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HALIMMOHATHO-MHTEPHAILIIOHAJIHA JUJAJTEKTUKA
CUME MAPKOBU'RA’

Arnctpakt: CuMma Mapkosuh je HajsHauajHUjM CPIICKY IHTEIEKTyasIal] KOMyHUCTIY-
Kor 1nokpeta Mehypatre Jyrocnasuje. CBoja nneonomika y6ehema Mapkosuh je passujao
ITyTeM UCLPIIHOT IIpOoy4YaBama CBUX HOCeNMX NuTama APYLNITBEHOTr pa3Boja. Iberos ox-
HOC IpeMa eKOHOMI/IjI/I, TIOJIMTUYKOM 1 HAaJVIOHa/IHOM IIMTalby IIPOMCTUIIA0 je "3 TEXKIHE
fla OCTaHe JOC/MeaH OCHOBAaMa MapPKCHUCTUYKOT y4erha Y3 UCTOBPEMEHO IIPENCINTIBAbE
nocrojehyx casHama y Be3) ca lUM. Y CBOjUM CTaBOBMMA, YIIPKOC MCTHUIIAEha M/e0MTOII-
Kux ynopuurra, Mapkosuh je gecro 6uo opurunanas. To je 3aJ0BO/baBao HEroB UC-
TPKUBAYKM JYX, /N je ¥ OTBAPAJIO MPOCTOP 3a CYMIbY Y TOipeheHOCT MIe0moImKoM, a
IIp€ cBera HapTI/[jCKOM " TNIEPCKOM ayTOPUTETY. HberoBu craBoBU 0 HallIOHa/IN3MY Y
OIHOCY Ha MHTepHALMOHA/THY KapaKTep KOMYHMCTIYKOT IIOKpeTa ¢y Hoceha TeMa papa.

Kipyune peun: Cuma Mapkosuh, HalimoHanusam, KOMyHHU3aM, JyrocIaBuja.

Buorpadcku ocpt

Cuma Mapkosnh (1888-1939) norexao je u3 nopopyuiie Koja ce 6aBua IpOCBeTHOM
menarHourhy ydecTByjyhu, ucroBpemeHo, u y monutudkom xusoty Cpouje. ITox yrunajem
ora Muyomra, mpodecopa 1 yrpaBHMKa ruMHasuje y Kparyjesny, mmabu Mapkosuh je
npuctynuo Papgukannoj crpannu. BpemeHoM je youmo Jja je TIOMYyIMCTUYKO JeN0OBambe
PanykanHe cTpaHKe, y3 UCTOBPEMEHY 3/I0YHOTpeOy peTOpUKe O O4YyBarmy HapOSHMX
MHTepeca, IPBEeHCTBEHO Yy MHTepecy KpynHor KanuTana y Cpouju. Vimnpecuonupas pe-
BonyuyoHapHUM porabajuma y Pycuju 1905, MapkoBuh je kao cefaMHaeCTOTOUIIHbAK
IpUCTYIIMO pagHMYKoM mokpeTy y Kpamesunu Cpbuju. MebhyTtnum, cBojy cTpanauky
Kapujepy OH HMje IpeTHOCTaBMo oOpasoBamy. CacBUM CYNpOTHO, pasBujajyhu cBojy
JIMYHOCT TEXNO je BPXYHCKOM oOpasoBamy. JaBpmuusimy 1911. cTyauje MareMaTuke
Ha Punosodckom dakynrery y beorpasy, ABe TofyiHe KacHUje je omOpaHMO JOKTOPCKY
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3 Pap je pe3y/nTaT NCTpKUBakbha Y OKBUPY HAYYHO-UCTPAXMBAYKOTL pojekta VI 47023 , Koco-
BO 1 MeToxuja usmel)y HaI[OHATHOT MAHTUTETA U eBPOMHTErpanuja” Koju GpuHaHcupa MuHm-
CTapCTBO IMPOCBeTe, HayKe ¥ TEXHOIOLIKOT pa3Boja Pemy6muke Cpouje.
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Te3y ,,Omiura PukarujeBa jegHaunHa IpBOr pefa“ mpex cBojuM npodecopuma Muy-
tHOM MwunankoBuhem u Muxawnom Ilerposuhem Amacom. Younm IIpBor cBerckor
para Mapkosuh je nmocrao npodecop beorpanckor yHuBep3urera ga Ou 1o 3aBplIeT-
Ky paTa HacTaBMO CBOjy YHUBEP3UTETCKY Kapujepy anau ce, ICTOBPEMEHO, IPUK/bYINO
CouujamicT4IKoj pafiHUUKOj IapTuju Jyrocnasuje (koMmyHucra). Tux roguna Mapkosuh
je MHTEeH3MBHO PaJM0 Ha apTUKY/IALMj/ IPOTPAMCKUX IM/beBa jyTOCTOBEHCKIX KOMYHH-
cTa. 3axBabyjyhu 1oO6poM IO3HaBamwy pasIN4UTHX IpaBalia Koji Cy 00eIeXnmm pasBoj
MapKcu3Ma TOKOM IIpBMX feneHuja 20. Beka, MapKkoBuh je, KpUTHUKUM Cyde/baBambeM
PasIMYNTHX CTABOBA, I0/Ia3110 JI0 Ay TEHTUYHOT MUIIUbeba. EHepriyaH y fenoBamy 1 f10-
CJIeflaH CBOjMM yBepemliMa, YCIIeBao je fia roguHaMa 6yne Mehy Bogehnm ayropuretnma
cTpaHKe. 300T CBOje YIOPHOCTY OMO je Ha YTy fa Oyfe CTUIMAaTHU30BaH Kao OTHAJHMK
KOMYHUCTHYKOL IoKpeTa. ONTY>XeH 3a (paKLMOHALITBO, HeroB MapTHjCKM CYHOBpAT
OTIIOYEO je Ha 4YeTBPTOM KoHrpecy KomyHmcruuke maprtuje Jyrocnmasuje y [Ipesgeny
1928. ropuHe. ToM IpUINKOM HOBepeme y AeMOKpPATHjy ,Apyra 6poj 1% kako cy ra Ha-
3MBa, 610 je uanoxkeHo omrtpoj kpuruuy Ilanmmpa Tomaruja koju je mokasuBao aa
»CBaKa JleMoKparuja mpepcrasba fukrarypy” (Togliatti, 1976, str. 3).

Hapenne rogune, mocyie ycrnocTap/batbha MOHaAPXUCTUYKE IUKTATYPE, jyTOCTOBEHCKE
BJIACTH Cy yxarncuie Mapkosuha u ocyane ra Ha IIpOrOHCTBO a/lN je OH yCIIeo Jja oberHe
u ja npoHabe yTounite npBo y beuy ga 6u 1935. npernao y MockBy. YIpKOC TOMe LITO ce
TaMO MHTEIEKTYaTHO BP/IO OP30 CHaJIa3M, HheroB UACOMOIIKI ayTOPUTET 61O je Ha yaapy
Bohcra KIIJ a;m n Crapuua. Opmyuyjyha saMepka ofHOCKIA ce Ha HerOB OZHOC IIpe-
Ma HallOHA/THOj U/iejy ¥ HaBOJHOj PeNYKLMj/i KOMYHUCTUIKOT MHTEPHALIMOHANIN3MA U
M3BOPHOT yYera MapKcyusMa-newHn3Ma. [lo3afgnHa OBUX ONTY>KOU UMaJIa je yIopuIITe
Y OBHOCY UJeOTIOLIKe pKaBe IIpeMa MHTeJIeKTyanly. »,/la mu ydenthe nHTenexTyanua y
PEBOIYIIIOHAPHOM IIOKPETY MOpa YBeK, 3a era MM4HO fa Oyae Tparnyno” (Jaksic, 1987,
str. 322). YOp30 HaKOH Xalllllewa BUllle Hije OO0 >KUB — Ja /I je YMPO Y MSTHAHCTBY WK
je CTperbaH IOfiaTaK je OuTaH 3a 6uorpada, anmy MpeeBaHTaH 3a 3Hauaj BErOBUX Jjeja.

[Ipucryn u nomasuire

VlcrpaxuBadkn yTeMesbeH 1 mpodecopcku nocsehen, Cuma Mapkosuh je passujao
IMjaleKTUIKN MeTOJ, IPUCTYIIA APYIITBeHNM TojaBaMa. Ocmamajyhn ce Ha Kmacuke Ko-
MYHMCTUYKe ujeonoruje, Mapkca n Enreca, o ce Tpyano Jja IpMMEHU XOMUCTUYKA
IIPpUCTYIL. ,,MapKCI/ICTI/I‘IKI/I, IH/IjaIIeKTI/I‘-IKI/I METOJ MICIINTVIBAaba 3aXTEBA [1a C€, IIPVJINKOM
[IpoydYaBama jefHe I0jaBe, y3My y 003up CBe TeHMIeHIje Koje ce MaHU]EeCTyjy ¥ TOKY
Te 110jaBe, [la Ce CBE OHE CBECTPAHO U3MEPE, Jla C€ CBAKa Off IbUX IIPOYYM Y B3 Ca OKOJI-
HOCTMMa KOje jOj OJIaKIIIaBajy WIN OMeTajy AejCTBO — IIa TeK OHJA JoHece fe(MHUTUBHY
3aK/by4aK O YTHIAjy CBAaKe Off TUX TeHJICHIIMja Ha TOK IpoydaBaHe mojase“ (Markovic,
1923, str. 99). OBa cTaporpyka MeTOJa, MU3HOBA pa3BljaHa joII Off Ieplofa KacHe CXOa-
CTUKe, ITPEKO XYMaHU3Ma M PEHECAHCe, IOTOM IPOCBETUTE/bCTBA U HEMAuKe K/IaCu4He
¢dunosodcke mKoIe, IOCTANA je CACTaBHU fle0 00jeKTMBHOI METOO/IOLIKOT IIPUCTYIIA
o cpeamHe 19. Beka. Ihena mannmynanuja 61a je Moryha ycen HelpeiBUAMBYX, a/li
CBPCHUCXOIHMX NOTpeba pasIMunTUX UeONOoTHja.

Manndect KOMyHUCTIYKe TapTuje 610 je momasumre craoBa Crume Mapkosuha.
OBaj mporpaMcKn IOKyMeHT IIOCMaTpao je MICTOPUjCKM IpolieC Kao Pa3Boj IIPOU3BOTHIX
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CHara ¥ IIPOM3BOJHMX OHOCA Y KOHTEKCTY €KCIUIOATaTOPa M eKCIIOAaTHMCAHNX JPYIITBe-
HyX Kimaca. IIpema ToMe, caBpeMeHO Ho6a Takobe je o6eexxeHo KIacHOM Iofie/beHouhy
U eKCIUIOATalMjoM IIpM 4eMy je Oypykoasuja, y Temwy 3a nosehawem mpodura, 6eso-
63upHOCT ekciuroaranuje rmobamusosana. Ha Taj HaumH, yHUBEP3aIMCTIYKY IIPUHINIT
oBamtohema KamuTana Hapyiasa cBe mocrojehe Hopme gpyurTBeHor ypeherma 1 HapogHOr
UMIEHTUTETA. ,,Byp)Koasuja je eKCIytoaTanyjoM CBETCKOT TP)KMIITA Jajla KOCMOIIOIUTCKIA
006/IIK ITPOMSBO/LY U OTPOLIHI CBUX 3eMaba. Ha Be/IMKy >Ka/oCT peakijioHapa, OHa je
M3MaK/Ia HAI[VIOHAJTHO T/IO UCIOf, Hory nHpyctpuje’ (Marx, Engels, 2008, str. 569). Haryo-
HaJTHA OPUjeHTICAHOCT IIpUBPefie I APYLITBeHe neHTUUKaLMje je OCTala peaKIOHap-
Ha ijieja Koja oHeMoryhyje pa3Boj KaIMTa/IMCTUYKIX OHOCA IIpeMa Bber0BOj Ky/IMIHALIN)I
U, TUME, IIOYETKY OffyMUpamba. Y 0BaKBOM [PYIUTBY HEMIHOBAH je M pasBoj IpojieTapujaTa
Koju, KopucTehym [OCTyIHe KAaNMTaIMCTUYKE pecypce yBenmuko Tpeba ma paju Ha
1060bIIAY CBOT II0/I0XKaja KaKo 61 MOrao J1a, Kajia 3a TO HaCTYIM IPaBY TPeHYTak, Ipe-
y3Me Hocehy yory peBomyIMoHapHOT Ipenopofa. ,lako 6ypskoasuja cama OICKpO/byje
[IpO/IETEPUjAT CBOjUM B/IACTUTHUM €/IeMEeHTIMA IIOIUTUYKOT 1 OIIITer 06pasoBama Tj. faje
My y pyKe opyxje koje he on ynorpujeburnu npotus me” (Marx, Engels, 2008, str. 574). C
0031poM Ha TO fIa Ce KAIUTAIM3aM HajlIpe pasByja y APXKaBHUM OKBMPUMA, jadarbe Ha-
IyoHanHOr ocehama 1 marproTusMa je OMTaH CETMEHT HeroBOr MueHTuTeTa. PagHudKa
Kmaca Tpeba [ja ce ORyIMpe HAIIMOHAMCTIYKOj 3aMIM BIACHMKA IIPOM3BOLHMX CHAra
KOjJ HEroBarmeM eMOTVBHE IPMBP)KEHOCTY €THIMYKOj 3ajeJHNLM TEHJEHI[MO3HO KOHTPO-
JIUIIY U XTea IpojieTapujara. [Iponetapujat Tpeba fa 6yme cBeCTaH OBUX OKOTHOCTH U
fia ce cyoun ca mumMa. Y ToM cMucity, Mapkc u EHrernc cy uspuanro TBpAum ga ,60p6a
ImposietTapujaTa mpoTuB GypKoasuje UCIPBa je HALMOHAIHA 110 OO/IMKY, IpeM/a TO Huje I
o cagpxkajy” (Marx, Engels, 2008, 5str. 76). OBaj HaILMOHATUCTUYKY €TOM3AM, [0 YIEHY
K/IacMKa MapKC13Ma, Ha KOje ce y CBOjuM pasMaTpamuMa Hagose3nsao u Cuma Mapkosuh,
6uo je Hocehm mpobem koju je Tpebano fma ce mpesnaga. Crora je pelraBame KIACHOT
IIMTaba 3HAYNIIO, ICTOBPEMEHO, I PelllaBatbe HallMIOHA/THOT INTama: ,C IMaZoM CyIPOTHO-
CTH KJIaca YHyTap Halluje, Iafja 1 HeTIPUjaTe/bCKI CTaB jefjHe Hauuje mpema apyroj (Marx,
Engels, 2008, str. 582). Mapxosuh je y mormyHoCTI Aemmo 0BO craHoBuiuTe TBpHehm ma
cy »Mapxc u Enrenc 61 Munubera fja he mpecTaHKOM yribeTaBarba 1 eKCIUIOATaluje
jelHe KjIace HAJ, IPYTOM IPECTaTy U yrieTaBame jefHe Hanuje Hap gpyrom” (Markovié
1923, str. 101). KannTamucTidky passoj ApyLITBa IOLpasyMeBa ,HelpecTaHy 60p6Oy*
(Marx, Engels 2008, str. 574) xojy ununupa 6ypsxoasiuja, OFTHOCHO, Brafajyhn coj y Hame-
PY OCTBapera CBOjIX MHTepeca. AJleKBaTaH OATOBOP Kojy 6J MOrao fia e/IVIMIHNIILE OBaj
~eromsaM” (Marx, Engels 2008, str. 568) Huje moryh eBonyuujom gpyuirsa seh pesomyrmo-
HapHOM IIPOMEHOM I y TOMe IIpOJIeTapujaT Mopa Aa ucrtpaje. ,Hek Bragajyhe xmace gpxre
Ipes KOMYHUCTHIKOM peBoryujom. (Marx, Engels, 2008, str. 595) Kao 1 mHOrUM fpyrum
upeonosuMa KoMmyHnsma u Mapkosuhy je Manudect 610 monasuiite us Kojer je passujao
cBoje upeje. MebhyTum, 360r yoIIITEHOCTH 3aCTYIUBEHUX CTABOBA, OBaj JOKYMEHT MOTao
je ma Oype VICXOVIITe PasIMINTHX MUIUbeba. Off OIOPTYHMX VJeja, IPeKO CHHAMKAIHEe
coLujaI-IeMOKpaTHje 0 UEONOUIKOT TAPOKCK3Ma. (PPAKIMOHAIITBO YHYTAP PAHUIKOT
HOKpeTa je OHeMOryhiIo XoMOreH pa3Boj 1 M3a3BasIo je IMOfeNTy Koja je, YMeCTo fujaora
Pas3IUUNTHUX IIEAMINTA, MMl 3a HMOCTENULY HIXOB HEOMUP/BMB KOHGIMKT. AMOM-
L[03aH Y M3HOLIEHY CBOjMX MIeja M JOCIENHN IIPUCTAINIA KOMYHUCTIYKE UJIe0TIoTHje,
Mapxosuh ce u caM Cyo4no ca UCK/bYIVBUM TYMadehlIMa BIACTUTUX IIOMUTUIKIX Ufieja
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MapkosuheBo pasyMeBame HallMOHA/IN3Ma

MapxkosnheBo pasymeBame (heHOMeHa Halluje IIPOUCTHUIIANO je U3 HeroBor obpa-
30Bama, UJICONIOUIKMX CKIOHOCTM U BM3MOHAPCKUX mobyna. OH je Halujy ImocMaTpao
y UCTOPUjCKOM TIpOIiecy Bedyjyhu je MCK/by4MBO 3a MOZIEpHO 7004, OIHOCHO, 3a BpeMe
pasBoja KallUTA/IMCTUYKOT APYIITBEHOr cucreMa: ,Hanmnje cy ncropujcku npopgykr Ho-
Bor o6a.“ (Markovi¢, 1923, str. 112) Tume je OH Hernpao T3B. IPUMOPAMjaTHY IPUCTYIL.
Hauwja, makne Huje HacnmeheHa n McKOHCKa KaTeropuja gpyurtsa, Beh mspas pasBoja
IIPOM3BOJHUX CHAra ¥ OJHOCA YHyTap JbyJACKe 3ajegHuie. ,Mu cMo y oyXy MapKcu-
CTUYKe Teopuje, HaLMjy feUHMCaIN Kao MCTOPUjCKY KaTeropujy jenHe oxpeheHe emoxe
Y pPasBUTKY KamuTanucTudkor apyurrsa’ (Markovi¢, 1923, str. 97). Mucaonu cier oBe
KOHCTaTaIuje 6o je n Herupame 61osolKe Teopuje Hanuje. Mapkosuh je wy mocma-
TPao Kao CETMEHT pa3Boja pacHe TeopHje Koja je MMasa HaMepy Ja JUCKPUMMHMLIE /byTie
Ha OCHOBY aHATOMIUje U TeHeTCKuX KapakTepuctuka. OnBajajyhu conujanuy gumeHsujy
pasBoja MieHTUTETa Hapofa off Ouosomnike, MapkoBuh je KPUTUKOBAO alIPUOPHY Pasyn-
IUTOCT KOja je 61/1a TeMeb pa3Boja pacusMa Kao MapoKcu3Ma Koju je 06e1exkno mpBy 1o-
nosuny 20. BeKa. ,,PacHn HallMoHanmsam je 1 paHuje oneprcao y HOJAUTULY PAaCHUM apry-
MEHTHMA, /I je TeK 3a BpeMe CBeTCKOT paTa JOCTUIao KyIMuHanujy 6esymma“ (Markovié,
1923, str. 10). HakoH pasmaTpaa moctojehnx reopuja o Haunmju, Mapkosuh je mogpxao
Cramunosy fedunnujy,* rBpaehn fa je ,,Haumja ucropujcku nocrana sajeSHULA je3UKa,
TEpUTOPHje, eKOHOMCKOT JXKMBOTA ¥ IICUXMYKE KOHCTUTYLMje, M3paKeHa Y 3ajeqHUIL
kynrype.“ (Markovi¢, , 1923, str. 16). Pa3Boj Haumja mpeTIOCTaB/bao je HUXOBY APXKaB-
Hy opranusanujy. To je, mo Mapkosuhy nocrana ,ucropujcka Hy>xHocT of PpaHirycke
Oypxoacke pesonyiuje. CrBapare HallMOHATHUX [IpyKaBa YCIOBUJIO je eCKalanujy pas-
JIMYUTYUX TIPOTUBYPEYHOCTH Y KaIUTAMCTUIKOM JPYLITBEHOM CUCTeMY. JIp>KaBHU MH-
Tepecy MMOCTajamy Cy CBe KOMIUIEKCHIj!, HETOJIEPAaHTHUjI 1 UCK/BYunBUju. MehycobHa
KOH(pOHTaIMja 61/Ia je HeMUHOBHA YKOJIMKO Ce TEeKUIO eTaTUCTUIKOM pasBojy. OBaj
Pa3Boj OC/Iamao ce yBeIMKO Ha HAI[OHAMCTUYKY apOTaHINjy Koja ce, y 061Ky maTpu-
orckux ocehama, mmmpnna u meby pagHunmma. YkbydnBame pafiHUKa y OCTBapyBarbe
IP>KaBHUX M HAIJMOHA/IHMX MHTEpeca IPefiCTaB/basIo je BEMMKY IPETIbY PasBojy pajHIy-
KOT ITOKPeTa ca KOMYHUCTUYKOM OPjeHTaLMjoM. YIIPaBO Ha OBY UMILEHMI]Y YIIO30PaBao
je 1 Mapkosuh TBpaehn na ,Hal[oHaTHA MP>KEba JOBOU PaJiHIKE [0 KJIACHOT CaMoyOu-
crBa® (Markovi¢, 1923, str. 29). OBo moce6Ho 6yayhn fa je pagHuINTBO, Ha OBAj HAYMH,
IocTasza Kjaaca Koja 3aJloB0o/baBa MHTEpPece CBOjUX K/IACHUX ONOHEHaTa — KallMTa/NCTa,
jep OHM IOCeyyjy MOHOIION Ha popMy/Mcarbe MHTepeca HallMOHaIHe Ap>kase. Mapkosuh
je OBY pacIIpocTpambeHy MHCTPYMEHTAIN3ALMjy PaJHUIITBA Of CTpaHe 6ypP>KOACKUX II0-
JIMTUYKMX CTPYKTYpa youaBao y CBUM PeBONyLMOHapHUM forabajuma y 19. Bexy. ,Haru-
oHajHe 60p6e ofBIaUe MY MpOJIeTapujaTa ca COLMjaTHNX, KITACHNUX IITama Ha Oll-
IITa HAIlMOHA/IHA INTakba Koja Oyprkoasuja cramHo uckopuirhasaje ga 61 nponerapujat
3agprkana y fyXoBHOM poncty“ (Markovi¢, 1923, str. 35). MebyTum, fok je kmacHa us-
nudepeHINpPaHOCT 1 COLMjaTHA C/I0jeBUTOCT 3aIafHOEBPOIICKUX IPYIITABA HA IIPEOMY
19. n 20. Beka 6uma Beoma uspaxena, gpyurso Cpbuje kao u Beher fjena jyrocmoBeHcke
IpXKaBe OIIMKOBANa je M3pasuto crmaba crparudukoBanoct. Vmajyhm y Bugy ma cy

4 KoHe4yHO, 971eMeHTBI HALMK — A3UK, TEPPUTOPUSA, KYIbTypHast 061mHOCTS... (Stalin, 1949, str.
336)
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rpahaHcke peBoyLije M paTOBU MOJIEPHOT Jjoba OCTBapuBae CBOje MCK/by4nBe erou-
CTMYHe OU/beBe YIOTPeOOM HAlMOHAINCTHYKe peTopuKe, Mapkosuh je zokas3usao ja cy
BIIXOBE TTOC/IeuIIe ONIe NCK/bYYMBO MOO0/bIIIAE MaTepIjaIHOT IOIoXaja Gy pikoasuje:
»MopepHe HaioHanHe Gopbe ce CByAa jaB/bajy Kao 6opbe nsmeby 6ypskoasmja pasHux
Haruja“ (Markovi¢, 1923, str. 37). ,,Bennku pat je mokasao na je Mapkosuhes cyz ja je
»ApXKaBa Mphuja KanuTaIMCTUYKe KIace“ y BeMKOj Mepy OCHOBAHA YIIPABO 13 Pasyio-
ra IITO Cy MMIIepUjaIHy MHTepecH 3apalieHnx cTpaHa MOIPUMIIN MWINTAHTHU OO/IMK.
Melyco6Ho noBe3uBabe Y0BEUAHCTBA HA XYMaHUCTUIKIM OCHOBAaMa YCTYKHYJIO je TIpef
UJICONIOIIKOM JMCK/bY4MBOLINY UMji je CacTaBHU HeO0 IPeNCcTaB/balo U IOTYMHaBambe
mpyrux Hanuja. Vimajyhu y Bumy momenyTy unmenuiy, Mapkosuh je TBpamo fma ,,upmeo-
JIOTHjy MMPO/BYOOT KOCMOIIONINTI3MA 3aMerbyje MIEeONIOTHja arpeCUBHOT HALMOHATHOT
nmmeprjammama’ (Markovi¢, 1923, str. 41). OBuM koHcraranujama Mapkosuh je 6uo
6/1M3aK IIENUIITY U caBpeMeHe HaykKe. VIMaK, HeroB IMIPUCTYI 3aXTeBAO je [a/by UAE0-
JIOIIKY paspajly ¥ TO YIIPaBO y PaCKPMHKABalby MPUBP)KEHOCTY B/IACTUTOj HAIIMjM Kao
HABOJHOT O0/IMKAa MCTMHCKOT PORO/byOba M eTndKe BpefHOCTH /byau. Mapkosuh je
CTalHO M M3HOBa mofcehao Ha MHTepHauMoHanmm3am MaHudecTa 1 HETOBUX cegde-
HUKa. ,,OCHMBaYyM MOJIEPHOI COLMjaau3Ma Off MOYeTKa Cy IPENo3HaIM MHTEePHAIMO-
HAJIHI KapaKTep KOju pafHUYIKM HOKpeT HmocByAa Texxu pa mompumu’ (Kautsky, 1910,
203). YipaBo y MHTepHALMOHAMN3MY pagHUIITBA, MapKoBuh je IpOHaTa3no HEOIXOTHI
IpefycIoB 3a 06pavyH ca HALMOHATUCTUIKOM UEe0TOTHjOM KallNTaUCTIUIKOT APYIIT-
Ba. OBOM KOHTEKCTY ITOMMaha [IPYIITBA IPUIIAJA0 je U ,,couujanumuepujanusam . OBaj
II0jaM Ce OJHOCH Ha NPEeMMEHOBAaHM HACTaBaK HALMOHAIMCTUYKOT MMIIEpUjaiu3Ma KOju
je 0CTBAapMo CBOje Ap>KaBHE ILW/bEBE, IIPe CBEra BOjHOM IOOEIOM Haf| APYTUM MAEHTUY-
HMM uMIepyjamuamoM. CounjanuMiepyjaamnsaM, Jakie MpefcTaB/ba 00bUTAK CaMo 3a
Oyprkoasujy mobegHIYKe ApKaBe Koja je BOjHO M IIONMTUYKY MCKOPUCTIIA Y IOTEHIMjaT
cBOjux pagHMKa. OBOM JIAXHOM YTOUNIITY OCTBAPEHNX [[/beBa pagHULITBA, MapKoBuh
CYIpOTCTaB/ba Ujejy 0 60pOM pajjHUKaA — IIpOJIeTepa 3a CBOje LM/beBe U TO, KAKO Ha Ha-
L[MIOHA/IHOM TaKO I Ha MHTEpPHALMOHATHOM HUBOY. ,3a Ap>Kame MapKCUCTA je, JaKie, U
Yy HallMOHAJTHOM IIMTamby Off IPeCYJHOT 3Havaja yBeK: MHTepeC PYIITBEHOT Iporpeca,
T.j. MHTEpec ocnobonmnauke 6opbe pajHMUKe K/lace Kao LelHe, MHTepeC IpojeTep-
cke pesonynuje.“ (Markovi¢, 1923, str. 65). IloMeHyTI HHTepeC MCK/bYYUBO je 3aBUCHO
Ofi IpOLleHe KOHKPeTHMX MCTOPMjCKUX OKOMOHOCTHU. Tako je HanmoHanHa 60pba Moria
fia, Y jeHOM TPeHYTKy OfiroBapa MHTepecrMa pafjHIUKe KJIace, a y crefehem ma 6yne
beH KOHTPAPEeBONTYLIMIOHAPHU IIPOTUBHUK. Y TOM KOHTEKCTY je, ca pPasyMeBambeM 1 HOfI-
pLIKOM, TyMadeHa HaloHamHa 6op6a ITopaka mporus Llapcke Pycuje, fOK je leH 06/1uK
UCIIO/baBatba TOKOM OOJblIIeBUYKe PeBOMYLIMje 0110 HelIPUXBAT/bIB.

OcTBapeme MPOKIAMOBAHOT HAIVIOHATHOT 1I1/ba YIIOPHO Ce NpefCcTaB/ba Kao Haj-
BUILIM Ap>KaBHU uHTepec. Mebytum, mo Mapkosuhy, anu u He caMo IO BeMy, ped je o
yobpasubl Koja je IpeAcTaB/beHa Kao BPeFHOCT unTaBe 3ajegHuie. Tako je Oto Bayep
TBPJMO Aa je ,,0yprxoasuju moTpebHa HanyoHaTHA 60p6a KaKo 611 MPUKpPHUIa KIacHe IIPO-
TUBPEYHOCTH JJOK jOj je HAIMOHATHU MUP ITOTpebaH KaKo Oy IIpeTBOpIIA IPXKABY Y CPefi-
cTBO cBoje Mohu™ (Bauer, 2000, 314) Harmonanuctidxoj ugeonoruju cxsahenoj xao 06-
MaHa MMIIepUja/IHOT KallUTa/IM3Ma IOTPeOHO je 1a ce CYIPOTCTABY IIPOJIeTapujaT Koji HU
I10 Tazia Hitje Tpe6asto a HaIyCTH MPMHINII K/IaCHe 60p6e 1 OfpeuIIITe CBOT KPYLIMjaTHOT
Hempujatesba — Oypxoasnjy. ,IIponerapujar ce, y mpouecy kmacHe 6opbe, o yTuiajem
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colyjaan3Ma, oCcTereHo ocnobaha HamoHaHe, 6yp)Koacke UAEOIOrMje ¥ CTBapa CBOjy
MHTEPHAIMOHA/IHY, [IPONETePCKY, coLmjamucTniky mpeonorujy (Markovi¢, 1923, str.
79). IIpema ToMe, HallMja IpefCcTaB/ba Oy PKOACKY MIEOTIOTHjy U IbeHa yIora je ja oOOMaHe
panHuke Hyfehn 1M To60XIBY HeMokparyjy. (Lenin, 1980, str. 8). Omny4no onbaryjyhn
IIPOrpPeCHBHY Y/IOTy OBAKBOT KOHIfenTa Hauuje, MapkoBuh ce cymporcraspao u npueju
ma ce ompaspa onpeben o6nuk HaruoHanHe 60pbe Kao MPOrpeCcUBHY Wb § KOHKPET-
HIVIM VICTOPYjCKMM OKOZTHOCTMMA. TaKo je ;eMy 611/1a HeIpuXBaT/bliBa HALMOHAIMCTUYKA
CaMOXXMBOCT TOjeIMHMX HApofa Y BUIIEHAIVIOHAHOj ApyKaBy IMONYT AyCTpo-Yrapcke
MoHapxuje. IoTnyHn HaumoHanHu passoj Aycrpujanara u Mabapa 6mo je omoryhen
3axBasbyjuhu feHaI[MOHAMN3a1j1 OPOJHUX HAPOJIA KOjII CY SKUBEIU Y OKBUPY OBE fIpiKa-
Be. OHM Cy MOI/IM 12 JOCTUTHY HAIIMOHA/THO-KY/ITYPHY ay TOHOMHOCT, a/Ii He 11 []a OCTBa-
pe IpaBo Ha CONCTBEHY HALMOHAIHY Ap>XaBy. VI mehy HacTaBmaurma MapKCcoBOT yuema
OWJI0 je MpMCTaMMIA OBe UJeje U HIUXO0Ba IPUBPXKEHOCT ONIa je TeCHO NOBe3aHa ca Ha-
LMIOHA/IHOM IpumagHouthy. Jefan o OHMX KOjit CY TOAP)KaBa/IM KOHIIENT HAI[VIOHATHE
eMaHIMIIalMje pa3IM4uTor Husoa 6uo je n Oro Bayep (1881-1938). OH je TBpamo fa he n
y collMjann3My KOHLIENT HALlOHA/IHE KYATYPHE ay TOHOMIj€E, Y3 €KOHOMCKY OfIPXKIBOCT,
6utn moryh jep Heryje ayTOXTOHU UJEHTHUTET. ,AKO ce Pymynuma u Cpbuma y Aycrpuju
3ajeMull pa3Boj BIXOBE HALIMOHAJIHE KY/ITYpe y ICTOM O0MMY Kao IITO je y Kpa/beBMHaMa
Pymynuju u Cp6uju, Monapxuja he ce pasimnkoBaTu of OBUX fpyKaBa caMo II0 YMHEeHNUI[N
fla OHa OBMM HalljjaMa IPY>ka OTPOMHY IIPeJHOCT IIPOCTPAHOT eKOHOMCKOT HoApydja“
(Bauer, 2000, 351). MapkoBuh je KpUTMKOBAO KOHLIENIT IIOMEHYTe ayTOHOMMje U3 pas-
JIOTa ITO je CIIyTaBajia TEPUTOPUjaTHO-TIOIUTUYKY, JAK/Ie TOTIYHM Pa3BOj HAIIMIOHA/IHE
upeje. Vsabpanu Hapoay Cy MOITIM [ja OCTBape CBOjy HAI[VOHA/IHY eMaHINIALN]y, UC-
TOBpeMeHO Herupajyhu ucto mpaso apyruma. buso je To mpopy6/puBame HAIMOHATHIX
CYIPOTHOCTHU Koje cy obOesbebusane pasBoj kanuTanusma. YIOpeo ca KPUTUKOM Ka-
MUTaTMCTUIKOT MIPUCTYIIA HALMOHANMU3MY, MapkoBuh je HYAMO CBOj OfP>XUB KOHIIEIIT.
VineHTuTET jeHOr Hapoja HMje MOrao Jja ONCTaHe Y 3a[J0BO/bEhY HALMOHANIMCTUIKOT
erousMa Beh je Morao ma ce eMaHIMIyje IIyTeM MHTEPHALMOHATHOT OKyIUbamba. [Ipen-
YC/IOB OBOT OKYIUbatha OMJIO je HOLITOBabe HeKOIMKO IIPYMHIIMIIA Y Pa3BOjy Halluja: paB-
HOIIPaBHOCT, c11o60z1a 1360pa, T06pOBO/BbHA Capajiiba U IPOMEHA JPYIITBEHOT CICTEMA
(Markovi¢, 1923, str. 87). Cu oBu mpuuuunmny, mo Mapkosuhy, 6umn cy 3agoBo/beHn
TOKOM peBonyuuje y Pycmju kapga je mobebhema pycka HanmoHanHa AOMMHALMjA U
omoryheHa eMaHLUIIaLMja CBUX HallMja Koje Cy >KUBeJIe y pycKoM LapcTBy. [la 611 ocrao
JOCTIeflaH y4erby MapKcu3Ma, JIel)H ce 3a/arao sa IpaBo Hallja Ha CaMOOIIpefe/berbe
no MoryhHocTi mpaBa 3a oTLeberbe. OBO Kpajibe IIPaBo, ¥ COLMjaMMCTIYKO] fP>KaBH,
0 OBOM TyMadery IIPefCTaB/balo je JoKa3 cnobofe 1 JeMOKPATHYHOCTH, Al je OHO,
JCTOBPEMEHO, IPEeACTaB/ba/l0 TeK TEOPMjCKY MOTYRHOCT, IPaKTMYHO HECIPOBOIVBY
y crBapHOCTH. ,,Cabes Comujamuctuakux CosjeTckmx Permybmuka mpepcrasba jenHy
MHOTOHAI[MIOHAJIHY COBjETCKY Jp>KaBy, KOja je OpraHM30BaHa Ha IIO/I/I03M Hal[MIOHAJIHE
PaBHOIIPAaBHOCTH 1 JOOPOBO/BHOT OIpefie/betba CBMX Halllja Koja ylas3e y IbeH cacTas”
(Markovi¢, 1923, str. 91). Ynpkoc IpMBMIHOj XapMOHMjY, ICTOPUjCKa IIpaKca IoKa3a-
Ja je NMPUIMYHO HEeyBep/bUBOM Te3y O NOOPOBO/BHOM CY)XXMBOTY YHyTap (efiepanHe
Ip>KaBe HacynmpoT MoryhHoctu msbopa caMoCTa/lHe HallMOHa/IHe fp)kaBe. IIpuanm4yHo
UJIeATICTUIKY CY Jie/loBajie peuy o ToMe fia he ca IpecTaHKOM yTHheTaBama jefHe Kia-
ce HaJ| JPYTOM IPEeCTaTy U YIibeTaBabe jefHe Halje Haf IPYTOM. YMECTO UEO0MTOUIKOT
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napadpasuparma, jeIMHCTBO je oMoryh1o perpecuBHM Jp>KaBHY allapar, Ky/IT IMYHOCT,
CTPaxoIoLITOBabe 1 JbyAcKa Xunokpusuja. Cosjercku CaBes je HETOBaO MHTEPHAIMO-
HaJIHO IIpeB/ajlaBarbe HAllMOHAIM3MA, a/li je Y KOHKPeTHOj MCTOPUjCKOj (He)IpInIn
HeIoCpefiHe HalMCTNYKe MHBa3Mje MHTEH3UBHO 00HOBMO cehambe Ha MPOIIIOCT PYCKOT
Hapozia moucrosehyjyhu HaloHaIHY IATPMOTM3aM MCIIO/bEH NPUIMKOM OfbpaHe Of
Mosrorna ca naTpuoTI3MOM KOjU Ce CYyIIPOTCTaB/ba CaBPEMEHMM 3aBOje€BadlMa.
Ocnamajyhn ce Ha mpucryn HanmonaaHoMm mutaiwy y Cosjerckom CaBesy U Ha
nocrojehe yBMIe MapKCUCTMYKUX ayTopa, MapkoBmh je aHamasupao M Hal[MOHAJ-
Ho mutame y Kpamesunn Jyrocmasuju. Ykasyjyhu Ha pasnmunre IyTeBe MCTOPUjCKOT
pas3Boja, OH je TeOpyjy O HalMOHATHOM jenuHcTBY Cpba, XpBaTa 1 ClIoBeHala cMaTpao
HEIPUXBAT/bUBOM. ,Pa3Bujajyhu ce mop pasHOMMKMM UCTOPUjCKUM yTuuajuma, Cpou,
Xpsaru u CroBeHLIM Cy Ce pasBMja/iM U Y KyITYPHOM IOy Y PAa3HUMM IIpaBIMMA
... A 6e3 3ajenHuLe KYITYPHOT XMBOTA, Kao IITO CMO paHMje MCTaK/IM, HeMa Haluje”
(Markovi¢, 1923, str. 108). Ilo meropoM MUIUbEHY, NHCUCTUPAmbe Ha jeHOj HALUjK
KOjy 4MHe TP IUIeMeHa je 610 mOmMTHIKY maM@IeT CpIcKe Oyprxoasuje Koja ce Hafa-
na fa he HaloHanmHOM yHMMKALMjOM, 1 OC/Iambajyhn ce Ha Ap)KaBHM amapat, ia eKo-
HoMcku ojada (Markovi¢, 1923, str. 113). Texxtsa 3a JOMMHAL[U]OM CpIICKe Oyp>koasuje
Ha jYTOC/IOBEHCKOM IIpOCTOpy 61a je, o Mapxosuhy, 13pa3 HelpUXBaT/bUBOT MMIIe-
pujanmsMa M y3ypHaTOPCKMX CKIOHOCTM Koje Cy U HOBese Jio ,Bemmkor para“ u xoju
he, HajsepoBaTHUje 1 OHeMoryhuTi pa3Boj Ap)KaBe M IOCIELINTHU HeHY AeCTPYKLUjy ¥
HeIpefBI/bYBOM IIpaBLy. Y cB0joj aHa/mi3u MapkoBuh je jeMOHCTpUpao 1 jefHy Hau-
BHY U MCTOpMOrpadcKy HeyTeMe/beHy IPOIleHy HEBMHOCTY XPBAaTCKOT ¥ CTIOBEHAUKOT
HalMoHanusMa Tepfiehn fa ,Baba Harmacutu fa Hu Meby Xpsaruma Hu mehy Cnosen-
LJMa HeMa HujefHe IIONMTUYKe IPyIle Koja 61 61Ia MPOTHB JAPXKaBHOI jefMHCTBA, 3a
oruemspeme (Markovi¢, 1923, str. 116). Henpuxsarbus My je 610 LeHTPalIMCTUUKN
IpYKaBHU CUCTEM, jep je UCK/bY4MBO 6110 MHCTPYMEHT BIacTOApIKalia. YIaI/bUBO je 130-
cTasa ;y6/ba reoIoNUTUYKA, KY/ITYPOJIONIKa, KOH(peCHOHalHa i eKOHOMCKA aHa/I13a Koja
Oy HaLlMOHA/IMCTUYKE CYIIPOTHOCTY CBeJIa Ha jefjaH Off YMHM/IAL|A HeyCIleXa IIpojeKTa
jYTOCTIOBEHCKOT yjenuberba. VI3 0BaKBOT MIEONOMIKNM T10jefHOCTAB/bEHOr pasyMeBaiba
CTBapHOCTH Jyrocmasuje, Mapkosuh je 6110 CK/IOH 3aK/by4Ky O IIPaBY jyrOCTIOBEHCKIX
Hapofia Ha CaMOOIIpefie/berbe. ,MapKCUCTUYKY IIPpOIeTepujaT NMpusHaje u XpBaTuma u
CroBeHIMMa HEOTPaHNMYEHO IPaBO camoompenebema ... (Markovi¢, 1923, str. 118).
MapxosuheBa KpUTHKa jyrOC/IOBEHCKe YCTaBHE, HAIMOHA/IHE ¥ IIOMUTUYKE PEaTHOCTH
Hje OWIa Y LM/bY HUIIOfAIITaBalba CTBOPEHe Ip)KaBe, Ha YeMy je YIIpaBO MHCUCTMpA-
na KoMyHmcTudKa MHTepHaLMOHaMa ¥ 6pojHM pykoBopyony KoMyHMCTHYKe mapTuje
JyrocmaBuje Kpo3 CHHTarMy fa je ,JyrociaBuja Bepcajcka 1 Oypykoacka TBOpeBMHA™
ocybena na neycmex (Stalin, 1947, str. 17). 3a pasnuky op ommrenpuxsahenor craHo-
Bumra, Cuma Mapkosuh je apxxaBHO yjenumerme Jyxaux CloBeHa cMaTpao 3a ,IIpo-
IpecUBaH YMH y UCTOPMjCKOM CMUCTTY " 1 OMO je MCTMHCKM IIPOTVMBHMK beHOT pa3byjarba,
3aroBapajyhnu ynopso mweHo ouyBame (Jaksi¢, 1987, str. 323). OBakBo onpefe/berbe Ipo-
MICTULIATIO j€ U3 FBeTOBOT CTaBa /la jyrOCJIOBEHCKa AP)KaBa HIje MOC/IEANIIA HaLMMOHATHIX
poMaHTM3aMa Beh Ja OHa IpeficTaB/ba IPOrpeCMBHYU Pe3y/ITAT paclaja UMIepyjali3Ma.
Cwmarpajyhu ia je oBom unny 611/1a Hak/IoMbeHa BehiiHa CPIICKOT, XpBaTCKOT U C/IOBEHAYKOT
Hapopa, Mapkosuh je ncTuuao fa je fp>KaBHO-IIPABHIL IIPOBU30PHUjyM, HAKOH IIPUMIUPja
1918, smoynorpebua cpricka 6ypkoasuja HaMeTambeM CBOT MHTepeca Kao OIIIITET MHTe-
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peca HoBe apxkaBe (Markovi¢, 1985). OBO CTaHOBMIITE Y IIOTIYHOCTH je OLYHAPAIO Of
koHIlenrta KoMuHTepHe 0 ,,peBOMYyLOHAPHOM Hab0jy" KOji MOXKe fla Ce OCTBAPH jeANHO
y atMocgepy HalMOHAHUX cykobOa. VI3 oBor pasnora, MapkoBuhes jyrocioBeHcKy ma-
TPUOTM3aM HAWIIAO je Ha KPUTHUKE U OCyHe, a Mehy KOMYHICTHMA je TOCTA0 YBPEXeH
mojaM ,,cuMaMapKkoBrheBIITNHA® Ka0 CHHOHUM 3a NEOJIOIIKO OTHMafHMIITBO. VImaK,
Cuma Mapkosnh je ocTao gociefaH upieju fa CouyjaausaM, a IIOTOM U OYeKMBAHO KO-
MyHI/ICTI/I‘{KO HPYIHTBO, HE MOFY oa HaCTaHY Ha pa3Ba/iMHaMa HAVIOHAJIMCTUIKUX Cy-
kob6a Beh jennHo U3 pasBujeHe AEeMOKpaTHje y KOjoj Ce U HAIMOHATHO MUTAkhe PellaBa
opMepeHouthy 1 cpasmepoM OpojHIX MHTepeca. OBO MIULUbebE HIje OVI0 HEMO3HATO,
amu je n oHo 6uIo mpeaMeT ocnopasata. Haume, Kapn Kayuxn je TBpayo ma ,mpore-
TepcKa KIacHa 6opba kao 60pba Maca, IPeTIIOCTaB/ba IOCTOjambe eMokparuje. Ako Beh
He aICoNTyTHE U YUCTe IeMOKpaTuje, MaKap TOMMKO NeMOKPaTyje KOMMKO jeé HEOIXOJHO
Jia ce OpraHuU3yjy Mace 1 Iofapu nM ce jeguncrsena npocsehenoct” (Kautsky, 1919, 19).

MapKOBI/IheBa HaljMOHa/IHA yIIOPpUIITA

UBpcT OC/MOHAL, y CBOjOj KPUTHULIM HALMOHAJIUCTUYKE J[IOMMHALMje CPICKe
6yprkoasnuje, Cuma Mapxkosuh je mponanasuo y unejama Cetoszapa Mapkosuha, pogo-
Haue/lHNKa conmjamicTuake Mucnu ko Cpba. OH ce, y pyroj monosuHu 19. Bexa cy-
IpoTCcTaBKo uzeju ,,Bennke Cpbuje, koja je 61a 3aMuI/beHa ,,IIpeMa HeUjuM APYTUM,
a He IpeMa HapoJHMM moTpebama’; jep je 6una ,,TecHa u phasa srpama“ Koja je HacTama
HacympoT Busuju bankaHa Koju je ,Mo3amk pasmuuntux Hapopa“ (Markovié, 1965, str.
221). ,[dpyre motpebe, OFHOCHO, AEjy CPIICKe Ap>KaBHE I HALVIOHATHE JOMIHAILY]e, TT0
Csetosapy Mapkosuhy npencraspana je akTyenHa nomutndka Biact Cp6ouje koja je 6uia
»KOIIMja JIETUTUMICTIYKOT YCTPOjCTBa CBOra BpeMeHa“ (Stojandevié, 1977, str. 83). Ho-
CHJIall OBMX MOJIEPHUCTMYKMX OI7Iefla U KaIlMTaIMCTUYKOT pa3Boja ayTEHTUYHO Ce/badyKe
Cpb6uje, o Cserosapy Mapkosuhy 61 ¢y KanuTanuctu win 6yp>koasuja Kao HOCK-
oun hmusruncke nusumsannje (Markovié¢, 1985, str. 85). Y TakBoj ,,iMBUIN3ALN
oleHa kojy je mpuxsatno n Cuma Mapkosuh, HUuje 6110 ,HU YHyTapke HU CIIO/bHE
cnobope” (Markovié, 1985, str. 89). V3nas ce Ha/masuo y yBakaBarmy ayTOXTOHOT arpap-
HOT M couujanHor xuoTta CpOuje ¥ MHCUCTUpPAby HA BEMY, YIPKOC UJCOTOIIKOM
ydemy 0 HYXXHOCTHM KamuTamucTudkor cuctema (Perovié, 1985). OBo ,mpeckaxare’,
Mako Huje O6uno y ckmapy ca yuemeM Kaprma Mapkca, u fambe je OfIyYHO MHCUCTHpA-
JI0 Ha peBONMyLMOHapHOj mpomenu (Markovi¢, 1985, str. 97). Ilogetkom 20. Beka mpef-
CTaBHMLIM PAJHMYKOT TIOKPETa Cy OCHOBANM M CBOjy IOMUTUYKY CTPAHKY Ha 4ujeM
Jeny je Hajyrtuuajuuju 6mo Humutpuje Tymosuh. Passujajyhu n akryenusyjyhn npeje
Cseroszapa Mapkosuha, OH je MHCHCTMpPAO Ha CaBPeMEHOj HEyTeMebeHOCTH ujeje o
3a06Mnakemy KanuTaanama cMarpajyhu na je ,Cpbuja y myHOj Mepu KanmTaauCTUIKN
cet (Tucovi¢, 1980, str. 360). Cpbuja je mpeMa meroBUM CXBaTamMMa IOCTana KIacHa
npxasa (Tynosuh, 1980, 31), a mocnenyia KnacHe fudepHInjalje CPIICKOT eTaTuTapHOT
IpYIITBA 13 KOTa Ce U3[[BOjIIa CPIICKa GyprKoasuja 61O je ,,IOBUHUCTUYKO IIjaHCTBO™
(Tucovi¢, 1946, str. 11) nckasano TokoMm bankanckux parosa. ITomyt Cume Mapkosnha,
HeKO/IMKO TOfiHa KacHuje, u [lumutpuje Tynosuh je cmaTpao ga ce 6ankaHCKyM Hauuo-
HAIMCTUYKY KOHQIMKT jefiHO Moxke n3behm yjennmemeM 6anKkaHCKMX Hapoja Ha oc-
HOBY BUXO0BOT [0OpoBo/pHOT npucTaHka (Tucovié, 1946, str. 112). TyoBuheso peruemne
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HaIMIOHA/THOT IMTakba MOYMBAIO Ha HAjIIMPOj JEMOKPATCKOj OCHOBM IIOIYT MUIL/bErba
Kapra Kaynxor koju nctunao fia ,He y auktaTypu seh y meMmoxpatuju nexxu 6ynyhuoct
pyckor nponerapujarta“ (Kautsky, 1919, str. 134). To je 036m/pHO HapyLIaBamO MapKCH-
CTHYKY JOC/IEJHOCT CPIICKMX COLIMja/IieMOKpaTa 1 KoMyHucTa. Mebytnm, nok cy apyrn,
Tajla HOCHOLIY UJEOJIONUIKOT MEejHCTPUMA, Y HUXOBOM y4Yelby BUICIN PeyKIMOHM3aM
U HEIIPMXBAT/bUBO OJyCTajaibe Off MI3BOPHOT MAaPCKU3Ma, IOMEHYTH CPIICKM KOMYHJCTH
cy My 6umu nnocsehenu Hapajyhu ce mweroBom ycrexy u He cyMmbajyhn y meroBy xymaHy
UCIPaBHOCT.

ITpema 3ak/by4Ky

Cuma MapkoBuh mpencTaBba je[UHCTBEHY I10jaBy Y KOMYHUCTMYKOM IIOKpPETy
jYTOC/IOBEHCKE Ap>KaBe M CPIICKOr Hapopna. OHa IpoucTuye U3 HeroBOr OfHOCa IIpe-
Ma ujeju 6ecKlacHOr ApyLITBA U BU3UjJ HeroBe XyMaHocTu. IIponanmasehn ymopmiu-
Te y KmacuiuMa KoMmyHusMma, CuMa MapkoBuh je MHTEH3MBHO NPOy4YaBao TEOPUjCKU
KOHIIENT ¥, HerOBMM Ja/buM HajorpabhuBameM, TPyAMO ce Ja JOIPHUHECE HErOBOM
pasBojy. Of 6pojHMX APYLITBEHNUX IIUTaka, 300T aroHNUje CBETCKOT paTa U IPOTUBYped-
HOCTH KOje Cy ra usasBaje, HajBUIIIE TTaKIbe MY je IIPUBIAYMO HAIL[OHAIN3AM U 0OIUK
IETOBE MHTErpalyje y MHTePHAIMOHATHY KOHLENT OeCK/IacHOr ApymITBa. 3a mera je
HAI[OHA/IN3aM, IEeMOHCTPUPAH TOKOM O/MCKe NPOILIIOCTH M eroXe PpOMaHTU3Ma 610
uspas Hamepa Oypoasuje fa Kpo3 IATPUOTHU3aM U POJOBYO/be HaMeTHE COICTBe-
He MHTepece Kao ommrefpxasHe. Kpurukyjyhu osaj konuent, Mapkosuh je ymopeno
IIpEICTaB/bao MUJEjy JEMOKPATCKOTI HAllMOHAIM3Ma KOjU je KPO3 [IMja/leKTUKY COIICTBE-
HOT' pasBoja, YMeCTO K/IaCHOT aHTaroOHM3Ma, MHTErPIMCA0 MHTepece Hapoja. 3a pasin-
Ky Off MHCTPYMEHTa/IM3alije HallMOHAIM3Ma y CBpX€ MMIIEPUjaIUCTUYKe HONNUTHUKE,
Mapxkosuh je Tparao 3a HaI[IOHAJTHNM 13Pa3oM Koju 61 6110 0CTBapeH Ha paBHOIIPABHO-
CTHU ¥ y3ajaMHOM IIOLITOBakYy HalMja. Tako oCcTBapeHa HAallMOHA/IHA Mfieja TpeOpoamIa
61 eromsaM TepUTOPMjaTHO-IIOMUTUYKUX IPeTeH3nja M oMoryhnmia MHTepHaI[MOHATHO
yjenumeme paguuintea. Ogaoc Cume Mapkosuha mpeMa jyrocloBeHCKOj Ip)KaBU Ha-
poYMTO je ofyapao of sBaHMyYHOr cTaBa KommurepHe. Vako ce y cBojuM pajoBuma o-
31BA0 Ha ayTOPUTET ¥ HelpuKocHoBeHor nuiepa CrapuHa, Cima Mapkosuh ce ycynuo
U Ja IPOTUBYPEUN Te3Y O MCTOPMjCKYU HEONPKMBOM KOHIIENITY yjeaumbemma JyxHnux Cro-
BeHa. OnTyxyjyhu cprcky 6ypxoasujy 3a MHCTpyMeHTaNM3alujy MporpecuBHe Mjeje
3ajegHUIITBa, MapKoBuh je y 10j BUeO MOTEHIjal ZeMOKPATCKOT jefMHCTBA Kao M3pas
Ke/be 32 paBHONPABHUM JpymTBoM. OCTao joj je JocnefaH U U3 TOT pasjiora je yBaka-
Bao yrory Hanuje. To je OBEIO 10 MAEOMOLIKY HOBPIIHNX 1 XaOTUYHO (POPMYIUCAHNX
OITY>XOM 3a ,,iecHa ckpeTamwa“ 1 o MapkosuheBe MapriHamsalyje y KOMyHUCTUYKOM
IIOKPETY.

CBaka ujieonormja TeXu Ja TyMadere IPOLUIOCTY IIPUIArofy CBOjUM Ha3opuMa.
YcneurHuja M AyroTpajHmja je OHa Koja cBeoOyXBaTHMje caryeflaBa KOMIUIEKCHY pe-
a/IHOCT, a Jja TpM TOM CYIITMHCKM He OfICTYIa Of CBOT ydema. VIcTopuju Cy mosHatu
Maj06pojHY IpUMepH JIeTOTBOPHOT ITOBE3NBaba MIEONOTHje I CTBAPHOCTU. Y PasBojy
cBoje Busmje, Cuma Mapxosuh ce Tpyamo ja moMupy aHTaroHU3Me. YCIeX y ToMe je 61o
II0JIOBMYAH, jep je He3aMemMBa PEeBONYIMja IPeBaCXOJHO yTeMe/beHa Ha IPYIUTBEHUM
CYIIPOTHOCTMMA KOje Cy HeCIipeMHe Ha Kommpomuc. Mmak, Mapkosuh je Ha meMy UH-
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cuctupao Tpyaehu ce ga jokaxe fja ,,HaIMOHAHY MHTEPHALIOHAIICTA” HIje OKCUMO-
POH Y IeMOKPATCK/ pa3BMjeHOM JPYLITBY. YIIpaBO 3aTO MIEONONIKA UCK/BYIMBOCT je y
IeMY IIpeNo3Hasia IPOTMBHNUKA U YHYTPAIlbY OIIACHOCT 3a CBOj OIICTaHAK. Ta OKOTHOCT
je ompenuia yTUILj MapkosnheBux morena ko, BehnHe caBpemennka, amm je monyzmIa
Tpar O MHTEIEKTya/HOM IPOMUIIbAY Kao 00pacily KOju OfoJIeBa 13a30BUMa PA3/In-
YUTHUX MCTOPUjCKUX €10Xa.
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Abstract: Sima Markovi¢ is the most important Serbian intellectual of the commu-
nist movement in interwar Yugoslavia. Markovi¢ developed his ideological convictions
through studying all key issues of social development. His attitude to economy, political
and national issues derived from his aspiration to remain in line with the basics of Marx-
ist theory while simultaneously questioning the existing knowledge related to it. In his
attitudes, despite emphasizing ideological perspectives, Markovi¢ was often original. That
satisfied his inquisitive mind but also opened up the space for doubt in the inferiority to
ideological authority, but primarily to the party and leadership authority. His attitudes to
nationalism in relation to the international character of the communist movement are the
key topic of the work.

Keywords: Sima Markovi¢, nationalism, communism, Yugoslavia.

Biographical review

Sima Markovi¢ (1888-1939) was born in a family engaged in education activity but
also participating in the political life of Serbia. Influenced by his father Milo$, teacher and
schoolmaster of Kragujevac Grammar School, Markovi¢ junior joined the Radical Party. He
gradually noticed that the populist actions of the Radical Party, together with the misuse of
rhetoric about maintaining national interests, were primarily in the interest of large capital
in Serbia. Impressed by the revolutionary events in Russia in 1905, Markovi¢ was only sev-
enteen when he joined the labour movement in the Kingdom of Serbia. However, he did
not prioritize his career in the political party over education. On the contrary, by developing
his personality he strived towards ultimate education. After graduating mathematics at the
Faculty of Philosophy in Belgrade in 1911, two years later he defended his doctoral thesis

I mihael.antolovic@pef.uns.ac.rs
2 milnik.markovic@gmail.com

3 The paper is a result of research within the scientific research project III 47023 “Kosovo and
Metohija between national identity and Euro-integrations” financed by the Ministry of Education,
Science and Technological Development of the Republic of Serbia.
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entitled “Ricatti First Order Differential Equation” before his professors Milutin Milankovi¢
and Mihailo Petrovi¢ Alas. On the eve of World War One Markovi¢ became Professor of
Belgrade University and after the war he continued his university career but also joined
the Social Labour Party of Yugoslavia (of Communists). In those years Markovi¢ worked
intensely on the articulation of programme goals of Yugoslav communists. Thanks to his
good knowledge of different trends which marked the development of Marxism in the first
decades of the 20t century, Markovi¢ reached the authentic opinion by critical confronta-
tion of different attitudes. Energetically acting and true to his beliefs, he managed to stay
among the leading authorities in the party for years. Due to his persistence, he was on the
way to being stigmatized as a renegade of the communist movement. Accused of factional-
ism, his decline in the political party began at the Fourth Congress of the Communist Party
of Yugoslavia in Dresden in 1928. On that occasion, the trust in the democracy of “Comrade
No. 17, as he was called, was subjected to sharp criticism by Palmiro Togliati who claimed
that “every democracy constitutes a dictatorship” (Togliatti, 1976, p. 3).

The following year, after the establishment of the monarchist dictatorship, the Yu-
goslav authorities arrested Markovi¢ and sentenced him to exile, but he managed to es-
cape and find shelter first in Vienna and then in Moscow in 1935. Despite the fact that he
quickly settled down in intellectual terms, his ideological authority was subject to assaults
of the leaders of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia, as well as Stalin. The crucial objection
referred to his attitude to the national idea and the alleged reduction in communist inter-
nationalism and the original Marxist-Leninist study. The background of these accusations
was based on the attitude of the ideological state towards the intellectual. “Must the partici-
pation of an intellectual in a revolutionary movement always be tragic for him personally?”
(Jaksi¢, 1987, p. 322) Soon after the arrest he died — whether he died in exile or was shot is
a fact important for a biographer, but irrelevant for the importance of his ideas.

Approach and starting point

Research based and committed as a professor, Sima Markovi¢ developed a dialectical
method of approach to social phenomena. Relying on the classics of communist ideol-
ogy, Marx and Engels, he tried to apply a holistic approach. “In studying a phenomenon,
the Marxist, dialectical method of research entails taking into consideration all tenden-
cies manifested during such phenomenon, their versatile measuring and each of them be-
ing studied in relation to the circumstances facilitating or disturbing its effect — and only
then drawing a definitive conclusion about the influence of each of those tendencies on the
course of the studied phenomenon” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 99). This ancient Greek method,
re-developed ever since the late scholastic period, over humanism and renaissance, and
subsequently over enlightenment and German classical philosophy school, became integral
part of the objective methodological approach in the middle of the 19t century. Its ma-
nipulation was possible due to unpredictable but purposeful needs of different ideologies.

The Manifesto of the Communist Party was the starting point of Sima Markovi¢s at-
titudes. This programme document viewed the historical process as the development of pro-
ductive forces and productive relations within the context of the exploiters and exploited so-
cial classes. Accordingly, the modern time is also marked by the division of classes, whereas
bourgeoisie, in its attempt to increase profits, globalized the brutality of exploitation. In that
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manner, the universal principle of the embodiment of capital undermines all existing norms
of the social system and national identity. “The bourgeoisie has through its exploitation of
the world-market given a cosmopolitan character to production and consumption in every
country. To the great chagrin of reactionists, it has drawn from under the feet of industry the
national ground on which it stood” (Marx, Engels, 2008, p. 569). The national orientation of
economy and social identification became a reactionary idea impeding the development of
capitalist relations towards its culmination and, therefore, the beginning of its death. In such
a society, there is inevitably the development of proletariat that, using its available capitalist
resources, should largely work on improving its position in order to assume, when the right
moment for it comes, the crucial role in the revolutionary revival. “The bourgeoisie itself,
therefore, supplies the proletariat with its own elements of political and general education,
in other words, it furnishes the proletariat with weapons for fighting the bourgeoisie” (Marx,
Engels, 2008, p. 574). Taking into consideration that capitalism is first developed within the
state, the strengthening of the national feeling and patriotism is an important segment of its
identity. The working class should resist the nationalist trap of owners of productive forces
which, by cherishing the emotional attachment to ethnic community tend to control the
strivings of the proletariat as well. The proletariat should be aware of these circumstances
and face them. In that respect, Marx and Engels explicitly claimed that “the struggle of the
proletariat with the bourgeoisie is at first a national struggle, though not in substance, yet in
form” (Marx, Engels, 2008, p. 76). This nationalist egoism, according to the teaching of the
classics of Marxism, built upon by the considerations of Sima Markovi¢ himself, was the chief
problem to overcome. That is why resolving the class issue meant, at the same time, resolv-
ing the national issue: “In proportion as the antagonism between classes within the nation
vanishes, the hostility of one nation to another will come to an end” (Marx, Engels, 2008, p.
582). Markovi¢ completely divided such population claiming that “Marx and Engels were of
the opinion that the end of oppression and exploitation of one class over another will also end
the oppression of one nation over another” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 101). The capitalist develop-
ment of the society involves “unremitting struggle” (Marx, Engels 2008, p. 574) initiated by
bourgeoisie, or the ruling class, intending to achieve its interests. An adequate answer that
might eliminate this “egoism” (Marx, Engels 2008, p. 568) is not possible through the evolu-
tion of the society but through the revolutionary change, and that is what the proletariat must
persist in. “Let the ruling classes tremble at a communist revolution” (Marx, Engels, 2008, p.
595). Just as many other ideologists of communism, Markovi¢ also used the Manifesto as the
starting point to develop his ideas. However, because of the general character of represented
attitudes, this document might be the starting point of different opinions, from opportunistic
ideas, via trade-union social democracy, to the ideological paroxysm. Factionalism within
the labour movement impeded a homogenous development and caused the division which,
instead of the dialogue of different points of view, consequentially resulted in their irreconcil-
able conflict. Ambitious in expressing his opinions and a consistent follower of communist
ideology, Markovi¢ himself encountered exclusive interpretations of his own political ideas.

Markovi¢’s understanding of nationalism

Markovi¢’s understanding of the phenomenon of the nation derived from his educa-
tion, ideological inclinations and visionary motives. He observed the nation in the histori-

1381



Michael T. Antolovi¢, Sasa S. Markovi¢, Sima Markovi¢’s National and International...

cal process, connecting it solely to the modern era, i.e. the time of the development of the
capitalist social system: “Nations are the historical product of the New Age” (Markovi¢,
1923, p. 112). In this manner he negated the so-called “primordial approach”. Therefore,
the nation is not an inherited and primeval social category but an expression of the devel-
opment of productive forces and relations within the human community. “In the spirit of
Marxist theory, we have defined the nation as a historical category of a certain epoch in
the development of the capitalist society” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 97). The thought sequence
of this statement was also the negation of the biological theory of the nation. Markovi¢
saw it as a segment of the segment of the racial theory intended to discriminate people on
the basis of anatomy and genetic characteristics. Separating the social dimension of the
nation identity development from the biological one, Markovi¢ criticizes the a priori dif-
ference as the foundation of the development of racism as the paroxysm that marked the
first half of the 20 century. “Racial nationalism has operated in politics even before with
racial arguments, but it was only during the World War that it reached the culmination
of insanity” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 10). After considering the existing theories of the nation,
Markovi¢ supported Stalin’s definition,* claiming that “the nation has historically become
a community of the language, territory, economic life and psychological constitution, ex-
pressed in the cultural community” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 16). The development of nations
assumed their state organization. According to Markovi¢, it became a “historical neces-
sity” after the French Revolution. The creation of national states led to the escalation of
various contradictions in the capitalist system. State interests became ever more complex,
intolerant and exclusive. Mutual confrontation was inevitable if the aim was the étatistic
development. Such development largely relied on the nationalist arrogance which, in the
form of patriotic feelings, spread among workers as well. Involving workers in the achieve-
ment of state and national interests constituted a great threat to the development of the
communist-oriented labour movement. It was the very fact Markovi¢ also warned about
by claiming that “national hatred led workers to the class suicide” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 29).
This is particularly due to the fact that, since workers thus became the class fulfilling the
interests of its class opponents — capitalists — because they possess the monopoly over
formulating interests of the national state. Markovi¢ observed this widespread instrumen-
talization of workers by bourgeoisie political structures in all revolutionary events of the
19t century. “National struggles divert attention of the proletariat from social and class
matters to general national matters constantly used by bourgeoisie in order to keep the
proletariat in the spiritual slavery” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 35). However, while class differ-
entiation and social stratification of West European societies at the turn of the 19" and
20t centuries were rather pronounced, the Serbian society, including the major part of
the Yugoslav state, was characterised by extremely poor stratification. Having in mind
that civil revolutions and modern-time wars achieved only their exclusive egotistic aims
by using nationalist rhetoric, Markovi¢ proved that their consequences were solely the
improvement of the material status of bourgeoisie: “Modern national struggles emerge
everywhere as the struggle between bourgeoisies of different nations” (Markovi¢, 1923, p.
37). The “Great War” showed that Markovi¢’s judgment about “the state being the dowry
of the capitalist class” was largely substantiated for the very reason that the interests of

4 “Of course, the elements of the nation - language, territory, cultural community...” (Stalin, 1949,
p. 336)
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the warring sides assumed a militant form. Mutual connection of mankind on humanis-
tic foundations recoiled at the ideological exclusiveness whose integral part was also the
subordination of other nations. Taking into account the above-mentioned fact, Markovi¢
claimed that “the ideology of peace-loving cosmopolitism was replaced by the ideology
of aggressive national imperialism” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 41). These statements brought
Markovi¢ close to the standpoint of contemporary science too. Yet his approach entailed
further ideological elaboration, primarily in unmasking the adherence to one’s own na-
tion as an alleged form of true patriotism and ethical values of people. Markovi¢ kept
reminding of the internationalism in the Manifesto and its followers. “The founders of
modern socialism recognized from the beginning the international character which the
labour movement tends everywhere to assume” (Kautsky, 1910, 203). It was in the inter-
nationalism of the labour that Markovi¢ found the necessary prerequisite for fighting the
nationalist ideology of the capitalist society. Such context of understanding the society
also included “social imperialism” This notion refers to the renamed continuation of na-
tionalist imperialism that achieved its state aims chiefly through its military victory over
the other identical imperialism. Social imperialism, therefore, represents improvement
solely for the bourgeoisie of the victorious state that also used the potential of its workers
in military and political terms. That false refuge of the achieved aims of workers is con-
trasted by Markovi¢s idea of the struggle of workers — proletariat for their aims, both at
the national and international levels. “Therefore, for the Marxist attitude to the national
question, the following is always of crucial importance: the interest of the social progress,
i.e. the interest of the liberating struggle of the working class as a whole, the interest of the
proletarian revolution” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 65). The stated interest depended exclusively
on the assessment of specific historical circumstances. That is why the national struggle
could, at one moment, suit the interests of the working class, and immediately afterwards
turn into its counter-revolutionary opponent. It was within this context that the national
struggle of Poland against imperial Russia was interpreted, with understanding and sup-
port, while its form of manifestation during the Bolshevik Revolution was unacceptable.
The achievement of the proclaimed national aim is persistently represented as the ul-
timate state interest. However, according to Markovi¢, among others, it is an illusion repre-
sented as a value of the entire community. Namely, Otto Bauer claimed that “bourgeoisie
needs national struggle in order to disguise contradictions while it needs the national peace
in order to turn the state into an instrument of its power” (Bauer, 2000, 314). The nationalist
ideology understood as deception of imperial capitalism should be opposed by the prole-
tariat which should not have abandoned the principle of class struggle and the destination
ofits crucial enemy - bourgeoisie. “In the process of class struggle, the proletariat, under the
influence of socialism, gradually liberates itself from the national, bourgeoisie ideology and
creates its own international, proletarian, socialist ideology” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 79) Accord-
ingly, the nation represents the bourgeoisie ideology and its role is to deceive workers by of-
fering them would-be democracy (Lenin, 1980, p. 8). Decisively denying the progressive role
of such concept of the nation, Markovi¢ also opposed the idea of justifying a certain form of
the national struggle as a progressive aim in specific historical circumstances. That is why,
in his opinion, the nationalist self-sufficiency of some nations within the multinational state
such as the Austrian-Hungarian Monarchy was unacceptable. Full national development of
Austrians and Hungarians was possible thanks to the denationalization of many nations liv-
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ing within that state. They could reach the national and cultural autonomy, but not the right
to their own national states. There were advocates of this idea among the followers of Marx’s
teaching, and their adherence was closely connected with the national affiliation. One of
those supporting the concept of national emancipation at a different level was Otto Bauer
(1881-1938). He claimed that the concept of cultural autonomy, along with economic sus-
tainability, would be possible in socialism because it cherished the autochthonous identity.
“If Romanians and Serbs in Austria have the warranty of the development of their national
culture to the same extent as in the Kingdoms of Romania and Serbia, the Monarchy will
be distinguished from these states only by the fact that it provides a huge advantage of the
vast economic area to these two nations” (Bauer, 2000, 351). Markovi¢ criticized the concept
of the above- autonomy because it restricted the territorial and political or, in other words,
the full development of the national idea. The chosen nations could achieve their national
emancipation, while simultaneously denying the same right to others. It was the deepening
of national contradictions that ensured the development of capitalism. Together with the
critique of the capitalist approach to nationalism, Markovi¢ also offered his sustainable con-
cept. The identity of one nation could not survive in fulfilling nationalist egoism but could
be emancipated through international gathering. The prerequisite of such gathering was the
respect for several principles in the development of nations: equality, freedom of choice,
voluntary cooperation and the change of the social system (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 87) All these
principles, according to Markovi¢, were met during the revolution in Russian, after defeating
the Russian national domination and enabling the emancipation of all the nations living in
the Russian Empire. In order to stay true to Marxist teaching, Lenin advocated the right of
nations to self-determination, allowing for the possibility of the right to secession. The latter
right in the socialist state, according to this interpretation, represented the proof of freedom
and democracy but, at the same time, merely a theoretical possibility, actually unenforceable
in practice. “The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics is a multinational Soviet state organized
on the foundations of the national equality and voluntary determination of all the nations
included in its composition” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 91). Despite the apparent harmony, his-
torical practice proved as rather unconvincing the thesis of voluntary co-habitation within a
federal state versus the possibility of choosing an autonomous national state. The words that
the end of oppression of one class over the other would also put an end to the oppression
of one nation over the other seemed rather idealistic. Instead of ideological paraphrasing,
unity was enabled by the repressive state apparatus, the cult of personality, awe and human
hypocrisy. The Soviet Union cherished the international prevalence of nationalism, but it its
specific historical (unpleasant at that) circumstances of immediate Nazi invasion it intensely
revived memories of the past of the Russian people, identifying national patriotism mani-
fested in the defence from Mongols with the patriotism opposed to modern-day occupiers.
Relying on the approach to the national question in the Soviet Union and the existing
insights into Marxist authors, Markovi¢ also analyzed the national question in the Kingdom
of Yugoslavia. Pointing to different paths of the historical development, he found the theory
of the national unity of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes unacceptable. “While developing under
different historical influences, Serbs, Croats and Slovenes developed in different directions
when it came to culture as well... And without the unity of cultural life, as we have already
emphasized, there is no nation” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 108). In his opinion, insisting on one
nation composed of three tribes would be a political pamphlet of the Serbian bourgeoi-
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sie that hoped to become economically stronger through national unification and relying
on the state apparatus (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 113) Such aspiration of the Serbian bourgeoi-
sie for domination in the territory of Yugoslavia was, in Markovi¢s opinion, a reflection
of unacceptable imperialism and usurpatory tendencies that eventually led to the “Great
War’, which would most probably impede the development of the state and accelerate its
destruction in an unpredictable direction. In his analysis, Markovi¢ also demonstrated a
naive and historiographically unsubstantiated assessment of innocence of Croat and Slovene
nationalism, claiming that “it should be emphasized that among neither Croats nor Slovenes
there is a single political group that would be against the state unity and in favour of seces-
sion” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 116). He could not accept the centralist state system because it
was exclusively an instrument of authorities. There is a striking lack of a deeper geopolitical,
cultural, confessional and economic analysis that would reduce nationalist opposites to one
of the failure factors of the Yugoslav unification project. From such ideologically simplified
understanding of the reality of Yugoslavia, Markovi¢ tended to draw a conclusion about the
right of Yugoslav nations to self-determination. “Marxist proletariat recognizes the unre-
stricted right to self-determination both to Croats and Slovenes..” (Markovi¢, 1923, p. 118).
Markovi¢s criticism of the constitutional, national and political reality of Yugoslavia was not
aimed at slighting the newly-formed state, which was actually insisted upon by the Commu-
nist International and a large number of the leaders of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia
through the syntagm that “Yugoslavia is a Versailles and bourgeoisie creation” doomed to
failure. (Stalin, 1947, p. 17) Unlike the widely accepted attitude, Sima Markovi¢ considered
the state unification of South Slavs as “a progressive act in historical terms” and was a true
opponent of its destruction, persistently advocating its preservation (Jaksi¢, 1987, p. 323).
This determination originated from his attitude that the Yugoslav state was not the result
of national romanticisms but represented the progressive result of the breakup of imperial-
ism. Thinking that this act was advocated by the majority of Serbian, Croatian and Slovene
people, Markovi¢ emphasized that the state and legal provisorium, after the armistice in
1918, was abused by the Serbian bourgeoisie through imposing its interest as the common
interest of the new state (Markovi¢, 1985). This standpoint was completely in contrast with
the Comintern’s concept of the “revolutionary charge” which could be achieved only in the
atmosphere of national conflicts. For this reason, Markovi¢s Yugoslav patriotism encoun-
tered criticism and accusations, while the notion of “Sima Markovi¢” became a common
synonym for an ideological renegade. Nevertheless, Sima Markovi¢ remained true to the
idea that socialism, and subsequently the anticipated communist society, could not be made
on the ruins of nationalist conflicts, but only from a developed democracy where the na-
tional question was also resolved by the balance and proportion of numerous interests. This
opinion was not a novelty, but it was also a subject of dispute. Namely, Karl Kautsky claimed
that “the proletarian class struggle as a struggle of masses, presumed the existence of democ-
racy - if not absolute and pure democracy, at least of democracy to an extent necessary to
organize masses and give them unique enlightenment” (Kautsky, 1919, 19).

Markovic¢’s national strongholds

Sima Markovi¢ found a solid stronghold for its criticism of national domination of
the Serbian bourgeoisie in the ideas of Svetozar Markovi¢, the founder of socialist thought
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among Serbs. In the second half of the 19t century he opposed the idea of “Great Serbia’,
which was conceived “in line with someone else’s needs, and not the needs of the people”
because it was “a confined and poor building” made contrary to the vision of the Balkans
as “a mosaic of different nations” (Markovi¢, 1965, p. 221). “Other needs”, or the idea of the
Serbian state and national domination, according to Svetozar Markovi¢, were represented
by the existing political authorities in Serbia which were “a copy of the legitimistic organi-
zation of that time” (Stojancevi¢, 1977, p. 83). The bearer of these modernist experiments
and capitalist development of the authentically peasant Serbia, according to Svetozar
Markovi¢, were capitalists or bourgeoisie as representatives of “petty merchant civiliza-
tion” (Markovi¢, 1985, p. 85). In such “civilization”, as the evaluation accepted by Sima
Markovi¢ himself, there was “neither internal nor external freedom” (Markovi¢, 1985, p.
89). The solution lay in appreciating the autochthonous agrarian and social life of Serbia
and insisting on it, despite the ideological teaching about the necessity of the capitalist
system (Perovi¢, 1985). Such “skipping’, although not in line with Karl Marx’s teaching,
continued to insist with determination on the revolutionary change (Markovi¢, 1985, p.
97). At the beginning of the 20t century, the representatives of the labour movement
also founded their own political party led by the most influential among them, Dimi-
trije Tucovi¢. Developing and effectuating Svetozar Markovic’s ideas, Tucovi¢ insisted on
the contemporary lack of substantiation of the idea of avoiding capitalism, thinking that
“Serbia was a world of capitalism to a full extent” (Tucovi¢, 1980, p. 360). According to
his views, Serbia had become a class state (Tucovi¢, 1980, 31), and the consequence of the
class differentiation of the Serbian egalitarian society, from which the Serbian bourgeoi-
sie originated, was “chauvinist inebriation” (Tucovi¢, 1946, p. 11) manifested through the
Balkan wars. Like Sima Markovi¢, several years later, Dimitrije Tucovi¢ also took a stand
that the Balkan nationalist conflict could be avoided only by the unification of the Balkan
nations based on their voluntary consent (Tucovi¢, 1946, p. 112). Tucovi¢’s solution to the
national question was based on the broadest democratic foundation, such as the opinion
of Karl Kautsky who pointed out that “the future of the Russian proletariat lay not in the
dictatorship but in democracy” (Kautsky, 1919, p. 134). It seriously undermined Marxist
consistency of Serbian social democrats and communists. However, while others as bear-
ers of ideological mainstream of the time, saw their teaching as reductionism and unac-
ceptable renouncement of the original Marxism, the above-mentioned Serbian commu-
nist were committed to it, anticipating its success and not doubting its human rightness.

Towards the conclusion

Sima Markovi¢ represents a unique phenomenon in the communist movement of
the Yugoslav state and Serbian nation. It derives from his attitude to the idea of a classless
society and the vision of its humanity. Finding a stronghold in the classics of communism,
Sima Markovi¢ intensely studied the theoretical concept and, by its further upgrading,
tried to contribute to its development. Among numerous social issues, due to the agony
of the world war and the contradictions causing it, his attention was attracted most by
nationalism and the form of its integration into the international concept of a classless so-
ciety. In his opinion, nationalism demonstrated in the near past and the epoch of roman-
ticism was an expression of the intentions of the bourgeoisie to impose its own interests
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as nationwide ones through patriotism and allegiance. Criticizing this concept, Markovi¢
simultaneously presented the idea of democratic nationalism which, through the dialectic
of its own development, integrated the interests of the people instead of class antagonism.
Unlike the instrumentalization of nationalism for the purposes of imperialist politics,
Markovi¢ searched for the national expression which would be realized on the equality
and mutual respect of nations. The national idea thus realized would overcome the egoism
of territorial and political pretensions and ensure the international unification of work-
ers. Sima Markovi¢’s approach to the Yugoslav state stood particularly in contrast to the
official attitude of the Comintern. Although in his works he quoted Stalin as an authority
and unparalleled leader, Sima Markovi¢ even dared to oppose the thesis of the historically
untenable concept of the unification of South Slavs. Blaming the Serbian bourgeoisie for
instrumentalization of the progressive idea of the union, Markovi¢ saw in it the potential
for democratic unity as an expression of the desire for an equal society. He remained true
to it and for that reason appreciated the role of the nation. It led to ideologically superficial
and chaotically formulated accusations of “turning right” and to Markovi¢’s marginaliza-
tion in the communist movement.

Every ideology strives to adapt the interpretation of the past to its own views. A
more successful and longer-lasting ideology is the one that views complex reality more
comprehensively, while essentially not deviating from its teaching. There are few histori-
cal examples known for effective connection of ideology and reality. While developing
his vision, Sima Markovi¢ tried to reconcile antagonisms. His success was partial because
an irreplaceable revolution is chiefly founded on social opposites which are not ready to
compromise. Nevertheless, Markovi¢ insisted on it trying to prove that “national interna-
tionalist” is not an oxymoron in a democratically developed society. It is exactly why ideo-
logical exclusiveness recognized in him an opponent and internal threat to its survival.
That circumstance determined the influence of Markovi¢’s views on the majority of his
contemporaries as a pattern resisting the challenges of different historical epochs.
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