gradani na privremenom radu u Svajcarskoj - Problema-
tika zaposljavanja, rada i boravka, jun 1978; A], 142, f-276(a), Ambasada SFR] Be¢,
Godisnji izvestaj o dopunskoj nastavi na maternjem jeziku za decu nasih gradana pri-
vremeno zaposlenih u Austriji za 1977. godinu.

19 A, 142, {-275(a), Savezni zavod za medunarodnu nauc¢nu, prosvetno-kulturnu i teh-
nicku saradnju, Informacija o trenutnoj situaciji u oblasti $kolovanja dece jugoslo-
venskih gradana na privremenom radu u Saveznoj Republici Nemackoj.
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The teaching staff in charge of the mother-tongue education for
Yugoslav schoolchildren abroad was recruited in two ways. They were
either sent from Yugoslavia, or selected from the Yugoslav migrants. The
number of teachers in the German-speaking countries corresponded to
the size of the local Yugoslav communities. In 1975/1976 almost 200
teachers were responsible for the education of Yugoslav migrant chil-
dren in the Federal Republic of Germany in their mother-tongues. The
number of Yugoslav teachers in Austria and Switzerland was considera-
bly lower - 56 and 24 respectively.?

Teaching staff in charge of the Yugoslav tuition
in Western Europe in 1975/1976*

West Germany 196
Sweden 175
Switzerland 56
France 28
Austria 24
Netherlands 20
Great Britain 11
Denmark 6
Belgium 3
Norway 2
Luxembourg 1
Total 522

The mother tongue tuition for Yugoslav schoolchildren abroad
represented an important segment of Yugoslav emigration strategy. Ac-
cording to available sources, the Yugoslav education for migrant children
was clearly prompted by political motives. Through this program the Yu-

20 AJ,142,f-275(a), Savezni zavod za medunarodnu nauc¢nu, prosvetno-kulturnu i teh-
nicku saradnju, Savetovanje o dopunskoj nastavi (Novi Sad, 29-30. 6. 1976).
21 Ibid.
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goslav regime endeavoured to prevent westernization of Yugoslav pupils
abroad and tie them closely to their homeland. Besides, given that the Yu-
goslav regime anticipated the return of considerable portion of Gastar-
beiter, the ideological indoctrination of Yugoslav children abroad should
have facilitated their reintegration into the Yugoslav socialist system.
Consequently, the mother-tongue education for Yugoslav schoolchildren
was perceived as an important political issue.??

In a document composed in 1970, the Yugoslav Bureau for Edu-
cation and Culture outlined key objectives of the mother-tongue tuition
for children of Yugoslav migrants. The authors of the document under-
lined the importance of the Yugoslav tuition abroad for linking the off-
spring of Yugoslav migrants to their homeland. According to this docu-
ment, the program aimed to provide Yugoslav schoolchildren with basic
facts on Yugoslav policy and economy and infuse the Marxist Weltanscha-
uung into the Yugoslav youth abroad. The final result should have been a
young person, loyal to his/her homeland and ready to fight for its inde-
pendence.??

Like Italian tuition abroad,** the mother-tongue educational
programs for children of Yugoslav migrants consisted of the “national”
subjects. In Switzerland the Yugoslav education covered mother tongue
classes, geography (for older pupils), history (for older pupils) and the
subject “My homeland” (Moja domovina) for younger Yugoslav school-
children in Switzerland.?®

The subject “My homeland” comprised facts on “natural beau-
ties” and cultural heritage of Yugoslavia as well as on the history of the
Yugoslav peoples. The didactic goal of this subject was to strengthen
the ties between the migrant children from Yugoslavia and their moth-
erland.?® The courses in history focused on topics related to the Second

22 AJ, 142, -275(a), Odsek za Skolovanje jugoslovenske dece u inostranstvu, Informa-
cija o nekim aktuelnim organizacionim pitanjima dopunske nastave za decu jugoslo-
venskih gradana, 8. 6. 1976; A], 142, f-275(a), Savazni zavod za medunarodnu nauc-
nu, prosvetno-kulturnu i tehnicku saradnju, Savetovanje o dopunskoj nastavi (Novi
Sad, 30.6.1976.)

23 A], 142, f-474, Savezni zavod za obrazovanje i kulturu, Drustveno-pedagoska osno-
va obrazovno-vaspitnog rada sa decom nasih radnika privremeno zaposlenih u inos-
transtvu i predlozi za reSavanje problema njihovog skolovanja, 5. 5. 1970.

24 Ibid.

25 AJ,142,£-275(a), Informacija ambasade SFR] u Bernu o jugoslovenskim dopunskim
$kolama na podruéju Svajcarske, april 1976.

26 Ibid.
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World War and the subsequent socialist revolution in Yugoslavia empha-
sizing traditional connections between the Yugoslav peoples.?’” According
to the report of the Yugoslav embassy in Bern, the courses in geography
had also an obvious ideological function. The purpose of the geography
lessons was to introduce Yugoslav pupils to the basic characteristics of
the Yugoslav system and promote “Yugoslav socialist patriotism.”?®

The promotion of Tito’s cult of personality was one of the key
elements of the Yugoslav educational system abroad. The available Yu-
goslav sources contain several striking examples of this form of political
and ideological indoctrination of Gastarbeiters’ offspring. In 1978, the
Yugoslav migrant children in Switzerland, participating in the Yugoslav
educational program, were invited to compose essays on the Yugoslav
leader under the title “Tito - A Symbol of our Youth” (Tito - simbol naSe
mladosti). A year earlier, an identical action was carried out in the West
German state Hessen.?

Given the Cold War polarization and the consequent climate of
mistrust towards any form of Marxist propaganda in the West, the ideo-
logical components of the mother tongue tuition for Yugoslav schoolchil-
dren abroad was met with negative reactions in host countries. In some
comments, the Yugoslav educational program was described as a “Marx-
ist subversion.” In the Federal Republic of Germany the campaign against
the Yugoslav tuition was particularly vigorous in 1977, when the local
press severely criticized the curricula of the Yugoslav courses, the activ-
ities of Yugoslav teachers and the contents of textbooks used in the Yu-
goslav tuition.®® In addition, the Yugoslav sources indicate a widespread
mistrust of the Yugoslav courses in Austria, which resulted in banning
several Yugoslav textbooks.3!

Despite the minor criticism of the mother tongue tuition for Yu-
goslav migrant children, in the 1970s the host countries did not obstruct
the Yugoslav educational program. Quite the contrary, several West
German states participated in funding the mother tongue education for
Yugoslav schoolchildren. Consequently, in the late 1970s the program

27 Ibid.

28 Ibid.

29 A], 142,£-276(a), Generalni konzulat SFR] Frankfurt, Dopunsko Skolovanje (1976).

30 AJ,142,f-276(a), Savezni zavod za medunarodnu nauc¢nu, prosvetno-kulturnu i teh-
nicku saradnju, Izvestaj o raduu 1977. godini.

31 Ibid.
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gained ground, including considerable number of Yugoslav pupils in the
German-speaking countries.

The available sources on the Yugoslav tuition in the Ger-
man-speaking countries do not allow an objective evaluation of its ef-
fects. Undoubtedly, the program must have contributed to confused Wel-
tanschauung of Yugoslav migrant children. While being surrounded by
capitalist ethic and the culture of consumerism, the children of Yugoslavs
“temporarily employed abroad” were taught about advantages of the Yu-
goslav road to socialism. As a result, the Yugoslav children attending the
mother tongue courses were already at an early stage of their lives faced
with difficult ideological and ethical dilemmas.
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Pesume

[letap Jparumuh

HacTaBa Ha MaTepmbeM je3UKY 3a jyroc/JIOBEHCKY Jely Y 3eM/baMa
HeMa4yKor rOBOPHOT MoApydYja ceAamJaeceTux roguHa 20. Beka

Ancrpakt: OBaj pa/; ce 6aBM HAaCTaBOM Ha MaTepPHEM je3UKY
OpraHM30BaHOM 3a Jlelly jyroCJI0BEHCKHUX MUI'PaHaTa y 3eMJba-
Ma HeMa4yKor' FOBOPHOT MoJpydja cefaMeceTUX rojjuHa JiBa-
JleceTor Beka M (QoKycupa ce Ipe CBera Ha jyroc/JlOBEHCKU
00pa3oBHU NpOrpaM y MHOCTPAHCTBY, paclopej, yJory 3e-
MaJba-foMahrHa, Kao ¥ Ha Uie0JI0LIKe acleKTe jyrocJloBeHCKe
HactaBe y CaBe3Hoj Peny6siniu Hemaukoj, Ayctpuju u LlBaj-
napckoj. [lopen Tora, aHasM3upaHa je ¥ NOJUTHYKA NO3aAU-
Ha OBOT OCET/bMBOTI NMUTamwa. MicTpaxkuBame je CIpoBeJeHO Y
ApxuBy Jyrocnasuje.

K/by4He peyu: MUTpaHTH, Aela, JyrocjaaByja, HacTaBa Ha Ma-
TepHEM je3UKY, Ue0JI0THja

Besiuky Tanac eMurpvpama U3 JyrocaaByje 1ie3feceTUx U Io-
YeTKOM ceJlaM/leCeTUX IO MHaA J0BeO je 10 CTBapaka 3ajeJHU1A jyTOCJI0-
BEHCKHUX ractapbajrepa y 3anaaHoj EBpony, o1 Kojux cy ce HajopojHUje
HaJla3uJle y 3eMJ/baMa HeMa4yKorI TOBOPHOT IIpocTopa. TajallkbH jyrocio-
BEHCKH pEXHM je HaCTOjao [ja Ha pa3/INuMTe Ha4YrHe KOHTPOJIMIIEe eKO-
HOMCKY eMUTpalyjy ¥ ClIpedH lbeHO AUCTaHLMpame of MaTuLe. Toj cBp-
cu TpebaJio je, mopes OCTasOor, ja HOCAYKH U pa3rpaHaTa Mpexa Kjay6oBa
jyrOCJIOBEHCKUX MUTpaHaTa y MUHOCTPAHCTBY.

Ha HajMuiahe jyrocioBeHCKe MUTPAHTE — J€Ely jyrOCJT0BEHCKUX
ractap6ajTepa y MHOCTPAHCTBY — PEXUM y JyrocjaBUju HACcTojao je Aa
yTHYE IIpe CBera nyTeM OpraHUu30Bama JOMyHCKe HAaCTaBe Ha MaTepHEM
jesuky. byayhu na je y6en/bpruBo HajBehu 6poj jyrocioBeHCKUX €eKOHOM-
CKHUX MUTpPaHaTa KUBEO U PaiU0y 3eM/baMa HEMauKOT FTOBOPHOT IIPOCTO-
pa, y TUM Jip>kaBaMa je ¥ jyrocjioBeHCKa JO0IyHCKa HacTaBa 61Ja HajMa-
coBHUja. CpeIMHOM celaM/IeCETUX I'0/IMHA je TOTOBO 2 /3 YKyIHOT 6poja
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Jlelie obyxBaheHe jyrocjioBeHCKOM J0NyHCKOM HacTaBOM y 3anaHoj EB-
pornu 1mkoJy noxahasno y CaBesnoj Peny6iniiy Hemaukoj.

JyrocsioBeHCKH peXxUM je clpoBobeme [OMYyHCKe HacTaBe 3a
Jely jyrocJOBeHCKUX MUIpaHaTa y 3Ha4yajHOj MepHU KOOpAUHHUpAO ca
3eMJ/baMa-JloMaMHKUMa, a/iu U MOpeJ, Tora JOCTyIHU U3BOPU YKasyjy
Y Ha U3BECHO He3a/0BOJbCTBO 3eMasba-JoMallMHa HEKUM CerMeHTHMa
nporpaMa jyrocJoBeHCKe AONyHCKe HacTaBe. OBa HacTaBa je Jeny jy-
roC/IOBEHCKHUX racrapbejTepa cBakako cyouyaBasa ca ofpeheHUM BpeJ-
HOCHHUM U W[ e0JIOLIKUM JJUJIeMaMa, jep Cy IOpyKe Koje Cy UM IIpeHolle-
He 4eCTO0 3HA4YajHo O CTYyIasie Ofi KaUTAJUCTUYKOT KOHTEKCTA Y KojeM
Cy XKHBeJIa.
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Radina Vuceti¢. Monopol na istinu.
Partija, kultura i cenzura u Srbiji
Sezdesetih i sedamdesetih godina XX veka.
Beograd: CLIO, 2016, 407.

Jlo6puM no3HaBaoIMMa jyrocJI0BeHCKe U CPIICKe UCTOPHje je J10-
Bo/bHO pehu - mie3iecete u cefamecete roaute. [IpBa aconujaruja je
BaXKHOCT UCTOPUjCKUX Aorabaja U lbHUXOBe AaleKocexHe nocaeaune. Jpy-
ra je cJIoKEHOCT BpeMeHa U BUILECJ0jHOCT OPOjHUX M0jaBa JPYLITBEHE,
MOJIMTUYKE U eKOHOMCKe UCTOpPHje, a TO 3HaYU U GpOjHe MeTO/10JI0UIKE
M3a30Be 3a CBAKOT KO MOKYylla Hay4Ho Jia cariefa To Aoba. [la 6ucMo fo-
JyapaJid Taj nepyoz y chepu KyJIType, YMETHOCTU U MHTEJIUTeHIIHje, KOjOj
je oBa Kibura noceheHa, nocayxkuhemo ce peyrma aytTopke, npod. ap Pa-
auHe Byyetuh, ca 242. crpaHe: ,Ha Heky HauMH, U3TJIealio je Jia je CBe MO-
ryhe - ¥ fa/ba MOJIepHU3AIM]a, ¥ 3HAYAjHUja TUOepasn3aluja, U CyIITHH-
cke pedopme IlapTuje U gpxaBHUX ypebewa, anu U pecTa/bMHU3alLMja
Y ‘“TBPAY 320KpeT . ¥ TAKBOM MHUJbey YMETHUIY Cy KPUHUJIH MPOCTOP 3a
€060y CBOT paja U LIMPUJIM HOBE YMEeTHHUUKe IpaBlie, BJACT UM je Ty
c1060y 3BaHUYHO rapaHTOBasa, aJiu U 611a Jby6boMOpHA Ha CBOje MOHO-
noJie U MpUBUWJIETH]e, IITO je HEMUHOBHO BOJUJIO Ka OrpaHUYaBambUMa,
NpUTUCIIMMA, 3abpaHaMa U [eH3ypama.

LlpBeHa HUT Kwure Monopol na istinu je ofHOC MapTHja — KyJ-
Typa - 1eHsypa. Kpo3s wmera ce npesnamajy 6pojHa NuTamwa U OjMOBH 0O
KOjrMa NHlle ayTOpKa: M0JIOXaj UHTeJUreHllMje V¥ COLUjaTuCTUIKO]j Jy-
rocjaByju (M ay TOPUTAPHOM JIPYIITBY YOIIITE), 0AHOC MOJUTHKE ITPeMa
KYJITYPH, yMETHOCTH U UHTEJINTEHLIUjH, YIIJIUBY Ca CTpaHe Y YMEeTHUYKE
Y KyJITYpHE TOKOBE KOjy YHMHe J]a ce y 0BUM cdepama JIpylITBaA [10jaB/bYjy
caZipXKaju CTpaHM BJAZAjyhuM mocTynaTuMa, Jnbepaansanuja y KyaTy-
pU oA yTULAjeM IPOMeHa Y CII0JbHOj OJUTULY UTA. Heke TeMe, ojMo-
BY, IPOLLECHU U [10jaBe UIlaK JJOMUHUPA]y Y KEbU3U.

Hajnpe neHsypa, mojaM Koju je TEIKO jacHO AedHUHHUCATH, IITO
HWCTpaKMBake YMHU 3aXTEeBHUM, a [IpeJ] ayTopa 0CTaB/ba MHOI'O METO-
JOJIOLIKMX U3a30Ba U npemnpeka. CBecHa Ja LieH3ypa Ipunaja OHoj Ka-
TEerOpUju peyu ,Koje ONHUCYjy Hau3IJIe[ jeJHOCTaBHe, a y CTBAPHOCTHU
M3y3eTHO CJIOXKeHe JIPYIITBEHE MeXaHU3Me“, ayTopKa ce ompejesnia
3a NpUXBaTame CyLITUHE TOT MOjMa MO0 KOjoj je IeH3ypa ,,CKyIl OrpaHu-
4yaBajyhrx Mepa Koje COPOBOJAM HEKO ca mno3vnuja Mmohu“. AHanusupa-
Jla je M IMTame pa3yMeBamwa LieH3ype U lbeHUX MeXaHHu3aMa y 3eMJba-
Ma HcrouHe EBpore, y KojuMa oHa yryiaBHOM pOpMaJsIHO HHUje IIOCTojasa,
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aJIu je 6UJ1a €0 MOJIUTUUKOT U KYJTYPHOT )XUBOTA, TUM IIpe IITO je y KO-
MYHUCTUYKUM 3eMJ/baMa JpKaBHU MOHOIIOJ Ha/J, CPeCTBUMA KOMYHU-
Kalje 3Ha4Y1Oo CYLITUHCKY KOHTPOJy HaJ, cJ1060/0M U3paxkaBamwa. Y Jy-
rocjaBuju UHCTUTYLIMOHATHA LleH3ypa HUje OTBOPEHO NPOKJaMOBaHa,
aJIu je LleH3ypa y pakcy 6uJia CKpUBeHa u3a Jpyrux Mepa. Anoctpodu-
paH je 1 yTuLaj Jocuna bposa, Koju je y BUllle HaBpaTa AJUPEKTHO U jaBHO
NpO3MBA0 YMETHUKE, IMCLe UM HOBUHApE U YTUIA0 Ha OTpaHU4YaBambe
€J1060/ie ’HUXOBOT pazia. Y CTBAPHOCTH je GopMaIHM U30CTaHAK L|eH3ype
610 HaIOMELITEH APYTUM, jolll epHUKACHUjUM MeTo/laMa OrpaHUYaBamba
YMeTHUYKOT U3pakaBama Koje HUje 0iIroBapasio MorjaeAuMa BJaacTH. Ay-
Topka y6eZI/bUBO II0Ka3yje KaKo je MapTHja yMeJia Jia mpoHabe jiojaJiHe, a
yrjeJiHe Jby/e U3 YMEeTHUYKOT (KyJITypHOT ) MUJbea KOju OU CBOjUM KoJie-
rama JMpuroBaJiy 1ta Tpeba sia ypajie ca CBOjuM JieJiuMa Kako 64 MorJa
Jla 6yny npukasaHa (cay4aj ytunaja AHToHuja McakoBuha Ha npenpaBke
y dunmy ,Hezanocnenu byan“ XKenumupa XKunHvka). TakBe TUYHOCTH,
KYJITYPHO U yMETHUYKH JJ06p0 NOTKOBaHe U 06pa3oBaHe, TE TAKO PaBHO-
npaBHe ca yMEeTHULIMMA 0 YUjUM JieJIuMa Cy CyAUJIE, a MOJTUTUYKH O/ATO-
Bapajyhe (momo6He), 6usie cy oJiyiMyHa 3aMeHa 3a GopMaJiHy IeH3ypy. Y
YBOZHOM IOIJ/IaBJ/by je aHAJU3UpPaHa U [leH3ypa Yy BUAY CYACKUX 3abpaHa
Y no3uBama Ha KpHBUYHU 3aKOHUK, Ca OCBPTOM Ha y4eCTal0CT TaKBUX
caydajeBa on 21. cennuue [peacennumta CK] nenem6pa 1971.
Ciieiehe BeJIMKO M0Jbe MCTPAXKMBAKhA je 0JHOC Ha peJIaliiju map-
THja - KyJTypa. AyTopKa je pa3marpaJia ojaBe HOBUX TPeH/[0Ba (IpoJop
MOJepPHOT Y aBaHTapHOT), UHCTUTYLM]ja (My3ej caBpeMeHe YMETHOCTH )
Y yTHlaja ca 3anaja (monyTt JOMUHaIMje aMePUUYKOT GuiMa) y KyJTypu
1e3/eceTUX rofijiHa. Y cBuM cpepamMa yMEeTHOCTH U KYJIType jyroc/J0BEH-
CKa CLieHa je y TOj AelleH’jU Ipy>KaJjia CIMKY OTBOPEHOT ApyluTBa. Pagu-
Ha BydyeTuh HaBoAM HU3 IpUMepa y KOjUMa je JyrocjiaBuja ogyJapasia of,
NPUJIMKA Ca UCTOYHE CTPaHe rBo3/ieHe 3aBece (06jaB/bUBambe Aesa Coui-
kemUIMHA, OpBesioBor poMaHa 1984, u3Boheme Aesa IpaMCKOT IHcLa
ExxeHa JoHecKa...). CyTpOTHO TOj CJIUIIM OTBOPEHOCTH U CJ1060/1€e, Ay TOP-
Ka yo4aBa /la je y CTBAPHOCTH pacTao MPUTHCAK Ha YMETHHUKE, TOCEOHO
0/1 Kpaja 11e3/ieceTUX FOAMHA, aJIM UCTO TAKO /1A je pacjo U He33/10BOJb-
CTBO YMeTHHMKA TAKBUM CTakeM. 3aTO je AeTa/bHUje pa3MaTpaH pa3roBop
(ckym) ,Conyjasu3am v KyJaTypa“ Koju je HOBeMOpa U AetieM6pa 1969. op-
ranusoBaJsio Pusozodcko aApyurTeo Cpbuje, Kao HEKU BUJ, OTIIOPA MOKY-
1ajuMa HaMeTaka JIP>KaBHOT TYTOPCTBA y KyATypu. OBaj sorahaj je 6uo
NoKa3aTeJsb CYLITHHE CIOpa UHTEJEeKTyaIa v BJAacTH (YK/by4yjyhu 1 oHe
HMHTeJIeKTyasllle 0/laHe BJIACTUMa) U TO He caMOo 360T peYr U3TOBOPEHHUX
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Ha ckymny Beh 1 360T peakIijyja Koje je KacHUje M3a3Bao, a Y KojuMa Cy, 1o
Onpo6aHOM MeXaHU3My, HOBUHAPHU U UHTEJIEKTyasl[d OfaHU BJacTUMa
Hanaja/Ji IpOTUBHUKE IPeKo MeJihja. AyTOpKa 3aK/bydyje [ia je TUMe 10~
Jlapy3sanuja u3Mehy iBe cTpaHe 6uJia cBe Beha, ,a [lapTuja koja je ryousia
JIETUTHMUTET, y CBOjoj HeMohu 61J1a je caMo CBe OILITPHUja, HA CBOjy LITe-
Ty". Takobhe, onrcaHe cy MOJUTHYKE 3aMUCIIE, AJIM U MasH AoMeTH KoH-
rpeca KyJITypHe akliije U3 okToopa 1971, kao HeKe BPCTe MapTHUjCKOT U
Jp>kaBHOT naHAaMa ckyny ®Punosodckor fpymTea. OBo nornasJbe 3aBp-
maBa ce aHasiu3oM [lucma Jocuna Bposa v UK Tlpencepuuirsa CKJ 1972.
KOjUM je yTPT YT pyILlery CPICKOT pyKOBOJACTBA U 3all0YeT 06paydyH ca
JAPYTUM HEHCTOMHUILI/bEHUIMMA, 1a U OHUM Yy KyJATYpH. Ibera je ayTopka
TyMauuJia Kao M03UB 3a JoOrMaTU3aLHjy CBUX cdepa )KUBOTA.

PaysiuHa ByyeTtuh je feTa/bHO pa3MoOTpuJIa M MUTak-e 0JJHOCA UH-
TeJINTeHIlYje U HAallMOHA/IM3Ma, CBeCHA BaXKHOCTH HALLMOHATHOT TMTakkha
y jyroC/JIOBEHCKOj UCTOPHjH, TOCEOHO Y JlelleHHjMa KojuMa je mocBeheHa
HeHa KIbUTa, jep je TaZa COLUjaJUCTUUKO jyTOCJ0BEHCTBO [104eJI0 /1A Y3-
MUYe Npej, penyoJauuKuM 6MPOKpaTU3MKMa U UCTHLalbeM HallMOHaJIHe
pas/IMYMTOCTH JyrocaaBuje. U3 mweHe aHa/iu3e je BUAJ/bUBA CJI0jeBUTOCT
1I0jMa HallMOHA/IM3aM, keroBa HeJlepUHHCAHOCT Y jyrOCI0BEHCKOM BPXY
Y HeJloc/1eJaH IPUCTYI TOM NojMy. Y pesialitjaMay TpoyIJly apTHja — UH-
TeJIMreHyja - HalMoHa/ M3aM (HalMOHaIHO U Takbe, MehyHallMOHA/IHU
OJTHOCH ) KpuJie Cy ce 6pojHe HeIOpeYeHOCTH jyTOCT0BEHCKOT APYLITBA U
ONaCHOCTH 10 OIICTaHAK Ap:xaBe. OBaj 0JHOC je leTa/bHUje IpOy4YaBaH Ha
npuMepy Cpb6uje u uctTakHyTa je 1966.roauHa (naj Pankosuha) kao npe-
JIOMHM TpeHyTaK y 6yhemy HauluoHa/IU3Ma. YoueH je BeoMa CJI0XKeH OJ1-
HOC KIbMKEBHOCTH (KHMKEBHMKA) UM OTBapama HallMOHAJHOT NMUTaka
o/} movyeTKa ceiMe JielieHuje. YuTaouy cy noHyheHH ONUCH U TyMadera
nosieMuke hocuh - [lupjasen; (1961/62), hocuheBor pomana fJeobe, yka-
3aHoO je Ha pacna/, CaBe3a KibMXKEBHUKA Jyroc/iaByje, 10jaBy KibUra Ha-
[IMOHAJIMCTUYKOT cajipKaja, Cykobe Ha KoHrpecy ciaaBucta y CapajeBy
1965, nojaBy MockoB/beBHheBoOr pedyHHKa, ,Jlek1apalyje o Ha3UBY U I0-
JIOXKajy XPBaTCKOT KibMKeBHOT je3uka“ v ,[lpeasora 3a pasMmulsbame”.
Cge Te, 1 6pojHe Apyre nojaBe o6paheHe y 0BOM IMOIVIAaBJ/bY, ONIPAB/aBajy
nurtame ,/la iy je KyJITypHa MHTerpanuyja jyrocJ;ioBeHCKMX HapoZa ycIie-
J1a“ a ’beMy ce MOoXe J0JaTH U NUTarmbe KOJHKO je TAKO HELITO YOIIlTe
6uJ10 3BaHMYHa nosituka? ,IlpegJior 3a pasMull/babe” CPICKUX NHUCa-
1]a HUje NoCcMaTpaH CaMo Kao 04 r0BOp Ha XpBaTcKy ,Jeknapauujy” Beh u
Y3 yIJia O HOCA CPIICKe NapTHje U CPIICKUX UHTeJIeKTyalala U HaljhoHa-
JINCTA U Kao II0KasaTeJb JieJloBalkba MexaHM3aMa LieH3ype. Ha npumepy

165



TOKOBH HCTOPHJE 3/2016.

TOT JJOKYMeHTa II0Ka3aHo je HejeIUHCTBO CPIICKe UHTeJIeKTyaJlHe eJlu-
Te, IapPOJMKOCT FhbeHUX MMOJTUTUYKHUX CTABOBA U UJI€0JI0THUja U pa3/IudH-
Ta IOMMama CPICKOT HAllMOHAJHOT UHTEepeca ¥ HAllMOHA/IHOT TUTamwka y
JyrociaBuju yonure.

Enusona ca KruscegsHUM HOBUHAMA, TACTOM KOjU je y pyTroj mo-
JIOBUHHU LIe3/leCeTUX TOAUHA y KOHTUHYUTETY 06jaB/bHBAa0 TEKCTOBE
KOjU Cy M3a3uBa/Iu He3a/l0BO/bCTBO BJIACTH, MCKopHUlIheHa je fa 6U ce
[I0Ka3ao MexaHH3aM JesoBatba CK NpoTHB HEHCTOMULI/bEHUKA Y KYJI-
TYPH KojH je nogpasymenao capagmwy LIK CKC u I'pagckor komureTa, y3
BeJINKO y4elnihe OBOT APYToOT, 3aTUM Ja 6U ce ITOKa3aJiao Jia je U y jef-
HONApPTHjCKOM CUCTEMY U Ja/be 0CT0ja0 HU3 KaHaJla 3a 06jaB/bUBakbe
NOJIMTUYKU HETOJOOHUX CTaBOBA, aJlM U /ia je pykoBocTBO Cpbuje y Ay-
roM Nepuojly HacTojaslo [a ONO3ULHjy UJIU HEUCTOMUIL/bEHUKe Y6enu
NOJUTHUYKUM CPeJCTBUMA, 6e3 JUpeKTHE 3abpaHe WU aAMUHUCTPATHUB-
He WHTepBeHIYje. Ta enn30/1a je camMo jeiHA 0/ 6GPOjHUX KOje MOKa3yjy
ancypAHy CUTyalUjy y OJHOCHMMa MOJUTHKE U KYJType: UCTOBPEMEHO
NOCTOjame U MOJUTUYKHUX IPUTHCAKA U IPOCTOPA 32 U3HOLIEeHe CTaBO-
Ba CYIIPOTHUX 3BAaHUYHHUM. Y OBOM IOIJIABJbY je yOUYeHa U jyrOCJI0BEHCKaA
cnenuGUYHOCT y U3AaBALUTBY, y KOMe Cy TOCTOja/Iu U IPUBAaTHU U3/aBa-
Y4 U CaMU3JaTH ayTopa, Te je LieH3ypa y TOM CJy4dajy MorJia Jila HacTyIH
TeK KaJja 6U Jies10 6U/10 oAlITaMIIaHo. [leTa/bHO Cy UCTPAKKUBAHU U CJIY-
JyajeBW 3a6paHa KibUra EMUHEHTHUX M3/JaBaya nonyT hocuheBe Kmpure
Moh u cmpentve, 3abpameHe KpajeM 1971, y BpeMe pa3padyHaBamba ca
XpBaTCKUM PYKOBOJCTBOM, Kako 61 ce y 06payyHy ca HallMOHaJIU3MOM
3a/ipKaJjia MoJIMTHKA CUMeTpUje U mpuTHcaka Ha ,[IpocseTty” 1973.

HanyonanncTrika M NOJIMTUYKA UCKYLLIelha HUCY MUMOWIa3u1a
HHU CJIMKapCcTBO. CPIICKY HALlMOHA/IM3aM je IIpOBejaBao U3 U3Jioxk6e Mu-
auha ox MauBe Koja je 3abpamweHa 1962, Kao U U3 Ker0OBOT 3aroBapama
notpebe fAa hupuauua nocraHe NMcMo CBUX Jy:kHUX C/10BeHa. YMETHOCT
Y IIOJIUTUYKU MOTHBH Cy Ce MpeIvIMTaJu U y 60p6u oko MaysoJieja Ha
JloBheHy, 1eroBoj U3rpajilbU Cy Ce CypOTCTAaBUJIM OPOjHU CPIICKU MH-
TeJleKTyaJllY, a 6poj yaconuca YmemHocm nocseheH oBOoM NUTamwy 3a-
6pameH je 1971. roguHe. [locneaune TutoBor ,[lucma“ cy ce ocehane uy
CIMKApCTBY, a MeTA Hamnaza Cy OW/IM HAaMOHAIMCTH U IpHHU Tasac 1973.
Ha ToM npumepy ayTopka je nokasaJjia nojJie/beHocT Mehy yMeTHUIIUMA
Ha OHe Koju cy 61y HanajaHu (Mupo [naByptuh), oHe Koju cy Hanaja-
au (Musiow Bajuh) 1 oHe Koju cy cTaiv y of6paHy YMETHUYKUX c1060/a
(cniukap [leha MunocasspeBuh, Ockap JlaBuuo), aiu je younsia v Heje JUH-
ctBo ¥ CK (HeBUJbHUBH MPCTHU JeJia apTHjCKOT Bpxa KOjH je Kpo3 ycTa
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HEKHX YMETHUKA TEKUO0 peCTa/bUHU3ALUjU YMETHOCTH, Kao U IOCTOjambe
OHUX KOjH Cy ocyhuBa/IM OKpeTamwe Ka JorMaTu3My ). AyTopka nocTaB/ba
nuTame AaJdje y CK yomirre mocrojao jacaH cTaB 0, UIejHOCTH“ Ha K0j0j
je MHCHUCTUpaJIa WIH Ce IIpe MOXe TOBOPUTH O JIyTawy NapTHje y MOoKy-
11ajuMa Jia 3aJip>ku MOHOTIOJ ¥ CBUM 06JIacTUMA KUBOTA, M U Y KYJITY-
pu. 3ak/by4yuniia je Ja je caydaj Hamajia Ha LpPHU TaJlac y CJIMKapCTBY je-
JUHCTBeEH, jep je IlapTuja HelTo 3an04esia, 0BOT yTa IPEKO KOMYHUCTA
cavKapay cBoM HajonepatuBHUjeM ‘TIyHKTY, K CK Beorpaza, a onja ce,
Ha HEKU HauuH, Tiocysa nenesoM’ u nopyksaa“. Muha [lonosuh Huje 610
jelMHHU KOjH je mpeLlao nyT o MapTrU3aHa 0 ONTYKeHOT 3a HaLlMOHAaJIU-
3aM, aJIM je CBOjUM /IeJIOM 3aC/IYKHUO MOCEOHO MOTIOIVIAB/bE y KEbHU3U. Y
OBY TEMY Ce YKJIONIMO CBOjUM M3JI0kb6aMa y KojuMa je KpuTukoBao Tu-
TOB KYJIT INUHOCTU U JIOMPUHOCHO jauyary HallMOHa/IHUX ocehamwa. Ay-
TOPKH je MMOCJIYKHO0 U Kao NapaZyrMa cJuKapa ONTY>KMBaHUX 32 HALUO-
HaJIU3aM, MpaukballTBO, MUCTULIA3aM, a KOjU CY UIIaK HACTaBJ/baJIU ja Ce
6aBe CBOjUM MOCJOM YIPKOC 3abpaHaMa U3J10K6U UM KPpUTHKaMa nap-
THjCKUX NOJUTUYKUX U YMETHUYKUX IpeCTaBHUKA. 3aTO je 3aK/by4ynia
Jla Cy HENpUJIMKe KOoje Cy OHU UMaJIM OCTajaJie Kao HellpujaTHE eNU30/e,
JIOK je OILITa CJIMKa OBe JIBe JlelleHHje OuJia CIuKa ,JUHAMUYHOT Bpe-
MeHa ca BpXYHCKHM JIOMeTHMa U CMeJIUM HUCKOpaLuMa CpIICKe JIMKOBHE
YMETHOCTH"

[lapTuja HUKaAa HUje 6U/Ia UMyHa Ha M0jaBy HEUCTOMMUII/bEHU-
Ka y CBOjuM pefioBuMa. [IpeMa w¥Ma HHUje MMajia MUJIOCTH, jep je Tpo-
KJIaMOBAaHO jeJUHCTBO YBEK CMaTpaHO 3a JOrMY. 3a TeMy OBe KIbUre je
BeOoMa BaXKHa I0jaBa ,,HoBe jieBulle", KopuyaHCKe JIETH€ IIKO0JIe U TPaK-
cucoBala. KpUTHUYKM OpHjeHTHCaHHU JIEBU UHTEJIEKTYaILU CY JOBOAUIN
y nuTamwe MoHonoJ CK v TuMe cy nipeZicTaB/baJlv ONIACHOCT 110 IAPTHU]Y U
BsaacT. Y HeMoryhHocTH Jia ce pedopmulie, CK je oaroBapao npuTHCcKOM
Ha OHe KOjU Cy My YTPOKaBaId MOHOTIOJ Y chepH KYJIType U UJe0JIorHje,
Ipe CBera Ha YHUBEP3UTET U UHTEJUTEHIIH]y. Y TOM KOHTEKTY Cy V KibH-
3U IOCMAaTPaHU Y JYHCKU NPOTeCcTU 1968, y YHjuM je 3axTeBHMa ayTOpKa
BH/les1a KpYIlaH KOpaK y Be3U ca CyIITUHCKUM pedopMuUcCamkheM jyrocio-
BEHCKOTI CUCTEMA U TEXKIbY Jla Ce IPENCNMTa KOHLENT COLUjaJInu3Ma U pe-
aJIHOCTH KOja je BeoMa oAyZAapaJsia oj Tor KoHuenTa. Paguna Byyetuh je
0Baj MPOTECT UCTPAXKKBaJIa U3 yI/a y4yewha 1 ip>kawba OHUX KYJTYPHUX
paZiHYMKa U YMeTHHUKA YUjH je OQHOC Ca TapTHjOM U BJIaCTUMa [IpoyvaBaJia
y CB0jOj KibM3U. Kako cy oHU J10:k1Be/IM OBY KOHQPOHTAL U]y CTyAeHaTa U
BJIACTH, KO je 0 ’bUX aKTMBHO [I0Marao CTyZleHTe, KO je CTajao [0 CTPaHH,
KO je 6M0 CYMIbHUUEH /Ia je CTajao u3a CTyAeHTCKe MobyHe...?
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3ajyrocioBeHCKy kKnHeMaTorpadujy ayTopka cMaTpa ja je 6uia
OJlLIMYHA CJMKA JyrocjaBuje 1e3/leCeTUX U NT0YeTKa celaM/leCeTHX To-
JIMHA, KOjy Cy YMHUJIU OKpeTambe Ka CBeTy U JiMbepaan3altjy, a 3aTUM
,CYHOBpaTHU 3aokpet‘. Omucyjyhu ,HoBU PuaM“ Kao Texwy GuIM-
CKUX CTBapaJjala Ja u36ope MpaBo 3a Cl1060JHUje UHTepIpeTUpabe
JPYUITBEHHUX TOKOBA W 3aKk/by4yjyhu Aa je ,LipHU Tajsac” 610 Haj3HA4aj-
HUja ojaBa TOKOM ceaMe JlelleHUje, Paguna BydyeTuh onucyje u ocyze Ha
KOje Cy HaWJIa3WJIM HOBH TPEH/I0BH, 32 KOj€e je Y MapTHjH OLelbBAHO /i Cy
y CyIpOTHOCTH ca ,,COLMjaIUCTUYKOM JPYLITBEHOM IPAaKCOM U CTBApHO-
urthy“. Y ksbu3u cy noMmeHnyTe cyouHe puamona,['pan”, ,YoBek us xpacro-
Be myme", IloBpaTak” v pyrux, a HOBU Tajac je 1OCMaTpaH Y KOHTEKCTY
yTHILaja Koje Cy Ha APYLITBO U KyJTYypy UMaJli npakcucoBly U Kopuy-
JIaHCKa IKoJ1a. AyTOopKa U y o6s1acTi KuHeMaTopaduje yoyasa ctpax CK
0l Iry6MTKa MOHOII0J1a, 0BOTra [IyTa Ha TYMauekbe peBoJyliHje, jep Cy HOBU
bbUIMOBHY NpyKaau Apyradyujy CJIMKYy paTa of JoTajallbe MUTOJI0TU30-
BaHe. [IpBy jaBHY KpUTHKY ,Heruparmba peBoJIylidje” T0KHUBeo je GpUim
,JyTpo“ 1967, nocBehen npBoM jyTpy cinobofe y Yauky. tberosa cyg6una
je eJIoM KapaKTepUCTU4YHA 3a OJHOC BJIACTU IpeMa KyJTypPHUM U YMET-
HUYKUM JleJIMMa Koja HUCY O6uJia cacBUM Mojo6Ha: GUIM je og00peH,
XBaJbEeH, 1a U3JI0XKEH JIAaBUHU KPUTHKA, a/I1 U NoJpUIyY U3 ecHada, Na U
Bpxa CK (Besbko BiiaxoBuh), 1a 61 Ha Kpajy npexuBeo. Tako Ccy ce TOHOBO
MelllaJId YMeTHHUYKA c/1060/1a, 06PUCH JEMOKPATCKOT IMjasiora y jaBHO-
CTH, IPUTHCLU Ha UHTeJIeKTYasllle, KPUTHKe YMETHUYKOL pajia v Tako y
Kpyr. [lpyrauuja je cynébuHa punma Kenumupa Kunnuka ,Panu pagosu”
KOjH je mocTao MpBH QUM KOjH je onoparbeH Ha cyay 1969. [Tocsie Harpa-
Ze Ha ¢ectuBany y BepauHy, puiM je y 3eMJbH LOKHBEO HOBE KPUTHKE,
a KusnHukK u3banuBame U3 NapTHje U 3abpaHy 6aB/bera CBOjUM MOCJI0OM
y 3eMsbU. Ty 1969. rogrHy ayTopKa y3uMa Kao NpeJIOMHY Y [T0YeTak 3a-
olITpaBama Kypca napTuje npeMa KMHeMaTorpaduju. Jou Beha kputu-
Ka paTHUX U NOCJepaTHUX roZiMHa OuJia je mpucyTHaA y AeanMa XKuBoju-
Ha [laBsioBuha, Te je OH YecTO 6O HA METH IIeH3ypa U KPUTHKQ, a FheTOB
¢uM ,3acena” je 610 HajOTBOPEHUja KPUTHKA CUCTEMA, jep CYy 3BaHUYHU
[OIJIeAY HAa PeBOJIYLIMjy HerupaHu ckopo cacBuM. ,,WR: Mucrepuje opra-
Hu3Ma“ J/lymana MakaBejeBa je onucaH Kao jeJlaH oJl OCJIeAlbUX Tp3aja
LIPHOT Tajlaca Npe HkeroBe JUKBUAALMje ca peCTa/bMHU3ALUjOM CHUCTe-
Ma. Tum punmom, Hactanum 1971, npensio ce ca KPUTUKE CTa/bUHU3MA
Ha KpUTHUKY JlewrnHa 1 OKTo6apcKe peBoJiyliyje, Ia je kberoBo NpUKa3u-
Bambe CIIpeyeHo.
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[Tocne punmckux 3abpaHa, HepopMaHU Iy TEBU LIEH3y e CY J0-
NpJiY U [0 o30pUIlTa. Besnka naxmwa je nokjgoweHa Anekcanzpy Ilo-
noBuhy, KOjU je CBOjUM JAeJiMMa UCMEeBA0o GUPOKPATH]y, CATHOCOIICTBE-
HUYKH MeHTaJIUTET, leBUjaliyje y JpYLITBY, KalUTa/l1u3aM, COLHjaIn3aM,
aJi ¥ NpaBuo anysuje Ha TuTta u weroBy cynpyry. [leta/bHuje je aHau-
3MpaHa npezcrasa ,Kamne fos1e" 1 HAaUMH BEHOT 6P30T CKHU/Aamka ca pe-
neproapa 1968, kao 1 MexaHW3MM CKHJAama ca perneproapa npejcrase
»Kan cy uBetase tTukse“ 1969. u ,/Ipyra Bpara jieBo” 1969. CiojeBuTo-
CTH aHaJIM3e JOMPUHOCHU HACTOjakbe Jja ce IPOHUKHE y TeXKHUHY [10J10Kaja
ynpaBHuKa no3opuiuta (bojan Ctynuna u Mupa Tpausosuh) cyoueHux
caNpUTUCLIMMA []a Ce UpUTAHTHe [Ipe/icTaBe yKJIOHe, /ja ce cayyBa OICTa-
Hak Kyhe Ha uujeM cy 4esy, aqu ¥ noTpeboM Ja ce 6paHU ca060/a CTBa-
pasaiiTBa. McTu deHOMEH je mocMaTpaH U3 yrja yMeTHHUKa: Ha IpUMepy
Anexcanzpa [lonoBuha je mokasaH cTaB yMeTHHUKA NpeMa NPUTHCLUMA
Y NOKyIlajuMa KOpYMIMpama 0f] CTpaHe CUCTeMa, Te TPI/beHe BUllle-
roJMIIbUX pelnpecuja 360r HellpUCTajakba Ha KOMIIPOMHUCE 110 TUTalky
cxBaTama yMeTHHUUYKHUX CJ1060/a.

3aolTpaBame MOJUTUYKOT Kypca mpeMa KyJTYpU je, OCUM Y
buaMy, ocTaBUJIO HajBUJ/bHBUje TparoBe y CAMKapCTBY, C TUM Ja je y
0BOj cdepHy MOKpPeT NPOTHUB MOJEPHOCTU MMaAo NPUCTaINLA U MeDy ca-
MHUM YMeTHULMMA. Y MOJUTHYKOM CMUCIY je IPBU 036U/bHUjU HaMas
Ha alCTpaKTHY YMEeTHOCT NoTekao of Tuta 1962, a ayTopka ra Jo0Boau
y Be3y ca N060J/bllIakbeM jyrocJI0BEHCKO-COBjeTCKUX OJJHOCA U CIMYHUM
HanajoM Xpyi4doBa npe tora y CCCP-y. Cnenehu je 6uo 1973 /74. Hanaf,
Ha LipHU TaJjac y CJIMKapCTBY U HAa HEOAaBaHTrap/y ,y OKBUPY OMLITe KJU-
Me IPUTHCAKA U NOJTUTHIKUX apOUTpHpama y KyJATypH'.

3aokpeTH yuurbeHHU nocie IlncMa“ noyeTKoM cejlamM/ieceTUX ro-
JIMHA Cy CBOjUM 3HayajeM 3aclyXWJU Aa OyAy AeTa/bHUje pasMaTpaHU
y noce6Hoj LesinHU MoHorpaduje. [oauHe Koje cy mocJe Tora ycjieausie
Cy NpeACTaB/bEHE Kao ,pecTa/buHU3aLHMja" U 0b6esiexkeHe Cy MPUTUCLU-
Ma, cyhemnMa, penpecujaMa, IOBPaTKOM UAE€0J0TU3aLUjH KyIAType, UH-
CUCTHPaHEM Ha ,,MOPAHO-MTOJUTUYKO]j NOA06HOCTU " U peadupmManrjom
TuTtoBor Kysrta. Yuyectaso Kopulihemwe mnojMa ,KOHTpapeBoynuja“ y
3BaHUYHO]j GPa3e0sIOrHjH je YKa3UBaJIO Ha XKeJby Jla ce MOHOIIOJ Ha Ty-
Mayeme peBoJIyLiHje 3aJp>K1 YBPCTO y pykaMa. [lojMoM ,oniteHapogHU
NUCLUU" MU UHCUCTUPabeM Ha NPUOGIMKaBawky KyJType paJiHOM 4YOBEKYy
BacKpcaBaH je coupeasnsaM. OBU 3aK/by4lid CYy NOTKPEN/beHU GPOjHUM
npyvMepHMa U3 CBUX chepa KyJType U yMETHOCTH, a Hajeehu mpocTop
je pesepBucaH 3a Jlazapa CtojaHoBuha Koju je 360r ,Il1acTuyHor Ucy-
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ca“ u3ap:Kkao HajBehy 3aTBOPCKY Ka3HY KOjy je 106UO0 je/]H YMETHUK Y Jy-
rocjaByju (Tpu rogune). CauyHo cyn6uHu Anekcaszpa [lonosuha, Huje
Ce OJlpULIA0 CBOjUX XKMBOTHUX ONpe/ie/beha HU HapeAHUX JlelleHHja, 110
LleHy MapryHaJju3alyje y I0Cay KOjUM je To4Yeo Ja ce 6aBH.

Kwura Pagune ByyeTuh je uHcnupaTuBHA 3a unTaola. HaBoau
ra /ia IOHOBO pPa3MHUIL/ba O [IEPUOLY CPIICKe (jyroc/0BEHCKE) UCTOPH]E O
KOMe je Beh mpo4MTao o0cTa pafioBa U U3BOPA, aJIv Cafi U3 APYTOr yIJa.
[Tokasasia je fa cJMKa jyroc/J0BEeHCKOr APYLITBa, a 10ce6HO 0HOCA M0-
JIMTHKE U KYJType HUje 6uja LpHOo-6es1a, Beh BeoMa BUlllec/0jHa, TyHa
KOHTPaAUKTOPHOCTHU. KyJITYpHU palHULIU Cy Y OBe JiBe JielleHHje YHeIu
Jl0CTa HOBMHA M CTPAHUX yTHIaja, U360PUJIH ce 3a 3aBU/IaH HUBO YMeT-
HUYKHUX €1000/3, TapTHja je Te c1060/e 03B0/baBasla, alu U YeCTO CILy-
TaBaJla KajJla 61 oceTuJia /ia je ’heH MOHOTI0J1 6MBA0 YTPOXKEH, a TOCEGHO
nocse nosHartor TutoBor ,[lucMa“. AyTopka mokasyje Aa meH3ypa HUje
yBeK Mopasia Jia 6yAe popMasiHa UM A ce CIPOBOJY CaMo NMyTeM KJia-
CUYHUX 3abpaHa, Beh U NpUTHUCLMMA U3 caMe CTPYKe, oJlaralkbuMa Npu-
Ka3vBakba YMETHUUKUX Jles1a, hUXOBHUM CKJIatbaktheM 0] 0YHjy jaBHOCTU
U CJ1., Te [ja LLeH30pU HUCY MOpaJIH Jia 6yy caMo NMOJUTHUYKH, CY[ICKH UIIH
NOJIMIIUjCKY OpraHy, Beh M napTHjy 0JaHU KyJATYPHU PaHULA U YMETHHU-
1M WM HoBUHapH. [Ipoy4yaBajyhu oHOC NOJIMTHKe U KYJITYpe y Jyrocia-
BUjH, YBEK je UMaJla Ha yMY CII0/bHONOJUTUYKU KOHTEKCT, IPBEHCTBEHO
YTHUIaj NOJIUTUYKUX ofHOca JyrocaaByje u CCCP-a Ha yHyTpalllby N0JU-
THKY y JyrocjiaBuju. Y KIbU3HU Cy y3eTe y 063U He CaMO0 OHe UHTePaKIiHje
BJIaCTH W MHTeJIeKTyaJala Koje cy noApasyMeBaJsie penpecujy WUJax 3a-
OGpaHe NOJIMTUYKU HEeNoJOOHUX cajip»Kaja Beh U ipyre MeTO/le ie/I0Baba
BJIACTH NMOMNYT MOKyIlaja /la, HAa HEKM HAa4YMH, IOTKYNIH UHTeJeKTyaJle,
6110 XOHOpaprMa 61JI0 Harpajama, ApyIITBEHUM IPU3HambUMa WY He-
KHUM JIpyTrUM caThUcaKkljaMa 3a 3abpameHa esa. BaxaH fonprHoc Mo-
Horpaduje je youaBame BeoMa 3HauajHe ysore ['pajickor komuteTa beo-
rpajia y Kpeupamwy NOJUTHKe IpeMa KyJTYpHU U UHTeJieKTyaauuMma. Jlo
cajia je y usy4yaBamy UCTOpHje counjanuctruike Cpouje rpaba 'paackor
KOMUTeTa 61j1a NPpUIUYHO 3aHeMaprBaHa, UaKo je TO TeJIo UMaJIo BeJsu-
KU 3Ha4aj. OHO je 6110 MOKpeTay WK U3BPIIUJIAL, OPOjHUX TOJTUTUUKUX
Y UJIeO0JIOIIKHX aKlHja Y YMETHOCTH U KyATypHu. CacTaHIMMa ca UHTe-
JIeKTyaJ/lliuMa, pacnpaBaMa Ha niienymy 'K, pedepatuma, o61u/beM MaTe-
pyjana o 6pojHUM chepaMa KyJTYPHOT )KUBOTA, OBO TeJIO je CIPOBOAUJIO
NapTHjCKy MOJUTHKY, BPLUIKUJIO NIPUTUCKE HA yMEeTHHUKEe WJIM NOCTaBJ/ba-
JIO MMOJIUTUYKE U UJE0JI0IIKEe CMEPHHUILE, KOje Cy OHJZla APYyTY CIPOBOAU-
Ju. PaguHa Bydyetuh yoyaBa u MexaHU3Me fesioBamwa ['pajckor KoMu-
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TeTa, IpU YeMy Ce CKOpPO yBek nojpasyMenaJia cnpera ca UK CKC, kao u
CnylTame y ,6a3y" npokjgaMoBaHe NMOJUTUKE KaKo OU ce 10610 JIETUTH-
muTteT 3a ofisiyke 'K v peny6inukor Bpxa. MexaHu3am je 610 BeoMa CJio-
»KeH U 32 UCTPa)KUBaya TeLIKO yXBaT/bUB.

OBOM KHUI'OM Cy J0CaJallkba Ca3Hawka 0 0JHOCY MOJUTHKE U
kyaType y Cpbuju/JyrociaBuju npouypeHa ca 4YeTpAeceTUX U INeje-
cetux rogrHa 20. BeKa Ha HapeJHe JiBe JelleHd]je. 3aK/by4yllu USHETH Y
KHU3U Cy yTeMe/beHHU Ha apXUBCKUM UCTPaXKUBambUMa U UMIIO3aHTHOM
NI03HaBaby JIUTepaType U epuosrke. Cprcka ucropuorpadujaje 106u-
Jla HAQy4HO TyMadeke joll jelHe BeOMa BaXKHe TeMe, a HAyYHUIIU 3apoHbe-
HU y ApYLITBEHe TeMe OBOT IepHo/a N0oy3JaH 0CJ0HAL, 3a HOBA UCTpa-
KMBaba.

Cno6odarn CE/IMHUR
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KnyTt ®anyBuk TypeceH.

Y Hopseuwky, y cMpm: cpncku uHmepHupyu

Y HAYUCMU4KuUM /1020puma Ha cesepy Hopeeuuke.
Beorpaz: Catena mundi, 2015, 183.

Uctopuyap, ny6sMnucTta U KanetaH Bojcke KpasbeBuHe Hop-
Benike, Knyt ®ayBuk Typecen (Knut Flovik Thoresen) Beh ce mecetak
rofiuHa 6aBM IIUPOKUM TEMAaTCKUM KpPyroM Be3aHUM 3a /[lpyru cBeTcku
pat. Ha HopBemkoM je3uky je 2013. 06jaBuo moHorpadwujy Til Norge for
d dg, Koja je NIpUBYKJIa MaXKiby WKpe jaBHOCTHU. OHA je cBoje U3Jjame Ha
CPIICKOM je3UKYy JloueKasa CBera JiBe roJjiHe KacHUje, N0/, HacJ0BOM: Y
Hopsewky, y cmpm: cpncku UHMEPHUPYU y HAYUCMUYKUM /1020pUMA HA
cesepy Hopsewke. Cpricko u3ame objaBuia je 6eorpajicka U3saBadyka
kyha Catena mundi y pesaTuBHO BesiikoM Tupaxy on 1.000 mpumepa-
Ka, a 6pOjHU JIMCTOBU U MarasMHU Beh cy NpeHOCUJIU [JieJIOBe OBe KibU-
re 4 yKasuBaJll Ha 3aKJ/byuKe ayTopa. UHave, TypceHy ucTopuja cprnckor
Hapo/a U GUBIIIE Jyroc/jaBHje HUje Helo3HaTa, 6yayhu Ja je Kao BOjHUK
y4eCcTBOBA0 y MUPOBHUM MHcHjaMa y bocHu n Xeprerosrunu v Ha KocoBy
u MeToxujy, Te Jja My je cynpyra CpICKOT IOpeKJia 10 MajyYruHOj IMHHU]U.

Kmura uma MmoHorpadcky ¢popmy, ajiv 3anpaBo MpeicTaB/ba CIIOj
aHaJIMTUYKeE ayTOpoBe cTyuje (cTp. 7-51) u npupehene rpabhe: oas0MKa
u3 kwbure Hukouse Pokuha Jyzocaasuja - moja 3emma (53-144) u Pokuhe-
BOT MCKa3a 0 3JI0OUMHMMa HaJl UHTEpHUPIMMa Koju je 1947. roguHe Jao y
noJidiyjckoj ucrpasu (145-175). [lope rmaBHUX eJieMeHaTa, KHbUra ca-
JIP>KY jOII ¥ IPe/Ir0BOP, IOr0BOP U CIIMCAK KOpHUIINEeHUX U3BOPA U JINTe-
patype. UnycTpoBaHa je jesHum 6pojeM npHo-6eux potorpaduja u ca-
JIP>XU HEKOJIMKO CTATUCTUYKUX Mperiesia.

[maBHa TeMa M OCHOBHM NpeAMeT UCTpaKhBamwa TypeceHOBe
KIbUTe CY KOHI[eHTPaIlMoHHU Jioropu v HopBenikoj u cynbuHa 4.268 jy-
roc/JI0BEHCKUX rpahaHa Koju ¢y y ’bUxX 6UIU NpUHyAHO ynyheHu. Mako je
y OBOj CKaHAMHABCKOj 3eMJbU OUJIO YaK TPHJIECETAK JIOTOPa y KOjuMa cy
6opaBuJM JyrocioBeHH, TypeceH ce y CB0Ojoj KibM3U HajBUIlIE 6ABU JIOTO-
pUMa Ha ceBepy 3eMJbe, KOjU Cy UCIPBa OUJIU MOJ JUPEKTHOM YIIPaBOM
CC-a (mo mapra/anpwuia 1943), a kacHuje BepmaxTa. Y tbMa je 60paBUO
HajBehu 6poj jyroc/ioBeHCKHUX UHTEPHHUPala, 0K Cy Y JIOTOpUMA Y LieH-
TpaJIHOM Jie/ly 3eMJ/be U Ha HbeHOM jYTOUCTOKY MaJIOOPOjHU UHTEPHUD-
1M OMJIM [TIOMellaHu ca myiaheHoM pajjHoM cHaroM. O6pasnaxyhu kaTte-
ropusaliyjy oBUX JIOTOpa U JIMlia Koja Cy y ’bMa KUBeJia U pafiuJia, ayTop
0/l caMOT o4YeTKa MHCUCTHpA Ha TOMe Jia je y ceBepHOj HopBelkoj ped o
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JIoropuMa CMpPTH, a He paZJHUM JIOTOPHMa, Te Jja Cy UHTEPHUPILY Y BhUMa
MMaJIi CTaTyC po6OBa, a He PaTHUX 3apobJ/beHUKA WU HajaMHe pajiHe
cHare. OBakBe cTaBoBe TypeceH je NOTKpeNnHo CTATUCTUYKKUM NOoJALu-
Ma: yak 2.420 genoproBaHux (55,48%) ybujeHo je y 1oroprMma, a y HeKu-
Ma je cTola CMPTHOCTHU U3HOCUJIa U ipeko 70%. [loce6HO cypoB pexxum
OHO je y eT BeJIMKUX JIOropa Ha ceBepy 3eMJsbe: Kaparoky, bejcdjopay,
boTHy, Yceny u Kopreny. 3a oBe Jiorope je 1 HOpBELIKO CyACTBO NPeCyAH-
JIO [1a Cy MMaJIu KapaKTep JIoropa CMPTH, ,,jep Cy CTBOPEHH Y LIMJbY CUCTe-
MaTCKOT UCTpPeb/bera 3apobsbeHuKa” (cTp. 17), oAHOCHO jep ¢y y BbuMa
JIOTOpAIl U3HYPHUBAHU PAJIOM JI0 CMPTH, a 60JIECHH U HECIOCOOHH 3a
pan cypoBo y6ujaHu. TypeceH je ucTakao aa je 4ak 3.841 mHTepHUpaIL]
(Buie o1, 90%) 610 cpIicKe HALLMOHAJIOCTH, 360T Yera cy HopBerkanu no-
MeHYTe JIOTOpe 3BaJd ,CPIICKUM Jioropuma“. BehrHa uHTepHuparna je y
Hopgemky npe6adeHa ca npoctopa okynupade Cp6uje u HesaBuche /lp-
»kaBe XpBaTcKe. YIJIaBHOM Ce paZyJIo 0 IpUNlaJHUIIMMa I0KpeTa OTIopa,
KaKO KOMyHHUCTHUYKOT TaKO Y POjaJIMCTUYKOT, Kao U CPIICKUM LIUBUIMMA
JoBeJeHUM u3 okosinHe Kosape uioropay HAX.

O 6pyTa/sIHOCTH Y 3JI0YMHAYKOM 3/I0CTaBJ/bakby KOjUMa Cy UHTEP-
HUpLHY 6UIK U3J10keHU Y HopBellkoj cBejo4e 0A/IOMIIU U3 ayTO6HOTpa-
duje jeaHor of wux - Hukose Pokuha, a jour geTa/bHUje OpUTHHAIHU
JIOKYMEHTH U3 UCTpare Kojy cy HOpBelIKe NOJULMjCKe BJACTH BOAUJIE
NPOTHUB NOjeJUHUX CTPaXkapa U ylpaBHUKa Joropa. Pokuhese ycome-
He 1 UCKa3M y MOJIMIMjCKOj KCTPa3y BeoMa Cy IOTPeCHHU U cafipKe 6poj-
He My4He ¥ y3HeMHUpyjyhe neTtasbe. [IpencraBbajyhu ;kuBoTy camo jes-
HOM O/l TpU/JleceTak HeMauKuX Jioropa Ha npoctopy Hopgeuke, Pokuh
Jlaje CJIMKY CBaKoJHEeBHe NCUX0PU3UUKe TOPTYpe, pOOOBCKOI paja,
6e3pa3/IoKHOT KaKibhaBaka, 6aTUHaba U CMPTU MHTepHUpana. hako
Cy JIoropy 61JIM o/, HeMauyKoM KoMaHA0oM (npBo CC-aa noToM Bepmax-
Ta), CTpa)kapu Cy perpyToBaHu U3 KBUC/IWHIOBUX NMapaBOjHUX jeAu-
HULA, ¥ TOKa3aJUu Cy Ce 3HATHO HEMUJIOCPpAHUjUM of, Hemana. Typecen
JleTa/bHO MPEHOCH M3BOpe KOjU CBeJo4ye O Hajpa3/IMYMTHjUM BpcTaMma
CaJMCTUYKOI U [ICHXONATOJIOLIKOT [IOHAallakha CTpaxapa, Koje je nogpa-
3yMeBaJIo Npebujame, PU3NIKO Mydere U cakaherwe HHTepHHUpala, U3-
IJ1ailbBakbe U IPUMOPAaBabe Ha Pajl Y HEXYMaHUM yCJI0BUMA, youjarme
XJIaJHUM WJIY BaTPEHUM OpyKjeM, a y MaJIoM 6pojy ciy4ajeBa 4yak U CeK-
CyaJIHO 3JI0CTaBJ/baibe. [lojeJUHU CcTpakapy U KOMaHJAHTHU 3aTBOPCKe
CTpake GUJIM Cy AUPEKTHO OJOBOPHU 3a CMPT JeceTUHa MUHTepHUpaLa,
1 TO caMo y jioropy BoTH, koju je HajgeTa/bHUje 06paheH y TypeceHOBO]
KIU3HU.
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PokuheBa cBe/louaHCTBa, 06jaB/beHA Y KIbU3U Jy2ocaasuja — Moja
3emsba, a pemiTaMnada u y TypeceHoBoj MoHOTpaduju, 6anajy cBeT/I0
Y Ha oJiHOoce MeDhy caMuM Jioropalinma, 0AHOCHO HHTepHUpLuMa. OH ca
MYHO »Ky4X FOBOPHU 0 KOMYHUCTUMA Yy JIOTOpY, HaBoJehu Ja cy 6u/u ce-
OUYHM U [Jla Cy yrpoxKaBaJii jeJUHCTBO JIoTopallla, HaCcTOjaBLIU /A OJI-
pebeHe npuBueruje cayyBajy camo 3a cebe. Ha cindaH HayuH npej-
cTaBJba U MehyeTHUUKe ofHOCe, UcTUYyhU Aa cy XpBaTH U MYCJIUMaHU
YMMaJli NPYUBUJIETr0BaH N10J10Kaj Y OHOCY Ha CpIicKe UHTepHuUpLe. OHU Cy
roToBO 6€3 M3y3eTaKa OUJIU PErpyTOBAHU Y JIOTOPCKY CTPAXKY U TEXHUY-
Ke cJ1y:x0e, Ma/ja ce YIJIaBHOM PaJiiJio O TEIIKUM KPUMUHAJILKUMa KOjU Cy
noBJiamiheHU M0J10%Kaj KOPUCTHUIIU J1a OU MaTITPETHUPAJIH APYyTe Joropa-
e (38-41). Pokuhy, koju ce usjauimbaBao Kao NpUcTalnlia MOKpeTa re-
Hepasia MuxausoBuha, Takohe je cMeTasia aruTaliyja UHTepHUpala-Ko-
MYHHCTa y Hepuofy oz, ocjobohema Jyrociasuje u HopBelke f0 usbopa
»3a TrTa miu 3a kpaspa“. 360r TOTa je 0AJIYIHO A2 OCTATAK )KUBOTA MPOBe-
ey HopBelkoj, mako cy ray oTall6MHHU YeKaJy cynpyra 1 Jena.

CkyasHOCT cTpyKType TypeceHoBe MoHorpaduje HapyliaBa
npelITaMiaBame jeJHOTr 06uMHoOT ojyioMKa (90 crpanuna) u3 Pokuhe-
Be KIbUTE, TUM IIpe jep je moMeHyTa Kibura Beh o6jaB/beHa y HopBelikoj
(Ocno, 1961). OpyioMak je XpOHOJIOLIKH NMPEUIMPOK U 3aXBaTa Mepuof,
on PokuheBor fleTuwcTBa y CpeMckoj MUTPOBUILIM ¥ BpEME Npe U TO-
koM [IpBor cBeTCKOT paTa, 0 Apyre nojoBuHe 40-UxX rogrHa Npouior
Beka. Mako je moMeHyTH HapaTUB 3aHUMJbUB, OH ce ¥ BeheM /ety HU Ha
KOju HayMH He J0THYe OCHOBHOT NpeAMeTa UCTpaKuBamwa. byayhu na
npescTaB/ba cerMeHT Beh 06jaB/beHOT JieJia, Ca3HajHO He JJOHOCH MHO-
ro Tora HoBor. UctpaxuBauuma y Cp6uju 61 oHajBuUlIe MOTao Aa 6yae
3aHUMMJbUB 360T OMKCca CBAKOAHEBHOT XMBOTa y CpeMy y IpBUM Jelie-
Hujama 20. Beka, Kao 4 360r PokrheBe BU3ype CpIICKO-XpPBATCKUX OJHO-
Ca TOKOM paTa U HENOCPeTHO HAaKOH wera. TypeceH je oJJIyKy Ja oBa-
KO 06MMaH 0/iJI0MaK 06jaBu (Y3 MUHUMaJIHU IpUpehrBayKu Hamop oko
Nojallllbeha Mame MO3HAaTHUX MI0jMOBA KOjU Ce jaBJ/bajy Y OPUTMHATHOM
TEKCTY) 06pa3JioKHUo MOTPe6bOM Jja MyO/IUIM IPUKaXKe Ca0xeHOoCT Jpy-
roT CBETCKOT paTa Ha IPOCTOpY JyrocaaBuje, Kao U 3aouITpeHe MehyHa-
[MOHAJIHE OJIHOCE KOjU Cy UCTOPHjCKAa KOHCTaHTA Ha baskaHy. AKo 61
ce 0OBO M MOIVIO CMaTpaTH ONpaBJaHUM 360T peJlaTHUBHO HeynyheHor
HOPBEIIKOT YU TAJAlITBa, Mopa ce ucTahu Jia je U3BeJleHO Jiollle U Ha Be-
OMa yCKOj U3BOPHO] OCHOBH.

TypeceH je omabpao aa par y JyrociaBuju, ojHoce uaMmehy Cp6a
Y XpBaTa, 3JI04MHE OKyIaTopa U yCTallla, Kao U 0JHOCe MapTHU3aHa U YeT-
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Huka (JByO) mpezacTaBu Ha OCHOBY jeiHOT ayToOGHOrpadCKor CIuca, 3a-
HeMapyjyhu 6oraty uctopuorpadcky npoayKuujy Ha CpIICKOM U BUIIE
CBETCKUX je3uKa nocBeheHy TUM TeMaMma. [IponycTuo je, Takobe, /1a CBO]
nuBoTaHu u3Bop (PokuheBy ayTo6uorpadujy) yKpcTu ca HICTOPHjCKUM
HM3BOpUMaA IPYTOT OPEKJIA WU MOJUTHYKE OpUjeHTalllje, YuMe je 06jek-
TUBHOCT FOTOBO I10JIOBHHE HeroBe MoHOrpaduje oBeieHa y NUTakbeE.

Y uenuHu carsenaHo, MoHorpadujy Kuyra ®aysuka TypeceHa
Y HopsewKy, y cMpm: cpncku UHmMepHUpYU y HayuCmu4KuM 1020puma Ha
cesepy Hopseuike ofIMKyje NyOJULMCTUYKY IPUCTYII M OHA Ce He MOXKe
CMaTpaTH JieJIoM Hay4yHe McTopuorpaduje y npaBoM CMUCIY TOT I0OjMa.
JlBaJleceTak HacJ0Ba KHbUra U YlaHaKa HaBeJeHUX Y CIIUCKY INTepaType
CBaKaKo NpeJCTaB/bajy HeJ0BO/bHO IIHPOKY OCHOBY 3a aHA/IM3Y U KOH-
TEKCTyaJu3alujy CJI0KEHUX HCTOPUjCKUX MT0jaBa KOjuMa ce ayTop 6aBHUO
y Kibu3U. YuHU ce Aa je v caM TypeceH cBeCcTaH TOra, Te a je KibUT'y HaMe-
HUO IIUPOj Tpe HEro akaIeMCKOj jaBHOCTH, 0 YEMY CBEJI0UM U U300 CEH-
3aLlMOHAJIMUCTHUYKOT HAC/lI0Ba.

Hy>xHo je uctahu, mehytum, fa je TypeceHOBa KihbHTra U3BaHpPEI-
HO 3HavajHa 3a 6yayha UCTpaXXUBama, jep Y CPIICKOj U CTApHjoj jyrocio-
BEHCKOj UcTopuorpadujyu roToBo Jia U He NOCTOje PaJIoBU KOjU Cy ce Je-
Ta/bHUje 6GaBUJIM JioropuMa Ha ceBepy HopBelliKe U TeLIKOM CyJJ6HHOM
CPIICKUX UHTepHUpala y kbuMa. [pabha 3a npoyvyaBame oBUX IpobJieMa y
Cp6uju je camo pparmMeHTapHO cayyBaHa (HajBehu weH Jjeo yyBa ce y Ap-
XUBY JyrocsaBuje, y onay [pkaBHe KOMHUCH]e 3a yTBphUBame 3/1041HA
OKyInaTopa 1 lbUX0BUX [IOMaraya), a HopBellKa rpabaje Telko JocTyHa
360r ¢pUHAHCHjCKe CUTyalldje U je3udKe 6apujepe.Y ToM noryeay Typece-
HOBa KbUra, a 10Ce6HO UHTEerpa/IHO NPeHeTH UCKAa3U U3 OJIULHjCKe HC-
Tpare BoheHe y HopBelukoj 1947. roauHe UMajy UCTUHCKU BeJIMKH 3Ha-
4aj. HopBenikom ayTopy Tpebasio 61 0aTH NpU3HaHKe 360T YKa3uBakbha
Ha jeJjaH 3alloCTaBJ/beH U FOTOBO NOTNYHO 3a060paB/beH CErMeHT UCTO-
puyje [Ipyror cBeTCKOT paTa, Kao U 3a lberOBY Me/IUjCKY peaKTyeJnu3aLujy.
[TonynapHocT paTHuX TeMa (1939-1945) Ha cprickoM je3UYKOM MPOCTO-
Py, Kao ¥ BelITO oZabpaHU HACJIOB U IU3ajH KOPULA, CAaCBUM CUT'YpHO he
y4UHUTHU TypeceHOBY KIbUT'Y BeOMa YUTAHOM.

Anekcandap CTOJAHOBH'R
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Stanka Jovanovic.

Dragoljub K. Jovanovié¢ - Zivot jednog fizicara,
prevod Borivoj Gerzic.

Beograd: samostalno autorsko izdanje, 2015, 206.

3a ucropuyapa, 6uorpaduje HayuyHHKa, Tpodecopa yHUBEP3U-
TeTa U MHTeJIeKTyaJlala YOoIIlITe MOTy OUTU BeoMa 3HavyajHe, U Y cay4vajy
Jla cy UMaJiu 3Ha4yajHy APYUITBEHO-NOJUTHUUYKY YJIOTYy y CBOM BPEMEHY,
QM Uy CJIyYajy J1a cy ce 6aBUJIM CaMO HAayYHUM PaJioM U Y CBOjoj 06J1acTH
NOCTHUIJIM 3aBUAHe pe3yaTtaTe. Pusudap u npodecop beorpaackor yHu-
Bep3uTeTa /lparosby6 K. JoBaHoBuh HUje 6MO0 APYIITBEHO-MOJUTUIKU
aKTHUBaH HU Y je/THOM O/ /|Ba MOJIUTUYKA CUCTEMA y KOjUMa je )KUBeO U HU
y jeAHOM OJ [iBa CBETCKa paTa Koja je IPeXUBEO, aJIv je CBOjUM HayYHUM
Y [IeJJaroLIKUM PajJioM OCTAaBHO IyOOK Tpar y UCTOPUjH CPIICKE U jyrociio-
BeHCKe Hayke y 20. BeKy U cnazia Meby oHe noje/jlH1ie KOju Cy ,,0TBOPH-
JIM BpaTa HOBOM CBETY caBpeMeHe Hayke Ha beorpa/ickoM yHUBep3uTe-
Ty". 3aTO je CBaKo LIMperbe Ca3Hamba 0 bber0BOM XKMBOTY Y pajly, 1a U Kaja
He /10J1a31 U3 lepa UCTOpHUYapa, paroleHo U KOPUCHO 3a UCTPAXXUBabe
NPOCBETHE, HAy4YHe U UHTEJIeKTya/IHe UCTOPHje OBOT NPOCTOpa.

Jparosy6 K. JoBanoBuh je pohen 1891. y [lapahuny, rae je 3aBp-
110 OCHOBHY L1KoJy. [MMHa3ujy je noxahaoy Jaroguuu, Kparyjesuy u be-
orpajy u nocJie Besiike Mmatrype 1910. ynucao cryguje puUsuKe U xeMuje
y beorpany, koje je npekruHyo TOKOM [IpBOT CBETCKOT paTa, KOjH je npo-
BeO y 3apo6/beHUIITBY y jioropy Amax. [locsie pataje 1919. qunsiomupao
Y II0CTA0 acucTeHT xeMuje Ha Punozodckom dpakyntety y beorpaay. Of
1920. go 1928. paauo je kox npodecopke Mapuje Kupu y UHCTHTYTY 32
paznujym y [laprsy, BpXyHCKOM UCTPaXKUBA4YKOM LIEHTPY y 06J1aCTHU paju-
0aKTUBHOCTH, IJie je 1925. u nokTopupao. [lo no3usy ce 1928. BpaTuo y
Beorpa/, 610 n3abpan 3a BaHpeJHOT npodecopa PHU3UKe U NOCTAB/bEH
3a IpBOT yIpaBHHUKA HOBOOCHOBAHOT 3aBO/ia 3a paAM0JI0THjy MeUIuH-
ckor pakynTeTta. U3abpaH je 3a pegoBHor npodecopa 1939. roaune. Ilo-
cie Jlpyror cBeTcKoOr paTa je u3abpaH 3a npodecopa u meda kaTegpe 3a
¢usuky Ha Punoszodckom, ogHOCHO [IpUpoHO-MaTeMAaTUIKOM aKyJi-
TETY, aJl1 je XOHOpPapHO pajguo U Ha MeguuHCKOM U CTOMaTOJ/IOIKOM
dakynTeTty. OcuM ApKakba lpe/ilaBarmba U BexK61 6aBUO Ce UCTPaKUBabU-
Ma y 06J1acTU paJiuoJ0THje, paIMOAKTUBHOCTH, HYKJIeapHOM pHU3UKOM
Y MeJIUIIMHCKOM MPHUMEHOM paJinoakTuBHOCTH. O6jaBuo je Buie o 50
Hay4HHUX PaJloBa U HEKOJIMKO yiI6eHuKa. M3abpaH je 1948. 3a gonucHor
yiaHa Cprcke akaJieMyje HayKa U 0010 je HU3 Harpajia U Npu3Hama 3a
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Hay4yHU pap,. [lensnonucat je 1960, aay HaCTaBHUO je ca XOHOPApHUM pa-
zoM. [Ipemunyo je 1970. ronuHe U caxpameH je y beorpazy.

Kwury o /lparo/byoy JoBanoBuhy Hanucasna je CTaHKa JoBaHO-
Buh, cynpyra weroBor ciHa /lpalika, ca KojuM je mocJe JUIJI0MUApaba
npeuwia y CAJl u Tamo popMmupasa NIopoAuLly U U3TpaJiuja Hay4YHY Ka-
pujepy. [logcTrnaj 3a nucamwe U NOTKY KibUTre YMHUJIA Cy 6pojHa Mopo-
AndHa cehama v npude, npenucka ca /lparo/by6oM JopaHoBuheM, lero-
Be GeJielllKe, 3BaHUYHU JOKYMEHTH U3 6oraTe NopoJJUiHe apXUBe, Kao U
HEKOJIMKO OCBPTAa Ha XXUBOT U paj /lparosbyba JoBaHoBuha 1 UHCTUTY-
Ta 3a ¢usuky MeguunHckor ¢paKyyaTeTa, 0f KOjuX je in memoriam koju
je meroBa capagHuia Jparuna Kupuh o6jaBuna y Cpnckom apxusy 3a
yeanoKynHo saekapcmeo 1970. y neJIMHU OALUTaMIIaH, OfMax I0CJe YBO-
Jla 1 U3jaBa 3axBaJIHOCTH. Te u3jaBe cy ynyheHe HEKOJIMLIMHU N10jeIUHA-
1]a KOjU Cy ayTOPKU YCTYNHWJIN JJOKYMeHTe U MHbopMaLuje o paay Jpa-
rosby6a JoBaHoBuha. Kibura je nucaHa ca Ay60KHUM IHjeTeTOM, ajid U ca
cBelthy o BeJIMYMHU U 3Ha4ajy JoBaHOBUhEBOT yHUBEP3UTETCKOT U MHU-
OHUPCKOT Hay4yHOT pajia U ca *eJbOM Jja Ce ’belrOB Hay4yHU U MeJjarolKu
JLOMPUHOC cayyBa ofi 3abopaBa. M3aliaje y caMoCTasIHOM ay TOPCKOM U3-
Jlamby, a Ca eHTJIeCKOT je mpeBeo bopusoj ['ep3uh.

Kmwura je noge/beHa Ha jelaHaeCT MOIJIaBJba, Off KOjUX NMPBUX
0CaM XpPOHOJIOUIKY MpaTe KUBOT, paj U pe3yartarte [parosmbyba JoBaHo-
Buha. [loynme ca rogmHaMa npoBeJieHUM y UHCTUTYTY 32 paaujym y [la-
pusy ca Mapujom Kupu (1920-1928) u oxbpaHoM moktopara 1925, a
NOTOM Ce HaBO/ie KacHUje Be3e ca [lapusowm, cBe 10 nocne/jier 60paBKa
okTo6pa 1967. Ha o6esiexaBamy CTOTOIUIIBUIE pohera Mapuje Kupu.
Y TpeheM nornaBsby ce onucyje nospaTtak U3 [lapusa Ha beorpazcku yHu-
BepauTeT 1928. ¥ movyeTak pajia y 3aBoAy 3a paiM0JI0THjy U du3uKy Me-
AunuHcKor pakynteta. YeTBpTo noriassbe je mocBeheHo JoBaHoBUhe-
BUM Npe/iaBatbMa U HAYYHOUCTPAKUBAYKOM pajly y nepuoay usMmehy
JlBa CBETCKa paTa, Ioce6HO HAa UCIIUTHUBAKY PaAUO0AKTUBHOCTH TEpMaJl-
HUX BoJiay JyrociaBuju. [leTo nmoriassbe ce 6aBYU JoBaHOBHheBUM pasom
y UHCTUTYTY 3a paguosorujy u ¢usuky MeauuuHckor ¢pakyaTera, a
IECTO XKUBOTOM TOKOM Jlpyror cBeTckor patay Coko-6amu U noce6HO
)KMBOTOM U MHTEH3WBHHUM PaZiloM TOKOM NOCJepaTHUX TOJMHA, HAjBU-
mie Ha [I[pupogHO-MaTeMaTUUKOM GaKyATETY, a1 U HA APYyruM aKyJI-
TeTHMa Ha KojuMa je npefaBao GU3UKY. Y ceAMOM MOTJIaBJ/bY je AaT Kpa-
Tak NIpHKa3s JopaHoBuheBor paja Ha KaTeapu 3a pusuky ®Punosodckor,
oaHocHO [IpuposgHO-MaTeMaTHYKOT GaKy/ITETA, Of IOCTAaB/bakba 3a pe-
JoBHOT npodecopa u meda KaTeape A0 ojAJacKa y neH3ujy Maja 1960.
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Y ocMoM MorJaB/by je JaT Npersef Harpaja u NprM3Hama Koje je 0610
TOKOM BHUIIEJENlEHUjCKOT GaB/beha HAYKOM U 00pa30BamkeM CTy/eHa-
Ta: JIONKUCHO 4JaHCTBO y Cprickoj akageMuju Hayka 1948, Opaen CeeTor
Cage, CexMojyscka Harpaja 3a »UBOTHO Jiesio 1961, Opaen Peny6iinke
ca cpe6pHuM BeHIleM 1965, [loBesba /[lpyuiTBa MaTeMaTu4apa, pusuya-
pa ¥ acTpOHOMa, YMjH 4JIaH je 610, MOITAHCKA MAapKHUIa, HA3UBH yJIHLa
U JIp.

[locneawa Tpu noryaB/ba NpeACcTaB/bajy CBOjEBPCHY ,IOPOJIUY-
Hy UCTOpHUjy". Y JleBeTOM IOIJIaB/by Cy MpejCcTaB/beHa NyToBamwa /Jlpa-
rosby6a JoanoBuha y CA/l u nocete cuHy /lpallKy, FberoBoj NOpoAuLHU
U JpyTrUM OUBLIMM CTyAeHTUMA. Y feceToM je [paro/by60B CHUH UCIPU-
4yao Npuyy o nopoAuyiHoj Buau y Coko-6amy, uarpaheHoj Ha niauy Koju
je [lparo/by6 0610 Ha MOKJIOH o[ 3axBasiHUX CokobGamalla noce dec-
IJIATHO BpPLIEHUX Mepea paJu0aKTUBHOCTH OambCcKe BoJe. M Ha Kpajy,
y oCJIeibeM, je/laHaeCcTOM NOIJIaBJ/by Jiaje ce CaXKeT MOorJe/; Ha HOpPoAu-
1y /Jparosby6a JoBaHoBuha, Ha BUllle reHepaliyja, IoYeB O, poAHUTEebA
y CPIICKOj AeBeTHaeCcTOBeKOBHOj Bapouiu [lapahuny, npeko Beorpaja,
npecTOHMIe BUllle Ap>KaBa y 20. BeKy, 10 YHy4Yaj1 y IpaZjoBUMa U Ha YHU-
Bep3uTeTuMa CjeambeHnx AMeprdKuX Jlp>kaBa Ha modeTky 21. Beka.

CBa norsiaBsba cy npaheHa inuHUM cehawbrMa, doTorpadujama,
dparMeHTHMa U3 KcaMa U JHEBHUYKUX 3anKca J/I[paro/by6a JoBaHoBuha,
HaBoAMMa U paKCUMHUIINMA 3BAHUYHUX JoKyMeHaTa. OCHM THX Hcevyaka
Y [IUTaTa, ayTOPKa je Ha Kpajy Y BUAY A0/aTKa 06jaBuJia HEKOJHKO Apa-
rolleHUX IOKyMeHaTa U YJlaHaKa U3 lITaMIle U HaydHUX nyosaukanuja. Ty
Cy 1Ipe cBera JiBa BpJio BaxkHa Hanuca: ,Cp6uH, capaHuk ['ocrohe Kupu,
UucTuTyT 32 pagujym y beorpaay*, pasrosop ca gp lparosby6om K. JoBa-
HoBuheM 06jaBsbeH y IUCTY Bpeme 21. okTo6pa 1925. roiriHe v pasroBop
,0 pagujymy"“ u3s yaconuca Pey u cauka mapta 1927. OHu nipe/icTaB/bajy
CBE/I0YaHCTBA 0 BEPOBATHO IPBUM Ca3HabMMa 6e0Tpa/iCKe U CPIICKE jaB-
HOCTHU O HajcaBpeEMEeHHUjUM AOCTUrHyhuMa Tajalime pU3UKe, 0 pajHo-
AKTHUBHOCTHU W PaJIMOJIOTHjH, U CBEJIOYAHCTBO O pahamy 0BUX HAYYHUX
aucuunivHa y beorpagy u Cpbuju. 3aTo je mTeTa WITO NPeNUCcH HUCY
npahenu ¢poTorpadujamMa OpUrHHAHUX YiaHaKa. 3aTUM, MpelTaMnaH
je neo o UHCTUTYTY 32 UMKy U3 cioMeHulle 50 eoduna MeduyuHckoz
¢akyamema Yuueepaumema y beozpady u3 1970. aytopa /Jlparuie Ku-
puh, capagHulie U HacaeAHULe Jlparosbyba JoBanoBuha y UHCTUTYTY, ¥
KOjeM ce MO)Ke Hahu HU3 [10laTaKa 0 lbeMy U 0 0BOj yCTaHOBH. [IoToM cy
13 cnoMeHune noceehene gonucHom wiany CAHY [lparosby6y JoBaHo-
Buhy npeHeTa [iBa rOBOpa HeroBUX YYeHUKa U KoJiera, Hopha Mymu-
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KOT Ha caxpaHu Ha HoBoM rpo6sby 20. pebpyapa 1970. u [1aBaa CaBuha
Ha KoMeMopaTuBHOM ckyny y CAHY 22. maja 1970. Ha kpajy je ogmtam-
NaHa ¥ HajaBa npocJaBe ¢usndapa y yact npodecopa Jparosbyba JoBa-
HoBuha okTo6pa 1999. Of noce6HOT 3HaUaja je IjeJIOKynHa JoBaHOBUhe-
Ba 6ubsinorpaduja, npenuc JOKTOPCKe JUILJIOME U [[e0 TEKCT JOKTOPCKE
JAucepTauuje onopamwene 3. jyaa 1925. Ha PakyiTeTy NIPpUPOJHUX HayKa
YHuBep3uteTa y [lapusy - JOKyMeHTH KOjU Cy KOPUCHU 3a YBU/J Y JOBa-
HoBUheB Hay4yHU pa/Ji, HAPOUMUTO 3a CTPyUHaKe U3 GU3UKe U MojeIUHUX
VKUX JUCHUIJIMHA, /1M Y 32 UCTOpUYapa HayKe U LIHUPY YUTAJAYKY Iy-
GJIMKY YOIILITE.

C 063upOM Ha YHMHEHUIY /] ayTOPKa HUje UCTOpHUYApKa U /1a CY
MOTHBH 32 M Cakbe OUJIU Npe CBera JIMYHY, Kibura Dragoljub K. Jovanovié
- Zivotjednog fizi¢ara He MOXe ce mOoCMaTpPaTH Kao ucTopuorpadcka 61uo-
rpadcka suteparypa. [lucaHa je KOMOUHAIMjOM JIMYHUX U MOPOJAUAY-
HUX cehama, mpenucke, 3BaHUYHUX JOKyMeHaTa U 06jaB/beHUX TeK-
CTOBA, KOjU Ce 4YeCTO BellITauKHU Hal0Be3yjy jeAHU Ha JApyre. YecTa cy u
MOHAaBJ/bakha UCTUX MOATAKA, 1A YaK U UCTUX WUJIU CIUYHUX pedeHUIia. C
JpyTe CTpaHe, MaJia aXkba je nocBeheHa neprozy JopaHoBUheBOT KHU-
BOTa npe 6opaBka y [lapusy, IKoJOBaky ¥ TMMHA3UjU U HA YHUBEP3U-
TeTY, 3ap06/beHUIITBY ¥ [[pBOM CBETCKOM paTy, 3a LITa je pa3Jior Bepo-
BaTHO HEJIOCTATaK JIOKyMeHaTa U HeNOCTOojakhe TparoBa y NopoguiHOM
cehamy. [lak/bUB UMTANAL, MOXKE YOUUTH U HEKe IpelIKe: Ha CTP. 86 ce
MIOMHIbE /1A je ,,caBe3HOo U3BpIIHO Behe“ 1946. opyynsio aa ,JyrociaBuja
pa3BUja aTOMCKY eHepTHjy*, a Taj opraH Taja HUje NocTojao; Ha cTp. 98 ce
HaBo/U Ja je JoBaHoBUh 10610 OpeH Peny6ivike Cp6uje, a paau ce o Op-
JleHy KOjH je 6M0 CaBe3HOT paHra M J1o/ieJbrBao raje npeceaHuk COPJ Jo-
cun bpo3 uta. UMa 1 HeKHUX NOBPUIHUX TBPA U 0 UCYBUILIE BAXKHUM M-
TakbMMa: TaKo Ce Ha CTpaHU 86 TBPAU Ja je JoBaHOBUNY [OCTaJI0 jacHO Ja
he y BuH4YM nouyeTH Jia ce ,pa3BUja HyKJieapHa eHEPruyja, a MOoTOM U Hy-
KJIeapHO Opy»Kje“ 1 Aa ce 3aTO OBYKAO M3 NIpojeKTa. AKO je UMao TaKBUX
Ca3Hama 0 TAKO BaXKHOM IUTAaKy, JoBaHOBUN je MOpao Aa Her/ie OCTaBU
npenysHujy uHdopmanujy o tome. C Apyre cTpaHe, Kako je Moryhe ia ko-
MYHUCTHUYKE BJIACTH, KOje U caM JoBaHOBHK y MHCMHMa U ayTOPKa KEbUTe
4eCTO NOMHIbY 300T ay TOPUTAPHOCTH U MPUTHCAKA HA HAYYHUKE, [103BO-
Jie /ja jejaH ofi BoJilehux cTpyumaka 3a IMTaka NIpojeKTa of, KJbyuHe BOj-
He BaXXHOCTH, CAM CBOjOM BOJbOM OJIJIYUYHU [Jla HE YUeCTBYje y teMy. 360r
OBOT Y CJIMYHUX NUTaa BeJMKa je LITeTa IITO JoBaHOBUh HUje Hamucao
CBOje MeMoOape, Kao LITO je [IJIAaHUPAO, aJIM 0f] KOjUX je IpeMa [IUCMY U3 ja-
Hyapa 1965. ogycrao nomrto 64 Mopao ,MHOTe Jla KPUTHKYje", a ,Hallle
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COLMjaJINCTUYKO APYIITBO HE MapH 3a UCTHHE KOoje ce KOCe ca ’bUXOBUM
noryie/juMa - 3a To ce ujie y 3aTBop” (ctp. 15). TakaB KPUTUYKU MOIJIE,
6u cajia, mocT pectyM, 3a UCTOpHUUYape 6HOo AparoieH. CacBUM je cUTyp-
HO /la Ce MOKe KOHCYJITOBATH jOII HU3 apXUBCKUX POH/I0BA, CTPYYHE U
JIHEBHe ITaMIle, IpenucKe, cehawa caBpeMeHHKa, IUTepaType, 3a oc-
BeT/baBalbe OBAKBUX [IMTaMa, NMCakbe NOTNyHUje 6uorpaduje [parosmby-
6a JoBaHoBMha U caryie/jlaBame HEroBOr HAYYHOT U YHUBEP3UTETCKOT
JIOIIPUHOCA, aHA/IM3€e HeroBOI CKPOMHOT JIPYLITBEHO-ITOJUTUYKOT aH-
ra)kxMaHa ¥ IPUBATHOT »KHBOTA, /U U 3a Jy6JbU YBUJ Y pa3Boj pu3nKe
v Hayke y Beorpazy. U nope/ Tora, oBa Kibura he y cBakoM ciiy4ajy 6uTu
KOPHUCTaH U He3aob6u1a3aH oc/I0Hal cBakor 6yayher uctopuorpadcekor
I0/lyXBaTa Ha TOM IJIaHY.

Jpazomup BOHLIHU'R
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Dragomir Bondzic¢.

Izmedu ambicija i iluzija: nuklearna politika Jugoslavije 1945-1990.
Beograd: Institut za savremenu istoriju,

Drustvo istoricara Srbije, 2016, 460.

Uctopwuja couujasvcTuyke JyrociaaBuje je Beh merneHujama Jie-
TUTMMHA HayyHa TeMa. IbeHe TajHe OTKpHBajy JleceTHUHe MCTOpHUYapa
ca GUBIIET jyrocJOBEHCKOT POCTOpPa U BaH wera. 0 MHOTUM NUTabUMa,
nojaBaMa, TeMaMma, Jiorahajuma, mporecuma U JU4YHOCTUMA Beh nocToju
BeJIMKH 6poj paZoBa Koju HaM oMoryhaBajy Jla uX Hay4HO 06jaCHUMO U
pasymemo. Kmwura gp [lparomupa bonnuha Hamehy ambuyuja u uaysuja:
HyK/1eapHa noaumuka Jyzocaaguje 1945-1990. nac nogceha fja v fa/be vMa
HCTPaXKMBAYKUX 006/1aCTH KOje Cy HE/JOBOJbHO UCTPAXKEHE. JeTHA O/1 bUX je
Y HyKJIeapHa N0JIMTHKA JyrocyiaBuje.

Kmura je HacTasa Ha 60raToj MU3BOPHOj OCHOBU U JINTEPATypPH.
HajBakHMja cazHamwa ayTop je upneo U3 poHA0Ba ApxHUBa JyrocaaBuje
(IMpeaceguuinteo Biage ®HPJ, KM] /KII], CaBe3Ha KOMHCHja 3a HyKJieap-
Hy eHeprHjy u Ap.), AunioMaTtckor apxvuBa, Bojuor apxuBa (onj Ynpa-
Be ABXO JHA), UcTopujckor apxuBa beorpaja, Apxua Cpbuje u Apxua
CAHY. JlonymaBao ux je 06jaB/beHUM U3BopuMa (roBopu Jocuna bposa
TuTa, u3BewTajy, craTucTuke), wramnoM, memoapuma (Ilassie CaBuh,
HWBan Cynek, CreBaH /lenujep, JoBo Kanuuuh, Munopaj Puctuh, AHTOH
[leTepsauH). Y kopuithewy uTepaType ayTop ce Cpeo ca npobieMoM Be-
JIMKOT 06MMa OHe KO0ja TOBOPU 0 0BOj TEMH Ha CBETCKOM HUBOY U CKPOM-
HOT 6poja paZioBa KOju TOBOPE 0 HYKJIEAPHO]j MOJIMTHUIIH JyroCaaBHje.

PesysiTaTe uctpaxkuBamwa boHypuh je ©3HeO XPOHOJIOUIKH, ONH-
cyjyhu nyT Koju je HOBa Hay4YHa JMCIUILVIMHA Y Jyroc/jaBUjyu NMpeBasd-
Jla oJi MUOHUPCKUX KOpaKa, MpPeKo BeJHWKUX MOJUTHYKHUX aMOHIIMja,
Jlo rauiema npej CMUpPAj jyrocaoBeHcKe ApxaBe. Ha yBoJHUM cTpaHa-
Ma pyKoOIMca ayTop je ymo3Hao YMTaole ca Hay4HUM oTKpuheM deHo-
MeHa paJM0aKTUBHOCTU U paZivjalyje Koje Cy yBOAWJie YOBEYaHCTBO Y
»aTOMCKO /100a‘, Kao M MpUMeHOM ToT oTKpuha, uaMmehy ocrasior u y cBp-
Xy IpaBJ/bea Pa3opHOT opykja. Tako je jysna 1945. ycneniHo TecTupaHa
aToMcka 60M0a, 3aCHOBaHa Ha eHepruju ocaoboheHoj pucujom, koja je
y6p30 nocJje Tora ynorpebsbeHa: aBrycra 1945. CA/] je 6anpo aToMcKe
60Mbe Ha janaHCcKe rpaZoBe Xupownmy (6.aBrycra) u Haracaku (9. aBry-
cta). boHywuh je y yBogHOM Jiesly y KpaTKUM LpTaMa Ipe/CTaBUO U UCTO-
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pujaT ucTpakuBamwa U3 GU3MKe, XeMHje U 6M0JI0THje U CBe OpojHHUja U
JleTa/bHUja OTKpKha 0 CTPyKTypH MaTepHje, paiu0OaKTUBHOCTH U HYKJIe-
apHe eHepruje ¥ 6pOjHUM M Pa3HOBPCHUM MOTYhHOCTHMA HheHe NpumMe-
He y MUPHO/0TICKe CBpPXe, Kao U 0 Toc/iejhllaMa Ha OKOJIMHY, )KUBU CBET U
yoBeKa nocje 1945. roguHe.

Csiesy onmuc paZia Ha YIO3HaBawy PaJHOAKTUBHOCTH U CTPYKTY-
pe MaTepwuje y JyrociaaBujy, of ocHUBamwa KaTeape 3a GU3UUKY XeMUjy
1903. [lomenyTa cy aena Musbojka CTojusbkoBuha u Jlparosby6a JoBaHo-
Buha, dr3uvapa Koju cy ce IIKOJIOBAJIU U ycaBpliaBaau Ha UHCTUTY Ty 3a
panujym y Ilapusy kog Mapuje Krupu, nucaHo je o pa3Bojy HyKJieapHUX
ca3Hama Ha 3arpe6aykoM cBey4yuaninTy, Meany Cyneky v veroBom 6o-
PaBKy Y IOKTOpHpamy Ha Teopujckoj ¢pusuuu y bepauny 1940. Hajsa-
»KHUjU Ie0 OBOT MoriaB/ba nocBeheH je paay [1aBsa CaBuha.

Ha oBe cTpaHulle ce Ha/0Be3yje MoriaB/be 0 6opaBuuma [laBia
CaBuhay CCCP-y (1944. 1 1946), e ra je nocsao Jocun bpos ca 3agaTkom
Jla KOJI COBjeTCKUX HayYHUKA U MOJMTHYAapa UCIIOCIYyje KaJpOBCKY, MaTe-
pUjasIHy U OpraHU3alMOHY MOMORN U MOJPIUIKY 32 OCHUBahe MHCTUTYTA 33
¢usuKy y JyrocnaBuju. Aytop je onrcao CaBuheBo Buhemwe opraHusanuje
v ysorey 6yayhHocTH TakBOT MHCTUTYTA. ONKMcaHa je KopeJaluja pajia Ha
OCHUBaKy UHCTUTYTa U MebyapaBHUX ofHOCa JyrosiaBuje u CCCP-a.

JyrocioBeHcKa HacTojaka Cy KPyHHCAaHA OCHUBAWKEM U PajioM
vHCcTUTyTay Bunuu 1948, /by6s/panu 1949. u 3arpe6y 1950. AyTop nuiie
0 HAy4YHOM pajy, OpraHu3alujy, 1abopaTopyjama, CTpydbaluma, Habas-
1 UHCTPyMeHaTa U olpeMe, NToMOhH M3 MHOCTpaHCTBA U MehyHapo.-
HOj capa/ilbu OBUX yCTaHOBa. [loTeHnMpa yTuLaj noropmama jyrocio-
BEHCKO-COBjeTCKUX OJIHOCA Ha OJJIYKY jyrOCJIOBEHCKOT Bpxa JAa rpaju
HHCTUTYT y BUHYM U Bestuky ysory [laBaa CaBuha. McTakHyT je Besuku
JonpuHoc UBaHa Cylieka 3a OCHUBakbe UHCTUTYyTa y 3arpeby © AHTOHA
[leTep/ivHa 32 OCHMBaK€ TakBe ycTaHOBe ¥ Jby6/baHU.

[Toce6Ha nakiba je mocBeheHa aMOHULIMjaMa jyroCJI0BEHCKHUX BJla-
CTH y 00J1aCTU HYKJ€apHUX UCTPAXKHBaka y MUPHOAOIICKE CBPXE U OHE
Cy noBeJieHe y Be3y ca cyko6oM ca MHpopmbupoom 1948. [IprkasaHo je
dopmMupame 1 paj; opraHa Kojy cy UMaJiv 3a/laTak Jja KOOPAUHUIILY U yC-
MepaBajy Hay4dHa UCTPAKHUBAa Y 3eMJbH, yJiora Yaoe U nojeIMHUX py-
KoBoAuJala, npe cBera Tuta, PankoBuha, Kapgesba, hunaca. bonnuh
NoKa3yje BeJIUKY yMelllaHOCT Ya6e y 6pojHe cdepe ocHUBaWa U pajia UH-
CTUTYTA. UCcTpaxKyje U TOK NPBUX UCTPAXKHWBaka YCMEPEHUX IIpe CBera
Ha reoJIOIIKO-Py/lapcKka UCTPaXKMBaka U MOTPAry 3a ypaHoM (,ypaHcKa
rpo3HuLa“), jep Cy U CKPOMHA 3Hala 0 HyKJIeapHOoj eHepruju 6uJa J1o-
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BOJbHA 32 3aKJ/bY4aK /ia je 32 pa3Boj y Toj 06/1acTH HEONIXOAaH ypaH. Onu-
Cyje ¥ KOHCTPYKL U]y UHCTPyMeHaTa U UCTPaKKMBakba MOTYNHOCTH Npo-
M3BOJ e HYKJIeapHOT Opyja. /leTa/bHO o/iroBapa Ha UTamwke J1a JIU je
jyroc/I0BEHCKO PYKOBO/ACTBO XeJeJsio ja IpaBU aTOMCKY 60MOY U yKa3yje
Ha UH AU U]je Aa je To 6ua HaMmepa husaca, Pankosuha u Kapzaesba, kao u
HecJsarawe CaBrha ca TaKBOM NMOJUTUKOM. YKa3aHO je Ha HeCKJ1a/| MOJIH-
TUYKUX aMOUIMja U HAYYHUX MOTYNHOCTH.

AyTop je mokasao Jia je paJ Ha IpoydyaBamwy HyKJieapHe eHep-
ryje y JyrociaBuju 0KHMBeO BpXyHall Ol CpeJjHe NeJleceTrx 0 Kpaja
mesaeceTux roavHa 20. Beka. BeJiuku npocTop je Jao OCHUBaY, cacTa-
BY, CTPYKTYPH, HaJUJIeXKHOCTUMA, 3ajanma U pagy CaBe3He KOMUCH]e
3a HyKJIeapHY eHeprujy, Koja je ocHoBaHa MapTa 1955. v 6uJa ociioHal,
OpraHU3aToOp U KOOPAUHATOP HayYHUX UCTPaAKMBaHa Ha NOJbY HYKJIe-
apHe eHepruje TokoM 50-ux u 60-ux roguHa. Onucao je keHy OpraHu-
3aLMOHY 1IeMy, YyecTe IpOMeHe, Ka[pOBCKU CacTaB U MECTO Y JP>KaBHO)]
HYKJIeapHOj MOJUTHULHU. UcTpaXkuBao je paj, M pe3y/iTaTe HAyYHUX YCTa-
HOBa Ha I10/by HYKJIeapHe eHepruje, 3Ha4yaj UHCTaJIallyje nojeJUHUX Ja-
fGopaTopuja ¥ MOCTPOjera, a mocebHo peaktopa P u b y Bunuu 1958. u
1959, ka0 ¥ IMKJIOTPOHA, aKIlesiepaTopa, ,Bpyhe jabopaTopuje”. boHuh
NHUIlle U 0 HyKJIeapHOM akIuJeHTy 15. okTo6pa 1958. kaza je o3padeHo
mecTt ocob6a. BaxkHy yJiory cy urpasu u ycaBplilaBarbe KaJ[poBa, HAy4YHO-
HCTPaXXMBA4YKH paZlOBU M YaCOIMNCH, IPOU3BO/Hba U30TOINA, capajba ca
NpUBpPENOM, UHAYCTPUjOM U MEAUIIMHOM. Y TOM NNIEPUOAY je JyrociaBuja
pasBUJIa UHTEH3UBHY MehyHapoiHy capa/iiby Ha N0J/bY HyKJIeapHe eHep-
ruje. AyTop je onvcao TOK GUJiaTepasiHe capa/iiha ca 6POjHUM JprKaBa-
Ma, Kao ¥ BU/IOBe capajiibe ca MehyHapOJAHUM OpraHu3alujaMa Ha oJby
HyKJieapHe eHepruje - MehyHapoaHOM areHIMjoM 3a aTOMCKY eHEepPTH]Y
y beuy u EBponckuM LleHTpOM 3a HyKJ/leapHa UCTpaKUuBama y 7KeHeBu.
Bu/10BU capajimbe cy 6MJIK GPOjHU: ycaBplllaBake U Pasi jyrocJ0BEHCKUX
CTpy4tbaKa y UHOCTPAHCTBY, U CTPAHUX y ;oMahMM yCTaHOBaMa, y3ajaM-
HO CTUIIEHAMpakbe, yuelithe Ha KOHTpecuMa, KoHepeHI[HjaMa U CUMIIO-
3UjyMHUMa, paj y MehyHapoJHUM opranu3anujama. bouinuh je 3ak/byyno
Ja je oBa capajba yHalpeAuJa jyrocJIOBEHCKY HayKy, aJli U Jl0BeJia 10
OJlIMBa HAYYHUKA U TEXHU4YApa U3 3eMJbe. OBUX IETHAECT I'oJjHa cy 06e-
JiexkuJie 1 aMbudje Aa JyrociaByja oBJaia TEXHOJIOTHjOM IPOU3BOAHE
HyKJIeapHOT opyxja. U3BopHU yKa3syjy Ha KeJby BOJHOT U NOJUTHUYKOT pPy-
KOBO/CTBA Jja Ce UMa HyKJIeapHO OpYyXje, Te Cy NpeJCTaB/beHH IIJIAHOBU
Y IpOpaYyyHH 3a OBJIaJlaBakbe NPoLecuMa 1 IPOU3BOAKOM 60Mbe, alu U
npoTuBHUIU Te Hjeje (CaBuh, Cynek u apyru).
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JenHYy LieJIMHY KHbUTe YUHU OIUC re0JIOIKO-PYLapCKUX UCTPaXKu-
Bamba y pa3HUM JleJIOBUMa 3eMJbe 0J] No4yeTKa 50-Ux royHa y noTpasy 3a
HYKJIeapHUM CHpPOBHHAMa, [Ipe CBera ypaHoM, Kao NpeJyCcJI0BOM paja y
006J1aCTU HyKJIeapHEe eHepruje U leHe yrnoTpebe y MUPHOAOIICKe UJIU BOj-
He cBpxe. HajBuiiie cy o6paheHa uctpaxkuBamwa Ha CTapoj JIaHWHU U 110-
KpeTalbe eKCllepUMeHTa/lHe NPOU3BO/be y pyAHUKY KasiHa nmoyeTkoMm
l1e3/leceTHX FOJMHA, KOja ce BpJIo Op30 NoKa3aa HeeKOHOMHUYHOM.

Onazsame NOJMTUYKOT HHTEpeca 3a HyKJleapHa UCTpaXKMBamwa 1
NpUMeHY HyKJIeapHe eHepryje y MUPHOJOIICKe CBpXe HACTYIIUJIO je y 1o-
JIMTUYKOM BPXy CpeJJMHOM cejMe JelieHuje. To je 3a nocjeAuly uMaaio
CMakbeHO pUHaHCHUpakbe UHCTUTYTA U IP0jeKaTa, 3a0CTajaba UCTPaKU-
Bama, OAYCTajarba 0f IpojeKaTa, ycMepaBamba paja UHCTUTYTA Ka HeHy-
KJIeapHUM 006J1aCTUMa U capajiiby ca NpuBpesoM. AyTop je HacTojao Ja
NPOHUKHE y NOJUTHYKE MOTHBE 32 TAKBY IOJIUTUKY U yKa3ao Ha HEMO-
ryhHoCT JyrociaBuyje fa GUHAHCHjCKU UCTIPATH CBe Beha ysiarama y cBe-
TY y OBy 00JIaCT.

HoBu noacTpek Hyk/JiepaJJHUM UCTpaKHBawbUMa y JyrociaBuju
Jlajia je UHJMjCKa HyKJeapHa npoba Maja 1974. JyrocjioBeHcKa BJAacT je
noKyaJja ja fobuje nomoh o MHAHje U ocTa/IMX HECBPCTAHUX 3eMaJsba
33 06HOBY COIICTBEHUX HyKJIeEapHUX aMOuLdja. AyTOD je yourOo IOHOBHO
oybeme oBUX aM6UIHja KO/, jyrOCI0BEHCKOT BpXa, IIpe cBera Jocuna bpo-
3a Koju je Beh jyHa 1974. o KOMUCHje BOjJHUX U HYKJIeapHUX CTPy4YHaKa
3axTeBao NOKpeTame HyKJieapHOr U N10ce6GHO BOjHOT HyKJ/leapHOT Npo-
rpaMa. boHyuh je feta/bHO onucao npojekTe ,,0 pa3Bojy HyKJleapHe Tex-
HoJioruje y JyrocnaBuju“ v, [IpeTxoiHa poiieHa noTpe6a U MOTyhHOCTH
peasivsanyje HyKJeapHoOT opyxja“ (3agarak ,Kozapa“) koje cy Hanuca-
Ji OKTO6pa 1974. BOjHU U HYKJIeapHU CTPYUkhally, ONKICAO je pacnpaBe y
[peacenuumTBy COPJ 0 HaBeZleHOM NPOjeKTy KpajeM 1974. u moyeTKOM
1975. TOKOM KOjUX Cy Ce IT0Ka3aJie Npenpeke U Npo6JjieMU y peasil3aluju
npojekTa (HeJ0BOJbHO jeJUHCTBO M MOCBeheHOCT Ap>KaBHOT BPXa, CUPO-
BUHCKH, MaTepHja/IHU, EKOHOMCKH, KaJ[pOBCKH U TEXHOJIOLIKH HEeJ0CTa-
11). AyTop 3ak/byyyje Zia ce Beh Ha IOYeTKYy HOBOT pasMaTpama HyKJe-
apHOT NpojeKTa I0jaBuJia TeXma ,Ja ce BPJIO 0CET/bUBO U NNOBEPJbHBO
NUTakbe 0JyrOBJIaYy U OUPOKpATH3Yje U OZ/1yYUBakbe O lheMy LITO BULIE
NPOILUPH, LITO je JOBOJUJIO Y TUTakbe epUKACHOCT, TAjHOCT U CaM OIICTa-
HaK BOjHOT JieJla IpojeKTa“. Y 0BOM NeproAy je oCHOBaHa U HoBa Hykuie-
apHa koMmucuja npu CUB-y 1978, Te je ayTop u3y4aBao U beHE LUJbEBE,
Ha/lJIeXKHOCTH, CacTaB U JieJIoBambe.
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3acebHy 1eJIMHY MpPEJICTaB/ba MOIVIaB/be MOCBEheHO U3TPa/ithU
HyKJeapHe ejiekTpaHe Kpuiko, koja je rpabena oz 1974. a okTo6pa 1981.
NPUKJ/byYeHa Ha eJIeKTPUYHY MpeXy, beHOM paJly ¥ 3Hauajy, y/1034 2Ku-
POBCKOT BpXa, Ka0o X ONIAaCHOCTH 10 OKOJIMHY U IIJITaHOBMMa 3a U3rpaj by
HOBUX HYKJIeapHUX eJleKTpaHa y JyrocjaBUju, Koje cy NMpaTHUJIU NpPO-
6J1eMU U HecyTJIacUlle, 3aK/bY4YHO Ca JJOHOLIEkEM MOPATOpUjyMa Ha U3-
rpaZilby HyKJIeapHUX eJleKTpaHa KpajeM M0oCTojama JyrociaByje.

Y KbU3H je HyKJleapHUM UCTpaKMBabUMa y JyrocaaBuju JaT U
mUpU KOHTeKCT. O6jallikheH je 0JTHOC jyroCJOBEHCKOr JPYILITBa MpeMa
HYKJIEADHUM UCTPAXXUBAKLUMA, 3padyerhy U HyKJeapHOM opyxjy. Taj ox-
HOC Ce KpeTao o IpeBeJIMKHUX O4eKHBama U CeH3allMoHaJIM3Ma Jj0 CTpa-
Xa 01 3payerba U aTOMCKOT Opy»Kja ¥ ierose Mohu. cTpakrBaH je pag Ha
3alUTUTHU OJf 3padyerba U aTOMCKe 60M0Oe, TOYEeBIIU O] aKLKJEHTa Ha Hy-
KJieapHOM peakTopy y Bunuu 1958. rogune, npeko ¢popMupama CBECTH
0 ONIACHOCTH O/ 3payeba, Kako Mehy cTpydmalMa TaKko U Y jaBHOCTH,
ITO je pe3y/JITUPa/IO OCHUBabeM yCTAHOBA 3a 3alITUTY 0f, joHu3yjyher
3padema y JyrociaBuju. PasmaTpaH je v pa3Boj mokpeTa 3a MUP U aHTHU-
HyKJIeapHUX MOKpeTa y CBeTY M capa/iiba jyroc/I0BeHCKHUX HayYHUKa U
JAPYTUX JIMYHOCTH Y TUM IOKpPETUMA TOKOM XJ/IaZJHOT paTa U NOCTOjamba
JyrocnaBuje, kao ¥ ogHocC Jocuna bposa npema wbuma.

Ha kpajy Kmure ce Hajla3u HU3 NpUJIora: CMcak U3Bopa U JIuTe-
patype, pororpaduje norabhaja, nmojara, JUYHOCTH U YCTAHOBA O KOjUMA
ayTop Nulle, UMEHCKH, reorpadCcKky U NpeAMeTHU perucrap.

Jparomup bonuuh y monorpaduju Usmehy ambuyuja u uaysuja:
HYK/aeapHa noaumuka Jyeocaasuje 1945-1990 uctpaxyje kako ce Jy-
rocjiaByja, Kao Majia U eKOHOMCKH cJ1aba 3eMJba, YIYCTUIA Y UCTPAXKH-
Bama HYKJ/iIeapHe eHepruje U CTPyKType MaTepuje. [Iprkasyje HaM oc-
HOBHe NpaBlLie pa3Boja jefjHe MJIaJle U KOMILJIEKCHe Hay4yHe JUCLUIJIMHE
y KOHKPETHUM HUCTOPHjCKMM YyCJOBMMa CHpPOMAIlHOI, HAy4YHO Hepas-
BUjE€HOT Y NOJIUTUYKHU TOTAJMTAPHOT APYLITBA N0J KOHTpoJsoM Komy-
HUCTHUUKe apTHje. Y 0BOM paAy ce npenrhy HayyHa ca3Hakba U IOMeTH
ca NOJIMTUYKUM MHCTPYKLHMjaMa U aMmbunujaMa. Ha npuMepy Hyk1eap-
HUX UCTpaKHWBawa boHpuh npejcraB/ba O4HOC HayKe U NOJUTUKE Y Jy-
roc/IaBUjU, Kao U CyZI0UHY COLMjaJUCTHYKe JyrocaaBuje. OBa UCTpaXKHU-
Baba Cy JeJIUja CyA0UHY Jip>KaBe, lbeHe YCIIOHe U Na/loBe, yHyTpallikbhe
Cyko0Oe, HejeIUHCTBO, 3eHUTe U ONTIaCHOCTH y Me)yHapOoJHUM OKBUPHUMa.

OBOM KHUTOM je jefHO BaXKHO U UHTEPECAaHTHO UCTPaKUBAYKO
noJsbe A06UI0 HayYHe 0AroBope Ha 6pojHa nuTawa. boHyuh je Ha Kpajy
CyMHpao pe3ysTaTe BUILeJEeLeHUjCKOT pajia Ha HyKJIeapHOM Iporpamy
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y JyrociaBuju: jeHa HyKJleapHa eJIeKTPaHa, HEKOJIUKO HyKJIeapHUX UH-
CTUTYTA, 3aBOJla U YHUBEP3UTETCKUX KaTeJpH, MHOLITBO M3rpaheHux
anapara, MHCTpyMeHaTa U MOCTPOjerha, XUbajle CTPYIHhaKa, ald U Npo-
6J1eMU oJip>KaBamha MoCcTojeNUX MOCTPOjera U 3allITUTE OKOJIUHE.

Cno6odaH CE/IUHU'R
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1945. Kpaj unu Hosu nouemak?,

TeMaTCKU 300pHUK paJi0Ba,

IJIaBHU U OZITOBOPHU ypeHUK Ap 30paH JaweToBUN.
Beorpaj: UHCTUTYT 3a HOBUjy UcTopHjy Cpbuje,
Mysej >xpTaBa reHonuzaa, 2016, 625.

Y roauHU y Kojoj ce o6enexkaBasio 70 roguHa off 3aBpiueTka Jpy-
roT CBETCKOT paTa, UHCTUTYT 3a HOBUjYy ucTopujy CpbOHje je ogiyuuo 1a,
360pHMKOM pasioBa nocBeheHUX Kpajy paTa U IepuoAy HelocpeJHo No-
CJle ’berOBOT 3aBPIIETKA, A CBOj HAYYHH JIONPUHOC OBOM jyouJejy. [Ipe-
Ma peyrMa ypeJHUKa Jip 30paHa JakeToBra, M0JIa3HU KOHLENT Ha KOMe
je 360pHHUK 3aCHOBaAH 6uJa je uzaeja o 1945. kao o MpeJIOMHOM BpeMeHY
Ka/Jla je IOYHMHbaJio HOBO pa3obJbe Koje je JyrocaaBujy, aju U YUTABOM
CBETY, J0HEJI0 BeJIMKe IPOMeHe, 360T Yera je, 3anpaBo, IVIaBHU [|UJb 360p-
HUKa NpeJicTaB/baJja XeJsba [ja Ce Ha Hajo0/bU HAUUH OKPHje LITO je MO-
ryhe Behu 6poj Tema Koje 61 IpeACTaBUJIE CBY KOMIIJIEKCHOCT OJIUTHY-
Ke W ApyuITBeHe TpaHchopMalyje jyrocJOBEHCKOT MPOCTOpa Y OBOM
nepuofy. 360pHUK caZpxku 21 4aHak, a OHU Cy pacnopeheHU y TpH Te-
MaTcke nenune: Kpaj pama, /bydu Ha kpajy pama v I[locaepamue hpome-
He U Ho8d peulersd.

Ynanak ap Mapuwuja Jape6a, roBopY 0 HAUUHY Ha KOjU Cy aMepHuy-
KU npejcTaBHUIU y JleMoKpaTckoj PelepaTUBHO]j JyrociaBuju riena-
JIV Ha jyTOCJIOBEHCKE YHYTpallilbe IPUJIUKE Y TOKY PBe NoJioBUHe 1945.
roauHe. Mako Tajja JyrociaBuja HUje 6U1a y LEeHTPY NaXKibe aMepuiKe
CIIOJbHE MOJIMTHUKE, ONICEpBallvje HbUXOBUX NPEeACTaBHUKA MOTY MOCIY-
KUTH Kao Jobap U3BOP, KOju mpaTU He caMo jAorahaje u mnpoiiece y Toj
3eMJ/bH Beh U oc/iMKaBa BU3ypy Kpo3 KOjy Cy U3 jefHe 3aNajiHe, KanuTa-
JIUCTUYKE 3eMJbe NOCMaTpaiid jyrocJIOBEHCKH Npeobpakaj U Mo4YeTaK
W3rpajiibe COLUjaJuCTUIKOT JpyTBa. K/bydy 3a pasMUMoWIaxeme jy-
OCJIOBEHCKOTI IIOMMama CTBAPHOCTU M aMepPUYKUX NIPUHLUIIA JIeXKao je
Yy YUHEHUIY Jja CY Ceé aMepHUUYKO CXBaTamwe JAeMOKpaTHje U OHO LITO Cy
10/, IeMOKpaTHjOM NoApa3yMeBaJH jyroCJOBEHCKHU KOMYHUCTH 3HA4aj-
HO pa3J/IMKOBaJIY, LITO je CBAKaKo yTUIAJI0 U Ha OZ]HOCe U3MeDhy jyrocio-
BEHCKUX BJIACTH W 3alaJHUX MOCJAHCTaBa, HAPOUUTO GPUTAHCKUX U
aMepuyKux. 360r Tora je y 0BoM IepHuojy IpUMeTHa I0jaBa [lojayaHor
NPUTHUCKA Ha IpeACTaBHULITBA 3aNaiHUX 3eMa/ba, a IOTOTOBO Ha MpPU-
NaJHHAKe BOjJHUX MHUCH]a, LITO ayTOP CTaB/ba ¥ LUIUPH KOHTEKCT CyNpOT-
HOCTHU 10 nuTamwy cratyca Tpcra. Kopucrehu pasnnunTa objaB/beHa U
Heo0jaB/beHA AMUIJIOMATCKA JOKYMEHTa, Japeb je 0JHOC MpHUMaJHUKA
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aMepUYKUX BOjHUX U JUILJIOMAaTCKUX MUCHja ePUHUCAO Kao Ipe CBera
y3/pKaH, 6e3 xeJbe 3a MelllakbeM y YHYTpallilhe CTBAPH JyrociaBuje, alu
Har/auaBajyhv npy ToM Ja je Koj bux OuJia BUAJbUBA, YjeJHO, U BeJu-
Ka J103a KpUTUYHOCTU IIpeMa HOBOM cucTeMy. CiMKa neplennuje CUTy-
anyje y JyrociaByju 3a0Kpy>KeHa je aHa/IM30M caZpKaja NoJlyMeCeuyHHU-
Ka /JlaHac, Koju je 6M0 cpeJiICTBO aMepUUKe ponaraH/ie U jeJuHA HauyrH
Jla ce JyrocJIOBEHH CPETHY Ca aMePUIKUM BHUhermheM jyroc/ioBeHCKOo-aMe-
PUYKHUX OZHOCA.

CBoje ayroroaullirbe 6aB/bere TeMaMa pelpecuje, TOTaIUTa-
pH3Ma M KOMyHUCTUYKHUX 3/104MHa nocie pata gp Cphanx LiBeTkoBuh Ha-
CTaBHO je Kpo3 WiaHaK ,PemnpecHja KOMyHUCTHYKOTr pexkuMa y Cpouju
Ha Kpajy /lpyror cBeTCKOT paTa ca OCBPTOM Ha eBpPOICKO UCKYCTBO" Paj
npeACcTaB/ba KOMIIAPAaTHBHY aHAJIU3y KOMUHUCTUYKE PENPECUBHE MpaK-
ceyJyrociaBuju v pesy EBpone Koju je MMao UCKyCTBa ca peBOJIyLIMOHAp-
HUM TepOpoM. AHa/IN3a KaKHbaBakba K0JIabopallMOHUCTA M0/le/beHA je Y
TpHU TEMATCKe LjeJIMHE [IPY YeMY Ce [IPBe [iBe OJHOCE Ha C/Iy4ajeBe U3 Yu-
TaBe EBpore, yk/by4yjyhu U p:KaBe Koje HUCY O1Jie KOMYHUCTUUKE, [IOK je
Tpehu feo nocBeheH 37104MHUMA HA TEPUTOPUjU JyrocaaBuje. Ha moueTky
je AaT KpaTaK KBaHTUTATUBHU IIperJie/; IOCJAepaTHUX CY[CKUX U BAHCY/-
CKUX Ka)KibaBakba HaLYCTa U capaJJHUKa OKyllaTopa Yy KalluTaJIMCTUYKHUM
3emsbaMa nonyT @panuycke, benruje, /laHcke, AycTpuje u Ap., Aa 61 HELITO
BUIIIE MMPOCTOpA OUJIO MocBeheHOo Ap:KaBaMa y COBjeTCKOj chepH yTHUIIAja,
y KOjUMa Cy IocJiepaTHa KaXKbaBamwa, IIope/; pea/iHe KPUBUILE, paTHe 0OcC-
BeTe WX JIMYHUX MOTHUBA, UMaJla U K/bYYHY UIE0JI0IIKO-PEeBOJIyLUOHApP-
Hy IMMEH3U]jy 300T Yera Cy U JlajieKo 3HavajHuja 3a LIHPY KOHTEKCTyalu-
3alMjy jyroc/JIOBEHCKOT cay4aja. LleHTpasiHu eo paja npefcraBiba 4o6po
CYMHUpaH Iperjie 3JI0Y4MHA Koje Cy IOYUHUJIA KOMYHUCTU Ha Kpajy U I10-
CJle 3aBplIeTKa paTa U, Y3 pa3/IMuYUTe NpoLeHe MPEeTX0HUX UCTPAKUBaA-
4a, CaZip>KU U JleTa/baH CTaTUCTUYKHU NPUKa3 CTpaZama. AyTop TBpAU Aa
je u Mmehy 3eM/bama 3anaziHe EBporie nocTojasa 3HavajHa Heyje JHAaYeHOCT
110 NMTaky N0C/JepaTHUX KaXKbaBama, J0K je 6poj cTpaZjaiux 6M0 3HaTHO
Behu y uctouHoj EBpormnu nouirto ce npoliec KaXkKibhaBamba KoJ1abopanuoHu-
CTa NOKJIONKO ca NpBoM (pa3oM peBoJIyLHje.

Busio 6u TelwKo AaTH LeJOBUTY CJIUKY NpobsieMa ca Kojuma ce
CyCpeTao HOBHU PeXHUM Yy Mpolecy yuBplINrBawba BJAaCTH U KOHCOJIUJA-
[[1je ApKaBHUX TPaHUIA, 2 HE TOCBETUTH OJipeheHy NaXKiby M0JI0XKajy
asbaHCKOT HapoJa y JyrociaBUju U HeroBOM OZHOCY NpeMa HOBOj Jip-
’KaBH. YNIpaBo TUM nUTawuMa 6aBuiu cy ce ap Jmurtap Tacuh y wiaH-
Ky ,,AJI0aHCKH OpYaHU OTIOP YCIIOCTaB/bakby BJIACTHU HOBE JyrocjiaBuje
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1944-1945“ u /lyman bojkoBuh y cBoM paay ,, A16aHCKO CTAaHOBHUIITBO
y mpolecy usrpajmwe ‘HapogHe BaacTu Ha KocoBy u Metoxuju 1945°
06a ayTopa cy ycMepuJia Naxby Ha Aorahaje HemocpejHO pe U HAaKOH
3aBpllIeTKa paTa, ¢ TUM TO je TacuheB TekcT nocBeheH yriaBHOM aJi-
0GaHCKOj Opy?>aHO0j IOOYHU U y3polrMa yBohera BojHe yIpaBe, Kao U ak-
nujama HOBJ ycMepeHuM Ha cMUpHBame MOOYHE, [JOK 4iaHak JlyiiaHa
BojkoBuha aHa/sM3Wpa 1oJ10Kaj aJI6aHCKOT CTAHOBHHUIITBA Ha KocMeTy 1
npo6JieMaTHKY lbUX0Be (pe)MHTerpanuje, ajy ce JOTUYe U IpyTUX peJie-
BaHTHHUX TeMa, NONYT paja 06/1acHe KOMUCHje 3a yTBphUBame 3/1041Ha
U cy/[i0MHe MpeApaTHUX KOJIOHHUCTA, YUMe Jlaje f06ap npersef cTama Ha
npoctopy KocoBa u MeToxuje y Toky 1945. roguHe. McTpakvBama Koja
cy obaBuJa ABOjULIA ayTOpa 3aCHOBAaHA Cy Ha peJjieBaHTHOj JUTepaTy-
pHY, 06jaB/beHUM U3BOPHMA KOjU 006YXBaTajy JIOKYMEHTa HacTajla pajjoM
neHTpasnux oprana KllJ, sanucuuke HKOJ-a, npuBpemene Biajge [PJ,
[Mosnt6opoa LUK KIIJ u ap., anu v Ha apxuUBCcKoj rpahu yriiaBHOM JoMahe
NpOBUHMjeHLM]je U3 ApxuBa Jyroc/aBuje u BojHor apxuBa y beorpazy.

[IpobJsieM Koju je 06esiexkno jyrocI0BEHCKO-CaBe3HUYKE OJTHO-
ce y MocJepaTHOM Nepuoay GHUJIO je MUTame CTAaTyca JyaujcKe Kpaju-
He, YMMe ce 6aBU Ap MusbaH Musikuh y 4yiaHky ,,Criopa3yMu 0 Jy/IHjCKOj
KpajuHu 1945 KoMnieKCHOCT cUTyalije HacTaJjle ocJje yaacka Jyro-
ci1oBeHCKe apMuje y TpcT y6p30 je foBes1a 10 peasiHe ONMACHOCTH OJ, Cy-
Ko6a ca caBe3HULUMA. Y BpeMeHYy KaZia je paT TeK 3aBpIleH, MUTamba
IrpaHUIIA jOIl YBEK HEpeIIeHa, a JyrocjaByja MOJTUTUYKH U BOjHO GJIMCKa
CCCP-y, KOHOJUKT je MoTao BpJIo JIaKO Jla ecKanpa, 3060T yera cy Hamno-
PHY 33 BbeTOBO pelllaBambe NOAUTHYTH Ha OJIMTUYKHY HUBO. /la/bu pa3Boj
Jorabaja y 4yaHKy je feTa/bHO PeKOHCTPYHUCAH Ha OCHOBY Pa3JIMuUTOT
HM3BOPHOT MaTepHujajia Koju obyxBaTa nepuoj no cpeauHe 1947. bes
a/leKBaTHOT 3aKJby4Ka U JIMIIEH LIMper KOHTEeKCTa YJIaHaK IIpe/cTaB/ba
CyMapaH NIpUKa3 JUIJIOMaTCKUX aKTUBHOCTH U Jlorahaja Ha TepeHy, aju
YIPKOC TOME MOXe IMOCIYKUTH Kao KOpUCTaH u3Bop ¢pakrorpaduje 3a
peJieBaHTHY TeMY.

JenaH of pazsioBa y 0BOM 300pHUKY UMja TeMa 00yxBaTa HEILITO
IIMPY BaHjyroc/JOBEHCKU U, y OBOM CJyuajy, 6aJKaHCKU KOHTEKCT je-
cTe 4wiaHak Jp Anekceja TumodejeBa ,HeocTBapeHU coBjeTCKHU MJIaHO-
BU IPe00IMKOBakba N0JMTUYKe KapTe basikaHa kpajeM JIpyror cBeTCKOT
para“. [J1aBHa HaMepa ayTopa 6uJia je car/ie/laBambe Je/i0oBama U IJ1aHo-
Ba COBjeTCKUX Tpymnay byrapckojHa rpanunu ca Typckom u I'pukom npej,
Kpaj ¥ HaKoH parta. OJIMYHO YOUUBIIM BaX>XHOCT UCTOPUjCKOT TPEHYT-
Ka KaJia je /lpyru cBeTCKH paT [10JIaKOo [104€e0 Ja IpepacTa y KOHPpPOHTa-
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LUjy J0jydepallbux CaBe3HUKA, ayTop Ha IpuMepy baskaHa ucrtpaxyje
NpoLec reonoJUTUYKOT 06JIMKOBakha eBPONCKOT KOHTHHEHTA Kao OCHO-
Be 110CJIepaTHOT HOBOT NIOPeTKA. 3aNpaBo, 0Baj YaHaK y BEJUKOj MepH
npeJcTaB/ba aHa/IU3y ogHoca u3Mehy CoBjeTa ca jefHe U 3anaJHUX ca-
Be3HHUKa ca JpyTe cTpaHe Ha npoctopy baskaHa koja 3a 1ju/b MMa Ja oc-
BETJ/IM COBjeTCKY 6aJIKaHCKy cTpaTerujy y Toky 1945. roaune. [IpomMeny
oaHOCa Mehy caBe3HUIIMMa, Koja je modesia Aa ce Hacayhyje Beh kpajem
1944, aytop f06po WIyCTpyje mpuUKalyjyhu NpoMeHy Meplemniyje y
COBjeTCKUM IponaraHZHUM HoBuMHaMa Cogjemcku nampuoma Vi BeCTH-
Ma areHnje TACC.

[locne 3aBpuIeTKa paTa KOMyHUCTHYKe BJIACTH Cy 3amoyeJie Ipo-
1jeC UZe0JI0LIKOT ,MapKUpamwa“ NIpocTopa, KojH je, ca jefjHe CTpaHe, NOJ-
pasyMeBao M3rpajiiby CONCTBEHUX CIOMEHMKA, a ca Jpyre, yKjIambarmbe
MHOTHX CIIOMeH-06eJIexja, Kako U3 neprojaa Kpa/beBrHe Tako U U3 paT-
HOT BpeMeHa. Y /by NOTIIyHOT pa3padyyHaBama ca UAeO0J0LKUM IIpo-
TUBHHLIUMA OUJIO je HEONXOZHO YKJIOHUTH Ipob/ba U rpoboBe paTHUX
HenpujaTesba. Hapen6y o Tome usgao je 18. maja 1945. MYII @], no-
CJle yera ce MPUCTYIHJIO MPOIECYy CUCTEMATCKOT ,Yuiihema” jyrocio-
BeHCKe TepuTopHje. OBOM TEMOM Ce Y YJIaHKY 110/, HA3UBOM ,YKJ/Iambambe
1945/46. rpo6asba 1 rpo6oOBa ‘OKynaTopa’ M ‘HapOJAHUX HeIpUjaTesba’
noruHynux 1941-1945. Ha noapyyjy HesaBucHe /lpkaBe XpBaTcke“
6aBu Ap Biagumup lajrep. Aytop o6pabyje Tepupopujy T3B. HX na je
npo6JieMaTHKa CKOHIleHTPHUCAaHa Ha IpUMepe yKJamwaka rpobasba Uiau
JesoBa rpo6asba y Cucky, Kytunu, Bapaxauny, Kuuny, Criuty, 3arpeoy.
C 063upoM Ha oBaKBe reorpadcke OKBUpE, YiaHaK Ce HajBUIlle 6aBU CJIy-
YyajeBMMa YCTALIKHUX U HEMauKHUX I'P06OBa, BOjJHUX U OHUX LIUBUTHUX, Off-
HOCHO $OJIKC/I0j9YepCKUX. [ajrep y OBOj MojaBu BUAHY He CAMO KeJby HOBUX
BJIACTH [Jla ce pa3payyHajy ca CBOjUM HJe0JIOLIKUM IIPOTUBHULMMA Beh
U NMOTHYHY KOHPPOHTALUjy ca TpaAULMOHAJIHUM PEeJUTUjCKUM Bpej-
HOCTHMa OJIMYeHHM U Y CXBaTamy Ja CBAKO JbyACKO 6uhe nMa npaBo Ha
rpo6 ¥ HaArpoOHO ob6esexje. Ha kpajy, ocTaje HejacHO KaKaB je OHOC ay-
Topa npeMa KoJjabopanuju ¥ npodalliuCTUIKUM cHarama, o6yayhu gay
TEPMHUHOJIOLIKOM CMHUCJIy He IpaBy AUCTAaHLY Y OLHOCY Ha TEPMHUHOJIO-
I'Yjy yCTALIKe IPOBUHUjEeHLMje Ha HAYMH Ha KOjy TO paJiy €a U3BOPHO KO-
MYHUCTHYKUM TepMHUHHUMaA jep M3pase MONYT OKyNnaTop U ocaoboheme
CTaBJ/ba [10/] 3HaKe HAaBO/a.

Jpyru peo 360pHUKa, Haca0B/beH Jbydu Ha kpajy pama, 3amno-
Yhibe YWIAHKOM Jip Miiasenke UBaHKkoBuh, Hay4HOT capagHuka MHCTH-
TyTa 3a HOBHjy UcTopujy Cpbuje, Koju 3a TeMy UMa 06HOBY CaBe3a jeB-

190



TIPUKA3H

pejcKUX BEpOUCIOBEAHUX OMUITUHA JyrocjaBuje U HETOBYy YJIOTY Yy
36pUbaBaby jeBpejCKUX U30er/ria 1 3apob/beHUKa KOjU Cy ce Ha Kpajy
paTa BpaTuIH y JyrociaBujy. Kako 61 ce 06jaCHHO ONIITH KOHTEKCT I10-
JI0’Kaja y KOM Ce Hallljla JyTOCJ0BeHCKa jeBpejcKa 3ajeJHULa [T0C/1e paTa,
Ha MOYeTKY 4YaHKa je aT KpaTak MpUKa3 cy/io1He jeBpejcke 3ajeIHU-
1le HEMOCPeJJHO NIpe paTa Uy paTHUM JJaHUMa. Y OKBUPY CaBPEMEHUX €B-
POIICKHX Y CBETCKHUX TPEH/I0BA y poYaBamy X0JI0KayCTa U lber0BUX I0-
cJ1eula, ocJepaTHU NEPUO/ U MUTaka NONyT OAHOCA IpeMa JeBpejuMa
Y OCTaJIUM XXpTBaMa reHonu/1a, popmupama cehamwa Ha cTpajiame, eMU-
rpayyje y [lanecTuHy U cyAOUHe jeBpejCKUX 3ajeJHUIA HAKOH paTa, Ha-
POYHMTO y COLMjaJIMCTUIKUM JpKaBaMa, Ipe/icTaB/bajy TeMe KOjuMa ce
nocsehyje cBe BHUllle NaXbe, Te U YiaHak MiajeHke MBankoBuh npej-
CTaBJ/ba 3HAYajaH JIOMPUHOC MpPOyYaBaky MOC/AeAUlla HAIlUCTUYKE T0-
JINTHKeE, Kao U 0jiHOCA u3Mehy HOBOT COIUjaJIUCTUYKOL CUCTEMA U jeB-
pejCKuX 3ajeIHULIA KOje Cy NpPeXuBeJie CTpajambe.

CBojuM pagom ,Pregled najnovije literature i istraZivanja na temu
Bleiburga i kriZznog puta“ ap MaprtuHa 'paxek PaBanuuh HampaBusia
je mo6py MoJia3Hy OCHOBY 3a CBe KOjU ce 6aBe UCTPAKHUBAKBUMA HA OBY
TeMmy. Jlok ce y goMmahoj ucropuorpaduju ox 1945. roguHe 70 pacmnaja
JyrocnaBuje 0BO NMTakkbe CHOMUHAJ0 YIJIABHOM Y KOHTEKCTY 3aBPLIHUX
omnepaiyja 3a ocjso6ohewe, Behy naxkwy My je noceehuBasa caMmo eMu-
rpaHTCKa MpoycTalika ucropuorpaduja, Koja y nojeJUHUM CJydajeBU-
Ma, nonyT [loHa UBana Ilpuesie, TOIMKO 04 CTyIa Of, ETUKE CTPYKe Jia je
YakK CTpajame ycTallla oucToBehrBasa ca reHoLu/I0M HaJ, JeBpejuMa,
kopucTtehu uspas ,xpBaTtcku Xosokayct" [Tocie 1990. oBa TeMa nocTaje
CBe IPUCYTHH]ja y XpBAaTCKOj HcTopUorpaduju, Npy ueMy je CBOjoM Ioja-
BOM I0JIap130BaJia He CaMO CTPY4YHY jaBHOCT HEr0 U YUTAaBO APYLITBO. Y
YJIaHKY Ce HABOJAU U aHAJIM3UPa JIUTePATypa, Kao U 360pHULU 00jaBJ/be-
He apXUBCKe rpabhe 13 BpeMeHa Ipe U MocJe pacnaja JyrocjaaByje U Ha
Taj HAYMH MOKPHUBA IIHUPOK creKkTap JoMahux u cTpaHux aytopa: MBe
TonpmtajHa, Cabpune Pemert, Xosima 3yHaxay3eHa, Jlymana bunannuvha,
Hukouaja TosicToja u fpyrux.

Ynanak poktopaHga bepnapga Po6uoneka ,'Bleiburg’ and the
British Treatment of Croatian Collaboraitors 1945-48" npezacraBsba aHa-
JIM3y Ha4MHa Ha Koju cy bpuTaHU TpeTHUpaIU XpBaTCKe 3ap06/bEHUKE
y IPBUM NOCJAepapaTHUM roavMHaMa. CKOHILIEHTPUCAH Ha OZJIyKe JOHETE
y JIOHA0HY, HAPOYUTO y MUHUCTAPCTBY CIIOJbHUX MTOC/I0BA, U HA aHAJIU3Y
CUTYyalije Ha TepeHy, [1/b YIaHKa je ja 1A IUPY CIUKY CTamba y KoMe Cy
ce HalllJIX 3apo6J/beHH XPBATCKU KoJlabopanmoHUucTy. CyaorHa 3apobJbe-
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HUX yCTallla ¥ JloMo6paHa 6uJia je oipeheHa 6pUTAHCKHUM CXBaTalkheM /ia
Ce OHU U HbHXO0Ba J1eJIaTHOCT y TOKY paTa HUKAKO He MOT'y IOUCTOBehu-
BaTH Ca YETHULMMA 300T YMHbEHUIIE 1A Cy XPBATCKH KOJIA00PALUOHUCTH
OUJIM capaJiHUIM HAlUCTA U HeMayKe MapUOHETe Y KBa3WUApKaBH, KOjy
Besivka BpuTaHuja HUKa/la HUje MPU3HAaJa, U /1a Kao TaKBU Tpeba ia 6yay
WCIIOPYY€eHHU JyrocaaBuju. U3BOpU Koje ayTOp KOPUCTU YKa3yjy U HA TO A
je 0BaKBO MOCTyNake UMaJIo 3a Wb A3 YA0B0obH TUTY U oKaxe My Jia
cy bpyuTaHiu cnpeMHU a ra TpeTHUPajy Kao paBHONPABHOT CaBe3HUKaA.

Y nepuogy oz 1945. rogvne 1o novyetka 50-ux rojjuHa, y okyna-
[JMOHMM 30HaMa Ha TepuTopuju Hemauke, Ayctpuje u UTanuje caBe3Hu-
4 cy GopMUpaJsIv JIOrope y Koje cy CMelITaH!d 6UBLIM NPUCHUJIHU Pa/-
HUIY U JIOTOPAIIU U3 HAUCTUUKUX JIOTOPA, ajIi C BpEMEHOM CBe BUIIIE
Y LIMBUJIHE U30erJIHIIEe Koje cy 6exaJie npe/i LippeHOM apMUjoM U JIOKaJI-
HUM KOMYHUCTHYKHUM cHarama. OBa TeMaTHKa ob6pabheHa je y 4IaHKy Ap
Mapuue Kapakam O6pagoB , Depoi Spijuna i terorista’. Saveznicki logori
za ‘raseljene osobe’ u Italiji, Austriji i Njemackoj“. ¥ npBom aesny 4iaHka
JlaTe Cy npoIleHe U3 Pa3IMYuTHUX U3BOPA 0 6POjy ,, pace/beHUX JUIA“, Kao
1 0 6pOjy OHHUX KOju Cy mocjie 60paBKa y JIOrOpy OTUIIIM Y eMUTPAIH]y.
To je npeAcTaB/baio BeJMKU U3a30B 3a jyrOCJ0BEHCKe KOMYHUCTE, KOjU
Cy OBe ,,u3beruie" BehuHOM TpeTHpayd Kao paTHe 3JI0UMHIlE U CAMUM
TUM TPAXUJIU HbUXOBO U3pYyUerbe, 360T Uera IeHTPaJHU Jie0 TEKCTA ro-
BOpHU yIIPaBO 0 NperoBopuMa Koju cy BoheHu uamehy 3ana/jHux caBe3Hu-
Ka | JyrocyiaBuje o 0BoM mpo6sieMy. [1axkiba je HajBuIIe mocBeheHa XpBaT-
CKOM CJ1y4ajy, O4HOCHO paZly KOMUcHje 3a penaTpujauujy HP XpBaTcke u
JleJIOBaky lhbeHUX eMUTpaHaTa y JIoropumMa 3a pacesbeHa JidIia.

Temy cynbuHe ,u36ersvna“ Koje cy Ha caMOM Kpajy paTta 6e-
»kehu npen komyHucTuMa U jeaununiama HOBJ] curypHocT nmoTpakusie
y UHOCTPAHCTBY, YIIOTIYHUO je U 3a0Kpy:kuo Ap Anekcangap CtojaHo-
Buh cBoOjuM uwiaHkoM ,HiIyekuBame CyZ0MHE U HOBU MOYelu: IPUJI0-
31 UCTPAKUBAY UCTOPHUje CPIICKe KOJIabopalMOHUCTHIKE eMUTpaLyje
y IpBUM roAguHamMa nocJje JIpyror ceetckor para“ Umajyhu y Bugy npu-
najHUKe U cuMnaTusepe pexxuma Musiana Heguha, unaHoBe kosnabopa-
[UOHHUCTHUYKUX OpYKaHUX popMalivja U u3berse 4eTHUKE, AyTOP MUIIE
0 HauMHHUMa GEeKCTBa, CyAO0UHHU Npeberyiux y JioropuMma 3a u3berule,
Kao ¥ 0 paay MakJIMHOBe KOMUCHje U TPUTHUCLUMA Jyroc/aByje 1a KOMy-
HUCTUYKMU HenpujaTebu 6yay BpaheHu Hazaj pagu cyhewa. Ha camom
NOYeTKY JaTOo je 06pasyiokehe HCTOPUjCKOT KOHTEKCTA U MperJies Ko-
puiheHUX U3BOpPA, KOjU 00yXBaTajy HeobjaB/beHe U3BOPHE MaTepHjase
13 JoMahux apxuBa, 00jaB/beHy AUIJIOMATCKy rpahy u3 Benvke bpura-
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Huje u CA/l-a, fHeBHUKe, MeMoape U Tammny. Kako 6u ce pemuo npo-
6/1eM CyAOUHEe OBUX JbYAU CMELITEHUX Y IPUBPEMeEHE IPUXBATHE JIOTO-
pe ¥ Makap JeJIMMUYHO peBa3ullia GpUTAaHCKO-aMepHUYKa Heclarama
OKO penaTpHjaliyje TpaXKeHUX JIM1ia, Koja Cy BpeMeHOM NoCTajaJjia CBe U3-
paxxeHuja, dopMupana je kpajeM 1946. u nouetkom 1947. Mak/iMHOBA
KOMHMCH]a, KOja je AesioBajia HELITO AyKe O, TOAUHY JlaHa. JelaH MambH
Jleo K0JIabopaIMoOHUCTA Koje Cy TpaXkKHUJie jyroc/JI0BeHCKe BJIACTH je U3py-
YeH, JI0K je HajBehu Jieo 10610 U36eTrIMUKU CTATYC, IITO UM je oMoryhu-
JIO Jla oAy y eMurpanujy. Ha oBaj HauMH 3aTBOPEHO je jeJHO 0Jf KJbyYHUX
NMTama Koje je, y3 npobsiem Tpcta u nutawe TuTOBe moMohu npokoMy-
HUCTHUYKHUM cHaramay ['pukoj, ontepehuBaJsio jyrocioBeHCKO-CaBe3HUY-
Ke ofiHOCe.

Jeo JyrociaBuje koju je nocsae Jpyror cBeTCKOr paTa y JeMo-
rpadcKOM CMUCJY NpeTpIeo Hajsehe NpoMeHe jecTe TEPUTOPUja HOBO-
dopmupane All BojpoauHe. Ca jeHe cTpaHe TO je GUJIO POY3POKOBAHO
YUHEHUIIOM JIa Ce TOCJ/e paTa ca OBOT NMpocTopa ojcesnao oko 240.000
BojBohaHckux Hemalia, a ca ipyre MjiaHCKUM Hace/baBakeM KOJIOHUCTA
yIJIaBHOM ca TepuTopHje bocaHcke KpajuHe, Jluke, Jaimanuyje. Y3pouy,
nocjiefvle U MHTEH3UTET JeMorpadcKux NpoMeHa, 6JIMKe MojalllbeHH
JleTa/bHOM CTaTUCTUKOM, Ha BPJIO UCLPIIaH HAYUH NPUKA3aHU Cy ¥ paay
ap XKesbka Bjessa u ap Anekcanpe Tepsuh ,Murpaiyje Ha TepuTOpUjU
BojBoaune 1945-1948. Y3pouu u nemorpadcke nocieguiie”. Ctyauja ce
HacTaBJ/ba Ha MPETX0/[HA UCTPaKHBama JKesbKa bjesblia 0 seMorpaduju
ceBepHoOT Jesa /l[yHaBcke 6aHOBHHe Y MehypaTHOM MepuoAy, alu U Ha
npoy4yaBamwa MusuBoja Epuha, Bpanuciasa BykypoBa, Baaaumupa by-
puha, bpanucnasa bypheBa u gpyrux. /[Ba ayTopa, Koja cy ce Beh 3ajeslHO
6aBuJia TEMaMa MOMyT 3JI0YMH Ha/Jl [UBUJIHUM CTAHOBHHUIITBOM y bay-
Koj u bapamu U reHO1IMI0M HaJ, JeBpejuMa Ha npoctopy bauke, v caaa
Cy Ha OJIJIMYaH HA4YMH NpeJCTaBUIa MOJUTUKY KOJIOHU3ALUje U Y3po-
Ke JpacTUYHOT noBehamwa jy>KHOCJTOBEHCKOT CTAHOBHUIITBA Ha TepH-
TOPHjH AaHallbe ceBepHe Cpbuje. Paj je u3yseTHO J06p0 paumrdjiambeH
y 06paZiid TeMa nonyT reorpadckor nopek/ja KoJOHUCTA U pacnopeja
HUXO0BOT Hace/baBaa, IOK CY U y3POLU U MToceivile KOJIOHU3alluje Mo-
ceOHO HarJIallleHU YUMe je 3aIpaBo 00jallllbeH TOK U UCXO0/] je THOT 1eMO-
rpad)CKOT ¥ HCTOPHjCKOT NMpolieca 0/f U3y3eTHO BEJMKOT 3Ha4aja.

Tpehu 1eo 360pHUKA 3an0YKbe PaJioM ,Saveznicka vojna uprava
u Puli 1945-1947“ np Jlapka /lykoBckor, peioBHor npodecopa Puso-
3o¢dckor pakysnrTera y Pujerny. YnaHak je nmocBeheH cuTyauuju y rpagy
[lysnin y TOKy mpBe JiBe OC/epaTHE roJJuHe KaJia je rpaj 61o noj aMepuyd-
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KO-eHIJIeCKOM BOjHOM ynpaBoM. Kako 6 fao aZilekBaTaH yBOZ, U LIKMPU
KOHTEKCT gorabhaja, ayTop ce 6aBH paTHUM jgorahajuma y Uctpu nocie
KanuTyJaaunyje Utanvje, caBeSHUYKUM IIJIAHOBUMa Be3aHUM 3a TEPUTO-
puje jafipaHcKe obaJie U TapTU3aHCKUM oc06ahamweM Ilyse. LlenTpanHu
Jleo 4JIaHKa Jlaje cnuKy cuTyauuje y 30HU A o6pabyjyhu HapoyuTo pas-
JIMYUTE acleKTe CBAKOJAHEBHOT ’KMBOTA 10/, CABE3HUYKOM YIIPaBOM, 110-
IyT eKOHOMHUje U IPUBpe/ie, 3/[paBCTBa U XUT'HjeHe, a TI0CEOHO je HarJa-
IIeHa CBOjeBpCHA NOJTUYKA No/iBojeHocT Mehy rpahanumMa Ilyne, koja je
y BpeMeHy Kajia ce 0AJy4YMBaJo O NOJMTHYKOM CTaTyCy OBOT IpOCTOpa
pe3yJiTHpasa pa3BojeM HaleToCTH U3Mehy rpahaHa mpojyrocjioBeHCKe U
MPOXTAJIMjaHCKe OpHjeHTalyje.

JVpeKTHO NoBe3aHa ca TEMOM U3 NPeTXOAHOT 4JaHKa jecTe U
npo6JieMaTHKa KOjy Y CBOM YIaHKY aHaJIu3upa AoKTopaH[ ca Puozod-
ckor pakynrera y 3arpeby Beapan [lykoscku. tberos pag ,Problemi op-
skrbe, krijumcarenje i borba protiv gospodarskog kriminala u hrvatsko-
me dijelu Zone B Julijske krajine (1945-1947)“ nepuoay nebuHucamwa
3amnaJHUX rpaHULa JyrocjaByje NpUCTYIa ca IpUBpPeJHE U eKOHOMCKe
TauykKe [VIeAUIITA. Joul yBeK HepopMUpaHe IPaHULle, HEPELIEHO TUTAbe
BaJlyTe, pa3opeHa UHJYCTPHUja, HeJl0OCTaTaK HaMUPHULA 6UIuU cy dak-
TOPU KOjU Cy ofJlarajii CTabuau3alyjy cUTyallyje ¥ NOBpaTaK y HOp-
MaJly ¥ CaMMM THUM OTBOPUJIM MOTryhHOCTH 3a pa3Boj pa3IMYMTUX BPCTa
NpUBpeJHOT KpUMHUHaIa. HapoaHe BiacTu cycpedie cy ce ca mpo6JjieMoM
CHab/leBarba CTAHOBHMILTBA Y 3UMCKOM NePUOJY, [I0K je UICTOBPEMEHO
II0CTOjaj1a U TeH/ieHIl1ja a ce u3berHe 3aBUCHOCT OJf UTAJIMjaHCKUX Oa-
HaKa U TPXKULITa 360T Yera ce TeXKHUJI0 OKpeTamwy Ka jyrocloBEHCKOM Tp-
»unty. [laxkiba je mocBeheHa M MeTo/laMa KpUjyMYapema, Kao U peak-
IJMjH BJIACTH U OJTOBOPY Ha I0jaBy HeJleTaJHUX paAmu. Kako ce Moxe
3aKJ/byYUTH U3 HAYYHOT anaparTa, pa/i je HacTao Kao pe3y/ITaT ayTOpOBOT
HCTpaXKUBaka U3BOPHOT MaTepHjajia U paja y XpBaTcKoM apxuBy y Ila-
3uHy Uy HaunoHasHnoM apxuBy y JIOHZOHY.

Ca yBobemweM y »xuBoT oayiyka ABHOJ-a u3 HoBeMGpa Mece-
na 1943. roauHe o denepanusalyju JyrocaaBuje jaBuia ce norpeba aa
ce Mehy HoBUM eflepaHUM jeaHUIIaMa JebuHuily rpaHuie. [octy-
NakK pasrpaHuvera u popMuparmba rpaHuLa jyrocJIOBEHCKUX penyoJIhKa
BpeMeHOM he ce mokasaTu Kao forabhaj AaseKoce:XHUX nocaeAuna Koju
je y BeJIMKOj MepHu 06JIMKOBA0 CTBAPHOCT jyTOCJA0BEHCKUX HApo/Ja U Ha
kpajy 20. u nodeTky 21. Beka. OBy U3y3eTHO OUTHY U 3aHUMJ/bUBY TEMY
y OKBUpY 300pHHKa 06pajuia cy ABojula aytopa Ap Jparad Asexkcuh
u Ap l'opan Unnh y koayTopckoM 4iaHKy ,YTBphuBamwe rpanuna dese-
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panHe Cp6uje 1945.roaune” [Ipolec pasrpaHudera U HajBaXKHUj€e OJJ1y-
Ke JJOHeTe y Be3u ca TUM OWJIM Cy HOTIYHO Y HaJJIEXKHOCTH JPKaBHOT
Y MapTHjCKOT PYKOBOJICTBA, IITO jaCHO YKa3yje Ha TO /a je oAJy4YUBambe
[eHTPAJN30BaHO a O/JIyKa O U3IJely TpaHUlla IPUMEHEHA JeKPETOM.
CraBayTopaje 1a cy rpaHHuIle, CA U3BECHUM KaCHUjUM CHTHUM H3MeHaMa,
CTBOpEHE NpeMa yHalnpe/, yTBpheHOM IJ1aHy y>Ker NapTHjCKOT PYKOBO/ -
CTBa. Y 4JIaHKY Cy U3HETH U [10Jall U3 HOBOOTBOPEHUX IOKYMEHTa KOjuU
yKa3yjy Ha To [Jia je, yrsiaBHoM koj Binage HP Cp6uje, moctojana TeHae-
I[4ja Jia ce KpO3 UHCTUTYIIMje cCUCTeMa U3MeHe oipeheHu 1e/10BU rpaHuU-
naytephenu HamteTy HP Cp6uje. [loce6HA BpeTHOCT OBOT YJIaHKA JIEXKH
y YHEbeHUIIY J1a je, 3aXBa/byjyhy KOMIIEHTel[MjaMa ABOjUIle ayTopa, Mpo-
6JileMaTHKa carjie/laHa ca [iBa Hay4yHa acleKTa, IPaBHOT U UCTOPHjCKOT,
IITO je 3ampaBo GMO U jeZJHHU MOTyhy Ha4yMH /ia ce MPUKaXe 1eJIOBUTA
CJIMKa jeJHOT KOMIIJIEKCHOT UCTOPHjCKOT U NNOJUTUYKOT IIPOLieca.

[IpBUM y HU3Y pa/i0Ba KOjU ce 6aBU CIIO/bHUM Be3aMa HOBOHACTAJle
JApxaBe je pag Momupa HunkoBuha ,YcnoctaBsbambe U 0JBUjabe peloB-
HUX eKOHOMCKUX oiHoca u3Mehy JyrocnaBuje u CoBjeTckor CaBe3a 1945.
roauHe”. [IpemMa pedyruma camor ayTopa, y pajy je 3acTyl/beHa Te3a Ja Cy
MOJIMTUYKH Pa3Jio3U M WIUpee NOJUTHYKOT yTULaja CoBjeTckor CaBe-
3a MpecyAHO YTHULAJU Ha HAaYyUH 0GJMKOBama jyroci0BEeHCKO-COBjeT-
CKUX eKOHOMCKUX Be3a. Y ToKy 1945. nocTtaB/beHU Cy TeMes/bU EKOHOM-
CKe capajiibe, Jla 61 ce y HapeHOj FOJMHH HAacTaBUJIO ca yHalpehemeM
€KOHOMCKMX Be3a, a ayTop 3aK/byyyje [a, UaKo JyrocjaByja HUje y MOT-
NYHOCTU UCIyHaBajia ob6aBe3e Koje je mpeysesna cnopasymom, CoBjeT-
cku CaBes ce TPyAHO A3, y CKJIa/ly ca CONICTBEHUM MOryhHOCTUMA U UHTe-
pecrMa, jyrocJioBeHCKUM 3axTeBUMa u3abe y cycpet y HajBehoj Mmoryhoj
Mepu. OBako UHTEH3MBHA capa/iiba Y pajly je pecTaB/beHa AeTa/bHOM
CTAaTUCTUKOM KOja ce 0JHOCH Ha 06UM U M0jeIUHOCTH TPTOBUHCKE pas-
MeHe u3Meby /iBe 3eMJbe, a AT je ¥ perJie/i ToKa perosopa usmeby ase
3aMHTepecoBaHe CTpaHe.

Pap np Enuke lllajTu ca YuuBep3uTeTtay Cereauny ,,CBecT 0 Kpu-
BULIM U HaiMoh no6eaHuKa: Mahapcka u JyrocsiaBuja 1945-1947.y cBeT-
Jly MahapcKux JoKyMeHaTa" npeJCcTaB/ba KpUTHYKO OCBET/baBakbe OJJHO-
ca JiBe 3eMJbe Y IEPHUOAY KaZia Cy joll yBeK 06e GuJie y COBjeTCKOj chepu
yTuuaja. [locse pata Mahapcka je 6uJa o CaBe3HUYKOM OKYIaIlHjoM,
a JUIJIOMaTCKU OJTHOCH ca JyrocjaBujoM ycrnocTaB/beHU cy 10. mapTa
1945. y oynrsieHO HepaBHONPAaBHUM OKOJIHOCTHMMA 3a JiBe JipXKaBe. Jy-
rocjaBdja je 6usa MehyHapoJHO MpHU3HATA JAp)KaBa M0oGeAHUIA, JOK
nuTambe Mahapckor cyBepeHHUTeTa HUje pellleHO cBe A0 1947. roguHe.
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BpeMeHoM, Hanpe/j0BaIk Cy U EKOHOMCKH ofiHOcH Ta je 1947. po6Ha pas-
MeHa U3HOCHJIa [0 /iBa MUJIMOHA JloJlapa. HapoyuT fonprHoc 41aHka ap
[IlajTn npejcTaB/ba ¥ TO LITO je OH, HOpeJ YiaHKa Ap Anekceja Tumo-
dejeBa, jejaH 01 pETKUX Y OBOM 360pPHUKY 3aCHOBaH yIJIaBHOM Ha CTpa-
HOj U3BOPHOj rpahu.

[leJI0BUTOCT CJIMKe O OJHOCUMA JyrocjaByje ca 3eM/baMa y KOju-
Ma je y rojyMHaMa Nocje parta BJjajajla ,HapoJHa JeMOoKpaTuja“ ynor-
nymyje v 4iaHak Ap Ciob6onaHa Cennnuha ,,CTapo caBe3HUILITBO K HOBA
HCKYIIEeHa: jyroCJ0BEHCKO-4eX0CI0BauYKU ofgHOCH 1945-1948" XpoHo-
JIOUIKY OMBUYEH BaXKHUM JorahajuMa: kpajeM /Jlpyror cBeTCKOT paTa U
NIOYeTKOM cyKob6a ca MHGopMOUpPOOM, YlaHaK ONUCyje HAUMHE U y4e-
CTaJIOCT OZHOCA JiBe 3eMJbe, UHja je capa/ilba MMasla JyboKe KOpeHe joul
y MehypaTHOM MOJUTUYKOM CaBe3HULITBY U pa3BUjeHUM NPUBPESHUM
onHocuMa. Capasma je yHanpeheHa noTnucuBambeM YroBopa o mpuja-
TeJbCTBY, Capajitbl U y3ajaMHoOj moMohu Maja 1946. y beorpaay, kao u
npetxofHoM TutoBoM nocetoM IIpary. Pagom cy obyxBaheHe jyrocio-
BEHCKO-4eX0C/JI0Ba4YKa eKOHOMCKA pa3MeHa U KyJTypHe Be3e Koje Cy 1o/~
pasymeBaJie pa3MeHy GpUIMOBA, IITAMIIE, IPEBO/I€ KIbUTa, JaBa€e CTH-
neH/Mja 3a cTyaupame U cia. Capagma je o6ycTaB/beHa Nocje passasa
JyrocnaBuje u Ub-a, a HauuoHanusanuja u3 1948. npeacrasspaiia je go-
JaTHU GpakTop 3axsahema oJjHOca.

Baupegauu npodecop Punoszodckor pakynreray Ckonby bopue
WnueBcku je 06paino TeMy ,MakeJOHCKO I[PKBEeHO uTame 1945-1946.
roauHe (M3mehy ayToHoMuje u ayTokedannoctu)“ Uusm paja je aa mno-
Ka)ke HAYMH pellaBamba PKBEHOT NMTamba y MakeZJOHUjU HAKOH OZJIyKa
JloHeTHx Ha [IpBOM LIpKBEHOM-HapOoJHOM cabopy y MapTy 1945. rogune
Ka/ia je U31acaHo popMupame caMocTalHe MaKeJJOHCKe [IpKBe. YiaHak
ce 6asupa Ha TpH K/by4yHa ejleMeHTa OBe NpobJieMaTHKe, TpyZAehu ce fa
HCIIMTA BbUXOBY Mehyco6GHYy MOBe3aHOCT: HAa UHULUjaTUBU 3a CTBapambe
caMoCTaJIHe LIpKBeHe opraHu3auuje y MaxkenoHuju, peakuuju Cprcke
IpaBOCJIaBHE LIPKBE U Ha Melllamy Jp>KaBHUX U TAPTHUjCKUX OpraHa U lbU-
X0BOj KJbYYHO] YJIO3U 110 OBOM NIUTamy. [loc/ie iU eleMeHT ce U3/BOjUO
Kao oCceOHO 3HA4YajaH jep je ypaBo Mo/ yTHIIajeM MOJTUTHYKUX paKTopa
uJieja o ayTokepaJHOCTH Ipepac/ay ujiejy o ayToHOMUjH, IITO he UMaTH
yTHLaja ¥ Ha KaCHUje KOHAa4yHO JlepUuHUcame cTaTyca MakeZjOHCKe LIPK-
Be. Y3uMajyhu y 063Up OBe acleKTe, ayTop 3aK/by4dyje [ia je y HOBOj [iprKa-
BM NIAPTHjCKH BPX UMAO NIPeCyLHY Y/IOTY y pelllaBamy K/bYYHUX MUTAKbA,
Ia ¥ OHUX BEPCKe NPUPOJE, a TO je BPJIO YECTO yKa3WBaJIo Ha HeJeMO-
KpaTCKy NIPaKCy ¥ 3a00MJIaXKebe jaBHe paclpase.
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Y unanky ,beorpaacku yHuBepsuteT 1944/1945. - ‘Ha npary
HoBor 1062’ ap [iparomup bounuh noHocu npernen gorahaja us 1944.
1 1945. rojuHe Be3aHUX 32 0OHOBY pajia Haj3aHAYajHUje BUCOKOIIKOJI-
cke ycrtaHoBe y Cp6uju. Onucyjyhu BpeMe KOPeHUTHX JAPYLITBEHUX
npoMeHay koMe je KOMyHUCTHYKa NapTHja oCTasja aliCoJyTHHU rocIo-
Jlap y 3eMJbH, ayTOp HACTOjH Jja IpUKaXKe leH YTULaj Ha YHUBEP3UTET U
onuile Npouec o6HOBe HAa HOBUM H/I€0JIOIIKUM HadesuMa. JlaTu cy no-
Jlally 0 YCIOCTaBJ/bakby IPBUX YIIPAaBHUX OpPraHa, MaTepUjaJlHOM CTakby
1ocJje paTHUX pasapama, aJlu U 0 pelpecuju HOBUX BJacTH. [laxmba je
nocBeheHa u KaxkwbaBamwy Mpodecopa Koju cy capahuBasiu ca oKynaTo-
POM WJIU je JHOCTABHO HUCY OUJ/IY MOJUTHYKU IOTOIHU, O/] KOjUX je HEKe
BojHu cyn ocyauo Ha cMpT J0K je apyre ka3Huo Cya yactu beorpaackor
yHuBep3uTeTa. Kpajem 1945. roguHe ca pasoM je movesio ocaMm pakyJi-
TeTa, YUMe je 3a0KpyKeH nepuof, o6HoBe paja beorpazackor yHuBep-
3UTeTa.

Jaesop CTHIIU'h
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Hcmopujcka mpubuHna: Hcmpascusarba maadux capadHuka
HHcmumyma 3a Hosujy ucmopujy Cpbuje, 360pHUK PaJioBa, Kib. 2,
IJIaBHU U OZICOBOPHU ypeAHUK Ap 30paH JameToBHUh.

Beorpaz: UctuTyT 3a HOBHjy uctopujy Cpouje, 2016, 198.

360pHUK pajZioBa MJIAIUX UCTPaXKUBada 06jaB/beH je ¥ OKBUPY
Apyror uukiayca Ucropujcke TpubuHe MHCTUTYTa 32 HOBUjY UCTOPH]Y
Cp6uje (MHUC), koja je onprkana 2013/2014. roauHe. 3a pajusKy of p-
BOT IIUKJIyCa, KaJla Cy y4eCHUIM OUJIK UCKJby4unBo yiaHoBu UHUC-a, oBo-
ranyta tTpehuHy npusiora cy Aaau JokTopaHau beorpajckor yHuBep3u-
TeTa KOjy HUCY 3all0CJeHU Ha IIpojeKTUMa MHCTUTYyTa ajlu YUjU paZ0BU
Cy MPOILLJIM aHOHUMHE pelieH3uje. 300pHUK ca OB TPUOUHE HUje TeMaT-
CKH, Kao HU IPEeTXOAHU.

360pHUK YUHU LIECT TEKCTOBA, XPOHOJIOWIKU NopehaHux, Koju
o0yxaBaTajy pa3HOJIMKe TeMe MOMYT: MeCTa CPICKOT HALMOHAIHOT MH-
Tawa y nosautunu KlIJ npep [lpyru cBeTcku part, yJjiore 3aBoja 3a Npu-
HYZHO BacliuTame oMyafuHe y CMegepeBckoj IlasnaHuy, NOJIUTUYKUX
ctaBoBa MusnoBaHa busaca o pesonynuje Komunpopma go 1952, npen-
cTaBe 0 pyAdaseprumMa y COLUjaTUCTUUKO]j JyrocnaBuju 50-ux u 60-ux ro-
JINHA, jyTOCJ0BeHCKO-QPaHIYCKUX eKOHOMCKUX oJiHOoca 50-UX rojuHa
XX BeKa U jyrocJ10BeHCKe NMOJMTUKE HECBPCTAHOCTH carjie/laHe Kpos3 J0-
KyMeHTe U3 apxuBa 3eMasba Jlasekor ucrtoka (Kune, Uuauje u bypme).

CBaku paj je jefjaH ofieJbaK UCTpaKMBakba TOKOM U3pajie J0K-
TOpPCKe AucepTalnuje, 0OCUM paja Ap JoBaHa YaBOUIKOT KOjH je CBOjy AHU-
cepTauujy o4,6paHuo HeJYyro HAKOH TpubuHe Ha Mao LleTyHr akafgeMuju
3a MehyHapoHe ogHoce y [leKuHTY.

[IpBU 4snaHak, U3 Nepa AokTopaH/Ja ca KaTeznpe 3a Jyrociasujy
Jlymana bojkoBuha, npescTaB/ba CHHTETUYKHY NOTJIE]] Ay TOPA HAa HALUO-
HaJIHO nuTawa y Kpa/beBuHHU JyrociaBujy, nocMatpaHo u3 yria Kllj, aa
06U 3aTHUM ayTOP NMPATHO KAKO CE HAL[MOHATHO UTAKE MEHhaJIOo MO/, YTH-
1ajeM KoMUHTEpHe, a/Id U KaKo je moyinTHKa KomuHTEpHE 611a e pUHU-
caHa IlpeMa Jyroc/jaBUju y CKJIaZly ca IpoMeHaMa Koje Cy ce JielaBaJje y
EBponu, HapounTo 1935-1941. AyTop je reHe3y OBOT NMTakba [IOJEIH0 Y
HekoJsiuko ¢aza. [IpBy u Hajkpahy npecTaBs/ba dpaszay kojoj je KIIJ ca ogy-
LIeBJ/beEM Jl0UeKasa cTBapawe KpasbeBuHe CXC, 3aTUM ciieiu IepUO/,
KaJla je cMaTpaJa Aa je KpasbeBHHA TaMHMIIA HAPOJaA U A je Tpeba pas-
6uTH, na 6u o7 1933. Ta HOJIMTHKA yiILJIa ¥ HOBY $asy u 06uJIa Ha CJioje-
BHUTOCTH. Y NMOCJIe[jlbeM CTaANjyMy CBU HapoAu KpasbeBrHe JyrociaBuje
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Cy MMaJii paBo Ha camoadupmMalujy u Tpebasio je MUPHUM Ny TeM, Mehy-
COGHUM JJOTOBOPOM, YHYTap ApKaBe Ja pellle HallMOHAIHO U Takbe.

[71aBHa IpBeHa HUT Koja ce IPOBJIaYy KPO3 paj, je KPUTHKOBambe
ysaHoBa KIIJ cprickor nopeksia, Koju [yro HACy BA/lesIM IOTpeby 3a CTBa-
pameM peruoHasiHor orpaHka KIIj mo yrieay Ha XpBatcky (KIIX) u Cio-
BeHUjy (KIICn). Takobhe, ayTop cMaTpa Jia je 3aaramwe CPpICKUX YJaHOBA
y jeZJHOM I10 CBOM HaueJsly HaJHaI[MOHAJHOM MOKpeTY (jep je mocTojarbe
pervoHanHux orpaHaka KlII] Ha HaiMoHasIHOj 6a3u 6UJI0 APACTUYHO Of-
CTyHame 0oJ, MOJUTHKe CTpore HaJHALMOHAJIHOCTH) 3a CPIICKO HaLHO-
HaJ/IHO MU Tame 6110 neprudepHoO WU a OHHU HUCY UMaJIF I0BOJbHO CHa-
re /la ce CynpoTcTaBe ojiykaMa KomuHTepHe. OnTy:x6e us fpyre ¢ase o
BeJIMKOCPIICKOj XeTeMOHH]U U BEJIMKOCPIICKOj 6YprKOoa3ujy HacTaBuUJIe Cy
Jla 6yly XMIlOTeKa CPIICKUM KOMyHHUCTHMa.

Y camoM yBoAy CTyAMje ayTOp HaBOAM Jid je OlieHa O HEMapHO-
CTH CIIPCKMX KOMYHHUCTA CIIpaM CPIICKOT HALlMOHA/IHOT T Tama y NOJIUTH-
nu KIIJ faTa Ha OCHOBY apXMBCKHX JIOKyMeHaTa ca cacTaHaka u ofpebe-
HUX CTaBOBa Ha kbMMa u3peyeHUM. CaMa JOKyMeHTalMja TOBOPU O BPJIO
JUCLUIJINHOBAHOj IAPTHjU U HENIOCTOjaly pacnpase Ha OBY TeMy. JINYHU
CTaB MHOTHX 4YJIaHOBQ, yCJe[i HeJlocTaTaka UCTOPHUjCKUX U3BOPa, ocTahe
HelO3HaHMUIA, N1a Tpeba 6GUTH U 06a3pUB NPUJIMKOM carje/ilaBalba OBOT
nyTama.

Y npyroM 4iaHKy 360pHMKa, Asekcanaap CrojaHoBuh je ucrpa-
’KMO0 3aB0/ 3a IPUHYAHO BacUTame oMaaanHe y CMegepeBckoj [lanannu.
Hberos 111/b je 610 JJa YpaBHOTEX U CJIMKY O OBOj YCTAHOBU KOjy je Y KacHY
3umy 1942. ocHoBasia HeguheBa Biazia. AyTop je UCHPIIHO 06jacHUO Aa je
nojaM mTrheHUK Haj60J/bU 32 OHE KOjHIMa je YCTaHOBA G1Jia HAMEeHeHa, jep
TO HMje 6MO0 JIOTOP HUTH 3aTBOP, aJIH je UMao OpYyXKaHy CTPaXYy, 0K My je
MHcHja 6usla peBacnuTaBalbe KOMYHUCTUYKe oMIaAuHe. CTojaHoBHMN je
npejCcTaBuoO JiBa OCHOBHA NoIviea Ha 3aBO/: eMUTPALMOHY, KOjU je XBa-
JINO TPETMaH KOjH Cy INTHheHU LK MMaJTH, padyHajyliu Ha paTHO CTambE, OIl-
ucyjyhu ra kao ,KoJell 3a KOMYHUCTe", OK je KOMyHUCTHUYKA TpaJuLyja
TeXWJIa Jia ra NpecTaBU Kao JIorop U ucnocraBy bawuukor Jioropa. Ay-
TOp pa3BUja Te3y, IOTKPeIN/beHY A0Ka3UMa, KaKo Cy ¥ J06poj Mepy MUCLU
0 0BOj YCTAaHOBH M3 peJj0Ba KOMYHHCTA OU/IH U INTHNEHUIIH Y YHjEM je UH-
Tepecy 61JI0 Aa ce 3aBOJ, NIPe/ICTABY LITO LIPHUM 00jaMa, a bUX0Ba NaTha
mrto BehoM Kako 61 ce6u 06e36e11u 60/be MECTO Y HOBOM IIOPETKY.

Kako 61 n3Heo CcBOje MUII/bEH-E 0 3aBOAY Y OZHOCY Ha OBE JIBE IIpP-
Ho-6eJie ciuke, CTojaHOBUN je jao feTa/bHY aHAIM3Y HA OCHOBY PaHUjUX
pazoBa U apxyuBcKe rpahe npukymnbeHe y CMenepeBckoj [lananuu. Of ca-
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MOT HaCTaHKa H/ieja je 61J1a Jja ce MJIaiv JbY/IU CIIacy CTPATHULITA U OKYyLIa
Ce ca ’bMX0BUM BaClUTaBakbeM y JIyXy HOBOT MIOPETKa, Te CYy IUTUheHULH
NIPOBO/WJIN CBOje BpeEMe y HETOBakby TeJla M AyXa y CKJIaZly ca IporpaMuMa
HenuheBe Biajie. Mapkcu3aMy ce MpUCTyNaso KPUTHUIKH, CBAKO jyTPO ce
noszpanJbasia 3actaBa Cpbuje, ogp:kaBaHa Cy npe/laBamba yIJieJHUX MPo-
decopa, mozopuiHe npezcTase, pyadaIcKe yTAKMHUILE, A CBE Y [IUJbY U3-
Bohema oMJIaJiMHe ,Ha MpaBy OyT". JJUCHUIIMHCKE Ka3He Cy Mpe 0/[roBa-
paJie oMpaBHOM JIOMY HEr'0JIY JIOTOpPY, a/Ik HUje OUJI0 HU HEOTPaHUYEHUX
cnobopa. O ycrexy 3aBojia CBE/IOYH U TO Jja CY Ce KAKO je BpeMe 0/IMUIIa/I0
jaBJbaTH ,TPEBACIIUTAHU " IITHNEHUIIH €A KeJbOM JIa Ce BpaTe jep Cy ycJio-
BU y 3aBojy 61K 6061 Hero Koz kyhe. ILITo ce TUYe 0/JaHOCTU pEXUMY,
Tek oko 10% mwtuheHurka jey jeceH 1944. 6110 cCipeMHO /ia Ce IPUKJ/bYYH
K0JIab0paIlMOHUCTUYKUM CHarama y noBJiayemy.

Hako je o MusioBaHy ‘busiacy nMcaHoO MHOrO, IEPUOJ, HbETOBOT
H/1e0JIOUIKOT ca3peBama HUje 610 y IJ1aBHOM ¢okycy. YnaHak AseKcaH-
JApa Musietnha ropopu HaM /Jia Cy TEKCTOBU YeCTO 6UJIU ocTpalwheHy U
ca BpJ1o MaJio Uiy 6e3 Hay4dHor anaparta. HoBuju pasjoBu HUCY ycnenu fa
paspelie cBe IOjMOBHE AuJieMe, HUTH /ia TEMeJ/bHO NIPOBepe Ha Hay4daH
Ha4YMH CBe ONTYX06e niu xBasocnese. 0Baj paji, ako U HUje 1a0 CBe 0f|0TO0-
Bope, oMOTyhHO je, Haj3a/l, TEMeJbHY OCHOBY 3a Jlajbe MPOAYO/bHBab€ OBE
TEMe U ’beHO 60J/be pa3yMeBake.

MwusioBaH busac cnaza y HajKOHTPOBeEp3HUje JIMYHOCTU Jpyre
JyrocnaBuje. OH je HajIO3HATHjU ¥ HAjyTULQjHUjU jYyTOCTIOBEHCKHU JUCU-
JIEHT, a IO3HAT LIKPOM IIJIaHETe y cBoje BpeMe. KosMKo je lheroa ysnora
JiYceJIeHTa 03HATa, TOJMKO je HheroBa yJiora U3 J106a CTa/bUHUCTUYKOT
nepuo/ia HejacHa. MusieTuh je mozesivo paj Ha TpH AeJjia M cBaky ¢pasy Ha-
c10BHO DUJIaCOBUM CTalEM AiyXa U BUDEHEM TaJalllbe COLUjaTUCTHIKE
HHTepIpeTalyje MapkcusMma. 06yXBaTUBIIM [TepUOJ, O TOUETKA CYK0Oa
yHyTap Komundpopma 1948. o lllecTor KoHrpeca, kajia je y jyrocjioBeH-
CKY JIOTMy YBPILITEHO caMoyTpaB/bambe 1952, ayTop je moiesiMo oBy eBo-
JIYLIMjY TOJIUTUYKe U ujeosomke mucau KIIJ Ha mepuon cymmbe (o Ile-
TOT KOHrpeca y jyay 1948. no Tpeher nnenyma KIl] y nenem6py 1949),
3aTUM npeucnuTuBama (A0 YetBpror miaenyma KIIJ y jyny 1951) na 6u
3aBpIIMO A060M Y KOME je JOMHUHHUPA/Ia KPUTHKA CTA/bMHUCTUYKOT CH-
creMma (o lllector koHrpeca KIIJ y HoBeM6py 1952), no 4eMy je u mo-
ciaenmwa dpasa go6u1a UMe.

MusieTuh BpJio TeMe/bHO U ¥ C/I0jeBUMa NpPUKa3yje pa3BUTAK
mucau MunoBaHa busaca y cBakoj of HaBeHUX ¢aza. O BeJnKe Bax-
HOCTHM je ¥ HaBeJleHU 60TraTu MaTepHjaau y rpabu U a1uTepaTypHu Koju,
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y3 TyMaudeme ayTopa, CIMKOBUTO MpUKa3yje pa3BUTaK MUcId MusioBa-
Ha busaca.

XpOHOJIOLIKO-TEMAaTCKU OKBHUD HaM IIpyXa OJJIMYaH IIperjer
eBoJiyUije MusioBaHa Busaca of 3aTOYHHUKA CTa/bUHUCTUYKOT CUCTe-
Ma /10 ’eroBOr OIUTPOT KpUTH4Yapa. BeoMa je 3Ha4ajHa aHa/1M3a nepLen-
[[Mje GMPOKPATCKUX M0jaBa y JyrocjaBujy, 3a Koje je husac cmatpao aa
Cy IpUBpeEMeEHe 3a Pa3JIMKY Of COBjeTCKUX. [lepuop je 6uo npomnpaheH u
‘BuslacoBUM MOBpeMeHUM McllaIUMa Tj. 0CyZaMa IojaBa y JyrociaaByju U
NpeJJiI03MMa 3a lbUX0BO pellere. OBU UCIaJY, CBe yYeCTalujy, LOCTUTIN
cy BpxyHal noyetkom 1954. ronuHe.

YsnaHak /lejaHa 3era JOMPUHOCH HIIUPOKOM CIIEKTPY TeMa 06-
pabeHUx y 360pHUKY. AyTOD je Kpo3 IpHUMepe TPOjUlle jyTOCTOBEHCKUX
dynodanepa 50-ux u 60-ux rofrHa ycreo Jia NpUKaXke Kako ce Mewasa
CJIMKa CIIOPTHUCTA Y jYyrOCJI0BEHCKO]j jaBHOCTHU U MM0JI0%Kaj Ppyb6aia Kao
eJleMeHTa Ap>KaBHe Nponaras/e. Y 4jaHKy je Ha CJIOjeBUT Ha4YuH IIpU-
KasaH U OJJHOC jaBHOCTU npema ¢yabdany. Y modyeTKy, Ap:KaBa je 6uia
JOMUHAHTHA y NpojeKIuju cauke pyabanepa, y [U/by CTBapama HO-
BOT COIMjaJIMCTHUYKOT YoBeKa. [IpencraBa y jaBHocTH CTjenaHa boGe-
ka u Pajka MuTtuha 50-ux npaTuaje KpuTepujyme Bjesa KOjuMa CBaku
rpabanun ®HPJ Tpeba na ctpemu. bobek u Mutuh cy 6uiu BpJio ycnemr-
HU y dyabaty, a JMUHO CKPOMHHU U OZAMEPEHU JbY/IU U TUME UJleaJIHU 3a
CJIMKY KOja je NMpOojeKTOBaHa y jyroCJI0BEHCKOM JPYLITBY. Y HapeaHO]
JeKaZlu CJIMKa je nloyeJia Jja ce Mewa — 0] Y30pHOT 4JjaHa ApyuiTsa 0
CKaHJa/J-MajCcTopa OJIMYEeHOr y JIUKY U fenuMa [parociaaBa llekysnap-
1a, dpynbanepa lpeeHe 3Be3/e. [log npUTUCKOM NpUBpeaHUX pedop-
MH, 1o4eB oJ; 1961. Meuju cy Mopasiv Aia ce 60pe 3a YUTAHOCT, a IO HU-
JlaxKere MPUMHUTUBHUM ocehalkbuMa 6UJI0 je jeAHO o peliera 3a Behy
YHUTAHOCT. 3BelITaju o0 36MBawkuMa y Be3u ca lllekynapuem ycneuHo
Cy momnywmaBaJu HOBUHCKe cTymile. OH je 6M0 HajCIMKOBUTHjU IPUMEDP
OHOTra IITO Ce JellaBaJio y jyrocjioBeHckoM ¢yabany a 1ITO je 3a Mo-
caefuIy UMaJjio TyOGUTaK MHTepecoBamka MponaraH/ie a KOpUcTH Ma-
Tepujase U3 obyaacty ¢pyabana3a cBoje iubeBe. 3aHUMJBUBO je 1a HUje-
naH on pynabanepa y JyrociaBuju HUje IpUMao MJATyY O MaTUYHOT
CIIOPTCKOT JIPYyIITBA YHje 60je je 6paHuo, Beh je 610 3aM0C/IeH Y HEKOM
o1 APYUITBEeHUX Npexay3eha.

JenuHu 4ynaHak u3 06JaCTU NpUBpese, OAHOCHO MehyHapoa-
HUX NPUBPEAHUX oiHOCA JyrociaBuje u OpaHilycke Hanycao je MusiaH
UrpytuHoBuh. Y meMy ce aHa/iu3Mpajy NpUBpPeSHU OLHOCH JBEjY 3e-
MaJba TokoM 50-ux roguHa XX Beka. AyTop npy»a TeMeJ/baH YBUA Y JU-
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IJIOMaTCKe OZJHOCe JiBe 3eMJbe, aJIi U Y yHyTpallllbe YNHUOLLe ¥ CBAKO]
0/l ’bUX KOjU CYy YTULQJIM HA Pa3BOj TUX OJHOCA TOKOM PAHOTI XJIa{HO-
paToBCKOT nepuoja. M3osanuja JyrociaBuje kpajem 40-ux v y 6J1axkeM
oAauKy 50-ux off 3eMa/ba HapoJHe JleMOKpaTHje yTullaja je Ha TO Ja
OHa TpaXkW MapTHepe Ha 3anafy. Y ToM KOHTeKcTy, PpaHIycka je 6usa
JIOTUYaH MapTHep. YCIocTaB/bakbe 0JHOCA TEKJIO je CIIOPOo 360T Hemo-
BEPJbUBOCTH yCJieJ, PaJJUKaJHO Pa3JIUYUTHX NOJTUTUYKHUX CUCTEMA, Kao
Y NIMTakba jyrocJ0BeHCKHUX JyroBama U HallMoOHa/M3al je UMOBHHE ca
dpaHyckuM KanuTasoM. [luTamwe AyroBa KoHa4yHo je pemeHo 1958. u
oMoryhusio je 60/by capaamy JIBe npuBpeae. BaxHo je moaByhu Aa 3a
pasJyIMKy of nepuoja npe Jlpyror cBeTCKOT paTa, Kajia je 61Ja IJlaBHU
NOJINTUYKU CaBe3HHUK JyrocaaBuje, y Xn1aJHoM paTy PpaHLycka je npe
cBera 6uJia 3eMJba ca KOjoM je JyrocjaBuja xeJieia Jja UMa ITO 60J/be
npUBpeHe OJHOCE, KaKo 61 06e36e1a KaUTaJ/l U TPXKUILTE 32 CBOje
npousBoje. Jlok je NpBU LIM/b 6MO OCTBAapeH Ha 3a/j0Bo/baBajyheM HHU-
BOY, APYT'Y HUje UCIIYHUO OYeKHBamwa 360r Jiolle MOHY/e jyrocI0BeH-
CKUX IPOU3BOJia U YCJIYTa, aJlU U CTBapamwka EBponcke ekoHOMCKe 3ajef-
Hune 1957.roaune.

[Tocneamwu paj je KICTOBpEMEHO U HajynedyaT/bUBHjU, 360T Clie-
MPUYHOCTH U3BOPaA KOjU cy KopulnheHU. [Io/IMTHKA HECBPCTAHOCTH je
HeLUTO LITO je FOTOBO CUHOHUM 3a ApYyry JyrocjaBuyjy, ajld He U MOIJIe]
Ha By KpO3 IOKyMeHTa Koja ce yyBajy y Kunu, Unauju u Mjaumapy. Kpo3s
OBa JIOKyMeHTa MOXe ce, 10 pedyrMMa ayTopa JoBaHa YaBOLIKOT, IpaTu-
Th ogHoC Kune, UHauje u Tafa Bypme npeMa JyrociaBujy, ajld U lbHUXO-
Ba COINCTBEHA NOJUTHKA IpeMa HeCBPCTaHMUM 3eMJbaMa U CyliepcuiaMa.
ApxvBHU y OBUM 3eMJ/baMa Cy 3HAYQjHU jep Cy ouesH Ja JeKJacuduKyjy
JIOKYMEHTe, IIpe HellITO BUIIe O fleceT roAuHa y KuHY, TeK Ipe HEKOJIN-
Ko roguHay UH ujuy, Te Cy cacCBUM HOBU U 3a UCTOpUOTrpadUjy Apyrux 3e-
Masba. Y ciaydajy MjanMmapa, JoBaH YaBoOIIKH je IPBU CTpaHaL, KOjH je UMao
60J/bHM YBU/ y TPabhy NOXpameHy Y apXUBY y JaHTOHY.

BoraTcTBo rpahe fasekoMcTOYHUX U3BOPa Jjaje HaM MoryhHoOCT
Jla IpaTHUMO [JiBe pervoHasHe cuie, Kuny u Unaujy, u jeany Mamy, Byp-
My, CJIMYHU]Y JyrociaBuju Hero npBe ABe. KuHa je 6u/1a HellpujaTe/bCKU
HaCTpoOjeHa npeMa JyrocjaBujyu ¥ BUZeEJIA jy je Kao jeJHOT Of, [JIABHUX Cy-
napHUKa y 60p6u 3a MobGU/IMCalhe caBe3HUKa y 3eM/baMa Tpeher cBe-
Ta. Ca gpyre cTpaHe, MHAK]ja je 61a 6/1M3aK CaBe3HUK JyrociaByje a He-
npujatesb KuHe, 1ITO je f0Besio U A0 Kpaher paTa ca koM 1962. roguHe
Y TPAjHO OApesnJIo OLHOC Be 3eMJbe TOKOM XJsIaAHoT parta. YiaHak Ya-
BOLIKOT HaM UCTOBPEMEHO IIpy>Ka TOJAMKO HOBOT O NOJIMTULA HECBPCTa-
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HOCTH U TEXUHU KOjy je JyrociaBuja uMana y MehyHapoJHUM 0JTHOCUMA,
aJIu 4 HajaBsbyje la heMo ca3Hama 0 0BOj TeMHU, KOjy CMO MUCJIUJIH J1a [0-
6po 03HajeMo, MIOHOBO MOYETH Jla IPEUCTTUTYjEMO.

Munan [TU/BAK
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Paguonuna “Paths to Survival?

Yugoslav Jews and the Italian Occupation Zone 1941-1943”,
Beorpazn, UHcTUTyT 3a HOBUjY ucTopHjy Cpouje,

23-25. mapTta 2016.

Y Beorpaay je of 23. go 25. mapta 2016. ronuHe y UHCTUTYTY
3a HoBHjy uctopujy Cpbuje (MHUC) y okBUpy MehyHapoAHOT npojeKTa
Hmanuja u denopmayuje Jespeja ca okynupaHux nodpy4ja mokom /JJpyzoz
ceemckoz pama 1939-1945 (Italy and the Deportation of Jews in the Occu-
pied Territories during the Second World War: 1939-1945) oap:aH npBu
CKyn noJ Ha3uBoM , IlyTeBU Ka oncTaHKy? Jyroc/JIOBeHCKHU JeBpeju U uTa-
JIMjaHCKa OKymanuoHa 30Ha 1941-1943“ (Paths to Survival? Yugoslav
Jews and the Italian Occupation Zone 1941-1943). KoopauHatopu
npojekta cy npodecopu Hoeanu Opcuna (Giovanni Orsina) u AHjpea
Yurapu (Andrea Ungari) ca Cio6ogHor MehyHapoJHOT YHUBEpP3UTETA
3a gpywtBene cryguje - [Bugo Kapau (Libera Universita Internaziona-
le degli Studi Sociali LUISS — Guido Carli). [lapTHepu y npojekTy u3 Cpouje
cy UHcTUTyT 3a HOBUjy HUcTopujy Cpbuje u LleHTap 3a MCTpakUBambe
U eayKanujy o XoJIOKayCTy. YUYecHUIIM Ha mpojekTy u3 Cpbuje cy Ap
MusioBad [lucapu (Milovan Pisarri), gp Osira Manojnosuh I[lunTap u Ap
Cama [leTpoBuh TomocujeBuh.

TpogHeBHU CKyn je 3amodeo 23. MapTa MaHeJ AUCKYCHjOM
Ha ®unozopckoMm dakynTeTy. ¥ pasroBopy Cy y4yecTBOBaJIM TOCTH
u3 Uranuje, npodecopu Anapea Yurapu ca LUISS - Guido Carli uz
Puma, npodecopka Mapuja Tepesa Byctu (Maria Teresa Giusti), ca
Yuuep3uteTa ['abpujene [J/AuyHnuo us Kjetu-Ileckape, MaTteo Jlyuhu
Hanmosunrtano (Matteo Luigi Napolitano) ca YuuBepauteta MoJince
n3 Kamnob6aca u penerat BaTukaHa y MehyHapogHOM KOMHUTETY 3a
rcropujy Jpyror cBeTckor parta, 1 Kapsio Cnaprako Kanorpeko (Carlo
Spartaco Capogreco) ca YuuBep3uTteTta Kanabpuje us KoceHuie 1 ocHUBay
®onpanuje PepaMoHTH KOjace 6aBU ouyBameM cehamaHaHajsehuiorop
3a JeBpeje y Utanuju. YyecHunu nasesia cy o X0JIOKayCTy U CJA0KEHOM
MUTaky Npesacka jeBpejcKuxX u36ersvia Ha UTAAHjaHCKy OKYIAI[MOHY
TEPUTOPHUjY TOKOM JIpyror CBeTCKOT paTa pasroBapaJiy v ca CTyA,eHTHMa
Opesbemwa 3a ucropujy Punosodckor pakynrera y beorpany. Pasrosop
je Mosiepupasia npodecopka JlybpaBka CrojanoBuh ca KaTeape 3a onmrty
CaBpeMeHY UCTOpH;y.

CytpagaH, 24. mapTa, y UHCTUTYTY 3a HOBHUjy UcTopujy Cpbuje
je oapxxaHa MehyHapoAHa paZMOHMIIA Koja je Hopej NpeAcTaBHUKA
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aKaJieMCKe 3aje/IHU1e OKYTIHJIa U TpexuBeJsie X0JI0KayCcTa ca TepuTopuje
Cpb6uje, nmpefcTaBHUKE Jipyre reHepaldje JeBpeja Koju Cy ce ClacuIu
6eroM Ha HUTaJUjaHCKy TepUTOpHUjy, Kao U mpejcTaBHUKe CaBesa
jeBpejckux onumtuHa Cp6uje (CJOC). YuecHUKe paJJUOHUIIE je TO3/[PABHO
aupektop MHUC-a np Muie Bjenajan. Y yBogHOM Jesly cKyna cy ce
NPUTOJHUM M3JararkbuMa NpUcyTHUMa ob6paTtuiu U CBetsaHa Dypuh
ucnpej, CaBesa jeBpejckux onmtruHa Cpouje u JaBusa CkanMmanu (Davi-
de Scalmani), supekTop UtanmujaHckor KyaTypHoOT neHTpa y beorpazay. O
LJU/bEBMMA U aKTUBHOCTHMA Ha IPOjeKTY, Kao U 0 3Ha4ajy MehyHapoHe
capajme ropopuo npod. Ap AH/pea YHrapu.

Pagunonuny je orBopuo Anekcangap Jle6Js, HOBUHap U my6Jiu-
IIUCTA, KOjH je u36erao CUrypHy cMpT y beorpaay 6erom Ha uTaJIujaHCKO
OKymnauuoHo nojapydyje 1941. ronune.

Y Toxky mnpBe cecuje usjaraiau cy Osra MaHojioBuh [Iun-
tap u3 UHHUC-a (“Escaping, Surviving and Telling the Truth about the
Holocaust, Jewish Refugees in the Italian Occupied Territories during the
Second World War”) u ie¢ Karenpe 3a onuty caBpeMeHny ucropujy Pu-
sno3odckor pakynreta, npodpecop Musan Pucrosuh, koju je roBopuo o
Xosiokaycty y Cpouju.

Cecwuja je HacTaB/beHa u3aramuMa Kapsa Cnapraka Kanorpe-
Ka, KOjU je TOBOPHO O 3aTBapawuMa JeBpeja y Utanuju TokoMm /[lpyror
cBeTckor para (“Internment of Jews in Italy during World War I11”), Ma-
puje Tepese Byctu (“The Italian Occupation of Yugoslavia 1941-1943:
The Behaviour of Italian Troops”) u Camwe IleTpoBuh TogocujeBuh u3
HMHHUC-a (““My false name was Branka Markovi¢), the Flight of Jews from
the German Occupation Zone in Serbia 1941-1942").

Y nonosgHeBHOM /JieJly CKyIla Cy O IpeJiacliMiMa JeBpeja ca TepUTO-
pujeHesaBucHe /lp>kaBe XpBaTCKe HAUTAIMjaHCKO OKYTIaLlMOHO NOApYYje
ropopuyiv MusioBaH I[lvcapu u3 LleHTpa 3a UCTpaKUBame U eIlyKallujy O
Xosiokaycty (“From the Ustasha terror to the Italian protection?”), MaTeo
Jlyuhu HanosintaHo ca YHuBepsuteTta Mouuce (“Italy, Germany and the
Jews of Fiume, The Case of Giovanni Palatucci”) u Munau KosbanuH u3 UH-
CTUTYTA 3a caBpeMeHy uctopujy u3 beorpaza (“Holocaust and Genocide
in the Indipendent State of Croatia”).

Y 3aBpiuHOM geny paguoHule Anekcangap ['aon us CJOCje npes-
ctaBuo ,CBe/l0ueHha jeBPEjCKUX U36ETIUIA HA TEPUTOPHUje UTATHjaHCKE
OKyIMalHoHe 30He" — e0 U3 Haj3HauajHUjer UCTOpHjcKor npojekTa Ca-
Be3a jeBpejckux omnmtrHa Cpbuje Mu cmo npexcuseau. Muinan PajoBa-
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HoBuh ca ®unozodckor dpakysTeTa je 3aTBOPHUO PAJIHU IE0 CKYIla U3J1a-
ratmbeM Ha TeMy ,JeBpejcke usbernuiie y Jyrociasuju 1933-1945%

[Tocneamwer nana 6opaBka y beorpaay, 25. mapTa, y4ecHUIU CY
0OMILJIM MecTa Ha KOjUMa Cy ce TOKOM /Jlpyror cBeTCKOr paTa HajJla3uau
JIOrOPH U CIPOBOAUJIe MacoBHe er3ekyuujey beorpaay: Crapo cajmuiiTe,
TonoBcke wmyne u Jajuniie. 06uaasak cy Bogunu Munosas [lucapu u Hu-
kosia Paguh JlynaTty, ocHUBa4u U ekcriepTH LleHTpa 3a uCTpaKuBambe U
enykauujy o Xosokaycty (Center for Holocaust Research and Education,
CHRE).

Ckyn je, Kao ¥ YUTAB IpojeKaT, nojpxaja EBponcka koMmucuja y
OKBUpY nporpama Europe for Citizens.

Oaza MAHOJ/IOBH'R ITHHTAP
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[llecta MehyHapo/iHa koHdepeHLIUja
dunozodckor dpakyntera YHuBep3urtera y Humy
Hayka u caspemenu yHusepzumem (HHUCYH 6),
Hu, 12. HoBeMbGap 2016.

Ha ®unozodpckom dakynretry YHuBep3suTtera y Huury ogpkaHa
je 12. HoBeMbGpa 2016, miecTy roauHy 3a pefoM, MehyHapoaHa Hay4Ha
koHdepeH1Uja o4 Ha3uBoM Hayka u caspemenu ynugsepsumem (HUCYH
6). [IpujaB/beHa cy 6usia 144 paga TeMaTcku pacrnopeheHa mo pasindu-
TuUM naHesruMma: CaBpemeHa uctopuorpaduja, PazBoj ApxxaBHe ynpaBe
Kpo3 BekoBe, Puio3oduja U UHTepAUCHUIIMHAPHOCT, CaBpeMeHa KyJi-
Typa ¥ lbeHU LIUJbEBU: OJf yMETHOCTH /0 NMOJUTHKe, CaBpeMeHU HU3a30-
BM y MICUX0JIOTHjH, [learomku n3a3oBu U MepcreKTUBe YHUBEP3UTET-
CKor o6pa3oBama, MIIMKalyje TpaH3ULMOHUX CTpaTerdja Ha OJJIUB
MO3r0Ba, YJiora MHTeJIeKTya/lHe [Hjacriope y HALlMOHA/JIHOM pa3Bojy,
ouyBamy UAeHTUTeTa U apupmanuju yrieaa Cpbuje y ceety, CaBpeMeHU
M3a30BU TeopHje MeJiija U mpobJieM TpaHcpepa HAyIHOT 3Hawba, Macme-
JMjcKa KOMyHHKaluja 1 ¢eHOMeHOoJIoTHja AUCTep3uje UHTeJeKTYaJlHOT
kanuTaja, CaBpeMeHU TOKOBU Y HayIllM O KibIXKEBHOCTH, KibXKeBHOCT
1 ¢uimM, CIpCcKH je3uK, CHHXPOHHja U [njaxpoHuja, CPIICKH je3UK U IJ10-
6asinzanuja, KopesaTUBHOCT y CPIICKOM je3UKY, Je3Ully, KEbUKEBHOCTH
U KyJAType y cBeTa1y ¢paHKodoHHje, PycucTuka M3 KOHQpOHTALMOHE
nepcnekTuBe U MHoBaLyje y HaCTaBU CTPAHUX je3MKa HA HEMAaTUYHUM
JenapTMaHuMa. UcToBpeMeHoO je y ckJiony oBe KoHpepeHIje, y opra-
Huszanuju CaBesa cryaeHara Punozodckor pakynreray Huuy, ogpxaHa
JApyrarno peay cTyfieHTcka Konpepennuja Hayka u cmydenmu (CTYIKOH
2) Ha k0joj je 39 pajioBa Ipe/ICTaB/bEHO Y 11eCT NaHesa: KibXKeBHOCT U
dunozoodwuja, Cpricky, pycku U GpaHIyCKH y KOHTAKTYy, McTopwuja, HoBu-
HapCTBO U coluoJioryja, llegaroruja u Jeanyka cecuja.

Y okBupy mnaHesia CaBpeMeHa uctopuorpaduja npejcraBibe-
Ha Cy Y TEMaTCKOM, XPOHOJIOIIKOM M MeTOJOJIOIIKOM NOTIJefy pas-
HOBpPCHA HUCTpPaXXKMBama. XPOHOJIOUIKK OICET KPeTao ce OJ aHTUYKe
U CpeilbOBEKOBHe HcTopHje a0 uctopuje 19. u 20. Beka, KojuMa je 610
nocseheH HajBehu 6poj n3snarama. CegMopo capagHuka MHcTUTyTa 32
HOBHjy uctopujy Cpbuje yyecTBOBaJIO je HA OBOTOJHUIIH0j KOHbepeH-
uuju Hayka u cagpemeHu yHugep3umem y okBupy nanesia CaBpeMeHa uc-
Topuorpaduja, a jour nNeTopo AoctaBuhe HaydyHe PaJioBe 3a 3ajeJHUY-
KU 360pHUK. XPOHOJIOLIKU OJMCKHU, aJlu TEMAaTCKU PAa3JIUYUTH OUIU CY
pamoBu Cphana Muhuha ,Humiku sorop 3a 6yrapcke nNoJIMTUYKE EMHU-
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rpanTe (1923-1925)“ u Anekcanjpa Jlykuha ,IlapsiameHTapHu U360-
pY y HUIIKOM Kpajy“. Pag Cphana Muhuha npegcraBsba feo muper vc-
TpakhBama 0 M0J103Kajy NOJUTUYKUX EMUTPaHaTa U3 CyCceJHUX JprKaBa
y Kpa/beBuHU JyrociaBujy, a y U3/iaramwy je NpeAcTaB/beHa KaKo JprKaB-
Ha MOJIMTUKA NIPeEMa OBOM MUTaKy TAKO U CBAKOJHEBHUIIA U YCJIOBH KHU-
BOTA y HUIIKOM Jioropy. Pag Anekcanjpa Jlykuha je geo muper ucrpa-
»KMBamwa NapJaMeHTapusMa y Kpa/beBUHU JyrociaBujy, a usJjarame o
r“360pUMa y HULIIKOM Kpajy NpeAcTaB/ba CTYAU]y Cl1y4yaja Koja uaycTpyje
napJjaMeHTapHY CTBAPHOCT Ha JIOKAJIHOM HUBOY. AsniekcaHaap Pakomaij
NpesCTaBUO je UCTpaKUBakbe 1oJ HacaoBoM ,[lodeny KoprnopaTuBU3a-
[[1je Ap>KaBHOT CEKTOopa MHAyCTpHje v JyrociaBuju (1945-1947) mrto je
yjelHO OMJIO U jeIMHCTBEHO U3Jlarakbe U3 06J1aCTU EKOHOMCKE UCTOpPHje
Ha 0BOrouLIH0j KoHGepeHLUjU. Y paay ,L0/I01LKY U NOJTUTUYKY IIpe-
JioM MusioBaHa Busiaca 1948-1954" Anekcangap Munetuh npescraBruo
je pe3y/iTaTe OGMMHOT UCTPAXKUBAKA Y KOjEM Ce MPOXKKUMA]jy MOJUTHYKA
6uorpaduja MusoBana busaca ¥ LIMPOKO UCTOPHUOTPAdCKO MOJbE UCTO-
pyje ugeja u ugeosoruja. [lornTHIKUM HUzejaMa, IOJIUTHUYKUM UHTEpe-
cuMa 4 lepuenyyjama 6aBuia ce u Hatanuja Jumuh y pagy ,Buiu BpanT
Y Jyroc/jiaByja: mo4eny yooaM4yaBamba ‘HoBe HCTOYHE MOJIUTHKe ., 3a pas-
JIMKY OJi HaBeJleHUX paJioBa KOjy NOYMBAjy YIJIaBHOM Ha apXUBCKUM HC-
TpakuBawkbuMa, /lparaH Anekcuh pagom ,McTopujcka ucTuHa U ‘peBU-
3Uja UCTOpUje’ Y CaBpeMEHOj CPIICKOj ucTopuorpaduju” u Anekcanaap
CrojaHoBuh usnaramem ,CaBpeMeHa ucTopuorpaduja o XoJ0KayCcTy y
okynupaHoj Cp6uju 1941-1944“ oTBOpU/IM Cy BaXKaH U 3a Jla/bH Pa3BOj
TeMeJbaH TEMATCKHU KPYT nocBeheH uctopuju ucropuorpaduje U Ha Taj
Ha4yMH OTBOPHUJIU IPOCTOP 32 KPUTUUKO IPEUCIIUTUBAbE CPIICKE UCTO-
puorpaduje y IUCKyCHjU Koja je ycaeauaa. O 6pojHUX paZioBa Koje cy
npeAcTaBUJIe KOJIeTe U3 APYTHUX YCTAaHOBA CBOjUM 3Ha4yajeM U caJipKaj-
Houhy noce6Ho ce u3aBojuo pedepat npod. aAp boxkuie MaaseHoBuh.
Ha noyeTky ckyna npezicTaBJ/beH je 300pHUK paZ0Ba ca MPoLLIO-
roaunimbe KoHpepeHuuje Hayka u capemenu yuuBep3auteT (HUCYH 5),
a OpraHv3aTopHU Cy HajaBUJIU U 06jaB/bUBakb€ PaioBa Ca OBOTOJUILIEHET
CKyIa y 300pHUKY KOju 6u Tpebaso Aa usahe us mrammne Tokom 2017.
rojuHe. Y weMy he, mopes noMeHyTUX TeMa Koje Cy U3JI0’)KeHe Ha KOH-
depeHLMjH, CBOje HAyYHe pafioBe MPHUJIOKHUTH jOUI METOPO CapaJHUKA
HHcTuTyTa 3a HOBHUjy UcTopujy Cpbuje: Miagenka UBankoBuh paji o jeB-
pejCKUM OMJIAIMHCKUM ApyliTBUMa y Kpa/beBUHHU JyrociaBuju, Musiax
[u/bak paj o noJsioxajy aupekropa y npuBpenHoM cucremy COPJ, Bojan
Cumuh aHanu3y caZipkaja 6pojeBa Hay4dHOT Yaconuca Tokosu ucmopuje
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KOjU Cy M3JIa3WJIU TOKOM NpeTxo/He AelieHuje u Coduja Boxxkuh u Jy-
maH bajaruh aBa koayTopcka pajia y kojuMa he aHa/IM3UpaTH CaJpKaj
Cpnckoz/KreuscesHoz aucma. OBoroauilitba KoHbepeHyja Hayka u cas-
pemeHU yHugep3umem npoTekKJiaje y npujaTe/bCKOj U Y CTPYYHOM CMUCILY
KOHCTPYKTUBHOjaTMocdepHy, y3 MoTBpAY Aahe ce TpajuLuja ogpKaBamba
MehyHapoznHor HayyHor ckyna @unosodckor dakyaTeTa YHUBEp3UTETA
y Huiwuy HactaBuTu 1 HapeaHe 2017. roguHe.

Hamaauja JUMH'R
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HayuyHa koHepeH1Hja

Cpb6uja u Pycuja 1916-1917: Hosu u38opu,
Hosu domemu ucmopuozpaguje,
Beorpap, 26-27. centem6pa 2016.

Y Beorpajy je kpajem centeMb6pa y opraHusaiuju MHcTuTyTa
3a HOBHjy uctopujy Cpbuje ogpxaHa MehyHapoJHa HaydHa KoHepeH-
1Mja noA HasuBoM Cp6uja u Pycuja 1916-1917: Hosu u3gopu, Hogu dome-
mu ucmopuozpaguje. Kondpepenuuja nocsehena oguocuma usmehy Cp-
6uje u Pycuje ce ipyry roauHy 3apeZjoM opraHu3yje y OKBUPY capajbe
HHcTuTyTa 32 HOBUjY UcTopujy Cpbuje u UHCTUTYTA 32 CIaBUCTUKY Py-
CKe akaJZieMuje Hayka (MHcTuTyT ciaBsiHoBeJeHus1 Poccuiickoi akaze-
Muu Hayk — MHCJ1aB) u3 MOCKBe, KOjH je 610 NMPOIIJIOroAUII b1 JoMahyH.

Y paay cy y4yecTBOBa/iM CapaJlHULIU CBUX PYCKUX UHCTUTYyTa
KOjU Ce y OKBUPY CBOT aKaJleMCKOT OIlyca 3BaHUYHO GaBe NpoyyaBambeM
cprncke ucropuje: UHcTUTyTa 3a cnaBUCTUKY PAH, MockoBckor fp»xaB-
HoT yHUBep3uTeTa ,JlomoHocoB“ (MY, JlomoHOCOB") 1 MOCKOBCKOT Jip-
»KaBHOT MHCTUTYTa 3a MehyHapoaHe ogHoce (MTUMO). Y okBupy KoH-
depeHIUje je TPOMOBUCAH U 300PHUK PaioBa Ca MPETXOJHOT HAYYHOT
ckymna ojapxaHor y MockBu 2015. roguHe, 0 KOjeM Cy TOBOPHJIN IUPEK-
TopH ABa uHcTUTyTa: Ap Konctantun Hukudopos (MuCnas) u gp Muse
bjenajan (MHUC).

Y dokycy oBoroguiime kKoHbepeHLH]e je 61ia MpeJoMHa TayKa
Kojy je 6ugypkayuja 1916/1917. nonena Pycuju u Cpouju: ®ebpyapcka
peBoaynuja 1917. u cnom Pyckor napcTBa, HecTaHak HajBeher cprckor
CaBe3HUKa Yy CBETCKOM paTy, noTpeba CIO/bHONOJUTHYKE MpeopUjeH-
tauuje Cpouje ca Pycuje Ha @pannycky v EHryiecky, notnucruBamwe Kpd-
CKe JieKJlapaliyje U npebalUBambe ca BEJUKOCPIICKE Ha jyTOCJ0BEHCKY
npojekuujy 6yayhe npxase.

ToxoM [BOAHEBHOT paZja OpraHvM30BaHa Cy TpH NaHesa: Toko-
BU peBoJsynyje, [lyreBu pata u Kiuie meramopdosa. HakoH cBakor
naHeJa je AUCKYTOBaHO O MHTamHUMa Koja Cy OTBOpeHA CaMUM H3Ja-
rambyvMa. Y4eCHULU Cy NPe3eHTOBaJIM HAajHOBHUja UCTpPAXUBawa U [0-
cturayha HCTOpUjCKe HayKe ¥ BE3H €a CPIICKO-PYyCKHUM OHOCHUMA y OKBU-
py npeAyc/a0Ba, TOKa U ocjaeaula ougypkayuje 1916/1917. 200uHe - of
MOJIMTUYKUX, AUIJIOMATCKUX U JJUHACTUYKHUX 10 BOjHUX U I[PKBEHUX. Y
v3JiarambrMa ce o6pahasia makma ¥ Ha HAYMH Ha KOjH je jyroc/IOBEHCKa U
CprcKa uctTopuorpaduja nocMaTpania HOMEHYTH HEPUO/,.
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Y npBOM NaHeJy je KOpeHe CTepeoTUIa O CPIICKO-PYCKUM O HO-
cuMa y nepuogay IIpsor cBetckor paTta ocsetauo gupektop MHUC-a ap
Muuie Bjenajan, a saupexkrop UuCnaBa ap KoHcranTruH Hukudopos je uc-
TaKao MPeoKpeT Koju je AoHeo [IpBU cBeTckU paT- O pycKMM KOopeHHUMa
CPIICKOT COLiMjaJIM3Ma je y3 CBeOIIITY MKy FOBOpPUJIA L0ajeH CpIICKe
uctopuorpaduje ap Jlarunka [leposuh. [lorsnese Musoma MockoBibe-
Buha Ha MpeApeBOJYIMOHAPHO U MOCTPEBOJYLUOHAPHO CTame y Py-
CUjU IpuKaszao je Hay4yHU caBeTHUK MHUC-a n1p Momuunsio Ucuh. I[lornene
CpIiCKe I[pKBeHe Nyb6unucTrke 20-UxX roJJuHa Ha PeBOJIyIIMOHApHE /10-
rabhaje je ucrpaxuo gupextrop Apxusa CIIL Pagosan [lununosuh, a y us-
jgarawy npod. ap Jbyamuie Kysmuues, ca YHUBep3uTeTa ,,J/JIoMOHOCOB®,
JaT je OCBPT Ha AMHACTU4YKe ogHOce PomaHoBa 1 Kapahophesuha.

Y apyrom nasHey cy y ¢okycy 6use BojHe onlepaluje — of IJlaHa
0 UCTOBpeMeHO0j opaH3uBH ca PymyHckor u CosyHckor ¢ponTa 1916.ro-
JIHE, 0 KojeM je roBopuo mpod. ap Hukoua B. [lonosuh, yTuiaja pesosy-
1Mje Ha »kuBOT CpIicKor 106pOoB0/bAYKOT KOpIyca y U3Jaramwy npod. Ap
JapocnaBa BumwakoBa (MI'MMO) no norsnesa uctopuorpaduje Ha yio-
ry pyckux Tpyna Ha CosyHckoM GpPOHTY Koje je mpecTaBUO NOTIYKOB-
HUK Ap Janu6op JleHaa (MHCTUTYT 3a cTpaTervjcka UCTpKUBamba Mu-
HUcTapcTBa oab6paHe PC). Bogehu caBpeMeHU cTpyukhak 3a JIUK U AeJ0
Hukousne [Tamuha, ap Axgpej llleMjakun (MuHCaB) UCTPaXKUO je HepaCKHU-
nuBe Be3e u3dMehy KaTacTpodasHOT cTamba cpricke Bojcke, Pebpyapcke
peBosynuje 1 Kpdcke neknaparuje.

Tpehu maHen je 3amovyeT U3/iarambeM 0 3Ha4ajHOM MUTaLY O Mpe-
OpHjeHTalUju cpIicKe mosuTUKe of, Pycuje ka ®paHuyckoj ap ['opaane
Kpupokanuh Josuh (MHUC). p Anekcanaap Cunkun (MuCnas) je roso-
PHO 0 IUTAKY ,BEJTUKOCPIICKE XereMoHUje“ (U cTBapamy JyrociaBuje) y
pyckoj (coBjeTckoj) uctopuorpaduju u3 fokymeHata KoMmuHTepHe U 0
caBpeMeHOj pyckoj uctopruorpaduju. [lonuTHYKY ¥ IponaraHHy 60poy
3aCTyNHHUKA XpBATCKOT U CPIICKOT nporpaMa y Pycuju y nepuony IlpBor
CBETCKOT paTa Ipy:xuo je ap ['opan Musopagosuh (MHCTUTYT 3a caBpe-
MeHY UCTOPH]jY), a AneKcej ApcereB pacBeT/IHNO je paj iubepasia v JeBU-
yapa M. [I. Yy6uuckor u B. /JI. [lieTH0Ba Ha Nponaralay jyrocJi0BeHCKe
uzeje y Pycuju npe ®ebpyapcke peBosyumje. o n1p Anekcej Tumodejer
(MHUC, dunozodcku dakynreT BY) je roBopuo o norsieMa U oleHa-
Ma CpIICKe JWIJIoMaTHje Y Be3U ca pycKkoM peBoJylidjoM, MuiaHa JKuBa-
HoBuh o npezcTaBu 1apa Hukosaja Il mehy Cp6uma npe u nocsie peBoJsiy-
nuje 1917, a Bugan borganoBuh o JlazapeBuheBoj Kibu3u Youye Hapoda
cpnckoz u3 1917. rogune.
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[IpescTaB/bakbeM pe3y/iTaTa UCTpPaKMBawkba apXMBCKUX HUCTO-
PHUjCKUX U3BOPA, IUTEepaType, MeMoapa U Iepruo/iikKe, Ha KOHQepeHLUjU
je obpabheH uMTaB HU3 TEMA KOje ce 6aBe pa3IMYMTHM 3HAUYajHUM aclek-
TuMa ofHocausMehy Cpouje u Pycujeynepuoay 6udypkayuje1916/1917.
2oduHe. [locTaB/beHa Cy HOBa BaxkHa M Takba Koja ce TUYy anoreja [Ipsor
CBETCKOT paTa U KJMLa CTBapama HOBe jyroc/J0BeHCKe JpKaBHOCTH Ha
3anagHoM baskany.

Kao 1 HakoH npouuioroguuImker CKyna, y TOKy HapeJHe rojiuHe
MJIAHUPAHO je 06jaB/bUBakbe 300PHUKA paJl0Ba yueCHUKA KOHepeHIHje,
y33Kesby 062 UHCTUTYTA Ja Ce Jocajlallikha capa/iiba U KOOpAHHallUja Ha-
yuHuKa Pycuje u Cpbuje 3aMHTEpecOBAaHUX 32 UCTOPHjY CPIICKO-PYCKUX
0J/lHOCa, CyK06a U Be3a HaCTaBU U ¥ Ja/bUM IIpojeKTUMa UAYhUX rofguHa.

Muaana )KHBAHOBU'R
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Hayuynu ckyn Cmedepescku kpaj 1918-1941,
CMmegnepeBo, 6-7. okTobpa 2016.

HUctopujcku apxuB y CMesepeBy opraHu3oBao je 6. 1 7. okTobpa
2016. ronuHe Hay4YHU cKyll Cmedepescku kpaj 1918-1941, noceeheH ne-
puoay nocrojama MehypaTHe jyrocsioBeHCKe Ap:kaBe U yino3u CMezaepe-
Ba U OKOJIMHE ¥ FbeHOM MOJIUTUYKOM U JIpyIITBEHOM XKHUBOTY. [Ipomioct
CMeJIepeBCKOT Kpaja je MpHKa3aHa Kpo3 paZioBe UCTOpHYapa yMeTHO-
CTHU, UCTOpPUYApPA, 3/[paBCTBEHUX PAJIHMKA, APXUBUCTA, OMOJIMOTEKAPA, U
Ha Taj HAYMH carjieZjaHa U3 yIJIoBa BUIIEe Pa3IMIUTHX podecuja, a us-
Jlarama yYeCHUKa YIJIaBHOM Cy GWJia Ha MOTPeGHOM HayYHO-CTPYYHOM
HUBOY. CKyTI je op>kaH y 3rpaau 6uBier MoHormoJia AyBaHa (caga Peru-
OHAJIHOT I[eHTpa 32 pa3Boj KyJType U 06pa30Bama), a HAa leMy Cy yde-
CTBOBaJIU U capaAHuLy UHcTUTYyTa 3a HOBUjY UcTOopHjy Cpbuje us beo-
rpaja, ucropuuapu bojan Cumuh, Cphan Muhuh u Anexkcanpap Jlykuh.

Hay4yHu ckyn je oTnoyeo LiepeMOHUjaJIHUM JeJioM, y KOjeM ce
y4eCHUIMMa 06paTHO 3aMEHUK I'paJioHavYeIHMKa rpaga Cmeaepesa. [lo-
TOM je YYeHUK My3UuuKe Likose y CMeJepeBy Ha XapMOHHUIIU OJCBUPAO
HEKOJIMKO KOMIIO3UIHja, Te LieJioM Aorahajy /lao NpoAyXOBJ/bEHUJU U3-
rie/i. HakoH ,,My3U4KoOr TpeHyTKa“, roBopuJa je JlaHujesa MusoweBuh,
aupekTopka Ucrtopujckor apxuBa y CMeziepeBy, Koja je JJeuM roBOpoM
y4eCHUIMMA Hay4YHOT CKYyIia [oxeJiesia cpehaH paji. YBOJIHY ped 0/ipKao
je u Anekcangap KaaujeBuh, npodecop ca ®unozodckor dakyarera y
Beorpa/, koju je 610 U APYTA KOOPraHMU3aTOP OBOT CKyTa.

[locsie nepeMoHUjasHOT yCIeQUO je paJHU [e0 CKYIa, y KOM je
BUIIIE O] IBaJleCeT U3Jjaraya y TOKY JABa JlaHa MpeJICTaBUJIO Ha cecuja-
Ma CBOja UCTpakuBama. HaxasiocT, HUCY CBU NpUjaB/beHH MOTJIH Johu,
Y3 pa3Hux pasJjora. [[pucyTHuMa ce npBu npegcraBuo Anekcanzaap Ka-
nujeBuh, mpesceaBajyhu npBe pasHe cecuje 6. 0KTO6pa, KOju je u3Jio-
KHO IIperyieflaH U jacaH paf Ilorsnes Ha rpaguTtes/scTBo CMesepeBa y ne-
puoay usMmebhy fBa cBeTcka para. [locsie wera ce usJaramweMm HM3Bopu
3a UCTOPHjy cMeJiepeBcKor Kpaja v JyHaBckoj 6aHoBUHU (1929-1941)
npexacrtaBuo Cio6oxaH bjenuna, mpodecop ca Punozodpckor pakyarera
HoBocagckor yHuBep3uTeTa. 3aTUM Cy Ha TeMy 3ApaBCTBeHe IPUJIUKE Y
cMeJlepeBCKOM Kpajy u3Mebhy aBa cBeTcka pata ropopusiu Henaz Hophe-
Buh u XKesbko CMusbanuh, iekapu. Jlyman MutpoBuh pedepucao je o oc-
HOBHOM LIKOJICTBY ¥ [logyHaBckoM cpe3y y MehypaTHOM nepuony. [IpBy
cecujy 3aBpiuuo je Cphan Muhuh JienvM ¥ 3aHUM/BUBUM H3JIaTalbeM Jy-
roCcJI0BEHCKe JUIJIOMaTe U JONMUCHULM 3a ITaMIy u3 CMeepeBa.
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Jpyrom cecujoMm je npencenaBao Urop Boposan, npodecop ca
®unozodckor ¢pakyarera y beorpaay. OH je npBU U MpPejCTaBUO CBOj
paz YMeTHOCT y cayx6u cehamwa: cnoMmeH KocTypHULLa y Bpbosuy. AHuTa
MapkoBuh je moToMm nprkasaJja pajg YyBapu cehawa: Memopujanu [IpBor
CBEeTCKOT paTa Ha noapydjy [logyHaBckor okpyra. [locse ke Anekcanziap
Jlykuh, nucai oBor U3BelITaja, u3Heo je pag U36opHe 60p6e 3a KoHcTu-
TYaHTy y cMeJiepeBckoM kpajy 1920. roaune. bojan Cumuh je npescra-
BUO cBOj paj JlenatHoctT Musiana JosanoBuha Croumuposuha y nepuoay
BsaaJie Muniana CtojaguHoBuha (1935-1939). Ha wera ce yHeKOJIMKO Te-
MaTCKH HajloBe3asia CHexkaHa l|BeTkoBuh ca u3JiaratbeM MuJjiaH JoBaHoO-
Buh CtoumMupoBuh u ymeTHOCT y CMe/ilepeBy U3MeDhy /IBa CBeTCKa paTa.
Ha kpajy cBake cecuje pa3BuJie cy ce JUCKYCH]e, Y KOjUMa Ce paclpaBJsba-
JIO 0 joll YBEK HepelleHUM NUTakUMa Koja Cy yYeCHULU Hay4dHOT CKyna
NOKPEHYJIU CBOjUM H3JlarakbUMa WJIH CY, IaK, JaTe KOPUCHE CyrecTUje U
npuMeioe Kako 6 ce paJloBU MO6GOJ/bIIAJH.

Jpyry paZiHu JaH Hay4HOT cKyta (7. okTo6ap) uMao je camo jef-
HY cecHjy, KojoM je npejicegaBao Mupociaas Jlazuh. OH je npBU U IpeAcTa-
BUO paj Ob6enexaBamwe 500-roauimbuIle cMe/lepeBcKor rpaja y CMese-
peBy 1930. roguse. 3a ’uM je usnarao Hemama /leBuh Ha Temy [lokpeT
360p y cMesepeBckoM Kpajy (1935-1938), a notom Jlanujesra MuJionie-
Buh ca pajiom 3rpajia ruMHasuje y CMeiepeBy: pUMep eKJIEeKTUYHE ap-
XUTEKType MehypaTHor nepuo/ia. UBaH MapkoBuh u Musian MusoBaHo-
BUh cy nocJie e UMaJu u3Jaramwe Cuioc y CMeZepeBy — 3a0CTaBLUITUHA
MHJYCTPUjCKe apXUTEKType YellKUX rpajguresba. Musomwr MyHuh roso-
pHO je 0 yJI03U U 3HAYajy cMejiepeBCcKor npejcefHuka XKupaguHa Cre-
¢danoBuha Com6opia. Ha kpajy, cBoj pag Apxutektypa CMegepeBcke [1a-
naHke 1918-1941. npeacraBuia je Bnagana [lyTHuk. HakoH guckycyje,
3aBpllEeH je paJiHU Jleo HAy4HOT CKYIIa, Te je noceheHa npeJiemna Byua u-
Hactuje O6peHoBuh 3s1aTHU Gper Ha 6pAy [l1aBuHal Hepaneko o Cme-
JlepeBa.

Anekcandap JIYKH'R
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MebhyHnaponHa HayyHa kKoHepeHIja
Jy2ocaoeeHcko-nosscku odHocu y XX eeky,
Beorpag, 29-30. centem6pa 2016.

WUHCcTUTYT 3a caBpeMeHy UCTOpUjy U3 beorpasa u UHCTUTYT 3a
rcropujy u mehyHapoane onHoce u3 bugronrha ([To/bcka) u oBe roguHe
Cy OpraHHU30Ba/IM HAyYHU CKYyN NMOCBeheH jyroc/0BEHCKO-NI0/bCKUM O/I-
HocuMay 20. Beky. To je 4eTBPTH CKYIl y IOC/eAbe YeTUPU rofiuHe. OBo-
ra nmyTta AoMahuH je 6u/ia CpICKa CTPaHa, a MeCTO OJipKaBamba YUUuTe/b-
cku ¢pakyateT y Beorpaay.

[llecHaeCT CPICKUX U 1lIECHAECT MOJbCKUX UCTOPUYAPA je TOKOM
JlBa JlaHa HaCTaBWJIO [la pa3Membyje pe3y/TaTe UCTPakKMBamba WU Mpo-
ny6Jbyje casHama o 20. BEKY jyrocjioBeHCKe U M0JbCKe UCTOpHUje U Mehy-
COOGHUM oJlHOCHMa U1 Be3aMa. OBaj CyCpeT je UICKOPUIITEH U 32 TPOMOLIH]Y
360pHMKA paZioBa ca NPOULIOTOAUIIET CKyTa o/ipKaHoT y [To/bckoj. Ca-
paAma U yrno3HaBamwe cy oboraheHU cTpydyHUM HU3JeTOM Tpeher JaHa
ckynay KparyjeBan 1 Ha OnieHar,

U oBaj cKyn je noKa3ao pa3HOBPCHOCT jyroCJ0BEHCKO-NI0J/bCKUX
Be3a TokoM uuTaBor 20. Beka. [leprosy usmehy ABa cBeTCKa paTa 61U
cy nocBehenu cnenehu pajgosu: Anekcas/ipa Kagujesuha (o uHxemwepy
Ctjenany CamousnoBuuy KpuuuHckom), bojan Cumuh u Musau 'ynuh cy
M3Jlarajy o JUIJIOMaTCKUM OJJHOCUMa /iBe ip>KaBe, a Pase Pucrtanosuh o
MUCamy jyrocjJ0BeHCKe lTaMIle 0 MajckoM ny4y y [losbckoj 1926; paziu-
YHUTHUM aclleKTHMa capajitbe 6aBU/H cy ce: Jlparomup bounuh npocset-
HOM, Hay4YHOM U KYJITYPHOM capaimwoM, JacMuHa MusianoBuh capagmbom
yapyema keHa, Tomasz Jacek Lis [10/bCKO-jyroc/I0BEHCKOM JIUTOM U
WBan Benuh TproBUHCKOM pa3MeHOM.

[Taxkwby ucCTpaxkuBaya je NpuUBJa4Yuo U [JIpyru CBeTCKU parT, Tj.
CIMYHOCTA W pa3JIuKe jYTrOCJ0BEHCKOr U MOJbCKOT HCKycTBa. Jacek
Tebinka je roBopuo o Ilo/bCckoj W JyrociaBuju y cTpaTeruju Special
Operation Executive 1940-1945, a Piotr Zurek o [lo/banuma y oapeguMa
reHepasia Muxausosuha. Ha mux ce HasoBe3ao paj, Kocte Hukosavha u
Heb6ojuie CTamMmb60J11je 0 capaibU jyrocJoBeHCKE U I0J/bCKE aHTUKOMYHHU-
CTUYKe eMUTpalje nocue Jpyror cBeTCKOT paTa.

JyrocsioBeHCKO-10/bCKY OJJHOCHU y IEPUOAY COLiUjaJu3Ma Cy pas-
MaTpaHU y BeJIMKOM Opojy paZioBa U TO W3 Bulle yrioBa. O6paheHe cy
6pojHe obsiactu ucropuje. Jbyboapar Jumuh (npusas JyrociaBuje nu-
Taby eBPOICKe 6e306e/JHOCTH CpeIMHOM Lie3/leCeTUX roiMHa U CTaBo-
BU npeMma ,[linany l'omynka“), lparad boretuh (Jyrocnaswuja u ,Il1an Pa-
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HH®OPMALHJE O HAYYHUM CKYIIOBUMA

nauku“) u Patomup Musivkuh (CIMYHOCTU U pasJivKe jyrocJOBEeHCKOT U
NoJbCKOT mpucTynamwa CaBeTy EBporie) U3/10KUIU Cy MOJIOXKA] Jyrocia-
BUje U [lo/bCcke mpemMa pas/MYUTUM aclleKTUMa MehyHapoAHUX OJHO-
ca. OBoM KopHycy pajioBa NIpunaZa 4 TeMa Kojy je npezJsioxuo Mateusz
Sokulski o jyrocsioBeHckoM u nosbckoM oaHocy npema KEBC-y, anu oH
HUje Morao Ja y4yecTByje Ha ckyny. O M/ie0JIOIKO-NIOJUTHIYKUM OJHO-
cuMa usBectusid cy Pawel Wawryszuk (o gorabajuma us 1968), Cphan
[IBeTkoBUh (0 JUCHAEHTHMA U OTIIOPUMA jyTOCJOBEHCKOM U M10JbCKOM
pexxumy), Baagumup liBeTkoBuh (jyroc/ioBeHCKO-NO/bCKU OJTHOCU Y
cseTay VII kourpeca CKJ) u Michal Zacharias (o Jany BausiaBy Maxajckom
1 MusnoBany hunacy).

Benuky pasybeHocT capa/ilbe U 3ajeJHUYKUX [UTaba y OLHO-
CHMa OBe /IBe /IpXKaBe WIYCTPYjy U OPOjHU paJiloBU O BHIle acneKaTa jy-
rOCJIOBEHCKO-NIOJ/bCKUX OZHOCA nocJje Jlpyror cBeTcKor paTta. Maria Ewa
Szatlach je y ¢pokyc uctpaxkvBama cTaBua TPrOBUHCKU Typusam, MoMm-
yuso [laBnoBuh u Zdzislaw Bieganski sesoBamwe /|pyiiTBa noJbCcKo-jy-
rOCJIOBEHCKOT IpHjaTe/bCTBAa Ha OCHOBY jyrOCJAOBEHCKUX W MOJbCKUX
u3Bopa, Ci1o6ogan CesnHuh nUTame pecTUTYLH]je jyrocJlOBEHCKe UMO-
BuHe u3 [lo/bcke, Andrzej Zaéminski f1esoBame jyrocioBeHcke HHOp-
M6upooBcke emurpauuje y Ilosbckoj, Joanna Szczutkowska norsnes UH-
CTUTYyTa KyJAType y BapluaBy Ha jyrocj0BeHCKY KYJITYPHY HMOJUTHKY,
MunyTus XKuBoBuh capazirby no6paTUMCcKUX rpagoBa Jlosuuiie u [liow-
ka, Malgorzata Swiecicka TMHIBOKy/JITYpHe UCTpaXKMBauKe NepCHeKTH-
Be JyrociaBuje, Agnieszka Rypel nosbcky nepuenuujy crBapasamtsa MBa
Anpapuha, Danuta Jastrzebska Golonka je3anuko-Ky/aTypHY CIUKY Jyrocia-
BHje y mpeBoAly pomaHa Jocuna HoBakoBuha, a Tadeusz Wolsza cTpact
npemacrnopTy nosutudapa JIpyre nosbcke penyosauke. Ewa Bujwid Kurek
(6unaTtepasinu criopazymu [losbcke U jyroc/I0BEHCKUX peny6JirKa Moce
pacnaja JyrocaaBuje) u Michal Kosman (Hemauka v pacnaj Jyrociasuje)
CYy XpPOHOJIOIIKHU 3a0KPY>KUJIU OBOTOJUIL LY CKYIL.

Ocraje yBepewe 1 Haja Aa he, kao U 10 cazia, Beoma 6p30 GUTH
06jaB/beH 360pHUK PajioBa ca OBOTOJUILLET CKyMa U Jla he Tpaauuuja
OKyIlJbakba CPIICKUX U OJ/bCKUX UCTOPUYApa GUTU HacTaB/beHa y 6JIMCKO]
o6yayhHocTu, oBora nyTa y [1o/bcKoj.

Cno6odar CE/IUHUR
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INOAALIK O AYTOPUMA

Axanemuk npod. np Jby6ogpar Jumuh, pegoBHu npodecop
dunoszodcku pakynteT, YHUBep3uTeTy beorpany

Jp Anekcej TumodejeB, BUILIK HAYYHU CAapaJHUK
WHCTUTYT 32 HOBU]y UcTOpHjy Cpbuje, beorpas

Muana ’KuBanoBuh, MA, nokTopaHz,
dunozodcku pakyaret, beorpas

Hou. ap Jlagucaas Xnagku (Ladislav Hladky)
HcTtopujcku MHCTUTYT, Yelllka akageMuja HayKa, BpHo

Jp Anekcanaap P. Musnetuh, Hay4HU capaJHUK
WHCcTUTYT 3a HOBU]Y UcTOpHjy CpbHje, bBeorpaf

Jp Cphan liBeTkoBuh, BUIIIK HAYYHHU CapaJHUK
HUHCcTUTYT 3a caBpeMeHy UcTopujy, beorpag,

Ap MeTap Jparumuh, BUIIY HAYYHHU capalHUK
WHCcTUTYT 3a HOBU]y UcTopHjy Cpbuje, beorpan

Jp Cno6oan CenHuh, BUIIM HAyYHU CapaJHUK
WHCTUTYT 32 HOBU]Y UcTOpHjy Cpbuje, beorpas

Jp Anekcanpap CtojaHoBuh, HAyYHU capaHUK
WHCcTUTYT 32 HOBU]Y UcTOpHjy CpbHje, beorpas

Jp Aparomup boHniuh, BUIlIM HAyYHU cCapaJHUK
WHCTUTYT 3a caBpeMeHy UcTopujy, beorpan

JaBop Ctunuh, MA, cTunieHIUCTa JOKTOPAH,
®unozodcku pakyartet, beorpaj

Munan [Inbak, MA, ucTpaxuBad capafHUK
HHcTUTYyT 3a HOBHjy UcTOopHjy Cpbuje, beorpan
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Jp Osara MaHojnoBuh [TuHTap, BUIIK HAYYHU CapaJHUK
WHCcTUTYT 32 HOBU]Y UcTOpHjy Cpbuje, Beorpaf

HaTanuja lumuh, MA, uctpakvuBau CTUIIEHIUCTA
WHCcTUTYT 3a HOBU]y UcTOpHjy CpbHuje, Beorpaf

Anekcangap Jlykuh, MA, uctpakuBad capaJHUK
HUHcTUTYyT 3a HOBHjy UcTOopHjy Cpbuje, beorpan
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CIIMCAK PEHEH3EHATA Y 2016. TOAUHHU

npod. ap Musan PucroBuh, pefoBau npodecop,
dunozodcku pakyaret, beorpas

npod. ap Jparo Pokcanauh, pejoBHu npodecop,
®unozodcku pakyarer, 3arpebd

npod. ap boxo Perne, penoBHu npodecop,
dunoszodcku pakynrtet, /byb/pana

Ap AHppej llleMjakuH, HAQYyYHU CaBETHHK,
HHcTUTYT 3a ciioBeHCKe cTyuje Pycke akaeMuje Hayka, MockBa

Ap lparaH boreTuh, Hay4YHU CaBETHUK,
WHcTUTYT 32 caBpeMeHy uctopujy, beorpag

np Kocra Hukosuh, Hay4HY CaBETHHK,
HUHcTUTyT 3a caBpeMeHy Uctopujy, beorpag,

Ap Muuie bjesiajan, Hay4YHU CaBeTHHUK,
WHCcTUTYT 3a HOBU]y UcTopHjy Cpbuje, beorpan

JIp Momuusio Mcuh, Hay4yHU cCaBeTHUK,
WHCTUTYT 32 HOBU]Y UcTOpHjy Cpbuje, beorpas

Ap Pagmuna Paguh, Hay4HU CaBETHHK,
WHCcTUTYT 32 HOBU]Y UcTOpHjy CpbHje, beorpaf

Iap bojaH /lumuTpujeBuh, Hay4YHU CaBeTHHUK,
WHCTUTYT 3a caBpeMeHy UcTopujy, beorpan

npod. ip Mupa PapojeBuh, BanpegHu npodecop,
®unozodcku pakyartet, beorpaj

npod. ap Cnoboxaau Bjenuna, Banpeguu npodecop,
dunozodcku pakynret, Hopu Cag
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Jap Fopan Munopa/ioBuh, BUIIM HayYHU CapafiHUK,
WHcTUTYT 3a caBpeMeHy uctopHjy, beorpan

np Aparomup BoHnnh, BUIIM HAyYHU CapaJiHUK,
HMHcTUTyT 3a caBpeMeHy Uctopujy, beorpag,

Iap l'opnana KpuBokanuh JoBuh, BUIliu Hay4yHU capafHUK,
HHcTUTYyT 3a HOBHjy UcTOopHjy Cpbuje, Beorpan

Jp Bnagax JoBaHoBUh, BUILM HAYYHU capaJHUK,
WHCcTUTYT 32 HOBU]Y UcTOpHjy CpbHje, Beorpaf

ap [etap Jparumuh, BUIIK HAYYHU CAPaIHUK,
WHCTUTYT 3a HOBU]y UcTopHjy Cpbuje, beorpan

Jou. ap XpBoje Kiacuh,
®unozodcku pakyaTer, 3arped

Aou. ip Hrop Jlyza,
dunozodcku pakyarer, [lyna

o, ap Camra Mumuh,
dakysTeT NOJUTUYKUX HayKa, beorpay,

nou. ap Anekcangap *Kupotuh,
dunozodcku pakyaret, beorpa

np MBana Jlo6puBojeBuh, HayYHH capagHUK,
HMHcTUTYT 3a caBpeMeHy UcTtopujy, beorpag,

Ip Baagumup LiBeTkoBUh, Hay4YHU capaIHUK,
WHCcTUTYT 3a HOBU]y UcTOpHjy CpbHuje, beorpaf

Ap Aanwnio Ulapenan, HayyHu capaZHUK,
HHcTUTyT 3a caBpeMeHy uctopujy, beorpag,

JAp bojan Cumuh, Hay4yHU capaZiHUK,
WHCcTUTYT 3a HOBU]y UcTOopHjy Cpb6uje, beorpan
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Ip Cphan MusomeBuh, ucTpakvBay capaZHUK,
WHcTUTyT 32 HOBU]y UcTopHjy Cp6uje Beorpan

Ip Henapg AHTOHMjeBuh, My3ejcKY caBeTHUK,
Mysej ;kpTaBa reHouuza, beorpag,

ap BecHa [lumutpujeBuh, uctopuyap,
Ol ,J1a3za Koctuh", Beorpan

MunaH [Tu/bak, MCTpakKMBau capaJHUK,
WHCTUTYT 3a HOBU]y UcTopHjy Cpbuje, beorpan
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YIIYTCTBO 3A IIPEJAJY PYKOIIMCA

- Yaconuc Tokosu ucmopuje 06jaBsbyje TEKCTOBE Ha CPIICKOM j€3UKY,
AUPUAMYHUM NHCMOM, y3 pe3UMe Ha eHIJIECKOM je3uKy. AyTopu u3
WHOCTPAHCTBA MOTY IIOCJIaTHU TEKCT HA CBOM MaTEPHEM je3UKY U Y TOM
cay4ajy TekcToBY he 6UTH npaheHu pe3auMeoM Ha CPIICKOM je3UKY.

- [IpBa cTpaHa Tpeb6a Zja caApKu NOpeJ HACJI0BA pajia U UMe, TUTY/Y U
3Bambe ayTopa, FOAUHY poherwa U HUHCTUTYLH]Y ¥ KOjoj ayTop paju.

- CBM TeKCTOBM MOpajy OMTH NMpaheHU ancTpakTOM KOjU He Ipesasu
100 peuy, K/byUHHUM peuuMa U pe3MMeoM Koju He npesiasu 250 peun.

- ObaBesHo je kopulihemwe ¢poHTa 3a TekcT: Times New Roman, hupu-
JIMYHO MMCMO, BeJIMYKHA c1oBa 12, npopef 1,5; 3a pycHOTe: BesiMUMHA
cyoBa 10, mpopen 1.

- TekcToBu He Tpeba Aa 6yAy AyKH of 25 cTpaHa, Tj. jeAHOTr U 110 Taba-
Ka (YK/by4yjyhu ancTpakT, K/byuHe peul, ycHOTe, Tabesie U pe3uMe),
OJIHOCHO Ce/iaM CTpaHa 3a NpHUKase.

- CBu mpusio3u (4IaHIY, pUKasy, rpaha, uHpopmaiiyje) Mopajy 6UTu
KyLlaHU Ha koMOjyTepy y MS Wordu 1 mopajy 6UTH CHUMJbeHH Y dop-
MaTy MS Word gokyMmeHara.

TekcToBe noc1aTH eJIeKTPOHCKOM IOIUTOM U JO0CTaBUTH Peflak-
LUjU y LITaMIIaHOj Bep3UjU.

[Ipusore cnaty Ha aapecy:

WHcTUTyT 32 HOBUjY UcTopHjy Cpbuje
Pepakuuja TokoBa uctopuje

Tpr Huxkoue [Tamnha 11

11000 beorpap,

Y eJIEKTPOHCKOM IMOIITOM Ha: tokoviistorije@gmail.com

Pepakinuja Hehe pa3maTpaTu pajioBe Koju He cajpke HaBe-
JleHe eJIeMeHTe.
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Pepnakuuja yaconuca Tokogu ucmopuje ysena je og 2006. rogvHe jBe
06aBe3He aHOHUMHE pelleH3Hje 3a CBaKU J0CTaB/beHU paj. [la 6u paz
6uo npuxBaheH 3a WITaMNy, NOTPEOHO je Ja 06e pelieH3Uje OyAy M03U-
THUBHe U Jia ra 06a pelieH3eHTa [Ipenopy4yjy 3a wraMiny. PeneH3eHTu
(xaKo cTpaHM Tako U JoMahM) Mopajy MMaTH BUILE UM UCTO HAYYHO
3Bambe Kao ayTop pafioBa.

Hehe ce npuxBaTUTH 32 IITaMIy OHU PaAO0BH KOjH Cy Y GHJIO KOM
061Ky paHuje Beh 06jaB/beHM.

Pykonucu siocTaB/beHH pefakiiyju yaconuca Tokosu ucmopuje ce He
Bpahajy.

YIIYTCTBO 3A IIMCAIBE ®YCHOTA U U3BOPA U JINTEPATYPE
(The Chicago Manual of Style)

I CTpyKTypa 4IiaHKa

HacsioBHa cTpaHa 4/1aHKa Tpeba Jia cafpKu:
VMe U NIpe3uMe ayTopa, FOJUHY pohemwa, TUTYJIy U 3Balbe ayTopa, UH-
CTUTYLYjY ¥ KOjoj ayTOp paJih ¥ eJIeKTPOHCKY MOIITY
HaCJIOB paja
Y3a HacJIoBa pajia Tpeba Jia CTojy 3Be3ulia Koja ynyhyje Ha HallOMeHy y
KO0jOj Cy AaTH MOAALHY O YWIAHKY: Y OKBUPY KOTI [IPOjeKTa U y OKBUPY Koje
MHCTUTYILHje je HacTao, Ko ra puHaHcHupa (M eBeHTYaIHO 3aXBaJIHULE)
ancTpakT
K/by4He peuyu

OCHOBHHU TEKCT moxe ja uMa MorJiaB/ba U NOTHOIJIaB/ba ca

KpPAaTKHM IIOJHAC/JIOBHUMaA

M3a ocHOBHOT TekcTa pajia Tpeba Ja cToje:
M3BOPU U JINTEPATYPA HaBeneHH MO a36y4HOM/abeleTHOM peny.
Hajnpe ce HaBozie Heo6jaB/beHH, a 3aTUM 06jaB/beHU U3BOPHU
PE3UME, y okBUpy Kojer CTOje MUMe U IIpe3uMe ayTopa, HacJ0B paja,
afcTpaKT, K/by4YHe pe4yd U caM TEKCT pe3nMea

I1 Bu6auorpadcku noganu y pycHoTaMma U JUTEepaTypHu
Bub6avorpadcku nogauu y dycHoTaMma Tpeba Jla capAprke:
MMe U [Ipe3rMe ayTopa
HACJIOB JleJ1a: KibUle UM YIaHKa
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- Ha3WB Yacomuca Wi 360pHHKA Y KOMe je YiaHaK 06jaB/beH U MOJaTKe
0 meMy (6poj yacomnuca, FOAMHY U3/1atha, 32 360PHUK HMe YpeJHuKa/
npupehupaua)

- MecTO u3/jama, (M37aBay), rogvHa W3Jamwa /WK JaTyM HPHUCTYyIa
CajTy U Weroma ajzpeca/

- 6poj cTpaHe ca Koje je IATaT

CBu nojiany y dycHOTaMa 0/1Bajajy ce 3areTama, a MECTO U3/]akha,

M3/laBay U roJlMHa U3/jama CToje y 3arpa/.

Bubanorpadcku nojanu y JUTepaTypu Tpeda j1a cajJipKe:

- Npe3uMe, KMe ayTopa

- HACJIOB Jles1a: KIbUTe UK YJIaHKa

- Ha3MWB Yacomuca UM 360pHUKa Y KOMe je 4laHaK 06jaB/beH U oJaTKe
0 meMy (6poj yaconuca, roJJUHy U3/1arba, 32 300PHUK HMe ypeIHUKa/
npupehuBaua, 6poj cTpaHa Ha KOjUMa Ce HaJla3| YJaHaK y YacoIKUcCy)

- MecTO u3/jama, (M37aBay), roAnHa W3Jama /WK JaTyM HPHUCTYyIa
CajTy Y werosa aapeca/

HaBejeHu nojanu y iuTepaTypH 0/Bajajy ce TauKama.

III YnyTcTBO 3a nucame pycHoTa
HEOBJABJ/BEHU U3BOPU

A) ApxuBcka rpaba

ApxuB Cp6uje (AC), Poup LleHtpasHnu xomuTerT CaBesa
komyHucta Cpbuje - CaBe3s komyHucra Kocosa (LIK CKC - CKK ), k.
4, TpaHCKpPUINT 3BY4YHOT 3alMca ca NpolupeHe cefHune M3BpiiHOr
komuTeTa [lokpajunckor komutepa CKC 3a KocoBo u MeTtoxujy fgaHa 23.
1.1968.

ApxuB JyrociaBuje (AJ), doum 837, KabuHeT mnpezaceaHuka
Peny6sauke (KIIP), 1I-1/175, Iloceta Uctounoj Cp6uju, 20-22. IX 1969,
WHbOpMaTHBHH MaTepHjaJl.

JumioMarckd apxuB MUHHCTApcTBA CHOJ/BHUX  IOCJ0BA
Peny6suke Cpouje (JAMCIIPC), 1973, loautuuka apxusa (I1A), CA/J,
&-124, 445 570, UsjaBa npexacennuka Popja y Be3u JeJaTHOCTH M
3aj/iaTaka lleHTpasiHe o6aBelITajHE areHIHje.

A], KIIP, 1-1/1121, MNopyka npexacesuuka Peny6usnke Jocuma
Bbposa Tuta npeacennuky CA/l-a [lepanny P. @opay, 6. centembap 1974.
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B) Ycmena kasuBamwa (opaJiHa UcTopuja)

Autorizovani tekst intervjua sa Marijom Paulom Blagojevi¢ i
Marijom Jakovljevi¢, u posedu autora, jul 2000.

B) U-mejan u CMC nopyke
[letap IleTpoBuh, u-meja nocaar aytopy 15. 3. 2005.

OUTHUPAILE U3 KIbUTE

A) jenan ayTop

Anppej MutpoBuh, Bpeme Hempnesugux. [lonumuuka ucmopuja
geaukux dpxcasa Espone 1919-1939, (Beorpap: Cprcka KibHMKeBHa
3aapyra, 1974), 54-67.

Jby6oppar Jumuh, KyamypHa noaumuka Kpassesune Jyzocaasuje
1918-1941, 1-111, (Beorpaa: Cty6oBu KyaType, 1997),1/235.

Jdumuh, H. 4., 11/112.

B) nBa ayTopa

Pagmuna Paguh u Momuuso Ucuh, Cpncka ypkea y Beaukom
pamy 1914-1918, (beorpaa: ®uiaun Bumwuh, 2014), 215.

B) Buie ayTopa

Ivan Bozi¢ i drugi, Istorija Jugoslavije, (Beograd: Prosveta, 2007),
189-201.
Hcmo, 190.

I') ypeaHuK, npupehuBay UM MpeBojuaL, KibUre

Hukona II. Mawwuh, [ucma, uyaanyu u zoeopu 1872-1891,
npupeauan Jlatunka [lepoBuh u Angpej llemjakul, (Beorpas: HUY
Ciyx6enu iuct CPJ, 1995), 55.

J) “HCTUTYLIMja Kao ayTop

WHcTuTyT 3a HOBUjy UcTopujy Cpbuje, [losa seka HHcmumyma
3a Hosujy ucmopujy Cp6uje 1958-2008, (beorpaz, 2008), 21.
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HABOBEIE INPEJITOBOPA, [IOTOBOPA
WJIW APYTUX JEJIOBA KIHbUTE

Muue C. bjenajan, ,Jlparuia [lanaypoBuh y cBoM BpeMeHY", y:
Tenepan [lpazuwa Ilandyposuh. )Kusom u ceedoversa, npupehuBau Musie
C. Bjenajan (beorpaa: UYHUC u K3 Antepa, 2007), 29.

bjenajau, ,Jiparuma [Manayposuh®, 33.

EJIEKTPOHCKO N3JAGE KIbUT'E

Kemal H. Karpat, Ottoman Population 1830-1914. Demographic
and Social Characteristics, (The University of Wisconsin Press, 1985),
datum pristupa 8. 6. 2015, http://m.friendfeed-media.com/1d4f-
daf358c69¢4c02100b94370454097403f76a

YJIAHAK OBJABJBEH Y IIEPUOAUILIU

Massimo Bucarelli, ,A Late Friendship: Italian-Yugoslav Relations
in the Second Half of the 20" Century (1947-1992) Tokosu ucmopuje
3/2012, 23.

Bucarellj, , A Late Friendship®, 17.

]. JoBanoBwuh, ,Ilopoauiia u lkeH BaCIUTHH 3Havaj", XpuwhaHcka
mucao VI, 1-2, (beorpag, 1940), 9.

YJIAHAK OBJABJbEH HA BEBY

Leszeck Kuk, ,Cyprien Robert, slavisant angevin et la grande émi-
gration polonaise®, Annales de Bretagne et des pays de I'Ouest, Year 1992,
Volume 99, Issue 99-4, 505-515, datum pristupa 28. 8. 2015, http://
www.persee.fr/web/revues/home/prescript/article/abpo_0399-
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