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RECEPCIJA PRAVASKE PREDIZBORNE AGITACIJE
ZA HRVATSKI SABOR 1884. GODINE
U ZADARSKOM NOVINSTVU

Reception of the Party of Rights’ Election Agitation for
the 1884 Croatian Diet in the Zadar Newspapers

Politicko djelovanje Ante Starcevica rasplamsalo je hrvatsku nacionalnu ideju u Dalmaciji. U radu se sazetim pri-
kazom objasnjava politicko ozracje i pojava pravastva u Dalmaciji. Kao izvor za pracenje Sirenja pravaskih ideja
uzete su ondasnje novine iz glavnog grada austrijske pokrajine Dalmacije, Zadra, koje su bile izravne glasnogo-
vornice politickih grupacija i kao takve idealne za proucavanje tijeka ideoloskih strujanja. Autor analizira ¢lanke
razli¢itih ideolosko obojenih redakcija koje prenose misao Ante Starcevicai pokret ‘staréevicanstva’ uociizbora
za Hrvatski sabor 1884. godine. Narodni list ne prihvaca u potpunosti pravaske ideje s obzirom narazilazenje po
pitanju politickih programa Starcevica i Strossmayera, mecene Narodne stranke u Dalmaciji. Medutim, List je
poticao i agitirao jednako za hrvatske stranke neodviSnjake i pravase u izbornom procesu nasuprot vladajuce
Khuenove ‘madaronske’ stranke. List Katolicka Dalmacija don Ive Prodana primjer je preobrazbe vjerskog lista
na talijanskom jeziku u izrazito pravasko glasilo klerikalnog usmjerenja na hrvatskom jeziku. Autonomaski /
Dalmata zagovarajudi vlastite autonomaske i protalijanske politike vrlo negativno ocjenjuje rad ‘starcevicana’.
Dalmatinska javnost poblize se upoznaje s pravaskim idejama upravo 1880-ih godina i svjedoci rastu popular-
nosti Stranke prava te Zestokoj borbi u Hrvatskom saboru.

Kljucne rijeci: Pravastvo, izbori, Starcevi¢, novinstvo, Dalmacija, 1884. godina

Ante Starcevi¢’s political activities propagated the Croatian national idea in Dalmatia. This paperis a concise overview
of the political climate and the emergence of the Party of Rights movement (pravastvo) in Dalmatia. The newspapers
atthattimein Zadar, the capital of the Austrian province of Dalmatia, are the primary sources for tracing the dissemi-
nation of the underlying ideas advocated by the Party of Rights. These newspapers served as direct mouthpieces of
political groups and are therefore suitable for investigating the course of ideological currents. The author analyses
articles from editorial boards thatimbued various ideologies to convey the views of Ante Staréevic and his associated
movement, Starcevic’s ideas, leading up to the elections for the Croatian Parliament (Sabor) in 1884. Narodni list did
not fully accept the ideas of the Party of Rights due to divergences based on the political programs of Starcevi¢ and
Strossmayer, the patron of the People’s Party (Narodna stranka) in Dalmatia. However, the paper equally supported
and agitated for Croatian opposition parties, both the independence advocates (neodvisnjaci) and the followers of
the Party of Rights, within the electoral process, in opposition to Khuen’s ruling pro-Hungarian party. The newspa-
per Katolicka Dalmacija, edited by Don Ivo Prodan, a Catholic priest, was transformed from a religious periodical in
Italian to a publication distinctly clerically aligned with the Party of Rights in Croatian. The autonomist periodical
Il Dalmata, in advocating its own autonomist and pro-Italian policies, gave a relatively negative assessment of the
activities of Starcevic’s followers. The Dalmatian public became more familiar with the ideas of the Party of Rights
in the 1880s, a period when the Party’s popularity grew, and political fighting within the Croatian Sabor intensified.
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Uvodne napomene

U vremenu ‘dugog’ 19. stoljeé¢a proces moderni-
zacije i izgradnje gradanskog drustva stubokom
mijenja izgled svijeta, u sklopu kojega se obliku-
ju moderne suvremene europske nacije-drzave.
Proces nacionalne integracije u Hrvata dogada se
nesto sporije zbog Citavog niza otegotnih okolno-
sti. Naime, hrvatski narod je teritorijalno raspro-
stranjen u pokrajinama viSenacionalne tvorevine
Habsburske Monarhije (i u Bosni i Hercegovini pod
upravom Osmanskog Carstva). lako je Hrvatsko-
ugarska nagodba uvela Citav niz praksi koje su od
Banske Hrvatske stvorile moderniju drzavu gdje je
u sljede¢im godinama dolazilo do uspona gradan-
skog drustva te daljnjeg razvijanja okvira kapita-
listickog gospodarskog razvitka zemlje, Nagodba
je imala i svoj negativni efekt na nacionalnu inte-
graciju. Naime, uvodenje dualizma 1867./8. godi-
ne formiranjem Austro-Ugarske Monarhije doslo
je do ,,smrzavanja“ dualisti¢ckog sustava i nepo-
miénosti drzavnopravnog ustroja (Sokéevi¢, 2016:
264). Posljedi¢no, sjedinjenje hrvatskih pokraji-
na i kompletiranje nacionalne integracije postalo
je bitno teze; Banska Hrvatska i Slavonija, a od
1881. i Vojna krajina koja ukljucuje Liku, ostaju u
ugarskom dijelu, a Dalmacija i Istra u austrijskom
dijelu Monarhije. S obzirom na teritorijalnu raspro-
stranjenost, svaka ¢e pokrajina voditi djelomi¢no
zasebnu nacionalno-politicku borbu i nacionalna
integracija ¢e se neravnomjerno razvijati. Po uzo-
ru na ostale europske nacije, u Banskoj Hrvatskoj
se razvija vlastita nacionalna ideologija utemelje-
na na hrvatskom drzavnom, povijesnom i prirod-
nom pravu, formulirana od strane Ante Starcevica
i Eugena Kvaternika. To pravo je prije svega shva-
¢anje o apsolutnom hrvatskom nacionalnom iden-
titetu neovisnom o bilo kakvom slavenskom ili
juznoslavenskom srodstvu uz poimanje Hrvatske
kao hrvatske nacionalne drzave. To je predodzba
vo na vlastitu drzavnost, kontinuitet plemic¢kog
podrijetla i drzavnosti preko Sabora u modernom

smislu izrazeno u naciji-drzavi. Korijene vuce iz
srednjovjekovne povijesne bastine, a inspiraci-
ju pronalazi u renesansnoj knjizevnosti, napose
onoj dubrovackoj Stokavskog dijalekta za vrije-
me ilirizma, ali i ranonovovjekovnim knjizevnim
djelima. Vazan zamah dao je i (ne)uspjeh ilirskog
pokreta na svladavanju partikularizama izraze-
nih kroz kulturnu homogenizaciju i standardizaci-
ju jezika, ali i politickih promisljanja o rjeSavanju
hrvatskog pitanja u zamisljenoj juznoslavenskoj
drzavi. Nemogucnosti politickog dosega ilirizma u
rjeSavanju hrvatskog pitanja izrazeni su kroz razli-
Cite ideje juznoslavenstva i panslavizma, a bile su
uvjetovane slavisti¢ckim romanticarskim (ne)shva-
¢anjima Slavena kao velike nacije s nekolicinom
razli¢itih plemena. Prema slavistickom shvacanju,
pleme Hrvata je pripadalo narodu Juznih Slavena,
aVuk Karadzi¢ je Porfirogenetove Hrvate ogranicio
na Cakavce uskog obalnog pojasa. Dakle, prijetila je
izravna opasnost velikosrpske nacionalne ideologi-
je koja je svojatala Stokavce, a kajkavce pripisivala
Slovencima (Vince, 1990: 222; Grcevic, 2009: 40).
U Italiji se za vrijeme ‘Risorgimenta’ i ujedinjenja
Apeninskog poluotoka u talijansku drzavu obliku-
je politika iredentizma s otvorenim teritorijalnim
pretenzijama naspram isto¢nojadranske obale. Ne
treba zanemariti niti madarske ambicije naspram
hrvatskih povijesnih zemalja. ‘Isto¢nim pitanjem’ i
slabljenjem osmanske vlasti, novo politicko Zariste
nestabilnostii katalizator hrvatsko-srpskih sukoba
predstavljalo je pitanje buduce pripadnosti Bosne
i Hercegovine, napose medu dalmatinskim politi-
carima. Dakle, nakon revolucija 1848./49. godine
i usporavanjem ilirskog pokreta, u jednu su ruku
jezicne, politicke i nacionalne polemike sredinom
stoljeca, u kojima je sudjelovao Starcevié, otvorile
put novim promisljanjima, dok su s druge strane
romanticarska sanjarenja nastavila opstojati u po-
jedincima koji su ideju o velikoj juznoslavenskoj
drzavi unutar iliizvan okvira Monarhije prenijeli do
njene propasti (reminiscencije te ideje prezivjele
su do danasnjeg dana). Pravaska ideologija tako

Memorabilika 8(2025), 1;9-36



Filip Leni¢: RECEPTION OF THE PARTY OF RIGHTS’ ELECTION AGITATION...

Introductory remarks

During the “long” nineteenth century, the mod-
ernization and construction of bourgeois society
fundamentally transformed the world, with the
establishment of modern European nation-states.
National integration among the Croats was some-
what slower due to various challenging circum-
stances. Specifically, the Croatian people were
territorially dispersed across the provinces of the
Habsburg Monarchy as a multi-national entity
(and in Bosnia and Herzegovina under the admin-
istration of the Ottoman Empire). Although the
Croatian-Hungarian Settlement introduced prac-
tices that transformed Civil Croatia and Slavonia
(Banska Hrvatska) into a more modern state, in
which, in the following years, there was a rise of
bourgeois society and a further development of
the framework for the country’s capitalist econom-
ic growth, the Settlement also had negative conse-
quences for national integration. Specifically, the
introduction of dualism in 1867-68, through the
formation of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy, led
to the “freezing” of the dualist system and a rigid-
ity of the state-legal order (Sokéevi¢, 2016, p. 264).
Consequently, the unification of the Croatian prov-
inces and final national integration became even
more difficult; Civil Croatia and Slavonia, and from
1881 also the Military Frontier, which included Lika,
remained within the Hungarian territory, while
Dalmatia and Istria remained within the Austrian
territory of the Monarchy. Given this territorial
scattering, each province undertook a separate
national-political struggle, and national integra-
tion took place in a non-uniform manner. Drawing
on the example of other European nations, a dis-
tinct national ideology emerged in Civil Croatia
and Slavonia, grounded in Croatian statehood,
historical, and natural rights, all formulated by
Ante Starcevi¢ and Eugen Kvaternik. These rights
were primarily based on an absolute Croatian na-
tional identity, independent of any Slavic or South
Slavic affiliation, and on the perception of Croatia
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as a Croatian national state. It was a concept of
a sovereign Croatian nation, with the historical
right to statehood, continuity of its noble origins,
and statehood through the Parliament and in the
modern sense expressed as the nation-state. Its
roots were in the medieval historical heritage, in-
spiration drawn from Renaissance literature, par-
ticularly from Dubrovnik in the Shtokavian dialect
during the period of Illyrism, and from early mod-
ern literary works. An important drive also came
from the successes or failures of the Illyrian move-
ment in overcoming particularisms through cul-
tural homogenization and linguistic standardiza-
tion, as well as political absorption in resolving the
Croatian question within a conceived South Slavic
state. The limited political scope of Illyrism in re-
solving the Croatian question, within the various
ideas of South Slavism and Pan-Slavism, was con-
ditioned by Slavist romantic conceptions that often
misconstrued the Slavs as a great nation composed
of several distinct tribes. According to Slavist inter-
pretation, the Croat tribe belonged to the South
Slavs, while Vuk Karadzi¢ limited Porphyrogenitus’
Croats to the Cakavian speakers along a narrow
coastal belt. Thus, a direct threat posed by Greater
Serbian national ideology existed, claiming that
Stokavian speakers were Serbian while attributing
Kajkavian speakers to the Slovenes (Vince, 1990, p.
222; Grcevié, 2009, p. 40). In Italy, during the peri-
od of the Risorgimento and the unification of the
Apennine Peninsula into an Italian state, a policy
of irredentism marked by explicit territorial aspira-
tions toward the eastern Adriatic coast took shape.
Hungarian ambitions toward the Croatian histori-
cal lands should also not be overlooked. With the
“Eastern Question” continuing and the weakening
of Ottoman authority, the issue of the future sta-
tus of Bosnia and Herzegovina became a political
flashpoint of instability and a catalyst for Croat-
Serb conflicts, particularly among Dalmatian pol-
iticians. Following the revolutions of 1848-1849
and the subsequent slowing down of the Illyrian
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se razvila u relativno kratkom razdoblju, trazila
je nova politi¢ka rjeSenja hrvatske samostalno-
sti kroz neovisnost od Beca i PeSte i postajala sve
snaznija Sireci opseg svojih pristalica djelovanjem
Ante Starceviéa i Stranke prava u Hrvatskom sa-
boru od uvodenja ustavnosti 1861. godine. Uz po-
vijesne uspone i padove, u sljededih dvadesetak
godina Ante Starcevic e vec stedi mitsku slavu na
pijedestalu hrvatstva i zaista je mnogo znanstvene
ili znanstveno-popularne literature objavljeno o
liku i djelu Starcevica (Gross, 2000; Stancié, 2002;
Turkalj, 2009; Cipek-Matkovi¢, 2006).1

Pojava pravastva u Dalmaciji

Pojavu pravastva u Dalmaciji historiografija je ra-
dovima objasnjavala kao proces Cija se konkre-
tizacija iskazuje tek 1880-ih godina (Dikli¢, 1989,
1998; Gross, 2000). Uvodenjem ustavnosti i po-
vratkom politickog Zivota utjelovljenog pocetkom
rada Dalmatinskog sabora 1861. godine, problemi
pokrajine Dalmacije na politickom planu su naj-
prije razjedinjenost od matice zemlje i nedostatak
brojnijeg svjesnog, politicki obrazovanog i ideo-
loSki hrvatski orijentiranog gradanskog sloja po
uzoru na Bansku Hrvatsku. Nadalje, nerazvijena
ekonomija uz agrarne probleme pospjesivala je
sliku velike gospodarske i druStvene zaostalo-
sti ‘uboznice Monarhije’ u 19. stoljecu, kako se
pogrdno nazivalo Dalmaciju. Regionalni slavo-
dalmat(in)ski partikularizam izrazen u teznjama
gradanstva obrazovanog u talijanskom duhu i
kulturi koji se koristio talijanskim jezikom bio je
usmjeren protiv razvoja hrvatske nacionalne mi-
sli, a kao primjer najbolje moze posluziti poznata
uzrecica Antonia Bajamontia, splitskog nacelni-
ka: ,,Slavi anche domani, Croati mai!?“ (Stancic,
2002: 103; Vrandecié, 2002: 122). Ideoloska kon-
cepcija slavo-dalmata bila je podloga djelovanja
dijela autonomasa koji su izbornom geometrijom

1 O Anti Starcevicu vidi viSe: https://www.enciklopedija.hr/
clanak/starcevic-ante-1823-1896 (9. svibnja 2025.)
2 ,Slavenisutra, Hrvati nikad!“

predstavljali ve¢inu u Dalmatinskom saboru na-
suprot ‘slavenske’ Narodne stranke. Ipak, autono-
maski pokret zaokruzio je u svome djelovanju Sirok
spektar sudionika; bogatijeg sloja stanovnistva
slavo-dalmatskog ideoloskog usmjerenja koji je
svoju materijalnu i drustvenu sigurnost polagao
u odrzanje postojeceg politickog uredenja, zatim
stranog birokratsko-cinovni¢kog kruga koji je bio
egzistencijalno vezan uz autonomastvo pa sve do
vojnickih i konzervativnih lojalistickih austrijskih
krugova, ukljucujuci ¢ak visoke crkvene katolicke
i pravoslavne dostojanstvenike. Zajednicki naziv-
nik svih sudionika autonomastva bio je minimum
konsenzusa oko statusa pokrajine Dalmacije: ima
ostati autonomna od Banske Hrvatske i Slavonije.
Nakon pocetnih politickih neuspjeha uvjetovanih
visokim izbornim cenzusom c¢ime su bogatiji tali-
janaski slojevi bili proporcionalno nadzastuplje-
ni, Narodna stranka je djelovala Sire od klasi¢ne
politicke stranke, neformalnije, poput politicke
platforme uz snaznu potporu iz Banske Hrvatske,
pogotovo od strane dakovackog biskupa Josipa
Jurja Strossmayera. Glavni ciljevi djelovanja bili
su usmjereni na sjedinjenje s Banskom Hrvatskom
i Slavonijom, podizanje nacionalne svijesti ‘sla-
venskog’ stanovniStva preko glasila /l Nazionale
koji je isprva izlazio na talijanskom jeziku s hr-
vatskim dijelom Prilog k Narodnom listu, a kasni-
je je u potpunosti kroatiziran i izlazio je kao dvo-
tjednik s imenom Narodni list (dalje: NL). Urednici
su bili Natko Nodilo i lvan Danilo, a don Mihovil
Pavlinovic¢ imao je veliku ulogu uz Mihu Klaica, kako
u hijerarhiji stranke, tako i u glasilu. Osnivaju se
Narodne citaonice kao ZariSta okupljanja svih su-
dionika Narodne stranke, ali i gradanstva, trgova-
ca, obrtnika i pristalica narodne misli u Dalmaciji.
Osvajanjem opcinskih vije¢a i politickom agitaci-
jom gdje je vaznu ulogu u zaobalnoj Dalmaciji odi-
gralo katolicko svecenstvo, polako se osvjeScivala i
izgradivala hrvatska nacionalna svijest u pokrajini.
Znacajan uspjeh narodnjaci postizu osvajanjem
vecine u Dalmatinskom saboru 1870. godine kada
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Movement, the linguistic, political, and national
polemics of the mid-nineteenth century, in which
Ante Starcevié participated, provided the oppor-
tunity for new thoughts, while romantic visions
persisted among individuals who harbored the
idea of a large South Slavic state, whether within
or outside the framework of the Monarchy, until
its collapse (this idea has survived to the present
day). The ideology of the Party of Rights, evolving
over a relatively short period and searching for
novel political solutions for Croatian independence
through emancipation from Vienna and Budapest,
grew influential by expanding its base of support-
ers through the work of Ante Starcevi¢ and the
Party of Rights in the Croatian Diet (Sabor) follow-
ing the introduction of constitutionalism in 1861.
Despite historical progress and setbacks, within
the next two decades, Ante Starcevi¢ would at-
tain an almost mythical status on the pedestal of
Croatian national identity, and a substantial body
of scholarly and popular literature has been pub-
lished on his life and work (Gross, 2000; Stanci¢,
2002; Turkalj, 2009; Cipek-Matkovié, 2006).!

The onset of the Party
of Rights ideas

The emergence of the underlying ideas of the Party
of Rights in Dalmatia has been elaborated in his-
toriography as a specific manifestation that only
became evident in the 1880s (Dikli¢, 1989, 1998;
Gross, 2000). The introduction of constitutionalism
and the revival of political life embodied with the
beginning of the Diet of Dalmatia (Dalmatinski sab-
or)in 1861, focused on the principal political issues
of the Province of Dalmatia: first, its separation
from the mother country, and second, the lack of
a sufficiently numerous, politically conscious and
ideologically orientated bourgeois as exemplified
in the Civil Croatia and Slavonia (Banska Hrvatska).

1  For more on Ante Starcevi¢, see https://www.enciklopedija.
hr/clanak/starcevic-ante-1823-1896 (9 May 2025)
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Moreover, an underdeveloped economy along
with agrarian problems reinforced the perception
of Dalmatia as a large, economically and social-
ly backward “poorhouse of the Monarchy” in the
nineteenth century, as it was dismissively called.
Regional Slavo-Dalmatian particularism, seen in
the aspirations of a bourgeoisie educated in the
Italian spirit and culture, and its use of the Italian
language, was directed against the advancement
of Croatian national thought, and a well-known
example is the saying of Antonio Bajamonti, the
mayor of Split: “Slavi anche domani, Croati mai!”?
(Stancic¢, 2002, p. 103; Vrandecic¢, 2002, p. 122).
The ideological concept of the Slavo-Dalmatians
formed the basis of activities undertaken by a seg-
ment of the autonomist advocates, which, through
electoral engineering, held a majority in the Diet
of Dalmatia in opposition to the “Slavic” People’s
Party. Nevertheless, the Autonomist movement
included a broad spectrum of participants: the
wealthier social stratum having a Slavo-Dalmatian
ideological orientation that grounded its material
and social security in retaining the established
political order; a circle of foreign bureaucratic offi-
cials whose livelihood was tied to autonomism; as
well as military and conservative loyalist Austrian
circles, even high-ranking Catholic and Orthodox
ecclesiastical dignitaries. The common denom-
inator among all participants in the Autonomist
movement was a minimum consensus regarding
the status of the Province of Dalmatia: it was to re-
main autonomous from Civil Croatia and Slavonia.
After initial political setbacks caused by a high
electoral census, resulting in a disproportionate
overrepresentation of the wealthier pro-Italian
strata, the People’s Party (Narodna stranka) be-
gan to function more broadly than a typical po-
litical party, that is, in a more informal manner,
similar to a political platform, with strong backing

2 “Slaveni sutra, Hrvati nikad!” “Slavs tomorrow, Croatians
never!”
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from Civil Croatia and Slavonia (Banska Hrvatska),
particularly from the Bishop of bakovo, Josip Juraj
Strossmayer. Its main objectives focused on unifi-
cation with Civil Croatia and Slavonia, as well as
raising the national consciousness of the “Slavic”
population through its newspaper Il Nazionale, ini-
tially published in Italian but containing a Croatian
supplementtitled “Prilog k Narodnom listu”. It lat-
er came out entirely in Croatian and as a biweekly
in Narodni list. The editors were Natko Nodilo and
Ivan Danilo, with Don Mihovil Pavlinovi¢ and Miho
Klai¢ playing an important role both within the
party hierarchy and at the newspaper. People’s
reading rooms (Narodne cCitaonice) were estab-
lished as gathering points for members of the
People’s Party, as well as the broader public, in-
cluding citizens, merchants, artisans, and sup-
porters of the national movement in Dalmatia. By
gaining the municipal councils and through sus-
tained political agitation, while the Catholic cler-
gy assumed an important role in the Dalmatian
hinterland, Croatian national consciousness in
the province slowly gained a foothold. Alandmark
success was achieved in 1870, when the People’s
Party secured a majority in the Diet of Dalmatia,
when all autonomous positions within that body
were vacated by autonomist advocates. However,
events within the Monarchy did not favor followers
of the People’s Party, especially the 1873 crash of
the Vienna Stock Exchange and subsequent eco-
nomic stagnation, nor external political events
such as the defeat of the Monarchy in wars against
Italy and Prussia, and ultimately the escalation of
the “Eastern Crisis.” Dalmatia awaited the 1880s,
facing many unresolved issues, primarily the fail-
ure to unify with Civil Croatia and Slavonia and
the ongoing sidelining of that issue, as well as the
use of Italian (and German), although the Croatian
language saw greater use in public life. The seces-
sion of the People’s Party, which will be addressed
later, further weakened the political power of a
nonetheless rigid party, satisfied with a “policy
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of crumbs,” while the economic situation failed to
drastically improve, meaning that the population
continued to face hard times, with apparently little
probability of a brighter future.

The influence of Ante Starcevi¢ and the ideo-
logical system of Croatian state right in the
Province of Dalmatia became evident in certain
political ideas of politicians belonging to the
Croatian People’s Party, most notably Don Mihovil
Pavlinovi¢, a Catholic priest, although in some as-
pects, such as views on clericalism and the
Monarchy, the differences were significant (Stan-
¢i¢, 1980). Correspondence between Pavlinovic¢
and Kvaternik in the 1860s reflects mutual respect;
however, no joint political action took place.
Although Kvaternik regarded him as harboring
similar views and a “defender of the Party of Rights
in the regions beyond the Velebit”, the original
Starcevi¢ ideology never appeared in Dalmatia. In
the literature, the emergence of the Party of Rights
most often dates back to the 1880s and is divided
into several phases (Dikli¢, 1989, p. 31; Peri¢, 1995,
p. 719), and it was only in 1889, that conditions
existed for the formal formation of the Party of
Rights, while after 1890, precisely in 1892, did was
it possible to unite all the followers of the Party of
Rightsin Croatia, Dalmatia, and Istria. Why was the
Party of Rights not able to achieve a greater pres-
ence in Dalmatia earlier? The People’s Party united
both the Croatian and Serbian national corpus
under the banner of “(South) Slavism” in the polit-
ical struggle against the ruling, majority pro-Ital-
ian Autonomist Party, which enjoyed the support
of the Viennese Court. The initial joint objective of
Croats and Serbs was to gain control over the le-
vers of power, specifically, to achieve a majority in
the Diet and municipal councils, and thereafter to
introduce Croatian as the “national” language in
the public life of the province. In time, municipali-
ties fell into the hands of the followers of the
People’s Party majority (and, later, larger cities
such as Sibenik in 1871 and Splitin 1882), while the
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kasnije, dodatno je oslabljena politicka moc iona-
ko krute stranke zadovoljene ‘politikom mrvica’, a
gospodarska situacija nije se uspijevala drasticnije
promijeniti - stanovnistvo je i dalje tesko Zivjelo i
c¢inilo se kako nema svijetle buducnosti.

Utjecaj Ante Starcevida i ideoloSkog sustava
hrvatskog drzavnog prava u pokrajini Dalmaciji se
ocituje u nekim politickim idejama hrvatskih na-
rodnjackih politicara, prvenstveno don Mihovila
Pavlinovica, dok se u nekim stavkama, recimo
klerikalizma i odnosu prema Monarhiji, bitno ra-
zlikuje (Stanci¢, 1980). U dopisivanju Pavlinovica
i Kvaternika iz 1860-ih godina izrazeno je obostra-
no postovanje, medutim nije postignuto zajedni¢-
ko djelovanje. lako ga je Kvaternik smatrao svojim
istomisljenikom i ,,zato¢nikom stranke prave u Za-
velebitskih stranah“ originalno ‘starcevicanstvo’
se nikada nije pojavilo u Dalmaciji. U literaturi se
najCeS¢e navodi pojava pravastva 1880-ih godina
i dijeli se u vise faza (Dikli¢, 1989: 31; Peri¢, 1995:
719). Do 1889. godine stvaraju se uvjeti za pojavu
formalne Stranke prava, a tek nakon 1890. godine,
odnosno 1892. godine postaje moguce okupljanje
svih pravasa u Hrvatskoj, Dalmaciji i Istri. Zasto nije
bio moguc znacajniji prodor pravastva u Dalmaciju
ranije? Narodna stranka je u svojim redovima dr-
zala hrvatski i srpski nacionalni korpus pod zajed-
ni¢ckim nazivnikom ‘(juzno)slavenstva’ u politi¢koj
borbi protiv tada vladajuce i vecinske protalijanske
Autonomaske stranke koja je uzivala potporu bec-
kog Dvora. Prvotni zajednicki cilj Hrvata i Srba bilo
je ovladavanje polugama mo¢i, odnosno veéinom u
Saboru i opéinskim vijec¢ima, i uvodenje hrvatskog
odnosno ‘narodnog’ jezika u javni Zivot pokrajine.
Opcine su polako padale u ruke narodnjacke veci-
ne (veci gradovi nesto kasnije, Sibenik 1871., Split
1882. god.), a prva izborna pobjeda kojom je dobi-
vena vedina u Dalmatinskom saboru dogodila se
1870. godine. Iduce desetljece obiljeZzeno je politi-
kom postupnog pohrvadivanja Skolaijavne uprave,
kao i nekih modernizacijskih procesa kojima se po-
kuSavalo izdignuti pokrajinu iz stanja gospodarske

zaostalosti. Dalmacija je bila u potrebi znacajnije
financijske pomoci kojoj je tezila Narodna stranka
svojom oportunistickom ‘politikom mrvica’, zapo-
stavljajudi tako vazno politicko pitanje sjedinjenja
s Banskom Hrvatskom naustrb gospodarstva. Kao
da gospodarski problemi nisu bili dovoljni, slomom
becke burze 1873. godine i opéom stagnacijom dos-
lojeido politicke krize. Ona se odrazila u Dalmaciji
prvom secesijom Narodne stranke preko pojave
‘zemljastva’ kada se pojavljuju prve natruhe naci-
onalnog sukoba Hrvata i Srba. Zapocela je nepo-
sluhom ‘becke petorice’ pod vodstvom Stefana
LjubiSe, predsjednika Sabora, inace pravoslavca iz
Boke kotorske, koji se prvi koristeci vjerskim pravo-
slavnim identitetom distancirao na toj liniji (Rajcic,
2014). Cak niti dolazak cara u Dalmaciju 1875. go-
dine nije znacajno utjecao na gospodarsku revi-
talizaciju ili rjeSavanje gorudih politi¢kih pitanja.
Idudi problem, ovaj put puno ozbiljniji za razliku
od ipak relativno bezbolno prevladanog ‘zemljas-
tva’, pokazao se ustanak krs¢anskog stanovnistva
u BosniiHercegovini 1875. godine protivosmanske
vlasti i pitanje buduce pripadnosti te zemlje. Uz
ostale nagomilane nacionalne i vjerske razdjelnice
na prijelazu iz 1879. u 1880. godinu tzv. ‘Bukovicko
izdajstvo’ predstavlja konacan zbroj, odnosno za-
klju¢no razdvajanje hrvatske i srpske nacionalne
grupacije unutar Narodne stranke ciji ¢e se putevi
ovog puta definitivno razdvojiti. Srbi u Dalmaciji su
osnovali Srpsku stranku na Primorju s politickim
glasilom Srpski glas i otada nastupali u skladu s
vlastitom nacionalnom ideologijom koja se razvi-
jala usporedno s hrvatskom (Cetnarowicz, 2006:
231-245). Don Mihovil Pavlinovi¢ je vec ranije uvi-
dio opasnost (veliko)srpskog ekspanzionizma te je
oblikovao ideologiju ‘hrvatskog drzavnog naroda’
u Dalmaciji. Srbima u Dalmaciji je priznavao vlastitu

3 ZastupnicimaNarodne stranke u Carevinskom vijecu; Stefan
Ljubisa, Frane Fontana, Ivan Danilo, Buro Vojnovi¢ i Josip
Antonetti, Cije se djelovanje nije podudaralo s ocekivanjima
narodnjaka. Pripadnici buduce Narodno-srednjacke stranke
s glasilom Zemljak prema kojem su nazivani ‘zemljasi’.
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first electoral victory securing a majority in the
Diet of Dalmatia was achieved in 1870. The next
decade was marked by a policy of the gradual
Croatization of schools and public administration,
as well as modernization aimed at lifting the prov-
ince out of economic backwardness. Dalmatia
needed significant financial assistance, sought by
the People’s Party through its opportunistic “pol-
icy of crumbs,” while neglecting the important
political issue of unification with Civil Croatia and
Slavonia to the detriment of the economy. As if
there were not enough economic difficulties, in
1873, the Vienna Stock Exchange crashed, with
general stagnation leading to a political crisis. In
Dalmatia, it appeared as the first secession of the
People’s Party through the emergence of the so-
called “zemljastvo” (a form of provincialism) when
the earliest indications of national conflict be-
tween Croats and Serbs appeared. It began with
the obstinacy of the so-called “Viennese Five”
(becka petorica)® led by Stefan Ljubisa, president
of the Diet, otherwise an Orthodox Christian from
the Bay of Kotor, the first to distance himself along
confessional lines by citing his Orthodox religious
identity (Rajci¢, 2014). Even the Emperor’s arrival
in Dalmatia in 1875 failed to meaningfully facilitate
the economic revitalization or resolve urgent po-
litical issues. Another problem, this time more se-
rious than painlessly overcoming “zemljastvo”
(provincialism), appeared with the uprising of the
Christian population in Bosnia and Herzegovina in
1875 against Ottoman rule and the question of the
land’s future affiliation. Amid the increasing na-
tional and religious divisions, in the period from
1879 to 1880, the so-called Bukovica betrayal
(Bukovicko izdajstvo) determined the final out-

3 Representatives of the People’s Party in the Imperial Council:
Stefan Ljubisa, Frane Fontana, lvan Danilo, Buro Vojnovi¢ and
Josip Antonetti, whose actions were not aligned with the
expectations of those of the People’s Party. Adherents of the
future People’s Middle Party (Narodno-srednjacka stranka),
along with the herald Zemljak, according to which they were
called “zemljasi” (adherents of provincialism).
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come: the conclusive separation of Croatian and
Serbian national groups within the People’s Party,
whose paths would, this time, definitely diverge.
The Serbs in Dalmatia founded the Serbian Party
on the Coast (Srpska stranka na Primorju), along
with the political herald Srpski glas, and thereafter,
acted in accordance with their national ideology,
which developed alongside the Croatian ideology
(Cetnarowicz, 2006, pp. 231-245). Don Mihovil
Pavlinovi¢ had earlier perceived the danger of
(Greater) Serbian expansionism and set about de-
vising the underlying ideology of a “Croatian state
nation” in Dalmatia. He gave recognition to the
Serbsin Dalmatia regarding their distinct religion,
language, and nationality, unlike Starcevi¢, but
saw them as Croatian citizens, and Bosnia and
Herzegovina as a Croatian historical province.
Inevitably, intense disputes erupted, including the
overlap of national-political claims and conflicts
within a longer historical movement. The break
within the Slavo-Dalmatian ideological concept
happened in 1882, when the People’s Party won a
majority in the Split municipal council; and from
then on, until the collapse of the Monarchy, only
the municipality of Zadar remained in the hands
of the Autonomists. This marked the disintegration
and disappearance of the Slavo-Dalmatian ideo-
logical concept, with its followers turning to
Croatian or Italian national ideology (Gross, 2000,
p. 660). Dissatisfaction with the actions of mem-
bers of the People’s Party, especially regarding
unification with Civil Croatia and Slavonia, and the
use of the Croatian language, in addition to diffi-
cult economic and social times, set the scene for
the emergence of the underlying ideas of the Party
of Rights. Hence, a political vacuum and discon-
tent were definitely present, especially among the
younger generation of adherents to the ideas of
the People’s Party, who saw the Party of Rights as
a possible route in overcoming the main problems
of the then Province of Dalmatia. If Starcevié’s ide-
as never took root in Dalmatia, what were the
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vjeru, jezik i nacionalnost, za razliku od Starcevica,
ali ih je smatrao hrvatskim drZzavljanima, a Bosnu
i Hercegovinu hrvatskom povijesnom pokrajinom.
Neminovno, doslo je do zestokih prepirki, nacio-
nalno-politickih preklapanja i sukoba u duzem po-
vijesnom gibanju. Prijelom unutar slavo-dalmatske
ideoloske koncepcije dogada se 1882. godine kada
vecinu u splitskoj opcini osvaja Narodna stranka i
otada do sloma Monarhije preostala je u rukama
autonomasa samo zadarska op¢éina. Zapocinje osi-
panje i nestajanje slavodalmatizma kao nacionalne
koncepcije, a njeni se pobornici otada okrecuiili hr-
vatskoj ili talijanskoj nacionalnoj ideologiji (Gross,
2000: 660). Nezadovoljstvo djelovanjem narodnja-
ka po pitanju ujedinjenja s Banskom Hrvatskom i
koriStenja hrvatskog jezika uz teske gospodarske
i drustvene prilike dalo je dodatan poticaj poja-
vi pravastva. Dakle, mozZe se govoriti o politi¢koj
praznini i nezadovoljstvu pogotovo mlade gene-
racije narodnjaka koji su u pravastvu uvidjeli mo-
guci pravac djelovanja kojim bi se mogli prebroditi
glavni problemi tadasnje pokrajine Dalmacije. Na
kojim se ideoloskim postavkama pravastvo teme-
lji ukoliko ‘starcevi¢anstvo’ nikada nije zahvatilo
Dalmaciju? Ukratko na dva kolosijeka: prvi, u zna-
¢aju hrvatske svijesti u posebnosti dalmatinskog
kulturnog i politickog okvira, i drugo, u nadahnu-
¢u pravaskog pokreta Banske Hrvatske bez nekih
elemenata ideoloSkog sustava Ante Starcevica.
Razvoju i oblikovanju hrvatske svijesti u Dalmaciji
znacajno je pridonio don Mihovil Pavlinovi¢ izme-
du 1866. godine i 1877. odbacivsi dotada elemen-
tarno juznoslavenstvo i jugoslavizam i prihvativsi
hrvatstvo Citavim nizom spisa i djela pod utjecajem
Kvaternika i Starcevica.* Pavlinovi¢eva nacionalna

4 Navodisenizrazloga, od kojih Stancic¢i Grossizdvajaju: inten-

zivna korespondencija s Eugenom Kvaternikom - upoznali se
1861.u Zagrebu u Kvaternikovom stanu, a bio je i pretplatnik
na list Hervat; znamenitim govorom u zadarskoj narodnoj
Citaonici povodom 300e obljetnice pogibije Nikole Subié¢a-
Zrinskog; prigodom otvaranja narodne Citaonice u Jelsi 1868.
gdje ponosnoistice hrvatsko drzavno pravo i hrvatsku zasta-
vu te potrebu za ujedinjenom hrvatskom drzavom od Drave
do Jadrana; tajnim politickim programom iz 1869. ,Hrvatska

koncepcija izrazena kroz program ,,Hrvatska mi-
sao“, iako sama nije bila ideoloska podloga dje-
lovanja narodnjaka, ipak je predstavljala idejno
plodno tlo unutar Narodne stranke za nadolaze-
Ce pravastvo. U tom smislu, Pavlinovi¢ je razradio
dio idejnih strujanja Kvaternika i Starcevica, na-
pose onaj o shvacanju hrvatskog identiteta, na-
cije i drzavnosti, ali se po pitanjima katolicizma,
odnosno antiklerikalizma nalazio na dijametralno
suprotnom stajalistu. Vazna razlika Pavlinovica i
Starcevica jest u odnosu prema Monarhiji. Naime,
Starcevi¢ je ostao dosljedan kritikama naspram
svakog okvira Monarhije. Pavlinovic¢ je rjeSenje hr-
vatskog pitanja vidio unutar okvira Monarhije, a u
pocetku svoga djelovanja su i dalmatinski prava-
Si zastupali isto stajaliSte. Pojava i Sirenje pravas-
tva u Dalmaciji 1880-ih vezuje se prvenstveno uz
rad samoprozvanih ‘starcevicanaca’, sveéenika Ive
Prodana i njegovog kruga istomisljenika okuplje-
nih oko lista Katolicka Dalmacija (dalje: KD), koji
svojim djelovanjem vise nalikuju oblikovanoj ide-
ologiji Pavlinovi¢a nego samog Starcevi¢a (Dikli¢,
1990, 1997, 1998). Zamasnjak popularnosti pravas-
tva pruzilo je putovanje Dalmacijom 1883. godine
istaknutog clan Stranke prava Frana Folnegovica.
Dodatan zamah pravastva pridonijela su sve ¢es¢a
izvjeStavanja novinstva iz Banovine, pogotovo pred
izborne procese, a dalmatinski studenti iz Zagreba
koji su ondje prihvatili takve ideje su povratkom u
svoja mjesta raspirivali pravaske ideje (Dikli¢, 1989:
35). Usprkos tome, u stvarnosti se radilo o minor-
nom broju pravasa koji su se javno izlozili, kako je
osobno Prodan pisao 1884. godine, a moglo ih se
nabrojiti na prste jedne ruke. Prvenstveno se radi-
lo o klericima iz bogoslovije i u€enicima arbanaske
Preparandije uzpomocdtrgovacaAnte DejanaiPavla
Luke Relje, arbanaskih ‘steklisa’ kako su ih nazivali

misao“ gdje razvija ideoloski sustav oslonjen na hrvatsko
drzavno pravo i velikohrvatske teritorijalne koncepcije; go-
vorom u Imotskom 1870.; razli¢itim spisima i pjesmama; spi-
som ,Hrvatski razgovori“ 1877. te politickim djelovanjem u
Dalmatinskom saboru (Gross, 2000; Stanci¢, 1990).

Memorabilika 8(2025), 1;9-36



Filip Leni¢: RECEPTION OF THE PARTY OF RIGHTS’ ELECTION AGITATION...

ideological foundations of the Party of Rights? In
fact, it was on two tracks: first, on the importance
of Croatian national consciousness found within
the cultural and political framework of Dalmatia;
and second, on the inspiration drawn from the
Party of Rights movement in Civil Croatia and
Slavonia, without some elements of Ante
Starcevi¢’s ideological system. The development
and formation of Croatian national consciousness
in Dalmatia were significantly influenced by Don
Mihovil Pavlinovié¢ between 1866 and 1877, who
abandoned previously elementary South Slavism
and Yugoslavism, and adopted a Croatian national
direction based on a series of writings and works
under the influence of Kvaternik and Starcevic.*
Pavlinovi¢’s national concept, expressed within
the program “Hrvatska misao” (“Croatian
Thought”), although not alone the ideological
foundation for the operation of those adhering to
the ideas of the People’s Party, was the fertile
ground within the People’s Party for the emer-
gence of the underlying ideas of the Party of
Rights. Pavlinovi¢ further elaborated the ideas of
Kvaternik and Starcevi¢, particularly Croatian
identity, nationhood, and statehood, although on
issues concerning Catholicism, specifically anti-
clericalism, he took a diametrically opposed posi-
tion. An important difference between Pavlinovic¢
and Starcevi¢ was their views of the Monarchy.

4 Aseries of reasons are given, some of Stanci¢ and Gross
highlight: intensive correspondence with Eugen Kvaternik—
they met in 1861 in Zagreb at Kvaternik’s apartment, and
Pavlinovi¢ was also a subscriber to the herald Hervat; an im-
portant speech givenin the National Reading Room (Narodna
¢itaonica) in Zadar on the occasion of the 300th anniversary
of the death of Nikola Subi¢ Zrinski; a speech at the opening
ofthe National Reading Room in Jelsain 1868, where he prou-
dly pointed out the Croatian state right, the Croatian flag,
and the need for a unified Croatian state stretching from the
Drava River to the Adriatic Sea; the secret political program
of 1869, “Hrvatska misao” (“Croatian Thought”), in which
he developed an ideological system based on the Croatian
state right and greater Croatia territorial concepts; a speech
given inImotskiin 1870; various writings and poems; the work
“Hrvatski razgovori” (1877); and his political activity in the
Diet of Dalmatia (Gross, 2000; Stanci¢, 1990).
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Starcevic¢ remained true to his criticisms of any
form of Monarchy, whereas Pavlinovi¢ saw a solu-
tion to the Croatian question within the Monarchy,
though in the early stages, the Dalmatian followers
of the Party of Rights held a similar position. The
appearance and growth of the Party of Rights in
Dalmatia in the 1880s is linked to the work of the
self-proclaimed followers of Starcevic, the priest
Ivo Prodan and his circle of like-minded writing for
the periodical Katolicka Dalmacija, and whose ac-
tivities resembled more the establish ideology of
Pavlinovi¢ than of Starcevic¢ (Dikli¢, 1990, 1997,
1998). The popularity of the Party of Rights signif-
icantly grew in 1883 with the tour of Dalmatia by
Fran Folnegovi¢, a prominent member of the Party
of Rights. Further momentum came from increas-
ingly frequent press reports from the Banovina,
especially in the run-up to elections, while
Dalmatian students returning from Zagreb, where
they had embraced such ideas, continued to dis-
seminate the underlying ideology of the Party of
Rights back home (Dikli¢, 1989, p. 35). Nonetheless,
in reality, the number of adherents who publicly
declared their affiliation remained small; as
Prodan himself wrote in 1884, they could be count-
ed on one hand. They were mostly clerics from the
seminary and students of the Arbanasi Teacher’s
College (Preparandija) and supported by the mer-
chants Ante Dejan and Pavao Luka Relja, the so-
called Arbanasi “steklisi” (affluent individuals) as
they were called (Peri¢, 1995, p. 721). Sympathizers
of the Party of Rights also existed in several other
Dalmatian towns, as evident in articles published
in Katolicka Dalmacija. The growth of sympathizers
of the ideas of the Party of Rights was unwelcome
among both ecclesiastical and political authori-
ties, as well as the leadership of the People’s Party.
Members of the People’s Party increasingly re-
ceived criticism for their lukewarm stance on key
political issues, and soon Prodan and Pavlinovi¢
found themselves in a conflict that dominated the
pages of Dalmatian newspapers (Gross, 2000, pp.
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(Peri¢, 1995: 721). Pravaskih simpatizera bilo je u jos
ponekom dalmatinskom mjestu, o ¢emu svjedoce
¢lanci potpisani u KD. Rast pravaskih simpatizera
nije odgovarao ni crkvenoj, ni politi¢ckoj vlasti, a
niti prvacima Narodne stranke. Narodnjaci postaju
predmetom kritike zbog mlaka drzanja prema glav-
nim politickim problemima, a ubrzo ¢e se Prodan
i Pavlinovi¢ naci u sukobu koji je dominirao strani-
cama dalmatinskih novina (Gross, 2000: 675-676).
Unatoc tome, obje ¢e se strane zatedi na identi¢noj
poziciji potpore hrvatskim strankama, neodvisnja-
cima i pravasima, jer je u pitanju visi cilj, izbori za
Hrvatski sabor i osvajanje Sto vise mandata nasu-
prot Khuenovoj ,madaronskoj“ Narodnoj stranci.

Izbori u Banskoj Hrvatskoj
1884. godine

U Banskoj Hrvatskoj Stranka prava se nakon rako-
vicke katastrofe 1871. i prakticki politickog nestaja-
nja, pocetkom 1880-ih zbog opceg nezadovoljstva
nagodbenim dualisti¢kim sustavom uzdigla iz male
»sekte“ preostalih idealista u Sirok nacionalni po-
kret. Zbog krsenja nagodbe, uvodenja dvojezi¢nih
grbova i sve jace tendencije madarizacije, uz gos-
podarsko-politicko degradiranje Banske Hrvatske
i Slavonije oblikovao se kao iskaz nezadovoljstva
tzv. narodni pokret 1883. godine, u kojem su vaznu
ulogu imali i neki pravasi (Gross, 2000: 409-410).
Krajem godine je slomom narodnog pokreta za-
pocelo razdoblje vladavine novog hrvatskog bana
Karolyja Khuen-Hédervaryja. Urednistvo Narodnog
lista primijetilo je kako bi se jedino ujedinjena hr-
vatska oporba, uvjetno receno ,hrvatska stranka“,
sastavljena od neodvisnjaka, pravasaizdravih ele-
menata Narodne stranke mogla zalagati za obra-
nu hrvatskih prava i oduprijeti krSenju nagodbe.®
Politicki raster u Banskoj Hrvatskoj je sadrzavao:
vladajucu Narodnu stranku u koju je uklju¢en dio
bivSih unionista pejorativno nazivani ,madaroni
zbog potpore jacim hrvatsko-madarskim politic-
kim i kulturnim vezama; Neodvisnu narodnu stran-

5  ,Noviban Hrvatske“, NL, br. 95, 8. prosinca 1883.

ku osnovanu 1880. godine od strane nezadovoljni-
ka bivSe Narodne stranke koju je podrzavao i Josip
Juraj Strossmayer, inace mecena dalmatinske i
istarske Narodne stranke (Cipek-Matkovic¢, 2006:
284-286); Stranku prava u kojoj je i dalje presudnu
rije¢ imao Ante Starcevi¢, ali nova lica kao Fran
Folnegovi¢ i necak ‘Staroga’ David Starcevi¢ imali
su utjecajnu rije¢ medu pravasima.

Na koji nacin se o pravastvu izvjeStavalo dal-
matinsku javnost preko politickih glasila? Zadarsko
jenovinstvo vrlo aktivno pratilo dogadajeiz Banske
Hrvatske uz redovitu posvetu prostora informira-
nju Citateljstva o politickoj situaciji u zemlji. List
Katolicka Dalmacija don Ive Prodana primjer je
preobrazbe vjerskog lista na talijanskom jeziku
u izrazito pravasko glasilo klerikalnog usmjere-
nja na hrvatskom jeziku. Isprva je izlazio kao La
Dalmazia Cattolica pokrenut unutar kruga zadar-
ske nadbiskupije kao sredstvo obranei promicanja
interesa Katolicke crkve u Dalmaciji (Dikli¢, 1998:
124). Autonomaska I/l Dalmata zapocela je svoje
djelovanje 1866. godine kao sluzbeno glasilo stran-
ke (Cipek-Matkovic, 2006: 170-173). Zagovarala je
autonomaske i protalijanske politike, a ‘starcevi-
cane’ vrlo negativno ocjenjivala opisujuci ih kao
radikale. Narodhni list, kao sredisnje glasilo Narodne
stranke, imao je vaznu ulogu u podizanju hrvat-
ske svijesti u Dalmaciji. Nije u potpunosti prihva-
¢ao pravaske ideje s obzirom na razlicite politicke
programe Starcevi¢a i Strossmayera. Ipak, redo-
vito je prenosio Starceviceve Zivopisne saborske
govore. Jedan od takvih govora opisan je 1883.
godine. Krac¢im presjekom europskih izvjeStava-
nja o hrvatskoj politickoj zbilji, prvenstveno onih
beckih, izvjestitelj Vucetic¢ predlozio je poostra-
vanje saborskog poslovnika (¢lanka 41.) po uzoru
na ozbiljni parlamentarizam naprednih europskih
naroda. Ante Starcevi¢ u svom obracanju o pra-
vom parlamentarizmu daje ,lekciju“ vladajué¢ima
te se otada nitko nije usudivao pozivati na zapad-
ne parlamentarizme u Saboru, kako prenosi NL.
Naime, licemjerskoj retorici hrvatske vladajuce

Memorabilika 8(2025), 1;9-36



Filip Leni¢: RECEPTION OF THE PARTY OF RIGHTS’ ELECTION AGITATION...

675-676). Regardless, both sides ultimately
reached the same position in supporting Croatian
political groupings, specifically, the independists
(neodvisnjaci) and the followers of the Party of
Rights, given higher stakes: elections for the
Croatian Parliament and the effort to secure as
many mandates as possible in opposition to
Khuen’s “Magyarone” or pro-Hungarian People’s
Party.

The 1884 Elections in Civil
Croatia and Slavonia

In Civil Croatia and Slavonia, following the disas-
ter of the 1871 Rakovica uprising and its near po-
litical disappearance, the Party of Rights grew in
the early 1880s from a small “sect” of remaining
idealists into a broad national movement, amid
general dissatisfaction with the Settlement dualist
system. On account of violations to the Croatian-
Hungarian Settlement, the introduction of bilin-
gual coats of arms, and increasing tendencies to-
ward Magyarization, in addition to the econom-
ic and political degradation of Civil Croatia and
Slavonia, the so-called national movement of 1883
emerged, in which some members of the Party
of Rights also played an important role (Gross,
2000, pp. 409-410). The collapse of this national
movement at the end of the year brought in a new
period under the rule of the Croatian Ban, Karoly
Khuen-Hédervary. The editorial board of Narodni
list recognized that only a united Croatian oppo-
sition, provisionally termed a “Croatian party,”
comprising the independists (neodvisnjaci), the
Party of Rights, and the more moderate elements
of the People’s Party, could effectively partake
in the defense of Croatian rights and resist viola-
tions of the Settlement.> The political landscape
in Civil Croatia and Slavonia comprised the fol-
lowing: the ruling People’s Party, which included a
segment of former unionists pejoratively referred
to as the “Magyarones” due to their support for

5  “Noviban Hrvatske”, Narodni list, No. 95, 8 December 1883.
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closer Croatian-Hungarian political and cultural
ties; the Independent People’s Party (Neodvisna
narodna stranka), founded in 1880 by dissidents
from the former People’s Party and supported by
Josip Juraj Strossmayer, a patron of the People’s
Party in Dalmatia and Istria (Cipek-Matkovi¢, 2006,
pp. 284-286); and the Party of Rights, in which Ante
Starcevié continued to have the last say, although
new figures such as Fran Folnegovi¢ and the neph-
ew of the “Old Man,” David Starcevic, wielded de-
cisive authority among followers of the Party of
Rights.

How was the Dalmatian public informed about
the Party of Rights through political newspapers?
The pressin Zadar actively followed events in Civil
Croatia and Slavonia, regularly devoting rubrics
to informing its readership about the political sit-
uation in the country. The newspaper Katolicka
Dalmacija, edited by Don Ivo Prodan, is an exam-
ple of the transformation of a religious periodical
in Italian into one distinctly oriented toward the
Party of Rights, as a clerically aligned publicationin
Croatian. It was originally published as La Dalmazia
Cattolica, founded within the Archdiocese of Zadar
to defend and promote the Catholic Church’s inter-
ests in Dalmatia (Dikli¢, 1998, p. 124). The autono-
mist-aligned Il Dalmata was first published in 1866
as the party’s official herald (Cipek-Matkovi¢, 2006,
pp. 170-173), advocating autonomist and pro-ltal-
ian policies and assessing the followers of Starcevic
exceptionally negatively, often referring to them as
radicals. Narodni list, as the central herald of the
People’s Party, had an important role in fostering
Croatian national consciousness in Dalmatia. It
came short of fully embracing the ideas of the Party
of Rights, given the differing political programs of
Starcevi¢ and Strossmayer. Nevertheless, it regu-
larly reported Starcevi¢’s notable parliamentary
speeches. One such speech was described in 1883.
Relying on an overview from European reporting
on Croatian political events, primarily from the
Viennese press, correspondent Vuceti¢ proposed
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Naslovnica lista Katolicka Dalmacija iz 1884. godine. Knjiznica Drzavnog arhiva u Zadru.

Front page of the Katolicka Dalmacija newspaper from 1884. Library of the State Archives in Zadar.

vecine pridruzuje se pojedina periodika iz Beca
koja senzacionalistickiizvjeStava o radu hrvatskog
sabora, vjesto izbjegavajuci analize ozbiljnih poli-
tickih tema. Optuzuju se ,Cifutski nadri-novinari“
koji nemire hrvatskih oporbenih stranaka iz 1883.
godine prikazuju ‘barbarskim’ dok slicne nemire

drugacije karakteriziraju u ostalim zemljama za-
padne Europe. Ozbiljni listovi Engleske, Francuske
i Italije opisuju te nemire kao probudenu svijest
hrvatskog naroda uz dozu divljenja. Za kraj, pro-
zivaju se ,kukavne Svabe, te drvene lutke i tupi
teoreticCari“ koji napadaju Slavene i vide opasnost
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tightening the parliamentary rules of procedure
(Article 41), following the model of the serious par-
liamentarism of advanced European nations. In his
address on true parliamentarism, Ante Starcevic
delivered a “lesson” to those in power, after which,
as reported by Narodni list, no one dared again to
refer to Western parliamentary models in the Diet.
The hypocritical rhetoric of the Croatian ruling ma-
jority was joined by particular periodicals of the
Viennese press, which sensationalized the work
of the Croatian Diet while also skillfully avoiding
serious political analysis. The “Jewish pseudo-jour-
nalists” (Cifutski nadri-novinari) were accused of
portraying unrest among Croatian opposition par-
ties in 1883 as “barbaric,” while describing similar
volatility differently in other Western European
countries. Serious newspapers in England, France,
and Italy described these events as an awakening
of Croatian national consciousness, even express-
ing admiration. Finally, criticism was directed at
the “wretched Germans, those wooden puppets
and dull theorists,” who attacked the Slavs and
saw danger in their awakening national conscious-
ness, while at the same time fearing a “black Friday
when the Slavs would strike back” at them.®

The attempts to establish the Party of Rights’
newspapers, Pravas and Steklis, in Dalmatia, where
the original aim was to “spread enlightenment
among the people,” should be highlighted, although
in reality they were distinctly publications orientat-
ed toward the Party of Rights.” Narodni list informed
its readership, “in defense of common freedoms
and Croatian rights,” concerning the confiscation
of the fourth issue of Steklis on account of the ar-
ticle “Pavlinovi¢ in the Croatian Diet.” When a sec-
ond edition containing several relevant articles was
also prepared, it too was confiscated. Due to the
legal framework under which Steklis operated as

6  “Hrvatski sabor i novinstvo”, Narodni list, No. 6., 22 January
1884.
7  “Domace viesti”, Narodnilist,No. 96, 11 December 1883.
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a bimonthly newspaper, it became impossible to
publish a new issue without paying an additional
deposit of 1,000 florins and stamp duties of between
300 and 400 florins. Despite attempts by the editor
of Steklis and the author of the article, Antun Dejan,
to secure permission from the district head, approv-
al was denied on the basis of an interpretation of
Article 13 of the Press Law.® Thus, the short lifespan
of Steklis was ended; however, the attempt to launch
a Party of Rights newspaper testifies both to the
already considerable spread of the movement’s
ideological currents in Dalmatia and to the govern-
ment’s hostility toward any publication by follow-
ers of the Party of Rights. Evidence supporting this
thesis is found in the articles of Narodni list, which
reported that “honest patriots” in Dalmatia contin-
ued to be suspected of anti-state doings. Allegedly,
a conspiracy had been hatched in Selca in the au-
tumn of 1883 on the occasion of the visit of members
of the Party of Rights, while in the Reading Room
(Citaonica) in Korcula, several individuals were ac-
cused of expressing support for Starcevi¢, including
the mayor Tedeski and a Croatian choral society.
Certain figures from the autonomist movement at-
tempted to portray the travels of Folnegovi¢ and
Smiciklas as efforts to organize a conspiracy, while
an “educational-entertainment” gathering in Selca
in August 1883 was depicted as a “nihilistic con-
spiracy.” Il Dalmata, the newspaper of the “Italian
Autonomists and Dalmatian pseudo-Serbs,” who
hoped for the dissolution of the Koréula Reading
Room (Citaonica), had the sole aim of denigrating
the civic school and discrediting the association.*
Through the press, polemics surrounding the events
in the Korcula Reading Room remained unabated.
For the Autonomists on Korcula, any political ac-
tivity carried out in the name of the people was “a

8  “Domace viesti”, Narodni list, No. 13b, 16 February 1884.

9  “Tajne osvade u Dalmaciji”, Narodni list, No. 20. 11 March
1884.

10 “Domace viesti”, Narodni list, No. 17b, 1 March 1884.
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u probudenoj nacionalnoj svijesti, ali i drs¢u daim
se ne pojavi,crn petak kada ¢e im Slaveni Silom za
ognjilo vratiti“.®

Valja izdvojiti i pokusaj osnivanja pravaskih gla-
sila Pravasa i Steklisa u Dalmaciji Ciji je prvotni cilj
bio ,Siriti prosvjetu u puku®, no u stvarnosti, radilo
se 0 novinama izrazito pravaske orijentacije.” NL
obavjestava Citateljstvo ,na obranu zajednickih slo-
bode i hrvatskih prava“ o zapljeni Cetvrtog broja
Steklisa zbog ¢lanka ,,Pavlinovi¢ na hrvatskom sa-
boru“. Kada se pripremilo drugo izdanje i ono je bilo
zaplijenjeno zbog nekolicine ¢lanaka. Tada se zbog
zakonskih okvira unutar kojih Steklis egzistira kao
dvomjesecni list nije moglo pripremiti novo izdanje
bez plad¢anja dodatnih 1000 fiorina jamcevina i iz-
medu 300-400 fiorina biljegovina. Unato¢ pokusaja
urednika Steklisa i potpisnika ¢lanka Antuna Dejana
kod kotarskog poglavara, nije dobivena dozvola
zbog tumacenja cl. 13. tiskovnog zakona.® Time je
kratki vijek Steklisa bio okoncan, ali pokusaj po-
kretanja pravaskog lista svjedoci o ve¢ dostatnom
Sirenju idejnih strujanja pokreta u Dalmaciji, ali i
u nemilosti vladi naspram bilo kakvog pravaskog
lista. U prilog toj tezi svjedoce ¢lanci u NL kako se
»postene rodoljube“ u Dalmaciji pokusSava i dalje
sumnjiciti za protudrzavno djelovanje. Navodno
se u Selcima kovala urota ujesen 1883. prigodom
dolaska ¢lanova Stranke prava, a i u korculanskoj
Citaonici je nekolicina optuZena za iskazivanje po-
drske Starcevicu, izmedu njih nacelnik Tedeski i hr-
vatsko pjevacko drustvo. Pojedinci autonomaske
provenijencije su pokus$ali putovanje Folnegovica
i Smiciklasa prikazati kao pokusaj organiziranja
urote, dok se ,poucno-zabavni“ skup u Selcima u
kolovozu 1883. pokusao prikazati kao ,nihilisticka
urota“.? Il Dalmata, glasilo ,talijanskih autonomasa
i nadrisrba dalmatinskih“ koji se nadaju raspustanju
korc¢ulanske Citaonice, ima jedini cilj poniziti ugled

»Hrvatski sabor i novinstvo“, NL, br. 6., 22. sijecnja 1884.
,Domace viesti“, NL, br. 96., 11. prosinca 1883.
,Domace viesti“, NL, br. 13b, 16. veljace 1884.

»Tajne osvade u Dalmaciji“, NL, br. 20., 11. ozujka 1884.

©O© o ~N O

gradanske Skolei ocrniti drustvo. Preko tiska se na-
stavila polemika oko dogadaja u Citaonici u Korculi.
Naime, autonomasima na Korculi je svako politicko
djelovanje u narodno ime predstavljalo ,,trn u oku®,
a posebno Narodna stranka koja jaca u ,,pravom
hrvatskom duhu®. Tako se dopisnik /l Dalmate po-
Zalio na neke mlade iz Citaonice i njihovog ucitelja.™*
Izmedu ostaloga, zasmetale suim pjesmeizdravice
ispijene u ¢ast ,,naSem postenom starcu“ (misli se na
Antu Starcevica, op. a.). Da ga dopisnik /[ Dalmate
poznaje, ljubio bimuion ,skuteikolina“, kako se ci-
ni¢no odgovorilo u NL. Nadalje, argumentira ¢akida
je stvarno Starcevic¢u nazdravljeno, u tome nema ni-
Cega spornog. StarCevic je ,vjeran kraljev podanik®i
nista zla nije ucinio da mu se ne bi smjelo nazdravlja-
ti. Hrvatsko drzavno pravo priznato je u austrijskoj
drzavi, a ono je glavni temelj i ,hrvatske stranke u
Dalmaciji“ od njezina osnutka. Politi¢ki ¢inovnici
bi trebali uloziti svoj trud u mnogo bitnije stvari za
dobrobit naroda.’? Naime, ova korculanska epizo-
da iz Citaonice i pitanje je li Staréevi¢ pozdravljen
s burnim ,zZivio!“ nije samo ceremonijalni pozdrav
i drustveni ritual, ve¢ prvoklasno politicko pitanje
kojim Il Dalmata zeli naglasiti potporu pravastvu.
Opisujuci politicko stanje u Banskoj Hrvatskoj,
NL predlaze ,po $to po to“ ujedinjenje oporbenih
hrvatskih stranaka u borbi za Cistu hrvatsku dr-
Zavnu misao, za drzavno hrvatsko pravo za ne-
odvisnost i samostalnost Hrvatske protiv ,,ma-
daronske stranke“ koja postaje sve odlucnijom
Siriteljicom madarske misli.’* Najbolji cjelokupni
opis Ante Starcevica nalazi se u sklopu objavljenih
Clanaka ,,Hrvatskih razmisljaja“ u NL 1884. godine
iz pera don Mihovila Pavlinovica. Ondje se zapra-
vo mogu iscitati glavne ideoloSke slicnosti i razli-
citosti u razumijevanju politickog pristupa rjese-
nju hrvatskog pitanja. Pavlinovi¢ ocito poStuje
Starceviéa, pridaje mu zasluge na vrlinama i ¢a-

10 ,Domace viesti“, NL, br. 17b, 1. ozujka 1884.

11 ,DalCurzola“, I/l Dalmata, br. 23., 18. ozujka 1884.
12 ,Sotoka Korcule, NL, br. 24.,29. oZzujka 1884.

13 ,Bludnjeipogrjeske“, NL, br. 18.,4. ozujka 1884.
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thorn in the eye,” particularly the People’s Party
which was gaining strength as in “genuine Croatian
spirit.” So it happened that a correspondent of /
Dalmata complained about some young men from
the Reading Room and their teacher.!* What par-
ticularly disturbed them were songs and toasts of-
fered in honor of “our honorable old man” (a ref-
erence to Ante Starcevic¢, author’s note). Had the
correspondent of /l Dalmata truly known him, he
too should show him servile admiration (archaic
expression “kiss his skirts and knees”) as cynically
responded in Narodhni list. Furthermore, that argu-
ment was that even if a toast had indeed been raised
to Starcevi¢, there was nothing objectionable in it.
Starcevi¢ was a “loyal subject of the King,” and had
done no wrong that would make such gestures as
inappropriate. The Croatian state right had been
recognized within the Austrian state, and it formed
the foundation of the “Croatian party in Dalmatia”
from its establishment. Political officials should be
directing their efforts to far more important matters
forthe well-being of the people.” So, the Korc¢ula ep-
isode in the Reading Room (Citaonica), and the ques-
tion of whether Starcevic¢ had been greeted with an
enthusiastic “Long live!”, was not only a ceremonial
greeting or social ritual, but a primary politicalissue
through which Il Dalmata sought to underscore sup-
port for the Party of Rights.

In describing the political situation in Civil
Croatia and Slavonia, Narodni list proposed the unifi-
cation of Croatian opposition parties “no matter the
cost” in the struggle for a pure Croatian state idea,
for Croatian state right, and for the independence
and sovereignty of Croatia against the “Magyarone
party” which was increasingly and decisively be-
coming a promoter of Hungarian politicalideology.*®
The most in-depth portrayal of Ante Starcevic¢ is
found in the series of articles “Hrvatskih razmisljaja”
(“Croatian Reflections”) in Narodni list from 1884,

11 “Dal Curzola”, Il Dalmata, No. 23, 18 March 1884.
12  “Sotoka Korcule”, Narodni list, No. 24, 29 March 1884.
13  “Bludnjeipogrjeske”, Narodni list, No. 18, 4 March 1884.
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authored by Don Mihovil Pavlinovié. The articles re-
veal the mainideological similarities and differences
in resolving the Croatian question. Pavlinovi¢ held
Starcevi¢ in high regard, attributing to him virtue
and honor, while also recognizing hisideas on rights,
freedom, and the homeland. At the same time, he
pointed out his numerous shortcomings and ide-
ological positions inappropriate for the time and
political reality, such as anticlericalism, exceptional
negativity, and political tactlessness. Indeed, unity
was sought for the benefit of the Croatian people. It
seems that Starcevi¢, having declared his “dogmas,”
did not plan to diverge from his views. The adher-
ents of the figure and works of Ante Starcevic, the
ideas of Starcevic or “steklistvo,”** were assessed
very negatively. Moreover, if such political activity
were to take deeper rootin Croatian society, it would
threaten its complete destruction. “The old man”
cannot be blamed for everything, whereas the age
limit, thatis,immaturity and naivety, was seen as an
argument in reproaching younger adherents of the
Party of Rights due to their inappropriate political
conduct.? In fact, Pavlinovic¢ drew a distinction be-
tween the Party of Rights and the ideas of Starcevic,
stating explicitly: “(...) Every honorable Croat be-
longs in spirit to the Party of Rights! The Party of
Rights presumes exemplary patriotism and the no-
blest sentiments, whereas the ideas of Starcevi¢, or
“stekliSstvo”, become void through excesses (...). It
reeks under the burden of suspicion and conspir-
acy, spreading hatred in social life toward anyone
opposed to the ideology of Starcevic.”*® Pavlinovié
concluded his “Razmisljaji” (“Reflections”) with the
theory that, on account of disunity, the Croatian
political scene experienced the ideology of
Starcevi¢ more as a hinderance than the Croatian
state right, passion more than love for the good of
Croatia. He dissected two opposing camps: Khuen’s

14  Steklisi, https://www.enciklopedija.hr/clanak/steklisi, (9. 5.

2025.)
15 “Hrvatskirazmisljaji VI.” Narodni list, No. 65, 26 August 1884.
16 “Hrvatskirazmisljaji VII”, Narodnilist,No. 66.,30 August 1884.
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sti, navodeci razvijene koncepte prava, slobode i
domovine. S druge strane, istice mu mnoge mane
i ideoloSke stavove neprimjerene vremenu i poli-
tickoj zbilji, kao Sto je protuklerikalizam, izrazitu
negativnost i politicku netakticnost. Prije svega,
trazi se sloga na korist hrvatskog naroda. Izgledno
je da Starcevic, izrekavsi svoje ,dogme®, ne pla-
nira odstupiti od svojih stajalista. Poklonici lika i
djela Ante Starcevica, ‘starCevicanstva’ili ‘steklis-
tva’** vrlo su negativno ocjenjeni. Stovise, ako bi
se takvo politicko djelovanje dublje ukorijenilo u
hrvatsko drustvo prijeti mu potpuno unistenje.
‘Stari’ se ne moze okriviti za sve, a dobna grani-
ca tj. nezrelost i naivnost uzeto je kao argument
spocitavanja krivog politickog djelovanja mladim
pravasima.'® Naime, Pavlinovic¢ cini razliku izme-
du Stranke pravai ‘starcevi¢anstva’ formulirajuci
jasno: ,,(...) Stranci prava pripada u dusi svaki ¢e-
stiti Hrvat! Stranka prava pretpostavlja uzor rodo-
ljublja i najplemenitijih osjeéaja, dok starcevi¢an-
stvo, odnosno steklistvo, svojim pretjeranostima
pogani (...). Zaudara jamom sumnji¢enja i urote,
Siri u druStvenom Zivotu mrznju na svakoga tko
je protiv starcevic¢anstva.!® Pavlinovi¢ zavrSava
svoje ,Razmisljaje“ teorijom da hrvatskoj politi¢-
koj situaciji zbog razjedinjenosti ‘starevi¢anstvo’
smeta viSe nego hrvatsko pravo; strast vise nego
ljubav za dobro Hrvatske. Secira dva suprotstav-
ljena tabora: Khuenove ,madarone® i Narodnu
stranku u prvom te neodvisne, divljake i pravase
u drugom. Kao da zaziva prvake Stranke prava
i ostale Cestite pravase da se u teskoj situaciji u
kojoj se Hrvatska nalazi okrenu radu u slozi i za-
jednic¢kom cilju i podrze adresu neodvisnih, hva-
ledi pritom govore Folnegovicéa, srcanost Barcica,
plemenitost Rukavine.'” Naime, pojam ,mada-
roni“ se pejorativno rabio za ¢lanove Narodne

14 Steklisi, https://www.enciklopedija.hr/clanak/steklisi, (9. 5.
2025.)

15 ,Hrvatskirazmisljaji VI.“ NL, br. 65., 26. kolovoza 1884.

16 ,Hrvatski razmisljaji VI, NL, br. 66., 30. kolovoza 1884.

17, Hrvatski razmisljaji VIII“, NL, br. 67., 2. rujna 1884.

stranke, ali i ostale hrvatske politicke skupine
koje su u osnovi svoga programa imale odrZanje
drzavne zajednice s Madarskom. Nadalje, zaseb-
nu fazu unionizma ili ,madaronstva“ predstavlja
razdoblje 1884. - 1903. godine i vladavina bana
Khuen-Hédervaryja kada dolazi do transformacije
Narodne stranke koja dijeli malo sli¢nosti sa sta-
rom ,madaronskom® Hrvatsko-vugerskom stran-
kom iz 1840-ih godina ili s unionistima iz 1860-ih
godina (Ostajmer, 2019: 11, 22). Clanci ,Hrvatski
razmisljaji“ su izborni plan u kojem Pavlinovi¢
vidi rjeSenje hrvatskog pitanja: spajanje prava-
Sa i neodviSnjaka tako da oslonac bude hrvat-
sko drzavno pravo bez Starceviéevog ‘steklistva’
i politicko djelovanje po principu adrese Koste
Vojnoviéa iz Neodvisne stranke (Gross, 2000: 680).
Katolicka Dalmacija se razilazi u misljenju prema
»Hrvatskim razmisljajima“ smatrajudi Pavlinovi¢a
pristranim zbog podrSke Neodvisnoj narodnoj
stranci. Don Ivo Prodan vjesto izvlaci iz kontek-
sta Pavlinoviceve tvrdnje koje odgovaraju Stranci
prava: ,(...) pravo je nas stit, nasa zajednicka
puska, pravo diSe cvijetom vitezke otvoritosti i
slobode, ovoj stranci u dusi pripada svaki Cestiti
Hrvat, pretpostavlja uzor rodoljublja i najpleme-
nitijih osjecaja (...)“. Okrece se buducim izborima
u Banskoj Hrvatskoj napadajudirazne njemacke i
madarske novine, a najvise zagrebacke Narodne
novine, to ,banovo ¢edo“ koje se financira iz vladi-
nog proracuna i brizno sakuplja sramotne ilazne
Clanke o opoziciji. KD Cvrsto podrzava i izrazava
svoje divljenje pravasima.:®

Saborskiizbori u Banskoj Hrvatskoj odvijali su
se prema odredbama Zakona ob izbornom redu za
sabor Kraljevinah Dalmacije, Hrvatske i Slavonije
od 15. srpnja 1881. godine te prema izmjenama
iz 1883. vrijedio je za podrucje Banske Hrvatske i
bivSe Vojne krajine. Pravo glasa bilo je ogranic¢eno
na vrlo uzak sloj stanovniStva: muskarce starije

18 ,Dakle Sto valja u hrvatskoj politici?“, KD, br. 61., 11. rujna
1884.
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“Magyarones” along with the People’s Party, as op-
posed to the independists, the “extremists” (div-
liaci), and adherents of the Party of Rights. It is as
if he were calling upon the leaders of the Party of
Rights and other honorable adherents to turn, in the
difficult circumstances facing Croatia, toward co-
operation, to support the address of the independ-
ents, while praising the speeches of Folnegovic, the
heartiness of Barci¢, and the nobility of Rukavina.
The term “Magyarones” (madaroni) was used pejo-
ratively to refer to members of the People’s Party,
aswell as other Croatian political groups whose pro-
grams were fundamentally based on maintaining
the state union with Hungary. A particular phase
of unionism, or the ideology of “Magyarone,” is ev-
ident in the period from 1884 to 1903, during the
rule of Ban Khuen-Hédervary, when the People’s
Party underwent a transformation that bore little
resemblance to the earlier “Magyarone” Croatian-
Hungarian Party of the 1840s or to the Unionists
of the 1860s (Ostajmer, 2019, pp. 11, 22). The arti-
cles “Hrvatski razmisljaji” (“Croatian Reflections”)
were an electoral program in which Pavlinovi¢ saw a
solution to the Croatian question: the unification of
the Party of Rights and the Independists, based on
Croatian state right without Starcevi¢’s “steklisst-
vo,” and political action aligned to the principle of
Kosta Vojnovic¢’s Address of the Independent Party
(Gross, 2000, p. 680). Katolicka Dalmacija distanc-
es itself in its opinions from “Hrvatski razmisljaji,”
seeing Pavlinovi¢ as biased due to his support for
the Independent People’s Party. Don Ivo Prodan,
skilfully extracted from those elements Pavlinovi¢’s
statements that suited the Party of Rights: “(...) right
is our shield, our common rifle; right breathes the
flower of knightly openness and freedom; every
honorable Croat belongs in spirit to this party, pre-
supposing a model of patriotism and the noblest
sentiments (...)”. He then turned to the coming

17 “Hrvatski razmisljaji VIII”, Narodni list, No. 67, 2 September
1884.
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elections in Civil Croatia and Slavonia, criticizing
various German and Hungarian newspapers, and
especially the Zagreb Narodne novine, that “Ban’s
offspring,” financed from the government budget,
meticulously collecting disgraceful and false articles
about the opposition. Katolicka Dalmacija firmly
supported the Party of Rights and openly expressed
admiration for its adherents.'

The Diet elections in Civil Croatia and Slavonia
took place under the provisions of the Law on the
Electoral Order for the Diet of the Kingdoms of
Dalmatia, Croatia, and Slavonia, dated 15 July 1881,
and according to amendments from 1883, it applied
to the territory of Civil Croatia and Slavonia and the
former Military Frontier. The right to vote was re-
stricted to a very narrow segment of the population:
men over the age of 24 who paid at least 15 florins
in direct taxes, clergy of recognized confessions,
persons with higher education, retired officers, and
officialdom. This restricted suffrage to ensure the
dominance of the “Magyarones” (Ostajmer, 2018,
p. 59). On 31 August, Ban Khuen-Hédervary read
out the king’s rescript dissolving the Croatian Diet,
with new elections to be held by 20 September. Also
mentioned was the Ban’s journey through Zagorje,
an area noted as the “second stronghold” of the
Party of Rights, including the disunity of the oppo-
sition, reflected in reciprocal accusations between
Sloboda and Pozor.*® With some cynicism, Narodni
list concluded that the results of the next elections,
meaning a large majority of the governing party
coming out as winners, will be the fruit of conflict
among Croatian political parties.?® A proclamation
of the Party of Rights, signed by Ante Starcevi¢ and
confiscated once published in Zagreb newspapers,

18 “DakleStovalja u hrvatskoj politici?”, Katolicka Dalmacija, No.

61,11 September 1884.

19 Sloboda came out in Susak in 1878 and quickly became the
Party of Rights’ herald, with Ante Starcevi¢ also contributing.
Pozor was a Zagreb newspaper of the Independent People’s
Party, which came out under that name from 1881 to 1885.
https://enciklopedija.hr/clanak/obzor, (9 June 2025)

20 “Listovi iz Banovine”, Narodni list, Appendix No. 68., 9
September 1884.
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od 24 godine koji su placali najmanje 15 forinta
izravnog poreza, svecenike priznatih konfesija,
osoba s viSom naobrazbom, umirovljene Casnike
i ¢inovnistvo. Skuceno izborno pravo posluzilo je
dominaciji ,madarona“ (Ostajmer, 2018: 59). Ban
Khuen-Hédervary procitao je 31. kolovoza kraljev
dopis kojim se Hrvatski sabor raspusta, a novi
izbori imaju se okoncati do 20. rujna. Spominje
se banovo putovanje Zagorjem, inace podrucjem
oznacenim kao ,,druga tvrdava“ Stranke prava te
razjedinjenost oporbe u medusobnom optuziva-
nju Slobode i Pozora.*®* NL s dozom cinizma zaklju-
Cuje kako Ce rezultat iducih izbora tj. velika veci-
na vladine stranke koja ¢e izaci kao pobjednicka
biti plod sukoba hrvatskih stranaka.?® Proglas
Stranke prava potpisan od Ante Starcevica, koji
je bio zaplijenjen po objavi u zagrebackim glasi-
lima, objavljen je naknadno u potpunostiiu NL.
Starcevic je kritizirao izborni zakon koji svojom
geometrijom omogucuje ,neprijateljima naroda“
saborsku vecinu. Izricito je upozoravao na strane
sluzbenike koji putem sabora ostvaruju vlast u
Hrvatskoj, izvlace korist za vlastite probitke i ne
brinu za razvoj Hrvatske, napose njenog gospo-
darstva i poljoprivrede.?* Stranka prava se Cini
jacim oporbenim oponentom prema pisanju NL i
predvida im se duplo veci broj zastupnika u budu-
¢em sazivu Sabora od neodvisnjaka.?? /[ Dalmata
je upozoravao na nadolazecu ogorcenu borbu
suprotstavljenih politickih tabora i izrazavao za-
brinutost zbog mogucih nereda, pogotovo na po-
drucju bivse Vojne krajine gdje Starcevi¢ ima mno-
go poklonika. Terorizam, mistifikacije, klevete i
divljacko nasilje obiljezje su hrvatskih ,radikala®,
Sto su bilii prikazali u saborskim klupama. Izborni

19 Sloboda jeizlazila na Susaku od 1878. godine i ubrzo postala
pravasko glasilo u kojem je suradivao i Ante Starcevi¢. Pozor
su bile zagrebacke novine Neodvisne narodne stranke koje
suizlazile pod timimenom od 1881. do 1885. godine. https://
enciklopedija.hr/clanak/obzor, (9. lipnja 2025.)

20 ,Listoviiz Banovine“, NL, prilog br. 68.,9. rujna 1884.

21 ,Proglas Stranke prava“, NL, br. 69., 13. rujna 1884.

22 ,lzboriuHrvatskoj“ NL, br.70., 16. rujna 1884.

program Stranke prava nije donosio niSta novo.
U svojoj biti nije bio nista drugo nego demanti i
uvreda. Il Dalmata je prepoznao nacelo neovisno-
sti kao nemogucu misiju, trenutno neostvarivu
utopiju kojoj Ugarska ne zeli popustiti, a koju bi
Hrvati trebali odbaciti. Neki dalmatinski politi¢a-
ri kojima je pitanje ujedinjenja osnova programa
zeljeli su se prikloniti Starcevicevoj politici, jer su
u tom kaosu mogli ostvariti osobnu korist (op. a.
aludirajudi pritom na zastupnike Narodne stranke
u Dalmaciji). Talijanski element im je bio zapreka
koju bi se trebalo unistiti. No, kako je navodio /I
Dalmata, oCuvat ¢e pokrajinu i braniti svoju civi-
lizaciju i materijalne interese. Stoga, tijek i ishod
izbora imali su veliku vaznost za Dalmaciju.?
Izbori za Hrvatsko-slavonsko-dalmatinski sa-
bor odrzanisu urazdobljuod 16.do 19. rujna 1884.
godine (Turkalj, 2009: 265-354, Ostajmer, 2018: 65).
Ukupno gledajuci od 110 zastupnika, Narodna
stranka koja je uzivala potporu bana Khuena osvo-
jila je uvjerljivu vecinu od 69, Neodvisna narodna
stranka osvojila je samo 13, a Stranka prava 24
mandata, dok su 3 zastupnika ostala izvan strana-
ka.?* Stranka prava je imala 42 kandidata u 53 iz-
borna kotara od Cega je 18 bilo iz bivSeg krajiskog
podrucja (Turkalj, 2009: 277). U Licko-krbavskoj
Zupaniji, predzadnjoj po broju stanovnika i tre¢oj
po povrsini u 11 izbornih kotareva, pravasi su se
kandidirali u 9 kotareva. Izabrani su bili: Fran
Folnegovi¢ u Senju, Fran Pilepic¢ u Karlobagu, Andro
Bakarci¢ u PerusSi¢u, Milan Pavlovi¢ u Brinju. U
Senju, ,sigurnih zidinah Starcevic¢anizma“, Folne-
govicje jednoglasno bioizabran treci put. Izbori su
prosli mirno, medutim, 19. rujna 1884. doslo je do
izgreda. Uvedeno je izvanredno stanje. Izgrede su
isprovocirali ¢inovnici, a veliki Zupan Modrusko-
rijecke Zupanije Ljudevit Reizner je pokusao okriviti
pravase za pobunu. U Senjskoj gimnaziji dokinuti
su neki razredi Sto se smatralo Khuenovom

23 ,LeElezionedellaCroazia“, Il Dalmata, br. 70.,16. rujna 1884.
24 ,lzboriu Hrvatskoj“, NL, br. 72.,23. rujna 1884.
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was later published in full in Narodni list. Starcevié
criticized the electoral law, arguing that its “geom-
etry” allowed the “enemies of the people” to secure
a majority in the Diet. He also explicitly warned
against foreign officials who, using the Diet system,
gained power in Croatia, deriving benefits for their
own interests while neglecting the development of
Croatia, particularly its economy and agriculture.?
According to Narodni list, the Party of Rights ap-
peared to be the stronger opposition, predicting it
would secure twice as many deputies in the future
composition of the Diet as the independists.?? Il
Dalmata warned of an impending bitter struggle
between opposing political camps and expressed
concern over potential unrest, particularly in the
territory of the former Military Frontier, where
Starcevi¢ had many followers. Terrorism, mystifica-
tion, slander, and savage violence were described
as characteristic of the Croatian “radicals,” as they
demonstrated in the benches of the Diet. The elec-
toral program of the Party of Rights, it argued,
brought nothing new and was nothing more than
adenial and an insult. /l Dalmata saw the principle
of independence as an impossible mission, a pres-
ently unattainable utopia to which Hungary would
not concede, and which Croats ought to abandon.
Some Dalmatian politicians, for whom unification
was the basis of their political program, wanted
to side with Starcevi¢’s politics, as they would be
able to achieve personal gain in the chaos (author’s
note: alluding to deputies of the People’s Party in
Dalmatia). They perceived the Italian element as an
obstacle to be eliminated. However, as Il Dalmata
noted, it would preserve the province and defend
its civilization and material interests. Therefore,
the course and final outcome of the elections were
important for Dalmatia.?

21 “Proglas Stranke prava”, Narodni list, No. 69, 13 September
1884.

22 “Izboriu Hrvatskoj”, Narodni list,No. 70, 16 September 1884.

23 “LeElezionedella Croazia”, Il Dalmata, No. 70, 16 September
1884.
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The elections for the Croatian-Slavonian-
Dalmatian Diet were held between 16 and 19
September 1884 (Turkalj, 2009, pp. 265-354;
Ostajmer, 2018, p. 65). In all, 110 deputies from the
People’s Party, supported by Ban Khuen, secured
a convincing majority of 69 seats; the Independent
People’s Party won only 13, while the Party of
Rights achieved 24 mandates, with 3 deputies not
within the party.?* The Party of Rights had 42 can-
didatesin 53 electoral districts, 18 of whom came
from the former Military Frontier (Turkalj, 2009, p.
277). In Lika-Krbava County, the second-smallest
by population and third-largest by area, the Party
of Rights fielded candidates in 9 of 11 electoral
districts. Those elected were Fran Folnegovic in
Senj, Fran Pilepi¢ in Karlobag, Andro Bakarci¢ in
Perusi¢, and Milan Pavlovi¢ in Brinje. In Senj, de-
scribed as a “secure stronghold of Starcevidism,”
Folnegovi¢ was elected unanimously for the third
time. The elections were peaceful; however, distur-
bances broke out on 19 September 1884, leading
to a state of emergency. The disturbances were
provoked by officials, while the Grand Prefect (ve-
liki zupan) of Modrus-Rijeka County, Ljudevit
Reizner, attempted to place the blame on the Party
of Rights. At the Senj Grammar School, several
classes were abolished, seen as Khuen’s punish-
ment (Turkalj, 2009, p. 282). At the polling station
in Karlobag, the candidates were Fran Pilepi¢ and
Stjepan Domines of the People’s Party. Pilepi¢ won
with 39 votes to Domines’s 13. In the electoral dis-
trict at the polling station in Gospic, the Party of
Rights candidate was Gjuro Rukavina. The coun-
ter-candidate was Professor Stjepan Spevec of the
People’s Party. Of the 208 electors, only 29 % pos-
sessed an independent occupation, which helped
Spevec receive support from voters whose liveli-
hoods depended on the ruling regime, leading to
an easy victory. An interesting duel took place in
the municipality of Lovinac (Lovinac, Medak,

24 “Izboriu Hrvatskoj”, Narodnilist,No. 72,23 September 1884.
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kaznom (Turkalj, 2009: 282). Na biralistu u Karlo-
bagu kandidati su bili Fran Pilepi¢ i Stjepan
Domines ¢lan Narodne stranke. Pilepi¢ je pobijedio
s 39 glasova naspram 13 glasova za Dominesa. U
izbornom kotaru na biralistu u Gospi¢u kandidiran
je pravas Gjuro Rukavina. Protukandidat mu je bio
prof. dr. Stjepan Spevec iz Narodne stranke. Od 208
izbornika, samo je njih 29 % imalo nezavisna zani-
manja, Sto je olaksalo prof. Spevecu potporu vedi-
ne izbornika egzistencijalno vezanih uz vladajuci
rezim i laku pobjedu. Zanimljiv dvoboj odigrao se
u opcini Lovinac (Lovinac, Medak, Gracac) gdje je
kandidat Narodne stranke prota Petar Mandi¢ od-
nio pobjedu nad pravasem Franjom Brelicem.
Sama opcina je mijeSanog etnickog i religijskog
sastava stanovnistvaibila je prikladna za vec¢ isku-
Sanu politiku divide et impera iz nekih dalmatinskih
sredista, kao Sto su Obrovac i Kotor. Naime, unatoc¢
povjerenju kojeg je Breli¢ uzivao kod naroda s hr-
vatskim i srpskim predznakom, tik pred izbore do-
godila se promjena usmjerenja medu razdrazenim
pravoslavnim Zivljem kojeg se uspjelo izmanipuli-
rati. Svoje su glasove dali proti Mandicu koji je uz
dobivenu potporu ¢inovnistva odnio ukupnu po-
bjedu. U telegramu Slobodi pisalo je cini¢no kako
je to bio ,izbor vjerski za narod; za ¢inovnike po
fermanu“ (Turkalj, 2009: 284-285). U najmanjem
izbornom kotaru s biraliStem u Perusicu bilo je 46
izbornika. Zanimljiva epizoda pravasa i odvjetnika
iz Rijeke Andre Bakarcica prilikom uhicenja tijekom
predizborne agitacije dodatno je osnazila njegovu
kandidaturu. Dobio je vedinu glasova, a Sloboda je
njegovu pobjedu okarakterizirala kao reakciju di-
jela stanovnika op¢ine zbog ponasanja ,lickog
pase“ okruznog upravitelja Marka Kasumovica koji
je ,globama do koze ogulio narod“ (Turkalj, 2009:
286). U Otoccu je Stranka prava predlozila Josipa
Grzanica, vodu senjskih pravasa i tada knjigovodu
Senjske Stedionice, a Narodna stranka Josu
Rukavinu koji je dobio 75 glasova, a Josip Grzanic
52.Sli¢no kao i u Lovincu, ¢inovniStvo je uz znatnu
financijsku i infrastrukturnu potporu zajedno s

pravoslavnim dijelom stanovniStva presudilo po-
bjedu kandidata Narodne stranke. Kandidat
Stranke prava trgovac Milan Pavlovi¢ pobijedio je
u Brinju, u ¢ijoj su strukturi izbornici ve¢inom po-
ljodjelci. Pobjeda Pavlovica moze se promatrati u
svjetlu pisanja KD kao izvanredan uspjeh s obzirom
na to da se radi o mjestima naseljenim vec¢inom
stanovnistvom pravoslavne vjeroispovijesti. Njih je
pred izbore pohodio vladika Zivkovi¢ nastojedi agi-
tacijom, ¢ak i pod prijetnjom crkvenog interdikta
uvjeriti da ne glasuju za ,,Sokca i lopatara“ vec za
Srbina. Nije ni ¢udo, tvrdila je KD, da se pravoslavlje
stavilo pod tutorstvo drzave, da se srpstvo u
Hrvatskoj podvrgava svakome od koga nalazi ko-
rist, tj. podrzava vladinu stranku. Stanovnici koji su
se oduprli takvoj agitaciji i izabrali pravasa
Pavlovica, za kojeg su osvjedocCeni da ¢e braniti
svoju domovinu, nazivaju se junacima. Vladici
Zivkovicu se porucuje da ne propovijeda ‘vjerski
rat’, a buducnost ¢e pokazati tko je vjeran hrvat-
skoj domovini i hrvatskom kralju Franji Josipu ., a
tko nije.?® U Petrovu Selu je dreznicki zupnik Joso
Vukeli¢ bio dobio 22 glasa, a prota Sorak 62 glasa.
Iz jednogizvje$c¢a poslanom Khuenu indikativno je
da su u ovom izbornom kotaru bili prevladavali
pravaski orijentirani katoli¢ki svecenici s biskupom
Posilovicem na Celu (Turkalj, 2009: 286). U Srbu je
pobjedu odnio dr. Bogdan Medakovi¢, veleposjed-
nik i ¢lan Narodne stranke. U Udbini je pobjedu
odnio Dane Budisavljevi¢, paroh iz Narodne stran-
ke.?® Okoncanje izbora talijanaska /l Dalmata opi-
sala je kao pobjedu vladine stranke koja u novi
saziv ulazijaca nego Sto je bila u prethodnom. Ono
Sto je predstavljao problem je oslabljena umjerena
oporba neodviSnjaka s manjim brojem zastupnika,
a povecanje radikalnih ‘starcevicana’. Uz to, zabri-
njavao je broj glasova koje su pravasi dobili u
Zagrebu ¢ak i medu ¢inovniStvom. Uspjeh pravasa
govori u kakvom stanju se Hrvatska nalazi, a vlast

25 ,lzborniodjek®, KD, br. 66.,29. rujna 1884.
26 ,Novi hrvatski zastupnici“, KD, br. 65., 25. rujna 1884.
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Gracac), where the People’s Party candidate,
Archpriest Petar Mandi¢, took victory away from
the Party of Rights candidate Franjo Brelié. The
municipality had a mixed ethnic and religious
background and was suitable for the policy of divi-
de et impera already tested in certain Dalmatian
centers, such as Obrovac and Kotor. Despite the
trust Breli¢ enjoyed among inhabitants identifying
as Croatian or Serbian, a shift among the agitated
Orthodox population occurred just before the elec-
tions, who were successfully manipulated. They
cast their votes for Archpriest Mandi¢, who, with
the support of officialdom, secured the final victo-
ry. A telegram to Sloboda cynically stated that it
had been a “religious election for the people; for
the officials, by decree (ferman)” (Turkalj, 2009, pp.
284-285). In the smallest electoral district, with the
polling station in Perusi¢, there were 46 electors.
There was a noteworthy incident involving the
Party of Rights member and Rijeka lawyer Andro
Bakarci¢, who was arrested during pre-election
agitation, which further strengthened his candida-
cy. He won the majority of votes, and Sloboda de-
scribed his victory as a reaction by part of the pop-
ulation to the conduct of the “Lika pasha” (sarcas-
tic label for a local official), the district administra-
tor Marko Kasumovi¢, who had “flayed the people
to the bone with fines” (Turkalj, 2009, p. 286). In
Otocac, the Party of Rights ran Josip Grzani¢, the
leader of the Senj Party of Rights and, at the time,
a bookkeeper at the Senj Savings Bank, while the
People’s Party fielded Joso Rukavina, who re-
ceived 75 votes, to Grzani¢’s 52. Similarly, as in
Lovinac, the officialdom, together with the
Orthodox segment of the population and support-
ed by considerable financial and infrastructural
resources, decisively secured victory for the
People’s Party candidate. The Party of Rights can-
didate, the merchant Milan Pavlovi¢, won in Brinje,
where the electorate consisted largely of farmers.
Pavlovié’s victory can be interpreted, in light of
reporting in Katolicka Dalmacija (KD), as an
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exceptional success, given that the areas were in-
habited predominantly by those of the Orthodox
faith. On the eve of the elections, they were visited
by Bishop (vladika) Zivkovié, who attempted
through agitation, even under the threat of eccle-
siastical interdict, to persuade them not to vote for
a “Sokac and peasant” (meaning, a rural Croat and
common laborer) but for a Serb. It was therefore
no surprise, argued Katolicka Dalmacija, that
Orthodoxy had placed itself under state tutelage
and that Serbian national politics in Croatia placed
themselves under whoever offered advantage,
that is, supported the government party.
Inhabitants who resisted such agitation and elect-
ed Pavlovi¢ from the Party of Rights, whom they
believed would defend their homeland, were de-
scribed as heroes. Bishop Zivkovi¢ was cautioned
not to preach a “religious war,” and that the future
would show who remained loyal to the Croatian
homeland and to the Croatian king, Franz Joseph
I, and who did not.?® In Petrovo Selo, the parish
priest from DrezZnica, Joso Vukeli¢, received 22
votes, while Archpriest Sorak received 62. A report
sent to Khuen indicated that in this electoral dis-
trict, the Catholic clergy, aligned with the Party of
Rights and led by Bishop Posilovi¢, were predomi-
nant (Turkalj, 2009, p. 286). In Srb, victory went to
Dr. Bogdan Medakovi¢, a landowner and member
of the People’s Party, while in Udbina, the election
was won by Dane Budisavljevi¢, a parish priest af-
filiated with the People’s Party.?® The pro-Italian /l
Dalmata described the election results as a victory
for the government party, which secured a new
and stronger parliamentary term. The main con-
cern, however, was the weakened moderate oppo-
sition of the independists, who held fewer seats,
with the greater number of radical “Starcevic¢ fol-
lowers.” In addition, the number of votes obtained
by the Party of Rights in Zagreb, even among

25 “Izborniodjek”, KD, br. 66.,29. rujna 1884.
26 “Novi hrvatski zastupnici”, KD, br. 65., 25. rujna 1884.
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bi se trebala zabrinuti zbog buducih politickih do-
gadaja koji se naziru (op. a. misli se na opstrukciju
rada Sabora kojem su pravasi bili skloni u proslom
sazivu).?” Il Dalmata je izvijestio o neredima koji su
pratili izborni proces, u Senju i Zagrebu, Ciji su ak-
teri bili ‘starcevicani’.?® Na koncu, Il Dalmata je isko-
ristio izbore u Hrvatskoj za vlastite obracune s na-
rodnjacima u Dalmaciji. Naime, bili su prenijeli vi-
jest kako se u beckim novinama izrazito negativno
piSe o svecenicima i franjevcima u Dalmaciji zbog
njihova politickog angazmana u podrsci hrvatskim
opcijama. Poimence su navedeni ,,apostolo croa-
ta“ Pavlinovic i klerikalna Katolicka Dalmacija Ive
Prodana koja je u svakoj prigodi pisala protiv nje-
macke i talijanske nacionalnosti. Osim njih, strelica
je usmjerena prema ostalim sveéenicima u zaoba-
lju, narocito franjevcima, koji svojom agitacijom
pred svake izbore postaju ,lodatori del partito
Starcevich“.?* U odgovoru NL prepoznaje Bajamon-
tijevo splitsko autonomasko krilo kao odgovorno
za ,ocrnjivanje pred tudjim svietom rodoljubno
svecenstvo dalmatinsko“.?° Opisan je u Il Dalmati
dolazak Davida Starcevi¢a na Trg sv. Marka takoder
prilikom otvaranja Hrvatskog saborai silno mnos-
tvo koje mu je klicalo ,,Zivio!“ Prema autonomaskoj
redakciji, u velikoj popularnostiiovacijama prepo-
znao se rast pravastva u Zagrebu, Sto nije najbolji
znak za normalno zasjedanje Sabora.** KD je izvje-
Stavala o rezultatimaizbora preuzimajucivecinom
Clanke iz zagrebackih listova. Ipak, vidljiv je pecat
urednisStva u potpori Stranci prava ,,kojoj se mora
pridruziti svaki poSteni Hrvat“ jer jedina ima jasan
program utemeljen na neovisnosti i slobodi
Hrvatske. Osim toga, simptomati¢na je konstata-
cija kako banova Narodna stranka ima polovicu
svojih zastupnika Srba, od ¢ega profesijom Cetvr-
tina ‘riS¢anskih popova’.®> NL navodi kako se

27 ,Elezioniin Croazia“, Il Dalmata, br. 72.,23. rujna 1884.

28 ,Cose Croate®, ll Dalmata, br. 73.,27. rujna 1884.

29 ,Cleroe politica“, /l Dalmata, br. 74., 4. listopada 1884.

30 ,Domace viesti,, NL, br. 72.,23. rujna 1884.

31 ,DietaCroata“ Il Dalmata, br. 74., 4. listopada 1884.

32 ,Stose prigovara Stranci prava“, KD, br. 64.,22. rujna 1884.

Stranka prava moze ponositi izbornim uspjehom i
po broju zastupnika i po junackoj borbi. Unatoc¢
izbornoj pobjedi, vlada je u Zagrebu ipak bila na
oprezu. Naime, sporadic¢ni lokalni nemiri rezultirali
su uvodenjem represije koja je zavladala poslije
izbora, uz uhi¢enja urednika Slobode Krajaca.** Po
zavrSetku izbora, NL je rezultate okarakterizirao
kao moralnu pobjedu. Naime, broj zastupnika hr-
vatske provenijencije koji ¢e zastupati povijesne i
prirodne interese hrvatskog naroda bili su umno-
Zeni. Stranka prava je porazila ,madarone“ u 10
kotareva, a dobila 8 zastupnika vise u novom sazi-
vu Sabora. Cak su i strani novinski listovi bili osu-
pnuti brojem pravaskih zastupnika i osjecali su
moralnu osudu hrvatskog naroda i poraz.** Becki
listovi suisticali kako je vladina pobjeda izvojevana
pomocu Srba, a kako Stranka prava raste ne samo
medu ,svjetinom, nego i medu ¢inovnicima i inte-
ligentnijim zivljem u Hrvatskoj“. ,Madaronska“ ve-
¢ina nije ,,obljubljena u narodu nit je kadra da se
naravno razsiri“. Hrvatsko je pitanje, kako navodi
NL, ,(...) narodno europsko pitanje koje nitko ne¢e
moci zaustaviti u njegovom razvoju. Abzolutizam
bi mogao samo za ¢as smetati razvoju tog pitanja,
ali samo za cas! Potlaceno, jace skace! Nek se
Magjari i Niemci u Austriji osvjedoce: Hrvatska ide
sve to brze k ostvarenju svojih pravednih ideala.
Kroz krvave kusnje sadasnjih politickih borba ona
se sprema da, na svom zemljiStu, zauzme ono mje-
sto koju je ide radi njezine prosvjetne i drustvene
sposobnosti i radi velike zadace koju joj je vrsiti
prema Balkanu.“*®

Zakljucak

Zaklju¢no, pravastvo se u Dalmaciji pojavilo po-
Cetkom 1880-ih godina medu pojedincima mladeg
narastaja koje je stasalo unutar idejnih strujanja
Pavlinovi¢evog i Klaicevog vodstva Narodne stran-
ke u vremenima kada se ona nalazila uklijeStena u

33 ,Poslieizbora“, NL, br. 73.,27. rujna 1884.
34 ,Moralna pobjeda“, NL, br. 72.,23. rujna 1884.
35 Ibid.
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officialdom, was cause for concern. The success of
the Party of Rights depicted the condition in which
Croatia found itself, and authorities were urged to
take seriously the political developments (author’s
note: referring to the obstruction of proceedingsin
the Diet, a tactic used by the Party of Rights in the
previous term).?” Il Dalmata also reported on dis-
turbances that occurred during the electoral pro-
cess in Senj and Zagreb, attributing them to
“Starcevic followers.”?® Ultimately, /| Dalmata used
the elections in Croatia to pursue its own bias
against the People’s Party in Dalmatia. It reported
that Viennese newspapers were writing very neg-
atively about priests and Franciscans in Dalmatia
because of their political involvement in support-
ing Croatian political options. It singled out the
“apostolo croata” Pavlinovi¢ and the clerically ori-
ented periodical Katolicka Dalmacija of lvo Prodan,
which, on each occasion, wrote against German
and Italian national interests. Criticism was also
directed at other clergy in the hinterland regions,
particularly the Franciscans, who, through their
agitation before each election, became “lodatori
del partito Starcevich” (praisers of the Party of
Starcevic).?° In response, Narodni list identified
Bajamonti’s Split Autonomist faction as responsi-
ble for “defaming the patriotic Dalmatian clergy
before the foreign public.”*° Finally, /l Dalmata de-
scribed the arrival of David Starcevic¢ in St. Mark’s
Square on the occasion of the opening of the
Croatian Diet, greeted by a large crowd acclaiming
him with cries of “Long live!” The Autonomist edi-
torial board viewed the widespread popularity and
applause as indications that the Party of Rights
was gaining strength in Zagreb, which was not the
best sign for the normal functioning of the Diet.3!
Katolicka Dalmacija reported on the election re-

27 “Elezioniin Croazia”, Il Dalmata, no. 72,23 September 1884.
28 “Cose Croate”, /| Dalmata, No. 73,27 September 1884.

29 “Clero e politica”, Il Dalmata, No. 74,4 October 1884.

30 “Domace viesti”, NL, No. 72,23 September 1884.

31 “Dieta Croata”, /l Dalmata, No. 74,4 October 1884.
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sults largely by sourcing articles from Zagreb news-
papers. Nevertheless, the editorial imprint in its
support for the Party of Rights, “to which every
honest Croat must be aligned,” as the only party
with a clear program grounded in Croatia’s inde-
pendence and freedom, was clearly evident. Also,
it was a telling symptom that half of the deputies
in Ban’s People’s Party were Serbs, of whom a
quarter were by profession “ris¢anski popovi”
(Orthodox priests).32 Narodni list declared that the
Party of Rights should be proud of its electoral
success, due to the number of deputies and its
“heroic struggle.” Despite the electoral victory, the
governmentin Zagreb remained cautious. Sporadic
localincidents led to repressive measures after the
elections, including the arrest of Krajac, the editor
of Sloboda.* After the elections, Narodni list pre-
sented the results as a moral victory. The number
of deputies of Croatian origin representing the his-
torical and naturalinterests of the Croatian people
had increased. The Party of Rights defeated the
“Magyarones” in ten electoral districts and se-
cured eight additional deputies in the new compo-
sition of the Sabor. Foreign newspapers were as-
tonished by the number of Party of Rights deputies
and saw this as a moral condemnation and de-
feat.3* Viennese newspapers pointed out that the
government’s victory had been achieved with the
support of the Serbs, and that the Party of Rights
was gaining ground not only among the “masses,
but also among officials and the more educated
strata in Croatia.” The “Magyarone” majority,
Narodni list argued, was “neither beloved among
the people nor capable of organically expanding.”
The Croatian question, as Narodni list stated, was
“(...) anational European question that no one will
be able to stop in its development. Absolutism
might hinder the question from progressing for a

32 “Sto se prigovara Stranci prava”, KD, No. 64, 22 September
1884.

33 “Poslieizbora”, NL, No. 73.,27 September 1884.

34 “Moralna pobjeda”, NL, No. 72,23 September 1884.
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oportunistickoj politici naspram becke sredisnji-
ce. Citav je niz razloga koji su pravastvo ¢inili pri-
jemcivim politickim rjeSenjem hrvatskog pitanjau
Dalmaciji, a povezani su s procesima modernizacije
odnosno teSkog politickog, drustvenog i gospo-
darskog stanja, dualistickog sustava Monarhije,
nemogucnosti sjedinjenja s Banskom Hrvatskom i
daljnjim pohrvadivanjem javnog Zivota pokrajine.
S druge strane, vijesti iz Banske Hrvatske koje su
se prenosile u zadarskom novinstvu, ali i ostalim
kanalima komunikacije, raspirivali su pravastvo
u Dalmaciji posebno medu studentima i mladim
generacijama. Lik i djelo Starcevica, koji je ve¢ uzi-
vao mitski status za vrijeme izbora 1884. medu
stanovniStvom, nesumnjivo su utjecali na razvoj
hrvatske misli neovisno o hrvatskim varijantama
stranacke pripadnosti. Pavlinovi¢ i Starcevic¢ su se
razilazili prema mnogim znacajnim temama, ali
obojica su se pozivali na hrvatsko drzavno pravo.

Uz ponekog intelektualca i trgovca, skupina veci-
nom klerika okupljena oko don Ive Prodanai glasila
Katolicka Dalmacija bila je jezgra pocetnog pra-
vaskog djelovanja. Oni su vrlo jasno davali potpo-
ru Stranci prava iako su bili bliZi Pavlinovi¢evom
klerikalnom i okviraskom pristupu. Iz pisanja
Narodnog lista za vrijeme izbora 1884. godine za
Hrvatski sabor u sklopu postizanja rjeSenja hrvat-
skog pitanja moze se iSCitati potpora Neodvisnoj
narodnoj stranci i Stranci prava nasuprot ,,mada-
ronima“ Khuen-Hédervaryja kao zajednicki visi cil].
Formalno, pravastvo ¢e se u Dalmaciji stranacki
oblikovati nekoliko godina kasnije, a 1896. godi-
ne NL ce vec vrlo jasno braniti hrvatsko drzavno
pravo i samog Starcevi¢a u nekrologu. Osim toga,
prenosi se pismo Eugena Kvaternika iz 1870. godine
Kazimiru Ljubicu, kako bi se ukazalo na suglasnost
s Pavlinovi¢em ,skoro posvema, ali bar u bitnim*
vaznim nacionalnim pitanjima.
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time, but only for a time! When oppressed, it re-
bounds even more! Let the Magyars and the
Germans in Austria take heed: Croatia is advancing
ever more rapidly toward achieving its just ideals.
Through the intense struggles of its current politi-
cal battles, itis preparing on its own soil to take the
place it is meant to occupy due to its cultural and
social strengths and the important mission it is
destined to fulfill toward the Balkans.”®

Conclusion

In conclusion, the Party of Rights emerged in
Dalmatia in the early 1880s among a younger gen-
eration that had matured during the ideological cur-
rents shaped under the leadership of Pavlinovi¢ and
Klai¢ within the People’s Party, at atime when it was
constrained by an opportunistic policy toward the
political centerin Vienna. Various factors presented
the Party of Rights as an appealing political solu-
tion to the Croatian question in Dalmatia, linked to
processes of modernization, or rather to the diffi-
cult political, social, and economic conditions, the
dualist structure of the Monarchy, the impossibility
of unification with Civil Croatia and Slavonia, and
the continued Croatization of public life in the prov-
ince. At the same time, news from Civil Croatia and
Slavonia, conveyed through the Zadar press and
other communication channels, further encouraged
the spread of the Party of Rights’ underlying ideasin

35 Ibid.
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Dalmatia, particularly among students and younger
generations. The figure and work of Ante Starcevi¢,
who had already attained a mythical status among
the population by the 1884 elections, undoubtedly
influenced the development of Croatian political
thought, regardless of party affiliation. Pavlinovi¢
and Starcevic differed on many important issues,
yet both asserted Croatian state right. Alongside
some intellectuals and merchants, a group com-
posed largely of clergy, gathered around Don Ivo
Prodan and the newspaper Katolicka Dalmacija, was
the core of early activities attributed to the ideas
of the Party of Rights. They offered firm support to
the Party of Rights, although remaining closer to
Pavlinovic’s clerical and pro-monarchical approach.
The reporting of Narodhni list during the 1884 elec-
tions for the Croatian Diet helps to discern support
for both the Independent People’s Party and the
Party of Rights, in opposition to Khuen-Hédervary’s
“Magyarones,” as part of a common higher objec-
tive. Formally, the Party of Rights in Dalmatia would
take on a structured party form several years later,
while by 1896 Narodni list was already clearly de-
fending Croatian state right and Starcevi¢ himselfin
its obituary notice. In addition, a letter from Eugen
Kvaternik from 1870 to Kazimir Ljubic is reproduced
to demonstrate his agreement with Pavlinovi¢ “al-
most entirely, or at least on essential” and impor-
tant national issues.
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