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De ve lop ment of the Idea of Pu blis hing Ar chi val Ma te rial 
in the Co ur se of XX Cen tury in Yugo sla via/Ser bia

Sum mary

From the po int of vi ew of the ar chi val prac ti ce de ve lop ment of the idea to pu blish ar-
chi val ma te rial pre ser ved in the va ri o us ar chi ves pre sents one ne ver-en ding pro cess ha ving 
its ro ots in the past se ve ral cen tu ri es bac kward. Mo dern ar chi val prac ti ce in the pre vi o us 
two cen tu ri es ha ve been trying to de fi ne mo re clo sely the prin ci ples to pu blish re le vant hi-
sto ric so ur ces as the ma tic col lec ted do cu ments or se ri es of col lec ted ar chi val do cu ments. 
In the co ur se of XX cen tury in Yugo sla via/Ser bia, the ar chi vists and the hi sto ri ans con tri bu-
ted gre atly to the de ve lop ment of that idea or bet ter to say “fi nal pro duct “of the ar chi val 
job which con se qu en ces are of mul ti ple sig ni fi can ce for the ar chi val pro fes sion, ar chi ves 
pro tec ting ar chi val ma te rial, hi sto ri cal sci en ce and com ple te wi der pu blic of the co un try 
which cul tu ral he ri ta ge is to be pre sen ted by the pu blis hing of the ar chi val ma te rial. Edi-
tors or bet ter to say copy-edi tors fa ced va ri o us chal len ges, first of all: mis sing of any de fi-
ned ru les, met hods and prin ci ples of pu blis hing, then pe ri o di cal inac ces si bi lity of ar chi val 
ma te rial, fi nan cing pro blems and fi nally po li ti cal and ide o logy bar ri ers. Be si des all tho se 
pro blems, the idea to pu blish ar chi val ma te rial was strongly ex pres sed from many re a sons: 
pre ven ti ve con ser va tion, ma de in for ma tion mo re ac ces si ble, in for ming wi der pu blic of the 
ric hness of the ar chi ves and gre at con tri bu tion to the hi sto ri cal sci en ce. By mid of XX cen-
tury, ar chi val pro fes sion in Yugo sla via star ted to work mo re in ten si vely to find met hods 
and prin ci ples re sul ting in pas sing num ber of acts and sub-acts de fi ning mo re clo sely this 
ac ti vity but al so ob ta i ning pro fes si o nal “in struc ti ons” of emi nent pro fes si o nals (ar chi vists 
and hi sto ri ans) from the la te six ti es up to la te eig hti es of the XX cen tury. Pre sent prin ci ples 
of pu blis hing that are ap plied in pre pa ring col lec ted ar chi val do cu ments and even idea of 
the ir pu blis hing ori gi na tes from tho se ef forts of the pro fes si o nals of that ti me. It is as well 
no ti ce a ble that Yugo slav prac ti ce was not un fa mi li ar with the do mi nant ten den ci es in the 
world of that ti me. Sen ding re pre sen ta ti ves from the ar chi ves to the pro fes si o nal me e tings, 
sympo si ums and con fe ren ces ena bled them to col lect in for ma tion and ide as from the co-
un tri es ha ving al ready de ve lo ped ar chi val prac ti ce such as So vi et Union, Uni ted Sta tes of 
Ame ri ca, Gre at Bri tain and Fran ce and to tran sfer ob ta i ned in for ma tion in to the ar chi val 
in sti tu ti ons of less de ve lo ped re gi ons in Yugo sla via such as Bo snia and Her ze go vi na. In 
the ti me of di gi ti zing ar chi val ma te rial the re is still need for pu blis hing pro fes si o nal pu bli-
ca ti ons with sub stan tial cri ti cal ap pa ra tus be ing im por tant con tri bu tion to the pro mo tion of 
di gi ti zing ar chi val ma te rial but furt her im pro ve ment of hi sto ri cal sci en ce.


