YK 93/94 CtankoBuh b.
930.2

DOI https://doi.org/10.31212 /tokovi.2018.3.ant.109-145
OpuruHa/JIHU Hay4YHU paj

[IpumsbeHn: 8. 8.2018.

[IpuxBahen: 16.11. 2018.

Michael ANTOLOVIC
Faculty of Education
University of Novi Sad
mihael.antolovic@pef.uns.ac.rs

Biljana SIMUNOVIC-BESLIN
Faculty of Philosophy

University of Novi Sad
simunovic@ff.uns.ac.rs

History as Vallis Aurea.
Porde Stankovi¢ and the Modernization
of Serbian Historiography

Abstract: This article addresses the theoretical and method-
ological conceptions of Porde Stankovi¢ in the context of the
development and modernization of Serbian and Yugoslav his-
toriography in the late 20" and early 215 century. The present
study focuses on Stankovi¢’s understanding of the epistemo-
logical foundations of historical research and its social func-
tions, his new history program and his consistent battle to de-
construct historical stereotypes and affirm the importance of
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In his 1987 exhaustive critical review of Porde Stankovi¢’s two-
volume book Nikola Pasi¢ and the Yugoslav Question, Branko Petranovié
noted that the chief merit of this work lay in the author’s endeavor to
apply an interdisciplinary approach to the study of complex issues in
contemporary history. Petranovi¢, who was at the time an unparalleled
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authority on the historiography of Yugoslavia, placed Stankovi¢’s work
“among the very best in the historiography of Yugoslav unification” and
judged the author’s “call for [...] greater integration of the social sciences”
as a deliberate act of scholarly provocation which “leaves him with an even
greater obligation in the future”.! Petranovi¢’s commendations reflected
the joy of a devoted scholar who had, for nearly two decades, had the
opportunity to observe closely a talented and diligent student of history
as he became a historian worthy of his respect, one from whom he could
learn, despite the difference in age and experience.

Porde Stankovi¢ was born in Slobostina, a village in western
Slavonia, on 21 January 1944. He graduated from grammar school in
Slavonska PoZega. At the time when he began his undergraduate studies
in history at the Faculty of Philosophy in Belgrade, this institution
of higher education was where the first lectures on the history of the
workers’ movement and the history of “the people’s and later the socialist
revolution” were delivered by Jovan Marjanovic¢ (1922-1980), “one of
the individuals who established the course The History of Yugoslavia”
and founded the Department of Yugoslav History. By the early 1960s,
Marjanovi¢ was enjoying the reputation of a historian whose works had
marked a turning-point in the development of Serbian and Yugoslav
historiography on the Second World War and on the revolution in
Yugoslavia.? Stankovi¢ graduated from university in 1966 and received a
master’s degree in 1969 after defending his thesis titled The Radical Party
and the Croatian Question 1921-1923. Encouraged by his advisor and
mentor, Jovan Marjanovi¢, he decided to pursue further academic education
and focus his studies on the political actions of Nikola Pasi¢ and his role
in the process of creating Yugoslavia. He began his university career at
the Faculty of Philosophy in Belgrade, as teaching and research assistant
to Jovan Marjanovi¢ and Branko Petranovi¢. During the 1960s, Stankovic¢
had the opportunity to learn from these and other talented, industrious,
creative and innovative scholars. During the seventies, he furthered his
professional development and research abroad, mainly in France. He
defended his doctoral dissertation Nikola Pasi¢ and the Creation of the
Yugoslav State 1914-1921 in 1979.% Jovan Marjanovi¢ passed away only

1  Branko Petranovi¢, ,Porde Stankovi¢, Nikola Pasi¢ i jugoslovensko pitanje®, Jugoslo-
venski istorijski ¢asopis 3/1987, 163, 166.

2 Jby6ogpar [Jumuh, ,MapjaHoBuh, JoBaH", EHYyuk10neduja cpncke ucmopuozpadguje,
npup. Cuma hupkosuh, Page Muxamuuh, (beorpag: Knowledge, 1997), 482-483.

3 Cf. Darko Hudelist, Moj beogradski dnevnik. Susreti i razgovori s Dobricom Cosicem
2006-2011, (Zagreb: Profil, 2012), 109-119.
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a year later. The position of Head of the Department of Yugoslav History
was taken up by Branko Petranovi¢ (1927-1994), who had, together with
Marjanovi¢, laid the foundations for the study of contemporary history in
Serbian and Yugoslav historiography. The year 1979 saw the publication of
Petranovi¢’s History of Yugoslavia 1918-1978, the first modern synthesis
on the history of the Yugoslav state. As both his previous and subsequent
works, this book was characterized by “thematic innovativeness, fresh
sources, and a novel form”* Around the same time, Dorde Stankovi¢ was
made assistant professor. He was promoted to associate professor at the
Faculty of Philosophy in Belgrade in 1985. When his good reputation was
confirmed by him being appointed full professor in 1990, along with the
highest university rank came the obligation to take over from Branko
Petranovi¢ as Head of the Department of Yugoslav History.° Concurrently,
he had to face the collapse and dissolution of a state whose history he had
studied for more than a quarter of a century. For the rest of his life, he
persistently strived, in accordance with what was expected of him when
he began his career as a historian, to “forge new paths”® with his works,
even in post-Yugoslav Serbian historiography.

Within the academic community of Serbian and Yugoslav (and even
post-Yugoslav) historians, Porde Stankovi¢ enjoyed the reputation of be-
ing a leading expert on Nikola Pasi¢ and the creation of the Yugoslav state.
During his more than three decades long professional career, Stankovi¢
devoted a total of eight books to problems in this area, including scholarly
monographs and collections of historical sources. Stankovi¢’s first mono-

4  Jby6ogpar Jumuh, ,IlerpanoBuh, Bpanko, EHyuks0oneduja cpncke ucmopuozpa-
¢duje, npup. Cuma hupkosuh, Pasge Muxamuuh, (beorpag: Knowledge, 1997), 570-
572.

5 On Dorde Stankovi¢ see: P, ,CrankoBuh, B. BHophe’, Enyuxaoneduja cpncke
ucmopuozpaguje, npup. Cuma hupkosuh u Page Muxamuuh, (Beorpaa: Knowl-
edge, 1997), 647-648; Muxaen AutosioBuh, ,In memoriam - Hophe CtankoBuh
(1944-2017)", Cnomenuya Hcmopujckoz apxuea Cpem 16/2017, 265-267; Mune
Bjenajau, ,IIpod. ap Hophe Crankosuh (1944-2017)" Tokosu ucmopuje 3/2017,
169-172; Mupa PagojeBuh, Jby6ogpar Jlumuh, ,[n memoriam - Hophe CrankoBuh
(1944-2017)" Honumuka, 17. aBryct 2017; Munaun Tepsuh, ,In memoriam - Hopbhe
CrankoBuh 1944-2017“ BojHoucmopujcku eaacHuk 2/2017, 337-339; Drago
Roksandi¢, ,Istorijske sudbine. Sje¢anje na prof. dr Porda Stankovica (Slobostina, 21.
1.1944. - Beograd, 9.8.2017.) Prosvjeta 142 /2018, 56-57.

6  Petranovi¢, ,Porde Stankovi¢®, 163, 166.
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graph, titled Nikola Pasic, the Allies and the Creation of Yugoslavia was pub-
lished in 1984 by Nolit, one of Belgrade’s most renowned publishers of
historiographical literature at that time, as part of their elite edition The
Historical Library.” That meant that his research findings were deemed
worthy to be included alongside the works of the most highly-esteemed
contemporary historians of the time, including the somewhat older Branko
Petranovi¢ (1927-1994),2 Dragoljub Zivojinovi¢ (1934-2017),° Cedomir
Popov (1936-2012),'° and Andrej Mitrovi¢ (1937-2013)." It seems sig-
nificant to mention that between three and four thousand copies of each
book were printed in this edition, which was not typical for scholarly lit-
erature, and which testified to its positive reception in academic circles
across the then Yugoslavia. The following year, 1985, Stankovi¢’s two-vol-
ume book on Nikola Pasi¢ and the Yugoslav question was published by the
Belgrade Publishing and Graphics Institute (BIGZ).'?

Stankovi¢ wrote his first books on Pasi¢ by building on hither-
to mostly unused primary sources, and they are model scholarly mono-
graphs. They examine the personality and political actions of the Serbian
politician and statesman in the period between the end of the 19th cen-
tury and the end of the First World War, more precisely until Pasi¢’s death
in 1926, and within the broad context of Serbian, Balkan and European
politics. Owing to their wealth of facts, a clear methodological structure
and fresh interpretations based on Stankovi¢’s excellent knowledge of
contemporary Serbian, Yugoslav and the most significant works of glob-
al historiography, his monographs on Pasi¢ are among the most valuable

7  Dborde Stankovi¢, Nikola Pasic, saveznici i stvaranje Jugoslavije, (Beograd: Nolit, 1984)
= Hukosa Ilawuh, casesHuyu u cmseapatrse Jy20c1asuje, [pyro NpoLINPEHO U3/1abe,
(3ajeuap: 3apyx6una ,Hukosa [lamumh’, 1995).

8  Branko Petranovi¢, AVNOJ - revolucionarna smena vlasti 1942-1945, (Beograd: Nolit,
1976).

9  Dragoljub Zivojinovié, Vatikan, Srbija i stvaranje jugoslovenske drzave 1914-1920,
(Beograd: Nolit, 1980). = Iparosby6 »KuBojunosuh, BamukaH, Cpbuja u cmeaparee
JyeocaoeeHcke dpacase 1914-1920, npyro ponymweHo uszaame, (beorpaa: Ciyx6eHu
auct CPJ, 1995).

10 Cedomir Popov, Od Versaja do Dancinga, (Beograd: Nolit, 1976) = Yegomup ITonos,
00 Bepcaja do JlanyuHeza, (Beorpaa: Ciayx6enu siuct CPJ, 19952) = Yepomup Ionos,
00 Bepcaja do flaHyuHea, (beorpas: 3aBoj 3a usiaBame yli6eHuka, 2015).

11 Andrej Mitrovi¢, Prodor na Balkan. Srbija u planovima Austro-Ugarske i Nemacke
1908-1918, (Beograd: Nolit, 1981). = Augpej Mutposuh, [Ipodop Ha baakaH. Cpbuja
ynaaHosuma Aycmpo-Yeapcke u Hemauke 1908-1918, (Beorpag, 3aBoj 3a yli6eHUKe,
2011).

12 'Hopbe CrankoBuh, Hukosa Ilawuh u jyzocaosencko numatse, 1-11, (Beorpag: BUT3,
1985).
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works of Serbian historiography in the last decades of the 20th century.
Belonging to the same thematic domain are his books Nikola Pasi¢ and the
Croats (1995)"® and Nikola Pasi¢, Contributions to His Biography (2006),'*
which bring together the findings of years of Stankovi¢’s research on the
different aspects of Nikola Pasi¢’s political activity. He edited a number
of first-class historical sources related to Pasi¢’s actions as politician and
statesman: from the essay Serbo-Croatian Unity (1995), in which Pasi¢
expressed his views on Serbo-Croatian cooperation,® to many of Pasi¢’s
orations, speeches, and reports at the National Assembly of the Kingdom
of Serbia during the First World War, and later at the Constituent Assem-
bly and Parliament of the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes (SCS) -
Nikola Pasic in the National Assembly (vol. 4, 1998),¢ to the two-volume
compilation titled One Hundred Speeches of Nikola Pasi¢: The Stateman’s
Art of Rhetoric (vol. 1-2, 2007). Finally, it was to the history of Serbia in
the First World War, to the creation and development of the Yugoslav pro-
gram by the Serbian government, and to the Yugoslav unification (phe-
nomena and processes which were largely shaped precisely by the state
policy of Nikola Pasi¢) that Stankovi¢ dedicated his monograph Serbia and
the Creation of Yugoslavia (2009),'® which represents a kind of recapitu-
lation of his decades-long research on the Pasi¢ era in the history of Ser-
bia and the Kingdom of SCS.

The second thematic domain to which Porde Stankovi¢ continu-
ally devoted his research efforts was the history of social groups and in-
stitutions in the two Yugoslav states, an issue which had, until the 1980s,
been almost completely disregarded in Serbian and Yugoslav historiog-
raphy. He began researching this topic when he was still a postgraduate
student. The 50th anniversary of the founding of the Communist Party of
Yugoslavia and the League of Communist Youth of Yugoslavia was com-
memorated at the University of Belgrade with numerous befitting edi-

13 Hophe CtankoBuh, Hukosa llawuh u Xpeamu (1918-1923), (beorpaa: BUI'3, 1995).

14 Hopbe CrankoBuh, Hukosa Ilawuh. [Ipusozu 3a 6uocpagujy, (beorpana: IlnaTo,
2006).

15 Hukouna Iamwuh, Croza Cpb6o-Xpeama, npupeauo Hophe Crankosuh, (beorpas: Bpe-
Me Kibure, 1995).

16  Hukosa [lawuhy HapodHoj ckynwmuHu, Kib. IV, npupeuo Hophe Crankosuh, (beo-
rpaz;: Cayx6eHu auct CPJ, 1998).

17 Cmo eoeopa Hukose [lawuha: sewmuHa 2080pHUWMBA OPHCABHUKA, TPUPELUO
Bophe CraukoBuh, [-11, (Beorpaa: Pag, 2007).

18 Dorde Stankovi¢, Srbija i stvaranje Jugoslavije, (Beograd: Sluzbeni glasnik, 2009).
Jpyro npomrpeHo usnamwe: hophe Ctankosuh, Cpbuja 1914-1918. Pamuu yuswesu,
(Howu Capg: [Tpomertej, Beorpaa: PTC, 2014).
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tions. Jovan Marjanovi¢ edited a collection of papers on the student and
youth revolutionary movement at the University of Belgrade.'® His asso-
ciate, the young magister Porde Stankovi¢, put together an album of more
than 200 pages of original photographs depicting people and events, doc-
uments, posters, fliers and other illustrative material about the actions of
the Communists and their revolutionary youth organization (skojevci) at
the University of Belgrade during the 1930s.2° He was also one of the au-
thors of the 1971 book Students of the University of Belgrade 1838-1941:
A Chronology of Political Life.** Stankovi¢ clearly concluded, as did the
main author of this chronicle, Andrej Mitrovi¢, that students were “an in-
teresting, but complex topic in historiography, which has its own cultur-
al, political, sociological and psychological aspect”.?? During the 1980s and
together with Momcilo Mitrovi¢, he edited three substantial volumes of his-
torical sources on the political actions of the Communist Party at the Uni-
versity before and after the Second World War: Proceedings and Reports
of the University Committee of the Communist Party of Serbia [CPS] 1945-
1948 (1985),% Minutes and Reports of the Executive Committee of the CPS
1948-1952 (1987),** Minutes of the Action Committee of the University of
Belgrade Professional Students’ Associations 1939-1941 (1988).2° He re-
turned to this subject in 2000, when he published a collection of “essays
on social history” titled Students and the University 1914-1954.%¢

Finally, throughout his decades-long work on the history of Yu-
goslavia, Dorde Stankovi¢ dedicated his attention to the history of histo-
riography, as well as to the theoretical and methodological dimensions

19 /Jparomup boupyuh, ,Hactanak ucropuorpaduje o beorpasckoM yHUBEP3UTETY
1945-1980°, Ucmopuja 20. eexa 1/2005, 163-164.

20 Dorde Stankovi¢, Komunisticka partiija i Savez komunisticke omladine Jugoslavije na
Beogradskom univerzitetu 1929-1941. Spomen album fotografija, (Beograd: Univer-
zitetski odbor za proslavu 50 godina SK]J i SKOJ, 1970).

21 Andrej Mitrovi¢, Milorad Radevic¢, Porde Stankovi¢, Porde P. Jovanovi¢, Studenti Beo-
gradskog univerziteta (1838-1941): hronologija politickog Zivota, (Beograd: Univer-
zitetski odbor za proslavu 50 godina SK]J i SKOJ, 1971).

22 Ibid.

23 Momcilo Mitrovi¢, Porde Stankovi¢, Zapisi i izvestaji Univerzitetskog komiteta KPS
1945-1948, (Beograd: Centar za marksizam Univerziteta, 1985).

24 Momcilo Mitrovi¢, Porde Stankovié, Zapisnici i izvestaji IKKPS 1948-1952, (Beograd:
Centar za marksizam Univerziteta, 1987).

25 Momuuno Mutposuh, Hophe CrankoBuh, 3anuchuyu AkyuoHoz odéopa CCY Beo-
epadckoe yHugepzumema 1939-1941, (Beorpap: LleHTap 3a MapkcHM3aM YHUBep3U-
TeTa, 1988).

26 hopbhe CrankoBuh, Cmydenmu u yHusepzumem 1914-1954. Ozaedu u3 dpywmaeeHe
ucmopuje, (beorpaa: LienTap 3a caBpeMeHy uctopujy jyroucrodse EBporne, 2000).
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of exploring the past, and insisted on the need to continually assess and
conceptually modernize historical research. It was to this third thematic
domain of his scholarly work that Stankovi¢ dedicated numerous studies,
articles, essays and other papers which were compiled in separate books:
The Trials of Yugoslav Historiography (1988),%” The Challenge of New Histo-
ry (vol. 1-2, 1992-1994),% Historical Stereotypes and Scholarly Knowledge
(2004),° and Serbia’s Uncertain Past: Selected Scholarly Essays (2014).3°
His views on the development of historiography are also outlined in the
first volume of Historiography under Surveillance (vol. 1-2, 1996),3! which
he wrote in collaboration with his closest younger associate, Ljubodrag
Dimic¢. Despite its unassuming subtitle: Contributions to the History of His-
toriography, this book stands as the first systematic overview of the devel-
opment of historical thought from antiquity until the emergence of mod-
ern historical research within Serbian historiography.

Stankovi¢’s works on the history, theory and methodology of his-
torical research have often been overshadowed by his books on Nikola
Pasi¢ and the creation of Yugoslavia, despite their immense importance
for the modernization of Serbian historiography. This article attempts to
outline the conceptual foundations of Stankovi¢’s views on the role of his-
torical research and historical knowledge in contemporary society, and the
key arguments he used to unsparingly and repeatedly criticize the vulgar-
ization and political instrumentalization of historical research, phenom-
ena which could be observed across the entire territory of the former Yu-
goslavia, even after the collapse of the one-party political system and the
creation of new nation-states.

Modernization of Yugoslav Historiography

The wide range of Porde Stankovi¢’s interests and his inventive
potential came to the forefront already in his first works on the history
of the University of Belgrade, and still more in his monographs on Niko-
la PaSi¢. Additionally, these works announced that Stankovi¢ was deter-

27 Dorde Stankovi¢, Iskusenja jugoslovenske istoriografije, (Beograd: Rad, 1988).

28 'hHopbhe CrankoBuh, H3azose Hose ucmopuje, 1-11, (beorpaj: W3aaBauko-HOBUHCKU
neHTap Bojcka, 1992-1994).

29 Dorde Stankovi¢, Istorijski stereotipi i naucno znanje, (Beograd: Plato, 2004).

30 Hophe Crankosuh, Heuzgecha npowsiocm Cp6uje: odabparu HayuHu eceju, (HoBu
Cap: Ilpomerej, 2014).

31 Hophe Crankouh, /by6onpar Jumuh, Hcmopuozpaguja nod nadzopom, 1-11, (beo-
rpaa: Ciayx6enu siuct CPJ, 1996).
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mined to contribute personally to the modernization of the approach to
the study of contemporary history and to bringing Yugoslav historiography
closer to the mainstream of historical thought in Europe and the world.
The conditions for charting new paths in Serbian and Yugoslav histori-
ography were relatively favorable at the time, primarily due to social and
political changes in Yugoslavia. The dogmatic constraints which the rev-
olutionary government had imposed on historiography after the Second
World War were gradually being relaxed, as part of a more general liber-
alization of political relations from the beginning of the 1960s. In addition
to broadening their research horizons, leading Yugoslav historians simul-
taneously recognized that there was a need for theoretical and method-
ological developments in historical research.’? Supporting this judgment
is a note from Jovan Marjanovi¢, editor in chief of the Yugoslav Historical
Journal (YH]). This periodical was published from 1935 to 1939 as the or-
gan of the Yugoslav Historical Society and resumed in 1962, as the organ
of the Association of Historical Societies (later: Societies of Historians)
of Yugoslavia. In the first volume of its new series, Marjanovic¢ highlight-
ed the significance of “general issues” such as the theoretical and meth-
odological underpinnings of historical research, topics in general history,
as well as topics from the more recent history of Yugoslav peoples, all of
which were at the time neglected in Yugoslav historiography.*® One of the
manifestations of the growing attention given to theoretical and method-
ological issues in historical research during the 1960s was the 1964 dis-
cussion about “the problems of historical research in Yugoslavia”, organ-
ized by the Commission for Ideological Affairs of the Central Committee
of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia.?* No later than the following
year, the YH], the central organ of Yugoslav historiography, published an
exhaustive analytical study by the Slovenian historian Bogo Grafenauer
(1916-1995) on “methodological problems in historical research”>®

32 CrankoBuh, lumuh, Hcmopuozpaguja nod Hadzopom, 11, 139-289.

33 Jovan Marjanovi¢, ,Uvodna rec¢’, Jugoslovenski istorijski casopis 1/1962, 3-4.

34 |, Problemi jugoslovenske istorijske nauke®, Jugoslovenski istorijski ¢asopis 3/1964,
57-94; ,Problemi jugoslovenske istorijske nauke (nastavak)®, Jugoslovenski istori-
Jski casopis 4/1964, 93-107; Kocta Hukosnuh, [Ipowsocm 6e3 ucmopuje. [lonemuke y
JyeocaoseHckoj ucmopuozpaguju 1961-1991, (beorpaa: UCH, 2003), 26-29.

35 Bogo Grafenauer, ,Problemi metodologije istorijskih nauka u svetlu nekoliko novih
radova o metodologiji istorije”, Jugoslovenski istorijski casopis 1/1965, 41-68. Cf.
Bogo Grafenauer, Struktura in tehnika zgodovinske vede: uvod v studij zgodovine, (Lju-
bljana: Univerzitetna zalozba, 1960).
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Efforts were sustained throughout the 1970s to overcome the tra-
ditionalist conceptual foundations of Yugoslav historiography (which had,
except for the partial adoption of Marxist vocabulary, remained largely un-
changed since the beginning of the 20™ century) and to modernize histor-
ical research, thematically, theoretically, and methodologically.?® Virtually
at the same time, certain historians in university centers across Yugoslavia
were stressing the importance of theoretical and methodological self-re-
flection which was, with good reason, considered to be a necessary pre-
requisite for the further development of historical research. They included
Bogo Grafenauer in Ljubljana, Mirjana Gros in Zagreb, Milorad Ekmecic¢ in
Sarajevo, Cedomir Popov in Novi Sad, and Radovan Samadzi¢, Sima Cirk-
ovi¢, Andrej Mitrovi¢, and Branko Petranovic¢ in Belgrade.?” Likewise tes-
tifying to the modernization efforts were a number of gatherings, round-
tables convened by Radio Belgrade 3, where leading Yugoslav historians
discussed the theoretical underpinnings of historical research and its
methodology. Deliberating on the limitations and possible courses of de-
velopment of Yugoslav historiography, they maintained that it was neces-
sary to advance the methodology of historical research and open histori-
ography up to the concepts and findings of other social sciences. Whilst
they did not reject the Marxist perspective on society nor its philosophy
of history, the leading investigators of history in the then Yugoslavia still
pointed to the unscholarly nature of the vulgar-Marxist interpretations of
historical events, phenomena and processes.*® In 1977, the Historical Soci-
ety (Society of Historians) of Serbia also organized a gathering under the
name The Issue of Theory and Methods in the Study of History.?* The mod-
ernizing efforts of Yugoslav historians coincided with similar endeavors
in other Eastern European socialist countries, which sought to abandon

36 In addition to the aforementioned two-volume work by Porde Stankovi¢ and
Ljubodrag Dimi¢, a good insight into several aspects of the development of Yugo-
slav historiography is given in: Snjezana Koren, Politika povijesti u Jugoslaviji (1945-
1960). Komunisticka partija Jugoslavije, nastava povijesti, historiografija, (Zagreb:
Srednja Europa, 2012); Magdalena Najbar-Agici¢, U skladu sa marksizmom ili Cinjeni-
cama? Hrvatska historiografija 1945-1960, (Zagreb: Ibis grafika, 2013).

37 Muxaen AnTosoBuh, ,0 3aHATy UCTOpUYApaA: TEOPHUjCKO-METOOJIOLIKA CXBAaTamkha
Yepomupa I[lonosa“, Cnomeruya akademuxy Yedomupy Ilonosy, (HoBu Caa: MaTuua
cprcka, 2017), 14.

38 Treci Program journal published announcements and discussions from a total of five
thematic gatherings dedicated to theoretical and methodological aspects of histor-
ical research: Hcmopuoepaguja u wenu memodu (1970), Hcmopuja u dpyze Hayke
(1971), ®yHukyuja ucmopujcke ceecmu (1972), Hcmopuja u caspemero dpywmeo
(1977), Caspemerocm kao npedmem ucmopuje (1980).

39 HUcmopujcku enacHuk 1-2/1978,7-91.
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the traditionalist paradigm and acknowledge the mainstream of global
historiography, while at the same time maintaining the Marxist concep-
tion of history.*

Growing self-reflection in Yugoslav historical research and its ev-
er-increasing emancipation from the vulgar-Marxist interpretations at the
turn of the decade of the 1960s coincided with the period when Stankovic
mastered the historian’s craft. Having expressed an interest in theoretical
and methodological issues in historical research while still in postgradu-
ate education, Stankovi¢ continually and closely followed literature from
a wide array of social sciences. Even so, it seems that his views on theo-
retical and methodological issues were immensely influenced by his re-
search stays in France in the mid-1970s.** As he was gathering the ma-
terial for his doctoral dissertation, he familiarized himself with the main
currents of contemporary historical thought in France and Europe. Elo-
quently testifying to Stankovi¢’s interests at the time are the titles of some
of the books he reviewed on the pages of the Historical Gazette, a jour-
nal which was then published by the Serbian Historical Society (Society
of Historians). In addition to the books History and Truth by Marxist phi-
losopher Adam Schaff, History and Truth by one of the leading structural-
ist philosophers Paul Ricoeur, as well as the works of two distinguished
British historians, Geoffrey Barraclough (An Introduction to Contemporary
History) and Sidney Pollard (The Idea of Progress),** Stankovi¢ reviewed
Maurice Bouvier-Ajam'’s Essays in Historical Methodology, expert in the
history of the ancient Rome Paul Vayne’s Writing History, the study His-
torical Materialism and the History of Civilizations by French Marxist the-
oreticians Antoine Pelletier and Jean-Jacques Goblot, The Nature of His-
tory by the prominent strategist and military writer André Beaufre, and
Léon-E. Halkin’s handbook titled Elements of Historical Criticism.** The

40 Cf. Georg G. Igers, Istorijska nauka u 20. veku. Kriticki pregled u medunarodnom kon-
tekstu, (Beograd: Arhipelag, 2014), 70-71; Georg G. Iggers, Ein anderer historischer
Blick. Beispiele ostdeutscher Sozialgeschichte, (Frankfurt am Main: Fischer-Taschen-
buch-Verlag, 1991).

41 Darko Hudelist, Moj beogradski dnevnik, 116. Cf. Stankovi¢, Iskusenja jugoslovenske is-
toriografije, 293.

42 'hopbhe CrankoBuh, ,Adam Schaff, Histoire et Vérité. Essai sur I'Objectivité de la Con-
naissance Historique, Paris 1971; Paul Ricoeur, Histoire et Vérité, Paris s. a.; Geoffrey
Barraclough, An Introduction to Contemporary History, London 1970; Sidney Pol-
lard, The Idea of Progress. History and Society, London 1971 Hcmopujcku eaacHuk
1-2/1974,173-178.

43 Hopbe CrankoBuh, ,Maurice Bouvier-Ajam, Essai de méthodologie historique, Paris
1970; Joseph Hours, Valeur de I'histoire, Paris 1971; Paul Veyne, Comment on écrit
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above-mentioned reviews bear witness to the breadth of Stankovi¢’s pro-
fessional interests, which in many ways exceeded the mainstream of Yu-
goslav historiography, but also to the intellectual influences he followed
whilst constructing his own conception of historical research.

During the 1970s, Stankovi¢ familiarized himself with the lead-
ing schools of thought that had defined historical thinking in post-World
War II Europe. Particularly important was the fact that he had first-hand
insight into the development of the French Annales School, which was, at
the time, already recognized as a desirable route for modernizing histor-
ical research by notable Yugoslav historians such as Cedomir Popov and
Mirjana Gros.** However, encouragement for the critical evaluation of the
historiographical heritage and for theoretical and methodological inno-
vations in Yugoslavia in the 1980s, came only from a few historians who
were open to an undogmatic Marxist theory of society.* In the historical
field (defined by Pierre Bourdieu as a hierarchically organized area of so-
ciety that reflects the real distribution of different types of power, name-
ly, economic, social, cultural and symbolic capital),*® research on contem-
porary history was, even during the period of late socialism, marked by a
strong influence of the ruling ideology.

During that time, there also existed a strong dogmatic current in
Yugoslav historiography. On the one hand, it refused to critically reeval-
uate phenomena such as World War Il and the socialist revolution in Yu-
goslavia and, on the other, it was not prepared to relinquish its utterly
traditionalist conception of history, the tenets of which were positivism

I'histoire, Paris 1971; Antoine Pelletier, Jean-Jacques Goblot, Matérialisme historique
et histoire des civilizations, Paris 1973; André Beaufre, La nature de I'histoire, Pa-
ris 1974; Léon-E. Halkin, Eléments de critique historique, Liége 1974 Hcmopujcku
enacHuk 1-2/1976,183-187.

44  Awnrtonoswuh, ,0 3aHaTy ucropuyapa“, 17; Branimir Jankovi¢, Mijenjanje sebe same.
Preobrazbe hrvatske historiografije kasnog socijalizma, (Zagreb: Srednja Europa,
2016),69-72,81-91.

45 For more information, see the thematic issues of the Marksizam u svetu journal:
“Pitanja marksistic¢ke istoriografije” (1983), “Marksisticko shvatanje istorije” (1984),
as well the thematic issues of the Mapkcucmuuka mucao journal: “CaBpeMeHOCT 1
rucropujcka ceect” (1985) and “PeBosiynuja u ucrtopuorpaduja” (1986). The pro-
ceedings from the “week of Marxist debates” held in Neum in early 1985 are also in-
formative: Istoriografija, marksizam i obrazovanje, (Beograd: Izdavacki centar Komu-
nist, 1986).

46 The concept of historical field as an analytic category was introduced into Croatian
historiography by Branimir Jankovi¢, following Pierre Bourdieu, to describe the dy-
namics of power within historiography and its role in society. Jankovi¢, Mijenjanje
sebe same, 12-13.
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and the selective implementation of certain elements of Marxist social
theory. Theoretical and methodological aspects of historical research re-
ceived modest attention during the aforesaid decade. Most of the debates
at the time were ideologically motivated and they reflected the political
and national tensions within the Yugoslav state.*” The already sparse dis-
cussions about methodological issues were mostly dedicated to criticiz-
ing those methodological approaches to the study of the past that deviat-
ed from the prescribed canon of Marxist historical thought. This applied,
among others, to the French Annales School and its relatively few advo-
cates in Yugoslavia.*®

At the time, Branko Petranovi¢ played a key role in modernizing
historical research and opposing dogmatic interpretations in the field of
contemporary history.** He dedicated numerous works to theoretical and
methodological issues in historical research, which found itself under the
surveillance of the “revolutionary subject” in the one-party system of so-
cialist Yugoslavia. Beginning by critically evaluating a wide array of histor-
ical sources and continually assessing and questioning historical method-
ology, to expanding the thematic scope of historical research, he repeatedly
insisted on the importance of obtaining objective historical knowledge.>
Unlike most historians who directed their attention to the political and
party dimensions of contemporary history and interpreted it from shop-
worn ideological perspectives, Petranovi¢ advocated a broad conception
of historical research which would, in addition to political and military
events, have to encompass the demographic structure, social processes,
economic relations, cultural developments, but also a distinctive value sys-
tem (tradition), and religious and ideological beliefs. He thus came clos-
er, in many ways, to the ideal of total history, as espoused by the French
Annales School.*

47 Mirjana Gross, ,Historija: ideologija i (ili) znanost”, Istoriografija, marksizam i
obrazovanje, (Beograd: Izdavacki centar Komunist, 1986, 163-179); Huxosuh,
[Ipowiocm 6e3 ucmopuje, passim.

48 See Historija i suvremenost. Idejne kontroverze, (Zagreb: Centar CKSKH za idejno-te-
orijskirad ,Vladimir Bakari¢“, Delo, Globus, 1984), as well as the collection of papers:
Metodologija savremene istorije (Saopstenja sa Okruglog stola odrZanog 17. i 18. de-
cembra 1985. godine u Beogradu), (Beograd: 1SI, 1987).

49 Jlumuh, JletpanoBuh, Bpanko*, 570-572.

50 Branko Petranovic, Istoriografija i revolucija, (Beograd: Prosveta, 1984).

51 Petranovi¢’s criticism of the traditionalist approach marked by outdated methodol-
ogy, the presence of ideological evaluations taken over from the language of politics,
and the depersonalisation of historical reality, among other things, was succintly ex-
pressed in his review of Venceslav Glisi¢’s book dedicated to the Republic of Uzice:
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Social History as a Form of Total History

Since he agreed with Petranovi¢’s view that total history was the
ideal goal of historical research, Porde Petranovi¢ emphasized that the
condition for achieving that goal was to open historical research up to the
methods and findings of other social sciences and humanities. This was
in accordance with similar methodological revolutions which occurred
some two decades earlier in great western historiographies, and which
were characterized by widening the scope of historical research to include
all social phenomena and processes. This paradigm shift in cultures with
developed historiographies was marked by a suppression of traditional
political history and the rise of different forms of a broadly conceived so-
cial history (history of society), whilst narration, the dominant means of
presenting historical knowledge, was being replaced by a problem-ori-
ented historical analysis.*?

Stankovi¢ published his first theoretical and methodological works
already at the beginning of the 1980s.52 It was the history of the Universi-
ty of Belgrade (in which he himself had participated) that he placed under
methodological scrutiny and scholarly criticism, noticing that “in the bulk
of historical literature published until that time, opinions on the history
of the student movement were dictated by the attitudes of the ruling par-
ty, which had, in that way, evaluated its past; they were descriptive, nar-
rowed down to political, organizational and personal dimensions, and in
many ways one-sided, dogmatic, and ideologically charged.” Around the
same time, Stankovi¢ also formulated innovative proposals for “moving
past the traditional approach and applying new methods” in the study of
contemporary history. These proposals included, among other things: es-

Branko Petranovi¢, ,Venceslav Glisi¢, Uzicka republika®, Jugoslovenski istorijski casop-
is1-2/1987,187-199.

52  Eric Hobsbawm, ,From Social History to the History of Society”, Daedalus 1 (1971),
20-45. = Erik Hobsbaum, O istoriji. O teoriji, praksi i razvoju istorije i njenoj relevant-
nosti za savremeni svet, preveo sa engleskog MaSan Bogdanovski, (Beograd: Ot-
krovenje, 2003), 84-106; Francois Furet, ,De 'histoire-récit a I'histoire-probleme*,
Diogéne: revue internationale des sciences humaines 89/1975, 116-131. = ®pancoa
®upe, Paduonuya ucmopuje, npesesa ¢ panuyckor JeaeHa HoBakosuh, (Cpemcku
KapsioBuy, Hosu Cag: MK3C, 1994),94-116.

53 Hophe CrankoBuh, ,HoBe MoryhHoCTU npoyyaBawma peBOJYyLIMOHAPHOT Cy6jeKTa’,
Mapkcucmuuka mucao 6/1981, 186-206; Hophe CtankoBuh, ,CouujanHa uctopuja
U JMdHoCT, Mapkcucmuyka mucao 4 /1983, 33-44; Hophe Crankosuh, ,beorpagcku
YHUBEP3UTET — NOJUTHUYKE U HCTOpUOrpadcke KOHTpoBep3e, Mapkcucmuuka mu-
cao 5/1983,165-180.
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tablishing theoretical grounds for undertaking research, adopting an in-
terdisciplinary approach and contextualizing the subject matter, gathering,
analyzing and critically evaluating primary and secondary historical sourc-
es, applying quantitative and qualitative analyses to the collected data, and
constructing a rational historical narrative. According to Stankovi¢, the his-
torian’s craft required the application of comprehensive knowledge and di-
verse skills in creating (writing) a social, i.e. total history.>*

After two books dedicated to Nikola Pasi¢, which could also be un-
derstood as an attempt at a scholarly reply to the mystification of char-
acters and phenomena of the recent past (a very common occurrence in
Yugoslav society during the 1980s),>° Stankovi¢ published a collection of
historical essays, reviews and studies titled The Trials of Yugoslav Histo-
riography. This book, which can be described as a kind of manifesto of
new history, contained his previously-published theoretical and method-
ological works, as well as the findings of concrete research efforts carried
out in accordance with the principles of new, social, total history. Draw-
ing on his excellent understanding of the main currents of contemporary
historical thought, Stankovi¢ analyzed the theoretical and methodologi-
cal framework of Yugoslav historiography, as well as its role in contem-
porary Yugoslav society - a society burdened by the terror of history, i.e.
by different forms of deeply ingrained concepts about the past. Similar-
ly to Andrej Mitrovi¢, who at the time claimed that an emotional attitude
towards the past politicized one’s historical consciousness and prevented
one from acquiring objective historical knowledge,*® Stankovi¢’s starting
position was that, in times of a general crisis of the Yugoslav state, “histor-
ical research was itself affected by the crisis and parochial divisions, inca-
pable of adequately examining, recognizing and uncovering the pitfalls of
this terror of history, and therefore unable to help Yugoslav society see it-
self in the world history of the 215t century”.>’ Stankovic¢ found the cause
of this state of affairs in the conceptual underdevelopment of Yugoslav
historiography, judging that historical research in Yugoslavia was based
on three outdated “dominating theoretical and methodological models”.
Predominating on the one side was “traditionalist political historiogra-
phy”, while on the other there was dogmatic Marxist historiography, and

54 Dragomir Bondzi¢, ,Razvoj istoriografije o Beogradskom univerzitetu 1980-2004"
Istorija 20.veka 1/2006, 133-134.

55 Cf. Huxonuh, [Ilpowsocm 6e3 ucmopuje, passim.

56 Anzapej Mutposuh, ,CaBpeMeHOCT U HCTOpHjcKa cBecT", Mapkcucmuuka mucao
2/1985,9.

57 Stankovi¢, IskuSenja jugoslovenske istoriografije, 10.
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between the two extremes lay “Marxist positivism”, portrayed as a sort of
“middle ground”.*® Stankovi¢ believed that all three models were inade-
quate, not only from the standpoint of contemporary currents of histori-
cal thought, but also because they represented extremely ideologized ap-
proaches to the study of history, which ignored the totality of society and
reduced the entire past to the history of the class struggle, i.e. the histo-
ry of the Communist Party. In Stankovi¢’s mind, Yugoslav historiography
of contemporary history was characterized by the “terror of factography”
from the domain of political life, that is, by “high levels of party bias with-
in academia”, and it offered an incomplete and oftentimes distorted im-
age of the past. Such a historiography contributed to the strengthening of
“nationalist myths and an irrational historical consciousness”.>® This was
unacceptable to Porde Stankovi¢, even though he was aware that histori-
cal research had very little impact on forming the historical consciousness
of the largest social classes. As he himself pointed out, they were primar-
ily influenced by family, religious organizations, journalistic and feuille-
ton-like texts, historical novels, comic books, but also by the defeated side
of the Yugoslav revolution (“the remains of the bourgeoisie”) and the dis-
sidents among the Yugoslav communists (“the disruptive elements in the
revolutionary subject”).®® For that reason, he openly spoke as an advocate
of a conceptual (theoretical and methodological) modernization of Yugo-
slav historiography. He believed that innovative approaches to studying
the past allowed historiography to stimulate the emancipation of society
from inherited historical stereotypes, misconceptions and half-truths.®
Ideas about the need to theoretically and methodologically im-
prove historical research were, by the mid-1980s, accepted by the most
distinguished historians of the then Yugoslavia. Nevertheless, unlike the
significant number of Yugoslav historians who nominally identified them-
selves as Marxists, even though they simultaneously applied a tradition-
alist methodology, Stankovi¢ recognized the wide range of possibilities
given to social history by the Marxist theory of society. Building on this
theory with elements of the critical theory of society and existentialist
philosophy, as well as different forms of social history, Stankovi¢ identi-
fied social history as a desirable theoretical concept, considering that it
would “be capable of exploring and explaining all the richness of human

58 Ibid, 52-53,99-103.

59 1Ibid,101,118-119, 240.
60 Ibid, 70-82.

61 Ibid, 108.
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life in the past”. Maintaining that political historiography narrowly con-
ceived was obsolete from the standpoint of modern historical though and
that it could not meet the requirements of neither modern historiogra-
phy nor modern society, Stankovi¢ pushed for a reconsideration of inher-
ited theoretical and methodological assumptions and their reinvention
in the form of pronounced interdisciplinarity and the adoption of meth-
ods and findings from other social sciences. Seeing their “findings about
man, personality and society as too provocative to be disregarded by his-
torians,” he emphasized that an imperative for social history was to “con-
stantly enrich historical research with insights from philosophy (espe-
cially social anthropology) and psychology (especially social psychology
and personality psychology),” so that it could provide as comprehensive
scholarly answers as possible to current issues. Primarily having in mind
the need for opening up academic historiography to the social sciences,
he emphasized that it was essential “only to apply more radically the find-
ings of the other social sciences, intensify the study of neglected issues,
formulate certain topics more freely, and gradually do away with individ-
ual and collective methodological narrow-mindedness and dogmatism.”®?
Stankovic¢ believed that traditionalist political history, which dominated
in academic circles in Yugoslavia in the late 1980s, facilitated all sorts of
misuses of historical knowledge, and he was convinced that a theoretical
and methodological transformation of historiography into a social histo-
ry could make it vastly more objective and analytical. This transforma-
tion, he emphasized, would “free historiography and our collective con-
sciousness from distorted perceptions of the past.” In other words, Porde
Stankovi¢ believed that the mission of new history was to “eliminate the
one-sidedness of traditional history and restore the study of man'’s past
into a completely social context.”

This new history program required that historians and historiog-
raphy be socially involved. For Dorde Stankovi¢, social history was prin-
cipally an adequate scholarly means of combating historical myths and
the political instrumentalization of insights about the past; however, the
proposed program also had certain revolutionary characteristics, since
it questioned the conceptual basis of the best part of Yugoslav historiog-
raphy at the time. This is particularly significant if one has in mind that
Stankovi¢’s proposal to extend the domain of historical research to all so-
cial events, phenomena and processes (instead of exclusively studying no-

62 Ibid,11-12,22, 24.
63 Ibid, 26, 69, 240.
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table political figures, largely outside the social context in which they lived
and worked), essentially called for the development of a special method-
ology that would include everything from identifying and analyzing new
types of historical sources, to determining historical facts, to construct-
ing new models of interpretation. New history also demanded that histo-
rians master the theoretical knowledge and terminology of a number of
different social sciences.

Although he was not entirely alone in his promotion of interdisci-
plinarity in historical research and his push for the development of social
history, Stankovi¢’s ideas were among the most coherent and most com-
prehensive. Already at the beginning of the 1980s and with the help of a
younger colleague, Drago Roksandi¢, who was at the time a teaching as-
sistant in the Department of History at the Faculty of Philosophy in Bel-
grade, he tried to implement the principles of new history in their critical
review for the sixth (and final) volume of the History of the Serbian Peo-
ple, published in 1983. A number of leading historians had collaborated
on the work, yet to Stankovi¢ and Roksandi¢ it represented the peak of
traditional historiography and indicated that traditional historiography
had “despite significant innovations, fulfilled its historical duty and, at
the same time, raised a number of questions about its own development,
based on postulates with varying degrees of similarity.”®* Roksandi¢ ar-
gued that the concept of social history as an alternative to traditional his-
tory “lacked unanimous support, so that even its most arduous followers
caution about the many open questions related to it.”®® Precisely some of
the most distinguished historians who supported the modernization of
historical research, such as Branko Petranovi¢ and Cedomir Popov, ex-
pressed certain reservations about “uncritical interdisciplinarity,” arguing
that it was necessary for historical research to preserve its methodolog-
ical and subject-matter identity against the other social sciences.®® How-
ever, even though he brought up “major taboo topics,” Stankovi¢ was able
to establish a close and cordial collaboration with leading Yugoslav his-
torians of the older generation, as well as with his younger colleagues.®’

64 Ibid, 137-138.

65 /lparo Pokcanauh, ,[7106aHa ucTopuja M KCTOPHUjCKa CBecT", Mapkcucmuyuka mMucao
4/1983, 50.

66 AntosioBuh, ,0 3aHaTy uctopuuapa“, 25-26; Petranovié, Istoriografija i revolucija,
15-43, 125-126; Bpauko [letpanoBuh, Hcmopuozpagcke koumposepse, (beorpaz;
Cnyx6enu siuct CPJ, 1998), 37-38. Cf. Jankovi¢, Mijenjanje sebe same, 164.

67 bBjenajay, ,Ilpod. ap Hophe Crankosuh (1944-2017) Tokosu ucmopuje 3/2017,
170. Cf. CrankoBuh, M3a306 Hoge ucmopuje, 1, 16.
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Like Branko Petranovié¢, Andrej Mitrovi¢, and Cedomir Popov,
Stankovi¢ came forward in the mid-1980s as a persistent critic of ideo-
logical (“class-based”) and nationalistic (“patriotic”) historical interpreta-
tions, and stressed that the goal of historical research was to provide ra-
tional insights about the past, which would serve as a foundation for the
formation of a society’s historical consciousness.®® He pointed out that
“myths and legends, just like the manipulation of the past for political and
ideological ends, only amplify the trauma of a people.” He criticized his-
torians who were “stylizing a new, almost pastoral nostalgia for the good
old times”, thereby aggravating the crisis of the Yugoslav society with their
nationalistic interpretations.®® Advocating, like Mirjana Gros and her col-
laborators, to abandon the concept of “traditionalist political historiog-
raphy”, Stankovi¢ argued that there was a need to “educate the academic
staff who will study the social history of individual Yugoslav peoples in its
integrity.”’° He also emphasized the need to cultivate dialogue (“cultivate
scholarly disputes”) and “pursue scholarly criticism” within the commu-
nity of Yugoslav historians as the only sound way of finding scholarly an-
swers to controversial questions from Yugoslav history.”*

New History as a Historiographical Response
to a Social Crisis

The collapse of the socialist system, the emergence of political
pluralism and the dissolution of the Yugoslav state in the early 1990s
showed the full complexity of the relationship between “the historian and
the modern era,” given that the aforementioned processes were followed
by “uses and abuses of history” from the standpoint of restored and mu-

68 Cf. Bpanko IlerpanoBuh, ,/le3nHTerpanuja UCTOPUjCKe CBECTH O PEBOJIYLHUjU",
Mapxcucmuuka mucao 4/1983, 59-82; Augpej Mutposuh, ,Cenam Te3a o MecTy U
yJI031 HUCTOPHUjCKe HAyKe Y MCTOPHjCKOj cBecTH', Mapkcucmuuka mucao 4/1983,
3-19; Yemomup Ilomnos, ,PeBosynuja u uctopruorpaduja. Pacnpase”, Mapkcucmuuka
Mucao 6/1986,189-192.

69 Stankovi¢, Iskusenja jugoslovenske istoriografije, 120, 142.

70 Ibid., 89-90. Cf. Jankovi¢, Mijenjanje sebe same, 91-97.

71 Stankovi¢, Iskusenja jugoslovenske istoriografije, 117, 123. Cf. [lparo Pokcanjuh,
,CaBpeMeHOCT U UCTOpHjcKa cBecT', Mapkcucmuuka mucao 2/1985, 85; Muomup
Jauuh, Cnopersay ucmopuoepaguju. O spauHama umaxvama,Yuumesouye sjcusoma”,
(TMopropuna: UTII YHupekc, Bujeso [Mosbe: UTTITIETA3,2014),475-480; Metodologi-
ja savremene istorije (Saopstenja sa Okruglog stola odrzanog 17.i18. decembra 1985.
godine u Beogradu), 221-256.
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tually opposed nationalist ideologies.”? Stankovi¢’s views on historical re-
search and its role in a period of total crisis caused by the civil war in for-
mer Yugoslavia and the international isolation of the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia, were presented in numerous scholarly essays, academic pa-
pers and interviews, which were subsequently compiled between the cov-
ers of his Challenges of New History (vol. 1-2, 1992-1994) and Historical
Stereotypes and Scholarly Knowledge (2004).

Building on his understanding of social history from the mid-
1980s, in the 1990s Stankovi¢ expressed a particular interest in new the-
ories of society and the elite, the relationship between the elites and the
masses, different types of authority (particularly Weber’s concept of char-
ismatic authority), as well as the possibility to apply psychoanalysis in in-
terpreting history. Following the postulates of one of the founders of psy-
chohistory, Erik Erikson, he suggested that analyzing historical figures
“through the prism of modern and verified methods of psychobiography
[...] is certainly one of the primary tasks of contemporary historical re-
search.””® Nonetheless, it seems that what chiefly shaped his theoretical
and methodological views were the stimulating concepts of French new
history, which, in addition to studying social structures, anthropology and
mentality, assigned a hugely important role to the history of private life
and gender history. Following global currents of historical thought, Stank-
ovi¢ pointed to the unjustified neglect of the gender aspect of history, since
“the life of women, children and the youth has become a focus of interest
only in the last few decades.””*

He remained consistent in defending the attitude that the creation
of the Yugoslav state had been a progressive historical act for all Yugoslav
peoples. This view went completely counter to the main currents of the
new historical discourse, which was united in rejecting “the Yugoslav ex-
perience of Serbian national integration” (Branko Petranovi¢). Stankovi¢
persistently confronted the rising tide of nationalism in public life, as well
as the nationalistic (re)interpretations of the past. He emphasized that cer-
tain historians had, by reviving irrational and mythomaniacal interpreta-
tions of the past, greatly contributed to the “destruction of the historical
mind” (Andrej Mitrovic¢),”® i.e. to the political instrumentalization of his-

72 Bpauko IletpaHoBuh, Hcmopuuap u caspemena enoxa, (Beorpaj: HoBuHCKO-
-u3/jaBayka ycraHosa ,Bojcka“, 1994), 63-64.

73 CrankoBuh, M3a308 Hoge ucmopuje,1,177.

74 CrankoBuh, M3a306 Hoge ucmopuje, 11,221, 227.

75 Andrej Mitrovi¢, Raspravljanja sa Klio. O istoriji, istorijskoj svesti i istoriografiji, (Sara-
jevo: Svjetlost, 1991), 135.
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torical knowledge, thus betraying both the ethics and the methodological
principles of their profession. Characteristic in that sense is Stankovi¢’s
judgment that historical research used for political ends “is undeniably
one of the causes of the global crisis, and the crisis in Yugoslav society.””¢

During that period of all-encompassing crisis in Yugoslavia, it
was clear that historical research was faced with a crisis as well. Assess-
ing the scale at which historical knowledge was exploited in politics, the
media, but also in academic discourse, Stankovic¢ claimed that “the past
has become the subject of the greatest political manipulation; irrational-
ity is overriding the rational spirit, and mythology is overpowering crit-
ical awareness [...]."” What is more, he considered that historical research
had, since the early 1990s, been in a state of “historiographical shock.”””
The above-mentioned circumstances did not, however, shake his convic-
tion that there was a need to theoretically and methodologically develop
historical research in the direction of social history. On the contrary, he
remained true to his previously stated views to which he added by gain-
ing new insights into the development of social theory. According to him,
“integration of history with related [social] sciences is an imperative of
the times.” He insisted that the most pressing task of historical research
was to provide rational historical insights, and employ new history to en-
courage younger historians to look for new ways of exploring and discov-
ering history, while at the same time “protecting historical research from
the invasion of uncritical and irrational conservatism, which is nowadays
washing over the entire planet.””8

It was during this period of crisis in society and academia that
Stankovi¢, together with his younger colleague Ljubodrag Dimi¢, wrote
the book Historiography under Surveillance (1996). In the preface to this
two-volume work, Stankovi¢ emphasized both authors’ awareness that “a
completely new period” of Yugoslav historiography is beginning, and ex-
pressed the sense of responsibility he felt “toward his students” but also
toward the wider reading audience in that period of “historiographical
anarchy” and a somewhat “provisional state of scholarship.” The authors’
aim was to “lay out the viable paths of development in Yugoslav histori-
ography with the highest degree of tolerance, common sense and knowl-
edge” based on a “critical assessment of general and specific historiograph-

76 CrankoBuh, H3a3o08 Hoge ucmopuje, 1, 9. Cf. Andrej Mitrovi¢, Vreme destruktivnih. In-
tervjui, priredio Dragan Stavljanin, (Ca¢ak: Ca¢anski glas, 1998), 224.

77 CrankoBuh, U3a306 Hoge ucmopuje, 11,188, 247,258.

78 CrankoBuh, MU3a306 Hose ucmopuje, 1,10, 16,202.
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ical insights.””® Reviewing the book were Latinka Perovi¢, who was at the
time Head of the Institute for Recent History of Serbia and editor of the
journal Currents of History, and Milan Ristovi¢, Professor of Contemporary
History at the Faculty of Philosophy in Belgrade and editor of the journal
Annual for Social History (which was launched in 1994 at the initiative of
Andrej Mitrovi¢). Stankovi¢ and Dimi¢ succeeded in “giving an overview
of the development of historiography in the past, aware that without do-
ing so, they could not hope to understand the problems of contemporary
historiography.” They were also successful in presenting “three genera-
tions of Yugoslav historians: from Stanoje Stanojevi¢, Viktor Novak, Vasa
Cubrilovi¢, and Dragoslav Stranjakovi¢, to Dragoslav Jankovié¢ and Bogo
Grafenauer, and finally to Jovan Marjanovi¢, Bogumil Hrabak and Branko
Petranovié.” According to Latinka Perovi¢, Stankovi¢’s overview of the his-
tory of historiography “from myth to science” successfully showed that
historical research was “one of the most sensitive barometers of a socie-
ty’s spiritual condition.” The authors dealt with questions that “deserve
attention and are worthy of academic discussions: the proportion of the
general and the specific in the history of historiography, Yugoslav histo-
riography in the history of our historiography, the historian.” Despite its
uniqueness and scholarly value, the work, at least in the view of Latinka
Perovi¢, received a “lukewarm response” in the professional community,
which was already at that time characterized by “writing more than it was
reading.”® Still, this overview of the history of Yugoslav historiography
from the mid-1940s until the mid-1960s, placed in the context of the de-
velopment of “historiography into an academic discipline in general” did
not go completely unnoticed. In fact, it was identified as a “turning-point”
that testified “to the maturity of a national historiography” and inspired
further academic deliberation and discussion. The authors were recog-
nized as being “among the leading Serbian historians of the now middle,
and, until recently, younger generation, until Branko Petranovi¢’s death;
among the leading in terms of historiographical production, interest in
research methodology, and ex cathedra influence on upcoming genera-
tions of historians.” Despite certain critical remarks, Dorde Stankovic¢ and
Ljubodrag Dimi¢ were commended for “taking upon their shoulders not
only the historiography of the entire world, but also the (self-)awareness

79 CrankoBuh, lumuh, Hcmopuoepaguja nod Hadzopom, 1, 18.

80 Latinka Perovi¢, ,Dva znacajna istoriografska dela: povodom drugog izdanja knjige
Branka Petranovica, Istoricar i savremena epoha i dvotomnog dela Porda Stankovica
i Ljubodraga Dimica, Istoriografija pod nadzorom®, Istorija 20. veka 1/1998,163-164.
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of the responsibility they had for their own surveillance over historiog-
raphy, and the risk to which they exposed themselves once they cross the
threshold of SAFETY! [Emphasis in the original].”8!

At the beginning of the 21 century, Dorde Stankovi¢ persistent-
ly advocated for interdisciplinarity, claiming that “young scholars should,
as soon as possible, be trained to ‘reexamine historical sources’ through a
prism of political sociology, sociology of religion, political philosophy, so-
cial psychology, etc. - depending on the field of history they are working
in” Bearing in mind that historiography was at the time being written in a
thoroughly different social context than at the time of its inception, Stank-
ovi¢ believed that historical research could not ignore reality, but rather
that it had to respond to the demands of modern society. He emphasized
that the “need for new history is a need for new and more diverse insights
about the past, since man’s life is becoming ever more complex, ever rich-
er, and it is that fullness that historians should objectively investigate.”
The main reason for this was so that, “through social history, the histori-
an could ‘capture man’s everyday life’, and through that manifold practice
of living, reach new, more general and global insights.”#?

Until the end of his professional career, Stankovi¢ continued to
stress the importance of innovative theoretical and methodological con-
cepts and of including Serbian historiography into European and global
historiographical currents. Perhaps the best example that he considered
consistency and persistence as his obligation is the fact that he began his
Historical Stereotypes and Scholarly Knowledge, published in 2004, with
only a slightly modified and revised version of his preface to The Trials of
Yugoslav Historiography, which he had written in 1988.8 He persistent-
ly stressed the need to enhance the professional development of Serbi-
an historians by systematically introducing them to influential trends in
contemporary historical thought. In order to gain as complex an insight
as possible into all aspects of society in the past (the core subject of his-
torical research), he deemed it necessary that new generations of Serbian
historians should master the core concepts of social theory (social struc-
ture and mobility, class and status, mentality, sex and gender, ideology).
Apart from French new history, to which he had pointed since the mid-

81 Smiljanaburovi¢, ,Nadzor pod nadzorom. Metodoloska razmatranja o tome kuda idu
kretanja u procesima saznanja‘, Tokovi istorije 3-4/1997, 245, 255.

82 Stankovi, Istorijski stereotipi i naucno znanje, 267.

83 Cf. Stankovi¢, Iskusenja jugoslovenske istoriografije, 7-17; Stankovic, Istorijski stereo-
tipi i naucno znanje, 5-14.
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1970s, new economic history, and different forms of social history, he also
emphasized the importance of new historiographical schools and move-
ments, such as the new history of political thought, history from below, mi-
crohistory, history of everyday life, gender history and history of reading.?*

Following Peter Burke in promoting “new perspectives on his-
torical writing,”® Stankovi¢ also emphasized the importance of master-
ing new types of historical sources. Besides traditional historical sources,
which usually originated in the work of organs of state or state institu-
tions, he warned that, in order to implement the broadly conceived pro-
gram of new history, it was necessary to expand the heuristic basis of his-
torical research and analyze the different types of oral testimonies (from
interviews to the “oral tradition of different generations”), ethnological
records, court documents, personal artifacts (private correspondenc-
es, diaries, recollections, memory books of “ordinary people”), as well as
the press (particularly social chronicles), church books, the archives of
health, educational, cultural organizations, etc. In an endeavor to show
that everyday experiences of the “little man” could be a legitimate object
of historical research, Stankovi¢ wrote a methodologically innovative re-
search article about the exodus of the Golden Valley Serbs, based precisely
on the abovementioned theoretical and methodological approaches. Ex-
ploring the past of his Slavonian homeland in line with the principles of
French new history,? Stankovi¢ depicted the history of the Serbian people
in the settlements of PoZega Valley in the form of a complete microhistor-
ical study. This work is one of the first in Serbian historiography to adopt
the “new model of everyday history”?” Apart from being a kind of plea for
the exploration of private and everyday life, the Exodus of the Golden Val-
ley Serbs marks the birthplace of this subdiscipline in Serbian historiog-
raphy. However, even though he persistently spoke in favor of moderniz-
ing historical research, Stankovi¢ maintained a sober and critical attitude
toward the different currents within contemporary historiography. He ar-
gued that new history in its many forms was not negating traditional (po-
litical, diplomatic) history, but rather rectifying it by extending the scope
of historical research to include different dimensions of man’s life in soci-

84  Stankovi¢, Istorijski stereotipi i naucno znanje, 218-222.

85 Cf. Peter Burke, New Perspectives on Historical Writing, (University Park, PA: The
Pennsylvania State University Press, 2001).

86 CrankoBuh, M3a306 Hose ucmopuje, 11, 221; Stankovi¢, Istorijski stereotipi i nau¢no
znanje, 212-213.

87 CrankoBuh, M3a306 Hose ucmopuje, 11, 224.
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ety. He believed that “a spirit of coexistence [...] should be preserved and
deepened” between traditional and new history.®

Rational Knowledge about the Past as the Ultimate Goal
of Historical Studies

Given Stankovi¢’s continual interest in theoretical and methodo-
logical problems in historical research, at first glance it seems surprising
that he almost completely failed to take a stance on the postmodernist ob-
jections to the scientific character of historiography, which reached their
peak in major global historiographies during the last two decades of the
20" century.®” Keeping in mind that Stankovi¢ tenaciously insisted on the
need to study the past in a systematic fashion and establish rational his-
torical insights, the postmodernist charge on the status of history as a (so-
cial) science and its reduction to merely one of the many mutually equiv-
alent discourses about the past, must have been completely unacceptable
to him. Stankovi¢ succinctly assessed this sweeping relativism, character-
istic of postmodernist thinking, and its rejection of all metanarratives (in-
cluding those about the possibility of acquiring true knowledge) as “pes-
simism that we cannot accept, especially not today”. In that sense and
similarly to Richard Evans, Stankovi¢ came forward “in defense of histo-
ry” against those who uncritically denied the possibility of acquiring his-
torical insights. He emphasized, by contrast, the importance of taking a
scholarly approach to the study of history, highlighting that it was a matter
of vital significance “to the people of that region, who are at the moment
lying under a dark cloud of mythomania and centuries-old stereotypes.”®

Stankovi¢ pointed to the existence and widespread presence of his-
torical stereotypes already at the beginning of the 1980s, when he partici-
pated in organizing and carrying out a study on the presence of “the Yugo-
slav and the national in secondary school history textbooks.” Among other
things, this study showed that “inadequately personalized history” with
a pronounced dominance of numerous political figures, had as its conse-
quence “quite a dosed irrational component in constructing images of the
past,” which led students “onto the path of dehumanization and mytholo-
gy”. Given that the crisis and later collapse of the Yugoslav state provided

88 Stankovi, Istorijski stereotipi i naucno znanje, 214-215.

89 Cf. Muxaen AntosioBuh, ,IlocTmofepHH3aM u/uau uctopuorpadwuja?, Tokosu
ucmopuje 3-4/2008,177-197.

90 Stankovi¢, Istorijski stereotipi i naucno znanje, 313.
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additional impetus for the spread of different historical stereotypes, the
creation of vulgarized historical representations and the brutal exploita-
tion of the past for political ends, Stankovi¢ pointed to the “terrifying” fact
that the task of interpreting Yugoslav history was left to individuals with-
out adequate knowledge, who were operating in “a vicious circle of stere-
otypes, or the medieval golden age, western or eastern culture, 19% cen-
tury government programs, idealization of language or culture, national
economic and educational prosperity.”*! Bearing in mind the aforemen-
tioned social circumstances and the fact that historical knowledge was
largely overlooked in public discourse, Stankovi¢ persistently advocated
a deconstruction of historical stereotypes from the standpoint of scientific
rationality. In numerous works, he aimed to demonstrate the unfounded-
ness of certain stereotypical notions which were circulating in the public
domain. These primarily included the stereotypes about the political role
of Nikola Pasi¢,* followed by those about Greater Serbian hegemony in the
Kingdom of SCS/Yugoslavia,” as well as the stereotypes about Yugoslavia
as the “fatal mistake” of Serbian politics. He dedicated the last book pub-
lished during his lifetime to refuting this last stereotype.**

DPorde Stankovi¢ believed that confronting historical stereotypes
with scholarly knowledge was the most important task of historical re-
search and its core social mission. Following Hans-Georg Gadamer, he ar-
gued that the task of historical research was “to take at least the first step
through its autonomous insights and show [...] that it is possible to create
a sphere of moral social and political life based on elementary solidari-
ty among the people living in the entire region of south-eastern Europe,
as was the case two and a half millennia ago in the ancient city-state!”®
According to Stankovi¢, historical research could respond to such a task
primarily by deconstructing stereotypes through the acquisition of ra-
tional, objective insights about the past: “It is with ruthless scholarly crit-
icism that existing stereotypes and false products of national romanti-
cism should be eradicated.” He especially underlined that the stereotypes
to which he was referring should not be “confused with patriotism.”® He

91 Ibid, 288.

92 Ibid, 31-46.

93 1Ibid, 101-185.

94 Dorde Stankovi¢, Srbija i stvaranje Jugoslavije, (Beograd: Sluzbeni glasnik, 2009).
= Hopbhe Crankosuh, Cpbuja 1914-1918. Pamnu yusmwesu, (Hosu Cax: [lpomerej,
Beorpaz: PTC, 2014).

95  Stankovi¢, Istorijski stereotipi i naucno znanje, 251.

96 Ibid, 277.

133



TOKOBH HCTOPHJE 3/2018. 109-145

further highlighted that the condition for acquiring objective insights
about the past consisted in “democratic relations pervaded with utmost
tolerance in dialogue, freedom of academic expression, and a fully imple-
mented right to academic knowledge of history, without the interference
of those factors that commit ‘spiritual violence’ against historical testi-
monies and historians.”’

It is precisely “surveillance over historiography” in its “search for
rational knowledge” about the past, which represents the central motif of
Stankovi¢’s short history of historiography, titled From Mythology to Sci-
ence.”® Following the French historian Marc Ferro, Stankovi¢ was of the
opinion that the acquisition of new insights about the past had, through-
out history, been under the surveillance of the powers that be. Quite con-
sistently, after a chapter on the “victory of the critical method,” dedicated
to the making of scholarly historiography in the 19* century, Stankovié¢
concluded his overview by pointing to the different ways in which histor-
ical research had been ideologically functionalized and instrumentalized
in authoritarian political regimes during the first half of the 20th century
(“for the benefit of the state, nation, party”).

With his, for Serbian historiography, pioneering work on the his-
tory of historiography, Stankovi¢ did not, however, exhaust his interest in
ideological control over rational discoveries about the past. In the peri-
od after 2000, he directed his attention to the phenomenon of historio-
graphical revisionism. Present in history since being established as an ac-
ademic discipline, revisionism became one of the most distinct features
of historical studies in former socialist countries, occurring as part of a
broader process of rejecting and/or reevaluating the socialist era, and, in
that sense, it is a pan-European phenomenon.”® Sharing Branko Petrano-
vi¢’s opinion that “if it is revision in the name of a new ideologization, then
it, too, is targeted by historical research as an unscholarly orientation,”*%
Stankovi¢ persistently pointed out that the process of revising contem-
porary Serbian history was not based on scholarly research, judging that

97 CrankoBuh, M3a30e Hose ucmopuje, 11, 246-247.

98 CrankoBuh, Jumuh, Hcmopuozpaguja nod Hadsopom, 1, 27-155.

99 Cf. Gegen Erinnerung. Geschichte als politisches Argument im Transformationspro-
zess Ost-, Ostmittel- und Siidosteuropas, hrsg. von Helmut Altrichter, Elisabeth Miil-
ler-Luckner, (Miinchen: Oldenbourg, 2006); Past in the Making. Historical Revision-
ism in Central Europe after 1989, ed. by Michael Kopecek, (Budapest, New York: CEU
Press, 2008); 3opan Man6amuh, ,McTopujcku peBU3MOHU3aM: IPOrpec HayKe WU
uzeosomko opyxje?*, [loarumuuka pesuja 2/2016,169-185.

100 TletpanoBuh, Hcmopuuap u caspemeHna enoxa, 40.
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“both rational and irrational exploitation of the past is increasingly taking
the form of irreconcilability, and scholarly knowledge is gaining use-va-
lue.” Stankovi¢ identified the causes of historical revisionism in early 21
century Serbia in the co-occurrence of three factors. The first had to do
with the changed social environment in which historical research was op-
erating and spreading its insights, and which had, for a quarter of a cen-
tury before, been marked by the predominance of the electronic media as
the main sources of shaping public consciousness. Stankovi¢ recognized
the second factor in the distribution of political power, emphasizing that
Serbian authorities after the 2000 political revolution had supported the
reevaluation of recent history if it was “of use in the technology of ruling”
and if it helped to legitimize the new social order, which was based on the
uncritical acceptance of neoliberalism as the new political ideology.!* Fi-
nally, Stankovi¢ identified the provincialism of contemporary Serbian his-
toriography and its weak interest in new paths of development in contem-
porary historical thought as extremely important factors in the existence
of historical revisionism. In a situation where “everyone was running away
from ‘global scholarship’ and satanically confining themselves to parochi-
al mythologies,” Stankovi¢ emphasized that a distinctive feature of Serbian
historiography was, apart from the almost exclusive focus on topics from
political history, the historians’ low levels of general and professional (the-
oretical and methodological) knowledge. He considered that one of the
consequences of such a situation was the predominance of “positivistic
archivitis” as a core concept in Serbian historiography, which was often-
times reduced to “retelling the contents of documents of different origins
- regardless of their authenticity.”!° The symbiosis of the aforementioned
general social circumstances and the specific peculiarities of Serbian his-
toriography, confronted with social modernization based on, among other
things, “a critical and tolerant reexamination of the past,” had as its con-
sequence the vulgarization of historical studies and the creation of new
(national, religious, ideological) stereotypes, which projected contempo-
rary values into the past and functionalized historical insights in favor of
the ruling ideology.'*?

Stankovic¢ juxtaposed “impassioned revisionism,” which he con-
sidered dangerous to the integrity of scholarly historiography, with “crit-
ical historical research,” which was based on the gradual advancement of

101 CrauxoBuh, Heuzgecha npowsiocm Cp6uje, 82-84, 99.
102 Ibid, 107,115.
103 Ibid, 97.
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historical insights in accordance with the availability of historical sourc-
es, as well as on the continual (self-)education of historians in “the do-
main of theoretical and methodological innovations” and historiograph-
ical trends in Europe and the world.!** Never questioning the pluralism
of historical research in terms of its thematic foci, theoretical and meth-
odological approaches and interpretational aspects, Stankovi¢ repeated-
ly insisted on the need for “every scholarly historian to be thoroughly fa-
miliar with the heuristic method, have finely honed criteria for evaluating
sources, be familiar with the dominant social values of the time, consider,
in places where historical sources allow it, comparative methods and cli-
ometrics, which allow him to present mosaically the clarity of past reali-
ty, appreciate multidisciplinarity and the findings of historical research,
on the foundations of which he is standing.” This he considered to be par-
ticularly important, given that “by examining available historical sources
gradually and very critically, historical research is attempting to reach the
highest level of scholarly knowledge.” In view of the empirical grounded-
ness of historical research, Stankovi¢ emphasized that “through histori-
cal sources, the historian uses scholarly presentation to convey past lives
and realities into the present, and, in doing so, creates certain scholarly
knowledge and a certain historical consciousness. On the theoretical lev-
el, only through empirical research is it possible to create the product that
we call history. It does not matter whether that historical realism subjec-
tively stylizes the contents of past realities, in the same way that the artist
of the same movement is convinced that he is recreating reality - histor-
ical research has no other alternative but to adhere to historical records

and the requirements determined by their contents.”1%

At the turn of the century, Porde Stankovi¢ was one of the few
historians of his generation committed to working on the theoretical and
methodological aspects of historical research. Drawing on the concept of
new history, which left its mark on the main streams of development in
world historiography in the 1960s and 1970s, Stankovi¢ opted for social
history, which employs theoretical and methodological concepts of the so-
cial sciences in order to overcome the inherent shortcomings of tradition-
al political history and comes close to the ideal of total history. His final

104 Ibid, 176,196.
105 Ibid, 20,221, 226.
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theoretical and methodological response to the revisionist currents with-
in Serbian historiography was critical historical research (modeled on his-
torical social science - Historische Sozialwissenschaft - which was promot-
ed by the Bielefeld School of social history).'°¢ With his broadly conceived
program of new history, Stankovi¢ greatly contributed to the theoretical
and methodological development of Serbian historiography, the plurali-
zation of topics it covered, and the establishment of the long and unduly
neglected social history and its subdisciplines, such as quantitative and
demographic history, the history of everyday (private) life, and gender his-
tory. A firm believer in the emancipatory power of scholarly (historical)
knowledge, Stankovi¢ considered that the deconstruction of stereotypical
notions about the past was the most important function of historical re-
search, with which it contributed to man’s liberation and to the creation
of a more humane and more just society. That is precisely why, in a time
of social and political crisis fuelled by the dissolution of socialist Yugosla-
via and followed by a spread of historical stereotypes and the strength-
ening of false historiography in public discourse,'’” Stankovi¢ tenacious-
ly highlighted that securing rational insights about the past was the first
and foremost goal of historical research. It is in this same sense that one
should understand the fact that Stankovi¢ advocated the theoretical and
methodological development of scholarly historiography, so that it could,
with its extent and comprehensiveness, analyticity and nuanced interpre-
tations, respond to its primary social role. However, looking at the main
trends in contemporary Serbian historiography,'®® it seems that his new
history program has been only partially adopted. This is not only due to the
fact that certain theoretical concepts that Stankovi¢ once had great hopes
for were received quite unenthusiastically by Serbian historians (this was
the case with, e.g. psychohistory, which, it should be mentioned, has al-
most completely fallen off the radar of world historiography), but even
more due to the continual disregard for theoretical and methodological
issues in Serbian historiography and its focus on “amassing” knowledge,
mainly from the domain of political history.'*

106 Jupren Koka, O ucmopujckoj Hayyu. Ozsnedu, mpeBeo c HeMaukor BpaHumup
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With his new history program, Porde Stankovi¢ has played one of
the key roles in the process of modernizing Serbian historiography from
the mid-1980s until the early 21st century. This fact alone makes him
one of the most significant figures in Serbian historiography of that pe-
riod. In addition to greatly advancing the (national) field of history with
his theoretical works, Porde Stankovi¢’s historiographical writings have
provided a permanent incentive for both the critical evaluation of Serbi-
an and Yugoslav historiographical heritage and the necessary strength-
ening of self-reflection within historical research. In that sense, the aca-
demic oeuvre of Porde Stankovi¢ is not just a valuable legacy, but it also
provides reliable guidance to future generations of historians in the or-
ganized “dialogue of the past and the present.”
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Summary

At the turn of the century, Porde Stankovi¢ was one of the few his-
torians of his generation who were committed to working on the theoreti-
cal and methodological aspects of historical research. Drawing on the con-
cept of new history, which left its mark on the main streams of development
in world historiography in the 1960s and 1970s, Stankovi¢ opted for social
history, which employs theoretical and methodological concepts of the so-
cial sciences in order to overcome the inherent shortcomings of traditional
political history and comes close to the ideal of total history. With his broad-
ly conceived program of new history, Stankovi¢ contributed significantly to
the theoretical and methodological development of Serbian historiography,
the pluralization of topics it covered, and the establishment of the long and
unduly neglected social history and its subdisciplines, such as quantitative
and demographic history, the history of everyday (private) life, and gender
history. A firm believer in the emancipatory power of scholarly (historical)
knowledge, Stankovi¢ considered that the deconstruction of stereotypical
notions about the past was the most important function of historical re-
search, with which it contributed to man’s liberation and to the creation of
a more humane and more just society. That is precisely why, in a time of so-
cial and political crisis fuelled by the dissolution of socialist Yugoslavia and
followed by a spread of historical stereotypes and the strengthening of false
historiography in public discourse, Stankovi¢ persistently highlighted that
securing rational insights about the past was the first and foremost goal of
historical research. It is in this same sense that one should understand the
fact that Stankovi¢ advocated the theoretical and methodological develop-
ment of scholarly historiography, so that it could, with its extent and com-
prehensiveness, analyticity and nuanced interpretations, respond to its pri-
mary social role. With his new history program, Porde Stankovi¢ has played
one of the key roles in the process of modernizing Serbian historiography
from the mid-1980s until the early 21st century. This fact alone makes him
one of the most significant figures in Serbian historiography of that peri-
od. In addition to greatly advancing the (national) field of history with his
theoretical works, Porde Stankovi¢’s historiographical writings have pro-
vided a permanent incentive for both the critical evaluation of Serbian and
Yugoslav historiographical heritage and the necessary strengthening of
self-reflection within historical research. In that sense, the academic oeuvre
of borde Stankovi¢ is not just a valuable legacy, but also provides reliable
guidance to future generations of historians in the organized “dialogue of
the past and the present.”
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Pe3sume

Muxaen AHToJ10BUN
BusbaHa lllumyHoBuh-Benuinn

HUcrtopuja kao Vallis Aurea.
Hophe CrankoBuh u MmoaepHU3anuja
cprcke ucropuorpaduje

AncrtpaxT: Y pazy cy npejicTaB/beHe TEOPHjCKO-MeTO/[0JI0LIKe
koHLenuyje Hopha CraHkoBuha y KOHTEKCTY pa3Boja U MoJep-
HU3alMje CPIICKe U jyrocaoBeHCcKe ucropuorpaduje kpajem 20.
Y Ha noyeTKy 21. Beka. Y ¢pokycy ucTpakuBamwa 6uau cy: CTaH-
KoBHNEBO pa3yMeBame EeNUCTEMOJIOIIKHUX OCHOBA HMCTOPHjCKe
HayKe U HBheHUX APYIITBEHUX QYHKIIHUja, FheTOB MPOrpam ,HOBe
vcropuje“ u gocjaeHa 60p6a 3a JeKOHCTPYKIUjY UCTOPHjCKUX
cTepeoTHna v apupMaryjy palMoHaIHUX, HAyYHUX 3HAbA.

KsbyuHe peuun: Hophe CtankoBuh, Teopuja UCTOpHje, METOI0-
JIOTHja UCTOPHjCKUX HayKa, jyrocjoBeHCKa ucTopuorpaduja,
cprcka ucrtopuorpaduja, ,HoBa UCTOpH]ja“, coljHjaHa UCTOPUja

Toxkom nmocneamwux fenenuja 20. v npBe Aenenuje 21. Beka hophe
CrankoBuh je 610 jeiaH 0Jf pETKUX HCTOpPUYApPA Y CBOjOj TeHepaLHjH KOjU
Cy ce pe/laHO GaBUJ/IM TEOPHjOM U METOZ0JI0TMjOM UCTOpHjcKe HayKe. [To-
Jlazehu of1 KOHIIENTA ,,HOBE UCTOPHUje", KOju je TokoM 60-ux u 70-ux ooe-
JIE’KHO IJIaBHe NIpaBlie pa3Boja cCBeTCKe UcTopuorpaduje, CrankoBuh ce
omnpeJie/IMO0 3a COLiMja/IHy UCTOPHU]jY Koja, ciaykehu ce Teopujcko-MeToO-
JOJIOIIKKUM KOHLeNITUMa JPYIITBEHUX HAayKa, IpeBa3uIa3h UHXEpPeHT-
He HeJJOCTaTKe TpaJULlMOHAJIHEe IOJIUTUYKE UCTOpUje U oMoryhasa npu-
G/IMKaBabe Ujieany — , TOTaTHOj ucTopuju”. CBOjUM LIMPOKO 3aCHOBAaHUM
porpaMoM ,HOBe UCTOpHje" BUTHO je JONPUHEO TEOPHUjCKO-MeTO/0-
JIOILIKOM Pa3Bojy CpICKe UcTopuorpaduje, eHoj TeMaTCKOj IJIypair3a-
LJMjH, KOHCTUTYHUCawy Ayro HEONPaBJaHO 3aIl0CTaB/beHe COLUjaIHe UCTO-
pHYje U lbeHUX Cy6AMCLUUI/IMHA TONYT KBAHTUTATUBHE U JeMorpadcke,
HCTOPHje CBAaKOJHEBHOT (IPUBATHOT) *KUBOTA, Te PoJIHE UCTOpHUje. UBp-
CTO Bepyjyhu y eMaHIIMIIATOPCKY MOQ HAay4yHOT (MCTOPUjCKOT) Ca3Hama,
CMaTpao je Ja JeKOHCTPYKIUja CTEPEOTUIIHUX IIPe/CTaBa O MPOLLJIO0-
CTH NpeJCTaB/ba HAjBaXKHU]jy QYHKIHUjy HUCTOPUjCKEe HAYKe KOjOM OHaA
JIONIPUHOCH ocio6ahamy YoBeKa U CTBapamwy XyMaHHUjer ¥ NpaBeJHUjer
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JpyLITBa. YOpaBo CTOra, TOKOM pa3/o6Jba JpyLITBEHE U IOJUTHYKe KpU-
3e, IOJCTAKHYT pacnaZoM COLMjaJUCTHUUKe JyrociaByje, npaheHuM LIu-
pemeM UCTOPUjCKUX CTepPeOTHIIa U CHAXKekbeM Napaucropuorpaduje y
jaBHOM JiucKypcy, CTaHKkoBUh je yIOpHO yKa3KWBao Ha To Jia je 06e36ehu-
Bakbe palMOHa/HUX 3Haka 0 NPOILJIOCTH IPBU U HajBaXKHUjU LiUJ/b UCTO-
pUjcke HaykKe. Y IOMEHYTOM KOHTEKCTY BaJ/ba pa3yMeTH U HeroBo 3aro-
Bapame TEOPUjCKO-MEeTON0JIOLIKOT pa3Boja Hay4YHe uctopuorpaduje,
Kako 61 0Ha, 06MMOM U 06yXBaTHOUINY ca3Haka, aHAJTUTUYHOIIhY U 13-
HYjaHCUPAaHUM UHTepIlpeTalyjaMa, MoIJia Jia O4r0OBOPU CBOjOj IIpeBac-
XOZIHOj Ipy1IITBeHO]j y03U. hophe CTaHkoBuh je mporpamom ,,HOBe UCTO-
puje” ogurpao jeHy ofi K/by4HHUX yJIora y poliecy MoJiepHU3aliije CpIcKe
rcropuorpaduje oz cpe/iuHe ocamjieceTux roguHa 20. 1 Ha moyeTky 21.
croJsieha. OBa yumweHuIla ra, Beh cama o ce6u, YUHU jeJHOM O] Haj3Ha-
YajHUjUX JUYHOCTHU CPIICKe UcTopuorpaduje y ToM pa3aobsby. Ocum 1ITo
je CBOjUM TeOpHjCKUM pajiloBUMa YMHOTOMe yHanpeAro (HalluoHaJHY)
HCTOPHjCKY KYJITYPY, CBOjUM HCTOpPHUOTrpadCKUM /IeJIOM je 1ao TpajaH Moj-
CTHLAj KaKO 32 KPUTHUYKO BpeJHOBak€e CPIICKE U jyroC/I0BEHCKe UCTOPU-
orpadcke GalITHUHE TAaKO U 32 HEONIXOJHO CHAXKeke caMmopedIeKCUBHO-
CTU UcTopujcke Hayke. CTora HayyHu onyc Hopha CTankoBuha He camo
Jla mpe/icTaBJ/ba AparolieHo Hacaehe y cprickoj uctopuorpaduju seh npy-
»Ka U CUT'ypaH NnyToka3 6yayhuM reHepanyjaMma MCTopyu4apa y opraHuso-
BaHOM ,,/IHjaJIOTy MPOUIJIOCTU U CaIAlllFOCTH ",
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