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The formation of the Broz-Tito Government and the so- 
called "Committee of Liberation” and the publication 
—  accompanied with such a display of self-importance 

—  of the programme of government and State-organization 
drafted by that Committee, was followed by the opening of 
a heated controversy between the Serbian and Croatian Press 
respectively as to whether the partisan movement owes its 
origin to Serbian or Croatian initiative? In view of the fact 
that the leader of the partisan insurgents is a man of 
Croatian origin —  Josip Broz alias Tito — , the Serbian 
papers brand the whole movement as Croatian in character 
and as being directed expressly against the Serbian people. 
The Croatian Press, on the other hand, asserts and strives 
to prove that the partisans engaged in a campaign of savage 
depredation, destruction and murder in Croatia are in the 
service of the Pan-Serbian idea —  as may be seen from 
the very circumstance that so far their work of depredation 
and destruction has been confined almost exclusively to 
Croatian territory.

Peculiar interest attaches to the article dealing with the 
"Yugoslav Constitution” outlined in the partisan manifesto 
published in the Belgrade daily “Srpski Narod” (Serbian 
People). According to this article the "partisan federal 
State” has been divided into seven State-formations (fede
rated States). The territories inhabited mainly by Serbians 
are divided into five republics, while the Croatian and 
Slovene territories are to retain their character as such, 
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constituting, together with the Serbian formations, the 
Federal State of Yugoslavia.

The Croatian view of the matter is explained inter alia 
by the Croatian paper „Nova Hrvatska" (New Croatia). 
According to this paper the partisan leaders propose to 
establish within the territory of the Yugoslavia of former 
days a federal Yugoslav State pieced together patchwork- 
wise out of the following seven State-formations (federated 
States): — 1. Serbia; 2. Croatia; 3. Slovenia; 4. Bosnia- 
Herzegovina; 5. Montenegro; 6. the Sanjak; 7. Macedonia. 
According to the Croatian paper this is to all intents and 
purposes nothing more or less than a copy of ths State- 
organization and Constitution of the Soviet. There is no 
truth — it says —  in the assertion made by the “Srpski 
Narod" to the effect that in this State-organization the 
Croatian and Slovene territories are to be left intact; for 
the majority of the inhabitants of Bosnia and Herzegovina 
are not Serbians, but Croatians. This Croatian majority, it 
should be noted, is the result of the Mohammedan inhabi
tants having decidedly declared themselves to be Croatians, 
not Serbians .. . According to the Croatian paper the par
tisan Constitution and State-organization only prove that 
the partisan leaders represent the Pan-Serbian idea.

To make this matter in dispute still more complicated, 
in its concluding part the article of the “Srpski Narod" 
made the following statement: —  "The object which Broz- 
Tito and his collaborators have in view, is not so much the 
formation of a Bolshevik State as the ruin and disintegra
tion of the Serbian people” . In controversion of this view 
the Croatian papers have declared that Belgrade denies the 
partisan movement even its communistic character, solely 
and exclusively in order to be able all the more easily to 
insinuate the Croatian origin of that movement and to show 
that the one and only object of the same is to ruin the 
Serbians.
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In reply to the assertions of the Serbian paper the 
Croatian Press has declared, further, that the “Srpski 
Narod” must be well aware that 70% of the officers of the 
partisan troops are Serbians, whom no one can possibly 
accuse of aiming at the destruction of the Serbian people. 
And, in conclusion, the “Nova Hrvatska" declared that the 
Croatian® would continue to fight to the bitter end against 
Tito and his associates, even in the event of their abandon
ing their communistic character; for their movement is 
directed expressly against the very existence of the Croa
tian people.

In one of its January issues the “Hrvatska Narod’’ —  

on the basis of reports in the Belgrade Press — established 
that the partisan bands committing depredations in Croa
tian territory received their instructions from Belgrade . . . 
The Serbian Press, in order to be able to brand the action 
of the communistic bands as an attempt directed against 
the Serbian people, has given a list of the names of all the 
communistic partisans originating from Croatia who are 
operating in Belgrade or elsewhere in Serbian territory. In 
reply the Croatian papers have declared that they have no 
knowledge of a single case of partisans having gone to Serbia 
from Croatia to carry on their work of senseless destruc
tion and mass-murder.

The Croatian Press in its turn has unanimously estab
lished that the “renegade" Croatians are persons who, 
having fled to Belgrade and been lured there into the toils 
of the Communists, have lost or sold their Croatian national 
feelings.

As for the Yugoslavia to be resuscitated as conceived 
and planned by the Cairo Yugoslav refugee Government or 
the Broz-Tito Government, the Croatians have not the 
slightest wish to see a revival of that State-formation in 
which, during the twenty-two years and a half of its 
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existence, 400 generals and 300 Ministers were kept out of 
th® taxes paid by all the territories comprised in that State, 
though only 3 of the generals and 20 of the Ministers were 
of Croatian origin (the responsibility for these figures 
naturally rests with the Croatian Press. Ed.).

The only fact to be established from all these diame
trically contradictory press statements is the —  apparently 
still irreconcilable —  antagonism between Serbs and Croats, 
which, as we have seen, is in evidence unabated also in 
respect of the interpretation of the partisan movement and 
of its aims.

By the way, it may be noted that, according to an 
official Croatian report, in the first half of January the 
partisans were subjected to a disagreeable surprise when 
German and Croatian troops occupied the headquarters of 
Tito and his followers (the town of Jajce), where two 
months before they had formed the “national Government” 
and the "committee of liberation".


