ENIKO A. SAJTI

HUNGARIAN—CROATIAN
INTERSTATE RELATIONS (1941—1944)

The displacement of the international balance of forces in favour of Germany at
the end of the '30’s basically changed the historical possibilities of Central European
nationalities. The Versailles-system, which caused and restricted these nationalist efforts
at the same time, collapsed. Reversionist movements rooted in Trianon lost their global
character disturbing European order owing to the weakening of the Western democracies
and the superiority of Germany and they seemed to be solvable within the frames of a
regional conflict restricted by Germany. The new power-relations had a similar effect on
the Croatian efforts for autonomy that had been thrashing windward politically for
centuries. The German and Italian interests behind the ,punishment” of the refractory
Yugoslavia opened the way for the right-wing radical nationalist forces that had been exiled
until that time and had been forced into a marginal position from political point of view
even within the Croatian national movement, that is, the ustashas between the two World-
Wars. They were driven to the stage of history not by the social, political or cultural forces
of the movement but by the wind of foreign affairs and the tempest of the war.

The first modern Hungarian—Croatian interstate relations were created by and, at
the same time, confined within limits by this European background shortly described above
both in chronological and qualitative senses.

The diplomacy of the two states were interested, almost exclusively, in two
questions from the very beginning: the question of the status of Murakdz and — through
its prism — the problem of minorities living in this territory. As is well known, the
Italian—German agreement recording the dismemberment of Yugoslavia, concluded on 24
April 1941 stated that Croatia bordered on Hungary along the Drava and besides Bédcska
and Banat, which were finally placed under German military administration, Murak6z and
the region beyond the Mura belonged to Hungary, too. However,.the two countries were
obliged to make bilateral contracts concerning these two latter regions.'

The Hungarian army marching into Murakéz was ordered by Henrik Werth, chief
of staff — owing to the disorder — to treat Croatian inhabitants, unlike Serbians living in
Biécska, ,,in a friendly manner”; they could not organize ceremonies of marchihg in, either,

' Zbornik dokumenata i podataka o narodnoosiobodilakom ratu naroda Jugoslavije. (Hereinafter: ZDNOR)
Dokumenti Nematkog Rajha 1941. XII. 1. Beograd, 1973., document No. 23., pp. 72—75. To the Hungarian
attitude towards MURAKOZ, see Diplomdciai iratok Magyarorszdg kiilpolitikdjéhoz. (Diplomatic documents 1o the
Foreign Affairs of Hungary) 1936—1945 (Hereinafler: DIMK) volume V. Compiled by GYULA JUHASZ. Edited
by GYULA JUHASZ and JUDIT FEIJES. Akadémiai Kiadé, Budapest, 1982. doc. No. 752, p. 1068., doc. No. 773.,
pp. 1091—1093.
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and the introduction of Hungarian military administration was postponed to a later time than
in Bdcska.? _

At the cabinet-meeting of 21 April 1941, Prime Minister Bardossy, referring to
the fact that ,there had been numerous incidents” during the occupation of Murakéz and
that further worsening of the situation could be expected, suggested initiating negotiations
as soon as possible and the Parliament agreed to this. They accepted the point of view
according to which Hungary would maintain its conceptual sovereignity in Murakoz,
however, they were ready to pass administration to Croatia on set conditions, but by any
means temporarily. The railway ,,Murakeresztir — Csdktornya — German border” would
belong to Hungary and Hungarian companies could extract oil in Murakdz. Extensive right
of peage should be provided for the railway traffic between Gyékényes—Susak—Fiume,
including the right of access for Hungarian trains and the establishment of fuel-depots. They
demanded a free zone and the establishment of Hungarian storehouses in the port of Sugak.
Besides, the negotiations would have to decide how Croatian authorities would ensure the
protection . of property and compensate against possible damages. According to the
government’s point of view conceptual agreement should be achieved in the matter of the
navigability of the river Drava and its opening for Hungarian ships. Finally, the Hungarian
border should be along the middle line of the channel of the Drava and the Danube. They
related this formula to the idea of the mutual exchange of population.

The Croatian point of view was first detailed by Poglavnik Ante Paveli¢, leader
of the Independent Croatian State, to Ldszlé Barték, Hungarian chargé d’affaires in Zagreb.
In the beginning Pavelié considered the position of the Hungarian government to be
acceptable and expressed his hope that the region would be passed to Croatia as soon as
possible and he would have been ready to renounce Gola and Dalya belonging to Croatia
in exchange, but he definitely opposed the idea of the exchange of population, and not
without reason. As a matter of fact, if he had accepted it, Croatia would have weakened
one of its winning cards, the Croatian ethnic composition of the region. The Croatian
government argued on the basis of the ethnic principle and historical right. The former was
based on the dominantly Croatian character of the population of Murakéz, while historical
arguments were based on the fact that Murakdz had been a part of Hungary until 1918 but
it had been under the control of Croatia between 1848 and 1861.°

The Croatian attitude, however, had lost most of its flexibility by the time of the
negotiations that began in Zagreb on 28 May: they were not willing to give any
compensation for the administration of the region any more.® In my opinion, this can be
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explained also by the fact that Murakéz was upgraded in the eyes of the Croatian
government because of the defeat in the Italian—Croatian border-negotiations. On the other
hand, they judged that Hungary — unlike Italy — was not in the position that its claims
should be granted without reservation.

Both partners got support from Germany after the failure of the negotiations.
However, the actual leaders of Croatia, Siegfrid Kasche, German ambassador in Zagreb,
and Glirse von Horstenau, the German general, unambiguously declared that they did not
intend to play the part of a judge, which meant — in this case — that the status of Murakéz
could not be subjected to debates and the agreement on the problem of the administration
depended on the two parties. For purposes of emphasis the general reminded Paveli¢ that
the Fiihrer would approve of a solution of this kind, too: the attention of Hungary was
mainly directed to the fact that serious German interests were tied up with the consolidation
of Croatia, that is why they had to make concessions in the question of the Croatian
compromise claimed (railway traffic towards the Adriatics, a free zone in the port of Sugak,
the question of the navigation on the Drava, the exchange of population).

The negotiations took a new turn in June. Secretary of Foreign Affairs Lorkovié
brought up the idea of the common possession of the region. However, Ldszlé Marosy, the
ambassador’s deputy objected to condominium on behalf of his government and he
suggested the expression: , the state border is the Drava, the administrational border is the
Mura” instead. Marosy tried to make the Croatian Secretary of Foreign Affairs Mladen
Lorkovi¢ accept the Hungarian point of view by expressing uncomprisingly: if a decision
is not made shortly, his government cannot choose but to eliminate the ,intolerable
temporary situation”. Pavelié, in opposition to Lorkovié, did not even want to hear about
the condominium of the region and declared in a theatrical tone of voice not surprising
from him at all: ,he can always stand with head erect in front of the Croatian people if
he can refer to the Hungarian military occupation as the manifestation of violence rather
than entering into a bargain with Hungary on this question™.’

The intention to negotiate of the Hungarian government — if there was any in a
serious form at all — disappeared completely by the end of June. Marosy’s attention was
called to the fact that — from that point on — he was authorized only to inform the
Croatian government that , the intention of maintaining Murakéz is getting more and more
definite in Hungarian public opinion” and he was not allowed to enter into any negotia-
tions.® On 28 June the Hungarian Ministry of Foreign Affairs informed Déme Sztdjay,
ambassador in Berlin about the Hungarian—Croatian negotiations, the reasons of the failure
and the planned introduction of military administration. They asked him to pay special
attention to the following: this information ,,cannot be like a request for the agreement of
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the Imperial government or cannot have the form as if we wanted to leave the question of
- Murakdz in the hands of the axis powers in our measurements™.’ This also meant that the
matter of the exchange of population was removed from the agenda for a while, too.
Sztéjay met Ernst Woermann, German deputy undersecretary of Foreign Affairs once again
at the beginning of September and — in order to avoid occasional misunderstandings,
repeated the point of view of his government: they regarded the negotiations with Croatia
on Murakdz as definitely finished and they did not see any chance in the future of changing
the situation in question within the framework of a possible agreement. Woermann took
notice of Sztéjay’s statement and repeated the ,reserved” attitude of the German
government.'® This meant that Germany had practically understood the unilateral
annexation of Murak6z to Hungary. Croatia was defeated in the question of the border by
its Hungarian neighbour, too. In spite of this, Croatian governments hoped all the time that
there would be-some opportunity for rearranging the border, if not at some other time, after
the victorious end of the war. Until this time arrives — as LorkoviC detailed to Barték
several times — ,,the most important desire of the Croatian government is not to touch the
ethnic composition of the regions mentioned above”."

Hungarian—Croatian relations became definitely worse after the failure of the
negotiations. Mutual frontier outrages were frequent and negative change occurred in the
ethnic policy of the Hungarian government concerning Croatians. The census and expulsion
of the so — called ,settlers” and immigrants, that is, persons who had settled down after
1 December 1918, started here, too. Not only expulsions but also the activisation of
nationalist organizations operating with official support in the territories of the two
countries were sources of debate. The press of neither of the two countries spared each
other. Croatian newspapers attacked the annexation of the region to Hungary fiercely, while
the Hungarian press was proving violently that ,,Murakdz” was not inhabited by Croatians
but by Sokac and Bunyevdc (Catholic Serbian) people who spoke the so-called ,,Murak$zi”
language.'?

After the one-sided solution of the debated question of territory it was not in the
interest of the Hungarian government to further strain relations between the two countries,
so much the more as they were worried about the approach of the two little states
established with the help of Germany, that is, of Slovakia and Croatia to Rumania; they
regarded this fact as giving rise to the possibility of the establishment of a new Little
Entente. Croatia had to accept the facts, although it did not renounce Murakéz. It did not
get any support not only in the annexation of Murakéz but the Croatian effort to deepen the
situation was also suppressed in Berlin.
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The new Prime Minister and Secretary of Foreign Affairs, Miklés Kéllay ordered
the ambassador Marosy right after taking up his post to make efforts to advance in the
ethnic question on mutual terms and to make initiating steps in this direction. The note sent
to the Croatian Ministry of Foreign Affairs by the ambassador on 12 March 1942 listed the
offences committed against Hungarian people in Croatia, the wrangling of the permission
of the Hungarian Cultural Community in Croatia, the activities of nazis in Osijek, and the
question of schools, and definitely called the attention of the Croatian government to the
danger that ,the way of treating Hungarian people in Croatia would have consequences on
the position of Croatians in Hungary”. Marosy had a longer conversation with Secretary
of Foreign Affairs Lorkovi¢ when he passed him the note. The latter defended himself by
saying that, although he had not actually permitted the operation of the Hungarian
association, its members could organize themselves without restriction. When Marosy’s
partner blamed him for the fact that no Hungarian school operated in Croatia while teaching
was in progress in 13 so-called Croatian—Hungarian, 5 Wendish-Hungarian, 7 Bunyevdc-
Hungarian and 15 Sokac-Hungarian mixed schools in Hungary, the secretary of Foreign
Affairs defended himself by saying that it was not his fault but that of the previous
Yugoslavian governments, and that the intention of the Croatian government to change this
situation is ,unconditional and serious”. At the same time he expressed his disagreement
with the division of the Croatians in Hungary into Sokac and Bunyevac people because, as
he said: ,national name serves as a link in the spiritual hife of a nation and if there is no
possibility to acknowledge it freely, this fact brings about the spiritual estrangement and
secession of that fraction of the nation”."”* He also referred to the fact that education was
not in Croatian but in the ,Murakdzi” language and, while Marosy could maintain relations
with Hungarians in Croatia, Gaj, the Croatian ambassador in Budapest did not have any
possibility for that.'* The Croatian government prohibited the activity of the nazis in .
Osijek after a long period of wrangling and permitted the operation of the Hungarian
Cultural Community. According to the Croatian Ministry of Education 12 Hungarian
sections were set up in Croatian primary schools in the academic year of 1942—43.'S
Croatia profited from this favourable result and suggested a Hungarian—Croatian cultural
agreement following the example of the Croatian—Rumanian agreement already existing.
The Hungarian government, however, definitely evaded this proposal. The only thing that
happened in this context was the fact that the Hungarian ambassador, Amold Van der
Venne suggested the revision of textbooks from the point of view of ethnic policy in the
autumn of 1944. Although the Croatian Ministry of Foreign Affairs received this suggestion
»With great benevolence”, they thought that its realization in practice is not possible in our
critical times”.'

After the failure of the plan of population — exchange the Hungarian government
came up with a new idea; they initiated the repatriation of scattered Hungarian people in

" OL K—63 Kiim. pol. 1942—67—31.,32.
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Bosnia ,exposed to peril” by the Croatian government. Marosy and Lorkovié signed the
agreement on this in April 1942. According to this the Croatian government assumes to buy
the possessions of the transmigrating people who could take their countervalue with them.
In response, the Hungarian government modified its earlier order on the basis of which
Croatian people exiled from Hungary or leaving the country voluntarily could not take even
their personal property with them. The agreement included the resettiement of the
population of four Bosnian villages stricken by civil war: Gunja, Vutinjak, Bréko and
Bjelina.'”

Ambassador Marosy tried to provide solemnity for the relocation, following the example
of the colonization of Székely people in Bdcska, but his intention was disconcerted by the
Croatian civil war and the German ,cleansing” actions directed against partisans. The
German—Hungarian agreement, according to which Hunganans ,,had to demonstrate their
national status with small Hungarian flags” during the German cleansing activities, can be
called tragi-comic. As a matter of fact, there were many occasions when even Hungarian
people planning to move out became the victims of German mulitary actions. During the
relocation which finished in September 1942, altogether 395 families, 15,552 persons were
removed into former Dobovoljac villages of Bdcska, among the Székely people who had
settled there before from Bukovina. People from Gunja were settled in Hadikliget
(Veternik), people from Bréko were relocated in Hadiknépe (Sirig), while for the new home
of the population of Bjelina they nominated Hadiknépe and Horthyvéra (Stepaniéevo).'®

The Kidllay-government brought up the idea of the exchange of population again
in February 1944 and they imagined to make only a ,,momentary exception™ to it, with
respect to the situation in Croatia, that is, the war. The Croatian government had already
given up its negative attitude by that time and only insisted on the claim that Croatian
~ emigration to Hungary had to be bound to a term of several years. The Croatian
government undoubtedly wanted to create a favourable atmosphere for the re-examination
of the question of Murakéz with this attitude and the Hungarian government brought up the
question again — in the given situation — not in hope of a quick solution, either, but in the
hope (which was already rather vain) that they could strengthen their territorial position in
the Southern parts referring to the legal apparatus of the agreement in case of a post-war
rearrangement. These negotiations, however, became negotiations on refugees soon because
of the changing of the military situation, and the Hungarian government had to apply the
formula of ,momentary exception”. During the negotiations which finished in May the
main object of debate between ambassador Marosy and his partner, Gaj, leader of the
Political Department of the Croatian Ministry of Foreign Affairs was the question of
treating refugees as emigrants who leave the country for ever (this was Gaj’s idea) or allow
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Budapest, 1987, p. 102. More detailed information about the settlement of Székelys in Bacska: ib. pp. 53—73 and
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them, for a definite period of time, to return to their original home. It turned out during
the negotiations that — in opposition to the principle accepted already — Croatia wanted
to treat refugees as emigrants leaving the country permanently and asserted a right to their
property. Marosy succeeded in achieving Gaj’s approval of determining a definite period
for returning and regarding refugees as real emigrants only after this period of time.
Further problems emerged owing to the fact that Gaj was dismissed as a result of the usual
and frequent replacements of staff in the Croatian Ministry of Foreign Affairs. His
successor, Rieger was completely uninformed about the matter and came up with a new
proposal. Marosy and Rieger signed the Hungarian—Croatian agreement on the matter of
refugees finally, on 4 May. According to the agreement the matters of the emigrants would
have been treated by a mixed committee and Croatian emigrants could have returned to
their original home within two years, while those who intended to remain could assume.
Hungarian citizenship. They could have taken their property with them, too. The order
prohibited the admission of Jewish and Greek Orthodox people and only those Hungarians .
would have been admitted who had joined the Hungarian Cultural Community. The
agreement, however — owing to the development of the military situation — could not have
been realized in practice.'’

After the German occupation of Hungary Croatia thought that the time for making
reminder steps in the matter of Murakéz in Berlin had arrived. When Marosy blamed
Djordje Peri¢, Croatian Secretary of Foreign Affairs for this, ,he declared, without any
embarrassment, that he had considered opportune to remind Berlin of the fact that Murakéz
belonged to Croatia according to the Croatian point of view”. Then he criticized the policy
of foreign affairs of his predecessor Lorkovi¢, who — in his opinion — had renounced the
triangle of Baranya from the very beginning and thus, as Lorkovi¢ mentioned, the Croatian
government did not hold ,trump card” to be played in the question of Murakdz. At the
same time he tried to calm Marosy by saying that his step made in Berlin did not mean
open discussion on the problem of the region at all.”® Of course, it did not depend on the
Croatian government but rather on the fact that Germany repressed the Croatian attempt
counting on possible Hungarian—German conflicts again. It is important to note that
Germany was not in the position to redraw the map of Europe already.

The concluding moment of Hungarian—Croatian relations was the idea of co-
operation in military actions against partisans which was brought up by Glaise von
Horstenau, German general in Zagreb. According to the plan both armies could cross the
border in a 30- km-distance during the battles. The Sztéjay-government negotiated the
question of the Germans at the cabinet-meeting of 17 August 1944. The Secretary of
Foreign Affairs detailed the plan that Germany should call upon the Croatian government
to turn directly to the govemment of Hungary with this claim. However, the Hungarian
government could play a part that would have served the defence of the borders of the

' OL K—63 Kiim. pol. 1944—67—13., 18., 36., and OL K—~74 1. Bej6vo szdmjeltdvirat (Incoming code —
telegram) Zagreb. 5 May 1944,
® OL K—63 Kiim. pol. 1944—67—40.
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country even in this case and ,could not assume to take part in actions like this reaching
as far as the coast of Dalmatia”. The Minister of Defence detailed his conception that the
‘line determined by the government could not reach more than 10 km from the border.
According to Minister of Finance Reményi—Schneller the government could argue well
towards Germany with saying that they wanted to avoid evoking the impression in Croatian
public opinion that Hungary intended to rearrange the empire of Stephen 1 by crossing the
borders. The Cabinet finally accepted the following decision: Hungary is ready to supply
troops against Croatian ,,gangs” only upon the appplication of the Croatian government and
enters into battle in a 10 km — distance from the Hungarian—Croatian border. Hungarian
military forces would enter deeper only in case of ,the conclusion of a new agreement on
this matter between the goverments of Hungary and Croatia interested in this situation”.?

Pavelié was not enthusiastic about the German general’s idea, either. He was afraid
of the possibility that Hungary would interpret the principle of crossing the border in a
special way and utilize it to satisfy its territorial claims. He might have remembered the
earlier German plan made before the dismemberment of Yugoslavia, which counted with
Croatian autonomy achieved with the help of the Croatian Peasants’ Party under the aegis
of Hungary. This would have meant practically, as he detailed it to Ciano, Italian Secretary
of Foreign Affairs that he would not preserve his power even for twenty-four hours.”

If we evaluate the question of Murakdz exerting basic influence on Hun-
garian—Croatian relations within the whole of the Southern policy of the Hungarian
governments, we can conclude that this policy was characterized by a special kind of
dualism in the beginning, especially at the time of the government of Birdossy. Strong-arm
policy, internments, mass expulsions and punitive razzias against Serbs in Bdcska®, and
the ,distinguished”, friendly treatment of Croatians in Murakoz. These, of course, were
motivated by clear and explainable reasons: by the existing and exaggerated ,, Yugoslavism”
of the Serbs in Bdcska, the over-estimation of the actual strength of partisan-movements in
this region and — owing to the lack of Serbian statehood, there was no risk of potential
revenge, and there was not any significant Hungarian minority in the territory of the
remaining Serbia. It was not the impatient trend of Hungarian nationalism, represented
mainly by military circles at this time, that became dominant in the Croatian ethnic question
like in Bdcska but its tolerant traditions. The existence of the mother-country belonging to
the federalist system of Germany, evoking the impression of autonomy, played an
undoubtedly important role in this. That is why — beside the significant difference in the
number of Hungarian and Croatian nationalities living in the territory of the two countries
—, the policy of reciprocity proved to be a feasible way in spite of the difficulties
mentioned above. The solution of the debates concerning the regional questions of
Murakéz, as | mentioned earlier, depended mainly on the attitude of Germany and not on
the two governments, in spite of appearances.

' OL K—27 Minutes of the Cabinet’s session of 17 August 1944,
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The problem of Murakéz was not arranged as a regional matter, in accordance
with German interests after the war, but according to the global European interests of the
winners. Because of the anti-German struggles of partisans the problem of Murakdz was
not brought up as a self-contained Croatian or Hungarian question at the peace-negotiations
but as the territorial claim of Yugoslavia struggling by the side of the Allied Forces.

The idea of the independent Croatian statehood went a similar way, too. The image
of the Independent Croatian State was filled excusively with negative contents during the
short period of its establishment and existence in contemporary international opinion and
not without reason. The new and radical change of international forces, the end of the cold
war and the collapse of the two-pole world were necessary for the old and new Great
Powers to forget it and for the Croatian efforts for independence to get historical follow-
wind instead of the headwind under completely new external—internal conditions and not
independently from the internal and structural problems of Yugoslavia.
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A. Sajti Eniké

Magyar—horvdt dllamkozi kapcsolatok (1941—1944)

A szerz0 az eurdpai nemzetkdzi erGtér viltozdsdval, valamint a magyar kormidnyok
délvidéki politikdjdval Osszefiiggésben tdrgyalja az els, modern kori magyar—horvit
dllamkozi kapesolatok létrejottét és alakuldsdt. Abbél indul ki, hogy a hosszi. id5 6ta
torténelmi ellenszélben vitorldzé horvit fliggetlenségi térekvések a hdboni idején a ndci
Németorszigtél kaptak politikai, katonai tdimogatdst. Ez azt jelentette, hogy a horvit
nemzeti mozgalmon beliil eddig margindlis helyre szorult extrém nacionalizmus, az usztasdk
jutottak révid torténelmi szerephez. E kronoldgiai és minGségi értelemben is korldtok kozé
szoritott kapcsolatok centrdlis kérdése a Murakoz hovatartozdsinak kérdése, valamint ennek
prizmdjdn keresztiil a két orszdg teriiletén €16 kisebbségek problémdja volt.

A tanulminy részletesen kitér a Jugoszldvia felosztdsdt rogzitd bécsi német—olasz
megéllapodds alapjdn folytatott magyar—horvit hatdrtdrgyaldsokra, ezek kudarcdnak okaira,
a német kormdny ezzel kapcsolatos magatartdsdra. A német ,,semlegesség” lehetdvé tette,
hogy Magyarorszdg 1941. julius 1-én egyoldalu iépéssel az orszdg részévé nyilvdnitotta a
Murakozt, s bevezette a katonai kozigazgatdst. A tdrgyaldsok kudarca miatt érezhetSen
megromlottak a magyar—horvdt kapcsolatok. Gyakoriakkd viltak a hatdrincidensek, s
negativ vdltozds kovetkezett be a két orszdg kisebbségpolitikdjdban is. Magyarorszdgon, a
Bdcskdhoz hasonléan, megkezdGdott a délszldv telepesek és az in. bevandoroltak
kiutasitisa. Horvétorszigban pedig hivatalos sugallatra aktivizdlédott az ottani magyar
nyilasok tevékenysége. A tanulmdny tovdbbi részében a szerzd kitér a két kormdny
lakossdgcserére vonatkozé dlldspontjdra, az ennek kapcsdn folytatott tdrgyaldsokra.
Megillapitja: mivel az usztasa Horvdtorszdg soha nem mondott le a Murakdzrdl,
ragaszkodott a tertilet ,népi dllagdnak” megdrzéséhez, igy e tdrgyaldsok egészen a hdboru
végéig nem mozdultak ki a holtpontrél, amikor is menekiiltiigyi tirgyaldsokkd viltak. De
a reciprocitdsra épitd magyar dlldspont sem volt alkalmas a megegyezésre, mivel
szdndékosan nem vette figyelembe a két orszdg terilletén €16 horvit, illetve magyar
kisebbség eltérd 1étszimadbdl fakadé kiilonbségeket. Magyar kezdeményezésre egyediil a
boszniai magyarok hazatelepitését sikeriilt elémi.

Az 1941—1944 k5zotti magyar— horvdt kapesolatok zdrdakkordjdt a németek 4ltal
felvetett k6z0s magyar—horvit partizdnellenes katonai egyiittmiikédés gondolata képezte.
Tanulmdnya végén megillapitja: a Murak6z hovatartozdsa a hdboni utdn a gydztesek
globdlis érdekeinek rendel6d6tt ald, nem 6ndll6 horvdt vagy magyar kérdésként vetodott fel,
hanem a szovetségesek oldaldn harcolé Jugoszldvia teriileti igényeként. Hasonl6é megitélés
ald esett a Fiiggetlen Horvdt dllam révid fenndlldsa alatt negativ tartalommal telit6dd
fliggetlen horvdt dllam gondolata is. A nemzetkdzi erGtér djabb, gyGkeres dtalakuldsdnak
kellett ahhoz bekdvetkeznie, hogy nem fiiggetlenil Jugoszldvia belsd, strukturilis
valsdgdtdl, egy regiondlis hdboni kovetkezményei kozott, térténelmi ellenszél helyett ismét
torténelmi hdtszelet kapjanak a horvdt fiiggetlenségi torekvések, felvetve egyiittal a
magyar—horvit dllamkozi kapcesolatok ujraépitésének szitkségességét.
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