Approved For Rllease 2005{08[17 CIA-RDP80-00809A000500440307-0 i

1 B
P
|

25X1 |
| c".?ON%'IDEN‘I‘IAL

P i

|
| CENTRAL ‘INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
\
|

INF ORMATION REPORT 25X1
|

COUNTRY Yugoslavia |
SUBJECT Collective Tm in Mace\;dor&ia, Yugoslavia
| 25x1i
f : i DATE DISTR. SAPR SF
' , NO. OF PAGES - 1k
'.'Z.f:f."'l:".’.:':':' ot T:.'l::.l.'...':f'éf":.l:' NO. OF ENCLS.
E LATION 07 178 CONTENYS w} o .m.nn an uRAUTHERLIEO renton 19
| SUPP. TO
25X1 THIS IS UNE\‘IALUATED INF‘ORLEMTION REPORT NO.
E
|
i
|
|
|
| . [I_’age No. Table ofi Contents
E 2-3 Historical Data ‘ 1
E“ 3-4 Crea.t!ion of Autojncmtoua People's Republic of Macedonia
: i L Eatab‘lishment ofl Coiopera.tives
;1 | 5 Struclture and Fu;zxét?nlons of Cooperatives
K ! 5-6 GenerJ‘nl Agricultlwai:l. Cooperatives
\‘ 6-7 Pea.sa‘nt Work Cooiperje.tives (PuC)
7-8 Conditions Affecjtiné the Development of Cooperatives
8-9 Macedonia's Poai}'tioin in Yugoslavis
i 9 Membership in Colopeﬁratives in Macedonia
L 9-10 Agricultural Strfuctfuz-e of Macedonia in 1948
[ 10 Numher of Cooperjmij’ve Holdings, 1949, 1950, 1951
'E 11 Land \Holdings an‘d (:ialtivation in Macedonia, 1949-1951
: RN Organizaticn of Ty;sical Macedonian Cooperative -
;s 11..2 @ Buildings ! ’
E | CONFIDENTIAL | 25x1
E EE LAST PROE FOR SIURECT §= AREA CODES
i [orstriourion ap [sTaTE | arur [ [ wavy | ;] {arx R [ Torg EV] ! [
-
| "




- T BT

| | _
Appr%)ved For Release 2005/08/17 : CIA-RI%FégEi00809A000500440307-0
‘ i

-,to::z-'wmaum.| | 25X1

p Page No . Table of Contents (zont'd) |
. | ! '
Village Patterns

i

1

|

|

Peasant Reslistance to Cooperatives |
‘ ‘

i3

13 | Governmenjtal Reccgnition of' Peasant Dissatisfaction

13 Reorga.niz%tion of November, 1951 :
13-14 | 1953 Decrejea Affecting Cooperatives |
1 Future Role of Cooperatives in Yugoslavia/

|
HlstoricLl Deta | i
| | :

1., The People's Republic of Macedonia was formed as one of the autonomous repubficn

of Yugoslavia in 1945, at the end of World War II| The formation of this X

Republic| inaugurated a new phase in what has been |an old question -~ the

"Question of Macsdonia," Macedonia 1s the neme given to the general area that

lies north of the Aegeun Sea, west of the Struma }siver, south of the Shar ‘

Planina,

and east of Lake Ohrid in the countries of Yugoslavia, Greecs and

Bulgarie.i. \

2. Bince thje time of Alexander of Macedon, this ares has baen an area of contention
because through it pesc same of *the major pasoagevays of the Balkabr, The |
Morava-Vardar Corridor i the connecting link betvaen the Danube vallsy at |
Belgrade |and the old town of Salonikxa on the Aegsan Sea. During ancient times’
the east-wast route that led from Durazzo on the Adriatic coast of present day
Albania and acrost Lake Ohrid and the Macedonian p‘lains to Selonike and ‘
eastward \to Istanbul and the Black Sea was the major land route of the Romans H
the famous Via Ignatia., It mus® be atressed that the function cof a major ‘
pacsageway has been even more scosantuated in moderp times because the roads arjd
railroad both follow the same paths of the ancients, paths which are made
urbitrary" land arteriesibecause ther are the easieFt routes through the
numerous imomtains that dominate the Balxarn landscape.

3. During thTe long thousande of years of use of these|natural arteries, many
foreign groups have mvgderi anj crossed the area. |The land has seen the :
Aslatic hforsemcn ot Atiille the Ihn, her felt the fread of the spear-carrying |
Roman legions, hes hLeard the Mohumiedar battle cries of the Turbaned Tucks LY
well as the rumble of Ifalian and Gorman tanks and|of Allied planes flying
overkead.| Each of these groups has had some effec, on the ares, in that over .
the cours;e of centuries j& tranvitional ethnic group slowly came into being.
Racially th's grour weasia mixture of native tribes‘and of the various racial
groups thec had marauded locally . thut had maintained control over long
periods of time as had the Byountinee ond the Tur}:q, each of whom hed hegemony:
over Maceq‘ionia for Gver i thousaud yeers and five hundred yeurs respectively.

b, Ethnica.’,,l‘y, the Mucedoiitie wdopied o dudount Slavie culture, sreaking and
writing zLQdialecr vivich vae closesl o Bulgarian but alsc incorporated many
Serblan vords. [For exampic, the nominstive "I ig \”A_s“ which is the Bulgarinan;
nominative, while the Serb: use the nominative "Ju'}. But as far es many words:
are concezj'ned, Serbiur roots are used rather then qugwiall. It must also be .
noted that many of the Maucedonians underatood and spoke Greek, the 3lavic
Cyrillic alphabet itself being o derivatlve vrow the basic Greelk alphabe. by
two monks, Cyril and Methodius o1 the Athos Peninsuls near SBalonika. fThe
derivation of the Cyrillic ulphabet wau in fact a political development
because tﬁrougk. it Syr1) =nd Methcdiuc had espirations of creating and
reviving a strong Bulgarian empire, such as the previous empires of the
Middle Ages. |
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ethnic cherasteristiss ~f ithe Ma: orisns smvodied Duigarisn, Greek and Yugoslav
traits, the three Balkan countries of Busgaria, Greece and Yugoslavia have
fought for coutrol ¢f Macsdonim for the past IR3 nundred yaars. This battle
hes produced a tremendiius flovd ~f 1nflawentary Topagends wherein individual
claims sre Justifiad on linguiatic, susidd, vs:1al, religicus sod econamic
grounds. The argaments have contimizd nol oniy s& infinitim but even ad
npugeum &s well. Sut the projagania w3 but psrs <F the real batile that vas
veing waged beth within the sres and oulsids of 1+, ranging ac far avay &as

—wertionary Jrganizstion, the

Geneva and Paris. The Fulgariang organiied wn ins
IMRO, thet murdered ani pillagad all who Y= deny that ths Macedonlans ware
Bulgsrians who wanted nothing betwar than 12 e incinded in Bulgarie. In their
turn, the Graaks and Yugoslavs alwc corented as much disturbance as they couwld
not only againgt the Tulgerians mub sleC sgsincs tach other. Any voice thet
really wanted an spdspendant Mascedonis for the Hacedonisns wvac 2002 loat in
the clamor &nd treachery of the meuny ~ortostants Fupported Yy ferelgn fundsa .

The division of Macedonis AmOng Qreece, Dulgaria asd Tugoaslavia following the
Balken Wars of 1512-1913 did mot sett 1a ~he -onSreversy, Gelause each kept
fnci+ing troutls in the cther sresa snd making conatant claima for 1ncorporavion
of the wnols srea within its sountry. orasce got ths Asrgean talf of Macedonla
with the most imprisnt Asgesn port wr Sajont.s. Dulgscim gou the Struma valley
and Yugoslavia go. the sr=s T1oa +he Vardar® vallsy &> the shores of lake Chrid
and ths Drin River. : )

Pach country began a Trograz ol Natigns Lization™ of the people iz 1ts section of
Macedonia, The Greeks prafuinitel the uas of +ns Macedoninn language even in the
homes. In 1983, the three cjunhvids evVEn arranged sn axchange of poralation
wheredy -1adividusls coeld wle~t Ln lmave ieeze  or Palgaria or Yugoslaevia
and vice verssa. Iub eveun though edne 20Q tpaurant Mazeadonlans elected to atay
in Greecs and %o wecaas Grech citigang, vetiber Yugoslavie nor Sulgaria has
relinguishad <lsims thesa pacple ax Irvedeniis?t groups. Thus *he averall
stroggle rfor Maszdenis aontlamss in the o pai.evaL paltern of the past two
centuries,

Creation of the Axtoramoud People's Repubiic 2 Macedonis in Yugoslavia

This historical, dergriani af the steiggle ovar Macedonia ¢2 Tindamantal %o any
understaniing of thr sreation =f an sutonomeas Peopla‘s Reputlic of Macedonise
as one of the fajeraisl raprrites of Yugralavis, Tri-ing World War II, Macedcnia
was one of the msjar areas of gusrrilia wariars it the Balkens because the
ruggead mountains and 1ask of raady commanloationa made 1t aiffiexdt tor Axis
forces tO isnlahe ani TERUCS. EAeTT 2-ne (ightars. Yougoslav Macedonie wes under
the military contrei off Twlgsris. Weh inasasd of aiding the Bulgarian trcops,
mopt of the Macedoniunz iuv Tagrslar Macelonis it them as savagely &8 they
fought the Germsasns. '

The situation was additinrnaily complioatsd ny thae fact tha® Yagoslavia was in
patuality wndergoing & s2yil wmy in siiivion Yo Wwslug ocenpied by Axds forces.
Mihailovich's Chetrixs, TLoots Parhionne wnt quisilng leaders °n Lyoatis and
Serbia wers among Yhwe ieading intesnal Y seldenuTs. Farther confuaion was
crested by the introiintisn 20 Commsnd s> ldews Wy TILO's partisans in Tugosiaviae
and by Communist lesderz o Balgurla.

Seemingly one 2f the cariiest drewms of the Cammianlsts wag to create an

autonomous Musedsnie i & larged Balisn Felcration. Tals scheme wag openly
aiscussed in 1945 by Tito and tre Fulgarisn Oommunist Georgl Dimitrov, who was
gt that time the leadsr of Balgaria. By xiling togsther on ths subject of
Mecedonie, the lesders noped LT heve s vagher wedge il appealing to the Macedonians
in Greek Maceoconis 4o loir the other we cwpments into 2 anitad Macedonia. The
gucceseful complebion of thia Tlon woald have vemalted an apiitiing Greece 11:50

two separatoil VRt whick weerld hevs mwed severs ailitery Atfficulties in the
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&zm1vi®y then taking pilace in
¢ven voiced approval of uniting
" Mexzdonie in Yugos.evia. This
position of Bulgaria that the only
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defence of tne
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wes an eyt"vm~ revers

solution te Ma. ic wnite the other sections of Macedonia
to Bu,g;**a is iz a2f the fac* thet politicel exigencies, in
this case the ploss ti Commurist governmente of Tito and Dimitrov,
detzrmine the £+ nd 1 h; t1k~n on the MaeeéonAun question at any given time.
And when ths Ypgoslev Cqmnu.i;,f severed -onnzctions with Moscow, Bulgarian

offiziels and he r;.garia pr=zs =nd radic rinewed the traditional cry that the
Yugoslevs were| suppredsing tho Mo-edontans and trat Yugoslev Macedonie should be
annex=d to Bulgaris
But ty *his TLLP thers et Tiho s deliberate reccgnition of
the M&"°1~On¢ﬂ.n‘r as a , "‘: first %ime thet th:s bad happeneé
officially in Tugsslavis -- Aster pelitical stroke tecause Macedonian
patrintism anc 1ndnpe:n~ i 193 to the "Peopleis Republic' of Macedonia
establisned Ty |[the Coumanl propegandized e having sutonomy equal to the
other people's [repanlip 'i&vxa. And nct only were the Macedonians
recognized as @£, it 2ls0o an intensive effort was made to
foster and rav and customs.  Schools taught the Macedonian
languag: from rle rmionien grammars Maredoniar became one of the
offizial langasges fmrwcffirénl Jocaments.  Nevspopers in Macedonia were

started in Skeplie, which vms 14517 revamcd SkopJje to conform with the
‘Macedonian dialect. Mb~zizniarn 011/:‘were stagad ir Macedonia and in other
parts of Yugos silavis a:lwe ioniarn dancing groups were formed to tour the
country and Haﬂeuoniunlsgng: 1ntraduced over the radic. All of this was
instrumental in estab](shing the Macedonians ae &n integral Yugoelav ethnis
group. It should nlsa}be shressed —hat pomewhet the 3aume treatment, but to
& -much lesser degre was applled “o the Alhanian:z wvho are concertrated in
noithwestern Ma%edoniu ard in the o:*lerizg politi:al unite of Kossovo-
‘Metohija and CrFa Gora | (Montenzgra). i

Esteblisiment o% Cozpryatives in Macedonia
T I

The formeticn o‘ lozal |zaoperatives in Mazeldenile was underioaken by Yugoslav
officials and vy loesl |pengan®, groupc and orgenizations in 1945 soon after the
surrender of tht Axis forcas. This wms part of the same genersl trend taking
place throuthuL other [parts o1 Ywors lavis nt that Time. Commurist ideas ot
collect iviza*WO{ hie. L ¢ Ty 1n the last years cf the war and
the Partisan, ok 1 ke contrazzts betwean yvhet they termed
the past and thf "Dyt : "Tatire" o be based on the ideas of cooperative
ownership and p%oductic“, " netilonallzation of industry ané communications,
as well as genefal over-all pilarrang and coordinetior by the central government.
Tt must be recognized that many o7 toe pesasani: were fally ir sympsathy with the
coonerative mOuwment ad that time and that thelr 1nitial enthusieam contributed
to the rash of "emoperation" which te ran rlace on all sides. It must be
notzd that the TuEODlu/ Comnuanist s avadded ras word "collestlvs" and instead
spoke of ”coope%atjves."

P

Trdeed the ides|of noopkratJvcf das Lo a8t L new o the Yugor'wve, In the
1879's a strong temporory moverpnt toward ! 1al:s¢" cooperativ..: had taken
Place In Slovénia sred Serbis bal nad Awiniled out alier poor ini- L1l success.
Just before World Wor 7| anoth:r movament +tar+ed and spread through Croatia
and Bosnia o tie Adriabic coas® Skortly after the Mrst World War, a few
vere started in 1918 Jn‘Montanuﬂr- end Meredonia. In 1939 the offizial number
of cocperatives [in all Pf Yugoslavie was 11,300, most of which were actually
credit institutions. Dpri“g Vorii War. IT most of the oooperatives ware subject
to severe restrietions rnd actoriing o offfcial Yugoslav statishics only some
5,140 were left when the war enied in 19%<

Under the impetids of di{ec’r governmental orgapization ard ecorvmic subsidization,
the number cf Yugoslav cooperatives rose t5 a total of 16 thousand in 1951, the
peak year of cooperatva develomment .

25X1

(JWWTDENPTRJ

i
|
|




——
Approved For Release 2005/08/17 : CIA-RDP80-00809A00

16.

7.

18,

19.

2z2.

25X1

Struassturs spné Fanztions of Govperetives

The zoapzratives of Mscedonia arce organizeld along the same lines Aas the
corperatives in other areus of ¥Yugeslavia. All of tham sre adminlstered by the
Central Cocperative Federsiion waleh 1: Jividal into tvelve commisaions. BEach
repudlic heg a cantral cocperarive fedwra®ion group and suchn groups are
organized at all administrative distriet Zewvals. Through 1te representatives,
the Federation is in oconetan touch with a&ll iadividual codperatives anyvwhere
in the country.

The Federation cudsidtizsx & wile variety of patitcations, of which the leading
two are the "Organ 3f the COF™ and s nawspsper, “Zairuga” (Cooperstive). Local
feleration orgacizationy alss rutlish ragilnal nawspspers, pamphlsts and brochures.

In addidion to swpplying 2irethion ana indormacion for Lt econcmic activities,
the federation organizes & winls host »f "2 tural” activities, ranging from
sports, drams groeaps snd ~hoirs, <o liYrarisa, rsdic programe and even movies.
Many of *hege atlivities wre ss>rizd 26 in the locml cooparative headquarters,
whicrh thas Yacomes *he saltaral sonter of the villsge a5 vall. This glves the
fedaratisn »1 powarful medis 27 ma<e cxmuniostion. particulariy to the younger
groups «

The cooperativas are ovgunized ints four nagor +ypes: (1) Agviculturel
Cooparanives; () Ar.uissae! Cooperative 3 {3) trban Workar:' ard Exployess
Cooparssivas) and (L) Special Codperstivers, Weara 4he antire cooperative la
opgandiad for  apsaifis pecdein, ook as flahiing, einldultwes, daixy production
or varal slestrifizstlon, Masher snan £0r ganerel sgrizulvare duch as o the
Agrizmitural Cospurstiver.

The Agrisaltural and Spaslal typea >F Tovptwvai{res are ty far the most
pravalent in Mscrdonis, il Chis 1a what wouid ba wxpsobed bacause industrial
daveloment in the srea is liwited and 23 of rathar racent origin except for
local mining. The Agriowltiamsl Qiopsratives sre organized along two lines, the
General Agrisulturul Groperstive aszd the Pouzant Wark Cooparative (BWC).

Genaral Agricuitural Cocpacstives

General Siuletives sTa ususlly organiced @ incluade a single village.
Membarship is volunltary and tine mambsrs kesp their lard and other private
propert: . Al uowgbt nmineily the geeeral chsparative is derigred simply to aid
the peasant ik als esondaic prodvction snd aals. in raality the villege
cooperative zoon lake: over all of ths woarxlis affsirs of the village and
beging to sffest dtrscvly whe poliziosl sai =ocial stracture of the villare as
well.

The anormous scope of the goneral covverativa iz porbaps best indicated by en
official decesiptlon =i their goneral funziions: “The principsl task of these
cooperatives i¢ b0 nssist thelr membors 4in jrandticg production, to supply them
with 81l the raquisitss for th: mavagsment of koldings, 40 train peasants in
business manageament and srgaricationsl wathads, thus qualifying them for a
transition to highar fomms sush as ihe poasant work cdoperative-. They mostly
ocour 8 precuremant mnd sales oU-2ps, Tt atisched to the lstter are also
different suxiliary frrme of sativiby, =. g. livestsck and pouliry farms,
aurseries (vines and frus traas). wraeling stetions, processing plants for
agricultural produss and sinilar  /S1:/, Parme . constituts the most importsnt
auxilery foym "

Thus the cooperative handles all agpeius of general sarlcultural production
eltlsr diresily or through indire-t “"auxillesrissz." A genersl cosperative ey
aven own land grani2d Ty ths stste or bovght by the cooperstive, In addilon,
lend may be leased from privats oswners,  The profits are used as funds for ferm
develomsnt, for payment of reatsl, unless the land has besn grented .ree of
charge, and for payment ~f the workers, "sccording te 4he amount of work .
contritated." This lass phress highlights the Comunistic orgenization of the
cooperative, The affect of thls on the village will be desdt with in a later
section.
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In conjunctior with the village cooperative, there are & number of attached
special committees. These cormittees are formed to promote different branches
of egriculture, such =25 livestock preeding, viniculture of forestry. ¥What is
more to the point, they are assigned to procure seeds, fer.ilizers, inseciicides
and veterinarian supplies. This gives them an exceedingly important function to
perforn and makes the members of these committees very important indeed, because
their success in procuring seeds and lertilizers determines the quantity end

quality of the crops to be harvested.

Allied industrial enterprices and artisens' workshops are similarly closely
linked to the general cooperative. They are designed to meet village needs for
manufsctured goods or service commodities that can be produced as w—mu of
agricultural materials or irom locel resources. Such "industrial enterprises”
consist of flour mills, saw mille, brick factories, power stations, quarries,
while examples of "artisans" werkshops would 1aclude blacksmith shopaj, shoe
shops, tailoring estadlishmsnts, and even besget makero. According t‘o official
statistics, at the end of 1950, there were 1,259 industrial enterpriges and
3,b24 artisans' workshops attachzd 1o genemli agricultural cooperativies.

I

The general agricultural cooperatlive 5T the village is the most prevalent type
of cooperative both in Macedonia and in Yugoslavia es & whole. In 1952, in
Yugoslavia there werc 8,000 s.ch coopsratives with a total memberehif) of about
3,500,000 people. In 1950 the rumer was even greater but some were.merged,
others were reorganized into peasan® workers cooperatives (PWC), and |some were

disbanded entirely

The structure, functions snd productisn of the general agricultural éooperativea

were determined in grest pari Yty the governmental system of na.tionalicontrol

from 1945 to 1950 of both commodity prices and of types of commodities to be

produced. In the middle of 1950, commodities were de-controlled, and both

because of rise in price: and actual increase-in production, the value of

general cooperative output increazed 50 per cent in 1950 over vhat it ‘had been

ir 1949, In 1951 an even mors significant change tock place :Lnthlt‘"imtil that \
time all production hai to be turned over to the goverzment, but und.prthm .
govermmental policy otiigatory delivery of all produce was dis'ddntim;#;l’xjcm

for cereals and wool. | P R LA

The general trend ir production has thus correspouded o the mWﬂ
of the country as & whole beca.sc the government has been the greste

Amtion
force in the organizstion eni aiminiztration of the ccoperatives’ mpw
the genmeral coopzratiwii are theoretically controlled and operated only by
members of the cooparative. 1

Peasant Work Cooperatives (PWC) ‘

The Peasant Work Cooperatives: differ from the Gemeral Agricultural. Qoo:perativeu
‘in that in the PWC the peasents give up all their land for use by the cooperative
and retein varying legal interezts in <he land end in other private ‘prqporty

according to the spzcific typs of FWC. There are four distinct tychs of Pounsant
|

Work Cooperatives:

Type 1. Land 1s pooled by peasants whoj retain title to their land, get
rentsl for the land, end are paid for their work.

Type 2. Simllar ¢ the foregoing but dﬁ.ffering from the standpeint that
instoad of getting rent, the land owners receive a return based
upon the price of their land. !

Type 3. GCwners pool their 1and and retain title but do not get any rent
or any interest. Tneir return is only the wages that they get
for tkeir work. |

Type 4. This is the classical Communist type wheirein members relinquish

all title to their land end get paid only according to the number

of work days alloted to them acrording to their npccii’ic tauk.

cormmmwm] | 25X1
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9. In th}e PWC's ramiiiec h&‘f‘e household plots of & maximm of cne hecture of land

30.

31. Follow‘ing 1951, there was |a decrea‘se in the number of PWC's because peasant

32,

33.

3k,

and can own only a limited numberf of farm animals. The PWC's were first
intrcduced into Tugoslavia in 1645 and hed thelr\greq.fc!at success in the
Danubian lovlands of northern Yugoslavia vhere large amounts of land were
accumulated by the government fram holdings of Germans and Bungarians who fled
either voluntarily or wer‘re expell?d from the nrea after the Axis defeat ‘111 1945,
J ! i R |

The growth of this type o cooperative is ratheriix’xt'e‘i‘iéting because it }ahovs
how this type of cooperative was fevored by the govermment both in financial
aid and in supplying new gxechanizéd farm equipment, stich a8 tractors and tractor

rlows, harrows, reapers and threshing machines, either tractor or antmal propelled.

By 1951, in all of Yugoal:s.via 18 per cent of the houssholds ané 22,5 D‘l'; cent of
the agricultural land were listed |as belonging to the PWC's. The following
ta.‘ble‘shovs the increase in total inumbers in the ‘country as a whole: | .-

|

Nunber Number of
Year of PWG's Households Hectares
\ ! W
946 ‘ - hsk 25‘,062 121,518
1947 779 40,590 210,986
1948 1,318 60,158 323,98k
1949 (June 30) 4, 53U 226,087 1,241,065
1951 (June 30) I 6,69 429,784 2,595,472

| |

reaction against them wac |so great{ that some P&{C'b were completely broken up and

the land returned to its original owners as private property. This was

pa.rticplurly true in Macedonia and|in the neighboring area of Crna Gora

(Monte‘negro ). : { ! |
|

Local Conditions Affecting che Development of Cooperatives .in Macedonia
t N I

Macedoiua is one of the poorest aréas of Yugoslnv‘:q;; Doth because of severe

natural conditions and because of the constant dagtawetion of homes, farm
animals- and equimment generation after gendration b rnal
trouble over the Macedonian q_uestic‘[:n. RS

The lond §2 extremely mountainous 80 that areble
flat lands of valley bottoms, to the few upland,’is
424 to(a faw locel platesus. Hardship is croabel @it
by the gharp decline in prgcipitati;on in the valleys in comparison to the heavy
precipitation of bvoth minTemd snovw. on the mountains. The Vardar valley,‘ and
Tetovo, Bito) end Ohrid basing récetive less than ﬁnnty inches of precipitation
ann:unlJ‘.y. The resulting aridity, augmented by the‘ unreliability of precipitation
and the consequent severe droughts ,} necessitates irrigation for suzmer crppa. In
sharp contrast to this pro‘qlem or aridity is the Problem of marshes and swoanpe in
level areas due to poor drq.ina.ge nnd to too rapid run-off of surrace vaters
during rains. This rapid zpm-off is the result of‘ poor vesstation cover due to
forest :destruction, overgrazing by cattle, sheep and goats, and erosion of
topsoil attributable to antiquated farming methods, Poor soils and poor land

use methods have jointly produced a constantly greater deplotion.of the natural
product“ivity of Macelonia, | | ‘
| !

Land uge patterns contributed to this poor use of land. Macedonia was dii‘ectly
under Turkish control until 1912, and was the laot|area of Yugoslavia to be

freed from Ottoman domination. The|Turks had held|Macedonia under a feudal
system bullt around the feudal manor, tne ciflik, owned by Turks but peopled

and farmed by Macedonian peagants who were actually serfs. After the end\of thae
Balkan Wars in 1913, the cifliks were broken up and “he land was either a;.loi:ed
to pcanp,ntn or was retained| as government land. The cifliks had been concentrated
in the areas of greatest acLessibil:l’.ty, areas tha.t{the Turks could control. These
were the lowland areas and were, bence, the best agricultural lands of Macedonia.
The mountains were never conquered by the Turks and for this reason the mountain
ereas were not subject to a\ Teudal éyatem of lana ownership. An even different

type of}la.nd use was practiced by tl;xe sheep and goét herde.s, consisting }
actually of whole far. lies and tribes of migratory Vlachs, who pastured thedr
flocks on the mountains in summer and on the lowlands in wipter. These ncmadic

herdera}uaed to migrate from the mou:.ntains as farurjay as Herzegovina and S‘er'bin
CONFIDENTIAL| | 25X1
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through b’a:edc'\‘m all the wuy Lo Sulonica I'n Greece, and cven southward toward
Athens on the mainlena of ¢rezecss. But the establishment of the tripartite
borders cof Yugo‘slavia, Bulgaris ani Greece in 1913 severed the traditional
north-south seasonal migration, and since that time, the valleys and basins of
Yugoslavia, a.nd.'iof Macedonia in particular, have been subject in winter to the
invasions of these migratory pzople and their flocks. L :
Up to 1943, coo;‘;erativeu were of little gignificance in this pattern of land use
and land ownership in Macedonia even though & few were started following 1918.
But after 1945, |unaer the spur of offlciel pressure the number of cooperatives
soared. Like the cifliks they were organized mainly in the valleys and basins
vhere level land was used for plow agriculture and again where accessibility was
easlest. There ‘was iittle effori even madeto organize the migratory groups into
cooperatives 'oeqauee they had no lend to be assigned to cooperatives since they
usually rented pasture, or es was more cfien +he case, simply used it at will.
Furthermore, théy had little personal property beyond their flocks of sheep or
goats and u few ‘don.k.ey.c uszd as pack animals for their simple household
equipment. Simi‘larly, little headway was made in organizing the people of the
high mountains b‘ecause not only were they pretty independent in spirit, but
their mountain a“lpine. pistures were tod scattered for handy organization into a
cooperative. A rather unusual feature in Macedonia was the orzanization of a
grea® number of fighing ccoperatives on Lake Ohrid, which has long been &
productiv_sz f‘is'nikfg ground.

Thus the most saILLient featurss affecting the esteblishment of cocperatives in
Macedonia were: ‘ (1) the sharp contrast in productivity of the valley.lowlands
contrasted Lo the mountain elopes, (2) previous pattems of ciflik ownership with
peasants as agri‘f:ultu’ral lavorers in the valley lowlands, (3) the poverty of the
Macedonian peasant becmuse of difficult natural conditions of terrain and
climate, and (i&)‘ the political link of Macedonian independence and ethnic
acknowled.gement_%inked with the rigs of Tito's Communist government.

I

Macedonia’s POSiLiOI‘A in Yugoslavia

Macedonis heas & total arza of 255,850 square kilometers. This is 10.2 per cent
of the total ares of 236,850 cquars kiltmsters of Yugoslavia. (See Table I for

comperison with ptner repanlicg.) e
TABLE I.

‘ Per Cent of

Area : Tota' Area
Yugcslavie 256,850 square kilo. 100.0
Slovenia - . 20,251 ¢ v 7.8
Croatia €28, v ! 21.9
Bosnia and Hercepovins 51,348 v " 20.0
Crna Gora 13,967 " 5.4
Serbia 88,766 v " 34,6
Macedonie | 26,234 " " 10.2

From the stunipoint of population, slthough Macedonia had 10.2 per cent of the

lend ares, 1t haq only 7.3 p=r cenl of the populsation on 15 Mar 43, and 7.7 per
cent on 31 Mar 53. Table II gives the population figures and the number orf
"households" in Macedonia. ‘ :

\ TAPLE II.
Population and Households
Yugoslavia Macedonia
Population Per Cent Population Par Cent
15 Mar I8 15,772,098 100.0 1,152,986 7.3
3). Mar 53 16,927,275 100.9 1,303,906 7.7
Wrvigeholds Pur Cent Households Pex Cent
15 Mar 148 | - 3,609,568 100.0 218,816 6.6
31 Mar 53 3,986,990 100.0 248,730 6.5
| CONFIDENTIAL 25X
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’ 39. The predominance of the Macedonian etunic group in Macedonla and the status' of
G the Albanians as ths sezond greatest minority group in Macedonia ere demonstrated
in Table III i
| TABLE III.
E Ethnic Structure of Population, 15 Mar 48
| L
\
% Total 15,772,107 100.0% 1,152,986 100.0%
| Serbs €,5%7,190 ha.5 29,752 2.5
i Croats 3,784,969 23.7 2,704 0.2
! Slovenes 1,‘415,21& 8.9 7 0.06
: Macedonians 809,631 5.1 788,889 68.4
| Altanians 750,483 i, T 197,433 17.1
; Tarks 98,001 0.6 95,987 8.3
Gypsizs 78,671 0.4 19,500 1.6 !

Membership in Cooperatives in|Mscedonia
ho. According to the official r:r.nLus of 15 Mar 48, 2.5 per cent of the people in
: Macedonie were members of *r'pr-ratives, these members numbering 29,613 of a i
l total of 1,152,986 in Macelor.@. This percentage was identical to the national |
gL percentage of cooperative mempsra, which was 408,097 of the total population of |
’E 15,772,107, Table IV gives +the structure of population according to what the
[ Yugoslavs call the "socigl" structure.

'TABLE 1V.

"Social" Structure of Population ‘

k1.

The 29,613 members of cosperabives were liited as follows:

13,847, members of

agricultural cooperatives; 7,

21, workers and apprentices; 5,915, governmental

Yugoslavia Macedonia

\ ( State employsd 3,431,541 214,785
‘ Cooperative Members: 408,097 29,613

' ) Social Orgsnizations 26,576 1,069
Private 11,905,893 907,519 !

Total 15,772,107 1,152,986

|

1,678, membzrs of fishing cooperatives; 437,
profession unknown.

workeras and functionarics;
artisens; 7, retired; and 8,

k2. The place of cooperatives in the agricultural structure of Macedonia in 1948 is
given in Table V. '

TABLE V.
Agricultural|Btructure of Macedoniae in 1648
[ Total Po;‘>. Members of landless Total
of } Agricultural Agri. Agricultural
Macadonia Cooperatives Workers Population
Active Pop.
Male 352,096 3,769 819 234,462 §
Female 273, 57‘3 3,989 649 245,833 !
Total 625,67 7,758 1,468 480,295 ;
f i
i Inactive Pop.
i Male 231,90€ 3,048 6U5 169, 59k
r Femalz 295,409 3,041 704 A7h, Ths
: Total 527,315 6,089 1,349 34%,339
E Total Pop.
; Male 584,002 6,817 1,564 Lok, osg
3 Q30 : 420,
| felate 1, 392,33?5 1588 382 A
| cormru’rm.j |  25x%1
|
i
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But, es noted previously /in persgraphs 13, 1k, ard 157, the great

movement toward formation of cooperatives really started in 1648 and didn't
Teach its pesk nntil 1951.

Because the Yugoslav statistics Published do not always have the same camparative
date and because different criteris are used, official statistics are not alvays
in exact sgreement. Therefore, the following statistics of the develomment of
cooperatives in Macedonj__a in 19!+9, 1950 and 1951 will be scmevhat at variance

with the statistice notesd previously /in parsgraphs 13, 1k, and 157. But the
.Bame general pattern of development 15 evidenced. - S S

TABLE VI.

Number of Coocperative Holdings, 1949, 1950, 1951
Yugoslavia ‘Macedonia
. Holdings Members Holdings Nembers
Peasant Work, 1949 h,263 539 .
Agri., and 1950 8,537 952
other Coops. 1951 8,127 o9
Peasant 1949 ceas “ae
.Work 1950 6,545 8us
" Cooperstives 1951 6,835 _ 929
Agricultural 1940 e ’ vas
and other 1950 1,992 . 107
Cooperatives 1951 1,292 ST 62
Household 1949 68,025 - 357,k35 8,887 58,326
Flots of . 1950 342,485 1,707,573 51,335 339,014
PWC Members 1951 Lo4,038 2,026,902 70,271 427,939
Combined 1549 72,266 o 9,426
Total of ALl 1950 351,022 55,287
Cooperative 1951 412,165 71,262
HolAiqe~
These .Btics were based on the'agriculturai censuseg Of 31 Jan 5&9, 15 Jan 50,

and 31 #May 51l. On the btaais of population in Macedonis in 1951 of 1,045,840
people, a membership of 427,939 in Peasant Work Cooparativies would amount to
soma LO per cent of the population in Macedonia. This is quite a chenge from
the 2.5 per cent of 1948, and ie indicatire.of the pressuré applied to create
these ccoperatives., .

Other sources list the number of Peamgant Work Cooperatives in all of Yugoslavia
in November 1951,.as 6,65L. Thede inclded 430 thoussnd peasant households
(18 per cent of all households) and 2,500,000 hecteres of land, which would be
about 22,5 per cent of ell arable land. The number of. general egricultural

cooperatives was listed as scme eight thousand with.a membership of over
3,500,000, Thie would findicate that the same vasic statistics were ussd as
noted previously /paragraphs 24, 25, 26, and 21/.

The trementous increase in cooperstives is also evidenced by the statistics on
lard holdinge end cultivation in Macedonis from 1949 to 1951, Although the
amount of state lsnd remained substantielly the same, the emount of land under

. cooparative cultivation soared at the expense of privete cultivatlon.

25X1
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TABLE VII..
Land Holdings and Cultivation iniMacedonia, 1945-1951
J {in hectares
Total Productive Land
ﬁer Cent Per Cent
Yeor Total Cooperative of Total Private of Total
| ] . o
1989 1,620,562 312,973 19.20 686,921 42,38
1950 1,625,555 I, 25 3k.20 531,172 32,67
1951 1,729,613 6?9.587 36.98 406,622 23,51
Agricultural Land ‘
1949 1,120,309 082,423 25.21 558,156 49.82
1950 1,119,137 k61,595 h1.25 413,934 36.98
1951 1,117,787 559,058 55.01 296,093 26.49
|

According to this, by 1651 <rie third of all productive land in Macedonia was in

Peasant Work Cooperatives and
governmental ald to the PWC's

total of 270 tractors in Mace“ionla in

¢ne half of all agricultural land. The amount of
in Macejonls. is highlighted by the fact that of a

1951, cooperatives owned 108, state

enterprises owned 161, and only one tractor was owned privately.

Organization of Typical Mazed

. 1
nian Coc erative!

The typical Ma.cedonian,cooper‘gtive is }formed -2 the farmers of a single village.
This 15 generally true wnether the type of cooperative is in the form of a

general cooperative where each keeps his own land, or whether the village is

organized into a peasant work

cooperat‘ ve wheré the land is collectivized,

The ccoperative is headed -y & "directpr" who is elther elected or is dbrought

in from outside.
knowledge, but in actuslity b

contacts in the Communist Paxv‘ty.

from 1945 to 1951, +the positid
closely associated with their
For this reason, the director |
not only what happened in the
from other governmental ager.c!
local power because hig iztr!

The director was aseisted vy 4
help him decide on questicng -
together, were responsible o

If the village was orgardzed i

Pregumably nls position was dus to his superior agricultural

§:] positipn was usually due to his positic- or

In fact, in 't‘%hia whole period or orgenization
. of people in the collective hierarchy was
pf\.‘;‘L‘LiOnLin the Communist Party of Yugoslavia.

war usually hated end feared -- he controlled
cooperative but could also exert official pressure
~3, Tha|director had a tremendous amount of
Tatlon of seeds, farm animals and equipment
“etween|life and death. :

"coxmcij‘." or "cmhittee" which was supposed to
T basic poliey. The director and council, working
the maintenance and exparsion of the cooperatives.
nto a general agrjicu.’.tural cooperative, a village
Somatined this would be in one of the existing

"headquarters” was asclectsd.

buildings, usunlly near the lozal administrative headquarters or town hall.

The headquarters normally had
If the village was o pensart.

<

in the village or in the group

the village. In any cuke, the

usually even with a Yugosiav f

Farm Buildinge
OMETTER TETEE a1l of the peaz

barns. Since construction was
s8ince building meterials ware

cooperatives and state Tarms wer
< state funds and state subsl&ies or &

2 21gn posted conspicuously above the front door.

dTk cooperative; heedquarters would be established
of cooperative buildings set on the outskirts of

headquarters wers well merked with a slgn and

lag, !

cooperatives -- new farm buildings and
almost pfohibitively expensive after the war, and
llocated by governmental officials, only the

¢ ebla to afford new construction under the aegis

|
tate credit arrangements.
|

I
ant work

a

These collective 'buildtrlgs a.re“ located 10n the oxitsk1rts of a villuge. They axe
constructed of adobe mud, or iz many cases even with a stucco of plaster, .and
roofed with a red tile roof. Tsmber islexpeneive in Macedonie, henca houge and

|
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stuczs meteriels w.th a4 tile roof --
The largest bullding constructed
seed rather than tc house farm
wnd is used for = p*g sty. Ot‘her

outbuilc.ings wi
or old equipmen L5 neax une rarn and generally Lhe

12 spreeds out gredually into the

] c‘_ude & few cows, some horses,
‘donkeys and hcgs. : emnants of the UNRRA post-World War IT
‘period. Peasants thelr o snuchens, I ard geese at home on their

: ; 2wy from the farm buildings

on bzyond taking them d~wn

~.re2tor, the tractor

"nevw procperity” it must

‘and normelly n-
fto the lowlendc
‘receives most a2
‘be protected.

The barnc are not largs e 2 4r have the organization
of space that iz : of the Middle Weet. Nor
‘iz there a 521102 havs been introduced
into Macsdonle noor 4 sras atout 30 fe:t by 50 feet
and the in®terior (s not .,-muw'iu_u exeept poesiitly for e couple of stalls.
There 15 gencrally only o dir ;’;".nz‘, although coms o7 tne most modern barns
have cement {locrs. Thers is no running water, Teob there is usually a well in
the barnyard end a nearty vooden trovgh for farn animal: . The welle are
generelly open wells, sarroundad &, 6 stone or cdow: wall, A bucket s lowered
into the well and the water m oot vy haad, Hand pumps are rare. It is not
uncommon to Zee a lurge "swaon being as much ss 30 feet
long and counterbalance? with weig,.xl.u te meke LU cucy to handle.

Mowrall, itk the

These farm bulldings stand out in the lavlicap: besause they ~ontrast so
remarkably with the old viliage houses and generelly di lapidated farm buildings
of the peasants. Thelrrswness, their feature of having been built "in pluatf,
and the use of bricks and window [rames and above all window glass in the
windows make them stand out 1il te sore thrmbz . Identificaetion 1s alsc aided by
B sign labeled "Seljavha Zadrege" (Villegs Cooperative), and giving the name >f
the village. It mist te stressed f'm. these are elways called "cooperatives"
by the Yugosiav Cmmwmis,u -- never "collectives", particularly since the
diplomatic bresk with the Soviet Union.

Village Patt

The rarm buildings i thz
outskirts of a4 villag: --
village anyvwvey. Pouc
pattexrn along ths v.t
Jitternd i+l ~17 kg
existent, House yeris
Chiclkens and »ther roul :
they also have n wootne house rard

nlyayz wu1lt Ln e unit on the
no .lpw s availa®ble for 1% irn the
AT VO SMALL noms:s, ret ln an irrsgular
a smsll yard -< usually
Lawis, US style, are non-
E soasty din dry weather.
Jara. And {7 ther: are any hogs
zrally theve i a [.rce of sorts

LT
1

LN

PREPA NS R o0k

to keep farm erimale 0 L If hourse plot | snough thers is & small
garden, usuelly vlantad in o . . 0 and dry Yoans, dncluding
limas, lettu: S inultous gerll L few of

ch.n \.rups are . wwn Tor the
retner thar th.: general
ferm eropy such as
ferm lande ror "truck!

the coopera<ives hawe o ounui e
cooperative as ¢ 5
rule. The Impetus of tas
grains and tobmccc rather ‘cua
for home use.

There is alwo & wrosd QAifeyones 1o Llang ase patter . between the peasant work
cooperatlves and sither genars]l agricultwra: acoperatives or privat: holdings in

that larger plotz sre put Lr ons wrop in the %'s because amaller plets ol land
have been joinei together. ‘mi &ootditaration of traditional holdings has besn
particulerly painful to tis i llagers whose ties to the land are wrapped up in
historical ownership and hestor:sel land uce patterns. But the 1des of lerger
plots ig wsed by the Comminists s Justificstion f'or weoperative rather than
nrivate ownership

CONFIDENTIAL | 25Xx1
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Peasant Resistenc: w0 Jo.pirabives in Macedeonial
Pemsant rezistance . t.n cooperniicte movement in Maeedonia is not only well-

defired bhut s cpan as wel
of land more than anvt :Jn;r
anyone who tekes 1 away

onp ave 'focused on loss of ownershi
e to the [peasant and he resents
scae of the peasants say that they
Joined tkte COGP&I‘:L"""" ) ,,un‘ng a etter livelihood, elmost
all vehemently d=crv tas losz <f lani and the break. of traditional la.nd use
patterns. Scr ondly, somss their resentnent au sl".arind all profits of the
cooperative with mm,, Moaffinl znd "N'""..mi‘te‘es ’ whi-e at the same time they
must do even more wo 12 malc ugp or the ‘c‘ne‘ who do not work. The
directors of the = oz Lo fox ‘hmr lha.rc of peasant criticism
on grounds that th iesl in '-harac'ber and spend more time in
politicc than ir se Ari tao ada*ti 1 ftems that angered
the peasants wors 1s ectording to "work days" and the
obligatory delive:s = atate et pri¢eﬁ set by the state
without ragari *- inierrations sven 'Eo retail prices of the product
in Yugoslavis. :

Governmentel Rozognitise " Peazent Dls ,a*.isfacjr.ion

By the summer of 1951/ p::;.ii!k':- rasystance £o »h(. orgmlzation of new cooperative
and to already =stebl: d jarativas Lecame 80 wideSpread, not only in
Mecedonia »at in 2ll . Y\Agu;l"‘ ﬂ that the («;ox‘rernment had to make public
concessions in fevor 7 the p-isan |

In a speech In the Kozara mo L"‘tu,}) arsa of Bosnia, Tito stated on 28 Jul 51,
that the administrative groups werse being ovsrpald in terms of "work days" and
that administrators wolld have 1,:: warry their :1"\@ share of the actual work
burden as well. In ancther spzach a% Chachals on 26 ch 51, Tito admitted that,
"certeain leaders lower down' had Wesn permitted lto "rwzh the creation of co-
operatives even there where the necessary condifions! were lacking. Such men
deemed it necessary o creats &c much as possibfe heed.-esa of whether such co-
operatives were capstle of surviving or not..." ‘

Another govermmentsl move wne to bresk up the “machine tra.cto* stations" which
bad been set up along the lines of the Soviet "MTS".J‘ The tractors and other
equipment were alioctied to other governmenteal agencir* or were assigned directly
10 cooperatives.

|
Reorganization o ilirember 1551 1

In November 1951, the Ceniral Cimmitiee of the Communist Party of Yugoslavia
issued "tnstructions" wh.ch <ctoic i ﬂut .ooperatives should be run on the basis
that all costs of production huez to be Lorne by the coéperativn and that any
profit derived could be davided among the mr_mb»:rs of the cooperative,

At the same time governmmental docreess aholished lpo.yment’; on the basis of "work
days" and abolishment o payment =3 the nembers \"1n kind". Payment wes to be
made instead on the basis 27 u graranteei basic wa.ge. In addition, 1t was

strongly indicated that *the state would net ¢ ofier cred:lt or fimnucial oid to
cooperatives except in ~artain cirounstances

Another significant change wa: the decision of the Heonomic Council to abolish
obligatory delivery of all produce o the government. |[This meant, in part,

that cooperatives could begin to 5211 their products ldcally instead of wsiting
for allocations from the government.

1953 Decrees Affecting Cooperatives i
These changes were not ernough to sither overcame‘peaddqt resistance or to hali
the continued decline in-agricultural production|in many cooperatives. A new

decree was issued in April 1953. Ite title, "Decree o ‘ Property Relationships

and Reorganization of Peasant Working (.oap#rntiv#s", {ndicates both the problem
and ‘the solution. "It makes poscsible a free nhoice in #ogard to membership in
the peéasant werking cooperatives, aud provides ror reor nization or liqui(lauon
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of those cooperatives “hin: uave pr.ven unprofitable.”" The report on the decree
states that "it 1s expe. tei thal = considsradle mumber of peasants will leave
cooperatives and tha® a: a result most of the cooperatives will be recorganized
or will go out of businzss altsgether. Those that disbanded last year did so
on the basie of existing legal previcione. There are now 4,821 peasant working

country's total arable 1and... Trhere are , hovever, other types of cooperativeé )

which are not affected by the Decree. General farm cooperatives number 7, 581,{

Their role has been reduced in the main <o the sale of farm rroducts and the “
purchase of goods needed by the individusl peasants..."

This decree would appezar to sid dissolution of peasant work cooperatives and to
make it easy for peasants to raturn to private land ownerschip and previous lan.‘d
use patterns. But a new lav was pas:sed in May of 1953, limiting the maximum ‘
size of private farm holiirg: %o 10 hectares (25 acres). All land in excess of
this maximm was to b2 s0ld tc the government to be Pplaced into a general le.rdi‘
pool. But the land thus obtained wes not to be sold to private individuals but

law 15 supposed to be aimzd st encouragement of large-scale mechanized
iculture through the voluntary cooperative association of individual farm
hgricultural cooperativzs, whnmrsin the peasant has nominal legal ownership of
nd, rather than on tuc previous peasant work cooperatives where the peasant
‘d.oes not have even nominal legal righte to land.
Future Role of Coopera=iv:: in Ma szdonis
|
Since 1914-5, there nae ©oern psesant opposition in Macedonie to organization of
both the generel agrisultural uo:perstives and the peasant work cooperetives.
This opposition proceeded 21 :.ch & pace that, beginning in 1951, a number of
f‘;d?perativea were digband:i asa he land given back to 1ts original owners as
p\zf;h as popsible. The -0opsra-ive:s disbanded were generally those lccated in
.pogér aroms where agracultural production was neagre at best. But the best
;més, particularly in the Skopjs erea, are still held by peasant work
codperatives, and opiur preductiion, ons of the calef cammercisl crops, is
weddled only by special agrisultiral cooperatives, .

s

J

1

t but what a number of Diadant work cooperatives in Macedonia will be
digbanded, and ths* 2 new zirort will be made to get peasant to join general
wicultual cooperativzs. Uniourtsily the government hopes thus to maintain
crganized cooperatives and to 1ncraaze peasant production through ncminal
private ownership of lani and thraugh the incentive of individual profits. But
1;.’6 is doubtful that productiin will sctuslly be increased unless the peasant
can actually hope to gain material benefits from such & course rather then only
'\paper prorits" and a pioriy maszked facade of nominal land cwnership. The
Mocedonian peasant is thanrsful "or the fact that he is not being physically
’tjml.ten or culturally chastized for being a "Macedonian", but at the same time
that he is thankful for bi: a.-onomous republic, he is deeply antagonistic to
loss of hi:s land.
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cooperatives, with 18% of the total peasant households, and working 19.6% of the

and there are ebout 300 wine-growing, fishing and other specialized cooperatives.

was to be offered to them on a cooperative basis. In view of the fact that this

agr
iiouaeholds, i% would appzar that focus will be placed on organization of general.

¥iew bf. the general dccrzes passed by the fcd‘eiml’tgdﬁ‘rmn‘t, there 18 lit;t‘ra




