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VIEJA O ,,BOJBOHAHCKOM POJO/bYBY I CPIICKOM
IMATPMOTW”. APYIITBEHV KOHTEKCT HOBOCAICKE
PE3OIYLIUNJE 13 1932. TOOMHE

Caxerax: ITpocrop manamme Bojsogune y Kpamesunn Jyrocnasuju 61o je
HOIPUILITE Pa3Boja BP/IO AMHAMUYHUX IPYIITBEHUX U MIOIUTUYKIUX UJgja Y HAMEPH Jia ce
06e30ey 1ITO KBa/IMTETHIjH IIPUCTYII yCTABHOM U HallMOHaTHOM nutamy. On Omyke o
npucajepumbery Kpamesuan Cpbuju, a IoTOM U yjeIuiberby Y jyrOC/IOBEHCKY ApPKaBy, a
Koje Cy oHeTe Ha Belkoj HapoiHOj CKyIIITHHY of 25. HoBeMOpa 1918. ropuse, Hanymo-
HaJIHV 3aHOC j€ ITOCTENEHO YCTYIIA0 MECTO PeaTHUM IONMUTUYKUM HUJejaMa Koje Cy HaMe-
paBaJie 1a, y HOBOHACTa/IMM jyrOC/IOBEHCKIM OKOTTHOCTHMMa, IpoHaby couujamum npeH-
tuteT BojBogune. Y Bpeme napnamenTapusma 1918-1929. rogune, oBe ujeje Cy nMare
U3Y3eTHO AVMHAMMYaH TOK U OMle Cy Ha Tpary leMOKpaTcKe TojepaHLuje, fa 611 HAKOH
yBobema 11ecrojaHyapcke fukrarype 1929. rogyHe, HOMUTUYKY M CTPAHAYKM XKUBOT 6110
3abparseH. Hoe ycTaBHe OKOJTHOCTY M HONIMTUYKA KOHCOMMAALIMjA YCTIOBU/IN CY ia Kpasb
Anexcaugap Kapahopbesuh, curypan y ycrex coje ap>kaBHe monutuke, npehyTso po-
3BO/IM 0OHOBY cTpaHadKor x1BoTa. Combopcka pesonyyja a morom u HoBocagicka peso-
mynuja, foHere 1932. rogune, umase Cy ynory Mofeparopa CTpaHaIKoOr U MOUTUIKOT
JKMBOTA ONO3ULMOHNUX CTPaHAKa y3 U3y3eTHO aKTUBAH OfIHOC IPeMa APYIITBEHUM IpU-
NMKaMa y KOjuMa je JOMMHMpPasa Ip>KaBHa CTPAHKa.

K}BY‘{HC pedn: IO/INTUKA, IPpyHITBO, M;[eje, I[eMOI(paTI/Ija, TyMadema

McTpaxkuBayka aKTyeJTHOCT TeMe

[Monntmyka ncropuja npocropa BojsonuHe y jyrocioBeHCKOj Kpa/beBUHM j€ HEJ0-
BOJBHO VICTPaKEHa, /i BPJIO 3aHMM/bIBA TeMa, MOX/Ia J1 HEIIOTPeOHO CKPajHyTa y OfHOCY
Ha OIILITHje IIPOLiece jep je TyMadeHa Kao pediekcuja Ha BUX, 63 BUA/bIBE UCTPAKNU-
BauKe 3aHMM/BMBOCTH fla 61 joj ce MOCBeTU/MA MaXkKa. To je ocTaB/bamo MpocTopa 3a
UJieOTIONIKe 37I0yIOTpebe Koje Cy, y 3aBMCHOCTH Off aKTyeTHUX HMOMUTUYKUX NOTpeba,
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Tymadue forabaje us mehyparHor nepuopa. Tako je monmuTuyuku nspas us Bojsopyne tor
BpeMeHa 6110 OC/IOHAL] 3a IPEIO3HAT/BMBOCT CAMOCTA/IHOT MEHTUTETa Y BpeMe Coluja-
JIMCTUYKE JYyrOCaIaBuje, KOju Cy HETOBaIM OHNALIbY ITOKPAjMHCKY OJINTAPCU U3 PEfoBa
Komynncrnuke mapruje (Komsi¢, 2006). Tume je 6uTHO 0OceHdueHa aMbuIuja MCTOPUO-
rpad)ckor 1 ApyIITBEHOr IPOyYaBarba NOMNTUYKNX npeja y Kpamesnan Jyrocnasuju. Tep-
MuH BojBonuHa, Koju ce y 0BOM IePUOAY Y KOHTUHYUTETY KOPUCTUO, KYITYPOIOMIKA I
UJEHTUTETCKY 6110 je ocomeH Ha npiejy Bojsopctso Cp6uja u Tamumky banar us 1848.
TOIMHE J TEPUTOPHjaTHO-IIOIMTHYKE ayTOHOMIMje KOjy je oHa foHena. OHa Huje 6ua
Ip>KaBHO, aIMUHICTPATMBHO MIM YCTABHO IIpeno3Hara y MehypaTHoM nepuony jep je cpr-
CKJ HaIlMOHA/IHM LJ/b OMO OCTBAapeH yjelUberbeM, ajli ce 3a/ipKajia y IONMUTUYKOM ped-
HIKY, 300T ounI/efiHe oTpebe fja ce 0 10j roBopu. Yorpeba TepMuHa Hajuemhe Huje
[IOBOZVI/IA Y IIMTalbe CPIICKM HAlMOHA/IHM KapaKTep TOT IIPOCTOpa, Heryjyhu rpahancku
HOJIeMIYKY IIPUCTYIL, /1 je OUII0 M Apyradmjux Buberma Koja Cy MMasa CylpoTHe HaMepe
Off IOMEeHYTHX, pa3MaTpajyhm u npiejy HalMOHaMMCTUYKOT IIpeKpajama Tepuropuje. Hu
Y jelJHOM HM Y PYTOM CITy4ajy jyTOCIOBEHCKY JP>KaBHY OKBMP Huje Taja Ouo JoBefieH Y
nuTame. KoHTpoBep3e, Koje Cy ce IojaBule ca MHCUCTUPAHEM Ha HOMUTUIKOM U €TaTH-
crtiykoM ofipehersy mojma, 6usie ¢y fieno KacHujer MAeOIOIKOr PearoBama.

Tocapamma ncropuorpadcka MCTpaXkMBaba APYUITBEHO-IOMUTIYKe UCTOPH]je
Bojsopune nsmely nBa cBeTcKa pata HICY 3a0BO/baBajyha, MaKko UX IpefcTaB/bajy BPIo
BpefHa I yMeCHa ayTopcka fena. Meby He Tako OpojHIM Haj3HAYajHUjIM CaBPEMEHULIIMA
KOjJ1 ¢y ce 6aBu/M 0OBUM IepuofoM Tpeba nomenytn Crodonana bjenuny (Bjelica, 2005)
u ITpenpara Bajaruha (Vajagi¢, 2016) kxoju cy octaBunu Heus6pyucus Tpar. Ty cy u Bpio
BpeJiHa Jle/la O IOIUMTUYKOM KMBOTY HallOHA/IHKX 3ajefHNIa Ha IpocTtopy Bojsopune
(Kasas, 1996; Mesaros, 1989; Antolovi¢, 2017). Kao mpeTxogHuily caBpeMeHIM UCTPasKu-
BamuMa uctudemo omyc Panka Konwapa (Koncar, 1995; Koncar, 1973; Koncar, 1971), unju
je monpyHOC He3aob1Ia3aH y MOKYLIAjy /ia Ce pacBeT/IN M3y3eTHO KOMIIIEKCHA CUTYalja
HallMOHAJIHE JJieje M FbeHOT PasBoja y jyTOCTIOBEHCKUM APYKABHMM I YyCTaBHUM OKBMPMMa
Ha rpocropy Bojsopune. Tema 3aBpebyje maxxwy u nnoctpane ncroprorpaduje (Bethke,
2009). Y caBpeMeHOM UCTPaXMBAYKOM OITYCY yKasyjeMo U Ha PajloBe jeJHOT Off ayTopa
OBOT TEKCTa, KOj/ MOTY [ia [1ajy JOIIPUHOC pasBojy TeMarcke uctopuorpaduje (Markovid,
2006; Markovié, 2011; Markovié, 2013).

CTpaHa‘{KVI " IOJINTNYKIN NOECHTUTET

JlexnapaTuBaH U, UICIOCTaBUIO ce, POPMAIHU ITapIaMeHTapusaM, kKao 1 Mehycobna
CTpaHayKa 3ac/erbeHoCT 3aBpuieHu ¢y [Ipoxnamannjom (Petranovié, 1980) kpama Anek-
caHfipa of 6. jaHyapa 1929. rofuHe, K0joM je yBefileHa MOHapXo-AuKTaTypa (Stojkov, 1969)
a pajiy OYyBama ,,AP>KaBHOT I HAPOJIHOT jeJUHCTBA U pefa u aucunivinHe”. Tora faHa
TOHETUM 3aKOHOM O Kpas/beBCKOj BIACTY M BPXOBHO] YIIpaBM CyCIIeHJ0BaHe Cy OfipefIHuIIe
Bupopanckor ycrasa. @opMupana je Hoa Brafa Ha ueny ca renepanom Ilerpom JKuBko-
Buhewm. [IpoknaMoBaHa je HOBa HAIlMIOHA/THA U/IEOTIOTHja — jYTOCTIOBEHCTBO MIIN ,,HACUITHA
HauyoHanHa HuBenanyja” (Dimié, 2001).

Tpeher oktobpa 1929. roguHe 610 je foHeT 3aKoH 0 HasuBy u nofenu Kpamesune
Ha ynpaBHa noppyuyja. IIpomemeH je cny>x6eHu Hasus fpxase y KpapeBuna Jyrocna-
BUja, @ IbeH IIPOCTOP IOJIe/bEH je Ha [IeBET YIIPAaBHO-TEPUTOPUjaTHUX Lie/IHA — GaHOBMHA:
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IIpaBcky, CaBcky, Bpbacky, ITpumopcky, Jpuncky, 3eTcky, [JyHaBcky, MopaBcKy u
Bapmapcky (Vajagi¢, 2016, str. 8-9). Op bapame, Bauke, banara, Beher gena Cpema u
Hajseher gena llymanuje, ca gowum ITomopasbeM, Gpopmupana je lyHaBcka 6aHOBMHA
ca cepuiteM y Hosom Capny. ,,JlyHaBckoj 6aHoBuHM, ca ceguurreM y Hosom Capy, mpupo-
para je lllymapuja y umpy apuparma 6pojHO jauoj HeclmoBeHCKoj Mambunu” (Stojkov, 1969,
cTp. 114). ViHarypucaHa je aeonoryja MHTErpaJlHOT jyTOC/IOBEHCTBA.

Vneja cTBapara HOBe Haluje OVIa je IIPETEHIIO3HO IIPOjeKTOBAHM Lib. YHU(DOPMN-
cambe Ky/ITYpOJIOLIKe, TPaiMLIMOHa/IHe, BePCKe U HAllMOHAIHE IapOIMKOCTH onTepehene
JHEBHOIIOJIMTUYKOM peaHouNy 1 TpaaMIMOHaTHIM Hal[YIOHATHMM MHTepecuMa 3axTe-
BaJIO je OIIY4HY APXKaBHY CTPYKTYPY Ca ITOy3JaHMM allapaTOM 132 KOjUX CTOjU CONMMTAH
Lp>KaBHU TeMesb. Ilepnon Tpajarma JUKTATYpe MOAYAAPHO Ce ca U30MjameM BeliKe eKo-
HOMCKE Kpu3e, KOja je IIOrofuIa MIafy i HepasBIjeHy UHTYCTPU]Y, a/li U CENO. JefHuM
CBOjMM JIe/IOM OHa je 61Ia U IOC/IeNIla BeliKe CBeTCKe eKOHOMCKe Kpy3e I UMaJIa je
030mwpHIX TpuBpenHux nmocreguia (A, E 80).

JucnapnreT 1eHa MO/bOIPUBPENHNX 1 MHAYCTPUjCKUX IIPOM3BOJA CACBUM je 0be-
CHaXMO KyIIOBHY Moh ce/baka 1 IMPEKTHO YTHUI[A0 Ha IIpOMeT pobe Koju je omao 3a 40%.
C 063upoM Ha pasHOMMKOCT IIPMBPeMIHE [eNaTHOCTU ¥ BojBOAMHM, €KOHOMCKA Kp13a
je mmaina ocetHor yruuaja (Gacesa, 1980). EkoHoMcKa kpysa ce moceOHO ofpasiia Ha
noponpuBpeny Bojsonuue onrepeheny BeMKuM JyroBuma Koji y je, 3060T BeTMKIX
KaMara, HUCKVX LieHa IIPOM3BOJA U BeMMKMX NaXKOMHA, YUMHIIN HePEHTAOMTHOM.

ITopep 0BaKO TEUIKOT CTak-a YCIOB/EHOT KPU3OM, U3JIali 32 II0Pe3 IPeCTaB/ball
cy npaBo onrtepeheme 1 To HAPOUNTO 32 3eM/bOPAIHMKE KOjI CY MMa/IM CPEIbU U CUT-
Huju semspuiny noces (Popovi¢, ROMS). TTopecka saxsaTama 13 BojsopyHe 611a cy Haj-
BUIIIA U Y TPULECETUM TOfHAMa, VI IIOpeJ] TOTa LITO CY yuMibeHe Heke kopekuuje (Popovic,
ROMS). 3a u3nas us curyaupje, 1 €KOHOMCKM U IIOUTHYKM HajBUILE Hafla G110 je Io/Ia-
rano y norese Kpama. Tokom 1930. rognte, oH mpuxsara uzejy o GopMupamy gp>kaBHe
CTpaHKe Koja je TpebasIo ja IpeCTaB/ba PaCKI] Ca JEeKPETUPAHOM U YHI(DIKOBAHOM jyro-
CTIOBEHCKOM MJIEO/IOTHjOM, Kao 11 aMOMIIMO3Hy HaMepy Jia ce ITyTeM jeflHOCTpaHa4dKe [OJIN-
TIYKe aKTUBHOCTH 06e36emy oapuika ,,cBujy Haponuux ciojesa” (AJ, E 38, a. j. 474).

HoBodopmrpana cTpanka HOCWIA je HA3UB JyrOCTIOBEHCKA pafjUKalHO-Ce/badKa
meMOKpaTuja, a KacHuje, of 1933. rogune, JyrocroBeHcKka HaljOHa/lHa CTPpaHKa
(v. Malikovi¢, Rastovi¢, Suvakovié, 2007). Ona je HacTojasa ja OKymu OMBIIIe IPUCTAINLIE
rpahaHCKUX cTpaHaKa Kojy Cy IPUXBATU/IA PEXIM, fla IIPOMOBMIIE KOHTMHYNUTET U[e0-
JIOLIKOT ¥ IOMUTUYKOT JIe/I0Bakba 1 [la MOCTaHe OIILITE]yTOCIOBEHCKY ITOKPET MOfIPIIKe
Kpa/beBoj noymatuiy. CrpaHka je 6uIa JHeBHOIOMUTIYKY ONlePaTUBHU MHCTPYMEHT HOBO-
meduHMCaHe yCTaBHE KOHIeMIje foHeTe 3. centeMbpa 1931. rognue (ROMS, M14046).
Y Be3u ca fpxaBHUM ypehemwem, cTpaHKa je ocTana fOCIEHA [PXKABHOM jeJUHCTBY, ca
HPOLIECOM JielieHTpaIM3aluje U eKOHLIeHTpaluje ipykaBHe yIIpaBe U BIacTy 1 ca ofpebhe-
HJM BMJIOM CaMOYIIpaBe 6aHOBMHA.

3axBasbyjyhy cHaXKHOj, IIpe CBera MaTepujalHOj 1 HOIMIMjCKO] TIOAPLIIY pyKaBe
CTpaHauYKy MUTHH3Y Ounu ¢y Bpio fo6po opranusosanu u nogcehanu cy na gupuro-
BaHe MacOBHe I1apajie U Balllape ca CHAKHVUM BU3YeTHUM eeKTuMa 1 6pOjHUM IO/~
LMjCKUM amapaToM. Vako je mocTojama HeCIlopHa HaMET/bUMBOCT U [JeMarolka MHTOHA-
111ja 360poBa, BPJIO TELIKO je 6110 YIO30PUTH CTAHOBHUIITBO Ha CYIITUHY caMor 360pa
VI OPTAaHM30BAHOT NPOIAraHNHOT IOMUTUKAHTCTBA. Y BOjBOAMHM Cy aKTUBHOCTY OKO
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¢dopmuparsa 0Be CTpaHKe I OpraHm3aliije beHnx ofoopa Ouie BeoMa MHTEeH3UBHE TOKOM
cBux oyx Mecenu (AJ, E 38, a. j. 26, 27). [logpiika cTpaHa4Koj MOMUTUIN OITIefjala ce
U KPO3 U3JIaXKeme Jylocn06eHCKOT gHe8HUKA, IPBOT JHEBHOT JIMCTA Ha CPIICKOM je3UKY y
BojBopuny, unju je rmaBuu ypenuuk 6mo ®egop Huxuh. ITpsu 6poj oor nucTa u3amrao je
25. HoBeMOpa 1929. rofytHe 1 y CBOM IIPOIPaMCKOM WIAHKY HarOBECTHO je OfOpaHy TeKo-
BuHa pexxuma.Ilpogop JyrocnoBeHcke pafukanHO-ce/badke feMoKparuje y Bojoautm 6uo
je, mo4eTKOM 1932. ropuHe, CHa)KaH 1 0paH3MBaH, a/lu He U 6e3 mpobema. ,,Y opranuso-
Bawy JPC]I Bemuky yrory cy umaie 6aHncke yrpase. CTBapame MeCHIX 0f60pa CTpaHKe
BOJV/IY CY CPeCKM HadeTHNIM, 360T Yera je 1je0 II0cao HOMpyuMao oberexja gp)kaBHe Ipu-
HyZe 1 Huje TeKao rmatko” (Vajagi¢, 2016, str. 109). Tokom neta 1933. roguHe cTpaHKa
je IpoMeHM/Ia Ha3UB y JYTOCTIOBEHCKY HALIMOHAIHY CTpaHKY. JJyHaBcka 6aHOBMHA, Kao
HaIMIOHA/THO U3Yy3eTHO IMBEPreHTHa, Ha OCHOBY pe3yJTaTa OBUX 1300pa, 6ua je ofjaHa
jyrocnoBeHcKoj npeonoruju. ,,IIpocedHo je y Lienoj sem/bu racano npexo 70% 6upava. Y
cBUM OaHOBMHaMa JyroclIoBeHCKa HallMOHA/IHA CTPaHKa je fo6ua npeko 90% rmacosa. Y
ITpumopckoj 6anosuHY 91%, y TyHaBckoj 95% rinacosa..” (A, F. 38, f. 321).

Onosunyuona npesnpama

[Tocrojehe momuTnuke cTpaHKe Cy JUKTATyPy fHOdYeKase ca moMemranuM ocehajem
Hajie U OIpe3HoCTH. ,,CpIicKe rpahaHcKe mapTuje cy cMaTpase fia je AMKTaTypa y GpyHKIUju
OdyBama ip>KaBHe IIe/IIHe, 3alITUTe LIeHTPaIMCTUYKOT ypehema, mpeBasniakemna Kprse
jyrocioBeHcKe HaI[MOHATHE Mieje, pellaBaba HaTOMIIAHMX IIOUTUYKUX IPOTUBYpey-
HocTi” (Dimié, 1998, str. 138). [lemokpaTcka cTpaHKa, PajyukanHa cTpaHKa 1 3eM/bOpaj-
HMYKa CTpaHKa Ouie cy moroheHe nukTaTypoMm. 3abpaHa pajia CTpaHaKa, MOfierie, LIeH3ypa
mTamie, 3abpaHa 360pa, MHTEpPHUPaba, OHOCHO YKUZIakbe NaplaMeHTapu3Ma OHeMO-
ryhno je, mpakTu4yHO, CBaKO [eloBame OBMX cTpaHaka (Jovanovié, 1991).

Y BojBopguHu ce ofpykaBaaa Kpusa Koja je mocrojana Meby monutudkmum crpas-
kama. IlojemyHu cTpaHayky IpBany Cy Kpo3 pasHe aKTMBHOCTH, Kao LITO je OpTraHM3a-
1uja ogpeheHNx KynTypHO-yMeTHMYKIX APYLITaBa, IIOKYLIABa/IM 3, Y YCTIOBUMA JUKTa-
Type U 3abpaHe CTPaHAYKOT paja, CIpede MapruHanmsanyjy. OBakBa BpCcTa akKTMBHOCTHU
6ua je mpenosHaT/bMBa U Ip>KaBHUM opranuma. CTpanke Mabapcke 1 HeMadke Haluo-
HaJTHe MambJHe 6Ie Cy Y IOTITYHOCTY IIaCUBHe, 136eraBajyhn eBeHTyanHy KOHPpOHTa-
1ujy ca pexxuMoM. [Tapanucan HOMUTIYKY SKUBOT, KAO U y PYTUM JIeIOBUMA 3eM/be, Y
BojBonuHu je modeo fa ce aktusupa of 1931. rogune (AV, E 126 II - 6071/932).

Kpajem 1931. ropuue papgukancku npsany u3 BojsoauHe, myTeM npemnucke ca [mas-
HuM ofbopom y beorpajy, n3BeuITaBajy o CUTyaluju 3a BpeMe U nocie nsbopa, Tpa-
xehu nHOpManyje o CUTyaluju y 3eM/b) U CTaBY M aKTUBHOCTUMA camor Opnbopa.
Y nucmy op 9. genem6pa, Munom Tpudyrnosuh je obasectno Jouy Jlanomesnuha, jegHor
ox Bopehux BojBobanckux pagukana (Markovié, 2011), o cBoM Buberwy TpeHyTHe ITO/I-
TiuKe curyanyje. Beh y Hapennom mucmy ¢ kpaja 1932. rognue, TpudyHosuh je mucao ga
»BUJIY BeMKe Tellkohe 11 HeBO/be €KOHOMCKOT KapaKTepa y ToMe Kpajy 1 y 1ernoj Bojso-
nuan” (AV, F. 126 11 - 6071/932, str. 76, 77). HajucTakHyTHju y OBUM BeOMa KPUTUYHNIM
oleHaMa 6mo je Joua Jlanomesuh, Kof Kora ce mpuMeTHIa 0OHOB/bEHA TeXHa OfbpaHe
BOjBODaHCKIMX MHTepeca jep je OHa U JJaHaC ,UcLeheHN TMMYH, yIIpoIallTeHa, pa3prBeHa,
IPUBPEIHO HOBEAeHa O IPOCjauKor IITAIa, a HAllMOHATHO BpebhaHa 1o cplia U MOTITYHO
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pasouapana..” (Koncar, 1995, str. 84). PykoBozicTBO cTpanKe, ogHocHO Mutour Tpudy-
HoBM je HAOUNMITIEN IIPMXBATIIO AHA/IM3Y CTakba 1 IIOKYIIA0 Ja yBepu Jlanomesnha fa y
6ynyhnoctu y Bojsopuun nehe Humrra 6utn npegysumano 6es yuenrha Bojsobana.

Y Besu ca nmonoxxajem Bojeopune, [leMOKpaTcKa CTpaHKa, y IPOLECY CBOj€ IPOrpam-
CKe eBOJIyLIMje Ka CJIOKEHOM JP>KaBHOM ypehemy, Huje ce c/laraja ca ijejoM ,,I0KpajuHe
Bojsopune”. ,, Tpaxxntn 3a Hosu Cap ncto urro u 3arpeb 3a cebe Tpaxku, 6umo 6u moHo-
BUTHU y OOPHYTOM CMMCITy — IIOTpelIKy BruioBaHckor ycraBa, Koji je mojoxaj 3arpeba
XTeo CBeCTU Ha MooKaj 3ajevapa’ (Kondar, 1995, str. 137).

Y KOHTeKCTy 06HOBe aKTMBHOCTU PajiuKaHe cTpaHKe, Kojy je munuupao Ana Cra-
Hojesuh, y BojBopyuu cy HajaktusHuju 6umm Cy6otundkn u Com6opcku onbop. Papu-
ka/m y HoBom Capy cy 6um y BenmKoj Kpysu 1 ofie/beHN Ha Buiie paxipja. Bpemenow,
nomuTuakoM arunHouthy, Combopcku og6op Ha yerny ca Jopanom Jlanomesuhem ocraje
3alpaBo HPEIBO/IHMK PEBUTANN3ALIMjE PA/IUKATICKOT, a/IM ¥ OIIO3UIMOHOT CTPAaHAYKOT
HOIUTUYKOT KUBOTA.

[logcTakHyTH K€/bOM CTBapama jeIMHCTBEHOT OIIO3MIIMOHOT CaBe3a HAaCyIpOT
PEXMMCKO]j CTpaHIIM, COMOOPCKMU pafiMKay Cy MHCUCTUPA/IM Ha CTBapamby jeIMHCTBe-
HOT OIO3MIIMOHOT 6710Ka, IpBo y CoMb0py, a OTOM U Ha HMBOY Bojsomuue. ¥ Be3u ca tim
OHII CY IIPUIIPEMIIIN jeflaH MehycTpaHauKy criopasyM Koju Cy, IIPeTXOHO BepudUKOBaH
Ha KOH(ePeHIMj| pafyMKaICKUX IIPUCTA/INLIA, TIOHYAVIN FPYTMM OHO3ULIIOHUM CTPaH-
KaMa Ha yCBajarbe.

Koudepenrnja je onpxana y jyny 1932. rogune y Com6opy y crany Jlanomesuha, a
y ume DmaBHor op6opa Paguxanue crpanke 6unu cy npucytau Munom TpudyHosuh n
Munan Crojagunosuh. Buso je cacBuM HeyOu4ajeHo [ja ABOjuLIA WiaHOBA yxKeT [J1aBHOT
ozbopa PajiukasiHe cTpaHKe IIPUCYCTBY)Y jeHOj IOKAIHO]j pafuKancKoj koHpeperuuju. Ha
Koudepenuuju je jegHornacHo ycBojen TekcT MebhycTpaHadkor ciopasyMa II0j HaCIOBOM
,»Clpemajte ce Ha 1360pe”. Y 0BOM CIIOpasyMy IIPBIU YT Ce IOMIUEbE CIIPOBOherbe Hadera:
Bojsopuua Bojsohanuma (Popov, Popov, 1993, str. 26). C 063upom Ha To fa ce Jlaomure-
Buh y cBOM pafiy pyKOBOAMO UIejOM [ je ,,BOjBODhaHCKIM pomosby6 U CPIICKY ATPHOTA’,
OJIHOCHO [Ia Cy IeTOBY IOMMTUYKY 1 €KOHOMCKM 3aXTeBU 3a I1000/bIIatbe IPUINKa Ha
npocropy Bojsogune 61yt nctumany paay mo6ospliama reomoINTHYKOT IO/I0Kaja CPII-
CKOT Hapofia ¥ IeroBe jyroCIOBEHCKE JpP)KaBe, IIPOIarupaHo Haveso, 3a PasiuKy off Ka-
CHUjUX TyMaderba U3 UJIE0/IOIIKUX BU3YPa, OYUITIEHO HIfje MMA/IO HAMePYy eTaTusaluje
OBOT IPOCTOPA ¥ IEHOT OfIBajakba Off CPIICKOT HApOJia.

IMonntnuka arMocgepa HacTana goHoueeM CoMb0pcKe pesonyLje, Koja je mpax-
TUYHO TIOTBPAVIA MOTYhHOCT OTOBOPA, MHMIIVja/THO je MINIA Ka TPOIIMpPErY Ha UNTABY
Bojsonuny. [lomasuinte pagukanckux npBaka us Bojsopuse 3a yuemhe Ha cacTaHKY IIOBO-
nom HoBocajicke pesonyiyje 61710 je y CKIajly ca OHMM MHMIMjaTHBaMa Koje Cy loBerie
no Combopcke pe3onyLuje, OFHOCHO y CKIIajly ca HaMepama Pajinka/He cTpaHKe fia pea-
bupMuIIe MOMUTIYKY paj] CTPAHKe, Y3 MCTOBPEMEHY apTUKY/MaLjy TOKaTHNUX MOMUTIY-
KX MHTEpPeca 3aCHOBAaHNUX Ha MIMPOKOj camoynpasu. C Apyre cTpaHe, CAMOCTa/IHE JIEMO-
Kpare y Bojsogunn, mpe csux [dyna Bomkosuh, cy Ha 0Baj cacTaHak MIIe HA OCHOBY
meduHuCcaHe paBHOIpaBHe (emepante jequnnie Bojsogune, a y cKIagy ca KOHIEIIN)-
CKIM JJiejaMa fpyKaBHOIPABHOT ypebersa Koje je IpoMoBICcao mporpaM 3arpebauke MyHK-
ranuje. OTyza je oBaj meunpupanu QeepannucTUIKy KOHIENT HaWIa31o Ha OTIop Mehy
BobcTBMMa ono3nuMoHux crpanaka y Cpouju.
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Hajcraxuuju otiop fana je Pagukanna cTpaHka Koja Huje HyivIa MOTITYHY PacKu
ca BujjoBIaHCKIM yCTaBOM U IIPETIIOCTAB/bala je IPpXKaBHOIIPaBHOM Ipeypebery nmospa-
TaK [ap/laMeHTapHOT XIBOTa Y 3eM/blt. PykoBozcTBa JleMOKpaTCcKe CTpaHKe 1 3eM/bOpPafi-
HIYKe CTPaHKe CMaTpaja Cy II0BpaTak JleMOKparwje 3a yc/IoB 6e3 Kojer ce He Moxke. 360r
Tora cy defepanucTiike nyseje Koje Cy ce mojasuie y BojsogyHu Hannasuie Ha jefyH-
CTBeHy OCyfly 6e0rpaJICKMX LieHTpasIa CBUX TPHUjy MapTuja.

Hosocapcka kongepeniuja 6mia je ogp>xkana 11. genem6bpa 1932, roguHe Ha MHU-
LMjaTUBY OIO3MIMOHMX pafuKana u3 Bojsopune, a popmanHo je Kondepenuujy caspao
Anekcangap Moy, camocrtanuu npsak n3 Hosor Caga (Markovié, 2006, str. 71). ITpeno-
nHeBHM papi Kondepenumje 6una je HepopmainHa, cnobopHa 1 nHGOpMaTUBHA pasMeHa
MUII/bEba O HOMNTUYKUM M eKOHOMCKUM Ipo6emMuMa 3eMbe n Bojsopune. ITomo-
JIHEBHU Pajl je 3BaHMYHO HoyYeo mpeayorom Muxosmia Tomanpia fia ce pacipasa IoBefie
Ha OCHOBY 3arpebauke pe3osyLuje, a IITO je M3a3Ba/I0 PA3ININTa pearoBama. VIHxemep
Csetosap Maruh je npuxBaTiio 3BaHMYHU MpefIOL, cMaTpajyhn fa Jyrocnasuja Tpeba
na 6yne deneparusno ypehena kako 6u ce onemoryhmo ,,cpbujancku nmmepujamzam’ u
omoryhno Hanpenak mokpajuHe, ykpbydyjyhn n Bojsopuny. IlpencraBannn Pagukanse
cTpaHKe cy uManu apyradnju ctas. [Ipodecop Anexca VBuh je cmarpao ma He Tpeba mpu-
xBaTuTH 3arpeb6adKy pesonylujy 3a MOfIoTy IUCKYyCHje 1, IpUAp>KaBajyhn ce MHCTpyK-
nuja DraBHor onbopa PapykaiHe cTpaHKe, IIPEAJIOXKIO je Aa Ce M3PajM jeHa OLITpa Pe3o-
JTyLiuja Koja 61 ce 3acHMBAsIa Ha CTPOroj KPUTHUIIM TaHAIIEr PeXXVMa 1 Ha MJej) casyBa
Koncturyanre (Markovi¢, 2006).

Kondepennmuja je sappumna pap nsb6opom Oxnbopa 3a uspany pesonynuje. IIpen-
JIoT je 6110 Jja ce HOBa KOH(epeHIja ca3oBe Kafia pesonyLuja Oyae 6una HamicaHa. Kao
IITO Ce MOITIO U IIPETIIOCTaBUTY, Ha KoH(epeHIju cy MCTaKHYTM CTaBOBM ITpeMa 3arpe-
6auKMM MyHKTaI[MjaMa Koju Cy 611 ¥ CKIafiy ca CTAaBOBMMA PYKOBOZCTABa CTPAHAKa.
ITopen Tora, 610 je MpUCyTaH KOMIIPOMMCHM AYX Y Be3U ca lepUHICAbeM 3aje[[HITIKOT
cTaBa Koju 01 jelMHCTBEHO MPeCTaB/bao OMO3NLMOHY NOKpeT BojBonute, a koju 6u 6110
apupmucaH y okBupy nocrojehux sopehux crpanaka, Hacynpor popmupamy Bojoban-
CcKe cTpaHKe. ,,HoBocajicka pe3onynuja je ogbaiyBana MoryhHoCT peraBarma MOMIUTIYKe
Kpu3e IOBpaTKoM Ha 1918. rogyHy Kao MCXORMIIHY Ta4yKy 3ajemHuyKor xyusora” (Popov,
Popov, 1993, str. 25).

Heratupan ogHOC IpeMa 0BOM CKYIIy MMaJIO je PyKOBOACTBO PafukanHe cTpaHKke
Koje je y cBeMy OBOM BMIEJIO HACTaBaK CTBAPalba ,,IPEYaHCKOT — aHTUCPOMjaHCKOT
¢dpoHTa” KOjI je cafia MMao JOIATHY TEKMHY KPO3 TeHAEHINjy adgupMalje ay TOHOMHOCTHU
y BojBopuHuy, a paju xpBaTcke fomMnHaimje y ap>xasu. OBaj CTaB je 610 1 IIOBOK Aa ce 22.
meueMbpa 1932. roxyHe ofpyku cacTaHak [JTaBHOT offopa ca yIiefHujuM BojBohaHCcKIM
papgukanuma. Cacrauky cy npucycrsosanu J. Jlanomesuh, Cs. Crankosuh, C. Paunh,
Jb. Ilonosuh, C. Munetuh u gpyru (Markovi¢, 2006).

CacraHnak je 6110 BeoMa HarleT. [JTaBHI 0fi60D je OTY>KEHNYKOM KOHOTALMjOM IPO-
3Ba0 CBOje NpBaKe U3 BojBofyHe fa Cy u3gamy CpICTBO 1 Jla XKeJle Ja Ta MOoLeTIajy. YIory
OpaHuTesba uzeja ca cacranka 13 Hosor Cazia peyseo je Joua Jlanomesuh unju je rosop
y Be3J ca OBMM CacTaHKOM cadysaH. OH je o6aIio cBe onTyxo0e, y3 HallOMeHY fa je y
BojsomyHn ,,y MpoTeKmMx 14 rofyHa y4nbeHO MHOTO TONMUTUYKIUX TPeIllaKa y Be3) ca eKo-
HOMIjOM, Hal[MIOHA/THUM HNTameM, agMuHucTpanyjom..” (Koncar, 1995, str. 107).
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3aK/py4Ly cacTaHKa HUCY HosHatu. MebyTim, oH je nsaspao mopgeny mely npucra-
nuuama Pajiukanne cTpaHKe Koju Cy HPUCYCTBOBaIM IpBoM cacTanKy y Hosom Capny.
Hamnme, npodecop Anexca VBuh je ogbno ga gobe Ha cacranax Akipmonor og6opa 36or
TOra 1ITO je OH 610 obaBemreTeH Aa je TaBHM 0X6OpP IPUXBATIO IIeAKIITA BOjBOhaH-
CKMX pajyKaja 1 06aBe3ao ce [ja X IPOrpaMcKy CaHKIMOHIUIIE, Te je TUMe MJeja O
BOjBODAHCKOj pe3omyLuju ca CTaHOBUILTA pafiKaja U3Ty0NIa CMICA0 U €BEHTYaTHO
IbEHO JIOHOIIehe OCTaBIIO OM yTHUCaK HeloBeperwa BojsohaHckux pajjukana npema
BobhcTBY cTpanke.

Hucy cBe npucranuue Pagnkanne ctpanke y Bojsogunay npuxsaTnjie eBEHTyanHy
BOjBODaHCKY pe30/yLujy Kao HauiH adypMUCatba COICTBEHNMX MOTIMTUYKMX TeKIbIL. JefjaH
Off TIpefiIoTa Koju je GUIypupao 1 Ha OBOM CAacTaHKY, a KOjI je OCTa0 CauyBaH, YKasuBao
je Ha aMOuLujy npucTanuua PagukanHe crpaHke u3 BojBopiyHe ja MMIUIEMEHTHUPajy HOBe
ufeje y mporpaM cTpaHke, ogpebhyjyhu um 3a nonasuiure crapy onpenHnuKy fiepuHIUCAHOCT.

Csa oBa pearosama yHyTap Pagnkanne crpaHke, Heclarame pyKOBOJCTBA CTPaHaKa
Ca eBeHTYa/IHUM PaJMKaJICKIM TeKCTOM Pe30/IyLije, 3aTUM YIIPaBo Y TO BpeMe 06jaB/beHN
KOMeHTapy 3arpebauxe pesonyLuje ca BUFHUM KOMIIPOMUCHUM TOHOM YTULIA/IA Cy ¥ HA
cam tekcT HoBocajicke pesony1uje, Koja je goHeta 28. meriem6bpa 1932. roguue y HoBom
Capy. KpuTukoBaa je HeaJleKBaTaH 3Ha4aj COLMja/THO-eKOHOMCKMX ITUTamba. YKasaja je Ha
3a0IITPEHOCT HAL[VIOHA/THO-IIONIMTIYKIX MNTaba IO, AUKTaTypoM (AV, F. 126, 1303/933).
Y pany Kondepenuuje ydecrsosaina cy 23 npencrasanka. O opor 6poja 11 yuecHuka
cy O6uIn aiBOKaTH 110 CTPYLIM, TP y4eCHNUKA Cy OMIIN NeKapy, TPU ydecHUKa Cy Ommn
MHXKeIbepy, iBa Cy OMIM IPOCBETHNU PaJHULIM, jeflaH YYeCHMK je 6110 CBEIITEHO JNuIie,
jemaH je 6mo Tpro,ari, jefaH 3eM/bOIIOCERHIK. Ped je, HaKite, 0 /byAuMa KOji Cy YMHIUIN
rpabaHcku fieo craHoBHUIITBA. [IPUMETHO je 611710 OfCYCTBO HPeCTaBHIKA 3eM/bOPaJ-
HIIKA, KOjU Cy Oumnt 11 HajopojHuju geo nomynanuje y Bojsogunn. Pesonyunja je kputuko-
BaJIa LIEHTPATUCTNYKO APXKaBHO ypeberbe, Kao 11, y TOM KOHTEKCTY, I0N0XKaj BojsopuHe.
»BojBopyHa ca CpeMOM Tpa)ku UCTH 110710)Kaj Koju he nmaTu ocrae nokpajune.” Vineja
0 MCTOM TpeTMaHy BojBofiMHe I0/T1a3uIa je Off jyrOC/IOBEHCKOT pellierba 1 O1Ia je pesy-
TaT HOUTUYKOT KOMIIPOMMCA CAMOCTA/IHUX JIEMOKPATa, OFHOCHO Cée/bauKo-/IeEMOKPATCKe
koa/miyje ca papukamma. Tekct Pesonynumje Hije 6uo o6jaspuBan cBe 1o 1935. rogune
U BpeMeHa OCHUBama BojBohanckor gpomuTa.

Papukanu xoje je mpexgsopuo Joua Jlanouresrh npumpemuu cy jegan Harpr ycraBa
KOjJIM Cy JKeJIe/I [ia IIpeficTaBe CBoje ITIeIUIITe O yCTaBHOj peopmit 1 ojoxajy Bojso-
puHe yHyTap e (ROMS, 9931). Hanpt gedunniie JyrocmaBujy Kao ycTaBHY, TapaMeH-
TapHy U HacJe[JHy MOHAPXUjy Koja je ,,jefMIHCTBeHa 11 Hefle/b}IBa pyKaBHA 3ajeHuIa”
(ROMS, 9931).

Y Besu ca yHyTpallbOM TEPUTOPMjATTHOM IIOfenoM 3eM/be, Hanpr je npeasubao
IIeCT NOKpajuHa’, off Kojux je jenHa Bojsopuna ca CpemoM. CBaka IIOKpajiiHa MMarna ou
ITyHY 3aKOHOJIABHY U U3BPILHY ayTOHOMM)Y Y IIOC/IOBMMA KOj1 Cy IIPEITYIITEHN HOKPaj/HNA
(YHYTpalIm¥ TOCTIOBY, TPOCBETA 1 IIPKBA, HAPOHO 37paB/be U COIMjaHa MOMNTHKA, CYJ-
CTBO U IIO/BOIIPUBPENA). Y 06pasyioxkerby HOTpebe 3a IOKpajiiHaMa HaBOJMO Ce Pa3IUIUT
MCTOPMjCKM Pa3Boj 06macTu y cactaBy gpykaBe u motpeba popmupama QyHKIMOHATHE

3 Cp6uja ca Jyxaom Cp6ujom, XpBarcka ca xparckum rnpumopjem, Lpua Topa ca [Janmanujom,
bocna n Xepuerosuna, Cnosenuja u Bojsonnna ca CpemoM.
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Bractu (ROMS, 9931). Ha kpajy Hanpra, yIrpkoc II03HaTOM CTaBy CTPaHAYKNX IleHTpasia
0 1360p1Ma Kao HEOMXOFHOM YC/IOBY EMOKPATCKOT IIpolieca pafy eBeHTyaIHe U3MeHe
IPXKaBHOT ypehema, McTuIama ce Hy)XHOCT AP>KaBHOT AepMHUCAka 1 KOHCOMUOBAbA.

»IloTpeba ma ce Hamra gp>kaBa Beh jefHOM KOHAYHO Cpein 1 OpraHusyje, HOCTanIa je
maHac Beh HeopIoKHaA. Y TOM TOr/Ieny je 36m/ba HacTymmo 12. gac. [pex 6u 6110 He mmpu-
IIpeMUTH Ce 1 He ocriocobutn ce Beh cazja 3a Taj mpexo nmorpeb6aH OpraHN3aTOPCKu paf,
Hero YeKaTy Jia BpeMe IPOJIasy, NIIYeKMBATY IPBO U300pe, IIa TeK I0C/Ie 1360pa IpUCTy-
Ty norahamy, caBeToBamby 1 MOXK/IA U OIET caMo ekcrepumeHTucamy’ (ROMS, 9931).

CraB [pyrux ONO3UIMOHMX IPyIa IIpeMa oBoM HarpTy Huje 6uo mupe mosHar, anu
je dMIbeHNIIa 1a Cy CaMOCTaJIHe leMOKpare OuJie, y TIOITIefly YCTaBHUX pedopMM, 3HATHO
pajMKaIHuje 1 3aroBapae cy oTBopeHu denepanusam. Vmak, Haipr je Ha mbux yTurao y
CMICITy CTBapamwa 1ITo YBpINMX Besa, IIpK 4eMy Cy OTBOPEHM CYKOOM ca pyKOBOJCTBUMA
cTpaHaka y beorpany mebhyco6Ho mpubmmkaBaam caMoCTale U OCTajie ONO3UI[MOHApe
n3 Bojsogune.

Harpr ycraBa je on cTpaHe BIacTu 610 OlieleH Kao HEPUXBAT/bUB U CabOTePCKI,
a Jlanomesuh je Mopao fa Ipefa cBe CBOje IpUMepKe. Y Besy ca TUM CadyBaHa je Bberoba
Kanba y Kojoj OH 06pasIoXKio CBOje CTAaHOBMIIITE.

»Hema y Tom Haupry Humra mro 6u 6110 KaXbUBO MY LITO OU ce KOCUIO ca
mocrojehum 3akoHMMAa. 3aKOH O 3aLITUTH jaBHe 6e306efHOCTH 3abparbyje caMo OHe LITaM-
IlaHe MPOAYKTe KOj/Ma e MJe Ha TO [ ce HeKO MOAICTpeKHe Ha Hacu/be MIN Ja ce YTPOo3u
jaBHU MUP 1 jaBHU ITOPEfAK... AU y MOMe HaI[PTy HeMa HJ pedu O ToMe Aa Tpeba mpu-
6ehn xakBoM Hacwby. Hema Hu peun o ToMe a Tpeba 37T09MHOM, HAaCH/beM MU TEPOPOM
IIPOMEHNTH JJAHAIIBY HOMUTUYKY TTopefak. HanmpoTus, y emy ce y HajoOjeKTUBHI)Oj
opMI 1 y HajKOHIWIUjaHTHMjeM TOHY TOBOPU O TOMe Jia Tpeba 'MUPHOM eBOTyLUjOM
M3BECTH HAlI AP)KaBHY XMBOT 13 hopcokaka’ 1 fja ce Tpeba “dyBaTy Off TEMIKMX [IOTPeEca
u Heporneguux nocnequna’ (AJ, E 80).

Jla oBe Jlamomesuhese peun HUCY 61me 06MaHa BIUIENIO Ce TOKOM fla/be MTONMUTUYKE
U cTpaHauke 60pbe y K0joj je, YIIPKOC HallMOHAIMCTUYKIM TeXXibama 13 3arpe6a, Bojso-
[MHA 0CTajIa MPOCTOP CPIICKOT KOPITyca ca CHa)XHOM JMCIEP3MjOM NOMUTUYKMX MJieja
KOje Cy CBefloun/Ie O PasBMjeHO] AeMOKPATCKOj KyATypu napaamMenTapusma. Ilpurom je
Jlanomesuh 610 MHTeNEKTyaall, OFHOCHO ,,90BEK KOjM Y3MMa y pa3MaTpare OIMIITOCT
HOjeiMHAYHUX NUTama U uHTepeca” (Avramovié, 2019, ctp. 978), Hagajyhu ce mrxoBoM
IIOBOJ/BHOM paspelleny pafiy PYIITBEHe KOPUCTH.

3aK/by4yHa pasMaTpama

Yrpxoc HaMepu AUKTAType, IOMUTHIKe AKTUBHOCTH 1 Ha IpocTopy Bojonuue 6mte
cy Bpio suHammyHe. [pahaHcke cTpaHKe Cy, HAKOH TaKTUYKe IIay3e U OCBeXeHe AMjarHo-
CTHKe IIO/INTUYKE CUTYalluje, IOKPEHYIe CBOje aKTUBHOCTH. Y MOYETKY je TO 61Io mormy-
JIeTaJTHO 11 CKPOMHO, /I je IbUXOBO Jie/IoBatbe 001jalo Ha MHTEH3UTETY KaKo je 3BaHMYHa
PeXMMCKa CTpaHKa [TOKa3nuBana cBe 6o/pe pesynrare y Bojsoguumn. ITpBo omo3uinoHo
CTPaHAYKO OKyIbambe goropuio ce y Combopy cpenruom 1932. rogusne. Tamo je Ha geny
ca Joanom JlanomreBnhem nocrojao Bpio jak ogbop Pagukanue crpanke. Pesonynuja xoja
je 0BOM IIpM/IMKOM 61171a IoHeTa 61171a je YBOJ ¥ OKYIUbatbe OIIO3MUIMIOHMX IPeICTaBHIKA
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y Hosom Capy kpajem ucte roguse. Pacripase ynpunndeHe Ha KOHQepeHIMjaMa II0Ka-
3ajle Cy pa3HOBPCHE IIOIJIe[ie y Be3U Ca yCTaBHMM, HallMOHA/THUM U YIPaBHUM II0/IOKajeM
npocropa Bojsopnue. KacHmje nneornoke peMrHUCLIEHIINj€e Cy JOBEIE [0 TOTA Jla HeKN
oy moryefia Oyay MpOMOBMCAHM KaO Ay TOXTOHA IIONIMTUYKA MJieja O AP>KaBHOM KOHLIEIITY
BojsohaHckor nmpocTopa. Juckycuje cy, MehyTum, uiuie y npasiry c10605HOT IPOMU-
HUbamka upeja: o penepammsaryju KpapesnHe e 61 jenta of dpegepanHux jennnmna 61
1 BojBof1Ha, TOTOM O OIICTAHKY 1I€HTPaIM30BaHe Ip>KaBe ca yIPaBHUM U aIMMHUCTPa-
TUBHUM OBJIalIhemnMa, 10 CTBapama jeanHcTBeHe BojBohaHcke cTpaHKe.

C 0631poM Ha TO Jja Cy IpUIIafia/Ii Pas3ININTUM IpahaHCKUM CTpaHKaMa, y4eCHULN
Kondepenunje Hucy 6umy cipeMHI a ce OfPEKHY CBOje cTpaHauke mpumnaguocti. To je
IbJMXOBY MOIMTUTYKY HAMEPY YUYMHUIO IIPUIMIHO JUCIEP3UBHOM. YKOIMKO TOME JI0flaMO
coljaHy CTpYKTypy ydecHnka Kondepenunje, MO>XeMo Jja FOBOPMMO O jefHOM ypOaHOM
TIOKPETY KOjH je, YIIPKOC APYyTaduMjiM TeXKEbaMa, TELIKO JO0/Ia3No IO CEOCKUX CPENIMHA, ITpe-
osnahyjyhux y Bojsopyan. Vinak, \yX0B IaTPHOTHI3aM U POJO/bY0/be HICY OMIY YIUTHM.
JTanomesuh ux je caxeo CMHTarMoM ,,B0jBohaHCKM pof0/by6 1 CPIICKM IIATPHUOTA .
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(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: The area of today’s Vojvodina in the Kingdom of Yugoslavia was the scene
of the development of quite dynamic social and political ideas for the purpose of ensuring
a better-quality approach to the constitutional and national questions. After the Decision
on the accession of Vojvodina to the Kingdom of Serbia and subsequently the Decision on
the unification of Yugoslavia, issued by the Great National Assembly on 25" November
1918, the national zeal was gradually replaced by realistic political ideas with the intention
of finding the social identity of Vojvodina in the newly-created Yugoslav circumstances. In
the 1918-1929 period of parliamentarism, these ideas had an exceptionally dynamic course
and were directed towards democratic tolerance, but after the introduction of the 6™ Jan-
uary Dictatorship in 1929, the political and party life was forbidden. Due to the new con-
stitutional circumstances and political consolidation, Alexander Karadordevi¢, certain of
the success of his state politics, tacitly allowed the restoration of the party life. The Som-
bor Resolution as well as the Novi Sad Resolution, both enacted in 1932, played the role
of the moderator of the party and political life of the opposition parties with an extremely
active attitude towards social circumstances dominated by the state party.

Keywords: politics, society, ideas, democracy, interpretations

Research topicality

The political history of the territory of Vojvodina in the Kingdom of Yugoslavia is an
insufficiently studied yet very interesting topic, perhaps unnecessarily put aside in compar-
ison to more general processes because it has been interpreted as their reflection, with no
evident research appeal so as to attract some attention. It has left room for ideological mis-
use which, depending on the specific political needs of the time, interpreted the events in
the interwar period. Therefore the political expression from Vojvodina in that period was
the foundation for recognizing the independent identity in the socialist Yugoslavia era,
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promoted by the provincial oligarchs from the ranks of the Communist Party (Komsic,
2006). That is what substantially outlined the ambition of the historiographical and social
research of political ideas in the Kingdom of Yugoslavia. The term “Vojvodina”, which was
continuously used in that period, was based, in terms of culture and identity, on the idea
of the Voivodeship of Serbia and Banat of Temeschwar from 1848 and the territorial-po-
litical autonomy brought by it. It was not recognized in state, administrative or constitu-
tional terms in the inter-war period because the Serbian national aim was accomplished by
the unification, but it remained in the political vocabulary because of the evident need to
address it. The use of the term most commonly did not question the Serbian national char-
acter of that area, cherishing the civil polemical approach, but there were also different views
with the intentions opposite to the above-mentioned, considering the idea of the nationalist
redrawing of the map of this territory as well. In neither case the Yugoslav state framework
was questioned at the time. Controversies emerging with the insistence on the political and
étatist determination of the notion were the product of the subsequent ideological reaction.

Previous historiographical research of the social and political history of Vojvodina
between the two world wars is not satisfactory, although it is represented by quite valuable
and appropriate authorial works. Among the few most important contemporaries study-
ing this period, the ones that should be mentioned are Slobodan Bjelica (Bjelica, 2005) and
Predrag Vajagi¢ (Vajagi¢, 2016) thanks to the indelible mark they have left. There are also
extremely valuable works on the political life of national communities in the territory of
Vojvodina (Kasas, 1996; Mesaros, 1989; Antolovi¢, 2017). We would like to point out the
vanguard of modern research in the oeuvre of Ranko Konéar (Koncar, 1995; Koncar, 1973;
Konc¢ar, 1971), who gave an unrivalled contribution in an attempt to clarify an extremely
complex situation of the national idea and its development in the Yugoslav state and con-
stitutional frameworks in the territory of Vojvodina. The topic is worthy of attention of
foreign historiography as well (Bethke, 2009). Regarding the modern-day research litera-
ture, we would also like to point to the works of one of the authors of this text which may
contribute to the development of the thematic historiography (Markovi¢, 2006; Markovic,
2011; Markovié, 2013).

Party and political identity

Declarative and, as it transpired later on, formal parliamentarism, as well as the mutual
party blindness, were ended by the King Alexander’s Proclamation of 6™ January 1929
(Petranovi¢, 1980) which introduced the monarchist dictatorship (Stojkov, 1969) for the
purpose of maintaining “the state and national unity, order and discipline”. According to
the Law on Royal Power and Supreme Administration, the provisions of the Vidovdan
Constitution were suspended. The new Government was established, led by General Petar
Zivkovi¢. A new national ideology was proclaimed — Yugoslavism or “coerced national lev-
elling” (Dimi¢, 2001).

The Law on the name and division of the Kingdom into administrative districts was
enacted on 3™ October 1929. The official name of the state was changed into the Kingdom
of Yugoslavia, while its territory was divided into nine administrative-territorial units —
banovinas: Drava, Sava, Vrbas, Littoral, Drina, Zeta, Danube, Morava and Vardar (Vajagi¢,
2016, pp. 8-9). The Danube Banovina with the seat in Novi Sad was formed from Baranja,
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Backa, Banat, greater part of Srem and the greatest part of Sumadija with Lower Pomora-
vlje. “Sumadija was added to the Danube Banovina, with the seat in Novi Sad, for the pur-
pose of parrying the numerically larger non-Slavic minority” (Stojkov, 1969, p. 114). The
ideology of integral Yugoslavism was inaugurated.

The idea of creating a new nation was a pretentiously projected goal. The uniformiza-
tion of cultural, traditional, religious and national diversity encumbered by the daily politi-
cal reality and traditional national interests required a decisive state structure with a reliable
apparatus supported by solid state foundations. The dictatorship period coincided with the
outbreak of a great economic crisis that affected both the country’s new and underdevel-
oped industry and the village. In one part, it was also the consequence of the great world’s
economic crisis and had serious economic effects (AJ, F. 80).

The price disparity of agricultural and industrial products completely destroyed the
peasants’ purchase power and directly affected the turnover of goods which dropped by
40%. Having in mind the diversity of economic activities in Vojvodina, the economic crisis
had a substantial effect (Gacesa, 1980). The economic crisis affected particularly the agri-
culture of Vojvodina whose huge debts, due to high interest, low prices of products and
high leverages, made it unprofitable.

Apart from such difficult situation caused by the crisis, tax expenditures were a real
burden, in particular for farmers with medium and small properties (Popovi¢, ROMS). Tax
levies on Vojvodina reached their peak in the 1930s despite some corrections being made
(Popovi¢, ROMS). The greatest hope for resolving the situation in economic and political
terms was put on the King’s moves. In the course of 1930 he accepted the idea of estab-
lishing a state party which was supposed to mark the break with the decreed and unified
Yugoslav ideology, as well as the ambitious intention of ensuring support “of all national
strata” through a single-party political activity (AJ, E. 38, a. j. 474).

The newly-established party was first called the Yugoslav Radical Peasants’ Democ-
racy and after 1933 it was renamed the Yugoslav National Party (see Malikovi¢, Rastovi¢,
Suvakovi¢, 2007). It strived to gather former followers of the civic parties that had accepted
the regime, to promote the continuity of ideological and political acting and to become a
general Yugoslav movement supporting the King’s politics. The party was the daily polit-
ical operational instrument of the newly-defined constitutional concept introduced on
3t September 1931 (ROMS, M14046). In respect of the system of governance, the party
remained consistent with the state unity, the process of decentralization and deconcentra-
tion of the government administration and rule, and with a certain form of the self-gov-
ernment of the banovinas.

Thanks to the strong, primarily financial and police support of the state, the gather-
ings were well organized and reminded of the orchestrated mass parades and fairs with
intense visual effects and a large police apparatus. Despite the undisputed intrusiveness
and demagogical intonation of the gatherings, it was very difficult to warn the population
about the essence of the gathering itself and of organized propaganda politicking. In Vojvo-
dina, the activities related to the establishment of the party and the organization of its com-
mittees were quite intense throughout those months (AJ, E. 38, a. j. 26, 27). The support
to the party politics was also reflected in the publication of the Yugoslav Journal, the first
daily newspaper in the Serbian language in Vojvodina, with Fedor Niki¢ as its editor-in-
chief. The first issue of the newspaper was published on 25" November 1929, indicating
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the defence of the regime legacy in its program article. The advent of the Yugoslav Radical
Peasants’ Democracy in Vojvodina at the beginning of 1932 was strong and offensive, but
not free of problems. “The banovina administrations played a great role in the organiza-
tion of this Party. The establishment of local committees of the Party was run by the heads
of districts, and that is why the whole process assumed the characteristics of the state coer-
cion so did not proceed smoothly” (Vajagi¢, 2016, p. 109). During the summer of 1933,
the Party changed its name into the Yugoslav National Party. The Danube Banovina, as a
nationally rather divergent one according to the election results, was loyal to the Yugoslav
ideology. “On average more than 70% people voted in the whole country. In all the banovi-
nas the Yugoslav National Party won over 90% votes: in the Littoral Banovina 91%, in the
Danube Banovina 95% votes..” (AJ, F. 38, f. 321).

Oppositional turmoil

The existing political parties experienced the beginning of the dictatorship with a
mixed feeling of hope and caution. “Serbian civic parties thought that the function of the
dictatorship was to preserve the state unity, protect the centralist structure, overcome the
crisis of the Yugoslav national idea, and resolve the accumulated political contradictions”
(Dimi¢, 1998, p. 138). The Democratic Party, the Radical Party and the Agrarian Party were
largely affected by the dictatorship. The prohibition of the party work, divisions, censor-
ship of the print, prohibition of gatherings, internment, or the abolition of parliamentarism
practically prevented any action of these parties (Jovanovi¢, 1991).

The crisis reflected in Vojvodina had already existed among the political parties. In the
conditions of dictatorship and prohibition of the party work, some party leaders tried to
stop marginalization through various activities, such as the organization of cultural and art
associations. This type of activity was visibly present in the state bodies as well. The parties
of Hungarian and German national minorities were completely passive, avoiding potential
confrontation with the regime. The paralyzed political life in Vojvodina, just as in other
parts of the country, became more active from 1931 onwards (AV, E. 126 II - 6071/932).

At the end of 1931, the Radical leaders from Vojvodina reported about the situation
during and after the election in their correspondence with the Main Committee in Bel-
grade, seeking information about the situation in the country and the attitude and activ-
ities of the Committee itself. In his letter of 9" December, Milo§ Trifunovic informed
Joca Lalosevi¢, one of the leading Radicals in Vojvodina (Markovi¢, 2011), about his own
view of the current political situation. In his next letter from the end of 1932, Trifunovic
already wrote that “he could see huge difficulties and troubles of economic nature in that
region and in whole Vojvodina” (AV, F. 126 II - 6071/932, pp. 76-77). The most prom-
inent figure in this rather critical assessment was Joca Lalo$evi¢, who made a renewed
attempt to defend Vojvodina interests because it was still “a squeezed lemon, destroyed,
torn apart, economically on the verge of impoverishment and nationally offended to the
core and utterly disappointed..” (Koncar, 1995, p. 84). The leadership of the party, or spe-
cifically Milos Trifunovic, apparently accepted the analysis of such state and tried to con-
vince Lalo$evi¢ that in the future nothing would be undertaken in Vojvodina without the
participation of Vojvodina people.
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Regarding the position of Vojvodina, the Democratic Party did not agree with the
idea of the “province of Vojvodina” in the process of its program evolution towards a more
complex system of governance... Seeing for Novi Sad the same thing that Zagreb seeks
for itself would mean repeating reversely the error of the Vidovdan Constitution, which
sought to reduce the position of Zagreb to the position of Zajecar” (Koncar, 1995, p. 137).

Within the context of restoring the activities of the Radical Party, initiated by Aca Sta-
nojevi¢, the committees in Subotica and Sombor were the most active ones in Vojvodina.
The Radicals in Novi Sad were undergoing a great crisis and were divided into several fac-
tions. With the passage of time and thanks to the political agility of the Sombor commit-
tee led by Jovan Lalosevi¢, the Sombor committee actually became the leader of the revival
of the Radical Party as well as of the opposition party life in general.

Motivated by the desire to create a unified alliance in opposition to the regime party,
the Radicals from Sombor insisted on creating a unified oppositional bloc first in Sombor
and then at the level of Vojvodina. In that respect, they prepared an inter-party agreement
previously verified at the conference of Radical followers, and offered it to other opposi-
tion parties for adoption.

The conference was held in Lalo$evic’s flat in Sombor in July 1932, with the Main
Committee of the Radical Party being represented by Milo§ Trifunovi¢ and Milan Stoja-
dinovi¢. It was rather uncommon for two members of the Main Committee of the Radi-
cal Party to attend a local Radical conference. The text of the inter-party agreement was
adopted at the conference under the title “Get ready for the election”. This agreement men-
tions for the first time the implementation of the principle “Vojvodina to Vojvodina peo-
ple” (Popov, Popov, 1993, p. 26). Since in his work Lalosevi¢ was guided by the idea that he
was a “Vojvodina loyalist and Serbian patriot’, i.e. that his political and economic demands
for improving the situation in the territory of Vojvodina were put forward for the sake of
improving the geopolitical position of the Serbian people and its Yugoslav state, such widely
promoted principle, in contrast to subsequent interpretations from ideological points of
view, was not intended to étatize this territory and separate it from the Serbian people.

The political atmosphere created with the introduction of the Sombor Resolution,
which practically confirmed the possibility of agreement, was initially directed towards
the expansion to the entire territory of Vojvodina. The starting point of the Radical lead-
ers from Vojvodina for their participation at the meeting in regard to the Novi Sad Reso-
lution was in line with those initiatives that had led to the Sombor Resolution, or in line
with the intentions of the Radical Party to reaffirm its political work, with the simultane-
ous articulation of local political interests based on broad self-government. On the other
hand, the Independent Democrats in Vojvodina, first of all Duda Boskovi¢, attended this
meeting on the basis of the defined equal federal unit of Vojvodina, in line with the con-
ceptual ideas of the state and legal system promoted by the program of the Zagreb Points.
That was why this decisive federalist concept encountered resistance among the leaders of
the opposition parties in Serbia.

The strongest resistance was offered by the Radical Party which advocated complete
denunciation of the Vidovdan Constitution and gave priority to the restoration of parlia-
mentary life in the country over the state and legal reorganization. The leaders of the Dem-
ocratic Party and the Agrarian Party believed that the restoration of democracy was an
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unavoidable condition. That was why the federalist ideas emerging in Vojvodina encoun-
tered unanimous disapproval of Belgrade seats of these three parties respectively.

The Novi Sad conference was held on 11" December 1932 at the initiative of the oppo-
sition Radicals from Vojvodina, while the conference was officially convened by Aleksan-
dar Mo¢, the Independent leader from Novi Sad (Markovi¢, 2006, p. 71). The morning
session was an informal, free and informative exchange of opinions about political and
economic problems in the country and Vojvodina. The afternoon session officially began
with the proposal made by Mihovil Tomandl to conduct a discussion on the basis of the
Zagreb Resolution, which caused different reactions. Engineer Svetozar Mati¢ accepted
the official proposal, believing that Yugoslavia should be a federation for the sake of pre-
venting “Serbian imperialism” and ensuring the progress of the province, including Vojvo-
dina as well. The representatives of the Radical Party took a different attitude. Professor
Aleksa Ivi¢ thought that the Zagreb Resolution should not be accepted as the basis of the
discussion and, observing the instructions of the Main Committee of the Radical party, he
proposed the preparation of a decisive resolution that would be based on the strict criti-
cism of the regime and the idea of convening the Constituent Assembly (Markovi¢, 2006).

The conference ended by the appointment of the Committee in charge of preparing
the resolution. According to the proposal, a new conference should be convened after the
completion of the resolution. As it could be anticipated, the attitudes taken at the confer-
ence regarding the Zagreb Points were not in line with the attitudes of the leaders of the
respective parties. Moreover, a compromising spirit was demonstrated regarding the defi-
nition of the joint attitude that would singularly represent the opposition movement of
Vojvodina and that would be affirmed within the existing leading parties, contrary to the
establishment of a Vojvodina party. “The Novi Sad Resolution rejected the possibility of
resolving the political crisis by returning to the year of 1918 as the starting point of living
together” (Popov, Popov, 1993, p. 25).

The leaders of the Radical Party had a negative attitude to this convention, seeing in
all this the continuation of the creation of the so called “anti-Serbian front across the Dan-
ube”, which now had an additional weight through the tendency of autonomy affirmation
in Vojvodina for the sake of Croatian dominance in the country. This attitude served as a
reason for convening the meeting of the Main Committee with the prominent Vojvodina
Radicals on 22" December 1932. The meeting was attended by J. LaloSevi¢, S. Stankovi¢,
S. Raci¢, Lj. Popovig, S. Mileti¢ and others (Markovi¢, 2006).

The meeting was rather tense. The Main Committee bluntly accused its leaders in
Vojvodina of betraying the Serbian idea and wanting to tear it apart. The role of defending
the ideas from the Novi Sad meeting was assumed by Joca Lalosevi¢, whose speech about
this meeting has been preserved to this day. He rejected all the accusations, stating that in
Vojvodina “many political mistakes had been made in the past 14 years in relation to econ-
omy, national question, administration..” (Koncar, 1995, p. 107).

The conclusions of the meeting are not known. However, the meeting caused divi-
sion among the followers of the Radical party who had attended the previous meeting in
Novi Sad. Namely, Professor Aleksa Ivi¢ refused to attend the Action Committee meeting
because he had the information that the Main Committee had accepted the views of Vojvo-
dina Radicals and committed to their program sanctions. In that way, the idea of Vojvodina
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resolution had lost its sense from the Radical point of view and its adoption would poten-
tially create an impression of distrust of Vojvodina Radicals towards the leaders of the party.

Not all the followers of the Radical Party in Vojvodina accepted the potential Vojvo-
dina Resolution as a manner of affirming their own political aspirations. One of the pro-
posals which was made at this meeting and also preserved for posterity pointed to the
ambition of the followers of the Radical Party from Vojvodina to implement new ideas in
the agenda of the party, making the old determination definition as their starting point.

All these reactions inside the Radical Party, the disagreement of the leaders of the
parties with the potentially Radical text of the resolution, as well as the concurrently pub-
lished comments of the Zagreb Points with an evidently compromising tone, affected the
text of the Novi Sad Resolution adopted on 28" December 1932. It criticized the inade-
quate significance of social and economic issues. It pointed to the sharp-edged quality of
the national and political issues under the dictatorship (AV, E. 126, 1303/933). There were
23 representatives attending the Conference. Eleven of them were lawyers; three were doc-
tors, three were engineers, two were teachers, with one clergyman, one merchant and one
landowner respectively. Those were the people who belonged to the civic stratum of the
population. There was blatant absence of representatives of the farmers as the largest part
of the population in Vojvodina. The Resolution criticized the centralist system of gover-
nance as well as the position of Vojvodina within that context. “Vojvodina with Srem is
looking for the same position as other provinces will have”. The idea of the same treatment
of Vojvodina started from the Yugoslav solution and resulted from the political compro-
mise of the Independent Democrats, i.e. the Peasant-Democratic coalition with the Radi-
cals. The text of the Resolution was not published at all until 1935 and the time of the estab-
lishment of the Vojvodina Front.

The Radicals led by Joca Lalo$evi¢ prepared the Draft Constitution in which they
wanted to present their attitude to the constitutional reform and the position of Vojvodina
within it (ROMS, 9931). The Draft defines Yugoslavia as a constitutional, parliamentary
and hereditary monarchy which is a “unique and indivisible state union” (ROMS, 9931).

In relation to the internal territorial division of the country, the Draft envisaged six
provinces®, one of which was Vojvodina with Srem. Each province was supposed to have
tull legislative and executive autonomy in the affairs left to the province itself (internal
affairs, education and church, public health and social policy, judiciary and agriculture).
The justification of the need for provinces included this region’s different historical devel-
opment within the state and the need to form the functional power (ROMS, 9931). Despite
the familiar attitude of the party centres about elections as a necessary condition of the
democratic process for the purpose of potential change of the system of governance, the
necessity of the state definition and consolidation was emphasized at the end of the Draft.

“The necessity of arranging and organizing our country has finally become exigent
today. In that respect, this is really the very last moment. It would be a shame not to get
prepared and competent for such urgently needed organizational work and instead to let
time pass by while waiting first the election and only after the election begin negotiating,
consulting and perhaps pure experimenting yet another time” (ROMS, 9931).

Serbia with South Serbia, Croatia with the Croatian coast, Montenegro with Dalmatia, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Slovenia and Vojvodina with Srem
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The attitude of other opposition groups towards the Draft was not widely familiar,
but it is the fact that, regarding constitutional reforms, the Independent Democrats were
much more radical and they advocated open federalism. Nevertheless, the Draft affected
them in terms of creating more solid connections, whereas open conflicts with the lead-
ers of the respective parties in Belgrade actually brought closer the Independent followers
and other oppositionists from Vojvodina.

The Draft Constitution was considered as unacceptable and sabotaging by the author-
ities so Lalosevi¢ had to hand over all his copies of it. In that respect, only Lalosevi¢’s com-
plaint was kept in which he justified his point of view.

“There is nothing in the Draft that would be subject to punishment or that would
violate the applicable laws. The Law on the Protection of Public Security prohibits only
those printed products which are intended to incite violence or endanger public peace
and public order... But my Draft does not mention a single word about resorting to any
violence. It does not mention either that today’s political system should be changed through
crime, violence or terror. On the contrary, it speaks in the most objective form and in the
most conciliatory tone about the necessity of ‘a peaceful revolution that would take our state
life out of the blind alley’ and that we should ‘protect ourselves from strong disruptions and
unforeseeable consequences™ (AJ, E. 80).

That these words by Lalosevi¢ were no deception could be seen during the subsequent
political and party struggle in which, despite nationalist aspirations from Zagreb, Vojvodina
remained the area of the Serbian corpus with strong dispersion of political ideas as proof
of the developed democratic culture of parliamentarism. Moreover, Lalo$evi¢ was an intel-
lectual, or the ,,man who took into consideration the generality of individual questions and
interests” (Avramovi¢, 2019, p. 978), hoping that their favourable resolution would serve
the purpose of social benefit.

Final considerations

Despite the intention of the dictatorship, political activities in the territory of Vojvo-
dina were quite dynamic. After the tactical pause and updated diagnosis of the political
situation, the civic parties resumed their activities. In the beginning. Their activities were
semi-legal and modest, but they soon gained intensity as the official regime party had
increasingly better results in Vojvodina. The first gathering of the opposition parties took
place in Sombor in the middle of 1932. There was a very influential committee of the Rad-
ical Party in Sombor, led by Jovan Lalogevi¢. The resolution adopted on this occasion was
an introduction to the gathering of the opposition representatives in Novi Sad at the end
of the same year. The debates conducted at these conferences manifested various views of
the constitutional, national and administrative status of the territory of Vojvodina. Subse-
quent ideological reminiscences led to the promotion of some of the views as an autoch-
thonous political idea of the state concept of the territory of Vojvodina. However, the dis-
cussions were oriented towards free consideration of the ideas: about the federalization of
the Kingdom, where Vojvodina would also be one of the federal units and, furthermore,
about the survival of the centralized state with governing and administrative authoriza-
tions, towards the creation of the unified Vojvodina Party.
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Having in mind that they belonged to different civic parties, the participants of the
Conference were not ready to renounce their party affiliations. It made their political inten-
tion rather dispersed. If we take into account the social structure of the Conference par-
ticipants too, we may speak of an urban movement which, despite different aspirations,
could hardly reach rural areas prevailing in Vojvodina. Nevertheless, their patriotism and
loyalty were indisputable. Lalo$evi¢ defined them succinctly in the syntagm “Vojvodina
loyalist and Serbian patriot”
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