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Abstract: The article deals with the delimitation of the territory of Serbia under German
occupation during WWII. Although the topic has been deat with in Serbian and foreign
historiography it is far from exhausted. The article reviews geographical, political, economic,
strategic, military and other factors that contributed to drawing of Serbia’ s borders under German

rule.
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The relevance of the topic

It is interesting that the borders of Serbia under German occupation during
WWII have never been definitively described in historiography. The reason is
not the irrelevance of the topic or lack of pertinent literature or archival sources,
but the fact that the borders — particularly those in the east and south-west kept
changing during the war. This was caused by the changing military and political
situation in the territory that often required local accommodations on daily basis,
of which the higher-ups (Serbian or German) were not always fully aware or at
least were not promptly informed. This article doesn’t aspire to definitely trace
the borderline at any given moment, but rather to deal with the military,
political, economic and other factors that determined it throughout the war,
particularly since the existing historiographical works dealt with the topic within
the framework of broader topics and sporadicaly, i.e. they went into greater
details (if at al) only for those parts of Serbia s borders relevant for the topic of
a given work. It is important to determine the borders of the German zone of
occupation in Serbia since the borders directly corresponded with events and
processes within them: the economic exploitation, the level of repression,
relative freedom of action of the Serbian government organs, spread of ideology
etc. In turn, economic needs, political considerations, military strength, ethnic
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make-up etc. influenced the drawing of borders. The paper is confined to those
parts of present-day Serbia that were under direct German rule, i.e. it doesn’t
deal with territories that fell under Italian, Hungarian, Bulgarian or Ustashi
administration. In a way Bulgaria was an exception among the occupying
powers since it was allowed to annex certain territories, whereas it served as a
vicarious occupying force in stead of the Germans in others. On the other hand,
Syrmium wasn’t part of the German occupation zone, but was under German
rule for awhile. It will be dealt with only for that period of time.

The question of the Banat

One of the reasons why many of Serbia s borders under occupation remained so
volatile was the fact that Hitler hadn’'t planned invasion of Yugosavia in
advance. After long persuasion and pressure by Germany, the Yugosav
government acceded to the Tripartite Pact on March 25, 1941. This seemed to
secure a safe hinterland for the intended German military operations in Greece
and later on in the Soviet Union. However, the officers' coup on March 27 upset
Hitler's apple cart. Although the new government declared adherence to the
Tripartite Pact, the Fuehrer was furious and decided to smash Yugoslavia as a
state. Already on March 27 he proposed offering the spoils to his adlies. Italy
was to receive the Dalmatian coast, Bulgaria Macedonia, and Hungary the Banat
(Culinovi¢, 1970; MiloZevi¢, 1991). It isimportant to know that Hitler, like most
Austrians of his time, spoke loosely of the “Banat”, meaning not only the Banat
itself, but the whole of the Vojvodina (Volkl, 1991; Olshausen, 1973). On the
same day he actually promised “the Banat” to Hungary and reiterated thisin his
talks with Hungarian minister of war Bartha on April 4, and with Hungarian
ambassador Sztéjay on April 6 and 19. (V6lkl, 1991; Olshausen, 1973).

On the very day of German attack on Yugoslavia, April 6, he issued the
“Genera Guidelines’ for dismemberment of the country (figure 1). In them,
German occupation was envisaged for the “Old Serbia’. This term requires an
explanation. In the parlance of Serbian 19" and early 20" century politicians,
scholars and journalists the term designated Sandzak (or Raska), Kosovo and the
Metohija — the historical core-land of Mediaeval Serbia. On the other hand, in
foreign perception after WWI, “Old Serbiad’ meant the territory of Serbia before
the Balkan Wars 1912/13. Hitler used the term in this latter meaning that was
completely consistent with his wish to punish the Serbs (whom he perceived as
the main culprits for the coup) and to reduce Serbiato a size that would make it
impossible for her to disturb the German-imposed order (Neubacher, 1956;
Culinovi¢, 1970; Terzi¢, 1983; Marjanovi¢, 1963; Marjanovié, 1963a;
Marjanovi¢, 1977; Schlarp, 1986).
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Figure 1. The dissmemberment of Y ugoslavia, 1941

Although Hitler counted on the aid of his allies in the campaign against
Yugoslavia, their territorial aspirations made their assistance not only an asset,
but also aliability. Thiswas seen already before the beginning of the attack. The
Romanian government was informed that Hungarian troops would occupy the
Banat (in the original meaning of the word, designating here the western part of
that historical province that had been alotted to Yugodavia after WWI) already
on April 3 and threatened Romanian troops would also enter the Yugoslav part
of the Banat in that case. Already on the next day, Romanian ambassador to
Berlin Raoul Bossy, protested officially against the planned Hungarian
occupation and stated that not even in the future could the Banat be given over to
Hungary. Faced with this resistance, Hitler had to yield and he decided on April
5 that Hungarian troops wouldn't take part in the conquest of the Banat (Vdlkl,
1991)2 On April 12 the provision that the Yugoslav part of the Banat would be

2 Romanian nationalist circles cherished aspirations to the Y ugoslav part of the Banat ever sinceits
division in 1918, but they seldom enjoyed the support of the Romanian government that remained
loyal toits Yugoslav ally. (Aprilski rat 1941, 1969)
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occupied by German troops was included into the “Temporary Guidelines for
Division of Yugodavia’ (Vegh, 1963) that would serve as the basis for carving
up Yugoslavia.

Thus, the river Tisa was established as the border between the German and
Hungarian-occupied territories in the Vojvodina. Although they were duly
informed of this, the Hungarians (who joined in the attack only on April 11%)
were not quite willing to accede to this. Thus, the Hungarian troops crossed the
Tisa and were greeted as liberators by the Hungarian population of Novi
Knezevac, Novi Becgl and Padej (Kasas, 1996; Neubacher, 1956). They formed
a bridge-head on the Banat territory near Senta between April 15 and 17, and
their troops made sorties as deep as vicinity of Kininda and Mokrin in the north,
as well as near Titel in the central Banat. However, due to German demands,
they had to withdraw (V&lkl, 1991).

In that way Hitler found himself in the predicament of having to appease two
important allies who had been at daggers drawn for quite some time.* Since
Romania had been losing territories and Hungary had been gaining them for
several years, it would have been palitically difficult to reward Hungary and to
leave Romania out in the cold once again.’ For that reason Hitler had to
prevaricate, saying to Hungarian officials that the Banat would be handed over
to Hungary but in few months time, and to their Romanian counterparts that the
matter would be solved after the war (VAlkl' 1991). However, it never was and
the Serbian Banat remained under German rule for the rest of the occupation,
(Kasas, 1996; Vegh, 1963) although both Hungary and Romania continued to

® The officia justification was that because of declaration of independence of the Independent
State of Croatia, Yugosavia (with whom Hungary had signed a Contract on Eternal Friendship on
December 12, 1940) ceased to exist and that it was necessary to protect the Hungarian population
of the formerly Hungarian territories—i.e. the Vojvodina. (Culinovié¢, 1970; Kasas, 1996)

4 The animosity between the two countries was of long standing: during the 19" century Romania
sought to annex predominantly Romanian inhabited parts of Hungary. This was achieved in 1918
as the Habsburg Monarchy collapsed. Ever since “Transylvania’ (as al territories Hungary lost to
Romania became to be known — as opposed to a smaller territory of the historical duchy of that
name) was the bone of contention between the two countries. The so-called Second Vienna Award
of 1940 by which Hungary regained part of the lost territories, contrary to German wishes didn’t
aleviate, but rather aggravated the situation. (Luka¢, 1982; Soria del popolo romeno, 1981; Kurze
Geschichte Sebenbirgens, 1990; Daicoviciu & Constantinescu (eds.), 1965)

® Romanian dictator Antonescu expressed those feelings in a memo for the German Foreign
Ministry of April 23, 1941. (Lukag, 1987) Hitler was aware of this even before the memo, and he
thought of compensating Romania somewhere else sometime in the future. (Culinovi¢, 1970;
Terzi¢, 1983)
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lay clam to it and to put diplomatic pressure to bear in order to obtain it
(Volkl, 1991; Kasas, 1996)°.

Apart from the Hungarian-Romanian rivalry, there were severa other factors
that contributed significantly to the decision to leave the Banat as part of
occupied Serbia, at least until the end of the war. The first, and probably the
most important one was the massive presence of the German minority of some
120.000 souls.” They greeted the German troops and even aided them in many
places and their leaders hoped to establish some kind of an autonomous German
state in the region (Terzi¢, 1983; Beer, 1987; Shimizu, 2003; Katavenda, 1991).
It is more than likely that these ideas were picked up from the VoMi
(Volksdeutsche Mittelstelle — Central Office for the Volksdeutsche) ideologues
that toyed with the idea of founding a German protectorate on the middle
Danube with Belgrade as its center. The area would be cleansed of the Serbs and
colonized by the Ethnic-Germans who would garrison the Belgrade fortress
protecting the Danube® Nothing came of these plans (not least because of
Hungary’s aspirations), but the Volksdeutsche remained an important factor
determining the possession of the Banat. Since the province had been promised
to Hungary, the German authorities strove to fortify the position of the
Volksdeutsche for the future (V6lkl, 1991). In order to do that, as well as in
order to have reliable collaborators, they set up an administration in which all
key positions were held by local Germans. The Banat enjoyed autonomy from
the rest of Serbia and was put first under a vice-banus, and during the
administrative reorganization of the country on December 18, 1941, it became
one of 14 counties (okrug). It had partial autonomy in matters of economy,
jurisprudence, railways, post, finances and customs (Culinovi¢, 1970;
Atanackov¢, 1959; Momgeilovi¢, 1977; Shimizu, 2003; Vegh, 1963; Misa, 1992;
Volkl, 1991; Sijacki, 1979). A paradoxical situation ensued: the Banat was
partly and the Volksdeutsche organization completely autonomous from the
(occupied) Serbian state, whereas the Ethnic-Germans — filling the most
important posts in the state administration — were the strongest link of the
province with the rest of Serbia. However, the Volksdeutsche-controlled

® The Romanians continued spreading irredentist propaganda both in the Banat and in north-
eastern Serbia. (Timockakrajina). (Vojni arhiv (Belgrade), Nedi¢ceva arhiva, k. 19, f. 2, d. 62-113.)
7 According to the 1931 census the number of the Volksdeutsche in the Banat was 120.450. (Vegh,
1963; Das Schicksal der Deutschen in Jugoslawien, 1995) In order to underpin their claim to
leadership in the province the leaders of the V olksdeutsche organized their own census on June 30,
1941 that established the number of 128.919 Ethnic-Germans in the Banat. (Momcilovi¢, 1977)

8 There were several versions of this plan and the German Foreign Ministry also took part in
designing them. According to the version of the state secretary Stuckart, the area should have
comprised also the Bor copper mine. (Bozi¢ & Mitrovi¢, 1967; Volkl, 1991; Macartney, 1957
Wehler, 1963; Ristovi¢, 1991; Marjanovi¢, 1963 a)
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administration was much less dependent on the collaborationist Serbian
government and to a much higher degree on the German military administration
in Belgrade. Through the Feldkommandantur 610 in Smederevo and the
Kreiskommandantur 1/823 in Petrovgrad (soon to be renamed Gross
Betschkerek), the Banat administration was subject to the relevant offices of the
Wehrmacht (Culinovi¢, 1970; Vegh, 1963; Shimizu, 2003).

Another important, although not decisive factor for keeping the Banat as part of
the German-occupied Serbia, was economic. The destruction of Y ugoslavia was
Hitler's political decision, but it was actually detrimental to economic interests
of the Third Reich centered on supply of raw materials and foodstuffs. After the
brief military campaign, under pressure of economic leaders its diplomacy tried
to reduce the damage by securing the vital German economic interests through
negotiations and agreements with the allies that sometimes included drawing of
borderlines, and sometimes economic concessions (Olshausen, 1974; Aleksi¢,
2002; Schlarp, 1986; Culinovi¢, 1970; MiloZevi¢, 1991; Stojiljkovié, 1989).
Although economic considerations in the case of the Banat were not decisive,
(Volkl, 1991) they did play a significant role (Vo6lkl, 1991; Schlarp, 1986). Just
how significant is shown by demands of the chief of the Military Administration
Harald Turner and the representative of the German Foreign Ministry in
Belgrade, Felix Benzler, who asked in July and August 1941, at the time when it
still wasn’t known who would eventually get the Banat, that due to famine in the
land the possible handing-over of the province to Hungary should be postponed
until the harvest was brought in (Schlarp, 1986; Valkl, 1991). As the war
progressed, Hungary gave up demanding the Banat (V&lkl, 1991). On the other
hand, it became completely integrated into the economic plans of the Reich
(Vegh, 1963).

Thefinal reason that helped prevent the cession of the Banat to Hungary was the
opposition of both the German and Serbian inhabitants as well as the
collaborationist Serbian government for which the German military feared it
would lose all esteem among the people and would become totally dejected and
unwilling to cooperate if the Banat were turned over to Hungary (V6élkl, 1991;
Schlarp, 1986; Olshausen, 1973).

For all these reasons the Banat remained part of the German zone of occupation
in Serbia and its borders remained the same as they had been before the WWII:
the rivers Tisa in the west and the Danube in the south, that were natural
geographical borders that had played that role since the time immemorial,
(Hosch, Nehring & Sundhaussen (eds), 2004) and the former Yugoslav-
Romanian and Y ugoslav-Hungarian borders in the north and east that were the
result of diplomatic and military tug-of-war right after WWI (Mitrovi¢, 1975;
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Mitrovi¢, 1968; Spector, 1995; Deak, 1972; Schmidt-Résler, 1994; Délimitation
entre les Serbes et les Roumains dans le Banat, s.a.; Lederer, 1963; Radonitch,
1919; Yakchitch, 1915). The borders of the Banat with Hungary and Romania,
together with the Serbian-Romanian border were the only Yugoslav borderlines
that survived the dismemberment of the country in April 1941 unchanged.

Romanian designs on North-East Serbia

This, however, doesn't mean there were no attempts on the Romanian side to
change Romania' s border with Serbia proper too. In a memo of the Romanian
Government sent to Berlin between April 20 and 23, 1941, the matter of the
Romanian-speaking inhabitants in the Timok valley and the Vlachs (Aromunes)
in Macedonia was raised. The regions in question (that weren't defined more
precisely) should receive some sort of autonomy. The Romanian government
had in mind a kind of German-Romanian-Italian condominium for them, with
possible participation of Bulgariatoo in the Timok valley. (Petrovi¢, 1966; p. 33;
Borkovi¢, 1979, 11) ° The irredentist propaganda among the population of north-
east Serbia remained pretty strong during the first months of the German
occupation and at first it had some success too: people thought Romanian
occupation would be preferable to German one. However, after the beginning of
the German aggression against the USSR and the partisan uprising in Serbia,
hope that the country would soon be liberated flared up, which reduced the
effectiveness of Romanian propaganda. (Petrovi¢, 1966) After this failure, the
Romanian propaganda resorted to more covert forms whose main objective was
to awake Romanian national consciousness among the inhabitants of these parts.
The results of these forms of propaganda were also meager — not least because
the local population didn’t understand the dialect in which the propaganda press
was written (Petrovi¢, 1966). Most of the Romanian-speakers (many of whom
were actually bi-lingual) in north-east Serbia had already been integrated in the
Serbian nation and they refused to identify themselves with Romania (Petrovi¢,
1966) - particularly since it was getting weaker every day due to the war effort in
the East. Last, but by no means least, the German government was firmly
opposed to any change of border in that section (Borkovi¢, 1979, 11).

The situation of Eastern Syrmium

Apart from the Banat, eastern Syrmium was another slice of land in the vicinity
of Belgrade of dubitable sovereignty for some time. During the so-called April

® The attempt at putting these ideas to practice in the Vlach-inhabited areas in Macedonia and
Thessaly failed dismally thanks to the opposition of the occupying powers. (Trifon, 2010)
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War power in Syrmium came into the hands of the Ustashi (Croatian fascists),
members of the the Croatian Peasant Party, the strongrest Croat political party,
and the local Volksdeutsche (Atanackovi¢, 1968; Atanackovi¢, 1962; Mirni¢,
1974; Biber, 1966; SaopStenja o zlocinima okupatora i njihovih pomagata u
Vojvodini 1946). Already on April 10, with the aid of the Germans, the
Independent State of Croatia (Nezavisna dzava Hrvatska - NDH) was
proclaimed in Zagreb under Ustashi leadership. The Ustashi pretended to unite
the whole of Croatia and Bosnia-Herzegovina within the new state. Syrmium
had made part of the historical Kingdom of Croatia-Slavonia (Hoschet al., 2004)
and was demanded by the Ustashi on these grounds. However, the Ustashi
administration was established only to the west of the line Slankamen (on the
Danube) — Boljevci (on the Sava). In that way eastern part of Syrmium, with
towns of Nova Pazova and Zemun (that was practically a suburb of Belgrade)
remained under German control (Atanackovi¢, 1968). Just like in the case of the
Banat, there were several reasons for this.

On the one hand, the Ethnic-Germans there, like those in the Banat, dreamed of
an autonomous “Donauschwabenland” with a Germanized Belgrade as its
capital. (Atanackovi¢, 1968) Since Belgrade was the natural center of the region,
the local Volksdeutsche were in favor of having eastern Syrmium as part of the
occupied Serbia for economic reasons too (Atanackovi¢, 1968). On the other
hand, the Ustashi demanded that the historical border on the Sava and the
Danube, right up to their confluence at Belgrade be reestablished (Schlarp,
1986). For their part, the German authorities in Belgrade tended to keep eastern
Syrmium, and particularly Zemun as part of the German occupying zone in
Serbia for economic and strategic reasons. Firstly, much of the food-supplies for
Belgrade came from there. Secondly, the Belgrade airport was situated in
Zemun. A short-wave radio-station important for German propaganda operated
there too. For a while the very General Commissioner for Economy in Serbia
Franz Neuhausen had his seat in Zemun. Other bureaucrats and military also had
their premises there since the neighboring Belgrade had suffered large-scale
damages during the air-raids at the beginning of the war on April 6, 1941. For
these reason the military commander of Serbia and the General Commissioner
for Economy demanded that east Syrmium remained under German control. This
was backed by Hermann Goring in his capacity as the Commissioner of the
Reich for the Four-Year Plan, and accepted by the Supreme Command of the
Army as a temporary solution. The German Foreign Ministry also had nothing
against it, under proviso it didn’t predetermine the future border (Krizman, 1980;
Schlarp, 1986; Marjanovi¢, 1963a; Atanackovi¢, 1968).
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It seems the original idea was too keep east Syrmium under German control as
long as Serbia was under occupation (Krizman, 1980). However, the Ustashi
government, backed by German ambassador to Zagreb Siegfried Kasche,
pressed for handing over of the region to the NDH. In order to establish the
borders of the NDH a meeting between German and Ustashi representatives was
organized in Zagreb on June 4, 1941. Among other things, it was decided that
the Ustashi would take over power in juridica and cultural matters in eastern
Syrmium, whereas the administrative power, as well as the control over railroads
and post would remain in German hands (Schlarp, 1986; Krizman, 1980)%.
In mid-August Kasche pressed again for turning the region over to the Ustashi.
The representative of the Foreign Ministry Benzler agreed under condition that
the above mentioned German needs for food, use of the airport and the radio-
station remained satisfied. Undersecretary of the German Foreign Ministry
Woermann deemed in late August this would strengthen German influence in the
NDH, particularly since the Reich failed to back the NDH against Germany’s
main aly, Italy in the matter of the frontier in Damatia. He also deemed the
above mentioned military needs could be met in other ways (Krizman, 1980).
On September 9 Neuhausen and the German commanding general in Serbia
Bader agreed to give up east Syrmium as soon the agreement with Zagreb on the
conditions was reached. However, in order not to rouse dissatisfaction in Serbia,
it was recommended that Zemun should be handed over quietly, with no press
coverage. The agreement was reached at the meeting on October 4 and put to
practice six days later (Krizman, 1980; Marjanovi¢, 1963a). Due to the
worsening social, economic and political situation, the local Volksdeutsche were
not happy with this solution and demanded in January 1942 that east Syrmium
be reattached to the German-occupied zone of Serbia (Atanackovi¢, 1968). As
we shall see below, the Serbian collaborationist authorities also strove to include
this areainto Serbia. Nothing came of it and the border of the Independent State
of Croatia continued to reach the gates of Belgrade until October 1944.

The border between the ger man zone of occupation in Serbia and the NDH

Serbian border with that puppet state was easier to determine where no direct
German interests were involved. Thus, the Ustashi |eader Paveli¢ was allowed to
promulgate the law on Croatia' s eastern border aready on June 7 — soon after
the meeting of June 4 (cf. supra) where it had been defined as following the
Drina downstream until Bajina BaSta, whereas the rest hadn’t been fixed. It was
said that the temporary borderline would go over the old Bosnian border to the

10 Eulinovié is wrong when he claims the NDH government took over Syrmium and Zemun on
June 4, 1941 (“with the approval of the German government” as he putsit.) (Culinovi¢,1970)
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east by south-east, to the east of Nova Varos, i.e. the border followed the Drina
downstream to the confluence of the stream Brusnica with it (east of the village
of Zemlica) and from there east of the Drina following the pre-WW!I Bosnian-
Serbian border. Kasche notified the Ustashi government on July 5 that the
German Reich accepted this borderline (Krizman, 1980; Culinovi¢, 1970;
Terzi¢, 1983)™. Between the promulgation of the law and its official acceptance
by the Reich’s government, Paveli¢ tried to “rectify” the border with Serbia
during his talks with the German foreign minister von Ribbentrop and with
Hitler on June 6 and 9 in Fuschl. He presented them with the demand that the
NDH be given Sandzak (the historic sandzak of Novi Pazar) (Krizman, 1978).
The demand was based on the fact that large part of the population there were
Muslims, co-nationals of the Bosnian Slav Muslims, who were styled “the
flower of Croatiandom” by the Ustashi for political and propaganda purposes
(Redzi¢, 1998; Petranovi¢, 1988).

Although the Ustashi commissioner for Bosnia-Herzegovina Hakija HadZi¢ was
spreading pan-Croat propaganda in Sandzak, (Redzi¢, 1987) the matters were
more complicated there: not because of the powerless Serbian Council of
Commissars (that had been installed by the Germans in late April 1941), but
because the other Axis partner, Italy, aso had itsinterestsin the region.

The german-italian clash of interestsin Serbian territory

The geographic scope of these interests was roughly defined at the meeting
between the German and Italian foreign Ministers, von Ribbentrop and Ciano in
Vienna on 21-22. April 1941. The line dividing German and Italian zones of
influence in the former Yugoslav territory was set on April 24 by Hitler himself
as going from the place where the former Y ugoslav, German and Italian borders
met, until peak 703 (south of Zirje) and then, roughly following the line Lucine
— JeZica— Cerklje — Samobor — Petrinja— Glina — Bosanski Novi — Sanski Most
— Mrkonji¢ Grad — Donji Vakuf — Sargjevo — Ustipraca — Priboj — Novi Pazar —
Orlova Cuka— UroZevac — Tetovo — Kicevo —Lake Ohrid —Lake Prespa, with all
these places being included in the German sphere of influence (Culinovi¢, 1970;
MiloSevi¢, 1991)*. This so-called , Vienna-ling” was modified in May, and so in
Sandzak it now followed the line Priboj - Nova VaroS — Sjenica— Novi Pazar —

1 The thus defined borderline was more modest than the Ustashi demand of May 18, 1941, that
asked for the border that would run west of Dobrek, to the eastern part of the mount Tara, éargan,
the peak of Zlatibor, Cigota and then to the east toward the Uvac. From Vis, it would go the Uvac
upstream until the mouth of the Gore¢anska reka, and then to south-west toward Bukovik (14 km
to the south of Prijepolje) and the border with Montenegro (Krizman, 1978).

2 Terzi¢ claims the line was deffinitively set in mid-May 1941 (Terzi¢, 1983).

102



Borders of the German occupation zone in Serbia 1941-1944

Kosovska Mitrovica etc. These places were put under German rule. On May 21
the line was modified yet again and Rudo, Priboj, Nova Varos, Senicaand Duga
Poljana were ceded to Italy (Terzi¢, 1983; Marjanovi¢, 1963; Marjanovic,
1963a; Borozan, 1995). The Ustashi for their part, were not happy with the
existing borderline: they favored a larger German zone in SandZak hoping to
establish their power under German auspices there (MiloSevi¢, 1991). This
wasn't just wishful thinking: as we shall presently see, the German government,
needing increasingly more troops for the Eastern Front, tended to reduce the
territory directly controlled by its own forces. In order to settle the border
between the territory under the German military commander in Serbia and the
Italian commands in Albania and Montenegro, a German-Italian commission
met in Rome in early November of that year. However, rather than with the
border in Sandzak, the German officials were more concerned with modifying
the line in Kosovo so as to secure for themselves the mines of asbestos, chrome
and magnesite lying 10 km to the west from the railroad-line Kosovska
Mitrovica-Priluzje (MiloSevi¢, 1991).

German, Italian and Bulgarian aspirationsin Kosovo

This brings us to the region of Kosovo where German, Italian and Bulgarian
interests clashed. To be sure, the German and the Italian interests were those that
really mattered, with Bulgaria playing only a subatern role. Italy (who had
already conquered Albaniain 1939 and who was utilizing Albanian nationalism)
tried to make good its espousal of Greater Albanian goals. at the Vienna meeting
with von Ribbentrop referred above, Ciano brought a map that showed the new
Albanian border as running 10 km west of Vranje from Prespa to Kosovska
Mitrovica, including the Trepca mine (Borozan, 1995). However, the German
government as the senior partner, was not willing to concede that much. For that
reason, the so-called “Vienna-line” (in this section) was set to run from Novi
Pazar via Kosovska Mitrovica and Pristing, along the railroad line Pristina
UroSevac and further in direction of Tetovo (Borozan, 1995; Hadri, 1965). The
Third Reich's overriding concerne was to secure the lead and zink mine of
Trepca In 1941-1942 Italian officials strove to redraw the borderline so as to
include that mine as well as the chrome mines at the mount Sara in their puppet
state of Greater Albania. Their German opposite numbers wanted to counter
such demands and to push the borderline to the south from Kosovska Mitrovica
in order to lay their hands on the coal mine Kosovo in Obili¢. They didn’t give
up the broader region of Kosovo, including the railroad line Kosovska Mitorvica
— Pri&tina — UroSevac — Katanik —Skopje either. To this end they even had the
cheek to refer to Serbian historical rights and national tradition (Avramovski,
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1983)! In that section the border went from UroSevac to Orlova Cuka, where the
Bulgarian territory began (Hadri, 1965).

In that way Kosovska Mitrovica, Vucitrn and Lab districts of Kosovo
comprising also mines of asbestos in Cabra and RuZanj were in German zone of
occupation. The Vueitrn district was enlarged by part of the Gracanica district
that also fell under German rule (Bozovi¢ & Vavi¢, 1991; Hadri, 1965). The
main concern of the German authorities were numerous mines in the region:
apart from the already mentioned Trepca, there was the lead mine of Kopaonik
in Belo Brdo, the asbestos mines near Zabari, Brabovi¢i, Cabra, Rujidte,
Jagnjenica, Kozarevo and KameXoka near Kosovska Mitrovica and the
magnesite mine at Dubovac near Vugitrn. The brown-coal mine Kosovo in
Obili¢, on which Trep¢a depended, remained in the Italian-controlled territory.
The chrome mine Jezerina remained in the territory alotted to Bulgaria, but the
German companies had the right of exploatation (BoZovi¢ & Vavié¢, 1991).

Similarly to the Banat, the German-controlled part of Kosovo was granted a de
facto autonomy and the local Albanian minority a privileged status (Culinovié,
1970; Bozovi¢ & Vavi¢, 1991). However, this was only a temporary solution for
the German authorities: they planned to resettle the Albanians from their zone of
occupation into the Italian-controlled parts of Kosovo once the war ended. When
planning this, they were not guided by Serbian sensitivity but by their own
interests: since Italy had been fomenting Albanian nationalism, spreading
irredentist propaganda in their territory and keeping alive hopes that the
German-occupied part of Kosovo would some day be annexed to the “Greater
Albanid’, they wanted to secure their possession of the valuable mines by
attaching this part of Kosovo firmer to the rest of Serbia (Avramovski, 1983;
Hadri, 1965). This was probably the reason they recognized the “Greater
Albanid’ after the capitulation of Italy in its borders as previously defined
between the two Axis partners (Pichler 2006; MiloSevi¢, 1991).

The borders of the German occupation zone in Serbia with the Bulgarian-
annexed territories and the Bulgarian zone of occupation

The other Axis partner cherishing aspirations to portions of Kosovo was
Bulgaria. It didn't take part in the attack on Yugoslavia because Hitler didn't
want to provoke its neighbor Turkey to use the situation and undertake
something that would run contrary to German wishes for stability in the region
(Stojiljkovi¢, 1989). However, failure to take part in the military campaign
didn't mean Bulgaria had no territorial demands. In Kosovo Bulgaria aspired to
annex the whole province and this was backed by German foreign minister at the
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Vienna conference on April 21-22, 1941. He adduced ethnic (sic) reasons to
underpin that demand. Count Ciano saw through that but obligingly said that
other ways of securing German economic interests could be found. Under
pressure from Albanian nationalism that it itself conjured; Italy strove to obtain
as much as possible for its puppet state of “Greater Albania’ (Culinovié, 1970).
In that way the junior Axis partner Bulgaria (whose main concern was
Macedonia anyway) received only smaller part of Kosovo after the two bigger
players carved up most of the territory according to their own interests. Bulgaria
was |eft with part of the Gnjilane district to the north from Pasjane, as well as
Vitina, Katanik and Sirinicka Zupa (Culinovié, 1970; Stojiljkovi¢, 1989;
Strugar, 1980).

Due to the need to move an additional part of troops to the Eastern Front, the
German Command of the Southeast proposed to Hitler on December 20, 1941
that the Bulgarian zone of occupation be extended so as to include the towns of
Prigtina and Kosovska Mitrovica. This was refused, but on January 15, 1942 the
Bulgarian zone of occupation was extended to the district of Lab so asto relieve
German troops. On January 7 next year, the districts of Mitrovica and Vugitrn
were aso included into the area controlled by Bulgarian troops (Hadri, 1965;
Stojiljkovié, 1989; Culinovi¢, 1970). It is important to stress that these districts
remained part of the German occupation zone in Serbia, athough the task of
controlling the region was entrusted to Bulgarian troops after severe German set-
backs and losses in the USSR. In other words, the same pattern of rule with
German supreme power, Serbian civilian administration and Bulgarian military
occupation was applied here as in much of the German occupation zone in
Serbia, as we shall presently see.

The Bulgarian government craved for several parts of Yugoslavia before its
dismemberment (figure 2). The most important was Macedonia that the
Bulgarian ideologues considered as historically Bulgarian land (Hosch et a.,
2004; Barker, 1950; Brailsford, 1906; Stojiljkovi¢, 1989; Banac, 1988) and of
which Bulgaria received a larger part after the April war (Sojiljkovi¢, 1989;
Culinovi¢, 1970; Petranovi¢, 1988). Apart from that Bulgaria wanted to retrieve
two districts (Caribrod and Bosilegrad) it had lost to Yugoslavia after WWI
under the treaty of Neuilly-sur-Saine (Stojiljkovié¢, 1989). These districts were
predominantly Bulgarian-inhabited but Y ugoslavia received them for strategic
reason and partly as a way of punishing Bulgaria for the stab in the back it had
given Serbia in 1915. Nevertheless, Bulgarian appetites didn’'t stop with
retrieving the lost territories from Serbia. The German authorities alowed the
Bulgarian troops to occupy and annex also the districts of Vranje and Pirot with
some 200.000 inhabitants (Stojiljkovi¢, 1989). Furthermore, until June 1941
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they also occupied militarily the districts of Ni§, Luznica, Masurica, Bojanica
and parts of Vlasotince and Palanka districts, as well as a narrow strip to the
north-east from Zajecar, between the river Timok and the former Yugoslav-
Bulgarian border (Marjanovi¢, 1963; Strugar, 1980; Schlarp, 1986). They
wanted to occupy the area around the town of Negotin too, but the local German
commander prevented it (Stgjiljkovi¢, 1989). Surprisingly, the negotiations
between two basically unequal partners were protracted and failed to bring about
amutually satisfactory line of demarcation (Stojiljkovi¢, 1989; Glisi¢, 1982).

Figure 2. Parts of Y ugoslavia, which were annexed and occupied by Bulgariain World War 11

One of the most important reasons for that was that the Bulgarian authorities
were insatiable. They kept pushing the demarcation line illegaly toward west
and north-west at which both the German and the Serbian side protested: the first
on economic grounds and the latter on national and political ones. The Bulgarian
tactic was to nip off this or that village every now and then (GliSi¢, 1982;
Stojiljkovi¢, 1989; VA NA, k. 20, f. 7, d. 39; k. 20b, f. 4, d. 64; k. 21, f. 1, d. 25;
k. 21, f. 1, d. 132). Although not willing to tolerate that in the short run, due to
their increasing demand for soldiers on the Eastern Front, the German authorities
had to put under Bulgarian occupation increasingly larger chunks of territory —
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even though the Wehrmacht Feldkommandanturen and Kreiskommandanturen
retained supreme command in the ceded areas and Serbian laws approved by the
German authorities remained in force (Stojiljkovi¢, 1989). Thus according to
Hitler's order and under agreement between German and Bulgarian foreign
ministries of December 23, 1941, three Bulgarian divisions occupied the
territory between the former demarcation line and the line that ran south of Bor
westwards toward Lapovo, and from there via Kragujevac toward the south to
the then Serbian Border. Between December 31, 1941 and January 15, 1942 they
replaced German units in the towns of Leskovac, Ni§, KnjaZevac, Cuprija and
Jagodina and pushed the demarcation line to the line Rgotina - Lapovo -
Kragujevac - the Ibar Valley-Kosovksa Mitrovica - Pristina (Borkovi¢, 1979, I;
Stojiljkovi¢, 1989). It’s interesting to note that the commanding German general
in Serbia, Bader, wasn't happy with this fearing the collaborationist government
headed by general Nedi¢ wouldn’t survive it politically. He deemed the
responsibility for peace and order in the country should rest primarily with the
Serbian government, and that the extension of Bulgarian occupation made this
almost impossible. This view was shared by the representative of the German
Foreign Ministry in Belgrade, Felix Benzler, whereas general Nedi¢ was so
dejected that he threatened he would commit suicide (Borkovi¢, 1979, I;
Stojiljkovi¢, 1989). The reasons were historical animosity, but even more than
that, the very oppressive nature of Bulgarian occupation and poor discipline of
Bulgarian soldiers, who were, unlike their German counterparts, prone to acts of
arbitrary violence, murder and pilfering (Stojiljkovi¢, 1989; Borkovi¢, 1979, I;
VA NA, k. 21, .1, d. 132; k. 20b, f. 4, d. 64; k. 21, f. 1, d. 25; k. 20, f. 9, d. 21;
k. 50, f. 5, d. 7; k. 20, f. 5, d. 60; k. 20, f. 5, d. 28, k. 20, f. 5, d. 40; k. 20,
f. 5, d. 59).

The area under Bulgarian occupation experienced another extension during
1943. Already in December 1942 the area around KruSevac that had been
controlled by the 7th SS-Division was handed over to the Bulgarian troops
(Stojiljkovi¢, 1989). In January 1943, the Bulgarian zone of occupation was
extended as far west as the Drina. In June it was extended to the north-west to
the river Kolubara and northwards to the Danube (Stojiljkovi¢, 1989). In that
way most of the territory of the German zone of occupation in Serbia fell
actually under Bulgarian occupation. It was only in August 1944, as the Red
Army was approaching Bulgarian eastern borders that the Bulgarian government
asked of the German one that the Bulgarian zone of occupation in Serbia be
reduced (Stojiljkovi¢, 1989). This didn't mean giving up al the territories
occupied since April 1941, but only evacuation of those that had been occupied
the previous year. However, aready on September 18 the Soviet government
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made complete evacuation of the occupied territories in Yugoslavia and Greece
acondition for signing an armistice with Bulgaria (Stojkovi¢, 1989).

Planning Serbia’sborders

The (changing) borders of Serbia in WWII didn’t exist only on maps and in
practice, but also in heads of politicians, diplomats, ideologues and military men.
Probably the first to express wishes for the revision of Serbia's borders created
after April 1914 was Milan Ac¢imovi¢, the chairman of the Serbian caretaker
government, the Council of Commissioners. He penned a memo on Serbia's
borders for the German commanding general in Serbia Schréder in June 1941. In
it he argued for borders that would be more in keeping with ethnic situation on
the ground, as well as with historical traditions. He defined that space with
following borders: the territory north of the river Péinja; from Veles (in
Macedonia) in the south to Novi Sad (in the Backa) in the north; from the former
border with Bulgariain the east, to Kordun and Lika (in Croatia) in the west. For
economic reasons the Vardar valley south of Veles and the access to the Adriatic
Seain the valley of the Neretva should be added to the above described territory
(Borkovi¢, 1979, |; Hadri, 1965; Culinovié, 1970). In thisway, under pressure of
circumstances, he was willing to give up the maximalist demands of Serbian
nationalists, but asked nevertheless for some areas inhabited by non-Serbs, on
grounds of economic viability. A¢imovi¢ claimed the borders of Serbia should
be so enlarged in order to secure the German ,New Order” in southeast Europe.
To be sure, even such “moderate” territorial demands were unrealistic. They
couldn’t be met because the Reich was banking on Serbia’ s neighbors and Hitler
wanted to keep Serbia as small as possible.

Acimovié's successor, prime minister Milan Nedi¢ aso wanted to create an
independent and enlarged Serbia. This was his avowed goa from the start
(Borkovi¢, 1985). Soon after taking office, and spurred by persecution of the
Serbian population of Kasovo, he asked on September 8, 1941 of the German
commanding general in Serbia Dankelmann, that this area should be annexed to
Serbia. He adduced geographic, historical and economic reasons in favor of this.
Since the territory in question had aready been carved up on higher diplomatic
level, Dankelmann couldn't but flatly refuse (Borkovi¢, 1979, Il). Nedi¢
concerned with the interests of his people as he saw them, didn’'t give up the idea
of enlarging Serbia. In February 1942 he and his government submitted a memo
to commanding general in Serbia Paul Bader in which they asked for eastern
Bosnia and Herzegovina (some 17 districts), Syrmium and parts of Damatia.
The main reasons adduced were ethnic, but they were presented also as
favorable for military actions against the partisans. Berlin’s refusal was not
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direct this time, but couched as a postponement (Borkovi¢, 1985). Having had
no success there, Nedi¢ turned to Montenegro and Sandzak, believing they were
rather a burden than an asset for the Italian government. On this assumption, he
even entered some talks with Italian agents but they were stopped after German
admonition. For their part, the Italian authorities only used these wishes as
pawnsin their haggling with German officials (Borkovi¢, 1985).

For a while Nedi¢ refrained from voicing similar demands. When he was
promised a meeting with Hitler in late 1942, he and his team produced a memo
containing the projected borders of “Greater Serbia’. They were to run from
Makarska on the Adriatic coast, to the border between Dalmatia and Bosnia on
the Una, than following the Una until its confluence with the Sava, from there
following the line between Bakovo and Vinkovci to the Drava near Osijek, and
further through Baranya to the Hungarian border, over the Danube near Sombor,
than in a straight line toward the Tisa into the Banat. This state would include
aso the whole of Macedonia in its borders with Albania and Greece as before
WWII, except for Scutari that should be annexed to Montenegro. However, on
Benzler's suggestion, he didn’t take this memo to Berlin (Borkovi¢, 1985). He
nevertheless reiterated the wishes of the Serbian government during his talks
with German foreign minister before meeting Hitler in September 1943. He
asked von Ribbentrop that Montenegro, SandZak, eastern Bosnia, Syrmium,
Kosovo and the Metohija be joined with Serbia. He wanted to use the moment,
right after Italy’s capitulation to ask for these territories, previously controlled
for greater part by Italian troops (except for Syrmium). Von Ribbentrop told him
in no uncertain terms that an independent, and at that enlarged Serbia was
impossible during the war and the main goal was the security of German troops
(Neubacher, 1956; Borkovi¢, 1979, II; Borkovi¢, 1985). Thus his endeavors
failed in the highest place, although he enjoyed the support of Hitler's special
envoy for the Balkans, Hermann Neubacher (Borkovi¢, 1985).

Neubacher had plans for a federation of Serbia, Montenegro and SandZak that
would be a bulwark against communism that would strengthen the increasingly
weaker German position in the Balkans. They were supported also by the
German commander of the Southeast, field-marsha von Weichs. This enabled
Nedi¢ to dabble with attempts of winning over some Montenegrin leaders, but
although Neubacher tried to convince Hitler of the usefulness of the idea, it was
never realized because of Fuehrer’s mistrust of the Serbs whom he perceived as
a people conscious of its politicd mission, and therefore too dangerous
(Borkovi¢, 1985; Neubacher, 1956; Marjanovi¢, 1977). It istypical that German
officials came to an idea to consider such plans only after German troops had
been hard pressed on various fronts. as long as German military position in
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Europe was undisputed and as long as the fina victory seemed a redlistic
possibility, they weren't willing to take into account the wishes of the Serbian
governments.

The Serbian collaborationists were not the only ones on Serbian side to make
plans for an enlarged Serbia. The royalist resistance movement, the Chetniks
hatched plans of their own that were very much influenced by the wartime
dismemberment of Yugoslavia and vicious persecution of the Serbs in various
territories. The first to draft a comprehensive blueprint of a*“ Greater Serbia’ was
Chetnik ideologue Stevan Moljevi¢. He envisaged a much enlarged Serbiain an
enlarged Yugoslavia. Serbia should comprise Serbia proper, Sandzak,
Montenegro, Bosnia and the whole of Dalmatia (with Dubrovnik enjoying a
special status). Part of Croatia from Sibenik to the river Neretva, with western
Herzegovina and part of Bosnia would have an autonomy within Serbia, that
would aso include most of Lika, ailmost the whole Kordun and Banija, the
territory east of Pakrac (with a corridor 15-20 km wide, between Pakrac and the
Hungarian border comprising Daruvar, Grubisno Polje, Slatina and part of Nova
Gradiska and Pozega), the whole Syrmium, Batka, Baranya and the Banat.
“Greater Serbia” would aso take some territories from the neighboring
countries: northern regions from Albania, districts of Custendil and Vidin from
Bulgaria, Resita and Timisoara from Romania, and districts of Szeged and Pesc
from Hungary. Such enlarged Serbia, purged of non-Serbian inhabitants, would
comprise some 65-70% of the territory of the enlarged Y ugoslavia, which would
secure Serbia the leading position within the state. The Chetnik |eader Draza
Mihgjlovi¢ approved this scheme that recurred in severa variations during the
war, but that nevertheless remained wishful thinking (Tomasevich, 1975;
Vesovi¢ & Nikoli¢, 1996). Their basic difference from the plans hatched by
Nedi¢ and his collaborators was that they were not meant to be realized under
German auspices, i.e. as enlargement of the German zone of occupation in
Serbia (that would eventually become an independent nation some time in the
future), but rather as a fruit of the expected Allied victory. Under the given
circumstances, both visions were unredlistic because they didn’t take into
account enough the German interests that were decisive for carving up
Yugoslavia and for tailoring the borders of rump Serbia that remained under
German rule.
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Conclusion

The borders of the German occupation zone in Serbia were neither constant nor
were they meant to be eternal. They were drawn as the outcome of negotiations
between the Third Reich and its alies and satellites. While taking some heed of
their needs and desires, the German government was led primarily by German
political, military and economic interests. For that reason, Italy had to wrench
concessions from its Axis partner, whereas other allies had to make do with what
they were granted by the German diplomacy. Their requests had a chance of
being met only if they corresponded with German interests. Bulgaria was
granted a specia status among Germany’s allies. The Serbian territory it was
alowed to annex wasn't that large, but the territory that fell under Bulgarian
military control eventually comprised most of the German zone of occupation in
Serbia. The people most concerned — the Serbs — had no say whatsoever in
determining Serbia's borders. Sometimes these borders followed the very old
historical lines or geographical boundaries, but they had little to do with the
territorial  dispersal of the Serbian people or its vital interests. The
collaborationist officials could hope to enlarge Serbia's borders only by relying
on the very aggressor that brought about the Serbian catastrophe. Since all other
players had to be satisfied first, their endeavors were condemned to failure. The
borders of the German zone of occupation in Serbia — and consequently of the
neighboring countries that profited from subjugation of Serbia, were unjust and
against the international law. For these reasons they were obliterated completely
as soon as the German occupation ended.
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AncrpakT: UnaHak ce 6aBi rpaHUIIaMa CPIICKE TEPUTOPH]jE 110/ HEMaYKOM OKymanujoM y J{pyrom
cBeTCKOM paty. Mako je oBa Tema oOpaljuBaHa y CPIICKOj U HHOCTPAHO] UCTOpUOrpadHju OHA je
Janeko ox tora ga Oyxae ucuprubena. Unmanak pasmartpa reorpadcke, MONHUTHYKE, SKOHOMCKE,
CTparelike, BOjHE H Jpyre (akrope KOju Cy IONpPHHENIH MoBiadewy rpanuna CpOuje mox
HEMayKoM Biaihy.

Kibyune peun: Cpbuja, rpanuiie, Hemadka okymnanuja, Henuh
Ba:xkHoct Teme

3aHuMIBHBO je na rpanune CpOuje moJ HEMayKoM OKyHamujoM Tokom Jlpyror
CBETCKOT paTa HUKaJ HUCY Ae()UHUTHBHO ommcaHe y uUcTtopuorpaduju. Pasmor
TOME HHj€ HEBA)XHOCT TEME WIM HENOCTaTaKk pEJIEeBAaHTHE JIUTepaType WM
apXMBCKHUX M3BOpa, Beh To 1mTO Cy ce rpaHuue — MoceOHO OHE Ha HUCTOKY H
jyrosamagy CTajJHO Memajie TOKOM paTta. OBo je OMiIo yCJIOBJBEHO IMpOMEHama
BOjHE W TIOJTUTHYKE CUTYaIlHje Ha TEPEHY, ITO j€ YeCTO 3aXTEBAJIO CBAKOIHEBHA
JoKanHa mpuiarolaBarma, 4era HaUIeKHH (CPIICKM U HEMauku) (akTtopu HHCY
OWIM CBeCHH WM O yeMy Oap HHCy MpaBOBpeMeHO obaBemiTaBaHd. AMOHUIHja
OBOT W/aHKa HHje Jna Ne)UHUTHBHO ONpTa TPAHWYHY JUHH]Y y OWIO KOM
TpPEeHYTKy, Beh ga ce mo3abaBu BOJHUM, HMOJIUTHYKAM, EKOHOMCKHM U JPYTUM
(akTopuMa KOjU Cy TOKOM para ojapehuBaiu TpaHUIy — IOTOTOBO jep ce
nocrojeha wcropuorpadcka genma OaBe OBHM y CKJIONY IIHPUX TeMa H
CTIIOPaJMYHO, Tj. aKO YOIIITE yia3e y JeTalbe, YMHEe TO CaMo 3a JIeO IPaHHIe O]l
3HaYaja 3a AoTHYHO jaeno. OapehuBame rpaHuia HeMayKe OKYIalMOHE 30HE Y
Cpbuju je BaXHO jep Cy OHe IHUPEKTHO KOpEeCIoHIupaie ca norahajuma u
MpoIeCuMa YHYTap HHX. €KOHOMCKOM eKCIUIOaTalrjoM, HHBOOM pETpecHje,
peNaTUBHOM CJ000JOM aKTHBHOCTH CpPIICKAX OpraHa BIAcTH, IIUPEHEM
uzaeonoruje UtTH. M oOpHYTO: €KOHOMCKE MOTpede, MONUTHYKK OO3MpH, BOjHA
cHara, €THUYKH CacTaB CTAHOBHHIUTBA UTA. YTULAJIM Cy HA IOBJIAaYCHE TPaHULIA.
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Pan je orpanndeH Ha oHe e0Be AaHanIke Teputopuje Cpouje koja je Onna moa
HETIOCPETHOM HEMAYKOM BJamihy, OTHOCHO OH ce He 0aBH TepUTOpHjaMa Koje Cy
JIOLIUIE TIOJ] MTaJIMjaHCKy, MahapcKy, OyrapcKky WM yCTallKy ympaBy. Byrapcka
je Ha oapeheHn HauwmH Omia m3y3eTrak Mel)y OKyNallMOHWM cHIlaMa jep joj je
OMIO TO3BOJEEHO JIa HEKE TEPUTOPHjE aHEKTHPA, JOK j€ Ha APYyTHMa CIIyXKUiIa
Kao BHKapHa OKymaluoHa cuia ymecto Hemauke. C npyre crpane, Cpem Huje
0Mo €0 HeMauke OKYIAIMOHE 30HE allil je HEKO BpeMe CTajao MoJ HEMayKOM
ynpasoM. O meMy hie OuTn peun caMo Kaj je y TUTalky Taj EPUO/I.

IIurame banara

Jeman on pasiora 3amro cy MHOTE CPIICKE TPAaHMIE OCTaje TaKo IMPOMEHUBE je
TO mTo XUTJIEP yHANpea HHje IUIaHUPao ocBajame Jyrocnaruje. Ilocie ayror
yOehuBama u mpuUTHCaKa, jyrOCIOBEHCKa Blaja je MpUTynuia TpPOjHOM MakTy
25. mapra 1941. Yunuio ce aa he To 00e30eautu curypHo 3aiehe 3a miaHupaHe
Hemauke onepauuje y ['puxoj, a xacauje u y Cosjerckom Caesy. MehyTim,
oduumpcku my4d 27. Mapta je mopeMeTHo XuTiepose IuaHoBe. Mako je HOBa
BJIa/ia 0o0jaBmiia a ocraje mpu TpojHOM mMmakTy, ¢pupep je Oro OecaH u peuro je
na yHumtd JyrocnaBujy kao apkaBy. OH je Beh 27. mapra caBe3HUI[MMa
NOHYIMO mozeny ieHa: Urtanuju gaamatuHcky obany, byrapckoj Makenonujy
a Mabapckoj banar. (Culinovié, 1970; Milo3evié¢, 1991) (BaxHo je Harnacutn
na je Xutiep, kao u BehuHa AycrpujaHara \»eroBor 100a, YOIIIITEHO TOBOPHO O
“Banary”, moapasymeBajyhu mog TiM He camo bamat Beh teny BojBoauny.)
(Volkl, 1991; Olshausen, 1973) Ucror nmana je Mabhapckoj 3aucra u obehao
“baHar”, a OBO je MOHOBHO W Yy pasroBopy ca MahapcCKuM MHUHHUCTPOM para
Baprom 4. anpuna u ca mahapckum ambacagopom Crojamjem 6. u 19. anpuna.
(\Volkl, 1991; Olshausen, 1973)

Ha cam nan Hemaukor Hamana Ha JyrocnmaBwjy, 6. anpwia, nznao je “Onmre
cMepHHuIe” 3a pacrmapyaBame 3eMibe (ckuial). ¥V muMa je HeMauka OKyIarroHa
ynpasa nipensulena 3a “Crapy CpOujy”. OBaj TepMHH 3axTeBa o0jalImemne. Y
JE3WKY CPIICKHX MOJUTHYapa, HaydHruKa U HoBuHapa XIX u panor XX Beka, 0Baj
TepMuH je osHauaBao Canpyak (Pamiky), KocoBo u MeToxujy — HEHTpaiHe
nenose cpenmeekoBHe CpoOuje. C nmpyre cTpaHe, y MHOCTPaHO] NEpLENLHjH
mocne IlpBor ceerckor para, “Crapa Cpbuja” je moapazymeBalia TEPUTOPH]Y
Cp6uje mpe bankanckux patoBa 1912/13. Xutnep je ynorpedbuo oBaj TepMUH y
OBOM JIPYTOM 3HAueHY, IITO je MOTIYHO OUIIO Y CKIaay ca HEerOBOM XKEJbOM /3
kasHu CpOe (Koje je cMaTpao 3a TJIaBHE KpHBIle 3a Iy4) u ga CpOujy cMamu Ha
TUMeH3Huje Koje OM joj oHeMoryhwmie ga yrpo3u Topenak Koju he HaMeTHyTH
Hemauka. (Neubacher, 1956; Culinovi¢, 1970; Terzi¢, 1983; Marjanovié, 1963;
Marjanovi¢, 1963a; Marjanovi¢, 1977; Schlarp, 1986)
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I'panune Hemauke okynanuone 30oHe y Cpouju 1941-1944
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WNako je y moxomy Ha JyrocmaBujy Xwuriep padyHao Ha TOMOh CBOjuX
CaBe3HMKA, 300T KUXOBUX TEPUTOPHjATHHX aclupalyja, muxoBa moMmoh Huje
Oouna camo mpenHocT, Beh u orexxaBajyha oxomHoct. To ce Buzaeno Beh mpe
noyerka Hamana. PymyHcka Bnaza je Beh 3. ampmiia Omia obaBemreHa na he
Mmahapcke Tpyne okynupati banar (y H3BOpHOM 3HAa4YeHy — OBJIE C€ MUCIIIIIO Ha
3amajHu JIeo Te UCTOPHjCKe TIOKpajuHe Koju je mocie IIpBor cBerckor pata 61o
nonesbeH Jyrociaasuju), ma je 3anperunia aa hie y Tom ciydajy u pyMyHCKe TpyIme
yhu y jyrocinoBeHcku neo banara. Beh Hapemnor gaHa pyMmyHCKH ambacamop y
Benuny, Payn Bocu, je cinyx0eHO MpoTeCTOBAaO MPOTUB IuIaHUpaHe Mahapcke
oKynauyje, uzjaBuBmM na banat Hu y OynyhHocTH He Moxe OWTH Tpeaar
Mabapckoj. CyodeH ca OBUM OTHOpOM, XHTJIEp je 5. ampuia pemuo aa
maljapcke Tpyme He ydecTByjy y ocBajamy Bamara. (VOIKI, 1991)' Jlama 12.
anpuna y “IIpuBpemene cMmepHulie 3a nojeny Jyrocnasuje” xoje he mocmyxutu

! PyMyHCKH HAIMOHAIMCTHYKH KPYTOBH Cy TajUIIN acIIpalrje Ha jyroCIOBEHCKH feo banaTa jomn
o7 1918, anu cy peTKo y>KHBaJIM MOJPIIKY PyMYHCKE BlIaJie KOja je OCTajajia BepHa CBOjOj
jyrocnosenckoj caBesuunu. (Aprilski rat 1941, 1969)
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3a kKomaname JyrocmaBwje, ykJbydeHa je oapenda na he banat oxymmparm
umemauke Tpyne (Vegh, 1963).

Tako je peka Tuca ompehena 3a rpanuny m3mel)y Hemauke u Mahapcke
oKymarone 30He y BojBoguan. Mako cy 0aroBpeMeHo 0 OBOME OOaBEIITCHH,
Mabapu (koju cy ce 11. anpuma mpuapyxuitd Hamaxy)’ HECY OWIH CacBHM
CIpeMHHM Ja OBO HcmomTyjy. Tako cy wmahapcke Tpyme mpernuie Tucy a
Mahapcko craHoBaumTBO HoBor Kuexeriia, HoBor beueja u Ilameja ux je
nmodekano kao ocrmobomuorne. (Kasas, 1996; Neubacher, 1956) Ha Gamarckom
iy kox CeHre ¢opmupanu cy Moctoopan m3mely 15. u 17. anpuna, a muxoBe
TpyIie cy mpasuiie npozaope 1o omu3y Kukuane n Mokpuna Ha ceBepy u Turena
y cpemeMm banary. Mehytum, yciexn HeMauykux 3axTeBa, MOpPAIM Cy Oa ce
noByky. (VOIkI, 1991)

XuTiaep ce Tako HaIao y HE3TOJHO] CHUTYalMjH Ja Mopa Jla CMHpPYje BaKHE
caBesHHKe Koju cy Beh myxe Bpeme Ommm y cMprTHOj 3aBamm.’ Byayhu ma je
Pymynuja Beh Hekommko roaumHa ryOmia a Mabhapcka noOujanma Tepuropwuje,
Omino OW MOMUTHYKK TEeHKO Harpamutu Mabapcky a PymyHujy omer ocraBuTH
KpaTKuX pykasa.’ 3ato je Xutaep Mopao na oxyrosiaun, rosopehn Mahapckum
¢ynkunonepuma na he banar Outn npenar Malapckoj, Hako TeK 3a HEKOJIMKO
Mecell, a HBUXOBUM PYMYHCKHM Kojierama na he cTBap OWTH pelleHa Iocie
para. (VOIkI' 1991) JTo Tora, MeljyTuMm, HHUKaI HHje IOILIO, 1A je cprcku banat
0CTao 1Mo HEMavyKoM YIpaBoM 10 Kpaja okymanuje, (Kasas, 1996; Vegh, 1963)

2 Cnyx6eHo oGjammerse je G0 To 1a je mocie nporiamteka HesaprcHe npxkase XpBaTcke
JyrocnaBwuja (ca kojom je Mahapcka mormmcana YroBop 0 Be4HOM mpHjaTesbeTBy 12. nememOpa
1940.) nmpecraia 1a IOCTOjH 1 J1a je Tpebasio 3aITUTUT Mal)apcKo CTAHOBHHUIITBO HAa HEKA Al bUM
yrapckumM Teputopujama, 1j. y Bojsomumn. (Culinovié, 1970; Kasas, 1996)

® HenpujatesbcTBo 1Be 3eMIbe je 610 cTapo: Tokom XIX Beka PymyHuja je Texuia 1a aHeKTHpa
JienoBe Yrapcke Koje Cy MpeTexHo HacTamuBaiu Pymynu. To joj je momwio 3a pykom 1918. kana
je npomnana Xa630ypruka moHapxuja. Ox Tana je “TpancunBanuja” (Kako Cy CBe TEPUTOPHUjE KOje
je Mahapcka u3rybuna y kopuct PymyHuje mouene aa ce Ha3uBajy — HACYIPOT Marb0j TEPUTOPU)H
HCTOMMEHOT HCTOPHjCKOT BOjBOJICTBA) OMila KaMeH cMyThe u3Mel)y nBe 3emibe. Tako3pana J[pyra
Ocuka apOutpaxa 1940. xojom je Mahapcka moBpaTiia 1eo M3ryOJEeHUX TEPUTOPHja, CYIIPOTHO
HEMadYKUM OYEKHBambKMMa, HUje TonpaBuia, Beh HanpoTus, moropiana curyauujy. (Lukac, 1982;
Storia del popolo romeno, 1981; Kurze Geschichte Siebenbiirgens, 1990; Daicoviciu &
Constantinescu (eds.), 1965)

PyMmyHCKHM nUKTaTOp AHTOHECKY je H3pa3uo Ta ocehamba y MEeMOpaHIyMy HEMauyKoM
MununcrapetBy HHOCTpaHux mocioBa 23. anpuna 1941. (Lukaé, 1987) Xwurnep je tora Guo
CBECTaH M Ipe TOI MEMOpaHyMa I1a je HaMmepaBao Ja PyMyHHjy KacHuje 00€IITeTH Herie ApYyTe.
(Culinovi¢, 1970; Terzi¢, 1983)

98



I'panuie HemMauke okynanuone 3oue y Cpouju 1941-1944

nako cy u Mahapcka u PymyHuja HacTaBuiie Ja Ta 3axTeBajy W Ja BpIle
JHUIIIOMATCKH MpHUTHCAK 1a Ou ra gobme. (VOIKI, 1991; Kasas, 1996)°

IMopen mahapcko-pyMyHCKOT pHBAJICTBa, OWJIO je HEKOJIHMKO ApYrux (axropa
KOjH Cy 3HATHO IOTPUHEIN OMIYyIH na baHat ocraHe aco okymnupane CpOuje
noJ; HeMaukoM Biamhy — 6ap 1o kpaja pata. [IpBH, 1 BepoBaTHO HajBaXKHH]H je
OWJI0 IPUCYCTBO BEIMKE HEMAayKe HallMOHAIHE MamkuHe 01 oko 120.000 /:[yma.6
OmHa je mo3paBuiIa HeMadke TPyIe ¥ YaK UM Ha MHOTO MeCTa IIOMOIJIa, a lheHe
Bohe cy ce Hagane na he ocHOBaTH HEKy BPCTy ayTOHOMHE HEMayKe Ip)KaBe y
peruony. (Terzi¢, 1983; Beer, 1987; Shimizu, 2003; Kacavenda, 1991) Buuie je
HEro BEpOBaTHO Jia ¢y Ty uiaejy mnpeysenu oa umaeonora VoMi (Volksdeutsche
Mittelstelle — ITenTpanuor ypena 3a Goikcaojaepe) KOju Cy ce 3aHOCHIH HIEjOM
OCHMBama HEMAauyKor MpoTeKTopaTa Ha cpeameM JlyHaBy ca beorpagom kao
nentpoM. Ta obmact Ou 6una ountthena ox Cpba 1 HacesbeHa (QONKCI0jYepUMa
KOjH OM UMHHIM rapHH30H Oeorpancke TBphase xoja 6u mrrurmma Jynas.” Op
OBHX IUTaHOBa HHje Omno Humra (M3Mmely ocramor m 36or Maljapcke) amu cy
¢donkcmojuepn octanu jemaH o 3HauajHUX (akTopa KOju cy onpehuBanu
npuriagHocT banata. Bynyhu na je mokpajuna o6ehana Malapckoj, Hemauke
BJIACTH Cy Ce Tpymwie na pamu OyayhHOoCTH yduBpceTe TOJ0Ka] (hONKCAojIepa.
(\Volkl, 1991) la 6u To ocTBapuie, a U Aa OM MMale MOy3AaHe KOIabopaHTe,
YCIIOCTaBUIIE Cy YIPaBy Yy KOjOj Cy CBa KJbYYHA MECTa AP>KaJlM JIOKaTHU Hemun.
banar je yxuBao ayToHOMH]Y y omHOCY Ha ocrartak CpoOuje. CTaBibeH je moj
HA/IJISKHOCT BUIle-0aHa, a TOKOM aJMUHUCTPATUBHE peopraHu3anuje 3emibe 18.
neuemOpa 1941. mocrao je jeman ox 14 oxpyra. Mmao je penuMuuHy
ayTOHOMHMjy Ha II0JbY NpUBpEJE, IpaBocyha, skene3Huie, (GUHAHCH]a U I[apHHA.
(Culinovi¢, 1970; Atanackové, 1959; Moméilovi¢, 1977; Shimizu, 2003; Vegh,
1963; Misa, 1992; Volkl, 1991; éijaéki, 1979,) Hacrana je mapamokcanHa
cutyanja: banat je Owo nmemuMu4HO, a (PONKCIOjYepPCKE YCTAaHOBE MOTITYHO
ayroHoMaH o (OKyIHMpaHe) CPIICKE ApKaBe, JOK Cy (ONKCIOjUepH, KOjH CY
Jp>Kaiy TJIaBHE I0JIOXkKaje y NpPKaBHO] aJMHHUCTpALWju, OWIM Hajjadya CIIOHA
nmokpajuae ca ocratrkom CpOuje. Mehytum, ymnpaBa mop (oikcmojaepckom
KOHTPOJIOM je OMila MHOTO Mam€ 3aBHCHA O] KOJAOOPAIMOHHCTHYKE CPIICKE

5 PyMyHH Cy HACTABHJIM J[a IS MPEICHTHCTHUKY PONAraHay H y BaHaTy i y ceBepOMCTOUHO]
CpOuju (Tumoukoj kpajurn) (Bojuu apxus (beorpan), Henuhesa apxusa, k. 19, ¢. 2, 1. 62-113.)
® Tlo mommcy cranosrmuITEa M3 1931, 6poj honkeaojuepa y Bamary je msnocuo 120.450. (Vegh,
1963; Das Schicksal der Deutschen in Jugoslawien, 1995) [Ta 6u oja4aio CBOj 3axTeB 3a BOHCTBOM
y MOKpajuHU (DOIKCI0jIECPCKO PYKOBOJCTBO je opranu3oBaiio corctBenn momuc 30. jyna 1941,
rojxuHe Ha KoMe je yrBpheH 6poj ox 128.919 doskcnojuepa y banary. (Moméilovi¢, 1977)

" Mocrojano je HEKONMKO Bep3nja OBOT ILIAHA A Y HErOBOM CTBAPAIY j& yUECTBOBAIO M HEMAUKO
MuHHCTapCTBO MHOCTpaHUX mocioBa. 1o Bep3uju japxaBHOr cekperapa llltykapra, IOTHYHA
obnacr je tpeGano na obyxBatu u pyaHuK Oakpa y bopy. (BoZi¢ & Mitrovi¢, 1967; Volkl, 1991;
Macartney, 1957; Wehler, 1963; Ristovi¢, 1991; Marjanovi¢, 1963 a)
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BJaJe a MHOIO BHIIE O HeMauke BOjHe ympaBe y beorpamy. Ilpeko
dengxomanmantype 610 y CwmenmepeBy u  KpajckoManmantype /823 'y
IMerpoBrpany (koju he yop3o Outu npenmenoBaH y Benuku beukepek) 6aHarcka
aJMHUHUCTpaIFja je Onia moTYMkeHa oroBapajyhuM HaanmemreuMa Bepmaxra.
(Culinovié, 1970; Vegh, 1963; Shimizu, 2003)

Jpyru Baxka, nako He u omtyuyjyhu ¢akrop 3a 3anpxkaBame banara y okBupy
okyrmpane CpOuje moj HemMadkoM Biamhy, OHMO je eKOHOMCKH. Pa3Omjame
JyrocnaBuje je 6unma XuTiaepoBa MONMTHYKA OJUTYKa, alld je OHa 3ammpaBo OmiIa
IITETHA 0 eKOHOMCKe uHTepece Tpeher pajxa Koju cy ce THUIaIU MPBEHCTBEHO
cHabJeBama CHPOBHHAMA M IpexpaMOeHUM Tpou3BoauMa. [locie kpaTke BojHE
KaMIlambe, HeMayKa JUIUIOMAaTHja je IO IPUTHCKOM €KOHOMCKUX PYKOBOIMIIAIA
MOKyIIana Ja yMamH TeTy o0e30ehyjyhn BuTanHe HeMauke MpUBpEIHE
UHTEpece MNPEroBOopuMa W CIIOpasyMHMa Ca CaBE3HUIMMA, KOjU Cy HeKaj
Mo/Ipa3syMeBalii MOBJIaYeH¢ TpaHmIla, a Hekax ekonoMcke ycrynke. (Olshausen,
1974; Anexcuh, 2002; Schlarp, 1986; Culinovi¢, 1970; Milo3evié, 1991;
Stojiljkovi¢, 1989) Hako exkoHomcku 0o03upu y ciydajy banara nucy Owim
onyuayjyhu, (VOIKI, 1991) urpanu cy Baxwuy ymory. (VOlIkl, 1991; Schlarp, 1986)
Kommko je ona Omima BakHa TOKa3yjy 3axteBu meda BojHoympaBror mraba
Xapanna TypHepa u mpeacTtaBHMKa MUHHCTapcTBa HMHOCTPAHUX IOCIOBA Y
Beorpany, ®enukca beniyiepa, koju cy y jyay u asrycry 1941. rogmae -y
BpeMe Kaja joIr HUje OWmIo CUTYpHO KoMe he KoHauyHO OWTH JojeshbihH baHar -
3aTpakuiiM Jia ce 300r TJajd y 3eMJbH €BEHTyalHa npenaja banara Maljapckoj
OJUTOHK JIOK ce He cakymu setuHa. (Schlarp, 1986; VOIkl, 1991) Kako je par
onmuiiao Mahapcka je omycrana o Tpakema banara. (VOIKI, 1991) C mpyre
CTpaHe, OH je TMOTIIYHO HHTETPUCaH y eKOHUMCKe 1ianoBe Pajxa. (Vegh, 1963)

Konaunu pasior koju je crpeuno m3pyuewme banara Mahapckoj 6uo je oTmop
KaKO0 HEMAadKoOT, TaKO M CPIICKOT' CTAHOBHHIITBA, KAa0 M KOJIAOOPAIMOHUCTHUKE
CpIICKE BJajJie — 3a KOjy Cy C€ HeMauKe BOjHE BJIACTH IuTaiiwie na hie usryouru
CBAaKM yIJIe[ KOJ Hapojaa M IOCTaTd IOTIIOYHO IOTUINTEHA M HECIpeMHa Ja
capalhyje ako 6u Bamar 6mo mpemar Mahapckoj. (VOIkl, 1991; Schlarp, 1986;
Olshausen, 1973)

300r cBUX OBHX pasnora baHar je ocTao ne0 HeMauke OKYMalMOHE 30HE Y
CpOuju a \meroBe rpaHMIle Cy OcTaje UCTe Kao mpe J[pyror cBETCKOT paTa: peke
Tuca Ha 3anany u JlyHaB Ha jyry, Koje cy OWIiC HETOBE NMPHUPOJHE TPAHUIIC H
Koje cy Ty yusory urpaie ox Bajkama, (Hosch, Nehring & Sundhaussen (eds.),
2004) u GuBIIa jYrOCIOBEHCKO-PYMYHCKA U jyTOCIOBEHCKO-Maljapcka rpaHuIa
Ha ceBepy M HCTOK, a KOje Cy HacTale Kao IUIOJ[ AMUIUIOMATCKOT M BOJHOT
HaTe3ama mocie I[IpBor ceerckor pata. (Mitrovi¢, 1975; Mitrovi¢, 1968;
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Spector, 1995; Deék, 1972; Schmidt-Rosler, 1994; Délimitation entre les Serbes
et les Roumains dans le Banat, s.a.; Lederer, 1963; Radonitch, 1919; Yakchitch,
1915) T'panunie bamara ca Mahapckom u PymyHHjoM, 3ajeHO ca CPIICKO-
PYMYHCKOM TpaHUIIOM, OwWje cy jennHe jyrocjiOBEHCKE TpaHHIEe Koje Cy
HEIPOMEEHE IPEXKHUBEIIE paciapyaBambe 3eMibe y anpuiny 1941, roguse.

PymyHcke acnupanmje Ha ceBepouctyuny Cpoujy

OBo, MehyTuM, He 3HA4YM Ja HHje OWI0 TOKyIaja ¢ PyMyHCKE CTpaHE Ja ce
MIPOMEHU U PyMYHCKa IpaHula ca ueHTpaiHoM CpoujoM. Y MeMopaHAyMYy KOjH
je pymyHcka Buama mocnana bepmuay m3mehy 20. u 23. ampunma 1941,
MIOKPEHYTO je muTame Braxa y mommam Tumoka m lmHmapa y MakemoHHju.
O6nactu y nutamy (koje HuCYy moOmmke nedpunucane) je Tpebamo na nooujy
HEKy BPCTy ayToHOMHje. PyMyHCKka Biaja je 3a \bUX UMaja y BUAY HEKy BPCTY
HEMaYKO-pPyMYHCKO-UTAJIMjaHCKOT KOHAOMHHHYMa, y3 Moryhe yuemhe wu
byrapcke y mommuaum Tumoxka. (Petrovi¢, 1966; Borkovi¢, 1979, 11)®
Upenentuctuuka npomarania mel)y craHoBHUIITBOM ceBepoucTtoune Cpouje je
Onia MPUJIMYHO jaka TOKOM NPBHX MeCelM HeMadke OKymaluje, a MMana je H
onpeheHor ycmexa: JpyIM Cy CMaTpald Aa OW pyMyHCKa OKyIanuja Owia
nokeJbHUja of Hemauke. MephytuMm, mocine Hemaukor Hamaga Ha CCCP u
napTuzanckor ycranka y CpOuju, oxkuBena je Hazma fa he 3emipa yckopo OuTH
ociobohena mTo je ymamuio epukacHoCT pymyHCKe mpomaranzge. (Petrovic,
1966) Ilocie Tor Heycnexa pyMyHCKa Ipomnaran/ia je npuoeria npuKpUBeHUjUM
CpeACTBMMA YHjH je TVIaBHU LM OMio Oyheme pyMyHCKE HAIlIOHAJHE CBECTH
KOJI CTAHOBHUIITBA THX KpajeBa. Pe3ynratu THX oOJIMKa mponaranzie cy Taxkohe
OWIM MpIIaBH — JETUMHYHO ¥ 3aTO HITO JIOKAJTHO CTAHOBHUINTBO HHjE Pa3zyMelio
JMjAJISKT Ha KOME je M3la3mia nponaranana mramma. (Petrovi¢, 1966) Behuna
Biaxa (ox KOjUX Cy MHOTH y CTBapd OWJIM JIBOj€3WYHH) Y CEBEPOMCTOYHO]
CpbOuju je Beh Omna wHTErprmcaHa y CpICKY HanMjy W ofbOWjajla je ma ce
unentudukyje ca Pymynujom (Petrovi¢, 1966) — morotoBo jep je oBa
CBaKOJIHEBHO ciabmiia 300r parHor Hamopa Ha Mcroky. KonauHo, nako He u
HajMame 3Ha4ajHO, HeMaJKka BJlaja je Omia 4BpCTO MPOTUB OMIIO KaKBUX W3MCHA
rpanuiie y Tom cekropy. (Borkovi¢, 1979, 1)

Crame y ncrounom Cpemy

Ilopen banara, mcrounu Cpem je HekO Bpeme OMO Jpyra o0jgacT CHOPHOT
cyBepeHurera y cyceactBy beorpaga. Tokom Amnpuickor para BiacT y

8 IMokyuraj na ce Te uneje ocTape y obnactuma HacesbeHnM [{unnapuma y MakenoHuju u
Tecanuju cy HeclaBHO Mpomnaiy 360r MPOTHBIbEHa OKyHanmonux cuia. (Trifon, 2010)
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ucrounoM CpeMy je fonuia y pyke ycrama (XpBaTcKHxX (allucTa), YiaHoBa
Hajjaue XpBaTCKe TapTHje, XpBaTCKe CeJhayke CTpPaHKe, MW JIOKATHUX
donkcmojuepa. (Atanackovié¢, 1968; Atanackovi¢, 1962; Mirni¢, 1974; Biber,
1966; Saopstenja o zlo¢inima okupatora i njihovih pomagaca u Vojvodini 1946)
Beh 10. anpuma je y3 Hemauky momoh y 3arpeOy mpormamena HesaBucha
npxaBa Xpsarcka (HJIX) mox ycramkum BoljcTBom. Ycramie cy XTene aa
o0jennHe neny XpsaTcky W BocHy m XepueroBuHy y OKBHPY HOBE JpiKaBe.
Cpewm je 6uo neo ucropujcke Kpamesune Xpsatcke-CiaBonuje, (HOschet al.,
2004) u ycramre cy ra 3axTeBaje IO TOM OCHOBY. MehyTum, ycraiika BiacT je
yCIIOCTaBJbeHA caMo 3anaaHo on junuje CnankameH (Ha /lynaBy) — BosbeBiu
(ma Cawu). Ha taj Haumn uctounu neo Cpema ca Bapomuma Hosa IlazoBa u
3emyH (koju je mpakTuaHO 6mo mpearpalje beorpanaa), je ocTao mMoa HEMAYKOM
kouTpostom. (Atanackovié¢, 1968) Kao u y cmydajy banata, 3a 0BO je mOCTOjaiio
HEKOJIMKO Pasjiora.

C jemne ctpane, QoNKcIojuepH cy Ty, Kao M y baHary camaiu 0 ayTOHOMHOM
“Donauschwabenland”- y ca repmann3oBanuM beorpagom kao riiaBHUM IpajoM.
(Atanackovi¢, 1968) Bynyhu na je beorpaa 6uo MpUPOAHO CPEIMIINTE PETUOHA,
JoKaaHN (ONKCAOjUepH Cy ce 3amaramm jga ucTtouynn CpeMm ocTaHe J1eo
okynupane CpOuje u U3 ekoHOMCKHX pasiora. (Atanackovi¢, 1968) C nmpyre
CTpaHe, ycTalle cy TpaKuie Ja ce peyCclioCTaBH UCTOpHjcKa rpanuna Ha CaBu
IynaBy, cBe mo muxosor ymha mamomak beorpama. (Schlarp, 1986) Hemauxe
Biactu u3 beorpana cy ca cBoje cTpaHe Texwuie aa 3anpixke UctouHu CpeM u
nocebHO 3eMyH, Kao Jjeo HeMauKe OKymnanuone 30ue y CpOuju U3 eKOHOMCKHX H
cTparemkux pasiora. [Ipe cera, Benuku jeo HaMHpHUIA 3a beorpax je ctuzao
omarne. [lopem Tora, Georpaiacku aepoinpoMm je OHO cMeITeH y 3eMyHY.
KpatkoranacHa paauo-cTaHHIa O/ B)KHOCTH 32 HEMa4Ky Iponarasniy je Takohe
eMHTOBaJIa oJarie. V3BeCHO BpeMe je M caM TI'eHEpalHU OIyHOMONEHHK 3a
npuBpeny v Cpb6uju, ®@pann HojxayseH, umao ceammre y 3emyHy. M npyru
YUHOBHHIU U OQUIMPH CYy TaMO UMalH CBOj€ MPOCTOPHjE jep je OOIIKIH
Beorpan nperprieo Benuke mreTe y Ba3AyNIHUM HalajnMa Ha MOYeTKy parta 6.
anpuna 1941. 30or Tora cy BojHH 3anoBeiHWMK y CpOWju W TeHepaaHH
ONMyHOMONEHWK 3a TpHUBpeAy 3axTeBanu Ja HUcTouHM CpeMm ocTaHe Mo
HeMayKoM KOHTposioM. OBo je moapkao u Xepman ['epuHr y cBOjcTBY KoMecapa
Pajxa 3a UeTBOpOTrOIMIIGH TIJIaH, @ KaO IIPUBPEMEHO PELICHbEe, TO je IPUXBATHIIA
n BpxoBHa komanaa BepmaxTta. HeMauko MHUHHCTapCTBO HHOCTPAaHUX MOCIOBA
Takohe HUje UMaJI0 HUILTA MMPOTHB, MOJ YCIOBOM Jia TO HE Ipeaoapenu Oyahy
rpanuiy. (Krizman, 1980; Schlarp, 1986; Marjanovi¢, 1963a; Atanackovic,
1968)
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Wsrnena nma je mpBoOuWTHa wmieja Omma ma ce uctoynm CpeMm 3aapiKu IO
HEMAa4YKOM KOHTOpOIIOM cBe 1ok je Cpb6mja mox okymarmjom. (Krizman, 1980)
MebhyTtum, ycramka Biazna, Kojy je moapxasao HeMauku mabacanop y 3arpe0y,
3ur¢pun Kame, Bpmmna je mputrcak aa ce ta oomact npena HJAX. Hda 6u ce
yrepauie rpanuiie HAX 4. jyna 1941, opranusoBaH je y 3arpeOy cacTraHak
HEMayKUX W YCTAalIKWX MpelcTaBHUKA. M3melyy ocramor, moroBopeHo je naa
ycTalie mnpey3My ynpaBy HaJ CYICKHM M KyJATYPHHUM MOCIOBHMAa Y HCTOYHOM
CpeMy, JIOK je ympaBHa BJACT, KA0 U KOHTPOJIA JKEJIE3HHUIIE U MOIITe OCTala y
HemaukuM pykama. (Schlarp, 1986; Krizman, 1980) ° Cpenuzom aBrycra Karme
je TIOHOBO M3BPIIMO MPHUTUCAK Ja ce obnacT mpena ycramama. lIpencTaBHUK
MuHucTapcTBa WHOCTpaHWX mociioBa, dDenukc BeHiyiep, ce CIoXHO TOA
YCIIOBOM JIa TOpe HaBelleHe HeMavKe MOoTpede 32 HaMHPHHUIAMa, aePOJIPOMOM H
pamuo-CTaHUIIOM  OCTaHy  3aloBoJeeHe. [lojcekperap y  HEMadyKoM
MuHHCTapCTBY MHOCTPaHHX TociioBa Bepman je kpajem aBrycra cmarpao aa Ou
TO ojadasmo HeMauku ytunaj y HJIX, mororoso mTo Pajx muje moapxkao HIAX
NpOTHB TJIaBHE HEMayke caBe3Hune, Mranmuje, Mo NUTalky TpaHUIE Y
Hanmanuju. OH je Takolje cMaTpao a ce Tope HaBeleHE BOjHE MOTpede Mory
3a710BOJbHTH Ha apyre Haumbe. (Krizman, 1980) /Tana 9. centemOpa Hojxaysen
n koMauayjyhu renepan y Cpouju, bagep, cloxxmiy cy ce na mpenajy UCTOIHH
CpeM unMm ce ca 3arpe0oM MOCTUTHE CropazyM o ycioBuMma. Mnak, na ce He Ou
M3a3Baio He3a70BOJbCTBO Yy CpOujH, mpernopydyeHo je na ce 3eMyH mnpezaa 0e3
Oyke, 0e3 m3BemTaBama y HOBUHamMa. Criopa3yM je TIOCTUTHYT Ha CacTaHkKy 4.
OKTOOpa, a ocTBapeH mrecT gana kacumje. (Krizman, 1980; Marjanovi¢, 1963a)
300r moropmama COLMjajHe, €KOHOMCKE M MOJUTHYKE CUTyalHje JIOKaJTHH
(honkcaojuepn HUCY OWITM 3aJI0BOJEHH OBUM peIlleHkEeM Ma cy y jaHyapy 1942.
TPaXWIH Aa ce 3eMyH IOHOBO NPHUKBYYH HEMAauKOj OKYMalHoHOj 30HU Yy
Cpbuju. (Atanackovi¢, 1968) Kao mro hemMo HIDKEe BHIECTH, U CPIICKE
KIa0OpaIMOHUCTHYKE BIACTH Cy c€ TPYAWJEe Ja NpPUKIbyde OBY 00Iact y
Cp6uju. On Tora Huje OnIo HUMITA a TpaHuiia HezaBucHe mpikaBe XpBaTcKe je
ocrana HagoMmak beorpana no okroopa 1944.

I'pannna usmel)y Hemauke okynauuosne 301e y Cpouju u HAX

Cprcky TpaHdIly ca TOM MapHOHETCKOM Jp)KaBOM je OMJIO JIaKIle OAPEAUTH
TaMO TIJe HHUje OWIO0 OUPEKTHHX HEMadyKHX HHTepeca. Tako je ycTamkom
nornaBHuKy llaBenmuhy OmiI0 M03BOJBEHO 1a MPOTJIACH 3aKOH O HMCTOYHO]
rpanuny Xpsarcke Beh 7. jyHa — yOp30 1o cactaHky ox 4. jyHa (B. rope), KOjum
je oHa nedwmHHMCcaHa Tako ga mpatu puHy y3BomHo no bajune bamre, mok

® Yynunosuh rpewy Kax TBPAM Ja je Blaaa HJX npeysena Cpem n 3emyH 4. jyna 1941 (“y3
HPHUCTAHAK HeMadke Biaje” kako oH kaxe.) (Culinovi¢,1970)
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ocratak HHje 6uo (pukcupaH. PeueHo je na he nmpuBpemena rpanuia nhu mpexo
HeKaJanimbe 00CaHCKe TPaHUIE MpeMa HCTOKY W jyTOHCTOKY, J0 HCTOYHO O
Hose Bapomm, Tj. rpanuna je ciemwia JpuHy HH3BOAHO 10 yinmha MOTOKa
bpycuune y my (MctouHo ojn cema 3emuuie), a OTyl Ha HCTOK ox JlpuHe
npatehu cpricko-60cancky rpanuiy ox mpe IlpBor cBerckor para. Kamre je 5.
jyna obaBecTHO ycTamky Biamy na Hemaukw pajx mpuxBaTa OBY TpaHHILY.
(Krizman, 1980; Culinovi¢, 1970; Terzi¢, 1983)"° Usmely npornamema 3akona
U EETOBOT CIYy)KOCHOT TpUXBaTama Of CTpaHe Bianme pajxa, [laBemmh je
MoKymrao nma rpanuny ca CpOujom “ucmpaBu” TOKOM CBOJHX pasroBopa ca
HEMayKUM MHHUCTPOM MHOCTpaHUX mocjoBa ¢poH Pubentponom u Xutnepom 6.
n 9. jyua y ®Oymy. OH je m3Heo 3axteB ga HJX mobuje wucropujcku
Hosomazapcku cannak. (Krizman, 1978) Taj s3axTeB je 6HO 3acHOBaH Ha
YHGEHUIIN JIa j€ Cy MYCIMMaHU YHHUIU BEIMKHU €0 TaMOLIKBEr CTAHOBHUILITBA.
Onu cy Ownm cyHapogHunM OOCAaHCKMX MYyCIMMaHa Koje cy ycrame 300r
MOJINTUYKAX W TIpomaraHgHux motpeda mporiacwmm “‘meujehem XpBarcTpa”.
(RedZi¢, 1998; Petranovi¢, 1988).

Hako je ycramku komecap 3a bocHy m Xepuerosuny, Xakuja Xanuh, mmpro
cBexpparcky npomaranay y Canpaky, (RedZi¢, 1987) crBapu cy tamo Omie
cnoxenuje: He 30or HemohHor cprckor CaBera komecapa (kor cy Hemiwm
moctaBuid kpajem ampuna 1941.), Beh 300or ocoBuHCKOr maprtHepa, HMramuje,
KOja je Takole uMajia CBOje HHTEepECe Y TOj OOIACTH.

Cyko0 HeMa4YKHX U UTAJMjaHCKUX HHTepeca HA CPICKOj TEPUTOPHUjHU

I'eorpadcku 00uM THUX HMTHepeca je rpy0o oapeheH Ha cacTaHKy HEMAdKOr W
UTaJNjaHCKOT MUHUCTPa HHOCTPaHUX TociioBa, ¢poH Pubentpona u hana y beuy
21-22. anpuna 1941. Jlunujy Koja je pa3aBajajia HEMadyKy W UTaJIHjaHCKY 30HY
yTHIIaja Ha HEKQJAIIkHOj jYTOCIOBEHCKO] TEPUTOPHH OAPEIHO je caM XHUTIep
24. anpuiia a oHa je I O] HeKaIallhe jyroCI0BeHCKO-UTaIN]aHCKO-HEMauKe
tpomehe mo kore 703 (jyskHo ox JKupja) a oTya yrimaBHoM npatehu JHHH]Y
Jlyaune — Jexxuna — Ilepkipe — Camobop — [lerpuma — I'muna - bocancku Hou
— Cancku Moct — Mpkomuh I'pan — dowu Bakyd — CapajeBo — YcTunpaua —
ITpu6oj — Hosu [lazap — Opnoa Uyka — YpomeBau — TeroBo — KuueBo —
Oxpuacko jesepo - Ilpecmancko jesepo, IpH 4eMy cy cBa OBa MecTa Ouiia

10 Tako medmmmcana rpamuma je Gruia CKPOMHHja 0 YCTAIIKEX 3aXTeBa IOCTABIbEHHX 18. Maja
1941. xoju cy unum 3a 1o6ujameM rpaHuLe Koja Ou niwia 3anagHo o Jloopeka, 10 UCTOUHE
ctpane Tape, [llaprana, Bpxa 3natubopa, [lurora n oty Ha ucTok ka YBity. On Buca uriia 6u
y3BOIHO YBIIeM J10 yirha [opeuaHcke peke, 1a Ka jyrosanay npema bykosuky (14 kM jyxkHO o
Ipujenossa) u rpanuim ca Lipraom Copom. (Krizman, 1978)
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yKJbydeHa y Hemauky unTepechy coepy. (Culinovi¢, 1970; Milogevi¢, 1991)"
OBa T3B. ,beuka nmuaHja” je mMomudukoBaHa y Majy, Tako na je y CaHmaky
cnenuia nunujy [Ipu6oj — Hosa Bapomn — Cjenniia — Hoeu [1azap — KocoBkca
Murposuna uta. OBa Mecta cy craBibeHa I0J] HeMauky BiacT. Jlana 21. maja
nuHUja je moHoBo MomudukoBana a Pymo, Ilpu6oj, HoBa Bapom, Cjenumna u
Hyra Tlosmana cy ycrymweenn Hrammju. (Terzi¢, 1983; Marjanovié, 1963;
Marjanovi¢, 1963a; Borozan, 1995) Ca cBoje ctpane, ycremie cy Ouie
He3a7I0BOJbHE MOCTOjehioM rpaHUYHOM JTHMHHjOM: OHU cy Ownn 3a Behy HeMauky
3ony y CaHuaky jep Cy ce Hajganmm Aa he TaMo YCIOCTaBHTH CBOJy BIIACT IION
nemaukuM okpuibeM. (MiloSevié, 1991) OBo Hucy Ouie caMmo MycTe Kesbe: Kao
mro hemo yckopo Buaetw, Oyayhu na je Hemauykoj BIaAu TpeOaso CBE BUIIE
BojHHKa 3a VcTounm (GpoHT, MMana je TeHACHIH]Y Ja CMambyje TEPUTOPHU]Y IO
JUPEKTHOM KOHTOPJIOM COTICTBeHHX cHara. Jla Ou yTBpamia rpanuiy usmely
TEPUTOPHja MOTUMIEHUX HeMadkoM KoMmaHayjyhem renepany y CpOuju u
WTaIMjaHCKUX KoMmaHan y Amnbammju u llpHoj [opm, jemna wHemadko-
UTaljaHCKa KOMHCHja ce cacTaja y Pumy modeTkom HoBeMOpa Te TOAWHE.
Mehytum, HeMauykuM (QYHKIHMOHEpUMa je OMJIO Mame CTallo 10 TpaHHLEe Y
Canyaky, a BHUIIEe Ja MOIU(HKY]y JHMHHjy pasrpanudema Ha KocoBy, Tako ma
ceOu 00e30eme pynHUKe a3decTa, XpoMa W MarHe3uTa Koju cy Jexand 10 km
3amagHo  ox  okenesHumuke — npyre  KocoBcka — Mutposuua-Ilpunyxje
(MiloSevi¢, 1991).

Hemauke, utaiaujaHcke u 6yrapcke acnupamuje Ha KocoBy

OBo Hac pnoBogu 10 obmactu KocoBa rme cy ce yKpmITald HEMaukH,
UTaNMjaHCKu M Oyrapcku HHTepecH. HapaBHO, CTBapHy TEXHHY Cy HMaH
HEMayKd ¥ UTAJMjaHCKM HMHTEpPecH, JOOK Cy Oyrapcku OWim caMo Of
nIpyropaspenHor 3Hadaja. WMramumja, xoja je Beh 1939. oxynmpana AnGanujy u
KOja je KopucTHiIa amO0aHCKW HAIFOHAJIM3aM, MOKYyIana je Ja MaTepHjann3yje
CBOje 3ajlarame 3a BEJHKOAI0aHCKe LUJbeBE. Ha OCYKOM CacTaHKy Koju je Beh
criomeHyT, hano je ¢on PubeHTpoIty mokazao mamy Ha K0joj je Omnma ynprana
HOBa ajibaHCcKa rpaHuia koja je unuia 10 kM 3amamHo ox Bpama on IIpecne no
KocoBcke Mutposuue, ykmbydyjyhu wu pymauk Tpemuy. (Borozan, 1995)
MebhyTuM, Hemauka BiaAa Kao ‘“‘cTapuju mapTHep”, HMje OMja cIpeMHa Ha
TONIMKE ycTymKe. 300T Tora je T3B. ,,beuka nmuHUja" y oBOM cermeHTy onpelena
tako na uzae ox Hoeor Ilazapa npexo Kocoscke Mutposuue u Ilpumrune, nyx
xene3nnuke npyre [IpumrHa-Ypormesan u gabe y npasiy Tetosa. (Borozan,
1995; Hadri, 1965) I'maBua Gpura Tpeher pajxa je Ouna ma 06e30equ pyIHHK

Y Tepsuh TBpau 1a je MMHKja pasrpanKueba AeUHATHBHO oapeljena cpemnHoM Maja 1941,
(Terzi¢, 1983)
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omoBa W 1muHKa Tpermya. Toxkom 1941. m 1942. wranujaHCKy 3BaHUYHUIM CY
HACTOjaJI J1a TIPEIpaBe TPaHWIHY JIMHU]Y TaKO J1a MPUKIbYIH Taj PYIHUK, KA0 U
pynHuke xpoma Ha [llapu HBHX0BO] MapHOHETCKO] ApkaBu Bennkoj Anbanuju.
BuxoBe HemMauke Kojiere Cy HacTOjaJld Ja c€ CyNPOTCTaBE TAKBUM 3aXTEBHMa U
Jla TIOTypajy TpaHWYHY JHHH]Y jykHO ox KocoBcke Murposurie, ma 6u 1o0nmm
pynHuK yriba KocoBo y O6unuhy. Hucy onycrajanu HUM o TOrpaHUYHOT Tojaca
Kocoga, ykipyuyjyhu n xenesunuky npyry Kocoscka Murposuna — [Ipumtuna
— Vpomesary — Kauwannk — Ckormsse. Jla 6u To 00e30eamnu mMMmalu Cy 4Yak
IPCKOCTM Ja ce€ II03MBajy Ha CpICKAa HCTOPHjCKAa IpaBa M HaIOHAJIHE
tpaaunumje! (Avramovski, 1983) V Tom neny rpanuna je uuia o Y poueBna 1o
OpioBe Uyke, rae je mounmana Oyrapcka tepuropuja. (Hadri, 1965)

Ha taj naunn Kocoscka Murtposuna, Byuutps u Jlancku cpe3 Kocora koju cy
oOyxBatanu W pyaHuke a3decta y Yabpy m Pymmy, Owim cy y HeMaukoj
OKYTIAIIMOHO] 30HM. ByunTpHCKH cpe3 je yBehaH eioM rpadaHUYKOT KOjH je
Takohe nomao moj Hemauky Biact. (Bozovi¢ & Vavi¢, 1991; Hadri, 1965)
I'maBHa Opura HemMauykux opraHa cy OWIM OpOjHH PyAMHIM y OBOj oOjacTu:
nopex Beh cnomenyte Tpemnue, mocTojao je n pyaHuk onosa Konaonuk y beixom
Bpny, pynaumm az6ecrta kox XKabapa, bpabosuha, Yabpe, Pyjumra, Jarmenure,
Kozapesa n Komemuoke xon KocoBcke MwutpoBuile W pyAHHUK Mare3ura y
HyO6oBmy 6mu3y Byuntpra. Pymauk nmuraura Kocoo y OOmmmhy ox kora je
3aBucnia Tpemda, ocTao je Ha TEPUTOPHJH KOjy Cy KOHTpoiwcanu Wramujanu.
Pynnuk xpoma Je3epuHa je 0CTa0 Ha TEPUTOPHjH J10/Ie/beHO] byrapckoj anu cy
npaBo eKCIuIoaTalyje uMaie Hemadka npeayseha. (Bozovi¢ & Vavi¢, 1991)

Cnnuno Banaty, meo KocoBa 1moji HeMauykoM KOHTPOJIOM je Takofe mobuo de
facto ayrtonomujy a nokamHa anbaHcka HalMOHATHA MarmbHHA TMOBNANINCH
nonoxaj (Culinovi¢, 1970; BoZovi¢ & Vavi¢, 1991) Mehytn, 3a Hemauke
BJACTH TO je OWJI0O caMO NPHBPEMEHO peElIeHke. OHE Cy IUIaHupaie Jia Mo
3aBpILIETKY paTa uceie AybaHle U3 CBOje OKymauuoHe 30He y aeo Kocosa mox
WTANHjaHCKOM KOHTposioM. llpaBehw TakBe maHOBE HHCY C€ PYKOBOAWIIE
CPIICKOM OceTJhUBOIIThy Beh comcTBeHMM wHTepecuma: Oyayhu nma je WUrammja
MoTXpamKBaia  al0aHCKM  HAIWOHANM3aM,  I[IUPWIA  HPEICHTUCTHUKY
MpoTaraljay Ha HBUXOBO] TEPUTOPHjU W OApKaBalia y XKUBOTY Hajae aa he meo
KocoBa mox HemMaykoMm OKyIaI{joM jeqHOT JaHa OWTH TMpUNojeH ,Bemnwkoj
Anbanuju”, xemnene cy ma obe3deme cBOj mocel BPEOHHX PYAHHKA YBPIINIM
Be3uBameM oBor jena Kocosa 3a ocrarak Cpo6uje. (Avramovski, 1983; Hadri,
1965) OBo je BepoBaTHO OMO pPa3Ior IITO Cy IOCHE KamuTyaiuje HMramuje
npusHasie “Benmnky AnOanujy” y rpaHdIlamMa Koje Cy paHHje YTBpAWJIa B
ocosuHcka mapthepa. (Pichler 2006; MiloSevi¢, 1991)
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I'panune HeMauke oxkynamuone 30He y CpOuju ca Teputopujama Koje je
Byrapcka aHekTHpaia u ca 6yrapckoM OKynaiuoHOM 30HOM

JIpyru OCOBHHCKHU TMApPTHEP KOjH je rajuo acmupanuje mpema nenosuMa Kocosa
owa je byrapcka. OHa HHje ydecTBOBaja y HamaAy Ha JyrociaBujy jep Xutiep
HUje XTEO Jia UCIPOBOIMpPA HBEHOT cycena TypcKy Aa 3M0ynoTpedr CUTyanujy u
npeay3Me HEHITO MITO OM ce KOCHJIO ca HEMAayKUM KeJbaMma 3a cTabuimHomhy y
peruony. (Stojiljkovi¢, 1989) Meljytum u30CTaHaK W3 BOJHOT Hamajga HUje
3Hauno aa byrapcka Hema tepuropujairae 3axTeB. Ha KocoBy byrapcka je xTema
Jla aHeKTUpa Iely IOKpajuHy, a OBO j€ MOAPKAa0 M HEMAayKd MUHHCTAp
WHOCTPAaHMUX TOCTIOBa Ha KoH(epeHIHju y beuy 21-22. anpuna 1941. On je
HaBeo eTHHYKe (SiC) pasjore ma 6u ompaBrao Taj 3axTeB. I'pod hawo je To
MPO3PE0 allk je MPeyCPETIHUBO M3jaBUO Ja MOTY Jia ce Hal)y Ipyrd Ha4WHU Ja
ce o0e30ene HeEMaukd EKOHOMCKM HHTepecH. [lox mnpuTHCKOM anbaHCKOT
HaIMOHAJIM3Ma KOjHU je cama mojicTakia, Mrtanmja je HacTojana aa Jo0uje mTo je
e Moryhe 3a cBojy Mapuonercky apxkany “Bemuxy AnGanujy”. (Culinovig,
1970) Ha Taj naunn, “mnahu naptaep” OcoBune, byrapcka (uuja riaBHa Opura
je nonako Ouia Makenonuja) je mobuina camo Mamu 1eo Kocosa, momiro cy asa
Beha Wrpaya pacnapyana HajBehn 1€0 HBEroBe TEPUTOPHjE Y CKIAAy ca CBOJUM
uHTepecuma. byrapckoj je momao neo TmUIIaHCKOT cpe3a ceBepHo of Ilacjana,
kao u Burnna, Kauannk u Cupnrnhka Xyma. (Culinovi¢, 1970; Stojiljkovig,
1989; Strugar, 1980)

30or motpebe na momajke aoJaTHE Tpyne Ha McrouHum QpoHT, HeMauku
komaHmaHT Jyrowmcroka je 20. mememOpa 1941. mpemnoxuno XuTiepy na ce
Oyrapcka OKymaiyoHa 30Ha MPOIIUPH, TaKo Ja 00yxBaTH rpagose [Ipumruny u
Kocoscky Murposuny. OBo je oxbujeHo, anu je 15. janyapa 1942. Gyrapcka
30Ha MpomrpeHa Ha Jlarcku cpes ma 6u ce ociaoboauie HemMadke Tpyre. Jlana 7.
jaHyapa HapegHe TOAWHE, cpe3oBH MutpoBuna u ByuunTpH cy Takobe
OPUKJBYYEHH 00JacTd TMoJ KOHTpoJoM Oyrapckux Ttpyma. (Hadri, 1965;
Stojiljkovi¢, 1989; Culinovi¢, 1970) Tpe6a HarmacHTH 1a Cy OBH CPE30OBH
ocTajlm Jeo Hemauke okymanuoHe 3o0He y Cpbuju wmako je 3amarak
KOHTPOJIMCakha TUX KpajeBa Mocie TEHIKMX HeMayKHX Heyclexa W ryOouTaka y
CCCP-y npebauen Ha Oyrapcke Tpyne. IpyruM peuynma, HCTH o0pa3al] HeMauke
BPXOBHE BIIACTH, CpIICKE aJMHHHUCTpaldje W Oyrapcke BOjHE OKYyIaluje je
MIPUMEHEH OBJIE KA0 U Y BEITMKOM JIelTy HeMadke OKymaruoHe 30He y Cpbouju —
Kao mTo heMo yCKOPO BHIETH.

Byrapcka Biaja je jkenerna BHIIe JefoBa JyrociaBuje mpe \eHOTr pacriapyaBarmba

(cxkuma 2). HajBaxuuju je Owina MakenoHuja Kojy cy Oyrapcku HIEOJIO3H
cMaTpaii 3a HCTopHujcku Oyrapcky 3emsby (HOsch et al., 2004; Barker, 1950;
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Brailsford, 1906; Stojiljkovi¢, 1989; Banac, 1988), a ox koje je byrapckoj mocne
Anpwickor para npumao Bemuku neo. (Sojiljkovié, 1989; Culinovi¢, 1970;
Petranovi¢, 1988) ITopen tora, Byrapcka je skemema jaa TOBpPaTH IBa cpesa
(Hapubpon u Bocunerpan) koje je mocne IIpBor cBeTCKOr paTta u3ryomna y
kopuct Jyrocnasuje mo Hejckom yrosopy. (Stojiljkovié, 1989) Osu cpezosu cy
uManu BeNMHCKO Oyrapcko CTAaHOBHHINTBO ald HMX je JyrociaBuja noOuna w3
CTpaTelIKKX pasjora, a AeioM u jna O0u ce byrapcka kazHuiaa 300 MyYKOT
Harana Ha CpOujy 1915. Be3 o03upa Ha TO Oyrapcku acmupanuje ce HUCY
3aBpiraBajiie Ha moBpahajy m3ryoseeHnx repuropuja ox Cpouje. Hemauke Bmactu
Cy J103BOJIMIIE OyrapcKUM TpyHamMa Jia OKYIUpajy U aHeKTHpajy u okpyre Bpame
u IMupot ca oxo 200.000 cranosuuka. (Stojiljkovi¢, 1989) Cem Tora, m0 jyHa
1941. oHe cy moa BOJHOM OKyIalHMjoM apkajge W cpe3oBe Hum, JlyxxHwuia,
Bojanunia 1 nenoe Brnacorunaukor u [lamanaykor cpes3a, Kao M YCKH I0jac
ceBepoHCTOYHO 0f 3ajedapa m3Mel)y Tumoka M HeKamallmke jyrociOBEHCKO-
Oyrapcke rpammme. (Marjanovi¢, 1963; Strugar, 1980; Schlarp, 1986)
Hamepagane cy na okynupajy u o0act oko HerotuHa anu je JIOKaJIHA HEMadKH
KoMaHzaHT To crpeuno. (Stojiljkovié, 1989) 3a uyno, nperoBopu /Ba y OCHOBH
HejelmHaka TapTHepa cy OWIM JyrH M HHCY JIOBETH J0 00OCTpPaHO
3agoBoJbaBajyhe memapkanmone nuauje. (Stojiljkovi¢, 1989; Glisic¢, 1982)

Ckuna 2. [leo Teputopuje Jyrociasuje koju je Byrapcka anektupana u 3amocena y
Jpyrom cBeTcKkoM paty.
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Jenan o rMaBHUX pasjora 3a TO je OWiIa He3ajaJbUBOCT OyrapCKUX BIACTH.
OHe cy CTaJHO WIIErallHO IMmoMepalie JeMapKallMoHy JIMHU]JY y TpaBIly 3amajia u
ceBepo3ariaia 300r yera cy IpoTecToBalle KaKo HeMadyka, Tako M CPIICKa CTpaHa:
npBa W3 EKOHOMCKHMX pasjiora, a JApyra W3 HAIHOHATHUX U TOJUTHYKHUX.
Bbyrapcka TakTrKa je Omia Ja cBako Maio OTKHHY oBO mim oHO cemo. (Glisi¢,
1982; Stojiljkovi¢, 1989; BA HA, . 20, ¢. 7, a. 39; k. 20b, ¢. 4, n. 64; k. 21, .
1, 1. 25; x. 21, ¢. 1, n. 132) Uako Hucy Omie crpeMHe Ja TO KPaTKOPOYHO
TOJIEpHIy, HeMauke BJacTh cy 30or cBe Behe morpebe 3a BojHMIIIMA Ha
Hcrounom ¢ponTy, MOpase ma craBihajy moja Oyrapcky OKyIanujy cBe Behe
JIeNIOBEe TEpUTOpHUje — TIpemiaa cy (eNIKOMaHJaHType M KpajcKOMaHIaHType
Bepmaxta 3ampikaBalie BPXOBHY KOMaHIy Ha YCTYIUBCHHUM THOApYyYjUMa a
CPIICKM 3aKOHHM KOjé Cy HEeMadKe BJIACTH OJOOpWiIEe, OCTajall Ha CHa3M.
(Stojiljkovi¢, 1989) Tako cy Ha oCHOBY XHUTIepOBOT Hapelera W Ha OCHOBY
JOrOBOpa HEMAyKOr M OYyrapcKor MHHHCTpa HHOCTpPaHUX IocjoBa on 23.
neremOpa 1941. Tpu Oyrapcke AUBU3Mje OKyIHpalie TepuTopHjy usmely ousie
JIeMapKallMoOHe JIMHUje U I[PTe Koja je WIUIa jy»KHO oj bopa mpema 3amamy ka
JlanoBy a onatie mpeko KparyjeBia ka jyry Ha TaJalilky CPIICKY TpaHHMILY.
Wzmely 31. mememOpa 1941. u 15. janyapa 1942. one cy 3aMeHWIIe HeMadKe
jemuuuiie y rpamoBuma Jleckomar, Hum, Kmaxesan, Rynpuja n JarogwmHa u
norypaiie JeMapKaluuoHy JuHHjy a0 1pte Protuna — JlanoBo — Kparyjesar —
nonuHa M6pa — Kocoscka Mwurposuma — Ilpumruna. (Borkovié, 1979, I
Stojiljkovi¢, 1989) 3anumuibuBO je mpuMeTHTH da KoMmaHmyjyhu reHepan y
Cpbuju, bagep, Huje OMO 3amoBOJbaH oOBUM, Oojehm ce xa
KonaboOpalMoOHUCTHYKa Biaga reHepaida Heawmha mnonuthnuku TO  Hehe
npexuBeTr. Cmarpao je ma Opura 3a pex W MuUp y 3eMJbH Tpeba na Oyne
MPBEHCTBEHO OJTOBOPHOCT CPIICKE BJaJie, a Jia je IIMpekhe Oyrapcke OKymalyje
TO YMHWIO TOTOBO HeMmoryhmm. OBO MHIUBEHE je AETHO M NPEACTaBHUK
HeMaukor MUHHCTapCTBa HHOCTpaHKUX mociioBa y beorpany, ®emukc beniyiep,
oK je reHepan Heamh O6MO TONMKO TOTHINTEH Ja je MPETHO CaMOYOHCTBOM.
(Borkovi¢, 1979, I; Stojiljkovi¢, 1989) Pasio3u 3a TO ¢y Jexaan y HCTOPH]jCKO]
OMpa3H, ajy jOII BHUIIE y BPJIO PEIPECHUBHOj MPUPOIN OyrapcKe OKyTaludje H
cnaboj AMCUOUIUIMHN OyTrapcKUX BOJHHKA KOjU Cy, 3@ PasiHKy OJ HEMayKuX,
OWiaM CKJIOHM CaMOBOJBHOM Hacuiby, YyOWUCTBHMa W CHUTHHM Kpahama.
(Stojiljkovi¢, 1989; Borkovi¢, 1979, I; BA HA, k. 21, ¢. 1, n. 132; x. 20b, ¢. 4,
o 64; x. 21, . 1, n. 25; x. 20, . 9, n. 21; x. 50, ¢. 5, n. 7; k. 20, . 5, 1. 60; k.
20, ¢. 5, m. 28; k. 20, . 5, 1. 40; . 20, ¢. 5, a. 59)

O6nacT mox OyrapckoM OKYTAaNHjoM je MPOIIWpeHa jom jemHoM TokoM 1943.
Beh y menemOpy 1942. 6yrapckum cHarama je mpeaaTta obiact oko Kpyiesia
Kojy je xoutpomucaita 7. CC-muBusmja. (Stojiljkovi¢, 1989) V jamyapy 1943.
Oyrapcka OKyIalyoHa 30Ha je MPOTEerHyTa Ha 3amaja cBe a0 [pune. VY jyHy je
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npomrpeHa Ha ceBeposanan 10 Konybape u Ha ceBep a0 lyHasa. (Stojiljkovié,
1989) Ha Taj HauwmH je HajBehm qe0 HeMadke OKymaruoHe 3oHe y CpOuju y
CTBapH Jo11ao noj Oyrapcky okymanujy. byrapcka Biana je tek y aprycry 1944,
kaza ce LlpBena apmuja mpuOmmkaBana OyrapCKUM I'paHUIaMa, 3aTPaXKWiia O
HEMadyke BiIaae Jaa ce Oyrapcka okymanmuoHa 3oHa y CpOWju cMamH.
(Stojiljkovi¢, 1989) To Hmje 3HAYWIO OXYCTajarbe€ OJ CBHX TEPUTOPHja
okynupanux of ampuia 1941, Beh camo eBakyauujy OHHMX Koje cy Ouie
OoKymupane rnperxonHe roaune. Melyrum, Beh 18. cenremOpa coBjercka Brnaaa
je TOTHmyHY eBaKyalWjy OKYIHpaHWX TepUTopHja y Jyrocmasuju u [ 'pukoj
MOCTaBUJIa Kao YCJIOB 3a TOTIHCHBame npumupja ca Byrapckom. (Stojkovic,
1989)

Inanupame rpanuna Cpouje

(TIpomemuse) rpanunite Cpouje y JIpyroMm CBETCKOM paTy HUCY IOCOTjajie caMo
Ha Man® M y mpakcH, Beh u y riaBama monuthvapa, AWIUIOMAaTa, MIIEO0Jora u
BOjHMKA. BepoBaTHO NpBH KOjH je HM3pa3uo >KeJby 3a MPOMEHOM TpaHHUIa
HacTanmux mocie ampuna 1941, je O6wo mpencemnuk T3B. CaBera Komecapa,
Munan Ahumoruh. OH je y jyny 1941. cacraBuo MeMOpaZHyM O IpaHHIlaMa
CpOuje 3a xomannyjyher renepana y Cpouju, Llpenepa. Y memy ce 3aJ105KH0 32
rpaHuIle Koje 6u Omie 6osbe yckilaeHe ca eTHUYKHUM CTameM Ha TepeHy, Kao H
ca ucropujckuM Tpanunujama. OH je Taj mpoctop omehmo cinemehum nMrHUjaMa:
Tepuropuja ceBepHo oj peke [Tummbe; on Beneca y MakenoHuju Ha jyry, 10
Hosor Cana Ha ceBepy, oIl HEeKaJalllkbe IpaHHLe ca byrapckoM Ha UCTOKY H0O
Kopnyna u Jluke Ha 3amany. 3 eKOHOMCKHX pa3jiora, IOMEHYTO] TEPUTOPH)H je
Tpebano moxatu noiauHy Bapmapa jyxxHo ox Beneca u u3na3 Ha Jaapan y
nomuuu Heperse. (Borkovi¢, 1979, I; Hadri, 1965; Culinovi¢, 1970) Tako je oH,
01 IPUTUCKOM OKOJIHOCTH, OMO CIIpeMaH Ja OJyCTaHe 0/ MaKCUMAaJINCTUYKUX
3axTeBa CPIICKUX HAIMOHAIKCTA, AU je WIaK U3 EKOHOMCKHX pasjiora Tpakuo
HEKe TEPUTOpHje MPETESIKHO HacesbeHe He-cpOuma. Ahumosuh je TBpauo na 6u
rpanune CpOuje Tpebano Ha Taj HAYMH TPOIIMPUTH Ja OM ce 00e30enno
Hemaukn “HoBm mopenax” y Jyromcrounoj EBpormm. HapaBHo, 4ak u TakBH
»YMEpEHH" TEPUTOPHjAIHU 3aXTeBH Cy OWIM HepeanHu. OHU HHCY MOTJIU Ja
Oyay 3amoBosbeHu jep ce Pajx ocinamao Ha cyceae CpOuje, a 1 XuTiep je XTeo
na 3aapxu Cpoujy MTO MaHOM.

Ahumosuhes HacnenHuk, npemujep Munan Heauh, je Takohe xeneo na ctBopu
He3aBucHy u yBehany Cp0Owuj. To je on modyeTka OMO HEroB ACKIapUCAHU IUJb.
(Borkovi¢, 1985) Yckopo 1o npey3umamy My»KHOCTH a MOJCTAKHYT MPOrOHUMA
cprickor craHoBHuIITBa Ha Kococmy, 18. cenrembpa 1941. ox komangyjyher
renepana y CpOuju, [aHkenmaHa, 3aTpakuo je Aa ce Ta 00JacT NPHIOjH
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Cpbuju. Y mpuior ToMe je HaBeo reorpadcke, HCTOPHjCKE W EKOHOMCKE
pasnore. bynyhu na je teputopuja y muTtamy Beh Omia momesbeHa Ha BHUIIEM
JUIUIOMAaTCKOM HYHBOY, JlaHKeJIMaH je caMO MOrao Ja 3axTeB IJIATKO oj0uje.
(Borkovi¢, 1979, I1) Bpunyhu o naTepecuma CBOT HapoJa — OHAKO KaKo UX je OH
Buaeo — Hequh Huje ogycrajao o npommupema Cpouje. Y dedpyapy 1942. oH je
ca CBOjOM BIQJIOM IOJHEO MEMOpaHAyM Komanayjyhem renepany y CpOwujw,
[Mayny banepy, y koMe cy 3aTpakenu uctouna bocna u Xepuerouna (Hekux 17
cpesoBa), Cpem u nenosu Jlanmanuje. ['maBHM pasino3u Koju Cy HaBEICHN OMIIH
Cy €THHYKH, aJIM Cy OHH OWJIM TIPEACTAaB/FEHU M KAO MOBOJHHU 3a BOJHY aKIHjy
npoTtuB naptuzana. Onbujame bepauHa oBor myTa HHje OMIO OTBOpEHO, Beh je
u3pakeHo kao omrarame. (Borkovi¢, 1985) He mocrturaBmm ycmex Ha TOj
crparn, Hemuh ce okpenyo Llpuoj ['opn m Canuaky, Bepyjyhu ma cy oHm Omim
BUIIE HA TEPeTy HEro OJ KOPHCTH WTaJNMjaHCKo] Biagu. Bobhen Tom
MPETHOCTaBKOM, OH C€ YaK YIYCTHO W Y HEKE pPa3roBOpe ca HTalHjaHCKHM
areHTUMa, alu Cy OHM NPEKWHYTH IOciie HeMadkor ymo3opema. Ca cBoje
CTpaHe, UTaJMjaHCKe BIacTu cy camo kopuctuiie Henuhese xesbe kao yior y
[CHKamy ca HeMaukuM 3BannuHuuMa. (Borkovic, 1985)

Henuh ce oHpa Heko Bpeme Cy3IprKaBao O] H3HOIIEHa CIMYHUX 3axTeBa. Kai
My je kpajem 1942. obehan cacranak ca XWTiepoMm, OH je ca CBOjJUM THMOM
CaYMHUO MEMOpPaHIyM ca npojextom rpannna “Bemuke Cpouje”. Tpebano je na
oHe uay ox Maxkapcke Ha Jaapany mo rpanune Jlammaruije u bocHe Ha YHH, ma
oty YHoM 10 meHor yimha y CaBy, nasbe uprom u3mehy bakosa u Bunkosana
Ha [JlpaBy 61m3y Ocujeka Te nasse kpo3 bapamy mo mahapcke rpanune, npeko
HynaBa kox Com0bopa, na papHOM JimHUjoM nipeMa Tucu u y banar. OBa npxaBa
Ou oOyxBaraia u 1eny MakeloHHjy ca peIpaTHUM IpaHrLama rnpeMa ['pukoj u
AnGanuju, usyszeB Ckanpa koju Ou 6uo npunojen Lprnoj I'opu. Mebhytum, Ha
Benitepos mpemior MmemMopanayM Huje moneo y bepaun. (Borkovi¢, 1985) On
j€ WIaK MOHOBHO JXEJbE CPIICKE BJIAJE Y pasroBOPY ca HEMauyKUM MUHHCTPOM
WHOCTPAHUX TOCJIOBA MPE HETO IITO CE CacTao ca XUTIepoM y centeMOpy 1943.
On ¢ou PubGentpomna je Tpaxwo ma ce Llpra I'opa, Cannpak, ucrouna bocHa,
Cpewm, KocoBo n Meroxuja npumnoje Cpouju. XTeo je 1a HCKOPUCTH TPEHyTaK Aa
HETNOCPeIHO Toce Kanutynanuje Mranuje, 3aTpaxku 0Be TEPUTOpPHUje KOje Cy J0
taga Behum nemoM Owmiie oA KOHTPOJIOM HTalHjaHCKuX cHara (u3y3eB Cpema).
®oH PubenTtpom My je jacHO CTaBHO /10 3Hamka J1a je He3aBHCHA U y3 To yBehaHa,
Cpbuja memoryha mok Tpaje par, a Ja je TIaBHM IWb Omina 0e30emHocT
nemaukux tpymna. (Neubacher, 1956; Borkovi¢, 1979, Il; Borkovié¢, 1985) Tako
Cy HEeroBa HacTojama ocyjeheHa Ha HajBUIIEM MECTY, HaKO j€ YXKUBAO TOJIPIIKY
XuTinepoBor CIENUjaqHOr W3aciaHnka Ha bankany, Xepmana Hoj0axepa.
(Borkovi¢, 1985)
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Hojbaxep je npaBuo mnanose o penepanuju Cpouje, Lipue ['ope n Canyraka koja
O0u Omia OegeM MPOTHB KOMYHM3Ma, IMTO OM 0Ojadaiio cBe ciIabWjy HEMadKy
no3unyjy Ha bankany. tbux je moxpskaBao M HeMaukyd KOMaHAaHT JyroucToka,
tdenmmapman ¢ou Bajkc. To je omoryhuno Heauhy na moxyma ma mpumobuje
Heke IpHOTropcke Bohe, amm mako je Hojbaxep mokymao ma yoenn Xwurtiepa y
KOPHCHOCT OBE€ HJi¢je, OHA HUKAJ HUje OCTBapeHa 300T (UpPEepOBOT HEMOBEPCHA
y CpOe Kkoje je OH BHJICO Kao HApOJ CBECTaH CBOj€ MOJIUTUYKE MUCHjE, U 3aTO
cyBumie onacad. (Borkovi¢, 1985; Neubacher, 1956; Marjanovi¢, 1977)
Tunmaro 3a HeMadke (yHIIMOHEpE je OWII0 TO IITO MM je IMajl0 Ha MaMeT aa
pasmarpajy TakBy HAEjy TEK IMOLITO Cy HEMadke TPyIe MOTHCHYTE Ha MHOTHM
(poHTOBHMA: JIOK je HEMavKa BojHa ipeMoh y EBporm O6mia HeociopHa u JJOKIIe
ToJl je KOHauHa Mmobema m3riieqaiia Moryha, oHM HHCY OWJIM CKJIOHH JIa Y3MY y
pasMarpame jKeJbe CPIICKUX BiIaja.

CpIicku  KOJTA0OPAITMOHUCTH HUCY OWIIM jeWHHM Ha CPIICKOj CTPaHU KOjU Cy
KoBasu 1iaHoBe yBehane CpOuje. MOHApXUCTHYKH MMOKPET OTIOPA, YETHHIIH, j€
MPaBUO CBOj€ IIAHOBE KOjU Cy y BEJIHMKOj MEPH OWJIM MOJ YTHLAjeM KoMaJama
JyrocmaBuje u cypoBux mnporoHa Cpbda y mHoruM KpajeBuma. I[IpBu koju je
HampaBuo orcexaH miaH “‘Bemuke Cp6oje” 6mo je detHnuku wmaeonor CteBaH
MosseBuh. OH je npensuneo ysehany Cp6Oujy y yBehanoj Jyrocnasuju. Cpbuja
6u oOyxsarama Cpbujy y yxem cmuciy, Canyak, Llpuy ['opy, Bocuny u memy
Hanmanujy (y xojoj 6u JlyOpoBHHUK y:KHBAO Crendjanad cratyc). Jleo XpBaTcke
on llluGenuka no HeperBe ca 3amagHom XeprieroBMHOM U JesioM bocHe Ou
umanu ayronomujy y CpOuju xoja 6u oOyxBarana u Jluky, roroso neo Kopayn
u Banujy, reputopujy ucrouno ox INakpana (ca kopuaopom mmpokum 15-20 km
n3mel)y [akpara u mahapcke rpanuie ykbyuyjyhu Jlapysap, ['pyoumso ITosse,
Cnatuny u neo Hoee I'pagmmke u  Iloxery), neo Cpem, bauky, bapawy u
banar. “Benuka CpOuja” Ou y3enma m HEKe TEPUTOPHjE Ol CYCEOHHX 3eMalba:
ceBepHe obnactu Anbanuje, okpyre hycrennun u Bunua ox byrapcke, Pemuiy
u TemumBap ox Pymynuje, okpyre Cereamn u Ileuyj og Mabhapcke. Taka
yBehana Cpbuja, ountrheHa oj] He-CpIICKUX CTaHOBHUKA oOyxBaTana ou 65-70%
teputopuje ysehane JyrocmaBuje, mrto 6m Cpbuju o00e30ehuBaizo Bomehm
noJjoxaj y Apxkasu. YetHuuku Boha Jpaxxa Muxajnosuh je onoOpro oBaj mian
KOjH Ce IMOHOBO jaBJbao y Pa3IuUTHUM Bep3ujamMa TOKOM parta, ajld KOjH je HIaK
ocrtao camo mycra »esba. (Tomasevich, 1975; Vesovi¢ & Nikoli¢, 1996)
OcHoBHa pa3nuka n3Mel)y oBOr mIaHa ¥ OHHMX Koje ¢y npaBwin Heaunh u merosu
capagHunM je Owna y ToMe INTO OH HHje Tpebanmo ma OyJe OCTBapeH Ioj
HEMadKHM OKPHJBEM, Tj. Kao MPOIITHUpPEHe HeMauke OKymHarione 30He y Cpouju
(koja Ou jemHom y OyayhHOCTM mOCTana He3aBHCHA ap)kaBa), Beh kao miox
ouekuBaHe noOene CaBe3Huka. Y JaTUM OKOJHOCTMMAa 00€ BH3Hje Cy Ouie
HepeaTuCTUYHE jep HUCY AOBOJHHO y3UMaJie y 003Up HEMayke HHTEpece KOjU Cy
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ownu omnmyuyjyhm 3a komamame JyrociaBuje M IpTame IpaHulla kpme Cpouje
KOja je ocTalia ol HeMaykoM BJiamhy.

3akibydak

I'panuiie Hemauke okymnaipoHe 30He y CpOuju HHCY OWIIe HU CTajHE HHTHU j€
mocrojana Hamepa jAa oHe Oyny Beune. OHe cy TOBy4YeHE Kao pe3yJTar
nperoBopa Tpehier pajxa ca mEroBUM caBe3HHIIMMa W catenuTuMa. Mako je
JIOHEKJIe BOJIUIIA pavyyHa O HbHXOBUM TOTpedaMa M KeJhaMa HeMaduka BIiajia ce
NPBEHCTBEHO PYKOBOIMIA HEMAyKUM IIOJUTUYKUAM, BOJHUM U EKOHOMCKUM
uHTepecuM. 3ato je Mranuja Mopana aa u3Hylyje yCTynKe o CBOT OCOBHHCKOT
nmapTHepa, JOK Cy OCTalll CaBE3HUIIM MOpalH Ja Cce 3aJI0BOJbE OHHM INTO OH
JNo0WIM 011 HeMauke aumuiomMardje. TbuxoBu 3aXTeBU Cy UMaH U3riiena aa oyay
3aJJ0BOJbEHH CaMO ako Cy OAroBapajy HEMauykKuM HHTepcuma. byrapcka je
nobuna moceban craryc mel)y Hemaukwm caBesHuImMa. CpIicka TEpUTOpHja
KOJy je cMena Jia aHeKTUpa Huje Oujia Tako BEJHKa, alli je TePUTOpHja Koja je
naja 1ox Oyrapcky BOjHY OKyHauujy Ha Kpajy oOyXBaTHia TOTOBO LEIy
HEMa4Ky OKymanuoHy 30Hy y Cpbuju. Hapon kora ce cBe TO HajBHIIE THIAIO —
Cpbu — HHUje WMao HUKAaKBOT yTHIaja Ha oapehmBame rpannna CpOuje. Te
rpaHMLie Cy HEKaj MpaTuie BPJIO CTape MCTOPHjCKE MM reorpadcke rpaHulle,
aNy cy OHE MMajie MaJio TOra 3ajeIHUYKOr ca TEPUTOPHjaTHOM pacyToInny Hiu
BUTAJTHUM WHTEpecHMa cprickor Hapoja. KonmaGopalmoHUCTHYKH 3BaHUYHUIIA
Cy MOIJIM Jia ce Hanajy na he npommpuru rpanuie CpOuje caMo OCJIOHIIEM Ha
MCTOT OHOT arpecopa Koju je u3a3Bao cprcky karactpody. [lomro je mperxonHo
Tpebasio 3aI0BOJBUTH CBE JIPyre Urpaye, HUXOBH HAMOPU Cy MOpald 1a Oymy
ocyhenn Ha Heycmex. ['paHune Hemauke okymanuoHe 30He y CpOuju — a
MOCIIEIMYHO U CyCeTHUX 3eMaJba Koje cy nmpoduTHupaie ox mokopasama Cpouje,
Ouse cy HempaBeIHe U MPOTHBHE Mel)yHapomHoM mpaBy. 360T Tora ¢y MOTIYHO
30pricaHe 4uM je OKOHYaHa HeMayka OKyTaIyja.
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