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For the period of crises in the Habsburg Monarchy originating from na-
tional problems, the situation of the Slovenes is characterized by the
plain fact, that the Slovene ethnical territory was not one particular
province, but was divided into several administrative units. The offici-
al Austrian Czoernig’s investigation about the languages of the popula-
tion in the Monarchy, which was based on the census of 1846 for the Au-
strian half and on the census of 1850 for the Hungarian lands, establi-

shed: in Carniola 428,000 Slovenes and Serbo-Croats (92 per cent.of the

inhabitants), in Styria 363,000 Slovenes (36 per cent. of the inhabi-
tants), in Carinthia 96,000 Slovenes (30 per cent. of the inhabitants;
it was proved that there were about 20,000 Slovenes more in Carinthia
at that time), in the Gorica (Gorizia, Gérz) province 128,000 Slovenes
(67 per cent. of the inhabitants), in Trieste 25,000 Slovenes (31,5 per
cent of the inhabitants), in Istria 32,000 Slovenes (14 per cent. of the
inhabitants, with 59 per cent. of Serbo-Croats, 26 per cent. of Itali-
ans, and 1 per cent. of others); in addition there were 45,000 Slovenes
registered in the border regions of Hungary, belonging after the year
1867 to the Hungarian half of the Dualistic Monarchy, and 27,000 Slove-
nes in the boundary area of the province of Venetia, belonging to Italy
since 1866. This situation, that the Slovene territory was not only di-
vided into several administrative units, but that also a half of the
Slovenes lived in provinces having a non-Slovene numerical majority of
the population, did not change until the fall of the Habsburg Monarchy.
Nearly all the provinces, where the Slovenes lived (with the exception
of Hungary, Venetia and a part of Istria), belonged to the part of the
Monarchy which was, in the years 1815 till 1866, a component part of



the German Confederationj this is not significant for the political regi-
me in these lands, for all important questions were decided upon in Vien-
na and not in Francfort. Still the German Confederation was the only form
of the then political existence of Germany, and this is significant for
the politicel situation of the year 1848, and also for the later aspirati-

ong of the German Nationalism for the Slovene territory.

The second basic characteristic of the situation of the Slovenes in the
period, when national questions came in the foreground, is the fact,that
the Slovenes had at the beginning of that era no upper social classes of
their own and no literature of higher culture in their own language.They
thus belonged to the "nmon-historical" peoples, and faced the task to de-
velop socially, politically, and culturally in this period only. The a-—
grarian population in the Slovene ethnical territory was by an enormous
majority Slovene. There were in this territory almost no agrarian "is—
lands" of other languages. On the other hand, the upper social classes

in this territory (i.e. nearly the entire nobility, the upper bourgeoi-
sie, the newly created bureaucracy, and the intellectual professions)be-
longed to other ethnical groups. These upper social classes felt social-
ly and culturally superior and assimilated also those rising in the so-
cial hierarchy. ATising from these facts was also the difference betwe-—
en the ethnical character of the villages and that of the towns. The popu-
lation of the wvillages was by an overwhelming majority Slovene. In the
towns, on the other hand, in some cases the foreign element was prevai-
ling, in other cases those speaking a foreign language were a numerical
minority only, but giving these towns an appearance of belonging to their
ethnical group, owing to their social and cultural predominance. In most
parts of the Slovene ethnical territory, the upper social classes belon—
ged to the German ethnical group. The relation of this kind between Slo-
venes and Italians-was limited to the fact, that the Italians constituted
‘the majority of the inhabitants of Gorica (Gorizia, GSrz), Trieste, and

of some Istrian coastal towns, whereas the agrarian population of the



surroundings of these towns was Slovene. Outside these towns, the Italian
feudal lords and townfolk were almost nonexistent, neither could the Ita-
lians -~ with the exception of very small parts of the Slovene territory,
which once belonged to the Republic of Venice = claim the tradition of
the Italian political rule. In the part of the Slovene ethnical territo-
ry, that once belonged to Hungary, the Magyars were but a few members of
the upper social classes, claiming however, that this territory histori-

cally belonged to Hungary.

The Slovene literature, originated by the Slovene Protestants in the six-/
teenth century, consisted in the first two centuries of its existence-
just owing to the sketched social situation - of works for the clergy and
the literate peasants, artisans, etc. All other literature was written

in the languages of the upper social classes. Before the middle of the
eighteenth century already, the German language was the administrative
language of the Estates, of the landlords, and of the municipalities.The
use of the Slovene language was limited to oral communications with the
people and to some written documents, if the cognizance by the people of
the subject-matter was considered as necessary. In the century from the
era of Maria Theresa to the year 1848, the German language was the langu-
age of the written documents in the State administration and at the
courts of lawj acts, proclamations, etc. were translated into the Slove-
ne languagé only tE@n, when their cognition by the people seemed neces—
sary. Some care was taken also to the need, that those officials, who

had to deal with the people, were acquainted with the Slovene language.
When after 1774 the compulsory primary education was being introduced,
the circumstance had to be considered, that, by a large majority, the
children knew the Slovene language only. The providing for these diffi-
oulties was restricted to the use of bilingual and eXceptionally even
Slovene primers in elementary schools, and at some places teachers taught
the children the German language merely orally in the locally spoken dia~
lects all further teaching at schools designed to offér: more than a me-

rely elementary education was done in German. At the secondary and hig-
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her schools, which became State schools in the era of Maria Theresa,the
German language became the language of instruction, Latin preserving
this funetion only to a small extent; in setting up some chairs of Slo-
_vene language at hlgher schools in the pre-March era, the intention on
FHe part of the State was only to get acquainted with the Slovene langu-
age the clergy and the officials in close contact with the people. Thus
German was congidered the language of the State, and Slovene the langu—
age of the peasants, or at most the "language of the country". In Tri-
este, Gorica (Gorizia, G8rz) and, of course, even more so in the former
Venetian areas, Italian was the language of the Estates and of the muni-
gipalities, yet from the introduction of the bureaucratic State admini-
stration, in addition to it, also the German Language was started to be
introduced into administration and schools. There is a special situation
in the part of the Slovene territory belonging to Hungary; here the

Magyar language began to be introduced in the nineteenth century only.

Such a situation of the Slovenes implied, that in the beginning their
national movement had very modest aims. In the first peried, beginnihg
~about the year 1768 and ending with the revolution of 1848, the natio=-
.nal movement was by its contents a cultural movement, although its ro-
ots were in the entire social development of that time. In literature,
its aim was no longer the Slovene popular literature only, but it aimed
at raising the Slovene language to the level of the highest literary
creative work. In this, the work of the poet France PreSeren was deci-
sive. Parallel to that was the work in the philology of the Slovene
and Slavonic languages by‘KOpitar and Miklo8i&; and also the work in
the ethnography and history of the Slovenes. lloreover, the reason that
'  the entire national movement of the Slovenes was during this period
restricted to merely cultural activities - as it was the case with ma-
hy other nationalities in the Monarchy- was founded in the fact, that
on this condition only the Austrian State authorities were willing to
tolerate it. In the period preceding the revolution, the State autho~
rities refused issuing the authorization to set up a society for pu-—
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blishing popular Slovene books. The request for permission to publish the
popular Slovene newspaper '"Novice" (The News),that startqd being published
in 1843, was being withheld for several years. The authorities were afraid
of "panslavism"- the expression denoted in the language of the Austrian
bureaucracy any aspiration on the part of the Slav peoples to change the
existing political conditions. On the other hand, many among the then Slo-
vene national workers actually had in mind only literature, language,and
other cultural fields, and not the changing of the existing political con-
ditionsj this is true especially of those among them who were although ac-
tive in the Slovene cultural work, but were of conservative tendencies,as

1)

far as the general questions of that period were concerned.

In the time before the revolution of 1848, the expressing of political opi=
nion was among the Slovenes restricted to few individuals and to small
circles only, and we cannot speak of political groups in the real sense
of this word. A. Linhart (1756-1795), the author of the first Slovene hi-
storical work from the Slovene national point of view, wrote in the pre-
face to the second volume of this work "Versuch einer Geschichte wvon Krain
und den Uibrigen Lindern der stldlichen Slawen Osterreichs", 1791, that Au-
stria might be styled a Slav State like Russia, if the number of the Slav
population were decisive. Linhart raised the question, of what importan—
ce the Slavé were for Austria and of what importance they could be. On the
basis of comparing the printed text of this book with the manuscript, in
which some passgges had been deleted by the censor, and by examining also
iinhart’s other unpublished manuscripts, it can be asserted, that Linhart
expected, after the crisis of the system of centralism and germanization
in the era of Joseph II, a new organization of Austria in which the Slavs

2

Provinces (1809-1813), which included also about a half of the Slovene

would have a greater importance In the time of Napoleon®s Illyrian
territory, many apprehended the name given to these provinces as a nati-
onal denomination, since the usage of denominating the Slavs or individu-

al groups of the Slgva as "Illyrians", and their language és the "Illyri-

an" language, was wide%pread at that time, as was also the view that the
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ancient Illyrians of the pre-Roman era were of Slavic origin. Thence ca-
me the idea of Napoleon‘s awakening the once famous Illyria to a new li-
fes; it was not an original Slovene idea but it was the Slovene poet V.
Vodnik (1758-1819) to give it in his poem "Ilirija oZ%ivljena" ("Illyria
Revided") the form in which it was passed on to the future. With the re-
al aims of Napoleon”s policy this view had, of course, nothing to doj it
is only true that in the elementary and secondary school system the
French regime was more favourable to the Slovene language than the Au-—
strian regime before or after this period. This idea was limited to small
oirecles of the Francophiles and we cannot sfrictly speak of a movement
on the basis of it. Still, later the tradition of this idea has not been
without influence on the political 1life of the Slovenes.B')— The Slove-
ne philologist Jernej Kopitar was held to have originated the great-Cro-
atian idea and the conception for the trialistic reorganization of the

4.)

scientific grammar of the Slovene language, through his disciple Vuk
& b o P

Habsburg Monarchy. In reality, Kopitar was the author of the first
Stefanovié¢ Karad¥ié he exerted a great influence on the formation of
the modern Serbian literary language and orthography, and he was one
of the founders of the Slavonic philology as a science, As to his poli-
tical views, it is certain that Kopitar was a partisan of Austria and
that he expected that Austria, and not Russia, would be the best promo-
ter of the cultural aspirations of her Slav peoples. There is no founda-
tion in the sources to infer the assertions that Kopitar, who was a
broad-minded Austrian official of the period after Joseph II, wanted to
convert the orthodox Slavs in general and the Serbs in particular to
catholicism, Neither can it be maintained that Kopitar was expecting
from Austria anything more than furthering the cultural aspirations of
her Slav peoples. He had no political programme for a reorganization of
Austria on the basis of federalism, trialism, or of a great—Croatian
idea, whioh, in the pre-iarch period would necessarly lead him into op-
position against the regime; when Jan Kollar was emphasizing, that his

Slav solidarity had only a literary, and not a political character, he
was explicitely referring to Kopitar®s opinion, expecting for the Slavs
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merely some support from the part of the government, as opposed to Lin-

5s)

hart®s point of view mentioned above. As to the indirect influence
exerted by Kopitar®s philological views, it must be stated, that he di-
stinguished two languages of the South Slavs (excepting the Bulgarians);
on the one hand the Slovenes, to whom he included also the north-westem
part of the Croats, i.e. the area of the "kajkavski" dialect which had
the tradition of its own literature, having however abandoned it just
during Kopitar’s lifetime under the influence of Gaj’s Illyrian move-
ment, to which Kopitar was opposedj on the other hand he considered the
language of all the other Croats together with the Serbs forming a unit

6s)

styled by Kopitar mostly Serbian. Taking all this into considerati-
on, we may say that there was an indirect influence of Kopitar®s opini-
on upon the rise of the great—Serbian idea which proclaimed the Croats
of the "Ztokavski" dialect, i.e. the majority of the Croats, for Serbs,
yet in no way he can be held to be the initiator of the great-Croatian
idea.-A different imagining of the future we see in the idea of Pre-
geren’s "Zdravljica" ("Toast"), 1844, created probably under French and
Polish influences, in which an armed struggle for the national libera-—
tion is referred to and the future brotherhood of the Slavs and all na-
tions in general is delineatedj this poem of PreSeren’s, however, can—
not be taken as an expression of the attitude of a larger circle of pe-
ople among the Slovenes of that period.7')
The first Slovene political programme, at the same time a starting
point for political action, was laid down at the beginning of the re-
volution in 1848, simultaneously at several places in the circles of
Slovene liberal intellectuals, students, and some priests supporting

a liberal catholicism. The main national demand in this programme was
the unification of the Slovene ethnical territory, irrespective of the
then provinces, into an autonomous region of Slovenia. On principle,it
envisaged for this region, that the Slovene language should become the

language of all administration and of all schoolsj provisionally, ho-



wever, it demanded only some more rights for the Slovene language at
schools and in the administration, and the knowledge of the Slovene
language for all officials in the Slovene territory. Some of the decla-
rations made by this movement demanded, in addition, the union of Slo-
venia with Croatia, i.e. with other Yugoslav regions of the Habsburg lo-
narchy. There can be no doubt that the authors of the programme envisa-
ged Slovenia as an autonomous region within the framework of an Austria,
reorganized on a federalistic basisj they were under the influence of
the Czech and Croatian Austroslavism, fearing, on one hand, the creati-
on of a Great Germany on the whole territory of the German Confedera-—
tion, and of an independent Hungary on the whole territory of the histo-
ric Hungarys; as a liberal movement it did not feel any sampathies at allh
for Russian czarismj still, they were convinced that the Austrian Slavs
were too weak for an action for independent national states. Thusya pro-
gramme was created of Austria,wzsfgiiﬁiged on a federalistic basis, in
which, no doubt, also the hoPe’that in such an Austria the Slavs,owing
to their number, might play an important part. It is characteristic,ho-—
wever, that all the declarations made by this Slovene political movement
took a stand against the incorporation of any portion of Austria into
Germany, and that the very first political action, made by this Slovene
political group, was to boycott in the Slovene territory the election

to the Parliament of Francfort. The German democrats, who had but few
adherents between the Germans in Slovene territory, disagreed, however,
with this Slovene politiecal programmej their concept was a Germany on
the whole territory of the German Confederation, reaching to Triestej
it was just the Slovene ethnical territory, that was the barrier bar-
ring such a Germany from the Adriatic and the Mediterranean. Still,the
main opponent of the Slovene national movement in the Slovene territory
were the old Ausgtrian bureaucrats remaining, with some exceptions, at
their posts also after the March revolution, and all those linked with

them. Although it was within the framework of Austria that the Slovene



movement envisaged Slovenia, its demand for the separation of Austria
from Germany was opposed to the traditional German policy of Austria,and
its solicitation to boycott the election to the Parliament of Francfort
was counteracting the writs for this election which were issued by the
dustrian Government, which this bureaucracy were used to obeyjy the de—
mand to introduce the Slovene language into schools and administration
was conflicting with the position, held till then by the German language
in the Austrian administration and at schools, and, in addition to it,
the demand that officials should be obliged to officiate in Slovene cr,
to have at least a knowledge of Slovene, threatened this bureaucracy in
their existence., That was why just from these circles the polemics aro-
se asserting that the Slovene language was represented by rural dialects
only which would never be able to rise to the level of a language of Sta-
te administration and of higher culture, and to a still lesser degree be
in a position to be a frame for forming a political unit. The beginnings
of the Slovene political movement were the work of liberal Slovenesjthe
conservatives, whose conception of the national work had been only as of
work in the field of culture, and who had no political programme whate-
very were surprised by the revolutiong at the beginning they hesitated
between the standpoint of the Slovene national programme and the stand-
point of the Austrian bureaucracy, and they were sometimes opposed to
the actions of the liberal national Slovenes., This situation changed so-
mewhat in the summer and autumn of 1848, when the conflict of the Au-
strian government with the lagyars and the democrats of Vienna became
acute and when also the Slovene liberals, in conformity with the stand-
point of the Czechs, Croats, and Serbs of the same tendencies, were op-
posed to the Magyars and to the Viennese October revolution, because
they were afraid that the victory of the revolution might mean the crea-
tion of a Great Germany and of an independent Hungary in her historiec
boundaries. Then also the Slovene conservatives agreed to the national

programme of the liberals, and even the stand of the Austrian bureaucra-—



"¢y got to some extent moderated. As to the revolutionary era of 1848/49,
it cannot be asserted, that the political standpoint of all the voters
was clearly defined, even the stands taken by some deputies were not cle-
ar, local and personal motives still played a great role. The Slovene na-
tional movement had not yet included all the Slovenes, still the action
%o boycott the election of the Parliament of Francfort in 1848 was a re-—
lative successj at the by-election to the Parliament of Francfort, in Fe-
bruary 1849, the majority of constituencies in the Slovene territory ab-
stained from votingj about a half of the deputies elected in the Slove-
ne territory for the Parliament‘of Vienna supported the Slovene national
programme. The overwhelming majority of Slovenes at that time were pea-—
sanmts and it was the question of the abolition of the feudal system only
they were politically intensively interested injg this was the reason

that the conservative clergy had exerted no political influence upon the
peasants in the era of the revolution of 1848 — in contrast with the la-
ter period— since in the question of abolition the peasants did not trust
the clergy. The liberal national Slovenes were unable to show clearly
enough the link hetween their national struggle and the peasants®strug—
gle against the feudal lords of foreign originjg still, the contact bet-
ween the Slovene liberal deputies, taking comparatively radical stands
ag far as the question of the abolition of the feudal system was concer—

ned, and the Slovene peasants did exist.

After the defeat of the October revolution of Vienna it was even in the
parliamentary committee on constitution that all the proposals for the
unification of the Slovene ethnical territory into Slovenia were defea-
ted, and it was even less possible to think of a creation of a Tugoslav
unit within the Habsburg Monarchyj the constitutional project made by

the Parliament envisaged the preservation of the historic provinces,the
autonomy of districts (Kreise, Bezirke) and communes, organized on the

prineciple of natignality, and the equality of rights of the languages.

More important, however, was the policy of the new government of Schwar-—

lo



zenbergs the whole political development was directed toward the victory
of the new militarism and absolutismj the government®s aim in foreign po-
licy was Great Germanyj; in its domestic policy, too, the German language
was favoured. In this constellation, the government”s policy enjoyed
sympathies of the extreme conservatives among the Slovenes, whose main
aim was the defeat of the revolution (bishop SlomSek). The more moderate
conservatives became opportunists and did not want to expose themselves
against the government (editor Bleiweis). The liberal national Slovenes
wavered already in the time of the October revolution of Vienna, later on
they became more and more convinced that the defeat of the revolution of
Vienna was a victory of militarism and not that of their national aimsj
they began to oppose the government, and in the Slovene territory conflicts
were increasing between them and the old Austrian bureaucracy, who were
becoming bolders; they condemned the dissolution of the Parliament and the
new octroyed constitutionj they expressed their oppositional feelings un-
til, along with the banning of all oppositicnal press in Austria, also the

publishing of their newspaper "Slovenija" (1848-1850) had to cease.

The rights of the Slovene language, acquired in the time of the revolution
and preserved in the era of Bach’s absolutism, were poor. Austria recogni-
zed the Slovenes as a special ethnical unit in the statistics, and in fu-
ture all the laws were translated into Slovene. At elementary schools the
principle to be followed was that the language of instruction be, at least
at the beginning, the children®s mother tongue, still this principle had
many exceptions, particularly in towns and in boundary provinces. At se-—
condary schools the Slovene language was only a subject of the curricu-
lum, and even this not at all schools, all other instruction was done in
German. In the State administration the Slovene language was in the main
limited to oral communicating of officials with the Slovenes, corresponden—
ce and decrees in Slovene were very rarej the internal official language
was, of course, herman, thus the resistance of the Austrian bureaucracy

againgt the introduction of Slovene was victorious. Such a situation could
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satisfy among the Slovenes only some of the extreme conservatives who 1i-
ked the regime’s policy and the concordat in particular. The younger ge-—
neration of the liberals, however, now lost their belief in the Austro-
slavism, and their belief in Austria“a ability of ever solving the Slove-—
ne national question. In this situation panslavism, & hope in Russia, and
later also hopes connected with Napoleon III spread among this generation.
.There were no real possibilities for such ideas to be fulfilled. There-
fore this generation had to limit itself practically in the era of Bach’s

absolutism to national work in the field of culture. 8)

In the constitutional era after 1860 we can observe with the Slovenes -
éxcept for those Slovenes belonging to Hungary after the introduction of
dualism in 1867, and except for the Slovenes in Venetia belonging to Ita-—
ly since 1866 - on the basis of the results of elections, to what extent
the Slovene national orientation inecluded the Slovenes., It must be taken
into consideration, of course, that the suffrage in the first decades was
not a general one and that there was a system of "curiae". The Slovene po-—
litical party won-its first polling victory at the elections in 1867, when
we can already speak about a clear political orientation of the voterss
then it receded a little in the following decade, because of the pressu—
re exerted by the regimes opposed to it at the beginning of the Taaffe
regime a situation was created, which did not change essentially until :
the decay of the Habsburg Monarchy. In Carniola, the central Slovene pro-
vince, the Slovene national orientation was prevalent both among the ru-—
ral population and in the towns. In the Slovene part of Styria, the Slo-
vene orientation was prevailing with the rural population; as far as towns
were concerned it was statistically proved that the majority of the inha-
bitants was of Slovene mother tongue, but the German predominance and po-—
litical pressure was so strong that in censuses, carried out on the basis
of the"colloquial language", the majority of the population were ente-
red as German and that at elections a German orientation was prevailing.

The situation was similar also in the Slovene part of Carinthia, with the
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only difference that the German political orientation gained there also

a minority of the Slovene rural population. In the Littoral, where the
Slofenes lived in contact with the Italians, the problem consisted in

the question to what extent Slovene immigrants in Trieste, Gorica (Go-
rizia, G8rz) and in Istrian towns were assimilated; at first the assimi-
lation was very strongj towards the end of the Austrian era, however, it
almost ceased. Parallel with this development was also the development

of the Slovene towndwellers and of the intelligentsia, of the Slovene
political, cultural and economic organizations, of the press and cultu-
ral life in the Slovene language. Among the Slovenes, too, a differéntisati-
on was felt between the liberalism of the Slovene bourgeoisie, townspeop—
le, and the intelligentsia on one side, and the conservative, later on
clerical, party, led by the Slovene clergy and exerting a considerable
influence upon the Slovene peasantsy; on the other side. Only in some
northern boundary areas the conservative party of the Slovene peasants
led by the clergy was absolutely prevailing becanse for the already men-—
tioned reasons the conditions for the development of the Slovene bourge—
olsie, town5pe0ple-and intelligentsia were there especially unfavourab-
le. It is characteristic, however, that large landed properties in the
Slovene territory remained in the hands of former feudal lords of Ger-
man origin, and that almost all big capitalist enterprises in the Slofe-
ne territory were in foreign hands. On the whole;wecansay,Ihowever; that
the Slovenes attained in that period already more success in their ende-
avours to develop socially and assert themselves politically and cultu-

rally, than some other "non-historic" peoples of the Habsburg Monarchy.

In the concrete Austrian political situation after 1860 the Slovenes,
split into several historical provinces and not being in a position to
claim a historical right, could not expect anything essential from the
programme of "historical political individualities", advocated by poli-
ticians of somemother Slav peoples. This programme advocated namely

the autonomy of the historical units, whereas its represemtatives (Clam-

13



Martinio, etc.) were resolutely opposed to an Austria organized as a fe-
deration of national units which, to their opinion, might lead to the
ldisintegration of Austria., On the other hand, the main political opponent
to Slovene national endeavours in Austria in general, and in the Slovene
territories in particular, was the Austrian German liberal party. To this
party belonged the German bureaucracy, the German bourgeoisie and also
most of the former feudal lords. This party’s stand was that the German
language should preserve in the Slovene territory the position it had

in the previous centuries as the language of higher social classesj the
party took over the tradition of the old Austrian absolute monarchy whe-
re the State language had been Germanj inasmuch  the party admitted

the Slovene literary language,it limited it only to the language of e-
lementary schools and popular literature, whereas with regard to German
its stand was that it must remain the language of the public administra—
tion and of all higher culture, In view of the struggle between the camp
of the "historical political individualities" and that of the German 1i-
beralism, there arose a tendency among the more conservative Slovenes,

in the period of 1861-1867, to adapt the Slovene national demands in a
rather artificial way to the programme of historical political indivudua-
lities and to limit them essentially to the demands for the Slovene lan-
guage in the framework of the autonomy of the historical provinces.Still,
there were some Slovene liberals supporting also in this period a pro-
gramme for an autonomous Slovenia, After the war of 1866, these liberals
succeeded to gain for this programme for some years the whole of the Slo-
vene national movement, under the impression made by the victory of the
principle of nationality in Europe, and by the resistance that arose a-
mong the Slovenes and other Austrian Slavs against the introduction of
dualism. They took the initiative for "Camps" (tabori), where masses of
the Slovene population demanded a United Sloveniaj the oconservatives
joined them and the Diet of Carniola demanded in 1870 - and repeated

this demand as a final aim also in 187l -~ the unification of all Slove-
ne provinces into an autonomous Slovenia., From lst to 3rd December,1870,

the first Yugoslav Congress took place at Ljubljana and its resolution
14



declared that theYugoslavs of the Habsburg Monarchy would take their stand
in culture, economy and politics jointly. When the Hohenwari government
left office in 1871, dualism was stabilized, and when in the following
seven years the Slovene national movement was exposed to the pressure of
the German liberal regime, it became clear that all these aims would not
be attained soon. After Taaffe’s government (1879-1893) took office it
was obvious that it was not possible to expect any important constitutio-
nal changes the only possibility for the Slovene national movement was

to attain some more rights for the Slovene language, some officials”’posts,
ete. +through supporting the government. In this situation a dissension
arose among the Slovene liberals, between the "elastics", i.e. the op-
portunists supporting the government in compensation for small concessions,
and the "radicals", demanding a more radical national policy. In practi-
ce, the whole of the Slovene national policy was limited to the struggle
for the rights of the Slovene language in schools and in offices, for
officials’posts, and similar questions. After Windischgritz‘s government
left office in 1895, and that of Badeni’s in 1897, it became clear, ho-
wever, that such a policy, too, had no chance of success, at least the-
re, where the German national interests and dominating position of the

German language might be affected by the Slovene demands.

In view of such a political position and the degree of development of
the Slovenes.in the second half of the nineteenth century, the conserva-
tive and also many liberal Slovenes did not think of a solution of the
Slovene national problem outside Austria. There was a part of Slovenes,
however,throughout that time, whose views were different, although at
that time their views did not become directly politically actual., After
the war of 1866 there was a fairly spread opinion that Austria would
soon collapse., At the same time, a great dissatisfaction arose among
all the Yugoslav peoples in the Habsburg Monarchy, because of the intro-—
duction of dualism. At this time conceptions of a completely independent
Yugoslav State arose among the Croats and Serbs. There can be no doubt

about the fact that the stressing among the Slovenes of the solidarity
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with other South-Slav peoples after the year 1866 was connected with
these conceptions. Still, the position of the Slovenes was a specific
one. It was known that some leading circles of the Habsburg Monarchy had,
in the years 1866 — 1870, plans of a war of revenge against Prussia.

The views of a near ruin of Austria were connected with the expectation
that Austria would be defeated in this war of revenge, and after the
Prussian victories of 1870 also with the combinations that Prussia would
then attack Austria., It was clear, however, that in such a case a Great
Germany would annex the territory of the former German Confederation,
ji.e. also the Czech and Slovene provinces including Trieste. It was
characteristic that there was among the Slovene liberals a stand, in

the discussions connected with the congress of Ljubljana in 1870, that
Austria, it was true, would never solve the Slovene national question,
but that a Great Germany would mean a catastrophe., The fall of Beust

and Hohenwart and the beginning of collaboration between Bismarck and
the new minister for foreign affairs Andréssy ended all-the combina-
tions about a new conflict between Prussia and Austria. It is characte-
ristic, however, that at the beginning of the Balkan crisis, 1875 -
1878, which aroused a great interest among the Slovenes, the standpoint
of the Slovene liberals was that Bosnia should be Jjoined to Serbia,

for thus a strong Yugoslav State at the frontiers of the Habsburg lonar-
chy would be oieated. When, however, Serbia met with a failure in 1876,
when Austria-Hungary easily gained the agreement on the part of all

the States to her occupation of Bosnia-Herzegovina and when, a few

years later, Serbia came under the political influence of Austria-
Hungary, all such plans became unreal., The Slovene policy was also in-
fluenced by the fact that after 1861 irredentism arose in Italy and
among the Italians in the Littoral, aiming at annexing to Italy also

the Slovenes in the Gorica area, in Trieste and in Istria. It is ob-
vious that, compared to these designs, the Slovenes thought of Austria
as of a lesser evil. Concerning the ideas for a further future, the

opinion was spread among the Slovenes of the second half of the ni-
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neteenth century that a final national liberation would be brought
about by Russia. This was expressed in the interest taken in the Russian
language and literature, in the public expressing of sympathies for Rus-—
sia, in the propagating of Slavophil ideas which was characteristic
e.gs of the already mentioned movement of the Slovene radicals. Still,
in the circles of the Slovene bourgeoisie and the bourgeois intelligent-
sia where these views were mainly spread, liberal doubts were arising

as regards Czarist Russia; on the other hand, however, these typical
bourgeois liberals had no sympathies for the Russian revolutionary mo-

vements either,

The Slovenes attained in the era of the Taaffe regime when they suppor-
ted the government, as far as their national demands were concerned, al-
most everything they attained during the time of the existence of the
Habsburg Monarchy; these successes ,however, were poor. The Slovene
language was, on principle, the language of instruction in elementary
schools for the Slovenes; still, as in this respect in practice +the
provineial and communal autonomous administrations made decisions, the
Slovenes in many towns and in the whole of the province of Carinthia had
no public Slovene elementary schools, and had the possibility only to
establish Slovene private schools which they had to maintain themselves.
The secondary schools in the Slovene territory were in part bilingual
(Slovene - German), and in part the Slovene language was taught as a sub-
ject for the Slovenes only; completely Slovene secondary schools in the
Austrian era hardly existed. All this was not in accordance with the le-~
vel of the social and cultural development attained by the Slovenes at
that time; at that time Slovenes demanded also a university of their

own; however, concerning the real relations of the political forces in
Austria at that time, nothing more could be attained. The internal offici-
al language used in the State offices was German; provincial and commu~
nal autonomies decided on their internal language by themselves and the-
re everything depended upon the fact which political party had the deci~
sive power within them. The Slovene language was to be the external offi-

cial language (the language for communicating with the partieg) for the
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Slovene population; still, even this principle was not being admitted
9.)

by SOme‘of the State, provincial and communal officess.
From the end of the nineteenth century on we notice that in the Slovene
territory, too, industrialization was deﬁeloping and that some larger ca-
pitalist enterprises were established.Before the First World War the im-
portance of Trieste as a port and as an industrial centre was increasing.
The political institutions changed by the introduction of(to a certain
degree) general and equal suffrage, although the ways of introducing it
were such that those were relatively sirongly represented which would ha-
ve lost much more in a consequent democratization., The importance of the
social democracy increased in connection with the reform of the polling
system, and the bourgeois parties,; too, had to change their character
and take more interest in the broad masses and not only in those that

had suffrage before. In the national respect the pressure of germaniza=-
tion on the Slovenes in the northern areas (Carinthia and Styria) grew
stronger and stronger., On the other hand, however, in the Littoral

the Slovene minority in Trieste and Gorica grew stronger and more acti-

Ve,

About 1897 the German national parties became the main successor of

the former German liberal parties. The German national parties recogni-
zing the Austrian State only in so far as it was in the interest of Ger-
man nationalism, ﬁere even more intransigeant in relation to the Slove-
nes, It is more important still that Lueger”s Christian Social party,
which absorbed under the new circumstances all former conservative and
clerical parties of the Austrian Germans, also opposed to Badeni in 1897,
and two years later made an agreement with the German liberals and with
the German nationalists for a common national programme which was parti-
cularly intransigeant in relation to the Slovenes, (The "Whitsun Pro-
gramme.") In the previous decades the Slav  parties and the German con-
servatives and clericals in Cisleithania often collaborated against the
German liberals as their common main adversary. Then the Slovene conser-

~vatives and clericals everywhere, and also in the northern boundary
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areas, had made efforts to gain the support, on the part of the German
conservatives and clericaﬁh for a modest national programme remaining
within the framework of the existing State and provinces and trying only
to assure to the Slovenes and to the Slovene language certain national
rightss these efforts, however, had remained without conorete results.Af-
ter 1897, however, the collaboration of the Slav parties with the German
oclericals came to an endj the Slovene Clerical party realized that it was
impossible to collaborate in the national questions with the Austrian Ger-
man Christian Soocialists, so it had to make a new programme and find new
allies. It sought for allies in the Croatian Party of Right (i.e. Party _
of Historic Right )y its new programme was trialism, mentioned in the Slo-
vene Clerical party at first in the year 1898, emphasized by it at the
time of the annexation crisis in l908/b9, and also in the joint declara-
tion with the Croatian Party of Right in 19123 it adhered to it up to
the First World War. The trialism is in no way identical with the pro-
gramme of the union of all South-Slav provinces of the Habsburg Monarchy
into a special political unit within the framework of this monarchy, i.e.
with the programme that had been put forward already in the period of the
revolution in 1848/49; trialism had two more Specific'characteristios.The
Croatian Party of Right demanded first of all the Union of Croatia, Dal-
matia and Bosnia, considering all the three as Croatian provinces, joining
to this also-the demand for the incorporation of the Slovene provincess
for the Great—Croatian tradition of this party proclaimed the Serbs in
these provinces for "Orthodox Croats" and the Slovenes for "Mountain Cro-
ats". With the Slovene Clerical party the point of religion was decisives
it wanted to paralyze the German pressure by uniting the Slovenes with
the Catholie Croatsy some of its members were even for a unification of
both into one nationj yet, they were not in favour of the union with the
Orthodox Serbs. In view of such a programme, which was explicitly Croatian
and Catholic and which from this point of view rejected the union of the
South Slavs with Ortodox Serbia as centre, the question arose, what

stand to it would be taken by the Serbs representing a considerable part
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-of the population of the provinces in questions the promotorslbf the
trialism did not seek contacts with them. It was obvious that all Magyar
parties, being in favour of the preservation of the historic Hungary,were
opposed to this programme. It was obvious, too, that the German parties
would be vehemently opposed to the incorporation of the Slovenes into
such a third unit, as in such a case the German part of Austria would be
cut off from the Adriatiec and Trieste. The authors of the programme ho-
ped that trialism would be realized by the the successor to the throne,
Franz Perdinand. But the policy of Franz Ferdinand and of the military

and political circles around him was in essence the reaction against the
Magyar demands for a separate army for Hungary. The policy of Belvedere
wanted to strengthen the unity of the monarchy. Being Great-Austrian,and
not federalistic or trialistic, it only wanted to avail itself of the
movements of the non Magyar peoples as of a means to attain its aims.As
regards the Germans and the German language, Franz Ferdinand wanted to
strengthen and not to weaken them. It 1s understandable, therefore,that

we find mentioned in the documents of this circle politicians of wvarious
peoples of the Habsburg Monarchy, among the Croats we find mertioned
almost only +the adherents of the extreme anti-Serbian party of Frank,whe-
reas the Slovene clericals were hardly mentioned at all in them. The Slo-
Venes could not be considered as a means of pressure against the Magyars;
ags far as the Germans were concerned, however, the aims of Franz Ferdi-
nand‘s policy were completely different. The Slovene Clerical party was,
it is true, in favour of trialism, but it had no guarantees that Franz
Ferdinand would want to realize this programme, and in particular not the
incorporation of the Slovenes into the third unit. lo.)
Within the Slovene liberals an opposition of the young "national radicals"
(Zerjav) to the old generation (Tavéar) arose at the beginning of the
twentieth century,which stressed the importance of concrete economic and

cultural work, referring to Masaryk. Both wings laid a strong stress on
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the importance of national questions, but it is not possible to say that
they had a special programme of their own for their solution. About 1908
there were some Slovene liberal politicians (Hribar) propagating neo-Sla-—
vismj this tendency arose under the Czech influence and hoped that the
Slave in Austria would become so strong, that Austria would in her fo-
reign policy leave Germany and approach Russia. Some other liberaks were
in favour of a reorganization of Austria into a federation of peoples in
accordance with the views expressed by the Roumanian A. Popoviei. Still,
in spite of the acuteness of the national conflicts (riots resulting in
bloodshed at Ljubl jana, in 1908) it canbot be maintained that either wing
of the Slovene liberals acted for a solution of the Slovene national que-~

stion outside Austria already at that time.

The workers’movement with the Slovenes started about 1870, gaining grea-—
ter importance along with the growth of the industrialization and with in-
troduction of the general suffrage towards the end of the nineteenth cen-
tury. In 1896 the Social Democratic party of Cisleithania was reorganized
into the federation of six national parties.One of them was the Yugoslav So-
cial Democratic party whose task it was to organize the Slovene, Croatian
and Serbian workers in Cisleithania, its centre being in Slovenia the who-—
le time and its leaders being Slovenes. In its actual work this party ca-
me in contact with the German—Austrian Social Democratic party in the nort-
hern provinces, and with the Italian Social Democratic party in the litto-
ral areas. In the littoral areas the principle asserted itself that the
Slovene and Croatian workers helong to the Yugoslav party and the Italian
ones to the Italian party; both parties were collaborating. In the north,
however, the predominance of the German-Austrian party as to the political
workens, organi%aticn and material means was so strong that it was asser-
ting its will and that the Social Democratic organization in Carinthia
and the Styrian towns was absolutely in its hands. The national programme
of the Social Democratic parties of Cisleithania, laid down at Brno, in
1899, demanded a reorganization of Cisleithania on the basis of autonomous
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units formed on the basis of the ethnical principle; this programme
would have meant alsc the establishment of Slovenia; stilly, in the
circumstances of that time there were no chances for its being rea-
lized. The main theoretician of the Yugoslav Secial Democratic party
for national questions was its leader Etbin Kristan (1867-1953),for
whom two ideas were characteristic. In his view national questions
were questions of culture, and he wanted to solve them by constitu-
ting for members of each people a publiec corperatiom to make decisi-
ons on their schools and other cultural questions. In addition to i%,
Etbin Kristan was convinced that all South Slavs would some day form
one nation, and the Yugoslav Social Democratic party maintained very
early contacts with other Social Democratic parties of the South
Slavs within the Habsburg Monarchy and outside it. The expression of
these views was the resolution made at the first conference of the
Yugoslav socialist parties at Ljubljana, in 1909, taking stand, on
the one hand, for a national and even lingual unification of all
South Slavs in the future, and on the other hand, still insisting on
the Austro-marxian stand that it was necessary to preserve a common
economic and political space of the monarchy and grant to individual
peoples the autonomy for matters of culfure only. A difference has
to be made between the tendencies of the party leadership and the
group of socialist intellectuals gathered around the review "NaZi za-
piski" (Our Notes), which was under a strong influence of lMasaryk.
This group was opposed already before the First World War to the
stand of the cultural and lingual unification of the South Slavs in-
to one nation and remained on the stand that the Slovenes had to re-
main an individual people with an individuval language within the fra-
mework of the Yugoslav world. Still, an intensive action of this
group against the Austro marxism did not occur earlier than in the

el
period of the Firgt World War. )

About 1908 the Yugoslav problem became the central question of Slo-

vene polities. In 1911/12 a students” movement started, called later
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after their publication "Preporod" (Renaissance) (1912-13). The central
thought of this movement was that the Slovene national question could not
be solved within the framework of the Habsburg Monarchy, but only with
the creation of a completely independent Yugoslav State; to achieve this
the solution was not expected through the petty national work, but only
through war and revolution. This youth had not yet common stands for se-
veral other questions (the relationship of the Yugoslav conception to-
wards the Slovene language; the relationship towards socialism, etc,).
This movement was quickly spreading after the First Balkan Warj; the sa-
me views were shared by some newspapers and some older individuals out~
side the parties, The First Balkan War provoked a general enthusiasm a-
mong the Slovenes, who collected contributions for the States of the
Balkan allies and went as volunteers there (as they had done the same
already before for Bosnia, in 1875/76.) Yet, this did not mean that all
the Slovene public already broke off with Austria. The Clerical party
insisted on trialism, although emphasizing that it was high time for
Austria to meet the wishes of her Yugoslavs; some shades appeared in

the views of the clericals. The leadership of the old wing of the Libe-
ral party condemned the movement of the youth declaring, that them
selves did not imagine any solutions of the Slovene question outside Au-~
stris, The national radical wing had previously stressed the importan-
ce of petty work and saw,under the influence of lasaryk, in the revo-
lution romantics only; now they wavered with regard to the action of

the youth, they did not condemn them, yet they pointed out that the pro-
per time had not yet come. The greatest Slovene writer of that period,
Ivan Cankar, who was a member of the Socialist party, in his lecture,
in 1913, on the one hand condemned any idea to abolish the Slovene lan-
guage declaring that the Yugoslav peoples could unite only as peoples
equal in rights, on the other hand, he broke off with Austria proclaiming
the Yugoslav federative republic as the final aim; it cannot be main-
tained, however, that this stand of his was also the stand of the So-
cialist party, which had not yet broken off with Austro-marxism. Befo-

re the First World War +the anti-Austrian movement with the Slovenes was
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only in its beginnings, yet it was quickly spreading and exerting

kP

its influence through the power of its arguments.

At the beginning of the First World War the mobilization functioned
and the State administration was carried on in order with +the Slove-
nes, as it did with the other peoples of the Habsburg Monarchy, in
part because of the political pressure, especially because of the ac-—
tivity of the courts-martial, and in part because of the masses not
being prepared for an anti-Austrian action. The Cisleithanian Parlia-
ment was not summoned before May 1917, and provincial diets did not con-
vene throughout the war. The politicians whose standpoint was before
the war already against any solution of the Slovene national questi-
on outside Austria, declared their loyalty also at the beginning of
the war. A special role was played by the part of the Clerical party

in Carniola, led by Susterdié, the head of the autonomous provincial
administration of Carniola, wanting to use the attempt of Sarajevo and
the beginning of the war for the persecution of their political oppo-
nents. When Italy entered the war in May 1915, the Treaty of London,
signed on 26th April 1915, was still kept secret, yet it was obvious
to everybody that the Entente had promised Italy large areas of the
Slovene and Croatian provinces along the Adriatic coasts; with the Slo-
vene and Croatién population and soldiers, among whom the belief in
Austria was shattered, the Austrian propaganda used the argument
that they were fighting for their own land. On the other hand,however,
the political persecutions did not afflict only those who were anti-Au-
strian or were at:least suspect of being so. In Carinthia and Styria
the German nationalists, who exerted the main influence ’%here, organi-
zed also persecutions of Slovene priests, During the first years of the
war, constitutional changes were prepared in Cisleithania which should
be carried out by way of octroying, and which should grant the Germans
an even more predominant influence. Throughout the war, propaganda was
conducted and negotiations were under way between Austria-Hungary and

Germany for the creation of a "Mitteleuropa", in which Germany would,
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of course, have a predominant influence. All this did not remain secret
and shattered the belief in Austria with many people who had believed in
it before the war. An anti-Austrian feeling was manifesting itself in
the fact that at first some Slovene prisoners of war and some other Slo-
venes joined . the Serbian army, and later on joined special military
units of volunteers at the Russian front. Already before Italy s entry
into the war the Slovene liberal politicians from the Littoral had sent
some representatives abroad where these joined the Yugoslav Combhittee,The
Yugoslav Committee was active among the Yugoslav emigrants in both Ameri-
cas, that is also among the Slovene emigrants in the United States;BEtbin
Kristan left for the United States immediately before the First World War,
he changed his opinion and was the author of the Declaration of Chicago,
of 29th June 1917, in favour of a Yugoslav federative republic. When par-
liament met again on 30th May, 1917, we can notice a departing from tria-
lism: all the Slovene, Croatian and Serbian deputies formed one club, na-
med the Yugoslav Club; and the Declaration of May, issued by this club,
did not mention the Croats and the Slovenes only, but it mentioned the
territory populated by the Slovenes, Croats and Serbs, and demanded for
this territory, on the basis of the principle of nationality and also of
the Croatian Right of State, to be united into an independent State, but
under the sceptre of the Habsburg-Lorraine dynasty yet; the dynastical
framework was meant by some deputies sincerely, by some as a tactical
gesture only. The main point was, however, that there was a great dos-
content among the Slovenes already in the year 1917; the discontent was
both of a social and of a national character; there was the influence
exerted by the Russian February and October. Revolution and by Wilson’s
Declarations., In this situation, in the autumn of 1917 a split occurred
within the Clerical party; Su¥tersid left the party; for him the Decla-
ration of May was a maximum demand; he essentially insisted on trialism,
rejecting any solution outside Austria; it was characteristic, however,
that SuSter®id gained only some of the clericals in Carniola, having in
other regions no supporters at all; he became more and more boycotted

and left the country at the time of the collapse of Austria-Hungary. In
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the Liberal party the former national radicals became predominant and
the party expected the dissolution of Austria in the near future. The
Tugoslav Social Democratic party could begin a more active work in 1917
only, Then the "Soclalist youth", the members of which,partly collabo-
rators of the review "NaZi zapiski" (Our Notes) of the pre-war period,
began their activity in the party;théy criticized the policy of the Ger-
man and German-Austrian Social Democratic parties in 1914 and later,they
criticized the views of Austro-marxism on the national autonomy in the
common economic and political space of the Habsburg Monarchy, and deman—
ded the creation of an independent Yugoslav State. After a vehement in-
ternal struggle, the party adopted this standpoint in June 1918, exocep-
ted some individuals (H.Tuma), and later on collaborated with the bour-
geois parties in the taking over of power. The first symptoms of a third
standpoint, which condemned both Austro-marxism and the collaboration
with the bourgeois parties in the actions for creating national states,
and which took the stand of a pure proletarian revolution, appeared a-—
mong the Slovenes in 1918, yet we cannot, speak about a movement proper
of this kind as early as that. It is impossible, however, to understand
the entire political development of that period without considering the
discontent resulting from both social and national motives; it seems that
the mutinies of the Slovene soldiers in 1918 were among the Dbiggest in
the Austro-Hungarian army. In such a situation it did not matter if in
the "Declaration movement" collaborated also those, who took the Habs-—
burg framework, stated in the Declaration of llay, seriously. The leaders
of the movement were aware of +the situation, and the vehement opposi~
tion of the Yugoslav Club in Parliament from the autumm of 1917 on, the
appeal to the peace conference at Brest-Litovsk for the right of self-
determination of peoples, and declarations no longer mentioning the
Habsburg framework, all this proves that this framework was no longer
taken into consideration., The movement among the Slovenes and the Istri-
an and Dalmatian Croats and Serbs was at that time the most active among
the Yugoslavs within the Habsburg Monarchy; in Croatia some of the op-

position parties joined it, whereas the Croat Serbian Coalition which
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had the majority in the Croatian Diet, continued with its opportunist po-
liecy until October 1918; from the Yugoslavs in Cisleithania initiatives
were coming for a similar movement in Bosnia where, of course, legal pos-
sibilities for any oppositional movement were !imited even more. In the
last days of October 1918, the end of the Habsburg Monarchy and the new
State of the Slovenes, Croats and Serbs was proclaimed in the Slovene
territory. From these days on,where no Entente troops were near, milita-
ry actions in the northern boundary areas decided, how far the authori-
ty of the new State should reach and where the authority of the new Au-
strian republic should be. Also in the Slovene and Croatian areas of the
Littoral, the authority od the State of the Slovenss, Croats and Serbs
was proclaimed in those days, a few days before the arrival of the Ita~
lian occupation army; the Slovene and Croatian population lived in the
naive belief that, according to the principles laid down by President

Wilson, the whole of the Slovene and Croatian ethnical territory should

belong to the new State.

The Slovene national gquestion has its specific features both in the com-
plex of the national problems of the Habsburg Monarchy and in the histo-
ry of the idea of the Yugoslav State., The basis of the Slovene national
programme could be only the ethnical principle. The Slovenes had no hig-
her social classes of their own at the beginning of their national move~
ment and they could not claim a historic right. All this made their na-
tional struggle in the conservative Habsburg Monarchy difficult. The
faet that a part of th higher social classes in the Slovene Territory
was German, the geographical position of this territory, situated bet-
ween the territory of the German language and the Adriatic, the neigh-
bourhood of the Italians, and the Italians in the littoral towns, re-
presented a continuous warning for the Slovenes that the collapse of the
Habsburg Monarchy must be connected with new dangers for their national
existence. On»the other hand, the idea of the incorporation of the
Slovenes into a Yugoslawv political unit was not practicable either, wit~

hout intensifying the conflict between the supporters of this idea and
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the German and Italian nationalismsj therefore it was not practicable
within the Habsburg Monarchy, nor, without provoking new conflicts, fea=—
sible outside its framework. It is historically not f 'ccurate to speak of
the Yugoslav movement before and during the First WGIEd War as of a
"Great-Serbian" movement. If it were a great Serbian movement only, it
could be realized by Serbia®s obtaining Bosnia and an outlet to the
Adriatic in Dalmatiaj that would not mean a question of existence for
the Habsburg Monarchy, which had been in its history a great power wit-
hout possessing Bosnia and Dalmatia. The struggle for a Tugoslav State
with an active collaboration of the Croats and Slovenes in this movement
had, however, as its aim the union of the whole of the ethnical territori-
es of these peoples and of the whole of the eastern coast of the Adria-

tic, and was not compatible with the existence of the Habsburg Monar-

chy.

1, For the general picture compare the works cited in the book by Fr.
Zwitter (in collaboration with J. Sidak and V. Bogdanov), Les probld-
mes nationaux dans la Monarchie des Habsbourg, Belgrade, 1960, p. T,
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ps 55, note 403 p. 56, note 413 p. 66, note 11.
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Conception of Slovene History), in Glasnik Muzejskega druitva za Slo-
venijo, XX, Ljubljana, 1939, and the article by the same author, An-
ton TomaZ Linhart in njegovo zgodovinsko delo (Anton TomaZ Linhart
and his Historical Work), in Na%a sodobnost V, Ljubljana, 19573 the
whole wuestion of this crisis in the era of Leopold II has not yet

been definitely made clear.
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1870 (A Hegemonistic Reconstruction of the Ljubl jans Yugoslav Program—
me of the year 1870), in Zgodovinski &asopis, XVI, Lj{bljana, 19623
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ves of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia), V, Socialistidno gibanje v
Sloveniji 1869-1920 (The Socialist Movement in Slovenia 1869-1920),
Beograd, 1951. Compare also H. Tuma, Iz mojega %ivl jenja (From My Li-
fe), Ljubljana, 1937, and A, Prepeluh, Pripombe k nasi prevratni do-
bi (Observations on Our Revolutionary Era), Ljubljana, 1938 (both are
memoirs, published with the comments by D. Kermavner). For the situa-
tion in Carinthia J. Pleterski, Narodna in politi&na zavest na KoroS-
kem, Narodna zavest in politidna orientacija prebivalstva Slovenske
Koroske v letih 1848-1914 (The National and Political Consciousness
in Carinthia, N;tional Conséiousness and Political Orientation of the
Population in Slovene Carinthia in the Years 1848-1914), Ljubljana,
1965.

30



12. For these gquestions, into which little researc;

@as been made, com—
pare Js Kolar, Preporodovei (The Members of thé Renaissance Movement ),
Ljubl jana, 19303 D. Biber, Jugoslovanska ideja slovensko narodno
vpraéanje v slovenski publiecistiki med balkansk¥mi vojnami v letih
1912 do 1913 (The Yugoslav Idea and the SloveneiNatipnal Question

in the Slovene Publications during the Balkan Wars in the years 1912-

1913), Istorija XX veka, Zbornik radova, I, Beograd 1959.
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