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Abstract: The paper analyzes the activities and views of Zivojin
Peri¢, PhD, a distinguished intellectual of pre-war Yugoslavia,
during the Nazi occupation of Serbia. Although the paper focus-
es on his views and opinions regarding the war, it also includes
his pre-war opinions and convictions on various political and
social issues in order to present their continuity or lack thereof.
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Zivojin Peri¢ was an unusual figure in Serbian history, primarily
its intellectual history. From his first forays into public and scientific life
at the turn of the 20" century, through the end of World War II, he stood
out with his original and in many ways audacious political views and ac-
tivities. This often meant he was out of and against the mainstream of
Serbian politics of his time. For this reason, it could be said that he was
almost always in the minority, opposing the opinions of the majority. To
begin with, it should perhaps be noted that this distinguished legal ex-
pert, pedagogue, and writer was also a conservative and an Austrophile
in the Kingdom of Serbia, leaning toward socialist ideas (Christian social-
ism), and that he was a proponent of a federalist Yugoslavia. It should also

*  This article has been written within the framework of the scholarly project Serbs
and Serbia in the Yugoslavian and International Context: Internal Development and
Position in the European/Global Community (Ne 47027), financed by the Ministry of
Education, Science and Technological Development of the Republic of Serbia.
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be mentioned that he supported the work of Milan Nedi¢’s cabinet under
Nazi occupation.! This somewhat validates the opinion held by many con-
temporary researchers that he often ended up being “on the wrong side
of history.”? This is probably the reason why he was not sufficiently re-
searched as an intellectual during the time of socialist Yugoslavia.? Histo-
riography mentions Zivojin Peri¢ only superficially, and usually within the
framework of papers dealing with larger issues, events, or occurrences
in the first half of the 20™ century.* There have been attempts to examine

1 Zivojin M. Peri¢ (1868-1953), lawyer and Member of Parliament, was a longstanding
professor of civil law at the Faculty of Law in Belgrade. He graduated from the
Faculty of Law in Paris in 1891. He spent some time working in public institutions
as a scrivener and judge. He began his teaching career in 1898 when he was named
associate professor, and ended it in 1938 when he retired. He also served as the dean
of the Faculty of Law (1908/09, 1912/13, 1913 /14, 1914/19), with a break during
World War 1. He actively practiced politics before the war. He was a member of the
main board of the Progressive Party from 1906 and a Member of Parliament from
1908 to 1912. He started the magazine called Nedeljni pregled (The Weekly Overview)
which expounded on conservative opinions. He founded the Conservative Party in
1914 with a group of like-minded individuals. It was a small party without much
influence. He lived in Belgrade through both world wars. He was a Germanophile,
so he collaborated with the Austrian-Hungarian occupier during World War I, and
did the same with the German occupier and Milan Nedi¢’s government during World
War II. He published around 400 papers from different areas of the legal science. He
was a corresponding member of the Serbian Royal Academy (from 1905), but he was
not selected as a full member and he did not partake in the work of the Academy. He
received an honorary doctorate from the University of Lyon in 1933 and the University
of Belgrade in 1934. He was awarded the Order of Saint Sava, 3" Grade, the Order
of Prince Danilo, 3" Class and the Order of the Cross of Takovo, 5" Class ([paromup
Bouyuh, ,Kupojun M. I[lepuh“, Cpricku 6uorpadcku peyHuk, (mscr.); Ap. Apar. ba.
Keuxkuh, XKus. I1. JoBanosuh, ,buorpaduja u 6ubauorpaduja Kusojuna Iepuha“,
Ilpasna mucao 11-12/1937, 621-649).

2 Mapko boxuh, ,3aapyra kao cyp6una: Kusojun Ilepuh og Cty6.nHa o beorpaza
u oneT Hasax ", in: YKusojun Ilepuh, 3adpyscHo npaso no 'pahaHckom 3aKOHUKY
Kpamesune Cpouje, (beorpaa;: Cpricko aiBOKaTCKO ApywTBo, |11, Ciayx6eHu riiacHUK",
2017), 15.

3 It seems that all this did not pose an obstacle to being asked to give opinions on
certain texts, even after he left for Switzerland after the war. Milan Bartos, his
student, mentions that Peri¢ analysed the text of the Law on the insignificance
of legal regulations (February 1945) and that the study he wrote “made it rather
difficult to prove the reciprocity of the existence of legal institutions in Yugoslavia”
(Munan Baprouy, ,,In Memoiriam: 2Kusojun M. [lepuh (1868-1953)", Anaau [IpasHoz
¢axyamema y beozpady, janyap-mapt 1954, 120).

4 Munow KoBuh, ,Jlubepanusam”, Cp6u 1903-1914: Hcmopuja udeja, yp. Musiom
Kosuh, (beorpaa: Clio, 2015), 153-201; Musiow Kosuh, ,Hanmonanusam“, Cpéu 1903-
1914, 202-269; Cno6onan Antonuh, ,Civka jegHor go6a“, Cpéu 1903-1914, 763-
850; Anekcangap CrojaHoBuh, Mdeje, nonumuuku npojekmu u npakca esade MuaaHa
Heduha, (Beorpaa: UHUC, 2015); Latinka Perovi¢, Dominantna i neZeljena elita.
Beleske o intelektualnoj i politickoj eliti u Srbiji XX-XXI vek, (Beograd: Dan Graf, Novi
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his political ideas in full.® His life and work were naturally taken into con-
sideration much more by legal science. Major papers devoted to his legal
and political thinking have also been written.® However, not even legal sci-

Sad: Javna medijska ustanova Radio-televizija Vojvodine, 2015); Muxauso Bojsoguh,
Cmojax Hosakosuh y caysxc6u HayuoHaaHux u dpscagHux unmepeca, (Beorpaz;: Cpricka
KIbIKeBHa 3a/pyra, 2012); Dragomir Bondzi¢, Beogradski univerzitet 1944-1952,
(Beograd: ISI, 2004); Cpncku yusuavu/kyamypHu naaH eaade Muaava Heduha, yp.
Anexcanpgap Crojanosuh, (beorpaa: UHUC, 2012); Boxxuna b. Miagenosuh, I'pad
y aycmpoyeapckoj okynayuoHoj 3oHu y Cp6uju od 1916. do 1918. 2oduHe, (beorpas;
Yuroja wramna, 2000); Augpej MuTtposuh, ,Hazgpactawe nopasa u nozesa“,
Hcmopuja cpnckoe napoda VI-2, (Beorpaa: Cpricka KibkeBHA 3aApyra, 1994);
Auppej Mutposuh, Cp6uja y [lpgom ceemckom pamy, (Beorpas: Cpricka KibH>KeBHA
3aapyra, 1984); /Jby6unka TprosueBuh, Hayunuyu Cp6uje u cmeaparse jy2oc/108eHcke
dpacase 1914-1920, (Beorpaa: Haposna kmura, Cpricka KibHKeBHa 3a4pyra, 1987);
Milosav Janicijevi¢, Stvaralacka inteligencija meduratne Jugoslavije, (Beograd: Institut
drustvenih nauka - Centar za socioloska istrazivanja, 1984).

5  Besnumup Martkosuh, [lonutnyka Mucao Kusojuna Ilepuha“, (Marucrapcku paz,
YuuepsureT y beorpaay, [IpaBau dakystet, beorpaz, 2013); Olga Popovi¢-Obradovic,
,Zivojin Peri¢ izmedu liberalizma i konzervativizma*, Liberalna misao u Srbiji. Prilozi
istoriji liberalizma od kraja XVIII do sredine XX veka, ur. Jovica Trkulja, Dragoljub Popovic,
(Beograd: Centar za unapredivanje pravnih studija Friedrich Naumann Stiftung,
2001), 317- 346; bpanko HaznoBesa, [loaumuuka mucao >Kueojuna llepuha, (beorpaz:
WHucTuTyT 32 mostuTraKe ctyguje, 2005).

6  Tomica Delibasi¢, ,Osvrt na misao Zivojina Peri¢a, klasika prava“, Pravni Zivot 12/2013,
503-516; Jelena Ceranié, ,Ideja Evropskog drzavnog saveza u delima profesora
Zivojina M. Peri¢a“, Aktuelna pitanja savremenog zakonodavstva, Zbornik radova sa
Savetovanja pravnika 12-16.jun 2013, Budva, (Beograd: Savez udruzenja pravnika
Republike Srbije i Republike Srpske, 2013), 235-249; Jovica Trkulja, ,Ispravljanje
nepravde. Povodom 140. godi$njice rodenja Zivojina Peri¢a“, Hereticus 3-4/2008,
319-328; Anexcangap MusbkoBuh, ,[lorsnenu XKusojuna M. [lepuha Ha mopoguyHy
3azpyry y Cp6uju: npusor Kputunu [lepuheBor cxBaTamwa NopojU4He 3aJpyre Kao
KOMYHHUCTHUKe ycTaHoBe", AHau [IpasHoe gpakysimemay Beozpady, 1/2005,93-112;
Jbyouna Kanauh, Jenena JlanunoBuh, Hcmopuja [IpasHtoz gpakyamema y beozpady
1808-1905, npBa kwura (beorpaa: 3aBoj 3a yii6eHUKe M HacTaBHA CpescTBa, 1997);
Jbyouna Kauauh, Hcmopuja [Ipasnoz pakyamema y Beozpady 1905-1941, npyra
kmbura, ToM [-11, (beorpaj: 3aBoj 3a ybeHrKe U HacTaBHA cpeCcTBa, 2002); /by6una
Kauauh, Hcmopuja llpasHoe pakysaimema y Beozpady 1941-1945, k. 3, (beorpag;:
3aBo/ 3a yi6eHrKe U HacTaBHA cpeficTBa, 2005); Anexcangap Musbkosuh, ,CxaBaTme
KusojuHa [lepuha o naTpujaxajsHUM MOPOJUYHUM 3aApyrama“, Cmo nedecem 2oduHa
0d doHowera Cpnckoe epahaHckoe 3akoHuka (1844-1994): 36opHuk padosa ca Hay4Ho2
ckyna odpacaroe 23. u 24. maja 1994, yp. Muogpar Josuunh, (beorpaza: CAHY, 1996),
351-359; JoBuna TpkyJsa, [lonmutrnyke cryauje XKusojuna [lepuha“, HayuHo Hacaehe
IIpasHoz pakynmema y beozpady 1841-1941, pedepaTu ca cMMIIO3UjyMa OJp3KaHOT 9.
u 10. anpura 1992, yp. CteBan Bpauap, Jouna TpkyJea, (Beorpaz: [IpaBau paxysrreT
y Beorpazy, 1994), 399-409; Slobodan Perovi¢, ,Delo Zivojina Peri¢a - paradigma
kulture prava“, Pravni Zivot, No. 11-12 /1993, VII-XX; Oura [lonoBuh-O6pagoBsuh,
apaamenmapuzam y Cp6uju 1903-1914, (Beorpag;: JaBHo npenysehe Ciyx6eHu
auct CPJ, 1998); Slobodan Perovic, ,,Zivojin Peric¢ - Zivot i delo”, Pravni Zivot XXXVII,
1 (1987), 111-124; Miroljub Simié, , Teorija tumadenja prava Zivojina M. Perié¢a“,
Zbornik radova Pravnog fakulteta u Nisu 19/1979, 319-336; Miroljub Simi¢, , Teorija
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ence has paid enough attention to him, considering his importance in the
history of law. This is true of all the periods and phases of his intellectu-
al and political work, particularly in the period of Nazi occupation, which
will be discussed later. That said, the importance of Zivojin Peri¢ was nev-
ertheless acknowledged by his contemporaries. This is substantiated by
the opinions of several of his colleagues, esteemed professors of law, re-
corded at the end of 1937 and in 1938 on the occasion of his 70® birthday
and the conclusion of his teaching career.” Zivojin Spasojevi¢ thought Peri¢
“seemed like an encyclopedist”® because of his involvement in all the are-
as of law, while Slobodan Jovanovi¢ stated that he possessed the courage
to express his opinion (“the valor of his opinion”), regardless of whether
or not it would be appreciated.’ Similar thoughts were expressed by other
distinguished individuals. Velizar Mitrovi¢ pointed out his “depth of under-
standing, originality, and courage,” especially with regard to his analysis
of international politics in the interwar period.}® On the other hand, upon
considering his conservative past, JaSa Prodanovic stated that Peri¢’s po-
litical thinking and activism were marked by “a strong commitment to his
convictions and the courage to defend them without fear of public opin-
ion.”! Although ideologically opposed to Peri¢, Jasa Prodanovi¢ also com-
mended the fact that he “never wanted politics to elevate his status, make
him wealthy, or satisfy his ego”. Prodanovi¢ noted that he did not “rub el-
bows in court hallways, or sweet-talk the electorate.”'? In addition to this,
Jasa Prodanovi¢ also praised Peri¢’s readiness to state his opinion regard-

tumacenja prava Zivojina M. Periéa (nastavak)“, Zbornik radova Pravnog fakulteta u
Nisu 19/1980, 369-380.

7  OnJanuary 16™, 1938, Zivojin Perié¢ turned seventy years of age. At that time, he
had been teaching at the Faculty of Law for forty years and carrying out scientific
work for almost fifty. At first, his associates, colleagues and friends had planned on
expressing their reverence by publishing a tribute. They gave this idea up because
Peri¢ himself was against it. However, they decided to still discuss the various aspects
of his person and his professional, intellectual and political engagements in the form
of short papers published in legal journals at the end of 1937 and the beginning of
1938. (More in: Apxue 3a npasHe u dpywmeeHe Hayke 1-2/1938; [IpasHa mucao 11-
12/1937; IIpasocyhe 1-2/1938).

8  JKusojun Cnacojesub, ,)KuojuH [lepuh kao uuBumcTa“, Apxue 3a npasHe u dpywmaeHe
Hayke 1-2/1938, 12.

9  Cio6opan JoBaHnoBuh, ,KuBojus [lepuh o Biaganaukoj Baactu”, Apxue 3a npagHe u
dpywmeeHe Hayke 1-2/1938, 8.

10 Besnusap Mutposuh, ,0 ceamecetoroauiibuny Ap 2KusojuHa [lepuha, pegoBHor
npocdecopa [IpaBHor dakyareTa“, Apxus 3a npasHe u dpywmeene Hayke 1-2/1938, 5.

11 Jama M. [Ipomanosuh, Ilonntuka XKusojuna Illepuha“, [IpagHa mucao 11-12/1937,
483.

12 Ibid., 484.
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ing the internal organization of the Yugoslav state, even during the 1930s
and the internal political and national crisis of that time. This opinion of
his was once again opposed to the majority opinion and closer to the op-
position’s federalist concepts.!* Unlike many like-minded intellectuals,
he defended the idea of the Yugoslav federal state during the entire inter-
war period, as evidenced by some researchers.!* However, it wasn’t only
the distinguished contemporaries from his homeland that testified to his
importance.’s Z. Peri¢ was also recognized in international academic cir-
cles. He was a member of several legal societies and a recipient of honor-
ary doctorates from several universities.!® He stood out by his numerous
papers as well as his prolific work in foreign journals, which was not typi-
cal of Serbian legal scholars.'” His papers were published in all major lan-
guages and they were even translated into Japanese, which is unusual.’®
In a certain way, this shows how far his reputation extended.

In any case, Zivojin Peri¢ saw the breakdown of the Yugoslav state
in 1941 and the ensuing Nazi occupation having already attained the re-
spect of his peers for his expertise. However, the attitude toward his po-
litical views and activism was significantly different. Even with the flat-
tering comments by J. Prodanovi¢, it would be an understatement to say
that he was misunderstood and unaccepted because of his peculiar polit-
ical ideas. It was noted that many considered him as “rather bizarre.”*” In
other words, he seemed like an odd person to them. The public even “rid-
iculed him, often harshly,” to quote another contemporary and his student

13 Ibid. 485.

14 More about this in: Popovié-Obradovié, ,Zivojin Peri¢”, 339-344.

15 Three foreign lawyers published their additions to the topic of the role and importance
of Zivojin Peri¢ for the legal science above all in the journal Legal thought (Pravna
misao): Edouard Lambert, ,Les services rendus au droit comparé per Jivoin Péritch®,
Louis Josserand, ,L’'idéalisme de Jivoin Péritch“ and René Demogues, ,Jivoin Péritch
et le roit comparé” (IIlpasna mucao 11-12/1937,451-482).

16  Arhiv Srbije (Archives of Serbia - AS), Li¢ni fond Zivojina Peri¢a (1868-1953), 1890-
1944 (ZP), biografija.

17  Velizar Mitrovi¢ and Mileta Prodanovié stressed that Zivojin Peri¢, a speaker of many
foreign languages, published a lot in foreign legal journals and that the number of
those papers “reaches into the hundreds.” According to them, this was “a rare activity”
which not only set him apart from other Serbian legal scientists, but also made him
“very meritorious for his homeland” in the area of science. The reason for this was
that he provided foreign scientists and foreign public with knowledge of the country,
its organization and law-making (B. MutpoBuh, ,0 ceamaeceToroqubULu AP
’Kusojuna I[lepuha“, 5; Musnera HoBakoBwuh, ,Pag r. [lepuha y cTpanuM npaBHUM
KIbMKeBHOCTHUMA", Apxug 3a npasHe u dpywmeeHe Hayke 1-2/1938, 25-27).

18 Keukuh, JoBanoBuh, ,buorpaduja“, 648.

19 Popovié-Obradovié, ,Zivojin Peri¢“, 335.
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Milan Bartos.?° Because of this, and in order to gain a better understand-
ing of his work under the Nazi occupation, we will focus here only on a
certain number of his political ideas and opinions. Namely, as a conserva-
tive, when it came to foreign policy, Zivojin Peri¢ opposed relying on Rus-
sia and was a proponent of Serbia being annexed to Austria-Hungary. Ac-
cording to him, this was the only way to improve Serbia’s position in the
international community and accomplish its national objectives. During
World War |, he lived in Belgrade and cooperated with the Austro-Hun-
garian occupation government. Even at the end of the war, when it was
clear that the world’s great powers had allowed for the dissolution of
Austria-Hungary, he was still a proponent of preserving the Dual Monar-
chy.?* The public, especially his political opponents, perceived his expres-
sion of these kinds of ideas and opinions as “a crazy conviction,” “an irra-
tional action,” “treason,” and “a pathological occurrence.”?? Unlike others,
he did not suffer any sanctions for these attitudes and activism after the
war. His behavior during the occupation was disputed occasionally, but he
was neither tried nor banned from returning to the school.?® This proba-
bly had to do with his great scholarly reputation and his personal hones-
ty, as well as the fact that the public had been familiar with his opinions
on Serbia’s foreign policy for a long time. Many years later, while evalu-
ating this attitude, Dragoljub Jovanovi¢ wrote that Peri¢ “was not a bad
Serb, but he had singular political and philosophical convictions that bor-
dered on idée fixe."**

Although Z. Peri¢ withdrew from active politics in the interwar pe-
riod, he remained consistent in many of his convictions; for example, re-
garding his opinion that Austria-Hungary should not have been dissolved.
He proposed the creation of a Danube alliance in its place. He also im-
pugned the Treaty of Versailles, immediately after its ratification, believ-

20 Baprowy, ,In Memoiriam*, 121.

21 7. Peri¢ declined the occupation authority’s offer to become mayor of Belgrade, but
he did become a member of the Board for Citizens’ Relief. He advocated the idea of
convening a constituent assembly which would overthrow the existing government
on Corfu and create a pro-Austrian government, which would then go on to sign a
separate peace treaty (TprosuyeBuh, HayuHuyu Cp6uje, 84-88).

22 ,Jenno uspajcteo, [Ipasda, 6. 4. 1914, 1; XKusojun M. [lepuh, ,Cno/baliba NOJUTHKA
Cpricke KoH3epBaTHUBHe cTpaHke, Cpncku sucm (Le Journal Serbe), 28.9. 1918, 1-2;
Tprosuesuh, HayuHuyu Cp6uje, 86.

23 More about this in: MaTkoBuh, ,[lonuTruka Mmucao“, 38-43. - Some people were
tried after the war, as was the case with Jovan Sjenicki (JoBan Cjennnxu, Ycnomene
usz okynayuje, (beorpaa: Hapogxa mucao, 1930)).

24 Jlparosby6 JoBaHoBuh, Meda/boHu, kibura I, (beorpag: Cayx6eHu riaacHuk, 2008),
375.
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ing it harbored the seed of future strife. In a series of texts, he pointed to
the weaknesses of the League of Nations in preserving the international
order. He also advocated a unified Europe based on a federation, and a Yu-
goslav federation as its part.2> Most of these texts were published in foreign
journals and newspapers, but in some domestic ones as well. They were
often on the sidelines, and they were also in opposition to the official gov-
ernment policy.?® He was criticized harshly for this. Some of these publi-
cations were even banned by censorship, such as his articles in a newspa-
per called Zeta from Podgorica, which was supposed to publish his article
“Living Space” (“Zivotni prostor”).?’ It is also important to note that as a
legalist, he publicly condemned the conspirators and the assassination of
the king [Aleksandar Obrenovi¢] in 1903. He even filed criminal charges
against them, which he re-submitted annually so the statute of limitations
would not expire. He did this until 1929, when a new criminal law was
enacted, which introduced an absolute statute of limitations.?® However,
regarding the topic at hand, it is important to state that these ideas were
not against Germany and its policy. He expressed great understanding for
Germany, criticizing the policy of England and the League of Nations, and
thereby impugning the provisions of the peace treaty. On the other hand,
he did not approve of the means by which Germany was securing its “liv-
ing space.” At the beginning of the war, he fervently advocated the ideas

25 Popovi¢-Obradovic, ,,Zivojin Peri¢“, 335; XKuBojuH Ilepuh, ,)KuBoTHu npoctop”, Haw
nozaed Ha Eepony: cpncku uHmesekmyaayu o eeponuckuM npobaemuma usmehy dea
ceemcka pama, yp. Mapunuko M. Byuunuh, (Beorpag: Ciy>x6enu ruacuuk, 2013),
131-141. The paper was reprinted from [IpasHa mucao 1940.

26  The Slovene journal Dejane should also be mentioned. It was edited by Edvard Kocbek,
PhD, and it wanted to publish Peri¢’s view on the “federal” organization of Yugoslavia
and Europe, with which it agreed. The monthly journal Pregled (Overview) from
Sarajevo and a weekly paper from Velika Kikinda published a commentary on Peri¢’s
article on the pacification of Europe (AS, ZP 579, Pisma Edvarda Kocbeka Zivojinu
Pericu, 20. 2. 1940 - 2. 1. 1941; AS, ZP 802, Pisma uredni$tva Pregleda Zivojinu Pericu,
3.7.1940).

27 This was a weekly which had at that point already published Peri¢’s paper on the
federal organization of the state of Yugoslavia (AS, ZP 468, Pisma Jovana P. Vu¢koviéa,
urednika Zete, Zivojinu Periéu, 8. 10. 1939. - 17. 1. 1941). This paper was later
published under the same title in the journal called Pravna misao (Legal Thought).

28 Baprom, ,In Memoiriam*, 121. - Z. Peri¢ and his supporters founded the “Society
for the Lawful Solution of the Issue of Conspiracy” towards the end of 1905. This
organization tried to prove the state’s duty to punish the conspirators through legal
arguments ([umutpuje Hophesuh, ,CydyemaBame ca Ayctpo-Yrapckom*, Hcmopuja
cpnckoe Hapoda, 6-1, (Beorpaz: Cpricka KibuKeBHa 3a4pyra, 1994), 140; [TonoBuh-
O6pazosuh, [lapaamenmapusam, 112).
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of Yugoslav neutrality and good relations with Germany.?® These tenden-
cies were a reflection of his pacifist and anti-war ideas.

Without a doubt, with his views and activism thus far;, Zivojin Peri¢
was quite an acceptable figure for the German occupation government in
Serbia. Thus, he was also a welcome and important figure for the Serbian
collaborationist administration under occupation, which wanted him in
their ranks and on their side. This is how they would strengthen their au-
thority. Zivojin Peri¢ received a call for collaboration on May 12, 1941,
almost right after the formation of Serbia’s first “government” under oc-
cupation. He accepted the invitation without hesitation (“gladly”).3° From
then on until the end of the occupation, he cooperated with and support-
ed the Serbian authorities and their collaboration with the invader in
many ways. In addition to participating in expert bodies (councils and
committees) of certain ministries, he also gave lectures, published arti-
cles in newspapers, and was a member of juries in calls for submissions
that pertained to his expertise.

Zivojin Peri¢ began his collaboration by working for the newly es-
tablished Legislative Council within the Ministry of Justice. Not only was
he a member of the Council, but he was also its president as of July 25%,
1941. He remained at that position until June 1943.3! This was an expert
body which had the “duty to use its legal expertise to consider and eval-
uate the drafts of decrees and statutes and give its legal opinion on is-
sues of a legal and legislative nature.”*? There is not sufficient data about
its work. What is known is that its members were pre-war legal experts,
like Peri¢. The council’s functioning was based on the Regulation on the
Foundation and Operation of the Legislative Council. According to some
opinions, this Regulation was “probably” written by Zivojin Peri¢.3* Con-
sidering his reputation and age at the time, this is most likely true. The
Council consisted of sixteen members, appointed by the Minister of Jus-

29 More on this in: )KuBojun [lepuh, ,PaBHoTea cuta niau EBporncka caBesHa gp)kaBa
(exkBUIUOpUCTU UK denepanucth)”, Haw noeaed Ha Eepony, 99-114; The paper
was reprinted from [IpasHna mucao, No. 21-22, November-December 1939; Ilepuh,
~KuBoTHM pocTop”, 131-141.

30 AS,ZP 59, Pismo komesara Ministarstva pravde Momc¢ila Jankovica Zivojinu Pericu,
br. 34481, 12. 5. 1941; Ibid., Pismo Zivojina Peri¢a Mom¢éilu Jankoviéu, komesaru
Ministarstva pravde, 14. 5. 1941.

31 AS,ZP 59, Pismo Zivojina Peri¢a Momc¢ilu Jankoviéu, komesaru Ministarstva pravde,
14. 5. 1941; MaTtkoBuh, [loaumuuka mucao, 53.

32 AS,ZP 59, Pismo komesara Ministarstva pravde Momc¢ila Jankovic¢a Zivojinu Pericu,
br. 34481, 12.5.1941.

33 Markosuh, [loaumuuka mucao, 53.
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tice, from the ranks of acting or retired university professors, judges, at-
torneys, and other eminent lawyers. Their service at the Council was of
an advisory nature, unpaid and honorary. The Council’s engagement was
permanent or temporary, as needed.** Apart from Peri¢, other members
of the Council, at least at the beginning, included Puro Kotur, PhD, depu-
ty commissioner of justice, Dragutin Jankovi¢, PhD, university professor
and journalist, Adam Lazarevi¢, university professor, Toma Lj. Milosavl-
jevi¢, legislator and attorney, Laza Kosti¢, PhD, university professor, and
Nikolaj Pahorukov, lawyer, former secretary and inspector of the Minis-
try of Justice.®> In essence, the Council was tasked with considering every
law and regulation passed under occupation. The Council was to deter-
mine whether they were in constitutional or other accordance or regu-
larity with international law or the pre-war legal system. The first session
was held as early as May 15, 1941.%¢ At least according to the overview of
saved minutes, it seems that the Council met almost constantly, especially
in the first months of the occupation; and even probably later on, as need-
ed. This made sense, because German occupation meant a new legal and
political state in the country. It required the formation of an expert body to
provide the Justice Commissioner with opinions on current legal matters.
Therefore, Zivojin Peri¢’s role in this body, although not publically promi-
nent, was unusually important for the legal operations of not only the do-
mestic authorities, but the occupied society as a whole. This is shown in a
short overview of the Council’s activities. Z. Peri¢ and the members of the
Council worked, among other things, on the issue of the continuing prac-
tice of the State Court for the Protection of the State and the State Prose-
cutor’s Office at that court, the draft of the Regulation on Registering, De-
termining and Evaluating War Damages, amendments to the regulations
on joint-stock companies, the draft on the authorities of the Special Com-
missioner for the restoration of Smederevo, the draft of the Regulation
on the Seizure of Immovable Property of Persons Convicted for Crimes of
Communism and Anarchism, the draft of the Regulation on Special Crim-
inal Acts and Direct Court, and others. They were also asked to scrutinize
the origin of the property of public servants, members of political bodies,
and persons doing business with the state and self-governed bodies, and

34 AS,ZP 59, Pismo komesara Ministarstva pravde Mom¢ila Jankoviéa Zivojinu Periéu,
br. 34481, 12. 5. 1941. On this in: MaTtkoBuh, [Toaumuuka mucao, 53-54.

35 AS,ZP 59, Zapisnici sednica Zakonodavnog saveta 1941.

36 AS,ZP 59, Obavestenje Ministarstva pravde Zivojinu Periéu, br. 34481, 13. 5. 1941.
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deal with issues such as the relationship of the authorities toward the ex-
istence and operation of the Serbian Labor Community, etc.?’

Some issues on which the Council was to give an opinion were
particularly important, as they caused disputes among the Council mem-
bers. At one of the first sessions, the Council considered the issue of the
rights of occupation soldiers on the occupied territory of Serbia and the
role of the Council of Commissioners. The first issue, about the rights of
the occupation army, did not cause any dispute. It was accepted in accord-
ance with the provisions of international conventions.*® However, an is-
sue arose among the Council members on whether the Council of Com-
missioners had the authority to change the existing laws in a situation
where the factual authority was in the hands of the occupational force
and the Ministerial Council no longer existed. For Peri¢ and the major-
ity of the members, there was no question that it was allowed, because
some of the Ministerial Council’s jurisdiction was already transferred to
the Council of Commissioners. This Council was allowed to do that, as it
did, with its regulations, statutes and other ordinances “if public interest
so required.” However, Dragutin Jankovi¢ found fault with this and wrote
in a separate opinion that the March 27%, 1941 coup had to be taken into
consideration, as it basically altered the constitutional situation, espe-
cially regarding the authority of the king. He believed that the coup had
“put back into place all the unconstitutionally suspended constitutional
regulations, according to Article 116 of the Constitution...” even the arti-
cles according to which the legislative authority was held by the king and
the people’s representatives.®® The rest of the Council members, includ-
ing Zivojin Peri¢, did not share this opinion. However, they never said so
openly, but D. Jankovi¢’s separate opinion and the confirmed views of the
majority are enough proof of this.

7. Peri¢’s position on the unacceptable nature of the use of force in
the change of government had already been known. For him, lawfulness,
that is, legality, was above all. It was the red line he would never cross,

37 AS,ZP 59, Izveitaj o radu Zakonodavnog saveta do 24. 5. 1943.

38 This issue was settled by the IV Convention adopted at the Second Hague Conference
0of 1907, whose final act was signed by delegates from Germany and Serbia. Article 43
of this convention states: “The authority of the legitimate power having in fact passed
into the hands of the occupant, the latter shall take all the measures in his power
to restore, and ensure, as far as possible, public order and safety, while respecting,
unless absolutely prevented, the laws in force in the country” (AS, ZP 59, Zapisnik
pete sednice Zakonodavnog saveta Ministarstva pravde 26. 5. 1941).

39 AS,ZP 59, Zapisnik pete sednice Zakonodavnog saveta Ministarstva pravde 26. 5.
1941.
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while violence, which for him included coups, was an act that destroyed
legality and led to violence and anarchy. This is why he could never accept
or approve the actions of March 27%, 1941.° He publicly stated his opinion
on the topic on multiple occasions, as well as in his private correspond-
ence during the occupation. He believed that the March 27 coup was an
act of “feeble-minded and violent policy of the rebels,” which would inev-
itably lead to war.*! He could not understand, as “a Christian pacifist and a
Serb,” how anyone could dare turn to violence in such a delicate moment
for their country. The country “could have stayed neutral and in peace”*?
He wrote: “The feeble-mindedness in politics leads to violence, and vio-
lence is by and large a sign of feeble-mindedness.” This is why he was tak-
en aback by two of his colleagues, Slobodan Jankovi¢ and BoZidar Boza
Markovi¢ taking part in the coup. The former became the Vice President
and the latter became the Minister of Justice of the putschist government.
Both of them were either in their early or mid-eighties. Z. Peri¢ could not
comprehend how both of them could take part in this “political adven-
ture” when they had stayed away from it for so long. He was particularly
upset by the fact that, as he saw it, they went against what they had spent
years teaching at the university. He wrote with resignation: “Mr. Jovanovic¢
taught his students for 40 years that no single person’s desire could come
above the Constitution, while Mr. Markovi¢ taught that a coup was among
the most serious of crimes. The fact that the two of them had violated that
very same Constitution and Criminal Code, denying their teaching and lec-
tures, was similar to a Christian priest renouncing the Gospel.”** He could
find no excuse for such an act, even a year after the fact, except that they
both “had to have been FORCED to do so... which, according to positive
law and ethics, reduced their responsibility” (original emphasis - N. M.).**
He thought similarly about Milan Grol, whom he considered “a Christian
and a man of culture.”*® He particularly pointed out to their responsibil-
ity as lawyers. Legality was at the foundation of the state for Peri¢, and
the coup had brought down the state. The reason that led the rebels itself

40  ArhivJugoslavije (Archives of Yugoslavia - A]), Emigrantska vlada Kraljevine Jugoslavije
(103), 158-556, Pismo Zivojina Peri¢a jugoslovenskom poslaniku Jurisiéu, Oberurnen,
Canton Glarus, 27. 8. 1942.

41 Ibid.

42 AJ,103-88-336, Pismo Zivojina Perica jugoslovenskom poslaniku Jurisiéu, Oberurnen,
Canton Glarus, 19. 9. 1942.

43 AJ, 103-158-556, Pismo Zivojina Peri¢a jugoslovenskom poslaniku Jurigiéu,
Oberurnen, Canton Glarus, 27. 8. 1942.

44 Ibid.

45 Ibid.
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- “the defense of the state” - could not, he indicated, be reason enough
for anyone who thought the state was under threat to willfully dismantle
the state’s Constitution and laws. For him this did not constitute patriot-
ism, but rather the opposite. Patriotism meant taking care of order, work,
and law, which had also once been the motto of his Conservative party.*®

Based on the aforementioned view, Zivojin Peri¢ stressed that the
new putschist Yugoslav government-in-exile was “purely fictitious, with-
out any real foundation.” It did not possess state sovereignty, because it
governed “without a state.” Similarly, he believed that from the standpoint
of internal law, that government was not legal. Created “by means of an
upheaval” and formal violation of the Constitution and the Law, it was not
to be viewed as a legal government.*’

He expressed most of these opinions during his stay in Switzer-
land, at the end of summer and the beginning of autumn of 1942, while
he was visiting his daughter. He used these legal arguments to refuse to
meet with Yugoslav diplomat Jurisi¢. He underscored the legal and ethical
reasons for this. The ethical reasons were based on the fact that the Ger-
man authorities had given him and his wife permission to travel to Swit-
zerland “without any conditions.” He did not want to abuse this trust by
meeting with a representative of the Yugoslav government that was at war
with Germany and even “at a vicarious war” with Milan Nedi¢’s govern-
ment.*® This was also the root of his legal reasons, because he was presi-
dent of the legislative council of the ministry of justice. He was adamant
that he was under no legal obligations toward the Yugoslav government,
and he did not recognize it as such. The government he recognized was
that of Milan Nedi¢, and he was its member. He was especially offended by
the fact that the Yugoslav government had assisted the resistance move-
ment in the country and was against Nedi¢’s government.*’

Zivojin Peri¢ also offered a legal interpretation of Serbia and the
government of Milan Nedi¢. According to him, Serbia “possesses all im-
portant elements of a state.” He explained this by stating that Serbia’s le-
gal relations had remained in power “which would otherwise have been
impossible,” because “without a state, there are no legal relations.” He of-
fered proof that Serbia had its people, its territory, and a government that
maintained order, and was well respected. He was, of course, aware that,

46 KupojuH [lepuh, ,Cprcku KoH3epBaTudaM“, Cpncku Hapod, 24.7.1943, 10.

47  AJ, 103-88-336, Pismo Zivojina Peri¢a jugoslovenskom poslaniku Juriiéu, Oberurnen,
Canton Glarus, 19. 9. 1942.

48 Ibid.

49 Ibid.
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under the given circumstances, Serbia had fallen under a special category
of state. However, he also believed that Serbia belonged to a type of “au-
tonomous (half-sovereign) state under (German) protectorate, similar to
Bohemia and Moravia and Norway,” because the German occupation forc-
es had allowed it to honor its own constitution and laws and keep its in-
ternal administration, specifically “its own government” (first in the form
of Commissioners, and later in the form of real ministers).>°

Zivojin Peri¢ notably criticized the Yugoslav government for stag-
ing the coup d’état, “throwing” the country into “misfortune,” and leav-
ing the country.®! On the other hand, according to Peri¢, the government
of Milan Nedi¢ had managed to gain the trust of the Germans and achieve
“BROAD AUTONOMY in governing Serbia.” (original emphasis - N. M.) He
believed that, “with the help of the occupiers,” the government was doing
what it could to withstand the occupation with as little damage as possi-
ble.>? As a rigid legal formalist, Peri¢ refused to acknowledge realistic po-
litical circumstances and events.

A similar kind of formalism was present in most of Peri¢’s Coun-
cil activities. According to certain sources and research, this formalism
was slightly mitigated under the pressure of political circumstances. But
it was evident, particularly in the cases where he disagreed with the oth-
er members. He would emphasize even before examining a bill, that it
was important for the Councils member to base their opinions solely on

50 AJ, 103-88-336, Pismo Zivojina Peri¢a jugoslovenskom poslanku Jurigi¢u, Oberurnen,
Canton Glarus, 19. 9. 1942. - The Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia was established
in mid-March 1939, after Slovakia seceded from Bohemia and Moravia and declared
independence. That is when the German Reich annexed Bohemia and Moravia.
Germany divided the annexed territory into two administratively separate territories:
those inhabited by the Germans were put under direct German authority, and others
inhabited by the Czechs were turned into the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia.
A German commander was at the head of the protectorate. The Czech president
Emil Hacha nominally kept his position which had its name changed in accordance
with the changes of legal and political status. However, he held no influence. Unlike
the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia, Germany allowed Norway to establish its
own government, with Vidkun Quisling at its head, who, save for a brief period, held
power during the occupation. The king and the government went into exile in Great
Britain. More in: Piter Kalvokorezi, Gaj Vint, Totalni rat, (Beograd: Izdavacka radna
organizacija “Rad”, 1987), 71-72, 96-99; Maks Hejstings, Pakao: svet u ratu 1939-
1945, (Beograd: Laguna, 2013), 31-32, 71-82; lan Kershaw, Do pakla i natrag: Europa
1914.-1949, (Zagreb: Fraktura, 2017).

51 AJ,103-158-556, Pismo Zivojina Peri¢a jugoslovenskom poslaniku Jurisi¢u, Oberurnen,
Canton Glarus, 27. 8. 1942; AS, 103-88-336, Pismo Zivojina Peri¢a jugoslovenskom
poslaniku Jurisi¢u, Oberurnen, Canton Glarus, 19. 9. 1942.

52 AJ,103-158-556, Pismo Zivojina Perica jugoslovenskom poslanku Juri$i¢u, Oberurnen,
Canton Glarus, 27. 8. 1942.
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legal regulations. That meant disregarding all “non-legal arguments,” i.e.
all political elements from their analysis. Doing so led him to voice a le-
gal opinion different from those of others. Peri¢ firmly believed that the
oath of officials in an occupied state, where there was a division of sov-
ereignty between the government of the occupied state and the occupy-
ing authority, should not be pledged to any of the sovereigns. According
to him, this was to be solved just like in the case of Serbia in World War
I. Back then, one would only “pledge” that they would perform the giv-
en duty conscientiously, and those who “pledged” were not put in a posi-
tion where they had to break their oath to any governing party (Serbian
or German).>® In another instance, not only was he isolated in his views,
but he came to blows with the justice minister regarding the decree on
the Appropriation of Immovable Property of Persons Convicted for Com-
munism and Anarchism and its repurposing for the settlement of refu-
gees. Z. Peri¢ pointed out that this was impossible, because in pre-war
legislation, there was no existing regulation that would allow it. Certain
laws had stipulations regarding compensation, but that was not the same
as confiscation. One could, to a certain extent, invoke the Constitution of
1931, which did not stipulate confiscation, but did not prohibit it either.
That did not sit right with the justice minister, who asked the Council to
draw up the decree, which was something that Peri¢ opposed vehement-
ly. He stressed that the Council had no right to interfere in political mat-
ters, which it was planning to do, because although the decree pertained
to the Law, its purpose was a political one. Therefore, the Council was only
to examine the decree once it was brought to them by the relevant polit-
ical constituents, and provide its legal assessment.>* This matter was de-
bated over the course of several months. According to some researchers’
estimates, the decree was in fact drawn up by Peri¢.*® If this is true, then
Peri¢ himself abandoned one of his own principles - not to participate in
the creation of legal texts with a political agenda. That would mean that
this uncompromising formalist stopped being exclusively a legal expert.
At the same time, he was becoming a political participant. Pending fur-
ther research, it is impossible to tell with certainty whether this was re-
ally the case. On the other hand, his earlier demeanor and his willingness

53 AS, ZP 59, Odvojeno misljenje Zivojina Periéa o pitanju zakletve ¢inovnika, 10. 6.
1941.

54  AS,ZP 59, Rasprave povodom nacrta Uredbe o oduzimanju nepokretne imovine licima
osudenim zbog krivi¢nog dela u cilju komunizma ili anarhije, septembar 1941.

55 MarkoBuh, lToaumuuka mucao, 57.
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to do whatever he deemed appropriate and say whatever he believed re-
gardless of the consequences, call for greater caution.

At the end of his term with the Council, Peri¢ accepted the invita-
tion from the Principal Educational Council of the Ministry of Education to
assist in the creation of the Serbian Civil Plan. He became a member and
president of two committees in the legal area: the Board for Determining
Legal Terminology and the Board for Examining the Matter of Language in
Laws.*® The position had originally been offered to Dragoljub Arandelovic,
PhD, but he refused it.” On the other hand, Zivojin Peri¢ accepted the po-
sition at once, and, according to his written entry, he did so “gladly,” just
like when he had been approached by the Council. He explained the de-
cision by saying the following: “I believe that in these troubling times for
the Serbian people and our Serbian country, it is our Christian and nation-
al duty to help alleviate, to the extent possible, the current Serbian fate by
means of public service.”*® One noted result of such activity by Zivojin Pet-
rovic is his study “On the Issue Legal Terminology” which was bought by
the Ministry of Education and Religion in late 1943. Even though he was
supposed to receive a fee for this, he refused to accept it.>

During the German occupation, Zivojin Peri¢ performed and partic-
ipated in other activities such as lecturing, serving as a member of judging
panels, and writing newspaper articles. Especially notable are the lectures
he delivered at the Zbor party rallies®® and his taking part in the debates
organized by the German Science Institute in Belgrade.®* Regardless of the
topic, these lectures carried a considerable political weight. There were
also other lectures that had primarily legal significance, although one
cannot underestimate their political importance. He delivered one such
lecture at a gala ceremony honoring the anniversary of the Serbian Civ-

56 AS, ZP 60, Molba Ministarstva prosvete i vera - Zivojinu Peri¢u da ude u Odbor za
pravnu terminologiju i jezik u zakonima, br. 738, 28. 5. 1943.

57  Crojanosuh, Hdeje, noaumuyku npojekmu u npakca eaade Muaana Heduha, 335.

58 AS, ZP 60, Pismo Zivojina Pei¢a Vladimiru Velmar-Jankoviéu, pomoéniku ministra
prosvete i vera, 29. 5. 1943.

59 AS,ZP 381, Pismo Glavnog prosvetnog saveta Zivojinu Peri¢u, 31. 1. 1944; AS, ZP
381, Beleska Zivojina Perié¢a od 5. 2. 1944. na pismu Glavnog prosvetnog saveta o
otkupljenom elaboratu , 0 pitanju pravne terminologije“ od 31. 1. 1944.

60 AS,ZP 163, Pozivno pismo Milosava Vasiljevi¢a Zivojinu Peri¢u da odrzi predavanje
u prostorijama Narodnog pokreta ,Zbor“ u Krunskoj ulici, 29. 6. 1943. - The lecture
was held on February 3, 1944 (Ibid).

61 AS,ZP 162, Poziv Nemackog nauénog instituta u Beogradu Zivojinu Peri¢u da uéestvuje
u debati iz oblasti nemackog i srpskog prava. - Zivojin Peri¢ submitted a paper on
the protection of rural property in Serbia (February-March, 1943).
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il Law. Parts of this lecture were also published in the press.®? It should
also be noted that in mid-1943, Zivojin Peri¢ took part in a judging panel
for a competition organized by the Srpski narod (Serbian People) news-
paper. The competition was supposed to choose the best study on “Peas-
ant-Cooperative Organization of the New Serbian State.”®® It was a consti-
tutive part of a campaign through which the government of Milan Nedi¢
sought to promote a new concept of organization of a “peasant-coopera-
tive state.” This concept proposed that the main role was to be played by
the peasantry organized in family cooperatives they had in the past, and
it was predicted that those would have great significance in the develop-
ment of Serbia in the future.®* As a connoisseur of the legal history of fam-
ily cooperatives, Peri¢ simply had to be a member of such a panel.®> At the
same time, by doing so, he supported the concept of this new organization.

His articles belong to the same group, especially the ones that bore
witness to his conservative past. Zivojin Peri¢ used the interest in conserv-
atives, which resulted from this new “Serbian path” into the future paved
by Milan Nedi¢. This path meant “work, order and peace, spiritual unity
and the return to oneself, to our ‘glorious past, under the guidelines of es-
tablishing the New Order in Europe under German dominance.” The con-
servatives of the “glorious past” were seen as role-models and instigators.
According to the beliefs of the bearers of the Serbian administration un-
der the occupation, the conservatives, along with others, were supposed
to enable Serbian progress in the present and in the future.®® Therefore,
the Srpski narod newspapers first started publishing articles about famous
conservatives, Stojan Novakovi¢ and Milutin Garasanin, followed by arti-
cles about the Serbian Conservative Party and its ideological and political
views. This was intended not only to remind the people about these public
figures on their anniversary, but use them as examples of good role-mod-

62 JKusojuH Ilepuh, ,CToroauimmuna Cprckor rpahaHckor 3akoHUKa", Cpncku Hapoo,
15.4.1944, 6.

63 ,Konkypc 'Cprckor Hapoza’ 3a Hajoosby CTYAujy 0 CesbadyKo-3aJpy’KHOj OpraHU3aLHjU
HOBe cpIicKe JpxaBe”, Cpncku Hapod, 10.7.1943, 7.

64 More on this in: Harama Munuhesuh, ,Cpricko rpahaHcTBo y okynupaHoj Cpouju
1941-1944", (noxtopcka aucepranuja (Ph.D. paper), YuuBepsurtet y beorpaay,
dunosodcku pakyaret, Ofebere 3a ucropujy, 2016), 148-152.

65 The judging panel also consisted of Minister Sapajlakovi¢, PhD, Minister Nedeljkovic,
PhD, Tanasije Mitrovi¢, PhD and University professor A. Lazarevi¢, PhD and University
professor, engineer Nikola Stankovi¢, engineer BoZi¢ Bozidar, Damjan Kovacevic, a
publicist, and Milos MiloSevi¢, a journalist. (,Konkypc 'Cprickor Haposa’ 3a Haj60Jby
cTyaujy o Cesbauko-3a/ipy>KHOj OpraHU3aLMjHU HOBe CpIICKe JpxkaBe”, Cpncku Hapoo,
10.7.1943,7).

66 More on this in: MunuheBwuh, ,,Cpricko rpahancTBo”, 134.
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els.®” Peric¢ also rode the wave of the restoration of examples from the “glo-
rious past,” and in his articles he talked about the conservatives, their his-
tory, ideological principles, and their political aspirations. He paid special
attention to conservative views on the matter of government organization.
The Srpski narod published his article in four installments, which was al-
most a small study on its own.?® The principles of the Conservative Party,
“Order, Work, and Legality,” nearly overlapped with those of Nedi¢’s gov-
ernment - “Order and Work.”®® This was not only a renewal of Serbian con-
servative views, but it also illustrated Peri¢’s beliefs regarding interwar
Europe, the League of Nations, and the policy of Great Britain. Peri¢ wrote
numerous articles where he talked about the wrong policy of Great Brit-
ain. He laid the blame for the outbreak of the war solely on Great Britain.
According to him, due to its selfish interest, Great Britain prevented the
organization of Europe on a federal basis. Peri¢ stressed that, for Europe
to unite, the French and the German people needed to make peace and co-
operate. It was the English that were a major hurdle and did not allow it.
At the same time, he was offering proof of great flaws and fallacies of dem-
ocratic countries.”® Conversely, it seemed to him that with Germany they
were entering a new era - an era of achieving his ideas of Europe unit-
ed through the League of European States, where Germany would domi-
nate, and where peace, justice, equality and balance would finally be es-
tablished. Because of the outcome of World War I, Zivojin Peri¢ realized
his ideas could not be achieved. At the end of the war, he left Serbia and
spent the rest of his life with his daughter in Switzerland. He knew that for
him and anyone who had chosen to cooperate with the occupation forces,
staying in the country meant not only a new personal and family drama,
but almost certain death. He died in 1953, having reached old age. He nev-
er got the opportunity to witness at least a partial achievement of some
of his ideas, perhaps not in the form he had envisioned them, but certain-
ly conceivable through the creation of the European Union.

67 ,3Hayaj KOH3epBaTUBHe MUCAH", Cpncku Hapod, 13.3.1943,10

68 Kusojus Ilepuh, ,Cprncku koH3epBaTuBU3aM", Cpncku Hapod, 24.7. 1943, 9-10;
’Kusojun Ilepuh, ,Opranusanuja sakoHoiaBHe BjacTH. CXxBaTame CPICKUX
KoH3epBaTuBaLa“, Cpncku Hapod: 16.10.1943,9; 18.12.1943, 10, 13; 1. 4. 1944, 8; 8.
4.1944,8.

69 XwusojuH Ilepuh, ,Cpricku koH3epBaTUBU3aM", Cpncku Hapod, 24.7. 1943, 9.

70 XwusojuH Ilepuh, ,0 gemoxkpatuju”, Cpncku Hapod, 21. 8. 1943, 8; ’Kusojun [lepuh,
,MebhyHapoHo npaBo, ieMokpatuja u EBpona,” Cpncku Hapod, 19. 2. 1944, 4; Y KuBojux
[lepuh, ,EHrniecka npema EBponu“, Cpncku Hapoo, 8. 7. 1944, 1-2.
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To conclude, Zivojin Peri¢ belonged to a small circle of pre-war
Serbian intellectuals who consciously chose a strategy of cooperation, i.e.
collaboration under Nazi occupation. Just like with the Austro-Hungari-
an occupation, his collaboration was voluntary and an expression of his
views regarding Serbia’s national interests. According to available sourc-
es, he received no fee or awards for this. That is what set him apart from
other intellectuals who supported cooperation with the occupying pow-
ers. In fact, his engagement and views under Nazi occupation were a log-
ical and natural extension of his earlier views, beliefs, and activities. It
seemed that, for the first time, his views and ideas, although in specific
circumstances of war and occupation, became part of a broader stream
of political thought of his time. It even seemed that they were becoming
a reality. However, generally speaking, Zivojin Peri¢ remained in the mi-
nority against the mainstream of the Serbian ideological-political thought.
The end of the war and the defeat of the supporters of collaboration and
the politics of Milan Nedi¢ was a testimony to that fact.

Summary

Zivojin Peri¢ was a unique figure in the history of Serbia, primar-
ily its intellectual history of the first half of the 20™ century. He stood out
with his original and, in many ways, daring political views and activities.
That often meant he was out of and against the mainstream of Serbian pol-
itics of his time. During the Nazi occupation of Serbia, Zivojin Peri¢ was in
Belgrade, just as he was during the Austro-Hungarian occupation in World
War 1. As in the case of the first occupation of Serbia, he soon started co-
operating with the Germans and the Serbian authorities under occupa-
tion. He belonged to a small circle of pre-war Serbian intellectuals who
consciously chose a strategy of cooperation, i.e. collaboration under Nazi
occupation. The strategy entailed versatile cooperation with and support
of the Serbian authorities, from participating in expert bodies and min-
istry committees, lectures and memberships in judging panels, to writ-
ing newspaper articles. His participation in the Legislative Council of the
Ministry of Justice is especially significant. This was important for the le-
gal functioning of not only the Serbian authorities, but also Serbian soci-
ety under occupation. According to available sources, he refused any kind
of fees for his work under occupation. This again is what set him apart
from other intellectuals of the time who had opted for the strategy of col-
laboration. Research has shown that Peri¢’s engagement and views under
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Nazi occupation were a logical and natural extension of his earlier views,
beliefs, and activities. It should be noted that he was an Austrophile and
a Germanophile. This can be said to have been a constant in Peri¢’s politi-
cal thought, one that was not even shaken by two world wars. He believed
that neither Russia nor England were countries that Serbia, i.e. Yugosla-
via, should be leaning on in its politics. He believed that those countries
should be Austro-Hungary in the first place, and then Germany. His sec-
ond peculiarity was his extremely critical stance on Yugoslavia from the
very beginning, from the time of the pro-Yugoslav euphoria in World War
I. He also insisted on a federal organization of Yugoslavia from its incep-
tion. He was especially known for his struggle for strict legality, which was
present ever since he had started his engagement and work in the pub-
lic sphere. This led him to oppose the rebellion of March 27 1941. Peric¢
believed that there was no state without legality, and that the March 27
coup had subverted this. And not only that, but the coup led to war, which
he, being a pacifist, opposed very strongly. That is why he did not recog-
nize the putschist government of the Kingdom of Yugoslavia as legal nor
as his own. Instead, he supported the government of Milan Nedi¢. Moreo-
ver, it seemed that his interwar ideas of a League of European States, even
if under German domination, were becoming a reality. However, the out-
come of World War II dissuaded him from that. The outcome made him
leave the country and spend his last years as an emigrant in Switzerland.
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Pe3sume

Harama Munvuhesuh

YBek y MmawbuHU: JKuBojuH Ilepuh
y okynupaHoj Cpouju 1941-1944.

Ancrpakrt: Pas aHanvM3upa akTUBHOCT W norsiesie Ap XKusoju-
Ha [lepuha, jegHOT O UCTAaKHYTUX UHTeJEKTyaJlala npejpar-
He JyrocjiaBuje, TOKOM HallUCTHU4YKe oKynanuje Cpouje. Mako je
aKlleHaT CTaBJ/bEH Ha HeroBe paTHe IoIJie/ie U CTABOBe, HUCY
3a06ubeHy, paju yKasuBawka Ha KOHTUHYUTET UM JJUCKOH-
TUHYUTET, HU HbeTrOBU JJOPAaTHU CTAaBOBU U YBepemwa 0 pa3HUM
NOJIUTUYKUM U JPYLITBEHUM NUTAHUMA.

Kibyune peumn: Cp6uja, [pyru cBeTCKU paT, HeMadka OKyma-
nuja, ’Kusojus Ilepuh, kosnaboparnuja

»KusojuH Ilepuh je 60 ocobGeHa nojaBa CpIicKe, Ipe CBera UHTe-
JIeKTyaJIHe UcTopHuje npBe nosoBuHe 20. Beka. McTunao ce jeiHOM OpH-
TMHAJIHOM U Y MHOTO YeMy CMeJIOM U/IejHO-MTOJIUTUYKOM MUIL/bY U aK-
TuBHOUINY. YecTo ra je oHa BoJUJ1a U3BaH M NIPOTUB IVIABHUX TOKOBA
MOJIMTUYKE MUCJIU HeroBor BpeMeHa. KuBojuH Ilepuh je HanucTUuKy
okymnaiujy Cpbuje mpoBeo, Kao 1 aycTpoyrapcky y [I[pBoM cBeckoMm pary,
y Beorpazy. Kao u y ciy4dajy npBe okynanuje Cpouje, yop3o je ycrnocra-
BHO Capa/iiby ca HeMAayKUM U CPIICKUM BJIACTUMa 1oJ; oKymnanujoM. OH je
NpHUIaJa0 HEBEJMKOM KPYTy NpeipaTHUX UHTeJIeKTyalala Koju Cy CBec-
HO U J06POBOJbHO 0Zjabpasiu CTpaTerujy Koaaboparnuje noj oKynamujom,
KOja je noZipasyMeBaJia pa3HOBPCHY CapaZby U NOAPIIKY CPIICKUM BJIa-
CTHUMa, I0YEeB O/J] YIAHCTBA y CTPYYHUM TeJIMMa U 060prMa MUHHUCTap-
CTBa IPEeKOo NpeJiaBamka U YIAHCTBA Y XKUPHjUMa KOHKypca 10 T1camba
YJaHaKa y HoBuHaMa. Cnenn$ryHy TEXKUHY UMaJIo je y4elrhe y 3aKoHO-
JlaBHOM caBeTy MuHucTapcTBa npas/e. OHO je 6UJI0 BaXKHO 32 MMPABHO
bYHKIMOHMCabe He CaMO CPIICKe BJIACTH Beh U CPIICKOT JIPYIITBA MO/ OKY-
nanujoM. M3rieqa aa je, kKako U3BOpU MOKa3yjy, 0/010 CBAKU XOHOpap 3a
CBOj paZ Mo oKynayujoM. To ra je oneT u3LBOjUJIO Of, OCTAJIUX UHTEJIEK-
TyJ1alja TOT BpeMeHa KojU Cy ofabpaJsiv cTpaTerujy koaabopanuje. Uctpa-
KM Bakbe je MI0Ka3aso Jia cy aHraxkoBaHoOCT U norieu Kusojuna [lepuha
[0/1 OKYTAaI[MjoM GUJIM JIOTUYAH, MPUPO/IaH HACTABAK PAHUjUX CXBaTamba
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U yBepemwa, aJld U aKTUBHOCTU. Mehy k1Ma Basba McTahl HeroBo aycTpo-
duscTBO, ogHOCHO rpeMaHoduicTBO. To je, Moxe ce pehd, KOHCTAHTa Y
[lepuheBoj Muc/y, KOjy Yak HUCY IOKOJIeba/ia HU JjBa CBeTcKa paTa. CMa-
Tpao je fa Pycuja a Hu u EHIyiecka HUCY 3eMJbe Ha Koje Cpbuja, ofHOC-
HO JyrocsiaBuja Tpeba Jja ce 0c1amkajy y CB0joj MoMUTULU. To cy 1o lheMy
6usu npBo AycTpoyrapcka a ouia Hemauka. /lpyra ocobeHocT je Beoma
KpPUTHUYaH CTaB IIpeMa JyrocjaBujy U TO O, CaMOr I104YeTKa, 0, BpeMeHa
npojyrocioBeHcke eydopuje y [IpBoM cBeTckoM paTy. UHCHCcTHPAO je of
caMor no4deTKa U Ha peiepasiHOM Ap:kaBHOM ypehemy Jyrocaasuje. [lo-
ceGHO MUTame Mpe/iCTaB/bajla je heroBa 60p6a 3a CTPOry JIeTaJHOCT Tj.
3aKOHUTOCT, IPUCYTHA OJ [I0YeTKa jaBHOT aHTr'akoBamwa U paja. OHara je
oaBesia Mehy npoTuBHuke 27. MmapTa 1941. [lepuh je cmaTpao aa 6e3 Jie-
raJIHOCTH HeMa JIpXKaBe, a y4yeM o/ 27. MapTa oHa je 6uJsa cpyuieHa. U
He caMo To. [Iy4 je BoAMO y paT, KOMe ce OH, Kao nanudUcTa, OLITPO Npo-
THUBHO. 360T TOra Ny4YuCTUUKY BJaay Kpa/beBUHe JyrociaBuje HUje cMa-
Tpao HU JleraJIHOM a HU CBOjoM BJ1aZioM, Beh je To 6uJiia Baasa MunaHa
Hepuha. Ocum Tora, u3rsie/jano je v ja beroBe MehypaTHe u/jieje o caBe-
3y eBPOIICKUX Jip>KaBa, AoAylle 10/, HeMauyKoM JOMHUHALMjoM, 10CTajy
CTBapHOCT. Y TO ra je, MehyTuM, pasyBepuo ucxoz, Jpyror cBeTcKor parTa.
Hcxop ra je npruMopao U ja HallyCTH 3eMJbY U [0CJIe/ikbe TOJHHE NpoBe-
Je kao emurpaHT y llIBajuapckoj.
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