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Formite na revizionizmot

Istoriografskoto znaewe se stremi da gi rekon­
struira nastanite, da go razjasni nivniot postanok, 
i da gi protolkuva nivnite zaemni vrski i funkcii 
vo potesna ili po{iroka vremenska ramka. Za ovie 
celi, treba da se utvrdat razlikite me|u: 1) izbra­
nite fakti; 2) na~inot na koj nastanite se povrzani 
i se objasnuvaat eden so drug, i; 3) razli~nite tolku­
vawa na eden nastan od potesnoto ili po{irokoto 
opkru`uvawe. Sekoja istoriografska analiza za poj­
dovna to~ka zema razli~en aspekt od socijalniot 
determinizam koj stanuva vidliv edinstveno vo in­
terpretacijata, t.e vo obidot da im se dade smisla 
na serija povrzani nastani. Sekoj ~ekor vo gore spo­
menatata istoriografska rabota e posubjektiven od 
prethodniot. Istoriskata metodologija e induktiv­
na i podrazbira sobirawe dokazi, vostanuvawe na 
nivnata priroda i me|usebna povrzanost i, kone~no, 
obid za sozdavawe na razbirliva i racionalna pret­
stava. Sekoja etapa od rabotata na istori~arot mo`e 
da pretrpi promena: negoviot izbor na arhivski 
materijali mo`e da bide pristrasen, a negovata in­
terpretacija, a do u{te pogolem stepen i negovata 
sinteza – mo`e da bidat pod vlijanieto na negovata 

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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pretpostavka. Vo op{ti crti, preispituvaweto na 
nekoja istoriska pretstava e motivirano od raz­
birliviot napor povtorno da se razgleda edno tolku­
vawe na minatoto, kako i da se pro~isti od legendi za 
podobro da se razbere sega{nosta. Istoriografijata 
podrazbira kontinuirano preispituvawe na isto­
riskite pretstavi za da se spre~i kristalizacijata 
na istorijata vo stati~ka legenda. Ova preispitu­
vawe se razlikuva od revidiraweto, bidej}i posled­
noto e motivirano od ~isti ili skrieni nameri da 
se opravdaat tesni ili {iroki politi~ki celi. Po­
radi toa {to lu|eto koi se na vlast se dlaboko zain­
teresirani za na~inot na koj se tolkuva minatoto, 
vo tolkuvaweto sekoga{ se zabele`uva eden plast na 
sociointegrativno znaewe {to se koristi za da se 
opravda poredokot. Ete zo{to e razbirliva potreba­
ta da se revidira istorijata po radikalni promeni 
vo re`imot i posle ukinuvawe na tradicionalnata 
sociointegrativna misla. Sepak, revizionistite 
ne se ograni~uvaat na prosto tolkuvawe na faktite; 
isto taka, tie go iskrivuvaat nivnoto zna~ewe ili 
pak otvoreno mu protivre~at. Ova e revizionizam vo 
potesnata smisla na zborot. 

Serioznosta i karakterot na revizionizmot zavisat 
od merata i karakterot na promenite vo razli~nite 
sloevi od istoriskata svest. Vo odnos na istoriskiot 
revizionizam, neophodno e da se razlikuvaat negovi­
te razli~ni dimenzii i op{testveni pretstavnici, 
kako i razli~nite funkcii i pove}eslojnite in­
teresi {to go so~inuvaat. Treba da se pravi razlika 
me|u iskrivokol~uvawe na faktite i prenaso~uvawe 
na vnimanieto, pome|u negirawe i prenesuvawe ili 
relativizirawe na senkite na minatoto, pome|u 
umeren i radikalen revizionizam.

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.

Todor Kulji} Revised History and New Identity in East Europe
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Istoriskiot revizionizam privlekuva najmnogu 
vnimanie poradi negovata poinakva percepcija 
na {iroko osudenite istoriski protagonisti. Kon 
krajot na dvaesettiot vek, oslabenite kritiki na 
fa{izmot nasproti obnoveniot nacionalizam se 
relativno siguren indikator za revizionizmot.

Ni jazikot ne e imun na revizionizmot. Upotrebata 
na politi~ki jazik vo sovladuvaweto na sopstvenoto 
minato e biten segment od op{toto pre­pi{uvawe 
na istorijata. Pod vlijanie na politikata, no­
vinarstvoto i naukata otvoreno gi otfrlaat ter­
minite poddr`uvani od porane{niot re`im: na 
primer, terminot „kapitalizam” se zamenuva so 
„pretpriema~ko op{testvo”, „eksploatacija” so 
„nepo~ituvawe na ~ovekovite prava”, „rabotni~ka 
klasa” so „dr`avotvoren narod ili nacija”, itn. 
Oddale~uvaweto od kulturata na konceptualniot ne­
prijatel preku izbegnuvawe i osuduvawe na negoviot 
jazik e {iroko poznat lingvisti~ko­sociolo{ki 
fenomen. Istoto va`i i za naukata. Denes naukata 
i novinarstvoto vo takanare~enite zemji vo tran­
zicija ne samo {to gi izbegnuvaat terminite na 
komunisti~kata propaganda, tuku i op{to prifate­
nite termini od domenot na marksizmot koi inaku 
ne se osporuvaat (kapitalizam, eksploatacija, klas­
na borba, itn).

Edna od odlikite na dene{niot lingvisti~ki re­
vizionizam e is~eznuvaweto na zborot „drugar”; 
zborot ne be{e koristen samo od komunistite, tuku 
be{e voobi~aena forma na obra}awe vo germanskata 
socijalna demokratija po padot na fa{izmot. „Dru­
gar” be{e izraz na klasnata samosvest na ednakvite. 
Za vreme na 1950­ite godini socijalnata demokrati­
ja po~na da gi upotrebuva zborovite „dama” i „gospo­
din” za da se emancipira od ovaa samosvest, pa „dru­

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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gar”, kako ne{to {to potsetuva na starite vremiwa, 
is~ezna. Sli~na sudbina ima{e i zborot od prosve­
titelstvoto „gra|anin”, voveden od strana na Fran­
cuskata revolucija so cel da ja pro~isti dr`avata 
od feudalnite i dvorskite konvencii; sepak, ovaa 
forma na egalitarno obra}awe ima{e kratok vek 
(be{e privremeno rehabilitrana od strana na 
bol{evicite) i kon krajot na dvaesettiot vek, dvor­
skiot „gospodin” ili “xentlmen” vo lingvisti~ko­
politi~ka smisla triumfira nad „gra|anin” i 
„drugar”. Lingvisti~kiot revizionizam ne e samo 
simbol, tuku e i aktiven segment vo novoto pi{uvawe 
na minatoto. 

Revizionizmot vo postsocijalisti~ki re`imi
 
Sovremeniot akademski i dr`aven revizionizam vo 
re~isi site evropski dr`avi se stremi, pred s$, da 
go modificira odnosot kon neslavnoto fa{isti~ko 
minato. Bidej}i antifa{izmot e osnovata na mnogu 
ideologii koi se stremat da ja doka`at progresivna­
ta i humanisti~ka orientacija na dene{niot re`im, 
revizionistite se obiduvaat da go preispitaat le­
gitimitetot na re`imot so preispituvawe na ne­
govata sodr`ina. Antikomunisti~kata retorika se 
upotrebuva za da se oslobodat doma{nite predavnici 
i fa{isti od grevovite vo minatoto so cel da se pro­
ektiraat kako patriotski i antitotalitaristi~ki 
sili. Po studenata vojna, antifa{isti~koto
ednoglasie be{e zameneto so re~isi univerzalno 
antitotalitarno soglasie. Ako evropskiot ednopar­
tiski socijalizam e minato vreme, antikomunizmot 
e `iv i zdrav. Berlinskiot istori~ar Volfgang 
Viperman zboruva za „nekrofilski antikomuni­
zam”, mislej}i na re~isi instrumentaliziranata 
opsesija so komunisti~koto minato. Novite re`imi 

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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go demoniziraat socijalizmot za da doka`at deka 
raskrstile so minatoto, dodeka radikalnite konver­
tirani revizionisti go pravat istoto za da se otku­
pat od svojata porane{na naklonetost kon levicata. 
Dovolno e da se poglednat nekolku evropski zemji za 
da se po~uvstvuva ovaa atmosfera. 

Propasta vo domino stil na socijalisti~kiot blok 
vo Evropa zapo~na so partiskoto rakovodstvo na 
SSSR, otkako se transformira od antireformska 
sila do generator na promeni (perestrojkata, padot 
na Berlinskiot yid, re{enieto za neinvolvirawe vo 
Romanija, itn.). Vo 1980­ite i 1990­ite, vnatre{nite 
nosa~i na promeni vo Evropa se sostoeja od opozi­
ciski grupi, gra|anski inicijativi, reformirani 
segmenti od komunisti~ki partii i spontani na­
rodni dvi`ewa. Vo ovaa smisla, nacionalisti~kata 
desnica igra{e ogromna uloga; taa s$ u{te ne smeta 
deka nacionalizmot i demokratijata se nekompa­
tibilni i go smeta socijalizmot za antinaciona­
len bol{evisti~ki zagovor. Pa|aweto od vlast na 
komunisti~kite partii pottikna promena – iako 
samo nekompletna – na odnosite kon minatoto. Vo 
Rusija, na primer, reinterpretacijata na minatoto 
e isfrlena od programata pred da bide zavr{ena.1 
Kriti~koto preispituvawe na sovetskata istorija 
go dostigna vrvot za vreme na perestrojkata; glavno 
be{e izvr{eno od politi~ki novinari, poradi toa 
{to arhivite bea i s$  u{te se nedostapni za javnosta. 
Stalinisti~kiot re`im be{e kritikuvan i porano, 
no za vreme na perestrojkata vnimanieto be{e pre­
frleno na Lenin, pa duri i na samiot Gorba~ov. Po 
ukinuvaweto na Komunisti~kata partija na SSSR, 
revizionisti~kata rabota go pottikna brzoto obno­
vuvawe na razli~ni teoriski pristapi vo sferata 
na op{testvenite nauki, koi minuvaa niz period na 
stagnacija. 

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.1 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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Revizionizmot vo Romanija se vrti okolu baraweto 
da se rehabilitira Jon Antonesku. V`e{tenata  “de­
bata za Antonesku” vo ovaa zemja se odviva ve}e de­
set godini, i se sostoi od nevoobi~aena kombina­
cija na relativizacija, opravduvawe na fa{izmot, 
revizionisti~ka argumentacija i antisemitski in­
cidenti.2 Revizionistite tvrdat deka Antonesku bil 
golem romanski patriot koj zastanal na stranata na 
Hitler poradi potrebata da se vrati Besarabija i koj 
ja vodel bitkata protiv ateisti~kiot bol{evizam. 
Tie tvrdat deka treba da se revidira sudeweto na 
porane{niot mar{al, koj be{e na vlast od sep­
temvri 1940 do avgust 1944 kako sojuznik na Hitler 
i be{e zastrelan vo 1946. Antonesku e slaven kako 
„spasitel na nacijata” od komunizmot i od ungar­
skiot revizionizam. Dodeka radikalnite romanski 
revizionisti go sporeduvaat so Antonesku i Hitler, 
pa obajcata gi veli~at kako „avtenti~ni patrioti”, 
pogolemiot del od istori~arite, politi~arite i 
publicistite gi osuduvaat nacisti~kite zlostor­
stva, iako go opravduvaat Antonesku i go ograduvaat 
od fa{izmot.3 

Aktuelnite javni debati okolu Roman Dmovski vo 
Polska, Jozef Tiso vo Slova~ka, Jon Antonesku vo 
Romanija, hortieviot masakr na Evreite vo Ungarija 
vo 1944, hrvatskiot koncentracionen logor Jaseno­
vac (knigata na pretsedatelot Frawo Tu|man i ne­
govoto pismeno izvinuvawe od 20 fevruari 1994 go­
dina4) poka`uvaat `elba da se otfrli sopstvenata 
odgovornost i da se doka`e nevinosta na doma{nite 
profa{isti~ki sojuznici na Hitler. Pod izgo­
vor deka se soo~uvaat so sopstvenoto minato, no­
vite postsocijalisti~ki re`imi ja opravduvaat 
nacionalisti~kata politika na rekonstruirawe na 
besprekorno ~ista nacionalna tradicija.  

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.2 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.3

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 Tuđman’s book and his written apology of 20 
February 1994)4 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.

Todor Kulji} Revised History and New Identity in East Europe
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Vo Ungarija revizionizmot be{e pottiknat od gore­
navedenite pri~ini, no za razlika od Romanija, ne 
uspea da privle~e po{irok javen interes i da sti­
mulira radikalno poreknuvawe na komunisti~koto 
minato. Vo Ungarija promenata na sistemot ne dobi 
karakteristiki na masoven bunt kako vo German­
skata Demokratska Republika ili vo Romanija, nitu 
pak na palace coup kako vo ^ehoslova~ka; vo osno­
va, taa poskoro be{e rezultat na kompromis me|u 
komunisti~kata i neokomunisti~kata inteligen­
cija.5 Ungarcite nemaa golem interes za razotkri­
vawe na komunisti~koto minato na nivnite novi 
politi~ari (za razlika od isto~nite Germanci), 
nitu pak postoe{e revan{izam okolu nastanite 
vo 1956. Ova go poka`uva rezultatot od edno empi­
risko istra`uvawe za odnosite kon socijalizmot, 
odnosno, za kolektivnata memorija, sprovedeno od 
vienskiot sociolog Rajn{preht (Reinprecht)6 vrz 
primerok od 120 ispitanici od razli~na vozrast vo 
Praga i Budimpe{ta na po~etokot na 1993 godina. 
Trgnuvaj}i od pi{uvawata na polskiot istori~ar 
Martin Krol (Martin Krol), Rajn{preht razgrani~il 
tri tipa odnosi kon komunisti~koto minato: evo­
lutiven, restavraciski i zaborava~ki. ^e{kata „ka­
difena revolucija” mu pripa|a na restavraciskiot 
(rekonstrukcija na kapitalizmot), a ungarskata na 
evolutivniot tip. Dodeka vo ^e{kata Republika 
porane{nite komunisti se izlo`eni na pogolem 
pritisok, pa duri i liderite na Pra{kata prolet se 
diskreditirani (so oficijalna izolacija), vo Unga­
rija starite partiski lideri dobivaat mnogu poli­
beralen tretman. Mo`no e sli~na razlika vo odno­
sot da postoi me|u Belgrad i Zagreb (kade elitata na 
HDZ ne be{e regrutirana od redovite na komunisti­
te). Jasno e deka stepenot do koj minatoto e reinter­
pretirano zavisi od takvi uslovi. Sepak, ostatocite 
od starata socijalisti~ka era ostanuvaat aktivni 

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.5 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 
Reinprecht6 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 
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bez ogled na promenite; vo docnite 1940­ti godini 
Adorno (Adorno) tvrde{e deka tragite od fa{izmot 
ostanale i posle padot na fa{izmot. Gorespomena­
tata empiriska studija poka`a deka „gula{ soci­
jalizmot” ne bil tolku omrazen vo Ungarija kako 
{to bil vo ^e{koslova~ka. Pomladite Ungarci ja 
smetaat promenata na sistemot kako prodol`enie na 
tekovniot proces na tranzicija, a ne kako radikal­
no prekinuvawe so minatoto: odnos koj mo`e da mu 
se pripi{e na nivnoto nezadovolstvo i na krizata 
{to proizleze od voveduvaweto na mnogupartiskiot 
sistem. Vo ̂ e{kata Republika slikata e pove}e crno­
bela. Socijalisti~kiot re`im be{e poostro osudu­
van vo Praga, dodeka vo Budimpe{ta duri i pomla­
dite generacii go zadr`aa povolniot vpe~atok za 
porane{niot lider Jano{ Kadar. Sudej}i spored 
pe~atot, izgleda deka naselenieto vo Belgrad e po­
blagonakloneto kon socijalizmot, kon porane{na 
Jugoslavija i kon Tito, otkolku naselenieto vo Za­
greb, i pokraj toa {to eden plo{ad vo Zagreb be{e 
oficijalno preimenuvan po Tito, dodeka vo Belgrad 
nema plo{tad vo negova ~est. Ova mo`e da se objasni 
i so toa {to, sli~no kako i vo Praga, elitata (koja go 
oformuva{e javnoto mislewe preku dr`avna propa­
ganda) be{e pro~istena vo pogolem stepen otkolku, 
na primer, vo Ungarija i vo porane{na Jugoslavija. 

Rajn{preht dojde do zaklu~ok deka vo Republika 
^e{ka e vo podem „eksteritorijalizacijata na mina­
toto”. Evropa e sinonim za ~ove~nost, dodeka totali­
tarnite fa{izam i komunizam dojdoa odnadvor.7 Vo 
ovaa smisla i hrvatskoto javno mislewe pove}e na­
likuva na ~e{koto otkolku na jugoslovenskoto. Me|u 
drugoto, simultaniot proces vo Hrvatska vo vrska so 
kompleksot za pripa|awe na Zapad i na otpor kon 
balkanskata integracija i kon idejata za pripa|awe 
na ju`nite Sloveni gi podgrea starite predrasudi 

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.7 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-

Todor Kulji} Revised History and New Identity in East Europe



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

71

Identities

za postoeweto na bitni razliki me|u vizantiskite 
i rimokatoli~kite civilizacii ­ stav postojano 
iska`uvan od hrvatskiot pretsedatel Frawo Tu|man. 
Vo Bugarija na po~etokot se razvi `e{ka debata oko­
lu odgovornosta na komunistite, no za razlika od 
Romanija, za kratko vreme be{e zadu{ena.8 

Sepak, javnata rasprava okolu odgovornosta na struk­
turite za dr`avna bezbednost be{e stavena vo vtor 
plan poradi akutnata ekonomska kriza koja go za­
tapi kriti~kiot interes na naselenieto za nego­
voto komunisti~ko minato. Tokmu ^e{koslova~ka 
i Federalna Republika Germanija vovedoa naj­
strogi zakonski merki protiv pripadnicite na 
porane{nite komunisti~ki policiski sili, so toa 
{to prvata zemja vo 1991 godina re{i na porane{nite 
slu`benici od dr`avnata bezbednost da im zabrani 
pristap do dr`avnata administracija, a vtorata 
krivi~no gi gone{e ~lenovite od dr`avnata bez­
bednost na GDR ([tazi). Eden sli~en poteg do`ivea 
neuspeh, na primer, vo Rusija. Sudbinata na najvi­
sokite lideri vo Romanija, Bugarija i Ungarija go 
otslikuva intenzitetot so koj ovie tri dr`avi se 
spravuvaa so minatoto: Nikolae ^au{esku be{e 
poguben, a Todor  @ivkov daden na sud, no Jano{ Ka­
dar (koj po~ina vo 1989) ne be{e ocrnuvan. Poradi 
silnata ekonomska kriza i pa|aweto na `ivotniot 
standard vo skoro site postsocijalisti~ki re`imi, 
lu|eto generalno ne bea nakloneti kon ocrnu­
vawe na nivnoto komunisti~ko minato, bidej}i vo 
se}avaweto toa opstojuva{e kako period na relativ­
na stabilnost. Najverojatno poradi ova, nekoi ver­
zii od oficijalniot revizionizam ne uspeaja da ja 
pridobijat masovnata poddr{ka na narodot na koja 
se nadevaa negovite zastapnici. 

man Catholic civilizations, a point continually made by 
the late Croatian president Franjo Tuđman. In Bulgaria 
there was at first a stormy debate about the responsibi-
lity of the communists but unlike in Romania it was soon 
suppressed.8

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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Sepak, takanare~eniot „den za den” revizionizam 
s$  u{te opstojuva vo site isto~noevropski zemji, 
kade mnogu individualci odnovo gi pi{uva svoite 
biografii vo soglasnost so op{testveniot iden­
titet {to sakaat da go proektiraat, prika`uvaj}i 
se pove}e ili pomalku iskreno kako odmetnici i 
`rtvi na porane{niot re`im. Mo`e da se napravi 
paralela so Evropa vo 1945 god., koga nekolkumina 
fa{isti~ki sou~esnici se obvinuvaa sebesi za pa­
sivnost i oportunizam. Spored Rajn{preht, ispi­
tanicite vo Praga bile daleku pokriti~ni vo od­
nos na svoeto nacionalisti~ko minato i li~noto 
u~estvo vo komunisti~kiot re`im, otolku onie vo 
Ungarija. ^esite ponestrplivo sakaat da go zabora­
vat svoeto minato otkolku Ungarcite. Faktot {to 
mladite Ungarci ne se nitu premnogu somni~avi, 
nitu premnogu se sramat od svoeto minato, mo`e 
da & se pripi{e na posilnata postkomunisti~ka 
kriza vo nivnata dr`ava vo odnos na onaa vo Repub­
lika ^e{ka. Dodeka vo Praga „kadifenata revolu­
cija” od 1989 god. se smeta za raskin so minatoto i 
nov po~etok (eksteritorijalizacija na minatoto), 
vo Budimpe{ta iskustvoto na liberalniot soci­
jalizam ne se razvi vo otvoreno ili radikalno osu­
duvawe na istorijata, ili pak vo bolno soo~uvawe 
so sopstvenoto minato, tuku rezultira{e so istori­
zacija na sega{nosta.9 Najpopularnite istoriski 
figuri vo Praga se Tomas Masarik, Jan Komenski, 
Karlo IV i Jan Hus, a vo Budimpe{ta grofot Istvan 
Se~ew, Kral Matijas i Lajo{ Ko{ut; isto taka, me|u 
poznatite li~nosti od bliskoto minato se vbroju­
vaat Aleksandar Dub~ek, Imre Na| i Jano{ Kadar. 
Spored nekoi ispitanici, periodot za vreme na 
Kadar vo 1970­ite bil zlatno doba. I pokraj toa, 
pove}emina ispitanici sakaa da vidat revidira­
na procenka na ulogata na Horti, no ne poradi toa 
{to go smetaat za pozitivna li~nost, tuku zatoa {to 

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.9 
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.10 According to Vladimir Ilić’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 Karadžić, Karađorđe, etc.11 In common with Rein-
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nemaat doverba vo komunisti~kata propaganda.10 
Spored novata anketa na Vladimir Ili} sprovede­
na vrz srpskata mladina, najpopularni istoriski 
likovi se kosovskite mitski heroi, a poedine~no Jo­
sip Broz Tito, pa Nikola Tesla, Mihajlo Pupin, Vuk 
Karaxi}, Kara|or|e, itn.11 Kako i Rajn{ppreht, Ili} 
popularnosta na Tito mu ja pripi{a na se}avaweto 
na op{testvenata blagosostojba za vreme na negovo­
to vladeewe, a ne na simpatii kon marksisti~kiot 
internacionalizam. Dene{nite ungarski revizio­
nisti se stremat da go ogradat Horti od kakov bilo 
nacizam ili antisemitizam i da konstruiraat na­
cionalen antikomunisti~ki mit za nastanite vo 
1956 (najverojatno povtorno mislej}i na potrebite 
na nadvore{nata politika na Ungarija). Sli~en e i 
odnosot na romanskite revizionisti kon Antonesku, 
na srpskite kon Milan Nedi} i na hrvatskite kon 
Ante Paveli}. Vo Praga, komunisti~koto preze­
mawe na vlasta vo 1948 god. se gleda kako dr`aven 
udar izvr{en bez poddr{ka na narodot i so trik na 
Stalin, a premnogu zna~ewe ne & se pridava nitu na 
Pra{kata prolet. Kaj razli~nite nacii lesno se 
uviduva povtorlivosta vo selektivnoto zaboravawe; 
no, isto taka postojat interesni razliki {to proi­
zleguvaat od nivnite razli~ni tradicii i lokal­
ni stereotipi, kako i od ideolo{kata posvetenost 
na vladeja~kite eliti. Selektivnoto zaboravawe e 
zasileno so op{testvena amnezija (spontanoto po­
tisnuvawe na minatoto od strana na naselenieto
poradi momentalnite problemi).

Procesite na revizionizmot kon krajot na dvaeset­
tiot vek se pod vlijanie na kompleksna i raznovid­
na interakcija me|u nacionalnite i ideolo{kite 
sili {irum svetot, kako i na razli~nite lokalni 
interesi na vladeja~kite sili vo nekoi zemji. 
Predvodeni od sprotivni ideologii, nau~nicite 

precht, Ilić 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 
Nedić and of Croat to Ante Pavelić 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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– pripadnici na razli~ni politi~ki frakcii, ne 
sekoga{ gi interpretirale globalnite promeni na 
ist na~in. Vo pogled na sekoj revizionizam, pokraj 
internonau~ni pri~ini, mora da se imaat pred­
vid interesite i motivite na vlijatelnite struk­
turi koi go simuliraat, zabrzuvaat ili usporuvaat 
pregledot na sopstvenite senki od minatoto. Bez da 
se sfati globalnata sostojba na revizionizmot, le­
sno e da se preceni originalnosta i avtonomijata na 
ovoj proces vo sopstvenoto op{testvo. 

Glavnite pri~ini za revizionizmot vo 
Jugoslavija

Gra|anskata vojna vo porane{nite jugoslovenski re­
publiki prili~no jasno gi izdvoi efektite od 
razli~nite verzii na istoriskiot revizionizam. 
[ovinisti~kata rekonstrukcija na minatoto 
po~nuva da se smeta za normalna pojava, a manipu­
lacijata so teoriite na totalitarizmot e dovedena 
do ekstremni granici bidej}i socijalizmot be{e 
ocrnuvan i kako fatalna istoriska internaciona­
lna gre{ka na balkanskite narodi. Ne premnogu 
silnata jugoslovenska istoriska svest nametnata od 
gore, kako zaedni~kata osnova na individualniot i 
kolektivniot identitet na `itelite na najgolemata 
balkanska dr`ava, ispari koga zemjata se raspadna. 
Srbite i Hrvatite ja revidiraa istorijata vrz edna 
osnovna ideja {to ja pretstavuva{e nivnata nacija 
kako `rtva. Vo kontekst na srpsko­hrvatskiot spor 
vo odnos na Vtorata svetska vojna, nasproti srpskoto 
se}avawe na Jasenovac (fa{isti~ki kamp kade bea 
ubieni Srbi vo periodot 1941­1945 god.), hrvatskata 
memorija go postavi Blajburg (mestoto kade mnogu 
kvislinzi bea ubieni od strana na antifa{isti~ka­
ta vojska vo 1945 god.), kako simbol na komunisti~ki­

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 memory12 remembering the victims of 
own nation was a matter of new policy of memory. As 
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te zlodela. Opsednati so se}avawata od voenoto is­
torisko minato,12 pameteweto na ̀ rtvite od redovite 
na sopstveniot narod stana pra{awe na novata poli­
tika na se}avawe. Za razlika od kriti~kiot patrio­
tizam, vo slepiot patriotizam sekoj obid za 
soo~uvawe so mra~nite delovi od minatoto se smeta 
za predavstvo ili mazohizam, ili pak, ednostavno, 
za bespotreben i poni`uva~ki potsetnik vo vreme 
koga nacijata mora da dejstvuva zaedni~ki. 

Za pomalku od polovina vek Jugoslavija mina niz 
dva obida da go rekonstruira svoeto minato: eden 
avtoritarno internacionalisti~ki vo 1945 god., i 
s$ u{te aktuelniot restavraciski pluralisti~ki 
nacionalisti~ki obid, koj zapo~na vo ranite 
1990­ti godini. Zamrznatata komunisti~ka jugoslo­
venska memorija za vojnata se grade{e vrz ofici­
jalnata ideologija na „bratstvo i edinstvo” so cel 
da se izbegne nacionalisti~ka eksplozija na is­
toriskata memorija. Na krajot od dvaesettiot vek, 
komunisti~kata deetnizacija na voenata memori­
ja se raspadna i & dade prostor na nacionalnata i 
konfesionalnata, individualnata i grupnata pret­
stava za sebe. Poslednata gra|anska vojna gi zamati 
pra{awata i gi sogoli dramati~nite konceptual­
ni razliki i me|u samite nau~nici. Isto taka, taa 
gi zajakna i gi uprosti strastite, proektiraj}i ja 
kompleksnata stvarnost vo tri ekstremni koncep­
ti: bratstvo i edinstvo nasproti Jugoslavija kako 
iluzija i kako zandana na narodite; strastveniot 
titoizam nasproti agresivniot antititoizam; sa­
moupravuvaweto kako vistinska demokratija nas­
proti socijalisti~kiot totalitarizam. Kako {to 
re~e Fire (Fuert), se slu~i „presvrt na kanonskite 
prioriteti”. Kako {to ~esto se slu~uva, kolku po­
golema nade`, tolku podlaboko razo~aruvawe, tolku 
pobolno osvestuvawe, tolku poekstremen revizioni­

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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zam. Nacionalizmot se pretvori vo novo nepopust­
livo i militantno ubeduvawe, vo princip otporno 
na faktite. Vo psiholo{ka smisla na zborot, poseb­
nosta i agresijata naj~esto se znaci na nesigurnost. 
Vo site delovi na zemjata, so neverojatna naivnost, 
intelektualcite se zalepija za tezata deka na taa 
konkretna istoriska krstosnica se re{ava{e op­
stanokot na nivnite nacii. Upotrebata na sila se 
opravduva{e so kratkiot, nejasen period na inter­
regnum, koj be{e istoriska {ansa za sozdavawe na 
za{titni~ki dr`aven entitet. Me|u intelektual­
cite po~na da se {iri nedostoinstvenata ideja deka 
e podobro da se predadat sopstvenite ubeduvawa ot­
kolku sopstvenata dr`ava. Novosozdadenite dr`avi 
po~naa preku no} da si go rekonstruiraat minatoto 
za da postavat istoriografski temeli na svojata ne­
zavisnost. Selektivnata memorija i organiziranoto 
zaboravawe se koristea kako konceptualno oru`je za 
zapo~nuvawe na gra|anska vojna i nacionalna neto­
lerancija. I vo godinite {to sledat eden ist nastan 
nekoi }e go smetaat za zlo~in, a drugi za patriotsko­
herojski podvig, so toa sprotistavuvaj}i se na opser­
vaciite na Santajana deka onie koi ne go pametat 
minatoto se osudeni postojano da go pre`ivuvaat. 
No, mo`ebi rabotite se sosema sprotivni na Bal­
kanot. Vo Jugoslavija, se}avawata „premnogu jasno 
se obnovuvaat” a istoriografskiot revizionizam 
dobiva zada~a da ja definira novata nacionalna 
svest. Vakviot revizionizam ima dva aspekta: 1) 
kriti~ki: sozdavawe na potrebno zrel odnos i otfr­
luvawe na staroto znaewe po pat na negirawe na sta­
rata socijalisti~ka sociointegrativna sodr`ina, 
otkrivawe na novi dokazi, i povtorna evaluacija na 
dolgo zapostavuvanata literatura na pobedenite, i; 
2) ideolo{ki­sociointegrativen: reintepretirawe 
na starite nastani pod otvorenata ili prikriena 
naredba konceptualno da se homogenizira nacijata. 

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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Ideolo{kiot istoriski revizionizam zapo~na 
poleka da se oformuva pred raspadot na porane{na 
Jugoslavija, t.e pod zakrila na komunisti~kata so­
ciointegrativnata misla na toa vreme.

Po raspadot na multietni~ka Jugoslavija, isto­
riskiot revizionizam otvoreno se izrazuva{e, bez 
za{titnata retorika na samoupravuvaweto. Mono­
polskata komunisti~ka internacionalisti~ka pri­
kazna, orientirana edinstveno kon moralnata su­
periornost na partijata na Tito, be{e zameneta so 
noviot istoriski avtostereotip – nacionalisti~ki 
i {ovinisti~ki prikazni kako izvor na politi~kata 
legitimnost na novite balkanski dr`avi. Najradi­
kalnata revizija na memorijata od Vtorata svetska 
vojna se gleda vo hrvatskite postsocijalisti~ki 
u~ebnici (duri i do rehabilitacija na fa{isti~koto 
usta{ko minato), dodeka re`imot na Milo{evi} 
svojata legitimnost ja grade{e ne samo na nacio­
nalizmot tuku i na nasledstvoto od partizanskata 
tradicija i socijalizmot.13 Po padot na Milo{evi} 
vo Srbija o~eviden e nov antifa{isti~ki pravec.14 
Iako legalizirana, rekonstrukcijata na minatoto 
se odviva{e na manipulativen na~in, pod maskata 
na odbivawe na totalitarniot socijalizam, koj, pred 
s$, go zadu{uva{e nacionalnoto osvestuvawe. Sil­
nata antikomunisti~ka i antitotalitarna retorika 
se koristi kako prevez koj go zatskriva mra~niot 
period vo istorijata na eden narod vo obidot da go 
normalizira i da go opravda toj narod glavno vo 
o~ite na zapadnite sili. 

Na Balkanot, sveduvaweto na poslednata verzija 
na istorijata na organizirana selektivna isto­
riska memorija e rezultat na kompleksnoto zaem­
no dejstvuvawe na nekolku razli~ni perspektivi 
i polarizacii: zapadno – isto~no hristijanstvo, 

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 Ustaša past), 
where the Milošević regime based its legitimacy not just 
on nationalism but also on the legacy of partisan tradi-
tion an socialism.13 After the collapse of the Milošević 
reign in Serbia there is also visible a new anti-antifascist 
course.14 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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levica – desnica, xelat ­ `rtva. Bi bilo pogre{no 
glavniot izvor na tenzija i konflikt vo jugoslo­
venskite gra|anski vojni da im se pripi{e na na­
porite za debol{evizacija i rebol{evizacija. 
Prepoznatlivata antikomunisti~ka retorika na av­
toritaren nacionalizam pretstavuva dopolnitelna 
konceptualna racionalizacija na nejziniot ot­
por kon internacionalizmot i jugoslovenstvoto, a 
mnogu pomalku e kritika na dr`avnite interven­
cionisti ili na egalitarnata komponenta vo soci­
jalizmot. Ova e poddr`ano so faktot deka, spored 
pokazatelite od 1997, Polska be{e edinstvenata 
evropska socijalisti~ka dr`ava {to taa godina go 
izedna~i svojot bruto nacionalen proizvod so onoj 
od 1989.15 Porane{nite jugoslovenski republiki 
glavno crpea od nivniot otpor kon internacional­
izmot (globalizacija, kosmopolitizam, jugosloven­
stvo) za da go konstruiraat svojot oficijalen iden­
titet i da go rekonstruiraat minatoto. Vo Hrvatska, 
kade {to postoe{e silen otpor sprema dr`avata 
Jugoslavija, odozgora be{e nametnat oficijalen 
sve{tenokatoli~ki nacionalen identitet so vred­
nostite na evropskite pravni dr`avi; od druga 
strana, srpskite nacionalno­svesni intelektualci 
gledaa na svojot identitet kako “kombinacija od 
kosovskoto minato, pravoslavnata tradicija, i ev­
ropskite nacionalisti~ki i liberalni vrednos­
ti”.16

Tvrdeweto deka nacijata e vo opasnost e glaven 
izgovor za da se postavi ili pak da se opravda pro­
cesot na raste~kata nacionalna svest kade mra~nite 
aspekti na minatoto se potisnuvaat, molkum se pre­
mostuvaat ili se relativiziraat. Se neguvaat samo 
onie se}avawa {to go zajaknuvaat nacionalniot 
identitet (kako na primer veli~estvenoto imperi­
jalno minato, stradawata na narodot, glorifikaci­

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.15 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.”16

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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jata na kultot na nacionalnite lideri i kulturnite 
figuri, itn.). Od memorijata se bri{at pogromite i 
fa{izmot na nacijata, nejzinata provincijalna una­
zadenost, politi~kata kusogledost na agresivnite 
{ovinisti~ki politi~ari, itn. Vakvoto selek­
tivno zaboravawe go spre~uva spravuvaweto so mi­
natoto i e opasno od pove}e pri~ini. Potisnu­
vaweto na mra~nata strana na minatoto vo imeto 
na op{tonacionalnoto pomiruvawe i homogenost 
ne pomaga vo soo~uvaweto so minatoto. Neguvaweto 
na se}avawata koi go preuveli~uvaat nacionalniot 
identitet se kratkoro~ni pridobivki. Jugoslov­
enskiot pogled kon istorijata zavr{i, a istoto }e 
se slu~i so fazata na ekskluzivna polarizacija na 
istoriografiite vo novosozdadenite balkanski 
dr`avi. Istori~arite mora da gi priznaat, a ne 
samo da gi opravdaat, nevkusnite aspekti na iden­
titetite {to gi gradat. 

Istoriografski revizionizam i slep patriotizam

Na site glavni krstosnici vo istorijata, kako i vo 
op{testvenata i nacionalnata konfrontacija, po­
bednicite ja simnuvaat od vlast prethodnata vlada 
so razli~ni sredstva (menuvaj}i gi imiwata na gra­
dovite i ulicite, urivaj}i gi starite i postavuvaj}i 
novi spomenici, odnovo pi{uvaj}i gi u~ebnicite, 
itn.) za da go ra{irat ubeduvaweto deka avtenti~nata 
istorija zapo~nuva so nivniot akt na osloboduvawe. 
Prirodata na ideolo{kiot raskin so minatoto e 
pretstavena vo ideologijata na pobednicite, kako i 
vo op{tata politi~ka kultura na regionot. 

S$  u{te e premnogu rano da se o~ekuva od akademskite 
istoriografi da se spravat so problemi kako {to se  
kolektivnata vina ili sram, poradi toa {to od site 
strani s$ u{te premnogu tvrdokorno se veruva deka 

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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tokmu tie bile vo pravo za vreme na neodamne{nata 
gra|anska vojna. Pogolemot del od srpskite istori­
~ari s$ u{te ne gi nadminale v`e{tenite bal­
kanski strasti tipi~ni za poslednite godini od
dvaesettiot vek. Namesto da bidat kriti~ki nastroe­
ni kon sopstveniot nacionalizam, ili pak toj da gi 
voznemiruva, pi{uva~ite na istorijata s$ u{te se 
slepo „patriotski” nastroeni; vo nivnata rabota 
preovladuva tezata deka sudbinskata nevozmo`nost 
za pomiruvawe sekoga{ }e ostane potencijalen iz­
vor na konflikt na Balkanot. Namesto da ja priznaat 
i da ja istra`at vinata na nivnite politi~ari, ili 
kolektivnata zatruenost na nivnata nacija ({to go 
postavuva pra{aweto na kolektivnata vina), tie gi 
omalova`uvaat ovie idei i se stremat da ja prika`at 
svojata nacija kako `rtva. Op{testvenite nau~nici 
mora da so~uvstvuvaat so `rtvite od drugite nacii, 
no i da se ogradat od „patriotskite” prestapni­
ci od redovite na sopstvenata nacija. Kakov bilo 
kriti~ki stav kon sopstvenoto nacionalno nasled­
stvo gi zagri`uva konzervativcite koi smetaat deka 
edinstveno slepoto sledewe na tradicijata i na 
trajnite vrednosti go podgotvuva narodot za idni­
nata, kako i deka kritikata na sramnite momenti i 
periodi vo minatoto e izmamni~ko moralizirawe. 
Javniot interes na novite generacii ne e razuba­
vuvawe na minatoto tuku konfrontacija so temnite 
poglavja od istorijata na nacijata, za da se vidi koi 
segmenti od tradicijata treba da se izmenat. Pred 
nas stojat dolgi godini pred da doznaeme kako da ja 
podneseme gor~livata vistina i da mu odoleeme na 
isku{enieto da tvrdime deka na{ata nacija e seko­
ga{ vo pravo, bidej}i sekoga{ bila `rtva. Nitu 
istori~arite {to sakaat da pi{uvaat nepristras­
no, nitu pak narodot koj saka da `ivee vo etni~ki 
me{ana sredina }e uspeat vo svojata cel, dokolku ne 
go storat toa. Inaku mo`e da ostaneme so potisnati 
traumi i povremeno da ne gi po~ituvame na{ite ne­

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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vini `rtvi, isto kako {to Germancite vo dene{no 
vreme se obremeneti so se}avawata od fa{isti~koto 
minato. Pokraj toa, stavot kon odgovornosta denes vo 
svetot se menuva: staroto ubeduvawe deka nekoi na­
reduvale, a drugi samo izvr{uvale ve}e ne e validen 
i pra{aweto na kolektivnata poddr{ka za opas­
nite politiki stanuva aktuelno. Pove}e se zboruva 
i za individualnata i za kolektivnata odgovor­
nost, za vtorata pove}e zboruvaat intelektualcite, 
glasa~ite, u~esnicite vo masovnite mitinzi. Do 
koj stepen poslednata gra|anska vojna be{e vojna na 
lideri i politi~ka elita, a do koj stepen be{e voj­
na na narodot kako dobrovolen izvr{itel, i na in­
telektualcite kako sozdava~i na istoriskata svest? 
Mo`e li od mre`ata na odgovornost da se isklu~at 
akademicite koi odnovo go pi{uvaat minatoto so 
cel da ja homogeniziraat istoriskata svest na naci­
jata? So pomo{ na istoriografijata ne mo`eme da se 
soo~ime so bolen i sramen segment od na{ata isto­
rija, t.e so zlostorstvata izvr{eni od na{iot narod 
{to }e n$ progonuvaat vo sledniot vek, poradi toa 
{to nejzinata glavna zada~a e da oformi kolektivna 
svest po pat na selektivna reintepretacija na mi­
natoto. Dali konvencionalniot koncept za naciona­
lniot identitet vo sovremenite istoriografii na 
jugoslovenskite nacii e pojdovnata to~ka vo rasvet­
luvaweto na minatoto? Kolku mo`at istoriografi­
ite napi{ani tolku kratko po gra|anskata vojna 
vsu{nost da tragaat po postnacionalen univerzalen 
gra|anski identitet kako epistemolo{ka osnova na 
nau~na objektivnost? Od site op{testveni nauki vo 
svetot denes, sovremenata germanska op{estvena nau­
ka najverojatno se soo~uva so najgolem broj problemi 
vo spravuvaweto so mra~noto minato. Vo na{iot 
region, konstitucionalniot patriotizam e opasna 
utopija, dodeka novoto revizionisti~ko dvi`ewe 
kon desnicata (od istoriografijata do novite spo­
menici) potsetuva na stavovite na devetnaesettiot 

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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vek. Ne postoi kritika za sopstveniot {ovinizam; 
novite spomenici se krevaat za da gi osramotat `rt­
vite, a ne storitelite na zlodelata; a politi~arite 
na vlast – v~era{nite osloboditeli {to ja qubea 
opasnosta – se osloboduvaat od vina od strana na 
odmazdoqubivite novinari i pi{uva~i na istori­
jata. 

Celiot revizionizam se bazira na selektivno zabo­
ravawe. Poradi toa {to revizionizmot vo osnova e 
reinterpretacija na minatoto, t.e prilagoduvawe na 
istoriskata slika kon potrebite na onie na vlast ili 
na nesigurnata javnost, toj ne pomaga vo spravuvawe­
to so minatoto, t.e vo potisnuvaweto na stimulan­
site koi{to gi pottiknaa iracionalnite konflik­
ti. Reinterpretacijata ne pomaga vo soo~uvaweto so 
minatoto: namesto da se prika`uvame kako `rtvi i 
da si ja imenuvame sopstvenata agresija kako oprav­
dana odbrana (site nacionalisti gi smetaat vojnite 
zapo~nati od nivnata nacija kako osloboditelni 
vojni), treba da go postavime pra{aweto za li~nata, 
grupnata i kolektivnata odgovornost na na{ata naci­
ja vo katastrofalnata voena politika. Ovoj tekst go 
pocrtuva obi~ajot da se prenebregnat sramnite epi­
zodi od minatoto na sopstvenata nacija so cel da se 
odredat mo`nite konflikti vo memorijata na sled­
nite generacii, a vo isto vreme pretpostavuva kade 
}e se raspline sintezata na istori~arite od 21. vek, 
koi, da se nadevame, nema da bidat tolku ideolo{ki 
obremeneti kako nivnite kolegi od dvaesettiot vek. 
So drugi zborovi, postoi nade` da se vidi pomalku 
eksluzivna levica, koja, kako po pravilo, se pret­
vora vo isto tolku ekskluzivno antikomunisti~ko 
i antitotalitaristi~ko dvi`ewe, naj~esto preku 
sirov {ovinisti~ki „patriotizam”. Brzite restav­
raticiski promeni vo istoriskata svest, istaknati 
ovde, ja pretstavuvaat silata vo kontinuitetot na 
bavno menuva~kite dlaboki strukturi na eden isto­

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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riski trend koj opstojuva i pokraj golemite mete`i 
na dvaesettiot vek. 

Prevod od angliski jazik: Rumena Bu`arovska

Bele{ki 

1. Michael Urban, “The politics of Identity in Russia’s 
Postcommunist Transition,” in Slavic Review 53, No. 3 
(1994).

2. William Totok, “Der revisionistische Diskurs,” in
 Halbjehresschrift für südosteuropäische Geschichte,
 Literatur und Politik, 10, No. 1. (1999): 45–67.

3. Ibid., 57.

4. Leon, Volovici, “Antisemitismus im postkommunistischen 
Osteuropa: Rand- oder Zentralproblem?” in Halbjahres-
schrift für südosteuropäische Geschichte, Literatur und 
Politik, 10. No. 1, (1998): 13; Karl-Heinz Roth, “Revision-
istische Tendenzen in der historischen Forschung über 
den deutschen Faschismus,” in J. Klotz, U. Schneider 
(Hg.) Die selbstbewusste Nation und ihr Geschichtsbild –

 Geschichtslegenden der Neuen Rechten (Köln: Papy Ros-
sa, 1997): 36.

5. Attila, Schauschitz, “Ungarn – Ein Land ohne Vergangen-
heit: Zur Geschichte der Durchleuchtung und der Akten-
veröffentlichungen in Ungarn,” in Halbjahresschrift für 
südosteuropäische Geschichte, Literatur und Politik, 8, 
No. 1a (1996): 33.

6. Christopher, Reinprecht, “Social Memory in the Transfor-
mational Process of East-Central Europe,” Anthropology 
of East Europe Review, 12. No. 2 (1994).

7. Ibid.

 

Notes: 

1. Michael Urban, “The politics of Identity in Russia’s 
Postcommunist Transition,” in Slavic Review 53, No. 3 
(1994).

2. William Totok, “Der revisionistische Diskurs,” in
 Halbjehresschrift für südosteuropäische Geschichte,
 Literatur und Politik, 10, No. 1. (1999): 45–67.

3. Ibid., 57.

4. Leon, Volovici, “Antisemitismus im postkommunistischen 
Osteuropa: Rand- oder Zentralproblem?” in Halbjahres-
schrift für südosteuropäische Geschichte, Literatur und 
Politik, 10. No. 1, (1998): 13; Karl-Heinz Roth, “Revision-
istische Tendenzen in der historischen Forschung über 
den deutschen Faschismus,” in J. Klotz, U. Schneider 
(Hg.) Die selbstbewusste Nation und ihr Geschichtsbild –

 Geschichtslegenden der Neuen Rechten (Köln: Papy Ros-
sa, 1997): 36.

5. Attila, Schauschitz, “Ungarn – Ein Land ohne Vergangen-
heit: Zur Geschichte der Durchleuchtung und der Akten-
veröffentlichungen in Ungarn,” in Halbjahresschrift für 
südosteuropäische Geschichte, Literatur und Politik, 8, 
No. 1a (1996): 33.

6. Christopher, Reinprecht, “Social Memory in the Transfor-
mational Process of East-Central Europe,” Anthropology 
of East Europe Review, 12. No. 2 (1994).

7. Ibid.
8.   Detlef, Stein, (1996), “Die Diskussion über die Dossierfra-

ge der VI Abteilung der Staatssicherheit (DS) in Bulgari-



8�

8.   Detlef, Stein, (1996), “Die Diskussion über die Dossierfra-
ge der VI Abteilung der Staatssicherheit (DS) in Bulgari-
en 1990–96,” in Halbjahresschrift für südosteuropäische

 Geschichte, Literatur und Politik, 8, No. 1a (1996): 26–
27.

9. Reinprecht.

10. Ibid.

11. V. Ilić, Prevladavanje prošlosti u Vojvodini (Zrenjanin: 
Gradska narodna biblioteka, 2002): 118–119.

12. Wolfgang, Hoepken, “War, memory and Education in a 
Fragmented Society: The case of Yugoslavia,” in East Eu-
ropean Politics and Societies 13, No. 1 (1999): 191.

13. W. Hoepken, 220–222; Todor Kuljić, “Zum Stand der hi-
storischen Aufarbeitung des jugoslawischen Sozialismus,” 
in Jahrbuch fürHistorische Komunismusforschung, (Ber-
lin, Aufbau-Verlag, 2002): 302.

14. T. Kuljić, “Anti-antifašizam u svetu i Srbiji”, vo Gordogan, 
20, No. 1 (2003): 131.

15. Winfried, Thaa, Interesse und Identität in der Transforma-
tionprozessen Ostmitteleuropas,” Berliner Debate, 10, No. 
1 (1999): 14.

16. Vladimir Ilić, “Oblici kritike socijalizma,” (Zrenjanin: 
Gradska narodna biblioteka Žarko Zrenjanin, 1998): 348.

Bibliografija:

Hoepken, Wolfgang. “War, memory and Education in a Frag-
mented Society: The case of Yugoslavia.” East European 
Politics and Societies 13, No.1 (1999): 190–228.

Ilić, Vladimir. Oblici kritike socijalizma (Forms of the Critique 
of Socialism), Zrenjanin: Gradska narodna biblioteka 
Žarko Zrenjanin, 1998.

en 1990–96,” in Halbjahresschrift für südosteuropäische
 Geschichte, Literatur und Politik, 8, No. 1a (1996): 26–

27.

9. Reinprecht.

10.  Ibid.

11. V. Ilić, Prevladavanje prošlosti u Vojvodini (Zrenjanin: 
Gradska narodna biblioteka, 2002): 118–119.

12. Wolfgang, Hoepken, “War, memory and Education in a 
Fragmented Society: The case of Yugoslavia,” in East Eu-
ropean Politics and Societies 13, No. 1 (1999): 191.

13. W. Hoepken, 220–222; Todor Kuljić, “Zum Stand der hi-
storischen Aufarbeitung des jugoslawischen Sozialismus,” 
in Jahrbuch fürHistorische Komunismusforschung, (Ber-
lin, Aufbau-Verlag, 2002): 302.

14. T. Kuljić, “Anti-antifašizam u svetu i Srbiji,” in Gordogan, 
20, No. 1 (2003): 131.

15. Winfried, Thaa, Interesse und Identität in der Transforma-
tionprozessen Ostmitteleuropas,” Berliner Debate, 10, No. 
1 (1999): 14.

16. Vladimir Ilić, “Oblici kritike socijalizma,” (Zrenjanin: 
Gradska narodna biblioteka Žarko Zrenjanin, 1998): 348.

References:

Hoepken, Wolfgang. “War, memory and Education in a Frag-
mented Society: The case of Yugoslavia.” East European 
Politics and Societies 13, No.1 (1999): 190–228.

Ilić, Vladimir. Oblici kritike socijalizma (Forms of the Critique 
of Socialism), Zrenjanin: Gradska narodna biblioteka 
Žarko Zrenjanin, 1998.

Ilić, V., Prevladavanje prošlosti u Vojvodini (Mastering the 
past in Vojvodina), Zrenjanin: Gradska narodna bib-

Todor Kulji} Revised History and New Identity in East Europe



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

8�

Identities

Ilić, V., Prevladavanje prošlosti u Vojvodini (Mastering the 
past in Vojvodina), Zrenjanin: Gradska narodna bib-
lioteka, 2002.

Kuljić, Todor. “Zum Stand der historischen Aufarbeitung des 
jugoslawischen Sozialismus” (The view of socialist past 
in the nationalistic and antitotalitarian serbian histo-
riography). Jahrbuch für Historische Komunismusfor-
schung, Berlin: Aufbau-Verlag, 2002, 299–318.

___. “Anti-antifašizam u svetu i Srbiji” (Anti-antifascism in 
Serbia and in the world), Gordogan 20, No.1 (2003), 
129–134.

Reinprecht, Christopher. “Social Memory in the Transforma-
tional Process of East-Central Europe.” Anthropology 
of East Europe Review, 12. No. 2 (1994). Available at: 
www.condor.depaul.edu/~rrotenbe/aeer12_2/reinph1.
html

Roth, Karl-Heinz. “Revisionistische Tendenzen in der histor-
ischen Forschung über den deutschen Faschismus” 
(The revisionistic Tendency in historical researches of 
the german Fascism). In J. Klotz, U. Schneider (Hg.), 
Die selbstbewusste Nation und ihr Geschichtsbild – Ge-
schichtslegenden der Neuen Rechten (Köln: Papy Rossa 
1997): 31–65. 

Schauschitz, Attila. “Ungarn – Ein Land ohne Vergangen-
heit: Zur Geschichte der ‘Durchleuchtung’ und der 
Aktenveröffentlichungen in Ungarn” (Hungary – The 
land without past). Halbjahresschrift für südosteu-
ropäische Geschichte, Literatur und Politik, 8, No.1a 
(1996): 32–38.

Stein, Detlef. “Die Diskussion über die Dossierfrage der VI Ab-
teilung der Staatssicherheit (DS) in Bulgarien 1990–96” 
(The Debates about Dossiers in Bulgaria). Halbjahres-
schrift für südosteuropäische Geschichte, Literatur und 
Politik, 8, No. 1a (1996): 25–32.

Thaa, Winfried. “Interesse und Identität in der Transformation-
prozessen Ostmitteleuropas” (The Interests and Identi-
ties in transformations process of East and Middle Eu-
rope), Berliner Debate, 10, No. 1 (1999):14–30.

Totok, William. “Der revisionistische Diskurs” (The revision-
istic Dispute). Halbjahresschrift für südeuropaische 
Geschichte, Literatur und Politik, 10 H.1 (1999): 45–
67.

lioteka, 2002.
Kuljić, Todor. “Zum Stand der historischen Aufarbeitung des 

jugoslawischen Sozialismus” (The view of socialist past 
in the nationalistic and antitotalitarian serbian histo-
riography). Jahrbuch für Historische Komunismusfor-
schung, Berlin: Aufbau-Verlag, 2002, 299–318.

___. “Anti-antifašizam u svetu i Srbiji” (Anti-antifascism in 
Serbia and in the world), Gordogan 20, No.1 (2003), 
129–134.

Reinprecht, Christopher. “Social Memory in the Transforma-
tional Process of East-Central Europe.” Anthropology 
of East Europe Review, 12. No. 2 (1994). Available at: 
www.condor.depaul.edu/~rrotenbe/aeer12_2/reinph1.
html

Roth, Karl-Heinz. “Revisionistische Tendenzen in der histor-
ischen Forschung über den deutschen Faschismus” 
(The revisionistic Tendency in historical researches of 
the german Fascism). In J. Klotz, U. Schneider (Hg.), 
Die selbstbewusste Nation und ihr Geschichtsbild – Ge-
schichtslegenden der Neuen Rechten (Köln: Papy Rossa 
1997): 31–65. 

Schauschitz, Attila. “Ungarn – Ein Land ohne Vergangen-
heit: Zur Geschichte der ‘Durchleuchtung’ und der 
Aktenveröffentlichungen in Ungarn” (Hungary – The 
land without past). Halbjahresschrift für südosteu-
ropäische Geschichte, Literatur und Politik, 8, No.1a 
(1996): 32–38.

Stein, Detlef. “Die Diskussion über die Dossierfrage der VI Ab-
teilung der Staatssicherheit (DS) in Bulgarien 1990–96” 
(The Debates about Dossiers in Bulgaria). Halbjahres-
schrift für südosteuropäische Geschichte, Literatur und 
Politik, 8, No. 1a (1996): 25–32.

Thaa, Winfried. “Interesse und Identität in der Transformation-
prozessen Ostmitteleuropas” (The Interests and Identi-
ties in transformations process of East and Middle Eu-
rope), Berliner Debate, 10, No. 1 (1999):14–30.

Totok, William. “Der revisionistische Diskurs” (The revision-
istic Dispute). Halbjahresschrift für südeuropaische 
Geschichte, Literatur und Politik, 10 H.1 (1999): 45–
67.

Urban, Michael. “The politics of Identity in Russia’s Postcom-
munist Transition.”  Slavic review 53, No. 3 (1994).



86
Urban, Michael. “The politics of Identity in Russia’s Postcom-

munist Transition.”  Slavic review 53, No. 3 (1994).
Volovici, Leon. “Antisemitismus im postkommunistischen 

Osteuropa: Rand-oder Zentralproblem?” (Antisemitism 
in postcommunist East Europe). Halbjahresschrift für 
südosteuropäische Geschichte, Literatur und Politik, 
10, No. 1 (1998): 7–23.

Volovici, Leon. “Antisemitismus im postkommunistischen 
Osteuropa: Rand-oder Zentralproblem?” (Antisemitism 
in postcommunist East Europe). Halbjahresschrift für 
südosteuropäische Geschichte, Literatur und Politik, 
10, No. 1 (1998): 7–23.

Todor Kulji} Revised History and New Identity in East Europe


