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“No one imports radicalism to the Serb people framme outside place. On
the contrary, it emerges from the customary lasnftSerbia’s overall social reality.
And, above all, it emerges from the Serb family omme...The origins of the Serb
radicalism are in the people itself, in legal notionsand customs For our people,
behind the facade of a written constitution theraliways arunwritten constitution
that is based on custonasid need not make the foundation of the otheigiaffone.
No one from outside imposes radicalism on our peomh the contrary — radicalism
arises from the custom law, from Serbia’s entirgaaeality.

‘Serb Radicalism,’
Odjek May 7, 1889.”

The People’s Radical Party is among th@HE PEOPLE S ASSEMBLY, POPULAR REBELLION: THE
landmarks of Serbia’s modern history. It emanateRADICALS’ ATTITUDE TOWARDS THE STATE'S MOD-
social and national collectivism of the Serb peoERNIZATION: “FROM TwO DIRECTIONS TOWARDS THE
ple. The former relies on patriarchal institutiondRULE: RADICALS IN THE COUNTRY AND IN EMIGRA-
that have survived the Ottoman rule — commun®ON" AND “I N POWER THE RADICALS’ PARTY-STATE.”
and municipality; the latter leans of the percaptio After 12 years in power (1868-1880) the liberal
of the Serb people as a unique organism. Selffovernment headed by Jovan Ristic, one of the diisto
perceived and self-defined as popular, the Peans empowered after the assassination of Prince Mi-
ple’s Radical Party embodies the political unity ohailo and a leading Liberal since 1968, resigne®dn
the Serb people and invests its collectivism with tober 1880. The government’s major accomplishments
totalitarian character. were: adoption of the 1869 Constitution — the firat

In its unabridged version the study includegional constitution ever — and proclamation of $®
six chapters: “8RBIA’S FIRST POLITICAL PARTY: independence after the Berlin Congress in 1878. As
IDEOLOGY AND ORGANIZATION;” “FOUNDING FA-  early as January 8, 1881, the first issu&amouprava
THERS SVETOZAR MARKOVIC AND ADAM BOGO- (Self-government), a mouthpiece of the People’s-Rad
SAVLJIEVIC;” “FOLLOWERS DIFFERENT PATHS cal Partycame out of print. This first issue carried the
LEADING TO THE SAME GOAL;" “RESISTANCE IN  party program.



who can be considered, in a way, forefathers osBef
vism.” Analyzing Markovic, he identified both diffe
ences from and similarities with Bolsheviks andktoo
the later outstanding. According to Slobodan Jovano
vic, Todorovic was “closer to Bolsheviks than Mark-
ovic.”

Stojan Novakovic reviewed the said study and
summarized the evolution eédicalism The founders
of the People’s Radical Party, “those who remaihed,
“proclaimed themselves leaders” and “the masses” fo
lowed them and their “time tested supporters,” says
Novakovic. “However, neither have those leadersdto
any more for ideological supporters of Svetozar kar
iHViC and Pera Todorovic nor have their supportees e
H uched on the subject. But there were masses with
R eir leaders at the helm. Their struggle was aimed
cus and called renamed themselves from sociali#g2!"St the_ regime and in that str.uggle the makads

different things in mind than their leaders — ahé t

to radicals. What prompted them to form the ca X .
cus was the Assembly’s “address’ to the rule _eaders were leaders by name only since it were the

The “address” usually contained a government’g]asses' rather than them, which dictated the aspira
program. This time it was about the “address” th ons,” writes Novakovic in his review. And wherteatf
s fhe murder of the last ruler from the Obrenovic alsty

new “early-conservative’,” i.e. progressive cabine o :
of Milan Pirocanac submitted to Prince Milan.2" May 29, 1903 the "satiated and gorged crowdlfina

Oppositionists voted down the “address” due tgeized the power, _all that “?“_‘a.i”eo' of true foreied
the change in Serbia’s foreign policy: distancin ere the people with memoiristic memories. The peo-

from Russia and moving towards Austro- le of vision had disappeared from that crowd long
Hungary ago,” concludes Novakovic.

Once published in the first issue $mou- Slobodan Jovanovic wrote, “The Radical Party

prava the program of the People’s Radical Part)‘/vas planned as a _complot — a brotherhood of li: an
remained the only written program ever. Th eath. Whoever joined the party was expected to se-

Party itself was either in power or in oppositién clude himself from the rest of the world and became

experienced a schism, constitutions and dynastiggponent to the entire world to prove his full deedion
in Serbia changed, the state wagged four wars © the party...Radicalism manifested all the symptoms

but the Party program remained untouched. Norfg religious fanatism and was half-way to turnimgoi

of those factors — individually or taken together -2 powerful religious sect' that would spread beyon

affected “the sum and substance of the social pH{*® borders of our state and cover the entire Balka
losophy that brought about the Party in the fir ccordmg to Jovanovic, t.h? foundmg_ fathers wdre t
place.” Moreover, the first criticism from the in- ones to introduce that “religiousness” into thetyafor

side. in 1901. was concerned with the defense gfm, the founding fathers were the followers of 8ar

basic tenets of the Party: economic equality an ihilists while the later forebears of Bolsheviks.
national unity. Both currents — “original Radicals” ovanovic takes Pera Todorovic the most desenang f

advocating populist socialism and “independentsthe spirit of sectaria}‘nis.m. permea,t,in.g th(_a partyc[zSo
promoting the ideas of the European left — and thrgsor]ance of that. r¢I|g|ousness is mirrored ire th
two parties alike opposed capitalism and “relie arty's very organization. The Statutgs of the Resp
on the same, anti-individualist mentality, which adical Party Pera Todorovic wrote in the summer of

made a liberal political doctrine alien and unac-1881 were publicized in Samouprava (Self-

ceptable for them both.” The Program itself ,.Wagvernment) on January 1, 1882. The Statutes gave

BERLIN CONGRESS$1878

Before the newspaper appeared, actually
1880, a group of elected representatives in t
People’s Assembly formed a parliamentary cal

not devised in some registry but developed b to “religi(_)us_n_ess.” The party's organizatiorasv .
ordinary people, people’s deputies...even a farm sed on an individual member’s unreserved commit-

in traditional apparel, a priest, a merchant, a prd‘nent. One organ of the party derived from anothar —

fessor had their say...The program is an outco unty branch derived from a local branch, a distri
of general consent i:[.belongs to no one in pa{tigﬁamh from a county branch and the main committee

lar, it belongs to us all, it's our shared ‘credo. rom a distrjct brgnch. Such tight ve_rtical tiesdaahe

In the study “Pera Todorovic” he publi- party practically |ndestruct|b_le. Unlike the panpyo-
cized in 1908 Slobodan Jovanovic claimed thad @™ the statutes were subject to changes bytuhe
both Svetozar Markovic and Pera Todorovid©Se of those changes was always the same: stegngth

“were the students of Russian socialists of 1860@g of the organization and the party unity.



Conservatives, young-conservativesr pro-
gressists- the names they gave to themselves and the
names used by others to refer to them — establigteed
Serbian Progressive Party in the fall of 1881fdt:nd-
ing fathers were educated people who placed their
hopes on Prince Mihailo after his return from Ewop
The independence declaration of 1878 particulanly e
couraged them to pursue his policy of the statedsl-m
ernization. They started th¥idelo magazine as “a
mouthpiece of a new struggle for the improvement of
domestic situation, and a mouthpiece of a partingct
independently in the matters of foreign policy...”"H&
younger and generally more active currents of @ire e
lier so-called conservative party united with the
younger currents of the earlier so-called libewity on
the party program to be publicized in tW&elo. What
united them in the first place was the struggleiaga
pseudo-liberalism and for genuine endeavor for dete
mination of modern, true, liberal and state prines’
(underlined by L. P.).” In th¥/idelo magazine, in party
program and in the program of their first cabirtbg
progressists echoed their creed, “Law, freedom and
progress are the three main colors of the bannearere
preading, and three indivisible segments of reabt-

i : tutionality.” The progressists opposed the coustry’
Serbia by local sub-committees ensued. Apa|' olation, i.e. its “solitude at the internatioreena,”

from Pera Todorovic, opposition MPs played Ma%hereas advocating “brotherly relations in the faig-

jor roles in _the process. Gathered_ around Adai of Slavic nations” and cooperation with “neigitty
Bogosavljevic, edu_cated far_mer, since 1874 and ;g » They emphasized that their views on ‘ithe
Strig%h?r?e% b&’. N'IkOIa Pa5|cts ele(r:]tlon as_tg M ernational life, respect for the rule of law, coiosis
In e Radicals were a staunch opposition (g, 54 firm dedication to general progress” com-

Jovan R|§t|c's cabinet tasked W'th. mplementmqnend them for “the civilization of European nations
the provisions of the Treaty of Berlin Serbia com—they highly appreciated

mitted itself to after independence proclamation. Crifical of “pseudo-liberalism,” i.e. critical of

_Protocols and receipts — SEIvINg as MeMypq jiherals of 1868 and their twenty-year rules fro-
bership cards - were largely d|str|butgd’ to farma, ossists made a tactical alliance with the satili.e.
ers, who made up nine-tenths of Serbia’s pOpwrrSee radicals, to fight the mutual opponent. The esam
s . . . Jefers to the radicals: through tié&delo magazine, Ni-
of the People_ S “Rad|cal Party. “The Radlca_ll_s, kola Pasic prepared the terrain for the establisitrog
says Jovanovic, made a br_egkthrough n pOlmcﬁhe People’s Radical Party. The alliance broke aprw
They were the first to polltlcaII¥ organize the j5,an Ristic's cabinet resigned. Division of powexs
farmer masses in a political party. hat essential cause of the break as the hist@ibgyr

In th_e autumn of 1883 there were 60 Ioca’n erpreted it. They actually split because theithg
SUb'Ct? mmlt;eﬁs and tlh?usandQS ?nd thqusgndl;; (i:re two essentially different paths. Because efrtie
members of the People’s Radical Party in Ser "'fking Milan (Serbia was proclaimed a kingdom in 1882
Its partner was no longer a ruler, let alone aerothf)layed in the conflict between the radicals andpiee

SOI'?C"’}I t?\artl)\;i legla Pai'tc was(;alecteq thg preﬂs]l ressists historiography so much personalized time c
ent of the vain Lommittee and remained in ict that it neglected its true causes.

office for the next 45 years — from the party's es- The third political current, the self-namébder-

tablishgent un'ii_[{_hisl death (t188|}.'192t6)'g ial als despite emphasizing that they were descendants of
0 a poiitical current calfling 1sesocial- — gq a5 glgest political tradition (1848, 1858,683

ists, radicals and collectivistoriginating from a : ; o

P ) ) ere the last to get organized into a politicaltypar
sch|sm n thEﬁ‘ Ur_uted Serb Youth in 1866, secure agging behind the radicals and the progressisy th
a firm organizational frame and became the fir

political party in Serbia. Its emergence, howeverllrStIy set up the Society for the Development @IS

d tallizai ¢ ther t litical iterature. They started the magaziBgska nezavis-
sped up crystallization of another two political, (Serb Independencte first issue of which was
currents in Serbia.

brought to public eye on October 1, 1881. An ueitl

SVETOZAR MARKOVIC

The party’s constitution began with the es
tablishment of a local committee in Belgrade o
December 3, 1881. “Networking” of the entire



editorial published in this issue was actually th&erb Youth into liberals (political freedoms) artial-
party program. Another article informed the readists (social issues or “the issue of bread”) anth whe
ership that the magazine would stand for “the pokriticism of the 1869 Constitution.

icy and principles of the People’s Liberal Party.” Svetozar Markovic and Adam Bogosavljevic
The liberals, having been in power for long timewere considered founding fathers of the Peopledi-Ra
rejectedrashnessand refused to enter “the arenacal Party. They acted simultaneously and coopesigtiv
of demagogic agitation” while advocatimgadu- However, their roles were different. Svetozar Maiko
alism. At the convention of the Society for thewas aforefather— for Stojan Novakovic he was ami-
Development of Serb Literature on October 17jator, while for Jovan Skerlic apreader of ideasAd-
1882, Jovan Ristic came out with the slogha-* vocating for those ideas in the People’s Assembly,
boramus” (we work). Referring to his cabinet’'s Adam Bogosavljevic, MP, simplified them and made
attitude towards the trade agreement with Russtaem understandable to farmers. Actually, he reduce
he considered disadvantageous for Serbia, he saildem to what Svetozar Markovic called initiatiorhel
“Not only states and individuals but also partieslivision of the roles between Markovic and Bogo-
and associations should not be indifferent when gavljevic was not a planned one — the two stoodvior
comes to dignity.” The liberals’ policy was deter-different levels the understanding of which predend
mined by two goals. First, “liberation and unifica-tions understanding of the lasting trace Svetozarkv
tion of the dismembered Serb provinces.” Seconayic left in the Serb history. His work — preoccumy
“the search for larger and firmer foundations fohistorians, philosopher, economics, sociologistditip
rational and historically justified fostering ofeth cologists and pedagogues for almost 150 yeargenis
people’s well-being and the country’s intellectuadensed in one decade only.

and natural resources, as well as for strengthening To be moved to action people need to be famil-
of the nation as a whole and securing its future.” iar with the form a new society will take, took Nkar
ovic. And this necessitatesdaiving minority “that en-
joys people’s confidence and is strong and capable
enough to lead the people, organize a revoluticch an
secure stability of social transformation.” Thedsaii-
nority is made up of “highly educated people rather
than of quasi-intellectuals,” those who have “grown

on simple fare” and are “incapable” of making disti
tion between their own interests and “the interests
the people.” No doubt that Markovic and his followe
saw themselves as that driving minority.

Svetozar Markovic was at home with all major
socialist teachings in the West Europe (Sain-Simon,
Louis Blanc, Prudon, Lascal, Marx), or at leasthwit
their political and action-wise sum and substafides
is why for more than a century scholars have tted
determine by whom he was influenced the most and,
consequently, the progenitor of whom he was: thé ra
cals, the social revolutionaries, the social deriiscor
the communists. Scholars have also tried to determi
his various evolutions: from a liberal into a sdista
from a socialist-Utopian and revolutionary democrat
into a Marxist. However, Markovic underwent one €vo

. e lution only: the one marked by his break with Senbi
LAzA PACU, PERATODOROVIC AND NIKOLA Pa3I¢c  Liberals in 1869. His entire work after that wa® th
struggle against liberalism that was only in embiyo

Leaders, supporters and opponents of th8erbia at the time. In his polemic with Viadimir
People’s Radical Party, the same as many of itovanovic, progenitor of the ideas of liberalismSer-
chroniclers, perceived it as a party “criticizingbia, and Dragisa Stojanovic, who though not a &ber
everything” and aimed at “undermining the foun-himself knew enough about liberalism to claim that
dations of the present-day (i.e. the then — L.PWas non-existent in Serbia, Markovic argued for the
social system — all in all, a revolutionary party.”unity of social and national revolutions. To avaidy
The great majority of them took that the history ofarbitrary interpretation of his argumentation onasim
the party began before its formal establishmenplace it in the historical context of the time.
that it began with the schism within the United




By taking into account causes and consedree choice. The people as a whole should make sure
guences of the social and political struggle in théhat each member of the society is also a prodticey;
Western Europe, Markovic tried not only to gainshould, therefore, make sure to abolish all ideickig
deeper insight into Serbia’s situation but also telasses of the society such as judges, lawmalaass, |
direct its development towards a society restingers, the police and soldiers. Each citizen shdefénd
on the principles of aew science- socialism. He the country and safeguard its order. Through edutat
was aware of Serbia’s enormous delay. “Our ec& manual worker should turn capacitated for thes job
nomic system, our education system, our civil angresently performed by “experts from ideological
political orders are among the most underdevetlasses.” The ultimate goal of such a state isdeesthe
oped ones in Europe,” he wrote. However, he dahvides between those who rule and those who aie th
rives not a conclusion that this delay can be consubjects. However, since such transformation cannot
pensated through a copy-paste of West Europetake place simultaneously in the whole world, ttages
principles. On the contrary, by criticizing theremains as a whole in the context of foreign adfair
West European societies that have implement&dnly social transformations in several states, iedrr
revolutionary teachings Markovic indicated thatut by different means and taking different direcs,
Serbia should not follow the road the West Europereate conditions for disappearance of borders.
had already traveled but only profit by Europe’s “No doubt that a breakthrough in the people’s
achievements. For him the same as for his Russiantellectual development brought about by the f8stb
teachers any other solution would lead to yet amevolution is the revolutionary thought of the subj
other delay. gated masses: thiought about creating a Serb na-
tional state that would unite the entire Serb peoftl
was a revolution that gave birth to this thought tfee
first time after Serbs’ defeat,” wrote Markovic. Ma
ovic has never abandoned that thought. However, it
impels him to make a double choice. Contemporary
socialist teachings are not preoccupied with thenal
but with the social issue. Markovic connects the tw
and conditions resolution of the one with that of a
other. In Serbia, he opposes the idea of a Gr&ser
bia: the renewal of the Serb medieval state. Adogrd
to Slobodan Jovanovic, Markovic’'s criticism of the
Greater Serbia ideology brought about the crisithef
Serb nationalism. Having denied a legitimist resohu
of the Serb question, Markovic came up with a revol
tionary idea —federalism i.e. a federation of Balkan
and South Slavic nations as the best solution Her t
Serbs history has dissipated and ethnically mixét w
other peoples. Economic and political relations Mou

“Our task is not to destroy capitalist econ-make up the connecting tissue of such a federation.
omy, which is actually non-existent, but to trans- The youth endorsed Markovic’s ideas. However,
form small, patriarchal ownership into a commortheir first serious echo was in the People’s Asdgnib
one and thuskip over an entire historical epoch Adam Bogosavljevic's circle of opposition MPs. Whas
of economic development — the epoch of capitalisiot for Adam Bogosavljevic, said Slobodan Jovanovic
economy’ he wrote in 1973. the influence of Svetozar Markovic would have rathe

Markovic countered the principle of pri- modest. For, Svetozar Markovic did set foundatitms
vate ownership — as the basis for personal freedoanpeople’s state the prototype of which was thditra
— with association of labor and common ownertional Serb commune, but Adam Bogosavljevic was the
ship as preconditions for terminating exploitatiorone to spread the idea in a reduced form through th
and a basis of freedom. This resulted also resultgteople’s Assembly. Markovic's teaching, the same as
in an appropriate perception of state: he counterdRussian socialism, emerged from revolutionary teach
a modern state separated from a society and hawmgs in the West Europe and were imbued with altru-
ing political function only with a people’s stateism. Adam Bogosavljevic’'s work was opposed to any-
that “equals a well-ordered society.” A people’shing coming from the West Europe: technology, edu-
state rests on the principle of people’s soveration, arts, international law, diplomacy — andswa
eignty, while organization of various institutionsimbued with repulse and demagogy. “Let's free our-
and state bodies rest on the principle of selelves from the elegant but dangerous shackles of
government (decentralization) and the principle of

[
i

ADAM BOGOSAVLIEVE



Western formality that have choked the spirit an@ constant of his activity — the socialists andrdicals
the character of the Serb people,” said Bogowere using any reform undertaken by the liberals to
savljevic. strengthen their political position and thus cunbttier
reform movement. In order to set foundations for a
modern state all liberal governments had to resort
force. So they were discredited as enemies of tneed
people’s democracy and people’s state. Thus thecir
was being closed. Strengthening of the goals ofakoc
and national ideology was turning liberalism intore-
thing not only uncalled for but also hostile. Whitie
main advocate of Markovic's ideas, Pera Todorovic,
who returned from emigration once a general amnesty
was granted, and Markovic’'s main organizer, Nikola
Pasic, reunited in Belgrade in late 1880 it wasy anl
matter of days before the People’s Radical Partyldvo
emerge. If Todorovic and Pasic, two key players in
_ ) i Svetozar Markovic’'s movement, perceived the Pegple’
SIObOd"?‘”, Jovanovic preqselyhdeflned th&:adical Party in the same way at the beginning they
frame of Serbia’s social drama in the"Intury. certainly did not later on. Having already travetbe
Our economic development was primitively oy from a founding father to a critic, Pera Toddco
slow-paced; the needs of the state or9""”'Z""'['CF'érceived the People’s Radical Party as a historica
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grew at the speed of modern states,” he wrotg,anomenon. Or, as he put it, “Serbia /of the timas
Those needs could be met either from domest|f.anaple of producing something better and moee ad
resources or foreign capital. The ideology of the ate » Nikola Pasic who identified himself witheth
populist state ruled out both. New taxes imposegy i+ and was identified with it (“Pasic belongsus,

on the impoverished farmer population would,4"ye pelong to him”) and identified the party hwit
have further |mp0_ver|shed Serbia _|tself. But Serg,e people, considered it eternal. After the chaobe
bia was also anxious about opening the door tQ nasty and the party was in power for long already
foreign capital: under its influence the Serb peoplp;qic said, “l am convinced that only the Radicaity
would become some other people that would takg c4napie to safeguard and strengthen Serbiaread

Serbia away fro_m its testamentary goals - liberase qur ideals at the same time.” The ideals wewa “
tion and unification of the Serb nation. This credgiynal liberation and unification.”

brought about the national-socialist, state-sostiali (.)

formula: Serbism = socialism Actually, it set The differences between the radicals and the so-
foundations for the ideology of the entire Serbig| reyolutionaries on the one hand, and the dilser
people’s populist state as a large commune thghy the progressists on the other were of diffectat-
organizes production and secures fair distributiony e _ they related to the goal itself. What linkssely
lts political expression was people’s selfvhe ragicals and social revolutionaries is the pesp
government. _ _ state — as an expression of collective intereght rand
Advocating the ideas of the populist stateyi|. embodiment of the people as a social andamet
Adam B?gosavljew_c opposed any step towardghgle: an antithesis of an absolutistic and libstate.
the state’s modernization. He voted against any, gther words, they equally opposed the idea sthte
law leading to class division and stood against anycysed on and individual and based on the postulat
Institution mirroring (':Iass differences. _that “a man is free and has the right to use andraze
In the People’'s Assembly, Nikola Pasic Sq,iq natyral gifts.” The differences between the two-
sharpened the aforementioned differences unfibnis of thought sharpened among the handful d Ser
they were perceived as mutually exclusive. Profityg|jigentsia in the first decade after indepermedec-
ing from his Zurich experience and always CoMation. Having hardly changed their proportidhese
bining the means of legal and conspirationglirerences have marked Serbia’s development in-ens
struggles, he imposed order among the parliamenyy gecades thus testifying that they were histric
tary opposition and united it around his originalenqencies rather than ephemeral phenomena in the

program. “I haven't come here to kiss the hem Ofieyelopment of social and political ideas and move-
this or that owner’s garment but to stand f@0- 1 .onts in Serbia.

ple’s rights, people’s interests and people’s free- The first progressist government undertook a

dom” , . omprehensive legislative reform with a view toabst
In the People’'s Assembly, Pasic opposeglsy jnstitutions of an independent state as s@pas-
the ruling liberals by all means. And that becamgjyie and regulate its international relations.sTleigis-



lative reform was labeled “a revolution fromparticularly after independence declaration. The-Pe
above” due to the speed at which it was undeple’s Radical Party was after a populist, socialtest
taken. Its synchronous character was, however, ajter the model of the Serb commune. The political
far more significant that the rhythm. Synchro+eforms it as after — its strong parliamentary ogitban
nousness was embedded in the very idea of moitthe first place — were nothing but means toirattais
ernization of a newly independent state. The praggoal. For their part, the progressists were afted-m
moters of the idea were obviously aware that angrnization of the state — i.e. its distancing frone
modernization (political, economic or cultural), if model of a state as a large commune. And thatrdeco
isolated, soon adjusts to patriarchal values aridg to the radicals, moved the state away fronpits
moves away from the sum and substance of Euroiary goal — unification of the Serb people — argt di
pean models. tanced it from the Slavic Russia as the main waifian
The reforms undertaken by the progressighat goal. The opposition was gauging each of the
government fell on bed soil. The consequences aforementioned laws by its contribution to “the Bias
the wars in 1876 and 1877-78 were still in the aipeople’s and its court’s sympathy for Serbia” that-
The country was bankrupt: it was even unable toonditioned the Serbs’ peace of mind vis-a-vis fine
pay back credits. The trade stalled and money wasre.” The advantages of certain laws such asativeoh
not circulating. People were impoverished or, apublic health or the law on stock branding — theclkst
some contemporaries put it, almost animalized. making Serbia’s main export — were insignificant fo
The first laws passed by the cabinet of Mithe opposition. Moreover, it took them dangerous. |
lan Pirocanac — the law on the freedom of preswder to safeguard the patriarchal substrate tip@sip
and the law on the freedom of association — ernion was turning down European forms as well. Itf wi
abled establishment of political parties in Serbiaaccept the forms later on but just to safeguardséme
The first progressist government headed for modsubstrate.
ernization of the newly independent state gotfitsel
the biggest opponent in the People’s Radical
Party. In the People’s Assembly, the opposition | &
represented by some 50 MPs from the People’s |
Radical Party had at its disposal the parliamentary
rostrum, and outside it — th®amouprava(Self-
government)newspaper. The paper — the party
mouthpiece — was distributed throughout Serbia.
It advocated the opposition’s struggle in the Peo-
ple’'s Assembly while discrediting, politically and
personally, progressist ministers and progressists
in general. The paper was neither providing proofs ==
for defamation nor anyone required it to do so. -

Once it begun targeting the king himself no one )= Sy
was spared from defamation. NIKOLA PASIC
Apart from the two above-mentioned
laws, all other bills put forth by the first pro- Having posited that foreign policy orientation of

gressist government (a contract on the first raithe newly independent state was of vital importafoce
road, laws on regular army, elementary schoolds development, the opposition mostly resisted the
public health, etc.) met with strong opposition idaws, which, as it saw them, took Serbia away from
the parliament. They were turned down in thdrussia and turn to Austria-Hungary. One of thosesla
name of protection of pe0p|e’s material interest¥as the one on construction of the first railroadser-
but also in the name of defense of its identityt thdia to which Serbia was bound under the Berlin frea
was often — due to unawareness about other vdihe People’s Assembly and the entire country fat th
ues, fear of Change and for demagogica| reasondnatter were IiteraIIy in a Siege situation while tkaid
identified with various forms of backwardness. Byaw was under consideration. Apart from Montenegro,
interpreting them as products of alien, i.e. WesterSerbia was the only country in Europe without ceili.
influence, the opposition was turning down legisThe government’s arguments for economic and cultura
lative reforms of the first progressist governmenbenefits of the railroad and its civilizational edfs for

in the name of gradualism and safeguard of th@erbia were of no avail. On the contrary, the ojfjpws
pe0p|e’s Spirit_ But when it came to perception of its uneducated and educated representatives alike
a state, the divides between the opposition arg@W those effects as the main reason why the law
Milan Pirocanac’s cabinet were deep and insushould be opposed.

mountable. Both sides clearly defined their stands,



The trade agreement with Austria-Hungaryguestioned the government. And Milan Pirocanac un-
encountered even stronger opposition. The agregerstood it that way.
ment provided Serbia the status of the most privi- Due to its reforms, the first progressist govern-
leged nation without reciprocity and, as Slobodament was suffering blows from all sides. The Pesple
Jovanovic put it, “met the needs of our farmers.Radical Party — operating at several fronts atséime
The opposition was quite aware of that. Howevetjme — maximally played on the challenges facing th
its resistance to the agreement was not meg®vernment. Through its mouthpiece, themouprava
demagogy only. If the core of the opposition —paper, it launched a fierce propaganda campaign
composed of the founding fathers of the People'against the legislative reform. Whenever it failexd
Radical Party — used demagogy at all at the tim@revent passing of laws in the People’s Assemlhig, t
that demagogy was primarily the means for attaimepposition turned to blackmail and obstruction. Whe
ing a loftier goal — national and state unity. the General Union — the Belgian company contratded

According to Nikola Pasic, the Berlin construct the railroad — went bankrupt, the opjpmsit
Congress sharpened the conflict between twseized the opportunity and withdrew from the Pesple
statehood ideas: the Serb and the AustrAssembly.

Hungarian. “The idea of our people is the one of In the elections for vacant parliamentary seats on
liberation, while the idea of the Austro-HungarianMay 15, 1882, out of 50 previous MPs 45 were re-
state, notably since lately (i.e. since the Berlirlected. The government tried to reach a compromise
Congress — L.P.), is the one of South-Easwith the opposition but the later would not accieptt
enlargement. The two states have always been rieasoned by the “the worse, the better” maxim. The
conflict and will be in conflict in the future,” Bh reelected MPs refused to present their authorizatio
Pasic. and were, therefore, excluded. They were once again
reelected in a new round of elections for vacaatsse
Having posited that the excluded MPs could not be
reelected, the People’s Assembly decided that n&s M
would be those who came in after the excluded MPs i
election vote. That was how the famous “double win-
ners,” asSamoupravaabeled them, entered the Peo-
ple’'s Assembly.

The People’s Assembly unanimously adopted
major laws: on elementary schools, standing armay, n
tional bank, currency, church authorities, etc. idoer,
its reputation was marred and its legitimacy disgdutt
was dismissed on January 11, 1883. New elections
were called for September 7. What followed wada tr
of strength that practically decided the courseSef-
bia’s political and social history. Participantstive trial
were not only the Court and political parties blgoa
the farming masses under the leadership of a strong
political organization with long-term goals: there
radicalism was embedded.

The opposition walked out of the People’s As-
sembly intent to return as the parliamentary mgjori
That implied two preconditions on which leadingirad

. The f|rst_progre55|st government was try'cals focused: organization of the People’s Radeaty
ing to modernize the newly independent stat

against politically, socially and culturally hostil the pyramidal structuring of which was finalized th

; election of its Main Committee in the summer of 288
backdrop. Aggravated relations between the gov- ; o
and drafting of a new constitution.

ernment and the opposition led each to extremism The radicals entered the election campaign for

towa_rds the other.. The p°"°‘? registered pUbIIE;ne September vote with a strong and massive alliti
manifestations against the railroad contract. NQ o . . >

- ; . organization, with fanatic and widespread propagand
opposition MP was elected to a single parliamen-

tary committee during the regular session of thand with a political capital the opposition hadrest in

People’'s Assembly in 1882. The session itseﬁ]e Pe.cr)ﬂf Sr'gsf:;gé’ had a by far weaker organiza-
begun in the sign of “either-or.” That was bes brog y g

X . ) L hon, active mostly in urban areas, and a rathesexd
mirrored in the issue of Address. The opposition . . \
. . ; ropaganda that, faced with the radicals’ strorgpar
submitted its draft of the Address that practicall .
ganda, went on the defensive. Bankruptcy of the-Gen

j | ?
KING MILAN OBRENOVIC



eral Union inflicted them a heavy blow. But thathad been on the sovereign’s table since July 283.18
was not the end of the story. Having expressed their conviction that “the amenaime
The radicals set the pace of the electoraif the constitution is a matter of highest prigtrigince
run. Aware that their strength lay in the farmind'if Serbia losses this battle on this road to pesgt its
masses they were self-assured. They intimidatgablitical future will be uncertain,” ministers fateahe
their opponents and incited the masses to riots. Asvereign with a choice.
it turned out, King Milan had good reasons to say The true political nature and character of the
later on that “a series of small-scale rebellionsPeople’s Radical Party — that, according to margy “r
prepared the terrain for the Timok Rebellion okembled army or church hierarchy” — was laid banlg o
1883. after the Timok Rebellion. The party founding fathe
Profiting on the developments some ofand leadership had been either imprisoned or had em
which they — overtly or covertly — initiated them-grated. However, the network of local branchest“tha
selves the radicals augmented their politicdike guerilla fighters — managed to maintain thetya—
power. At the same time reputation of the proremained in place. But, without ideology, the oligan
gressists government was on the downward pattion was nothing but an empty shetdicalismwas its
It was exposed to a series of blows, one comingavening agent. “Courts-martial and the stateroére
after another. It seemed as if all those blows weigency, as well as the ensuing, brutal persecuticheo
planned “in the dark by a mysterious hand of amadicals forced the party to go underground forhéley
angry, unknown and dark force,” as an author dt was in the state of silence and slumber. Bus thi
the time put it. Once the General Union wentneant not the end of the organization. New members
bankrupt and the People’s Assembly was disnvere not admitted, meetings were not convened, but
solved, the radicals got themselves new opportgpiritual ties among memberships remained aliveremo
nities for discrediting the progressist governmendlive than ever before, and radical fighters remein
and its reforms. They firstly accused the Presidewtevoted to their principles and the party program i
of the People’s Assembly — one of the leaders afhich they believed wholeheartedly and genuinely.
the Serbian Progressive Party — of misconducRadical leaders in Belgrade and among the people,
Then Lena Knjicanin and llka Markovic werethose who have not been thrown into prison, toaknup
found dead, one after another, in the Pozarevaélsemselves to revive and recuperate the party.tAeid
penitentiary where they serving their time for theefforts bore fruit. The party gradually revives aedu-
assassination of King Milan. During implementaperates...”
tion of the law on stock branding in the villagds o In April 1886 the Belgrade radicals reached an
Eastern Serbia conflicts between farmers and pagreement with the liberals — not an electoral exgent
licemen broke out. The radicals’ propaganda marput a programmatic one. The two “are coming claser
aged to spread the word that stock branding wasgeneral, popular current that helps Serb patroto
an excuse for a tax growth. Therefore, farmergain the upper hand over partisan stands.” Ancepgas
opposed the implementation of the law, while lawations for a new constitution will be among thép¥
enforcement officers tried to implement it — theties of the parties that have joined hands.”
radicals’ press interpreted the later as an assault Nikola Pasic remained indisposed to any com-
against the peopléSamoupravavas referring to promise whatsoever. While in emigration, he kept a
law enforcement officers aseymen The phrase sharp eye on the developments in the country aittaein
associating Janissaries was meant to suggest terty, made plans, maintained old ties and estadadis
alien character of the regime that had passed thew ones. At the same time he would not allow the
law on stock branding. party slip out of his hands — the party that wasvieg
The atmosphere of civil war marking theat home and turning again into a major factor. €her
election campaign and the election day (in eighHbre, “though deeply dissatisfied with the partyiew
counties voting was either accompanied by prgeolicy he could only accept it when he realizedt tha
tests or remained unfinished) hardly indicated ththings would no longer be the same.” He wrote teeRa
end of political conflicts in the country. The elec Milosevic that the party conclusions had so infiath
tion victory of the People’s Radical Party was nohim that he planned to come public “in the naméhef
unexpected though its consequences were unpgeople in emigration” and say that the radicaladkers
dictable. Out of 132 parliamentary seats, the radat home “abandoned the party program, cheated the
cals won 72, the liberals 30 and the progressisfeople and desecrated victims.” He calmed down when
24. The sovereign’'s 44 MPs were insufficient tde realized that the radicals-liberals agreemedt
secure the progressists’ majority. “buried the radicals’ program.” What mattered tonhi
Soon after the September elections the firstias that the party stuck to the principle of “peipl
progressist government formally resigned. Forsovereignty” rather than shared the liberals’ platf of
mally, since resignations of its ministers had beefsharing the legislative power with the King.”



The radicals-liberals agreement broughtvas the only obstacle. As for the radicals, theyewe
about a “federal cabinet” (June 1, 1887). Its sixfaced with the choice between the new constituiod
month rule (till December 17, 1887) was markedhe one declared in 1869 — the very “protectoraistio
by the witch hunt against the progressists the radution” their forefather called a fraud and theerni
cals’ mouthpiece, Odjek (Echo), called “relievingselves had fought against for twenty years.
the burden from the people’s chest.” The progre- Nikola Pasic spent six years in emigration
sssists were brutally murdered, humiliated and pf41883-1889). From Rumania he moved to Bulgaria
osecuted throughout Serbia. Cleansing the countwhere he assembled the Serbs that have emigrated fr
of the progressists continued in the years to comehe country after 1883. He spared no effort toirmttae

The agreement with the liberals and theyoal the Timok Rebellion had failed to. In otherrda
majority electoral system made it possible for théo oust King Milan as the promoter of Serbia’s Véest
People’s Radical Party to obtain the biggest nunerientation and, therefore, a “traitor of the missiof
ber of parliamentary seats in the September 188iberation and unification of the Serb people.”
elections. For the first time ever it had the oppor While in emigration, the conspirational, self-
tunity to form a government by itself. (...) Only controlled and ambiguous Nikola Pasic was straight-
four months later, the first radical cabinet resign forward, precise and unbending in the letters lesl @s
as it failed to realize all of its program goalsrnn main means of communication. He used letters te giv
malization of the financial situation and adoptionvent to his thoughts and emotions. In some of them
of the laws on municipalities and the standinguch as the one he wrote to Russian Slavist P.Aa-Ku
army. kowsky — Pasic summarized his political philosophy
and spontaneously revealed its origins:

“It can be said that the Serbs are the most unfor-
tunate nation in Europe. Apart from other bad lackl
enemies, it has a ruler unprecedented in histoeyisH
not a tyrant since tyrants are strict but fair, autaitor
of the people he reigns over. He allied himselfhwit
eternal foes of the Serb people and they are nawg h
in hand, trying to destroy the Serb state and gabguit
to Austria-Hungary. The world history and histotica
developments have placed the Serb-Croatian tribe be
tween Barbarian Turks and civilized Germans. For
some five centuries the Serb people had fought the
-9 A Turks so as to defend its golden liberty and hdblera

RANKO TAJSIC cross. And yet it hates civilized Germans more than
Barbarian Turks...At the time when the Serb people

A draft constitution was soon adopted byneeds to be defended and protected from German ‘of-
the parliamentary constitutional committee at it§ensive to the East’ our King betrayed his peopile t
regular meeting. The radicals were not exactlgame as Vuk Brankovic had done at the Battle of Kos
pleased with it. They criticized it for ignoring-so ovo. The only difference between the two is tha th
cioeconomic problems of farmers, for failing tolater did it out of revenge while the former forgenal
abolish bureaucracy, for maintaining the electoradain. At the time when we need Russian help thet,mos
threshold and for introducing the category ofat the time when Germans recruit allies againsvsSla
“qualified” MPs. When he put the final draft on afrom all over Europe, the King’s government and the
vote in the plenary session of the constitutionaing himself raise hell about the Russians and &iss
committee King Milan appealed to all members tdwug the Germans, our and Slavic foes.
vote for it and to “use all of their influence and “...The Serb people understand its struggle
power to have the document — in details and asagainst King Milan as the Serbs’ struggle for tle d
whole — adopted by the Big Assembly.” Despitdense of their homeland, they know they are figitin
his appeal, two radicals, Dimitrije Katic andnot only for their own good but that of all
Ranko Tajsic, voted against the draft constitution.Slavs...Should the Serbs succumb, should the pro-

The elections for the Big (constitutional) gressists’ stand that Serbhood could only be saved
Assembly were held on December 2, 1888 by thalliance with the Germans and against the Russians,
old calendar. Out of some 600 elected representaould be hard to curb those floods midway, at the b
tives, 500 were radicals and 100 liberals. Not éer with Bulgaria that, for some time now, has been
single progressist representative had been electdallowing in the footsteps of Serb progressists!

King Milan was faced with the threatening and “Everything needs to be done in due time. The
dangerous radicals’ majority for whom the crowrtime wasted in decisive moments and crucial periods
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channels the people’s cultural life to some other After independence declaration it was because
destination. We must do everything in dueof the course of its domestic development that i8erb
time...A disease has to be treated before it dewgently needed a country to rely on in its forefpt-

party alone in Serbia pursues the policy of godd-re
tions with Russia. Its political “credo” had to bepan-
Slavic unity, as the lasting interest of the Segopie.

Fanatically focused on his goals NikoIaAt th_e same time, the policy of good relations with
Austria-Hungary was treason.

Pasic — while in emigration and even after thé When. the proaressists beaun to move towards
failed Timok Rebellion — prepared the terrain for . . prog 9
ussia, Nikola Pasic wrote to Kulakowsky on October

an uprising in Serbia. He turned down an assas%— . . . i~y
nation plan as he assumed it would result in @ sta 2, 1896 that Russia had the right to interfere of

of emergency that would only strengthen the posmgzi:g :gz:g \(/)vferBea”égrr:trzt?tetz 'negheleivzgt itrr;:?c;
tion of the progressists. Assembling emigrants fo?:e “if domestic affairs are %n thg hgnds of F:mpo—
an uprising as an ultimate goal was most signifi- ~* . . .

T - nents of Slavic blood, in the hands of the peopliag
cant for Pasic’s own position. Alone he was help-

P s : : 0 destroy everything that is Slavic.” “In todayB&rbia
less, despite his political plans. With emigranis b . - .
his side and close to the border with Serbia th the progressists claim they are the interpretershef

threaten to cross by force, he was a factor not Jussian public opinion and that Russia would ngt su

be ignored — neither by King Milan and the pro_port them if it disagreed with their policy. Andeih

gressist government nor by Austria-Hungary angomeStIC policy will choke the voice of people -

Russia. And by the People’s Radical Party as welecute genuine supporters of Russia...That means the

After the Timok Rebellion he had to assert him_radlcals who would readily accept Serbia’s total de

self as the party’s indisputable leader. “Pasiediv pendence on Russia if that helps to safeguard Slavi

in Bulgarian, Rumania and Russia but dictateaelf—expression and stop Germany’s march to th¢ Eas

what should be done in Serbia all the time.” Any'®Y> Pasic in the letter.
' y Pasic’'s public addresses upon his return from

weakening of the front against King Milan and the. . . e . :
. . . . emigration are marked by “a high degree of ideclogi
progressist government would jeopardize his decl-

sive influence on developments in Serbia cal-political coherence and clear-cut strategicceqn
An uprising — both as a literal and .mobiliz-Of the party.” The People’s Radical Party itselios=d

ing goals — necessitated assistance. Pasic cof}\o‘:hapter of“|ts h|st0ry" with the 1888_Const|t|urt|0A
knock on one door only: Russia’s. But Russia’Strategy for "a new era ha_d to b_e deflr_1ed. And ila_a
official circles considered him “a nihilist and re_What Nikola Pasic was doing without interferingoint

bel.” Therefore, he needed a mediator whom Rug-]e party’s foundations.

) C And those foundations were made, in the first
Zloalitt;l:\StMe%a:-II: found him in the person of I\/letrof)lace, of Slavic unity and the “pledge of Kosovalie

Preoccupied with its deals in Bulgaria an d::d Ozzlr?d s;atcjat”f:af c:]:r?vgg ?r%?n'l'tx[h?tlgf?lyigg of
anxious that the uprising could trigger off Austria ; d o y “ y )
Slavic character” that “seems to be most prominent

Hungary's occupation of Serbia, the Ru§S|an gOV_mong the Serbs.” For, the Serbs are those thatdwou
ernment was reserved about preparations for |f,

Therefore, Metropolitan Mihailo had to turn to his hever accept injustice and evils of this world a’mj}
. . : : less of the hardships they have to go throughwds
many connections in the Russian society. So t ; . . .
: : s sar Lazar who gave voice to this trait when he
emigrants obtained not only political support bu he eve of the Battle of Kosovo that he preferred t
also assistance in funds and arms from Slavophil P

organizations in Russia. More importantly, Met- celestial kingdom /to the mundane/ because it juss

) - . .. and eternal.”
ropolitan Mihailo recommended Nikola Pasic to The People’s Radical Party's struggle for its

Slavophil circles as "a fighter for a universal rinciple cannot be separated from its perceptibn o
Slavic cause.” When he firstly came to St. Peterg;: P P P P

burg in 1885 Nikola Pasic was welcomed as the organization appropriate” for that struggldnat is

a N y : e
ally by those circles. And he was an ally, indeed. the organization that *wastes its energy on figintip-

stroys and eats up an organism...” icy. The People’s Radical Party labeled King Mign’
r and the progressists’ government Western oriemtatio
!,_"_4'?,‘ betrayal of the national institutions that weree"tsoul
=g of the Slavic world” and thus a betrayal of thevSla
d,#‘ f 1l ;E‘ On the other hand, it considered its unreservadmes
o et |19 L Ter] on Russia defense of the state’s Slavic substamale c
‘-'I"TF e = M lenged by the Western “substance” imposed on Serbia
Eﬁii”m‘!iﬁs l. through modernization. It was not enough that one
.

BELGRADE, END OFXIX CENTURY
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ponents only” and never “exhausts itself on interthe people via bottom-to-top self-government — was
nal skirmishes.” Time-tested in the strugglealien and hostile. In other words, it stood for theo-
against “the old bureaucratic system” this totaliple’s, farmers’ state functioning as a big commune
tarian character of the party gains significance imather than for a modern state based on the rulewof
the “new era. “Discipline and solidarity amongWhile in opposition, the People’s Radical Partyidiov
our membership,” said Nikola Pasic addressingated the conflict between the two state conceptau-
the party meetings, “helped the Radical Party ttual exclusivity with all traits of a civil war. Eferent
win, discipline and solidarity are what we need tdoreign policy strategies of the two concepts —stas
safeguard all that was acquired and to confirm ouhe heart of the Slavic world on the one hand, Ans+
attainments...Whatever the party decides obligasia-Hungary as a paradigm of the West on the other
each and every member...This is a serious periogere perceived as a clash between the East and the
for Serbia and as such calls for general accord.” West. “Ever since they settled in the countriey tbil
Party unity rests on two benchmarks: vicdive in the Serb people have always sided withEhst
tims and a fixed goal. Those benchmarks are iR all clashes between the East and the West wbrlds
terrelated. Pasic recalls victims with a clearrinte wrote Nikola Pasic at the beginning of “a new era.”
to “further inspire party membership and tighten The balance of powers between the two state
its ranks in strong columns, to revive the old diseoncepts was firstly put to the test in the 18&2#&bns.
cipline and strength capable, when well-arrangedind Milan denied to recognize the victory of thed?
to overcome all obstacles in the way of its prople’s Radical Party won by legal means, and demloye
gress and realization of its program.” the army against its reserve variant — the armes-up
Unity of the People’s Radical Party — evening. Electoral victory of the People’s Radical Rasas
after it obtained absolute power in the People’'secured only after declaration of the 1888 Cortstitu
Assembly and formed a government of its own -and abdication of King Milan convinced that he had
was most significant in the context of attainmensafeguard the dynasty and Serbia’s orientation rdsva
of its goal: unification of the Serb people. It mesthe West at least for some period of time.
saged the neighboring states that Serbia had a  Having finally won the elections, the People’s
government strong enough not to make more cofRadical Party practically occupied the People’sehss
cessions that “the interests of its people allow.bly. And then — “Through the Assembly it appointed
Merged with the people, the unified party incadres ministers, and through those ministers asdig
power could get prepared for European develophe radicals to all other public offices. The spirf the
ments and “profit on them” so as to contribute t@arty permeated both the government and the Assem-
final solution of the status of the provinces thatbly...A minister and a MP, a county chairman and a
are “closely connected with the history of the Serbecretary of a district committee, heads of ministe
people and are constituent parts of the Serb tribedepartments and members of the State Council and th
In the elections for the Extraordinary Peo-Treasury — shared the same political course.” Apart
ple’s Assembly held on September 14, 1889, thikom undermining the balance of power, absolute
first elections called after the declaration of thelomination by one party stood for a reign of teiroa
1888 Constitution, the People’'s Radical Partyvay. Along with the crown’s denial to accept itsnifi-
triumphed: it won 102 parliamentary seats out ofshed prerogatives, that was the main cause ofigadli
117. The Liberal Party obtained the rest of 1%rises plaguing Serbia after declaration of the 8188
seats. The Progressive Party abstained: it wds stlonstitution. The 1890s were marked by the struggle
recuperating after the 1887 lynch and was awaibetween the crown and the one-party state.
ing a new wave of persecution. Nikola Pasic was Each year of the last decade of th&' t@ntury
elected the President of the People’'s Assemblywas a year of crisis: in 1892 the crown broughtlire
“The People’s Assembly carries out its task in theral to power — terror of minority replaced therderof
aftermath of a terrible rule thandermined peo- majority; in 1893 King Aleksandar proclaimed hinfsel
ple’s strength disarrayed the financial system andof age; in 1894 King Milan returned to the courdryd
abandoned the traditional popular poli€ysaid the 1888 Constitution was annulled; in 1896 a canve
Pasic. tion of the radicals from all over the country wasd
The very character of the Serb radicalisnin Belgrade with the aim of demonstrating the party
almost decisively determined developments ipower; in 1897 a neutral government was formed by
Serbia after declaration of the liberal Constitntio King Aleksandar while King Milan became a com-
of 1888 and its very fate. Having its roots inierit mander of active duty military personnel; in 188@re
cism of the 1888 Constitution, the Serb radicalisnwas an assassination attempt at King Milan and ldiko
constituted itself in the ensuing two decades as tliPasic was on trial in which he named anti-dynasitie
ideology of a revolutionary party. For the People’snents in his party.
Radical Party, any rule — except for direct rule of

12



It seemed that the decade-long constituished parliamentarianism. Inseparable from lidera)
tional crisis was finally brought to the end at theparliamentarianism in Serbia could have only been
very beginning of the 2Dcentury. King Milan’s deeply controversial.
sudden death in 1901 gave King Aleksandar a free This mere form hardly evoked Europe’s sympa-
hand to seek a solution. The agreement betweény. The country’s international position aggradate
the radicals and the progressists, and the press@ecause of the murder of the royal couple England
from Russia resulted in the authoritarian Constitusroke relations with Serbia and conditioned renewfal
tion of 1901, which corresponded to the prothose relations by the punishment of the plottiérsas
gressists’ constitutional draft of 1882. only in 1906 that the plotters were brought befue

The People’s Radical Party’s acceptance dfce. However, in 1911 they set up a clandestigaioir
the authoritarian Constitution of 1901 caused theation under the name “Unification or Death,” or,
first schism in the party. However, Pasic took thaknown as “The Black Arm.”
Serbia “needs sympathy of European nations...for o ) "
easier realization of the Serb testamentary :
thought.” To secure those sympathies one needs to
accept European institutions such asamstitu-
tional state For, the European nations “would not
be on their guard about an enlarged and stronger
state that follows their course and adopts their
standards.” For Pasic, the Constitution was pri-
marily an instrument for attainment of a loftier
goal: liberation and unification of the Serb people
Therefore, he would readily approve even a less
progressive constitution under the condition that i “LI'EIBI:ACK ;&I.?M" | EADERS
“leaves people to rest in peace, collect its stifeng Th A d at th litical intent
and compensate the losses of the past battles, and € army stepped at the political scene nten

pays more attention to Serbia’s capacity to cop ever to leave it. The plotters’ role in the forioatof
the government and marginalization of legitimate au

with the developments abroad.” In other words, ~ = : - .

“freedom of the entire Serb people” has alway: orities que_stloned constitutionality as the gsystef

been and still was “an ideal higher and loftierrtha Imited, public and controlled ru,le. The _Court atek
government treated the plotters’ protection as #ena

civil liberties in the Kingdom of Serbia.” For, to . .
be able to focus itself on the realization of napf state policy, since the plotters were the warin

tional program Serbia should not afford social anélvqssr iFtJO\aj\veé'rirrTehea?ICtngtI'gsa):‘ozrglilt?epaotgoi CvConr]I?j'\n;'izgr
political differentiations that dissolve its unique Id have bee,n crimes. That act is an act of gatrio
substrate. Such a stand equals a dogma: it is gy v : ' patri

affected by historical changes. Or, as Nikola Pasi m,” Sg:d lﬁlko_la Ira?;:: |ndh|s a?dreistrfo th?. Respl
put it on March 24, 1908, in the People’s Assem- SSEMUYy. oglca“y, € advocales ol the anti-crhp
movement were “adversaries of the May 29 revolu-

bly, “The entire history of the Radical Party testi . " o i
fies that we are a pure national party...by stickin#?n' They were sent to jail a_npl murdered thererein
to national tradition, it will always remain such.” € presence_of the Police Minister.

The beginning of the J0century witnesses , Wh_en it came to power after the_ coup, the_ Peo-
the end of yet another chapter of the life of th(giis Afaﬁgaggﬁgytiﬁéﬂfifsiggg ?tgtlzzsﬁr?;blga?als-o
People’s Radical Party. In early April 1903, KlngEtrong majority in the People’s Assembly, a wedkrru

Aleksandar performed a coup d'etat. The 190 T . : e
Constitution was abolished for a while and theﬁ’imd a “cabinet” government. This made it possibfetf

restituted. In the shade of those developmentst% focus itself on thg realization of a nat_|0na1I¢aA
plot was being woven. Devised for long it Culmi_goal that was thus fixed boosted nationalism andema

nated in the early morning hours of May 29, 190 esistance to militarism senseless. Notwithstanding
when officers assassinated King Aleksanda,lr. No%ur_opean forms S!JCh as par!lamentarlanlsm, the S_erb
after the murder of Prince Mihailo and severa?OCIety was unay0|dable mobilized for war pr_eparatl
assassination attempts at King Milan, the Obren nd wars by the |d_eology of the People’s Rad|ca1|),Pa
vic dynasty was finally uprooted. hat guaranteed |t_s decades-long rule at the dqmest
The army immediately enthroned PetaSCENE Was the partisan character of the stateredind
Karadjordjevic, whereas the People’s Assembl)ﬁnce on Russia its presence on international aiféns.
before voting F\im in, made a constitutional deci—caIIGd for f|ng—tun|ng the party organization, katithan
sion. The 1903 Constitution took over most of thf;f\or a change in the party program.

provisions of the 1888 Constitution and estab-

s ;&1_-
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