THROUGH GENOCIDE TO
A GREATER CROATIA

his book is the result of several years of research into the his-

tory of the Serbs in Croatia, Slavonia and Dalmatia and the
Serbo-Croatian relations. Its objective is to explain a century and a half
long policy of the Croats towards the Serbs, on the ground of reliable
primary sources, and from all possible standpoints. The book also of-
fers answers to the questions which so far have remained unexplained
and even obscured in historical science.

I have also tried to explain the roots of hatred towards the Serbs,
the ways in which it was disseminated among the Croats and what
were the objectives of constantly instigating it until it developed into a
bloody conflict with the innocent Serbian-Orthodox population.

The reliable facts quoted in this book prove that the question of the
“Croatian state and historical right” lies at the root of all misunderstand-
ings between the Croats and the Serbs. It is exactly on the ground of
these two rights that from the revolution of 1848/49 to this day the Croa-
tian politicians have constantly endeavored to establish an ethnically
pure and a Catholic Croatian state. On the other hand, since the Serbs
were not willing to renounce their ethnic individuality and their Serbian
Orthodox religion, they became the main target of constant and con-
certed attacks of the Croatian political parties and outstanding individu-
als who grounded their Croatian national idea on the so-called state and
historical right. The reader will notice that the extermination of the Serbs
through genocide and the establishment of an ethnically pure and exclu-
sively Catholic state as an idea has outlived all their state frames and all
their political and social systems, and as a common red thread has been
fostered from Ante Starcevi¢, Eugen Kvaternik, Mihovil Pavlinovi¢,
Josip Frank, Frane Supilo, Stjepan Radi¢, Ante Paveli¢, up to Franjo
Tudman and the present days.

In this book I have tried to explain the idea of genocide against the
Serbs in Croatia, Slavonia and Dalmatia grounded on the historical, geo-
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political, religious, sociological, psychological and other reasons.
Thanks to abundant primary source material now accessible to research-
ers, I was in a position to provide a deep insight into the problem of
genocide against the Serbs and the strivings of the Croats to establish a
Greater Croatia, which makes this book a seminal project in this field.

In view of rich available documentation, this book could have
been much more voluminous, but in that case more difficult and less
attractive for reading. Actually I did not want the reading this book to
require a greater intellectual effort, so as to attract as many readers as
possible. My intention was not to incite passionate antagonism, but
only to bring out the facts supported by evidence, to unmask falsehood
and open the eyes of all individuals who are only partially or not cor-
rectly informed, and sober them up. On the ground of irrefutable and
scientifically proved evidence I also wanted to prevent new blunders
regarding the relations with the Croats and Croatia, so as to prevent
new sufferings and bloodshed. I feel duty-bound to say it because I do
not see any encouraging sign, or any significant change in this regard
in the current Croatian policy. On the contrary, this policy is exactly
the same as it was a century ago, based on the Croatian “state and his-
torical right”, striving to achieve the recognition of the Croatian as a
“political” (constitutional) people, in view of establishing a greater, in
the ethnical and religious (Catholic) sense pure Croatia. As long as
they foster such ideas, the Croats will remain imbued with the idea of
genocide and will continue to use their best efforts to expand their ter-
ritories at the expense of the neighboring ethnic and national territories
in order to improve their not so fortunate geopolitical position.

I am aware that the readers will not enjoy reading this gloomy
book, but I believe that it will help them to understand better the mean-
ing of the idea of brotherhood and unity, harmony, common life, coex-
istence and Yugoslavism. As its author, I do not pretend to persuade
the readers to change overnight their deeply rooted prejudices and
overcome the effects of persistent brainwashing, but as a scholar and
writer 1 simply could not resist writing this book, deeply convinced
that it was my duty of a historian to disclose facts no matter how pain-
ful or ugly they may be, and not to conceal them. I was trying to estab-
lish the truth without resentment, inspired only by the noble feeling
that evil should be stigmatized in order to prevent and uproot it.

Belgrade, October 1997 Vasilije Dj. Kresti¢



RELATIONS BETWEEN THE SERBS AND THE
CROATS BEFORE THE 1848/49 REVOLUTION

ow was such a crime at all possible and why it was com-

mitted, is one of the crucial questions raised in conducting
research on genocide against the Serbs in Paveli¢’s Independent
State of Croatia. This question cannot be answered only on the
ground of research into the recent historical facts on the relations
between the Serbs and the Croats, which is usually the case, but it
must be analyzed in parallel sequences and over several past centu-
ries, from the very moment when the Serbs found themselves in the
same state with the Croats. Moreover, the phenomenon of genocide
against the Serbs in the Independent State of Croatia cannot be ex-
plained properly if analyzed on the ground of the developments in
recent past only, because in that case we would blame either one or
the other ethnic group, one or the other regime, religious commu-
nity or some eminent personalities. Like in the past, some are still
now trying to explain that the genocide the Ustashi committed
against the Serbs was connected with the ethnic features of the
Croats, or that it was the response to the brutality of the ruling re-
gime of the so-called Greater Serbian hegemony and the 6" of
January dictatorship, committed against the Croats between the
First and the Second War (1918-1941). Some even attempted to jus-
tify and scale down the magnitude of Ustashi crimen for the sake of
peace at home, and establish some kind of a balance of guilt be-
tween the executioners and their victims.

Deeply convinced that in science there must be no taboo sub-
ject, that the interpretations which are not based on research can
only be harmful, whereas a scientific interpretation of all phenom-
ena can only help in shedding light on the past and contribute to a
better understanding of the present, I decided to write about this
subject without the intention of fully exhausting it, nor do I foster
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the illusion that some of my judgments will remain sacrosanct. On
the contrary, my judgments stand to be amended and challenged.
Moreover, submitting my summary approach to the problem to the
attention of the readers, I welcome all more competent experts in
the history of the Serbs and the Croats to provide a different, more
competent, acceptable, logical and more convincing explanation of
the genesis of genocide against the Serbs in Croatia.

To date, no serious article based on research has been written
about genocide against the Serbs in Croatia. On the eve of the Sec-
ond World War, in the first issue of the journal Izraz (Expression),
Vaso Bogdanov published his article entitled: The Roots of Misun-
derstanding Between the Croats and the Serbs (Zaceci nesporazuma
izmedu Srba i Hrvata) which was reprinted after the war'. In this
article Bogdanov, as a politically committed writer rather than an
objective historian, only raised, but did not clarify this problem, be-
cause his biased approach to this question was based on the views
of Ante Starcevié¢, and not on the critical evaluation of facts. He be-
longed to the left-oriented intelligentsia at that time fighting against
the centralist government and the 6" of January dictatorship. For
this “...rapidly increasing conflict* between the Serbs and the Croats
Bogdanov wrongly blamed the 6" of J anuary regime and indirectly
the Serbs. According to him, “as of the beginning of 1929 no one in
this country was allowed to say a word against the Serbs or against
the representatives of the 6" of January regime, either in the press
which was heavily censored or banned, or at the political rallies, in
schools, in the theater, nowhere...””. In his article, Bogdanov’s ap-
proach was hostile to the Serbs. In this book we do not intend to
discuss his mistakes, but only deem it necessary to emphasize that,
although regarded as a Marxist, Bogdanov’s identifying the inter-
ests of the Croatian people with Croatian class interests was abso-
lutely non-Marxian, because he was unaware of the fact that the
Serbs living on Croatian territory were in conflict with Croatian
secular and ecclesiastical feudal lords, and not with the Croatian
people.

! Vaso Bogdanov, Ziva proslost (The Living Past), Zagreb 1957, pp. 9-17.
2
Idem.
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Dusan Popovié, a former active politician and prominent mem-
ber of the Croatian-Serbian Coalition, tried to identify the roots of
genocide in distant past, which is not acceptable either. In his book:
Contribution to the Reading and Understanding Old Manuscripts
(Prilozi citanju i razumevanju raznih starina), (Belgrade, 1957),
grounding his approach on the quotations from Constantine Porphi-
rogenet, Fredegar, Theophanos, Nicephoros and Paul the Deacon,
Popovi¢ attempted to prove that the Croats were not pure Slavs, that
during the migrations in the 7" century they intermingled with a
tribe from Asia® and that it is due to their Asiatic blood that they
were inclined to committing unbelievable crimes, including the
ones they committed during the war on the territory of the Inde-
pendent State of Croatia (NDH)*. His was actually a racial approach
to the problem of genocide which had nothing to do with science,
and as such does not deserve our attention any more. However, this
explanation is interesting as a substitute for the lack of reliable sci-
entific explanation of the causes of genocide against the Serbs in
Paveli¢’s NDH.

Thirst for truth on the current issue of such crucial importance,
on the one hand, and scarce knowledge about our past, on the other,
are actually responsible for erroneous judgments which only added
fuel to the flames, instead of extinguishing the fire with the results
of unbiased research work and critical assessments of the common
Croatian and Serbian history, in which the answers to concealed
truth about genocide can be found. It is our duty to answer these
questions out of respect for the victims, in the first place, but also
out of responsibility to the future generations who should be faced
with the lesson of that past, in order to avoid its repetition, because
ignorance of this truth could have serious negative consequences.

So far, Magnum Crimen by Viktor Novak is unfortunately the
first and the only book written on the ground of an all-embracing
research work into the causes of genocide in the Independent State

3 For more detail consult the book Porfirogenit (Sloveni — Slavs), pp. 973-
1226.

*1 am quoting this datum thanks to the kindness of professor Fedor Niki¢
to whom D. Popovi¢ entrusted his true motivation for research into the origin of
the Croats.
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of Croatia. As indicated in its title, this book is devoted to “half a
century of clericalism in Croatia.” In it Victor Novak revealed
openly and unequivocally the genesis of the idea of genocide and its
crucial causes, particularly in the advanced and final stage of its im-
plementation. The following text reveals how this final stage culmi-
nated.

There is no doubt that the genesis of the idea of genocide
against the Serbs in Croatia goes back to the 16™ and 17" century,
when the so-called Orthodox Vlachs, i.e. the Serbs, fleeing from
Turkish pressure started settling on Croatian lands. The arrival of
“Orthodox schismatics” in Croatia raised many religious, social and
economic questions. Settled on the land owned by Croatian feudal
secular and ecclesiastical lords, the Serbs were exposed to a twofold
pressure: to be turned into serfs and to be converted into religious
uniates. Since they endeavored, at all cost, to preserve their status of
free peasants and free soldiers-frontiersmen, they vehemently re-
fused to accept serfdom and resisted religious uniating, both of
which would have totally changed their social status.

Notorious for their religious intolerance, characteristic of the
whole of feudal Europe of that time, at their Convention of 1608,
Croatian feudal lords adopted a special law which granted public
rights on the Croatian state territory only to the Catholics, which
was in line with the well-known slogan: whose land, his religion.
The bishops of Zagreb and other feudal lords in Croatia particularly
insisted on this slogan, which was fully in line with their position in
the feudal society, not only for religious, but also for economic rea-
sons. Namely, unlike the Catholics, the Serbs were not due to pay
various contributions to the Catholic church and its clergymen. In
Croatia, thanks to their status of free peasants and their military
status of frontiersmen, the overwhelming majority of Serbs were not
turned into serfs. Again, thanks to their status of free men, they
were not due to pay numerous feudal contributions. In order to sub-
due them into serfdom, the Croatian feudal lords used all available
means, even brutal physical force, against the “intractable and tough
“Orthodox schismatics®. Historical documents reveal numerous
cases of drastic pressure on Serbian Orthodox population in Croatia,
but the most indicative is the report by Ambroz Kuzmi¢, supervisor
of Zagreb bishopric property, of November 13, 1970, in which he
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Appeal of Patriarch J. Rajacié to the Serbs to abate their
antagonism towards the Croats on religious grounds
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said that “it would be better to slaughter all Vlachs, rather than al-
low them to settle here™. Of course, they should be slaughtered be-
cause they were not serfs, they were not Catholics and they refused
submissiveness to the feudal lords and payment of their fees and
taxes.

Elaborating on his proposal Ambroz Kuzmi¢ explained that the
“Vlachs” were “more of a nuisance to the noble state enlightened by
the Emperor, rather than an advantage, because “neither His Impe-
rial Majesty, nor the noble state will ever be at peace with them.®”
This means that, according to historical proofs, already at the very
beginning of the 18" century, feudal circles in Croatia, out of reli-
gious and class antagonism, were ready to commit genocide against
the Serbian Orthodox population settled on their land, but under
special conditions and against their will, thus violating their feudal
rights.

Judging by the conflicts between the Serbian settlers in Croatia
and the Croatian feudal lords it was clear that already at this time
the Serbs were uninvited guests in Croatia and were treated as in-
truders in all regions where they had settled. This antagonism to-
wards the Serbs-frontiersmen, in the first place because they were
Orthodox, was transmitted from one generation to the next and has
remained unchanged to this day. The role of Croatian and Slavonian
secular and ecclesiastical feudal lords was crucial in this regard. Af-
ter 1848 and the collapse of feudalism, their influence remained un-
diminished in the bourgeois capitalist society, to which they trans-
ferred all their views and prejudices from the former historical peri-
ods. Therefore, unfortunately, the old antagonisms not only per-
sisted, but became part of the new social and political system and
continued to poison and undermine it.

In his letter to Bishop Jerotej Mutibari¢ of March 22, 1848,
DPorde Nikolajevi¢, Orthodox parish priest in Dubrovnik described
best the antagonism of the Croats towards the Serbs, even in Dalma-
tia where mutual relations were fairly good as compared to the
situation in Croatia and Slavonia. This is what he said: “I take this

* Vojin. S. Dabi¢, Banska Krajina 1688-1751 (The Banska Region 1688-
1751), Beograd-Zagreb 1984, p. 27.
® Idem.
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opportunity to inform you that since the adoption of the Constitu-
tion, here in Dubrovnik, instead of being happy we are very fright-
ened, because we were explicitly and publicly threatened in the face
that we would be cut into pieces. It is true that since last night and
today the tension has slightly abated, but just one spark could put us
in a tight squeeze.” Fortunately, when the Serbs from Kotor heard
about these threats, the Serbs in Dubrovnik were saved, which Ni-
kolajevi¢ mentioned in his letter: “When this alarming news
reached the Orthodox Serbs in Kotor where they were the majority
population, they warned Dubrovnik that if they touched one of their
brothers not a single Catholic in Kotor would survive. Even this
threat had no effect on the infuriated Dubrovnik Catholics. They
calmed down only when they heard that ten thousand Montenegrins
had boarded a ship for Dubrovnik to pay them a visit and ask them
what they intended to do with the Serbs, which if it were true would
have been no joke”’. In 1848 the Serbs in Zagreb were seriously
jeopardized. According to Anastas Popovi¢, an eminent and well-
established merchant and Chairman of the Serbian Orthodox
Church Community, the situation for the Serbs in Zagreb became
particularly dangerous when it was discovered that at the May As-
sembly in Sremski Karlovci they had elected their Voivoda (leader).
Zagreb was “infuriated to the point that they wanted to slaughter all
Serbs”. Serbian deputies who found themselves in Zagreb after the
May Assembly were threatened with the same punishment.” This is
what Konstantin Peici¢ reported about this case: ”’I managed to calm
down the policemen — all of them Ikavian Catholics who were pre-
paring a Bartholomean night for Serbian deputies, in order to pre-
vent their schismatic patriarch to install Ban Jelaci¢ and turn him
into a Serb.*” Antagonism between the Serbs-frontiersmen and the
Croatian ecclesiastical and secular feudal lords persisted as long as
the feudal society lasted, only with time changing its forms and as-
pects. The attitude of high military circles in Vienna and Graz to-
wards the relations between the Serbs and the Croats and their an-
tagonism with seminal genocidal inclination in it, was of crucial

" The Historical Archives in Zadar, Manuscripts on the Orthodox Dalmatian
Parish, file 50, No. 7.

8 Dr. Mihovil Tomandl, Zivot i rad Konstantina Peici¢a (Life and Work of
Constantine Peicic), Novi Sad 1966, p. 54.
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importance, because they always had in mind primarily the interests
of the state and the dynasty, and therefore in some situations sup-
ported the frontiersmen against the Croatian feudal lords, and some-
times the feudal lords against the frontiersmen. Anyway, the policy
of Austrian high military circles was to a high extent responsible for
the antagonistic relations between the Serbs-frontiersmen and the
Croatian feudal lords.

In the situation when the antagonisms between the Croatian feu-
dal lords and the Serbs-frontiersmen were brought to the boiling
point, the relations between the Orthodox and Catholic frontiersmen
were, as a rule, correct. It should be emphasized that the favorable
political and even economic status of the Serbs-frontiersmen had a
positive effect on some categories of Catholic serfs. Under the bur-
den of numerous fees and taxes they started to protest, thus trying to
win for themselves the social status enjoyed by the frontiersmen. In
many cases the Catholics and the Orthodox manifested solidarity in
their protests against feudal taxes by fighting side by side for the
same objective. Anyway, in the feudal society the antagonisms pre-
vailing in the upper social strata of the so-called Croatian political
people did not spill over to the subjugated segment of the Croatian
people deprived of their rights. This very important fact should be
taken into consideration in the approach to the development of the
idea of genocide against the Serbs in Croatia.

Examining the impact of the elapsed times and past events on
later developments, the historians simply must not lose sight of cer-
tain analogies in the social and political development of the Croa-
tian people and their attitude towards the Serbs, particularly the
ones in Dalmatia, Croatia and Slavonia, but also towards the Serbs
in Bosnia and Herzegovina. It is a well-known fact that many Habs-
burgs, and particularly Maria Theresa and Joseph II, had invested
enormous energy to, by hook or by crook, transform a multi-lingual,
multi-national and a multi-state community into a great and unified
Austrian state ruled by the Germans, and in which the entire popula-
tion would speak German.

All non-Germans vehemently opposed such attempts of the
Habsburgs and the Germans, particularly the well-organized and
nationally aware Hungarians. They even organized a movement for
the promotion of clearly defined national and political ideas and
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CBIM AYXOBHUM U CBHTCKHM IIOTAABAPOM M YACTHHKOM KAO
¥ CBEMY OCTAJAOME HAPOAY TO XPBATCKOI W CAABOHIIL

Yact mapoaa mora saxibea Heobxoawo, aa ce m Ha nbros mphme Ha
AOMOBHHE MOS8 OAQIBHM; 3axThua, A2 HApPOAY MOMe ORO MadeM mpuGaBHM, MTO
OR UMM HAYHHOM W MHDHHM myTeM, NpeMAa Hig HHIUTA HErO NPABEAHA WCKAO,
HHNOMTO AOGHTH MOrao Hie, H TO 3aTO, 6D Ce 6 TOMY NPOTHBHAR rocuoAyioha
y Yrapckoht crpanka Mahapax; ona mcra, KoA ce ycyAd HaCpTATH Ha MacT W
Ha BBPHOCT MOI0 DpaMa Kpaiby, NPeMAa CAM MHAOCTHBH KPAib HALN NPEBHIIHEHM
cBoiumM gonHcom 0a 4. CentemGpia o. r. vBpHOCT MOl0 NpHAHA M CBe KOpake Mo@
ozoGpH.

3a spbue pox by ce A Ha KOpPMCT AOMOBHHE H CBEra BEAMKOT LAPCTBA
Aaera GABHTH HBBAH PAHHUAX KPAALEBHHAX OBHX, YYHEIO CAM CXOAHE Hapeabe,
A0 MymeBH WO3HATH HapoAy mo croiolf MyAPOCTH, peBHOCTH H AoMoabYGi0 ce
nociose mos ompasaparo. Ilpama obEmMa MymeBaMa A0THM BaM cBy aby6aB u
MOKOPHOCT KAO MpaMa HeToMY ceGH upemopysaM, HalameM BAMA 336AHO, A2 Y
oacyhTey mome pea, mup u caory kphmko m craiso YBApAEHTE; 6P TO 8 A0-
MoBHHH Hamolf BafiGoise moTphGuTO, ako XoheMO AOKYYHTH MeAbHH LHAB HAIL.

OcobuTy ckp6 npemopyuam Bama cBeliTeHMUH 6AHe H Apyre Upkse!
Ban, ce miacT mporexe Ha CpAUA H Ra AyIne, BH HMaTe PREBATH OYK H TOA-
y9aBaTH ra: pasnaliTe ra ma KOpHCT A0MoPHEe, ynumTyHTe Y Hnemy GpaTcky
upaasy uopapd pasHor sbposakowa m mopysamaitre ra o morphGama mphmena
oBOTa. ¥

3a’ ceemTeRHYTBOM HMaTe BH HACTHHIN MXYnapiax M rpagosax naitabo-
wy sspshy, matinebu kpyr abiosansa y pomosmms mawofi; mpemopysam mama
XA0 H CBHMA MOrAaBapOM H JACTHHKOM OCTAAMX 0GAacTHX ApmaBHHX, Aa y Gyp-
HO 0B0 BphMe HOABOCTPY¥HTE mMpiamIHBY MAPABHBOCT cBOIO, Aa HMaTe yshk
npeA O%uMa momTenne cBod, cHIypwoct oGhmucky m mpaspy saxkonuty. f hy
M030PHO FAEAATH HA BAC H CTPOrO Ka3HHTH OHE, KOH 3BARBY CBOME HEOArOBApAI0.

Ocoburo nako sam Openopy4aM paiH Y3ApAansa pedeHe CHIYPHO:TH
ofhuHcke, aa masure Ha Takope cTpaie M gomahe amyge, kou Gw MORYLIAAH
NOpeMeTHTH MHp u pea o6croshy, mpaMa TakosuM mocTymaliTe ca caoM CTpo-
rochy, Kako To 0abuabnoct Bphmena saxThea.

Bu pasuureisu u yunreanu masgesmu! poaure OBY nagy Gyayhuocru
Hame nyvem mpase ppocshTe k moaHaHpy mpase wosbunoct: H npame caoGoze
a H6oise k H306p Y cpaua,

‘TH naxo cas ocrain Hapoae Mol MAAH, O rpazoBHMa H cesHMa, WMak
npex ouaMa ome G.aaropaTH, woe cu 206io meh Aocaza; oasabait MHDHO H
YPeAHO mocioBe CBO8 H Yekalf cTpIABHBO mospaTak csor Gawa m cBos BOH-
Cke; DA ce Tako TBPAO wapaH, aa he mpie wero ce a x TeGm omer BpaTHM,
Hamynbera GHTH cBa npaseana no ca6opy ApaapHOM HapedeHa 3axThsanba TBOA.
Bor pomueu nawera uapa # kpawa depaunavaa!l Bor nommusa Tefe Hapoae
Molf apara!

¥ Barpe6y aama 7. CenremGpia 1848.

€77 1h, Ban, 8. p,

Ban Jelaci¢’s appeal to the population to abate mutual
antagonism on religious grounds
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their own idea of statehood. Resisting Germanization and refusing
to be submerged into a unified German empire, the Hungarians set
as their primary objective the establishment of their own, unified
Hungarian state on the territory extending from the Carpathian
Mountains to the Adriatic Sea. Thus, the intentions of the Habs-
burgs and Germans in Austria to enforce Germanization only pro-
voked the launching of the Hungarian Movement with the objective
of serving the interest of Hungary by enforcing Hungarization.

With regard to German-Hungarian relations I would like to em-
phasize that they were part of a long and continuous process, actu-
ally going on for over two centuries. Even when as an issue they
formally disappeared from the political scene, their ideas remained
unchanged and in one way or another were transplanted into the
new political streams. This fact should be emphasized, because the
process of compulsory Germanization was only replaced by com-
pulsory Hungarization, according to the same methods and in view
of the same objectives. The Croats stood up against Hungarization
just as the Hungarians did against Germanization, by launching
their Illyrian Movement which was essentially the struggle for
Croatian political and national interests. After the defeat of the
Hungarian Revolution of 1848/49 the Croatian resistance was over,
but the process which had started with compulsory Germanization,
and was continued through compulsory Hungarization, at the be-
ginning of the sixties of the 19 century was replaced by compul-
sory Croatization of the Serbs, which with its ups and downs is go-
ing on to this day.



THE STATE AND THE HISTORICAL RIGHT OF
CROATIA — AT THE ROOT OF THE CONFLICTS
WITH THE SERBS

he state and the historical right of Croatia was one of the

crucial issues which seriously affected the relations be-
tween the Serbs and the Croats not only in the past, but still have a
strong impact on current developments. Unfortunately, due to a su-
perficial and biased approach to these relations, particularly ideal-
ized and embellished after the First and the Second World War to
serve the requirements of current policies, the issue of the state and
the historical right of Croatia, basically at the root of all differences
and conflicts between the Serbs and the Croats, which culminated in
genocide against the Serbs and the war between them in 1991, has
never been tackled, or discussed on the ground of scientifically es-
tablished historical facts. Since it is not possible to understand and
properly evaluate the nature of the relations between the Serbs and
the Croats in the past and nowadays, particularly the extent of their
impact on the life of the Serbs in Croatia, Slavonia and Dalmatia, I
will try to provide a brief insight into this issue.

The entire history of the Croats who lived under the Hungarian
rule after 1102, and under the Austrian rule after 1527 is fraught
with endless arguments over the legal status of Croatia and its status
as a state, and to emphasize and prove that in spite of being incorpo-
rated into the framework of Hungary and Austria, Croatia never lost
its individuality as a state. The smaller and narrower Croatian state-
hood was getting in political and real life, the louder the Croats
were in insisting on these rights and in their efforts to assert them.
After centuries of experience in waging legal struggles against the
Hungarians, the Croats had become experts in litigation. Even when
their statehood was reduced to a thin thread, and later broken and
Croatia degraded to a Hungarian province, Croatian politicians con-
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tinued their endeavors to prove with admirable persistency that a
distinction should be made between their factual and their legal
status. They were actually using their very best endeavors to prove
the impossible, namely that Croatian statehood had never been dis-
continued.

During such centuries-long controversies with the Hungarians,
Croatian history and politics had always been deeply permeated
with the state right issue and historicism. This burden remained
even after Croatia broke off from Austro-Hungary and became part
of the first and the second Yugoslavia. Oddly enough, even today,
as if time had stopped and as if nothing had changed in our country
and in the world, Croatian leaders still operate with the same argu-
ments used by their predecessors in the feudal period, long ago gone
with the wind.

In the feudal period, Croatian policy, obsessed and totally im-
bued with the idea of the state right and historicism, until the
1848/49 Revolution in Hungary and Austria had been defensive.
After this Revolution the nature of this policy did not change, but
was only growing increasingly aggressive from one year to the next,
with expansionist objectives in view. In this way, the policy the
Croats had been practicing for centuries in the struggle against
Hungary and Austria for the recognition of their state right became
identical to the Hungarian aggressive and expansionist policy. Ac-
tually, in their aggressiveness the Croats followed in the wake of the
Hungarians and their centuries-long policy in this regard, but were
only more cruel and ruthless in attacking the Serbs. In view of de-
fending their “historical right” and reviving “the Croatian state
right”, with the objective of establishing a greater and independent
state of Croatia, the Croats launched the ideology of their Croatian
exclusiveness and fostered their uncompromising, Croatian nation-
alism, and from the distant past to this day had most often and most
vehemently directed the dagger of their antagonism against the
Serbs. Following in the wake of the Hungarian feudal policy
adopted at the end of the 18" century, summarized in the slogan that
on the Hungarian territory there was only one people — the Hungar-
ian, most Croatian politicians at that time, also adopted this view,
which they still maintain, that on the territory of Croatia there was
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only one “diplomatic”, or rather “political”, in modern terms “con-
stitutional” people — the Croats.

The question of the Croatian “political” or “diplomatic” people
in Croatia requires an additional explanation, because numerous
former and current disagreements between the Croats and the Serbs
actually stem from the Croatian nationalist political ideology based
on the concept that all Croats constitute only one “political” Croa-
tian people. The struggle for and against the concept of the Croatian
as a “political” or a “diplomatic* people and the differences be-
tween the Serbs and the Croats in the approach to this concept
should be more elaborately explained, because these differences
have remained unbridgeable to this day. They were the cause of
continuous bitter confrontations and antagonisms which in some
bourgeois and petit bourgeois circles developed into genocidal anti-
Serb trends. According to numerous reliable data, the crisis in the
relations between the Serbs and the Croats on the eve of the break-
up of the second Yugoslavia was provoked by the political parties
and politicians, promoters of the nationalist political ideology based
on the concept of the Croatian state territory inhabited by only one
“constitutional”, Croatian people.

In the sixties of the 19" century when the idea of the Croatian
as a “political” people attracted a great number of supporters, Imbro
Ignjatijevi¢ Tkalac as a sincere and devoted Yugoslav, resolutely
stood up against this idea. Aware of how destructive and harmful it
(this idea) might be, he wrote:

“The idea of political and national unification of all Southern
Slavs is quite good and positive. On the other hand, the obsolete
idea based on moldy manuscripts and quasi-historical concoctions
on the ground of which the Croats and the Roman Catholic church
pretend to establish hegemony over all Southern Slavs — cannot be
an expression of fervent patriotism, but only a proof of vanity and
ignorance of the mentality of these people. As such, this idea was
not as successful as expected. On the contrary, it has only widened
the gap between the two most progressive and vital Yugoslav peo-
ples: the Croats and the Serbs, and developed the differences be-
tween them almost to point of national hostility (Italics — V.K.)

Further on Tkalac said: ”Neither the future nor the state can be
built on old papers and “virtual” territorial claims, no matter how
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justified and irrefutable these claims might be, but only on the
strong determination, vitality and efficiency of the people living on
these territories and their will and capability to build their own state,
and this way fulfill their national task. Had the Serbs now living in
their Princedom, rebelling against the Turks decided to refer them-
selves to the Empire of Dusan and Lazar, their old documents and
all of their other historical rights, they would have remained under
Turkish occupation as Turkish slaves (raja), as is the case today
with the people in Bosnia and Herzegovina.”

il T S 1

Imbro Ignjatijevi¢ Tkalac

° 1. Ignjatijevi¢ Tkalac, Pitanje Austrijsko, kome i kada valja resiti ga? (The Aus-
trian Question, for Whom and When it should be Solved), Paris, 1866, pp. 77-78.



