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CBETO3AP MAPKOBU'R
Y IBAJITAPCKA TEMOKPATUJA?

Caxerak: Ceto3zap Mapxkosnh (1846-1875) y llIBajapckoj je xmBeo 1869-1870. u
3a TO BpeMe YIIO3Hao HIBajIlapCKy CYCTEM HEMOCPENHE NeMOKpaTHje, IIOT0TOBO Y KAHTOHY
Lupux. "y Cpduju je mocrojaa CHa>KHa TpajMIyja OIMIITHHCKe CaMOYIIpaBe, Koja je Ho-
YyBaJIa Ha OIIITUHCKUM 300pOBMMa, Kao 0O/IMKy HelloCpeiHe feMoKpartije. Mapkosuh je
KeJIeo JIa TIo IIBajIrapckoM Mozieny pedopmunte Cpdujy y caBes caMOyIpaBHIX CPe30Ba.
Y mpyrom Kopaky, npema MapkoBrheBoj 3aMIIC/IIL, CPe30BU I CaMa acollujaliyja HOCTEeHO
du moven fa ImonpuMajy couujamuctiaky kapakrep. Iloce ITapucke xomyne (1871), kaza
je 1 Mapkc IprxBaTio ujejy KOMyHa/IM3Ma, a TOCeOHO Kafia e CAITIACKo C UAEjOM ,,PyCKOr™
IyTa y COLMjaNn3aM — C OCJIOHI[EM Ha TPAJUIMOHATHY CEOCKY ONIUTUHY — CTAHOBMINTA
Mapkosnha u Mapkca cy ce nornyHo nprudmoxuia. Crora ce u Mapkosuh cacBum cjo-
QOIHO MOXKe CBPCTATH Y MapKCKCTe. Ay, IOIITO je M3PUINTO OMO 3a IEMOKPATCKI Iy T
y connjamsam (y ¢asu gBa), MapkoBuha Mo>keMO OLIEHUTH Ka0 MapKCUCTY-JeMOKpaTYy.

Kibyune peun: KoMyHanmsam, HeIIOCpeHa IeMOKpPaTHja, MapKcu3aM, PycKo Hapof-
IAIITBO, PA3/IMUUTHU ITyTeBN Y COLIMjaIN3aM

Caertosapa Mapkosuha (1846-1875) crendeHniiu cy, HEKO BpeMe 110 BeroBoj CMPTH,
cMaTpanu rotoBo 3a cBelja. Ha Benuku gyeTBpTax 1866. Mapkosuh je Mopao fa nsBanu
3yd. V3eo ra je ITasne (ITaja) Muxannosuh (1845-1915), n1a ra je maxx/p/iBO 4yBao CBe 0K
U caM HIje oceTro fa My ce dmpku nocnenmwy yac. Oupa nossa Jparuury Jlanyesuha
(1867-1939) u memy npenazne Ceto3apes 3y ,,Ha fajbe dyBame” (Laplevié, 1922, str. 88).
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YaHak je HaIMCaH Kao Jeo pajia Ha IIPojeKTy ,VIcTopuja cpricke connonoruje” Onerbema fpy-
IITBEHNX HayKa MaTuile cpricke, Koju GMHAHCHPajy MMHICTApCTBO HayKe, TEXHOJIOIIKOT Pa3Boja
u viHoBarja Perrydmike Cpduje 1 ITokpajuHCKM ceKpeTapyjaT 3a BUCOKO 00pa3oBambe U HayYHOM-
cTpaxuBauky fienatHocT All Bojsonune.
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Crnodopan Y. Autonnh, Cseitiosap Mapxosuh u weajuapcka gemoxpaiiuja

JlarrueBuh je ympo youn para, koju je omyctoumo Cpdujy, Te ce BepOBaTHO 1 OBaj
3yd usryduo. 3a Mojy reHepalujy IIaK, a ja caM I'MMHa3ujy ymcao 1974. rogune, Mapkosnh
je Beh dmo jeman of cuMOO/Ia IOPETKA, KOj)I CMO JO>KMB/baBail Kao M3Pa3nTO dMPOKpa-
TU30BaH U deckpajHo focagaH. MapkoBuha cy HaM, HapaBHO, HIOMMIbA/IV Y TUMHA3UU I
Ha QaKynTeTy, /M Ta 3aIpaBo HMKO Off HAC HUje YnTao. A Kaja je, KpajeM ocaMfeceTnx,
KOHA4HO ,,03Bo/beH " Cnodonan Josanosuh (1869-1958), ma Kaja cMO BUE/IN [ITA OH IINIIE
o Ceerosapy Mapkosuhy - perumo: ,,y ’eroBuM crnmcuma teiko he ce Hahu ujenna npeja
Koja Hitje fodujeHa unTameM Beh caMoCTaTHUM pa3MMIIbambeM U onakarweM™ (Jovanovié,
[1903] 1932, str. 252) — cBe Hare Ipefipacyfie o0 CBeTo3apy /io Kpaja Cy ce yIBPCTHIIE.

Melytim, modpe kmure yBek Hal)y myT. MeHU je 10 pyKY, Y HEKO]j KIbVKapH, JIOTA/I0
dororuncko n3namwe Mapkosuhese Cpduje Ha ucitioky (1872), Koje je IITaMIIaa HUIIKa
IpajyHa 0 CTOrOAMINBAIY IPBOT M3flarba Te Kibure. IeHa je dwra daraTenHa, a ogMax Mu ce
CBUJIE0 apXaNIHN je3MK U C/IOT, T€ CaM y3€0 IpMMepaK. 3aBpIlIaBao caM Tafla MarucTapcKn
Paz M yoIiTe HIICaM HaMepaBao fia uutam Mapkosuha, amu Kaj caM 104€o, jefHOCTaBHO
HIICaM MOTa0 Jja Ce 3ayCTaBUM. 3aJICTa, Ta KIbIUTA ,,BPIINIIA je MAaTMIHM YTUIIAj HA CBE OHE
KOju Cy ¢ 1oM y fotuiiajy” (Spasi¢, 1997, str. 255), u ja caM je oAMax JIMIHO ITOCTABUO y
CaM BPX OMI/bEHE COLMOIOIIKE INTePaType.

CseTo3apa caM, JOLIHHje, jOII MaK/bMBHje ¥ CUCTEMATIYHMje YNTAO, JOK CaM IIMCA0
OfipefHIIIe 3a HAIIY KO/IeKTUBHY MOHOrpadujy o Cpduju 1903-1914. (Antonic, 2015a; 2015b).
Op Tafa, Kajj rof TOBOPYIM CBOj/M CTYEHTIMA Jja je TI0CTOojayio Boda Kafa Cy ¥ TaJIeHTOBAHN
IBaJleCeTOrOMIIbALM YMeIIV fla HAaIMIITy BPXYHCKA Jiefla — jep HYICY IyOuM BpeMe I7iefa-
jyhm 1o mHTepHeTYy Kojemtapuje u urpajyhm urpute — nopen uygecte Mogepre Iepmanusje
(1912), xojy je Mupxo Kocuh (1892-1956) Hannucao ca camo 20 jeTa, 00aBe3HO IIOMEHeM I
BenmmyancTBeny Cpdujy Ha ucitioky, Kojy je Mapkosuh odjaBuo kaja je mMao cBera 26 FOfMHA.

Osux 150 rogmHa of cMpTu CBeTo3apa Mapkosuha ofyin4Ha je IpuInKa ia ¥ Moja
reHepalyja KaXke MOHEIITO O BEMY, jep — Kako je fodpo mpumeheHo — ,,cBaka reHepannja
CPIICKMX MHTe/IeKTyasIalja Hije MOIJIA a Ia He MICKaXKe CBOje CTABOBE O FheTOBMM Hpjejama‘
(Mili¢, 1985, str. 31) u ,,cBaka reHepanuja ocehana je motTpedy 3a MOHOBHUM, CBOjUM TY-
MmauereM Cserosapa Mapkosuha“ (Perovié, 1985, str. 9).

ITa ma BupmMO KOmmuKo je Mapkosuh 3a JaHAIIY CPIICKY COIMONOTH]Y KIB MUCTIMIAIL,

CBETO3AP V IIIBAJITAPCKOJ

Kapa ce roBopu o yTnijajuma nog xojuMa ce Mapkosuh dpopmupao, od14Ho ce kaxe
ma cy to: op Myicmtana Yepunmescku (H. I. Yepnbrmesckmit, 1828-1889) n Mapkc (Karl
Marx, 1818-1883), a o McTOpujcKuX flelraBama [lapyucka komyHa (1871) u BuieeramHa
Cpricka peBonynyja (1804-1833). Mebytum, mocroju jefan cnoj CBeTo3apeBOr MHTETIEK-
TYaJIHOT MICKYCTBA KOjI je BeOMa BaXKaH 3a (erOBO KOHAYHO MOIMTUYKO CTAHOBUIITE, a
KOjM HUje JOBO/bHO MCTAKHYT. To je mBajIapcKy CrcTeM HeloCcpenHe eMOKpaTije Koju
je Mapkosnh ynosnao Tokom dopaBka y Toj 3emspr (1869-1870).

ITpaBo je gyf0 KOMUKO je Taj C/10j leroBoT GOpPMATUBHOT MCKYCTBA 3aHEMapeH Y
Hamoj mureparypu. Peunmo, xapa Jlatunka ITeposuh (1933-2022), y cB0Ojoj akpudM4IHOj
KIBJ3U O OBOM MIUC/IMOLY, pa3MaTpa ,IITa je dopasak y llIBajuapckoj 3Ha4MO 3a pa3Boj
npeja Cerosapa Mapxkosuha“ (Perovié, 1985, str. 183), oHa n3Bemrasa UCK/BYIUBO O
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BEroBoM pasly y IIpBoj mHTepHaI[MOHAN U O UEONIOUIKMM pasMupuIiaMa ¢ bakymunom
(Perovi¢, 1985, str. 178-191). U npyru aytopu cnomuisy llIBajuapcky Tex kao MecTo rie
je Mapkosuh ,,o4eo TeMebHIje cTyfupame Mapkcuama“ (Pisarek, 1974, str. 30; cnuaso
u Vuleti¢, 1964a, str. 44; Slovi¢, 1977, str. 10), OFHOCHO Ifie ,,II0f YTULIajeM MapKCUCTIUIKe
JIEKTHpe Ipefasy Ha mosumuje HayaHor Mapkcusma“ (Pisarek, 1974, str. 15; cmraro n Humo,
1975, str. 20). Takobe, momtto cy ce cprickn cTyaenTH us Llnprxa yrmasHoM Bpahamm kao
JBYTH COLUjRIUCTI — , UPUILKY OTPoBU (Zujovié, [1922] 1996a, str. 246) — Te cy HeMupu y
Kparyjesuy 1876. (,,LIpseno dapjaue”) onucrBanu oBako: ,Kparyjepaii je y Te jaHe 1M4mo
Ha [npux, Kao 10rop caBpeMeHNX 3aIaIlbadkKuX PeBOMYI[OHAPA, Off Kyfia ITTaBHMjH Off
wux u Sexy pormm“ (Zivanovi¢, 1924, str. 134), IllBajuapcka je yriaBHOM y3uMaHa Kao
3emba y K0joj ce CBetosap Mapkosuh 10 kpaja 3apa3no couyjaMCTUIKUM aKTUBU3MOM
(peunmo, Putyatina, 2010, str. 23).

Melyytum, Mapxosuh rHuje us Pycuje, y K0joj je mpeTXogHO CTyAUpao Tpy rofuHe,
nperrao y IlBajiapcky caMo fa 1 ce Halllao Ha IIPeK/IONy HeMadke ¥ ppaHITyCKe COLM-
jamuctmuke mureparype’. To ce mecuo u 3ato mTo je llIBajmapcka dmuia Ha racy Kao
»1adoparopuja eBporcke gemokparuje” (Skerli¢, 1910, str. 23). Haume, ,IlIBajuapcka je
Taga Oua jemuHa cmodofHa 3eM/ba Ha KOHTUHeHTY', e JoBan Ckepnuh (1877-1914),
TauHUje ,jeguHa penydmika y EBponuy, koja je maBaja nmpuMep Kako jemaH crodopmaH
Hapoj Moxke caM codoMm fia yrpasspa“ (Skerli¢, 1910, str. 22). Ckepnh nutupa Brukropa
Uroa (Victor Hugo, 1802-1885) koju y Jleiengu sexosa (Légende des siécles, 1859) xaxxe ga
IIBajuapcka ,Mehy MpayHMM HapoaMMa 3aIlany CBOjy cBeTH/bKy y Hohu (Skerli¢, 1910,
str. 23). ¥V aciiasu Cetozapa Muetnha (1826-1901), ympaBo y BpeMe HoK je Mapkosuh
crypupao y Ilerporpapy (1865-1869), n3nasu wiaHak IO Ha3UBOM /I3 myucMa jegHor
Cpduna y IIIBajiapckoj“ (Anonymous, 1866). Ty ce 3a IlIBajijapcky kaxe:

»Jla cu dmarocioBeHa 3eM/bo ¢10d0ze, Iie HUKO H14Mjoj hyau He Mmopa pod ga
Syne; mpuMu 1 MeHe TyhuHa y TBOja CBeTa Hefipa, fla MM Ce ylIa Off TEIIKNX jajia MaJo
opmopu! Komnko te odacjasa IlIBajiiapcka CBojoM IpeANBHOM 030M/BHO-/BYIIKO CMeIlIe-
hom ce pupogom, jour Te Behma mpeysnuma cBOjoM IIPOCTOM doromaaHoM cnodogom!
(Anonymous, 1866, str. 3).

Crnodopan Joanosuh (1869-1958) muiire 3a CBOT 0L, 3HAMEHNUTOT depaa I JeMo-
Kpaty Bnagnmupa JoBanosuha (1833-1922), ia je 3a mera llIBajijapcka — rie je Bragumup
M KMBeo 1864-1866. — ,,011a ocTBapeme OHe UjeanHe TeMOKparuje 0 Kojoj ¢y punocodpu
XVIII Bexa mucany: 3em/ba pajga I IITeAbe, 1000 1 pefa, de3 MOMMIVjCKe cTere, amu
C jaAKOM MOpPaIHOM [AVICLIUIIVHOM — IeMOKpaTHja Ofp>KaBaHa Bp/MHaMa cBojux rpahana
Kao KakaB permrnosnu pen” (Jovanovi, S., [1948] 1991, str. 113). Bragumup Josanosuh je
y JKeHeBU IIOKPEHYO ABOje3MYHN TACT, Ha CPIICKOM U ¢paHIyckoM, Crodoga — La liberte
(1864-1865; mouuuje Cpdcka cnodoga — La liberte serbe, 1865-1866), y koM uctude fa y
IIIBajuapckoj ,Hapox cam codoM Bafa®, Te ja ,,y TUM CTTODOZHMM Ap’KaBaMa CBe LiBeTa
u cBaKkomuky dnarocnosy ce mype” (Jovanovié, V. ed., 1864, str. 6). Y cBoM 3HAMEHUTOM
Ionummuuxom peuruxy (1870-1873), OH ¢ AMB/bEEM TOBOPH O LIBAjLIAPCKOj AeMOKPATIjIL:

* OBa 3em/ba ce HaTasy ,,Ha Meh1 1Ba Benka Hapofa, GPaHITyCKOT ¥ HEMadKoOI, KOju ce OAMPYjy ¥

IIIBajirapckoj, ma Cy ce I7IaBHe KEbIDKEBHE U APyTe CTPyje y 00a 0Ba BeJlMKa eBPOIICKa je31Ka YIPaBO
Ty ocehana (Zivanovi¢, 1924, str. 118).
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»Y lBajuapckoj eo Hapop, Supa one KOju he Y M€ IberOBO U 32 Ihera pafiuTy, I
pelaBa IpecyIHO CBOjUM I/IACOM CBe IITO Ce TIYe OCHOBHIMX HadesIa Ip)KaBHOT ypeberba,
HIIp. mUTabe o ycraBy  (Jovanovié, V., 1873, str. 645).

ITomrro je odjacHuo #a ce mojaM ,,rpahaHnH" y MofiepHIM BpeMeHMMa IPBMU T HO-
jaBuo y llIBajumapckoj (Jovanovi¢, V., 1873, str. 661), Bragumup ykasyje fa je IlIBajijapcka
jemuHa 3eM/ba y KOjOj U Jja/be IIOCTOj€ eIEMEHTH ,,9/CTe JEMOKpATHje, a TO je YIPaBo
HerocpepHa geMokpatuja (Isto, str. 717).

»llaHaime pecrrydmke IlIBajiapcke dexy y cBOMe IMOYETKY CBe YICTe HeMOKpaTHje.
A xanrtonu Ypu (Uri'), Yurepsany (Unterwalden®), Annennen (Appenzell®) u Imapucn
(Glarus) ganac jour HeMajy IpeACTaBHUIITBA Koje du duto oBramheHo fa papn y nme
Hapopa. Ty Hapon, cadpaH 1eo Ha ckynuTnHy (Landsgemeinde), usspuryje cam codom
HajBUILY, CYBEPEHCKY U 3aKOHOAaBHY BacT (Jovanovi¢, V., 1873, str. 718).

Brnagumup Joanosuh je, y Tom cMucny, moceSHO ucTuiao kautoH Lvpux rie, mo
4. 30 KAHTOHA/THOT YCTaBa, ,,CBaKe TOfiMHe HapOf, 110 ABa IyTa, Ha nposnehe u jece,
I71aca 0 3aKOHOJIAaBHMM JIe/IMa KaHTOHCKe CKYIILITHHE , OMHOCHO MOoTBphyje mmn odapa
CBe 3aKOHe I Apyra caMvHa akra (721). 3aTo OH 1 mMIle fia CY ,,pecnydIMKaHCKU caBeT
[[TBajuapcke n AMepuKe >KMBa y3faHuLa geMokparuje” (722). Bmagumup JoBanosuh je
Suo nonmuTryky yunuresd u ngon Ceerosapa Mapkosnha (8. Antoni¢, 2015a, str. 39-40),
cBe Herfie 1o 1869, kaga CBeTo3ap mpenasyu Ha COLMjATUCTUYKe O3UIUje, al, ¥ IPBU
cprcku connmjamucta, XKusojun XKyjosuh (1838-1870), Borneo je LlIBajuapcky Kao jeanHy
eBporicky penydnuky (Zujovié, J., [1922] 19964a, str. 246).

Jusmeme Cpda nmpema IlIBajuapckoj u weHoM ypehewy — kao ,,3empu crodoze”
(Vuleti¢, 1964a, str. 40), ,,cmodonHoj 1 femokparckoj penydmunu“ (Prodanovié, 1961,
str. 12), ,cpenuuITy Tajaiimbe seMokparcke Epone” (Dudovac, 1985, str. 9) u ,,jeguHoj
IeMOKPATCKOj monmutn4koj oasu y EBponu® (Slovi¢, 1977, str. 9) — duso je Tonuko ga y
Beorpany 1879. rofuse, cBera 4eTUpyU TOAVHE MOC/IE YELIKOT M3/jabha, U3/1asy KbUTa
Yemexka Xesepe (Cenék Hevera, 1836-1896), llsajuapcka: wen Yeiias, Braga u wena
camoyipasa (Svycarsko, jeho tistava, jeho vldda, jeho samosprdva, 1875)”. Counmjammcra
Kpcra Insapuh (1879-1944) jorr 1910. roguHe muie fa je ,IIBajijapcka penydmnka
HajeMoKparckuja fpxxasa Ha cBeTy  (Cicvari¢, 1910, str. 35), a CIMYHO OAYIIEB/bEbE OBOM
3eM/bOM TI0Ka3yjy 1 Syrapcku u MakejoHcku conujanuctu (Zujovié, [1925] 1996b, str. 20;
Zografski, 1977, str. 560). ,,JI taksa [IIBajuapcka, crodofHa U TeMOKpaTcKa penydnmka’
mucao je Cxepmuh (Skerli¢, 1910, str. 23-24), ,,mpuBykia je 1 CBetozapa Mapkosuha. On
je y my fourao fa Habhe u TMuHe CUTYPHOCTH U TOUTUYKOT 00Pa3oBamba, I a BUY KAKO
Ha Jie/Ty KUBY U pa3Blja ce jeSHa feMOoKpartuja ‘.

*  VIsBOpHO mucame y 3arpajama je Moje.

> JTanac nopemen Ha OdBangen (Obwalden) u Hunsangen (Nidwalden).
¢ JTanac nogebeH Ha Anenuen Aycepopen (Appenzell Ausserrhoden) n Anenuen Vueponen
(Appenzell Innerrhoden).

7 XeBepa, YeIlIKN eKOHOMMUCTA 1 IeMOKpaTa, oo je 1871. y I1IBajiiapckoj, a (eroBy KUTY IIPeBeo
je Kocra Tayuranosuh (1854-1902), cpricky moauTH4ap U €eKOHOMMCTA, KOjU je HAy4no YelIKu
crymupajyhu arponomujy u Betepuny y Tadopy, y Uemikoj. VI oH je 3a BpeMe IIKOJICKMX ITpasHUKa
myToBao 1o IlIBajiapckoj, 1 pasByo NOMITOBabE U IMB/bEIHE 3a Ty 3€MIbY.
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Y Ilerporpapny je Mapkosuh nocrao cnegdennk YepHuIeBCKor, an 3a pasinky
oy cnoseHo¢ma (B. Antoni¢, 2023, str. 75-129), ,MepHuieBcKu je yBeK Ouo HajBaTpe-
Huju 3amagmak’” (Plehanov, [1890] 1967, str. 110). OH ce pyrao ,,cnoBeHOGWINMA, KOjI
MMajy TaKo rmocedaH IOITIEH Ha CTBAPM [ia, Oe3 0d3upa Ha TO y KakBo hydpuiure riemajy,
cse Haue (pycko — C. A.) hydpe um nsrinena kao n3BaHpe[HO U U3Y3eTHO IIOTOHO 3a
oxuBpaBambe ymupyhe Espone® (Chernyshevskii, [1861] 1950/7, str. 663). Xepuen (A. V.
Teprien, 1812-1870) y cBoM WIaHKY ,,Pycku Hapop 1 connjanusam” (1851), TBpauo je fa je
3amagna EBpoma momyT ctapor Puma, lekajieHTHA U ICTPOIIIeHa, HeCITOCOdHa fla TIoBefie
JOBEYAHCTBO Y COLMjan3a, a fia Pycu nmajy ynory Bapsapa, koju he, saxsamyjyhn cojum
apXaNYHMM YCTaHOBaMa — IIOIIYT PycKe MaTpyjapXa/He ONIITIHE — U3HEAPUTY HOBY, COLI-
jamucTiaky umsyumsanujy (Herzen, [1851] 1956). YepHumieBcK je mak MpM3HABAO 3HAYA]
PYCKe ceocke OMIITHHE 3a COLMjAIN3aM, ajli je, ofrosapajyhu Xepueny, ogdujao nzejy ga
he 3. EBpoma, Ha cBOM Iy Ty y corujanmnsam, duto mra ga yame of Pyca (Chernyshevskii,
[1861] 1950/7, str. 664). EBpomna uma cBoj myT, a Pycuja cBoj, mucimo je Yepauimescku,
a mpenHOCT Pycuje je camMo y TOMe IITO MOXKe AMPEKTHO fja yhe y conmjanmsam Tako UITo
he crojutu 3amagHy TeXHONOTUjy 11 TaMOIIbe Pa3ByjeHe MHCTUTYLMje ca 3ajeHIYKUM
BJIACHMINTBOM 1 C y3ajaMHOIIhy Koju Cy ce 09yBa/iu y PycKoj C€0CKOj ONIITHHM (662).

Ilakite, mpoy4aBatbe 3alafHUX YCTAHOBA, 3a PyCKe HapOAmauKe COLjaIicTe, SUIo
je cacBMM IOXKeJ/bHO, Tako ia Mapkosuh nomasu y IllBajiapcky MOTIIYHO OTBOPEH 3a TY
Bpcry uckycrsa. llltaBume, Xepman Ipojmux (Herman Greulich, 1842-1925), weros med y
Luprnmkoj cexnuju Ipse nuTepHanyoHane (kojoj je Mapkosuh npucrymnmo y jeceH 1869),
npumehyje ga ce CeTo3ap ,,)KMBO MHTEPECOBAO 32 MIBAjIIAPCKO ypeheme, Kao oHaj Koju du
Tla Hay4u, He OU IV Ce OCIIOCOdMO 3a 3ajaTKe Koje je HaMepaBao Jia M3BPIIN Y CBOjOj 3eMIBI
(Greulich, 1942, str. 52-53; mpema: Kazimirovi¢, 1997, str. 317-318). 3ampaBo, Le/IOKyIIHN
dopasaxk y llIBajuapckoj Mapkosuh kopucTy 3a untare HajHOBIje COLMjaIUCTIY9Ke/MapK-
CUCTUYKE INTePATYpe, CTULAIbe aKTUBUCTIYKOT MCKyCTBa y IIpBOj MHTepHAIMOHA/IN 1 32
HocMaTpame Kako pajie IIBajljapcKe ieMOKparcke ycraHose. OH Yak BUIIIe M He CTYAMpa:
»YIIICAao ce Ha TamolIwy [lonmuTexHnKy, anu de3 omryke Aa je sappum” (Humo, 1975, str.
20), Hyje monoxxno Hyjemas vcrmt (Kazimirovié, 1997, str. 316), ,,y IITaMIIaHOM U3BeLITajy
[MonurexHuke 3a mkoacky 1869/70, nema Mapkosuha“ (Durkovi¢-Jaksi¢, [1983] 1991, str.
168), a popmainHo ce ucmymcao ca [lonuTexHuKe 1 pe HO IITO MY je Ofy3eTa CTUIIEH/Vja
(Zimmermann, [1983] 1991, str. 166)%. Kaxo ce uciocraBuio, Mapkosuh y IlIBajuapcky u
HIje OTUIITA0 He OM M HacTaByo CTyAuje, Beh a Ou ce ckmonmo us Iletporpama y xom cy
3aII0verIa Xalllllelba WIAHOBA jefiHe OM/IaIMHCKe mieraHe rpyie (CMOproHckas akajeMus)
K0joj je n Cetosap npumnagao (Karasev, 1953, str. 359; 1977, str. 166; Vuleti¢, 1964b, str.
41-42). Y IlIBajijapcky je CBeTo3ap fomrao fa ou cede /10 Kpaja M3TPaIo KaO MCTUHCKM
MOJIEPHOT, €BPOTICKOT COIjaTICTY.

8 3anpaso, munucrap Jumunrpuje Maruh (1821-1884) nucao je Cerosapy Mapkosuhy kako

du 0Baj jefHOCTaBHOM 13jaBOM 3afip)Kao cTuneHaujy. [lopyuno My je na je Ha Bragy dusto peun
Kako je CBeTo3ap mycal 3710I7IacHor 4iaHka (,Cprcke odmane’, 1869), am fia ra je o, lumutpuje
Maruh, dpanno, na cafa camo of Mapkosuha uite moTBpAy TOT CBOT yBepera. [IoBO/bHO je duto
ma CBeTo3ap HOpeKHe — Kao ILITO je, PeIIMO, ,J3 TAKTMYKUX pasyiora“ Mopuao 1 4IAHCTBO ¥
IIpBOj MHTepHAMOHA/IN — T1a Jja CTUNIEHAN]Y 3aapxu (Zivanovié, 1924, str. 119-120). OunrnegHo,
Mapkosuh je usryduo ctuneniujy He 3dor perpecuje, Beh 3aTo 1ITO BiILe HIfje Xeeo Jja CTY[Upa,
TIOIITO Ce YBPCTO ONPEfe/INO 3a HOIUTHUKY U IyOTULUCTHKY.
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MAPKOBIW'R O HIBAJIIAPCKOJ] JEMOKPATU]U

Camo npoyJaBarbe IIBajIIapCKOr crcTeMa Koi Mapkosuha nma Tpu kopeHa. ITpsi’ je
CpIICKa Tpafiniiyja OMIITHHCKe (CeocKe) caMoyIpase, cTonehnma crapa, Koja ce ofpyKana 1
nop Typrmma, a o 18. Beka U ca IOfIaTVIM CaMOYIIPaBMM CIIPaTOBMMa KHEXXIHCKe (cpecke)
n Haxyjcke (okpy»xHe) camoympase (Guzina, 1955, str. vili-xv; 37-62; 136; Antoni¢, 2015a,
str. 41). [Ipyru kopeH je 3Hauaj koju je YepHuIeBCKy, Kao 1mTo cMo Beh Bupeny, mpupgasao
PYCKOj CE0CKOj OIIITIHM 32 M3Tpafiby crelnudHor, pyckor conyjamama (Chernyshevskii,
[1857] 1948/4, str. 341-342; [1858] 1950/5, str. 362-363; 377-378; 384-389). VI Tpehn kopen
je moTpara 3a ip)KaBHIM MOJIE/IOM pelllaBarba HAIIVIOHATHOT ITUTAkba y eTHIYKI M3MeIlaHM
HOApYYjiMa — TIOIYT da/lKaHCKMX 3eMasba y 19. Bexy. Manu 6poj Hamux mucalja youaBa
0Baj BaXkaH, ,,IIBajIjapckn’ cinoj Mapkosuhepe nmonmutiyke Teopuje. Kao mro pexocmo,
BehyHa ra yommite 1 He TOMIIbe, HEKOMMKO IBJX Ce OCBPhe Ha TO Y IO jeHOj pedeHnIN
(Guzina, 1977, str. 575; Dubovac, 1985, str. 12; Committee, 1987, str. xi) 1 nak nacycy
(Humo, 1975, str. 20), a jenyHu HaII mucary Koji ToMe mocBehyje HelTo Bullle MaXkmbe je
Ounvntpuje Ilponanosuh (1924-2013) xoju je Ha CBeTO3apeBOj KOHLIENLVj ! fprKaBe JOK-
Topupao xog Pagomupa Jlyknha (1914-1999), Josana Hophesnha (1908-1989) 1 Muxanna
Bypuha (1925-2011) (Prodanovié, 1961; neo nocsehen IlIBajijapckoj je Ha str. 12-16).

[Tpomanosuh nodpo youapa ja ,,0HO IITO je HECYMIBLUBO 3a BpeMe Mapkosuhesor
dopaska y IlIBajiapckoj HAPOUMTO YTULIANIO HA POPMIUpPaEbe IETOBOT ITIEANIITA O IATAY
KaKo Tpeda OpraHM3oBaTI [IpXaBy, jecTe cama opraHusanuja llIBajiapcke penepannuje
OIHOCHO eHux KautoHa“ (Prodanovi¢, 1961, str. 13). On odjammasa fia, ,,JOK je 3a BpeMe
cBor dopaska y Pycuju (...) cTBapao cBoje (...) TeOpMjcko cXxBaTame fpxase (...), Mapkosuh
npuakoM csor dopapka y IlIBajijapckoj gomymyje 0BO CBOje CXBaTakbe U OCMaTpambeM
KaKo y paxcy QYHKIVOHMILE heH JeMOKPAaTCKY Ap>KaBHM MexaHusaM (isto). OHo 1ITo
je IlIBajuapcky pasmmMKoBaIo Off CBYX IPYTUX 3eMajba S1JIO0 je He caMo TO IITO He MOCTOj !
CHCTeM Nofie/beHe BIACTH, OJHOCHO TO IITO CBa BJIACT NPUMafia CKYMIITUHY d1paHOj OII-
IITVIM IIPaBoOM IIaca (y JomeM JOMY jefaH mocinaHyuk Ha 20.000 dupaya), Beh 1 o npasy
Hapopa Ha peepeHAYM O CBAKOM 3aKOHY MM IIPOINCY, YKOMUKO TO 3aTpaxy 30.000
Supaya nau ocam (of 22) KaHTOHa (IITO je 01O pelTaTUBHO /1AKO MCHYIBUB YCIOB; Yl
89 Ycrasa us 1848; Hevera, 1879, str. 28). Y Ilupuuikom KaHTOHY, y KoMe je Mapkosuh
KIMBEO TOKOM cBoT dopaska y IlIBajuapckoj, a Ha umje ce ypebeme y cBojuM pagoBnma
Hajuerthe ocBphe, dupaun cy Ha cBOjuM 300pOBMMa HEOCPERHO dMpayl KaHTOHAJIHY,
CPECKY M OIIITUHCKY YIIPaBy, Kao U OKPY>KHe U CpecKe Cyfyje; Hapof je Ha pedepeHayMy
noTBphuBao kaHTOHanHe 3akoHe u npomnuce (Hevera, 1879, str. 39), a 5.000 rimacava je
dusIo IOBOJBHO Jia ce pacnuile pedepeHayM O TOHOIIEHY, IPOMEHU MM YKUAAKY OUIo
xor 3akoHa (Prodanovié, 1961, str. 14-15).

»CBe je To HecyMmbBO y HajBehoj Mepu Mopao yruiaty Ha Mapkosuha fa mpu-
XBaTU HEKe Of] HaBeIeHUX UHCTUTYILMja, OHOCHO HeKe MIPUHIINIIE BhIXOBE OpTraHu3a-
1yje u pajia, HAPOUMTO y IIOITIERY OPTaHM30Bamba JIOKATHE CaMOYIIpaBe Ha MPMHIMITY
uadopHocTu. V cBe je TO HALIO Ofpasa [OLHIje ¥ ’eTOBOM IUIAHY 38 PEKOHCTPYKIHU]Y
cpricke apkase” (Prodanovi¢, 1961, str. 15).

°  Kao npsu usBop Mapkosuhese Muciu oBaj unHmmay uctude u I'ysuna (Guzina, 19764, str. 43).
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Caetosap Mapkosuh ncrude IllBajijapcky Kao 3eM/by Koja je ICTOBPEMEHO BUCOKO
uHpycTprjamaosana (Markovi¢, [1871] 1995/V, str. 68) u ,,T/ie je KallMTaIVCTUIHO Fa3yH-
CTBO pa3BHUjeHo [jo HajBu1uer cTymma“ ([1870] 1987/11, 142), anu IlIBajuapcka je yjenHo un
IpkaBa ¢ HajpasBujeHujuM rpabanckum cnodomama ([1868] 1987/1, str. 192; 244; [1869]
1987/11, str. 8; 55; [1870] str. 105). ¥ m0j ce ,,jeMOKpaluja cMaTpa Kao IpUPOSHI TeMeb
mpymTBene oprannsanyje” ([1874] 1996/XI1IL, str. 100), a ycTaB HUje HACTA0 KO MOHAPXOB
yCTymak Hapopy, Beh kao cyBepena Hapogna omyka ([1872] 1995/VIIIL, 78). Mapkosuh
noceSHO rcTide KaHTOH LIupux, Koju je ,,y mpaBoM cmuciy perrydnukascku™ ([1870] 1987/
I1, str. 117) u ,,Hajranpenuuju y yenoj lIBajiapckoj, dynyhm ga ramo mocroju ,,Hajdo/ma
¢dopma 3akoHOABCTBA KOja ce Moxke 3amucutu ([1870] 1987/11, str. 141). Ped je o Tome
Za ce ,,y IMPUIIKOM KaHTOHY 3aKOHM 113/1ajy HEIIOCPEIHIM HAPOSHUM ITIACAEheM , LIITO je
MHOTO d0/be Off IPeACTaBHIYKE IeMOKpaTuje.

»Jep Kaj Hapop dupa JienyTHUplia 1a ra [masbe y CKYIIITHHY, OH HUKAJ| He MOXe
3HATJ CAaCBMM KaKaB je TO YOBEK U IITa MIMa Y BeroBOj IIaBI; HUTH Taj jefjaH MOXKe 3aMe-
HUTY [71aBe CTOTVHE WM XWbazie Apyrux. MehyTum xaz ce HemocpenHo r1aca o CTBapi,
0COdUTO aKO ce Ta CTBAp TUYe CBAKOT MOjefMHIIA, OHJA je BEPOBATHOCT MHOrO Beha a
he je pemraBatu o cBoMe yBepewy* (Markovi¢, [1870] 1987/11, str. 141).

OsBo je omoryheno 3axBabyjyhn ofpendu kKaHTOHaTHOT yCTaBa IO K0joj ,,3aKOHE
npefIaxke He caMo KaHTOHCKM CaBeT (BpXOBHa yIIpaBa y 3eM/bM), HO VI CBaKM YT Kajl
5.000 rpahaHa Heky 3aKOH MOTIHUIY (Tj. TOKpeHY 3aKOHCKY MHuImjatnsy — C. A.), Caser
Mopa Taj 3aKOH J]a CTaBM Ha ITTacambe IIe/IoM Hapoyly (a ra msHece Ha pedeperayMm — C. A.),
IIa Off HapOfia 3aBUCH Ja Taj 3aKoH mpumu vy opdaru (Markovié, [1874] 1996/XI1I, str.
81; ucro u [1871] 1996/ V1, str. 22). OBaj cucteM HelmocpefHe feMOKpaTje Hajdomu je 3a
3eMJbe UHje je CTAHOBHUIITBO HeloBO/bHO 0dpasosaHo (Cpduja mo momucy us 1866. nma
camo 4,2% nucMeHor XuBsba; Lapéevié, 1922, str. 16).

,»CBaKI I HajIIPOCTHjI YOBEK dOJbe yMe [a OLIeHN CTBAp Koja My ce IIOfHece — fja
nm je nodpa wim phasa — HO [a oLielyje YoBeKa Kor dupa 3a nocmannka. Koju on Hammx
HajOOMIHMjUX JbY/M He YMe J1a IeHN fia TN je dorbe YPEAUTI OBAKO WIM OHAKO OMIITHUHY,
KaleTaHujy, Cya, Kynyk uTa.? Ta To ¢y cTBapy ¢ KojuMa OH MMa CBaKM 9ac IIOCTIa, ¢ KOjUX
OH TOJIMKO TIaTH. A Off KYJ OH 3Ha IITa he Ha CKYNIITUHY TOBOPUTY Y PaUTH IIOC/IAHVIK,
3a KOra je OH [ao cBOj rac? V kako dupad MoKe LIEHUTHU [I0jMOBE ¥ KapaKTep jeHOT
JOBeKa, Kora BehiHOM 1 He 103Haje, Matb 110 4yBerbY? YIIPaBo 3a Hapofie HeodpasoBaHe
10 61 dmta npakTMIHMja popMa 3aKOHOZABCTBA, HO HAPOJHO PECTABHMIITBO, jep Heo-
dpasoBaH 40BeK dojbe OLlemYje 3aKoH, HO maHoCT  (Markovid, [1874] 1996/X111, str. 82).

YmpaBo 1o mBajijapckoM Mogieny, Mapkosuh ce 3anaxe fa ce Cpduja npeypenn y
,»CaBE3HO YCTPOjCTBO AP)KABHO, ITie OV CBAKU cpes Ouo 3a cede jefjHa LieMHa, CACBUM CaMo-
CTaJIHa y CBOMe pajly, Ia OM Kao TaKBO CAMOCTAJTHO TeJIO OMO WIaH CaBe3He ApKaBe — Kao
1o je urp. lIBajiapcka, caBes kautona“ ([1875] 1997/X1V, str. 15). IlIBajiapcka ,,KoHpe-
IepatuBHa perrydnuka“ sa Mapkosnuha je oHa ,,popma cmodoze” Koja je odpasars 1mo koM ce
MOTY [IpeypeRuTH He caMo IojefnHa4dHe 3emMbe Beh u nema EBporna ([1869] 1987/11, str. 7; 8).

Csetosap Mapkosuh je cmaTpao fa je u Cpduja nMasa maHce fa pasBije ay TeHTNY-
HY, HETIOCPEIHY NeMOKPATH]y, CIMYHY IIBAjI{apPCKOj. Y HeHOj OCHOBM je KIby4YHa yCTaHOBA

1205



Crnodopan Y. Autonnh, Cseitiosap Mapxosuh u weajuapcka gemoxpaiiuja

narpujapxante gemokparuje y Cpduju — ceocka oiwiiuna. Typunu cy, y caodpahamy ca
CPIICKMM ce/balluMa y beorpajickom namasnyky, off Kpaja 18. Beka uManu 1ocia Mame-BHI-
Ille CaMo Ca CEOCKMM KHe30M (KMeiliom), MU ca KHeXVMHCKMM 080p-KHe30M (Y YKYTIHO
45 KHe)XXMHA), KOjJ Cy OffrOBapajy 3a paspesaHn mopes u octane odasese. Kmer ce dupao
Ha OIIIITEM CEOCKOM 300py, Ha KOMe Cy ce pelllaBaa ¥ pyra IMuTama Off 3HaJaja 3a Ceyo.
KmeToBM MM 1o HeT yIIefHUjUX JbYAU U3 CBAKOT Ce/a Y OKBUPY KHEXKMHE YMHUIIA CY
KHeXWHCKY CKYNIITHHY. Buie KHe)X1Ha O1Io je 00jeiubeHo y Haxujy U »bUX je dumo
YKYIIHO iBaHaecT. V Haxuje cy duparie cBor odop-kHesa. V1300p KHeXMHCKMX 1 HAXVjCKIX
KHe30Ba norsphusamm cy Typim (oBe apyre, on CeumroBckor Mupa, 1791, cama ITopTa;
B. Antoni¢, 2015a, str. 41).

Mapxosuh je y Cpduju na uciitoxy (1872) TBpano fia je Ha moderky IIpsor ycranka
HApOJi CHOHTAHO IIPOMIMPUO ¥ HAATPA/INO OBE YCTaHOBE IaTPUjapXajHe IeMOKpaTuje, 1
1o 1807. ux yodnu4yo y meoBUTY HOMUTIYKY CUCTeM. Y TUM IIPBUM TOfMHAMa, IIpeMa
Mapxosuhy, Cosjet Huje duo Braga, Beh penpeseHTaTHBHO Telo — HAPOJ CBaKe Haxuje je
y CoBjeTy MMao CBOT IIpefiCTaBHIKA, C KOjuM je caodpahao. Takole je Cosjet 1807. moHeo
ypendy o CYACTBY, IO3BaBIIN JIa HAPOJI CBaKe HaxMje u3adepe 110 Tpojully cyamja Koju he
UM IenuTy npaBay. ,Cpouja je d1ma Ha TpaBoM Ty Ty fla TOCTaHe Ap>KaBa IeMOKPATCKa 13
Ip>XaBe IaTpujapXajHe, Kao IITO je HeKaja mocTana manena lIBajiapcka® ([1872] 1995/
VIII, str. 38). Ho npBeHcTBEHO 380r paToBama Koje ce IIPOLY>KIIO M Y HapeTHUM FOiTHAMA,
BOjHE CTapelllHe IIOCTENEHO U3PACTajy Y OIUIAPXN]jy, JOK BPXOBHMU BOjHI 3alIOBEIHUK
- Boxp, Texxn a mocrane MoHapx (38-39). Y npymrsenoj ocHoBu Kaexesune Cpouje,
MebyTim, 1 Hajbe IOCTOjU ycTaHOBA CeOCKe MM ONIITUHCKe camMoynpase. OHa je, UCTUHA,
IPUTUCHYTA Pa3BOjeM Ma/IMTHOT YMHOBHIYKOT anmapata ([1872] 1995/VIII, str. 82), anu
KOPeHI OBe JIeMOKpPaTCKe YCTaHOBe ocTa ¢y 3apasu. Crora, cmaTpa Mapkosiuth, Cpduja
ce U lajbe JTaKO MO>Ke IIpeypennTu y caBe3 onmTnHa (Cpduja ux taja nma 1.251) yapy-
JKEHUX Y cpe3oBe (1Ma MX 66) Wiy oKpyTe (1Ma ux 17), koju 81, oneT, Suam yapy>KeHu y
JIEMOKPATCKY PeryONuKy — yIpaBo II0 ITBajIjapcKoM Mogieny (B. Antonic, 2015a, str. 41-42).

KanronasnHa cTpykTypa, IpeMa Mullberby Mapkosuha, T0BOJbHa je 11 3a pelllaBabe
HAIIMOHA/IHOT uTamka Ha bamkany. ,Ilutame HapogHoCTH (...) He mocTtoju y IlIBajiapckoj”
([1872] 1996/V1I, str. 58; ucto u [1874] 1996/XI1I, 141). ,I'ne cy HapogHOCTH C11OOOA-
He y OMUTUYHOM U JIPYIITBEHOM IOI7e[y, Kao HIp. y IlIBajiapckoj, oHze HeMa Te-
XKIbe 32 HAPOLHUM VjequiberbeM, HeMa TiuTamwa HapopHocTi  ([1871] 1995/V, str. 97).
»¥ 1lIBajliapckoj )KuBe y jefHO Tpy pasnnynta Hapopa: Hemuy, @pannysu u Tanujanu, n
KOJ] OBVIX Pa3/IMYNTIX HAPOJiA He jaB/ba Ce HMKAJ| ‘TeXEbA’ fla Ce YjeIHe ca [PYTOM CBOjoM
dpahom y ‘Benuxoj’ Tepmannjn, ®paniyckoj wmm Tanujarckoj ([1871] 1995/V, str. 100).
Vimajyhn y Bupy dpojHoct CrroBeHa Koji JKe/le Hal[IOHa/IHy eMaHIMIIaljy, AycTpuja u
MOIJIa 1A Ce OIP>KI CaMO aKO ce IIpeodpasn y KAHTOHA/IHY caBe3Hy fgpxaBy ([1871] 1995/
IV, str. 114-115). JegHaxo, 1 Yrapcka ce MO>Ke cadyBaTlf CaMo aKO ce ,OpTraHM3yje Kao
ucrouna [MIBajuapcka® ([1874] 1996/XIII, str. 150). IITaBuiue, Yrapcka kao , Vcrouna
IITBajijapcka’ duma Oy Hajjaum MarHeT fa IpuByde ocnodolheHe crmaBeHcKe Hapofe Ha
Bankanckom nonyoctpsy* ([1874] 1996/XI11, str. 152)"°. Yormurre, mpema Mapkosuhesom

10" Ose CseTosapese nyeje nmase cy ogjeka u Mehy mabapcknm corpjammcruma (8. M-H-K. [1877]

1996, str. 237).
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munybeny, llIBajuapcka je zodap mpumep Kako Ap>KaBy U He Tpeda IPafuTI ,[I0 HAYeTy
HapopHoCTy, Beh ,Ha Havey BUIINX YOBEeYAaHCKUX moTpeda“ — Kao 1ITo cy crmodopa n
memokpaTuja ([1874] 1996/XI11, str. 163; [1874] 1996/XII1, str. 228-229).

CPBUJA KAO COLIVIJAJTMCTUYKA TIBAJIIAPCKA

HapasHo, i IlIBajapcka Huje caBplileHa Ip)KaBa, jep U Ty HeMa Y He MOxe fia dype
mpaBe momuTndKe cinodoge des conujanHor ocnodohemwa (Markovié, [1870] 1987/11, str.
105). Anu, 3axBajbyjyhu eMOKpaTCKUM IIOIMTHYKUM OKBMPUMA, Y lIIBajmapckoj cafa
Hapoj MOXKe jja pagu u Ha ToMme ([1870]1987/11, str. 117; 141; [1874] 1996/XI1], str. 81).
3aro n Cpduja Tpeda Ia KpeHe MIBAjIAPCKUM Iy TEM.

Y IpBOM KOpaKy, yCIeAnIo 81 jadame JeMOKpaTcKe IOIUTUYKe CTPYKType Kojy du
YIHIIe CaMOYIIpaBHe OILITUHE, CPe30BU U OKPY3IL. ,J]a OpraHusyjeMo Hally ce/badKky
OIIITVHY KA0 OCHOBHY jeVHNI[y HOBOT IPYIITBEHOT CTpoja’, odjammasa Mapkosuh
([1872] 1997/X1V, str. 223). 3a TeMesb Tpeda y3eTy Hallle CTape

HlIaTpujapxaaHe eKOHOMCKe OffHOIIIaje y 3a4py3u u y omutuHu. (...) To ce ypeheme
BeoMa CJIaKe ca HAIpefHIjIM HadenuMa HayKe O PYIITBY, IITO ce JAHAC IPOIOBeaa y
Esponu. (...) Y3ajaMHOCT y CPIICKOj OIIITHHY Oellle TAKO BE/IMKA y IIOMaramwy U 3ajef-
HIYKOM Pajy, fia CpICKU Hapof u y HajBehoj HeBos/by He3Habare 3a deskyhuumrso.
Y cprckoM Hapoxy He dellle M3BPIINOLA BIACTY KA0 HEKOT 0coduUTOr cTanexa. Ceockn
Y HAXMjCKM KHE30BM OWJIN Cy WM IIPOCTI Ce/bALVl MU TPTOBLY, YOIIIITE SKUBYIN CY
CBOjMM TPY/IOM, a HICY U3[IP>KaBaHy, Ka0 HEKV HePaJJHY CTA/IeKN Tj. HUCY MIMaIN ‘TIIaTy.
OBaku OfHOLIIAj)1 Hajlase Ce Y OIIIITe KO MUPHUX, IATPUjapXa/HNX HAPOJia,  HAPOUNTO
cy ce cauyBanu ko Crnosena“ ([1872] 1995/VII], str. 81).

Y npBOM KOpaKy, jakje, y ONIITIHY, CPe3y U OKPYTY, Kao OOIMIIMa MECHe CaMoy-
IpaBe, KOMKO Tof je Moryhe Tpeda pasBUTH CBe elleMeHTe HelloCpeHe AeMOKpariije, 1o
IIBAjIIapCKOM MOZeny' .

Y apyrom mak KOpaky, ¢ jadameM JIEeMOKPATCKMX YCTaHOBA, CIIEMH ,,COLjaTHa /-
KBUJauja“ SupoKpaTnuje, 3eMeHalra U [pyrux ApyITBeHnx mapasuta ([1874] 1996/XI1I1,
str. 142; 144-145), u ycnocraspame ,couujante ap>xase” ([1874] 1996/XI111, str. 138-141)
- 3aIpaBo, TPAHCAP)KaBHE acoLMjalyje CTOJOJHIX KOMYHA.

»11ojefitHe IMYHOCT 1 TIOjeiMHE 3a/ipyTe WK OIIITHHE, MOTY ¥ TaKBOj ApP>KaBy
Jia ce 3APY>KYjy U pasapysKyjy 1o cBojoj Bobu. Connjanna fpyxasa (vm: ‘Genepanyja
ONIITYHA') y OBOM CMIUCITY 3aJICTa je ICTOBETHO Kao U yHuuiilierve gpicase” (M13BOPHO
ncruname; [1874] 1996/XIII, str. 139).

[TpuBpenHu TeMesb Te MOMUTUYKe CTPYKTYpe duhe Benmuke npoussohauke 3anpyre.

"'V ommtyHY, BracT he npumacty ,,0onmTHHCKOM 380py“ Koju unHe cBy dupaun. OH dupa o1-

IITMHCKM OfId0D, Kao n3BpirHy oprad (Markovi¢, [1874] 1996/XI, str. 126). Y cpesy u okpyry dupa
ce ckymuTrHa (cpes: [1874] 1996/XI11, str. 55; [1875] 1997/X1V, str. 11) — Mazga 3a Matbe Cpe3oBe
Mapxosuh Benn fa, npemMa Hadeny MBajIAPCKUX KAHTOHA, Y/IOTY CPecKe CKYIIITIHE MOXKe a MMa
u cpecku 30op ([1875] 1997/X1V, str. 11).
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»KONIeKTMBHA 3a7ipyra yIIpaBo je jefHa COIMjaHa jefMHNIIA — OCHOBHM €/leMeHaT
U3 Kora ce cKamna meno gpymrso. Jupunr (Eugen Dithring - C. A.) nx ynpaso Hasusa:
colyjaTHe OMIITHHE. Y CaMoj CTBAapM ONIITKHA 1 (efiepaliyja ONIITIHA, IITO je 3aCTYIajy
nornasuro Cnosern (Pycu u Cpdu) y colujaiHoj eMOKpalyji, He pasimKyje ce off OBe
KonekTuBHe cucreme ([1874] 1996/XIII, str. 117)'2.

»CpIICKa IpyKaBa IOCTaa 81 OHO LITO TeXM Jla IOCTaHe CyBpeMeHa eBPOIICKa
Ip>KaBa, a To je: 3agpyia“ ([1872] 1995/ VII], str. 85).

Y TOM pyroMm KOpaky, Of cpesa HacTaje ,,Benmka ommrruaa® ([1875] 1997/XI1V, str.
8; 10), xoja Mo>ke ja uMa u popmy okpyra ([1872] 1995/ VIII, str. 85).

»MU 3aMuIIBaMo Kao ujeas, KoMe Tpeda 1a TeXV CBaKM Cpes, TAKBO CTambe Ifie On
OH OJ0 YCTPOjeH Kao jefjHa eKOHOMCKa 3apyra, ca CBOjUM IPOCBETHNMM U (GUHAHCU]CKIM
YCTaHOBaMa, 1 Ca CBOjOM IOJIMTIYHOM yIPaBoM. (...) Mu cMarpamo kao Hajsehi Hampe-
[IaK TAKBO CaBe3HO YCTPOjCTBO [IPYKABHO I7ie Ou CBaKM cpe3 Ouo 3a cede jefHa LieMHa,
CacBIM CaMOCTA/IHA Y CBOME Pajy, I1a O11 Kao TAKBO CAMOCTATHO Te/IO OMO YIAH CaBe3He
IpykaBe — Kao 11To je Hiip. [lIBajiapcka, caBes kantoHa™ ([1875] 1997/X1V, str. 10).

Tako he ce Ha 37paBuM TeMe/bMMa CTape, MaTpyUjapXaaHe eMOoKpartuje y3guhu Mo-
IepHa, conyjamictiyka Cpduja.

»CPpIICKM Hapof, fod1tja MOryhHOCT fia ITOAUIHE HA OCHOBY CBOjUX HAPOJHUX yCTa-
HOBa I II0jMOBA, 11 Ha OCHOBY CYBpeMeHe HayKe, OpuhUHaIHY, CIOBEHCKY APYIITBEHY
srpany. Jla ocHyje ApYLITBO Ha OCHOBY /1000, jeIHAKOCTI 1 dpaTcKe y3ajaMHOCTH —
4eMy [jaHac TeXkKe CBM HaIpedHu Hapoxpu y ceety™ ([1872] 1995/ VIII, str. 96).

Mapxosuh je d1o mocedHo opyures/ben uckycTBoM Ilapucke komyne (1871). ,,KomyHa,
TO je cyBepeHa (He3aBJCHA) OIIITIHA, odjalmaBao je MapkoBuh cprcKoM 4uTaoLy.

» KoMyHY’ He Baj/ba HMKAKO MeLIaTy ca ‘KoMyHusMoM. (...) KomyHa je donuttiuunu
odnux gpyurrsa. To je ofwiiuna, Koja cama BpLIN CBe CBOje mocoBe. (...) CBaKu 3aKoH,
KOjJf Ce y OIIUTVHY U3[a, IIPVMa Ce WM He IIPUMa OILITIM I7IACAEkeM CBHjy WIAHOBA
ormrryHe. CBY M3BPIIMOLY 3aKOHA Y KOMYHM SUPajy ce HelocpegHo HapogHUM U3dopom
u moiy ce cmenutiiu ceéaxu 4ac. (...) Ilogena Ha ‘Brafajyhe’ n ‘mogunmene’ — 3dpucana je
cacBuM” (cBa McTULIaha U3BOpHa; [1871] 1995/V, str. 81).

Y Besu ¢ ITapuckom komyHOM, MapkoBuh 1 Mapkc Hallwm Cy ce 3alIpaBo Ha MCTUM
nosunujama. ,OHa je dua Haj3az mpoHaheHV MOMUTHUYKY OSNINK TIO7, KOjUM Ce MOTTIO 13-
BPLINTI eKOHOMCKO ocrodobeme paga’, mucao je Mapkce y Ipaharckom paitiy y @parnuyckoj
(Marx, [1871] 1977/28, str. 273) — ciiCy IpeBeieHOM JMCTe TOAVHE C eHITIeCKOT Ha ppaH-
IIYCKV, HeMa4KI, PyCKI, NTA/IMjaHCKI, ITTAHCKN, XOJIAH/ICKN 11, 3axBasbyjyhu Mapkosuhy,
Ha cpIcku jesuk (y nucry Pagenux, op jyna go cenremdpa 1871). ,KomynanHo ypebeme
BPATI/IO Ot IPYIITBEHOM TeJly CBE OHe CHare Koje My je JOCaf; CIujaia MapasnTcKa uspa-
CIVHa TprKaBa, KOja ce XpaHU Ha PadyH APYIITBA U KOja KOYM HberoBO CTI0OOJHO KpeTame',
TBpAMO je fabe Mapkc ([1871] 1977/28, str. 273). A 'y IIpsoj cxuyu 3a Ipahancku pati y
Dpanyyckoj (1871), Mapkc je odjarumasao:

2 Mapkouh oBzie nspaxapa craHoBuiTe Pycke cexuyje IIpBe MHTepHaIMOHaIe, Ynji je duo

areHT-KopecnoHeHT (Prodanovié, 1976, str. 96; B. Kozmin, 1957, str. 267).
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»KoMyHa je dua peBomyIyja He IPOTUB OBOT W/IM OHOT OO/UKA JIpPyKaBHE BIACTH
— JIETUTYIMMCTUYKOL, YCTaBHOT, PeITyd/IMKaHCKOT 1 apckor. OHa je duita peBonmyyja
HpoTuB came apxase (...). KomyHa Huje duma peBomyIimja ¢ HaMEHOM [ Ip)KaBHY BIacT
npeHece ¢ jenHe ¢pakiyje Blafajyhux kaaca Ha ApyTy, HEro peBOIyLja Koja je MMaja 3a
Vb [Ia YHUIITY OBY CTPAIIHY MalllHEPUjy caMe KIacHe JoMIHarmje” (Tj. camy Ap>kaBy;
Marx, [1871] 1977/28, str. 444).

ITomTo je makme Mapkc 1871. mpuxBaTtuo KoMmyHannusaMm, CBeTosap je IocTao
TOCIOBHYM MapKCUCTa U TTI0Ye0 CTPACHO Ja 3acTymna npeypeheme apxase y demepannjy
KoMyHa. ,KomyHanusam (communalism) je mocrana merosa nananeja“ (McClellan, 1964,
str. 218). [loiHumje cy 1 jyroc/oBeHCKY KOMYHVICTY 3aCTyIIaIN UJiejy OLyMUpamba Ap>KaBe
IyTeM acolyjalyje caMoyIpaBHux komyHa (Slovié, 1977, str. 121), anu je HUKazfa HUCY
criposenn y aeno. Ho, KomyHa je yHena HoBy numensnjy y MapkcoBo Bubeme mocrpeso-
TyLIIMOHAapHE Jp>KaBe.

»Iloctojame Komyne (1871 - C. A.) 3HaUWIIO je IOKaTHY CaMOYIIPaBY, a/li He BIIIIE
Kao IIPOTUBTEXY APXKaBHO]j BIACTH, KOja je cafja HocTaya cysuiHa. bpumryhu nse Hajsehe
dyireTcke cTaBKe, cTajahy Bojcky 1 unHOBHMIITBO, KoMyHa je ocTBapuia mapomy cBUX
SyprKoacKMx peBONMyLMja: jeBTUHY yIpaBy. CTBOpuUIA je perrydInIiy OCHOBY 38 MCTUHCKI
memokparcke ycranose (Britovsek, 1977, str. xviii).

Mapkosuhy je komyHanusam dua rimaBHa monutmuka ugeja (B. Guzina, 1968, str.
382-388; Tadié, 1971, str. 240-243; Micunovié, 1971, str. 266; Guzina, 1971, str. 285; Mili¢,
1975, str. 261-262; Sutovi¢, 2012, str. 125), T1a Ta BeroBa CTpacHa yBEPEHOCT Y TO pellierhe
M3IBaja Of CBMX KaCHMjUX MapKCUCTa, Kako y Cpduju, tako n y Jyrocmasuju. Takobe,
IEToBa fieja 1a KopeHute pedhopMe Tpeda CpoBecTy y Ba KOpaKa: 0gmMax Baba Ipo-
MEHWTI HONUTUYKY CUCTEM Y CKIaJy C HadeNnMMa pafyKajHOT JeMOKpaTU3Ma 1 IpeMa
IIBAjIIapPCKOM MOJIeNy; a foiliom, y dynyhHocTn, Tpeda monpaBuTy 1 APYIITBEHNU CHUCTEM,
y CKIafy ca Hadenuma counmjanusma (B. Skerli¢, 1910, str. 246; Jovanovié, [1922] 1991, str.
422; Guzina, 1976b, str. 195-198; Semjakin, 2008, str. 105) unHe ra mpeTXOFHIKOM €I~
HIICTIYKE JJ€je O IBOETAITHO] PEBOIYLIMjU — IPBO OYP>KOACKO), ITa OHAA COLIMjATNUCTIIKO].

Mapxkosnha je Mapkc HaJpKMBeo 3a ocaM rofuHa, a Exrernc sa gax 20, u 3a To Bpeme
OHU Cy ce 3ampaBo mpudmoxku MapkoBrheBoM ClTOBeHCKOM KoMyHanusmy. Exrernc je
O10 Ha CTAHOBUIITY fla PyCKa OMIITHHA MOXe IIOCTYXXITHU Ka0 OCHOB 32 PasBOj PyCKOT
colyjanmusMa, YKOIMKO C€ Y ICTO BpeMe JOTOJM COLMjamucTUIKa peBonyunja y Pycuju
u 3anagHoj EBporn. Y toM cydajy du 3aman morao momohm Pycuju fa gupextHo yhe y
corjanmsam (Engels, [1875] 1979/29, str. 456; Marx & Engels, [1882] 1974, str. 480). Mapkc
je, y ToM moryeny, otuiao jour gabe. Kao mrro je Beh godpo npumeheno,

,YIIPABO je IUTatbe PasBoja COLMjamu3Ma y CIOBEHCKMM 3eM/baMa IIOCTAJIO [JIABHA
TayKa K0joj ce MapKc BpaTuo Ipef Kpaj >KMBOTA U TI0Y€0 MOIAKO Jia MEHa HEKe Off CBOjIX
OCHOBHUX IIPETIIOCTAaBKU. Tajia je Hay4no pycKu je3MK Te Ce 3aMHTepPecoBao 3a 0d/mke
3ajefHIYKe CBOjIHE KO CIOBEeHCKMX Hapoaa“ (Matkovi¢, 2023, str. 103).

Tako Mapkc o craHoBuTY YepHuiueBckor (xor je y morosopy Kanuiiana seh dno
Has3Bao ,,BEMMKIM PYCKUM HaydHUKOM; Marx, [1873] 1974, str. 21) — na Pycuja Tpeda fa
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PpasBuja coLujann3aM JUPEKTHO 13 CEOCKE OIIITIHE — Ka)Ke [ja OH 3aIIPABO ,,/Ie/II IeroBe
norjefe 1Mo ToM mutamy” (Marx, [1877] 1979¢, str. 91-92). ,,Axo Pycuja HacTaBu a Ko-
pada cTazoM KojoM ufe o 1861 Tj. ako HacTaBM Ja pasapa CeOCKy OIIITUHY, U3PUYIUT je
Mapkec, ,,oHa he usryduTy Hajnenury nIpunuKy Kojy je MCTOpyja MKaja MOHYANIA jeJHOM
Hapofy, KaKo 811 yMeCTo Tora mpeTpIie/a cBe KOOHe MepUIleTHje KAl TaTNCTUIKOT PEXI-
Mma“ (Marx, [1877] 1979c, str. 92). [la pycKy CeOCKy OILITHHY Baj/ba HAjIIpe CadyBaTI Of
»IITeTHNX yTHUIaja KOj je Hamapajy ca cBux cTpaHa (les influences déleteres qui l'assaillent
de tous les cotés), a 3aTum joj 0de3dequTy HOpMaTHe YCIOBe 3a CTOJOAAH pasBoj‘, Mapkc
IIOHaB/ba U JiBe ToAyHe npex cMpT (Marx, [1881] 1979a/42, str. 142).

»32jeJHIYKO BJIACHUIITBO HAJ| 3¢M/bOM IIPY>Ka jOj IPUPOJHY OCHOBY 32 KOTIEKTUBHO
TIPUCBajarbe, 2 ’IeHO MICTOPUjCKO OKPYIXKeHhe — ICTOBPEMEHO ITOCTOjarbe KalMTaIMCTHIKe
NIPOM3BOAbE — IIPY>Ka jOj TOTOBE MaTePUjalIHe YCIOBE 3a KOOIIEPAaTUBHY PaJi OPTaHM-
30BaH y Be/IMKUM pasMepama. Crora MOKe /ja ICKOPMUCTH CBe MO3UTUBHE JOOUTKe KOje
je 0OCcTBapMO KalMTaIMCTUYKI CUCTEM, a fla He mpobe kpo3 mweros Kayguuckn kraHar™.
Y3 nmomoh maruHa, 3a Koje je pusnuka KoHUrypaluja pycKor T/1a TOIUKO HOBO/bHA,
mohu he nocrerneno fa ce 3amMeHn mapiiesiHa 3eM/bopajiba yapyxxeHoM. Iomrro ce Hajmpe
[OBefle Y HOPMaJIHO CTarbe Y CBOM CaflalilibeM OIUKY, MOXKe IIOCTATI JupeKkitina iona-
3Ha Wauka (McTakao MapKc) TOT eKOHOMCKOT CUCTeMa KOMe TeXU MOJIEPHO APYIITBO
U TIOYETH Ja >KMBU HOBUM XUBOTOM de3 IpuderaBama camoyductsy” (Marx, [1881]
1979b/30, str. 338-339).

To je ynpaBo oHo 1To je Mapkosuh 3a Cpdujy Tpaxkno fiecetak ropysa panuje (Slovié,
1977, str. 67). Mucnehu cBojom rimaBoM, u He fgpxxehu ce gormu, CBeTo3ap je caMOCTamTHO
yoOnmamo cpiicku Gyt y cCOyUjanusam, Iy Ty ,CPICKY IVBUIU3ALU]Y .

»Mn ducMo MMam ‘CpIICKy UUBMUIM3ALN)Y, KOja He Ou Oula HaIMK Ha HEMAUKY,
HI Ha PaHIYCKY, HU N4YMjy UMBUIN3ALH]Y, jep O1 OfMax, Ha HEIIOKBapPEeHOM TeMe/bY,
Ha OCHOBY CyBpeMeHe HayKe O [IPYLITBY, HO[UI/Ia HAIly Ap>KaBHY 3rpagy. Mu dicmo
TaKo 13dernu (11 aKo He CaCBUM, OHO YMHOTOMe) OHa CTpAIIIHa 3714, KOja jey APYLITBa Ha
3amajy: mpornetapujaT, CTpalIHy de3HpaBcTBeHOCT (HeMopamHoCT — C. A.) U IIOfieny Ha-
pona Ha fiBe kmace” (Markovi¢, [1868] 1987/1, str. 237; cmano u [1872] 1995/ VIIL, str. 84).

Mapxosuh je 110 Muc/IVIIAL aTepHATIBE, CONCTBEHOT IMyTa y cotpjanmsaM (McClellan,
1964, str. 198; Manasijevi¢, 1978, str. 125; Dubovac, 1985, str. 9; Stojkovi¢, 1986, str. 27;
Karasév, [1983] 1991, str. 19; 21; Blagojevi¢, 1997, str. 31; Sutovié, 2012, str. 119). Buo je To
noja Beka 1pe Jlem1Ha 11 0caM JielleHnja Ipe jyroc/IoBeHCKOr eKcIepyuMenTa. Mucno je
xpadpo U codOHO, U 3aTO je OCTaBMO TaKO AYOOK Tpar y CPIICKOj MOMUTHULIU M CPIICKO]
JPYLITBEHO]j HAYLIA.

* Kronka y kojy cy Pumpann ymanmy, y pary ca CamunhanuMa, 321. 1. 11. X., Ia cy MOpasu Jja OTpIie

HOHIDKaBajyhu mocrymnax — mpojasak MCIof, japMa.
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MAPKOBIW'h KAO MAPKCVICTA
N JEMOKPATA

He cnyrehn poramje MapkcoBo KpeTame Ka CTTOBEHCKOM KOMyHamnaMmy, CBeTosap
Mapxkosuh je KpUTUKOBAO jeTHONMMHMCKI UCTOPUjCKM AeTepMyHM3aM I toma Katiuitiana
(1867).

»Y 11€710j OBOj CTBapy MMa CaMo je[jHa, a/Iy BPJIO Ba)KHa IOrpelKa. Paspurak Kamm-
TAIMCTIYHOT APYIITBA jecTe 3aucTa PaKTUIHA NCTOPMja 3aIALHOT APYIITBA; U 3aKOH,
HITO CY TaMO IIOCTABJ/beHN, KA0 3aKOHM €KOHOMCKOT Pa3BUTKa OHOTA JIPYIITBA, 3a1CTa
Cy Ta4HM. AJIN TO HUCY 3AKOHU H08e4aAHCKOT gpyuiiniea y oliuiiiie (MI3BOPHO UCTULIABE).
He Mopa cBako fipyImTBo mpohnu Kpo3 cBe OHe CTyIIEbe eKOHOMCKOT Pa3BUTKa, KOjUMa je
IIPOILIO MHAYCTPUjaIHO ApyWITBO HIP. y EHINeckoj, koje je K. Mapkc umao mornaBuTo
y BuAy. (...) JerHO IPyLITBO MOXKe TPpeodpasuTH CBOje ra3AMHCTBO OCHOBAHO Ha MaJloj
CBOjVHU M YBECTY HajCaBPUIECHN]jy MAIIMHCKY IPOU3BO/IbY, a la HE MOPa IIPOJIa3UTH
Kpo3 ‘Iypraropujym’ KanutaauctidHe mponssopme’ (Markovié, [1872] 1988/IX, str. 31).

V3 ncror pasnora CBeTo3ap je KpUTUKOBAO I ,MAPKCUCTE ",

,OHU MapKcucTy TBpfie ia MCTOPUjCKY 3aKOH  3aXTeBa Jia MIIYe3He IPUBATHA
CBOjJHA U J1a Ce 3AMEHY JP>KaBHOM, U Ta VIM je jeiHa ;OrMa JOBO/bHA Ka0 MyXaMeaHIly
‘aIax W1 aax;, a fja ofiMa OCTaHe CBaK BOjHMK IIPOPOKOB. A 32 OCTBapebe TOr Havena
OHM MUCJIE [la MOTY 3TasUTH U II0jMOBE U HaBUKE U CaMe MaTepujajiHe MHTepece Mace
Manux concrBenuka“ (Markovié, [1871] 1988/1X, str. 143).

He camo crora 1mTo je KputnkoBao Mapkca u ,,Mapkcucre, Beh 1 3aTo mTo ce 3a-
J1arao 3a y/lasak y colyjanusaM 0e3 KlaciyHe IPBOOUTHE aKyMy/alyje KamuTana u oes
odaBesHe NpeTXOHEe NHAYCTpPHUjanusalije, Kao 1 3aTo LITO je COLVjaTCTIIKY APXKaBy
3aMMILTbA0 Kao codonHy defepannjy camoymnpaBHux koMmyHa'!, Mapkosuha cy ogdaumin
cpricku couyjamvicty I mHTepHanmonane (1889-1916). beorpazcke PagHuuke Ho8uHe ALY
1897. na je ,CBeto3ap (...) cejao upeje maTpujapxaaHor coLujanusMa’, Te ja ce pyKoBoO-
Ivo ,,Tazia Beh mpecrapenum nbeBMMa PycKyx couujamicta’ (HaB. y Perovié, 1985, str.
39). Y usBewrajy koju je [maBuu caBes cunaukara Cpduje ynyruo 1905. Mehynapopgsom
CUHJIVIKaTHOM caBesy, Kaxke ce: ,IIpBa connjanmucriyka arutanuja y Cpduju Hocu 4mcto
cuTHOdYpXKOacKy KapakTep', a ,,CBeTosap Mapkosuh je cpiie u rmasa ose arutanyje. O
je ,IIPOM3alIa0 U3 pycKe MIKoIe YepHMIIEBCKOT , a KaKO Ce ,0CTamba0 Ha MHTEUTeHIIN]Y,
3aHaT/Iuje U cebake”, CBeTO3apeB MOMUTUYKN Paf ,HUje MOTao Ja OCTaHe COIMjaie-
Mokparcku (HaB. y: Hasanagi¢, 1977, str. 545). Qumutpuje Tymosuh (1881-1914) xaxe
1909. rogune:

»PaJl cpIicKe colujanHe IeMOKpaTHje HeMa HUKAaKBe U/IeOTIOIIKE 3aje/{HILIE Ca pa-
nom Cerosapa Mapkosuha u merosux cnegdennka. Of caMor IO4eTKa OH je yapyo
cacBuM HOBUM myTeM (...) Og yitioiusma Ceeimiosapa Maprosuha u echanyka reioux

" TInexanos (I. B. ITnexanos, 1856-1918) mucao je 1890: ,IIpencrasa o COLjammuCTIYKOM APYIITBY

(...) y BuRYy (enepanuje ce/bauykux OMLITHHA (...) — CAMO ce 10 cedut pasyMe, a ce TaKaB ‘coLjanusam’
yoITe He Mo>ke cMaTpary conujanusmoM  (Plehanov, [1890] 1967, str. 132).
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HacnegHuka Huje Suso, HUU UMA U jegHol Hipaia y Hawem mMaagom okpeiiy” (V3BOPHO
ucruame; Tucovié, [1909] 1980, str. 14).

Y to foda, makie, ,Mapkosuh je kao conujamucta d1o mpras“ (Cicvarié, 1910, str.
11; o Tome Bupu: Skerli¢, 1910, str. 257; 262-263; [1903], 1926, str. 106; Janicijevié, 1971,
str. 253-254; Stojkovi¢, 1986, str. 15; 21-25).

JyrocnoBeHcky KOMyHUCTH CY, u3Meby nBa cBeTcKa para, Takohe oBopyy y mura-
e MapKCUCTHYKM KapakTep Mapkosuhese Teopuje. ,He mo3Haje 1jeJIOKyIIHOCT MeTOfia
MCTOPMjCKOT MaTepyjann3Ma, HheMy je CTpaH OCHOBHU NPVMHIVII UjaeKTUKe , IIICAo je
3a Cerosapa 1931. Becemu Macrnemma (1906-1943). Mapkosuh je, HacTaBiba OH, ,,BUIIe
bax pyckux pedopmaTopa, Hero 3amagHOEBPOIICKOr COLMjanu3Ma; BUIIe OaKybIHOBAL]
Hero MapKCICT, Bullle Manorpabanut Hero pesomynuonap (Maslesa, [1931] 1956, str. 371).
»JMjaTeKTYKy MaTepyjanusaM je mpoxyjao nopex Cetosapa Mapkosuha He ocTaBUB-
i ocetHujer Tpara“ (Isto, str. 372). Mapkosuh ,,Huje CXBaTMO OCHOBHE METOROJIOIIKE
IIOCTaBKe MapKcu3Ma, 1 300T TOra je lberoba KpUTHKa MapKCu3Ma YTOMMUCTIYKA MU
By/IrapHo MaTepujamucTiuuka’ (Maslesa, [1940] 1945, str. 80-81). Cama upeja n3deraBama
KaIJTaINCTUYKOr yncTmira 3a Cpdujy ,,jema je off OCHOBHMX YTOIVjCKUX eleMeHaTa
Koy CBerosapa Mapkosuha“ (Isto, str. 80).

ITocne para, monyssaHM4Ha HApTHjCKa IMHNjA y JyTOC/IABUjI jOII HEKOMMKO FOfIIHA
Ip>Kasa ce cTaBa Aa je MapkoBuh ,,yTomucra®, a lberoB ColMjamn3aM ,,ce/badKu I ,,MaJo-
rpabancku® (o Tome Buu: Prodanovié, 1961, str. 4; McClellan, 1964, str. 273; Humo, 1975,
str. 16-17; Nedeljkovi¢, 1975, str. 10; Stoki¢, 1977, str. 325; Hasanagi¢, 1977, str. 543; 544;
548). 3a mera ce mM1Cajo Aa ,HMje Y CYLITUHY II03HaBao Hay4Hu conyjanusam” (Popovié,
1946c¢, str. 233), na je UMao ,MAeATMCTIYKA ¥ YTOIMCTIYKA cxBaTamwa“ (Popovi¢, 1946b),
fia ,Hje BIaflao Hay4HVIM METOfIOM TyMadema pyiTBeHe cTBapHOCcTH  (Popovié, 1946b),
fia ,,Huje IOTIIYHO 3aBJIafiao AMjaIeKTUYKIM 1 UCTOPUjCKUM MaTtepujanusMoM (Popovié,
19464, str. 11), kao u Aa je ,,lberoB IOIIeT JOHeK/Ie ITOMYheH MIysujoM maTpyujapxaaHe
CeocKe 3ajeHMLIe VM M3BECHUM elleMeHTUMa CJIOBeHCKor aHapxuaMma“ (Popovié, 1946, str.
242). ITpedammBao My ce Jja je >keneo ,,Jja ce CIIpedy Ja/bu pasBoj pojieTapyjara’, jep ,,Huje
BIJIEO [ia je 3aII04YeTH PasBOj He3aIpXKMB , OJHOCHO HUje BUJIEO ,,J1a ce TOTpedHa APyIITBeHa
CHara 3a CTBaparbe HOBOT [JPYLITBA CTBapa dalll Kpo3 ‘TypraropyujyMm’ KallUTaaUCTIYKe
IIPOM3BOJbE, I [1a je IIYT [0 Kpajiber Lyba AYT U HensdexHo myH dopde u marme (Bajié,
1946, str. 189; 196). Hak ce 1 CpeAMHOM IlIe3[jeCETUX jOII YBEK OLIeIUBAIIO fia je ,beroBa
MIICA0 YTOIMCTUYKA®, OTHOCHO Jia ,,HUje MOTao fa ce Y3AUTHEe 1O UCTOPMjCKO-MaTepuja-
JIMCTUYKOT TyMadera ApyiTBeHux nojasa“ (Todorovié, 1966, str. 140; 46), a cpefuHOM
ocaMpeceTyx fia ,MapkoBuh Hukaza Huje 0110 HOC/TeNaH MapKCUCTUYKY TeopeTndap u
fia ce HUKaJa ,HIje 0100010 HeKux 3adnyza yrommjcke npupoge” (Mili¢, 1985, str. 40).

Takobe, HM ITaBHA CTPYja MCTOYHOEBPOIICKOT MapKCU3Ma-/IembHI3MA HIKaa
CBeTo3apy Huje IpU3Hasa ja je Mapkcucra. ,Huje duo (...) nocnegan mapkcuct® (Pavlov,
T., 1946, str. 6; 9), ,Huje d10 focnenan MaTepujamicT-gujanektudap (Isto, str. 22), dmo je
»Ha MIO3UIIMjY yTOICTUYKOT conmjammama’ (Isto, str. 9), ,0cTao je yronmcra-conujamcra®
(Isto, str. 9; 12), 3acTymao je ,,0akymwucTuuke’, ,,pegepaTuBHO-aHAPXUCTUYIKE YTOIMUCTIYKE
nornene” (Isto, str. 16). ,,Huje duo mapkcucra® (Karasev, 1950, str. 11; 1953, str. 370), ,,Huje
JOCIIEO 10 ICTOPUjCKOT MaTepujamu3Ma 1 HayuHor conyjanusma’ (Karasev, 1950, str. 11;
1953, str. 370), y 1eroBOM IIporpamy ,Huje Ouio Hu 3pHa Hay4Hor conujamama’ (Karasev,
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1950, str. 13), ,,ocTao je Ha mosunujama yromujckor conyjammama“ (Karasev, 1950, str. 328;
1953, str. 348), ,,Huje duo MpOJIETEPCKY COLUjaNNCTa, Beh peBoTyIoHapHy feMoKpara“
(Karasev, 1950, str. 328; 1953, str. 348). ,,bro je yBepen y MmoryhHoCT nsrpagme conyjanmsma
des mponerapujara“ (Kozmin, 1957, str. 238), duo je ,,peBONyLIMOHAP-AEMOKpATa I yTOIICTA
(Pavlov, D., 1962, str. 223). Benuxa cosjeiticka enyuknotieguja ra jour 1974. mpegcraspa
CaMo Kao ,,PEBOIYLNOHAPHOT AeMOKPATY", , iI€AIUCTY ", U ,y TOINjCKOT COLMjaTUCTY
(BSE, 1974; oppennuny je Hamucao B. I. KapacéB), oH je jomr 1977. caMmo ,,HajUCTaKHY TUjU
CPIICKM corLmjamucTa” cBora goda, amu He u mapkcucta (Karasev, 1977, str. 167)...

Mapxkosuhy je ogpuIjaHo [ja je MapKCIUCTa 1 3aTO LITO Ce TBPAMIIO [ja OH HILje 3HAO0
TOBO/BHO HOOpO HeMauKy Kako du yomurte pasymeo Kauuiian (Kazimirovi¢, 1997, str.
318) - o je Bepa ITunuh Paxwh (1923-2003), namr cieunjanucra 3a Kaauinan (Pili¢
Raki¢, 1982), Bunrectpyxo omospria (Pili¢ Raki¢, 1997; y. Pili¢ Raki¢, 1977; 1991). Kayrxn
(Karl Kautsky, 1854-1938) je max TBpAno ga ,Mapkosuh Hije d1o MapKcucT® 3aT0 MITO
H1je unTao Exrencos Aniiugupuni (Anti-Dithring, 1877) (Kautsky, [1923] 1996, str. 225),
OJJHOCHO CTOTa LITO, Kafia je ped o MapkcoBoM Kanuitiasny, ,Huje 3HAO fa ce KOPUCTU
BbIIMe, Kao IIITO TO Hifje 3Ha0 HUKO Off Hac, IIpe Hero 1ITo Hac je Exrenc y To ymytuo® (Isto,
str. 227) - 1TO je jefHAKO CyMIbVBA TBPHba Kao 1 oHa JlewnHOBa, fa dam Hyko y I u II
MHTEPHAIVIOHA/M HMje pasyMeo Kailuilias jep IpeTXOfHO Huje, Kao MITO je To caM JlemuH
duo ypanmo, nuranrasao Xerenosy Hayky noiuxe (Wissenschaft der Logik, 1812/1816)".
3a Mapkosuha ce, Takobe, Mazia y adupMaTHBHOM KOHTEKCTY, TBPAWIO ja Hitje SMO MapK-
cucta, Beh Bumre dnusak Ipynony (Joseph Proudhon, 1809-1865) u Bakymuny (M. A.
baxynnh, 1814-1876), 300r 3acTymama Hadena KoMyHanusMa u MyTyanmusma (Tadic, 1997,
str. 78; Tadi¢, 1971, str. 243) — nako je CBeTo3ap, HeynopeauBo OWITpHje Hero Mapkca,
kputrkosao u IIpygona (Markovié, [1874] 1996/XI1I, 125-132) u Bakymuna (Markovi¢,
[1874] 1996/XI11, 145-147; Bumetn o Tome: Skerli¢, 1910, str. 85-88; Dukié, 1976, str. 74;
Pisarek, [1983] 1991, str. 55; Pesi¢, 2018, str. 325). VI Kpcta Llnusapuh, koju je opdanmsao
II nHTepHAIMOHATY 300T IBEHOT 3a/Iarama 3a ,AP>KaBHM couyjanusam” (jep je To camo
»HOBO M3[jatbe KAlUTaIM3Ma — HauMe, gpiuasHu Kaiuitanusam™; USBOPHO NCTULAE;
Cicvari¢, 1910, str. 38), cMarpao je a je Mapkosuh dmo ,,aHapxucTa y Teopuju’, Koju je y
HO/IMTUYKO]j IPAKCH UIIAK 3aBPIINO Kao 0OMYHM dyprKoacky monmutudap (,perydnmka-
Hary; Cicvari¢, 1910, str. 21). Konauno, Jlatuuka ITeposuh, y >xe/pu fa neo paguxaaam
nokpet y Cpduju mpukaxke Kao aHTU3aIaJHN U aHTUMOogepHu3anujckn (Perovi¢, 1995;
1993; Bupietn Mojy KpuTuky y: Antonié, 2015b), rBpamnna je na je ,Cserosap Mapkosuh
(...) yremersro y Cpduju nmeonornjy HapogmhadKkor conyjannsma’, Koja je HacTama ,Ha-
cynpor (...) MICTOPUjCKOM MCKYCTBY 3aIlaIHOEBPOIICKUX Ap>KaBa“ I Kao ,peakmuja (...)
Ha rpabaHcko ApymTBO ¥ 3amagHoeBporckum gpxasama“ (Perovié, 1997, str. 454), na je
u caMm MapkoBuh HEKaKo 1CIIa0 aHTHEBPOIICKM, aHTU3AIAHIU I AaHTUMOEPHI3AIIVjCKI
mucmnan (yi. Perovié¢, 1995; 1993).

Hacynpot cBeMy TOMe, Y CPIICKOj APYLITBEHO] HAyLV, TOKOM CefaMIeCceTUX Io-
nuHa 20. Bexa, MpeoBIafiao je cras fia je Mapkosuh dmo mapkcucra. VIMmyic sa TakBo

* ,Hemoryhe je y nornyroctn pasymeru Mapkcos Katiuitiaz, a moceSHO 1eroBo IIpBO IOIIaBbe,
des mpoyuaBama 1 pasymeBatba Lene Xerenose Jloiuke. CXOFHO TOMe, HUjeaH MapKCICTa HUje
pasymeo Mapkca y npoTexux mona Beka“ (Lenjin, [1914] 1973/29, str. 162).
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IIpeBpeJHOBaIbe IONIAO0 je 13 monuTrke's, dynyhn ma cy ce CBeTosapese ujieje IOK/IONIE
ca 3BAHMYHUM UJICONIOLIKMAM CTaBOM O ,Pas/IM4YMTUM IyTeBUMa Y COLMjaIU3aM ™ 1 O ,,Ofl-
yMUpamy Ip)KaBe Kpo3 camoynpasbame’. Hajmaxure je dumo goxasarn ga je Mapkosuh
MapKcucTa y ekoHomuju (,,CBeTosap je He camo Hajdorbpy mosHaBanar I Toma Kaauitiana,
Hero 1 weros Hajdopu komenrarop® (Pili¢ Rakié, 1997, str. 363), anu ce TBpAWIO fa je 1
Ha JPYTUM II0/bUMA OH ,,010 MapKcuct cBor BpemeHa“ (Raskovi¢, 1977, str. 239; cmano
u: Damjanovi¢, 1971, str. 855; Humo, 1975, str. 20, 41, 247; Proki¢ & Prosi¢ 1975, str. 4;
Pili¢, 1977, str. 75; Nedeljkovi¢, 1975, str. 106, 112; Duki¢, 1976, str. 69; Stojkovi¢, 1977,
str. 149; Damjanovi¢, 1977, str. 703; Manasijevi¢, 1978, str. 124). Mapkosuh je npornanren
»IpBUM cprickuM MapkcuctoM” (Pisarek, 1974, str. 7; Humo, 1975, str. 245; Nedeljkovic,
1975, str. 19; bukic, 1976, str. 68, 75; Pisarek, 1977, str. 161), n1a je 4ak IIOHOCHO pe4eHO
na je ,,c genmom C. Mapkosuha (...) CpIICKM HapOJ y MapKcH3aM yKjIecao CBOT MapKCUCTY"
(Raskovi¢, 1977, str. 240).

HajySemmuBujn y mokasubamy fia je CeTosap 610 MapKcycTa 1o je mombeku ¢punosod
Xenpuk Incapek (Henryk Pisarek, 1932-2021), koju je xadunnrosao Ha Mapkosuhy y
BpomyraBy 1972. (rTammaHo kao: Pisarek, 1974; 1981). OH je ncLpIHIM ITperiefioM OHOTa
mto je Mapkosuh Hamucao yrBpano fa je Ceerozap Mapkosuh 3Hao 3a 18 MapkcoBux
PajioBa, 13 KOjUX je IIUTUPAO, UIU KOje je HEMOCPEJHO IIOMIbA0, OHOCHO fia je CBeTo3ap
Mapxosuh unrao ox Mapxkca, peunmo: Katiuitian tom I (1867), Manudgeciti Komyrnuciwiuuxe
uapiniuje (1848), Ipaharcku paiti y Ppanyyckoj (1871), Ocammaeciau Spumep JIyja Bonaiiapitie
(1852) n IIpunoi kpuitiuyu tionuimiuuxe exonomuje (1859), a ox Enrenca Ilonosxaj pagnuuxe
knace y Eninecxoj (1845) (Pisarek, 1974, str. 30-31). Victuna, CBeTo3ap Hitje MOrao fja Inta
oHe pagoBe Mapkca n Enrenca koju cy odjaspenn nocie merose cmptu (1875)". Amn, y
17 cBojux pagoBa 1 1ecT nucama, Mapkosuh je Mapkca momenyo 72 myTa, a OCpesHO
jomr 100 myTa — ykynHo 172 myTa. C gpyre nak crpaHe, YepHNIIEBCKOT je IIOMeHYo 57
myTa, fak/e Tpy myTa Mame. Mapkosuh je, jefHOCTaBHO, Billle HUTUPAO MU IOMUEHAO
camo I Tom Kastuitiana (83 myTa) Hero cBa fienia YepHUIIEBCKOT y3eTa 3ajefHo. ,Hujeguor
ayTopa Mapkosyh HIje TOMMKO ITyTa DUTUPAO Kao MapKca, 1 HujelaH paj HUje TaKo
CHA)XHO IIPUBJIAYNO beroBy NaxKiby Kao I rom Kauuimiana® (Pisarek, 1974, str. 31). OBaj
nosbcky G030 je Ha Kpajy 3ak/byuno Aa je CeeTosap ,,J0dpo mosHaBao pajose Mapkca
u Exrernca® u 1a je ,,lipeyseo off iJX HajBaXKHMja Haue/Ia COLMOJOLIKIUX, APYIITBEHOIIOIMN -
TUYKNX, COLVjIMCTIIKNX U eKOHOMCKuX Teopuja“ (Pisarek, 1974, str. 47).

16 Taxo je wian IJK CKJ n wian Casera depepaiyje, Moma Mapkosuh (1912-1992), y pecepary
Ha CBEYaHOj CeRHUIIN O cToropumbuiy cMpTu CBetozapa Mapxosuha, Ha KoapueBom HapogHOM
yHusepsurery, 10. mapta 1975, ucTakao za je ,,CBetosap Mapkosuh HeCyMIbIBO IIPBY MapKCUCTa
MeDy croBeHCKMM HapoaMMa“, ,IIpBI MapKCUCTA Ha jyTOCIOBEHCKOM IIO{Hed/bY U OCHMBAY MapK-
cu3Ma y JyrocaBuju, OffHOCHO ,IIpBM MapKCUCTa y UcTopuju connjammama y Cpduju‘. ,,Cerosap
Mapxkosuh je mpuxBaTIO HayYHM COLMja/NM3aM 1 OrpahuBao ce o yTONMjCKOr colyjanmusma’ mo-
cedHo je HarmameHo y oBoM pedepary (Markovi¢ M., 1975, str. 1).

7" Op MapkcoBux BaxHUjuX fena o cy: Katuitian, Tom 11 (1885) u Tom 111 (1894), Teopuje o suuixy
spegrociu (Haupt IV toma Kaauiniana; 1905-1910), Tese o Pojepdaxy (1888), Kpuitiuka Ioitickoi tipo-
ipama (1891), Hemauxa ugeonoiuja (1932), Exonomcko-gunosopcku pyxotucu (1932), a op Exrenca:
Antaugupuni (1877), Paseoj coyujanusma og yinoiuje go Hayke (1880), Ilopexno iiopoguue, ipusaiiire
ceojure u gprase (1884) n J/Iygeui DojepSax u kpaj knacuune nemauxe gunocogpuje (1886).
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Cseto3ap Mapkosuh B1coko je nenno Mapkca, 3oByhu ra ,,[ymaBoM (1o ymy) ga-
Hallllbe paflHMYKe IAPTHj€, MUCIMOLIEM IO KPajHOCTH JIOTUYHIM Y CBOjUM XETEOBCKUM
3aKOHMMa ApyuTBeHor passurka“ (Markovi¢ [1871] 1988/IX, str. 143), ,rmaBom® jenHe
»CTPOro Hay4He U ,KpUTHIKO-rcTopuyHe mkore“ (Markovié, [1872] 1988/IX, str. 28),
te uctuayhn ,uayunn pag Kapma Mapkca, Exnrernca u fpyrux“ u »1xoBa ,,TaqHa HaydHa
MCINTHBaMba‘, KOja Cy BPX ,,CyBpeMeHe Hay4He COLMjaIICTIYHE KIbJDKeBHOCU U ,,Cy-
BpeMeHe Teopuje connjamusma’ (Markovi¢, [1874] 1996/XI111, str. 97). MehyTum, y Bpeme
Csetosapa Mapkosuha Huje ce jour d110 pa3Bro JOKTPYHAPHY OFHOC ITpeMa MapKcy, Kao
y II mHTEepHALIMOHAMN, @ KAMOJIY WJJOJIONIOKIOHMYKY OIHOC, Kao y III maTepHanyonanmu,
WIN KaKaB je II0CT0ja0 Y 3BAaHNYHOM MapKCHU3MY-/Ie€BbUHU3MY CBe 0 OCaMIeCeTX TOiHa
20. Bexa. MapkoBuh je joI MOrao OIYILITEHO /ja HAIINIIIE: ,,Ja YIIOTped/baBaM u3pas ‘Couu-
jamucTa’ 3a CBe COLMjaINICTIYHE M KOMYHUCTIYHE 1IKorTe Oe3 pasnuke (Markovié, [1870]
1995/1V, str. 50), ok je camo 20 rogyHa KacHuje InexanoB cTporo mmcao: ,,OHaj Ko JaHac
TOBOPY O COLMjaIM3My — FOBOpU 0 MapKCOBY y4YeY, WM IIaK He TOBOPY HUIITA LITO O1
sacmyxuano naxmsy” (Plehanov, [1890] 1967, str. 70).

Y MapkosuheBo Bpeme dutn ,,MapKcucra“ u Hije 0110 HeKM HAPOUUTH UEHTUTET,
ma gak u Enresc jour 1890. craBpa ,MapKCUCTU “ IO 3HaKe HaBOAA — muinyhn o muma
BJIIIe IOJTYMPOHNYHO, Hero 0301pHO (Engels, [1890] 1979/44, str. 406). CBeTo3ap je
jemHOCTAaBHO OO ,,COLMjaINCTA’, @ TAKO CY I'a BUAE/N I HerOBI CaBPeMEeHUIIN, IPIUCTa-
JMLe ¥ IPOTUBHMIY, CyHapomHuy u crpanny (Perovic, 1985, str. 31, 167). Ila n mocie
eroBe CMPTH, GPAHIYCKI COLMjaIUCTH Cy Ayro Mapkosuha cMarpanu conumjanmncrom,
He HMKakBuM MapkcrcToM (D’Hondt, 1977), Te peunmo benoa Manou (Benoit Malon,
1841-1893), xaga ommupHo nuiie o Mapkosuhy, yoIite He HaTa3! 3a CXO[HO fia Y O1I0
KOM KOHTeKCTY oMeHe Mapkca 1 meros ytuiaj (Malon, [1888] 1996). Mu nanac, nmnaxk,
Caerosapa Mapkosnha c1080ZHO MOXKeMO CBPCTAaTH Y MapKCICTe, jep je Mehy Buitie cojea
IErOBe MIC/IM OHAj KOjU je HacTao IOf, yTuiajeM Mapkca Haju3paKeHjn.

A, CBeTo3ap Hyije d110 JOKTPUHAP, KOjI Ce IP)KI jefiHe Teopije, jeqHOr mpasLa, Beh
je mpUXBaTao CBe LITO MY je IIOMArajo jja do/be pa3yMe CBET OKO cede VI OCMUCIN IEerOBY
nonpasky. OH je y ToMe 010 cM4aH yIpaBo Mapkcy, KOji je I caM CaMOyBepeHO KOM-
OMHOBAO TAKO pas/INYUTEe TeOpHje Kao IITO CY, PelyMO, HeMadka KJIacudHa Gprmos3oduja
u OpMTaHCKa TIONMMTIYKA eKOHOMMja. 3aTo Koj Mapkosuha youaamo YepHuImeBCKoT 1
Mapxkca, Muna u Ilpynona, IlIsajiapcky u Cpdujy, Buecnojuoct xojy he Heku fja Bupie
Bue kao eknexrunusam (Jovanovié, [1903] 1932, str. 70-72, 83-85; Prodanovié, 1961,
str. 3; McClellan, 1964, str. 122; Slovi¢, 1977, str. 162-163), a [pyru BuIlIe KaO0 CUHTE3Y
(Stojkovi¢, 1997, str. 130; Putyatina, 2010, str. 26) — mpu uemy kog Mapkosuha 3aucra nma
MHOTO TOT'a OPUTVHAIHOT 1 KpeatnHOr'®. Mnak, y mpasy je d1o Hophe Tacuh (1892-1943),

'8 Mapkosuh ce oremyje Kao ,,OpUIMHaIaH MUCIMIALL, KOjH je MIIao 3a MapKcoM, ajiu je u ca-

MOCTaJ/IHO pelaBao OHe IpodjeMe Koju Cy ce Tpef wera nocraspamn’ (Lukié, 1977, str. 3), mok ce
3a IETOBY MICA0 KaKe JIa je ,,OpUTMHATHA Teopyja PYCKO-CPIICKOT (HapOfjkbadyKor) colujanmmsma’
(Karasev, [1983] 1991, str. 19, 21). OH je 3acTYIHUK ,,cTBapanadyke MapKcoBe MUCIN U PeACTaB-
HMUK ,,ay TOXTOHOT, CIlelnMYHOT U OPUTHMHATHOT Pa3BUTKA COMjamucTIIKe Myucau y Cpduju®
(Nedeljkovi¢, 1975, str. 11, 13). ,,OpuruHamHOCT, CAMOCTaJIHOCT ¥ peajmsaM y pacyhusawy Mapkosuh
je, cBaKaxo, fokasao” (Manasijevi¢, 1978, str. 125). ,,CBetosap Mapkosuh je ciliéapanauxu Mmapkcucii
(n3BopHO ucTname; Stojkovic, 1997, str. 128), npu yemy je ,,Tui opurnHanHoctu MapkosuheBux
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Kaga je 3a CBeTo3apa pekao #a ra nogceha ma JKana JKopeca (Jean Jaures, 1859-1914)
(Tasi¢, 1938, str. 251), ,,XeTepOOKCHOT MapKCUCTY KOjU je OBOaL0 KOHIIENT JUKTaType
HpoJeTapujaTa 1 IOKyIIA0 fia IIOMMPY ieMOKpaTujy u knacHy dopdy“ (Sévillia, 2013, str.
376; HaB. y: Jean Jaures, 2025). Mapkosuh jecTe d1o xeifiepogokcHu mMapKcuctia, Koju je —
TIOTOTOBO y OFHOCY Ha emMHN3aM (B. Antoni¢, 2022a, str. 11-56) - opdujao dezodanny
YHOTpedy peBONyIMOHaPHOT HacK/ba.

»Ja He CXBaTaM 11 He MOTY HUKaJ] /la CXBATUM OHE COLMja/IICTe, KOjJ MICIIE ia YTBP-
ze conmjamsam — dajonetnmal (...) To cy kao u onu mudepany, Kojuma Tpeda JUKTaTypa
Ia yTBpAe c1odoxy. Ja He BeUM Jja TUPaHUjy He Tpeda odapaTu CUIOM, CaMo BeIUM Ja
ce (...) cuIa MOXKe YIIOTpedUTH caMo Ha Heraluujy, Ha odaparme CTapor JpyIiTBa, ajn
opraHmusalja HOBOT [PYIITBA He MOXe Ce OCTBAPUTU HACU/beM, IPOTUB Bojbe Behuue“
(Markovi¢, [1872] 1997/X1V, str. 221-222; ym. 239).

Koxn Mapkosuha, yomiuTe, Ha/la3uMO MHOT'O Off OHOT HajOo/beT U3 ,,JleMOKPATCKOT,
cnodopapckor n xymanor counjamsma‘“ (Cosié, 1971, str. 238). ,,Mapkosuh je cBe ouexu-
Bao off ciodopHor ydehusarma, HumTa off yoTpede cute’, IPU3HABAO je U BerOB BEIUKI
kputnyap, Crnodopnan Joanosuh (1932, str. 83). ,Hurme ce y MapkoBuhesom xuBoty
WIM Y HEeTOBUM Je/IMMa He BUYI HU PeTUTMO3HM, HY TIOMUTIYKM, HU OMJIO KaKaB pyru
¢anarusam” (McClellan, 1997, str. 236). ,Mp3eo je Hacu/be 1 eTHIUKE Mp)XKibe 1 ocybusao
je oHe koju cy dunu cupemHun fa dajoneTnMa 3aseny connjanusam (McClellan, 1997, str.
237). Buo je, ucToBpeMeHO, 0dap YOBEK I BE/IMKI MHTENEKTyasIall, a TO Ia je 1 cadyBao
off dumo KaKBOT IIPOIMOBefjaha HacKba. 3a mera je Muxanno Mapkosuh (1923-2010)
Jerno pekao: ,OH ce 3a BiIle I71aBa Y3BUCHO U3HAJ, CBUX CPIICKMX MHTEIEKTyalala CBOT
Bpemena“ (Markovi¢, 1997, str. 53). A ABpo Xymo (1914-1983) kasao je jout nerure: ,,bio
je ynopas y cBojoj dopdu kao [Ipomerej, a CKpOMaH 11 jeTHOCTaBaH Kao U CBY MCTUHCKY
BenuKky jbynu. To je d1o HajcMesnyju, HajEIAPOBUTH)U U HAjOIITPOYMHU)U YOBjeK CBOje
enoxe y Cpduju“ (Humo, 1975, str. 51-52).

CBETO3APEBO 3ABEHITAILE

Croroguursmuija cmptu CBerosapa Mapkosuha, 10. mapra 1975, odenexxeHa je
Ha HajBMIIeM HUBOY. IIpe IOHe Cy Ipef| BeroBy CIIOMEeH-OMCTY, KO, YHMBEP3UTETCKe
Sdudnnorexe y Beorpany, monoxxeun Benun Ipegcegunmraa CP Cpduje, Perrydnuuxe
koupepennnje CCPH, Ckynmrune CP Cpduje, V3Bpunor komnrera I[Tpefgcennumraa
LIK CK Cpduje, Vsspunor seha Cpduje, rpasa Beorpasa, kao u MHOTOdpojHMX LIKOTIA
u npexyseha kxoju cy Hocumu weroso nme. ITonopHe je y VIHAycTpuju no/bonpuBpesHmnx
MallliHa ,,3Maj“ y 3eMyHy ancamdn Hapopnor nosopuinta 13 beorpasia nsseo mpemiujepy
cueHckor nprkasa cyhema Ceerosapy Mapkosuhy. Yseue je, Ha KomapueBom HapogHOM

CXBaTamwa CPOJaH OPUIMHATTHOCTH y4yerma Mapkca u Enrenca® (Stojkovi¢, 1997, str. 135). ,,Hukana
HIfje IOCTYIa0 JOKTPUHEPCKY, HETO je YBeK MOKa3MBao M3BaHPENHY CIIOCOOHOCT ja CTBapaIauKy
¥ HEOPTOJIOKCHO TIpuMeHn MapkcoBo yueme* (Zunjié, 2014, str. 190). Konuko je Menn nosHaro,
MapxkoBuhy cy OpurinHaIHOCT USPUYUTO ofpuLany camo JosaHosuh [1903] 1932, str. 62, 251-252
u Lunsapuh, 1910, str. 9-10.
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YHUBEP3UTETY, OfpKaHa CBE€YaHa aKafleMIja K0joj Cy IIPUCYCTBOBAIE MCTAKHYTE IMIHOCTI
APYLITBEHO-IIO/IMTIYKOL XXMBOTa: HoTnpencentuk Ipencenrymrsa COP]J Iletap Cramdomih,
npepcenauk CkynmTiae COP] Kupo Imuropos, npencennuk CaBesHe KoHpepeHLnje
CCPH]J yman ITerposuh lane, npencenuux Ipencenunmrsa CP Cpduje dparocias
Mapxkosnh, npegcepank IJK CK Cpduje Tuxomup Bramkammh, npegcepank Ckymmrnae
CP Cpduje JKusan Bacwpesuh, uran [Tpencegunmrsa COPJ CreBan Jopomwck, YiaH
IMpencepunmraa LIK CKJ u unan Ipenceguanmraa COP] Gagum Xoia, yian V3spurHor
komureTa [Ipencennnmraa CK] Amn Hlykpuja, mpencenuuk [Tpencennnmrsa CAII Kocoa
[TaBup Humanu n Ipencepuux Ipencenuumrrsa CAII Bojsoanue Pagosan Brajkosuh
(V.V. & M. K, 1975, str. 1).

IToma Bexa molHMje, cacByM apyra cmka. Cetosapa Mapkosuha roToBo BUIIIe HIKO [
1 He toMuse. Ipayy CBeTo3apeBo, Koju je Me JodKO Y YacT crorofuiumuie Mapkosuhesor
pobema (1946), oxy 1992. ronnHe IOHOBO Ce 30Be JaropuHa. V13 HasuBa YHuBepsurera y
KparyjeBuy ,,Cetosap Mapkosuh® (o 1975) yxinomeno je Cerosapeso ume (1992).
Hajsumra Harpaga Yapyskera HoBuaapa Cpduje ,,Cerozap Mapkosuh®, ycraHos/bena 1967,
ykuHyTa je 2001. roguHe. BeyHa BaTpa, Ha CIOMEHNUKY ,,TydOHOIIe cormjanmmama y Cpduju
u Ha BajkaHy", Koja je ropena y Jarogusu, oiaBHo je yrauieHa. CBeTo3apa ce II0BpeMeHO
cehajy jOII caMO Ma/IMIMO3HM KYITyp-Tperepy uHeep3Hoi Hayuonanusma (B. Antonic, 2025),
Har/IalaBajyhu fia je, HaBofHO, ,,0M0 IIPBU Koju je yrnoTpeduo uspas ‘Bemnxa Cpduja™ y
CB0jOj KPUTHLN ,,BeIMKOCPIICKe monnTrke Kuesa Muxajma“ (Coli¢, 2020).

Cawmo je Cpricka ImpaBoc/IaBHa IIpkBa, 10. Mmapra 2025, Ha rpafcKoM Ipodiby y Jaropyauy,
opp>kaa nmapacroc Cerozapy Mapkosuhy. JarogyMHCKO CBELITEHCTBO ,[IOMOJINIIO Ce 3a
II0KOj yle cyxuTeba boxujer Ceerosapa“ (GJ, 2025). ToMm npyInKoM, BeHall Ha IPod
OBOT 29-romuirmer MIaguha momoxmIa je pupexkTopka IMMHasuje y Jaroguny, mKosne
Koja je 3agpyxana CBeTosapeso uMe. [Ipyru BeHal je moctasuia gupekTopka Kynarypaor
LieHTpa JarofuHa, ycTaHOBe Koja je Takobe cauyBana Ha3us ,,CBeTosap Mapkosuh®
OBaj mapacroc ofpkaBa ce o 2023. rofuHe, Ha MHULIMjaTUBY TAMOLIEET TMMHA3MjCKOT
Bepoyuntempa (Urosevié, 2023). ITopoguanu rpod Mapkosuha odHOBMMN Cy 4IaHOBK
jarOMHCKOT yapYyXemwa ,Ocmodommal’, Koju pajie  Ha JUTUTAIN3ALU TUTEPAType O
Caetosapy (Gligorijevi¢, 2025).

IMocTconujanucTake BracTu 3adopasuie cy CBeTosapa, au Kako BUJUMO, He
u Hapoyp. [TocedHo je neno nomupemwe Mapkosuha u Ilpkse. CBeTo3ap je monmsaH Kao
xpumrhauns. ,,Fberosa mopoamnija ra je Hayumua fia 4uTa, a KAKBO je MITHBO IOCTOjANI0
y To moda y Cpduju ocum npkeeHe muteparype? [Ipucmyxmusao je y onrapy, nepao je y
LIPKBEHOM XODY, Y IIKO/M j€ YIMO BEPOHAYKY, KUTHja CBETAlla, CBETY JINTYPIUjy U UCTO-
pujy Cprcke npasociasre 1pkse” (McClellan, 1997, str. 237; merosu ussopu cy: Skerli¢,
1910, str. 4; Markovi¢, [1868] 1987/1, str. 110-132). Vnaxk, kaja je ogpactao, Mapkosuh
ce U3jallllbaBao Kao aTelcTa. ,OH je TBpAMO #a je ogdaumo Bepy jour Ha Bemkoj mxomu y
Beorpany* (1863-1866; McClellan, 1997, str. 234), ma je — 0CuM MHOTUX EeTOBUX HAINCA
IPOTHB penruje — 3ade/Ie’keHo Ia Hije CKUIA0 HY KalIly Y IIPUCYCTBY BepcKe IOBOPKe
(McClellan, 1964, str. 194).

Mebytum, HeHagaHo maBmy y Tpcry y moctepy (1875), a He 3Hajyhm koMe ma ce
odpari, MapkoBuh je Ioc/ao mo TaMoIIker CPIICKOT IPABOCIABHOT CBELITEHNKA. hHakoH
Boromyd Tanmonapcku mpedanimo ra je 13 xoTencke code y domuuuy n odumasuo ra o
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TIOCTIEIIbET aHa. ,, hakoH TomoHapcku mpesicTasbao je LIpkBy 1 y n3secHoj Mepu Mapkosuh
je CBaKaKo HaIlTao yTexy y meropoM npucycTsy. IlITo ce Tirye Cpricke mpaBociaBHe I[PKBe,
Mapxkosuh je ympo kao xpuurthanuu® (McClellan, 1997, str. 232).

3aro cy okonmHocTH Mapkosuhese cMpTit y30yuie jaBHOCT.

»CpOu cy cMaTpau mokajame OIyJHOT CYHA Ha CAMPTHOM OJPY YY[OM, He Be/N-
KVIM YyJIOM aJIii JlajIleKo off Masior. M kajia cy 4y jia ce Ha campty CBertosap Mapkosuh
Bparyo CpIICKoj IPaBOCIABHO] LIPKBM, BepHuLM y Cpduju ¢y ce KpCTHIM Y MBI YYLLY.
OBa BecT je mopasnia CpIICKe MHTEIEKTYallle U 13a3Baja je HelarofHoCT y buMa. Kao
n duorpadm Cserosapa Mapkosuha, 1 OHM Cy cMaTpasy fia je OBO y CyIPOTHOCTH C
HErOBUM KapaKTePOM Y Jia IIPefICTaB/ba Clad/berbe Bojbe IOJ yTuIlajeM do/ia U cTpaxa.
A meroBU HellpujaTe/by, KOju Cy Oun CIIpeMHU a UCMejy IeroBy cMpT, 3ahyTamm cy“
(McClellan, 1997, str. 234).

He cmemo 3adopasutu Cetosapa. [IuBHO je mTo je ypenHUTBO CoyUtonouxoi
iipeinega OQIyIUIO Aa IPUPENU TeMart 3a CTollefieceTorofuimuiy Mapkosuhese cMpTiL.
A, 0BO Hallle oderexxaBarbe He O CMeJIO [ Ce CBeie Ha: M3BafI/IIN CMO I'a U3 rpoda, mo-
UTpaJI Ce, I1a ra Bpatwin. [IBe cTBapu ducMo Mopainu jol fa ypagumo. I1pBo, fa Harpamy
CpIICKOT COLVIOTIOMIKOT APYIITBA 38 HajOO/bM JOKTOPAT U3 COLIMOJIOrHje Ha30BEMO 110 OBOM
HallleM Be/IMKoM Maanhy us npernpouutor Beka. V apyro, a 00HOBMMO pacIpasy o Apy-
LITBEHOM JI133jHY, KOja je HeKaJia IOMMHMPasa CPIICKOM COLMONIOTHjOM, a CaJf Cé TOTOBO
cacBuM usryduna (8. Antonié, 2022b). Ilutame HOBUX (OpMU HELIOCPeHE TeMOKpaTuje
IOCTaBIUIA je, Y IIPOTEK/INX JleCeTaK Mecelln, CaMa CTBApPHOCT, @ CPIICKA COLIMOMOTHja O
toMe Beh JeneHnjama Kao a HeMa IITa fia Kaxke (u3yseTak je Zecevié, 2019, str. 183-186).

ITpe Hekux 13 roguna npocdecop lyrosuh je cacBum TauHO yKaszao Ha TO ja je
Csertosap Mapkosuh npasu ,,otar cpiicke coruonoruje®. ,Bepyjem ma npuxsararme 0BOT
‘OUMHCTBA), OTK/IAlbaheM jeIHe MHTE/IEKTya/IHe HelIPaBJie, CPIICKOj COLVOMONIKO] daIiTHM
U 3ajeqHUIM He Ou HUIITA Hay#mIo ', Hamucao je [lytosuh (Sutovié, 2012, str. 111). Mu ¢
TaKBMM OL[eM MOXKEMO €aMo Jia ce JUInMo. Anu, fa 1 O U OH O10 IIOHOCAH Ha Hac, TO
je Beh cacBuM fipyro nurame.
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(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: Svetozar Markovi¢ (1846-1875) lived in Switzerland in 1869-1870 and dur-
ing that time he became acquainted with the Swiss system of direct democracy, especially
in the canton of Zurich. There was also a strong tradition of municipal self-government in
Serbia, which was based on municipal assemblies, as a form of direct democracy. Markovi¢
wanted to reform Serbia into an association of self-governing counties, following the Swiss
model. In the second step, according to Markovic’s idea, the counties and the association
itself would gradually begin to take on a socialist character. After the Paris Commune
(1871), when Marx also accepted the idea of communalism, and especially when he agreed
with the idea of a “Russian” path to socialism — with a reliance on the traditional village
commune - the positions of Markovi¢ and Marx became completely close. Therefore,
Markovi¢ can also be quite freely classified as a Marxist. However, since he was explicitly
in favour of a democratic path to socialism (in phase two), Markovi¢ can be assessed as a
Marxist-democrat.

Keywords: communalism, direct democracy, Marxism, Russian populists, different
paths to socialism

Svetozar Markovi¢ (1846-1875) was considered almost a saint by his followers for a
certain period of time after his death. On Good Thursday 1866, Markovi¢ had to have a
tooth extracted. His tooth was taken by Pavle (Paja) Mihailovi¢ (1845-1915) who kept it
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carefully until the time he felt his own death was close. Then he asked Dragi$a Lapcevi¢
(1867-1939) to take and keep Svetozar’s tooth (Lapcevic, 1922, p. 88).

Lapcevi¢ died just before the war that devastated Serbia and that is how the tooth
must have been lost. Nevertheless, for my generation - and I enrolled the grammar school
in 1974 - Markovi¢ was one of the symbols of the order we considered extremely bureau-
cratized and infinitely tedious. Of course, Markovi¢ was mentioned both in the grammar
school and at university, but none of us actually read him. But, at the end of the 1980s,
when Slobodan Jovanovi¢ (1869-1958) was finally “permitted” and we saw what he wrote
about Svetozar Markovi¢ - for example, “in his writings it difficult to find a single idea
that was obtained not through reading but through independent thinking and observation”
(Jovanovi¢, [1903] 1932, p. 252) - all out biases about Svetozar were fully strengthened.

However, good books always find their way. In a bookshop, I came across a phototype
edition of Markovic’s Serbia in the East (1872), printed by Gradina from Nis on the occasion of
the centenary of the first publication of the book. The price was negligible and I immediately
liked the archaic language and font, so I bought the book. At the time, I was finishing my
master’s thesis and had no intention of reading Markovi¢, but when I began, I simply could
not stop. Indeed, the book “had a magic effect on all those being in touch with it” (Spasi¢,
1997, p. 255) and I immediately put it on the top of my favourite sociological literature list.

Subsequently, I read Svetozar even more carefully and systematically while writing
entries for our collective monograph about Serbia 1903-1914 (Antoni¢, 2015a; 2015b).
Since then, whenever I speak to my students about the age when talented twenty-year-old
ones were able to write masterpieces — because they did not waste time browsing nonsense
and playing games on the internet - in addition to the wonderful book Modern Germany
(1912) written by Mirko Kosi¢ (1892-1956) when he was only 20, I always mention the
magnificent book Serbia in the East written by Markovi¢ when he was only 26.

These 150 years since Svetozar Markovi¢’s death is an excellent occasion for my
generation to say something about him as well because - as it has been properly noted -
“every generation of Serbian intellectuals could not help expressing own attitudes about his
ideas” (Mili¢, 1985, p. 31) and “every generation has felt the need to re-interpret Svetozar
Markovi¢ in its own manner” (Perovi¢, 1985, p. 9).

Let us see to what extent Markovic is a living thinker for today’s Serbian sociology.

SVETOZAR IN SWITZERLAND

When speaking about the influences under which Markovi¢ formed his ideas, the
usually mentioned thinkers are N. G. Chernyshevskii (1828-1889) and Karl Marx (1818-
1883), and the Paris Commune (1871) and the multi-stage Serbian Revolution (1804-1833)
among major historical events. However, there is a layer of Svetozar’s intellectual experience
which is quite relevant for his final political attitude, but insufficiently emphasized. That
is the Swiss direct democracy system Markovi¢ became acquainted with during his stay in
this country (1869-1870).

It is extremely unusual to what extent this layer of his formative experience has been
neglected in our literature. For example, when Latinka Perovi¢ (1933-2022), in her meticulous
book about this thinker considers “what the stay in Switzerland meant for the development
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of Svetozar Markovi¢’s ideas” (Perovi¢, 1985, p. 183), she reports exclusively about his
work in the First International and his ideological conflicts with Bakunin (Perovi¢, 1985,
pp. 178-191). Other authors also mention Switzerland merely as a place where Markovi¢
“began studying Marxism more thoroughly” (Pisarek, 1974, p. 30; similarly, also: Vuleti¢,
1964a, p. 44; Slovi¢, 1977, p. 10), or where “he shifted to the positions of scientific Marxism
under the influence of the Marxist literature” (Pisarek, 1974, p. 15; similarly, also: Humo,
1975, p. 20). Moreover, since Serbian students studying in Zurich mostly returned home
as fierce socialists — “Zurich poisons” (Zujovi¢, [1922] 1996a, p. 246) — and that is why the
riots in Kragujevac in 1876 (“The Red Banner”) were described as follows: “During those
days, Kragujevac resembled Zurich, as a camp of contemporary Western revolutionaries,
since the most prominent ones had come exactly from Zurich” (Zivanovi¢, 1924, p. 134),
Switzerland was mainly described as the country in which Svetozar Markovi¢ became totally
afflicted by socialist activism (e.g., Putyatina, 2010, p. 23).

However, Markovi¢ did not leave Russia, where he had studied for the previous three
years, for Switzerland only to be at the intersection of German and French socialist literature’.
It happened also because Switzerland was famous as a “laboratory of European democracy”
(Skerli¢, 1910, p. 23). In fact, “at that time, Switzerland was the only free country on the
continent’, according to Jovan Skerli¢ (1877-1914) or, more precisely, “the only republic
in Europe, which set an example of how a free nation can govern itself” (Skerli¢, 1910, p.
22). Skerli¢ quotes Victor Hugo (1802-1885) who in The Legend of the Ages (Légende des
siécles, 1859) says that Switzerland ,, among dark nations lights its candle at night” (Skerli¢,
1910, p. 23). During the period of Markovi¢ studies in St. Petersburg (1865-1869), Zastava
(Flag) by Svetozar Mileti¢ (1826-1901) published an article entitled “From a Letter from a
Serb in Switzerland” (Anonymous, 1866). This is how Switzerland is described in it:

» May you be blessed, land of freedom, where no one has to be a slave to anyone’s
whims; receive me, a stranger, into your holy bosom, so that my soul may rest a little from
heavy sorrows.! As much as Switzerland illuminates you with its beautiful, serious-lovely
smiling nature, it takes you even more by its simple, God-given freedom!” (Anonymous,
1866, p. 3).

Writing about his father, an outstanding liberal and democrat Vladimir Jovanovi¢
(1833-1922), Slobodan Jovanovi¢ (1869-1958) says that Switzerland — where Vladimir
lived from 1864 to 1866 — “was the realization of the ideal democracy written about by the
18™-century philosophers: the country of work and savings, freedom and order, with no police
restrictions, but with a strong moral discipline — a democracy maintained by the virtues of
its citizens, just as a religious order” (Jovanovié, S., [1948] 1991, p. 113). In Geneva, Vladimir
Jovanovi¢ founded Liberty (La liberte, 1864-1865; subsequently Serbian Liberty, or La liberte
serbe, 1865-1866), a bilingual journal in Serbian and French, in which he emphasizes that in
Switzerland ,,the nation governs itself” and that “in those free states, everything thrives and
all sorts of blessings exist widely” (Jovanovi¢, V. ed., 1864, p. 6). In his well-known Political
Dictionary (1870-1873), he speaks about Swiss democracy with admiration:

> This country is situated “at the border of two great nations, French and German, which encounter

in Switzerland”, so that the main literary and other tendencies in both great European languages were
felt exactly there (Zivanovi¢, 1924, p. 118).
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»In Switzerland, the whole nation elects those who will work in its name and on its
behalf, and decides with its own vote about everything concerning the fundamental prin-
ciples of the state order, e.g., the question of the constitution” (Jovanovi¢, V., 1873, p. 645).

Having explained that the concept of the “citizen” in modern times first appeared in
Switzerland (Jovanovi¢, V., 1873, p. 661), Vladimir points out that Switzerland is the only
country in which the elements of “pure democracy” still exist, and that is exactly direct
democracy (Ibid., p. 717).

»Today’s republics Switzerland were all pure democracies in the beginning. Moreover,
the cantons of Uri*, Unterwalden®, Appenzell® and Glarus today still do not have repre-
sentatives entitled to work in the name of the people. There, the people, gathered in the
assembly (Landsgemeinde) executes the highest sovereign and legislative power over itself”
(Jovanovi¢, V., 1873, p. 718).

In that respect, Vladimir Jovanovi¢ particularly emphasized the canton of Zurich
where, according to Article 30 of the Cantonal Constitution, “the people, twice a year, in
spring and autumn, vote about the legislative acts of the cantonal assembly”, i.e., confirm
or revoke all the laws and other similar acts (Ibid., p. 721). That is why he writes that “the
republican associations of Switzerland and America are a living hope of democracy” (Ibid.,
p. 722). Vladimir Jovanovi¢ was Svetozar Markovi¢s political teacher and idol (see Antoni¢,
2015a, pp. 39-40) until around 1869, when Svetozar transited to socialist positions; but the
first Serbia socialist, Zivojin Zujovi¢ (1838-1870), loved Switzerland as the only European
republic (Zujovié. J. [1922] 1996a, p. 246).

The admiration of the Serbs for Switzerland and its order - as a “country of freedom”
(Vuleti¢, 1964a, p. 40), “a free and democratic republic” (Prodanovi¢, 1961, p. 12), “the centre
of democratic Europe of the time” (Dubovac, 1985, p. 9) and “the only democratic political
oasis in Europe” (Slovi¢, 1977, p. 9) — was so great that in 1879, only four years after the
Czech edition, Belgrade saw the publication of the book by Cenék Hevera (1836-1896),
Switzerland: Its Constitution, Government and Its Self-Government (Svycarsko, jeho tistava,
jeho vidda, jeho samosprava, 1875). As early as 1910, the socialist Krsta Cicvari¢ (1879-1944)
wrote that “the Swiss republic is the most democratic state in the world” (Cicvari¢, 1910, p.
35), while similar enthusiasm regarding this country was also expressed by Bulgarian and
Macedonian socialists (Zujovi¢, [1925] 1996b, p. 20; Zografski, 1977, p. 560). “Switzerland
as such, a free and democratic republic, also attracted Svetozar Markovi¢. He came there to
find both personal safety and political education, as well as to see how a democracy lives
and evolves in practice’, Skerli¢ wrote (Skerli¢, 1910, pp. 23-24).

In St. Petersburg, Markovi¢ had become the follower of Chernyshevskii but, unlike
Slavophiles (see Antoni¢, 2023, pp. 75-129), “Chernyshevskii was always the fiercest

*  The original writing in parentheses is by the author of this paper.

> Today divided into Obwalden and Nidwalden.

¢ Today divided into Appenzell Ausserrhoden and Appenzell Innerrhoden.

Hevera, a Czech economist and democrat, was in Switzerland in 1871; his book was translated by
Kosta Tausanovi¢ (1854-1902), a Serbian journalist and economist who learnt Czech while studying
agriculture and veterinary medicine in the Czech town of Tabor. During school breaks, he travelled
around Switzerland and gained respect and admiration for this country.

7

1222



Socioloski pregled | Sociological Review, vol. LIX (2025), no. 4, pp. 1199-1246

Westerner” (Plehanov, [1890] 1967, p. 110). He mocked “Slavophiles, who have such a
particular view of the matters that, regardless of what garbage dump they are looking at, all
of our (Russian — added by the author) garbage seems to them extraordinary and extremely
suitable for reviving dying Europe” (Chernyshevskii, [1861] 1950/7, p. 663). In his article
“The Russian People and Socialism” (1851), A. . Herzen (1812-1870) claimed that West
Europe, like Ancient Rome, is decadent and used, unable to take humanity to socialism,
while the Russians have the role of barbarians who will, owing to their archaic institutions
- such as the Russian patriarchal municipality - create a new, socialist civilization (Herzen,
[1851] 1956). In contrast, Chernyshevskii recognized the importance of the Russian village
municipality for socialism, but, in his reply to Herzen, he rejected the idea that Western
Europe, on its path to socialism, would take anything from Russians (Chernyshevskii, [1861]
1950/7, p. 664). Both Europe and Russia have their own paths, according to Chernyshevskii,
whereas Russia’s advantage is only in the fact that it may directly enter socialism by merg-
ing Western technology and well-developed institutions with common property and with
reciprocity that were preserved in the Russian rural commune (Ibid., p. 662).

Thus, studying Western institutions was quite desirable for Russian populist socialists
and Markovi¢ arrived in Switzerland completely open for that sort of experience. In fact,
Herman Greulich (1842-1925), the head in the Zurich section of the First International
(joined by Markovi¢ in autumn 1869), noticed that Svetozar “was actively interested in
the Swiss order as the one he would like to explore in order to enable himself for tasks he
intended to perform in his country” (Greulich, 1942, pp. 52-53; according to: Kazimirovi¢,
1997, pp. 317-318). As a matter of fact, Markovi¢ used his entire stay in Switzerland for
reading the most recent socialist/Marxist literature, for acquiring activist experience in the
First International and for observing the work of the Swiss democratic institutions. He did
not even study any longer: “He enrolled the Polytechnic Academy there without intending
to complete his studies” (Humo, 1975, p. 20); he did not pass any exams (Kazimirovi¢,
1997, p. 316); “Markovi¢’s name is not mentioned in the printed report of the Polytechnic
Academy for the academic 1869/70 year” (Durkovi¢-Jaksi¢, [1983] 1991, p. 168), and he
formally left the Polytechnic Academy even before losing his scholarship (Zimmermann,
[1983] 1991, p. 166)%. As it turned out, Markovi¢ did not go to Switzerland to continue
his studies but to escape from St. Petersburg after the arrest of the members of an illegal
youth group (Smorgon Academy) to which he belonged (Karasev, 1953, p. 359; 1977, p.
166; Vuleti¢, 1964b, pp. 41-42). Svetozar arrived in Switzerland in order to build himself
completely as a truly modern European socialist.

8 In fact, Minister Dimitrije Mati¢ (1821-1884) wrote to Svetozar Markovi¢, asking him to make

a simple statement and thus keep his scholarship. Minister Mati¢ told him that the government had
mentioned Svetozar as the author of the notorious article (“Serbian Deceptions”, 1869), but that he had
defended him, and that is why now he is only asking Markovi¢ to get the confirmation of that belief.
It was enough for Svetozar to make a denial - for example, just like he had denied his membership
in the First International “for tactical reasons” - and to keep his scholarship in this way (Zivanovic,
1924, pp. 119-120). Markovi¢ obviously lost his scholarship not because of repression but because
he no longer wanted to study, having firmly opted for politics and journalism.
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MARKOVIC ABOUT SWISS DEMOCRACY

he research itself of the Swiss system by Markovi¢ has three roots. The first one’ is
the centuries-old Serbian tradition of municipal (village) self-government, which persisted
even under Turkish rule, while from the 18" century it also assumed added self-govern-
ing layers of the knez (county) and nahiyah (district) self-government (Guzina, 1955, pp.
viii-xv; 37-62; 136; Antoni¢, 2015a, p. 41). The second root is the importance ascribed by
Chernyshevskii, as we have already seen, to the Russian village municipality in the con-
struction of specific, Russian socialism (Chernyshevskii, [1857] 1948/4, pp. 341-342; [1858]
1950/5, pp. 362-363; 377-378; 384-389). The third root is the search for a state model of
resolving the national question in ethically mixed areas — such as the Balkan countries in
the 19 century. Very few Serbian authors observe this important “Swiss” layer of Markovi¢’s
political theory. As we have already said, the majority does not even mention it, several of
them take it into account in one and a half sentence (Guzina, 1977, p. 575; Dubovac, 1985,
p. 12; Committee, 1987, p. xi) or a passage (Humo, 1975, p. 20), while the only Serbian
author who dedicates slightly more attention to it is Dimitrije Prodanovi¢ (1924-2013)
who got his PhD title on Svetozar’s concept of the state with the mentors Radomir Luki¢
(1914-1999), Jovan Dordevi¢ (1908-1989) and Mihailo Puri¢ (1925-2011) (Prodanovié,
1961; the part dedicated to Switzerland on pp. 12-16).

Prodanovi¢ correctly observes that “what, during Markovi¢’s stay in Switzerland,
indisputably had a particular influence on the formation of his attitude about the manner
of organizing the state, is exactly the organization of the Swiss federation, i.e., its cantons”
(Prodanovi¢, 1961, p. 13). He explains that “while during his stay in Russia (...) he created
his (...) theoretical perception of the state (...), during his stay in Switzerland Markovi¢
supplemented this understanding by also observing the functioning of its democratic state
mechanism in practice” (Ibid.). What distinguished Switzerland from all other countries
was not only the fact that there was no system of divided power, i.e., all power belonged to
the assembly elected by universal suffrage (in the house of commons, one representative
per 20,000 voters), but also the people’s right to a referendum about every law or regulation
in case it was requested by 30,000 voters or eight (out of twenty-two) cantons (which was a
condition relatively easy to meet; Article 89 of the Constitution from 1848; Hevera, 1879,
p. 28). In the canton of Zurich, in which Markovi¢ resided during his stay in Switzerland
and the order of which he reviewed most frequently in his works, voters directly elected
cantonal, county and municipal government in their assemblies, as well as district and
county judges; the people confirmed cantonal laws and regulations in a referendum (Hevera,
1879, p. 39), while 5,000 voters were sufficient for calling a referendum about enforcing,
amending or revoking any law (Prodanovi¢, 1961, pp. 14-15).

“All this must undoubtedly have influenced Markovi¢ to the greatest extent, mak-
ing him accept some of the above-mentioned institutions, i.e., some principles of their
organization and work, particularly in terms of organizing local self-government by the
principle of election. All this was subsequently reflected in his plan for the reconstruction
of the Serbian state” (Prodanovi¢, 1961, p. 15).

°  This factor as the first source of Markovic’s thought is also emphasized by Guzina (Guzina, 1976a,
p- 43).
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Svetozar Markovi¢ highlights Switzerland as the country that is at the same time
highly industrialized (Markovi¢, [1871] 1995/V, p. 68) and “where capitalist economy is
developed to the highest degree” ([1870] 1987/I1, 142), but also as the country with the
most developed civil freedoms ([1868] 1987/1, p. 192; 244; [1869] 1987/11, p. 8; 55; [1870]
p. 105). In it, “democracy is considered a natural foundation of social organization” ([1874]
1996/XI1L, p. 100), and the constitution was not made as the monarch’s concession to the
people, but as a people’s sovereign decision ([1872] 1995/VIII, 78). Markovi¢ particularly
emphasizes the canton of Zurich, which is “truly republican” ([1870] 1987/1L, p. 117) and
“the most advanced one in entire Switzerland”, since there is the “best form of legislation
that can be imagined” ([1870] 1987/11, p. 141). Namely, “in the canton of Zurich, laws are
enforced by people’s direct voting”, which is much better than representative democracy.

“When the people elect a deputy and send him to the assembly, they may never really
know what that man is like and what he has on his mind; nor can one deputy substitute
the minds of hundreds or thousands of others. However, when a direct vote is taken about
a matter, particularly if it concerns every individual, then it is much more likely to be
resolved it by own conviction” (Markovi¢, [1870] 1987/11, p. 141).

This is made possible thanks to the regulation of the cantonal constitution according
to which “laws are proposed not only by the cantonal Council (the supreme administra-
tion in the country), but also every time when 5,000 citizens sign a law (i.e., take a legal
initiative — added by the author), the Council must put that law to be voted by the entire
nation (or to put it for a referendum - added by the author), and it depends on the people
whether the law will be passed or rejected” (Markovi¢, [1874] 1996/XII1, p. 81; also in [1871]
1996/ V1, p. 22). This direct democracy system is best for the countries whose inhabitants
are insufficiently educated (according to the 1866 census, Serbia had only 4.2% literate
inhabitants; Lapcevi¢, 1922, p. 16).

»Every man, even the simplest one, can decide about a matter proposed to him
— whether it is good or bad - better than if he had to assess the man being elected for a
representative. Is there anyone among our ordinary people who cannot decide whether it is
better to arrange a municipality, a captaincy, a court, a socage etc. in this or that way? Well,
those are things he constantly deals with and because of which he suffers so much. And
how does he know what the representative he voted for will do and say ion the assembly?
And how can a voter decide about the ideas and the character of the man he mostly does
not even know, except from what he heard about him? For the uneducated nations, this
would be a more practical form of legislation than the national parliament, because an un-
educated man is better at assessing a law than a person” (Markovi¢, [1874] 1996/XI1IL, p. 82).

Following exactly the Swiss model, Markovi¢ strives for Serbia being rearranged into “a
federal state order, where every county would be a unit of its own, completely independent
in its work and, as such an independent body, it would be a member of the federal state — for
example, like Switzerland, an association of cantons” ([1875] 1997/XIV, p. 15). For Markovi¢,
Switzerland as a “confederate republic” is the “form of freedom” that is a pattern for rear-
ranging not only individual countries, but also Europe as a whole ([1869] 1987/11, p. 7; 8).

Svetozar Markovi¢ believed that Serbia also had the opportunity to develop authen-
tic, direct democracy similar to that in Switzerland. In its essence, the key institution of
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patriarchal democracy in Serbia was the village municipality. After the end of the 18" century,
when dealing with Serbian peasants in the Belgrade Pashaluk, the Turks mostly had contact
only with the village leader (serf) or with the obor-knez of the self-governing units known
as kneZina (a total of 45), which were responsible for the imposed taxes and other duties.
The serf was elected in a general village assembly, where people resolved other matters of
relevance for the village as well. Serfs or five outstanding men from every village within a
knezina made up a kneZina assembly. Several kneZinas were united into a nahiyah (a total
of 12). Nahiyahs also elected their obor-knez. The election of kneZina and nahiyah leaders
was acknowledged by the Turks (the latter — by the Sublime Porte itself after the Treaty of
Sistova of 1791; see Antoni¢, 2015a, p. 41).

In Serbia in the East (1872), Markovi¢ claimed that at the beginning of the First
Serbian Uprising the people had spontaneously expanded and upgraded these institutions
of patriarchal democracy, shaping them into a comprehensive political system by 1807. In
those initial years, according to Markovi¢, the Soviet was not a government but a repre-
sentative body - the people in every nahiyah had their own representative in the Soviet to
communicate with. Moreover, in 1807 the Soviet issued a regulation about the judiciary,
inviting the people of every nahiyah to appoint three judges who would dispense justice.
“Serbia was on the right path to become a democratic state after being a patriarchal one,
just as the small country of Switzerland” ([1872] 1995/VIIL, p. 38). However, primarily due
to the warfare that continued in the following years, military commanders gradually grew
into an oligarchy, while the supreme military commander, the Vozd, strived to become a
monarch (pp. 38-39). In the social foundation of the Principality of Serbia, however, there
was still the institution of village or municipal self-government. In fact, it was pressurized
by the development of the malignant bureaucratic apparatus ([1872] 1995/VIIL, p. 82), but
the roots of this democratic institution remained sound. Therefore, in Markovi¢’s opinion,
Serbia might still be easily rearranged into an association of municipalities (a total of 1,251
in Serbia at that time) united into counties (66 of them) or districts (17 of them) which
would in turn be associated into a democratic republic - exactly following the Swiss model
(see Antoni¢, 2015a, pp. 41-42).

In Markovi¢’s opinion, the cantonal structure is also suitable for resolving the national
question in the Balkans. “The question of nationality (...) does not exist in Switzerland”
([1872] 1996/ V1L, p. 58; also in [1874] 1996/XII1, 141). “Where nationalities are free in
political and social terms, like, for example, in Switzerland, there is no aspiration for
national unification, there is no ‘question of nationality” ([1871] 1995/V, p. 97). “There
are three different nations living in Switzerland: Germans, Frenchmen and Italians, but
among these different nations there is never ‘an aspiration’ for uniting with their brothers
in ‘great’ Germany, France or Italy” ([1871] 1995/V, p. 100). Having in mind the number
of Slavs wanting national emancipation, Austria could survive only if it transformed into a
cantonal federal state ([1871] 1995/IV, pp. 114-115). Equally, Hungary can survive only if it
“was organized as east Switzerland” ([1874] 1996/XII1, p. 150). In fact, as “east Switzerland”,
Hungary “would be the strongest magnet for attracting the liberated Slav people on the
Balkan Peninsula” ([1874] 1996/XIII, p. 152)*. Generally speaking, in Markovi¢’s opinion,

10 These ideas of Svetozar’s had their echo among Hungarian socialists as well (see M-H-K. [1877]
1996, p. 237).
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Switzerland is a good example of how the state should not be built “by the principle of na-
tionality” but by “the principle of higher humanity needs” - such as freedom and democracy
([1874] 1996/XI111, p. 163; [1874] 1996/XI1I, pp. 228-229).

SERBIA AS SOCIALIST SWITZERLAND

Of course, not even Switzerland is a perfect state because there is and there cannot
be true political freedom without social liberation (Markovi¢, [1870] 1987/11, p. 105).
However, thanks to the democratic political frameworks, the people in Switzerland could
now work on it as well ([1870]1987/11, p. 117; 141; [1874] 1996/XI11, p. 81). That is why
Serbia should also follow the Swiss path.

In the first step, the strengthening of the democratic political structure would follow,
which would consist of self-governing municipalities, counties and districts. “We should
organize our village municipality as the basic unit of the new social order”, Markovi¢
explained ([1872] 1997/X1V, p. 223). For a foundation, it was necessary to take our old

“...patriarchal economic relations in the cooperative and in the municipality. (...)
That order is quite in compliance with the more advanced principles of social science, as
promoted in Europe nowadays. (...) The reciprocity in the Serbian municipality was so
great in helping and working together that the Serbian people, even in their greatest dis-
tress, did not know of homelessness. There was no executive power in the Serbian people
as a special class. Village and nahiyah leaders were either simple peasants or merchants,
generally living from their own efforts and not being kept like some non-working classes,
i.e., they had no ‘salary’. Such relations exist mostly among peaceful, patriarchal nations,
and have been particularly maintained among Slavs” ([1872] 1995/VII], p. 81).

In the first step, in the municipality and the district, as forms of local self-govern-
ment, all elements of direct democracy should be developed after the Swiss model to the
greatest extent possible'’.

Moreover, in the second step, with the strengthening of the democratic institutions,
“social liquidation” follows of bureaucracy, usurers and other social parasites ([1874] 1996/
XIIL, p. 142; 144-145), as well as the establishment of the “social state” ([1874] 1996/XIII,
pp- 138-141) - in fact, of the trans-state association of free communes.

“In such a state, some people and some cooperatives or municipalities can unite
and separate at will. The social sate (or: “the federation of municipalities”) in these terms
is actually identical to the destruction of the state” (italic in the original text; [1874] 1996/
XIIL, p. 139).

The economic foundation of that political structure will be large producer cooperatives.

' In the municipality, power will belong to “the municipal assembly” which is made up of all voters.
The municipal assembly elects the municipal board as an executive body (Markovi¢, [1874] 1996/
XI, p. 126). The assembly is elected in the county and the district (county: [1874] 1996/XI1I1, p. 55;
[1875] 1997/X1V, p. 11) - although regarding smaller counties, Markovi¢ says that, according to the
Swiss cantonal principle, the role of the county assembly can also be assumed by the county council
([1875] 1997/X1V, p. 11).
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»A collective cooperative is exactly one social unit - the basic element from which
whole society is put together. Dithring (Eugen Diihring — added by the author) exactly
calls them social municipalities. Essentially, the municipality and the federation of mu-
nicipalities, as advocated mostly by Slavs (Russians and Serbs) in social democracy, do
not differ from this collective system” ([1874] 1996/XIII, p. 117)*2.

»The Serbian state would become what a contemporary European state aspires to
become, and that is: a cooperative” ([1872] 1995/ VIII, p. 85).

In the second step, the county turns into the “Great Municipality” ([1875] 1997/X1V,
p. 8; 10), which may also have the form of a district ([1872] 1995/VIIL, p. 85).

»As an ideal to be aspired by every county, we imagine such circumstances in which
it would be organized as an economic cooperative, with its educational and financial insti-
tutions, and with its political administration. (...) We believe that the greatest progress is
such a federal state order where every county would be a unit of its own, completely inde-
pendent in its work and, as such an independent body, it would be a member of the federal
state - for example, like Switzerland, an association of cantons” ([1875] 1997/X1V, p. 10).

That is how modern socialist Serbia will rise on the sound foundations of the old,
patriarchal democracy.

“The Serbian people gained the opportunity to construct an original, Slavic social
building on the basis of its national institutions and concepts, and on the basis of the
contemporary science. To establish society on the basis of freedom, equality and frater-
nal reciprocity — which is what all progressive nations in the world strive for nowadays”
([1872] 1995/VIIL, p. 96).

Markovi¢ was particularly delighted by the experience of the Paris Commune (1871).
»T'he commune is a sovereign (independent) municipality”, Markovi¢ explained to the
Serbian reader.

»The ‘commune’ must not be confused with ‘communism’. (...) The commune is a
political form of society. That is a municipality, which does all its work on its own. (...)
Every law issued by the municipality is either approved or rejected by a general vote of
all members of the municipality. All those in charge of law enforcement are elected in the
commune by direct people’s vote and can be removed from this position at any time. (...)
The division into the ‘ruling’ and ‘subordinated’ ones — was completely erased” (italic in
the original text; [1871] 1995/V, p. 81).

In reference to the Paris Commune, Markovi¢ and Marx found themselves in actually
the same positions. “It was the finally found political form under which it was possible to
perform the economic liberation of labour”, Marx wrote in The Civil War in France (Marx,
[1871] 1977/28, p. 273) - in the year of its publication, this text was translated from English
into French, German, Russian, Italian, Spanish, Dutch and, thanks to Markovi¢, Serbian (in
the paper Radenik, or The Worker, from July to September 1871). “The communal order
would return to the social body all those strengths which were taken from it until now by

12 Here, Markovi¢ expresses the attitude of the Russian section of the First International, since he

was its agent-correspondent (Prodanovié, 1976, p. 96; see Kozmin, 1957, p. 267).
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the parasite growth of ‘the state, which feeds at the expense of society and which prevents
its free movement”, Marx asserted further in the text ([1871] 1977/28, p. 273). In the first
draft of The Civil War in France (1871), Marx explained the following:

»I'he Commune was a revolution not against this or that form of state power —
legitimistic, constitutional, republican or imperial. It was a revolution against the state
itself (...). The Commune was not a revolution intended to transfer state power from one
faction of the ruling classes to another, but a revolution aimed at destroying this terrible
machinery of class domination itself” (i.e., the state itself; Marx, [1871] 1977/28, p. 444).

Therefore, since Marx accepted communalism in 1871, Svetozar became a virtual
Marxist and began advocating passionately for the rearrangement of the state into a feder-
ation of communes. “Communalism became his panacea” (McClellan, 1964, p. 218). Later
on, Yugoslav communists also promoted the idea of the withering away of the state through
an association of self-governing communes (Slovi¢, 1977, p. 121), but they never realized
it in practice. However, the Commune introduced a new dimension to Marx’s view of the
post-revolutionary state.

“The existence of the Commune (1871 - added by the author) meant local self-gov-
ernment, but no longer as a counterweight to state power, which has become superfluous
now. Erasing two largest budget items, the standing army and bureaucracy, the Commune
realized the motto of all bourgeois revolutions: cheap administration. It created the base
to the republic for truly democratic institutions” (Britovsek, 1977, p. xviii).

To Markovi¢, communalism was the main political idea (see Guzina, 1968, pp. 382-388;
Tadi¢, 1971, pp. 240-243; Mic¢unovié, 1971, p. 266; Guzina, 1971, p. 285; Mili¢, 1975, pp.
261-262; Sutovié, 2012, p. 125), and his passionate conviction in this solution distinguishes
him from all subsequent Marxists, both in Serbia and in Yugoslavia. Moreover, his idea that
radical reforms should be implemented in two steps: it is necessary to immediately change
the political system in line with the principles of radical democracy and by the Swiss model;
and then, in the future, it is also necessary to improve the social system in line with the
principles of socialism (see Skerli¢, 1910, p. 246; Jovanovi¢, [1922] 1991, p. 422; Guzina,
1976b, pp.195-198; Semjakin, 2008, p. 105), makes him a predecessor of the Leninist idea
about the two-phase revolution - first the bourgeois revolution, and then the socialist one.

Marx lived eight years longer while Engle’s lived as many as twenty years longer than
Markovi¢, and it was during this period that they actually came closer to Markovi¢’s Slavic
communalism. According to Engels, the Russian municipality might serve as a basis for
the development of Russian socialism if a socialist revolution took place simultaneously in
Russia and West Europe. In that case, the West could help Russia to directly enter socialism
(Engels, [1875] 1979/29, p. 456; Marx & Engels, [1882] 1974, p. 480). In that respect, Marx
went a step further. As it has already been observed properly,

“exactly the question of development of socialism in Slavic countries that became
the main point to which Marx returned before his death and slowly began changing some
of his main assumptions. That is when he learnt Russian and became interested in the
forms of common property among Slavic nations” (Matkovi¢, 2023, p. 103).
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Therefore Marx, when speaking about Chernyshevskii’s attitude (he had already labelled
Chernyshevskii as “a great Russian scholar” in the afterword of Das Kapital; Marx, [1873]
1974, p. 21) - that Russia should develop socialism directly from the village municipality -
says that he actually “shares his views about that matter” (Marx, [1877] 1979¢c: 91-92). “If
Russia continues walking along the path it has taken since 1861, i.e., if it continues destroy-
ing the village municipality, as Marx explicitly claims, ,,it will use the best opportunity ever
offered by history to a nation and, instead, suffer all the fatal twists and turns of the capitalist
regime” (Marx, [1877] 1979c: 92). That the Russian municipality should first be preserved
from “harmful effects assailing it from all sides (les influences déletéres qui lassaillent de
tous les cotés) and then that it should be ensured normal conditions for free development”
was repeated by Marx two years before his death as well (Marx, [1881] 1979a/42, p. 142).

“Common ownership of land provides a natural basis for collective appropriation,
and its historical setting - simultaneous existence of capitalist production - offers it ready
material conditions for cooperative work organized on a large scale. That is why it can use
all positive benefits realized by the capitalist system without going through its Caudine
Forks'. With the aid of machines, for which the physical configuration of the Russian
terrain is so favourable, it will be possible to gradually replace plot farming by collective
farming. After bringing it first to a normal state in its current form, it may become a direct
starting point (italic by Marx) of the economic system to which modern society aspires, and
begin living a new life without resorting to suicide” (Marx, [1881] 1979b/30, pp. 338-339).

That is exactly what Markovi¢ searched for Serbia a dozen years earlier (Slovi¢, 1977,
p- 67). Thinking with his own head and not adhering to dogmas, Svetozar independently
shaped the Serbian path to socialism, the path to “Serbian civilization”

“We would have a ‘Serbian civilization, which would not resemble German, French
or any other civilization, because it would immediately, on the unspoiled foundation, on
the basis of modern social science, raise our state building. Thus, we would avoid (if not
completely, but to a large extent) those terrible evils eating societies in the West: proletariat,
terrible vileness (immorality — added by the author) and division of the people into two
classes” (Markovi¢, [1868] 1987/1, p. 237; similarly, also: [1872] 1995/VIIL, p. 84).

Markovi¢ was a thinker of the alternative, own path to socialism (McClellan, 1964, p.
198; Manasijevi¢, 1978, p. 125; Dubovac, 1985, p. 9; Stojkovié, 1986, p. 27; Karasév, [1983]
1991, p. 19; 21; Blagojevi¢, 1997, p. 31; Sutovi¢, 2012, p. 119). It was half a century before Lenin
and eight decades before the Yugoslav experiment. His thoughts were courageous and free,
and that is why he has left such a deep trace in Serbian politics and Serbian social science.

MARKOVIC AS A MARXIST AND A DEMOCRAT

Not even suspecting Marx’s subsequent shift towards Slavic communalism, Svetozar
Markovi¢ criticized the single-line historical determinism of volume I of Das Kapital (1867).

3 The trap into which the Romans fell in the war against the Samnites in 321 BC and thus had to
suffer the humiliating procedure — passing under a “yoke” of spears.
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“In this whole matter, there is only one, but very important mistake. The devel-
opment of capitalist society is indeed factual history of Western society; the laws intro-
duced there, such as the laws of economic development of that society, are correct indeed.
However, those are not laws of human society in general (italic in the original text). Every
society does not need to undergo all those stages of economic development as industrial
society has undergone, for example, in England, which K. Marx mainly had in mind. (...)
One society can transform its property based on small ownership and introduce the most
perfect machine production without going through the ‘purgatory’ of capitalist production”
(Markovi¢, [1872] 1988/IX, p. 31).

For the same reason, Svetozar also criticized “Marxists”

“Those Marxists claim that ‘the history law” demands the disappearance of private
property and its replacement by state property, and that single dogma is sufficient to
them, just as ‘Allah willing’ to a Mohammedan, so that everyone should become the
prophet’s soldier. To realize that principle, they think that they can tread on the concepts
and habits and material interests of a large number of small owners” (Markovi¢, [1871]
1988/IX, p. 143).

Markovi¢ was rejected by Serbian socialists of the Second International (1889-1916)
not only for criticizing Marx and “Marxists’, but also for advocating the entry into social-
ism without the traditional initial accumulation of capital and without the compulsory
previous industrialization, but also for perceiving the socialist state as a free federation of
self-governing communes'*. In 1897, Belgrade’s paper Radnicke novine (Workers’ Newspaper)
wrote that “Svetozar (...) sowed ideas of patriarchal socialism” and was guided by “already
obsolete goals of Russian socialists” (cited in: Perovi¢, 1985, p. 39). In a 1905 report sent by
the Main Alliance of the Unions of Serbia to the International Alliance of Unions, it was
written as follows: “The first agitation in Serbia bears a purely small bourgeois character”,
while “Svetozar Markovi¢ is both the heart and the head of this agitation”. He “derived from
Chernyshevskii’s Russian school” and, since he “relied on intelligentsia, artisans and peas-
ants’, Svetozar’s political work “could not remain socio-democratic” (cited in: Hasanagic,
1977, p. 545). In 1909, Dimitrije Tucovi¢ (1881-1914) said the following:

“The work of Serbian social democracy has ideologically nothing in common with
the work of Svetozar Markovi¢ and his followers. From, the very beginning, he has taken
a completely new path (...) In our young movement there was not and there is not a single
trace of Svetozar Markovi¢s utopianism and the tradesmanship of his successors” (italic in
the original text; Tucovi¢, [1909] 1980, p. 14).

Therefore, at that time, “Markovi¢ as a socialist was dead” (Cicvari¢, 1910, p. 11; see:
Skerli¢, 1910, p. 257; 262-263; [1903], 1926, p. 106; Janicijevi¢, 1971, pp. 253-254; Stojkovi¢,
1986, p. 15; 21-25).

" In 1890, G. V. Plehanov (1856-1918) wrote the following: “The perception of socialist society (...)
in the form of a federation of village municipalities (...) — it goes without saying that such ‘socialism’
cannot be considered socialism at all” (Plehanov, [1890] 1967, p. 132).
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Yugoslav communists between the two world wars also disputed the Marxist character
of Markovic¢’s theory. “He does not know the entirety of the methods of historical material-
ism, the basic principle of dialectics is foreign to him”, Veselin Maslesa (1906-1943) wrote
about Svetozar in 1931. Moreover, in Maslesa’s opinion, Markovi¢ is “a pupil of Russian
reformers rather than of West European socialism; a Bakuninist rather than a Marxist; a
petty bourgeois rather than a revolutionary” (Maslesa, [1931] 1956, p. 371). “Dialectical
materialism passed by Svetozar Markovi¢ without leaving any visible trace” (Ibid., p. 372).
Markovi¢ “did not understand the basic methodological postulates of Marxism and that
is why his critique of Marxism is utopian or vulgarly materialistic” (Maslesa, [1940] 1945,
pp. 80-81). The very idea of avoiding the capitalist purgatory for Serbia “is one of the main
utopian elements in Svetozar Markovi¢’s work” (Ibid., p. 80).

After the war, the semi-official party faction in Yugoslavia had an attitude for a few
years that Markovi¢ was a “utopian” and that his socialism was “peasant-like” and “petty
bourgeois” (see: Prodanovi¢, 1961, p. 4; McClellan, 1964, p. 273; Humo, 1975, pp. 16-17;
Nedeljkovi¢, 1975, p. 10; Stoki¢, 1977, p. 325; Hasanagic, 1977, p. 543; 544; 548). It was
also written that he ,was not essentially familiar with scientific socialism” (Popovi¢, 1946¢,
p- 233), that he had “idealistic and utopian attitudes” (Popovi¢, 1946b), that he “did not
possess the scientific method of interpreting social reality” (Popovi¢, 1946b), that he “never
gained the mastery of dialectical and historical materialism” (Popovi¢, 1946a, p. 11), as well
as that “his view is somewhat blurred by the illusion of a patriarchal village commune and
certain elements of Slavic anarchism” (Popovi¢, 1946¢, p. 242). He was criticized for want-
ing “to stop further development of proletariat” because he “did not see that the initiated
development was unstoppable’, i.e., that he did not see “that the necessary social power
for creating new society is created exactly through the ‘purgatory’ of capitalist production,
and that the path to the final goal was long and inevitably full of struggle and suffering”
(Baji¢, 1946, p. 189; 196). Even in the mid-1960s it was still assessed that “his thought was
utopian’, i.e., that he “could not rise to the historical-materialistic interpretation of social
phenomena” (Todorovié, 1966, p. 140; 46), while in the mid-1980s it was claimed that
“Markovi¢ was never a consistent Marxist theoretician” and that he never “freed himself
from some illusions of the utopian nature” (Mili¢, 1985, p. 40).

Furthermore, the mainstream East European Marxism-Leninism never admitted that
Swetozar was a Marxist. “He was not “(...) a consistent Marxist” (Pavlov, T., 1946, p. 6; Ibid.
p- 9), “he was not a consistent materialist-dialectician” (Ibid., p. 22), he was “on the position
of utopian socialism” (Ibid., p. 9), “he remained a utopian socialist” (Ibid., p. 9; 12), he held
“Bakuninist’, “federal-anarchist utopian views” (Ibid., p. 16). “He was not a Marxist” (Karasev,
1950, p. 11; also Karasev, 1953, p. 370), “he did not achieve historical materialism and scientific
socialism” (Karasev, 1950, p. 11; also Karasev, 1953, p. 370), “there was not a hint of scientific
socialism” in his program (Karasev, 1950, p. 13), and he “kept the positions of utopian social-
ism” (Karasev, 1950, p. 328; also Karasev, 1953, p. 348), “he was not a proletarian socialist,
but a revolutionary democrat” (Karasev, 1950, p. 328; also Karasev, 1953, p. 348). “He was
convinced in the possibility of building socialism without proletariat” (Kozmin, 1957, p.
238), he was a “revolutionary-democrat and a utopian” (Pavlov, D., 1962, p. 223). In 1974, in
Great Soviet Encyclopaedia, he is described only as a “revolutionary democrat’, an “idealist”
and a “utopian socialist” (BSE, 1974; the entry was written by V. G. Karasev); even in 1977,
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Markovi¢ was described only as “the most eminent Serbian socialist” of his time, but not as
a Marxist (Karasev, 1977, p. 167).

Markovi¢ was denied being a Marxist also because it was claimed he did not speak
German sufficiently well to understand Das Kapital (Kazimirovi¢, 1997, p. 318) — which Vera
Pili¢ Raki¢ (1923-2003), our expert on Das Kapital (Pili¢ Raki¢, 1982) disputed in multiple
ways (Pili¢ Raki¢, 1997; cf. Pili¢ Raki¢, 1977; 1991). However, Karl Kautsky (1854-1938)
claimed that “Markovi¢ was not a Marxist” because he had not read Anti-Diihring (1877)
by Engels (Kautsky, [1923] 1996, p. 225), or because, when speaking about Marx’s Das
Kapital, “he had not known how to use it, just as none of us had known it either, before
Engels instructed us how to use it” (Ibid., p. 227) — which is an equally suspicious claim
as that by Lenin, that absolutely no one in the First and the Second Internationals under-
stood Das Kapital because of not reading previously Hegel’s Science of Logic (Wissenschaft
der Logik, 1812/1816) as Lenin had done'®. Markovi¢ was also claimed, although in an
affirmative context, not to be Marxist but closer to Joseph Proudhon (1809-1865) and M.
A. Bakunin (1814-1876), because of advocating the principles of communalism and mu-
tualism (Tadi¢, 1997, p. 78; Tadi¢, 1971, p. 243) — although Svetozar criticized, much more
sharply than Marx, both Proudhon (Markovi¢, [1874] 1996/XII1, 125-132) and Bakunin
(Markovi¢, [1874] 1996/XI111, 145-147; see: Skerli¢, 1910, pp. 85-88; Dukic, 1976, p. 74;
Pisarek, [1983] 1991, p. 55; Pesi¢, 2018, p. 325). Krsta Cicvari¢, who rejected the Second
International due to its advocation for “state socialism” (because it is only “a new version
of capitalism - namely, state capitalism”; italic in the original text; Cicvari¢, 1910, p. 38),
believed that Markovi¢ was an “anarchist in theory”, but that in political practice he ended
up as an ordinary bourgeois politician (“a republican”; Cicvari¢, 1910, p. 21). Finally, Latinka
Perovi¢, in her wish to present the whole radical movement in Serbia as anti-Western and
anti-modernizing (Perovi¢, 1995; 1993; see the author’s critique in: Antoni¢, 2015b), claimed
that “Svetozar Markovi¢ (...) founded the ideology of populist socialism in Serbia’, which
arose “in opposition to (...) the historical experience of West European countries” and as a
“reaction (...) to civil society in West European countries” (Perovi¢, 1997, p. 454), and that
is how Markovi¢ himself somehow turned out to be an anti-European, anti-Western and
anti-modernization thinker (cf. Perovié, 1995; 1993).

In contrast to all this, Serbian social science during the 1970s was dominated by the
attitude that Markovi¢ was a Marxist. The impulse for such revaluation came from politics'e,
since Svetozar’s ideas coincided with the official ideological attitude about “different paths

5 “Itis impossible to fully understand Marx’s Das Kapital, and particularly the first chapter, without
studying and understanding entire Hegel’s Logic. Accordingly, no Marxist has understood Marx in
the past half a century” (Lenin, [1914] 1973/29, p. 162).

6 Namely, Moma Markovi¢ (1912-1992), a member of the Central Committee of the League of
Communists of Yugoslavia and a member of the Federation Council, in his speech at the ceremo-
nial session on the centenary of Svetozar Markovi¢’s death, at the Kolarac People’s University, on 10
March 1975, pointed out that “Svetozar Markovi¢ was indisputably the first Marxist among Slavic
nations”, “the first Marxist in the territory of Yugoslavia and the founder of Marxism in Yugoslavia’,
i.e., “the first Marxist in the history of socialism in Serbia...”. ... Svetozar Markovi¢ accepted scientific
socialism and distanced himself from utopian socialism’, as it was specially emphasized in this speech
(Markovi¢ M., 1975, p. 1).
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to socialism” and “the withering away of the state through self-government”. Proving that
Markovi¢ was a Marxist was easiest in the sphere of economics (“Svetozar is not only the
best connoisseur of volume I of Das Kapital, but also its best commentator” (Pili¢ Rakic¢,
1997, p. 363), but it was also claimed that in other spheres he “was a Marxist of his time”
(Ragkovi¢, 1977, p. 239; similarly, also: Damjanovié, 1971, p. 855; Humo, 1975, p. 20; 41;
247; Proki¢ & Prosi¢ 1975, p. 4; Pili¢, 1977, p. 75; Nedeljkovi¢, 1975, p. 106; 112; Puki¢,
1976, p. 69; Stojkovi¢, 1977, p. 149; Damjanovié, 1977, p. 703; Manasijevi¢, 1978, p. 124).
Markovi¢ was declared “the first Serbian Marxist” (Pisarek, 1974, p. 7; Humo, 1975, p.
245; Nedeljkovi¢, 1975, p. 19; Bukié, 1976, p. 68; 75; Pisarek, 1977, p. 161), and it was even
proudly stated that “with Svetozar Markovi¢s work, (...) the Serbian people added its own
Marxist to Marxism” (Raskovi¢, 1977, p. 240).

Among those proving that Svetozar was a Marxist, the most convincing one was
Polish philosopher Henryk Pisarek (1932-2021), who habilitated himself on Markovi¢ in
Wroclaw in 1972 (printed as: Pisarek, 1974; 1981). In his extensive review of what Markovi¢
had written, he established that Svetozar Markovi¢ was familiar with 18 works by Marx,
which he cited or directly mentioned, i.e., that Svetozar Markovi¢ had read the works by
Marx, for example: Das Kapital, volume I (1867), The Communist Manifesto (1848), The
Civil War in France (1871), The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte (1852) and A
Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy (1859), as well as the works by Engels, for
example: The Condition of the Working Class in England (1845) (Pisarek, 1974, pp. 30-31).
Of course, Svetozar could not have read the works by Marx and Engels published after his
death (1875)". However, in his 17 works and six letters, Markovi¢ mentioned Marx 72 times
and another 100 times indirectly - in total 172 times. On the other hand, he mentioned
Chernyshevskii 57 times, or three times less. Markovi¢ simply cited or mentioned only
volume 1 of Das Kapital (83 times) more than all works by Chernyshevskii put together.
“Markovi¢ did not cite any other author as much as Marx, and no other work attracted
his attention so strongly as volume I of Das Kapital” (Pisarek, 1974, p. 31). In the end, this
Polish philosopher concluded that Svetozar “was quite familiar with the works by Marx
and Engels” and that “from them he took the most important principles of sociological,
socio-political socialist and economic theories” (Pisarek, 1974, p. 47).

Svetozar Markovi¢ highly appreciated Marx, calling him the “head (the mind) of to-
day’s labour party, the thinker extremely logical in his Hegelian laws of social development”
(Markovi¢ [1871] 1988/IX, p. 143), “the head” of a “strictly scientific” and “critical-histor-
ical school” (Markovi¢, [1872] 1988/IX, p. 28), while emphasizing “the scientific work of
Karl Marx, Engels and others” and their “correct scientific examinations” as the pinnacle
of “contemporary scientific socialist literature” and “contemporary theory of socialism”
(Markovi¢, [1874] 1996/XI111, p. 97). However, in Svetozar Markovis era, there had not
yet developed a doctrinarian attitude towards Marx, as in the Second International, let

7 Among Marx’s most important works, those are: Das Kapital, volume II (1885) and volume

111 (1894), Theories of Surplus Value (a draft of volume IV of Das Kapital, 1905-1910), Theses on
Feuerbach (1888), The Critique of the Gotha Programme (1891), He German Ideology (1932), Economic
and Philosophic Manuscripts (1932), while Engels’s most relevant works are: Anti-Diihring (1877),
Socialism: Utopian and Scientific (1880), The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State (1884)
and Ludwig Feuerbach and the End of Classical German Philosophy (1886).
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alone an idolatrous relationship, as in the Third International, or the one existing in official
Marxism-Leninism by as late as the 1980s. Markovi¢ was able to write in a relaxed manner:
“T use the expression ‘socialist’ for all socialist and communist schools indiscriminately”
(Markovi¢, [1870] 1995/1V, p. 50), while only 20 years later Plehanov strictly wrote; “The
one who speaks about socialism today - speaks about Marx’s teaching or does not say
anything worthy of attention” (Plehanov, [1890] 1967, p. 70).

In Markovics era, being a “Marxist” was not a particular identity, and even Engels
used to put the word “Marxists” under inverted commas in 1890 - writing about them
rather semi-ironically than seriously (Engels, [1890] 1979/44, p. 406). Svetozar was simply a
“socialist’, and that is also how he was seen by his contemporaries, followers and opponents,
compatriots and foreigners (Perovi¢, 1985, p. 31; 167). Even after his death, Markovi¢ was
for a long time considered a socialist by the French socialists and by no means a Marxist
(D’Hondt, 1977); for example, when extensively writing about Markovi¢, Benoit Malon
(1841-1893), does not find it necessary to mention Marx and his influence in any context
whatsoever (Malon, [1888] 1996). Nevertheless, nowadays we can easily classify Svetozar
Markovi¢ as a Marxist because among a number of layers of his thought the layer formed
under Marx’s influence is the most pronounced one.

However, Svetozar was not a doctrinarian who adhered to a single theory, a single
rule, but he accepted everything that helped him to understand better the world sur-
rounding him and to conceive its improvement. In it, he was similar exactly to Marx, who
confidently combined completely different theories such as, for example, German classical
philosophy and British political economy. That is why in Markovi¢’s writings we can notice
Chernyshevskii and Marx, Mill and Proudhon, Switzerland and Serbia, the multi-layeredness
seen by some more as eclecticism (Jovanovi¢, [1903] 1932, pp. 70-72; 83-85; Prodanovic,
1961, p. 3; McClellan, 1964, p. 122; Slovi¢, 1977, pp. 162-163) and more as a synthesis by
others (Stojkovi¢, 1997, p. 130; Putyatina, 2010, p. 26) — whereas Markovi¢ had plenty of
originality and creativity'®. Nevertheless, Dorde Tasi¢ (1892-1943) was right when he said
that Svetozar reminded him of Jean Jaurés (1859-1914) (Tasi¢, 1938, p. 251), “a heterodox
Marxist who rejected the concept of the dictatorship of the proletariat and attempted to
reconcile democracy and class struggle” (Sévillia, 2013, p. 376; cited in: Jean Jaures, 2025).
Markovi¢ was indeed a heterodox Marxist who — particularly in relation to Leninism (see
Antoni¢, 2022a, pp. 11-56) - rejected the unrestricted use of revolutionary violence.

18 Markovi¢ is assessed as “an original thinker who followed Marx, but also independently resolved

those problems arising before him” (Luki¢, 1977, p. 3), while his thought is said to be “the original
theory of Russian-Serbian (populist) socialism” (Karasev, [1983] 1991, p. 19; 21). He is an advocate
of “Marx’s creative thought” and a representative of “the autochthonous, specific and original de-
velopment of socialist thought in Serbia” (Nedeljkovi¢, 1975, p. 11; 13). “Originality, independence
and realism in judgment were certainly proved by Markovi¢” (Manasijevi¢, 1978, p. 125). ,,Svetozar
Markovi¢ is a creative Marxist” (italic in the original text; Stojkovié, 1997, p. 128), whereas “the type
of originality of Markovi¢’s ideas is similar to the originality of the teaching of Marx and Engels”
(Stojkovi¢, 1997, p. 135). “He never acted in a doctrinarian manner, but always showed an extraor-
dinary ability to apply Marx’s teaching creatively and unorthodoxly” (Zunji¢, 2014, p. 190). As far as
I know, Markovi¢ was exclusively denied originality only by Jovanovi¢ [1903] 1932, p. 62; 251-252
and Cicvari¢ (Cicvari¢, 1910, pp. 9-10).
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“I do not and can never understand those socialists who intend to establish socialism
- by bayonets! (...) They are the same as those liberals who need a dictatorship to establish
freedom. I am not saying that tyranny should not be overthrown by force, but just that (...)
force may be used only on negation, on overthrowing old society, but the organization of
new society cannot be achieved by violence, against the will of the majority” (Markovi¢,
[1872] 1997/X1V, pp. 221-222; cf. 239).

In Markovic’s writings in general, we can find plenty of the best from “democratic,
freedom-loving and human socialism” (Cosi¢, 1971, p. 238). “Markovi¢ expected everything
from free persuasion and nothing from the use of force”, even his fierce critic Slobodan
Jovanovi¢ admitted (1932, p. 83). “Neither in MarkoviCs life nor in his works is it possible
to see religious, political or any other fanaticism” (McClellan, 1997, p. 236). “He hated
violence and ethnic hatred and condemned those who were ready to use bayonets for
establishing socialism” (McClellan, 1997, p. 237). At the same time, he was a good man
and an extraordinary intellectual, which kept him away from advocating violence. This
is how Mihailo Markovi¢ (1923-2010) nicely described him: “He was elevated by several
degrees above all Serbian intellectuals of the time” (Markovi¢, 1997, p. 53). Avdo Humo
(1914-1983) put it even more nicely: “He was persistent in his struggle like Prometheus, but
modest and simple just as all truly great people. It was the most courageous, most talented
and sharpest-minded man of his epoch in Serbia” (Humo, 1975, pp. 51-52).

SVETOZAR'S LEGACY

The centenary of Svetozar Markovi¢’s death on 10 March 1975 was celebrated at the
highest level. In the morning, wreaths were placed on his memorial bust near the University
Library in Belgrade by the members of the Presidency of the Socialist Republic of Serbia,
the Republic Conference of the Socialist Alliance of Working People, the Assembly of the
SR Serbia, the Executive Committee of the presidency of the Central Committee of the
League of Communists of Serbia, the Executive Council of Serbia, the City of Belgrade, as
well as of many schools and enterprises bearing his name. In the afternoon, in the Industry
of Agricultural Machinery “Zmaj” in Zemun, the actors of the National Theatre in Belgrade
staged the premiere of the rendering of Svetozar Markovi¢s trial. In the evening, at the
Kolarac People’s University, a ceremony was held in the presence of outstanding figures
from socio-political life: Vice President of the Presidency of the SFRY Petar Stamboli¢,
President of the Assembly of the SFRY Kiro Gligorov, President of the Federal Conference
of the Socialist Alliance of Working People Dusan Petrovi¢ Sane, President of the Presidency
of the SR Serbia Dragoslav Markovi¢, President of the Central Committee of the League
of Communists of Serbia Tihomir Vlaskali¢, President of the Assembly of the SR Serbia
Zivan Vasiljevi¢, member of the Presidency of the SFRY Stevan Doronjski, member of the
Presidency of the Central Committee of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia and
member of the Presidency of the SFRY Fadilj Hodza, member of the Executive Committee
of the Presidency of the Leave of Communists of Yugoslavia Ali Sukrija, President of the
Presidency of the SAP Kosovo Dzavid Nimani, and President of the Presidency of the SAP
Vojvodina Radovan Vlajkovi¢ (V. V. & M. K., 1975, p. 1).
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Half a century later, the situation is completely different. Svetozar Markovi¢ is not
mentioned almost by anyone. The town of Svetozarevo, named in honour of the 100" an-
niversary of Markovi¢’s birth (1946), was renamed Jagodina in 1992. Svetozar’s name was
included in the name of the University of Kragujevac in 1975, but was removed in 1992.
“Svetozar Markovi¢’, the highest award of the Journalists’ Association of Serbia established
in 1967, was cancelled in 2001. The eternal fire at the monument “to the torch-bearer of
socialism in Serbia and in the Balkans”, which used to burn in Jagodina, was extinguished
a long time ago. Svetozar is occasionally remembered only by malicious Kulturtragers of
inverse nationalism (see Antoni¢, 2025), stressing that he was allegedly “the first to use the
expression ‘Great Serbia’ in his critique of Prince Mihailo’s great Serbian politics” (Coli¢, 2020).

On 10 March 2025, the Serbian Orthodox Church held a memorial service in honour
of Svetozar Markovi¢ at the town cemetery in Jagodina. The priests from Jagodina “prayed
for the soul of the God’s servant Svetozar” (GJ, 2025). On that occasion, the wreath was
placed on the 29-year-old man by the principal of the Grammar School in Jagodina, the
school which kept Svetozar’s name. The second wreath was placed by the manager of the
Cultural Centre of Jagodina, an institution that also kept the name “Svetozar Markovic”.
This memorial service has been held regularly since 2023, at the initiative of the local
grammar school religious instructor (Urosevi¢, 2023). The grave of the Markovi¢ family
was renovated by the members of Jagodina-based association “Liberator” (“Oslobodilac”),
who also work on the digitization of the literature about Svetozar (Glugorijevi¢, 2025).

Svetozar was forgotten by the post-socialist authorities but not, as we can see, by the
people. Particularly lovely is the reconciliation of Markovi¢ and the Church. Svetozar was
raised as a Christian. “His family taught him to read and in Serbia of the time, there was
only church literature and no other kind. He served at the altar, sang in the church choir,
and learnt religious education, the lives of saints, the sacred liturgy, and history of the
Serbian Orthodox Church at school” (McClellan, 1997, p. 237; his sources were: Skerli¢,
1910, p. 4; Markovi¢, [1868] 1987/1, pp. 110-132). However, when he grew up, Markovi¢
declared himself as an atheist. “He claimed that he had rejected faith as early as at the Grand
School in Belgrade” (1863-1866; McClellan, 1997, p. 234) and that is why - in addition to
his numerous texts against religion - it was noted that he never even took off his cap in
the presence of a religious procession (McClellan, 1964, p. 194).

However, after he was suddenly confined to bed in Trieste in 1875 and not knowing
who to turn to, Markovi¢ sent for the local Serbian Orthodox priest. Deacon Bogoljub
Toponarski took him from the hotel room to hospital and visited him until his death.
“Deacon Toponarski represented the Church and, to a certain extent, Markovi¢ must
have found comfort in his presence. As far as the Serbian Orthodox Church is concerned,
Markovi¢ died as a Christian” (McClellan, 1997, p. 232).

That is why the circumstances of Markovi¢’s death stirred the public. “The Serbs found
the repentance of the prodigal son on his deathbed strange — not a great wonder, but far
from a small one. Having heard that Svetozar Markovi¢ on his deathbed had returned to
the Serbian Orthodox Church, religious people in Serbia crossed themselves and marvelled
at the miracle. This news defeated Serbian intellectuals and made them uncomfortable.
Just as Svetozar Markovi¢0s biographers, they also believed that this was opposed to his
character and represented his weakening will under the influence of pain and fear. Even
his enemies, who were ready to ridicule his death, fell silent” (McClellan, 1997, p. 234).
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We must not forget Svetozar. It is lovely that the editorial board of the Socioloski pre-
gled / Sociological Review has decided to prepare a thematic issue for the 150" anniversary
of Markovi¢’s death. However, this occasion must not be reduced to his “lifting” from the
grave, playing with him and then returning him. There are two things to be done. First, the
award of the Serbian Sociological Society for the best PhD thesis from sociology should be
named after this great young man from the 19" century. Second, we should renew the debate
on the social design, which used to dominate in Serbian sociology and now it has almost
disappeared (see Antoni¢, 2022b). In the past ten months or so, the question of new forms
of direct democracy has been raised by the reality itself, while Serbian sociology has had
nothing to say about it for decades now (with the exception of Zecevi¢, 2019, pp. 183-186).

About 13 years ago, Professor Sutovi¢ correctly pointed out that Svetozar Markovié
was the true “father of Serbian sociology”. “I believe that the acceptance of this ‘fatherhood,
by removing one intellectual injustice, would not do any harm to the Serbian sociological
heritage and community”, he wrote (Sutovi¢, 2012, p. 111). We can only be proud of such
a father. But it is a completely different question whether he would be proud of us as well.
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