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EDITORIAL 
FROM MY POINT 
OF VIEW 

At the time of which I write, the year 1991 
at its close, the war in Croatia has achieved a 
level of violence and disaster that sets the 
tone for the new. The aggression against 
Croatia brought her into the war, and the 
country has sustained losses of shocking 
dimensions. If the tempo of destruction is 
allowed to continue in the way that the 
aggressor's thoughts and feelings seem to be 
moving now, it could lead to infinite degrada
tion and terror. 

It seems to me, that no words, no appeals, 
no protests could ever have had an ounce of 
weight. I realize now, that nothing we have 
done has served any useful purpose. The war 
is still going on. 

The account of dead and living, has lost its 
authority and become meaningless. In the 
whispering misery of a school of skeletons, 
the honours - if that was the right word for so 
inhuman and treacheourus a struggle - has 
been and will go to the enemy, unless we get 
an ally to rescue us at this crucial moment. 
Indeed, it might lead to a total disaster, the 
bloodiest so far. We should all be afraid to 
learn what the future holds. 

Could the struggle of one nation for a better 
world, for freedom, the rule of law, an end to 
tyrany, the overthrow of evil, spread world
wide and trigger the beginning of World War 
III? I think that we should be aware that the 
seeds are planted and that in the spring of the 
new year, unless we have an inspiration for 
hope in abundant measure and some moral 
uplift, any silly mistake by the "big bosses" 
could trigger more widespread combat. They 
will go all out without caring what happens as 
long they do some kind of damage. But that 
would be a suicidal attack. 

We have already experienced a vicious 
effort to conquer Croatian territories with the 
intention of exterminating the Croatian popu
lation. We must probably expect more of that 
sort of thing, and even worse, in the future. 

The hope is only that international law 
might become strong again. The United Na
tions could perhaps secure a better world for 
everyone - freedom from fear. If one nation 
wants freedom and democracy while another 
desires war, the rest of the world should really 
join efforts to stop them. It is a very dangerous 
war going on in Croatia. It might be true that 
the war has been fought to end the whole 
rangeof boss tyrany - big bosses like Slobodan 
Milosevic, little bosses like the foreman with 
the rough tongue. The moral issues sadly ring 
no bells at all! 

Ladies and gentlemen, I feel extremely 
honoured and privileged to express my thanks 
to the writters of the articles, distinguished 
scholars, academics, prominent politicians and 
intelectuals all former students and graduates 

of the University of Zagreb, for their enthusi
astic response in recognizing the importance 
and key role of this issue of Gaudeamus. 

All of us must realize how much we owe our 
Alma Mater for starting us on the road of our 
chosen profession. 

The basic ideas and concepts that com
pose this issue are introduced within an 
intelectual framework to gain some sense and 
perspective on the vast changes in our history 
and the huge transformation from revolt against 
barbaric devastation to the dawn of a new era 
of the modern humane spirit which struggles 
to attain independence and freedom with 
dogged optimism, despite every reason for 
pesimism. 

Croatia, my native country, is populated by 
people with aspirations for peace, pragmatic 
justice, freedom from arbitrary rule, and a 
decent life for their children. 

I was born and educated in Dubrovnik, and 
I am a graduate of the University of Zagreb. 
Since the late-sixties I have lived in Toronto, 
Canada. 

On August 4, 1991, I arrived in the city of 
Zagreb. The decision to stay was tough but it 
has given me an enormous thrill to see things 
coming through, together with the people with 
whom I shared my first grown-up experiences, 
and first confidence in the future. 

Since then I have lived with and between 
ominous air raid sirenes that give you the 
incredible sensation that all of sudden nothing 
is stable. There remains only the will to say to 
such weltering emotions "peace, be still". 

The war in Croatia is still going on. 
One day whenever it is, it will remind us of 

one example of historical misunderstanding; 
futility and the wastefulness of war will make 
us different persons. ^ 

Rina Obad Šlezid 
Editor-in-Chief 



Ž
ivot je zaista čudan 
sklop okolnosti, u koji-

^ ^ ^ ma neki nikad ne dobi-
" " • ju priliku, a neki |e, 
kad im se i pruži, ne znaju is
koristiti — kaže Katarina 
Šlezić-Obad razmišljajući o 
svojim novinarskim počeci
ma. 

Ta Kanađanka hrvatskog 
podrijetla velik dio života ba
vila se znanstvenim radom 
na Medicinskom fakultelü 
Sveučilišta u Torontu. Nije 
bježala od izazova istraživa
nja u biokemiji, ali uvijek je 
čeznula za dinamičnim, kre
ativnim životom novinara. 
Iskrena, otvorena i vrlo iz
ravna osoba, Rina (kako želi 
da je se oslovljava) ne libi se 
priznati da je ulaz u novinar
stvo bila udaja za dobrostoje
ćeg liječnika. Ugodan život i 
sigurnost obitelji dali su joj 
priliku da se napokon posve
ti sebi. pronađe sebe u novi
narstvu. Drugu priliku dale 
su joj demokratske promjene 
u Hrvatskoj i sve veće zani
manje matice zemlje za di-
jžisporu. 

Kako je oduvijek bila »kon-
tra svijeta«, i njezin dolazak 
u Hrvatsku zahvaćenu ra
tom nikoga, tko je poznaje, 
nije iznenadio. Rina je osta
vila muža i dvije kćeri u Ka
nadi, da bi kao ratni dopis
nik izvještavala za Hrvatski 
radio u Torontu. Znatiželjna, 
živa duha. prvih je dana uz
buna u Zagrebu željela sve 
osobno doživjeti, dokumenti
rati, pa je zamračenim ulica
ma lutala s videokamerom u 
ruci. No s vremenom je shva
tila da je to preopasno. 

— IpJak sam sredovječna 
dama — ruga se Rina na 
vlastiti račun, želeći nam 
predočiti kako je životom u 
Kanadi stekla mogućnost da 
se nakon određenog broja 
godina bez ustezanja bavi 
onim što voli. — U Zagrebu 
sam već četiri mjeseca i 
mnogi me stari znanci, ali i 
novi koje sam stekla tražeći 
teme. često pitaju što ja tu 
zapravo radim. Valjda misle 
da mi je mjesto uz kućno og
njište, a meni se čini da je još 
toliko toga ispred mene i da 
je život tek počeo. Nekomu to 
možda cinično zvuči u ovim 
teškim vremenima patnje i 
razaranja, ali ovo što radim 
nije pustolovina, niti mislim 
da je presudno za sudbinu 

KATARINA ŠLEZIĆ OBAD 

DUBROVNIK, 
TORONTO, 

ZAGREB 
Rođena u Dubrovniku, afirmirala se u ^ 

Torontu uređujući časopis Gaudeamus. 
Danas je u Zagr,ebu, gdje izvještava za 

torontski Hrvatski radio. Poduzetna 
novinarka, o kojoj se u posljednje doba sve 

više priča, tako se odužuje domovini. 

ričkom kontinentu i Evropi. 
Gaudeamus izlazi tromjeseč
no na engleskom jeziku, a 
svrha mu je potaknuti svijest 
i ponos nekadašnjih stude
nata u iseljeništvu. Društva 
Alma Matis tradicija su u svi
jetu, a ovo hrvatsko bilo je 
potaknuto i željom da se po
mogne domovini. 

— Sadržaj specijalnog iz
danja Gaudeamusa usredo
točen je na viđenje slanja i 
događaja u Hrvatskoj, jer že
limo informirati svijet o na
šim strategijama, mjerama i 
prioritetima, ali i mobilizira
ti stručnjake i ljude s među
narodnim ugledom. Djelova-

Hrvatske. Jednostavno želim 
biti svjedokom povijesnih 
zbivanja. Mnogo se govori o 
demokraciji, o njezinom ra
đanju, a ja nisam sigurna da 
svi uopće razumiju o čemu je 
riječ. Promatrajući ljude za 
ovo vrijeme što sam u Zagre
bu, nisam nažalost zapazila 
da su shvatili kaJto ova tra
gedija nije isprika za odga
đanje demokracije. Oko sebe 
vidim samo strah od patnji, 
razaranja, gladi i neizvjes
nosti i znam da ću nakraju 
morati otići s tim gorkim 
okusom u ustima, a to me 
najviše i boli — zdvojno go
vori Rina. 

— Želimo li postati raz
mjerno razvijen, civiliziran 
narod, materijalno, duhovno 
i p>olitički — nastavlja — mo
rat ćemo prihvatiti evropske 
standarde. Ili se vratiti u po
vijest vlastitim etničkim kori
jenima i stvaranju društva 
prema nacionalnoj pripad

nosti. Čini mi se da je to u 
ovim prostorima nemoguće, 
jednako kao što je nemoguće 
inzistirati na nacionalnosti 
bez priznavanja državnosti. 
Neprihvaćanjem te realnosti 
samo se produbljuju neprija
teljstvo i mržnja. Jedanput, 
kad se napokon uspostavi 
demokratski poredak i 
Hrvatska bude priznata kao 
suverena i slobodna država, 
logično će biti da svaki nje
zin građanin osjeća pripad
nost upravo državljanstvom, 
bez obzira na svoju nacional
nost. 

Jedan od razloga Rinin_a. 
dolaska u Zagreb bila je po^ 
Ttuda AMA-e Lroatice iz To" 
ronta da list (Jaudeamus k'o^ 
jem je glavni urednik, ovom 

tiska_ü_dflmQvini. pnuKortj. 
To orustv To društvo okuplja sve bivše 
studente i prijatelje Zagre
bačkog i ostalih hrvatskih 
sveučilišta koji žive na ame-

Granice moje domovine nikad nisu 
postojale, jer domovina je za mene trenutan 
osjećaj, prostor, vrijeme i široka krila kojima 
se može poletjeti i stići do neočekivanog, 

uhvatiti trenutak sreće. 

« 

BIOKEMIČARKA KAO NOVINARKA: 
Katarina Šlezić Obad ostavila je 
muža i dvije kćeri u Kanadi da bi 
došla izvještavati iz Hnatske. 

nje medija danas je djelova
nje kulture jednoga naroda, 
jedne države — zaključuje 
Katarina Slezić-Obad. uvje
rena da se samo s realnih, 
inteligentnih pozicija može 
djelovati na promjene u vlas
titom društvu i u svijesti me
đunarodne zajednice. 

Branka Vesely 
Fotografija: Šaša Novković 
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CROATIA AND INDEPENDENCE: 

THE INTERNATIONAL 
LAW ASPECTS 
by Ingrid Doimi de 
Lupis de Frankopan e 
Subic, Professor of In
ternational Law 

Ingrid Detter Doimi de Lupis, 
D. Phil. (Oxon). Jur. Dr. (Sto-
ckolm). Lie. en droit (Paris), 
CHEI (Turin), is the Head of the 
Course The International Legal 
Order at the London School of 
Economics, a Senior Associate 
Member of St. Antony s College, 
Oxford, as well as Associate 
Professor of International Law 
in the University of Stockholm. 
She is a former Fellow of St. 
Antony's College and Senior 
Talbot Research Fellow of Lady 
Margaret Hall, Oxford, and has 
been Visiting Professor at the 
University of Melbourne. She is 
the author of nine books on In
ternational Law including the 
well known Law Making by In
ternational Organizations. 

As a practitioner at the En
glish Bar she has been Counsel 
in several international cases. 
She has also been Adviser on 
International Law to several 
Governments. 

Under international law one 
norrnally requires a country to 
have a defined population, a 
defined territory and organs 
controlling that territory to be 
an independent state. In recent 
times the additional criteria of 
democracy and viability have 
been added: democracy means 
that the organs controlling the 
territory must have been demo
cratically elected and viability 
implies that only a unit, able to 
exist in modera te economic 
terms, can break loose fi-om a 
state. 

In the case of Croatia it is 
clear that all requirements al
ready exist. To start with the 
last one, Croatia is certainly 
economically viable by itself; it 
even supports much of the rest 
of Yugoslavia by the tourist in
dustry alone. Next, territory is 
very well defined although some 
minor a4justments may have to 
be agreed by further negotia
tions. The population is homo
geneous and of a coherent eth

nic origin speaking the same 
language and having a common 
religion and a common history, 
much of which explains the rea
diness and eagerness of Croatia 
to separate itself from the Yu
goslav federation and from other 
Yugoslav republics. 

The kingpin ofindependence 
is obviously democracy. The 
Croatian government is demo
cratically elected and has as 
such the voice of the Croatian 
people. In international law one 
has recently attached less im-
pwrtance to whether the gover
nment of a break away unit 
actually controls the territory 
and one usually only demands 
that the organs are capable of 
doing so. In other words, the 
requirement of democracy far 
overrides the requirement of 
factual control. 

In Sweden the socialist gov
ernment which has shown soli
darity with the Serbs and which 
has allowed considerable ex
ports of arms to the federal Yu
goslav army controlled by Serbs 
has recently made a statement 
that "democracy is the least im
por tan t cri terion" (Svenska 
Dagbladet 29th August 1991). 
The statement, showing some 
ignorance of the developmentof 
international law and of inter
national politics, indicates that 
some countries, even those hol
ding themselves out to be liberal 
"welfare states", are political 
opportunists with regard to the 
independence of Croatia. 

A government is always en
titled to ask other states to come 
to its support if there is an in
ternal crisis or even a civil war; 
but, this is not permissible un

less there is a democratically 
elected government . This is 
what we do not have in Belgrade. 
The communist government in 
Belgrade was, it is true, demo
cratically elected but only to re
present interests outside Croa
tia. So the government is not 
representative of the State of 
Croatia. Secondly, Croatia has 
its own anti-communist gover
nment which was also demo
cratically elected. Thus, it is in
conceivable that the Belgrade 
government could have any le
gitimacy with regard to Croatia 
in terms of modem international 
law which places special impor
tance on the requirement of de
mocracy. 

Croatia has fulfilled the re
quirements needed for outside 
recognition to a higher degree 
than the three Baltic Republics, 
there, the populat ionhadahigh 
proportion of non-Baits, espe
cially in the two northern re- 3 
publics. Croatians, supporting 
an ant i -communis t political 
theory, and being wholly inte-
gratedas a unit in their cultural 
andreligiouslife, certainly merit 
the support in the of formal rec
ognition of the West as the last 
victim of communist controlled 
oppression in Europe. 

It is a crime under interna
tional law to supply arms to a 
fighting side (see my book on 
the Law of War, Cambridge 
University Press, 1987,pp.66 et 
seq). Such support can only fo
ment the strife and is in viola
tion of article 2(4) of the United 
Nations Charter as illegitimate 
intervention. The intervention 
is contrary to the rules of inter
national law butal so aggrayatctf 
by the fact tha t there is at pre
sent a state of war where out 
side states have the duty to re
frain from helping the federal 
side which is not democratically 
elected to represent the Croa
tian side. 

On the contrary, it is the duty 
of other states to come to the 
rescue of Croatia which is being 
savagely attacked by the last 
communists in Euroi>e. History 
will not forgive those who are 
too cowardly to speak out. 0 



MESSAGE FROM 
THE CHANCELLOR 

POLITICS AND HISTORY 

Dear readers, dear alumni/ae and 
friends of the University of Zagreb and Croatian 
universities 

Here is a new and somewhat different issue of your journal 
- a joint issue of Gaudeamus and AMA Croatica. You are all very 
well aware of the tragic situation in Croatia, which led the 
editorial boards of these two journals to join forces - together 
with the efforts of all Croatieui alumni/ae throughout the world 
- to support the fight for democracy and freedom of Croatia. 

In peaceful times the role of the university and its academic 
members, professors and students, is to develop and dissemi
nate knowledge, culture, ar ts and science, and to work for the 
benefit of all in a better and more civilized world. In the time of 
crisis, in the time of war, as it is now in Croatia, we have to do 
our utmost as academic citizens to help in the defense of 
freedom, democracy and human values wherever they are 
threatened. In this struggle, one of the main weapons available 
is truth. Spreading the t ruth about Croatia, about its past and 
present, and about our projects for the future is what we can and 
are trying to do with this joint issue of our journals. The articles 
in this issue, written by eminent scholars and intellectuals, are 
meant in the first place to provide you with information about 
the political situation in Croatia, including the origins and 
historical development that led to this terrible aggression but 
also about perspectives for the future. They should alsohelpyou 
in your everyday contact with your friends and colleagues when 
trying to provide a meaningful explanation of these events. 
They are also meant to inform politicians, journalists, academ
ics, all our friends in the business world, anybody you can reach, 
about what is happeningin Croatia, about the true nature of our 
struggle to achieve independence, peace, freedom and democ
racy in our small country. 

Croatia existed for so many hundreds of years and survived 
in spite of the harsh realities of our geopolitical position, either 
as "Antemurale Christianitatis" earlier or as a barrier to the 
aggression of the last communist army in Europe. We are proud 
of it and determined to live in our free Croatia, sharing its 
beauties with all people of good will. With this in mind read this 
journal, spread it, use it to argue for the cause of truth, for the 
cause of freedom and democracy in Croatia. 

I should like to thank the editor-in-chief of this joint issue, 
Ms. Rina Obad-Šlezić, and all the authors of the articles on 
behalf of the University of Zagreb, on behalf of Croatia. We 
dedicate all our efforts to the cause of the democratic Croatia in 
the free world, so that all of us can live and work in peace which 
is essential for the life and functioning of a university. ^ 

MARIJAN ŠUNJIĆ 
UNIVERSITY OP ZAGREB 

WHAT HA$ 
MILOSEVIC 
LEARNED FROM 
HITLER 
by Krešimir Džeba, 
journalist and Vice-
President of ttie Croa
tian People's Party 

The criminal methods used by 
the Third Reich in the destru
ction of Czechoslovakia, under 
the pretext of protecting the 
Sudetenland Germans, are so 
closely comparable to the crimi
nal methods used by the Ser
bians in their attack on Croatia, 
under the pretext of protecting 
Croatian Serbs, tha t i t is evi
dent that Belgrade in 1991 de
liberately imitates Berlin in 
1938. 

Our hopes not withstanding, 
the war which is raging throug
hout Croatian territory cannot 
be short even if the blaze on the 
front line temporarily ceases to 
b u m and in spite of the praise
worthy involvement of the in
ternational community. What 
we are dealing with is a care
fully planned war of conquest in 
which so much has been inve
sted by the Serbian regime and 
the bolshevist army leadership 
(the same one which has defen
ded Saddam Hussein in the in
famous document issued by the 
Army Political Secretariat) tha t 
the threat of economic, finan
cial and other sanctions by the 
West is not sufficient to make 
them withdraw without their 
"ounce of flesh" from the body of 
Croatia, which would be the only 
kind of withdrawal acceptable 
to our republic. 

The threat to Croatian terri
torial integrity, however, does 
not come solely from the Serbian 
and army aggressor, but it also 
lurks within European peace 
conference halls. Even there 
Croatia could find herself sque
ezed between Milosevic's gang

sterism and the indolence of the 
western powers, which might 
be inclined to compromise their 
own principles in order to ex
tinguish as quickly as possible 
the flames in the Yugo-powder 
keg. Lord Carrington's State
ment on the eve of the peace 
conference over which he pre
sided in the Haag, that nothing 
was ruled out, not even the pos
sibility of changing the borders 
within Yugoslavia is a warning 
that the fight for Croatian bor
ders fought at the conference 
table will be no less violent than 
the one which is raging in Sla-
vonia, Banija, Lika and Dalma-
tia. The demonstrated naivete 
of current Croatian politics ma
kes such fears even greater. 

Who can claim with any cer
tainty that the western powers 
learned their lesson fi"om their 
shameful appeasement of Hit
ler's invasion on Czechoslova
kia in 1938, which was carried 
out under the pretext of pro
tecting the "endangered" Sude
tenland Germans? Since the 
Serbian and army aggression 
against Croatia is theexact copy 
of tha t historical episode it is 
important to be reminded of its 
course a n d charac te r i s t i cs , 
which will be done mainly on 
the basis of William L. Shirer's 
documents and analysis. 

In Czechoslovakia, which af
ter i ts establishment in 1918 
developed into the most demo
cratic, the richest and the most 
enlightened state in Middle Eu
rope, there lived a large number 
of Hunga r i ans , Ukra in ians , 
Russians, Poles and some 3 mil
lion Germans, inhabiting Sude
tenland, the industrially devel
oped region along the northwe
stern and southwestern borders 
of the new republic. The na
tional question of all those mi-



Croats from Dalj were evacuated by boat in front of the occupying army, photo by Večernji list. 

norities was not resolved in the 
best way possible, which made 
them less then loyal to the cen
tral government, but the s ta tus 
of the Sudetenland Germans 
was definitely the most favou
rable one, especially when com
pared to the status of the Ger
man minority in fascist Italy. 
They found it difficult to accept 
the loss of privileges they had 
had under the Habsburgs, but 
until Hitler's rise to power their 
demands did not go beyond the 
recognition of their rights to 
their language and culture and 
some degree of autonomy. 

The virus of nazism spread 
among them as late as 1933, 
when Hitler became the Ger
man Chancellor. It was then 
that the Sudetenland German 
Par ty (SDP), led by Konrad 
Henlein, a teacher of physics 
education, was established. It 
operated under direct instruc
tions from Berlin and was in 
turn secretly funded by the Ger
man Foreign Ministry. The os
tensible endanger ing of the 
Sudetenland Germans was just 
an excuse for Hitler to occupy 
Czechoslovakia and his Field-
Marshall von Blomberg made a 
plan for sudden assault codena-
med "The Grün Case" as early 
as June 24th, 1937. Asevidenced 

Dubrovnik in flames by Photo-Press 

Just a little pebble on the wayl Otto Reisinger 

by a German Foreign Ministry 
memorandum, the role of the 
Sudetenland Germans was to 
put forward demands "which 
would be unacceptable to the 
Czech Government". After a 
secret meeting between Hen
lein, Hitler, Ribbentrop and 
Hess on March 28th, 1938, the 
leader of the SDP summed up 
Hitler's instructions in the fcA-
lowing way: "We must always 
demand so much that we are 
never satisfied'. 

Prompted by Berlin to show 
their discontent, the Sudeten
land Germans instigated much 
violence, which may have see
med only to superficial observ
ers, among them the British 
Prime Minister and the French 
President, like a struggle for 
national rights. What it was ac
tually about became evident on 
September 5th, 1938 when the 
President of Czechoslovakia, 
Benes, at the height of the crisis 
invited the Sudetenland Ger
man leaders, Kundt and Sebe-
kovski, to the ancient Hradchani 
castle, asking them to put for
ward their demands which he 
was ready to accept. "Good God! 
They' ve given us everything!" 
Karl Herman Frank, the SDP 
deputy leader exclaimed in 
amazement. But Hitler did not 
care for the rights of his coun
trymen, all he cared for was 
their role as detonators of the 
German-Czech war. Two days 
later, Henlein, instructed by 
Berlin, broke off the talks under 
a t r an spa ren t excuse about 
some incident involving Cze-
choslovaldan police in Moravian 
Ostrava. 

In order to understand the 
present day justification for the 
aggression against Croatia, i t i s 
especially importanttomention 
Hitler's conversation with the 
69-year old British Prime Min
ister, Neville Chamberlain, in 
Berchtesgaden, on September 
15. After comprehensively prai
sing his own contribution to 
peace a n d Ang lo -German 
friendship, the Fuhrer finally 
touched uf)on the problem which 
he had decided to solve "one 
way or the other": tha t 3 million 
Germans in Czechoslovakia 
"must return within the Reich 
borders". (Milosevic says the 
same thing, using different 
words: "institutionally or extra-
insti tutionally all the Serbs 
must live in one country".) The 
aggressors' general tendency to 
falsify history is exemplified by 
the fact that Hitler spoke of 
"returning" the Sudetenland 
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Germans, although they had 
never hved in Germany but in 
Austria, just as the parts of 
Croatia which the Serbs want 
to anex have never been within 
their borders. 

The care for the "endangered" 
Sudetenland Germans, "extra
cted" from their fatherland, to 
which they had never belonged, 
was just an excuse for achieving 
the real aim, which Hitler, sig
ning his new instructions for 
"the Grün Case" on May 30th, 
1938, expressed t h u s : "My 
unalterable decision is to de-

, stroy Czechoslovakia by milita-
O ry action in the near future". 

To comprehend the present 
day Serbian aggression against 
Croatia it is interesting to note 
what kind of war was planned 
against Czechoslovakia. "The 
Griin Case" was the first exam
ple of total war which Hitler 
would apply from then on with 
great success. Although its rea
lization depended mostly on the 
army, aided by the Luflwaffe, 
an especiallyimportantrole was 
assigned to what the Nazi strat
egists called "propaganda war" 
and "economic war". In the dire
ctives issued by Field-Marshall 
Wilhelm Keitel, the elements of 
total war are described in the 
foil owing manner: "Propaganda 
war should, on the one hand, 
frighten the Czechs by threats 
and destroy their resistance, 
and on the other hand it should 
show to the national minorities 
how to aid our war operations 
and favourably influence the 
neutral ones. Economic war 
consistsofallavailableeconomic 
means which could accelerate 
the collapse of Czechoslova
kia..." 

Nothing new under the sun! 
The war forced upon Croatia is 
an exact copy of the total war 
applied in 1938 in the case of 

Czechoslovakia. Its propagan-
distic advance par ty , which 
would impress even Goebbels, 
was intensified after the mass 
meetingatGazimestan and was 
followed by a variety of measu
res for the economic destruction 
of Croatia - from the tax duty 
war, printing of false money and 
plundering of Croatian property 
in Serbia to a systematic des
truction of tourism, transporta
tion and industrial buildings. 

In the Memorandum which 
expressed Hitler's demands to 
the British Prime Minister on 
September 23, it was stipulated 
- and accepted by the western 
powers in Munich - that hun
dreds of thousands of Czechs, 
who were forced to leave Sude
tenland, should not take with 
them any household goods, not 
even a single cow to feed them. 
Their fate is now repeated by 
the new victims of genocide -
tens of thousands of Croatian 
refugees. 

The most imjwrtant experi
ence that can be drawn from the 
Nazi aggression against Cze
choslovakia applies to the cow
ardly concessions made by the 
western powers, namely En
gland and France, which betra
yed their obligations in a situa
tion when the German generals 
admitted tha t their western 
front would not hold more than 
three weeks. "Isn't it terrible, 
abnormal, incredible that we are 
digging the trenches here... be
cause of quarrels between pe
ople in some far ofTland, who we 
know nothing about!" Cham
berlain said on the radio, trying 
to convince the English that his 
"peacekeeping" policies were 
reasonable when giving up a 
part of Czech territory to the 
Germans. 

As far as our current situa
tion is concerned there are two 

indicative commentaries from 
the London Times which reflect 
the views of Chamberlain's ca
binet and which show how ap
peasement and acceptance of a 
fait accompli always find justi
fication in convenient "prin
ciples" and "reasonable" argu
ments. The Times of April 1 
recommended that the Czech 
Government allow its minori
ties the right to "self-determi
nation", even if it meant "their 
leaving Czechoslovakia", sug
gesting for the first time the 
plebiscite as a way of determin
ing what the German minority 
really wanted. The commentary 
published in the April 7th issue 
of The Times went a step fur
the r t rying to convince the 
Czechs tha t the occupation of 
Sudetenland was actually a 
blessingin disguise: "Maybe the 
Czech government would be 
wise to consider whether to re
ject the plan favoured in some 
circles, and which would make 
Czechoslovakia a more homog
enous state by seceding the bor
der region inhabited by a for
eign population which borders 
with a nation itisracially linked 
with. The advantages achieved 
by the homogeneity of Czecho
slovakia would far outweigh the 
loss of the border region inhab
ited by the Sudetenland Ger
mans". 

"A TOTAL AND 
UNMITIGATED 
DEFEAT' 

What the article fails to 
mention, of course, is the fact 
tha t the amputation of Sude
tenland would leave Czechoslo
vakia not only without i ts rich
est industrial region, but with
out i ts na tura l mountainous 
protective barrier as well, and 
without i ts "Maginot line" of 
fortification - besides the French 
one, the strongest in Europe -
defenceless at the mercy of the 
aggressive neighbourhood. 

Through the final defeat of 
the West in Munich, which Be-
nesh foresaw when saying: "We 
have been most treacherously 
betrayed", a developed indus
trial nation was torn apar t and 
wrecked overnight. Ju s t to s tar t 
with. Hitler snatched 98,000 
square kilometres of its terri
tory, inhabited by 2,800,000 
S u d e t e n l a n d G e r m a n s a n d 
800,000 Czechs. But tha t was 
not all. Using the right to "self-
determination" of minorities as 
a pretext, Hungary snatched 
19,500 square kilometres, Po

land a further 1,700 square ki
lometres around Teshin (where 
more than 50% of the popula
tion was Czech). According to 
German data , the mangled 
country lost 66% of its coal, 80% 
of its lignite, 86% of its chemi
cals, 80% of i ts cement, 80% of 
its textiles, 70% of i ts iron and 
steel, 70% of its electrical energy 
and 40% of i ts forests. All this, 
however, was not enough to sat
isfy the appetite of the aggres
sor: on November 21st, Hitler 
ordered his military command
ers to liquidate the remaining 
part of Czechoslovakia. The or
der was dutifully carried out 
soon aflerwards. 

The sacrificing of Czechoslo
vakia - and that is the most 
important lesson to be learned 
from this historical episode -
did not satisfy Hitler nor did it 
save the world from the horrors 
of war. On the contrary, the 
"peace-promoting" politics of 
C h a m b e r l a i n a n d Da lad ie r 
ojsene d the doors wi de for Worl d 
War II, by missing the timely 
chance to discourage The Third 
Reich in its insane expansion
ism by failing to discourage the 
half-mad expansionism of the 
Third Reich a t the right time. If 
they had listened to the "war
mongering" Churchill instead, 
the spark of war would have 
been ext inguished before i t 
spread, since even the German 
generals were almost unani
mous in their estimate that a t 
the time of the Czechoslovakian 
crisis Hitler would have been 
defeatedby western powers, and 
"in quick order" a t that . Speak-
ingin the House of Commons on 
October 5th, Churchill said: "We 
have sustained a total and un
mit igated defeat... We have 
passe d an awful milestone in our 
history... And do not suppose 
that this is the end. This is only 
the beginning of the reckoning". 

THE THIRD REICH = 
SERBIA 

It would do no harm if we too 
in Croatia could logically dis
cuss the question of what a 
"peace-pursuing" policy is es
sentially and what a "belliger
ent" one is. This superficial re
minder concerning the aggres
sion agains t Czechoslovakia 
makes sense only if it contrib
utes to a better understanding 
of the reasons, immediate cau
ses, character, strategy, and 
behaviour of these active sub
jects in the war against Croatia 
waged by Serbia with the sup-



port of the Federal Army, which 
has been faithful to Milosevic, 
ever since the famous Eighth 
session (of the Serbian Leaque 
of Communis ts - t ranslator 's 
note) because it is known that 
they feel him to be a guarantee 
for their further existence as an 
army and the caste privileges 
that this entails. The parallel 
between the German Fascist, 
and the Serbian Bolshevik-na
tionalist aggression is by no 
means far fetched because they 
both have their source in to-
talitariem consciousness which 
results in the similarity of aims, 
actions, and even rhetoric. It 
suffices to change certain names 
and concepts from the time of 
the Czechoslovak crisis in order 
to get a fairly faithful picture of 
what we are experiencing today: 
e.g. 

The Third Reich = Serbia; 
Czechoslovakia = Croatia; Su-
detenland = the SAO Krajina 
and western Slavonia; Sude-
tenland Germans = Serbs in 
Croatia (partly); the Party of 
the Sudetenland Germans = the 
Serbian Democratic Party, "The 
GriinCase = the plan "Fortress-
Hitler = Milosevic, Benesh = 
Tuđman; Henlein = Babic (& 
CO.), etc. 

It remains to be seen whether 
a new, European Chamberlain 
and a ne w Daladier m ay appear 
on the scene and who these 
might be? 

His to r i ca l c o m p a r i s o n s 
should of course not be strained 
more than might be reasonable, 
but one must equally avoid the 
typical Balkan primitive way of 
thinking, according to which 
history always begins again 
starting with the one who comes 
to power, something that we in 
Croatia have not been spared 
for somewhatlonger than a year. 

EASILY 
FORESEEABLE 
OUTCOMES 

Croatian policy h a s been 
mistaken in expecting too much 
from foreign ]x>litical factors, 
believing that it is they who will 
do what it is upon ourselves to 
do. The naive exultation which 
our leaders accompanied the 
signing of the EC documents in 
the "Palace of Federation" came 
therefore as no surprise; nor did 
their fast cooling off, which hap
pened only afew days later as in 
the meantime it had become 
clear that the armistice agree
ment was only an incitement to 
ever more barbarous slaughter 
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and destruction of civilian and 
economic targets in Vukovar, 
Osijek, Petrinja, Sisak, Gospič, 
on the Adriatic coast, and else
where. (Just as Mr. Tudman's 
meeting with the army leader
ship a t peaceful Brioni, a fail
ure both from the political and 
the military point of view, tur
ned out to be only a necessary 
break for the escalation of ter
ror in addition to signifying a 
recognition of the generals - who 
had in fact performed a coup -as 
political partners). 

If the war imposed upon Cro
atia is understood in terms of 
Hitler's invasion of Czechoslo
vakia, then such outcomes can 
easily be foreseen. Literally co
erced to associate himself with 
the armistice agreement thro
ugh Hans van den Broek's ulti
matum "Sign it or leave it", Mi
losevic interpreted his own sig
nature as a signal that his ser-
bianized army was to speed up 
the occupation of the a reas 
within the planned borders of 
"great Serbia" and even more 
ruthlessly to destroy strategic 
points which s tandin the way of 
any linking of the Serbian en
claves in Croatia into some kind 
of unity. 

As for the international com
munity, it identified the aggres
sor and its victim not so much 
t h a n k s to t h e "wisdom of 
Croatian policy" which was in
clined towards self-glorification, 
as because of the palpable evi
dence of corpses, exiles, and 
ruins: words are unnecessary 
where facts speak for themsel
ves. It would, however, be rash 
to believe that the European 
Community will do the job for 
us, a t least until the number of 
people killed reaches the "criti
cal mass" that can make the 
great powers move. It is impor
tant to bear in mind that the EC 
are still much more an economic 
union than a political one, and 
that their policy is for the time 
being only a fairly unco-ordi-
nated sum of national political 
interests, quite frequently in 
mutual disagreement, especi
ally among London, Paris, and 
Berlin. 

In trying to Eu;complish their 
unpleasant business, the We
stern countries will aim towards 
necessary compromises starting 
from the factual s i tua t ion , 
unfavourable to Croatiabecause 
it is its territory that is occupied 
(in an area certainly larger than 
4 or 5%, which is another in
stance of self-delusion on the 
part of the Croatian government 



and of pushing one's head into 
the sand when confronted by 
unpleasant facts. In such cir
cumstances, one fears, every 
compromise reached at the dip
lomatic table can only be a t the 
expense of Croatia, irrespec
tively of the principals. AnincU-
nation towards such kinds of 
compromise can be also dis
cerned from the fact that the 
Declaration of the Council of 
Mi ni sters of the EC has not been 
given any place in the preamble 
ofthe Memorandum concerning 
the widened deployment of 
monitoring missions. 

This is not pessimism, but 
caution: in politics, as in life, it 
is better to reckon with what is 
worse and achieve better con
sequences, than the other way 
round. 

MORE THAN POWER 
IS AT STAKE 

It has to be acknowledged 
that Serbia has publicly made 
known its ambitions to expand 
in the Memorandum^ of the 
Serbian Academy of Sciences 
and Arts and in the recent pro
grammatic interview of Mihailo 
Marković in Politika, as well as 

Q by Milosevic,who in his speech 
" a t G a z i m e s t a n openly an 

nounced that for the purpose of 
implementing the Serbian im
perialist national program he 
would not shun war. In spite of 
these clear "smoke signals", 
Croatian policy has had "great 
illusion or wrong estimations, 
as you like", as has recently 
been asserted in a cruelly per
suas ive way by Dr. An tun 
Bebler, one of the most promi
nent military experts and the 
key personality in Slovenian 
defense during the "Alpine war", 
thus a person undeniably com
petent and objective. 

The erroneous strategic es
t imations of Croatian policy 
concerned in the first place the 
character and the objects of the 
rebellion of Croatian Serbs, the 
scope of Milosevic's policy of 
conquest, the role that the so-
called Yugoslav National Army 
would play in this, the exag
geration of a possible engage
ment of Europe in solving the 
crisis and the method of solving 
the problems which have fallen 
upon Croatia (while it was be
lieved that a peaceful agreement 
with Milosevic and Kadijevid 
was possible even at the price of 
losing all "natural al l ies ' in Yu
goslavia). 

HOW TO MAKE UP 
FOR LOST TIME 

Erroneous s trategic es t i 
mates where the soil out of which 
have grown all these weak
nesses which are now such a 
heavy burden for Croatia in its 
decisive fight for independence 
and teTTitorial integrity. We 
have in mind the rejection of the 
concept of total national defense 
( i r respect ively of ava i lab le 
weapons), the acceptance of a 
comple te d i s a r m a m e n t of 
Croat ian terr i tor ial defense 
(which to a smaller extent oc
curred even during the new Go
vernment, which did not want 
to increase the generals' hostil
ity, probably believing that it 
was still possible to come to an 
agreement with them); the re
luctance clearly to define the 
aggressor, the faulty conception 
and organization of defense, the 
lack of uni ted, professional 
command of Croatian defense, 
the failure to procure arms for 
the Croatian armed forces, in 
whatever way, during the long 
period in the first half of this 
year when it was being believed 
that the crisis could come to a 
peaceful resolution a t sterile 
meetings between the Presi
dents of the Republics, the 
missing of the unique opportu
nity to strike a decisive common 
blow Eigainst the aggressive 
Yugoslav National Army dur
ing the invasion of Slovenia, etc. 

To err is human but it is not 
acceptable t ha t the Govern
ment, in the decisive moments 
for the freedom of Croatia, 
should a priori reject every well-
meaning criticism and sugges
tion, and disqualify them as 
attempts to gain tiny political 
points from the public, as Presi
dent Tuđman repeatedly de
c lared in h i s in t e rv iew in 
Nedjeljna Dalm.acija (Septem
ber lst,1991). That this however 
is not true can be seen from the 
series of statementsin Croatian 
newspapers by the most re
sponsible people of the success
ful Slovenian defense. They 
have criticised, unsparingly and 
with persuasive arguments, the 
conception, organization, and 
strategy of the defense of Croatia 
(Janez J anša in Slobodna Dal
macija of August 31st, Jelko 
Kacin in Nedjeljni Vjesnik of 
September 8th, and Dr. Anton 
Bebler in Danas of September 
10th 1991). 

All these remarks and sug
gestions by the leaders of the 
Slovenian defense were already 

oflTered much earlier by the Cro
atian People's Party, in a simi
lar or identical manner, public
ly or through internal channels. 
In particular, concerning mili
tary matters . General Ivan Ru
kavina, the celebrated hero of 
the last war has been particu
larly outspoken in his capacity 
as Chairman of the Committee 
for all-national defense of that 
party, which is the strongest 
among the op{)osition parties (a 
fact substantiated also by the 
research done by Giofeus, among 
other pieces of evidence). Un
fortunately, they never met wi th 
any readiness to listen,for they 
were always looked a t only in 
terms of cheap political party 
competition and not as a since

re at tempt to contribute to the 
improvement of the defense of 
Croatia, as if it were part of a 
pre-election game and not a 
mat ter concerning the destiny 
of our country. 

War i s a state of affairs which 
requires an active engagement 
of all the potential of the people, 
and it is only in this way that 
the time which has been lost so 
far can be made up, so that 
before long Croatia can effec
tively mainta in her dignity, 
freedom, and territory. In spite 
of everything we repeat that 
Croatia cannot lose the war 
which has been forced upon her 
but only if we are wise and deci
sive enough to make the best 
out of our kairos. A 

THE POWERLESSNESS 
OF CROATIAN 
PROPAGANDA 
IN THE WORLD 
by Vjekoslav Krsnik, 
columnist former edi-
ior-in-cNef of Croatian 
Press Agency - HINA 
and ex - stringer for 
BBC ^ 

In the circumstances of con
temporary communications, the 
success of any policy, especially 
that of a state, dep>ends very 
much on the extent to which 
this jjolicy is internationally 
recognized. Subdued during 
both the first and second Yugo
slavia, Croatia did not have a 
chance to promote and make 
known to the world its striving 
for independence. The short pe
riod of existence of the so-called 
Independent State of Croatia, 
Fascis t puppe t s ta te , made 
Croatia's struggle for indepen
dence even more difficult in the 
period following the Second 
World War. 

Therefore, at the time of the 
fall of Communist regimes and 
the rise of democracy in Eastern 
Europe, it is particularly im
portant for Croatia to present to 
the world in the best possible 
way i ts struggle for indepen
dence and freedom during most 
of the entire post-war period. 

especially since in 1948, Tito 
broke with Stalin. Thereafter, 
Yugoslavia played an important 
role in the stability of Europe 
and the world, as a result of 
m a n y ideological, polit ical , 
strategic, military and other 
factors, most notably, i ts en-
gagementin the Non-Alignment 
Movement. In these circum
stances any at tempt at encour-
agingits internal disintegration 
was doomed to failure. The con
sequences of such an attitude to 
Yugoslavia can be seen in the 
current war in which the inter
national community looks on at 
the processes of disintegration 
of what used to be a strong fed
eration. Such an attitude to
wards any pwtential changes in 
Yugoslavia was most obvious at 
the beginning of the 1970s, when 
Jos ip BrozTito crushed all 
democratic movements without 
any serious objections from 
abroad. Thi s particularly refers 
to the "Croatian S p r i n g move
ment, which threatened the in
tegrity of the Yugoslav multi
national country. With the fall 
of the Berlin Wall and the 
overthrow of communism, the 
subdued Croatian independence 
cause got a new chance. The 
new circumstances of the disin
tegrating post-Titoist Yugosla-
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via were taken advantage of by 
the proponents of a Greater 
Serbia, who launched the noto
r ious M e m o r a n d u m of the 
Serbian Academy of Arts and 
Science. Under the pressure of 
the Communist and pro-Yugo
slav ideologies, Croatia did not 
adequately respond to the Me
morandum, nor did have the 
right strategy for the achieve
ment of its centuries-old goal, 
independence. 

The democratic world was 
concentrating primarily on the 
development of Perestroika in 
the Soviet Union, while the 
events and changes in Yugosla
via were seen asmarginal . With 
i t s self-managing socialism, 
Yugoslavia was for a long time 
an independent factor in the 
Communist world, and as such 
was the favourite of the West. 
While it was acceptable to the 
rest of the world that Slovenia 
and Croatia should hold their 
first free elections since the Se
cond World War, it was hard to 
understand why these two re
publics would want indepen
dence within a country which 
did not share any of the prob
lems of the so-called "socialist 
community , led by the Soviet 
Union. All Croatian political 
movesinthelastfewyearshave 
been labelled as secessionist, 
nationalist or even Fascist. Yu
goslav diplomacy, especially 
that in the Western countries, 
encouraged a radical brand of 
Croatia nationalism, which re
lied on Paveli(fs Independent 
State of Croatia, and Croats li
ving abroad did not realize that 
this was a policy that could 
hardly win any approval from 
the democratic world when the 
issue of Croatian independence 
came up. In such circumstances 
it was understandable that the 
Western media in the post-
Titoist era a t first saw the rise 
of Slrfx>dan Milosevic as the 
emergence of a new s t rong 
leader of Yugoslavia. He guar
anteed the preservation of Yu
goslavia by leading it the way 
Tito had done. Croatia simply 
did not have any adequate stra
tegy, organization or people to 
fight this propaganda and de
bunk its Greater-Serbian back
ground. It did not have any sub-
stantional lobby abroad, either. 
The Greater-Serbia ideology 
was coming from Belgrade, 
where the majority of foreign 
correspondents are Serbs, who 
in the countries for which they 
work presented the first demo
cratic election as a revival of 

the Fascist Croatia of the Second 
World War. Croatia simply did 
not have an answer to all this. 
Because of incompetence and 
inexperience in the first days of 
democracy, it did not take ad
vantage of all of the opportuni
ties to win the confidence of the 
world. 

As the first editor of the 
newly established press agency, 
HINA, I witnessed this agency's 
failure to come up with a plan 
for promoting the t ruth about 
Croatia. The agency is still in
capable of doing it, owning to 
the low level of technical equi
pment, not to mention the in
adequate professional skills of 
its journalists. 

Thanks to the reputation it 
established in the preceding 
decades, the TANJUG remains 
the main source of information 
on what is going on in a disinte
grating Yugoslavia. The TA
NJUG is an agency strongly in
fluenced by the Yugoslav and 
Serbian propaganda, as a re
sult of the almost 90% Serbian 
and Montenegrin nationality of 
its staff. 

Croatia did not take any 
steps, nor did i t do as much as it 
coul d to start i ts own shortwave 
radio broadcasting service in 
foreign languages. The Minis
try for Information has retained 9 
more or less the same staff which 
it inherited from the Commu
nist regimes, and the newpeople 
were not up to the job. Besides, 
in as little as one year there 
where three different ministers 
with this portfolio. The daily 
and periodical publications of 
this Ministry, which are espe
cially important in war condi
tions are thus of little use to 
foreign journalists, who find it 
difficult to understand the com- , 
plexity of the ethnic situation in 
both Yugoslavia and Croatia, 
as well as the history of the 
Croatian people. Is it not strange 
that Zagreb as the host city of 
numerous sport events won 
major international recognition 
for the organization of press 
services, and now, one of the 
dirtiest wars that Europ» has 
seen is waged on the territory of 
Croatia, there is no adequate 
press service? 

Although it was extremely 
important for Croatia to win 
the approval of international 
institutions, it took the new, 
democratically elected govern
ment over halfa year to open i ts 
first offices abroad. In doing 
that, two big mistakes were 
made. The first promotional 
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offices were not opened in New 
York, Washington, Bonn, Lon
don, Bruxelles or Paris, but in 
Stuttgart and Munich, in order 
to satisfy the vanity of the loyal 
members of the party that had 
won the elections. 

The criterion for employment 
a t these offices was member
ship in the leading party, HDZ, 
irrespective of capabilities and 

« qualifications for the job. The 
best proof of theirincompetence 
is the insufBcient representa
tion of Croatia and its policy 
concerning the Yugoslav crisis 
in the media of these countries. 

From the very start, Croatia 
has not had a strong enough 
lobby in those countries which 
have a decisive role in the cre
ation of European and world 
f>olicy. The worst situation is 
precisely in those countries 
which are the most important 
for Croatia. Despite the presu
med 2,5 million Americans of 
Croatian origin, the Croatian 
lobby in the United States is 
less influential than tha t of 
Serbia, whichis understandable 
in view of the several decades of 
American relationships with 
Serbia and later on with Yugo

slavia. However, it does not ma
ke much sense tha t the Alba
nian lobby should be more in
fluential and more effiicient 
than that of Croatia. Thi s shoul d 
obviously be accounted for by 
the Croatia's inadequate orga
nization and reliance on the 
wrong people and wrong meth
ods of action. Although the big
gest Croatian emigrant organi
zation in the world, Croatian 
Fraternal Union (CFU), has 
been active in America for over 
90 years, it did not have much 
support in its at tempts to pre
sent the Croatian struggle for 
democracy and independence to 
the American public, because it 
had been ignored by the new 
Croatian government. Conside
ring that the Croatian identity 
and ideas were suppressed 
within Yugoslavia, it is not sur
prising that no such lobby ex
ists in other countries. Howe
ver, it is hard to understand 
that in the year and the half 
since the democratic elections 
more has not been done. 

In short, this can be accoun
ted for by the mistakes of the 
Croatian propaganda which has 
been the weakest point of the 
Croatian foreign policy. ^ 

THE GEOPOLITICAL POSITION OF CROATIA 

CROATIA'S 
BORDERS 

by Mladen Klemenčić, 
University of Zagreb 

The present borders of the 
Republic of Croatia are for the 
most part defined by the lines of 
division established long before 
the formation of the common 
South Slav state in 1918. Thus, 
Croatia's borders can be said to 
have a long historical continu
ity, which is understandable in 
view of the fact that Croatia has 
managed to maintain elements 
of state sovereignty throughout 
i ts history. Out of the total 
length of Croatia's land borders 
extending for 2.028 km, only 
one tenth, or 200-250 km are 
borders drawn for the first time 
in the Yugoslav state. 

The Croatian-Hungarian 
border, is for most of its length, 
one of the oldest in Europe. This 
is particularly true of the sec
tions of the border marked by 
the River Drava, which has al
ways separated the Croatian 
andHungarian states. The land 
border on the left side of the 
Drava (Prekodravlje) is also hi
storically well-established, for 
these are the parts tha t used to 
form part of the Military Borde
rland and tha t were incorpo
rated into Croatia when the 
Borderland was demilitarized. 
Actually, the Military Border
land had never been de iure 
excluded from Croatian sover
eignty. 

In the Međimurje region, 
where it is naturally and geo
graphically defined by the River 
Mura, the border is more recent 
only in a sense. It was finally 
defined after the First World 
War, when Međimurje, previ
ously a part of Hungary, was 
joined to the Kingdom of Serbs, 
Croats and Slovenes. It should 
be stressed, however, tha t Hun
gary's sovereignty over Međi
murje was questionable, since 
thatregion had earlier belonged 
to Croatia and the great ma
jority of people had always been 
Croatian, despite strong Magy-
arization efforts. 

The border in Baranja is the 
most recent section of the Croa
tian-Hungarian border. It was 
first established in 1920, with
out reference to any earlier di
visions. In this way, the south-
e m part of the former Hungar
ian district of Baranya was 
joined to the Kingdom of Serbs, 
Croats and Slovenes as a lexical 
whole with the gravitationally 
strong city of Osijek. Besides, 
this was an ethnically mixed 
area in which Hungarians lived 
side by side with considerable 
numbers of Germans, Croats, 
and, to a lesser extent, Serbs. 

The Croatian-Slovene 
border is al so for the most part 
an older European border. The 
sections of the border on the 
River Su t l a , on Žumberak 
Mountain and on the River Ku
pa are parts of the historical 
border that had for centuries 
separated Croatia from the Slo
vene regions of Camiola and 
Styria. The border in Međimur
je, too, largely coincides with 
the earlier borders of that Croa
tian region, except for a few 
villages in the municipality of 
Štrigova which were joined to 
Slovenia in 1945. 

In contradistinction to the 
greater, well-established and 
historically confirmed border, 
the western part of the Croatian-
Slovene is much more recent. 
The border in Istria was drawn 
after the Second World War, in 
1945, when the temporary Free 
Territory of Trieste was divided 
between Italy and Yugoslavia. 
The par t tha t came under Yugo
slavia was split between Croatia 
and Slovenia along ethnic lines. 
A correction to that border was 
made in 1956, when several 
villages in the municipality of 
Buje were joined to Slovenia. 

The Croatian-Bosnian/ 
Herzegovinian border is the 
longest in Croatia. Its present 
line is the result of centuries of 
Ottoman rule over Bosnia-Her
zegovina. The two sections of 
the border are the northern-we
stern section, marked by the 
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rivers Sava and Una and essen
tially reflecting the historical 
border of Croatia and Siavonia 
with the Ottoman Empire, and 
the southern section, the his
torical border of Venetian Dai
matia and the Dubrovnik Re
public with the same Ottoman 
Empire. 

The border on the Sava and 
the lower flow of the Una was 
largely fixed by the Treaty of 
Karlovci in 1699. The Treaty of 
Požarevac in 1718 corrected it 
by extending the Croatian ter
ritory further east, thus bring
ing the whole of Srijem under 
Croatian rule. The same border 
was confirmed again by the 
Treaty of Svištovo in 1791, 
which was i>articulary impor
tan t for the fixing of the Croa
tian-Bosnian border along the 
upper Una. Having won back 
the greater part of Lika i n i 699, 
Croatia extended its sovereignty 
over Kordun and Pounje (Una 
Valley) in Lika . Thus , the 
Treaty of Svištovo fixed its bor
ders more or less as they are 

today. That same border served 
as a starting point in drawing 
the line between the federal 
constituent Republics of Croatia 
and Bosnia-Herzegovina in 
1945. The historical border was 
on that occasion corrected only 
in the district of Bihač, where 
the formerly Croatian villages 
of Medjudražje, Skočaj and 
Zavalje were joined to Bosnia-
Herzegovina. 

The southern section of the 
Croati an-Bosni an/Herzegovi-
n ian border da tes firom the 
eighteenth century, when the 
Venet ian-Turkish border in 
Daimatia was revised on two 
occasions. The present border is 
tha t of the so-called Linea Mo-
cenigo, which gave Venetian 
Dalmatiaits final shapein 1718. 

In the extreme southeast, the 
present Croatian border is bor
der of the Dubrovnik Republic 
established in 1699/1700. It is 
from that date, too, that the 
Croatian territory is interrupted 
a t Neum, giving Bosnia-Herze
govina an outlet to the sea. This 

was part of a diplomatic scheme 
by Ehibrovnik, giving the Otto
man Empire a small stretch of 
the coast in order to avoid hav
ing a common border with Ve
netian Daimatia. 

Afler the fall of Venice, Dai
mat ia came under Austr ian 
rule, which merged it in the 
early nineteenth century with 
what used to be the Dubrovnik 
Republic and the formerly out
lying Venetian possession of 
Boka Kotorska and Budva. All 
these parts tc^ether formed the 
Kingdom of Daimatia, whose 
territory was further extended 
along the coast south of Budva, 
all the way to Spič, in 1878. 
When the lines of division be
tween the Yugoslav Republics 
were being drawn in 1945, this 
historical border was respected 
in relation to Bosnia-Herzego
vina, but not in relation to Mon
tenegro. 

The relatively short Croa
tian-Montenegrin border 
corresponds to the border of the 
Dubrovnik Republic, but not to 

that of Austrian Daimatia. The 
Boka Kotorska-Budva-Sp ič 
stretch of the coast was given 
Montenegro, although it should 
be stressed that it had never 
belonged to Montenegro before 
1945. Montenegro was also gi
ven the former Herzegovinian 
stretch of the coast a t Sutorina 
in Boka Kotorska, which used 
to sepiarate the Dubrovnik Re
public from tha t Venetian pos
sess ion k n o w n as A lban i a 
Veneta. 

The Croatian-Serbian, 
actually Croatian-Vojvodi-
nian, border is for the most 
part quite recent. Only its cen
tral section on the Danube, 
downstream from where the 
Drava flows into the Danube, is 
historically confirmed. This was 
Croatia's long-established bor
der with Hungary, recognized 
again in 1699 when the Turks 
were driven out of Siavonia. 

The northern section of the 
border, with the Danube as the 
main line of division, was fixed 



in 1945, when it was decided 
that in view of the predomi
nantly Croatian population and 
the gravitational pull and traf
fic importance of Osijek, Ba
ranja should belong to Croatia. 

The southern section of the 
Croatian-Serbian border was 
also drawn for the first time in 
1945, splitting the historically 
Croatian region of Srijem. Un
til 1918, Croatia extended all 
the way to the confluence of the 
Sava and the Danube. The deci

sion to divide Srijem was made, 
not without disagreements, by 
Yugoslavia's state and Party 
leadership, while the actual on-
the-spot drawing of lines was 
entrusted to a special commis
sion. The border was drawn on 
the ethnic principle, so that Ea
stern Srijem with the predomi
nantly Serbian population be
longed to Serbia, and Western 
Srijem, whose population is 
mostly Croatian, belonged to 
Croatia. 

Thus, it can be said tha t the 
greatest part of Croatia's cur
rent borders is the legacy of 
earlier historical periods. In 
places where the borders were 
revised compared with those 
that Croatia had as it entered 
the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats 
and Slovenes in 1918, the revi
sion was as a rule made a t the 
expense of Croatia. The great
est such departures are to be 
found on the Croatian-Monte
negrin and Croatian-Serbian 

borders, while the departure is 
somewhat less on the Croatian-
Bosnian/Herzegovinian border. 

Generally speaking, the nor
thern and western borders of 
Croatia are old and stable. Its 
present eastern borders are the 
result of continuing contraction 
and loss of territory, which be
gan with Turkish invasions and 
ended with the inter-Republic 
border-fixing in Yugoslavia in 
1918. A 

Balkanic and 
Intra-Yugoslav 
Position of Croatia 
and Slovenia 
by Radovan Pavic, 
Professor of Political 
Science, University of 

12 Zagreb 

Depending on specific chan
geable social re la t ions , t he 
spatial position of a state in all 
its variants - notably geopoliti
cal and transportational - can , 
and quite often does, have a 
great existential significance; 
that is, it can essentially influ
ence international relations. In 
that sense, it is sufficient to 
point out a familiar example 
often pointed out, which merits 
constant re-emphasis owing to 
its importance and striking-
ness. The example we have in 
mind here is of the special inter
est shown by the United States 
and the West in general in help
ing socialist Yugoslavia during 
the period of intensive cold war 
(we underline 'socialist') and in 
its preservation and strength
ening. All this for two reasons: 
first, through its type of social
ism, Yugoslavia fractures the 
Soviet model; second, owing to 
its geopolitical position, it plays 
a major role in global relations, 
notably in an anti-Soviet con
text. Consequently, the West 
supports a socialist country, 
supports socialism as apolitical 
system (take note of that!), sup
ports its historical enemy in

tent upon destroying capital
ism. And it does all this because 
the socialist country in ques
tion, owing to i ts specific posi
tion, performs geopolitical fun
ctions extremely valuable to the 
West. This means that the role 
and value of locations at a par
ticular time and in a particular 
space transcends other major 
political factors, transcends the 
significance of a particular so
cial system and structure of gov
ernment. 

However, in spite of the sup
port from the West, this situa
tion was unfavourable and very 
sensitive for Yugoslavia. This 
requires emphasizing an essen
tial fact dating firom the turn of 
the decade 1980s/90s. It was 
then that , thanks to the neode-
tente, the geopolitical position 
of Yugoslavia, thereby of Croa
tia, was dramatically improved 
beyond all recognition, which is 
a very impressive fact difficult 
to overestimate. For Yugosla
via, specifically for Croatia, this 
precisely means the following. 
For this part of Europe - as the 
link between Central Europe 
(the Alps and the Danube Ba
sin), the Mediterranean and the 
Balkans the presently valid 
consequences of their location 
are substantially different. This 
location can now be made use of 
in the most profitable manner, 
that is through a valorization in 

terms of international traffic. 
This is the result of an excep
tionally favourable transport-
and- t rans i t position of both 
Croatia and Yugoslavia, sig
nificant not only in regional and 
European butalsoin European-
Asian t e rms . Consequently, 
there has been a marked shift 
in the significance and valua
tion of the geoposition involved. 
A jjeriod of insecurity defined 
by geojxilitics and geostrategy, 
hampering growth and fraught 
with numerous dangers, was 
replaced by a period of security 
with a full array of advantages 
inherent in security and a fa
vourable location. TTiis, then, is 
the most impor tan t context 
within which to observe the cur
rent geoposition of Croatia and 
Yugoslavia, naturally keeping 
in mind that, at this moment, 
we are dealing with mere initial 
possibilities depending on the 
cessation of war in Croatia. 

Regional International 
Position of Croatia and 
Slovenia 

In current circumstances, the 
international position of Croatia 
andSloveniaisfavourable, spe
cifically as regards/to/y and its 
irredentism. This is not so only 
for international and interna
ti onaI-lawreasons(which might 
be termed the reasons of Eu-
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rope), but also because of a sub
stantially changed ethnic mak
eup, which must be regarded as 
a final and irreversible fact, 
making any territorial claims 
irrelevant. Italy's interests in 
Croatia and Slovenia are now 
different: penetration of capital 
and transit uses (access to the 
Danube Basin). These are the 
only proper and well-founded 
reasons for Italian interests on 
the opposite Adriatic shore, and 
by no means any territorial 
claims. 

Austria is also interested in 
Slovenia and Ooa t i a , and in a 
jwsitive sense. The problem of 
Slovene and Croatian minori
ties, though still not completely 
and satisfactorily solved, can
not be a cause of alienation and 
merely correct bu t reserved 
conventional relations. Thus, 
here too are manifested Aus
t r ia ' s general economic and 
specific transport interests in 
the direction of the sea and the 
Balkans. In addition, Austria is 
in te res ted in i t s immedia te 
southern neighbours (but also 
the entire former Yugoslavia) 
in i ts role as a possible link 
between the European Com
munity and the Balkan area. 
Austria is also interested in ha
ving as immediate neighbours 
profjer Middle-European coun
tries ra ther than the Bolshevi-
zed Balkans. 



Hungary's relation to Slove
nia and Croatia must also be 
viewed in a positive context. 
This country, too, is interested 
in its minority in both repub
lics, while the presence particu
larly of Croatians in its terri
tory calls for a neighbourly res
ponse and observance of Euro
pean civilizational norms. Es
pecially so, because the latter 
legitimizes Hungarian requests 
for a protection of its own mino
rity's rights in Rumanian Tran
sylvania. Moreover, Hungary is 
vitally interested in the transi t 
access to the Adriatic through 
the jx>rt of Rijeka. 

Consequently, what we have 
in all this three cases (Italy, 
Austria, Hungary) is a favou
rable co-operative environment 
making possible a link to Eu
rope. This link is already well-
defined.Both Croatia and Slo
venia are members of the Alpi
ne-Adriatic Regional Commu
nity and, through Yugoslavia, 
in the European Hexagonal. 
Also, the disappearance of the 
Iron Curtain, debolshevization 
and assumption of a democratic 
identity in Slovenia and rel
evant portions of Croatia make 
these areas indisputably parts 
of a newly-risen and restored 
Central Europe. These puts 
Croatia in par t icular firmly 
within to principal civilizational 
circles of Europe: Central-Eu
ropean and Mediterranean. 

Unlike the favourable co-op
erative environment of Slovenia 

and Croatia, the remainder of 
Yugoslavia bordering on other 
countries (i. e., Serbia and Ma
cedonia), show more complex 
characteristics. Thus, Serbia 
realizes contacts both in a co
operative and an unco-operative 
environment, while Macedonia 
finds itself within a totally unco
operative environment. Of spe
cial importance for Serbia is 
favourable contact and political 
co-operation with Romania, be
cause both countries are run by 
merely renamed and transves
tite communists/bolsheviks, so 
the ideological kinship is un
derstandably close. Also, there 
is the territorial contiguity with 
the republics of the former 
USSR, which is also not without 
relevance. Besides, both Serbia 
and Romania have significant 
Hungarian minorities and, the
refore, common in teres ts in 
deal ing with th i s problem. 
Though Serbia has no common 
border with Greece, favourable 
conditions with Greece are im
portant, not only because they 
are a natural aspiration in a 
Balkan fi-amework, but also be
cause thereby pressure can be 
exerted on Macedonia which, 
for militant Greater-Serbians, 
is no more than "South Serbia". 

As regards Bulgaria, Serbia 
can count on merely correct re
lations (except in the case of a 
possible carving up of Mace
donia). Contacts with Albania 
are naturally of a pronouncedly 
unco-operative character. 

Osijek - David and Goliath, photo by Večernji list 

Kostajnica - The future belongs to them, photo by Večernji list 

The geofMlitical position of 
Macedonia is a specific case. Its 
relations to both Albania, Ser
bia, Bulgaria and Greece must 
be characterized as an unco
operative environment, which 
is the least favourable case of 
all Yugoslav republics. 

Specific Position of 
Croatia and Slovenia 
in Relation to 
Bloc-Aligned and 
Neutral Countries 

Unlike the period of the cold 
war when block relations had a 
dominating and unfavourable 
character, under present condi
tions the evaluation of bloc con
tacts and the pa t te rn ing of 
neutral and non-bloc countries 
is fundamenta l ly different. 
Slovenia still has a common 
border with NATO,while Croa
t ia also par t ic ipates in the 
Adriatic as a NATO-dominated 
sea. In that context, the fact of 
Croatia bordering on Slovenia 
is favourable, as is Slovenia's 
contiguity with NATO (through 
Italy), the reason being that 
under the present conditions 
NATO, as one of the principal 
identity components of Europe, 
is afactor of security for Croatia 
and Slovenia. Further, contact 
with neutral Austria continues 
being favourable. Aus t r ia ' s 
neutrality is today significantly 
different from the one during 
the cold war. True, Austria (to
gether with Yugoslavia) was 
then also part of the important 
European space between the 

West and the East. However, 
its neutrality now is substan
tially different because politi
cally it is becoming vitally in
terested in the stability of the 
areas to its south and south
east. 

Croatia and Slovenia 
as Interspace and 
Buffer Zone 

One fundamental historical 
characteristic applies to the area 
of Yugoslav lands. For a protra
cted period, these lands served 
as contacts of different worlds: 
the Christian West and the Mu
slim East. For a long time, Cro
atia was the Antemurale Chri
st! ani tati s, with the sense of 
contact and a specific outer wall 
still surviving. So we are deal
ing here with continuity, an 
important aspect in evaluating 
the position of a country and its 
growth potential. 

The contact charac te r of 
Croatia can be illustrated with 
several instances. Today, Croa
tia is the contact area with the 
still bolshevized East (Serbia, 
Montenegro), and with the area 
where one ethnos (Serbian) is 
seeking domination and trying 
to conquer territory. The latter 
aim has been adopted irrespec
tive of the actual numerical re
lations of the ethnic groups, be
cause in Bosnia-Herzegovina 
and in Kosovo the Serbs are 
after all a minority, in some 
places a very pronounced one. 
In this connection, Croatia is 
the contact area between a safe 
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and stable Europe and the un
safe Balkans. That, however, is 
not all. Croatia is a contact area 
with Serbia which, a t the pre
sent turn of the century, is en-
gagedin imperialist politics: i.e. 
seekingtoconquer territory both 
historically and ethnically non-
Serbian. This means that we 
are dealing here with the con
tact between Europe and Bar-
baria. It should be pwinted out 
here tha t the Greater-Serbia 
territorial imperialism is the 
only surviving example of such 
imperialism in the whole of 
Europe. While the rest of Eu
rope has definitely left behind 
the stage when solutions to po
litical questions could be attem
pted in a territorial, tha t is geo
political, manner, Serbia, with 
its aspirations toward a Great 
Serbia, is now precisely in that 
stage. Therefore, one should 
keep repeating, a t least when 
dealing with the international 
community: the war in Croatia 
is no ethnic war between the 
Croats and the Serbs, but an 
aggressive war by Serbia, utiliz
ing the federal army and Serbs 
recruited from Croatia, aimed 
at establishing a Great Serbia. 

Croatia, consequently, re
presents the contact between 
Europe proper and the Balkans. 
It is contact between various 
forms of communities in the 
West but - and this is particu
larly important - of voluntary 
communities and an enforced 
community in the South-East. 
The latter, of course applies to 
the present Yugoslavia, or a 
possible future Yugoslavia in 
the shape of a four-member fe
deration, more precisely a form 
of Great Serbia (Bosnia-Herze
govina, Serbia, Montenegro, 
and, probably, Macedonia). 

In addition, Croatia is also 
the contact area toward those 
republics (Serbia and Montene
gro) which in the present cir
cumstances are supposed to 
resist a putative new "imperi
alism" of the new "Great Ger
many" and the "Fourth Reich" 
from the north-west. These two 
republics, together with Bul
garia, Rumania, Greece and 
Macedonia, are also expected to 
be a barrier to the westward 
penetration of Islam. This pen
etration must also be checked 
in Great Serbia itself and par
ticularly its expansion out of 
Albania and Turkey. It should 
be pointed out that it is exactly 
in the place where the Croatian 
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COMMENTARY OF THE MAP 
OF CROATIA AND ITS 
GEOPOLITICAL SURROUNDING 

by Radovan Pavić, 
Professor of Political 
Science, University 
of Zagreb 

1. The International 
Recognition of Slovenia 

a) The state of Slovenia 
Is already practically out
side Yugoslavia and awaits 
imminent international 
recognition. It is surroun-
dedbyfriendly states: Italy, 
Austria, Hungary and 
Croatia. 

2. Central Europe: 
a) The states of Central 

Europe (Mitteleuropa, ME). 
Slovenia is completely in
tegrated Into this cultural 
sphere. 

b) Part of Croatia (and 
Serbian Vojvodina) also 
belongs to ME. However, 
the military and political 
Instability in Croatia, its 
problems, and the balka
nization Imposed on it still 
prevent its full integration 
and recognition as a part 
of ME. 

3. The Problem of 
Croatia 

Owing to the war in 
Croatia which is not the 
result of ethnic conflict but 
of aggression on the part 
of Serbia, the Federal Army 
and a fraction of the Ser
bian population of Croatia 
(manipulated into joining 
the aggression), the Inter
national recognition of 
Croatia, although inevi
table, will require more ef
fort and time. 

4. The NATO Pact 
The geographical posi

tion of some member sta
tes of NATO such as Italy 
and Greece although se
emingly unfavourable, 
presents no hindrance in a 
period of neo-detente. For 
Slovenia and partly for 
Croatia the closeness of 
NATO member states Is 
beneficent because NATO 
Is a bulwark against bol-
shevlsm and one of the 
significant integrating fac
tors in Europe. 

5. Austria - a New Type 
of Neutrality 

The neutrality of present-
day Austria differs from that 
of the Cold War period be
cause Austria now has a 
strong political interest in a 
stable immediate neigh
bourhood. 

6. The New United Ger
many: 

The unifteation of Ger
many has been misrepre
sented by Serbia as lea
ding to expansionism and 
the wish tocreate a "Fourth 
Reich" which would alleg
edly include Slovenia and 
Croatia. This should in turn 
justify the struggle of Serbia 
and Montenegro against 
the government of Croatia 
which is labelled "Neo-
fascist" and "UstashoW". In 
other words it is right to take 
from Croatia territories 
populated by Serbs, but 
also those Inhabited by 
Croats and thus prevent the 
spreading of "Neo-fas
cism" to the south-east. 

7. Slovenia as a Buffer 
Zone: 

Situated between Cen
tral Europe and the gener
ally unstable Balkans, Slo
venia can be seen as cle
arly a buffer state. Thanks 
to this Austria and Italy have 
no direct borders with the 
southeastern territory pla
gued by Serisia's aggres
sion against the territories 
and resources of Croatia 
and its struggle for a Great 
Serbia. 

fl. The Friendly (Co-op
erative) States Bordering 
with Croatia and Serbia 

a) AJ - members of the 
Alpen Adria Community 
(also Including part of Ger
many) 

b) a, b, c, d - the neigh
bourhood of Italy, Austrk], 
Slovenia and Hungary is 
generally very favourable 
for Croatia. 

9. Geopolitical Division: 
The line dividing the Bal

kans from Central Europe, 
in other words the stable 
and secure part of Europe 
from Its unstable and inse
cure part. The present pro

blems of Croatia are only 
temporary. This Is why it 
must in principle be consi
dered OS part of the Cen
tral European and Mediter
ranean cultural sphere. 

10. Croatia and Bosnia-
Herzegovina: 

a) BOSNIA-HERZEGO
VINA which represents a 
potentkilly offensive nuc
leus and together with Ser
bia constitutes the other 
geopolitical sphere bor
dering with Croatia. 

b) CROATS - the exist
ence of a cleariy Croatian 
ethnic sphere in one seg
ment of the Bosnia-Herze
govina hinteriand is favo
urable for Croatia. 

11. Situation on the 
Adriatic 

On the Adriatic coast the 
Federal Army holds Boka 
Kotorska as the most se
cure and favourable stra
tegic point in the south
east; the island Vis (i) and 
the harbour of Pula (II) are 
points on the mainland from 
which the navy can con
duct operations against 
Croatia. 

12. The Contact with Is
lam: 

a) Croatia's contact with 
the western most compact 
autochthonous islamic re
gion in Europe (the Bihac-
Cazin region) 

b) A practically uninter
rupted Islamic zone runs 
from the Bihac-Cazin re
gion down the entire terri
tory of Yugoslavia, includ
ing western Macedonki. 

13. The Great Sertsia 
a) The outline of a mod

erate version of Great Ser
bia; apart from Sert>ia and 
Montenegro (as the hard 
core of Great Serbia) it in
cludes Bosnia-Herzegovi
na which is included as a 
matter of course into every 
Great Serbian solution of 
the Yugoslav crisis. 

b) After the referendum 
held in Macedonia in Sep
tember 1991 in which the 
citizens of Macedonia vo
ted for a sovereign and in
dependent state, the mili
tants of Great Serbia can 
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no more automaHcally 
consider Macedonia me
rely as "Southern Serbia". 

14. Imperialism: 
The pretensions of Serbia 

and Montenegro on Cro
atian and Bosnia-Herze
govina territories. 

15. The Position of Ma
cedonia: 

a) The geopolitical posi
tion of Macedonia is very 
unfavourable owing to the 
claims of Albania, Serbia, 
Greece and Bulgaria: Al
bania is not satisfied with 
the status of its national mi
nority in Macedonia (in 
1984,19.8%), for Great Ser
bia Macedonia is merely 

"South Serbia", while Bul
garia and Greece do not 
recognize the existence of 
the Macedonian nation. 

b) As a result of the out
come of the Macedonian 
referendum regarding its 
independence and sove
reignty, it is logical to ex
pect a strengthening of 

political ties between Ser
bia, Bulgaria and Greece. 

16. The Albanian-Ser
bian Problem: 

With respect to the pro
blem of tlie Albanians in 
Serbia and their just claims 
for their own Republic of 
Kosovo, a possible war be-
Nveen the Serbian and Al
banian states represents a 
great danger for the Bal
kans and all of Europe. 

17. The Opening-Up of 
Aitxinia: 

a) States suddenly ope
ning towards the West 

b) In order to achieve 
any kind of material co
operation between Croatia 
and Albania (witch are 
natural partners) it must not 
be forgotten that contact 
can only be made by sea, 
and this would be pre
vented by the Federal 
Navy. 

18. Barrier against islam 
At present there is a ten

dency for a mutual streng
thening of ties between 
Romania, Serbia, Monte
negro, Bulgaria and Gtee-
ce, with the aim of forming 
a barrier against the Islamic 
"threat" which exists not in 
Turkey and Albania alone, 
but in Greece and Bulgaria 
as well. It is necessary to 
consider the strong ties 
which exist between state 
and church in Serbia and 
Montenegro. 

19. Ideological Frame
work 

The states with a social
ist system (overt or covert) 
are potential, perhaps al
ready actual ideological 
allies vis-a-vis Central 
Europe. Developing traffic 
lines but also owing to 
geopolitical continuity, the 
former USSR can reach the 
Adriatic Sea even without 
passing the straights of 
istambul. This may become 
aneed, because of the fact 
that Italy and Greece are 
members of NATO and that 
Albania has completely 
tumed to the West, which 
could completely block 
the USSR's free passage into 
the Mediterranean. Howe
ver, after the practical dis
solution oftheUSSRand the 
change of its ideological 
orientation, this political-
ideological - terr i tor ia l 
framework Is not probable. 
The combination with Ro
mania, Seibki, Montenegro 
and Bulgaria remains. 
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"geopolitical horseshoe"isat i ts 
narrowest (barely 47 km), and 
where along the Bosnian/Her-
zegovinian border the Serbian 
ethnicum islocated, forming the 
"soft underbell)f" of Croatia -
that Croatia is in direct contact 
with a strong Muslim enclave, 
but perceives it as no danger. 
Croatia is, further, a contact 
area to the potential ideol(^ical 
alliance, along with the estab
lished contiguity, among Mon
t eneg ro , Se rb ia , Roman ia , 
Ukraine and Russia which pro
vides a maritime link circum
venting the straits of Istaimbul. 
All in all, the intra-Yugoslav 
contact position of Croatia is 
twofold. On the one hand, the 
contact with Slovenia is favo
urable since it makes possible 
the only (even in war times) 
reliable logistical link to the rest 
of Europe. This is partly true of 
Croat ian-Hungar ian border, 
but it is not a t all impossible for 
everything to be closed by the 
federal army of occupation in 
case of a further intensification 
of the already practically imple
mented military coup. 

In contrast to Croatia, the 
geopolitical position of Slovenia 
has always been substantially 
more favourable. Whereas on 

IO the one hand it is important for 
Croatiaal ways to emphasize the 
historical role of Croatia as 
contact, link and outer wall, the 
position of Sloveniais different. 
It made use of fruitful civiliza-
tional contacts with both the 
German and Medi ter ranean 
spheres (the latter being also 
true of Croatia). However, and 
this is invaluable, Slovenia was 
always outside the scope of Tur
kish penetration and destruc
tion. Also and of paramount im
portance for the present cir
cumstances Slovenia was spa
red the pressure of migration 
movements from the South-
East, which means that it was 
not subjected to Serbian and 
Vlachian pressures from the 
Slavic areas and so did not 
change its ethnic composition. 
This, in turn, spared Slovenia 
those problems that are par
ticularly plaguing Croatia no
wadays. Resulting from this is 
the very compact ethnic make
up of Slovenia, with Slovenes 
accounting for 90.5% of the 
population (1981 census). An
other favourable circumstance 
is that Slovenia is a natural 
entity fitting between Italy, 
Austria and Hungary, in the 
beneficent contact position 
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among the Alpine, Mediterra
nean, Panonian, and Balkanic 
regions. It is further important 
as a space ensuring that the 
turbulent Balkans do not have 
a direct border with Eurojie. 
This means that Slovenia also 
has a buffer function which is 
an important factor favouring 
Slovenia's recognition as a state 
before long. 

Croatia and Bosnia-
Herzegovina 

In intra-Yugoslav geopoliti
cal terms, the relationship of 
Croatia and Bosnia-Herzego
vina (B-H) is of particular im
portance. Both republics make 
ageopolitical unity which, how
ever, is no synonym for any 
Croatian designs on B-H. The 

relation between Croatia and 
B-H is very specific and may be 
viewed from two aspects. First, 
it looks as if Croatia, because of 
its shape of "geopolitical horse
shoe", encircles B-H, which may 
be unfavourable for the latter. 
This, however, is a mere illu
sion as Croatia in no sense en
dangers the other republic and 
has no territorial claims on it. 
Second, in a case of instrumen-
talization of B-H on the part of 
Great-Serbians and the federal 
army, B-H may be given the 
role of an attack base in a war 
against Croatia (which is what 
is jus t happening now). It is 
exactly B-H now that is signifi
cantly contributing toward the 
encirclement of Croatia. In this, 
B-H offers important advanta
ges because the action against 
Croatia uses internal, and con
sequently shorter, operational 
routes, with the entire territory 
of the republic of B-H servingas 
the logistical rear. 

Internal Geopolitical 
Division of Yugoslavia 

An essential property of the 
present Yugoslavia is that, even 
while it still is (though only for
mally) an integral state, it is 
characterized by a fundamen
tal interna] geopolitical division 
into a West and an East. What 
we have here is in fact a form of 
continuation of relations from 
the cold-war period, when Yu-
goslaviaasanintegralstate was 
ranged on this, western side of 
the Iron Curtain. This curtain 
used to pass right through the 
centre of Europe anditrespected 
national borders. However, in 
the current circumstances of the 
neodetente the s i tuat ion is 
completely different: the divid
ing line between the West and 
the Easthasmoved significantly 
eastward, and it does not re
spect state borders any longer. 
So, in Yugoslavia, Slovenia and 
Croatia can be considered parts 
of the West proper, though war 
and some sort of balkanization 
have been temporarily imposed 
upon Croatia. 

Consequently i t i s possible to 
conclude the following: Croatia 
is presently both a contact and a 
buffer area, itself belonging to 
both Central Europe and the 
Medi terranean, whereas the 
characteristics of the Balkans 
and the processes of balkaniza
tion have been forced upon it as 
par t of the imperialistic aspira
tions of Serbia aiming at the 
establi shment of a Great Serbia. 



NEW STRATEGIES 
by Zdravko Mršić, 
former Minister of For
eign Affairs of tlie Re
public of Croatia 

The resolution of the consti
tutional and political crisis in 
Yugoslavia has always been a 
very complicated and difficult 
task. Now, the war which rages 
in Croatia, has dramatically 
worsened the situation, and 
made the solution more diffi
cult. 

Eight constituent par ts of 
Yugoslavia, six republics and 
two autonomous regions, owing 
to their specific geographic f)o-
sitions, ethnic characters, na
tional histories and natural re
sources, have such divergent 
national interests that it is un
realistic to expect, tha t the Yu
goslavs themselves could find a 
new formula either for living in 
a newly constituted country or 
for a peaceful disintegration of 
the existing state. 

Yugoslavia was conflict-
prone from its inception. The 
political conflicts among the 
constituents of pre-war Yugo
slavia were so intense that the 
King had to introduce dictator
ship in order to suppress them. 
The second World War un
leashed the suppressedconflicts 
and turned them into massa
cres. In post-war Yugoslavia, 
Tito, as the uncontested leader, 
used his personal rule to pre
vent the conflict of ethnic and 
national interests fi-om appear
ing in public by keeping them 
wi th in the confines of the 
C!ommunist Party which was 
under his full control. 

Foreign powers, which could 
have helped and assisted in 
finding a feasible solution, have 
not had even a proper and re
alistic understanding of the lo
cal s i tuat ion and problems. 
Precisely because of their lack 
of complete understanding of 
the situation, they have insisted 
that a resolution has to be found 
by the Yugoslavs themselves. 

The course of events has 
proved that the Yugoslavs alone 
cannotfinda solution which will 
both last and ensure peace and 
integration in Europe. Equally, 
a solution imp)osed by the foreign 
powers even if it were fully 
agreed among themselves, but 

not accepted as a permanent 
solution by the peoples of the 
individual republics and au
tonomous regions - would cre
ate new frictions and tensions 
and therefore potentially lead 
to new confrontations which 
could spread even outside of 
Europe. 

Any feasible solution which 
is to ensure a lasting peace on 
the Balkan peninsula and a 
stable and harmonious inte
gration of Europe, is to be an 
outcome of negotiations by the 
Yugoslavs themselves under the 
auspices of the EEC (with the 
consent of the USA), endorsed 
and ratified by the Parliaments 
of all present Yugoslavrepublics 
and autonomous regions. One 
should assume that a proper 
verification and endorsementof 
such an agreement by all the 
republics and autonomous re
gions, would possibly require 
new elections in all constituent 
parts, as the political environ
ment and the position of politi
cal forces have dramatically 
changed, because of various 
factors, a major one being the 
war currently raging in Croatia. 

The new posit ion which 
should be taken by Croatia re
garding the whole crisis is, as of 
now, determined by the follow
ing factors: 

1. The whole set of well -
r ehea r sed t rad i t ional argu
ments for the preservation of a 
united and unitary Yugoslavia 
has lost its credibility; a new 
formula for constitutional ar
rangements on the Balkans pe
ninsula has to be found. Even 
the justification for a transitio
nal solution of a reconstituted 
Yugoslavia, with more political 
and economic autonomy for the 
republics has lost its ground. 
Many {»liticians have argued 
that the integrity of Yugoslavia 
has to be preserved in order to 
discourage the at tempt of de-
sintegration of Soviet Union be
fore German reunification could 
be achieved. The reunification 
has already been achieved, and 
the disintegration of the Soviet 
Union has already started. 

2. The war imposed on Cro-
a t iahas definitely destroyed the 
foundation on which a kind of 
common life between Serbiaand 
Croatia can be organized. It has 
made the whole concept of Yu

goslavia highly questionable, as 
it isrightly assumed that Serbo-
Croatian relations are of a criti
cal impor tance for any ar
rangement within Yugoslavia. 

3. The war with its political 
consequences asks for a recon
sideration of the doctrines and 
strategies of political forces in 
all eight constituents of a rap
idly disintegrating Yugoslavia. 

4. The role of the Federal 
Army in the present war, in 
which it has sided with the Ser
bian terrorists and used them, 
h a s d e m o n s t r a t e d i t s r ea l 
character and discredited the 
entire concept of common or joint 
armed forces in the Yugoslav 
republics, without which a joint 

owns. The assumptions for the 
economic and political balance 
which has been achieved in 
Europe over thirty years of the 
cold war and the East-West 
confrontation are not valid any 
more. They have been replaced 
by new political and economic 
realities. 

As far as Croatia's role in 
finding a solution for the Yugo
slav problem is concerned, it 
has to be emphasized that the 
citizens of Croatia in all walks 
oflife have serious doubts about 
the way the state's business is 
run. Several major strategic 
errors have been made by the 
present leaders, and, as a con
sequence, the electorate's confi-
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or common state cannot exist. 
5. The failure of economic 

reforms in Yugoslavia - as they 
were wrongly conceived as the 
means for the solution of the 
political, social and constitu
tional crisis that loomed over 
Yugoslavia and as they have 
been considered for too long by 
too many politicians and insti
tutions as the only hop» for the 
survival of Yugoslavia - has ma
de the individual republics de
termined to develop their own 
specific protective economic 
models in order to p repare 
themselves for a possible inte
gration with Eurof)e. 

6. The pace and shape of 
European integration are a pro
cess, which was uncertain even 
before the destruction of East-
e m block, the disintegration of 
the Soviet Union and the explo
sion of Yugoslavia. The new 
European architectureincludes, 
without any doubt, a set of poli
tical and constitutional unkn-

dence that a deal for Croatia 
will be competently and suc
cessfully negotiated, has been 
considerably eroded. 

The issue is even wider. In 
all major segments of political 
life the wrong approach with 
potentially dangerous conse
quences has been taken. This is 
why it is realistic to expect that 
the outcome of the next parlia
mentary elections will be con
siderably different from the 
elections held in April-May 
1990. Among the major defi
ciencies one ought to enumer
ate the following: 

1. A proper democratic po
litical process has not been con
stituted even among the Croa
tian population of Croatia. As 
theresultof theelectoral system 
- which has not yet been chan
ged, one political party has do
minated over the Parliament. 
Other parties have been forced 
to use extraparliamentary ac
tivities (being involved in de-
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fense, organizing charities, pro
test or prayer meetings, etc.). 
Politics is formally confined to 
the leading party, which has 
not constituted a democratic 
political process even within its 
own ranks. The leading party 
runs its business using meth
ods reminiscent of decades of 
Communist Par ty rule . The 
Croatian Parliament was used 
as a docile voting machine until 
the sessionheldin August 1991, 
when the resistance of the ma
jority of deputies of the party in 
power, who voted ageiinst the 
proposed list of ministers, forced 
the Presidenttoform acoalition 
government of "democrat ic 
unity", de facto forcing his own 
parliamentary party into oppo
sition. 

2. The Croatian leadership 
has grossly erred in handling 
the whole set of issues related 
to Yugoslavia: (1) The Federal 
Presidency with its comjxtsition, 
as one of six republics has three 
representatives and others just 
each, whereby Croatia insisted 
that the Presidency should be 
reactivated after it was paraly
sed first by the resignation of 
Serbian representatives, and 
then by refusal of the Serbian 
side to accept Mr. Mesić as pre
sident, (2) the Federal Govern
ment and its reform programme, 
which was initially supported 
and subsequently refused after 
i t caused dire consequences for 
the Croatian economy, (3) the 
Federal Par l iament with its 
Federal Chamber, whose term 
has been twice self-extended 
and which has introduced some 
of the most damaging legisla
tion packages, (4) the Yugoslav 
Armed Forces which first sho
wed an aggressive attitude to
ward the young Croatian demo

cracy and then led an open aig-
gression, but whose top hasbeen 
for a too long time spared of all 
accusat ion by the Croat ian 
leaders, (5) the issue of Kosovo, 
which has been tacticly treated 
by the Croatian leadership as 
an " i n t e m a r Serbian issue, 
whereby more interest in Koso
vo has been shown by world 
leaders and political activists 
than by Croatian leaders, (6) 
the issue of Bosnia which was 
handled to say the least without 
due clarity of approach, and, 
finally, (7) the co-operation with 
Slovenia, has been seriously 
damaged, to a degree that the 
gulf between the two countries 
seemed permanent. 

3. The Croatian cause has 
not been properly taken, pre
sented and discussed with Eu
ropean or world political lead
ers and institutions. The goals 
and basic political strategy of 
Croatia have not been clear. It 
hasnotbeen cleareven whether 
Croatia really wants indepen
dence, a so-called "union of 
states" or confederation. Croatia 
has not identified in time its 
allies and has not helped them 
to help Croatia, although many 
of them were willing to co-ordi
nate their actions with Croatia 
(and Slovenia). The Croatian 
a t t i t u d e t owards Yugoslav 
Armed Forces especially con
fused Croatian friends in Eu
rope. Croatian foreign pwlicy 
stumbled for a long time on Mr. 
Markovi (fs reformist deceit, and 
has done nothi ng to unmask the 
essence of Mr. Markovic's re
forms, and to persuade the West 
that Yugoslavia will break down 
on economic grounds, as i t has 
not teickled the political prob
lems (including Kosovo) before 
undertaking economic and so
cial reforms. 

4. The Croatian leaders have 
underestimated and neglected 
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the importance of the question 
of the Serbian ethnic minority 
in Croatia. They have been be
having as if the solution of that 
issue could be brought about 
through negotiations with Bel
grade. The confidence of the 
majority of the Serbs who lived 
in Croatia could have been won 
by the determination of the 
Croatian leaders to build in 
Croatiaaci vie democracy based 
on the rule of the law, to such a 
degree that the militant minor
ity among the Serbs would real
ize that i t would not help them 
if they were used again by a 
foreign power. 

5. Attempts have been made 
to use the Cathohc Church in 
Croatia for short term political 
purposes. Under the Commu
nist regime, the Church was the 
only ra l ly ing point for the 
Croatian people in their effort, 
not only to preserve human dig
nity and protect their human 
rights, but also to save their 
national identity. The Church 
should have been lefi; in the 
background of ephemeral po
litical processes, in order to be 
preserved as the pillar of the 
people's fight for survival. 

6. Even though the present 
leaders rallied the support of 
the ethnic Croats living (and 
working) abroad for the intro
duction of a democratic system 
in Croatia, the ruling party, and 
even a small group within it, 
has tried to privatize the com
munication between emigrants' 
organizat ions, much ear l ier 
founded in many European and 
overseas countries, and domes
tic organizations and institu
tions. The at tempts to misuse 
already existing cultural soci
eties, centresandmissionshave 
created a high level of dissatis
faction among the emigrants. 

Croatian official politics is 
now c o n c e n t r a t e d on the 
achievement of twomajor goals: 
(1) to turn the course of military 
ojDerations into at least a par
tial success, which is necessary 
to enjoy both the Croa t ian 
ftopulation's continued support, 
which had started to dwindle, 
and the respect of the West, and 
(2) to gain international recog
nition for Croatia. A success re
garding recognition will be more 
credible if Croatia can be mili
tary more successful. Croatian 
demand for recognition is on 
the other hand calculated for to 
improve Croatia's military po
sition. 

However, Croatia has not of
fered to bothinternal andexter-

nsJ partners, allies and enemies 
any tangible plan or procedure 
which could lead to a lasting 
resolution of the Yugoslav cri
s i s . T h e r e is more to t h e 
Yugoslav crisis than just the 
conflict between Serbian and 
Croatian leadership. Suffice it 
to mention the position of the 
Albanians in Kosovo. 

Knowing well both the situa
tion in Yugoslavia and the con
cerns of the West, I would ad
vise Croatia to support a plan 
which must take into account 
the two following assumptions: 

1. in order to achieve its own 
independence, Croatia ought to 
advise an acceptable resolution 
of the entire Yugoslav problem, 

2. the EEC, the USA and 
other Western countries need a 
lengthy period of time to reach 
their internal consensus re
garding the issue of dissolution 
of Yugoslavia. 

The plan consists of the fol
lowing steps: 

1. Immediate recognition by 
the EEC countries and the USA 
of all those republics which ask 
for the recognition; 

2. Deferment of the establi
shment of diplomatic relations 
with any of the newly recognized 
states; 

3. Immediate financial and 
material aid to be limited strictly 
to relief aid, designed to remedy 
direct consequences of the war 
in Croatia (orphans, homeless, 
invalids, basic public services, 
etc.); 

4. Inter-Yugoslav conference 
under the auspices of the EEC, 
aimed a t finding a lasting solu
tion of the Yugoslav crisis, in 
accordance with the CSCE 
principles and the European 
Charter; 

5. New parliamentary elec
tions in all newly recognized 
states in order to give an oppor
tunity to the populace to ex
press their opinion in the new 
circumstances, created prima
rily by the war; 

6. Agreement among the 
new states, acceptable to the 
EEC (and the USA), which will 
regulate the dissolution of Yu
goslavia, make internal and ex
ternal balances, including war 
damages and compensations 
which will be followed by the 
establishment of full diplomatic 
relations and propter economic 
aid. 

7. Possible creation of a new 
"union of states", on the basis of 
firee decisions of the individual, 
a l r eady fully i n d e p e n d e n t , 
states. 



Some of the advantages of 
the peace plan: 

1. Peace will be relatively 
quickly achieved, as the gener
als will comprehend tha t they 
will in the end loose the war, 
and the embattled people of 
Croatia that they will win. 

2. Negotiations among the 
i n d e p e n d e n t s t a t e s will be 
smoother and more construc
tive than if the recognition is 
not granted. 

3. The individual states will 
not need to contribute to the 
federal budget, as they will or
ganize finances on their own. 
The Federal Army, which is one 
the main obstacles to the reso
lution of the Yugoslav crisis, 
will loose its financial basis. 

4. THE WEST WILL HAVE 
ENOUGH TIME (DURING IN
TER-YUGOSLAV NEGOTIA
TIONS) TO SORT OUT THEIR 
OWN DIFFERENCES AND 
FIND A CONSENSUS. 

5. Establishment of full dip
lomatic relations and economic 
aid can be used to ensure that 
all Yugoslav negotiating par
ties adhere to the CSCE prin
ciples and the European Char
ter. 

International recognition of 
Croatia shoul d be the major goal 
and when achieved it will be a 
colossal achievement; but in or
der to ensure a lasting peace on 
the Balkan jjeninsula an inter
nal settlement in Croatia must 
be found. This can be achieved 
only when (1) an internal demo
cratic political process has been 
established, (2) a real depar
ture from communist methods 
and mentality has been realized, 
and (3) when a full democracy, 
with proven, convinced and 
dedicated democrats a t the top, 
has been established. Thisought 
to be done for the sake of the 
Croatian population, but also 
for the sake of winning over the 
ethnic Serbs in Croatia. 

The sponsors of the peaceful 
dissolution of Yugoslavia, pri
marily the EEC countries and 
the USA, should take into ac
count that, when the resolution 
of the Serbo-Croatian conflict 
has been resolved, the problems 
of Kosovo and Bosnia - part of 
an overall Muslim problem -
will come to the fore if the Alba
n i ans and Musl ims do not 
achieve autonomy now. The 
bridge between Europe and the 
Muslim world, in which Europe 
has a vested interest, could be a 
permanent source of trouble and 
a constant threat to European 
integration. ^ 

THE ORIGIN OF THE GREATER SERBIAN AGGRESSION 

KEY FACTORS IN THE 
"MEMORANDUM" OF 1986 
The document of the Serbian Academy of 
Arts and Sciences - SANU 

by Dušan Bilandžić, 
Professor of Politico I 
Science, University of 
Zagreb and former 
Vice-President of tiie 
Republic of Croatia 

The Memorandum is a docu
ment which expounds the Ser
bian national programme, offe
ring an analysis of the problem 
of Serbian nationalism from the 
standpoint of its historical in
ception. It focuses, however, on 
the thesis tha t the Yugoslav 
Communist movement was es
sentially against the vital inte
rests of the Serbian people in 
Yugoslavia. This seems parado
xical because the centralism and 
unitarianism of Tito's Yugosla
via should have suited Serbia 
whose national consciousness 
is dominated by the ideas of a 
Great Serbia, centralism and 
dictatorship, all those factors 
which ensured Serbian national 
interests throughout the terri
tory of Yugoslavia. This raises 
the question: why did the Me
morandum tear down Tito's 
edifice with such vehemence and 
passion? It is paradoxical that 
the Memorandum calls for a 
complete restructuring of the 
Yugoslav state on the grounds 
that Serbia as relegated to a 
position of secondary importan
ce and that therefore, this stru
cture must be destroyed. The 
crux of this thesis is that alrea
dy between the Two Wars, the 
Communist movement in Yu
goslavia had proclaimed Ser
bian leadership, politics and the 
Memorandum claims - the Ser
bian people as well, hegemonis-
tic, in respect to the rest of Yu
goslavia. The Communist mo
vement held that Yugoslavia 
was a dungeon for its peoples. 

The Communist movement 
believed, that a federal form of 
government would serve to block 
the Great Serbian ideology in 
Yugoslavia. It was with this aim 
that a federal form of govern
ment was established in Jajce, 
in 1943; however, in 1945 its 
structure had become so highly 
centralized that the Republics 
were in reality only administra
tive units and not states. 

Consequently, all power was 
concentrated in the hands of 
the Communist Party, in the 
body called the Politburo. The 
Politburo is a body which has 
power similar to that of an abso
lute monarch in an absolute 
monarchy. Serbia accepted cen
tralism because it believed that 
together with a complete con
centration of power at the top, 
which was exerc ised from 
Belgrade, it would enable her to 
achieve its economic, political 
and all other interests. How
ever, inherent in the federal 
state, with its republics, was 
the possibility, however remote, 
that the republics might one 
day become states. Croatia, Slo
venia and Macedonia, on the 
other hand, accepted central
ism as a necessary but tempo
rary evil. As a result, at the 
meetingof the federal party lea
dership on 12th and 13th of No
vember in 1965 it was decided, 
on the basis of a project prepared 
by Tito and Kardelj, tha t the 
centralist government of Yugo
slavia would be reconstructed 
to strengthen the power of the 
Republics as well as of the au
tonomous provinces within Ser
bia. This is an interesting do
cument, which has certain im
plications for the Mem.oran-
dum. 

At this meeting Kardelj ex
plained that the structure of 
the Yugoslav state was both the 
means and the i n s t r u m e n t 
which made the realisation of a 

Great Serbian hegemony pos
sible, and tha t Yugoslavia, un
less it took steps to change the 
centralist government would 
only become the name for a 
Great Serbia. These were the 
factors underlying the constitu
tional reform of the Federation 
that was undertaken in 1971. 
At that time a circle of intellec
t u a l s g a t h e r e d a r o u n d t h e 
Serbian Academy of Arts and 
Sciences, together with the 
leading Serbian intellectuals 
and i ssued a document in whi ch 
they state that the 1971 consti
tutional reform of the federa
tion was a covertly anti -Serbi an 
act wich was transforming Yu
goslavia into a loose federation. 
They further stated that such a 
course of development in Yugo
slavia would leave 40 pter cent of 
the Serbs outside of Serbia, 
which would result in their be
coming a minority in Croatia, 
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Voj
vodina and Kosovo, if tha t re
forms were carried out. 

At that time a group of Ser
bian intellectuals put forward a 
plan to forestall such a recon
struction of the federation, and 
in case that proved impossible, 
Slovenia and part of Croatia 
should be severed from Yugo
slavia, and aGreat Serbia would 
be created under the name of 
Yugoslavia already in 1971. 
However, as Tito had absolute 
pxjwer at that time, the group 
was stopped and its chief ide
alist, the philosopher Djuric, 
sentenced to two years of impri
sonment. The Constitution of 
1974 introduced elements of 
confederation in a two instru
ments: the first one is the re
publics' right of veto of any deci
sion made a t the federal level. 
The second instrument is the 
formation of all federal bodies 
on the basis of parity. 

As Tito had absolute power 
he made certain that this con-



stitution was passed. This shows 
that at tha t time there was a 
tendency towards a confedera
tion. Nevertheless, in 1976 the 
Serbian Communist Party and 
the Serbian Academy of Arts 
and Sciences, produced the so 
called Blue Book, demanding a 
revision of the 1974 Constitu
tion with respect to two points. 
One demanded diminishing the 
autonomy of the Provinces, the 
other that the two confederati ve 
elements, the right of veto and 
parity, be diminished. This do
cument of the proposals of Ser
bia's revision of the 1974 Con
stitution, was presented to Tito 
who rejected it . Upon Tito's 
death, Serbia put into motion 
the great political initiative to 
revise the Constitution; this was 
done by the Serbian political 
leadership, not the Academy. 
Between 1981 and 1985, for five 
years in all, Serbia negotiated 
with the other Republics. How
ever, no Republic would accept 
revision. Why did Serbia nego
tiate? It was bound by the 1974 
Consti tution, which allowed 
changes in the constitution to 
be made only if consensus was 
reached. As the Serbian politi
cal leadership was unsuccess
ful in this, the Serbian Acad
emy of Arts and Sciences formed 
its own commission and acted 
against both the Serbian jwliti-
cal leadership and the other 
Republics. The thesis was: 

a) As a result of the Consti
tution of 1974, Yugoslavia was 
broken up into feudal par ts 
which were under the dictator
ship of various leaderships. The 
Serbian national state was split 
into three states: Kosovo, Voj
vodi na and Serbia proper, which 
in the view of the Serbian Aca
demy was equal to an occupa
tion of Serbia. In reality we must 
admit that the Provinces did 
function almost as states. In 
formal legal terms they were 
practically excluded from Ser
bia. 

b) The second thesis was tha t 
the Serbs living outside of 
Serbia, who comprised 40 jjer 
cent of all Serbs, had already 
become an e thn ic minor i ty 
without any rights. It further 
stated that the Serbs in Croatia 
had no rights. This did not take 
into account the fact that 12.2 
f)er cent of the Serbs in Croatia 
held 30 per cent of the top posi
tions in it. Also, it stated that 
the Serbs in Bosnia and Herze
govina, which the Academy 
considered to be Serbian soil, 
were under Muslim and Croa

tian dominance; again, they 
were without equal r igh t s . 
Furthermore, the rights of Serbs 
on Kosovo were also threatened. 
This led the Serbian Academy 
to the conclusion that the Con
stitution of 1974 must be abro
gated and Yugoslavia should 
again be organized along the 
lines of a highly centralized 
state. 

The Memorandum expresses 
a Serbian political perception, 
according to which Yugoslavia 
is actually the national state of 
the Serbian people. To explain 
the genesis of this, the Serbian 
Academyclaims thatCroatsand 
Slovenes have ruled over Yugo
slavia since i ts foundation. 
Moreover, it claims that Croats 
and Slovenes were the domi
nant political strategists to pro
claim the Serbian nation as 
hegemonistic. It then claims 
that now is the time for Serbia 
to finally break this political 
practice which has been going 
on for 50-60 years. The Memo
randum of the Serbian Acad
emy is then the pre-condition 
for the liquidation of the 1974 
Constitution and for the re-cen
tralization of Yugoslavia. 

At the same time as the 
Memorandum, came out there 
started a series of meetings in 
university circles, various asso
ciations, on the television and 
radio, and in the press, where 
this idea was discussed. It may 
be said that Memorandum, was 
an expression of acute con
sciousness of almost the whole 
of Serbian society because this 
thesis was supported not only 
by the Academy but also by the 
Church, the Communist Party 
and social strata and sodal or
ganizations. 

The rebellion of Albanians in 
Kosovo was seen by the Serbian 
people as an attack on the grea
test historical holy places, on 
the Serbian Orthodox religion, 
on Serbianism, on the cradle of 
the Medieval Serbian state, and 
on what is called Holy Kosovo. 
After the Serbian Academy and 
the Serbian intelligentsia cre
ated this atmosphere, they laid 
the groundwork for the arrival 
of one leader at the head of 
Serbia, Slobodan Milosevic who 
started to implement this pro
gramme. 

When Milosevic came to po
wer, he stopped consultations 
with the other republics and 
started to use so-called anti-
institutional methods. He orga
nized mass demonstration with 
hundreds of thousands people 

who carried flags and placards 
saying:''we want arms" and "we 
want to carry out the national 
programme given in the Me
morandum. Milosevic then, in 
1987, had a chance of success: 

1. He had the Pan-Serbian 
movementin Yugoslavia, which 
meant that all Serbs in Yugo
slavia stood behind the flag of 
the national programme of the 
Serbian Academy. As Serbs are 
spread all over Yugoslavia with 
36% of the overall population, 
he thought that this number 
could begin to control Yugosla
via. 

2. He had the agreement of 
the Communist Party of the Yu
goslavia. This decidedly cen
tralist organization supported 
the view of Yugoslavia as a uni
tary state and leaned strongly 
towards centralism. 

3. He had the support of the 
Army. The Army spiritually, 
politically and ideologically 
supported centralism. 

4. Furthermore, the Soviet 
Empire was untouched a t the 
time and the politician or the 
political movement which re
lied on the help of the East (the 
East spreading from Berlin to 
Vladivostok) could do anything 
in Yugoslavia because of the 
backing of a powerful empire. 
What might appear strange is 
that the West would not object 
to such an action either. Why? 
Because the West had pandered 
to Yugoslavia, flirted with Yu
goslavia as if with a beautiful 
girl for 40 years, because Tito's 
Yugoslavia was used to destabi
lize Soviet politics, and as a re
latively independent state was 
always an attractive example 
to eastern European countries 
(Hungary, Poland, Czechoslo
vakia) of the struggle against 
Sovietimperialism. This is why 
the West and especially the USA 
showed great support for Tito's 
Yugoslavia, and this support 
became a myth in the West. 
This myth needed support, and 
it could be supported only by a 
strong state, which was exactly 
what Serbia wanted. 

The preconditions for such a 
programme existed even inside 
Yugoslavia with regards to these 
two factors, the silent support 
of the West and the open sup
port of the East. Initially Milo
sevic's politics were acceptable 
to the West, because they carried 
slogans about getting rid of bu
reaucracy, and they used the 
anti-bureaucratic label so they 
could be seen as the catalyst for 
the fall of Communism in Yugo

s l av ia . Milosevic skilfully 
launched himself as a man who 
was destroying the old structu
res, although he was a hard
line communist. At that mo
ment, it looked as though he 
was attacking the whole of the 
old structure of Yugoslavia and 
as though Belgrade was the 
centre of a democratic move
ment. Milosevic used the "anti-
bu reauc ra t i c revolut ion" to 
break Kosovo and Vojvodina, 
annexed Montenegro and in 
1989 moved against Slovenia 
and Croatia. However, he did 
not have enough strength to 
break Slovenia, and Croatia 
started coming to its senses. In 
1987-1989 an an ti-Milosevic 
coalition was formed by all the 
non-Serb nationalities (Croats, 
Muslems, Albanians, Macedo
nians and Slovenes) with the 
aim of stopping the Serbian 
aggressive war of conquest 
against the rest of Yugoslavia. 

In the meantime, two things 
happened^ t h a t pos tponed 
Milosevic's or the Memoran
dum's s t rategy. Firstly, the 
whole of Eastern Europe fell in 
1989; secondly, there was a great 
deal of confusion in the Soviet 
Union with the introduction of 
Gorbachev's perestroika. This 
meant that the backing of the 
East and the Soviet Union dis
appeared. Also, the West began 
to cool off, realizing that Milo
sevic's politics were not what 
they had been hoping for, but 
that they were really the f>oli tics 
of the preservation of commu
nism in Yugoslavia. 

This presented Milosevic and 
the Army with a dilemma: to 
organize a coup then, in 1988-
1989, or to continue torturing 
Yugoslavia. He decided to con
t inue to r tu r ing Yugoslavia, 
bleedingit dry in order to subju
gate it. 

Afler the fall of Eastern Eu
rope, democratic pressures in 
Slovenia and Croatia made it 
possible for multi-party elec
tions to be held in these repub
lics. The communist lost p>ower 
in these elections , as they did 
later on in Bosnia and Herzego
vina, and in Macedonia, Serbia 
and Monteneg[ro remained as 
the only communist republics 
in Yugoslavia. The Memoran
dum strategy changed direction 
and abandoned the concept of 
Yugoslavia ru l ing over the 
whole of Yugoslavia and accep
ted that Slovenia should be am
putated. This was done because 
Croat ia 's position would be 
weakened by the departure of 



Slavonian refugees on the streets of Osijek, photo by Večernji list 

Slovenia. Macedonia would fall 
anyway, so if Croatia were cru
shed, both Bosnia and Macedo
nia would fall automatically. 
This is why the Army and the 
Serbian Government, in close 
co-operation, organized the re
bellion of the Serbs in Croatia. 
The Army joined the rebellion 
and this is how the war in 
Croatia started. 

In this outline it can be seen 
that the Memorandum is a di
rect continuation of the tradi
tional Greater Serbian move
ment starting from Garašanin, 
Pašič and Draža Mihajlovič. 
Milosevic con t inued where 

Draža Mihajlovič and the Chet-
nik movement in World War II 
stopped, and is now trying to 
achieve what the Serbian natio
nal programme has been plan
ning for the last 150 years. 

Serbia is repeating its histo
ry. It is repeating its history in 
the sense that today's genera
tion has to continue the pro
gramme of the generations died 
a t Slivnica, Bregalnica, Kaj-
makčalan, and in the Bosnian 
mountains under the leadership 
of Draža Mihajlovič. The essence 
of the Memorandum is to carry 
out the programme of previous 
generations of Serbs. ^ 

THE OMINOUS 
DOCTRINE OF A 
DISTINGUISHED 
PROFESSOR 
AN ANSWER TO 
PROFESSOR MIHAILO MARKOVIĆ 

by Professor 
Vjekoslav Mikecin, 
University of Zagreb 

Professor Mairkovic'sGreater 
Serbian eros, almost as intense 
as the one in Baja Pašič and 
Stevan Moljevič, seems to have 
completely suppressed all rea
son and sobriety in this "great
est Serbian philosopher". 

A distinguished member of 
the Serbian Academy of Arts 
and Sciences (SANU), Dr. Mi-
hailo Markovič - besides Dr. 
Bora Jovič the top man in the 
still ruling Serbian Socialist 
Party, the man whom his circles 
claim to be "greatest Serbian 
philosopher of the present days" 
- has recently disclosed (see his 
two-partinterview published in 
Politika, August 30th and Au
gust 31st, 1991) in quite open 
and explicit terms the true mo
tives and Slims behind the ag
gressive war, which has been 
waged jointly by the Serbian 
officialdom and the Yugoslav 
Federal Army (JNA) against the 
Republic of Croatia and the 
entire Croatian people, the war 
of which he himself has been 
both a promoter and a strate
gist. Thus Professor Mihailo 
Markovičenters irrevocably and 
forever - a dark, infamous figure 
- into the history and memory of 
the Croatian people. 

This professor, this digni tary, 
this "greatest Serbian philoso
pher of the pre sent", this "wi dely 
acclaimed humanist" thus says: 
"What is of prime importance 
now is to set a new border be
tween Croatia and the rest of 
Yugoslavia as soon as possible 
(...)TheJNAoughttobe situated 
along this new border, so that 
we can defend this new border 
and prevent any bloodshed"(cf. 
Vjesnik, August 23rd, 1991). 

Markovic in the steps 
of the Chetnik 
ideologue Moljevic 

Preven t ing bloodshed is, 
however, not his intention, but 
ra ther territorial conquest even 
through bloodshed, if need be, 
since Professor Markovič, in ef
fect the main ideologue of the 
ruling Socialist Party of Serbia, 
envisages this new border very 
much like his notorious prede
cessor, the Chetnik ideologue 
and "vojvoda" Stevan Moljevič 
along exactly those borders on 
the Croatian territory where the n -i 
JNA is at the moment stationed 
or intends to be stationed. 

Professor Markovič, namely, 
goes on to suggest: "The only 
way to prevent new bloodshed 
is to place the military units of 
the JNA at this new border, 
alongside the already existing 
volunteer units, the unitsof ter
ritorial defence and the militia 
forces of Krajina, Lika, Kordun, 
Banija, Eastern Slavonia, We
stern Srem and Baranja. SER
BIA MUST MAKE EVERY EF
FORT TOWARDS STABILIZ
ING SUCH BORDERS AS 
SOON AS POSSIBLE..."(the 
emphasis mine). 

And in the above mentioned 
interview in Politika, Mr. Mar
kovič, the strategist of the Gre
ater Serbian project perfidiously 
counsels that the army should 
be used in such a way that the 
role of Serbia as the aggressor 
remain invisible to the world. 

"At this moment", says the 
Professor, "while the war con
flict continues on the territory 
of Croatia, it is in the foremost 
Serbian national interest tha t 
the Republic of Serbia conduct 
its strategy of protecting the 
Serbian people within Croatia 
in such a way as to avoid beir\g 
accused of aggression agEiinst 



the Republic of Croatia in the 
eyes of the world (...) It is in our 
vital interest tha t the protec
tion of the Serbian people in 
Croatia will be carried out by 
the Yugoslav Federal Army 
whose responsibility it is ac
cording to our laws as well as 
accord ing to i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
standards."(Po/itiAa, August 
30th, 1991) 

In this interview he goes on 
to say: "Yugoslavia has to es
tablish its new state border, 
because at this moment we must 
be the only country in the world 
which does not have its state 
border on a large part of its 
territory. This new state bor
der, in Croatia, must follow the 
line between the Serbian and 

' Croatian people. The JNAmus t 
be stationed at this new border 
and prevent further attacks by 
the state and paramilitary ter
rorists on the unprotected civil
ian population. After that we 
can talk about the final solu
tion.'(.Politika, August 31st, 
1991) 

As we can see from these 
quotations, Professor Markovic 
-the authoritative proponent of 
the official Serbian ideology -
states openly that there is a 
silent agreement about close co-

r\r\ operation and co-ordination of 
^^ action between the JNA, the 

Government of Serbia and the 
well-organized and well-armed 
(by the army and Serbia) ex
tremists, i rredentist Serbian 
groups in Croat ia , i .e. the 
agreement about the use of the 
a rmy for the occupation of 
Croatia, violent conquest and 
amputation of Croatian terri
tory for the benefit of Greater 
Serbia. 

Professor Markovic belongs 
to a largish group of members of 
the Serbian Academy of Arts 
and Sciences which has been 
interested in Croatia (especially 
in enlisting the suppiort of Serbs 
in Croatia and strategically po
sitioning them for the benefit of 
Greater Serbian politics) and 
everything connected with Cro
atia for years. Members of the 
Academy feel great concern for 
the allegedly terrible fate of the 
Serbs in Croatia (the scensirio 
already tried in Kosovo) and for 
the fate of Croatia in general, of 
course . These h o n o u r a b l e 
members of the Academy would 
like to decide what is going to 
happen to Croatia, what Croatia 
may or may not do, howlarge its 
territory is or is allowed to be, 
whether it did or did not have 
its own state, i ts own history, 

literature (or whether tha t lit
erature is also Serbian), in short, 
whether Croatia is a t all a rel
evant historical,cultural, and 
geographical fact. The absurd 
discourse of these he inous 
obtruders. 

All these and similar things 
would be worthy of mighty 
Gargantuan laughter if they did 
not imply, in the mythic and 
megalomaniac environment of 
such as Greater Serbian bazaar, 
a series of dangerous fallacies 
and deceptions with very con
crete and awful consequences. 

Strange breed, these 
members of SANU 

ThesemembersofSANUare 
indeed a strange breed. It is, 
namely, difficult to find any
where in modern, politically 
mature nations a national, sci
entific institution of the highest 
rank involved in anything even 
remotely resembling the activi
ties of SANU, where political 
projects and tactics are being 
devised a n d collective, ill-
founded political pamphle ts 
composed (such as, for example, 
the famous SANU Memoran
dum), directed against the le
gitimate rights of entire nations. 
One would indeed have to search 
far and wide across the globe to 
find another national academy 
of arts and sciences which would 
readily take over the role of ide-
olc^ical or propagandistic state 
apparatuses with the intention 
of denying whole chapters in 
the history of other nations or, 
in turn, laying claims to their 
culture, language, etc. 

Recently, our colleague Pro
fessor Mihailo Markovic, a phi
losopher and an academy mem
ber, has done more than openly 
joining forces with these mili
tant and often dangerously bi
ased members of the Serbian 
Academy, among which the "ex
perts" for Croatia such as Pavle 
Ivid, Antonije Isakovic, Dejan 
Medakovic , Dobrica Ćosić, 
Vasilije Krestic, Mihajlo Pantić 
etc. distinguish themselves most 
particularly. As of late. Profes
sor Markovic has taken the lead 
in this group of new Greater 
SerbiEui ideologues by publish
ing in Politika of August 30th 
and 31st, 1991 a most signifi
cant, programmatic text-inter
view, which is in effect a verita
ble Magna Carta of the actual 
Serbian state politics. What this 
text proclaims in a brutal and a 
brutally straightforward way, 
shying at nothing ft-om mystifi

cations to twisting of facts, from 
half-truths to downright lies 
(and Professor Markovic calls 
himself a scientist!), combining 
all these in turn with the pre
tence of learning, primitive ar
rogance as well as with an igno
rance of historical facts, is an 
allegedly new, complete and 
pan-Serbian project. What it 
proclsdms in actual fact is the 
same old Greater Serbian na
tional strategy founded on the 
traditions of Serbian church 
orthodoxy and its state expan
sionism. 

Moreover, this text appears 
a t a time which may easily be 
the most difficult in the history 
of Croatia, at a time when our 
children, our sons, our wives 
and our old people are being 
killed every day, when whole 
villages, communications and 
transportation systems, when 
our cathedrals and cultural mo
numents are being viciously de
stroyed. And all these atrocities 
find their inspiration and theo
retical legitimation as well as 
their directions in this text. 
Where are you headed, my dear 
Professor? 

In other, more normal times, 
this text by Professor Markovic 
would notmeriteven superficial 
interest, let alone a commen
tary. But the times are not nor
mal. A dirty war has been waged 
against Croatia by the joint 
forces of the JNA and of official 
Serbia, a war which has found 
i t s theor is t , s t r a t eg i s t and 
ideologue precisely in the per
son of Professor Markovic, Vice-
President of the Socialist Party 
of Serbia, aneo-Bolshevik party 
in which people like Jović and 
Markovic abound these days, 
and in the ranks of which rages 
again the revived and degener
ated Greater Serbian hegemony 
with its merciless, brutal, per
fidious and bloodthirsty meth
ods - known only too well and 
for too long in these O o a t i a n 
parts. 

My dear Professor Markovic, 
here in Croatia, from Gospić to 
Otočac, from Pe t r i n j a and 
Hrvatska Kostajnica to Sarvaš 
and Vukovar, from Jasenice an d 
Kruševo to Vrlika and Sinj, ev
erywhere people get killed every 
day; here in Croatia young men, 
almost boys - workers, school
boys, students, my students de
fending their homeland and her 
innocent civilians - whom you 
and your propagandists call 
Ustashi legionaries - are dying 
at the hand of your snipers and 
your insane mass-murderers, 

while you andyour acoljrtes fix)m 
that, so distant Belgrade keep 
issuing commands (and I quote) 
"to set a new border between 
Croatia and the rest of Yugo
slavia as soon as possible (...)". 
This new border of yours, Pro
fessor Markovic, should turn 
even my native coastal town, 
Novigrad - which is more than 
400 miles removed from Serbia 
- into a Serbian town on the 
"Serbian coast" (as the Knin 
dentist and irredentist Milan 
Babić h a s r e p e a t e d l y an 
nounced). O tempora, o mores! 

Pathological hatred 
God be with you Mr. Profes

sor! Let me remind you that 
aggressors who were much more 
skilful and powerful have not 
succeeded in taking this coast 
away from the Croats for centu
ries. Let us hope that neither 
you nor your ass is tants will 
succeed. 

In Mr. Mihailo Markoviifs 
text-interview there are more 
similar jewels which should be 
taken out and briefly com
mented on to show the complete 
i r ra t ional i ty , absurdi ty and 
even chauvinist narrowmin-
dedness of this member of the 
Academy. 

Professor Markovic in his 
boundless, almost pathological 
hatred for everything that is 
Croatian wants to use Serbs in 
Croatia in a totally dishonou
rable way. While hypocritically 
pretending to be worried over 
their terrible fate, and really 
interested in expanding the 
Greater Serbian plans for Cro
atia, he twists facts with ease 
and claims that "the Serbian 
people in Croatia" have been 
"deprived of all rights" since the 
war. 

Professor Markovic, this sta
tement of yours will be declined 
as untruth by every even slightly 
objective citizen of Croatia. 

While now, says Mr. Marko
vic, the Serbian people's "very 
existenceis threatened after the 
extremist ustashoid national
ists came to power in Croatia." 

The whole of this structure 
was necessary to Professor 
Markovic to come to this impe
rative Greater Serbian conclu
sion: "This people (i .e. the Serbs) 
... will never live within the 
fi-amework of a Croatian state. 
For this principal reason Yugo
slavia cannot be a union of states 
in t h e i r p r e s e n t b o r d e r s . " 
(Politika. August 31st, 1991). 



Whether or not the Serbs 
will be living in Croatia - this 
will probably not be decided by 
Professor Markovid, or by his 
exclusive and apodeictic pre
cepts. 

Mr. Markovid is trying very 
hard to prove that Yugoslav 
internal borders between the 
republics are provisional and 
administrat ive and tha t the 
Croatian people do not have the 
right to their sovereign state 
within today's borders of the 
republic. Let us hear his fabula-
tion which is not worthy of a 
philosophiae doctor and a mem
ber of an academy. His argu
ments are typical of certain 
members of SANU when non-
Serbian peoples on Southern 
Slav territories are in question. 
If need be, facts can be falsified, 
which is exactly what Markovid 
does. 

We shall state a long quota
tion because it illustrates the 
depth of Croatian disputes with 
Greater Serbian ideas and ac
tions. 

"Present internal borders in 
Yugoslavia can be legitimate 
only if they are based on ethnic 
and h is tor ica l foundat ions . 
Krajina, eastern Slavonia and 
western Srem cannot belong to 
Croatia according to either of 
these criteria. These territories 
have been i n h a b i t e d by a 
Serbian majority for centuries. 
Croatia has not had its state 
borders since 1102 (...) and 
within the framework of Aus
tr ia-Hungary it always con
sisted of Slavonia, Croatia and 
Dalmatia. In 1918 the state of 
Serbia and Montenegro united 
with the peoples (Croatian, 
Slovene and Serbian) who lived 
also on the southern territories 
of the fallen Austria-Hungary -
but not THE STATES of Ooa t i a 
and Slovenia. Therefore, Croa
tian leaders can only claim the 
NDH borders, the Independent 
Sta te of Croatia in WW II, 
(which no wise man would do) 
or the borders which were ar
bitrary drawn by Tito, Kardelj, 
Rankovid and Dilas." (Politika, 
August 31st, 1991) 

Two c o m m e n t s m u s t be 
added here. The first refers to 
Markovid's twisting of facts in 
regards to population. Namely, 
it is not true that "the Serbian 
people have lived as a majority 
people for centuries" on the abo
ve mentioned territories. The 
t ru th is somewhat different. 
According to the latest census 
(as well as the previous one 10 
years ago), on the territory of 

eastern Slavonia, Baranja and 
western Srijem there are 62% 
Croats and 23% Serbs (without 
taking into account the county 
of Županja where there are 88% 
Croats). 

As far as the second question 
is concerned - the status of the 
Croatian state and statehood 
through history, in the first in
stance it should only be said 
t h a t professor Markovid is 
treading unfamiliar ground,just 
as he obviously does not know 
Croatian political history a t all. 
I suggest that he stick to the 
good old proverb - look before 
you leap. 

Professor Mihailo Markovid 
isknown in philosophical circles 

as an excellent logician and a 
strict analyst. Unfortunately, in 
the interview on which we have 
commented here there is no 
t race of the charac ter is t ics 
mentioned. Grea ter Serbian 
eros in Professor Markovid, 
which is almost as strong as the 
one in Baja Pašid and Stevan 
Moljevid, completely suppressed 
reason and sobriety in this 
"greatest Serbian philosopher.' 

I dare say that these mega
lomaniac and ominous projects, 
which call for violent conflicts, 
mutual extermination and re
venge, carry the greatest dam
age to the honour and good name 
of Serbia and of the Serbian 
people. 

We would like to say in the 
end that these distorted views 
and theories of Professor Mar
kovid, which unfortunately have 
succeeded in materializing in 
the worst possible way even in 
this destructive war on our Cro
atian soil, these views and the
ories from which our people are 
suffering so much, we wish that 
they become a challenge mai nly 
to Serbian intellectuals, and to 
otherpeople, to raise their voice 
of protest against the terrible 
evil which has struck us all. # 

THE POSITION OF THE SERBS IN CROATIA 

A VIEW ON THE PROPOSALS 
FOR THE SOLUTION OF THE 
SERB QUESTION IN CROATIA 

by Bozo Kovačević, 
Vice-President of the 
Croatian Liberal Party 
(HSLS) 

In July 1991 a task force of 
the Commission for the protec
tion and the promotion of equal
ity between nations and ethnic 
communities of the Parl iament 
of the Republic of Croa t ia 
worked out a draft concerning 
the basis for the implementa
tion of cultural autonomy, Local 
government and self-govern
ment and a proportionate parti
cipation of Serbs and other na
tionalities in the governing of 
the Republic of Croatia. The 
topics mentioned were dealt 
with by groups of experts. A 
Legal Commission has the task 
to formulate the material dis
cussed into a bill which would 
then pass through regular pro
cedures to become law. Until 
this law is passed, the political 
s tatus of Serbs in Croatia will 
not be regulated. This, however, 
is one of the conditions for the 
Republic of Croatia to be both 
democratic and recognized in 
its integrity by the parliaments 
and governments of European 
andother democratic countries. 

Banija - Where does the evil come from?, photo by Večernji list 

Thisis also the condition for the 
Serbs i n Croatia to recogni ze i ts 
sovereignty and territorial in
tegrity, which means to recog
nize it as their state. 

The problem will partly be 
solved through the constitutio
nal provisions endorsing the 
equality of all citizens. This re
gulation ought to be insisted 
upon. There is no reason why 
the Serb question should be se
parated from the question of 

other minorities. All minority 
problems ought to be settled on 
two levels: 

a) by guaranteeing, on the 
level of the republic, an unobst
ructed development of the cul
tural particularities of every 
minority (financing education 
in its language, folklore, pub
lishing, etc.) 

b) To guarantee through the 
Local Self-government Law that 
on the local level, in the munici-



palities where some minority 
has a relative or absolute ma
jority, the language of that mi
nority should be the official lan
guage side by side with Croa
tian; apart from the right gu
aranteed and financed by the 
Republic, every minority must 
have the right to establish - on 
its own, independently of gov
ernment support-institutions 
for the satisfaction of the needs 
of its members. Also, the Local 
Self-government Law should 
allow the locad authorities con
trol over the local police and at 
the same time guarantee the 
protection and the implementa
tion of rights to the group which 
constitutes the majority in the 
Republic, but is a minority in 
the local community; thereby 
the principle of subordination 
to and of respecting the laws of 
the Republic has to be secured. 

I do not think that it is in 
accordance with the principles 
of liberal democracy and the 
principle of political equality of 
all citizens to insist upon a pro
portionate ethnic representa
tion in parliament. The propor
tionate electoral system regu
lates the relationships between 
political {»arties and not ethnic 
minorities. The Local Self-go-
vemment Law guarantees the 

•<̂ 4 rule of the minority in those 
areas where its members con
stitute the majority of the popu
lation. The Electoral Law must 
guarantee the right of every 
minority to a seat in Parlia
ment, even if none of its mem

bers should come into Parlia
ment on the basis of election 
results. 

As for a special status for the 
minorities - and in the case of 
Croatia this applies to the Serbs 
-1 do not think that this can be 
granted. In areas where the 
Serbian population is homoge
nous they hardly make 4-5% of 
the total population in Croatia. 
Except for the rights guaran
teed by the Local Self-govern
ment Law and the Electoral Law 
as well as by the Constitution 
there is no reason for these ar
eas to be given additional rights 
which, as a matter of fact, have 
not been awarded to any simi
lar minority group in Europe. If 
it is also pointed out that the 
Government of the Republic of 
Croatia is ready to accept all the 
internationally accepted docu
m e n t s r e g u l a t i n g minor i ty 
rights and is ready to enable 
international monitoring mis
sions to control the implemen
tation of these rights, then the 
need for any special minority 
s tatus disappears. 

The position of the Serbs in 
Croatia cannot be compared 
with the position of Albanians 
in the Kosovo region. There, the 
Albanians make up almost 90% 
of the papulation, which am
ounts about 25% of the total 
number of inhabitants within 
the Republic of Serbia. They 
therefore must have a special 
status and the right to a Repub
lic, m 

SERB HOMELAND 
by Milan Đukić, 
President of the Ser
bian People's Party 
witii headquarters in 
Zagreb 

It is now of greatest impor
tance tha t we distinguish two 
different realities in everything 
that is happening in Croatia. 
Europe and the world are to 
understand these events. First 
and foremost, we must sepa
rate Serbian aggression in Cro
atia from the unresolved natio-
naUst problems and the posi
tion of Serbs in Croatia. The 
objective of the aggressor, em
bodied in the bolshevik politics 

of Slobodan Milosevic, which has 
drawn parts of the Yugoslav 
army and some of the Serbs in 
Croatia into this conflict, for its 
own expansionist interests, is 
to conquer part of Croatian ter
ritory with the aim of creating a 
"Great Serbia". Serbia would 
thus gain Slavonia and Baranja, 
which are major sources of food, 
and by extending across Bara
nja, Kordun, Lika and the Dal
matian Hinterland, it would 
gain access to the key highways 
leading the Adriatic Coast. The 
protagonists in this aggression 
are not interested in the prob
lems and the rights of Serbs in 
Croatia, they are not interested 
in Serbs in Croatia a t all. Zagreb - Stop the crime, photo by Večernji list 



Two a r g u m e n t s s u p p o r t 
these claims: one is that except 
for the usual statement, tha t 
the Serbs in Croatia do not have 
the most elementary human 
rights, nobody in Bolshevik po
litics, ever put on paper those 
rights that the Serbs in Croatia 
do not have nor were any such 
demands regarding their rights 
ever put to the Croatian politi
cal leadership, which is the only 
body to which such demands 
should be directed. The second 
argument is that , even if the so-
called Serbian Provinces were 
to become part of Serbia, Serbs 
in Croatia would continue to 
remain in Croatia live on the 
territories which are now occu
pied. Where is the solution to
day? 

Only in the move of the par
liaments and governments of 
European and other democratic 
nations to do everythingin their 
power to stop the aggression in 
Croatia and even beyond. This 
is necessary so that the Croatian 
people can realize their right to 
self-determination, along with 
all the guarantees of the rights 
of the minorities in Croatia, 
without which there can be no 
independence nor acceptance in 
the European Community of 
nations. Part of the responsibil
ity for the conflict lies with the 
Croatian political leadership 
which was incapable of finding 
the means to dispel the fears of 
the 12.5% strong Serbian mino
rity in Croatia. The war must 
end. All those taking part in the 
aggression will have to accept a 
peaceful solution and dialogue; 
many have already reali zed that 
the objectives of the Great Ser
bian politics remain unfulfilled. 

There can be no small Yugo
slavia, and even less so Great 
Serbia. Serbs in Croatia will not 
leave their homeland; they re
cognize Croatia's sovereignty 
and territorial rights, and they 
will at the same time use every 
democratic means to fight for 
the same civil and human rights 
which other citizens of Croatia 
have. Thus nobody will be able 
to say "Serbs will be given or 
have been given more rights 
than others." Nobody can give 
anybody anything when it comes 
to human and civil rights. They 
are inalienable from birth and 
part of everyone's historical he
ritage. In a democratic state we 
all simply have them; they are 
not given to us by anybody. This 
is how Serbs and Croatians will 
continue to live together and 
build their future. _ 

WHY 
I RAISE 
MY VOICE 

by Professor 
Olga Carević, 
University of Zagreb 

I was bom in Novi Sad where 
Ifinished Elementary and High 
school. After the war in 1945 I 
enroled in Zagreb University 
where I graduated and got my 
Ph.D. degree in biochemistry. I 
pursued further my studies in 
cellular biochemistry a t the 
University of Birmingham, En
gland. I worked at the Veteri
nary Faculty, in the Ruder 
Bošković Institute, in the Heal th 
Care Institute of the City of 

Zagreb and lectured as Profes
sor at the Post-graduate Centre 
ofZagrebUniversity. Ihavecol-
laborated with many research 
institutions, e.g. with the Inter
national Institute of Cellular 
and Molecular Pathology in 
Brussels, especially with the 
Nobel prize winner Prof. Dr. 
Christian de Duve, as well as 
with researchers from Sweden, 
the Netherlands, Italy and the 
U.S.A. I have published numer
ous scientific papers, partici
pated at many Congresses and 
obtained recognition for my 
work, both in my country and 
abroad. 

Although I have never been 
actively engaged in politics and 
have never been a member of 
any pwlitical party, the disas
trous course of events in Croatia 
turned my attention to prob
lems that I have never supposed 
I would preoccupy myself with. 
As a member of the Croatian 
Pugwash group (Pugwash is a 
city in Canada where the First 

NO SOLUTION 
OF YUGOSLAV CRISIS 
WITHOUT INTERNATIONAL 
ARBITRATION 

T h e P r e s i d e n t of t h e Ser
b i a n D e m o c r a t i c F o r u m 
(SDF) in Croa t i a , Mi lo rad 
P u p o vac, sa id t oday t h a t "no 
solut ion" of t h e Yugos lav cri
sis is possible "wi thou t in
t e rna t i ona l a rb i t ra t ion" . T h e 
S D F wishes to find t h e "mi
n i m a l pol i t ical c o n s e n s u s " 
b e t w e e n , on t h e one h a n d 
t h e S e r b i a n D e m o c r a t i c 
P a r t y which des i r e s t h e an 
n e x a t i o n of t h e " S e r b i a n 
A u t o n o m o u s Region of Kra 
j i n a " a n d p a r t of S lavonia to 
Se rb i a a n d , on t h e o the r , t h e 
Croa t i an au tho r i t i e s . 

"The g r e a t ma jo r i ty" of 
S e r b s in Croa t i a "who do no t 
live in t h e Kra j ina" a r e in t e 
g r a t e d in to C r o a t i a n society 
a n d do no t ag ree wi th t h e 
"me thods" u s e d by t h e Ser 
b i a n p o l i t i c i a n s f rom t h e 
Kra j ina in o rder to ach ieve 
t h e pol i t ica l a u t o n o m y of 
S e r b s in Croa t i a , sa id Pupo-
vac. 

At t h e p r e s s conference in 
Belgrade , Pupovac , who sa id 
t h a t h e w a s s p e a k i n g "in t h e 
n a m e of 400 ,000 to 500,000 
Se rbs in Croat ia" , added t h a t 
h e considered t h a t t h e r e " w a s 
no good will a t a l l" in Yugo
s lavia to solve t h e crisis pea
cefully. 

E x p r e s s i n g h i s suspicion 
t h a t "an even worse ca t a s 
t r o p h e in w h i c h n e i t h e r 
S e r b s no r C r o a t s would be 
spa red" could t a k e place h e 
said t h a t t h e a r b i t r a t i o n of 
t h e E u r o p e a n , a s well a s t h e 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l c o m m u n i t y 
m i g h t h a v e a decisive role. 

Yugoslavia , accord ing to 
Pupovac , " m u s t be u n d e r t h e 
p a t r o n a g e of those who un 
d e r s t a n d w h a t d a n g e r to
day 's Yugoslavia r e p r e s e n t s 
for t h e secur i ty of Europe" . 

Belgrade, October 17th, 1991 
(AFP/HINA) 

Pugwash Conference was held 
in 1957) I believe that misun
ders tandings between Serbs 
and Croats in Croatia could be 
resolved by peaceful and demo
cratic means, without the us
age of arms, all the more so as 
the coexistence of all people in 
this territory has always been 
founded on the principles of tol
erance and mutual respect. The 
Knin rebellion, supposedly an 
expression of dissatisfaction 
with the fact that the Serbs have 
been defined by the Constitu
tion as a minority group and not 
as a national comm uni ty shoul d 
not have hapjjened because this 
problem could have been solved 
through the institutions of the 
system. 

Some time after the begin
ning of the Serbian protests 
which were expressed by inap
propriate means, Irealizedthat 
the "Serbian uprising" was re
ally a consequence of the long-
te rm policy imported from 
Serbia which was started by 
Slobodan Milosevic, among 
others. This made me write a 
letter "The Friendship Between 
Croats and Serbs and Vice 
Versa" which was published in 
Vjesnik on August 18th 1990, 
in Zagreb. In this letter, I as a 
Serb publicly distanced myself Q C 
from the statement made by the ^ ^ 
then Chairman of the Munici
pal Council of Knin, Dr. Milan 
Babi<5, about the great immi
nent threat to the Serbs in 
Croatia which he made in front 
of the then President of the 
Presidency of the Socialist Fed
eral Republic of Yugoslavia, Dr. 
Borisav Jovic. I also wrote "that 
there would have been fewer 
misunderstanding if the lead
ers of the Serbian Democratic 
Party (SDS) had legally put 
forward their options and made 
their critical remarks on the 
Constitution of the Republic of 
Croatia in the Croatian Assem
bly instead of attending the As
sembly of Serbs in Srb." When I 
started writing my let ters I 
spoke in my name only, butlater, 
when many Serbs and Croats 
s u p p o r t e d me publ ic ly , it 
seemed to me that I was writing 
in their name too. 

As my letters had a positive 
echo in Croatian public life, I 
received many offers from vari
ous political parties to join them 
and I was even offered a posi
tion in the Croatian Govern
ment. Although I was honoured 
by such offers I had to decline 
them as I had all my life worked 
exclusively in the field of natu-
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ral sciences and I thought that T 
had no comjjetence to be a poli
tician. I agreed only to take part 
a s a volunteer in the workofthe 
Committee for the Protection 
and the Promotion of Equality 
Rights of National Communi
ties and Ethnic Groups founded 
by the Croatian Assembly which 
prepared documents in relation 
to the autonomy of the Serbs 
and other nationalities. Let me 
stress that the pursuit of a jx)-
litical career has never been the 
motive of my public commit
ment. All of us, whether Serbs 
or Croats, who sent contribu
tions to the Vjesnik rubric en
titled "The Readers Letters" 
were motivated by a wish that 
all misunderstandings be re
solved on a democratic a basis, 
by parliamentary means and by 
the usage of words and argu
ments instead of arms. Unfor
tunately, our warnings have 
been useless. Croatia is a victim 
of the war which was planned 
long ago under the pretext of 
the imminent th rea t to the 
Serbs. 

It is because I am a Serb and 
because I love both the Serbian 
and the Croatian people that I 
am profoundly distressedby this 
war in which Croats are killed, 
their homes and memorable 
cultural monuments are de
stroyed but in which also Serbs 
die, blinded by their megaloma
niac ideas or simply through 
the constellations of the cir
cumstances imposed by the war. 
Finally, even if the idea of a 
Great Serbia were realizable, I 
am firmly convinced tha t it 
would not bring happiness to 
the Serb ian popu la t ion in 
Croatia. 

This hard situation is greatly 
aggravated by the intervention 
of the Yugoslav army and the 
economic crisis which affected 
the whole of Yugoslavia but 
which hit Croatia especially 
hard as the war is waged on its 
territory. The withdrawal of the 
Yugoslav army out of Croatia 
and the departure of the Chetnik 
militants to Serbia might bring 
about the consolidation of peace 
in Croatia. All postponement of 
such moves is dangerous to all 
of us who consider the Republic 
of Croatia our homeland. # 

AN APPEAL FROM 43 
NOBEL PRIZE WINNERS 

Peace in Croatia 
In a joint appeal 43 Nobel Prize winners 

from all parts of the world, addressed to 
governments in East and West, have re
quested a stop of the brutal action of the 
Yugoslav armed forces in Croatia. Simulta
neously, the international relief organiza
tions are requested to help all of the victims 
of this inconsiderate military assault. 

"This undeclared war has already pro
duced more than 2,000 dead and forced 
more than 100,000 people to flee. The vio
lence and destruction unleashed in Croatia 
have reached a scale unknown in Europe 
since the Second World War," stands liter
ally in the appeal. "Our conscience demands 
that we raise our voices against this sen
seless war. We appeal to all men and women 
to abandon their i n difference to the plight of 
Croatian people: Croatia is not only facing 
the danger of total destruction of the coun
try, but also the threat of their existence." 

This unprecedented action - never before 
have so many awardees of the highest scien
tific distinction concurred on a common 
cause - was intiated by Profesor Linus Pau-
li ng, of the Linus Pauling Institute of Science 
and Medicine, Palo Alto, USA (Nobel Prize 
in Chemistry 1954, Nobel Prize for Peace 
1962), Professor Robert Huber, Max-Planck-
Ins t i tu t for Biochemistry, Mart inr ied/ 

Munnich (Nobel Prize in Chemistry 1988), 
and Professor Manfi-ed Eigen, Max-Planck-
Institut for biophysical Chemistry, Goettin-
gen (Nobel Prize for Chemistry in 1967). 

"We cannot accept that in the middle of 
Europe innocent children, women and men 
are being killed, towns and villages in 
Croatia dostroyed," explains Professor Hu
ber. "We, a t present 43, Nobel Prize winners 
from many countries, request by this peace 
appeal all the governments, humanitar ian 
organizations, and all women and men to 
undertake all the necessary, to stop imme
diately murder in Croatia." 

Further information is kindly offered by: 
Professor Robert Huber 
Max-Planck-Institut for 
Biochemistry 
8033 Martinsried 
Germany 
Phone: (089) 857-82-677/8 

Professor Manfred Eigen 
Max-Planck-Institut for 
Biophysical Chemistry 
3400 Goettingen 
Germany 
Phone: (0551) 201-433 

MESSAGE 

During the past several months the war in Yugo
slavia has caused much destruction and many 
deaths. The violence has affected innocent 
people as well. This war is most unfortunate and 
extremely sad particularly when the new found 
freedom in Eastern Europe should be celebrated. 
This senseless war must stop. I appeal to all to 
help bring this senseless war to an end. Violence 
must be avoided at all costs. Through violence 
no solution can be genuine or lasting. I also 
appeal to humanitarian organizations to come 
forward in providing aid to the victims of this war. 

The Dalai Lama 
Nobel Laureate 1989 
(Peace) 

THE DALAf LAMA 
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Dubrovnik - The beautiful city, photo by Damir Fabijanić 

EUROPE CANNOT 
BE BUILT ON 
DUBROVNIK'S RUINS 

"I cried as if I d been told 
about the death of a friend or 
about some immense catastro
phe that had ruined the entire 
world" conceded the writer Jean 
d'Ormesson to the reading pub
lic of the leading French daily 
paper Le Figaro, when he heard 
that Dubrovnik, for him the 
most beautiful port in Europ», 
was threatened by war. As a 
member of the famous Academic 
Francaise, in a full newspaper 
page, he made a striking and 
touching appeal to the world to 
condemn th is cr ime, which 
would, as he said, "disfigure 
Dubrovnik, and th i s would 
amount to a repetition of Guer
nica". He concluded tha t Euro
pe cannot be built on Dubrov-
nik's ruins. 

Jean d'Ormesson is only one 
in a long list of the world's pro
minent and renowned scientific 
and cultural figures who spoke 
in public against the uiyust war 
in Croatia. They all expressed 
their sympathy for the suffer
ing of the Croatian people, as 
well as their support of Croatian 

fighting for a jus t cause. Acade
micians, movie s tars , Nobel 
Prize and Oscar winners, Uni
versity professors, writers, fa
mous film and theatre directors 
and actors from all over Europe 
and America have been sending 
their letters, messages, appeals, 
protests and petitions. 

All these public appearances 
in the media have one thing in 
common: all these people are 
horrified by the evil tha t has 
befallen this little European 
country of a millenial culture, 
vandal ized only because i t 
wants to be free and indepen
dent. All such reactions reflect 
a moral duty of intellectuals, 
who are always responsible for 
the spiritual image of the soci
ety they belong to. 

Appeal from 
American 
intellectuals 

Stop the destruction of Cro
atia, help the victims of Greater-
Serbian military aggression, 
give support to peace i n Croatia: 

this is what the most prominent 
figures from the U.S. cultural 
circles said in an open letter 
published in The New York 
Times. The list of the signato
ries of their "Appeal for peace in 
Croatia"isreallyimpressive. It 
includes two Nobel Prize win
ners, Milton Friedman (econo
mis t ) and Czes law Milosz 
(writer), Oscar winner Meryl 
Streep, writer Kenneth Arrow, 
former Vice President of the 
USA Walter Mondale, Conne
ct icut C o n g r e s s m a n Bruce 
Morrison and McGeorge Bundy 
of the Carnegie Corporation of 
New York. The appeal to "hon
est men and women to speak up 
against indifference and in fa
vour of the Croatian people" was 
signed by professors from the 
largest American Universities: 
Bruce Ackerman, Guido Cala-
bresi, Joseph Goldstein and 
Piotr Wandycz (Yale); Natalia 
Davis (Princeton); Istvan Deak 
(Columbia); Howard Hunte r 
(Emory); Seymor Martin Lipset 
(George Mason); Myres Merry-
man (Stanford); George Palada 
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WRITTEN DECLARATION No. 213 
on the built and natural heritage of Croatia 

(2nd edition) 
(originally tabled on 24 September 1991) 

The undersigned, members of the Assembly. 1. Profoundly concerned by the tragic war being waged in Yugoslavia; 2.1?ecalling that 
Croatia is an important region for ttie European cultural heritage in terms both of the natural environment and of architecture; 3. 
Concerned to learn that historic sites such as Vukovar, Osijek. Petrinja, Gospić, Kostajnica and the Ritvička Jezera National Park - which 
are part of the world's natural her i tage; have been damaged: 4. Fearing the damage which might be inflicted on historic tovi/ns along 
the Adriatic coast such as Zadar, Split, Šibenik and Dubrovnik; 5. Appeal to the international community to do its utmost to put an end 
to hostilities; 6. Urge the Council of Europe, Unesco, Europa Nostra, Ecovast and all other organisations involved to take all requisite action 
to repair ttie damage to the Croatian cultural heritage as soon as the conflict ceases. Signed: 

DIMMER 
BERTI 
JOHNSTON 
CONCEICAO 
HUNAULT 
VERBEEK 

SZELENYI 
NEWALL 
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PROBST 
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JUST 
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THOMPSON J. 
BÜCHEL 
SOELL 
PARRY 

BERG 
ZAMMIT DIMECH 
SHELTON 
ARNALDS 
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World Jewish Congress, European Jewish 
Organizations, Members of the World Jewish 
and Institutions 

Congress, Notional and International Jewish 
Congress and all Affiliated Organizations 

APPEAL TO OUR JEWISH BROTHERS AND SISTERS We, members of the Council of the Jewish Community in Zagreb, representatives of 
this two hundred years.old Jewish Community and in the name of the another eight Jewish Communities in Croatia-Osijek, Rijeka, Split, 
Dubrovnik, Virovitica, Čakovec, Savonski Brod and Daruvar that exist here for centuries, 

note with sadness, dismay and indignation: 
that the Republic of Croatia whose citizens we are, is attacked by a brutal military force led by the Yugoslav National Army; 
that innocent civilian population is indiscriminately being killed by armed forces ft'om the ground, from the air and from the sea and 

ttiat by October, 7,1991. at least 700 civilians were killed and at least 2000 wounded: 
that over two hundred thousand refugees had left their homes and ever/thing they had achieved In their lives; 
that severe physical, psychological and economical suffering has been imposed on all citizens of Republic of Croatia regardless of 

their nationality, race, colour, creed or political belief; 
that, contrary to international humanitarian laws, these military forces are indiscriminately destroying hospitals, kindergarteris. old 

aged homes, schools and other social care institutions: 
that hundreds of cultural and historical monuments of highest category, including churches, mosques, monasteries, libraries, 

cemeteries and Jewish monuments of culture are being heavily damaged of completely destroyed regardless of local or international 
\a\f/s and protection-the latest example is the city of Dubrovnik where the second oldest European synagogue stands: 

that the Jews in Croatia and their institutions, their communal and private property are equally suffering from the same threats and 
that the destroying of Croatia. Its citizens and villages may bring to an end the history of this community living on this soil from the ancient 
times. 

Furthermore, we record: 
that the Jev^^sh Community In Zagreb, after the antisemitic terrorist attack by a still unknown person or group on its Community Centre 

and cemetery on August 19, 1991, received a wide public support and expressions of compassion and outrage as well as needed 
practical support and protection, from our fellow-citizens, other religious communities, numerous political parties, public institutions, the 
Town Hall of Zagreb and the Government of Croatia; 

ttiat although the present Government of Croatia was deliberately depicted as antisemitic or neo-fascist, the Jewish Community in 
Croatia enjoys all rights of a religious or national minority without hinderance or any discrimination; 

that the Government of Croatia publicly denounced and condemned all neo-fascist and extremist ideologies and organizations that 
threaten the democratic system in Croatia and its citizens and decided to undertake all necessary legal steps to prevent the spread 
of such dangers. 

We express our fullest support to the efforts and declared policy of the Government of the Republic of Croatia of building a new 
democratic society in which human, political, civil national religious rights of every citizen and group will be protected. 

We note with great sorrow that, due to the ongoing war. all our practical connections with our Jewish brothers and sisters in other 
Republics in Yugoslavia are broken and we express our deepest concern for their security and survival and we express our full solidarity 
with them as well. 

We urge every person and Institution in Yugoslavia that cherish human life, dignity and freedom to act against the aggression on the 
population and ttie Republic of Croatia and in any other part of Yugoslavia. 

We specially call upon all our fraternal Jewish organizations and individuals around the world and the general public abroad to 
impress upon their governments and international organizations for a just and immediate peace in Croatia based on protection of 
human life. 

We v\flll never forget how our Jewish people was exterminated In the Second World War in front of the eyes of the wrhole world which 
observed our tragedy in silence and indifference. We don-t want this tragic lesson of history to be repeated. 

For the Council of the Jewish Community in Zagreb, Nenad Porges, President 0 



(California); Richard Pipes and 
Henry Steiner (Harvard); W.V. 
Quine (Minnesota) and Eliot 
Stellar (Pennsylvania). 

The American intellectuals 
have made it clear to the whole 
world who and why is attacking 
and destroying Croatia. They 
have called on the governments 
of the West to "stop the brutal 
aggression by the Yugoslav 
army" and made an appeal to 
all humanitarian organizations 
to help the victims of this vio
lence. The renowned American 
poet Tess Gallagher joined this 
list and sent a letter to the U.S. 
Senate, saying among other 
things: "The most efficient way 
of checking the Serbian ambi
tion of Greater Serbia would, of 
course, be to recognize Croatia 
and support its struggle for de
mocracy and independence. 
This has in recent times been 
made especially difficult due to 
the grab-up of the Croatian ter
ritory and attacks on cities on 
the part of the federal army, 
secret ly helped by Serbian 
rebels. I find it terribly ironical 
to read reports tha t refer to thi s 
nightmare as internal prob
lems' . 

You are not a lone 
The European film workers 

have been particularly vocal, 
thus proving that all tha t is 
happening in Croatia most di
rectly concerns the intellectual 
integrity of a united Europe. 
The world's famous German film 
director Volker SchlondrofF an 
Oscar winner, is horrified by 
the situation in Croatia. He is 
also concerned about Zagreb, to 
which he has been especially 
attached since he made his "Tin 
Drum" in the Croatian capital. 
His colleague Werner Herzog, 
who is also arenowned film and 
opera director, is very emotional 
about what has been happening 
in Croatia. His mother's family 
is of Croatian origin, so he has 
recently been adding their last 
name , Stipetic, to his own. 
"There i s no doubt that the whole 
world knows tha t Croatia has 
been under attack and that the 
aggressor Yugoslav army takes 
the Serbian side", says Herzog. 
The famous film director, how
ever, has no answer as to what 
has to be done. Only one thingis 
certain, he emphasizes. That is, 
"people have to do it". 

"Do not close down your 
school" - said the Italian film 
director Ermanno Olmi in his 

Design by Boris Ljubičić 

message to the Zagreb Acad
emy of performing Arts in sym-
phatizing with the victims of 
the war, which has taken the 
lives of two Croatian camera
men, who had been students at 
tha t Academy. "We fully sup
port your cause, which is just 
and sacred" - said Olmi to his 
Croatian colleagues. The same 
feelings and wishes were ex
pressed by Lina Wertmuller, 
another famous Italian film di
rector. The popular lady with 
the white glasses says: "I want 
you to know tha t you are not 
alone in your striving and that 
any time you can count on our 
sincere friendship. Let these 
words give you the courage to 

keep up". The German film di
rector W m Wenders is desper
ate about the vandal ism in 
Croatia, saying: "I can fully un
derstand the Croatian people's 
need and decision to be indepen
dent a t long last". 

A great friend of Croatia, Po
lish film director Krzystof Za-
nussi is sincerely moved by the 
war: "We Polish people have al
ways been linked to the Western 
civilization, and this is why we 
feel close to Croatia. As an in
tellectual, I always take the side 
of those who are under attack, 
especially when it concerns a 
country so dear to us, Croatia". -
These feelings were confirmed 
by a group of Polish writers and 

St. Vlaho - The fund for the salvation of Dubrovnik 
To all those who can help Dubrovnik's salvation 

as well as its renovation, we would like to give the 
numbers of our accouns: Croatia Bank d.d. Zagreb: 
30101-620-245-4-100-00039 a dinnar account and 
foreign exchange account: 100-727000-3-100-1531-4 

For all informations please contact Croatia Bank, 
Slovenska 23,41000 Zagreb, Croatia, fax/telephone: 
41 57 37 37. 

We shall keep track of all donators, and one day 
their names will thankfully be written into the 
history of Dubrovnik. 

Petar Luznik 
President 

Slavic is ts , inc lud ing J u l i a n 
Komhauser, Waclaw Twardzik 
and Maria Dabrowska-Partyka, 
in a letter sent to the Zagreb and 
Belgrade media and l i terary 
journals. 

Pet i t ion for the 
salvation of Dubrovnik 

Alain Finkielkraut, French 
intellectual of Jewish origin, 
published his letter of protest in 
Le Monde. He says: "What is 
going on in Croatia is not at all a 
civil war, but a military invasion. 
Warships, MIGs, tanks and the 
force of weapons are only on one 
side, on the side of the Federal 
Army". He thinks that the me
dia, in trying to be objective, a re 
actually lulling people instead of 
informing them. "It should be 
noted that it is not two archaic, 
b a r b a r i a n peoples t h a t a r e 
fighting in the Balkans" -em
phasizes the writer - "but an 
imperialistic power on the one 
hand and a people striving for 
freedom on the other, like in 1956 
in B u d a p e s t or in 1968 in 
Prague". 

The French "App»eal for peace 
in Croatia", signed among others 
by the writer Milan Kundera, 
historiams Francois Furet, Marc 
Ferro and Jacques Le Goff", phi
losopher Georges Canguilhem 2 9 
and former Foreign Minister 
Michel Jobert, calls on the de
mocratic world to "save a democ
racy and a people that a re in 
danger". The attention of Brit
ons will be drawn by the name of 
Judi Dench, the first lady ofLon-
don theatre life, who signed the 
petition for the salvation of Dub
rovnik, along with a lot of scien
tists and art is ts from the Isles. 

In order to help Croatia with 
their authority and popularity 
in its justified fighting for peace 
and independence, a group of 
Hollywood actors, film directors, 
producers and screen-writers 
will gather in the Los Angeles 
home of the prominent Ameri
can film producer Michael Win
ner at a Meeting for Croatia. 
Together with John Malkovich, 
an American actor of Croatian 
origin. Winner invited all those 
who worked on films and TV 
serials in Zagreb and Croatia. 
These include some fascinating 
names, such as Meryl Streep, 
George Scott, Richard Cham
berlain, Telly Savallas, Michael 
Nader, Norman Jewison, Wil
liam Hurt , Timothy Hutton, 
J a n e Seymour, Robert Mit-
chum, Ernest Borgnine, Tom 
Selleck... ^ 
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CARDINAL 
ALOJZU E 
STEPINAC FUND 
TO REBUILD 
WAR- RAVAGED 
CROATIAN 
SHRINES 

This fund was established on 
September 16,1991, by artists, 
cultural and public workers, 
motivated by the human idea of 
rebui ld ing the war-ravaged 
shrines in all of the Republic of 
Croatia. SPONSOR of the Fund 
is His Eminence Franjo, Cardi
nal Kuharič, Archbishop of Za
greb which is the best testimony 
to the serious intent of this hu
manitarian enterprise. Fund's 
sources will be obtained thro
ugh: benefit performances, con
certs, auctions of paintings and 
other assistance by artists, con
tributions by founding and co-
founding members and spon
sors, fund-raising drivers, be
quests, governmental and do
nation - and in other appropri
ate ways. The Fund has a dinar 
account with the Pr ivredna 
Banka Zagreb (PBZ), numbered: 
30101-621-42-333; andforeign-
exchange account with the 
Osterreichische Landerbank, 
Graz, No:760-127-380/00/200 
(for US$), 760-127-380/00/202 
(for DM). We look forward to 
your participation in the reali
zation of this fund. The Board of 
Trustees will recognize every 
contr ibut ion in appropr ia te 
manner. 

CHAIRMAN, BOARD OF 
TRUSTEES Boris Buzančić 

AD FOR ADS 
To intiate collaboration with 
Croatian-Canadian business
men and develop strategies 
such as marketing, manage
ment and financing and to im
plement new ideas/projects, 
we invite professionals to 
share their business exper
tise. Any professional busi
ness group or organization in
terested in placing an add in 
the bulletin, please call at 

991-416-278-3002 

EDITOR'S NOTE 
I have reserved for myself the last word of all, the final assesment 

or summing up. This journal is dedicated forthe good of ournat ion. 
I assume that this enterprise will be undertaken wKh the highest 
principle and the deepest thought. 

Let me just say: I understand the value of it and the meaning of 
it. I do not want to advertise myself but it has got to be somebody 
who loves it and is prime to do it. I do not say I am the only one -
surely not - but I am just saying there is one who can and is willing. 

Here is a concept of an intelectual production on the serious 
matter of the Croatian tragedy today. 

I was fortunate to get the help of many talented professors at the 
Department of Anglistics of the University of Zagreb, who provided 
me with informations, material and translations. Of the many 
people I talked to or corresponded with, I partrcularly want to 
mention: Željka Ćorak, Greta PIfat, Stijepo Mlović Kočan, Janja 
Ciglar Žanić, Višnja Josipović, Stipe Botica, Žeijko Bujaš, 

- Mirjana Vidović Bohanec, Vesna Marčec Bell, Ivo Vidan, Višnja 
Sepčić, Vladimir Ivir, Nataša Jeffery. 

A superior designs by Boris Bućan and Boris Ljubičić, art
work by Ivo Duičić, cartoonsby Otto Reisinger and Dinko Žibrat, 
photographs by Damir Fabijanic, Šaša Novković and photog
raphers and journalists of "Večernji list" "s book "War crimes 
against Croatia", have been contributed to this journal. 

in September 1991, "Večernji list" the largest circulation daily in 
Croatia, published the book "War crimes against Croatia", based 
on material gathered during the first two months of the war in 
Croatia. "Večernji list" photographers and journalists dedicated 
this book to all the people of the world as adocument of these tragic 
times. I want to mention their names: Erich and Tamara 
Ackermann, Jure Ilić, Dražen liinčić, Milan Jajčlnović, Marc 
and Nataša Jeffery, Dorotea Jendrić, Branko Lovrić, Marijan 
Machala, Žeijko Pintar, Karlo Rosandić, Ivan Starčević and 
Žeijko Šojer.l am grateful to the staff of the Information Service^ 
University of Zagreb for their technical assistance. 

Finally, my thanks to everybody fortheir generous help, encour
agement and endurance to make this journal a success. 
R.O.S. 

THANKS... 
We would like to thank to all 

members of the association of 
the former students and friends 
of the Croatian universities, for 
the help in drugs and medical 
supplies as well as for the ex
tended assistance in their in
tention to promote the t ruth 
about the war aga ins t our 
motherland Croatia. 

Your help gives us streng^th 
to persist in our struggle for 
independent and free s t a t e 
Croatia. 

Inga Depolo-Bucan, 
co-ordinator 
AMA Croatica, University of 
Zagreb 

il 

(jraucleainus 
looking for Issue Sponiors. We are looking for a patron or patrons who 

would be willing to support the cost of our next issue. For detaib please 
contact editor-in-chief RINA SLEZIC at (416) 278-3002 

• f t t , . t 1 ,  

• V — • — = — ^ ' — ä = •-*-•—*—• ' r ^ 
Oau • da • a - mua 1 • fl - tur 

MARGARET 
THATCHER: 
"WE CANNOT 
CONTINUE TO 
STAND BACK AND 
ALLOW THE 
YUGOSLAV ARMY, 
THE 
COMMUNIST 
SERBIAN 
GOVERNMENT 
AND SERBIAN 
TERRORISTS TO 
CRUSH THE 
PEOPLE OF 
CROATIA". 

Margaret Thatcher, the well 
known and respected interna
tional političan and previous 
British Prime Minister is re
nown for her committment to 
causes which she believes are 
just. ON THE 24th of Sept. 1991 
she de l ivered an excel lent 
speech to the 25 th Annual UN 
Ambassadors Dinner in New 
York, excerpts of which are re
produced on this page. 

Only artificial states like Yu
goslavia, created out of dispar
ate nations subsequently held 
together by force and now by 
violence, a re t h r ea t ened by 
heightenednational awareness. 

Yugosl avia must rank as one 
of the world's least successful 
experiments in federalism - a 
fiercely contested distinction, a t 
that! 

For only ten of Yugoslavia's 
seventytwo years of existence 
has it known any kind of democ
racy. And it seems that, apar t 
from the hardline communists, 
the only people who seriously 
wish to keep it as it is, are to be 
found outside its own borders. 

THE DEFENCE OF 
HUMAN RIGHTS 

However, Yugoslavia is not 
only a lesson to the internatio
nal community on the dangers 
of propping up artificially con
structed federations of nations 
which wi sh to go their own way: 
i t i s also fast becoming a terrible 
and shameful lesson about our 
failure to act together to uphold 
human rights. 



Margaret Thatcher 

And this leads me back to the 
second of my two conclusions -
that we must be willing to take 
action in defence of human 
rights when these are trampled 
under foot by dictators. 

The CSCE has an obvious 
role to play in this. The Charter 
of Paris, which I signed with 
other heads of CJovernment last 
year, made particular mention 
of ther rights of national mi
norities. We mustgive practical 
effect to the aspirations con
tained in that document. 

But upholding human rights 
i s not just a matter for the CSCE 
- it goes right to the heart of the 
purpose of the United Nations. 
The Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights adopted and 
proclaimed by the UN General 
Assembly on 10th December 
1948 refers to: 

"The equal and inalienable 
rights of all members of the hu
man family" to "life, liberty and 
security of person." 

It does not just concern small 
and scatered minorities. It con
cerns individuals everywhere. 
It concerns whole nations. And 
it was our revulsion a t Sadam 
Hussein's brutal t reatment of 
the Kurdisch people which 
prom ptedus toact vigorously to 
protect them from the Iraqi 
forces. 

We cannot continue to stand 
back and allow the Yugoslav 
army, the Communist Serbian 
government and Serbian ter
rorists to crush the people of 
Croatia. Croatian civilians are 
being murdered and mutilated. 
Refugessarepouringacrossthe 
borders. Croatia's beautiful cit
ies and ancient churches are 
being destroyed. Unless we give 
them hope - and help to defend 
themselves - they are lost. 

The international commu
nity should remember three 
things. 

First, the inherent right of 
self defence cannot be removed 
from those who are facing death 
and destruction. But they can
not exercise i t without the 
means to do so. 

Second, this is not just a 
s t r ugg l e be tween n a t i o n a l 
groups. It is one between Com
munists and those - the Cro-
atians - who seek democracy. 

Third, it cannot jus t be con
sidered as an internal matter 
for Yugoslavia. Itgoesfar wider. 
It threatens international secu
rity. I t i shappeningin thehear t 
of Europe - and in an area where 
the interests of those directly 
involved are bound up with 
other minorities elsewhere and 
indeed other European sover
eign states. 

It is not for us to say that 
Croatia and Slovenia should 
remain in Yugoslavia agaiinst 
the democratically expressed 
wishes of their people. These 
two nations have exercised their 
right of secession under the 
Yugoslav Constitution. 

In these circumstances, we 
should be prepared to apply the 
s t r i c t e s t possible economic 
sanctions against any republic 
which tries to change borders 
by force - and to provide the 
means of defence to the victims 
of aggression. I t rust tha t the 
UN Security Council will take 
strong and urgent action to give 
practical effect to our shared 
resolve that democracy and hu
man rights shall not perish. 

If countries sign up to the 
international documents pro-
tectinghumanrights, they must 
be expected to observe them. 
And nothing does more to bring 
international declarations into 
disrepute - nothing does more 
to encourage would be agressi ve 
dictators everywhere - than to 
regard such ag reemen t s as 
worth no more than the paper 
on which they are written. 
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SUPPORT YOUR ALUMNI ASSOCIATION 

Please complete //)« hrm with as much information as you wish to supply 

Name (Maiden name if applicable). 
New/Current Address  .City. 

Province/State .Country. 
Telephone: Home  
Faculty and Year of Graduation  
Degree, diploma, etc  
(Occupation, Business and Academic 
accomfdishments, special interests, 
awards and any other news)  
Employer .  

Business Posul/Zip Code. 

ANNUAL MEMBERSHIP FEE: 
Toronto Chapter - $50.00 Membership year runs from 
April 1 - March 31. Make your cheque payable to AMCA -
Membership 3-1750 The Queensway, Suite 316 Etobicoke, 
Ontario M9H 5H5 CANADA, If you wish to contact other AMA 
Croaticae Chapters, the addresses are offered in this issue. 
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The window of the St. Vlaho's Church, Dubrovnik, Croatia, 1971, 
by Iwo Dulčić 
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