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BELGRADE UNIVERSITY PROFESSORS
AFTER WORLD WAR I - “ENEMIES OF THE PEOPLE”
AND “HONEST INTELLIGENTSIA”

Abstract: The paper examines the relationship between the Yugoslav
communist government and the professors of the University of Belgrade during the
first decades after World War II. In the center of attention is the control over the
life and work of senior professors who belonged to the “bourgeois” pre-war
intelligentsia and the pressure exerted by state and party bodies on them to change
their ideological-political orientation, attitudes and habits. They were expected to
accept the new political and socio-economic order, to abandon the methodology of
“bourgeois”, “capitalist” science and adopt and apply the method of Marxism-
Leninism in science. In such conditions, a significant part of the teaching staff
resisted in various ways, but an equally significant number “gave in” over time,
adapted to new conditions, and often changed their position and accepted and
advocated the policies of the communist authorities. With the consolidation of the
new government and the state, that process gained strength. In the late 1950s and
early 1960s, a generational change took place at the University, the older
“bourgeois” professors retired as well, and younger teachers who were formed in the
new order came to the University in increasing numbers.

Keywords: University of Belgrade, professors, “bourgeois” intelligentsia,
Communist Party of Yugoslavia, ideology, Marxism-Leninism, identity,
generational change

Introduction - professors of the University of Belgrade
until the end of World War II

The University of Belgrade was founded in 1905 on the foundations of a
long cultural, educational and scientific development during the 19" century.
Since its foundation, it has represented the highest educational and scientific
institution of the Serbian, and then the Yugoslav state, and the main support and
driver of its social, economic, cultural, educational and scientific progress. The
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engine of the University was the teaching staff, who represented the very top of
the Serbian intellectual elite from the beginning. Initially, the Serbian intellectual
elite was formed mainly from educated Serbs from the Habsburg Monarchy, and
from the middle of the 19" century, an increasing number of intellectuals came
from Serbia. During the second half of the 19" century, they were mostly trained
in the most important European university centers, in Austria, Germany, France,
Switzerland. After returning to Belgrade, they were engaged at the Great School,
later at the University, founding new scientific disciplines and subjects, based on
the knowledge and methods of European science, and later engaged in the work
of the Serbian Royal Academy. At the same time, they played a significant role in
the political and social life of the country and strongly contributed to its progress.'

Among the first eight full-time professors who were appointed on the
same day when the Law on the University was passed on 27 February 1905 were:
chemist Sima Lozani¢, geologist Jovan Zujovi¢, historian Dragoljub Pavlovi¢,
historian Ljubomir Jovanovi¢, geographer Jovan Cviji¢, mathematician Mihailo
Petrovi¢ Alas at the Faculty of Philosophy; economist Mili¢ Radovanovi¢ at the
Faculty of Law; and architect Andra Stevanovi¢ at the Technical Faculty.” On the
University opening day, 2 October 1905, 52 teachers worked at the University, 28
at the Faculty of Philosophy, nine at the Faculty of Law and 15 at the Technical
Faculty. In addition to those mentioned, there were Porde Stanojevi¢, Bogdan
Popovi¢, Pavle Popovi, Zivojin DPordevi¢, Nikola Vuli¢, Branislav Petronijevic,
Stanoje Stanojevi¢, Aleksandar Beli¢, Jovan Skerli¢, Miloje Vasi¢, Radovan
Kosuti¢, Dragisa Duri¢ and others at the Faculty of Philosophy; Slobodan
Jovanovi¢, Bozidar Markovi¢, Zivojin Peri¢, Cedomilj Mitrovi¢, Kosta
Kumanudi, Velimir Bajki¢ and others at the Faculty of Law; and Bogdan
Gavrilovi¢, Svetozar Zorié, Stevan Markovié, Jefta Stefanovié, Nikola Nestorovié
and others at the Technical Faculty. Apart from Belgrade, they were educated at
the most prestigious universities and high technical schools throughout Europe,
in Vienna, Paris, Berlin, Zurich, Geneva, Lausanne, Freiburg, Tiibingen, Leipzig,

Paposan Camapimh, ,Hayka kox Cpba y XIX u XX Bexy*, y: Micmopuja cpnckoe napooa, V1/2,
yp. Augpej Murposuh (Beorpam: CK3, 1994), 462-505; Jby6unka Tprosuesuh, IInanupana
enuma. O cmydenmuma us Cpbuje na esponckum yHusepsumemuma y 19. eexy, (Beorpan:
Hcropujcku nnctutyT, 2003); Anexcanmap benuh, ITedecemozodummwuya Cpncke kpamescke
axademuje 1886-1936, k1. 1, (Beorpan: CKA, 1939-1941).

Brapera Temmnh, ,IlIkome u HacraBa®, y: Mcmopuja cpnckoe napoda, V1/2, 539-540; CuexxaHa
Bojosuh, 200 200una Beozpadckoz ynusepsumema 1808-2008, (Beorpap: ITpunrym, 2008), 88—
95; 360pHux 3axona u ypedaba o /Tuuejy, Benuxoj wikonu u Yruusepsumemy y beozpady, mpup.
Iparomy6 T. bBapannh, (Beorpan: HayuHna kmura, 1967), 178-180.
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Munich, Heidelberg, Karlsruhe, Dresden, Aachen, Liége, Graz, London, Prague,
Budapest, Krakow, Lviv, Moscow, Saint Petersburg, etc.” The number of teaching
staff of the University of Belgrade grew after its establishment and on the eve of
the First World War, in 1914, it reached the number of 89 teachers (about 120
teachers and assistants). The teaching staff was supplemented by the arrival of
young experts from various fields, also trained in prestigious European scientific
centers: Milutin Milankovi¢, Ivan Daja, Pavle Vujevi¢, Jovan Radoni¢ and others
at the Faculty of Philosophy; Toma Zivanovi¢, Lazar Markovi¢, Zivan Spasojevié,
Dorde Duri¢, and others at the Faculty of Law; Ivan Arnovljevi¢, A¢im Stevovic,
Dorde Mijovi¢, Petar Bajalovi¢, and others at the Technical Faculty.*

In the First World War, Belgrade university teachers fully put themselves
at the service of the state and the army and played a significant role in formulating
and then representing the Serbian war goals in the allied countries and
propagating the unification of the South Slavic peoples and the creation of the
Yugoslav state. They were engaged in drafting the program for the creation and
organization of the future state, determining its borders, propagating unification
through brochures, monographs, scientific and newspaper articles, professional
and popular lectures, participating in diplomatic propaganda missions (Rome,
Paris, London, Bucharest, Saint Petersburg, Washington). Ten teachers
participated in the work of the delegation of the Kingdom of SCS at the Peace
Conference in Paris and contributed to decision-making. Among the most active
professors during the First World War in promoting the unification and creation
of the Yugoslav state were Jovan Cviji¢, Slobodan Jovanovi¢, Aleksandar Beli¢,
Bogdan and Pavle Popovi¢, Nikola Vuli¢, Bozidar Markovi¢, Stanoje Stanojevic,
Lazar Markovi¢, Jovan Zujovi¢, Jovan Radoni¢, Tihomir Dordevi¢, and others.’

In the period between the two world wars, new faculties (Medicine,
Agriculture and Forestry, Theology, Veterinary) were founded and the number
of Belgrade university professors increased. Before World War II, there were
310 teachers and 239 assistants.® Young teachers were educated and trained

Cnomenuya o omseapawy Yrnueepsumema (Beorpam: JpxxaBHa mrammapuja KpamesuHe
Cpbuje, 1906), 90-154; Cmo 200una Punosopckoe paxynmema y beoepady 1863-1963, yp.
Panosan Camapyuh. (Beorpan: ®unosodcku dpaxynrer, 1963), 55-89.

YHusepsumemcke énacmu u npeened npedasarea 3a opyeu (nemwu) cemecmap 1913/14. wixoncke
200une, (beorpay: HoBa mramnapuja ,[JaBugosnh®, 1914).

Jbybunka TprosueBmh, Hayunuuu Cpbuje u cmeapare jyzocnosercke opxcase 1914-1920.
(Beorpan: CK3, 1986).

IIpeened npedasarva 3a nemtvu cemecmap uikoncke 1940/41. eodune, (Beorpay: YHusepsurer,
1941).
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more and more in Belgrade, but still to a large extent abroad, primarily in
France. They continued to be the top of the intellectual elite and contributed,
above all, to the teaching and research work and development of the University
and faculties, but also to the general socio-political and cultural-educational
development of the state, the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and
Slovenes/Yugoslavia.” The university elite came primarily from Serbia, then
from Vojvodina and to a lesser extent from other Yugoslav provinces, but the
overwhelming majority was of Serbian nationality. Only Russian emigrants, of
whom there were 74 in teaching positions until World War II, were found in
greater numbers at the University of Belgrade.® In the interwar period, the
professors of Belgrade University shaped their political attitudes and viewpoints
in relation to basic national and social issues in accordance with the dynamic
and complex development of the socio-political situation in the country. They
were faced with issues of national unity, organization of the state, solving the
Serbo-Croatian issue. They were both in power and in the opposition; among
them there were radicals, democrats, republicans, socialists, supporters of the
agricultural movement; most were supporters of unitary centralism and, much
less, of federalism or giving autonomy to historical provinces. Some of them
accepted the concept of integral Yugoslavia in the early 1930s, while others at
the end of that decade, in new historical conditions, strove to put the Serbian
national question and its solution first, primarily through activities in the
Serbian Cultural Club. From an ideological point of view, the Serbian university
elite in the interwar period belonged to one of three ideological circles: liberal-
democratic, socialist or conservative. All three circles had their prominent
representatives among Belgrade university professors, and belonging to a
certain circle in the interwar period largely determined their behavior and
destinies during World War II and after it.’

Jby6onpar JIumuh, ,,YHusepsurer y Beorpafy kao HayqHM ¥ KyITypHU YnHWIaL 1929-1941°
y: Yuueepsumem y Beozpady 1838-1988, 36opuux padosa, yp. Hyman Taruh u Bopbuje
Yckokosuh, (Beorpam: Yuusepsurer, 1988), 209-240; Jbyboppar HOumwuh, Kyamypua
nonumuxa Kpamwesune Jyeocnasuje 1918-1941, I1I (beorpan: Cry6oBu Kyntype, 1996), 339-371;
Hcmopuja Beozpada, I1I, yp. Baca Uybpunosuh, (Beorpan: Ilpocsera, 1974), 320-336; Milutin
Milankovi¢, Seanja (Beograd: Dereta, 2020), 358-375; Baca Uybpunosuh, Ceharwa, (beorpa:
Vukoti¢ Media, 2022), 310-334, 410-436.

IOparomup Bouyuh, Pycku emuepanmu npogecopu beozpadckoz ynusepsumema, (Beorpan:
Apxunenar-VIHCTUTYT 3a caBpeMeHy ucropujy, 2023), 75-100, 111.

Milosav Jani¢ijevi¢, Stvaralacka inteligencija meduratne Jugoslavije, (Beograd: Institut
drustvenih nauka, 1984); B. Uy6punosuh, #. 0., 437-488; Jb. Qumuh, Kynmypra nonumuxa
Kpamesune Jyzocnasuje 1918-1941, 111, 506-560.
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The development of the University and the university elite was suddenly
and tragically interrupted by World War II and the occupation of the country.
During the war years, many university professors were arrested, imprisoned in
camps in Germany or in Serbia where some were executed; individuals
collaborated with one of the conflicting parties in the civil war (the partisan
movement or the Ravna Gora movement) or with the Germans and the Serbian
administration under occupation; most of them were passive and faced the
hardships of life under occupation. A number of senior teachers, among them
some of the founders of the University from 1905, died before or during the war
(Stanoje Stanojevi¢, Dragoslav Jovanovi¢, Vladimir Corovi¢, Vasilj Popovic,
Dragisa Duri¢, Mihailo Petrovi¢ Alas, Bogdan Popovi¢, Pavle Popovi¢, Mihailo
1li¢, Porde Tasi¢, Nikola Vuli¢, etc.).'” While during the First World War they
had played a major role in defining war goals and creating a new state, during
World War II the professors of the University of Belgrade did not stand out
significantly in the creation of a new socialist federation. The number of
university professors in the ranks of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia and the
People's Liberation Movement was small, and their ideological and political
convictions were mostly incompatible with the revolutionary takeover of power,
the dictatorship of the proletariat, the one-party Soviet state and other political
and socio-economic phenomena and processes after the end of World War II.

Communist rule, the University and the intelligentsia

The end of World War II, the liberation of the country from the occupiers
and the coming to power of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia brought radical
political and socio-economic changes and placed the University and university
professors in completely new conditions of life and activity. After the victory in
the war and the revolution, the Communist Party took power and started building
a new state and socio-economic system based on its program and political and
ideological settings. The party took all the levers of power into its own hands and
established the “dictatorship of the proletariat”, a one-party system in which,
through its bodies, state institutions, army, police, propaganda and mass

10 Dragomir Bondzi¢, ,,Serbian Intelectual Elite in 1941, in: Repeating History 1941-1991? Two
break-ups of Yugoslavia as repeated history? Serbian perspectives, editors Predrag J. Markovi¢
and Bojan B. Dimitrijevi¢, (Belgrade: Institute for Contemporary History, 2021), 171-192
doi:10.29362/2589.bon.171-192; Dragomir Bondzi¢, ,, The Fate of the Professors of Belgrade
University under German Occupation, 1941-1944%, Totalitarian and 20th Century Studies,
Tom 2/vol. 2, Warsaw (2018), 170-184.
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organizations, it managed, directed and supervised all state, political, social,
economic, cultural-educational, scientific and everyday activities, events and
movements. "'

Even before the end of the war, at the end of 1944 and during 1945,
control over the University was taken over and its reconstruction and
preparations for the start of work were supervised. The basic tasks of this old
institution in the new political and socio-economic system were immediately
formulated, and were later elaborated more concretely and adapted to the
domestic and foreign political movements and needs of the ruling party, the
introduction of a planned economy, the conflict with the Soviet Union, etc. In the
new society, the university was viewed primarily as a “factory of cadres” that was
necessary for its construction and functioning and for the realization of the party's
ambitious plans in reforming the state, society, economy, and cultural and
scientific work. The university had to be “cleansed” of the “bourgeois tradition”
that had been developed for several decades and of the “objectivist” science
characteristic of the “reactionary” systems of the Western capitalist countries and
the pre-war Kingdom of Yugoslavia. In the “new time” and at the “new socialist
University” there was no place for autonomy, which was immediately suppressed
and neglected. On the contrary, the University, teaching and science were to be
imbued with the politics and ideology of the ruling party, the ideology of
Marxism-Leninism, which was considered the “only correct” scientific method,
and shaped after the model that existed in the first country of socialism, the Soviet
Union. The “new socialist intelligentsia”, which was necessary for the
construction of a new state and the economic and cultural-educational
development foreseen in the first five-year plan and the construction of socialism
in general, had to be educated on those bases."

However, it was precisely for the construction of the “new intelligentsia”
that the new authorities needed the old teaching staff, formed on the basis of
“bourgeois”, “objectivist” science and educated in the large European scientific
centers of Central and Western Europe. The Party distrust towards those teachers,
stemmed from the very essence of the communist ideology, which was not inclined
to intellectuals who were considered hesitant, insecure, subject to individualism
and skepticism, and incapable of unquestioningly implementing party directives

' Branko Petranovi¢, Istorija Jugoslavije, I1I knjiga, (Beograd: Nolit, 1988), 29-58, 67-78.
Dragomir BondZi¢, Beogradski univerzitet 1944-1952, (Beograd: Institut za savremenu istoriju,
2004), 103-136, 207-216; Ljubodrag Dimi¢, Agitprop kultura. Agitpropovska faza kulturne
politike u Srbiji 1945-1952. (Beograd: Rad, 1988), 95-119.

156



Belgrade University Professors after World War IL...

and positions. Their origin, education in the West, belonging to the middle class
and predominantly political orientation towards Serbian civil parties and liberal
capitalism and parliamentary democracy in the interwar period, additionally fueled
distrust and suspicion of the new government.” The ideology of Marxism-
Leninism opposed the view that the intelligentsia was a separate social stratum and
considered that it had to be divided into those who remained in the “positions of
the bourgeoisie” and those who approached the working class. Therefore, the Party
took measures to eliminate or win over the “inherited intelligentsia”, while its
primary goal was to create a “new socialist intelligentsia”. '

Such policy of the Communist Party led to a detailed re-examination of the
attitudes and actions of old university teachers in the political life of interwar
Yugoslavia, especially during World War II and the occupation and the attitude
towards the revolution, the new regime and socialist construction in the first post-
war years. Comprehensive control was carried out through the party bodies, the
student organization, the teachers themselves who supported of the regime, as well
as through the secret police, the State Security Administration (UDB). Based on
detailed supervision, the party and state educational authorities formulated and
implemented their policy at the University and their attitude towards each
individual teacher, adapting that policy to the objective circumstances and needs of
building a new state and society. That policy ranged from conflict and “elimination”
(removal from the University), through mutual tolerance and compromise, to
pressure and change of ideological-political attitudes (ideological-political identity)
of individual teachers and their transition, real or only apparent, to positions of
power Communist parties and ideologies of Marxism-Leninism."

University professors —
number, structure and attitude towards the new government

The issue of teaching staff was one of the most important after World
War II and caused great concern to the management of all Belgrade University
faculties. The gap in professional staff caused by the war was especially felt among

Kocra Huxomuh, Bomuwesusayuja KIIJ 1919-1929. Mcmopujcke nocneduue (Beorpap:
VIHCTUTYT 3a caBpeMeHy ucropujy, 1994), 35, 69-72, 166.

Zivorad Dordevi¢, Za i protiv inteligencije (Beograd: Istrazivacko-izdavacki centar SSO Srbije,
1979).

D. Bondzi¢, Beogradski univerzitet 1944-1952, 238-282; Iparomup bouumh, Yuusepsumem y
coyujanusmy. Bucoko wixoncmeo y Cpbuju 1950-1960, (Beorpan: VIHCTUTYT 3a caBpeMeHY
ucropujy, 2010), 314-318.
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younger research associates, from which new university teachers had to evolve.
During the war years, a number of teachers were killed in hostilities or died of
natural causes. In addition, after the liberation of Belgrade at the end of 1944, the
new government, in a revolutionary frenzy, shot four teachers of the University
of Belgrade, and then in May 1945, by the decision of the Court of Honor, 37
teachers and assistants were removed from the University, 19 of whom had
already left the country. Later, already during the first post-war academic year,
several teachers were retired due to old age or for ideological reasons.'® Many
departments had vacancies, and the job announcements for teachers and
assistants remained without results, because often there were no registered
candidates or they did not meet the set requirements. Experts from the economy
are engaged in teaching (with great resistance from companies and problems),
and assistant teaching staff are engaged among the more successful students. "

Nevertheless, the number of teaching and assistant teaching staft of the
University of Belgrade was constantly increasing in the post-war years. From 395
teachers and assistants in the 1945/46 school year, that number rose to 458 in the
following school year, to 1,863 in 1950/51 school year, and to 2,250 in 1959/60.
Despite the constant increase, the number of teachers and assistants still did not
manage to keep up with the rapid increase in the number of students, so the lack
of teaching staff was a constant problem of the University.
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Number of teachers and assistants at the University of Belgrade 1945-1960."

' D. BondZi¢, Beogradski univerzitet 1944-1952, 82-85; [I. Bouyuh, Ynusepsumem 'y
coyujanusmy. 318-319; Momumno Mutposuh, Mszybmene unysuje. Ilpunosu 3a opyuimseny
ucmopujy Cpouje 1944-1952. (Beorpan: VInctutyt 3a HoBujy ucropujy Cpbuje, 1997), 114-138.

17 Ipxasunu apxus Cpéuje (IAC), doun Yuusepsurer y beorpany (VB), apxuscka kisura 58,
WsBemTaj o pagy Yuusepsutera 1946/47; Vicro, Ctame Ha KaTefipama, 14. 5. 1946.

8 Fakulteti, visoke i viSe $kole-studenti i nastavnici u zimskom semestru $k. 1954/55. god. (sa
retrospektivom od 1845), Bilten, (Beograd: Zavod za statistiku NRS, 1956), 2-3, 17-18;
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In the first post-war years, among the University teachers there were still
people born in the 1860s, 1870s and 1880s, but those born in the last decade of
the 19™ and the first decade of the 20™ century prevailed. Among the professors
there were still several “founding fathers”, teachers who were among the first at
the University in 1905 (Aleksandar Beli¢, Miloje Vasi¢) as well as teachers who
worked at the University before the First World War (Milutin Milankovi¢, Ivan
Daja, Pavle Vujevi¢, Milivoje Lozani¢, Dragomir Andonovi¢, and others). The
vast majority of teachers came to the University in the interwar period (Viktor
Novak, Vladeta Popovi¢, Milo§ Duri¢, Stevan Jakovljevi¢, Aleksandar Kosti¢,
Kosta Todorovi¢, Porde Nesi¢, Ksenofon Sahovi¢, Sinisa Stankovié, Jovan
Karamata, Tadija Pejovi¢, Dragoljub Jovanovi¢, Jovan Pordevi¢, Mihailo
Konstantinovi¢, Milan Bartos, Radivoje Kasanin, Aleksandar Deroko, Bogdan
Nestorovi¢, Aleksandar Leko, etc.)."” The largest number of teachers were born in
Serbia, and significantly fewer in Croatia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro,
Vojvodina and Russia. The ethnic composition was quite uniform. According to
data from the school year 1948/49, there were 427 teachers and 247 assistants at
Belgrade University. Among the teachers were 396 Serbs (92.74%), five Croats,
five Montenegrins, three Slovenians, three Macedonians, 12 Russians and three
“others”; among the assistants were 220 Serbs (89.06%), three Croats, eight
Montenegrins, three Slovenians, three Macedonians, seven Russians and three
“others”.* Therefore, persons of Serbian ethnicity prevailed, and a large group
were also the remnants of the pre-war Russian emigration, which slowly
decreased in number, although it was supplemented by younger emigrants
educated at Yugoslav universities in the interwar period.”

In the assessments written for all teachers and assistants of the University
of Belgrade for Russian professors, the important ideological and political
disqualifications “Russian emigrant by nationality” and “left Russia as a White

Mseewmaj o pady Yuueepsumema y wxonckoj 1957/58. eoounu, (Beorpan: YHuBepsurer y
Beorpany, 1958), 30; Izvestaj o radu Univerziteta u Skolskoj 1960/61. godini, (Beograd:
Univerzitet u Beogradu, 1961), 60-61, 79.

IIpeened npedasarva 3a nemwu cemecmap wixoncke 1947/1948, (beorpan: Hayusa kibura, 1948);
Univerzitet i visoke Skole u FNRJ, (Beograd: Savet za nauku i kulturu Vlade FNRJ, 1950).

% Apxus Jyrocmasuje (AJ), dorn MuHMCTapcTBO 3a HayKy M KyaTypy Bmame ®HPJ, 316-60,
HanyoHanHM cacTaB HAacTaBHOT M IIOMONHOT HacTaBHOT oco6/ka Ha beorpamckoMm
yauBepsutety 1948. In this source, the total number of teachers is different compared to the
previously presented statistical review (674 versus 689). The sources often contain different data
depending on whether the beginning or the end of the year, the calendar year or the academic
year, part-time staff, etc. is taken into account.

2 . bouyuh, Pycku emuepanmu npopecopu beoepadckoe ynusepsumema, 104-118.
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Guardsmen” were always emphasized. ** Besides, the characteristics of other
teachers also contained information about their nationality, so that, in addition
to the vast majority of Serbs, for Viktor Novak, a professor at the Faculty of
Philosophy, it was stated that he was “a Croat by nationality” but also “a typical
idealistic propagandist of Yugoslav nationalism before the war, who is looking for
a way to adapt to the new circumstances that arose after liberation”. He adapted
well to those circumstances, regularly participated in the Marxism-Leninism
course and followed the development of historical sciences in the Soviet Union.
Regardless, it was considered that he was a Freemason and that “reactionaries”

who resisted the party's views gathered around him in the Faculty Council.®

Jorjo
Tadi¢, assistant professor of the History of the New Century at the Faculty of
Philosophy, was also a Croat, while Petar Kolendi¢ from the same faculty, a native
of Dubrovnik, declared himself a Serb of the Catholic faith. It was estimated that
Tadi¢ is a freemason, an “opportunist” and that he does not make an effort to “get
to know” and apply Marxism-Leninism, as well as Kolendi¢, who, however,
“completely adopted our policy and took the correct position in matters of
country building”** Novak, Kolendi¢ and Tadi¢ were distinctly Yugoslav
oriented, and at the end of the 1960s, towards the end of his life, Tadi¢ even
strongly opposed the strengthening of Croatian nationalism, openly considered
himself a Yugoslav, and Serbs and Croats as one nation, “regardless of what is
being thought, written and prescribed about it today”.”

Much more significant and dynamic was the structure of Belgrade
university teachers according to their political orientation. As mentioned, among
them there were individuals of different political and ideological orientations.
Most of them advocated liberal democratic views and the preservation of the

capitalist system, with smaller or larger social reforms and interventions in the

2 Ibid, 244-245.

» AJ, doun Caser 3a HayKy u KynTypy Bmame ®HPJ, 317-67-92, Kapakrepucruka Bukropa
HoBaka, 1949. Abour Novak see: [Iparomby6 Joanosuh, Medamonu, k. I, (Beorpapn:
Crny>x6eHn rmacHuk, 2008), 402-405.

2 AJ, 317-67-92, Kapakrepucruxe Jopja Taguha n Ilerpa Komenpguha, 1949. At the Faculty of
Philosophy, Radosav Bogkovi¢, Vido Latkovi¢, and Vlado Draskovi¢ declared themselves
Montenegrins, while Fanula Papazoglu declared herself Macedonian (Ibid, Kapakrepuctuke
HacraBHuKa Ounosodcekor dakynrera, 1949). Information on the nationality of teachers can
also be found in biographies in the fund of the Ministry of Science and Culture of the FNRY
(folders 60-63)) in the Archives of Yugoslavia and files in the funds of the University of Belgrade
and the Ministry of Education of Serbia in the State Archives of Serbia.

% Jopjo Tapguh, ,Cabmactu kpyxe Jyrocnasujom”, Mcmopujcxu uaconuc, ki, XVIIL, (1971), 45-
52.
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development of the state and society. In any case, those who were members of the
Communist Party or who had publicly expressed closeness to its ideology and
agreed with radical political changes before the war, the revolutionary seizure of
power and the introduction of the one-party system and the “dictatorship of the
proletariat” were rare. According to party records, at the end of World War II
there were only two full-time professors who were pre-war members of the Party
(Pavle Savi¢ and DuSan Nedeljkovi¢, participants of the National Liberation
Movement, after the war full-time professors and members of the Serbian
Academy of Sciences).”® Back in November 1946, the University Committee of
the Communist Party of Serbia complained in a report to the City Committee
that “we have great difficulties in the work of the professors' cell, considering that
we have few Party members and that most of them are younger Party members,
and also younger in age, so they do not have enough authority among the others
teachers”.”

The situation, from the party's point of view, did not improve even later.
Party authorities closely monitored the political situation at individual faculties
and faculty councils and assessed and categorized the political commitment of
each teacher, especially the senior ones who had great authority. Among the
numerous reports and analyses, the study on the political composition of full-
time professors and assistants at the University of Belgrade from 1945 to 1949
stands out. According to this document, the number of full-time professors who
were members of the KPJ in 1946 was 2, and the same number was in 1949 (while
the total number of full-time professors in that period increased from 48 to 82).
Number of assistants who were members and candidates of the KP in 1945/46
was 11, 17 in 1946/7, 35 in 1947/8, and 74 in 1948/9; the total number of assistants
in that period increased from 85 to 290, so that in 1945/6 there were 9%
Communists, and 25.5% in 1948/9.%

At the end of the 1940s, apart from the pre-war communists full-time
professors Pavle Savi¢ and Dusan Nedeljkovi¢, prominent members of the Party at
the University were also associate professors, assistant professors, lecturers, part-
time teachers and assistants: Sini$a Stankovi¢, Vlado Vidovié, Simeon Grozdanié,
Ernest Stipani¢, Dimitrije Vucenov, Radovan Lali¢, Kre$imir Georgijevi¢, Svetozar

% D. Bondzi¢, Beogradski univerzitet 1944-1952, 238-241.

¥ ,Univerzitetski komitet KPS-Gradskom komitetu, br. 1743, 5. 11. 1946, u: Zapisnici i izvestaji
univerzitetskog komiteta KPS 1945-1948, prir. Mom¢ilo Mitrovi¢ i Dorde Stankovi¢ (Beograd:
Centar za marksizam Univerziteta, 1985), 119.

2% IAC, donn Munucrapcrso 3a Hayky u kyntypy HPC (MHK), daci. 9, ITopacT u cacras

HacTaBHOT 11 MoMohHOr HacTaBHOT Kafpa 1o daxynrernma, 1950.
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Brki¢, Dragoslav Jankovi¢, Dragisa Ivanovi¢, Radivoj Uvali¢, Mirko Markovic,
Dburo Mikijelj, Dusan Dohcevi¢, Borislav Bozovi¢, Julijana Bogicevi¢, BozZica
Okrajnov, Dragomir Mali¢, Rajko Tomovi¢, Borislav Lili¢, Durde Boskovi¢, Toma
Bunusevac, Jovan Drakuli¢, RuZica Guzina, Kosovka Kosti¢, and others.”

Apart from the communists, since the end of the war, party politics at the
University was systematically represented by a number of teachers of different
titles and positions, but of great influence at the University and in society:
Aleksandar Beli¢, Stevan Jakovljevi¢, Stefan Delineo, Milan Bartos, Jovan
Dordevi¢, Viktor Novak, Vasa Cubrilovié, Sreten Vukosavljevié, Kirilo Savi¢, etc.
They were sincere or calculated, loyal “companions” or “sympathizers” of the
Party from the beginning. On the other hand, most of the teachers were passive,
while there were a certain number of “enemies” or “irreversible enemies” in all
faculties. In June 1949, the percentage of Party members and candidates among
teachers was 12.3%, and among assistants 18.3%, which was to be expected
considering that these were younger people closer to the Party and more
susceptible to its propaganda; “sympathizers” and “passives” made up about one
third of both teaching and assistant staff; “enemies” of the Party and the new
regime made up about 18% of the number of teaching staff and about 16% of the
number of assistants, which in both cases was a significant percentage.”

Teachers Assistants
KP members and candidates 60 12,3% 50 18,2%
Sympathizers 172 35,3% 93 33,6%
Passives 165 33,9% 88 31,8%
Enemies 89 18,3% 45 16,3%
Total 486 100% 276 100%

Political structure of teachers and assistants of the University
and large schools in Belgrade in June 1949*'

»  Zapisnik sa pretkongresne konferencije Partijske Celije nastavnika i administratora
Beogradskog univerziteta, 10. 6. 19487, w: Zapisnici i izvestaji univerzitetskog komiteta KPS
1945-1948, 375-379; ,,Zapisnik sa sastanka osnovne organizacije nastavnika ¢lanova KPS, 1. 9.
1948”, w: Zapisnici i izvestaji univerzitetskog komiteta KPS 1948-1952, prir. Mom¢ilo Mitrovi¢
i Dorde Stankovi¢ (Beograd: Centar za marksizam Univerziteta, 1987), 45-51.

* AJ, 317-21, CTpykTypa HacTaBHOI } IIOMONHOT HacTaBHOI 0COO/ba Ha YHUBEpP3UTETy U
BE/IMKMM IIKOJIaMa I10 TIOIATMYKOM OIpefie/berby, jyH 1949.

31 Ibid. From 1948 to 1954, the University of Belgrade was divided into the University (Faculties
of Philosophy, Sciences and Mathematics, Law, Agriculture, Forestry, Veterinary Medicine and
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“Enemies” - “removal” of university professors

All the mentioned groups were carefully registered by the party
authorities who made reviews of the political situation, and based on them they
performed “differentiation” and acted through the student organization,
university and state bodies, and sometimes through the police. “Enemies” had to
be kept under control and, as a last resort, removed from the University if they
represented a threat and if they could be replaced in classes. The majority of
passive teachers, who did not belong to the category of “irreparable enemies”, had
to be won over, “re-educated”, their ideological-political attitudes changed and
classified as “honest intelligentsia” (or at least kept under control).

In the new socio-political circumstances, the university intelligentsia
could decide to resist or to adapt to the new society and change fundamental
political and ideological positions. After the “purge” at the University
immediately after the liberation (the decision of the Court of Honor), a few
teachers openly showed their disagreement with the political changes and policies
of the ruling party. Some of them were removed from the University by the end
of the 1940s: Dragoljub Jovanovi¢, Miodrag Ac¢imovi¢, Dusan Panteli¢, Porde
Mirkovi¢, Milan Vladisavljevi¢ and Milivoje Markovi¢ from the Faculty of Law;
Dura Filipovi¢ from the Faculty of Veterinary Medicine; Kajica Milanov, Tatomir
Vukanovié, Momdilo Zeraveié, from the Faculty of Philosophy; Radoje Tadi¢,
Tihomir Simi¢, Svetislav Vujovi¢ from the Faculty of Medicine. After the conflict
with the Cominform in 1948, several KPJ teachers were arrested and expelled
from the University: Mirko Markovi¢, Dusan Dohcevi¢, Obren Blagojevic,
Predrag Vlasini¢, Porde Peji¢, Jovan Drakuli¢, Jelena Bogdanovi¢, Milovan
Bogdanovi¢, Vladimir Spasojevi¢, Markov Vranjesevi¢, Dimitrije Pejovi¢, Milena
Jankovi¢, Borislav Bozovi¢, and Dr. Vojislav Zadina from the Technical Great
School was arrested in 1949 for “sabotage”, but was soon released. In the late
1940s and early 1950s, a number of teachers of the Faculty of Medicine who were
considered “enemies” were excluded from teaching (DuSan Bori¢, Vojislav
Arnovljevi¢ and Svetislav Barjaktarovi¢ 1949; Aleksandar Kosti¢ and Jevrem
Nedeljkovi¢ 1952; Ilija Dimitrijevi¢, Milan Prica, Milan Foti¢, Milivoje Milosevi¢,

Theology), the Medical Great School (Faculty of Medicine, Pharmacy and Dentistry) and the
Technical Great School (Faculties of Architecture, Civil Engineering, Electrical Engineering,
Mechanical Engineering, Technology, Geology and Mining). (D. BondZi¢, Beogradski
univerzitet 1944-1952, 114-117).
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Vandel Tasi¢, Nikola Mirjani¢, Nikola Maksimovi¢ 1953; Smilja Kosti¢-Joksi,
Laza Stanojevi¢, Mitar Mitrovi¢, Slobodan Pordevi¢ 1954.%

However, the removal of teachers from the University was proposed only
in extreme cases and was not always implemented. And when a particular teacher
was characterized as an “irreconcilable enemy”, “enemy of today”, “reactionary”,

» . » o«

“freemason”, “idealist”, “passive”, “apolitical”, “leader of the opposing clique”,
“pro-Western oriented”, “collaborator of foreign services”, and even when he was
accused of “sins” from the interwar period and the time of occupation, and a note
was made that he “should be removed from the University”, not everything was
over. We have seen that such teachers were numerous at all faculties and
necessary for the construction of a new elite, and thus also for the “construction
of socialism”, and their removal would certainly endanger teaching and scientific

work. The basic condition for the unfit teacher to be removed was to find an

32

JAC, VB, dacu. 84, Yrnamame HactaBHOT 0co6/pa; [JAC, MHK, dacu. 15, Bpoj nckpydennx
npodecopa ca beorpanckor ynusepsurera, 20. 9. 1949; Cnmcak MCK/by4eHUX HacTaBHMKA
Beorpanckor yHuBepautera, 1949; JAC, ponn MepuumHcka Benuka mkona (MBIII), dac,. 28,
29, 33, Ilepconanmna mnrama; JJAC, BUA, II, 111, l'ogymrsmy nsBemraj Y HMBep3UTeTa M BETMKIX
mkoma 1949; AJ, ¢oun K CKJ, 507, VIII, VII-5, k-38, M3BemrTaj Y][Ib-e o cramy Ha
¢daxynretuma, 10. 11. 1951; Victopujcku apxus Beorpapa (VIAB), donn I'pancku komutet (I'K),
¢dacu. 516, VMudopmanuje o mpoyyaBamwy mucma 1K KIIJ u cnposobewmy omnyka Ha
beorpanckoM yHuBep3utety, 22. 3. 1952; D. Bondzi¢, Beogradski univerzitet 1944-1952, 256
263; IOparomup Bouymh, ,,KomyHmcTiuka BracT u HacTaBHMIM MeIUIIMHCKOT (aky/nTeTa y
Beorpapy 1945-19557, y: Mcmopuja meduyune, papmayuje u HapooHe meduuune. 360pHuk
padosa, yp. Momuuno IlaBnosuh (Beorpapg-3ajedap: VIHCTUTYT 3a caBpeMeHY UCTOPUY —
Wcropujcku apxus ,, Tumouxa KpajMHa”, 2007), 117-120; Bojucmnas Koctuh, >Kusom ca
Henpebontum 6onom y oyuiu (IIpo. Op Anexcandap Kocmuh 1893-1983), (Beorpan: [lparanuh,
2004); Iparomup bouyuh, ,,Jparomy6 Josanosuh u beorpancku yHuBepsurer”, JpyuimeeHo-
NOMUMUYKA U HAY4HA Mucao u denamuocm Jpazomyba Josanosuha, yp. Anexcanpap Kocrih
(Beorpam: CAHY, 2019), 169-186; Ivana Panteli¢ i Dragomir Bondzi¢, LZivot i rad Smilje
Kosti¢-Joksi¢ (1895-1981) profesorke Medicinskog fakulteta u Beogradu”, u: Naucnice u
drustvu, Radovi sa konferencije, ur. Lada Stevanovi¢, Mladena Preli¢ Miroslava Luki¢
Krstanovi¢ (Beograd: Etnografski institut SANU, 2020), 351-360; Dragomir Bondzi¢, ,, The
Repercussions of the Tito-Stalin Split in 1948 on the University of Belgrade”, in: The Tito-Stalin
Split 70 Years After, Tvrtko Jakovina & Martin Previsi¢ (eds), (Zagreb-Ljubljana: University of
Zagreb, Faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences-University of Ljubljana, Faculty of Arts,
2020), 75-86 doi:10.17234/9789531758031; On repression in Serbia see: Srdan Cvetkovié,
Izmedu srpa i cekica. Represija u Srbiji 1944-1953 (Beograd: Institut za savremenu istoriju,
2006); Harama Mwmnhesuh, ,KoMmyHucruuka crparermja mmpema CpIICKOj MHTETMUTEHIIUjU
1944-1950”, y: Cpbu u Jyeocnaeuja. Ipuasa, opywimeo, nonumukd. 360pHux padosa, yp.
Mowmunno Vcuh (Beorpan: VIHcTuTyT 3a HOBMjY ucropujy Cpbuje, 2007), 293-297; Haranura
Mwnmuhesuh, Jyeocnosencka énacm u cpncxo epaharncmeo 1944-1950 (Beorpap; ViHcTHTYyT 32
HoBujy ucropujy Cpbuje, 2009), 237-406.
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adequate professional replacement, which was not easy, sometimes impossible.
Only in the case when a teacher was openly and publicly hostile and represented
a political danger (for example, Dragoljub Jovanovi¢), no consideration was given
to replacing him, and repression was resorted to so that such person would not
“corrupt the student youth”. In the meantime, unfit teachers were tolerated and
monitored, and their characteristics usually ended with the statements “usable”,
“usable for now”, “should be used”, etc.”

Such an example is the characteristic of the prominent scientist, professor
and academician Milutin Milankovi¢ from 1949: “By political orientation, he
belongs to a well-known mathematical clique. He does not know Marxism-
Leninism at all, nor is he interested in it. He is not felt at all in the teachers'
council. We consider him to be our political enemy and that he will die as such.
We think he can be used until it dies.” (underlined by D. B.).** Prominent
professor and academician, biologist Ivan Daja was considered a “politically
incorrigible reactionary”, who came from a “grand-bourgeois family” and
opposed Soviet science as “semi-barbaric”. Because of all this, in the report on 16
March 1949, it was pointed out that “he should be removed from the faculty”, but
a little later it was added that “as a teacher he is good and popular” and “in this
respect he can be used, which is the only reason why he should still be kept at the
university”. **

The biggest supporters of radical measures at the University and the
removal of teaching staff were the bodies of the State Security Administration
(UDB) in charge of the University and the party organization at the University.
Officials at UDB were convinced that the repressive measures had a positive effect
and calmed the “enemies” at the faculties. Thus, the 1949 report on the work at
the Medical College (MVS) said that “the hostile work among the teachers was
weakened” and there were no hostile outbursts, and that was since the time when
Dr. Vojislav Arnovljevi¢, Dr. Dusan Bori¢ and Dr. Svetislav Barjaktarevi¢ were
expelled from the faculty (January 1949), as they were the main obstacle to the
implementation of the political line at the MVS. It was recorded that since then

3 AJ, ¢poun Kommrer 3a mkone m nHayky OHPJ, 315-14-31, Kapaxrepuctuke; AJ, 316-61,
Kapakreprctuke HacraBHuKa, 1949; AJ, CHK, 317-67-92, lpeomomko IOMUTIYKE
KapakTepuctuke mpodecopa VYuusepsurera, 1949; IOAC, MHK, dacy. 15, 16, 17,
Kapakrepucrtuke HacraBHmka 1949-1950; IAC, ¢onpy Kommrer 3a HayyHe yCTaHOBe,
yHuBep3uteT u Benmuke mxone HP Cp6uje (KHYYBII), dact. 104, Kapakrepuctuke pagHuka
Hay4YHUX ycraHoBa 1949-1950.

*  AJ, 316-70, Kapaxrepucruka gp Munyruna Mutankosuha.

*  AJ, 316-70, Kapaxrepucruka gp ViBana Baje, 16. 3. 1949. u npyra HefaTupaHa.
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“the work of one of the most pronounced enemies among teachers, Professor
Aleksandar Kosti¢, has weakened considerably.” Kosti¢, however, was still
intensively monitored, it was noted that he was gathering “reactionary-minded
doctors” around him, and it was considered that his removal from the faculty
“would give positive results”. Also under surveillance was Kosti¢'s wife, Smilja
Kosti¢-Joksi¢, who “often acted in a hostile manner”, and by wiretapping the
phone it was established that she “maintains some dubious connections with the
Americans”. In general, UDB considered that the hostile orientation of the
teaching staff was a big problem even when there were no significant hostile
outbursts.”® The removal of Assistant Professor Milivoje Markovi¢ in 1949,
according to the UDB reporter, also “significantly contributed to the
improvement of the political situation” at the Faculty of Law because “an insolent
and open enemy” who “exposed many of our institutions to ridicule” during
lectures was expelled.”” At the end of October 1950, the University party
organization submitted a proposal for the removal (or retirement and transfer to
another institution) of over 40 teachers from the University and large schools
with a proposal for an adequate replacement. The list included members of the
Party and associates of the new government (Baja Baji¢, Svetozar Brki¢, Sreten
Vukosavljevi¢, etc.). However, higher authorities insisted that teachers and
assistants who did not have a replacement provided, but were useful at the faculty
as experts, should not be removed until an adequate replacement was found, and
in some cases they did not agree with the removal proposal even if there was a
replacement.”

“Associates” and “companions” - surveillance and distrust

On the other hand, the views of the vast majority of teachers, even when
they were considered “hostile”, were not dangerous to the ruling party and were
not severely sanctioned. The Party closely monitored and recorded, but also
tolerated, the obvious mistrust, reticence, skepticism and criticism that were

% NAC, ¢onp BUA, II, 111, Togmiumsy usBemrtaj 1949. MeamiymHCKa BelnmMkKa INKOa. As

mentioned, A. Kosti¢ was removed from the faculty in 1952, and S. Kosti¢-Joksi¢ in 1954.
37

HAC, BUA, 11, 111, Fogumssyu usBemmTaj 1949. Ilpasan (baKyJITeT.
#  IAC, MHK, dacu. 9, Ilpemnor 3a ymamerse HAacTaBHMKA ¥ acucTeHaTa ca Beorpapckor
yHuBepsuTera u TexHmuke Bemmke mxosne, 25. 10. 1950; Vcro, Mumbeme Komurera o
IpejIory MapTHjCcKe OpTraHM3aluje YHMBep3NTeTa 3a yla/belbe HACTaBHNUKA M acUCTEHaTa 1
sameHe. From the list of over 40 teachers and assistants, only Aleksandar Kosti¢ and Smilja

Kostié-Joksi¢ were later removed.
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present among a large number of teachers. It considered some as “passive”,
“critics”, “opportunists”, criticized them harshly and exerted political, ideological
and propaganda pressure on them. However, it tolerated them in certain
departments, realizing that it could not find a replacement for them in scientific
and teaching work; it controlled them in detail and strove to exploit their
knowledge and work. The special activity of state and party authorities was aimed
at winning over and “re-educating” professors who were not complete “enemies”
and who were wavering. The university teachers themselves were forced to adapt
to the new reality and circumstances, as it quickly became clear that they would
not be temporary. They kept their ideological and political attitudes and
determinations to themselves or occasionally expressed them through mild
criticism, irony and ridicule towards the new authorities and their efforts.

Of course, constant and numerous complaints were made against these
teachers, starting with their origin, behavior in the interwar period or during
the occupation, up to the sincerity of their attitude towards the Party and the
construction of socialism. Many were reproached for not attending dialectic
materialism courses organized at faculties, for not adopting the ideology of
Marxism-Leninism and not applying it in teaching, for not following the
development of science in the Soviet Union, especially in the social sciences,
but also in others, above all Lysenkoism in biology.”” In addition to the
criticism that a certain teacher “does not know Marxism”, the bigger
accusation was that he “does not want to know it”. For George Ostrogorsky, a
Russian emigrant and famous Byzantine scholar, it was written that his
“political stance is anti-communist”, that “he is not interested in the
construction of socialism in our country out of cowardly opportunism”, that
“he reads the works of Marxism-Leninism in the original, but does not seem to
be adopting anything”, that he behaves “passively” and “opportunistically”, but

“occasionally makes hostile outbursts”.*
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See: ITpexpar J. Mapkosuh, Beozpad usmehy Vicmoxa u 3anada 1948-1965 (Beorpan: Cnyx6enu
nuct CPJ, 1996), 3347-355; D. Bondzi¢, Beogradski univerzitet 1944-1952, 212-216; Vedran
Duancié, ,Lysenko in Yugoslavia 1945-1950s: How to De-Stalinize Stalinist Science”, Journal
of the History of Biology, vol. 53 (2020), 159-194 doi: 10.1007/s10739-020-09598-2.

4 AJ, CHK, 317-67-92, KapakTepucTuke HacTaBHUKA YHUBEP3UTETA M BEIMKUX LIKOA, 1949;
IAC, MHK, dacu. 15, Kapakrepucruka I'eopruja Ocrporopckor, mapt 1949. It should be noted
that the version of “Marxism-Leninism” that was imposed on the professors and students of the
University of Belgrade at that time was significantly simplified and deviated from the real
doctrine, which was “complex, difficult, rooted in European philosophy” [Muogpar b. IIpotuh,

Hojesa 6apxa, noened c kpaja éexa (1900-1965), 1, (beorpan: CK3, 1992), 294).
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A special “flaw” of certain scientists was sarcasm, irony and ridicule
towards the construction of socialism. Thus, Radosav Boskovi¢ was repeatedly
“frivolous”, “anarchistic” and “undisciplined”. * “The main source of the slogans
of irony” according to Marxism-Leninism was Milan Budimir, a professor of
classical languages, who was surprised that the Soviet Greek scholar had not
instructed Stalin on the correct interpretation of the word dialectics; similar
comments were made by professor Milo§ Duri¢, a “politically incurable
nationalist and Yugoslav racist”, who claimed that “the Serbian people were
Marxists long before Marx and, together with Filip Visnji¢, set up the First
Serbian Uprising exactly according to Marxism”.* The professors of all faculties
made caustic comments and allusions: Ivan Daja at the Faculty of Philosophy,
Aleksandar Kosti¢ at the Faculty of Medicine, and Radivoje Kasanin at the
Technical College, where Danilo Raskovi¢ made allusions about the “red color of
the dictatorship”, and Aleksandar Leko told jokes with hostile content.*

Even the teachers who cooperated with the new government and
represented its views at the University and in the public did not gain the full trust
of the party authorities, especially not the UDB authorities. The state and the
party were not completely satisfied even with those teachers who accepted
“ideality in teaching”, considering that it remained “foreign and inaccessible” to
them. It was concluded that many pre-war professors “made progress in their
work on their reorientation in the ideological sense in science, and especially in
teaching” and this was positive for all of them, but the question was raised “how
much further they can go”, i.e. to what extent their reorientation was sincere. One
example is Jovan Lovcevi¢, a professor at the Faculty of Law, whom the UDB
thought was “working very diligently on personal development in the new
ideological spirit of teaching finance”, he learned the Russian language and
followed Soviet literature, “but despite considerable achievements, his complete
reorientation is almost impossible, because he was formed in a different spirit
after all”. At the same faculty, there were others who could not “shake off the
burdensome legacy of the past.” This was especially important for subjects that
were “expressly political” and were taught by old teachers “formalists in the
conceptual sense”, for whom the question was raised “whether they can be
reoriented at all given their constitution”, even though they were excellent experts
on the subject matter.*

4 AJ, CHK, 317-67-92, Kapakrepucruka PagocaBa Bomkosuha, 1949.
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AJ, CHK, 317-67-92, Kapaktepucrrike Munana byaumupa v Munoura Bypuha, 1949.

#  AJ, CHK, 317-67-92, KapakTepucTuke HaCTaBHMKa Y HUBEP3UTETA I BEMUKIX IIKO/IA, 1949.
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HAC, BUA, 11, 111, Fogumssyu usBemTaj 1949. Ilpasan (baKyJITeT.
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Even some pre-war professors who became the closest collaborators of the
new government faced harsh criticism and accusations. Thus, already in the
summer of 1945, several communists from the Ministry submitted reports against
Professor Vasa Cubrilovi¢ as Minister of Agriculture of the DFJ that he was acting
against the party line and demanded his removal; Cubrilovi¢ nevertheless remained
at the federal level of government until his retirement from politics in 1951.%
Professors of the Faculty of Law, Mihailo Konstantinovi¢ and Jovan Dordevi¢, who
were considered excellent experts and who after the liberation “progressed
ideologically and politically”, “understood and even accepted our social reality” and
adapted their lectures and publications to it, were under the constant control of the
UDB and accused of “disguised hostility”. It was considered that Konstantinovi¢,
although he “did not show any signs of hostility”, should be evaluated as a
“disguised enemy due to his past” and certainly controlled, and Jovan Dordevi¢ was
suspicious because he had married “a woman who works for a foreign service”.*’

The new government was also suspicious of the teachers who were first
punished, and then managed to rehabilitate themselves by working in teaching at
the University and in the economy. Such an example was Branislav Milovanovic,
who as a professor of paleontology at the Faculty of Philosophy was removed
from the University by the decision of the Court of Honor in May 1945 due to
economic cooperation with the occupier during the war. As early as July 1945,
Milovanovi¢ was engaged in the Scientific Research Institute of the Ministry of
Mining of the FNRJ, and in June 1949, due to a lack of staff, he was appointed as
a professor at the Faculty of Mining. At the university, he excelled in his work,
taught as many as six subjects, “did his best”, attended trade union meetings,
came to conferences; his right to vote was restored and he was judged to be a
“supporter of the ruling regime”, although he “keeps himself politically aloof and
does not stand out anywhere”.*” However, despite several assessments and reports

# JNlparomyp Bouimh, ,Kputrke komyHmcra Ha paj MuHuUCTpa momonpuspene [®] Bace

Yyb6punosuha asrycra 19457, Toxosu ucmopuje, 6p. 1, (2015), 187-202.

ITpuBartHa 36upka Hopha Crankosuha, V3Bemraju Y]IB-e 3a HP Cp6ujy no daxynrernma, 7.
9.1948.

JAC, MHK, dacty. 23, Kapakrepucrrke bpanncnasa Munosanosnha, 6es garyma; [TAC, dpoup,
KHVYBII, d¢acu. 26, V3Bemraj komurera KIIC Pymapckor dakynrera, 9. 4. 1949. B.
Milovanovi¢ was not an exception because most of the teachers punished by the decision of the
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Court of Honor (not counting those who left the country) were somehow rehabilitated
[Slobodan Selini¢ i Dragomir Bondzi¢, ,,Pre¢utna rehabilitacija’. Vracanje na Beogradski
univerzitet nastavnika uklonjenih odlukom Suda casti posle Drugog svetskog rata”, u: Desnicini
susreti 2009. Zbornik radova, sv. 4, ur. Drago Roksandi¢, Magdalena Najbar-Agici¢, Ivana
Cvijovi¢ Javorina (Zagreb: Filozofski fakultet, 2011), 188-198).
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in which it was considered that Milovanovi¢ had been rehabilitated, on 25 March
1948, the secretary of the party cell of university teachers, Dragisa Ivanovi¢, gave
him a harsh negative assessment, in which he pointed out that he was a good
expert and lecturer, but that he was removed from the University “as a traitor”,
“a wretched servant of the occupier” and that he was “a man without character”
who was a bitter enemy of the national liberation struggle during the war; he
believed that he was committed to work not out of love for the country but
because of his past and to rehabilitate himself, that “it is not excluded that he
belongs to some enemy group” and “that he would be able to shamefully betray
any state secret at every opportunity”.*

A newspaper article from the mid-1950s also showed the problem of
mistrust towards old “bourgeois” teachers. The journalist asked himself and
answered: “What can we demand from the old teachers? Can we ask them for a
complete re-formation of the scientific world? That process is impossible. Even
among those who sincerely want to become dialecticians. They cannot demolish
what they have been building for a whole century, and those attempts remain in
occasionally pasted quotes from Marx or Lenin, in some paper the foundations
of which have only formally moved away from bourgeois ideology”.*

All teachers, both “enemies” and those who compromised and
cooperated with the new government, were aware of the distrust and control they
were subjected to, but not all tolerated it in the same way. Constant pressures and
multiple control of the Party, mass organizations and UDB not only led to
political changes among individual teachers, but also affected their awareness and
health. In some cases, such attitude towards them would bother them and they
offered at least symbolic resistance. The case of Vladimir Vuji¢, professor of the
Faculty of Medicine and director of the Neurology Clinic, who, according to the
UDB report for December 1949, submitted a written resignation from further
service, citing as the reason “that he is prevented from working, because his
assistant is persecuting him”. In the report, it was stated that “there has been
intolerance between professor Vuji¢ and the treatment assistant Dr. Draginja
Miti¢ for a long time”, and in the opinion of the UDB official, such relations came
about “primarily because Dr. Miti¢, as a member of the party committee, rigidly
understood her duty at the Clinic, and then also Dr. Vuji¢ is a nervous and
eccentric man, it seems to him that someone is persecuting him, that Dr. Miti¢ is

% TAC, MHK, ¢acu. 23, Kapaxrepuctuka BpannciaBa Munosanosuha, 25. 3. 1948.

* Bmagumup Konap, ,, YHuBepsurercka gunema. O polecy Koju Kpuje y cebu cykobe cMeHe jeliHe

renepauuje“, H/H, 6p. 269, 24. 2. 1956, 5.
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preparing his imprisonment”. The party leader at the Clinic held a meeting with
Vuji¢ in the presence of several other influential doctors, where he agreed to
withdraw his resignation “after a long push and pull”.*”’

It can be assumed that other teachers also felt constant surveillance and
noticed “followers” who were always on their heels, but they put up with it and
did not react. And those professors who accepted the cooperation “had a
constant fear of whether they would set certain things from their profession in
the conceptually correct way”, and that is why they rarely wrote textbooks or
spoke publicly. A contemporary student wrote about the reaction of senior
professors: “At the Faculty of Philosophy, the thinned-out pre-war professors,
shocked by the new regime, looked around and within themselves in confusion.
Confronted in the classrooms with newly appointed Marxist colleagues, and in
the lecture halls with student warriors and committee members - both of whom
hunted their ideological mistakes — they were on constant alert. In order to
avoid possible difficulties, those with stronger integrity restrained the
enthusiasm and originality of their own ideas and hid behind the rigor of data
and expertise, while those with less integrity often made awkward compromises
with the new ideology. They brought to the lectures their depression, already
visible on their faces, which quickly turned into grumpiness and

procrastination”. '

Compromises, “re-education” and the generation change

Despite mistrust and constant surveillance, at the end of the 1940s and
especially during the 1950s, a process of mutual tolerance, compromise and
cooperation between the new government and the old professorial elite developed
at Belgrade University. Since the Yugoslav government survived after the conflict
with the Soviet Union in 1948 and then made certain changes in foreign, internal,
and cultural and educational policy, during the 1950s the compromise between
the Party and the intellectual elite at the University of Belgrade was increasingly
prominent. “In search of wider support and legitimacy”, the party partially
liberalized its policy at the University, made concessions to older teachers, tried
to win them over to its positions through ideological-political pressure,
propaganda and various privileges, “reeducate” them and bring them to the
positions of “honest intelligentsia”, that is, to integrate them into the “new

% TTAC, BUIA, II, 111, Panopr 3a Mecel feriembap 1949.
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society”.”> Even when such efforts did not produce concrete results among older
teachers, they were tolerated and used in teaching while it was possible and were
becoming accepted elite. Many of the older teachers, sincerely or out of necessity,
accepted the compromise, became companions of the regime and cooperated
with it, adapted themselves and their ideological-political identity to the new
circumstances, aware that the new regime was not going to quickly disappear
from the historical scene.”

Over time, in order to win over professors, in addition to exerting ideological
and political pressure, the government increased its efforts to improve working
conditions, increase affiliation, give various allowances, honorariums, privileges and
awards, improve housing conditions (additional room for the library) and conditions
at faculties, supplies, vacations, etc. All that produced certain results.**

The main goal of the new authorities was to create and bring to the
University younger Marxist teachers, professionally qualified, but “progressive”,
loyal to the party and the ideology of Marxism. It was about the creation of a new
socialist university intelligentsia, which was supposed to replace the old
“bourgeois” one. However, this was not easy either. There was resistance from
“older reactionary teachers”, and the quality of the new staff was often not
satisfactory, either professionally, or sometimes ideologically-politically.” A
contemporary wrote: “The new professors, pre-war or newly minted post-war
Marxists, taught science that looked like a cake: a layer of data and facts, then the
wafer of Marxist phrases and quotations appropriate or inappropriate, it did not
matter much. Everything was painted red or at least pink, some with conviction,

some shamelessly, others a little ashamed”.*®

2 See: H. Munhesuh, ,,KomyHucrudxa crparernja mpema CpIckoj uHTenureHnuju 1944-1950°,

298-310; H. Munuhesuh, Jyeocnosencka énacm u cpncko epaharcmeo 1944-1950, 461-560.
% [I. bouyuh, Ynusepsumem y coyujanuszmy, 69-71, 337-356. About the behavior and fate of certain
professors of the University of Belgrade after World War II (Nedeljko Divac, Zivojin Peri¢,
Slobodan Jovanovi¢, Kosta Kumanudi, Boza Markovi¢, Milan Zujovié, Viktor Novak, Ivan Daja,
Mihailo Konstantinovi¢, Vasa Cubrilovié, Sreten Vukosavljevi¢, Mladen Josifovi¢, Milan Bartos,
Jovan Dordevi¢, Borislav Blagojevi¢, Milivoje Markovi¢, and others) see: JI. JoBaHoBuh,
Meodamonu, 1, 311-315, 359-409; 11, 18-21, 231-234; III, 65-68, 315-317; IV 148-157, 169-171.
JAC, BUA, 11, 111, Topuusu ussemnraj 1949. Ilpasun dakynter; Vicro, MeguumHcka Benmka
mkona; D. BondzZi¢, Beogradski univerzitet 1944-1952, 270-282; Hopbe Crankosuh, /byboppar
Iumuh, Mcmopuozpaguja nod nadsopom. Ilpunosu ucmopuju ucmopuoepagduje, 1, (beorpan:
Crry>x6enn mucr CPJ, 1996), 199-205.
JAC, BUA, II, 111, Fogyursy nsBemTaj 1949. MegunmHcKa Benyka mKomna; TeXHNYKa Benmnka
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¢ B. Mihajlovi¢ Mihiz, op. cit., 154. Students also, unless they were sincere followers of the new

government and ideology, accepted the imposed game and adapted to the new conditions
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In any case, at the end of the 1950s and the beginning of the 1960s, a
generational change was gradually taking place at the University of Belgrade, due
to biological and political reasons. Until then, older teachers educated and
ideologically formed at the end of the 19" and in the first half of the 20™ century,
“Europeans, of different beliefs but of undoubted knowledge and culture -
pressed by state ideology” already accepted the new social reality (“converts”) or
adapted to it without changing basic beliefs (“companions”). They were already
at the end of their careers, retiring or dying. New, young staff, educated in the
new system, came to the University in increasing numbers, mostly Marxists loyal
to the Party and representatives of the first generations of the “new socialist
intelligentsia”, although not always according to the party's expectations. The
process led to the loss of autonomy and submission to the state party ideology,
i.e,, “replacing the status of an intellectual with the status of a knowledge
technician” and the creation of “apparatus intellectuals”, mostly “fed by the
regime's ideology”.”

Thus, at the beginning of the 1960s, the basic goals of the party policy at
the University set after the war were achieved: “re-education” and “rewiring” of
the old “bourgeois” intelligentsia and the creation of a new socialist intelligentsia.
While the realization of the second goal gave only the first results, the first was
already completed, with more or less success. What kind of success it was is
perhaps best illustrated by the example of Aleksandar Beli¢, a linguist and
philologist, who was a professor at the Belgrade Great School, from 1905 an
associate professor, and from 1906 a full professor at the University of Belgrade,
from 1905 a corresponding member, and from 1906 a full member Serbian Royal
Academy; from 1923 he was the chief secretary, and from 1937 the president of
the Academy; he remained at the University and at the head of the Academy
during World War II and during the post-war years in the new socio-political
system and, as noted by his colleague Milutin Milankovi¢, “enriched by that long-
term experience, and a man of extraordinary abilities, he saw it through all the
adversities which shook the world, even between Scylla and Charybdis.”® Beli¢,
out of fear or realism, honestly or out of opportunism, approached the newly
imposed regime already in 1945, “sacrificed himself”, “bent and improvised” and

“according to the infallible student instinct” - although the process was not simple: “Ideological
unification took place in two directions, one of which led to enthusiastic acceptance or simple
acceptance, and the other to defense and resistance” (Ibid, 154-155, 158).

7 M. Ilporuh, H. 0., 273-275; I1. Mapkosuh, beozpad usmelhy Micmoxa u 3anada 1948-1965, 341;
1. Bounuh, Ynueepsumem y coyujanusmy, 355-356.

% M. Milankovi¢, op. cit., 449.
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“saved himself and the Academy, whose survival was in question, and he also
directed the work of the University. The nature of Beli¢'s “change of mind” is best
reflected in the fact that after his death in 1960, he had a double funeral: the first,
in the morning, at which Patriarch German officiated, in the presence of his
family, who carried out his will to be buried according to the rites of the Serbian
Orthodox Church to which he belonged, and the second, in the afternoon, the
solemn state funeral that he was entitled to as the president of the Academy with
appropriate speeches by communist dignitaries. As the historian and Beli¢'s
cousin Dimitrije Dordevi¢ concludes, this double burial indicated “the double life
of a great scientist and the crucified Serbian people with him”.* This conclusion
could stand for a large number of old professors of the University of Belgrade in
the new system after World War II.

¥ umutpuje Hophesuh, Oxcumiyu u onomene III (beorpam: CK3, 2001), 41-43. About Belic's
funeral and the deployment of the guards of honor, which consisted of members of the
Executive Council of the NR of Serbia, the People's Committee of the City of Belgrade, the
Council for Scientific Work of the NR Serbia and representatives of the Academy, the
University, the Faculty of Philosophy, various institutes, students, the Association of Writers of
Serbia, Kolarac University and others institution and organization, see: Apxus CAHY,
3aocraBmtiHa Anekcanppa bemnha, IV-3913.
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