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Introduction

One of the most characteristic features of humangseis the search for identttywhich
defines them on many levels, mainly on the persamial, cultural, and national level. In
the era of today’s social and political transforimatwithin the heterogeneity and comp-
lexity of Central Europe, the intensity of the s#mafor ‘national identity’ arises. This con-
cept plays an essential part in the developmeanhefs ‘identity’ and subsequently the idea
of every nation’s self-determination and nationisitdry. National identity represents one
of the strongest collective identifications in cemiporary society. However, this phe-
nomenon is a complex concept, which is not easyefine (and analyse) at once. Social
categories and collective identities which havenbesed for self-definition in the past are
gradually replaced by other categories that hatferdnt meanings noW.Scholars who
deal with the matter of nation and identity frone ferspective of sociology, anthropology
and history consider the use of these terms ae puitblematic and ambiguous, because the
core problem of the concept of national ideniityn the definition of its constituent terms
themselves. Therefore, there is not a single expmlicgeneral definition of these pheno-
mena, which have been used in different approaehesdiscourses throughout history.
Thus, in the first place it is needed to discussdbncepts of nation and identity, which will
create a conceptual base for the subsequent discuss the development of Slovene na-
tional identity and self-determination during timerwar era. This paper focuses on the de-
velopment of Slovene national identity and investiig to what extent the Yugoslav iden-
tity influenced their self-determination, duringetinterwar era. The approach of the Slo-
venes towards their nationalentification is researched within the discouréealitics of
the Slovene People’s Party and the education pality textbooks used in the territory of
Slovene people under Yugoslavian educational pdiny interwar Yugoslavian policy in
general.

Theoretical background of research orinational identity’

Self-reference or self-identification is closelyated to the concept of identity, which can
be pursued on personal and social level, as iretichy British social psychologist John

! To remain gender-neutral, | will use the gendartra third person singular pronoun ‘they’ and its
grammatical variations in contexts in which genigérrelevant or undisclosed.
2 Lasticova Slovaci a/alebo Eurépanias.
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Turner, who states théself-concept can alternate rapidly between npersonal and so-
cial identity”.®> Anthropologists Brubaker and Cooper suggest vigwiiis matter as a cate-
gory of practice which means to research the cdnogplentity by studying the mecha-
nisms by which this concept crystallizes into myalihich is not giverf.In regard with the
concept of national identity, this view opposes pleeceptions ohationsas‘real entities,
social communities and substantial enduring colés”, which share collective “objec-
tive” characteristics such as language, religiogths, memories, and self-understanding.
Following the Brubaker’s idea acial category of practicenations are constantly chang-
ing through nationalist and even non nationalistdurses. He addresses the concept of na-
tional self-awareness or “nationness a contingent event or a happerifithus, this pa-
per supports the concept of national identity aategory of practicewhich is continually
forming and developing according to different cimgtances but also taking on a culturally
and politically institutionalized form as a resaftthese changes. Furthermore, it refers to
the concept of identity as a process of identiftcabf an individual with a certain group of
people or a development of a feeling of “belongitmivard that group. According to this
thesis nationsre socially and politically constructed entitiesgooups which are histori-
cally contingent and change over time.

Nations are for most people a mixture of politiaad cultural factors. British sociolo-
gist Anthony D. Smith contributed to the theordtidescourse about nations and national-
ism with division of four main theoretical approash primordialism, perennialism, ethno-
symbolism and modernismThe concept of nation is sometimes comprehendesh asb-
jective existing entity or a reality which has besready giverf. That means a nation can
be viewed as an organic social unit, whose meméersharacterized or categorized by a
common identity based on common ancestors or aneitmic identities who share a
common language, race, religion and territbfhis theory is mainly practised within the
primordialistic perceptions towards the concepaafation, which can be present even in
today’s political and social discourse in Centrat@pe.

This paper presents the concept of nation throhghoptics of modernistic conceptions
of Benedict Anderson, Ernest Gellner, Eric Hobsbaamd the sociologist Rogers Bru-
baker, who precisely try to avoid this objectifyitlgeory and rather focus on cognitive
processes which shape the people’s perception dfwiutnational identity. The paper also
mentions some views of perennialist Walker Connual athnosymbolist, such as A. S.
Smith, who reflect on the matter of nation, state &lentity However, | realize that the
research of nations and nationalism exceeds eweaghbroach of Smith, in regard to which

3 For the further information about John Turnersdriyeof self-categorization séeediscovering the
social group: A self-categorization theory.

4 Brubaker and CoopeBeyond ,identity”,1-47.
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Andrej Findor points outthe insufficiently answered problem of ‘ontologia®ality’ of
nations and research on this mattef”.

According to anthropologist Benedict Anderson a@amashould not be perceived as a
political entity but as a state of mind, which cilly constructed® As the author de-
scribes, nation is an imagined political communitgcause‘the members of even the
smallest nation will never know most of their feHlmembers, meet them, or even hear of
them, yet in the minds of each lives the imagéeif tommunion™2 Thus, the nation can
be stated as a collective imagination, which casgi$§ an imagined community of people,
who are part of the same unit, live in an imagitedtory, and share an idea of continuity
of the existence of this urfit.This socially constructed community is imaginedithg peo-
ple who perceive themselves as part of that comiywufihe author claims that a nation is
always an imagined community, which provides itanbers with a sense of identity and
belonging. The identification with the communityiiself a cognitive process of an indi-
vidual who creates a social classification in thmind, by which they form an ‘imagined
community’ of certain people. Then, the individual either oor differentiates themselves
from these imagined groups (or a nation). FurtheemBenedict Anderson refers to the na-
tion as a community which is not only imagined higo “inherently limited and sover-
eign”.** Therefore, the concept of nation is a construided, which makes people differ-
entiate themselves from one another accordingg@dmcept of ‘us’ and ‘thent® A nation
is formed by individuals who not only share thesseaof fellowship between each other but
also differentiate from those who do not share #mpscial bond. ‘Us’ and ‘them’ then
somehow live in the confrontation with each otheer,they are more aware of their own
identity as a group.

Like other modernists Anderson considers both natind nationalism as products of
modernity, during the era of modernisation in & tentury, which have been created as
means to political and economic ends. He partlgtes! with the modernistic approach of
Gellner who sees nationalism @spolitical principle demanding the congruence aha-
tional and political unit” Anderson sees nationality, “nation-ness’ well as nationalism
as cultural artefacts which during the end of t&ntury distilled to a complex “crossing”
of discrete historical forces. After that they bmea‘modular’and“[...] capable of being
merged with a correspondingly wide variety of peéit and ideological constellations®
The nationalistic discourse assumes thations sprung from previously existing ethnic
groups, which are characterised by cultural anduiistic patterns and claims that all in-
habitants of a certain area possess clearly defiaidns of their national identity and
consistently act accordingly. This work however sloet aspire to further deal with the na-
tionalistic notions about national identity andredity.
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The terms of nation and stadee not necessarily the same concepts. Like Costates
that there are ntpure cases of a culturally, ethnically, and lingtically homogenous peo-
ple (the nation) which corresponds perfectly to slogereign territory of political control
(the state)”!’ These concepts are often interchangeable whichesatmsnfusions among
academics and even ordinary people. This probletm wierchangeability occurs mostly in
the contexts of multi-national states, such as Baslovakia and the Kingdom of Serbs,
Croats, and Sloven¥qthe Kingdom of SHS), which were both establishédr the disso-
lution of Austria-Hungary in 1918. The Kingdom dfiS, which later became the first state
of Yugoslavia, was one of the most diverse andrbgeneous countries of Europe, which
united threenations and other minoriti€sand managed (though with many difficulties) to
exist as a state for decades, before and even tateBecond World WaiThe national
situation in the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Shese(and later Yugoslavf), as a newly
established successor-state after World War |, waigue in its multi-national, multi-
cultural and multilingual and even multi-religiotesality, which influenced the concept of
self-determination and self-identification of théowne people (and certainly other na-
tional minorities and ethnicities in the Kingdom)rihg the whole 20 century.

The Slovenes, besides the Serbs and Croats, were theragoslav group which de-
veloped its national identity before Yugoslafidn this context the Slovene natioan be
perceivedas a category which represent a social group atlamic group of people who
referred to themselves as Slovenes and lived irtahidory of Austria-Hungary and later
Yugoslavia®® At the beginning of the ZDcentury the proponents of one ethnic Yugoslav
nation referred to Serbs, Croats, and Slovenegiagg”

The process of creation of national identity issely conditioned by the highest au-
thorities and institutions of national staté#s Anthony D. Smith suggests, national identi-
fication involves“some sense of political communitythich “implies at least some com-
mon institutions and a single code of rights antdiedufor all the members of the commu-
nity”. > According to Dennison Rusinow, the Yugoslav sitgelf was a result of itsap-
propriation and adaptation into originally and pb8ophically competitive national ideas
and nationalist programs of existing ‘proto-natidh@roat, Serb and Slovene communal
identities”.? In contrast to the period before the First Worldi\Huring which the work of
forging a Yugoslav identity was carried out largbly a narrow group of cultural elites,
“the new state and its executive organs directlidhtbe reins during this frantic ride to-

7 bid. 157.

18 Within following pages, the author uses abbrevidtem ofthe Kingdom of SHSlerived from the
Slovene titleKraljevina Srbov, Hrvatov in Slovencev

19 Besides Serbs, Croats and Slovenes also Dalmafiassjaks (Bosniak Muslims), ethnic groups in
Vojvodina and Montenegro and other.

2 The official name of the state was changed to ‘Kimg of Yugoslavia’ by KincAlexander | Kara-
dordevi¢ on 3 October 1929.

2 Djoki¢, Introduction.Yugoslavism: Histories, Myths, Conceffts,

22 Slovenes populated the regions of Carinthia, CaaniGlorizia, Styria, Prekmurje, Istrija and
Trieste.

2 Djoki¢, (Dis)integrating Yugoslavial41.

24 Skorvankovayytvaranie juhoslovanskej identity10.

25 Smith,National Identity 19.

2 Rusinow,The Yugoslav idea before Yugoslavia;-13.
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wards a unitary Yugoslav identity”.During the reign of King Alexander I, modern umjta
Yugoslav identity was propagated and used to epasgcularistic identities, which later
turned out to be unsuccessful. At the end it was‘dtificiality”*® and the identity politics
of Yugoslavia which caused the failure of assinolatof the South Slav peoples of Yugo-
slavia into a united Yugoslav identity. The emegef the Kingdom of the SHS thus
brought together number of nations which diffenectilture, religion, but also in their po-
litical traditions and governance. However, Slowempéayed an integral part in the cre-
ation, development and later ultimate dissolutibthe Yugoslav state. After 1918 territory
of Slovene people became the most economicallyiaghdstrially developed part in the
Yugoslavia. According to Mitja Velikonj4both Yugoslavia® played a key role in the de-
velopment and formation of the modern Slovene nati@entity, just like the Slovenes
played an important part in history of Yugoslavijdad Yugoslav state(sf*

The concept of Yugoslavism does not have a sirlglar definition because many con-
cepts and approaches have been published on thiisr fi@verall, the concept can be un-
derstood as a general idea of the ‘unity’ of Sefrgats, and Slovenes. This “unity” was
often represented bself-perceived kiror even “community of blood” which makes dif-
ferent populationgscarcely distinguishable from one anothe¥’Members of the nation or
ethnic community often identified themselves asthes who are linked by a bond of
blood or race. This can be seen within the esfaiblisprocess of Yugoslavia based on the
idea ofnarodno jedinstv@national oneness). In the Corfu Declaration af7,%he Serbian
Government and the Yugoslav Committee stated ttat ttrinominal nation” sharetthe
same blood and spoken and written languagrt! thereforéthe idea of its[the Yugoslav
nation’s]unity could never be extinguishedf".

The nationalistic approach about Yugoslav nationsaters Yugoslav, Serbian, Croa-
tian and Slovene (and any other sub-Yugoslav) nates antagonist and mutually exclu-
sive forces, which fight for their “predeterminedéational autonomy and sovereignty.
However, Pieteifroch suggest that Yugoslav nation should be viems&d composition of
“contingent, dynamic and overlapping categoriesnafional identity instead of hierarchy
of clearly delineated, stable and determined, reglpnational, and supranational iden-
tities”. ** Therefore, it is needed to consider that theswithehl identities are overlapping
and at the same time consistent through the itistitalization of Yugoslav nationhood
which “shaped their mutual relationship and connectioniniternal divisions with the na-

tion-state”>®

%" Nielsen,Making Yugoslavs.

28 Djoki¢, Introduction.Yugoslavism: Histories, Myths, Concepts,

2 The first Yugoslavia was established in 191841, the Second Yugoslavia in 194992.

30 velikonja, “Slovenia’s Yugoslav centyty9.

31 For more on this subject, among many other se&ij¥ugoslavism: Histories of a Failed Idea
Nielsen,Making YugoslaysVachtel,Making a nation, breaking a nation.

%2 Gat, and Yakobsorations,18—22.

33 Krfska deklaracija od 20. (7.) jula 191As cited inDjoki¢, (Dis)integrating Yugoslavia: King
Alexander and Interwar Yugoslavis2903, 141.

34 Troch,Nationalism and Yugoslavidl.

% Ibid.
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Approaches to the formation of Slovene national catiousness and its situation dur-
ing the interwar Yugoslavia®

The concept of Slovene naticaand identity is broad in its various definitions among
(mostly Slovene) historians. Slovene historian Reptes that the development of Slovene
national identity often clashes with myths and Idgaal political interpretations. Slovene
historiography contains primordialistic explanasoof the establishment of the Slovene
nation, which presuppose that the nation develdpaeh a pre-existing Slovene ethnic
community and therefore in order to achieve itgiosl identity they focused on various
territories which were situated in the Slovene igtherritory. Smith refers to this approach
as ‘cultural nationalism’ which took root espegjaih Eastern European populations which
existed only asethnic categories, without much self-consciousnssgh as the Slovaks,
Slovenes and Ukrainians, who had few ethnic mem\odistinctive institutions or native
elites” and also amontvell-defined nations with definite borders, afsalvare population
and rich memories, like the Croatians, Czechs, Huiags and Poles; or among peoples
with religious memories and institutions like thee€ks, Serbs and Bulgarian®.

The most known myth about Slovene identity is the&tic theory, which presupposes
the Slovene origin from Venetic territory. Othertmgupports the idea of South Slavs who
created their own state of Carantania already utiderule of Avar at the end of sixth cen-
tury. This state which was considered as “a craflldhe Slovenehood” was later enslaved
by the Germans who dominated Slovenes until theaéforld War 1% Such mythology
and romanticizing seems to be a typical featureafblCentral European nationsyhich
are believed to have had a kind of state (latet)losthe early Middle Ages — even though
nationality played no role during those time¥”

However, this work follows the argument that nolrseommunity had existed before
the period when the modern Slovene nation wasirsatd form. Modernistic arguments
state that Slovene nation is a modern phenomenbithwdeveloped due to random se-
guence of historical events and not from a prededticommunity. Slovene historians
Jernej Kosi and Rok Stergar oppose arguments aligettively definable ethnic commu-
nities*° They pursue this opinion by applying an analytmaproach and considering mod-
ern interdisciplinary approaches about ethnic comitias. The notion of Slovenreommu-
nity which would be territorially congruent withehmodern Slovene nation did not exist
yet because this notion or imagination of Sloveammunity only emerged as a new idea
at the turn of the 0century.

Slovenes or a Slovene nation, are referred invtbik as a social group of people who
lived in original regions of Carinthia, Carniolapfizia, Styria, Prekmurje, Istrija and Tri-
esté’, which were territorial parts of Austria and undbe governance of the Austro—
Hungarian empire until its dissolution. Those padit-administrative units were the home-

36 The title Yugoslavia refers to the first Yugoslafiam the interwar era, which includes the King-
dom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes and the Kingdovugdslavia and its dictatorship after 1929.
37 Smith, Nationalism and modernisrii78—180.
22 Repe Regional differences, Slovene national idenf2f6.
Ibid.
40 Kosi, and StergaKdaj so nastali “lubi Slovenci"258-488.
*I Rychlik, Déjiny Slovinskas.
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land of the heterogenous ethnicammunity of Slavs, which had preceded the lateele
opment of the group of Slovenes (and certainly ogtlenical and lingual groups of people,
mostly of German and Romanian origin). The popofabf Slovenesn that time did not
create their own territorial unit. After World W@me this group became a part of the new
successor state, the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats,Séoweknes, later called Yugoslavia. In
that time the Slovene ethnic territory fell undestmagement of two administrative regions
of Ljubljana and Maribor. However, the centraN&tiovdanconstitution (28 June 1921)
divided the Yugoslav state into thirty-three prags with no regard for ethnic composi-
tion, which signified a great disappointment oftb&@ovenes and Croats. After 1929 the
regions of Slovene people joined into a provinckedaeDrava banovinawhich officially
defined Slovenes territorially for the first timlewas the only of the nine Yugoslav regions
which was occupied by a single natfn

In Central Europe, during the era of the advenmhoélern nationalism, language was the
most common feature of ‘national individuality’ hwhich different ethnicities differen-
tiated themselves from one anotf&The development of Slovene national identificai®n
a modern phenomenon which started during the ‘gpoinnations’ when the sense of be-
longing to this nation was gradually spread amdmgSlovene population by means of na-
tionalist organizations’ agitation, mass politipaitj and activities of the state. This process
of national development matches with the most wetiwn thesis about typologies and
phases in nationalism created by Miroslav Hroch.dfined three chronological stages in
the creation of a natiohe nation-forming process starts among certams of scholars
and intellectuals, then the process progresses avipleriod of patriotic agitation among
common people and at the end it culminates by raps=ading national movemeft.

The process of the creation of Slovene nationalremess firstly began with the con-
solidation of the Slovene literary langu&yehich was then the only unifying element of
all regionally divided group of Slavs (later knows Slovenesy Slovene historian Janko
Kos suggests that only during this period the Steveation had the opportunity to shape
their national consciousness and iderititithe consolidation of Slovenia’s common na-
tional identity, which took place between 1848 489d8, was reflected also in school read-
ings which consisted mostly of modified translaiaf old German materials. These trans-
lations highly influenced the formation of a uniforSlovene literary language which pro-
vided an essential basis for the development @faneon nationaidentity.*®

At the turn of the 19 century, the Slavs who lived in the south-eastmarts of the
Alps, were fragmented politically and administrativamong different regions and histo-
rical territories. This prompted the developmentregional or territorial consciousness

2 Luthar et al..The Land BetweeR90.
;‘j Hroch,Uvodem kitance text o nacionalismul2.

Ibid.
% Slovene historiography considers the publicatibthe first Slovene Grammar book as the start of
the Slovene national awareness process during8heentury. Even though in the i@entury Pri-
moZz Trubar already wrote the first Slovene langyagi@ed bookCatechismwhich for the first time
presented the base for the Slovene literary larggoagiower Carniolan dialect.
6 pygelj,Slovenci in Kolektivne identiteté3.
47 Kos, Slovenstvo kot vprasanje istovetnosti in razI#@;38.
48 Almasy, ...za Boga in véro, za cesarja in domoviG6s.
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among them. The population of Slavs which livedhase territories did not yet refer to
themselves aSloveneor by any expression which would define their owadility or na-
tional awareness until the i&entury. Even within the multinational milieu ofustria-
Hungary Slovenes were able to forthesides regional, also a national consciousness”.
The population of Slovene people in that time dediitself mostly in terms of location, re-
gion, and provincé® This can be seen on the usage of old regional si@oeh agKranijci,
Korosci, Stajerci”® German population of that areas referred to Siairsy in the area by
the traditional nam&Vinden*

In the period of the Enlightenment and Romanticitm, formation of Slovene cultural
identity was added to their ethno-linguistic idéaéition. On this basis, they began to shape
the structures of Slovene culture, society, anibndah a modern sense. The ultimate goal
of the political endeavour and natioreareness of the Slovene nation, in the sense of
Anderson’s imagined community, had started to fognthe national program callétkdin-
jena SlovenigUnited Slovenia), which de facto persisted ashthsis of their political en-
deavours from 1848 until the first half of the"™@entury, when the Slovemation became
a part of a common Yugoslav state, Yugoslavia. ifaén objective of this program was
not the founding of a new separate state, but anuaf Slovenes within a self-governed
unit with its own national assemblglovenepolitical mentality? was in 28' century char-
acteristic by the idea thabfiponents must either be totally subjugated or lassified
among national enemies® Slovenepeople were able to acquire political consciousness
and became accustomed to parliamentarism, althiougtimited form> During the King-
dom of Yugoslavia the Slovenes achieved a somfofinal cultural autonomy, despite the
state being centralist and nondemocratitinder the Austria‘national affiliation had
never been a constitutive element of Slovene aunswéss”,however, between 1918 and
1929 the national self-identification became exaliite that>®

Slovenepolitical representatives entered the new staté gitat enthusiasm despite
Yugoslav unification and unitarist poli¢y.They willingly accepted Yugoslav unification
because it earned them protection from invasivghimuring states (Italians and Germans)
and belief in future realization of their natiomabgram>® However, the unitarian concept
of Yugoslavism and multinational, multi-ethnic, amaltilingual features of the new state
started to clash with Slovene expectatithSlovene self-government within the Kingdom
of SHS was limited and the nation continued to tagrented and divided, namely be-

49 Hladky, Slovinsko39-40.

%0 These names refer to original regions of CarintBaniola, Styria; in Slovene language Koroska,
Kranjska, Stajerska.

51 Hladky, Slovinsko39.

52 Of all three Slovene political camps: catholibetial, and social/communist parties.

%3 Repe Regional differences, Slovene national identity55.

4 RepeBetween myths and ideologg.

%5 |bid.

56| uthar et al.The Land Betweei389.

57 Velikonja, Slovenia’s Yugoslav centurs-5.

%8 The program included demands for the establishmieslf-government or at least interconnection
of Slovene ethnic territories.

%9 Luthar et al.The Land Betwee3g4.
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tween four states: the Kingdom of SHS, Italy, Alastand Hungary. Th¥idovdanConsti-
tution of 1921 was based on the distribution of popvamong different regions, municipali-
ties and circuits of Serbian, Croatian and Slovengtories and the king participated in all
three forms of authority. The Constitution envisdgjee centralist organisation of the state.
Slovene view orithe constitutional questionin Yugoslavia was summed up by Slovene
politician Albin Prepeluh who stated th&the ‘tribes’ which have been united into the
Yugoslav state developed for centuries severed éarh other, and they took on their cul-
tural-historical, religious, and socio-economic fies in milieus that were completely differ-
ent, even mutually contradictory®

Yugoslavia was constituted by three nations spegkim languages and writing in two
alphabets and practicing three religions. The twdants of the official language were
Serb-Croatian and the Slovene language. Despit@rigti concepts, the national eman-
cipation of the Slovene nation was reflected iteast the free use of the Slovene language,
which became the second official language of thegom of SHS. Slovene nation thus
had an advantage over the Croats and the Serbadsenat many of them spoke the Slo-
vene language. Slovene language become the orgydge of instruction in schools and
consequently led toward the “Slovenianization” afteral institution® in the territory of
Drava Banovin&? Furthermore, Slovene larfdsvere, except the territories of central Ser-
bia and Croatia, the only one territory which wasionally homogeneou$' The Slovenes
were suddenly in a situation in which they idertifithemselves as people who talk with
the same language, manage most of their officessalndol themselves and share a unique
culture. However, at the same time they lived #tade in which they officially met with the
new identity of the united Yugoslav natidrhe clash of the identitidsecame apparent dur-
ing the dictatorship in 1929, when school authesitirom Belgrade attempté¢aol get rid of
Slovene textbooks of content that wastremely important for building up Slovenian na-
tional identity”.%® Despite a dissatisfaction with the new st&evenesonsidered unifica-
tion as‘the least undesirable — if not best-liked — sadatito its national question®

Slovene political leaders, although they shared same Habsburg heritage as the
Croats, took a more pragmatic approach to the faomaf the Yugoslav state. Slovenes
were a small population and had no state traditijpon which to draw. However, the idea
of Yugoslav unitarism divided Slovene political sgem (just like the political spectrums
of other membenationsand groups). The politicians who uniformly oppogskee idea of
Yugoslav unitarist and centralistic state were riagresentants of Slovene People’s Party

50 As cited in Suppan, 2003, 157.

51 within the Yugoslav stat8lovenesvere able to set up their own education and allinstitutions
e.g. University in Ljubljana in 1919, the Slovereademy of Arts and Sciences in 1938, etc.

52 Gaspa, SLS pod Kraljevo diktatur®2.

8 This term is a historicalenomination for the territories @entralandSouthern Europevhere peo-
ple primarily spokeSlovene languagevost Slovene scholars prefer to refer to the V8ie Lands”

in English rather than “Slovenia” to describe tagitory of modern Slovenia and neighbouring areas
in earlier times. The use of the English term “Sloia” is generally considered by Slovene scholars
to be anachronistic due to its modern origin.

54 Pirjevec Juhoslavie 1918-19923.

8 Luthar et alThe Land Betweer389.

% Ibid. 390.
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which remained true to the concept of building ®lee national individuality unlike the
unitarist and centralistic fractions of other Slogepolitical camps. Their policy gained the
highest support among other Slovene political partiithin the Slovene land$in 1923
Slovene People’s Party published brochure calledite po delih{Judge by Actions!) in
which it proposed demand for Slovene autonomy. muthe ‘20s the Slovene People’s
Party’® continued in agitation for its national policy hiit the national programme and
later within the autonomist and pro-federalist ntoeats in which Slovenes demanded de-
centralization, their own parliament and, above @tognition of Slovene national iden-
tity.®® The Slovene autonomist and federalist demands wettimed in the Ljubljana Dec-
laration in 1932, which were though supressed bydibtatorial Yugoslav regime. Until the
death of King Aleksander and change of the regim&935, Slovene People’s Paftyo
longer emphasized the federalist demands, budindt forget them™

Even though the Slovene People’s Party and otteefe8E intellectuals rejected the idea
of integral Yugoslavia, they were not anti-Yugosldhese politicians initially stood for
federal Yugoslavia, in which the Slovenes wouldngsifficient political autonomy, but
eventually the Slovene People’s Pantguld officially accept the state centralihiThis
can be seen in the dual and pragmatic policy obAr€oroSec, the head of the party, who
was aware that political power of Slovene Peoplasty was relatively small within the
Yugoslav parliament. However, the cooperative maitactivity with Croat autonomists
and parliamentary partnership with the Serbianretist was by him and his followers per-
ceived as the only way to shape the state policlfadilitate the maintenance of prosper-
ous positions for Slovene people.

The Role of the School system in the formation of Xgoslav national awareness of Slo-
vene people in interwar Yugoslavia

Modernistic approaches toward conceptions of nadiah nationalism state that one of the
most influential determinants which helped to fammodern natiois the educational sys-
tem.? Eric Hobsbawm explains that one can understanaahere of a nation by analysing
its national traditions and that national traditcare one kind of invented traditiofisHe
considers that education along with flags, imagesemonies, music etc. helps to legiti-
mize governance of ruling elites over a state anafluence or standardize certain norms
of human behaviour and cognition. Moreover, Corstates that the nation forming proc-
ess is conditioned by the mass-spreading of ndtemareness and national identity which
are facilitated by state school systeth§he emergence of state-institutionalized, homoge-
neous, and mass school education originated in@Aeentury. During that time, education

57 Rychlik, Déjiny Slovinska164.

% During 1923 also the communist paatyandoned their initial unitarian centralist view.

% peroviekSlovenians and Yugoslavia 1918-1982,

0 |bid. 57-58.

"l Gaspati, SLS pod Kraljevo diktatur®?.

2 The importance of education in the process of flogna modermationwas analysed by Gellner in
Nations and Nationalisn§3—64.

3 As cited in FindorZaciatky narodnych dejirg7.

" As cited in ibid. 27.
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and the school system served as a tool for thergmgeauthorities which enabled the for-
mation and persistence of national states by theasling of nationahwareness and na-
tional consciousness through certain ‘represemtgtiof national ‘history’ of the given

state.

History is being referred as a set of events ofphst captured in chronological order,
which are connected through the concept of cortiifGiAt the same time, these individual
historical events construct the history and theatase of a nation. The term history is
viewed as the concept of ‘collective memory’, whichs been analysed by sociologist
Maurice Halbwach€® This concept refers to memories and perceptionisdifiduals who
are part of a certain social unit. Collective meynttren shapes or constructs people’s per-
ception about ‘historythrough the eyes of this social unit. Halbwachs akates thathe
beliefs, interests, and aspirations of the pressiépe the various views of the past as they
are manifested respectively in every historical @pd’ The past is then shaped by the
concerns of the present, which basically transfattmspast into a construct. According to
sociologist Emile Durkheimhistory does not consist of a series of discratapshots, but
rather of continuous film in which, even thoughestimages usually appear, the shots
hang together and form a continuous stream of imadeHe sees these ‘images’ as ‘col-
lective representations’, which define society byestifying ideas and valué8The repre-
sentations create a base for the constructionlteative identity by means of awareness of
a common tradition and at the same time strengtbédarity and loyalty among the mem-
bers of a group. Therefore, the history represantentinuous sequence of events, which
creates constructed representations of a sociapgrad its identityThese representations
of the past were and still are part of every soc@anmunity. In the context of state-
organization, one of the possible means of mediatfothese representations is the school
system, which can influence the national identftg community and its individuals.

Control of the state over educational system iecefd in the acceptance of the curricu-
lum and the approval of the textbooks and othesiptes teaching materials according to
which the teaching process takes place. Statetdade influences the structure of history
teaching, mostly by creating positive attitude todgatheir homeland, the state, and the au-
thorities®° Also, according to Vodopivec, history teachinghie product of the ruling ide-
ology and policy of the social and political syst&rhlistory teaching brings the pupils im-
ages of the past, which are propagated by rulitgselruling political parties and national
institutions according to their methods and insents® The process of creation of a
common identity is thus enabled by a common systémwalues and common historical
(collective) consciousness. The concept of ‘us’ &hdm’ which applies the concept of
roles of “friendship” and “hostility” within the meatives in the history textbooks elaborates
the orchestration of the process. History theneseas a source of various representations,

7S Skorvankovayytvaranie juhoslovanskej identity 11.

8 Halbwachs©n Collective Memony22.

7 |bid. 25.

"8 |bid. 26.

" Findor,Historické reprezentacig08.

80 Kos, Ideoloski koncepti vdbenikih zgodovineg4.

:i Vodopivec,Zakaj in kako otrokom pripovedujemo zgodovii@88.
Ibid.
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traditions, myths, and stereotypéas convenient tools for shaping and spreading diee
sirable historical consciousnessis well as positive image towards nation and qiggrm
Such case can be seen within the school systerteanding materials iNugoslaviawhich
reveal how the state authoritigsttempt to instil national identity into young gemtions
and how they define ‘the cultural stuff’ that detémes national identity®

During the interwar era, after the establishmenthef Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and
Slovenes, the Main Educational Bodf@lavni prosvetni savetan advisory organ of the
Ministry of Education, agreed that education shquidy a crucial role in the consolidation
of Yugoslav identity. During the first annual meef® of the Association of Yugoslav
Teachers, the Association adopted a resolution twproclaimed that Serbs, Croats, and
Slovenes wertthree branches of a common tre8” The subsequent changes in the school
system were proposed by educational authoritiegzhwivere considered the “creators” of
the Yugoslav nation, much like the soldiers andatiats who were considered the “cre-
ators” of the Yugoslastate®” However, in the first decade, the Kingdom of SH#l mo
official laws on education or its unified concepidacontinuity because of the overall po-
litical instability and problematic unification afifferent school systems. The new school
reform was adopted and finally came into force @24 during thes™ January Dictator-
ship, when a single Yugoslav nation started to be pragly This act unified the school
system of elementary schools in all areas of Yumydaland introduced compulsory eight-
year school attendané&However, most of the students in interwar Yugaslanded their
schooling after finishing the fourth year of primachool. The Yugoslav population thus
gained all its knowledge about its “own past” frbiatory textbooks in the third and fourth
years® In the national elementary schools, pupils weramhéo be educatetih the spirit
of the nation and national unity'with “cooperation of all cultural institutions for theaa
tional enlightenmentand prepared them for beifigoral, loyal and active members of the
national and social community. Besides the subject of history, Yugoslav natiorai-
sciousness and ideology was mediated also thrategature and geograplyThe curricu-
lum of common Yugoslav history emphasised the sirtiés, parallels and common ties in
the histories of Serbs, Croats and Slovert®s reinterpreting symbolic resources, which
had already been linked to Serbian, Croatian anov&hian national histories, as a com-
mon Yugoslav state symbdfsThough the main base of the Yugoslav history was ¢
structed around the Serbian state history, Troggest thatthere remained considerable
overlap between Yugoslav national identity andtdithed definitions of sub-national col-
lective identities among the South Sla¥s”.

8 Dimi¢ and Alimpk, Stereotypes in History Textbooks in the Kingdoiviugfoslavia90.
84 Troch,Nationalism and Yugoslavid?2.

8 Held on 1% and 18' July in 1920.

86 Troch,Between Tribes and Natiob56.

8 |bid.

8 Bernik, Vsebinske in metodolodke spremembg?..,

8 Skorvankovayytvaranie juhoslovanskej identity.103.
% Flere,zakon o narodnih $olah s kratko razlagol3,

1 Bernik, Vsebinske in metodoloske 26.

92 Troch,Between Tribes and Natioh81.

% |bid.
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The Ministry of education had the final word in timatter of school textbooks, thus in-
directly influencing the educational polici¥sThe curricula and the textbooks on history
were written also in the Slovene langudyélistory of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes was
taught in the "8 and 4" year of primary schools, for two hours a weekhia third year and
three hours a week in the fourth year. The focusigtbry teaching changed due to the new
political situation in 1929. According to primargh®ol curricula in 1933 Serbs, Croats,
and Slovenes were no longer the centre of histosgead, the pupils were meant to learn
about the history of the Yugoslav natirAfter the partial liberation of the dictatorship in
the 1930s, the culture of the Yugoslav nation ditlfavour Serbian cultural traditions nor
repressed Croatian and Slovene cultural traditionthe curriculd’ Yugoslavia did not
take the stance of pure integrity but acknowledyg#xhl traditions, names and character-
istics of the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes. Thédeks written in this scheme were starting
with Slovene history, which contained the histofyStovene dukes and the independence
of Slovenes since the reign of “Slavic king Sanm’his empire until their common devel-
opment with the Croatian state which was later ipooated into Hungarian kingdom. The
textbooks then continued with the description ofbf state during the middle ages until
its formation of common Slovene, Croatian and Zmrbistatehood” was interrupted by
Turkish raids. After the Serbian uprising led bg thouse of Karadjordje¥ithe process of
“restoration” of the common Yugoslav statehood untlee original territory of Yugo-
slavs” have starte®. After 1935, the Act on National schools from 1986nsidered con-
temporary didactic and pedagogical requirementsrfodern schools, but also local prob-
lems and needs of individual regions of the Kingddimerefore, the teaching process in the
fourth grade in the schools in tBrava banovinawas focused more on “Slovene land” so
the pupils could &cquire the perception of the banovina as an adstriaiive unit. %

With the change of the state organization in tmettey of Slovene lands at the turn of
the 20" century, the Slovene school system underwent @wtup. In the Slovene environ-
ment, textbooks were always supplied by the stadesehools were not granted freedom of
choice. Between 1918 and 1929 Slovene primary dshased textbooks written by Slo-
vene authors such as Janko OroZen, Anton Melik Josip Brinar® After the estab-
lishment of dictatorship in 1929 the Ministry of Emhtionlicenced textbooks for publi-
cation for four years. After 1929, Slovene schdbiss started using Serbian textbooks writ-
ten by Serbian historians Vasili Popéeind Trajk Anté'** translated into Slovene.

% Dimi¢, and Alimpk, Stereotypes in History Textbooks in the Kingdomugb¥lavia,89.

% Referenced as a school subject.

% Bernik, Vsebinske in metodoloske 26.

9" Troch,Between Tribes and Natioh79.

% Skorvankovayytvaranie juhoslovanskej identity.140.

% Dolgan and Vrand?odrobni wni nacrt za ljudske Skole.

190 Textbooks: Brinar, JosipZgodovina za me#nske Sole. Stari in srednji veljubljana:
Jugoslovanska knjigarna, 1927.; Brinar, Jogigpdovina za meéanske Sole. Novi vekjubljana:
Jugoslovanska knjigarna, 1922.; Melik, Anton andZ@n, JankoZgodovina Srbov, Hrvatov in
Slovencev za niZje razrede srednjih in njim sorodial, 1. del Ljubljana: Jugoslovanska knjigarna,
1928.; Melik, Anton and Orozen, Jankégodovina Jugoslovanov za nizje razrede srednjihjiim
sorodnih Sol, II. delLjubljana: Jugoslovanska knjigarna, 1929.

101 Textbooks: Popovj Vasilij and Anti, Trajko, Zgodovina starega veka: za |. razred dstskih
Sol, Beograd: Narodna Prosveta, 1934.; Pofgovasilij and Anté, Trajko,Zgodovina srednjega veka
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Conclusion

In the period of Austro-Hungarian administratione tSouth Slavic groups, who later be-
came known as Slovenes, identified themselves doaprto the region and district in
which they lived. National identity, as well as theme of Slovenes, is by modernist histo-
rians considered as a modern phenomenon whichnatégd in the middle of focentury
and continued in the development in"2@ntury. The development of Slovene national
identity was influenced by being a part of the mmaltional Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and
Slovenes (later the state of Yugoslavia), which was of the most diverse and heteroge-
neous countries of Europe. This state united thtage-creating nations Serbs, Croats, and
Slovenes (and certainly other national minoritiesl athnicities within the Kingdom),
which shared different culture, history, languagel &ven religion. Besides Croats and
Serbs only the Slovenians developed its natioreitity before Yugoslavia. The Slovenes
willingly accepted the Yugoslav unification, whiearned them protection from threatening
neighbouring states. One of the most significaatuees of the Slovene national emancipa-
tion was Slovene language which provided an esdebésis for the development of a
common national identityAfter the Serb-Croatian language, the Slovene laggibecame
the second official language of Yugoslavia, whitsoabecame the only language of in-
struction in schools and consequently led towaed“8lovenianization” of cultural institu-
tions in the territory oDrava BanovinaHowever, the unitarian concept of Yugoslavism
started to clash with the multinational, multi-ethrmultilingual and multi-religious fea-
tures of the new state.

The Slovenes were suddenly in a situation in wkhely identified themselves as people
who talk with the same language and share unigltereubut at the same time determined
themselves as a part of the united Yugoslav nafite. pursue for the Slovene autonomy
and demand for the federative Yugoslav state shibeveffort of Slovene People’s Party to
espouse and support Slovenian interests and nhtaeraity. However, its policy cannot
be stated overall as anti-Yugoslav, which can len se the opportunistic and pragmatic
policy of Anton KoroSec realised by his cooperatpaitical activity with Croat auto-
nomists and parliamentary partnership with the @arbentralist. The Yugoslav nation is a
composition of different categories of nationalriiey which are overlapping and at the
same time consistent through the institutionalaratf Yugoslav nationhood.

Modernistic approaches toward conceptions of nadiwh nationalism state that one of
the most influential determinants which helpeddmf a modern natiois the educational
system. Control of the Yugoslav state over edunatisystem was reflected in the accept-
ance of the curriculum and the approval of thelteaks and other possible teaching mate-
rials according to which the teaching process tgidese. The curriculum of common
Yugoslav history emphasised the similarities, palgaland common ties in the histories of
Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes, though the main dake ¥ugoslav history was constructed
around the Serbian state history. During the 19B@sYugoslav state did not take the

za Il. razred me&anskih Sol Beograd: Narodna Prosveta, 1934.; Pofjovasilij and Antt, Trajko,
Zgodovina novega veka za lll. razred gatskih Sal Beograd: Narodna Prosveta, 1934.; Pofjovi
Vasilij and Anti, Trajko, Pregled kulturne in gospodarske zgodovinefeln jugoslovanske: za IV.
razred me&anskih Sal Beograd: Narodna Prosveta, 1934.
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stance of pure integrity but acknowledged tribaflitions, names and characteristics of the
Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes.

Discussion on Slovene national identity or natiamaisciousness certainly deserves more
space than this work offers. Therefore, furthelysia of the Slovene interwar textbooks is
required. For the possible further research, fuiggested to focus on the national identity
which could be more coherent with the territoridérntity in Drava Banovinabecause it
was the only territory within the first Yugoslawighich was nationally homogeneous.
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Slovene National Identity as a Part of Yugoslav idiy or as its Contradiction?

National identity plays an essential part in theal@oment of the idea of every nation’s
self-determination and national history. Natiorrnitity is a complex concept, which is not
easy to define, especially within the context ofdem, multinational states of the central
European area, such as Czechoslovakia or the KingafoSerbs, Croats and Slovenes,
which afterwards became Yugoslavia. The new sthféugoslavia was one of the most
diverse and heterogeneous countries of Europe,hwimited these three nations. Besides
Croats and Serbs the Slovenians also developedrtagonal identity before Yugoslavia.
The present study examines the duality of the natimlentity of the Slovene people within
the context of the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and/&les, during the interwar period of
20" century. The Slovenes willingly accepted the Yugosinification, which earned them
protection from threatening neighbouring statesweler, the unitarian concept of Yugo-
slavism started to clash with the multinational Jtirethnic, multilingual and multireligious
features of the new state. The Slovenes were sbddem situation in which they iden-
tified themselves as people who talk with the séanguage and share unique culture, but
at the same time identified themselves as parhefunited Yugoslav nation. The aim of
this study is to present the view of Slovene peaplg¢he Yugoslav identity and its influ-
ence on their self-determination. The study focymé&warily on the approach of the Slo-
venes towards their national identification. Thstfpart of the study deals with the Slovene
identity from the political discourse and the pedjve of theSlovenes people’s partyhe
second part deals with the reflection of the Slevehift towards nationalism in school
policies and history textbooks.



