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THE AUTHENTICITY OF THE FOUNDING
OF TITO’S YUGOSLAVIA AS A FEDERATION

Abstract: It is widely accepted that Tito’s Yugoslavia was institutionally founded at
AVNOJ, namely the Second Session of the Anti-Fascist Council of National Liberation
of Yugoslavia, held on November 29, 1943 in Bosnian woods. At the assembly, a Decree
concerning the federal organization was to be adopted. The Decree contained principles
of Yugoslavias future organization (six republics, along with the parity of republics and
nationalities). Neither scholars nor politicians, in the former country and abroad, have
questioned the veracity of the assertion that the Decree was adopted at this Session.

The Decree was instrumental in the communist drive to impose a federation and
communism, when confronted with pre-war politicians in the Transitional and Constitu-
tional Assemblies, in 1945 and 1946. The communists were able to claim that federalism
had already been instituted. Later, the Decree was widely invoked during Tito's Yugosla-
via, both by those who advocated greater "states' rights" and by those claiming that Yugo-
slavia was already too decentralized.

On closer inspection, it is more than questionable whether such constitutional De-
cree could have been adopted in such a situation. Many issues the decree governs were
matters of contention and final decision making within AVNOJ after the Second Session
(and in 1945). Technicalities also point to the Decree not being adopted at that moment,
but in an informal situation by the communist leaders at a later date, however, not later
than February 1945. Nevertheless, the Decree widely functioned as a source of legitimacy
and an instrument for setting certain limits in the political life of the former state.

Keywords: Anti-Fascist Council of National Liberation of Yugoslavia (AVNO]), Jo-
sip Broz Tito, ehnicity, communism.

Historical introduction

From the very beginning of the Yugoslav Partisan movement in 1941, led by com-
munists, Tito and probably others had the idea of laying down a basis of civil support in
some institutional way. This was to pave the way for the future form of government, a
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communist federation. As early as in August 1941, Tito pondered on a “National Libera-
tion Committee” in a letter to the leaders of the Croatian Partisans, Rade Koncar and
Vladimir Popovi¢ (Petranovi¢, 1988, 11, p. 197), This was implemented first at the lo-
cal level, although already in 1942 there was an attempt by the Anti-Fascist Council of
National Liberation of Yugoslavia (known by the Serbo-Croat acronym AVNOYJ) to hold
a “parliament”. Veselin Masles$a, a leading Bosnian communist, stated it was “not elected
technically...but more democratically than any thus far representative body in Yugosla-
via” (Pijade and Nesovi¢, 1973, p. 36). Its significance was limited, since Slovenes, beside
Macedonians and delegates from Kosovo, were not present. It was composed of Partisan
leaders and supporters.

After September 1943, when Italy departed from the Axis forces, the Partisan move-
ment gathered further momentum, by forced call-up included. German forces were not
able to replace the Italian ones, giving the Partisan forces impetus, particularly in the
Western parts of Yugoslavia. Even in Macedonia (where previously no Yugoslav-oriented
initiative could gain popular support), a Partisan movement arose. Tito's emissary to the
South at the time endeavored to get the Albanians to join the Partisan forces (Petranovié,
1991). The Partisans began to act as an official force (although styling itself as the Yugoslav
Army would come later).

Military wise, at the time, a British intervention in Yugoslavia would also have been
possible, which would have raised the possibility of reestablishing the old regime, al-
though it is almost impossible that Yugoslavia would have been reestablished as a lasting
state in such a manner. Relations within the government in exile give evidence in this di-
rection because of the bitter squabbling and inability to operate (Pavlowitch, 2008, p. 190;
Petranovi¢, 1990, pp. 506-520). Hobsbawm, Pavlowitch and Banac all agree on the com-
munists being the only ones able to renew Yugoslavia (Hobsbawm, 2010, p. 82; Pavlowitch
2008, p. 280; Banac, 2009).

Towards the end of 1943, the Partisans were far from prevailing in the military con-
trol over the territory; The Nazis and their Quislings were dominant throughout Yugo-
slavia. The Partisans themselves were far from being a compact force (Nikoli¢, 2015), al-
though there was a central command headed by Tito, and there were central units as well,
in contrast to the local ones, the members of which would not have been ready to depart
far from their respective localities. This was true particularly for the Slovenes. Hebrang,
the sovereign leader of the Croatian Partisans, constantly emphasized the Croatian nature
of the movement and criticized the rotten nature of Yugoslavia as such in its publications,
although Serbs formed the majority of his forces until the end of 1943. In Serbia proper,
after the debacle of the 1941 “Republic of UzZice” (a territory in south-western Serbia liber-
ated for 70 days) and after brutal mass German reprisals, the Partisan movement in Serbia
was weak, making the political position of Serbian communist leaders Zujovi¢, Neskovi¢
and Pijade also weak.

In Vojvodina (with the exception of Srem/Syrmia, whose Partisans were associated
with those in Bosnia), the Partisan movement was also weak. Partisans operated mostly by
way of physically underground “bases”. In Kosovo, it was mostly allied to the Albanian Par-
tisan movement with a view to unify with them. The national enmity prevented the estab-
lishment of joint Serbian-Albanian forces, although there were attempts. In Macedonia, the
Partisans were motivated mainly by the dream of a »Greater Macedonia« (Nikoli¢, 2015).
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In this paper, the circumstances of the Second Session of AVNO], the adoption, dat-
ing and relevance of the document to the future federal organization of Yugoslavia will be
dealt with.

Even before the session began, important discussions were held. Dilas reported that
the Serbian leaders, Zujovi¢, Pijade and others promoted the idea of doing away with the
monarchy; since monarchy was most popular in Serbia, the absence of monarchy would
make the situation for their future rule more facile (bPilas, 1994, p. 43). Other participants
were more reserved on this issue, as they were aware that an adverse reaction would come
from the Western allies and from the Soviet Union.

A Croatian politician Bozidar Magovac, the Croatian Peasant Party leader, was to
have mentioned organizing Yugoslavia as a confederation (Mrsi¢, 1992, pp. 262-5). This
indicates a variety of ideas circulating in Jajce prior to the Session. Among communist
leaders at the time of the Second Session, there were particular disputes as to what the
federation should be like (if at all):

* Mosa Pijade promoted the idea of an autonomous Serbian unit in Croatia (probably
in agreement with Neskovi¢? and Zujovi¢, leaders of the Communist Party [CP] in Ser-
bia’, who would not themselves have dared to make such proposals), which was rejected
by Dilas and Tito;

* Slovenes expressed their separateness and insistence that Slovene units would not
intervene outside Slovenia; they insisted on the Slovene language as the sole language of
command, which Tito had confirmed to the Slovene delegation at the Second Session for
the future. Slovenes may have been most enthused at the Second Session for having become
a “historical nation” and “taking their history into their own hands’, as Josip Vidmar claimed
at the session, but Lola Ribar, the leader of the communist youth organization (SKOJ), ac-
cused the Slovene Partisans of “separatism” as early as April 19434 (Documents, 1981, p. 228),

* Albanian communists from Kosovo and elsewhere accepted command primarily
from the communist leadership in Albania and associated with Albanian rightist organi-
zations, all dreaming of a “Greater Albania” as something conceivable (Petranovi¢, 1991),

* The Croatian communist leader Andrija Hebrang was completely independent,
claiming not only Baranja, but also Srem, and organizing Croatian communist cells in
Bosnian towns, dreaming of a “national state” (Bilandzi¢, 2006, p. 447),

* In Macedonia the situation was not articulate; the Partisan movement was weak
and dreaming of a “Greater Macedonia® Tito needed to send numerous emissaries. An-
ti-Yugoslav disposition was so strong that »any mention of Yugoslavia makes the mobi-
lization of Macedonian masses impossible« reported earlier by Dobrivoje Radisavljevi¢
(Vujosevic¢, 1988, pp. 422-423),

)

Neskovi¢ was exeplled from the CP in 1952 for, among other things, “Greater Serbian chauvin-
ism* (Nikoli¢, 2015, p. 480). Nikoli¢ also relates this to Neskovi¢’s opposition in 1945 to Kosovo
being granted autonomy.

w

Even Jovan Veselinov, one of the leading Serbian communists in the post-war period is presumed
to have said late in his life that Neskovi¢ and Pijade were “ardent Serbian nationalists“ (Popovic,
2006, 111, p. 30).

Even in 1945, the Slovene command refused intervention in neighbouring Lika by the then Gen-
eral Staff of the Yugoslav Army (Kriznar, 1987, p. 355). However, in 1945, Slovene forces lost their
autonomy and became part of the Yugoslav Army.

N
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* Partisan movements in Bosnia and Herzegovina and in Sandzak, unexpectedly for
some, organized their “land councils® at variance with the communist teaching on nation-
al self-determination, since these two regions were multi-ethnic. In both cases, the essence
was the protection of Bosniaks/Muslims (Petranovi¢, 1990, pp. 565, 567),

* Serbian communist leaders could not be forceful as they would be under the bur-
den of the idiom of “Serbian hegemony®). They also could, however, not be satisfied with
the “emancipation® of Sandzak, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Macedonia, Vojvodina and
Montenegro.

This picture may be supplemented with the situation in the government in exile in
London, where ethnic dispute also prevailed, but only Serbs, Croats and Slovenes “count-
ed“in that theatre. Supplementing the three, thus, could add a new balance to the relation-
ship.

bilas later wrote that communist regimes went corrupt by rise of nationalism (Dilas,
1994), but there was enough nationalism at the beginning in this case, although it does not
mean there was no space for further national »maturation«. We are hence confronted with
a coalition of nationalist movements, not communist in substance, but in form, mastered
and suppressed in their extreme variants particularly by Tito himself, with the help of
bilas, with Kardelj also being instrumental in this respect at the time.

The Session

On the course of the Second Session, we are informed through an official presenta-
tion given by Pijade and NeSovi¢ (1973). The presentation was heavily edited, although the
meeting was stenographed. Some speeches were not presented in entirety (with ellipses
indicating incompleteness), so we are not sure everything was being reported. Although
Zujovi¢s speech was given, it seems that Hebrang did not speak, although present, which
is hard to believe. The stenograph is not to be found in the Archives of Yugoslavia, Serbia,
Slovenia or Bosnia and Herzegovina, and was probably discarded after the publication of
the book edited by Pijade and Nesovi¢ in 1951 (1973).

The official presentation of the Session in the book form given by Pijade and Nesovié
(1973) is probably correct in its depiction of a high degree of enthusiasm and euphoria
present among the delegates. This was confirmed in the many testimonies in a 6-volume
book edited by Pordevi¢ and Spasi¢ (1963-1973), including some which can be trusted (in
contrast to others which were propaganda-type). At the Session itself, euphoria prevailed,
with Ljubo Leonti¢, an elderly pre-war moderate politician from Croatia, calling the event
“miraculous” (Pijade and Nesovi¢, 1973, p. 201).

The Session was opened by its President Ivan Ribar, but the main speech was given
by Tito, followed by many major communists and also non-communists. Overall, the ses-
sion itself was a huge manifestation of enthusiasm and unity, of hope and determination,
although the speakers did speak as members of their respective nationalities.

Among the speakers, after Tito’s enthusiastic speech, Serbs followed. Aleksan-
dar Rankovi¢ “greeted® AVNOJ on behalf of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia, Mitra
Mitrovi¢ on behalf of the Women’s Antifascist Front (AFZ), while Mihailo Svabi¢ did so
on behalf of the Communist Youth (SKOJ). Mijalko Todorovi¢, Serbian political com-
missar of the First Proletarian Brigade was the only one to offer “national self-criticism®
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He did not mention Serbian hegemony, as some non-Serbs did. He stated that Serbia had
been “the center of reaction’, which would never happen again. He did say the struggle
»developed« in other areas of Yugoslavia, “thanks to the struggle [previously] having de-
veloped in Serbia“ (Pijade and Nesovi¢, 1973, p. 162). Thence, Serbs were well represented,
but not backed by a national anti-fascist land council.

Moreover, Sreten Zujovi¢, a Serbian communist leader, as if challenging Tito, al-
leged that Tito would not find in Belgrade, upon liberation, “a bazaar with Greater Ser-
bian bourgeoisie®, but that the next AVNO]J session would be held there (Pijade and
Nesovi¢, 1973, p. 223). Turning to the Slovene professional military officer Jaka Avsi¢, he
did say that “the Serbian people never ceased fighting® (Pijade and Nesovi¢, 1973, p. 223).
Jaka Avsic¢ stated “we, Slovenes, were truly the first to grasp that we were condemned to
death” (Pijade and Nesovi¢, 1973, p. 204), a Croatian communist Pavle Gregori¢ boasted
of “Croatian masses throughout Croatia taking part in the Partisan movement and decid-
ing on their fate“ (Pijade and Nesovi¢, 1973, p. 228) — although it was actually Serbs who
were first to become Partisans in Croatia. Marko Vujadi¢ from Montenegro boasted of
Montenegrins being “fighters with greatest resolve” (Pijade and Nesovi¢, 1973, p. 164).
Colakovi¢, possibly the most senior communist, in a short speech mentioned Bosnia and
Herzegovina 11 times, including that it would no longer be a “woman-servant® pleading
for republic status, without stating so explicitly (Pijade and Nesovi¢, 1973, pp. 220-221).
Sulejman Filipovi¢ could say only that “Muslims were among the first to condemn the
atrocities in 1941 by their resolutions” (Pijade and Nesovi¢, 1973, p. 213). All of them were
thus speaking as members of their nations. The national promotional content of what they
were speaking is clear, attempting to shed best light on their own respective nations.

The Second Session, lasting one night only, did adopt some undisputed decisions: it
proclaimed itself the highest body of authority in Yugoslavia; it established a »National
Committee, a sort of government (presided by Tito); it conferred the title of Marshall
upon Tito, and also established a legislative committee which would prepare legislation
for subsequent adoption, headed by Mosa Pijade (Dedijer et al, 1972; Petranovi¢, 1989).
All these resolutions are to be found in the Archives of Yugoslavia on public display (Ar-
chives of Yugoslavia, n.d.) The Second Session did not address each nationality of Yugosla-
via individually, but all of them together, calling them to join the battle against occupiers
and particularly calling men to leave the Quislings (practically, all active military units
- and there were many - which were non-Partisan were considered Quislings).

The Decree and its Relevance

In scientific literature dealing with Tito’s communist Yugoslavia, it is often consid-
ered that it was established by an almost self-organized parliament, the AVNO] at its
Second Session held on November 29t, 1943. There is no dispute over the Council hav-
ing held three sessions and that during the third one it was transformed into a transi-
tional parliament of Yugoslavia (integrating some pre-war deputies and politicians as a
final step), paving the way for convening a communist-organized Constitutional Parlia-
ment, which would adopt the (communist federal) Constitution of Yugoslavia on January
31%t, 1946. It is also not disputable that the Second session was held at Jajce, at the time
claimed.
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The Second Session “deputies” met on the night of the 29-30" November 1943 (Dedi-
jer et al, 1972; Pijade and NeSovi¢,1973). This is beyond dispute, although it was a very dif-
ficult and risky undertaking, given that the Nazis were persecuting the Partisans in general
(for example, Petranovi¢, 1988, I1, pp. 280-302; Ramet, 2006, p. 157).

The Decree on organizing Yugoslavia under the federal principle is usually consid-
ered the major achievement of the Session. Most importantly, the Decree provided guar-
antees on Yugoslavia being composed of six republics, equal in rights and obligations and
on the parity of nationalities. It also enumerated the existing “land” civil authorities, exist-
ing allegedly. The Decree is deposited in the Archives of Yugoslavia and is composed of
two pieces of paper carefully glued together, to fit the entire contents on a single page and
stamped by “AVNO]J PRESEDENCY SECRETARIAT, BELGRADE”, signed by the AVNO]
President and Secretary. It bears the number 3 among the documents adopted at the Ses-
sion. However, the catalogue register of documents in the Archives states that this is a
rescript, signed in November 1945. Hence, there is no original to be found (Archives of
Serbia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Slovenia and Military Archives were consulted).

It would be very unusual for such a Decree, constitutional in nature, to be adopted in
some woods in Bosnia, during a single night, by ‘deputies’ not elected by ballot. But this is
not sufficient to exclude the possibility. There was a rationale why it was later presented
as so. It would be difficult to adopt such a decision in »normal« times and conditions, as
there were many interests, contested issues and doubts. It would be much easier for the
communist leaders to dispose of such a document, particularly when faced with »bour-
geois« politicians, particularly Serbian ones.

But did they truly adopt the “Decree on Establishment of Yugoslavia under the Federal
Principle” on the fateful night, as Yugoslav communist politicians would later hold as a “fact”
which later gained general currency? For example, Edvard Kardelj would maintain on Au-
gust 10, 1945 at the Transitional Parliament, in his capacity of Deputy Prime Minister, that
»the decisions of the Second Session are constitutional in nature...Today, Yugoslavia is a
federal state« (Provisional National Assembly,1945, p. 157), paying lip service to the pos-
sibility that the future Constitutional Parliament could change it. He also commented the
Decree was a “contract among Yugoslav peoples” (Provisional National Assembly, 1945, p.
57), but would not go as far as to state it was formally constitutional.

What Rodoljub Colakovi¢ had to say in the same Parliament on August 21, 1945 is
of additional importance: “enemies of the federation often flaunt with arguments on how
the federation endangers the security and fate of the Serbian nation in Yugoslavia. I should
wish to speak as a Serb from outside Serbia...How can we adopt the constitution of new
Yugoslavia, if in the assembly adopting the constitution all federal units are not repre-
sented at par [as expressed in decisions of AVNO] itself]”? (Provisional National Assem-
bly, 1945, p. 165). “We in Bosnia and Herzegovina, particularly targeted by reactionaries
speaking about the fragmentation of Serbia, declare that we, Serbs in Bosnia and Herze-
govina, were the promoters of federation” (Provisional National Assembly, 1945, p.166).

AVNOJ principles in the political life of Tito’s Yugoslavia

This Decree would become the most important pillar in the organization of Yugo-
slavia not only ideologically but constitutionally. During the existence of that state, the
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AVNOJ Decree and even “AVNO] principles” would be invoked ceaselessly by those de-
manding more »states’ rights«, equally as those calling for a stronger federal government.
It also set certain limits in institutional arrangement and political practice. For example, in
1949, Aleksandar Rankovi¢’s Secretariat of the Yugoslav Communist Party Central Com-
mittee proposed the introduction of a new level of government, the “regions’, by way of
which the federal government would be able to bypass the republics in implementing its
decisions. Miha Marinko, a Slovenian communist leader, vetoed the proposal at the Cen-
tral Committee session. No such proposal was ever attempted (Petranovi¢, Konéar and
Radovi¢, 1985, pp. 214-219). Of course, later, when republics became more empowered,
such interventions, as by Marinko, were not necessary.

An unusual instance of the limitation of invoking AVNO] principles arose before the
1971 population census, when there was an initiative to allow self-expression as being of
Yugoslav identity to be entered as an official option of national identification. Tito initially
supported the initiative. It took two emissaries of the Party leadership, the Slovene Vida
Tomsi¢ and the Macedonian Krste Crvenkovski, to convince Tito that it was official only
that Yugoslavia was composed of six nations. (Simi¢, 2004, p. 285).

This was the time when Crvenkovski advanced bold ideas of Yugoslav citizenship
being considered only a derivative of republic citizenship (which would be accepted, lead-
ing to republics disposing with registers of citizenship records at the time of dissolution)
and of doing away with the judiciary at the federal level (Flere and Klanjsek, 2017, p. 200).

Within the leadership, AVNOJ set limits to both overstepping republic autonomy
(particularly in the early period) and to dissolving the federal state (particularly in the
early 1970s).

Historical issues concerning the Yugoslav republics Constitution

There is no doubt that communist leaders did want the contents of the Decree, al-
though there were significant disagreements during the discussion needing to be noted,
prior to its — let us say - adoption. One certainly cannot say that they were simply under-
taking gerrymandering (Connor, 1984, p. 333) or that they took the issue of the number of
units and their borders lightly as Brubaker (1996, p. 6) would have it. Communists were
very respectful of their ideological credo, which contained a firm stand on the issue of
national self-determination, although these issues were debatable.

Historical conditions, as well as uncertainties as to ethnic groups and identities, had
to be considered. The national groups recognized by the communists were: Croats, Mace-
donians, Montenegrins, Serbs and Slovenes and Boniaks/Muslims in a de facto way. Also,
the population was ethnically mixed geographically. However, Dilas, who was most in-
volved in the issue, testified that the decisions were taken »facilely« (interview in Politika,
1992), probably owing to the general euphoria of triumph. However, this may be impres-
sionistic, meaning the disagreements were not dramatically expressed, and in contrast to
the dramatic events he was yet to face of confrontation with Stalin and his own expulsion
from the leadership.

The communists were, according to their previously established political tenets, ob-
ligated to establish Macedonia, if not to extend its full independence. In the context of
realistic politics, it was not possible to do otherwise, as their leader Metodija Andonov
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Cento and others were fighting only for Macedonia and particularly for Greater Macedo-
nia, including Aegean Macedonia.

Bosnia and Herzegovina was the major bone of contention, as mentioned, although
there were others (Sandzak, Dalmatia, Dubrovnik and Vojvodina). Kosovo would prove
itself to be a different type of problem. Bosnia and Herzegovina could have been parti-
tioned between Croatia and Serbia or appended to one of them solely. From direct data,
we know that the Croatian Partisan leader Andrija Hebrang having established Croatian
Communist Party cells in Bosnia during the War indicated the intention of establishing
Greater Croatia. On the other hand, Serbian communist leaders Mo$a Pijade and Sreten
Zujovi¢, supreme command members, not only claimed Bosnia and Herzegovina as Ser-
bian land, but also proclaimed that, should Bosnia and Herzegovina or Vojvodina attain
the federal status “Serbia [Serbs] would not fight” in the forthcoming campaign to force
Nazi forces out of Serbia (Koncar and Boarov, 2011, p. 102-103), presuming that Bosnia
and Herzegovina would be a part of Serbia.

It is difficult to say to what extent the decision to establish Bosnia and Herzegovina
was adopted as a step to overcome Serbian and Croatian claims and to what extent it was
a step towards enabling full national constitution of Bosniaks (designated Muslims at the
time). The latter argument was certainly also present. The main ideologue for the Muslims/
Bosniaks among the communists, Avdo Humo, wrote “Bosnian Muslims are yet at the be-
ginning of national constitution” (Tito et al, 1945, p. 68). Certainly, Bosniaks were most
interested in attaining a republic, but support from Rodoljub Colakovi¢, a Serbian party
veteran, and other leading Serbian communists, may have been decisive, although at the
time Muslims/Bosniaks were less numerous than Serbs in Bosnia and Herzegovina itself.

Vojvodina was promised federal status in Tito’s 1936 “Letter for Serbia (Tito, 1982,
pp- 3, 37), but it lost its national complexity after the expulsion of Germans at the end of
the War, and Serbs attained a slight absolute majority (51% by the 1948 Population Census,
Miljkovi¢ 1989, p. 49). In contrast to this objective fact, the Vojvodina historian Koncar
opined that subjective reasons were decisive in the failure. Some Vojvodina communist
leaders had fallen (Zarko Zrenjanin, for example), others, particularly Jovan Veselinov did
not work to this end, (Konc¢ar and Boarov, 2011). There were disputes about Vojvodina:
bilas held that Hebrang »strongly« claimed Croatia extended as far as »Zemun« (Pilas,
1983, p. 99), which would amount to claiming all of Srem/Syrmia. Another part of histori-
cal Vojvodina was empirically surveyed by a committee chaired by Dilas as to establish
its ethnic composition. The finding was not applied quite literally: Baranja would become
part of Croatia, in spite of Serbian islands within it, and Subotica, with a slight Croatian
majority, would remain in Serbian Vojvodina. Serbs were a slight majority in Vukovar,
but it remained in Croatia. Entire regions would be taken as criterion. “Alien” population
remained both in future Croatia and in Serbia (Petranovi¢ 1990, p. 697).

Sandzak, which declared itself a “land” (code name for federal entity) prior to the
Second Session and established a land council at the time, would not be granted the status
of a republic or even autonomy. It was to be partitioned between Serbia and Montenegro,
although both claimed it in entirety. The deliberation took place at the AVNO] Presidency
Session as late as February 24, 1945. The discussion was substantive, a dispute arising on
the proposal not to grant it any status and to partition it between Serbia and Montenegro.
Marko Vujaci¢ demanded that Sandzak, along with Kosovo and Metohija, become part of
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Montenegro in entirety (Nesovi¢, 1951, p. 54). No one else sided with him, but various res-
ervations were expressed about the proposal of Sandzak being done away with as an entity
of any kind. Sreten Vukosavljevi¢ demanded time and consultation (Nesovi¢, 1951, p. 55),
although one can presume he would have favored making the entire region part of Serbia.
At the end, there was no contest as to the adoption of what Pijade and Kardelj, the two
present AVNOJ i.e. National Committee vice-presidents, held: Sandzak did not attain an
official status; it was partitioned because of the absence of an economic and, as the AVNOJ
Presidency held in February, 1945 would stress — “a national basis” (Nesovi¢, 1951, pp. 51-
60). It was not composed of a single nation. Its land council would dissolve itself.

This is because Sandzak has historically been an ethnically mixed region, composed
mainly of Orthodox Serbs and Bosniaks/Muslims. The Berlin Congress agreement pro-
vided it with a special status. Although it was not part of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Austria-
Hungary was allowed to hold some troups there. At the time, it remained within the Otto-
man Empire and would be taken over by Serbia and Montenegro during the First Balkan
War. Granting it a land status would have practically meant introducing a second major
exception, along with Bosnia and Herzegovina, as to observing the nationality principle.
Interestingly, the Sandzak Land Council was established by consensus among some Serbs
and Bosniaks, but the major reason, according to Petranovi¢, who can be trusted in this
respect “was the fear of Serbs on the part of Muslims” (Petranovi¢, 1990, p. 566).

Kosovo may have been the hardest to deal with, since there was an anti-Partisan, anti-
Yugoslav Albanian insurrection going on in 1944-5. Albanians formed the absolute major-
ity in the region and were burdened by a long history of hardship under the Serbs, which
the Yugoslav CP acknowledged. Although mentioned many a time (see Petranovi¢, 1991),
a unification with Albania was never really on the table as a proposal (which would have
resolved the issue by making Kosovo part of the Albanian unit within Yugoslavia). Accord-
ing to Petranovi¢, the meeting of the Yugoslav communist leadership in which the decision
on the region’s status was taken, was held in April 1945, with a Serbian (Blagoje Neskovi¢)
and two Kosovo representatives invited (Fadil Hoxha and Miladin Popovi¢). The Kosovo
representatives (an Albanian and a Serb) were both hopeful for a federal unit (practically
impossible, since federal units were declared on 24 February 1945), whereas the Serbian
representative would cede only a district status (nothing more than an administrative unit).
This was in line with the Serbian view of Kosovo being not only an important part of Ser-
bia, but also its cradle and the place of greatest symbolic value. Partitioning Kosovo (and
Metohija) between Serbia, Macedonia and Montenegro was also considered. The decision
was to grant Kosovo autonomy within Serbia, although lesser in extent than that of Vojvo-
dina (Petranovi¢, 1991, p. 104). This meeting and this decision could well have taken place
after the Decree was published, as there were no Kosovo representatives at the session and
particularly since Kosovo gaining the status of a republic was not an option.

Issues involving the authenticity of the Decree

Nevertheless, it is highly questionable whether the Decree on federal arrangement
was adopted that night. In fact, there are very strong indications to the contrary.

The Politburo of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia met two weeks prior to the
Second Session, laying down the political platform. It called for AVNO]J to adopt a slogan
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“to underscore the propaganda slogan of federation of South Slavs, also to be presented to
Greek and Albanian people” (Petranovi¢ and Zecevi¢, 1988, p. 636).

This means that at the time the narrative was more propagandistic in nature than a
constitutional draft.

After the Second Session, Tito informed the Soviet Government of the Session, mak-
ing no mention of federal organization. On the basis of their missions with the Partisan
headquarters, the US and British allies were also informed and they commented. Cordell
Hull, the U.S. Secretary of State and Anthony Eden, the British Foreign Minister, in their
statements about the Session made no mention of the type of future government. How-
ever, the Soviet Government mentioned “the federal principle” to be applied, although not
mentioning any details, particularly not a concrete decision having been taken (Petranovi¢
and Zecevi¢, 1988, pp. 659-662)°. The principle had, however, been in the air for some
time and was in fact supported by certain parties before the outbreak of War (the Demo-
cratic Party and the Peasant Party (Kostunica and Cavoski, 2011, pp. 423-434). Immedi-
ately after the Second Session, the three major allies commented on the Session in various
ways. Hence, there is no trace of acquaintance with such a decision or even of Tito’s report.

As to indications casting doubt on the authenticity we note:

Firstly, as noted, the CPY Politburo met from October 16! to the 18, in preparation
for the Second Session, and its minutes contain a decision on launching a slogan about the
federal arrangement, but nothing more (Petranovi¢ and Zecevi¢, 1988, p. 681).

Secondly, the official presentation of the Second Session, when accounting for the
alleged adoption of the Decree at issue, notes nothing about a discussion, nothing about
voting, nor “passing by acclamation’, as in the case of other decisions passed, only a “tu-
multuous applause”, a reaction more appropriate for the launching of a slogan (Pijade and
Nesovi¢, 1973, p. 238).

Thirdly, Dilas wrote that the decision for Bosnia and Herzegovina to be granted fed-
eral status was taken in an informal situation, during a march in the beginning of 1944.
The Serbs and Muslims/Bosniaks from Bosnia had been lobbying for such a decision since
November 1943 at least.

The decision-making most probably went informally: Aleksandar Rankovi¢, Tito’s
deputy and the number one among Serbian communists, said the Bosnian leadership pro-
posed a republic for themselves. Tito agreed, and ,,to everyone it seemed self-evident and
understandable “(Dilas, 1980, p. 356). This was most probably all what was needed for
the technical drafting of the Decree. Rankovi¢ confirmed the sum of previous discussions.
His words were a form of Serbian consent. He was second in command but would usually
keep to interrogating prisoners and setting the foundations for his future police empire,
without engaging in political discussions.

5> The Soviet reference may have to do with their own policy: the Soviet Government sent a mis-
sionary to the Partisan headquarters, a Bulgarian communist by the name of Sterju Atanasov. The
Soviet government also made a vague suggestion of establishing a federation including Yugoslavia
and Bulgaria at the time (November, 1943) (Petranovi¢ and Zecevi¢, 1988, p. 635). These editors
consider Tito had no intention of complying with Soviet suggestions. The editors consider the
true author of the idea of Yugoslav-Bulgarian federation to be Georgi Dimitrov, the former Co-
mintern head, who was prepared in Moscow to head Bulgaria, and wished to boost an anti-Axis
movement in Bulgaria (Petranovi¢ and Zecevi¢, 1988, pp. 640-641).
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Fourthly, Slovenski Porocevalec (2, 1944), the journal of the Slovenian Partisan Move-
ment (Liberation Front) devoted an entire issue to the Second Session. A more elaborate
article on decisions made was signed by Boris Kidri¢, one of the foremost Partisan and
communist leaders in Slovenia. It referred to the fact that Yugoslavia was established as a
federation of 5 members, designating their names, not mentioning Bosnia and Herzegov-
ina. Kidri¢ repeated the issue of 5 members in the text, which was fully compatible with
bilas’ contention that Bosnia and Herzegovina had not been established at that moment.

In the same issue of Slovenski Porolevalec, the composition of the National Commit-
tee was presented. Mile Perunicié, active in the SandZak Land Council, was named the
Sandzak commander (Slovenski poroéevalec, 9), not noting the Land Council®.

Fifthly, in the archival material we find that on November 30t the AVNOJ Presiden-
cy addressed the “patriotic sons and daughters of Serbia and Croatia, Slovenia and Mon-
tenegro, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Macedonia, Vojvodina and Sandzak” in same manner
(Nesovi¢ and Petranovi¢, 1983, pp. 454-455), which is an enumeration of all these regions
on the basis of equality. Dalmatia, however, was not mentioned.

Sixthly, Jovan Veselinov, a leader in Vojvodina, in his memoirs referred to popular-
izing the establishment of the National Committee after the Second Session, but he did not
mention a federation (Veselinov, 1980, pp. 13-40).

Seventhly, variations in the enumeration of entities are to be found in AVNOJ leg-
islative drafts, the committee having met on Rog, Slovenia, after the Second Session. For
example, in the legislative draft on the state coat of arms, Vojvodina and Sandzak are also
mentioned as federation members. This is to have been drawn up early in 1944 (Pijade and
Nesovié, 1973, p. 273).

Eighthly, there is an inconsistency in the Decree, an illogical variance between points
2 and 3 of the Decree (see. If there had been reason to establish Sandzak Land
Council during the War, and it was considered so according to sound principles, why
should it not have been reconfirmed in peace time, as it was to all others. The wording
of the Decree does not offer a satisfactory answer, indicating the fact that Sandzak estab-
lished the council in a situation of poor communication after Tito called for the establish-
ment of local, district and land councils in 1943. They responded in an ambitious way.

Ninthly, during the Second Session in Macedonia there were no “Initiative Commit-
tees” referred to in the Decree, (for example, Pilas, 1990, pp. 320). Macedonian Partisans
were guided by the idea of their own state only and had no confidence in any Yugoslavia,
according to Dilas, at the time, “owing to the long-lasting crude military rule by Greater
Serbian chauvinists”, but there was at the time hope expressed “that the Macedonian peo-
ple will yet open their hearts”, (Vujosevi¢, 1986, pp. 14, 85).

Only on June, 24th of the following year would the National Committee order the
establishment and convocation of the National Liberation Land Council to representatives

6 As the Slovene political public was, by way of Slovenski Porocevalec, informed only of five estab-
lished republics and as the decision on granting Bosnia and Herzegovina the federal status was
factually taken in January 1944, as Dilas wrote, Rodoljub Colakovi¢ appeared at the First Session
of the Slovene National Liberation Council in February, 1944 and “transmitted greetings of the
people of Bosnia and Herzegovina”. (First and Second meetings, 1993, p. 38). In this way, the status
gained a sort of official nature, whereas Sandzak, also having established a Land Council, was not
mentioned.
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of an Initiative Committee established directly prior to this National Committee session
and for a particular purpose (Tito 1984: 20, 241-3). It would meet soon, on 2 August 1944
(Petranovi¢ and Zecevi¢, 1988, pp. 671-672; Petranovi¢, 1991, 111-112).

Discussion

This examination more than establishes the document’s dating as suspicious. It was
practically impossible that it was adopted at the Second Session. However, it was very
expedient to have it on the table in 1945 when confronting and politically mastering the
»bourgeois« opposition in the Provisional and Constitutional Parliament” (and also pop-
ularizing the idea among the general population). It meant holding a sacred constitutional
document. In fact, it could be considered »supra-constitutional«, because of the excep-
tional, extraordinary situation in which it was said to have been adopted. In fact, Kardelj
mentioned it as a »compact«. In the Provisional Parliament in August 1945, he stated
enthusiastically: “AVNOJ is something more (than a determination for national parity
in Yugoslavia). It is a compact between our nations, who - by arms - paved the way to
meet in Jajce in a united manner” (Provisional National Assembly,1945, 150). The Decree
acquired a charismatic aura, invoked in different and even opposing contexts until the
Yugoslav dissolution.

The decision needed to be made in such a small circle, as the issue was too hot,
too contested and a democratic procedure, even if limited to a communist-dominated
parliament, would have been impossible, neither concerning the number of units nor
the borders between them. However, the decision makers did not take any revolutionary
measures as to “lands” and their borders. Besides giving priority to ethnicity, they also
took history into consideration, particularly in case of Bosnia and Herzegovina, which is
claimed, by its major historian Mustafa Imamovi¢ to have had the same borders since the
11 century, being the oldest borders in the region (Imamovi¢, 1998, p. 10). However, this
may not suffice in an age of nations.

The signing of the document could not have happened much earlier than February
24, 1945, when Mile Peruni¢i¢ (secretary of AVNOJ, along with Colakovi¢) read the dec-
laration on the borders of the republics at the AVNO] Presidency, under the same agenda
item as the annulment of the Sandzak Land Council (when preparing the delineation of
the borders, Sandzak’s non-existence needed to have been factually decided upon before
the session). The Presidency accepted the declaration tacitly. There was no discussion, in

7 Milan Grol, the leader of the Democratic Party, in the issue of Demokratija, on September 27, 1945,
expressed doubt about the national identity of Macedonians and Montenegrins, also stating “the
Morava Vardar line was unseverable«. He considered some nationalities “imagined”. He also con-
sidered Macedonia “a new barrier to the natural and national development of the Morava region
people” [usually considered the heartland of Serbia] (Demokratija, 1, 1, 1, 1945), as if considering
Macedonians to be something yet inarticulate, undefined. On the other hand, at the Founding
Congress of the CP of Serbia, on May 10, 1945, a soldier by the name of Radoje Ljubi¢i¢ reported
that Serbian soldiers from Serbia proper in his unit felt that “Serbia should annex Macedonia, even
Montenegro” (Founding Congress of the Communist Party of Serbia, 1972, p. 98). Such opinions
could, hence, be heard throughtout the social structure of Serbia. At the same Congress, Dilas
stormed that Serbian Partisans in Bosnia were disposed to “kill all Muslims” (Founding Congress
of the Communist Party of Serbia, 1972, p. 79) (in vengeance).
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contrast to deciding on dissolving the Sandzak Council, where there were major differ-
ences. Lesser issues followed (Nesovi¢, 1951, pp. 58-59).

The Second Session did not elaborate on the issue of federation, although it was cer-
tainly on everyone’s lips. But that was not a deliberative body; conditions were not met,
only the idea of a Yugoslav federation was promoted and “tumultuously applauded”. The
remaining details were not insignificant, as some units needed to be established, others
not, some autonomy needed to be granted, and the borders needed to be specified. One
can imagine some things having been done differently: Bosnia and Herzegovina could
have remained un-established; Vojvodina could have been granted the status of a republic,
as promised by Tito. In both cases, however, there were strong reasons for doing as was
done: in the Bosnian case, it was the fact that the Partisan central forces were hosted in
Bosnia, coinciding with unified Bosnian claim to statehood. This was politically very rel-
evant and expedient at the time, but short of a lasting foundation. In the other case, it was
both the process of Vojvodina being less demographically complex and the lack of request
on the part of Vojvodinians that led to the resolution.

The decisions on the establishment of republics involved having more republics es-
tablished than some would have expected (particularly the Serbs), who would have been
less than enthusiastic to recognize the national nature of Macedonians, Montenegrins and
particularly of Muslims/Bosniaks (issue referred to at the Founding Congress of the CP
of Serbia [Founding Congress 1972]). However, Yugoslav communist leaders were not ac-
quainted with the idea of a larger number leading to a balance forwarded later by some
political scientists (for example, Filippov et al, 2004, p. 271). These authors also consider
that it may generally be better to split at least the major national group into several units.
In fact, this was done too: Serbs were to be found in Bosnia and Herzegovina and Croatia
(not to mention the less than articulate identity of Montenegrins), and Croats in Bosnia
and Herzegovina and in Serbia. In fact, Tito claimed in 1945 at the founding Congress of
CP of Serbia that such a split would make Yugoslavia “stronger® and “everyone happier®
(Founding Congress, 1972, p. 210). However, this was nothing like a deliberate border ma-
nipulation, or gerrymandering. It was an attempt to find borders in a situation marked by
an ethnically mixed population. They were not created, as Tito stated on that occasion for
“republics to wage wars against each other” (Founding Congress, 1972, p. 213).
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Ceprej Ornepe!
Yuusepsurer y Mapubopy
Ddunosopeku pakynrer
Mapu6op (Crosenuja)

AYTEHTMYHOCT OCHUBAIA TUTOBE JYTOCTIABUJE
KAO ®EJEPAIIVJE

(IIpesog In Extenso)

Ancrpaxkr: [llupoko je npuxsaheno na je TutoBa JyrocimaBuja 6mma MHCTUTYLU-
OHAJIHO yTeMe/beHa TOoKoM 3acefiatba ABHOJ-a, Hanme Toxom [Ipyror sacemama AH-
tudammnctrakor seha HapogHor ocnobobhemwa Jyrocmasuje, ogpxanor 29. HoBeMbpa
1943. y 6ocanckum mymama. Ha ckynurtunu je Tpebano ga Oyme ycBojeHa IOBesba
Koja ce Tuue denepaTuBHe opranmsanuje. OfayKa je cagpxaBana npuHuuie 6ygyhe
opraHmsauuje Jyrocnasuje (Iect perny6/mKa, 3ajefHO ca IapuTeTOM perry6nka 1 Ha-
nyuoHaaHOCTN). Hy McTpaskuBady HY MONUTUYAPY Y OMBIIOj 3eM/bJ U Y MHOCTPAHCTBY
HIUCY NOBOAVIINA Y IUTAabe UCTUHUTOCT TBPA-€ i je JeKlIapalyja yCBOjeHa Ha OBOM
3aceflamby.

Opnyka je 61Ia MHCTPYMEHTA/IHA Y HACTOjalby KOMYHIUCTA fla HAMETHY (defepanujy
U KOMYHM3aM, Kafja Cy OMIN CyOodeHM ca MpefpaTHUM Hmomutudapuma u IIperasHoM u
YcTaBOTBOPHOM CKyHIUTHHOM, 1945. 1 1946. rogune. KoMyHuctu cy Mormu fa TBpfie
KacHuje fa je demepanusam Beh ycmocrasmen. Kacuuje, Ha OmIyKy cy ce Haumpoxo
nosuBam TokoM TuTtoBe JyrocmaBuje, Kako OHU Koju Cy ce 3amaranu 3a Beha ,mpaBsa
Ip>KaBa“ TaKo U OHM KOjU Cy TBPAWIN [ia je JyrocnaBuja Beh Oma mpesuiie fereHTpa-
JIM30BaHa.

[Tpu 6/mKeM MCIUTUBABKY, BUILIE je HETO YIMUTHO Ja JIM je TaKBa yCTaBHA HOBe/ba
MorTa ja Oyfe ycBOjeHa y TakBoj cuTyanuju. MHora murama KojuMa ce ofjiyka 6aBu
6uma cy cropHa 1 mpefMeT KoHauHor opnyunBama ABHOJ-a mocne [Ipyror 3acenama
(u 1945. rognue). Texunuku getamu Takobhe ykasyjy ga OmiyKa Huje ycBojeHa y TOM MO-
MEHTY, Hero Jia je yCBOojeHa Y HehOpMaIHOj CUTYALMjU O CTPaHe KOMYHUCTUYKMUX Boba
HeKOT KaCHHUjeT JaTyMa, ali He KacHuje of ¢ebpyapa 1945. VMmak, OmryKa je cBe Bpeme
(dYHKUMOHMCAIA Ka0 M3BOP JIETUTUMMUTETA U MHCTPYMEHT 3a MOCTaB/babe ofpehennx
OrpaHNYerha Y HOMUTHIKOM SKUBOTY OUBIIIe Ip>KaBe.

Kipyune peun: Antndanmcruako Behe HapogHor ocnobobema Jyrocnasuje (ABHOJ),
Jocun Bpos Tuto, eTHMYKA IPAUIIAFHOCT, KOMYHU3AM.

1 sergej.flere@um.si
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Vicropujckn yBop,

Op camor moueTKa jyTOCTOBEHCKOT TIapTM3aHCKOr TIoKpeTa 1941. ropuHe,
npenBoheHor koMyHucTiMa, TUTO M BepOBaTHO OCTaNM Cy MMM WAEjy fia TIOCTaBe
OCHOBY rpabaHCKe MOfIpIIKe Ha MHCTUTYIVOHAAH HauyH. To je Tpebano ma mpumpeMu
nyT 3a O6ynyhe ypebeme mpxaBe, komyHuctuuke ¢eneparuje. Beh asrycra 1941, Turto
je pasMuIIIBAO O ,HAPOJHO-0CTIO00AMIaYKOM 0f60py” v mucMy BohaMa XpBaTCKuUX KO-
myHucta, Pagetry Konuapy u Bragumupy ITonosuhy (Petranovi¢ 1988 II, 197). Oso je
[IPMMEEeHO IIPBO Ha JIOKATHOM HUBOY, Mazia je Beh 1942. ropuHe moCcTojao MOKyIIaj OX
cTpane AnTndammctiykor Beha HapogHor ocno6obema JyrocnaBuje (mosHaTor mox
cprcko-xpBatckuM akponumoM ABHOJ) ma ogpxu ,,ckyniutuny’. Becennu Macrenra,
Bonehy 60caHCKYU KOMYHIICTA, PEKAo je ja OH ,Hje 6110 TeXHMYKM 13abpaH ... anmu je 6110
IeMOKPATCKIj! Off CBUX [IO Caja MpefCTaBHMYKMX Tena y Jyrocasuju” (Pijade, Nesovié,
1973, str. 36). Eberos 3Hauaj je 610 orpaHudeH, ¢ 063upom na CroBeHunu, mopex Make-
moHarja u fienerata ca Kocosa u Metoxuje, Hucy 6umm npucytHu. buo je cactaBbeH of
apTU3aHCKMX BODa 1 IIpUCTaMUIIA.

[Tocne centembpa 1943, xapa je Vranmja nanyctuna Cune 0cosuHe, MapTH3aH-
CKM TIOKpeT je 3a/j06Mo fabu 3ajeT, yK/bydyjyhn xpos mpunypHy perpyraiujy. He-
MadKe TpyIle HUCY OM/Ie y CTamy [ja 3aMeHe UTalujaHCcKe, fajyhn mapTusaHCKUM CHa-
ramMa IOACTUIAj, MOceOHO Y 3amafHuM AenoBuMma Jyrocmasuje. Yak u y MakemoHuju
(Tme TpeTXOZHO HMjefHA jyTOCTOBEHCKM OpMjeHTHCAHa MHMIIMjaTMBa HUje MOITIa fa
3aj10011je HApOJIHY TTOAPIIKY), TTOAUTAO Ce TAPTU3AHCKM MOKpeT. TUTOB M3acTaHMK 32 jyT
y TO BpeMe je HacTojao fia mpupobmje AnbaHile ja ce MpUAPYKe MAPTU3aHCKUM CHara-
Mma (Petranovi¢, 1991). ITaptusanu cy modenyu ja fenyjy Kao 3sBaHu4Ha cHara (Mazga he
BIXOBO yoO/II4aBame y JyroCIoBeHCKY apMujy Johu KacHuje).

VI3 BojHOT yI71a, y TO BpeMe, OpuTaHCKa MHTEPBEHIMja y Jyrocmasuju je Takobe 6uma
Moryha, mrto 6u mosehano BepoBaTHOIy TOHOBHOT YCIOCTaB/bakbha CTAPOT PEKMMA, Maja
je roroBo HeMmoryhe fja 6u JyrocmaBuja 61Ia IOHOBO YCIIOCTaB/beHa Kao TPajHA ApKaBa
Ha oBaj HauMH. OIHOCU y OKBUMPY €MUTPAHTCKe Bjlafie IIPY>Kajy JoKase KOju yKasyjy y
TOM cMepy 360r owmtpux cBaba n Hecmoco6HOCTH fa genyje (Pavlowitch, 2008, str. 190;
Petranovi¢, 1990, str. 506-520). Xo6c6aym, [TaBnoBuy u baHaly ce cBu Caxxy ga Cy Ko-
MYHUCTY OWIM jenyuHM crocobHM fga o6HoBe Jyrocmasujy (Hobsbawm, 2010, str. 82;
Pavlowitch, 2008, str. 280; Banac, 2009).

[Ipen xpaj 1943, maptusaHu cy 6mnu faieko Of IPEBIACTU Y BOjHO] KOHTPOMNU Te-
pUTOpUje; HALVICTY M BUXOBYU KBUCIIVHSY Cy OW/IV JOMMHAHTHY MMpoM Jyrocnasuje. CamMu
mapTusanu ¢y v ganexo o kommaxtHe cue (Nikoli¢, 2015), Maja je mocTojara eHTpa-
Ha KOMaHJia Ha uerny ca TutoMm, u Takohe cy LieHTpanHe jefHNIle, Y KOHTPACTY Ca JIOKAl-
HMM, 4MjJ1 WIAHOBU HUCY OWIIM CIIPEMHHU Jla Ofi/Ia3e JaJieKo Off CBOjuX okamurteTa. OBO je
6o HapounTo uctuHNUTO 3a CrioBeHIie. XeOpaHT, CyBepeHN NUjep XPBATCKMX MapTH3aHa,
CTaJTHO je HaIIAIIABA0 XPBATCKY IIPYPOJY HOKpeTa ¥ KPUTUKOBAO Y CBOjUM ITyOIMKaIjaMa
TPy IpUpozy JyrociaBuje Kao TakBe, Masia ¢y Cpbu npefcrasbamy BehnHy HberoBux cHa-
ra 7o kpaja 1943. Y camoj Cpbuju, HakoH febakna ,, Yxuuke peryomuke” 1941. (ocmobohena
Teputopuja y jyrosamagHoj Cp6uju TokoM 70 [gaHa) M HAaKOH OPYTaTHMX HEMadKMUX
pernpecanuja, mapTusaHcky mokper y Cpbuju je 61mo cmabd, unHehn MOMUTHYKY MONIOXKa]
cprickrx komyHuctnakux Boha JKyjosuha, Herkosuha u [Tujage — takohe cmabum.
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Y Bojsogmuan (ca nsyserkom Cpema, 4njy Cy IapTU3aHu 611N TOBE3aHNM Ca OHMMA
u3 BocHe), mapTusancku mokper je 6uo takobe cmab. Ilaptusamn cy BehnHoM fenoBanu
IyTeM MIeralHuX »0asa”. Ha Kocosy, oH je yrmaBHOM 6110 IIOBe3aH ca an0aHCKUM Iap-
TU3aHCKMM IIOKPETOM Ca HaMepPOM Yjeiniberba ca muM. HanmonanHo Henmpujare/bcTBo
je cIlpeyaBaso yCIOCTaB/balbe 3ajeJHUYKMX CPIICKO-a/l0aHCKUX CHara, Maja je Omio
nokymaja. Y MaKeJOHUj! TAPTU3aHN Cy OM/IU MOTUBJCAHM IIPE CBETa CHOM O ,,Be/IMKOj
Maxegounju® (Nikoli¢, 2015).

Y oBoMm pany, 6uhe pasmarpane oxonnoctu Jpyror sacegatba ABHO]-a, ycBajame,
JaTyparbe M pelleBaHTHOCT JOKyMeHaTa 3a 6ynyhy dbenepanny opranusaiyjy Jyrocnasuje.

Yak u mpe Hero IITO je 3acefame II0UeNI0, BoheHe Cy 3HauajHe AMCKycmje. Humac
usBelITaBa ja cy cpicke Bobe, JKyjosuh, IInjane n fpyru sacTymanu upejy fia ce ykuse
MOHApXuja; IOLITO je MOHapXuja OuIa Hajmonynapauja y Cpouju, OfCycTBO MOHapXuje 61
YYMHUIO CUTYaLUjy 3a BuxoBo 6yayhe ynpasmbame jenHoctaBHujoM (Dilas, 1994, str. 43).
Jlpyru yd4ecHULM Cy OW/IM BHILE pe3epBUCAHY 110 OBOM IIMTAlbY, HOLITO CY OW/IM CBECHU
HeraTUBHe peakijyje Koja 6y JOlIa O 3alaJHNUX caBe3HMKa 1 13 COBjeTCKOr caBe3a.

Xpparcku nommtidap boxmmap Marosau, Boha Cepauke IapTuje, HABOZHO je
[OMMIA0 OpraHM30Balbe JyrocmaBuje Kao KoHpemepaumje (Mrsi¢, 1992, str. 262-5).
OBo yKasyje Ha pasIMYUTOCT MUJeja Koje Cy KpyXKuje y Jajuy Ipe 3acefjama. Y BpeMe
Dlpyror sacemama Meby komynuctuukum Bohama BobeHe cy pacrpase o ToMe Kako 61
denepanuja Tpebano mga usrnega (ako yoruire):

* Moma IImjapie je 3aroBapao upejy ayTOHOMHe CPIICKe jeAuHMIe y XpBaTCKoj (Be-
poBaTHO y carmacHoctu ca Hemkosuhem? n JKyjosuhewm, Bohama KomyHucTiuke mapruje
y Cpbuju’, xoju ce He 61 yCYANMM caMy [a HAaIpaBe TaKaB HPEJIOr), KOjy Cy ombanuim
Bunac u Turo;

* CoBeHLM Cy M3PasUIM CBOjy OJBOjEHOCT M 3aXTeB Jla CIOBEHCKE je[UHMIE He
uHTepBeHnIly u3pan CIOBeHMje, OHM Cy MHCUCTUPAIM M HA CIOBEHCKOM je€3UKy Kao
jeNVHOM je3MKy KOMaH/I0Bama, ITO je TUTO IMOTBPAMO CIOBEHCKO] feneranuju Ha [Ipy-
roMm 3acefamy 3a yoyayhe. CroseHuu cy Mmoxxpa 6mnn Hajcpehnuju Ha JIpyrom 3acenamy
TOLITO CY IIOCTA/N ,ACTOPYjCKU HAPOZ' U ,y3€/IU CBOjy UCTOPHjY Y BIACTUTE PyKe', Kao
o je Jocun Bupmap caomnmrtio Ha 3acefamy, anu je Jlona Pubap, Boha komyHucTmuke
omnmagnHcke opranusanuje (CKOJ) onTyxno croBeHauKe mapTu3aHe 3a ,,cerapaTnsam”
Beh anmpura 1943.4 (Documents, 1981, str. 228);

* anbaHcku komyHuctu ca KocoBa m fpyrzie mpuMmany Cy KOMaHJy ITPBEHCTBe-
HO Off KOMYHUCTMYKOT BohcTBa y AnbGaHmju 1 O6Mam y Besu ca albaHCKUM JecHUYap-
CKMM OpraHusalyjaMa, CBU camajyhu o ,,Bemikoj Anbannju” Kao o HedeM 3aMMUCTINBOM
(Petranovi¢, 1991);

2 Hemkosuh je 1952. usbasen us KII 360r, nsameby ocraor, ,BelIUKOCPICKOr MIOBMHM3MA"
(Nikoli¢, 2015, str. 480). Huxonuh taxobe oBo goBoanu y Besy ca Hemrkouhesum ctraBom mpema
mome/buBary ayTonomuje Kocoy 1945.

3 Yax je u JoBaH BecenuHos, jegan o Bojehnx CpIICKIX KOMYHICTA Y IIOC/IEPATHOM IIePUOAY, Ha-
BOZIHO peKao KacHuje y cBoM )XuBoTy fa cy Heurkosuh u Ilujase 6umn ,,CpICKM HAIVIOHAIUCTI
(Popovi¢, 2006, III, str. 30).

4 Yak n 1945, cnoBeHauka KOMaH/a je ombuia 1a MHTEepBEHMINE Y CYCeHOj JINIM ca TafjalbiM
reHeparabom Jyrocnosencke apmuje (Kriznar, 1987, str. 355). Mebhytum, 1945. roguse, cinose-
HadKe CHare Cy 13ry6uie CBOjy ayTOHOMI)Y ¥ IIOCTaJIe CY fie0 JyrOC/IOBEHCKe apMuje.
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* XpBaTCKM KOMYHMUCTUYKM Boba AHppuja XebpaHnr je 6110 HOTIYHO HEe3aBUCTAH,
saxTeBajyhu He camo Bapamy, Hero u Cpem u opraHusyjyhn xpBarcke KOMyHUCTIUIKE
hemmje y 6ocanckum rpagoBuma, camajyhu o ,HaumonanHoj gpxasu’ (Bilandzié, 2006,
str. 447);

* y Make[loHUjH CUTYalMja Huje 61/Ia apTUKY/IMCAaHa; IAPTU3aHCKU TIOKpPeT je 6110
cmab u camao o ,,Bennkoj Makenounju‘. Tuto je Mopao ia mabe 6pojue nzacnanuke. Cra-
BOBI IIPOTUB JyrociaBuje Cy OMIu TAKO CHAXKHM [ia je ,,011710 KOje MOMUIbatbe JyrocaBuje
YMHIIO MOOMIN3ALNjy MaKeOHCKUX Maca HemoryhoMm™ usBectno je panuje Jobpusoje
PagncasmpeBuh (Vujosevic, 1988, str. 422-423);

* mapTU3aHCKM MokpeTy y bocau n Xepueropuun n y CaHIIaKy, HEOUeKMBAHO 32
HeKe, OPTaHN30BAJIN Cy CBOja ,,3eMa/bcka Beha®, 3a pas/iuKy off KOMyHUCTUYKOT yUetba O
HaIJIOHA/THOM caMoofipeherby, IOIITO cy OBa fiBa pernoHa 6ura MyaTHeTHUYKa. Y 06a
clydaja, CymTHHA je 6mma samtnuTa Bommaka/Mycnumana (Petranovié, 1990, str. 565,
567);

* cprcke koMyHMCTHYKe Bohe Hucy morne ma 6ymy 3axTeBHe (momrro 6u 6ure
omntepehene npmomom ,cprcka xeremonuja“). Onn, mehytnm, Takohe Hucy mormu ga
6yny 3amoBomHU ,emaHnumanujom“ Canpaxa, Bocue n Xeprerosute, MakenoHuje,
Bojsopgune u lpue Tope.

OBa cika Moxe fa Oyfie Oy beHa CUTYALjOM Y eMUTPAHTCKO]j Baaau y JIOHIOHY,
y K0joj ¢y Taxkobe IpeoBafaBany eTHIUIKY CIIOPOBH, /1M Y TOM T€ATPy UMAJIN CY ,,I7Iac
camo Cp6u, Xpsaru 1 Crosent. Jlonymasarbe 0Be TPOjKe, JaK/Ie, MOITIO je Aa JOfja HOBY
PaBHOTEXY y OfHOCe.

Bunac he KacHUje Ja MuIIe fa Cy KOMYHUCTUYKY PEeXXMMU IOCTaNny KOPYMIMPaHU
pacrom Haumonanmuama (Pilas, 1994), amu 6uno je foBO/BHO HaryoHamusMa Beh y mo-
4eTKy y OBOM CJIy4ajy, Majia OBO He 3Ha4M Jia Hifje 61710 IIpOCTOpa 3a [jaj/be HallMOHAIHO
»CazpeBame. My cMO aK/ie CyO4eH) ca CaBe30M HAI[OHAIHNUX IIOKpeTa, KOju y CyIl-
TUHM HUCY KOMYHUCTUYKN, a/INl TO jecy y q)OpMI/I, HOHPCbeHI/I " IMOTUCHYTHN Y CBOjI/IM
eKCTpeMHIM BapyjaHTaMa HapOdUTO Of CTpaHe camor Tuta, y3 momoh Buraca, xao u y3
Kapnema koju je Takobe 6110 KOpIUCTaH Yy OBOM CMICITY Y CBOje BpeMe.

3acegame

O rtoky [lpyror sacemama obaBelITeHM CMO Kpo3 ciayx6ern npukas Iliujage u
Hemosuha (Pijade i Nesovi¢, 1973). TIpuka3 je u3pasuTo pefuroBaH, Mako je cacTaHak
creHorpagucan. Hekn roBopy HUCY HpeACTaBbeHU y LienuHM (ca 3arpajama Koje Cy
yKasuBajie Ha HEIOTIYHOCT), alM HICMO CUTYPHHU Jia je 0 cBeMy usBemrteHo. [Tomrro je
JKyjosnhes roBop o6jaB/beH, 13 Tora npousnasy ga XeOpaHr Huje rOBOpKUO Mazja je 610
[IPUCYTaH, IITO je TELIKO fja ce moBepyje. CreHorpama HeMa y ApxuBy Jyrocnasuje Cpouje,
Crnosennje nnu BocHe n Xeprerosute, 1 BEpoBaTHO je 6adeH mocye 06jaB/buBarba KIbIre
Kojy cy naganu Ilujage n Hemrosuh 1951. roguse (1973).

3BaHnyHa mpeseHTanyja ceguuie y Kwusu [njage u Hemosnha (1973) BepoBaTHO
je Ta4Ha y CBOjeM OIMCY BUCOKOT CTelleHa eHTYy3ujasMa u eydopuje koja je buma mpu-
cyTHa Meby meneraruma. OBo je TOTBpheHO y MHOTMM CBeOYaHCTBYMA Y LIIECTOTOMHO]
Ku3u Kojy cy ypermnu Hopbesuh u Cracuh (1963-1973), ykmyayjyhu Heka Kojuma ce
MO>Ke BepoBaTH (3a pasnmKy off APYIMX Koja ¢y 6ma npomaraniHa). Ha camom JIpyrom
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3acefiamy, IpeoBIafiaBana je eydopuja, a Jbybo Jleontnh, crapuju mpegpatHu yMepeHu
nonmutidap us XpBarcke, Ha3sao je gorabaj ,,aymecaum” (Pijade, Nesovi¢, 1973, str. 201).

3acefame je OTBOPHO NpefcenHnkK ViBan Pubap, anu r/1aBHI TOBOP je ogpxao Tuto,
KOjeM Cy CJIefVUIVI MHOTH I7IaBHY KOMYHUCTU U HEKOMYHUCTH. YIJIABHOM, CaMo 3acefjiame
je 6o Benuka MaHudecTalMja eHTy3Mja3Ma U jeMHCTBA, HaJie M OITy9HOCTH, Maia Cy
TOBOPHUIIV TOBOPYJIV KAo IIPUIIAJHILI CBOjUX HALMOHATHOCTH

Meby rosopumiyma, mocime THUTOBOT €HTY3MjaCTMYHOI TIOBOpa, CICNWIA CY
Cp6u. Anexcanpmap Pauxosuh je ,mosnpasuo“ ABHOJ y ume KomyHucTuuke mapruje
Jyrocnasuje, Murpa Mutposuh y nme Antndammcruakor ¢pponra xxeHa (ADXK), gox
je Muxajno IIsabuh To yunmumo y ume Komynucrnuke omnagune (CKOJ). Munjanko
Togoposuh, Cpbun, momurnukn xomecap IIpse mponmetepcke Opurage, 610 je jemuHu
KOjJ je TIOHYINO ,,HallMOHAIHY CaMOKPUTHUKY . OH Hlfje IIOMEHYO CPIICKY XeTeMOHMjY, Kao
HITO Cy TO yunmHum Heku Hecpbu. OH je pexao ma je Cpbuja 6mma ,LieHTap peakiuje,
1ITo ce Buine HuKaza Hehe gorogntu. Pexao je ma ce 6op6a ,,pasBuja“y gpyrum obmacTu-
Ma Jyrocnasuje, ,3axBabyjyhn 60p6u [koja ce mperxonHo| passuia y Cpouju® (Pijade,
Nesovi¢, 1973, str. 162). [Take, Cpbu cy 6mmm 5o6po mpefcTaB/beHn, anu HICY UMan
3anehHy HalOHATHOTL, aHTU(AMICTIIKOT 3eMas/bCKOT Beha.

ITopen Tora, Cperen JKyjosuh, cprcku komyHncTuukn Boha, Kao fa je nsasusao
Tura, tBpauo je ma Tuto nehe nahu y Beorpany, Hakon ocnobobema, ,,6a3ap ca Benu-
KocprckoM Oypxoasnjom®, Hero he mapegna cemumia ABHOJ-a 6urn tamo ogpkaHa
(Pijade, Nesovi¢, 1973, str. 223). Oxpehyhu ce cnroBenaukom npodecnonaTHOM BOjHOM
ounmpy Jaxn Apumhy, pekao je ma ,,CpICKM Hapoj HMKAJ HUje IpecTao Aa ce 6opu”
(Pijade, Nesovi¢, 1973, str. 223). Jaka Apumh je pekao ,,mu, CroBeHIu, 611u cMO MCTUH-
CKIL IIPBU KOj Cy cxBaTwn fa cMo ocybenu na cmpt® (Pijade, Nesovié, 1973, str. 204),
xpBarcku koMmyHucra ITane Iperopuh ce xBammo yuemrhem ,XpBaTcKMX Maca Koje ce y
4nTaBOj XpBaTCKOj IPUAPYKY)Y HaPTU3aHCKOM MOKPETY 11 OfJTy4yjy O CBOjOj CyAOMHNM "
(Pijade, Nesovi¢, 1973, str. 228) — maga cy, y ctBapu, Cpbu 6w Ti Koju Cy IpBH II0-
cTanu maprusann y Xpsarckoj. Mapko Byjaunth us Ipue Tope ce xBanuo I]proropruma
Kao ,6opumma ca Hajpehom omryanouthy“ (Pijade, Nesovi¢, 1973, str. 164). Yomakosuh,
BEPOBATHO HAjCTAPMjJi KOMYHICTA, Y KPAaTKOM FOBOPY IIOMeHYO je bocny u Xepuerosuny
11 myTa, ykpyuyjyhu u To ga oHa Bumre Hehe ma Oynme ,cnymkumwa“ u samaxyhn ce 3a
IbeH CTaTyC penyOiyKe, Majia To Huje u3puauto kasao (Pijade, Nesovi¢, 1973, str. 220-
221). Cynejman @umumnosuh je camo Morao ja Kaxe fia ¢y ,Mycmimann 1941. 6umm mehy
IOpBUMA, KOjU Cy CBOjUM pesonyuujama ocyamnu snounne (Pijade, Nesovi¢, 1973, str.
213). CBu OHU Cy laK/Ie TOBOPYIN Kao IPUITAIHUIMN CBOjUX Hanuja. HanyoHnamHo-Ipo-
MOLIMOHM Cajp>Kaj OHOra IITO Cy FOBOPWIM 01O je jacaH, mOKylIaBajyhu fa mpegcrase
BJIACTHUTE Halluje Y Haj0O/beM CBETIIY.

Ipyro sacemame Koje je TpajaJo caMO jegHY HOh jecTe yCBOjU/IO HeKe HeCIop-
He OfIyKe: IIPOITIACIIIO je cebe 3a HajBUILE TeJIO BIACTH Y JyTOCTABUjI; YCTAHOBUIO je
»Haunonanuu xoMuteT", BpCTy Brafie (KOjoM je mpefcefaBao TuTo); MOTBPAWIO je TU-
tyny Mapurany Tuty, Takobe je ycTaHOBWIO 3aKOHOZABHU KOMUTET Koju he ma mpu-
IpeMM 3aKOHe 3a IIOTOMe yCBajame, Ha 4yeny ca MomoM Injage (Dedijer et al., 1972;
Petranovi¢, 1989). Cse oBe pesomymmje Cy BOCTYIHE jaBHOCTM Y ApXMBY JyrocnmaBuje
(Archives of Yugoslavia, n.d.). Ipyro 3acegate ce Hije 06paTIIO CBAKOj HALMOHATHOCTI
I0je[THAYHO, Hero HhIMa CBUMaA 3ajeHO, 03uBajyhu ux fa ce mpuapysxe 60p6u mpotus
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OKYTIaTOpPa, @ HAPOUUTO H03MBajth MYIIIKapIie J1a HaIyCTe KBUC/IMHTE (HpaKTI/I‘IHO CBe
BOjHe jelHNLIe Koje Cy 611/Ie akTMBHE — a 6110 MX je ITyHO — Koje HUCY O1JIe TapTU3aHCKe,
cMaTpaHe Cy KBUCTMH3UMA).

Opyka 1 IeHa pefieBaHTHOCT

Y nuteparypu koja ce 6aBy TMTOBOM KOMYHUCTHYKOM JYTOCTaBUjOM, OOMYHO ce
cMaTpa Jia je I’y YCTAaHOBMO jeflaH TOTOBO camo3BaHM napnaMenT, ABHOJ, na [Ipyrom
3acefarby ofp>kaHoM 29. HoBeMbOpa 1943. Hema criopa fia je Behe opprkano Tpu sacenama
u fia je Tpehe mpeobpakeHO y MpenasHy CKYHIITHHY JyrocmaBuje (MHTerpuuryhn Hexe
IpefparHe MOCTAaHMKE U MOMUTUYApE Y MOCIemeM KOopaky), mpunpemajyhu myT 3a
casyBame KOMYHUCTUYKM OpraHM30BaHe YCTaBOTBOPHE CKYIIITHHE, Koja he ycBojutn
(xoMyHuCTHYKYM QefepaTuBHM) ycTaB Jyrocnasuje 31. janyapa 1946. Takobe, Huje criop-
HO JIa je pyTa CefIHUIIA Ofip>KaHa y Jajily, Y HaBeleHO BpeMe.

»Jeneratu” [Ipyror 3acemara cy ce cpenmu y Hohm nsmeby 29. n 30. HoBembOpa 1943.
roguue (Dedijer et al., 1972; Pijade, Ne$ovi¢, 1973). OBo je HecrmopHo, Maja je To 6110
BPJIO TeXXaK ¥ PU3UYAH IOAYXBAT, C 003MPOM Ja Cy HALMCTU TOHMIN NTAPTU3aHE CBYTTE
(na npumep, Petranovi¢, 1988, II, str. 280-302; Ramet, 2006, str. 157).

Opnyka 0 opraHusoBamy JyrociaaBuje Ha QefiepaTHOM NPUHIUIY ce 0OMYHO CMa-
Tpa 3a maBHoO focturayhe 3acenama. lllto je Hajaxkumje, OnyKa je mpykaa rapaHuje
3a JyrocimaBujy cacTaB/beHY Off LIIECT pely06/MKa, ca jefHaKuM IpaBuMa 1 obaBe3ama u
ca mapuretoM HapopgHocTi. OHa Takohe mobpojaBa ,,3eMa/bcKe™ IMBUIHE BIACTH KOje
HABOJIHO TOCTOje. JIeKpeT je JelnmoHOBaH y ApXUBY JyrociaBuje M CacToju ce Off fiBa
NMCTa Manypa Koju Cy HaX/bUBO CIEIUBEHM, TAKO fIa Ce LIIOKYIAH Cafp)Kaj YKama y
jemHy cTpaHuny nevyarupany ca ,ABHOJ, CEKPETAPUJAT ITPEJCEIHNIIITBA, BE-
OTPAJI”, motmucany of ctpaHe npencenHnka u cekperapa ABHOJ-a. JlokymeHT HOCH
6poj 3 Meby mokyMeHTMMa Koju Cy ycBojeHU Ha 3acemamy. Mehytum, y pernctpy kxara-
jora JOKyMeHara, y ApXuBy, IIMIIE fia je TO mpemnuc, nornucad Hosem6pa 1945. Ipyrum
pednma, He MOXe Jia ce mpoHahe opurunan (koucynrosuu cy Apxusu Cpbuje, boche u
Xepuerosune, CroBennje 1 BojHu apxus).

Buno 61 BeoMa HeOOMYHO 3a TaKaB [EKPET, KOHCTUTYTUBAH IO CBOjOj MPUPOJN,
fia ra yCBOje y HeKM 60CaHCKVMM LilyMaMa, TOKOM jefHe Hohu, ,,JjeneraTu Koju HUCy us-
abpaHn rmacamweM. MehyTim, To Huje TOBO/BHO fa ce MCK/bY4M oBa Moryhnoct. ITocToju
PasJIor 3allITO je KacHMje IPUKa3aH Kao TaKaB. bulo 611 TELIKO YCBOjUTHU TaKBe OFIyKe Y
»HOPMaTHUM“ BpeMeHMMa I YC/IOBMMA, TIOIITO je 614710 TyHO MHTepeca, CIOPHYX IUTakba
u Hegoymuna. KoMmyHucTnakmum Bohama 6u 6o fanexo makiie fa paconaxy TaKBUM
IOKYMEHTOM, II0CEOHO IIPUIMKOM CyOodaBarba ca ,,0ypyKOacKuM “ HOMUTUIapuMa, 1moceod-
HO CPIICKMM.

Anu, ga nu cy onu uciiuncku yceojunu ,Ognyky o ycilocitiaemarby Jyiocnasuje Ha
egepainiusHom apuryuily” woKkom cygboHocHe Hohu, wiitio he jyiocnoseHcKU KoMyHU-
CliuUKY TOMUTHUYAPY KACHUje gpiatiiu Kao ,uureHuuy” Koja he citiehu otiuiitie 8asxcerve?
Ha npumep, Exsapn Kappners he tBpantu 10. aBrycra 1945. Ha [IpuBpeMeHOj CKyNIITHHA
Y CBOjCTBY 3aMeHIKa IIpeMujepa fia »Cy ofinyke JIpyror sacefarma yCTaBHe 110 IPUPOAN ...
Hanac, Jyrocnasuja jecte demepatnBHa gpxkaBa« (Provisional National Assembly, 1945,
str. 157), nomumyhn moryhuoct na 6u To 6yayha YeraBHa ckymuTuHa Moria ja mpome-
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uu. OH je, Takobe, KoMeHTapncao fa je Opnyka ,,yroBop Meby jyrocoBeHcKuM Hapoau-
ma” (Provisional National Assembly, 1945, str. 57), anu Huje UIIA0 TAKO FA/IEKO [a TBPAU
fa je Omryka popMarHO yCTaBHa.

Joparau sHa4yaj uma oHo mto Pogopy6 Yomakosuh mma ma xaxe y mcroj Ckyr-
mryHN 21. aBrycra 1945: ,HempujaTe/py Qefepannje 4eCTO Mally apryMeHTHUMa KaKo
¢enepaunja yrpokaBa 6e36efHOCT 1 Cy[OMHY CpICKe Hamuje y JyrocmaBuju. Ja 6mx
xTeo ja roBopuM kao Cp6oun usan Cpbuje ... Kako MOXkeMO f1a yCBOjUMO yCTaB HOBe
JyrocnaBumje, ako y CKYIIITMHM KOja yCBaja ycTaB cBe QefiepaTuBHE jeAMHNIE HUCY
[ApUTETHO NPEACTaB/beHe [Kao IITO je TO M3paxeHO y ofmykama camor ABHOJ-a]”?
(Provisional National Assembly, 1945, str. 165). ,Mu y Bocuu u XepijeroButu, Koju cMo
HApOYNTO HA METH peaKIioHapa Koju rosope o ¢parmenranuju Cpbuje, nsjasmpyjeMo
na cmo mu Cp6u y Bocuu n Xeprerosunn 6y saropopunin ¢enepanuje” (Provisional
National Assembly, 1945, str. 166).

[Mpuununu ABHO]J-a y nonutmykom XuBoTy TutoBe Jyrocnasuje

Osa Opnnyka he nocraTn HajsHauajHUjK CTYO Y OpraHM30Bamkby Jyrociasiuje, He CaMo
UZIEONOLIKM Hero 1 ycTaBHO. TokoM mocrojama Te Apxxase, Opnryke ABHO]J-a, ma yak
n ,apunuune ABHOJ-a”, 6eckpajHo cy mpusmBanyu IOAjefHAKO OHM KOjU Cy 3aXTeBa-
7 BUILIE ,,TIpaBa peny6nmka“, Kao UM OHU KOjU Cy IOSMBAIM Ha CHAOXHUjy defiepanHy
Bnagy. OHa je Takobe mocTaBuima ussecte ipanuye y MHCTUTYLMOHATHOM ypebemwy u
nmonuTudkoj npakcu. Ha mpumep, 1949, Cexperapujat Llentpannor komnurera Komynn-
cTuuKe maptuje Jyrocnasuje Anekcanapa Pankosuha mpemmoxno je yBohere HOBOT HIt-
BOa BJIaCTH, ,00mactu” (pernonn), nyTeM Kojux 6u degepanta Braga 6uaa y moryhHocTn
fa MuMonbe pery6/Ke y IpYMeHN CBOjUX OfiTyKa. Muxa MapyHKO, C/IOBEHaYKM KOMY-
HICTUYKM BODa, CTaBUO je BETO Ha OBaj IMpPEAJIOr Ha CeNHMULM LleHTpaTHOr KOMUTETA.
TakaB mmpejytor HuKazja Buiire Huje mokyural (Petranovi¢, Kondar, Radovi¢, 1985, str. 214-
219). CBakako, KacHuje, KaJja Cy pery6/mke 611/1e OCHaXKeHe, TaKBe MHTepPBeHIIje, KaKBY
je ympumuano MapyHKO, BUIIIE HICY OuJle HEOTIXOfHe.

Heobuuan npumep orpaHmdeHocTy nosmsamwa Ha npunHunne ABHOJ-a mojasno
ce Ipef MOMIC CTAaHOBHMIITBA 1971, Kaja je mocTojaa MHULIMjATMUBA Ia Ce JO3BOMU JIa
U3pa)kaBame jyrOCTIOBEHCKOT NIeHTHTeTa Oy/ie YHeTO Kao 3BaHMYHa OIIIMja Hal[IOHATHe
upentudukaiyje. Tuto je mMpBOOUTHO MOAP)KA0 MHULMjATUBY. [Ba eMicapa IapTHjCKOT
BobctBa, Cnosenka Bupa Tomummh u Maxegonar Kpcre I]penkoBcky, 6uma cy Heor-
xonHa fja 6u yoenymu Tuta #a je jemmHO 3BaHMYHO fia je JyrociaBuja cacTaB/beHa Off 1IeCT
Hauuja (Simié, 2004, str. 285).

To je 6mno Bpeme Kaja je LlpBeHKOBCKM 3acTymao xpabpe 1zeje fa ce jyrocioBeHCKO
IPXKaB/baHCTBO CMAaTpa CaMo JIePUBATOM PeryOINIKOT [py)KaB/baHCTBA (IITO je KacHuje
ycBojeHo, moBoziehy 7o Tora fa pemy6/MKe pacHoNaxy perucTpuMa Ap>KaB/baHCTaBa
y BpeMe pacliajfia), Kao U ujeje o elMMUHAIMjU CyAcTBa Ha denepanHom Husoy (Flere,
Klanjsek, 2017, str. 200).

Y oxBupy pykosozctBa, ABHOJ je mocTaBuo rpanumie Kako IpeKopademy pe-
nyOnnyKe ayToHOMUje (HapOYMTO y PaHOM IIepMOAY), TaKO U pacTBapamy (denepanHe
Ip>aBe (HApOUUTO Y PAaHNM CeflaM/IeCeTIIM).
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VicTopujcka nuTama Koja ce T4y
YcTaBa jyroclioBeHCKMX pemy6mmka

Hema cymme ma cy KOMYHUCTMYKM nupepu xemermu cappxaj Opryke, Maga cy
[I0CTOjajla 3Ha4YajHa Hec/larama TOKOM [AVCKyCHje Koje Tpeba CIIOMEHYTM M Koje Cy
IIOCTOjajie Tpe BEeHOT — PEIMO — yCBajarba. CUTYPHO He MOXeMO Jja KaKeMo Jia Cy ce
OHIU jefHOCTaBHO OaBuIN IpekpajameM rpaunia (Connor, 1984, str. 333) Hutu ga cy ysu-
Masy nuTambe 6poja jequHMIIA U BUXOBKX IPaHNIa OMAKo Kao mTo bpybakep (Brubaker,
1996, str. 6) cyrepumte. KoMyHucTy ¢y Beoma LeHUIN CBOj MAEOMOIIKN KPeo, KOju je
caJIp)KaBao YBPCTO CTAHOBUIITE O MMUTAbY HAL[MOHATHOT caMoofipebera, Majia ce 0 0BOM
HITaky BOAMIA pacIpaBa.

VcTopujckit yCiIoBy, Kao 1 HECUTYPHOCTH Y Be3V Ca €THUYKUM TPyHaMa 1 UeHTHU-
TeTUMa, MOpasM cy Aa Oyny ysetu y o63up. HanmoHanHe rpyme Koje Cy IpernosHaBaniu
KOMYHHUCTH cy 6une: Xparu, Makenonuy, LlpHoropiy, Cp6u, CroseHuy u bormaru/
de facto Mycnumann. Takobe, cTaHOBHUIITBO je 6uto reorpadcku nomenrano. Mehytnm,
Bunac xoju ce HajBuIe 6aBMO OBUM IINTabEM CBEJOYM Jia CY OfTyKe JOHOIIEHE ,,0/1aKo"
(nuTepBjy Politika, 1992), BepoBaTHO 360r omuite eydopuje Tpujymda. Mehytum, oBo
je MOXKJIa caMo yTHUCaK, KOjyi 3Ha4M Ja Heclaramba HUCY OMIa [paMaTUdHO M3paXKeHa,
3a pasJMKy Off ApaMatuyHKx gorabaja ca kojuMa je Tex Tpebao fa ce Cyour IPUINKOM
cyouaBama ca CTa/bMHOM I C BIACTUTYM U30alMBabeM U3 PYKOBOJCTBA.

KomyHucTy cy 611n, mpemMa IIpeTXOHO YCTAHOB/bEHNM ITONMUTUIKIM Te3aMa, oba-
BE3HU J1a ycTaHOBe MaKkenoHujy, ako He I Jja joj IPU3Hajy IOTIYHY HE3aBUCHOCT. Y KOH-
TEKCTy peajiHe IONMUTHKe, HUje 6uo Moryhe fja ce yuuHu ApyKumje, MOLITO Cy Ce HBUXOB
Boba Mertozuje AunonoB henro u apyru 6opuan camo 3a MakeoHUjy U HAPOUMUTO 32
Bennky Maxkenonujy, ykpyuyjyhu Erejcky Makenouu;jy.

Bocna u Xepieromsa je 611a r/maBHa KOCKa CIIOperba, Kao IITO je IOMEHYTo, Mafia
je 6uno u mpyrux (Cannpax, Janmanuja, Jy6posuuk u Bojsonguna). [Tokasahe ce ga je
KocoBo pasmiunt tum npobnema. bocna n Xepuerosusa je Morna fa 6yne mopebeHa
nsmeby Xpsarcke n Cpbuje win mpupogata caMo jegHOj Of HbUX. VI3 AMPEeKTHUX Io-
flaTaka, MM 3HaMO fla je XpBAaTCKM MapTu3aHCKu Boba AHapuja XeOpaHT OCHUBamEM
henuja xpatcke KomyHucruuke napruje y bocHu 3a BpeMe para HaroBeltaBao HaMepy
ycrocTap/bama Benuke Xpaatcke. C Apyre cTpaHe, CpIicCKke KOMYHUCTHYKe Bohe Morra
I[Tnjage u Cpeten JKyjonh, 4raHOBY BpXOBHe KOMaHJie, He CaMo fia Cy TBPAWIN Jia je
Bocna n XeplerosiuHa cpIicka 3eMba, Hero €y Takobhe ImpokjaMoBany ia yKOIUKO 61
Bocna n Xeprerosuna nnn Bojsopnna crexne denepanun craryc ,,Cpouja [Cpbu] ce
He 61 6opunn” y mpepcTojehoj kammamy n3banyBama HAMCTUYKKX cHara u3 Cpbuje
(Koncar, Boarov, 2011, str. 102-103), mpernoctasspajyhn ga he Bocna u Xepiierosuna
6utu geo Cpbuje.

Teko je pehn y kojoj Mepn je ommyka ga ce ycmoctaBu bocHa  Xeprjerosuna foHeta
Kao KOPaK Ka ITpeBasuIaXemny CPICKIUX U XPBATCKUX IPETeHsja, a Y K0joj MepH je To 610
KOpak IrpeMa oMoryhaBamy IOTIYHOT HAI[IOHATHOT KOHCTUTYMCamba bomnrmwaka (o3Haue-
HUX Kao Mycnumann y To BpeMe). OBaj IpyTH apryMeHT je CUTYpHO Takohe 610 mpucy-
taH. [1aBHU npeonor sa Mycnumane /Bommwake Mehy komynncrtuma, Ao Xymo, Hamnm-
cao je ma ,bocaHCKM MyCIMMaHM Cy U fa/be Ha MOYETKY HAI[MOHATHOT KOHCTUTYUCAha
(Tito et al, 1945, str. 68). JacHo, Bommannu cy 6man BeoMa 3aMHTEPECOBAHN [a CTEKHY
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peny6muky, amu nogpuika Pogopy6a Yomakosuha, cprickor mapTujcKor BeTepaHa, 1 ipy-
rux Bofiehyx CpICKMX KOMYHMCTa, BEPOBATHO je 6mia opnydyjyha, Maga cy y To Bpeme
Mycmmnmann/Boummany 61 Mame 6pojun o Cpba y camoj bocuu 1 XeplieroBuHm.

Bojsopuun je o6ehan denepanun craryc y Turosom ,,IIncmy sa Cpbujy“ ns 1936.
[Tito, 1982, str. 3, 37), anu je oHa U3ryON/Ia HALIOHA/IHY CTIO>KEHOCT Ioc/e TporoHa Hema-
1a KpajeM Para, Tako ma cy Cpou mocturmu Many anconyTHy Behuny (51% npema ITommcy
cranoBHuIITBa 13 1948, Miljkovi¢, 1989, str. 49). 3a pasnuky o 0Be 06jeKTVBHE UM EbEHULIE,
BojBOobaHcku ucropnuap Konuap cmarpa fa ¢y cybjektnBHM pasiosu 6w opnydyjyhn 3a
Heycriex. Mexu BojBobaHcKy koMyHucTIYKY muaepy cy nami (MKapko 3perwaHns, Ha npy-
Mep), ApYyru, HapounTo JoBaH Becemuos, Hucy pagnmm Ha oBoM 1wy (Koncar, Boarov,
2011). buro je crioposa oko Bojsoaute: Burac je cmarpao fja je Xe6paHr ,,CHaXHO“ TBPAYO
Iia ce XpBarcka mporexxe cBe 1o 3emyHa (Dilas, 1983, str. 99), mrto 61 3HaUMIO CBOjaTarbe
yyrtaBor Cpema. [Ipyru feo ncropujcke BojBofyHe je eMIMPHjCKY aHKETHPAH Off CTpaHe
KOMUTeTa KOjUM je IpeficefiaBao Hmac Kako 61 ce yCTaHOBMO HberoB eTHIYKY cactas. Ha-
J1a3 HYje IPMMEReH IIOTYHO JOC/IoBHO: bapama je mocrana ieo XpBarcke, yIIPKOC CPICKUM
OCTpBUMA Y OKBUPY Ibe, a CyO0THIa, Ca MaJIOM XPBaTCKOM BehyHOM, OCTasIa je y CpIICKOj
Bojsopunn. Cp6u cy umanu HesHatHy BehuHy y Bykosapy, a/m oH je octao y XpBaTcKoj.
YuraBy pernmoHu cy 6mnu ysetu y 063up Kao KputepujyMm. ,CrpaHo” CTAHOBHUIITBO je
ocraro kako y 6yayhoj Xpsarckoj tako u y Cp6uju (Petranovic, 1990, str. 697).

CaHpak, Koju ce 13jaCHIO Kao ,,3eM/ba” (1mndpoBaHo 1Me 3a (efeparHy eHTUTET)
npe JIpyror 3acefarma 1 KOji je YCIOCTaBMO 3eMas/bcko Behe y To Bpeme, Huje 10610
cTaryc peny6nuke HUTH nak aytoHoMujy. buhe nogemen nusmehy Cpouje u Lipue Tope,
Mafia cy ra o6e cBojaraine y memuuHu. OmydnBarme ce OfBMjaIo Ha CeNHULN Hpefces-
unmrea ABHOJ-a tek 24. dpebpyapa 1945. [luckycuja je 6uma CyIITUHCKA, a CIOP je Ha-
CTa0 MOBOJIOM IIPEJJIOra Jja My ce He Jofenu OMIo Koju cTaTyc 1 fa ce nomenu nsMebhy
Cp6uje u Ilpue Tope. Mapko Byjaunh je Tpakmo ga Cannax, 3ajeguo ca Kocosom u
Meroxojum, nocrane geo LpHe Tope y nemmuan (Nesovi¢, 1951, str. 54). Huko Huje
CTa0 Ha HETOBY CTPaHY, ajlii Cy U3Pa)KeHe pasIuduTe pesepse o npepaaory ga Canyak
Oyze peureH kao entureT 6mno xoje Bpcre. Cperen Bykocasmesuh je Tpaxno Bpeme
u xoHcynrauuje (NeSovi¢, 1951, str. 55), Mazia ce MO)Ke IIPeTIIOCTaBUTH Ja OY OH Ipe-
¢epupao ga nenokynHu pernox yunnu genom Cpbuje. Ha kpajy Huje 6umo cykoba oko
IpuXBaTama OHOTa ITO cy cMarpanu Ilujase u Kappesn, [Ba nmpucyTHa MOTHIpeCeN-
uHuka ABHO]J-a, 1.j. Hanmonanuor xomurera: CaH[IaK HUje CTEKAO CIy>XOeHM CTaTyc;
HOfie/beH je TOUITO HMje OVIO0 eKOHOMCKeE I, Kao 1ITO je mpencenuumrso ABHOJ-a Ha-
rmacuno y debpyapy 1945. - ,Haumonanse ocHose” (NeSovi¢, 1951, str. 51-60). On
Hje 6110 cacTaB/beH Off jenHe Haiuje. Eberos semasbcku caBet he ce cam pacmycTuTi.

OBo je 3ato mTo je CaHIIaK MCTOPMjCKM 6110 €THUYKY MEIIOBUT PETHOH, CACTAB/beH
of yrmaBHOM npaBocnaBHux Cpb6a u Bommaka/Mycniumana. Cropasym Beprmuckor
KOHTpeca My je 06e36equo crierjujantu craryc. Maga Huje 6uo neo Bocue u Xeprjerosu-
He, AyCTpOyrapckoj je 6110 J03BOJ/bEHO fla TAMO AP HeKe TpyIe. Y TO BpeMe, 0CTao je
y okBupy OToMaHCKe nmiepuje, a npeysehe ra Cpbuja u Ipua Topa Toxom IIpsor 6arn-
KaHCKOr paTa. Jlofe/buBarbe craTyca 3emM/be 61 IPaKTUYHO 3HAYMIIO IPAB/bErbe JPYror
BEIMKOT M3y3eTKa, mopey bocHe n Xeprierosuse, ¢ 063upoM Ha MONITOBAE HAI[OHA-
Hor npyHIuIa. OHO WITO je MHTepecaHTHO, CaHIIauKo 3eMasbcKo Behe je ycrmocTaB/beHO
Ha OCHOBY carnacHocTu Mehy nekum Cp6uma u Bourmaliima, anu I/TaBHU PasJior, IpeMa
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ITerpanoBuhy, KojeM ce MOXKe BepOBATH y OBOM IIOIIERY, »,0110 je cTpax of Cpba of cTpa-
He Mycmmmana” (Petranovié, 1990, str. 566).

KocoBo je Mmoxpa 6110 HajTexxe 3a pelaBame ¢ 003MPOM [ja je TAMO IIOCTOjana
QHTUIAPTU3AHCKA, AHTUjyTOCIIOBEHCKA anmbaHCcKa Mo6yHa TokoM 1944-45. Anbanuu cy
IpefCTaB/ba/ll AConyTHy BehnHy y pernony u 6miu cy ontepehenu gyrom uctopujom
remkoha mog Cp6uma, koje je jyrocmosercka KII npusHaBaia. Vako MHOTO ITyTa CIIO-
MeHyTO (Bumu Petranovi¢, 1991), yjennmeme ca Anb6aH1joM Huje HMKaja 6110 301/ba
Ha CTOTy Kao mpemnor (koju 6u pemmo muramwe yurHusim KocoBo menmoM ambaHcke
jemuHuIe y okBupy Jyrocmasuje). I[Ipema Ilerpanosuhy, cycpeT jyrocimoBeHCKOr KOMy-
HICTUYKOT PYKOBOZICTBA Ha KOjeM je IOHeTa OfIyKa O CTAaTyCy perioHa, Ha KOji CY II0-
3BaHu jemaH cpuckn (bmaroje Hemkosuh) u Ba kocoBcka npencraBHuKa (Gamon Xora
u Munagus ITonosuh), onpxan je ampuma 1945. Ilpencrasuuny Kocosa (jeman Anba-
Hary u jenan Cp6Oun) Hagamm cy ce demepantoj jeayuuny (mpaktudHo Hemoryhe, sato
mTo cy Qengepante jequnuile 6ue gexnapucane 24. ¢pebpyapa 1945), mok 6u cprckn
IIpefiCTaBHYK JOJENINO CaMO CTAaTyC 06acTu (HMUINTA BUIIE Of jefHe afMUHICTPATIBHE
jenmnuue). OBo je 6uo y ckapy ca cprckum Buhemem KocoBa kao He caMo BayKHOT Jiefia
Cp6uje, Hero 1 Kao Ko/eBKe 1 MecTa off Hajseher cumbomrdxor 3Hauema. ITogena Kocosa
(1 Metoxuje) usmeby Cp6uje, Maxegonuje n Ipue Tope je 6uma Takobe pasmarpana.
Ioneta je onyka ga ce KocoBy mopenu ayronomuja y oksupy Cpbuje, Majja Marba Hero
y Bojsomgmun (Petranovi¢, 1991, str. 104). OBaj cacTaHak 1 OBa OJIyKa Cy ce BepOBATHO
mecwin nocie objasprBama OfjTyke, [OIITO HAa CETHULM U Huje OUIO MpeICcTaBHMUKA
KocoBa 1 HapounTo 3aro ITO fofena craryca penyoke KocoBy Huje 6uia omnuja.

ITnrama koja ce Tmuy ayrenTnanoctu Omryke

Mebyrtum, Bpno je ynurHo na nu je Onnyka o denepanHom ypebemwy ycBojeHa Te
Hohu. Y cTBapy, mocToje CHaXXHe MHAULIMje [a HUje.

[Momntéupo KomyHuctudke maptuje Jyrocnasuje ce cacTao fBe Hefesbe mpe Jpyror
sacegama ABHOJ-a, mocrasmajyhn nommriuky miardopmy. [Tosusao je xa ABHOJ ycBoju
CJIOTaH ,,Ja ce MOJjByde IponaraHfny ciaorad ¢enepanuje Jyxanx CrnoBeHa, Koju Takobhe
Tpeba fja ce mpefcTaBy rpuKoM 1 anbaHckoM Hapony™ (Petranovié, Zedevié, 1988, str. 636).

OBo 3HauM fia je y TO BpeMe HapaTuB 110 CBOjoj IPUPOAN OO BMIlE IPONAraH HN
HETO yCTaBHM HALIPT.

IMocne [Ipyror sacemama, Tuto je obaBectno COBjeTCKY BIafly O 3acefamy, He
nomumyhn ¢enepanno ypebemwe. Ha ocHOBY cBojux Mucuja npy mapTU3aHCKOM IITabYy,
CAJl n 6putancku caBesHuLy cy Takobhe 6mmn obaBewrTeHy 1 oHM he KoMeHTapucarTu.
Koppen Xan, ap>xaBan cexperap CAJl u Entonu Vs, 6pUTaHCKM MUHUCTAP CIO/BHUX
IIOCTIOBa, Y CBOjUM M3jaBaMa O 3acefjamy, He moMmumiby tuim 6yayher ypebema. Jmak,
COBjeTCKa Baja CIOMMUIbe ,demepanHu NpuHUuI Koju he 6utu nprumerseH, Mana 6es3
IeTajba, HAPOUMTO He KOHKPETHUX OfTyKa Koje ¢y moHere (Petranovié, Zecevié, 1988,
str. 659-662)°. Tlpunuun je, mehytum, 6uo y Basnyxy Beh Heko Bpeme 1 IOApXKaje Cy

5 Cosjercke pedpepeHIie BepoBaTHO MMajy Be3e Ca HJIXOBOM BIIACTMTOM MOTUTHKOM: COBjeTCKa
BJIaJia je IOC/Ia/Ia M3aC/laHMKa Y TApTU3AHCKY 1ITab, OyrapcKor KOMyHMCTY Kojit ce 3Bao LlTepjy
Aranacos. CosjeTcka Br1ajia je Takobe fjasia HejaCHy CyrecTijy o yCIloCTaB/bawy defepariyje Koja
6u yx/pydrBaa Tafally Jyrocnasujy u byrapcky (HoBem6ap 1943) (Petranovié, Zecevié, 1988,
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ra oppebene crpanke mpe usbujama JIpyror cBeTckor para — JleMoKparcKa IapTuja u
Cemauka crpanka (Kostunica, Cavoski, 2011, str. 423-434). Henocpeaso mocre J[pyror
3acefjarba, TPY IIaBHA CaBe3HNMKA Cy KOMEHTapucaja 3aceflarbe Ha pasjMunuTe HauuHe.
OTypa, He IOCTOj| TPAr 0 NO3HABaKY TAKBE OJIyKe, YaK HU TUTOB U3BENITA;.

C 0631poM Ha nHAMIHje Koje 6aljajy CyMby Ha @y TEHTUYHOCT MY HalIOMUEEMO:

ITpBo, kao 1mTo je moMenyTo, ITomutéupo KIIJ ce cactao on 16. o 18. okrobpa fa
6u mpunpemuo [Ipyro sacename ABHOJ-a u merose 3abernelike cagpxe OayKy Aa ce
naHcupa cinoral o ¢enepanHoM ypebemwy, anu Humra Buie (Petranovié, Zecevié, 1988,
str. 681).

JIpyro, sBaHMYHa IpeseHTalnyja JJpyror 3acefama, IpU ONMUCY HABOTHOT yCBajama
Opmyke y IMTamwy, HUIITA He IOMUEbE O AMCKYCHjY, HUINTA O IJIACalbY, HUTHU O ,YCBajamby
IyTeM aKaaManuje’, Kao y CIy4ajy Apyrux JOHETUX ofjIyKa, Beh camo ,,rpoMKu anmays®,
peaxijyja Koja je IpuMepeHnja mokperamwy cnorada (Pijade, Nesovié, 1973, str. 238).

Tpehe, Bunac je Hanucao fia je opyka ga bocna u XepuerosnHa nobuje demepantu
CTaTyC oHeTa y He(hOpMaIHOj CUTYaLMjI, TOKOM Maplia modetkoM 1944, Cp6u u Myc-
nmumany/Bourmany us bocHe cy mobupainy 3a TaKBY OJTyKy HajMarbe Off HoBeMOpa 1943.

OpnydnBame je HajsepoBaTHUje crpoBoheHo HedopManHo: Anekcangap PaHko-
Buh, TutoB momohHuk u 6poj jeman mebhy cprckum KoMyHMCTUMA, PeKao je f#a je 60-
CAaHCKO PYKOBOJICTBO HPEJIOKIIO PenyOnuky 3a cebe. Tuto ce cnoxxuo u ,,CBuMa je
TO M3IVIERAZ0 caMOeBMAeHTHO 1 pasymmuso” (Pilas, 1980, str. 356). OBo je Hajse-
poBaTHMje 6110 CBe IITO je MOTPe6HO 3a TexHMYkM HaupT Omryke. Pankosuh je mor-
BPAMO pe3uMe IPETXONHUX AMcKycuja. Iberose peum cy 6mme oOnMMK cariamaBarma
Cpba. OH je 610 Apyru y KOMaH/Y, a/li ce OOMYHO [P>Kao MCINUTUBAba 3aTBOPEHMKA
U IIOCTaB/bakba TeMesba 3a CBOjy 6yayhy monumujcky umnepujy, 6es yk/pydnpama y Ho-
JIUTUYKE JUCKYCHje.

YerBpro, Slovenski Porocevalec (2, 1944), 4acommc CIOBEHAYKOT MAPTU3aHCKOT
nokperta (Osvobodilna fronta) mocBeTuo je jemHO YMTaBO M3Aame [IpyroMm sacemarby.
PasBujennju wiaHak o JOHETUM OfTyKaMa Ha JIpyrom 3acemamy normnucao je bopuc Ku-
Ipud, jeian o Bofehnx mapTusaHckmx u KoMyHUCTNYKMX Boha y CroseHnju. OH moMumbe
Iia je JyrocimaBuja ycTaHOB/beHa Kao defiepaliyja IeT WIaHNUIIA, HaBofehn B1xoBa IMeHa,
HenoMmumbyhn BocHy u Xepueropuny. Kuppud noHasba nurtame IIeT WIAHAIA Y TEKCTY,
IITO je y IYHOj CarlacHOCTY ca TBpAmOM Dumaca ga BocHa u Xeprerosuna Hiuje 611a
YCTaHOB/bEHA Y TOM MOMEHTY.

Y ucrom nspnamy mucra Slovenski Porocevalec, mperictaBibeH je cactaB HanmonanHor
komuteTa. Mue ITepynunh, akruBan y 3ema/bckom Behy CaHltaka, MMeHOBaH je 3a KO-
manpganra Canyaka (Slovenski porocevalec, 9), 6e3 momumara 3emabckor Behal.

str. 635). OBu ypemHUIIM cMaTpajy fa TUTO HMje MMao HaMepy Ja MCITyHY OBY COBjeTCKY CYTeCTHjy.
YpemHnIy cMaTpajy Aa je UCTMHCKY ayTOp MJigje O jyroc/IoBeHCKo-0yrapckoj dbeneparmju 6uo Te-
opru Iumutpos, 6usiy rnaBentnta KoMunrepHe, Koju je 610 npupemat y MocKBI fja yripaB/ba
Byrapckom, ma je xejneo Ja HOACTaKHe IIOKPeT IPOTUB cyuaa ocoBuHe y byrapckoj (Petranovic,
Zecevié, 1988, str. 640-641).

ITowTo je cTOBeHauKa MOMUTIYKA jaBHOCT 611 obaBelnTeHa, myTeM /ncta Slovenski Porolevalec,
CaMO O YCTaHOBJbEHY TIeT PeIy6/InKa I KaKo je OfIyKa o Jofe/buBaby defepanHor ctaTyca boc-
HI U XepueroBrHu (GakTUIKM JJOHETa V jaHyapy 1944, xao mto je Humac nanmcao, Pogomy6
Yonakosuh ce nojaBno Ha IIpBoM 3acefamy crmoBeHaukor HaimoHaaHor caBeTa ocnmobobema y

=N
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Ilero, y apxuBCKOM MaTepujalry My Hamasumo fa ce 30. HoBeMOpa IpefCceHNIIT-
Bo ABHO]J-a ob6patmno ,matrpuorckum cuHoByuMa u Khepuma Cpbuje n Xparcke, Cro-
Benyje u lpue Tope n boche n Xeprerosnuue, Makenonuje, Bojpogune u Canyaka” Ha
ucty HauuH (NeSovié, Petranovi¢, 1983, str. 454-455), mTo npefcTaB/ba Habpajare CBUX
OBUX pervoHa Ha OCHOBY jemHakocTu. [lanmanuja, MehyTum, Hije momeHyTa.

IlTecro, JoBan Becenuuos, Boha y BojBopuHi, y cBojuM MeMoapyMa IIOMUEbE TIOITY-
Napu3anmjy ycrocraBama HaryoHamHor koMuTeTa moce JIpyror sacefama, anm He M0-
mume penepanujy (Veselinov, 1980, str. 13-40).

Cegmo, mocToje Bapujalyje y mobpojaBamy eHTUTETa Y 3aKOHOLABHUM HallpTVIMa
ABHOJ-a, xaga ce komuteT cactao y Pory, Cnosenunja, mocne JIpyror sacefama. Ha mpnu-
Mep, Y 3aKOHOJJaBHOM HaI[pTy Ap>KaBHOT Tp6a, Bojomyuna u CaHijak ce Takohe momumy
Kao wiaHoBM demeparnje. OBaj JOKYMEHAT je HABOHO HAIMCAH OYeTKOM 1944. ronnte
(Pijade, Nesovi¢, 1973, str. 273).

OcMo, TOCTOj HEKOH3UCTEHTHOCT Y OmIyLiy, jefHa HelIoTMYHa Bapujanuja usmehy
Tauke 2 1 Tauke 3 Omryke . YKO/MKO je 1I0CTOjao pasjior fa ce yCIocTa-
BU 3emabcko Behe CaHllaka TOKOM paTa, a Tako je CMaTpaHo IpeMa jaCHUM IIPUHIIM-
IMMa, 3alITO OHO He O6M 6110 IOHOBO MOTBpheHO y BpeMe Mmpa, Kao WITO je TO 610
cny4aj ca cBuMa ocranuma. Gopmymnannja Onnyke He HyAM 3afoBo/baBajyhn ogrosop,
nuaniypajyhn ga je Canirak ycrocrasuo Behe y curyaunju cmabe KoMyHIUKaIje, IOIITO
je TuTo 1M03BA0 Ha YCIOCTaB/balbe JIOKATHNX, 00TacHUX U 3eMasbcKux Beha 1943. Onu cy
OATOBOPWIN Ha aMOVIINO3aH HAYVH.

JleBeTo, 3a BpeMe [Ipyror 3acefama y MakeZoHUju HIje OMIIO ,, MHUIVjaTUBHUX KO-
muteTa” Koju ce momusy y Opnyun (ua npumep, Dilas, 1990, str. 320). MakegoHcKu map-
TU3aHMU CY Ce PYKOBOAMIN jeilMHO VJejOM BJIACTITE Ap>KaBe I HIUCY MMaJ IOBepeme y
610 Kojy JyrocmaBujy, npema Huacy, y To BpeMme, ,,360r fyrorpajae rpybe BojHe yIIpaBe
Of CTpaHe BeJIMKOCPIICKUX LIOBMHICTA , /1M je Y TO BpeMe IIOCTojajia Haja ,ja he Make-
JOHCKY Hapofj joII OTBOPUTU cBOja cpua’, (Vujosevié, 1986, str. 14, 85).

Tex 24. jyna Hapenne rogyHe he HanmoHamHu KOMUTET HaJIOKUTU YCIOCTaB/batbe U
casuBame HanyonanHor semabckor Beha ocnobohema npencraBaninma MiHUIMjaTBHOT
KOMHTeTa YCIIOCTaB/beHOT HEMOCPegHO Ipe oBe cegHmie HammoHamHOT KoMmTeTa C
oppehenom Hamenom (Tito, 1984, 20, 241-243). OHo he ce yckopo cacrary, 2. aBrycra
1944. (Petranovié, Zelevi¢ 1988, str. 671-672; Petranovié. 1991, str.111-112).

Huckycuja
OBo MCTpaXXNBambe€ BUIIE HETO yTeMe)byje faTnpame NOKYMEHTAa Kao CyMIbUBO.
[TpakTiyno je HeMmoryhe fa je ycBojeH Ha JJpyrom 3acegamy. MebhyTum, 6110 je Bpo xo-
PVCHO MMATy I'a Ha CTONy 1945. IpUINKOM cyodaBarba M IOMUTUYKOT CaBIafiaBama ,0yp-
)oacke" onosutyje y [lpuBpemeHoj 1 YcTaBOTBOPHOj cKyniuTuHn’ (i rakobe mpumkom

bebpyapy 1944. u ,mpeHeo nosgpase Hapoxa Bocue u Xepuerosuue® (First and Second meetings,
1993, str. 38). Ha oBaj HaumH, CTaTyC je CTEKao jeAHy BPCTY cayx6eHe npupope, ok CaHIIak, Koju
je Takohe ocHoBao 3emarbcko Behe, Huje HOMEHYT.

7 Munas [por, Boba [lemoxpatcke maptuje, y usgamy [lemokparuje of 27. cenrembpa 1945, uspasno
je cyMIby 0 HallMOHAaTHOM MAeHTUTeTy MakenoHarja u Llpaoropaia, tBpaehu Takobe ma ,,mHuja
Mopasa Bappap He MOXe fa ce pasBoju’. OH HeKe HAI[OHAJTHOCTY CMAaTpa ,M3MUIUBEHNM .
On raxobe cmaTpa MakefoHIjy 3a ,HOBY IpeIpeKy MPUPOJHOM U HAIMOHATHOM Pa3BOjy Ha-
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nomynapusanuje uaeje Mehy cTaHOBHUIITBOM FeHepaIHO). SHAYMO je IOCeoBambe CBe-
TOT YCTABHOT JOKYMEHTA. Y CTBAaplM, JOKYMEHT O Ce MOrao CMAaTpaTi ,HafyCTaBHUM',
360r 13y3eTHe BaHpeHe CUTYallMje y KOjoj ce TBPAM fa je ycBojeH. 3anpaso, Kappess ra
OMIbE Kao ,yroBop“. Y IIpuBpeMeHoj CKYMIITIHY OH je aBrycTta 1945. eHTy31jacTUIHO
caonmtyo: ,ABHO] je HemTo Buule (Hero ompefe/bere 3a HALIOHAIHYU IIAPUTET y
Jyrocnasuju). OH je yroBop nsmeby Haumx Haumja, Koju je — IyTeM Opy»Xja — Tpacupao
IYyT 3a cacTaHaK y Jajuy Ha yjenumenn Haunn~ (Provisional National Assembly, 1945, str.
150). Opyka je 3agobma xapusMarcKy aypy, koja he 6utu mpusuBaHa y pasmnautiM u
YaK CyIPOTHUM KOHTEKCTHMMa CBe JIO pacliafia JyrocnaBuje.

Omnnyka je Moparna jja 6yfie JOHeTa y TaKO MaJlOM KPYTY, HOLITO je IUTatbe OUIo ofi-
BIIIIIE BPEJIO, CYBMIIIE OCIIOPABaHO 1 IeMOKpATCcKa IMPOLefypa, YakK 1 aKo je orpaHMYeHa
Ha CKYIIITIHY KOjOM JOMVHIPajy KOMYHICTH, 6uta 611 Hemoryha, Kako y Be3u ca 6pojem
jemVHUIA, TAKO 1 y Be3N ca rpaHniama nameby mux. MehyTum, foHocHonyn ofnyke HuCy
mpenysenu 6110 KaKBe PEBOMYLMOHAPHE Mepe Y OFHOCY Ha ,,3eM/be I IIXOBe TPaHN-
ne. ITopen maBama IpropuTeTa eTHULNTETY, Takohe cy ysuManu y 063up u MCTOpujy,
ocobuto y crydajy Bocre u XepreroBute, 3a Kojy ce TBPAU Off CTpaHe HEHOT IJTABHOT
ucTopmyapa Mycm(be VImamosuha fa je MMasa ucTe rpaHuIe off jeflaHaeCTOT BeKa, Ja-
KIe HajcTapuje rpaunie y peruony (Imamovié, 1998, str. 10). Mebytum, oBo Moxza Huje
IIOBO/BHO y 100y Harja.

IMornucuBame caMor JOKyMeHTa Hufje MOITIO Aa 6yae MHOro paHuje of 24. pebpyapa
1945, xana je Mune Iepyununh (cekperap ABHOJ-a, 3ajegno ca Yomakosuhem) mpo-
YITA0 JeKIapanujy o rpaHnmama penyonuka Ha [Ipegcepaumrsy ABHO]-a, nop uctom
TAYKOM JHEBHOT pefia Kao 1 pacmyurrame 3emabckor Beha 3a Canirak (kajia je mpumpe-
MaHO pasTpaHnYeme, Hermocrojatbe CaHllaka je Tpebano ma 6yme GakTUUKU OFTyIEHO
npe cegunie). IIpefceHNIITBO je MpUXBATWIO AeKIapainyjy y Tumuuu. Huje 6mio
IUCKyCHje, 32 pas/MKy Off Of/Iy4MBama o pacmyiramy Beha Caniraka, y xojoj je 6uo
3HAYajHMX pas/mKa. Ycuenuia ¢y Mama murama (NeSovic, 1951, str. 58-9).

Ipyro sacemame Huje enabopupano murame Qegeparje, Majia je OHa CUTypHO 6mta
cBMMa Ha ycHama. MebyTim, To Huje 6110 Te/I0 Of/Ty4YMBalba, YCIOBY Ce HUCY CTeKIN,
caMo je IPOMOBHMCAHA WJ€ja jyrocloBeHCKe deneparuje, mpomnpaheHe y3 ,,rpoMoriac-
Hu amtays . IIpeoctanu gerapy HuCy O6mmn 6e3HadajH, ¢ 063UpOM fa je Tpebaso fa ce
yCIIOCTaBe Heke jeAMHMNIIe, a [PYTe He, N3BeCHa ay TOHOMUja je Tpebao aa Oyae mpusHara,
u rpaHuLie je Tpebamo crennduxosaTn. Moxe ce 3aMUCIUTHU A CY HeKe CTBapu Ouie
ypabene Ha pazmumunt HaunH: BocHa 1 XepljeroBuHa je MOI/Ia ja OCTaHe HEYCIIOCTAaB/beHa;
BojBopuHa je Moria fa o6uje cratyc pemy6nke, kao mto je Turo o6ehao. Y oba cayuaja,
MebyTum, oCToja Cy CHaXKHM pas3io3n Ja ce YIIMHYU OHAKO KAKO je YIMIbeHO: y CIIydajy

pona MopaBckor pernona“ [Koju ce o6u4yHo cmarpa 3a cpeguurre Cpbuje] (Demokratija, 1, 1, 1,
1945), kao fja cyrepuiiie fa je MakefjoHMja HEIITO jOILI HeapPTUKY/MCaHO, HefeduHmcaHo. C apyre
crpane, Ha OcunBaukoM koHrpecy KIT Cp6uje 10. maja 1945, BojHuk o umeny Papoje Jby6uunh
je M3BeCTHO Jja Cprcku BojHMULM 13 came Cpbuje v 1eroBoj jemuHuuy cmarpajy jga 6m ,Cpbuja
Tpebano fa aHekTrpa Makenouu;jy, 4ak u Lpuy Topy” (Founding Congress of the Communist Party
of Serbia, 1972, str. 98). OBakBa MUIIbeHA CY Ce IIpeMa TOMe MOITIAa Yy TI KPO3 CBE [PYLITBEHE
crpykrype Cpbuje. Ha nctom Konrpecy, hunac je Harmacuo ga cy cprcku naprusann y bocau
6 ucnoHupann fia ,youjy cse Mycnumane” (Founding Congress of the Communist Party of
Serbia, 1972, str. 79) (360r ocsere).
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BocHe, To je 6ua unmeHNnna fa Cy LeHTpajHe MapTU3aHCKe CHare Oute pacropehene y
bochu, 1mITO je KOMHIMAMPANO ca jeAMHCTBEHNM 3aXTeBOM bocHe 3a le)KaBHOHIhy. To je
611710 BeoMa pe/IeBaHTHO U NMIPAKTUYIHO Y TO BpeMe, ajlit Huje UMajo Tpajuu temesb. IlIto
ce [Ipyror caydaja Tude, y BojBoguHu je mporec 61o memorpadcku Marmbe CIOXKeH, Huje
6110 K0BO/BHO 3axTeBa BojBobhaHa 1mTO je goBemo Ko nocrojeher peurema.

Onntyka 0 ycIocTaB/batby pelybnnka je moppasyMeBaja yCIOCTaB/babe BUIIE pe-
ny6mmka Hero mTo 61 Heko odekuBao (Hapouuro Cpbu), Koju 61 6umu Mame Hero
€HTY3MjaCTMYHM Jla IPU3HAjy HalMOHANMHY npupony Maxkenonana, IlpHoropana, n Ha-
pounto Mycnumana/bomnmka (uTame Koje je momenyTo Ha OcHuBadykoM KoHrpecy KIT
Cpbuje [Founding Congress, 1972]). MehyTum, jyrocioBeHcK1 KOMYHUCTUYKY JIMAEPU
HICY 6WIM yro3HaTH ca upejoM fa Behm 6poj JOBOAM KO paBHOTEXe, KA0O LITO CY TO
KacHIje M3jaB/bMBa/IM HEKV MOMUTHYKY HaydHuy (Ha mpumep, Filippov et al, 2004, str.
271). Osu ayropu Takobe cMarpajy fia je MO>Kfia FeHepaHO 60/be [a ce Hofe GapeM
Hajeeha HanMOHaIHA Ipyma y Bulle jeguHuna. Y crBapy, u to je ypaheno: Cpbu cy ce
Hanum y bocau u Xeprerosyau u y XpBarckoj (ja He CHOMIE>EMO Marbe HeT0 apTUKYIIN-
cauu npenturet Lpaoropaua), a Xpsaru y bocun u Xepuerosnuu n 'y Cpouju. Y ctBapi,
Turo je rBpAmo 1945. Ha OcuuBaukoM Konrpecy KIT Cp6uje ga he raksa nogena yunnuru
Jyrocnasujy ,jauom* a cBe ,cpehunjum® (Founding Congress, 1972, str. 210). Mehytum,
0BO HIje 611710 HAMepPHO IpeKpajarbe rparnia. To je 61o mokyuraj na ce nmponaby rpanuue
y cutyanuju oberexxeHoj eTHUYKY MEIIOBUTUM CTaHOBHUIITBOM. OHe HICY CTBOpPEHE,
Kako je TUTO HaBeO TOM IPMINKOM, fia 61 ,,peny6/rKe BOANIE PaTOBE jedHA IIPOTUB
npyre” (Founding Congress 1972, str. 213).

REFERENCES / JIUTEPATYPA

Bilandzi¢, D. (2006). History Close, memoirs 1945-2005 . Zagreb: Prometej.[In Croatian]

Brubaker, R. (1996). Nationalism Reframed: Nationhood and the National Question in the
New Europe. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Connor, W. (1984). The National Question in Communist Theory and Strategy. Princeton,
NY: Princeton University Press.

Dedijer, V, Ekmeti¢ M, Cirkovi¢ S, and Bozi¢ 1. (1972). History of Yugoslavia. Beograd:
Prosveta [In Serbian]

Demokratija. (1945). 1,1,1. [In Serbian]

Documents (1981). Documents of the People ‘s Revolution of Slovenia, vol. 6, document 89.
Ljubljana: IZDG [In Slovene]

Dilas, M. (1980). Wartime. New York: Harcourt, Brace and Jovanovich.

Dilas, M. (1983). Rise and Fall. New York, NY: Harcourt, Brace, Jovanovich.

Dilas, M. (1992, September 2). Serbia was not Chetnik. Politika. [In Serbian]

bilas, M. (1994). The fall of the new class: a history of the self-destruction of communism.
Beograd: Sluzbeni list SR]. [In Serbian]

Pordevié, Z, Spasic. 7. (1963-1973). That’s how the new Yugoslavia was born: a collection
of memories of participants of the Second Session of AVNO]. Beograd: Kultura [In
Serbian]

1141



Ceprej Orepe, AyTeHTUYHOCT OCHUBamWa TUTOBe Jyrociasuje Kao denepanyje

Filippov, M, Odershook, P, Shvetsova, O. (2004) Designing Federalism: A Theory of Self-
Sustainable Federal Institutions. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

First and Second meetings of the Slovenian National Liberation Council (1993) Crnomelj,
February 19th - 20th 1944 and Ljubljana, 9th and 10th September 1946. Ljubljana:
s.n [In Slovene]

Flere, S, Klanjsek, R. (2017). How the ethnic communist elites through the continuity of their
strife led to the inevitable collapse of the SFRY . Beograd: Dan Graf. [In Serbian]
Founding Congress of the Communist Party of Serbia, 8-15 May 1945. (1972). Beograd:

Komunist [In Serbian]

Hobsbawm, E. (1990). Nations and Nationalism since 1780: Programme, Myth, Reality.
Cambridge, MA: Cambridge University Press.

Imamovi¢, L. (1998). History of Bosniaks. Sarajevo: Preporod. [In Bosnian]

Konc¢ar, R, Boarov, D. (2011). Stevan Doronjski - defense of the autonomy of Vojvodina.
Novi Sad: Mir. [In Serbian]

Kostunica, V, Cavoski, K. (2011). Party pluralism or monism: the renewal and suppression
of the post-war opposition, Beograd: Sluzbeni glasnik. [In Serbian]

Kriznar, 1. (1987). From the revolutionary movement to the institutional forms of the
Slovenian state, Ljubljana: Komunist. [In Slovene]

Lampe, J. (2002). Yugoslavia as history: twice there was a country, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Matkovi¢, H. (1998), History of Yugoslavia: (1918-1991): Croatian view, Zagreb: Naklada
Pavici¢. [In Croatian]

Mihailovi¢, K. (1990). Economic reality of Yugoslavia, Beograd: EKONOMIKA. [In
Serbian]

Mihailovi¢, K, Kresti¢, V.. (2002). “SASA Memorandum”: under political strikes, Beograd:
Borba. [In Serbian]

Miljkovi¢, D. (1989). Yugoslavia: Statistical Yearbook 1918-1988, Beograd: Savremena
administracija. [In Serbian]

Mrsi¢, T. (1992). Scientific reports by 1. Supek, P. Strci¢ and L. Boban about Bozidar Magovec
at the HASA Conference. In: Z. Grijak (ed.) Historical collection XLV, 1(pp. 262-267).
Zagreb: Institut za savremenu povjest [In Croatian]

Nesovi¢, S. (ed, 1951). Legislative work of Presidency of AVNO] and Presidency of
Provisional National Assembly DFY (19th Novembre 1944 — 27th Octobre 1945).
Beograd: Prezidijum Narodne skupstine FNR]

Nesovi¢, S, Petranovié, B, (eds.). (1983). AVNOJ and Revolution: Thematic Document
Collection 1941-1945, Beograd: Narodna knjiga. [In Serbian]

Nikoli¢, K. (2015). Myth about Partisan Yugoslavia . Beograd: Zavod za udzbenike. [In
Serbian]

Pavlowitch, S, K. (2015). Hitler’s new Disorder: The Second World War in Yugoslavia.
London: Hurst and Company.

Petranovi¢, B. (1989). History of Yugoslavia, 1918-1988, Beograd: Nolit. [In Serbian]

Petranovi¢, B. (1990). Serbia in the Second World War: 1939-1945, Beograd: Vojno-
izdavacki zavod. [In Serbian]

Petranovié, B. (1991). Balkan Federation 1943-1948. Sabac: Zaslon. [In Serbian]

1142



Coyuonowxu tipeineg, vol. LII (2018), no. 4, ctp. 1115-1146

Petranovi¢, B, Zecevi¢, M, (eds.). (1988). Yugoslavia: 1918-1988: a thematic collection of
documents. Beograd: Biblioteka Svedocanstva. [In Serbian]

Petranovi¢, B, Koncar, R, Radonji¢, R, (eds.). (1985). Sessions of the Central Committee of
the CPY: (1948-1952), (Beograd: Komunist, 1985). [In Serbian]

Pijade, M, Nesovi¢, S, (eds.). (1973). First and Second sessions of AVNOJ: [26 and 27
November 1942 and 29 and 30 November 1943]. Ljubljana: Komunist. [In Slovene]

Pleterski, J. (1985). Nations, Yugoslavia, Revolution. Beograd: Komunist. [In Serbian]

Popovi¢, D. (2006). The Chronicle of Vlaovici, Novi Sad: Mir. [In Serbian]

Provisional National Assembly (1945). Session. Beograd: Prezidijum Narodne skupstine

Ramet, S, P. (2006). The Three Yugoslavias. State Building and Legitimation, 1918-2001.
Washington, DC: Woodrow Wilson Publishing Center.

Session of the Constitutional Assembly (1946). Stenographic notes. Beograd: Prezidijum
Narodne skupstine. [In Serbian]

Simi¢, P. (2004). The saint and the fog. Tito and his time in the new documents of Belgrade
and Moscow. Beograd: Sluzbeni list SCG. [In Serbian]

Slovenski Porocevalec. 2 (1944). [In Slovene]

Tito, J, B. (1982). Collected Works. Vol. 3. Ljubljana: Komunist. [In Slovene]

Tito, ], B, Dilas, M, Pijade, M, Kardelj, E, Neskovi¢, B, Hebrang, A. (1945). National
question I, Zajecar: Tehnika O.K. [In Serbian]

Veselinov, J. (1980). We're all one party, Sremska Mitrovica: Sremske novine. [In Serbian]

Vujosevié, R, (ed,1986). Documents of the Central Authorities of the CPY, NOR and the
Revolution: (1941-1945). Beograd: Komunist. [In Serbian]

Internet sources

Archives of Yugoslavia, Available at:|www.arhivyu.gov.rs/active/sr-latin/home/glavna_]
navigacija/leksikon_jugoslavije/konstitutivni_akti_jugoslavije/deklaracija_drugog |
zasedanja_avnoja.html). [In Serbian]

Kucan, M. (1989, January 30). Yugoslavia can only be democratic, or it will not be (speech);

Availableatihttp://www2.gov.si/up-rs/2002-2007/bp-mk.nsf/dokumenti/ 30.01.1989

Accessed 30 May, 2017 [In Slovene]

ITpesop Ha cprcku / Translation into Serbian
1p Bepa Bparyma / Vera Vratusa, PhD

1143


www.arhivyu.gov.rs/active/sr-latin/home/glavna_navigacija/leksikon_jugoslavije/konstitutivni_akti_jugoslavije/deklaracija_drugog_zasedanja_avnoja.html
www.arhivyu.gov.rs/active/sr-latin/home/glavna_navigacija/leksikon_jugoslavije/konstitutivni_akti_jugoslavije/deklaracija_drugog_zasedanja_avnoja.html
www.arhivyu.gov.rs/active/sr-latin/home/glavna_navigacija/leksikon_jugoslavije/konstitutivni_akti_jugoslavije/deklaracija_drugog_zasedanja_avnoja.html
http://www2.gov.si/up-rs/2002-2007/bp-mk.nsf/dokumenti/30.01.1989-SocRS
http://www2.gov.si/up-rs/2002-2007/bp-mk.nsf/dokumenti/30.01.1989-SocRS

<= HA3A/

Ceprej Orepe, AyTeHTUYHOCT OCHUBamWa TUTOBe JyrociaBuje Kao defepanyje

APPENDIX / ITPMJIOT

%’ioéaxonnh,c.g.

OI' OCIOBOREA
TOCIABHJE

AHTHBAIMCTHYKO BERE 6 7
Bpo] oanyxe 3

0 4 I ¥ K A
JPYTOD 3ACEjABA AHTM®AUMCTHYKOD BERA HAPOAHOP OCIOBODERA JYTOCIABHJE

l o marpajsk Jyrociasmje Ha feflepaTUBHOM NDHHIMIY

vi1e
0 \

Ha ocHoBy mpaBa CBaxkor Hapoja Ha caumooapelese, yuy jyha
nNpaBo Ha OTHENkeEe HIX HA yjeguese Ca ApYrHM HapojuMe, ¥ Y CKIaly Cf
ACTAHCKOM BOMSOM CBAX HADOJZ JyPoCHaBXje, OCBEAQUEHOM Y TOKy TDOro-
IAIBS 38 jeAHUYKe HAPOAHO-OCHIOoGOAMIauKe Cople Koja Je cCKoBaja Hepas-
ADY=RHEO pascno Hapoja JyrociaaBuje, AHTHfaumcTHUKO Befie HapoAHOr
ocnoGohesa Jyrociasije pomocu cuejefly

0 A, m.y. K ¥yi

1, Hapoax Jyrociasuje HuKeja HHCY NDU3HAIK X HE Npu3HAJY
pacKoMajia ke 3yrocnunje ca CTpade fAWACTHYKAX HMIEDH jaxucTa # JoKa-
sam# Ccy ¥ aajeuﬂmjxoj opy=®aHoj Gop6u CBOJy 4BDCTY BOBY A& OCTAHY H
Aare yjeAumeH®m y JyrocuaBuju.

2.la 64 ce oCTBApAO NPHHLMI CYBEPEHOCTH HaDOAa JyrociaBi-

je, aa Ou Jyrociapk ja mpeTCTaBRAA MCTAHCKY AOMOBHHY CBUX CBOJHX Ha-
Doja # ja HEKaj BAWE He Oy NOCTajia JOMEHOM OHMJIO Koje XereMOHACTHUKe
KIMKe, JyrociaBuja ce uarpalyje # usrpajulie ce Ha feflepaTHBHOM NDW#H-
my, xoju he oGesGepuT: nydy pasHonpasHocT Cpda, Xpsara, UloBeHaua,
ejionalip. # LlpHoropala, OLKHOCHO Hapoia Upduje, Xpearcke, UnoseHau-
Ke, enonn je, lpue I'ope m BocHe u XepuerosuHe.

8. ¥ cknagy ca raxBoM fefepaTuBHOM M3rpajkoM Jyrociasuje,
Koja ce TeMenM Ha HAJNYHM UM REMOKDETCKUM NpaBMMa, JecTe UHBeHANA
sa Bell caja, y BDeMe HADOAHO-OCHOGOAMNAUKOr DaTa, OCHOBHE oprase Ha-
POAHE BIACTH KOJA NOJeJMHEX HapOje Jyrociasyje MpeTCTaBraly HADORHO-
ocnoGwmnaqm oiGOpK ¥ seMancka aHTHfaUKCTEIUKA Beha HAPOJHOD 0CI060-
»a (['7aBHY HADOJHO-0CNOGOAUNAUKK OfCop Cpéuje, Semanuxko anTefamuc-
THYKO Bele HapoAHOP ociaolofema XpBaTcke, UJNOBEHCKH Ha.poéﬂo-ocnodoun-
na§xa 0A6Op, JeManaKo aHTALALY CTHUKO Befie Haposmor ocaobolesa Boche
g epueroBiHe, 3eManEcKo aHTafauucTHuxko Belie HapojHor ocnololesa lpue
ope u Boke, Bemancxo antudanMcTHyxo Belie HapO/(HOP ocnoGolena CaHla-
Ke, WHULK JAPEBHA ODLAHM 38 JEMARCKO aHTHfalMCTHYKO Belile HapojHOr OC-
no0 ohera nomues, u & je AnmudaumcTHuxko Belie HapOAHOr oCHOGolje-
%8 JYDOCHABX je BPXOBHO 3AKOHOABBHO ¥ ¥3BDWHO NPETCTABHHUKO TEeNO Ha-
8”8' yPociaBXje M BDXOBHE NpeTCTABHAK CYBeDEHUTeTA HADOAA ¥ JpDxaBe
yrociaagu je Kao LeNXHe.

4, HanwoHanuuM MasuHaua y Jyrocnasuju oGesbejulie ce csa
HaL# OHa/IHa NpasBa.

5. OBa ojnyka CTyna OJMAEX Ha CHary.
sHe 29 HoBemGpa 1943,
y Jajuy

3a AHTH{AUMCTHUKO Belie
ila.poum) A o6ogem53yrocnaazje

Cexperap [lpercexuux

AD.i.Prdap,c.p.
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(Translation In Extenso)

ANTI-FASCIST COUNCIL

OF THE NATIONAL LIBERATION
OF YUGOSLAVIA

Decision no. 3

DECREE OF THE SECOND SESSION OF THE ANTI-FASCIST COUNCIL
OF THE NATIONAL LIBERATION OF YUGOSLAVIA

On the establishment of Yugoslavia under the federal principle

On the basis of the right of every nation to self-determination, including the right
<= BACK to secede, or to unite with other nations, in compliance with the true will of all nations of
Yugoslavia, confirmed in the three-year joint peoples’ liberation struggle which has forged
an inseparable brotherhood of the nations of Yugoslavia, the Anti-Fascist Council of the
National Liberation of Yugoslavia issues the following:

Decree

1. The nations of Yugoslavia never did recognize and shall not recognize the frag-
mentation of Yugoslavia by foreign fascist imperialists and they have testified in the joint
armed struggle their firm will to remain further united in Yugoslavia.

2. To the end of achieving the principle of sovereignty of nations of Yugoslavia and
to the end of Yugoslavia being the true homeland of all its nations and never again be-
coming the domain of a hegemonist clique, Yugoslavia has been and will be established
under the federal principle, which shall secure a full equality of Serbs, Croats, Slovenes,
Macedonians and Montenegrins, i.e. the peoples of Serbia, Croatia, Slovenia, Macedonia,
Montenegro and Bosnia and Herzegovina.

3. In conformity with such federal establishment of Yugoslavia, founded on the
fullest democratic rights, at this time it is already a fact that, during the national libera-
tion struggle, basic bodies of national authorities of certain nations of Yugoslavia are the
people’s liberation committees and anti-fascist land councils of national liberation (the
Main National Liberation Committee of Serbia, the Anti-Fascist Land Council of the Na-
tional Liberation of Croatia, the Slovene National Liberation Committee, the Anti-Fascist
Land Council of the National Liberation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the Anti-Fascist
Land Council of the National Liberation of Montenegro and Boka, the Anti-Fascist Land
Council of the National Liberation of Sandzak, and initiative bodies for the Anti-Fascist
Land Council of the National Liberation of Macedonia) and that the Anti-Fascist Council
of the National Liberation of Yugoslavia is the supreme legislative and executive represen-
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tative body of the nations of Yugoslavia and the supreme representative of the sovereignty
of the nations and the state of Yugoslavia as a whole.

4. National minorities in Yugoslavia shall be guaranteed all national rights.

5. This Decree becomes effective immediately.

On November 29th, 1943

In Jajce
On behalf of the Anti-Fascist Council
of the National Liberation of Yugoslavia
Secretary President
R. Colakovi¢ (signature) Dr. I Ribar (signature)

Rubber stamp:
Presidency of the Anti-Fascist Council
of the National Liberation of Yugoslavia, Secretariat, Belgrade
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