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Abstract. In Serbia, after the end of World War II, from 1944 to 1953, tens of thousands of
citizens were executed by the secret police without the victims having the right to a defense,
and the victimization of their families was such that they were forbidden to defend the vic-
tims. The methods of execution varied, from killing victims in their homes and yards to taking
family members to unknown locations, where they were then executed without a trial—often
without the family being informed of where they were killed and buried. During this period,
one percent (1%) of the population of Serbia was executed. The bloody history of tens of
thousands of victims without the right to a judicial process, without the right for their families
to defend them or seek protection for the executed, is deeply rooted in the consciousness of
the citizens of Serbia. This situation has created a culture of fear and silence, where these
topics are often not discussed, and those who survived faced additional stigmatization. Given
that these victims were left without the right to defense, it is important to recognize and
investigate how this historical injustice has shaped the collective consciousness and identity
of contemporary Serbian society. Additionally, it is necessary to work on the rehabilitation
and recognition of these victims, as well as to provide support to their families, in order to
enable confrontation with the past and the construction of a more just society. In this sense,
this topic requires not only academic analysis but also social dialogue that will contribute
to understanding and reconciliation, as well as strengthening human rights and justice in
contemporary Serbia.
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AHHoTauus. B Cep6un rmociie okoOHUaHMsI BTopoit MupoBoit BOiiHbI, ¢ 1944 110 1953 rof, mecsaTku
TBICSTY TPaskIaH ObUIY Ka3HEeHbI TaifHO monuiMeii 6e3 ImpaBa Ha 3alIuTy, a MX CEMbU OABEP-
TaIMCh TAKMM TIPeC/IeAOBAHNSIM, UYTO MM ObIJIO 3aIIpellleHo 3aMNIIATh CBOUX OMM3KMX. MeTombl
Ka3HM GbUTM Pa3HOOOPA3HBI: OT YOUICTBA KEPTB B UX IOMax U ABOPAX 0 IePEBO3KM UJIEHOB
ceMelt B HEM3BECTHbIE MECTa, IIe UX 3aTeM KasHMUIM 6e3 cyfa — 4acTo 6e3 yBeIOMIEHNS CEMbU
0 MeCTe yOMiiCTBA U 3aXOPOHEHNs. 3a ITOT Iepuof, 6bIT Ka3HEH OfVH MPOLeHT (1 %) HaceneHus
Cep6un. KpoBaBasi MCTOPMSI AECSITKOB THICSY KEPTB, IMIIIEHHBIX ITpaBa Ha CyaeOHbIi Ipo1iecc,
6e3 mpaBa MX ceMeil 3aIMIIaTh UX WIIM VICKATh 3allAThI )11 Ka3HEHHBIX, TNTYOOKO YKOPEHMIach
B CO3HaHMM Tpaskaan Cepbumn. ITa CUTyaLys MOPOIMIIA KYJIbTYPY CTpaxa M MOTYaHUS, Te 9TU
TeMBbI YaCTO He 06CY)KIAIOTCS, & BbDKMBIIIME TIOABEPTAIOTCS JOTIOTHUTETbHOM CTUTMAaTU3aIUNA.
VUUTBIBAsSI, YTO ITU SKEPTBBI ObLIM JUIIEHBI TTpaBa Ha 3alIUTY, BaKHO MIPU3HATH U UCCIIENO-
BaTh, Kak 3Ta MCTOPUYECKasT HEeCIIPaBeIIMBOCTb ChOPMIMPOBAJIa KOUIEKTMBHOE CO3HAHME U
MIEHTUYHOCTb COBPEMEHHOTO cep6cKoro ob1ectBa. Kpome Toro, Heo6xoaumMo paboTaTh Hal
peabumTalmeit 1 Ipu3HaHMEeM THX JKePTB, a TAKKE 0Ka3bIBATD ITOAIEPKKY UX CEMbSIM, UTOOBI
06eCIeunTh BO3MOKHOCTD ITPOTUBOCTOSTHMS ITPOIIIJIOMY 1 ITIOCTPOEHMSI 60Jiee CIIpaBeIJIMBOTO
obrrecTBa. B 3TOM cMbIC/Te TaHHas TeMa TpebyeT He TOJMbKO aKaJeMUYecKoro aHaiusa, HO U
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Introduction
In contemporary society, the rights of vic-
tims and their families are often overlooked,
especially in the context of war crimes and
violence. This paper explores the phenome-
non of victimization of the families of victims
in Serbia, focusing on the lack of the right to
defense and posthumous speech. This topic is
particularly significant in light of the histor-
ical circumstances that have shaped Serbian
society, as well as in the context of modern
legal and social norms relating to the rights
of victims.

The motivation and scientific need for
conducting this research [1] on this topic stem
from the long and tragic past of the state of
Serbia [2], when the Communist Party came to
power after the monarchy [3] through revolu-
tionary violence[4], a bloody coup[5] during
and after World War II in 1944[6], in the King-
dom of Serbia led by the king [7]. Following the
establishment of the communist regime, there
was a systematic violation of human rights,
which left deep scars on the collective con-
sciousness of the people. In this context, the
rights of victims were often neglected, and the
families of victims faced additional victimiza-
tion, not only from the loss of loved ones but
also from the inability to express their grief
and seek justice.

According to “research conducted in Ser-
bia after the parliamentary elections in 2000,
when the communist government was defeat-
ed in the elections” [8, p. 1-2], an official doc-
ument was established and presented to the
public stating that the secret police [9], hid-

den within the State Security Service [10] - the
Department for the Protection of the People,
formed in 1944 [11], carried out liquidations
of citizens [12]. These liquidations were car-
ried out without the right to a fair trial, which
further emphasizes the injustice suffered by
the victims and their families. According to
“research by the Institute for Contemporary
History of Serbia, the liquidations were carried
out without the right to a fair trial - more than
59,912 citizens were Kkilled in over 200 mass
graves since 1944, for which identification has
been established” [13, p. 71]. Based on “ex-
cavations of mass graves, the list is still not
final; so far, 70,000 corpses have been found in
common graves of those who thought differ-
ently from the revolutionary authorities [14],
and they were buried in mass graves that were
unmarked and without the families’ right to
know where they were buried” [15, p. 25-26].

This situation further complicates the
process of healing and reconciliation within
society, as the families of victims are left with-
out the opportunity to express their grief and
seek justice. In this sense, exploring the right
to a defense speech and posthumous speech
becomes crucial for understanding the broader
context of victimization of victims’ families in
Serbia, as well as for developing strategies that
would enable the restoration of their rights
and dignity.

Therefore, this paper will focus on ana-
lyzing the legal framework that regulates the
rights of victims, as well as the social and
cultural aspects that shape the perception
and treatment of victims and their families in
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contemporary Serbia. It will also explore the
possibilities for improving the rights of victims
and providing adequate support to families in
the process of healing and reconciliation.

Research Results
Victimization can be defined as the process in
which an individual or group becomes a victim
of a criminal act. In this context, the victim-
ization of the families of victims occurs when
their rights are not recognized or are denied.
According to some research, the families of
victims often face additional traumas arising
from a lack of legal protection and social sup-
port.

In Serbia, the legislative framework re-
garding the rights of victims is established,
but in practice, it often does not function. Vic-
tims and their families do not have adequate
access to justice, and their rights to a defense
are often neglected [83]. This is particularly
true for the families of victims of war crimes,
who face additional obstacles in realizing
their rights. The victimization of the families
of victims manifests through various forms
of emotional and psychological stress. These
families often experience marginalization in
society, and their experiences are frequently
ignored in public discourse [84]. Furthermore,
the lack of the right to a posthumous speech
further complicates their healing process, as
they are denied the opportunity to express
their grief and pain for their loved ones [85].

When considering victimization, it is im-
portant to reflect on the historical perspective
of the application of police powers by the State
Security Agency in Serbia. What do we know at
the very beginning of this introductory opus
through a historical view of the application of
police powers [16] by the State Security Agency
in Serbia [17]? In Serbia, after World War 11,
the security system [18] reached “criminal per-
fection” [19], when a mechanism for liquida-
tions, torture [20], and the production of fear
among citizens [21] was created. This criminal
perfection was framed [22] in an almost Chris-
tian idea of the Department for the Protection
of the People (Department for the Protection
of the People — PPP) - the first security agency

in communist Serbia [23], which was estab-
lished in June 1944 [24]. From that mimicry, a
beast was born, the idea of communism [25],
and the creative hand in the development and
practice bears the handwriting of the secret
police [26; 27]. This criminal practice became
part of everyday life, and the secret police were
a key instrument in preserving power.

This secret police [28] represented the
drawn sword of the revolution [29], the shield
of the revolution [24, p. 5], the most combat-
ive organ for preserving the achievements
of communism [30]. Immediately after its
creation, it was methodologically organized
[31] according to the model of “guided from a
single center and organizationally set up for
the entire Serbia” [13, p. 87]. Its orientation
towards the use of violence [32] was not a re-
sult of excess or a state of emergency [33, p. 6],
but rather part of a detailed plan transformed
into a permanent, total, and perfect repressive
system [34] managed by the ubiquitous secret
police [35] based on police powers [36]. [t was
the backbone of the repressive apparatus [37].
The goal was to establish a dictatorship [38]
of one ideology and one party [39]. The secret
police within the State Security Service [40]
consisted of people [41] from various social
strata, proven communists [39]. They under-
went training and were prepared for the future
task of terrorizing and liquidating dissenters
of communist thought [42] and the system of
power [43]. They were “required to be conspir-
atorial-minded and to carry out orders without
too much thinking”.

The slogan was: “Whoever cannot Kkill
a citizen who thinks differently from a com-
munist cannot be a true communist and em-
ployed in the secret police” [44, p. 92]. Another
slogan was even more specific and monstrous:
“Enter straight - you will not leave healthy;
enter as an enemy of communism - you will
not leave alive[39 ¢ 56].” “Liquidations were
carried out according to a pre-prepared and
well-thought-out plan” [45, p. 59]. “Directives
from the top leadership of the Secret Security
Agency were precise; the utmost secrecy and
uncompromising confrontation were required”
[46, p. 88] with citizens who thought differ-
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ently from the ruling party [47]. One of the
most important methods learned during the
training of personnel was concealment[48],
which was carried out through the commis-
sioners of the secret police[49]. “In every part
of civic life, there was an agent of the secret
police. One operational document, as noted
by a researcher of the secret police, states: ‘It
should be kept in mind that agents must not
know each other; shootings must be carried
out in the utmost secrecy, so that no one must
know. Keep this in mind, because if you do
not adhere to this, you will bear full personal
responsibility’ [50, p. 85]. The state of Serbia
has clearly defined obligations[51], which
is undoubtedly established by the fact that
during and after the liberation of Belgrade and
all of Serbia[52], in the wave of mass liquida-
tions by the secret police of class enemies of
the revolution[53], ‘tens of thousands of cit-
izens: professors, teachers, students, pupils,
peasants, craftsmen, workers, traders, priests,
painters, actors, journalists, government offi-
cials, former officers and gendarmes, were shot
in peace, their property confiscated, and hun-
dreds of thousands of their family members
deprived of the most basic civil and human
rights long after that, many of them perma-
nently” [13, p. 94].

The method of liquidation of Serbian cit-
izens: Immediately after the Second World
War, starting in 1944, the secret police within
the State Security Service [54] began to ap-
ply two methods of liquidation of citizens for
non-compliance with legal procedures [55].
The first method was arresting citizens, tortur-
ing them, and after several days of terror, the
agents took them to unknown places and lig-
uidated them there [13]. Another method was
to take several citizens in groups to unknown
places, where they were shot at the same time
[9]. Citizens “were subjected to various forms
of torture, agony and torture by agents of the
secret police, cruelties such as breaking nails,
hanging by the genitals, mutilation, beatings.
After arrest, a short stay in places unknown to
the family, usually only a few days or weeks
where they were interrogated, citizens were
tied with telephone wire and usually in only

their underwear taken in groups of 15 to 30 to
the places of execution. cases of liquidation of
the wounded that exist directly from hospi-
tals taken to be shot” [56, p. 78]. As the Doctor
points out, “it was done due to intimidation
and additional shame not only of those liq-
uidated, but also of their families” [56, p. 29].
The system operated according to the salami
technique method, where anyone who had any
contact with party opponents [57] was linked
to them and arrested [39; 86]. In the second
half of the twentieth century in Serbia, this
secret police began to hire criminal groups to
carry out dirty work, first abroad, and then,
especially in the nineties, in the country in
the fight against communist dissidents, where
prominent citizens were kidnapped and then
liquidated [58]. According to the author’s
findings [59] “Only in the period from 1948
to 1956, about 56,000 citizens were arrested,
about 32,000 went through remand prisons,
and more than 16,500 went through the Mer-
mer camp” [59, p. 82].

The same author finds (2011) that “two-
thirds of the citizens were not there based on
a court verdict, but based on an administrative
decision of the party, which was implemented
by the secret police, who sent them to forced
educational work in the Mermer camp”[44,
p. 19]. About all these executions and tor-
tures, the secret police carefully kept records
of those killed and interrogated, so that they
could later follow their family members and
descendants, they did the same as the com-
munist secret police services of Central and
Eastern Europe kept detailed records not only
of their victims but also of all other individu-
als [60]. The executioners were from different
social strata: “a large number of one hundred
and twenty-eight priests of the Serbian Or-
thodox Church, seven thousand industrialists,
merchants and artisans, a large number of ac-
tors, professors, lawyers, judges, intellectuals
of various occupations, while at the same time
their entire property was confiscated, and their
descendants were thrown out into the street”
[61, p. 14]. There are many examples of shoot-
ing of minors, students, and the most cruel is
the arrest of several people born in 1933 and
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even in 1935, who were children at the time of
the shooting in 1945 — they were not fourteen
years old [15, p. 29].

Constitution: Rights of citizens in Serbia
Analyzing the provisions of the Constitution
of the Republic of Serbia [62], the findings
show that “Article 19 prescribes the purpose
of the constitutional guarantee, which guar-
antees the inalienability of human rights [63]
the preservation of human dignity and the full
freedom and equality of every individual in a
fair, open and democratic society [64], based
on the principle of the rule of law, and that
the achieved level of human rights cannot be
reduced [65]. Furthermore, the provisions of
Article 24 of the same Constitution guarantee
and guarantee the right to human life, which
is inviolable, also, the protection of the rights
of persons deprived of liberty, the manner of
treatment of persons deprived of liberty, as
well as protection against torture, inhuman or
degrading treatment and punishment [89] and
that there is no death penalty in the Republic
of Serbia [66] are also emphasized. Constitu-
tional provisions also guarantee physical and
psychological integrity which is inviolable
[67] where it is prescribed that no one may be
subjected to torture, inhuman or degrading
treatment or punishment” [68].

In addition to the fact that Article 27 of
the Constitution guarantees the right to free-
dom and security and stipulates that everyone
has the right to personal freedom and secu-
rity [67] the secret police liquidated tens of
thousands of Serbian citizens without trial, as
research results show, without the right of the
liquidated and their families to know where
they were buried” [68]. The Constitution also
prescribes the procedure with a person de-
prived of liberty in Article 28, where the au-
thority undertakes to inform him of his rights
in a language he understands, to inform him of
the reasons for which he was deprived liberty,
that he has the right to inform the person of
his choice about his deprivation of liberty”[68].

The findings of the research show that
the secret police did not respect any consti-
tutional provision that “prohibits the torture

of arrested citizens, nor does it respect the
rights related to the treatment of a person
deprived of liberty, where it is prescribed that
the actions of the authorities must be humane
and respect the dignity of the arrested citizen
[87]. A person deprived of liberty by a state
authority must be informed immediately, in
a language he understands, of the reasons for
the deprivation of liberty, of the accusation
against him, as well as of his rights and has the
right to be informed without delay A person
who is deprived of his liberty has the right to
initiate a procedure in which the court will
decide on the legality of his detention and
to order his release. A person deprived of his
liberty must be treated humanely and with
respect for his dignity. Extortion of testimony
is prohibited [68].

From the previous findings proposed in
the paper, it can be seen that the secret police
acted in their actions by exercising their pow-
ers contrary to the Constitution, because their
interpretation of the right to security threat-
ens the security of every citizen. The activities
of the Secret Security Service do not show that
they will respect the constitution, the dura-
tion throughout history shows that they act
contrary to the Constitution, the agency does
not understand that a country is only as safe
as each of its citizens.

For what values can the Secret Security
Service commit its resources paid by citizens?
In the Constitution of Serbia, “those values
that can be called universal are: freedom, in-
dependence, peace, security, democracy, the
rule of law and many other rights. The Con-
stitution allows that only the stated values
can be protected. The Constitution does not
recognize the liquidation of citizens or the
punishment of citizens without judicial pro-
ceedings. Contrary to what is prescribed in the
Constitution, it can be determined from the
findings that the Security Agency determines
the extent of security at its own discretion and
to whom it will be provided” [68].

When one finally reads the acquired in-
sights into the historical characteristics of
the Secret Security Service in disregarding
the Constitution of the country in which it
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was founded and exercises its powers, sev-
eral findings are made: it is a crime that the
agency has been committing for decades; the
acquired power allows them to interpret and
apply the word and spirit of the Constitution,
whenever they need it, situationally and/or
arbitrarily, and the government gives them
cover in advance for various, even criminal,
security moves and undertakings.

Finally, when looking at the historical
characteristics of the activities of the secret
service, one comes to the conclusion that it
is a long-term crime against human rights.
This agency, using its power, interprets and
applies the Constitution in a way that suits
them, often contrary to its spirit and letter.
Citizens are aware of these problems, which is
confirmed by the results of a survey in which
98.2% of respondents expressed the need to
conduct investigative procedures against pre-
vious criminal activities of the secret service
(Survey) [69]. This high percentage of support
indicates a general concern and desire for jus-
tice and accountability, which is key to build-
ing a democratic and just society.

In the light of these findings, it is neces-
sary to review the operation of the secret ser-
vice and establish transparency and respon-
sibility in its work, in order to protect human
rights and ensure the safety of all citizens of
the Republic of Serbia.

Analysis and discussion
If there is at least one civilizational univer-
sal of the human race, then it is certainly the
search for knowledge. The results of the re-
search show that the secret police, which was
hidden as a formation unit within the Secret
Security Service, using police powers to arrest
and detain citizens, liquidated 1% of the total
population of Serbia, about 7,000,000: [70] in
the period from 1944 to the middle of the sixth
decade of the last century, without the right to
a trial [71]. At the same time, it is not clear at
first glance why there is a need for knowledge
in this area of scientific and social life [72]?
This need is immanently woven into human
nature [73], and this work is the product of the
need of the scientific, professional, lay and civ-

il public [74] not only in Serbia [75] but also in
the world, to more successfully and efficiently
improve the world around them in security
[76] civil, legal and every other aspect of the
rights of man and citizen [77], with the right to
freedom of opinion [78], to a different opinion,
the right to speak and the right [79], to just
trial [80], which the security-legal system [81]
of the state must provide. The responsibility
of states to help victims in the European le-
gal space stems primarily from the European
Convention on Human Rights (ECHR), taking
into account the positive obligation of mem-
ber states to ensure the effective implemen-
tation of the rights and freedoms it regulates.
There are no specific provisions in the ECHR
dealing with the rights of victims, however, the
European Court of Human Rights has created
significant practice that has strengthened the
position of the victim guaranteed by the acts
of the Council of Europe.

In front of the stated scope of victimiza-
tion, victims who were liquidated without the
right to a trial, without the right to a word of
defense, and the right of the victim to know
where they are buried, is a question before
which the political, legal and civil democratic
public must not remain closed eyes and ears,
and even less — none [82]. This is because
blindly agreeing with what has been done, in
the future it always acquires not only sporadic
and occasional but also long-lasting surprising
proportions, which are always harmful: first,
it must be pointed out here that this approach
can deceive us into thinking that it is a legal
shoal in the river of society; secondly, we must
admit that there are many eddies in it that
are not visible at first glance on the surface
and that research recognizes, and are very ca-
pable of dragging the social community and
every citizen to the bottom every time they
are given the opportunity to do so; thirdly,
Serbia’s approach deviates from democratic
values; fourth, tens of thousands of citizens
were liquidated without the right to court
proceedings, without the right to speak, with
victimization of families without the right to
defend the victims.
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Conclusion
Victims without the right to defend
themselves and the victimization of victims’
families without the right to a posthumous
speech represent a serious problem in Serbia.
It is necessary to improve the legislative
framework and allow the victims’ families to
have their voices heard. Only in this way can
we enable the process of healing and justice
for all victims.

This article offers a periodization and
analysis of the repression of the secret police
formed within Serbia, rescuing from oblivion
its crimes, denied and hushed up for decades,
and restoring the dignity of thousands of in-
nocent citizens of Serbia, liquidated by that
state agency.

Moreover, the findings from the research
material in the paper indicate that Serbia
should accept the values of democratic states,
that the Secret Security Service cannot exer-
cise police powers.

Hiding the secret police in the Secret Se-
curity Services is not a common practice in the
democratic countries of the world, as it was
applied in Serbia in the 20th century.

The research presented in the article, in
addition to scientific knowledge and materials,
can be a historical monument to the citizens
of Serbia and the state of Serbia, who were in
the clutches of the most brutal repression of
its secret police in the 20th century, a monu-

ment to victims without the right to defend
themselves and the victimization of their fam-
ilies without the right to defend their family
members and know where they were liquidat-
ed and buried.

States should enact a legal act by which
the right of victims to submit a property
claim in civil-law matters does not become
statute-barred, for example, compensation for
damages-restitution of property, lost profits,
rehabilitation; that all records and files that
have been built on the person who was liqui-
dated in the above manner be delivered to the
family members before destruction, and then
destroyed by the commission, and the record
of destruction delivered to the family mem-
bers - the Commission would be obliged to in-
form the family members about the existence
of the file; that before the destruction of the
file, copies of the file on the family members
of the liquidated victim about the measures
that the secret service implemented against
them should be submitted - the Commission
would be obliged to inform the family mem-
bers about the existence of the file - that after
the decision of the family members to take
over a copy of the file, all documents created
by applying the methods of the secret service
about the liquidated victim’s family would be
destroyed, for which a written confirmation
and a record of the commission’s destruction
would be issued.
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