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After the end of the First World War, the graves of soldiers of
the three armies that fought against each other — Serbian,
Montenegrin and Austria-Hungarian, became war memorials
of the newly formed Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes
(Yugoslavia). The care of the state for these war graves was
in constant conflict of desires and needs on the one hand,
and financial possibilities on the other. Hence, there was an
unequal posture towards the graves. Nevertheless, the state
put in order a significant number of cemeteries and erected
memorial ossuaries. In some of these ossuaries, the bodies
of Serbian and Austro-Hungarian soldiers were laid together.
After the Second World War, graves, cemeteries and
ossuaries from the First World War fell into a state of neglect.
With the disintegration of Yugoslavia, a new phase of their
existence begins. These soldiers are separated again, and
the new, post-Yugoslay, states are now taking care of them.
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Very soon after the end of the First World War the Kingdom
of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes (SCS, from 1929 under the name
Kingdom of Yugoslavia) was created. Soldiers of the three
armies that had recently fought against each other — Serbian
and Montenegrin on one side, and Austro-Hungarian, on the
other, become citizens of the new state. Besides that, soldiers
that were part of the Bulgarian army, and earlier (at the be-
ginning of the second decade of the 20th century) part of the
Ottoman army, also become citizens of the Kingdom of SCS.!
Similarly, the graves of fallen soldiers from Serbia, Montene-
gro, and of those who originated from Austro-Hungarian and
Ottoman territories, which came to be part of the Kingdom of
SCS, become war memorials of the newly formed state.

According to the Treaty of Peace with Germany (Versailles
Peace Treaty), and its articles 225-226, all war graves became
the responsibility of the state on whose territory they were
located. Each state was obliged to keep and maintain graves
of soldiers, sailors, prisoners of war and interned civilians.
Furthermore, they had to allow and facilitate the work of dif-
ferent commissions appointed by other states for the purpose
of identifying, registering and caring for graves, erecting suit-
able memorials over them, or transferring the bodies of the
dead to their own country (Treaty of Peace between the Allied
and Associated Powers and Germany). The same articles were
incorporated in peace treaties signed with Austria (Treaty of
Peace between the Allied and Associated Powers and Austria,
articles 171-172), Hungary (Treaty of Peace between the Allied
and Associated Powers and Hungary, articles 155-156) and
Bulgaria (Treaty of Peace between the Allied and Associated
Powers and Bulgaria, articles 116-117). Similar articles were
part of the peace treaty with Turkey, but these were signifi-
cantly elaborated in some segments (Treaty of Peace [with
Turkey], articles 124-136).

The Kingdom of SCS declared a Decree on the development
and maintenance of our military cemeteries and graves in the home-
land and abroad at the end of 1919. It determined that all mili-
tary cemeteries, and if possible individual graves, of all fallen
soldiers should be developed and regularly maintained. All
cemeteries have been declared temporary with the intention
of transferring all remains to special ossuaries above which
appropriate monuments in the form of chapels, churches or
mausoleums would be erected. In them, every soldier of known
identity would be specially laid down and marked. The Ministry
of Religion was appointed as the highest body responsible for
the care of military graves, and a supervisor for their mainte-
nance and for the erection of ossuaries. The guarding and
maintenance of these graves was entrusted to church com-
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munities and priests in whose parishes they were located. Ce-
meteries and graves abroad were to be taken care of by the
embassies and consulates of the Kingdom of SCS, and it was
planned to appoint priests to take care of the largest cemeter-
ies abroad. Families were allowed to transfer the remains of
their relatives to their places of origin. It was also determined
that the priests should make an inventory of all graves, in
order that the state could make a list of all existing graves.
(Uredba o uredenju i odrzavanju nasih vojnickih groblja i grobova u
domovini i na strani; LajbenSperger & Mamula, 2014, p. 209;
Manoijlovié Pintar, 2014, pp. 202-203; Jezernik, 2018, pp. 129-130;
Hamersak, 2020, pp. 383-384; Zivanovié, 2020, pp- 83-85).

After the declaration of the Constitution of the new state,
the temporary decree was replaced by a law. Passed in April
1922, the Law on the development of our military cemeteries and
graves in the homeland and abroad, as well as the graves of fallen
soldiers and sailors, prisoners of war and internees, citizens of Ger-
many, Austria, Hungary and Bulgaria, buried in our state territory
confirmed and further elaborated the provisions of the Decree
concerning cemeteries and graves in the country and abroad.
It was complemented by certain articles to comply with the
mentioned articles from peace treaties related to the care of
cemeteries and graves of enemy soldiers. The graves of sol-
diers from allied countries were treated in the same way as
domestic ones, but it was pointed out that special agreements
would be made with each state. The law more clearly defined
the obligations of the Ministry of Religion and lower bodies
(regional religious and political administrative authorities in
the country and embassies, consulates and clergy abroad). It
was determined that all graves should receive a permanent
mark in the form of a concrete or stone cross with clearly writ-
ten information about the buried person, as well as that all
cemeteries should be fenced. Smaller cemeteries, below 200
graves, and all individual graves were to be concentrated in
one, already existing, larger cemetery. The Law defined that
expenses for the maintenance and development of the ceme-
teries should be financed by the Ministry of Religion, and re-
gional and municipal administrations (Zakon o uredenju nasih
vojnickih grobalja i grobova u otadZbini i na strani, kao i grobova iz-
ginulih vojnika i mornara, vatnih zarobljenika i interniranih lica,
drzavljana: Nemacke, Austrije, Ugarske i Bugarske, sahranjeni na na-
Soj drZavnoj teritoriji; LajbenSperger & Mamula, 2014, p. 210;
Manojlovi¢ Pintar, 2014, p. 203; Jezernik, 2018, P 130; Sarenac,
2018, 227-228; Hamersak, 2020, pp. 384-385; Zivanovié, 2020,
pp- 83-88). This Law was supplemented by another law and
two changes of the laws, but with no bigger influence on the
topic we are about to talk about.?
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We would like to point out how the Kingdom of SCS saw
soldiers from Serbian, allied and enemy armies in the afore-
mentioned legal documents and in its everyday work on their
identification, maintenance and development.

In the Decree it is defined that it relates to the graves of
soldiers fallen from freedom and unification of our (italics by
the author) people, regardless of the religion of the dead ones.
It stressed that they made their sacrifice for the defense of our
fatherland and our people with three names (thinking of Serbs,
Croats and Slovenes). There is no distinctive mark to tell us
today if the word "our" relates only to the Serbian army, but
we may say that it does because the Serbian army was the one
who liberated occupied Serbian territories, militarily defeated
Austria-Hungary and who possessed Austro-Hungarian terri-
tories that become part of the new state, where three South
Slav nations lived together. Maintenance was foreseen for allied
soldiers also. Enemy soldiers, or soldiers from the Austro-Hun-
garian army, but of South Slav origin, were not mentioned at
all (Uredba o uredenju i odrZavanju nasih vojnickih groblja i grobo-
va u domovini i na strani, Articles 1-3).

In the Law on the development of our military cemeteries and
graves in the homeland and abroad... we also may find the term
"our" regarding the fallen soldiers to whom it applies. How-
ever, soldiers from the enemy armies of Austria-Hungary, Ger-
many and Bulgaria are also explicitly mentioned, and it is
written that graveyards and graves for the soldiers of these
armies should be treated according to the articles from the peace
treaties from Versailles, Saint-Germain, Trianon and Neuilly
(Articles 1-2). Articles 3, 4, 5, 10, 11 and 26 of the Law made a
clear difference between "our" graves, and graves of once ene-
my armies. So, it is obvious that by the term "ours" the state
was thinking primarily and only of the soldiers that fought in
the Serbian army during the First World War.

We saw that the Kingdom of SCS was responsible for the
care of graves of enemy soldiers on its territory through inter-
national obligations, incorporating them into its own relevant
legislation. But there was just general mention of enemy ar-
mies, without looking at the origin of the soldiers. The situa-
tion on the field was quite different — soldiers in the Austro-
-Hungarian army were of different nations, among which there
were a vast number of Slavs, and, again, among them a vast
number of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes. There were also peo-
ple from other nations (or national backgrounds) that were
living in the territories of former Austro-Hungary and in the
Kingdom of SCS at that time. To the South Slav people, their
relatives and friends who died in the Austro-Hungarian army
were not enemies, but still relatives and friends. And they
wanted to honour them accordingly.
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With the division of Austria-Hungary, its territories became
parts of newly formed countries (Austria, Hungary, Czecho-
slovakia, Poland and the Kingdom of SCS) or part of already
existing states (Romania and Italy). In these new circumstan-
ces, the dead soldiers of the former Empire received new citi-
zenship. They were not treated as members of a state that did
not exist anymore, but as members of states that ruled over
the places of their origin (after the First World War). For exam-
ple, a soldier from Szeged became a "Hungarian" soldier, one
from Arad become "Romanian", from Trieste "Italian", and Tren-
¢in "Czechoslovakian". At the same time, those from Srem,
Backa, part of the Banat, Bosnia, Herzegovina, Croatia, Sla-
vonia, Dalmatia and Slovenia became dead soldiers of the
Kingdom of SCS. In this way, the Kingdom SCS's responsibil-
ity to care for the graves of Serbian soldiers abroad very soon
merged with the care for the graves of Austro-Hungarian sol-
diers of Yugoslav origin. In documents of the Ministry of Re-
ligion of the Kingdom of SCS, and later of the Ministry of Jus-
tice of the Kingdom of Yugoslavia (to whom the department
for military graves was transferred) we can see that the term
"our" was transformed (Manojlovi¢ Pintar, 2014, pp. 137-138; Ha-
mersak. 2020, p. 384).3 Once reserved only for soldiers who
fought in the Serbian army, it became the term for both Ser-
bian and Austro-Hungarian soldiers of Yugoslav origin. But
we must emphasise, it was not origin by nationality, but ori-
gin by territory. The largest number of them were really Slavs,
but a smaller number were of German, Hungarian or of some
other national origin. No matter their ethnic background, they
were all treated according to place of birth, that is, as mem-
bers of the new state.

The general situation with the maintenance of warrior
cemeteries on the territory of the Kingdom of SCS was not
good. There were many testimonies that the cemeteries were
in very bad condition, not well maintained, and that they fell
into disrepair, regardless of the origin of the soldiers buried in
them (Manojlovi¢ Pintar, 2014, p. 205, 210; Hamersak, 2020, p.
385; Zivanovic, 2020, pp. 89-93). Simply put, the new state did
not have the strength to maintain all of them in good condi-
tion. The care of the Kingdom of SCS for these war graves
was in a constant conflict of desires and needs on the one hand,
and financial possibilities on the other. Hence, there was an
unequal posture towards the graves not only of different ar-
mies, but also in different geographic locations (Jezernik, 2018,
pp- 134-150; Dobrovsak, 2020, pp. 406-407). Nevertheless, the
state and its inhabitants manage to put in order a significant
number of cemeteries and erected numerous memorial os-
suaries.
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The building of ossuaries and monuments was not done
by the state only. Most of them were built thanks to private
initiative and work. Different associations of veterans and cit-
izens, and many ad hoc groups formed just for building one
ossuary, managed to do much more than the state. Most of
the ossuaries were built by these groups, collecting voluntary
contributions from the whole state. With a certain, usually small,
contribution, the state helped their efforts (Stefanovi¢, 2009,
pp- 11-17; Lajbensperger & Mamula, 2014, pp. 212-214; Jezer-
nik, 2018, p. 135; Zivanovi¢, 2020, p. 93).

When we talk about public and private memory of the
war, we must point out that the official memory was the me-
mory of victory in the war — the victory that brought libera-
tion and unification (Manojlovi¢ Pintar 2014, pp. 128-136, 139;
Sarenac, 2014, pp- 173-175; Sindbaek Andersen, 2016, pp. 38-39;
Jezernik, 2018, pp. 134-140; 157-161; 271-272). But private me-
mory was quite different, depending on what army a parti-
cular group served. Serbs from Serbia celebrated victory and
mourned their relatives and friends who died in the war and
in captivity, during the retreat through Albania, of diseases
and hunger or due to enemy war crimes and atrocities. Cro-
ats, Slovenes, Muslims from Bosnia and Herzegovina, Hun-
garians and Germans whose relatives and friends had been
part of the Austro-Hungarian army mourned them (Jezernik,
2018, pp. 135, 140-147). Even today in some houses in Vojvo-
dina you can see pictures of ancestors in Austro-Hungarian
uniform from the First World War. Some Muslims went to
Turkey during the war and fought as volunteers in the Otto-
man army. Many of them died in the Battle of Gallipoli. Their
family remembered their sacrifice. To some families in Novi
Pazar and its surroundings, the role of their ancestors in Gallipoli
is still very important today.* There was a very interesting sit-
uation in Macedonia, whose people served in three armies
(the Ottoman, Serbian and Bulgarian) during the conflicts in
the second decade of the 20th century (the Albanian uprising,
Balkan Wars and the First World War). It seemed that, at least
to one of them, participation in all three armies was part of
their identity. When he died, four pictures were put on his
tombstone. The first one is from his old age (he died in 1970).
The second - in the uniform of the Ottoman army, and with
the inscription beside it: "Turkish soldier from 1910-1912". The
third — in the uniform of the Serbian army and with the ins-
cription: "Serbian soldier from 1914-1915". And the fourth —in
Bulgarian uniform and with the inscription: "Bulgarian sol-
dier from 1916-1918" (Dimitrijevski & Stojanoski, 2011, pp. 14-
-19). In this example, we can also see that people were devot-
ed to the authorities that ruled over the territories in which
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they lived, regardless of their national feelings. That is also
why many Serbs fought in the Austro-Hungarian army against
Serbia. Their private memory is a field that yet waits to be
researched.

The focus in developing the cemeteries and building the
ossuaries was on the Serbian army, as the victorious one. But
throughout that work, people from different organisational
boards also paid certain attention to enemy soldiers — specifi-
cally to those from the former Austro-Hungarian army. This
was because, in fact, many South Slavs died on the enemy
side, but they were not seen as enemies anymore, rather as
brothers from the same country (or of Yugoslav origin). So,
what we had in the field is the following situation: for exam-
ple, some organisational boards decided to build an ossuary
for deceased Serbian soldiers. They started to build it, and to
plan the exhumation of Serbian soldiers, but eventually they
became aware of the fact that there were also many dead
Austro-Hungarian soldiers in the same area. Then people from
the organisational boards decided to exhume soldiers from the
former enemy Habsburg army also.

While erecting the ossuary on Gucevo, in western Serbia,
the Association of Reserve Officers and Warriors asked and
gained the permission from state authorities for an exhuma-
tion of the Austro-Hungarian cemetery from Banja Koviljaca,
to put them in the same ossuary with Serbian soldiers. Most
of those Austro-Hungarian soldiers were Croats from Zagreb
and its environs. The association explained the move by stat-
ing: "We want those who were led by tragic fate and by the
enemy of the Slavs to fight against each other, and those whose
bones lie in our present fatherland, to rest in peace together."
(Udruzenje rezervnih oficira i ratnika, Sredisnja uprava, 1929.
p- 4 Lajbensperger, 2015, pp. 509-510).

Ossuaries in Serbia that have Serbian and Austro-Hun-
garian soldiers in them are situated in (or on): Lazarevac,
Celij e, Kruyanj, Mackov kamen, Gucevo, Tekeris, Dublje, Aran-
djelovac, Cac¢ak and Mladenovac (Vukosavljevi¢, 1975, p. 238;
Sokolovi¢, 1991, pp. 142-143; Pavlovi¢, 1995, pp. 115-130; Pav-
lovi¢, 2014, pp. 15, 24-35; Lajbensperger, 2008, pp. 326-327; Laj-
bensperger, 2014, pp. 14-16; Lajbensperger, 2015, pp. 509-510;
Obrenovi¢, 2013, pp. 81, 132-133, 135, 137-138, 281-282, 288,
238-241, 340, 549-550; Bogdanovi¢, 2018, pp. 342- 346, 459-474,
485, 489-492; Sarenac, 2018, pp. 230-234). The same thing hap-
pened abroad. All ossuaries in whose creation the Kingdom
of SCS/Yugoslavia participated, and that were built on the ter-
ritories of the former Habsburg empire, contained soldiers
from both armies (some of them even members of the former
Montenegrin army). That is the case in Jindfichovice, Olo-
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mouc, Prague and Tren¢in, all in former Czechoslovakia (Ra-
dovanovi¢, 2004, p. 282; Dobuseva & Krymova 2013, pp. 61-64;
Obrenovi¢, 2013; Lajbensperger et al., 2015, pp. 262-270, 273-
282; Skoupy, 2016, pp. 84-85; pp. 361-372; Borovnjak, 2017,
pp. 267-287; Sarenac, 2018, p. 226). There are also a few ossu-
aries today with soldiers from both armies, alongside other
nations in Austria (Lajbensperger & Rankovi¢ Miladinovig,
2018, pp. 383-384; Lajbensperger, 2019, pp. 166, 169-170), and
one in Italy, on the island Asinara (Obrenovi¢, 2013, pp. 362-372,
377-378; Hamersak, 2020, p. 386).

Burial in the same ossuaries with Serbian soldiers was
reserved for Austro-Hungarian soldiers, but not for the Ger-
mans or Bulgarians. We manage to find only one ossuary in
which a very small number of German and Bulgarian soldiers®
were buried alongside Serbian and Austro-Hungarian soldiers
before the Second World War? It is situated in the Serbian town
Cacak (Mileki¢, 1934, p. 3; Vukosavljevi¢, 1975, p. 238; Pav-
lovi¢, 1995, pp. 123, 125-127, 129; Pavlovi¢, 2014, pp. 15 29-30,
32-35; Obrenovi¢, 2013, pp. 238-241; Bogdanovi¢, 2018, pp.
489-492). On the other hand, we do not know of any ossuar-
ies with soldiers of the Ottoman army that died during the
First Balkan War.

We found only a few examples of ossuaries for Serbian
and allied soldiers that were built on Yugoslav territory. In all
of them, the Austro-Hungarian soldiers also are buried. In an
ossuary in Sombor, the deceased prisoners of war from the
Russian and Romanian armies were also buried (Molnar, 2015,
pp. 249-250; Zivanovié, 2020, pp. 104-106, 451). At least one
Italian soldier is buried in the mentioned ossuary in Cacak
(Vukosavljevi¢, 1975, p. 238; Pavlovi¢, 1995, pp. 128-129; Pavlo-
vi¢, 2014, pp. 15, 33-35; Bogdanovi¢, 2018, p. 492). Russian sol-
diers lie in the ossuary at the Holy Cross Cemetery (today Zale
Central Cemetery) in Ljubljana, while the prisoners of war
from Montenegrin, Russian and Romanian armies are in the
ossuary at the Mirogoj City Cemetery in Zagreb (Dobrovsak,
2020, pp. 408-409; Zivanovié, 2020, pp. 108-109, 447, 449; Ku-
ki¢, 2021).

We have cases of placing Serbian and allied soldiers in
the same ossuaries abroad. One of them is in Tunisia. It was
done by the French organisation Souvenir Frangais (Nikolié,
2010, pp. 193, 213-214; Lajbensperger, 2018, pp. 301-303). Then we
have two ossuaries in today's Czech Republic, where Russian
soldiers were buried with Serbian ones — the first is in Prague,
and the second in Jindfichovice, near Karlovy Vary
(Lajbensperger et al., 2015, pp. 262-270, 279-282).

There are numerous locations in the Kingdom of SCS /
Yugoslavia or abroad where graves of Serbian soldiers were
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lying alongside soldiers from one or more of the following
countries: Austria-Hungary, Germany, Bulgaria, Albania, Ro-
mania, France, Great Britain, Italy, Russia and Greece. But
there are many examples of Serbian and Austro-Hungarian
soldiers that were transferred into the same ossuaries, and
only one example of an ossuary in the Kingdom of SCS/ Yu-
goslavia with soldiers from other enemy armies (German and
Bulgarian) and a few with allied soldiers. We can therefore
clearly see that the state was making an effort to create a new
nation through deceased soldiers as well. Although from two
armies, the people from the same "tribe" were united in death,
through their placement in the same chambers for eternal
rest. National unity was built on the bodies of the dead sol-
diers from once enemy armies (Manojlovi¢ Pintar, 2014, p. 27).
That way, parallels were drawn between the living tribesmen
in the Kingdom of SCS/Yugoslavia, and their dead country-
men. But the two sides were not equal. While the brother-
hood between Serbs, Croats and Slovenes who were living in
the Kingdom of SCS/Yugoslavia was in public discourse all
the time, unification with dead soldiers was done with much
less public attention. While the exhumation and relocation of
Serbian soldiers in ossuaries was accompanied with adequate
commemoration ceremonies, and with inscriptions in news-
papers, the exhumation and relocation of Austro-Hungarian
soldiers was not given the same attention. Sometimes it was
mentioned in the newspapers, but big commemorative cere-
monies were not organised. In honour of the dead, religious
services by the Catholic clergy were held. Exceptions were
made only for a little number of ossuaries that were built in
Slovenia and Croatia. Ossuaries in Ljubljana and Zagreb were
built for mostly Austro-Hungarian soldiers, but the Yugoslav
component was underlined during the ceremonies of sancti-
fication of these ossuaries, because a smaller number of Ser-
bian soldiers (who died in captivity) were also transferred to
them (Obrenovi¢, 2013. pp. 93-84).

On some ossuaries dedicated to Serbian soldiers, but which
also contain Austro-Hungarian soldiers in them, there is no
inscription that bears witness to that. That is the case at the
ossuaries on Gucevo, in Lazarevac, and many others. While
on some others, we have inscriptions stating that Austro-
-Hungarian soldiers were also buried inside. An example of
which is the ossuary in Dublje (a place in western Serbia). On
the ossuary on Tekeri$, only Czechoslovakians were men-
tioned. It was done out of the need to show pan Slavic con-
nections. Especially having in mind that some of them did
not want to fight against Serbs and died because of that. We
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also have a unique ossuary — the already-mentioned one in
the Serbian town of Cacak. Its peculiarity is that four different
religious symbols are on the monument over it. There is an
Orthodox cross, Catholic cross, Jewish Star of David and an
Islamic halfmoon. Because of that, this monument is called
"The monument of four religions" (Vukosavljevi¢, 1975, p. 234;
Obrenovi¢, 2013, pp. 238-241; Bogdanovi¢, 2018, pp. 489-492).

Another symbol of the clear desire of the state to make a
new nation, and to unite the living and the dead, is the Mo-
nument to the unknown hero. While in other European coun-
tries the tomb of the unknown soldier from the First World
War was built in their capitals, in the Kingdom of Yugoslavia it
was done on the outskirts of Belgrade, its capital city. Further-
more, it was not an unknown soldier from the victorious
Serbian army, but a soldier that gained the Yugoslav prefix.
The soldier that was picked to represent all the known and
unknown warriors was really from the Serbian army, but the
state determined that they should represent the new coun-
try: the country that arose from the war efforts of the Serbian
army, the Kingdom of Yugoslavia, and not the state which won
the war, the Kingdom of Serbia. The remains of the unknown
hero were put in a tomb which is part of the bigger memori-
al: Monument to the Unknown Hero. For pointing out the
Yugoslav attributes of the dead soldiers, and the so much
needed unity between different South Slavic tribes in Yugo-
slavia, on the front and the back side of the monument big
caryatids were situated representing different parts of Yu-
goslavia (Ignjatovi¢, 2007, pp. 218-229; Ignjatovié, 2010, pp.
624-650; Manojlovi¢ Pintar, 2014, pp. 221-236; Bori¢, 2017, pp.
78-86).

When we look at the available documentation about the
state funding of developing cemeteries and building ossuaries,
we can see that much more money was given to the places
linked to Serbian soldiers, than to those linked only to, or pre-
dominantly to, Austro-Hungarian soldiers. But we must em-
phasise that most of the funding did not come from the state,
but from the contributions of citizens or different firms. This
goes both for Serbian and Austro-Hungarian cemeteries
(Obrenovi¢, 2013, pp. 84-89). When we look at ossuaries
abroad, we may see that far more funds were given by the
states in which the memorial was located or by individual
contributions, than by the Kingdom of SCS/Yugoslavia (INi-
koli¢, 2010, pp. 187-254; Lajbensperger et al., 2015, pp. 263-270;
273-281; Lajbensperger, 2018, pp. 301-302). The only excep-
tions to this would be two ossuaries in Greece — one on the
island of Vido, and another at Zejtinlik cemetery in Salonica.
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But poorly preserved and still insufficiently researched
archival materials cannot yet give us the correct information.
Among cemeteries with mostly Austro-Hungarian soldiers in
which the developing, exhumation or building was funded
by the state, we may single out those in Osijek (in Croatia),
Ptuj, Rogoznica and Ljubljana (in Slovenia) (Ministarstvo
pravde, 1941a; 1941b).

Looking at part of the preserved documentation, we may
see that the state did not have only financial problems, but
also dealt with organisational ones as well. For example, we
see that more than 80% of the budget of the Ministry of
Justice of the Kingdom of Yugoslavia designated for com-
memorations and memorials in 1931 was not spent in that
year. Instead, it was transferred to the next year (Glavna kon-
trola, 1932). For 1933, the percentage was higher — 90% of the
budget was not spent (Glavna kontrola, 1934). We don't know
the real reasons for that, but we assume that there were not
enough people in the ministry who could work on the ade-
quate distribution of that money. Another problem was the
slow decision-making process. Whatever the reason, we can
say with certainty that it was not the lack of places where that
money could have been spent.

Big differences between the treatment of Serbian and other
soldiers aroused dissatisfaction among Croats and Slovenes
(Jezernik, 2018, pp. 129-161, 230-232; Njuman, 2018, pp. 171-211;
Sarenac, 2018, p. 226). They also did not like continual Serbian
insistence that the Serbian army came out of the war a victor,
and that owing to them other South Slavs were freed from
Habsburg rule. But we must look at those processes from the
viewpoint of that time. In the decades between the two world
wars, victory gained in war was still sacrosanct, and there
were very few pacifist voices. To the simple Serbian man, vic-
tory in war was very important, because in it they defeated
invaders, alongside great suffering during the war. Because of
that, and in addition to the wish for unity in death, we wit-
nessed the divisions of nationalities in the period of the King-
dom. There are many ossuaries (and monuments over them),
but also separate monuments that commemorated the vic-
tims from only one of the Yugoslav peoples. To be precise —
only one of the people's names was inscribed on the monu-
ment. On many ossuaries in Serbia and Macedonia there are
inscriptions that they are dedicated to the Serbian soldiers.

% 3% %

After the Second World War, graves, cemeteries and os-
suaries from the First World War fell into the background, and
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often became almost completely forgotten for several decades.
Some of them were even destroyed (Nikoli¢, 2010, pp. 257-230;
Lajbensperger & Mamula, 2014, pp. 220-221). By deliberate
destruction of cemeteries of the German and Ustasha soldiers
from the Second World War, many military graveyards from
the First World War vanished also. Not just German cemete-
ries, but also Austro-Hungarian ones with South Slav soldiers,
and with warriors from the Serbian army (Molnar, 2015, p.
249; Dobrovsak, 2020, pp. 412-413; Hamersak, 2020, p. 387).

With the disintegration of Yugoslavia, a new phase had
begun. Soldiers from once hostile countries were separated
again. Their graves and cemeteries were now taken care of, or
commemorations were held on them, by the new, post-Yugo-
slav, states (Sindbeek Andersen, 2016, pp. 41-49) Because of
the lack of knowledge, some war cemeteries or ossuaries were
appropriated by only one of the former Yugoslav nations. For
example, it was thought that the ossuary in Olomouc in the
Czech Republic was clearly a Serbian ossuary, but the re-
search conducted proved that it contained a far larger num-
ber of Austro-Hungarian soldiers than the number of soldiers
from the Serbian army who died in captivity (Lajbensperger
et al., 2015, p. 274; Skoupy, 2016, pp. 84-85; Sarenac, 2018, p.
239). At the Austro-Hungarian cemetery in Lebring in Austria,
among the buried soldiers are Austro-Hungarian soldiers along-
side prisoners of war from Italy, Romania, Russia and Serbia.
Among Austro-Hungarian soldiers, the vast majority are from
former Yugoslavia, and among them, the most numerous are
people of Islamic faith from Bosnia. This cemetery is today
the most important place of memory of the First World War
for the official authorities of Bosnia and Herzegovina. In 1998,
Bosnia and Herzegovina erected its own monument there
(Neumayer & Schmidl, 2008, p. 151; Lajbensperger, 2019, pp.
162-163; Hamersak, 2020, pp. 389-391).

Decades of neglect of the heritage of the First World War,
deliberate destruction, and not paying enough attention to
existing cemeteries, caused some of them to disappear entire-
ly. Ossuaries were neglected also, but they were made of
stone and concrete so it was harder for them to vanish. But
their physical existence did not mean that knowledge of their
history and specifics had survived. During the years, some
facts about ossuaries were forgotten, and when interests about
them arose, an interesting thing began to happen. Firstly, as
most of them were related to the Serbian soldiers, they were
mentioned on different occasions as purely Serbian ossuaries.
Secondly, when some old information came to light (such as
the fact that Austro-Hungarian soldiers were lying in the same
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tombs as the Serbian army), the Serbian press, tourist organi-
sations, local authorities and individuals started to point out
that some ossuaries are unique in the world because they con-
tain the remains of soldiers from enemy armies. They saw an
opportunity to say that something in their area is unique, not
knowing that there are many examples like that, not just in
Serbia, but in the world as well.

% 3% %

In the end, we may draw a clear parallel between the fate
of dead soldiers and their fellow countrymen and ancestors
later on. First, they fought in different armies during the First
World War, and some of them died in it. Second, after the war
they became part of a new country — both the living and the
dead. Third, they went through two dissolutions of Yugo-
slavia (1941, and 1991). And now, they are part of some new
states, in which the memory of their role in the First World
War differs.

! These are mainly inhabitants of today's areas of South Serbia, and
North Macedonia, which were part of the Ottoman Empire before
the First Balkan War (1912-1913) and occupied by Bulgaria during
the First World War (1915-1918).

2 Zakon o narodnom priznanju zasluznima za Otadzbinu, Zakon o izmena-
ma i dopunama u Zakonu o narodnom priznanju zasluznima za OtadzZbinu,
Zakon o izmenama i dopunama Zakona o uredenju nasih vojnickih groba-
lja i grobova u otadzbini i na strani od 22. aprila 1922. godine; Zakon o na-
rodnom priznanju zasluznima za OtadZbinu od 23. avgusta 1925. godine i
Zakona o izmenama i dopunama u Zakonu o narodnom priznanju zasluzni-
ma za OtadzZbinu od 31. decembra 1928. godine. Lajbensperger & Ma-
mula, 2014, p. 211.

3 Besides the cited literature, the author of these lines based his view
on this topic, and many others that follow, on archival material kept
in the archives in Serbia. Above all, material from the Archives of
Yugoslavia, the Fund of the Ministry of Justice of the Kingdom of
Yugoslavia (63), Religious Department, boxes from 210 to 240. That
documentation contains material about developing cemeteries in
the whole state and abroad, and about constructing ossuaries, ex-
humations of the deceased soldiers and their transfers to ossuaries.

# During their visit, one of the Muslim political leaders in Novi Pazar
gave a gift to the museum in that city. It was a copy of the hat that
volunteers from the Novi Pazar and Sandzak area wore while serv-
ing in the Ottoman army during the First World War and the Battle
of Gallipoli.

5 At least one of them was a deserter from the Bulgarian army.

¢ During 1942 an ossuary with German, Austro-Hungarian and Ser-
bian soldiers was built by the German occupiers in the Serbian town
Kragujevac (Karamijalkovié, 2020, p. 141).



REFERENCES

Sources

290

AJ-63. Arhiv Jugoslavije, Ministarstvo pravde Kraljevine Jugoslavije
Glavna kontrola, (1932). Razresnica. (F 244, 1931).

AJ-63. Arhiv Jugoslavije, Ministarstvo pravde Kraljevine Jugoslavije
Glavna kontrola, (1934). Razresnica. (F 245, 1934, Izvod godisnjeg ra-
cuna).

AJ-63. Arhiv Jugoslavije, Ministarstvo pravde Kraljevine Jugoslavije.
(1941a). Izvod br. 2. (F 249, 1940, Izvod 2).

AJ-63. Arhiv Jugoslavije, Ministarstvo pravde Kraljevine Jugoslavije,
(1941b). Izvod br. 3. (F 249, 1940, Izvod 3).

AJ-63. Arhiv Jugoslavije, Ministarstvo pravde Kraljevine Jugoslavije,
UdruZzenje rezervnih oficira i ratnika, SredisSnja uprava. (1929). Iz-
vjestaj o radu UdruZenja za 1929. godinu, podnesen redovnom godisnjem
zboru za Beograd, odrZzanom na dan 30. marta 1930. godine u Beogradu...
(F 215, Jadranski srez).

Treaty of Peace between the Allied and Associated Powers and
Austria; Protocol, Declaration and Special Declaration (St. Germain-
en-Laye, 10th September 1919). Australian Treaty Series 1920, No 3.
Retrieved February 5, 2022, from http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/
dfat/treaties/1920/1.html

Treaty of Peace between the Allied and Associated Powers and Bul-
garia, and Protocol (Neuilly-sur-Seine). Australian Treaty Series 1920,
No 4. Retrieved February 5, 2022, from http:/www.austlii.edu.aw/
au/other/dfat/treaties/1920/4.html

Treaty of Peace between the Allied and Associated Powers and
Germany, and Protocol (Treaty of Versailles). Australian Treaty Series
1920, No 1. Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade Canberra, Re-
trieved February 5, 2022, from http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/
dfat/treaties/1920/1.html

Treaty of Peace between the Allied and Associated Powers and
Hungary, Protocol and Declaration (Trianon). Australian Treaty Series
1921, No 8. Retrieved February 5, 2022, from http:/www.austlii.edu.
au/au/other/dfat/treaties/1921/8.html

Treaty of Peace (with Turkey). Australian Treaty Series 1924. No 9.
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade Canberra. Retrieved Fe-
bruary 5, 2022, from https://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/dfat/treaties/
1924/9.html

Uredba o uredenju i odrzavanju nasih vojnickih groblja i grobova u
domovini i na strani, 12. 12. 1919, Sluzbene novine Kraljevstva SHS,
3/1920. (Official Gazette, 3/1920).

Zakon o izmenama i dopunama u Zakonu o narodnom priznanju
zasluznima za Otadzbinu od 23. avgusta 1925. godine, Sluzbene no-
vine Kraljevine SHS, 10-V/1929 (Official Gazette, 10-V/1929).

Zakon o izmenama i dopunama Zakona o uredenju nasih vojnickih
grobalja i grobova u Otadzbini i na strani od 22. aprila 1922; Zakona


https://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/dfat/treaties/1924/9.html
https://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/dfat/treaties/1924/9.html
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/dfat/treaties/1921/8.html
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/dfat/treaties/1921/8.html
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/dfat/treaties/1920/1.html
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/dfat/treaties/1920/1.html
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/dfat/treaties/1920/4.html
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/dfat/treaties/1920/4.html
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/dfat/treaties/1920/1.html
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/other/dfat/treaties/1920/1.html

DRUS. ISTRAZ. ZAGREB
GOD. 32 (2023), BR. 2,
STR. 277-295

LAJBENSPERGER, N.:
SERBIAN VS...

Literature

291

o narodnom priznanju zasluznima za Otadzbinu od 22. avgusta
1925. i Zakona o izmenama i dopunama u Zakonu o narodnom priz-
nanju zasluznima za Otadzbinu od 31. decembra 1928. godine. Sluz-
bene novine Kraljevine SHS, 225-LXX1/1931 (Official Gazette, 225-LXXI/
1931);

Zakon o uredenju nasih vojnickih grobalja i grobova u otadzbini i na
strani, kao i grobova izginulih vojnika i mornara, ratnih zarobljenika
i interniranih lica, drzavljana: Nemacke, Austrije, Ugarske i Bugar-
ske, sahranjeni na nasoj drzavnoj teritoriji, Sluzbene novine Kraljevine
SHS, 87/1922), 87/1922 (Official Gazette, 87/1922).

Zakon o narodnom priznanju zasluznima za Otadzbinu od 23.
avgusta 1925. godine, Sluzbene novine Kraljevine SHS, 195-XLV/1925
(Official Gazette, 195-XLV/1925)

Bogdanovié, B. (2018). Veliki rat. Zapisano u kamenu (The Great War.
Written in stone). Medija centar "Odbrana".

Bori¢, T. (2017). Avala: From a symbolic topos of Serbia to the mo-
nument of Yugoslavia. Acta Univesitalis. Series: Visual Arts and Music,
3(2), 73-88. https://doi.org/10.22190/FUVAM1702073B

Borovnjak, D. (2017). Arhitektura obelezja vojnickih grobalja Kra-
lievine SHS / Jugoslavije u Cehoslovackoj (Architecture of military
cemeteries of the Kingdom of SCS / Yugoslavia in Czechoslovakia).
In V. Stépének & L. Hladky (Eds.), Od Moravy k Moravé II1. Z historie
Cesko-srbskijch vztahit (From Morava to Morava III. From the history of
Czech-Serbian relations) (pp. 263-290). Matice moravska; Matica Srpska.

Dimitrijevski M., & Stojanovski B. (2011). Stranski voeni spomenici:
spomen obeleZja i voeni gradbi vo Republika Makedonija od prvata polovina
na 20. vek. M. Dimitrijevski (Foreign military monuments. Memorials and
military structures in the Republic of Macedonia from the first half of the
20th century. M. Dimitrijevski).

Dobrovsak, Lj. (2020). Mjesta sjecanja na Prvi svjetski rat u Hrvatskoj
— ratni spomenici (Place of remembrance of World War I in Croatia —
War memorials). In H. Grzina & M. Stipancevic¢ (Eds.), Zbornik rado-
va Znanstveni skup Konac velikog rata (Proceedings of the Scientific
Conference "The End of the Great War") (pp. 399-426). Croatian State
Archives, 29-30 November 2018, Zagreb.

Dobuseva, M., & Krymova, V. (Eds.) (2013). Olsany, Nekropole ruské
emigrace (Olsany, Necropolis of Russian emigration). Ruska Tradice.

Hamersak, E (2020). Vojna groblja Prvoga svjetskog rata — od spome-
na do nebrige (uvodni prikaz). (Commemoration to negligence:
Introductory account). In H. Grzina & M. Stipancevi¢ (Eds.), Zbornik
radova Znanstveni skup Konac velikog rata (Proceedings of the Scientific
Conference "The End of the Great War") (pp. 399-426). Croatian State
Archives, 29-30 November 2018, Zagreb.

Ignjatovié, A. (2007). Jugoslovenstvo u arhitekturi 1904-1941. (Yugosla-
vism and Architecture, 1904-1941). Gradevinska knjiga.


https://doi.org/10.22190/FUVAM1702073B

DRUS. ISTRAZ. ZAGREB
GOD. 32 (2023), BR. 2,
STR. 277-295

LAJBENSPERGER, N.:
SERBIAN VS...

292

Ignjatovi¢, A. (2010). From constructed memory to imagined nation-
al tradition. Tomb of the Unknown Yugoslav Hero (1934-1938). Sla-
vonic and East European Review, 88(4), 624—651. https://doi.org/10.1353/
see.2010.0074

Jezernik, B. (2018). Jugoslavija, zemlja snova. (Yugoslavia, the land of dreams).
Bibilioteka XX vek.

Karamijalkovi¢, N. (2020). Staro vojnicko groblje u kragujevackim Su-
maricama (Old military cemetery in Sumarice, Kragujevac). Spomen park
"Kragujevacki oktobar".

Kuki¢, B. (2021). The tomb of Fallen Warriors at Mirogoj — An exam-
ple of the First World War monumental heritage in Zagreb. In S.
Sviki¢, Lj. Dobrovsak, V. Herman Kauri¢ & I. Zebec éilj, (Eds.),
International Round Table: Monuments Heritage and The First World War
Cultural Memory, Zagreb, 9 — 10 September 2021. Program and book of
abstracts (p. 23). Institut drustvenih znanosti Ivo Pilar.

Lajbensperger, N. (2008). Podizanje spomen-kosturnice na Macko-
vom kamenu i spomen — crkve sa kosturnicom u Krupnju (Erection
of a memorial ossuary on Mackova kamen and a memorial church
with an ossuary in Krupanj). Saopstenja, XL, 311-331

Lajbensperger, N. (2014). Spomen-kosturnica na Ceru — deo istorijata
(Memorial ossuary on Cer — part of history). Saopstenja, XLVI, 13-29.

Lajbensperger, N. (2015). Spomenik i kosturnica na Gucevu — deo istori-
jata (Monument and ossuary on Gucevo — part of history). In S. Rudi¢
& M. Milki¢ (Eds.), Prvi svetski rat, Srbija, Balkan i velike sile (The First
World Way, Serbia, the Balkans and the great powers) (pp. 507-514).
Istorijski institut; Institut za strategijska istrazivanja.

Lajbensperger, N. (2018). Spomen obelezja na srpskim vojnickim
grobljima u Tunisu (Memorials at Serbian military cemeteries in Tu-
nisia). In B. Golubovi¢ (Ed.), Kulturno i istorijsko naslede Srbije u svetu
(kompakt disk sa Osme medunarodne konferencije: Kulturno i istorijsko
naslede Srbije u svetu (Cultural and historical heritage of Serbia in the
world (compact disc from the Eighth International Conference: Cultural and
Historical Heritage of Serbia in the World)), 21. September 2017, (pp.
290-316). Institut za medunarodnu politiku i privredu.

Lajbensperger, N., & Mamula, D. (2014). Spomenici Prvom svetskom
ratu izmedu drzave, zakona i pojedinca — nekoliko zapazanja i pri-
mera (Monuments to the First World War between the state, the law
and the individual — a few observations and examples). Srpske studi-
je, (5), 207-222.

Lajbensperger, N., Dzamic, V., & Zivanov Radovanac, A. (2015). Srp-
ski memorijali Prvog svetskog rata u Ceskoj i Slovackoj (Serbian me-
morials to the First World War in Czechia and Slovakia). Saopsten;ja,
XLVII, 253-292.

Lajbensperger, L. N. (2019). Groblja i kosturnice srpskih vojnika iz Pr-
vog svetskog rata u Stajerskom i tirolskom delu Austrije (Cemeteries
and ossuaries of Serbian soldiers from the First World War in the
Styrian and Tyrolean parts of Austria). Saopstenja, LI, 155-179.


https://doi.org/10.1353/see.2010.0074
https://doi.org/10.1353/see.2010.0074

DRUS. ISTRAZ. ZAGREB
GOD. 32 (2023), BR. 2,
STR. 277-295

LAJBENSPERGER, N.:
SERBIAN VS...

293

Lajbensperger, L. N., & Rankovi¢ Miladinovi¢, T 1. (2018). Groblja,
grobovi i kosturnice srpskih vojnika i civila iz Prvog svetskog rata u
Austriji (Cemeteries, graves and ossuaries of Serbian soldiers and
civilians from the First World War in Austria). Saopstenja, L, 367-390.

Manojlovié Pintar, O. (2014). Arheologija secanja: spomenici i identiteti u
Srbiji 1918-1989 (Archeology of memory: Monuments and identities in
Serbia 1918-1989). Udruzenje za drustvenu istoriju; Cigoja Stampa.

Mileki¢, R. (1934, September 24). Svecano otkrivanje spomen-kostur-
nice borcima svih narodnosti u borbama oko Cacka (Ceremonial
unveiling of the memorial ossuary to fighters of all nationalities in
the battles around éaéak). Vreme, p. 3.

Molnar, T. (2015). Vojnicka groblja iz Prvog svetskog rata (1914-1918)
u Vojvodini (Military cemeteries from the First World War (1914-
1918) in Vojvodina). In D. Kati¢ & M. Jac¢imovic (Eds.), Zbornik radova
sa Medunarodne konferencije Arhiv, mediji i kultura secanja u Proom svet-
skom ratu (Proceedings of the International Conference Archives, Media
and the Culture of Remembrance in the First World War), Novi Sad 29-30
October 2015 (pp. 246-255). Arhiv Vojvodine.

Neumayer, C., & Schmid], E. A. (2008). The Bosnian-Herzegovinian
units in the K.u.k. Army. In C. Neumayer & E. A. Schmidl (Eds.), The
Emperor's Bosniaks. The Bosnian-Herzegovinian troops in the K.u.k. Army.
History and uniforms — 1878 to 1918 (pp. 42-93). Verlag Militaria.

Nikoli¢, L. (2010). Srbijo, majko i maceho (Serbia, mother and stepmother).
Biblioteka "Ljubisa R. Denic".

Njuman, J. P (2018). Jugoslavija u senci rata. Ratni veteran i stvara-
nje nove drzave 1903-1945 (Yugoslavia in the shadow of war. War
veteran and the creation of a new state 1903-1945). Sluzbeni glasnik.

Obrenovi¢, V. N. (2013). Srpska memorijalna arhitektura 1918-1955 (Ser-
bian memorial architecture 1918-1955) [Doctoral dissertation, Universi-
ty of Belgrade]. Nacionalni repozitorijum disertacija u Srbiji. https://
nardus.mpn.gov.rs/handle/123456789/3299?show=full

Pavlovi¢, L. (1995). Pravila FIDAK-a i spisak sahranjenih na ¢acan-
skom groblju (FIDAK rules and the list of those buried at the Cacak
cemetery). Izvornik, 10, 112-131.

Pavlovi¢, L. (2014). Spomenik ratnicima 1912-1918 (Monument to the
soldiers of 1912-1918). Meduopstinski istorijski arhiv.

Radovanovi¢, B. (2004). Aktivity Srbskej pravoslavnej cirkvi pri po-
pise vojnovych hrobov a vystavbe pietnych chrdamov a paméatnikov
obetiam prvej svetovej vojny na tizemi CSR po roku 1918 (The activ-
ities of the Serbian Orthodox Church in the description of military
graves and the construction of temples and monuments to the vic-
tims of the First World War on the territory of Czechoslovakia after
1918). Rocenka Ustavu pre vztahy stdtu a cirkoi, 2003, 277-286.

Sindbeek Andersen, T. (2016). Lessons from Sarajevo and the First
World War: From Yugoslav to national memories. East European Poli-
tics and Societies and Cultures, 30(1), 34-54. https://doi.org/10.1177/ 08
88325415604354

Skoupy, A. (2016). Zrtve Velikog rata u olomouckom mauzoleju
Jugoslovena (Victims of the Great War in the Mausoleum of Yugo-


https://doi.org/10.1177/0888325415604354
https://doi.org/10.1177/0888325415604354
https://nardus.mpn.gov.rs/handle/123456789/3299?show=full
https://nardus.mpn.gov.rs/handle/123456789/3299?show=full

DRUS. ISTRAZ. ZAGREB
GOD. 32 (2023), BR. 2,
STR. 277-295

LAJBENSPERGER, N.:
SERBIAN VS...

294

slavs in Olomouc). Zbornik Jankovié, 1, 73-89. https://hrcak.srce.hr/
152087

Sokolovi¢, M. (1991). Sacuvana dokumentacija o gradnji spomen
crkve sa kosturnicom u Lazarevcu (Preserved documentation on the
construction of a memorial church with an ossuary in Lazarevac).
Glasnik Drustva konzervatora Srbije, 15, 141-143.

Stefanovi¢, T (2009). Spomen-crkva Svetog Dimitrija sa kosturnicom u
Lazarevcu (The memorial church of St. Dimitri with the ossuary in Lazare-
vac). Srpska pravoslavna crkvena opstina u Lazarevcu.

Sarenac, D. (2014). Top, vojnik i secanje. Proi svetski rat i Srbija 1914-2009
(Cannon, soldier and memory. The First World War and Serbia 1914-2009).
Institut za savremenu istoriju.

Sarenac, D. (2018). Remembering victory: The case of Serbia/Yugo-
slavia. Siidosteuropa-Jahrbuch, 42, 225-245.

Vukosavljevié, T. (1975). Spomenik ratnicima Prvog svetskog rata na
groblju u Cacku (Monument to the soldiers of the First World War at
the cemetery in Cacak). Zbornik radova Narodnog muzeja (Cacak). VI,
227-242.

Zivanovié, M. (2020). I krst i petokraka. Ruski grobni kompleksi u Jugo-
slaviji u 20. veku (The cross and the five-pointed star. Russian burial com-
plexes in Yugoslavia in the 20th century). Institut za noviju istoriju Srbije.

Srpski prema jugoslavenskima.
Sudbina grobova srpskih i
austrougarskih (jugoslavenskog
podrijetla) vojnika iz

Prvoga svietskog rata —
nekoliko zapaZanja

Nenad LAJBENSPERGER
Republi¢ki zavod za zastitu spomenika kulture,
Beograd, Srbija

Nakon zavretka Prvoga svjetskog rata grobovi vojnika triju
vojski koji su se u Prvom svjetskom ratu borili jedni protiv
drugih — srpske, crnogorske i austrougarske — postaju ratni
memorijali novonastale Kraljevine Srba, Hrvata i Slovenaca
(Jugoslavije). Briga drzave o tim vojni¢kim grobovima u
stalnom je sukobu Zelja i potreba s jedne strane te
financijskih moguénosti s druge. Stoga je postojao i
nejednak odnos prema tim grobovima. Ipak, drzava ureduje
znatan broj groblja i podiZze spomen-kosturnice. U dijelu tih
spomen-kosturnica zajedni¢ki su poloZena tijela srpskih i
austrougarskih vojnika. Nakon Drugoga svijetskog rata,
grobovi, groblja i kosturnice iz Prvoga svjetskog rata padaju
u drugi plan. S raspadom Jugoslavije dolazi i nova faza
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Jugoslavije.
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