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Tonop Kymuk
PesupupaHa ucropuja
U HOB MAEHTUTET BO
UctouHa EBpona

dopmute Ha peBM3UOHM3MOT

HcropuorpadckoTo 3Haewme ce CTpeMH Jia TH PEKOH-
CTpyUpa HACTAHUTE, /]a TO Pa3jaCHU HUBHUOT MOCTAHOK,
Y J1a TH IIPOTOJIKYBA HUBHUTE 3a€MHU BPCKU U QYHKIINU
BO IIOTECHA WJIM MOIIMPOKA BPEMEHCKA paMKa. 3a OBHE
1esiu, Tpeba /a ce yTBpAAT pa3IMKUTE Mery: 1) u3bpa-
HUTe (PaKTH; 2) HAUMHOT HA KOj HACTAHUTE Ce TIOBP3aHU
1 ce objacHyBaar e/ieH CO JIpYT, U; 3) Pa3TUMIHUTE TOJIKY-
Bamka Ha €JleH HACTaH O IOTECHOTO FUIH IOIIUPOKOTO
onkpy:KyBame. Cekoja ncropuorpadcka anaansa 3a moj-
JIOBHA TOYKA 3€Ma PAa3JINYEH aCHEKT O] COIHjaTHUOT
JIETEPMUHU3aM KOj CTaHyBa BUJIJIUB €/IUHCTBEHO BO WH-
TepIpeTanyjara, T.e BO OOUIOT J]a UM Cce JIaJie CMHUCIa
Ha cepuja moBp3aHu HacTaHU. CeKoj ueKop BO TOpe CIIOo-
MeHaraTa ucropuorpadcka pabora e mocybjeKTHBEH Of
MPETXOAHUOT. VcToprcKaTa MeTOI0I0THja € UH/TyKTUB-
Ha ¥ mojipa3bupa coOmpame A0Ka3W, BOCTAHYBAambE HA
HUBHATAa IPUPO/A U MeryceOHA TOBP3aHOCT U, KOHEYHO,
00w/t 3a co3/1aBame Ha pa30MpIIMBa U palliOHAIHA ITIPET-
craBa. Cekoja eramna o7 paboTaTa Ha HICTOPUIAPOT MOKE
Jla TPeTPIU MPOMEHA: HETOBHUOT M300p HA ApXHUBCKU
MaTepHujaId MOKe a Oujle IpUCTpaceH, a HeropaTa uH-
TEpIpeTalyja, a 0 YIITe IIOT0JIEM CTEIIEH M HEeroBaTa
CHUHTE3a — MOJKe Jla OM/IaT 1Mo/t BJAMjaHUeTO Ha HeroBara

Todor Kulji¢

Revised History and New
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The Forms of Revisionism

Historiographic knowledge aims to reconstruct events,
clarify their genesis, and interpret their interconnect-
edness and function within a narrower or broader time
frame. In considering these goals, one should differen-
tiate between: 1) the facts chosen; 2) the way in which
the events are related to each other and explained, and;
3) the different interpretations of a narrower or broader
setting of an event. Every historiographic analysis takes
as its point of departure a different view of social de-
terminism which only becomes apparent in the inter-
pretation, that is, in the endeavour to impart sense to a
sequence of related events. Each step in historiographic
work mentioned above is more subjective than its pre-
decessor. Historical methodology is inductive, involving
the collection of evidence, determining its nature and
inter-relatedness, and finally trying to piece together a
comprehensible and rational picture. All stages of a his-
torian’s work are open to change: his choice of archival
materials may be partial and his interpretation — and to
an even greater degree — his synthesis may be influenced
by his premise. Broadly speaking, the re-examination of
a historical picture is motivated by the understandable
effort to reconsider an interpretation of the past and to
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MpeTnocTaBka. Bo ommTy 1pTu, IPEeUCHUTYyBAKETO HA
HEKOja WCTOPHCKA NpPeTCTaBa € MOTHUBUPAHO O pas-
OMPJIMBUOT HATIOP IIOBTOPHO /1A CE PA3TJIEZA EHO TOJIKY-
Babe Ha MUHATOTO, KAKO U J1a ce IPOYUCTH O/ JIETEH TN 32
oo6po 1a ce pazbepe ceramrHocTa. Vcropuorpadujara
mospa3bupa KOHTUHYUPAHO IPEUCIIUTYBAakhE€ HA HCTO-
PHCKHUTE MPETCTaBH 34 /1A Ce CIIPEYN KPUCTATIM3AIHjaTa
Ha UCTOpHUjaTa BO CTaTHUYKa JiereHza. OBa MPEUCIHUTY-
Bambe CE PA3JINKYBa O] PEBUANPAETO, OUEjKH moce-
HOTO € MOTUBUPAHO O] YUCTHU WJIM CKPUEHU HaMepH Jia
ce OIIpaB/aaT TECHU WJIU HIUPOKU NOJUTUYKY 1enu. [1o-
pajzii Toa IITO JIyFeTO KOU Cce Ha BJIACT Ce JJ1a00KO0 3arH-
TepeCUPaHH 3a HAYMHOT Ha KOj C€ TOJIKyBa MHHATOTO,
BO TOJIKYBAE-€TO CEKOTAIll ce 3a0eJie’kyBa e/ieH IJIacT Ha
COIIMOUHTErPATUBHO 3Haee IITO ce KOPUCTU 3a /ia ce
ompas/ia mopeZokoT. ETe 3o01To e pazbupiusa norpebda-
Ta J]a Ce PEBUAUPA UCTOPHjaTa M0 PAUKATTHU TPOMEHH
BO PEKUMOT U MOCJIe YKUHYBambe Ha TPAAULIIMOHAITHATA
colouHTerpaTuBHa Muciaa. Cemnak, peBU3UOHUCTUTE
He ce OTPaHUYyBaaT Ha MPOCTO TOJIKyBame Ha (QaKTUTe;
HCTO TaKa, THEe TO UCKPUBYBAaT HUBHOTO 3HaUeHe WU
IIaK OTBOPEeHO My IpoTuBpeyat. OBa e peBU3MOHU3aM BO
IIOTECHATa CMUCJIa Ha 300POT.

Cepuno3HocTa U KapakTepoT Ha PeBU3MOHU3MOT 3aBUCAT
0/1 MepaTa U KapakTepoT Ha IPOMEHUTE BO Pa3JINIHUTE
CJIOEBH O] UCTOPUCKATA CBeCT. Bo 0/1HOC HAa NICTOPUCKUOT
PEBU3UOHN3aM, HEOIIXO/IHO € /1A Ce PAa3JINKyBaaT HerOBU-
Te pa3JIMYHU AUMEH3UH U ONIITECTBEHU IIPETCTABHUII,
KaKO U pasJNJYHUTe (PYHKINU U MOBEKECJIOJHUTE WH-
TepecHu IITO ro counHyBaaT. Tpeba fia ce mpaBu pasjnka
Mery ICKPUBOKOJTUYBamhe Ha (PaKTUTE U TPEHACOTYBAHE
Ha BHUMAHUETO, IOMely Herupame U IPEHECYBabe WIH
peJlaTUBU3UpAe Ha CEHKHWTEe HAa MHUHATOTO, IOMeEry
yMepeH U paiuKajieH peBU3NOHU3aM.

divest it of legend the better to comprehend the present.
Historiography entails the continual re-examination of
the historical picture to prevent its crystallization into a
static legend. Such re-examination differs from revision
in that the latter is motivated by clear or covert inten-
tions to justify narrow or broad political objectives. Be-
cause the people in government are keenly interested in
how the past is interpreted, one always discerns in the
interpretation a layer of socio-integrative knowledge
used to justify the order. This is why the need to revise
history following a radical change of the nature of the
regime and the abolition of the traditional socio-integra-
tive thought is understandable. However, revisionists
do not merely reinterpret the facts; they also twist their
meaning or contradict them outright. This is revisionism
in the narrow sense of the word.

The depth and character of revisionism varies according
to the extent and character of change of the various la-
yers of historical consciousness. With regard to histori-
cal revisionism, it is necessary to distinguish between its
various dimensions and social bearers, and between the
different functions and manifold interests that sustain it.
One should be able to tell the difference between distor-
tion of facts and shift of emphasis, between negating and
passing over or relativizing the shadows of the past, be-
tween moderate and radical revisionism.
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VcTOopuCcKHOT pPEBU3MOHU3AM IIPUBJIEKYBA HAjMHOTY
BHUMAaHHE IIOpPaJyl HEroBaTa IIOMHAKBAa IIepIeIyja
Ha [IUPOKO OCYZIEHUTE UCTOPUCKH MPOTAroHUCTH. KoH
KpajoT Ha JBAECETTHUOT BEK, OCJIADEHWUTE KPUTHUKH HaA
damm3mMoT HacIPOTH OOHOBEHUOT HAIIMOHAJIM3AM CE
PEJIATUBHO CUTYPEH WH/IUKATOP 32 PEBU3HMOHU3MOT.

Hwu jasukoT He € UMyH Ha PEBU3MOHU3MOT. YTIOoTpebaTa
Ha IOJINTUYKU ja3UK BO COBJIQ/IyBalkheTO HA COIICTBEHOTO
MHHATO € OUTEH CerMeHT Oj] OIIITOTO Ipe-IHIIyBamhe
Ha wucropwjara. Ilox BiIUjaHWEe HA TIOJHUTHUKATA, HO-
BUHApPCTBOTO M HayKaTa OTBOPEHO I'M oTdpJaaT Tep-
MUHUTE MOJJP>KYBaHU O] IOPAHEIIHHUOT PEeXUM: Ha
puUMep, TEPMUHOT ,KalUTaJIHu3aM* Cce 3aMeHyBa CO
LIPETIIPUEMAYKO OIIIITECTBO, ,eKcIUIoaTanuja“ co
,HETIOUNTYyBakhe HA YOBEKOBHUTE IpaBa“, ,pabOTHUYKA
Ki1aca“ co ,Jp>KaBOTBOPEH HApO, WM HaIluja“, WUTH.
OpnnasniedyBameTo O/1 KyJITypaTa Ha KOHIIENTYaJIHUOT He-
TpujaTes IpeKy n306erHyBambe U OCy/IlyBambe Ha HETOBHOT
ja3uK e MIHUPOKO MO3HAT JIMHI'BUCTUYKO-COI[HOJIOIIKU
(¢enomen. McroTo Baku u 3a Haykarta. /leHec Haykara
¥ HOBHMHAPCTBOTO BO TaKaHapeyeHWUTe 3eMju BO TpaH-
3UIja HE caMO INTO r'u KU30erHyBaaT TEPMUHUTE Ha
KOMYHUCTHYKATa MpoIara{/ia, TyKy U OniTo npudare-
HUTe TEPMUHU OJ] IOMEHOT Ha MapKCU3MOT KOU MHAKY
He ce ocropyBaaT (KamuraansaM, eKcIuioaTaiuja, Kiac-
Ha 60pba, UTH).

EnHa of omyikuTe Ha JEHEIIHUOT JIMHTBUCTHYKU pe-
BU3MOHM3aM € HCYE3HYyBambeTo Ha 300poT ,Japyrap;
300poT He Oellle KOPUCTEH CaMO OJf KOMYHHUCTHUTE, TYKY
Oerre BooOuuaeHa ¢popma Ha oOpakame BO repMaHCKaTa
CcoIlMjasTHA JIEMOKpaTHja Mo MaJoT Ha Qamusmor. ,,JIpy-
rap“ Oerie n3pas Ha KJIacHATa CAaMOCBECT Ha €/THAKBUTE.
3a BpeMe Ha 1950-UTe F'OJMHH COLMjaIHATa IEMOKPaTH-
ja moyHa za ru ynorpebysa 300poBuTe ,JamMma“ u ,,rOCIO-
JIMH" 32 71a ce eMaHIIUIIUPa O 0Baa CAMOCBECT, I1a ,APY-

Historical revisionism attracts the most attention on ac-
count of its different perception of massively condemned
historical protagonists. At the end of the twentieth cen-
tury, the weakening of criticism of Fascism in the face
of revived nationalism is a relatively reliable indicator of
revisionism.

Nor is language immune to revisionism. The use of po-
litical language in mastering one’s past is an important
segment of the general rewriting of history. Under the
influence of politics, public journalism and science are
openly repudiating the terms favoured by the former re-
gime: for instance, the term “capitalism” is giving way to
“entrepreneurial society,” “exploitation” to “disregard for
human rights,” “working class” to “state-building people
or nation,” etc. Distancing oneself from the culture of
one’s conceptual enemy by avoiding and condemning his
language is a widespread linguistic-sociological phenom-
enon. The same is true with science. Today science and
public journalism in the so-called transition countries
are not only abandoning communist propaganda terms
but also commonly accepted legitimate terms from the
domain of Marxist thought which are otherwise not in
dispute (capitalism, exploitation, class struggle, etc).

One of the characteristics of current linguistic revision-
ism is the disappearance of the word “comrade”; the word
was not exclusively used by communists, having been a
customary form of address in German social democracy
following the demise of Fascism. “Comrade” was an ex-
pression of the class self-consciousness of equals. During
the 1950s social democracy began using the words “lady”
and “gentleman” in order to emancipate itself from this
self-consciousness and “comrade” as a reminder of the
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rap“, KaKo HEIITO IIITO IIOTCETYBA Ha CTAPDUTE BPEMUHA,
rcue3Ha. CimyHa cyZJ0MHA UMallle u 300pOT O/ ITPOCBe-
TUTEJICTBOTO ,I'palfaHUH", BOBeJIeH 0] cTpaHa Ha ®paH-
I[ycKaTa PeBOJIyIIHja CO IeJI Jja ja MPOYHUCTH ApKaBaTa
on deylaTHUTE U JIBOPCKUTE KOHBEHIINH; CElaK, OBaa
dopma Ha eramurapHO OOpakame HMMAallle KPAaTOK BEK
(beme mpuBpeMeHO pexaOWIMTpaHa OJi CTpaHa Ha
OOJIIIIEBUITUTE) U KOH KPajoT HA JIBAECETTUOT BEK, JBOP-
CKHOT ,,TOCHOJAVH" MIN ,JIEHTJIMEH" BO JIMHIBUCTUYKO-
MMOJIUTUYKA CMHUCIA Tpuymdbupa Haj ,IpalfaHUH® H
LApyrap”. JIMHTBUCTHYKHOT PEBU3MOHU3aM HE € CaMOo
cuMOO0JI, TYKY € M aKTUBEH CETMEHT BO HOBOTO ITHIITYBakhe
Ha MUHATOTO.

PeBU3MOHU3MOT BO ﬂOCTCOLl,MjaJ'IMCTM‘-IKI/I peXxXumu

CoBpeMEHHOT aKaIEMCKH U JPKaBEH PEBU3NOHU3AaM BO
peurcu cuTe eBPOICKH JAPIKABU ce CTPEMH, IpPeJ Ce, 1a
ro Mo/inpUITpa OJTHOCOT KOH HECJIABHOTO (PAITMCTUIKO
MuHaTO. bujiejku aHTHdAaIM3MOT € OCHOBAaTa HA MHOTY
W/1e0JIOTUH KOU Ce CTPEMAT /Ia ja JOKaXKaT IPOrpecuBHA-
Ta 1 XyMaHUCTUYKA OPUEHTAIM]ja HA IEHEIITHUOT PEXKUM,
PEBUBMOHUCTUTE ce OOMAYBaaT /ia TO MPEUCIUTAAT Jie-
TUTUMHUTETOT HA PEXHUMOT CO MPEUCIUTYBalbe€ HA He-
roBaTa COApPKUHA. AHTUKOMYHUCTUYKATa PETOPHUKA Ce
ynoTpeOyBa 3a 1a ce 0cs1000/1aT JOMAIITHUTE ITPETaBHUIIN
1 (pammucTy o7 TpeBOBUTE BO MUHATOTO CO II€JI /1A ce MPO-
eKTHPaaT KaK0 MaTPUOTCKH U aHTUTOTAJTUTAPUCTHIKU
cunu. Ilo crymeHara BoOjHA, aHTUQMANIUCTHIKOTO
efqHOTIIacue Oellle 3aMEHETO CO PEYMCH YHUBEP3ATHO
QHTUTOTAJIUTAPHO COTJIacue. AKO €eBPOIICKHUOT €THOIap-
THUCKU COLMjaJIN3aM € MHHATO BpeMe, aHTUKOMYHU3MOT
e KUB U 37paB. bepsmHckuor ucropudap Bosdranr
Bunepman 360pyBa 3a ,HEKPODUICKH AHTUKOMYHH-
3aM“, MUCJIEJKN Ha PEYNCH WHCTPyMEHTAJIM3UpaHaTa
orcecHja co KOMyHHUCTUUYKOTO MUHATO. HoBHUTE pesxumMu

old days disappeared. A similar fate befell the enlighten-
ment word “citizen,” introduced by the French revolu-
tion with a view to purging the country of its feudal and
court etiquette; however, this form of egalitarian address
soon fell out of use (it was temporarily revived by the
Bolsheviks) and the feudal and court mister or “gentle-
man” triumphed in a linguistic-political sense over “citi-
zen” and “comrade” at the end of the twentieth century.
Linguistic revisionism is not only a symbol but also an
active segment of rewriting the past.

Revisionism in Post-Socialist Regimes

Contemporary academic and state revisionism in nearly
all European countries strives above all to modify the at-
titude to the inglorious fascist past. Because anti-Fascism
is the mainstay of many ideologies intent on proving the
progressive and humanistic orientation of the present
regime, revisionists are trying to challenge the legiti-
macy of the regime by calling this content into question.
Anti-communist rhetoric is used to absolve domestic
quislings and fascists from past sins so that they could be
projected as patriotic and anti-totalitarian forces. Since
the end of the Cold War anti-fascist consonance has been
replaced by almost universal anti-totalitarian unison. If
European one-party Socialism is a thing of the past, anti-
communism is very much alive and kicking. The German
historian Wolfgang Vipermann speaks of a “necrophilic
anti-Communism,” referring to a basically instrument-
alized obsession with the communist past. The new re-
gimes make a point of demonizing Socialism in order to
manifest their complete break with the past, while radi-
cal revisionists-converts do the same to redeem their
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ro JIEMOHU3UpAaT COIMjaIu3MOT 3a JIa JOKaXKaT JieKa
PaCKpCTHIIE CO MIHHATOTO, JI0/leKa PaJIUKATHUTE KOHBEP-
THPaHU PEBU3MOHUCTH T'O IIPABAT HUCTOTO 32 JIa CEe OTKY-
IaT O/ CBOjaTa IMOPAHENIHA HAKJIOHETOCT KOH JIEBUIIATA.
JIOBOJIHO € /1a ce TIOTJIeTHAT HEKOJIKY €BPOIICKY 3eMjU 32
Jla ce TIOYYBCTBYBA OBaa aTMocdepa.

[Tpomacra BO JOMHHO CTHJI HA COLMjIMCTUYKUOT OJI0K
Bo EBpoma 3amoyHa CcO IapTHUCKOTO PakKOBOJCTBO HAa
CCCP, otkako ce Tpancopmupa ofi aHTHpedopMCcKa
CHJIa JI0 TeHepaTop Ha IPOMeHH (IepecTpojkaTa, maioT
Ha bep/IMHCKUOT SUJI, pellleHneTo 3a HeMHBOJIBUPAhe BO
Pomanuja, utH.). Bo 1980-uTe 11 1990-UTe, BHATPEITHUTE
HOca4yu Ha IpoMeHH Bo EBpoma ce cocroeja oji onosu-
I[UCKH T'PYIH, rpafaHCKU UHUIIU]aTUBH, pepopMUpaHT
CerMEHTH O/ KOMYHHUCTUYKHU IIADTUU U CIIOHTAaHU Ha-
poAHU BUKema. Bo oBaa cMucia, HAIMOHAJIMCTAYKATA
JIeCHUIIA Urpallle OTPOMHA YJIOTa; Taa ce yIITe He CMeTa
JleKa HalMOHAJIU3MOT U JieMOKpaTHjaTa ce HeKOMIla-
TUOWJIHU M IO CMeTa COIMjaJIu3MOT 32 aHTHHAI[HMOHA-
JieH GosmieBuCTUYKY 3aroBop. [lafameTo o BiacT Ha
KOMYHUCTUUYKHUTE MAPTUHA NOTTUKHA IIpOMEHa — HMaKo
caMO HEKOMIUIETHAa — Ha OJHOCHUTe KOH MHHATOTO. Bo
Pycuja, Ha mpuMep, peuHTepIipeTanyjaTa Ha MUHATOTO
e ucdpseHa oJ mporpamara Ipey /ia 6uzae 3aBpiieHa.!
KpUTHYKOTO IpeuCUTyBame Ha COBeTCKaTa HCTOpHUja
ro IOCTUTHA BPBOT 32 BPeMe Ha IlepecTpojKaTa; IJIaBHO
Oellle U3BPIIEHO O] IOJIUTUYKY HOBUHAPH, IIOPAJU TOA
IIITO apXUBUTe Oea U ce YIIITe ce HeIOCTAITHY 32 JaBHOCTA.
CTaJIMHUCTHYKUOT PeKUM Oellle KpUTHKYBaH U IOPAHO,
HO 32 BpeMe Ha IlepecTpojKaTa BHUMaHueTo Oellle mpe-
¢pseno Ha JlenuH, na gypu 1 Ha caMuoT I'opbauos. I1o
ykuHyBameTo Ha KomyHucrmukara naptuja Ha CCCP,
PEBU3HOHUCTUYKATA paboTa ro NOTTUKHA OP30TO 0OHO-
ByBame Ha Pa3jIMYHU TEOPUCKU IPUCTANlM BO cdepara
Ha OIIITEeCTBEHUTEe HayKH, KOM MUHYBaa HU3 IIepUOJ HA
cTarHaiyja.

former leftism. A glance at several European countries is
enough to conjure up this climate.

The domino-style collapse of the socialist bloc in Europe
was set into motion by the party leadership of the USSR
following its transformation from an anti-reform force
to a generator of change (perestroika, the fall of the Ber-
lin Wall, the decision not to intervene in Romania, etc.).
In the 1980s and 1990s, the internal bearers of change
in Europe included opposition groups, civic initiatives,
reformed segments of communist parties and spontane-
ous popular movements. The nationalistic Right played
a major part in this regard; it still does not think that
nationalism and democracy are incompatible and looks
upon Socialism as an anti-national Bolshevik conspiracy.
The fall from power of communist parties gave rise to a
change — however incomplete — of attitudes to the past.
In Russia, for instance, the reinterpretation of the past
has been stricken off the agenda without having been
brought to an end.' Critical re-examination of Soviet
history reached a peak during perestroika; it was done
mostly by political journalists because the archives were
and still are inaccessible. The Stalin regime had been
criticized before, but during perestroika the focus also
shifted on Lenin and on Gorbachev himself. Following
the ban on the Communist Party of the USSR revisionist
work encouraged the rapid revival of various theoreti-
cal approaches in the sphere of social sciences which had
undergone a period of stagnation.
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PeBusunonu3moT Bo PomMaHUtja ce BPTH OKOJIy OapameTo
Jla ce pexabuintupa JoH AHTOHECKY. BxkemreHara ,,Jie-
OaTa 3a AHTOHECKY“ BO OBaa 3eMja ce OJIBHBa BeKe Jie-
CeT TOAWHH, M C€ COCTOH OJ] HeBOOOHMUYaeHa KOMOHHA-
[[ija Ha peJaTUBU3allfja, OIpaBayBambe Ha (alIu3MoT,
PEBUBHOHUCTUYKA apIyMEHTAaI[{ja 1 aHTHCEMUTCKH HH-
[IU/IeHTH.” PEBU3BHOHUCTUTE TBP/AT ieKa AHTOHECKY OHT
roJieM POMAaHCKH IMaTPHOT KOj 3acTaHaJI Ha CTpaHaTa Ha
Xwutsep nopaau norpebara fa ce Bpatu becapabuja u koj
ja Bozes1 OMTKaTa MPOTUB aTEUCTUYKHUOT OOJIIIIEBU3aM.
Tue TBpAar geka Tpeba Jia ce peBHUAMpPA CyAEHbeTO Ha
MMOPaHENIHUOT MapIaj, Koj Oelle Ha BJIACT Of] Cell-
TEMBPH 1940 /0 aBIYCT 1944 KaKO COjy3HUK Ha XUTJIEP
u Oerrie 3acTpesiad BO 1946. AHTOHECKY € CJIaBEH KaKo
,CIIACHUTEJT Ha HamujaTa“ oJf KOMyHHU3MOT U OJ yHIap-
CKHMOT peBU3HOHU3aM. J[ofieKka pafiuKaIHUTe POMaHCKH
PEBU3HOHUCTH I'0 CIIOPEyBaaT cO AHTOHECKY 1 XUTJIED,
mma o0ajiiara T BeJInJaT Kako ,,aBTEHTUYHH [TaTPHOTH",
ITOTOJIEMHOT JIeJI Off UCTOPHYAPUTE, MOJUTHUYAPUTE K
MyOJIUIUCTUTE TH OCYyAyBaaT HAIIUCTHUYKHUTE 3JI0CTOP-
CTBa, HAKO T'0 ONpaB/yBaaT AHTOHECKY U IO OrpajyBaaT
oA pammu3mMor.3

AxTyesiHUTE jaBHHU Jaebatu okosly Poman /[MOBCKH BO
ITosncka, Jozed Tuco Bo CioBauka, JOH AHTOHECKY BO
Pomanwuja, xoptueBHOT Macakp Ha EBpeunte Bo YHrapuja
BO 1944, XpBaTCKUOT KOHIIEHTPAI[MOHEH JIOTOp JaceHo-
Bar (kHUTaTa Ha npercegatenor Opamo TyrmMaH u He-
TOBOTO ITUCMEHO U3BUHYBame 07] 20 heBpyapu 1994 ro-
nrHA') mokakyBaar »kesba Jia ce oTpIIM colcTBeHaTa
OJITOBOPHOCT U J1a Ce I0Ka’ke HEBUHOCTA HA JJOMAIIHUTE
mpodaIucTUYKN cojysHunn Ha Xwutaep. Ilox wusro-
BOp JleKa ce cOOYyBaaT CO COIICTBEHOTO MMHATO, HO-
BHUTE IIOCTCOIMjAJINCTUYKHA PEXUMH ja OIpPaBAyBaaT
HAI[MOHAJIMCTUYKATA MMOJINTHKA HAa PEKOHCTPYHpahe Ha
OecIIpeKOpPHO YMCTA HAIMIOHAIHA TPAJHUIH]a.

Revisionism in Romania pivots on a demand to rehabili-
tate Ion Antonescu. A heated “Antonescu debate” has
been going on in Romania for ten years already, invol-
ving a peculiar combination of relativization, justification
of Fascism, revisionist argumentation and anti-Semitic
incidents.” The revisionists assert that Antonescu was
a great Romanian patriot who took Hitler’s side out of
necessity in order to recover Bessarabia and who spear-
headed the fight against atheistic Bolshevism. They insist
that the trial of the former marshal, who ruled between
September 1940 and August 1944 as Hitler’s ally and was
shot in 1946, should be revised. Antonescu is hailed as
“saviour of the nation” against Communism and Hun-
garian revisionism. Whereas radical Romanian revision-
ists liken Antonescu to Hitler and hail both as “authen-
tic patriots,” the majority of historians, politicians and
publicists condemn the Nazi crimes though they justify
Antonescu and disassociate him from Fascism.?

The ongoing public debates about Roman Dmowski in
Poland, Jozef Tiso in Slovakia, Ion Antonescu in Roma-
nia, Horthy’s massacre of Jews in Hungary in 1944, the
Croatian Jasenovac concentration camp (v. President
Franjo Tudman’s book and his written apology of 20
February 1994)* betray a desire to repudiate one’s own
culpability and prove the innocence of the domestic pro-
fascist Hitler allies. Under the pretext of mastering one’s
own past the new post-socialist regimes justify their na-
tionalistic policies of reconstructing a blemish-free na-
tional tradition.
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Bo YHrapuja peBU3SHOHU3MOT Oellle IOTTUKHAT O TOpe-
HaBeJIeHUTe MPUYHHH, HO 3a pa3juka oj, Pomanuja, He
ycIiea /ia IpuBJjiede MOMIUPOK jaBEH UHTEPEC U JIa CTHU-
MyJIFpa PaJINKTHO TIOPEKHYBakhe Ha KOMYHUCTHYKOTO
MuHaTo. Bo YHrapuja mpomeHaTta Ha CHCTEMOT He JI0OU
KapaKTEPUCTUKN Ha MacoBeH OyHT kKako Bo I'epmaH-
ckara Jlemokpartcka Pemybsinka wim Bo Pomanuja, HUTY
mak Ha palace coup xako Bo YexocjoBayka; BO OCHO-
Ba, Taa MOCKOpO Oelle pe3yaTaT HAa KOMIIPOMHC Mery
KOMYHHCTUYKATa M HEOKOMYHHCTUYKATa WHTEJIUTEH-
nuja.> YHrapiure Hemaa rojieM MHTepec 3a pPa30TKpH-
Balhe Ha KOMYHHUCTHYKOTO MHUHATO HA HUBHUTE HOBHU
moJIuTUYapy (3a pas3jivkKa oJi UCTOYHHTEe ['epmaHIm),
HUTY IaK IIOCTOEIle PEBAHIIN3aM OKOJy HACTaHHUTE
BO 1956. OBa ro mokakyBa pe3yJITaTOT OJi €JHO €MIIH-
PHCKO HCTpPaKyBalbe 3a OJHOCUTE KOH COIIHjaJIU3MOT,
O/THOCHO, 32 KOJIEKTHBHAaTa MEMOPH]ja, CIIPOBEZEHO Of
BUEHCKHMOT conmosior Pajammpext (Reinprecht)® Bp3
MIPUMEPOK 07 120 UCIIUTAHUITU O] PA3JIMYHA BO3PACT BO
[Ipara u Bygumriemnra Ha MOYETOKOT Ha 1993 TOAWHA.
TpruyBajku o7 mMUIllyBarbaTa Ha IMOJICKUOT UCTOPUYAD
Maptun Kpos (Martin Krol), PajHimmpexT pasrpaHuaua
TPU THUIA OJHOCA KOH KOMYHHUCTHYKOTO MHUHATO: €BO-
JIyTHBEH, pecTaBpaIlMCKu 1 3abopaBayku. Yemrkara ,,Ka-
audeHa peBoJyIja“ My ImpuIara Ha pecTaBpayicKuOT
(pexoHCTPYKIMja Ha KAalUTAJITU3MOT), a YHrapckaTra Ha
eBOIyTUBHUOT THIl. Jlomexka Bo Yemkara PemyGsimka
MMOpPaHEIIHUTE KOMYHHCTH Ce HW3JIOKEHH HA IIOTOJIEM
MIPUTHCOK, 1A IypH U JinziepuTte Ha [IparkaTa mposer ce
JHUCKpenuTHpanu (co ouyjaaHa u3oamnuja), BO YHra-
pHUja crapuTe MapTUCKH JUAEPU J0OUBAAaT MHOTY TTOJIU-
OepasieH TpetMaH. MOXKHO € CJIMYHA pa3jIuKa BO OJHO-
cot aa mocrou Mery besrpas u 3arpe6 (kaze eimtata Ha
X]13 He Gelie perpyTupaHa oJi PeIOBUTE Ha KOMYyHUCTH-
Te). JaCHO e JieKa CTEIEeHOT /10 KOj MUHATOTO € PENHTEP-
MIPETUPAHO 3aBUCHU O] TAKBU yCJIOBH. Celak, OCTaTOINTe
O/l cTapaTa COIMjaJINCTUYKA €pa OCTAaHyBaaT AKTHUBHHU

In Hungary revisionism was inspired from above but, un-
like in Romania, it failed to attract wide public interest
and to stimulate radical repudiation of the communist
past. In Hungary the change of system did not assume
the characteristics of a massive rebellion like in the GDR
and Romania, or of a “palace coup” like in Czechoslo-
vakia; it was rather the result of a compromise between
the communist and neo-communist intelligentsia.” The
Hungarians were not highly interested in uncovering
the communist past of its new politicians (like the East
Germans were), nor was there any revanchism over the
events of 1956. This is demonstrated by the result of an
empirical study of attitudes to Socialism, that is of col-
lective memory, carried out by the Vienna sociologist
Reinprecht® on a sample of 120 people of various ages
in Prague and Budapest early in 1993. Drawing on the
writings of the Polish historian Martin Krol, Reinprec-
ht distinguished between three types of attitudes to the
communist past: evolutive, restorative and forgetful. The
Czech “velvet revolution” belongs to the restorative (the
reconstruction of capitalism) and the Hungarian to the
evolutive type. Whereas in the Czech Republic former
communists are exposed to greater pressure and even the
leaders of the Prague spring are discredited (by official
ostracism), in Hungary the old party cadres are treated
much more liberally. It may be that a similar difference
of treatment exists between Belgrade and Zagreb (where
the HDZ elite were not recruited from the ranks of com-
munists). It goes without saying that the degree to which
the past is reinterpreted depends on such circumstances.
However, remnants from the old socialist era remain ac-
tive notwithstanding the change; Adorno claimed in the
late 1940s that the vestiges of Fascism persisted after the
fall of Fascism. That the “goulash socialism” was not as
widely hated in Hungary as it was in Czechoslovakia was
borne out by the empirical study cited above. Younger
Hungarians regard the change of system as a continuity

’II
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0e3 oryies; Ha IPOMEHUTE; BO JOIHUTE 1940-TH TOAUHU
Anopso (Adorno) TBpaelie fgeka Tparute o Gpanru3MoT
ocTaHaJie ¥ II0cJIe mazoT Ha damusmoT. I'opeciiomena-
TaTa eMIIMPHCKA CTYAHja MOKa)ka JieKa ,lyJIall COIH-
jamu3Motr® He OWJI TOJIKYy OMpaseH BO YHrapuja Kako
mto 6un Bo YemkocsmoBauka. [Tominagure YHrapnu ja
cMeTaar IPOMeHaTa Ha CHCTEMOT KaKo IIPOI0JKEHHE Ha
TEKOBHHUOT IIPOIEC HA TPAH3HUIIM]a, a HE KAKO PaJuKa-
HO MPEKMHYBabe CO MUHATOTO: OZHOC KOj MOXE J1a My
ce IIPUIIKIIIE HA HUBHOTO HE3aI0BOJICTBO M HA KpU3aTa
IIITO ITPOM3JIE3€ O] BOBEAYBAHETO HA MHOIYIIAPTUCKHIOT
cucreM. Bo Yenikara Penmy6inka cinkaTa e moBeke IpHo-
6ena. CoOnMjaTMCTUYKHUOT PEKUM Oelle IoOCTPO OCyay-
BaH Bo Ilpara, mo/eka Bo Byaummenrra Aypu u momia-
JINTEe TeHEepallu ro 3a7prKaa ITOBOJHUOT BIIEYATOK 3a
nopaHemHuoT Juaep Janom Kamap. Cyznejku cropen
[IeYaToT, U3IJIe/a JIeKa HaceJleHHeTo Bo beirpaj e 1mo-
0JIaTOHAKJIOHETO KOH COIIMjaJIN3MOT, KOH ITOpaHeITHa
JyrociaBuja u KOH THTO, OTKOJIKY HaceJIEeHHETO BO 3a-
rpeb, U MOKpaj Toa IITO e/leH IUIoaz Bo 3arped Oere
oduujaHo TpenMenyBaH mo Tuto, qoaeka Bo Berpaz,
HeMa IUIOIITaJ] BO Herosa uecT. OBa Moe Jia ce objacHH
1 CO TOA IIITO, CJIMYHO KakKo 1 Bo IIpara, eurara (Koja ro
odopMyBalile jaBHOTO MUCJIEHE IPEKY AP>KaBHA IIPOIIa-
ragza) Gere MpPOYHUCTEHA BO IIOTOJIEM CTEIEH OTKOJIKY,
Ha [IPUMEP, BO YHrapHja U Bo ITopaHelina Jyrocjiasuja.

PajHmmpexTt Aojae [0 3aKIy4OK Jeka Bo Pemybiimka
Yelrika e BO IOJEM ,,eKCTEPUTOPHjaIn3alijaTa Ha MUHA-
TOTO". EBpOIIa € CHHOHMM 32 YOBEYHOCT, J[0/IeKa TOTaIH-
TapHUTE dalIu3aM U KOMyHH3aM JI0jaoa oaHaiBop.” Bo
OBaa CMHCJIa ¥ XPBATCKOTO jaBHO MUCJIEEbE ITOBEKe Ha-
JINKYBa Ha YEIIKOTO OTKOJIKY Ha JyTOCJIOBEHCKOTO. Mery
JIPYTOTO, CAMYJITAHUOT IIPOIec BO XpBaTcKa BO BPCKa CO
KOMILJIEKCOT 3a IMpunarambe Ha 3amaj ¥ Ha OTIIOP KOH
OasIKaHCKaTa MHTeTpallja U KOH HJiejaTa 3a IpUIarame
Ha jyskHuTe CJIOBEHU T'M IIOJrpea CTapuTe IMpeapacyau

with the ongoing process of transition and not as a radi-
cal break with the past, an attitude attributable to their
discontent and to the crisis brought on by the introduc-
tion of the multi-party system. In the Czech Republic the
picture was more black-and-white. The socialist regime
was condemned with some harshness in Prague whereas
in Budapest even the younger generations retained a fa-
vourable impression about the former leader Janos Ka-
dar. Judging by the press, it appears that the population
of Belgrade has a more favourable attitude to Socialism,
to the former Yugoslavia, and to Tito than that of Zagreb
in spite of the fact that a square in Zagreb was officially
renamed after Tito while Belgrade has no square to hon-
our him. Another explanation is that, in common with
Prague, the elite (who had been moulding public opinion
through state propaganda) had been purged more exten-
sively than for instance in Hungary and the FRY.

Reinprecht concluded that at work in the Czech Repub-
lic was an “exterritorialization of the past”, Europe is
synonymous with civility whereas totalitarian Fascism
and Communism came from without.” In this respect
too, Croatian public opinion is closer to Czech than to
Yugoslav. Furthermore, the simultaneous operation
in Croatia of the complex of belonging to the West and
the resistance to Balkan integration and to the idea of
Southern Slavdom reactivated the old prejudices of there
being crucial differences between the Byzantine and Ro-
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3a TIOCTOEHETO HA OUTHU Pa3JIUKU Mery BU3AHTUCKUTE
U PUMOKATOJIMYKHUTE ITUBUJIU3AIUUA - CTaB IOCTOjaHO
HCKa’KyBaH O] XpBaTCKHUOT nperceaaTes ®pamwo Tyrmas.
Bo Byrapuja Ha TOYeTOKOT ce pa3BH JKellka aebara oko-
JIy OATOBOPHOCTa Ha KOMYHHCTUTE, HO 3a PasjuKa Of
Pomanwuja, 3a KpaTko BpeMme Geliie 3aaymeHa.

Cemak, jaBHaTa pacipaBa OKOJIy OITOBOPHOCTA Ha CTPYK-
TypHUTE 3a Jp:kKaBHA 0e30eaHOCT Oellle cTaBeHA BO BTOP
IJIaH MOpajiid aKyTHaTa €eKOHOMCKa KpH3a Koja r'o 3a-
Tamy KPUTUYKHOT WHTEpEeC Ha HACeJIEeHHETO 3a HEero-
BOTO KOMYHHCTHYKO MHHATO. TOKMy YemrkocjioBauka
u Oenepanna Pemybnuka I'epmanuja BoBefoa Haj-
CTPOTH 3aKOHCKH MEPKH IPOTHB MPHUIAAHUIHNTE Ha
IMOpPaHEIIHUTE KOMYHUCTHYKH ITOJTUIMCKHA CHJIH, CO TOA
IIITO IIPBATa 3eMja BO 1991 TOIMHA PEIIIH HA ITIOPAHEITHUTE
cy>kOeHUIIN OJ1 Ap KaBHaTa 6e30eIHOCT Ja UM 3a0paHu
IpUCTaN 0 Ap;KaBHATa aJAMUHHCTpAIldja, a BTOpaTa
KPHUBHYHO T TOHEIle 4JIEHOBUTE OJ Ap»KaBHaTa 0e3-
6equoct Ha I'/IP (Illtasu). Efen cimyeH moTer Jo:KuBea
HeycIlex, Ha mpuMep, Bo Pycuja. CybuHaTa Ha HajBH-
cokute yusiepu Bo Pomanwuja, Byrapuja u YHrapuja ro
OTCJIMKYyBa MHTEH3UTETOT CO KOj OBHE TPHU JAPKABU CE
cupaByBaa co MuHatoTo: Hwukosae Yayiecky Oerre
roryoeH, a Tomop »KuBKOB 71ajieH Ha cyj, Ho JaHomr Ka-
nap (koj mounHa Bo 1989) He Gelre ornpHyBaH. [lopaau
CHJIHATa €KOHOMCKA KpH3a M MarameTo Ha >KMBOTHHUOT
CTaHZAP, BO CKOPO CUTE ITOCTCOIAjATUCTHYKH PEKUMH,
JIyfeTO TeHepaJHO He 0Oea HAKJIOHETH KOH OIPHY-
Balb€ Ha HUBHOTO KOMYHUCTHYKO MUHATO, OUIEJKU BO
cekaBambeTO TOA OIICTOjyBallle KaKO IEPHO/L Ha PEIaTHUB-
Ha crabwinocT. HajBepojaTHO mmopasu oBa, HEKOU BEP-
3UH 0] O(PUIIMjATHUOT PEBU3UOHN3aM He ycIieaja Jia ja
nmpuA00UjaT MacoBHATA IMOZPIIKA HA HAPOJOT Ha Koja
ce Ha/ieBaa HErOBUTE 3aCTAITHUIIN.

man Catholic civilizations, a point continually made by
the late Croatian president Franjo Tudman. In Bulgaria
there was at first a stormy debate about the responsibi-
lity of the communists but unlike in Romania it was soon
suppressed.®

However, the public debate on the responsibility of the
State Security service was relegated to the background
by acute economic crisis, blunting the population’s criti-
cal interest in their communist past. It was Czechoslo-
vakia and the FRG that placed the strictest legal curbs
on members of the former communist police forces, the
first deciding in 1991 to deny access to former state se-
curity officials to the civil service and the second crimi-
nally prosecuting members of the GDR security service
(Stasi). A motion to similar effect, for instance, failed to
be carried in Russia. The fates of top leaders in Romania,
Bulgaria and Hungary reflect the intensity with which
there countries dealt with their past: Nicolae Ceausescu
was executed and Todor Zhivkov tried, but Janos Kadar
(who died in 1989) was not demonized. Owing to severe
economic crisis and decline in living standards under
nearly all post-socialist regimes the people at large were
not overly inclined to demonize their communist past be-
cause it remained in their memory as a period of relative
stability. This was probably why some versions of official
revisionism failed to win the massive popular support on
which its proponents had counted.
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Cenak, TakaHapeYeHUOT ,JleH 3a JIeH“ PeBU3NOHU3aM
Ce€ YIITEe OICTOjyBa BO CHUTE MCTOYHOEBPOIICKU 3EMjH,
KaJle MHOTY MHAUBU/AYaJIIY OJHOBO I'l IIUIILyBa CBOUTE
6uorpaduu BO COIJIACHOCT CO OIIITECTBEHUOT WJIeH-
TUTET IITO CaKaaT Jia TO IPOEKTHPAaT, IPUKAKYBajKu
ce MOBeKe WM IMOMAUIKY HCKPEHO KaKO OJMETHHUIU U
JKPTBU HA IIOPAaHENIHUOT pexxuM. Moxke /1a ce HalpaBu
napasesa co EBpomna Bo 1945 rof., kora HeKOJIKyMHHA
dammeTnuky coyuecHUIN ce 0OBHHYBaa cebecu 3a ma-
CHUBHOCT M omnoptyHusaMm. Crnopes; PajHmimnpexrt, ucnu-
TaHUIUTe Bo IIpara Guie fajexky MOKPUTHYIHU BO OJI-
HOC Ha CBOETO HAIIMOHAJIMCTUYKO MHHATO U JIMYHOTO
Y4eCTBO BO KOMYHUCTHUYKHOT PEKUM, OTOJIKY OHHE BO
Yurapuja. Yecure oHecTpIJIMBO cakaaT Jja ro 3abopa-
BaT CBOETO MHHATO OTKOJIKy YHrapuure. ®akToT IITO
MJIa[iATe YHTrapiy He ce HUTY IIPEeMHOTYy COMHHYAaBH,
HUTY IIPEMHOIY ce cpamar OJi CBOETO MHHATO, MOKe
Jla ¥ ce NPUIUIIE HA IOCHUIHATA ITOCTKOMYHHCTHYKA
KpH3a BO HUBHATA JIp>KaBa BO OJIHOC HA OHaa BO Pemny6-
auka Yemxka. Jlogeka Bo Ilpara ,kamudenara peBosy-
nuja“ ox 1989 ro. ce cmera 3a pacKUH CO MUHATOTO U
HOB IIOYETOK (eKcTepUTOpHjaiu3anyja Ha MUHATOTO),
BO Byaummernra uckycTBOTO Ha JIMOEPAIHHOT COIU-
januzaM He ce pa3BU BO OTBOPEHO WU PAJIUKAIHO OCY-
JlyBare Ha WCTOpHjaTa, WU MaK BO OOJHO COOUYBambe
CO COIICTBEHOTO MUHATO, TYKYy pe3yJITHhpalie co UCTOPHU-
3anMja Ha ceramHocTa.’ HajmomysapHUTe HCTOPHUCKU
¢urypu Bo Ilpara ce Tomac Macapuk, Jan KomeHckn,
Kapo IV u Jaun Xyc, a Bo bygumnerirra rpodot McerBan
Ceuem, Kpast MaTujac u JIajom KomryT; ucro taka, mery
MIO3HATHUTE JIMYHOCTU O] OJIMCKOTO MHHATO ce BOPOjy-
BaaT Astekcanyap /lyouek, impe Har u Janom Kapmap.
Crnopes; HeKOM WCHUTAHUIY, [IEPUOAOT 3a BpeMe Ha
Kagap Bo 1970-ute 6umin 3maTHO A06a. 1 mokpaj Toa,
[IOBeKeMHHA WCIUTAHUIM CaKaa Jila BUJIAT PEBUAUpA-
Ha IIPOIleHKa Ha ysorara Ha XOpTH, HO He IIOpaJu Toa
IITO I'0 CMeTaarT 3a IO3UTUBHA JIMYHOCT, TYKy 3aT0a IITO

However, so-called day-to-day revisionism is still evi-
dent in all eastern European countries, with many in-
dividuals rewriting their biographies to accord with the
social identity they want to project, portraying them-
selves more or less sincerely as dissidents and victims
of the former regime. One can draw a parallel with Eu-
rope in 1945, when few of the fascist accessories blamed
themselves with passivity and opportunism. According
to Reinprecht, the respondents in Prague were far more
critical of their national past and of their personal parti-
cipation in the communist regime than those in Hunga-
ry. The Czechs are more anxious to forget their past than
the Hungarians are. The fact that young Hungarians are
neither excessively suspicious nor ashamed of their past
can be attributed to the stronger post-communist crisis
in their country than in the Czech Republic. Whereas in
Prague the “velvet revolution” of 1989 is regarded as a
break with the past and a new beginning (an exterrito-
rialization of the past), in Budapest the experience of a
liberal Socialism has resulted not so much in open or
radical repudiation of history or in painful confrontation
with one’s own past as in a historization of the present.’
In Prague the most popular historical figures are Tomas
Masaryk, Jan Komensky, Charles IV and Jan Hus, and
in Budapest Count Istvan Szechenyi, King Matthias and
Lajos Kossuth; also, among the most popular person-
alities from the recent past are Alexander Dubcek, Imre
Nagy and Janos Kadar. According to some respondents,
the period under Kadar during the 1970s was a golden
era. Nonetheless, most of them wanted to see a revised
assessment of Horthy’s role not because they consider
him a positive personality but because they distrusted
communist propaganda.”” According to Vladimir Ili¢’s
recent survey of Serbian youth, the most popular histori-
cal figures were the Kosovo myth heroes and individually
Josip Broz Tito, followed by Nikola Tesla, Mihajlo Pupin,
Vuk Karadzi¢, Karadorde, etc.” In common with Rein-
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HeMaar 7oBepba BO KOMYHHCTHYKATa IIponaraszia.’®
Cnopen HOBaTa aHkera Ha Biagumup Wnuk coposese-
Ha Bp3 CpPICKaTa MJIA/IHA, HAJUOIYJIADHU HCTOPUCKU
JINKOBU Ce KOCOBCKUTE MUTCKH XEPOH, a IOEJUHEYHO Jo-
cun bpos Turo, na Hukona Tecna, Muxajsio ITynun, Byk
Kaparnuk, Kaparopre, utH." Kako u Pajammmnpexr, Mink
normysapHocTa Ha TUTO My ja IpUIUIIA HA CEKABAHETO
Ha OIIIITecTBeHATa biarococTojba 3a BpeMe Ha HEroBO-
TO BJIAJIe€rbe, a HE HA CUMIIATUN KOH MapKCHCTUYKHOT
MHTepHAaIMOHAIN3aM. JleHEeITHUTEe YHTapCKU PEeBU3HO0-
HUCTH C€ CTPeMAT Jia ro orpasiat XopTH oJf KaKoB OMUIJIO
Halu3aM WM aHTUCEMUTH3AM U /Jia KOHCTPyHpaaTr Ha-
[[UOHAJIEH AHTUKOMYHHCTHYKHA MUT 3a HACTAaHUTE BO
1956 (HajBEpPOjaTHO MOBTOPHO MUCJIEjKU Ha MOTpebuTe
Ha HAaJ[BOPEIIHATA [TOJIUTHKA Ha YHrapuja). CiiudeH e u
OJTHOCOT HAa POMAaHCKUTE PEBU3HOHUCTU KOH AHTOHECKY,
Ha cprckuTe KOH Munan Heuk u Ha XpBaTCKUTE KOH
Ante IlaBennk. Bo Ilpara, KOMyHHUCTHYKOTO IIpe3e-
Mame Ha BJIacTa BO 1948 roj. ce Iyesia Kako Jp>KaBeH
yZlap u3BpIleH 6e3 mojApIIKa Ha HapoJIOT U CO TPHUK Ha
Crasivg, a IPEMHOTY 3HAUYEHE He U ce IPU/IaBa HUTY Ha
ITpamkara mposer. Kaj pasyinyHUTe HAIUU JIECHO CE
YBU/IyBa IOBTOPJIMBOCTA BO CEJIEKTUBHOTO 3a00paBame;
HO, MCTO TaKa II0CTOjaT NHTEPECHU PA3JIMKH IITO IIPOU-
3JIETYBaaT Off HUBHUTE PA3JIMYHU TPAJUIUU U JIOKAJI-
HU CTEPEOTHIH, KaKO U Of H/Ie0JIONIKaTa IOCBETEHOCT
Ha BiasiejaukuTe eauTu. CeJIeKTUBHOTO 3a0opaBarbe €
3aCHJIEHO CO OIIITECTBEHA aMHe3Hja (CIOHTAHOTO II0-
THCHyBalkhe Ha MHHATOTO OF CTpaHA HAa HACEJIEHHETO
MOpaJii MOMEHTATHUTE ITPO0JIeMH).

HpOHeCI/ITe Ha PEBU3NOHU3MOT KOH KpajOT Ha ABaeceT-
THOT BEK C€ I10/] B.TII/IjaHI/Ie Ha KOMIIVIEKCHA X Pa3HOBU/-
Ha I/IHTepaKHI/Ija Mef‘y HallMOHAJIHUTE W HACOJIOIIKHUTE
CHJIM IIUPYM CBETOT, KaKO U HA PA3JIMYHUTE JIOKAJTHU
HHTEpECHu Ha B]IaILEja‘—IKI/ITe CHJIX BO HEKOHU 3€MjI/I.
HpeILBOILEHI/I O CIIpPOTUBHU HAEO0JIOTHUH, HAYYHUIUTE

precht, Ili¢ attributed Tito’s popularity to the memories
of the welfare enjoyed under his rule and not to a liking
for Marxist internationalism. Hungarian revisionists of
today strive to divest Horthy of any Nazism and anti-
Semitism and to construct an anti-communist national
myth of the 1956 events (again probably with an eye to
the foreign-policy needs of the country). The attitude of
Romanian revisionists to Antonescu, of Serb to Milan
Nedi¢ and of Croat to Ante Paveli¢ is similar to this. In
Prague, the communist takeover of 1948 is looked upon
as a coup brought off without popular support and a ploy
of Stalin’s, and too much importance is not attached even
to the Prague Spring. It is not difficult to detect regulari-
ties in selective forgetfulness from one nation to another;
but there are also interesting differences resulting from
their different traditions and local stereotypes as well as
from the ideological commitments of the ruling elites.
Selective forgetfulness is augmented by social amnesia
(the spontaneous repression of the past in a population
caused by current problems).

Revisionist work at the end of the twentieth century is
under the influence of a complex and changed interplay
of national and ideological forces across the world and
of the diverse local interests of governing forces in some
countries. Global changes have not always been inter-
preted in the same way by scientists belonging to diffe-
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— IPHUIAAHUIMA HA PA3JTHYHU MOJUTHYKN (QPAKIHH, HE
ceKoraill r'd MHTEPIIPpeTHpaJIe TJI00ATHUTE IIPOMEHH Ha
HCT HauYuH. Bo morsies; Ha ceKoj peBU3HOHU3aM, ITOKPaj
MHTEPHOHAYYHM MPUYHHM, MOpa Ja Cce MMaaTr IIpef-
BH/I HHTEPECUTE U MOTHBUTE Ha BJIHMjaTEIHUTE CTPYK-
TYpPH KOU TO CUMYJIUPAAT, 3a0p3yBaar Wd yCIIOPyBaat
MIPETJIEZIOT HA COTICTBEHUTE CEHKH Off MUHATOTO. be3 ma
ce catu robasHaTa cocToj0a Ha PEBU3BMOHU3MOT, Jie-
CHO € /1a ce TpeleH! OPUTHHAIHOCTA ¥ aBTOHOMUjaTa Ha
OBOj IIPOIIEC BO COTICTBEHOTO OIIIITECTBO.

lnaBHMTE NpMYMHU 32 PEBU3MOHU3MOT BO
Jyrocnasuja

I'paraHckaTa BojHA BO TIOPaHENIHUTE JyTOCIOBEHCKU Pe-
MyOJIMKYA TPWINYHO jaCHO TH U3JABOU e(eKTHTe Oof
pa3IMYHUTE BEp3WM HA HUCTOPUCKHOT PEBU3UOHU3AM.
[lloBuHKMCTUYKATa PEKOHCTPYKIHMja Ha MHUHATOTO
MIOYHYBA /Ia Ce CMeTa 32 HOPMAaJIHA I10jaBa, a MAHUILY-
Jlaryjara co TEOpPUUTE Ha TOTAJIUTAPU3MOT € J0Be/ieHa
JI0 €eKCTPEMHU TPAaHUIM OUIEJKU COIHjATM3MOT Oerre
OILIPHYBaH U Kako (paTasiHa MCTOPYICKA MHTEPHAI[MOHA-
JIHA Tpelllka Ha OankaHckuTe Hapoau. He mpemHOry
CUJTHATA JYTOCJIOBEHCKA MCTOPUCKA CBECT HAMETHATA Of
rope, Kako 3aeITHIYKATa OCHOBA HA MHAVBUAYAJTHUOT U
KOJIEKTUBHUOT UICHTUTET HA YKUTEJIUTE HA HajroJieMaTa
OankaHCKa ApiKaBa, MCIApU KOra 3eMjaTa ce pacIajiHa.
Cpbure u XpBaTuTe ja peBUANpPaa UCTOPHjaTa BP3 €/HA
OCHOBHA HJI€ja IIITO ja IpeTcTaByBallle HUBHATA HaIMja
KaKO JKPTBAa. BO KOHTEKCT HA CPIICKO-XPBATCKUOT CIIOP
BO OZTHOC Ha BTopaTa cBeTcka BojHA, HACIIPOTU CPIICKOTO
cekaBarbe Ha JaceHosar (ammucTuuku Kami kazae bea
youenn CpOu BO IEPUOJIOT 1941-1945 TO.), XpBaTcKaTa
Memopuja ro nocraBu biajoypr (MecToTo Kajie MHOTY
KBUCJIMH3Y Oea yOreH! 0/ cTpaHa Ha aHTU(AIINCTHIKA-
Ta BOjCKA BO 1945 T'0/1.), KAKO CUMOOJI Ha KOMyHUCTHIKH-

rent wings, let alone by opposing ideologues. In dealing
with each revisionism one must bear in mind, in addi-
tion to internal-scientific reasons, the interests and mo-
tives of influential structures which stimulate, accelerate
or slow down the study of one’s own shadows of the past.
Without having a grasp of the global state of revisionism
one can all too easily overestimate the originality and au-
tonomy of the process in his own environment.

The Main Causes of Revisionism in Yugoslavia

Civil war in the newly independent states of the former
SFRY has highlighted with considerable clarity the effects
of various versions of historical revisionism. Chauvinis-
tic reconstruction of the past has come to be accepted as
normal while manipulation within theories of totalitari-
anism has been taken to extremes because Socialism has
additionally been demonized as a fatal historical inter-
nationalist fallacy of the Balkan peoples. The none too
strong Yugoslav historical consciousness imposed from
above as a common basis of the individual and collective
identity of the inhabitants of the largest Balkan country
evaporated as the country came apart. Serbian and Cro-
ats revised history is based on a portrait of own nation as
a victim. Within the context of Serbo-Croatian confron-
tation concerning the Second World War, against the
Jasenovac (fascist camp where Serbs were killed 1941—
1945) topic in Serbian memory, the Bleiburg (the place
where many quislings were killed by the anti-fascist army
1945) became the main place in Croat memory, symbo-
lizing communist atrocities. In the obsession with war
centred historical memory" remembering the victims of
own nation was a matter of new policy of memory. As




Identities ) Journal for Politics, Gender, and Culture, Vol. 4, No. 1/2, Summer/Winter 2005

Te 3rmozesna. OncegHaTH co cekaBambaTa Of BOEHOTO HC-
TOPHCKO MHHATO,'” TaMEeTEIbETO Ha JKPTBUTE O/ PEIOBUTE
Ha COIICTBEHHOT HAPOJ CTaHa IIpalliarbe Ha HoBaTa IOJIH-
THKa Ha cekaBarbe. 3a pa3jIinKa 0Jf KpUTHUKHOT IIaTPUO-
TH3aM, BO CJIEIHOT IIaTPHUOTH3aM CeKOj o0uj 3a
COOUYBarbe CO MPAuYHHUTE /IEJIOBH OJf MHHATOTO CE CMETa
3a IPEeaBCTBO WM Ma30XH3aM, WX IakK, eJHOCTABHO,
3a OecrioTpebeH W MOHUKYBAUKH ITOTCETHHUK BO BpeEMe
KOra HalpjaTa Mopa Jia IejCTBYBa 3aeHUUKH.

3a moMaJIKy O MOJIOBUHA BEK JyrocjiaBHja MUHA HHU3
JIBa 00MJa J1a TO PEKOHCTPYHpa CBOETO MHHATO: €IeH
aBTOPUTAPHO MHTEPHAIMOHAIUCTUYKH BO 1945 TOJ., U
Ce YIITE aKTYeJHHOT PECTaBPAIlUCKU ILIYyPATHCTHUYKH
HAIHOHAJIMCTUYKKA OOHZ, KOj 3all04Ha BO paHUTE
1990-TH rOAMHU. 3aMp3HaTaTa KOMyHHCTHYKA jJYTOCIO-
BEHCKa MEMOpHja 3a BOjHaTa ce rpajeline Bp3 o(uiu-
jaytHaTa MJeosIoTHja Ha ,,0paTCTBO W €IUHCTBO“ CO IIesT
Ja ce n30erHe HaI[MOHAJIMCTHYKA €KCIUIO3Wja Ha HC-
TOpHcKaTa Memopuja. Ha KpajoT oji ABAeCETTHOT BEK,
KOMYHUCTUYKATA JeeTHHU3alidja Ha BOeHaTa MeMOPH-
ja ce pacmazHa ¥ ¥ Jajie IPOCTOP Ha HAaMOHAJIHATA U
KoH(ecHOHaTHATa, MHANBU/IyaTHATA U TPyITHATA IPET-
craBa 3a cebe. ITocseHaTa rpafaHcKka BojHA TH 3aMaTH
IpalamaTa U TH COTOJIM APaMaTUYHUTE KOHIIENTyasl-
HU pas3jIMK¥ U Mely camMuTe HaydHHIU. VcTo Taka, Taa
T'H 3ajaKHa U TH YIPOCTH CTPACTUTE, MPOEKTHPAjKU ja
KOMILJIEKCHATa CTBAPHOCT BO TPHU €KCTPEMHHU KOHIIEI-
TH: OPaTCTBO M €QUHCTBO HACIPOTH JyrocjaBHja Kako
WIy3Wja U KakKo 3aHJaHa Ha HApPOAUTE; CTPACTBEHHOT
TUTOM3aM HACIIPOTH arpeCHBHHOT aHTUTUTOM3aM; Ca-
MOYIIPABYBamb€TO KAaKO BHCTHHCKA JIeMOKpaTHja Hac-
IIPOTH COIHjAJIMCTUYKHOT TOTaJauTapusaM. Kako ImITo
peue ®upe (Fuert), ce ciyun ,,ipecBpT Ha KAHOHCKUTE
npuoputeTn“. Kako mro yecro ce ciydyBa, KOJIKY IO-
roJjieMa HaJ/ieK, TOJIKY M0/[JIab0KO0 pa3ovuapyBarbe, TOJIKY
10O0JIHO OCBECTYBAIbe, TOJIKY IIOEKCTPEMEH PEBU3UOHM-

distinct from critical patriotism, blind patriotism looks
on any attempt to face the dark periods of one’s past as
treason or masochism, or at least as an unnecessary and
embarrassing reminder at a time when the nation must
rally together.

In less than half a century Yugoslavia has witnessed two
attempts to reconstruct its past: an authoritarian inter-
nationalist one in 1945 and the ongoing restorative plu-
ralist nationalistic one which began in the early 1990s.
The frozen communist Yugoslav memory on war was
built in the official ideology of “brotherhood and unity”
to avoid the nationalistic explosion of historical memory.
At the end of the twentieth century the communist de-
ethnicization of war memory fell apart to give way to a
national and confessional, individual and group self-im-
age. The last civil war has clouded the issues and laid
bare the dramatic conceptual differences also between
the scientists. It has also at once intensified and simpli-
fied the passions, projecting the complex reality as two
extreme concepts: brotherhood and unity vs. Yugoslavia
as an illusion and a dungeon of peoples; fervent Titoism
vs. vehement anti-Titoism; self-management as a true
democracy vs. socialist totalitarianism. As F. Furet put
it, there occurred a “reversal of canonical priorities”. As
is often the case, the greater the hope, the deeper the dis-
appointment, the more painful the awakening, the more
extreme the revisionism. Nationalism has assumed the
form of a new obdurate and militant belief largely imper-
vious to the facts. Psychologically speaking, exclusivity
and aggression are often the signs of insecurity. In all
parts of the country intellectuals fell with unbelievable
gullibility for the thesis that at that particular historical
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3aM. HarmoHam3MoOT ce IpeTBOpU BO HOBO HEIOIYCT-
JINBO ¥ MIJIUTAHTHO y0OenyBame, BO IPUHIUI OTIIOPHO
Ha ¢daxkruTe. Bo ncuxosonika cmucsia Ha 300poT, moceb-
HOCTa U arpecrjara HajuecTo ce 3HAIlM Ha HECUTYPHOCT.
Bo cure nesoBu Ha 3eMjaTa, co HeBepojaTHA HAWBHOCT,
VMHTEeJIEKTYyJIIINTE ce 3aJlellhja 3a Te3ara JieKa Ha Taa
KOHKPETHA MCTOPHCKA KPCTOCHHIA CE peIlaBallle Oll-
CTAaHOKOT HAa HUBHHTE HAIlUU. YIOoTpebaTa Ha Cuja ce
OIIpaB/yBallle CO KPAaTKHOT, HejaceH IEPHUO/, Ha UHTEP-
perHyMm, koj Oellle MCTOpPHCKA IIIAHCA 33 CO3/laBambe Ha
BAIITUTHUYKY JIpKAaBeH eHTHUTeT. Mely HMHTEJIEKTyas-
I[UTe II0YHA /1A Ce IIIMPH HeJJOCTOMHCTBEHATA H/ieja JieKa
e 1Io/100po /1a ce MpefazaT CONCTBEHUTE yOeyBarmba OT-
KOJIKYy COIICTBeHaTa /ip>kaBa. HoBocosiaieHuTe p:xaBu
IIOYHAa IPEKy HOK JIa CH IO PEKOHCTPYyHPAaaT MUHATOTO
3a Jla IOCTaBaT UCTOpHOrpadCcKy TeMeJIu Ha CBOjaTa He-
3aBUCHOCT. CeJIeKTHBHATa MEMOPUja ¥ OPTaHU3UPAHOTO
3abopaBame ce KoprcTea Kako KOHIIENITYaJTHO OpYKje 3a
3aIIOYHyBae Ha rpafaHcKka BOjHA U HAIIMIOHAJIHA HETO-
JiepaHnyja. Yl Bo rOJUHUTE IIITO CJIE/IAT €/IeH UCT HACTaH
HEKOU Ke I'o CMeTaaT 3a 3JI0YHH, a IPYTH 32 MaTPUOTCKO-
X€epOjCKU MO/IBUT, CO TOA CIIPOTUCTABYBAjKU ce Ha OICep-
BanuuTe Ha CaHTajaHa JieKa OHUE KOM He ro IaMeTaT
MUHATOTO Ce OCYZIeHU IIOCTOjaHO Jia TO IPEXKHUBYBaar.
Ho, moxxebu paboture ce coceMa CIpOTHBHH Ha bai-
kaHoT. Bo JyrociaBuja, cekaBamara ,,IDEMHOTY jaCHO
ce obHOByBaaT“ a HcTOPUOrPAdCKUOT PEBU3HOHH3AM
nobuBa 3a/mava f1a ja neduHUpa HOBAaTa HAIMOHAJIHA
cBecT. BakBHOT peBHM3MOHM3aM HMa J[Ba acIleKTa: 1)
KPUTHYKU: CO3/IaBarbe Ha MOTPEOHO 3pest 0aHOC U 0ThP-
JIyBamb€ Ha CTApOTO 3HAEHE 10 IaT Ha HETHparbe Ha CTa-
paTa COIMjaIUCTHYKA COIMOMHTETPATUBHA COJPIKUHA,
OTKpHBame Ha HOBHU /IOKa3H, U IIOBTOPHA eBaJIyaIyja Ha
JIOJITO 3aII0CTaBYBaHATA JINTEPATypa Ha MOOE/IeHUTE, U;
2) U/IE0JIOMIKH-COIIMONHTErPATHBEH: DPEMHTEIPETHPAHE
Ha CTApUTE HACTAaHU II07] OTBOPEHATA WJIM IPUKpHEHA
Hapez6a KOHIIENTYTHO J]a Ce XOMOT€HU3UPa HallfjaTa.

crossroads the very survival of their respective nations
was at stake. The use of force was justified by the brief
obscure interregnum seen as a historic opportunity to
create a protective state entity. There began to spread
among the intellectuals the ignoble notion that it is bet-
ter to betray one’s beliefs than one’s nation. The newly-
established states began to reconstruct the past almost
overnight in order to lay historiographic foundations for
their independence. Selective memory and organized
forgetfulness were used as a conceptual weapon to trig-
ger off civil war and national intolerance. For a long time
to come the same event would be regarded by some as a
crime and by others as a feat of patriotic heroism, appa-
rently contradicting Santayana’s observation that those
who do not remember the past are condemned to relive
it continually. But perhaps things are just the contrary
in the Balkans. In Yugoslavia memories have been “re-
vived too vividly” and historiographic revisionism given
the task of defining the new national consciousness. This
revisionism has two aspects: 1) critical: developing a ne-
cessarily mature attitude and casting off old knowledge
by discarding the old socialist sociointegrative content,
discovering new evidence, and re-evaluating the long-
neglected literature of the defeated, and; 2) ideologically-
sociointegrative: reinterpreting past events under the
open or covert dictate of the imperative to homogenize
the nation conceptually. Ideological historical revision-
ism began gradually to take shape before the disintegra-
tion of the former Yugoslavia, that is, under the wing of
the communist socio-integrative thought of the time.
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VneosIOMIKUOT HKCTOPUCKH PEBU3MOHU3aM 3aIll0YHA
IoJIeKa Jia ce 0oopMyBa IIpeJ] PacaioT Ha TOPAaHeNIHA
Jyrociaswuja, T.e moZ, 3aKpuja Ha KOMYHHCTHYKaTa CO-
[[MOMHTErPAaTUBHATA MICJIA HA TOA BPEME.

ITo pacmazor Ha MyJTHETHHYKA JyrocjiaBuja, UCTO-
PHCKHOT PEBU3HOHM3aM OTBOPEHO ce M3pasysallle, 6e3
3allITUTHATa PETOPHUKA Ha caMoylpaByBamweTo. MoHO-
IIOJICKAaTa KOMyHUCTUYKA UHTEPHAIMOHAINCTUYKA ITPU-
Ka3Ha, OpPUEHTHPaHa eJUHCTBEHO KOH MOpaJiHaTa Cy-
IIEPUOPHOCT Ha napTujata Ha Tuto, Gerre 3aMeHeTa co
HOBUOT UCTOPUCKU aBTOCTEPEOTHUII — HAITMOHAIIMCTUIKU
Y IOBUHUCTUYKY IPUKA3HN KAKO U3BOP HA ITOJIUTUYKATA
JIETUTUMHOCT Ha HOBHUTe OaykaHCKU p:kaBu. Hajpanu-
KaJIHaTa peBU3Hja Ha MeMopujaTa o7 Bropara cBercka
BOjHA ce IJIeJla BO XPBATCKUTE IIOCTCOIMjAJIMCTUYKU
yueOHUIHU (AypH U 10 pexabruranyjaHa GamucTUIKOTO
yCTAIlIKO MHHATO), J0ZeKa PEXXUMOT Ha MuJtomeBuk
cBOjaTa JIETUTUMHOCT ja rpaZiellle He caMO Ha HaIuo-
HaJIM3MOT TYKy U Ha HACJIEZICTBOTO OJ apTU3aHCKaTa
TpasuIja u conujanusmor.” I[To magor Ha MusomeBuk
Bo CpOuja oueBH/IeH € HOB aHTU(AIITUCTUYKH ITpaBelr.'
WNaxko serasin3upaHa, peKOHCTPYKI[MjaTa HA MUHATOTO
ce olBUBAllle HA MaHUIIyJIaTUBEH HA4YMH, 110/l MacKaTa
Ha 0/10UBame Ha TOTAJIUTAPHUOT COIMjaIN3aM, KOj, Ipef
ce, TO 33/IylIyBallle HAI[MOHAJIHOTO OcBecTyBame. Crl-
HaTa aHTUKOMYHUCTUYKA U aHTUTOTAJIUTapHA PETOPUKA
ce KOPHUCTH Kako IpeBe3 KOj o 3aTCKpUBAa MPAYHUOT
IIepuo/] BO UCTOPHjaTa Ha efieH HapoJi BO 0OUJIOT Jja To
HOpMaJIN3Upa U Jia TO OIpaBja TO] HAPOJ, IJIABHO BO
OuMTeE Ha 3aMaJJHUTE CUJIU.

Ha BankaHOT, cBefyBameTO Ha IIOCJIEHATA Bep3Hja
Ha WCTOpHUjaTa HA OPraHU3UpaHa CeJIEKTUBHA HCTO-
pHCKa MeMopHja e pe3yJsiTaT Ha KOMILIEKCHOTO 3aeM-
HO /IejCTBYBAarbe Ha HEKOJIKY DA3JIMYHU I1E€PCHEKTUBU
U TOJIApU3aIUH: 3alaJHO — HUCTOYHO XPUCTHjaHCTBO,

After the break-up of the multietnical Yugoslavia, his-
torical revisionism has manifested itself openly, that is,
without the protective self-management rhetoric. The
monopol communist internationalitic narrative, which,
which was structured exclusively around the moral su-
periority of Tito’s party, was replaced by the new histori-
cal auto-stereotype — nationalistic and chauvinist narra-
tives as a source of political legitimacy of new Balkans
states. The most radical revision of the Second World
War memory can be found in post-socialistic Croatian
textbooks (even the rehabilitation of fascist Ustasa past),
where the Milosevi¢ regime based its legitimacy not just
on nationalism but also on the legacy of partisan tradi-
tion an socialism."” After the collapse of the Milosevié¢
reign in Serbia there is also visible a new anti-antifascist
course.” Although legalized, the reconstruction of the
past proceeds in a manipulatory manner under the guise
of repudiating a totalitarian Socialism that stifled above
all national awakening. The strong anti-communist and
anti-totalitarian rhetoric are used as a smokescreen to
cloud the dark periods of one’s own history in an attempt
to normalize it and justify it mainly in the eyes of the
Western powers.

In the Balkans, the latest revision of history boiling down
to an organized selective historical memory is the result
of a complex interplay of several different perspectives
and polarizations: Western — Eastern Christianity, Left
— Right, executioners — victims. It would be fallacious
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JIeBUIlA — JIECHUIIA, IIeJIaT - KPTBa. bu 6W10 morpemnrHo
[JIABHUOT M3BOP HA TEH3Uja M KOH(MJIUKT BO jyrocso-
BEHCKUTE rparaHCKH BOJHU Jla UM Ce IPHUIIMIIE Ha Ha-
mopure 3a jebosmeBu3anuja u pebosIIeBU3aIyja.
[Ipeno3HaT/iMBaTa aHTUKOMYHHUCTHYKA PETOPUKA HA aB-
TOPUTAPEH HAIIMOHAJIN3aM IIPETCTaBYyBa JOMOJTHUTETHA
KOHIIENITya/ITHA palluoOHAIM3aIdja Ha HEJ3MHHOT OT-
IIOp KOH MHTEPHAIIMOHAJIU3MOT U jYyTOCJIOBEHCTBOTO, a
MHOTY TOMAaJIKy € KPHUTHKa Ha Jp:KaBHUTE HHTEPBEH-
IIMOHKMCTH MJIM Ha erajiuTapHaTa KOMIIOHEHTa BO COIM-
jamuamot. OBa e moApKaHO €O (GaKTOT JieKa, CIIOpPe/T
nmokaszarenute o 1997, Ilosicka Oelie eawHCTBEHATa
€BPOIICKa COIMjaJIUCTUYKA JPiKaBa IIITO Taa FOAUHA T'O
W3eHAYM CBOjOT OPyTO HAIMOHAJIEH IPOU3BOJI CO OHOJ
o 1989." TlopaHeNIHUTE jYyrOCJIOBEHCKH PeIyOJIMKH
[JIABHO I[pITea Off HUBHUOT OTIIOP KOH MHTEPHAI[MOHAJI-
u3MoT (robanu3saruja, KOCMOIIOJIUTHU3AM, jyTOCIOBEH-
CTBO) 32 JIa 'O KOHCTPYHPaaT CBOjOT OpuLIMjaieH U/IeH-
TUTET H Jia TO PEKOHCTPyHpaaT MuHaTOTO. Bo XpBaTtcka,
KaJie IITO IOCTOEIe CUJIEH OTIOp CIIpeMa JApiKaBaTa
JyrociaBuja, omosropa Oelle HaMeTHAT OQUIUjaIeH
CBEIITEHOKATOJIMYKY HAIl[MOHAJIEH UAEHTUTET CO BPEJ-
HOCTHTE Ha €BPOIICKHUTE MPaBHHU ApKaBU; O Apyra
CTpaHa, CPIICKUTE HAIMOHATHO-CBECHU WHTEJIEKTYaIIN
rJiefjlaa Ha CBOJOT WUJIEHTUTET KaKO ,KOMOWHAaIHja of
KOCOBCKOTO MUHATO, NMpaBOCJIaBHATA TPaJulifja, U €B-
POIICKMTE HAIMOHAJUCTHYKH U JUOEpaHU BPEIHOC-
™]“.*°

TBpAewmeTO JeKka HamujaTa € BO OIACHOCT € IJIaBeH
M3TOBOP 32 /Ia Ce TIOCTAaBU WJIM IAK JIa Ce OIpaB/a Ipo-
[[eCOT Ha pacTeuKaTa HallHOHAJIHA CBECT Ka/ie MPAYHHUTE
aCIeKTH Ha MUHATOTO Ce IMIOTUCHYBAaaT, MOJIKYM Ce IIpe-
MOCTYBaaT WiIH ce peylaruBusupaatr. Ce HeryBaaT camo
OHHE CeKaBamwa IITO TO 33jaKHyBaaT HAIMOHAIHUOT
UJIEHTUTET (KaKO Ha MPUMeEP BEJTNYECTBEHOTO UMIIEPH-
jaJIHO MHHATO, CTPa/iarhbaTa Ha HAPOOT, TJIOPU(UKaALIH-

to attribute the main source of tension and conflict in
the Yugoslav civil war to efforts aimed at de-Bolsheviza-
tion and re-Bolshevization. The marked anti-commu-
nist rhetoric of authoritarian nationalism represents a
subsequent conceptual rationalization of its resistance
to internationalism and Yugoslav-ism and far less a cri-
tique of the state-interventionist or egalitarian compo-
nent of Socialism. This is corroborated by the fact that,
according to indices for 1997, Poland was the only for-
mer European socialist country to have equalled that
year its 1989 gross national product.”> Former Yugoslav
republics drew mainly upon their resistance to inter-
nationalism (globalization, cosmopolitanism, Yugoslav-
ism) to construct their official identity and reconstruct
the past. In Croatia, where opposition to a Yugoslav state
was strong, an official clerical Catholic national identity
incorporating values of the European law-governed state
was imposed from above; on the other hand, Serbian na-
tion-conscious intellectuals saw their identity as a “com-
bination of the Kosovo legacy, Orthodox traditions, and
European nationalist and liberal values.”®

The claim that one’s nation is in danger is the main ex-
cuse put forward to justify the process of growing nation-
al consciousness in which the dark aspects of one’s own
past are repressed, passed over in silence or relativized.
Only those memories which strengthen one’s national
identity are cherished (such as the glorious imperial past,
the suffering of one’s people, the glorification of the cult
of one’s national leaders and cultural figures, etc.). One
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jara Ha KyJITOT Ha HAIIMOHAJIHUTE JIUJIEPU U KYJITYPHUTE
durypu, uts.). O MeMopujaTa ce OpUIIAT IOTPOMUTE U
damu3moT Ha HaIUjaTa, Hej3MHATA TPOBUHIIMjaJTHA YHA-
33/IeHOCT, MOJIUTUYKATA KYCOIJVIEJIOCT Ha arpecuBHUTE
IIOBUHUCTUYKYU IOJUTAYAPH, WTH. BakBOTO cesek-
THUBHO 3a00paBame I'o CIpeuyBa CIPaBYBAETO CO MU-
HAaTOTO M € OIACHO Ofi MOBeKe MpuuuHU. [loTHCHY-
BAETO HA MpayHAaTa CTpaHA HA MUHATOTO BO HMETO
Ha ONIITOHAIIMOHATHOTO TIOMHUPYBAH€ M XOMOTEHOCT
He TIoMara BO COOYyBameTo co MUHATOTO. HeryBameTo
Ha ceKaBamaTra KOU o MPeyBeINdyBaaT HAI[UOHATHHUOT
HUJIEHTUTET Ce KPAaTKOPOYHU NPU0OUBKU. JyroCIOB-
€HCKHUOT TIOTJIe/l KOH MCTOPHUjaTa 3aBPIIH, a UCTOTO Ke
ce ciyud co dasara Ha eKCKJIy3MBHA Iojlapu3anyja Ha
uctropuorpauruTe BO HOBOCO3/3JIeHUTe OaTIKaHCKU
JIpkaBu. McropuuapuTte Mopa Jila TH IpU3HAaT, a He
caMo /1a TH OIPaB/aaT, HEBKyCHUTE acCIEKTH Ha WJIeH-
TUTETUTE IITO TH TPasarT.

UcTtopuorpaccku peBn3noHusam 1 cnen natpuoTusam

Ha cure r;aBHH KpCTOCHUIIM BO UCTOPHjaTa, KAKO U BO
OIIIITECTBEHATA Y HAIIMOHATHATa KOH(QPOHTanuja, mo-
OeTHUITUTE ja CHMHYBAaT O/ BJIACT MPETXOJHAaTa BJIajia
CO pa3JIMYHH Cpe/ICTBA (MEeHyBajKy ' MMHIbaTa Ha Ipa-
JIOBUTE U YJIUIIUTE, YDUBAJKU T'Y CTAPUTE U IIOCTaBYBajKU
HOBU CIIOMEHHIIY, OHOBO IHUIIMYBAjKU T'H yUYeOHUIIUTE,
WTH.) 33 /1a TO panupat yoelyBameTo JleKa aBTEHTUIHATA
HCTOPHja 3aII0YHyBa CO HUBHUOT aKT Ha 0CJI000/IyBambeE.
[Tpuposiata Ha WIEOJOMIKHOT PACKUH CO MHUHATOTO €
IIPETCTAaBEHA BO UJEO0JIOTHjaTa HA MOOEHUITNTE, KAKO U
BO OIIIIITATA IOJINTHYKA KyJITypa HA PErHOHOT.

Ce y1iITe e TPEMHOTY PAHO /1 CE OYEKYBA O/ AKA/IEMCKUTE
rcropuorpadu fa ce crrpaBar co pobIeMu KaKo IITO ce
KOJIEKTHUBHATA BUHA WJIU CPaM, IIOPAJU TOA IITO O] CUTE
CTPaHM C€ YIITe IIPEMHOTY TBPAOKOPHO Ce BEPYBa JleKa

tries to blots from the memory the pogroms and Fascism
of one’s nation, its provincial backwardness, the politi-
cal short-sightedness of one’s aggressive chauvinistic
policymakers, etc. Such selective forgetfulness prevents
one from mastering the past and is dangerous for many
reasons. The suppression of the dark side of the past in
the name of nationwide reconciliation and homogeneity
does not help one to come to terms with the past. The
cherishing of memories augmenting the national identity
only pays in the short term. Just as the age of a uniform
Yugoslav outlook on history is over, so will the phase of
exclusive polarization of the historiographies of the new-
ly-created Balkan states come to an end. Historians must
be able to acknowledge, not merely justify, the unpalat-
able aspects of the identities they are building up.

Historiographic Revisionism and Blind Patriotism

After every major turn in history and social and national
confrontation the victors dethrone the previous govern-
ment by various means (by changing the names of towns
and streets, pulling down old and erecting new monu-
ments, rewriting textbooks, etc.) in order to spread the
belief that authentic history starts with their act of libe-
ration. The character of the ideological break with the
past is imparted by the ideology of the winners as well as
by the general political culture of the region.

It is still too early to expect of academic historiographers
to deal with matters such as collective guilt or shame be-
cause the conviction is still strong on all sides that they
were in the right in the recent civil war. The majority
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TOKMY THe OrJie BO IIPABO 32 BpeMe Ha HeolaMHeIITHATa
rparaHcka BojHa. I1oroseMoT Jies1 o/ CPIICKUTE UCTOPH-
yapy C€ YIITe He T HaJMHUHaJe BXKEIITeHUTe Oasi-
KAHCKU CTPACTU TUIUYHU 32 IOCJIETHUTE TOAUHU Of
JIBaeceTTHOT Bek. HamecTo /1a 6uaaT KpUTUIKY HACTPOe-
HU KOH COIICTBEHUOT HAITMOHATN3AaM, WJIH MaK TOj 1a TH
BO3HEMHPYBA, MUIIYBAYUTE HA UCTOpHjaTa CE YIITE Ce
CJIeno ,,TIaTPUOTCKU® HACTPOEHHW; BO HUBHATAa paboTa
IIPEOBJIA/IyBa Te3aTa JieKa CyA0MHCKaTa HEBO3MOYKHOCT
3a TIOMHPYBab€ CEKOTalll Ke OCTaHe MOTeHI[UjaJIeH 13-
BOp Ha KOHGJIUKT HAa basikanot. Hamecro 1a ja mpusHaat
1 J1a ja KCTpakaT BUHATA HA HUBHUTE TOJIUTUYAPH, HJTH
KOJIEKTHBHATA 3aTPYEHOCT Ha HUBHATA Haluja (I1ITO To
[IOCTaByBa IpAIIabeTO Ha KOJIEKTUBHATA BUHA), THE TH
OMaJIOBa’KyBaaT OBHE U/IEH U CE CTPEMAT /1a ja TPUKAXKaT
CBOjaTa HaNMja Kako KpTBa. OMIITECTBEHUTE HAYUHHUITN
MOpa /Ia COYYBCTBYBAAT CO JKPTBUTE OJI IPYTUTE HAIIUH,
HO U Jila ce OrpajaT O] ,IIaTPUOTCKUTE" IIpecTarHU-
1 Of] PEJOBUTE Ha COICTBeHaTa Hanuja. KakoB 6mio
KPUTHYKU CTaB KOH COIICTBEHOTO HAI[MOHAIHO HACJIE/I-
CTBO T'Yl 3aTPU’KYBa KOH3EPBAaTUBIIMTE KOU CMETAAT JleKa
€IMHCTBEHO CJIETIOTO CJIeJIelhe Ha TpajuiujaTa ¥ Ha
TpajHUTE BPEAHOCTH T'O MOATOTBYBA HAPOJOT 32 UIHU-
HATa, KaKO U JleKa KPUTHUKATa Ha CDAMHHUTE MOMEHTH U
MIEPUO/IA BO MUHATOTO € U3BMaMHUYKO MOpPaIU3HpaIbe.
JaBHUOT WHTepec HAa HOBHUTE T'eHepallNu He e pas3yda-
ByBarbe Ha MHHATOTO TYKy KOH(GPOHTAIHja CO TEMHUTE
IIOTJIaBja OJf UCTOpHUjaTa Ha HAI[UjaTa, 3a /1a ce BUU KOU
CErMEeHTH O] Tpaaunujara Tpeba ma ce uameHar. [Ipex
HAC CTOjaT JOJITH TOJMHU IIPeJ /1a JO3HaeMe KaKo /1a ja
[O/IHECEME TOPUJIMBATA BUCTHHA U JIa My OZi0JieeMe Ha
HCKYIIIEHUETO /1a TBP/IUMeE JleKa HalllaTa HalKja € CeKo-
ram BO mpaBo, Ouzejku cekoram Owsta »xkptBa. Hurty
HMCTOpHUYAPHUTE IITO CaKaaT Jia MUIIyBaaT HEIPUCTPAC-
HO, HUTY MaK HAPOJOT KOj caka /ia JKMBee BO €THUYKHU
MelllaHa CpPeJIHA Ke ycIieaT BO CBOjaTa IeJl, IOKOJIKY He
ro cropar Toa. IHaKy MOKe JjJa OCTaHEMeE CO MIOTUCHATH
TpayMu U IOBPEMEHO /ia He TU [TOYUTyBaMe HallluTe He-

of Serb historians too are yet to rise above the heated
Balkan passions characteristic of the last years of the
twentieth century. Instead of being uneasy and critical
of their own nationalism, the writers of history are still
blindly “patriotic”; a prominent thesis in their work is
that the fateful impossibility of reconciliation will always
be a potential source of conflict in the Balkans. Instead of
acknowledging and investigating the culpability of their
own politicians or the collective intoxication of their own
nation (leading to the question of collective guilt), they
play this down and seek to project their own nation as
victim. Social scientists must have compassion for the
victims of other nations as well as dissociate themselves
from the “patriotic” offenders from the ranks of their
own nation. Any critical attitude to one’s own national
heritage is a source of concern to the conservatives who
hold that only blind adherence to tradition and solid val-
ues render the people fit for the future, as well as that
criticizing shameful events and periods from one’s past
is recreant moralizing. The public interest of the new
generations is not the embellishment of the past but
confrontation with the dark chapters from the nation’s
history to see which segments of their tradition ought to
be changed. There is before us a long period of learn-
ing how to bear the unpalatable truth and to resist the
temptation that our own nation is always right because it
has always been the victim. Neither historians who want
to write impartially nor people who want to live in eth-
nically mixed environments can do so unless they learn
this. Otherwise we may end up living with suppressed
traumas and occasionally dishonouring our innocent
victims, just as the Germans are today encumbered with
the memory of their Fascist past. Furthermore, the at-
titude to responsibility is changing in the world today:
the old belief that some gave the orders and that others
merely obeyed them is no longer valid and the question
of collective support for a hazardous policy is becoming
increasingly topical. There is more and more talk of both
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BUHU JKPTBHU, UCTO KAKO IITO I'epMaHIIUTE BO JEHEIITHO
BpeMe ce 0OpeMeHEeTH o cekaBarbaTa 01 QaITHCTHIKOTO
MuHaTo. IToKkpaj Toa, CTaBOT KOH OZITOBOPHOCTA IEHEC BO
CBETOT Ce MEHYBa: CTApOTO yOeayBame JieKa HEKOU Ha-
penyBase, a IPYTH caMo U3BPIIyBaJjie Beke He € BaTuIeH
M IpallameTo Ha KOJIEKTUBHATA ITOAJPIIKA 3a OIac-
HUTE TIOJINTUKY CTaHyBa akTyesJHO. I[loBeke ce 3060pyBa
M 3a WHAWBUAyaJHATa U 3a KOJIEKTUBHATA OJTOBOP-
HOCT, 3a BTOpaTa moBeke 300pyBaaT HHTEJIEKTYAJIIIUTE,
rylacayuTe, YYEeCHHIIMTE BO MAaCOBHUTE MHUTHH3H. [0
KOj CTelleH IMocJieIHaTa rparaHcka BojHa Oellle BOjHA Ha
JIUZIEPU U TIOJINTUYKA €JIUTA, a I0 KOj CTeleH Oelle BOj-
Ha Ha HapOZOT KaKo J00POBOJIEH U3BPIINTEN, U HA UH-
TEJIEKTYaJIIUTE KaKO CO3/IaBauM Ha HCTOPHMCKATa CBECT?
Moske 1 07 MpeskaTa Ha OJTOBOPHOCT /ia Ce UCKIydaT
aKaZIeMHIITe KOU OJHOBO IO IHUIIYyBaaT MHUHATOTO CO
11eJ1 /1a ja XOMOTeHU3upaaT UCTOPHUCKATa CBECT Ha HaIlM-
jara? Co mmomoIil Ha ucTopuorpadujata He MOKEME /i ce
coounMe co OOJIEH U CpaMeH CerMEeHT Of] HalllaTa KCTO-
pHja, T.e CO 3JI0CTOPCTBATA U3BPIIEHU O] HAIITHOT HAPOJ,
IITO K& HE IIPOTOHYBaaT BO CJIEAHUOT BEK, ITOPAJN TOA
IIITO HEj3UHATA IJIaBHA 3a/1a4a e 1a 0OPMU KOJIEKTUBHA
CBECT IO T1aT Ha CeJIEKTUBHA pEUHTEIpeTalnja Ha MHU-
HAaTOTO. /a1l KOHBEHI[MOHATHUOT KOHIIEIIT 32 HAIlOHA-
JIHUOT WIEHTUTET BO COBPEMEHHTE HCTOpHOTrpaduu Ha
jYTOCIOBEHCKHUTE HAIUH € I10jI0BHATA TOUKA BO PACBET-
JlyBambeTo Ha MUHATOTO? KOJIKy MOKaT uctoprorpadu-
WTe HAMHUIIAHW TOJIKY KPaTKO IO TpafaHcKaTa BOjHA
BCYIITHOCT /ia Tparaat I10 IIOCTHAI[MOHA/IEH YHUBEP3aJIeH
rparaHCKH HUEHTUTET KaKO eIHCTEMOJIONIKA OCHOBA HA
HayuHa objekTuBHOCT? O/ CHTE OIINTECTBEHN HAYKHU BO
CBETOT JIeHEeC, COBpEMeHaTa repMaHCcKa OIIIIIeCTBEHA Hay-
Ka HajBepOojaTHO ce COOUyBa CO HajroseM Opoj mpobieMu
BO CIIPaBYBamb€TO CO MPAYHOTO MHHATO. BO HaIImot
pPEeruoH, KOHCTUTYIIHOHATHUOT MaTPUOTH3aM € OIlacHa
yTOIHja, J0/IeKa HOBOTO PEBU3HOHUCTUYKO JBHKEIHE
KOH jlecHunaTa (o ucropuorpadujara 10 HOBUTE CIIO-
MEHHIIHM) TIOTCETYBa Ha CTAaBOBHUTE HA JIEBETHAECETTHOT

individual and collective responsibility, the latter on the
part of intellectuals, voters, participants in mass rallies.
To what extent was the recent civil war a war of leaders
and political elite, and to what extent of the people as
voluntary executors and of intellectuals as the creators of
historical consciousness? Can one exempt from the net-
work of responsibility the academicians who rewrite the
past in order to homogenize the nation’s historical con-
sciousness? We cannot confront a painful and embar-
rassing segment of our history, that is, the crimes com-
mitted by our own people which will haunt us into the
next century, with the help of historiography, because
its main task is to shape the collective consciousness by
selective reinterpretation of the past. Is the conventional
notion of national identity in modern historiographies of
Yugoslav nations the only starting-point for illuminating
the past? How fit are historiographies written so soon
after a civil war to search for a post-national universal
civil identity as the epistemological basis of scientific
impartiality? Of all social sciences in the world today,
modern German social science perhaps faces the most
problems in confronting the dark past. In our regions
constitutional patriotism is a dangerous utopia, while
the new revisionist swing to the right (from historiogra-
phy to the new monuments) brings back to mind nine-
teenth-century attitudes. There is no criticism of one’s
own chauvinism; the new monuments are erected to
shame the victims and not the perpetrators of the crime;
and the politicians in office — yesterday’s hazard-loving
liberators — are exonerated by vengeful public journal-
ists and history writers.
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Bek. He mocTon KpUTHKA 3a COIICTBEHHOT IIIOBUHU3AM;
HOBHTE CIIOMEHUIIH Ce KPEBAAT 3a Ia I'H 0CPaMOTaT XKPT-
BUTE, a HE CTOPUTEJINTE Ha 3JI07eJIaTa; a MOJTUTHIAPUTE
Ha BJIACT — BUepAIHUTE OCJI000UTEN IITO ja Jbybea
OlacHoCTa — ce 0cyIobo/AyBaaT O/ BUHA O CTpaHa Ha
0/IMa3/0/byOMBUTE HOBUHAPH M ITHIIYBaYM HA HCTOPH-
jara.

Iesvior peBU3HOHK3aM ce 6a3upa Ha CeJIEKTUBHO 3a060-
paBatbe. [Topajiu Toa MITO PEBU3HOHU3MOT BO OCHOBA €
perHTepIpeTaIja Ha MHHATOTO, T.€ IIPHUJIaroyBatbe Ha
HMCTOPHCKATA CJTHKA KOH IOTPEOUTE Ha OHIE Ha BJIACT UJTH
Ha HeCHUTYpHATa jaBHOCT, TOj He IIoMara BO CIIpaByBarbe-
TO CO MMHATOTO, T.€ BO IIOTHCHYBAaIbETO HA CTHMYJIAH-
CUTE KOHUIITO T MOTTUKHAA HPAIMOHATHUTE KOHDIHK-
Ti. PerHTEpIIpeTanyjaTa He IroMara BO COOUyBabheTO CO
MMHATOTO: HAMECTO /A Ce MPUKaKyBaMe KaKo KPTBU U
Jla cH ja MMEeHyBaMe COIICTBEHATa arpecrja Kako OIpaB-
JlaHa ojOpaHa (cuTe HaIMOHAJIUCTH TU CMETaaT BOjHUTE
3allOYHATH O/ HUBHATa HaIlhja KaKO OCI00O0UTETHH
BOjHH), Tpeba /1a TO MOCTaBUMe IIpalllakheTo 3a JUYHATA,
rpyIHAaTa ¥ KOJIEKTHBHATA OJITOBOPHOCT HA HAIlIaTa HAIIH-
ja Bo katactpodasHaTa BoeHa moguTHKa. OBOj TEKCT ro
MOLPTYBa 00MYAjOT /ia ce MpeHeOpertHaT CpaMHUTE EIH-
3011 OJf MUHATOTO Ha COIICTBEHATA HAIlHja CO IeJI Ja Ce
OZIpeJiaT MOXKHHUTE KOH(IUKTH BO MEMOPHjaTa Ha CJIe/-
HUTE TeHepaIiy, a BO KCTO BpeMe IIPETIIOCTaByBa Kaze
Ke ce pacIUTiHe CHHTe3aTa Ha KCTOPHYAPUTE Off 21. BEK,
KOH, JIa ce HajJieBaMe, HeMa Jia OUIaT TOJIKY U/IE0JIOIIKH
obpeMeHeTH KaKO HUBHUTE KOJIETH Of /IBAECETTHOT BEK.
Co zmpyru 300pOBHU, IIOCTOM HAJIEXK /1A Ce BUAU TOMAJIKY
eKCJIy3MBHA JIEBMI[A, KOja, KaKO I10 IIPABUJIO, CE IIPET-
BOpa BO HCTO TOJIKY €KCKJIY3MBHO AaHTHKOMYHUCTHYKO
U aHTUTOTAJIUTAPUCTUYKO JIBHIKEIbE, HAjuecTo IIPEKY
CHPOB IIOBUHUCTHYKH ,,IaTpHOTH3aM". Bp3uTte pecras-
PaTHUIMCKH IIPOMEHH BO MCTOPHCKATA CBECT, MCTAKHATH
OBJZie, ja MpeTCTaByBaaT cuUyiaTa BO KOHTUHYHUTETOT Ha
0aBHO MEHYBAUKHUTE /JIa00KHU CTPYKTYPU Ha €JeH KCTO-

All revisionism rests on selective forgetfulness. Because
revisionism is basically reinterpretation of the past, that
is, adaptation of the historical picture to the needs of those
in power or of a wavering public, it does not help one
to master his past, that is, to suppress the stimuli which
gave raise to irrational conflicts. One cannot master the
past by reinterpreting it: instead of portraying oneself as
victim and calling one’s own aggression legitimate de-
fence (all nationalists regard the wars waged by their na-
tion as wars of liberation), one must raise the question of
the personal, group and collective responsibility of one’s
own nation for a disastrous policy and war. This paper
highlights the practice of passing over the inglorious epi-
sodes from the past of one’s own nation in order to iden-
tify the possible conflicts of memory in the succeeding
generations, as well as to suggest where the syntheses of
twenty-first century historians, who will hopefully not be
as ideologically encumbered as their twentieth-century
colleagues, will diverge. In other words, one hopes to
see less of exclusive left-wingery which, as a rule, turns
into equally exclusive anti-Communism and anti-to-
talitarianism most frequently through rabid chauvinist
“patriotism”. The swift restorative changes in historical
consciousness identified here manifest the strength of
the continuity of the slow-changing deep structures of a
historical trend that persist in spite of the major uphea-
vals in the twentieth century.
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