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CYIIPOTCTAB/BEHOCT ETHMYKMX MHTEPECA
KAO JEOJAH O KJbYYHUX Y3POKA
PACITAJIA JYTOCJIABUJE’: YMecTo yBOgHMKA

Caxerak: JyrocmaBuja je ctBopeHa 1918. rogune moj ummeHoM KpambeBcTBO
Cp6a, XpBara u CroBeHalja. JolI Ipe IEHOT CTBapama ce BOAWIA JVCKYCHja OKO
TOra fia ;M OHa Tpeba fja Oye YHUTapHA Ap)kaBa je[JHOT Hapofia ca TPY IIeMeHa MK
denepanuja paBHOIIpaBHUX Hapopa. Y nepuopy usMmeby gBa para gp>kapa je 61a yHU-
TapHa Ja O6M o 3aBplueTKy [Ipyror cBeTCKOr paTa mocrana ¢efepaTuBHA peny6im-
ka. ITo cTBapajy 3ajemHuuKe p>KaBe IOCTOjasa je CTalHa CYNPOTCTaB/beHOCT u3Meby
[I0jeIMHNUX Hapoja U HUXOBUX HOMUTUYKUX eIUTa @ TOCeOHO je OMIO BUJHO pUBaJI-
ctBO n3Meby Cpba u XpBara Koje je IOBpeMeHO eCKaupajo y oTBopeHe cykobe. To-
KOM BpeMeHa Cy ce HallIOHa/THY OfJHOCY KOMIUIMKOBa/IN. Y IIOC/TIePaTHOM IIEPUOAY je
UCTpaXKuBamlMa yTBP)EHO BICOKO IIPUCYCTBO €THUYKUX CTEPEOTUIINja, JUCTAHLU U
npeppacyaa. buso je Buire moxyuraja fga ce oHe JOBEAY Y paBHOTEXY, KPO3 CTBapame
jYTOCTIOBEHCKe Haljuje II0C/Ie LIeCTOjaHyapcKe AMKTAType, IMPeKo 3ajeflHNIle paBHO-
IIpaBHMX HapOJa M HApOJHOCTH, TocyIe [Ipyror cBeTcKor para, popcupama uneonoruje
OpaTcTBa M jeMHCTBA HapOJa M HAPOZHOCTM I1a CBE 10 OTBOPEHOT 3aroBapama Tese
0 pasfpyXNUBamy ¥ CTBapamby HEe3aBUCHUX HAIVOHATHUX ApKaBa. KoHauHu pacmapg
JyrocimaBuje ce MOXKe OLIEHUTHU IIpe Kao Pe3ylTaT eTHUYKUX IMPOTUBPEUYHOCTV HETO
€KOHOMCKE Hepa3BMjeHOCTH.

Kiby4He peun: Jyrocnasiuja, HallMOHA/IHU OFHOCH, jyTOCTIOBEHCTBO, UEO0/IOTHja, I0-
JINTUYKA eTUTa

YBopg

JyrocnoBeHCKo APYLITBO je TOKOM YUTABOT CBOT TPpajara 611710 obenesxeHo 6pojHuM
YHYTpAlIlbUM INPOTUBPEYHOCTMMA. Y BpeMe COLMjalusMa Cy, HEPeTKO, MIEONOUIKN
OpMjeHTUCAHM ayTOPY jaBHO U3TOBapasu gpasy: ,IIecT peny6/mKa, eT Hapoyia, YeTUpPU
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2 Pap je pesynTar ucTpakuBamwa Ha mpojekty OV 179074 ,Tpanuuuja, MofepHU3aLja U HALMO-
HanHy upeHTuTeT y Cpbuju 1 Ha BankaHy y Ipoliecy eBpOIICKIX MHTerpaluja’, Koju puHaHCcupa
MUHICTapCTBO MIPOCBeTe, HayKe U TEXHOMOLIKOT pa3Boja Perry6mike Cpbuje.
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penuruje, Tpu jesuka, fiBa mIcMa 1 jefHa gpyxana.” Kako cToje cTBapy, iy gaHaC MOKEMO
[OCMaTpaTi Kao Mepy odUIMjelTHO HMOXKe/bHOT any He 1 peanHor ctawa (Miladinovié,
2005, str. 95-96). OBa ¢mockynma curypHo Huje 6mma Mepa KOMEKTUMBHOT UEHTUTETa
meHnx rpabana. Te pxaBe JaHac BUIIe HeMa, ,pelyOnuKe Cy KpeHy/Ie CBOjUM IyTeM,
HAPOMAM ¥ PeNuruje ce 3aBafiin 4O KPBHU, CBaKM IIOKYIIAj fujanora BoheH je je3sukom
ITyBUX, MUPOBHIU CHOpasyMy Cy NMOTNMCUBAHM HEYUTKMM PYKOIMCOM, a 33jeJHUUYKY
Ip>KaBy CMO OffaBHO mpexamnu u 3abopasunu (Miladinovié, 2008, str. 7). Jyrocnasuja
ce pacIiajia U3 MHOro pasyora. Mebhy w1Ma, cBakako, Hitje 3aHeMap/biBa YMIbEHNIIA [Ia Ce
penatuBHO Maso /byfu ocehaso Jyrocnosennma.

IIpoTuBpeYHOCTM Ca KOjuUMa cCe YIIIO Y 3ajefHMYKY [JP>KaBy, I ca KOjMMa je OHa
JKMBeJa JI0 Kpaja CBOT TIOCTOjamba, Cy 0ONMMKOBaJle HheHe YHYTpallllbe Kpuse Off HeHOT
HACTaHKa U OffpyKaBaJie UX O KOHAuHOr pacmafia. Ibux je 6umo 3amcra MHOTO ¥ MaHMU-
(ecroBae cy ce Ha pasIMYUTUM IO/BUMA. Y COLMOJIOMIKOM CMUCTY Ce, Ka0 HOCeOHO
peneBaHTHe, MOTY M3[JBOjUTHU IPOTUBPEYHOCTY KOje CIefie M3:

1. pasmMYMTOT eTHUYKOT 1 PENTUTMjCKOT CacTaBa CTAHOBHMINTBA; 2. Cykoba Tpa-
AUIMOHAIMCTUYKO-KOH3epBUpajyhnx u nmmbepanHo-MOLepHU3AUNCKUX [APYIITBEHNUX
BPETHOCTH; 3. EKOHOMCKE HEPa3BUjeHOCTH ¥ HEJOCTaTKa PALMOHAHOT IPUBPEJHOT 3a-
KOHOJ]aBCTBA U 4. I7T06asIHe CTPYKTypaIHe IPOTUBPEYHOCTH IPOUSHIIIIE U3 COLIUjaTHOT
cacraBa ctanoBHumTBa (Miladinovié, 2008, str. 9-10).

IIpe nBEe Koje cneme M3 HALIEr KyITYPHO-UCTOPUjCKOT MU/b€a, U TPORYKT CY
KYITYPHOMCTOPMjCKUX pas/iMKa M PasnMYUTUX Tpajuliyja IOjelUHNX EeTHUYIKUX U
PeNMUIMjCKMX TPYIalija joll YBeK MpefCcTaB/bajy OCHOB M IOTEHLMjaTHO XKapuiite 0y-
nyhux xpusa un cykob6a. ITocnenme ABe Cy IPOAYKT HealeKBaTHOT IPUBPEIHOT PasBoja,
aNmy ce OfjpakaBajy Ha LIEJIOKYIHY APYIITBEHY CTPYKTYypy. Ha m1xoBo obnukoBamwe cy
yTHUIIa/le MHOTe TIOTpellHe MOMUTUYKE OJTyKe, Hajuelrhe HAI[MOHATHMX MOMUTUYKUX
eIMTa, Koje CY, Off TPEHYTKa 10 TPeHYTKa, MOI/Ie OUTH pe3ynTaT peanusalyuje mapTUKy-
JIApHMX MHTepeca LieHTapa Mohu amu, Takobe 11 He (JJOBO/bHO) TPOMUIIUBEHNX, HAjOO/BUX
HaMepa, 0 4eMy je, HOCeOHO 3a COLMjaIMCTUYKN Mepuof, AeTa/bHo mucano y (Madzar,
1990; Cobelji¢, Rosi¢, 1990; Bilandzi¢, 1985).

OsoMm je moryhe fomat M HKM3 APYIMX APYIUITBEHUX IPOTUBPEUYHOCTH, KOje WIIN
MIMajy MambJ COLIMOJIONIKY 3Ha4aj MM C€ MOTY PeIIUTH COLMja/THUM U MOUTUIKIM KOH-
CEH3YCOM Te, CTOTa, TIpe MOTy OMTU IpefMeT MpaBHe, eKOHOMCKE VMM MOIMTUKOJIOIIKE
HETO COLIMOIOIIKE aHa/IN3e.

Y oBoMm pamy he 6mTu AaT OCBPT Ha pasBOj HUjeje jyTOCTOBEHCTBA, CTBAparbe
3ajegHMuKe ApxkaBe Jy>xHux CroBeHa u mpobmeMe ¥ IPOTUBPEYHOCTH, Be3aHe 3a Ha-
L[MOHa/IHE MHTepece MOMUTUYKUX e/IUTa M BUX0B YTUIAj Ha pacmaf Jyrocnasuje. Pagu
ce 0 IBe CYHPOTCTaB/beHe Hfieje. JeflHA je HacTajma U3 MPOTUBPEUYHOCTH KOje Ciefie U3
oduIMjenHOT, YHUTAPUCTUYKOT, CTaBa OCHUBAYA 3ajefHIUKe Ap>KaBe fia je KpameBcTBO
Cpb6a, Xpsara n CroBeHana usrpabeHo kao sajemHMYKa [Ap)KaBa jeSHOT Hapoja
CacTaB/bEHOT Off TP IUIeMeHa, Ha 6as3) 4era je, KacCHUje, HACTaJIa Mieja jyTOCTIOBEHCKe
Hauuje. Hacynpot oBoMe cTajana je ujeja ga je ped o pasauduTuM HapofguMa Koju Tpeba
Jla IMajy CBOjy CAMOCTAJIHOCT YHYTap 3ajeJHUUKe IpXKaBe Koja 61 Tpebdaro na 6yzne depe-
panHor ycrpojcTrsa. HapasHo, mocTojana je 1 pesepBHa BapujaHTa ia CBaKy Hapof Tpebda
7la MMa CBOjy Jp>KaBy.
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IYI‘OCTIaBI/Ija — Ap’KaBa CYIIpOTCTaB/b€HMX €THUYIKIX NHTEPECA

JyrocnoBeHcka ApyKaBa je HacTasa, C jefHe CTPaHe, Kao NyTOrOfMILIba TEXba Jefla
MHTEIEKTyajala ca IpoCcTopa jy>KHOCIOBEHCKUX 3eMalba Koje ¢y TokoM XIX u rmoyerka
XX Bexa Hajsehnm pemom npunagane Kpamesuan Cpbuju, AycTpoyrapckoj MOHapXuju
n Kpamesunn Ilpuoj Topu, a mamum genom Mramuju m Oromanckoj ummepuju. C
Ipyre CTpaHe, OHA je pe3ynTaTr Bemukor para u, y MehyBpeMeHy mpoKIaMOBaHUX, part-
Hux mweeBa Kpamesune Cpbuje (Batakovié, 2002, str. 271-278). Bes o63upa Ha cBe
TypOy/IeHIuje Koje je MMana y MehyBpeMeHY, jaHAC TEIIKO MO)XeMO OCIIOPUTH CTAaHO-
BUIITE JIa je ,MJieja O jy>)KHOCTIOBEHCKOM YjeIMIberY, IPBO KYITYPHOM, a IOTOM 1 IIO-
MuTUYKOM, 6mia (je) maeMeHuTa M mporpecusHa. Ha TeMeby Te Mpeje je M HacTama
3ajeHMYKa Ap>kaBa Jy>xHux CnoBeHa — JyrocmaBuja. CacBMM je Ipyra cTBap Kako je Ta
Ufieja peann3oBaHa y ApyKaBHOj mpakcu obe Jyrocmasuje” (Martinov, 2014, str. 3). Komu-
KO je pasBOjHU IIYT JyrociaaBuje, OF CaMoOT II0YeTKa HheHOT MOCTOjama, 610 ontepehen
YHYTpaIIUM HPOTUBPEYHOCTMMA, BE3AaHUM 33 jeVHCTBO MM PA3AMYUTOCT Hapona
KOjI Cy je CTBapasy, TOBOPY 1 caMa YMILEHMIIA A je OHa, TOKOM CBOT IIOCTOjaba CeflaM
nyTa npomenmia csoje ume’ (Milosevié, 2000, str. 97). Ckopo cBaka Off OBIX [IPOMeHa je
Yj€HO 3Ha4YM/Ia ¥ IPOMERY JP>KaBHOT YCTPOjCTBA.

Vako je 6110 y ONTHIIAjy ITYHO BapyjaHTU OKO TOTA KAKO YPEJUTH jy)KHOCTOBEHCKE
3emsbe, 1. merembpa 1918. je 0OCHOBHA 3ajefHMYKA ApXKaBa YMji je MOYETHU Has3uB 6110
KpamesctBo Cpba, Xpeara u Crnosenana. [TonasHa upeja je 61aa, TOMMKO ITOHAB/baH
CTaB, [ja ce Pajiu O jeflHOM HapoJy ca TP IUIeMeHa WV TP UMeHa. Y offOpaHy oBe Te3e
UIIUIO Ce TOTIMKO JIAJIEKO Jia je eH CITy)KOeHM je3UK HadBaH CPIICKO-XPBATCKO-C/IOBEHAUYKHU
(Bugarski, 2004, str. 26). Ynmennna je ga Taka GopMmynanuja Hu Ipe HY KaCHUje Huje
6ua y jaBHOj yroTpe6u, Te fia ce 0BJie paji, IIPUMAPHO, O UJIOTOMIKIM MOTHBIMA YIIO-
Tpebe oBe Ppase. OHO 1ITO je GUTHO je [a je, TOKOM CBEYKYIIHOT ITOCTOjatba 3ajefHIYKe
Ip>KaBe, UIEOI0THja OMBMYEHA MAPTUKYIAPHUM MHTEpecrMa HalMOHA/THUX HOMUTUY-
KMX e/IMTa MMaJla 3Ha4ajaH yTUIAj Ha APYIITBEHY KUBOT.

C 0631poM z1a je 3ajemHMYKA Ap>KaBa HAIIPaB/beHa Y 0BOM OOJINKY, TO HABOM Ha IIO-
MIICA0 fia je oBfe ped 0 oHoMe 1ITo [aeTano Mocka (Mosca, 1939, str. 70-71) Hasusa ,,110-
mutndka popmyna‘. Mocka je TBpAMO fa CBaKa BIACT OIpaB/aBa cebe U CBOjy MOMUTUKY
ozpeheHOM 1IEONIOTIjOM KOja ce 3aCHMBA HA HEKOM MOPATHOM MM IIPABHOM NIPUHIIN-
Iy, KOjJi MOJKE Jla C€ 3aCHMBA J/IY Ha HATIPMPOJHOM I/IM Ha IIOjMOBMMA KOji, MIAKO ce

3 XpOHO/OIIKY, jyroCc/IOBEHCKA Ap)KaBa je IpoMeHma ciefehe sBaHmyHe HasuBe:
1. meuem6bpa 1918. 1. - KpamescrBo Cpba, XpBara n CroBeHaia
15. jyma 1920. 1. - Kpapesuna Cp6a, Xpsara u CroseHara
5. okTo6pa 1929. 1. - Kpa/peBuna Jyrocnasuja
7.mapTa 1945. 1. - [lemoxparcka PefepaTnBHa Jyrocnasuja
29. HoBeM6pa 1945. 1. - Pepeparnsra Haponna Perry6nuxa Jyrocmasuja
7. anpuna 1963. . - Connjamuctuuka Peneparnsua Peny6mika Jyrocnasuja

27. anpuna 1992. 1. - CaBesHa Peny6ryka Jyrocmasuja. OBaj HasuB ce OfHOCHO, IO pacragy
C®P]J, Ha 3ajenHnuky npxxaBy Cpbuje u LlpHe Tope u Tpaje 1o 4. pebpyapa 2003. r. Kajja MOCIENHA
ocrarak JyrocmaBuje ysuma 3BaHM4aH Hasu Jp>kaBHa 3ajemumia Cp6uja u Llpua Topa, koja
OCTOjU J10 eV HUTIBHOT pasjasa I IpoIallena HesaBycHocTH LlpHe Tope moce pedepenmyma
0 IEHOj CaMOCTa/lMHOCTH, 21. Maja 2006. rox,.
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He C/TaKy Ca YMIbeHMIIaMa, U3ITIeflajy PaloHaaHo. Pagu ce 0 mmeonomkoM mponusBogy
Taflalllibe Bafajyhe enure Koja je, 6ap kaja je peu o CpOuju, ymecTo ImyTa Ka CTBaparmby
3ajegHM4Ke apxkaBe cBux Cpba, n3abpaa IIyT Ka 3ajeHIYKO] FPKaBM jy»KHOCTOBEHCKIX
Hapoza. Ho, koju rog 1yt fia ¢y nsabpaiu, MOpau Cy Ia Ue0NOLIKI OCMUCIUTIL.

JTacsen n Kamman (Laswell & Kaplan, 1975, str. 116-133) passujajy mojam nommtud-
KOT MUTA Ka0 HajOIILTHje KaTErOpuje KOjoOM Ce IPENCTaB/bajy OCHOBHY ITOJIUTUIKY CUM-
6omm Hekor gpymTsa. bux aBojuna uay xopax ncmnpen Mocke 1 TOBOpe O HOTUTUYKO]
IOKTPUHM Ka0 yyKeM IOjMy KOjuM ce GOpMY/TUITY OUeKMBama I 3aXTEeBN Y Be3M Ca OfHO-
cuMa Mohu 1 IpyIITBeHOM IIpakcoM. Vzieonoruja ce ofie 1ojasibyje Kao MOMUTIUYKMA MUT
4nmja je PyHKIMja 1A 3aLITUTU FPYIITBEHM IOPEFAK 11 OHa 06MYHO GOopMy/INIle NHTepece
nonmuTiake ennte. Ilapamokc je a oHa Texu fa Oyfie yHMBEp3aTHa MaKo 3aCTYIIa CaMo
HapTHUKy/IapHe MHTepece. Y IPaKCU ce TO CBOAY Ha yOehnBare 1je/IOKYITHOT [pyLITBa ca
HaMepoM Jla ce YTUYe Ha IeroB CUCTEM BPENHOCTHU. Y CymITHHM MOCKUH I10jaM IIO/IN-
TI4Ke GOopMyIie IpefCcTaB/ba CaMo [ie0 MOMUTIYKOT MIUTA, IPel3HIje, OHO 1ITo JIacBen
u Kamytan HasuBajy MONMTUYKOM JTOKTPMHOM. Ped je 0 OCHOBHUM IpeTrnocTaBKaMa Ha
KOj/Ma ce HeKo JIpymTBo Temebu. OBa f1Ba ayTOpa KOpUCTe M TI0jaM MonmuTiake ¢op-
MyJI€e a/li IIOJ, MM, 33 PasiuKy ofy Mocke mmogpasymeBajy OCHOBHE jaBHE 3aKOHE JPYIIT-
Ba, ONlepalMOHA/IN3al1jy KOHKpeTHNX 06/uKa Mohy, a nommTinika Moh o614yHO fo6mja
cMucao upeHTnUKanyja, 3aXTeBa M Halamba MONHUX.

Ha ce, y cmy4ajy Jyrocnmasuje, pafiy O IOMUTUYKOj MAEONOTWjU, BUAK C€ U U3
4YuIbEeHMIIE Jla Ce, 32 BpeMe MOHapXlje, Ha CTBapambe 3ajeflHMYKe Ip)KaBe INIEfaIo Kao
Ha OCTBAape€he BEKOBHUX TEXIbM CIMYHUX HAPOAa. Y KacHUjeM IIePUOLy Ceé CMaTpajio
la je ped O Ap>KaBM KOja HUje UCIYHI/IA IOYeTHAa OYEKMBAMa T€ [ je, IIOHOBO UMIE0-
JIOLIKO, peliietbe Tora 6uno yBobemwe denepatusue peny6inke. Ho, n3amena 3panndHOr
CTaBa HMje YTUIIA/IA Ha TO Jla ce IIPOTUBPeYHOCTH cMambe (Perovi¢, 2015, str. 3). Ibux ne
Tpeba TPXXUTH y uaeonornjama seh y peamnom xmBory. Y ToM cMucIy Tpeba pasyme-
i IleTpanosuheBy omacky fa je mjeja yjeaumermba pe3ynTaT KOHKPETHMUX COIVjamTHMX
OKOTTHOCTY KOje HacCTajy PasBoOjeM HOBUX JPYIITBEHO-€KOHOMCKMX OJJHOCA M PacIa/ioM
deynamuama. Ha IOMUTHYKOM HMBOY ped je 0 clabbemy aycTpoyrapcke M OCMaHCKe
UMIIepHje, a Ha COLMjalIHOM O jauamby rpahaHcKe K/lace ¥ IeHUM TeKHbaMa 3a eKOHOM-
CKOM I ONMUTHYIKOM camocTanHimhy (Petranovi¢, 1988, str. 3), a Ha KyITypOIOIIKOM HH-
BOY, ped je 0 UICTOPUjCKOj IIOBE3aHOCTY I ETHMYKOj CPOLHOCTH jY’KHOCTIOBEHCKIX HapO-
ma. OBOMe MOXXEMO JIOfIaTH JIa je, HA KOHKPETHO-MCTOPUjCKOM HIBOY OHA IIPeJiCTaB/basia
cutyannoHo usHyhen pesynrar ncxopa Bemkor (IIpsor cBeTckor) para.

Yak u HajcpopHuMje Hapofe y 3ajeQHMULM MOTY Ja Ap>Ke MCK/bYYMBO PALMOHAIHU
MHTepecy. 3Hayaj PAIMIOHATHOT je JOOPO CXBAaTao Tafjalllibyl MMHICTAp TPrOBUHE U
unpycrpuje Crojan Pubapary xoju je Harnamasao fia je IOMUTUYKO jeIMHCTBO CPOJHUX
HapoJia TEeIIKO OfP>KaTy ako ce Mehy wiiMa rojaBe CyIpOTCTaB/beHN eKOHOMCKY MHTepe-
cu (Petranovic, 1988, str. 30).

C 0631poM Ha IpeTXOfHE MCTOPUjCKE OKOMHOCTH, Off CaMor IOYeTKa je Ouma
BIJI/bMBA 3HAYajHA PA3/IMKA Y CTENIEHY eKOHOMCKE M KYNTYPHE Pa3BUjeHOCTI IOjeMHIX
menosa 3emsbe. CeBeposallaiHM JIeIOBM 3eMJbe, aycTpoyrapckor Hacimeba, 6mmm cy
3HAYajHO PA3BMjEHMjU Of OCTATKa, ajM JaJeKO VCIOJ, HMBOA IEHTPaTHOEBPOICKMX
3eMasba. Y mMMa je 6MI0 eBuAeHTHO mpucycTo rpabancke ximace. Y Cpbuju, koja je y
MehyBpemeny 611/1a 1 paToM OIIycTOlIeHa, caMo ¢y beorpan n IToMopaB/be MMaIy HELITO
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MHAYCTpPUje 0K Cy jy’KHa, uctoyHa u sanagHa Cpouja (u3yses bopa 1 JleckoBua) 6ue
Ha HMBOY 3aHATCTBa, CUTHE TProBMHe, foMahe pajguHOCTH M mobonpuspene. denosu
koju cy 6unu nog Typckom Bragasunom (Makenounja, KocoBo, Metoxuja u CaHIiax) cy,
y CBaKOM IIOITIeRy, 3aocTajanu (Petranovic, 1988, str. 39-40). OBakaB OZHOC CHara HeMu-
HOBHO YyKa3yje Ha TO Jja Cy eKOHOMCKY MHTepecH IOjelMHNUX [leJIoBa 3eM/be MOpau OUTH
CYNIpOTCTaB/beH). bijo KaKaB IOKYIIaj MOMMTIYKE ¥ €EKOHOMCKE MHTeTpaliyije HepaBHO-
MepHO pa3BMjeHMX Jie/loBa HOBe IpyKaBe je 6110 TeXXaK 3aJjaTak He caMo 3060r pas/inka y
CTeIleHy eKOHOMCKe Pa3BIjeHOCTH IOjeaMnHuX peruja Beh u 360r KynTyponomkux pas-
NMKa, PA3/nKa y je3uKy ¥ HaIlMOHATHOM ¥ PETUTHjCKOM cacTaBy. AKO y3MeMO y 063up
YMEbEHMITY JIa je CTBaparbe JyrocnaBuje, Oopey TeXbe e/I0Ba HAMIOHA/THIX MHTENIEKTY-
QIHMX €/IUTa, 610 U pesyaTaT patHux 3acayra Cpouje u MOCeOHOT aHIKOBaba CPIICKE
TONMUTHYKE eNTe, TOCTaje pasyM/buBo fla he ce y pasBMjeHMjUM HeTOBMMA TMOjaBUTU
HE3a/I0BO/bCTBO HOBOHACTA/IOM CUTYALIVjOM.

ITomauy 0 HaLMOHAIHO] CTPYKTYPU PEUUTO FOBOPE KONIMKO je CUTYaluja, Off CAMOT
oveTKa, Omra KoMiviekcHa. [Ipema moparma Koje HaBomy IlerpanoBuh, HanmMoHaTHY
crpykrypy Kpamesune CXC cy unnmmu Cpbu ca 39%; Xpsatu — 23,9%; CrnoBeHun —
8,5%; Mycmumanu — 6,3%; Makegouuu — 3,3%; Hemun — 4,3%; Mabapu-- 3,9%; Anban-
uu (Apnayty, Hluntapn) - 4,0%; Pymyrn - 1,6%; Typun - 1,2%; Uramujaru - 0,1%);
crmoBeHCKe MamMHe - 1,6%; octamy — 0,3%. CrnoBeHun 1 MaKeJOHIV CY YKUBEIM KOM-
[IAKTHO Ha CBOjUM TepuTopujama, fok ¢y Cpbu u Xpsaru 6unu usmeuanu. (Petranovié,
1988, str. 32). HapaBHo, noganu koje IlerpaHoBuh HaBoOmM Cy caMO OpUjeHTAL[IOHOT Ka-
pakTepa, c 063MpOM Jia ce Huje MONMCUBa/Ia HAPOFHOCT/HalLOHaIHOCT Beh camo Bepou-
CIIOBECT 1 MaTeprby je3uk. UMHM ce f1a je pecy/iaH 3Hayaj 3a aby CyA0MHY 3ajeHIIKe
Ip)KaBe MMa/a YMIbeHNIIA [a Cy /iBa HajOpOjHMja Hapofja SKMBe/Ia M3MellaHa Ha JCTOj
Teputopuju. 360r TOra je, Off CaMor MoYeTKa OMIO TEIIKO YTBPAUTY YHY TPalllibe FPaHNUIIe
U OPraHM30BaTH PETMOHAIHY OPraHM3aLNjy Ha HAIlMOHATHIM OCHOBaMa.

JyrocnaBuja Huje HamyHWUIA IPBY JIELleHNUjy CBOT IIOCTOjalba a HAapOAu KOju Cy
YUUIM Y BbeH cacTaB cy Beh cxBaTmmm MelycobHe pasiyke u 3arasuiu y HalMOHAJIHY
HeTPIIe/bUBOCT. TIOIMTUYKI SKUBOT Ce IIPETBOPMO Y MECTO CYKOO/baBarba HallMOHAII-
HUX upeonornja. XpBaTcKa CTpaHa je jaCHO MCKasuBa/la CTaBOBE Jla MX CPIICKA CTpaHa
OMeTa y CTBapakby HallMOHa/IHe JAp)KaBe JIOK je CPIICKa Te3a O1Ia la Cy XpBaTCKe IIO/N-
TUYKe TPyTIANMje HelloysAaHy YMHMIAIL U la YTPOXKaBajy Ap>kaBHU mopefak (Batakovic,
2002, str. 296). KynmmHanyja oBux OHTy)K6I/I ce porogua 20. jyHa 1928. rogune Kaja je,
nyusuMa y ckynmtyay, [Tynumnra Paunh y6uo xpsarcke mocmanuke Crjermana u ITas-
na Papuha u ‘Hypy bacapideka. Kpasp je Ha TO OfroBopuo cycrenoBameM IapIaMeHTa
u YcraBa u yBohemeM /mmuHe (IIecTojaHyapcke) AMKTaType. JeiHa Of YBeeHNX Mepa je
6mta mpomena uMeHa aApkaBe Y KpaspeBuHa Jyrociasuja, Koja je mpaTusia 1 MpoITIallehe
jemuHCTBEHe jyrocnoBeHcke Hanuje (Petranovi¢, 1988, str. 295).

Y oBoM mepuopy je IOCTOja/la KOHCTaHTHA IIOMMTHYKO-MJEONONIKa 6opba Ha
pemanujy jefaH Hapof ca TPy IJIEMeHa — jyroCclIoBeHcKa Hanuja. IIpBy Tesy je sacrymama
jemHa Off HajyTUIQjHUjUX IapTuja mpefpaTHor nepuofa — CpIcka pafnKaaHa CTPaHKa,
4uji je IIaBHM Wb 6110 moBesuBame cBux Cpba y mucry mpxasy (Bakié, 2004, str 298-
299). [Ipyry Tesy je mpoMoBucana JyTOCTOBEHCKA eMOKpATCKa CTpaHKa Koja je HacTa-
/la OKYIUbalbeM BMILe HMOMMTMYKUX Ipylanuja Koje cy seh ayxe BpeMe yHasaj, rajue
jyrocnoseHckn pyx (Radojevi¢, 1995, str. 8). OBa cTpaHKa je, TOKOM IIpBe [eLieHUje
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II0CTOjarba, JOKMB/baBa/la BUIIE LETatba, /N je YIIPKOC TOMe CadyBajla CBOj€ U/eO/IOIKO
OIIpefieNierhe CTapO TOTOBO II0/IA BEKa.

Vpeja jyrocoBeHCTBa je y TOM MOMEHTY G11/1a OCTA CTapa, CTapija off JyroC/IOBeHCKe
JEeMOKDATCKe CTpaHKe. Y JyTOM Tpajamy je HOPMA/JHO UM Jla Ce PasBMjy pasIn4muTa
TyMadema Heke upeje. Pasiyke cy fomasuse of Tora LITO je y IeHO OOIMKOBambe 6110
YK/bY4€HO MHOIUTBO PA3ININTUX YMHIIALA, UCTOPWjCKUX, je3UYKIX, KY/ITYPHIUX, ETHINY-
KUX, PEJINTHjCKUX UTJ,. YIPaBO je Ta KOMIIIEKCHOCT IIOCTasIa pas3yior 300r KOT ce YMHMIA
HemoryhyuM peanmsanyja jyrocnoBeHcke HaryoHanHe upeje. Cp6u, Xpsaru u CnoBeH-
LU Cy OpUIAflai PasIN4IUTUM TpajulyjaMa M HOMUTUYKUM, KYITYPHO-UCTOPUjCKUM
U BepCKUM KOHTEKCTUMA, PasIMYUTUM MHTEPeCHMM M yTHLajHMM cdepama. JenmHo
IITO UM je OM/IO 3ajeHMYKA KapaKTepUCTHUKa je ga ¢y 1918. rox. 6um Ha mepudepuju
MOJIePHI3AL[N]CKMX ITpolieca Koji Cy 06/IMKOBau UBUIN3anujcKu nuk EBpormne 1 cBeta
(Roksandi¢, 2017, str. 33).

Y 3ajeqHMUKY Ap>KaBYy UX HUCY OfBENM UCTU MOTUBU. XpBaTu 1 CIIOBEHIN CY Y By
CTUITIM IIyTeM caMoompefie/berba a Cpby myTeM MehyHapopHor npusHaBama IpaHuLA
Kpamesune Cpbuje u3 1913. ron. Ca Tpu Hapopa Cy, yIackoM Y 3ajelHIYKy JpXKaBy,
CTeK/Ia CTaTyC KOHCTUTYTMBHMX Hapopa. MehyTum, y Toj mp>xasu je 6umo n npunagHn-
Ka Hapofa Hejy)XKHOCTOBEHCKOT IIOpeK/Ia, au Takobhe M jy)KHOCTOBEHCKNUX Ipymalyja
KOje HICY IpU3HAaTe Kao KOHCTUTyTuBHM Hapoxu (Makenoniu). He Tpeba saHemapu-
TU HJ YMIbEHMIY Jla Cy Ce IPUIAJHUIM OBUX HapOfa y HEIOCPENHO] IPOIIOCTA Ha-
JIa3V/IM Ha Pas/IMYMTHM CTpaHaMa y paTHUM cyKoOuma. OBJie Iipe cBera Tpe6a uMary y
BUAly Bemuku pat, WITO je CUTYypHO IPeNCTaB/bajIo M3BECHO UCTOPUjCKO onTepeheme 3a
OHe KOji Cy ce Ha/laswIM Ha IyOMTHMYKUM cTpaHaMa. To je, usmeby ocrammx unmnmia-
113, YBEIMKO JOIPMHOCHUIIO la CXBaTake jyrOC/IOBEHCTBA HelpecTaHo Oyxae nameby ,,uc-
KyCcTBa (3a)MUII/bEHOT 1 (He)OCTBAPEHOT y MOBMjeCHO OTBOPEHUM jy’KHOCTABEHCKNM
HAI[OHA/THOMHTETPALMjCKUM U MofepHusauujckum mporecuma’. (Roksandi¢, 2017,
str. 37). Hapoau Koju Cy HampaBUINM Kpaj/beBMHY Cy Y 1Y YIUIM Ca CBOjUM Hajama U
OYeKMBambMMa. VICTOpIjcKe OKOTHOCTI Cy YIMHIIE [ja CBe CTPaHe, Y Mamwoj min Behoj
MepH, OCTaHy MSHEBEPEHNX OYEK/BaIba.

KopeH npeje 3ajenHnuke ap>xase jy>xHnx CI0BHA JaTupa ca HacTaHKoM Vnmpckor
mokpeta y XpBarckoj, TpugeceTux roguua XIX Beka. Hajucraxuytuju meby merosum
nHCcnmparopuma je 6uo Jbygesur Iaj. Ped je 0 mpaBoOM HAIIIOHATHOM IIOKPETY Y KOjeM je
II0Y€0 Jla Ce PasBMja XPBATCKM HAL[MOHA/IHY UIEHTUTET /1M Ca IbJUM Y UJieja O CPOTHOCTH
XpBara ca OCTa/IMM jy)KHOCTIOBEHCKMM HapoiuMa. Y HasHaKaMma ce By M MoryhHoct
CTBapama 3ajefJHNYKe IpiKaBe C IbJIMa Kao CUTYaLlMOHO U3HyDheHo pelierse ¢ 06311poM fia
XpBaTyu HMKAJ, HUCY, KaO HapOJl, MIMaJIii CAMOCTATHOCT. Jlakie, OBJie je ped caMo O I0jaBy
ujieje jyroclioBeHCTBa, a/lu He U O UJIEjU YjelubaBamba ca ocTanuM jyxxuum CroBeHuma,
063mpom fa Cnosentm u Cpbu HIUCY XTe/u Jia IPUXBaTe WIMPCKO UMe.

XpBaTCKM MHTENEKTYAIY U HOMUTHYApK CYy Kpo3 unraB XIX Bek emabopupanu
upejy xpparcke fgpxxasHocTu. Meby mwuma je Hajpasyuxananju 6uo Anre Crapuenuh koju
ce 3aj1larao 3a Ufejy O He3aBMCHO] XPBATCKOj ApP>KaBU, NMPELU3HMje JP>KaBM XPBAaTCKOT
Hapofa, y Kojoj 6u camo XpBaTu MMaIM HOIUTHYKA IpaBa. Y ONTULAjy Cy O1Ie 1 upeje
0 CaMOCTAJTHO]j IP>KaBM, OHOCHO [ip>KaBy XpBaTa yHyTap AycTpoyrapcke. Y TOM Iepu-
Oy, HajU3PasUTUjM 3aCTYIIHMK jYTOC/IOBEHCTBA KO XpBara je 610 6uckyn Jocu Jypaj
IMTpocmajep ca uzejoM o 3ajeFHNYKO] Ap>KaBu jy>kHrx CloBeHa, Koja 6u Tpebaso fa ce
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sacHuBa Ha deneparusrom npunnumy (Rudolf, Cobanov, 2009, str. 289). Yrpxoc Tome
IITO je, y IeTroBOj BM3YpPH, jyTOCTOBEHCKa 1jeja je Beh mpepcrap/baza 06IMKOBaH IO-
MUTUYKM KOHLIENT, KOjI je MOJPasyMeBao IPBO KY/ATYPHO Yjeouberbe, Ila TaK OHJja I10-
TUTHUYKO, OH je, UITAK, 3aCTYIIA0 KJIePUKAIHN CTaB KOj! Ce, Y KOHAYHOM, HajBIIIIE NHTE-
pecoBao 3a mosuuujy Xppara, KaToNMKa M KaTOMMYKe IIPKBe. Y KacHMjeM IE€PUOLY, Off
noyeTka XX BeKa, II0YeJIO0 je Jla jada aHTUK/IEpUKATHO CXBaTambe. JefjaH Off IPeNCTaBHM-
Ka TakBe MUCIN je 610 u JoBaH Ckepruh, CPIICKM KIIDKEBHUK U MHTETEKTyasal] Koju
je cMaTpao Jja ce jeIUHCTBO CPIICKOT M XPBAaTCKOT Hapojja MOXKe OCTBAPUTH jeJUHO Ha
6asy crmab/berba BepCKMX pasimka. I1o meroBuM pednma, HApOFHO jeIMHCTBO je Moryhe
noctyhy caMo Ha OCHOBY BepcKe PaBHONYIIHOCTH, LITO 3HAYM Jja jyrOC/IOBEHCKa Mfeja
»Mopa 6uty anTuKIeprkanta uin je Hehe 6utu® (Ekmeci¢, 1973, str. 117).

CxeprnheBa [a/leKOBUIOCT je OBMM CTaBOM JIOLIUIA [0 IIYHOT M3paxkaja, ¢ 003M1-
poM 7a je masey TOK porahaja mokasao MyHY MHKOMIATMOVIHOCT PAs3IMYNTUX BEPCKUX
3ajeHIIIa, HAPOUNTO BEIMKUX, Ha jyrocnoBeHckoM mpocropy. Cykobu Cpba u Xpsata
CY, Y KpU3HIM BpeMeHNMa, H001ja/Iit yIIpaBo BepCKy AUMeH3M)Y. [Ipyru cBeTCK par je, y
3HA4YajHOj Mepy, Ha XPBATCKOM TepeHy MMao (JOpMY BepCKOT paTa IIPaBOCIaBHOT I KaTo-
JIMYKOT XWB/ba. KacHuju patHu cykobu cy takobhe umanu ucry ¢popmy. Cykobu y Bocuu
u XepIierOBIHM CY MMaJII jOII 3aMpIIEHNjy BepcKy GopMmy, jep €y Y BUX OUIN YK/by4eH!
U IIPUTIAJTHULIN MICTTAMCKE BEPOMCIIOBECTI.

Cpb6uja je y XIX Bexy Beh rpagmna camocTanHy fp)aBy Tako Aa ce Huje 6aBmia
nMTabeM 3ajefHnLe ca octamuM Jy>xHuM Crnosenyma Beh nuTameM 00jeiibaBamba CBUX
Cp6ay jenny apxasy. Ha KynTypHO-1/ie0/10IIKOM HUBOY Cy HajBehy ynory y popmuparmy
CPIICKe HAIMOHAJIHEe CBeCTH opmrpanu pagosy Byka Kaparmha u Vnmje Tapamrannna.
XpBaTCcK1t OArOBOP Ha OBAKBO CTaHOBUINTE Ouia je uzeja Ante Crapuenha o Bemnkoj
XpBaTckoj, Koja 61 Tpebano fa ce MPOCTUPE LEMOKYIHUM jy>KHOCTOBEHCKUM IIPOCTO-
pom. Tek ca cBpraBameM Brafgapcke guHactuje O6penosuha u fonackom Kapahophesuha
nounmse 1 'y Cpbuju fa ce pasmuiba o yjenumemny CroeHana un Xppara ca Bemikom
Cp6ujom (Rudolf, Cobanov, 2009, str. 288-289).

Tex Kafia je HOCTAIO OYMITIEHO Aa AycTpoyrapcka ryou Bemku par, modere cy oT-
BOPEHO Jla Ce 3aT0BaPajy UJieje O Yjeiuberby y 3ajeHMUKY ApxKaBy jyxxHux Cnosena. Ho,
OCTaJIO je OTBOPEHO NMNTarbe MecTa XpBaTCKe Y HOBOM AP>KaBHOM OKBHUPY. [IOK ce Ip>KaB-
HocT XpBaTcke 00/MKOBama y oKBUpruMa Xab630ypuike MoHapxuje, Cpouja je Beh 6mma
MebyHaponHO nmpusHara Ap>kaBa CTBOpeHa y ycTaHuyMa npotuB OTomancke Bractu. Ha
nouetky XX Beka, qub Cpouje je 6110 ocnobabhare cBrx KpajeBa y KojuMa XIBU CPIICKO
CTAaHOBHUIITBO U HUXOBO [IOBE3UBakE Y jeMHCTBEHY CPICKY ApxaBy. OBo ce mpumap-
HO ofgHOCWIO Ha Makegouujy u Heocmobobhere gemose Typcke, gox ce o monoxajy Cpba
y AycTpoyrapckoj, 300r MOMMTUYKMX TEH3MUja, HUje OTBOPEHO FOBOPMJIO CBE JI0 TT0YeTKa
ITpBor cBetckor para. o Taf, uaeja sajeqHNYKe Apkase jyxHyx CloBeHa Huje 61Ia y
onrtuuajy. Msyserax je 6una camo CaMocTasIHa pajJiKaJHa CTPaHKa Koja je MMasa y CBOj
nporpaM yrpabeH, nIpuandHO HeopeheH, cTaB 0 HeroBamy jyroC/IOBEHCKe 3ajefHNULIE
(Vajagi¢, 2016). Tex 1913. roguHe ce IpBu IyT 4yje cTaB o ocnobabamwy Cpba Koju xuse
npeko Case, [lynasa u [Ipune (Kazimirovi¢, 1995, str. 32).

ITpBu 3BaHNYIHY CPIICKY TOKYMEHT Y KOjeM ce CoMUIbe ocnobabare 11 yjennmaBame
cBux Cpb6a, Xpsara 1 CrroBenana je Jexmaparuja Kpamescke Brage o 7. gerjem6pa 1914.
rogyHe (Huimka mexmapanuja) Kojy je Ha mpemior Biafie ycBojuia Hapopsa ckymmry-
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Ha (Petranovi¢, Zedevié, 1985, str. 37). Cnenehn no 3navajy 3a ragammy Cpbujy foKy-
meHT je Kpdexa mexmaparja og 7/20. jyma 1917. roguse Koja meduHmIe HalMOHATHN
upentuter Oyayhe sajenHnuke gp>xase Ha cnegehn naunn: ,npencrasaniu Cpba, Xpsa-
Ta u C/1oBeHala IOHOBO U HAjOfICYAHUje HAITIAIllaBajy, [ja je 0Baj Halll TPOMMEHU HApOJ
jemaH MCTH 10 KPBH, 10 je3VKY TOBOPHOM I IMCAHOM, 110 ocehajima cBora jefuHCTBa, 110
KOHTUMHYUTETY U LEIMHU TEPUTOPHje, Ha KO0jOj HEIIOBOjeHO JKMBMY, I 110 33jeJHIYKIM
JKUBOTHMM MHTEpeCHMa CBOTa HAIlMIOHATHOT OIICTAHKAa ) CBECTPAHOI PasBUTKA CBO-
ra MopamHor u MarepujanHor >xusora“ (Petranovi¢, Zecevié, 1985, str. 66). VI3 oBor
ce BUAY Ha je mpuxsaheH YHMTapHM KOHLENT HOBe Agpxase. IlocTaBba ce muTame ja
7N je OBO HEIPOMMUIIbEHN YMH CBUX 3aMHTEPECOBAHNX CTPaHa WM Kobpa Boka fa ce
CTBOPM jeIHCTBEHA Haluja — Ap>kaBa Koja he mohu ga mpepcras/pa sHadajan dakrop y
HeCTabWIHNM BpeMeHVMa. UMHU ce [a Ce Ha OBO MUTAbe MOXKE [JAaTI CAMO BPETHOCHO
yTemerbeH oprosop. Kacuuju tok forabaja je u jegsy u apyry upejy 4nHmo, y ucto Bpeme,
u Moryhom 1 Hemoryhom.

Jaxre, 3ajeTHIYKM MHTEPEC CPIICKUX ¥ XPBATCKUX IOMUTUYKNX €IUTA je, Off CaMOoT
HacTaHKa jyroc/IoBeHCKe JJeje, IOCTOjao caMo Y IpyOuM KOHTypaMma. Y CBeMYy OCTaJioM,
OHM Cy ce pasmuasuan. To je, MOIyT 37I0T yCy/ia, IPATHUIO 3ajefHNUKY AP>KaBy CBe BpeMe
IEHOT TI0CTOjamba. KibyuHu npobem je 610 mnrame Ap>kaBHOT ypebhema u perynmmcama
CTaTyca KOHCTUTYTUBHUX, a/lll ¥ OCTA/INX, HAPOJa YHYTap 3ajefHIUKe gpxKase. Jpyrum
pednma, NMTambe Ce CBOAVIIO Ha TO Jia /I Ce PAIM O jeSHOM HapoJy ca TpM IVIeMeHa MIn
O TPU CpOJHA HAPOJA U KAKO ypenuTu mwuxose Mehycobue ongHoce. CBaka cTpaHa je, 3a
cefe, MMajIa pasIM4YNTe OfTOBOPE Ha OBA MUTaba.

OHo 1ITO je, HA JYTU POK, 00eeXmIo GyHKIMOHNCAbE 3ajefHIIKe ApXKaBe je
IPOTUBPEYHOCT MHTEpeca U LUbeBa [ABa KOHCTUTyTMBHa Hapopma Cpba m Xpsara
(Stojanovi¢, 2017, str. 8). JemHO Of CYIITMHCKUX IIUTama, y Be3M Ca OBUM, CBOLUIO Ce
Ha Ipo6yeM Ap>xaBHOT ypebema. Ped je o unmenntu ga ce 6utka oxo 6ynyher ypehema
Bopmna usmeby nBa mehyco6HO nck/pyunBa morena: cprckor xoju je 6ynyhuocr Buzgeo
Y YHUTApPHOj Ap>KaBJ) ¥ XPBAaTCKOT, KOj! je JaBao IpefHOCT defepauji paBHOIPAaBHIX
Hapopa. OBo je mparwio u nutame Mehyco6HOr pasrpaHndemna, Koje je MpefCcTaB/balo
moce6HO 6OTHO MecTO, C 063MPOM Ha MPOCTOPHO-eTHIIKY n3Mmemranoct Cpba u Xpsa-
Ta Ha TEPUTOPUj! KOjy je 10 Tafla Ap>Kana AyCTpOyrapcka MOHapXuja. JelHN HeIBOC-
MIC/IEHO 3ajeJHIYKN MHTepeC CPICKe U XPBATCKe CTpaHe 6uo je ocnobahame ox Tybe
BJIaCTH.

IInrame apTuKynanuje HalMOHATHUX MHTEpeca je NpaTWIo JyrocrnaBujy Kpos3
4uTaBy HeHy ucropujy. Ilocme ckymmmHckor aTeHTara 1928. ropguHe M3BpINEHA je
TepUTOpMja/IHa peopraHusanyuja Jyrocmasuje. Y okTobpy 1929. rogune cy dopmimpa-
He GaHOBMHE KaO afMUHUCTpaTVBHe jenuuunie. Gopmmpamem 6aHOBUHA CY pasbujeHe
ucropujcke nemnne. Tako je Cpbuja momepena Ha ner 6anosuHa: [IyHaBcky, Mopas-
cky, Bappmapcky, Jpuncky n 3etcky. XpBatn Cy nope/benn Ha ise 6anosune (CaBcKy u
IMpumopcky). usp oBora je 610 ma ce 06e36ey HaCUIHA jyrOCTIOBEHCKA YHUDUKALITja.
OuekuBama cy 6mma fa he ce, pasaBajarmem XpBaTa, TaKiile KOHTPOJIMCATI XPBATCKY Ha-
LIIOHAJIHN TIOKPeT a pasfBajarbeM Cpba CTBOPUTI OCHOB 3a cIIpoBoberbe moMnTHKe MH-
TerpaIHOT jyroC/IoBeHCTBa. IIpy ToM je 3abparmeHa ynorpeba CBUX HALMOHATHUX CUM-
6oma (Petranovi¢, 1988, str. 190-191). Ho, Tume je mocturuyT KoHTpaedexar. ITocmemuna
TOTA je fla HAaIlIOHA/IH! OTIIOP, Y HApeJHOM IIepUONY, jada.
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Pesyntat Tora je ma je 1938. ropuHe, y CKJIONy HOroBOpa OKo (popMmuparma Biasie
IIBetkoBuh-Mauek, 6una crBopeHa banosuna XpBarcke, cajamem Cascke 1 IIpumopcke
6aHOBIHE, KOja je 0OyXBaTajIa He CAaMO TEPUTOPHje HaCTaeHe IpeTeXHO XpBaruma Beh
U Ie0 HeKaJIallIBbIX ayCTPOYTapCKUX TEPUTOPMja Ha KojuMa Cy Behu feo cTaHOBHMIITBA
uyHm Cp6u. ITpakTidHO, 0BO je 6ura Hajpeha 6aHOBMHA 1 LIW/b HEHOT OO/INKOBaHba
je, mameby ocrasor, 6M0 f[a ymMmpu XpBaTCKe HAIMOHAIHe Bohe KOju Cy MOKyIIaBajn
[la M3BpIIe MHTEPHALMOHAMM3aLMjy XPBATCKOT MMTama U Jja Harpase Benuky XpBarcky
y OKBMpUMa Jyrocnabuje. Braga je yrimaBHOM IIOIyINTaa pafy O9yBarba JTa)KHOT MUpa
u cMamuBama MehyHaumonanHux Hameroctu. HecpeheHocT HanmonamHux opHoca ce
oryefiaia ¥ Kpo3 6pojHe MefujcKe KaMIlaibe I TOKYyIaje la Ce yBely eKOHOMCKe Mepe
nporus Cpbuje, demy Cy ce IPOTUBUIN XPBATCKY IIPUBPEFHNUIIV C APTYMEHTOM /i MIM Ce
to He ucrnatu (Vukovié, 2012, str. 247-248), mTo je 6110 JOKa3 Ja Cy Cé IOJIMTUYKE e/IATE
Mebycobno cymporcTasmpane kopuctehy MefyjCKy IpomaraHfiy 1 TaKHe apryMeHTe, He
61 1 3a10BOJBIIE IMYHE acIUpaliyje.

becmucnenocT Tese 0 €KOHOMCKO]j €KCIIOATal M)y Ha HALIMOHAIHOj OCHOBY C€ BUIV
U Kpo3 4nmbeHnLe ja je 1918-1938 y JyrocnaBuju nopuruyTo 2193 dabpuxe. Op tora ,,y
Cnosenuju 403 pabpuxe, y Xpparckoj u CnaBonuju 635, Janmanuju 97, bocan n Xep-
nerosuun 129, Bojsopnun 6e3 Cpema 390, Cpouju 428, Makenounju 99, Ipuoj Topu 12
(Petranovi¢, 1988, ctp. 69)% Vs nogaraka ce Bupu fia je Hajsehu pasBoj 610 y kpajeBnma
KOjJ CY jOLII IIpe yjeaniberba 611N HajpasBUjeHuju — ceBep U ceBeposanay a'y Cpouju 1o
cy 6umu Beorpan, 3emyn u ITandeso.

IMouerax [Ipyror cBeTCKOr paTa je 0benexxkeH CTBapambeM HAIMOHATHUX MapIOHEeT-
CKMX OKYTAIMOHNUX peXXuMa. VIcToBpeMeHo ce Boamo ocmobonmmadkn u rpahanckn par.
Cyxob6u f1Ba K/by4Ha HapOAa Cy 6111 06eeXKeH It KOHI[EHTPALMOHIIM JIOTOPMMA 1 Be/lu-
KJMM paTHUM 37I09MHIUMA, IPYHYTHOM HALIMOHA/IHOM M BEPCKOM acUMuIanyujoM. Tako-
3paHa HesaBucua [Ip>xaBa XpBarcka je, ¢ jefiHe CTpaHe, O1Ia MapMOHETCKA Ap>KaBa II0%
IIOKPOBUTE/LCTBOM OKYTIAIIMOHNMX BJIACTHM A C APyre CTpaHe je MpefcTaB/baja MOKYIIaj
CTBapama CaMOCTa/IHe XPBATCKe Ap>KaBe M MPUCBajaba HOBUX TEPUTOPMja.

Ha gpyrom 3acegary ABHOJ-a (29. HoBeMbap 1943.) JyrocnaBuja ce yreMerbyje Kao
Ip>kaBa Ha (efepaTHNM IPUHIUIINMA, KOjit 61 Tpebaso ga obesbefe MyHy paBHOIPAB-
HOCT CBUX jYyTOCTIOBEHCKMX Hapojja ¥ HalJMOHAJTHUX MamMHa. Y IOYETHOM IIEPUOLY je
(enepaunja 6uma reHTpann3oBaHa, MehyTuM, ca mpBom mpoMeHoM ycrasa (1963) Hexe
eHe (QyHKIMje IIPeHoCe ce Y HaJIeKHOCT pernrybnuka. Ha Bprnonckom mrenymy (1966)
BoDemwy KaipoBCKe IONNTHKE, IIpe CBera M360p (HYHKLUMOHEpA CPEber U BUIIET PaH-
ra, CIYIITA Ce Ca CaBe3HNX Ha PeIyO/iKe I IOKPajUHCKe TIOIUTIIKE eIUTe. 3al09eTn
mpotecr ce GpUHAMM3NPAjy AOHOIIEHeM YCTaBHUX aMaHaMaHa (1971) u tpeher ycrasa
(1974).

OsBo mokpehe mporec koHpenepanusanuje caBesHe Ap>xase, anu u Pemy6nnke
Cpbuje, yKuameM HEHUX HAJISKHOCTH HaJl IOKPajiiHaMa Y KOjyMa Cy BEJMKM [e0
CTAaHOBHMINITBA YMHIINM IPUIIAJHUIM PAa3HNX HAIlMOHATHUX MambluHa. CBe 0OBO YMHU
MOACTNIIAj Ia HAIIMOHA/IN3aM, 33 Mame Off IBe JelleHuje, CTeKHe YIIOPUIITE Y 3BaHNY-
HIUM HOMUTUYKUM CTPYKTYypaMa Koje Cy, TOTOBO y IOTITYHOCTH, II0CTajle HallIOHATHO
nopsojere (Miladinovi¢, 2009). CaMo HeKOIMKO TOAMHA IIOC/Ie pacliafa Jyrocuaasuje,
HallVIOHaJIHe eliTe Cy Beh ysele IyHY KOHTpOJIy Haf [ellaBamyuMa y seMpn. OcaM-
Iecere ropmHe cy Beh Omie oTBOpeHO ObenexeHe CyKOOMMa HALMOHATHUX €IMTA
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U BUXOBUX MJIEONOTUja. JelHa OJf OMM/bEHMX apTyMeHTalMja HAIlMOHANNCTA je y
TO BpeMe, CIMYHO Kao 1 y nepuopy usmeby nBa para, 6mia, TEUIKO [OKa3WMBa, Te3a
O HaIMOHAJTHO] HEPABHOIPABHOCTY M €KCIUIOATallMj/ COIICTBEHE HallMje Off CTpaHe
npyre/mpyrux Hanuje/a (Madzar, 1996). C 063upoM Aa je y cOUMjauCTUIKOM Iepu-
Ofly, U3 MJEOJIOUIKUX Pas/iora, CTPoro BoheHo padyHa 0 paBHOMEPHO] HAI[MOHAJIHO]
3aCTYIUbEHOCTM Y CBUM CTPYKTypaMa BJacTM, TO OBe aparyMeHTalllje HMUCY MOIJe
IUPEKTHO fa ce gokaxy. C Ipyre cTpaHe, HIfje MHOTO YUMbEeHO Ha pasdbujarmy HALMO-
HAJIHUX NpeApacylia, M eTHUIKUX cTepeoTunmja u gucranuy. CymrnHa npobiaema je
y TOMe fia ¢y Brafajyhe enre modene fa CTaB/bajy y IpBMU IUIAH HAIMOHATHE CyKoOe,
Kako 61 m3bernu coumjanHe Cykobe 1 IOCTaB/babe MUTAEKA HUXOBOT [PYLUITBEHOT
yunnka (Surculija, 2011, str 111).

Behu 6poj ucrpaxxnama je Beh y To BpeMe 1okasao fa Cy ImaTpujapxaansam U ay-
TOPUTApU3aM, Y CafiejCTBY Ca HeCTAGVMIHOM MOMUTUYKOM U €KOHOMCKOM CUTYALIjOM, ¥
3Ha4ajHOj Mepy IIOTIIOMOITN ecKanauujy HauyoHanusMa (Lazi¢, 1994; Golubovi¢ at al,
1995; Mihailovi¢, 1990). Jenna o mpBuX mweroBux ManudecTarja je 6uma oTBapame Cy-
K004, Moce6HO OKO MITaka YHYTPALIBIX, HAIMOHAHUX, Tpannia. CIcTeM je 10 Te Mepe
610 ypylleH fja ¢y Iodesie Ia Ce CTBAPajy HOBe IMOMUTUYKE CTPAHKE KOje CY, YIJITABHOM,
HacTajare Kao HeneraaHe TBopesuHe (Pavlovi¢, 1990; Sinkovié¢, 1990; Draskovi¢ et al.,
1990; Duri¢, Munjin, Spanovi¢, 1990; Radulovié¢ i Spaié, 1991). Behuna wux je nmana
HaIlMOHATHM NpefsHaK. COIMOMONIKa M COLMO-TICUXO/IOMIKA UCTPAKIBaba CY YTBPIM-
7a fa ¢y Ha MebyHaI[MOHA/IHM paT MOACTUIIA/IE HALMOHAIMCTUYKY 000jeHe HOIUTIIKe
enTe KOjuMa je Lk 610 cTHLame Wwin ofpxaBame Baactu (Golubovi¢, 1995, str. 225;
Kuzmanovié, 1995; Katunarié, 1991).

VcTpakmBama HallMOHATHE BE3aHOCTM M €THUMYKMUX AMCTAHLM Cy Ce CIIPOBOAM-
J1a jolI Off IIesfieceTUX COAMHA, /TN Y [IOYeTKYy HUCY [aBana 3abpumasajyhe pesynrate,
IITO je, Y M3BECHOj Mepu OM/IO YC/IOB/beHO BaXkehoM nyieoIomKkoM KammMoM OpaTcTBa 1
jenmHcTBa. Yak cy u y uctpaxknupamuma paheHnM y Bpeme Kaja HalmoHanHa eydopuja
HouNbe [ja JOXKIB/baBa BPXYHALl, 3HaTaH Opoj rpahana Halujy He JOXXMB/baBA KAO afleK-
BaTaH OKkBMp 3a upeHtudukanujy (Bacevic, 1990, str. 149-253). IlonmoBuHOM Ocampece-
TUX je yOYeHa PeaTUBHO cmaba HalMOHA/MHA Be3aHOCT Koj, Mmagux (55,7% M3pakaBa
Cmaby WM HUKAKBY HAIIVOHAIHY BE3aHOCT), KOjU YIIPaBO IIPEfCTaB/bajy Haj3HAYajHIjU
Jieo BOJHOT KOHTMHIEHTA ¥ KOjU Cy MMaJIy Y/IOTY ,TOIIOBCKOT Meca“ y CyKoOuMa fieBe-
mecetux. Hajseha je 6mma xon xocoBckux AnbaHalja, OKO 4eTHpH HETHHE, a HajMama y
Bocun n Xeprerosuun, oko tpehute momymanuje. Yak u KOx OHUX KOji Cy Ce HALMO-
HAJTHO U3jalllhaBajii je O1Ia, Marbe-BIIlle, IPUCYTHA PeTATUBHO BUCOKA jyTOCIOBEHCKA
npedepentuja (kox 42.1% Cpba, 25.5% XpsaTa, anu camo Kog; 2.7% Anbanana, KOf 0CTa-
JIMX MaBbMHCKMX Hapoaa 36upHo 39.9% nth.) (Flere, 1986).

3aK/byyak

Haumonanusam koju je 13610 0Ko pacnaja JyrocaaBuje 610 je IpORYKT APYLITBEHO-
-MICTOPMjCKIX JlellaBamba. Heka off paHUjiX MCTpaKuBatba eTHUYKUX OIHOCA CYTepUILIY
Jia jeflaH Off FeTOBYX ITIABHMX Y3POKa Tpeba TPa>KUTHU Y IOCTYIIIMMA MOMUTUYKUX eTUTa
Koju ¢y paBOpM30Ba/IM HALIMOHATHO UTakbe U AaBamy My Mefujcku myommuutet (Pantid,
1967; Mili¢, 1972). V3 oBora crefn fa MMa OCHOBA [a CY eIMTe jefaH Of 3HAYAjHMjUX
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YMHWIAIIA KOju Cy fioBenmu ocehame HalMOHaNTHe Be3aHOCTM ¥ MehyHanmoHamHe Cy-
IIPOTCTAB/bEHOCTH IO TaYKe yCHjarba.

Hajueuthe 6u ce pacmap Heke #py<aBe IIpaBJao eKOHOMCKMM pasiosuma. VIHTepe-
CaHTHa je TBpAba [/IMroposa Kojyu cMaTpa fia y cIydajy Jyrociasuje To He 611 6110 afek-
BaTaH ofiroBop. K/byunu yspok pacnajia, IpemMa MUILI/beHY OBOT ayTOPa, HUje y HOKyIajy
fia ce IpOMeHM OOINK eKOHOMCKOT ypebema, a ce HAIIyCTM COLMja/ln3aM, Tj. KOMaH[-
HO-IUTAaHCKa IpuBpena u yhe y Hekn o6muk TpxkuinHe npuspeie. OCHOBHM PasJior je y
YME>EHUIIN [Ia j€ Ped O eTHUYKM MEUIOBUTO] IP>KaBU Y KOjOj Cy 1fieje HE3aBUCHE Ap)KaBe
Ouie MCTOPUjCKN yOOKO YKOPereHe y CTpaTernjy OMUTIYKMX e/INTa 1B JOMUHAHTHA
Hapopa — Cpba u Xpsara. OBa TeHfieHIIja je MMaia Behy IIOKpeTaduKy CHATy of HecTa-
6utHOT ekoHOMCKOT KoHTeKcTa (Gligorov, 2014, 225-259).

OuexuBama ca KojMa e YIIJIO y 3aje[[HUUKY JPXKaBy, a/li M OHA Ca KOj1Ma Ce KacHMje
Y7IaswyIo y mojefiluHe pa3BojHe dase ce BP/IO YeCTO HUCY UCTyHhaBana. YnmweHnIa Koja je
IIpaTi/Ia €THUYKY XeTePOTeH CacTaB CTAHOBHMIITBA j€ /1a HeKe Off 1heHMX Hal[ija HUKa]
HIICY MIMaJjie HallIOHA/IHY He3aBMCHOCT TaKO Jia C€ HUCY, HU Y CACTaBy JyrocIaBuje, Ogpu-
1jajie TOT IWba. 3a ApyTe je JyrocnaBuja IpeficTaB/basa ONTIMATHO pelliee COIICTBEHOT
HaIMIOHA/THOT INTamba, JOK je 3a Tpehe 6MIa caMo HY)XHO pelere. 360r pasIM4nTUX
HOIMTUYKO-UCTOPUjCKUX OKBUPA Y KOjUMA Cy Y paHMjeM nepuopy >xusenn Jyxxuau Cro-
BeHI, y KOTIeKTMBHOM IamMhemy Cy Hajjaul yTHCaK OCTaB/baja Ha ,aHNMO3UTETe, HAaCU/be
u He3af0Bo/bCTBO (Gligorov, 2014, str, 222). To sHaun fa je pacmap Jyrocnasuje, ¢ jefHe
CTpaHe, HPOAYKT PaslIM4UTUX HALMOHAIHUX CTpaTeruja, HAMOHATHUX IOMUTUYKUX
eluTa a, C ipyre cTpaHe, crenuduyHe CTPyKType ApywTBeHe Mohu Koja je, Hajpehum
fienoM, 6m/1a KOHLIEHTpUCaHa y BPXy Biaafajyhe mapruje mopie/beHe 10  HalMOHATHOM
ocuosy. To je 6M0 MOACTNIIAj 3a CTBapambe HALMOHATHO YCMEPEHUX CTpaHaKa Koje Cy
CBOjy IONMTUYKY PETOPMKY 3acHMBase Ha Oyhemy 1MaeomoliKe CBECTH O HAI[MOHAJIHO]
AVCKPMMIHALVj/ Ha IITETY COIICTBEHE Haluje.

OuekuBaHO, cBe 0BO cy mparuie u MehyHarmoHanHe onTyx6e un cropemwa. ITpnu-
JIMYHO HecTabWIHA eKOHOMCKA CUTyauuja ce, y MehycoOHMM TpBemuMa objalnmaBaa
MONMUTUYKUM apTyMeHTVMa, KOji Cy Mame Buile 6umu HeocHoBaHM. Tparmaso ¢uHame
Koje je ycrnenmno je 610 rpahaHckm par obene)xeH HALMOHATHUM ¥ PeIUTMjCKUM efie-
MEHTOM, KOjH je, y Kpajiboj InHmju, 6110 par Bohen nsmebhy Cpba u Xpsara a y koju cy ce
yK/bYuru u MycMaHM, 3a IpepacIofiely Teputopuja. Y oBoM CyKoOy je feHUTIB-
HO, ca MCTOPMjCKe ClieHe HecTasa Jyrocmasuja. OcTana je caMo y OKPEHEHOM OOMUKY U
oy, umenoM CaBe3Ha perry6nuka Jyrociasuja, Koja je Tpajama o 2003. rogmHe.
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Abstract: Yugoslavia was created in 1918 under the name of the Kingdom of Serbs,
Croats and Slovenes. Prior to its creation, there were discussions on whether it should be a
unitary state of one nation with three tribes or a federation of equal peoples. In the period
between the two wars, the state was unitary, becoming a federal republic after the end of
the Second World War. After the creation of the common state, there was a continuing
conflict between individual peoples and their political elites, and there was visible rivalry
between Serbs and Croats, in particular, that occasionally escalated into open conflicts.
Over time, national relations grew increasingly complicated. In the post-war period, re-
search found a high presence of ethnic stereotypes, distances and prejudices. There were
multiple attempts to bring them into balance, by means of establishing the Yugoslav na-
tion after the 6 January Dictatorship, then the community of equal peoples and nationali-
ties, after the Second World War, forcing the ideology of fraternity and the unity of nations
and nationalities, and funally openly advocating the thesis on the disintegration and the
creation of independent national states. The final disintegration of Yugoslavia can be as-
sessed as a result of ethnic conflicts rather than of economic underdevelopment.

Keywords: Yugoslavia, national relations, Yugoslavism, ideology, political elite

Introduction

The Yugoslav society was marked by numerous internal contradictions over the course
of its existence. In times of socialism, ideologically-oriented authors often publicly pro-
nounced the phrase “six republics, five nations, four religions, three languages, two alphabets
and one state” By the way things are, today we can consider this as a measure of officially de-

! miladinovic@fon.bg.ac.rs

2 The paper is the result of research on the project OI 179074 “Tradition, modernization and nation-
al identity in Serbia and the Balkans in the process of Eurointegrations”, financed by the Ministry
of Education, Science and Technological Development of the Republic of Serbia
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sirable but not realistic conditions (Miladinovi¢, 2005, pp. 95-96). This phrase was certainly
not a measure of the collective identity of its citizens. This state no longer exists today, “the
republics took their own paths, the peoples and religions were drawn into a bloody dispute,
every attempt at dialogue was conducted in the language of the deaf, peace agreements were
signed in an illegible handwriting, and we have long mourned and forgotten the common
state” (Miladinovi¢, 2008, p. 7). Yugoslavia fell apart for many reasons. Among these reasons,
of course, it is not negligible that relatively few people felt as Yugoslavs.

The controversies that entered the common state, with which it lived until the end
of its existence, shaped its internal crises since the creation and prolonged them until the
final breakdown. They were really numerous, and they were manifested in different fields.
In a sociological sense, the following contradictions can be singled out as particularly
relevant:

1. the diverse ethnic and religious composition of the population; 2. the conflict of
traditionalist-conservative and liberal-modernizing social values; 3. economic underde-
velopment and the lack of rational economic legislation and 4. global structural contradic-
tions arising from the social composition of the population (Miladinovi¢, 2008, pp. 9-10).

The first two that follow from our cultural and historical milieu, and represent prod-
ucts of cultural-historical differences and the different traditions of certain ethnic and re-
ligious groups, are still the basis and potential focus of future crises and conflicts. The last
two are products of an inadequate economic development, but they reflect on the overall
social structure. Many erroneous political decisions, mostly made by national political
elites, influenced their formation, which from one moment to the next could represent the
result of the realization of particular interests of the centers of power, but also of not (well
enough) thought-out best intentions, which was discussed in detail in (Madzar, 1990;
Cobelji¢, Rosi¢, 1990; Bilandzi¢, 1985) especially for the socialist period.

It is also possible to add a number of other social contradictions, which either have
a lesser sociological significance or can be solved by a social and political consensus, and
therefore may be subject to a legal, economic or political rather than a sociological analysis.

This paper will provide an overview of the development of the idea of Yugoslavism,
the creation of a common state of the South Slavs and the problems and contradictions re-
lated to the national interests of political elites and their influence on the disintegration of
Yugoslavia. These are two opposing ideas. One emerged from the contradictions resulting
from the official unitarist attitude of the founders of the common state that the Kingdom
of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes should be built as a common state of one nation composed
of three tribes, based on which the idea of the Yugoslav nation later emerged. As its con-
trast, there was the idea that there were different nations that should have their own au-
tonomies within the common state which should be federally organized. Of course, there
was also a backup variant that every nation should have its own state.

Yugoslavia - a state of opposing ethnic interests

The Yugoslav state was founded, on the one hand, as a long-standing aspiration of
certain intellectuals from the territory of South Slavic lands, which mostly belonged to
the Kingdom of Serbia, the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy and the Kingdom of Montene-
gro, and to a lesser extent to Italy and the Ottoman Empire in the nineteenth and early
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twentieth centuries. On the other hand, it was the result of the Great War and the war
aims of the Kingdom of Serbia proclaimed in the meantime (Batakovi¢, 2002, pp. 271-
278). Regardless of all the turbulences that happened later, today we can hardly deny the
view that “the idea of South Slavic unity, first of all cultural, and then political, was noble
and progressive. Based on this idea, a common state of the South Slavs — Yugoslavia, was
formed. It is completely another matter how this idea was realized in the state practice of
both Yugoslavias” (Martinov, 2014, p. 3). That the development path of Yugoslavia was
burdened with internal contradictions related to the unity or diversity of the peoples who
created it, ever since its origin, is testified by the very fact that, during its existence, it
changed its name seven times* (Miloevi¢ 2000, p. 97). Almost all of these changes also
meant a change in the state structure.

Although there were many solutions on how to organize the South Slavic coun-
tries, on December 1, 1918, the common state, whose initial name was the Kingdom
of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes (Kraljevstvo), was founded. The starting point was the
often-proclaimed idea that this was a single nation with three tribes or three names.
In defending this thesis, things went so far that its official language was called Serbo-
Croatian-Slovenian (Bugarski, 2004, p. 26). The fact is that such a formulation was not
publicly used before or after, and that there were primarily ideological motives for the
use of this phrase. What is important is that, during the overall existence of the com-
mon state, the ideology of particular interests of national political elites had a significant
impact on social life.

The fact that the common state was made in this form suggests that this is what
Gaetano Mosca (Mosca, 1939, pp. 70-71) called a “political formula” Mosca argued that
every authority justifies itself and its policy with a certain ideology founded on a moral
or legal principle that can be based either on the supernatural or on notions that look ra-
tional, although they do not agree with the facts. It was an ideological product of the then
ruling elite, which, at least in Serbia, instead of creating a common state of all Serbs, chose
the path to a common state of the South Slavic peoples. But, whatever path they chose,
they had to find an ideological base for it.

Laswell and Kaplan (Laswell & Kaplan 1975, pp. 116-133) developed the notion of
political myth as the most general category that represents the basic political symbols of
a society. The two of them went a step ahead of Mosca and spoke of political doctrine as
the narrower term that formulates expectations and demands in relation to power rela-

3 Chronologically, Yugoslav state has changed the following official names:
1 December 1918 - Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes (Kraljevstvo)
15 July 1920 - Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes (Kraljevina)
5 October 1929 - Kingdom of Yugoslavia
7 March 1945 - Democratic Federal Yugoslavia
29 November 1945 - Federal People’s Republic of Yugoslavia
7 April 1963 - Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia

27 April 1992 - Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. This name, after the disintegration of the
SERY, referred to the common state of Serbia and Montenegro and lasted until 4 February 2003
when the last remaining part of Yugoslavia took the official name of the State Union of Serbia and
Montenegro, which existed until the definitive dissolution and proclamation of independence of
Republic of Montenegro after the referendum on May 21, 2006.
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tions and social practices. Ideology appears here as a political myth whose function is to
protect the social order and it usually forms the interests of the political elite. The paradox
is that it strives to be universal, though it only represents particular interests. In practice,
this is reduced to persuading the whole society with the intention of influencing its sys-
tem of values. In essence, Mosca’s notion of political formula is only part of the political
myth, more precisely, what Laswell and Kaplan call political doctrine. These are the basic
assumptions upon which a society is based. These two authors use the notion of a politi-
cal formula, but underneath it, unlike Mosca, imply the basic public laws of society, the
operationalization of concrete forms of power, and political power usually acquires the
meaning of identification, demands and hopes of the powerful.

That, in the case of Yugoslavia, this was political ideology can be seen from the fact
that, during the monarchy, the creation of a common state was regarded as a realization
of the long-lasting aspirations of similar nations. In the later period, it was considered to
be a state that did not fulfill the initial expectations, and that, ideologically, the solution
was to establish a federal republic. However, the change in the official attitude did not
affect the reduction of oppositions (Perovi¢, 2015, p. 3). They should not be sought in ide-
ologies, but in real life. Petranovi¢’s remark that the idea of unification was the result of
concrete social circumstances that arose from the development of new socio-economic
relations and the collapse of feudalism should be understood in this sense. At the politi-
cal level, this was the weakening of the Austro-Hungarian and Ottoman empires, at the
social level, it was the issue of strengthening the civic class and its aspirations for eco-
nomic and political autonomy (Petranovi¢, 1988, p. 3), and at the cultural level, it was a
matter of historical connection and ethnicity of the South Slavic peoples. We can add to
this that at the concrete historical level, it represented a situational outcome of the Great
(First World) War.

Even the most similar peoples can remain in a union due to exclusively rational
interests. The significance of the rational was well-understood by Stojan Ribarac, Min-
ister of Trade and Industry, who emphasized that the political unity of allied peoples is
difficult to maintain if there are conflicting economic interests among them (Petranovi¢,
1988, p. 30).

Considering the prior historical circumstances, from the very beginning, significant
differences in the degree of economic and cultural development of certain parts of the
country were visible. The northwestern parts of the country, of Austro-Hungarian heri-
tage, were significantly more developed than the rest, but far below the level of Central
European countries. The presence of the civic class was also evident in them. In Serbia,
war devastated in the meantime, only Belgrade and Pomoravlje had some industrial de-
velopment, while Southern, Eastern and Western Serbia (except for Bor and Leskovac)
were at the level of crafts, small shops, homecrafts and agriculture. Parts that were under
the Turkish rule (Macedonia, Kosovo, Metohija and SandZak) were lagging behind in all
respects (Petranovi¢, 1988, pp. 39-40). This balance of power inevitably indicated that the
economic interests of certain parts of the country had to be in opposition. Any attempt at
political and economic integration of the unevenly developed parts of the new state was a
difficult task, not only because of the differences in the degree of economic development
of certain regions, but also because of cultural differences, differences in language and
national and religious composition. Bearing in mind the fact that the creation of Yugo-
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slavia, apart from the tendencies of parts of national intellectual elites, was also the result
of Serbia’s war merits and the special engagement of the Serbian political elite, it becomes
clear that dissatisfaction with the newly emerging situation would grow in more devel-
oped parts.

The data on the national structure indicate how complex the situation was from the
very beginning. According to Petranovi¢, the national structure of the Kingdom of SHS
was made of Serbs - 39%; Croats - 23.9%; Slovenes - 8.5%; Muslims - 6.3%; Macedo-
nians - 3.3%; Germans - 4.3%; Hungarians - 3.9%; Albanians (Arnauts, Shiptars) - 4.0%;
Romanians - 1.6%; Turks - 1.2%; Italians - 0.1%); Slavic minorities - 1.6%; others - 0.3%.
Slovenes and Macedonians lived compactly in their territories, while Serbs and Croats
were mixed. (Petranovi¢, 1988, p. 32). Naturally, the data Petranovi¢ listed only serve as an
indicator, since data on ethnicity/nationality were not collected, but only on religion and
mother tongue. It seems that the crucial importance for the further destiny of the com-
mon state rested in the fact that the two most numerous people lived in the same territory.
Therefore, from the very beginning, it was difficult to determine the internal borders and
organize a regional organization on national bases.

Before Yugoslavia completed the first decade of its existence, the peoples that joined
it already grasped their differences and turned to national intolerance. Political life be-
came a place of conflict of national ideologies. The Croatian side clearly expressed the view
that the Serbian side interfered with the creation of its national state, while the Serbian
thesis was that the Croatian political groupings were an unreliable factor and threatened
the state order (Batakovi¢, 2002, p. 296). The culmination of these charges took place on
June 20, 1928, when Punisa Raci¢ shot Croatian MPs Stjepan and Pavle Radi¢ and Puro
Basari¢ek in the Assembly. The King responded by suspending the Parliament and the
Constitution and introducing a personal (6 January) dictatorship. One of the introduced
measures was to change the name of the state to the Kingdom of Yugoslavia, followed by
the proclamation of a unified Yugoslav nation (Petranovi¢, 1988, p. 295).

In this period there was a constant political and ideological struggle between a na-
tion of three tribes and the Yugoslav nation. The first thesis was represented by one of the
most influential parties of the pre-war period - the Serbian Radical Party, whose main
goal was to join all Serbs in the same state (Baki¢, 2004, pp. 298-299). The other thesis was
promoted by the Yugoslav Democratic Party, formed by the gathering of several political
groups that had cultivated the Yugoslav spirit for some time before (Radojevi¢, 1995, p.
8). During the first decade of existence, this party experienced several dissolutions, but
nevertheless preserved its ideological definition for almost half a century.

The idea of Yugoslavism was quite old at the time, older than the Yugoslav Demo-
cratic Party. It is normal that different interpretations of an idea are developed over such
a long period. The differences arose from the fact that many varying factors, historical,
linguistic, cultural, ethnic, religious ones and many other were involved in its formation.
It was precisely this complexity that became the reason why it seemed impossible to real-
ize the Yugoslav national idea. Serbs, Croats and Slovenes belonged to different traditions
and political, cultural, historical and religious contexts, to different interest and influen-
tial spheres. The only thing they had in common was that, in 1918, they were at the pe-
riphery of modernization processes that shaped the civilization of Europe and the world
(Roksandi¢, 2017, p. 33).
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They did not have the same motives for entering the common state. Croats and Slo-
venes reached it through self-determination, and Serbs through international recognition
of the borders of the Kingdom of Serbia from 1913. All three nations, by entering a com-
mon state, gained the status of constituent peoples. However, there were also members of
non-Yugoslav peoples in that state, and also South Slavic groups that were not recognized
as constituent peoples (Macedonians). One should not ignore the fact that members of
these peoples were on the opposing sides in war conflicts in the immediate past. First of
all, we should bear in mind the Great War, which certainly represented a certain historical
burden for those who were on the losing side. This, among other factors, greatly contrib-
uted to the understanding of Yugoslavism between the “the experiences of the conceived
and the unattained in the historically open-ended South Slavic national-integrative and
modernization processes.” (Roksandi¢, 2017, p. 37). The peoples who created the kingdom
entered into it with hopes and expectations. Historical circumstances left all parties, to a
greater or lesser extent, disappointed.

The root of the idea of a common state of South Slavs dates from the creation of the
Illyrian Movement in Croatia, in the 1830s. The most prominent proponent was Ljudevit
Gaj. This was a true national movement in which the Croatian national identity began to
develop together with the idea of a similarity of Croats with other South Slavic nations.
There were indications of the possibility of creating a common state with them as a situ-
ational solution, since Croats had not, had autonomy as a nation before. So, this was the
emergence of the idea of Yugoslavism only, but not of the idea of unification with other
South Slavs, since Slovenes and Serbs did not want to accept the Illyrian name.

Throughout the 19th century, Croatian intellectuals and politicians elaborated the
idea of Croatian statehood. Among them, the most radical was Ante Staréevi¢, who advo-
cated the idea of an independent Croatian state, more precisely, the state of the Croatian
people, in which only Croats would have political rights. There were also ideas about an
independent state, that is, the state of the Croats within the Austro-Hungarian Empire.
During this period, the most prominent representative of Yugoslavism among the Cro-
ats was Bishop Josip Juraj Strossmayer, with the idea of a common state of South Slavs
based on a federal principle (Rudolf, Cobanov, 2009, p. 289). In spite of the fact that, in
his vision, the Yugoslav idea was already a well-formed political concept which implied
cultural unification in the first place, and then political one, he nevertheless represented
a clerical attitude that was most interested in the position of the Croats, the Catholics and
Catholic churches. In the later period, from the beginning of the 20th century, the anti-
clerical understanding began to intensify. One of the representatives of such thought was
Jovan Skerli¢, a Serbian writer and intellectual who felt that the unity of the Serbian and
Croatian people could only be realized on the basis of weakening religious differences.
According to him, national unity could only be achieved based on religious indifference,
meaning that the Yugoslav idea “must be anti-clerical or not be” (Ekmeci¢, 1973, p. 117).

Skerli¢’s ability to see far ahead came to its full expression here, since the further
course of events showed the full incompatibility of various religious communities, espe-
cially large ones, on the Yugoslav territory. The conflicts between the Serbs and Croats
received a religious dimension in times of crisis. The Second World War, on a significant
scale, had a form of a religious war between the Orthodox and the Catholic population on
the Croatian soil. Subsequent war conflicts also had the same form. Conflicts in Bosnia
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and Herzegovina had an even more complicated religious form, since they also included
members of the Islamic faith.

In the nineteenth century, Serbia was an independent state, so it did not ponder on
the issue of unity with other South Slavs, but rather on the question of the unification
of all Serbs in one state. At the cultural and ideological level, the works of Vuk Karadzi¢
and Ilija Garasanin played the most significant role in the formation of Serbian national
consciousness. The Croatian response to this view was Ante Starcevic’s idea about Greater
Croatia, which should extend to the entire South Slavic area. It is only with the overthrow
of the Obrenovi¢ dynasty and the arrival of the Karadordevi¢ dynasty that Serbia began
to consider the unification of Slovenes and Croats with Greater Serbia (Rudolf, Cobanov,
2009, pp. 288-289).

It was only when it became apparent that the Austro-Hungarian Empire was losing
the Great War, that the idea of unification into a common state of South Slavs was openly
advocated. But, the issue of Croatia’s position in the new state framework remained open.
While the statehood of Croatia was shaped within the framework of the Habsburg monar-
chy, Serbia was already an internationally recognized state created in the uprisings against
the Ottoman authorities. At the beginning of the 20th century, the goal of Serbia was to
free all the Serb-populated areas and join them together in a single Serbian state. This
primarily referred to Macedonia and the non-liberated parts of Turkey, while the position
of Serbs in Austria-Hungary, due to political tensions, was not openly discussed until the
beginning of the First World War. Until then, the idea of a common state of South Slavs
was not in circulation. The only exception was the Independent Radical Party, which had a
rather vague attitude of fostering the Yugoslav community in its program (Vajagi¢, 2016).
It was only in 1913 that the attitude of liberating Serbs living across the Sava, Danube and
Drina rivers was heard for the first time (Kazimirovi¢, 1995, p. 32).

The first official Serbian document mentioning the liberation and unification of all
Serbs, Croats and Slovenians is the Declaration of the Royal Government of December
7, 1914 (the Ni§ Declaration) adopted by the National Assembly on the proposal of the
government (Petranovi¢, Zecevi¢, 1985, p. 37). The next important document for Serbia
at the time was the Corfu Declaration of 7/20 July 1917 defining the national identity of a
future common state in the following way: “Representatives of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes
again earnestly emphasize that this nation of three names is the same one by blood, by the
language spoken and written, by the sense of its unity, by the continuity and totality of
the territory, on which it lives undivided, and by the common life interests of its national
survival and the general development of its moral and material life” (Petranovi¢, Zecevi¢,
1985, p. 66). It can be observed from this text that the unitary concept of the new state was
accepted. The question arises whether this was an imprudent act of all interested parties
or a good will to create a single nation - a state that can be a significant factor in unstable
times. It seems that only a value-based answer can be given to this question. The subse-
quent course of events made the first and the second idea, at the same time, both possible
and impossible.

Therefore, the common interest of the Serbian and Croatian political elites existed
only in rough contours since the very beginning of the Yugoslav idea. In everything else,
they differed. This, like an evil destiny, followed the common state throughout its exis-
tence. The key problem was the issue of state regulation and the regulation of the statuses
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of constituent and other peoples within the common state. In other words, the question
was reduced to whether this was a single nation with three tribes or three related nations
and how to regulate their mutual relations. Each side had different answers to these ques-
tions.

What marked the functioning of the common state, in the long run, was the opposi-
tion of the interests and goals of the two constituent peoples, the Serbs and the Croats
(Stojanovi¢, 2017, p. 8). One of the essential questions, in this connection, was the prob-
lem of state regulation. The fact is that the struggle over future arrangement was led be-
tween two mutually exclusive views: the Serbian view of the future in a unitary state and
the Croatian view, which gave priority to a federation of equal peoples. This was followed
by the issue of delineation, which was a particularly painful spot, given the spatial-ethnic
confusion between the Serbs and Croats in the territory that the Austro-Hungarian mon-
archy had previously ruled over. The only unambiguous common interest on the part of
the Serbian and Croatian parties was the liberation from the foreign rule.

The issue of articulation of national interests followed Yugoslavia through its entire
history. After the assembly assassinations in 1928, the territorial reorganization of Yugo-
slavia was carried out. In October 1929, banates were formed as administrative units. The
formation of the banates broke down historical units. Thus, Serbia was divided into five
banates: the Danube, Morava, Vardar, Drina and Zeta Banates. The Croats were divided
into two banates (the Sava and Littoral Banates). The aim of this was to provide for a force-
ful Yugoslav unification. Expectations were that, by dividing Croats, it would be easier to
control the Croatian national movement and to create the basis for the implementation of
an integral Yugoslav policy, by separating Serbs. It was forbidden to use all national sym-
bols (Petranovi¢, 1988, pp. 190-191). But this had a counter-effect. As a result, national
resistance was strengthening in the coming period.

Asaresult, in 1938, as part of the agreement on the establishment of the Government
of Cvetkovi¢-Macek, the Banate of Croatia was created by merging the Sava and Littoral
Banates, which included not only the territories inhabited mainly by Croats, but also parts
of the former Austro-Hungarian territories on which a large part of the population was
Serbian. Practically, this was the largest banate and the goal of its formation was, among
other things, to pacify the Croatian national leaders who were trying to perform the inter-
nationalization of the Croatian issue and to create Greater Croatia within the framework
of Yugoslavia. The government generally ceded in order to preserve false peace and reduce
inter-ethnic tensions. The discordance of national relations was also reflected in numerous
media campaigns and attempts to introduce economic measures against Serbia, opposed
by Croatian businessmen with the argument that this was against their favor (Vukovi¢,
2012, pp. 247-248), which was proof that political elites opposed each other using media
propaganda and false arguments to satisfy personal aspirations.

The meaninglessness of the thesis on economic exploitation on a national basis can
be seen through the fact that in the period of 1918-1938, 2193 factories were built in
Yugoslavia. Of that, 403 in Croatia, 635 in Croatia and Slavonia, 97 in Dalmatia, 129 in
Bosnia and Herzegovina, 390 in Vojvodina without Srem, 328 in Serbia, 99 in Macedonia,
12 in Montenegro (Petranovi¢, 1988, p. 69)”. It can be seen from the data that the greatest
development was in the areas that had been more developed before the unification - in the
north and northwest, and in Serbia these were Belgrade, Zemun and Pancevo.
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The beginning of the Second World War was marked by the creation of national pup-
pet occupying regimes. At the same time, there was a liberation and civil war. Conflicts
between two key nations were marked by concentration camps and major war crimes, a
forced national and religious assimilation. The so-called Independent State of Croatia, on
the one hand, was a puppet state under the auspices of the occupying authorities, and on
the other hand it was an attempt to create an independent Croatian state and to assimilate
new territories.

At the Second AVNOYJ Session (November 29, 1943), Yugoslavia was established as a
state on federal principles, ensuring full equality of all Yugoslav peoples and national mi-
norities. In the initial period, the federation was centralized, however, with the first change
in the Constitution (1963), some of its functions were transferred to the jurisdiction of the
republics. At the Brioni Plenum (1966), the management of personnel policy, primarily
the election of middle and senior officials, descended from the federal to republic and pro-
vincial political elites. The initiated processes were finalized by passing the constitutional
amendments (1971) and the third Constitution (1974).

This triggered the process of confederation of the federal state, but also of the Re-
public of Serbia, by abolishing its jurisdiction over provinces in which a large part of the
population was made up of members of various national minorities. All this was an in-
citement for nationalism to gain a foothold in official political structures, in less than two
decades, which almost completely became national duplicates (Miladinovi¢, 2009). Only
a few years after the breakdown of Yugoslavia, the national elites already took full control
over the developments in the country. The period of 1980s was already openly marked
by the conflicts of national elites and their ideologies. One of the favorite arguments of
nationalists at that time, similar to the period between the two wars, was a hardly provable
thesis of national inequality and the exploitation of one’s own nation by the other nation/s
(Madzar, 1996). Given that in the socialist period, for ideological reasons, a close attention
was paid to the equitable national representation in all structures of government, these ar-
rangements could not be directly proven. On the other hand, not much was done to break
national prejudices, and ethnic stereotypes and distances. The essence of the problem was
that the ruling elites began to put national conflicts at the forefront in order to avoid social
conflicts and raising the question of their social impact (Sur¢ulija, 2011, p. 111).

A large number of studies already showed at that time that patriarchalism and au-
thoritarianism, in cooperation with an unstable political and economic situation, signifi-
cantly contributed to the escalation of nationalism (Lazi¢, 1994; Golubovi¢ at al, 1995;
Mihailovi¢, 1990). One of its first manifestations was the start of conflicts, especially over
the issue of internal national borders. The system was crumbled to the point that new polit-
ical parties started to form, which were mainly created as illegal (Pavlovi¢, 1990; Sinkovi¢,
1990; Draskovi¢ et al., 1990; Duri¢, Munjin, Spanovi¢, 1990; Radulovi¢ and Spai¢, 1991).
Most of them had a national mark. Sociological and socio-psychological research found
that nationalist-colored political elites were encouraging the inter-ethnic war in order to
gain or maintain power (Golubovi¢, 1995, p. 225; Kuzmanovi¢, 1995, Katunari¢, 1991).

Research on national affiliation and ethnic distance has been carried out since the
1960s, but at the beginning it did not provide any worrying results, which was, to a certain
extent, conditioned by the valid ideological climate of fraternity and unity. Even in surveys
performed at a time when the national euphoria began to peak, a considerable number of
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citizens did not perceive the nation as an adequate framework for identification (Bacevi¢,
1990, pp. 149-253). In the mid-1980s, a relatively weak national affiliation was observed
among young people (55.7% expressed weak or no national affiliation), representing the
most important part of the military contingent with the role of the “cannon fodder” in the
conflicts of 1990s. The highest one was recorded among Kosovo Albanians, about four
fifths, and the lowest in Bosnia and Herzegovina, about a third of the population. Even
among those who declared themselves nationally, there was a relatively high Yugoslav
preference (with 42.1% of Serbs, 25.5% of Croats, but only 2.7% of Albanians, 39.9% of
other minorities) (Flere, 1986).

Conclusion

The nationalism that broke out around the breakdown of Yugoslavia was a product of
socio-historical events. Some of the earlier studies on ethnic relations suggest that one of
its main causes should be sought in the actions of political elites that favored the national
question and gave it media publicity (Panti¢, 1967; Mili¢, 1972). From this, it follows that
there is a basis for the claim that the elites were one of the most important factors leading
to the sense of national affiliation and inter-ethnic opposition to the point of escalation.

Most often, the breakdown of a state is justified by economic reasons. Gligorov’s
statement that in the case of Yugoslavia this would not be an adequate response is rather
interesting. In the opinion of this author, the key cause of the disintegration is not an at-
tempt to change the form of the economic order, to abandon socialism, i.e., the command-
planned economy and enter into some form of market economy. The main reason was the
fact that it was an ethnically mixed state in which the ideas of independent statehood were
historically deeply rooted in the strategies of the political elites of two dominant peoples
- Serbs and Croats. This tendency had a greater driving force than the unstable economic
context (Gligorov, 2014, 225-259).

The expectations upon entering the joint state, but also those which appeared later in
certain development phases, were often not fulfilled. The fact that followed the ethnically
heterogeneous composition of the population was that some of its nations had not previ-
ously had national independence, so that, even within Yugoslavia, they did not give up
on this goal. For others, Yugoslavia represented an optimal solution to their own national
question, while for some it was only a necessary solution. Due to the different political and
historical contexts in which the South Slavs had lived in the previous period, the strongest
impression of “animosities, violence and dissatisfaction” remained in the collective mem-
ory (Gligorov, 2014, p. 222). This means that the disintegration of Yugoslavia, on the one
hand, was the product of different national strategies, national political elites, and, on the
other hand, of the specific structure of social power that was largely concentrated at the
top of the ruling party divided on a national basis. This was an incentive for the creation of
nationally-oriented parties that based their political rhetoric on waking up the ideological
awareness of national discrimination to the detriment of their own nation.

Expectedly, all this was accompanied by inter-ethnic accusations and disputes. A
rather unstable economic situation was explained in political terms by political argu-
ments, which were more or less unfounded. The tragic finale that followed was a civil
war marked by a national and religious element, which was ultimately a war between
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Serbs and Croats, later joined by the Muslims, for the redistribution of territory. In this
conflict Yugoslavia definitely disappeared from the historical scene. It remained only in
a truncated form and under the name of Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, which lasted
until 2003.
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